arXiv:2306.09994v2 [math.OA] 8 Aug 2023

QUANTUM MYCIELSKI GRAPHS

ARKADIUSZ BOCHNIAK AND PAWEL KASPRZAK

ABSTRACT. The classical Mycielski transformation allows for constructing from a given graph the new
one, with an arbitrarily large chromatic number but preserving the size of the largest clique contained
in it. This particular construction and its specific generalizations were widely discussed in graph theory
literature. Here we propose an analog of these transformations for quantum graphs and study how
they affect the (quantum) chromatic number as well as clique numbers associated with them.

1. INTRODUCTION

Properties and characteristics of classical graph colouring were widely studied from different per-
spectives, starting from their fundamental aspects, through applications in several branches of science
and engineering, as well as in multiple daily life problems [10]. The typical parameters one uses to
characterize a given graph G are related to a number of colors that can be used to label either its
vertices or edges according to a certain set of rules. The most common characteristic is called the
chromatic number x(G) and is defined as the minimal number of colors that could be used to label
the vertices of G in such a way that none of the edges has the same colors associated to its two
endpoints. The problem of determining this quantity for a generic graph is known to be NP-hard [9].
Yet another NP-hard parameter containing information about the structure of a given graph G is its
clique number w(G) which determines the largest subgraph K,, of G whose every vertex shares an edge
with any other vertex of this subgraph, the complete graph of n vertices. In particular, if w(G) = 2,
then the graph is triangle-free (i.e. there is no closed loop formed out of three vertices). One could
ask if starting from a triangle-free connected graph we can arbitrarily enlarge the chromatic number
by adding a certain number of vertices and edges but at the same time, no triangle is generated as
a subgraph and the resulting graph remains connected. The affirmative answer to this question was
given by Mycielski [15]. The resulting transformation that from a given graph G produces a new
graph p(G) such that G C p(G), w(G) = w(pu(G)) and x(u(G)) = x(G) + 1 is referred to as the
Myecielski transformation. This construction was later generalized in [17, 18], and for it, the notion of
generalized Mycielski transformation, Stiebitz transformation, or (higher) cones over a graph is used.

One area of intriguing applications of graph theory is the information theory [6, 16], where for a given
noisy classical channel @) : A — Prob(B) between two persons, Alice and Bob, one can associate the
so-called confusability graph, defined as a complement of the distinguishability graph whose vertices
are elements of the set A, and there exists an edge between two vertices ai,as € A if and only if
for all b € B we have ®.(bla1)®Pc(blaz) = 0, where ®¢(bla) stands for the conditional probability
that Bob will receive b € B provided that Alice had sent a € A. The fact that there is a connection
between classical channels and graphs led to an intriguing possibility of associating to a quantum
channel ®, an object that will mimic the behavior of classical graphs - the quantum graph. This
can be done either by directly using the associated Kraus operators defining the completely positive
trace-preserving map ®,, or use them to construct certain operator systems (spaces) and study their
properties. The concept of quantum graphs appeared already before in [7], however, the relation to
quantum information, in particular the problem of zero-error correction, significantly accelerated the
interest in quantum graphs. Several formulations, which under some conditions turned out to be
equivalent, were proposed. For a neat survey, we refer the reader to [4]. The two most widely used
are:

I. approach based on quantum relations and their formulations in terms of operator systems
(spaces) [19, 20],

II. formulation by mimicking in the quantum world the properties of adjacency matrices [14, 1].

Let us again consider the aforementioned noisy classical channel @, and now promote Alice and

Bob to be players for the following game [16]. Introducing an external referee, say, Charlie, one can

consider the scenario in which Charlie, chooses a value ¢ from its own set C and, with a conditional
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probability P(z,u|c), sends a message z € X to Alice, and a value u € B to Bob. If Alice is equipped
with a map f: X — A, called strategy, she can use it to produce a = f(x) and send this value to Bob
using the channel ® so that he will receive a value b € B with probability ®(b|a). The goal of the
players is to decode the initial value ¢ € C'. With a set X one can associate the so-called characteristic
graph defined in terms of P, and it turns out [16] that the existence of this type of scenario with a
winning strategy is equivalent to the existence of a homomorphism between such characteristic graph
and the distinguishability one associated with the channel ®.. This observation suggests that certain
characteristics of graphs could be potentially defined in terms of the existence of a winning strategy
for certain types of games. In particular, this is true for the chromatic number. One can consider a
two-player game in which Charlie chooses two vertices, say v and w, of a given graph G and sends one
of them to Alice and the second one to Bob. They have to respond with numbers «, 8 from a fixed
set {1,...,c} according to the following rules:

e v=w=a=7,

e yw is an edge = o # f.
The lack of communication between Alice and Bob is assumed during the game, but they can agree
on a strategy before the game started. It turns out that such a winning strategy exists if and only
if ¢ > x(G). This motivated the concept of quantum chromatic number introduced in [3] where the
players are no longer assumed to be classical but they are allowed to share some entangled quantum
state ¥ and, instead of providing answers, they are performing quantum measurements. More pre-
cisely, the players’ strategy is mathematically modeled by positive operator-valued measures (POVMs)
(Eya)a=1,...c and (Fyq)a=1,....c, respectively, and it is a winning strategy if

o Vv e V(G)Va # B (¥|Ey, ® Fup|¥) =0,

o Vow € E(G) Va(V|E,, ® Fuo|¥) = 0.
The quantum chromatic number is defined, by analogy to its classical counterpart, as the minimal
number for which there exists a winning strategy for this non-local game.

