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1. Introduction

Cospectrality is an old problem of classical graph theory. In [6] an example of cospectral
graphs was given (see Fig. 1).
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Figure 1. Nonisomorphic graphs with the same
spectrum of adjacency matrices

By cospectral (isospectral) in classical graph theory they mean two nonisomorphic
graphs with the same spectrum of the adjacency matrix (see [7], Sec. 6.1). In many cases
it is more convenient to deal with discrete Laplacians instead of adjacency matrices.
There are different definitions of the discrete Laplacian sometimes called normalized
Laplacian (see [9], p.2). By discrete Laplacian we mean the matrix D~/2AD~'/2 where
A is the adjacency matrix and D = diag{d(v1), d(v2), ..., d(v,)} where d(v;) is the degree
of the vertex v;. This definition differs from the definition in [9] by shifting the spectral
parameter A — A+ 1. Despite the spectra of the adjacency matrices of the graphs shown
at Fig. 1 are the same, the spectra of the discrete Laplacians of these graphs are different:
they are the sets of zeros of the polynomials 1628 — 252% + 92% and 202® — 332° 4 1324,
respectively.

In quantum graph theory it is usual to consider spectral problems generated by the
Sturm-Liouville equations on equilateral metric graph domains with the Neumann or
Dirichlet boundary conditions at the graphs pendant vertices and generalized Neumann
(continuity and Kirchhoff’s) conditions at its interior vertices. Here the problem of
cospectrality arises also.

It was shown in [20] that there exist cospectral graphs (nonisomorphic graphs with
the same spectrum of the Sturm-Liouville problem) in quantum graph theory. The
example mentioned in [20] shows two nonisomorphic equilateral metric graphs of Fig.
2.
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Figure 2. Nonisomorphic graphs with the same
spectrum of the discrete Laplacians

It should be noticed that in the case of graphs with noncommensurate edges the
spectrum uniquely determines the shape of the graph [10]. Notice that the graphs of
Fig. 2 are regular and have the same number of edges. It is easy to see that two
nonisomorphic regular graphs with zero potentials on the edges, the same number of
the vertices and the same degree of the vertices have the same spectrum of the discrete
Laplacian if and only if they have the same spectrum of their adjacency matrices. But
this is true only for regular graphs.

The spectra of quantum graph problems are related to the discrete Laplacians of
the corresponding graphs in the following way: the eigenvalues of the discrete Laplacian
are nothing but the coefficients of the second term of the asymptotics of the eigenvalues
of the quantum problem with the (generalized) Neumann boundary conditions at the
vertices of this graph (see [5] where the results of [4], [8] and of [3] were used). This
enables to obtain information on the form of a graph using the asymptotics of the
eigenvalues.

In [I1], [2] a ‘geometric’ Ambarzumian’s theorem was proved stating that if the
spectrum of the Sturm-Liouville problem with the Neumann boundary conditions is
such as in the case of the problem on a single interval with the zero potential then
the graph is P, and the potential of the Sturm-Liouville equation is zero. In [5] a
geometric Ambarzumian’s theorem was proved for connected simple equilateral graphs
of 5 or less vertices and for trees of 8 or less vertices. This theorem states that if the
spectrum of the Sturm-Liouville problem with the Neumann boundary conditions at the
pendant vertices and generalized Neumann conditions at the interior vertices is such as
the spectrum of this problem in case of zero potentials on the edges then this spectrum
uniquely determines the form of the graph and the zero potentials on the edges.

However, this result cannot be extended to the case of connected simple equilateral
graphs of 6 vertices. The graphs shown at Fig. 3 have the same first and second terms
of asymptotics of the eigenvalues (see Theorem 4.5 below). These graphs were obtained
in [12] by chopping a vertex of K3 into two vertices.
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Figure 3. Nonisomorphic graphs of 6 vertices with
the same first and second terms of the asymptotics
of the Sturm-Liouville problem eigenvalues

It appears that the identity of the discrete Laplacians spectra does not mean identity
of the first and the second terms of the asymptotics of the eigenvalues of the Sturm-
Liouville problem. In addition we need the numbers of the edges of the graphs to
be equal. For example the graphs shown at Fig. 4 have the same spectra of the
discrete Laplacians but different the first and the second terms of the asymptotics
of the eigenvalues of the Sturm-Liouville problem because their numbers of edges are
different. Therefore, in what follows looking for cospectral graphs, we are interested in
simple connected metric equilateral graphs with the same number edges and the same
spectrum of their discrete Laplacians.

