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Abstract

The index of a signed graph is the largest eigenvalue of its adjacency matrix. For

positive integers n and m ≤ n2/4, we determine the maximum index of complete

signed graphs with n vertices and m negative edges and characterize the signed

graphs achieving this maximum. This settles (the corrected version of) a conjecture

by Koledin and Stanić (2017).
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1 Introduction

A signed graph Γ = (G, σ) consists of a simple graphG together with a function σ assigning

a +1 or −1 to each edge of G. The (unsigned) graph G is said to be the underlying graph

of Γ, while the function σ is called the signature of Γ. For a simple graph G with vertex

set {v1, . . . , vn}, the adjacency matrix A(G) = (aij) is an n × n symmetric matrix with

aij = 1 if vi and vj are adjacent, and aij = 0 otherwise. In signed graphs, edge signs are

usually interpreted as ±1. In this way, the adjacency matrix A(Γ) is naturally defined

following that of unsigned graphs, that is by putting +1 or −1 whenever the corresponding
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edge is either positive or negative, respectively. As A(Γ) is a real symmetric matrix, its

eigenvalues are all real numbers. The index of the signed graph Γ is the largest eigenvalue

of A(Γ). The spectral radius of Γ is the largest absolute value of the eigenvalues of A(Γ).

These two coincide when the absolute values of the eigenvalues of A(Γ) do not exceed

its index. This is the case for unsigned graphs by the Perron–Frobenius theorem (see [4,

Theorem 2.2.1]), a property that does not hold in general for signed graphs.

Several questions about signed graphs with extremal spectral radius have been studied

in the literature. A natural question is to identify which signature leads to the minimum

spectral radius [2]. This problem has important connections and consequences in the

theory of expander graphs. Bilu and Linial [3] conjectured that every connected d-regular

graph has a signature with spectral radius at most 2
√
d− 1. If true, this conjecture

would imply the existence of an infinite family of d-regular Ramanujan graphs. Marcus,

Spielman and Srivastava [7] proved the Bilu–Linial conjecture for bipartite graphs. A

similar problem for the n-dimensional hypercubes Qn is also of particular interest. As Qn

is an n-regular graph with 2n vertices, for any signature σ, the sum of the squares of the

eigenvalues of A(Qn, σ) is equal to trace(A(Qn, σ)
2) = n2n. It follows that spectral radius

of (Qn, σ) is at least
√
n. Recently, Huang [5] constructed a signed adjacency matrix of

Qn with spectral radius
√
n, from which he concluded that every induced subgraph of Qn

on more than 2n−1 vertices has maximum degree at least
√
n. This led to a breakthrough

proof of the Sensitivity Conjecture from theoretical computer science.

In this paper, we deal with signed graphs with maximal index. To be more precise,

we consider the problem of identifying the signed graphs with maximal index among the

complete signed graphs with a fixed number of vertices and number of negative edges.

This problem was initiated in [6], where the following conjecture was posed. Here, as

usual, the notation Kr,n−r denotes the complete bipartite graph with parts consisting of

r and n− r vertices.

Conjecture 1 (Koledin and Stanić [6]). The complete signed graph with n vertices and

m ≤ ⌊n2/4⌋ negative edges that maximizes the index is as follows:

(i) If m < n− 1, then negative edges induce the star K1,m.

(ii) Otherwise, let r with r ≤ ⌊n/2⌋ be the largest integer that satisfies r(n− r) ≤ m.

(ii.a) If r(n−r) = m, then negative edges induce the complete bipartite graph Kr,n−r.

(ii.b) Otherwise, negative edges induce a bipartite graph with r + 1 vertices in one

and n − r − 1 vertices in the other part so that all but one vertex in the first

part are adjacent to all vertices in the other.
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The main purpose of this paper is to prove Conjecture 1. However, as we shall see in

Theorem 3 below, the part (ii.b) of the conjecture is not correct as stated. In fact, in the

case that r(n− r) < m < (r + 1)(n− r − 1) where

(r + 1)(n− r − 1)−m > m− r(n− r), (1)

the complete signed graph with maximal index is different from the one predicted in (ii.b).

For an unsigned graph G, as usual we use V (G) and E(G) to denote the vertex set

and edge set of G, respectively. |V (G)| and |E(G)| are called the order and the size of G,

respectively.

