
MONOTONIC NORMALIZED HEAT DIFFUSION FOR REGULAR
BIPARTITE GRAPHS WITH FOUR EIGENVALUES

TASUKU KUBO AND RYUYA NAMBA

Abstract. Let X = (V,E) be a finite regular graph and Ht(u, v), u, v ∈ V , the heat
kernel on X. We prove that, if the graph X is bipartite and has four distinct Laplacian
eigenvalues, the ratio Ht(u, v)/Ht(u, u), u, v ∈ V, is monotonically non-decreasing as a
function of t. The key to the proof is the fact that such a graph is an incidence graph of
a symmetric 2-design.

1. Introduction

Let X = (V,E) be a finite, simple and connected graph. We denote the heat kernel
on X by Ht(u, v), t ≥ 0, u, v ∈ V , which is regarded as the probability that an X-valued
continuous-time random walk starting at u reach v at time t. We put

rt(u, v) :=
Ht(u, v)

Ht(u, u)
, t ≥ 0, u, v ∈ V,

whose behavior is of interest in the present paper. Our study is originally motivated by
the following question:

What kinds of graphs satisfy the property that the function t 7−→ rt(u, v),
t ≥ 0, is monotonically non-decreasing for distinct vertices u, v ?

In what follows, we call the property the monotonic normalized heat diffusion (MNHD,
in abbreviation). We should emphasize that this question is attributed to Peres (see
Regev–Shinkar [9]). He also conjectured that every vertex-transitive graph would satisfy
the MNHD. However, Regev and Shinkar [9] gave a negative answer to this conjecture by
constructing a finite vertex-transitive graph which does not satisfy the MNHD. Moreover,
they also gave an example of a not vertex-transitive but regular graph which does not
satisfy the MNHD. On the other hand, Price [8] showed that all finite abelian Cayley
graphs, a class of vertex-transitive graphs, satisfy the MNHD.

Afterwards, Nica showed in [7] the following by making effective use of the spectral
decomposition of the graph Laplacian matrix.

Proposition 1.1. Every finite graph with three distinct Laplacian eigenvalues satisfies
the MNHD.

By taking these related studies into account, we know that whether the MNHD holds
or not is so sensitive to the geometric structures of underlying finite graphs. Therefore,
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it seems to be difficult to completely determine the class of finite graphs possessing the
MNHD. As a further problem at this stage, it is natural to ask whether the similar claim
to Proposition 1.1 holds or not when the graph Laplacian has four distinct eigenvalues,
which is posed in Nica [7] as an open problem.

Finite graphs with a few Laplacian eigenvalues are well-studied in combinatorics and
spectral graph theory. It is known that the number of distinct Laplacian eigenvalues
tends to determine the shape of a graph in some sense. For instance, a finite graph with
only one Laplacian eigenvalue does not have any edges. Moreover, that with two distinct
Laplacian eigenvalues is always complete. A regular graph with three distinct Laplacian
eigenvalues is known to be strongly regular and there are lots of studies on them. See
e.g., Brouwer–Haemers [1, Sect. 9] for more details with many references therein.

Finite graphs with four distinct Laplacian eigenvalues have been investigated as well and
various examples are known. We refer to van Dam [2] for several properties and examples
of such graphs. One of interesting properties for the graphs involves with the so-called
walk-regularity. A finite graph is said to be walk-regular if the number of closed walks of
any length from a vertex to itself does not depend on the choice of the vertex. Typical
examples of walk-regular graphs are distance-regular graphs and vertex-transitive graphs.
Moreover, every finite regular graph with at most four distinct Laplacian eigenvalues is
known to be walk-regular. In view of these circumstances, it is worthwhile investigating
our problem for the case of four distinct Laplacian eigenvalues.

The following is a main result of the present paper.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that X is a regular bipartite graph with four distinct Laplacian
eigenvalues. Then X satisfies the MNHD.

One may wonder if the bipartiteness is imposed in the main theorem. This is due to a
highly technical reason. As is seen in Section 3, in order to complete the proof, we need
to estimate several complicated quantities written in terms of the square of the graph
Laplacian. In general cases, it is hard for us to find out off-diagonal components of the
graph Laplacian explicitly, which makes the estimates difficult. However, with bipartite-
ness, such components are completely written in terms of some parameters associated
to a certain characterization of such graphs as incidence graphs of symmetric 2-designs.
Hence, we treat the problem under the bipartiteness assumption.

