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Abstract

A fullerene graph is a cubic 3-connected plane graph with (exactly 12) pentagonal
faces and hexagonal faces. Let F,, be a fullerene graph with n vertices. A set H
of mutually disjoint hexagons of F}, is a sextet pattern if F},, has a perfect matching
which alternates on and off each hexagon in H. The maximum cardinality of sextet
patterns of F}, is the Clar number of F},. It was shown that the Clar number is no more
than L"‘THJ Many fullerenes with experimental evidence attain the upper bound, for
instance, Cgo and Crg. In this paper, we characterize extremal fullerene graphs whose

Clar numbers equal "_612. By the characterization, we show that there are precisely 18

fullerene graphs with 60 vertices, including Cgg, achieving the maximum Clar number

8 and we construct all these extremal fullerene graphs.
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1 Introduction

A fullerene graph is a cubic 3-connected plane graph which has exactly 12 pentagonal faces
and other hexagonal faces. Fullerene graphs correspond to the fullerene molecule frames in
chemistry. Let F), be a fullerene graph with n vertices. It is well known that F,, exists for
any even n > 20 except n = 22 [2 [6]. For small n, a constructive enumeration of fullerene
isomers with n vertices was given [2]. For example, there are 1812 distinct fullerene graphs
with 60 vertices including the famous Cgy synthesized in 1985 by Kroto et al. [14].

Let F be a fullerene graph. A perfect matching (Kekulé structure in chemistry) of F' is

a set M of independent edges such that every vertex of F' is incident with an edge in M.

*This paper is supported by NSFC grant 10831001.
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A cycle of F'is M-alternating (or conjugated) if its edges appear alternately in and off M.
A set H of mutually disjoint hexagons is called a sextet pattern if F' has a perfect matching
M such that every hexagon in H is M-alternating. So if H is a sextet pattern of F, then
F — H has a perfect matching where F' — H is the subgraph arising from F' by deleting all
vertices and edges incident with hexagons in H. A maximum sextet pattern is also called a
Clar formula. The cardinality of a Clar formula is the Clar number of F', denoted by ¢(F).
In Clar’s model [4], a Clar formula is designated by depicting circles within their hexagons
(see Figure [I]).

Figure [} A Clar formula of Cgg.

The Clar number is originally defined for benzenoid systems based on the Clar sextet
theory [4] and related to Randié¢ conjugated circuit model [I7]. It is effective to measure the
molecule stability of benzenoid hydrocarbons. For two isomeric benzenoid hydrocarbons,
the one with larger Clar number is more stable. Clar numbers of benzenoid hydrocarbons
have been investigated and computed in many papers [10} 11}, 13|, 19, 20, 21}, 22]. Hansen and
Zheng [11] introduced an integer linear program to compute the Clar number of benzenoid
hydrocarbons. Abeledo and Atkinson [I] showed that relaxing the integer-restrictions in
such a program always yields an integral solution.

Up to now there has been no an effective method to compute Clar numbers of fullerene
graphs. The Clar polynomial and sextet polynomial of Cgg for counting Clar structures and
sextet patterns respectively were computed in [I§]. This implies that Cgg has 5 Clar formulas
and Clar number 8 [3]. In addition, Cg has a Fries structure [§], i.e. a Kekulé structure
of Cgy which avoids double bonds in pentagons and has the possibly maximal number of
conjugated hexagons (n/3). Fullerene graphs with a Fries structure are equivalent to leapfrog
fullerenes or Clar type fullerenes [7), [15]. The latter means that they have a set of disjoint
faces including all vertices, an extension of a fully-Clar structure. Some relationships among
the Clar number, the maximum face independent number and Fries number are presented
by Graver [9]. A lower bound for the Clar numbers of leapfrog fullerenes with icosahedral

symmetry was also given in [9]. The same authors of this paper [23] showed that the Clar

n—12
6

for infinitely many fullerene graphs, including Cgy and Cry. We would like to mention here

number of a fullerene graph with n vertices is no more than | |, for which equality holds

that a recent paper of Kardos et al. [12] obtained a exponentially bound of perfect matching
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numbers of fullerene graphs. In fact, they applied Four-Color Theorem to show that a

fullerene graph with n > 380 vertices has a sextet pattern with at least === 380 hexagons.

