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Abstract

We reduce the p2 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.
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1 Introduction

Haemers [vDH03, Hae16] conjectures that almost all graphs are deter-
mined by their eigenvalues. In other words, almost all graphs have no cospec-
tral mate. Vu [Vu21] 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 ℓ ≥ 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 p2 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 E ⊆
(
V
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 matrix of a graph G is a zero-one square matrix AG over the
field C given by

AG(u, v) =

{
1, uv ∈ E,

0, otherwise.
(1)

Let G = (VG, EG) and H = (VH , EH) be two graphs. A graph isomorphism
from G to H is a map f : VG → VH such that uv ∈ EG if and only if
f(u)f(v) ∈ EH . We write G ∼=iso 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 detM = ±1. Note that for a unimodular matrix M , its inverse M−1 is
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always an integral matrix. Given a rectangular n × m integral matrix M ,
there exists a decomposition M = UΣV , called Smith decomposition, such
that the followings hold.

1. The matrix U is an n× n unimodular matrix;

2. The matrix V is an m×m unimodular matrix;

3. The matrix Σ is a n×m diagonal matrix such that the diagonal entries
satisfy d1 | d2 | · · · | dmin(n,m).

We call Σ the Smith normal form of M and dmin(n,m)(M) the last invariant
factor of M .

Given a rectangular matrix M over Q, the level of M , denoted by ℓ(M),
is the smallest positive integer ℓ such that ℓM 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 ∼=S 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 E :=

(
V
2

)
\ 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 ∼=GS 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
matrix of a graph G = (V,E) is defined by

W (G) =
[
e Ae · · · An−1e

]
, (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 regular orthogonal matrix Q such that
Q⊤AQ = B. In particular, if G is controllable, then Q is unique and rational
and ℓ(Q) | dn(W (G)).

Let A = (A1, A2, . . . , Ak) be a k-tuple of n × n matrices. Let s =
(s1, s2, . . . , sk) be a k-tuple of complex variables. We define

WA(s) = WA1,A2,...,Ak
(s1, s2, . . . , sk) =

k∑
i=1

siAi. (3)
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Denote by ϕA(s; t) = det(tI − WA(s)) the characteristic polynomial of
WA(s). It is clear that G and H are cospectral if and only if ϕA(s; t) =
ϕB(s; t), whereA = (AG) andB = (AH); G andH are generalized cospectral
if and only if ϕA(s; t) = ϕB(s; t), whereA = (AG, J) andB = (AH , J) [Tut79,
JN80, WX06]. Suppose G andH be two graphs on V sharing the same degree
sequences. Without loss of generality, suppose deg(v) = degG(v) = degH(v)
for all v ∈ V . Therefore, we have the degree decomposition of vertices
V =

⊔p
i=1 Vi. Let A and B be the adjacency matrices of G and H respec-

tively. Let ei ∈ RV , i = 1, 2, . . . , p be zero-one vectors such that ei(v) = 1 if
and only if v ∈ Vi. Let Ji,j = eie

⊤
j for i, j = 1, 2, . . . , p. Let

Di(u, v) =

{
1, u = v ∈ Vi,

0, otherwise
.

We say two graphs G and H share the generalized diagonal Laplacian spec-
trum, denoted byG ∼=GDLS H, if ϕA′(s, t) = ϕB′(s, t), whereA′ = (AG, D1, D2, . . . , Dp)
and B′ = (AH , D1, D2, . . . , Dp). See also [GS25]. We say two graphs G
and H share the generalized block diagonal Laplacian spectrum, denoted by
G ∼=GBDLS H, if ϕA′′(s, t) = ϕB′′(s, t), where A′′ = (AG, J1,1, J2,2, . . . , Jp,p)
and B′′ = (AH , J1,1, J2,2, . . . , Jp,p). We say two graphs G and H share the
generalized block Laplacian spectrum, denoted by G ∼=GBLS H, if ϕA′′′(s, t) =
ϕB′′′(s, t), whereA′′′ = (AG, J1,1, J1,2, . . . , Jp,p) andB′′′ = (AH , J1,1, J1,2, . . . , Jp,p).
In [WZ26], the authors generalize Theorem 1.1 to generalized block Laplacian
spectrum.