The rest of the present paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we recall some known
properties of finite graphs with four distinct Laplacian eigenvalues as well as spectral
decompositions of the graph Laplacian matrices. The incidence graphs of symmetric 2-
designs are also explained. The notion together with the bipartiteness play a key role in
the proof of Theorem 1.2. We give a proof of Theorem 1.2 by noting a relation between
the square of the graph Laplacian and the bipartiteness in Section 3. Finally, we give
several examples of finite non-bipartite graphs with four Laplacian eigenvalues satisfying
the MNHD in Section 4. We discuss further possible directions of this study as well.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout the present paper, a graph X = (V,E) is always finite, simple and con-
nected, where V is the set of all vertices and E is the set of all unoriented edges. For a
set A, we denote by |A| the number of elements in A.
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2.1. Graph Laplacians and their eigenvalues. Let d be a positive integer and X =
(V,E) a finite d-regular graph. Suppose that |V | = n ≥ 2. Then the graph Laplacian L
is a symmetric n × n-matrix L = (L(u, v))u,v∈V defined by L = D − A, where D is the
degree matrix and A the adjacency matrix. Then we easily have

L2(u, v) =

d
2 + d if u = v

−2dA(u, v) +
∑
w 6=u,v

A(u,w)A(w, v) if u 6= v . (2.1)

By virtue of the Perron–Frobenius theorem, the graph Laplacian L has zero as its simple
and trivial eigenvalue and the constant function 1 is the eigenfunction corresponding to
zero. We here emphasize that the spectra of L and those of A are compatible in the sense
that λ ∈ σ(L) implies d−λ ∈ σ(A) and µ ∈ σ(A) implies d−µ ∈ σ(L), respectively. Here,
σ(L) is the set of distinct eigenvalues of L, often called the spectral set of L. Since L is
symmetric, one has the spectral decompositions of L and the corresponding heat kernel
Ht, t ≥ 0, that is,

L =
∑
λ∈σ(L)

λPλ, Ht := e−tL =
∑
λ∈σ(L)

e−tλPλ,

respectively, where Pλ, λ ∈ σ(L), is the projection matrix onto the eigenspace associated
with λ. As mentioned in the previous section, the heat kernel Ht(u, v) represents the
probability that an X-valued continuous-time random walk starting at u reach v at time
t. Since X is connected, we have r0(u, v) = 0 and rt(u, v) → 1 as t → ∞ for u, v ∈ V
with u 6= v. Though there is a regular graph X = (V,E) such that rt(u, v) > 1 for some
u, v ∈ V and some t > 0, we can verify that rt(u, v) ≤ 1 for t ≥ 0 and u, v ∈ V if X is
vertex-transitive. See Regev–Shinkar [9, Sect. 1 and Appendix A].

2.2. Finite graphs with four distinct Laplacian eigenvalues. Van Dam studied
regular graphs with four distinct Laplacian eigenvalues in [2]. He classified such graphs
into three classes in terms of the number of integral eigenvalues and exhibited interesting
examples of such graphs. Moreover, van Dam and Spence found in [3] all feasible spectra
of finite graphs with |V | ≤ 30 and four Laplacian eigenvalues by using both theoretical
techniques and computer results. We also refer to Mohammadian–Tayfeh-Rezaie [6] and
Huang–Huang [4, 5] for related results on finite and particularly regular graphs with four
Laplacian eigenvalues.

The following is the classification of Laplacian eigenvalues originally given by van Dam.

Proposition 2.1 (cf. van Dam [2] and van Dam–Spence [3]). If X is a d-regular graph
with |V | = n and has four distinct Laplacian eigenvalues, then only one of these three
properties holds.

(i) X has four integral Laplacian eigenvalues.

(ii) X has two integral Laplacian eigenvalues and two Laplacian eigenvalues of the form

d− (a±
√
b)/2, a ∈ Z, b ∈ N, with the same multiplicity.

(iii) X has one integral Laplacian eigenvalue 0 and the other three have the same multi-
plicity m = (n− 1)/3 and d = m or d = 2m.
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2.3. Incidence graph of symmetric 2-design. Let v, b, d, r, λ ∈ N. Suppose that M
is a set with |M | = v and B is a family of b subsets of M . A subset in B is called a block.

Definition 2.2 (balanced incomplete block design). The pair (M,B) is called a balanced
incomplete block design (BIBD) if the following hold.

(i) Each subset in B consists of d elements.

(ii) For every x ∈M , there are r blocks including x.

(iii) For every distinct x, y ∈M , there are λ blocks including x, y.

A BIBD is also called a (v, b, d, r, λ)-design or a 2-design. We note that bd = vr and
λ(v − 1) = r(d − 1) necessarily hold among the parameters. In particular, if v = b (and
r = d) holds, then the BIBD is called symmetric. If a BIBD is symmetric, then it is also
called a (v, d, λ)-design. See e.g., Brouwer–Haemers [1, Sect. 4.8] for more details.

Definition 2.3 (incidence graph of a BIBD). Let (M,B) be a BIBD. An incidence graph
of a BIBD is a finite graph such that the vertex set is V = M tB and two distinct vertices
x and y are adjacent if x ∈M , y ∈ B and x ∈ y.

