arXiv:2402.17341v1 [math.CO] 27 Feb 2024

Symmetry of graphs and perfect state transfer in Grover walks

Sho Kubota^∗ Kiyoto Yoshino^†

Abstract We study relationships between symmetry of graphs and perfect state transfer in Grover walks.

Symmetry of graphs mathematically refers to automorphisms of graphs. When perfect state transfer occurs between two vertices, the following two statements hold. One is that automorphisms preserve the occurrence of perfect state transfer. The other is that the stabilizer subgroups of the automorphism groups with respect to those two vertices coincide. Using these results, we completely characterize circulant graphs up to valency 4 that admit perfect state transfer. Its proof uses also algebraic number theory.

Keywords: perfect state transfer, Grover walk, circulant graph, automorphism MSC 2020 subject classifications: 05C50; 81Q99

1 Introduction

Quantum walks are a powerful tool in quantum computing and quantum information processing, with potential applications in quantum algorithms [1], quantum simulations [20], and quantum cryptography [21]. They have also been studied from a purely mathematical point of view as they show interesting properties not found in classical random walks, such as localization [13] and periodicity [12]. One of the most attractive properties of quantum walks is perfect state transfer, which roughly speaking refers to transferring between specific quantum states with probability 1. Perfect state transfer has important applications in quantum communication and quantum information processing [8].

The subject of this paper is perfect state transfer in Grover walks, which are typical discrete time quantum walks. Although perfect state transfer in continuous time quantum walks has been well studied, those in discrete time quantum walks have not been as well investigated as in continuous time quantum walks. For literature on perfect state transfer in continuous time quantum walks, we refer to Godsil’s survey [9]. Representative studies of perfect state transfer in discrete time quantum walks are summarized in Section 1 of Zhan’s paper [22]. Among these, the studies dealt with Grover walks are summarized in Table 1.

Graphs Ref. Diamond chains [15] K_2 + K_n, K_2 + C_n [2] Circulant graphs with valency 4 [22] K_{m,m,...,m} [16] Table 1: Previous works on perfect state transfer in Grover walks

We focus on Zhan’s work [22]. Zhan discovered an infinite family of circulant graphs with valency 4 that admits perfect state transfer. We extend her result and completely characterize circulant graphs

∗Department of Information Systems, Faculty of Information Science and Technology, Osaka Institute of Technology, Osaka 573-0196, Japan. sho.kubota@oit.ac.jp

†Department of Computer Science, Faculty of Applied Information Science, Hiroshima Institute of Technology, Saeki Ward, Hiroshima, 731-5143, Japan. k.yoshino.n9@cc.it-hiroshima.ac.jp

up to valency 4 that admit perfect state transfer. In particular, we provide the result for valency 4 as the following first main theorem. Readers who want detailed terminologies and definitions can find them in later sections.

Theorem 1.1. Let X = X(Z_{2l}, {±a, ±b}) be a connected 4-regular circulant graph. Let x, y ∈ Z_{2l}. Then, the graph X admits perfect state transfer from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_y at minimum time τ ∈ Z_{≥1} if and only if a + b = l, y = x + l and one of the following hold.

(i) l is odd and τ = 2l.

(ii) l ≡ 2 (mod 4) and τ = l.

The cases of valency 2 and 3 are provided in Theorems 5.1 and 7.4, respectively. Roughly speaking, if the valency is 2, perfect state transfer occurs when the number of vertices is even, and if the valency is 3, it does not occur.

To study perfect state transfer on circulant graphs, we investigate relationships between perfect state transfer and symmetry of graphs, where “symmetry of graphs” precisely refers to “automorphisms of graphs”. It has been observed in many examples that perfect state transfer occurs between two “antipodal” vertices. This paper makes the reason mathematically more clear. Relationships between perfect state transfer and automorphisms of graphs are the following, which is our second main theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let σ be an automorphism of a graph Γ = (V, E), and let x, y ∈ V . If perfect state transfer occurs from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_y on Γ at time τ ∈ Z_{≥1}, then the following hold.

(i) Perfect state transfer occurs from d^∗e_{σ(x)} to d^∗e_{σ(y)} at time τ.

(ii) Aut(Γ)_x = Aut(Γ)_y.

2 Preliminaries

Let [n] = {0, 1, . . . , n − 1} for a positive integer n. See [10] for basic terminologies related to graphs. Let Γ = (V, E) be a graph with the vertex set V and the edge set E. Throughout this paper, we assume that graphs are simple and finite, i.e., |V | < ∞ and E ⊂ {{x, y} ⊂ V | x ≠ y}. Define A = A(Γ) = {(x, y), (y, x) | {x, y} ∈ E}, which is the set of the symmetric arcs of Γ. The origin x and terminus y of a = (x, y) ∈ A are denoted by o(a) and t(a), respectively. We write the inverse arc of a as a^{−1}.

2.1 Grover walks and related matrices

We define several matrices on Grover walks. Note that Grover walks are also referred to as arc-reversal walks or arc-reversal Grover walks, and they are known as a special case of bipartite walks [7]. Let Γ = (V, E) be a graph, and set A = A(Γ). The boundary matrix d = d(Γ) ∈ C^{V ×A} is defined by d_{x,a} =^{1√}_{deg x} δ_{x,t(a)}, where δ_{a,b} is the Kronecker delta. By directly calculating the entries based on the definition of matrix multiplication, it follows that

dd^∗ = I, (2.1)

where I is the identity matrix. The shift matrix R = R(Γ) ∈ C^{A×A} is defined by R_{a,b} = δ_{a,b}−1 . Clearly, R^2 = I. Define the time evolution matrix U = U(Γ) ∈ C^{A×A} by U = R(2d^∗d − I). The entries of U are computed as U_{a,b} = 2 deg_Γ t(b) δ_{o(a),t(b)} − δ_{a,b}−1 , (2.2) whose substantial proof is in Lemma 5.1 of [18]. The quantum walk defined by U is called the Grover walk on Γ.

x yΨ_{(x,y)} Ψ_{(y,x)}

Figure 1: The entries of a vector written on the arcs of the graph

Note that the matrix U can be visually captured by regarding it as a linear mapping. Let Γ = (V, E) be a graph. We write the entries of a vector Ψ ∈ C^A on the arcs of the graph as in Figure 1. If an entry of Ψ is 0, we omit the arc itself corresponding to the entry. If an entry of Ψ is 1, we may omit the value on the arc corresponding to the entry. See Figure 2. An arrow transmits with weight^2_{degΓ x}

x_{2deg x}^2deg x^{− 1 U}→^{2deg x} − 1^2_{deg x}2_{deg x}^2deg xx

Figure 2: The action of U

except for the opposite arrow, and reflects to the opposite arrow with weight^2_{degΓ x} − 1. See Section 6 in [18] as η = 0 for details. In particular, an arrow is fully transmitted if the degree of the terminus of the arc is 2, as shown in Figure 3.

U→ Figure 3: The action of U in the case where the degree of the terminus of an arc is 2

The discriminant P = P (Γ) ∈ C^{V ×V} is defined by P = dRd^∗. The matrix P corresponds to the time evolution matrix of a certain random walk. Indeed, the matrix P is in some sense a normalized adjacency matrix of a graph. Note that the adjacency matrix A = A(Γ) ∈ C^{V ×V} of a graph Γ = (V, E) is defined by A_{x,y} = { 1 if {x, y} ∈ E, 0 otherwise.

If a graph is regular, then the two matrices are closely related:

Lemma 2.1. Let Γ be a k-regular graph, and let A and P be the adjacency matrix and the discriminant of Γ, respectively. Then we have P =^1_k A.

This can be verified straightforwardly. A more general claim and its proof can be found in Theorem 3.1 of [17] and Proposition 3.3 of [17].

Since the discriminant P is a normal matrix, it has a spectral decomposition. Let λ_1, . . . , λ_s be the distinct eigenvalues of P , and let W_i be the eigenspace associated to λ_i. Let d_i = dim W_i, and let u^{(i,1)}, . . . , u^{(i,di)} be an orthogonal basis of W_i. Then, the matrix

E_i = d_i∑

j=1 u^{(i,j)}(u^{(i,j)})^∗ (2.3)

is called the projection matrix associated to the eigenvalue λ_i, and it satisfies P = s∑ i=1 λ_iE_i, E_iE_j = δ_{i,j} E_i, (2.4) E^∗_i = E_i, (2.5) s∑ i=1 E_i = I. (2.6)

See [19] for the spectral decomposition of matrices. Using the above properties, the following can be obtained.

Lemma 2.2. Let M be a normal matrix with the spectral decomposition M = ∑_s i=1 λ_iE_i, and let p(x) be a polynomial. Then we have p(M) = ∑_s i=1 p(λ_i)E_i.

2.2 Perfect state transfer

Let Γ be a graph, and let U = U(Γ) be the time evolution matrix. A vector Φ ∈ C^A is a state if ‖Φ‖ = 1. For distinct states Φ and Ψ, we say that perfect state transfer occurs from Φ to Ψ at time τ ∈ Z_{≥1} if there exists γ ∈ C with norm one such that U^τ Φ = γΨ. As mentioned in Section 4 of [6], the occurrence of perfect state transfer can be restated as follows.

Lemma 2.3 (Section 4 in [6]). Let Γ be a graph, and let U = U(Γ) be the time evolution matrix. Perfect state transfer occurs from a state Φ to a state Ψ at time τ if and only if | ⟨U^τ Φ, Ψ⟩ | = 1.

Let Γ be a graph with the vertex set V . A state Φ is said to be vertex type if there exists a vertex x ∈ V such that Φ = d^∗e_x, where e_x ∈ C^V is the unit vector defined by (e_x)_z = δ_{x,z}. A vertex type state represents a state that has values only on arcs reaching toward some vertex. Indeed, letting e_a ∈ C^A be the unit vector defined by (e_a)_z = δ_{a,z}, we have

d^∗e_x = 1 √ deg x ∑ a∈A t(a)=x e_a.

