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Abstract An [a, b]-factor of a graph G is a spanning subgraph H such that a ≤

dH(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 δ 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 [8–10] 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 [14]. Lovász [26] proved

that a graph of order n with a unique perfect matching cannot have more than n2

4

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 ρ(G), is called the spectral radius of G. Denote by ′∇′ and ′∪′ the

join and union products, respectively. Suppose that G1 is an empty graph with

vertex set U = {u1, u2, . . . , un}, and G2 is a complete graph with vertex set W =

{w1, w2, . . . , wn}. Let G(2n, 1) be the graph of order 2n obtained from G1 ∪ G2

by letting NG2(ui) = {w1, w2, . . . , wi} 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 ρ(G) ≤ ρ(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 dH(v) is odd

and 1 ≤ dH(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 δ. Let T (n, b, δ) = Kδ∇(Kn−(b+1)δ−1 ∪ (bδ + 1)K1) and F (b, δ) = max{4(b+

1)δ + 4, bδ3 + δ}, where b is a positive odd integer.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that G is a connected graph of even order n ≥ F (b, δ) with

minimum degree δ. If ρ(G) ≥ ρ(T (n, b, δ)), then G contains an odd [1, b]-factor,

unless G ∼= T (n, b, δ).

An [a, b]-factor of a graph G is a spanning subgraph H such that a ≤ dH(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 [28], 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 [34]

for the definition) was also investigated by several researchers [11, 18, 21]. Only

very recently, Cho, Hyun, O and Park [6] posed a conjecture regarding the spectral

condition for the existence of an [a, b]-factor as follows.

Conjecture 1.1. (See [6]) Let a · n be an even integer at least 2, where n ≥ a+ 1.

If G is a graph of order n with ρ(G) > ρ(Hn,a) where Hn,a = Ka−1∇(K1 ∪Kn−a),

then G contains an [a, b]-factor.

In this paper, we confirm Conjecture 1.1 for n ≥ 3a + b− 1.
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Theorem 1.3. Let a · n be an even integer, where n ≥ 3a+ b− 1 and b ≥ a ≥ 1. If

ρ(G) > ρ(Hn,a), 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 ρ(G) > ρ(Hn,k),

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. [15,

Section 8.8]), the Perron vector x is a positive eigenvector of A(G) respect to ρ(G).

For any v ∈ V (G), let NG(v) and dG(v) be the neighborhood and degree of v,

respectively. In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.1. Before proceeding,

the following lemmas are needed.

Lemma 2.1. (See [24]) Let G be a connected graph, and let u, v be two vertices

of G. Suppose that v1, v2, . . . , vs ∈ NG(v)\NG(u) with s ≥ 1, and G∗ is the graph

obtained from G by deleting the edges vvi and adding the edges uvi for 1 ≤ i ≤ s.

Let x be the Perron vector of A(G). If xu ≥ xv, then ρ(G) < ρ(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 [16]) 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

ρ(G + uv) > ρ(G).

For any S ⊆ 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 u0v0, that is

contained in M . Observe that G−u0v0 consists of two odd components. Let x(0) be

the Perron vector of A(G). Without loss of generality, we assume that x
(0)
u0 ≥ x

(0)
v0 .

Let

G1 = G−
∑

w∈NG(v0)\{u0}

v0w +
∑

w∈V (G)\(N(u0)∪{u0})

u0w.

We see that G1 also has a unique perfect matching, say M1. By Lemmas 2.1 and

2.3, we have ρ(G) ≤ ρ(G1), with equality if and only if G ∼= G1. Let S1 = V (G1)−

{u0, v0}. Since u0v0 is a pendant edge of G1 that is contained in M1, the induced
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subgraph G1[S1] also contains a unique perfect matching, i.e., M1\{u0v0}. Again by

Lemma 2.2, there exists a cut edge u1v1 in G1[S1] that is contained in M1 \ {u0v0}.

