arXiv:2205.15584v3 [math.CO] 7 Jun 2022

On Hermitian Adjacency Matrices for Mixed Graphs

Tao She^a, Chunxiang Wang*^a

a School of Mathematics and Statistics, Central China Normal University, Wuhan, P.R. China

Abstract

We study the spectra of mixed graphs about its Hermitian adjacency matrix of the second kind (i.e. N-matrix) introduced by Mohar [1]. We extend some results and define one new Hermitian adjacency matrix, and the entry corresponding to an arc from u to v is equal to the k-th( or the third) root of unity, i.e. ω = cos(^{2π}_k ) + i sin(^{2π}_k ), k ≥ 3; the entry corresponding to an undirected edge is equal to 1, and 0 otherwise. In this paper, we characterize the cospectrality conditions for mixed graphs with the same underlying graph. In section 4, we determine a sharp upper bound on the spectral radius of mixed graphs, and provide the corresponding extremal graphs.

Keywords: Mixed graph, Eigenvalue, Adjacency matrix, Cospectrality

AMS subject classification: 05C50, 15A18

1 Introduction and Preliminaries

In 2011, Reff [3] proposed the T-gain graph (or complex unit gain graph) and its adjacency matrix. The circle group T is the multiplicative group of all complex numbers with norm 1, i.e. T = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1}. Let T_n denotes the n-th roots of the unity, i.e. T_n = {z ∈ C : z^n = 1}, is a subgroup of T. The adjacency matrix A(M_G) = (m_{ij} ) ∈ C^{n×n} of a T-gain graph M_G is defined by m_{ij} = { φ(e_{ij} ) if v_i is adjacent to v_j 0 otherwise , (1)

∗ Corresponding author: Chunxiang Wang

Email addresses: shetao@mails.ccnu.edu.cn (Tao She),

wcxiang@mail.ccnu.edu.cn (Chunxiang Wang*).

Preprint submitted to 15 June 2022 where e_{ij} denotes the edge between v_i and v_j , φ(e_{ij} ) = φ(e_{ji})^{−1} = φ(e_{ji}) ∈ T.

A mixed graph is a graph with some undirected edges and some directed edges. Let M_G denote a mixed graph whose underlying graph is a simple graph G. M_G has vertex set V (M_G) and edge set E(M_G). The vertices adjacent to v ∈ V (M_G) are partitioned into three sets, that is, N_G(v) = N^0_{MG} (v) ⋃ N^+_{MG} (v) ⋃ N^−_{MG} (v), where N^0_{MG} (v) = {u ∈ V (M_G) : {u, v} ∈ E(M_G)}, N^+_{MG} (v) = {u ∈ V (M_G) : −→vu ∈ E(M_G)}, N^−_{MG} (v) = {u ∈ V (M_G) : −→uv ∈ E(M_G)}. We say that two mixed graphs are cospectral if they have the same spectrum. In this paper, we mainly consider the cospectrality of mixed graphs with the same underlying graph.

The degree of a vertex in a mixed graph M_G is defined to be the degree of this vertex in the underlying graph G. We say that M_G is a connected mixed graph if G is connected. The spectral radius of M_G is defined as ρ(M_G) = max{|λ|}, where λ iterates through the eigenvalue set of M_G.

Mohar [1] introduced a new Hermitian matrix (N-matrix for short) with φ(e_{ij} ) ∈ T_6 in (1) and studied the eigenvalues of this new matrix. Shuchao Li et al. [2] investigate some basic properties of the N-matrix, which may be viewed as a continuance of Mohar’s work [1]. They give some equivalent switchings, which are called two-way and three-way switchings, to get cospectral graphs for a mixed graph. Some equivalent conditions are deduced, and a sharp upper bound on the spectral radius of mixed graphs is established.