Figure 4. Nonisomorphic graphs with the same
spectrum of the discrete Laplacians which are not
cospectral in the quantum mechanical sense

It is known [5] that the eigenvalues of the discrete Laplacian can be found from
the asymptotics of eigenvalues of the Sturm-Liouville problem on a graph not only in
the case of ‘Ambarzumian’s’ asymptotics. Thus, putting aside Ambarzumian’s theorem
and the potentials admitting them to be arbitrary real L, functions we put a question:
can we find the shape of a simple connected equilateral graph using the asymptotics of
the eigenvalues of the Sturm-Liouville spectral problem with the Neumann boundary
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conditions at the pendant vertices and generalized Neumann conditions at the interior
vertices? Also we are interested in what information on the shape of the graph can
be obtained from the eigenvalue asymptotics in case of the Dirichlet conditions at the
pendant vertices. In [I], [I6] admitting Dirichlet conditions at some of the vertices
a method for constructing families of cospectral systems is proposed, using linear
representations of finite groups.

In Section 2 we formulate the spectral Sturm-Liouville problem on a simple
connected equilateral graph with the generalized Neumann conditions at the interior
vertices and Neumann conditions at the pendant vertices and another problem with the
Dirichlet conditions at the pendant vertices.

In Section 3 we give some auxiliary results. We consider an associated finite-
dimensional spectral problem and show the relation between the spectrum of the Sturm-
Liouville problem on the graph and the spectrum of the discrete Laplacian corresponding
to this graph in case of the Neumann conditions at the pendant vertices. Also we show
the relations between the spectrum of the Sturm-Liouville problem and the spectrum
of the modified discrete Laplacian of the graphs interior subgraph in the case of the
Dirichlet conditions at the pendant vertices.

In Section 4 we show that for simple connected equilateral graphs with the number
of vertices p < 5 the first and the second terms of the asymptotics of the eigenvalues of
the Sturm-Liouville problem with the Neumann boundary conditions at the pendant
vertices and the generalized Neumann conditions at the interior vertices uniquely
determine the shape of the graph. The same result appears to be true for trees with 8
or less vertices. We also show that among the graphs of 6 vertices there are two of the
same the first and the second terms of asymptotics.

In Section 5 we consider the Sturm-Liouville spectral problem on a simple connected
equilateral graph with the Dirichlet boundary conditions at the pendant vertices and
generalized Neumann conditions at the interior vertices. Here we can receive information
from the asymptotics sufficient to determine the shape of the graph only in the simpliest
cases. However, we obtain much information on the shape of the interior subgraph, i.
e. the subgraph obtained by deleting the pendant vertices and the edges incident with
them.

2. Statement of the problems

Let GG be a simple connected equilateral graph with p vertices and g edges of the length
[ each. We denote by v; the vertices, by d(v;) their degrees, by e; the edges. We
direct each peripheral (incident with the a pendant vertex) edge away from its pendant
vertex. Orientation of the rest of the edges is arbitrary. Thus, for an interior vertex v;
we consider its indegree by d*(v;) and its outdegree d~(v;) = d(v;) — d* (v;). Denote by
W~ (v;) the set of indices js (s = 1,2,...,d (v;)) of the edges outgoing from v; and by
W (v;) the set of indices ks (s = 1,2, ...,d" (v;)) of the edges incoming into v;.

Local coordinates for the edges identify each edge e; with the interval [0, ] so that
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the local coordinate increases in the direction of the edge. This means that each pendant
vertex has the local coordinate 0.

Each interior vertex has the local coordinate [ on its incoming edge, while the local
coordinate of the vertex is 0 on each outgoing edge. Functions y; on the edges are
subject to the system of g scalar Sturm-Liouville equations

_y;/_'_qj(x)yj :)‘yj> (] = 1,2,---,9) (2'1)
where ¢; is a real-valued function which belongs to Ly(0,1). For each interior vertex
with outgoing edges e; (7 € W~ (v;)) and incoming edges e, (k € W (v;)) the continuity
conditions are

y;(0) = (1), (2.2)
and Kirchhoff’s condition is

Yo owh= > 0 (2.3)
k‘EW+(’Ui) jEWf(’Ui)

We impose the Neumann boundary conditions

y,(0) = 0, (2.4)
at the pendant vertices v; (j = r+1,7+2, ..., ppen) and the Dirichlet boundary conditions
y;(0) =0 (2.5)

at the rest of the pendant vertices v; (7 =1,2,...,7).

