
DISTRIBUTION OF DEFORMED LAPLACIAN LIMIT POINTS

ELISMAR R. OLIVEIRA1, JONAS SZUTKOSKI 2, VILMAR TREVISAN1

1INSTITUTO DE MATEMÁTICA E ESTATÍSTICA, UNIVERSIDADE FEDERAL DO RIO GRANDE DO SUL,
PORTO ALEGRE, BRASIL

ELISMAR.OLIVEIRA@UFRGS.BR, TREVISAN@MAT.UFRGS.BR
2DECESA-UFCSPA,

SZUTKOSKI@UFCSPA.EDU.BR

Abstract. This paper investigates limit points of the deformed Laplacian matrix, which merges the Lapla-
cian and signless Laplacian matrices of a graph through a quadractic one-parameter family of matrices. First,
we show that any value greater or equal to 1 is a deformed Laplacian limit point (for different values of the
parameter s) using a simple family of trees. Second, we define (Tk)k∈N the Shearer’s sequence of caterpillars
for λ > 1 and we present a convergence criterion based on Shearer’s approach. Our main result is that for
any fixed value λ0 > 1 there exists a unique value 0 < s∗ <

√
λ0 − 1 such that, and for any s ∈ (0, s∗) the

interval [λ0, +∞) is entirely formed by s-deformed Laplacian limit points (for the same value of s). Finally,
we provide some numerical data exploring the limit properties.
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1. Introduction

For a given graph G with n vertices, adjacency matrix A and diagonal degree matrix D, the deformed
Laplacian matrix of G is defined as

(1) MG(s) = I − sA + s2(D− I),

where I is the n× n identity matrix and s ∈ R. MG(s) was defined and studied in a distinct context (see,
for example, [12, 13]). Our point of view is to see and understand this parametrized family of matrices
as an interpolation between classical graph matrices. As MG(−1) = A + D is the signless Laplacian
matrix and MG(1) = D− A is the combinatorial Laplacian matrix, the deformed Laplacian matrix may
provide a smooth transition between these two well studied graph matrices.

We recall that the ground breaking work of V. Nikiforov [14], who introduced the Aα matrix of a graph,
defined as AG(α) := αD(G) + (1− α)A(G), where 0 ≤ α ≤ 1 has been source of study for understanding
the transition between the adjacency matrix A(G) and the signless Laplacian Q(G) = D(G) + A(G),
and has opened new directions in spectral graph theory. Our main motivation is that the deformed
Laplacian matrix offers a promising avenue for generalizing and unifying spectral results associated
for both matrices. Moreover, the structure of the deformed Laplacian reveals new algebraic features
that may have applications not only in theoretical studies, but also in practical areas such as network
robustness, centrality measures, and graph-based machine learning.

This paper may be seen as a sequel of the publication [8] co-authored by two of the present authors,
in which we explore spectral properties of this matrix. Our main goal here is to study the distribution of
limit points of the deformed Laplacian matrix, which is part of a project called Hoffman Program [5]. In order
to explain our results, we first discuss briefly the context.
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In 1972 [1], Hoffman asked which real numbers are limit points for the spectral radius of matrices
having non negative integral entries. As he proved that it is only necessary to consider adjacency
matrices of graphs, we say that Hoffman introduced the concept of limit points of eigenvalues of graphs.
Hoffmans pioneering results gave rise to a substantial body of literature, extending the study of limit
points to other graph-related matrices and to eigenvalues beyond the spectral radius. For an overview,
we refer to the survey [5] , as well as the more recent works [4], [3] and [2].

In order to generalize the concept of limit points of graph eigenvalues, let M be a matrix associated
to a graph G such that the M-eigenvalues are all real and the M-spectral radius is equal to the largest
M-eigenvalue, denoted by ρM(G). A real number λ(M) is an M-limit point of the M-spectral radius of
graphs if there exists a sequence of graphs (Gk)k∈N such that

ρM(Gi) 6= ρM(Gj) whenever i 6= j and lim
k→∞

ρM(Gk) = λ(M).

The Hoffman program consists of two subproblems: i) determine all the possible values of M-limit
point (if there are any) and; ii) Find all the connected graphs whose M-spectral radius does not exceed
a fixed M-limit point.

In this paper, we discuss subproblem i) for the deformed Laplacian matrix. More precisely, we aim to
characterize which real numbers λ are M-limit points, for M the deformed Laplacian matrix.

Definition 1. A number λ ∈ R is an s-deformed Laplacian limit point if, for a fixed value s ∈ R, there exists a
sequence of graphs (Gn)n∈N such that ρ(MGi(s)) 6= ρ(MGj(s)), i 6= j and lim

n→∞
ρ(MGn(s)) = λ. The set of all

s-deformed Laplacian limit points is denoted by L(s).

In this paper, we study and characterize which λ > 1 are s-deformed limit points. Since the matrix
MG(s) depends on the real parameter value of s, our results have two distinct directions. We first show
that there is a sequence of graphs such that any λ > 1 is an s-deformed Laplacian limit point for the
same sequence, but for different values of s. For our second type of results, we fix values of λ > 1 and,
by constructing a sequence of graphs, we find intervals of s-deformed Laplacian limit points for some
values of s ∈ R. To be more precise, we now describe our main results.

1.1. Main results. We introduce one of the simplest types of graphs, other than a path, having a single
vertex of degree 3.

Definition 2. We define, for each n ≥ 1, the family of trees T1,n,n formed by a vertex u where we attach a path P1

and two paths Pn (see Figure 1).

Figure 1. Starlike tree T1,n,n.

In Section 3 we prove Theorem 1 showing that any λ > 1 is an s-deformed Laplacian limit point.

Theorem 1. Let 1 < λ ∈ R be a real number. There exists an s > 0 such that λ is an s-deformed limit point.
Precisely, λ = limn→∞ ρ(MT1,n,n(s)), for some s ∈ R.
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A much harder problem is, for fixed λ > 1 and s ∈ R, to construct a sequence of graphs (Gk)k∈N

such that ρ(MGk(s)) → λ. By adapting Shearer’s sequence of caterpillars (see Section 4 for definitions)
we achieve this. In fact we prove a stronger result. For a fixed λ > 1, we find a unique s∗(λ) < 1 such
that for any s ∈ (0, s∗), the whole interval [λ,+∞) is composed by s-deformed limit points. The precise
result is stated in Theorem 10 and is proven in Section 5.

The structure of the paper is organized as follows.
In Section 2, we review the key definitions and notational conventions. We focus on the spectral radius

of deformed Laplacian matrix of graphs, we present the main tool we use in this manuscript and derive
preliminary results, preparing for the main achievements in the subsequent sections.

In Section 3 we use the previous results and prove Theorem 1. In section 4 we present Shearer’s
approach, by defining a sequence of caterpillars for a given λ > 1, and we establish our strategy of
approximation through Shearer’s sequences for 0 < s <

√
λ − 1. In Section 5 we present our main

results. Theorem 9 gives a criterion for convergence while Theorem 10 establishes the conditions and
intervals formed by s-deformed Laplacian limit points. Finally, in Section 6 we present some remarks,
open questions and numerical computations.

2. Preliminaries

For a graph G and a real scalar s, we consider the deformed Laplacian matrix MG(s), given in Equa-
tion 1

MG(s) =


1 + s2(dv1 − 1) −sa1 2 · · · −sa1 n−1 −sa1 n

−sa1 2 1 + s2(dv2 − 1) · · · −sa2 n−1 −sa2 n
...

...
. . .

...
...