Inspired by the conclusions introduced by Mohar [1] and Shuchao Li et al. [2] above, we find that φ(e_{ij} ) ∈ T_3 in (1) is also feasible. Furthermore, we can study all the cases of φ(e_{ij} ) ∈ T_k (k ≥ 3). Thus, we extend their results. In this paper, we characterize the cospectrality conditions for mixed graphs with the same underlying graph. In addition, we determine a sharp upper bound on the spectral radius of mixed graphs, and provide the corresponding extremal graphs.

We define a new Hermitian adjacency matrix H(M_G) = (h_{ij} )_{n×n} for a mixed graph M_G, where

h_{ij} = ω, if −−→u_iu_j is an arc from u_i to u_j; ω, if −−→u_ju_i is an arc from u_j to u_i; 1, if u_i u_j is an undirected edge; 0, otherwise, (2)

and ω = cos(^{2π}_k ) + i sin(^{2π}_k ), k ≥ 3 is the k-th root of unity, ω is the complex conjugate of ω.

Let α denote the the complex conjugate of α ∈ C . Let H^T (M_G) denote the conjugate transpose of H(M_G), then H^T (M_G) = H(M_G) and all eigenvalues of H(M_G) are real.

A mixed graph is called a mixed path (a mixed cycle, a mixed tree) if its underlying graph is a path (a cycle, a tree) respectively. Let M_C = v_1v_2v_3 · · · v_{t−1}v_tv_1 be a mixed cycle. We define the weight of M_C in a direction as:

W (M_C ) = h_{12}h_{23} · · · h_{(t−1)t}h_{t1}, where h_{ij} is the (v_i, v_j)-entry of H(M_G).

It is obvious that W (M_C ) ∈ T_k . If the weight of a mixed cycle is α in one direction, then the weight in the reversed direction is α. For a complex number c, let R(c) denote the real part of c.

2 Switching equivalence and cospectrality for T_k

In this section, we focus on the sufficient conditions of cospectrality.

A corollary of Reff( [8], Lemma 2.2) is shown as below.

Corollary 2.1. Let M_G and M^′_G be be mixed graphs with the same underlying graph G. If for every cycle C in G, R(W (M_C )) = R(W (M^′_C )), then M_G and M^′_G are cospectral, where M_C (resp. M^′_C ) is a mixed cycle in M_G(resp. M^′_G) whose underlying graph is C .

Considering mixed graphs with no cycle, by Corollary 2.1, we have the following result.

Corollary 2.2. A mixed tree M_T is cospectral to its underlying graph T .

Since spectrum of some spectial trees (e.g. path, star) is known, by Corollary 2.2, we can easily get the spectrum of corresponding mixed trees.

It is well known that similar matrices have the same eigenvalues.

Lemma 2.1. For any invertible matrix P , if H(M^′_G) = P^{−1}H(M_G)P , then M^′_G and M_G are cospetral.

Suppose that the vertex set of M_G is partitioned into k (possibly empty) sets,

V (M_G) = V_1 ∪ V_2 ∪ · · · ∪ V_k. (3)

An arc −→xy or an undirected edge {x, y} is said to be of type (ω^i, ω^j) if x ∈ V_i and y ∈ V_j, where i, j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}, ω^i ∈ T_k , ω^j ∈ T_k . The partition (3) is said to be admissible if both of the following two conditions hold (refer to Fig. 1(a)):

(i) each undirected edge is of the type (ω^i, ω^j), where j − i ≡ 0 or 1 or −1 (mod k);

(ii) each arc is of the type (ω^i, ω^j), where i − j ≡ 0 or 1 or 2 (mod k).

A mixed graph is admissible if and only if it has an admissible partition.

Fig. 1. Three way switching for k partitions with ω = cos(^{2π}_k ) + i sin(^{2π}_k ) ∈ T_k.

