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Abstract

In 1983, Borowiecki and Jóźwiak posed an open problem of characterizing graphs with purely imag-
inary per-spectrum. The most general result, although a partial solution, was given in 2004 by Yan
and Zhang, who show that if a graph contains no subgraph which is an even subdivision of K2,3, then
it has purely imaginary per-spectrum. Zhang and Li in 2012 proved that such graphs are planar and
admit a pfaffian orientation. In this article, we describe how to construct graphs with purely imagi-
nary per-spectrum having a subgraph which is an even subdivision of K2,3 (planar and nonplanar) using
coalescence of rooted graphs.
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1 Introduction

We consider simple and undirected graphs. Let V (G) and E(G) denote the vertex set and the edge set of a
graph G, respectively. If two vertices i, j ∈ V (G) are adjacent, then we write i ∼ j. The adjacency matrix
A(G) = (aij) of a graph G with V (G) = {1, . . . , n} is the n × n matrix in which aij = 1 if i ∼ j, and 0
otherwise. The determinant and the permanent of A(G), are defined as

det(A(G)) =
∑
σ∈Sn

sgn(σ)

n∏
i=1

ai,σ(i),

per(A(G)) =
∑
σ∈Sn

n∏
i=1

ai,σ(i),

respectively, where Sn is the set of all permutation of the set {1, 2, . . . , n} and sgn(σ) is the signature of the
permutation σ. The characteristic polynomial and the permanental polynomial of graph G are defined as

φ(G, x) = det(xI −A(G)),

π(G, x) = per(xI −A(G)),

respectively, where I is the identity matrix of order n. The set of all the roots (counting multiplicities) of
φ(G, x) and π(G, x) is called the spectrum and the per-spectrum of the graph G, respectively. Let σ(G) and
σp(G) denote the spectrum and per-spectrum of a graph G, respectively. Two graphs are cospectral if they
have the same spectrum and per-cospectral if they have the same per-spectrum. Both the spectrum and the
per-spectrum are graph invariants. Because if two graphs are isomorphic, then they must necessarily have
the same spectrum and the per-spectrum. The converse need not be true.
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A graph is said to be determined by its spectrum (per-spectrum), if any other graph which is cospectral
(per-cospectral) to it is also isomorphic. Haemers and van Dam have conjectured that ‘Almost all graphs
are determined by their spectrum’ [12, 23]. Much work has been done on studying graphs using the charac-
teristic polynomial and its roots in Spectral Graph Theory, but very less using the permanental polynomial
in comparison [17]. The eigenvalues of a matrix are the roots of its characteristic polynomial, but the fa-
miliar Linear Algebra is not much helpful when studying the permanent as it is a combinatorial function.
However, much work has been done on finding bounds on the permanent [3, 26]. Further, the determinant
and the permanent look quite similar by definition, but computationally they are extremely different. The
determinant can be computed in polynomial time using LUP decomposition, while computing permanent is
a #P-complete problem [22]. The ‘Computation of Determinant vs. Permanent’ is a significant problem in
Computational Complexity Theory [1, 2]. This computational dichotomy is also explored using the general
notion of immanants in [8]. Some numerical evidence suggests that the permanental polynomial might be
better than the characteristic polynomial in distinguishing graphs [9, 18]. This tradeoff between computa-
tional hardness and the graph characterizing power is an interesting area to study. For an excellent survey
on permanental polynomial, we refer to [17]. For some recent work on permanental polynomial, we refer to
[27, 13, 14, 15, 16, 24].

Let Km,n denote the complete bipartite graph with partite sets of size m and n, respectively. In case m = 1,
we get a star graph with n pendent vertices. Let Kn, Pn, and Cn denote the complete graph, the path graph,
and the cycle graph on n vertices, respectively. Note that the spectrum is always real, but the per-spectrum
may not be real. H. Sachs (1978) had noted that if G is a tree such that σ(G) = {λ1, λ2, . . . , λn}, then σp(G) =
{iλ1, iλ2, . . . , iλn}. Borowiecki (1985) [4] generalized this observation by showing that a bipartite graph G
contains no Ck for any k ≡ 0 (mod 4) if and only if σ(G) = {λ1, λ2, . . . , λn} and σp(G) = {iλ1, iλ2, . . . , iλn}.
Thus, if G1 and G2 are two bipartite graphs without Ck for any k ≡ 0 (mod 4), then G1 and G2 are cospectral
if and only if they are per-cospectral. In other words, the permanental polynomial is not any more useful
than the characteristic polynomial in characterization of such graphs. Earlier, Borowiecki and Jóźwiak (1983)
had posed the following open problem.