Let x(1) be the Perron vector of A(G1). Assume that x
(1)
u1 ≥ x

(1)
v1 . Let

G2 = G1 −
∑

w∈NG1[S1]
(v1)\{u1}

v1w +
∑

w∈S1\(N(u1)∪{u1})

u1w.

Clearly, G2 also has a unique perfect matching. Again by Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3,

ρ(G1) ≤ ρ(G2), where the equality holds if and only if G1
∼= G2. By repeating this

procedure, we can construct a sequence of graphs G0, G1, G2, · · · , Gn−1:

(i) G0 = G;

(ii) for i ∈ [0, n− 2], let Si = V (Gi)− {v0, v1, . . . , vi−1, u0, u1, . . . , ui−1} and

Gi+1 = Gi −
∑

w∈NGi[Si]
(vi)\{ui}

viw +
∑

w∈Si\(N(ui)∪{ui})

uiw,

where uivi is a cut edge of Gi[Si] that is contained in the unique perfect

matching of Gi[Si] and x
(i)
vi ≤ x

(i)
ui , where x(i) is the Perron vector of A(Gi).

As above, we see that Gi has a unique perfect matching for each i, and ρ(Gi) ≤

ρ(Gi+1) with equality if and only if Gi
∼= Gi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ n − 2). Note that Gn−1

∼=

G(2n, 1). Thus we conclude that ρ(G) ≤ ρ(G(2n, 1)), where the equality holds if

and only if G ∼= G(2n, 1).

We complete the proof.

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 ⊆ V (G),

o(G− S) ≤ b|S|,

where o(H) is the number of odd components in a graph H.

Lemma 3.2. (See [12]) Let n =
∑t

i=1 ni + s. If n1 ≥ n2 ≥ · · · ≥ nt ≥ p and

n1 < n− s− p(t− 1), then

ρ(Ks∇(Kn1 ∪Kn2 ∪ · · · ∪Knt
)) < ρ(Ks∇(Kn−s−p(t−1) ∪ (t− 1)Kp)).

Now we shall give the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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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 q = o(G − S) > b|S|.

Since n is even, q and b|S| have the same parity, we have q ≥ b|S|+ 2. Let |S| = s

and t = bs+2. Then G is a spanning subgraph of G1
s = Ks∇(Kn1 ∪Kn2 ∪ · · ·∪Knt

)

for some positive odd integers n1 ≥ n2 ≥ · · · ≥ nt with
∑t

i=1 ni = n− s. Thus,

ρ(G) ≤ ρ(G1
s), (1)

where the equality holds if and only if G ∼= G1
s. Note that the graph G1

s contains no

odd [1, b]-factor. Then we shall derive the proof into the following three cases.

Case 1. s ≥ δ + 1.

Let G2
s = Ks∇(Kn−s−t+1 ∪ (t− 1)K1). Note that s ≥ δ+1 and t = bs+2. Then

by Lemma 3.2, we have

ρ(G1
s) ≤ ρ(G2

s), (2)

with equality if and only if (n1, . . . , nt) = (n − s − t + 1, 1, . . . , 1). The vertex set

of G2
s can be partitioned as V (G2

s) = V (Ks) ∪ V ((bs + 1)K1) ∪ V (Kn−(b+1)s−1),

where V (Ks) = {v1, . . . , vs}, V ((bs+1)K1) = {u1, . . . , ubs+1} and V (Kn−(b+1)s−1) =

{w1, . . . , wn−(b+1)s−1}. Let

G′
s = G2

s +

bs+1
∑

i=bδ+2

n−(b+1)s−1
∑

j=1

uiwj +

bs
∑

i=bδ+2

bs+1
∑

j=i+1

uiuj −

s
∑

i=δ+1

bδ+1
∑

j=1

viuj.

