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ON STEINERBERGER CURVATURE AND GRAPH DISTANCE
MATRICES

WEI-CHIA CHEN AND MAO-PEI TSUI

ABSTRACT. Steinerberger proposed a notion of curvature on graphs (J. Graph
Theory, 2023). We show that nonnegative curvature is almost preserved under
three graph operations. We characterize the distance matrix and its null space
after adding an edge between two graphs. Let D be the graph distance matrix
and 1 be the all-one vector. We provide a way to construct graphs so that the
linear system Dz = 1 does not have a solution. Let 1 be the Perron eigenvector
of D. We provide a lower bound to (n,1) when the graph is a tree.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Introduction. In recent years, the concept of curvature has been introduced
to finite connected graphs @ In his paper , Steinerberger proposed a
notion of curvature defined on the vertices of graphs. He shows that this notion of
curvature satisfies several properties that a curvature would satisfy in differential
geometry. These include a Bonnet—Myers theorem, a Cheng’s theorem, and a Lich-
nerowicz theorem. A necessary condition for the curvature to have these properties
is that the linear system

Dx=1
has a solution, where D is the graph distance matrix and 1 is the all-one constant
vector. Steinerberger investigated the 9059 graphs in the Mathematica database
and reported there are only 5 graphs that the linear system does not have a solution
. This phenomenon leads to the intriguing question: why does the linear system
of equations Dz = 1 tend to have a solution for most graphs?
In his subsequent work , Steinerberger gave a sufficient condition for Dz = 1 to
have a solution, in terms of the Perron root and the Perron eigenvector n of D. A
problem of this condition is that it degenerates to whether D is invertible or not.
This condition still motivates the study of (n,1).

In this paper, we extend the results in . The main results are as follows.

(1) We simplify the proof of the invariance of total curvature ( Proposition
3]) without using von Neumann’s Minimax Theorem.

(2) We show that nonnegative curvature will be preserved except for one or
two vertices after adding an edge between two graphs, merging two graphs
at a vertex, or removing a bridge from a graph.

(3) We characterize the distance matrix and its null space after adding an edge
between two graphs.

(4) We show that if two graphs have the property that Da = 1 has no solution,
then after merging them at a vertex, the new graph has the same property.
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(5) We provide a lower bound to (n,1) involving the number of leaves when
the graph is a tree.

1.2. Definitions. Let G = (V, E) be a finite, connected graph. The distance be-
tween two vertices u and v, denoted as d(u, v), is the length of a shortest path from
u to v. The curvature of graph G proposed by Steinerberger in [13] is a function
1V — R so that for every vertex u € V, we have

> d v)u(v) = V],

veV
Equivalently, if the vertices are V' = {v; : 1 < i < n}, by considering the vector
((v1), ..., 1(vy)), the curvature of a graph is a vector w satisfying

Dw=n-1,

where D;; = d(v;,v,) is the distance matrix of the graph.

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Invariance of Total Curvature and Bonnet—Myers Sharpness. The
following property of the curvature was proved by Steinerberger as a consequence
of von Neumann’s Minimax theorem. Inspired by his remarks, we simplify the proof
by using linear algebra.

Theorem 1 ( [13]). Let G be a connected graph. Suppose there are wi,ws € R
so that Dwy = Dwg =n - 1. Then |Jwi]j1 = ||wa]1.

Proof. We have
n{wy,1) = wl Dwy = n{ws, 1).
O

Remark 1. From the proof above, Theorem 1 can be relazed without the assumption
of nonnegative curvatures: Let G be a connected graph. If wi and ws are curvatures
of G, then (wy,1) = (ws, 1).

The discrete Bonnet—Myers theorem in [13] states that if G has a nonnegative
curvature w so that Dw = n -1 with K = min; w; > 0, then
diam G < 27n
lwllx
In addition, if diam G- K = 2, then G has a constant curvature. We say the graph G
is discrete Bonnet—Myers sharp if diam G - K = 2. Inspired by [3], we find that the
discrete Bonnet—Myers sharpness will be preserved under the Cartesian product.

Proposition 1. Let G1, Gy be connected graphs with curvatures bounded below by
Ki, Ky > 0, respectively. Suppose G1,Go are discrete Bonnet—Myers sharp. Then
the Cartesian product graph G10G4 is discrete Bonnet—Muyers sharp.