This can be visually represented as shown in the left of Figure 4. A vertex type state corresponds to the situation that a quantum walker is only on some vertex in the model where a walker moves on vertices. See also the right of Figure 4. We study perfect state transfer between vertex type states. See [16] for motivation to restrict states under consideration to vertex type states.

Definition 2.4. For a graph Γ, we say that Γ admits perfect state transfer if perfect state transfer occurs for U(Γ) between two distinct vertex type states.

3 Automorphisms of graphs

In this section, we discuss relationships between symmetry of graphs and perfect state transfer. For a wide readership, we begin by introducing automorphisms of graphs and their associated permutation x^{1√}_3^{1√}_3^1√_3

↔ 1/ √ 3 1/ √ 3 1/ √ 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Figure 4: A vertex type state d^∗e_x with deg x = 3

matrices. Let Γ = (V, E) be a graph. A mapping σ : V → V is an automorphism of Γ if σ is bijective, and {x, y} ∈ E if and only if {σ(x), σ(y)} ∈ E. We denote the set of all automorphisms of Γ by Aut(Γ), and let Aut(Γ)_x = {σ ∈ Aut(Γ) | σ(x) = x} for x ∈ V . We note that automorphisms preserve the degrees of vertices, i.e., deg σ(x) = deg x (3.1)

for any x ∈ V . See Lemma 1.3.1 in [10] for its proof.

Let σ be an automorphism of a graph Γ. Since σ is bijective, it defines the permutation matrix M_σ ∈ C^{V ×V} given by (M_σ )_{x,y} = δ_{x,σ(y)}. Basic properties of permutation matrices are

M^⊤_σ = M^{−1}_σ = M_σ−1 , (3.2) and M_σ e_x = e_{σ(x)} (3.3)

for x ∈ V .

The action of automorphisms of a graph is naturally extended to the set of symmetric arcs. Let σ be an automorphism of a graph Γ, and let A = A(Γ) be the symmetric arc set. Define σ̃ : A → A by σ̃((x, y)) = (σ(x), σ(y)). Cleary, σ̃ is a bijection. Thus, the permutation matrix N_{σ̃} ∈ C^{A×A} is defined by (N_{σ̃} )_{a,b} = δ_{a,σ̃(b)}, and it holds that

N^⊤_{σ̃} = N^{−1}_{σ̃} = N_{σ̃}−1 (3.4)

as in Equality (3.2). Moreover, we have N_{σ̃}e_a = e_{σ̃(a)} (3.5)

for a ∈ A. The following claims are relationships between permutation matrices defined by automorphisms and matrices associated with Grover walks, which plays an important role in this study.

Lemma 3.1. Let σ be an automorphism of a graph Γ. Then we have d^∗M_σ = N_{σ̃} d^∗.

Proof. We want to show that N^{−1}_{σ̃} d^∗M_σ = d^∗. For a ∈ A(Γ) and x ∈ V (Γ), we have

(N^{−1}_{σ̃} d^∗M_σ)_{a,x} = e^⊤_a (N^{−1}_{σ̃} d^∗M_σ)e_x

= (N_{σ̃}e_a)^⊤d^∗(M_σe_x) (by (3.4))

= e^⊤_{σ̃(a)}d^∗e_{σ(x)} (by (3.3) and (3.5))

= (d^∗)_{σ̃(a),σ(x)} = d_{σ(x),σ̃(a)}

= 1 √ deg σ(x) δ_{σ(x),t(σ̃(a))} = 1 √ deg x δ_{σ(x),σ(t(a))} (by (3.1)) = 1 √ deg x δ_{x,t(a)} = d_{x,a} = (d^∗)_{a,x}. Thus, we have N^{−1}_{σ̃} d^∗M_σ = d^∗, i.e., d^∗M_σ = N_{σ̃} d^∗.

Lemma 3.2. Let σ be an automorphism of a graph Γ. Then we have UN_{σ̃} = N_{σ̃}U. Proof. We want to show that N^{−1}_{σ̃} UN_{σ̃} = U. For a, b ∈ A(Γ), we have (N^{−1}_{σ̃} UN_{σ̃})_{a,b} = e^⊤_a (N^{−1}_{σ̃} UN_{σ̃} )e_b = (N_{σ̃}e_a)^⊤U(N_{σ̃} e_b) (by (3.4)) = e^⊤_{σ̃(a)}Ue_{σ̃(b)} (by (3.5)) = U_{σ̃(a),σ̃(b)} = 2 deg(t(σ̃(b)) δ_{o(σ̃(a)),t(σ̃(b))} − δ_{σ̃(a)}−1_{,σ̃(b)} (by (2.2)) = 2 deg(σ(t(b)) δ_{σ(o(a)),σ(t(b))} − δ_{σ̃(a}−1_{),σ̃(b)} = 2 deg(t(b)) δ_{o(a),t(b)} − δ_a−1_{,b} (by (3.1)) = U_{a,b}. Thus, we have N^{−1}_{σ̃} UN_{σ̃} = U, i.e., UN_{σ̃} = N_{σ̃}U.

In the following, we prove the second main theorem, Theorem 1.2, provided in Section 1. Indeed, the first and second claims in Theorem 1.2 are verified by Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 3.4, respectively. The first asserts, in brief, that automorphisms preserve the occurrence of perfect state transfer between vertex type states.

Theorem 3.3. Let σ be an automorphism of a graph Γ = (V, E), and let x, y ∈ V . If U^τ d^∗e_x = γd^∗e_y (3.6) for a positive integer τ and a complex number γ, then we have U^τ d^∗e_{σ(x)} = γd^∗e_{σ(y)}. In particular, if perfect state transfer occurs from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_y on Γ at time τ, then so does from d^∗e_{σ(x)} to d^∗e_{σ(y)}. Proof. Indeed, U^τ d^∗e_{σ(x)} = U^τ d^∗M_σe_x (by (3.3)) = U^τ N_{σ̃} d^∗e_x (by Lemma 3.1) = N_{σ̃}U^τ d^∗e_x (by Lemma 3.2) = N_{σ̃}γd^∗e_y (by (3.6)) = γN_{σ̃}d^∗e_y = γd^∗M_σe_y (by Lemma 3.1) = γd^∗e_{σ(y)}. (by (3.3))

As a consequence of the above theorem, a necessary condition for perfect state transfer to occur between vertex type states d^∗e_x and d^∗e_y can be formulated in terms of automorphism groups. In short, an automorphism that fixes the vertex x must also fix the vertex y.

Corollary 3.4. Let σ be an automorphism of a graph Γ = (V, E), and let x, y ∈ V . If perfect state transfer occurs from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_y on Γ, then we have Aut(Γ)_x = Aut(Γ)_y.

Proof. Let σ ∈ Aut(Γ)_x, and we want to show that σ(y) = y. Since U^τ d^∗e_x = γd^∗e_y for a positive integer τ and a complex number γ, we have

d^∗e_y = γ^{−1}U^τ d^∗e_x

= γ^{−1}U^τ d^∗e_{σ(x)} (by σ ∈ Aut(Γ)_x) = γ^{−1}γd^∗e_{σ(y)} (by Theorem 3.3) = d^∗e_{σ(y)}. Multiply both sides by the matrix d. Then by Equality (2.1), we have σ(y) = y, and hence σ ∈ Aut(Γ)_y. The reverse inclusion can be verified in a similar way.

4 Circulant graphs

One of the main objects in this paper is circulant graphs, which are Cayley graphs over the additive group Z_n = Z/nZ of integers modulo n. If no confusion arises, we identify an integer x ∈ Z with the equivalent class x + nZ ∈ Z_n.

By using Corollary 3.4, we can determine two vertices in circulant graphs such that perfect state transfer occurs between those two vertices. We recall the definition and basic properties of circulant graphs. Let S be a subset of Z_n \ {0} such that

S = −S, (4.1)

i.e., s ∈ S if and only if −s ∈ S. The circulant graph X(Z_n, S) is the graph with the vertex set Z_n and the edge set {{x, y} | y − x ∈ S}. In circulant graphs, “rotations” and “inversions” are automorphisms as claimed in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1 (pp. 8–9 [10]). Let X = X(Z_n, S). Then we have the following.

(i) For z ∈ Z_n, the mapping ρ_z : Z_n → Z_n defined by ρ_z(x) = x + z is an automorphism of X.

(ii) The mapping r : Z_n → Z_n defined by r(x) = −x is an automorphism of X.

In considering perfect state transfer on circulant graphs between vertex type states, from Theorem 3.3 we may assume that the initial state is d^∗e_0 without loss of generality. Moreover, we obtain simple necessary conditions for perfect state transfer to occur on X(Z_n, S).

Lemma 4.2. Let X = X(Z_n, S), and let x, y be distinct vertices of X. If perfect state transfer occurs on X from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_y, then n is even and y = x +^n_2 .

Proof. Suppose that perfect state transfer occurs from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_y. From ρ_{−x} ∈ Aut(X) and Theorem 3.3, perfect state transfer occurs from d^∗e_{ρ−x(x)} = d^∗e_0 to d^∗e_{ρ−x(y)} = d^∗e_{y−x}. Also, the automorphism r fixes the vertex 0, so Corollary 3.4 implies that r also fixes the vertex y − x, i.e., y − x = r(y − x) = −(y − x). We have 2(y − x) = 0. (4.2)

We note that the operations and equal signs here are on Z_n. Since x ≠ y in Z_n, we see that n is even.

Next, we prove y = x+^n_2 . Let n = 2l. By Equality (4.2), we have 2(y −x) = 0 on Z_{2l}, i.e., y −x ≡ 0 (mod l). Thus, there exists an integer k such that y − x = kl. In particular, we have y − x ∈ {0, l} on Z_{2l}. Since x ≠ y, we obtain y − x = l.

