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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 P, 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 P, exhibits pretty good state transfer for in-
finitely many 7, 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, KLY 17b]. More recently, the concept of pair state transfer was studied
by Chen and Godsil [CG19].

The graphs K; 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 K4\e (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,
ADLT16]. 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 # 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 27t/(A — u),




where A and p 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 [GRO1], 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 V(X), 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 € V(X), we denote the set of neighbours of # in X as Nx (1), and the characteristic
vector of u as e,, which is a vector with a 1 on the entry indexed by u and 0’s elsewhere. The all-ones
vector of order 7, the zero vector of order n, the m x n all-ones matrix, and the n x n identity matrix are
denoted by 1,, 0, J,,,,» and I,, respectively. If m = n, then we write J,,, , as J;, 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 v 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 ¢ by ¢(M, t). Lastly, we denote the simple unweighted empty, cycle,
complete, and path graphs on 7 vertices as O,;, C;;, K;;, and P, resp., and the simple unweighted complete
bipartite graph with partite sets of size m and n as Ky, ;.

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

1. Nx(u)\{u, v} = Nx(v)\{u, v},
2. The edges (u, w) and (v, w) have the same weight for each w € Nx(u)\{u, v}.
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 frue 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 w,7 € R. Asubset T = T(w, ) of V(X) 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 w, and the loops are
absent if w = 0, and every pair of vertices in T are connected by an edge with weight 7, and every pair of
vertices in T are not adjacent whenever 7 = 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 77 # 0, or every pair of distinct vertices in T are false
twins, in which case 7 = 0. In particular, if X is a simple unweighted graph, then v = 0 and 77 € {0, 1}.



The adjacency matrix A(X) of X is the matrix such that

Wy, if uis adjacent to v

(AX))uo = {

0, otherwise,

where wy, ; is the weight of the edge (u,v). The degree matrix D(X) of X is the diagonal matrix of vertex
degrees of X, where deg(u) = 2cwyu + >}, Wy, for each u € V(X). The Laplacian matrix L(X) of
X is the matrix L(X) = D(X) — A(X), while the signless Laplacian matrix Q(X) of X is the matrix
Q(X) = D(X) + A(X). We use M(X) to denote A(X), L(X) or Q(X). If the context is clear, then we
simply write M(X), A(X), L(X), Q(X) and D(X) as M, A, L, Q and D, respectively. We say that X is
integral if all eigenvalues of A(X) are integers, while we say that X is Laplacian integral (resp., signless
Laplacian integral) if all eigenvalues of L(X) (resp., Q(X)) are integers.

2 Transition Matrices

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

M:ZM@ (1)
]

in its spectral decomposition, where the A;’s are the distinct eigenvalues of M and each E; is the orthogonal
projection matrix onto the eigenspace associated with A;. If the eigenvalues are not indexed, then we also
denote by E, the orthogonal projection matrix corresponding to the eigenvalue A 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

U(t) = ™ )

of the (continuous-time) quantum walk on X with respect to M. Here, we flip between ¢ and T to denote the
time. Note that U(¢) is a complex symmetric unitary matrix, and so for any time T, Z]’=1|U(T)u,j’2 =1
for any vertex u of X. For this reason, if u and v are vertices of X, then |U(T),»|? is interpreted as the
probability of quantum state transfer from u to v at time T.

Here are some important properties associated with state transfer. If |[U(T), ,|> = 1, then we say that
perfect state transfer (PST) occurs from u to v at time T, and if u = v, then we say that u is periodic
at time 7. The minimum positive T such that |U(7),0|?> = 1, respectively [U(T),u|*> = 1, is called
the minimum PST time, respectively the minimum period. If for every € > 0, there exists T such that
|U(T),0* > 1 — €, 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 = Lor 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 1) with respect to
M € {L, Q}. Meanwhile, if X is bipartite, then L and Q are similar by a diagonal matrix of +1’s so that

uL(t)u,v = iuQ(t)u,v (3)

for any u,v € V(X). 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(x) = e* is analytic, we can write (2) using (1) as

u(t) = > e"E;. 4)
j

Let u and v be vertices in X. The eigenvalue support of u with respect to M, denoted o, (M), is the set
ou(M) = {A; : Eje, # 0}.
With respect to M, we say that u and v are
1. cospectral if (E;),y = (Ej)o,o for each j,

2. parallel if Ejeu and E j€p are parallel vectors for each j, i.e., for each j, there exists ¢ € IR such that
E]-eu = cE]-ev, and

3. strongly cospectral if Eje, = +Eje, for each j, in which case we define the sets

UL(M) = {)\] : E]‘eu = E]‘ev # 0} and UM_U(M) = {/\] : E]‘eu = —E]‘ev #* 0}

If u and v are cospectral with respect to M, then 0,(M) = 0,(M) and (4) yields U(t)yu = U(t)s0,
while if u# and v are strongly cospectral with respect to M, then we get 0,(M) = o;;,(M) U 0;,,(M).
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 M(X) due to Monterde
[Mon21b, Lemma 2.9].

Lemma 1. Letr T = T(w, ) be a set of twins in X. Then u,v € T if and only if both of the following
conditions hold:

1. e, — ey is an eigenvector of M(X), and

2. the eigenvalue corresponding to e, — e, is given by

w =1, if M(X) = A(X)
0= deg(u)—w+mn, if M(X)=L(X) ®)
deg() + @ — 17, if M(X) = Q(X).

If u and v are twins, then Lemma 1 implies that 6 € 0;,(M). 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.



Let f be an automorphism of X, and u, v and w be vertices of X. Then one can easily check that
U(t)uo = U(t)fw),fo) for any t € R. Now, if we add that f fixes w but sends u to v, then we get
U(H)wu = U(t) fw),fu)y = U(t)w,o for any t € R. Thus, if Oy is the orbit of u under f, then U(t)y,u =
U(t)w, for all v € O,. Since U(t) is unitary, its w-th row gives us

1= Z |u(t)w,j’2 = |OuHu(t)w,u|2 + Z |u(t)w,j|2/
jev(X) j#Ou

for any t € R. Thus, if U(t),,; = 0for j ¢ Oy, then [U(t)w,u > = ﬁ. We summarize this in the following

proposition, a part of which was first established by Coutinho [Coul4, Lemma 8.1.1].