Let us denote by s;(v/A,z) the solution of the Sturm-Liouville equation on
the edge e; which satisfies the conditions s;(v/), 0) = s;(\/x, 0)—1 = 0 and by ¢;(VA, z)
the solution which satisfies the conditions c;(v/A,0) — 1 = c;-(\/x, 0) = 0. Then
the characteristic function ®(\), i.e. an entire function whose set of zeros coincides
with the spectrum of the problem . can be expressed via sj(\/_ l), ;(\/X, 0),
¢;(v/A, 1) and ¢, (\/_ l) To do it we mtroduce the following system of vector-functions
P\ z) = col{O 0,...,5;(VA, 2),...,0} and ;4 ,(\, z) = col{0,0, ..., ¢;(VA, ), ..., 0} for
j =12 ..g. As in [17] we denote by L; (j = 1,2,...,2¢g) the linear functionals
generated by . Then ®(\) = ||L;(¢x(A, :I:)H is the characteristic matrix
which represents the system of lmear equatlons descrlblng the continuity and Kirchhoff’s
conditions for the interior vertices. Then we call

¢(A) = det(P (X))

the characteristic function of problem (2.1)—(2.5). The characteristic function is
determined up to a constant multiple.

3. Auxiliary results
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For a simple graph, the matrix A = (Ai,j)ﬁjzl where A;; =0 foralli=1,2,....p
and for i # j:

A = 1 if v; and v; are adjacent,
E 0 otherwise,

is called the adjacency matrix. Let

D = diag{d(vy),d(vs), ..., d(v,) }

be the degree matrix. Then
A=D'?ADV?

is called the weighted adjacency matrix or discrete Laplacian.

Let G be a simple connected equilateral graph with g > 2 edges, p vertices, ppen
pendant vertices. Let r (0 < 7 < ppe,) be the number of pendant vertices with the
Dirichlet conditions. We impose the Neumann conditions at the rest of the pendant
vertices. The graph G is obtained by removing the pendant vertices with Dirichlet
boundary conditions and the edges incident with them in . For convenience, the
vertices of G we denote by vy41, Ury2,..., Up. Let A be the adjacency matrix of G’, let
D¢ = diag{d(v.41),d(vr42), ..., d(v,)}, where d(v;) is the degree of the vertex v; in G.
We consider the polynomial Py,  defined by

Poa(z) = det(zD¢g — A).

The following theorem was proved in [13] (Theorem 6.4.2).
Theorem 3.1 Let G be a simple connected graph with at least two edges. Assume
that all edges have the same length | and the same potentials symmetric with respect to

the midpoints of the edges (q(l — x) = q(x)). Then the spectrum of problem f

coincides with the set of zeros of the characteristic function
$p(A) = 87T (VA 1) Py a(c(VAL 1))

where s(v'A,z) and ¢(v/\,x) are the solutions of the Sturm-Liowville equation which

satisfies s(v/'X,0) = s'(vV/1,0) =1 =0 and ¢(v/1,0) — 1 = ¢(V/A,0) = 0.

4. Spectral problem for the case of the Neumann boundary conditions at
the pendant vertices

In this section we consider the case of Neumann boundary conditions at all the

pendant vertices (r = 0), i.e. we consider problem (2.1))—(2.4)).
Theorem 4.1 (Theorem 4.1 of [5]). Let g > p. The eigenvalues of problem (2.1])-

-+ .
2.5, can be presented as the union of subsequences {\p}72, = éylg{)\,(j)}iozl with
the following asymptotics (k € N:= {1,2,...}).
)\(i) _ 27T(]€ - 1)

k—o0 [

1 1
+ 7 Arccos a; +O0 <E) for 1=1,2,...,p, (4.1)
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(tp) _ 21k 1 | 1 -
A T [ AICCos @ + @) <k: for 1=1,2,...,p, (4.2)
and if ¢ > p
A2t W_k+0 l for i=1,2,...q—p (4.3)
k k—oo [ k U

where {ca; }r_, are the eigenvalues of the corresponding discrete Laplacian.
Now let us see what information on the shape of a graph can be obtained from the

asymptotics of the eigenvalues. It is known that
. /\k 7T2
R ReTE (44)
(see [14], [19], [15] or [20] Corollary 1). Thus, we can find the product gi.

