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Abstract An approach, based on the Smith Normal Form, is introduced to study the
spectra of symmetric matrices with a given graph. The approach serves well to ex-
plain how the path cover number (resp. diameter of a tree T') is related to the maximal
multiplicity MaxMult(7") occurring for an eigenvalue of a symmetric matrix whose
graphis T (resp. the minimal number ¢ (7") of distinct eigenvalues over the symmetric
matrices whose graphs are T'). The approach is also applied to a more general class
of connected graphs G, not necessarily trees, in order to establish a lower bound on

q(G).
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1 Introduction

This paper concerns the relationship between the algebraic and geometric properties
of a symmetric matrix and the combinatorial arrangement of its nonzero entries (i.e.,
its graph). We begin by establishing some basic graph theoretic notation and termi-
nology that follows that in [4].

A graph G consists of a vertex set V(G) and an edge set E(G), where an edge
is an unordered pair of distinct vertices of G. We use uv to denote the edge joining
vertices u and v. If uv is an edge, then we say that u and v are adjacent, and that v
is a neighbor of u. A vertex is incident with an edge if it is one of the two vertices
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of the edge. The degree of a vertex is the number of edges incident to the vertex.
A subgraph of a graph G is a graph H such that V(H) C V(G) and E(H) C E(G).
A subgraph H is an induced subgraph if two vertices of V (H) are adjacent in H if
and only if they are adjacent in G. If U is a subset of V(G), then G \ U denotes the
induced sugraph of G whose vertex setis V(G) \ U.

A path P of G is a sequence vy, V2, ..., v, of distinct vertices such that consecu-
tive vertices are adjacent, and is denoted by v{—uvo—- - -—uv,,. We say that P covers
the vertices vy, ..., Uy, and that v; is covered by P for j =1, ..., n. The vertices v;

and vy, are the end vertices of P. The length of P is defined to be n — 1 (that is, the
length is 1 less than the number of vertices). If each vertex of G belongs to at most
one of the paths Py, ..., Px, then Py, ..., Py are disjoint paths of G. If P = v;—---
—vy and P = vy—---—v; are paths whose only common vertex is vy, then P P,
denotes the path vj—- - -— vy— - - -—u;, obtained by concatenating P; and P;.

If there is a path between each pair of vertices of G, then G is connected; otherwise
G is disconnected. A cycle is a connected graph where every vertex has exactly two
neighbors. The length of a cycle is the number of its vertices. A cycle of G is a
subgraph of G that is a cycle. An acyclic graph is a graph with no cycles. A connected
acyclic graph is called a tree, and an acyclic graph is called a forest.

Let G be a connected graph. The distance between two vertices u and v of G is
the minimal length of a path from u to v. The diameter of a connected graph G is the
maximum of the distances between pairs of vertices of G, and is denoted by d(G).
If G is a tree, then d(G) is the longest length of a path in G. The path cover number
of G is the minimal number of disjoint paths needed to cover all of the vertices of G,
and is denoted by p(G).

As is customary, we use graphs to model the combinatorial structure of a matrix.
Let A =[a;;] be an n by n symmetric matrix. The graph G(A) of A consists of the
vertices 1,2,...,n, and the edges ij for which i # j and a;; # 0. Note that G(A)
does not depend on the diagonal entries of A. The matrix A is acyclic if G(A) is a
tree (see [3]). For a given graph G on n vertices, define S(G) to be the set of all n by
n real, symmetric matrices with graph G, i.e.,

S(G)={A R | AT = A, G(A) =G}.

For the remainder of this section, matrices are real. Let o be a multi-list of » real
numbers. If there exists an n by n symmetric matrix A whose spectrum is o, then we
say that o is realized by A, or A realizes o. The spectrum of S(G) for a graph G
is the set of all spectra realized by some matrix in S(G). The maximal multiplicity
occurring for an eigenvalue of a matrix in S(G) is denoted by MaxMult(G). For a
given graph G, one can ask to characterize the spectrum of S(G). This characteriza-
tion problem is known as the Inverse Eigenvalue Problem for the graph G, or IEP-G
for short. If G is a tree, then we use IEP-T instead of IEP-G.

The IEP-G seems quite difficult. A first step toward resolving the IEP-G for a given
graph G is to analyze the possible multiplicities of the eigenvalues in the spectra of
matrices in S(G). If the distinct eigenvalues of A are A; < Ay < --- < A4 and their
corresponding multiplicities my, ..., mg, then (m1,ma, ..., my) is the ordered mul-
tiplicity list of the eigenvalues of A. For the IEP-T, based on the interplay between
the spectral properties of acyclic matrices and the combinatorial properties of trees,
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some significant and intriguing progress has recently been made on (ordered) multi-
plicity lists (see [3, 8, 9, 11-14, 16]). The significant graphical parameters of trees T
considered in those literature are d(7) and p(T). For instance, A. Leal Duarte and
C.R. Johnson showed in [8, 14] that the minimal number ¢ (T') of distinct eigenvalues
over the matrices in S(T') satisfies g(T) > d(T) + 1, and MaxMult(T) = p(T).

In this paper, we introduce an approach based on the Smith Normal Form to study
the spectra of matrices in S(G). In Section 2 we relate the multiplicities of the eigen-
values of an n by n symmetric matrix A to the Smith Normal Form of x/ — A where
I is the identity matrix. In Section 3 it is proved that an eigenvalue of multiplicity
k 4+ 1 or more of an acyclic matrix A € S(T) for a tree T must be an eigenvalue of
each principal submatrix of A whose graph is obtained from T by deleting k dis-
joint paths. As an application, we give an example showing that the IEP-T is not
equivalent to determining the ordered multiplicity lists of the eigenvalues of matri-
ces in S(T). In Section 4 the known result MaxMult(T) < P(T) is demonstrated
to be a direct consequence of the Smith Normal Form approach, and a systematic
way to compute p(T) for a tree T is given. In Section 5 it is shown that the bound
q(T) > d(T) + 1 is also a direct consequence of the Smith Normal Form approach,

9d(W 1
and that g(W) > (W) + 3 for an infinite family of trees W. In Section 6 it is
shown that the Smith Normal Form approach can be applied to graphs that are not
trees.