Proposition 1. If f is an automorphism of X that fixes w and O, is the orbit of u under f, then for any
te R, U(t)wu = U(t)w forall v e Oy, and

UBwaul? < ,
’ ()W,M| ’Ou|

with equality if and only if U(t),,j = 0 for all j ¢ O,
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 € R, U(t)y,; = U(t)yp and U (t)y, =
U(t)w,o for all w e V(X)\{u,v}. Moreover, if u and v are twins in X, then U(t),, # U(t)o,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 € IR, Proposition 1 implies
that U (), = U(t)y for all w € V(X)\{u, v}. Now, by Lemma 2, u and v are cospectral, and thus,
U(t)yu = U(t)y, for any t € R. To prove sufficiency, suppose a = U(t)y, = U(t)vp, b = U(t)yp =
U(t)ou, and U(t)wy = U(t)w, for all w € V(X)\{u,v}. A simple computation reveals that U(t)(e, —
ey) = (a—Db)(e, —e,) so that e, — e, is an eigenvector for U(t) for any t € IR. Consequently, e, — e, is
an eigenvector for M corresponding to the eigenvalue 6 given in (5) satisfying a — b = ¢/®. 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 U(t) indexed by u and v are equal, i.e., U(f) is singular, a contradiction. O

If u and v are twins, then Theorem 1 implies that U(¢)e, and U(t)e, have equal entries except for
those indexed by u# and v. A statement similar to Theorem 1 appears in [Coul4, Theorem 8.1.3], although
we point out that since U(),,, # U(t)y,u, it cannot happen that U(t)e, = U(t)e,. Otherwise, 0 is an
eigenvalue of U(t), which is a contradiction because U (t) 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 € T withu # v, |[U(t),u| + |U(t)uo| = 1 for all

t € R. Moreover, the following statements hold.
1. Vertex u is periodic with period T if and only if (U(T))un = 0.

2. If |T| = 2, then perfect state transfer occurs between u and v at time t if and only if U(t)y, = 0,
and pretty good state transfer occurs between u and v if and only if there exists a sequence of times
{7} such that lim (U(7;))y,u = 0.

J—o®

3. If|T| =3and u € T, then U(t),,, # 0 forallt € R



Proof. Let u and v be twins in X. From the proof of Theorem 1, U(t), , — U(t), is an eigenvalue of
U(t) for any t € R. Using the triangle inequality and the fact that U(¢) is unitary, we obtain

1= ’u(t)u,u - u(t)u,v| < |u(t)u,u| + ’u(t)u,v’- (6)

Hence, |U(t),0| = 1 if and only if U(t),,, = 0, and |U(t),,,| = 1 if and only if U(t),, = 0. If we
further assume that T is a set of twins such that u,v € T and |T| > 3, then Theorem 1 implies that
|U(8)u0| = |U(t)uw| whenever w € T\{u, v}. If [U(t)y,] = 1, then |U ()| = 1 for all w € T\{u, v},
a contradiction because U (t) is unitary. Thus, |U(t), | < 1, and by (6), U(t),,,, # 0 for all t € RR. O

Now, suppose X has n > 3 vertices and T is a set of twins in X. If u,v € T and we let U(t),, = a
and U(t),» = b, then labelling the vertices so that those in T appear first, Theorem 1 yields

| W W
uw-| g ] )
where Uy = (a — b)Ij7| +b]|7|, a # b and the columns of U] are identical. Since U(t) is unitary, we have

U+ (IT] = 1) U + D U (Buwl* =1 ®)
we¢T

for any t € R. Moreover, if |T| > 3, Corollary 1(3) implies that |U(t),,,|* > 0, and so (8) implies that

1

U(t I
| ( )uzv| < ’T| -1

These considerations yield the following result.

Corollary 2. Assume X has n > 3 vertices and let T be a set of twins in X. Then U(t) assumes the form
in (7), and (8) holds. Moreover, if u,v € T, then |U(t),,|* < \Tl%l for all t € R, and this inequality is
strict whenever |T| = 3.

If X is connected and T = V/(X), then Corollary 2 yields U(f) = (a — b)I + bJ, which explains the
form of the transition matrix of K,,.

In [GS17], Godsil posed the problem: find examples of cospectral vertices u and v such that for some
constant 6 > 0, |U(#),0| < 1— 6 for all . We address this problem by using the above corollary. Take
any graph with a set of twins T with |T| > 3. Then any two vertices u, v € T are cospectral by Lemma 2,

1 |T|

and Corollary 2 gives us [U(t),,,|* < =1 = 1— ¢ forall t € R, where 6 = Tj Next, we have the

following consequence of (8).

Corollary 3. Assume X has n = 3 vertices and let T be a set of twins in X. Then no vertex in T can be
involved in preity good state transfer with a vertex that is not in T. Moreover, if |T| > 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.



Lemma 3. Let X be a k-regular graph on m = 2 vertices and Y be an {-regular graph on n > 1 vertices.
Define \* = % (k+¢+~/D) and D = (k— {)? + 4mn. Consider Z = X v Y, and let u € V(X) and
w e V(Y). Ifone of X and Y is not complete, then \* € 7,(A), k € 0,,(A) if and only if X is disconnected,
and no eigenvalue of A(Y) is contained in 0,,(A). The following also hold.

1. If X = Ky and Y # Ky, then 0, (A) = {A+, —1}.

2. Let X # K. If X is connected, then 0,(A) = {A*} U 0, (A(X))\{k}. Otherwise, 7,(A) =
{ARY U 0y (A(X)). In particular, if X = Oy, then 0,(A) = {A*,0}, and if we add that Y = O,
then 0yy(A) = {++/m}.

Proof. Let Ay < ... < Ay = k be the eigenvalues of A(X) and p1 < ... <y, = £ be the eigenvalues of
A(Y). Using [CG21, Equation (12.2.1)], the spectral decomposition of A(Z) is

_ F, 0 0 0
A(Z)=ATEy+ +ATE,\- + A[ ]+ y[ ] 9)
A%m 0 0 ]’l;}l” 0 FH

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, [, = E;, — %Jm, Fy =E,if A <k, and

£ 1 { (k= AT)2Y  m(k—AT)Jn ]
M LDk —AF) | mk— AT ) m m2J, '

Moreover, k is an eigenvalue of A(Z) with orthogonal projection matrix [ Ok g ] such that Fre, #
0 if and only if X is disconnected. From these considerations, the first and second statements follow

immediately. O
For the Laplacian case, we have the following.

Lemma 4. Let X and Y be graphs on m = 2 and n = 1 vertices, respectively. Consider Z = X v Y, and
letu e V(X) and w e V(Y). The following hold in Z.