Theorem 4.2 Let the spectrum {\}72, of problem (2.1)-(2.4) for a simple
connected equilateral graph with not more than 5 wvertices consist of subsequences:

—+ .
A }io, = UL °° 1 which satisfy the asymptotics
k=1 = 2 Wk Sk=1

4 2m(k — 1 1
)\g):¥+%+0<z) for i:1727--'ap7

: ok 1
)\](;er): 7;__714—0(%) for 7;:1,2,...,]7,

and if ¢ > p

) k 1
)\I(CQP'H) — TrT + O (E) for i = 1,27 q =P

where 0 <p <5, p<gq,veR.

Then the spectrum uniquely determines the shape of the graph and the length of an
edge of this graph.

Proof By Theorem 5.4 in [3] we conclude that \)\g) - 5\,(3)| < C < oo where 5\,(3)
are the eigenvalues of problem f on the same graph with ¢; = 0 for all j
and therefore, presence of the potentials does not influence the first and the second
terms of the asymptotics. By conditions of our theorem {A;}32, = i@f{/\g)},‘ﬁl is the

spectrum of problem (2.1)—(2.4) on a simple connected graph, therefore the spectrum
of the same problem with 0 potentials can be given as the union of subsequences with

. 2m(k — 1
/)\](;):¥+% for 1 =1,2,...,p,

the asymptotics

= 2wk .

A;ﬁﬂa):%—% for i=1,2,...,p,
and if ¢ > p

P k .

)\]g2p+) :—’/Tl for 7/21727""(]_])

where 0 < p < 5, p < ¢. All possible spectra corresponding to simple connected graphs
of 5 or less vertices consist of subsequences ||1} iLe. v = %arccos a; where
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{a;}r_, are the eigenvalues of the corresponding discrete Laplacians, i.e. the zeros of
one of the polynomials mentioned in [5]. The list of the corresponding graphs is also
given in [5].

Thus, the set {«;}'_; uniquely determines the shape of the graph if p < 5. and in
this case also the set {a;}!_; together with the number of edges g can be found from
the asymptotics. Then the length [ of an edge can be found from (4.4). These data
uniquely determine the shape of the graph if p < 5m

Theorem 4.3 (Theorem 5.3 from [5]) Let T be a tree. The eigen’ualues of problem

2p—3 .
(ﬂ/ 2.4|) can be presented as the union of subsequences {\;}32, = '91 {)\,(j)}z":l with
follow

wing asymptotics

/ 2n(k — 1 1 1
)\k = M—i—iarCCOSOQ“i‘O(E) for i:2737"'7p_17 (45)

k—o0 [

P 2k 1 1
)\,(jp R L——f;L1r0(:OSOéZ—|—O<k) for i=2,3,...,p—1, (4.6)

(1) . 7T(]€— 1) l
A ot +0 ’ (4.7)
Here oy =1, 9, i3, ..., 0p_1, 0y = —1 are the eigenvalues of the discrete

Laplacian A.
The proof of the next theorem is mutatis mutandis the proof of Theorem 4.2.
Theorem 4.4 Let the spectrum {\;};2, of problem (2.1)-(2.4) for a simple

op— )
connected equilateral graph consist of subsequences: {\i}32, = @1 {/\,(;)}2":1 with the

asymptotics
@kfmw—i-%—i—O (%) for 1=2,3,...,p—1,
\/)\,(erp_Q) k_:m@ -7+ 0 (2) for 1=2,3,....,p—1,
N = —W(kl_ Yo (%)
with 0 < p < 8.

Then the graph is a tree and the set {ai}f:}l where o; = cosy;l uniquely determines
the shape of the tree.

All possible spectra corresponding to trees of p € {6,7,8} vertices consist of
subsequences (4.1 . ie. v = arccos «; where {a;}}_, are the eigenvalues of
the Correspondlng discrete Laplacian, i.e. the zeros of one of the polynomials given in
[5]. The corresponding graphs are also shown in [5].

