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Abstract

We reduce the p? block all-one matrices in the generalized block
Laplacian spectrum of graphs to p block all-one matrices in the gen-
eralized block diagonal Lapalcian spectrum of graphs introduced by
Wang and the second author (Adv. Appl. Math. 173B (2026)). In
this case the matrices are all real symmetric, and hence the spec-
trum is real, which does not hold for the generalized block Laplacian
spectrum. We also investigate the analogue by Hermitian adjacency
matrix of digraphs.

Keywords: graph spectrum, graph identification, digraph
MSC2020: 05C31, 05C50

1 Introduction
Haemers [vDHO03, Hael6] conjectures that almost all graphs are deter-

mined by their eigenvalues. In other words, almost all graphs have no cospec-
tral mate. Vu [Vu2l] raises a similar conjecture in random symmetric +1
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matrices. O’Rourke-Touri [OT16] proves that almost all graphs are control-
lable. If a controllable graph has a generalized cospectral mate, it must be a
generalized cospectral mate with an integer level ¢ > 2. Wei Wang and the
second author [WZ25] prove that almost all graphs have no cospectral mate
with fixed level. However, the level could be large compared to the order of
the graph. Wei Wang and the second author [WZ26] introduce the concept of
multivariate graph spectrum, which unifies the adjacency spectrum, Lapla-
cian spectrum, generalized spectrum (idiosyncratic spectrum in the sense
of Tutte [Tut79]), etc., aiming to force the level to be 1, namely to forbid
cospectral mates. It is shown that the multivariate graph spectrum essen-
tially reduces to the univariate graph spectrum with well-chosen parameters.
The generalized block Laplacian spectrum, the generalized diagonal block
Laplacian spectrum, and the generalized diagonal spectrum (cospectrality in
this sense is equivalent to degree-similarity in [GS25]) are introduced there.
In [WZ26] cospectrality in the sense of the generalized block Laplacian spec-
trum is characterized. However, the generalized block Laplacian spectrum
involves p? block all-one matrices and the spectrum is not real in general.
In this paper, we show that almost identical characterization holds for the
generalized block diagonal Laplacian spectrum, which involves only p block
all-one matrices and the spectrum is always real. We also investigate the
analogue by Hermitian adjacency matrix of digraphs.

A graph G is a pair (V, E), where V is the vertex set, and £ C (‘2/) is the
edge set. We denote an edge (u,v) € E by uv. Note that here the graph is
simple, namely it has no loops, no multiedges, and the edges are undirected.
The degree deg(v) of a vertex v € V' is the number of edges incident to v.

The adjacency matriz of a graph G is a zero-one square matrix Ag over the
field C given by

1, wekF,

0, otherwise.

Ag(u,v) = { (1)

Let G = (Vg, Eg) and H = (Vy, Ey) be two graphs. A graph isomorphism
from G to H is a map f : Vo — Vg such that uv € FEg if and only if
f(u)f(v) € Eg. We write G =4, H if G and H are isomorphic.

A matrix is called integral if all of its entries are integers. Throughout
this paper, we shall denote by I and J the identity matrix and the all-
one matrix respectively. A square integral matrix M is called unimodular
if det M = £1. Note that for a unimodular matrix M, its inverse M~ is



always an integral matrix. Given a rectangular n x m integral matrix M,
there exists a decomposition M = UXV, called Smith decomposition, such
that the followings hold.

1. The matrix U is an n X n unimodular matrix;
2. The matrix V is an m X m unimodular matrix;

3. The matrix X is a n x m diagonal matrix such that the diagonal entries
satisfy dy | da | --- | dmin(n,m).

We call ¥ the Smith normal form of M and duyingm,m)(M) the last invariant
factor of M.

Given a rectangular matrix M over Q, the level of M, denoted by ¢(M),
is the smallest positive integer ¢ such that /M is an integral matrix.

Let G be a graph. The (adjacency) spectrum of G is the multiset of
eigenvalues of Ag. We say two graphs G and H are cospectral, denoted
by G =g H, if their spectra are identical. We can consider more general
spectrum. The complementary graph G of G = (V, E) is a graph (V, E) such
that £ == (g) \ E. The generalized spectrum of G is the collection of the
spectrum of G as well as the spectrum of G. We say G and H are generalized
cospectral, denoted by G =Zgg H, if their generalized spectra are identical. A
matrix is called regular if the sum of the entries in each row is 1. The walk
matriz of a graph G = (V| F) is defined by

W(G)=le Ae --- A" le], (2)

where e is the all-one column vector and n = |V|. A graph G is called
controllable if W(G) is of full rank. The following theorem characterizes
generalized cospectral graphs.