Both classical and quantum chromatic numbers, together with the notion of (quantum) coloring, can
be also defined in the framework of quantum graphs [2, 8]. It makes then sense to ask about analogs
of Mycielski theorem in the quantum setting. In this paper, we propose such a generalization of the
Myecielski transformation for quantum graphs and study how it affects parameters like (quantum)
chromatic numbers as well as (several versions of) clique numbers. In Section 2 we describe in detail
the Mycielski transformation for classical graphs and discuss its generalization into cones over a graph.
In Section 3 we briefly recall the notion of a quantum graph and establish the notation widely used in
the rest of the paper. We introduce the (generalized) Mycielski transformation for quantum graphs
in Section 4 and show that indeed the resulting object is a well-defined quantum graph. Next, we
study in Section 5 how this transformation affects the (quantum) chromatic number. The impact on
the (different versions of) clique numbers is discussed in Section 6. Finally, in Section 7 we briefly
comment on other graph parameters and collect a series of open questions as well as potential future
research directions.

2. MYCIELSKI TRANSFORMATION FOR CLASSICAL GRAPHS

Let G be an undirected graph with a given set of vertices V(G) and the set of edges E(G). The
Mycielski transformation [15] of G, denoted by n(G), is the graph with the set of vertices V(u(G)) =
{e}UV(G)UV(G) s.t. every vertex from the second copy of V(G) is connected with the distinguished
vertex o, and if {v;,v;} € F(G) and u; denotes the copy of v; is the second summand, then both
{vi,u;} and {vj,u;} are edges in p(G). In other words, the adjacency matrix A,y is of the form

o o 17
A,LL(G) == 9 AG’ AG . (1)
1 Ag O

The Mycielski transformation p(G) is a special case of so-called generalized Mycielski transformation
tr(G) (or r-Mycielskian) for r = 1, also known as cones over a graph G, [17, 18]. If the vertex set of
Gis VO = {vf,19,...,00} and the edge set of G is denoted by Ey then the vertex set of r-Mycielskian
is

VOouviu...uviu{e}
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where V¢ = {vi, v}, ... 0%} is the distinct copy of V¥ and the edge set is given by
r—1
E=EyU U{v;v;fl : U]Q’U?/ € EptU{vie vge, ... v e}
=0

We illustrate this construction in a particular example. Let G = Ko, i.e.

0 0
Lt Vg

The Mycielski transformation uq(G) of this graph is

0
U1

1 1
U1 L)
[ ]

v
v) v

Notice that this graph is simply

1
1

Vo —————— ®

Next, we observe that po(G) is of the form

0 0

U1 Vg
vl vy
v v3

We also notice that pg(p1(G)) # pa2(G).
3. QUANTUM GRAPHS
Let us recall here the definition of a quantum graph [4, Definition 2.4].

Definition 3.1. A triple G = (G, v, A) is a quantum graph, if
e G is a finite quantum space; the corresponding (finite-dimensional) C*-algebra will be denoted
by C(9);
e ¢ : C(G) — C is a faithful state; the GNS space will be denoted by L?(G); the multiplication
map when viewed as a linear map L?(G) ® L?*(G) — L?(G) will be denoted by m; since
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G is finite and v is faithful, C(G) and L?(G) can be identified as vector spaces; the map
CoAr— Mg € L?(G) will be denoted by n; note incidentally that n*(x) = v (z) for all
r € L*(G);
e 7 is a §-form, i.e. mm* = 521dL2(g);
e A, called quantum adjacency matrix, is a self-adjoint map A : L?(G) — L?(G) s.t.
A=5"?m(A® A)ym* (2)
A=({donm)(1® A®1)(m*'n®id) (3)
If, moreover, m(A ® 1)m* = 621, then the quantum graph G is called reflexive. On the other hand, if
m(A ® 1)m* = 0 then the quantum graph is called irreflexive.

We will often deal with a multiple of quantum graphs and, to avoid confusion, subscripts indicating
the corresponding quantum graph will be added to the state, adjacency matrix, multiplication map,
etc. and e.g. we shall write G = (Gg, g, Ag); dim C(G) will be denoted by |G]|.

Notice that

Lemma 3.1. For a quantum graph G = (G,, A) we have (id ® n*)m* =id = (n* ® id)m*.
Proof. The lemma is proved by conjugating the identities
m(n®id) = id = m(id ® n),
where the latter expresses the identity al = a = 1a for all a € C(G). 0
In what follows we shall use Swedler notation for m* : L?(G) — L?(G) ® L?*(G) and write
m*(a) = a(1) ® a)-
The C*-algebra C(G) will be viewed as a C*-algebra of operators acting on L?(G) and C(G)" will
denote its commutant
C(G) ={T € B(L*(G)) : Ta = aT for all a € C(G)}.
The map
P:B(L*G)) 3 X — 6 2m(A® X)m* € B(L*(G)) (4)
is a projection satisfying
P(XT) = P(X)T, P(TX)=TP(X), P(X*)=P(X)"
for all X € B(L%*(G)). In particular the image S of P
S = P(B(L*(9))) (5)
is a selfadjoint operator subspace in B(L?(G)) which is also a bimodule over C(G)’. Since C(G) is finite-
dimensional, it is also a von Neumann algebra thus the triple (S, C(G), B(L?(G))) is a quantum graph
in the sense of Weaver [19, 20]. We shall usually write Sg for the selfadjoint subspace S C B(L?(G))
described above. Note that if G is reflexive then Sg is an operator space. The operator space Sg for a

classical graph G is spanned by the matrix units e;; € Mat,, corresponding to edges (ij) € E(G), see
Section 6.