A fullerene graph F,, is extremal if its Clar number c(F),) = 612. In this paper, we

characterize the extremal fullerene graphs with at least 60 vertices (Section 3). According to

the characterization, we construct all 18 extremal fullerene graphs with 60 vertices, including
Ceo (Section 4). Our result can show that a combination of Clar number and Kekulé count

works well in predicting the stability of Cgg.

2 Definitions and Terminologies

Let G be a plane graph with vertex-set V(G) and edge-set E(G). Let |G| = |V(G)|. For
a 2-connected plane graph, every face is bounded by a cycle. For convenience, a face is
represented by its boundary if unconfused. The boundary of the infinite face of G is also
called the boundary of GG, denoted by 0G. A graph G is cyclically k-edge-connected if deleting
less than k edges from G cannot separate it into two components such that each of them
contains at least one cycle. The cyclic edge-connectivity of graph G, denoted by cA(G), is

the maximum integer k such that G is cyclically k-edge-connected.
Lemma 2.1. ([5 [16]) Let F be a fullerene graph. Then cA\(F) =5. ]

From now on, let F' be a fullerene graph. Let C be a cycle of F. Lemma 2.1] implies
that the size of C' is larger than 4. The subgraph consisting of C' together with its interior
is called a fragment. A pentagonal fragment is a fragment with only pentagonal inner face.

For a fragment B, all 2-degree vertices of B lie on its boundary.

D G

Figure 2 Trees: Ks, K; 3 and T.

Lemma 2.2. Let B be a fragment of a fullerene graph F and let W be the set of all 2-degree
vertices of B. If 0 < |W| <4, then T := F — (V(B) \ W) is a forest and,

(1) T is Ky of W] =2;

(2) T is K15 if [W| = 3;

(3) T is the union of two Ky’s, or a 3-length path, or Ty as shown in Figure[d if |W| = 4.

Proof. Since B is a fragment, 0B is a cycle. For every vertex w € W, let wwy, wws € E(OB).
The neighbor of w distinct from w; and wy belongs to either W or V(F — B).

If V(F) = V(B), then every vertex in W is adjacent to exactly one 2-degree vertices in
W. Therefore |W| = 2 or |W| = 4. If |IW| = 2, then the two vertices in W are adjacent.
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Further T is a K. If |W| = 4, then F has two more edges than B. If the no vertices in
W are adjacent in B, then the two edges are disjoint and hence T is a union of two Ks.
If there are vertices are adjacent, then there are exactly one pair of 2-degree vertices from
W adjacent since F' contains no 4-length cycle. It follows that 7" must be a 3-length path
consisting of two edges in E(F) — E(B) and one edge in F(B).

So suppose V(F)\ V(B) # (. Let S be a set of the edges joining the vertices in W and
their neighbors in F' — B. Since every vertex in W has at most one neighbor in F' — B, we
have |S| < |W|. So S separates B from F' — B. By Lemma 21l F' — B has no cycles since
W <4.

Suppose to the contrary that T has at least one cycle C. Then C NdB # () since F — B
is a forest. We draw F' on the plane such that B lies outside of C'. Then C' together with its
interior is a subgraph of T'. We may thus assume that C' bounds a face of F' within T". Since
F is cubic, every component of CNJB is an edge joining two vertices in W. By 0 < |W| < 4,
C' N OB has at most two components.