By definition, if x, y ∈M or x, y ∈ B, then x and y are never adjacent in the incidence
graph of (M,B). This immediately means that an incidence graph of (M,B) is bipartite
with the bipartition M t B. There is the following remarkable relation between regular
bipartite graphs and incidence graphs of symmetric 2-designs.

Proposition 2.4 (cf. Brouwer–Haemers [1, Proposition 15.1.3]). A regular bipartite graph
with four distinct Laplacian eigenvalues is an incidence graph of a symmetric 2-design.

Moreover, the Laplacian eigenvalues of a given incidence graph of a symmetric 2-design
are explicitly written in terms of the parameter (v, d, λ).

Proposition 2.5 (cf. van Dam [2, Sect. 4.1.2]). The Laplacian eigenvalues of an incidence
graph of a symmetric (v, d, λ)-design is given by

λ0 = 0, λ1 = d−
√
d− λ, λ2 = d+

√
d− λ, λ3 = 2d. (2.2)

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Let X = (V,E) be a finite, d-regular and bipartite graph with |V | = n ∈ 2N and
bipartition V = V1 t V2. Suppose that the graph Laplacian L of X has precisely four
distinct eigenvalues. Since X is d-regular and bipartite, Propositions 2.4 and 2.5 imply
that X is an incidence graph of (n/2, d, λ)-design, where λ = 2d(d− 1)/(n− 2) ∈ N, and
its four Laplacian eigenvalues λ0, λ1, λ2, λ3 are written as (2.2).

The aim of this section is to give a proof of Theorem 1.2 by making use of the spectral
decomposition of L and the corresponding heat kernel Ht = e−tL, t ≥ 0, as well as
Propositions 2.4 and 2.5.

In our setting, the heat kernel is given by

Ht = e−tL = P0 + e−tλ1Pλ1 + e−tλ2Pλ2 + e−tλ3Pλ3 , t ≥ 0.
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Solving I = P0 + Pλ1 + Pλ2 + Pλ3 and Lk = λk1Pλ1 + λk2Pλ2 + λk3Pλ3 , k = 1, 2, we have
Pλ1 = C1

{
L2 − (λ2 + λ3)L+ λ2λ3(I − P0)

}
Pλ2 = C2

{
L2 − (λ1 + λ3)L+ λ1λ3(I − P0)

}
Pλ3 = C3

{
L2 − (λ1 + λ2)L+ λ1λ2(I − P0)

} , (3.1)

where I is the identity matrix and C1, C2, C3 are constants given by

C1 =
1

2λ2
√
d− λ

, C2 = − 1

2λ1
√
d− λ

, C3 =
1

λ1λ2

respectively. Note that C1, C3 > 0 and C2 < 0.
For u, v ∈ V with u 6= v, we define a function hu,v : [0,∞)→ R by

hu,v(t) := H ′t(u, v)Ht(u, u)−Ht(u, v)H ′t(u, u), t ≥ 0,

where H ′t stands for the derivative of Ht with respect to t. A direct computation gives us

hu,v(t) =
3∑
i=1

λi
n

∆i(u, v)e−tλi + (λ2 − λ1)∆12(u, v)e−t(λ1+λ2)

+ (λ3 − λ1)∆13(u, v)e−t(λ1+λ3)

+ (λ3 − λ2)∆23(u, v)e−t(λ2+λ3), (3.2)

where
∆i(u, v) = Pλi(u, u)− Pλi(u, v), i = 1, 2, 3,

and
∆ij(u, v) = Pλi(u, v)Pλj(u, u)− Pλj(u, v)Pλi(u, u)

for (i, j) = (1, 2), (1, 3), and (2, 3).
Suppose that L(u, v) = −1 or equivalently A(u, v) = 1. Then, we easily see that

A(u,w)A(w, v) = 0 for all w 6= u, v since X is bipartite. Therefore, it follows from (2.1)
that L2(u, v) = −2d. Next suppose that L(u, v) = 0 or equivalently A(u, v) = 0. There
are two possibilities: (1) u, v ∈ V1 or u, v ∈ V2, and (2) u ∈ V1, v ∈ V2 or u ∈ V2, v ∈ V1.
In the case (1), it is obvious that∑

w 6=u,v

A(u,w)A(w, v) = λ

by the definition of the block design. Hence, L2(u, v) = λ follows. On the other hand,
in the case (2), we also see that A(u,w)A(w, v) = 0 for all w 6= u, v. Therefore, it holds
that L2(u, v) = 0. Then the set V × V is decomposed as W0 tW1 tW2 tW3, where
W0 = {(u, u) ∈ V × V } and

W1 = {(u, v) ∈ V × V |L(u, v) = −1 and L2(u, v) = −2d},
W2 = {(u, v) ∈ V × V |L(u, v) = 0 and L2(u, v) = λ},
W3 = {(u, v) ∈ V × V |L(u, v) = 0 and L2(u, v) = 0}.

