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Abstract

Kirchoff’s matrix tree theorem of 1847 connects the number of spanning trees
of a graph to the spectral determinant of the discrete Laplacian [6]. Recently an
analogue was obtained for quantum graphs relating the number of spanning trees
to the spectral determinant of a Laplacian acting on functions on a metric graph
with standard (Neumann-like) vertex conditions [11]. This result holds for quan-
tum graphs where the edge lengths are close together. A quantum graph where
the edge lengths are all equal is called equilateral. Here we consider equilateral
graphs where we perturb the length of a single edge (almost equilateral graphs).
We analyze the spectral determinant of almost equilateral complete graphs, com-
plete bipartite graphs, and circulant graphs. This provides a measure of how fast
the spectral determinant changes with respect to changes in an edge length. We
apply these results to estimate the width of a window of edge lengths where
the connection between the number of spanning trees and the spectral determi-
nant can be observed. The results suggest the connection holds for a much wider
window of edge lengths than is required in [11].
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1 Introduction

A classical result in spectral graph theory is Kirchhoff’s matrix tree theorem [6]. The
number of spanning trees of a graph is given by the spectral determinant; the product
of the non-zero eigenvalues of the graph’s discrete Laplacian.
Theorem 1 (Kirchhoff’s Matrix Tree Theorem). For a connected graph G with V
vertices,

# spanning trees =
1

V
det ′(L) = det(L[i]) , (1)

where i = 1, . . . , V . The V × V matrix L = D −A is the discrete Laplacian with D
the diagonal matrix of vertex degrees and A the adjacency matrix of the graph. The
(V − 1)× (V − 1) matrix L[i] is produced by deleting the ith row and column from L.

In [11] the authors obtained a similar result for quantum graphs. A quantum graph
is a metric graph along with a self-adjoint operator acting on functions defined on a
set of intervals associated with the edges of the graph. Functions on these intervals are
related by local boundary conditions at the vertices; see e.g. [2, 13] for an introduction
to quantum graphs. The spectral determinant of the quantum graph Laplacian with
standard (Neumann-like) vertex conditions determines the number of spanning trees.
Theorem 2. Let Γ be a connected metric graph with V vertices and E edges whose
edge lengths are in the interval [ℓ, ℓ+ δ). If

δ <
ℓ

V V 2E+V
√
2EV

, (2)

then the number of spanning trees is the closest integer to

TΓ =

∏
v∈V dv

E 2E ℓβ+1
det′(L) , (3)

where V is the set of vertices, dv is the degree of vertex v, L is the Laplacian with
standard vertex conditions, and β = E − V + 1 is the first Betti number of Γ, the
number of independent cycles.

To obtain the result, the edge lengths of the metric graph are tightly constrained
so they are all close to ℓ. We call a metric graph where the edge lengths are all equal
an equilateral graph. Hence the result holds for metric graphs that are close to an equi-
lateral graph. However, heuristically, the spectral determinant of a quantum graph
should determine the number of spanning trees for graphs where the edge lengths are
less tightly constrained. In this article we approach this relationship from a differ-
ent direction. We consider three classes of equilateral graphs where we can compute
the spectral determinant analytically; fully connected graphs, fully connected bipar-
tite graphs, and some circulant graphs. We then consider perturbing the length of a
single edge to obtain an almost equilateral graph, and we ascertain how the spectral
determinant and the number of spanning trees changes under the perturbation. This
provides a measure of how fast TΓ varies as one changes an edge length. In each case,
we see that TΓ can be expected to provide an accurate determination of the number
of spanning trees for graphs where the edge lengths vary much more widely than is
implied by the constraint (2) on δ imposed in theorem 2. For example, the bound
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δ < ℓ/V V can be expected to provide a sufficiently narrow window of edge lengths for
TΓ to determine the number of spanning trees for these classes of graphs. The spectral
determinant was formulated for Laplace and Schrödinger operators on metric graphs
in [4, 5, 7], via periodic orbits in [1], and using the zeta function in [8, 9, 12].

The article is laid out as follows. In section 2 we introduce notation for graphs
and quantum graphs and define the corresponding spectral determinants. Sections
3, 4 and 5 analyze the spectral determinants of almost equilateral complete graphs,
complete bipartite graphs, and certain connected circulant graphs respectively. Finally,
in section 6 we apply the results for the spectral determinant to see how the function
TΓ behaves under perturbation of an edge length.