Theorem 1.1 ([JN80] [WX06]). Let G and H be two non-isomorphic graphs.
Let A and B be their adjacency matrices respectively. If G and H are gen-
eralized cospectral, then there exists a reqular orthogonal matrix () such that
QT AQ = B. In particular, if G is controllable, then Q is unique and rational

and £(Q) | du(W(G)).
Let A = (A, As, ..., Ax) be a k-tuple of n X n matrices. Let s =

(s1,82,...,8k) be a k-tuple of complex variables. We define
k
Wa(s) =Wa, ay,..4,(51,82,...,5) = ZSiAz’- (3)
i=1



Denote by ¢a(s;t) = det(t] — Wa(s)) the characteristic polynomial of
Wal(s). It is clear that G and H are cospectral if and only if ¢a(s;t) =
¢B(s;t), where A = (Ag) and B = (Ap); G and H are generalized cospectral
if and only if pa(s;t) = ¢B(s;t), where A = (Ag, J) and B = (Ag, J) [Tut79,
JN80, WXO06]. Suppose G and H be two graphs on V' sharing the same degree
sequences. Without loss of generality, suppose deg(v) = degq(v) = degy(v)
for all v € V. Therefore, we have the degree decomposition of vertices
V = |, Vi. Let A and B be the adjacency matrices of G and H respec-
tively. Let ¢; € RY, i =1,2,..., p be zero-one vectors such that ¢;(v) = 1 if
and only if v € V. Let J;; = e;e; fori,j =1,2,...,p. Let

Di(u,v) 1, u=veVy,
U, V) = X .
0, otherwise

We say two graphs G and H share the generalized diagonal Laplacian spec-

trum, denoted by G %JGDLS H, if ¢A/(S, t) = qu/(S, t), where A’ = (AG, Dl, DQ, ey Dp)
and B" = (Ay, D1, Ds,...,D,). See also [GS25]. We say two graphs G

and H share the generalized block diagonal Laplacian spectrum, denoted by

G Zaprs H, if ¢A//(S,t) = ¢B//(8,t), where A” = (Ag, Jl,l, J272, Ce Jp7p>

and B" = (Ay, Ji11, a2, ..., Jp,). We say two graphs G and H share the
generalized block Laplacian spectrum, denoted by G Zgprs H, if ¢pam(s,t) =

gme(S, t), where A" = (Ag, J171, JLQ, ceey Jp7p) and B"” = (AH, J171, JLQ, ceey Jp7p).

In [WZ26], the authors generalize Theorem 1.1 to generalized block Laplacian
spectrum.

Theorem 1.2 ([WZ26, Theorem 2.1]). Let Ay and By be two real sym-
metric matrices of order n. Let e;, © = 1,2,...,p be zero-one vectors of
length n such that the positions of the ones are disjoint. Let J;; = eiejT
fori,j =1,2,....p and k = 1+ p*. Let A = (A, J11,J12,...,Jpp) and
B = (By,Ji1,J12,.--,Jdpp). Then the matrices Wa(s) and Wg(s) have
wdentically the same characteristic polynomials if and only if they are similar
via a fized orthogonal matriz @), independent of s, such_that QTAQ = B,
and QTe; = e; fori=1,2,...,p. Moreover, Q" Wyu, = Wg,, where

A le

W — n—1 n—1
Wy = le1, Aey, ..., A" ey, e, Aeg, ..., A" ea, ..., e, Aep, ..

. o)

In partz’cu/lg/r, if WAl s of full row rank, then @) is unique and rational, and
UQ) | dn(Wa,).



It is clear that Theorem 1.2 applies to generalized block Laplacian spec-
trum.

Our first main theorem is an almost identical characterization which dis-
cards the off-diagonal block all-one matrices J; ; with ¢ # j.

