arXiv:2405.19078v1 [math.CO] 29 May 2024

THE LARGEST LAPLACIAN EIGENVALUE AND THE BALANCEDNESS OF SIMPLICIAL COMPLEXES

YI-ZHENG FAN*, HUI-FENG WU, AND YI WANG

Abstract. Let K be a simplical complex, and let L^{up}_i (K), Q^{up}_i (K) be the i-th up Laplacian and signless Laplacian of K, respectively. In this paper we proved that the largest eigenvalue of L^{up}_i (K) is not greater than the largest eigenvalue of Q^{up}_i (K); furthermore, if K is (i + 1)-path connected, then the equality holds if and only if the i-th incidence signed graph Bi(K) of K is balanced. As an application we provided an upper bound for the largest eigenvalue of the i-th up Laplacian of K, which improves the bound given by Horak and Jost and generalizes the result of Anderson and Morley on graphs. We characterized the balancedness of simplicial complexes under operations such as wedge sum, join, Cartesian product and duplication of motifs. For each i ≥ 0, by using wedge sum or duplication of motifs, we can construct an infinitely many (i + 1)-path connected simplicial complexes K with Bi(K) being balanced.

1. Introduction The research of the Laplacian operator on graphs has a long and rich history. In the mid-19th century Kirchhoff [22] studied the electric networks and formulated the celebrated matrix-tree theorem. In the early 1970s, Fiedler [13] established a relationship between the second smallest Laplacian eigenvalue and the connectivity of a graph. The normalized graph Laplacian was introduced by Bottema [4] who studied a transition probability on graphs; also see [6] for more details. Eckmann [11] extended the Laplace operator from graphs to simplicial complexes, providing the discrete version of the Hodge theorem, which can be expressed as

ker(δ^∗_i δ_i + δ_{i−1}δ^∗_{i−1}) = H̃^i(K, R),

where δ^∗_i δ_i + δ_{i−1}δ^∗_{i−1} is the higher order combinatorial Laplacian of the simplicial complex K.

There have been many studies on the Laplacian eigenvalues of simplicial complexes. Duval and Reiner [10] show that the combinatorial Laplace operator of a shifted simplicial complex has an integral spectrum. By using combinatorial Laplace operators, Dong and Wachs [9] gave an elegant proof of Bouc’s result [5] on the decomposition of the representation of the

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 55U05, 05E45, 47J10, 05C65.

Key words and phrases. Simplicial complex, Laplace operator, largest eigenvalue, signed graph, balancedness. *The corresponding author. This work was supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant Nos. 12331012, 12171002). 1

symmetric group on the homology of a matching complex, and proved the spectrum of the Laplace operator of the matching complex is also integral. Some remarkable recent results on combinatorial Laplacian for simplicial complexes involve lots of algebraic and geometric aspects for complexes, which are applied in the study of independent number, chromatic number, theta number [2, 15, 20].

Horak and Jost [20] developed a general framework for Laplace operators defined in terms of the combinatorial structure of a simplicial complex, including the combinatorial Laplacian and the normalized Laplacian. In their paper they provided some upper bounds for the largest Laplacian eigenvalues in terms of degrees and weights of faces. Rotman [30] introduced the covering complex, which was adopted by Gustavson [16] to study the Laplacian spectrum. Horak and Jost [20] proved that the Laplacian spectrum of a covering complex contains the Laplacian spectrum of its underlying complex. Fan and Song [12] show that the spectrum of a 2-fold covering simplicial complex is the union of the spectrum of the underlying simplicial complex and the spectrum of an incidence-signed simplicial complex, which generalizes Bilu and Linial’s result on graphs [3]. The signless Laplacians of a simplicial complex [24] are systematically studied with many interesting applications [23, 25, 26, 27]. As a generalization, the (signless) 1-Laplacian on simplicial complex was introduced by Luo and Zhang [28] for the connection of its spectrum to the combinatorial properties.

In this paper, we study the largest eigenvalue of the i-th up Laplacian of a simplicial complex K, and show that it is not greater than the largest eigenvalue of the i-th up signless Laplacian of K; moreover, if K is (i + 1)-path connected, then the equality holds if and only if the i-th incidence signed graph B_i(K) of K is balanced. As an application, we provide an upper bound for the largest eigenvalue of the i-th up Laplacian of a simplicial complex K, which improves the bound given by Horak and Jost [20], and generalizes the result of Anderson and Morley [1] from graphs to complexes. The balancedness of B_i(K) is an important property in discussion of the largest Laplacian eigenvalue. We characterize the balancedness of the incidence graphs of simplicial complexes under wedge sum, join, Cartesian product, duplication of motifs, and construct an infinite family of (i + 1)-path connected simplicial complexes K with balanced B_i(K) for each i ≥ 0.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Simplical complex and Laplace operator. Let V be a finite set. An abstract simplicial complex (simply called a complex ) K over V is a collection of the subsets of V which is closed under inclusion. An i-face or an i-simplex of K is an element of K with cardinality i + 1. The dimension of an i-face is i, and the dimension of K is the maximum dimension of all faces of K. The faces which are maximum under inclusion are called facets. We say K is pure if all facets have the same dimension. So, a complex can be considered as a hypergraph with facets as the edges of the hypergraph, and a pure complex will correspond to a uniform hypergraph, where a hypergraph is called uniform if all edges have the same size.

We assume that ∅ ∈ K, called the empty simplex with dimension −1. Let S_i(K) be the set of all i-faces of K, where S_{−1}(K) = {∅}. The p-skeleton of K, written K^{(p)}, is the set of all simplices of K of dimension less than or equal to p. So, K^{(1)}\{∅} is the usual graph with vertex set V (K) consisting of 0-faces usually called vertices, and edge set E(K) consisting of 1-faces usually called edges. We say K is connected if the graph K^{(1)}\{∅} is connected. An i-path of length m in K is an ordering of i-simplices F_1 < F_2 < · · · < F_m, such that F_i ∩ F_j is an (i − 1)-face of K if and only if |j − l| = 1. When F_m coincides with F_1, we say that L is an i-cycle of length (m − 1). The complex K is i-path connected if any two i-faces F_1 and F_2 of K are connected by an i-path.

We say a face F is oriented if we assign an ordering of its vertices and write it as [F ]. Two ordering of the vertices of F are said to determine the same orientation if there is an even permutation transforming one ordering into the other. If the permutation is odd, then the orientation are opposite. The i-chain group of K over R, denoted by C_i(K, R), is the vector space over R generated by all oriented i-faces of K modulo the relation [F_1] + [F_2] = 0, where [F_1] and [F_2] are two different orientations of a same face. The cochain group C^i(K, R) is defined to be the dual of C_i(K, R), i.e. C^i(K, R) = Hom(C_i(K, R), R), which are generated by the dual basis consisting of [F ]^∗ for all F ∈ S_i(K), where

[F ]^∗([F ]) = 1, [F ]^∗([F^′]) = 0 for F^′ ≠ F.

The functions [F ]^∗ are called the elementary cochains. Note that C_{−1}(K, R) = R∅, identified with R, and C^{−1}(K, R) = R∅^∗ , also can be identified with R, where ∅^∗ is the identify function on the empty simplex.

For each integer i = 0, 1, . . . , dimK, The boundary map ∂_i : C_i(K, R) → C_{i−1}(K, R) is defined to be ∂_i([v_0, . . . , v_i]) = i∑ j=0 (−1)^j [v_0, . . . , v̂_j , . . . , v_i], for each oriented i-face [v_0, . . . , v_i] of K, where v̂_j denotes the vertex v_j has been omitted. In particular, ∂_0[v] = ∅ for each v ∈ S_0(K). We will have the augmented chain complex of K: · · · −→ C_{i+1}(K, R)^{∂i+1}−→ C_i(K, R)^{∂i}−→ C_{i−1}(K, R) −→ · · · −→ C_{−1}(K, R) −→ 0, satisfying ∂_i ∘ ∂_{i+1} = 0. The i-th reduced homology group of K is defined to be H̃_i(K) = ker ∂_i/im ∂_{i+1}, and the dimension β̃_i of H̃_i(K) is called the i-th Betti number. The complex K is called acyclic if its reduced homology group vanishes in all dimensions.