If C' N OB has two components, then |W| = 4 and C' contains all vertices in W. Let
w1, Wy, w3, wy be the four vertices in W and let wyw, and wsw, be the two components of
C'N B. Let w; be another neighbor of w; on 0B. Then {w;w}|i = 1,2,3,4} separates C' from
F — C, contradicting Lemma 2.1

So suppose C'N 0B has only one component wyws. Then C' — {wy,wy} is a path in a
component T} of F'— B. Further T; has at least |C| — 2 vertices. If 77 has a 3-degree vertex,
then it has at least three leaves. Since every leaf of T} is adjacent to two vertices in W, we
have |WW| > 6 which contradicts that |W| < 4. So T} is a path. Then T} has at least |C| — 4
2-degree vertices. Hence vertices in V(717) have at least 4 + |C| — 4 neighbors in W. So
|W| >4+ |C| —4 > 5 which also contradicts that |[IW| < 4. So T is a forest.

Let [ and x be the number of leaves and the number of components of T', respectively.
Then [ = |W| < 4. Since F is cubic, 2(|T| —z) = 3(|T| — 1)+ 1. Then | —2x = |T|—-1>0
since F — B # () and W # (). Hence 4 > 1 > 2x > 2. So we have x = 1. Hence T is a tree.
So if I =3, then T'is Ky 3. If { =4, then |T| — [ = 2. Hence T is isomorphic to 7j. O

For a face f of a connected plane graph, its boundary is a closed walk. For convenience, a
face f is often represented by its boundary if unconfused. Note that a pentagon or a hexagon
of a fullerene graph F' must bound a face since F' is cyclic 5-edge-connected [5, 23]. Let G
be a subgraph of a fullerene graph F'. A face f of F' adjoins G if f is not a face of G and f
has at least one edge in common with G. Now suppose GG has no 1-degree vertices. Let f
be a face of G with 2-degree vertices on its boundary. Since F' is cubic and 3-connected, f’
has at least two 2-degree vertices. A path P on the boundary of f’ connecting two 2-degree
vertices is degree-saturated if P contains no 2-degree vertices of G as intermediate vertices.

Since every face of F' has a size of at most six, the length of P is no more than five.



Proposition 2.3. Let G be a subgraph of a fullerene graph F. Let f be a face of G with
2-degree vertices and P be a degree-saturated path of G on the boundary of f. Then the
length of P is no more than 5.

Let fi, fo, ..., fr be the faces of F adjoining G. The subgraph T[G] := G U (UL, f;) is
called the territory of G in F. If for every i € {1,2,...,k}, the face f; (i = 1,...,k) is a
hexagon, the territory is also called a hexagon extension of G and is denoted by H[G] (see
Figure3)). A subgraph G is mazimalin F if H|G] C F. We are particularly interested in the
maximal pentagonal fragments. Denote the number of 2-degree vertices of G by w(G). Let
B and B’ be two fragments such that w(B) > w(B’). Let P and P’ be two degree-saturated
paths of OB and dB’, respectively. Suppose |P| < |P'|. Let f and f’ be two faces adjoining
B and B’ along P and P’, respectively. It is readily seen that w(B U f) > w(B' U f’) if
|| > |f'|. Applying this argument for the territory 7'[B] and the hexagon extension H[B]
of B, we immediately have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4. Let B be a fragment of a fullerene graph F and let T[B] and H[B] be the
territory and the hexagon extension of B, respectively. Then w(T|B]) < w(H|[B]).

HIP]

ke
B

Figure B The hexagon extensions and Clar extensions of P and B;.

A subgraph (or a set of vertices) S of F' meets a subgraph G of F if SNG # (). Let
G — S be the subgraph obtained from G by deleting all vertices in S together with all edges
incident with them. Let H[G] be the hexagon extension of G and H be a set of mutually
disjoint hexagons of H[G]. Let

S (G) := {H| G — H has a matching which covers all remaining 3-degree vertices of G'}.