−san−1 1 −san−1 2 · · · 1 + s2(dvn−1 − 1) −san−1 n

−san 1 −san 2 · · · −san n−1 1 + s2(dvn − 1)

 .(2)

Since MG(s) is real and symmetric, its eigenvalues are real. The multiset of eigenvalues of MG(s) is
called the deformed Laplacian spectrum of G, denoted by Spect(MG(s)) := σ(MG(s)).

As this paper is devoted to study which numbers are limit points for the spectral radius, we first
discuss Perron-Frobenius Theory for MG(s).

2.1. Perron-Frobenius for the deformed Laplacian matrix. The classical theory of Perron-Frobenius is
applied for square nonnegative irreducible matrices. So, as long as the graph G is connected and s ≤ 0,
Perron-Frobenius theory is applied to MG(s).

The graphs we consider in this paper are trees, therefore connected, so irreducibility follows. In [8]
it is proven that σ(MG(s)) = σ(MG(−s)) whenever G is bipartite. Since trees are bipartite, we may
consider only s ≤ 0, implying nonnegativity. In particular, for trees, the largest eigenvalue of MG(s) is
the spectral radius of MG(s), is a simple eigenvalue and is denoted by ρ(MG(s)).

Therefore, the subproblem i) of the Hoffman Program is well defined for the s-deformed Laplacian
matrix when we deal with trees.

It is easy to see that MG(0) = I, MG(1) = I − A + (D − I) = D − A = L(G) is the combinatorial
Laplacian matrix of G and MG(−1) = I + A + (D− I) = D + A = Q(G) is the signless Laplacian matrix
of G. Clearly the intervals (-1,0), (0,1) and their complements play a central role with respect to spectral
properties of M(G). This motivates the following.

Definition 3. For a given graph G, consider MG(s). We say that s ∈ R is sub-Laplacian if |s| < 1. Analogously,
s is super-Laplacian if |s| > 1.
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We also notice that the symmetric matrix MG(s) underlies the graph G, it is a weighted matrix of G.
In the sequel, we explain the main tool to obtain our results. It is an algorithm to locate eigenvalues
of symmetric matrices, and has been revealed a powerful technique to explore and understand spectral
properties of the deformed Laplacian matrix.

2.2. Main tool. Our main tool in this paper is the Diagonalize algorithm to locate eigenvalues from [11]
to study eigenvalues of symmetric matrices G . The Diagonalize algorithm (see Figure 2) is given below.

Input: matrix M = (mij) with underlying tree T
Input: Bottom up ordering v1, . . . , vn of V(T)
Input: real number x
Output: diagonal matrix D = diag(d1, . . . , dn) congruent to M + xI

Algorithm Diagonalize(M, x)
initialize di := mii + x, for all i
for k = 1 to n

if vk is a leaf then continue
else if dc 6= 0 for all children c of vk then

dk := dk −∑ (mck)
2

dc
, summing over all children of vk

else
select one child vj of vk for which dj = 0

dk := − (mjk)
2

2
dj := 2
if vk has a parent vℓ, remove the edge {vk, vℓ}.

end loop

Figure 2. Algorithm Diagonalize(M, x).

The following result summarizes the way in which the algorithm will be applied. Its proof is based
on a property of matrix congruence known as Sylvester’s Law of Inertia, we refer to [11], [6] and [10] for
details.

Theorem 2. Let M be a symmetric matrix of order n that corresponds to a weighted tree T and let x be a real
number. Given a bottom-up ordering of T, let D be the diagonal matrix produced by Algorithm Diagonalize with
entries T and x. Then the number of positive/negative/zero entries of D is number of eigenvalues of M greater
than/smaller than/equal to −x.

Example 1. Consider the graph T1,n,n given in Figure 1, choose λ = ρ(MT1,n.n(s)) the spectral radius of T1,n,n

and apply the Algorithm Diagonalize (Diag(MT1,n,n(s),−λ)). In Figure 3 we illustrate the application. On the
left side, we have the initial values of vertices and edges. On the right side, we have the sequence of the outputs
produced by the application of the algorithm, which we analyse now.
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Figure 3. Initialization (left) and output (right) of Diag(MT1,n,n(s),−λn) for T1,n,n.

We see that Z1 = 1− λ, Z2 = 1 + s2 − λ− s2

1−λ and in general Zj = 1 + s2 − λ− s2

Zj−1
, for j = 2, . . . , n− 1.

It is key to notice that because λ is the spectral radius of T1n,n, from Theorem 2, all the Zj < 0 and when root u is
processed, we have

(3) 1 + 2s2 − λ− 2
s2

Zn−1
− s2

Z1
= 0.

Understanding the recurrence relation given by sequence Zj of the above example is crucial for this
paper and we explain it in the sequel.

2.3. Rational recurrences. The Algorithm Diagonalize, when applied to trees having pendant paths
naturally produces a rational recurrence which is extremely useful to deal with eigenvalue location
tasks. Namely, we have the recurrence xj = φ(xj−1), where φ(t) = α + γ

t , t 6= 0 is a rational function. A
graphical illustration for φ(t) = −3− 2

t , t 6= 0 is given by Figure 4.

Figure 4. Rational function φ(t) = −3− 2
t , t 6= 0.

Here, α < 0 and γ < 0 produces two fixed points θ and θ′, because ∆ = α2 + 4γ > 0. In this case,
θ = α

2 −
1
2

√
α2 + 4γ and θ′ = α

2 + 1
2

√
α2 + 4γ, so that θ < θ′ < 0, because θθ′ = −γ > 0.

Since we are dealing with a rational recurrence we must require that the initial condition x1 be such
that xj 6= 0 for all j ≥ 1. Thus, when we are talking about solutions of the rational recurrence we are
implicitly assuming that the initial condition satisfy x1 6∈ {0} ∪ Z , where

Z := {y 6= 0 | ∃ k ≥ 1 s.t. φk(y) = 0} =
∪
k≥1

φ−k(0).

Definition 4. The set Z is called the null set for the rational recurrence xj+1 = φ(xj).

We recall the following theorem from [15] (see also the extended version [16]).
5



Theorem 3. [16, Proposition 3] Let α < 0 and γ < 0 be fixed numbers such that ∆ = α2 + 4γ > 0 and
let φ(t) = α + γ

t , t 6= 0. Define I = (−∞,−
√
−γ), I′ = (−

√
−γ, 0), θ = α

2 −
1
2

√
α2 + 4γ and θ′ =

α
2 + 1

2

√
α2 + 4γ. Then, the recurrence xj = φ(xj−1) satisfy

(1) θ is an attracting fixed point of φ(t) for t ∈ I, while θ′ is a repelling fixed point for t ∈ I′.
(2) The null set Z is a decreasing sequence (cj)j∈N contained in (θ′,−γ

α ], with c1 = −γ
α and limj→∞ cj = θ′,

(3) If x1 ∈ (−∞, θ), then xj increases and converges to θ for j ≥ 1. If x1 ∈ (θ, θ′), then xj decreases and
converges to θ for j ≥ 1.

(4) If x1 ∈ (θ′, 0), then there exists m ∈ N such that xj increases for j = 1, . . . , m− 1 and xm > 0. Then,
xm+1 < θ and xj increases and converges to θ for j ≥ m + 1. If x1 = θ (resp. x1 = θ′), then xj = θ (resp.
xj = θ′), for j ≥ 1.