Here, by abuse of notation, we use ∂F̄ to denote the set of all i-faces in the boundary of F̄ when F̄ ∈ S_{i+1}(K). If [F̄ ] := [v_0, . . . , v_i] and [F_j ] := [v_0, . . . , v̂_j , . . . , v_i], then we define sgn([F_j ], ∂[F̄ ]) = (−1)^j , namely, the sign of [F_j ] appeared in ∂[F̄ ], and sgn([F ], ∂[F̄ ]) = 0 if F /∈ ∂F̄ . The coboundary map δ_{i−1} : C^{i−1}(K, R) → C^i(K, R) is the conjugate of ∂_i such that δ_{i−1}f = f∂_i. So (δ_{i−1}f)([v_0, . . . , v_i]) = i∑ j=0 (−1)^j f([v_0, . . . , v̂_j , . . . , v_i]). Similarly, we have the augmented cochain complex of K: · · · ←− C^{i+1}(K, R)^{δi}←− C^i(K, R)^{δi−1}←− C^{i−1}(K, R) ←− · · · ←−C^{−1}(K, R) ←− 0, satisfying δ_i ∘ δ_{i−1} = 0. The i-th reduced cohomology group is defined to be H̃^i(K, R) = ker δ_i/im δ_{i−1}.

As vector spaces, H̃^i(K, R) is the dual of H̃_i(K, R) and is isomorphic to H̃_i(K, R).

By introducing inner products in C^i(K, R) and C^{i+1}(K, R) respectively, we have the adjoint δ^∗_i : C^{i+1}(K, R) → C^i(K, R) of δ_i, which is defined by (δ_if_1, f_2)_Ci+1 = (f_1, δ^∗_i f_2)_Ci for all f_1 ∈ C^i(K, R), f_2 ∈ C^{i+1}(K, R).

Definition 2.1. [20] The following three operators are defined on C^i(K, R), where K is a complex with an orientation σ.

(1) The i-dimensional combinatorial up Laplace operator or simply the i-up Laplace operator: L^{up}_i (K, σ) := δ^∗_i δ_i. (2) The i-dimensional combinatorial down Laplace operator or the i-down Laplace operator: L^{down}_i (K, σ) := δ_{i−1}δ^∗_{i−1}. (3) The i-dimensional combinatorial Laplace operator or the i-Laplace operator: L_i(K, σ) = L^{up}_i (K, σ) + L^{down}_i (K, σ) = δ^∗_i δ_i + δ_{i−1}δ^∗_{i−1}. Some we simply use L^{up}_i (K), L^{down}_i (K) and L_i(K) if the orientation σ is clear from the context.

In fact, the spectra of L^{up}_i (K) , L^{down}_i (K) and L_i(K) are all independent of the orientation; see Lemma 3.2. All the there Laplacians are self-adjoint, nonnegative and compact. Define a weight function on all faces of K: w : dimK⋃

i=−1 S_i(K) → R^+ , so that the inner product in C^i is defined as (f, g)_Ci = ∑ F ∈S_i(K) f([F ])g([F ])([F ]^∗ , [F ]^∗) = ∑ F ∈S_i(K) w(F )f([F ])g([F ]). In this paper, the weight or the inner product is implicit from the context for the Laplace operator. If w ≡ 1 on all faces, then the underlying Laplacian is the combinatorial Laplace operator, denoted by L_i(K), as discussed in [10, 14]. If the weights of all facets are equal to 1, and w satisfies the normalizing condition: w(F ) = ∑ F̄ ∈S_{i+1}(K):F ∈∂F̄ w(F̄ ),

for every F ∈ S_i(K) which is not a facet of K, then w determines the normalized Laplace operator, denoted by Δ_i(K), as analyzed in [20].

Horak and Jost [19, 20] give explicit formulas for L^{up}_i and L^{down}_i . Here we consider the matrix forms of the above operators. Let D_i be the matrix of δ_i : C^i → C^{i+1} under the basis consisting of elementary cochains. Then D_i satisfies (D_i)_[¯_{F ]}∗_{,[F ]}∗ = sgn([F ], ∂[F̄ ]), and the matrix D^∗_i of δ^∗_i satisfies

(D^∗_i )_{[F ]}∗_{,[}¯_{F ]}∗ = w(F̄ ) w(F ) sgn([F ], ∂[F̄ ]). So D^∗_i = W^{−1}_i D^⊤_i W_{i+1}, where W_i and W_{i+1} are diagonal matrices such that (W_i)_{[F ]}∗_{,[F ]}∗ = w(F ) and (W_{i+1})_[¯_{F ]}∗_{,[}¯_{F ]}∗ = w(F̄ ). Hence (2.1) L^{up}_i (K) = W^{−1}_i D^⊤_i W_{i+1}D_i, L^{down}_i (K) = D_{i−1}W^{−1}_{i−1}D^⊤_{i−1}W_i.

2.2. Incidence-signed complex. Let K be a complex, and let F, F̄ ∈ K. If F ∈ ∂F̄ , then (F, F̄ ) is an incidence of K. We will introduce the sign of incidences of K and incidence-signed complex.

Definition 2.2. The incidence-signed complex is a pair (K, ς), where K is a complex, and ς : K × K → {−1, 0, 1} such that ς(F, F̄ ) ∈ {−1, 1} if F ∈ ∂F̄ , and ς(F, F̄ ) = 0 otherwise.

The signed boundary map ∂^ς_i : C_i(K, R) → C_{i−1}(K, R) is defined to be

∂^ς_i [v_0, . . . , v_i] = i∑ j=0 (−1)^j [v_0, . . . , v̂_j , . . . , v_i]ς({v_0, . . . , v̂_j , . . . , v_i}, {v_0, . . . , v_i}).

The signed co-boundary map δ^ς_i : C^i(K, R) → C^{i+1}(K, R) is the conjugate of ∂^ς_{i+1}, namely, for all f ∈ C^i(K, R), δ^ς_i f = f∂^ς_{i+1}. The signed adjoint (δ^ς_i )^∗ : C^{i+1}(K, R) → C^i(K, R) is the adjoint of δ^ς_i satisfying (δ^ς_i f_1, f_2)_Ci+1 = (f_1, (δ^ς_i )^∗f_2)_Ci for all f_1 ∈ C^i(K, R), f_2 ∈ C^{i+1}(K, R). Definition 2.3. Let (K, ς) be a signed complex.

(1) The i-up Laplace operator of (K, ς) is defined to be L^{up}_i (K, ς) = (δ^ς_i )^∗δ^ς_i . (2) The i-down Laplace operator of (K, ς) is defined to be L^{down}_i (K, ς) = δ^ς_{i−1}(δ^ς_{i−1})^∗. (3) The i-Laplace operator of (K, ς) is defined to be L(K, ς) = L^{up}_i (K, ς) + L^{down}_i (K, ς). Let D^ς_i be the matrix of δ^ς_i : C^i → C^{i+1} under the basis consisting of elementary cochains.

Then (D^ς_i )_[¯_{F ]}∗_{,[F ]}∗ = sgn([F ], ∂[F̄ ])ς(F, F̄ ).

The matrix (D^ς_i )^∗ of (δ^ς_i )^∗ satisfies ((D^ς_i )^∗)_{[F ]}∗_{,[}¯_{F ]}∗ = w(F̄ ) w(F ) sgn([F ], ∂[F̄ ])ς(F, F̄ ), where w is a weight function on the faces of K. So (D^ς_i )^∗ = W^{−1}_i (D^ς_i )^⊤W_{i+1}.

Hence the matrices of L^{up}_i (K, ς) and L^{down}_i (K, ς) are respectively (2.2) L^{up}_i (K, ς) = W^{−1}_i (D^ς_i )^⊤W_{i+1}D^ς_i , L^{down}_i (K, ς) = D^ς_{i−1}W^{−1}_{i−1}(D^ς_{i−1})^⊤W_i.