Theorem 1.2 ([WZ26, Theorem 2.1]). Let A1 and B1 be two real sym-
metric matrices of order n. Let ei, i = 1, 2, . . . , p be zero-one vectors of
length n such that the positions of the ones are disjoint. Let Ji,j = eie

⊤
j

for i, j = 1, 2, . . . , p and k = 1 + p2. Let A = (A1, J1,1, J1,2, . . . , Jp,p) and
B = (B1, J1,1, J1,2, . . . , Jp,p). Then the matrices WA(s) and WB(s) have
identically the same characteristic polynomials if and only if they are similar
via a fixed orthogonal matrix Q, independent of s, such that Q⊤A1Q = B1

and Q⊤ei = ei for i = 1, 2, . . . , p. Moreover, Q⊤W̃A1 = W̃B1, where

W̃A := [e1, Ae1, . . . , A
n−1e1, e2, Ae2, . . . , A

n−1e2, . . . , ep, Aep, . . . , A
n−1ep].

In particular, if W̃A1 is of full row rank, then Q is unique and rational, and

ℓ(Q) | dn(W̃A1).
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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 Ji,j with i ̸= j.

Theorem 1.3. Let G and H be two undirected graphs on a vertex set V of
cardinality n. Let A1 and B1 be adjacency matrices of G and H respectively.
Let Vi, i = 1, 2, . . . , p be a partition of V and let ei be the characteristic
vector for Vi. Define Ji,i = eie

⊤
i for i = 1, 2, · · · , p and k = 1 + p. Let A =

(A1, J1,1, J2,2, · · · , Jp,p) and B = (B1, J1,1, J2,2, · · · , Jp,p). Then the matrices
WA(s) and WB(s) have identically the same characteristic polynomials if and
only if there exists a fixed orthogonal matrix Q, independent of s, such that
Q⊤A1Q = B1 and Q⊤ei = ei for i = 1, 2, · · · , p. Consequently, Q⊤W̃A1 =

W̃B1, where

W̃A := [e1, Ae1, . . . , A
n−1e1, e2, Ae2, . . . , A

n−1e2, . . . , ep, Aep, . . . , A
n−1ep].

In particular, if W̃A1 is of full row rank, then Q is unique and rational, and

ℓ(Q) | dn(W̃A1).

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 E ⊆ {(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

AG(u, v) =


1, (u, v), (v, u) ∈ E,

i, (u, v) ∈ E, (v, u) ̸∈ E,

−i, (u, v) ̸∈ E, (v, u) ∈ E,

0, otherwise.

(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 vertex set V of
cardinality n. Let A1 and B1 be the Hermitian adjacency matrices of G and
H respectively. Let Vi, i = 1, 2, . . . , p be disjoint subsets of V and let ei be
the characteristic vector for Vi. Define Ji,j = eie

⊤
j for i, j = 1, 2, · · · , p and
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k = 1+ p2. Let A = (A1, J1,1, J1,2, . . . , Jp,p) and B = (B1, J1,1, J1,2, . . . , Jp,p).
Then the matrices WA(s) and WB(s) have identically the same characteristic
polynomials if and only if they are similar via a fixed unitary matrix Q,
independent of s, such that Q†A1Q = B1 and Q†ei = ei. Moreover, Q†W̃A1 =

W̃B1, where

W̃A := [e1, Ae1, . . . , A
n−1e1, e2, Ae2, . . . , A

n−1e2, . . . , ep, Aep, . . . , A
n−1ep].