2 Background

A graph G consists of a set of vertices V and a set of edges E such that each edge
e = (u, v) ∈ E connects a pair of vertices u, v ∈ V; see figures 1 and 2 for examples.
Two vertices are adjacent if there is an edge (u, v) ∈ E , denoted u ∼ v. The number
of vertices is V = |V| < ∞, and E = |E| < ∞ is the number of edges. The degree of
vertex v is the number of vertices adjacent to v, denoted dv. The graph is k-regular
if dv = k for all v ∈ V. Throughout the paper, we assume that graphs are connected,
so there is a path between every pair of vertices. We also assume the graphs are
simple, with no loops or multiple edges. The first Betti number is β = E − V + 1,
the number of independent cycles of G. A tree is a connected graph with no cycles
(β = 0). A spanning tree of G is a subgraph that is a tree and contains all vertices
of G. Additionally, when we reference sets of vectors and specific elements of vectors,
we use the convention that vj denotes the jth vector in the set {vj}nj=1 whereas [v]j
denotes the jth element of the vector v.

We now define some classes of graphs that will be used in the article. The fully
connected graph on n vertices Kn is the graph where every pair of vertices is connected
by an edge so (u, v) ∈ E for all u, v ∈ V with u ̸= v. The complete bipartite graph
Km,n is a graph where the set of vertices is divided into two disjoint sets, V = A ∪ B
with A ∩ B = ∅. Every vertex of A is adjacent to every vertex of B and there are
no edges connecting pairs of vertices in A or pairs of vertices in B. The number of
vertices in A is m = |A| and n = |B|. Figure 1 shows the complete bipartite graph
K3,5. A circulant graph on n vertices is denoted Cn(a) where a = (a1, . . . ap) with
a1 < a2 < · · · < ap ≤ n/2. Then two vertices i, j ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} are connected if
|i − j| = ak(mod n) for some k ∈ {1, . . . , p}. If ap < n/2, then the circulant graph is
2p-regular. A circulant graph is connected if and only if gcd(n, a1, . . . , ap) = 1. Figure
2 shows the connected circulant graph C17(2, 5).

2.1 Quantum Graphs

A metric graph Γ is a graph where each edge e ∈ E is assigned a length ℓe > 0. The
total length of a metric graph is ℓtot =

∑
e∈E ℓe. We view the edge e = (u, v) ∈ E as

the interval [0, ℓe] with xe = 0 at u and xe = ℓe at v; the choice of orientation will not
effect our results. This allows us to define a function f on Γ as a collection of functions,
{fe}e∈E , such that the function fe is defined on the interval [0, ℓe]. A metric graph is
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Fig. 1 The complete bipartite graph K3,5.

Fig. 2 The circulant graph C17(2, 5).

equilateral if all the edges have the same length. We use Γ to denote an equilateral
graph. If Γ is equilateral with edge lengths ℓ, then we will say that Γ ′ is an almost
equilateral graph if the length of one edge e of Γ is perturbed so ℓe = ℓ+ ϵ.

A quantum graph is a metric graph Γ along with a self-adjoint differential operator.

Our focus in this paper is on the Laplace operator, which acts as − d2

dx2
e
on functions that

are defined on the interval [0, ℓe]. We consider standard Neumann-Kirchhoff conditions
at the vertices: {

f is continuous on Γ and∑
e∈Ev

dfe
dxe

(v) = 0 at each vertex v,
(4)

where Ev denotes the edges containing the vertex v and the derivative dfe
dxe

(v) is taken
in the outgoing direction at v. The second Sobolev space on Γ is the direct sum of
second Sobolev spaces on the set of intervals:

H2(Γ) =
⊕
e∈E

H2([0, ℓe]) . (5)

The domain of the Laplace operator is the set of functions f ∈ H2(Γ) that satisfy
(4). With these conditions, the Laplace operator is self-adjoint with infinitely many
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non-negative eigenvalues. We use the notation L and L′ for the Laplace operator on
an equilateral graph Γ and a corresponding almost equilateral graph Γ ′ respectively.

Our first goal is to see how the spectral determinant of an almost equilateral graph,
det ′(L′), is related to the spectral determinant of an equilateral graph, det ′(L). To
do this, we employ the following result from [7].
Theorem 3. Given a connect metric graph,

det ′(L) = 2E

V

ℓtot
∏

e∈E ℓe∏
v∈V dv

det ′(R) (6)

where R is the V × V matrix,

[R]u,v =


∑

w∼v ℓ
−1
(w,v), if u = v

−ℓ−1
(u,v), if u ∼ v

0, otherwise.

