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Abstract

The Weisfeiler–Leman algorithm is a ubiquitous tool for the Graph Isomorphism Problem
with various characterisations in e.g. descriptive complexity and convex optimisation. It is
known that graphs that are not distinguished by the two-dimensional variant have cospectral
adjacency matrices. We tackle a converse problem by proposing a set of matrices called
Generalised Laplacians that characterises the expressiveness of WL in terms of spectra. As
an application to random walks, we show using Generalised Laplacians that the edge colours
produced by 2-WL determine commute distances.

Keywords: Weisfeiler–Leman, Graph Spectra, Cospectrality, Random Walks, Commute
Distance.

1 Introduction
The classical Weisfeiler–Leman procedure constitutes one of the oldest approaches to the Graph
Isomorphism Problem [28]. The k-dimensional Weisfeiler–Leman (k-WL) is a powerful gener-
alisation of WL, iteratively partitioning k-tuples of vertices into equivalence classes based on
their local neighbourhoods. In a long line of research, k-WL has been rediscovered and connected
to a wide variety of topics such as counting logics (descriptive complexity) [5], Sherali–Adams
hierarchy (convex optimisation) [3], and homomorphism numbers (counting complexity) [10]. For
practical purposes, the 1-dimensional version of WL, commonly known as Colour Refinement,
is a widely used heuristic for average-case graph isomorphism [23] and for supervised graph
classification (machine learning) [24]. Indeed, the state-of-the-art for the Graph Isomorphism
Problem, Babai’s ground-breaking quasipolynomial time algorithm [4], uses k-WL as a subroutine
with k = O(logn), where n is the number of vertices. Although there is no fixed dimension of WL
that decides graph isomorphism [5], often a fixed dimension of WL suffices to decide isomorphism
for several graph classes such as trees (via 1-WL [19]) and planar graphs (e.g. via 3-WL [20]).
Finally, the powerful result of [18] shows that for any graph class with an excluded minor, a fixed
dimensional WL is sufficient to decide isomorphism.

The Weisfeiler–Leman procedure also serves as a benchmark for calibrating the strength of
various combinatorial invariants. Indeed, the connection of WL to descriptive complexity emerged
from the classic result of [19]: they showed that two graphs G and H cannot be distinguished
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by k-WL if and only if they satisfy the same set of Ck+1 properties. More recently, there has
been interest in studying graph parameters determined by k-WL [13, 1, 9, 2]. Informally, a
graph parameter is determined by k-WL if two k-WL indistinguishable graphs must agree on this
parameter. For example, it is known that homomorphism counts from graphs of treewidth at
most k are determined by k-WL [11, 10].

The domain of spectral graph theory [25] uses the spectra of various matrices associated
with graphs, such as the adjacency matrix or the Laplacian matrix, to derive structural and
algorithmic results for graphs. In particular, the spectrum of the adjacency matrix is a fundamental
invariant associated with a graph: however, it is not powerful enough to determine a graph up to
isomorphism. In fact, it is well-known that this invariant is already determined by 2-WL [13, 8].
Apart from the adjacency matrix, the spectra of other graph matrices, e.g. of the (signless)
Laplacian, normalised adjacency and Laplacian matrices, the Seidel matrix, etc., have proven
to provide fruitful insights into the structure of a graph [27, 7, 26]. More importantly, several
properties and parameters for graphs are either determined or closely connected to the graph
spectra. For example, the classic matrix tree theorem of Kirchhoff states that the number of
spanning trees of a graph is determined by its Laplacian spectrum. Hence, it is natural to ask if we
can calibrate the power and limitations of spectral invariants against the standard combinatorial
invariants such as those yielded by Weisfeiler–Leman.

1.1 Our Results
Specifically, can we identify a natural class of graph matrices such that non-cospectrality with
respect to this class is powerful enough to imply 2-WL (k-WL) distinguishability? In other words,
we seek a spectral criterion which subsumes 2-WL (k-WL) distinguishability. We develop the
framework of Generalised Laplacians (GLs), which encompass a multitude of graph matrices
studied in spectral graph theory. Generalised Laplacians are a subclass of tensor maps, i.e.
functions mapping a graph G to a tensor ϕ(G) ∈ CV (G)d for d ∈ N, and naturally correspond to
multilinear forms. The set of Generalised Laplacians contains elements of different dimensions (i.e.
different d). It furthermore exhibits nice closure properties under various algebraic operations.
Our main result shows that cospectrality with respect to all Generalised Laplacians is equivalent
to k-WL indistinguishability.

Theorem 1.1. Let k ≥ 2. There exists a set of matrix maps L
(2)
k called order-k Generalised

Laplacians satisfying the following property: Two graphs G and H are k-WL indistinguishable
if and only if Specϕ(G) = Specϕ(H) for all ϕ ∈ L

(2)
k such that ϕ(F ) is diagonalisable for all

graphs F .

As a consequence, we show that 2-WL indistinguishability implies cospectrality with respect to
a wide range of matrices studied in spectral graph theory [26, 27, 7].

Corollary 1.2. Let G and H be graphs. If G and H are 2-WL indistinguishable then G and H
are cospectral with respect to the following graph matrices: the adjacency matrix, the Laplacian,
the signless Laplacian, the Seidel matrix, the adjacency matrix of the complement graphs, the
random walk normalised Laplacian, the symmetric normalised Laplacian.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 uses the method of individualising colourings from [12]: essentially, we
examine stable vertex partitions which put a specified vertex in a singleton set. The construction
of such colourings, starting from 2-WL edge colourings, and their relation with the eigenspaces
of GLs, allows us to reason about the diagonal entries of GLs in an isomorphism invariant way:
having access to diagonal entries in turn gives control over the traces and the spectra of GLs.
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Finally, we demonstrate the power of our framework with applications to the study of random
walks on finite graphs. Random walks on graphs constitute one of the best-studied random
processes, with myriad applications to statistics and computing [21]. Given a graph G, at
any current position v ∈ V (G) the walk proceeds to a neighbour w ∈ NG(v) with probability
1/dG(v). Along with cover time and mixing time, the commute time is a central parameter in
the quantitative study of random walks. Recall that the hitting time H(s, t) of two vertices
s, t ∈ V (G) is the expected duration of a random walk starting in s and ending in t. The commute
time or commute distance κ(s, t) is defined to be H(s, t) +H(t, s). Our following result establishes
that (2-dimensional) Weisfeiler–Leman is powerful enough to determine the commute distance
parameter.
Theorem 1.3. Let G and H be graphs. Let s, t ∈ V (G) and u, v ∈ V (H). If 2-WL assigns the
same colour to (s, t) and (u, v) then κG(s, t) = κH(u, v).

For the proof, we leverage the algebraic characterisation of hitting times [21], as opposed
to the standard analytic characterisations. Indeed, the hitting time matrix can be obtained
as a solution to a certain matrix equation. Our key observation is that the matrices in this
equations are Generalised Laplacians, and the matrix operations used in this equation satisfy
good closure properties vis-à-vis Generalised Laplacians. Hence, the hitting time matrix must
necessarily be a Generalised Laplacian. In fact, the Generalised Laplacian framework is powerful
enough to capture any random walk parameter which admits such an equational characterisation.
Consequently, the closely related commute distance κ can be understood to be a bilinear form
induced by a Generalised Laplacian,

κG(s, t) = 〈es − et, es − et〉K(G) ,

for some Generalised Laplacian K (not necessarily a positive-definite Hermitian bilinear form).
We show that such generalised distances, induced by Generalised Laplacians such as above, are
determined by 2-WL edge colours.