1. If X = Ky, then 0,(L) = {0, m + n}.

2. Let X # K. If X is connected, then 0,(L) = {O,m+n,A+n:0 < A € 0,(L(X))}. Otherwise,
ou(L) = {0,m+nnA+n:0 < A e oy,(L(X))} Inparticular, if X = O, then 0,(L) =
{0,m + n,n}, and if we add that Y = Oq, then o, (L) = {0,m + 1}.

Proof. Let0 = A < ... < Ay, be the eigenvalues of L(X) and 0 = pq < ... <y, be the eigenvalues of
L(Y). Using [ADL" 16, Equation 31], the spectral decomposition of L(Z) is given by

1 F, 0 0 0
L(Z) = e (O T+ (11 4+ 1) Epsn + > (A+n)[ 0 0 ] + ) (y+m)[ 0 F, ] (10)
A#Aq [2E 5
here Eypppy = — o T 10 O R, fourth) term is absent if X = K
where Enin = s - 12J, , the third (resp., fourth) term is absent i = K,

(resp., Y = Kj,), the fourth term is absent ift n = 1, Fy = Eg — %Jm and F, = E, whenever A > 0.

Moreover, 7 is an eigenvalue of L(Z) with orthogonal projection matrix [ 1;0 g ] such that Fpe, # 0 if

and only if X is disconnected. From these considerations, conclusions 1-2 are straightforward. O



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 onm = 2 vertices, and Y be an (- regular graph onn = 1 vertices.
Letp =2k—20+n—m,D = (2k+20+n+m)>—8(2kl + km + {n), A* = 1 (2k + 20 + n+m £ /D)
and consider the matrix E,+ in (13). Denote the transition matrices of Z = X v Y, X and Y with respect
to the signless Laplacian matrix by Uq(t), Uy (t) and Uy(t), respectively. Then

it(2k+n)

eitnu £ — ¢ J 0
=S e, | D)
0 e UY(t) 7 Jn

Proof. Let A1 < ... < Ay = 2k be the eigenvalues of Q(X) and pq < ... < p, = 24 be the eigenvalues
of Q(Y). If v; is an eigenvector of Q(X) corresponding to A; for j < m and v; is orthogonal to 1, then

UQ(f) _ ez‘h\* E)\+ + eit/\* E)\f +

Aj + n is an eigenvalue of Q(Z) with corresponding eigenvector [ ‘(’)] ] forj =1,...,m— 1. Similarly,
if w; is an eigenvector of Q(Y) corresponding to y; for j < m and w; is orthogonal to 1, then y; + m is an
eigenvalue of Q(Z) with corresponding eigenvector { v(:
]
tions, one can show that the remaining two eigenvalues of Q(Z) are A* with corresponding eigenvectors
(p+ VD) 1y,

2ml,

] forj = 1,...,n— 1. Using equitable parti-

]. Thus, we may write

Q(Z) = A*Eyi +AEy + Y] (;\+n)HA g]+ Z(erm)[g 1“ (12)
AF Ay

where Fp, = Ep — %Jm, Fy = E, whenever A < 2k, and

B - 1 [ (rzpif) T 2m(pi\/ﬁ)Jm,n]. 13

Cm [(pi\/ﬁ)z—kélmn] VD) Jum 4m?J,

Moreover, 2k is an eigenvalue of Q(Z) with orthogonal projection matrix [ Fék g ] such that Fp.e,, # 0

12kt

if and only if X is disconnected. Using (4), (12), and the fact that Ux(t) = S-Jum + ZAﬁke AFy
completes the proof. O

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 At €
0.(Q), 2k € 0,(Q) if and only if X is disconnected, and no eigenvalue of Q(Y) is contained in 0,,(Q).
The following also hold in Z.

1 If X =Ky andY # Ky, then 0,(Q) = {A%, m +n —2}.

2. Let X # Ky, If X is connected, then 0,(Q) = {A*} U 0,(Q(X))\{2k}. Otherwise, 7,,(Q) =
(AR} U 0, (Q(X)). In particular, if X = Oy, then 0,(Q) = {A%, n}.



4 Periodicity

Denote the minimum period of a periodic vertex # by p. Then every period T of u is an integer multiple
of p. Moreover, if PST occurs between u and v at time T, then both of them are periodic at time 27. 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 p/2, and PST occurs between u and v at every odd multiple of p/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. Forall Ay, Ag, Ay, As € 0 (M) with Ay # As, we have

AP_AQ

e Q. (14)

If in addition we assume that $(M, t) € Z|x], then u is periodic if and only if either (i) 0,(M) < Z, or
(ii) every Aj € 0, (M) is of the form A; = % <a + Cj\/g>, where a, cj and A > 1 are integers such that A

is square-free, and the difference between any two eigenvalues in 0,,(M) is an integer multiple of VA.

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 0,(M) = {Aq, Ay, ..., Ay} with Ay > Aj.

1. If |0y (M)| = 2, then u is periodic with p = AlziTAZ'
2. If |ow(M)| = 3 and u is periodic, then p = % where g = lem(qy, . .., qn) and each q; is an
integer such that Al N % for some integer p; such that gcd(pj, q;) = 1.
]

Proof. The first statement is straightforward, and so we only prove the second. Let us suppose that u is
M— /\ _ P
q;’
where each p; and g; are integers such that ged(pj, q;) = 1. The fact that u is periodic is equlvalent to the
existence of a time ¢ and unit 7y € C such that

periodic with 0y, (M) = {A4,...,A,} for some nn > 3. Then Theorem 3 holds, and we may let

U(t)e, = yey.

The spectral decomposition of U (t) in (4) allows us to write the above equation as Z et E]-eu = Z]- YvE j€u-
i#(M1=Aj) = 1, which holds if and only if for each j > 2, we have t(A; — A;) = 2k7t for some

27rz

Equivalently, e

integer k. Now, suppose p =

p(A —Aj) = 2mz (211:/)\2 ) = % is an integer multiple of 277 if and only if z is the minimum integer
]

for some z € R. Since ged(pj,q;) = 1 for each j > 2, we get that

such that each g; divides z. Therefore, z = g, where g = lem(qa, ..., 4,) and so p = A?—T%' O

2
—A2
(see [God12a, Lemma 3.4]). However, if |0;,(M)| > 3, then g in Theorem 4(2) satisfies g > 1, and N

If A1 and A; are the largest and smallest eigenvalues in ¢, (M), then Godsil showed that p >
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o> A A Thus, the inequality p > A is tight if and only if |0, (M)| = 2. We also note that while g
depends on the choice of A1 and A, the minimum period p in Theorem 4 does not.

