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Abstract

Twin vertices in simple unweighted graphs are vertices that have the same neighbours and, in the

case of weighted graphs with possible loops, the corresponding incident edges have equal weights. In

this paper, we explore the role of twin vertices in quantum state transfer. In particular, we provide char-

acterizations of periodicity, perfect state transfer, and pretty good state transfer between twin vertices

in a weighted graph with respect to its adjacency, Laplacian and signless Laplacian matrices. As an

application, we provide characterizations of all simple unweighted double cones on regular graphs that

exhibit periodicity, perfect state transfer, and pretty good state transfer.
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1 Introduction

The concept of a continuous-time quantum walk was introduced by Farhi and Gutmann [FG98] in 1998,

but it was not until 2003 that Bose proposed the use of a continuous-time quantum walk on a path to trans-

mit quantum states [Bos03]. Motivated by high fidelity quantum state transfer, Christandl et al. introduced

perfect state transfer [CDEL04, CDD`05] in 2004. They showed that the path Pn on n vertices admits

perfect state transfer only when n “ 2, 3 with respect to the adjacency matrix, and n “ 2 with respect to
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Figure 1: Small unweighted graphs that exhibit perfect state transfer between vertices marked blue

the Laplacian matrix. This prompted researchers to search for new graphs with perfect state transfer. Some

well-known examples include cubelike graphs [CG11], integral circulant graphs [BPS09], distance-regular

graphs [CGGV15] Hadamard diagonalizable graphs [JKP`17], quotient graphs [BFF`12, GGPT11], cer-

tain joins of graphs [ACNO`09, ACNO`10], as well as non-complete extended p-sums (NEPS) of some

graphs [LLZZ21, PB17b]. However, due to its rarity, perfect state transfer was relaxed by several authors

(Godsil [God12a], Vinet and Zhedanov [VZ12]) to what is known as pretty good state transfer, which

is “good enough” for physical lab setups. It turns out that Pn exhibits pretty good state transfer for in-

finitely many n, as shown by Godsil et al. [GKSS12] and van Bommel [van19] for the adjacency matrix,

and Banchi et al. for the Laplacian matrix [BCGS17]. Pretty good state transfer was also investigated

for cycles [PB17a], a family of Cayley graphs [CWF20], double stars [FG13], and weighted graphs with

possible loops [EKL19, JKP`17, KLY17b]. More recently, the concept of pair state transfer was studied

by Chen and Godsil [CG19].

The graphs K2 and C4 are well-known examples of small graphs that exhibit perfect state transfer

between antipodal vertices. It is also known that P3 exhibits perfect state transfer between antipodal

vertices with respect to the adjacency matrix, while K4ze (K4 minus an edge) admits perfect state transfer

between non-adjacent vertices with respect to the Laplacian matrix. Upon examining the pairs of vertices

in these graphs that admit perfect state transfer, one finds that they share the same neighbours (see Figure

1). In other words, they are twins. Indeed, a number of examples of quantum state transfer in the literature

can be viewed in the context of twins. For instance, there are infinitely many double cones known to

exhibit adjacency and Laplacian perfect state transfer between their apexes (which are twins) [ACNO`10,

ADL`16]. Kempton et al. also showed that adding loops with suitable weights to a pair of non-adjacent

vertices with the same neighbours yields adjacency perfect state transfer between them [KLY17a]. Yet

the role of twin vertices in quantum state transfer remains largely unexplored. Except for the MSc work

of Monterde [Mon21a] and a recent paper of Pal [Pal22], we are unaware of other work on this topic. In

this paper, we provide a systematic approach to analyzing the properties of quantum state transfer between

twin vertices in weighted graphs with possible loops. In particular, we focus on connected graphs. In the

case of a disconnected graph, our results may be applied to its connected components.

In Section 2, we use the algebraic properties of graphs with twins to show that their transition matrices

have a certain form. We then use this to provide an upper bound on the probability of state transfer between

twins u and v in terms of |T|, where T is a set of twins containing u and v. This result then allows us to

answer a question posed by Godsil in [GS17] in the affirmative. Section 3 provides some useful results

on joins important for subsequent sections. In particular, we derive the transition matrix of the join of

two graphs with respect to the signless Laplacian matrix. The results in this section may prove to be of

independent interest in graph theory; however, we are only interested in building up the machinery to apply

to our work on quantum state transfer between twins herein. The Section 4 is devoted to a characterization

of periodicity in twin vertices. We highlight our result in this section regarding the exact minimum period

of a periodic vertex in a weighted graph with possible loops. In particular, we show that if the size of the

eigenvalue support of a periodic vertex is at least three, then its minimum period exceeds 2π{pλ ´ µq,
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where λ and µ are the largest and smallest eigenvalues in the eigenvalue support. This result implies that

the bound on the minimum period provided by Godsil [God12a, Lemma 3.4] is tight if and only if the

size of the eigenvalue support is two. Section 5 deals with perfect state transfer between twin vertices.

In particular, we provide a characterization of perfect state transfer between twins, which then allows us

to identify all connected and disconnected double cones on regular graphs whose apexes admit adjacency

and signless Laplacian perfect state transfer. These double cones provide infinitely many examples of

graphs that exhibit perfect state transfer and pretty good state transfer between twin vertices. Lastly, in

Section 6, we give a characterization of pretty good state transfer between twins, and again using this

characterization, we identify all connected and disconnected double cones on regular graphs with non-

periodic apexes that admit adjacency and signless Laplacian pretty good state transfer. The remainder of

the present section is allotted to basic definitions and notation.

Some of the results presented in this paper can be found in the M.Sc. thesis of Monterde [Mon21a]. For

the basics of graph theory and matrix theory, we refer the reader to Godsil and Royle [GR01], and Horn

and Johnson [HJ13, HJ94], respectively. For more background on state transfer, see Godsil [God12a], and

Coutinho and Godsil [CG21].

Throughout this paper, we assume that X is a connected weighted undirected graph with possible

loops but no multiple edges. We denote the vertex set of X by VpXq, and we allow the edges of X to

have nonzero real weights (i.e., an edge can have either positive or negative weight). We say that X is

simple if X has no loops, and X is unweighted if all edges of X have weight one. If X is simple and

unweighted, then we denote the complement of X by X, and we take the convention that X is also simple

and unweighted. For u P VpXq, we denote the set of neighbours of u in X as NXpuq, and the characteristic

vector of u as eu, which is a vector with a 1 on the entry indexed by u and 0’s elsewhere. The all-ones

vector of order n, the zero vector of order n, the m ˆ n all-ones matrix, and the n ˆ n identity matrix are

denoted by 1n, 0n, Jm,n and In, respectively. If m “ n, then we write Jm,n as Jn, and if the context is clear,

then we simply write these matrices as 1, 0, J and I, respectively. If Y is another graph, then we write

X – Y to denote the fact that X and Y are isomorphic, and adopt the notation X _ Y for the join of X
and Y. We also represent the conjugate transpose of a matrix M by M˚ and the characteristic polynomial

of a square matrix M in the variable t by φpM, tq. Lastly, we denote the simple unweighted empty, cycle,

complete, and path graphs on n vertices as On, Cn, Kn, and Pn, resp., and the simple unweighted complete

bipartite graph with partite sets of size m and n as Km,n.

Two distinct vertices u and v of X are twins if the following conditions hold.

1. NXpuqztu, vu “ NXpvqztu, vu.

2. The edges pu, wq and pv, wq have the same weight for each w P NXpuqztu, vu.

3. The loops on u and v have the same weight, and this weight is zero if those loops are absent.

We also allow u and v to be adjacent, in which case u and v are called true twins. Otherwise, u and v are

called false twins. Our definition above generalizes the definition of twin vertices from simple unweighted

graphs to weighted graphs with loops.

Let ω, η P R. A subset T “ Tpω, ηq of VpXq with at least two vertices is a set of twins in X if each

pair of vertices in T is a pair of twins, where each vertex in T has a loop of weight ω, and the loops are

absent if ω “ 0, and every pair of vertices in T are connected by an edge with weight η, and every pair of

vertices in T are not adjacent whenever η “ 0. Note that if T is a set of twins in X, then either every pair

of distinct vertices in T are true twins, in which case η ‰ 0, or every pair of distinct vertices in T are false

twins, in which case η “ 0. In particular, if X is a simple unweighted graph, then ω “ 0 and η P t0, 1u.
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The adjacency matrix ApXq of X is the matrix such that

pApXqqu,v “
#

ωu,v, if u is adjacent to v

0, otherwise,

where ωu,v is the weight of the edge pu, vq. The degree matrix DpXq of X is the diagonal matrix of vertex

degrees of X, where degpuq “ 2ωu,u ` ř

j‰u ωu,j for each u P VpXq. The Laplacian matrix LpXq of

X is the matrix LpXq “ DpXq ´ ApXq, while the signless Laplacian matrix QpXq of X is the matrix

QpXq “ DpXq ` ApXq. We use MpXq to denote ApXq, LpXq or QpXq. If the context is clear, then we

simply write MpXq, ApXq, LpXq, QpXq and DpXq as M, A, L, Q and D, respectively. We say that X is

integral if all eigenvalues of ApXq are integers, while we say that X is Laplacian integral (resp., signless

Laplacian integral) if all eigenvalues of LpXq (resp., QpXq) are integers.

2 Transition Matrices

Let X be a connected weighted graph with possible loops. Since M is real symmetric, we can write

M “
ÿ

j

λjEj, (1)

in its spectral decomposition, where the λj’s are the distinct eigenvalues of M and each Ej is the orthogonal

projection matrix onto the eigenspace associated with λj. If the eigenvalues are not indexed, then we also

denote by Eλ the orthogonal projection matrix corresponding to the eigenvalue λ of M. The matrix M
serves as a Hamiltonian for nearest-neighbour interactions of qubits in a quantum spin system represented

by X. Taking the exponential of M yields the following transition matrix

Uptq “ eitM (2)

of the (continuous-time) quantum walk on X with respect to M. Here, we flip between t and τ to denote the

time. Note that Uptq is a complex symmetric unitary matrix, and so for any time τ,
ř

j“1|Upτqu,j|
2 “ 1

for any vertex u of X. For this reason, if u and v are vertices of X, then |Upτqu,v|2 is interpreted as the

probability of quantum state transfer from u to v at time τ.

