arXiv:2411.00292v2 [math.CO] 30 Nov 2024

Inverse eigenvalue problem for Laplacian matrices
of a graph

Shaun Fallat * Himanshu Gupta Jephian C.-H. Lin *

December 3, 2024

Abstract

For a given graph G, we aim to determine the possible realizable spec-
tra for a generalized (or sometimes referred to as a weighted) Laplacian
matrix associated with GG. This new specialized inverse eigenvalue prob-
lem is considered for certain families of graphs and graphs on a small
number of vertices. Related considerations include studying the possi-
ble ordered multiplicity lists associated with stars and complete graphs
and graphs with a few vertices. Finally, we present a novel investigation,
both theoretically and numerically, the minimum variance over a family
of generalized Laplacian matrices with a size-normalized weighting.
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1 Introduction

Let G = (V, E) be a graph on |V| = n vertices. Define S(G) as the set of n x n
real symmetric matrices A = [a; ;] such that

£0 it {i,j} € B(G),
aij =0 if{i,j} ¢ E(G), i #Jj,
eR ifi=j.
The inverse eigenvalue problem for a graph (IEP-G) asks for all the possible
spectra among matrices in S(G). In particular, the IEP-G aims to explore
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algebraic and combinatorial connections between the graph and its associated
spectral properties. Research on the IEP-G is extensive and has produced a
myriad of important results; see, e.g., the monograph [17] and the references
therein. One of the motivations of the IEP-G comes from vibration theory; see,
e.g., Gladwell [12]. However, the inverse problems studied in vibration theory
often focus only on generalized Laplacian matrices. For example, if a spring-
mass system is represented by a graph G, its vibration behavior is governed by
the differential equation Mx = —Lx, where M is a diagonal matrix given by the
weights of the masses, x is a vector composed of the displacements of the masses,
and L is a matrix in S(G) with nonpositive off-diagonal entries. Therefore, we
begin a study along these lines by naturally restricting our attention to such
weighted matrices. Let Sp(G) be the set of n x n real symmetric matrices
A = [a;;] such that

<0 if {i,j} € E(G),
ai,j =0 if {Z,j} ¢ E(G), 1 75 j,
_Ek:kwi Qi k if 1 =j.

Analogous to the inverse eigenvalue problem for graphs (IEP-G), we are
interested in initiating a study on an inverse eigenvalue problem among matrices
in the class Si(G), and abbreviate this problem as IEPL (inverse eigenvalue
problem for generalized Laplacian matrices associated with a graph G). To this
end, we say a collection of real numbers 0 < Ay < A3 < .-+ < A, is Laplacian
realizable if there exists L € S1(G) with spec(L) = {0, A2, A3, ..., A}

Evidently, any matrix A in S;(G) is singular and positive semidefinite (just
like the combinatorial Laplacian matrix). Moreover, if {0, Ao, A3, ..., A, } is the
eigenvalues of some A in Sg(G) for some G on n vertices, then it follows that
the nullity of A (or null(A)) is exactly equal to the number of components of G,
and hence Ay(A) > 0 if and only if G is connected. Along these lines, this paper
studies the possible spectrum of a matrix or spec(A) for A in Sp(G). Given a
real symmetric matrix A, we write A\;(A) for its k-th smallest eigenvalue and
mult 4 (A) for the multiplicity of A as an eigenvalue of A.

Let A be an m x n matrix, « C X, and 8 C Y, where |X| = m indexes
the rows of A and and |Y| = n indexes the columns of A. The submatrix of A
induced on the rows in « and columns in S is denoted by A[a, 8]. The submatrix
of A obtained by removing the rows in « and columns in 3 is denoted by A(a, B).
When o« = 8, we simply write Ala] and A(S). When o = g = {i}, we write
Ali] and A(i) to make the notation easier. Subvectors are defined in a similar
way. If x and y are both vectors in R™, then we write x <y (i.e., entrywise
partial order) to mean that the ith coordinate of x is less than or equal to the
tth coordinate of y.

For graph notations, P,,, C,, and K,, stands for the path, the cycle, and the
complete graph on n vertices, respectively. The complete bipartite graph with
p and g vertices on each side is denoted by K, ,. We also use K4 — e for the
graph obtained from K, by removing an edge, and Paw for the graph obtained
from K3 by appending a leaf.



The paper is organized as follows. We begin, in Section 2, with a treatment
of the inverse eigenvalue problem for generalized Laplacian matrices associated
with a graph. We consider stars and complete graphs in generality and investi-
gate other Laplacian inverse eigenvalue problems for graphs on a small number
of vertices. We then move to studies on ordered multiplicity lists for general-
ized Laplacian matrices in Section 3. In Section 4, we consider the minimum
variance of a spectra of a certain normalized generalized Laplacian matrix and
study connections to a specific quadratic programming problem.

2 Inverse Eigenvalue Problem for Generalized
Laplacian Matrices

As mentioned above the IEP-G has been well studied, but generally remains
unresolved for most graphs. Hence we specialize and focus our attention on
characterizing the possible spectra of matrices in S;,(G) for a given graph. We
begin with a simple observation for a clique (or edge) on two vertices.

Observation 2.1. Consider the graph K5. Then every matrix A € Sy (K>) has
the form
[— { a —a]
—a a

for some real number a > 0. It is straightforward to check that this matrix has
spectrum {0, 2a}. Therefore, for any real numbers {0, Ao} with Ao > 0, there is
a matrix in Sz (K2) with the spectrum {0, A2 }.

Remark 2.2. Let G be a graph on n vertices and m edges. Let N be its
(0,1, —1) vertex-edge oriented incidence matrix of some orientation of the edges
of G. Then the combinatorial Laplacian matrix of G is NN . Moreover, given
an edge weight assignment w = (wq,...,w,,) with W = diag(w), then the
corresponding generalized Laplacian matrix of G is NWNT, which has the
same nonzero eigenvalues as the matrices W2NTNW?z and NTNW. Note
that NN T is independent of the choice of the orientation of edges, while NTN
could be different but its spectrum remains the same.

Moving forward to graphs on 3 vertices, we consider the path on three ver-
tices (Ps).

Proposition 2.3. A set of real numbers {0, A2, A3} with 0 < Ay < A3 is Lapla-
cian realizable for Ps if and only if A3 > 3)\o.

Proof. Let G = P5. Then a matrix A € S.(G) has the form

a —a 0
—a a+b —b
0 —-b b



for some a,b > 0. Suppose A has eigenvalues {0, A2, A3} with 0 < Ay < A3. By
it follows that matrix product

5] )

has eigenvalues {\3, A3}. Thus, we observe that the trace and the determinant
imply the following conditions

2a+2b:)\2+)\3:s,
3ab:/\2/\3:p,

where s and p can be computed once Ay and A3 are given. Hence the system of
equations

1
a+b:§s,
1
b= -
ab= p

is solvable with a,b > 0 if and only if

1 1
S5 >/ =p.
2% =7\ 3P

Treating Ao as a constant to solve the inequality above for A3, we arrive at the
desired inequality A3 > 3o O

In contrast, we verify that there are not so many restrictions on the pos-
sible spectra of matrices in S(K,,). The following lemma is a recasting of [11]
Lemma 2.2].

