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Abstract An [a,b]-factor of a graph G is a spanning subgraph H such that a <
dy(v) < b for each v € V(G). In this paper, we provide spectral conditions for the
existence of an odd [1, b]-factor in a connected graph with minimum degree § and
the existence of an [a, b]-factor in a graph, respectively. Our results generalize and
improve some previous results on perfect matchings of graphs. For a = 1, we extend
the result of O [30] to obtain an odd [1, b]-factor and further improve the result of
Liu, Liu and Feng [27] for a = b = 1. For n > 3a + b — 1, we confirm the conjecture
of Cho, Hyun, O and Park [6]. We conclude some open problems in the end.
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1 Introduction

The study of factors from graph eigenvalues has a rich history. In 2005, Brouwer and
Haemers [3] described a regular graph to contain a perfect matching in terms of the
third largest eigenvalue. Their result was improved in [3—10] and extended in [22,23]
to obtain a regular factor. Very recently, O [30] provided a spectral condition to
guarantee the existence of a perfect matching in a graph. One problem concerning
perfect matching which has attracted considerable interest is that of determining
the structure of graphs with a unique perfect matching [5,32,35]. Yang and Ye [37]
characterized all bipartite graphs with a unique perfect matching whose adjacency
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matrices have inverses diagonally similar to non-negative matrices, which settles an
open problem of Godsil on inverses of bipartite graphs in [I1]. Lovész [20] proved
that a graph of order n with a unique perfect matching cannot have more than %2
edges. Based on the structural properties of graphs with a unique perfect matching,
in this paper, we first determine the graph attaining the maximum spectral radius
among all graphs of order 2n with a unique perfect matching.

Let G be a graph with adjacency matrix A(G). The largest eigenvalue of A(G),
denoted by p(G), is called the spectral radius of G. Denote by 'V’ and ‘U’ the
join and union products, respectively. Suppose that G is an empty graph with
vertex set U = {uq,us,...,u,}, and Gy is a complete graph with vertex set W =
{wy,ws,...,w,}. Let G(2n,1) be the graph of order 2n obtained from G; U G
by letting Ng,(u;) = {wy,wa,...,w;} for 1 < i < n. Clearly, G(2n,1) contains a
unique perfect matching.

Theorem 1.1. If G is a connected graph of order 2n with a unique perfect matching,
then p(G) < p(G(2n, 1)), with equality if and only if G = G(2n,1).

Another problem concerning perfect matching is extending it to a general factor.
An odd [1,b]-factor of a graph G is a spanning subgraph H such that dg(v) is odd
and 1 < dg(v) < b for each v € V(G). Lu, Wu and Yang [20] gave a sufficient
condition for the existence of an odd [1,b]-factor in a graph in terms of the third
largest eigenvalue. Recently, Kim, O, Park and Ree [19] improved the spectral
condition of Lu, Wu and Yang. In this paper, we generalize their result by giving a
spectral condition to guarantee the existence of an odd [1, b]-factor with minimum
degree 0. Let T'(n,b,0) = K5V (K,—(p41)5-1 U (b0 + 1)K;) and F(b,6) = max{4(b +
1)d + 4,b0% + 8}, where b is a positive odd integer.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that G is a connected graph of even order n > F(b,d) with
minimum degree 6. If p(G) > p(T'(n,b,d)), then G contains an odd [1,b]-factor,
unless G = T'(n,b,0).

An [a, b]-factor of a graph G is a spanning subgraph H such that a < dgy(v) <b
for each v € V(G). In the past decades, some researchers provided various parameter
conditions for a graph to have an [a, b]-factor, such as the degree condition [25], the
neighborhood condition [25], the stability number [17], and the binding number [7].
In addition, the conditions for a graph to have a fractional [a, b]-factor (see [31]
for the definition) was also investigated by several researchers [11,18,21]. Only
very recently, Cho, Hyun, O and Park [(] posed a conjecture regarding the spectral
condition for the existence of an [a, b]-factor as follows.