We say that a subset W < V(X)) is periodic if each vertex in W is periodic and there exists a time
T > 0 such that |U(7),,,| = 1 for each u € W. The minimum time such that W is periodic is called the
minimum period p of W. In particular, if W = V(X), then we say that X is periodic. As each vertex in
W is periodic, it follows that p 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 p, 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 ¢(M, t) € Z[x].

Theorem 5. Let ¢(M,t) € Z[x]| and T be a set of twins in X with 0,(M) = {0,A1,...,A,} for each
u € T. Then T is periodic if and only if Aj = 6 + b]-\/Efor each j, where 0 is given in (5), b; is an integer,
and either A = 1 or A > 1 is a square-free integer. Moreover, if T is periodic, then each u € T has
minimum period p = 271/g\/A, where ¢ = gcd(by, ..., b,).

Example 1. Let n > 2 and consider the star Ky, =~ O,, v Oy with set of leaves T = {u1,...,u,}. Then
T is a set of twins in Ky, and Lemma 3(2b) yields 0y, (A) = {6, £/n} for each j, where 6 = 0. Moreover,
Lemma 4(2) gives us 0y, (L) = {1,0,n + 1} < Z. Invoking Theorem 5 and (3), we conclude that T is
periodic with respect to M € {A, L, Q}.

We now use Theorem 5 to characterize adjacency periodic twin vertices in simple unweighted joins of
the form X v Y, where X is either K,;, or Oy, and Y is regular.

Theorem 6. Letm > 2, X € {K,;, O,,}, and Y be an {-regular graph onn = 1 vertices. Consider A* and
D in Lemma 3, where k = m — 1 whenever X = K, and k = 0 whenever X = Oy,. Suppose Z = X v Y,
andlet T = V(X) and S = V(Y). The following hold in Z.

1. If X = Ky, and Y = Ky, then Z is adjacency periodic with p =

m+n

2. LetY # K,;. Then T is adjacency periodic if and only if either

(@) X = Opand Y = Oy, in which case p = 2 or

(b) D is a perfect square, in which case p = %’r, where § = gcd(A~ —0,AT —0), 0 = —1if
X =Ky, and 0 =0if X = Oy,

Moreover, if Y is disconnected and n = 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 # K, and suppose u € T and w € S. By Lemma
3(2), we have 0,(A) = {A%,0}, where § = —1if X = K, and 8 = 0if X = O, and we can
write AT = 0 + % (k+€—29i\/5), where k +¢ —260 > 0 and k = m — 1 whenever X = K,, and
k = 0 whenever X = O,,. Invoking Theorem 5, we conclude that T is periodic if and only if either
k+¢—20 = 0or D is a perfect square. The former is only possible if k = ¢ = 8 = 0, in which case
X = Oy and Y = O, so that 0,,(A) = {0, £4/mn} by Lemma 3(2b), and thus, p = \/2% by Theorem
4(2). For the latter case, we get 0,,(A) € Z, and so by Theorem 3, T is periodic, and Theorem 4 gives us
0= g where ¢ = ged(A™ — 6,AT — 6). Finally, if Y is disconnected and n > 2, then £, A* € 0, (A)

by Lemma 3(2), and so Theorem 3 implies that S is adjacency periodic if and only if D is a perfect square
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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 € {K,,, Oy, }. O

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

Theorem 7. Let m > 2, X € {K,,, Oy}, and Y be a graph on n > 1 vertices. Consider Z = X v Y, and
let T =V (X)and S = V(Y). The following hold in Z.

1. T (resp., S whenever n > 2) is Laplacian periodic with p = nffn whenever X = K, (resp.,
Y = K,,), while p = %’T whenever X = Oy, (resp., Y = Oy), where § = gcd(m, n). Moreover, if
n =1, then S is Laplacian periodic with p = rf—fl

2. LetY ¢ {K,,,Oy}. Then S is Laplacian periodic if and only if Y is Laplacian integral.
Lastly, we deal with the signless Laplacian matrix.

Theorem 8. Ler X be either K, or Oy, with m > 2, and Y be an {-regular graph on n = 1 vertices.
Consider AT and D in Theorem 2, where k = m — 1 whenever X = K,, and k = 0 whenever X = O,,.
Suppose Z = X v Y where Y # Ky, and let T = V(X) and S = V(Y). The following hold in Z.

1. If X = Ky, then T is signless Laplacian periodic if and only if either n = m +2{ +2 or D is a
perfect square.

2. If X = Oy, then T is signless Laplacian periodic if and only if either £ = 0, n = 20 + mor D is a
perfect square.

3. If Y is disconnected and n > 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 p = 2%, where p and q are integers with gcd(p,q) = 1 such that
A=t =L and 0 =m+n—2ifX =Kyand 0 = nif X = Oy,

Proof. Since the case X = K;;; and Y = K, is equivalent to Theorem 6(1), it suffices to assume that Y is not
complete. Let u € T and w € S. From Corollary 4(2), we have 0,,(Q) = {A%, m + n — 2} whenever X =
Ky, while 0,(Q) = {A*,n} whenever X = Oy,. If X = Ky, then AT = 0 + 3(m + 20 —n +2+ /D),
where 6 = m + n — 2. On the other hand, if X = O,,, then we can write AT = 6 + %(% —n+m=+ \/5),
where 6 = n. Invoking Theorem 5 and the fact that the case £ = 0 whenever X = O,, 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 € 0,,(Q). 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 € {Kj,, Oy, }. O

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. [f 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| = 3, then each vertex v € T is not parallel, and hence not
strongly cospectral, with any vertex z # u.

Lemma 7. Let T = {u,v} be a set of twins in X, and consider 0 in (5). If Q) is an orthogonal set of
eigenvectors for 0 such that e, — e, € Q), then u and v are strongly cospectral if and only if (i) |Q)] = 1
or (i) wle, = wle, = 0 for all w € Q\{e, — e,}. Moreover, if u and v are strongly cospectral, then

0,n(M) = {8}, and u and v cannot be strongly cospectral to any w € V(X)\{u, v}.

If u and v are are strongly cospectral, then |0y, (M)| = 3 [Mon21b, Theorem 3.4]. Thus, if u and v are
twins that are strongly cospectral, then Lemma 7 yields |o;;,(M)| = 2 and |o;,,,(M)| = 1. A related result
of Coutinho and Liu says that if # and v are strongly cospectral and |o;,,,(M)| = 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 |0, (M)| = 1.

It is known that PST is monogamous [Kayl1]. However, PGST is not, as shown by the Cartesian
product of P, and P; 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 # 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 [Coul4, Theorem 2.4.4], we
obtain the following characterization of PST between twin vertices.