2 SNF and multiplicities of eigenvalues

Throughout the remainder of this paper, we let I denote identity matrices. In this
section we give some useful results on the Smith Normal Form of matrices over
the real polynomial ring R[x]. We refer the reader to [2, 5] for the basic facts. In
particular, we relate the multiplicities of the eigenvalues of a real, symmetric matrix
A to the Smith Normal Form of x7 — A.

For p(x), g(x) € R[x], we write p(x)|q(x) if p(x) divides ¢(x), and p(x) { g (x)
if p(x) does not divide g(x). We write (x — a)k || g(x) when (x — a)k | g(x) and
(x — a)kt! 1 q(x). We let F denote the field of rational functions over R (that is,
F is the field of quotients of R[x]), and let (R[x])"*" denote the set of all m by n
matrices over R[x]. The rank of a matrix M € (R[x])"*" is defined to be the rank
of M over F. Let GL,, be the set of all invertible matrices of order n over R[x], i.e.,

GL, ={P € (R[x])"*" | P has an inverse in (R[x])"*"}.
It is a well-known fact that
GL, ={P € (R[x])™" | detP e R\ {0}}. )

Matrices M and N in (R[x])"*" are equivalent over R[x] if there exist P € GL,,
and Q € GL, such that N = PM Q. Hence, equivalent matrices have the same rank.

A k by k minor of M is the determinant of a k by k submatrix of M. The monic
greatest common divisor of all k by k minors of M is the kth determinantal divisor
of M and is denoted by Ax(M). Also, define Ag(M) = 1.
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Proposition 1 Let M, N € (R[x])™*". If M and N are equivalent over R[x], then
Ar(M) = Ar(N) foreach k € {1,...,n}.

The following fundamental theorem asserts that each square matrix over R[x] is
equivalent to a diagonal matrix over R[x] of a special form (see [2, 5]).

Theorem 2 (Smith Normal Form) Let M € (R[x])"*" of rank r. Then there ex-
ist P, Q € GL,, and monic polynomials e;(x) (i =1,2,...,r) such that PMQ =
D & O, where O is the zero matrix of order n — r, D = diag(ej(x), ..., e (x)),

k
and ej(x)|ej+1(x) fori =1,...,r — 1. Moreover, Ay (M) = He.,-(x) and ey (x) =
j=1

Ae(M
Akf(l(ﬂ’)l) foreachke{l,...,r}.

In the above theorem, D & O is called the Smith Normal Form (SNF) of M, and e; (x)
is called the ith invariant factor of M.

Now assume that A is an n by n real matrix, and let S be the SNF of x/ — A. The
characteristic polynomial of A, denoted by p4(x), is det(x] — A) = A, (xI — A).
Since det(xI — A) is nonzero, the rank of x/ — A is n. Thus, § is a full rank matrix
of the form diag(eq(x),...,e,(x)). Since S and xI — A are equivalent over R[x],
Proposition 1 implies that

pat)=]]ejx)=Aa,(S). @)

j=1

Further assume that A is symmetric. Then the spectrum of a symmetric matrix A
and the invariant factors of x/ — A are closely related. Let P, O € GL,, such that
P(xI — A)Q = S. Since A is symmetric, there exists a real orthogonal matrix U of
order n so that UT AU is of the form D = diag(Xq, ..., Ay). The diagonal matrix D
is called a diagonalization of A. Thus, S = PU (xI — DT Q. Moreover, since (1)
implies that PU, UT Q € GL,,, the SNF of xI — D is also S. This with Proposition 1
together imply that A; (xI — A) = A;(xI — D) = A;(S) for all i.

Henceforth A;(x) denotes A;(xI — A). If A is an eigenvalue of A, then m 4 (A)
denotes the algebraic multiplicity of A. Let p(x) e R[x] anda e R. If (x —a) || p(x),
then x — a is a linear factor of p(x). By considering x/ — D, we have the following
result on the factors of A;(x) and ¢; (x).

Theorem 3 Let A be an n by n symmetric matrix whose distinct eigenvalues are
A, A2, ..., Ay and let § = diag(e1(x), ..., en(x)) be the SNF of xI — A. Then the
following hold.

@) Ifk <n—mu(X;), then (x —Aj){ Ar(x) and (x — ;) tex(x).

(b) Ifk >n—ma(Aj), then (x —Aj)k_"+mA()‘f)||Ak(x) and x — A is a linear factor
of er(x).

(©) ep—ik(x) = ]—Ij:mA(A,)>k(x - kj)~
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Proof Fix j, and let A = A, and m = ma(A;). Let D be a diagonalization of A.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that

X — U1 X —A
_xI—D: @ .
X — Un—m X —A mxm
where u; # A foreachi=1,...,n —m.
(a) Suppose k < n —m. The determinant of diag(x — u1, ..., x — k) is not divisible

by x — A. Thus, (x — 1) { Ag(x). By Theorem 2, ex(x)| Ar(x). Hence, (x — 1) t ek (x).
(b) Suppose k > n —m, and let M be a k by k submatrix of x/ — D. If M is not a prin-
cipal submatrix of x/ — D, then M has a zero row and hence det M = 0. Otherwise,
at least k — (n — m) diagonal entries of M are x — A. Thus, (x — k== A (x).
Note that x/ — D has a k by k minor equal to det[diag(x — ft1,...,X — Up—m, X —
Ar....,x —A)]. Thus (x — A)k==m+1+ A4 (x). Hence,

(x — WM AR (). A3)

Ag(x)
Ag—1(x)
equal to x — A and Ax_(x) has exactly (k —n +m) — 1 factors equal to x — A. Thus,
(x — A) || ex(x), and (b) holds.