Clearly, G′
s
∼= Kδ∇(Kn−(b+1)δ−1 ∪ (bδ + 1)K1). Let x be the Perron vector of A(G2

s)

with respect to ρ = ρ(G2
s). By symmetry, x takes the same value (say x1, x2 and x3)

on the vertices of V (Ks), V ((bs + 1)K1) and V (Kn−(b+1)s−1)), respectively. Then,

by A(G2
s)x = ρx, we have

ρx2 = sx1,

ρx3 = sx1 + (n− (b+ 1)s− 2)x3.

Note that n ≥ s+ t = (b+ 1)s+ 2. Then x3 ≥ x2 and

x2 =
sx1

ρ
. (3)

Similarly, let y be the Perron vector of A(G′
s) corresponding to ρ(G′

s) = ρ′. By

symmetry, y takes the same values y1, y2 and y3 on the vertices of V (Kδ), V ((bδ +

1)K1) and V (Kn−(b+1)δ−1), respectively. Then, by A(G′
s)y = ρ′y, we obtain

ρ′y2 = δy1, (4)

ρ′y3 = δy1 + (n− (b+ 1)δ − 2)y3. (5)

Note that G′
s contains Kn−(b+1)δ−1∪Kδ ∪ (bδ+1)K1 as a proper spanning subgraph.

Then ρ′ > ρ(Kn−(b+1)δ−1 ∪Kδ ∪ (bδ+1)K1) = n− (b+1)δ− 2. Putting (4) into (5),

and considering that ρ′ > n− (b+ 1)δ − 2, we have

y3 =
ρ′y2

ρ′ − (n− (b+ 1)δ − 2)
. (6)



6

Recall that n ≥ (b + 1)s + 2. Then δ + 1 ≤ s ≤ (n − 2)/(b + 1). Since G2
s is not

a regular graph, it follows that ρ < n − 1. Suppose to the contrary that ρ ≥ ρ′.

Combining this with (3) and (6) yields that

yT (ρ′ − ρ)x

= yT (A(G′
s)− A(G2

s))x

=
bs+1
∑

i=bδ+2

n−(b+1)s−1
∑

j=1

(xui
ywj

+xwj
yui

)+
bs
∑

i=bδ+2

bs+1
∑

j=i+1

(xui
yuj

+xuj
yui

)−
s
∑

i=δ+1

bδ+1
∑

j=1

(xviyuj
+xuj

yvi)

= (s−δ)[b(n−(b+1)s−1)(x2y3+x3y3)+b(bs−bδ−1)x2y3−(bδ+1)(x1y2+x2y3)]

= (s−δ)[(b(n−(b+1)δ−s−2)−1)x2y3+b(n−(b+1)s−1)x3y3−(bδ+1)x1y2]

≥ (s−δ)[b(n−(b+1)δ−s−2)x2y3−(bδ+1)x1y2] (since x3≥x2 and n ≥ (b+1)s+2)

≥ (s−δ)[b(n−(b+1)δ−
n−2

b+1
−2)x2y3−(bδ+1)x1y2] (since s ≤ n−2

b+1
)

= (s−δ)x1y2

(

bsρ′(n− (b+ 1)δ − n−2
b+1

− 2)

ρ(ρ′ − (n− (b+ 1)δ − 2))
− (bδ + 1)

)

≥
(bδ+1)(s−δ)x1y2

ρ(ρ′−(n−(b+1)δ−2))
[ρ′(n−(b+1)δ−

n−2

b+1
−2)−ρ(ρ′−(n−(b+1)δ−2))]

(since s ≥ δ + 1 and b ≥ 1)

≥
(bδ+1)(s−δ)x1y2

ρ(ρ′−(n−(b+1)δ−2))
(ρ′(2n−2(b+1)δ−

n−2

b+1
−4)−ρρ′) (since ρ ≥ ρ′)

≥
(bδ+1)(s−δ)ρ′(3n

2
−2(b+1)δ−3−ρ)x1y2

ρ(ρ′ − (n− (b+ 1)δ − 2))
(since b ≥ 1)

≥
(bδ+1)(s−δ)ρ′(n−1−ρ)x1y2

ρ(ρ′−(n−(b+1)δ−2))
(since n ≥ 4(b+1)δ+4)

> 0 (since ρ < n−1, ρ′ > n−(b+1)δ−2 and s ≥ δ+1).