Problem 1.1. [6] Characterize graphs with purely imaginary per-spectrum.1

Let G denote the class of graphs with purely imaginary per-spectrum. The subdivision of an edge (i, j)
is the operation of replacing (i, j) with a path (i, k, j) through a new vertex k. Let G = G0, G1, G2, . . . , Gk
be a sequence of graphs such that for each i, Gi can be obtained from Gi−1 by subdividing an edge twice.
Then, Gk is said to be an even subdivision of G. Yan and Zhang (2004) [25] have given the most general
but a partial solution to this problem. They showed that if G is a bipartite graph containing no subgraph
which is an even subdivision of K2,3, then there exists an orientation Ge with skew-adjacency matrix A(Ge)
such that π(G, x) = det(xI − A(Ge)). The converse was proved by Zhang and Li (2012) [27] along with
showing that such graphs are planar and the orientation is pfaffian. They also give a linear time algorithm
to determine whether a given bipartite graph contains no even subdivision of K2,3. Since the skew-adjacency
matrix A(Ge) is skew-symmetric matrix, it has purely imaginary eigenvalues. It follows that the class of
graphs containing no subgraph of an even subdivision of K2,3 is a subset of G. Thus, we have

Class of trees ⊆ Class of bipartite graphs without Ck for any k ≡ 0 (mod 4) ⊆ Class of graphs without a
subgraph which is an even subdivision of K2,3 ⊆ G.

In this article, we wish to study the following problem.

Problem 1.2. Let G be a bipartite graph containing a subgraph which is an even subdivision of K2,3. When
does it admit purely imaginary per-spectrum?

The rest of paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we recall some definitions, known results, and
compute permanental polynomial of rooted trees. In Section 3, we describe a construction of graphs with
purely imaginary per-spectrum and demonstrate it for some special cases.

1Zero is also considered to be a purely imaginary number. The per-spectrum is purely imaginary if each of the roots of the
permanental polynomial is purely imaginary.
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2 Preliminaries

The permanental polynomial of a graph G can also be computed using its Sachs subgraphs, that is, subgraphs
whose components are either edges or cycles of length at least 3.

Proposition 2.1. [5] Let G be a graph on n vertices with π(G, x) =
∑n
k=0 bkx

n−k. Then,

bk = (−1)k
∑
Uk

2c(Uk),

where the summation is taken over all Sachs subgraphs Uk on k vertices of G, and c(Uk) denotes the number
of components of Uk which are cycles.

As a consequence, we get the following.

Proposition 2.2. [5, 4, 7] A graph G is bipartite if and only if bk = 0 for each odd k ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . , n}

Next, we show that graphs with purely imaginary per-spectrum are bipartite.

Proposition 2.3. If G ∈ G, then G is bipartite.

Proof. Let σp(G) = {iλ1, iλ2, . . . , iλn}, then π(G, x) = (x − iλ1)(x − iλ2) . . . (x − iλn). If k is odd, then bk
has the factor i. But since π(G, x) has all real coefficients, bk must be zero whenever k is odd. Proof follows
from Proposition 2.2.

Zhang, Liu and Li give a characterization of bipartite graphs in terms of the per-spectrum.

Theorem 2.4. [28] Let G be a graph. Then,

1. π(G, x) has no negative root.

2. If all the roots of π(G, x) are real, then G is empty.

3. If G is bipartite, then π(G, x) has no real root except 0.

4. G is bipartite if and only if the per-spectrum is symmetric with respect to the real and the imaginary
axes.

As a consequence of Proposition 2.3 and Theorem 2.4(4), a graph G ∈ G if and only if its permanental
polynomial has the form

π(G, x) = xn−2k(x2 + c1)(x2 + c2) . . . (x2 + ck),

where ci > 0 for each i for some k. Let G− S denote the induced subgraph on the vertex set V (G)− S for
some S ⊆ V (G). In case S = {r}, we denote it by G− r.