Proof. The discrete Bonnet—Myers theorem above implies that G; and G have con-
stant curvature K1, Ky > 0. By [13, Proposition 2], G10G2 has constant curvature

K > 0 and . ) K
K=(—+-—)1=——22
K, K K+ Ky

Since diam(G10G2) = diam G + diam G5, we have
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2.2. Bridging, Merging, and Cutting Graphs. Nonnegative curvature will be
preserved except for at most two vertices under three basic graph operations. Let
G1 and G2 be two graphs whose distance matrices are D; and Dy, respectively.
Assume that G; has n; vertices for ¢ = 1,2. We can create a larger graph G by
adding an edge e between them. We can also obtain a graph H by performing an
edge contraction on e in G. We say that H is obtained by merging G, and G5 at
a vertez.

Theorem 2 (Bridging Graphs). Suppose Gy and Go have nonnegative curvature,
namely, Dyw; = n; - 1 holds for some w; € RY for i = 1,2. Then the graph
G obtained by adding an edge e = {u,v} between Gy and Gy has a curvature
nonnegative everywhere except for the two vertices u and v.

FIGURE 1. Adding an edge between the complete graph K, and
the cycle Cg.

As we will show, if wy,wy are curvatures of G; and Ga, respectively, then the
curvature of G at u and at v are

[lwal|1(n1 4 n2) 1
(W1 )n, — Z||W1|1 (2.1
mlfwalh + mallnl + L ifgly 0m gl )
and sl s+ 12) I
wil|1(n1 + N2
((w)s — Slwall), (2.9)
nillwalr + nellwifli + 3llwill1llwe|lx 2

respectively. The curvature of G at the two vertices u and v can be negative. For
example, consider adding an edge between two cycles C's. The new graph has a

unique curvature

12 12 -6 —6 12 12

w = (77 PEREETRETEEYE 7)

117117117 117117 11
It remains unclear to the authors whether the curvature of G at v and at v are
always nonpositive. Is there a graph with nonnegative curvature w, i.e., Dw =n-1,
such that w; > %|jwl|; for some i? More generally, is it true that if a graph with
a bridge admits a curvature, then the curvature at the vertices of the bridge are

always nonpositive?

Corollary 1. Assume that G’ has constant curvature K > 0 and n = |V (G")|. Let
G be the graph obtained by adding an edge between two copies of G'. The curvature
of G has value % < 0 at the vertices belonging to the edge and é_—KK >0 at
all the other vertices.
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FIGURE 2. Adding an edge between two copies of K.

The nonnegativeness of curvature will be preserved except for one vertex when we
merge two graphs at this vertex.

Theorem 3 (Merging Graphs). Suppose G1 and Go have nonnegative curvature
so that Dyw; = n; - 1 for some w; € RY. Then the graph H obtained by adding
an edge between G1 and Gy and performing an edge contraction on this edge has a
curvature nonnegative everywhere except for the vertex of the contracted edge.

F1cURE 3. Merging the complete graph K, and the cycle Cg at a vertex.

The proofs of the above theorems are inspired by Bapat’s work [1]. By using
induction and decomposing the distance matrix into smaller ones, Bapat proves
that for a tree, the distance matrix satisfies the equation

Dr=(n-1)-1.

where 7 = 2 — (deg(vy), ... deg(v,,))!. We will relate the distance matrix of the
larger graphs G and H to the distance matrices of G; and G2 in our proof.

The following theorem states that nonnegative curvature will be preserved when
we remove a bridge from a graph.

Theorem 4 (Cutting Graphs). Suppose G is a connected graph containing a bridge
e. Let G1 and G2 be the components after removing e from G. If G has a nonneg-
ative curvature then G1 and Gy have a nonnegative curvature. If G has a constant
curvature then G; has a constant curvature except at the vertices belonging to e.

2.3. Null Space of Graph Distance Matrix. In the previous section, we created
a new graph G by adding an edge between two graphs G; and G2. In this section,
we give a characterization of the null space of the distance matrix of G.



Theorem 5. Let G1, G4 be two connected graphs admitting curvatures. Suppose G
has n; vertices for i = 1,2. Let G be the graph obtained by adding an edge between
Gy and Gs. Let Dg, D1, D2 be the distance matrices of G, Gy, and G, respectively.
Then we have

null Dg = null D1 @ null Dy
and

dim null Dg = dimnull D + dim null Do,

where we canonically embed null D; to R™M ™2 by qugmenting zeros.