For any H € .7(G), let Uy(G) :==V(G)\V(H). An H € (G) is called a Clar set of H|G]
if |Uy(G)| < |Uw(G)| for all H' € . (G). A Clar set H of H[G] is normal if G —H has a
perfect matching. For a fullerene graph F', its hexagon extension is itself and a Clar formula
of F'is a normal Clar set. (See FigureBl the hexagons in Clar sets of the hexagon extensions

of a pentagon P and B are depicted by circles; the Clar set of H|[Bj] is normal.)
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Definition 2.5. Let G C F and #H be a Clar set of H[G]. A Clar ezstension C|G| of G is
the subgraph induced by V(H)UV(G). A Clar extension C|G] is normal if ‘H is normal.

The Clar extensions of P and B; are illustrated in Figure Bl The Clar extension of a
fullerene graph F' is itself. Let H be a Clar formula of F' and Uy := V(F) \ V(H). The

following result is from [23].

Lemma 2.6. ([23], Lemma 2) If a subgraph G of a fullerene graph F' has at least k pentagons,
then |V(G) N Uy| > k. O

Lemma can be generalized as the following result.

Lemma 2.7. Let G be a subgraph of a fullerene graph F with k pentagons and H be a Clar
set of H|G]. Then |Uy(G)| > k.

Proof. Let G be a subgraph of F' with k pentagons and H be a Clar set of H[G]|. We proceed
by induction on k. If k = 1, |Uy(G)| > 1 since every pentagon has at least one vertex not
in H. So suppose the conclusion holds for smaller k.

If G has a 2-degree vertex v in Uy(G), then G — v has at least £ — 1 pentagons. By
inductive hypothesis, |Uy (G —v)| > k—1. So |Uy(G)| = |Uy(G —v)|+1 > k and the lemma
holds.

So suppose all vertices in Uy (G) are 3-degree vertices of G; that is, G—V (H) has a perfect
matching. The proof of this case follows directly from the proof of Lemma (Lemma 2 in
[23]). O

A subgraph G with k pentagons is extremal if |Uy(G)| = k where H is a Clar set of
H[G]. Both P and B; are extremal (see Figure B]). Note that the every subgraph induced
by pentagons of an extremal fullerene graph must be extremal. Hence extremal subgraphs

play a key role in characterizing extremal fullerene graphs.

3 Extremal fullerene graphs

In this section, we are going to characterize extremal subgraphs induced by pentagons of
fullerene graphs and finally establish a characterization of the extremal fullerene graphs with
at least 60 vertices.

From now on, let F, be a fullerene graph with n vertices. A pentagonal ring Ry is a
subgraph of F,, consisting of k pentagons Fy, P, ..., P, such that P,N P; # () if and only if
li—j| = 1 where i, j € Zj (see FigureH]). Since F,, has exactly 12 pentagons and cA(F,,) = 5,
we deduce that 5 < k < 12.

Lemma 3.1. If F,, contains a pentagonal ring Ry with 7 < k <12, then n < 52.



Figure [t Pentagonal rings: Rg and Ry.

Proof. Let Ry, C F, be a pentagonal ring. Let f1, fo & {Fy, ..., P._1} be two faces of Ry. We
may assume that f; is the infinite face. For ¢ € {1,2}, let x; be the numbers of 2-degree
vertices on the boundary of f;.

Let B be the fragment consisting of f; together with its interior. Let ms and mg be the

number of pentagons and hexagons of B, respectively. By Euler’s formula,
v—e+ms+mg=1

where v, e are the vertex number and the edge number of B, respectively. On the other
hand,
2?171 + 3(V — LL’l) =2e = 5m5 + 6m6 + 21’1 + 2.

