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ABSTRACT. Expander graphs have been central objects of study for over fifty years. Ramanugjan
graphs attain the asymptotically optimal nontrivial adjacency-eigenvalue threshold for infinite fixed-
degree families. The original arithmetic constructions by Lubotzky—Phillips—Sarnak (1988) and
Margulis (1988), and the iterative 2-lift method of Bilu-Linial (2006) provide different approaches
to Ramanujan graph constructions. Motivated by work on Mealy automata, we combine both
approaches to give the following new arithmetic construction.

For every prime p =1 (mod 17), we construct a infinite tower of (p + 1)-regular non-bipartite
Ramanujan graphs on 2" vertices, with label-preserving 2-lifts between consecutive levels. These
construction is strongly explicit: for fixed p, a neighbor or lift sign is computable in O,(n®) bit
operations. The construction uses fixed algebraic 2-adic transformations, specified by finite data
computable in preprocessing depending only on p.

The main number-theoretic tool is Blasius’s Ramanujan—Petersson theorem for Hilbert modular
forms, applied through the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence to obtain the sharp bound |A| < 2,/p
for every nontrivial adjacency eigenvalue of our (p+1)-regular graphs. The transformations preserve
2-adic distance, which gives the binary covers and an explicit formula for their signings.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Foreword. The story of expanders is both extensive and extremely surprising, as their
applications are crucial in both algorithms and computational complexity, while the tools involved
are quite technical and substantially utilize many areas of mathematics [HLW06, Lub12, Vad12].

Three developments are particularly relevant here: the explicit expanders of Margulis [Mar73];
the arithmetic Ramanujan graphs of Lubotzky—Phillips—Sarnak [LPS88] and Margulis [Mar88|;
and the iterative 2-lift approach of Bilu—Linial [BLO6|, further developed by Marcus—Spielman—
Srivastava [MSS15|. These constructions have prompted many generalizations, often motivated by
applications that require different combinations of spectral quality, graph size, and computational
access. The literature overview below separates these requirements.

The goal of this paper is to obtain a strongly explicit construction of 2-lifts which have Ramanujan
property, thus combining all three properties above. This is especially difficult since there is no
“room to recover” in this situation — once an eigenvalue is outside of the Ramanujan interval, it
remains so under 2-lifts. Furthermore, being strongly explicit and Ramanujan, we are essentially
forced to use number-theoretic tools, as both combinatorial and probabilistic approaches are less
powerful and typically give either e-Ramanujan or probabilistic constructions (see below).

The story of our result is also quite interesting. Originally, the authors made an effort to
understand expansion properties of Aleshin and Bellaterra Schreier graphs [KV26a, KV26b, MP17].
The construction in this paper grew out of this work. Although we retain the arithmetic model
underlying the cubic Bellaterra Ramanujan tower and extend its analysis, the resulting graphs are
no longer obtained as Schreier of automatic groups.

1.2. Main result. For introductions to Ramanujan graphs and the lifting method, see Kowalski
[Kow19, §4.2] and Wigderson [Wigl9, §8.7], respectively. For the Marcus—Spielman—Srivastava
method, see an accessible exposition in [Wigl9, §13.3|.
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When a d-regular expander G = (V, E) has |V| = 2" vertices, a strongly explicit construction
computes i-th neighbor of a vertex v € V|, where 1 < i < d, in time polynomial in n, without
constructing the entire graph. We refer to Section 2 for a more precise definition.

We give a strongly explicit construction of a compatible binary tower {Gy}, in which G, on
(n + 1)-bit strings is a two-sheeted cover of G,, on n-bit strings. Each base edge has a lift bit
B € {0,1}, specifying the straight or crossed matching between its two fibers. The corresponding
sign is defined as (—1)7 € {£1}.

A connected d-regular non-bipartite graph with adjacency matrix A is called Ramanujan, if
every eigenvalue A < d has absolute value |\| < 2v/d — 1. By the Alon-Boppana theorem, this is
the asymptotically optimal bound for infinite fixed-degree families, see e.g. [HLWO06].

Theorem 1.1 (Strongly explicit Ramanujan towers). For every prime p = 1 (mod 17), there is a
deterministically specified family {I'y, p}n>1 of connected graphs with the following properties:

(i) V(T'np) = Z/2"Z, and the degree of every vertex is equal to d :=p+ 1.

(ii) For every n > 1, every adjacency eigenvalue A < d satisfies

Al < 2¢/p.
Thus every I'y, , s a connected, non-bipartite d-reqular Ramanugjan graph.
(iii) Reduction modulo 2" is a label-preserving two-sheeted cover

Fn+1’p Fn7p :

The associated straight/crossed signing is deterministically and locally computable.
(iv) For fized p, a neighbor or a lift bit can be computed in O,(n3) bit operations.

In other words, we have a simultaneous, effective description of an entire binary tower: exact
order 2" at every level, exact two-sided spectral bounds, and locally computable neighbors and lift
signs. Dirichlet’s theorem gives infinitely many primes p =1 (mod 17), see e.g. [Dav00]. The first
three are 103,137, 239; see e.g. [OEIS, A129484]. We conclude:

Corollary 1.2 (Infinitely many degrees). There are infinitely many degrees d for which every
binary level has a strongly explicit Ramanujan graph and every successive map is a 2-lift.

Finally, we note that graphs in the theorem are labeled multigraphs: parallel edges, loops, and
half-loops are permitted, with the conventions specified in Section 2.

1.3. Prior work. We recall several strands of work that motivate the construction: arithmetic
Ramanujan graphs, graph coverings and lifts, derandomization, and strongly explicit expanders.
The notions and parameter regimes differ across these literatures, so the summary below is intended
mainly to locate the ingredients used later in the paper.

Coverings and the tower viewpoint. Graph coverings have a classical permutation-voltage description,
in which each directed edge carries a permutation and the reversed edge carries its inverse; see e.g.
Gross—Tucker [GT87|. Characteristic polynomials of graph coverings were studied by Mizuno—Sato
[MS95]. Nested finite quotients of groups give another natural source of compatible graph families,
closely related to property (7), see [Lub94, Lub12|.

Arithmetic Ramanujan graphs. Lubotzky—Phillips—Sarnak [LPS88| and Margulis [Mar88| gave the
first arithmetic Ramanujan families. Pizer [Piz90] subsequently constructed Ramanujan multigraphs
directly from Hecke operators on spaces of theta series, a particularly close antecedent to the
Hecke-operator viewpoint used below. Chiu [Chi92]| obtained a cubic construction, and Morgenstern
[Mor94| constructed strongly explicit Ramanujan graphs of degree ¢ + 1 for every prime power q.
Alon [Al21] discusses strong explicitness and the range of attainable vertex sizes in these and
related constructions.

Random lifts and the universal-cover benchmark. Amit-Linial [ALO6] analyzed expansion in random
lifts (the conference version appeared in 2001). Soon after, Friedman |Fri03] studied the new
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spectrum of random lifts relative to their universal cover. His later random-regular-graph theorem
[Fri08] is the starting point for Bordenave’s new proof and extension to random lifts of a fixed base
graph [Bor20]. Linial-Puder [LP10] and Puder [Pud15]| developed further spectral estimates using
word maps and counting methods. Agarwal-Kolla-Madan [AKM13] study small and shift lifts,
and Agarwal-Chandrasekaran-Kolla-Madan [ACKM19] develop a group-based lifting framework.
Generalized Alon—Boppana bounds for finite quotients of a fixed universal cover are given by
Friedman-Tillich [FT05].

Derandomizing lifts and Ramanujan coverings. Bilu-Linial [BL06| introduced the iterative 2-
lift approach and gave deterministic polynomial-time constructions with nontrivial eigenvalues
O(\/g (log d)3/ 2). In [MSS15|, Marcus—Spielman—Srivastava proved that every bipartite d-regular
Ramanujan graph has a Ramanujan 2-lift. In [LPV14], Liu-Peyerimhoff-Vdovina proved analogous
existence result for 3-lifts by using Hermitian metrices, and Chandrasekaran—Velingker [CV17]
proved analogous existence results for 4-lifts. Soon after, Marcus—Spielman—Srivastava all-sizes
theorem in [MSS18| used a different interlacing family. In [Coh16|, Cohen gave a deterministic
polynomial-time implementation producing bipartite Ramanujan multigraphs.

In [HPS18|, Hall-Puder—Sawin showed that every finite connected graph admits a one-sided
Ramanujan r-cover for every r > 1, with a two-sided bound when the base graph is bipartite.
Iterating Ramanujan 2-lifts already gives existential binary towers. Their discussion of composition
and wreath products [HPS18, §5.4] also connects to Makelov’s tower constructions [Mak15].

Recent prescribed-graph signing algorithms. Most recently, Jadbabaie-Saberi-Sra [JSS26, Thm 6.1
and §6.6] give a Las Vegas recursive-repair algorithm for sharp signings of finite simple bipartite
graphs, with expected polynomial bit complexity. Xu [Xu26| builds on this framework and gives a
deterministic worst-case polynomial-time algorithm for the same sharp bipartite bound. These are
whole-graph algorithms for a prescribed finite input graph.

Near-Ramanujan graphs and combinatorial explicitness. In [MOP20|, Mohanty—O’Donnell-Paredes
gave deterministic polynomial-time constructions with bound 2v/d — 1 + ¢ for every fixed d > 3
and e > 0, using derandomized lifts. Jeronimo—Mittal-O’Donnell-Paredes—Tulsiani [JMOPT22]
extended closely related methods to explicit abelian lifts, with applications to classical and quantum
LDPC codes. Alon [Al21] gave strongly explicit constructions with bound (2 + 04(1))V/d for every
degree. In [OW20, §1.3, §10.1], O’Donnell-Wu extended the lift approach to matrix-polynomial
lifts, obtaining finite graphs whose nontrivial spectra are e-close in Hausdorff distance to those of
prescribed infinite covering graphs; they also gave a probabilistically strongly explicit variant.