Next, we describe the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of circulant graphs. A general discussion on eigenvalues of Cayley graphs on abelian groups is given in Section 1.4.9 in [5]. In this paper, we avoid representation theoretic discussion and explicitly provide eigenvectors of circulant graphs. Let ζ_n = e^{2πn i}. For j ∈ [n], define the vector u_j ∈ C^{Zn} by

(u_j )_k = ζ^{jk}_n (4.3)

for k ∈ [n].

Lemma 4.3 (Section 1.4.9 in [5]). Let X = X(Z_n, S). Then u_j is an eigenvector of A(X) belonging to the eigenvalue ∑ s∈S ζ^{js}_n . Furthermore, the eigenvectors u_0, u_1, . . . , u_{n−1} are pairwise orthogonal.

Definition 4.4. Let M ∈ C^{n×n} be a normal matrix with the spectral decomposition M = ∑_s i=1 λ_iE_i, where λ_1, . . . , λ_s are the distinct eigenvalues of M, and E_1, . . . , E_s are the orthogonal projections associated to these eigenvalues, respectively. We denote by σ(M) the set of the distinct eigenvalues of M. For a vector x ∈ C^n , we define Θ_M (x) = {λ_i ∈ σ(M) | E_ix ≠ 0}. This is called the eigenvalue support of the vector x with respect to M.

Note that σ(M) is simply a set, so the multiplicities of the eigenvalues are ignored.

Lemma 4.5. Let X = X(Z_n, S), and let A be the adjacency matrix of X. Then we have Θ_A(e_0) = σ(A). Proof. It is enough to show that Θ_A(e_0) ⊃ σ(A). Let λ ∈ σ(A). Define

I_λ = { j ∈ [n] | | | | ∑ s∈S ζ^{js}_n = λ } . Let E_λ be the projection matrix associated to the eigenvalue λ. Then by (4.3) and (2.3), we have

E_λ = 1 n ∑ j∈I_λ u_j u^∗_j . Hence

E_λe_0 = 1 n ∑ j∈I_λ u_j u^∗_j e_0 = 1 n ∑ j∈I_λ u_j . By Lemma 4.3, u_i’s are pairwise orthogonal, so they are linearly independent. This implies that E_λe_0 ≠ 0. Therefore, we have λ ∈ Θ_A(e_0), i.e., σ(A) = Θ_A(e_0).

5 Cycle graphs

As a simple application of the previous sections, we characterize circulant graphs with valency 2 that admit perfect state transfer. Connected 2-regular graphs are cycle graphs. Thus, it is sufficient to consider only C_n = X(Z_n, {±1}) without loss of generality. By Lemma 4.2, if the cycle graph C_n admits perfect state transfer, then n is even. Moreover, let n = 2l, and if perfect state transfer occurs from d^∗e_x, then it must occur from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_{x+l}. Conversely, it can be easily verified that C_{2l} indeed admits perfect state transfer by visually capturing the action of the time evolution matrix U. Readers should recall the action of U described in Figure 3. For simplicity, we confirm this with C_6 as shown in Figure 5, but readers will be convinced that the same is true for general C_{2l}.

In summarizing the above discussion, we have the following.

Theorem 5.1. Let C_n be the cycle graph on n vertices.

(i) If n is odd, then C_n does not admit perfect state transfer between distinct vertex type states.

(ii) If n is even, say n = 2l, then C_n admits perfect state transfer from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_{x+l} at minimum time l.

U→^U→^U→

Figure 5: Visual proof that C_6 admits perfect state transfer at time 3

6 Characterization of perfect state transfer

For circulant graphs with valency 3 or greater, the superposition of quantum walkers, which corresponds to the arrows in our model, is too complex to consider in the same way as in the previous section. Therefore, it is necessary to switch strategies to use of eigenvalues. The main goal of this section is to characterize perfect state transfer by eigenvalues of graphs. We slightly generalize Zhan’s result and connect it to Chebyshev polynomials.

The Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind, denoted by T_n(x), is the polynomial defined by T_0(x) = 1, T_1(x) = x and T_n(x) = 2xT_{n−1}(x) − T_{n−2}(x) for n ≥ 2. It is well-known that T_n(cos θ) = cos(nθ), and hence we have the following.

Lemma 6.1. Let λ ∈ [−1, 1].

(i) |T_τ (λ)| ≤ 1.

(ii) T_τ (λ) = 1 if and only if λ = cos^j_τ π for some even j.

(iii) T_τ (λ) = −1 if and only if λ = cos^j_τ π for some odd j.

Lemma 6.2. Let P be the discriminant of a graph Γ, and τ be a non-negative integer. Then, the spectral radius of P is at most 1, and that of T_τ (P ) is at most 1. In particular, |T_τ (λ)| ≤ 1 for every λ ∈ σ(P ). Proof. It follows from [17, Proposition 3.3] with η = 0 that the spectral radius of P is at most 1. This together with Lemma 6.1 implies that the spectral radius of T_τ (P ) is at most 1.

Furthermore, Chebyshev polynomials connect Grover walks and random walks. Kubota and Segawa presented the following equality and obtained a necessary condition on eigenvalues for perfect state transfer to occur [16].

Lemma 6.3 (Lemma 3.1 in [16]). Let Γ be a graph with the time evolution matrix U and the discriminant P . Then we have dU^τ d^∗ = T_τ (P ) for a non-negative integer τ.

Interestingly, an equality analogous to Lemma 6.3 has recently been presented also in another quantum walk model, which is called vertex-face walks. For more details see Section 4 of the paper written by Guo and Schmeits [11].

Zhan has characterized in Theorem 5.3 of [22] the occurrence of perfect state transfer in terms of eigenvalues and eigenprojections. We slightly extend Zhan’s theorem by using Lemma 6.3. Our claim does not require that graphs are regular.

Lemma 6.4. For two vectors X and Y with ‖X‖ ≤ 1 and ‖Y ‖ = 1, ⟨X, Y ⟩ = 1 if and only if X = Y .

Proof. We assume ⟨X, Y ⟩ = 1. We have 1 = |⟨X, Y ⟩| ≤ ‖X‖‖Y ‖ = ‖X‖ ≤ 1 by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Hence, both equalities hold, i.e, ‖X‖ = 1 and there exists a complex number k such that X = kY . Therefore, 1 = ⟨X, Y ⟩ = k⟨Y, Y ⟩ = k. The converse is clear.

Theorem 6.5. Let Γ = (V, E) be a graph. Let x, y ∈ V and τ ∈ Z_{≥1}. For each eigenvalue λ of P = P (Γ), let E_λ be the eigenprojection of P associated to λ. The following are equivalent. (A) Perfect state transfer occurs on Γ from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_y at time τ. (B) There exists γ ∈ {±1} such that T_τ (P )e_x = γe_y.

(C ) There exists γ ∈ {±1} such that all of the following three conditions are satisfied:

(a) For any λ ∈ σ(P ), E_λe_x = ±E_λe_y.

(b) For any λ ∈ Θ_P (e_x), if E_λe_x = γE_λe_y, then λ = cos^j_τ π for some even j. (c) For any λ ∈ Θ_P (e_x), if E_λe_x = −γE_λe_y, then λ = cos^j_τ π for some odd j.

Moreover, if Γ is regular, then γ = 1 in both (B) and (C ). Proof. Let U be the time evolution matrix of Γ, and P = ∑ λ∈σ(P ) λEλ the spectral decomposition.

We assume (A), and prove (B). We set γ := (d^∗e_y)^∗U^τ (d^∗e_x), and verify γ ∈ {±1} and T_τ (P )e_x = γe_y. Indeed, we have |γ| = 1 from Lemma 2.3. Since d and U are real, we obtain γ ∈ {±1}. In addition, we have ‖T_τ (P )e_x‖ ≤ 1 by Lemma 6.2. Also, we obtain γ = e^∗_yT_τ (P )e_x by Lemma 6.3. We can rewrite this as 1 = ⟨T_τ (P )e_x, γe_y⟩. Hence by Lemma 6.4, we have T_τ (P )e_x = γe_y as desired.

Next, we assume (B), and prove (C). Take γ ∈ {±1} such that T_τ (P )e_x = γe_y. Since 1 = ‖γe_y‖^2 = ‖T_τ (P )e_x‖^2 = ‖ ∑ λ∈σ(P ) T_τ (λ)(E_λe_x)‖^2 = ∑ λ∈σ(P ) |T_τ (λ)|^2‖E_λe_x‖^2 ≤ ∑ λ∈σ(P ) ‖E_λe_x‖^2 = 1

by Lemmas 2.2 and 6.2, we have T_τ (λ) ∈ {±1} for every λ ∈ Θ_P (e_x). Also, from T_τ (P )e_x = γe_y, we have by Lemma 2.2, T_τ (λ)E_λe_x = γE_λe_y for every λ ∈ σ(P ). These together with Lemma 6.1 implies (C).

We assume (C), and prove (A). By Lemmas 6.3 and 2.2, we have (d^∗e_y)^∗U^τ (d^∗e_x) = e^∗_yT_τ (P )e_x = ∑ λ∈σ(P ) T_τ (λ)(E_λe_y)^∗(E_λe_x). (6.1)

Let Θ_± := {λ ∈ Θ_P (e_x) | E_λe_x = ±γE_λe_y}. Then, we have ∑ λ∈σ(P ) T_τ (λ)(E_λ e_y)^∗(E_λe_x) = ∑ λ∈Θ_P (e_x)

T_τ (λ)(E_λe_y)^∗(E_λe_x) = ∑ λ∈Θ_+ T_τ (λ)(E_λe_y)^∗(E_λe_x) + ∑ λ∈Θ_− T_τ (λ)(E_λe_y)^∗(E_λe_x) = ∑ λ∈Θ_+ (E_λe_y)^∗(E_λe_x) + ∑ λ∈Θ_− −(E_λe_y)^∗(E_λe_x) (by (b) and (c)) = ∑ λ∈Θ_+ γ(E_λe_y)^∗(E_λe_y) + ∑ λ∈Θ_− γ(E_λe_y)^∗(E_λe_y) = γ ∑ λ∈σ(P ) (E_λe_y)^∗(E_λe_y) = γ. By Lemma 2.3, we derive (A) as desired.

