
ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

16
20

5v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

C
O

] 
 2

3 
Ju

n 
20

24

RECURSIONS SATISFIED BY FAMILIES OF DETERMINANTS WITH

APPLICATIONS TO RESISTANCE DISTANCE

EMILY J. EVANS AND RUSSELL JAY HENDEL

Abstract. The main contribution of this paper is a six-step semi-automatic algorithm
that obtains a recursion satisfied by a family of determinants by systematically and itera-
tively applying Laplace expansion to the underlying matrix family. The recursion allows
explicit computation of the Binet form providing a closed formula for resistance distance
between two specified nodes in a family of graphs. This approach is particularly suited
for graph families with complex structures; the method is used to prove the 1 over 14 con-
jectured asymptotic formula for linear 3–trees. Additionally, although the literature on
recursive formulas for resistance distances is quite large, the Fibonacci Quarterly and the
Proceedings have almost no such results despite the fact that many recursions related to
resistance distances involve the Fibonacci numbers. Therefore, a secondary purpose of the
paper is to provide a brief introductory survey of graph families, accompanied by figures,
Laplacian matrices, and typical recursive results, supported by a modest bibliography of
current papers on many relevant graph families, in the hope to involve Fibonaccians in
this active and beautiful field.

KEYWORDS: recursions, families of matrices, determinants, toeplitz, linear–2 tree,
linear 3–tree

1. Introduction

Resistance distance, also referred to as effective resistance, is a well-known metric on
graphs that measures both the number of paths between two vertices in a graph and the
cost of each path. A wide variety of applications of resistance distance exist including
applications to mathematical chemistry [1, 10, 11, 26, 28, 29, 36, 37, 45, 46], graph the-
ory [2, 3, 17, 12, 15, 21, 27, 50], numerical linear algebra [41], and engineering [5]. Of
special interest to graph theorists and mathematical chemists is the calculation of resis-
tance distance in families of graphs. We say a graph is a member of a family if a particular
structure is maintained as the number of nodes grows.

Given a graph G the resistance distance between two nodes is determined by considering
the graph as an electric circuit where each edge is represented by a resistor whose resistance
is the inverse of the edge weight. Given any two nodes i and j assume that one unit of
current flows into node i and one unit of current flows out of node j. The potential
difference vi − vj between nodes i and j needed to maintain this current is the resistance
distance between i and j.

There are many particular families of graphs for which general resistance formulae have
been obtained such as polyacene [43], fullerene [19], circulant [48], corona [9], octogonal [49],
regular [22], (almost) complete bipartite [47], Cayley [20, 42], cubic [33], ring clique [32],
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straight linear 1 and 2 tree [6], Apollonian [39], flower [40], Sierpinski [25], and ladder [11]
graphs and network families.

To obtain these formulae, many methods have been utilized (for a summary, including
worked examples see [15]) but the most common include the use of matrices (the combi-
natorial Laplacian), circuit theory transformations that preserve resistance distance, and
graph theoretic approaches.

Among methods that use the Laplacian matrix, one technique uses determinants associ-
ated with the underlying matrix with specific rows and columns deleted [2]. In this paper,
we approach the computation of a determinant by calculating the recursion satisfied by
the underlying family. These recursions allow us to compute Binet forms and, as a conse-
quence, compute closed-formula for resistances. The use of recursive relationships satisfied
by families of determinants is not a new idea; many well known formulas exist (e.g., tridi-
agonal matrices [13], pentadiagonal matrices [14, 24] block tridiagonal matrices [34], and
Toeplitz matrices [31]). By performing Laplace expansion to calculate the determinants,
[14] shows that the determinants of the general pentadiagonal family of matrices governed
by five parameters, satisfies a sixth order recursion whose roots can be explicitly calculated.

Building on the idea presented in [14] of calculating the resistance by first computing the
closed recursive formula satisfied by the determinants of the underlying graph family, the
major contribution of this paper (Section 3) is a six-step semi-automatic algorithm which
can be used to derive closed formulae for the resistance distance in graph families. This
algorithm is supported by a collection of lemmas assistive in the calculations. Addition-
ally, several conjectures connected with this method of Laplace expansions are presented.
Software programs, written in Mathematica 13.3 supporting this semi-automatic algorithm
are presented in Appendix I.

The key strength of this approach is its ability to automate very complicated compu-
tations. Using this method we are able to prove a conjecture about asymptotic resistance
distances in linear 3–trees, which hitherto could not be proven.

While, as just indicated, the literature on resistance distance in graph families is quite
large and these formula frequently involve Fibonacci numbers, there are [almost] no pa-
pers in the Fibonacci Quarterly or the Proceedings discussing resistance distance. More
precisely, except for the recent paper by the authors [16], there are only five papers that
were published between 25 and 40 years ago, three of which deal with ladder networks
[18, 30, 38] and one of which deals with a static, carry, look-ahead gate [35].

Consequently, a secondary goal of this paper is to present a light, brief, introductory
survey of graph families and their associated recursions in the hope to interest Fibonaccians
in pursuing this beautiful and active field. Additionally, the modest bibliography of current
papers on many relevant graph families reviewed in the preceding paragraphs, should also
be useful. Towards this end, Section 2 presents half a dozen graph families, accompanied
by graphs, their combinatorial Laplacian, and sample recursive formula connected with
them.
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1 2 3 n− 1 n

Figure 1. A path graph on n vertices.

2. Sample families of graphs and notational conventions

This section introduces several examples of families of graphs. For each graph we provide
a definition, a figure, a representative Laplacian matrix, and known or conjectured results.
As indicated in the introductory section, these graphs furnish a survey of basic examples of
graphs whose resistance distance has been calculated and allow illustration of the Laplace
expansion approach presented in this paper. The examples were chosen because they met
one or more of the following criteria:

(1) proof of an unproven conjecture,
(2) illustration of simple applications of the method,
(3) illustrations of complicated applications of the method as an alternative to long

proofs using many lemmas, or
(4) illustration of challenges associated with the method.

2.1. Path graphs. The simplest family of graphs under consideration is the family of path
graphs as shown in Figure 1. We recall that the graph Laplacian is defined as L = D −A

where D is a diagonal matrix with the degree of each vertex as its entries, and A is the
graph adjacency matrix. The adjacency matrix for the path graph is the banded matrix
with ones on both the super and sub diagonal, hence the Laplacian is given by

LG =





































1 −1 0 0 0 . . . . . . 0

−1 2 −1 0 0 0
. . .

...

0 −1 2 −1 0 0
. . .

...

0 0 −1 2 −1 0
. . . 0

0
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . . 0
...

. . . 0 0 −1 2 −1 0
...

. . . 0 0 0 −1 2 −1

0 . . . . . . 0 0 0 −1 1





































.

The resistance distance between two vertices in the path graph is the same as the dis-
tance, that is, for a path graph as shown in Figure 1 the resistance distance between node
1 and node n is n− 1.

2.2. Notation. Before continuing to introduce additional families of graphs, we pause to
introduce some necessary notation and formulas used throughout the paper. If M is an
arbitrary matrix family corresponding to a family of graphs then we let Mn × n

i,j refer to
the entry in row i column j of the n × n matrix in this family. If A and B are sets of
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indices (or singleton indices), then Mn × m(A|B) is the matrix obtained from Mn × n by
deleting the rows whose indices are described by A and deleting the columns whose indices
are described by B. If the sets are singletons we we will not use braces so that e.g., L(1|n)
means L({1}|{n}). Finally, Det(Mn × n) indicates the determinant of Mn × n.