(7)

Let Γ be an equilateral metric graph. In this case, the matrix R = ℓ−1L in theorem
3 is

[R]u,v =


ℓ−1dv, if u = v

−ℓ−1, if u ∼ v

0, otherwise,

(8)

where L is the combinatorial Laplacian matrix ; L = D −A where D is the diagonal
matrix of vertex degrees with [D]v,v = dv and A is the adjacency matrix with [A]u,v =
1 if u ∼ v and 0 otherwise. Note that, as the edges are not directed, the adjacency
matrix is by definition symmetric. We now form a perturbed graph, Γ ′, by changing
the length of one edge e = (a, b) ∈ E to ℓ+ ϵ. Then,

[R′]u,v =



ℓ−1dv, if u = v ̸= a or b

−ℓ−1, if (u, v) ∈ E − (a, b)

ℓ−1dv − ℓ−2ϵ+O(ϵ2), if u = v = a or b

−ℓ−1 + ℓ−2ϵ+O(ϵ2), if (u, v) = (a, b)

0, otherwise.

(9)

Equivalently,

R′ = R+M+O(M2) = R− ϵ

ℓ2
Q+O(ϵ2) , (10)

where M = − ϵ
ℓ2Q and

[Q]u,v =


1, u = v = a or b

−1, if (u, v) = (a, b)

0, otherwise.

(11)
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2.2 Perturbation Theory

We use the following propositions to relate the eigenvalues of R and R′; see e.g. [14].
Proposition 4. If the matrix R has a non-degenerate eigenvalue λ with normalized
eigenvector v then R′ has a non-degenerate eigenvalue

λ′ = λ− ϵ

ℓ2
v ·Qv +O(ϵ2) . (12)

For example, assume that all the eigenvalues of the matrix R are simple. Let
{vk}Vk=1 be the set of orthonormal eigenvectors corresponding to the eigenvalues
{λk}Vk=1. Using (11), one can see that

vk ·Qvk = ([vk]a − [vk]b)
2, (13)

and hence, by proposition 4, the eigenvalues of R′ are

λ′
k = λk − ϵ

ℓ2
([vk]a − [vk]b)

2 +O(ϵ2) . (14)

We use the following proposition if an eigenvalue λ is degenerate.
Proposition 5. Suppose that λ is an eigenvalue of R with multiplicity n and cor-
responding orthonormal eigenvectors {uk}nk=1. Let Q′ be the n × n matrix defined
by,

[Q′]j,k = uj ·Quk . (15)

Then n of the eigenvalues of R′ are

λ′
k = λ− ϵ

ℓ2
λk +O(ϵ2) , (16)

where λk is the kth eigenvalue of Q′.

3 Almost Equilateral Complete Graphs

Consider the complete equilateral graph Kn. The matrix R has eigenvalues 0 and n/ℓ
(with multiplicity n − 1). Without loss of generality, suppose that the length of the
edge connecting vertices 1 and n is increased from ℓ to ℓ+ϵ. Notice that {uk}n−1

k=1 with,

[uk]j =
1√

k(k + 1)


1, if j ≤ k

−k, if j = k + 1

0, otherwise

(17)
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is a set of n − 1 orthonormal eigenvectors of R corresponding to the eigenvalue n/ℓ.
Then, from equation (15), the (n− 1)× (n− 1) matrix Q′ has entries

[Q′]j,k = uj ·Quk =


1√

j(j+1)k(k+1)
, if j, k ̸= n− 1

n√
j(j+1)k(k+1)

, if either j or k = n− 1

n
n−1 , if j = k = n− 1.

(18)

Define n− 3 vectors {vk}n−2
k=2 via,

[vk]j =


− 1√

k(k+1)/2
, if j = 1

1, if j = k

0, otherwise,

(19)

and a vector vn−1 with,

[vn−1]j =


− 1√

n(n−1)/2
, if j = 1

1
n , if j = n− 1

0, otherwise.

(20)

One can verify that {vk}n−1
k=2 are n − 2 linearly independent eigenvectors of Q′ with

eigenvalue 0. Similarly, define v via,

[v]j =


1√

j(j+1)/2
, if j ̸= n− 1

n√
n(n−1)/2

, if j = n− 1.
(21)

Then v is an eigenvector of Q′ with eigenvalue 2. Hence, applying proposition 5, the
eigenvalue n/ℓ has degeneracy n− 2 (up to first-order in ϵ) and there is a new simple
eigenvalue,

n

ℓ
− 2ϵ

ℓ2
+O(ϵ2) .