Definition 2. Let n be a positive integer and m ≤ ⌊n2/4⌋. Let d(n− d) with d ≤ ⌊n/2⌋
be the closest integer among

0, n− 1, 2(n− 2), 3(n− 3), . . . , ⌊n/2⌋⌈n/2⌉

to m, and t := |m− d(n− d)|. We define a graph Hn,m as follows. If m < d(n− d), Hn,m

is a graph obtained by removing the edges of an star K1,t from Kd,n−d. If m ≥ d(n− d),

Hn,m is a graph obtained by adding the edges of an star K1,t into one of the parts of

Kd,n−d.

In particular, if m = d(n − d), then Hn,m = Kd,n−d, and if m < n − 1, Hn,m =

K1,m ∪ (n−m− 1)K1. In the remaining cases, up to isomorphism, there are two choices

for Hn,m, and either of them are referred to as Hn,m.

If the negative edges of a complete signed graph Γ induce the (unsigned) graph H , we

also use the notation (Kn, H) to specify Γ.

Here is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 3. Among the complete signed graphs with n vertices and m negative edges,

(Kn, H) has the maximum index if and only if H is isomorphic to a Hn,m.

Theorem 3 settles (the corrected version of) Conjecture 1. Note that, the parameter

d of Definition 2 is equal to either r of Conjecture 1 or to r + 1. When d = r + 1, then

the maximal graph suggested in Conjecture 1 is (Kn, Hn,m). However, if d = r which is

the case when (1) holds, then the maximal graph predicted in Conjecture 1 is different

from (Kn, Hn,m) and it has smaller index than (Kn, Hn,m).

We remark that, the special case of Conjecture 1 when the negative edges induce a

tree was proved by Akbari et al. [1].

As a corollary, we will obtain the following quantified version of Theorem 3.
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Corollary 4. Let n be an integer and m ≤ ⌊n2/4⌋. The largest index of complete signed

graphs with n vertices and m negative edges is equal to n− 1− ξ, where ξ is the smallest

real satisfying ξ(n−ξ)2 = 4t(n−1− t) with t := min0≤j≤⌊n/2⌋ |m−j(n−j)|. In particular,

4t(n− 1− t)

n2
≤ ξ ≤ 4t(n− 1− t)

(n− 1)2
. (2)

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We determine the index of the signed

graph (Kn, Hn,m) in Section 2. Theorem 3 will be proved in Section 3.

2 The maximal index

In this section, we determine the index of the signed graph (Kn, Hn,m). In the next section,

we will prove that (Kn, Hn,m) has the largest index among complete signed graphs with n

vertices andm negative edges which establishes the maximality of the index of (Kn, Hn,m).

Let H be a simple graph with vertex set V = V (H) = {v1, . . . , vn}. The Seidel matrix

S(H) = (sij) of H is an n× n matrix where s11 = · · · = snn = 0 and for i 6= j, sij is −1

if vi and vj are adjacent, and is 1 otherwise. If Γ = (Kn, H), that is the complete signed

graph whose negative edges induce the unsigned graph H , then

A(Γ) = J − I − 2A(H) = S(H),

in which J and I are the all ones and the identity matrices of order n, respectively. So

the adjacency matrix of Γ coincides with the Seidel matrix of H . Therefore, the index of

Γ is the same as the largest eigenvalue of S(H) which we denote it by ρ(H). Occasionally,

we also call ρ(H) the index of S(H).

Let U be a subset of V and U ′ = V \ U . The Seidel switching on H with respect to

U leaves the subgraphs induced by U and U ′ unchanged, but deletes all edges between U

and U ′, and inserts all edges between U and U ′ that were not present in H . Thus, if

S(H) =

(

U U ′

U A1 A2

U ′ A⊤
2 A3

)

,

and H ′ is the resulting graph, then

S(H ′) =

(

A1 −A2

−A⊤
2 A3

)

.

The matrices S(H) and S(H ′) are similar, and thus have the same eigenvalues. The graph

H is said to be switching equivalent with H ′.
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For 0 ≤ m ≤ n− 1, we denote the graph K1,m ∪ (n−m− 1)K1 by Sn,m. In particular,

Sn,0 = Kn, the graph with no edges.

Lemma 5. Let m ≤ ⌊n2/4⌋ and t := min0≤j≤⌊n/2⌋ |m−j(n−j)|. Then ρ(Hn,m) = ρ(Sn,t).