A broader literature developed locally computable expanders by graph products and related
transformations. Famously, in [RVWO02|, Reingold—Vadhan-Wigderson introduced the zig-zag
product. Sooner after, Alon-Lubotzky—Wigderson [ALWO1] related this construction to semidi-
rect products, Rozenman—Shalev—Wigderson [RSWO06]| constructed expanding Cayley graphs on
iterated wreath products, and Rozenman—Vadhan [RV05| developed derandomized squaring. Cooper—
Dotterrer—Prassidis [CDP06] study covering properties of generalized zig-zag products. Ben-Aroya
and Ta-Shma [BT11] obtained fully explicit almost-Ramanujan graphs with normalized nontrivial
eigenvalues at most d—1/2tea() a5 d — 0o, and, most recently, Jeronimo—Mittal-Roy—Wigderson
[JMRW25] give an operator-amplification transformation from arbitrary expanders to almost-
Ramanujan expanders.

Earlier explicit towers and automata. In [Mak15, §5], Makelov constructed fully explicit expander
towers using compatible graph products, including an almost-Ramanujan version based on [BT11];
his thesis also discusses binary refinements and existential Ramanujan 2-lift towers.

Malyshev—Pak [MP17] studied automaton-based lift towers and conjecture expansion for their
level graphs. In [BGV26|, Bondarenko—Grigorchuk—Vdovina constructed strongly explicit (¢ 4 1)-
regular Ramanujan graphs from fixed Mealy automata for every odd prime power ¢, with ¢-fold
covering levels.
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Construction Spectral target Algorithmic guarantee Covering structure

LPS; Morgenstern  Exact Local query: Standard formulations do not give

polylog(N) iterated 2-lifts.

Bilu-Linial O(Vd (log d)*/?) Whole graph: Deterministic iterated 2-lifts.

poly(N)

MSS I; HPS Exact if bipartite Existence Binary lifts; HPS allows every covering
degree, with a general one-sided
bound.

MSS IV; Cohen Exact Whole graph: All admissible sizes; not a

poly () prescribed-base local signing
algorithm.

JSS; Xu Exact, bipartite Whole graph: Prescribed-graph signings; randomized

poly () repair, then deterministic repair.

MOP 2vVd—1+¢ Whole graph: Derandomized lifts for every fixed

poly(N) degree.

O’Donnell-Wu e-close to Spec(X) Whole graph: Repeated 2-lifts; a separate

poly(NV) probabilistically strongly explicit
variant.

RSW; Makelov Expanding; Local query: Compatible towers; exact binary

almost-Ramanujan  polylog(NV) towers also treated existentially by
Makelov.
BGV; KV Exact Local query: O(log N) Respectively g-fold towers for odd
via fixed automata prime powers ¢, and a cubic binary
tower.
This paper Exact Local query: Every size N = 2"; locally computed
O,((log N)?) binary lift signs; d = p + 1, p prime.

TABLE 1. Selected guarantees for graphs on N vertices. Degree and approximation
parameters are fixed in the runtime bounds. “Whole graph” means a construction-time
bound, not a local-query bound. JSS gives an expected bound and Xu a worst-case bound
[JSS26, Xu26|. Graph categories and degree ranges differ. The almost-Ramanujan variants
have degree-asymptotic guarantees, not an arbitrary additive error at each fixed degree.

Most recently, Kharlampovich—Vdovina identified the Bellaterra graphs with a cubic arithmetic
Ramanujan tower in [KV26a]. Their companion paper [KV26b] proved expansion for the degree-six
undirected Aleshin graphs and shows that they are not Ramanujan for n > 10. These are distinct
resolutions of the expansion conjectures of Malyshev—Pak. The present construction retains the
field, quaternion algebra, and congruence conditions at 2 from the Bellaterra model and varies its
adjacency prime.

1.4. Algorithmic motivation. The uses of expanders in theoretical computer science are surveyed
by Hoory-Linial-Wigderson [HLWO06| and Vadhan [Vad12]. For the present discussion, it is useful
to separate expansion, sharp Ramanujan spectral bounds, and efficient local access to a compatible
family of graphs.

Randomness-efficient sampling. Expander walks replace independent samples by a short correlated
walk; see Impagliazzo—Zuckerman [IZ89] and Gillman’s concentration theorem |Gil98]. When the
vertices are n-bit strings, strong explicitness lets the walk be generated without constructing a graph
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of size 2™. A compatible tower also allows a fine-level walk to project exactly to the corresponding
coarse-level walk; this is proved in Section 8.

Codes, protographs, and communication networks. Famously, Sipser—Spielman [SS96| used expanders
to construct asymptotically good codes with efficient decoding. Repeated lifts are particularly
natural for protograph constructions: Ma—Yang [MY07| study LDPC codes built by 2-lifts, including
stopping sets and implementation constraints. In [VSDS16|, Valadarsky—Shahaf-Dinitz—Schapira
used graph lifts in the Xpander datacenter architecture. These examples motivate locally accessible
covering hierarchies.

Applications sensitive to sharp spectral information. In a surprizing development, Kahale [Kah95|
proved refined small-induced-subgraph estimates for Ramanujan graphs. Alon—Capalbo [AC02]
used Ramanujan graphs in constructions of unique-neighbor expanders, and Asherov—Dinur [AD23]
developed this direction for unbalanced bipartite graphs. Sharp spectra also control nonbacktracking
mixing of random walks, see [ABLS07] by Alon—Benjamini-Lubetzky—Sodin. Curiously, in [LP16],
Lubetzky—Peres established cutoff phenomenon for random walks on Ramanujan graphs and on
graphs with vanishing spectral excess.

Other algorithmic uses. Non-bipartite Ramanujan graphs, after scaling their edge weights, give
standard spectral sparsifiers of the complete graph; see Batson—Spielman—Srivastava [BSS12].
Expanders also enter Dinur’s gap-amplification proof of the PCP theorem [Din07|. Arithmetic
graph constructions can also provide additional structure for quantum gate synthesis, as in
Parzanchevski-Sarnak [PS18|. These examples illustrate the range of settings in which explicit
access to highly expanding graphs can be useful.

1.5. The construction and outline of the proof. Fix a rational prime p =1 (mod 17). The
arithmetic takes place in the quadratic field F' = Q(v/17) and its ring of integers

C1+VIT
= 5 _
The ring of integers consists of the elements of F' satisfying a monic polynomial with integer
coefficients. We distinguish rational primes, which are integers (the usual prime numbers), from
prime ideals of this ring. An ideal is an additive subgroup closed under multiplication by elements
of the ring. A nonzero proper ideal R C Op is prime (i.e., a prime ideal) precisely when Op/R is a
field. Saying that R is above a rational prime £ means R NZ = {Z, or equivalently that R contains
the ideal (Op.

In the construction, two prime ideals have different roles. We fix @ = (2,w) once and for all,
while P = (p,w — sp,) depends on p, where s, is a chosen root of X 2 — X — 4 modulo p. Parentheses
here denote an ideal generated by the enclosed elements: (a,b) = aOp + bOp. The quotients are

Or/Q ~ Ty, Op/P ~F,.

Here Fy = Z/VZ for a rational prime ¢. The size N(R) = |Op/R)| is the norm of a prime ideal.
Arithmetic at @ will supply binary precision and the covering maps; arithmetic at P will supply
N(P)+1 = p+ 1 neighbors. Section 3 verifies these assertions and gives the definitions used in the
outline.

Op =Zw]={a+bw:a,beZ}, w

Step 1: Identify the binary vertex sets. We work in a four-dimensional algebra D over F', with
explicitly specified quaternion multiplication. Inside it, an order is an Op-subring containing 1 that
is also a full Op-lattice: a finitely generated Op-module spanning D over F. In our construction
it has an eight-element integer basis and plays the role of a lattice closed under multiplication.
The orders &, are defined by increasingly restrictive matrix congruences at ), with the conditions
at every other prime ideal unchanged. For an order &,, the set CI(&,) consists of suitable right
ideals, identified when one is obtained from another by multiplication on the left by a nonzero
quaternion. These are the arithmetic objects that will serve as vertices, not the prime ideals P and
() themselves.
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The base order & has class number one: its ideal-class set has one element. Its invertible
elements are all scalars from F. These two facts remove the global equivalences and stabilizers,
leaving a concrete set of local matrix cosets. The resulting bijections are

Cl(&,) ~K/K, ~7/2"Z,

where K is a fixed group of matrices modulo scalars and K, is the subgroup fixing 0 modulo 2.
Their definitions and the bijections are given in Section 3. They respect reduction from level n + 1
to level n. This is what proves the exact vertex count and the two-to-one maps; the fact N(Q) = 2
alone would not prove either assertion.

Step 2: Choose the p + 1 neighbors once and for all. At P, the arithmetic neighbor choices
correspond to lines (one-dimensional subspaces) in F2. There are (p?> —1)/(p — 1) = p+ 1 of them.
They specify right ideals of &£y, and class number one says that each can be written as x;& for a
quaternion x;. Thus we obtain p + 1 quaternions, not p + 1 new vertices.

At @, quaternion multiplication has a fixed 2 x 2 matrix representation ¥ over Qs. The selected
generators have matrices with entries in the 2-adic integers Zo, which are compatible residues
modulo 2,4,8,.... Quaternion conjugation fixes the scalar coordinate and negates the other three
coordinates. Applying v to the conjugate Z; gives

a; b; ait+b;/2 :
g; =¥(z5) = (cj ej-) . fit) = M, where 1<j<p+1.
The entries aj,e; and the determinant are odd, while b;, ¢; are even. Hence the denominator is
invertible modulo every power of 2, and the neighbor with label j € [p+1] is defined as f;(¢) mod 2".
The same formulas work for all n. Conjugation pairs the labels so that for the reverse-edge-label j*
(see Section 2), we have fj- = fj_l, making the graph undirected. Section 4 proves that summing
these neighbor actions is exactly the Hecke operator Tp, the arithmetic operator that sums over
the p + 1 ideal-neighbor choices.