Here are some important properties associated with state transfer. If |Upτqu,v|2 “ 1, then we say that

perfect state transfer (PST) occurs from u to v at time τ, and if u “ v, then we say that u is periodic

at time τ. The minimum positive τ such that |Upτqu,v|2 “ 1, respectively |Upτqu,u|2 “ 1, is called

the minimum PST time, respectively the minimum period. If for every ǫ ą 0, there exists τ such that

|Upτqu,v|2 ą 1 ´ ǫ, then we say that pretty good state transfer (PGST) occurs from u to v. Note that

these various types of quantum state transfer depend on the matrix M, and hence, if the matrix M is not

specified, then the statement applies to A, L, and Q. We sometimes say adjacency periodicity, PST, and

PGST when we talk about periodicity, PST, and PGST in the case that M “ A; similar language applies

when M “ L or M “ Q. If X is regular, i.e. all vertex degrees are equal, then the quantum walks with

respect to A, L, and Q are equivalent, so that we get PST/PGST between u and v (resp., periodicity at u)

with respect to A if and only if we get PST/PGST between u and v (resp., periodicity at u) with respect to

M P tL, Qu. Meanwhile, if X is bipartite, then L and Q are similar by a diagonal matrix of ˘1’s so that

ULptqu,v “ ˘UQptqu,v (3)

for any u, v P VpXq. Thus, PST/PGST occurs between u and v (resp., periodicity) with respect to L if

and only if they occur with respect to Q. For more information about continuous-time quantum walks, see
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[God12a, ADL`16, Ken06]. For more about PST, see the survey of Kendon and Tamon [KT11], Godsil

[God12b] and Kay [Kay10], and for periodicity, see the survey of Godsil [God11].

Making use of the fact that f pxq “ ex is analytic, we can write (2) using (1) as

Uptq “
ÿ

j

eitλj Ej. (4)

Let u and v be vertices in X. The eigenvalue support of u with respect to M, denoted σupMq, is the set

σupMq “ tλj : Ejeu ‰ 0u.

With respect to M, we say that u and v are

1. cospectral if pEjqu,u “ pEjqv,v for each j,

2. parallel if Ejeu and Ejev are parallel vectors for each j, i.e., for each j, there exists c P R such that

Ejeu “ cEjev, and

3. strongly cospectral if Ejeu “ ˘Ejev for each j, in which case we define the sets

σ`
uvpMq “ tλj : Ejeu “ Ejev ‰ 0u and σ´

uvpMq “ tλj : Ejeu “ ´Ejev ‰ 0u.

If u and v are cospectral with respect to M, then σupMq “ σvpMq and (4) yields Uptqu,u “ Uptqv,v,

while if u and v are strongly cospectral with respect to M, then we get σupMq “ σ`
uvpMq Y σ´

uvpMq.

It is also known that if an automorphism maps u to v, then they are cospectral with respect to M. The

concepts of cospectrality, parallelism and strong cospectrality between two vertices in a graph with respect

to its adjacency matrix were first studied in depth by Godsil and Smith [GS17], and recently generalized

to Hermitian matrices by Monterde [Mon21b].

Next, we restate a spectral characterization of twin vertices with respect to MpXq due to Monterde

[Mon21b, Lemma 2.9].

Lemma 1. Let T “ Tpω, ηq be a set of twins in X. Then u, v P T if and only if both of the following

conditions hold:

1. eu ´ ev is an eigenvector of MpXq, and

2. the eigenvalue corresponding to eu ´ ev is given by

θ “

$

’

&

’

%

ω ´ η, if MpXq “ ApXq
degpuq ´ ω ` η, if MpXq “ LpXq
degpuq ` ω ´ η, if MpXq “ QpXq.

(5)

If u and v are twins, then Lemma 1 implies that θ P σupMq. Next, we state an algebraic characteriza-

tion of twin vertices [Mon21b, Lemma 2] as well as a property of twin vertices that is useful in quantum

state transfer [Mon21b, Lemma 2.10].

Lemma 2. Vertices u and v are twins in X if and only if there exists an involution on X that switches u
and v and fixes all other vertices. Moreover, if u and v are twins in X, then u and v are cospectral.
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Let f be an automorphism of X, and u, v and w be vertices of X. Then one can easily check that

Uptqu,v “ Uptq f puq, f pvq for any t P R. Now, if we add that f fixes w but sends u to v, then we get

Uptqw,u “ Uptq f pwq, f puq “ Uptqw,v for any t P R. Thus, if Ou is the orbit of u under f , then Uptqw,u “
Uptqw,v for all v P Ou. Since Uptq is unitary, its w-th row gives us

1 “
ÿ

jPVpXq
|Uptqw,j|

2 “ |Ou||Uptqw,u|
2 `

ÿ

jROu

|Uptqw,j|
2,

for any t P R. Thus, if Uptqw,j “ 0 for j R Ou, then |Uptqw,u|2 “ 1
|Ou|

. We summarize this in the following

proposition, a part of which was first established by Coutinho [Cou14, Lemma 8.1.1].

Proposition 1. If f is an automorphism of X that fixes w and Ou is the orbit of u under f , then for any

t P R, Uptqw,u “ Uptqw,v for all v P Ou, and

|Uptqw,u|
2 ď 1

|Ou|
,

with equality if and only if Uptqw,j “ 0 for all j R Ou.

The following result imposes a particular form on the transition matrices of graphs with twin vertices.

Theorem 1. Vertices u and v are twins in X if and only if for any t P R, Uptqu,u “ Uptqv,v and Uptqw,u “
Uptqw,v for all w P VpXqztu, vu. Moreover, if u and v are twins in X, then Uptqu,u ‰ Uptqv,u.

Proof. To prove necessity, let u and v be twin vertices in X. By Lemma 2, there exists an automorphism

f of X that switches u and v, and fixes all other vertices. Thus for any t P R, Proposition 1 implies

that Uptqw,u “ Uptqw,v for all w P VpXqztu, vu. Now, by Lemma 2, u and v are cospectral, and thus,

Uptqu,u “ Uptqv,v for any t P R. To prove sufficiency, suppose a “ Uptqu,u “ Uptqv,v, b “ Uptqu,v “
Uptqv,u, and Uptqw,u “ Uptqw,v for all w P VpXqztu, vu. A simple computation reveals that Uptqpeu ´
evq “ pa ´ bqpeu ´ evq so that eu ´ ev is an eigenvector for Uptq for any t P R. Consequently, eu ´ ev is

an eigenvector for M corresponding to the eigenvalue θ given in (5) satisfying a ´ b “ eitθ. By Lemma 1,

we get that u and v are twins in X. The latter statement is true because a ´ b ‰ 0, otherwise the columns

of Uptq indexed by u and v are equal, i.e., Uptq is singular, a contradiction.

If u and v are twins, then Theorem 1 implies that Uptqeu and Uptqev have equal entries except for

those indexed by u and v. A statement similar to Theorem 1 appears in [Cou14, Theorem 8.1.3], although

we point out that since Uptqu,u ‰ Uptqv,u, it cannot happen that Uptqeu “ Uptqev. Otherwise, 0 is an

eigenvalue of Uptq, which is a contradiction because Uptq is unitary.

We now state a corollary to Theorem 1 which reveals important information about the entries of the

transition matrix indexed by twin vertices.

Corollary 1. Let T be a set of twins in X. For any u, v P T with u ‰ v, |Uptqu,u| ` |Uptqu,v| ě 1 for all

t P R. Moreover, the following statements hold.

1. Vertex u is periodic with period τ if and only if pUpτqqu,v “ 0.

2. If |T| “ 2, then perfect state transfer occurs between u and v at time t if and only if Uptqu,u “ 0,

and pretty good state transfer occurs between u and v if and only if there exists a sequence of times

tτju such that lim
jÑ8

pUpτjqqu,u “ 0.

3. If |T| ě 3 and u P T, then Uptqu,u ‰ 0 for all t P R
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Proof. Let u and v be twins in X. From the proof of Theorem 1, Uptqu,u ´ Uptqu,v is an eigenvalue of

Uptq for any t P R. Using the triangle inequality and the fact that Uptq is unitary, we obtain

1 “ |Uptqu,u ´ Uptqu,v| ď |Uptqu,u| ` |Uptqu,v|. (6)

Hence, |Uptqu,v| “ 1 if and only if Uptqu,u “ 0, and |Uptqu,u| “ 1 if and only if Uptqu,v “ 0. If we

further assume that T is a set of twins such that u, v P T and |T| ě 3, then Theorem 1 implies that

|Uptqu,v| “ |Uptqu,w| whenever w P Tztu, vu. If |Uptqu,v| “ 1, then |Uptqu,w| “ 1 for all w P Tztu, vu,

a contradiction because Uptq is unitary. Thus, |Uptqu,v| ă 1, and by (6), Uptqu,u ‰ 0 for all t P R.

Now, suppose X has n ě 3 vertices and T is a set of twins in X. If u, v P T and we let Uptqu,u “ a
and Uptqu,v “ b, then labelling the vertices so that those in T appear first, Theorem 1 yields

Uptq “
„

U1 U2

UT
2 ˚



(7)

where U1 “ pa ´ bqI|T| ` bJ|T|, a ‰ b and the columns of UT
2 are identical. Since Uptq is unitary, we have

|Uptqu,u|
2 ` p|T| ´ 1q |Uptqu,v|

2 `
ÿ

wRT

|Uptqu,w|
2 “ 1 (8)

for any t P R. Moreover, if |T| ě 3, Corollary 1(3) implies that |Uptqu,u|2 ą 0, and so (8) implies that

|Uptqu,v|
2 ă 1

|T| ´ 1
.

These considerations yield the following result.

Corollary 2. Assume X has n ě 3 vertices and let T be a set of twins in X. Then Uptq assumes the form

in (7), and (8) holds. Moreover, if u, v P T, then |Uptqu,v|2 ď 1
|T|´1

for all t P R, and this inequality is

strict whenever |T| ě 3.