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 Q such that Q⊤A1Q = B1 and Q⊤ei = ei for i = 1, 2, · · · , p.
Then Q⊤Ji,iQ = Q⊤eie

⊤
i Q = eie

⊤
i = Ji,i. Hence, Q⊤WA(s)Q = WB(s), and

we get det(tI −WA(s)) = det(tI −WB(s)).
On the other hand, suppose that det(tI−WA(s)) = det(tI−WB(s)). De-

fine a quotient graph G∗ = (X,T ∗) with the vertex set X = {u1, u2, . . . , up}
and uiuℓ ∈ T if and only if e⊤i Aeℓ > 0. Without loss of generality, we may as-
sume that G∗ is connected. Otherwise, we can form the matrix Q by putting
the corresponding QΛ for each connected component of G∗ in diagonal blocks
of Q, up to a re-indexing of vertices.

Extend the orthogonal vectors e1, e2, · · · , ep to a complete orthogonal ba-
sis e1, e2, · · · , ep, ep+1, · · · , en. Let O = [ e1

∥e1∥ ,
e2

∥e2∥ , · · · ,
ep

∥ep∥ ,
ep+1

∥ep+1∥ , · · · ,
en

∥en∥ ]

be the orthogonal matrix. Then O⊤Ji,iO = ni,iEi,i where Ei,i denotes the
matrix whose only nonzero entry is a 1 in the (i, i)-entry. Hence,

det(tI−xO⊤A1O−
p∑

i=1

si,ini,iEi,i) = det(tI−xO⊤B1O−
p∑

i=1

si,ini,iEi,i) (5)

for all x, s1,1, · · · , sp,p ∈ C. Consider the coefficient for s1,1s2,2 · · · sp,p in the
full expansion of Eq. (5). Then we get

(−1)pn1,1n2,2 · · ·np,p det(tI − xO⊤A1O −
p∑

i=1

si,ini,iEi,i)[F ],[F ] (6)

= (−1)pn1,1n2,2 · · ·np,p det(tI − xO⊤B1O −
p∑

i=1

si,ini,iEi,i)[F ],[F ] (7)
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where F denotes the set {1, 2, · · · , p} and X[K],[L] denotes the submatrix of
X obtained by deleting the rows corresponding to K and the columns corre-
sponding to L. Namely, det(tI−xO⊤A1O)[F ],[F ] = det(tI−xO⊤B1O)[F ],[F ]. It
follows that (O⊤A1O)[F ][F ] and (O⊤B1O)[F ][F ] are orthogonally similar since
they are real symmetric matrices. Therefore, there exists orthogonal matrices
UA, UB such that U⊤

A (O
⊤A1O)[F ][F ]UA and U⊤

B (O
⊤B1O)[F ][F ]UB are identical

diagonal matrices. Let PA =

[
Ip 0
0 U

]
and PB =

[
Ip 0
0 UB

]
. Then we may

assume that after similarities of the form P it holds

Â1 := P⊤
AO⊤A1OPA =



a1,1 · · · a1,p α⊤
p+1,1 · · · α⊤

q,1
...

. . .
...

... · · · ...
ap,1 · · · ap,p α⊤

p+1,p · · · α⊤
q,q

αp+1,1 · · · αp+1,p λp+1Imp+1 0 0
...

...
... 0

. . . 0
αq,1 · · · αq,p 0 0 λqImq


(8)

and

B̂1 := P⊤
BO⊤B1OPB =



b1,1 · · · b1,p β⊤
p+1,1 · · · β⊤

q,1
...

. . .
...

... · · · ...
bp,1 · · · bp,p β⊤

p+1,p · · · β⊤
q,q

βp+1,1 · · · βp+1,p λp+1Imp+1 0 0
...