In particular, if m = d(n− d) for some integer d, then ρ(Hn,m) = n− 1.

Proof. By Definition 2, Hn,m is obtained from a Kd,n−d by adding or removing the edges

of a K1,t. Let U be either of the parts of the above Kd,n−d. Then, Sn,t can be obtained

from Hn,m by the Seidel switching with respect to U . This shows that Hn,m and Sn,t are

switching equivalent, and thus ρ(Hn,m) = ρ(Sn,t). If m = d(n − d), then t = 0, and so,

ρ(Hn,m) = ρ(Kn) = n− 1 since S(Kn) = J − I.

In passing we remark that for any graph H of order n, ρ(H) ≤ n − 1 = ρ(Kn).

Moreover, it is straightforward to verify that if ρ(H) = n− 1, then H must be switching

equivalent with Kn. So, from the particular case m = d(n−d) of Lemma 5, the part (ii.a)

of Conjecture 1 follows.

Theorem 6. Let n ≥ 3, m ≤ ⌊n2/4⌋, and t = min0≤j≤⌊n/2⌋ |m − j(n − j)|. Then

ρ(Hn,m) = n− 1− ξ, where ξ is the smallest real satisfying ξ(n− ξ)2 = 4t(n− 1− t). In

particular,
4t(n− 1− t)

n2
≤ ξ ≤ 4t(n− 1− t)

(n− 1)2
. (3)

Proof. By Lemma 5, we only need to determine ρ(Sn,t). Note that t ≤ (n−1)/2. If t = 0,

then ρ(Sn,t) = n− 1, as required. Therefore, we assume that t ≥ 1. The vertices of Sn,t

have degrees t, 1, and 0. The partition of V (Sn,t) according to these degrees gives rise to

an equitable partition (see [4, p. 24]) for S(Sn,t) with the quotient matrix

Q :=







0 −t n− t− 1

−1 t− 1 n− t− 1

1 t n− t− 2






. (4)

The characteristic polynomial of Q is the cubic polynomial

f(x) := x3 + (3− n)x2 + (3− 2n)x− 4t2 + 4nt− 4t− n + 1.

If we remove the central vertex of Sn,t, we obtain Kn−1, with S(Kn−1) having eigenvalue

−1 with multiplicity n−2. Therefore, by interlacing (see [4, Corollary 2.5.2]), S(Sn,t) has

the eigenvalue −1 with multiplicity at least n− 3. The polynomial f has no zero x = −1

(in fact, −1 is a zero of f if and only if t = 0 or t = n−1 which is not the case). It follows
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that all the eigenvalues of S(Sn,t) are the zeros of f together with −1 with multiplicity

n− 3. It turns out that the largest zero of f is the index of S(Sn,t). Let

g(y) := f(n− 1− y) = 4t(n− 1− t)− y(n− y)2. (5)

Then ρ(Sn,t) = n− 1− ξ where ξ is the smallest zero of g.

To show (3), let ξ1 and ξ2 be the lower and the upper bounds in (3), respectively. We

observe that

g(ξ1) =
64

n6

(

t2 + t(1− n) +
n3

2

)

(t− n+ 1)2t2 ≥ 0,

and

g(ξ2) =
4

(n− 1)6

(

4t2 + (n− 1)
(

(2n− 1)(n− 1)− 4t
)

)

(2t− n + 1)2(t− n+ 1)t ≤ 0.

It follows that g has a zero in the interval [ξ1, ξ2]. Note that the derivative of g with

respect to y is (n − y)(3y − n) which has zeros at n and n/3. This means that g has a

zero in the interval (n/3, n) and a zero greater than n. As ξ2 ≤ 1 ≤ n/3, we find that the

zero of g lying in [ξ1, ξ2] is indeed the smallest zero of g. This completes the proof.

3 The graphs with maximal index

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 3. This together with Theorem 6 will also

imply Corollary 4. Since the adjacency matrix of the signed graph (Kn, H) is the same

as the Seidel matrix of the unsigned graph H , in this section we only deal with unsigned

graphs and their Seidel matrices.

We start with a lemma which shows that, except one special case, the eigenvector for

the maximal index of graphs with size ≤ n2/4 has no zero components.

Lemma 7. Let H be a graph such that S(H) has the largest index among the graphs of

order n and size m ≤ ⌊n2/4⌋.