Next, we recall a recursive formula to compute π(G, x) of a graph G.

Lemma 2.5. [5] Let G be a graph, u ∈ V (G), and Γu(G) denote the set of cycles passing through u. Then,

π(G, x) = xπ(G− u, x) +
∑
v∼u

π(G− u− v, x) + 2
∑

C∈Γu(G)

(−1)|V (C)|π(G− V (C), x),

where V (C) is the set of vertices in cycle C.

Let (T, r) denote a tree T rooted at the vertex r. Let u1, u2, . . . , uk denote the children of the root
r, and (T1, u1), (T2, u2), . . . , (Tk, uk) denote the corresponding rooted subtrees for some k ≥ 0. We write
(T, r) = R(T1, T2, . . . , Tk, r). In case T1 = T2 = · · · = Tk, let T ′ := Ti and u′ := ui for each i = 1, . . . k,
then we write (T, r) = R(T ′(k), r). Next, we give a recursive formula to compute permanental polynomial of
rooted trees.
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Proposition 2.6. Consider a rooted tree (T, r) = R(T1, T2, . . . , Tk, r). Then,

π(T, x) = xπ(T − r, x) +

k∑
i=1

π(Ti − ui, x)

k∏
j=1,j 6=i

π(Tj , x)

 .

In case (T, r) = R(T ′(k), r), then the expression simplifies to

π(T, x) = xπ(T − r, x) + k
(
π(T ′ − u′, x)π(T ′, x)k−1

)
.

Proof. First, note that T − r = ∪ki=1Ti. Hence, for each i = 1, . . . k, we have

π(T − r, x) =

k∏
i=1

π(Ti, x), and π(T − r − ui, x) = π(Ti − ui, x)

k∏
j=1,j 6=i

π(Tj , x).

Using Lemma 2.5, we get

π(T, x) = xπ(T − r, x) +
k∑
i=1

π(T − r − ui, x).

Proof follows by substitutions, and the second statement follows as a corollary.

The permanental polynomial of star graphs and path graphs can be computed directly using the following
proposition.

Proposition 2.7. 1. π(K1,n, x) = xn−1(x2 + n)

2. π(Pn, x) = xπ(Pn−1) + π(Pn−2) where π(P0) = 1, π(P1) = x. Equivalently,

π(Pn, x) =

bn/2c∑
m=0

(
n−m
n− 2m

)
xn−2m.

Proof. For the star graph, substitute k = n and Ti = K1, and for the path graph, substitute k = 1 and
Ti = Pn−1 in Proposition 2.6. The recurrence relation of the permenental polynomial of the path graph can
be solved either using generating series or using Proposition 2.1.

We say that a rooted tree (T, r) is starlike if (T, r) = R(K
(k)
1,l , r), and pathlike if (T, r) = R(P

(k)
l+1, r) for

some l ≥ 0. See Figure 1a, 1b. Note that for a rooted starlike tree T , the subtrees (K1,l, u
′) are rooted at the

central vertex of degree l. So consequently π(T ′, x) = xl−1(x2 + l), and π(T ′ − u′) = π(lK1, x) = xl, where
lK1 denotes l copies of K1. For a rooted pathlike tree T , we have π(T ′, x) = π(Pl+1), and π(T ′−u′) = π(Pl).

r

u1 u3u2

(a) Starlike tree R(K
(3)
1,4 , r)

r

u1 u3u2

(b) Pathlike tree R(P
(3)
5 , r)

u v

(c) Theta graph Θ1,2,3

Figure 1

Let u, v be two vertices, and a, b, c ≥ 1. A theta graph Θa,b,c(u, v) is a graph on a + b + c + 2 vertices
such that there are three disjoint paths from u to v of lengths a + 1, b + 1 and c + 1. See Figure 1c. Any
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P GK

K2,3 G8
G11 K3,3

Figure 2: B: Bipartite Graphs, P: Planar Bipartite Graphs, G: Graphs with purely imaginary per-spectrum,
K: Graphs without a subgraph which is an even subdivision of K2,3.

theta graph is a homeomorphic image of K2,3 as it can be obtained by repeated subdivisions of K2,3
2. For

example, we have Θ1,1,1 = K2,3. An even subdivision of K2,3 is a theta graph with all odd parameters. Note
that after removing a vertex of degree 3 from a theta graph, we get a pathlike tree. Hence, we can obtain a
formula for π(Θa,b,c, x) in terms of the permanental polynomial of path graphs using Lemma 2.5.