1.2 Related Work
Besides the spectrum of graph matrices, other spectral invariants have been studied in conjunction
with WL. Fürer [13] related the expressiveness of angles between eigenspaces to 2-WL. Alazaga,
Iglesias, and Pignol [1] considered the adjacency spectra of graph powers (Cartesian and symmetric
powers) and found that 2k-WL equivalence implies cospectrality with respect to adjacency matrices
of k-th symmetric powers.

In a broader context, Geerts [15] showed that graphs are 2-WL indistinguishable if and only
if they cannot be distinguished by queries in the linear algebra query system MATLANG. Our
Theorem 1.1 complements their results by focussing on spectra, which are better understood from
an algebraic viewpoint than MATLANG queries.

A well-known conjecture in Spectral Graph Theory is the assertion that almost all graphs are
determined by their (adjacency) spectra [26]. This problem has lead to the study of the ability of
spectra of various graph matrices to determine graphs. While the Seidel matrix spectrum does not
determine any graph [26], for example the signless Laplacian spectrum determines promisingly
many graphs [7]. We show that cospectrality with respect to any matrix that we know of studied
in the context of this conjecture is subsumed by 2-WL. In particular, if a graph is determined by
the spectrum of any of the matrices in Corollary 1.2 then it is determined by 2-WL. This is in
line with the work of Dawar, Severini, and Zapata [9], who found a logical characterisation of the
property of being determined by the adjacency spectrum.

Our Theorem 1.3 also follows from [16]. However, we believe that due to their algebraic flavour
our techniques are applicable to a wider range of random walk parameters.
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2 Preliminaries
Graph Theory All graphs considered in this article are finite, undirected, and simple. Formally,
graphs are tuples (V,E) where V is a finite set of vertices and E is a set of 2-element subsets of V .
For a graph G, V (G) denotes its vertex set and E(G) its edge set. For a vertex u ∈ V (G), NG(u)
denotes the set of all neighbours of u in G, i.e. the set of v ∈ V (G) such that {u, v} ∈ E(G). The
degree dG(v) of a vertex v ∈ V (G) is the size of NG(v). The distance distG(s, t) is the length of
the shortest path connected s and t or ∞ if no such path exists.

Weisfeiler–Leman Algorithm Given a graph G, the k-dimensional Weisfeiler–Leman algorithm
iteratively colours k-tuples of its vertices, as follows. Initially, two tuples ū, v̄ ∈ V (G)k receive the
same colour if and only if they have the same atomic type, i.e. the mapping ui 7→ vi, i ∈ [k] is an
(partial) isomorphism. The algorithm then proceeds in rounds, defined as follows. If C(ū) is the
colour of a tuple ū before a round, then the colour of a tuple ū after the round is defined to be(

C(ū) ,
{{

(C(ū1,w), . . . , C(ūk,w))
∣∣ w ∈ V (G)

}})
where ūi,w denotes the tuple obtained by replacing the i-th vertex in ū by the vertex w, for i ∈ [k].
The procedure terminates when the colouring is stable, i.e., the partition of V (G)k into colour
classes prescribed by this colouring cannot be refined by another round of k-WL. For further
details, see e.g. [5].

Linear Algebra For Euclidean complex vector spaces U and V , write U ≤ V if U is a subspace
of V . The orthogonal complement U⊥ of U is the set of all v ∈ V such that 〈u, v〉 = 0 for all
u ∈ U . Here, 〈u, v〉 := u∗v denotes the standard inner product. u∗ = uT is the complex-conjugate
of the transpose of u. Write U to denote the set of u for u ∈ U .

Given a vector v ∈ Cn, diag v = diag(v(i) | i ∈ [n]) denotes the diagonal n-by-n matrix with v
on the diagonal, cf. Lemma 4.3.

All vector spaces considered in this article are subspaces of CV (G) for some graph G. The
standard basis vectors are denoted by ev for v ∈ V (G). Linear maps A : CV (G) → CV (H) may
be identified with matrices CV (G)×V (H). The transpose of A is denoted by AT , the entry-wise
complex-conjugate of A by A, and the conjugate transpose of A by A∗ = A

T . Write SpecA for
the multiset of eigenvalues, i.e. the multiset of eigenvalues repeated according to their respective
geometric multiplicities. Write trA for the trace of A, i.e. the sum of its diagonal entries. A
matrix A is said to be diagonalisable if there exists an invertible matrix Q such that Q−1AQ is a
diagonal matrix.

3 Colourings, Tensors and Pre-Laplacians
3.1 Colourings of Vertices
A vertex colouring is a map that maps a graph and one of its vertices to a colour in a fixed colour
palette. Two graphs, G and H are similar with respect to C, or C-similar, if the number of nodes
in G coloured with a given colour in CG equals the number of nodes in H coloured with the same
colour in CH .

A vertex colouring C refines a vertex colouring D, in symbols C 4 D, if for all graphs G and H
and all u ∈ V (G) and v ∈ V (H), CG(u) = CH(v) implies DG(u) = DH(v). Furthermore, define∣∣CG(u)

∣∣ for a graph G, a vertex u ∈ V (G), and a vertex colouring C to be the number of vertices
w ∈ V (G) such that CG(w) = CG(u), i.e. the cardinality of the colour class that u belongs to.
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A stable partition of the vertex set V (G) of a graph G into sets C1, . . . , Cr has the property
that the number of neighbours of a node u ∈ Ci in a set Cj is given by a number bij that is
independent of u. This notion of stability coincides with stability under Colour Refinement [12].

Whereas 1-WL colours vertices, the k-dimensional variant of WL colours k-tuples. A k-tuple
colouring T is a map that maps a graph and k-tuple of its vertices to a colour in a fixed colour
palette. Of particular interest is the diagonal vertex colouring ∆(T ) obtained from a tuple
colouring T by colouring u ∈ V (G) with the colour of (u, . . . , u) for all graphs G. Let Wk denote
the k-dimensional Weisfeiler–Leman k-tuple colouring. Its diagonal colouring ∆(Wk) is a vertex
colouring, which refines W1.

3.2 From Colourings to Vector Spaces
The vector space of vertex labellings CV (G), for a graph G, is the vector space of maps V (G)→ C.
For every vertex colouring CG, the colouring-respecting space C̃G is the subspace of CV (G) of the
vectors with equal entries on equally coloured vertices. It is spanned by the indicator vectors 1Ci

where Ci ranges over the colour classes of CG.
The averaging matrix M = (muv) ∈ CV (G)×V (G) of a vertex colouring CG is defined as

muv =
{

1/|CG(u)|, if CG(u) = CG(v),
0, otherwise,

for u, v ∈ V (G).

Equivalently, M =
∑
Ci
|Ci|−11Ci

1TCi
where the sum is taken over all colour classes in CG.

Fact 3.1. For every vertex colouring CG, the averaging matrix M is the unique orthogonal
projection from the vector space of vertex labellings CV (G) onto the colour-respecting space C̃G.

Fact 3.2. Let U ≤ V be Euclidean complex vector spaces. If U is such that U = U then the
orthogonal projection M onto U satisfies M = M . Furthermore, U⊥ = U⊥.

Proof. Observe that M∗ = M∗ = M . Since U = U , Mx = x for all x ∈ U is equivalent to
Mx = x for all x ∈ U . The latter holds by assumption. Likewise, U⊥ = U

⊥. Indeed, for y ∈ U⊥,
〈y, x〉 = 0 for all x ∈ U if and only if 〈y, x〉 = 0 for all x ∈ U . Hence U⊥ = U⊥. Thus, Mx = 0
for all x ∈ U⊥ iff Mx = 0 for all x ∈ U⊥. So M and M are orthogonal projections onto the same
space. Since orthogonal projections are unique, M = M .