(i) If m 6= (n − 1)/2, then ρ(H) > n − 2 and any eigenvector corresponding to ρ(H)

has no zero components.

(ii) If m = (n− 1)/2, n ≥ 4, and ρ(H) has an eigenvector with a zero component, then

ρ(H) = n− 2 and H is isomorphic with Sn,(n−1)/2.

Proof. Let x = (x1, . . . , xn) be a unit eigenvector corresponding to the index of S(H).

With the notation of the proof Theorem 6, for some 0 ≤ t ≤ (n − 1)/2, ρ(Hn,m) =

ρ(Sn,t) ≥ n− 1− ξ2.
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(i) If t = 0, then ρ(Sn,t) = n − 1. If 0 < t < (n − 1)/2, then ξ2 < 1, and so

ρ(Sn,t) > n− 2. Therefore, ρ(H) ≥ ρ(Hn,m) > n− 2. If some component of x, say x1, is

zero (where x1 corresponds to the vertex v1), then

ρ(H) = xS(H)x⊤ = (x2, . . . , xn)S(H − v1)(x2, . . . , xn)
⊤

≤ ρ(H − v1) ≤ ρ(Kn−1) = n− 2, (6)

which is a contradiction. So x has no zero components.

(ii) Let m = (n − 1)/2, then t = (n − 1)/2 and ξ = 1 is a zero of (5). This means

that ρ(Hn,m) = n− 2. Now, the maximality of ρ(H) implies that ρ(H) ≥ n− 2. On the

other hand, as x has a zero component, by (6), ρ(H) ≤ ρ(H − v1) ≤ n − 2. Therefore,

ρ(H − v1) = n− 2. Thus H − v1 must be switching equivalent with Kn−1. It follows that

H − v1 = Kr,n−1−r for some 0 ≤ r ≤ (n − 1)/2. But, given that n ≥ 4, r(n − 1 − r) >

(n− 1)/2 = m unless r = 0. Thus H − v1 = Kn−1. It follows that H = Sn,(n−1)/2.

We will need the following lemma in the proof of our main result.

Lemma 8. Let n ≥ 3.

(i) If 0 ≤ t < (n − 1)/2, then ρ(Sn,t) has an eigenvector with all positive components

and if (n − 1)/2 ≤ t < n − 1, then ρ(Sn,t) has no eigenvector with all positive

components.

(ii) If 1 ≤ t < t′ and t + t′ < n − 1, then ρ(Sn,t) > ρ(Sn,t′). If t + t′ = n − 1, then

ρ(Sn,t) = ρ(Sn,t′).

Proof. (i) Let ρ = ρ(Sn,t). For t = 0, we have S(Sn,0) = J − I, so ρ = n − 1 and 1, the

all ones vector, is its eigenvector.

For 1 ≤ t < n−1, we know that ρ is an eigenvalue of Q given in (4). By the properties

of the equitable partitions, if Q(x, y, z)⊤ = ρ(x, y, z)⊤, then x = (x, y, . . . , y, z, . . . , z) is

an eigenvector of S(Sn,t) for ρ, where in x, the components y and z are repeated t and

n− t− 1 times, respectively. Form Q(x, y, z)⊤ = ρ(x, y, z)⊤ it follows that

−ty + (n− t− 1)z = ρx, (7)

−x + (t− 1)y + (n− t− 1)z = ρy, (8)

x+ ty + (n− t− 2)z = ρz. (9)

By subtracting (7) from (8), we obtain

(ρ− 2t+ 1)y = (ρ− 1)x. (10)
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If 1 ≤ t < (n− 1)/2, then by Lemma 7 (i), ρ > n− 2 and x has no zero entry. So we

may assume that x > 0. Since 0 < ρ− 2t+1 ≤ ρ− 1, form (10) it follows that y ≥ x. By

subtracting (8) from (9), we obtain (ρ+ 1)(z − y) = 2x which implies that z > y. So we

have obtained z > y ≥ x > 0 and so all the components of x are positive.

If t = (n− 1)/2, then by Lemma 7 (ii), ρ = n− 2 and so ρ − 2t + 1 = 0. So by (10),

x = 0.

If (n− 1)/2 < t < n− 1, as t is an integer, we must have t ≥ n/2. So ρ− 2t + 1 < 0

and thus by (10), either of x or y are non-positive.