Conjecture 1.1. (See [0]) Let a-n be an even integer at least 2, where n > a + 1.
If G is a graph of order n with p(G) > p(H,.) where H, , = K, 1V (K1 U K, _,),
then G contains an |a, b]-factor.

In this paper, we confirm Conjecture 1.1 for n > 3a + b — 1.



Theorem 1.3. Let a-n be an even integer, wheren > 3a+b—1 andb>a > 1. If
p(G) > p(H,.), then G contains an [a, b]-factor.

A [k, k]-factor is called a k-factor. As a corollary of Theorem 1.3, we have the
following result.

Corollary 1.1. Let k- n be an even integer, where n > 4k — 1. If p(G) > p(H 1),
then G contains a k-factor.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

If G is connected, then A(G) is irreducible. By the Perron-Frobenius theorem(cf. |
Section 8.8]), the Perron vector z is a positive eigenvector of A(G) respect to p(G).
For any v € V(G), let Ng(v) and dg(v) be the neighborhood and degree of wv,
respectively. In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.1. Before proceeding,
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the following lemmas are needed.

Lemma 2.1. (See [7/]) Let G be a connected graph, and let u,v be two vertices
of G. Suppose that vy, v, ..., vs € Ng(v)\Ng(u) with s > 1, and G* is the graph
obtained from G by deleting the edges vv; and adding the edges uv; for 1 < i < s.
Let x be the Perron vector of A(G). If x, > x,, then p(G) < p(G*).

An edge is said to be a cut edge if its removal increases the number of components
of a graph.

Lemma 2.2. (See [10]) Let G be a connected graph with a unique perfect matching.
Then G contains a cut edge uv that is an edge of the perfect matching of G.

Lemma 2.3. (See [2]) If u and v are two nonadjacent vertices of graph G, then
p(G + uv) > p(G).

For any S C V(G), let G[S] be the subgraph of G induced by S. An edge of a
graph is called pendant edge if exactly one of its ends has the degree 1. We now give
a short proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Suppose that G is a connected graph of order 2n with a
unique perfect matching M. By Lemma 2.2, there exists a cut edge, say ugvg, that is
contained in M. Observe that G — uguy consists of two odd components. Let () be

the Perron vector of A(G). Without loss of generality, we assume that x(u%) > x,ﬁ?.

Let
Gl =G — Z VoW + Z UoW.

weNg(vo)\{uo} weV(G)\(N (uo)UH{uo})
We see that 7 also has a unique perfect matching, say M;. By Lemmas 2.1 and
2.3, we have p(G) < p(G1), with equality if and only if G = G;. Let S; = V(Gy) —
{ug,vo}. Since ugvy is a pendant edge of Gy that is contained in M;, the induced



subgraph G1[S;] also contains a unique perfect matching, i.e., M; \ {ugvo}. Again by
Lemma 2.2, there exists a cut edge u;vy in G1[S;] that is contained in M; \ {uovo}.
Let (! be the Perron vector of A(G;). Assume that o > 2l Let

Gy =G — Z vw + Z UL W.

wENG, 157](v1)\{u1} weSI\(N (u1)U{u1})

Clearly, G5 also has a unique perfect matching. Again by Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3,
p(G1) < p(Gy), where the equality holds if and only if G; = 5. By repeating this
procedure, we can construct a sequence of graphs Gy, G1,Ga, -+, Gp_1:

(i) Go=G;

(11) for i € [O,n — 2], let S; = V(Gl) — {U(],Ul, cey Vi1, U, U,y - - 7ui—1} and

Gi+1 = GZ — Z v; W + Z U;w,

weNg, (s, (vi)\{ui} weS;\(N (ui)U{u;})

where w;v; is a cut edge of G;[S;] that is contained in the unique perfect
matching of G;[S;] and z$) < ) where #( is the Perron vector of A(G,).

As above, we see that GG; has a unique perfect matching for each ¢, and p(G;)
p(Giyq) with equality if and only if G; = G411 (0 <i < n —2). Note that G,,_4
G(2n,1). Thus we conclude that p(G) < p(G(2n,1)), where the equality holds if
and only if G = G(2n,1).
We complete the proof.

lIA
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3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

The well-known sufficient and necessary condition for the existence of an odd [1, b]-
factor established by Amahashi [1].

