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Abstract The Sombor index is one of the geometry-based descriptors, which was defined
as

SO(G) =
∑

uv∈E(G)

√
d2(u) + d2(v),

where d(u) (resp. d(v)) denotes the degree of vertex u (resp. v) in G.
In this note, we determine the maximum and minimum graphs with respect to the

Sombor index among the set of graphs with vertex connectivity (resp. edge connectiv-
ity) at most k, which solves an open problem on the Sombor index proposed by Hayat
and Rehman [On Sombor index of graphs with a given number of cut-vertices, MATCH
Commun. Math. Comput. Chem. 89 (2023) 437–450]. For some of the conclusions of
the above paper, we give some counterexamples. At last, we give the QSPR analysis with
regression modeling and Sombor index.
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1 Introduction

Let G be a simple undirected connected graph with vertex set V (G) and edge set

E(G). Let NG(u) (or N(u) for short) be the neighbor of vertex u in G, then the degree

of vertex u is d(u) = |N(u)|.

Let uv /∈ E(G) (resp. uv ∈ E(G)), then G + uv (resp. G − uv) denotes the graphs

obtained from G by adding (resp. deleting) the edge uv. Denote by Cn, Kn, Sn, Pn,

the cycle, complete graph, star graph, path with order n, respectively. In this paper, all

notations and terminologies used but not defined can refer to Bondy and Murty [1].
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One of the geometry-based indices, Sombor index [5] was defined as

SO(G) =
∑

uv∈E(G)

√
d2(u) + d2(v),

where d(u) (resp. d(v)) denotes the degree of vertex u (resp. v) in G. One can refer

to [2–4,6, 7, 9] for more details about Sombor index.

We call a graph G is k-connected if G ∼= Kk+1, or |V (G)| ≥ k+2 and G has no (k−1)-

vertex cut. We all a graph G is k-edge-connected (k ≥ 1) if |V (G)| ≥ 2 and G has no (k−

1)-edge cut. Denote by κ(G) = max{k| G is k-connected} the connectivity of connected

graph G. Denote by κ′(G) = max{k| G is k-edge-connected} the edge connectivity of

connected graph G. Then κ(G) ≤ κ′(G) ≤ n− 1 and κ(G) = n− 1 ⇔ κ′(G) = n− 1 ⇔

G ∼= Kn.

Let Vkn (resp. Ekn) be the set of graphs with n vertices and κ(G) ≤ k ≤ n − 1 (resp.

κ′(G) ≤ k ≤ n − 1). Suppose G1 and G2 are two disjoint graphs. Let G1 ∨ G2 be the

graph obtained from G1 ∪ G2 by adding edges between any vertex of G1 and any vertex

of G2. Let Kk
n , K1 ∨Kk ∨Kn−k−1.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follow. In Section 2, we determine the

maximum and minimum graphs with respect to the Sombor index among the set of graphs

with vertex connectivity (resp. edge connectivity) at most k. In Section 3, we give some

counterexamples about some results of [8]. In Section 3, we give the QSPR analysis with

regression modeling and Sombor index.

2 Extremal graphs with connectivity at most k

In one recently published paper [8], Hayat and Rehman proposed the open problem

that considering the maximum and minimum graphs with respect to the Sombor index

among the set of graphs with vertex connectivity (resp. edge connectivity) at most k. In

the section, we completely solve the problem.

Lemma 2.1 [5] Let T be a tree with n vertices. Then

SO(Pn) ≤ SO(T ) ≤ SO(Sn)

with equality if and only if T ∼= Pn or T ∼= Sn.

Lemma 2.2 [10] Let x > a ≥ 1, y > 0, f(x, y) =
√
x2 + y2 −

√
(x− a)2 + y2. Then

f(x, y) is strictly increasing with x, strictly decreasing with y.
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Lemma 2.3 If u, v ∈ V (G) and uv /∈ E(G), then SO(G) < SO(G+ uv).

Figure 1: The graphs G and G1 of Lemma 2.4.