Lemma 2.4. Let A be a p X p matriz and B a q X ¢ matriz with both A and
B being generalized Laplacian matrices, where spec(A) = {0, pa, ..., pup} and
spec(B) = {0, 72, ..., 74}, respectively. Then, for p > 0 the matriz

_|A+pal  —plpg

M
—pJyp B+ ppl

s a generalized Laplacian matrix with spectrum

10,p(p+q), w2+ pq, - - -, tbp + pg, T2 + pp, - - ., T4 + pp}-

Proof. 1t is straightforward to observe that M1 = 0 and that M is a generalized

Laplacian matrix. Let {x1,...,X,} be an orthonormal basis of A with x; = %1

corresponding to the eigenvalues 0, pto, ..., pp. Further, by direct computation



is an eigenvector of M with respect to us + pg,...,pp + pg for i = 2,...,p.
Similarly, given the orthonormal basis {y1,...,y,} of B with y; = ﬁl corre-
sponding to the eigenvalues 0, 79, ..., 7,4, the vector

)

is an eigenvector of M with respect to eigenvalues 7 + pp,..., 74 + pp for ¢ =
2,...,q.

By the trace condition, we determine the final eigenvalue of M is p(p + q).
This completes the proof. O

We now consider the IEPL for the complete graph on n vertices. Note
that in [7], the authors proved that an arbitrary collection A can be Laplacian
realizable by some graph, but we verify that K, is a graph for which any
collection A is Laplacian realizable.

Theorem 2.5. Letn > 2 and A = {0, Ao, ..., A\, } be a multiset of real numbers
with Ao, ..., A, positive. Then A is Laplacian realizable for K, . Moreover, K,
1s the only connected graph that can realize all possible such collections A by a
generalized Laplacian matriz.

Proof. Let A be given as hypothesized. We determine a matrix M € Sp(K,,)
satisfying spec(M) = A by induction on n > 2. Using [Observation 2.1} we know
K5 realizes all possible A with |A| = 2. By induction, suppose K,,_; realizes all
such possible A with |A] =n — 1. For any A with |A| = n, we will construct an
n x n matrix M € Sg(K,,) with spec(M) = A.

Let A = {0, \a,..., Ay} be given. We may assume that 0 < A < -+ < A,.
First we choose p = %, p=n—1,and ¢ = 1 so that p(p + ¢q) = A2. Next, by
the induction hypothesis, we choose a matrix A € Sp,(K,,—1) with the nonzero

eigenvalues A3 —p, ..., \,, —p. Note that these values are positive since 0 < p =
% < Ag. By |Lemma 2.4f the matrix

A+pl —pl

M= {—plT p(n—1)

is a matrix in Sg(K,,) with spectrum A.

Conversely, if a connected graph G realizes all possible A, then it realizes
the collection {0, A, ..., A} by some generalized Laplacian matrix L. Note that
L — A is a rank-one matrix in S(G). Since G is connected, G must be the
complete graph, as the only connected graph with minimum rank equal to one
is the complete graph (see |9, Observation 1.2]). O

We now consider the IEPL for stars, namely for the graph K ,_1. Recall
that the k-th elementary symmetric function o; on a set S is the sum of the
product of all possible combinations of k& numbers in S, where we vacuously
define oy = 1 for any set.



Theorem 2.6. Let A = {0,)2,...,\,} be a set of real numbers with 0 <
A2 < oo < X,. Then A is Laplacian realizable for K ,_1 if and only if
(=D)*f(=Xp) <0 fork=2,...,n— 1, where

On—1

_%0mn-1, %1 m2, 92 n-3,
f(:z:)—lx LA - SR M

with oy, being the k-th elementary symmetric function of the positive numbers
A2y ey Ape

Proof. Assume that the positive numbers Ao, ..., \, are given and that oy is
their k-th elementary symmetric function. Thus,

p(x) = Goa™ 1 + 01z -+ o
has n — 1 negative roots —\s, ..., —\,. Consequently,

1
q(r) = xn_lp (x) =0, 12" Vo, 0" 24+ ay

also has n — 1 negative roots —i, ey —ﬁ.

On the other hand, suppose M € Sp(Kj,—1) is defined by the weights
Wi, ..., Wp—1 and has spec(M) = {0, Ag, ..., A\p}. By M=NWNT
and W2NTNW?2 have the same nonzero eigenvalues {Az,..., A\, }. By direct
computation, NN = J+1, where J is the (n—1) x (n—1) all-ones matrix, and
any k x k principal minor of NTN is k 4+ 1. Therefore, given o C [n — 1] with
la| = k, the principal minor of W2z NTNW?2 is (k+ 1) [].., w;. Since the sum
of all k x k principal minors of WiNTNW? is ok by its spectrum, we know
the k-th elementary symmetric function of wi,...,w,_1 is equal to s = ,f—fl
for Kk = 0,...,n — 1, which is the coefficient of 2"~ '=% in f(z). Therefore, A
is Laplacian realizable if and only if f(z) has n — 1 negative roots, namely,
—W1ye .y —Wp—1-

Now we can relate f(x) and g(x) via the following. Define the function

1€

‘ On—1 n , On=2 n1 o0
Q(x)—/oq(t)dt— _— —&—mx +~-~+Tx.
Note that the constant term is Q(0) = foo q(t)dt = 0. Also, observe that
Q(z) = f(2) - . Therefore, f(x) has n — 1 negative roots if and only if Q(z)
has n—1 negative roots and a zero root. Since Q'(z) = ¢(z), the critical points of
Q(z) occur at values —%2, ey —i. Since Q(z) has a positive leading coefficient,
Q(x) has n — 1 negative roots and a zero root if and only if Q(—/\%) < 0 (which
is guaranteed) and Q(— >\n171) >0, Q(— Anlﬂ) < 0, and so on. Equivalently,
(—1)""“@(—/\—1) <Ofork=2,...,n—1. As Q(—)\—lk) and f(—=Ag)(—=1)™ have
the same sign, we know (—1)¥ (=) < 0for k =2,...,n—1if and only if f(z)
has n — 1 negative roots if and only if A is Laplacian realizable for Ky ,—;. O

We now consider two accompanying examples illustrating




Example 2.7. For the star on 3 vertices, K o,
1
f(=X) = 6)\2(3)\2 —A3).

Thus, A is Laplacian realizable if and only if A3 > 3Xy. This agrees with

Proposition 2.

Example 2.8. Suppose {0, A2, A3, A4} is Laplacian realizable for K; 5. By nor-
malizing the trace, we may assume Ao + A3 + Ay = 6, which is the trace of the
combinatorial Laplacian matrix of K; 3. Thus, by replacing Ay = 6 — Ag — A3
we have

1
f(=X2) = EAQ(—sAg + Aodz + A2 + 120, — 6)3), and

1
f(=X3) = E)\za()\g + Aoz — 8AF — 6Ag + 12)3).

The boundaries of f(—A2) <0 and f(—A3) > 0 are hyperbolas. shows
the simulation for possible pairs of (Ag, A3).

Remark 2.9. The proof of[Theorem 2.6|also pointed out that A = {0, Aa, ..., A\, }
with Ag,..., A, positive is Laplacian realizable for K; ,_1 if and only if f(z)

has all roots real, which are necessarily all negative since the coefficients are
positive. For n = 3 and n = 4, the polynomial f(z) has degree 2 and 3. Then
one may use the discriminant to determine if all roots are real or not. For n = 3,
the same conclusion A3 > 3As can be derived. For n = 4 with the normalization
A2 + A3 + Ay = 6, one may show that A is Laplacian realizable for K 3 if and
only if

952 — 4s3 — 10853 — 2752 + 545953 > 0,

where sj, = 75 are the coefficients of f(z).