We observe that recurrence obtained in Example 1 given by

(4)

{
Z1 = 1− λ

Zj = φ(Zj−1), for 2 ≤ j ≤ n− 1,

falls in this frame work with φ(t) = 1 + s2 − λ− s2

t , t 6= 0, α := 1 + s2 − λ < 0 and γ := −s2 < 0. It
satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 3 and, in particular, Z1 6∈ Z , if ∆ = α2 + 4γ > 0, or equivalently

λ > (1 + |s|)2,

which motivates the following notation for s.

Definition 5. Given λ > 1 a real number, we say that s is adapted to λ if λ > (1 + |s|)2 (or equivalently
1−
√

λ < s <
√

λ− 1).

2.4. Some spectral properties of the deformed Laplacian Matrix. In reference [8], a few properties of
the spectrum of the deformed Laplacian MG(s) were obtained. This section is devoted to recover some
of them, particularly for the case when G is a tree.

Lemma 1 ([8]). Let G be a simple, undirected and connected graph of order n with maximum degree ∆. If
s ∈ (−∞, 0] ∪ [1,+∞), then

ρ(MG(s)) ≥
1
2

(
s2(∆− 1) + 2 + |s|

√
s2(∆− 1)2 + 4∆

)
.

The equality holds if and only if G ∼= K1,n−1.

Lemma 2 ([8]). Let G be a simple, undirected and connected graph of order n with maximum degree ∆. Let
MG(s) be its deformed Laplacian matrix. Then,

ρ(MG(s)) ≤ 1 + s2(∆− 1) + |s|ρ(A(G)).

Proposition 4 ([8]). Let T 6= K1 be a tree and let MT(s) be its deformed Laplacian matrix. Then
(1) 0 ∈ Spect(MT(s)) if and only if s = ±1;
(2) MT(s) is positive definite if, and only if, |s| < 1;
(3) ρ(MT(s)) > 1;
(4) If T has a pendant path P2 then ρ(MT(s)) > 1 + s2;
(5) Let v be a pendant vertex of a tree T. If T′ = T \ {v} then ρ(MT′(s)) < ρ(MT(s));
(6) If ∆(T) ≥ 4, then ρ(MT(s)) > (1 + |s|)2 (analogously, ρ(MT(s)) > 1 +

√
3|s|+ s2 if ∆(T) ≥ 3);

(7) If T is a starlike tree T := [q1, . . . , qk] then ρ(MT(s)) ≤ 1 + s2(∆(T)− 1) + |s| k√
k−1

.
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We remark that Proposition 4 (5) shows that for every value of s ∈ R, the spectral radius of sub-trees
does not increase, a result that is not true for general graphs (see [8]).

Corollary 1. Let T 6= Pn be a tree (∆(T) ≥ 3). Then

(1) If s is super-Laplacian then it is adapted to λ for any λ ≥ ρ(MT(s));
(2) If s is sub-Laplacian and ∆(T) ≥ 4 then it is adapted to λ for any λ ≥ ρ(MT(s));
(3) If s 6= 0 is sub-Laplacian, ∆(T) = 3 and contains T1,4,4 as a subgraph then it is adapted to λ for any

λ ≥ ρ(MT(s))

Proof. (1) Since ∆(T) ≥ 3 it contains K1,3 as a subgraph. From Proposition 4(5) and Lemma 1, we obtain
ρ(MT(s)) ≥ ρ(MK1,3(s)) =

1
2

(
s2(∆− 1) + 2 + |s|

√
s2(∆− 1)2 + 4∆

)
> 1 + s2 + 2|s|, because s2 > 1.

(2) Follows directly from Proposition 4 (6).
(3) From Proposition 4 (5), we obtain ρ(MT(s)) ≥ ρ(MT1,4,4(s)). We claim that ρ(MT1,4,4(s)) ≥ 1 +

s2 + 2|s| = (1 + |s|)2 with equality only if s = 0. We perform Diag(MT1,4,4(s),−λ) for λ = (1 + |s|)2.
We aim to find a positive output. At each leaf we initialize Z1 = 1 − λ. If Z1 > 0 we are done
(ρ(MT1,4,4(s)) > (1 + |s|)2), otherwise if Z1 = 0 then we keep these values and produce values +2
(positive) and − s2

2 meaning that ρ(MT1,4,4(s)) > (1 + |s|)2. Finally, if Z1 < 0 we compute Z2. Proceeding
in the same fashion we will, in the wort case arrive to the root with Z1, Z2, Z3 < 0.

Then, we compute the last value at u by the formula

(5) f (s) := 1 + 2s2 − (1 + |s|)2 − 2
s2

Z4−1
− s2

1− (1 + |s|)2

We now consider the two cases |s| = s and |s| = −s and analyze the graphs f (s) which should be
positive in the respective domains.

If |s| = −s, then

f (s) =
s2 (3 s2 − 8 s + 5

)
(3 s− 4) (s− 2)

and, if |s| = s, then

g(s) =
s2 (3 s2 + 8 s + 5

)
(3 s + 4) (s + 2)

whose graphs are given by Figure 5:

Figure 5. Graph of f (left) and g(right).

We can easily see that f , g > 0 if s 6= 0. Thus, ρ(MT1,4,4(s)) > (1 + |s|)2. □
7



Remark 1. The only cases not known in Corollary 1 are |s| < 1, ∆(T) = 3 and T does not contain T1,4,4. Since T
has a vertex of degree three, it must contain at most T1,1,n, T1,2,n, T2,2,n, etc. That is, only one pendant path could
be larger than or equal to 4 and the others are some combination of P2 and P3. In these cases s could be non-adapted
to λ ≥ ρ(MT(s)).

3. Deformed Laplacian limit points for a simple family

In this section, we show that a single family of graphs provide s-deformed limit points for all λ > 1.
We summarize the main result of this section, Theorem 1, which we restate it for convenience.

Theorem 5. Let 1 < λ ∈ R be a real number. There exists an s > 0 such that λ is an s-deformed limit point.
Precisely, λ = limn→∞ ρ(MT1,n,n(s)), for some s ∈ R.

From Proposition 4 (3), we know that ρ(MT(s)) > 1 for any tree T . Thus, any limit point obtained by
trees will be greater than or equal to 1. Our aim is to understand the limit points of the simple trees, the
graphs T1,n,n given in Example 1.

We start by proving the following result.

Lemma 3. Let s ∈ R and λn(s) = ρ(MT1,n,n(s)) for n ≥ 4. There exists

lim
n→∞

λn(s) := τ0(s).

Proof. Follows from the discussion in Section 2.3 that the application of diagonalize algorithm of Figure 2
to T1,n,n(s) with λn = ρ(MT1,n,n(s)) gives rise to the recurrence (Zj)j∈N which is the recurrence from
Theorem 3 for αn := 1 + s2 − λn < 0 and γ = −s2 < 0. Consequently, we have two distinct solutions,

(6) ∆n(s) := (1 + s2 − λn)
2 − 4s2 > 0

(here ∆n is not the maximum degree, but the quantity defined in [15]) or, equivalently, 1−
√

λn < s <

−1 +
√

λn, also equivalent to λn > (1 + |s|)2. The solutions, in this case, are given by

θn(s) :=
(1 + s2 − λ)−

√
(1 + s2 − λn)2 − 4s2

2
and(7)

θ′n(s) :=
(1 + s2 − λ) +

√
(1 + s2 − λn)2 − 4s2

2
.(8)

Notice that θn(s) · θ′n(s) = s2.
It is obvious that Z1 = 1− λn < θn. Indeed, we have 1− λn < θn if, and only if,

2− 2λn < 1 + s2 − λn −
√
(1 + s2 − λn)2 − 4s2

if, and only if, √
(1 + s2 − λn)2 − 4s2 < −1 + s2 + λn,

which happens if and only if −2λns2 < 2λns2, which is true since λn > 1. Since s is adapted to λn, we
observe that all Zj are smaller than θn(s) because Zj → θn(s), increasingly, when j→ ∞ (see Theorem 3).