4. MYCIELSKI TRANSFORMATION FOR QUANTUM GRAPHS

Prior to the definition of the (generalized) Mycielski transformation we need to fix a notation: given
T

linear maps 7; : V; — W for i = 1,2,...,r the unique linear map 7' : @ V; — W such that T|y, = T;
=1

fori=1,2,...,r, will be denoted by € T;.
i=1
Definition 4.1. The Mycielski transformation p(G) of a quantum graph G = (Gg, g, Ag) is a triple
(Gu(g): Yug)> Au(g)) where
e G, = eUGgUGg (i.e. the corresponding C*-algebra is C ® C(G) & C(G)),
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e Ay : L?(u(G)) — L%(u(G)) is defined by

A §%g(y)
Ay |2 | = Ag(z +y) (6)
Y Mgy + Ag(z)

for all A € C and z,y € L?(G). Note that we identify L?(u(G)) with C ® L*(G) ® L?(G), with
the scalar product on the latter given by

A n 1 _
Y v

Instead of showing that this construction indeed defines a quantum graph, we first introduce the
quantum analog of the generalized Mycielski graphs. We will show that the generalized Mycielski
transformation for quantum graphs produces new quantum graphs. In particular, it will follow that
the Mycielski transformation as defined in Definition 4.1 also has this property.

Definition 4.2. Let G = (Gg, g, Ag) be a quantum graph and let » > 1. The r — 1-Mycielski
transformation p,—1(G) of G is a triple (G, _,(gy> Yu,_1(g)> Apu,_1(g)) Where

® G, _, g =*UGgU...UGg (i.e. the C*-algebra of y,_1(G) is C® C(G)?"),
—_——

1

r times

® Yu1(9) = Tz (1d @ 8*¢ger),
o Ay 1) LP(r-1(9)) = L*(pr—1(9)) is defined by

627!@(%’)
Ag(x1 + z2)
A Ag(z1 + x3)
xr1
Au_1(9) : = Ag (g, + Tpio) (7)
Ty :

AQ (xr72 + xr)
Mg + Ag(xr—1)
for all A € C and z1,...,z, € L*(G). Here L?(u,_1(G)) is identified with C & @ L?(G).

k=1

Let us right away observe that u1(G) as described in Definition 4.2 coincides with Mycielskian p(G)

of G as defined in Definition 4.1. Note also that for every r > 1, the scalar product on L?(u,_1(G)) is
given by

A I
T (0 1 - -
= 52 :
< : : > T3 <>\M+ kzl(ﬂﬁk|yk>>
Ly Yr
For k =1,...,r, let ¢} be the isometric embedding of L?(G) into L?(u,_1(G))
0
0
1+ 762 0
Lg : LQ(Q) S5 +— T - S LZ(Mr—l(g))a
0
0
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T
where the element z is embedded into the kth summand of @ L?(G). Note that

k=1
xo
. \/T
*
Slaw | =4 —=xp.
k . 1+ 762
Ty

We also define the isometric embedding ¢o of C into L?(p,—1(G)),
A

0
w:CoA—=V1i+7r02| . | € L?(u—1(9))

and we have

«f - 1
STV T

Ty
For every k,l=1,...,r we have iftx = djidp2(g), and (jro = idc. Furthermore,

T

Y uts =idre, ()
§=0

Denoting mo = me and m; = 6 1mg for j = 1,...r we have

My, () = V14782 umi(ig ® 1), (8)
k=0

and
ur (g =V 1+ rd2 Z Lk @ L )My

The quantum adjacency matrix can be written as
r—1

Ay ) = durngty + Orongly + t1Agey + Z (LkAngJrl + LkHAgLZ) . (9)
k=1

From this formula we deduce that A, | () is a selfadjoint operator on L?(pr—1(G)). Let us prove that
Vo (g) s a V1+ rd2-form.
Proposition 4.1. The equation
mm-1(§)m;r71(g) =(1+ T52)idL2(g)
holds, and in particular ¥, _, (g is a V1 + ro2-form.
Proof. We compute

T

* 2 * ok 1 + 762 * ok
My 1 (G) My 1 (G) = (1 4+ 76%)omemgty + —=— Z LeMmgmgLy,

52
k=1
1 52
=(1 +7“52)L0L6 + _;T 522%% = 1 +ré? )ldLQ( r—1(9))"
k=1

0

Proposition 4.2. For any quantum graph G and any r > 1, the generalized Mycielski transformation
wr—1(G) is a quantum graph. Moreover, if G was irreflexive (resp. reflexive), then p,—1(G) is so.
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Proof. To prove the claim, we have to verify that p,_1(G) fulfills all the axioms from Definition 3.1.
First, by Proposition 4.1 we know that v, _,(g)isav1+ ro2-form. Moreover, A1) € B(L?(ur—1(G)))
is a selfadjoint operator (c.f. Eq. (9)).
Next, we compute

* * * 1 - * *
My, 16 (A1 (9) @ Ap_i(@) Mgy =(r8> +1) <L0m-(bo ®uw)+ 5 > umg(ly ® %))
k=1