Hence, ms = 6 + x9. Since ms > k = x1 + 2o, it follows that ;7 < 6. Since 7 < k < 12 and
F is 3-connected, xo > 2. It can be verified that H[B] has at most four 2-degree vertices on
its boundary. Let B’ be the fragment consisting of f, together with its interior. By Lemma
and Proposition 4] |V(F' — B')] < 6 x 6 —2 x 6+ 2 = 26 since there are at most six
faces adjoining B and any two adjacent faces share at least one edge. A similar discussion
results in |V (B’)] < 26 since F' can be drawn on the plane such that f; is the infinite face of
Ri. Sov < |V(F — B)|+|V(B)| < 52. O

The following observations show that a subgraph G of F), (except Fy4) is not extremal if
it contains R5 and Rg as subgraphs. Recall that the territory and the hexagon extension of
G is denoted by T[G]| and H[G], respectively. For a Clar set H of H[G]|, define Uy (G) :=
V(G)\ V(H). Let Rs and Rg be the pentagonal rings depicted in Figure

Figure Bl Pentagonal rings Rj, Rg and a matching M of Rg.



Observation 1. Let H be a Clar set of H[R5]. Then |Uy(Rs5)| > 12.

The proof of Observation [l is omitted here since it is similar to the proof of Lemma 1 of
[23].

Observation 2. Let G be a subgraph of a fullerene graph. If Rs C G, then G is not extremal.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that G is extremal . Since R; C G, we have that |Uy(G)| >
|Uy(Rs5)| > 12 by Observation [Il Hence G has 12 pentagons since G is extremal. Clearly,

every pentagon contains at least one vertex in Uy (G) and at least one pentagon does not
adjoin Rs. So |Uy(G)| > |Uy(Rs)| + 1 = 13 which contradicts that G is extremal . O

Observation 3. Let G be a subgraph of a fullerene graph F,, with n # 24. If Rg C G, then

G is not extremal .

Proof. Let H be a Clar set of the hexagon extension H |G| of G. Enumerate clockwise the
six faces of F), adjoining Rg as fi, ..., f¢ (see Figure [Bl). Since G C F,, (n # 24), not all f;
(1 <i<6) are pentagons. Let r:=|H N{f1,---, fe}| and h be the central hexagon of Rg.

If h ¢ H, then |Uy(G)| > |Uy(Rs)| = 18 — 3r since every f; contains three vertices
in V(Rg). If » < 1, then G is not extremal since |Uy(G)| > 15 and G has at most 12
pentagons. So 2 <r < 3. If r =3, say fi, f3, f5 € H, then Rg — H has no matchings which
cover all remaining 3-degree vertices of Rg, contradicting that H is a Clar set. So suppose
r = 2. Then G has exact 12 pentagons. Over these 12 pentagons, at least two pentagons
do not adjoin Rg. Since every pentagon contains at least one vertex in Uy (G), it holds that
|Uy(G)| > 12+ 1 = 13. Hence G is not extremal .

So suppose h € ‘H. Then all 3-degree vertices on 0Rg of Rg have to match all 2-degree
vertices on 0Rg in G—H (see Figure[[, Rg with a matching M). So |Uyx(G)| > |V (0Rs)| = 12.
So suppose G has 12 pentagons. Since G C F,, # Fyy, at least one pentagon in G does not
adjoin Rg and has at least one vertex in Uy(G). Immediately, |Uy(G)| > 1241 =13. So G

is not extremal . O

By the above observations and Lemma [3.I] an extremal fullerene graph with at least 60
vertices does not contain a pentagonal ring as a subgraph. If a connected component of the
subgraph induced by pentagons of F,, with n > 60 is extremal, then it must be a pentagonal
fragment.

Let R; be the pentagonal fragment arising from R; by deleting one 2-degree vertex

together with two edges incident with it (see Figure [6).
Lemma 3.2. Let G be a subgraph of F,, with n > 40. If Ry C G, then G is not extremal .

Proof. Let G C F,, with k pentagons and H be a Clar set of H|[G]. Suppose to the contrary
that G is extremal . By Lemma 2l and B, Rj SZ G and Rs € G. Let P := vjvy...050; be



RS (a)

Figure[6l The fragment R; and illustration for the proof of Lemma

the pentagon of R; meeting all other pentagons of Ry as shown in Figure bl Let h be the
hexagon of F, adjoining Ry along vjvs since Ry € G. Let fi, fo, ..., f¢ be the faces of F,
adjoining Ry U h as shown in Figure[@ (a).

