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Abstract

For an n-vertex graph G, and a rooted graph H(v) with v as the root, the rooted
product graph G ◦ H(v) is obtained from G and n copies of H by identifying the
root of the ith copy of H with the ith vertex of G for each i. As a refinement of the
controllability criterion of G◦H(v) obtained recently by Shan and Liu (2025), we obtain
an explicit formula for the determinant of the walk matrix of G ◦H(v). Furthermore,
for an important family of graphs F that are determined by their generalized spectrum
(DGS), we introduce the concept of F-preservers and provide a sufficient condition for
a rooted graph to be an F-preserver. A list of F -preservers of small order is provided,
which leads to many new infinite families of DGS-graphs using rooted products.
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1 Introduction

Let G be a simple graph with n vertices, and let M(G) be a real symmetric matrix associ-
ated with G. Throughout this paper, M(G) may refer to adjacency matrix A(G), signless
Laplacian matrix Q(G), and the Aα matrix Aα(G). The characteristic polynomial of M(G),
defined as det(xI − M(G)), is called the M -characteristic polynomial of G and is denoted
by ϕ(M(G); x). The M -walk matrix of G, denoted by WM(G), or W (M(G)), is defined to
be the matrix

[e,M(G)e, . . . , (M(G))n−1e],

where e is the all-ones vector. This particular kind of matrix has received increasing attention
in spectral graph theory, as it has deep connection with many important properties of a graph.
For example, a theorem of Wang [15] states that if 2−⌊n/2⌋ det(WA(G)) is odd and square-free,
then G is determined by its generalized spectrum (DGS). In particular, all graphs G with
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Figure 1: The rooted product graph C4 ◦ C3

detWA(G) = ±2⌊n/2⌋ are DGS. For more studies on the walk matrices of graphs, we refer to
[2, 4, 8, 9, 14, 16].

Let H(v) be a rooted graph with a root vertex v. The rooted product graph of G and
H(v), denoted by G ◦H(v) (or simply G ◦H when no confusion arises) is defined as follows:
Take n copies of H(v) and identify the root v of the ith copy of H(v) with the ith vertex of
G for each i. See Fig. 1 for an illustration. We are interested in the determinant of the walk
matrix of the rooted product graph G ◦H. We may assume that H is not the trivial graph
K1 as G ◦K1 = G. The first nontrivial result on detW (G ◦H) is obtained by Mao, Liu and
Wang [6], which we state as the following theorem.

Theorem 1 ([6]). For any graph G,

detWA(G ◦ P2) = ±(detA(G))(detWA(G))2.

Similar formulas for detWA(G ◦ P3) and detWA(G ◦ P4) were obtained later by Mao
and Wang [7], where the end vertex of P3 (or P4) is taken as the root. The general formula
for detWA(G ◦ Pm) was conjectured by Mao and Wang [7] and proved by Wang, Yan and
Mao [13]. Recently, Yan and Wang [17] further extended these results to any P

(ℓ)
m , where the

vertices of Pm are labeled naturally as {1, 2, . . . ,m} and the root ℓ can be arbitrary.

Theorem 2 ([17]). For any graph G and integer m ≥ 2,

detWA(G ◦ P (ℓ)
m ) =

{
±(detA(G))⌊

m
2
⌋(detWA(G))m, if gcd(ℓ,m+ 1) = 1,

0, otherwise.

In [12], Tian et al. considered the Q-analog of the problem and proved that

detWQ(G ◦ Pm) = ±(detQ(G))m−1(detWQ(G))2 for m = 2, 3. (1)

Yan, Wang and Mao [18] extended Eq. (1) for any m ≥ 2.

Note that all the current results on detW (G ◦ H(v)) are restricted to the case where
H is the path graph. It seems natural to consider the general case, where H is an arbitrary
graph. The main result of this paper is the following theorem, which establishes a general
formula for detWM(G ◦H(v)).

