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Abstract

For a graph G, the spectral radius p(G) of G is the largest eigenvalue of its
adjacency matrix. In this paper, we seek the relationship between p(G) and the
walks of the subgraphs of GG. Especially, if G contains a complete multi-partite
graph as a spanning subgraph, we give a formula for p(G) by using an infinite series
on walks of the subgraphs of G. These results are useful for the current popular
spectral extremal problem.
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1 Introduction

All graphs considered in this paper are finite, undirected and without parallel edges or
loops. For a graph G, let G be its complement. The vertex set and edge set of G are
denoted by V(G) and E(G), respectively. For a vertex u, let dg(u) be its degree. For two
vertices v and v, we say u ~ v if they are adjacent in G. For a certain integer n, let K,
and K ,-_1 be the complete graph and the star of order n, respectively. For ¢ > 2 vertex-
disjoint graphs G, Go, ..., Gy, let U1<;<¢G; be the disjoint union of them. Let G V G2 be
the join of GG; and G,. For any terminology used but not defined here, one may refer to
2.

Let G be a graph with vertices vy, vs,...,v,. The adjacency matriz of G is an n x n
matrix (a;;), where a;; = 1 if v; ~ v;, and a;; = 0 otherwise. The spectral radius p(G) of G
is the largest eigenvalue of its adjacency matrix. By Perron—Frobenius theorem, p(G) has
a non-negative eigenvector. Any non-negative eigenvector corresponding to p(G) is called
a Perron vector of G. If G is connected, any Perron vector of GG has positive entries.

For a family H of graphs, a graph G is call H-free if G does not contain any one in H
as a subgraph. Let EX(n,H) be the set of H-free graphs of order n with the maximum
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number of edges, and let SPEX(n,H) be the set of H-free graphs of order n with the
maximum spectral radius. For » > 2,n > r, let T}, , be the Turan graph of order n with r
parts. Turdn’s famous theorem states that EX(n, {K,11}) = {7, }. Nikiforov [I7] proves
that SPEX(n,{K,4+1}) = {T,,}. In 2010, Nikiforov [I6] formally presented a spectral
version of Turdn-type problem: what is the maximum spectral radius of an H-free graph
of order n? In recent years, this problem has become very popular (for example, see

[T, B3, &4, 5l 6] 7, 8, @ 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, I8, 19]). In particular, Wang, Kang and Xue [I§]

proved the following nice result, which is conjectured by Cioaba, Desai and Tait [5].

Theorem 1.1 (Wang, Kang and Xue [I8]) Forr > 2 and sufficiently large n, let H be a
finite family of graphs such that all graphs in EX(n, H) are obtained from T,,, by embedding
k edges into its r parts, where k is a bounded integer. Then SPEX(n,H) C EX(n,H).

In general, SPEX(n,H) is a proper subset of EX(n,H) in Theorem [[I To precisely
characterize the graphs in SPEX(n, H), we need to develop new techniques.

Let G be a graph. For an integer ¢ > 1, a walk of length ¢ in G is an ordered sequence
of vertices vy, vy, ..., vy, such that v; ~ v, 1 for any 0 < i < ¢ — 1. The walk is called an
(-walk, and the vertex v is called the starting vertex of the walk. For a vertex u of GG, let
wk(u) be the number of (-walks starting at u in G. Let WY(G) = > eV (@) wh(u). Clearly,
w(u) = dg(u) and

W= Y wh)
veV(G),v~u

for any ¢ > 1. Thus W(G) = 2|E(G)|, and

S22 )= 3 d

ueV(GQ) veV(G),v~u veV (G

Let G and Gy be two graphs (probably of different orders). We say that G is
strictly walk-preferable to Gy (denoted by Gi = Gs), if there is an integer ¢ > 1 such
that W4Gy) > WHGy) and Wi(G,) = W¥(Gy) for any 1 < i < ¢ —1; Gy is walk-
equivalent to Gy (denoted by Gy = Gy), if W{(G,) = W¥Gq) for any i > 1. We
say G is walk-preferable to Gy (denoted by Gy > Gs), if Gy = Gy or G = Gs.
We also write Go < G1 or Gy =X Gy, if G = Gy or Gy = (G5. Let G be a set of
graphs. Let SPEX(G) denote the set of graphs with the maximum spectral radius in
G. Define EX'(G) = {G € G| WHG) > WG for any G’ € G}, and for any ¢ > 2
define EX‘(G) = {Ge EXYG) | WHG) > WG for any G’ € EXZ_I(Q)}. Clearly,
EX*(G) is precisely the set of graphs in G with the maximum number of edges, and
EX(G) C EXY(G) for any i > 1. Let EX™°(G) = Ni<i<EX*(G). The graphs in EX*°(G)
are called the most walk-preferable graphs in G.