By Theorem 2, e;(x) = . By (3), Ar(x) has exactly k — n + m factors

(c) By (2), en—i(x) is a product of linear factors from {x — A1,...,x — A4}, and by
(a) and (b), the factors are distinct, and x — A is a factor of e,_(x) if and only if
ma(A;) > k. Thus (c) holds. O

Useful, immediate consequences of Theorem 3 are the following:

Corollary 4 Let A be an n by n symmetric matrix, and S = diag(e((x), ..., e, (x))
be the SNF of xI — A. Suppose that X is an eigenvalue of A. Then

(@) ma()) >k ifand only if (x — M)|ep—k+1(x)
(b) ma(X) =k if and only if (x — A)|ey—g+1(x) but (x — X){ ep—(x).

Theorem 3(c) implies

deg(e,—k(x)) is the number of eigenvalues of A with multiplicity k + 1 or more.
4)
The minimal polynomial of a square matrix A is the unique, monic polynomial
p(x) of smallest degree such that p(A) = O. Taking k = 0 in Theorem 3(c), we see
that e, = (x — A1)(x — A2) - -+ (x — A4), which is known to be the minimal polyno-
mial of symmetric matrix A. Thus, deg(e,(x)) equals the number g(A) of distinct
eigenvalues of A, and by Theorem 2, we have the following:

Corollary 5 Let A be an n by n symmetric matrix, and S = diag(e1(x), ..., e, (x))
be the SNF of xI — A. Then e, (x) is the minimal polynomial of A, and

q(A) =n —deg(A,—1(x)).
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Corollary 5 allows one to obtain a lower bound on g(A) from an upper bound on
deg(A,—1(x)).

3 Eigenvalues of principal submatrices of an acyclic matrix

In this section we associate a digraph on n vertices with an n by n matrix M, and de-
scribe certain minors of M in terms of the structure of the digraph associated with M.
We use this description to show that an eigenvalue of A € S(T") with multiplicity k + 1
or more is an eigenvalue of each principal submatrix of A whose rows and columns
correspond to the vertices not covered by a set of k disjoint paths. As an application,
we provide an example showing that the IEP-T is not equivalent to determining the
ordered multiplicity lists of the eigenvalues of matrices in S(7") (see also [1]).

Let M = [m;;] be an n by n matrix. The digraph D(M) of M consists of the
vertices 1,2, ..., n, and arcs (i, j) from vertex i to vertex j if and only if m;; # 0.
The underlying graph of the digraph D(M) is the graph obtained by treating each
arc (i, j) (i # j) of D(M) as the edge ij, and ignoring the loops. A directed walk

in D(M) is a sequence of vertices (v1, vy, ..., v¢), such that (v;, v;41) is an arc for
eachi=1,...,¢ — 1, and v; is the initial vertex and vy is the terminal vertex of the
directed walk. The directed walk (vy, v, ..., v¢) covers the vertices vy, va, ..., Uy,

and has length £ — 1. If no vertex of a directed walk is repeated, then the directed
walk is a directed path.

If digraph D(M) has a unique directed path from vertex i to vertex j, then the
unique directed path is denoted by P;_, ;. If the underlying graph of D(M) has a
unique path connecting vertex i and vertex j, then the path is denoted by P;_;.

The weight of the arc (i, j) of D(M) is m;;. The weight of a directed walk B of
D(M) is the product of the weights of its arcs, and is denoted by wt(8).

If « and B are subsets of {1,...,n}, then we denote the submatrix of M ob-
tained by removing (resp. retaining) rows indexed by « and columns indexed by
B by M(«a, B) (resp. M[«, f]). When o = B, we use M («) and M [«], respectively.

The following result ([15, Theorem 9]) will be a useful tool throughout the re-
mainder of the paper.

Theorem 6 Let M be an n x n matrix. Then, for i, j € {1,2,...,n} withi # j,

det M({j},{ih) = (=1 Y (=D Pwe(P) det M(V (P)),
P

where the sum is taken over all directed paths P in D(M) from i to j, and £(P) is
the length of P.

Note that if M is acyclic, then for each pair of distinct vertices i and j there is a
unique directed path from i to j in D(M), and hence

det M({j}, {i}) = (=D P=Dwi(Pi, j) det M(V (Pi ).
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Corollary 7 Let M be an n by n matrix having digraph D with underlying graph G,
and let i1,i2,...,0k, j1, j2,---5 jk € {1,2,...,n} be distinct. Suppose that for each
r=1,2,...,k, there is a directed path P ;. from i, to j, in D with underlying
path P;._; in G such that P;,_;, is the unique path connecting i, and j, in G and
paths P, _j,, ..., Py _j, are disjoint. Then

det M({j1,..., k), i1, .-, ik})
k
= [[Wi(P;,—),) - det M(V (P, _j) U+ U V(P _j)).

r=1

Proof The proof is by induction on k. The statement is vacuously true for k = 0, and
the case k = 1 is true by Theorem 6. Let k > 2 and assume that the statement is true
fork — 1.

Let B be the matrix obtained from M by interchanging columns j, and i, for each
r=1,...,k — 1. Then, since path P;,_j, is the unique path in G connecting i; and
Jk that is disjoint from paths P;,_j, ..., P;,_,—j._,, the directed path P;,_, j is still
the unique directed path from ix to ji in the digraph D(B({j1, ..., jk—1})) with the
underlying path P;, _;, . Hence, it follows that

det M({j1, ..., j}, {i1, -y ik})
==zxdet[B({/1, ..., k-1 DIk} lix})
=Ewt(P; ) det[B({j1, ..., k=1 DIV (P —j)) by Theorem 6
= E£wt(Py— ji) det[B(V (Py— i DI, - -+ Jk—1})
=Ewt( P ) detfM(V (P i DI, - - Jr=1)s {its o Tk—1 ).