If ς ≡ 1, then L^{up}_i (K, ς) = L^{up}_i (K) and L^{down}_i (K, ς) = L^{down}_i (K). From this viewpoint, the incidence-signed complex (K, ς) is a generalization of the usual complex. If ς(F, F̄ ) = sgn([F ], ∂[F̄ ]) for all pairs (F, F̄ ) with F ∈ ∂F̄ , then D^ς_i = |D_i|, which is a nonnegative matrix, where |A| := [|a_{ij} |] if A = [a_{ij} ]. In this case, L^{up}_i (K, ς) = |L^{up}_i (K)|, and L^{down}_i (K, ς) = |L^{down}_i (K)|. The i-up signless Laplace operator of K is defined to be Q^{up}_i (K) := |L^{up}_i (K)| = W^{−1}_i |D_i|^⊤W_{i+1}|D_i|, and the i-down signless Laplace operator of K is defined to be Q^{down}_i (K) := |L^{down}_i (K)| = |D_{i−1}|W^{−1}_{i−1}|D_{i−1}|^⊤W_i. Note that, if taking W_0 and W_1 both be identity matrix, then Q^{up}_0 (K) is called the signless Laplacian of the graph K^{(1)} [17], which is studied in [8] for the nonbipartiteness of a graph; see the survey [7].

The incidence-signed complexes play an important role in the spectra of 2-fold covering complexes. Fan and Song [12] proved that if ϕ : K → L is a 2-fold covering map from a complex K to a complex L, and the weight satisfies w_K (F ) = w_L(ϕ(F )) for all F ∈ S_i(K) ∪ S_{i+1}(K), then

SpecL^{up}_i (K) = SpecL^{up}_i (L) ∪ SpecL^{up}_i (L, ς),

where ς is a sign on (F, F̄ ) × S_i(L) ∪ S_{i+1}(L) arisen from the covering.

3. The largest eigenvalue of Laplace operator of simplicial complex

In this section we will investigate the largest eigenvalue λ_{max}(L^{up}_i (K)) of the i-up Laplaican L^{up}_i (K) of a complex K, where λ_{max}(A) denotes the largest eigenvalue of a square matrix A with all eigenvalues real. By definition, λ_{max}(L^{down}_{i+1} (K)) = λ_{max}(L^{up}_i (K)). So it is enough to deal with the i-up Laplaican, and the results for the (i + 1)-down Laplacian can be obtained similarly.

We should introduce some notions on signed graphs for preparation. A signed graph is a graph G with a signing on its edges ς : E(G) → {1, −1}, denoted by Γ = (G, ς). In particular, if ς ≡ 1, namely all edges have positive signs, we will use (G, +) to denote the signed graph. The sign of a subgraph H of G, denoted by ς(H), is defined to be the product of the signs of all edges of H. The signed graph Γ is called balanced if all signs of the cycles of G are positive. The signed graph and its balancedness were introduced by Harary [18] on research of social psychology.

Switching is an important operation on signed graphs which preserves the balancedness. A switching s_v on Γ at a vertex v is an operation which reverses the signs of all edges incident to v, and keeps the signs of other edges invariant. The signed graphs (G, ς) is called switching equivalent to a signed graph (G, ς^′) if (G, ς^′) can be obtained from (G, ς) by a sequence of switchings on vertices. It is easy to see switching equivalence is an equivalent relation on signed graphs.

Lemma 3.1. [31, Corollary 3.3] A signed graph (G, ς) is balanced if and only if it can be switched to (G, +).

Let K be a complex with an orientation σ, and let F, F̄ ∈ K. If F ∈ ∂F̄ , then (F, F̄ ) is an incidence of K. The i-th incidence graph B_i(K) is a bipartite graph with vertex set S_i(K) ∪ S_{i+1}(K) such that {F, F̄ } is an edge if and only if F ∈ ∂F̄ . Actually B_i(K) is a signed graph such that the sign of an edge {F, F̄ } is given by sgn([F ], ∂[F̄ ]), denoted by (B_i(K), σ). Note that a signature matrix is a diagonal matrix with ±1 on its diagonal.

Lemma 3.2. Let K be a complex with an orientation σ, and let (B_i(K), σ) be the corresponding i-th incidence signed graph. Let τ be another orientation of K. Then the following results hold.

(1) (B_i(K), τ) is obtained from (B_i(K), σ) only by applying a switching s_F on B_i(K) on an i- or (i + 1)-face F of K if and only if τ is obtained from σ only by reversing the orientation of the face F , where the reversed orientation of a 0-face [v] is defined to be −[v].

(2) If τ is obtained from σ only by reversing the orientation of i-face F , then L^{up}_i (K, τ) = S_F L^{up}_i (K, σ)S_F , L^{down}_i (K, τ) = S_F L^{down}_i (K, σ)S_F where S_F is a signature matrix defined on the i-th elementary cochains of K with only −1 on the diagonal corresponding [F ]^∗.

(3) If τ is obtained from σ only by reversing the orientation of an (i + 1)-face F , then L^{up}_i (K, τ) = L^{up}_i (K, σ); and if τ is obtained from σ only by reversing the orientation of an (i − 1)-face F , L^{down}_i (K, τ) = L^{down}_i (K, σ). Proof. (1) For each F ∈ S_i(K) and F̄ ∈ S_{i+1}(K) such that F ∈ ∂F̄ , as

sgn(−[F ], ∂[F̄ ]) = − sgn([F ], ∂[F̄ ]) = sgn([F ], ∂(−[F̄ ])),

the result (1) follows.

(2) Let D_i, D_{i−1} be the matrices of δ_i, δ_{i−1} with respect to the orientation σ, respectively. Then the matrices of δ_i, δ_{i−1} with respect to the orientation τ are D^τ_i := D_iS_F and D^τ_{i−1} := S_F D_{i−1}. By (2.1), L^{up}_i (K, σ) = W^{−1}_i D^⊤_i W_{i+1}D_i. So

L^{up}_i (K, τ) = W^{−1}_i (D_iS_F )^⊤W_{i+1}D_iS_F = S_F (S_F W^{−1}_i S_F )D^⊤_i W_{i+1}D_iS_F = S_F L^{up}_i (K, σ)S_F ,

as S_F = S^⊤_F = S^{−1}_F and S_F W^{−1}_i S_F = W^{−1}_i . The proof of the second equality is similar.

(3) The matrices of δ_i with respect to the orientation τ is D^τ_i := S_F D_i, so that

L^{up}_i (K, τ) = W^{−1}_i (S_F D_i)^⊤W_{i+1}S_F D_i = W^{−1}_i D^⊤_F (S_F W_{i+1}S_F )D_i = L^{up}_i (K, σ).

The proof of the second equality is similar by noting that the matrices of δ_{i−1} with respect to the orientation τ is D^τ_{i−1} := D_{i−1}S_F . □

By Lemma 3.2, we find that the different orientations of faces results in the Laplace operators which are similar by a signature matrix. So the Laplacian spectrum is independent of the orientations.

Observe that the complex K is (i + 1)-path connected if and only if the i-th incidence graph B_i(K) is connected. When discussing the spectrum of L^{up}_i (K), it suffices to deal with the case of K being (i + 1)-path connected; otherwise, L^{up}_i (K) is a direct sum of the i-up Laplacians of some (i + 1)-path connected components.

Theorem 3.3. Let K be a complex with an orientation σ. Then (3.1) λ_{max}(L^{up}_i (K)) ≤ λ_{max}(Q^{up}_i (K)), with equality if B_i(K) is balanced. If further K is (i + 1)-path connected, then the equality holds in (3.1) if and only if (B_i(K), σ) is balanced.