...
... 0

. . . 0
βq,1 · · · βq,p 0 0 λqImq


(9)

where λp+1, · · · , λq are the distinct eigenvalues of (Â1)[F ],[F ] (and also of

(B̂1)[F ],[F ]). Note that P⊤Ei,iP = Ei,i for i = 1, 2, · · · , p and P ∈ {PA, PB}.
Consider the coefficient for s2,2 · · · sp,p in the full expansion of Eq. (5),

and we get

det(tI − xÂ1 −
p∑

i=1

si,ini,iEi,i)[{2,3,··· ,p}],[{2,3,··· ,p}] (10)

= det(tI − xB̂1 −
p∑

i=1

si,ini,iEi,i)[{2,3,··· ,p}],[{2,3,··· ,p}]. (11)

For i, ℓ ∈ F , we define

Ai,ℓ = δi,ℓ(t− si,ℓni,ℓ)− xai,ℓ −
q∑

j=p+1

x2⟨αj,i, αj,ℓ⟩
t− xλj

(12)
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and

Bi,ℓ = δi,ℓ(t− si,ℓni,ℓ)− xbi,ℓ −
q∑

j=p+1

x2⟨βj,i, βj,ℓ⟩
t− xλj

(13)

where δi,ℓ is the Kronecker delta function, namely

δi,ℓ =

{
1, i = ℓ

0, i ̸= ℓ.
(14)

By the elementary row transformation, we get

det(tI − xÂ1 −
p∑

i=1

si,ini,iEi,i)[{2,3,··· ,p}],[{2,3,··· ,p}] = A1,1

q∏
j=p+1

(t− xλj)
mj (15)

and

det(tI−xB̂1−
p∑

i=1

si,ini,iEi,i)[{2,3,··· ,p}],[{2,3,··· ,p}] = B1,1

q∏
j=p+1

(t−xλj)
mj . (16)

Therefore, A1,1 = B1,1, which implies that a1,1 = b1,1 and ⟨αj,1, αj,1⟩ =
⟨βj,1, βj,1⟩ for j = p + 1, p + 2, · · · , q. Similarly, we have ai,i = bi,i and
⟨αj,i, αj,i⟩ = ⟨βj,i, βj,i⟩ for i = 1, 2, · · · , p and j = p+ 1, p+ 2, · · · , q.

Consider the coefficient for s3,3 · · · sp,p in the full expansion of Eq. (5).
Then we have

det(tI−xÂ1−
p∑

i=1

si,ini,iEi,i)[{3,··· ,p}][{3,··· ,p}] = (A1,1A2,2−A1,2A2,1)

q∏
j=p+1

(t−xλj)
mj ,

and

det(tI−xB̂1−
p∑

i=1

si,ini,iEi,i)[{3,··· ,p}][{3,··· ,p}] = (B1,1B2,2−B1,2B2,1)

q∏
j=p+1

(t−xλj)
mj .

Therefore,
A1,1A2,2 − A1,2A2,1 = B1,1B2,2 −B1,2B2,1. (17)

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

(t− s1,1n1,1 − xa1,1)(t− s2,2n2,2 − xa2,2)− (−xa1,2)(−xa2,1)

=(t− s1,1n1,1 − xb1,1)(t− s2,2n2,2 − xb2,2)− (−xb1,2)(−xb2,1).
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Hence, a1,2a2,1 = b1,2b2,1, namely, a21,2 = b21,2. Note that a1,2 =
e1

∥e1∥A1
e2

∥e2∥ ≥ 0
and b1,2 =

e1
∥e1∥B1

e2
∥e2∥ ≥ 0. Therefore, a1,2 = b1,2 ≥ 0. Consider the coefficient

for 1
t−xλj

in Eq. (17), we have

(t− s1,1n1,1 − xa1,1)(−x2⟨αj,2, αj,2⟩) + (t− s2,2n2,2 − xa2,2)(−x2⟨αj,1, αj,1⟩)
− (−xa1,2)(−x2⟨αj,1, αj,2⟩)− (−xa2,1)(−x2⟨αj,2, αj,1⟩)

=(t− s1,1n1,1 − xb1,1)(−x2⟨βj,2, βj,2⟩) + (t− s2,2n2,2 − xb2,2)(−x2⟨βj,1, βj,1⟩)
− (−xb1,2)(−x2⟨βj,1, βj,2⟩)− (−xb2,1)(−x2⟨βj,2, βj,1⟩)

Hence, a1,2⟨αj,1, αj,2⟩ = b1,2⟨βj,1, βj,2⟩ for j = p+1, p+2, · · · , q. Consider the
coefficient for 1

