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1. Introduction

Let G be a graph with vertex set V(G) and edge set E(G). A perfect matching M of G
is a set of disjoint edges that covers all vertices of G. Lei, Yeh and Zhang [4] generalized
anti-forcing number to single perfect matching, and Klein and Rosenfeld [3] presented
the same concept as (e)-forcing. An anti-forcing set S of M is a subset of F(G)\M
such that G — S has a unique perfect matching M, where G — S denotes the subgraph
obtained from G by deleting the edges that belong to S. The anti-forcing number of M
is the minimum cardinality over all anti-forcing sets of M, denoted by af(G, M). The
mazximum (resp. minimum) anti-forcing number of G is the maximum (resp. minimum)
value of af(G, M) over all perfect matchings M of G, denoted by Af(G) (resp. af(G)).
The set of anti-forcing numbers of all perfect matchings of G is called the anti-forcing
spectrum of G.

A hexagonal system is a 2-connected finite plane graph such that every interior face
is surrounded by a regular hexagon of side length one. Lei et al. [4] showed that the
maximum anti-forcing number of a hexagonal system equals the Fries number, namely
the maximum number of alternating hexagons with respect to a perfect matching, which

can measure the stability of a benzenoid hydrocarbon.



Hwang et al. 2] introduced the anti-forcing polynomial of a graph G as

Af(G)
Af(Gox)y= Y 2@ = N (G, i), (1)
MeM(G) i=af(Q)

where M(G) denotes the set of all perfect matchings of G, v(G,i) denotes the number
of perfect matchings of G with anti-forcing number i. By the definition, we can derive
the following lemma, which shows that a disconnected graph can be partitioned into

components to consider.

Lemma 1.1. Let G be a graph with the components G1,Gs, ..., Gy. Then

Af(G,z) = HAf(Gi,x).

From the above lemma, we know that if the anti-forcing spectrum of G; is an integer

interval [a;, b;] for i = 1,2,...  k, then the anti-forcing spectrum of G is [Zle a;, Zle by

2. Some preliminaries

We now introduce some properties of anti-forcing set and anti-forcing number. Let G
be a graph with a perfect matching M. A cycle of G is called M -alternating if its edges
appear alternately in M and E(G) \ M.

Theorem 2.1. [4] Let G be a graph with a perfect matching M. A subset S C E(G)\M
is an anti-forcing set of M if and only if each M-alternating cycle of G contains at least

one edge of S.

Two M-alternating cycles is called compatible if they either are disjoint or intersect
only at edges in M. A set of M-alternating cycles of G is called a compatible M -alternating
set if every two members in it are compatible. It is easy to see from the above theorem that
the anti-forcing number af(G, M) is bounded below by ¢/ (G, M), the maximum cardinal-
ity over all compatible M-alternating sets of G. Furthermore, Lei et al. [4] proved that
all planar bipartite graphs satisfy the lower bound with equality, especially for hexagonal

systems.

Theorem 2.2. [4] Let G be a planar bipartite graph. Then for each perfect matching M
of G, we have af(G, M) = (G, M).

For S C E(G)\ M, an edge e of G — S is said to be forced by S if it belongs to
all perfect matchings of G — S, thus belongs to M. An edge g of G — S is said to be
anti-forced by S if it belongs to no perfect matchings of G — S, thus does not belong to
M. Let G © S denote the subgraph obtained from G — S by deleting the ends of all the
edges that forced by S and deleting all the edges that anti-forced by S. Obviously we

have the following lemma.



Lemma 2.3. Let G be a graph with a perfect matching M. A subset S C E(G)\ M is an
anti-forcing set of M if and only if G © S is empty.

Lemma 2.4. Let G be a graph with a perfect matching M, and C be a compatible M -
alternating set of G. Given a subset S C E(G) \ M, which consists of precisely one edge
from each cycle in C. If S anti-forces all the other edges in E(C) N (E(G)\ M), then

af(G, M) = af(Go S, MNEG®oS))+ 9.