This implies that
rank Dg = rank Dy + rank Ds.

2.4. Nonexistence of Curvature. A necessary condition for the curvature to
have desirable geometric properties is that the linear system Dx = 1 has a solution.
Steinerberger raised the following problem.

Problem ( [14]). It seems that for most graphs, the linear system
Dz =1 tends to have a solution. Why is that?

He gave a sufficient condition for Dx = 1 to have a solution.

Proposition 2 ( [14]). Suppose D € RL5™ has eigenvalues Ay > 0> Xy > - >\,
and eigenvector Dn = A\in with ||n|2 = 1. If

1 |2
1-— —\V <

then the linear system Dx =1 has a solution.

(2.3)

The proof is correct. However, this condition degenerates to the trivial condition
of whether D is invertible or not. Since if Ay > 0 > Ay > -+ > X, then D is
invertible. This implies that Dx = 1 has a solution. If Ay >0 =Xy > --- > )\,
then the right-hand side of inequality is 0. The Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
then implies that condition will never satisfy.

By merging two graphs at a vertex, we can create graphs so that Dz = 1 does not
have a solution.

Theorem 6. Let Gy and G5 be two connected graphs so that D;x = 1 does not
have a solution. Let H be obtained by adding an edge between G, and Ga, then
performing an edge contraction on this edge. If Dy is the distance matrixz of H
then

DHI =1

does not have a solution.

We use Matlab to generate 10000 Erdés-Rényi random graphs G(n,p), with pa-
rameters n = 50 and p = 1/2. We find that for each graph we generated, both the
adjacency matrix and the distance matrix have full rank. Let @, be the adjacency
matrix of a random graph, where self-loops are allowed. In other words, the upper
triangular entries and the diagonal entries of ), are independent Bernoulli random
variables. In their work [2], Costello, Tao and Vu showed that @, is invertible with
probability 1 as n — oco. It was shown in [§] that with probability 1, the distance
matrix of G(n,p) is invertible as n — oo.
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2.5. Perron Eigenvector of Distance Matrix. In his work |14], Steinerberger
proves that if n is the Perron eigenvector of the distance matrix of a graph (the
first eigenvector whose entries are nonnegative), then (n, 1) > 5, where n is the
number of vertices. We provide a lower bound when the graph is a tree involving

the number of leaves.

Proposition 3. Let T be a tree with n vertices and [ leaves. Let D be its dis-
tance matriz, A be its largest positive eigenvalue (Perron root), and n be the Perron
eigenvector of D with ||n|l2 = 1. Then

n A n—10—1
J1)2 > = .
U0 Wy P py
Example. The star graph with n vertices has [ = n — 1 leaves. The eigenvalue

estimate of the Perron root (see for example, [10, Theorem 8.1.22] and [16, Corollary
7)) gives

2(n —1)? _ Zi,j Di;

<A< D;; =2n — 3.
- . < 7mlaxz y n

j=1
Then the proposition above gives
n—1)>
12 > -1 1.
(n,1) 5 =n
3. PROOFS

3.1. Proof of Theorem 2.

Proof. Let V(G1) = {u; : 1 <i <mn1} and V(G2) = {v; : 1 < j < na}. The main
observation is that if u; € V(G1) and v; € V(G2), then the shortest path from u;
to v; has to pass through the edge {u,v}. Relabel the vertices so that u = w,, is
the last vertex of Gy and v = vy is the first vertex of G5. The observation implies

da(ui, v;) = da, (ui, un, ) + 1+ da, (v1,v5)

for 1 <i<nip,1 <j <no. Let y be the last column of Dy and z be the first column
of Ds. In other words,

Y = dG1 (Ui, unl)
zj = da, (v1,05).
If D¢ is the distance matrix of GG, we can write

D, ylt +11% + 12
Do =1t 11t 4210
Yt + + z1 Do

Let , s € R be chosen later. Let ey, €,,+1 € R"**"2 be the ni-th and the (n; +1)-
th standard coordinate vectors, respectively. Define

w= [awl} + Sen, + Seny+1- (3.4)
w2

any 1 + yltwy + 110wy + 120w, sy s(y+1)
Degw = ¢ t ¢ +
alytwy + alltw; + azltw; + nol s(z+1) 5z



since z1 = y,, = 0. By looking at the ni-th row and the first row of D;w; = n; - 1,
we have y'w; = n, and z'wy = ny. Therefore,