It is clear from the proof of Theorem 4.2 that looking at the first two terms of
the asymptotics we can’t distinguish two graph only if the numbers of vertices are the
same, the numbers of edges are the same and the sets {ay},_, corresponding to the
two graphs coincide. The latter means that the characteristic polynomial det(zI — fl)
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corresponding to one of the graphs is a multiple of the characteristic polynomial of the
other one. All simple connected graphs except of trees with 6 vertices are shown at

Figures 5 - 9.
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The corresponding determinants of discrete Laplacians are given below
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Figure 11.

B = 4828 — 722 — 823 +272% + 62 — 1, ¢y = 3625 — 492* — 62° + 1522 + 4z,

B3 = 3220 — 442 — 423 + 1522 + 22 — 1, g = 202° — 212* — 223 4 322,
O5 = 362% — 522" — 423 + 192 + 22 — 1, ¢ = 242° — 292% — 223 4 722,
b7 = 2725 — 362" — 228 + 1222 — 1, g = 4825 — 722" + 2427, g = 3225 — 402" + 822,
_ 6 4 2 _ 6 4 3 2
10 — - - 4 - - - )
¢10 = 362" — 492" + 142" — 1, @11 = 362" — 492" — 62" + 152" + 42
P11 = 3625 — 4821 + 1222, 1o = 482° — 6821 — 423 + 2122 — 2 — 1,
13 = 642° — 9621 — 3622 — 4,

g = 9625 — 11627 — 2023 + 332 + 82 — 1, ¢15 = 802° — 8821 — 162 + 212% + 42 — 1,
b1 = 1082° — 1442 — 2023 4+ 442% + 122, P17 = 7225 — 802* — 1223 + 1622 + 4z,
b1 = 962° — 1242 — 162° + 362% 4+ 82, 19 = 642° — 682* — 82° + 1222,

Boo = 6025 — 6021 — 823 + 822, ¢hyy = 7225 — 8321 — 1023 + 2022 + 22 — 1,
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oo = 8125 — 992 — 1223 + 2727 442 — 1, o3 = 1282° — 1602* — 162° 4 402” + 82,
o = 1082° — 1352% — 82° + 3522, o5 = 962° — 1122% — 827 + 252 — 1,

Boe = 1082% — 13227 — 1223 + 3322 + 42 — 1, gy = 14425 — 1842% + 4122 — 1,
og = 1442° — 1602* — 3623 4+ 4322 + 172 + 1,

B9 = 2882° — 3082 — 2423 4+ 4422, gy = 1922° — 19621 — 362% + 3522 + 62 — 1,

B31 = 21625 — 22821 — 2423 + 3622, P3y = 21625 — 17121 — 2823 4 722,
33 = 32425 — 3602% + 3622, gy = 19225 — 2042 — 3223 + 3627 + 8z,

35 = 14425 — 1452 — 2823 + 2622 + 42 — 1, b3 = 28825 —3122% —482% + 6822 + 82 — 4,
P37 = 2882° — 2962 — 2023 4+ 532% + 52 — 1, g = 1602° — 1482* — 2423 4 1222,
39 = 2562° — 2722 — 3223 4+ 4822, ¢y = 2432° — 2702% — 362% + 5122 + 122,

Ga1 = 2162° — 2372 — 4227 + 5127 + 122, ¢uo = 32420 — 3602" — 722° + 8427 + 242,
bag = 2402°% — 2522* — 562% + 532 + 162, day = 1352° — 1262* — 282% + 152% + 4z,
bas = 1802°% — 1762 — 322° + 2722 + 22 — 1, yg = 2402° — 2522 — 562° + 522% + 162,
bar = 2562° — 25624,