Theorem 9. Let T = {u, v} be a set of twins in X and suppose 0,,(M) = {0, A1, ..., A}, where 0 is given
in (5). Then perfect state transfer occurs between u and v if and only if

1. Ege, = —Ege,, Eje, = Ejeyj=1,...,7; and
2. there exists a time T such that for each j =1, ...,r, an odd m; exists such that

T(Aj —0) = m;m. (15)

In addition, the minimum time that perfect state transfer occurs between u and v is T = Aliq)\z’ where q is

an integer given in Theorem 4.

Denote the largest power of two that divides an integer b by v»(b). With the assumption in Theorem
9, we further suppose that ¢(M,t) € Z[x]. Applying the well-known characterization of PST due to
Coutinho [Coul4, Theorem 2.4.4] for the case that ¢(M, t) € Z[x], we obtain the a characterization of
perfect state transfer between twin vertices whenever ¢(M, t) € Z[x].

Theorem 10. Let ¢(M,t) € Z[x] and T = {u, v} be a set of twins in X with 0,(M) = {6,A1,...,A+},
where 0 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 o,[,(M) = {Ay,..., A} and 0,,(M) = {6}.
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2. For each |, A]- =0+ b]-\/Z, where b]- is an integer, and A = 1 or A > 1 is a square-free integer.
3. For each j, v2(bj) = q, where q is a nonnegative integer.

In addition, if perfect state transfer occurs between u and v, then the minimum PST time is T = VA

where g = ged(by, ..., by).

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 mK> as an example.

Example 2. Note that mK, contains m pairs of false twins and is (2m — 2)-regular. The eigenvalues of A
are 2m — 2, 0 = 0 (multiplicity m), and —2 (multiplicity m — 1). One checks that any pair of false twins in
mKy are strongly cospectral with eigenvalue support containing all three eigenvalues of A. By Theorem
5, every vertex of mKs is periodic with minimum period o = 71. Moreover, since the largest power of two
that divides 2(m — 1) and —2 are equal if and only if m — 1 is odd, Theorem 10 yields PST between any
pair of false twins in mKy if and only if m is even, in which case the minimum PST time is T = 71/2. These
observations also apply to the Laplacian and signless Laplacian case because mKs is regular:

Let X € {Oy, Ky} and Y be a graph on n > 1 vertices. In the simple unweighted join X v Y, the
vertices in X form a set of twins T'in X v Y. If m > 3, then Corollary 3 implies that any vertex in X cannot
be involved in PGST with any other vertex in X v Y. This motivates us to look at the case m = 2. Let
m = 2 and V(X) = {u,v}. The join X v Y is called a double cone on Y with apexes u and v. In particular,
if X = Ky, then we call X v Y a connected double cone on Y. Otherwise, X v 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 {-regular graph on n = 1 vertices. The following hold.

1. Adjacency perfect state transfer occurs between the apexes of Oy v Y if and only if either (i) £ = 0
or(ii) ¢ >0, n = %s(ﬂ + s) for some integer s, and vo(£) > 1(s) = 1. Moreover, if { = 0, then

the minimum time that perfect state transfer occurs is T = \/% Otherwise, it is T = g where

g=gcd(l +s,s).

2. Signless Laplacian perfect state transfer occurs between the apexes of Oy v Y if and only if one of
the following conditions holds
(a) £ =0andn =2 (mod4);
(b) £ >0andn =20+ 2; or

(c) £ >0,n= %for some integer s, and either (i) v2(s) > 1, £ is even and vo(n) = 1 or

(ii) ¢ is odd, vo(n) > v5(s) and vo(€ + 1) > vp(s) — 1.

Moreover, the minimum time that perfect state transfer occurs is T = % whenever { = 0, and

T = % whenever { > Qandn = 2¢ + 2. Otherwise, itis T = g where § = gcd(20 —s+2,n—s).
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Proof. Let u and v be the apexes of O, v Y. By virtue of [Mon21b, Corollary 6.9(1)], # and v are strongly
cospectral both with respect to A and Q. Making use of Lemmas 1 and 7, we get that 0;,(A) = {0} and

0,,(Q) = {n}. 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 0,(A) = {A%,0}, where A* =

: <€ + V02 + 8n). If ¢ = 0, then 0;,(A) = {£+/2n,0}, where 1,(v/21) = v5(—+/2n). By Theorem 10,
PST occurs between u and v with minimum time T = ﬁ, and so (i) holds. Now, let £ > 0. By Theorem

10, adjacency PST occurs between 1 and v if and only if ¢? + 8n is a perfect square and

Vo(L + 0?2+ 8n) = vo(£ — A/ £? + 8n). (16)

Now, £2 + 8n is a perfect square if and only if 8n = 4s(¢ + s) for some integer s such that s(£ + s) is
even. Making use of (16), we get 1»(¢ +s) = va(s) which implies that v2(¢) > 1(s). As 1a(s) = 0
and 1p(n) = 1, (@) = 12(s) + 1o({ +5) —1 = 2up(s) —1 > 0, we obtain v(s) > 1. Therefore,
(ii) is true. Lasly, invoking Theorem 10 yields the minimum PST time T = %, where ¢ = ged(f +
V2 181, — /2 1 8n).

Next, we show the second statement. By Corollary 4(2b), we get 0,,(Q) = {A%,6}, where A* =
120+n+2++/(20+n+2)2—80n)and 6 = n in Theorem 10. We have the following cases.

* Let £ = 0 so that 0,(Q) = {n,n+ 2,0}. Since we can write n +2 = 6 +2 and 0 = 6 + (—n), we obtain
vp(—n) = 1,(2) = lifand only if n = 2c for some odd ¢, or equivalently, n = 2 (mod 4). Applying Theorem
10, we get signless Laplacian PST between u and v if and only if # = 2 (mod 4), in which case the minimum
PST time is T = 7.