Proof. Let S’ be a minimum anti-forcing set of M N E(G © S) in G© S. Then af(G ©
S,MNE(GoS)) =1|5"]. Since GO (SUS') = (GoS)0S" is empty, SUS" is an anti-forcing
set of M in G by Lemma 2.3. Suppose Sy is another anti-forcing set of M in GG such that
|So| < |SUS’|. Then either [SoNE(GOS)| < |S'| or [SoN(E(G)\E(GoS))| < |S|=|C|.
By assumption, we have E(C) N (E(G)\ M) C E(G) \ E(G © S). It follows that either
So N E(G © S) is not an anti-forcing set of M N E(G © S) in G © S, or there exists an
M-alternating cycle in C containing no edges of Sy N (E(G) \ E(G © S)). This implies
that there is an M-alternating cycle in G containing no edges of Sy, a contradiction to
Theorem 2.1. Hence S U S’ is a minimum anti-forcing set of M in G, which implies
af(G,M)=|S|+ |5 O

By the above lemma, from a special compatible M-alternating set we can find a subset
that is contained in some minimum anti-forcing set of a perfect matching M. In particular,

by Theorem 2.2 for hexagonal systems we can find a minimum anti-forcing set directly.

3. Catacondensed hexagonal system

A hexagonal system H is called catacondensed if no three of its hexagons share a
common vertex. If H contains at least two hexagons, then every hexagon of H has
one, two, or three neighboring hexagons. A hexagon is called terminal and branched if
it has one and three neighboring hexagons respectively. A hexagon with precisely two
neighboring hexagons is called a kink if it possesses two adjacent vertices with degree
two, and is called linear otherwise. If H contains precisely one hexagon, then we call it
a terminal hezxagon. In Fig. 1(a), we illustrate an example of catacondensed hexagonal
system, where 7" denotes terminal hexagon, B denotes branched hexagon, K denotes kink,
and L denotes linear hexagon.

A catacondensed hexagonal system with no branched hexagons is called a hezagonal
chain (see Fig. 1(b)). A hexagonal chain with no kinks is called linear, and furthermore a
linear hexagonal chain W in H is called mazimal if it is contained in no other linear ones
of H. Define the length of W as the number of hexagons in W, and a wertical edge of W
as an edge that intersects with a straight line passing through all the centers of hexagons
in W. In Fig. 1(a), we illustrate two maximal linear hexagonal chains with length four
and two respectively, where e; is a vertical edge of the first one and ¢; is a vertical edge
of the second one for i =0,1,2,3,4 and 7 =0,1,2.
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Fig. 1. (a) A catacondensed hexagonal system and (b) a hexagonal chain.

Lemma 3.1. [1] Let H be a catacondensed hexagonal system with a perfect matching
M. Then every maximal linear hexagonal chain of H has precisely one vertical edge that
belongs to M.

Before discussing anti-forcing polynomial of catacondensed hexagonal systems H, we
give some notations first. A kink of H is called an end kink if H contains a maximal linear
hexagonal chain starting from the kink and ending at a terminal hexagon. In Fig. 1(a) we
illustrate an end kink as Kg, and a kink but not an end one as Ky. A branched hexagon
of H is called an end branched hexagon if H contains two maximal linear hexagonal chains
starting from the branched hexagon and ending at terminal hexagons. In Fig. 1(a) we
illustrate an end branched hexagon as Bg, and a branched hexagon but not an end one as
By. Except for linear hexagonal chains, every catacondensed hexagonal system contains
a kink or a branched hexagon, thus contains an end kink or an end branched hexagon.

Define a tail T(tq,t,t3) with respect to h as a subgraph T3 U T, U T3 of H, where
h is a terminal hexagon of H if H is a linear hexagonal chain, and an end kink or an
end branched hexagon of H otherwise. In detail, if H is a linear hexagonal chain, then
define Ty = H and Ty = T3 = h, and define t; + 2 (t; > —1) as the length of 7} and
to = t3 = —1 (see Fig. 2(a)). If h is an end kink, then define T, = h, and T3,T3 as
maximal linear hexagonal chains starting from h satisfying that 7} ends at a terminal
hexagon, and define ty = —1, t; + 2,13 + 2 (t1,t3 = 0) as the length of T3, T3 respectively
(see Fig. 2(b)). If h is an end branched hexagon, then define 77, T5, T3 as maximal linear
hexagonal chains starting from A satisfying that 77,7, end at terminal hexagons, and
define t; + 2,to + 2,t3 + 2 (t1,ta,t3 = 0) as the length of T3, Ty, T3 respectively (see Fig.
2(c)).