If X is connected and T “ VpXq, then Corollary 2 yields Uptq “ pa ´ bqI ` bJ, which explains the

form of the transition matrix of Kn.

In [GS17], Godsil posed the problem: find examples of cospectral vertices u and v such that for some

constant δ ą 0, |Uptqu,v| ă 1 ´ δ for all t. We address this problem by using the above corollary. Take

any graph with a set of twins T with |T| ě 3. Then any two vertices u, v P T are cospectral by Lemma 2,

and Corollary 2 gives us |Uptqu,v|2 ă 1
|T|´1

“ 1 ´ δ for all t P R, where δ “ |T|´2
|T|´1

. Next, we have the

following consequence of (8).

Corollary 3. Assume X has n ě 3 vertices and let T be a set of twins in X. Then no vertex in T can be

involved in pretty good state transfer with a vertex that is not in T. Moreover, if |T| ě 3, then any vertex

in T cannot be involved in pretty good state transfer with any vertex in X.

3 Joins

The exploration of joins with respect to quantum state transfer is not entirely new (see for instance,

[ACNO`09, ACNO`10]). Here, we provide a systematic approach for studying quantum state transfer

between twin vertices that arise from joining either a complete or empty graph with another graph (possi-

bly regular). The results we develop here are instrumental in completing the discussion of double cones in

Section 5. We start by surveying the eigenvalue supports of vertices in joins of simple unweighted graphs,

beginning with the adjacency matrix.
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Lemma 3. Let X be a k-regular graph on m ě 2 vertices and Y be an ℓ-regular graph on n ě 1 vertices.

Define λ˘ “ 1
2

`

k ` ℓ ˘
?

D
˘

and D “ pk ´ ℓq2 ` 4mn. Consider Z “ X _ Y, and let u P VpXq and

w P VpYq. If one of X and Y is not complete, then λ˘ P σupAq, k P σupAq if and only if X is disconnected,

and no eigenvalue of ApYq is contained in σupAq. The following also hold.

1. If X “ Km and Y ‰ Kn, then σupAq “ tλ˘, ´1u.

2. Let X ‰ Km. If X is connected, then σupAq “ tλ˘u Y σupApXqqztku. Otherwise, σupAq “
tλ˘u Y σupApXqq. In particular, if X “ Om, then σupAq “ tλ˘, 0u, and if we add that Y “ O1,

then σwpAq “ t˘?
mu.

Proof. Let λ1 ď . . . ď λm “ k be the eigenvalues of ApXq and µ1 ď . . . ď µn “ ℓ be the eigenvalues of

ApYq. Using [CG21, Equation (12.2.1)], the spectral decomposition of ApZq is

ApZq “ λ`Eλ` ` λ´Eλ´ `
ÿ

λ‰λm

λ

„

Fλ 0

0 0



`
ÿ

µ‰µn

µ

„

0 0

0 Fµ



, (9)

where the last two terms are absent whenever both X and Y are complete graphs, the last term in the above

sum is absent if n “ 1, Fk “ Ek ´ 1
m Jm, Fλ “ Eλ if λ ă k, and

Eλ˘ “ 1

˘m
?

Dpk ´ λ¯q

„

pk ´ λ¯q2Jm mpk ´ λ¯qJm,n

mpk ´ λ¯qJn,m m2Jn



.

Moreover, k is an eigenvalue of ApZq with orthogonal projection matrix

„

Fk 0

0 0



such that Fkeu ‰
0 if and only if X is disconnected. From these considerations, the first and second statements follow

immediately.

For the Laplacian case, we have the following.

Lemma 4. Let X and Y be graphs on m ě 2 and n ě 1 vertices, respectively. Consider Z “ X _ Y, and

let u P VpXq and w P VpYq. The following hold in Z.

1. If X “ Km, then σupLq “ t0, m ` nu.

2. Let X ‰ Km. If X is connected, then σupLq “ t0, m ` n, λ ` n : 0 ă λ P σupLpXqqu. Otherwise,

σupLq “ t0, m ` n, n, λ ` n : 0 ă λ P σupLpXqqu. In particular, if X “ Om, then σupLq “
t0, m ` n, nu, and if we add that Y “ O1, then σwpLq “ t0, m ` 1u.

Proof. Let 0 “ λ1 ď . . . ď λm be the eigenvalues of LpXq and 0 “ µ1 ď . . . ď µn be the eigenvalues of

LpYq. Using [ADL`16, Equation 31], the spectral decomposition of LpZq is given by

LpZq “ 1

m ` n
p0qJm,n ` pm ` nqEm`n `

ÿ

λ‰λ1

pλ ` nq
„

Fλ 0

0 0



`
ÿ

µ‰µ1

pµ ` mq
„

0 0

0 Fµ



(10)

where Em`n “ 1
mnpm`nq

„

n2Jm ´mnJm,n

´mnJn,m m2Jn



, the third (resp., fourth) term is absent if X “ Km

(resp., Y “ Kn), the fourth term is absent if n “ 1, F0 “ E0 ´ 1
m Jm and Fλ “ Eλ whenever λ ą 0.

Moreover, n is an eigenvalue of LpZq with orthogonal projection matrix

„

F0 0

0 0



such that F0eu ‰ 0 if

and only if X is disconnected. From these considerations, conclusions 1-2 are straightforward.
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With respect to the Laplacian matrix, Alvir et al. calculated the transition matrix of a join of two

simple unweighted graphs which are not necessarily regular [ADL`16, Fact 8]. More recently, Coutinho

and Godsil provided a similar result for the case of the adjacency matrix with the additional condition that

the graphs joined are regular [CG21, Lemma 12.3.1]. For our next result, we derive the transition matrix

of a join of two simple unweighted regular graphs with respect to the signless Laplacian matrix.

Theorem 2. Let X be a k-regular graph on m ě 2 vertices, and Y be an ℓ-regular graph on n ě 1 vertices.

Let p “ 2k ´ 2ℓ` n ´ m, D “ p2k ` 2ℓ` n ` mq2 ´ 8p2kℓ` km ` ℓnq, λ˘ “ 1
2

`

2k ` 2ℓ ` n ` m ˘
?

D
˘

and consider the matrix Eλ˘ in (13). Denote the transition matrices of Z “ X _ Y, X and Y with respect

to the signless Laplacian matrix by UQptq, U1ptq and U2ptq, respectively. Then

UQptq “ eitλ`
Eλ` ` eitλ´

Eλ´ `
«

eitnUXptq ´ eitp2k`nq

m Jm 0

0 eitmUYptq ´ eip2ℓ`mq

n Jn

ff

. (11)

Proof. Let λ1 ď . . . ď λm “ 2k be the eigenvalues of QpXq and µ1 ď . . . ď µn “ 2ℓ be the eigenvalues

of QpYq. If vj is an eigenvector of QpXq corresponding to λj for j ă m and vj is orthogonal to 1, then

λj ` n is an eigenvalue of QpZq with corresponding eigenvector

„

vj

0



for j “ 1, . . . , m ´ 1. Similarly,

if wj is an eigenvector of QpYq corresponding to µj for j ă m and wj is orthogonal to 1, then µj ` m is an

eigenvalue of QpZq with corresponding eigenvector

„

0

wj



for j “ 1, . . . , n ´ 1. Using equitable parti-

tions, one can show that the remaining two eigenvalues of QpZq are λ˘ with corresponding eigenvectors

v˘ “
„ `

p ˘
?

D
˘

1m

2m1n



. Thus, we may write

QpZq “ λ`Eλ` ` λ´Eλ´ `
ÿ

λ‰λm

pλ ` nq
„

Fλ 0

0 0



`
ÿ

µ‰µn

pµ ` mq
„

0 0

0 Fµ



(12)

where F2k “ E2k ´ 1
m Jm, Fλ “ Eλ whenever λ ă 2k, and

Eλ˘ “ 1

m
”

`

p ˘
?

D
˘2 ` 4mn

ı

«

`

p ˘
?

D
˘2

Jm 2m
`

p ˘
?

D
˘

Jm,n

2m
`

p ˘
?

D
˘

Jn,m 4m2Jn

ff

. (13)

Moreover, 2k is an eigenvalue of QpZq with orthogonal projection matrix

„

F2k 0

0 0



such that F2keu ‰ 0

if and only if X is disconnected. Using (4), (12), and the fact that UXptq “ ei2kt

m Jm ` ř

λ‰2k eitλFλ

completes the proof.

We note that the last two terms in (11) are absent whenever both X and Y are complete and the last

term in the above sum is absent whenever n “ 1.

Finally, we state the following corollary about eigenvalue supports of vertices in a join with respect to

the signless Laplacian matrix. The proof is similar to Lemma 3.

Corollary 4. Assume the hypothesis of Theorem 2 holds. If one of X and Y is not complete, then λ˘ P
σupQq, 2k P σupQq if and only if X is disconnected, and no eigenvalue of QpYq is contained in σupQq.

The following also hold in Z.

1. If X “ Km and Y ‰ Kn, then σupQq “ tλ˘, m ` n ´ 2u.

2. Let X ‰ Km. If X is connected, then σupQq “ tλ˘u Y σupQpXqqzt2ku. Otherwise, σupQq “
tλ˘u Y σupQpXqq. In particular, if X “ Om, then σupQq “ tλ˘, nu.
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4 Periodicity

Denote the minimum period of a periodic vertex u by ρ. Then every period τ of u is an integer multiple

of ρ. Moreover, if PST occurs between u and v at time τ, then both of them are periodic at time 2τ. The

converse of this is not necessarily true as periodic vertices need not exhibit PST. However, it is shown

by Godsil in [God12a] that if u is periodic and there is PST between u and v, then the minimum PST

time between u and v is ρ{2, and PST occurs between u and v at every odd multiple of ρ{2. Now, since

periodicity is a necessary condition for PST, to characterize PST between twin vertices, we first need to

characterize periodic twin vertices. To do this, we state the famous Ratio Condition due to Godsil [God11].

Theorem 3. Let X be a weighted graph, possibly with loops. The following are equivalent.