Lemma 3.1. (See [1]) Let G be a graph and let b be a positive odd integer. Then
G contains an odd [1,b]-factor if and only if for every subset S C V(G),

o(G —8) <b|S|,
where o( H) is the number of odd components in a graph H.

Lemma 3.2. (See [12]) Letn = > n; +s. Ifng > nyg > -~ >mn > p and
ny<n-—s—p(t—1), then

PNV (K UKy U U Ky,)) < plKV Ky pe1y U (t — 1K),

Now we shall give the proof of Theorem 1.2.



Proof of Theorem 1.2. Suppose that G contains no odd [1, b]-factor, by Lemma
3.1, there exists some nonempty subset S of V(G) such that ¢ = o(G — S) > b|S].
Since n is even, ¢ and b|S| have the same parity, we have ¢ > b|S| + 2. Let |S| = s
and t = bs+2. Then G is a spanning subgraph of Gl = K,V(K,,UK,,U---UK,,)
for some positive odd integers n; > ny > --- > n,; with Zi:1 n; =mn —s. Thus,

p(G) < p(Gy), (1)
where the equality holds if and only if G = Gl. Note that the graph G contains no
odd [1, b]-factor. Then we shall derive the proof into the following three cases.

Case 1. s > 9 + 1.
Let G2 = K,V(K,_s_++1U(t —1)K;). Note that s > d+ 1 and t = bs + 2. Then
by Lemma 3.2, we have

| /\

p(GL) < p(GY), (2)

2
with equality if and only if (nq,...,n;) = (n —s—t+1,1,...,1). The vertex set
of G2 can be partitioned as V(G2) = V(K,) U V((bs + 1)K1) U V(K,—(p+1)s5-1)5
where V(K;) = {vi,...,vs}, V((bs + 1) K1) = {u1, ..., upst1} and V(EK,_p1)s-1) =
{wi, .., Wp—(pr1ys—1}- Let

bs+1 n—(b+1)s—1 bs bs+1 s bo+1
G + U; W + U;uy; — ViUy .
1=bd+2 j=1 i=bd+2 j=i+1 1=6+1 j=1

Clearly, G, = K5V (K, —p11)5-1 U (b6 + 1)K;). Let a be the Perron vector of A(G?)
with respect to p = p(G?). By symmetry, z takes the same value (say z;, T2 and x3)
on the vertices of V(K), V((bs + 1)K;) and V(K,—(p41)s—1)), respectively. Then,
by A(G%)z = px, we have

pry = STy,
prs =sr;+ (n—(b+1)s—2)x;

Note that n > s+t = (b+ 1)s + 2. Then z3 > x5 and
ST
p
Similarly, let y be the Perron vector of A(G%) corresponding to p(G%) = p’. By
symmetry, y takes the same values 1, y» and y3 on the vertices of V(Kj), V((bd +

1)K;) and V (K, _41)5-1), respectively. Then, by A(G')y = p'y, we obtain
p'y2 =0y, (4)
pys =0y + (n—(b+1)6 — 2)ys. (5)
Note that G’ contains K, (p41y5-1 U K5 U (b6 + 1)K, as a proper spanning subgraph.
Then p' > p(Kp—p415-1 U K5 U (b0 +1)K;) = n — (b4 1)d — 2. Putting (4) into (5),
and considering that o' >n — (b+ 1)d — 2, we have
- P'y2
B T = b+ 15 =2) (6)




Recall that n > (b+1)s+2. Then 6 +1 < s < (n —2)/(b+ 1). Since G? is not
a regular graph, it follows that p < n — 1. Suppose to the contrary that p > p'.
Combining this with (3) and (6) yields that

y (o = p)x

=y (A(G)) — A(G)x
bs+1 n—(b+l)s-1 bs  bstl s bstl
=Y D @ty )t DDy T T V)= DY (Y, + T, Yo,
i—boy2 =1 i=bot+2 j=itl =6+l j—1