Although a complete characterization of the potential Laplacian spectra is
presumed difficult, we can run a related simulation. For each graph G with m
edges, we treat each edge weight as a uniform random variable on (0,1]. By
assigning each edge weight randomly, we obtain a sample A € S;(G). Since the
eigenvalues of kA is simply multiplying the eigenvalues of A by k, we normalize
A by tf(—’z)A, mimicking the combinatorial Laplacian matrix. Thus, each sample
gives us a realizable spectrum of G, where the sum of eigenvalues is 2m.

demonstrates the simulation results for connected graphs on 4 ver-
tices, where the z-axis and the y-axis record the values of Ay and A3. The red dot
represent the spectrum of the combinatorial Laplacian matrix. For each graph
G, we generate 100,000 samples, compute their spectrum {0, A2, Az, A4} with
A2 < Az < A4, and then plot their (A2, A3) pairs. In this way, Ay = 2m — s — A3
can be measured by the horizontal (or vertical) distance from the point to the
straight line x + y = 2m. The other straight lines drawn on each picture
are ¢ < y for the restriction Ay < Az, and x + 2y < 2m for the restriction
/\3§/\4=2m—/\2—)\3.
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Figure 1: Data for graphs on 4 vertices

3 The Ordered Multiplicity List Problem for Gen-
eralized Laplacian Matrices

Let G be a connected graph on n vertices and suppose L € Sp(G) with spec(L) =
{0(1),)\gm2),)\§m3),...,)\émq)}, where )\Z(-mi) means the eigenvalue \; of L has
multiplicity m; (in this case we have 1+ " m; = n). If further we assume that
0 < A2 < Az < --- < Ay, then the ordered multiplicity list for L is defined to
be (m1 := 1,ma,...,mq). A purpose of this section is to consider all possible
ordered multiplicity lists over matrices in the set Sp(G).

We begin this study of ordered multiplicity lists by considering the case of
n simple eigenvalues.

Theorem 3.1. The ordered multiplicity list (1,...,1) is Laplacian realizable for
every connected graph.

Proof. Let G a connected graph on n vertices. Let T be a spanning tree of G
with edges eq,...,e,—_1. Let G be the graph with the vertex set V(G) and the
edge set {eq,...,ex}. Then the number of components of Gy is n — k.

Choose L; to be the combinatorial Laplacian matrix of G;. Hence spec(L) =
{0("=1) 2}, That is, the weight of e; is 1.

For k =2,...,n — 1, assign the weights of e} using the following scheme.

1. Let 6 be the minimum among all differences between any two distinct
eigenvalues of Lg_1.



2. Let Lj be the generalized Laplacian matrix of G with the existing weights
of e1,...,ex_1 and a weight wy of e to be determined.

3. Choose wy small enough so that the perturbation from Ly_1 to Lj does
not move the eigenvalues further than %.

Note that Ly is obtained from Lj_; by adding the 2 x 2 matrix
1 -1
wlh A
to the 2 x 2 submatrix induced by the rows and columns corresponding to the
endpoints of the edge e;. Observe that the magnitude of the perturbation is
continuous and controlled by wg. Moreover, by the choice of wy, no distinct
eigenvalues of Lj will merge into a single eigenvalue in Lj;;. However, one of
the zero eigenvalues of L becomes nonzero since G has fewer components than
G—1. Continuing this process, L has k + 1 distinct eigenvalues. In particular,
L,,_1 has n distinct eigenvalues.
Finally, one may add small weights to edges in E(G) \ E(T) in a way so

that distinct eigenvalues remain distinct. Thus, we have constructed a matrix
in S (G) with the ordered multiplicity list (1,...,1). O

It is well known that for any tree T' and for any A € S(T'), the extreme
eigenvalues of A must be simple (see [19]). Further for any connected graph G
and any L € §.(G) we know that 0 is a simple eigenvalue. In the next result
we verify that for a connected bipartite graph G the largest eigenvalue of any
L € §(G) is simple.

Proposition 3.2. Let G be a connected bipartite graph. Then any matriz in
S1(G) has its largest eigenvalue simple.

Proof. Let A be a matrix in S;,(G). Since G is a connected bipartite graph, there
is a unique way to partition V(G) into X UY such that all edges are between X
and Y. Let D be a diagonal matrix whose rows/columns are indexed by V(G).
Define the 4, i-entry of D as 1 if 4 € X and —1ifi € Y. Thus, D! = D and
D7'AD is an irreducible nonnegative matrix with spec(D"'AD) = spec(A).
By the Perron—Frobenius theorem (see [18]), the largest eigenvalue of D~tAD
is simple, and so is the largest eigenvalue of A. O

As we have done in the previous section, we first summarize the potential
ordered multiplicity lists for complete graphs and stars. Though the complete
spectra for paths remains open, its potential ordered multiplicity lists are re-
solved as observed below.

Theorem 3.3. All possible ordered multiplicity lists among matrices in Sp(Kp,)

are {(m1,...,mg) :m1 =1, my + - +my =n}.
Proof. This follows from O



Even though provides a complete characterization of the pos-
sible Laplacian spectra for stars, it seems rather difficult to characterize the

potential ordered multiplicity lists for generalized Laplacian matrices associated
with stars. It turns out that we can determine the potential ordered multiplicity
lists for stars directly.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose n > 2. Then all possible ordered multiplicity lists
among matrices in Sp, (K1 ,—1) are those lists (m1,...,mq) such that

e my =mg =1,
o my >2 = mypy1 =1 forall k, and
e my+ -+ Mmg=n.

Proof. Let G = K1 -1 and (mq,...,mq) the ordered multiplicity list of some
matrix A € Si(G). Then my = 1 since 0 is simple as G is connected. Also, m, =
1 by Moreover, the Parter—Wiener theorem [19] forbids two
consecutive multiple eigenvalues, since there is only one such Parter vertex. To
be more clear, let A\, and A\x41 be the k-th and the (k+1)-th smallest eigenvalues.
If my and myy1 are both at least 2, then the Parter—Wiener theorem guarantees
a vertex v of degree at least three, which must be the central vertex in the case
of stars, such that the mult 4(,)(Ax) = my + 1 and mult o) (Axg1) = meq1 + 1.
However, this is impossible according to the Cauchy interlacing theorem.

On the other hand, let m = (mq,...,my) be a list with m; = my = 1, no
consecutive multiple eigenvalues, and my + --- +mg = n. Let 1 be the central
vertex and

wy+ -+ Wp—1 WL —Wp—1
—wq w1
A= . . € Sp(Kipn-1).
—Wn-1 Wn—1

Obtain a new list m’ from m by removing m; and replacing every myg, my11
with my + 1 for any my > 2. Note that necessarily mr4+1 = 1, so the sum of
m’ is n — 1. Now we choose {wy,...,w,_1} as a multi-set with the ordered
multiplicity list m’.

We claim that A has the ordered multiplicity list m. Observe that the
spec(A(1)) = {w1,...,wp—1}. Also, A(1) — wiI contains some zero rows for
each k, so A(1,1] is not in the column space of A(1) — wyI. Thus,

mult 4 (wg) = null(A — wil) = null(A(1) —wiI) — 1 = mult 41y (wy) — 1,

so from A(1) to A, every multiplicity drops by 1, and thus the simple eigen-
values disappear. However, by the Cauchy interlacing theorem, there is a new
eigenvalue in each open interval between any consecutive distinct eigenvalues of
A(1). Therefore, the ordered multiplicity list of A is m. O

10



For the path, P,, the allowable ordered multiplicity list problem is straight-
forward. For a given graph GG, we define the maximum multiplicity of G, denoted
by M(G), as

M(G) = max{mult4(A\) : A € spec(A), A € S(G)}.