Theorem 3. Let G be a graph of order n and H(v) be a rooted graph of order m. Let
B(λ) = M(H) + λDv where Dv is the diagonal matrix diag(0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0) with only

2



nonzero entry (which is 1) corresponding to the root v. Let M (v)(H) be the matrix obtained
from M(H) by deleting the row and the column corresponding to v. Then we have

detWM(G◦H(v)) = ±
(
Res(ϕ(M(H);x), ϕ(M (v)(H); x))

)n(n−1)
2 ·deth(M(G))·(detWM(G))m ,

where h(λ) = detW (B(λ)) = det[e,B(λ)e, . . . , (B(λ))m−1e].

A graph G is M-controllable if detW (M(G)) ̸= 0. Similarly, an n × n matrix B is
controllable if detW (B) ̸= 0. Note that for two polynomials f and g, the resultant Res(f, g)
is nonzero if and only if gcd(f, g) = 1. Also note that for any matrix M and any polynomial
h(x), it holds that deth(M) =

∏
h(λ), where λ runs through all eigenvalues of M . An

immediate consequence of Theorem 3 is the following necessary and sufficient condition for
controllability of G ◦H(v), which was obtained by Shan and Liu [10].

Corollary 1. The graph G◦H(v) is M-controllable if and only if the following three conditions
hold simultaneously:
(i) G is M-controllable;
(ii) gcd(ϕ(M(H); x), ϕ(M (v)(H); x)) = 1; and
(iii) for any eigenvalue λ of M(G), the matrix B(λ) is controllable.

We are most interested in Theorem 3 for the case where M(G) refers to the adjacency
matrix A(G), as in this setting it gives a way to construct larger DGS-graphs from smaller
ones, according to the aforementioned theorem of Wang [15]. It is worthwhile to mention
that this construction fails in the setting of generalized Q spectrum; see [12].

For convenience, we introduce an important family of DGS-graphs.

Definition 1. For an integer n, we define Fn to be the collection of all n-vertex graphs G
such that detA(G) = ±1 and detWA(G) = ±2⌊n/2⌋. Define F =

⋃
Fn.

We note that Fn is empty when n is odd, since in this case detA(G) ≡ 0 (mod 2),
contradicting the requirement that detA(G) = ±1. On the other hand, for all even n ≥ 6,
the families Fn are nonempty; see [5, Fig. 1].

We call a rooted graph H(v) an F-preserver if G ◦H(v) ∈ F for any G ∈ F . Since any
graph in F is DGS by the theorem of Wang [15], it is straightforward to use F -preservers
to construct an infinite family of DGS-graphs. Indeed, let G be any graph in F and {H(vi)

i }
be a sequence of F -preservers, not necessarily distinct. Then all graphs in the family

G,G ◦H(v1)
1 , (G ◦H(v1)

1 ) ◦H(v2)
2 , . . .

belong to the family F and hence are DGS. The second main result of this paper is a sufficient
condition for a rooted graph to be an F -preserver, which we state as the following theorem
using notation of Theorem 3.

Theorem 4. A rooted graph H(v) is an F-preserver if the following three conditions hold
simultaneously:
(i) Res(ϕ(A(H); x), ϕ(A(v)(H); x)) = ±1;
(ii) det[e, B(λ)e, . . . , (B(λ))m−1e] = ±λk for some nonnegative integer k; and
(iii) either detA(H) = ±1 and detA(v)(H) = 0, or detA(H) = 0 and detA(v)(H) = ±1.
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2 Proofs of Theorems 3 and 4

Let G be an n-vertex graph and H(v) be an m-vertex rooted graph with root v. We define
B(λ) = M(H) + λDv, where Dv is the diagonal matrix diag(0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0) with the
number 1 corresponding to the root v. Let M (v)(H) be the matrix obtained from M(H) by
deleting the row and the column corresponding to the root vertex v. We mention that for
adjacency matrix A(G), the matrix A(v)(H) equals A(H − v), where H − v is the vertex-
deleted subgraph of H. However, the corresponding equality does not hold for Q(H) in
general.

It was observed that M(G ◦H(v)) = M(H) ⊗ In +Dv ⊗M(G) [10], where ⊗ denotes
the Kronecker product of matrices. The following lemma characterizes the M -eigenvalues
and M -eigenvectors of G ◦H(v), generalizing the well-known result for the A-eigenvalues of
G ◦H(v); see [1, 3, 11].