If u and v are two nodes in a family of graphs whose underlying Laplacian family of
matrices is given by L then the formula below gives us one method of computing the
effective resistance between nodes u and v. Throughout the paper, we have represented
graph families so that u and v correspond to nodes 1 and n of the n-th member of the
underlying graph family. Using our notation we have the following formula due to Bapat
[4].

Resistance distance between nodes 1 and n =
Det(Ln({1, n}|{1, n}))

Det(Ln(1|1)) . (1)

Equation (1) is also valid if the denominator is Det(Ln(n|n)).

2.3. Straight Linear 2–trees. The next family of graphs under consideration, a gener-
alization of the path graph is the so-called straight linear two tree, sometimes referred to
as a two-path in the literature. This graph is shown in Figure 2, and the n× n Laplacian
matrix is:

LG =





































2 −1 −1 0 0 . . . . . . 0

−1 3 −1 −1 0 0
. . .

...

−1 −1 4 −1 −1 0
. . .

...

0 −1 −1 4 −1 −1
. . . 0

0
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . . 0
...

. . . 0 −1 −1 4 −1 −1
...

. . . 0 0 −1 −1 3 −1

0 . . . . . . 0 0 −1 −1 2





































.

1 3

2 4

5

6

n− 4

n− 3

n− 2

n− 1

n

Figure 2. A straight linear 2-tree

The resistance distance between any two vertices of this graph is known (see [6]) but we
only give the result between the vertices of degree two.
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Theorem 1. Let Gn be the linear 2–tree with n vertices. Then the resistance distance
between nodes 1 and n is given by

r(1, n) =
2F 2

n−1

Ln−1Ln−2
+

n−3
∑

i=1

FiFi+1

LiLi+1
=

n− 1

5
+

4Fn−1

5Ln−1
,

where Fk and Lk refer to the kth Fibonacci and Lucas numbers respectively.

2.4. Straight linear 3–trees. We can further generalize the path graph and 2-tree by
considering the straight linear 3–tree (sometimes referred to in the literature as a 3–path)
which is 3–tree where there are only two vertices of degree three, and whose adjacency
matrix consists of ones on the first three super and sub diagonals and zero elsewhere. An
example of such a tree on six vertices is shown in Figure 3.

1

2

3

4

5
6

Figure 3. A straight linear 3–tree on 6 vertices. We use the numbering
convention show above, and in particular vertex 1 and vertex n have degree
3.

The Laplacian matrix, L, of the straight linear 3–tree is given by

LG =

























3 −1 −1 −1 . . . 0 0 0
−1 4 −1 −1 . . . 0 0 0
−1 −1 5 −1 . . . 0 0 0
−1 −1 −1 6 . . . 0 0 0
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
0 0 0 0 . . . 5 −1 −1
0 0 0 0 . . . −1 4 −1
0 0 0 0 . . . −1 −1 3

























. (2)

The middle of the matrix continues with sixes on the diagonal and negative ones on the
first three super and subdiagonals. Although a formula for the resistance distance be-
tween vertices in the straight linear three tree is not known, the following limit has been
conjectured [6] and will be shown in this paper.

Conjecture 2. Let G be the straight linear 3–tree, with n vertices and H be the straight
linear 3–tree with n + 1 vertices. Let rG(1, n) (rH(1, n − 1)) indicate the total resistance
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between the two corner nodes 1 and n (1 and n+ 1). Then

lim
n→∞

rH(1, n + 1)− rG(1, n) =
1

14
.

2.5. Ladder graphs. An alternative generalization of the path graph is the so-called
ladder graphs on n = 2m vertices as illustrated in Figure 4. This graph is the Carte-
sian product of Pm and P2. The first known resistance distance results were obtained by
Cinkir [11].

1

2

3

4

2m− 1

2m

Figure 4. The ladder graph on n = 2m vertices.

In particular we have the following theorem:

Theorem 3. Let Gn be the ladder graph with n = 2m vertices, labeled as in Figure 4.
Then the resistance distance between nodes 1 and 2m is given by

r(1, 2m) = −1−
√
3 +

2
√
3

(1− (2−
√
3)2m

,

where α = 2−
√
3.

The Laplacian matrix has an easily describable structure. The first super and sub
diagonal entries alternate between 0 and −1 and the second super and sub diagonals are
identically −1 as shown in (3)

LG =





































2 −1 −1 0 0 . . . . . . 0

−1 2 0 −1 0 0
. . .

...

−1 0 3 −1 −1 0
. . .

...

0 −1 −1 3 0 −1
. . . 0

0
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . . 0
...

. . . 0 −1 −1 3 0 −1
...

. . . 0 0 −1 0 2 −1

0 . . . . . . 0 0 −1 −1 2





































. (3)

2.6. Fan Graphs. Another possible generalization of the path graph is obtained by joining
the path graph with a singleton vertex. This results in the so-called fan graph, which is
shown in Figure 5.
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1

4

3

5

k − 2

k − 1

k2

Figure 5. The fan graph on k vertices

The Laplacian of the fan graph is given by

LG =





































2 −1 0 0 . . . . . . 0 −1

−1 3 −1 0 0 0
. . .

...

0 −1 3 −1 0 0
. . .

...

0 0 −1 3 −1 0
. . . −1

...
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . . −1
...

. . . 0 0 −1 3 −1 −1

0
. . . 0 0 0 −1 2 −1

−1 . . . . . . −1 −1 −1 −1 k − 1





































.

Notice, that in contrast to the prior examples, the Laplacian is not banded, an important
property when applying the algorithm of this paper. Like many of the examples listed prior,
a closed formula for the resistance distance between node 1 and node n is known.

Proposition 4. [3] Let k ≥ 1 be a positive integer. Then for i = 1, . . . k−1, the resistance
distance between node i and node k in the fan graph is given by

r(i, k) =
F2(k−1−i)+1 + F2i−1

F2k−2
,

where Fi is the ith Fibonacci number.

2.7. Wheel Graphs. An easy modification to the fan graph is to add an edge between
node 1 and node n− 1. This results in the so-called wheel graph as presented in Figure 6.
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k

3

2

4

k − 3

k − 2

k − 11

Figure 6. The wheel graph on k vertices

The Laplacian of the wheel graph is given by

LG =





































3 −1 0 0 . . . 0 −1 −1

−1 3 −1 0 0 0
. . .

...

0 −1 3 −1 0 0
. . .

...
... 0 −1 3 −1 0

. . . −1
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . . −1

0
. . . 0 0 −1 3 −1 −1

−1
. . . 0 0 0 −1 3 −1

−1 . . . . . . −1 −1 −1 −1 k − 1





































.

Proposition 5. [3] The resistance distance between vertex k and vertex i, i ∈ {1, . . . , k−1}
in the wheel graph is

r(i, k) =
F 2
2k−2

F4k−4 − 2F2k−2
.

3. The General Algorithm

The algorithm to arrive at the asymptotic approximation of the resistance distance
takes place in a sequence of steps presented in this section and illustrated by considering
the family of ladder graphs, whose Laplacian, illustrative figure, and resistance formula are
presented in Section 2.5. Several of the steps have a variety of subtleties and open problems
which are discussed. The following section then applies the algorithm to all other examples
presented in Section 2.