The following Theorem [[.2] and Theorem [[.3 reveal the relationship between the spec-
tral radius of graphs and walks of their subgraphs.

Theorem 1.2 Let G be a connected graph of order n, and let S be a subset of V(G) with
1 < |S| < n. Assume that T is a set of some isolated vertices of G — S, such that each
vertex in T is adjacent to each vertex in S in G. Let Hy and Hy be two graphs with vertex
set T. For any 1 < i < 2, let G; be the graph obtained from G by embedding the edges
of H; into T'. When p(G) is sufficiently large (compared with |T'|), we have the following
conclusions.

(1) If Hy = H,, then p(Gh) = p(Gs).

(17) If Hy = Hs, then p(G1) > p(G2).

(vi) If Hy < Hs, then p(Gh) < p(G2).

Theorem 1.3 For an integer r > 2, let K, n,. n, be the complete r-partite graph of
order n with parts Vi, Vs, ..., V,, where n; = |V;| > 1 for 1 <i<r and ) ... n; =n. For
each 1 <1i <, let H; be a graph with vertex set V(H;) C V; and mazimum Ziegree at most
A. Let G be the graph obtained from K, », .. by embedding the edges of H; into V; for
all1<i<r. Letp=p(G). If p> A, then

1
Z ~ WiH,) |~ L.

n
1Sz LA+ 200

.....

To characterize the graphs in SPEX(n,#H) in Theorem [[I], we first introduce some
notations. For r > 2 and sufficiently large n, let T'(n, ) be the Turdn graph of order n with
r-parts Vi, Va,...,V,, where n; = [Vj| for 1 <i<rand [2] =n; <ng <--- <mp = [T,
For a fixed integer t > 1, let 7,,, be the set of all the graphs obtained from T'(n,r)
by embedding t edges into the r-parts Vi, Vs, ..., V.. Given a graph G € T, let HE
(probably empty) be the subgraph of G induced by the edges embedded into V; for each
1 < i <r. Clearly, HS, HS, ..., HS are vertex-disjoint. Let HY = UlgingiG~ Then
|E(H)| =31, [EHT)| = .

For a subset G of Ty, let G; = {G € G | HY = Ui, HY = HE} for any 1 < j < r.
Define HY = {H® | G € G} and HY = {HY | G € G;} (if G; is not empty) for 1 < j <r.
The subset G is called a normalset of T, ., if it satisfies the property: forany 1 <i # j <r
and any G € G;, there is a G’ € G; such that HY = HS is a copy of HY = HF.

Theorem 1.4 Fort > 1,r > 2 and sufficiently large n, let G be a normal subset of Ty, ;...
Let G;, HY and HY be defined as above for any 1 <i < r. If{G €g | HY e EXQ(’HQ)} -
Ui<i<rGi, then

(1) SPEX(G) = Ui,ni:LgJSPEX(gi);



(ii) for any 1 < i < r and any graph G € G;, G € SPEX(G;) if and only if H® €
EX>(}5).

Considering Theorem and Theorem [[L4], it is interesting to study the following
problem:

Problem. For a specified family H of graphs, characterize the graphs in EX*(H).

Recall that W*(G) = > oy dé(u) for any graph G. The following result is taken
from Lemma 2.4 of [I0] (it is trivial for m = 1).

Lemma 1.5 (Ismailescu and Stefanica [I0]) Let M., ,,, be the set of all the graphs of order
n with m edges, wherem > 1 andn > m~+2. Then EX2(Mn,m) = {K173 UK, _4, K3U Kn_g}
form =3, and EXz(anm) = {Kl,m U Kn_l_m} otherwise.

It is easy to see that W3(K3) = 24 > 18 = W?3(K,3). Since a graph of order less
than n can be viewed as a graph of order n by adding some isolated vertices, the following
result can be deduced from Lemma directly (by letting n = 2m + 2).