For a tail T'(t1,ts,t3) with respect to h, denote H{ the subgraph of H by deleting
all the hexagons in T} U Ty except for h, denote HJ the subgraph of H by deleting all
the hexagons in Ty U Ty, and denote HI the subgraph of H by deleting all the hexagons
in T(ti,ts,t3) (see Figs. 2(a-c)). Note that H{ is a smaller catacondensed hexagonal
system than H (namely containing the number of hexagons less than that of H) if ¢; > 0.
HYT is an empty graph if t3 = —1 and is a smaller catacondensed hexagonal system than

H otherwise. HI is an empty graph if {3 = —1 or T3 ends at a terminal hexagon, is a
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Fig. 2. Mlustration of tail T'(t,t,,t3) and H fori=1,2,3, 4.

smaller catacondensed hexagonal system than H if 3 > 0 and T3 ends at a kink, and is a
union of two smaller catacondensed hexagonal systems than H if 3 > 0 and T3 ends at a
branched hexagon. If i is an end branched hexagon, then denote u;, us the two edges that
adjacent to the last vertical edge of T3. Denote H] the subgraph of HY by deleting all the
hexagons in the maximal linear hexagonal chains starting from the hexagon containing
u; and the hexagon containing uy respectively (see Fig. 2(d)). Note that H! may be
an empty graph, or a union of one, two, three, or four smaller catacondensed hexagonal
systems than H.

Theorem 3.2. The anti-forcing polynomial of a catacondensed hexagonal system H pos-
sessing a tail T'(ty,to,t3) with respect to h has the following form:
(1) if ta = —1, then

Af(H,z) =vAf(H) , z) +zAf(HY, x) + ar; (2)
(2) ifta > 0, then

Af(H> [)3) = J}QAf(HlT,J,’) + (31}2 + Q(tl + t2)$3 + t1t2x4)Af<H2T?x) - ngf(Hgv I) + 5T7
(3)

where ar = 0 if t; = —1, and ar = zAf(H] ,x)+t12? Af(HT , 2) — 2> Af(HT , x) if t; > 0;
and By = zAf(HT z) — 2*Af(H] ,x) if t3 =0, and Br = 2 Af(HT z) if t3 > 1.



Proof. (1) If H contains a tail T'(t1, —1,t3) (t1,t3 = —1, and if ¢; = —1 then t3 = —1),
then we in turn denote the hexagon in 77 by C; for : = 1,2, ... t; + 2 such that C; = h.
Furthermore, denote the vertical edge that C; and C;,; share in common by e;, and along
the clockwise direction denote the rest edges of C; by l;, i, e;_1,m;,n; fori = 1,2, ... t1+2
(see Figs. 2(a,b)). By Lemma 3.1 we can divide M(H) in ¢; + 3 subsets:

M;(H)={M e M(H) :¢; € M}

fori=0,1,...,t1 +2. By Eq. (1), we have

t1+2 t1+2

Af(Hoy =3 > a0 =% JAf(H, ). (4)
i=0 MeM;(H) i=0

Given M € My(H). Then r; ¢ M. On the one hand r; belongs to M-alternating
hexagon C. And on the other hand r; forces edges 1, n1, eg and anti-forces edges ey, m;.

By Lemma 2.4 we know
af(HM)=af(Hor,MNEHOoOr))+1.

In Fig. 3(a), we illustrate the three cases of H © 1, where double line denotes eq, cross
denotes r1, and bold lines denote the edges that forced by ;. Note that in the last case,
the last vertical edge v of T is a cut edge whose removal from the subgraph H —r; makes
the two components to be even, which implies that v is anti-forced by r;. Hence we know
Hor = HI. Tt follows that

Afo(Hyx) = Y g UHSMOBHONE N ol M 0 = p Af(HS ). (5)
MeMo(H) MeM(HT)




Given M € My 2(H). Then l;, 4o ¢ M. On the one hand ;o belongs to M-
alternating hexagon Cy, 2. And on the other hand [, o forces edges e, 1o, 7 12, M 12

and anti-forces edges ey, 1, ny, 12. By Lemma 2.4 and Fig. 3(b) we know
af(H,M) = af(H O ly12, M NE(H ©l;42)) +1=af(Hy ,MNE(H)))+1.
It follows that

Afyro(H x) = Z o HEMOBH)+L Z g HEM) e — 2 Af(HT ).
MeMyy12(H) MeM(HT)
(6)
Substituting Eqgs. (5,6) into Eq. (4), we immediately obtain Eq. (2) for t; = —1.
For t; > 1, given M € M;(H) for i = 2,3...,t; + 1. Then r;y1,l; ¢ M. On the one
hand r;,; and [; belong to compatible M-alternating hexagons C;,; and C; respectively.
And on the other hand {r;,1,l;} forces edges l;1,n;:1,€;,1;,m; and anti-forces edges