(ii) If 1 ≤ t < t′ ≤ (n− 1)/2, then t(n− 1− t) < t′(n− 1− t′). Let ρ(Sn,t) = n− 1− ξ

and ρ(Sn,t′) = n− 1− ξ′, for some ξ, ξ′ ≤ 1, according to Theorem 6. Then

ξ′(n− ξ′)2 = 4t′(n− 1− t′) > 4t(n− 1− t) = ξ(n− ξ)2.

This is only possible if ξ′ > ξ from which the result follows.

If t′ > (n − 1)/2, then let t′′ := n − 1 − t′. So t′′(n − 1 − t′′) = t′(n − 1 − t′).

Thus by Theorem 6, ρ(Sn,t′) = ρ(Sn,t′′). On the other hand, as t + t′ < n − 1, we have

1 ≤ t < t′′ ≤ (n− 1)/2, and so by the previous case, ρ(Sn,t) > ρ(Sn,t′′) = ρ(Sn,t′).

We recall that, for a graph H of order n and x = (x1, . . . , xn), we have

xA(H)x⊤ = 2
∑

ij∈E(H)

xixj .

The next theorem is the main ingredient of the proof of our main result.

Theorem 9. Let H be a graph of order n and size m with 0 < m < n − 1. Also, let

x be a unit vector of length n with all positive components. Then xS(H)x⊤ ≤ ρ(Sn,m).

The equality holds if and only if m < (n − 1)/2, H is isomorphic to Sn,m, and x is an

eigenvector for ρ(Sn,m).

Proof. Let V (H) = {v1, . . . , vn}, x = (x1, . . . , xn) and 0 < x1 ≤ · · · ≤ xn be the compo-

nents of x with xi corresponding to vi for i = 1, . . . , n. Let i ≥ 2 and vi be a non-isolated

vertex of H . If vi is not adjacent to v1, it has some neighbor vj with j ≥ 2. Thus

x1xi ≤ xjxi. We replace the edge vivj by v1vi. If H
′ is the resulting graph, then

xS(H ′)x⊤ − xS(H)x⊤ = x
(

J − I − 2A(H ′)
)

x⊤ − x
(

J − I − 2A(H)
)

x⊤

= 2xA(H)x⊤ − 2xA(H ′)x⊤

= 4(xixj − x1xi) ≥ 0. (11)
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By applying this transformation on all non-isolated vertices vi, we obtain a graph H0

of order n, size m, and with xS(H0)x
⊤ ≥ xS(H)x⊤ where in H0, v1 is adjacent to all

non-isolated vertices. So H0 has exactly one connected component F0 of order at least

2. If all the edges of F0 are incident with v1, then F0 is already a star and we are done.

Otherwise, E(F0 − v1) 6= ∅. Note that since m < n − 1, the number of isolated vertices

of H0 is greater than |E(F0 − v1)|. Now, if for some vivj ∈ E(F0 − v1), there exists some

isolated vertex vl of H0 such that x1xl ≤ xixj , then we replace the edge vivj by v1vl.

So for the resulting graph, an inequality similar to (11) holds. We continue this process

until no such a replacement is possible. Let H1 be the resulting graph and F1 be its only

non-trivial connected component. Then H1 has the same order and size as H does, and

xS(H)x⊤ ≤ xS(H1)x
⊤. If E(F1 − v1) = ∅, then F1 is a star and we are done. So, assume

that E(F1 − v1) 6= ∅. Also, we may assume that V (F1) consists of the first r vertices

v1, . . . , vr, where r ≤ n−2. (If this does not hold, there exist two vertices vi, vj with i > j

such that v1vi ∈ E(H1) and vj is an isolated vertex of H1. Then we replace v1vi by v1vj

and since x1xj ≤ x1xi, we are done as above.) Let t be the smallest index such that vt

is a non-isolated vertex in F1 − v1. Assume that vt has k neighbors vj1, . . . , vjk . By our

assumption on H1, we have

xtxi < x1xr+1, for i ∈ {j1, . . . , jk}. (12)

We choose k vertices outside F1, namely vr+1, . . . , vr+k and join v1 to them and re-

move the edges vtvj1 , . . . , vtvjk . Call the resulting graph H2 and its non-trivial connected

component F2. We define a new vector y = (y1, y2, . . . , yn) by the components:

y1 = x1 − kǫ,

yt = xt + kǫ,

yj1 = xj1 + ǫ, . . . , yjk = xjk + ǫ,

yr+1 = xr+1 − ǫ, . . . , yr+k = xr+k − ǫ,

with ǫ to be specified later and yi = xi for the rest of the components. For simplicity, we

let

x := x1, a := xt, w :=
xj1 + · · ·+ xjk

k
, z :=

xr+1 + · · ·+ xr+k

k
.