Theorem 3.5. The only possible ordered multiplicity list among matrices in
S(Py) is {(1,...,1)}.
Proof. This follows from |[Theorem 3.1{and the fact that M (P,) =1 (see |9]). O

We move forward by investigating the inverse ordered multiplicity list prob-
lem for generalized Laplacians on graphs with a small number of vertices. Note
that every graph of order at most 3 is either a complete graph or path, so we
focus on connected graphs with four vertices. Below is a summary containing
all connected graphs on four vertices and the allowed multiplicity lists.

1. Py (1,1,1,1)

2. Kig: (1,1,1,1), (1,2,1).

3. Paw: (1,1,1,1), (1,1,2), (1,2,1)

4. Cy: (1,1,1,1), (1,2,1)

5. Ky—e: (1,1,1,1), (1,1,2), (1,2,1)
6. K (1,1,1,1), (1,1,2), (1,2,1), (1,3)

As the cases of complete graphs, stars, and paths are already complete by
previous considerations, we only verify the results for graphs: Paw, C4, and
K4 — e. We begin with the Paw graph.

Theorem 3.6. All possible ordered multiplicity lists among matrices in Sy, (Paw)
are {(1,1,1,1),(1,1,2),(1,2,1)}.

Proof. Since M (Paw) = 2 (see [9]) and 0 is always simple as the smallest eigen-
value, it follows that the only possible ordered multiplicity lists are(1,1,1,1),

(1,1,2), and (1,2,1). We know (1,1,1,1) is realizable by [Theorem 3.1

Consider the matrix

5 -3 0 -2 4 -1 0 -3
3 5 0 -2 1 4 0 -3
0 o0 2 —of @™ |y g 10 —10
2 2 -2 ¢ -3 -3 —10 16

in Sy, (Paw). Note that these matrices has the spectra {0, 2,8,8} and {0, 5,5, 24},
respectively. Therefore, the ordered multiplicity list (1,1,2) and (1,2,1) are
realizable. O

We now consider the allowed multiplicity lists associated with the 4-cycle.

11



Theorem 3.7. The possible ordered multiplicity lists among matrices in S,(Cy)
are {(1,1,1,1),(1,2,1)}.

Proof. Since M(C,,) = 2 (see |9]) and 0 is always simple as the smallest eigen-
value, the possible ordered multiplicity lists are(1,1,1,1), (1,1,2), and (1,2, 1).
However, (1, 1,2) is not possible since C,, is a bipartite graph by

We know (1,1,1,1) is realizable by On the other hand, the

combinatorial Laplacian matrix of C4 has spectrum {0,2,2,4}, so the ordered
multiplicity list (1,2, 1) is realizable. O

Finally, we consider the complete graph on four vertices with one edge
deleted.

Theorem 3.8. All possible ordered multiplicity lists among matrices in Sp,(K4—
e) are {(1,1,1,1),(1,1,2),(1,2,1)}.

Proof. Since M (K4 —e) = 2 (see |9]) and 0 is always simple as the smallest
eigenvalue, the only possible ordered multiplicity lists are(1,1,1,1), (1,1,2),

and (1,2,1). We know (1, 1,1, 1) is realizable by [Theorem 3.1

The matrix
4 0o -3 -1
0 4 -3 -1
-3 -3 7 -1
-1 -1 -1 3

is in Sy (K4) and has the spectrum {0, 4,4, 10}, so the ordered multiplicity list
(1,2,1) is realizable.

On the other hand, the combinatorial Laplacian matrix of K4 — e has spec-
trum {0, 2,4, 4}, so the ordered multiplicity list (1,1,2) is realizable. O

3.1 Case of Three Distinct Eigenvalues

As we have seen in the previous sections, a complete characterization of the
potential spectra (along with specified multiplicities) is rather difficult even
for small graphs such as P, and Cy. However, we are able to provide partial
solutions for these cases when there are only three distinct eigenvalues. We
begin with the stars and then discuss the graphs on 4 vertices.

We determine that for stars, surprisingly, there is only one matrix, up to
rescaling, that can achieve the ordered multiplicity list (1,n — 2, 1).

Theorem 3.9. For n > 4, the only matriz in Sp(K1,,-1) that achieves the
ordered multiplicity list (1,n—2,1), is kL with k > 0 and L being the combina-
torial Laplacian matriz for Ky ,—1 In this case, the corresponding spectrum is

given by {0, k("2 kn}.

Proof. Let 1 be the central vertex of K ,—1 and A € Sp(Kj1p,-1). Suppose
spec(A) = {O,Agnfz),)\n} with 0 < Ay < A,. By the Parter—Wiener theo-
rem |19], there is a vertex v of degree at least three such that mult 4(,)(A2) =
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mult4(A2) + 1. Since 1 is the only vertex of degree at least three, necessar-
ily v = 1. Since A(1) is an (n — 1) x (n — 1) diagonal matrix with spectrum
{)\gnfl)}, it follows that A(1) = A3I,,_1, which then determines all the weights
on Ki ,—1. That is, A = kL with kK = Ay > 0 and L the combinatorial Lapla-
cian matrix. By direct computation, the corresponding spectrum of A is then
{0, k(=2 kn}. O

We will use the following proposition to handle the remaining cases with
n = 4 and two simple eigenvalues. Note that the statement of the proposition
does not require A < p.

Proposition 3.10. Let G be a graph on n vertices. Then a matriz A € Sp(G)
exists with three distinct eigenvalues and spec(A) = {0, \"=2 1} with g = 2

X
if and only if there is a vector u = [ul] such that

o luz=1,

e 1'u=0,

o gusu; = 2 if {i,j} € E(G), and
e guiu; < L if {i,j} € E(G).

Proof. Suppose A € Si.(G) has three distinct eigenvalues and has correspond-
ing spec(A) = {0,A\("=2) u} with g = LA)‘ Then A — I has two nonzero
eigenvalues —1 and g, so its spectral decomposition is

1 1
—A—T=(-1) (J) + 0Py + guu',
A n

where J is the all-ones matrix, P, is the projection matrix onto the eigenspace
of A with respect to A, and u is a unit eigenvector of A with respect to u. Thus,
we found a vector u such that |[uf?> =1, 1Tu =0, and

I- lJ—&-guuT = lA € SL(G).
n A
By the definition of Sz(G), we have gu;u; = 1 if {i, j} € E(G) and guu; < +
if {i,j} € E(G).
For the converse, let g # 0 and a vector u satisfying the four above conditions
be given. Construct a matrix B given by

1
B=I-—-J+guu'.
n

Since 1"u = 0, we have B1 = 1 — 1 = 0. Together with the third and the
fourth conditions, this implies B € Sr,(G). Since |[ul|?> = u"u = 1, we also have
Bu =u+ gu = (1 + g)u. Observe that for any vector v that is orthogonal to
1 and u, we have Bv = v. Thus, spec(B) = {0,172 1 4 g}. For any desired
A and p with ”;/\’\ = g, the matrix A = AB has spec(A) = {0, \"=2) u}. O
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Since A € S(G) if and only if + A € S.(G) for any A > 0. In the following,
we customize the conditions in |[Proposition 3.10| into the case when n = 4 and
A = 1 as follows. We first note that with u = (x,y,2z,w)" the conditions
lul|? =1 and 1"u = 0 can be written as

4y + 22w =1,
z+y+z+w=0.