3.3 Admissibility and Compatibility
Informally, an admissible vertex colouring is stable under näıve Colour Refinement (1-WL).
Importantly, such colourings are defined such that it is possible to relate the colours of vertices of
different graphs.

Definition 3.3. A vertex colouring C is admissible if for all finite graphs G and H and all u ∈ V (G)
and w ∈ V (H), if CG(u) = CH(w) then

{{
CG(x)

∣∣ x ∈ NG(u)
}}

=
{{
CH(y)

∣∣ y ∈ NH(w)
}}

.

Remark 3.4. Let G and H be graphs and C an admissible vertex colouring. By definition, the
partition of V (G) induced by CG is stable. Furthermore, if CG(u) = CH(w) for vertices u ∈ V (G)
and w ∈ V (H) then WG

1 (u) = WH
1 (w) since the 1-WL vertex colouring is the coarsest stable

vertex colouring.

Example 3.5. For all k ≥ 1, ∆(Wk) is admissible.
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Definition 3.6 (Colour-Preserving Bijections). Given two graphs G and H and an admissible
vertex colouring C, a bijection π : V (G) → V (H) is C-preserving if CG(v) = CH(π(v)) for all
v ∈ V (G).

Additionally, we are interested in the action of such bijections on the vector spaces associated
with colourings. Let V be a map that associates a vector space V G ≤ CV (G) to every graph G.
A bijection π : V (G)→ V (H) induces a permutation transformation P : CV (G) → CV (H) such
that Peu = eπ(u) where eu denotes the u-th standard basis vector. It is legitimate to ask if this
association depends only on the (admissible) colouring function, and if a colouring-preserving
bijection is also an isomorphism between the corresponding vector spaces.

Definition 3.7 (Compatible Vector Spaces). Let C be an admissible colouring. Let V be a map
that associates a vector space V G ≤ CV (G) to every graph G. Then, V is said to be compatible
with C if

(V1) for all C-similar graphs G and H and all C-preserving bijections π : V (G)→ V (H) inducing
permutation transformation P : CV (G) → CV (H), PV G = V H ,

(V2) 1 ∈ V G for all G, and

(V3) V G = V G for all G.

Example 3.8. The mapping G 7→ 〈1〉, which associates any graph with the one-dimensional
vector space spanned by the uniform vector, is compatible with every admissible colouring,
courtesy (V2). Similarly, the mapping G 7→ CV (G) is trivially compatible for any admissible
colouring, courtesy (V2).

Example 3.9. For the admissible colouring W1, the association G 7→ W̃G
1 is compatible. In

general, for any admissible colouring C, the association G 7→ C̃G is compatible.

Fact 3.10. For two admissible colourings C 4 D, D̃ is compatible with C since every C-preserving
map is D-preserving. In particular, W̃1 is trivially compatible with all admissible C.

3.4 Graph Tensor Maps
A map ϕ that assigns to each graph G a tensor CV (G)d is called a d-dimensional tensor map.
For example, let A(G) denote the adjacency matrix of a graph G: then, A(·) is a 2-dimensional
tensor map.

Example 3.11. Given a graph F and a d-tuple ū = (u1, . . . , ud) ∈ V (F )d, define a tensor map
hom(F,ū) which, for a graph G, evaluates on a tuple (v1, . . . , vd) ∈ V (G)d to the number of
homomorphisms from F to G satisfying ui 7→ vi, i ∈ [d].

Let F denote the class of all tensor maps, and F(d) denote the class of d-dimensional tensor
maps. Moreover, let for Φ ⊆ F denote Φ(d) the class of k-dimensional tensor maps in Φ. Every
d-dimensional tensor map induces a natural d-linear form on CV (G) as follows.

Definition 3.12. For every d ≥ 1 and every graph G, a d-dimensional tensor map ϕ ∈ F(d) gives
rise to a d-linear form 〈·, . . . , ·〉ϕ(G) : CV (G) × · · · × CV (G) → C defined as follows for all vectors
x1, . . . , xd ∈ CV (G),

〈x1, . . . , xd〉ϕ(G) =
∑

v1,...,vd∈V (G)

ϕ(G, v1, . . . , vd)x1(v1) · · ·xd(vd).

6



If ϕ ∈ F(d) and v1, . . . , vd ∈ V (G) then 〈ev1 , . . . , evd
〉ϕ(G) = ϕ(G, v1, . . . , vd) where evi denote

the vi-th standard basis vector of CV (G) for i ∈ [d].

Example 3.13. The 2-linear form corresponding to the 2-dimensional adjacency tensor A(·) and
a graph G is the bilinear form 〈x, y〉A(G) = 〈x,A(G)y〉. The 2-linear form corresponding to the
2-dimensional identity tensor I(u, v) = δuv and a graph G on n vertices is the standard inner
product 〈·, ·〉 on Cn.

3.5 Pre-Laplacians
Let C be an admissible vertex colouring and let V be compatible with C. Our goal is to identify
those tensor maps whose associated multilinear forms, in a sense, depend only on C as long as we
restrict ourselves to the vector spaces prescribed by V .

Definition 3.14. Let C be an admissible vertex colouring and let V be compatible with C. A
pre-Laplacian is a tensor map ϕ ∈ F(d) for some d ∈ N satisfying

(C1) if d = 0, then for all C-similar graphs G and H, ϕ(G) = ϕ(H).

(C2) if d ≥ 1, for all C-similar graphs G and H,

〈x1, . . . , xd〉ϕ(G) = 〈Px1, . . . , Pxd〉ϕ(H)

for all x1, . . . , xd ∈ V G and all C-preserving permutation transformations P : CV (G) →
CV (H), and

(C3) if d ≥ 1, for all graphs G and x1, . . . , xd−1 ∈ V G and y ∈ (V G)⊥,

〈y, x1, . . . , xd−1〉ϕ(G) = 〈x1, y, x2, . . . , xd−1〉ϕ(G) = · · · = 〈x1, . . . , xd−1, y〉ϕ(G)

is zero.

Let C(C, V ) ⊆ F denote the set of all pre-Laplacians associated with C and V .

Informally, the condition (C1) states that a scalar-valued pre-Laplacian must agree on two
C-similar graphs. Condition (C2) states that the multilinear forms induced by the pre-Laplacians
of similar graphs are identical up to certain permutation mappings from CV (G) to CV (H), namely
the colouring-preserving bijections. Condition (C3) states that the multilinear forms induced by
the pre-Laplacians vanish outside the relevant vector spaces V G and V H .

Example 3.15. Each C(C, V ) is non-empty as it contains the all-ones tensor map G 7→ 1d of
every dimension d ∈ N.

Indeed, for (C3), let x1, . . . , xd−1 ∈ V G and y ∈ (V G)⊥. Then

〈y, x1, . . . , xd−1〉1d(G) =
∑

v1,...,vd−1∈V (G)

x1(v1) · · ·xd−1(vd−1)
∑

vd∈V (G)

y(vd) = 0

since
∑
vd∈V (G) y(vd) = 1T1 y = 0 by (V2). (C2) is clearly satisfied.

Example 3.16. When V = C̃, then each C(C, V ) also contains the identity tensor map Id :
(G, v1, . . . , vd) 7→ 1 if v1 = · · · = vd and 0 otherwise, for d ∈ N.

To see this, observe that 〈x1, . . . , xd〉Id(G) =
∑
v∈V (G)

∏d
i=1 xi(v) for all vectors x1, . . . , xd ∈

CV (G). Permutations as in (C3) do not affect this value. For (C2), observe that C̃G is closed
under pointwise products. If y ∈ (C̃G)⊥ then 〈y, x2, . . . , xd−1〉Id(G) = ȳT

∏d−1
i=1 xi = 0 where∏d−1

i=1 xi ∈ C̃G is the pointwise product of the xi, cf. Fact 3.2.
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4 Generalised Laplacians
Let C(C) := C(C, C̃) be the set of pre-Laplacians for which the associated vector spaces are the
colour-respecting spaces C̃.