g = 57625 —58021 — 11223+ 9222 + 242, y9 = 64825 — 64821 — 10823 +10422 482 — 4,

bso = 40020 — 33627 — 6423, 5 = 5402° — 5162* — 1202° + 7722 + 20z — 1,
bso = 72925 — 72921 53 = 5762° — 55621 — 9223 + 6922 + 42 — 1,
h54 = 3842° — 3602" — 842° + 4827 + 12z, 55 = 7292° — 7292% — 1082° + 10822,
P56 = 5762° — 54dzt — 642° + 3227, dsy = 5122° — 4802* — 1122% + 7227 + 122 — 4,
Pss = 6482° —5852% —1202° + 352 + 262, P59 = 4362° —4352* —1022° + 722 + 302 + 3,
b = 57625 — 56421 — 14422 +932% + 362+ 3, 1 = 57625 — 5642" — 8423 4+ 602% + 122,
Poo = 6482° — 6392" — 722° + 6327, Pg3 = 4322° — 4112" — 842" 4 512° + 12z,
Pes = 48025 — 4402% — 962> + 4822 + 82, g5 = 40525 — 369" — 722° + 3622,
be6 = 3602° — 3192 — 7823 4 3222 4+ 62 — 1,

ber = 90025 — 7362 —2002° + 2822482, gz = 121525 —1080* —2702° + 12022420z — 5,

b9 = 12962° — 11522 — 28823 4+ 11222 + 322, ¢hyo = 72025 — 597+ — 22223 + 1522 4+ 9z,
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¢r1 = 11522° — 10082* — 1922° + 482, 7o = 12962° — 1161* — 1622° + 2727,
b3 = 115225-10322* —22823 49122 +182—1, ¢ry = 11522°—1016*—2682° 410422428z,
¢r5 = 9602°—8122"—2242°+632°+142—1, ¢rg = 12962°—1161"—2522°4+1062>+122—1,
¢ = 10802° —9332% —2222° 46322 + 12z, ¢rg = 7682° —6722* —1922° + 632> + 302 + 3,
P9 = 10242° — 8962" — 2522% + 8422 + 402 + 4.

bso = 12802°—9922* —3522° +33224+282+3, ¢g = 20482° —16642* —4482° +482*+ 162,

Pso = 230420 —18722* —5282°4802°+162, ¢s3 = 23042°—18882"—4802°+532%+122—1,
bsa = 21602° — 17432 — 52823+ 83224282, g5 = 18002° — 139224 — 44423 + 2422 + 122,
bsg = 202525 — 16112 — 5762° + 9122 + 642 4+ 7, g7 = 216025 — 17282" — 43223,
bss = 192025 — 152821 — 5082% + 732% + 40z + 3,
¢s9 = 36002°—26492*—9962°+627+362+3, ¢go = 32002°—23282*—9002"—122+362+4,
Bg1 = 384025 — 28642* — 9762° + 1622 + 162, pgy = 40962° — 30722* — 10242,
o3 = 33752° — 243021 — 8642° — 8122,
Bos = 60002°—40952* —17462° —1802°+182+3, g5 = 64002°—44162* —17922°—19222,
Pos = 10002°—64002*—30402°—52822—322, g7 = 156252°—93752*—50002°—112522—1202—5,

Comparing these polynomials we obtain that the only pair of such graphs of 6 vertices
with the same number of edges and the same set {c;}¢_; consists of the graphs shown
at Fig. 3, i.e. graphs 78 and 79 at Fig. 9. This set {a;}%_, is the set of zeros of the
polynomial given by (see below). Thus, we arrive at

Theorem 4.5 1. Let the spectrum {\p}32, of problem f for a simple

15
connected equilateral graph consist of subsequences: { A}, = yl{Afj)}zO:l which satisfy

asymptotics

@ _ k=1 1 -

Al o l +v%+ 0 ’ for 1=1,2,...,6, (4.8)

- 2k 1

(o) _ 2mk 1 o

AL P T v + O (k) for i=1,2,...,6, (4.9)

(12+i) 7T_k’ 1 .

AL iy +O(l€> for i =1,2,3,4. (4.10)
where the set {a;}9_; = {cosy;l}_, does not coincide with the set of zeros of the
polynomial

¢ = 2562°—2242* 642242122 +102+1 = (2—1)(42+1)3(42°+2—1).(4.11)

Then the set {a;}5_, uniquely determines the shape of the graph.
2. The two nonisomorphic graphs shown on Fig 3 have the same first and second

terms of asymptotics (4.8)- and the characteristic polynomial .

It should be mentioned that in [I§] a pair of cospectral trees of 9 vertices is shown.
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5. Spectral problems with the Dirichlet boundary conditions at the
pendant vertices

In this section we consider spectral problem (2.1)—(2.3), (2.5)) (r = ppen), i.e. we

impose the Dirichlet conditions at all the pendant vertices. We call leaves the edges of
the graph incident with its pendant vertices and interior subgraph the subgraph obtained
by deleting all the pendant vertices and all the leaves. It is clear that in general we
cannot expect uniqueness of the graph corresponding to the given spectrum of problem
—, . In the cases where such graph is not unique we can judge about
the shape of the interior subgraph. Below we consider this spectral problem for some
concrete graphs.