This implies that ρ′ > ρ, which contradicts the assumption ρ′ ≤ ρ. It follows that

ρ′ > ρ. Combining this with (1) and (2), we may conclude that ρ(G) ≤ ρ(G1
s) ≤

ρ(G2
s) < ρ(T (n, b, δ)).

Case 2. s < δ.

Let G3
s = Ks∇(Kn−s−(δ+1−s)(t−1) ∪ (t − 1)Kδ+1−s). Recall that G is a spanning

subgraph of G1
s = Ks∇(Kn1 ∪Kn2 ∪ · · ·∪Knt

), where t = bs+2, n1 ≥ n2 ≥ · · · ≥ nt

and
∑t

i=1 ni = n− s. Clearly, nt ≥ δ + 1 − s because the minimum degree of G1
s is

at least δ. By Lemma 3.2, we have

ρ(G1
s) ≤ ρ(G3

s), (7)

where the equality holds if and only if (n1, . . . , nt) = (n− s− (δ + 1− s)(t− 1), δ +

1− s, . . . , δ + 1− s).

Assume that ρ(G3
s) = ρ∗ ≥ n− (δ + 1− s)(t− 1). Let x be the Perron vector of

A(G3
s) corresponding to ρ∗. By symmetry, x takes the same values x1, x2, and x3 on
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the vertices of Kn−s−(δ+1−s)(t−1), Kδ+1−s and Ks, respectively. Then, by A(G3
s)x =

ρ∗x, we have

ρ∗x1 = (n− 1− (δ + 1− s)(t− 1)− s)x1 + sx3, (8)

ρ∗x2 = (δ − s)x2 + sx3, (9)

ρ∗x3 = (n−(δ+1−s)(t−1)−s)x1+(δ+1−s)(t−1)x2+(s−1)x3. (10)

From (8) and (9), we obtain











x1 =
sx3

ρ∗ − (n− 1− (δ + 1− s)(t− 1)) + s
,

x2 =
sx3

ρ∗ − δ + s
.

(11)

Note that n ≥ F (b, δ) ≥ bδ3+δ, b ≥ 1 and δ ≥ s+1 ≥ 2. Then ρ∗ ≥ n−(δ+1−s)(t−

1) > δ+1. Putting (11) into (10), and considering that ρ∗ ≥ n− (δ+1−s)(t−1) >

δ + 1, we get

ρ∗ + 1

= s+
s(n− (δ + 1− s)(t− 1)− s)

ρ∗ − (n− 1− (δ + 1− s)(t− 1)) + s
+

s(δ + 1− s)(t− 1)

ρ∗ − (δ − s)

< s+
s(n− (δ + 1− s)(t− 1)− s)

s+ 1
+

s(δ + 1− s)(t− 1)

s+ 1

= s+
s(n− s)

s+ 1

= n−(δ+1−s)(t−1)−
n−s−(δ+1−s)(t−1)(s+1)

s+1

≤ n−(δ+1−s)(t−1)−
bδ3+δ−s−(δ+1−s)(t−1)(s+1)

s+1
(since n ≥ bδ3+δ)

< n−(δ+1−s)(t−1) (since δ ≥ s+ 1, b ≥ 1 and s ≥ 1)

≤ ρ∗,

which is impossible. Thus we have

ρ∗ < n−(δ+1−s)(t−1)

= n−bδ−2−((s−1)(δ−s)b+δ−(s+1)) (since δ ≥ s+1, b≥1 and s≥1)

≤ n−bδ−2.