Corollary 1.6 Let M,, be the set of graphs with m edges and without isolated vertices,
where m > 1. Then we have the following conclusions.

(i) EX*(M,,) = {K13, K3} for m =3, and EX*(M,,) = {K1.,.,} otherwise

(i1) EX*(M,,) = EX*(M,,) = {K3} for m =3, and EX®(M,,) = EX*(M,,) = {K,.}
otherwise.

For a graph G, the mazimum average degree of G is the maximum value of 2“‘5H| )|,

where H is an induced subgraph of G with |H| > 1. For k > 1 and n > 2k + 1, Let NV,
be the set of graphs of order n with maximum average degree at most 2k. Zhang [20]
proved that any graph G € SPEX(N,, ;) is obtained from K}, V K,,_; by embedding k(kH)
edges into the part V (K, _;). When k is given and n is sufficiently large, from Theorem

together with Corollary [[.6, we see that such G is unique, of which the subgraph induced
by the k+1 edges is K5 for k = 2, and is K IS otherwise. (Note that, we can assume

that the k(k; Y edges are embedded into a ﬁxed subset of size k(k + 1) which is viewed as
T in Theorem [[2])

A graph F is called color-critical if there is an edge e whose deletion induces a sub-
graph with less chromatic number than F. Asin [9], for £ > 2 color-critical graphs with
chromatic number r+1 > 3: F|, F, ..., Fy, let G(F}, Fs, ..., F}.) denote the family of graphs
which consists of k edge-disjoint copies of Fy, Fy, ..., Fy. Fang, Tait and Zhai [9] proved
that for sufficiently large n, EX(n,G(F}, Fy, ..., F})) is precisely T, , k1 defined as above.
From Theorem [Tl we see SPEX(n, G(F1, Fy, ..., Fi)) € EX(n,G(F1, Fa, ..., F})) = Tor k-1
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The authors in [9] also devoted themselves to characterize the graphs with the maximum
spectral radius in 7,1 (this result is given by Lin, Zhai and Zhai [I4] for the case
Fy =F,=--- = F, = K3). In detail, they [9] proved the following Corollary [[.7, which
is directly deduced from Theorem [[L4] together with Corollary [[L6l (The condition in
Theorem [L.4] holds for G = T, x—1. Clearly, 7,1 itself is a normal subset of T, x—1.
Moreover, the condition

{G € Topi1 | HE € EXz(’HT’“"k’l)} C Uici<rGi
holds, since the one or two graphs in EX?(H7»m#-1) are connected by Corollary [L6l)

Corollary 1.7 ([9.[14]) For k > 2,r > 2 and sufficiently large n, let T, , x—1 be defined as
above. Then each graph in SPEX(T, ,x-1) is obtained from T, , by embedding k — 1 edges
into its one part of size | 2], of which the subgraph induced by the k — 1 edges is Ky for
k=4 and is K, j_1 otherwise.

2 Proofs of Theorem and Theorem

The following Lemma 2.11is taken from Theorem 8.1.1 of [2].

Lemma 2.1 ([2]) If H is a subgraph of a connected graph G, then p(H) < p(G), with
equality if and only if H = G.

Lemma 2.2 Let G be a connected graph of order n, and let S be a subset of V(G) with
1 < |S| < n. Assume that H is a component of G — S with maximum degree at most
A, such that each vertex of H is adjacent to each verter in S. Let p = p(G) and let
X = (Ty)vev(a) be the Perron vector of G such that )" o x, = p. If p > A, then for any
u €T we have

=143 ),
=1

pl
Proof: Denote V(H) = T. Recall that ) _ox, = p. For any u € T, we have
) SISTED SR S
veS v~u,veET v~u,veET

vau,veT Ty

This implies that z, =1 + p

Claim 1. For any vertex u in 7', we have z, > 1 + Zlgigé w%i(u) for any integer ¢ > 1.