(t−xλj)2
in Eq. (17), and we have

x4(⟨αj,1, αj,1⟩⟨αj,2, αj,2⟩−⟨αj,1, αj,2⟩2) = x4(⟨βj,1, βj,1⟩⟨βj,2, βj,2⟩−⟨βj,1, βj,2⟩2)

Hence, ⟨αj,1, αj,2⟩2 = ⟨βj,1, βj,2⟩2 for j = p+ 1, p+ 2, · · · , q. Therefore,{
a1,2 = b1,2 > 0,

⟨αj,1, αj,2⟩ = ⟨βj,1, βj,2⟩,
j = p+ 1, p+ 2, · · · , q (18)

or {
a1,2 = −b1,2 = 0,

⟨αj,1, αj,2⟩ = ±⟨βj,1, βj,2⟩,
j = p+ 1, p+ 2, · · · , q. (19)

Similarly, we have{
ai,ℓ = bi,ℓ > 0,

⟨αj,i, αj,ℓ⟩ = ⟨βj,i, βj,ℓ⟩,
j = p+ 1, p+ 2, · · · , q (20)

or {
ai,ℓ = bi,ℓ = 0,

⟨αj,i, αj,ℓ⟩ = ±⟨βj,i, βj,ℓ⟩,
j = p+ 1, p+ 2, · · · , q (21)

for fixed i, ℓ = 1, 2, · · · , p.

Claim 2.1. For every 1 ≤ i, ℓ ≤ p and p+1 ≤ j ≤ q, we have ai,ℓ = bi,ℓ and
⟨αj,i, αj,ℓ⟩ = ⟨βj,i, βj,ℓ⟩.

Proof. Consider the graph distance dist(ui, uℓ) on G∗ for ui, uℓ ∈ X. We
have shown that ai,i = bi,i and ⟨αj,i, αj,i⟩ = ⟨βj,i, βj,i⟩ for 1 ≤ i ≤ p and
p+ 1 ≤ j ≤ q. By Eq. (20), we have that for ui, uℓ ∈ X with dist(ui, uℓ) = 1

9



it holds that ai,ℓ = bi,ℓ and ⟨αj,i, αj,ℓ⟩ = ⟨βj,i, βj,ℓ⟩ with j = p+1, p+2, . . . , q.
Now suppose that the claim holds for 1 ≤ i, ℓ ≤ p with dist(ui, uℓ) ≤ L. Let
ui, uℓ be two vertices such that dist(ui, uℓ) = L + 1. Let ui1ui2 · · ·uiL+2

be a
path of length L+ 1 connecting ui and uℓ. It holds that∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

Ai1,i1 · · · Ai1,iL+2

...
. . .

...
AiL+2,i1 · · · Ait,iL+2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Bi1,i1 · · · Bi1,iL+2

...
. . .

...
BiL+2,i1 · · · Bit,iL+2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (22)

Namely,

∑
σ∈SL+2

sgn(σ)
L+2∏
k=1

Aik,iσ(k)
=

∑
σ∈SL+2

sgn(σ)
L+2∏
k=1

Bik,iσ(k)
. (23)

Note that Aik,im = Bik,im for |k −m| ≤ L. So we can cancel the terms with
σ ∈ SL+2 such that σ(1) ̸= L+ 2 or σ(L+ 2) ̸= 1. For the remaining terms,
we consider the coefficient for 1

t−xλj
. Then the terms containing t or si,i with

i = 1, 2, . . . , p can be ignored. Note that aik,im = 0 for |k − m| ≥ 2. In
particular, ai1,iL+2

= aiL+2,i1 = 0. So 1
t−xλj

comes from Ai1,iL+2
or AiL+2,i1

but not both. Then exactly one of σ(1) = L + 2 and σ(L + 2) = 1 holds.
If σ(1) = L + 2 holds, then it contributes a nonzero term (with no more
fractional parts) only if σ is the circular permutation ((L+ 2)(L+ 1) · · · 21)
and the term is (−1)L+1