Definition 4.1 (Generalised Laplacians). Let k ≥ 1. The set of order-k Generalised Laplacian
tensor maps is defined as

Lk :=
⋂

C4∆(Wk)

C(C).

Observe that for all k ≥ 1, Lk ⊆ Lk+1 since ∆(Wk+1) 4 ∆(Wk). In fact, the inclusion is strict,
cf. Remark 4.12.

4.1 Which Tensor Maps are Generalised Laplacians?
We next state the relevant properties of the set of pre-Laplacians C(C, V ) for any admissible
vertex colouring C and compatible V . Since the set of order-k Generalised Laplacians Lk is the
intersection of such sets, all results transfer effortlessly to Lk. The full strength of Definition 4.1
will only be used in the following section when Theorem 1.1 is proven.

Lemma 4.2 (The First Dimension). Let ϕ ∈ F(1). Let V be compatible with an admissible C.

1. If ϕ ∈ C(C, V )(1) then ϕ(G) ∈ V G for all graphs G. Furthermore, if a permutation
transformation P : CV (G) → CV (H) is C-preserving then Pϕ(G) = ϕ(H).

2. ϕ ∈ C(C)(1) if and only if the values of ϕ depend only on C-colours, i.e. for all C-similar
graphs G and H and vertices u ∈ V (G) and v ∈ V (H)

CG(u) = CH(v) =⇒ ϕ(G, u) = ϕ(H, v).

Proof. 1. From (C3) it follows that for all y ∈ (V G)⊥, 0 = 〈y〉ϕ(G) = yTϕ(G) = y∗ϕ(G). In
Fact 3.2 it was observed that (V G)⊥ = (V G)⊥. Hence, ϕ(G) is in the orthogonal complement
of (V G)⊥, which equals V G.
For the second part, let x ∈ CV (H) be an arbitrary vector. Write x = y + z where y ∈ V H
and z ∈ (V H)⊥. The permutation transformation P restricts to maps V G → V H and
(V G)⊥ → (V H)⊥. In particular, P−1z ∈ (V G)⊥. Hence, xTϕ(H) equals

〈y〉ϕ(H) + 〈z〉ϕ(H)
(C3)= 〈y〉ϕ(H)

(C2)=
〈
P−1y

〉
ϕ(G)

(C3)=
〈
P−1x

〉
ϕ(H) =xTPϕ(G).

Since x was arbitrary, Pϕ(G) = ϕ(H).

2. If ϕ ∈ C(C)(1) then, by Lemma 4.2, Pϕ(G) = ϕ(H) for all C-similar graphs G and H and
all C-preserving permutation transformations P : CV (G) → CV (H). If CG(u) = CH(v) for
vertices u ∈ V (G) and v ∈ V (H) then there exists a C-preserving P such that Peu = ev.
Thus,

ϕ(G, u) = eTuϕ(G) = (P−1ev)Tϕ(G) = eTv Pϕ(G) = eTv ϕ(H) = ϕ(H, v).

Conversely, if the values of ϕ depend only on C-colours then clearly ϕ(G) ∈ C̃G. This implies
that 〈y〉ϕ(G) = 0 for all y ∈ (C̃G)⊥. Furthermore if P is C-preserving then Pϕ(G) = ϕ(H)
which implies that 〈x〉ϕ(G) = 〈Px〉ϕ(H) for all x ∈ C̃G.
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Given a one-dimensional tensor ϕ ∈ F(1) the d-dimensional diagonal tensor diagd ϕ which maps
(G, v1, . . . , vd) to ϕ(v1) whenever v1 = · · · = vd and 0 otherwise can be constructed. The set of
pre-Laplacians is closed under this operation.

Lemma 4.3. Let d ≥ 1. Let C be admissible. If ϕ ∈ C(C)(1) then diagd ϕ ∈ C(C)(d).

Proof. Let G and H be C-similar graphs and let P : CV (G) → CV (H) be C-preserving. Let
x1, . . . , xd ∈ C̃G and y ∈ (C̃G)⊥.

Now, 〈x1, . . . , xd〉(diagd ϕ)(G) =
∑
v∈V (G) ϕ(G, v)

∏d
i=1 xi(v) = ϕ(G)T

∏d
i=1 xi where

∏d
i=1 xi

denotes the pointwise product of the xi. For (C2) note that
∏d
i=1 Pxi = P

∏d
i=1 xi and that

Pϕ(G) = ϕ(H) by Lemma 4.2.
For (C3), note that C̃G is closed under pointwise products. Moreover, 〈y, x2, . . . , xd〉(diagd ϕ)(G)

can be seen to evaluate to yT
(
ϕ(G) ·

∏d
i=2 xi

)
by regrouping factors, where · again denotes a

pointwise product. By Lemma 4.2, ϕ(G) ∈ C̃G. Hence, y is orthogonal to ϕ(G) ·
∏d
i=2 xi.

Lifting to diagonals allows to construct first examples of Generalised Laplacians. The following
corollary follows immediately from Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 recalling Remark 3.4 and observing that
1-WL colours encode vertex degrees.

Corollary 4.4. For every admissible C, the following tensor maps are in C(C). In particular,
they are in Lk for every k ≥ 1.

1. the 1-WL tensor map G 7→W1(G) := diag
(
WG

1 (i)
∣∣ i ∈ V (G)

)
,

2. the degree matrix G 7→ D(G) := diag(dG(i) | i ∈ V (G)),

3. modified degree matrices G 7→ Df (G) := diag(f(dG(i)) | i ∈ V (G)) for any function
f : N→ C, e.g. G 7→ D(G)−1/2.

Throughout this article, numerous (pre-)Laplacians will be constructed from others using the
following simple operations. Lemma 4.5 illustrates that viewing tensors as multilinear forms
fruitfully interacts with the theory of graph matrices. In particular, in case of homomorphism
tensors, cf. Example 3.11, these algebraic operations correspond to combinatorial operations on
the underlying graphs, see e.g. [22].

Lemma 4.5 (Simple Operations on Multilinear Forms). Let ϕ ∈ F(k), ψ ∈ F(l), α, β ∈ C.
Furthermore let G be a graph and let x1, . . . , xk, y1, . . . , yl ∈ CV (G).

Then the following operations on tensor maps are reflected by operations on multi-linear forms.
In particular, for all V compatible with an admissible C, C(C, V ) is closed under these operations:

1. Linear combination, 〈x1, . . . , xk〉(αϕ+βψ)(G) := α 〈x1, . . . , xk〉ϕ(G) + β 〈x1, . . . , xk〉ψ(G) .

2. Integration, 〈x1, . . . , xk−1〉∫i ϕ(G) := 〈x1, . . . , xi−1,1, xi+1, . . . , xk−1〉ϕ(G) for all 1 ≤ i < k.

3. Tensor product, 〈x1, . . . , xk, y1, . . . , yl〉(ϕ⊗ψ)(G) := 〈x1, . . . , xk〉ϕ(G) · 〈y1, . . . , yl〉ψ(G) .

Example 4.6. Let d : (G, v) 7→ dG(v) denote the one-dimensional tensor of vertex degrees. It is
in C(C)(1) for every admissible C by Lemma 4.2 and Remark 3.4. The matrix 1dT = 1⊗ d is in
C(C)(2) by Example 3.15 and Lemma 4.5. It plays a role in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 4.7 (The Second Dimension). Let V be compatible with an admissible C. Let ϕ ∈ F(2).
Then ϕ ∈ C(C, V ) if and only if both of the two following conditions (L1) and (L2) hold. In
this case, ϕ(G) restricted to V G is an endomorphism of V G for every graph G. Moreover, ϕ(G)
preserves the direct sum decomposition CV (G) = V G ⊕ (V G)⊥.
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(L1) For every graph G, with M the orthogonal projection onto V G,

Mϕ(G) = ϕ(G)M.