Theorem 1.3. Let G and H be two undirected graphs on a vertex set V of
cardinality n. Let Ay and By be adjacency matrices of G and H respectively.
Let Vi, i = 1,2,...,p be a partition of V and let e; be the characteristic
vector for V;. Define J;; = e;ef fori=1,2,--- pandk=1+p. Let A=
(A1, J11, 29, dpp) and B = (By, Ji1,J22, -+ ,Jpp). Then the matrices
Wal(s) and Wg(s) have identically the same characteristic polynomials if and
only if there exists a fized orthogonal matriz (), independent of s, such that
QTAQ = By and QTe; = ¢; fori = 1,2,---,p. Consequently, Q"W,, =
WBN where

T 74 R n—1 n—1 n—1
Wy = ler, Aey, ..., A" Tey e, Aea, ..., A" eg, ... ep, Aey, .. AT ey

In particular, if WAI is of full row rank, then Q) is unique and rational, and

(Q) | da(Wa,).

It is clear that Theorem 1.3 applies to generalized block diagonal Lapla-
cian spectrum.

We also investigate the analogue by the Hermitian adjacency matrix of
digraphs.

A digraph G is a pair (V) E), where V is the vertex set, and F C {(u,v) €
V | u # v} is the directed edge set. The Hermitian adjacency matrix of a
digraph G is a Hermitian matrix Ag over the field C given by

L,  (u,v),(v,u) € E,
i (u,v) € E, (v,u) ¢ E,
—i, (u,v) € E,(v,u) € E,

0, otherwise.

Ag(u,v) = (4)

Our second main theorem is an analogue of Theorem 1.2 in digraphs.

Theorem 1.4. Let G and H be two directed graphs on a vertexr set V of
cardinality n. Let Ay and By be the Hermitian adjacency matrices of G and
H respectively. Let V;, i = 1,2,...,p be disjoint subsets of V and let e; be
the characteristic vector for V;. Define J; ; = eiejT fori,jg =1,2,---,p and
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k=1 —|—p2 Let A = (Al, J171, JLQ’ ceey me) and B = (Bl, J171, ‘]1727 ey Jp,p)'
Then the matrices W a(s) and Wg(s) have identically the same characteristic
polynomials if and only if they are similar via a fized unitary matriz Q,
independent of 8, such that QTA,Q = By and Qe; = e;. Moreover, QTW,, =
WB“ where

7. n—1 n—1 n—1
Wy =le1,Aer, ..., A" e, ea, Aeg, ..., A" g, ... ey, Aey, .., A ey,

We fail to discard the off-diagonal block all-one matrices in the case of
digraphs.

2 Proof

Proof of Theorem 1.3. On the one hand, suppose that there exists an or-
thogonal matrix ) such that Q" A;Q = By and Q'e; = ¢; fori =1,2,--- ,p.
Then QTJ;,Q = QT eie] Q = eie] = Jii. Hence, QT Wa(s)Q = Wx(s), and
we get det(t] — Wa(s)) = det(t] — Wg(s)).

On the other hand, suppose that det(t/ —Wa(s)) = det(t/ —Wg(s)). De-
fine a quotient graph G* = (X, T*) with the vertex set X = {uy, ug, ..., u,}
and u;ue € T if and only if ¢ Ae, > 0. Without loss of generality, we may as-
sume that G* is connected. Otherwise, we can form the matrix ¢) by putting
the corresponding ()5 for each connected component of G* in diagonal blocks
of @, up to a re-indexing of vertices.

Extend the orthogonal vectors ey, es,- - - , €, to a complete orthogonal ba-
i —[e e .. € Sl _en_
sis €1 €2, €p 1, s ene Let O = [g8p @@n o o e e

be the orthogonal matrix. Then OTJMO = n,;F;; where F;; denotes the
matrix whose only nonzero entry is a 1 in the (7,7)-entry. Hence,

P P
det(t] — $OTA10 — Z s,-ﬁ,-n,;,-E’i,,-) = det(tl — $OTBlO — Z 87;77;717;77;E7;77;) (5)
i=1 i=1
for all z,s11,--+,5p, € C. Consider the coefficient for s11522---5,, in the
full expansion of Eq. (5). Then we get

p
(_1)17”1’1”2’2 cee np,p det(tl — xOTAlO — Z Si,ini,iEi,i>[F],[F} (6)
i=1

P
= (—1)pn1’1n272 e np,p det(t] — QJOTBlO — Z sLini’iEi’i)[F],[F} (7)

i=1



where F' denotes the set {1,2,---,p} and X[x) 7] denotes the submatrix of
X obtained by deleting the rows corresponding to K and the columns corre-
sponding to L. Namely, det(t[—xOTAlO)[F],[F] = det(t[—mOTBlO)[p]ﬁ[F]. It
follows that (OTAlO)[F} (7 and (OTBIO)[F][F] are orthogonally similar since
they are real symmetric matrices. Therefore, there exists orthogonal matrices
U4, Ug such that UX(OTAlO)[F][F]UA and U;(OTBlO)[F][F}UB are identical