1. Vertex u of X is periodic.

2. For all λp, λq, λr, λs P σupMq with λr ‰ λs, we have

λp ´ λq

λr ´ λs
P Q. (14)

If in addition we assume that φpM, tq P Zrxs, then u is periodic if and only if either (i) σupMq Ď Z, or

(ii) every λj P σupMq is of the form λj “ 1
2

´

a ` cj

?
∆

¯

, where a, cj and ∆ ą 1 are integers such that ∆

is square-free, and the difference between any two eigenvalues in σupMq is an integer multiple of
?

∆.

Eigenvalue supports are known to contain at least two elements [Mon21b, Proposition 2.8]. The fol-

lowing result determines the minimum period of periodic vertices.

Theorem 4. Let u and v be vertices in X, and σupMq “ tλ1, λ2, . . . , λnu with λ1 ą λ2.

1. If |σupMq| “ 2, then u is periodic with ρ “ 2π
λ1´λ2

.

2. If |σupMq| ě 3 and u is periodic, then ρ “ 2πq
λ1´λ2

, where q “ lcmpq2, . . . , qnq and each qj is an

integer such that
λ1´λj

λ1´λ2
“ pj

q j
for some integer pj such that gcdppj, qjq “ 1.

Proof. The first statement is straightforward, and so we only prove the second. Let us suppose that u is

periodic with σupMq “ tλ1, . . . , λnu for some n ě 3. Then Theorem 3 holds, and we may let
λ1´λj

λ1´λ2
“ pj

q j
,

where each pj and qj are integers such that gcdppj, qjq “ 1. The fact that u is periodic is equivalent to the

existence of a time t and unit γ P C such that

Uptqeu “ γeu.

The spectral decomposition of Uptq in (4) allows us to write the above equation as
ř

j eitλj Ejeu “ ř

j γEjeu.

Equivalently, eitpλ1´λjq “ 1, which holds if and only if for each j ě 2, we have tpλ1 ´ λjq “ 2kπ for some

integer k. Now, suppose ρ “ 2πz
λ1´λ2

for some z P R. Since gcdppj, qjq “ 1 for each j ě 2, we get that

ρpλ1 ´ λjq “ 2πz
´

λ1´λj

λ1´λ2

¯

“ 2πzpj

q j
is an integer multiple of 2π if and only if z is the minimum integer

such that each qj divides z. Therefore, z “ q, where q “ lcmpq2, . . . , qnq and so ρ “ 2πq
λ1´λ2

.

If λ1 and λ2 are the largest and smallest eigenvalues in σupMq, then Godsil showed that ρ ě 2π
λ1´λ2

(see [God12a, Lemma 3.4]). However, if |σupMq| ě 3, then q in Theorem 4(2) satisfies q ą 1, and so
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ρ ą 2π
λ1´λ2

. Thus, the inequality ρ ě 2π
λ1´λ2

is tight if and only if |σupMq| “ 2. We also note that while q
depends on the choice of λ1 and λ2, the minimum period ρ in Theorem 4 does not.

We say that a subset W Ď VpXq is periodic if each vertex in W is periodic and there exists a time

τ ą 0 such that |Upτqu,u| “ 1 for each u P W. The minimum time such that W is periodic is called the

minimum period ρ of W. In particular, if W “ VpXq, then we say that X is periodic. As each vertex in

W is periodic, it follows that ρ is an integer multiple of the minimum periods of the vertices in W. It is

also immediate that if all vertices in W have the same eigenvalue support, then W is periodic if and only if

one of its vertices is periodic, and as a consequence, each vertex has the same minimum period ρ, which

equals the minimum period of W.

Now, if T is a set of twins in X, then Lemma 2 implies that the vertices in T are pairwise cospectral,

and thus, they all have the same eigenvalue support. Combining this with Lemma 1 and [God12b, Theorem

6.1] yields a characterization of periodic twin vertices whenever φpM, tq P Zrxs.

Theorem 5. Let φpM, tq P Zrxs and T be a set of twins in X with σupMq “ tθ, λ1, . . . , λru for each

u P T. Then T is periodic if and only if λj “ θ ` bj

?
∆ for each j, where θ is given in (5), bj is an integer,

and either ∆ “ 1 or ∆ ą 1 is a square-free integer. Moreover, if T is periodic, then each u P T has

minimum period ρ “ 2π{g
?

∆, where g “ gcdpb1, . . . , brq.

Example 1. Let n ě 2 and consider the star K1,n – On _ O1 with set of leaves T “ tu1, . . . , unu. Then

T is a set of twins in K1,n and Lemma 3(2b) yields σuj
pAq “ tθ, ˘?

nu for each j, where θ “ 0. Moreover,

Lemma 4(2) gives us σuj
pLq “ t1, 0, n ` 1u Ď Z. Invoking Theorem 5 and (3), we conclude that T is

periodic with respect to M P tA, L, Qu.

We now use Theorem 5 to characterize adjacency periodic twin vertices in simple unweighted joins of

the form X _ Y, where X is either Km or Om, and Y is regular.

Theorem 6. Let m ě 2, X P tKm, Omu, and Y be an ℓ-regular graph on n ě 1 vertices. Consider λ˘ and

D in Lemma 3, where k “ m ´ 1 whenever X “ Km and k “ 0 whenever X “ Om. Suppose Z “ X _ Y,

and let T “ VpXq and S “ VpYq. The following hold in Z.

1. If X “ Km and Y “ Kn, then Z is adjacency periodic with ρ “ 2π
m`n .

2. Let Y ‰ Kn. Then T is adjacency periodic if and only if either

(a) X “ Om and Y “ On, in which case ρ “ 2π?
mn

, or

(b) D is a perfect square, in which case ρ “ 2π
g , where g “ gcdpλ´ ´ θ, λ` ´ θq, θ “ ´1 if

X “ Km, and θ “ 0 if X “ Om.

Moreover, if Y is disconnected and n ě 2, then S is adjacency periodic if and only if D is a perfect

square and Y is integral.

Proof. Since 1 is clear, it suffices to show 2. Let Y ‰ Kn, and suppose u P T and w P S. By Lemma

3(2), we have σupAq “ tλ˘, θu, where θ “ ´1 if X “ Km and θ “ 0 if X “ Om, and we can

write λ˘ “ θ ` 1
2

`

k ` ℓ ´ 2θ ˘
?

D
˘

, where k ` ℓ ´ 2θ ě 0 and k “ m ´ 1 whenever X “ Km and

k “ 0 whenever X “ Om. Invoking Theorem 5, we conclude that T is periodic if and only if either

k ` ℓ ´ 2θ “ 0 or D is a perfect square. The former is only possible if k “ ℓ “ θ “ 0, in which case

X “ Om and Y “ On so that σupAq “ t0, ˘?
mnu by Lemma 3(2b), and thus, ρ “ 2π?

mn
by Theorem

4(2). For the latter case, we get σupAq Ď Z, and so by Theorem 3, T is periodic, and Theorem 4 gives us

ρ “ 2π
g , where g “ gcdpλ´ ´ θ, λ` ´ θq. Finally, if Y is disconnected and n ě 2, then ℓ, λ˘ P σwpAq

by Lemma 3(2), and so Theorem 3 implies that S is adjacency periodic if and only if D is a perfect square

11



and Y is integral. We note that this result about periodicity of S in Z holds for any regular graph X, and

not just for X P tKm, Omu.

For the Laplacian case, the following is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.

Theorem 7. Let m ě 2, X P tKm, Omu, and Y be a graph on n ě 1 vertices. Consider Z “ X _ Y, and

let T “ VpXq and S “ VpYq. The following hold in Z.

1. T (resp., S whenever n ě 2) is Laplacian periodic with ρ “ 2π
m`n whenever X “ Km (resp.,

Y “ Kn), while ρ “ 2π
g whenever X “ Om (resp., Y “ On), where g “ gcdpm, nq. Moreover, if

n “ 1, then S is Laplacian periodic with ρ “ 2π
m`1 .

2. Let Y R tKn, Onu. Then S is Laplacian periodic if and only if Y is Laplacian integral.

Lastly, we deal with the signless Laplacian matrix.

Theorem 8. Let X be either Km or Om with m ě 2, and Y be an ℓ-regular graph on n ě 1 vertices.

Consider λ˘ and D in Theorem 2, where k “ m ´ 1 whenever X “ Km and k “ 0 whenever X “ Om.

Suppose Z “ X _ Y where Y ‰ Kn, and let T “ VpXq and S “ VpYq. The following hold in Z.

1. If X “ Km, then T is signless Laplacian periodic if and only if either n “ m ` 2ℓ ` 2 or D is a

perfect square.

2. If X “ Om, then T is signless Laplacian periodic if and only if either ℓ “ 0, n “ 2ℓ ` m or D is a

perfect square.

3. If Y is disconnected and n ě 2, then S is signless Laplacian periodic if and only if D is a perfect

square and Y is signless Laplacian integral.

Moreover, the minimum period of T is ρ “ 2πq?
D

, where p and q are integers with gcdpp, qq “ 1 such that

λ`´θ
λ`´λ´ “ p

q , and θ “ m ` n ´ 2 if X “ Km and θ “ n if X “ Om.

Proof. Since the case X “ Km and Y “ Kn is equivalent to Theorem 6(1), it suffices to assume that Y is not

complete. Let u P T and w P S. From Corollary 4(2), we have σupQq “ tλ˘, m ` n ´ 2u whenever X “
Km, while σupQq “ tλ˘, nu whenever X “ Om. If X “ Km, then λ˘ “ θ ` 1

2pm ` 2ℓ ´ n ` 2 `
?

Dq,

where θ “ m ` n ´ 2. On the other hand, if X “ Om, then we can write λ˘ “ θ ` 1
2p2ℓ ´ n ` m ˘

?
Dq,

where θ “ n. Invoking Theorem 5 and the fact that the case ℓ “ 0 whenever X “ Om is equivalent to

Theorem 6(2) proves 1 and 2, and Theorem 4(2) yields the corresponding minimum periods. To prove 3,

we note from Corollary 4(2) that 2k P σwpQq. By Theorem 3, S is periodic if and only if D is a perfect

square and Y is signless Laplacian integral. Again, we note that this result about periodicity of S in Z
holds for any regular graph X, and not just for X P tKm, Omu.