(L2) For all C-similar graphs G and H, all C-preserving permutation transformations P :
CV (G) → CV (H), and all x ∈ V G,

ϕ(H)Px = Pϕ(G)x.

Proof. Suppose (L1) holds. Let M be the orthogonal projection onto V G. Let x ∈ V G and
y ∈ (V G)⊥, then Mx = x, and 〈x, y〉ϕ(G) = 〈Mx, y〉ϕ(G)

(L1)= 〈x,My〉ϕ(G) = 〈x, 0〉ϕ(G) = 0. The
middle equality holds because M is real (Fact 3.2) and M = M∗ (Fact 3.1). Thus, (C3) holds.

Suppose (L2) holds. Let x, y ∈ V G. Then, (C2) follows because

〈x, y〉ϕ(G) = xTϕ(G)y (L2)= xTP−1ϕ(H)Py = 〈Px, Py〉ϕ(H) .

Conversely, suppose that (C3) holds. For all x, y ∈ CV (G), it holds that Mx− x ∈ (V G)⊥, and
hence

xTϕ(G)My = 〈x,My〉ϕ(G)
(C3)= 〈Mx,My〉ϕ(G)

(C3)= 〈Mx, y〉ϕ(G) = xTMϕ(G)y.

Thereby, ϕ(G)M = Mϕ(G) as endomorphism of CV (G). This implies (L1) and furthermore
that ϕ(G) restricted to V G is an endomorphism of V G. Also, if z ∈ (V G)⊥ then y∗ϕ(G)z =
〈ȳ, z〉ϕ(G) = 0 for all y ∈ V G by (C3) and (V3). Thus ϕ(G) preserves the direct sum decomposition
CV (G) = V G ⊕ (V G)⊥.

Suppose additionally that (C2) holds. Let x, y ∈ V G. Then

xTPTϕ(H)Py = 〈Px, Py〉ϕ(H)
(C2)= 〈x, y〉ϕ(G) = xTϕ(G)y.

Thus, P−1ϕ(H)P = ϕ(G) as maps V G → V G. (L2) follows.

4.2 Standard Graph Matrices are Generalised Laplacians
Besides from the rather artificial Weisfeiler–Leman tensor maps, which other matrices satisfy
the conditions of Definition 4.1? Fürer [12] implicitly proved that the adjacency matrix A is a
Generalised Laplacian. Since the family of Generalised Laplacians is closed under taking linear
combinations, this implies that also generalised adjacency matrices of the form αA+ βI + γJ
with α, β, γ ∈ C, as studied by [26], are Generalised Laplacians. Here I denotes the identity
matrix and J the all-ones matrix of appropriate dimension, cf. Examples 3.15 and 3.16.

Lemma 4.8. For every admissible C, the adjacency matrix G 7→ A(G) is in C(C).

Proof. The proof makes use of the alternative characterisation of C(C)(2) given by Lemma 4.7. It
is guided by Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 in [12]. For (L1), let M =

∑
C |C|

−11C1TC , where C ranges over
the colour classes of CG, be the orthogonal projection onto C̃G. Let EUV for two sets U, V ⊆ V (G)
denote the number of edges in G from U to V . Then, for all u, v ∈ V (G),

(MA(G))uv =
E{v}CG(u)

|CG(u)| =
ECG(v)CG(u)

|CG(u)||CG(v)| =
E{u}CG(v)

|CG(v)| = (A(G)M)uv.

10



The middle equalities hold because the colour of a vertex in an admissible vertex colouring
determines the number of neighbours of this vertex of each colour, cf. Remark 3.4.

For the adjacency matrix, (L2) boils down to the assertion that for all C-preserving bijections
π : V (G)→ V (H) inducing transformations P : CV (G) → CV (H),∑

w∈NG(u)

xw =
∑

v∈NH(π(u))

(Px)v

for all u ∈ V (G) and x ∈ C̃G. The vectors x and Px might be thought of as assignments of
numbers to colours of CG and CH , respectively. Hence, the assertion means that two vertices
corresponding under π have the same number of neighbours of any given colour. This is guaranteed
by Definition 3.3.

Lemma 4.9 (Matrix Products). Let V be compatible with an admissible C.

1. C(C, V ) is closed under matrix products.

2. C(C, V ) is closed under matrix-vector products.

Proof. 1. Let ϕ,ψ ∈ C(C, V )(2). Then by Lemma 4.7, ψ(G) restricted to V G is an endomor-
phism of V G for every G. Hence, for all x, y ∈ V G,

〈x, y〉(ϕψ)(G) = 〈x, ψ(G)y〉ϕ(G)
(C2)= 〈Px, Pψ(G)y〉ϕ(H)

(L2)= 〈Px, ψ(H)Py〉ϕ(H)

which equals the desired term 〈Px, Py〉(ϕψ)(H). For (C3), let z ∈ (V G)⊥. Then

〈z, x〉(ϕψ)(G) = 〈z, ψ(G)x〉ϕ(G) = 0,

〈x, z〉(ϕψ)(G) =
〈
ϕ(G)Tx, z

〉
ψ(G) = 0

since by Lemma 4.7, ψ(G) is an endomorphism of V G. By taking the transpose of the
equation in (L1), it is easy to see that also ϕ(G)T is an endomorphism of V G.

2. Let ϕ ∈ C(C, V )(2) and ξ ∈ C(C, V )(1). Let G and H be C-similar and P be C-preserving.
Let x ∈ V G and y ∈ (V G)⊥. Then 〈x〉(ϕξ)(G) = 〈x, ξ(G)〉ϕ(G)

(C2)= 〈Px, Pξ(G)〉ϕ(H) =
〈Px〉(ϕξ)(H) by Lemma 4.2. Also 〈y〉(ϕξ)(G) = 〈y, ξ(G)〉ϕ(G) must be zero.

Lemma 4.8 in conjunction with Lemmas 4.5 and 4.9 and Corollary 4.4 implies that the tensor
maps which are subject of the following corollary are Generalised Laplacians. See [26, 7, 27] for
background on these maps.

Corollary 4.10. For every admissible C, the following tensor maps are in C(C). In particular,
they are in Lk for all k ≥ 1.

1. the Laplacian G 7→ L(G) := D(G)−A(G),

2. the signless Laplacian G 7→ |L(G)| := D(G) +A(G),

3. the adjacency matrix of the complement G 7→ Ac(G) := J(G)−A(G)− I(G),

4. the Seidel matrix G 7→ S(G) := Ac(G)−A(G),

5. the symmetric normalised Laplacian G 7→ Lsym(G) := D(G)−1/2L(G)D(G)−1/2,

6. the random walk normalised Laplacian G 7→ Lrw(G) := D(G)−1L(G).
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4.3 Further Properties of Generalised Laplacians
Finally, we discuss some further properties of Generalised Laplacians. Firstly, we justify that
Lk ( Lk+1 for every k ≥ 1. This follows from Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3:

Corollary 4.11 (k-WL Tensor Maps). Let k ≥ 1 be fixed. For every admissible C 4 ∆(Wk), the
tensor map G 7→Wk(G) := diag2

(
∆(WG

k )(i)
∣∣ i ∈ V (G)

)
is in C(C). In particular, it is in Lk.