Lemma 1 ([10]). Let λ1, . . . , λn be the eigenvalues of M(G) with corresponding eigenvectors
ξ1, . . . , ξn. Let µ

(j)
i (j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}) be the eigenvalues of B(λi) = M(H) + λiDv with

corresponding eigenvectors ζ
(j)
i . Denote M̃ = M(G ◦ H(v)) and η

(j)
i = ζ

(j)
i ⊗ ξi. Then

M̃η
(j)
i = µ

(j)
i η

(j)
i for i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}.

Proposition 1. detM(G ◦H(v)) = det((detM(H)) · In + (detM (v)(H)) ·M(G)).

Proof. Using the notation of Lemma 1, we have

detB(λi) = det(M(H) + λiDv) = detM(H) + λi detM
(v)(H)

by the multilinearity of the determinant. Since the determinant of a matrix equals the
product of all its eigenvalues, we find that

detM(G ◦H(v)) =
n∏

i=1

m∏
j=1

µ
(j)
i =

n∏
i=1

detB(λi) =
n∏

i=1

(detM(H) + λi detM
(v)(H)).

Let M ′ = (detM(H)) · In + (detM (v)(H)) ·M(G). As M(G) has eigenvalues λ1, . . . , λn, we
see that the eigenvalues of M ′ are exactly detM(H) + λi detM

(v)(H). It follows that
n∏

i=1

(detM(H) + λi detM
(v)(H)) = detM ′.

Thus, detM(G ◦H(v)) = detM ′, completing the proof.

The following corollary is immediate from Proposition 1.

Corollary 2. If the rooted graph H(v) satisfies (i) detA(H) = ±1 and detA(v)(H) = 0; or
(ii) detA(H) = 0 and detA(v)(H) = ±1, then detA(G ◦ H(v)) = ±1 for any graph G with
detA(G) = ±1.

Definition 2. Let f(x) = anx
n + an−1x

n−1 + · · ·+ a1x+ a0 and g(x) = bmx
m + bm−1x

m−1 +
· · ·+ b1x+ b0. The resultant of f(x) and g(x), denoted by Res(f(x), g(x)), is defined to be

amn b
n
m

∏
1≤i≤n,1≤j≤m

(αi − βj), (2)

where αi’s and βj’s are the roots (in complex field C) of f(x) and g(x), respectively.
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We note that Eq. (2) can be rewritten as

amn
∏

1≤i≤n

g(αi), or (−1)mnbnm
∏

1≤j≤m

f(βj). (3)

We shall use the following basic property of the resultant, which is clear from the second
expression in Eq. (3).

Lemma 2. Let f(x) = anx
n + · · · + a0 = an

∏n
i=1(x − αi) and g(x) = bmx

m + · · · + b0 =
bm
∏m

j=1(x− βj). If m < n, then Res(f(x) + tg(x), g(x)) = Res(f(x), g(x)) for any t ∈ C.

Now we turn to the calculation of detW (G ◦ H(v)). The basic tool is the following
formula which gives the determinant of walk matrix W (M) using the eigenvalues and eigen-
vectors of M .

Lemma 3 ([6]). Let M be an n× n real symmetric matrix. Let λi be the eigenvalues of M
with corresponding eigenvectors ξi for i = 1, 2, . . . , n. Then

detW (M) =

∏
1≤i1<i2≤n(λi2 − λi1)

∏
1≤i≤n(e

T
nξi)

det[ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξn]
.

Let Ω = {(i, j) : 1 ≤ i ≤ n and 1 ≤ j ≤ m} with the colexicographical order: (i1, j1) <
(i2, j2) if either j1 < j2, or j1 = j2 and i1 < i2. The following formula for detW (G ◦H(v)) is
an immediate consequence of Lemmas 1 and 3.

Corollary 3.

detW (G ◦H(v)) =

∏
(i1,j1)<(i2,j2)

(µ
(j2)
i2

− µ
(j1)
i1

)
∏

(i,j)∈Ω(e
T
mnη

(j)
i )

det[η
(1)
1 , . . . , η

(1)
n ; . . . ; η

(m)
1 , . . . , η

(m)
n ]

.