€it1, Mit1, N, €;—1. By Lemma 2.4 and Fig. 3(c) we know
af(H,M) =af(HO {ri, L}y, MOEHO{ri,}) +2=af(Hf,M N E(H])) +2.
It follows that

Afi(H,z) = Z p0f (H3 ,MOE(HT)+2 _ Z Lo f(HE M) 2 x2Af(H2T,x). (7)
MeM;(H) MeM(HZ)

For t; > 0, given M € My(H). Then ro ¢ M. On the one hand ry belongs to
M-alternating hexagon C5. And on the other hand ry forces edges l5,no and anti-forces

edges ey, msy. By Lemma 2.4 and Fig. 3(d) we know
af(H,M) =af(HOry, MNE(HO1ry))+1=af(H,MnE(H))+1.

It follows that

Afi(H,x) = Z LoFHT MOB(H{)+1 _ Z Lof(HT M) |
MEMl(H) MGM(HT), elEM
=rAf*(H 2) = Z pofHT M) Z g HT M)
MeM(HT) MeM(HT), engM

In H], given M € M(H{) with e; ¢ M. Then ¢y € M. By a similar argument to the
calculation of Afy(H,x) we know

af(HY,M)=af(Hl ©r,, MNE(H{ ©r))+1=af(H; ,MNE(H]))+ 1.
It follows that

Afi(H,z) =zAf(H{ ,x) — > 2 of (HE MOB(HT)+1 ).

MeM(HT), er¢M

:fo(HlTv (L’) - Z :L‘af(Hgﬂ’M) : xQ = fo(HlTa l’) - 'IQAf(Hg)x) (8)
MeM(HT)



Substituting Eqgs. (5-8) into Eq. (4), we immediately obtain Eq. (2) for t; > 0.

(2) If H contains a tail T'(ty, ta, t3) (t1,t2,t3 > 0), then we in turn denote the hexagon
in Ty by B; for ¢ = 1,2,...,t; + 2 and the hexagon in 7, by D; for j = 1,2,...,t5 + 2
such that By = D; = h. Furthermore, in turn denote the vertical edge that B; and B,
(resp. D; and Djyy) share in common by e; (resp. ¢}), and along the clockwise direction
denote the rest edges of B; (resp. D;) by l;,7;,€;—1,m;,n; for i = 1,2,... ¢t + 2 (resp.
Ul es_y,ml, ) for j =1,2,... 1y +2) (see Fig. 2(c)). By Lemma 3.1 we can divide

M(H) in (t; 4+ 2)(t2 + 2) + 1 subsets:
Mi,j(H) :{MGM(H)ZQ;,€;~ S M}
fori=0,1,...;ty+2and j =0,1,...,t5+ 2, and i = 0 if and only if j = 0. By Eq. (1),

we have
t1+2t2+42

Af(H,z) = Z xaf(H,M)+ZZ Z o (H.M)

MeMo,o(H) i=1 j=1 MeM, ;(H)
t1+2t2+42

=Afoo(H,x)+ > > Afi;(H,x). (9)

i=1 j=1
Given M € My 424,12(H). Then Iy 49,1;,,» ¢ M. On the one hand l;, 45 and [}, ,
belong to compatible M-alternating hexagons By, 1o and Dy, o respectively. And on the
other hand {ly, 42,1}, o} forces edges ey, 2,74, 12, My 42, €}, 0, 71,19, My, o and anti-forces

edges ey, 11, M, 42, €}, 41, My, 0. By Lemma 2.4 and Fig. 4(a) we know

CLf(H7 M) :(lf(H © {lt1+27 l1/52+2}7 Mn E(H © {lt1+2a l1/€2+2})) +2
=af(Hy, M NE(H]))+2.