The sequence (λn)n∈N is strictly increasing because T1,n,n is obtained from T1,n+1,n+1 by deletion of
two edges (see Proposition 4). Also, from Lemma 2, as T1,n,n has maximum degree ∆ = 3 (and we can
bound ρA(T1,n,n) by 2

√
∆− 1 from [19])

λn = ρ(MT1,n,n(s)) ≤ 1 + s2(∆(T1,n,n)− 1) + |s|ρ(A(T1,n,n)) < ∞, ∀n ≥ 2.

From the classical result of real analysis we obtain that (λn)n∈N increasing and bounded, hence a con-
vergent sequence, producing an s-deformed Laplacian limit point τ0(s).

□
8



In the remaining of this section, we discuss the distribution of τ0(s), reasoning the truth of Theorem 5.
In order to obtain a formula for the s-deformed Laplacian limit points τ0(s) we recall that from Equation 3
we know that 1 + 2s2 − λn − 2 s2

Zn−1
− s2

Z1
= 0 is equivalent to

(9) 1 + 2s2 − λn − 2
s2

(Zn−1 − θn) + θn
− s2

1− λn
= 0.

Using the fact that θn(s) =
(1+s2−λn)−

√
(1+s2−λn)2−4s2

2 is continuous in τ0(s) we obtain

lim
n→∞

θn(s) =
(1 + s2 − τ0(s))−

√
(1 + s2 − τ0(s))2 − 4s2

2
.

Taking the limit in Equation 9 we obtain,

1 + 2s2 − τ0(s)− 2
s2

limn→∞ θn(s)
− s2

1− τ0(s)
= 0,

because Zn−1 − θn → 0 when n→ ∞. As θn(s) · θ′n(s) = s2 we obtain the equivalent form

1 + 2s2 − τ0(s)− 2
s2

(1+s2−τ0(s))−
√

(1+s2−τ0(s))2−4s2

2

− s2

1− τ0(s)
= 0

1 + 2s2 − τ0(s)−
(
(1 + s2 − τ0(s)) +

√
(1 + s2 − τ0(s))2 − 4s2

)
− s2

1− τ0(s)
= 0

s2 −
√
(1 + s2 − τ0(s))2 − 4s2 − s2

1− τ0(s)
= 0√

(1 + s2 − τ0(s))2 − 4s2 = s2 τ0(s)
τ0(s)− 1

(1 + s2 − τ0(s))2 − 4s2 = s4
(

1 +
1

τ0(s)− 1

)2

.

We notice that, for each s > 0 the function

(10) h(t) := (1 + s2 − t)2 − 4s2 − s4
(

1 +
1

t− 1

)2

has a vertical asymptote in t = 1, and for t > 1 it is differentiable with

h′(t) = −2(1 + s2 − t)− 2s4
(

1 +
1

t− 1

)(
− 1
(t− 1)2

)
> 0.

Since limt→1+ h(t) = −∞ and limt→+∞ h(t) = +∞ we have a unique root t = τ0(s) ∈ (1,+∞).
The actual value τ0(s) can be computed by standard numerical methods. Otherwise, as τ0(s)

τ0(s)−1 >

1, from the sequence of equations above, we can always reduce the root search to the degree four
polynomial

(11) p(t) = t4 +
(
−2 s2 − 4

)
t3 +

(
2 s2 + 6

)
t2 +

(
−2 s4 + 2 s2 − 4

)
t + s4 − 2 s2 + 1,

whose unique solution in the interval (1,+∞) is τ0(s).
It is worth observing that Equation (11) gives the same result for s or −s, what is expected from the

fact that σ(MG(s)) = σ(MG(−s)) for bipartite graphs. Moreover, when s = 1 or s = −1, we retrieve the
Laplacian limit point for T1,n,n, a result due to Guo [9].
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Corollary 2. Let L = MT1,n,n(1) be the Laplacian matrix of T1,n,n. Let λ = limn→∞ ρ(L). Then

λ =
1
3

3
√

54 + 6
√

33 + 4
1

3
√

54 + 6
√

33
+ 2 ≈ 4.38+

A table showing the values of τ0(s) numerically obtained is:

s τ0(s) s τ0(s)
0.001 1.002059342 0.5 2.341081806
0.01 1.020698941 0.6 2.689803637
0.1 1.217675873 0.7 3.067507378
0.2 1.459682287 0.8 3.475060020
0.3 1.726955383 0.9 3.913288615
0.4 2.020441181 1.0 4.382975768
5 53.36963067 10 203.4647577

The negative values of s provide the same output, as expected (see Section 2.1) and we can see that all
the values λ > 1 are s-deformed Laplacian limit points (for different values of |s|, evidently).

From Proposition 4, any small (λ < 1) s-deformed Laplacian limit point (if there are any) should be
obtained from non-tree graphs or from trees without P2 (otherwise λ ≥ 1).

Moreover, since the range of s 7→ τ0(s) is (1,+∞) we can expect to find s-deformed Laplacian limit
points for a fixed s in this interval. This in fact the theme of the next section. For a fixed s, we want to
characterize which real numbers are s-deformed limit points.

4. Deformed Laplacian limit points for caterpillars

In this section, inspired by the original work of Shearer [18] (and also [17]), we aim to characterize,
for a fixed s, big s-deformed Laplacian limit points λ (that is, λ ∈ L(s) such that λ ≥ 1), where s is
adapted to λ, that is λ > (1 + |s|)2 or equivalently, 1−

√
λ < s <

√
λ− 1. Our choice is a set of trees

(which contains T1,n,n) named caterpillars: trees such that, after removing all the leafs, remains only a
path called backbone. As we are aiming trees (which are bi-partite graphs) we can just look at positive
values of s, that is, 0 < s <

√
λ− 1.

A caterpillar denoted by Tk = [r1, r2, . . . , rk], k ≥ 2 has a path with k vertices vi, i ∈ {1, . . . k} each one
with ri pendant vertices (see Figure 6). The vertices vi are called back nodes. The first task is to build a
sequence of caterpillars whose deformed Laplacian matrices have spectral radius strictly smaller than a
fixed number.

Theorem 6. Given λ and s real fixed numbers, let δ :=
s2λ

λ− 1
. A caterpillar Tk = [r1, r2, . . . , rk], k ≥ 2 satisfies

ρ(MTk(s)) < λ if, and only if, 
b1 := 1− λ + r1δ < 0,

bj := φ(bj−1) + rjδ < 0, 2 ≤ j ≤ k− 1,

bk := −s2 + φ(bk−1) + rkδ < 0,

where φ(t) := 1 + s2 − λ− s2

t , t 6= 0.

Proof. Consider the execution of Diagonalize(MTk(s),−λ), where the caterpillar Tk := Tk(λ) = [r1, r2, . . . , rk], k ≥
2. In Figure 6 we can visualize the initial values at each vertex.
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Figure 6. Caterpillar Tk = [r1, r2, . . . , rk], k ≥ 2.