Step 3: Obtain the exact spectral bound. The Hecke interpretation lets us apply a theorem from
the theory of modular forms. The relevant vector space is simply the space of complex-valued
functions on Cl(&,), also called the Brandt module. The arithmetic class-number conditions imply
that its only exceptional, one-dimensional Hecke component consists of constant functions. The
Jacquet-Langlands correspondence transfers every other Hecke eigenvalue to Hilbert cusp forms
over F', and the Ramanujan—Petersson theorem gives

Al <2¢N(P) =2/p.
Section 5 states precisely the modular-form input and explains its terminology. No modular forms

or eigenvalues need to be computed by the graph algorithm; this theorem certifies the spectrum of
the already specified neighbor maps.

Step 4: Prove that consecutive levels are genuine 2-covers. For a nonzero 2-adic number z, write
va(z) for the exponent of 2 dividing it. Direct subtraction in the fractional-linear formula gives

va(f(t) — fi(w)) = vt —u) (¢t #w).
Thus each neighbor map preserves agreement of binary digits, and also the first digit at which
two inputs differ. It maps the two children of a residue modulo 2" bijectively to the two children
of its neighbor. Reduction therefore gives a label-preserving two-sheeted cover I';, 11, — I'y, . If
y = fj(t) mod 2", the next binary digit of f;(t) mod 2""! determines whether the lifted edge is
straight or crossed. Section 6 gives the formula and checks consistency with the reverse-edge label.

Step 5: Evaluate neighbors without constructing the graph. Each quaternion x; is stored by eight
integers in a fixed basis. A finite search, depending on p but not on n, finds these coordinates.
A query computes only the selected matrix g; to the needed binary precision and evaluates its
fractional-linear formula. The algebraic constants are computed by Hensel lifting, which extends a
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simple polynomial root modulo 2* to a root modulo 2¥*! one bit at a time. Modular inversion
handles the odd denominator. Section 7 gives an O,(n?®) bit-operation bound, including the extra
output bit needed for a lift sign. No adjacency matrix, previous graph level, or graph-sized signing
table is stored.

The proof thus separates the choice of neighbors, the spectral estimate, and the binary covering
structure. The prime ideal P controls the first, modular-form theory supplies the second, and the
fixed prime ideal @ organizes the third. The local algorithm evaluates the resulting formulas rather
than searching for a signing at each level.

Number-theoretic tools. We verify the explicit quaternion order, local splitting, unit calculation, and
vertex coordinates from Kharlampovich—Vdovina [KV26a] for completeness. The three principal
external inputs are the definite Eichler mass formula [KiV10], the Jacquet—Langlands correspondence
[DV13], and Blasius’s Ramanujan—Petersson theorem for Hilbert modular forms [Bla06]. We also
use standard ideal and completion theory, quadratic reciprocity, Minkowski’s bound, and special-
value formulas for zeta and Dirichlet L-functions; the relevant sources are given where these facts
are used. Dirichlet’s theorem supplies the infinitude of admissible degrees [Dav00|. On the other
hand, the local-to-global lattice step, the neighbor formulas, the binary-covering rule, and the
local-query bound are established below.

1.6. Comparison with LPS. The spectral argument follows the same broad strategy as LPS,
with a different arithmetic setting. As in |[LPS88|, an arithmetic graph operator is related to
modular forms, and a Ramanujan—Petersson bound gives the optimal graph-eigenvalue estimate.
LPS use Hamilton quaternions over QQ; suitable norm-p elements give the p + 1 generators. Their
original proof relates graph-walk counts to representation numbers of powers p* by a quaternary
quadratic form. The associated theta series is a classical modular form of weight 2, and the cuspidal
coefficient bound yields the spectral estimate [LPS88, §4|. In fact, LPS explicitly credit Eichler
and Igusa for the weight-2 input [LPS88, §1].

In our approach, the adjacency operator is the Hecke operator T» on a quaternionic ideal-class
module over F' = Q(4/17). The Jacquet-Langlands correspondence transfers its nonconstant part
to Hilbert cusp forms of parallel weight (2,2) [DV13, Thm 3.9]. Blasius’s Ramanujan—Petersson
theorem [Bla06, Thm 1] gives

A=B+v  IBl=hl=vp  hence A <2Vp.

The binary covering structure is a separate congruence construction at the fixed prime ideal @
above 2, rather than a consequence of this spectral theorem.

The separate arithmetic feature in our approach is the dyadic level structure: class number one
identifies the vertices with Z/2"Z, while fixed algebraic transformations give the covers and locally
computable signings. Those properties require the explicit arithmetic and algorithmic arguments
above; they do not follow from the Ramanujan—Petersson theorem alone.

1.7. Paper structure. Section 2 fixes the graph conventions and the computational model.
Section 3 develops the arithmetic needed to identify the vertices of I',, ,, and Section 4 constructs
the neighbors. Section 5 proves the Ramanujan bound. The covering property is established
separately in Section 6, and Section 7 completes the proof by establishing strong explicitness.
Section 8 records consequences of the binary organization.

2. NOTATION

We first specify the graph conventions and the local-query model. Section 3 separately defines
the arithmetic notation, including prime ideals, completions, quaternion orders, and ideal classes.
In particular, the capital letters P, () below will denote ideals, not integers or graph vertices.
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We use undirected labeled multigraphs G = (V, E) specified by permutations. Let V' be the
vertex set and [d] := {1,...,d} the set of edge labels. For each j € [d], a permutation (bijection)
fj + V. — V specifies the neighbor reached from ¢ € V' along the edge incidence (t,j). We use
j* € [d] to denote the label for traversing edge (¢, j) in the opposite direction, and refer to j* as
the reverse-edge label. An involution j — j* satisfies fj« = fj_l. Following [RVW02, §2.1], we use
the rotation-map notation:

Rotg(t, ) := (fi(t),j*),  RotZ =id.
Here the reverse-edge label depends only on j, not on the vertex ¢. Labels distinguish incidences,

not necessarily distinct neighbors; multiplicities are retained. This is not a proper edge coloring.
The corresponding adjacency operator A = Ag is

d
= > h(f(t)), where te€V, h:V —C.

A fixed point of an edge label satisfying j = j* contributes one to the diagonal and is a half-loop.
A fixed point of a pair of distinct reverse-edge labels contributes two, as an ordinary loop does. A
label-preserving covering from a graph with vertex set V and nelghbor permutations fj to one with

vertex set V' and neighbor permutations f; is a surjective map p : V — V such that

p(fi(v)) = fi(p(v))  (veV, jeld]),
with the same reverse-edge involution in both graphs. The induced map of incidences (v, j)
(p(v),7) is then a bijection on the incidences at each vertex and commutes with reversal. The
cover is two-sheeted if every fiber p~1(t) has two elements. We use this rotation-map convention
throughout; it permits an ordinary edge upstairs to project to a half-loop downstairs.

For fixed degree d, a family {G,, = (V,,, Ey)} is strongly explicit if there is a deterministic
algorithm with the following properties. Given n > 1, t € V,,, and an edge label j € [d], the
algorithm returns the corresponding neighbor ¢ € V;, in poly(log|V,,|) bit operations. Additionally,
the reverse-edge label j* is included in the fixed finite description for every j € [d]. That description
may depend on the fixed family (in our case on p), but not on n. Graph-sized preprocessing,
level-dependent advice, and a separately stored signing table at each level are not allowed.

3. THE FIXED ARITHMETIC MODEL

We first define the arithmetic objects and explain which ones become graph vertices and which
ones define edges. The prime ideals () and P encode two different congruence calculations: binary
precision at @ and the p 4+ 1 neighbor choices at P. We then construct the quaternion orders and
identify their ideal classes with the residues modulo 2". For background on number fields and
quaternion ideals, see e.g. |[KiV10, Neu99|.

3.1. The field, ideals, and norms. The quadratic field is ' = Q(v/17) = {a + bv/17 : a,b € Q}.
T+r S5+ 5—r

Put
(3.1) r=+17, W= 0 Or = Z]w], n=— =w+2, p=

The ring Op is the ring of integers of F': its elements are exactly those satisfying a monic polynomial
with integer coefficients. In particular, every element of O has a unique expression a + bw with
a,b € 7, and

2
w'—w—4=0.
The two real embeddings 74,7 : F — R send r to v/17 and —/17, respectively. The field norm
and field trace of a € F' are

Ng/g(a) = 74(a) 7-(a), Trega) = 74(a) + 7—(a).



STRONGLY EXPLICIT RAMANUJAN 2-LIFT TOWERS 9

An element is totally positive when both embeddings are positive. A unit of a ring is an element
whose multiplicative inverse also belongs to that ring; the superscript x denotes its unit group.

An ideal I C Op is an additive subgroup such that al C I for all a € Op. The notation
(a1,...,ax) denotes a1Op + - - - + apOF; in particular, (a) = aOp is a principal ideal. The product
1J is the ideal generated by all products xy with € I and y € J, and I' is its m-fold product.
Congruence a =b (mod I) means a — b € I.

Every nonzero ideal has finite index. We write its ideal norm with parentheses, N(I) := |Op/I]|.
For a nonzero principal ideal this satisfies N(aOr) = [Ng/g(a)| We use N(I) only for ideals,
reserving Np/g(a) for the field norm of an element. A nonzero proper ideal R is prime if ab € R
implies a € R or b € R; here this is equivalent to Op/R being a finite field, called its residue field.
We say R lies above a rational prime ¢ if RN Z = (7, equivalently if (/) C R. Factorization of
ideals also expresses this as R | (¢). Nonzero ideals of O factor uniquely into prime ideals; this
is the factorization used below. Thus p, 2 are integers, whereas P, Q, Q" below are subsets of Op,
namely prime ideals.

3.2. The prime ideals used for levels and adjacency. The polynomial X? — X — 4 reduces
modulo 2 to X (X — 1). Substituting either root defines a surjective ring homomorphism Op — Fy,
so its kernel is a prime ideal. The two kernels are

Q:(Q,w), QI:(2,W—1), OF/QZOF/Q/ZFQ.

For example, a + bw = a (mod Q) but a + bw = a + b (mod Q). These ideals are distinct. The
identities np = 2 and Ng/q(n) = Np/g(p) = 2 give

(3.2) Q=m), Q=(), ((2=QQ, NQ=NQ)=2

For instance, n € @ and both (1) and @ have index 2, proving () = Q. This is what it means for
2 to split in F. We fix Q = (n) for the entire construction; we never switch between the two prime
ideals as n or p changes. The adjective dyadic means associated with a prime ideal above 2.