It follows that

Aft1+2,t2+2<H7 .I') = Z xaf(H2T7MmE(H2T))+2 — Z l.af(HQT,M) . x2
MeMy 42.t+2(H) MeM(HY)
=2’ Af(H] ). (10)

Given M € M 4,40(H) fori =2,3...,t1+1. Thenriyy,1;,1; o € M. On the one hand
Tit1, i and I, |, belong to compatible M-alternating hexagons By, 1, B; and Dy, 5 respec-
tively. And on the other hand {ri1,0;, 1], o} forces edges lit1, ni1, €5, 75, My, €440, 7}, 10,
my, o and anti-forces edges e€;41,miy1,Mi, €i-1,€, 41, Ny, 9. By Lemma 2.4 and Fig. 4(b)
we know

af(Hv M) :af(H © {Ti-i-lv li? l7/52+2}7 Mn E(H © {Ti-l—lv li’ l1/52+2})) +3
=af(Hy ,M N E(H]))+ 3.
It follows that

Ml = 5 GO S A g A )
MeMi,ty+2(H) MeM(HT)



Flg 4. (a) H®{lt1+27 11/52+2}7 (b) H@{TiJrlv lia l22+2}7 <C> H@{r% l£2+2}7 and (d) H@{T% TIQ}

Given M € My 4,49(H). Then ry,l; o ¢ M. On the one hand 7, and Ij, , belong
to compatible M-alternating hexagons By and Dy,.s respectively. On the other hand
{ra, 1}, o} forces edges Iy, na, €1, €}, 5,71, 12, My, o and anti-forces edges ey, ma, €}, 1, My, 5.

By Lemma 2.4 and Fig. 4(c) we know
af(H,M) = af(H©{rs,li, o}, M N E(H © {rs,1;,,5})) + 2 = af (Hy, M N E(Hy)) + 2.

It follows that

Afipyio(H, 2) = Z 2o HT MOE(HT)+2 _ Z Lo (H M) | 2
MeM; t,12(H) MeM(HT)
=22 Af(H] x). (12)
By a similar argument to above, we know fori =2,3,... t;+1and j =2,3,...,ts+1
Afiio(H x) = Afyj(H,x) = Afi1(H,x) = ngf(H2T>$)a (13)
Aftﬁ-?,l(H)x) :xQAf(Hg,x), (14)
Afij(H,z) = 2*Af(H; , ). (15)

Given M € M, (H). Then ro, 7y ¢ M. On the one hand 7 and 7} belong to
compatible M-alternating hexagons By and D, respectively. On the other hand {ro, 5}
forces edges Iy, na, l5, n!, and anti-forces edges es, ma, €, my. By Lemma 2.4 and Fig. 3(d)

we know
af(H,M)=af(HO {ry, )}, MNE(H © {ry,74})) +2 =af(HL, M N E(H])) + 2.

By a similar argument to the calculation of Eq. (8) we have

Afa(Ha)= Y ao GO 3 SAfCHTM) | 2
MeM;y 1 (H) MeM(HT), e1,ejeM
=r?Af*(H,x) = 2* Af(H{ ,x) — 2*Af(HJ , 2). (16)

It remains to consider Afyo(H,z). Denote s the edge adjacent to ny and my, ¢ the edge

adjacent to ey and m;. Obviously there is a bijection g between M o(H) (see Fig. 5(a))
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and {M € M(H}):my; € M} (see Fig. 5(b)) through replacing the M-alternating path
MMM -+ = Myy 12Ny 12€4 42ley 4ol 42 - - - laralymbnyg - - 'm£2+2n22+2€;2+2l§2+27"£2+2 - lyryeq
by g(M)-matched edge my. Given M € Mo(H) and a minimum anti-forcing set .S of
g(M)in HI. Then m; ¢ S. We claim that SU{m; } is an anti-forcing set of M. Obviously
every M-alternating cycle in 77 U T5 must contain m;, and every M-alternating cycle in
HY must contain some edge in S. If there is no other M-alternating cycles in H, then the
claim holds. Otherwise, denote a such one by X. Then X must contain M-alternating
paths nys and ept. Since X can be transformed into a g(M)-alternating cycle in H
through replacing the M-alternating path in 77 UT5 starting from n; and ending at eq by
g(M)-matched edge my, we have that X must contain some edge in S. Then the claim
holds in this case, which implies af(H, M) < af(HJ,g9(M)) + 1.

Fig. 5. Illustration of calculation for Afyo(H,x).

Given a maximum compatible g(M)-alternating set C of Hi . We claim that H contains
a compatible M-alternating set with cardinality |C|4+1. Obviously every g(M)-alternating
cycle in C that does not contain m; is also an M-alternating cycle of H, and the M-
alternating cycle h is compatible with the above every such one in H. If C does not contain
my, then CU{h} is a compatible M-alternating set of H and the claim holds. Otherwise,
such one is unique since it contains s, hence we denote it by Y. Since M-alternating cycle
Z in H through replacing m; by niymaongeslaralyminbeblirhey is compatible with every
member in C\ {Y }U{h}, we have that C\ {Y} U{h, Z} is a compatible M-alternating set
in H. Then the claim holds in this case, which implies af(H, M) > af(HL, g(M)) + 1.
It follows that af(H, M) = af(H,g(M)) + 1 and

Afoo(H,z) = Z g0 T g+ _ Z S HDM) rAf*(HI x).