Step 0 - Laplacian. We begin the algorithm by considering the n × n Laplacian of the
underlying graph.
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Step 1 - The Laplace expansion. Using the notation defined in Section 2.2 and the
Laplacian given by (3), we can begin the Laplace expansion by defining

An × n = L({1, n+2}|{1, n+2}), Bn−1 × n−1 = An × n(1|1), Cn−1 × n−1 = An × n(1|3),
(4)

and then noting that

Det(An × n) = 2Det(Bn−1 × n−1)−Det(Cn−1 × n−1). (5)

For a variety of reasons it is useful to minimize the superscripts. Towards that end we
define the backward shift operator Y, whose action on a sequence {Gn} is given by

Y (Gn) = Gn−1.

Thus, equation (5) becomes

Det(A) = 2Y Det(B)− Y Det(C), (6)

the equation being valid for all n where defined.
Rather than using upper case letters, in the sequel, we use a sequence notation for the

matrices introduced. Letting M(1) = A,M(2) = B,M(3) = C, (6) becomes

Det(M(1)) = 2Y Det(M(2)) − Y Det(M(3)). (7)

The program LaplaceExpand found in the Appendix, written in Mathematica 13.3,
performs Laplace expansions on a collection of matrix families. To keep track of the
equations associated with the expansion, we find it convenient to collect the operations
in a matrix P with seven columns and as many rows as needed for the matrix families
introduced. The first three rows of P are given by

First 3 rows of P =
(

1 1 R 0 0 0 0
2 0 R 1 1 1 2Y
3 0 C 1 1 3 −Y.

)

. (8)

These three rows correspond to Equation (7) as follows: The equation has three matrices
M(1),M(2), and M(3); these indices 1,2 and 3 are found in column one of P . Recall,
M(2),M(3) arise from deleting rows and columns in M(1). Hence we may say that M(1)
is the parent of M(2) and M(3), and this relationship is recovered in column four of P
which has a 1 in it indicating the parent index of the matrix family of that row. Columns
five and six correspond to the rows and columns deleted from the parent matrix family.
Since M(3)n × n = M(1)n+1 × n+1(1|3) the values 1 and 3 appear in columns five and six.
Similarly the value 1 appears in columns five and six of row two corresponding to the
definition of M(2). Column seven stores the coefficients, 2Y and −Y respectively of M(2)
and M(3) in (7).

Columns two and three of P store information useful for the LaplaceExpand algorithm.
The R and C in column three indicate whether the expansion that is eventually performed
on these matrices uses the first row or column. The algorithm uses the convention that if
the number of non-zero elements in the first column of the matrix it is expanding is strictly
less than the number of elements in the first row of that matrix, then the expansion is done
on the first column; otherwise the first row is used.
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As the Laplace expansion progresses column two keeps track of what has been expanded
and what has not been expanded. For example, after performing the expansion indicated
by (7) and producing (8), M(1) is expanded and hence there is a 0 in column two, while
M(2) and M(3) have not been expanded yet and hence there is a 1 in those rows indicating
that in future steps M(2) and M(3) must be expanded. The program terminates when
column two is identically zero.

The entire collection of Laplace expansions for the ladder graph is given by

P =









































1 0 R 0 0 0 0
2 0 R 1 1 1 2Y
3 0 C 1 1 3 −Y
4 0 R 2 1 1 3Y
5 0 R 2 1 2 Y
6 0 C 2 1 3 −Y
7 0 R 3 2 1 Y
2 0 0 4 1 1 3Y
8 0 C 4 1 3 −Y
2 0 0 5 1 1 −Y
9 0 C 5 1 3 −Y
10 0 C 6 1 1 −Y
11 0 R 6 2 1 Y
2 0 0 7 1 1 3Y
12 0 C 7 1 2 Y
7 0 0 8 2 1 Y
5 0 0 9 1 1 −Y
5 0 0 10 2 1 Y
4 0 0 11 1 1 3Y
13 0 C 11 1 2 Y
4 0 0 12 1 1 −Y
2 0 0 13 1 1 −Y









































.

Important for the termination of the program is that if a matrix is repeated, it is rec-
ognized. We illustrate this by row eight of P , (the row beginning after the row beginning
with 7). This row begins with a 2 not an 8 and corresponds to the matrix family equation

M(2) = M(4)(1|3).
The 2 and 4 in this equation correspond, as indicated above, to the entries in columns
one and four respectively. What has happened here is that upon expanding M(4) we
do not arrive at a new matrix family, but rather, we arrive at a matrix family formerly
encountered. The matrices M(4)6 × 6 and M(2)5 × 5 are as follows.

M(4)6 × 6 =







3 0 −1 0 0 0
0 3 −1 −1 0 0
−1 −1 3 0 −1 0
0 −1 0 3 −1 −1
0 0 −1 −1 3 0
0 0 0 −1 0 2






M(2)5 × 5 =

( 3 −1 −1 0 0
−1 3 0 −1 0
−1 0 3 −1 −1
0 −1 −1 3 0
0 0 −1 0 2

)

.

It is easily inspected that M(4)n+1 × n+1(1|1) = M(2)n × n for several consecutive values
of n. However, that does not prove equality; therefore, the program prints all matrices and
allows inspection of all identities. For the inspection to succeed in confirming identities in
determinant families, the matrices must be of a minimum size that preserve all features
of the matrix family. This minimum size is inputted to the program through a variable
MinimumSize, which for the ladder Graph family is set equal to 5, allowing the patterns
of threes on the diagonal as well as the alternating 0-s and −1-s to be identified. For each
family, the minimum size must be set consistent with requirements of the structure of the
Laplacian.



RECURSIONS SATISFIED BY FAMILIES OF DETERMINANTS 11

Currently we have no way to prove that this process converges, that is, eventually does
not produce any new matrix families. However in all cases examined, convergence does
take place. We might even heuristically argue that since the definition of the Laplacians
are finite in nature (a finite number of patterns are used to define the Laplacian) it seems
reasonable that the Laplace expansion process should converge.

To be more precise, on the cases examined:

• If the matrix family is uniformly banded, then convergence takes place in all ex-
amples examined.

• If the matrix family is uniformly banded with a finite number of exceptions (such
as happens with the fan and wheel graph families discussed below), convergence
must be assisted by some manual manipulations (which seems to be amenable to
further programming).

• If the matrix family is not uniformly banded, we aren’t certain of whether conver-
gence takes place. One such family is the family of n-grids whose underlying n-th
graph consists of n rows of upright oriented triangles with the base row containing
n triangles (in a Cartesian representation). While, the Laplacian of any individual
member of this family is banded, the number of non-zero diagonals is increasing
without bound as n goes to infinity. We have not attempted to explore this further.

We leave the issue of convergence as an open problem, with the criteria for assuring
convergence also being open.
Conjecture 6. For matrix families satisfying specified criteria,the Laplace expansion
process outlined always converges.

Step 2 - The Simultaneous Identity System. We wish to solve the system of simul-
taneous identities in determinant families implied by P. To do this we need to convert P

to a matrix Q which lays out these identities.
We have

Q =





















0 2Y −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 3Y Y −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 Y 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 3Y 0 0 0 0 0 −Y 0 0 0 0 0
0 −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 −Y 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −Y Y 0 0
0 3Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Y 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 Y 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 3Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Y
0 0 0 −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0





















.

In Matrix Q, row i corresponds to the identity of matrix families

Det(M(i)) =
∑

all j

Qi,jDet(M(j)). (9)

For example, the first row of Q corresponds to the identity

Det(M(1)) = 2Y Det(M(2)) − Y Det(M(3)),
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this identity in matrix families being valid for any size n. This last equation is identical to
(7). A final step in the program LaplaceExpand produces the matrix Q from the matrix
P.