We aim to obtain ρ(MTk(s)) < λ, thus from Theorem 2, each output must be negative. The vertex v1

is initialized with 1 + (r1 + 1− 1)s2 − λ = 1 + r1s2 − λ, the next ones are initialized with 1 + (rj + 2−
1)s2− λ = 1 + (rj + 1)s2− λ and the last one, vk is 1 + (rk + 1− 1)s2− λ = 1 + rks2− λ. At each leaf, we
start with the value 1 + (1− 1)s2 − λ = 1− λ < 0 because we have a tree different of K1.

Now we compute the remaining outputs according to the algorithm.

b1 := 1 + r1s2 − λ− r1s2

1− λ
= 1− λ + r1s2 λ

λ− 1
.

bj := 1 + (rj + 1)s2 − λ− s2

bj−1
−

rjs2

1− λ
= 1 + s2 − λ− s2

bj−1
+ rjs2 λ

λ− 1
, 2 ≤ j ≤ k− 1.

bk := 1 + rks2 − λ− s2

bk−1
− rks2

1− λ
= 1− λ− s2

bk−1
+ rks2 λ

λ− 1
.

Introducing the notation δ :=
s2λ

λ− 1
and recalling that φ(t) := 1 + s2 − λ − s2

t , t 6= 0, we obtain the

desired formulas.
□

We recall once more here that φ(t) = 1 + s2 − λ− s2

t , t 6= 0 has two fixed points (see Theorem 3 and
discussion in Section 2.3)

θ(s) :=
(1 + s2 − λ)−

√
(1 + s2 − λ)2 − 4s2

2
and(12)

θ′(s) :=
(1 + s2 − λ) +

√
(1 + s2 − λ)2 − 4s2

2
,(13)

because we assumed that s is adapted to λ, or equivalently, λ > (1 + |s|)2.

4.1. Shearer’s sequences. Given a fixed value λ > 1, we aim to find a sequence of caterpillars (Tk)k∈N,
where Tk := Tk(λ) such that limk→∞ ρ(MTk(s)) = λ, where s is adapted to λ. By our choice, using the
asymptotic behavior of the recurrence defined by φ (see [15] or Theorem 3 for details), we shall select
caterpillars according to Shearer’s approach. We notice that one must require bj < θ′(s) (it is not enough
to choose bj < 0) in each step because the right side of θ′(s) is a repellent point. Otherwise, at some
moment, bm > 0 (see Theorem 3). Moreover, in order to obtain the best approximation as possible we
always choose the maximum value of rk satisfying this condition. The approach may be summarized as
follows:

Definition 6. The Shearer sequence (Tk)k∈N is obtained by
r1 :=

⌊
δ−1 (θ′(s) + λ− 1)

⌋
rj :=

⌊
δ−1 (θ′(s)− φ(bj−1)

) ⌋
, 2 ≤ j ≤ k− 1

rk :=
⌊
δ−1 (θ′(s)− φ(bk−1) + s2) ⌋.

11



We remark that, as we choose the maximum value in Definition 6 the following equation holds

(14) θ′(s)− δ < bj < θ′(s), ∀j.

Theorem 7. The Shearer’s sequence (Tk)k∈N in Definition 6 is well-defined, that is, rj ≥ 0. Moreover ρ(MTk(s)) <
λ.

Proof. The proof is similar to [17], using induction on j. We only need to ensure that it is possible to
continue the process of choosing rk from rk−1 once we have chosen r1. Recall that the main constraint is

b1 = 1− λ + r1δ < θ′(s)

bj = φ(bj−1) + rjδ < θ′(s), 2 ≤ j ≤ k− 1

bk = −s2 + φ(bk−1) + rkδ < θ′(s).

In the worst case, we can consider r1 = 0 in such way that 1− λ+ r1δ < θ′(s) because of the equivalences

1− λ + 0 δ < θ′(s)

1− λ <
(1 + s2 − λ) +

√
(1 + s2 − λ)2 − 4s2

2

2(1− λ) < (1 + s2 − λ) +
√
(1 + s2 − λ)2 − 4s2

(1− λ) < s2 +
√
(1 + s2 − λ)2 − 4s2,

being the last one always true for λ > 1. Therefore, we can choose r1 ≥ 0, the largest number satisfying
b1 = 1− λ + r1δ < θ′(s).

Supposing that we have chosen rj−1 and produced bj−1 we must be able to choose rj ≥ 0 such that
bj = φ(bj−1) + rjδ < θ′(s). This follows from the properties of the recurrence φ because φ(bj−1) will be
closer to θ(s) provided that bj−1 < θ′(s) (see [15] and Theorem 3 for details). Therefore, we can choose
rj ≥ 0, the largest number satisfying bj = φ(bj−1) + rjδ < θ′(s) (which will be at least zero because
φ(bj−1) < θ′(s)).

Analogously, in the last step bk = −s2 + φ(bk−1) + rkδ < θ′(s) always admits a choice rk ≥ 0 because
bk−1 < θ′(s) implies φ(bk−1) < φ(θ′(s)) = θ′(s) and −s2 + φ(bk−1) < φ(bk−1) < θ′(s) thus −s2 +

φ(bk−1) + 0 δ < θ′(s). This proves our claim since we can continue this process indefinitely.
Finally, ρ(MTk(s)) < λ by construction and Theorem 6, since bj < θ′(s) implies bj < 0. □

A fundamental step towards to the existence of limit points is the monotonicity and boundness of the
sequence (ρ(MTk(s)))k∈N. Boundness is guaranteed by construction. Next, we prove monotonicity.

Theorem 8. Shearer’s sequence (Tk)k∈N satisfies ρ(MTk(s)) < ρ(MTk+1(s)) < λ. In particular, there exists a
unique number

λ̂ = lim
k→∞

ρ(MTk(s)) ≤ λ.

Proof. Consider 
r1 :=

⌊
δ−1 (θ′(s) + λ− 1)

⌋
rj :=

⌊
δ−1 (θ′(s)− φ(bj−1)

) ⌋
, 2 ≤ j ≤ k− 1

rk :=
⌊
δ−1 (θ′(s)− φ(bk−1) + s2) ⌋,
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the sequence of degrees associated to Tk and
r̃1 :=

⌊
δ−1 (θ′(s) + λ− 1)

⌋
r̃j :=

⌊
δ−1 (θ′(s)− φ(b̃j−1)

) ⌋
, 2 ≤ j ≤ k

r̃k+1 :=
⌊
δ−1 (θ′(s)− φ(b̃k) + s2) ⌋,

the sequence of degrees associated to Tk+1. It is evident that r̃1 = r1 and r̃j = rj, 2 ≤ j ≤ k− 1. Let us
examine r̃k and r̃k+1.

From Equation 14 we obtain

θ′(s)− δ < bj = φ(bj−1) + rjδ < θ′(s), ∀j.

Thus,

θ′(s)− δ < −s2 + φ(bk−1) + rkδ < θ′(s) and θ′(s)− δ < φ(b̃k−1) + r̃kδ < θ′(s).

Since bk−1 = b̃k−1 we obtain the equivalent form by multiplying the second one by −1:

θ′(s)− δ + s2 − φ(bk−1)

δ
< rk <

θ′(s) + s2 − φ(bk−1)

δ

and
−θ′(s) + δ + φ(bk−1)

δ
> −r̃k >

φ(bk−1)− θ′(s)
δ

.

Adding these two inequalities we obtain,

−1 <
−δ + s2

δ
< rk − r̃k <

δ + s2

δ
< 2

0 ≤ rk − r̃k ≤ 1

thus, r̃k = rk or r̃k = rk − 1.
If r̃k = rk, then Tk is a subgraph of Tk+1. If r̃k = rk − 1, then we can consider the path joining vk to

vk+1 to create a copy of Tk inside Tk+1. So, independently of the value of r̃k, we know that Tk is a proper
subgraph of Tk+1 and by Proposition 4 we obtain that (Tk)k∈N satisfy ρ(MTk(s)) < ρ(MTk+1(s)).