* ok 1 : * ok
X (A 10) @ A1) ((Lo ® to)mety + 5 e Lk)mg%) :
k=1

Since my, _,(g) and m;T_l(g) contain only tensors of the form ; ® ¢ and ¢; ® ¢; (j = 0,...,7),
respectively (i.e. diagonal in the subscripts), the only non-zero contribution from A, ¢y ® A, _ (g
is

5% (1r ® 1) (ng @ Mg) (1§ ® 1§) + 6% (10 ® 10) (NG @ 1) (1h ® 12) + (11 ® 11)(Ag ® Ag) (L} ® ¢})

r—1

+ 3 [ ® ) (Ag © Ag) (thy ® thiy) + (g1 © 1) (Ag ® Ag) (1 @ 7))
k=1

Therefore,
My, 16) (Ap_i(@) @ Apr_i(0)) Mgy =(1+78%) {Stome(nf @ ng)ymgey + d1mg(ng @ ng)mig
+ 6 2uymg(Ag ® Ag)mgi;

r o r—1
+ 072> umg(h @ ) [(u @ u)(Ag ® Ag) (141 ® 17 11)
k,p=11=1

(i1 ® us1)(Ag ® Ag) (4 @ )] (b ® tp)mGip -
This can be further simplified into

M —1(6) (A1) @ Apr_1(@) M, gy =(1+ 7“52){5L0m-(775 ® ng)mgly + dtrmg(ng © ng)meg
+ 6 21umg(Ag ® Ag)mgi;
r—1

+ 5_2 Z (Lkmg(Ag & Ag)mgLZ+1 + L]H_lmg(Ag %) Ag)mELZ) }
k=1

Since mg(Ag ® Ag)my = 6*Ag and mg(ng ® ng)mi = ng, we get

My 1) (Apr16) ® A 1(0) M,y (g) = (107 + 1Ay, (6)-
In order to show that

(d @m0y, (@) (A ® Ay, (g) @IA) (M, gy, _1(g) ©1d) = Ay, ()

. . . 1 s .
notice that since 7, _,(g) = Wirwm <L077. + 5];::1 Lkng>, and Eq. (8) holds, it follows that

T
M Q)1 (@) = Tame(1 ©15) + > memg (1], ® 1f),
k=1
and

T
mZT_l(g)Ww—l(g) = (10 ® to)mgne + Z(Lk ® L )MGNg-
k=1
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Therefore,
(d @y, (¢)Mpu—1(9) (1 ® Ay, (g) @1d)(my, 6y, (g) @ 1d)

T
id @ 1yme (1§ ® 1) +1d @ D ngmg (i, @ i)
k=1

did ® ¢,ngry @ id 4 0id @ onge, ® id +id ® 11 Age] ® id

r—1
+ Z (id ® wAgtyy @ id +id @ 114 @ id)
k=1

(10 @ t0)mine ®id + Y (1 @ e)mGng @ id| .
k=1
The only non-zero contributions to the above expression are:
(d @, (¢)Mp—1(9) (A ®@ Ay, (g) @1d) (M), 6y, (g) @ 1d)
=0 [id ® nyme (5 ® LO)] [id ® tonger @id] [(tr ® tr)mEng @ id]
+0 [id @ ngmg (7 ® )] id @ trmgeg @ 1d] (20 @ to)mine @ id]
+ [id® némg(ff ®7)] [d @ 11Age} ®id] [(11 @ 11)mgng @ id]

X

s
+ Z Z [id @ ngmg(if @ ¢)] [id ® eAgriy; @id +id @ 1 Agey, ®id] [(4p ® tp)mGng ®id] .
lp=1k=1

This can be further reduced into

(d®@n, (g Mu1(6))1d ® Ay ) @id)(my, | )M,y (g) ®id)
= 0(id @ nime) (1 ® id @ 1) (id ® nf @ id)(m§ @ id) (ng ® id)
+ 0(id ® ng) (id ® mg)(id ® ng ® id) (1o ® id ® ¢, )(Mgne ® id)
+ (id @ ngmg) (1 ® Ag ® ¢7)(mgng @ id)
r—1

+ ) [(d @ ngme) (e ® Ag ® tj41) (mng @id) + (id @ ngmg) (i1 ® Ag @ 13)(mgng @ id)] .
k=1

Notice that,
(id ® ngma) (tr ®id ® ) (id ® ng ® id)(mg ® id)(ng ® id) =
= (1r ®id ® 1) (id ® g ® id)(mg ® id)(ng ® id)
= 1r((id @ ng)mgng)io = trmgLo,
where to justify the first step we observe that the map 7;me : C® C — C coincides with the canonical
identification of C ® C and C and in the second step we used Lemma 3.1. Similarly,

(id ® ng)(id ® mg)(id ® ng @ id) (1o ® id & ¢y.) (Mgne @ id) = tongey.-
Moreover,
(id ® ngmg) (1 ® Ag ® 1)) (mgng @ id) = 1 (id ® ngmg)(id ® Ag ® id)(mgng ® id)e] = L Agt],
for every k and [ which follows from Eq. (3) that is satisfied by Ag. All this demonstrates that
(d @1y, _, () Mir—1(6)) (A ® Ay, ) @1d) (), _, gy, 1(9) @ 1) = Ay, (0)-
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In order to check the (ir)reflexivity of p,—1(G) we compute

* * 1 . * *
oma (15 1) + 5 S g (i @ )
k=1

My, (@) (A (@) @1d) My, g) = (1476%)

X

[&mgLS ® id 4 deonge, @ id 4+ 11 Age] ® id

T
+ Z (Agly ®id + 1 Agey, @ id)
k=1

X

1 .
(to ® to)marg + 5 I;(Lk ® tg)mgLy,

0, @G — irreflexive,

(1+782)id, G — reflexive.