The remaining eigenvalue of R is λ = 0 with normalized eigenvector u where,

[u]j =
1√
n

for j = 1, 2, . . . , n. (22)

Hence [Qu]j = 0 for all j = 1, . . . , n and λ′ = 0 +O(ϵ2).
Combining these results,

det ′(R′) =

n∏
j=2

λ′
j =

(n
ℓ

)n−1

− ϵ
2nn−2

ℓn
+O(ϵ2) . (23)
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Therefore, from Theorem 3, the spectral determinant of the almost equilateral
complete graph Kn is,

det ′(L′) =
E2Enn−2ℓβ+1

(n− 1)n

(
1 +

ϵ

ℓ

(
1− 2(n− 2)

n(n− 1)

))
+O(ϵ2) , (24)

where E = n(n− 1)/2 and β = E − n+ 1.

4 Almost Equilateral Complete Bipartite Graphs

Consider a complete bipartite quantum graph Km,n where each edge has length ℓ.
Let A = {1, 2, . . . ,m} and B = {m+ 1,m+ 2, . . . ,m+ n} where all vertices of A are
adjacent to all vertices of B; figure 1 shows the complete bipartite graph K3,5. For
such a graph, from equation (8), we have,

[R]u,v =


ℓ−1n, u = v ∈ A

ℓ−1m, u = v ∈ B

−ℓ−1, u ∼ v (so u ∈ A and v ∈ B or vice versa)

0, otherwise .

(25)

The eigenvalues of R = ℓ−1L are ℓ−1(m + n), ℓ−1n (with multiplicity m − 1), ℓ−1m
(with multiplicity n− 1) and 0. Therefore

det ′(R) =
(m+ n)mn−1nm−1

ℓm+n−1
. (26)

Without loss of generality, we perturb the length of the edge (1,m+ 1) and apply
propositions 4 and 5 to obtain the following proposition for the spectrum of R′, which
is proven in the following two subsections.
Proposition 6. Let Γ = Km,n be an equilateral complete bipartite graph with edge
length ℓ. Suppose a new graph Γ ′ is formed by increasing the length of one edge to ℓ+ϵ.
Up to first-order in ϵ, the eigenvalues of the matrix R′ are 0, ℓ−1(m+n)−ϵℓ−2

(
m+n
mn

)
,

ℓ−1n (with multiplicity m − 2), ℓ−1m (with multiplicity n − 2), ℓ−1n − ϵℓ−2
(
m−1
m

)
,

and ℓ−1m− ϵℓ−2
(
n−1
n

)
.

4.1 Non-degenerate Eigenvalues

First, consider the eigenvalue λ = ℓ−1(m+ n) with normalized eigenvector v where,

[v]j =
1√

mn(m+ n)

{
n, if 1 ≤ j ≤ m

−m, if m+ 1 ≤ j ≤ m+ n.
(27)

Applying proposition 4,

λ′ =
m+ n

ℓ
− ϵ

ℓ2
v ·Qv +O(ϵ2) (28)
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=
m+ n

ℓ
− ϵ

ℓ2
m+ n

mn
+O(ϵ2) . (29)

Similarly, the eigenvalue λ = 0 has normalized eigenvector u with,

[u]j =
1√

m+ n
for j = 1, 2, . . . ,m+ n. (30)

Since [Qu]j = 0, we see that λ′ = 0 +O(ϵ2) using proposition 4.

4.2 Degenerate Eigenvalues

Consider the eigenvalue ℓ−1n with m− 1 orthonormal eigenvectors {vk}m−1
k=1 where,

[vk]j =
1√

k(k + 1)


1, for j ≤ k

−k, for j = k + 1

0, for j > k + 1.

(31)

Then,

[Q′]j,k = vj ·Qvk =
1√

j(j + 1)k(k + 1)
. (32)

Lemma 7. The eigenvalues of Q′ are 0 (with multiplicity m− 2) and m−1
m .

Proof. Consider the vectors {uk}m−1
k=2 of length m− 1 such that

[uk]j =


− 1√

k(k+1)/2
, j = 1

1, j = k

0, otherwise.