* Let £ > 0 so that we can write AT = 0 + % (26 —n+244/(20+n+2)2 8£n). Invoking Theorems

8(2) and 10(2), we need either 1 = 20 4+ 2 or (20 + n + 2)> — 8/n is a perfect square. If n = 2/ + 2, then
A% = 0 4+ 2y/7 +1, and hence, Theorem 10 yields signless Laplacian PST between u and v with minimum
time T = 2\/% = \/% Now, suppose (2¢ + 1 + 2)? — 8¢n is a perfect square. By Theorem 10(3), signless

Laplacian PST occurs between u and v if and only if

1% (2€n+2+\/(2£+n+2)28£n> =1 <2£n+2\/(2€+n+2)28€n>. (17)

Using conjugation, (17) yields v, ((25 —n+2++/(20+n+2)2 - 8611)2) = 1»(8n). Thus, v»(n) is odd
and we may write (17) as

v2(2€n+2i\/(2£+n+2)28£n>=%(v2(n)+3). (18)

Since (2¢ + n + 2)% — 8¢n is a perfect square, we can write 8¢n = 4s(2¢ + n — s + 2) for some integer s such
that s(2¢ + n — s + 2) is even, i.e., n = 5(25;7;:2) Since 7 is even, s is also even. This allows us to write

20+2—s5=2({+1~-3),and so we may write (18) as
1
vz(é—i—l—%)—i—l:vz(n—s):E(vz(n)—i—l). (19)
Let n = 2»2(g ¢ = 22(0p and s = 226)¢ for odd a, b and c. If vp(n) < vy(s), then we can write
n—s =2v20 (g —226)=120ec) Thus, vp(n —s) = va(n) > %(Vz(n) + 1) whenever 3 < vp(n) < v,(s)

while vp(n —s) > vp(n) = %(Vz(l’l) + 1) whenever 1 < v5(n) = v,(s). Both subcases contradict (19), and
this allows us to narrow down to the following cases.
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— Letvp(s) > 1 and vp(n) = 1 so that vo(n —s) = 1. If £ is even, then vo(£ + 1 — 5) = 0. Otherwise,
vo(£ +1—3) > 0. Thus, (19) holds if and only if £ is even.

— Letvy(n) > va(s) so that vp(n) = 3. Then vp(n —s) = v»(s), and (19) holds if and only if

v (+1-3) +1=0s(s) = %(Vz(n)ﬂ) >0 20)

If ¢ is even, then (£ + 1 — %) = 0, a contradiction to (20). Now, suppose £ is odd and let £ + 1 =
2v2((+1) 4 We have the following subcases.
# If 1p(0 +1) > vp(s) — 1, then vo({ +1— 3) = 15(s) — 1, and so (20) holds if and only if
va(s) = 5(va(n) +1).
# If (0 +1) = va(s) — 1, thenvp(£ + 1 — 5) > v5(s) — 1, and so (20) fails.
# If1p(0+1) <va(s) — 1, thenvp(£ +1 — 5) = vp(£ + 1), and so (20) fails.

Combining the two cases above, we get PST occurring between u and v whenever (20 + n + 2)2 —8lnisa

perfect square if and only if n = % for some integer s, and either (i) vo(s) > 1, vo(n) = 1 and £ is

even or (ii) £ is odd, vo(n) > va(s) and vo(£ + 1) > vy(s) — 1. Finally, we invoke Theorem 10 to get the
minimum time that signless Laplacian PST occurs for the case £ > 0 and (2¢ + n + 2)2 — 8¢n is a perfect
square.

Thus, we have covered all cases. O
Next, we examine the case of connected double cones.
Theorem 12. Let Y be a (-regular graph on n > 1 vertices with £ # n — 1. The following hold.

1. Adjacency perfect state transfer occurs between the apexes of Ko v Y if and only if n = M}j for
some integer s satisfying V(£ + 3) > vp(s —2) = 1 (so that { is odd and s is even). In particular,
ifn = M and we let £ +1 = 22UNg and s = 226)b for some odd a and b, then the
condition vo(0 + 3) > vp(s — 2) = 1 holds if and only if v2(£ + 1) = 1 and either (i) v2(s) = 1 and
w(a+1) > (b —1), or (ii) va(s) > 1. Moreover, the minimum time that perfect state transfer
occurs is T = 7§T’ where g = ged({ 4+ s+ 1,5 —2).

2. Signless Laplacian perfect state transfer occurs between the apexes of Ky v Y if and only if the
following conditions hold

(a) n =20 +4; or

(b) n = s(ii—zs) for some integer s and either

i. {isevenandvy(s) > 1; or
ii. £isodd, n=2aands = 2c for some odd a and c, and either
A 2n(c—1)=2na—-1)-2=1n{l+1) =2
B. 2u5(c—1) = 21p(a—1) = nu({ +1) > 2, and vo(x —y) = 1, where x and y are
odd integers such that c —1 = 2 1x anda — 1 = 2" 1y

Moreover, if n = 20 + 4 and ¢ + 3 is an odd perfect square, then the minimum time that perfect state

transfer occurs is T = 2(”+2). Otherwise, itis T = g where g = gcd(20 —n+s5+2,5 —2).
n

Proof. Let u and v be the apexes of Ko v H. By [Mon21b, Corollary 6.9(1)], # and v are strongly
cospectral with respect to both A and Q. By Lemmas 1 and 7, we obtain 0,,,(A) = {—1} and 0,,,(Q) =

{n—1}.
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First, we prove the first statement. By Lemma 3(2) yields 0y, (A) = {A*,6}, where A* = 1(¢ +

14++4/(¢—1)2+8n) and § = —1 in Theorem 10. Observe that we can write A* = 0+ 1(/ +3 &

(¢ —1)2 + 8n). Applying Theorem 10, adjacency PST occurs between u and v if and only if (¢ — 1)% +
8n is a perfect square and

1/2<E+3+ (6—1)2+8n)_1/2<6+3— (6—1)2+8n). (21)

Note that (¢ — 1)? + 8 is a perfect square if and only if 8n = 4s(¢ — 1 + s) for some integer s such that
s(¢ —1+s) is even. Thus, we can write (21) as 1p({ +s+ 1) = 1o(({ +3) + (s —2)) = 1a2(s — 2),
which is equivalent to v5(¢ + 3) > (s — 2). Thus, £ is odd, and because s(¢ — 1 + s) is even, s is also
even. Let £ + 1 = 22(*+Dg and s = 22()p for some odd a and b so that £ 4 3 = 2(2"2(‘*1)=15 4 1) and
s —2 = 2(2»2()=1p — 1). Using these two equations, one can show that (i) 12(£ + 3) > 1a(s —2) > 1
if and only if 15(¢ +1) = 1p(s) = 1l and (@ +1) > vp(b—1) and (i) 1L ({ +3) > (s —2) =1
if and only if 1(¢ +1) = 1 and v»(s) > 1. Equivalently, v»(¢ + 1) = 1 and either (i) v2(s) = 1 and
va(a+1) = 1a(b—1),or (ii) v2(s) > 1. Thus, 1 holds.