Proof. Let λ := λ_{max}(L^{up}_i (K)) be the largest eigenvalue of L^{up}_i (K) with f as an associated eigenfunction. Then we have (λf, f)_Ci = (L^{up}_i (K)f, f)_Ci = (δ^∗_i δ_if, f)_Ci = (δ_if, δ_if)_Ci = (f∂_{i+1}, f∂_{i+1})_{Ci} . So,

(3.2) λ(f, f)_Ci = ∑ F̄ ∈S_{i+1}(K) ((f∂_{i+1})([F̄ ]))^2ω(F̄ )

= ∑ F̄ ∈S_{i+1}(K) f ∑ F ∈∂F̄ sgn([F ], ∂[F̄ ])[F ] 2 ω(F̄ )

= ∑ F̄ ∈S_{i+1}(K) ∑ F ∈∂F̄ sgn([F ], ∂[F̄ ])f([F ]) 2 ω(F̄ )

≤ ∑ F̄ ∈S_{i+1}(K) ∑ F ∈∂F̄ |f([F ])| 2 ω(F̄ ) = (Q^{up}_i (K)|f|, |f|). As (f, f)_Ci = (|f|, |f|)_Ci , by the Min-Max Theorem [20], we have λ_{max}(L^{up}_i (K)) = λ ≤ λ_{max}(Q^{up}_i (K)).

Now suppose that K is (i + 1)-path connected and λ_{max}(L^{up}_i (K)) = λ_{max}(Q^{up}_i (K)). By Eq. (3.2), |f| is an eigenfunction of Q^{up}_i (K) associated with λ_{max}(Q^{up}_i (K)). As K is (i + 1)- path connected, Q^{up}_i (K) is nonnegative and irreducible. So, by Perron-Frobenious Theorem of nonnegative matrices, |f| is a positive vector, which implies that f([F ]) ≠ 0 for all F ∈ S_i(K). By the last inequality in (3.2), for each F̄ ∈ S_{i+1}(K),

(3.3) ∑ F ∈∂F̄ sgn([F ], ∂[F̄ ])f([F ]) 2 = ∑ F ∈∂F̄ |f([F ])| 2 .

Replacing [F ] by −[F ] if f([F ]) < 0, then Eq. (3.3) still holds as sgn(−[F ], ∂([F̄ ])f(−[F ]) = sgn([F ], ∂[F̄ ])f([F ]), |f(−[F ])| = |f([F ])|.

So we can assume that f is positive. Similarly, replacing [F̄ ] by −[F̄ ], Eq. (3.3) also holds as ∑ F ∈∂F̄ sgn([F ], ∂(−[F̄ ])f([F ]) = − ∑ F ∈∂F̄ sgn([F ], ∂([F̄ ])f([F ]).

So we can assume for each F̄ ∈ S_{i+1}(K), there exists an F ∈ ∂F̄ such that sgn([F ], ∂([F̄ ]) = 1. Now returning to Eq. (3.3), by the above two assumptions, for all F̄ ∈ S_{i+1}(K) and F ∈ ∂F̄ ,

sgn([F ], ∂[F̄ ]) > 0,

which implies that (B_i(K), σ) can be transformed into (B_i(K), +) by a sequence of switchings on i-faces and/or (i + 1)-faces by Lemma 3.2(1). So, (B_i(K), σ) is balanced by Lemma 3.3.

Conversely, if (B_i(K), σ) is balanced, then by Lemma 3.3, (B_i(K), σ) is switching equivalent to (B_i(K), +) by applying a sequence of switchings at some i-faces and/or (i + 1)-faces of K. Let τ be the resulting orientation of K after the above switchings. By Lemma 3.2(2-3), L^{up}_i (K, σ) = SQ^{up}_i (K)S, where S is the product of S_F over the reversed i-faces of K. So L^{up}_i (K, σ) is similar to Q^{up}_i (K), and hence have the same largest eigenvalues. □

The following result for combinatorial Laplacian of graphs is known. Here we give a proof for the completeness and also for the general Laplacian with arbitrary weights.

Corollary 3.4. Let K be a connected complex. Then

(3.4) λ_{max}(L^{up}_0 (K)) ≤ λ_{max}(Q^{up}_0 (K)),

with equality if and only if the 1-skeleton K^{(1)} of K is bipartite.

Proof. Let σ be an orientation of K. By Theorem 3.1, it suffices to prove that (B_0(K), σ) is balanced if and only if K^{(1)} is bipartite. Let C be a cycle of K^{(1)} on vertices v_1, . . . , v_k. Then B_0(K) contains a cycle v_1, {v_1, v_2}, v_2, . . . , v_k, {v_k, v_1}, v_1, whose sign is ς(C) = k∏ i=1 sgn([v_i], ∂[e_i]) sgn([v_{i+1}], ∂[e_i]),

where [e_i] = [v_i, v_{i+1}] or [e_i] = −[v_i, v_{i+1}], and v_{k+1} = v_1. As each term in the above product is −1, s(C) = (−1)^k. So, if (B_0(K), σ) is balanced, then k is even, and hence K^{(1)} is bipartite. Conversely, if K^{(1)} is bipartite, then k is even so that s(C) = 1, implying that (B_0(K), σ) is balanced. □

As an application of Theorem 3.1, we give an upper bound for the largest Laplacian eigenvalue. Note that the degree degF of an i-face F of a complex K is defined to be the sum of the weights of all simplices F̄ such that F ∈ ∂F̄ , namely, degF =

∑_¯ F ∈S_{i+1}(K):F ∈∂F̄ w(F̄ ).

Theorem 3.5. Let K be a complex. Then

(3.5) λ_{max}(L^{up}_i (K)) ≤ max_{F ∈Si+1(K)} ∑ E∈∂F degE w(E) . In particular, for combinatorial Laplacian (or w ≡ 1), (3.6) λ_{max}(L^{up}_i (K)) ≤ max_{F ∈Si+1(K)} ∑ E∈∂F degE;

and if K is (k + 1)-path connected, then the equality in (3.6) holds if and only if B_i(K) is balanced and the sum of the degrees of all i-faces in each (i + 1)-face of K is constant.

Proof. By Theorem 3.1, λ_{max}(L^{up}_i (K)) ≤ λ_{max}(Q^{up}_i (K)) = λ_{max}(Q^{down}_{i+1} (K)).

For an F ∈ S_{i+1}(K), let r_F be the row sum of Q^{down}_{i+1} (K) corresponding to [F ]^∗. We have

r_F = ∑ E∈∂F w(F ) w(E) + ∑ F ′∈Si+1(K): F ∩F ′=E∈Si(K) w(F^′) w(E) = ∑ E∈∂F ∑ F ′∈Si+1(K): E∈∂F ′ w(F^′) w(E) = ∑ E∈∂F degE w(E) .

So we have (3.7) λ_{max}(Q^{down}_{i+1} (K)) ≤ max_{F ∈Si+1(K)} r_F = max_{F ∈Si+1(K)} ∑ E∈∂F degE w(E) , which yields the upper bound in (3.5).

If w ≡ 1, we have λ_{max}(L^{up}_i (K)) ≤ max_{F ∈Si+1(K)} ∑ E∈∂F degE, Note that Q^{down}_{i+1} (K) is nonnegative and irreducible as K is (k + 1)-path connected. If the equality holds, then

λ_{max}(L^{up}_i (K)) = λ_{max}(Q^{up}_i (K)) = λ_{max}(Q^{down}_{i+1} (K)) = max_{F ∈Si+1(K)} ∑ E∈∂F degE. From the first equality, we know B_i(K) is balanced from Theorem 3.1; and from the third equality, we find that r_F is constant as Q^{down}_{i+1} (K) is nonnegative and irreducible, namely, the sum of the degrees of all i-faces in each (i+1)-face of K is constant. Conversely, if r_F is constant, then λ_{max}(Q^{down}_{i+1} (K)) = r_F . Also, as B_i(K) is balanced, by Theorem 3.1, λ_{max}(L^{up}_i (K)) = λ_{max}(Q^{up}_i (K)) = λ_{max}(Q^{down}_{i+1} (K)). The result follows. □

Remark 3.6. Anderson and Morley [1] proved that for a graph G, the largest eigenvalue of the Laplacian matrix L(G) (namely, L^{up}_0 (G)) holds λ_{max}(L(G)) ≤ max_{{u,v}∈E(G)}(degu + degv).