Lemma 4 ([17]).

∏
(i1,j1)<(i2,j2)

(µ
(j2)
i2

−µ
(j1)
i1

) = ±

(
n∏

i=1

∏
1≤j1<j2≤m

(
µ
(j2)
i − µ

(j1)
i

))( ∏
1≤i1<i2≤n

m∏
j2=1

m∏
j1=1

(
µ
(j2)
i2

− µ
(j1)
i1

))
.

Lemma 5.
m∏

j2=1

m∏
j1=1

(
µ
(j2)
i2

− µ
(j1)
i1

)
= (λi2 − λi1)

mRes(ϕ(M(H);x), ϕ(M (v)(H); x)).

Proof. Note that ϕ(B(λi); x) = det(xI − (M(H) + λiDv)) = ϕ(M(H); x)− λiϕ(M
(v)(H); x),

which is a monic polynomial with roots µ
(j)
i , j = 1, . . . ,m. We find that

ϕ(M(H);x)− λiϕ(M
(v)(H); x) =

m∏
j1=1

(x− µ
(j1)
i ),

and hence

ϕ(M(H);µ
(j2)
i2

)− λi1ϕ(M
(v)(H);µ

(j2)
i2

) =
m∏

j1=1

(µ
(j2)
i2

− µ
(j1)
i1

). (4)
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As ϕ(M(H);µ
(j2)
i2

)−λi2ϕ(M
(v)(H);µ

(j2)
i2

) = 0, we see that the left-hand side of Eq. (4) equals

(λi2 − λi1)ϕ(M
(v)(H);µ

(j2)
i2

),

implying

m∏
j2=1

m∏
j1=1

(
µ
(j2)
i2

− µ
(j1)
i1

)
=

m∏
j2=1

(λi2−λi1)ϕ(M
(v)(H);µ

(j2)
i2

) = (λi2−λi1)
m

m∏
j2=1

ϕ(M (v)(H);µ
(j2)
i2

).

(5)
Finally, by the definition of the resultant, we have

m∏
j2=1

ϕ(M (v)(H);µ
(j2)
i2

) = Res(ϕ(M(H); x)− λi2ϕ(M
(v)(H); x), ϕ(M (v)(H); x))

= Res(ϕ(M(H); x), ϕ(M (v)(H); x)),

where the last equality follows from Lemma 2 and the fact deg ϕ(M (v)(H); x) < deg ϕ(M(H); x).
This, together with Eq. (5), completes the proof of Lemma 5.

Lemma 6.

det[η
(1)
1 , . . . , η(1)n ; . . . ; η

(m)
1 , . . . , η(m)

n ] = (det[ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξn])
m

n∏
i=1

det[ζ
(1)
i , ζ

(2)
i , . . . , ζ

(m)
i ].

Proof. Let E(j) = [η
(j)
1 , η

(j)
2 , . . . , η

(j)
n ] for j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. Write ζ

(j)
i = (z

(j)
i,1 , z

(j)
i,2 , . . . , z

(j)
i,m)

T.
Then, we have

E(j) =
[
ζ
(j)
1 ⊗ ξ1, ζ

(j)
2 ⊗ ξ2, . . . , ζ

(j)
n ⊗ ξn

]

=



z
(j)
1,1 · ξ1
z
(j)
1,2 · ξ1

...
z
(j)
1,m · ξ1

 ,


z
(j)
2,1 · ξ2
z
(j)
2,2 · ξ2

...
z
(j)
2,m · ξ2

 , · · · ,


z
(j)
n,1 · ξn
z
(j)
n,2 · ξn

...
z
(j)
n,m · ξn




=


[ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξn] · diag[z(j)1,1, z

(j)
2,1, . . . , z

(j)
n,1]

[ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξn] · diag[z(j)1,2, z
(j)
2,2, . . . , z

(j)
n,2]

...
[ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξn] · diag[z(j)1,m, z

(j)
2,m, . . . , z

(j)
n,m]

 . (6)

Let U = [ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξn] and Tk,j = diag[z(j)1,k, z
(j)
2,k, . . . , z

(j)
n,k] for k, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}. Then

we can rewrite Eq. (6) as

E(j) =


U · T1,j

U · T2,j
...