= (5—0)[b(n—(b+1)s—1)(z2ys+23ys) +b(bs —bd —1)zays — (b6 +1)(T1y2+T2Y3)]

(s—0)
= (s=0)[(b(n—(b+1)d—5—2) = 1)aays+b(n—(b+1)s—1)z3ys — (b0 +1)z1ys]
> (s—=0)[b(n—(b+1)d—s—2)xoys— (bd+1)x1ys] (since x3>x9 and n > (b+1)s+2)
> (5= )lbln—(b+1)0— 5~ 2)eays— (b5 Doaga] (since s < 52)
L bsp’(n—(b+1)5—b+—l—2)_
= ( o7 mr-2)  F ”)
(b6+1)(s—0)x1Y2 , n—2 ,
> DI 1 04+ )5 T ~2) =l (0= 0+ 1)

(since s >d+1and b > 1)
(b6+1)(s—0)x1Y2
~ p(p=(n—=(b+1)6-2))
o (541 (s=0)p' (F =2(0+1)6 =3 —p)a1y,
plp —(n—(b+1)0 —2))
bo+1)(s=08)p'(n—1—p)x1y2 , .
( p(p)/(_(n_)(b(—l—l)cs—;)) (since n > 4(b+1)5+4)
>0 (since p <n—1, p' >n—(b+1)d—2 and s > 6+1).

, n—2 . ,
(P'(2n=2(b+1)d— 7= —4)=pp) (since p = p')

(since b > 1)

This implies that p’ > p, which contradicts the assumption p’ < p. It follows that
¢ > p. Combining this with (1) and (2), we may conclude that p(G) < p(Gl) <
p(G2) < p(T(n,b,0)).

Case 2. s < 9.

Let G2 = K,V(Ky—s—(s+1-s)(t—1) U (t = 1)Ks41-5). Recall that G is a spanning
subgraph of Gl = K,V(K,, UK,,U---UK,,), where t = bs+2,ny >ny > --->mn,
and Zle n; =n — s. Clearly, n; > § + 1 — s because the minimum degree of G! is
at least 6. By Lemma 3.2, we have

p(GY) < p(G3), (7)

where the equality holds if and only if (ny,...,n)) = (n—s—(0+1—3s)(t—1),+
1—s,...,0+1—5).

Assume that p(G3) = p* >n — (6 +1—s)(t — 1). Let = be the Perron vector of
A(G?) corresponding to p*. By symmetry, x takes the same values x1, x5, and x3 on



the vertices of K, _s_(541-s)¢-1), Ks41—s and Kj, respectively. Then, by AGx =
prx, we have

plxy = (n—1—(0+1—-s)(t—1)—s)x; + sz, (8)
pry = (0 — s)ry + s, (9)
prs = (n—(0+1=3s)(t—1)—s)r1+(0+1—5)(t—1)zo+(s—1)x3. (10)

From (8) and (9), we obtain

ST3

:p*;x(;z—l—(5+1—s)(t—1))+s’ (1)

:,0*—5+s'

X1
X2

Note that n > F(b,§) > b5>+5,b > 1and § > s+1 > 2. Then p* > n—(6+1—s)(t—
1) > 0+ 1. Putting (11) into (10), and considering that p* > n—(+1—s)(t—1) >
0+ 1, we get

P41
I C el Ol ) [ el Vi) s +1—s)(t—1)
pr—(n—1—=(+1—s)(t—1))+s p— (0 —s)
Lsn=@+1=9)(t=1)—s) s@+1-s)(t=1)
s+1 s+1
_ . sln=s)
—o s+ 1

n—s—(0+1—s)(t—1)(s+1)

=n—(0+1-s)t—1)—

s+1
3 —g— — —
< (541 —s)(f—1) 0TS (5+1+15)(t DG Gnce n > bo3+4)
s
<n—(0+1—s)(t—1) (since 6 >s+1,b>1and s> 1)

<p*

which is impossible. Thus we have
pr<n—(0+1-s)(t—1)
=n—bl—2—((s—1)(6—s)b+d—(s+1)) (since § > s+1,b>1and s>1) (12)
<n—bd—2.
Since T'(n,b,d) contains K, _ps_1 U (b0 + 1)K; as a proper spanning subgraph, it

follows that p(T'(n,b,d)) > p(K,—ps—1 U (b6 + 1)K1) = n — bd — 2. Combining this
with (1), (7) and (12), we may conclude that p(G) < p(Gl) < p(G?) < p(T'(n, b, d)).