So our result (3.6) generalizes the above bound from graphs to complexes.

Horak and Jost [20] proved that

λ_{max}(L^{up}_i (K)) ≤ (i + 2) max_{E∈Si(K)} degE min_{E∈Si(K)} w(E) . For an F ∈ S_{i+1}(K), it has (i + 2) i-faces E ∈ ∂F , so ∑ E∈∂F degE w(E) ≤ (i + 2) max_{E∈Si(K)} degE min_{E∈Si(K)} w(E) . So our bound in (3.5) improves the bound given by Horak and Jost. Duval and Reiner [10] proved that λ_{max}(L^{up}_i (K)) ≤ n, where n is the number of the vertices of K. Our bound in (3.6) will be better for large n and small degrees of i-faces. In particular, if n ≥ (i + 2) max_{E∈Si(K)} degE (≥ max_{F ∈Si+1(K)} ∑ E∈∂F degE), then our bound is better.

4. Balancedness of incidence graphs of complexes under operations

By Theorem 3.1, we know that the balancedness of the i-th incidence signed graph B_i(K) of a complex K plays an important role on the largest eigenvalue of the Laplacian of K. In this section, we will study the balancedness of the incidence signed graphs of complexes under some operations such as wedge sum, join, Cartesian product and duplication of motifs.

4.1. Wedge.

Definition 4.1. [20] Let K_1 and K_2 be complexes on disjoint vertex sets V (K_1) and V (K_2), respectively. Let F_1 = {v_0, . . . , v_k} ∈ S_k(K_1) and F_2 = {u_0, . . . , u_k} ∈ S_k(K_2). The combinational k-wedge sum of K_1 and K_2 is a complex obtained from K_1 ∪ K_2 by identifying F_1 with F_2 such that v_i is identified with u_i for i = 0, 1, . . . , k.

The above definition generalizes in an obvious way to the k-wedge sum of arbitrary many complexes. If k ≥ 1, the k-wedge sum depends on the ways of identification of vertices. In fact, there exists a bijection ϕ : F_1 → F_2 such that v ∈ F_1 is identified with ϕ(v).

Theorem 4.2. Let K = K_1 ∨_k K_2 be a k-wedge sum of complexes K_1 and K_2 by identifying a k-face F_1 of K_1 and a k-face F_2 of K_2. If i ≥ k − 1, the i-th incidence graph B_i(K) of K is balanced if and only if B_i(K_1) and B_i(K_2) both are balanced.

Proof. Csae 1: i > k. By definition, B_i(K) is only involved with i-faces and (i + 1)-faces of K_1 and K_2. So, in this case, B_i(K) is a disjoint union of B_i(K_1) and B_i(K_2), which implies the result immediately.

Case 2: i = k. In this case, B_i(K) is a 0-wedge sum of B_i(K_1) and B_i(K_2) by identifying the vertex F_1 of B_i(K_1) and the vertex F_2 of B_i(K_2) and forming a new vertex F (or a new i-face of K). Then F is a cut vertex of B_i(K). So, any cycle of B_i(K) is either a cycle of B_i(K_1) or a cycle of B_i(K_2) but not both. The result follows in this case.

Case 3: i = k −1. As B_i(K_1) and B_i(K_2) are the subgraphs of B_i(K), they are both balanced if B_i(K) is balanced. Now suppose B_i(K_1) and B_i(K_2) both are balanced. Let C be a cycle of B_i(K). If C lies in B_i(K_1) or B_i(K_2), surely it is positive. Otherwise, C contains both vertices of B_i(K_1) and B_i(K_2).

Subcase 3.1: C contains the face F (the identification of F_1 with F_2). We may list the vertices of C as follows: (4.1) C : F, G_1, P_{12}, G_2, P_{23}, G_3, · · · , G_{t−1}, P_{t−1,t}, G_t, F, where G_j ∈ ∂F for j ∈ [t], and P_{j,j+1} is a path connecting G_j and G_{j+1} which lies in K_1 if j is odd and lies in K_2 otherwise. Now inserting some F ’s and G_j ’s in the above sequence, we get a circuit C̃: (4.2) C̃ : F, G_1, P_{12}, G_2, F , G_2, P_{2,3}, G_3, F , G_3 · · · , G_{t−1}, F , G_{t−1}, P_{t−1,t}, G_t, F. Let C_j := F, G_j , P_{j,j+1}, G_{j+1}, F , a cycle in B_i(K_1) or B_i(K_2) depending on whether j is odd or even. Then C̃ is a union of C_j for j ∈ [t − 1]. As each cycle in K_1 or K_2 is positive, the sign of C holds ς(C) = ς(C̃) = ς(C_1) · · · ς(C_{t−1}) = 1,

which implies the result.

Subcase 3.2: C contains no the face F . The discussion is similar as Subcase 3.1. The vertices of C are listed as follows:

(4.3) C : G_1, P_{12}, G_2, P_{2,3}, G_3, · · · , G_{t−1}, P_{t−1,t}, G_t,

where G_t = G_1, and G_j and P_{j,j+1} are defined as in (4.1). We get a circuit C̃: (4.4) C̃ : F , G_1, P_{12}, G_2, F , G_2, P_{2,3}, G_3, F , G_3, · · · , G_{t−1}, F , G_{t−1}, P_{t−1,t}, G_t, F . Let C_j := F, G_j , P_{j,j+1}, G_{j+1}, F , a cycle in B_i(K_1) or B_i(K_2) depending on whether j is odd or even. Then C̃ is a union of C_j for j ∈ [t − 1], and

ς(C) = ς(C̃) = ς(C_1) · · · ς(C_{t−1}) = 1,

which also implies the result. □

Remark 4.3. Let K = K_1 ∨_k K_2 with the identified k-face F . If i ≤ k − 2, then B_i(K) is always unbalanced. As B_i(F ) is a subgraph of B_i(K), it suffices to show B_i(F ) is unbalanced. As B_i(F ) is only related with i- and (i + 1)-faces of F , it is enough to show B_i(F^′) is unbalanced for an (i + 2)-face F^′ of F , which is proved in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let F be a k-simplex for k ≥ 2. Then the incidence signed graph B_{k−2}(F ) is unbalanced.

Proof. Let F = {i_0, . . . , i_k}, and let F_{ij} = F \{i_j }, F_{ij il} = F \{i_j , i_l} for j, l = 0, 1, . . . , k and j ≠ l. We order the vertices of F as i_0 < i_1 < · · · < i_k, and all faces of F are oriented according the ordering of vertices.

If k is odd, then B_{k−2}(F ) contains the following cycle C listed in Fig. 4.1, with the signs:

s([F_{ij ij+1} ], [F_{ij} ]) = s([F_{ij ij+1} ], [F_{ij+1} ]) = (−1)^j , j ∈ [k − 1], and s([F_{i1ik} ], [F_{ik} ]) = −1, s([F_{i1 ik} ], [F_{i1} ]) = (−1)^{k−1} = 1.

So, the sign of C is negative, implying that B_{k−2}(F ) is unbalanced.

[F_{i1 i2} ][F_{i2 i3} ][F_{i3 i4} ]· · ·[F_{ik−1 ik} ] [F_{i1 ik} ] [F_{i1} ][F_{i2} ][F_{i3} ]· · ·[F_{ik−1} ][F_{ik} ] Figure 4.1. A cycle C of B_{k−2}(F ) for k being odd

If k is even, then B_{k−2}(F ) contains the following cycle C listed in Fig. 4.2, with the signs:

s([F_{ij ij+1} ], [F_{ij} ]) = s([F_{ij ij+1} ], [F_{ij+1} ]) = (−1)^j , j = 0, 1, . . . , k − 1 and s([F_{i0ik} ], [F_{ik} ]) = 1, s([F_{i0 ik} ], [F_{i0} ]) = (−1)^{k−1} = −1.

So, the sign of C is negative, implying that B_{k−2}(F ) is also unbalanced. □ Corollary 4.5. For each integer i ≥ 0, there exist infinitely many (i + 1)-path connected acyclic complexes K with B_i(K) being balanced.