In order to prove Theorem 1.2, we need several lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. For any u, v ∈ V with u 6= v, the ratio rt(u, v) has non-negative derivative
at t = 0. Namely, it holds that hu,v(0) ≥ 0.
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Proof. Although the proof has been done in Nica [7, Lemma 3.2], we here give it for the
sake of completeness. It is sufficient to show that

H ′t(u, v)Ht(u, u) ≥ Ht(u, v)H ′t(u, u)

at t = 0. Since H0 = I, we have H0(u, u) = 1 and H0(u, v) = 0. Therefore, we are
left with checking that H ′0(u, v) ≥ 0. It holds that H ′t = −LHt and, in particular,
H ′0 = −LH0 = −L. Hence, we obtain H ′0(u, v) = −L(u, v) ≥ 0, as desired. �

Lemma 3.2. Let α > 0 and a1, a2 ∈ R. Then, the function F (t) := a1e
αt + a2e

−αt is
monotonically non-decreasing in [0,∞) if either of the following two conditions hold.

(1) a1 ≥ 0 and a2 ≤ 0.

(2) 0 ≤ a2 ≤ a1.

Proof. Due to basic calculus. �

Lemma 3.3. It holds that

∆1(u, v) ≥ 0, ∆2(u, v) ≥ 0, ∆3(u, v) ≥ 0 (3.3)

for any u, v ∈ V with u 6= v.

Proof. It follows from (3.1) that

∆1(u, v) = C1

{
d2 + d− L2(u, v)− (λ2 + λ3)

(
d− L(u, v)

)
+ λ2λ3

}
,

∆2(u, v) = C2

{
d2 + d− L2(u, v)− (λ1 + λ3)

(
d− L(u, v)

)
+ λ1λ3

}
,

∆3(u, v) = C3

{
d2 + d− L2(u, v)− (λ1 + λ2)

(
d− L(u, v)

)
+ λ1λ2

}
.

We here should recall C1, C3 > 0 and C2 < 0. Suppose that (u, v) ∈ W1. Then, we have

∆1(u, v) = C1

{
(d2 + d) + 2d− (3d+

√
d− λ)(d+ 1) + 2d(d+

√
d− λ)

}
= C1(d− 1)

√
d− λ ≥ 0,

∆2(u, v) = C2

{
(d2 + d) + 2d− (3d−

√
d− λ)(d+ 1) + 2d(d−

√
d− λ)

}
= C2(1− d)

√
d− λ ≥ 0,

∆3(u, v) = C3

{
(d2 + d) + 2d− 2d(d+ 1) + (d2 − d+ λ)

}
= C3λ ≥ 0.

Next suppose that (u, v) ∈ W2. Then, we have

∆1(u, v) = C1

{
(d2 + d)− λ− (3d+

√
d− λ)d+ 2d(d+

√
d− λ)

}
= C1

√
d− λ(

√
d− λ+ d) ≥ 0,

∆2(u, v) = C2

{
(d2 + d)− λ− (3d−

√
d− λ)d+ 2d(d−

√
d− λ)

}
= C2

√
d− λ(

√
d− λ− d) ≥ 0,

∆3(u, v) = C3

{
(d2 + d)− λ− 2d2 + (d2 − d+ λ)

}
= 0.
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Finally, suppose that (u, v) ∈ W3. Then, it holds that

∆1(u, v) = C1

{
(d2 + d)− (3d+

√
d− λ)d+ 2d(d+

√
d− λ)

}
= C1d(1 +

√
d− λ) ≥ 0,

∆2(u, v) = C2

{
(d2 + d)− (3d−

√
d− λ)d+ 2d(d−

√
d− λ)

}
= C2d(1−

√
d− λ) ≥ 0,

∆3(u, v) = C3

{
(d2 + d)− 2d2 + (d2 − d+ λ)

}
= C3λ ≥ 0,

where we used d − λ ≥ 1 for the estimate of ∆2(u, v). We also note that the case
d = λ never occurs in our setting. In fact, if d = λ, then the number of Laplacian
eigenvalues would be three. Therefore, Inequalities (3.3) are established for all u, v ∈ V
with u 6= v. �

Lemma 3.4. The following hold:

(1) If (u, v) ∈ W1, we have ∆12(u, v) ≥ 0, ∆13(u, v) ≥ 0 and ∆23(u, v) ≥ 0.

(2) If (u, v) ∈ W2, we have ∆12(u, v) = 0, ∆13(u, v) ≤ 0 and ∆23(u, v) ≤ 0.