Since the components of x are ascending, we have z ≥ w ≥ a ≥ x. If z = w, then (12)

fails. Hence, we have

z > w ≥ a ≥ x. (13)

Also from (12), we have xz > wa. From this and (13), it turns out that

z + x > w + a.
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By the way y is defined, the sum of the components of y coincides with that of x, that is

x1⊤ = y1⊤. This in turn implies that

xJx⊤ = yJy⊤. (14)

We will specify ǫ so that

‖y‖ = ‖x‖ = 1, (15)

yA(H2)y
⊤ < xA(H1)x

⊤. (16)

We have

‖y‖2 − ‖x‖2 = 2(k2 + k)ǫ2 + 2(−kx+ ka+ kw − kz)ǫ.

So, to fulfill (15), we set

ǫ :=
x+ z − a− w

k + 1
. (17)

It remains to show that with this choice of ǫ, (16) will be satisfied.

We first observe that

A(F1) =











v1 vt W U

v1 0 1 1 1

vt 1 0 1 0

W 1⊤ 1⊤ B1 C

U 1⊤ 0⊤ C⊤ B2











, A(F2) =

















v1 vt W U Z

v1 0 1 1 1 1

vt 1 0 0 0 0

W 1⊤ 0⊤ B1 C O

U 1⊤ 0⊤ C⊤ B2 O

Z 1⊤ 0⊤ O O O

















,

in which W = {vj1 , . . . , vjk}, U = V (F1) \ ({v1, vt} ∪W ), and Z = {vr+1, . . . , vr+k}. Also
we let w = (xj1 , . . . , xjk), z = (xr+1, . . . , xr+k), and u be the vector consisting of those

components of x corresponding to the vertices in U . Then

xA(H1)x
⊤ = (x, a,w,u)A(F1)(x, a,w,u)⊤

= 2x(a + 1w⊤ + 1u⊤) + 2a1w⊤ +wB1w
⊤ + 2wCu⊤ + uB2u

⊤

= 2x(a + kw) + 2akw + 2x1u⊤ +wB1w
⊤ + 2wCu⊤ + uB2u

⊤,

yA(H2)y
⊤ = (x− kǫ, a+ kǫ,w + ǫ1,u, z− ǫ1)A(F2)(x− kǫ, a+ kǫ,w + ǫ1,u, z− ǫ1)⊤

= 2(x− kǫ)
(

a+ kǫ+ 1(w + ǫ1)⊤ + 1u⊤ + 1(z− ǫ1)⊤
)

+ (w + ǫ1)B1(w + ǫ1)⊤ + 2(w + ǫ1)Cu⊤ + uB2u
⊤

= 2(x− kǫ)(a + kǫ+ kw + kǫ+ kz − kǫ) + 2(x− kǫ)1u⊤

+ (w + ǫ1)B1(w + ǫ1)⊤ + 2(w + ǫ1)Cu⊤ + uB2u
⊤.

It follows that

yA(H2)y
⊤−xA(H1)x

⊤ = 2(x−kǫ)(a+kw+kz+kǫ)−2x(a+kw)−2kaw+δ1+δ2, (18)
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in which

δ1 = (w + ǫ1)B1(w + ǫ1)⊤ −wB1w
⊤ = 2ǫwB11

⊤ + ǫ21B11
⊤

≤ 2ǫw(Jk − Ik)1
⊤ + ǫ21(Jk − Ik)1

⊤ = 2ǫk(k − 1)w + ǫ2k(k − 1), (19)

δ2 = 2(x− kǫ)1u⊤ + 2(w + ǫ1)Cu⊤ + uB2u
⊤ − 2x1u⊤ − 2wCu⊤ − uB2u

⊤

= −2kǫ1u⊤ + 2ǫ1Cu⊤ ≤ −2kǫ1u⊤ + 2ǫ1Jku
⊤ ≤ −2kǫ1u⊤ + 2ǫk1u⊤ = 0. (20)

Combining (18), (19), and (20) we obtain yA(H2)y
⊤ − xA(H1)x

⊤ ≤ 2kf , where

f = −ǫ(a + kw) + (x− kǫ)(z + ǫ)− aw + ǫ(k − 1)w + ǫ2(k − 1)/2.