: : |, 0O L, 0
diagonal matrices. Let Py = 0 U and Pg = [O UB:|' Then we may
assume that after similarities of the form P it holds
B a1 Ce aqp Oé;—Jrl,l Ce a;l T
A, = PJOTA,0P, = | ™! Do Cprip T g | ()
4 Qp+1,1 Apt1p Aptidm,, 0 0
: : 0 . 0
| Qg1 Qq,p 0 0 Aglm, ]
and
[ b1a b1p 1 o1 ]
B = PLOTBOPs = | U bra ;Lp Zq 9)
b B ! b ﬁp-i-l,l ﬁp-l—l,p )\p+1Imp+1 0 0
f : 0 . 0
L ﬁq,l ﬁq,p 0 0 )\quq-
where A\,4q,---, A, are the distinct eigenvalues of (fAll)[FHF] (and also of

(El)[p}y[p]) Note that PTEM'P = Ei,i for 1 = ]_,27 e, P and P € {PA,PB}.
Consider the coefficient for sq5---s,, in the full expansion of Eq. (5),

and we get

p
det(tl — xA; — Z Sm'nm'Em')[{gjgy‘..7p}]7[{2737.."p}]

=1

p
= det(t[ — .Z'Bl — Z Smni,iEi,i)[{Q’g’... 22,3, 0}

For i,/ € F', we define

W 0= 0 p(t — Sigmip) — a0 — Z

i=1

q

Jj=p+1

T2 (0vj0, 0jg)
t— J?)\j



and

2B, Bje)

0= 0ie(t = simie) — xbig Z Y (13)
Jj=p+1
where 9, ¢ is the Kronecker delta function, namely
1, i=/¢
Ge=14 " (14)
’ 0, ©#UL.
By the elementary row transformation, we get
N p q
det(t] - SL’AI - Z Si’ini’iEi,i)[{2737... D2H.{2,3, 0} = 9'[1,1 H (t - I)\j)mj (15)
i=1 Jj=p+1
and
R p q
det(tI—xBl —Z Si’ini’iEi’Z’)[{2737...7p}],[{2737...7p}] = %1,1 H (t—l‘)\j)mj (16)
i=1 i=p+1
Therefore, Ay = B, which implies that a;; = b1 and (o1, 051) =

(Bja,Bja) for j = p+ 1,p+2,---,q. Similarly, we have a;; = b;; and
(ozjﬂ-,ozj,» = <ﬁj,i;ﬂj,i> fOI' 9, = 1, 2, R /) and ] =Pp + 1,p + 2, e (.

Consider the coefficient for s33---s,, in the full expansion of Eq. (5).
Then we have

p q

det(t[—xAl—Z si’mi’iEi’i)[{g’.,. DPHIEB, 0} = (9(1’19[2,2—%17291271) H (t—m)\j)mf,

=1 j=p+1
and

R p q

det(t[—:cBl—Z si7mi7iE¢7i)[{37... DB p}] — (%1,1%2,2—%1,2%271) H (t—:c)\j)mf.

=1 j=p+1
Therefore,

Qll,IQlZ,Q - Q[1,22l2,1 = %1,1%2,2 - %1,2%2,1- (17>

Consider the polynomial term of Eq. (17), and we have

(t —s1an11 — xapq)(t — Seonas — Tags) — (—xayz)(—xaszy)

=(t — s1,1m1,1 — b1 1)(t — S22n29 — xbo o) — (—by2)(—xbay).