Three-way switching for T_k :

A three-way switching for T_k with respect to the admissible partition (3) is the operation of changing M_G into the mixed graph M^′_G by making the changes in what follows (see Fig.1):

(i) replacing each undirected edge of type (ω^i, ω^j) with an arc of type (ω^i, ω^j), where j − i ≡ 1 (mod k);

(ii) replacing each arc of type (ω^i, ω^j) with an undirected edge, where i−j ≡ 1 (mod k);

(iii) reversing the direction of each arc of type (ω^i, ω^j), where i − j ≡ 2 (mod k). Let n_i = |V_i|, where i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}, then^k ∑ i=1 n_i = |V (M_G)| = n. Let D_i =

d_iI_{ni} = diag{d_i, d_i, · · · , d_i} be a n_i ∗ n_i diagonal matrix, where d_i ≠ 0 and I_{ni} is a n_i ∗ n_i identity matrix. Let

D = D_1

D_2 ... D_k . (4)

Naturally, by Lemma 2.1, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 2.3. M_G and M^′_G are cospectral if H(M^′_G) = D^{−1}H(M_G)D, where D is defined as equation (4).

The entries of the matrix H(M^′_G) are given by h^′_{uv} := d^{−1}_i h_{uv}d_j, where u ∈ V_i, v ∈ V_j . By equation (2), we know that an entry of an Hermitian adjacency matrix belongs to {ω, ω, 1, 0}, i.e. h_{uv}, h^′_{uv} ∈ {ω, ω, 1, 0}. Since d^{−1}_i ≠ 0 and d_j ≠ 0, therefore h^′_{uv} = 0 if and only if h_{uv} = 0.

By Corollary 2.3, we can obtain some sufficient conditions of cospectrality for two mixed graph with the same underlying graph. Let d_i = ω^{i−1} for i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}, in view of h_{uv}, h^′_{uv} ∈ {ω, ω, 1, 0}, we try to find a cospectral transformation of changing M_G into the mixed graph M^′_G.

Recall that the three-way switching is only for the admissible mixed graphs.

Theorem 2.1. If mixed graph M^′_G is obtained from mixed graph M_G by the three-way switching, then M^′_G is cospectral with M_G.

Proof. Let D be a diagonal matrix as shown in equation (4) and let d_i = ω^{i−1}. Let H(M_G) = (h_{ij} )_{n×n}, H(M^′_G) = (h^′_{ij} )_{n×n} = D^{−1}H(M_G)D. Let V (M_G) = V_1 ∪ V_2 ∪ · · · ∪ V_k be an admissible partition of M_G. Let u ∈ V_i, v ∈ V_j. Recall that a three-way switching contains operations (i), (ii), (iii). For operation (i), suppose uv is an undirected edge in M_G, where j − i ≡ 1 (mod k). By equation (2), we have h_{uv} = h_{vu} = 1. Then h^′_{uv} := d^{−1}_i h_{uv}d_j = ωh_{uv} = ω, h^′_{vu} := d^{−1}_j h_{vu}d_i = ω^{−1}h_{vu} = ω^{−1}. That is, uv is an arc of type (ω^i, ω^j) in M^′_G.

For operation (ii), suppose uv is an arc of type (ω^i, ω^j), where i − j ≡ 1 (mod k). By equation (2), we have h_{uv} = ω and h_{vu} = ω. Then h^′_{uv} := d^{−1}_i h_{uv}d_j = ω^{−1}h_{uv} = 1, h^′_{vu} := d^{−1}_j h_{vu}d_i = ωh_{vu} = 1. That is, uv is an undirected edge in M^′_G.

For operation (iii), suppose uv is an arc of type (ω^i, ω^j) in M_G, where i−j ≡ 2 (mod k). By equation (2), we have h_{uv} = ω and h_{vu} = ω. Then h^′_{uv} := d^{−1}_i h_{uv}d_j = ω^{−2}h_{uv} = ω^{−1}, h^′_{vu} := d^{−1}_j h_{vu}d_i = ω^2h_{vu} = ω. That is, uv is an arc of type (ω^j, ω^i) in M^′_G.