[F_{i0 i1} ][F_{i1 i2} ][F_{i2 i3} ]· · ·[F_{ik−1 ik} ] [F_{i0 ik} ] [F_{i0} ][F_{i1} ][F_{i2} ]· · ·[F_{ik−1} ][F_{ik} ] Figure 4.2. A cycle C of B_{k−2}(F ) for k being even

Proof. For each integer i ≥ 0, let σ be an (i + 1)-simplex. Let K_0 = σ, and K_p = K_{p−1} ∨_i K_0 for p ≥ 1. We will get a sequence of complexes {K_i}_{i≥0}. From the Case 2 in the proof of Theorem 4.2, B_i(K_p) is a 0-wedge sum of B_i(K_{p−1}) and B_i(K_0). It is known that B_i(K_0) is connected and hence B_i(K_p) is connected by induction, which implies that K_p is (i + 1)-path connected. Also, B_i(K_0) contains no cycles and hence B_i(K_p) contains no cycles by induction, which implies that B_i(K_p) is balanced. Finally noting that K_{p−1} ∩ K_0 is an i-simplex which is acyclic, by Mayer-Vietoris sequence (see [29]) we have H̃_q(K_p) ∼= H̃_q(K_{p−1}) ⊕ H̃_q(K_0). As K_0 is acyclic, we get K_p is acyclic by induction. □

In Corollary 4.5, for i = 0, taking σ be an edge, we will get a sequence of trees; for i = 1, taking σ be an triangle, we will get a sequence of acyclic planar 2-complexes.

4.2. Join.

Definition 4.6. [20] Let K_1 and K_2 be complexes on disjoint vertex sets V (K_1) and V (K_2) respectively. The join K_1 ∗ K_2 is a complex on the vertex set V (K_1) ∪ V (K_2), whose faces are F_1 ∗ F_2 := F_1 ∪ F_2, where F_1 is a face in K_1 and F_2 is a face in K_2.

Theorem 4.7. Let K = K_1 ∗K_2 be the join of complexes K_1 and K_2. If dimK_1 +dimK_2 ≥ i+1, then the i-th incidence graph B_i(K) of K is unbalanced.

Proof. By definition, K has an (i + 2)-face F . By Lemma 4.4, B_i(F ) is unbalanced so that B_i(K) is unbalanced. □

Remark 4.8. Let K = K_1 ∗ K_2 be the join of complexes K_1 and K_2. If dimK_1 + dimK_2 ≤ i, then neither K_1 nor K_2 contains an (i+1)-face, then B_i(K_1) and B_i(K_2) are both empty graphs (without edges). In particular, if dimK_1 +dimK_2 < i, then K contains no (i+1)-faces, implying that B_i(K) is also empty. If dimK_1 + dimK_2 = i, then B_i(K) contains (i + 1)-faces. We will not leave much space for a discussion of the balancedness of B_i(K) in this case. But it is worth to mention that if K_1, K_2 are both 0-dimensional complexes (empty graphs), then K is a complete bipartite graph for which the incidence graph B_0(K) is balanced.

4.3. Cartesian product.

Definition 4.9. Let K_1 and K_2 be complexes with vertex sets V (K_1) and V (K_2) respectively. The Cartesian product K_1□K_2 of K_1 and K_2 is a complex with vertex set V (K_1)×V (K_2), whose faces are F × v := F × {v} = {(u_0, v), . . . , (u_s, v)} if F = {u_0, . . . , u_s} ∈ K_1 and v ∈ V (K_2), or u × F^′ := {u} × F^′ = {(u, v_0), . . . , (u, v_t)} if u ∈ V (K_1) and F^′ = {v_0, . . . , v_t} ∈ K_2.

An orientation of F in K_1 induces an orientation of F ×v in K_1□K_2. If [F ] = [u_0, . . . , u_s] ∈ K_1, then [F × v] := [(u_0, v), . . . , (u_s, v)]. So sgn([F × v], ∂[F̄ × v]) = sgn([F ], ∂[F̄ ]). Similarly, an orientation of F^′ in K_2 induces an orientation of u × F^′. Given weight functions w_1 on K_1 and w_2 on K_2. We define the weight w on K_1□K_2 such that for any F ∈ K_1 and F^′ ∈ K_2,

(4.5) w(F × v) := w_1(F ), w(u × F^′) := w_2(F^′).

This implies a condition on w_1 and w_2, namely, w(u, v) = w_1(u) = w_2(v) for any vertex u of K_1 and v of K_2.

Note that the following Lemma 4.10 for the (combinatorial) Laplacian matrix of a graph was observed by Fiedler [13, Item 3.4]. Here we give a proof for general weight function, and use SpecA to denote the spectrum of a square matrix A.

Lemma 4.10. Let K_1□K_2 be the Cartesian product of complexes K_1 and K_2 with weight defined in (4.5). Then

(4.6) L^{up}_0 (K_1□K_2) = L^{up}_0 (K_1) ⊗ I_{V (K2)} + I_{V (K1)} ⊗ L^{up}_0 (K_2), and (4.7) SpecL^{up}_0 (K_1□K_2) = {λ + μ : λ ∈ SpecL^{up}_0 (K_1), μ ∈ SpecL^{up}_0 (K_2)},

where I_{V (K1)}, I_{V (K2)} are the identity matrices defined on V (K_1), V (K_2) respectively.

Proof. First we discuss the Eq. (4.6). The diagonal entry of L^{up}_0 (K_1□K_2) corresponding to a vertex (u, v) is:

L^{up}_0 (K_1 × K_2)_{(u,v),(u,v)} = ∑ F̄ ∈S_1(K_1×K_2):(u,v)∈∂F̄ w(F̄ ) w(u, v) = ∑ F ∈S_1(K_1):(u,v)∈F ×v w(F × v) w(u, v) + ∑ F^′∈S_1(K_2):(u,v)∈u×F^′ w(u × F^′) w(u, v) = ∑ F ∈S_1(K_1):u∈∂F w_1(F ) w_1(u) + ∑ F^′∈S_1(K_2):v∈∂F^′

w_2(F^′) w_2(v)

= (L^{up}_0 (K_1) ⊗ I_{V (K2)})_{(u,v),(u,v)} + (I_{V (K1)} ⊗ L^{up}_0 (K_2))_{(u,v),(u,v)}.

Next we consider the off-diagonal entries of L^{up}_0 (K_1□K_2). Take two vertices (u_1, v_1) and (u_2, v_2) of K_1□K_2. If u_1 ≠ u_2 and v_1 ≠ v_2, then L^{up}_0 (K_1 × K_2)_{(u1,v1),(u2,v2)} = 0 as no 1-faces F̄ of K_1□K_2 contain both (u_1, v_1) and (u_2, v_2). Also the ((u_1, v_1), (u_2, v_2))-entry of right side of Eq. (4.6) is zero as (I_{V (K2)})_{v1 ,v2} = 0 and (I_{V (K1)})_{u1,u2} = 0. So it suffices to consider the cases: (1) u_1 = u_2 := u, v_1 ≠ v_2, (2) u_1 ≠ u_2, v_1 = v_2 := v.

For the case (1), we have

L^{up}_0 (K_1□K_2)_{(u,v1 ),(u,v2)} = ∑ F ′∈S1(K2): v1,v2∈∂F ′ w(u × F^′) w(u, v_1) sgn((u, v_1), ∂[u × F^′]) sgn((u, v_2), ∂[u × F^′])

= ∑ F ′∈S1(K2): v1,v2∈∂F ′ w_2(F^′) w_2(v_1) sgn(v_1, ∂[F^′]) · sgn(v_2, ∂[F^′])

= L^{up}_0 (K_2)_{v1,v2} = ( L^{up}_0 (K_1) ⊗ I_{V (K2)} + I_{V (K1)} ⊗ L^{up}_0 (K_2) ) (u,v_1),(u,v_2) . Similarly, for the case (2), we have

L^{up}_0 (K_1□K_2)_{(u1,v),(u2,v)} = ∑ F ∈S1(K1): u1,u2∈∂F w(F × v) w(u_1, v) sgn((u_1, v), ∂[F × v]) · sgn((u_2, v), ∂[F × v])

= ∑ F ∈S1(K1): u1,u2∈∂F w_1(F ) w_1(u_1) sgn(u_1, ∂[F ]) · sgn(u_2, ∂[F ])

= L^{up}_0 (K_1)_{u1,u2} = ( L^{up}_0 (K_1) ⊗ I_{V (K2)} + I_{V (K1)} ⊗ L^{up}_0 (K_2) ) (u_1,v),(u_2,v) . So we proved the Eq. (4.6).