Currently, we have not found examples of non-regular graphs that admit perfect state transfer with γ = −1.

7 Circulant graphs with valency 3

In this section, we show that 3-regular circulant graphs do not admit perfect state transfer. We note from (4.1) that any 3-regular circulant graph X(Z_n, S) requires that n is even, a ≠ 0,^n_2 and S = {±a,^n_2 }. We remark some notations. Let a^′, b^′ ∈ Z and set a := a^′ + nZ and b := b^′ + nZ. In the case of n ∈ 2Z, a is said to be odd if a^′ is an odd integer, and even otherwise. Two elements a and b are said to be coprime if the greatest common divisor of a^′, b^′ and n equals 1. In other words, they are coprime if n_1a + n_2b = 1 in Z_n for some integers n_1 and n_2. Also, for a function f, we will write f(a^′) as f(a) if f(a^′) = f(a^{′′}) for any a^{′′} ∈ a. For example, e^{2πn a} = e^{2πn a′} and cos(^{2πa}_n ) = cos(^{2πa′}_n ).

Let X = X(Z_{2l}, {±a, l}) be a 3-regular circulant graph, and let P = P (X). Then by Lemma 4.3, the eigenvalues of P are

λ_j = ζ^{aj}_{2l} + ζ^{−aj}_{2l} + ζ^{jl}_{2l} 3 = 2 cos^{aj}_l π + (−1)^j 3 for j ∈ [2l]. Note that for X to be connected, a and l are coprime since there exists a path from 0 to 1, i.e., there exist integers n_1 and n_2 such that n_1a + n_2l = 1 in Z_{2l}.

Definition 7.1. Let r be a rational number p/q with p ∈ Z and q ∈ Z_{≥1} where p and q are coprime. Then define N(r) := q.

Lemma 7.2 (Fact 1.1 in [3]). Let r ∈ Q. The numbers 1 and cos(rπ) are Q-linearly independent if and only if N(r) ≥ 4. In particular, Q ∩ {cos(rπ) | r ∈ Q} = {0, ±1, ±^1_2 }.

Lemma 7.3 (Theorem 1.2 in [3]). Let r_1, r_2 be rational numbers such that neither r_1 − r_2 nor r_1 + r_2 is an integer. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) The numbers 1, cos (r_1π) and cos (r_2π) are Q-linearly independent.

(ii) N (r_j ) ≥ 4 for j ∈ {1, 2}, and (N (r_1) , N (r_2)) ≠ (5, 5).

Theorem 7.4. Let X = X(Z_{2l}, {±a, l}) be a connected 3-regular graph, where a ∈ {1, . . . , l − 1}. Then, perfect state transfer does not occur on X between vertex type states.

Proof. Let x, y ∈ Z_{2l} be distinct vertices in X. We suppose that perfect state transfer occurs from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_y at time τ, and want to derive a contradiction. Let P = P (X). By Lemma 4.5, the eigenvalue λ_1 =^1_3 (2 cos^a_l π − 1) of P is in the eigenvalue support Θ_P (e_x). Thus, Theorem 6.5 implies that there exists an integer s such that 1 3 (2 cos a l π − 1) = cos s τ π. (7.1)

To apply Lemma 7.3, we want to check that neither^a_l +^s_τ nor^a_l −^s_τ is an integer. We suppose that either^a_l +^s_τ or^a_l −^s_τ is an integer. Then we have cos^a_l π = ± cos^s_τ π. If cos^a_l π = − cos^s_τ π, then Equality (7.1) if and only if cos^s_τ π = −^1_5 . This contradicts cos Qπ ∩ Q = {±1, ±^1_2 , 0} which is asserted in Lemma 7.2. Thus, we have cos^a_l π = − cos^s_τ π. Then Equality (7.1) if and only if cos^a_l π = −1. In particular, we have a ∈ lZ, but this is inconsistent with the way a is taken. We are therefore in a situation to apply Lemma 7.3, and hence either N(^a_l ) < 4, N(^s_τ ) < 4, or N(^a_l ) = N(^s_τ ) = 5 happens.

First, we want to reject N(^a_l ) < 4. We assume N(^a_l ) < 4. Since a and l are coprime, we have l = N(^a_l ) < 4, i.e., l ≤ 3. If l = 2, then X = X(Z_4, {±1, 2}) is isomorphic to the complete graph K_4 with 4 vertices. However, K_4 does not admit perfect state transfer. See Section 4.3 in [16] for details. Let l = 3. If a = 1, then X = X(Z_6, {±1, 3}) is isomorphic to the complete bipartite graph K_{3,3}. It has also been shown in Lemma 4.2 of [16] that this graph does not admit perfect state transfer. If a = 2, then we have by (7.1) cos^s_τ π =^{−1+2 cos 23 π}_3 = −^2_3 . However, this contradicts Lemma 7.2 Next, we want to reject N(^s_τ ) < 4. We assume N(^s_τ ) < 4. Then we have cos^s_τ π ∈ Q by Lemma 7.2, so from Equality (7.1) we obtain cos^a_l π ∈ Q. Thus we have N(^a_l ) < 4 by Lemma 7.2. The situation has been returned to the case N(^a_l ) < 4, which has already been rejected.

Finally, we want to reject the case N(^a_l ) = N(^s_τ ) = 5. Then we have cos a l π, cos s τ π ∈ { ±1 ± √ 5 4 } .

However, it can be seen by inspecting the coefficient of √ 5 that none of the values satisfy Equality (7.1).

8 Circulant graphs with valency 4 and a + b = l

Let X = X(Z_{2l}, {±a, ±b}) be a 4-regular circulant graph. Zhan [22] proved that X admits perfect state transfer between vertex type states when l is odd and a + b = l. We completely characterize X which admits perfect state transfer between vertex type states. First, we consider the case of l ≢ 0 (mod 4) and a + b = l.

Lemma 8.1. Let X = X(Z_{2l}, {±a, ±b}) be a 4-regular circulant graph. Assume that a + b = l with l ≢ 0 (mod 4).

(i) If l ≡ 2 (mod 4), then X admits perfect state transfer from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_{x+l} at time l.

(ii) If l is odd, then X admits perfect state transfer from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_{x+l} at time 2l.

Moreover, if X is connected, then these times at which perfect state transfer occurs are minimum.

Proof. First, we prove the case (i). Let l ≡ 2 (mod 4). By Lemma 4.1 (ii) and Theorem 3.3, we may assume that x = 0 without loss of generality. Let P = P (X). We will check the three conditions (a)–(c) of (C) in Theorem 6.5. Before that, we calculate eigenvalues and some projections. The eigenvalues of P are λ_j = { 0 if j is odd, cos^{aj}_l π if j is even

(8.1)

for j ∈ [2l − 1], because

λ_j = ζ^{aj}_{2l} + ζ^{−aj}_{2l} + ζ^{bj}_{2l} + ζ^{−bj}_{2l} 4 (by Lemma 4.3) = 2 cos^{aj}_l π + 2 cos^{bj}_l π 4 = 2 cos^{aj}_l π + 2 cos^{(l−a)j}_l π 4 (by a + b = l) = 1 + (−1)^j 2 cos aj l π. Next we verify

E_λe_0 = { −E_λe_l if λ = 0 E_λe_l otherwise .

(8.2)

Recall the vectors u_j defined by (4.3). We have

⟨u_j , e_0⟩ = ζ^0_{2l} = 1 (8.3) and ⟨u_j , e_l⟩ = ζ^{lj}_{2l} = ζ^j_2 = (−1)^j . (8.4)

Let I_λ = {j ∈ [2l] | λ_j = λ} for a real number λ. We check I_0 = {1, 3, . . . , 2l − 1}. (8.5) By (8.1), we immediately have I_0 ⊃ {1, 3, . . . , 2l − 1}. We suppose that an even integer j satisfies λ_j = 0. Then by (8.1) we have 0 = λ_j = cos^{ajπ}_l , so there exists an odd integer s such that^{ajπ}_l =^s_2 π. Thus, we obtain j =^{ls}_{2a} =^{l2 s}_a . Since l ≡ 2 (mod 4), both^l_2 and s are odd, which contradicts that j is even. Therefore, we have I_0 = {1, 3, . . . , 2l − 1}. Let λ ∈ σ(P ), and calculate E_λe_0. If λ = 0, then

n · E_0e_0 = ∑ j∈I_0 u_j u^∗_j e_0 (by (2.3)) = ∑ j∈I_0 u_j · 1 (by (8.3)) = − ∑ j∈I_0 u_j · (−1) = − ∑ j∈I_0 u_j u^∗_j e_l (by (8.4) and (8.5))

= −n · E_0e_l. (by (2.3)) On the other hand, if λ ≠ 0, then from Equality (8.5) it is guaranteed that the indices in the set [2l] \ I_0 are even. Thus we have

n · E_λe_0 = ∑ j∈I_λ u_j u^∗_j e_0 (by (2.3)) = ∑ j∈I_λ u_j · 1 (by (8.3)) = ∑ j∈I_λ u_j u^∗_j e_l (by (8.4)) = n · E_λe_l. Next, we check the three conditions (a)–(c) of (C) in Theorem 6.5 with γ = 1 and τ = l. First, (a) follows from (8.2). Next we check (b). Note that Θ_P (e_0) = σ(P ) holds by Lemma 4.5. Let λ ∈ σ(P ), and assume E_λe_0 = E_λe_l. Then, λ ≠ 0 follows from (8.2), and this together with (8.5) implies that λ = λ_j holds for some even j. From (8.1), we see that (b) is satisfied. We check (c). Assume E_λe_0 = −E_λe_l. Then, by (8.2), we have λ = 0 = cos^π_2 = cos^{l2}_l π. Since l/2 is odd, we see (c) is satisfied. Therefore, by Theorem 6.5, we see that X admits perfect state transfer from d^∗e_0 to d^∗e_l at time l.