∏L+2
k=2 aik,ik−1

⟨αj,i1 , αj,iL+2
⟩. Similarly, if σ(1) = L+2

holds, then σ is the circular permutation (12 · · · (L+1)(L+2)) and the term
is (−1)L+1

∏L+1
k=1 aik,ik+1

⟨αj,iL+2
, αj,i1⟩. The two terms are in fact identical by

symmetry. Since aik,ik+1
= bik,ik+1

> 0, we have ⟨αj,i1 , αj,iL+2
⟩ = ⟨βj,i1 , βj,iL+2

⟩.
Note that the above holds for all p + 1 ≤ j ≤ q and ai1,iL+2

= bi1,iL+2
= 0.

We conclude that the claim holds for 1 ≤ i, ℓ ≤ p with dist(ui, uℓ) ≤ L +
1. Since the graph G∗ is connected, the full claim holds by mathematical
induction.

By Claim 2.1 there exists an orthogonal matrix R =

[
Ip 0
0 R′

]
such that

Â1 = R⊤B̂1R and Ei,i = R⊤Ei,iR for i = 1, 2, · · · , p. Let Q = OPAR
⊤P⊤

BO⊤.
Then

Q⊤A1Q = OPBRP⊤
AO⊤A1OPAR

⊤P⊤
BO⊤

= OPBRÂ1R
⊤P⊤

BO⊤ = OPBB̂1P
⊤
BO⊤ = B1,

10



Q⊤Ji,iQ = OPBRP⊤
AO⊤Ji,iOPAR

⊤P⊤
BO⊤

= OPBRni,iEi,iR
⊤P⊤

BO⊤ = OPBni,iEi,iP
⊤
BO⊤ = Ji,i,

and

Q⊤ei = OPBRP⊤
AO⊤ei = ∥ei∥OPBRχi = ∥ei∥OPBRχi = ei,

where χi is the vector whose only nonzero entry is a one in the i-th entry.
Hence, Q⊤WA(s)Q = WB(s) and Q⊤ei = ei for i = 1, 2, · · · , p.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. On the one hand, suppose there exists a fixed unitary
matrix Q such that Q†A1Q = B and Q†ei = ei for i = 1, 2, . . . , p. Then
Q†Ji,j = Ji,j = Ji,jQ. Take conjugate transpose on both sides and we have
Q†Ji,jQ = Ji,j for i, j = 1, 2, . . . , p. Hence, det(tI −WA(s)) = det(Q†(tI −
WA(s))Q) = det(tI −Q†WA(s)Q) = det(tI −WB(s)). Meanwhile, for m =
0, 1, . . . , n− 1 we have

Q†Am
1 ei = Bm

1 Q†ei = Bm
1 ei. (24)

In other words, Q†W̃A1 = W̃B1 .
On the other hand, suppose that det(tI − WA(s)) = det(tI − WB(s)).

Extend the orthogonal vectors e1, e2, · · · , ep to a complete orthogonal basis
e1, e2, · · · , ep, ep+1, · · · , en. Let O = [ e1

∥e1∥ ,
e2

∥e2∥ , · · · ,
ep

∥ep∥ ,
ep+1

∥ep+1∥ , · · · ,
en

∥en∥ ] be

the unitary matrix. Then O†Ji,jO = ni,jEi,j where Ei,j denotes the matrix
whose only nonzero entry is a 1 in the (i, j)-entry. Hence,

det(tI−xO†A1O−
p∑

i,j=1

si,jni,jEi,j) = det(tI−xO†B1O−
p∑

i,j=1

si,jni,jEi,j) (25)

for all x, s1,1, · · · , sp,p ∈ C. Consider the coefficient for s1,1s2,2 · · · sp,p in the
full expansion of Eq. (25). Then we get

(−1)pn1,1n2,2 · · ·np,p det(tI − xO†A1O −
p∑

i,j=1

si,jni,jEi,j)[F ],[F ] (26)