ZvNu,UGT Ty
P

for any v € T' and v ~ u we have z, > 1. By x, =1+

Proof of Claim 1. From z, = 1+ we see that x, > 1 for any v € T. Thus,

ZvNu,UGT Ty w}{(u)

Wehavexu21+T

bt



for any v € T. Thus Claim 1 holds for £ = 1. Assume that Claim 1 holds for £ = j > 1.
That is 2, > 1+ 32, “ .
be a vertex in 1. Note that z, > 1 + Zlgz‘gj w%@ for any v € T and v ~ u by induction

) for any v € T. Now we consider the case { =7+ 1. Let u
onl=j. Byx,=1+ 7Z”N“;€Tx“, we have

Ty > 1+

wh, (v) .
ZvNu,veT(l + Zlgigj };}T ) B why(u)
=1+ E o
p 1<igi1 P

So, Claim 1 holds for ¢ = j 4+ 1. By induction on ¢, we complete the proof of Claim 1. [

% 4
Claim 2. For any vertex u in T', we have z,, < (14>, w};fu)) + p_AA witgu) for any

integer ¢ > 1.

Proof of Claim 2. Let u* be a vertex in T such that z,- = max,cr z,. Recall that

p > A. Fromxu*:1+@<l+ . = we see that x,- <2<

Z’uwu,veT

For any vertex u € T, from z, = 1 + we obtain that

wh() me ), wh) A wh()
p p p—A p
Thus Claim 2 holds for ¢ = 1. Assume that Claim 2 holds for £ = 7 > 1. That is

Tu < (1+ 0 1cicy w%)fu)) + p_AA w%};u) for any u € T. Now we consider the case { = j + 1.

'Ll)i v wJ v
Let u € T. Note that z, < (1+3,.,; };Z( )) + p_AA I;J( ) for any v € T and v ~ u by
vau,veTxU
P

T, <14

induction on ¢ = j. By z, =1+ , we have

T, < 1+

wi (v) wl, (v) . .
ZUNu,UET((l + Zlgigj };z‘ )+ p—AA I;J' ) — (1+ Z w}I(u))+ A wgl(u)
o i _ j+1
P 1<i<j+1 2 p—A pt

So, Claim 2 holds for ¢ = 5 + 1. By induction on ¢, we complete the proof of Claim 2. [J

Since p > A, we see that the infinite series Y~ 1( )! exists and (2 ) —0 for { — 0.
Let u € T. For any ¢ > 1, clearly, wi (u) < Af. Thus ) ;© 1”%1-(“) exists and = 4 - 1C) NG|

for £ — co. By Claim 1 and Claim 2 we have

wH wH A w%(u)
T UEFEIEDS o

A
1<i<e 1<i<e p P

for any integer ¢ > 1. By letting { — oo we obtain that =, = 1+ > -, wau). This
completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem [1.21 Clearly, both G and G5 are connected. Let p; = p(G;) and
p2 = p(G2). Then pi, po > p(G) by Lemma Il Let x = (2,)vev(c,) be a Perron vector
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of Gy such that )
ZUES Ly = P2-

: WiH WL(H
Claim 1. (p1 — p2) 3 ,cv () Tolo = S 01( Do pé( 2)),

Proof of Claim 1. Clearly, the only distinct edges of G; and G5 are inside T'. Let A(G1)
and A(G3) be the adjacency matrices of G; and Gy, respectively. Let x be the transpose

of x. For any v € T', we write w?{ (u) =1 forany 1 <i <2 Thus z, = 3.°°, U)lei(u) and
1
Yu = D iep wﬁ;fz Y by Lemma 2.2 Then

(p1 = p2) Z TyYy

veV(Q)

X (A(Gy) — A(Ga))y
( Z (Tulo + TolYu)) — Z (Tu Yo + ToYu)

ves Tv = p1- Let y = (yu)vev(ay) be a Perron vector of Gy such that

uwweE(Hy) wveEFE(H2)
SO D DEEEOED DED DR
ueT  veT,wueE(Hy) ueTl veT quE(Hg)
— Wi, (u) wH — Wi, (u) wH
Q= X Z ; —Z(Z—,; (S Z ;
uw€T =0 2 veTwucE(Hy) uweT =0 1 veT,wucE(Hy) i=
— Wi, (1) wir,' (u) wiy, (u) wig, (u)
=0 %)(Z ——) - Z(Z %)(Z e )
wer =0 P2 -0 P wer i—o 1 -0 P2
00 i+1 i j+1
Wy (U)wH Wiy, (wwyy, (v)
Sy Y Rl sy —
ueT €=0 i,j>0,i+j=¢ PiPy weT (=0 i,j>0,i+j=¢ P1P2
_ g S ) ul ol ),
el (=0 Plpz 91102
B o0 (WZ—H(HI) WZH(Hg))
' py
This finishes the proof of Claim 1. 0