Consider two rooted graphs (G1, r1) and (G2, r2). By identifying r1 in G1 with r2 in G2, we construct a
new graph G1 ·G2 called the coalescence of G1 and G2. Schwenk (1974) proved the following relation which
holds for both the characteristic and the permanental polynomial.

Lemma 2.8. [19] Let (G1, r1) and (G2, r2) be two rooted graphs, then

π(G1 ·G2, x) = π(G1, x)π(G2 − r2, x) + π(G1 − r1, x)π(G2, x)− xπ(G1 − r1, x)π(G2 − r2, x).

3 Construction

In this section, we describe a construction of graphs with purely imaginary per-spectrum and demonstrate
it for some special cases. First, we discuss some examples.

The graphs containing no subgraph which is an even subdivision of K2,3 are planar, but not all planar
graphs are in G. The smallest example of a planar graph not in G is K2,3 itself. The smallest planar graph in
G containing an even subdivision of K2,3 is a graph on 8 vertices (denote this by G8) obtained by subdividing
any edge of K2,4 twice. The smallest nonplanar graph in G containing an even subdivision of K2,3 is a graph
on 11 vertices (denote this by G11) obtained as follows. Consider K3,3 and v ∈ V (K3,3). Take two edges
adjacent to v and subdivide each of them twice. Now add a new vertex u and draw an edge between u and
v. The graph G11 serves as a motivation for our construction using coalescence. The smallest nonplanar
graph, which is not in G is K3,3. See Figure 2 and 3 for these graphs. Their permanental polynomial and
per-spectrum are as follows.

• π(K2,3, x) = x(x4 + 6x2 + 12),
σp(K2,3) = {0, z, z̄, iz, iz̄} where z = 0.79 + 2.10i (approximated to two decimals),

• π(G8, x) = x2(x6 + 10x4 + 33x2 + 36),
σp(G8) = {0, 0,±2i,±

√
3i,±

√
3i},

• π(K3,3, x) = x6 + 9x4 + 36x2 + 36,
σp(K3,3) = {−1.96i, 1.96i, y, ȳ, iy, iȳ} where y = 0.76 + 2.10i (approximated to two decimals),

• π(G11, x) = x(x10 + 14x8 + 72x6 + 168x4 + 172x2 + 56),

σp(G11) = {0,±i
√

4 +
√

2,±i
√

2 +
√

2,±i
√

4−
√

2,±i
√

2,±i
√

2−
√

2}.

Next, we consider the coalescence of a rooted graph and a rooted tree.

2A recursive formula to compute the characteristic polynomial of a theta graph in one of the parameters was given by Sciriha
and Fiorini [20].
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Figure 3: (Left to right) K2,4, G8, K3,3 and G11. By subdividing the blue edge twice in K2,4 we obtain G8.
By subdividing the blue and the red edge twice in K3,3, and drawing an edge between their common vertex
and the newly added vertex, we obtain G11.

Theorem 3.1. Let (G1, r1) be a rooted graph and (T, r2) = R(T ′(k), r2) be a rooted tree. Their coalescence
G = G1 · T has purely imaginary per-spectrum if and only if the polynomial

H(G1, T ) := π(G1, x)π(T ′, x) + kπ(G1 − r1, x)π(T ′ − u′, x)

has purely imaginary roots.

Proof. Applying Lemma 2.8, we get

π(G, x) = π(G1, x)π(T − r2, x) + π(G1 − r1, x)π(T, x)− xπ(G1 − r1, x)π(T − r2, x)

= π(G1, x)π(T − r2, x) + π(G1 − r1, x) (π(T, x)− xπ(T − r2, x))

= π(G1, x)π(T ′, x)k + π(G1 − r1, x)
(
kπ(T ′ − u′, x)π(T ′, x)k−1

)
= π(T ′, x)k−1 (π(G1, x)π(T ′, x) + kπ(G1 − r1, x)π(T ′ − u′, x)) .