Therefore, for a mixed graph which is admissible, the three-way switching is equivalent to the similar transformation H(M^′_G) = D^{−1}H(M_G)D. By Corollary 2.3, we infer that M^′_G is cospectral with M_G.

By the proof of Theorem 2.1, we get the following corollary 2.4.

Corollary 2.4. For a mixed graph M_G which is admissible, a three-way switching transforming M_G into M^′_G corresponds to a similar transformation H(M^′_G) = D^{−1}H(M_G)D, where D defined as equation (4).

Two-way switching for T_k :

In particular, suppose that the vertex set of M_G is partitioned into 2 sets, i.e.

V (M_G) = V_1 ∪ V_2 , then equation (4) becomes

D_1

D_2

. If M_G contains no

arc −−→u_2u_1 with u_1 ∈ V_1 and u_2 ∈ V_2, then a two-way switching for T_k is said to be the operation of making two kinds of changes as follow (see Fig.2): (i) replaces every arc −−→u_1u_2 with an undirected edge {u_1, u_2}, where u_1 ∈ V_1 and u_2 ∈ V_2;

(ii) replaces every undirected edge {u_1, u_2} with an arc −−→u_2u_1, where u_1 ∈ V_1 and u_2 ∈ V_2.

Fig. 2. Two-way switching for 2 partitions with ω = cos(^{2π}_k ) + i sin(^{2π}_k ) ∈ T_k .

Corollary 2.5. The mixed graph M^′_G obtained from M_G by the two-way switching is cospectral with M_G.

By setting k = 6 and ω = cos(^{2π}_6 ) + i sin(^{2π}_6 ) in theorem 2.5, 2.1, we can get the two-way switching and three-way switching results in [2].

The converse of M_G, denoted by M^c_G, is obtained by reversing all the arcs of M_G.

Given a mixed graph M_G, let M^c_G be its converse(the mixed graph obtained by reversing all the arcs of M_G). By (2), we get H(M^c_G) = H(M_G)^T , this implies the following result.

Theorem 2.2. A mixed graph M_G and its converse M^c_G are cospectral.

If a mixed graph M_G can be turned into another mixed graph M^′_G after a sequence of three-way switchings and operations of taking the converse, then we say M_G and M^′_G are switching equivalent.

Theorem 4.1 of [5] characterizes the equivalent conditions for the mixed graph being cospectral to its underlying graph, for ω = cos(^{2π}_4 )+i sin(^{2π}_4 ) = i in (2). We can get a similar result for ω = cos(^{2π}_k ) + i sin(^{2π}_k ), k ≥ 3 as follow.

Theorem 2.3. Let G be a connected simple graph of order n and let M_{G1} be a mixed graph whose underlying graph G_1 is a spanning subgraph of G. Then the following statements are equivalent: (a) G and M_{G1} are cospectral. (b) λ_1(G) = λ_1(M_{G1} ).

(c) G_1 = G, and the vertex set of M_{G1} has a partition V_1 ∪ V_2 ∪ · · · ∪ V_k such that the following holds: every undirected edge uv of M_{G1} satisfies u ∈ V_j and v ∈ V_j for some j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}; and every arc −→uv of M_{G1} satisfies u ∈ V_r and v ∈ V_s for some r, s ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}, where r − s ≡ 1 (mod k). (d) G and M_{G1} are switching equivalent.

Proof. It is obvious that (a) implies (b) and (d) implies (a). By theorem 2.1, (c) implies (d). We just need to prove that (b) implies (c). Assume that (b) holds. Let H(G_1) = (a_{ij} )_{n×n}, H(M_{G1} ) = (h_{ij} )_{n×n}. Let x = (x_1, ..., x_n)^T ∈ C^n be a normalized eigenvector of H(G_1) corresponding to λ_1(G_1), let y = (y_1, ..., y_n)^T ∈ C^n be a normalized eigenvector of H(M_{G1} ) corresponding to λ_1(M_{G1} ). We have