Now let p =1 (mod 17) be a rational prime. Quadratic reciprocity implies that 17 is a nonzero
square modulo p, so X? — X — 4 has two distinct roots in F,. Let s, be the smaller root in
{0,...,p— 1} and define

(3.3) P=P,=(p,w—sp), N(P) =p.

Indeed, the map a + bw + a + bs, (mod p) has kernel P, so Op/P ~ F,. The other root gives
a different prime ideal P, and (p) = PP’. Choosing the smaller root fixes P deterministically;
scanning residues computes it in O(ppoly(log p)) bit operations. Since p # 2, we have P # Q.

The division of labor is now explicit: @@ will control successive binary congruences, while the
residue field Op/P ~ F), gives the vector space ]F}%, whose p + 1 one-dimensional subspaces index
the edge labels. Neither P nor () is a graph vertex. The graph vertices will be classes of right
ideals in quaternion orders, introduced below.

3.3. Completions and binary precision. For each nonzero prime ideal R, write vg(a) for the
exponent of R in the prime-ideal factorization of the principal fractional ideal (a), with vz (0) = 4o0.
A fractional ideal is a nonzero finitely generated Op-submodule of F' that becomes an integral ideal
after multiplication by a nonzero element of Op; its factorization may have negative exponents.
The completion F'r is the field obtained by completing F' for the distance

la — blr = (N(R))~r(*=0),

Thus closeness means agreement modulo a large power of R, not closeness in the real line. Its
ring of integers, denoted OF g in this paper, consists of the elements with nonnegative valuation.
Throughout the paper, this subscript denotes the completed ring. An element is a local unit at R if
its valuation is zero, equivalently if it is invertible in Op r. A generator of the ideal of elements
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with positive valuation is called a uniformizer. A finite place of F' means one of these completions;
the real places are the two real embeddings.

In the case R = @, the completion is particularly concrete. Let Zo be the ring of compatible
sequences of residues modulo 2¥, and let Qy be its fraction field. The even root of X2 — X — 4
modulo 2 lifts uniquely to compatible roots modulo every 2¥: its derivative 2X — 1 is odd. More
generally, this unique extension of a root with odd derivative is the simple-root form of Hensel
lifting. Sending w to that even root embeds F' in Qo and realizes

(3.4) FQ ~ QQ, ORQ ~ ZQ, QOF,Q = 2Z2.

The image of F' is dense since it contains QQ, and its valuation is the one defined by ). In these
coordinates p is odd and 7 = 2/p has valuation one. Thus divisibility by Q¥ becomes divisibility
by 2%. In particular,

Op/QF ~ 7./2F7.

This explains binary precision. Identifying the graph vertices with these residues still requires the
ideal-class argument below.

For z € QJ, v2(2) is the usual exponent of 2, extended from rational numbers; |z = 2772(2).
In Z, an element is odd precisely when it is a unit. Computing a 2-adic integer to precision 2F
means computing its residue modulo 2¥. We never store an arbitrary infinite digit sequence: every
constant used below is specified by an algebraic equation together with a chosen root modulo 2.

3.4. Quaternions, orders, and their matrix representation. The quaternion algebra is the
four-dimensional F-vector space with basis 1,1, j, k and multiplication determined by

(3.5) D = (-1,-3)r = F(i,j), i2=-1, j?=-3, ij=—ji=k

Bold letters denote quaternion units, not edge labels. For x = x¢ + 211 + x2j + x3k, quaternion
conjugation fixes zo and negates the other three coordinates: T := xg— x1i — x2j — xsk. Its reduced
trace is trd(x) = x + T = 2z, and its reduced norm is

(3.6) wrd(2) = a7 = af + 2 + 323 + 323 € F.

This norm is multiplicative, and #=! = #/nrd(x) for x # 0. It is distinct from both the rational-
valued field norm a — Npg/g(a) and the integer-valued ideal norm I ~ N(I). At each real
embedding, the displayed quadratic form is positive definite. This is the meaning of totally definite
for D.

An Op-lattice in D is a finitely generated Op-submodule that spans D over F. An order is such
a lattice that is also a subring containing 1; a mazimal order is one contained in no larger order.
In our explicit bases an order has rank four over O, hence rank eight over Z. For a prime ideal R,
the subscript R means extension of coefficients to the completed ring or field:

Dr =D ®p Fg, Ar = AR®0o, Orr

for an order or lattice A. Equivalently, take its R-adic closure inside Dg. The algebra is split at R
if Dr ~ My(FR), where My denotes all 2 x 2 matrices; otherwise the local quaternion algebra is a
division algebra and is called ramified. Splitting a quaternion algebra is a matrix-representation
property, different from splitting a rational prime into prime ideals.

The following explicit order and local splitting are taken from the arithmetic model of
Kharlampovich-Vdovina [KV26a, §4]. Since these facts are used repeatedly below, we include their
verification for completeness. Define
RS S S

2 2 6
Here the brackets mean the Op-span of the four displayed elements.

(3.7) u O = 0p(1,i,u,v).
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Proposition 3.1 (Explicit order and the splitting at Q)). The lattice O in equation (3.7) is
a mazimal Op-order in D. Its reduced discriminant is the unit ideal, so D is split at every finite
prime ideal. At the fized prime QQ above 2, the map

53 =1 we= (5 )

where z € Zy is the even root of 22 + z+ 2 = 0, extends to an isomorphism
¢ : Do — Ma(Q2), V(Oq) = Ma(Zs).
Under this isomorphism reduced norm and reduced trace become determinant and matrix trace.

Proof. We follow the finite calculations in [KV26a, §4.2 and §4.4]. First, direct multiplication in D,
using 72 = 17, gives

i? =—1, w=u—1, v? = —6—rv,
iu=2r—i—ru+3v, wui=-2r+2i+ru—3v,
iv=11—7ri—6u+rv, vi=-124 6u— ro,

uw = —-r—+1i—uv, vu =7 —1—ru+ 2v.

Every coefficient belongs to O, so the Op-lattice in equation (3.7) is closed under multiplication
and is therefore an order.
Let b = (1,1, u,v). The matrix of the trace pairing (z,y) — trd(zy) in this basis is

2 0 1 -r
0 -2 0 -1
(trd(bsbt))s’t =1 o -1 - | det = —1.

-r —1 —r 5

Thus its trace-discriminant ideal is the unit ideal. To see directly why this implies maximality,
suppose locally that O were properly contained in another order O. Expressing a basis of Op in
a basis of O multiplies the determinant of the trace pairing by the square of the change-of-basis
determinant. A proper finite-index inclusion would therefore make the trace determinant divisible
by the maximal ideal of O g, contradicting the unit determinant above. Hence O is maximal.
The standard discriminant-ramification relation for quaternion orders then says that every finite
ramified prime divides the reduced discriminant of a maximal order; see [KiV10, §2]. Since that
discriminant is (1), there are no finite ramified primes. At the two real embeddings the norm form
in equation (3.6) is positive definite, so D is ramified there and is totally definite.

It remains to verify the displayed splitting and its integral lattice. In the embedding Figp ~ Q2
from equation (3.4), put & = w — 2, so

o® +3a—2=0, a=0 (mod 2), r = 2o+ 3.

The even roots o and z are uniquely determined by Hensel lifting. If I = (i) and J = 9 (j) are
the two matrices in equation (3.8), then the relation 22 + z + 2 = 0 gives

I’ = I, J? = -3, IJ=—JI.

Thus the defining quaternion relations hold, so equation (3.8) extends to an Fg-algebra homomor-
phism Dg — M>(Q2). The basis calculation below will prove that this map is bijective and will
identify its integral image.

The images of the remaining basis elements are

sw=(7 7).

1/1()*1 —da+z—-4 —2a+2z-2
v—3 2a0+z2z+2 —2a—2z-5)"
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Since o and z are even and 3 is a 2-adic unit, all entries lie in Zs. Vectorize a 2 x 2 matrix by
listing its four entries. The determinant of the 4 x 4 matrix whose columns are the vectorizations
of ¥(1),9(i),¥(u), ¥ (v) is
—2—z—1=1,

again using 22 + z 4+ 2 = 0. It is therefore a unit of Zs, so these four matrices form a Zo-basis of
My(Zs). Consequently ¢(Oq) = Ma(Zs3), and extending scalars proves that ¢ : Dg — M>(Q2) is
an isomorphism. Finally, under any splitting of a quaternion algebra, the reduced characteristic
polynomial agrees with the ordinary matrix characteristic polynomial, so reduced trace and norm
become matrix trace and determinant. 0

This is the fized splitting used to turn quaternions into neighbor matrices. All its entries have
finite algebraic descriptions, and Hensel lifting computes them to any prescribed binary precision.

3.5. Orders with binary level. The graph level n is implemented by a matrix divisibility
condition, not by changing the field or quaternion algebra. For n > 0, define &, by its completed
orders at all prime ideals:

(3.9) (E)r=0r (R#Q), (g”)Q - (QZZ?Q 271;1222) '

The matrix notation means that the upper-right entry is divisible by 27*!, the lower-left entry by
2, and the other entries are arbitrary 2-adic integers. Globally, &, consists of the elements of O
satisfying this condition under %; the conditions at R # @ are unchanged. The local-to-global
lattice argument in Lemma 3.2 verifies that its completions are exactly the prescribed orders. Their
intersection is closed under multiplication and contains 1, so it is an order. Thus &,11 C &,.

An Fichler order is the intersection of two maximal orders. At a split prime, its standard local
form consists of integral matrices whose lower-left entry is divisible by a prescribed prime power;
that prime power is its local level. With h = diag(2"*!, 1), where diag denotes a diagonal matrix,
we have

—1 _ Lo L
h (gn)Qh_<2n+2Z2 ZQ .

Consequently &, is an Eichler order of global level Q"*2. The arithmetic level Q"2 is an ideal; it
is not the graph level n or the number 2" of vertices. The shift by two is part of this fixed choice
of base order. We use n = 0 internally for the arithmetic base, although the graph family in the
main theorem starts at n = 1.