Let f be an eigenvector of L^{up}_0 (K_1) associated with an eigenvalue λ, and g be an eigenvector of L^{up}_0 (K_2) associated with an eigenvalue μ. Then L^{up}_0 (K_1)f = λf and L^{up}_0 (K_2)g = μg, and by Eq. (4.6)

L^{up}_0 (K_1□K_2)(f ⊗ g) = (L^{up}_0 (K_1) ⊗ I_{V (K2)})(f ⊗ g) + (I_{V (K1)} ⊗ L^{up}_0 (K_2))(f ⊗ g) = (L^{up}_0 (K_1)f) ⊗ (I_{V (K2)}g) + (I_{V (K1)}f) ⊗ (L^{up}_0 (K_2)g) = (λ + μ)(f ⊗ g). So, f ⊗ g is an eigenvector of L^{up}_0 (K_1□K_2) associated with the eigenvalue λ + μ. As L^{up}_0 (K_1) (respectively, L^{up}_0 (K_2)) is self-adjoint, it has a set of orthonomal eigenvectors consisting of the basis of R^{V (K1)} (respectively, R^{V (K2)}). So, L^{up}_0 (K_1□K_2) has a set of orthonomal eigenvectors consisting of the basis of R^{V (K1)×V (K2)}. The Eq. (4.7) follows. □

Remark 4.11. By a similar proof as in Lemma 4.10, we have the following result:

(4.8) Q^{up}_0 (K_1□K_2) = Q^{up}_0 (K_1) ⊗ I_{V (K2)} + I_{V (K1)} ⊗ Q^{up}_0 (K_2), and (4.9) SpecQ^{up}_0 (K_1□K_2) = {λ + μ : λ ∈ SpecQ^{up}_0 (K_1), μ ∈ SpecQ^{up}_0 (K_2)}.

Lemma 4.12. Let K_1□K_2 be the Cartesian product of complexes K_1 and K_2. Then for i ≥ 1, B_i(K_1□K_2) is the union of following disjoint graphs: |V (K_2)| copies of B_i(K_1), and |V (K_1)| copies of B_i(K_2). Consequently,

(4.10) L^{up}_i (K_1□K_2) = L^{up}_i (K_1) ⊗ I_{V (K2)} ⊕ I_{V (K1)} ⊗ L^{up}_i (K_2),

where I_{V (K1)}, I_{V (K2)} are the identity matrices defined on V (K_1), V (K_2) respectively.

Proof. Let v be a vertex of K_2. Taking {v} as a complex consisting of the only vertex v, we have the Cartesian product K_1□{v}, which is isomorphic to K_1. So, B_i(K_1□{v}) is isomorphic to B_i(K_1), and hence B_i(K_1□K_2) contains |V (K_2)| disjoint copies of B_i(K_1), namely, B_i(K_1□{v}) for v ∈ V (K_2). Similarly, B_i(K_1□K_2) contains |V (K_1)| disjoint copies of B_i(K_2), namely B_i({u}□K_2) for u ∈ V (K_1).

Observe that B_i(K_1□v) and B_i(u□K_2) share no common vertices as F × v ≠ u × F^′ for any F ∈ S_i(K_1) ∪ S_{i+1}(K_1) and F^′ ∈ S_i(K_2) ∪ S_{i+1}(K_2). So, B_i(K_1□K_2) contains the union of following disjoint graphs: |V (K_2)| copies of B_i(K_1) and |V (K_1)| copies of B_i(K_2). Also, there exists no edges between any two ones of the above graphs, as F × v /∈ ∂(F̄ × v^′) ∪ ∂(u × F̄^′) and u × F^′ /∈ ∂(u^′ × F̄^′) ∪ ∂(F̄ × v) for any F ∈ S_i(K_1), F^′ ∈ S_i(K_2), F̄ ∈ S_{i+1}(K_1), F̄^′ ∈ S_{i+1}(K_2), u ≠ u^′ and v ≠ v^′. So we prove the first result.

By the above discussion, L^{up}_i (K_1□K_2) is a direct sum of L^{up}_i (K_1□{v}) for v ∈ V (K_2) and L^{up}_i ({u}□K_2) for u ∈ V (K_1), which implies that Eq. (4.10) by noting that w(F × v) = w_1(v) and w(u × F^′) = w_2(F^′). □

Note that (K_1□K_2)^{(1)} = K^{(1)}_1 □K^{(1)}_2 , and K^{(1)}_1 □K^{(1)}_2 is connected if and only if K^{(1)}_1 and K^{(2)}_1 are both connected (as graphs) [21].

Theorem 4.13. Let K_1, K_2 be (i + 1)-path connected complexes. Then B_i(K_1□K_2) is balanced if and only if B_i(K_1) and B_i(K_2) are both balanced.

Proof. Firstly, we consider the case of i = 0. As K_1, K_2 be 1-path connected, K^{(1)}_1 and K^{(2)}_1 are both connected. So, (K_1□K_2)^{(1)} is connected and hence K_1□K_2 is 1-path connected. Suppose that B_0(K_1□K_2) is balanced. Then by Lemma 3.3 and Remark 4.11,

(4.11) λ_{max}(L^{up}_0 (K_1□K_2)) = λ_{max}(Q^{up}_0 (K_1□K_2)) = λ_{max}(Q^{up}_0 (K_1)) + λ_{max}(Q^{up}_0 (K_2)).

So, also by Lemma 3.3, (4.12) λ_{max}(L^{up}_0 (K_1)) = λ_{max}(Q^{up}_0 (K_1)), λ_{max}(L^{up}_0 (K_2)) = λ_{max}(Q^{up}_0 (K_2)), which implies that B_0(K_1) and B_0(K_2) are both balanced. Conversely, if B_0(K_1) and B_0(K_2) are both balanced, then Eq. (4.12) holds and hence Eq. (4.11) holds. So B_0(K_1□K_2) is balanced.

For i ≥ 1, by Lemma 4.12, B_i(K_1□K_2) is the union of following disjoint graphs: |V (K_2)| copies of B_i(K_1), and |V (K_1)| copies of B_i(K_2). So the result follows immediately in this case. □

4.4. Duplication of motifs.

Definition 4.14. [20] Let K be a complex and S be a collection of simplices in K. The closure of S written ClS is the smallest subcomplex of K that contains all simplices in S. The star of S written StS is the set of all simplices in K that have a face in S. The link of S, written LkS, is defined to be ClStS − StClS.

Definition 4.15. [20] Let K be a complex. The subcomplex Σ of K is a motif if Σ contains all simplices in K on the vertices of V (Σ).

Definition 4.16. [20] Let Σ be a subcomplex of a complex K. Σ is called a i-motif if the following conditions hold.

(1) (∀F_1, F_2 ∈ Σ), if F_1, F_2 ⊂ F ∈ K, then F ∈ Σ. (2) dim LkΣ = i.

Lemma 4.17. [20] If K is an (i + 1)-path connected complex, then any motify satisfying (1) in Definition 4.16 will have a link of dimension i.

Definition 4.18. Tow complexes K and L are isomorphic if there exists a bijection f : V (K) → V (L) such that {v_0, . . . , v_k} ∈ K if and only if {f(v_0), . . . , f(v_k)} ∈ L.