Finally, we show minimality of the time at which perfect state transfer occurs. By Theorem 6.5 (C), if perfect state transfer occurs at time τ, then T_τ (λ) = ±1 for any λ ∈ Θ_P (e_0). By (8.1), we have 0 ∈ σ(P ) = Θ_P (e_0), so ±1 = T_τ (0) = T_τ (cos^π_2 ) = cos^τ_2 π, and hence^τ_2 ∈ Z, i.e., τ ∈ 2Z. (8.6)

In addition, since l ≡ 2 (mod 4),^l_2 − 1 is even integer. Thus, (8.1) implies that cos^{a( l2 −1)π}_l ∈ σ(P ), and hence ±1 = T_τ ( cos a(^l_2 − 1) l π ) = cos aτ(^l_2 − 1) l π. We have^{aτ ( l2 −1)}_l ∈ Z, so aτ (_l 2 − 1 ) ∈ lZ ⊂^l_2 Z. Since a and^l_2 are coprime by the connectivity of X, and^l_2 − 1 and^l_2 are coprime, we have τ ∈^l_2 Z. Hence, by (8.6), we obtain τ ∈ lZ, i.e., τ ≥ l. The minimum time at which perfect state transfer occurs is l.

The case (ii) has already been shown in Theorem 6.1 of [22]. We can show that the time l is minimum in the same manner in (i).

In contrast to the above lemma, perfect state transfer does not occur if l ≡ 0 (mod 4).

Lemma 8.2. Let X = X(Z_{2l}, {±a, ±b}) be a connected 4-regular graph. Assume that a + b = l. If l ≡ 0 (mod 4), then X does not admit perfect state transfer between vertex type states.

Proof. As confirmed in Lemma 4.2, if perfect state transfer occurs from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_y, then y = x + l. By Lemma 4.1 (i) and Theorem 3.3, we may assume that x = 0 without loss of generality. We check that the first condition of Theorem 6.5 (C) does not hold. We use the same notation as in the proof of Lemma 8.1. Since X is connected, a and b are odd. Hence,^l_2 ∈ I_0. By Equalities (8.3) and (8.4), we have E_0e_0 = ∑ j∈I_0 uj and E0el = ∑ j∈I_0 (−1)

j u_j . Supposing that the first condition of Theorem 6.5 (C) holds, from linearly independence of eigenvectors we obtain either 1 = (−1)^j for any j ∈ I_0, or 1 = −(−1)^j for any j ∈ I_0. However, since 1,^l_2 ∈ I_0 and^l_2 ∈ 2Z, none of the above is valid. We see that perfect state transfer does not occur.

9 Circulant graphs with valency 4 and a + b ≠ l

Following the previous section, we study 4-regular circulant graphs X = X(Z_{2l}, {±a, ±b}) with a+b ≠ l. To conclude first, such circulant graphs do not admit perfect state transfer. However, its proof requires a lot of effort. To begin, we check obvious conditions required by the circulant graph X with valency 4. For the graph X to have valency 4, the following must be satisfied:

a, b ≢ 0 (mod l), (9.1) a ± b ≢ 0 (mod 2l). (9.2)

Furthermore, we may assume that a, b ≡ 1, 2, . . . , l − 1 (mod 2l) without loss of generality, and since a − b ≡ ±(l − 2), . . . , ±1 (mod 2l), we must have

a − b ≢ l (mod 2l). (9.3)

9.1 Necessary conditions for a graph to admit perfect state transfer

A complex number α is said to be an algebraic integer if there exists a monic polynomial p(x) ∈ Z[x] such that p(α) = 0. Let Ω denote the set of algebraic integers. The set of algebraic integers forms a ring, in particular, Ω is closed under addition and multiplication. A specific example is that ζ^k_m and ζ^{−k}_m are algebraic integers because (ζ^k_m)^m = (ζ^{−k}_m )^m = 1. Hence, for a rational number 2k/m, 2 cos^{2k}_m π = ζ^k_m + ζ^{−k}_m is also an algebraic integer.

Let K be a finite extension field of the field Q of rational numbers. The set {ω_1, . . . , ω_t} is an integral basis for K when every element of K ∩ Ω is uniquely expressible as a Z-linear combination of elements of the set. For example, an integral basis for Q is {1}, i.e., Q ∩ Ω = Z, and an integral basis for Q( √ 2) is {1, √ 2}, i.e., Q( √ 2) ∩ Ω = {p + q √ 2 | p, q ∈ Z}. Readers who want to know more details on integral bases should refer to [14].

Lemma 9.1. Let Γ be a graph with the discriminant P , and let x, y be vertices of Γ. If perfect state transfer occurs from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_y at time τ, then 2λ is an algebraic integer for any λ ∈ Θ_P (e_x).

Proof. Assume perfect state transfer occurs from d^∗e_x to d^∗e_y at time τ. Let λ ∈ Θ_P (e_x). By Theorem 6.5, we have λ = cos^j_τ π for some integer j. Hence 2λ is an algebraic integer.

Lemma 9.2. Let l ∈ Z_{≥1}. If a 4-regular circulant graph X = X(Z_{2l}, {±a, ±b}) admits perfect state transfer, then

ζ^a_{2l} + ζ^{−a}_{2l} + ζ^b_{2l} + ζ^{−b}_{2l} 2 (9.4) is an algebraic integer.

Proof. From Lemmas 4.3 and 4.5, we have (ζ^a_{2l}+ζ^{−a}_{2l} +ζ^b_{2l}+ζ^{−b}_{2l} )/4 ∈ σ(P (X)) = Θ_{P (X)}(e_0). Therefore, Lemma 9.1 implies that X admits perfect state transfer, then (9.4) is an algebraic integer.

Lemma 9.3. Let l be an odd integer, and let c be an integer. Then we have ζ^c_{2l} = (−1)^cζ^{ε(c)}_l , where ε(c) = {_c 2 if c is even, c+l 2 if c is odd.

In particular, if a 4-regular circulant graph X = X(Z_{2l}, {±a, ±b}) admits perfect state transfer, then

ζ^a_{2l} + ζ^{−a}_{2l} + ζ^b_{2l} + ζ^{−b}_{2l} 2 = (−1)^aζ^{ε(a)}_l + (−1)^aζ^{−ε(a)}_l + (−1)^bζ^{ε(b)}_l + (−1)^bζ^{−ε(b)}_l 2 is an algebraic integer.

Proof. If c is even, then we have ζ^c_{2l} = ζ^{c2}_l . If c is odd, then we have ζ^c_{2l} = −ζ^l_{2l}ζ^c_{2l} = −ζ^{c+l}_{2l} = −ζ^{c+l2}_l . Hence these together with Lemma 9.1 implies the desired result.

By this lemma, what we need to discuss is whether Δ = ±ζ^p_m ± ζ^{−p}_m ± ζ^q_m ± ζ^{−q}_m 2 (9.5)

is an algebraic integer for some positive integers m, p and q. To do so, we once forget the condition a + b ≠ l for the exponents with respect to ζ_{2l} and study a sufficient condition for Δ not to be an algebraic integer. Readers who want to first know its sufficient condition should refer to Lemma 9.16. Due to circumstances of this sufficient condition, we first need to study Q-linearly independence of ζ^p_m, ζ^{−p}_m , ζ^q_m, ζ^{−q}_m . 9.2 Q-linearly independence

The following is easily verified.

Lemma 9.4. Let s, t be integers such that s ± t ≢ 0 (mod 5). Then cos^s_5 π and cos^t_5 π are Q-linearly independent.

Lemma 9.5. Let m be a positive integer, and let p be an integer. Then 4p ≡ 0 (mod m) if and only if N(^{2p}_m ) ∈ {1, 2}.

Proof. First, we suppose that 4p ≡ 0 (mod m). There exists an integer k such that 4p = km, i.e.,^{2p}_m =^k_2 . Thus, we have N(^{2p}_m ) = N(^k_2 ) ≤ 2. Conversely, we suppose that N(^{2p}_m ) ∈ {1, 2}. If N(^{2p}_m ) ∈ {1, 2}, then there exists an integer s such that^{2p}_m =^s_2 , and hence 4p = ms ≡ 0 (mod m).

Lemma 9.6. Let m be a positive integer, and let p, q be distinct integers. If 4p, 4q, 2(p ± q) ≢ 0 (mod m), then cos^{2p}_m π and cos^{2q}_m π are Q-linearly independent.

Proof. By Lemma 9.5, we have N(^{2p}_m ), N(^{2q}_m ) ≥ 3. First, we suppose that N(^{2p}_m ) = N(^{2q}_m ) = 3. Then, there exist s, t ∈ Z \ 3Z such that^{2p}_m =^s_3 and^{2q}_m =^t_3 . Since^m_3 (s + t) = 2(p + q) ≢ 0 (mod m), either s ≡ t ≡ 1 (mod 3) or s ≡ t ≡ 2 (mod 3) has to be held. However, in both cases we have 2(p − q) =^m_3 (s − t) ≡ 0 (mod m), which contradicts our assumption. Therefore, either N(^{2p}_m ) or N(^{2q}_m ) is greater than 3. Without loss of generality, we may assume that N(^{2q}_m ) ≥ 4.

First, we consider the case N(^{2p}_m ) = 3. Lemma 7.2 implies that cos^{2p}_m π is a rational number while cos^{2q}_m π is an irrational number. Moreover, since N(^{2p}_m ) = 3, we have cos^{2p}_m π ≠ 0. Thus, we see that cos^{2p}_m π and cos^{2q}_m π are Q-linearly independent.

Next, we consider the case N(^{2p}_m ) ≥ 4. If (N(^{2p}_m ), N(^{2q}_m )) ≠ (5, 5), then Lemma 7.3 implies the conclusion. If (N(^{2p}_m ), N(^{2q}_m )) = (5, 5), then there exist s, t ∈ Z \ 5Z such that^{2p}_m =^s_5 and^{2q}_m =^t_5 . By our assumption, we have s ± t ≢ 0 (mod 5) since

2(p ± q) ≢ 0 (mod m) ⇐⇒ 10(p ± q) ≢ 0 (mod 5m) ⇐⇒ m(s ± t) ≢ 0 (mod 5m) ⇐⇒ s ± t ≢ 0 (mod 5). Therefore, Lemma 9.4 leads to the conclusion.