= (−1)pn1,1n2,2 · · ·np,p det(tI − xO†B1O −
p∑

i,j=1

si,jni,jEi,j)[F ],[F ] (27)

11



where F denotes the set {1, 2, · · · , p} and X[K],[L] denotes the submatrix of
X obtained by deleting the rows corresponding to K and the columns corre-
sponding to L. Namely, det(tI−xO†A1O)[F ],[F ] = det(tI−xO†B1O)[F ],[F ]. It
follows that (O†A1O)[F ][F ] and (O†B1O)[F ][F ] are unitarily similar since they
are hermitian matrices. Therefore, there exists unitary matrices UA, UB such
that U †

A(O
†A1O)[F ][F ]UA and U †

B(O
†B1O)[F ][F ]UB are identical diagonal ma-

trices. Let PA =

[
Ip 0
0 UA

]
and PB =

[
Ip 0
0 UB

]
. Then we may assume that

after similarities of the form P it holds

Â1 := P †
AO

†A1OPA =



a1,1 · · · a1,p α†
p+1,1 · · · α†

q,1
...

. . .
...

... · · · ...

ap,1 · · · ap,p α†
p+1,p · · · α†

q,q

αp+1,1 · · · αp+1,p λp+1Imp+1 0 0
...

...
... 0

. . . 0
αq,1 · · · αq,p 0 0 λqImq


(28)

and

B̂1 := P †
BO

†B1OPB =



b1,1 · · · b1,p β†
p+1,1 · · · β†

q,1
...

. . .
...

... · · · ...

bp,1 · · · bp,p β†
p+1,p · · · β†

q,q

βp+1,1 · · · βp+1,p λp+1Imp+1 0 0
...

...
... 0

. . . 0
βq,1 · · · βq,p 0 0 λqImq


, (29)

where λp+1, · · · , λq are the distinct eigenvalues of (Â1)[F ],[F ] (and also of

(B̂1)[F ],[F ]). Note that P
†Ei,jP = Ei,j for i, j = 1, 2, · · · , p and P ∈ {PA, PB}.

Consider the coefficient for s2,2 · · · sp,p in the full expansion of Eq. (25),
and we get

det(tI − xÂ1 −
p∑

i,j=1

si,jni,jEi,j)[{2,3,··· ,p}],[{2,3,··· ,p}] (30)

= det(tI − xB̂1 −
p∑

i,j=1

si,jni,jEi,j)[{2,3,··· ,p}],[{2,3,··· ,p}]. (31)
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For i, ℓ ∈ F , we define

Ai,ℓ = δi,ℓt− si,ℓni,ℓ − xai,ℓ −
q∑

j=p+1

x2⟨αj,ℓ, αj,i⟩
t− xλj

(32)

and

Bi,ℓ = δi,ℓt− si,ℓni,ℓ − xbi,ℓ −
q∑

j=p+1

x2⟨βj,ℓ, βj,i⟩
t− xλj

(33)

where δi,ℓ is the Kronecker delta function, namely

δi,ℓ =

{
1, i = ℓ

0, i ̸= ℓ.
(34)

By the elementary row transformation, we get

det(tI−xÂ1−
p∑

i,j=1

si,jni,jEi,j)[{2,3,··· ,p}],[{2,3,··· ,p}] = A1,1

q∏
j=p+1

(t−xλj)
mj (35)

and

det(tI−xB̂1−
p∑

i,j=1

si,jni,jEi,j)[{2,3,··· ,p}],[{2,3,··· ,p}] = B1,1

q∏
j=p+1

(t−xλj)
mj . (36)

Therefore, A1,1 = B1,1, which implies that a1,1 = b1,1 and ⟨αj,1, αj,1⟩ =
⟨βj,1, βj,1⟩ for j = p + 1, p + 2, · · · , q. Similarly, we have ai,i = bi,i and
⟨αj,i, αj,i⟩ = ⟨βj,i, βj,i⟩ for i = 1, 2, · · · , p and j = p+ 1, p+ 2, · · · , q.