Now let Σ be an i-motif of K with vertex set V (Σ) = {v_0, . . . , v_k}. Let V (LkΣ) = {u_0, . . . , u_m}. According to the definition of link, V (Σ) ∩ V (LkΣ) = ∅. Define a complex Σ^′ with vertex set V (Σ^′) = {v^′_0, . . . , v^′_k}, which is isomorphic to Σ by the isomorphism f : v_i → v^′_i. Then K^Σ := K ∪ {{v^′_{i0} , . . . , v^′_{il} , u_{j1} , . . . , u_{js} } | {v_{i0} , . . . , v_{il} , u_{j1} , . . . , u_{js} } ∈ K} is a complex obtained from K by the duplication of the i-motif Σ. Denote by K_Σ′ = (K\StΣ) ∪ StΣ^′, a subcomplex of K^Σ which is isomorphic to K via a map f̄ with f̄|_{V (Σ)} = f and f̄|_{V (K)\V (Σ)} = id. Theorem 4.19. Let K be an (i+1)-path connected complex and let Σ be an i-motif of K. Then B_i(K^Σ) is balanced if and only if B_i(K) is balanced.

Proof. As K is a subcomplex of K^Σ, B_i(K) is a subgraph of B_i(K^Σ). So, if B_i(K^Σ) is balanced, then B_i(K) is balanced.

Conversely, suppose that B_i(K) is balanced. Then B_i(K_Σ′ ) is also balanced as K_Σ′ is isomorphic to K. Let C be any cycle of B_i(K^Σ). If C is contained in B_i(K) or B_i(K_Σ′ ), then C is positive as B_i(K) and B_i(K_Σ′ ) are both balanced. Otherwise, C contains both faces F̄ ∈ StΣ and F̄^′ ∈ StΣ^′. Note that there is an isomorphism f̄ from K to K_Σ′ . So, f̄ induces a bijection between faces in StΣ and the faces in StΣ^′ , together with their orientations, namely, if [w_0, . . . , w_t] is an oriented face of StΣ, then [f̄(w_0), . . . , f̄(w_t)] is an oriented face of StΣ^′. Now replace each F^′ ∈ S_i(StΣ^′) ∪ S_{i+1}(StΣ^′) appeared in C by f̄^{−1}(F^′) ∈ S_i(StΣ) ∪ S_{i+1}(StΣ). We get a circuit C̃ in B_i(K), which is a union of edge-disjoint cycles in B_i(K), say C_1, . . . , C_t. Then

ς(C) = ς(C̃) = ς(C_1) × · · · × ς(C_t) = 1,

as each C_i in B_i(K) is positive. So B_i(K^Σ) is balanced. □

By Theorem 4.19, one can apply the duplication of motifs to construct an infinite family of (i + 1)-path connected complexes with B_i(K) being balanced for each i ≥ 0.

References

[1] W. N. Anderson, T. D. Morley, Eigenvalues of the Laplacian of a graph, Linear Multilinear Algebra, 18:

141-145, 1985. 1, 3.6 [2] C. Bachoc, A. Gundert, A. Passuello, The theta number of simplicial complexes, Israel Journal of Mathematics, 232: 443-481, 2019. 1 [3] Y. Bilu, N. Linial, Lifts, discrepancy and nearly optimal spectral gap, Combinatorica, 26(5): 495-519, 2006. 1 [4] O. Bottema, Über die Irrfahrt in einem Strassennetz, Math. Z., 39: 137-145, 1935. 1 [5] S. Bouc, Homologie de certains ensembles de 2-sous-groups des groupes symétriques, J. Algebra 150 (1992), 158-186. 1 [6] F. Chung, The Laplacian of a hypergraph, DIMACS Ser. Discrete Math. Theoret. Comput. Sci., pp. 21-36, 1993. 1 [7] D. Cvetković, P Rowlinson, S. K. Simić, Signless Laplacians of finite graphs, Linear Algebra Appl., 423:

155-171, 2007. 2.2 [8] M. Desai, V. Rao, A characterization of the smallest eigenvalue of a graph, J. Graph Theory, 18: 181-194, 1994. 2.2 [9] X. Dong, M. L. Wachs, Combinatorial Laplacian of the Matching Complex, Electron. J. Combin., 9(1), 2003. 1 [10] A. M. Duval, V. Reiner, Shifted simplicial complexes are Laplacian integral, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 354(11): 4313-4344, 2002. 1, 2.1, 3.6 [11] B. Eckmann, Harmonische Funktionen und Randwertaufgaben in einem Komplex, Comment. Math. Helv., 17 (1): 240-255, 1944. 1

[12] Y.Z. Fan, Y.M. Song, Y. Wang, The Spectra of Laplace operators on covering simplicial complexes, arXiv:

2312.12709v1. 1, 2.2 [13] M. Fiedler, Algebraic connectivity of graphs, Czechoslovak Math. J., 23(2): 298-305, 1973. 1, 4.3 [14] J. Friedman, Computing betti numbers via combinatorial Laplacians, Proceedings of the 28th Annual ACM Symposium on Theory of Computing, pp. 386-391, 1996. 2.1 [15] K. Golubev, On the chromatic number of a simplicial complex, Combinatorica, 37: 953-964, 2017. 1 [16] R. Gustavson, Laplacians of covering complexes, Rose Hulman Undegrad. Math. J., 12(1): 1-18, 2011. 1 [17] W. Haemers, E. Spence, Enumeration of cospectral graphs, Europ. J. Combin., 25: 199-211, 2004. 2.2 [18] F. Harary, On the notion of balance of signed graph, Michigan Math. J., 2(2), 1953. 3 [19] D. Horak, J. Jost, Interlacing inequalities for eigenvalues of discrete Laplace operators, Ann. Global Anal.

Geom., 43: 177-207, 2013. 2.1 [20] D. Horak, J. Jost, Spectra of combinatorial Laplace operators on simplicial complexes, Adv. in Math., 244:

303-336, 2013. 1, 2.1, 3, 3.6, 4.1, 4.6, 4.14, 4.15, 4.16, 4.17 [21] W. Imrich, S. Klavžar, Product Graphs, Wiley-Interscience, New York, 2000. 4.3 [22] G. Kirchhoff, Uber die Auflösung der Gleichungen, auf welche man bei der untersuchung der linearen verteilung galvanischer Ströme geführt wird, Ann. Phys. Chem., 72: 497-508, 1847. 1 [23] T. Kaufman, A. Lubotzky, High dimensional expanders and property testing, Proceedings of the 5th conference on Innovations in theoretical computer science, pp. 501-506, 2014. 1 [24] T. Kaufman, I. Oppenheim, High order random walks: Beyond spectral gap, Combinatorica, 40: 245-281, 2020. 1 [25] A. Lubotzky, Ramanujan complexes and high dimensional expanders, Japa. J. Math., 9: 137-169, 2014. 1 [26] A. Lubotzky, High dimensional expanders,Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians (ICM 2018), pp. 705-730, World Scientific, 2019. 1 [27] A. Lubotzky, O. Parzanchevski, From Ramanujan graphs to Ramanujan complexes, Phil. Trans. R. Soc. A, 378: 20180445, 2020. 1 [28] X. Luo, D. Zhang, Spectrum of signless 1-Laplacian on simplicial complexes. Electron. J. Combin., 27:

P2.30, 2020. 1 [29] J. R. Munkres, Elements of Algebraic Topology, Addison Wesley, 1984. 4.1 [30] J. Rotman, Covering complexes with application to algebra, Rocky Mountain J. Math., 3: 641-674, 1973. 1 [31] T. Zaslavsky, Signed graphs, Discrete Appl. Math., 4: 47-74, 1982.

3.1 Center for Pure Mathematics, School of Mathematical Sciences, Anhui University, Hefei 230601, P. R. China Email address: fanyz@ahu.edu.cn

Center for Pure Mathematics, School of Mathematical Sciences, Anhui University, Hefei 230601, P. R. China Email address: wuhf@stu.ahu.edu.cn

Center for Pure Mathematics, School of Mathematical Sciences, Anhui University, Hefei 230601, P. R. China Email address: wangy@ahu.edu.cn