Lemma 2.4 Suppose G is a connected graph, u, v ∈ V (G), and u1, u2, · · · , ut ∈ NG(u) \

{NG(v) ∩ NG(u)} for 1 ≤ t ≤ du and u1, u2, · · · , ut /∈ Puv where Puv is a path from u to

v. Let G1 = G−{uu1, uu2, · · · , uut}+ {vu1, vu2, · · · , vut} (see Figure 1). If du ≤ dv and

uv /∈ E(G), then SO(G1) > SO(G).

Proof. For convenience, let M = NG(v) ∩ NG(u), M1 = NG(u) \ {NG(v) ∩ NG(u)},

M2 = NG(v) \ {NG(v) ∩NG(u)}. By the definition of Sombor index and the structure of

graphs G and G1, we have

SO(G1)− SO(G) =
∑
vi∈M2

√
(dv + t)2 + d2vi −

∑
vi∈M2

√
d2v + d2vi

+
∑
vi∈M1

√
(dv + t)2 + d2vi −

∑
vi∈M1

√
d2u + d2vi

+

(∑
vi∈M

√
(dv + t)2 + d2vi −

∑
vi∈M

√
d2v + d2vi

)

−

(∑
vi∈M

√
d2u + d2vi −

∑
vi∈M

√
(du − t)2 + d2vi

)
>0. (by Lemma 2.2 and du ≤ dv)

This completes the proof. �

Recalling taht G1 ∨G2 is the graph obtained from G1 ∪G2 by adding edges between

any vertex of G1 and any vertex of G2.

Theorem 2.5 Suppose that G(i, n−k−i) = Ki∨Hk∨Kn−k−i is the graph with n vertices

and Hk is a graph with k ≥ 1 vertices. Then SO(G(i, n− k − i)) < SO(G(1, n− k − 1))

for 2 ≤ i ≤ n−k
2
.

3



Proof. Suppose that V (Ki) = {u1, u2, · · · , ui}, V (Kn−k−i) = {v1, u2, · · · , un−k−i}. Since

2 ≤ i ≤ n−k
2

, then du1 ≤ dv1 . By Lemma 2.4, we have SO(G1) > SO(G(i, n −

k − i)), where G1 = G − {u1u2, u1u3, · · · , u1ui} + {v1u2, v1u3, · · · , v1ui}. We can also

know that G(1, n− k − 1) = G1 + {v2u2, v2u3, · · · , v2ui} + {v3u2, v3u3, · · · , v3ui} + · · · +

{vn−k−iu2, vn−k−iu3, · · · , vn−k−iui}. Then by Lemma 2.3, we have SO(G1) < SO(G(1, n−

k − 1)). Thus SO(G(i, n− k − i)) < SO(G(1, n− k − 1)) for 2 ≤ i ≤ n−k
2

.

This completes the proof. �

Theorem 2.6 Let G ∈ Vkn. Then we have SO(G) ≤ k
√
k2 + (n− 1)2 + k(n − k −

1)
√

(n− 1)2 + (n− 2)2 +
√
2
2
k(k−1)(n−1)+

√
2
2

(n−k−1)(n−k−2)(n−2), with equality

if and only if G ∼= Kk
n.

Proof. If k = n− 1, then Kn−1
n
∼= Kn ∈ Vn−1n , thus the SO(G) ≤ SO(Kk

n) for k = n− 1.

Next we only consider the case 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 2.

Suppose that SO(G) ≤ SO(G1) for any G ∈ Vkn (1 ≤ k ≤ n − 2). Thus G1 � Kn,

then G1 has a k-vertex cut that is W = {u1, u2, · · · , uk}. Denote by ω(G) the number of

connected components in graph G.

We first proof that ω(G1 −W ) = 2. Otherwise, ω(G1 −W ) ≥ 3. We suppose that

G1 −W = {H1, H2, · · · , Hl} (l ≥ 3). Let u ∈ Hi and v ∈ Hj where i, j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , l}

and i 6= j. We find that W is still a k-vertex cut of G1 + uv, i.e., G1 + uv ∈ Vkn. Since

SO(G1 + uv) > SO(G1), which is a contradiction with that SO(G) ≤ SO(G1) for any

G ∈ Vkn. Thus we have ω(G1 −W ) = 2.