MeMo,o(H) MEM(HT), mieM

If t3 = 0, then by a similar argument to the calculation of Eq. (8) and Fig. 5(c), we

have
=cAf(Hy,z) — P Af(H] ). (17)
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If t3 > 1, then by a similar argument to the above and Fig. 5(d), we have
Afoo(H,z) = 2 Af(H] ,z). (18)
Substituting Eqgs. (10-18) into Eq. (9), we immediately obtain Eq. (3). O

Deng and Zhang [1] confirmed the continuity of anti-forcing spectrum for catacon-
densed hexagonal systems by analysing properties of graphs directly, and here we show

the result by degrees of anti-forcing polynomial.

Corollary 3.3. [1] The anti-forcing spectrum of a catacondensed hexagonal system H is

continuous, namely it is an integer interval.

Proof. We proceed it by induction on the number of hexagons m of H. If m = 1, then
H =T(-1,—1,-1) and has anti-forcing polynomial 2z. Thus the anti-forcing spectrum
is {1}. Suppose that the result holds for the cases of less than m(> 2). Now we consider
the case of m. Pick a tail T'(t1, te,t3) of H, where t; > 0. By assumption, the anti-forcing
spectrum of H}' is continuous, say integer interval [iy, ji] for k = 1,2,3, 4.

Obviously there is a bijection g between M(HI) and {M € M(HY) : my € M}, where
g(M) is obtained from M by adding some g(M)-matched edges in T3 such that m; is the
vertical edge of Ty contained in g(M). Since every compatible M-alternating set of HI is
also a compatible g(M)-alternating set of HY, and the union of {s} and an anti-forcing
set of M is an anti-forcing set of g(M), we have that af(HI, M) < af(HI,g(M)) <
af(HT, M)+ 1. Then the set of degrees of Af*(HJ,z) is contained in [i3, j3 + 1], and the
set [ig, Jo| U [i3, ja] of degrees of Af(HY, x) + Af(HI, x) is continuous.

Case 1. ¢, = —1. Denote H the subgraph of H by deleting Cy, ;2. Hence H is
a catacondensed hexagonal system with m — 1 hexagons and suppose its anti-forcing
spectrum is an integer interval [a, b].

Subcase 1.1. t; > 1. Pick the tail T(t; — 1, —1,t3) of H obtained from T(t;, —1,t3)
by deleting Cy,1o. By the calculation of Eq. (2) we have

Af(H,r) =(z + t12*)Af(Hy ,x) + zAf(Hy ,z) + 2 Af*(H], x),
Af(H,x) =(x + (t; — V)2®)Af(HE  2) + zAf(HL ) + 2 Af*(HT )
=Af(H,z) — 2*Af(H], x).
Obviously the degrees of zAf(HI x) and degrees of z2Af(HT x) form [iy + 1,55 + 1]
and [iy + 2, jo + 2], respectively. Since the existence of zAf(HY, x) in Af(H,z), we know
a <ipg+ 1< jo+ 1< b If follows that the anti-forcing spectrum of H is [a,b + 1] if
Jjo+1=0,and [a,b] if o+ 1 <D.
Subcase 1.2. t; = 0. Then H = HT and by a similar argument to the calculation of
Eq. (2) we have
Af(H,z) =zAf(Hy  x) + zAf(Hy , x) + zAf*(H x),
Af(H,z) =z Af(H] ,x) + Af*(H{ , x).
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By assumption, we know that the union of [i3 + 1,j3 + 1] and the set of degrees of
Af*(HT, z) form [a,b]. We claim that either xAf(HI z) or zAf*(H!,z) has degree
js + 2. If the claim holds, then the anti-forcing spectrum of H is continuous since the
union of set of degrees of zAf(HY, z) + xAf(HY, x) and {j3 + 2} is an integer interval
lio + 1, o + 1) U i3 + 1, j5 + 2].