(33)

Multiplying uk by row j of Q′, we have

[Q′uk]j = − 1√
j(j + 1)k(k + 1)

+
1√

j(j + 1)k(k + 1)
= 0 . (34)

Hence zero is an eigenvalue of Q′ with multiplicity m− 2.
Similarly, define w such that

[w]j =
1√

j(j + 1)/2
for j = 1, . . . ,m− 1. (35)

Then,

[Q′w]j =
1√

j(j + 1)/2

m−1∑
k=1

1

k(k + 1)
=

(
1− 1

m

)
[w]j . (36)

Hence, 1− 1/m is the remaining eigenvalue of Q′.
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Similarly, ℓ−1m is an eigenvalue of R with multiplicity n − 1 and the eigenvalues
of a corresponding matrix Q′ are 0 (with multiplicity n− 2) and 1− 1/n. Combining
the results in subsections 4.1 and 4.2 with proposition 5 produces proposition 6.

4.3 Spectral Determinant

The spectral determinant of R′ is the product of its non-zero eigenvalues. From
proposition 6, for an almost equilateral complete bipartite graph,

det ′(R′) = det ′(R)− ϵ

ℓm+n
nm−2mn−2(m+ n)(m+ n− 1) +O(ϵ2) . (37)

Therefore, using equation (26) and theorem 3 with E = mn and V = m + n, the
spectral determinant of the almost equilateral complete bipartite graph Km,n is,

det ′(L′) = 2Eℓβ+1

(
1 +

ϵ

ℓ

(
1− V − 2

E

))
+O(ϵ2) . (38)

4.3.1 Star Graph

For example, a star graph with n+1 vertices is the complete bipartite graph Kn,1 and
E = V − 1. Suppose this is an equilateral graph with edge length ℓ. The eigenvalues
of R are ℓ−1 (with multiplicity n− 1), 0 and ℓ−1(n+ 1). Then, perturbing one edge,

det ′(R′) =
V

ℓV−1
− ϵ

V

ℓV
+O(ϵ2) . (39)

From (38),

det ′(L′) = 2Eℓ+
ϵ

ℓE
+O(ϵ2) . (40)

5 Almost Equilateral Circulant Graphs

Consider a 2p-regular circulant graph Cn(a) with a = (a1, a2, . . . , ap) and a1 < a2 <
. . . < ap < n/2; see e.g. figure 2. For an equilateral circulant graph, the matrix R is a
circulant matrix with entries

[R]u,v =


2pℓ−1, if u = v

−ℓ−1, if |u− v| = ak(modn)

0, otherwise.

(41)

Eigenvalues of an n× n circulant matrix with first row,[
c0 c1 c2 . . . cn−1

]
(42)

are
λj = c0 + c1ω

j + c2ω
2j + . . .+ cn−1ω

(n−1)j , (43)
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with corresponding eigenvectors,

vj =
1√
n

[
1, ωj , ω2j , . . . , ω(n−1)j

]T
(44)

for j = 0, 1, . . . n− 1, where ω = e
2πi
n is a primitive nth root of unity [3]. We take n to

be prime which guarantees that the graph is connected and ωj is a primitive root of
unity for j = 1, . . . , n−1. Therefore the eigenvalues ofR are 0 (with multiplicity 1) and
λj = 2pℓ−1 − 2ℓ−1

∑p
k=1 cos

(
2πjak

n

)
. We notice that λj = λn−j for 0 < j < (n− 1)/2,

so these eigenvalue have a multiplicity of at least two. Hence,

det ′(R) =

(
2

ℓ

)n−1 (n−1)/2∏
j=1

(
p−

p∑
k=1

cos

(
2πjak
n

))2

. (45)

In the following, we will assume that the vector a is chosen so the multiplicity of the
non-zero eigenvalues is exactly two. This is the generic situation and is the case, for
example, when p = 2 and n ∤ (a21 + a22) [10]. We now consider how the eigenvalues
change in an almost equilateral graph.

5.1 The Zero Eigenvalue

Zero is the only non-degenerate eigenvalue of R with a normalized eigenvector,

v0 =
1√
n

[
1, . . . , 1

]T
. (46)

Then, from proposition 4, the corresponding eigenvalue of R′ is,

λ′
0 = 0− ϵ

ℓ2
v0 ·Qv0 +O(ϵ2) = 0 +O(ϵ2) (47)

since Qv0 = 0.