(3) If (u, v) ∈ W3, we have ∆12(u, v) ≤ 0, ∆13(u, v) ≥ 0 and ∆23(u, v) ≥ 0.

Proof. It follows directly from (3.1) that

∆ij(u, v) = CiCj(λj − λi)
[{
L2(u, v)d− L(u, v)(d2 + d)

}
+

1

n
λk

{(
L2(u, v)− (d2 + d)

)
− λk

(
L(u, v)− d

)}
− λk

(
L2(u, v)− λkL(u, v)

)]
(3.4)

for (i, j, k) = (1, 2, 3), (1, 3, 2), (2, 3, 1). Suppose that (u, v) ∈ W1. Then it follows from
L(u, v) = −1 and L2(u, v) = −2d that

∆12(u, v) = −d(d− 1)C1C2(λ2 − λ1)
(

1− 2d

n

)
≥ 0,

∆13(u, v) = C1C3(λ3 − λ1)
[
λ+

1

n
(d+

√
d− λ)

{
− 2d+ (1 + d)

√
d− λ

}]
= C1C3(λ3 − λ1)

{
λ− 2

n
(d2 − d+ λ) +

1

n
(d− 1)

√
d− λ(d+

√
d− λ)

}
=

1

n
C1C3(λ3 − λ1)(d− 1)

√
d− λ(d+

√
d− λ) ≥ 0,

∆23(u, v) = C2C3(λ3 − λ2)
[
λ− 1

n
(d−

√
d− λ)

{
2d+ (d+ 1)

√
d− λ

}]
= C2C3(λ3 − λ2)

{
λ− 2

n
(d2 − d+ λ)

− 1

n
(d− 1)

√
d− λ(d−

√
d− λ)

}
= − 1

n
C2C3(λ3 − λ2)(d− 1)

√
d− λ(d−

√
d− λ) ≥ 0,
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where we used d2− d+λ = nλ/2 for the calculations of ∆13(u, v) and ∆23(u, v). Next we
suppose (u, v) ∈ W2. Then, it follows from L(u, v) = 0, L2(u, v) = λ and d2−d+λ = nλ/2
that

∆12(u, v) = C1C2(λ2 − λ1)
{
λd+

2d

n
(d2 − d+ λ)− 2λd

}
= 0,

∆13(u, v) = C1C3(λ3 − λ1)
{
− λ
√
d− λ+

1

n
(d+

√
d− λ)(λ− d+ d

√
d− λ)

}
= C1C3(λ3 − λ1)

√
d− λ

{
− λ+

1

n
(d2 − d+ λ)

}
= −1

2
λC1C3(λ3 − λ1)

√
d− λ ≤ 0,

∆23(u, v) = C2C3(λ3 − λ2)
{
λ
√
d− λ+

1

n
(d−

√
d− λ)(λ− d− d

√
d− λ)

}
= C2C3(λ3 − λ2)

√
d− λ

{
λ− 1

n
(d2 − d+ λ)

}
=

1

2
λC2C3(λ3 − λ2)

√
d− λ ≤ 0.

We finally suppose that (u, v) ∈ W3. Then, by noting L(u, v) = L2(u, v) = 0, we have

∆12(u, v) =
2

n
C1C2(λ2 − λ1)d2(d− 1) ≤ 0,

∆13(u, v) =
1

n
C1C3d(λ3 − λ1)(d+

√
d− λ)(

√
d− λ− 1) ≥ 0,

∆23(u, v) = − 1

n
C2C3d(λ3 − λ2)(d−

√
d− λ)(

√
d− λ+ 1) ≥ 0.

Putting it all together, we have established Lemma 3.4. �

We are in a position to give a proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof. Let u, v ∈ V with u 6= v. It is sufficient to show that hu,v(t) ≥ 0 for all t ≥ 0. We
suppose that (u, v) ∈ W1. Then Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 readily implies that hu,v(t) ≥ 0 for
t ≥ 0. Next we suppose that (u, v) ∈ W2. Since it holds that ∆12(u, v) = 0 by Lemma
3.4, we have

eλ3thu,v(t) =
λ3
n

∆3(u, v) + λ2

{ 1

n
∆2(u, v)etλ1 + ∆13(u, v)e−tλ1

}
+ λ1

{ 1

n
∆1(u, v)etλ2 + ∆23(u, v)e−tλ2

}
, t ≥ 0.

Note that 1
n
∆i(u, v) ≥ 0 and ∆i3(u, v) ≤ 0 for i = 1, 2 by using Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4.

Then, Lemma 3.2 implies that the function eλ3thu,v(t) is monotonically non-decreasing
in [0,∞) and Lemma 3.1 yields eλ3thu,v(t) ≥ hu,v(0) ≥ 0, t ≥ 0. Hence, we know that
hu,v(t) ≥ 0 for all t ≥ 0.