Since matrix M (V (P;,_;,)) with indices iy, ..., ix—1, j1,..., jk—1 satisfies the con-
dition in the statement, the result follows by the inductive hypothesis. g

Theorem 8 Let A € S(T) where T is a tree on n vertices and let S = diag(e1(x), ...,
en(x)) be the SNF of x1 — A If P;,_j,, ..., Pi_j, are disjoint paths in T covering
n —t vertices of T, then

An—t()|det(c] — A)(V(P,_j) U+~ UV (Py—)) and deg(Ay—(x)) <1.
Furthermore, if A is an eigenvalue of A with m o (L) > k + 1, then X is an eigenvalue
of A(V(P;—j) U---UV (P ;) with multiplicity ma(A) — k or more.

Proof Foreach s =1,...,k, let P, be the directed path from i, to j; in digraph
D(xI — A) with underlying graph P; ;. By Corollary 7,

det(xI — A){Jj1,.--» Jits {it, -+ -5 0k}
k
=+ [[wi(P,~ ) - detx] — A)(V(Py—j) U+ U V(P ).

s=1
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Fig. 1

Since each wt(P;,_, ;) is a nonzero constant and (xI — A)({j1, ..., jk}, {i1, ..., ik})
isann —k by n — k submatrix of x/ — A,

Ap—k(x)|det(x] — A)(V(P;—j) U---UV(Py—j)). (&)

Suppose that A is an eigenvalue of A with m4 (1) > k 4+ 1. By Theorem 3, the
multiplicity of (x — X) as a factor of A,_;(x) is m4(A) — k. Therefore, by (5),
(x = 0)mA®=K det(x T — A)(V(P;,—j,) U---UV(P;,_;)). This implies that A is an
eigenvalue of A(V (P;;—;)U---UV(P;_j)) with multiplicity m 4 (1) — k or more.
Note that the degree of polynomial det(x! — A)(V (P, —;)) U---UV(P;—j)) is
t. Thus, by (5),
deg(An—i(x) <1. =
If deg(A,—r(x)) <t, then Theorem 2 implies that deg(e,—x(x)) <. Hence, Corol-
lary 4 implies the following.

Corollary 9 Let A € S(T), where T is a tree on n vertices. If k disjoint paths of T
cover n — t vertices of T, then there are at most t eigenvalues of A with multiplicity
k + 1 or more.

It was conjectured in [11] that the IEP-T for a tree T is equivalent to determining
the ordered multiplicity lists of the eigenvalues of matrices in S(7T), i.e., each multi-
list of real numbers of the eigenvalues of a matrix in S(7") is the spectrum of a matrix
in S(T). Indeed, it was shown in [11] that for some classes of trees, these two prob-
lems are equivalent. A counterexample to the conjecture was given in [1]. We give a
counterexample on fewer vertices with a simple argument. This counterexample was
motivated by that in Figure 2.2 of [1].

Example 10 Consider the tree T illustrated in Figure 1. We will show that an ordered
multiplicity list of the eigenvalues of a matrix in S(7') requires the eigenvalues having
the ordered multiplicity list to satisfy a certain algebraic condition.

It can be verified that the eigenvalues of the (0, 1)-matrix A in S(7') with trace 0
are —/5, —+/2, 0, /2, /3, and the ordered multiplicity list of the eigenvalues of A
is (1,2,4,2,1).

Suppose that

0 = (A1, A2, A2, A3, A3, A3, A3, Ag, Mg, A5)

@ Springer



J Algebr Comb (2009) 29: 63-80 71

is realized by a matrix B in S(T) as its spectrum where A1 < Ay < A3 < g < As.
The disjoint paths 4—1—5, 7—2—=8 and 10—3—9 cover all the vertices except
vertex 6. Since mp(13) =4, Corollary 8 implies that A3 is the eigenvalue of B[{6}],
i.e., B[{6}] = A3.

Next, since the three disjoint paths 4—1—6—2—7, 10—3—9, and 8 cover all
the vertices except vertex 5, Theorem 8 implies that A3 is the eigenvalue of B[{5}],
i.e., B[{5}] = A3. Similarly, A3 is the eigenvalue of B[{i}], i.e., B[{i}] = A3 for each
i=4,5,7,8,9,10.

The three disjoint paths 7—2—6—3—10, 8 and 9 cover seven vertices. Thus,
by Theorem 8, 13 is an eigenvalue of B[{4, 1, 5}]. Similarly, A3 is an eigenvalue of
B[{10,3,9}] and B[{7, 2, 8}].

Finally, we show that both eigenvalues of B with multiplicity 2 are eigenvalues of
B[{4,1,5}], B[{7,2,8}] and B[{10, 3, 9}]. We consider only the case for B[{4, 1, 5}].
Since the single path 7—2—6—3—10 covers five vertices, and mp(*2) =mp(la) =
2, Theorem 8 implies that A, and A4 are eigenvalues of B[{4, 1,5, 8, 9}]. However,
B[{4,1,5,8,9}] = B[{4, 1, 5}] ® B[{8}] ® B[{9}]. Since B[{8}] = B[{9}] = A3, A2
and X4 are eigenvalues of B[{4, 1, 5}]. The other cases can be shown by choosing the
paths 4—1—6—2—7 and 4—1—6—3—10, respectively.

So far, we have shown that o (B[{6}]) = A3, and o (B[{4, 1,5}]) = o (B[{7, 2, 8}])
=0 (B[{10,3,9}]) = (A2, A3, A4). Now, we consider the trace of B. The trace of B is
equal to the sum of the traces of B[{6}], B[{4, 1, 5}], B[{7, 2, 8}] and B[{10, 3, 9}].
Since the trace is equal to the sum of all the eigenvalues, we have

MA20 +403+20 + A5 =23 +3(A2 + A3+ Ayg)

and hence,
AL+ As=A2 + Aq.