Lemma 9.7. Let m be a positive integer, and let p, q be distinct integers. If 4p, 4q, 2(p ± q) ≢ 0 (mod m), then sin^{2p}_m π and sin^{2q}_m π are Q-linearly independent.

Proof. Since sin^{2p}_m π = cos^{2(m−4p)}_{4m} π and sin^{2q}_m π = cos^{2(m−4q)}_{4m} π, it is sufficient to confirm that Lemma 9.6 is applicable, i.e., 4(m − 4p), 4(m − 4q), 4(m − 2p − 2q), 8(p − q) ≢ 0 (mod 4m). This can be verified straightforwardly.

Lemma 9.8. Let m be a positive integer, and let p, q be distinct integers. If 4p, 4q, 2(p ± q) ≢ 0 (mod m), then the numbers ζ^p_m, ζ^{−p}_m , ζ^q_m, ζ^{−q}_m are Q-linearly independent. Proof. We assume that a Q-linear combination

c_1ζ^p_m + c_2ζ^{−p}_m + c_3ζ^q_m + c_4ζ^{−q}_m = 0. (9.6)

Take the conjugate of both sides and add it to Equality (9.6). We have

0 = (c_1 + c_2)(ζ^p_m + ζ^{−p}_m ) + (c_3 + c_4)(ζ^q_m + ζ^{−q}_m )

= 2(c_1 + c_2) cos 2p m π + 2(c_3 + c_4) cos 2q m π. By Lemma 9.6, we have c_1 + c_2 = 0 and c_3 + c_4 = 0. Substituting them into Equality (9.6), we have

0 = c_1ζ^p_m − c_1ζ^{−p}_m + c_3ζ^q_m − c_3ζ^{−q}_m

= c_1(ζ^p_m − ζ^{−p}_m ) + c_3(ζ^q_m − ζ^{−q}_m )

= 2ic_1 sin 2p m π + 2ic_3 sin 2q m π. Lemma 9.7 implies that c_1 = c_3 = 0. Therefore, we have c_1 = c_2 = c_3 = c_4 = 0, and hence we see that ζ^p_m, ζ^{−p}_m , ζ^q_m, ζ^{−q}_m are Q-linearly independent.

9.3 Canonical bases of cyclotomic fields

For a set A and a positive integer k, we denote by ( A k ) the set of all k-subsets of A, i.e., ( A k ) = {S | S ⊂ A, |S| = k}. For a prime number p, we define

p^∗ = { 4 if p = 2, p otherwise.

The following is on integral bases of the cyclotomic fields, which plays an important role in this section. We cite a result by Bosma, but slightly change notation.

Theorem 9.9 (Theorem 5.1 in [4]). Let n be a positive positive integer with n ≢ 2 (mod 4), and let

n = p^{f1}_1 p^{f2}_2 · · · p^{ft}_t be the prime factorization of n. For each prime factor p_j , let A_{pj} ∈ ( [p_j ] φ(p^∗_j ) ) , and B_{pj} = [_{pfj} j p^∗_j ] . Then the set

I = t∏ j=1 ( ζ^{aj}_p∗_j ζ^{bj}_{pfjj} ) | | | | | a^1 ∈ A^p1 , . . . , a^t ∈ A^pt , b^1 ∈ B^p1 , . . . , b^t ∈ B^pt (9.7)

forms a basis for Q(ζ_n ) over Q. Moreover, for every divisor d of n, the set I_d = I ∩ Q(ζ_d ) forms an integral basis for Q(ζ_d ).

Example 9.10. We take n = 36 = 2^2 ·3^2 as an example to help understand Theorem 9.9. Since the Qminimal polynomial of ζ_{36} is x^{12} − x^6 + 1, we can take 1, ζ_{36}, ζ^2_{36}, . . . , ζ^{11}_{36} as a Q-basis of Q(ζ_{36} ). On the

other hand, we can take another basis of Q(ζ_{36} ) using Theorem 9.9. The sets A_2 = ( [2] φ(2^∗) ) = {0, 1}, B_2 =

[_{22}

2^∗ ] = {0}, and B_3 =

[_{32}

3^∗ ] = {0, 1, 2} are automatically determined, while the set A_3 ∈ ( [3] φ(3^∗) )

can be chosen arbitrarily, for example A_3 = {0, 2}. Then, I = { ζ^{a2}_2∗ ζ^{b2}_{22} ζ^{a3}_3∗ ζ^{b3}_{32} | | a_2 ∈ A_2, a_3 ∈ A_3, b_2 ∈ B_2, b_3 ∈ B_3} = { ζ^{a2}_4 ζ^{b2}_4 ζ^{a3}_3 ζ^{b3}_9 | | | a2 ∈ {0, 1}, a3 ∈ {0, 2}, b2 ∈ {0}, b3 ∈ {0, 1, 2} } = {ζ^0_{36}, ζ^4_{36}, ζ^8_{36}, ζ^9_{36}, ζ^{13}_{36} , ζ^{17}_{36} , ζ^{21}_{36} , ζ^{24}_{36} , ζ^{25}_{36} , ζ^{28}_{36} , ζ^{29}_{36} , ζ^{32}_{36} }

forms a Q-basis for Q(ζ_{36} ) by Theorem 9.9. Furthermore, I_n = I ∩ Q(ζ_{36} ) = I forms an integral basis for Q(ζ_{36} ).

9.4 Decompositions of ζ^x_n

Display the prime factorization of an integer n ≥ 2 as n = p^{f1}_1 p^{f2}_2 · · · p^{ft}_t , where p_1, . . . , p_t are pairwise distinct prime numbers, and f_1, . . . , f_t are positive integers. Then, we define the mapping Φ_n : ∏_t j=1[p^{fj}_j ] → {ζ^j_n | j ∈ [n]} by Φ_n(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_t) = t∏ j=1 ζ^{xj}_{pfjj} . Lemma 9.11. The mapping Φ_n is bijective for any integer n ≥ 2.

Proof. Since the number of elements in the domain of Φ_n and that in the codomain are equal, it is sufficient to show that Φ_n is surjective. Take ζ^m_n ∈ {ζ^j_n | j ∈ [n]}. Let n = p^{f1}_1 p^{f2}_2 · · · p^{ft}_t be the prime factorization of n. The greatest common divisor of np^{−f1}_1 , np^{−f2}_1 , . . . , np^{−ft}_1 is 1, so there exist integers x_1, x_2, . . . , x_t such that m = t∑ j=1 x_j (np^{−fj}_j ) = t∑ j=1 nx_j p^{−fj}_j . Let x^′_j be the remainder of x_j divided by p^{fj}_j for each j. Then, we have x^′_j ∈ [p^{fj}_j ], and

Φ(x^′_1, x^′_2, . . . , x^′_t) = t∏ j=1 ζ^{x′j}_{pfjj} = t∏ j=1 ζ^{xj}_{pfjj} = t∏ j=1 ζ^{nxj p} −fj j n = ζ ∑_t j=1 nx_j p^{−fj}_j n = ζ^m_n . Therefore, we see that Φ_n is surjective.

Definition 9.12. Let n ≥ 2 be an integer, and let n = p^{f1}_1 p^{f2}_2 · · · p^{ft}_t be the prime factorization of n, where f_1, . . . , f_t are positive integers. Since Φ_n is bijective by Lemma 9.11, let Ψ_n be the inverse mapping of Φ_n. For ζ^x_n ∈ {ζ^j_n | j ∈ [n]}, we write

Ψ_n(ζ^x_n ) = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_t) ∈ [p^{f1}_1 ] × [p^{f2}_2 ] × · · · × [p^{ft}_t ].

For each prime factor p_j , we define Ψ^{(pj )}_n (ζ^x_n ) := x_j . In the case of p_j ≠ 2, we define

π^{(pj )}_n (ζ^x_n ) := x^′_j and θ^{(pj )}_n (ζ^x_n ) := x^{′′}_j

where x^′_j ∈ [p_j ] and x^{′′}_j ∈ [p^{fj −1}_j ] such that x_j = x^′_j p^{fj −1}_j + x^{′′}_j . In the case of p_j = 2 and f_j ≥ 2, define

π^{(2)}_n (ζ^x_n ) := x^′_j and θ^{(2)}_n (ζ^x_n ) := x^{′′}_j

where x^′_j ∈ [4] and x^{′′}_j ∈ [2^{fj −2}] satisfy x_j = x^′_j 2^{fj −2} + x^{′′}_j .

Note that we do not define Φ_n in the case of n ≡ 2 (mod 4), i.e., p_j = 2 and f_j = 1 since this case is reduced to the case of n ≡ 0 (mod 4) in proofs of our results.

Example 9.13. We take n := 36 = 2^2 · 3^2 and x := 5 as an example to help understand the mappings in Definition 9.12. Then, since ζ^5_{36} = ζ^1_4 ζ^8_9 , we have Ψ_n(ζ^x_n ) = (1, 8), Ψ^{(2)}n (ζ^x_n ) = 1 and Ψ^{(3)}n (ζ^x_n ) = 8. Also, since 1 = 1 · 2^{2−2} + 0 and 8 = 2 · 3^{2−1} + 2, we have π^{(2)}_n (ζ^x_n ) = 1, θ^{(2)}_n = 0 π^{(3)}_n (ζ^x_n ) = 2, and θ^{(3)}_n (ζ^x_n ) = 2.

Lemma 9.14. Let n ≥ 2 be an integer, and let x ∈ [n]. Let p be a prime factor of n.

(i) If n ≡ 0 (mod 4), then

π^{(2)}_n (−ζ^x_n ) = {( π^{(2)}n (ζ^x_n ) + 2 ) mod 4 if p = 2, π^{(p)}_n (ζ^x_n ) otherwise,

and θ^{(p)}_n (−ζ^x_n ) = θ^{(p)}_n (ζ^x_n ) for every prime factor p of n.