1. Double star graph.

We consider the graph shown at Fig. 12.

Theorem 5.1 Let the degrees m and n of the interior vertices of the double star
graph of Fig. 12 satisfy the inequalities m > 1, n > 1 and mn > 1. Then the spectrum

of problem f, for this double star graph consists of the subsequences with
the asymptotics

" or(k—1) 1 1 1
)\,g ) e — 7 + 7 arccos T + 0 z for keN,
. ok 1 1 1
A,g)kij—jarccosﬁ+O<E) for keN,

3 2k —1)m 1 1 1
)\,g)kjoof—i-jarccosm—i-O z for keN,

p 2k—)r 1 1 1
A,g)k_:}oof—iarccosﬁjLO z for k€N,

; k 1
\/)\;,Z) = 7T——i—O(—) for 1 =5,6,...m+n+1 and ke N.

k—oo [ k

N

n-1

1
2 \
m-1

Figure 12. Double star graph.
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Proof The interior subgraph in this case is P, Dg = diag{m,n},

A 0 1
A=
(1 o)
and P4 = 1 —mnz®. Thus, a; = —\/#m—n and ay = \/;m*n Applying Theorem 3.1 we
finish the proof m

Theorem 5.2 Let the spectrum of problem f, consist of subsequences
with the asymptotics

A U — )+ +0<]1€) for keN,

2k 1
(2 _ _
Ay T v+ O(k‘) for keN,

2k:—1 1

o — BE- U +7+0<—) for  keN,
k~>oo k
2k:—1 1

\/ A —”y—l—O(—) for keN,
k—)oo k

; 1
)\S) = 7r_k+0(_> for 1 =5,6,...,s and k€ N.
k—oo [ k

Then these asymptotics uniquely determine the shape of the graph as a double star
with the number of leaves incident with the interior vertices m — 1 and n — 1 (see Fig.
12) where the pair of natural numbers m and n compose a solution of the system of
equations

m+n=s—1, mn= (cosyl)> (5.1)

This system possesses two solutions which correspond to isomorphic graphs.
Proof By Theorem 5.4 in [3] we conclude that |\ — AY)| < € < oo where A
are the eigenvalues of problem (2.1))—(2.3)), (2.5 on the same graph with ¢; = 0 for all

7 and therefore, presence of the potentials does not influence the first and the second

Niis
terms of the asymptotics. By conditions of our theorem {A\;}, = "0 {)\ }k 1

is the spectrum of problem (2.1)—(2.3), (2.5) on a simple connected graph therefore
the spectrum of the same problem with 0 potentials can be given as the union of
subsequences such that

~ 2m(k —1 1
)\/,(Cl):¥—|—7arccos\/ﬁ for keN,
(2 21k 1 1
)"(C)IT_YMCCOSW for keN,
~ 2k—1 1 1
/\l(vg)zw—f—jarccosm for keN,
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o k—Dr 1
A= ; ; arccos —\/ﬁ for k€N,

7k
)\(l " for i=5,6,...m+n+1 and k€ N.

m+n+1 ~(i .
The set .91 {A,g)},;“;l is the spectrum of problem 1}1) 1) on the double star

graph of Fig. 12 with zero potentials on the edges. The two solutions of system ([5.1))
correspond to the isomorphic graphs where n and m are swapped m

Below we show that if the graph is more complicated the asymptotics of problem
7, do not determine the shape of the graph uniquely.

2. Caterpillar graph.

Here we consider the graph of Fig. 13.

Theorem 5.3 The spectrum of problem f, for the caterpillar graph
of Fig. 13 consists of subsequences which behave asymptotically as follows

2n(k —1 1

AD M—FV—FO(—) for keN, (5.2)

k—o0 l k

@ _ 2k _ !