Case 3. s =0.
Note that G} is a spanning subgraph of T'(n,b,d). Then

p(G,) < p(T(n,b,0)),



with equality holding if and only if G} = T'(n,b,d). Combining this with (1), we
may conclude that
p(G) < p(T'(n,b,4)),

where the equality holds if and only if G = T'(n, b, ). This completes the proof. O

From Theorem 1.2, we can get the result of Liu, Liu and Feng [27] immediately.

Corollary 3.1. (See [27]) Let G be a connected graph of even order n with minimum
degree 6(G) > 2. If n > max{7 + 78 + 262,63 + 36% + 26} and p(G) > p(T(n,1,9)),
then G has a perfect matching, unless G = T(n, 1,0).

4 Proof of Theorem 1.3

The following two structural lemmas will play an essential role in the proof of The-
orem 1.3.

Lemma 4.1. (See [25]) Let G be a graph of order n with minimum degree §(G) and
let a and b be integers such that 1 < a < b. Then if 6(G) > a, n > 2a+b+ Lb_“ and

max{dg(u),dg(w)} > P

for any two nonadjacent vertices u and w of G, then G contains an |a, b|-factor.

Lemma 4.2. (See [29]) Suppose that k > 3. Let G be a connected graph of order
n > 4k — 3 with minimum degree §(G), where k - n is even and 6(G) > k. If

max{dg(u), de(w)} >

)

o3

for any two nonadjacent vertices u and w of G, then G contains a k-factor.

Lemma 4.3. (See [17]) Let G be a connected graph of order n. If
p(G) >n—2, (13)

then G contains a Hamiltonian path unless G = H,, 1. If the inequality (17) is strict,
then G contains a Hamiltonian cycle unless G = H,, 5.

Lemma 4.4. (See [?]) Let M be a real symmetric matriz, and let \y(M) be the
largest eigenvalue of M. If By is an equitable quotient matriz of M, then the

eigenvalues of By are also eigenvalues of M. Furthermore, if M is nonnegative
and irreducible, then Ay (M) = A\ (Bn).

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that G is a connected graph of order n. Let u,w be two
nonadjacent vertices of G such that max{dg(u),dg(w)} < t, where t > 1. Then
p(G) < p(K V(2K UK, _y_9)), with equality if and only if G = K,V (2K1UK,_; ).



Proof. Let = be the Perron vector of A(G) with respect to p(G). Assume that
V(G) \ {u,w} ={v1,ve, ..., 050} with z,, > 2y, > -+ >z, ,. Let

=G — Z uv — Z wv%—z:uvl—i-wvZ

vENG(u) vENgG(w)

Since dg(u) <t and dg(w) < t, by Lemma 2.1, it follows that p(G) < p(G’), where
equality holds if and only if G & G . Obv1ously, G' is a spanning subgraph of
KtV(QKl U Kn—t—2)- Thus

p(G) < p(KV (2K U Ki)),
with equality if and only if G = K;V(2K; U K,,_;_2). O
Now we shall give the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let G be a graph of order n > 3a + b — 1 with p(G) >
p(H,), where a - n is an even integer and b > a > 1. We first assert that G
is connected. If not, suppose that Gi,...,G, (p > 2) are the components of G.
Then p(G) = max{p(G1),...,p(G,)} < p(K,—1) = n — 2, which contradicts that
p(G) > p(H,.) > n—2, and so we assume that G is connected in the following. We
next assert that 6(G) > a. Otherwise, let 1 < (G) < a — 1. Then G is a spanning
subgraph of H,, , for a > 2, and so p(G) < p(H,,), a contradiction.