(ii) If n ≡ 0 (mod 3), then π^{(3)}n (ζ^{−x}_n ) = {( 3 − π^{(3)}_n (ζ^x_n ) ) mod 3 if θ^{(3)}_m (ζ^x_m) = 0, 2 − π^{(3)}_n (ζ^x_n ) otherwise.

Proof. Let n = p^{f1}_1 p^{f2}_2 · · · p^{ft}_t be the prime factorization of n, and set q_i := p^{fi}_i . Write z := ζ^x_n and x_i := Ψ^{(pi)}_n (z) for short. First we show (i). Assume n ≡ 0 (mod 4). Then we may assume p_1 = 2 and f_1 ≥ 2. We have

−ζ^x_n = −ζ^{x1}_{q1} · ζ^{x2}_{q2} · · · ζ^{x3}_{qt} = −ζ^{π(2)n (z)}_4 ζ^{θ(2)n (z)}_{q1} ζ^{x2}_{q2} · · · ζ^{x3}_{qt} = ζ^{π(2)n (z)+2}_4 ζ^{θ(2)n (z)}_{q1} ζ^{x2}_{q2} · · · ζ^{x3}_{qt} . Hence desired conclusion holds.

Next we show (ii). Assume n ≡ 0 (mod 3). Then we may assume p_1 = 3 and f_1 ≥ 1. We have

ζ^{π(3)n (z−1 )} 3 ζ^{θ(3)n (z−1)}

3^{f1} = ζ

−π^{(3)}_n (z) 3 ζ^{−θ(3)n (z)} 3^{f1} = { ζ^{3−π(3)n (z)} 3 if θ^{(3)}_m (z) = 0, ζ^{2−π(3)n (z)} 3 ζ^{3f1 −1−θ(3)n (z)} 3^{f1} otherwise.

Hence the desired result holds.

9.5 Proof of Theorem 1.1

By using Theorem 9.9, we can change integral bases of cyclotomic fields. First, we provide one lemma as a situation where Theorem 9.9 can be easily applied.

Lemma 9.15. Let m ≥ 2 be an integer with m ≢ 2 (mod 4), and let S ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , m − 1}. If |S| ≤ φ(p^∗) for every prime factor p ≠ 2 of m, then there exists an integral basis for Q(ζ_m ) containing either ζ^r_m or −ζ^r_m for each r ∈ S. In particular, if all ±ζ^r_m (r ∈ S) are pairwise-distinct, then 1 2 ∑ r∈S ±ζ^r_m (9.8)

is not an algebraic integer.

Proof. Let m = 2^{f0} p^{f1}_1 p^{f2}_2 · · · p^{ft}_t be the prime factorization of m where f_0 is a non-negative integer not equal to 1 and f_1, . . . , f_t are positive integers.

Assume |S| ≤ φ(p^∗) for every prime factor p ≠ 2. We give an integral basis of Q(ζ_m ) containing either ζ^r_m or −ζ^r_m. For every j ≥ 1, we let B_{pj} = [p^{fj −1}_j ], and can take A_{pj} by the assumption such that

{π^{(pj )}_m (ζ^r_m) | r ∈ S} ⊂ A_{pj} ⊂ [p_j ] and |A_{pj} | = φ(p^∗_j ). (9.9)

In addition, if m ≡ 0 (mod 4), then we let

B_2 = [2^{f0} /2^∗] = [2^{f0−2}] and A_2 = {0, 1}. (9.10)

By Theorem 9.9, we derive an integral basis I in (9.7) of Q(ζ_m ).

Next, we show that for each r ∈ S, either ζ^r_m or −ζ^r_m is contained in I. Since

ζ^r_m = t∏ j=0 ζ^π (pj ) m (ζ^r_m ) p^∗_j ζ θ^{(pj )}_m (ζ^r_m ) q_j ,

where p_0 = 2, it suffices to verify that there exists ε ∈ {±1} such that for every j ∈ [t], π^{(pj )}_m (εζ^r_m) ∈ A_{pj} and θ^{(pj )}_m (εζ^r_m) ∈ B_{pj} .

In the case of f_0 = 0, we see that all ζ^r_m is contained in I. Hence we assume f_0 ≥ 2. If π_m(2)(ζ^r_m) ∈ {0, 1} for some r ∈ S, then ζ^r_m ∈ I. Otherwise, we have by Lemma 9.14, π^{(2)}_m (−ζ^r_m) ≡ π^{(2)}_m (ζ^r_m)+2 ≡ 0, 1 (mod 4) and π^{(pj )}_m (−ζ^r_m) ∈ A_{pj} for every j ≥ 1. These imply −ζ^r_m ∈ I. Thus, I is a desired integral basis.

Lastly, if all ±ζ^r_m (r ∈ S) are pairwise-distinct, then ζ^r_m (r ∈ S) are Q-linearly independent. Thus, (9.8) is not an algebraic integer.

More precise discussion shows that Δ in (9.5), which is our interest, is not an algebraic integer.

Lemma 9.16. Let m ≥ 2 be an integer with m ≢ 2 (mod 4), and let p, q be positive integers. If ζ^p_m, ζ^{−p}_m , ζ^q_m, ζ^{−q}_m are Q-linearly independent, then Δ = ±ζ^p_m ± ζ^{−p}_m ± ζ^q_m ± ζ^{−q}_m 2 is not an algebraic integer.

Proof. Let S = {±p, ±q}. Let m = 2^{f0} 3^{f1} p^{f2}_2 p^{f3}_3 · · · p^{ft}_t be the prime factorization of m where f_0 and f_1 are non-negative integers and f_2, . . . , f_t are positive integers.

First, we consider the case where m is not divisible by 3 or where |{π^{(3)}m (ζ^r_m) | r ∈ S}| ≤ φ(3). In this case, Lemma 9.15 is applicable, and hence we see that Δ is not an algebraic integer. Below, we consider the case where m is divisible by 3, i.e., f_2 ≥ 1, and |{π^{(3)}_m (ζ^r_m) | r ∈ S}| = 3. Let p_1 := 3. Let B_3 := [3^{f1−1}] and A_3 := {1, 2}. For every j ≥ 2, we define B_{pj} = [p^{fj −1}_j ], and A_{pj} as in (9.9). In addition, if m ≡ 0 (mod 4), then we define A_2 and B_2 by (9.10). By Theorem 9.9, we derive an integral basis I in (9.7) of Q(ζ_m ).

Since {π^{(3)}m (ζ^r_m) | r ∈ S} = {0, 1, 2}, there exists r^′ ∈ S such that π^{(3)}m (ζ^{r′}_m ) = 0. We may assume that r^′ = p, i.e., π^{(3)}m (ζ^p_m) = 0 without loss of generality. We have ζ^p_m = −ζ^1_3 ζ^p_m − ζ^2_3 ζ^p_m, π^{(3)}m (ζ^1_3 ζ^p_m) = 1 and π^{(3)}_m (ζ^2_3 ζ^p_m) = 2. Also, we have by Lemma 9.14,

π^{(3)}_m (ζ^{−p}_m ) ∈ {0, 2}. (9.11)

Hence, either π^{(3)}m (ζ^q_m) or π^{(3)}m (ζ^{−q}_m ) must be 1. By Lemma 9.14, we may assume that

π^{(3)}_m (ζ^q_m) = 1 and π^{(3)}_m (ζ^{−q}_m ) ∈ {1, 2}

without loss of generality.

Assume π^{(3)}(ζ^{−p}_m ) = 2. Take an arbitrary element z ∈ {ζ^1_3 ζ^p_m, ζ^2_3 ζ^p_m, ζ^{−p}_m , ζ^{±q}_m }. Then, we have by Lemma 9.14,

π^{(pi )}_m (z) = π^{(pi )}_m (−z) ∈ A_{pi} and θ^{(pi )}_m (z) = θ^{(pi)}_m (−z) ∈ B_{pi} (9.12)

for every 1 ≤ i ≤ t. Furthermore, we have by Lemma 9.14 again,

π^{(2)}_m (z) or π^{(2)}_m (−z) ∈ A_2 and θ^{(2)}_m (z), θ^{(2)}_m (−z) ∈ B_2 (9.13)

if f_0 ≥ 2. Hence, ζ^1_3 ζ^p_m, ζ^2_3 ζ^p_m, ζ^{−p}_m , ζ^{±q}_m are contained in I, up to multiplication by ±1. Since Q-linear independence of ζ^{−p}_m , ζ^{±q}_m implies that ζ^{−p}_m , ζ^{±q}_m are pairwise distinct up to multiplication by ±1, we see Δ = ±ζ^p_m ± ζ^{−p}_m ± ζ^q_m ± ζ^{−q}_m 2 = ∓ζ^1_3 ζ^p_m ∓ ζ^2_3 ζ^p_m ± ζ^{−p}_m ± ζ^q_m ± ζ^{−q}_m 2 is not an algebraic integer.

Assume π^{(3)}(ζ^{−p}_m ) = 0. Then,

ζ^{−p}_m = −ζ^1_3 ζ^{−p}_m − ζ^2_3 ζ^{−p}_m , π^{(3)}_m (ζ^1_3 ζ^{−p}_m ) = 1 and π^{(3)}_m (ζ^2_3 ζ^{−p}_m ) = 2.

We take an arbitrary element z ∈ {ζ^1_3 ζ^{±p}_m , ζ^2_3 ζ^{±p}_m , ζ^{±q}_m }. Then, by Lemma 9.14, we have (9.12) for every 1 ≤ i ≤ t, and obtain (9.13) if f_0 ≥ 2. Thus, ζ^1_3 ζ^{±p}_m , ζ^2_3 ζ^{±p}_m , ζ^{±q}_m are contained in I, up to multiplying by ±1. Also, ±ζ^1_3 ζ^{±p}_m , ±ζ^2_3 ζ^{±p}_m are pairwise distinct by the assumption that ζ^{±p}_m are Q-linearly independent. Therefore, Δ = ±ζ^p_m ± ζ^{−p}_m ± ζ^q_m ± ζ^{−q}_m 2 = ∓ζ^1_3 ζ^p_m ∓ ζ^2_3 ζ^p_m ∓ ζ^1_3 ζ^{−p}_m ∓ ζ^2_3 ζ^{−p}_m ± ζ^q_m ± ζ^{−q}_m 2 is not an algebraic integer.