Theorems 6, 7, and 8 provide a plethora of join graphs that exhibit periodicity with respect to their

adjacency, Laplacian, or signless Laplacian matrix, respectively.

5 Perfect state transfer

We first state an important observation due to Dave Morris [God12a, Lemma 13.1].

Lemma 5. If pretty good state transfer occurs between u and v, then u and v are strongly cospectral.
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It is well-known that two vertices are strongly cospectral if and only if they are cospectral and parallel.

Since twin vertices are cospectral by Lemma 2, it follows that twin vertices are strongly cospectral if and

only if they are parallel. Next, we state the Corollaries 3.10 and 3.14 in [Mon21b] respectively, which will

prove useful in this section.

Lemma 6. Let T be a set of twins in X. If |T| ě 3, then each vertex v P T is not parallel, and hence not

strongly cospectral, with any vertex z ‰ u.

Lemma 7. Let T “ tu, vu be a set of twins in X, and consider θ in (5). If Ω is an orthogonal set of

eigenvectors for θ such that eu ´ ev P Ω, then u and v are strongly cospectral if and only if (i) |Ω| “ 1
or (ii) wTeu “ wTev “ 0 for all w P Ωzteu ´ evu. Moreover, if u and v are strongly cospectral, then

σ´
uvpMq “ tθu, and u and v cannot be strongly cospectral to any w P VpXqztu, vu.

If u and v are are strongly cospectral, then |σupMq| ě 3 [Mon21b, Theorem 3.4]. Thus, if u and v are

twins that are strongly cospectral, then Lemma 7 yields |σ`
uvpMq| ě 2 and |σ´

uvpMq| “ 1. A related result

of Coutinho and Liu says that if u and v are strongly cospectral and |σ´
uvpMq| “ 1, then u and v are twins

[CL15, Lemma 3.1]. Thus, if u and v are strongly cospectral with respect to M, then u and v are twins if

and only if |σ´
uvpMq| “ 1.

It is known that PST is monogamous [Kay11]. However, PGST is not, as shown by the Cartesian

product of P2 and P3 provided by Pal and Bhattacharjya in [PB17c, Example 4.1] which exhibits pairwise

adjacency PGST between four vertices. For the weighted case, Johnston et al. provided a graph that

exhibits Laplacian PGST from one vertex to three distinct vertices [JKP`17, Example 2]. However, from

Lemma 6, if PGST occurs between vertices in a set of twins T, then |T| “ 2. Combining this with Lemma

7, we conclude that a vertex u with a twin in X can only pair up with at most one vertex v to exhibit PGST.

That is, PGST is monogamous when it involves a vertex with a twin.

Making use of Lemma 7 and a characterization of PST by Coutinho [Cou14, Theorem 2.4.4], we

obtain the following characterization of PST between twin vertices.

Theorem 9. Let T “ tu, vu be a set of twins in X and suppose σupMq “ tθ, λ1, . . . , λru, where θ is given

in (5). Then perfect state transfer occurs between u and v if and only if

1. Eθeu “ ´Eθev, Ejeu “ Ejev j “ 1, . . . , r; and

2. there exists a time τ such that for each j “ 1, . . . , r, an odd mj exists such that

τpλj ´ θq “ mjπ. (15)

In addition, the minimum time that perfect state transfer occurs between u and v is τ “ πq
λ1´λ2

, where q is

an integer given in Theorem 4.

Denote the largest power of two that divides an integer b by ν2pbq. With the assumption in Theorem

9, we further suppose that φpM, tq P Zrxs. Applying the well-known characterization of PST due to

Coutinho [Cou14, Theorem 2.4.4] for the case that φpM, tq P Zrxs, we obtain the a characterization of

perfect state transfer between twin vertices whenever φpM, tq P Zrxs.

Theorem 10. Let φpM, tq P Zrxs and T “ tu, vu be a set of twins in X with σupMq “ tθ, λ1, . . . , λru,

where θ is given in (5). Then perfect state transfer occurs between u and v if and only if the following

conditions holds.

1. u and v are strongly cospectral with σ`
uvpMq “ tλ1, . . . , λru and σ´

uvpMq “ tθu.
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2. For each j, λj “ θ ` bj

?
∆, where bj is an integer, and ∆ “ 1 or ∆ ą 1 is a square-free integer.

3. For each j, ν2pbjq “ q, where q is a nonnegative integer.

In addition, if perfect state transfer occurs between u and v, then the minimum PST time is τ “ π
g

?
∆

,

where g “ gcdpb1, . . . , brq.

In Theorem 10, conditions (1) and (2) respectively reflect the fact that strong cospectrality and period-

icity are necessary conditions for PST. To check strong cospectrality between twins, one may use Lemma

7. We also note that the minimum PST time in Theorem 10 is indeed half of the minimum period indicated

in Theorem 5. Lastly, we remark that Theorem 10 can be proven using Theorems 5 and 9.

We illustrate Theorem 10 using the cocktail party graph mK2 as an example.

Example 2. Note that mK2 contains m pairs of false twins and is p2m ´ 2q-regular. The eigenvalues of A
are 2m ´ 2, θ “ 0 (multiplicity m), and ´2 (multiplicity m ´ 1). One checks that any pair of false twins in

mK2 are strongly cospectral with eigenvalue support containing all three eigenvalues of A. By Theorem

5, every vertex of mK2 is periodic with minimum period ρ “ π. Moreover, since the largest power of two

that divides 2pm ´ 1q and ´2 are equal if and only if m ´ 1 is odd, Theorem 10 yields PST between any

pair of false twins in mK2 if and only if m is even, in which case the minimum PST time is τ “ π{2. These

observations also apply to the Laplacian and signless Laplacian case because mK2 is regular.

Let X P tOm, Kmu and Y be a graph on n ě 1 vertices. In the simple unweighted join X _ Y, the

vertices in X form a set of twins T in X _ Y. If m ě 3, then Corollary 3 implies that any vertex in X cannot

be involved in PGST with any other vertex in X _ Y. This motivates us to look at the case m “ 2. Let

m “ 2 and VpXq “ tu, vu. The join X _ Y is called a double cone on Y with apexes u and v. In particular,

if X “ K2, then we call X _ Y a connected double cone on Y. Otherwise, X _ Y is a disconnected double

cone on Y. Earlier work by Angeles-Canul et al. provides partial results for adjacency PST in double cones

on regular graphs [ACNO`10, Corollaries 13, 15].

Here, we go a step further by providing a complete characterization of double cones on regular graphs

which exhibit adjacency and signless Laplacian PST. This characterization highlights infinite families of

graphs having adjacency or signless Laplacian PST. We begin with the disconnected case.

Theorem 11. Let Y be a ℓ-regular graph on n ě 1 vertices. The following hold.

1. Adjacency perfect state transfer occurs between the apexes of O2 _ Y if and only if either (i) ℓ “ 0
or (ii) ℓ ą 0, n “ 1

2 spℓ ` sq for some integer s, and ν2pℓq ą ν2psq ě 1. Moreover, if ℓ “ 0, then

the minimum time that perfect state transfer occurs is τ “ π?
2n

. Otherwise, it is τ “ π
g , where

g “ gcdpℓ ` s, sq.

2. Signless Laplacian perfect state transfer occurs between the apexes of O2 _ Y if and only if one of

the following conditions holds

(a) ℓ “ 0 and n ” 2 (mod 4);

(b) ℓ ą 0 and n “ 2ℓ ` 2; or

(c) ℓ ą 0, n “ sp2ℓ´s`2q
2ℓ´s for some integer s, and either (i) ν2psq ą 1, ℓ is even and ν2pnq “ 1 or

(ii) ℓ is odd, ν2pnq ą ν2psq and ν2pℓ ` 1q ą ν2psq ´ 1.

Moreover, the minimum time that perfect state transfer occurs is τ “ π
2 whenever ℓ “ 0, and

τ “ π?
2n

whenever ℓ ą 0 and n “ 2ℓ` 2. Otherwise, it is τ “ π
g , where g “ gcdp2ℓ´ s ` 2, n ´ sq.
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Proof. Let u and v be the apexes of O2 _ Y. By virtue of [Mon21b, Corollary 6.9(1)], u and v are strongly

cospectral both with respect to A and Q. Making use of Lemmas 1 and 7, we get that σ´
uvpAq “ t0u and

σ´
uvpQq “ tnu. We divide our discussion into two cases: the adjacency case and the signless Laplacian

case.

We begin by proving the first statement. By Lemma 3(2), we get σupAq “ tλ˘, 0u, where λ˘ “
1
2

´

ℓ ˘
?
ℓ2 ` 8n

¯

. If ℓ “ 0, then σupAq “
 

˘
?

2n, 0
(

, where ν2p
?

2nq “ ν2p´
?

2nq. By Theorem 10,

PST occurs between u and v with minimum time τ “ π?
2n

, and so (i) holds. Now, let ℓ ą 0. By Theorem

10, adjacency PST occurs between u and v if and only if ℓ2 ` 8n is a perfect square and

ν2pℓ `
a

ℓ2 ` 8nq “ ν2pℓ ´
a

ℓ2 ` 8nq. (16)

Now, ℓ2 ` 8n is a perfect square if and only if 8n “ 4spℓ ` sq for some integer s such that spℓ ` sq is

even. Making use of (16), we get ν2pℓ ` sq “ ν2psq which implies that ν2pℓq ą ν2psq. As ν2psq ě 0

and ν2pnq “ ν2

´

spℓ`sq
2

¯

“ ν2psq ` ν2pℓ ` sq ´ 1 “ 2ν2psq ´ 1 ě 0, we obtain νpsq ě 1. Therefore,

(ii) is true. Lasly, invoking Theorem 10 yields the minimum PST time τ “ π
2g , where g “ gcdpℓ `?

ℓ2 ` 8n, ℓ ´
?
ℓ2 ` 8nq.

Next, we show the second statement. By Corollary 4(2b), we get σupQq “ tλ˘, θu, where λ˘ “
1
2p2ℓ ` n ` 2 ˘

a

p2ℓ ` n ` 2q2 ´ 8ℓnq and θ “ n in Theorem 10. We have the following cases.