λ_1(M_{G1} ) = y^T · H(M_{G1} ) · y = ∑ u∈V ∑ v∈V y_uh_{uv}y_v ≤ ∑ u∈V ∑ v∈V |y_uh_{uv}y_v| (5) = ∑ u∈V ∑ v∈V |y_uy_v| · |h_{uv}| = ∑ u∈V ∑ v∈V |y_uy_v| · a_{uv} (|h_{uv}| = a_{uv}, since h_{uv} ∈ {ω, ω, 1, 0}) ≤ ∑ u∈V ∑ v∈V x_ux_v · a_{uv} = λ_1(G_1) (6)

Since G_1 is a spanning subgraph of G, we get λ_1(G_1) ≤ λ_1(G). Combined with (b), i.e. λ_1(G) = λ_1(M_{G1} ), we get λ_1(G) = λ_1(M_{G1} ) ≤ λ_1(G_1) ≤ λ_1(G). Hence

λ_1(M_{G1} ) = λ_1(G) = λ_1(G_1). (7)

It is well known that λ_1(G_1) < λ_1(G) if G_1 is a proper subgraph of a connected graph G. Therefore, G_1 = G.

The equality in (5) holds requires y_uh_{uv}y_v = |y_uh_{uv}y_v| (8) for every edge uv. Without loss of generality, we can assume that y_1 ∈ R^+ for y ≠ 0, then y_1/|y_1| = 1. Considering equation (8), we infer that if v_i ∈ N^0_{MG1} (v_1), then h_{1i} = 1, y_i/|y_i| = 1; if v_i ∈ N^+_{MG1} (v_1), then h_{1i} = ω, y_i/|y_i| = ω; if v_i ∈ N^−_{MG1} (v_1), then h_{1i} = ω, y_i/|y_i| = ω.

Note that G_1 is connected. By repeating the above steps, we have y_i/|y_i| ∈ T_k for i ∈ {1, · · · , n}. Let V_j = {v_i ∈ V (M_G) : y_i/|y_i| = ω^j}, j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}. Then they form a partition of V (M_G), and satisfy the requirements of (c).

3 Switching equivalence and cospectrality for T_3

For T_3 , we have more simple results than for T_k .

Three-way switching for T_3 :

Suppose that the vertex set of M_G is partitioned into 3 (possibly empty) sets, i.e. V (M_G) = V_1 ∪ V_2 ∪ V_3. The three-way switching for T_3 is as follows (see Fig.3):

(i) replacing each undirected edge of type (ω^i, ω^j) with an arc of type (ω^i, ω^j), where j − i ≡ 1 (mod 3);

(ii) replacing each arc of type (ω^i, ω^j) with an undirected edge, where i−j ≡ 1 (mod 3);

(iii) reversing the direction of each arc of type (ω^i, ω^j), where i − j ≡ 2 (mod 3).

Fig. 3. Three-way switching for three partitions with ω = −^1_2 + i √ 3 2 ∈ T_3.

Suppose that the vertex set of M_G is partitioned into 2 sets, i.e. V (M_G) = V_1 ∪ V_2. Then the three-way switching for T_3 is shown as Fig.4.

Fig. 4. Three-way switching for two partitions with ω = −^1_2 + i √ 3 2 ∈ T_3.

By Theorem 2.1, we can get the following corollary immediately.

Corollary 3.1. Let M_G be a mixed graph with ω = −^1_2 + i^{√3}_2 ∈ T_3 . If mixed graph M^′_G is obtained from M_G by the three-way switching, then M^′_G is cospectral with M_G.

Remark 3.1. Notice that the cospectrality of two fixed graph depends on the value of ω. For example, let C^′_6 denotes a 6-vertex mixed graph whose underlying graph is C_6 and all edges are arcs in one direction. By the above results, we have that C_6 and C^′_6 are cospectral when ω = cos(^{2π}_3 ) + i sin(^{2π}_3 ) or ω = cos(^{2π}_6 ) + i sin(^{2π}_6 ), but not cospectral when ω = cos(^{2π}_4 ) + i sin(^{2π}_4 ) or ω = cos(^{2π}_5 ) + i sin(^{2π}_5 ).