The base order has the global basis

(3.10) Eo = Op(1,ni,nu,v).

To check it, reduce equation (3.8) modulo 2. The upper/lower off-diagonal residues of i, u,v are
(1,0),(1,1),(0,0). Thus the coefficients of i and v must belong to @, whereas those of 1,v are
unrestricted. At every R # @, n is a local unit. This proves equation (3.10) from the completed
conditions.

3.6. Ideal classes, scalar units, and the vertex count. There are two different class-number
notions in the proof. For the number field, the ordinary ideal class group is the group of nonzero
fractional ideals of Op modulo principal fractional ideals. The narrow class group uses only
principal ideals generated by totally positive elements. Narrow class number one therefore says
that every nonzero ideal has a totally positive generator. This will let us choose P = (7) with
Np/g(m) = p; it is not a statement about the number of graph vertices.

For a quaternion order A, a right A-ideal I is an Op-lattice in D satisfying I.A C I. It is
integral if I C A, principal if I = zA for some x € D*, and locally principal if [r = zrApg for
some zg € Dj; at every finite prime ideal R. Here D* and D} denote the invertible elements.
Two locally principal right ideals I, J are equivalent if J = xI for one x € D*. Their finite set of
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equivalence classes is Cl(.A), and its size is the class number of the order. In general this is a class
set, not a group. Its elements will be the graph vertices.

The left order of I is Ap(I) = {x € D : xI C I}. Its units are the invertible transformations
preserving I. Scalar units are those lying in the central copy of F'; they form Oj. The quotient
Ar(I)*/OF is the projective unit stabilizer of the class, meaning that scalar transformations have
been ignored. Finally, the reduced norm of an ideal is the fractional ideal

nrd(f) = (nrd(z) 1z € I) C F.

It is a fractional ideal of Op, integral when [ is integral, whereas the reduced norm of an individual
quaternion is an element of F. These conventions agree with [KiV10, §1].

Passing between local and global lattices. We will use the following standard lattice fact, recording
a proof to make the existence of the ideals used below explicit; see also [KiV10, §1].

Lemma 3.2 (Local-to-global lattices). For each finite prime ideal R, let Ap C Dpr be a full Op g-
lattice, and suppose that Ar = Opr for all but finitely many R. There is a unique full Op-lattice
A C D with these completions, namely

A:DmHAR.
R

If every AR is a right ideal of AR for a fized order A, then A is a right A-ideal.

Proof. Choose a nonzero integer a such that aOp C Ar C a~'Og for every R. Such a choice
is possible because only finitely many completed lattices differ from Og. The finite Op-module
a~10/a0O is annihilated by a?. The Chinese remainder theorem decomposes it into its primary
components, which are precisely the nonzero quotients a=1Ogr/aOg. In this decomposition, take
the inverse image of the product of the submodules Ar/aOpg. This defines a lattice between aQ
and a~'O with the prescribed completions. The same decomposition shows that membership
is determined by these completed conditions, proving both the displayed intersection formula
and uniqueness. If the completed lattices are right ideals, this intersection is stable under right
multiplication by every element of A. O

Proposition 3.3 (Arithmetic base data). The field F' has narrow class number one. Every Eichler
order of level Q™ with m > 2, including the left orders of its locally principal right ideals, has only
scalar units. Moreover

(3.11) CE) =2 & =0F

Proof. This is the calculation of [KV26a, Lemma 7.1], rewritten in our notation; we include the
proof for completeness.

First consider the class groups of the field. Minkowski’s bound for the real quadratic field of
discriminant 17 says that every ordinary ideal class contains an integral ideal of norm at most
V17/2 < 2.1. Hence only norms 1 and 2 can occur. The two prime ideals of norm 2 are () = Q
and (p) = @', both principal, so the ordinary class number is one.

We next determine the signs of generators. Put 9 = 4 + r; then Np/g(g9) = —1. We record the
elementary unit calculation from [KV26a, Lemma 7.1|. Suppose a unit w has first real embedding
satisfying 1 < w < e¢. Since Np/g(w) = %1, its other real value is v’ = £w™!. Write w = (a+br)/2
with a,b € Z of the same parity. Then

0<br=w-—w <2,

where one uses €g + 661 =2r and g9 — 651 =8 < 2r. Thus b = 1. But the equation Ng/g(w) = £1
would then give a? = 17 + 4, i.e. a®> = 13 or 21, impossible. Therefore there is no unit with
first embedding strictly between 1 and €p. Dividing any unit positive at the first embedding by
a suitable power of gy places it in [1,£¢), so every such unit is a power of £y. Since the second
embedding of ¢ is negative, the totally positive units are exactly 5(2)1“ , hence are squares. The sign
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patterns furnished by —1 and &g show that every principal ideal has a totally positive generator.
Since the ordinary class number is one, the narrow class number is also one.

Now let R be an Eichler order of level Q™ with m > 2, or the left order of a locally principal
right ideal of such an order. The latter has locally conjugate Eichler orders and hence the same
local level. Let x € R*. Its reduced norm is a totally positive unit, and the preceding paragraph
shows that it is a square of a scalar unit. After multiplying x by the inverse of that scalar unit, we
may assume nrd(z) = 1. If x is noncentral, then at each real embedding the norm-one quaternion
has reduced trace strictly between —2 and 2. Write ¢t = trd(z) = (a + br)/2 € Op, with a,b € Z of
the same parity. The difference of the two real values of ¢ is br, so |b|r < 4 and therefore b = 0.
Hence t € Z and t € {—1,0,1}.

On the other hand, at @) the order is locally conjugate to the standard Fichler order of level
2™m and m > 2. Modulo 4, a determinant-one unit in that order is upper triangular with odd
diagonal entries whose product is 1. Its two diagonal entries therefore have sum 2 (mod 4). Thus
trd(z) = 2 (mod 4), contradicting t € {—1,0,1}. Every unit is therefore central. This proves both
the scalar-unit assertion for R and, in particular, £ = Oj.

It remains to count ideal classes. We apply the definite Eichler mass formula [KiV10, §5,
equations (5.1)—(5.2)], together with the standard special-value identities specified below. Because
all projective unit stabilizers have just been proved trivial, the mass equals the ordinary number of
ideal classes. Let x(a) = (a/17) be the quadratic character modulo 17. The nonzero quadratic
residues modulo 17 are

1,2,4,8,9,13,15, 16,

and direct summation gives

Here L(s,x) is the Dirichlet L-function, (r(s) is the Dedekind zeta function of F', and ((s) is the
Riemann zeta function. Initially, for Res > 1, they are defined by

o0 =Y G- X e (0=

k>1 0#£ICOF k>1

The sum defining ( is over nonzero integral ideals. Their values at s = —1 refer to analytic
continuation. The standard identity

17 & 1
L(_17X) :_? X((I)B2(a/17)7 BQ(:’U) :‘T2_aj+67
a=1

follows from the Hurwitz-zeta identities [NIST, equations (25.11.14), (25.15.3)|. Since >, x(a) =
> o ax(a) = 0 for this even nonprincipal character, it gives

L(-1,x) = —5- 17Zx

The quadratic-field factorization (g(s) = ((s)L(s, x) and {(—1) = —1/12 now yield

The finite discriminant of D is (1) by Proposition 3.1, the ordinary class number of F' is one,
[F': Q] =2, and N(Q™) = 2™. The mass formula therefore gives

1 1 1 1 1 3
CIR) =7 5-2" (14 s | =5 - 227 =272,
CIRI=53 (+N(Q)> 2'3°% 2
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Taking m = n + 2 yields | C1(&,,)| = 2™. This proves every assertion of the proposition. Standard
background on Minkowski’s theorem, units, and zeta functions is reviewed in [Neu99). O

Class number one for & means that every locally principal right ideal of & is generated by one
global element. This is why the neighbor ideals can be represented by finitely many quaternions.
The separate assertion about scalar units ensures that a normalized generator is unique up to sign
and that the class-set coordinates below have no further stabilizer identifications.

3.7. Local coordinates for every vertex. We now describe explicitly why the ideal classes form
the desired binary tower. The notation used to assemble local information is as follows:

En=]]E)r U =T]E}

R R

The product is over all nonzero prime ideals. The group D* consists of tuples (gr)gr with gr € DE
and gr € O for all but finitely many R. Such a tuple is called a finite quaternionic idele; the hat
collects all finite places, not just (). A global quaternion embeds diagonally, by using the same
element in every completion. The double quotient Dx\l/jX /Uy, identifies g and xgu for z € D* and
u € Uy,. The tuple g represents the right ideal I(g) = DN gé\n. By Lemma 3.2, its completion at R
is gr(En)r. Conversely, local generators of a locally principal right ideal form such a tuple, chosen
to be units at all but finitely many places. Finally, I(g’) = xI(g) holds precisely when ¢’ = zgu
for some u € U,,. This proves the identification with CI(&,) rather than merely assigning a formal
double quotient to it.

For a commutative ring S used here, GLy(S) is the group of invertible 2 x 2 matrices and
PGL4(S) is its quotient by invertible scalar matrices. Ignoring those scalars does not change the
fractional-linear action. Put

K = ker(PGLQ(ZQ) — PGLQ(FQ)),

where the map reduces matrix entries modulo 2. Thus representatives of elements of K have odd
diagonal entries and even off-diagonal entries. Let K, be the image of (&,) 5 in PGL2(Z3). For

g=(2%) € K, the usual fractional-linear action in the coordinate z = 2t becomes

at+b/2

3.12 pql(t) = .
( ) g( ) 2ct + e
12t

The denominator is odd, so this defines a map on Zy and on every Z/2"Z. The translations (§ 4")
send 0 to ¢, proving transitivity. The condition that ¢g4(0) =0 (mod 27) is b € 2" Zy, exactly
the condition defining K,,. Thus K, is the stabilizer of 0, and K /K, is the set of cosets gk, not
necessarily a quotient group.