1+ 762 . .
= Tleg(Ag ®id)mgL] = {

5. CHROMATIC NUMBERS UNDER MYCIELSKI TRANSFORMATION

Definition 5.1. [8, Definition 2.16] Let G be an irreflexive quantum graph and Sg the associated
operator space as described in Eq. (5). We say that G possesses a quantum c-coloring if there exists
a finite von Neumann algebra A/ and a partition of unity {P,}5_; € C(G) ® N such that

vlSachXESg : Pa(X b2y ]IN)Pa =0.

The quantum chromatic number is defined as (c.f. [2])

Xq(G) = min{c € N|3 ¢c-colouring with dim(N) < oo}, (10)
while the classical chromatic number for a quantum graph is
Xloc(G) = min{c € N| 3 ¢c-colouring with dim(N') = 1}. (11)

For a classical graph G, it is known that yioc((G)) = Xi0c(G) + 1. We now study this type of
relation in the quantum framework.

Proposition 5.1. For every irreflexive quantum graph G, r > 1 and t € {loc,q}, xt(pr—1(G)) <
xt(G) + 1.

Proof. The proof for t = ¢ is an amplification of the proof for ¢ = loc which we give below. We show

that if {P,};_, C C(G) is a c-colouring of G, then there exists a ¢+ 1-colouring {Q}5_, C C(ur—1(9))

of pr—1(G). Viewing C(u,—1(G)) as an algebra acting on L?(u,_1(G)) we define self-adjoint projections
T

Qo = wy and Q; = Y ,iPi for © = 1,2,..., ¢ which incidentally form a partition of unity of
j=1
Clur-1(9)):

T T T
E Qo = Loty + g viPiL = vt + g iy = 1.
i=0 j=1

ij=1
In order to conclude that {Qg}}_, is ¢ + 1-colouring of p,—1(G), take X € S, _ (g), i-e.
X =my,_¢)(Au_19) @Y)m, _ g

for some Y € B(L?(u,_1(G))). Remembering that L?(p,_1(G)) can be identified with the direct sum
of C and r copies of L?(G) (c.f. Definition 4.2) we shall use matrix notation (Y;;)i j—o,.r, where
Yoo € C, Yjo,Yy; € L*(G) for j=1,...,r,and V;; € B(L*(G)) for i,j = 1,...,r.

Let us first show that Qo X Qo = 0:

Qumy, () (Au, (@) @ Ym0 Qo0 = t0timy, _(g)(Ap_1(@) @ VIV +782Y (1 @ tp)migiieots
k=0

:

L+ 7r8%00t5my, 1 6)(Au_16) ® Y)(to @ to)mptg

:

=41+ 7"52L0L8mm71(g) (6trmg @ Yig)mano
=d(1+ T(SQ)L(]LSLT’ITLT(’I?(_; ® Yr0)mgno = 0,
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since ¢4t = 0.
Similarly we shall show that @Q; XQ; =0 forallti=1,...,c

Qimy,_(9) (A1 6) ®Y)My, () Qi

T

= Z uPigmy, ) (Au 1) ®@Y) \/1—{—7‘622 Lp @ Lp) Mty Pt}

J,k=1

= \/H—WZ Qim#r—l(g) (Aﬂr—l(g) ®Y)(y @ Lj)m;PiL;
j=1

=V 1+762Qim,, { (deong @ Yi,)my Pty +Z (L1 Ag] ®Y) (15 @ 1j)m; P

7=1

r r—1
F3 S s i) Y] 5 i
j=1p=1

T
= Z Qiumy (] @ L?){((Smné Q@Y )miPiuy + (11Agl] @ Y )m] Py
1=0

T
+ Z [(tymj(Ag @ Yijp1))m§y Pl + (11146 @ Yij)mi P, ] }
j=1
= Qibomo((hoﬁé ® YO,r)mipibi + Qilel(Ag ® Yll)mTPiLT
r r—1
+ Z Z Qitma(t] @ 1) [(1ymi(Ag @ Yijpn))miy Pl + it} + (14146 @ Yiz)miPij ]
=1 j=1
r—1
= Qitymi(Ag @ Yi1)mI Pl + Q; Z [ijj(Ag & Y}j+1)m;+1PiL; + Lj+1mj+1(Ag & Y}+1j)m;PiL;+1]
j=1
r—1
=11 Pmi(Ag @ Yi1)mi Pl + Z [1iPimj(Ag @ Yj ji1)m Pt} + i1 Pimji1(Ag © Yig15)m) Pictyy |
j=1
r—1
= 11 Pmg(Ag ® Yi)mEPut + ) [1jPmg(Ag ® Yj j))mE P + 111 Pimg(Ag @ Y j)mg P ] =0
j=1
where in the sixth equality we used @;tg = 0 for all ¢ > 1 and in the last equality we refer to the fact
that {P};_,; C C(G) is a c-colouring of G. O