4 An upper bound for the spectral radius

For a mixed graph M_G with ω =^1_2 + i^{√3}_2 ∈ T_6 , Theorem 3.1 of [2] shows that ρ(M_G) ≤ Δ(G), where ρ(M_G) and Δ(G) denote the spectral radius and the maximum degree of M_G, respectively. And more generally, for M_G with ω = cos(^{2π}_k ) + i sin(^{2π}_k ), k ≥ 3, we also get that ρ(M_G) ≤ Δ(G) and the extremal graphs can be partitioned as the form in Fig. 5(a).

Fig. 5. Partition for Theorem 4.1

Theorem 4.1. Let M_G be a connected mixed graph with ω = cos(^{2π}_k ) + i sin(^{2π}_k ), k ≥ 3. Let λ be an arbitrary eigenvalue of H(M_G), then |λ| ≤ Δ(G). Let ρ(M_G) = max{|λ|} denote the spectral radius of M_G. Then ρ(M_G) = Δ(G) if and only if G is Δ(G)-regular and one can partition V (M_G) into k (possibly empty) parts V_1, V_2, · · · , V_k such that one of the followings holds:

(i) Every undirected edge uv of M_G satisfies u ∈ V_j and v ∈ V_j for some j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}; and every arc −→uv of M_G satisfies u ∈ V_r and v ∈ V_s for some r, s ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}, where r − s ≡ 1 (mod k). (see Fig. 5(a).)

(ii) k is even. The induced mixed graph M_G[V_j ] is an independent set for all j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}; every undirected edge uv of M_G satisfies u ∈ V_j and v ∈ V_s for some j, s ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}, where s−j ≡^k_2 (mod k); and every arc −→uv of M_G satisfies u ∈ V_j and v ∈ V_r for some j, r ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}, where r − j ≡^k_2 − 1 (mod k). (Fig. 5(b) shows the edges joining the set V_j .)

(iii) k is odd. V (M_G) can be partitioned into 2k (possibly empty) parts V^′_1 , V^′_2 , · · · , V^′_k, V^{′′}_1 , V^{′′}_2 , · · · , V^{′′}_k , such that: every undirected edge uv of M_G satisfies u ∈ V^′_j and v ∈ V^{′′}_j for some j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}; and every arc −→uv of M_G satisfies u ∈ V^′_r , v ∈ V^{′′}_s (or u ∈ V^{′′}_r , v ∈ V^′_s ) for some r, s ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}, where r − s ≡ 1 (mod k). (see Fig. 5(c))

Proof. Let H = H(M_G) = (h_{ij} )_{n×n} and let y = (y_1, y_2, · · · , y_n)^T be an eigenvector corresponding to the eigenvalue λ of H. Without loss of generality, let |y_1| = max{|y_i| : 1 ≤ i ≤ n}. Let x = (x_1, x_2, · · · , x_n)^T = y/y_1, then x is also an eigenvector corresponding to the eigenvalue λ of H with x_1 = 1 = max{|x_i| : 1 ≤ i ≤ n}. Let vertex v_i correspond to x_i, for i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}. Since Hx = λx, we have (Hx)_1 = λx_1, subsequently,

|λ| = |λx_1| = |(Hx)_1| = | | | | | | ( ∑ v_s∈N^0_{MG} (v_1 ) x_s ) + ω ( ∑ v_r ∈N^+_{MG} (v_1) x_r ) + ω ( ∑ v_t∈N^−_{MG} (v_1) x_t ) | | | | | | ≤ ( ∑ v_s∈N^0_{MG} (v_1 ) |x_s| ) + |ω| ( ∑ v_r ∈N^+_{MG} (v_1) |x_r| ) + |ω| ( ∑ v_t∈N^−_{MG} (v_1 ) |x_t| ) (9) ≤ d_G(v_1)|x_1| (10) ≤ Δ(G)|x_1| (11) = Δ(G).