The class-set identification in the next lemma is the same local-to-global calculation used in
[KV26a, Proposition 7.2]; we include the proof for completeness because it is what turns the
arithmetic level into exactly 2™ graph vertices.

Lemma 3.4 (All vertices, with compatible coordinates). There are compatible bijections
(3.13) CU(E,) = DX\D* Uy, ~ Uy Uy ~ KK, ~ 7./2"Z.

Proof. Class number one at level zero gives DX = D*Uy. The remaining left equivalence on Uy /Uy,
is by D* Ny = &5 = Of. It is trivial because these elements are central and belong to every U,.
Only the local factor at @ changes with n, giving the coset set K/K,,.

The last bijection is gK, — ¢4(0) mod 2". An explicit idele representing the vertex ¢ has
component (§ %) at @ and identity component everywhere else. The map from level n+1 to level n

forgets the stronger subgroup condition; in these coordinates it is exactly reduction modulo 2". [
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We can therefore take the graph vertices to be ¢t € Z/2"Z. The two vertices above t at the
next level are t and ¢ 4+ 2. The bijection above establishes both the exact vertex count and its
compatibility across levels.

This completes Step 1 of the proof outlined in Section 1.5.

4. A FIXED FINITE SET OF NEIGHBOR TRANSFORMATIONS

Each quaternion generator specifies a neighbor function, rather than a graph vertex. We construct
the p + 1 generators from arithmetic ideal neighbors and use their 2 x 2 matrix representations to
obtain fractional-linear maps on Zsy. Identifying the sum of these neighbor actions with a Hecke
operator then connects the concrete graph construction to the spectral theorem in the next section.

For the prime ideal P = P, in equation (3.3), choose a totally positive generator m: this means
P = 7O and 74 (7),7_(7) > 0. Then Ng/q(7) = p. Existence follows from narrow class number
one, defined and proved in Section 3.6. A norm-P ideal neighbor of & is an integral locally principal
right ideal J C & with nrd(J) = P. The elements used to generate these ideals are selected by the
equation

(4.1) Sp ={z € & :nrd(z) = 7} /{£1}.

The quotient by {#1} identifies z and —z; we write [z] for this sign class. This is different from an
ideal class [I] € Cl(&,). Section 7 gives an algorithm for computing Sp.

Lemma 4.1 (Norm generators). The set S, has exactly p + 1 elements. Its image in D> /F*,
where quaternions differing by a nonzero scalar are identified, is closed under taking inverses. Every
representative is invertible in (£y)g and has scalar matriz reduction modulo 2 under .

Proof. Integral locally principal right £y-ideals of reduced norm P are indexed by the lines in ]Fg.
Indeed, at P the order is a full matrix ring, and such a right ideal consists of matrices whose
columns reduce into a prescribed line. Away from P it is the full local order. By Lemma 3.2, each
such system of local right ideals gives a unique global right ideal, which is locally principal. There
are p + 1 choices, since IF% has p? — 1 nonzero vectors and each one-dimensional subspace has p — 1
nonzero vectors. Here a line means a one-dimensional linear subspace, not an affine line.

Every one of these ideals is principal because | C1(&)| = 1. Write it as x&y. Its generator lies
in &, and nrd(xz) = me for a totally positive unit €. Since € is a square, scalar rescaling makes
nrd(z) = 7.

If two such normalized generators give the same right ideal, they differ on the right by a unit of
&y, hence a scalar unit u. Their equal reduced norms imply u? = 1, so they differ only by sign.
This proves the count.

Conjugation preserves &y, since = trd(x) — x and the reduced trace is integral. It also preserves
the norm equation. As & = wx !, it induces projective inversion on Sp. Finally, m is a unit at @,
soz € (&) 5, whose reduction is scalar modulo 2. g

Choose representatives x1, ..., xq, with d = p+ 1, for these sign classes in a fixed order. To turn
each quaternion into a neighbor rule, apply the matrix representation ¢ from equation (3.8) to its
conjugate and put

) i b a;t +b;/2
(4.2) 9j=¢(-%‘j):<cj ej) fj(t):ﬁ'

The matrices g; are in GLa(Z2) and have odd determinant 7. Their reduction modulo 2 is scalar,
so aj, e; are odd and bj, ¢; are even. In particular, b;/2 is integral and 2c;t + e; is odd for every
t e Zs.
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The formula for f; is the usual fractional-linear matrix action, written in the coordinate 2t.

Indeed,
' 2t\  (2a;t+0;\ ' ' 2fj(t)
& <1> N (2Cjt+€j> - (ZCJHQJ)( L)

Dividing by the invertible bottom entry gives the affine coordinate 2f;(¢). Thus the neighbor of
t € 7/2"Z with edge label j is

fj(t) mod 2™ = (a;t +b;/2)(2¢jt +¢;)~"  (mod 2").

Here the inverse is taken modulo 2". Replacing x; by —z; changes neither the fractional-linear
map nor the neighbor, so the sign classes used above suffice. The parity conditions and the odd
determinant make each map a permutation modulo every power of 2.

The same quaternion x; therefore specifies the jth neighbor of every vertex at every level. Only
the vertex ¢t and modulus 2" change. The p + 1 sign classes give p + 1 edge labels, not necessarily
p + 1 distinct neighboring vertices; coincident images retain their multiplicities. Define

d
(4.3) (Anph)(t) = h(f;(t) mod 2").
j=1

Quaternion conjugation supplies the reverse-edge labels. The identity z; = 71:1;;1 shows that
conjugation agrees with inversion up to a scalar, and scalars do not change a fractional-linear

action. Hence the involution j — j* defined by [z;+] = [Z;] satisfies fjx = f;l. Following edge
label j and then reverse-edge label j* returns to the original vertex. The resulting rotation map is
(4.4) Roty p(t, j) = (f;(t) mod 27, j*).

Thus equation (4.3) is symmetric and has row sum d. The reverse-edge involution is independent
of the level.

The norm condition is what distinguishes these neighbor rules from an arbitrary family of
permutations. The p + 1 quaternions represent the arithmetic ideal neighbors at P, so the sum of
their neighbor actions is a Hecke operator. The next proposition makes this identification precise;
it is the link between the explicit neighbor formulas and the Ramanujan bound proved in Section 5.

To define the Hecke operator independently of our coordinates, take a class [I] € C1(&,). Its
P-neighbors are the locally principal right ideals J C I such that Jp = Ir for R # P and
nrd(J) = Pnrd(I). At P the order is a full matrix ring, so there are p + 1 such ideals, indexed by
the lines of ]F;. Define

(Tph)([1]) = > h([J]).
J a P-neighbor of [
Changing the representative from I to xl bijects these neighbors by J — xJ: the completed
containments are preserved and nrd(xz.J) = nrd(z) nrd(J). Thus Tp is well-defined on ideal classes.
The resulting classes need not be distinct; each ideal contributes once. The operator is unnormalized
because it is a sum, not an average: Tpl = (p + 1)1. The name Hecke correspondence refers to
this neighbor relation, and its branches are the individual choices of J. This explains both the
degree and the multiplicity convention in the next proposition; see [DV13, §4].

Proposition 4.2 (Identification with the Hecke operator). Under equation (3.13), A, , is the
unnormalized Hecke operator Tp on the entire ideal-class set Cl(E,,).

Proof. Put U = GL(OF p). The local neighbor matrices form the double coset

p+1
U diag(m, 1)U = H(xj)pU inside GLa(Fp).
j=1
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Here (z;)p denotes the matrix of x; in a splitting at P, and [[ denotes disjoint union. A double
coset UgU allows multiplication of g by elements of U on both sides; each (x;)pU is one coset
modulo multiplication on the right by U. Their distinctness is the distinctness of the norm-P right
ideals in Lemma 4.1.

Let t; be the finite quaternionic idele (the tuple of local invertible elements defined in Section 3.7)
equal to z; at P and to 1 elsewhere. It factors as t; = x;2;, where (z;)p =1 and (2;)r = xj_l at
every other finite place. Since x; has unit norm away from P, z; € Up.

Represent a vertex by an idele © whose components are the identity except possibly at @), as in
Lemma 3.4. Because P # @), u commutes with ¢;. Its jth Hecke neighbor is therefore

[ut;] = [tju] = [zjz5u] = [zju].

In K/K, this is left multiplication by w(acj_l), which has the same projective action as g; = ¥(Z;).
Thus it is exactly f;. This argument identifies each edge label, including coincident neighbors and
diagonal contributions, not merely the total number of vertices. O

Remark 4.3. The induced local map uses xj_l, rather than z;. Formula equation (4.2) fixes the
direction. In the cubic case the projective generators are involutions, so this distinction is invisible.

This completes Step 2 of the proof outlined in Section 1.5.

5. THE EXACT SPECTRAL BOUND

The graph and its neighbor rules are already defined; this section proves their spectral bound.
We explain the function space on which the Hecke operators act and the modular-form theorem
applied to it. The arithmetic class-number conditions ensure that constants are the only exceptional
component, so the bound controls every eigenvector orthogonal to them.

The function space and the modular-form input. The Brandt module in this proof is simply
M, ={h:Cl(E,) = C},

with the Hecke operators defined by sums over ideal neighbors. The word “module” refers to this
vector space together with those linear operators; its vectors are ordinary functions on the vertices.
Write 1 for the constant function 1, and 1+ for the functions whose sum over the vertices is zero.
The inner product is (hi, ha) = >, hi(t)ha(t).

For clarity, the analytic objects used by the spectral theorem are Hilbert cusp forms of parallel
weight (2,2). They are holomorphic functions of two upper-half-plane variables, one for each real
embedding of F. If H ={z € C:Imz > 0} and N is an ideal, the level group can be written

To(N) = {(‘C’ b) € SLy(Op) i c € N}.

(&

Here SLs means determinant-one matrices. For «y in this group, let a,, by, ¢,, e, be its entries under
Ty, for v € {+,—}, and let v,z = (ayz + b,)/(cvz + e,). The weight condition is

Oz v-2-) = (erzp +e)? (o2 + e )P fzq,2-).
Thus “parallel” means the same weight 2 in both variables. The cusp condition requires the constant
term of the Fourier expansion to vanish at every cusp, that is, at each boundary class represented
by a point of F'U {oo}.