(ang + 1tws + ng + 8)1 + (25 + 10w,y

Dew = (any +ne + al'w; + 5)1 + (25 + allwy)z |’

Define , ,
-1 wo 1 w2
= , o= > 0.
5 2 @ ltwl
Note that since 1'w; > 0, the number « is well-defined. Then 25 = —1fw, =
—altw;. Thus, we get

1tw2
2

Dgw = (any +1tw2+n2+8)1 = (ani +ng + )1

This implies G admits a curvature after scaling. We have

1t
2 > 0.

ani + ng +

Therefore, G admits a curvature nonnegative everywhere except at the vertices uy,
and vy. O

Equations (2.1)) and (2.2)) follow from our construction of w. The corollary can be
proved by plugging in @ = 1 and s = nK in equation (3.4).

3.2. Proof of Theorem 3. The idea is the same as the proof of Theorem 2.
However, the analysis needs to be more careful.

Proof. Write V(G1) = {u1,...,un, } and V(G2) = {v1,...,v,,} so that the edge
added and then contracted is {u,,,v1}. Thus, u,, and v; will be the identical
vertex in H. Let y € R™ be the last column of D; and z € R™~! be the first
column of Dy without the first entry. Namely,

dG1 (u17 unl ) dGz (U17 UQ)
y= : =]
dGl (unl ’ u’ﬂl) dGz ('Uh vnz)

Let w and g be nonnegative vectors satisfying Diw = ny -1 and Dyg = na - 1. Let
G = (g2, -, Gn,), and Dy be the matrix obtained by removing the first column and
the first row of Dy. Thus,
e[t 3
2 z D2 ’

The equation Dyg = no - 1 gives 2'g = ny and Dag = nyl — gy 2. Similar to the
proof of Theorem 2, the shortest path in H between u; and v; has to pass through
the common vertex u,, = v;. We thus have

dp (ui, vj) = day (Ui un, ) + das (v, v5) = yi + 1421
for 1 <7 <nj and 2 < j < ny. In addition,
dp (ui; uy) = da, (ui; uj)
du (vi,v;) = dg, (vi, vj)
hold for all 7, j. Therefore, we can write the distance matrix of H as

_ D, ylt + 1z (n14+na—1)x(n1+n2—1)
Du = 1yt + 21t Dy €R :
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Let a, s € R be chosen later. Define the potential candidate of the curvature
v'= [oaw ] " [Onl +(s+g1)en, € RMF2TL
’I’Lz—l g i
where e,, € R™+n2=1 ig the n;-th standard coordinate vector. Then
;o anil | yltg + 1ztg Yy
Drw = [ozlytw + azlfw| * { nol — g1 2 +(5+) z

L) [ 52

Note that 2'§ = ny and y*w = n;. Set
s=—g1 —1'g=—-1'g,
—s 1tg
a=—=—".
1w 1tw
The fact that w,g are nonnegative curvature of G; and G5, respectively, implies
1'w > 0 and 1g > 0. Thus, a > 0 is well-defined. We then have
Dyw' = (any +n2)1.

Thus, we have
ny+ng —1
p(————
This implies H admits a curvature nonnegative everywhere except at the common
vertex up, = vi. O

" = -1)-1.
po———. w') =(ny+n2—1)

From our construction, the curvature of H at the common vertex u,, = vy is

gll1(w)n, — [[wll1]lg]l1
lgllin1 + |lwl|1ne

. (n1 + ng — 1).

3.3. Proof of Theorem 4.

Proof. Let D; be the distance matrices of G; for ¢ = 1,2. Write V(G1) = {u1, ..., un, }
and V(G2) = {v1,...vn, } so that the bridge is e = {un,,v1}. Since G has a nonneg-
ative curvature, we have

Dew = (n1 +mn2) -1

w = ,
w2
where w; € RY}. Let y be the last column of D; and z be the first column of D,
as in the proof of Theorem 2. Then
D, ylt + 118 + 12
D¢ = t t t .
1yt + 11 + 21 Do

for some w € RZLF™2. Write

Since Dgw = (ny + ns) - 1, we get
Diw; + yltwy + 111wy 4+ 12wy = (ng +ns) - 1
1y wy 4+ 11%w; + 21%wy + Dowy = (ny + ) - 1.
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The last row of equation (3.5), the first row of equation (3.6)), together with y,,, =
z1 =0 give
yiwy + (2 + 1) 'wy = ng +no
(1 +y) wy + 2fwy = ny + na.
Define
wy = wy + (1tws)en,
Wy = wy + (1'wy)eq,

where e,,,, e; are the nq-th and the first coordinate vectors in R™ and R™2, respec-
tively. Then