In the third step, we use Proposition 2.6. We already know that a tree has purely imaginary per-spectrum.
Hence, we can ignore the common factor π(T ′, x)k−1.

In the remaining section, we take different examples of graph G1, in particular, K2,3 rooted at a degree 3
vertex, K2,3 rooted at a degree 2 vertex, and a rooted K3,3. As for the tree, we take T to be a rooted starlike
or a rooted pathlike tree.

Consider the case when G1 = K2,3, and T is starlike.

Theorem 3.2. The coalescence of (K2,3, r1) such that degree(r1) = 3 and rooted starlike tree R(K
(k)
1,l , r2)

has purely imaginary per-spectrum if and only if any of the following holds:

1. l + k ≥ 4 when l ≤ 3,

2. k ≥ 2l − 4 when l ≥ 4.

Proof. We have π(K2,3, x) = x(x4 + 6x2 + 12) and π(K1,3, x) = x2(x2 + 3). Now consider the polynomial

H(G1, T ) = π(G1, x)π(T ′, x) + kπ(G1 − r1, x)π(T ′ − u′, x)

= π(K2,3, x)π(K1,l, x) + kπ(K1,3, x)π(lK1, x)

= x(x4 + 6x2 + 12)xl−1(x2 + l) + kx2(x2 + 3)xl

= xl
(
x6 + (l + k + 6)x4 + (6l + 3k + 12)x2 + 12l

)
.

This polynomial has purely imaginary roots if and only if l + k ≥ 4 when l ≤ 3 and k ≥ 2l − 4 when
l ≥ 4.3 Proof follows by Theorem 3.1.

Example 1. Let k = n and l = 0. Then we get a star T = K1,n is rooted at the central vertex. Let Gn be
the coalescence of K2,3 (rooted at a vertex of degree 3) and K1,n (rooted at a vertex of degree n), then it
has purely imaginary per-spectrum if and only if n ≥ 4.

3This is verified using SageMath software [21].
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Example 2. Let k = 1 and l = n− 1, then we get a star T = K1,n rooted a pendant vertex. Let Gn be the
coalescence of K2,3 (rooted at a vertex of degree 3) and K1,n (rooted at a vertex of degree 1), then it has
purely imaginary roots if and only if n = 4.

Remark 3.3. In case when the rooted tree T = R(P
(k)
l+1, r1) is pathlike, substituting π(T ′, x) = π(Pl+1, x)

and π(T ′ − u′) = π(Pl, x), we get

H(G1, T ) = x
(
(x4 + 6x2 + 12)π(Pl+1, x) + kx(x2 + 3)π(Pl, x)

)
.

There is no closed form for the set of all pairs (k, l) such that the polynomial has purely imaginary roots.
But the first few l’s and the corresponding k’s for which this happens are given as follows.

1. k ≥ 4 when l = 0,

2. k ≥ 3 when l = 1, 2, 3, 4,

3. k ≥ 13 when l = 7.

Next, we make a degree 2 vertex of K2,3 a root.

Theorem 3.4. The coalescence of (K2,3, r1) such that degree(r1) = 2 with a rooted starlike tree R(K
(k)
1,l , r2)

has purely imaginary per-spectrum if and only if l + k ≥ 4 and l ≤ 2.

Proof. We have π(K2,3, x) = x(x4 + 6x2 + 12) and π(C4, x) = (x2 + 2)2. Now consider the polynomial

H(G1, T ) = π(G1, x)π(T ′, x) + kπ(G1 − r1, x)π(T ′ − u′, x)

= π(K2,3, x)π(K1,l, x) + kπ(C4, x)π(lK1, x)

= x(x4 + 6x2 + 12)xl−1(x2 + l) + k(x2 + 2)2xl

= xl
(
x6 + (l + k + 6)x4 + (6l + 4k + 12)x2 + (12l + 4k)

)
.

This polynomial has purely imaginary roots if and only if l+ k ≥ 4 and l ≤ 2. Proof follows by Theorem
3.1.

Example 3. Let k = n and l = 0, then we get a star K1,n rooted at the central vertex. Let Gn be the
coalescence of K2,3 (rooted at a vertex of degree 2) and K1,n (rooted at a vertex of degree n). It has purely
imaginary per-spectrum if and only if n ≥ 4.