Hence, aq 2a2 1= b1 2b2 1, namely, a%Q = b? 5. Note that a4 = ”6 HAl szll >0
and by o = e I\Bl T > 0. Therefore a1 2 = by 2 > 0. Consider the coefficient

5, in Eq. (17), we have

1
for —

2 Qjo,02)) + (t — Soomeo — IG2,2)(—$2<043',1, a;1))

— (—za12)(—x (C“J 1, Q2)) — (= m2,1)(—$2<04j,2a04j,1>)
=(t — s1an11 — xbia)(—2°(B)a, Bj2)) + (t — S22m20 — ¥bao)(—2*(Bj1, Bjn))
— (=xbio)(=2*(Bj1, Bj2)) — (—abai)(—2%(B;2, Bj1))

Hence, a, 2<a31,0z]2> b12(B;1, Bj2) for j =p+1,p+2,--- ,q. Consider the
coefficient for —5—5 in Eq. (17), and we have

(t —s1an11 — xay)(—=x

{
52)

== >y ")
({1, aa) (g, o) — (1, a2)?) = 24 ((Bi.1, Bi.1) (Bi2: Biz) — (Bix, Bi2)?)

Hence, (a1, aj2) = (Bj1,Bj2) for j =p+1,p+2,--- ,q. Therefore,

a1o ="b1 o9 >0, .
be e j=p+Lp+2,--.q (18)
<Oéj,1,04j,2> = <5j,1a5j,2>:

or

(a1, 00) = £(Bj1, Bi2),

Similarly, we have

a12 = —b1 o =0, ,
{ b - ]:p+1ap+277q (]‘9>

a;p = big >0, .
{(aﬂvaﬂ> <6] Z?BJ€>

or

aio =bio =0, .
’ ’ j=p+1p+2,--,q (21)
{ (i aje) = £(Bji, Bie),

for fixed i, =1,2,--- | p.
Claim 2.1. For every 1 <i,{ <pandp+1 < j <gq, we have a; = b;; and
(i aje) = (B Bje)-

Proof. Consider the graph distance dist(u;,u,) on G* for u;,uy € X. We
have shown that a;; = b;; and («a;;, ;) = (B4, F;) for 1 < ¢ < p and
p+1<j<gq. ByEq. (20), we have that for u;, u, € X with dist(u;, us) =1

9



it holds that a;, = b;y and (o, ) = (B4, Bje) With j =p+1,p+2,....4¢.
Now suppose that the claim holds for 1 <,/ < p with dist(u;, u) < L. Let

u;,ug be two vertices such that dist(u;, us) = L 4 1. Let w; u;, - -u;,,, be a
path of length L 4+ 1 connecting u; and u,. It holds that
911'172'1 Qlihim-z %i17i1 %il7iL+2
: = : e : . (22)
Ais i isiia| | Birsoin  Bivirso
Namely,
L+2 L+2
O'ESL+2 k=1 UESL+2 k=1
Note that 2;, ;,, = B, 4, for |k —m| < L. So we can cancel the terms with

o € Spyo such that o(1) # L+ 2 or o(L + 2) # 1. For the remaining terms,
we consider the coefficient for t_i/\j. Then the terms containing ¢ or s;; with
i = 1,2,...,p can be ignored. Note that a;_;, = 0 for |k —m| > 2. In
particular, a; i, , = @i, .5 = 0. So tﬁi/\j comes from RA;, ;, ., or s, 4
but not both. Then exactly one of o(1) = L + 2 and o(L 4+ 2) = 1 holds.
If (1) = L + 2 holds, then it contributes a nonzero term (with no more
fractional parts) only if ¢ is the circular permutation ((L +2)(L +1)---21)
and the term is (—1)2* [T522 ai,i,, (@s Qjip.,)- Similarly, if o(1) = L+42
holds, then o is the circular permutation (12---(L+1)(L+2)) and the term
is (—=1)2H [T iy igsr (g yos @iy )- The two terms are in fact identical by
symmetry. Since a;, ;, ., = bi,i,,, > 0, wehave (o, i) = (Bjirs Bjinia)-
Note that the above holds for all p+1 < j < ¢ and a4, 4,,, = bi, i, ,., = 0.
We conclude that the claim holds for 1 < i, ¢ < p with dist(u;, up) < L +
1. Since the graph G* is connected, the full claim holds by mathematical
induction. [

'8:’ 12,1 such that
A =R'BiRand E;; = R"E;;Rfori=1,2,--- ,p. Let Q = OP4RT PO,
Then