• Let ℓ “ 0 so that σupQq “ tn, n ` 2, 0u. Since we can write n ` 2 “ θ ` 2 and 0 “ θ ` p´nq, we obtain

ν2p´nq “ ν2p2q “ 1 if and only if n “ 2c for some odd c, or equivalently, n ” 2 (mod 4). Applying Theorem

10, we get signless Laplacian PST between u and v if and only if n ” 2 (mod 4), in which case the minimum

PST time is τ “ π
2 .

• Let ℓ ą 0 so that we can write λ˘ “ θ ` 1
2

´

2ℓ ´ n ` 2 ˘
a

p2ℓ ` n ` 2q2 ´ 8ℓn
¯

. Invoking Theorems

8(2) and 10(2), we need either n “ 2ℓ ` 2 or p2ℓ ` n ` 2q2 ´ 8ℓn is a perfect square. If n “ 2ℓ ` 2, then

λ˘ “ θ ˘ 2
?
ℓ ` 1, and hence, Theorem 10 yields signless Laplacian PST between u and v with minimum

time τ “ π
2
?
ℓ`1

“ π?
2n

. Now, suppose p2ℓ ` n ` 2q2 ´ 8ℓn is a perfect square. By Theorem 10(3), signless

Laplacian PST occurs between u and v if and only if

ν2

ˆ

2ℓ ´ n ` 2 `
b

p2ℓ ` n ` 2q2 ´ 8ℓn

˙

“ ν2

ˆ

2ℓ ´ n ` 2 ´
b

p2ℓ ` n ` 2q2 ´ 8ℓn

˙

. (17)

Using conjugation, (17) yields ν2

´

p2ℓ ´ n ` 2 ˘
a

p2ℓ ` n ` 2q2 ´ 8ℓnq2
¯

“ ν2p8nq. Thus, ν2pnq is odd

and we may write (17) as

ν2

ˆ

2ℓ ´ n ` 2 ˘
b

p2ℓ ` n ` 2q2 ´ 8ℓn

˙

“ 1

2
pν2pnq ` 3q . (18)

Since p2ℓ` n ` 2q2 ´ 8ℓn is a perfect square, we can write 8ℓn “ 4sp2ℓ` n ´ s ` 2q for some integer s such

that sp2ℓ ` n ´ s ` 2q is even, i.e., n “ sp2ℓ´s`2q
2ℓ`s . Since n is even, s is also even. This allows us to write

2ℓ ` 2 ´ s “ 2pℓ ` 1 ´ s
2 q, and so we may write (18) as

ν2

´

ℓ ` 1 ´ s

2

¯

` 1 “ ν2pn ´ sq “ 1

2
pν2pnq ` 1q . (19)

Let n “ 2ν2pnqa, ℓ “ 2ν2pℓqb and s “ 2ν2psqc for odd a, b and c. If ν2pnq ď ν2psq, then we can write

n ´ s “ 2ν2pnqpa ´ 2ν2psq´ν2pnqcq. Thus, ν2pn ´ sq “ ν2pnq ą 1
2 pν2pnq ` 1q whenever 3 ď ν2pnq ă ν2psq

while ν2pn ´ sq ą ν2pnq ě 1
2 pν2pnq ` 1q whenever 1 ď ν2pnq “ ν2psq. Both subcases contradict (19), and

this allows us to narrow down to the following cases.
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– Let ν2psq ą 1 and ν2pnq “ 1 so that ν2pn ´ sq “ 1. If ℓ is even, then ν2pℓ ` 1 ´ s
2 q “ 0. Otherwise,

ν2pℓ ` 1 ´ s
2 q ą 0. Thus, (19) holds if and only if ℓ is even.

– Let ν2pnq ą ν2psq so that ν2pnq ě 3. Then ν2pn ´ sq “ ν2psq, and (19) holds if and only if

ν2

´

ℓ ` 1 ´ s

2

¯

` 1 “ ν2psq “ 1

2
pν2pnq ` 1q ě 2. (20)

If ℓ is even, then ν2pℓ ` 1 ´ s
2 q “ 0, a contradiction to (20). Now, suppose ℓ is odd and let ℓ ` 1 “

2ν2pℓ`1qd. We have the following subcases.

* If ν2pℓ ` 1q ą ν2psq ´ 1, then ν2pℓ ` 1 ´ s
2 q “ ν2psq ´ 1, and so (20) holds if and only if

ν2psq “ 1
2 pν2pnq ` 1q.

* If ν2pℓ ` 1q “ ν2psq ´ 1, then ν2pℓ ` 1 ´ s
2 q ą ν2psq ´ 1, and so (20) fails.

* If ν2pℓ ` 1q ă ν2psq ´ 1, then ν2pℓ ` 1 ´ s
2 q “ ν2pℓ ` 1q, and so (20) fails.

Combining the two cases above, we get PST occurring between u and v whenever p2ℓ ` n ` 2q2 ´ 8ℓn is a

perfect square if and only if n “ sp2ℓ´s`2q
2ℓ`s for some integer s, and either (i) ν2psq ą 1, ν2pnq “ 1 and ℓ is

even or (ii) ℓ is odd, ν2pnq ą ν2psq and ν2pℓ ` 1q ą ν2psq ´ 1. Finally, we invoke Theorem 10 to get the

minimum time that signless Laplacian PST occurs for the case ℓ ą 0 and p2ℓ ` n ` 2q2 ´ 8ℓn is a perfect

square.

Thus, we have covered all cases.

Next, we examine the case of connected double cones.

Theorem 12. Let Y be a ℓ-regular graph on n ě 1 vertices with ℓ ‰ n ´ 1. The following hold.

1. Adjacency perfect state transfer occurs between the apexes of K2 _ Y if and only if n “ spℓ´1`sq
2 for

some integer s satisfying ν2pℓ ` 3q ą ν2ps ´ 2q ě 1 (so that ℓ is odd and s is even). In particular,

if n “ spℓ´1`sq
2 and we let ℓ ` 1 “ 2ν2pℓ`1qa and s “ 2ν2psqb for some odd a and b, then the

condition ν2pℓ ` 3q ą ν2ps ´ 2q ě 1 holds if and only if ν2pℓ ` 1q “ 1 and either (i) ν2psq “ 1 and

ν2pa ` 1q ą ν2pb ´ 1q, or (ii) ν2psq ą 1. Moreover, the minimum time that perfect state transfer

occurs is τ “ π
g , where g “ gcdpℓ ` s ` 1, s ´ 2q.

2. Signless Laplacian perfect state transfer occurs between the apexes of K2 _ Y if and only if the

following conditions hold

(a) n “ 2ℓ ` 4; or

(b) n “ sp2ℓ`sq
s`2 for some integer s and either

i. ℓ is even and ν2psq ą 1; or

ii. ℓ is odd, n “ 2a and s “ 2c for some odd a and c, and either

A. 2ν2pc ´ 1q “ 2ν2pa ´ 1q ´ 2 “ ν2pℓ ` 1q ě 2

B. 2ν2pc ´ 1q “ 2ν2pa ´ 1q “ ν2pℓ ` 1q ě 2, and ν2px ´ yq “ 1, where x and y are

odd integers such that c ´ 1 “ 2c´1x and a ´ 1 “ 2a´1y.

Moreover, if n “ 2ℓ ` 4 and ℓ ` 3 is an odd perfect square, then the minimum time that perfect state

transfer occurs is τ “ π?
2pn`2q

. Otherwise, it is τ “ π
g , where g “ gcdp2ℓ ´ n ` s ` 2, s ´ 2q.

Proof. Let u and v be the apexes of K2 _ H. By [Mon21b, Corollary 6.9(1)], u and v are strongly

cospectral with respect to both A and Q. By Lemmas 1 and 7, we obtain σ´
uvpAq “ t´1u and σ´

uvpQq “
tn ´ 1u.
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First, we prove the first statement. By Lemma 3(2) yields σupAq “ tλ˘, θu, where λ˘ “ 1
2pℓ `

1 ˘
a

pℓ ´ 1q2 ` 8nq and θ “ ´1 in Theorem 10. Observe that we can write λ˘ “ θ ` 1
2 pℓ ` 3 ˘

a

pℓ ´ 1q2 ` 8nq. Applying Theorem 10, adjacency PST occurs between u and v if and only if pℓ ´ 1q2 `
8n is a perfect square and

ν2

ˆ

ℓ ` 3 `
b

pℓ ´ 1q2 ` 8n

˙

“ ν2

ˆ

ℓ ` 3 ´
b

pℓ ´ 1q2 ` 8n

˙

. (21)

Note that pℓ ´ 1q2 ` 8n is a perfect square if and only if 8n “ 4spℓ ´ 1 ` sq for some integer s such that

spℓ ´ 1 ` sq is even. Thus, we can write (21) as ν2pℓ ` s ` 1q “ ν2ppℓ ` 3q ` ps ´ 2qq “ ν2ps ´ 2q,

which is equivalent to ν2pℓ ` 3q ą ν2ps ´ 2q. Thus, ℓ is odd, and because spℓ ´ 1 ` sq is even, s is also

even. Let ℓ ` 1 “ 2ν2pℓ`1qa and s “ 2ν2psqb for some odd a and b so that ℓ ` 3 “ 2p2ν2pℓ`1q´1a ` 1q and

s ´ 2 “ 2p2ν2psq´1b ´ 1q. Using these two equations, one can show that (i) ν2pℓ ` 3q ą ν2ps ´ 2q ą 1
if and only if ν2pℓ ` 1q “ ν2psq “ 1 and ν2pa ` 1q ą ν2pb ´ 1q and (ii) ν2pℓ ` 3q ą ν2ps ´ 2q “ 1
if and only if ν2pℓ ` 1q “ 1 and ν2psq ą 1. Equivalently, ν2pℓ ` 1q “ 1 and either (i) ν2psq “ 1 and

ν2pa ` 1q ě ν2pb ´ 1q, or (ii) ν2psq ą 1. Thus, 1 holds.