MONOTONIC NORMALIZED HEAT DIFFUSION FOR REGULAR BIPARTITE GRAPHS 9

Finally consider the case where (u, v) ∈ W3. Then we also have

eλ3thu,v(t)

=
λ3
n

∆3(u, v) + (λ2 − λ1)∆12(u, v) + λ2

{ 1

n
∆2(u, v)etλ1 + ∆13(u, v)e−tλ1

}
+ λ1

{ 1

n
∆1(u, v)etλ2 + ∆23(u, v)e−tλ2

}
, t ≥ 0.

Since C2 = −λ22C1C3, we have

1

n
∆2(u, v)−∆13(u, v)

=
1

n
C2d(1−

√
d− λ)− 1

n
C1C3d(λ3 − λ1)(d+

√
d− λ)(

√
d− λ− 1)

= − 1

n
C1C3λ2d

{
λ2(1−

√
d− λ) + (d+

√
d− λ)(

√
d− λ− 1)

}
= 0.

Similarly, one has
1

n
∆1(u, v)−∆23(u, v) = 0.

By virtue of Lemmas 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4, we conclude that the function eλ3thu,v(t) is mono-
tonically non-decreasing in [0,∞). Hence, we can show that hu,v(t) ≥ 0 for all t ≥ 0 in
the same way as the case where (u, v) ∈ W2. �

4. Examples and further directions

Our main result asserts that a finite graph X with four Laplacian eigenvalues satisfies
the MNHD if X is regular and bipartite. An example of such graphs is given below.

Example 4.1 (regular, bipartite case). Let M = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7} and

B =
{
{1, 2, 3, 4}, {1, 2, 5, 6}, {1, 4, 6, 7},
{1, 3, 5, 7}, {2, 3, 6, 7}, {2, 4, 5, 7}, {3, 4, 5, 6}

}
.

Then we easily verify that (M,B) is a BIBD with parameter (7, 4, 2). Hence, the incidence
graph of symmetric (7, 4, 2)-design is a 4-regular bipartite graph with bipartition M t B
and four Laplacian eigenvalues 0, 4±

√
2, 8 (see Fig. 1 below).

1
<latexit sha1_base64="Gtz6pza7aFf/lPzMi0Z46KhHXmc="></latexit> 2

<latexit sha1_base64="kUu3sZVQz4OAQX6Vf2Lmn+dr95Q="></latexit>

3
<latexit sha1_base64="SOzE+4/OVEWLxrTFJ1eXjF0urOw="></latexit>

4
<latexit sha1_base64="xjuUKm3o/uq0hNVpw2V5Tf09BdA="></latexit> 5

<latexit sha1_base64="GuLYTjI/jlerpiq4yRn2jBZiSk8="></latexit>

6
<latexit sha1_base64="rTerjX2eePnJyl3GIZGlPJ8p5AQ="></latexit>

7
<latexit sha1_base64="r/bh+SgiySEKVhaHGJcQrvnVYRU="></latexit>

{1, 2, 3, 4}
<latexit sha1_base64="a4BStlKkxVWs5PxG9gQdrmHrJYQ="></latexit>

{1, 2, 5, 6}
<latexit sha1_base64="of/+ZS+tJgIjEfDfpJ/ZDgx6b94="></latexit>

{1, 4, 6, 7}
<latexit sha1_base64="7hCJmIXp5laZbZzirP66aFcsRQY="></latexit>

{1, 3, 5, 7}
<latexit sha1_base64="cMEExMOO7Sv2GDu53hTt5TLfJws="></latexit>

{2, 3, 6, 7}
<latexit sha1_base64="qOBxNNm5kcswyfb1GZhSZBrwrqo="></latexit>

{2, 4, 5, 7}
<latexit sha1_base64="Dj7mPBfiQC9d9mHtm63c5HywAds="></latexit>

{3, 4, 5, 6}
<latexit sha1_base64="35AiCwWo4aQX77X1elH0DewB8gk="></latexit>

Figure 1. The incidence graph of (7, 4, 2)-design.
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In view of Theorem 1.2, this graph satisfies the MNHD. Note that the graph above
corresponds to the case (ii) in Proposition 2.1. We also exhibit below all regular bipartite
graphs X = (V,E) with |V | ≤ 30 having four distinct Laplacian eigenvalues, according
to van Dam–Spence [3, Appendix A].

|V | σ(L) (v, k, λ)

10 {0, 3, 5, 8} (5, 4, 3)

12 {0, 4, 6, 10} (6, 5, 4)

14 {0, 5, 7, 12} (7, 6, 5)

14 {0, 3±
√

2, 6} (7, 3, 1)