(1)

Remark 3.11. Let G be a graph on 4 vertices. Then a matrix A € Si(G)
exists with spec(A4) = {0,13), u} such that 0 < 1 < y if and only if there is a
vector u = (z,y, z,w) " such that

. holds, and

e among all off-diagonal entries of uu', the mazimum is positive and occurs
precisely on those entries corresponding to non-edges (and the maximum
i 1
value is = = ——).
4g 4(#*1))

On the other hand, a matrix A € S;,(G) exists with spec(4) = {0,13), u}
such that 0 < g < 1 if and only if there is a vector u = (z,y, z,w) " such that

. holds, and

e among all off-diagonal entries of uu ", the minimum is negative and occurs
precisely on those entries corresponding to non-edges (and the minimum
o 1
value is = = ———).
alue is 4(u—1))

Observation 3.12. Given «, 8 > 0, the system of equations

P’ +¢=q,
pq =,

has a solution with p,q > 0 if and only if o > 2.

3 4 3 4 3 4
Paw 04 K4 — e

Figure 2: Labeled graphs for Theorems [3.13] 3-14] and [3.15]

Following the order previously, we begin with the Paw graph.

Theorem 3.13. The multiset {0, \?), u} is Laplacian realizable for the Paw
graph if and only if u > (24+vV3)X or 0 < u < (2 —V3)\.
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Proof. Observe that, under the assumption = = y, [Equation (1)|is equivalent to

622 + 222 =1 — 4z,
z+y+z2z+w=0,

2)
by substituting w? = (z +y + 2)%.
We adopt the notation from [Proposition 3.10] and the subsequent discussion

afterwards. Since g = %)‘, it is sufficient to verify that the multi-set is Laplacian

realizable if and only if ¢ > 1+ /3 or —1 < ¢ < 1 — /3. Let Paw be labeled as

in [Figure 2}

We focus on the case of g > 0 first. Suppose a vector u satisfying the

conditions in exists. By replacing u with —u if necessary, we may
assume x > 0. Thus, we have xz = yz = ﬁ > 0. Hence z = y and z,y, z are

necessarily positive. Therefore, [Equation (1)[ and [Equation (2)|are equivalent.

Since xz = 4—1q, we have the equations

6x2+2z2=1—1,
g

with v/6z,v/2z > 0. By [Observation 3.12| the equations have positive solutions
if and only if
V3

29’

1
1—->2.
g

or equivalently, g > 1 + /3.

Conversely, if g > 1+ /3, then the above equations has a positive solution
for v/6x and v/2z. By symmetry, we may assume that v6z < v/2z, which
further implies 2 < z. Then we may assign y = « and w = —(x + y + z). Thus,
holds. Moreover, zw, yw, zw < 0 < xz and 2y < zz by our choice
of x and z. Thus, the desired u exists.

Now we consider the other case g < 0. Suppose u exists. Then we have
=y >0and z < 0since 2z = yz = 5. < 0. Again,Wand
[Equation (2)|are equivalent, which implies the equations

2 2 1
6x° +22z=1——,
g

V3

The equations have positive solutions if and only if

Pl V3

g 29
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Note that multiplying by g < 0 on both sides flips the inequality, so the above
inequality is equivalent to g < 1 — v/3. The condition —1 < g follows from the
fact pu > 0.

Conversely, if —1 < g < 1 —+/3, then we may find a positive solution for
V62 and —v/2z. By symmetry, we choose the solution so that v/6x < —v/2z,
which further implies © < —z. Then we may assign y = z and w = —(x+y+2).
Thus, holds. We also have zy > 0 > zz. When g < 0, we may
compute

w? = (x+y+2)? = (2 + 2)?

=42 + 2% + 4wz = 2% + (32% + 22) + duz

, 1 1 1 , 1 1
="+ |1-=-)+-=2"+-(1+~-].
2 g g 2 g

As 1_1\/5 < % < —1, we have |w| < < —z, which implies zw, yw, zw > zz.
Thus, the desired u exists. O

We now consider the four cycle.

Theorem 3.14. The multiset {0, \®), u} is Laplacian realizable for Cy if and
only if > 2\.

Proof. We observe that, under the assumption xy = zw, [Equation (1)|is equiv-

alent to
2% + 2% =1,

_ ()
z+y+z2z+w=0,

by substituting
24w =(z4+w)?—2z2w=(x+79y)? - 2z2w=(z+y)? -2y =22+

The statement is equivalent to g > 1. Applying[Proposition 3.2 we note that
both g < 0 and p < A are impossible, so we only consider the case of g > 0. Let

C4 be labeled as in

Suppose a vector u satisfying the conditions exists. Then xy = zw = % > 0.
We may assume x,y > 0 and z,w < 0, since their sum is zero and they cannot
be all positive. Thus, [Equation (1)[and [Equation (3)|are equivalent. Therefore
we have the equations

1
2, ,2_ 1
€ + y - 2a
1
Ty = —.
Y 4g
By |Observation 3.12|, the equations have a positive solution if and only if % >

2 - 4-, which is equivalent to g > 1.
éonversely, if ¢ > 1, then a positive solution for z,y exists. By assigning

z = —z and w = —y, the vector satisfies Also, zz, 2w, yz,yw <

0 < ay, confirming the desired vector u exists. O
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Finally we consider the complete graph on four vertices with an edge re-
moved.

Theorem 3.15. The multiset {0, A\, u} is Laplacian realizable for K, — e if
and only if £t >2X or 0 < pu < %)\.

Proof. We observe that, by setting € = xy — zw, [Equation (1)|is equivalent to
202 +2y% =1 — 2,
22% 4 2w? = 1 + 2¢, (4)
r+y+z+w=0,
by substituting
24w = (z4+w)? - 22w = (z+9)* - 22w =2? +y* + 2.

The statement is equivalent to g > 1or —1 < g < —%. We label the vertices

of K4 —e asin
We first consider g > 0. Then, we have zy = i > 0 and xy > zw, which

means € > 0 in [Equation (4)] We may assume x,y > 0. Hence

1
2 ,,2 1
-ty = 2 €,
1
Ty = —,
Y 4g
which has a positive solution only when
1 1 1 1
- > —-——€2>22-— = —,
2 2 49 29
or equivalently g > 1.
Conversely, if g > 1, then we choose a small € so that 0 < ¢ < 5 — 5 and

€ < %. Thus, the above equations have a positive solution for x,y. With e

chosen, we then solve

(2 + (cw)? = S+
(~2)(w) = 3o~

We may double check that § + € and g — € are positive by our choice of € and

g. Moreover,
1+ >1>2 1>2 1
—+e> - - — — —€].
2 2 4g

Therefore, we arrive at a positive solution for —z and —w. Note that this choice
yields

1 1
(x+y)2=$2+y2+2xy=§—e+@=z2+w2+2zw:(z+w)2,
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so we have  +y + z +w = 0. Thus, [Equation (4) holds. With zz, zw, yz, yw <
0 < zy and by our choice of zw < xy, the desired u is found.

Next, consider the case g < 0. Suppose u exists. Then we have xy = 4—1(] <0

and 2y < zw, which means ¢ < 0 in [Equation (4)] We may assume z > 0 and
y < 0. Now

_@_
Note that 22 +w? = %—i—e indicates that ¢ > —%. Therefore, the above equations
have a solution only when

1

1> L
- 4g7

—e> =2

DN | =

which is equivalent to g < f% since multiplying g < 0 on both sides flips the
the inequality. The condition —1 < g is guaranteed by 0 < pu.

Conversely, if —1 < g < —%, then the above equations have a positive
solution for x and —y. By symmetry, we may assume z > —y so that z +y > 0.

We then choose € = é — ¢ <0 and solve
1 1 1
2 2:— = — —
254w 2+6 Gg+3’
1 1 1
2w =

Ta Tz 6

to produce a solution z = w = /ﬁ + % > 0. Thus,

1 1
(x+y)? =2+ 9>+ 22y = 5—6—1—2— =22 +w? 4 22w = (2 + w)?,
g
giving t+y+z+w =0, since x +y > 0 and z+w > 0. Moreover, xz, xw, zw >
0 > zy and yz, yw > xy by our choice of x > —y and the fact 2 +3% > 22 +w?.
Consequently, the desired u exists. O

Note that the cases for K, are not included here since the inverse eigenvalue
problem for any complete graph was addressed in the previous section.