Clearly, there are at most 23l graphs with vertex set 7. Thus there are at most

%(2%|T‘2)2 = 271 pairs of graphs Qq, Qs with vertex set T’ such that Q1 = Q. Let
l0,.0, be the integer such that Wi.Q2(Q;) > W@.Q2(Qy) and W (Q,) = W(Q,) for any
1 <i</lg,q,—1 Let C=maxg,q,vQ)=v@=10.,q.- Note that C' is only related
to |T|. When p(G) is sufficiently large, we can assume p(G) > |T| — 1+ (|T| — 1)°+L|T)|
in the following discussion.

(i) Let H; = Hy. Then W'(H;) = W'(Hy) for any i > 1. Without loss of generality,



assume p; > py. Then by Claim 1 we have

Wf—l—l H Wf—l—l H
(p1 — p2) Z xvyv—z () _ ( 2>)SO.

7
veV(G) =0

1 P2

It follows that p; < py. Consequently, p; = ps.

(i1) Let Hy = H,. There is an integer 1 < k < C (defined as above), such that
W*(Hy) > W*(Hy) and W(H,) = Wi(H,) for any 1 <i < k—1. We shall prove p; > ps.
Suppose p; < py by contradiction. Then by Claim 1 we have

Wé—i—l(Hl) Wé—i—l(Hz)
(p1 — p2) Tuyy = - )
=) 3 =3 z
Z Wé—i-l 1 Wé—i—l(Hz))
— P

> é+1 1) B WZ+1(H2>)
4

P p5 P2
Wf—l—l(H)
> o3 M
—h P2
1 — (|T] - )“1IT\
> ==
Pg ' ; P4
1
= == (p2 = T+ 1= (|T| — DY)
P (p2 = T+ 1)

(p2 =T+ 1= (7| = 1)“T]) >0

“ s e — T+ 1)
It follows that p; > po, which contradicts the assumption p; < py. Hence we have p; > ps.

(731) The proof is very similar to (7). This completes the proof. O
Proof of Theorem Let x = (%y)vev(q) be the Perron vector of G' such that
Zvev((;) z, = 1. Foreach 1 < s < r, let y* = 71—22% X, Then y* = (YS)vev(c) 1s

a Perron vector of GG such that

s _ P _
Z o 1- Zvevs Z g . a

Ty
vEV(G)—Va VeV (G) -V

By Lemma 2.2 we have

for any u € V;. It follows that

1— Ty > wh (u
xu:ﬂ(uzﬂ),



for any u € V. Thus

Z I, = 1- ZUGVS Ly Z(l + Z w}{/,;(u>) _ 1— ZuEVS Ly (ns + Z WZ(HS))

u€Vs P u€eV. P i1 P
It follows that X
Zzu—l_ 1_'_”5 +ZOO WZ(H5)
u€V; o i=1 " pitl
Then 1
SDIDITEESS -
Ns oo W'(Hs
1<s<ru€Vs 1<s<r 1+ o + Zi:l pi(+1 )
implying that
1
Z 77/5 o0 WZ(H‘S) =7 — ]_
1<s<r 1 + =+ Z z+1
This completes the proof. 0

3 Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, we prove Theorem [[4 by using Theorem and Theorem [[3] For
t > 1,7 > 2 and sufficiently large n, let G be a normal subset of 7, ;. Let G;, HY and HY
for 1 <7 <r be defined as in the introduction.