By Claim 2.1 there exists an orthogonal matrix R = [

Q"A1Q =0OPgRP;O"AJOP,R"P;O"
— OPsRAR'PLOT = OPB,PLO" = By,

10



Q' JiiQ = OPgRP,O"J,OP,R"P;O"
= OPBRTLZ‘,Z‘EZ"Z‘RTP;OT = OPBTLZ‘J‘EZ‘JP;OT = J’i,i,

and
QT@Z’ = OPBRPXOT@' = Hei”OPBRXi = HeiHOPBRXi = €,

where y; is the vector whose only nonzero entry is a one in the i-th entry.
Hence, Q"W (8)Q = Wg(s) and Q'e; = ¢; for i = 1,2,--- ,p. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.4. On the one hand, suppose there exists a fixed unitary
matrix @ such that QTA;Q = B and Qfe; = ¢; for i = 1,2,....p. Then
Q'J;; = Jij = JijQ. Take conjugate transpose on both sides and we have
Q1J;;Q = Jij fori,j =1,2,...,p. Hence, det(t] — Wa(s)) = det(QT(tI —
Wa(s))Q) = det(t] — QTW4(8)Q) = det(t] — Wg(s)). Meanwhile, for m =
0,1,...,n — 1 we have

QTA’I”ei = BTQTei = Bl'e;. (24)

In other words, QTWAI = WBI.
On the other hand, suppose that det(t/ — Wa(s)) = det(t/ — Wg(s)).

Extend the orthogonal vectors eq,es, -+ , e, to a complete orthogonal basis
) ) D
- e .., _©p Cp+1 |,
€1,€2," " s €p, Epr1," ", €n. Let O = [\eln Tl o el Tewnale " Teaq) P

the unitary matrix. Then O'J; ;O = n,;FE; ; where E; ; denotes the matrix
whose only nonzero entry is a 1 in the (4, j)-entry. Hence

det(tI—20'A,0— Zs”n” E; ;) = det(tI— zO'B,0— Zs”n”E”) (25)

1,7=1 1,0=1

for all z,s11,---,5p, € C. Consider the coefficient for s; ;599 --5,, in the
full expansion of Eq. (25). Then we get

p
(—1)pn171n272 L nm; det(t] — mOTAlO — Z Si,jni,jEi,j)[F},[F] (26)

1,j=1

p
= (—1)pn1,1n2,2 o Npp det(t] — Z’OJ[BlO — Z si7jni7jEi,j)[F]’[p] (27)

1,j=1

11



where F' denotes the set {1,2,---,p} and X[x) 7] denotes the submatrix of
X obtained by deleting the rows corresponding to K and the columns corre-
sponding to L. Namely, det(tl—xOTAlO)[p]ﬁ[F] = det(t[—:cOTBlO)[F],[F]. It
follows that (OTAlO)[F][F] and (OTBlO)[F][F] are unitarily similar since they
are hermitian matrices. Therefore, there exists unitary matrices U4, Up such
that UI‘(OTAlO)[F][F]UA and U;(OTBlO)[F][F} Up are identical diagonal ma-

. L, 0 |, 0
trices. Let Py = 0 U, and Pp = {0 UB:|' Then we may assume that
after similarities of the form P it holds
[ al,l PP aLp a;+171 e O{(E,l i
_ - i
A, = Plota,opy=| %1 0 e Oy T Qg 28
' 4 A i1 Oty Apyilm,, 0 0 (28)
) : 0 0
| Qg1 Qg 0 0 )\quq_
and
bt oo by By o B
~ b b Gl s Bt
B, = PLO'B,OPg = | P! P L aa | (29)
o Bp+1,1 U Bp+17p )‘p+1]mp+1 0 0
: : : 0 0
L Bq,l Y Bq,p 0 0 Aq[mq_
where A\,41,---, A, are the distinct eigenvalues of (fAll)[FHF] (and also of

(El)[F},[F]) Note that PTE%]P = E@j for Z,] = 1, 2, e, P and P € {PA, PB}
Consider the coefficient for sy5---s,, in the full expansion of Eq. (25),
and we get

p
det(tl — xzA; — Z 85,5 i ) [{2,3, Y 12,3, 9] (30)
i,j=1
. p
= det(t] — JZBl — Z sivjni’jEm)[{Q,g,...7p}]7[{2737...,p}}. (31)
i,7=1

12



For i,/ € I, we define

(a0, )

q
Ui o= 0ipt — SigNip — Taip — E

32
j=p+1
and .
2/, ..
By = 0it — sieNig — Tbip — Z M (33)

. t— I)\j
Jj=p+1

where 0; ¢ is the Kronecker delta function, namely

P L (34)
’ 0, ©#L.