Remark 3.5. Similarly, in case when the rooted tree T = R(P
(k)
l+1, r1) is pathlike, we get

H(G1, T ) = x(x4 + 6x2 + 12)π(Pl+1, x) + k(x2 + 2)2π(Pl, x).

There is no closed form for the set of all pairs (k, l) such that the polynomial has purely imaginary roots.
But the first few l’s and the corresponding k’s for which this happens are given as follows.

1. k ≥ 4 when l = 0,

2. k ≥ 3 when l = 1, 2,

3. k = 3 when l = 3,

4. k ≥ 19 when l = 5,

5. k ≥ 9 when l = 6.

Remark 3.6. The smallest connected bipartite graph in G which has an even subdivision of K2,3 is the
graph G8 (see Figure 3), and there are no other such graphs on 8 vertices in G. On 9 vertices, there are 8
graphs in G which contain an even subdivision of K2,3 (see Figure 4). Note that 7 of them can be obtained
using the single coalescence of either K2,3 or Θ3,1,1 with a starlike or a pathlike tree. The remaining example
requires coalescences at two different roots.
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The graph G1 Coalescence of G1 with rooted tree

K2,3 rooted at a degree 3 vertex

K2,3 rooted at a degree 2 vertex

Θ3,1,1 rooted at a degree 3 vertex

Θ3,1,1 rooted at a degree 2 vertex

Θ3,1,1 with two root vertices of degree 3 each

Figure 4: Connected bipartite graphs on 9 vertices in G which have an even subdivision of K2,3 as a subgraph

Next, we consider the case when G1 is K3,3 to produce nonplanar graphs with purely imaginary per-
spectrum.

Theorem 3.7. The coalescence of K3,3 rooted at any vertex with a rooted starlike tree T = R(K
(k)
1,l , r2) has

purely imaginary per-spectrum if and only if (k, l) ∈ {(5, 1), (6, 0), (7, 0)}. The coalescence of K3,3 rooted

at any vertex with a rooted pathlike tree T = R(P
(k)
l+1, r2) has purely imaginary per-spectrum if and only if

(k, l) ∈ {(5, 1), (6, 0), (7, 0)}.

Proof. First recall the useful facts π(K3,3, x) = x6 + 9x4 + 36x2 + 36 and π(K2,3, x) = x(x4 + 6x2 + 12).
When the tree is starlike, we have

H(G1, T ) = π(G1, x)π(T ′, x) + kπ(G1 − r1, x)π(T ′ − u′, x)

= π(K3,3, x)π(K1,l, x) + kπ(K2,3, x)π(lK1, x)

= (x6 + 9x4 + 36x2 + 36)xl−1(x2 + l) + kx(x4 + 6x2 + 12)xl

= xl−1
(
x8 + (k + l + 9)x6 + (6k + 9l + 36)x4 + (12k + 36l + 36)x2 + 36l

)
.

This polynomial has purely imaginary roots if and only if (k, l) ∈ {(5, 1), (6, 0), (7, 0)}. When the tree is
pathlike, we have

H(G1, T ) = π(G1, x)π(T ′, x) + kπ(G1 − r1, x)π(T ′ − u′, x)

= π(K3,3, x)π(Pl+1, x) + kπ(K2,3, x)π(Pl, x)

= (x6 + 9x4 + 36x2 + 36)π(Pl+1, x) + kx(x4 + 6x2 + 12)π(Pl, x).

This polynomial has purely imaginary roots if and only if (k, l) ∈ {(5, 1), (6, 0), (7, 0)}. Proof follows by
Theorem 3.1.

4 Conclusion

There are various ways in which one can make use of the construction idea. The graph G1 in Theorem
3.1 can be taken to be any theta graph with odd parameters or any graph containing it. One can also
consider multiple coalescences (see [10]) or a different definition of the rooted product (see neighbourhood
rooted product [11]). The second graph T need not be only a starlike or a pathlike tree. For example, the
coalescence of the cycle C6 and K2,3 (rooted at a degree 3 vertex) has purely imaginary per-spectrum, but it
is not obtainable using the construction described in this article. Accounting for such cases is the subject of
future study.
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