We are now almost ready to prove our first main result (Theorem 1.1). We show the case where l is odd first, and later we deal with the case where l is even.

Theorem 9.17. Let X = X(Z_{2l}, {±a, ±b}) be a connected 4-regular circulant graph, and let a + b ≠ l. If l is odd, then X does not admit perfect state transfer between vertex type states.

Proof. Let l be an odd integer. By Lemma 9.3, it suffices to prove

Δ :=

(−1)^aζ^{ε(a)}_l + (−1)^aζ^{−ε(a)}_l + (−1)^bζ^{ε(b)}_l + (−1)^bζ^{−ε(b)}_l 2 is not an algebraic integer. To confirm that the assumptions of Lemma 9.16 are satisfied, we want to show that 4ε(a), 4ε(b), 2(ε(a) ± ε(b)) ≢ 0 (mod l). This can be proved by dividing the case by the parity of a and b. Since tedious calculations follow, we show only the case (ε(a), ε(b)) = (^a_2 ,^{b+l}_2 ) as a representative. Suppose 4ε(a) ≡ 0 (mod l). We have 2a ≡ 0 (mod l). Since l is odd, a ≡ 0 (mod l), which contradicts (9.1). Suppose 4ε(b) ≡ 0 (mod l). We have 0 ≡ 2(b + l) ≡ 2b (mod l). Since l is odd, b ≡ 0 (mod l), which contradicts (9.1). Suppose 2(ε(a) + ε(b)) ≡ 0 (mod l). We have 0 ≡ a + b + l ≡ a + b (mod l), so a + b ≡ 0, l (mod 2l). Both contradict (9.2) or our assumption. Suppose 2(ε(a) − ε(b)) ≡ 0 (mod l). We have 0 ≡ a − b − l ≡ a − b (mod l), so a − b ≡ 0, l (mod 2l). Both contradict (9.2) or (9.3). Therefore by Lemma 9.8 and Lemma 9.16, we see that Δ is not an algebraic integer.

The reason why the above proof worked is that the assumption that l is odd guaranteed Q-linear independence of ζ^{ε(r)}_l (r ∈ S = {±a, ±b}). However, when l is even, for example l = 6 and (a, b) = (1, 3), then it holds that ζ^{−b}_{2l} = ζ^3_4 = −ζ^1_4 = −ζ^b_{2l}. This means that the case where l is even does not necessarily guarantee Q-linear independence of ζ^r_{2l} (r ∈ S). Therefore, more devised discussion is required when l is even.

Lemma 9.18. Let X = X(Z_{2l}, {±a, ±b}) be a connected 4-regular graph. If 4a ≡ 0 (mod 2l), then 4b ≢ 0 (mod 2l). Moreover, ζ^b_{2l} and ζ^{−b}_{2l} are Q-linearly independent.

Proof. Our assumption derives that 2a ≡ 0 (mod l), so 2a ≡ 0, l (mod 2l). By (9.1), we have 2a ≡ l (mod 2l). Next, we suppose that 4b ≡ 0 (mod 2l). Similarly, we obtain 2b ≡ l (mod 2l). This implies that a − b ≡ 0, l (mod 2l). However, this contradicts (9.2) or (9.3).

Next, we assume that a Q-linear combination

c_1ζ^b_{2l} + c_2ζ^{−b}_{2l} = 0. (9.14)

Take the conjugate of both sides and add it to Equality (9.14). We have 2(c_1 + c_2) cos^{2b}_{2l} π = 0, and hence c_1 + c_2 = 0 since 4b ≢ 0 (mod 2l). Substituting it into Equality (9.14). Then we have 2ic_1 sin^{2b}_{2l} π = 0, and hence c_1 = 0 since 4b ≢ 0 (mod 2l). Therefore, ζ^b_{2l} and ζ^{−b}_{2l} are Q-linearly independent.

Theorem 9.19. Let X = X(Z_{2l}, {±a, ±b}) be a connected 4-regular with a + b ≠ l. If l is even, then X does not admit perfect state transfer between vertex type states.

Proof. Let Δ be the element of Q(ζ_{2l} ) in (9.4). By Lemma 9.2, it suffices to check that Δ is not an algebraic integer. First, we consider the case where 4a, 4b ≢ 0 (mod 2l). Then we claim that 2(a ± b) ≢ 0 (mod 2l). Indeed, we suppose that 2(a ± b) ≡ 0 (mod 2l). Then we have a ± b ≡ 0, l (mod 2l), which contradicts (9.2), (9.3), or our assumption. Therefore by Lemma 9.8 and Lemma 9.16, we see that Δ is not an algebraic integer. Hence Lemma 9.1 implies that the graph X does not admit perfect state transfer.

Next, we consider the case where either 4a ≡ 0 (mod 2l) or 4b ≡ 0 (mod 2l). We may assume 4a ≡ 0 (mod 2l) without loss of generality. By Lemma 9.18, we have 4b ≢ 0 (mod 2l). Since 4a ≡ 0 (mod 2l) and (9.1), we have 2a ≡ l (mod 2l). Thus, there exists an integer s such that 2a − l = 2sl, i.e., 2a = (2s + 1)l. We have ζ^{±a}_{2l} = ζ^{±2a}_{4l} = ζ^{±(2s+1)l}_{4l} = ζ^{±(2s+1)}_4 . In particular, ζ^a_{2l} + ζ^{−a}_{2l} = 0. Hence, Δ = ζ^a_{2l} + ζ^{−a}_{2l} + ζ^b_{2l} + ζ^{−b}_{2l} 2 = ζ^b_{2l} + ζ^{−b}_{2l} 2 . By Lemma 9.18, ζ^b_{2l} and ζ^{−b}_{2l} are Q-linearly independent, so Lemma 9.15 derives that Δ is not an algebraic integer. Therefore, Lemma 9.1 implies that the graph X does not admit perfect state transfer.

Acknowledgements

S.K. is supported by JSPS KAKENHI (Grant Number JP20J01175). K.Y. is supported by JSPS KAKENHI (Grant Number JP21J14427).

References

[1] A. Ambainis. Quantum walk algorithm for element distinctness. SIAM Journal on Computing, 37(1):210–239, 2007.

[2] K. Barr, T. Proctor, D. Allen, and V. Kendon. Periodicity and perfect state transfer in quantum walks on variants of cycles. Quantum Information & Computation, 14(5&6):417–438, 2014.

[3] A. Berger. On linear independence of trigonometric numbers. Carpathian Journal of Mathematics, 34(2):157–166, 2018.

[4] W. Bosma. Canonical bases for cyclotomic fields. Applicable Algebra in Engineering, Communication and Computing, 1(2):125–134, 1990.

[5] A.E. Brouwer and W.H. Haemers. Spectra of graphs. Universitext. Springer, New York, 2012. [6] A. Chan and H. Zhan. Pretty good state transfer in discrete-time quantum walks. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 56(16):165305, mar 2023.

[7] Q. Chen, C. Godsil, M. Sobchuk, and H. Zhan. Hamiltonians of bipartite walks. arXiv preprint arXiv:2207.01673, 2022.

[8] M. Christandl, N. Datta, A. Ekert, and A. J. Landahl. Perfect state transfer in quantum spin networks. Physical review letters, 92(18):187902, 2004.

[9] C. Godsil. State transfer on graphs. Discrete Mathematics, 312(1):129–147, 2012. [10] C. Godsil and G. Royle. Algebraic graph theory, volume 207 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics.

Springer-Verlag, New York, 2001.

[11] K. Guo and V. Schmeits. Perfect state transfer in quantum walks on orientable maps. arXiv preprint arXiv:2211.12841, 2022.

[12] Y. Higuchi, N. Konno, I. Sato, and E. Segawa. Periodicity of the discrete-time quantum walk on a finite graph. Interdisciplinary Information Sciences, 23(1):75–86, 2017.

[13] N. Inui, Y. Konishi, and N. Konno. Localization of two-dimensional quantum walks. Physical Review A, 69(5):052323, 2004.

[14] F. Jarvis. Algebraic number theory, volume 1303. Springer, 2014.

[15] V. Kendon and C. Tamon. Perfect state transfer in quantum walks on graphs. Journal of Computational and Theoretical Nanoscience, 8(3):422–433, 2011.

[16] S. Kubota and E. Segawa. Perfect state transfer in grover walks between states associated to vertices of a graph. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 646:238–251, 2022.

[17] S. Kubota, E. Segawa, and T. Taniguchi. Quantum walks defined by digraphs and generalized hermitian adjacency matrices. Quantum Information Processing, 20(3):1–30, 2021.

[18] S. Kubota, H. Sekido, and H. Yata. Periodicity of quantum walks defined by mixed paths and mixed cycles. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 630:15–38, 2021.

[19] C. D. Meyer. Matrix analysis and applied linear algebra, volume 71. Siam, 2000.

[20] F. D. Nicola, L. Sansoni, A. Crespi, R. Ramponi, R. Osellame, V. Giovannetti, R. Fazio, P. Mataloni, and F. Sciarrino. Quantum simulation of bosonic-fermionic noninteracting particles in disordered systems via a quantum walk. Physical Review A, 89(3):032322, 2014.

[21] C. Vlachou, J. Rodrigues, P. Mateus, N. Paunković, and A. Souto. Quantum walk public-key cryptographic system. International Journal of Quantum Information, 13(07):1550050, 2015.

[22] H. Zhan. An infinite family of circulant graphs with perfect state transfer in discrete quantum walks. Quantum Information Processing, 18(12):1–26, 2019.