By the elementary row transformation, we get

p q
det(tI—xAl - Z Si,jni,jEi,j)[{Q,S,--~,p}],[{2,3,~~-,p}} = 2[1,1 H (t—l’AJ)m] (35)
ij=1 i=pt1
and
. p q
det(tI—xBl— Z Si,jnLjEZ”j)[{Zg’.“7p}]7[{2737...’p}] = %1’1 H (t—ZE)\J)mJ (36)
i.j=1 i=pt1
Therefore, Ay = B, which implies that a;; = b7 and (o1, 051) =

(Bja,Bja) for j = p+1,p+2,---,q. Similarly, we have a;; = b;; and
<Oéj,i,Oéj7i> = <ﬁj,i;ﬂj,i> for i = 1, 2, R /) and ] =p-+ 1,[) + 2, et (.

Consider the coefficient for s33---s,, in the full expansion of Eq. (25).
Then we have

p q

det(t[—xAl—Z Si’ini’iEi’i)[{g’... DPHIEB, 0 = (9(1719[272—9[172%271) H (t—fﬂ)\j)mj,

i=1 j=p+1
and

N p q

det(t[—xBl—Z SijinijiEiji)[{;),’... DPHIEB, - pY — (%171%2,2—%1,2%271) H (t—x)\j)mj.

i=1 j=p+1
Therefore,

A1 1As o — A o™Ao 1 = B11Baoo — By 2Bo . (37)

13



Consider the polynomial term of Eq. (37), and we have

(t —s1an11 — xaq)(t — S2onoe — Taza) — (—S12n19 — Tag2)(—S21N21 — Taz )
=(t — s11n11 — xb11)(t — S29n92 — Tbao) — (—s12n12 — b1 2)(—S21M21 — Tba1).

Hence, a2 = b12 and ag; = by;. Similarly, we have a;, = b;, for i,/ =

1,2,...,p. Consider the coefficient for ﬁ in Eq. (37), we have

(t —s11n11 — 93(11,1)(—352@]’,27 aj2)) + (t — s92m99 — $a2,2)(—$2<04j,1, a;1))
- (—81,2711,2 - $a1,2)(—$2<04j,2, CYj,1>) - (—82,1n2,1 - $a2,1)( I2<Oéj,17 Oéj,2>)

Z(t —S11M11 — 9551,1)(—3172 <6j,27 ﬁj,2>) + (t — S22N292 — 3752,2)( z? (5;’,1, 5j,1>)
- (—31,2n1,2 - $b1,2)(—$2<5j,2, 5j,1>) - (—82,1712,1 - $52,1)(—$2<5j,1,ﬂj,2>)

Hence, (a1, a;2) = (Bj1, Bj2) and (a2, ;1) = (Bj2, 1) for j=p+1,p+
2,---,q. Similarly, we have (o, ) = (Bji, Bje) for j=p+1,p+2,...,¢q
and 7,/ =1,2,...,p. In other words, the inner products among the p vectors
aj1,Q2,. .., 0, are identical to those among the p vectors §;1, 8;2,. .., 8,
for fixed j =p+1,p+2,...,¢. So there exists an unitary transformation V;
such that V;BM =a;, for i =1,2,...,p. Consider the unitary matrix

I, 0 0
0o Vv 0O 0
R= v (38)
0 0 .0
0o 0 0 V

Then we have A; = R'B;R and R'E;;R = E;; for i,j = 1,2,...,p. Let
Q = OP,R'PLO". Then

Q'A,Q = OPgRP\OTA,0P, R PLOT
— OPgRAR'PLOT = OP B, PLO' = B,
Q'J.,Q = OPgRP\O1J, ;,0P, R PLOT
— OPgRn, ;E; ;R PLO" = OPgn, ;E; ;PLO" = J,,
and
Q'e; = OPgRPYO'e; = ||eil|OPs RPxi = ||ei| OPg R = e;,

where y; is the vector whose only nonzero entry is a one in the i-th entry.

Hence, Q"W (s)Q = Wg(s) and QTe; = ¢; fori =1,2,--- ,p. O]
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