4 Minimum Variance

A2(A)
A3(A)
for any matrices A € S (Ps), and, in general, the nonzero eigenvalues cannot be
too concentrated unless G is a complete graph. In this section, we consider the
minimum variance of the nonzero eigenvalues when we fix the sum of weights
to be equal to the number of edges. Equivalently, we focus on size-normalized
generalized Laplacian matrices defined as

SE(G) ={A € SL(G) - tr(A) = 2[E(G)|}.

As we have seen in previous sections, there is a lower bound on the ratio
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Definition 4.1. Let A € S(G) with the spectrum {0, Az, ..., A\, }. Define

E(A) = M7 Var(A) = Liza(Ni = ]E(A))Q, and po(A) = zn:)\f

n—1 n—1 =

Definition 4.2. The minimum variance of G is defined as
mv(G) = inf{Var(A4) : A € S{(G)}.
Remark 4.3. It is well-known (and by direct computation as well) that
(4) 2
Var(A) = ——= —E(A4)°.
an(4) = 25 g(a)
Moreover, when G is a graph on m edges and A € S; (G), we have

Var() = T < 2m )2.

n—1 n—1

Since S§(G) is not a compact set, there might not be a matrix A € S§(G)
that attains mv(G). However, the infimum must occur in the closure of S (G),
which allows some of the weights to be zero. This means the variances realized
by matrices in Sp(G) can be arbitrarily close to mv(G), which still provide
significant worthwhile information for studying the IEPL.

On the other hand, let vary (G) be the variance of the combinatorial Lapla-
cian matrix of G. Then by definition

mv(G) < vary(G).
Here we provide alternative methods to calculate Var(A).
Given a graph G = (V, E), the line graph of G, denoted by L(G), is graph
whose vertices are E and two edges e and €’ are adjacent in L(G) if they share

a common vertex.

Proposition 4.4. Let G be a connected graph and A € Si,(G) with the weight
vector w. Then pa(A) = w' Mow, where My = 41 + B and B is the adjacency
matriz of the line graph of G.
Proof. Let w = [w;], W = diag(w), and Wz the diagonal matrix whose di-
1
agonal entries are given by w?, for i = 1,2,...,m. Let N be an vertex-edge
incidence matrix of G and M = [m; ;] = 2] + B. Then A = NWN' and
M = NTN. Moreover, A= NW2zW:NT and WeMWz =W2NTNWT have
the same nonzero eigenvalues.

Therefore,
pa(A) = tr((WEMW?2)?)
1 1
= (wimwi)* = wimg ju;
,J .3
=w' (Mo M)w,
where o signifies the entrywise product of conformally sized matrices. We also
note that M o M =4I + B = Ms. O
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Observe that NN is a positive semidefinite matrix. (Or, equivalently, the
adjacency matrix of a line graph has its minimum eigenvalue at least —2; see,
e.g., [1].) Therefore, M, is invertible with its minimum eigenvalue at least 2.

By [Remark 4.3| and [Proposition 4.4] for any given graph G with m edges,
finding the value of mv(G) is equivalent to finding the minimum of w' Mow
subject to 17w = m and w being entrywise nonnegative.

By dropping the last condition, this minimization problem has a unique
solution.

Proposition 4.5. Let G be a graph with m edges and My = 41 + B, where B
is the adjacency matriz of the line graph of G. The minimization problem

min w ! Mow
subject to 1w =m

attains its mintmum at

m

w = kM, '1 with k = ———
2 1TM; '

and the minimum value is

m2

1TM; '

m?2 2m 2
aQ) > . .
mv(G) = (n— 1)1 M; 1 <n - 1)

while the equality holds if M2_11 s entrywise nonnegative.

WTMQW =

Therefore,

Proof. By direct computation, the gradient over w are
VWTMQW = 2WTM2 and V1 'w=1"T.

Therefore, by the Lagrange multiplier theorem, the minimum happens when
k1= Mow and w = kM '1 for some k. Since 1"w = k1T M, '1 = m, we have
B m
C1TM M
The rest of the statements follow from direct computation. O

We now move on to consider the minimum variance associated with a graph.

Definition 4.6. Let G be a graph on n vertices and m edges. Define the
approximated minimum variance of G as

w | Mow om \ 2 m?2 om \ 2
amv(G) = - = -/ — )
n—1 n—1 (n—1)1TM; 1 n—1
where m
w = kM;'1 with k = ———.
2 1TM; '

We say G is eligible if M1 is entrywise positive.
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Thus, we know the amv(G) < mv(G) < vary (G) for any connected graph G.

Proposition 4.7. Let G be a graph on n vertices and m edges whose line graph
is r-reqular. Then G is eligible and

mV(G):m(4+r) _( 2m )2'

n—1 n—1

Proof. When the line graph of G is r-regular, we have M;1 = (4 + r)1, so
M—'1= ﬁl and G is eligible. Thus, 1TM2_11 = 745 By direct computation,
we have

amv(G) = m? ( 2m )2 m(4+r) ( om >2.

(n—1)1TM; "1 \n-—1 n—1 n—1

Moreover, mv(G) = amv(G) by O

Note that the line graph of G is regular if and only if G is either a regular
graph or a biregular bipartite graph. (A biregular bipartite graph is a bipartite
graph such that the vertices on the same part have the same degree.)

Corollary 4.8. Let G be a k-reqular graph on n wvertices. Then G is eligible

and
mv(G) = <1— K )

n—1 n—1

In particular, mv(K,) =0 and

mv(Cy) = 2" <1_ 2 )

n—1 n—1

Proof. Since G is k-regular, it has m = ”7’“ edges and its line graph is r-regular

with 7 = 2k — 2. Then the statement follows from O
Corollary 4.9. Let G be a p, g-biregular graph on n vertices. Then G is eligible

and )
2 2
mv(G) = miptat?) ( n ) withm = —24 _p2,
n—1 n—1 (p+4q)?

Consequently, mv(Ky ,—1) =n — 2.

Proof. Let G be a p, g-biregular graph with its partition sizes a and b. By
counting the number of edges, we have ap = bg. Along with the condition

a+b = n, we may solve that a = ——n and b = £-n. Thus, m = —2%-n? and
] ) PFq p+q (r+a)

the line graph of G is r-regular with r = p + ¢ — 2. Then the statement follows

from [Proposition 4. U
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The next two lemmas are essential for the study of mv(P,). Here we consider
the k x k matrix

4 1 0 - 0
1 4 1 :

Acv=1o 1 . . 0 (5)
: . . 1
0 -~ 0 1 4]

Note that A,, is the My matrix of P, when m =n — 1.

Lemma 4.10. Let Ay be as in and dy = det(Ay). Then the
following hold.

1. dy = 3282 4 \B)kF 4 3=28(5 _ \/3)k,
2. dpy1 > (24 \/g)dk for any k > 0.

3. %%Q—F\/gask—)oo.

Proof. By the Laplace expansion along the first row of A, we have d; :=
det(Ay) = 4det(Ar—1) — det(Ag_2). Consequently, we have the recurrence
relation
dpy2 = 4dp1 — di,
do =1, dy = 4.

The characteristic polynomial of this recurrence relation is 72 — 47 + 1, which as
roots 2 & v/3. By solving the recurrence relation we obtain the general form of
di. Then the second and the third statements follow from the general form. [J

Lemma 4.11. Let Ag be as in and dy, = det(Ayg). Let My = A,
for some fixzed m. Then the following hold.