Therefore, if the ordered multiplicity list (1,2, 4,2, 1) is realized by a matrix B
in S(T), then o(B) = (A1, A2, A2, A3, A3, A3, A3, A4, Ag, A5) must satisfy A + A5 =
A2 + 4. For instance, o = (2,3,3,5,5,5,5,7,7, 10) with the ordered multiplicity
list (1,2, 4,2, 1) cannot be realized by any matrix in S(7).

4 Maximal multiplicity and p(T)

Let T be a tree on n vertices. Recall that MaxMult(7") is the maximal multiplicity
occurring for an eigenvalue among the matrices in S(7), and the path cover number
p(T) of T is the minimal number of disjoint paths that cover 7.

Let A € S(T). If k disjoint paths in T cover all the vertices of 7', then Corollary 9
implies that no eigenvalue of A has multiplicity more than k. Since A is an arbitrary
matrix in S(7), it follows that MaxMult(T') < p(T). In [8], it was shown that in fact
equality holds.

Theorem 11 If T is a tree, then

MaxMult(T) = p(T).
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For the remainder of this section, we describe a systematic way of computing
p(T). This method will be used repeatedly in the following sections. We first show
the existence of a specific path for a given tree (see also [16, Lemma 3.1]).

Proposition 12 Let T be a tree on n vertices. Then there exists a path in T such that
the end vertices of the path are pendant vertices of T, and at most one vertex of the
path has degree 3 or more in T .

Proof The proof is by induction on n. The result is clearly true if n < 2. Assume that
n > 3 and proceed by induction.

If T has diameter 2, then any path of length 2 works. Assume that the diameter of
T is at least 3, and let P be a path in T, u—v—a;—- - -—ay_1—ay, whose length
is the diameter of 7'. Since u is a pendant vertex of 7, T \ {u} is also a tree. By the
inductive hypothesis, there exists a path P’ of T \ {u} satisfying the given condition.

If the path P’ in T \ {u} does not contain v, then P’ is also a path in T satisfying
the given condition. If P’ contains v as an end vertex, then the path P,_, P’ is a
path in T satisfying the given condition. Otherwise P’ contains v and v is not an end
vertex of P’. Thus there exists a neighbor w of v in T\ {u} such that w # a;. Suppose
that w is not a pendant vertex of 7. Then there exists a neighbor y of w other than v.
Since T is a tree, y ¢ {aa, ..., ar} and hence, y—w—v—a;— - -—aj_1—ay is a
path in 7', whose length is longer than P, which is a contradiction. Therefore, w is a
pendant vertex of T, and the path u—v—w in T satisfies the given condition. g

If T is a path, then a path in T satisfying the conditions in Proposition 12 is
T itself. Otherwise, there exists a path P in T such that the end vertices of P are
pendant vertices of 7', and exactly one vertex of P has degree 3 or more in 7. Next,
we show that for such a path P, p(T \ V(P)) = p(T) — 1.

Proposition 13 Let T be a tree that is not a path. Suppose that P is a path in T such
that P’s end vertices are pendant vertices of T and P has exactly one vertex v of
degree 3 or more in T. Then

p(T)=p(T\V(P))+ L

Proof Note that each path cover of T \ V(P) can be extended to a path cover of T
by including the path P. Hence p(T) < p(T \ V(P)) + 1.

It is shown next that p(T) > p(T \ V(P))+ 1. Let p denote p(T) and C = {Pi}f:]
be a set of p disjoint paths in 7 covering all of the vertices of 7. If P € C, then, since
C \ {P} covers all of the vertices of T \ V(P), p(T \ V(P)) < p — 1. Otherwise,
P ¢ C. Then two disjoint paths in C, say o and f, are needed to cover the vertices
of P. Assume that 8 covers the vertex v. Then « covers only the vertices of P.
Thus, (C \ {o, B}) U {8\ V(P)} covers all the vertices of T \ P. This implies that
p(T\ V(P)) < p — L; equivalently, p > p(T \ V(P)) + 1. O

Example 14 By repeated use of Proposition 13, we can efficiently compute the path
cover number of the tree T in Figure 2.

@ Springer



J Algebr Comb (2009) 29: 63-80 73

Fig. 2 3 9

6 7
1 * ’ 2

4 5 8 10

Note that P; = 3—1—4 and P, = 9—2—10 satisfy the condition in Proposition 13
for T and T \ V(P), respectively, and the disjoint paths P;, P, and P; = 5-6-7-8
cover all of the vertices of T. Hence, by Proposition 13, p(T) = 3. This implies, by
Theorem 11, that if a multi-list o of 10 real numbers has an element with multiplicity
greater than 3, then o cannot be realized by any matrix in S(7').

5 Relationship between d(7T') and ¢(T)

In this section, we study the relation between d(T) and g (T).
Let T be a tree on n vertices and A € S(T). By Corollary 5,

q(A) =n —deg(A,-1(x)) (6)
and by Theorem 8, if a path in T has ¢ vertices, then
deg(Ay_1(x)) <n —¢. @)
Thus, by choosing a path of the longest length, (6) and (7) imply that
q(A) =d(T)+ 1. (®)

Since (8) holds for every matrix in S(7"), g(T) > d(T) + 1. Thus, the following
known theorem (see [14]) follows easily from the Smith Normal Form approach.

Theorem 15 Let T be a tree. Then
q(T)>d(T)+ 1.

Next, we provide a class of trees W for which g (W) is much larger than d(W) + 1.
The (k, £)-whirl W for k > 2 and ¢ > 1 is the tree on n = 2kf + k + 1 vertices
consisting of an axis vertex v, vertices v; adjacent to v and pendant paths ozi , oeé of
length ¢ whose end vertices are adjacent to v; for i = 1,2, ..., k. The 2k pendant
paths are called the legs of W. Note that d(W) = 2¢£ + 2. If the number of vertices
of each leg of W is not specified, we say that W is a k-whirl. If the numbers of the
vertices of the 2k legs are not necessarily equal, then W is a generalized k-whirl.
Figure 3 illustrates the (3, £)-whirl (€ > 1).