(12)

Since T (n, b, δ) contains Kn−bδ−1 ∪ (bδ + 1)K1 as a proper spanning subgraph, it

follows that ρ(T (n, b, δ)) > ρ(Kn−bδ−1 ∪ (bδ + 1)K1) = n − bδ − 2. Combining this

with (1), (7) and (12), we may conclude that ρ(G) ≤ ρ(G1
s) ≤ ρ(G3

s) < ρ(T (n, b, δ)).

Case 3. s = δ.

Note that G1
s is a spanning subgraph of T (n, b, δ). Then

ρ(G1
s) ≤ ρ(T (n, b, δ)),
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with equality holding if and only if G1
s
∼= T (n, b, δ). Combining this with (1), we

may conclude that

ρ(G) ≤ ρ(T (n, b, δ)),

where the equality holds if and only if G ∼= T (n, b, δ). This completes the proof.

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 δ(G) ≥ 2. If n ≥ max{7 + 7δ + 2δ2, δ3 + 3δ2 + 2δ} and ρ(G) ≥ ρ(T (n, 1, δ)),

then G has a perfect matching, unless G ∼= T (n, 1, δ).

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 [28]) Let G be a graph of order n with minimum degree δ(G) and

let a and b be integers such that 1 ≤ a < b. Then if δ(G) ≥ a, n ≥ 2a+ b+ a2−a
b

and

max{dG(u), dG(w)} ≥
an

a + b
,

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 δ(G), where k · n is even and δ(G) ≥ k. If

max{dG(u), dG(w)} ≥
n

2
,

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

Lemma 4.3. (See [13]) Let G be a connected graph of order n. If

ρ(G) ≥ n− 2, (13)

then G contains a Hamiltonian path unless G ∼= Hn,1. If the inequality (13) is strict,

then G contains a Hamiltonian cycle unless G ∼= Hn,2.

Lemma 4.4. (See [2]) Let M be a real symmetric matrix, and let λ1(M) be the

largest eigenvalue of M . If BΠ is an equitable quotient matrix of M , then the

eigenvalues of BΠ are also eigenvalues of M . Furthermore, if M is nonnegative

and irreducible, then λ1(M) = λ1(BΠ).

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

ρ(G) ≤ ρ(Kt∇(2K1∪Kn−t−2)), with equality if and only if G ∼= Kt∇(2K1∪Kn−t−2).
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Proof. Let x be the Perron vector of A(G) with respect to ρ(G). Assume that

V (G) \ {u, w} = {v1, v2, . . . , vn−2} with xv1 ≥ xv2 ≥ · · · ≥ xvn−2 . Let

G′ = G−
∑

v∈NG(u)

uv −
∑

v∈NG(w)

wv +
t
∑

i=1

(uvi + wvi).

Since dG(u) ≤ t and dG(w) ≤ t, by Lemma 2.1, it follows that ρ(G) ≤ ρ(G′), where

equality holds if and only if G ∼= G′. Obviously, G′ is a spanning subgraph of

Kt∇(2K1 ∪Kn−t−2). Thus

ρ(G) ≤ ρ(Kt∇(2K1 ∪Kn−t−2)),

with equality if and only if G ∼= Kt∇(2K1 ∪Kn−t−2).

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 ρ(G) >

ρ(Hn,a), where a · n is an even integer and b ≥ a ≥ 1. We first assert that G

is connected. If not, suppose that G1, . . . , Gp (p ≥ 2) are the components of G.

Then ρ(G) = max{ρ(G1), . . . , ρ(Gp)} ≤ ρ(Kn−1) = n − 2, which contradicts that

ρ(G) > ρ(Hn,a) ≥ n−2, and so we assume that G is connected in the following. We

next assert that δ(G) ≥ a. Otherwise, let 1 ≤ δ(G) ≤ a− 1. Then G is a spanning

subgraph of Hn,a for a ≥ 2, and so ρ(G) ≤ ρ(Hn,a), a contradiction.