M = T4 O(k;) for keN, (53)
2k —1 1

//\]({:3)16: %4_74_0(%) for keN, (5.4)
2k —1 1

/)\,(:1) — Q_V_FO -] for kel (5.5)
k—1/2 1

/Al(€5>k: #H)(E) for keN, (5.6)

(i) ol

1 mip +m
3
Y= —arccos 4/ ————, S=1my +ma +ms
l AR UYL

and m; (i =1,2,3) are the degrees of the interior vertices vy, ve, vs, Tespectively.

where

m;, —1 -2 mz-—l

Figure 13. Caterpillar graph.
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Proof The interior subgraph in this case is Pj,

ﬁg = diag{my, ma, ms},

0 1 0
A=|(10 1],
0 1 0
and Pygo = (my + m3)z — mymamgz3.  Thus, the zeros of this polynomial are
ap = — /i ay = 0 and a3 = /o2 Applying Theorem 3.1 we finish the

proof m

Theorem 5.4 Let the spectrum of problem f, consist of subsequences
with the asymptotics —.

Then the graph is the caterpillar graph of Fig. 13 with the interior subgraph Ps and
the numbers of leaves incident with the interior vertices are my — 1, mgo — 2, m3 — 1
where the triplet my > 1, mg > 2, m3 > 1 is a solution of system

my +ms +mg = s, (5.8)
M Ems cos® 1. (5.9)
m1maoms

Proof The proof is mutatis mutandis the proof of Theorem 5.2 m

Remark 1. In some cases the graph corresponding to the given ~ obtained from
the asimptotics and to the given number of edges (m; + ms + m3 — 2) is unique. For
example, if the number of edges is m; + my +ms — 2 = 5 and cos? vl = % then the
graph is of the form shown at Fig. 14.

g
AN

Figure 14. The graph corresponding

toy = % arccos( \/1—?2) and the number
of edges 5.

2. If the number of edges is m; + my + ms — 2 = 18 and cos? vyl = % then we
have two graphs of Fig. 15 corresponding to m; = mz = 8, my = 4 and m; = m3z = 2,
mo = 16, respectively.
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Figure 15. Graphs correspondingtoy = % arccos(i) and the number of edges 18.

3. Graph of a decorated triangle
Theorem 5.5 The spectrum of problem (2.1)-(2.5), for the graph of Fig. 16

consists of subsequences which behave asymptotically as follows:

i 2m(k —1 1 .
A ”(—)+%+0 =) for keN i=123 (5.10)
i 2k 1
AW — i—%+0(—> for keN i=4,56 (5.11)
k—oo [ k
0 _ 27k 1 _
A i +O(k> for keN =728, ..,s, (5.12)
where s = my + ms + ms, m;s are the degrees of the interior vertices, v; := %arccos T

(i =1,2,3) and 7; are the zeros of the polynomial

o= mimamsz® — sz — 2.

m1—2

m3_2

Figure 16. Decorated triangle graph.
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Proof The interior subgraph in this case is Cj, the degree matrix is Dg =
diag{my, ma, ms},

01 1
A=|(1 0 1],
1 10

and Pp g =2+ (my + my + m3)z — mymamsz®. Applying Theorem 3.1 we finish the
proof.
Theorem 5.6 Let the spectrum of problem (2.1)-(2.9), (2.5) consists of

subsequences with the asymptotics described by -[5-19).
Then the interior subgraph is Cs. The numbers m; —2 (i = 1,2,3) where (my, mo,

ms) is a solution of the system of equations

2
mimeing = (513)
T17273
mi + meo + Mg = S, (514)
where m;s are the degrees of the interior vertices and ~; = %arccos Ti.

Proof The proof of this theorem is mutatis mutandis the proof of Theorem 5.2 m

Remark The solution of the system , is unique in case of s = 9 and
TIToTy = % In this case asymptotics — uniquely determine the shape of
the graph. Each vertex of the interior subgraph has one incident leaf. In case of s = 10
and 17973 = % the solution of system , is not unique but all the solutions
lead to isomorphic graphs. Thus in this case also the asymptotics uniquely determine
the shape of the graph. However, in case of s = 14 and my17y73 = % the system ,
has solutions m; = my = 3, mg = 8 and m; = my = 6, mg = 2 which correspond
to nonisomorphic graphs shown at Fig 17.

Figure 17. Nonisomorphic graphs with the same first and second terms of
asymptotics of eigenvalues of the Sturm-Liouville problem with the Dirichlet
conditions at the pendant vertices
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