1. det(Mg(z,])) equals di—ldm—j Zf’L S] and dj—ldm—i ’LfZ Z ]

2. The i-th row sum of My " is & (1 + (—1)”1% + (—l)mfidé;l )

—-1 A — _
3. 1TMy 1= gm+ 55+ B+ (C1)"

Proof. The formula of det(Ms(i, 7)) follows directly from the structure of Ms.
Let w; ; be the ¢, j-entry of M{l. Since Mz_1 is symmetric, we have w; ; =

(—1)7+ 40D 1 particular, wy ;= (1)

dm

By [4, Corollary 4.3], the i-th row sum of My is

14+ wi;+wim—iv1 1 ir1dm—i _idi
2 2 = — 1 —1 i+l Zm—e —1m i — .
- 5 (1 oMty ot

Let s be the 1-st row sum of M, '. By |4, Corollary 4.4],

L
18,

2% 1 1 dp
TR o e e R R e

-1 m—1
6 6 18 18d,, +(=1
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Here s is the 1-st row sum of M{l. This completes the proof. O

Theorem 4.12. The graph P, is eligible and mv(P,) tends to 2 as n — oo.
Proof. By and the fact d,, > 3d,,_1 from we have

Ao — i— —1 . . = .
| d;n1| < %, dml | < %7 and each row sum of M, ! is positive, so M5 "1 is entry-

wise positive. Thus, P, is eligible and mviPni = amv(P,) by [Proposition 4.5

From the formula of lTM2_11 in [Lemma 4.11{and m = n — 1, we have

mv(P,) = m’ ( 2m >2

(n—D1TM; "1 \n—1
m
- 4
1TM, 1

Note that 1T M; 1 ~ tm + o(m). Hence

amv(P,) — 1ﬂ —4=2
gm
as n — oo. O

Now we move our attention to vary (G).

Proposition 4.13. Let G be a connected graph on n vertices and m edges. Let
di,...,dy, be its degree sequence. Then

n 2 2
vary (G) = 2m+ o d; _( 2m ) '

n—1 n—1

Proof. Let My = 41 + B, where B is the adjacency matrix of the line graph of

G. The line graph of G has Y, ((12,) edges, so

17 M1 :4m—|—2zn: (C;z> :4m+zn:d?—2n:di :2m+idf.
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

Then the desired formula follows from O

Theorem 4.14. Over all trees T on n vertices, vary(T) is uniquely maximized
by the star with vary(T) = n — 2 and is uniquely minimized by the path.

For general graphs G, vary(G) < -5 (n — %)
Proof. For trees T on n vertices,
" d?
vary(T) =2+ L@ _ 22

n—1

by [Proposition 4.13| so the quantity depends only on >, d?.
We claim that the sum of squares of degrees is maximized by the star and
minimized by the path among all trees on n vertices. To see this, pick a leaf i of
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T with its unique neighbor j and pick some vertex k£ other than ¢ and j. Then
T' =T —{i,j} + {i,k} is again a tree. If d; < dj, then the sum of squares of
degrees of T is strictly larger than that of T. Repeating this operation with
¢ an arbitrary leaf and k£ a vertex of maximum degree, the sum is increasing
throughout the process, which terminates only when the tree becomes a star.
On the other hand, if d; = dj + 1, then the sum of squares of degrees of T”
equals that of T'; and if d; > dj + 2, then the sum of squares of degrees of T”
is strictly less than that of 7. Repeating the operation with 7 an arbitrary leaf
and k an endpoint of the longest path, the sum reaches its unique minimum
when the tree is a path.

For general graph, there are several bounds for the sum of squares of degrees
in [5]. In particular, de Caen [6] showed that

- 2
E dzgm(ernQ),
, n—1
i=1
which gives the stated upper bound of vary (G). O

4.1 Algorithms for Finding the Minimum Variance

For this subsection, we provide algorithms to solve the minimum variance of a

graph or, equivalently, below.

Problem 4.15. Let G be a graph on m edges. Let My = 41 + B, where B is
the adjacency matrix of the line graph of G. Find the minimum of

f(w)=w'Mw

in the region
R={weR”% :1Tw =m and w > 0}.

Recall that a function g is concave (upward) if

g((1 = 8)x+sy) > (1 = s)g(x) + sg(y)

for any x,y in the domain of the function and for any s € [0,1]. The following
proposition is well-known in the subject on quadratic programming,.

Proposition 4.16. If M is a positive definite matriz, then the function f(w) =
w ' Mow is concave. Moreover, there is a unique local minimum in any compact
and conver Tegion.

Proof. We first show the concavity. Let x and y be two different points in the
region. Define g(s) = f((1 — s)x + sy) with s € [0, 1], which can be expanded
as

9(s) = f(x+ sy —x)) = x" Mox +2x " Ma(y — x)s + (y — %) Ma(y — x)s”.

Thus, g(s) is a quadratic function in s with a positive quadratic term since M,
is positive definite, which is a concave function.
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A continuous function attains a global minimum at x on a compact region.
For any point y # x in the domain, the segment L connecting x and y is also
in the region by its convexity. Note that the function f restricted on L is a
quadratic function with positive quadratic term. Since x is a global minimum,
the function f restricted on L must be an strictly increasing function from
X to y. Therefore, y cannot be a local minimum, and x is the unique local
minimum. O

With |Proposition 4.16|applied to our case, it sheds light on two facts: First,
if a point is verified as a local minimum by its derivatives, then it is also the
global minimum. Second, numerical methods for finding a local minimum, such
as gradient descent, are guaranteed to find the global maximum. These facts
lead to algorithms for finding the minimum, where one is exact and the other is
numerical.

Define the support of a vector as the set of indices on which the vector is
nonzero. We first characterize the conditions for a vector w with supp(w) = «
being a local minimum.

Proposition 4.17. Let m, Ms, f, and R be as in[Problem J.15 Then w is a

local minimum in R with the supp(w) = « if and only if

1. My[a]™11 is entrywise positive and
2. Ma(a]Ms[a] ™11 is entrywise greater than or equal to 1.

If these conditions hold, then wla] = kMs[a]™'1 with k = Th T and
w(a) = 0 is the only local minimum with support c.

Proof. By[Proposition 4.16] f becomes a quadratic function with positive quadratic

term on any segment. Therefore, a point is a local minimum if and only if the

directional derivative at this point is positive or zero for any possible direction.
At w, the gradient of f is

Vi(w)=2w"M,.
That is, given any unit vector d, the directional derivative of f along d is
Daf(w) =2w' Mad.

Since we only care about the signs of Dgf(w), we know that w is a local
minimum if and only if w ' Msd > 0 for any possible direction d.

Since supp(w) = «, the vectors d = e; — e; for any (i,j € o) or (i ¢ «
and j € a) are some possible directions for w to move around R. In fact, all
possible directions are the linear combinations of these vectors using nonnegative
coefficients. Consequently, w is a local minimum if and only if w' Myd > 0 for
these vectors d.

By choosing d as e; — e; and e; — e; with 4,5 € «, we know the entries of
w ' M, on « are the same. By choosing u as e; — e; with i ¢ o and j € «, we
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know the entries of w' My outside a are greater than or equal to those on a.
Since w is zero outside a;, we have

w' My =w' M, = [wla] Msla] wla]Ms[a)].

In summary, the entries of w[a]" Mz[a] = k1 for some k, while each entry of
wla] " Ms[) is greater than or equal to k.