Some basic properties of generalized k-whirls are the following.
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Fig. 3
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Lemma 16 Suppose that W is a generalized k-whirl (k > 2) on n vertices with 2k
legs {ai, aé}f.‘zl such that each leg has at least one vertex. Let A € S(W) and let
A’ be the direct sum ofA[oej.]for alli e{l,...,k} and j € {1, 2}. If n, denotes the
number of eigenvalues of A with multiplicity r, then the following hold:

(@) nigp1 <landn; =0for j > k+2;

®) If xeo(A) and mg(A) =k + 1, then X\ is a simple eigenvalue ofA[oc;] for all
ie{l,....,k}and j €{1,2}, and m 4 ()) = 2k;

©) Ifuea(A) and ma(u) =k, then, foralli # s, j and t, u is a simple eigenvalue
of at least one ofA[ot;], Alof], and m g () > 2k — 2; and

(d) 2k —2ni+ Ck)ngr <n—(k+1).

Proof (a) Let P; = aﬁ v,'aé fori =1,..., k. By applying Proposition 13 to the paths
P1, ..., Py, we conclude that p(W) =k + 1. Hence, Theorem 11 implies that there
is no eigenvalue of A with multiplicity k + 2 or more, thatis, n; =0 for j > k + 2.
Furthermore, since the k disjoint paths Py, ..., Py in W cover all of the vertices of
W except v, Corollary 9 implies that there exists at most one eigenvalue of A with
multiplicity k + 1, that is, nx41 < 1. This proves (a).

(b) Suppose that A € 0(A) and m4 (1) = k + 1. Consider the following k dis-
joint paths in W: Q1 = a%(vl—v—vk)o/z‘, Qi = a’iviaé fori =2,...,k—1 and
Or = otll‘. Then W\ (V(Q1)U---UV(Qy)) is oz{ and hence, Theorem 8§ implies that
S O’(A[O[}]). By Theorem 11, A is a simple eigenvalue of A[all]. Similarly, A is a
simple eigenvalue of A[aé] and A[a;.] foreachi =2,...,k and j =1, 2. Therefore,
m 4 (A) = 2k, and (b) holds.

(c) Suppose that u € 0(A) and m4(n) = k. Let Ry = a;(vl—v—vk)alz‘, and
R; = aivay fori =2,...,k—1.Then A[W\ (V(R{)U---UV (Rg_1))]is, up to per-
mutation similarity, equal to A[all] ® A[a’l‘]. Thus, by Theorem 8, u is an eigenvalue

@ Springer



J Algebr Comb (2009) 29: 63-80 75

of A[a}] &) A[a’f] and hence, by Theorem 11, u is a simple eigenvalue of at least
one of A[a%], A[o/l‘]. Similarly, @ is a simple eigenvalue of at least one of A[a;.],
Alaf] for all i,s € {1,...,k}, i # s and j,t € {1,2}. If u is a simple eigenvalue
of at most 2k — 3 of the 2k matrices in {A[a’i], A[aé]}k then there is a pair of

‘ : i=1°
A[a}], Alaj] for i # s such that none of A[a;.], Ala;] has p as an eigenvalue. Thus,

1 is a simple eigenvalue of at least 2k — 2 matrices in {A[a’i], A[aé]}f: |- Therefore,
m () > 2k — 2, and (c) holds.

(d) The order of A’ is n — (k + 1). Since the number of eigenvalues of A’ cannot
exceed the order of A’, 2k — 2)ni + Qk)ngyr <n— (k+1). O

Theorem 17 Let W be the (k, £)-whirl with k > 3 and € > 2. Then

k=2)(£-1)

4N ZdW) + 1+ ==

>d(W)+1.

In particular, if W is a (3, £)-whirl, then
q(W)>=9d(W)/8+1/2.

Proof Let A € S(W) and let n; be the number of eigenvalues of A with multiplicity
j. By Lemma 16(a),

k+1
n=2k€+k+1=Zi-ni.
i=1

Moreover,

k+1
2k£+k+1=2i-ni

i=1
=n1+2ny+---+kng + (k+ Dngyq
=24+ n —242n2+---+ k— Dng 4+ (k— Dngs1) +ng + 2ngy4q.

By [10, Corollary 7], it follows that ny > 2. Thus,

2k +k+1 <24+ k-0 —2+n2+--- +ng +ngg1) +ng + 2041
=2+ (k—1)(g(A) —2) + nk + 2ng41. )]

Next, since n = 2k€ + k + 1, Lemma 16(d) implies
2k —2ng + Qk)ngs1 < 2kL. (10)
Thus, by solving (10) for ng, we have

ke — kngs
<
=T
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Furthermore, by (9),

Ul hk+1<24 k- 1)(q(A)—2)+%+2nk+l
= (k= 1g(4) ~ 2k 444 LEEZDML
By Lemma 16(a), nx4+1 < 1 and hence,
2k£+3k—3§(k—1)q(A)+%. (11)

By solving (11) for g(A), we have

(k€ + 3k —3)(k — 1) — (k€ + k — 2)
(k —1)?
2k20 4 3k — 3kt — Tk + 5
- (k—1)?
(k—2)(t—1)
(k —1)?

q(A) =

=20+3+

Since d(W) =2¢ 4 2, we have

k=2)(-1

4 ZdW) + 1+ ==

12)

Since A is an arbitrary matrix in S(W), (12) implies that

k=2(-1

G ZdW) + 1+ ==

>d(W)+1
for k > 3 and £ > 2.