Step 3 - System Reduce. Prior to talking about solving the system of determinant
identities we introduce some standard terminology illustrated using the Fibonacci sequence
whose underlying minimal recursion is Fn = Fn−1 + Fn−2, with characteristic polynomial
X2−X−1 and with annihilator Y 2−Y −1 (with the operator Y 2−Y −1 being called an
annihilator because when it is applied to the Fibonacci sequence it yields the identically 0
sequence [8]). Throughout the paper we use the terms recursion, characteristic polynomial,
and annihilator interchangeably. Further, recall that because Z[Y ] is a principal ideal
domain, the minimal polynomial generates the ideal of all characteristic polynomials. So,
for example, the polynomial (X − 1)(X2 − X − 1) = X3 − 2X2 + 1 corresponding to
the recursion Fn = 2Fn−1 − Fn−3 is satisfied by all Fibonacci numbers, and could, with
appropriate initial values, be alternatively used to define the Fibonacci numbers.

Returning to the matrix Q we must solve the system by which we mean finding a single
annihilator of one of the determinant families. To accomplish this we need a method of
reducing Q.

The program SystemReduce automates this process. The program loops once through
each row in Q. Recall that (9) presents the identity in determinant families indicated by
row i of Q. This equation allows us to substitute its right side for every occurrence of M(i)
in the other rows of Q. Doing so eliminates the column corresponding to M(i) or more
precisely makes it 0.

The result of this algorithm is an equivalent system of determinant identities which we
call in the sequel R. For the family of ladder graphs we have

R =



























0 0 0 6Y 2−8Y 4+3Y (−2Y 3+3Y 5) 2Y 2−3Y 4+Y (2Y 3−3Y 5) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Y (−2Y 3+3Y 5)

0 0 0 3Y−3Y 3 Y+Y 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −Y 3

0 0 0 8Y 3−9Y 5 3Y 3+3Y 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −3Y 5

0 0 0 9Y 2−8Y 4+3Y (−3Y 3+3Y 5) 3Y 2−3Y 4+Y (3Y 3−3Y 5) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Y (−3Y 3+3Y 5)

0 0 0 −3Y 2+3Y 4 −Y 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Y 4

0 0 0 3Y 2 −Y 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Y 2

0 0 0 8Y 2−9Y 4 3Y 2+3Y 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −3Y 4

0 0 0 8Y 3−9Y 5 3Y 3+3Y 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −3Y 5

0 0 0 0 −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 3Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Y
0 0 0 −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 −3Y 2+3Y 4 −Y 2−Y 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Y 4



























. (10)

While this system is not in the form of one annihilator for any determinant family some
mathematical theorems, presented in the next step, allow us to solve it.

Step 4 - Obtaining Annihilators. Throughout this step, upper case letters from the
beginning of the English alphabet, A,B,C, . . . with and without subscripts will denote
annihilators which are polynomials in Y ; lower case letters from the end of the English
alphabet, x, y, z with subscripts will denote individual members of determinant families;
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and lower case letters from the end of the alphabet without subscripts will denote the entire
determinant family, x = {xn}n≥c with c some constant (though not necessarily 1 or 0).

The following two propositions are sufficient to calculate annihilators of all examples
studied in this paper.

Proposition 7. (i) For the system

A′x = B′x+ C ′y D′y = E′x+ F ′y, (11)

the operator

(D′ − F ′)(A′ −B′)− C ′E′ (12)

annihilates both x, y, and any linear combination of them with polynomial coefficients in
Y .
(ii) The system

A′x = B′x (13)

is annihilated by

A′ −B′. (14)

Proof. The proof of (ii) is trivial and omitted. It is stated for purposes of completeness.
We proceed to prove (i). The given system is equivalent to the system (A′ − B′)x = C ′y,
and (D′ − F ′)y = E′x. Multiplying both sides of the first equation of this equivalent
system by (D′−F ′) we obtain (D′−F ′)(A′ −B′)x = C ′(D′−F ′)y = C ′E′x implying that
(D′−F ′)(A′−B′)−C ′E′ annihilates x. A similar proof shows that (D′−F ′)(A′−B′)−C ′E′

also annihilates y. It follows that (D′−F ′)(A′−B′)−C ′E′ annihilates any linear combination
of x, y with polynomial coefficients. �

Proposition 8. The system

x = Ax+By + Cz, y = Dx+ Ey + Fz, z = Gx+Hy + Iz (15)

can be reduced to the equivalent system (11) where

A′ = 1− E,B′ = (1− E)A+BD,C ′ = (1− E)C +BF,

D′ = (1−E), E′ = (1− E)G +HD,F ′ = (1− E)I +HF, (16)

and hence (12) annihilates x, y, z.

Proof. The second identity is equivalent to (1−E)y = Dx+ Fz. If we now multiply both
sides of the other two identities by (1−E) we obtain the following equivalent system of two
identities in two determinant families: (1−E)x = (1−E)Ax+B(1−E)y +C(1−E)z =
((1−E)A+BD)x+((1−E)C+BF )z and (1−E)z = ((1−E)G+HD)x+((1−E)I+HF )z.
The result now follows by (11)-(12). �

The following theorem, not needed in this paper, generalizes the previous two proposi-
tions for n families of determinant identities in n determinant families.
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Theorem 9. The system xi =
∑n

j=1Ai,jxj of n determinant family identities in n deter-
minant families can be solved, that is, there is a polynomial operator that simultaneously
annihilates all determinant families and hence also annihilates any linear combinations of
them with polynomial coefficients.

Proof. We will refer to the identity xm =
∑n

j=1Am,j as the m-th equation or m-th identity.
The proof is by induction, the base case being the 3× 3 case. Assume, using an induction
assumption that the theorem true for the case n − 1 ≥ 3; we proceed to prove it for the
case n. The n-th equation is the identity xn =

∑n
j=1An,jxj , which is equivalent to the

identity (1−An,n)xn =
∑n−1

j=1 An,jxj . If we multiply both sides of the identities 1, . . . , n−1

by (1−An,n) and then replace all instances of (1−An,n)xn with
∑n−1

j=1 An,jxj we obtain an
equivalent system of n − 1 identities in n − 1 determinant families. But by the induction
assumption this system can be solved. �

Example 10. We use the two propositions to reduce (10) to a single annihilator. Using
the notation of Proposition 8, let A = R4

4,4, B = R4
4,5, C = R4

4,13,D = R4
5,4, E = R4

5,5, F =

R4
5,13, G = R4

13,4,H = R4
13,5, I = R4

13,13. The (15) is satisfied and the conclusion of Propo-

sition 8 states that (12) annihilates M(4),M(5),M(13). This annihilator in factored form
is

−
(

(Y − 1)(Y + 1)
(

Y 4 + 1
) (

Y 4 − 4Y 2 + 1
)2
)

However, R shows that all determinant families are linear combinations (in polynomials
of Y ) of M(4),M(5),M(13). Hence (12) annihilates all determinant families. In particular
it annihilates M(1) which by (1) is the numerator in a formula for the effective resistance.

Going a step further, all Laplace expansions were done either on the first row or column.
Hence, provided the underlying matrices of the numerator and denominator of (1) are
banded, any sequence of Laplace expansions that annihilates the sequence Ln({1, n}|{1, n})
also annihilates the sequence Ln(1|1). In other words, if the underlying Laplacian is banded,
we have arrived at the annihilator (characteristic polynomial) of both the numerator and
denominator in (1). If the Laplacian is not banded, we may have to apply SystemReduce
twice, once for the numerator and once for the denominator.