By substituting (17) and simplifying, we see that

2(k + 1)f = 2(a− z)(z − w)(k − 1) + (w − a)2 + (x− z)(x+ 3z − 2a− 2w).

In the right side, by (13) the first term is non-positive. Also as z > w and x+ z > a+w,

we have 3z + x > 3w + a implying that x + 3z − 2a − 2w > w − a. This together with

z − x > w − a implies that (w − a)2 + (x − z)(x + 3z − 2a− 2w) < 0. Therefore, f < 0

which establishes (16).

Now, from (14), (15), and (16) it follows that

xS(H1)x
⊤ = x(J−I)x⊤−2xA(H1)x

⊤ < y(J−I)y⊤−2yA(H2)y
⊤ = yS(H2)y

⊤ ≤ ρ(H2).

In H2, vt is adjacent only to v1 and v1 has more neighbors than it does in H1. We continue

this process with other vertices which have edges not incident with v1, and we replace

such edges by new edges incident with v1. In all such steps, the index increases. At the

end, we will come up with a star K1,m with the center v1 together with n−m−1 isolated

vertices.

Finally, let the equality hold in the theorem. Then in the above argument, F1 must

be an star. Since otherwise, E(F1 − v1) 6= ∅, and then we obtain the graph H2 such that

xS(H)x⊤ < yS(H2)y
⊤ ≤ ρ(Sn,m) which means the equality is not possible. Therefore,

H1 is already Sn,m and xS(H)x⊤ = xS(H1)x
⊤ = ρ(Sn,m). So x must be an eigenvector for

ρ(Sn,m). From the proof of Lemma 8 (i), we see that x1 < x2 = · · · = xm+1 < xm+2 · · · =
xn for m > 1. It follows that if E(H) 6= E(H1) = E(Sn,m), then xS(H)x⊤ < xS(H1).

Therefore, H = H1 = Sn,m. Since x has only positive components, by Lemma 8 (i) we

must have m < (n− 1)/2.

Remark 10. If Γ = (Kn, σ), then

xA(Γ)x⊤ = 2
∑

1≤i<j≤n

σ(ij)xixj .
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Suppose that x has no zero components and let P,Q ⊆ {1, . . . , n} be the sets of indices

of the positive and negative components of x, respectively. If H is the unsigned sub-

graph induced by the negative edges of Γ, then the negative terms in xA(Γ)x⊤, i.e. the

terms σ(ij)xixj < 0 correspond to the edges ij ∈ E(KP,Q)∆E(H), where ∆ denotes the

symmetric difference and KP,Q is the complete bipartite graph with parts P and Q.

Now, we are prepared to finish the proof.

Proof of Theorem 3. For n ≤ 3 there is nothing to prove, so we assume that n ≥ 4. Let

H be a graph with the largest index among the graphs of order n and size m. Assume that

x is a unit eigenvector for ρ(H). If x has a zero component, then by Lemma 7, we have

necessarily m = (n− 1)/2 and H is isomorphic with Sn,m, as desired. Hence we suppose

that x has no zero components. We assume that x has some s negative components, that

is

x = (−x1, . . . ,−xs, xs+1, . . . xn),

where all xi’s are positive. We may assume that s ≤ ⌊n/2⌋, otherwise we use −x instead

of x. Let x′ = (x1, . . . , xn) with all positive components. Also let K := K{1,...,s},{s+1,...,n}

(if s = 0, then E(K) = ∅).
If m = r(n − r) for some 0 ≤ r ≤ ⌊n/2⌋, then we are done by Lemma 5. Hence

suppose that r(n− r) < m < (r + 1)(n− r − 1), for some 0 ≤ r ≤ ⌊n/2⌋ − 1, and let

a := m− r(n− r), b := (r + 1)(n− r − 1)−m.

Note that a + b = n − 2r − 1 ≤ n − 1. By Remark 10, the negative terms in xS(H)x⊤

correspond to

(E(H) \ E(K)) ∪ (E(K) \ E(H)).