Given a perfect matching M such that af(HY, M) = j3. If af(HJ,g(M)) = af(HT,
M) + 1, then xAf(H],x) has degree js + 2. If af(HJ,g(M)) = af(HI, M), then
af(HY ,M)+2=af(H,d(M)), where d(M) € M;(H) is obtained from g(M) by adding
lo,mg, e1,r1. This implies that 2 Af*(HT, x) has degree j3 + 2. Then the claim holds.

Case 2. t5 > 0.

Subcase 2.1. t; > 1. Denote H the subgraph of H by deleting By, +2. Hence His a
catacondensed hexagonal system with m — 1 hexagons. Pick the tail T'(t; — 1,t,,t5) of H
obtained from 7'(t1, s, t3) by deleting By, 1o. By the calculation of Eq. (3) we have

Af(H,z) =322 + 2(ty + to)a® + titox)Af(HT  2) + 2? Af*(HT  2) + 2 Af*(H] , x),
Af(H, ) =322 4 2(t, +to — 1)a® + (t; — DtsaYAF(HT  2) + 22 Af*(HT , x)
+ zAf*(H], x)
=Af(H,z) — (22° + toa")Af (H] , ).

By a similar argument to Subcase 1.1, if 5 = 0, then the anti-forcing spectrum of H
is continuous since the existence of 3z2Af(HY, x) in Af(H,z); and if t, > 1, then the
anti-forcing spectrum of H is continuous since the existence of 2(t; + ty — 1)x3Af(HT, x)
in Af(H,z).

Subcase 2.2. t; =0 and t, > 1. Denote H the subgraph of H by deleting Dy, 5. By
a similar to Subcase 2.1, we know that the anti-forcing spectrum of H is continuous.

Subcase 2.3. t; = t, = 0. Denote H the subgraph of H by deleting D,. Hence H
is a catacondensed hexagonal system with m — 1 hexagons and suppose its anti-forcing
spectrum is [p, . Pick the tail 7(0, —1,t3) of H obtained from T(0,0,3) by deleting D,.
By the calculation of Eqs. (2,3) we have

Af(H,z) =32°Af(H] , x) + 22 Af*(H] , x) + s Af*(HI 2),
Af(H, x) =zAf(HY ,x) + zAf*(H{ ,x) + 2 Af(H] , ).

By assumption, we know that the union of the set of degrees of xAf(HI, x)+xAf*(HI, x)
and [i3 + 1, j3 + 1] form [p, ¢]. Note that the set of degrees of xAf*(HJ , z) is contained in
liz + 1,73 + 2]. We claim that either zAf*(HY, x) or 3x*Af(HJ, z) has degree w + 2 for
every w € lig, j3]. If the claim holds, then the anti-forcing spectrum of H is continuous
since the union of set of degrees of 3z2Af(HI, z) + x> Af*(HT, z) and [i3 + 2, j3 + 2] is an
integer interval [p+ 1,q + 1].
Given a perfect matching M such that af(HY, M) = w. If af(HI,g(M)) = af(HY,

M) + 1, then zAf*(HY x) has degree w + 2. If af(H), g(M)) = af(HY, M), then
32 Af(HYI, z) has degree w + 2. Then the claim holds. O
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We now give some anti-forcing polynomials of particular catacondensed hexagonal
systems. Given a hexagonal chain with n(> 1) maximal linear hexagonal chains and in
which containing r1 +2,r9+2,...,7,+2 (r; > 0 for i = 1,2, ... n) hexagons in turn (see
Fig. 1(b)). For convenience, we denote it by Hl(ry,rs,...,7,), and make a convention
that Hl(ry, 7o, ... 15, —1) = Hl(r,79,...,7;) for i > 0, Hl(ry,...,r0) is a hexagon, and
Hil(ry,...,r—y — 1) = Hl(ry,...,rog — 1) is an empty graph. Pick the tail T'(r,, —1,t3),
where t3 = —1if n = 1 and t3 = r,1 if n > 2. Then H] = Hl(ry,79,...,7n 1),
HI = Hl(ry,ro,...,7nq — 1), and HI = Hli(r,r9,...,7,_2 — 1). Then we have the

following conclusion.

Corollary 3.4. [2| The anti-forcing polynomial of a hexagonal chain HI(ry,ro,...,7ry)

with at least two hexagons is

Af(HI(r,...,1m),2) =(x + rpx®)Af(HI(ry, ... 101 — 1), 1)
o —a)AF(HI(ry, ... o — 1), 2) + 2AF(HI(r1, ... 70 1), T),

where Af(HI(ry,ra,...,15,—1),2) = Af(Hl(r,r2,...,73),x) fori >0, Af(Hl(r,...,
r0), ) = 2x, and Af(Hl(r,...,7—1 —1),z) = Af(Hl(ry,...,70 — 1),2) = 1.