If a = b = 1. Since n is even and ρ(G) > ρ(Hn,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 4.2, there

exist two nonadjacent vertices u and w such that max{dG(u), dG(w)} ≤ an
a+b

−1. Let

t = an
a+b

− 1. Then t ≥ δ(G) ≥ a ≥ 1. Suppose that G1
∼= Kt∇(2K1 ∪Kn−t−2). By

Lemma 4.5, we obtain

ρ(G) ≤ ρ(G1). (14)

The vertex set of G1 can be partitioned as V (G1) = V (2K1) ∪ V (Kt) ∪ V (Kn−t−2),

where V (2K1) = {u, w}, V (Kt) = {v1, . . . , vt} and V (Kn−t−2) = {vt+1, . . . , vn−2}.

Let G′
1 = G1−{uva, uva+1, . . . , uvt}+{wvt+1, wvt+2, . . . , wvn−2}. Clearly, G

′
1
∼= Hn,a.

If a = 1 and b ≥ 2, then G′
1
∼= K1 ∪Kn−1. Note that t = an

a+b
− 1. Then n ≥ 3t+ 3.

Observe that A(G1) has the equitable quotient matrix

B1 =





0 t 0

2 t− 1 n− t− 2

0 t n− t− 3



 .

The characteristic polynomial of B1 is

f(λ) = λ3 − (n− 4)λ2 − (n+ 2t− 3)λ+ 2tn− 2t2 − 6t.
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By a simple computation, we have

f(−∞) = −∞, f(0) = 2t(n− t− 3) > 0, f(n− 3) = −2t2 < 0,

and

f(n− 2) = (n−
3

2
)2 − 2t2 − 2t−

1

4
≥ 7t2 + 7t+ 2 > 0.

By Lemma 4.4, we have λ1(B1) = ρ(G1). Notice that ρ(G
′
1) = ρ(K1∪Kn−1) = n−2

and λ1(B1) < n−2. Then ρ(G1) < ρ(G′
1). Combining this with (14), we obtain that

ρ(G) ≤ ρ(G1) < ρ(Hn,1), a contradiction. Next, we assume that a ≥ 2 and b ≥ 3.

Recall that t = an
a+b

− 1. Then n ≥ 2t+2. Let x be the Perron vector of A(G1) with

respect to ρ(G1), and let ρ = ρ(G1). By symmetry, x takes the same value (say x1,

x2 and x3) on the vertices of V (2K1), V (Kt) and V (Kn−t−2), respectively. Then, by

A(G1)x = ρx, we have

x2 =
(ρ− (n− t− 3))x3

t
. (15)

Similarly, let y be the Perron vector of A(G′
1) corresponding to ρ(G′

1) = ρ′. By

symmetry, y takes the same values y1, y2 and y3 on the vertices of V (K1), V (Ka−1)

and V (Kn−a), respectively. Then, by A(G′
1)y = ρ′y, we obtain

ρ′y1 = (a− 1)y2, (16)

ρ′y3 = (a− 1)y2 + (n− a− 1)y3. (17)

Since G′
1 contains K1 ∪Kn−1 as a proper spanning subgraph, we have ρ′ > n− 2 >

n− a− 1. Putting (16) into (17), and considering that ρ′ > n− a− 1, we have

y3 =
ρ′y1

ρ′ − (n− a− 1)
. (18)

Obviously, neither G1 nor G′
1 is a regular graph. Thus ρ < n − 1 and ρ′ < n − 1.

Combining this with (15) and (18) yields that

yT (ρ′ − ρ)x = yT (A(G′
1)− A(G1))x

=

n−2
∑

i=t+1

(xwyvi + xviyw)−

t
∑

i=a

(xuyvi + xviyu)

= (n−t−2)(x1y3 + x3y3)−(t−a+ 1)(x1y3 + x2y1)

= (n− 2t+ a− 3)x1y3 + (n− t− 2)x3y3 − (t− a+ 1)x2y1

> (n− t− 2)x3y3 − (t− a+ 1)x2y1 (since n ≥ 2t+ 2 and a ≥ 2)

= x3y1

(

ρ′(n− t− 2)