5.2 Eigenvalues with Multiplicity Two

Suppose j = 1, . . . , (n− 1)/2 so λj = λn−j with corresponding eigenvectors,

vj =
1√
n

[
1, ωj , ω2j , . . . , ω(n−1)j

]T
, (48)

vn−j =
1√
n

[
1, ω−j , ω−2j , . . . , ω−(n−1)j

]T
. (49)

Without loss of generality, suppose edge e = (0, am) has its length perturbed. Then,

[Qvj ]k =
1√
n


1− ωamj , if k = 0

ωamj − 1, if k = am

0, otherwise.

(50)
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Therefore,

vj ·Qvj =
2

n
ωamj (cosαm,j − 1) , (51)

vn−j ·Qvj = − 2

n
(cosαm,j − 1) (52)

where

αm,j =
2πamj

n
. (53)

Similarly,

vn−j ·Qvn−j =
2

n
ω−amj (cosαm,j − 1) , (54)

vj ·Qvn−j = − 2

n
(cosαm,j − 1) (55)

since cosαm,n−j = cosαm,j . Hence,

Q′ =
2 (cosαm,j − 1)

n

[
ωamj −1
−1 ω−amj

]
. (56)

The eigenvalues of the matrix in square brackets are 0 and 2 cosαm,j . So, by
proposition 5, the eigenvalues of R′ are

λ′
j = λj +O(ϵ2) , (57)

λ′
n−j = λj +

ϵ

ℓ2
4 cosαm,j (cosαm,j − 1)

n
+O(ϵ2) (58)

for j = 1, . . . , (n− 1)/2.

5.3 Spectral Determinant

With n prime and a chosen so that the eigenvalues of R have at most multiplicity
two, the spectral determinant of R′ is,

det ′(R′) = det ′(R) +
ϵ

ℓ2

(n−1)/2∑
j=1

4 cosαm,j (cosαm,j − 1)

n

det′(R)

λj
+O(ϵ2) (59)

= det ′(R)

1 +
ϵ

ℓ

(n−1)/2∑
j=1

2 cosαm,j (cosαm,j − 1)

n(p−
∑p

k=1 cosαk,j)

+O(ϵ2) . (60)
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Hence, applying theorem 3, the almost equilateral spectral determinant is,

det ′(L′) = det ′(L)

1 +
ϵ

ℓ

1 +
1

np
+

(n−1)/2∑
j=1

2 cosαm,j (cosαm,j − 1)

n(p−
∑p

k=1 cosαk,j)

+O(ϵ2) ,

(61)
where (0, am) is the perturbed edge and

det ′(L) = 2np−1ℓβ+1

pn−1

(n−1)/2∏
j=1

(
p−

p∑
k=1

cosαk,j

)2

. (62)

6 Spanning Trees

The relation between the spectral determinant and number of spanning trees was
studied in [11].
Theorem 8. Given an equilateral graph Γ with E edges of length ℓ and V vertices,

# spanning trees = TΓ =

∏
v∈V dv

E2Eℓβ+1
det ′(L) , (63)

where β = E − V + 1 is the first Betti number of the graph.
For a generic quantum graph Γ with edge lengths in [ℓ, ℓ + ϵ], it was shown that

the number of spanning trees is the closest integer to TΓ if ϵ is sufficiently small; see
theorem 2. We now apply the results for the spectral determinants of almost equilateral
graphs to estimate how fast TΓ deviates from the number of spanning trees.

Given an almost equilateral quantum graph Γ ′ with E − 1 edges of length ℓ and
one edge of length ℓ+ ϵ, from equations (3) and (6),

TΓ ′ =
ℓtot

∏
e∈E ℓe

EV ℓβ+1
det ′(R′) , (64)

and
ℓtot

∏
e∈E

ℓe = EℓE+1 + ϵℓE(E + 1) +O(ϵ2) . (65)

6.1 Complete Graphs

Using equation (23), we can see that for an almost equilateral complete graph Kn,

TΓ ′ =
ℓE−β

V
det ′(R) + ϵ

(
E + 1

EV
ℓV−2 det ′(R)− 2V V−3

ℓ

)
+O(ϵ2) (66)

= # spanning trees +
ϵ

ℓ

nn−3(n2 − 3n+ 4)

n− 1
+O(ϵ2) (67)

since det ′(R) = (n/ℓ)n−1 for a complete equilateral graph.