(i) If s ≤ r, then |E(H)\E(K)| ≥ m−s(n−s) ≥ a. Let H ′ := H \E(K). In xS(H)x⊤

the terms corresponding to E(H ′) are negative and in x′S(H ′)x′⊤, the negative terms

are exactly those corresponding to E(H ′). This implies that xS(H)x⊤ ≤ x′S(H ′)x′⊤.

Now, let H ′
1 be a subgraph of H ′ with a edges. Hence, x′S(H ′)x′⊤ ≤ x′S(H ′

1)x
′⊤. But

x′ has positive components and H ′
1 has less than n − 1 edges. Thus by Theorem 9,

x′S(H ′
1)x

′⊤ ≤ ρ(Sn,a). So, we obtain ρ(H) ≤ ρ(Sn,a).

(ii) If s ≥ r + 1, then |E(K) \ E(H)| ≥ s(n− s)−m ≥ b. Let H ′′ := K \ E(H). The

terms in xS(H)x⊤ corresponding to E(H ′′) are negative and in x′S(H ′′)x′⊤, the negative

terms are exactly those corresponding to E(H ′′). It follows that xS(H)x⊤ ≤ x′S(H ′′)x′⊤.

Now, let H ′′
1 be a subgraph of H ′′ with b edges. Hence, x′S(H ′′)x′⊤ ≤ x′S(H ′′

1 )x
′⊤. But

x′ has positive components and H ′′ has less than n − 1 edges. Thus by Theorem 9,

x′S(H ′′
1 )x

′⊤ ≤ ρ(Sn,b). Therefore, ρ(H) ≤ ρ(Sn,b).
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It follows that ρ(H) ≤ max
(

ρ(Sn,a), ρ(Sn,b)
)

. Let t and d be the parameters given

in Definition 2. Note that t = min(a, b). Since a + b ≤ n − 1, by Lemma 8 (ii),

max
(

ρ(Sn,a), ρ(Sn,b)
)

= ρ(Sn,t) which is equal to ρ(Hn,m) by Lemma 5 and we are done.

Now, suppose that the equality ρ(H) = ρ(Sn,t) holds.

If t = a, then we have d = r. On the other hand, by (i), xS(H)x⊤ = x′S(H ′)x′⊤ =

x′S(H ′
1)x

′⊤ = ρ(Sn,a). The difference between xS(H ′
1)x

⊤ and x′S(H ′)x′⊤ is in the nega-

tive terms corresponding to E(H ′) \ E(H ′
1). So xS(H ′

1)x
⊤ = x′S(H ′)x′⊤ is possible only

if E(H ′) = E(H ′
1). Thus H ′ = H ′

1 which implies that m − s(n − s) = a and so s = r.

Also by the equality case in Theorem 9, H ′ = H ′
1 must be isomorphic with Sn,a. Further,

the negative terms in both xS(H)x⊤ and x′S(H ′)x′⊤ should coincide. It follows that K

must be a subgraph of H and H \E(K) is isomorphic to Sn,t. Since s = r = d, it follows

that H is obtained by adding the edges of a star K1,t to Kd,n−d. As m > d(n− d), this is

the graph Hn,m.

If t = b, then we have d = r + 1 and b < (n − 1)/2. On the other hand by (ii),

xS(H)x⊤ = x′S(H ′′)x′⊤ = x′S(H ′′
1 )x

′⊤ = ρ(Sn,b). The difference between xS(H ′′
1 )x

⊤ and

x′S(H ′′)x′⊤ is in the negative terms corresponding to E(H ′′) \ E(H ′′
1 ). So xS(H ′′

1 )x
⊤ =

x′S(H ′′)x′⊤ is possible only if E(H ′′) = E(H ′′
1 ). Hence, H ′′ = H ′′

1 which implies that

s(n − s) −m = b and so s = r + 1. By the equality case in Theorem 9, H ′′ = H ′′
1 must

be isomorphic with Sn,b. Further, the negative terms in both xS(H)x⊤ and x′S(H ′′)x′⊤

should coincide. It follows that H must be a subgraph of K and K \E(H) is isomorphic

to Sn,t. Since s = r+1 = d, it follows that H is obtained by removing the edges of a star

K1,t from Kd,n−d. As m < d(n− d), this is indeed the graph Hn,m.
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