Let r be the number of pentagons in {fi, ..., f¢} and H[R; Uh| be the hexagon extension
of Ry U h. Clearly, H[R; U h] has seven 2-degree vertices. If r > 3, then the territory
T[R; Uh] of Ry Uh has at most four 2-degree vertices on its boundary. By Lemma 2.2]
n < |V(T[R; Uh])| +2 <26+ 2 =28, contradicting that n > 40. So suppose r < 2.

If » = 2, then the boundary of T[R; U h] has five 2-degree vertices which separate
O(T[R5 U h]) into five degree-saturated paths. If fy is a pentagon, O(T [R5 U h|) has four
2-length degree-saturated paths and one 3-length degree-saturated path (see Figure [d (b)).
Then the hexagon extension H[T'[R5 U h|| has only four 2-degree vertices on its boundary.
By Lemma 2.2 and Proposition 24, n < |V(H[T[R; Uh]))|+2 = |V(T[R; Uh])|+9+2 = 38,
contradicting n > 40. So suppose fs is a hexagon. If the two pentagons in { f1, fs, f1, f5, f6}
are adjacent, O(T[R5 Uh]) has one 1-length degree-saturated path and three 2-length degree-
saturated paths and one 4-length degree-saturated path (see Figure[dl (c)). Then H[T[R; U
h]] has 35 vertices and three 2-degree vertices. By Lemma and Proposition 224, n <
|V(H[T|R5; Uh]])| +1 = 36, contradicting that n > 40. So we suppose the two pentagons
in {f1, fs, fa, f5, f6} are not adjacent. Then O(T[R5 U h]) has one 1-length degree-saturated
path and two 2-length degree-saturated paths and two 3-length degree-saturated paths (see
Figure[@ (d)). Further, H[T[R; U h]] has 36 vertices and four 2-degree vertices. By Lemma
and Proposition 2.4, n < |V(H[T[R; U hl])| + 2 = 38, also contradicting that n > 40.

So r = 1. Suppose h € H. Then fi, fo, fs ¢ H. If f4, fo € H, then Ry U h — H has no
matchings which cover all remaining 3-degree vertices of R, Uh, a contradiction. So at most
one of { fu, f5, fo} belongs to H. Hence, |Uy(R5)| = |V (Rs Uh)|—|V(#H)| > 16—9 = 7. Since
G has k pentagons and r = 1, it holds that G — R; has at least k£ — 6 pentagons. By Lemma
27 |Uy (G — R5)| > k—6. Hence |Uy(G)| = |Up(R:)| + |Un(G—R:)| > 7T+k—6=k+1.
Hence G is not extremal.

Now suppose that A ¢ H. Since both (R; Uh)—(U;=135f;) and (R5 Uh)—(U;—2.4,6f;) have
no perfect matchings, at most two faces of f1, ..., f¢ belong to H. So |[Uy(R5)| > 14 —6 = 8.
On the other hand, G — R; has k — 6 pentagons since » = 1. Hence, by Lemma [2.7]



Uy (G)| = |Uy(R5)| + |Un(G — Ry )| > 8+ k — 6 > k + 2, a contradiction. Hence G is not
extremal. 0

For a pentagonal fragment B, let v(B) be the minimum number of pentagons adjoining
a common pentagon in B. Let B* be the inner dual of B. Then «(B) is the the minimum
degree of B*. For example, v(R5) = 3 and v(R; ) = 2.

Lemma 3.3. Let B be a pentagonal fragment of a fullerene graph F. Then:
(1) Rs € B if v(B) > 3;
(2) B has a pentagon adjoining exactly two adjacent pentagons of B if v(B) = 2.