Dy, = Dywy + 1'woy = (ng + na — 1w — 2'ws)1 = (y'w)1
DQ'LEQ = D2w2 + 1t’UJ12 = (711 —+ ng — ytwl — ltwl)l = (Zt’ZUQ)l,
by equations (3.5)) to (3.8).

We claim that y'w;, 2wy > 0. Suppose ytw; = 0. Since w = Bl} satisfies
2

Dgw = (n1 +ng) -1
and D¢ is a nonnegative matrix, we have
1tw = ltwl + ].tw2 > 0.

Note that equations (3.7)) and (3.8]) implies 1*w; = 1%w,. Therefore, 1'w; = 1wy >
0. Since w; € RY}, and y,,, = 0, we have

0 < 1tw; < ylw, + (w1)n, = (W1)n,-

This implies w; = ceyp, for ¢ = (wy)y, > 0. Plugging this into equation (3.5)), we
get

2cy = (nq1 + ng — 1wy — 2'ws) - 1 = (y'wy) -1 =10,

by equation (3.7)). This implies ¢ = 0 and w; = 0, contradicts to 1fw; > 0. A
similar argument shows that zfws > 0.

Consider
r ni _
Yy wy
’U}/ _ ng  _
27 stwy

Then D;w; =n; -1 for i = 1,2. Thus, G; has a nonnegative curvature for i = 1, 2.
If both w; and ws are constant, then by construction, w}] and wj are constant
everywhere except at vertices w,, and vy, respectively. ([l

3.4. Proof of Theorem 5.

Proof of Theorem 5. As in the proof of Theorem 2, we write

D, ylt + 118 + 12

Da = 1yt 4+ 111 + 21t D, ’
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where y is the last column of D;, and z is the first column of Ds. Since G; and G»
are nonnegatively curved, 1 € Im D; = (null D;)*. In addition, by Theorem 2, G
admits a curvature. This implies

1€ ImDg = (null Dg)*.

If n € null Dy, then y'n = 1'yp = 0. This implies Dg [On ] = 0. Similarly, if € €
ng

null Dy, then 1*¢ = zt¢ = 0. This implies Dg [021} = 0. Therefore, if {n1,..., 7k, }

is a basis of null Dy and {&;, ..., &, } is a basis of null Dy, then

Uom) o] [ ][]}

is linearly independent in null D¢. This shows that
dimnull Dg > k1 + ko = dimnull Dy 4+ dim null Ds.

n

5] € null Dg. Our goal is to show that n € null D,

On the other hand, suppose {
and £ € null Dy. We have

0,, = Din+yl'¢ +11%¢ + 12%¢ (3.9)
05, = 1y'n + 11" + 21'n + D¢ (3.10)
Oltq 3.11
Lc (3.11)

By looking at the ni-th row of the first equation and using y,, = 0, we get
0=y'n+ 1%+ 2*¢.

The first row of the second equation and z; = 0 gives
0=y'n+1'n+2'¢

Combining these with the third equation, we conclude that

1'p=1%¢=0.
Therefore, equations and give

Dy = —(2'6)1

Dog = —(y'n)1.

Suppose that z!¢ # 0. Since 7 admits a nonnegative curvature w; and at least
one of its entries is not zero, by Remark 1, we have 0 < 1fw; = 1t_;7t£ =0, a

contradiction. Thus, 2§ = 0 and D5 = 0. Similarly, we have Dy& = 0. Therefore,
n € null D; and ¢ € null D,.

We can thus write n = c1m1 + -+ + ¢k, e, and € = dyvg + - -+ + dg,vi, where
¢;,d; € R. This means that

T] _ 77 771 0"1 0”1
[S] = {0;] + -t [0:2} +dy {51} + -+ dp, [§k2:|.