For k = 3, using d(W) = 2¢ + 2, this simplifies to g(W) > 9d(W)/8 + 2, as
claimed. O

6 ¢q(G) for a class of connected graphs G

In the previous sections the Smith Normal Form approach is shown to be an efficient
tool for acyclic graphs. In this section, we illustrate the promise of the Smith Normal
Form approach for more than just acyclic graphs by finding a lower bound on ¢ (G)
for an infinite class of connected graphs G described in Figure 4.

Theorem 18 Let G be a connected graph on n vertices that consists of a connected
subgraph H on m vertices containing vertices vi, v, v3 such that for all r, s, and t

with {r,s,t} = {1, 2, 3}, there exists a unique shortest path from vs to v; that does not
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Fig. 4 Lo L3
Jj1 e—e ... v1 V9 e e—e i
il &—e .- oo e—e jo
Ly v3 Ly
Le : : Ls
J3 13
pass vy; and 6 legs Ly, ..., Le on € vertices such that end vertices of L1, Ly (resp.

L3, Lq and Ls, L¢) are adjacent to vertex vy (resp. vy and v3). Then

9¢ 15
G)>— -2 —.
q(G) > 7 m + 5
Proof Let A € §(G) and A1, ..., A, be the distinct eigenvalues of A and let n; be

the number of eigenvalues of A with multiplicity j. We use i, and j, to denote the
pendant vertices of the 6 legs in G (see Figure 4).
Consider M = xI — A. We compute the determinant of an (n — 3) by (n — 3)
submatrix of M, and find an upper bound on Z (ma(Xj)—2).In G there is
Ajima(hj)=4
a unique path P; _; from i; to j; and a unique directed path P; _ ; from i, to j; for
s=1,2,3.Since P;_j,, Pi,—j, and P;,_j, are disjoint, Corollary 7 implies that

3
detM({j1, ja, j3}, (i1, i2,i3}) = inWt(Piﬁjs) -det M[V (H)\ {v1, v2, v3}]. (13)
s=1

Since the wt(P;,_, ;)’s are nonzero constants and M ({j1, j2, j3}, (i1, i2,i3}) is an
(n —3) by (n — 3) submatrix of M, we have

Ap—3(x)|det M[V (H)\ {v1, v2, v3}].
By Theorem 3, if A is an eigenvalue of A with m 4(X) > 4, then A is an eigenvalue

of M[V(H) \ {v1, vz, v3}] with multiplicity m 4 (A) — 3 or more. Since the order of
MI[V (H)\ {v1, v2, v3}] is m — 3, it follows that

Z I < Z (ma(rj) —3)<m—3. (14)

Ajma(hj)=4 Ajma(hj)=4
Thus, by (14),

@ Springer



78 J Algebr Comb (2009) 29: 63-80

Y maGp ==Y (maGj)—3)

)\_,-:mA(A_/-)24 )»j:mA()\j)24

+ Y 1=2m-6 (15)
A-j:mA()\.j)Z4

Next, we compute the determinants of certain (n — 2) by (n — 2) submatrices of
M and thereby find an upper bound on n3. Let {a1, b1} = {i,, j-}, {a2, b2} = {is, js}
and {a3, b3} = {i;, j;} for some r, s and ¢ with {r, s, t} = {1, 2, 3}. The submatrices of
concern have the form M ({ay, a>}, {b1, b3}).

By considering the matrix B obtained from M by interchanging columns a; and
b3, and the digraph D(B({az})), a similar argument as in the proof of Corollary 7
shows that

det[M ({az}, {b3)]({a1}, {b1}) = £Wt(Py; —p,) det[ M (V (Pa,—p,))1({az}, {b3}).

Let N =M (V (P4 —p,)). By Theorem 6,

detN({a}. {b3) =+ Y (=D Pwi(P)det N(V(P)).
P

where the sum is taken over all directed paths P in D(N) from b3 to a. Note that
N(V(P)) is permutationally similar to M[V (Lp,)|® M[V (Lay)I®@M[V (H)\V (P)]
where Lj, and L, are the legs containing by and a3, respectively. It follows that
there is a polynomial f;(x) such that det M ({ay, a2}, {b1, b3}) is a constant multiple
of det M[V (Lp,)]det M[V (Ly,)] f+(x). Note that f.(x) depends only upon s and ¢
and not the choice of ay € {iy, js} and b3 € {i;, j;}. Also note that the assumption that
there is a unique shortest directed path from v to v; not through v, implies that f;. (x)
is a nonzero polynomial of degree at most m — 3. Since M ({a;, a2}, {b1, b3}) is an
(n — 2) by (n — 2) submatrix of M,

Ap—2(x)[det M[V (Lp,)] - det N[V (La;)] - fr(x).

Let u € 0(A) and m 4 () = 3. Then, by Theorem 3,  is a zero of det M[V (Lj,)]:
det M[V (Lgy)] - fr(x). If o is an eigenvalue of neither A[V (Lj,)] nor A[V (L)1,
then  is a zero of f,(x). Note that Lj, and L, are arbitrary legs of G incident to
different v;’s.