We suppose that G1 −W = {H1, H2}.

Next we proof that G1[V (H1) ∪W ] and G1[V (H2) ∪W ] are all cliques. Otherwise,

G1[V (H1) ∪W ] is not a clique. Then there exist vertices u, v ∈ V (H1) ∪W , such that

uv /∈ E(G1[V (H1) ∪W ]). Since SO(G1 + uv) > SO(G1) and G1 + uv ∈ Vkn, which is a

contradiction with that SO(G) ≤ SO(G1) for any G ∈ Vkn. Thus G1[V (H1) ∪W ] is a

clique. Similarly, we also have that G1[V (H2) ∪W ] is a clique.

Since G1[V (H1) ∪ W ] and G1[V (H2) ∪ W ] are all cliques, then H1 and H2 are all

cliques. For convenience, we denote H1 (resp. H2) as Kn1 (resp. Kn2).

At last we proof that n1 = 1 or n2 = 1. Otherwise, we have n1 ≥ 2 and n2 ≥ 2.

Suppose that G2 = K1 ∨G1[W ] ∨Kn−k−1, it is obvious that G2 ∈ Vkn. By the conclusion

of Lemma 2.5, we know that SO(G1) < SO(G2), which is a contradiction with that

SO(G) ≤ SO(G1) for any G ∈ Vkn. Thus n1 = 1 or n2 = 1.

4



By a simple calculation, we know that SO(G) ≤ k
√
k2 + (n− 1)2 + k(n − k −

1)
√

(n− 1)2 + (n− 2)2 +
√
2
2
k(k − 1)(n − 1) +

√
2
2

(n − k − 1)(n − k − 2)(n − 2), with

equality if and only if G ∼= Kk
n.

This completes the proof. �

Corollary 2.7 Let G ∈ Ekn. Then we have SO(G) ≤ k
√
k2 + (n− 1)2 + k(n − k −

1)
√

(n− 1)2 + (n− 2)2 +
√
2
2
k(k−1)(n−1)+

√
2
2

(n−k−1)(n−k−2)(n−2), with equality

if and only if G ∼= Kk
n.

Proof. Since Kk
n ∈ Ekn ⊆ Vkn, then by Theorem 2.6, the conclusion holds. �

Theorem 2.8 Let G ∈ Vkn (k ≥ 1) be a connected graph. Then we have SO(G) ≥

2
√

2(n− 3) + 2
√

5, with equality if and only if G ∼= Pn.

Proof. Note that for e = uv ∈ E(G) and G ∈ Vkn, then G−uv ∈ Vkn. Thus if G ∈ Vkn be a

connected graph with minimum Sombor index, then G must be a trees. Then by Lemma

2.1, we have Pn is the minimum connected graph in Vkn with respect to Sombor index. �

Corollary 2.9 Let G ∈ Ekn (k ≥ 1) be a connected graph. Then we have SO(G) ≥

2
√

2(n− 3) + 2
√

5, with equality if and only if G ∼= Pn.

Proof. Since Pn ∈ Ekn ⊆ Vkn, then by Theorem 2.8, the conclusion holds. �

3 Counterexamples

In one recently published paper [8], there are some flaws in their Lemmas. We give

some counterexamples about their results.

Figure 2: A counterexamples of Lemma 3 of [8].
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Lemma 3.1 [8] Let Γα be the α-switched graph of a graph Γ with n vertices and k cut

vertices (see Figure 1 of [8]). Then SO(Γα) < SO(Γ).

The conclusion of Lemma 3.1 of [8] is not entirely correct. A counterexamples of Lemma

3 of [8] can see Figure 2. If dx1 = 8 and dy1 = 8, then SO(Γ) ≈ 135.716 < 136.169 ≈

SO(Γα), which is a contradiction with the conclusion of Lemma 3.1 of [8]. In fact, if

dx1 ≥ 8 and dy1 ≥ 8, then the conclusion of Lemma 3.1 of [8] is wrong.