ρ′ − (n− a− 1)
−

(ρ− (n− t− 3))(t− a+ 1)

t

)

> x3y1

(

ρ′(n−t−2)

a
−
(t−a+1)(t+ 2)

t

)

(since ρ<n−1 and ρ′<n−1)
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> x3y1

(

(n− 2)(n− t− 2)

a
−

(t− a+ 1)(t+ 2)

t

)

(since ρ′ > n− 2)

≥
((n− 2)(n− t− 2)− (t− a+ 1)(t+ 2))x3y1

t
(since t ≥ a)

> 0 (since t ≥ a ≥ 2 and n ≥ 2t+ 2).

Therefore, we have ρ < ρ′. Combining this with (14), we may conclude that ρ(G) ≤

ρ(G1) < ρ(Hn,a), a contradiction. Therefore, the proof is complete.

5 Concluding remarks

A fractional matching of a graph G is a function f giving each edge a number in

[0, 1] such that
∑

e∈Γ(v) f(e) ≤ 1 for each v ∈ V (G), where Γ(v) is the set of edges

incident to v. A fractional perfect matching of a graph G is a fractional matching

f with
∑

e∈E(G) f(e) =
n
2
. The relations between the eigenvalues and the fractional

matching number of a graph were studied by several researchers [31, 33, 36].

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 [4]) 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 ⊆ V (G),

i(G− S) ≤ b|S|.

Lemma 5.2. (See [34]) A graph G has a fractional perfect matching if and only if

for every subset S ⊆ 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

δ.

(i) If n ≥ 4(b+1)δ+4 and ρ(G) ≥ ρ(Kδ∇(Kn−(b+1)δ−1∪(bδ+1)K1)) where b ≥ 2,

then G contains a [1, b]-factor, unless G ∼= Kδ∇(Kn−(b+1)δ−1 ∪ (bδ + 1)K1).

(ii) If n ≥ 8δ + 4 and ρ(G) ≥ ρ(Kδ∇(Kn−2δ−1 ∪ (δ + 1)K1)), then G contains a

fractional perfect matching, unless G ∼= Kδ∇(Kn−2δ−1 ∪ (δ + 1)K1).

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 k ≥ 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 ≥ 1?



12

In this paper, we give the answer to Problem 5.1 for k = 1. However, the

structure of graphs with a unique k-factor is more complicated for k ≥ 2, and it

seems difficult to determine the extremal graphs about the problem.

If k ≤ n. Let n = sk + t with s ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ t ≤ k − 1. We give the process

to construct the graph G(2n, k). First define a graph F1 on 2(k + t) vertices as

follows. Let H1
∼= Kt∇tK1, and let A11 = V (tK1) and A12 = V (Kt). Denote by

H2 the graph obtained from kK1∪Kk by adding edges between V (kK1) and V (Kk)

such that dH2(v) = k − t for v ∈ V (kK1) and dH2(u) = 2k − t − 1 for u ∈ V (Kk).

Suppose that A21 = V (kK1) and A22 = V (Kk). Let F1 be the graph of order 2(k+t)

obtained from H1 ∪H2 by connecting all vertices of A1j with A2(3−j) for 1 ≤ j ≤ 2

and adding all edges between A12 and A22. The resulting graph F1 has exactly one

k-factor. Suppose that U1 = A11 ∪A21 and W1 = A12 ∪A22. Next take s− 1 copies

of Kk∇kK1 labeled F2, . . . , Fs. For 2 ≤ i ≤ s, let Ui and Wi be the vertices set of

V (kK1) and V (Kk) in each Fi, respectively. Then the graph G(2n, k) is obtained

by adding edges connecting all vertices of Wi in Fi to all vertices in Fj for each i, j

with 1 ≤ i < 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 ρ(G) ≤ ρ(K2n−k∇H), where H is a 2(k − n)-regular graph if k > n?

(II) Does ρ(G) ≤ ρ(G(2n, k)), if k ≤ n?
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