Next, we prove the second statement in a similar way we proved Theorem 11(2). By Corollary 4(2a),

σupQq “ tλ˘, θu, where λ˘ “ 1
2

´

2ℓ ` n ` 4 ˘
a

p2ℓ ` n ` 4q2 ´ 8p2ℓ ` 2 ` ℓnq
¯

and θ “ n in The-

orem 10. Observe that we can write λ˘ “ θ ` 1
2

´

2ℓ ´ n ` 4 ˘
a

p2ℓ ´ nq2 ` 8n
¯

. Invoking Theorems

8(2) and 10(2), we need either n “ 2ℓ ` 4 or p2ℓ ´ nq2 ` 8n is a perfect square. Let us first look at what

happens when n “ 2ℓ ` 4. This yields λ˘ “ θ `
a

2pn ` 2q, and so 10(3) gives us signless Laplacian

PST. Now, suppose that p2ℓ ´ nq2 ` 8n is a perfect square. By Theorem 10(3), we get signless Laplacian

PST between u and v if and only if

ν2

ˆ

2ℓ ´ n ` 4 `
b

p2ℓ ´ nq2 ` 8n

˙

“ ν2

ˆ

2ℓ ´ n ` 4 ´
b

p2ℓ ´ nq2 ` 8n

˙

. (22)

Again, by conjugation, (22) yields ν2

´

p2ℓ ´ n ` 4 ˘
a

p2ℓ ´ nq2 ` 8nq2
¯

“ ν2p16pℓ ` 1qq. Therefore,

ν2pℓ ` 1q is even and we may write (22) as

ν2

ˆ

2ℓ ´ n ` 4 ˘
b

p2ℓ ´ nq2 ` 8n

˙

“ 1

2
ν2pℓ ` 1q ` 2. (23)

Since p2ℓ ´ nq2 ` 8n is a perfect square, we can write 8n “ 4sp2ℓ ´ n ` sq for some integer s such that

sp2ℓ ´ n ` sq is even, i.e., n “ sp2ℓ`sq
s`2 . Thus, we may write (23) as

ν2 p2ℓ ´ n ` s ` 2q “ ν2ps ´ 2q “ 1

2
ν2pℓ ` 1q ` 1 ě 1. (24)

If s and n have opposite parities, then ν2 p2ℓ ´ n ` s ` 2q “ 0, a contradiction to (24). Moreover, if s
is odd, then ν2ps ´ 2q “ 0, again a contradiction to (24), Thus, both s and n are even. Let n “ 2ν2pnqa,

ℓ “ 2ν2pℓqb and s “ 2ν2psqc for odd a, b and c. We have the following cases.

• Let ℓ be even so that ν2pℓ ` 1q “ 0. By (24), we get ν2 p2ℓ ´ n ` s ` 2q “ ν2ps ´ 2q “ 1, which holds if and

only if ν2psq ą 1 and ν2pnq ą 1. As n “ sp2ℓ`sq
s`2 , the condition ν2psq ą 1 implies that ν2pnq ą 1. Thus, we

get signless Laplacian PST in this case if and only if ν2psq ą 1.

• Let ℓ be odd so that ν2pℓ ` 1q ě 2. Note that 2ℓ´ n ` s ` 2 “ 2ppℓ` 1q ` ps ´ nq{2q. If ν2pnq ą ν2psq “ 1,

then ν2p2ℓ ´ n ` s ` 2q “ 1, a contradiction to (24). Moreover, if ν2psq ą 1, then ν2ps ´ 2q “ 1, again
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a contradiction to (24). Thus, the only case left is ν2pnq “ ν2psq “ 1. Let ν2pnq “ ν2psq “ 1 so that

2ℓ ´ n ` s ` 2 “ 2ppℓ ` 1q ` pc ´ aq{2q and ν2ps ´ 2q “ 2pc ´ 1q. Then we can write (24) as

ν2 ppℓ ` 1q ` pc ´ aq{2q “ ν2pc ´ 1q “ 1

2
ν2pℓ ` 1q ě 1. (25)

– If ν2pℓ ` 1q ď ν2pc ´ aq ´ 1, then ν2 ppℓ ` 1q ` pc ´ aq{2q ě ν2pℓ ` 1q ą 1
2 ν2pℓ ` 1q because ν2pℓ `

1q ě 2, a contradiction to (25).

– If ν2pℓ ` 1q ą ν2pc ´ aq ´ 1, then ν2 ppℓ ` 1q ` pc ´ aq{2q “ ν2pc ´ aq ´ 1 and so we can write (25)

as

ν2pc ´ aq ´ 1 “ ν2pc ´ 1q “ 1

2
ν2pℓ ` 1q. (26)

If a “ 1, then ν2pc ´ 1q ´ 1 “ ν2pc ´ 1q by (26), a contradiction, and so a ě 3. Since c and a are odd,

we may write c ´ 1 “ 2c´1x and a ´ 1 “ 2a´1y, where x and y are odd. Thus, c ´ a “ 2c´1x ´ 2a´1y.

If ν2pc ´ 1q ă ν2pa ´ 1q, then ν2pc ´ aq “ ν2pc ´ 1q, and so (26) fails. If if ν2pc ´ 1q ą ν2pa ´ 1q,

then one checks that ν2pc ´ aq ´ 1 “ ν2pc ´ 1q if and only if ν2pc ´ 1q “ ν2pa ´ 1q ´ 1. Finally, if

ν2pc ´ 1q “ ν2pa ´ 1q, then we get c ´ a “ 2c´1px ´ yq, and therefore, ν2pc ´ aq ´ 1 “ ν2pc ´ 1q if

and only if ν2px ´ yq “ 1.

Combining the subcases above for the case when ℓ is odd, we obtain signless Laplacian PST if and only if

either (i) ν2pc ´ 1q “ ν2pa ´ 1q ´ 1 or (ii) ν2pc ´ 1q “ ν2pa ´ 1q and ν2px ´ yq “ 1. In both cases, (26) yields

2ν2pc ´ 1q “ ν2pℓ ` 1q, and so we may write conditions (i) and (ii) as (i) 2ν2pc ´ 1q “ 2ν2pa ´ 1q ´ 2 “
ν2pℓ ` 1q ě 2 and (ii) 2ν2pc ´ 1q “ 2ν2pa ´ 1q “ ν2pℓ ` 1q ě 2 and ν2px ´ yq “ 1, respectively.

Finally, applying Theorem 10 yields the minimum PST time.

It is helpful to note that Theorem 12 implies that n must be even for adjacency and signless Laplacian

PST to occur in K2 _ Y. By virtue of Theorem 11, the same holds for O2 _ Y with respect to the signless

Laplacian matrix, as well as the adjacency matrix provided that ℓ ą 0. This observation rules out values

of n for which adjacency and signless Laplacian PST can occur in double cones on regular graphs.

One can show that the conditions in Theorem 11(1b) extend work by Angeles-Canul et al. [ACNO`10,

Corollaries 13, 15], as their work does not have the additional parameter s. At the same time as [Mon21a],

Coutinho and Godsil provided a characterization of adjacency PST in double cones [CG21, Lemmas

12.4.1, 12.4.2]. Theorem 11(1) and Theorem 12(1) coincide with their results, although the proofs herein

highlight the utility of the theory we have developed for twin vertices.

For case of signless Laplacian PST in disconnected double cones, Alvir et al. showed using equitable

partitions that if Y is an pm ´ 1q-regular graph with 2m vertices, then O2 _ Y has PST between its apexes

[ADL`16, Theorem 7]. These are precisely the graphs described in Theorem 11(2b) with ℓ “ m ´
1 and n “ 2m, while those that satisfy Theorem 11(2a) are K2,n with n ” 0 (mod 4). To illustrate

Theorem 11(2c), take s “ 2pℓ ´
?
ℓq such that ℓ ą 0 is an even perfect square to get an infinite family

of disconnected double cones on ℓ-regular graphs with n “ 2ℓ ´ 2 vertices that exhibit signless Laplacian

PST with minimum time τ “ π
2 . To the best of our knowledge, there are no previously published results

on signless Laplacian PST in connected double cones. To generate one such family of graphs that exhibit

signless Laplacian PST, one may use Theorem 12(2a). Another way is by using Theorem 12(2b). Indeed,

we get one by taking s “ 2
?
ℓ such that ℓ ą 0 is an even perfect square, and this family exhibits signless

Laplacian PST with minimum time τ “ π
2 .

We also remark that for the Laplacian case, PST in double cones over graphs with at least one vertex

was fully characterized by Alvir et al. in [ADL`16] (see Corollary 5 for O2 _ Y and Corollary 6 for

K2 _ Y). In particular, they showed that if Y is a graph on n ě 1 vertices, then O2 _ Y has PST between

its apexes if and only if n ” 2 (mod 4) with minimum PST time τ “ π
2 . In contrast, K2 _ Y has no PST.
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We end this section with an interesting observation about phase factors in signless Laplacian PST. Let

u and v be the apexes of X _ Y, where X P tO2, K2u and Y be an ℓ-regular graph on n vertices graph such

that ℓ ‰ n ´ 1 whenever X “ K2. From Corollary 4, we know that σupQq “ tθ, λ˘u, where θ “ n and

λ˘ depends on whether X “ O2 or X “ K2. In both cases, we know that u and v are strongly cospectral,

and invoking Lemmas 1 and 7 gives us σ´
uvpQq “ tθu. Thus, (15) yields

eitλ` “ eitλ´ “ ´eitθ

Now, if ℓ ą 0 and n “ 2ℓ ` 2, then Theorem 11(2b) implies that signless Laplacian PST occurs between

the apexes of O2 _ Y with minimum PST time τ “ π?
2n

. Thus, if t “ τs for any odd integer s and 2n is not

a perfect square, then tθ “ πs
?

2n
2 is irrational, and consequently, the phase factor γ “ ´eitθ for signless

Laplacian PST is not a root of unity. The same can be said for K2 _ Y whenever n “ 2ℓ ` 4 and 2pn ` 2q
is not a perfect square, in which case the minimum PST time τ “ π?