Proof. Let B* be the inner dual of B. Then B* is a simple connected graph and every inner
face of B* is a triangle. Let 0(B*) be the minimum degree of B*. Then §(B*) = v(B).

Suppose to the contrary that Rs ¢ F'; that is, B* is an outer plane graph. It suffices
to prove that 6(B*) < 2 and B* has a 2-degree vertex on a triangle of B* if 6(B*) = 2.
If §(B*) = 1, the assertion already holds. So suppose 6(B*) = 2. Let G be a maximal
2-connected subgraph of B* such that G is connected to F' — G by an edge e. If B* is
2-connected, let G = B*. Then every inner face of G is a triangle. So it suffices to prove
that G has two 2-degree vertices.

Let C be the boundary of G. Let vy, v1, v, ..., v,_1 be all vertices of G appearing clockwise
on C. If n = 3, then G is a triangle and the assertion is true. So suppose n > 3. Since every
inner face of GG is a triangle, then G has 3-degree vertices. Without loss of generality, let
vy be a 3-degree vertex such that vgvy is a chordal of C' where k # 1,n — 1. Let vjv; be a
chordal of C such that k < j < j+1<j <n =0 (mod n) and |5/ — j| is minimal. Then
the cycle v;v;41 - - - vy_1v5v; bounds an inner face. So it is a triangle and v;4; is a 2-degree
vertex on the triangle v;v;1v;v;. On the other hand, let v;u; be a chordal of C such that
0<i<i+1l<? <kandi —1iisminimal. A similar analysis implies that v;, is a 2-degree
vertex on the triangle v;v;11v;v;. At most one of v;;; and v;4; is an end of the edge e joining
G to F'— G. So B has a 2-degree vertex on a triangle of B. This completes the proof of the

lemma. O
Lemma 3.4. Let B be a pentagonal fragment with (B) > 2. Then B is not extremal .

Proof. Let k be the number of pentagons of B and H be a Clar set of H[G]. Use induction
on k to prove it. The minimum pentagonal fragment By with ~(By) > 2 consists of three
pentagons such that they adjoin each other. It is easy to verify that By is not extremal . So
we may suppose k > 4 and the lemma holds for smaller k. If R5 C B, then B is not extremal
according to Lemma2l By Lemmal[3.3] we may assume v(B) = 2 and let p := vyvauzv4v501 be
a pentagon of B adjoining two pentagons p; and ps such that p; Np = v3v, and ps Np = v405.

Let hy, ho, hs be the three hexagons of F,, adjoining p as illustrated in Figure [ (a). If
one of v; and vy belongs to Uy(B), then B’ := B — {v;,vs} has at least k — 1 pentagons
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and v(B') > 2. So B' ¢ %AB>ep. By inductive hypothesis, B’ is not extremal and hence
|Uy(B')| > k. Hence |Uy(B)| > |V(B')NUg|+1 > k+ 1. That means B is also not
extremal . So suppose vy, vy € V(H). Then either hy € H or hy, hy € H.

(b)
Figure [t Tllustration for the proof of Lemma 3.4

Case 1: hy € H. Then v3, vy, v5 € Uy(B) and all of them are covered by Mp. Let fi, fo be
the other two faces adjoining p; as shown in Figure[d (a). Let wyvy = p1Npo. If fo & H, then
S = {wy,vs3,v4,v5} C Uy(B), a contradiction. So suppose fo € H. So either vgvy € Mp or
v4U5 € Mp. By symmetry, we may assume v4v5 € Mp. Let vvg = p; N hs. Then vvy € Mp.
Since {vs, vy, vs,v} C Uy(B) should meet at least four pentagons, f; is a pentagon.