Remark 4.12. Corollary 4.11 implies that Lk ( Lk+1 for every k ≥ 1. Indeed, let G and H
be graphs such that G and H are k-WL indistinguishable but distinguished by (k + 1)-WL [5].
In order to refute that Lk+1 ⊆ Lk suppose that Wk+1 ∈ C(∆(Wk)). (L2) implies that for any
∆(Wk)-preserving permutation transformation P : CV (G) → CV (H), Wk+1(H)P1 = PWk+1(G)1.
Hence, the multisets of diagonal entries of Wk+1(G) and Wk+1(H) are equal. Hence, G and H
are (k + 1)-WL indistinguishable. A contradiction.

That the definition of pre-Laplacians is build on colour preserving spaces and maps between
them, allows to describe the structure of their eigenspaces. The following observation appeared
in [12] in disguise. Using the notion of Generalised Laplacians, a far more general statement can
be proven.

Corollary 4.13. Let C be admissible and V be compatible with C. Let ϕ ∈ C(C, V )(2). Let G be a
graph on n vertices. If ϕ(G) is Hermitian then ϕ(G) possesses an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors
v1, . . . , vn such that v1, . . . , vm ∈ V G and vm+1, . . . , vn sum to zero where m = dimC V

G.

Proof. By Lemma 4.7, ϕ(G) preserves the partition CV (G) = V G ⊕ (V G)⊥. Combining bases
formed of eigenvectors of ϕ(G) restricted to both of these subspaces yields a basis of eigenvectors
for ϕ(G) of the entire space. Since by (V2), 1 ∈ V G, the basis vectors in (V G)⊥ sum to zero.

Since the spectrum of a pre-Laplacian decomposes into eigenvalues stemming from eigenvectors
on V and eigenvectors on V ⊥, it is natural to ask whether this characterisation can be related
to WL. In [10] it was shown that if G and H are 1-WL indistinguishable then the adjacency
eigenvalues of G and H corresponding to eigenspaces not orthogonal to 1 agree.

Along these lines, let ϕ ∈ C(C, V )(2) be a pre-Laplacian. If G and H are C-similar and v ∈ V G is
an eigenvector of ϕ(G) then, by (L2), Pv ∈ V H is an eigenvector for ϕ(H) with the same eigenvalue.
Hence, the spectra of ϕ(G) and ϕ(H) on V agree. These spectra are in fact a 1-WL-invariant. In
other words, if G and H are 1-WL indistinguishable then Spec (ϕ(G)|V G) = Spec (ϕ(H)|V H ) for
all such ϕ ∈ C(C, V )(2). Such spectral properties are reflected by the notion of the main part of
the spectrum of a graph [6].

5 WL Indistinguishable Graphs have Cospectral Generalised
Laplacians

For the proof of Theorem 1.1, we first recall a standard fact from linear algebra.

Fact 5.1. Two square matrices A,B ∈ Cn×n have the same characteristic polynomial if and only
if tr(Ai) = tr(Bi) for all i ∈ [n]. If A and B are diagonalisable, then the above hold if and only if
A and B are cospectral.

Observe that Lemma 4.9 guarantees that the set of Generalised Laplacians L
(2)
k is closed

under taking matrix products. It remains to show that traces of two-dimensional Generalised
Laplacians are zero-dimensional Generalised Laplacians. Since trA(G) =

∑
v∈V (G) 〈ev, ev〉A(G),
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this requires access to specific entries of a Generalised Laplacian. Although (C3) relates the
values of Generalised Laplacians of k-WL indistinguishable graphs, it is a priori not clear how
to reason about the entries of such tensors individually because the standard basis vectors ev,
v ∈ V (G), are generally not in the colour-respecting space C̃G. A main ingredient for overcoming
this difficulty is a strategy to construct new individualising admissible colourings with singleton
colour classes from the k-WL colouring.

Lemma 5.2. Let k ≥ 2. Suppose WG
k (v1, . . . , vk) =WH

k (w1, . . . , wk) for graphs G and H with
vertices v1, . . . , vk ∈ V (G) and w1, . . . , wk ∈ V (H). Then for all graphs F with vertex a ∈ V (F ),
the vertex colouring

IF (a) =


(+,WG

k (a, v2, . . . , vk)), if F = G,

(+,WH
k (a,w2, . . . , wk)), if F = H,

(−,WF
k (a, . . . , a)), otherwise.

is admissible. Furthermore, the following conditions are satisfied:

1. IG and IH are similar.

2. I refines ∆(Wk).

3. For 2 ≤ l ≤ k, vl and wl lie in singleton colour classes in IG and IH respectively.

4. For 1 ≤ l ≤ k, IG(vl) = IH(wl).

Proof. To ease notation, the case k = 2 is considered. All arguments carry through analogously
for k > 2. More precisely, the following statement is proven:

Let G and H be graphs with vertices s, t ∈ V (G) and u, v ∈ V (H) such that WG
2 (s, t) =

WH
2 (u, v). Then the vertex colouring I defined for all graphs F and vertices a ∈ V (F ) as

IF (a) :=


(
+,WG

2 (s, a)
)
, if F = G,(

+,WH
2 (u, a)

)
, if F = H,(

−,WF
2 (a, a)

)
, otherwise,

is admissible. Furthermore, the following conditions are satisfied:

1. IG and IH are similar.

2. I refines ∆(W2).

3. the vertices s and u lie in singleton colour classes in IG and IH , respectively.

4. IG(s) = IH(u) and IG(t) = IH(v).

Note that whenever IE(a) = IF (b) then either E,F ∈ {G,H} or E,F 6∈ {G,H}. In the latter
case, that I satisfies Definition 3.3 follows from the fact that ∆(W2) is admissible.

For the former case, suppose that a ∈ V (G) and b ∈ V (H) are such that IG(a) = IH(b).
First it is shown that I is admissible. Observe that WG

2 (s, a) =WH
2 (u, b) implies that{{(

WG
2 (s, r),WG

2 (r, a)
) ∣∣ w ∈ V (G)

}}
=
{{(
WH

2 (u,w),WH
2 (w, b)

) ∣∣ w ∈ V (H)
}}

In other words, there exists a bijection π : V (G)→ V (H) such that for all r ∈ V (G),

WG
2 (s, r) =WH

2 (u, π(r)), and WG
2 (r, a) =WH

2 (π(r), b). (1)
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The bijection π is such that π(NG(a)) = NH(b) since if r ∈ NG(a) but π(r) 6∈ NH(b) then (r, a) and
(π(r), b) were assigned different colours in the first round of 2-WL. Thus, WG

2 (r, a) 6=WH
2 (π(r), b),

a contraction to Equation (1). This implies that{{
WG

2 (s, r)
∣∣ r ∈ NG(a)

}}
=
{{
WH

2 (u,w)
∣∣ w ∈ NH(b)

}}
.

This implies that I satisfies Definition 3.3.
It remains to verify the claims on properties of I. Let π be as in Equation (1). Then for all

r ∈ V (G), IG(r) = IH(π(r)), so the colourings are similar.
Colours of loops are different from colours of non-loops in 2-WL. Hence IG(s) = WG

2 (s, s)
individualises s. The same argument shows that u lies in a singleton colour class in IH . Moreover,

IG(s) =WG
2 (s, s) =WH

2 (u, u) = IH(u)

by the initial assumption. Similarly, IG(t) = IH(v).

For k = 2, Lemma 5.2 allows the individualisation of one vertex at a time. Moreover, Lemma 5.3
guarantees, by relating standard basis vectors, which are generally not in C̃G, to indicator vectors
of colour classes, which are clearly in C̃G, that a single individualisation already renders reasoning
about the entries of two-dimensional Generalised Laplacians possible.