Consider the coefficient for s3,3 · · · sp,p in the full expansion of Eq. (25).
Then we have

det(tI−xÂ1−
p∑

i=1

si,ini,iEi,i)[{3,··· ,p}][{3,··· ,p}] = (A1,1A2,2−A1,2A2,1)

q∏
j=p+1

(t−xλj)
mj ,

and

det(tI−xB̂1−
p∑

i=1

si,ini,iEi,i)[{3,··· ,p}][{3,··· ,p}] = (B1,1B2,2−B1,2B2,1)

q∏
j=p+1

(t−xλj)
mj .

Therefore,
A1,1A2,2 − A1,2A2,1 = B1,1B2,2 −B1,2B2,1. (37)
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Consider the polynomial term of Eq. (37), and we have

(t− s1,1n1,1 − xa1,1)(t− s2,2n2,2 − xa2,2)− (−s1,2n1,2 − xa1,2)(−s2,1n2,1 − xa2,1)

=(t− s1,1n1,1 − xb1,1)(t− s2,2n2,2 − xb2,2)− (−s1,2n1,2 − xb1,2)(−s2,1n2,1 − xb2,1).

Hence, a1,2 = b1,2 and a2,1 = b2,1. Similarly, we have ai,ℓ = bi,ℓ for i, ℓ =
1, 2, . . . , p. Consider the coefficient for 1

t−xλj
in Eq. (37), we have

(t− s1,1n1,1 − xa1,1)(−x2⟨αj,2, αj,2⟩) + (t− s2,2n2,2 − xa2,2)(−x2⟨αj,1, αj,1⟩)
− (−s1,2n1,2 − xa1,2)(−x2⟨αj,2, αj,1⟩)− (−s2,1n2,1 − xa2,1)(−x2⟨αj,1, αj,2⟩)

=(t− s1,1n1,1 − xb1,1)(−x2⟨βj,2, βj,2⟩) + (t− s2,2n2,2 − xb2,2)(−x2⟨βj,1, βj,1⟩)
− (−s1,2n1,2 − xb1,2)(−x2⟨βj,2, βj,1⟩)− (−s2,1n2,1 − xb2,1)(−x2⟨βj,1, βj,2⟩)

Hence, ⟨αj,1, αj,2⟩ = ⟨βj,1, βj,2⟩ and ⟨αj,2, αj,1⟩ = ⟨βj,2, βj,1⟩ for j = p + 1, p+
2, · · · , q. Similarly, we have ⟨αj,i, αj,ℓ⟩ = ⟨βj,i, βj,ℓ⟩ for j = p+ 1, p+ 2, . . . , q
and i, ℓ = 1, 2, . . . , p. In other words, the inner products among the p vectors
αj,1, αj,2, . . . , αj,p are identical to those among the p vectors βj,1, βj,2, . . . , βj,p

for fixed j = p+1, p+2, . . . , q. So there exists an unitary transformation Vj

such that V †
j βj,i = αj,i for i = 1, 2, . . . , p. Consider the unitary matrix

R =


Ip 0 · · · 0
0 Vp+1 0 0

0 0
. . . 0

0 0 0 Vq

 . (38)

Then we have Â1 = R†B̂1R and R†Ei,jR = Ei,j for i, j = 1, 2, . . . , p. Let

Q = OPAR
†P †

BO
†. Then

Q†A1Q = OPBRP †
AO

†A1OPAR
†P †

BO
†

= OPBRÂ1R
†P †

BO
† = OPBB̂1P

†
BO

† = B1,

Q†Ji,jQ = OPBRP †
AO

†Ji,jOPAR
†P †

BO
†

= OPBRni,jEi,jR
†P †

BO
† = OPBni,jEi,jP

†
BO

† = Ji,j,

and

Q†ei = OPBRP †
AO

†ei = ∥ei∥OPBRP †
Aχi = ∥ei∥OPBRχi = ei,

where χi is the vector whose only nonzero entry is a one in the i-th entry.
Hence, Q†WA(s)Q = WB(s) and Q†ei = ei for i = 1, 2, · · · , p.
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