Proof of Theorem [I.4]l For any G € G, we have p(G) > p(T'(n,r)) by Lemma 2.1] and
p(G) < p(T(n,r)) + p(HY) by Courant-Weyl inequalities (see Theorem 1.3.15 of [2]). A
we knOW p(HE) < \2IE(HE)] = V2t. Thus p(T(n, 7)) < p(G) < p(T(n, 1))+ V2t Note

that 200D o q 1forn—)oo Thus for any 1 < s < r, we have (G)%ﬁ: 7 for
n — oo. Let p = p(G). Then by Theorem [[.3] we have
1
1<Zs<r1+"5 + Yo, T
Let 1
fea= 1<Zs<r 1+ e 4 30, M
where z > 0 is large enough such that » ., us SH ) exists for 1 < s < r. Clearly, f(G,x) is

strictly increasing with respective to z. Thus p is the largest root of f(G, x) = r—1. Note
that == = 1+> 5 (—z)" for 0 <2 < 1. Thus for 1 < s <r, (noting that W*(H) < 2t-¢'



for any ¢ > 1) we have

1
L+ o + Zi:l p§+1 )
B 1 1
o [ 0o WEiHE
1+5 14‘@2#1%
1 1 WYHE) 1 W2(HE) 1
:1+&(1_1+& 2 Tl 5 +6(=))
p p P p P P
Then
1 1 WYHS) 1 W2HE) 1
G,x) = - s : ().
.f( ,l’) (1<ZS<T(1+% (1_'_%)2 12 (1_|_%)2 x3 ))+ (1’4)

Without loss of generality, assume G € SPEX(G). Let G’ € G such that HY ¢
EX%(HY). Then G' € Uy<;<,G; by the condition. Since G is a normal subset of T,, ., we
can assume that G’ € G;. Note that p = p(G) > p(G’). Since f(G', x) is strictly increasing
with respective to x and f(G’, p(G’)) = r — 1, we have f(G’,p) > r — 1. It follows that
f(G'p) > f(G,p) as f(G,p) = r — 1. Thus p*(f(G',p) — f(G,p)) > 0. On the other

hand, we have

pg(f(G,> p) - f(G> p))

1 1 WYHY 1 W2*HY 1
1<s<r P P P B P p
1 1 WYHE) 1 W2HE) 1
_p3(2(1+&_(1+ﬁ)2 2 _(14_&)2 3 ) —6(-)
1<s<r P 4 P 4 P P
WY HS) — WY HE) W2(HE) — W2(HE) 1
=(p > )+ () e ) T O(-).
1<s<r (1+ 7)2 1<s<r (1+ 7)2 P
Since G’ € Gy, we have that H¢ = HY ie., H is empty for 2 < i < r. Thus
WY HE) = D ocsey WHHE) = 2t, implying that >, WIHA-W T < (recall

(T
ny = |2]). From p*(f(G',p) — f(G,p)) > 0, we obtain that

2/ G _ w2 gG’
(ZW(HS) W2 (H")

1
(17 m) )+®(;)20.

1<s<r
Note that W2(H{") > >, _ W2(HE) = W3(H) as HY € EX*(HY9). If W*(H{") >
> o1cscr W2(HE), then for n — oo,

3 WAHS) -WAHE) _ 1 1
e N R N = O

1<s<r
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. . 2(gGY_w2(HG
This contradicts that (3., i (H(Sll%lf/)Q(Hs )y + @(%) > 0. Hence
W2(HT) = Y WHY) =W (HE).
1<s<r
Recall that HY € EX?(HY). Thus HY € EX?(HY), implying that G € U;<;<,G; by the
condition of the theorem.
Suppose that G € G; for some 1 < j <7 and n; = [%] > |Z]|. Then for n — oo,

W(HE) — WHHE 1 1 —H(2+ 2+ )
PZ 1+ns) : )_tp((1+_j)2_(1+m)2>:(14_&)264_;)2
1<s<r P p p p
iCh=1)
(e

Clearly, > .o, Wz(fﬁl_%lf/;wg ) < 0. Thus for large n,

1 G\ _ il e’ 2 I7CY _ Tr2( 117G

Recall that p*(f(G', p) — f(G,p)) >0, i.e.,

1 1 G’ 20 171G\ _ 1172/ 171G

This is a contradiction. Hence G' € G, for some 1 < j <7 and n; = L%J Thus we obtain
SPEX(Q) = UWZL%JSPEX(QZ-).

For a graph G” € G; with 1 <4 < r, note that H®" = HZ". Since HY" has t edges, we
can assume that the edges of HE" are embedded into a fixed subset of size 2t in V; (this
fixed subset is viewed as 7" in Theorem [[.2)). By Theorem [[.2] we see that G” € SPEX(G;)
if and only if H" = HE" € EX*(H9%). This completes the proof . O
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