14 {0, 4±
√

2, 8} (7, 4, 2)

16 {0, 6, 8, 14} (8, 7, 6)

18 {0, 7, 9, 16} (9, 8, 7)

20 {0, 8, 10, 18} (10, 9, 8)

22 {0, 9, 11, 20} (11, 10, 9)

22 {0, 5±
√

3, 10} (11, 5, 2)

|V | σ(L) (v, k, λ)

22 {0, 6±
√

3, 12} (11, 6, 3)

24 {0, 10, 12, 22} (12, 11, 10)

26 {0, 11, 13, 24} (13, 12, 11)

26 {0, 4±
√

3, 8} (13, 4, 1)

26 {0, 9±
√

3, 18} (13, 9, 6)

28 {0, 12, 14, 26} (14, 13, 12)

30 {0, 5, 9, 14} (15, 7, 3)

30 {0, 6, 10, 16} (15, 8, 4)

30 {0, 13, 15, 28} (15, 14, 13)

On the other hand, we also find some examples of finite (not always regular) graphs
with four Laplacian eigenvalues which are not bipartite but satisfy the MNHD.

Example 4.2 (regular, non-bipartite case). Let X be a finite 3-regular graph given by
(a) in Fig. 2. The graph Laplacian of X has four integral eigenvalues 0, 2, 3, 5. This
means that the graph X corresponds to the case (i) in Proposition 2.1. We can show that
the graph X actually satisfies the MNHD.

Proof. The graph Laplacian L of X and its square L2 are given by

L =


3 −1 −1 0 0 −1
−1 3 0 −1 −1 0
−1 0 3 −1 0 −1
0 −1 −1 3 −1 0
0 −1 0 −1 3 −1
−1 0 −1 0 −1 3

 , L2 =


12 −6 −5 2 2 −5
−6 12 2 −5 −5 2
−5 2 12 −6 2 −5
2 −5 −6 12 −5 2
2 −5 2 −5 12 −6
−5 2 −5 2 −6 12

 ,

respectively. We decompose the set (V ×V )\{(vi, vi) | i = 1, 2, . . . , 6} into W1tW2tW3,
where

W1 := {(vi, vj) | vi, vj are not adjacent},
W2 := {(vi, vj) | vi, vj are adjacent and vi, vj, vk form a triangle for some k},
W3 := {(vi, vj) | (vi, vj) /∈ W1 tW2}.

Then the values of ∆k = ∆k(vi, vj), k = 1, 2, 3, and ∆k` = ∆k`(vi, vj), (k, `) =
(1, 2), (1, 3), (2, 3), are exhibited as follows:
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∆1 ∆2 ∆3 ∆12 ∆13 ∆23

(vi, vj) ∈ W1
1
3

1
2

1
6
− 1

36
− 1

12
−1

9

(vi, vj) ∈ W2 0 1
2

1
2

1
12

1
12

0

(vi, vj) ∈ W3
1
3

0 2
3
−1

9
0 2

9

As is seen, ∆k(vi, vj) ≥ 0, k = 1, 2, 3, holds in each case and we can follow the same
argument as the proof of Theorem 1.2 to conclude that each function hvi,vj(t) is mono-
tonically non-decreasing in [0,∞). Therefore, we have shown that the graph X satisfies
the MNHD. �

Remark 4.3. We should emphasize that the graph X can be regarded as a Cayley graph
of the symmetric group

S3 = {v1 = e, v2 = σ, v3 = τ, v4 = στ, v5 = τσ, v6 = στσ}

over the finite set {1, 2, 3} with a generating set {σ, τ, τ 2}, where e denotes the identity
permutation and σ = (1, 2), τ = (1, 2, 3).

Example 4.4 (non-regular case). Let X be a 6-wheel graph, that is, a finite graph given
by connecting a certain vertex to all vertices of a 5-cycle (see (b) in Fig. 2). The graph
Laplacian of X has four eigenvalues

λ0 = 0, λ1 =
7−
√

5

2
, λ2 =

7 +
√

5

2
, λ3 = 6.

Although it is not regular, the graph X also satisfies the MNHD.

Proof. The graph Laplacian L together with its square L2 have on-diagonal components
given by L(vi, vi) = 3, L2(vi, vi) = 12 if i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and L(vi, vi) = 5, L2(vi, vi) = 30 if
i = 6, and have off-diagonal ones given by

L(vi, vj) = 0, L2(vi, vj) = 2, if vi and vj are not adjacent,

L(vi, vj) = −1, L2(vi, vi) = −5, if vi and vj are adjacent with i, j 6= 6,

L(vi, vj) = −1, L2(vi, vj) = −6, otherwise.