13



For a large graph, TΓ ′ ≈ # spanning trees + (ϵ/ℓ)nn−2. If we use this to estimate
the window of edge lengths for which TΓ can be used to evaluate the number of
spanning trees, we would expect [TΓ], the nearest integer to TΓ, gives the number of
spanning trees provided the edge lengths all lie in an interval [ℓ, ℓ+ δ) for δ ≲ ℓn2−n.

6.2 Complete Bipartite Graphs

We now consider an almost equilateral complete bipartite graph, Km,n. Substituting
(37) into equation (64) and using (26),

TΓ ′ = # spanning trees +
ϵ

ℓ
mn−2nm−2(mn−m− n+ 2) +O(ϵ2) (68)

= # spanning trees +
ϵ

ℓ

(β + 1)
∏

v∈V dv

E2
+O(ϵ2) , (69)

because for a complete bipartite graph V = m+ n and E = mn.
To use this result to estimate a window of edge lengths for which [TΓ] could

be expected to count the spanning trees, consider a large graph Kn,n. Then TΓ ′ ≈
# spanning trees + (ϵ/ℓ)n2n−2. Consequently [TΓ] might be expected to provide the
number of spanning trees for a metric graph with edge lengths in a window [ℓ, ℓ+ δ)
for δ ≲ ℓn2−2n.

6.2.1 Star Graphs

Since a star graph is a tree, it has only one spanning tree. Suppose that Γ ′ is an almost
equilateral star graph with n+ 1 vertices. For a star graph, using (39) and (64),

TΓ ′ = 1 +
ϵ

ℓn
+O(ϵ2) , (70)

which agrees (68) with m = 1.

6.3 Circulant Graphs

Consider an almost equilateral circulant graph Cn(a) with a prime number of vertices
and whose maximum degeneracy of eigenvalues of R is two. Substituting (59) in (64)
and using (45),

TΓ ′ = # spanning trees + ϵ
ℓn−2

n
det ′(R)

(
np+ 1

np
+ C

)
+O(ϵ2) (71)

= # spanning trees +
ϵ

ℓ

2n−1

n

(
np+ 1

np
+ C

) (n−1)/2∏
j=1

(
p−

p∑
k=1

cosαk,j

)2

+O(ϵ2) ,

(72)
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where the number of edges is E = np, the perturbed edge is (0, am), and

C =

(n−1)/2∑
j=1

2 cosαm,j (cosαm,j − 1)

n
(
p−

∑p
k=1 cosαk,j

) . (73)

To estimate the size of a window of edge lengths for which [TΓ] can be expected
to count the number of spanning trees, it is convenient to make some simplifying
assumptions. For most graphs and most angles θ ∈ (0, π) we can expect,

p∑
k=1

cos(θak) ≈ 0 . (74)

Then,

C ≈
(n−1)/2∑

j=1

2 cosαm,j (cosαm,j − 1)

np
≈ 1

2p
, (75)

where we replace the sum with averages assuming n is large. Then, for a typical large
2p-regular circulant graph,

TΓ ′ ≈ # spanning trees +
( ϵ
ℓ

) 1

n

(
1 +

1

2p

)
(2p)

n−1
. (76)

Therefore we might expect [TΓ] to evaluate the number of spanning trees for graphs
where the edge lengths fall in a window [ℓ, ℓ+ δ) for δ ≲ ℓn(2p)1−n(1 + 1/2p)−1.

6.4 Summary

In theorem 2, the integer [TΓ] is the number of spanning trees of a metric graph
provided the edge lengths lie in a window [ℓ, ℓ+ δ) with

δ <
ℓ

V V 2E+V
√
2EV

. (77)

Considering the families of almost equilateral graphs analyzed in this section, this
window appears unnecessarily narrow. For complete graphs Kn a window of size δ <
ℓ/nn−2 could be expected to be sufficient, while for complete bipartite graphs Kn,n

a window of size δ < ℓ/n2n−2 should suffice. For typical 2p-regular circulant graphs
Cn(a), edge lengths constrained to a window of size δ < ℓn/2(2p)n−1 could be expected
to be sufficient for [TΓ] to measure the number of spanning trees. All of these results
would agree, for example, with a window of size of ℓ/V V . This is still a tight constraint
which requires all of the edge lengths to be close together on the scale of ℓ. However,
this argument suggests an analog of Kirchoff’s matrix tree theorem for quantum graphs
applies to graphs with edge lengths that fall in a window that is much wider than that
required in [11].
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