Again, we have no way of proving that this process always works. But in all examples
thus far examined it has worked. We state this as an open conjecture. We again leave the
specification of criteria as part of the conjecture as we did in Conjecture 6.

Conjecture 11. For any family of graphs with specified criteria, LaplaceExpand, System-
Reduce, and the mathematical theorems suffice to find a single annihilator for both the
numerator and denominator of formula (1).

Step 5 - Minimal Annihilator. This annihilator found in Step 4 is not the minimal
annihilator. By the remarks above, the annihilator found belongs to the ideal generated
by the minimal annihilator. That means, we only need check all polynomial divisors of the
annihilator to see which one is the minimal annihilator. The following proposition gives
details.
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Proposition 12. If (i) A(Y ) annihilates x = {xn, }n≥c, (ii) A(Y ) = B(Y )C(Y ), and (iii)
C(xn) = 0, for n = n1, n1 + 1, . . . , n1 + deg(B)− 1, then C annihilates X.

Proof. We know that A = BC annihilates x. Then B annihilates the sequence C(x). Since
B is of degree deg(B), corresponding to a recursion of order deg(B) satisfied by the sequence
{C(x)}, values of this sequence are determined by any deg(B) consecutive values. It follows
that if C(x) = 0 on deg(B) consecutive terms then it must identically equal 0. �

Example 13. Continuing with the ladder example, according to the proposition, we simply
test all proper factors of the annihilator obtained in Step 4, eliminating those that do not
annihilate the sequence of determinants in the numerator and denominator. We have that
The minimal annihilator for both the numerator and denominator is

(

Y − 1)(Y + 1)(Y 4 − 4Y 2 + 1
)2

.

There are several subtleties associated with this annihilator. By (4), this annihilator
annihilates the sequence Det(An × n). However, it only does so for n ≥ 10 for the numerator
sequence and for n ≥ 13 for the denominator sequence. This is because it is not clear what
a ladder graph of size 1 or 2 should be and whether it fits in with the rest of the family.

Another subtlety is that the ladder graph is defined for even n while An × n is defined
for both even and odd n. This can be justified by the underlying graphs, since the ladder
graph for an odd number vertices does not look like a ladder. However, if we have the
characteristic polynomial for a sequence, we can easily derive the characteristic polynomial
for subsequences defined by arithmetic progression of indices [23]. In this case the minimal
polynomial (for both the numerator and denominator) is (Y − 1)(Y 4 − 4Y 2 + 1)2.

As a final subtlety we note that the roots of any of these annihilators may be obtained
in closed form, which is useful when calculating closed formula as discussed in the next
step.

Step 6 - Binet Forms. Having found the minimal polynomials for the sequence of deter-
minants in the numerator and denominator of (1), it is straightforward to compute Binet
forms for the value of the n-th determinant. Two standard approaches to obtaining these
formula are generating functions or solving a system of linear equations for the unknown
coefficients. These closed Binet forms allow computation of exact and asymptotic formula
for resistance.

4. Applications of the Algorithm

This section applies the algorithm in Section 3 to the examples presented in Section 2.
For each example the matrices P,Q,R, outputs of the software programs in Appendix I, are
provided or described. We then indicate how application of the mathematical theorems
provide minimal polynomials. For certain examples we indicate minor modifications to
address parity.
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4.1. Path Graph. Applying LaplaceExpand to the appropriate matrix family, L({1, n}|{1, n}),
the numerator of (1), with L the Laplacian of the Path Family, we obtain

P =

(

1 0 R 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1 1 1 2Y
2 0 C 1 1 2 Y
1 0 0 2 1 1 −Y

)

; Q =
(

2Y Y
−Y 0

)

R =
(

2Y−Y 2 0
−Y 0.

)

As shown in Step 6 of Section 3, P,Q,R for the denominator L(1|1) is identical with the
P,Q,R of the numerator. By (13)-(14) we infer that an annihilator, in fact the minimal
annihilator, for L({1, n}|{1, n}), is Y 2 − 2Y + 1, and by Proposition 12, the minimal
annihilator for L({1, n}|{1, n}) is 1. The numerator recursion is valid for n ≥ 3, while the
denominator recursion is valid for n ≥ 2. It is then straightforward to derive the resistance
distances described in Section 2.

4.2. Linear 2–Tree. Applying LaplaceExpand to the appropriate matrix family we obtain

P =







































1 0 R 0 0 0 0
2 0 R 1 1 1 3Y
3 0 C 1 1 2 Y
4 0 C 1 1 3 −Y
2 0 0 2 1 1 4Y
5 0 C 2 1 2 Y
6 0 C 2 1 3 −Y
2 0 0 3 1 1 −Y
3 0 0 3 2 1 Y
3 0 0 4 1 1 −Y
7 0 R 4 2 1 Y
2 0 0 5 1 1 −Y
3 0 0 5 2 1 Y
3 0 0 6 1 1 −Y
8 0 R 6 2 1 Y
2 0 0 7 1 1 4Y
9 0 C 7 1 2 Y
2 0 0 8 1 1 4Y
10 0 C 8 1 2 Y
2 0 0 9 1 1 −Y
2 0 0 10 1 1 −Y







































, Q =















0 3Y Y −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 4Y 0 0 Y −Y 0 0 0 0
0 −Y Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −Y 0 0 0 Y 0 0 0
0 −Y Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −Y 0 0 0 0 Y 0 0
0 4Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 Y 0
0 4Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Y
0 −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0















R =



















0 Y 4−4Y 3+3Y Y 2+Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 Y 4−4Y 3−Y 2+4Y 2Y 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −Y Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 4Y 2−Y 3 −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −Y Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 4Y 2−Y 3 −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 4Y−Y 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 4Y−Y 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



















.

By Proposition 12 the minimal polynomials for the numerator and denominator are
(X + 1)(X2 − 3X + 1)2 and X2 − 3X + 1 respectively. The corresponding recursions are
valid for determinants with indices greater than or equal to 7 and 5 respectively. The Binet
forms can be constructed in explicit algebraic form with the roots of these polynomials

which are 1, and 3±
√
5

2 with various multiplicities. Using (1) the results of Theorem 1 may
be derived.

Interestingly, Theorem 1 is formulated in terms of the most familiar of the order two
recursions, the Fibonacci and Lucas numbers, while the formulation of results using (1)
directly uses the recursion Gn = 3Gn−1−Gn−2. This reflects the fact that order 2 recursions
may be formulated in terms of Fibonacci and Lucas numbers.
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4.3. The Fan Graph Revisited. Applying LaplaceExpand to the numerator in (1),
L({1|n}|{1, n}) we obtain

P =

(

1 0 R 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1 1 1 3Y
2 0 C 1 1 2 Y
1 0 0 2 1 1 −Y

)

, Q =
(

3Y Y
−Y 0

)

, R =
(

3Y−Y 2 0
−Y 0

)

.

By (13) - (14) the characteristic polynomial is Y 2 − 3Y + 1, which is also the minimal
polynomial, with roots 3±

√
5. The corresponding recursion is valid for n ≥ 3.