Then there are following four possibilities for the pair (i, j):

(i) i, j = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and vi, vj are not adjacent,
(ii) i, j = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and vi, vj are adjacent,

(iii) i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and j = 6,
(iv) i = 6 and j = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5.

The values of ∆k = ∆k(vi, vj), k = 1, 2, 3, and ∆k` = ∆k`(vi, vj), (k, `) = (1, 2), (1, 3), (2, 3),
are listed as follows:
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∆1 ∆2 ∆3 ∆12 ∆13 ∆23

(i)
√
5+5
10

5−
√
5

10
0 −2

√
5

25
−
√
5+5
300

−5−
√
5

300

(ii) 5−
√
5

10

√
5+5
10

0 2
√
5

25
−5−

√
5

300
−
√
5+5
10

(iii) 2
5

2
5

1
5

0 1
15

1
15

(iv) 0 0 1 0 0 0

We observe that ∆k(vi, vj) ≥ 0, k = 1, 2, 3, holds in each case. Therefore, by following
the same argument as the proof of Theorem 1.2, we conclude that the function hvi,vj(t)
is monotonically non-decreasing in [0,∞), which implies that the graph X does satisfies
the MNHD. �

(a)
<latexit sha1_base64="F3xxninZi5bt7q2v0Z3finQocvY="></latexit>

(b)
<latexit sha1_base64="nQWQtJW8TEoL60nzeuYZz9F3C3c="></latexit>

v1
<latexit sha1_base64="wJbP1Xv1f8VdBWpiodBWMM1leB8="></latexit>

v2
<latexit sha1_base64="hqDh66L5oaltMqt68iUSVM59sYw="></latexit>

v3
<latexit sha1_base64="7XPluKDxqTYWeBcD7BSe0uvw9Fk="></latexit>

v4
<latexit sha1_base64="dI3p4Lp024CeFenTJWYkJ5xN07w="></latexit>

v5
<latexit sha1_base64="8qh5EJIQYguNn0Sb4kNC1kNha8U="></latexit>

v6
<latexit sha1_base64="z+LWDIH8fwdLk9rvnjnCIk8DOfQ="></latexit>

(c)
<latexit sha1_base64="Mo8uQox0cxbMGnRjxwPBSagR1A8="></latexit>

v1
<latexit sha1_base64="wJbP1Xv1f8VdBWpiodBWMM1leB8="></latexit>

v2
<latexit sha1_base64="hqDh66L5oaltMqt68iUSVM59sYw="></latexit>

v3
<latexit sha1_base64="7XPluKDxqTYWeBcD7BSe0uvw9Fk="></latexit>

v3
<latexit sha1_base64="7XPluKDxqTYWeBcD7BSe0uvw9Fk="></latexit>

v4
<latexit sha1_base64="dI3p4Lp024CeFenTJWYkJ5xN07w="></latexit>

v4
<latexit sha1_base64="dI3p4Lp024CeFenTJWYkJ5xN07w="></latexit>

v5
<latexit sha1_base64="8qh5EJIQYguNn0Sb4kNC1kNha8U="></latexit>

v5
<latexit sha1_base64="8qh5EJIQYguNn0Sb4kNC1kNha8U="></latexit>

v6
<latexit sha1_base64="z+LWDIH8fwdLk9rvnjnCIk8DOfQ="></latexit>

v6
<latexit sha1_base64="z+LWDIH8fwdLk9rvnjnCIk8DOfQ="></latexit>

v1
<latexit sha1_base64="wJbP1Xv1f8VdBWpiodBWMM1leB8="></latexit>

v2
<latexit sha1_base64="hqDh66L5oaltMqt68iUSVM59sYw="></latexit>

Figure 2. Finite graphs with four Laplacian eigenvalues.

In the present paper, we have proved that every finite, regular and bipartite graph with
four distinct Laplacian eigenvalues satisfies the MNHD. However, in view of Examples 4.2
and 4.4, our results may be extended to more general cases such as at least non-bipartite
cases. Indeed, we expect that the MNHD truly holds for all finite regular graphs with
four Laplacian eigenvalues, which is left as an interesting open problem. Simultaneously,
it is also interesting to investigate the cases of non-regular graphs.

Recall that every finite abelian Cayley graph satisfies the MNHD, which was shown in
Price [8]. It is known that the symmetric group S3 is a typical example of finite groups
which are not abelian but solvable. As we mentioned in Example 4.2 and Remark 4.3,
the Cayley graph of S3 enjoys the MNHD. On the other hand, the finite lamplighter
group, which is also known as an example of finite solvable groups, does not satisfy the
MNHD (see Regev–Shinkar [9]). By taking these circumstances into account, one may
ask what kinds of finite non-commutative groups satisfy the MNHD. In particular, we left
the following as an open problem. Does every finite nilpotent Cayley graph satisfy the
MNHD?
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