From Theorem 8 we conclude that the limit of spectral radii for a Shearer’s sequence (Tk)k∈N is an
s-deformed Laplacian limit point λ̂ smaller than or equal to λ.

□

In the next section we will try to establish when λ̂ = λ.

5. Approximation

Proving that the Shearer’s sequence of caterpillars obtained in the previous section always produces
an s-deformed Laplacian limit point is hard, mainly because the sequences have intricate expressions
and proving its convergence would be technically difficult. In this section we will find an approximate
criterion and characterize an interval of s-deformed Laplacian limit points for every s ∈ (0, 1).
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5.1. Approximation Criterion.

Theorem 9. Let (Tk)k∈N be the Shearer’s sequence for λ > 1 and ε1, . . . , εk be the smallest positive root of bj(ε),
the output of Diagonalize(MTk(s),−(λ− ε)) at each backnode of Tk. Then, λ̂ = limk→∞ ρ(MTk(s)) = λ if, and
only if, εk → 0. In particular, if the sequence (β j)j∈N, given by (15) is unbounded, then εk → 0 ( so that λ̂ = λ).

(15)

β1 =
1+r1s2 1

(λ−1)2

λ−1−r1δ ,

β j = cj + γjβ j−1,

with cj :=
1+rjs2 1

(λ−1)2

−bj
> 0, j ≥ 2 and γj := s2

bj−1bj
> 0, j ≥ 2

Proof. We notice that Diagonalize(MTk(s),−(λ− ε)) will have all output for the backnode vertices nega-
tive if ρ(MTk(s)) < λ, that is, taking ε = 0 by construction. Hence, one can obtain |λ− ρ(MTk(s))| < εk
if, and only if, some bk(ε) changes to a positive value in ε = εk, that is, λ − εk < ρ(MTk(s)) < λ.
Thus, limk→∞ ρ(MTk(s)) = λ if, and only if, εk → 0. Following the reasoning of [17], we know that λ̂ =

limk→∞ ρ(MTk(s)) = λ if, and only if, for any ε > 0 there exists k := kε such that Diagonalize(MTk(s),−(λ−
ε)) has some positive output. Let us examine these numbers.

Fixed the caterpillar Tk = [r1, r2, . . . , rk], k ≥ 2, which satisfy ρ(MTk(s)) < λ by construction of the
Shearer’s sequence, we obtain

b1(ε) := 1− λ + ε + r1δ(ε)

bj(ε) := φε(bj−1(ε)) + rjδ(ε), 2 ≤ j ≤ k− 1

bk(ε) := −s2 + φ(bk−1(ε)) + rkδ(ε),

where

δ(ε) := s2 λ− ε

λ− ε− 1
and φε(t) := 1 + s2 − λ + ε− s2

t
, t 6= 0.

Define ε0 := λ − 1 then b1(ε) has a single vertical asymptote at this point and, for ε ∈ (0, ε0) the
function b1(ε) is differentiable and

d
dε

b1(ε) = 1 + r1s2 1
(λ− ε− 1)2 ≥ 1.

Thus, b1(ε) is monotonously increasing in (0, ε0) and continuous in [0, ε0), with b1(0) < θ(s) < 0. In
particular, there exists a unique root ε1 ∈ (0, ε0) (see Figure 7). Moreover, b1(ε) is twice differentiable
and convex because

d2

dε2 b1(ε) = 2r1s2 1
(λ− ε− 1)3 > 0.

Using the linear approximation at ε = 0 we obtain a root α1 = − b1(0)
d
dε b1(0)

> ε1 or equivalently

β1 :=
1
α1

=
d
dε b1(0)
−b1(0)

=
1 + r1s2 1

(λ−1)2

λ− 1− r1δ
.
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Figure 7. Sequences ε j and αj.

We can recursively apply this procedure at every step. bj(ε) has a single vertical asymptote at the
point ε j−1 and, for ε ∈ (0, ε j−1) the function bj(ε) is differentiable and

d
dε

bj(ε) = 1 +
s2

bj−1(ε)2
d
dε

bj−1(ε) + rjs2 1
(λ− ε− 1)2 ≥ 1.

Thus, bj(ε) is monotonously increasing in (0, ε j−1) and continuous in [0, ε j−1), with bj(0) < θ(s) < 0.
In particular, there exists a unique root ε j ∈ (0, ε j−1). Moreover, bj(ε) is twice differentiable and convex
because

d2

dε2 bj(ε) =
s2

bj−1(ε)2
d2

dε2 bj−1(ε)− 2
s2

bj−1(ε)3

(
d
dε

bj−1(ε)

)2

+ 2rjs2 1
(λ− ε− 1)3 > 0.

Using the linear approximation at ε = 0 we obtain a root αj = −
bj(0)

d
dε bj(0)

> ε j or equivalently

β j :=
1
αj

=
d
dε bj(0)
−bj(0)

=
1 + s2

b2
j−1

d
dε bj−1(0) + rjs2 1

(λ−1)2

−bj(0)
=

=
1 + rjs2 1

(λ−1)2

−bj(0)
+

s2

b2
j−1

d
dε bj−1(0)

−bj(0)
=

1 + rjs2 1
(λ−1)2

−bj(0)
+

s2

bj−1(0)bj(0)

d
dε bj−1(0)
−bj−1

=

=
1 + rjs2 1

(λ−1)2

−bj(0)
+

s2

bj−1(0)bj(0)
β j−1.

Denoting cj :=
1+rjs2 1

(λ−1)2

−bj(0)
> 1
−bj(0)

> 1
δ(s)−θ′(s) > 0, j ≥ 2 and γj := s2

bj−1(0)bj(0)
, j ≥ 2 we obtain the

recurrence

(16)

β1 =
1+r1s2 1

(λ−1)2

λ−1−r1δ

β j = cj + γjβ j−1

whose solution is

β j = cj + γj(cj−1 + γj−1(cj−2 + γj−2(· · · (c2 + γ2β1))))

= cj + γjcj−1 + γjγj−1cj−2 + · · ·+ γjγj−1 · · · γ2β1.(17)

15



In order to conclude our proof we notice that we already established that λ̂ = limk→∞ ρ(MTk(s)) = λ

if, and only if, εk → 0, and εk ≤ αk = 1
βk

. Hence, if the positive sequence (β j)j≥1 is unbounded then
εk → 0 and consequently limk→∞ ρ(MTk(s)) = λ.

□

5.2. Main result. We now present our main theorem providing intervals entirely formed by s-deformed
Laplacian limit points for s ∈ (0, 1). We notice that our initial goal was to characterize all s-deformed
Laplacian limit points for a fixed value of s. We do not characterize all limit points because we have
studied this problem for “large” values of λ > 1. However, our result is stronger in this range. In fact,
we show that any λ > 1 is an s-deformed Laplacian limit point not for a single value of s but rather for
a whole interval of s ∈ (0, s∗(λ)), for a specific number 0 < s∗(λ) < 1 .