['hus, the vectors
|:n1:| |: kl:| |: n1:| |: n1:|
Ong T Ong ’ 51 T §k2



11

form a basis of null Dg. This implies
dim null Dg = dimnull D + dim null Do,

as desired.
O

3.5. Proof of Theorem 6. As in the proof of Theorem 3, we assume V(G;) =
{u1,..c;un, }, V(Ga) = {v1, ..., v, } and {uy,,v1} is the edge added and contracted.
The condition that D;2 = 1 has no solution is equivalent to 1 € Im Dy = (null D;)*.
This is equivalent to that there is n € null D; with (n,1) # 0. Similarly, we can
find a vector £ € null Dy with (£,1) # 0. Our goal is to find a vector ¢ € null Dy
with (¢,1) # 0.

Consider the vector

(=a [0 " ] + [Ogl} + (s +&)en,,

n271

where & = (&9, ...,&0,), €n, is the nq-th coordinate vector in R*1*+72~1 and o, s € R
are to be chosen. As in the proof of Theorem 3, let y € R™ be the last column of
D, and z € R™~! be the first column of Dy without the first entry. Write

B D, y1t 4+ 12 (n14+na—1)x (n1+nz—1)
DH - |:1yt +th EQ € R )

where
0 2t
)

Then Do¢ = 0 implies 2¢€ = 0 and &2 + D€ = 0,,, 1. Therefore,

B 0, y1'e y
Dn¢ = {alytn + azltn} t [—flz] +(s+&) [z} )

Note that Din = 0,,, gives y'n = 0. Thus,

Dut = {(glt;iisi)yz} '

Set s = —1*¢ and a = % Note that « is well-defined since 15 # 0. Then
Du¢=0p,4ny-1-
In addition, we have
(¢, 1) =alln+1te+s =1t #0.
Therefore,
1¢ (null Dg)t =Im Dy,

This implies that Dgx = 1 does not have a solution.
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3.6. Proof of Proposition 3. We follow the idea in the Theorem in [14] with

some revision.

Proof. Let V = {uy,...,u,} be the vertices of the tree T. Let L C V be the leaves

of T. Assume uy, is not a leaf with k& fixed. Then

n

A= d(ui,u)nm

i,j=1
= d(ui, u)nim;
1#]
<Y (d(uiy un) + d(ug, uj))mim;
i#]
= Z (d(us, uk) + d(uk, uj))mn; — Z2d (us, ug)n
i,j=1
Therefore,
A+ 2Zd i, wp ) < 2(n, 1) Ay,
=1
Note that
Z ulauk Zduuuk >ZT}L ”77”3_7713:1_77/%
i=1 i#k i£k
Thus, we get

A+ 2 =207 < 2(n, 1) Ay
Rearranging the terms and summing k over all non-leaves, we get
An =0 <20, )A D0 m+2 Y ni—2n—1).
Eiup gL Eiup gL
On the other hand, suppose uy € L is a leaf with k fixed. If 7, j # k then
d(ui, uj) < d(ug, ug) + d(ug, uj) — 2.
To see this, assume that uy is adjacent to the vertex uyg/. Then
d(ug,ug) = d(ui, ug) + 1
d(uj, u) = d(uj, up) + 1.
Thus,
d(ui, uj) < d(ui, urr) + d(ug, up ) = d(ug, ug) + d(uy, ug) — 2.

Then we have

A= anj (uisuy)

(3.12)

Z niy (d(ui, i) + d(ug, ) = 2) + 2 mined(ui, ug) + ngd(ug, ug)

i,j#k i#£k
=2((n,1) — ne) Mk — 2((n, 1) — ni)* + 2Xn;
= (2)‘ =+ 4)nk<nv 1> - 2(”) 1>2 - 27’]%
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By summing k over all leaves, we get

AN<@A+4)n1) Y me—2n 1) -2 Y i (3.13)
k:up€L k:up €L

Thus, adding equations (3.12)) and (3.13]), we get
An < (23 =20)(n, 1> +4(n, 1) D> me+20 > mi— Y. mi) —2(n—1).

kiup €L k:up &L k:up €L
Since
DT D m< D omi+ ) omi=1
kup &L k:iugp€L k:up &L k:up €L
> < (n,1),
k:ugp€L
we get

M < (20 =20 +4)(n,1)? +2 —2(n —1).
Note that < n —1 since T is a tree. The eigenvalue estimate [10, Theorem 8.1.22]
gives

)\Zm_inZDij >n—1.

Jj=1

Therefore, A — [ + 2 > 0. Thus,

(n,1)2 n A n—1—1

> GTR) taTe
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