The standard Hilbert modular description also allows integral matrices with totally positive unit
determinant. In this field every totally positive unit is a square by Proposition 3.3. If such a matrix
has determinant v? with u € O, multiplying it by the scalar u~! gives a determinant-one matrix
with the same fractional-linear action and the same level condition. For parallel weight (2,2) the
scalar change contributes N F/@(u)72 = 1, so the displayed transformation law is unchanged. This
explains the equivalent projective level-group description. We use the Hecke module with trivial
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central character, meaning that scalar ideles act trivially; this central action is checked separately
in the proof below. See [DV13, §§2-3]. The graph algorithm does not evaluate these analytic
functions.

The Jacquet—Langlands correspondence identifies the relevant quaternionic Hecke eigenvalues
with those on Hilbert cusp forms, preserving their values at prime ideals away from the level. The
Ramanujan—Petersson theorem bounds these eigenvalues. For an eigenvalue Ap at a prime ideal P
of norm p, the two roots 3,~ of

T2 —\pT +p

are called its arithmetic Satake parameters. The theorem asserts |3| = |y| = {/p, so [Ap| < 2/p.
We apply these established results in precisely the following setting.

Proposition 5.1. For every prime p =1 (mod 17) and every n > 1, each eigenvalue X of Ay,
with an eigenvector in 1+ satisfies |\| < 2,/p.

Proof. For functions on ideal classes, the arithmetic inner product uses the reciprocal of the order
of each projective unit stabilizer as its weight. All these stabilizers are trivial by Proposition 3.3, so
it is the counting inner product defined above. Moreover, the reverse-edge pairing in equation (4.4)
makes A, symmetric. The identification in Proposition 4.2 therefore makes Tp self-adjoint for
this inner product.

The quaternionic form of Jacquet—Langlands separates off the one-dimensional constituents given
by norm characters, namely functions h([g]) = x((nrd(gr))r) for a multiplicative character x,
see [DV13, Def. 3.7 and Thm 3.9] and [KiV10, §7]. This classification is part of the external
automorphic input. We now show directly that every such function in our class space is constant.

At every finite prime ideal R, the reduced norms of (&,)5 are all of (’); r- Indeed, after
conjugation the Eichler order contains diag(u, 1) and its inverse for every local scalar unit u, and
reduced norm is determinant. Hence

nrd(Uy,) = H Or g = nrd(Up).
R

A norm-character function invariant under U, is therefore invariant under Uy. It descends to
DX\D* Uy ~ C1(&),

which is a singleton by Proposition 3.3. Thus the noncuspidal subspace consists exactly of constants.
This argument does not require a description of the global reduced-norm image.

The central action is trivial as well. Since the ordinary ideal class group of F' is trivial, each
finite scalar idele a = (ar)r can be written a = bu with b € F* and u € [[ (’); - Multiplication
by b is absorbed on the left by D>, and the scalar unit tuple v belongs to every U,,. Thus scalar
ideles act trivially on the class set.

By Jacquet-Langlands, 1 with its Hecke action consequently embeds in the space of Hilbert cusp
forms of parallel weight (2,2), level Q"2 and trivial central character; see [DV13, Thm 3.9]. Here
“embeds with its Hecke action” means that the linear embedding commutes with each Hecke operator
away from the level. Since P # (), there is no level condition at P. In representation-theoretic
terminology, the local representation (a linear action of the local matrix group) is unramified: it
has a nonzero vector invariant under the full integral matrix group GL2(OF p).

Blasius’s Hilbert modular Ramanujan theorem [Bla06, Thm 1] gives

B+y=Ap, Byv=pn, 1Bl = 7] = V/p-

Hence [Ap| < 2,/p. The Hecke operators are self-adjoint, meaning equal to their adjoints for the
stated inner product, and the bound holds on the full complement of constants. The identification
of adjacency with Tp in Proposition 4.2 proves the claim. O
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Since p + 1 > 2,/p, the eigenvalue d = p + 1 has multiplicity one: any additional eigenvector
with eigenvalue d could be chosen orthogonal to the constants, contradicting the bound. This
proves connectedness, and the absence of —d proves non-bipartiteness. Dividing adjacency by d
gives the random-walk operator; its largest absolute nonconstant eigenvalue is at most 2v/d — 1/d.
Its absolute spectral gap, one minus that quantity, is therefore at least

2vd—1
—

This proves parts (i) and (ii) of Theorem 1.1. This completes Step 3 of the proof outlined in
Section 1.5

(5.1) 1—

6. BINARY COVERS AND AN EXPLICIT SIGNING

The spectral estimate does not by itself show that consecutive graphs form a 2-lift. We prove that
each neighbor transformation is an isometry for the 2-adic distance |t — uly = 27v>("%) defined in
63.3: it preserves that distance exactly. This makes reduction a label-preserving two-sheeted cover,
and the next output bit gives the straight/crossed signing without any search.

Lemma 6.1 (Dyadic isometry). For every g = (22) arising in equation (4.2), and every distinct
t,u € Zo,

(6.1) va(ipg(t) — pg(u)) = v2(t — w).

Proof. Direct subtraction gives

(ae — be)(t — u)

pg(t) = pg(u) = (

2ct +¢e)(2cu +e)’
The determinant and both denominator factors are odd. This proves the valuation identity. The
inverse matrix has the same scalar-modulo-2 property, so ¢, is a bijection of Z,. O

The isometry property gives more than compatibility with reduction: the transformation for
each edge label maps the two children of a vertex bijectively onto the two children of its neighbor.
The pairing of reverse-edge labels is independent of the level. Therefore reduction is a two-sheeted
label-preserving cover in the graph convention of Section 2.

The signing can be written without any search. Choose the representative 0 < ¢ < 2™, and define

(6.2) y = f;(t) mod 2",
. mo n+1y _ '
(63) /Bn(taj) = (f](t) gnz . ) Y S {07 1}’ O'n(t,j) = (_1)571(1‘/,))'

The notation mod here denotes the least nonnegative residue. The two-sheet labeling is ¢ 4 52" <+
(t,b), with b € {0,1}. The bit £,(t,7) = 0 means a straight lift, while 1 means a crossed lift;
on(t,7) € {+1, -1} is the corresponding sign. We use b @ f for addition modulo 2.

Proposition 6.2 (Straight/crossed rule). With the two-sheet labeling, the rotation map at the next
level is

(6.4) Rotn11,5((t,0),5) = (4,6 @ Bu(t, 1)), 7).
Moreover, B, (t,7) = Bn(y,j*), so the signs agree on the two orientations of each edge. Define the
signed adjacency operator by

p+1

(Buph)(t) =Y on(t, 5)h(f;(t) mod 2").
j=1

Then
(6.5) Ant1p = Anp @ Bnyp, [ Brpll <2v/p.
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Here @ is a direct sum of linear operators, ~ means equivalence after an orthogonal change of basis,
and || By, p|| is its operator norm for the counting inner product, equivalently its largest absolute
ergenvalue.

Proof. The difference identity in Lemma 6.1, with v = t 4+ 2", gives f;(t +2") — f;(t) = 2"
(mod 2"*1) because the quotient multiplying 2" is odd. This proves equation (6.4). Applying the
inverse permutation to the lifted edge proves the reverse-edge identity.

The functions on the lifted vertices split into functions constant on each fiber and functions
that change sign between its two points. In the first subspace the adjacency action is A, ,. In the
second it is B,, ;. This proves the direct sum. Every fiber-antisymmetric function is orthogonal to
the global constant function, so Proposition 5.1 at level n + 1 gives the bound on B, . O

For edges between distinct base vertices this is literally the Bilu-Linial parallel /crossed matching
rule. A half-loop can lift to two half-loops or to an edge joining the two sheets. This explains both
the precise relationship with 2-lifts and the graph-convention qualification. Part (iii) of Theorem 1.1
follows. This completes Step 4 of the proof outlined in Section 1.5

7. STRONG EXPLICITNESS AND BIT COMPLEXITY

To establish strong explicitness, we must compute the fixed transformations and evaluate them at
a prescribed vertex without constructing the graph. We separate the degree-dependent preprocessing
from the level-dependent query, and bound both in the bit model. A fixed norm-lattice certificate
makes the finite search bounds explicit.

7.1. Deterministic preprocessing in the degree. The preprocessing searches the fixed rank-
eight integer lattice underlying equation (3.10). The search depends on p, but does not enumerate
vertices of any graph.

Lemma 7.1 (A balanced generator). A totally positive generator m of P can be chosen so that
w1 = T4 () and o = 7_(7) obey

(7.1) 0" v/D < i < €0v/Ds g0 =4+ V1T.

It can be found deterministically in O(p)poly(logp) bit operations from p and the residue s, in
equation (3.3).

Proof. Start with any totally positive generator and multiply by a power of the totally positive
unit 5%. The first embedding is multiplied by 53k and the second by ey 2k A choice of k places
the first embedding in the interval in equation (7.1). The product of the embeddings is p, so the
second is then in the same interval.

This also gives a finite search not requiring prior principalization. Write 7 = a + bw. Search
|lal, |b| < 20[,/p] and test

(7.2) a>4ab—4b* =p, 2a+b>0, (2a+0b)*<68p, a+ bsp =0 (mod p).

Balanced generators occur in this box, by solving for a, b from their two embeddings. The first two
tests imply total positivity. To interpret the trace bound, put x = 71//p > 0, so m2//p = x~ L
Since g + 661 = 2/ 17, we have

(m+m)?<68p <= s+2 !'<2VIT = ¢! <z<ep.

Thus the trace test is exactly the required bound on the two individual embeddings; their ratio lies
in [e5%, 7]

Finally, containment in P and equality of norms imply (7) = P. The box has O(p) points, and
every test is exact arithmetic on O(log p)-bit integers. Choose the lexicographically first solution
to fix a deterministic convention. 0
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Let the fixed Z-basis be
(7.3) B = (1,w,ni,wni, nu, wnu, v, wv).
For x = 28 msBs, let M be the Gram matrix of the real quadratic form obtained by taking the

s=1
field trace of the reduced norm. Thus M is the rational positive-definite matrix satisfying

Trpgurd(z) = m' Mm.