U · Tm,j

 =


U

U
. . .

U



T1,j

T2,j
...

Tm,j

 .
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This implies the following identity:

[E(1), E(2), . . . , E(m)] =


U

U
. . .

U



T1,1 T1,2 · · · T1,m

T2,1 T2,2 · · · T2,m
...

...
...

Tm,1 Tm,2 · · · Tm,m

 . (7)

Since each Tk,j is a diagonal matrix, one easily sees that the block matrix (Tk,j) is permuta-
tionally similar to the following block diagonal matrix

diag[[ζ(1)1 , ζ
(2)
1 , . . . , ζ

(m)
1 ], [ζ

(1)
2 , ζ

(2)
2 , . . . , ζ

(m)
2 ], . . . , [ζ(1)n , ζ(2)n , . . . , ζ(m)

n ]].

Thus, taking determinants on both sides of Eq. (7) leads to

det[E(1), E(2), . . . , E(m)] = (detU)m
∏

1≤i≤n

det[ζ
(1)
i , ζ

(2)
i , . . . , ζ

(m)
i ].

This completes the proof.

Now we are in a position to present proofs of Theorem 3 and Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 3 Note that eT
mn = eT

m ⊗ eT
n and ηji = ζ

(j)
i ⊗ ξi. By the mixed-product

property of Kronecker products, we find that

eT
mnη

(j)
i = (eT

m ⊗ eT
n )(ζ

(j)
i ⊗ ξi) = (eT

mζ
(j)
i )(eT

nξi).

Let ∆1 = Res(ϕ(M(H); x), ϕ(M (v)(H); x)). It follows from Corollary 3, Lemmas 4, 5 and 6
that

detWM(G ◦H(v))

=

∏
(i1,j1)<(i2,j2)

(µ
(j2)
i2

− µ
(j1)
i1

)
∏

(i,j)∈Ω
(eT

mnη
(j)
i )

det[η
(1)
1 , . . . , η

(1)
n ; . . . ; η

(m)
1 , . . . , η

(m)
n ]

=±

(
n∏

i=1

∏
1≤j1<j2≤m

(
µ
(j2)
i − µ

(j1)
i

))( ∏
1≤i1<i2≤n

(λi2 − λi1)
m∆1

) ∏
(i,j)∈Ω

((eT
mζ

(j)
i )(eT

nξi))

(det[ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξn])
m

n∏
i=1

det[ζ
(1)
i , ζ

(2)
i , . . . , ζ

(m)
i ]

=±∆
n(n−1)

2
1

 n∏
i=1

∏
1≤j1<j2≤m

(
µ
(j2)
i − µ

(j1)
i

) m∏
j=1

(eT
mζ

(j)
i )

det[ζ
(1)
i , ζ

(2)
i , . . . , ζ

(m)
i ]


×


∏

1≤i1<i2≤n

(λi2 − λi1)
∏

1≤i≤n

(eT
nξi)

det[ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξn]


m

. (8)

Let ∆2 and ∆3 denote the last two factors of Eq. (8), respectively. Using Lemma 3 for both
W (B(λi)) and W (M(G)), we find that

∆2 =
n∏

i=1

detW (B(λi)) and ∆3 = (detW (M(G)))m.
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1

2

3 4

Figure 2: A 4-vertex graph H

Let h(λ) = detW (B(λ)). Noting that the eigenvalues of h(M(G)) are exactly h(λ1), . . . , h(λn),
we obtain that

∆2 =
n∏

i=1

h(λi) = deth(M(G)).

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 4 Let n be even and G be any graph in Fn. By the definition of Fn, we
know that detA(G) = ±1 and detWA(G) = ±2n/2. Suppose that H(v) satisfies all the three
conditions of Theorem 4. Clearly, by Corollary 2, we have detA(G ◦H(v)) = ±1. Moreover,
using Theorem 3, we find that

detWA(G ◦H(v)) = ± (±1)
n(n−1)

2 · det(±(A(G))k)(±2n/2)m = ±2mn/2.