Throughout the paper we have, for the denominator in (1), used L(1, 1). However, L(1|1)
is not banded. This creates problems for the various programs as currently written since
L(1|1)(1, n) = −1, which would give a coefficient of −(−1)n in a Laplace Expansion across
the first row. This creates problems for the Y operator since when a Laplace Expansion
is done n decreases by 1. The software could be fixed to deal with coefficients involving
(−1)n but we have not attempted to do this. Instead, for the fan and wheel graphs other
fixes are presented.

For the fan graph family, as indicated in the narrative accompanying (1), we may use
L(n|n) or L(1|1) for the denominator. The advantage of using L(n|n) is that it is banded.

However, a second problems arises in that the argument used in Step 6 of Section 3–
stating that the Laplace Expansion is identical for the numerator and denominator in (1)
– no longer applies as the first row and column of L(n|n) is different from the first row and
column of L({1, n}|{1, n}).

However, the simple fix for this second problem is to apply SystemReduce a second time,
this time to L(n|n). The resulting matrices are as follows:

P =







1 0 R 0 0 0 0
2 0 R 1 1 1 2Y
3 0 C 1 1 2 Y
2 0 0 2 1 1 3Y
4 0 C 2 1 2 Y
2 0 0 3 1 1 −Y
2 0 0 4 1 1 −Y






, Q =

( 0 2Y Y 0
0 3Y 0 Y
0 −Y 0 0
0 −Y 0 0

)

, R =

(

0 2Y−Y 2 0 0
0 3Y−Y 2 0 0
0 −Y 0 0
0 −Y 0 0

)

.

Applying (13)-(14) we obtain the characteristic (also the minimal) polynomial X2 −
3X + 1, with the corresponding recursion valid for n ≥ 4.

Using the minimal polynomials of the numerator and denominator it is routine to obtain
Proposition 4. Again, we note that the results using the methods in this paper are formu-
lated in terms of recursions whose Binet form uses 3 +

√
5, instead of Fibonacci numbers,

though clearly the two formulations are equivalent.

4.4. The Wheel Graph Revisited. Applying LaplaceExpand to the underlying matrix
family of the numerator of (1), we obtain the following matrices.

P =

(

1 0 R 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1 1 1 3Y
2 0 C 1 1 2 Y
1 0 0 2 1 1 −Y

)

, Q =
(

3Y Y
−Y 0

)

, R =
(

3Y−Y 2 0
−Y 0

)

.

The matrix R for the wheel graph is identical to the matrix R for the fan graph. The
characteristic polynomial is therefore the same; the characteristic polynomial is also the
minimal polynomial. The corresponding recursion is valid for n ≥ 3.
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However, neither of the two potential denominators for the numerator in (1) is banded,
and as indicated above, the software does not readily apply to them.

For the wheel graph family we fix this problem by manually expanding L(n|n); the (−1)n

vanishes after a few manual reductions. Letting A = L(n|n), and manually performing
successive Laplace Expansions, we obtain

A =3Y A(1|1) + Y A(1|2) + (−1)nY A(1|3)
A(1|2) =− Y A(1|1) − (−1)n(−1)n−2

A(1|3) =− (−1)n−2 − (−1)nY A(1|1)
We can manually solve this system to obtain

A = A(1|1)
(

3Y − 2Y 2
)

− 2Y.

Clearly Y is annihilated by X − 1. Since M(1|1) = L({1, n}|{1, n}), the numerator in
(1), M(1|1) is annihilated by X2− 3X+1. Thus, the characteristic (and also the minimal)
polynomial would be (X2−3X+1)(X−1). The corresponding recursion is valid for n ≥ 6.
Having obtained the minimal polynomials for the numerator and denominator in (14) we
can derive the resistance distance stated in Proposition 5.

4.5. The Linear 3–Tree Revisited. As mentioned in the introduction, the key strength
of the approach of this paper to calculating resistances is its semiautomatic nature. It takes
a few seconds to run the program which requires 201 Laplace expansions and introduces
80 matrix families. Thus the matrix Q is of size 80× 80. The matrix R has only three non-
zero columns, at positions three, six, and forty-eight, allowing application of Proposition
8, which only requires entries from the 3 rows (3,6,48) and the 3 columns (3,6,48), as
presented in the following reduced matrix R′.

R′ =

(

2Y 8+6Y 6−12Y 5−15Y 4+4Y 3+Y 2+Y −2Y 8−Y 7−14Y 6+54Y 5+6Y 4−5Y 3−6Y 2 −9Y 5−Y 4

−2Y 7+Y 6−6Y 5+12Y 4+14Y 3+2Y 2 2Y 7+20Y 5−48Y 4−6Y 3−Y 2+6Y 8Y 4−Y 5

Y 3−Y 6Y 2−Y 3 −Y 2

)

Application of Proposition 8 gives the following annihilator:

− (Y − 1)2
(

Y 4 − 4Y 3 − Y 2 − 4Y + 1
)2 (

Y 4 + 3Y 3 + 6Y 2 + 3Y + 1
)

(

2Y 7 + 20Y 5 − 48Y 4 − 6Y 3 − Y 2 + 6Y − 1
)

.

Using Proposition 12 it is then straightforward to find the minimal annihilators for the
numerator and denominator, which are

(−1 +X)2(1− 4X −X2 − 4X3 +X4)2(1 + 3X + 6X2 + 3X3 +X4) (17)

and

(X − 1)(1 − 4X −X2 − 4X3 +X4) (18)

respectively. Because the factors of both the numerator and denominator are of degree 4
or lower we may obtain the roots in explicit algebraic form. For the denominator the roots,

all of multiplicity one, are 1 and 1
2

(

2 +
√
7±

√

4
√
7 + 7

)

and 1
2

(

2−
√
7± i

√

4
√
7− 7

)

.
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The numerator has these roots with multiplicity two and additionally has roots (of mul-

tiplicity one) i
√
7

4 ± 1
2

√

−7
2 − 1

23i
√
7 − 3

4 and − i
√
7

4 ± 1
2

√

−7
2 +

3i
√
7

2 − 3
4 . The recursions

for the numerator and denominator are valid for determinants of size n ≥ 18 and n ≥ 10
respectively. Consequently, (1) is valid for graphs of size 20 or greater. Using (1) we can
obtain closed Binet formulas for the numerator and denominator and consequently can
obtain an explicit rational function for the resistance distance. The numerators and de-
nominators of this rational function are a linear sum of powers of nine algebraic numbers;
using Mathematica 13.3 we can then simplify the difference between successive resistances
proving the one over 14 conjecture.

Because the formula is only valid for n ≥ 20, the coefficients in the closed Binet form are
quite complicated. Due to this complexity, we suffice with giving the explicit forms for the
asymptotic expressions for the numerator and denominator. The one over 14 conjecture
does not a priori apply to asymptotic formula, only to exact formula. Nevertheless, in
this case, the differences between successive terms of the natural asymptotic formula for
resistance (based on using the dominant root) are also exactly one over 14.

Fortunately, although a priori there is no reason why this should be true, we found that if
we start the sequences at indices 8 and 11, for the numerator and denominator respectively,
remarkably the resulting asymptotic formula besides satisfying the one over 14 conjecture
are also quite good approximations to the actual sequence. We provide details below for
the asymptotic formula and simply note that the exact case is treated similarly and hence
omitted.

4.6. Proof of the one over 14 conjecture for the asymptotic formula. We use the
method of generating functions [44]. To find the exact formula we need to calculate all
coefficients in the Binet form and that requires solving a system of equations. For the
asymptotic formula we only need two coefficients corresponding to the dominant root and
that can be done without solving for the other coefficients. To use (1) we need to find
separate asymptotic formulas for the numerator and denominator.