Ifa =b=1. Since n is even and p(G) > p(H, 1), by Lemma 4.3, it follows that G
contains a Hamiltonian path of even number, and so G contains a 1-factor. If a = b =
2, then by using the same analysis as above, we deduce that G contains a 2-factor.
Next, we assume that both a and b are not equal to 1 or 2 simultaneously. Suppose

that G contains no [a, b]-factor of order n > 3a+b—1. By Lemmas 4.1 and 1.2, there
exist two nonadjacent vertices u and w such that max{dg(u), de(w)} < 25 —1. Let
t =2 —1. Then t > §(G) > a > 1. Suppose that G; = K,V (2K; U Kn +—2). By
Lemma 1.5, we obtain

0(G) < p(Gh). (14)

The vertex set of G can be partitioned as V(Gy) = V(2K,) UV (K;) UV (K,—i—2),
where V(2K,) = {u,w}, V(K;) = {vr,..., v} and V(K,—¢—2) = {ves1,- .- Un 2}
Let G = G1—{uv,, uvas1, . . ., uvs f+{wop 1, Wy, . .., wu,_o}. Clearly, G| = H, ,.
If a=1and b> 2, then ) NKluKn 1. Notethatt———l Then n > 3t + 3.
Observe that A(G1) has the equitable quotient matrix

0 t 0
Bi=12 t—-1 n—t-—2
0 t n—t—3

The characteristic polynomial of Bj is

FA) =X = (n—4)A% — (n+2t — 3)\ + 2tn — 2t* — 6t.
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By a simple computation, we have
f(=o0) = =00, f(0)=2t(n—t=3)>0, f(n—3)=-2t"<0,

and 3 1
f(n—2):(n—§)2—2t2—2t—127t2+7t+2>0.

By Lemma 4.4, we have A\ (B;) = p(G1). Notice that p(G) = p(Ki1UK,—1) =n—2
and A\ (B;) < n—2. Then p(G;) < p(G}). Combining this with (14), we obtain that
p(G) < p(Gy) < p(H 1), a contradiction. Next, we assume that a > 2 and b > 3.
Recall that t = 2% — 1. Then n > 2t + 2. Let x be the Perron vector of A(G;) with
respect to p(Gl) and let p = p(G1). By symmetry, x takes the same value (say x,
x9 and x3) on the vertices of V(2K7), V(K}) and V (K,,_;_2), respectively. Then, by

A(G1)x = pzx, we have

Ty = (p - (n _tt - 3))1’3 (15>

Similarly, let y be the Perron vector of A(G) corresponding to p(G}) = p/. By

symmetry, y takes the same values y;, yo and y3 on the vertices of V(K7), V (K, 1)
and V(K,,_,), respectively. Then, by A(G))y = p'y, we obtain

Py = (a =1y, (16)

Pys = (a— 1Dy + (n—a—1)ys. (17)

Since G| contains K; U K,,_; as a proper spanning subgraph, we have p/ >n —2 >

n —a — 1. Putting (16) into (17), and considering that p' > n —a — 1, we have
Py

p—(n—a—1)

Ys = (18)

Obviously, neither G; nor G} is a regular graph. Thus p < n —1 and p' <n — 1.
Combining this with (15) and (18) yields that

y' (0 = px =y (A(G)) — A(Gy))x

—2 ¢
= (xu)yvi + inyU)) - Z(xuyvl _'_ xvlyu)
=t+1 i=a
(” —2)(z1y3 + w3y3) — (t—a + 1)(z1y3 + 2201)

=n—-2t+a—3)r1y5+ (n —t —2)z3ys — (t — a+ 1)x2tn
> (n—t—2)x3ys — (t —a+ 1)zy; (since n > 2t + 2 and a > 2)
pn—t-2 (p—(n—t=-3))t—a+1)
= T3Y1 -
pP—(n—a-1) t

- <,0’(n—at—2) B (t—a—l—i)(t +2)

) (since p<n—1 and p'<n—1)
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> X311 ((n—2)(z—t—2) — (t—a+t1)(t+2)) (since p/ > n —2)

S (n=2)n—t—=2)—(t—a+1)(t+2))z3y;
- t
>0 (since t >a>2andn > 2t+2).