It is known that in contrast to the case r = 2, the generalized Mycielski construction p,_; for
r > 2 may leave classical chromatic number unchanged. Let us restrict our attention to the r = 2-
case for quantum graph G and suppose that {Pkl}g:o is a ¢ + 1-colouring of (G). Since C(u(G))
CaC(G)®C(G) we can, without loss of generality assume that Py = (1, Py, Py2) and Py = (0, P, Pro
for k = 1,2,...,c. Our goal is to prove that under a mild commutativity condition Xjoc(1(G))
Xloc(G) + 1. First, we observe:

[P

Lemma 5.2. With the notation above, Py = 0.
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Proof. Consider Y € B(L?*(u(G))). Remembering that Y = (Y;;); =012 where Yoo € C, Yiq,Yao €
L?(G), we compute

1 1 1
Pomu(g) (Au(g) ® Y)m;(g)Po 0 = (1 —|- 262)P0mu(g) (Au(g) ® Y) O ® O
0 0 0
0 1
=(1+26*)Pymyg) | | 0 | @Y [0
1g 0
0 Yoo
= (1 + 252)P0m“(g) 0 ® | Yio
I Y20
0 0
=(1+29)P | 0 | =(1+26% 0 =0
Y20 PoaYao
and since this holds for all Ya9 € L?(G), we conclude that Py = 0. O

Proposition 5.3. Let G be a quantum graph with ¢ + 1 = xj0((G)) and suppose that there exists
c + 1-colouring {Pm}i':o of u(G) with the property that Py1 Plo = PiaPo1, for alll € {1,...,c}. Then
Xloc(g) = Xloc(:u(g)) -1

Proof. By Proposition 5.1 it is enough to construct a ¢’ coloring {Ql}f/:l of G. By Lemma 5.2 we can
assume that Py = (1, Py1,0) and Pyxy = (0, Pg1, Pro) for k=1,...,. Note that Pjs + ...+ Puy = 1.
We define Q); = Pj; + Po1 P2 and note that

Q1—|—...—{—Qc/:]l.

Moreover, under the assumed condition, we have

Qi =Qi=qQ;
Next, we compute assuming that [ > 0,
A 0
0=PAgh | 2| =PRAyg | Fur
Yy Py
0
= | PuAg(Puz + Ppy)
PiAgPhx
for all z,y € L?(G). Hence we have PpAgP;y = 0= P;;AgPy for all [ > 0. Next,
1 1
PoAu(g)Po | = POAH(Q) P()ll'
Y 0
0
= POlAng.%'
0

for all x € L? (G). Hence PoAgPy = 0= P AgPy for all | > 0 which used in the next computation
(under the assumption Py Pjo = Fj2Pp1) yields

QiAgQ) = (Pi1 + Po1P2)Ag(Pi1 + PiaPor)
= PnAgPn + P1AgPpPor + PonPreAg P + PaPo1 AgPo1 Pro
=0
Thus if Py1 Py = PPy for all [ € {0,1,...,c}, then {Ql}lcle is a ¢/-colouring. dJ
Question 1. Is there a quantum graph G for which x0c(1(G)) = X10c(G)?
The concept of quantum graphs homomorphism will be useful in this and the next sections.

Definition 5.2. ([16, Definition 7]) We say that there exists a homomorphism between quantum
graphs G and F, and write G — F, if there exists a Hilbert space H and an isometry J : LQ(Q) —
L*(F)®Hs.t. JSgJ* C Sr® B(H).



12 ARKADIUSZ BOCHNIAK AND PAWEL KASPRZAK

By [16, Theorem 8] every homomorphism in the above sense between classical graphs corresponds
to a homomorphism between these graphs.

Definition 5.3. ([16, Section III, p. 6]) We say that G is a quantum subgraph of F if there exists an
isometry J : L*(G) — L?(F) s.t. JSgJ* C Sz.

Remark 5.4. Let us note that G is a quantum subgraph of Mycielskian pu,—1(G), for any r > 1, where
the isometry J : L2(G) — L%(jur—1(G)) is given by J(z) = t1(x).

Note that if G is a quantum subgraph of F, then in particular G — F. As a direct consequence
of the monotonicity property of quantum chromatic numbers [2, Proposition 6.4] and Remark 5.4 we
have the following

Proposition 5.5. For any irreflexive quantum graph G, any r > 1 and any t € {loc, q},
xt(9) < xi(pr—1(9))-
We thank David E. Roberson for pointing out to us the following fact.

Remark 5.6. There exists a classical graph G such that x,(u(G)) = x4(G). Indeed, let G13 be the
graph introduced in [12] and defined as follows. Consider a three-dimensional cube centered on the
origin of R? and identify vector v with —v. The set of vertices V for G13 consists of vectors (after the
aforementioned identification) representing midpoints of the faces (three of them), midpoints of the
edges (six of them), and vertices of the cube (four of them). The pair {u,v} forms an edge in Gz if
and only if v and u are orthogonal as vectors in R?. Adding a single vertex and connecting it with all
the vertices from G3 one gets a new graph, called G14. By [12, Lemma 6], we have x4(G13) = xq(G14).
On the other hand, by construction there is a morphism p(G13) — G4, so that x4(1(G13)) < x4(G14)
by [2, Proposition 6.4]. This shows that x,(1(G13)) = x¢(G13).