Next, we prove the second statement in a similar way we proved Theorem 11(2). By Corollary 4(2a),
0u(Q) = {A*, 6}, where A* = 1 <2€ +n+4++/(20+n+4)2-820+2+ En)) and 0 = n in The-

orem 10. Observe that we can write A* = 6 + % <2€ —n+4++/(20—n)>+ 811). Invoking Theorems

8(2) and 10(2), we need either n = 2¢ + 4 or (20 — n)2 + 8n is a perfect square. Let us first look at what
happens when 1 = 2/ + 4. This yields A* = 0 + 4/2(n + 2), and so 10(3) gives us signless Laplacian
PST. Now, suppose that (2¢ — 1)? + 8n is a perfect square. By Theorem 10(3), we get signless Laplacian
PST between u and v if and only if

Vp <ZE—n+4+ (2€—n)2+8n) =1 <2€—n+4— (26—n)2+8n>. (22)

Again, by conjugation, (22) yields v ((26 —n+4++/(20—n)>+ 811)2) = 1»(16(¢ + 1)). Therefore,
12 (¢ + 1) is even and we may write (22) as

%) <2€—n+4i (2€—n)2+8n> = %vz(€+1) +2. (23)

Since (2¢ — n)? + 8n is a perfect square, we can write 81 = 4s(2¢ — n + s) for some integer s such that

s(2¢ —n +s)iseven,ie., n = S(fgs). Thus, we may write (23) as
1
1/2(2€—n+s—|—2)=1/2(s—2):§1/2(€—|-1)+1>1. (24)

If s and n have opposite parities, then v, (20 —n +s +2) = 0, a contradiction to (24). Moreover, if s
is odd, then (s —2) = 0, again a contradiction to (24), Thus, both s and # are even. Let n = 2”2(”)a,
¢ =2"Op and s = 226)¢ for odd a, b and c¢. We have the following cases.

* Let ¢ be even so thatvp(¢ +1) = 0. By (24), we get vp (20 — 1 + s + 2) = vp(s — 2) = 1, which holds if and

only if vp(s) > land vp(n) > 1. Asn = s(ggs), the condition v,(s) > 1 implies that v5(n) > 1. Thus, we

get signless Laplacian PST in this case if and only if vp(s) > 1.

e Let/beoddsothat (£ +1) > 2. Note that2¢ —n+s+2=2(({+1)+ (s —n)/2). ifva(n) > 1,(s) =1,
then vp(2¢ —n + s +2) = 1, a contradiction to (24). Moreover, if v5(s) > 1, then v»(s —2) = 1, again
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a contradiction to (24). Thus, the only case left is v5(n) = v2(s) = 1. Let vp(n) = va(s) = 1 so that
20—n+s+2=2(({+1)+ (c—a)/2) and va(s —2) = 2(c — 1). Then we can write (24) as

vp (E+1) + (c—a)/2) = va(c—1) = %1/2(5 D=1 25

- Ifvp(f +1) < vp(c—a) — 1, thenvy (€ + 1) + (c —a)/2) = va(£ + 1) > Lvp (£ + 1) because v (£ +
1) > 2, a contradiction to (25).

- Ifry,(l+1) > w(c—a)—1,thenvy ({ +1)+ (¢ —a)/2) = va(c —a) — 1 and so we can write (25)
as

wc—a)—1T=1c-1)= %V2(£+1). (26)

Ifa=1,thenvy(c —1) — 1 = vp(c — 1) by (26), a contradiction, and so a > 3. Since ¢ and a are odd,
we may writec —1 = 2" !x anda — 1 = 2*~ 1y, where x and y are odd. Thus, ¢ —a = 2~ 1x — 27~ 1y,
Ifvo(c—1) < vp(a —1), then va(c —a) = va(c — 1), and so (26) fails. If if vo(c — 1) > vp(a —1),
then one checks that vp(c —a) — 1 = vo(c — 1) if and only if vo(c — 1) = vp(a — 1) — 1. Finally, if
vp(c — 1) = vp(a — 1), then we get ¢ —a = 2°~!(x — y), and therefore, vo(c —a) — 1 = vp(c — 1) if
and only if vp(x —y) = 1.

Combining the subcases above for the case when ¢ is odd, we obtain signless Laplacian PST if and only if
either () va(c—1) =vp(a—1)—1lor(i) vo(c— 1) = vp(a—1) and vp(x — y) = 1. In both cases, (26) yields
2up(c —1) = vp(£ + 1), and so we may write conditions (i) and (ii) as (i) 2va(c — 1) = 21(a—1) -2 =
(0 +1) = 2and (ii) 2va(c — 1) = 2vp(a — 1) = v, (€ + 1) = 2 and vp(x — y) = 1, respectively.

Finally, applying Theorem 10 yields the minimum PST time. O

It is helpful to note that Theorem 12 implies that n must be even for adjacency and signless Laplacian
PST to occur in K v Y. By virtue of Theorem 11, the same holds for O, v Y with respect to the signless
Laplacian matrix, as well as the adjacency matrix provided that £ > 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 (m — 1)-regular graph with 2m vertices, then O, v Y has PST between its apexes
[ADL" 16, Theorem 7]. These are precisely the graphs described in Theorem 11(2b) with £ = m —
1 and n = 2m, while those that satisfy Theorem 11(2a) are K, , with n = 0 (mod 4). To illustrate
Theorem 11(2c), take s = 2(¢ — Vi ) such that £ > 0 is an even perfect square to get an infinite family
of disconnected double cones on £-regular graphs with n = 2¢ — 2 vertices that exhibit signless Laplacian
PST with minimum time T = 7. 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+/¢ such that £ > 0 is an even perfect square, and this family exhibits signless
Laplacian PST with minimum time 7 = 7.

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 O, v Y and Corollary 6 for
Ky v Y). In particular, they showed that if Y is a graph on n > 1 vertices, then O, v Y has PST between
its apexes if and only if 7 = 2 (mod 4) with minimum PST time T = % In contrast, K> v 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 v Y, where X € {Oy, Ky} and Y be an ¢-regular graph on n vertices graph such
that £ # n — 1 whenever X = K. From Corollary 4, we know that ¢,,(Q) = {0, A%}, where § = n and
A% depends on whether X = O, or X = K. In both cases, we know that u and v are strongly cospectral,
and invoking Lemmas 1 and 7 gives us 0,,,(Q) = {6}. Thus, (15) yields

PltAT _ pitAT _ _,itf

Now, if £ > 0 and n = 2¢ + 2, then Theorem 11(2b) implies that signless Laplacian PST occurs between
the apexes of O, v Y with minimum PST time T = \/% Thus, if + = Ts for any odd integer s and 27 is not

a perfect square, then t0 = ”STZ” is irrational, and consequently, the phase factor ¥ = —e* for signless

Laplacian PST is not a root of unity. The same can be said for K v Y whenever n = 2¢ +4 and 2(n + 2)

is not a perfect square, in which case the minimum PST time T = \/h This observation complements
n

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 771 to M for some 1 ¢ Q77 introduces a phase factor that is not a root of unity. Finally,
for the Laplacian case, we know that 0 € ¢, (L) for any two strongly cospectral vertices # and v, and so
the phase factor for all cases of PST in simple unweighted graphs is 7y = 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 = {u, v} be a set of twins in X and 0,(M) = {6, A1, ..., A}, where 0 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 o},(M) = {A1,..., A} and 0,,,(M) = {6}.