(since t > a)

Therefore, we have p < p’. Combining this with (14), we may conclude that p(G) <
p(G1) < p(Hp.a), a contradiction. Therefore, the proof is complete. O

5 Concluding remarks

A fractional matching of a graph G is a function f giving each edge a number in
[0, 1] such that }_..p, f(e) < 1 for each v € V(G), where I'(v) is the set of edges
incident to v. A fractional perfect matching of a graph G is a fractional matching
fwith 37 c g f(e) = 5. The relations between the eigenvalues and the fractional
matching number of a graph were studied by several researchers [31, 33, 30].

The following fundamental lemmas provide some sufficient and necessary condi-
tions for the existence of a [1, b]-factor for b > 2 and a fractional perfect matching
in a graph, respectively. Let i(H) be the number of isolated vertices of a graph H.

Lemma 5.1. (See [/]) Let G be a graph and let b > 2 be a positive integer. Then
G contains a [1,b]-factor if and only if for every subset S C V(G),

i(G— 8) < blS].

Lemma 5.2. (See [7/]) A graph G has a fractional perfect matching if and only if
for every subset S C V(G),
i(G—S)<|S|

By Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2 and using the same analysis as the proof of Theorem
1.2. We easily obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that G is a connected graph of order n with minimum degree

J.

(i) If n > 4(b+1)6+4 and p(G) > p(KsV (Kp—p+1)5-1U (0 +1) K1) where b > 2,
then G contains a [1,b]-factor, unless G = K5V (Ky,_(p41)5-1 U (b0 + 1) K7).

(i) If n > 85 + 4 and p(G) > p(KsV(K,_25-1U (6 + 1)K3)), then G contains a
fractional perfect matching, unless G = KsV (K951 U (§ + 1)K7).

Corollary 1.1 provides a spectral condition to guarantee the existence a k-factor
in a graph. It is natural to ask the following question for £ > 1.

Problem 5.1. What is the maximum spectral radius and what is the corresponding
extremal graph among all graphs with a unique k-factor for k > 17
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In this paper, we give the answer to Problem 5.1 for £ = 1. However, the
structure of graphs with a unique k-factor is more complicated for £ > 2, and it
seems difficult to determine the extremal graphs about the problem.

Ifk<n. Letn=sk+twiths>1and 0<t<k—1. We give the process
to construct the graph G(2n, k). First define a graph F; on 2(k + t) vertices as
follows. Let H; = K;VtK;, and let A;; = V(tK;) and A;o = V(K;). Denote by
H; the graph obtained from kK U K} by adding edges between V (kK7) and V (K})
such that dp,(v) = k —t for v € V(kK,) and dp,(u) = 2k —t — 1 for u € V(K}).
Suppose that Ay = V(kK7) and Agy = V(K}). Let Fy be the graph of order 2(k+1t)
obtained from H; U H; by connecting all vertices of Ay; with Ays_j) for 1 <7 <2
and adding all edges between A5 and Asgs. The resulting graph Fi has exactly one
k-factor. Suppose that U; = A1 U Ay and W = Ao U Age. Next take s — 1 copies
of K, VEK, labeled Fy,..., F,. For 2 < i < s, let U; and W; be the vertices set of
V(kK,) and V(K}) in each Fj, respectively. Then the graph G(2n, k) is obtained
by adding edges connecting all vertices of W; in F; to all vertices in Fj for each ¢, j
with 1 < < j < s. The resulting graph G(2n, k) has a unique k-factor. We end
the paper by proposing the following problem for further research.

Problem 5.2. For k > 1. Suppose that G is a graph of order 2n with a unique
k-factor.

(I) Does p(G) < p(Kon—VH), where H is a 2(k — n)-regular graph if k > n?

(II) Does p(G) < p(G(2n,k)), if k <n?
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