The Numerator. The theory of generating functions naturally works with sequences
whose initial index is 0. Accordingly, define

hn = L({1, n + 2}|{1, n + 2}), gi = h8+i, i ≥ 0. (19)

where L is the Laplacian for the linear 3–tree on n+ 2 nodes. Thus,

G = {g0, g1, . . . } =

{127920, 606530, 2858661, 13426688, 62846424, 293216196, 1364289416,
6331841700, 29319607080, 135483247712, 624865625995, . . . }.

To clarify our use of indices, by (19), g0 = 127, 920 which implies that h8 = 127, 920
with h8 = L({1, 10}|{1, 10}). We will derive the asymptotic formula for G then shift back
8 and finally use n− 2 in the numerator of (1) when calculating resistance distance.

This sequence G satisfies the recursion corresponding to the annihilator given by (17)

with dominant root of multiplicity 2, given by r = 1
2

(

2 +
√
7 +

√

4
√
7 + 7

)

≈ 4.41948.
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The generating function for the sequence G, is

GFnumerator =
Nnum

Dnum

,

with

Nnum = 127920 − 288910X − 491609X2 − 2338229X3 + 1406395X4 − 445536X5

+5047630X6 − 1302912X7 + 951712X8 − 2640674X9

−31621X10 − 149867X11 + 182525X12 − 26880X13,

and

Dnum =
9
∏

i=1

(

1

1− riX

)mi

,

with the ri and mi the distinct roots (and their multiplicities) of (17) set equal to 0.
As mentioned above, since we are interested in the asymptotic formula we only care

about the dominant root. Towards this end we use a partial fraction decomposition

GFnumerator =
Cnum,1

1− r1X
+

Cnum,2

(1− r1X)2
.+

9
∑

i=2

mi
∑

ji=1

Cnum,i

((1− riX)ji
,

with

Cnum,1, Cnum,2

constants. We can obtain Cnum,2 by multiplying both sides of the partial fraction decom-

position by (1− r1X)2, plugging into the resulting left-hand side X = 1
r1
, taking limits and

evaluating. We similarly can obtain Cnum,1 by multiplying both sides of the partial fraction
decomposition by (1−r1X)2, then differentiating both sides of the resulting equation by X,

dividing by −r1, plugging into the resulting left-hand side 1
r1
, taking limits and evaluating.

It follows that the asymptotic approximation to the sequence G is given by

gn ≈ Cnum,1r
n
1 + Cnum,2(n+ 1)rn1 ,

and therefore by (19),

hn ≈ C ′
num,1r

n
1 + C ′

num,2(n− 7)rn1

with

C ′
num,2 =

256

(

47540907929
√
7 + 29996455428

√

4
√
7 + 7 + 11337594468

√

7
(

4
√
7 + 7

)

+ 125781419483

)

49
(√

7 +
√

4
√
7 + 7 + 2

)9
(

11955
√
7 + 7543

√

4
√
7 + 7 + 2851

√

7
(

4
√
7 + 7

)

+ 31629

)

≈ 0.0630896
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and

C′

num,1 =

24576

(

13278615154497729
√
7 + 8378287352473094

√

4
√
7 + 7 + 3166694963897366

√

7
(

4
√
7 + 7

)

+ 35131913454134511

)

7
(√

7 +
√

4
√
7 + 7

)

3
(√

7 +
√

4
√
7 + 7 + 2

)

9
(

7157
√
7 + 4515

√

4
√
7 + 7 + 1707

√

7
(

4
√
7 + 7

)

+ 18935

)2

≈ 0.816459.

The ratios of this asymptotic formula over the exact values of hn, 8 ≤ n ≤ 15, are

{1.00067, 0.999617, 1.00007, 1.00004, 0.999965, 1.00001, 1., 0.999997, 1., 1., 1., 1., 1.}
showing good agreement.

Denominator. As with the numerator we define sequences gi, hi by

hn = L({1, n + 1}|{1, n + 1}), gi = h11+i, i ≥ 0. (20)

where L is the Laplacian for the linear 3–tree on n + 1 nodes and we have shifted by 11.
The sequence G = {gi}i≥0 is annihilated by (18).

The generating function for the sequence G, is

GFdenominator =
Nden

Dden

with

Ndem = 568101X4 − 2711961X3 + 1090668X2 − 1457516X + 2510716,

and

Dden =

5
∏

i=1

1

1− riX
.

As with the numerator, using a partial fraction decomposition

GFdenominator =
Cden

1− r1X
+

5
∑

i=2

Cden,i

1− riX
,

with Cden a constant. It follows that the asymptotic approximation to the sequence G is
given by

gn ≈ Cdenr
n
1 ,

and therefore by (20)

hn ≈ C ′
denr

n
1 ,

with

C ′
den =

1024

(

159102007
√
7 + 100387151

√

4
√
7 + 7 + 37942776

√

7
(

4
√
7 + 7

)

+ 420944344

)

7
(√

7 +
√

4
√
7 + 7 + 2

)11
(

5
√
7 + 3

√

4
√
7 + 7 +

√

7
(

4
√
7 + 7

)

+ 11

)

≈ 0.199855.
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Figure 7. A corrugated linear 2-tree on 17 vertices

The approximation is quite good even for n < 11. For 6 ≤ n ≤ 15 the ratio of the
asymptotic formula over the exact value, hn is given by

{1.00078, 1.0002, 1.00003, 1.00001, 1., 1., 1., 1., 1., 1.}.
We can now prove the one over 14 conjecture for the asymptotic formula.

Theorem 14. Define

R(1, n) =
Cnum,2(n− 9)rn−2

1 + Cnum,1r
n−2
1

Cdenr
n−1
1

Then

R(1, n+ 1)−R(n) =
1

14
.

Proof. We use the asymptotic formula obtained above with the explicit values of constants.
Algebraically simplifying the closed formula (using Mathematica 13.3) we obtain the desired
result. �

5. Conclusion and Open Problems

This paper has generalized and semi-automated one approach to calculating resistance
distances by first finding the underlying recursions associated with the determinants of
matrices related to the underlying families of graphs. We have already indicated several
outstanding problems in earlier sections of the paper. In this closing section, we speculate
on further uses of this approach and list some additional open problems.

For graph families such as the path, fan, wheel, and ladder graphs both the approach of
this paper and the more traditional approaches, discovering closed formula and then proving
them using inductive arguments are equally effective. However, when graph families become
complex, the LaplaceExpand approach is more efficient. This was illustrated with the linear
3–tree. We feel that future uses of the LaplaceExpand approach could fruitfully be applied
to more complicated graph families. We illustrate with the corrugated linear 2–tree which
is a linear 2–tree on n vertices where n = 3m + 2, with 2m − 2 bends located at vertices
4, 3m and vertices 3k +3, 3k +4 for k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m− 1}. The corrugated linear 2-tree on
17 vertices is displayed in Figure 7.

In [7] the first author determined both a closed formula for the resistance distance
between the degree-two vertices as well as an asymptotic limit as the number of vertices
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grows. These results were obtained by starting with a straight linear 2–tree and determining
the impact of each bend. It is natural to see what the LaplaceExpand approach of this
paper yields. This approach requirs 834 Laplace Reductions and introduces 423 matrices.
The reduced system has 26 determinant identities in 26 determinant families.