If w is not an eigenvalue of at least 4 of A[L,]’s, then there exist A[V (L,)] and
A[V (Ly)] such that A € 0 (A[V(L,)]) and A € o (A[V (Ly)]), and L,, L, are con-
nected to different v;’s. Thus, in this case, u is a zero of fi(x) for some k € {1, 2, 3}.
Therefore, the number, n/3, of such u satisfies

n’y <3(m —3). (16)
Let n); be the number of eigenvalues u of A with multiplicity 3 such that x is an

eigenvalue of at least4 of A[V (L,)]’s. Thennz = n/3 +n/3/. Since p is an eigenvalue of
A[V(L1)]®---® A[V (Le)] with multiplicity at least 4, and the order of A[V (L1)]®
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- @ A[V(Lg)] is 6¢, 4n < 6¢. Equivalently,

3¢
<. 17
n3 <> 17

Now, we compute a lower bound on ¢(A) = ¢g. Note that

q
n=6z+m=ZmA(x,~)=2q—n1+ng+ng+ Z (ma(hj) —2)
i=l1 Ajima(hj)=4

<2 +ns+ni+ Y (maGhy) —2).
)lemA()»j)Zﬁl

By (15), (16), and (17), we have
3¢
6E+m§2q+3(m—3)+?+2m—6. (18)

Hence, by solving (18) for ¢ = g(A), we have

9¢ 15
A)>— =12 —. 1
q(A) =z = —2m+ = 19)

Since A is an arbitrary matrix in S(G), (19) implies

9 15
> — =2 —.
q(G)_4 m+2 0

7 Coda

There has been some very interesting previous research on the relationship between
the structure of the Jordan blocks associated with the eigenvalue O of a matrix and the
digraph of the matrix, and that Smith Normal Form techniques were used to prove
some of the results. More specifically, in the case that A is a nilpotent upper triangular
matrix, Gansner [6] gave necessary conditions on the sizes of the Jordan blocks of A
associated with O in terms of sizes of disjoint paths. Moreover, the necessary condi-
tions were shown to hold for generic A. Hershkowitz and Schneider (see the survey
[7]) extended Gansner’s results to the much more difficult case of upper triangular
matrices and then to the even more difficult case of arbitrary matrices. In particular,
the work of Hershkowitz and Schneider gives a combinatorial formula for the max-
imum multiplicity of an eigenvalue among the matrices with a given zero-nonzero
pattern.

There are two main differences between the previous work and this paper. First,
in the present work, when studying the family of matrices with a given graph, the
diagonal entries are allowed to be arbitrary. In the previous work, each diagonal entry
was fixed to be zero, or nonzero. Second, and more importantly, the previous work
studied the Jordan structure of single eigenvalue at a time, and the present work be-
gins the simultaneous study of the Jordan structure of all of the eigenvalues. In this
light, a general problem, that this paper only begins to address is the following:
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Given a graph G (or a digraph D), determine all the possible structures of the
Jordan blocks (of all multiplicities) of matrices with graph G (or digraph D).

More precisely,

Given G (or D) find necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a
matrix A with graph G (or digraph D) such that A has ¢ distinct eigenvalues,
and the sizes of the Jordan blocks of A corresponding to the ith eigenvalue are
Siys Sigs -+ Siy, fori=1,2,...,q.

A complete solution in the case that G is a tree would be significant, and appears
difficult.

Acknowledgements The work of In-Jae Kim was done while he was a graduate student at the University
of Wyoming. The authors thank the referees for bringing the references [6, 7, 15] to our attention and
helpful comments that greatly improved the presentation.

References

AN AW N

13.

14.

15.

. Barioli, F., Fallat, S.M.: On two conjectures regarding an inverse eigenvalue problem for acyclic

symmetric matrices. Electron. J. Linear Algebra 11, 41-50 (2004)

. Bridges, W.G., Mena, R.: Lecture Notes. University of Wyoming, Laramie (1984)

. Fiedler, M.: Eigenvectors of acyclic matrices. Czech. Math. J. 25, 607-618 (1975)

. Godsil, C., Royle, G.: Algebraic Graph Theory. Springer, New York (2001)

. Hartley, B., Hawkes, T.O.: Rings, Modules and Linear Algebra. Chapman & Hall, London (1994)

. Gansner, E.R.: Acyclic digraphs, Young tableaux and nilpotent matrices. SIAM J. Algebraic Discrete

Methods 2, 429-440 (1981)

. Hershkowitz, D.: Paths in directed graphs and spectral properties of matrices. Linear Algebra Appl.

212/213, 309-337 (1994)

. Johnson, C.R., Leal Duarte, A.: The maximum multiplicity of an eigenvalue in a matrix whose graph

is a tree. Linear and Multilinear Algebra 46, 139-144 (1999)

. Johnson, C.R., Leal Duarte, A.: On the possible multiplicities of the eigenvalues of a Hermitian matrix

whose graph is a tree. Linear Algebra Appl. 348, 7-21 (2002)

. Johnson, C.R., Leal Duarte, A., Saiago, C.M.: The Parter-Wiener theorem: refinement and general-

ization. SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 25, 352-361 (2003)

. Johnson, C.R., Leal Duarte, A., Saiago, C.M.: Inverse eigenvalue problems and list of eigenvalues

for matrices whose graph is a tree: the case of generalized stars and double generalized stars. Linear
Algebra Appl. 373, 311-330 (2003)

. Johnson, C.R., Leal Duarte, A., Saiago, C.M., Sutton, B.D., Witt, A.J.: On the relative position of

multiple eigenvalues in the spectrum of an Hermitian matrix with a given graph. Linear Algebra
Appl. 363, 147-159 (2003)

Leal Duarte, A.: Construction of acyclic matrices from spectral data. Linear Algebra Appl. 113, 173—
182 (1989)

Leal Duarte, A., Johnson, C.R.: On the minimum number of distinct eigenvalues for a symmetric
matrix whose graph is a given tree. Math. Inequal. Appl. 5, 175-180 (2002)

Maybee, J., Olesky, D.D., van den Driessche, P., Wiener, G.: Matrices, digraphs and determinants.
SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 10, 500-519 (1989)

. Nylen, PM.: Minimum-rank matrices with prescribed graph. Linear Algebra Appl. 248, 303-316

(1996)

@ Springer



	Smith Normal Form and acyclic matrices
	Abstract
	Introduction
	SNF and multiplicities of eigenvalues
	Eigenvalues of principal submatrices of an acyclic matrix
	Maximal multiplicity and p(T)
	Relationship between d(T) and q(T)
	q(G) for a class of connected graphs G
	Coda
	Acknowledgements
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