Let x, y ≥ 2 and f(x, y) =
√
x2 + y2 −

√
x2 + 22 −

√
y2 + 22. Then ∂f

∂x
= x√

x2+y2
−

x√
x2+22

< 0. Thus f(x, y) is is monotonically decreasing on x or y. However, in the proof

of Lemma 3.1 of [8], the authors think that f(x, y) is is monotonically increasing on x or

y.

The conclusions of Lemma 4 and Lemma 5 of [8] is also not entirely correct. We

can also find counterexamples. The main problem is that the author misunderstood the

monotonicity of the above function f(x, y).

4 QSPR analysis with regression modeling and Som-

bor index

The experimental values of enthalpie of combustion (resp. enthalpie of formation of

liquid , enthalpie of sublimation, enthalpie of vaporization) of 19 monocarboxylic acids of

Table 1 are taken from [11].

The regression modeling between Sombor index and enthalpie of combustion (∆Ho
c ),

enthalpie of formation of liquid (∆Ho
f ), enthalpie of sublimation (∆Ho

sub), enthalpie of

vaporization (∆Ho
vap) of 19 monocarboxylic acids are, respectivily,

∆Ho
c = 229.7× SO(G)− 1263, ∆Ho

f = 10.65× SO(G) + 369.2,

∆Ho
sub = 1.212× SO(G) + 36.41, ∆Ho

vap = 2.559× SO(G) + 21.83.

By comparison, we find that the Sombor index exerts a better predictive capability

than other vertex degree-based indices.
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Table 1: Experimental values of enthalpie of combustion (∆Ho
cKJ/mol), enthalpie of

formation of liquid (∆Ho
fKJ/mol), enthalpie of sublimation (∆Ho

subKJ/mol), enthalpie
of vaporization (∆Ho

vapKJ/mol) and Sombor index of 19 monocarboxylic acids

Compounds ∆Ho
cKJ/mol ∆Ho

fKJ/mol ∆Ho
subKJ/mol ∆Ho

vapKJ/mol SO

Aceticacid 875.16 483.5 46.3 49.7 9.48683
Propanoicacid 1527.3 510.8 50.0 56.1 12.1662
Butanoicacid 2183.5 533.9 54.9 62.9 14.9946
Pentanoicacid 2837.8 558.9 58.2 69.0 17.8230
Hexanoicacid 3494.3 581.8 63.0 75.0 20.6515
Heptanoicacid 4146.9 608.5 64.8 81.7 23.4799
Octanoicacid 4799.9 634.8 69.4 86.9 26.3083
Nonanoicacid 5456.1 658.0 72.3 93.6 29.1367
Decanoicacid 6079.3 713.7 76.3 100.8 31.9652
Undecanoicacid 6736.5 736.2 78.9 106.7 34.7936
Dodecanoicacid 7333.0 775.1 82.2 115.9 37.6220
Tridecanoicacid 8024.2 807.2 84.9 121.2 40.4504
Tetradecanoicacid 8676.7 834.1 87.7 130.2 43.2789
Pentadecanoicacid 9327.7 862.4 91.4 136.5 46.1073
Hexadecanoicacid 9977.2 892.2 94.5 144.3 48.9357
Heptadecanoicacid 10624.4 924.4 100.7 159.6 51.7642
Octadecanoicacid 11280.1 947.2 102.8 164.7 54.5926
Nonadecanoicacid 11923.4 984.1 105.0 172.9 57.4210
Eicosanoicacid 12574.2 1012.6 109.9 179.2 60.2494

Table 2: The R2 and RMSE of regression modeling between Sombor index and enthalpie
of combustion (∆Ho

cKJ/mol), enthalpie of formation of liquid (∆Ho
fKJ/mol), enthalpie

of sublimation (∆Ho
subKJ/mol), enthalpie of vaporization (∆Ho

vapKJ/mol) of 19 mono-
carboxylic acids.

Physico-chemical property R2 RMSE
enthalpie of combustion 0.99998 17.987

enthalpie of formation of liquid 0.99737 8.9567
enthalpie of vaporization 0.99745 1.0034
enthalpie of vaporization 0.99355 3.2771
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