An exact matrix certificate is given at the end of this section, in Section 7.3. Its inverse has maximal
diagonal entry 828/17. If nrd(x) = 7 with 7 balanced, Cauchy—Schwarz for the M-inner product
yields

m2 < (M Ygsm Mm < % 2V17/p < 21%/p.
Thus every solution is found in the completely specified box
(7.4) ms| < [21p"*] (1< 5<8).

Proposition 7.2 (Computing the generators). Enumerating equation (7.5), testing the exact
equation nrd(z) = m, and retaining the sign for which the first nonzero mg is positive produces
d = p+1 representatives for S,. The running time is O(p® poly(log p)). Each generator has O(logp)
bits of coefficient data in the fixed basis. Sorting the surviving coordinate vectors lexicographically
fizes the edge-label ordering. Conjugating each vector, normalizing its sign by the same rule, and
locating it in the sorted list computes the reverse-edge label j*.

Proof. The box contains O(p¥*) = O(p?) integer points, with an absolute constant because the
field and the order are fixed. Reduced norm is an explicit quadratic form over F'. Each test takes
poly(log p) bit operations. Bound equation (7.4) proves completeness, and Lemma 4.1 proves that
exactly d sign classes survive. The coordinate bound also gives the coefficient-height assertion.
Quaternion conjugation preserves & and is represented by a fixed integral matrix in the basis B.
Applying that matrix, normalizing the sign, and using binary search in the sorted list takes
O(ppoly(logp)) additional bit operations over all labels. This fits within the stated preprocessing
bound and gives the complete reverse-label table. O

The search box has large constants, but gives an explicit stopping rule and a uniform bound in
p. It avoids a separate principalization algorithm.

7.2. The local adjacency oracle. In the fixed basis B = (By, ..., Bs) of equation (7.3), write
each quaternion as

8

8

Tj = E ijBS, (mjl,... ,mjg) SWAS
s=1

These eight integers specify x; exactly. Together with the fixed matrix representation 1, they
determine g; = 1(Z;) and the neighbor function f; at every level. Store the coordinate vectors and
reverse-label table once, independently of n; no infinite 2-adic expansion is stored.

A query is specified by n,t,j and whether it requests a neighbor or a lift bit. Set the target
output precision to k = n for a neighbor query and k = n + 1 for a lift-bit query. Compute the
selected matrix g; modulo 2F+1 and evaluate

(7.5) u = (ajt +b;/2)(2cjt + ;)" (mod 2F), 0<u< 2k

Here b; is represented by its even residue modulo 2k+1 g0 b;/2 is well-defined modulo 2k The
denominator is odd and hence invertible. For a neighbor query return u. For a lift query return
Bn(t,j) = |u/2"| and, when requested, the sign (—1)%+(9). In particular, a lift query needs matrix
entries modulo 2”2, not merely modulo 2"

The arithmetic procedure is as follows.
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1. Set k as above, and lift the even roots a, z of X2 +3X — 2 and X2 + X + 2 to precision
2kl Put w = a + 2 and n = a + 4 at this precision.

2. Reconstruct the matrix of x; from its eight integer coordinates using the basis in equa-
tion (7.3) and the integral formulas for (i), ¥ (u), ¥ (v) in Proposition 3.1. These formulas
have only the odd denominator 3, which is inverted modulo 28!, Take the matrix adjugate
to obtain g; = 1(;) modulo 2**1,

3. Divide the even upper-right entry by 2, and compute the numerator and odd denominator
in equation (7.6) modulo 2*. Use modular inversion to obtain w.

4. Return the neighbor residue or extract its nth binary digit as specified above. The reverse-
edge label is read from the precomputed table.

The additional matrix bit is necessary because of the division by 2 in step 3. Using the integral
basis-image formulas in step 2 avoids any further loss of binary precision. An implementation that
instead substitutes the original rational quaternion expressions must retain the fixed additional
guard bits required before divisions by their bounded powers of 2.

Proposition 7.3 (Local complexity). Given the integer coordinates of the selected quaternion,
the preceding algorithm computes a neighbor or a lift bit in O((n + logp)3) bit operations, with
polynomial bit space. For fized p this is Op(n3), with one finite algorithm valid for all levels.

Proof. Put L =n+logp+ O(1). A simple root modulo 2° extends uniquely to one of z and x + 2°
modulo 2°*1. Testing these two possibilities for each successive bit uses O(L) arithmetic steps.
With schoolbook multiplication, each step costs O(L?) bit operations. Both roots are therefore
available in O(L?) time.

Evaluating the fixed-size matrix expressions and the Mdbius formula uses a bounded number of
operations on O(L)-bit integers. The extended Euclidean algorithm, or Newton inversion, computes
the odd modular inverse within the same cubic upper bound. Formula equation (6.3) changes the
requested precision by only one bit. At no point is an adjacency matrix, a list of earlier levels, or a
signing table of size 2" constructed. g

The degree description has O(dlogp) bits. If stored as an indexed read-only table, a query
reads only the eight integer coordinates of one quaternion. On a sequential model one may instead
absorb the degree-dependent lookup cost into the constant in O,(n?). The statement of strong
explicitness for fixed degree is unchanged.

The preprocessing can even be rerun on every query and still be a constant cost as a function of n
for a fixed admissible degree. Thus the construction does not rely on a nonuniform sequence of good
seeds. Conversely, our bounds do not give a single neighbor algorithm with no degree-dependent
preprocessing and running time polynomial in (logd, log N'). This distinction is part of the theorem,
not an omitted implementation detail. Part (iv) of Theorem 1.1 now follows.

7.3. An exact certificate for the norm-enumeration bound. This subsection supplies a finite
certificate for the enumeration bound. Use the basis equation (7.3) and define H = 2M. Direct
expansion of equation (3.6) gives

4 2 0 0 5 11 0 17
2 18 0 o 1 31 -17 -—-17
0 0 42 106 O 0 5) 11
0 0 106 274 O 0 11 31
) 11 0 0 42 106 O 0
11 31 0 0 106 274 O 0
0o -17 5 11 0 0 24 12
-17 —-17 11 31 O 0 12 108
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In particular Trurd(z) = %mTHm. The diagonal entries of M~ = 2H ! are

1
ﬁ(828, 184,137,21,822,126,108,24).
The form is positive definite because it is the sum of the two positive-definite real norm forms.

Thus Cauchy—Schwarz applies without any numerical eigenvalue estimate. Since
828
17
the coefficient bound 21p'/# used in equation (7.5) is rigorous. This completes Step 5 of the proof
outlined in Section 1.5.

V17 < 441,

8. CONSEQUENCES OF THE BINARY ORGANIZATION

The binary organization makes random walks and eigenfunctions compatible across all levels. We
record these consequences, the complete-graph sparsifier estimate, and the limits of the construction.
The number-theoretic comparison with LPS is given in §1.6. Throughout this section, prime p is
fixed and satisfies p =1 (mod 17).

8.1. Exactly compatible random walks. Let W,, = A,, ,/(p + 1) be the random-walk operator.
Write red,, : V41 — V,, for reduction modulo 2", and define the pullback J,h = h ored,. Each
labeled neighbor transformation respects reduction, so

(8.1) Wis1dn = JoWh.

Indeed, both sides at a vertex t equal the average of h over the projected neighbors of ¢, with
the same edge-incidence multiplicities. Thus a walk generated at level n 4+ 1 projects to exactly
the level-n walk, not merely to a process with approximately the same distribution. Sharing the
edge-label choices gives an explicit coupling across all levels. A uniformly random fine-level vertex
has a uniformly random reduction, since every fiber has size two.

This is the additional structure beyond an unrelated sequence of LPS or Morgenstern graphs.
It can be useful when an algorithm maintains a state at several binary resolutions. A separate
application analysis would still be required to turn that compatibility into better randomness, time,
or space bounds.

8.2. Old eigenvalues never disappear. Write \.(G) for the largest absolute adjacency eigenvalue
on the mean-zero functions, and call a function mean-zero when the sum of its values is zero.
If A, ph = Ah, the covering identity gives A, y1,Jnh = AJ,h. A mean-zero function remains
mean-zero under pullback. Consequently, a nontrivial eigenvalue introduced at one level persists at
every higher level. In any fixed-degree tower with this property, full-spectrum estimates of the form

M(Gr) <2{/p+ e, en — 0,

would already force every level to obey the exact bound: an excess § > 0 at one level would imply
en > 0 at all later levels. This argument does not apply to unrelated graphs, a fixed positive error,
or a bound on only the newly introduced eigenvalues.

8.3. Locally accessible complete-graph sparsifiers. Put N =2" d =p+ 1, and let L, =
dl — A, j, be the graph Laplacian, with I the identity matrix. Diagonal adjacency contributions
cancel in L, as they should for loops and half-loops. On 1+ the eigenvalues of L, are in
[d —2,/p,d + 2,/p]. Since the Laplacian of the complete graph Ky is Lx, = NI — J, with J the
all-ones matrix, it follows that

N 2\/p
(82) (1 — €p)LKN j Zm[/n j (1 +€p)LKN, Ep = ]m
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The notation X <Y means that v (Y — X)v > 0 for every real vector v (positive-semidefinite
order). The inequalities hold on the full space, because both Laplacians annihilate constants. After
discarding diagonal loops and combining parallel edges, the matrix describes a weighted graph with
O(pN) edges and locally computable edge incidences. This is the standard Ramanujan sparsifier
example [BSS12|, now available at each binary size. To enumerate a whole row, query all p + 1
edge labels and aggregate their contributions.

AT methodology. OpenAl’s ChatGPT 6 was substantially used as an editing tool. It helped to bridge the
distance between the mathematical and computer science presentations. Notably, the original approach
in [KV26a, MP17] was modified to make the paper self-contained albeit heavily number-theoretic, at the
expense of losing the motivating flavor of automata groups. Additionally, ChatGPT was used as a library
assistant to assemble, format and organise the references. The authors take full responsibility for the
correctness of all results.
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