6. CLIQUE NUMBERS

Let us recall that with an irreflexive graph G with |V (G)| = n we associate an operator space of
the form
Sc = span{|e;)(ej| : e; ~e;} € B(C")
with {e;} being the standard basis of C". The clique number w(G) of G, which is the size of the
largest complete graph contained in G, can be equivalently defined [16, 6] as the maximal cardinality

of a set K for which we can find a collection of non-zero vectors {1, € ¢2 : k € K} such that
[i) (] € S for 4,5,k € K and @ # j, i.e.

w(G) = max {|{yy, € 2 : k€ K} : by #0, ;) (0] € Sg fori,j,k € K andi #£j}.  (12)

This definition can be adapted to the context of a finite quantum graph G: the clique number for a
quantum graph G = (G, 1, A) is given by

w(G) = max{|{1/)k € Lz(g) tke K} oy #0,]v) (Y] € Sg for i, j,k € K and i # j}. (13)

The clique number can be also defined using the notion of graph homomorphism from a complete

graph, i.e., by w(G) = max{|K,|: K, — G} [16].

Remark 6.1. It is easy to check that the above definition agrees with (13). Moreover, if there is a
morphism G — F then w(G) < w(F). In particular w(G) < w(pr—1(G)) for every r > 1.

Proposition 6.2. Let G be a quantum graph. Then w(u(G)) = w(G).

Proof. By the Remark 6.1 we have w(G) < w(u(G)).

In the proof of the converse inequality let us use the following notation: remembering that as vector
spaces we have L?(1u(G)) = C @ L*(G) @ L*(G), the components of ¢ € L?(1u(G)) will be denoted by
0% !, ? respectively. Similarly every X € B(L?(u(G))) can be written in a matrix form

Xoo Xo1 Xoo
X=X Xu1 Xpo
Xoo Xo1 Xoo

where Xo € C, X;; € B(L*(G)) and X0, X3; € L*(G) for i,j € {1,2}.
Suppose that the clique number w(u(G)) = |K| where K is a finite set such that there is a set of
non-zero vectors {4 € L*(u(G)) : k € K} satisfying [13) (1);] € Sy g) for i,j € K and i # j.
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Let i # j. Since [1;)(¢;] € Sy (g), there exists X@) € B(L?(1u(G))) such that

(U) *
252+1 ’ ) O i ol ® X Jms
i) (5] = 0 - 7mg(Ag ® X%;))mg 32 wmg(Ag ® X5 )mg (14)
mg(ng @ X3 ymy 5%7”9”(149 @ Xy )mg 0

where the matrix structure on the right of Equation (14) is a direct consequence of Definition 4.1 of
Ay (g)- On the other hand, we have

\¢°><¢6\ [l [P 5\ 0 0 ) 5!
i) (5] = | 1oy ><¢6\ ¥y ><¢ | 1w Vil = 0 o)l i) (] (15)
7 (W5l WWN 7 (W5l [97) (5] !1/12><1/11! 0

and looking at the right lower corner of the right-hand side of (15) we conclude that for every i # j
either 1/)22 =0or ¢]2 = 0. Suppose that there is ig such that 1/)220 # 0 (say without loss of generality we
can take ig = 1). Then ¢J2 = 0 for every j # 1. Consider now i # j and 7,j # 1. In this case

0 0 0
i) (gl = [0 [}l 0 (16)
0 0 0

and therefore |1/)Zl><1/)]1| #0 for all i # j and 4, j # 1 and hence {3, %3, ¢i, ... ,1/)|1K‘} is a witness of a

clique of size |K| in G. If 9 = 0 for all i then Equation (16) holds for all i, j. Hence ! # 0 for all i

and therefore {1,3, 93, ... ,¢‘1K|} is a witness of a clique of size |K| in G and this ends the proof. O
The techniques used in the proof of Proposition 6.2 lead to the following generalization.

Proposition 6.3. Let G be a quantum graph and r > 1. Then w(u,—1(G)) = w(G).

Proof. Suppose that the clique number w(p,—1(G)) = | K| where K is a finite set analogous to the one
in the proof of Proposition 6.2. -
Let i # j. In a completely similar manner as before, there exists X () ¢ B(L2 (tr—1(G))) such that
14 ré? ., y
[9i) (5| = 7{Lom- <77g ® X529 )> mgt, + tymg (ng ® Xﬁé”) mely + = 5 leg(Ag ® XD yme s
1<
5

™ML

+ [%mg (Ag ® Xﬁil) MGlr1 + Ler1mg (Ag ® X;ﬁfm) mébﬂ }

i

1
(17)

T
Comparing the above expression with [¢;)(¢;| = > Ll|1/)f>(¢f|Lz, in particular by looking at the entry

L |97 (Y |ey, we conclude that for every ¢ # j either ¢ = 0 or 47 = 0. If there exists 4o such that
i, 7 0, then ¢ = 0 for every j # ig. For i # j such that ¢, j # 19 we then have

r—1
) 5] = ol Wt + 3 ()0 i + a0 W) (18)
k=1

For r > 2, the second term does not vanish automatically. However, looking now at the entry
-1 |17 ) (Y5 [y 1 we conclude that for all i # j either wg_l =0 or 1/127_1 = 0. Recursively, we show
that for all ¢ = 2,...,r either ¢ =0 or qu = 0. In any of these choices, we can construct a witness
of a clique of size |K|in G. O

The concept of a complete graph admits a quantum version with a quantum space playing a role of
a space of vertices and thus the clique number of a given (quantum graph) admits a quantum version
that measures the maximal size of a complete quantum subgraph.