Thus, G ◦H(v) ∈ F , i.e., H(v) is an F -preserver. This completes the proof of Theorem 4.

3 Some examples and a conjecture

As an illustration of our main results (Theorems 3 and 4), we consider a specific 4-vertex
graph H as shown in Fig. 2 and take the vertex 1 as the root. Direct calculations show that
ϕ(A(H); x) = x4 − 4x2 − 2x + 1 and ϕ(A(1)(H); x) = x3 − 2x. The resultant of these two
polynomials is equal to the determinant of their Sylvester matrix:

Res(ϕ(A(H); x), ϕ(A(1)(H); x)) = det



1 0 −4 −2 1 0 0
0 1 0 −4 −2 1 0
0 0 1 0 −4 −2 1
1 0 −2 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 −2 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 −2 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 −2 0


= 1.

As

B(λ) = A(H) + λD1 =


λ 1 1 0
1 0 1 0
1 1 0 1
0 0 1 0

 ,
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1 2 3 4 2t

2t+ 1 2t+ 2 2t+ 3 2t+ 4 4t

4t+ 1

1

Figure 3: Graph H4t+1

we obtain

W (B(λ)) = [e,B(λ)e, (B(λ))2e, (B(λ))3e] =


1 λ+ 2 λ2 + 2λ+ 5 λ3 + 2λ2 + 7λ+ 10
1 2 λ+ 5 λ2 + 3λ+ 10
1 3 λ+ 5 λ2 + 3λ+ 13
1 1 3 λ+ 5


and hence detW (B(λ)) = −λ2. It follows from Theorem 3 that, for this specific rooted
graph H(1), we have

detWA(G ◦H(1)) = ±(detA(G))2(detWA(G))4.

Furthermore, as detA(H) = 1 and detA(1)(H) = 0, we find that all conditions of Theorem
4 are satisfied. This implies that the graph H(1) is an F -preserver. Thus, if G is a graph in
F , then all graphs in the family

G,G ◦H(1), (G ◦H(1)) ◦H(1), . . .

are in F and hence are DGS by the theorem of Wang [15].

In [17], Yan and Wang consider a family of graphs H4t+1 of order 4t+ 1, as illustrated
in Fig. 3. They conjectured that for ℓ = 2t+ 1 or 4t+ 1, it holds that

detWA(G ◦H(ℓ)
4t+1) = ±(detA(G))2t(detWA(G))4t+1.

(The two cases ℓ = 2t+ 1 and ℓ = 4t+ 1 are essentially the same as the corresponding two
rooted graphs are isomorphic.) Although a complete proof of this conjecture is not available,
it can be verified computationally for any fixed integer t based on Theorem 3, through a
procedure similar to the one described above.

In the Appendix, we list all F -preservers with order at most 10 that are found by an
exhaustive search based on Theorem 4. The SageMath code for this search is available at
https://github.com/wangweiAHPU/walk_det. Remarkably, for all the listed F -preservers
H(v), the determinant of WA(G ◦H(v)) exhibits a unified form dependent solely on the order
of H. We propose the following conjecture for future investigation.

Conjecture 1. If H(v) is an F-preserver of order m, then for any graph G,

detWA(G ◦H(v)) = ±(detA(G))⌊
m
2
⌋(detWA(G))m.
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Appendix

Table 1: A list of F -preservers of order ≤ 10

(Solid circles denote root vertices)

1 2 3 4 5

6 7 8 9 10

11 12 13 14 15

16 17 18 19 20

21 22 23 24 25

26 27 28 29 30

(To be continued on next page)
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Table 1: A list of F -preservers of order ≤ 10 (Continued)

31 32 33 34 35

36 37 38 39 40

41 42 43 44 45

46 47 48 49 50

51 52 53 54 55

56 57 58 59 60

61 62 63 64 65

(To be continued on next page)
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Table 1: A list of F -preservers of order ≤ 10 (Continued)

66 67 68 69 70

71 72 73 74 75

76 77 78 79 80

81 82 83 84 85

86 87 88 89 90

91 92 93 94 95

96 97

14