Hence, |λ| ≤ Δ(G). (Note that λ is an arbitrary eigenvalue of M_G.)

In what follows, we try to find out the extremal graphs with |λ| = ρ(M_G) = Δ(G), which require all the equalities in (9), (10), (11) hold. We see that equality in (11) holds if and only if d_G(v_1) = Δ(G), whereas equality in (10) holds if and only if

|x_i| = |x_1| = 1 for all v_i ∈ N_G(v_1). (12)

For any v_i ∈ N_G(v_1), we can make a similar analysis and get that d_G(v_i) = Δ(G) and |x_j | = |x_i| = 1 for all v_j ∈ N_G(v_i). Since M_G is connected, the rest vertices may be deduced by analogy. Therefore M_G is Δ(G) regular and |x_i| = |x_1| = 1 for i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}. (13) The equality in (9) holds if and only if every complex number in the following set S has the same argument, where S = { x_s : v_s ∈ N^0_{MG} (v_1) } ∪ { ω · x_r : v_r ∈ N^+_{MG} (v_1) } ∪ { ω · x_t : v_t ∈ N^−_{MG} (v_1) } . (14)

While

λx_1 = (Hx)_1 = ( ∑ v_s∈N^0_{MG} (v_1 ) x_s ) + ω ( ∑ v_r ∈N^+_{MG} (v_1 ) x_r ) + ω ( ∑ v_t∈N^−_{MG} (v_1 ) x_t ) , (15)

then the equality in (9) holds if and only if every complex number in the set S has the same argument as λx_1.

It is well known that the trace of a square matrix equals the sum of the eigenvalues, thus the sum of the eigenvalues of H(M_G) is zero. Since a mixed graph whose eigenvalues are all zero is an empty graph, it is sufficient to consider the cases λ > 0 and λ < 0. (Note that λ is real.)

Case 1. λ = Δ(G) > 0. By (14) and (15), every complex number in S has the same argument with x_1 = 1. Combined with (13), we conclude that

x_i =

1, if v_i ∈ N^0_{MG} (v_1); ω, if v_i ∈ N^+_{MG} (v_1); ω, if v_i ∈ N^−_{MG} (v_1).

Similar discussion can be applied to each v_i ∈ N(v_1), we obtain x_i ∈ T_k . And so on, we get x_s ∈ T_k for s ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n} since M_G is connected. Hence,

V (M_G) is partitioned into V_1 ∪ V_2 ∪ · · · ∪ V_k, where V_j = {v_s|x_s = ω^j ∈ T_k }, j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}. So (i) holds.

Case 2. λ = −Δ(G) < 0. By (13),(14) and (15), we obtain that every complex number in S equals −x_1 = −1. With the same discussion as that of Case 1, we conclude that

x_i =

− 1, if v_i ∈ N^0_{MG} (v_1); − ω, if v_i ∈ N^+_{MG} (v_1); − ω, if v_i ∈ N^−_{MG} (v_1). Note that x_1 = 1 ∈ T_k and −x_i ∈ {1, ω, ω} ⊆ T_k .

Considering v_i ∈ N_G(v_1), process similarly as above, we conclude that

x_j =

(−1)x_i, if v_j ∈ N^0_{MG} (v_i); (−ω)x_i, if v_j ∈ N^+_{MG} (v_i); (−ω)x_i, if v_j ∈ N^−_{MG} (v_i). We have x_j ∈ T_k for any v_j ∈ N_G(v_i). Since M_G is connected, the rest vertices may be deduced similarly. Thus each vertex v_s satisfies x_s ∈ T_k or −x_s ∈ T_k , where s ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}. If k is even, then −1 = ω^{k/2} ∈ T_k . Similar as Case 1, we have x_i ∈ T_k for i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}. Thus V (M_G) can be partitioned into V_1 ∪ V_2 ∪ · · · ∪ V_k according to the value of x_i, and (ii) holds.