Definition 6.1. Given a finite quantum space G and a 0-form ¢ : C(G) — C we define a quantum
graph (G,v, A) where A : L*(G,v) — L?(G, 1)) is given by

Az = 8T (z) —

where I denotes the matrix with all entries equal to 1. This quantum graph is denoted K¢, and
referred to as a complete quantum (G, ¢)-graph.
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Remark 6.4. We shall often skip ¢ and instead writing Kg , we use Kg referring to it as a complete
quantum G-graph.

Definition 6.2. The quantum clique number for a quantum graph G is given by
wq(G) = max{|Kr| : Kr — G}. (19)

Remark 6.5. Analogously to the Remark 6.1 we see that if there exists a morphism G — F then
we(G) < wy(F). In particular, if G is a quantum subgraph of F, then wy(G) < wy(F) and hence
wq(G) < wq(pr—1(G)) for every r > 1.

Question 2. Is the opposite inequality also true? If not, what is the minimal counterexample?

Next, for a quantum graph G and a positive semidefinite operator A € B (H) we define the operator
space Sg ® A C B(L?(G)) ® B(H) € B(L*(G) ® H). Since (Sg, C(G), B(L?(G))) is a quantum graph,
we know in particular that C(G) SgC(G) C Sg. Defining A = C(G) ® B(H) and noticing that
A'(Sg @ A)A’ C Sg ® A, (where we use B(H)' = C) we conclude that (Sg ® A, A, B(L?*(G) ® H)) forms
a quantum graph which we denote by G ® A.

Definition 6.3. ([16, Definition 15]) We say that there exists a quantum homomorphism between

quantum graphs G and F, denoted G = F, if there exists a positive semidefinite operator A € B (H)
st. GRA = F.

Remark 6.6. For quantum homomorphisms, one can define the corresponding clique number and the
quantum clique number by simply replacing G — F by G — F in their definitions. We denote these
parameters by w,(G) and wg.(G) respectively. In a complete analogy to clique numbers w and w, we see

that if there exists a quantum homomorphism G ~ F then both w.(G) < w.(F) and we«(G) < wys(F).
In particular, if G is a quantum subgraph of F, then w,(G) < wy(F) and wg«(G) < wg«(F) and hence
() < w.(jtr-1(G)) and wiye(G) < wye(y—1(0)) for every 1> 1.

7. OUTLOOK AND OPEN QUESTIONS

We have defined the Mycielski transformation (and its generalized versions) for quantum graphs
and demonstrated how it affects their certain parameters, in particular (quantum) clique numbers as
well as (quantum) chromatic numbers. In contrast to the classical counterpart, we were not able to
prove that this transformation automatically enlarges the chromatic number by one. Though we were
not able to explicitly construct an example that violates the aforementioned equality, we believe that
in general, this equality is not true. A similar lack of equality is expected for quantum chromatic
numbers.

To a classical graph G, one can also associate the Lovdsz number 9(G) [11], which satisfies the
monotonicity condition, i.e. the existence of a graph homomorphism G — F implies 9(G) < 9(F)
[5, Section 4]. Moreover, w(G) < 9(G) < X1oc(G). The generalization of the Lovasz number into the
framework of quantum graphs was proposed in [6] (see also [16, Definition 6]). By [16, Theorem 19],
if for two irreflexive quantum graphs G and F we have either G — F or G % F, then 5(9) < E(}" ), SO
that 9(G) < I(sir—1(9)).

Yet another aspect that we aim to investigate in the forthcoming publication is to study how the
proposed Mycielski transformation for quantum graphs affects their (quantum) groups of symmetries.
In addition to the aforementioned open questions, we formulate below further potentially intriguing
problems motivated by the known results in classical graph theory.

7.1. Quantum versions of Motzkin-Straus clique number. The clique number of a classical
graph G = (V, E) can be also computed using the Motzkin-Straus characterization [13],

1

4
—m:max{@,flgw : UERLYI, Zvizl}- (20)

We now mimic this characterization in the quantum setting. For a given convex closed cone in
S C L*(G) we can define the following clique numbers.

Definition 7.1. The Motzkin-Straus clique number ws(G) for quantum graph G and convex closed
cone S C L%(G) is defined through

L = max(v, Agv). (21)

1 —
ws(g) veS
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Question 3. Characterize (if exist) cones that correspond to the clique numbers for quantum graphs
defined in Section 6. Which of the Motzkin-Straus clique numbers are preserved by the Mycielski
transformation?

7.2. Quantum version of Stiebitz theorem. For a given classical graph G, n > 1 and r; > 1 for
j=1,...,n, we define

Pt} (G) = prp 1 (o iy 1 (pr—1(G)) ) (22)
For n = 0, however, we identify {ri,...,r,} with ) and put py(G) = G. For k > 2 we then define
Mk - {,u'{rl,...,rkfg}(Kz) ’rj > 17 j = 17 cee 7k - 2} 5 (23)

i.e. it is the set of all generalized Mycielski transformations of Ky obtained from k& — 2 consecutive
applications of p,_1(-) with possibly different rs in every iteration, and the following holds:

Theorem 7.1. ([17]) For every G € M, we have Xio.(G) > k.

Let IC,, be the quantum complete graph on Mat,, equipped with the tracial §-form ),,, and define
Mg = {03 (K2) |75 > 1,5 =1,... k—2}. (24)

Question 4. For which type of (quantum) chromatic numbers do we have xo(G) > k for all G € M.
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