Lemma 5.3. Let I be an admissible colouring and let ϕ ∈ C(I)(2). Let G be a graph with vertices
s, t ∈ V (G). Suppose that the vertex s lies in a singleton colour class in IG. Then

ϕ(G, s, t) = 〈es, et〉ϕ(G) =
∣∣IG(t)

∣∣−1 〈
es,1IG(t)

〉
ϕ(G) .

Proof. Recalling Lemma 4.7, let M denote the averaging matrix of IG.

〈es, et〉ϕ(G) = ϕ(G, s, t) =
∑

r∈IG(s)

ϕ(G, r, t)
|IG(s)| = (Mϕ(G))st

(L1)= (ϕ(G)M)st

=
∑

r∈IG(t)

ϕ(G, s, r)
|IG(t)| =

∣∣IG(t)
∣∣−1

eTs ϕ(G)1IG(t) =
∣∣IG(t)

∣∣−1 〈
es,1IG(t)

〉
ϕ(G) .

Theorem 5.4. Let k ≥ 2. Let ϕ ∈ L
(2)
k . Then the entries of ϕ are determined by k-WL colours.

That is, for all graphs G and H with vertices s, t ∈ V (G) and u, v ∈ V (H), if WG
k (s, t, . . . , t) =

WH
k (u, v, . . . , v) then ϕ(G, s, t) = ϕ(H,u, v).

Proof. Suppose (s, t) and (u, v) were assigned the same colour by k-WL. Choose by Lemma 5.2 a
stable vertex colouring I 4 ∆(Wk) individualising s and u respectively. Let P : CV (G) → CV (H)

be an I-preserving permutation transformation mapping es to eu and et to ev.
The claim follows from Lemma 5.3:

ϕ(G, s, t) = 〈es, et〉ϕ(G) =
∣∣IG(t)

∣∣−1 〈
es,1IG(t)

〉
ϕ(G)

(C2)=
∣∣IH(v)

∣∣−1 〈
Pes, P1IG(t)

〉
ϕ(H) = 〈eu, ev〉ϕ(H) = ϕ(H,u, v).

It is now straightforward to see that traces of two-dimensional Generalised Laplacians are
zero-dimensional Generalised Laplacians. This completes the preparations for the proof of our
main theorem.

Lemma 5.5. Let k ≥ 2. For ϕ ∈ L
(2)
k , the tensor trϕ defined as (trϕ)(G) = trϕ(G) for all

graphs G is in L
(0)
k .
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Proof. It has to be verified that trϕ satisfies (C1). Let C 4 ∆(Wk) be an admissible vertex
colouring and let G and H be C-similar graphs. Let P : CV (G) → CV (H) be a C-preserving
permutation transformation. By Theorem 5.4,

trϕ(G) =
∑

s∈V (G)

〈es, es〉ϕ(G) =
∑

s∈V (G)

〈Pes, P es〉ϕ(H) =
∑

u∈V (H)

〈eu, eu〉ϕ(H) = trϕ(H).

Theorem 1.1. Let ϕ ∈ L
(2)
k be diagonalisable and suppose that G and H are k-WL indistinguish-

able. By Lemma 4.9, L is closed under matrix products. Hence, for every i ∈ N the matrix power
ϕi is in Lk. By Lemma 5.5, trϕi ∈ Lk. Hence, tr(ϕ(G))i = tr(ϕ(H))i. By Fact 5.1, ϕ(G) and
ϕ(H) are cospectral.

Conversely, let G and H be graphs, which are cospectral with respect to all diagonalisable
order-k Generalised Laplacians of dimension 2. Consider the zero-dimensional tensor map ωG,k
given by

ωG,k : H 7→
{

1, if G,H are k-WL indistinguishable,
0, otherwise,

for all graphs H.

It is in L
(0)
k . Indeed, for (C1), if C 4 ∆(Wk) is admissible and E and F are C-similar graphs

then E and F are k-WL indistinguishable by Remark 3.4. By Lemma 4.2, the lift of ωG,k to
dimension 1 and further by Lemma 4.3 to dimension 2 is in L

(2)
k . Let ϕG,k ∈ L

(2)
k denote this lift.

By assumption, SpecϕG,k(G) = SpecϕG,k(H). Hence, G and H are k-WL indistinguishable.

Corollary 1.2 follows. The subsequent two consequence of respectively Theorem 5.4 and
Theorem 1.1 will be useful when applying Generalised Laplacians to random walks in Section 6.

Corollary 5.6. Let ϕ ∈ L
(2)
2 . The generalised distance induced by ϕ is determined by 2-WL.

That is, for all graphs G and H with vertices s, t ∈ V (G) and u, v ∈ V (H),

WG
2 (s, t) =WH

2 (u, v) =⇒ 〈es − et, es − et〉ϕ(G) = 〈eu − ev, eu − ev〉ϕ(H) .

Proof. If WG
2 (s, t) = WH

2 (u, v) then WG
2 (t, s) = WH

2 (v, u), and WG
2 (s, s) = WH

2 (u, u), and
WG

2 (t, t) =WH
2 (v, v). Hence, by Theorem 5.4, we have 〈es, et〉ϕ(G) = 〈eu, ev〉ϕ(H), 〈es, es〉ϕ(G) =

〈eu, eu〉ϕ(H), and 〈et, et〉ϕ(G) = 〈ev, ev〉ϕ(H). The equation of interest is a linear combination of
these relations.

Corollary 5.7 (Matrix Inverses). Let k ≥ 2. If ϕ ∈ L
(2)
k then ϕ−1 ∈ L

(2)
k where ϕ−1 is defined

to be (ϕ(G))−1 if ϕ is non-singular (and 0 if ϕ is singular).

Proof. Let C 4 ∆(Wk) be an admissible colouring. The conditions established in Lemma 4.7 are
verified: Let G and H be C-similar graphs. Let P : CV (G) → CV (H) be C-preserving. Let x ∈ C̃G.

By assumption, G and H are k-WL indistinguishable. By Fact 5.1 and the proof of Theorem 1.1,
ϕ(G) and ϕ(H) have the same set (not necessarily multiset) of eigenvalues even if they are not
diagonalisable. Hence, ϕ(G) is invertible if and only if ϕ(H) is invertible.

If ϕ(G) and ϕ(H) are singular, ϕ−1(G) = ϕ−1(H) = 0 and (L1) and (L2) are trivial.
Now suppose that ϕ(G) and ϕ(H) are non-singular. (L1) is straightforward. By Lemma 4.7,

ϕ(G) can be restricted to an automorphism of C̃G. Hence every x ∈ C̃G is realised as x = ϕ(G)y
for some y ∈ C̃G. Therefore, ϕ−1(H)Px = ϕ−1(H)Pϕ(G)y = ϕ−1(H)ϕ(H)Py = Pϕ−1(G)x.
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6 Application to Random Walks
In this section, we present the proof of Theorem 1.3. First, we show (Proposition 6.1) that the
commute distance κ is induced by a Generalised Laplacian. With some technical adjustments for
disconnected graphs (Lemma 6.3), we then use Corollary 5.6 to conclude that such generalised
distances, induced by Generalised Laplacians, are determined by 2-WL edge colours. This finishes
the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 6.1. Let m : G 7→ |E(G)| denote the number of edges map. The commute distance
κ of connected graphs is induced by the Generalised Laplacian

K := (I −D−1A+ 1⊗D1/(2m))−1(2mD−1 − J).

That is, for all connected G with vertices s, t ∈ V (G),

κG(s, t) = 〈es − et, es − et〉K(G) .

Proof. To ease notation, a connected graph G with n vertices and m edges is fixed. Nevertheless,
all matrices and vectors are considered as tensor maps evaluated at the graph G. Let A denote
the adjacency tensor and D the degree tensor. Furthermore, set M := D−1A. Note that M1 = 1
and MTπ = π where π := D1/(2m) is the stable distribution of the random walk. Let finally
M ′ := 1πT .