If k is odd, then −1 /∈ T_k since ω^j ≠ −1 for each j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}. We can separate V (M_G) into two independent vertex sets I_1 and I_2 according to x_i ∈ T_k or x_i /∈ T_k , where i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}. That means M_G is a bipartite mixed graph. Recall that M_G is Δ(G) regular, so |I_1| = |I_2|. Since x_i ∈ T_k or −x_i ∈ T_k for i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}, then V (M_G) can be partitioned into V^′_1 ∪ V^′_2 ∪ · · · ∪ V^′_k ∪ V^{′′}_1 ∪ V^{′′}_2 ∪ · · · ∪ V^{′′}_k according to the value of x_i, where V^′_j = {v_i|x_i = ω^j ∈ T_k }, V^{′′}_j = {v_i| − x_i = ω^j ∈ T_k }, j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}. Hence (iii) holds.

Now, we consider the converse for (i) and (ii) of the theorem 4.1. Let M_G be a mixed graph whose underlying graph is Δ(G)-regular. Assume that V (M_G) has a partition ⋃ j∈T_k Vj satisfying (i) or (ii).

Let x = (x_1, x_2, · · · , x_n)^T be the vector indexed by the vertices of M_G such that x_i = ω^j if v_i ∈ V_j , where i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}, j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}. Then

(Hx)_i = ( ∑ v_s∈N^0_{MG} (v_i) x_s ) + ω ( ∑ v_r ∈N^+_{MG} (v_i ) x_r ) + ω ( ∑ v_t∈N^−_{MG} (v_i) x_t )

= { Δ(G)x_i, if (i) of T heorem 4.1 holds; − Δ(G)x_i, if (ii) of T heorem 4.1 holds. Thus x is an eigenvector of H corresponding to the eigenvalue Δ(G) or −Δ(G), and so ρ(M_G) = max{|λ|} = Δ(G). Then the bound is tight as claimed. The proof of the converse for (iii) is omitted, since it is same as above.

In fact, (iii) is a subcase of (i) by setting V_i = V^′_i ∪ V^{′′}_i in Theorem 4.1. Then there are two eigenvalues Δ(G) and −Δ(G) in (iii), and the following corollary holds.

Corollary 4.1. Let M_G be a connected mixed graph with ω = cos(^{2π}_k ) + i sin(^{2π}_k ), k ≥ 3 and k is odd. If −Δ(G) is an eigenvalue of H(M_G), then Δ(G) is also an eigenvalue of H(M_G).

Conflict of interest statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the authors.

Acknowledgements

The work was partially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grants 11771172,12061039.

Data Availability Statements.

Data sharing not applicable to this article as no datasets were generated or analysed during the current study.

References

[1] B. Mohar. A new kind of Hermitian matrices for digraphs. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 584, 2019.

[2] S. Li and Y. Yu. Hermitian adjacency matrix of the second kind for mixed graphs. Discrete Mathematics, 345, 2022.

[3] N. Reff. Spectral Properties of Complex Unit Gain Graphs. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 436(9):3165–3176, 2011.

[4] Jianxi Liu A and Xueliang Li B. Hermitian-adjacency matrices and Hermitian energies of mixed graphs. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 466(466):182– 207, 2015.

[5] Bojan and Mohar. Hermitian adjacency spectrum and switching equivalence of mixed graphs. Linear Algebra and Its Applications, 2016.

[6] K. Guo and B. Mohar. Hermitian Adjacency Matrix of Digraphs and Mixed Graphs. Journal of Graph Theory, 2016.

[7] Krystal, Guo, Bojan, and Mohar. Digraphs with Hermitian spectral radius below 2 and their cospectrality with paths. Discrete Mathematics, 2017.

[8] Reff and Nathan. Oriented Gain Graphs, Line Graphs and Eigenvalues. Linear Algebra and Its Applications, pages 316–328, 2016.