Theorem 10. Let (Tk)k∈N be the Shearer’s sequence for λ > 1. Then, there exists a unique value 0 < s∗ :=
s∗(λ) <

√
λ− 1 given by

s∗(λ) :=
(
ℓ

2
− 4 λ2 + 8 λ− 2

ℓ
+ λ + 1

)
λ− 1

3λ
,

where ℓ =
3

√
12
√

3
√

3 λ3+4 λ2+20 λ−4
λ λ2 − 28 λ3 + 24 λ2 − 48 λ + 8, such that for all s ∈ (0, s∗), λ is an s-

deformed Laplacian limit point. Moreover, the correspondence λ → s∗(λ) is increasing, limλ→1 s∗(λ) = 0, and
limλ→∞ s∗(λ) = 1. Consequently, for any fixed value λ0 > 1 and for any s ∈ (0, s∗(λ0)) the interval [λ0, +∞)

is entirely formed by s-deformed Laplacian limit points.

Proof. We will split the proof in four parts.
Our first claim characterizes the size of bj using a scalar function.

Claim 1: If the function F(s, λ) := θ′(s) − δ + s defined for λ > 1, 0 ≤ s ≤
√

λ − 1, is positive then
s2

b2
j−1

> 1, for all j.

Proof. Indeed, as bj < 0 (Shearer’s sequence property), the inequality s2

b2
j−1

> 1 is equivalent to bj > −s.

On the other hand from Equation (14), bj > θ′(s) − δ, so it is enough to show that θ′(s) − δ > −s or
equivalently, that the function F(s, λ) = θ′(s) − δ + s is positive. Thus, if F(s, λ) := θ′(s) − δ + s is
positive then s2

b2
j−1

> 1, for all j. □

Inspired by Claim 1, we now aim to find conditions under which F(s, λ0) > 0 holds for a fixed λ0 > 1.
Claim 2: For any fixed λ0 > 1, there exists a unique value 0 < s∗ = s∗(λ0) <

√
λ0− 1 such that F(s, λ0) >

0 for each 0 < s < s∗. In particular, the correspondence λ0 → s∗(λ0) is increasing limλ0→1 s∗(λ0) = 0
and limλ0→∞ s∗(λ0) = 1.

Proof. The inequality F(s, λ) > 0 is equivalent to the expression

F(s, λ) :=

(
(1 + s2 − λ) +

√
(1 + s2 − λ)2 − 4s2

2

)
− s2λ

λ− 1
+ s > 0.

We notice that, for each fixed λ0, as s is adapted to λ0 the valid domain of s in F(s, λ0) is 0 ≤ s <
√

λ0− 1.
It is easy to see that the inequality can only hold if s > 0 since F(0, λ0) = 0(

(1 + 02 − λ0) +
√
(1 + 02 − λ0)2 − 4 02

2

)
− 02λ0

λ0 − 1
+ 0 = 0, ∀λ0 > 1.
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After the root s = 0, the function s 7→ F(s, λ0) increases reaching a maximum. After that, it decreases
until

√
λ0 − 1, where it is negative, leaving a single root, which we denote s∗ = s∗(λ0). See Figure 8 for

a typical illustration of F(s, 7) for λ0 = 7.

Figure 8. Graph of F(s, 7) where s∗(7) ≈ 0.7388.

Knowing the existence and uniqueness of s∗ we can find a representation for it, by simplifying the
equation F(s∗, λ0) = 0 and to solve it with respect to s∗. An extensive algebraic manipulation shows that
the pair (s∗, λ0) is the only positive solution of the following degree four polynomial equation

−4 λ s4 +
(

4 λ2 − 4
)

s3 +
(
−4 λ3 + 12 λ− 8

)
s2 +

(
4 λ3 − 12 λ2 + 12 λ− 4

)
s = 0.

Using Cardano’s formula we obtain four solutions: two complex numbers, zero (which is not suitable,
as we already discuss) and a positive real number s∗ given by

s∗(λ) =
(
ℓ

2
− 4 λ2 + 8 λ− 2

ℓ
+ λ + 1

)
λ− 1

3λ
,

where ℓ =
3

√
12
√

3
√

3 λ3+4 λ2+20 λ−4
λ λ2 − 28 λ3 + 24 λ2 − 48 λ + 8.

Figure 9. Graph of s∗(λ).

Hence, we can define the correspondence λ→ s∗(λ) (see Figure 9). The correspondence λ→ s∗(λ) is
increasing, limλ→1 s∗(λ) = 0 and limλ→∞ s∗(λ) = 1.

We can also inspect the behavior of F(s, λ) in the whole domain, see Figure 10
17



Figure 10. Graph of F(s, λ).

As λ approaches 1 we can see that the interval (0, s∗) becomes narrow and vanishes at λ = 1. □

We now show that the inequality obtained in Claim 1 implies the unboundness of the sequence
(β j)j∈N, given by Equation (16).
Claim 3: If s2

b2
j−1

> 1, for all j then the sequence (β j)j∈N is unbounded.

Proof. We know that (β j)j∈N satisfy a variable coefficient first order difference Equation (16), whose
solution is given by Equation (17):

β j = cj + γjcj−1 + γjγj−1cj−2 + · · ·+ γjγj−1 · · · γ2β1.

In order to evaluate β j we notice that cj :=
1+rjs2 1

(λ−1)2

−bj
> 1
−bj

> 1
δ(s)−θ′(s) > 0, j ≥ 2, and 1

−bj
> 1

δ(s)−θ′(s) >

0, j ≥ 2 implies that

(18)
1

bjbj−m
=

(
1
−bj

)(
1

−bj−m

)
>

1
(δ(s)− θ′(s))2 > 0.

Then, because γj := s2

bj−1bj
, j ≥ 2, we can evaluate each product as follows

γj · · · γj−m =
s2

bjbj−m

s2

b2
j−1
· · · s2

b2
j−m+1

.

From the hypothesis, s2

b2
j−1

> 1 for all j, and from Equation (18), we derive following inequality

(19) γj · · · γj−m =
s2

bjbj−m

s2

b2
j−1
· · · s2

b2
j−m+1

>
s2

bjbj−m
>

s2

(δ(s)− θ′(s))2 , m ≥ 0.

Using Equations (18) and (19) we obtain

β j = cj + γjcj−1 + γjγj−1cj−2 + · · ·+ γjγj−1 · · · γ2β1 >

>
1

δ(s)− θ′(s)
+ (j− 2)

s2

(δ(s)− θ′(s))3 +
s2

(δ(s)− θ′(s))2 β1.

Hence, that β j is unbounded because it tends to infinity when j→ ∞. □
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Claim 4: For any fixed λ0 > 1 and 0 < s < s∗(λ0) one has λ̂ = limk→∞ ρ(MTk(s)) = λ for all λ ≥ λ0.

Proof. From Claim 2, we know that for any fixed λ0 > 1, there exists a unique value 0 < s∗ := s∗(λ0) <√
λ0 − 1 such that F(s, λ0) > 0 for each 0 < s < s∗. From Claim 1, if the function F(s, λ0) is positive

then s2

b2
j−1

> 1, for all j. Finally, from Claim 3, if s2

b2
j−1

> 1, for all j then the sequence (β j)j∈N, given by

Equation (16), is unbounded. From the second part of Theorem 9 we know that, if the sequence (β j)j∈N

is unbounded, then λ̂0 = limk→∞ ρ(MTk(s)) = λ0. In other words, λ0 is an s-deformed Laplacian limit
point.

Consider any λ > λ0. Since the correspondence λ→ s∗(λ) is increasing we have s∗(λ) > s∗(λ0), thus
by the same above reasoning λ is also an s-deformed Laplacian limit point, for the same s as λ0.

□
Therefore, the proof of the theorem follows.