Open Problem 15. Theorem 9 assures us that an n×n system can be reduced to a single
annihilator of one determinant family. Find a closed formula using the coefficient entries
in the associated n× n matrix which immediately gives the annihilator.

We now state another open problem. As just indicated, the corrugated linear tree
requires 834 Laplace expansions and introduces 423 matrix families. For the linear 3–
tree, 201 Laplace expansions are needed producing 80 matrix families. However, prior to
automating the approach, the authors approached this problem manually. This enabled
quick visual inspection of the matrix families introduced after each Laplace expansion, and
with a judicious choice of expansions, required only 21 matrix families producing a roughly
75% savings over the 80 families produced by the automated LaplaceExpand. Heuristically,
we selected for reduction, matrix families that occurred more frequently to that point.

Open Problem 16. Find a method to reduce the number of expansions and the number
of matrix families introduced.
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6. Appendix I - Computer programs

This Appendix contains the programs, written in Mathematica 13.3, LaplaceExpand
and SystemReduce described in Section 3. Some supportive functions needed by these
programs are also listed.

SystemReduce

SystemReduce[LaplaceExpansionMatrix_,

LaplaceExpansionIncidenceMatrix_] :=

Module[{M, k, i, j, P},

M = LaplaceExpansionMatrix;

P =LaplaceExpansionIncidenceMatrix;

For[k = 2, k <= Dimensions[P][[1]], k++,

If[P[[k, k]] === 0,

M =

Table[If[P[[i, k]] == 1,

If[i != k,

If[j != k,

M[[i, j]] + M[[i, k]] M[[k, j]], 0],

M[[i, j]]],

M[[i, j]]],

{i, 1, Dimensions[P][[1]]},

{j, 1, Dimensions[P][[2]]}];

P =

Table[If[P[[i, k]] == 1,
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If[i != k,

If[j != k,

If[P[[i, j]] === 0 && P[[k, j]] === 0, 0, 1], 0],

P[[i, j]]], P[[i, j]]],

{i, 1, Dimensions[P][[1]]},

{j, 1, Dimensions[P][[2]]}];

Print["This is the reduction corresponding to row ", k];

Print[M // MatrixForm]]]];

DropM[M1_, r1_, c1_] :=

Module[{M, r, c, b},

M = M1; r = r1; c = c1;

b = Delete[M, r];

Return[Transpose[Delete[Transpose[b], c]]]];

AddRow[x_] := Append[x, ConstantArray[0, Dimensions[x][[2]]]];

AddCol[x_] :=

Transpose[

Append[

Transpose[x], ConstantArray[0, Dimensions[x][[1]]]]];

LaplaceExpand

LaplaceExpand[MatrixFamily_, MinimumSizeForVerification_] :=

Module[ {a, i, j, FlagFound, FlagFoundTemp, jFlagFound,

P, Q, R, M, M2, RC,

RowCount, IDCount, ParentCount, LoopCount, MTemp, MinSiz},

a[n_] := MatrixFamily[n]; MinSiz = MinimumSizeForVerification;

M = Table[0, {i, 1, 1}, {j, 1, 7}];

RowCount = 1; ParentCount = 1; IDCount = 1;

Q = Association[1 -> 1];

P = Association[1 -> 1];

R = Association[1 -> 1];

M2[1, n_] := a[n];

M[[RowCount, 1]] = IDCount;

M[[RowCount, 2]] = 1;
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RC[n_] := RC[n] = If[

Count[M2[n, MinSiz][[All, 1]], Except[0]] <

Count[M2[n, MinSiz][[1]], Except[0]], "C", "R"];

M[[RowCount, 3]] = RC[1];

LoopCount = 0;

Until[Total[M[[All, 2]] ] == 0,

LoopCount++;

For[i = 1, i <= MinSiz, i++,

If[RC[ParentCount] == "R" &&

M2[ParentCount, MinSiz][[1, i]] == 0 ||

RC[ParentCount] == "C" &&

M2[ParentCount, MinSiz][[i, 1]] == 0 , ,

RowCount++; M = AddRow[M];

Clear[MTemp];

MTemp[n_] := MTemp[n] =

If[RC[ParentCount] == "R",

Drop[M2[ParentCount, n + 1], 1, i],

Drop[M2[ParentCount, n + 1], {i}, {1}]];

FlagFound = False; j = 1;

Until[FlagFound == True || j > ParentCount,

FlagFoundTemp = True;

For[l = MinSiz, l <= MinSiz + 3, l++,

FlagFoundTemp =

FlagFoundTemp &&

(MTemp[l] == M2[j, l] ||

MTemp[l] == Transpose[M2[j,l]])];

FlagFound = FlagFoundTemp;

jFlagFound = If[FlagFound, j, 0];

j++];

If[FlagFound == True,

M[[RowCount, 1]] = jFlagFound;

M[[RowCount, 4]] = ParentCount;

If[RC[ParentCount] == "R",

M[[RowCount, 5]] = 1;
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M[[RowCount, 6]] = i,

M[[RowCount, 5]] = i;

M[[RowCount, 6]] = 1];

M[[RowCount, 7]] =

(-1)ˆ(i + 1) *
Y *
If[RC[ParentCount] == "R",

M2[ParentCount, MinSiz][[1, i]],

M2[ParentCount, MinSiz][[i, 1]] ],

IDCount++;

M[[RowCount, 1]] = IDCount;

AssociateTo[Q, IDCount -> i];

AssociateTo[P, IDCount -> ParentCount];

AssociateTo[R, IDCount -> RowCount];

M2[IDCount_, n_] := M2[IDCount, n] =

If[RC[P[IDCount]] == "R",

Drop[M2[P[IDCount], n + 1],

{1},

{Q[IDCount]}],

Drop[M2[P[IDCount], n + 1],

{Q[IDCount]},

{1}]];

M[[RowCount, 2]] = 1;

M[[RowCount, 3]] = RC[IDCount];

M[[RowCount, 4]] = ParentCount;

If[RC[P[IDCount]] == "R",

M[[RowCount, 5]] = 1; M[[RowCount, 6]] = i,

M[[RowCount, 5]] = i; M[[RowCount, 6]] = 1];

M[[RowCount, 7]] =

(-1)ˆ(i + 1) *
Y *
If[RC[P[IDCount]] == "R",

M2[P[IDCount], MinSiz][[1, i]],

M2[P[IDCount], MinSiz][[i, 1]] ];

];

];

];

M[[R[[Key[ParentCount]]], 2]] = 0;
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If[Total[M[[All, 2]] ] == 0, ,

ParentCount = M[[Position[M[[All, 2]], 1][[1]][[1]],1]]];

];

Print["This matrix gives the sequence of Laplace Expansions ",

M // MatrixForm];

For[i = 1, i <= IDCount, i++,

Print["This is matrix family with IDCount ",

i, " ",

M2[i, MinSiz] // MatrixForm]];

Clear[Q, P];

Q = Table[0, {i, 1, IDCount}, {j, 1, IDCount}];

For[i = 2, i <= Dimensions[M][[1]], i++,

Q[[M[[i, 4]], M[[i, 1]]]] = M[[i, 7]]];

Print["This is the system of matrix family identities ",

Q // MatrixForm];

P = Table[0,

{i, 1, Dimensions[Q][[1]]},

{j, 1, Dimensions[Q][[2]]}];

P = Table[

If[Q[[i, j]] === 0, 0, 1],

{i, 1, Dimensions[P][[1]]},

{j, 1, Dimensions[P][[2]]}];

SystemReduce[Q, P]

]
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