2. If mj are integers such that
D imj(Aj—6) =0 27)
j

then
Z mj is even. (28)
j

By Theorem 13, if u and v are strongly cospectral twins with 6 = 0 and 0;},(M) 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, [Pall19]). 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 = 1 vertices. The following hold.
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1. Proper pretty good state transfer does not occur between the apexes of Oy v Y and Ky v Y with
respect to the Laplacian matrix.

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

(a) Proper pretty good state transfer occurs between the apexes of O> v Y if and only if £ > 0 and
0% + 8n is not a perfect square.

(b) Proper pretty good state transfer occurs between the apexes of Ky v Y if and only if £ # n — 1
and (¢ —1)? 4 8n is not a perfect square.

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

(a) Proper pretty good state transfer occurs between the apexes of Oy v Y if and only if £ > 0,
n # 20 + 2 and (20 + n + 2)?> — 8¢n is not a perfect square.

(b) Proper pretty good state transfer occurs between the apexes of Ky v Y ifand only if £ # n —1,
n#20+4and (20 +n +4)> — 8(20 + {n + 2) is not a perfect square.

Proof. Let u and v be apexes of both O, v Y and K, v 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 O, v Y are adjacency and signless
Laplacian strongly cospectral, while the apexes of K, v Y are adjacency and signless Laplacian strongly
cospectral if and only if £ # n — 1 (i.e., H # K,,). Thus, to prove the second, we examine two cases.

e InO, v Y, Lemma 3(2) gives us 0y, (A) = {AE, 0}, where AT = % (( + V02 + 8n> and 6 = 0. By Theorem

6(2), u and v are periodic if and only if either £ = 0 or /> + 8 is a perfect square. Thus, if proper PGST
occurs between u and v, then £ > 0 and £2 + 8 is not a perfect square, in which case o;5,(A) = {A\T}isa
linearly independent set over Q.

* Meanwhile, in K, v Y, Lemma 3(2) yields 0, (A) = {A%, 0}, where AT = % (5 +1+4/(0—-1)2+ Sn) and

6 = —1. By Theorem 6(2), u and v are periodic if and only if (¢ — 1)? 4 8n is a perfect square. Hence, if
proper PGST occurs between u and v, then it must be that (¢ — 1)2 + 8 is not a perfect square, in which case
o5 (A) = {A%} 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 6 = n. We know from Corollary 4(2) that 0,(Q) = {A%,0} in Oy v Y, where

At =0+1 <2E —-n+4+ \/E) and A = (20 +n +2)? — 8¢n, while 0,,(Q) = {A%,0} in K, v Y, where

At =0+1 <2E -—n+2+ \/E) and A = (20 + n + 4)?> — 8(2¢ + ¢n + 2). Following the same argument
above yields the desired result. O

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

Example 3. Let m > 4, and consider the complete graph minus an edge K,,\e, where u and v are the
vertices joining the missing edge e. Note that K, \e = Oy v Ky,—p, where Ky,—p is an (m — 3)-regular
graph on m — 2 vertices. Letk = m — 3 and n = m — 2. We make the following observations about K, \e.

o Sincem —3 > 0and k* + 8n = (m + 1)> — 8 is not a perfect square for all m > 4, Theorem 14(2a) yields
proper adjacency PGST between u and v. Indeed, since 0,,(A) = {0,m — 3 &+ +/(m + 1)2 — 8}, 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 © for all m > 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 Ky\e. By Lemma 4(2), 0,,(L) = {0,m, 0}, where 6 = m — 2, and
note that we can write 0 = 0 + (m —2) and m = 0 + 2. Since v»(2) = vo(m —2) 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 T = 7_21 Thus, the converse of
[BCMSO09, Theorem 5], which states that Laplacian PST occurs between the two non-adjacent vertices of
Ky, \e 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 Ky, \e is an example.

s For the signless Laplacian case, one checks that (2k +n + 2)?> — 8kn = (m + 2)?> — 16. However, since
(m+ 2)2 — 16 is not a perfect square for all m = 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 {-regular graph on n vertices.
1. For the adjacency case, we have the following.

(a) Let { =4, and let X = Oy v Y.
i Ifn= %s(s +4) for some integer s satisfying vo(s) = 1, then the apexes of X exhibit PST
by Theorem 11(1) with the minimum PST time T = %
ii. Ifn= %s(s + 4) for some integer s satisfying v,(s) > 1, then the apexes of X are periodic
by Theorem 6(2b) with p = 71, but they do not exhibit PST by Theorem 11(1).
iii. Ifn +# %S(s + 4) for any integer s, then the apexes of X exhibit proper PGST by Theorem
14(2a).
(b) Let { =1, andletX Ky vY.
i lfn=7% for some integer s satisfying v»(s) > 1, then the apexes of X exhibit PST by
Theorem 12(1) with the minimum PST time is g
ii. Ifn = % for some integer s satisfying v»(s) = 1, then the apexes of X are periodic by
Theorem 6(2b) with p = 71, but they do not exhibit PST by Theorem 12(1).
iii. Ifn # % 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 £ >0andn =20 —2, andlet X = O, v Y.
i. If £ is an even perfect square then the apexes of X exhibit PST by Theorem 11(2c) with
minimum PST time T = 7.

ii. If £ is an odd perfect square, then the apexes of X are periodic by Theorem 8(2) with
p = 7T, but they do not exhibit PST by Theorem 11(2c).

iii. If ¢ is not a perfect square, then the apexes of X exhibit proper PGST by Theorem 14(3a).
(b) Let { > 0andn = 2{, and let X = Ko v Y.

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

minimum PST time T = 7.
ii. If £ is an odd perfect square, then the apexes of X are periodic by Theorem 8(1) with

p = 7T, but they do not exhibit PST by Theorem 12(2c).
iii. If £ is not a perfect square, then the apexes of X exhibit proper PGST by Theorem 14(3b).
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