Since Ms[e] is a principal submatrix of a positive definite matrix My, Ms[a]
is invertible. Thus, wla]" Mz[a] = k1 implies w[a] = kMs[a]~'1. Also, w(a) =
0 as supp(w) = a. Thus, we may derive k = #M‘ll > 0 from 1w = m.
With this formula of w, it is a local minimum if and only if M3[a]~!1 is entrywise
positive, which ensures supp(w) = «, and Mz (a]w|a] is entrywise larger than or
equal to the constant value on Ms[a]w][a], which ensures w is a local minimum.
As wla] = kMz[a] ™11, the second condition is equivalent to Ma(a]-kMa[a] 11 is
entrywise greater than or equal to k, where k can be canceled on both sides. [

Based on |Proposition 4.17, we may define w,, such that whose entries on «
match the vector kMs[a]™11 with k = Tn a1 and otherwise zero. We say
« is eligible for G if « satisfies the two conditions in [Proposition 4.17]

Remark 4.18. Combining [Proposition 4.16} there is a unique o € [m] that is
eligible for G. Thus, if some eligible @ C [m] is found, then w, must be the
global minimum, and we do not have to check others. Meanwhile, by checking
all possible a, we found the minimum value of f, which provides an exact, yet
exhaustive, algorithm for searching the minimum.

Unfortunately, this requires checking all 2™ — 1 possible a, as a # (). Recall
that for linear programming in R™ with r restrictions, one also needs to check
(:L) exhaustively, so it might not be easy to improve it further.

Algorithm 4.19. This algorithm solves
Input: a graph G
Output: the w that minimizes w' Mow with 17w =m and w > 0.

1. For each o C [m] and a # {:
(a) Check if My[a]~11 is entrywise positive.
(b) Check if My(a]Ms[a]™'1 is entrywise greater than or equal to 1.
(c) If both conditions hold, then keep the eligible o and stop searching.

2. Define wla] = kM[a]™'1 with k = Tna and w(e) =0.

Example 4.20. Let G be the double star obtained from K, and K, by
adding an edge joining their centers. Observe that

Jp+3, 1, O
My=| 1) 4 1)
@) 1, Jg+3I
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Then by direct computation, we have

(¢+3)1,
1

Wi = My 1=k | 2520 | with by = - p‘;“g 5
(P+3)1q 3pq + 3p +3q +

This means, G is eligible if and only if pg < 9. On the other hand, let o =
E(K:,)UE(K; ). By direct computation, we have

1
—1
M2[O‘]711p+q = {pfglp]
q+3~D

which is entrywise positive. Also,

_ P4 _ 2pat3p+t3q
p+3 q+3 pg+3p+3¢+9

Mg(O&]Mg[O&]711

is entrywise greater than or equal to 1 whenever pg > 9. In this case, « is
eligible for G and

(q + 3)117
1
Wo—ks| 0O with ky = —PT2HL
(b+3)1, EERE R

Therefore, the minimum variance of G is achieved by w,,) when pg <9 and by
w,, otherwise.

Next, we establish the gradient descent algorithm designed for solving
Since f is quadratic along any direction, we may calculate precisely
how far to go on each direction to decrease the function value.

Observation 4.21. Given a point w and a direction d, we may compute
f(w+td) =w' Myw 4 2w ' Modt +d ' Mydt?.

The minimum of this function, with respect to t, happens at ¢t = }"?Ti]\gf. In

the case when d = e; — ej, we have —w ' Mad = (w' Ms); — (w' Ms); and
d " M,d is 6 or 8, depending on edge i and edge j are incident or not.

Algorithm 4.22. This algorithm solves
Input: a graph G
Output: the w that minimizes w ! Mow with 1Tw = m and w > 0.

1. Start with w = 1 € RE(G),

2. Compute Mow and let 7 be the index of its minimum entry.

3. For each j, compute ¢; = w

W~

. Choose j so that n; = min{t¢;, (w),} is maximized.
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5. Let d = e; — e; and update w <~ w +1; - d.

6. Repeat from Step 2 as needed.

Theorem 4.23. generates a sequence of w that converges to

the minimum of f(w) = w ' Maw subject to the given conditions.

Proof. Let wg = 1 and w,, be the w vector in each iteration in
By |[Proposition 4.16} there is a unique local minimum w,;, in the region. We
will show that w,, converges to Wpyiy-

First, we define a function

7(w) = max min
j

{ (Mow), *8min(M2W) 7 (w)j} 7

where min(Maw) is the minimum entry of Maw. By definition, n(w) > 0.
Moreover, n(w) = 0 if and only if w is a local minimum by [Proposition 4.17]
which means w = wpin. Also, we see that the algorithm updates w by w1 =
wp+1(w,)d. According to the formula in{Observation 4.21] f(w,,) is decreasing
whenever n(wy) > 0; moreover,

|f(wn+1) - f(wn)| > 677(Wn)2

since d T M>d > 6.

We claim that n(w,) — 0 as n — co. Given any € > 0, if there are infinitely
many w,, such that n(w,) > €, then f(w,) would drop by at least 6€> for
infinitely many times, violating the fact that f(w) > 0. Therefore, there are
only finitely many w,, with n(w,) > €, which is equivalent to n(w,) — 0.

Since w,, is a sequence on the compact region, there is a convergent sub-
sequence w,, that converges to Wo,. By the previous discussion, n(ws) = 0,
which means wo, = Wi, Therefore, f(w,,) is decreasing and converges to the
minimum.

Finally, we claim that not just w,,,, but also w,,, converges to Wp,in. To see
this, pick an arbitrary unit vector d such that wy;, +td is in the region for any
small ¢ > 0. By [Observation 4.21] we have

f(wmin + td) Z f(wmin) + 2t2
since the minimum eigenvalue of M5 is at least 2 and dT Msd > 2. This means
|W — Wiin|| > t implies f(w) — f(Wmin) > 2t2. Since f(w,) — f(Wmin) as
n — 00, we also have w,, — Wyin.

5 Conclusions and Future Considerations

In this work, we have focused our attention on the possible spectra allowed for
generalized Laplacian matrices associated with a given graph. For graphs on at
most four vertices we derived results on potential spectra and allowed ordered
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multiplicity lists for generalized Laplacians. For the special case of complete
graphs and stars we have general claims concerning the possible spectra of gen-
eralized Laplacians associated with these two families of graphs. In Section 4, we
adjusted our focus and considered certain moments associated with the eigen-
values of normalized weightings of generalized Laplacian matrices of graphs. A
key element in this work was the minimum variance of a graph corresponding
to matrices in S§(G). We then proceed to either compute or bound the mini-
mum variance of specific families of graphs, including regular graphs and trees,
and develop tools from quadratic programming to determine the minimum of a
related quadratic form associated with a matrix (labeled Ms) of a graph in this
context.

We close this section with a list of related potentially interesting direc-
tions concerning the spectra of generalized Laplacian matrices associated with
a graph.

1. Concerning the Laplacian spectra of small graphs, we ask is the boundary

for Paw, Cy, and K4 — e in linear?

2. We have considered describing the allowed spectrum over all matrices
S1(G) for given graphs or for specified families of graphs. A natural spe-
cialization along these lines is, for a given graph G, to consider computing
the maximum possible multiplicity over the matrices S;,(G) and to mini-
mize the number of distinct eigenvalues over all matrices in Sg(G).

3. Finally, strong matrix properties (such as the Strong Arnold Property or
the Strong Spectral Property, see [3]) have become very important for the
inverse eigenvalue problem for graphs. Thus, it seems reasonable to study
potential strong properties of matrices in S;,(G) and their applications to
matrix perturbations and possible spectral properties.
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