□

6. Remarks and numerical data

6.1. An approximating algorithm. As an application, we can use Diagonalize(MT(s),−λ) to compute
an approximation of ρ(MT(s)). This is useful because if T = [r1, r2, . . . , rk] then |T| = k + ∑k

i=1 ri reaches
very large numbers in some cases (for instance, if s ≈ 0). This makes the traditional matrix computations
non-feasible.

Input: T = [r1, r2, . . . , rk] a caterpillar
Input: A < B to be lower and upper bounds for ρ(MT(s))
Input: N ≥ 2 be the number of iterations
Input: s a real number
Output: an approximation ρ of ρ(MT(s))
Algorithm Approximate ρ(MT(s))

for for j from 1 to N do:
initialize the computation of Diag(MT(s),− A+B

2 )

if some output is non-negative then
break the computation of Diag(MT(s),− A+B

2 )

A← A+B
2

B← B
ρ := A+B

2
else, if if all the outputs of Diag(MT(s),− A+B

2 ) are negative then
A← A
B← A+B

2
ρ := A+B

2
end loop

Figure 11. Computing the spectral radius of T = [r1, r2, . . . , rk].

The algorithm always work and is linearly fast with respect to the number of vertices of the backbone
used in Diagonalize(MT(s),− A+B

2 ) (could be even faster in case of an early break). It performs successive
bisections of the interval [A, B] to seek the solution, thus |ρ− ρ(MT(s))| < A−B

2N . The bounds A and B
are trivial for trees and could be easily obtained from the minimum and maximum degrees at T. In the
case of T = Tk be in the Shearer’s sequence we can choose A = 1 and B = λ because, by construction
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1 < ρ(MTk(s)) < λ. Also, if we choose s ∈ (0, s∗(λ)) (the natural choice for the Shearer’s sequence), then
we know that the result will indeed approximate λ.

In the examples, the speed of convergence (to λ) is defined by the growing rate of β j (recall that
λ − ρ(MTk(s)) = εk < αk = 1/βk) which we know to be proportional to a sum of products of the
quantities s2

b2
j
> 1.

In particular, values close to 0 and s∗ tend to be the least efficient because s2

b2
j
≈ 1 (see Figure 8). Thus,

a good choice to speed improvement would be s = s∗
2 . The best choice would be the local maximum of

F(·, λ), but it depends on an additional (and not necessary) numerical approximation.

6.2. Numerical data. In all cases we employ the Algorithm Approximate ρ(MT(s)) from Figure 11.

Example 2. Consider λ = 1.5 then s∗ = 0.17869088+ and choose s = s∗
2 = 0.08934544+

k Tk(λ) ρ(MTk(s)) Error= λ− ρ(MTk(s))

5 [20, 4, 0, 2, 9] 1.499999827168959+ 1.72831041× 10−7

10 [20, 4, 0, 2, 9, 4, 1, 7, 11, 8] 1.499999999999235+ 7.65× 10−13

20 [20, 4, 0, . . . , 6, 9, 6] 1.499999999999999+ 2.68× 10−23

30 [20, 4, 0, . . . , 9, 10, 6] 1.499999999999999+ 2.33× 10−34

50 [20, 4, 0, . . . , 3, 9, 3] 1.499999999999999+ 7.26× 10−55

Now, choose s = s∗ to compare the speed of convergence

k Tk(λ) ρ(MTk(s)) Error= λ− ρ(MTk(s))

5 [4, 1, 0, 1, 2] 1.49854070+ 1.459× 10−3

10 [4, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 2, 0, 1, 1] 1.49986673+ 1.332× 10−4

20 [4, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 2, 0, . . . , 0, 1, 2] 1.49999959+ 4.035× 10−7

50 [4, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 2, 0, . . . , 0, 1, 2] 1.49999999+ 7.013× 10−17

80 [4, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 2, 0, . . . , 0, 1, 1] 1.49999999+ 1.704× 10−26

We can see that the number of pendant paths at the caterpillars are more sparse leading to a slower convergence.

Example 3. Consider now λ = 5.4 then s∗ = 0.6718978+ and choose s = s∗
2 = 0.3359489+ to a fast convergence

k Tk(λ) ρ(MTk(s)) Error= λ− ρ(MTk(s))

5 [31, 23, 9, 17, 23] 5.39999978119+ 2.18× 10−7

10 [31, 23, 9, . . . , 12, 20, 22] 5.39999999999+ 5.05× 10−14

20 [31, 23, 9, . . . , 25, 19, 16] 5.39999999999+ 4.10× 10−24

50 [31, 23, 9, . . . , 24, 24, 24] 5.39999999999+ 2.18× 10−57

80 [31, 23, 9, . . . , 4, 22, 21] 5.39999999999+ 2.43× 10−75

We can see that the number of pendant paths at the caterpillars are more dense leading to a fast convergence.
From [3] we know that for the Laplacian matrix (s = 1), the Shearer sequence does not approximate λ = 5.4.

We can see that by choosing s close to 1.
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s T150(λ) ρ(MT150(s)) Error= λ− ρ(MT150(s))

0.9 [4, 1, 2, . . . , 2, 2, 2] 5.3999999999+ 4.99× 10−42

0.99 [3, 1, 1, . . . , 1, 2, 1] 5.3999999999+ 1.04× 10−29

0.999 [3, 1, 1, . . . , 1, 1, 2] 5.3656282604+ 3.43× 10−2

0.9999 [3, 1, 1, . . . , 1, 1, 2] 5.3716157858+ 2.83× 10−2

It is possible to prove that the best approximation will be 5.37+ (see [3, Lemma 3.5]).

Example 4. In this final example we unleash the full power of the combined algorithms we developed. Con-
sider λ = 2025 (because we are in 2025 and the convergence for big numbers is very fast). Computing s∗ :=
0.9990125897+ the Theorem 10 says that for any s ∈ (0, s∗) the Shearer sequence satisfy limk→∞ ρ(MTk(s)) = λ.
As discussed before we took s = s∗

2 = 0.499506294892+ to a fast convergence and k = 150. The whole process of
numerically approximate s∗, generate the caterpillar

T150 = [8108, 7431, 8095, 8086, 8102, 8093, . . . , 8095, 8090, 8102, 8102, 8092],

approximate the spectral radius of the caterpillar ρ(MT150(0.499506294892+)), via Algorithm Approximate, as
being

ρ(MT150(0.499506294892+)) = 2024.9999999999999999999999 . . . 999956+

and the absolute error

2025− ρ(MT150(0.499506294892+)) = 4.332248× 10−193,

took approximately 1.7 seconds, using a naive implementation (a non-optimized code) in a personal computer.
Notice that |MT150(0.499506294892+)| = 1211693 thus a traditional approach would be required to deal with a
matrix with more than a million as dimension, a hart task, despite the fact that such a matrix being highly sparse.

6.3. Remarks and open questions. We still do not know what happens when s∗(λ0) approaches 1 (the
classical Laplacian matrix). Our main result, Theorem 10, claims that the interval [λ0, +∞) is entirely
formed by s-deformed Laplacian limit points for s < s∗(λ0), but in this situation λ0 becomes arbitrarily
big.

However, one could still have λ̂ = limk→∞ ρ(MTk(s)) = λ for s > s∗(λ0). In this case, our proof for
Theorem 10 shows that, for some terms s2

b2
j
< 1 so the terms β j could still be unbounded due some

compensation of big and small values of s2

b2
j

in Equation 19.

If we were able to extend s∗(λ0) → 1 without λ0 → ∞ we would be able to find an interval of
Laplacian limit points (s = 1) by taking the limit with respect to s. This question remains open.
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