Denote the anti-forcing polynomials of graphs illustrated in Figs. 6(a-c) by Py, Qn, R,
(n > 1) , where the third graph consists of n rows of maximal linear hexagonal chains of
length two, the second graph is obtained from the third one by adding a hexagon above
the first row or below the last row, and the first graph is obtained from the third one by

adding a hexagon above the first row and adding a hexagon below the last row.

Fig. 6. Examples of catacondensed hexagonal system.

Example 3.5. P,,Q,, R, have the following recurrence relations:

P, =2*P,_1 + (z +32))Qp_1 — 22'Qp_o — 22°Q,_3  forn >3, (19)
Qn = 22Qp_1+ (x +32*)Rp_y — 20°R,_5 — 22°R,,_5  forn >3, (20)
Qn =P, +2Qu_1+ (22° —22°)Q,_o forn > 2, (21)
R, =2Qn 1+ xR, 1+ (20 —22°)R,_5 forn > 2, (22)
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where Py = 2% 4+ 22, P, = a* + 72% + 2%, P, = 2% + 62° + 112* + 622, Qy = 2z,
Q1 =234+322+2, Q=2 +42* + 82+ 2%, Ry =1, Ry = 2> + 2z, Ry = 2* + 22° + 522,
Furthermore, for n > 0 the explicit expression of R, is

nLnkJ nka

S 55 D SH (i RN [ GO E

k=0 a=0 "nkQa"

n—k—lj Ln k a— 1J

Z k+a a k+c 9 pkt2a+2e+1
a n—k—a—2c—1 c

k=0 a=0 c=[n=kz2a=1 k— 2a 1-|
N Ln7k72j n k a— 2J
_Z 2 Z k+a a k—+c ¢ ph+2a+2c+3
a n—k—a—2c—2 c
k=0 a=0 = 2 2a— 2]
n—3 Lnfkfi’)J n k a— BJ
B 2 k+a a k+c 9c k+2a+2c+3 23
— = Barm a n a—2c—3 c
k=0 a=0 c=[n=k=2a=3]

which can be applied to derive explicit expressions of P, and Q, by Fgs. (21,22).

Proof. The recurrence relations Eqs. (19,20) (resp. Egs. (21,22)) can be obtained from
Eq. (3) (resp. Eq. (2)) directly. Furthermore from Eq. (22) for n > 2 we can derive

2Qn_1 = R, — xR,y + (22° — 22%) R, _s.
Substituting it into Eq. (20), for n > 4 we have the following recurrence relation:
R, — (x + 2*)Ry_1 — 32°Ry_o + 22" R, 5 + 20*R,,_4 = 0.

Define the generating function of R, as W = >~ ' R,t". By the above equation we
have

i Rut™ — (xz + 2?) i R, _it" — 32° i R, ot™ + 2% f: R,_st™ + 22* i R, _4t" = 0.
n=4 n=4 n=4 n=4 n=4

Substituting Ry = 1, Ry = 2% + 2z, Ry = 2* + 22% + 522, and R3 = 2° + 32 + 8% + 102°

into it, we have
W —1— (2% +22)t — (2* + 22° + 52%)t* — (2° + 32° + 82* + 102%)¢?

— (z+ 2 t[W — 1 — (2 +22)t — (2 + 22° + 522)t?]
— 3222 [W — 1 — (2 + 22)t] + 22* W — 1] + 22*t*W = 0.

Simplifying the above equation gives

xt _ 14 ot — 232 — 233

Wl - = .
(1 — 22t — 2262)(1 — 22%2) (1 — 22t — 2262)(1 — 22%2)
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This yields

i R — i R R (1 + ot — 232 — 238°)
(1 — 2t — Q32t2)k+1(1 _ 2£C2t2)k+1
n=0 k=0

oo ) oo k+a a a oo k c
kik 342 343 2a a+b c,.2cy2c
= t"(1 4ot —a°t” — 2t t 2 [
E 2"t (1+at—x z°t7) E ( " ) 2 (b)x CE_O ( . ) x

k=0 a=0

Extracting the coefficient of t" from both sides of the above equation gives Eq. (23). O
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