2pn`2q
. This observation complements

a remark of Coutinho and Godsil in [CG21, Section 12.5, pp. 220] which states that the phase factor for

all currently known cases of adjacency PST in simple unweighted graphs is a root of unity. We conjecture

that this is not true for unweighted graphs in general. For weighted graphs with possible loops, it is easy

to see that adding η I to M for some η R Qπ introduces a phase factor that is not a root of unity. Finally,

for the Laplacian case, we know that 0 P σ`
uvpLq for any two strongly cospectral vertices u and v, and so

the phase factor for all cases of PST in simple unweighted graphs is γ “ 1. This result can be shown to

extend to all simple graphs with positive edge weights.

6 Pretty good state transfer

The following result characterizes twin vertices that exhibit PGST, which is an immediate consequence of

[KLY17b, Lemma 2.2].

Theorem 13. Let T “ tu, vu be a set of twins in X and σupMq “ tθ, λ1, . . . , λru, where θ is given in (5).

Then pretty good state transfer occurs between u and v if and only if the following conditions hold.

1. u and v are strongly cospectral with σ`
uvpMq “ tλ1, . . . , λru and σ´

uvpMq “ tθu.

2. If mj are integers such that
ÿ

j

mjpλj ´ θq “ 0 (27)

then
ÿ

j

mj is even. (28)

By Theorem 13, if u and v are strongly cospectral twins with θ “ 0 and σ`
uvpMq is a linearly indepen-

dent set over Q, then PGST occurs between u and v.

PGST is a relaxation of PST, and it is known that these two quantum phenomena are equivalent for

periodic vertices (see for instance, [Pal19]). Thus, to distinguish vertices that exhibit PGST but not PST,

we say that proper pretty good state transfer occurs between two vertices if PGST occurs between them

and they are not periodic. The following result characterizes the double cones that exhibit proper PGST

thereby providing a family of examples of graphs exhibiting proper PGST.

Theorem 14. Let Y be a simple unweighted graph on n ě 1 vertices. The following hold.
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1. Proper pretty good state transfer does not occur between the apexes of O2 _ Y and K2 _ Y with

respect to the Laplacian matrix.

2. Suppose Y is ℓ-regular. The following hold with respect to the adjacency matrix.

(a) Proper pretty good state transfer occurs between the apexes of O2 _ Y if and only if ℓ ą 0 and

ℓ2 ` 8n is not a perfect square.

(b) Proper pretty good state transfer occurs between the apexes of K2 _ Y if and only if ℓ ‰ n ´ 1
and pℓ ´ 1q2 ` 8n is not a perfect square.

3. Suppose Y is ℓ-regular. The following hold with respect to the signless Laplacian matrix.

(a) Proper pretty good state transfer occurs between the apexes of O2 _ Y if and only if ℓ ą 0,

n ‰ 2ℓ ` 2 and p2ℓ ` n ` 2q2 ´ 8ℓn is not a perfect square.

(b) Proper pretty good state transfer occurs between the apexes of K2 _ Y if and only if ℓ ‰ n ´ 1,

n ‰ 2ℓ ` 4 and p2ℓ ` n ` 4q2 ´ 8p2ℓ ` ℓn ` 2q is not a perfect square.

Proof. Let u and v be apexes of both O2 _ Y and K2 _ Y. By Theorem 7(1), we know that u and v are

both periodic, and so proper PGST does not occur between them. Thus, the first statement holds. Next,

we know from the proofs of Theorems 11 and 12 that the apexes of O2 _ Y are adjacency and signless

Laplacian strongly cospectral, while the apexes of K2 _ Y are adjacency and signless Laplacian strongly

cospectral if and only if ℓ ‰ n ´ 1 (i.e., H ‰ Kn). Thus, to prove the second, we examine two cases.

• In O2 _ Y, Lemma 3(2) gives us σupAq “ tλ˘, θu, where λ˘ “ 1
2

´

ℓ ˘
?
ℓ2 ` 8n

¯

and θ “ 0. By Theorem

6(2), u and v are periodic if and only if either ℓ “ 0 or ℓ2 ` 8n is a perfect square. Thus, if proper PGST

occurs between u and v, then ℓ ą 0 and ℓ2 ` 8n is not a perfect square, in which case σùvpAq “ tλ˘u is a

linearly independent set over Q.

• Meanwhile, in K2 _ Y, Lemma 3(2) yields σupAq “ tλ˘, θu, where λ˘ “ 1
2

´

ℓ ` 1 ˘
a

pℓ ´ 1q2 ` 8n
¯

and

θ “ ´1. By Theorem 6(2), u and v are periodic if and only if pℓ ´ 1q2 ` 8n is a perfect square. Hence, if

proper PGST occurs between u and v, then it must be that pℓ ´ 1q2 ` 8n is not a perfect square, in which case

σùvpAq “ tλ˘u is a linearly independent set over Q.

In both cases, applying Theorem 13 yields proper PGST between u and v. Finally, let us prove the

last statement. Let θ “ n. We know from Corollary 4(2) that σupQq “ tλ˘, θu in O2 _ Y, where

λ˘ “ θ ` 1
2

´

2ℓ ´ n ` 4 ˘
?

∆

¯

and ∆ “ p2ℓ` n ` 2q2 ´ 8ℓn, while σupQq “ tλ˘, θu in K2 _ Y, where

λ˘ “ θ ` 1
2

´

2ℓ ´ n ` 2 ˘
?

∆

¯

and ∆ “ p2ℓ ` n ` 4q2 ´ 8p2ℓ ` ℓn ` 2q. Following the same argument

above yields the desired result.

We illustrate Theorem 14 using a complete graph minus an edge.

Example 3. Let m ě 4, and consider the complete graph minus an edge Kmze, where u and v are the

vertices joining the missing edge e. Note that Kmze “ O2 _ Km´2, where Km´2 is an pm ´ 3q-regular

graph on m ´ 2 vertices. Let k “ m ´ 3 and n “ m ´ 2. We make the following observations about Kmze.

• Since m ´ 3 ą 0 and k2 ` 8n “ pm ` 1q2 ´ 8 is not a perfect square for all m ě 4, Theorem 14(2a) yields

proper adjacency PGST between u and v. Indeed, since σupAq “ t0, m ´ 3 ˘
a

pm ` 1q2 ´ 8u, Theorem 3

implies that u is not periodic, and so adjacency PST cannot occur between them. The authors in [CLMS09]

conjectured based on numerical observations that adjacency PST occurs between the u and v for all m ě 4.

But as we have shown, this is not the case, and what the authors observed was in fact proper PGST. Indeed,

the paper was published in 2009, and PGST was not formally introduced until 2012.
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• We show that Laplacian PST occurs in Kmze. By Lemma 4(2), σupLq “ t0, m, θu, where θ “ m ´ 2, and

note that we can write 0 “ θ ` pm ´ 2q and m “ θ ` 2. Since ν2p2q “ ν2pm ´ 2q if and only if m ´ 2 “ 2q
for some odd q, Theorem 10 yields Laplacian PST between u and v if and only if m ” 0 (mod 4). In

particular, the minimum time that Laplacian PST occurs between u and v is τ “ π
2 . Thus, the converse of

[BCMS09, Theorem 5], which states that Laplacian PST occurs between the two non-adjacent vertices of

Kmze whenever m ” 0 (mod 4), is also true. A more general result can be found in [KS11, Theorem 2], which

characterizes Laplacian PST in threshold graphs, of which Kmze is an example.

• For the signless Laplacian case, one checks that p2k ` n ` 2q2 ´ 8kn “ pm ` 2q2 ´ 16. However, since

pm ` 2q2 ´ 16 is not a perfect square for all m ě 4, invokingTheorem 14(2a) gives us signless Laplacian

proper PGST between u and v.

We end this section by combining Theorems 6 and 8, Theorems 11 and 12, and Theorem 14 to provide

a plethora of cases when PST, PGST or periodicity occurs, or cannot occur, in double cones.

Example 4. Let Y be an ℓ-regular graph on n vertices.

1. For the adjacency case, we have the following.

(a) Let ℓ “ 4, and let X “ O2 _ Y.

i. If n “ 1
2 sps ` 4q for some integer s satisfying ν2psq “ 1, then the apexes of X exhibit PST

by Theorem 11(1) with the minimum PST time τ “ π
2 .

ii. If n “ 1
2 sps ` 4q for some integer s satisfying ν2psq ą 1, then the apexes of X are periodic

by Theorem 6(2b) with ρ “ π, but they do not exhibit PST by Theorem 11(1).

iii. If n ‰ 1
2 sps ` 4q for any integer s, then the apexes of X exhibit proper PGST by Theorem

14(2a).

(b) Let ℓ “ 1, and let X “ K2 _ Y.

i. If n “ s2

2 for some integer s satisfying ν2psq ą 1, then the apexes of X exhibit PST by

Theorem 12(1) with the minimum PST time is π
2 .

ii. If n “ s2

2 for some integer s satisfying ν2psq “ 1, then the apexes of X are periodic by

Theorem 6(2b) with ρ “ π, but they do not exhibit PST by Theorem 12(1).

iii. If n ‰ s2

2 for any integer s, then the apexes of X exhibit proper PGST by Theorem 14(2b).

2. For the signless Laplacian case, we have the following.

(a) Let ℓ ą 0 and n “ 2ℓ ´ 2, and let X “ O2 _ Y.

i. If ℓ is an even perfect square, then the apexes of X exhibit PST by Theorem 11(2c) with

minimum PST time τ “ π
2 .

ii. If ℓ is an odd perfect square, then the apexes of X are periodic by Theorem 8(2) with

ρ “ π, but they do not exhibit PST by Theorem 11(2c).

iii. If ℓ is not a perfect square, then the apexes of X exhibit proper PGST by Theorem 14(3a).

(b) Let ℓ ą 0 and n “ 2ℓ, and let X “ K2 _ Y.

i. If ℓ is an even perfect square, then the apexes of X exhibit PST by Theorem 12(2c) with

minimum PST time τ “ π
2 .

ii. If ℓ is an odd perfect square, then the apexes of X are periodic by Theorem 8(1) with

ρ “ π, but they do not exhibit PST by Theorem 12(2c).

iii. If ℓ is not a perfect square, then the apexes of X exhibit proper PGST by Theorem 14(3b).
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