The proof follows [21]. The hitting time satisfies the following equation for all vertices s 6= t,

H(s, t) = 1 + 1
dG(s)

∑
r∈NG(s)

H(r, t).

In matrix form this means that F := J +MH −H is a diagonal matrix. Note furthermore that

FTπ = Jπ +HT (M − I)Tπ = Jπ = 1.

This implies that F = 2mD−1. Hence, H is determined by the equation

J − 2mD−1 = (I −M)H. (2)

It remains to solve this equation for H. However, I −M is singular (as 1 lies in its kernel). By
the Perron–Frobenius Theorem (e.g. [17]), since the graph is assumed to be connected, 1 spans
the eigenspace of M with eigenvalue 1. This guarantees that the kernel of I −M is spanned by
1. Thus, for any solution X of Equation (2) the matrix X + 1aT for any vector a is a solution
as well. The matrix H is nevertheless uniquely determined by Equation (2) since it satisfies for
every vertex s that H(s, s) = 0. In other words, after finding a solution X for Equation (2), a
has to be chosen such that X + 1aT is zero on the diagonal.

Consider the tensor X := (I − M + M ′)−1(J − 2mD−1). It is well-defined since when
N := D−1/2AD−1/2 is spectrally decomposed as

∑n
k=1 λkvkv

T
k with v1(i) =

√
π(i) and 1 = λ1 >

λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λn ≥ −1 by Perron–Frobenius,

M ′ + I −M = D−1/2v1v
T
1 D

1/2 +
n∑
k=1

(1− λk)D−1/2vkv
T
kD

1/2

observing that 1πT = D−1/2v1v
T
1 D

1/2. The eigenvalues 2− λ1 = 1 and 1− λk for 1 < k ≤ n are
all non-zero. Hence, I −M +M ′ is indeed non-singular.
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Furthermore, X solves Equation (2). Indeed, it can be seen that (I−M)(I−M+M ′)−1 = I−M ′
and (I −M ′)(J − 2mD−1) = J − 2mD−1.

In order to obtain H from X, a suitable vector a has to be found such that the matrix X + 1aT
is zero on the diagonal and thus equals H. Alternatively, H can be expressed in terms of X as
follows:

κ(s, t) = H(s, t) +H(t, s) = X(s, t) +X(t, s)−X(s, s)−X(t, t).
Hence, the tensor K := −X induces κ. It is a Generalised Laplacian since it is build of the
Generalised Laplacians I, J , D, M (Lemma 4.9), and M ′ = 1⊗π (Lemmas 4.2 and 4.5) by matrix
products and taking inverses (Corollary 5.7). Since m(G) = 1

2 〈1,1〉A(G), m is a Generalised
Laplacian as well (Lemma 4.5).

The proof of Proposition 6.1 relied on the Perron–Frobenius Theorem, which characterises
the spectrum of connected graphs. In order to prove Theorem 1.3 in full generality, it has to be
argued that it is possible to consider the connected components of a graph individually. This is
the purpose of Lemma 6.3 whose proof relies on the following corollary of Theorem 5.4.
Corollary 6.2. For graphs G and H, and vertices s, t ∈ V (G) and u, v ∈ V (H),

WG
2 (s, t) =WH

2 (u, v) =⇒ distG(s, t) = distH(u, v).

Proof. By definition, distG(s, t) = min
{
i ∈ N

∣∣ Ai(G, s, t) 6= 0
}

. By Lemma 4.9 and Theorem 5.4,
if WG

2 (s, t) =WH
2 (u, v) then

(
Ai(G, s, t)

∣∣ i ∈ N
)

=
(
Ai(H,u, v)

∣∣ i ∈ N
)
.

Lemma 6.3. Let G and H be graphs and let s, t ∈ V (G) and u, v ∈ V (H) be vertices such that
WG

2 (s, t) = WH
2 (u, v). If distG(s, t) = distH(u, v) < ∞ then WG′

2 (s, t) = WH′

2 (u, v) where G′
and H ′ denote the connected components of G and H containing s, t, and u, v, respectively.
Lemma 6.3. Since the 2-WL edge colouring is the coarsest stable edge colouring, it suffices to
show that the colourings RG′ and RH′ obtained by restricting WG

2 and WH
2 respectively are

stable. By assumption,

RG
′
(s, t) =WG

2 (s, t) =
{{(
WG

2 (s, u),WG
2 (u, t)

) ∣∣ u ∈ V (G)
}}
.

By Corollary 6.2, WG
2 (s, r) encodes whether r ∈ V (G′). Hence,

RG
′
(s, t) =

{{(
WG

2 (s, r),WG
2 (r, t)

) ∣∣ r ∈ V (G)
}}

=
{{(
RG

′
(s, r),RG

′
(r, t)

) ∣∣∣ u ∈ V (G′)
}}
.

In other words, the colouring RG′ is stable under 2-WL. Thus, it refines WG′

2 . For H ′ the claim
follows analogously. By definition, RG′(s, t) = RH′(u, v) and hence WG′

2 (s, t) =WH′

2 (u, v).

Now we use Corollary 5.6 to conclude that generalised distances induced by Generalised
Laplacians are determined by 2-WL edge colours.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let G and H be graphs with vertices s, t ∈ V (G) and u, v ∈ V (H).
Suppose thatWG

2 (s, t) =WH
2 (u, v). Hence, G and H are 2-WL indistinguishable, cf. Proposition 1

in [14].
Moreover, if G is connected then H is connected as well. This follows for example from the fact

that G and H are cospectral with respect to their Laplacian matrices, cf. [26] and Corollary 1.2.
By Lemma 6.3, we may assume that both graphs are connected. Indeed, if distG(s, t) =

distH(u, v) = ∞ then κG(s, t) = κH(u, v) = ∞. Otherwise, Lemma 6.3 permits to pass to the
connected components containing s, t and u, v respectively.

By Proposition 6.1, the commute distance κ is induced by the Generalised Laplacian K. By
Corollary 5.6, such a distance is determined by 2-WL edge colours.
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7 Conclusion
The framework of Generalised Laplacians yields a spectral characterisation for Weisfeiler–Leman
indistinguishability. Along the way, we also showed that the spectra of several standard graph
matrices are determined by 2-WL.

Some interesting questions remain open. The connection to homomorphism tensors (Ex-
ample 3.11) merits the following question: For which graphs F is the homomorphism tensor
G 7→ hom(F,G) a Generalised Laplacian and vice-versa? Indeed, it is possible to show that all
the standard graph matrices are homomorphism tensors for graphs of pathwidth at most two.

Moreover, it is possible to show the existence of graphs G and H such that G and H are
distinguished by 2-WL but are not distinguished by their multisets of commute distances. What
supplementary information does the commute distance parameter need in order to achieve 2-WL
strength?

Another open problem is to characterise graph parameters which are determined by k-WL.
Finally, the implications of our result to the design of graph neural networks (GNNs) merits
further scrutiny.
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[2] V. Arvind, Frank Fuhlbrück, Johannes Köbler, and Oleg Verbitsky. On Weisfeiler-Leman invariance:
Subgraph counts and related graph properties. Journal of Computer and System Sciences, 113:42–59,
November 2020.

[3] Albert Atserias and Elitza Maneva. Sherali-adams relaxations and indistinguishability in counting
logics. In Proceedings of the 3rd Innovations in Theoretical Computer Science Conference, ITCS ’12,
page 367–379, New York, NY, USA, 2012. Association for Computing Machinery.
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[13] Martin Fürer. On the power of combinatorial and spectral invariants. Linear Algebra and its
Applications, 432(9):2373–2380, April 2010.
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