Let g1, g2, g3 be the faces adjoining h; as illustrated in Figure[7] (a), and let uyus = g1 Nhy
and usus = g1 N go. Since g1 ¢ H, we have uy € Uy(B). Since {vs, vy, v5,u1} C Uy (B) meets
at least four pentagons, g; is a pentagon. Hence ujuy € Mp. So {vs, vy, vs, ur, us} C Uy(B).
Further g5 is also a pentagon. Let f3 be the face adjoining g1, g and fy. Then f3 ¢ H since
it is adjacent with fo. Further f3 is a pentagon since {vs, vy, vs, U1, us, uz} C Uy (B) meets
at least six pentagons.

Let B' := B— (V(P)U{w:}). If B"is connected, then the pentagons in B’ connecting fi
and ¢g; together with py, po form a pentagonal ring in B, contradicting that B is a pentagonal
fragment. Let By, ..., B, be all components of B’ such that g; C B;. Use k; to denote the
number of pentagons in B;, then k = Y7 | k; + 3. For Bj, we have y(B;) > 2 and hence
By ¢ P~¢0. By inductive hypothesis, By is not extremal . So |Uy(By)| > k1 +1. By Lemma
27 |Uy(B)| =i [Uu(Bi)| +3> (k1 + 1)+ > _, ki +3=k+ 1. So B is not extremal .
Case 2: hy,hs € H. Let wivg = p1 N pe. Then wivs € Mp. Let fi, fo, g1 be the other three
faces adjoining p; or ps (see Figure [7 (b)). If f5 is a pentagon, then V(fy) C Uy(B) since
fi,91 ¢ H. Hence V(fs) meets at least five pentagons. That means fo is adjacent with at
least four pentagons in B, forming a R; in B. So B is not extremal by Lemma So
suppose fo is a hexagon. Clearly, fo ¢ H since w; € Uy(B).

Since y(B) = 2, both g; and f; are pentagons. Let fy := wjwowszwswswew; and let f3, fy
be the other two faces adjoining fo (see Figure[d (c)). Since B is a pentagonal fragment, at

most one of f3 and fy is a pentagon. If exactly one of them is a pentagon, then V' (f2) C Uy/(B)
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meets only five pentagons, a contradiction. So suppose both of them are hexagons. Then
{wy, we, ws, ws, wg} C Uy (B) meets only four pentagons, also a contradiction. So B is not

extremal. O

Figure 8 Extremal pentagonal fragments By, B; and their Clar extensions C[Bs], C[Bs].

Now, we are going to characterize extremal pentagonal fragments. Let By, B3 be the two
pentagonal fragments illustrated in Figure [8. Clearly, the Clar extensions of B, and Bj are
normal. It is easy to see that P, By and Bj are extremal. Up to isomorphism, C[P], C|Bs]
and C[Bj3] are unique.

Let G1,Gs, G5 and G4 be graphs. We say that Gy arises from pasting Gy and G3 along
Gy if Gy = GaUG3 and G4 = GoNG3. Let B be a fragment isomorphic to one of P, B, and
Bs and let C'[B] be a Clar extension of B. An edge of B is called pasting edge if it lies on the
boundary of C[B] and two end-vertices belong to V(#) where H is the Clar set of C[B]. The
thick edges of P, By and Bj illustrated in Figure [§ and Figure [0 are pasting edges. We can
paste P, By, B3 with each other or itself along the pasting edges to form a new pentagonal
fragment. Use “x” to denote the pasting operation. Up to isomorphism, P x P and P * By
are illustrated in Figure @ Simply, use X* to denote the graph obtained pasting k graphs
isomorphic to X along the pasting edges together, where X € {P, By, B3}. Note that the
pasting operation does not always yield a subgraph of a fullerene graph. Let Z be the set of
all maximal pentagonal fragments, which are subgraphs of some fullerene graph, generated
from the pasting operation. Let #>gy C # such that B C F,, (n > 60) for any B € HB>p.

P*B,
p?

Figure @ The pasting operation: P?, P * B, and their Clar extensions.

Lemma 3.5. By * Bs, B ¢ A.
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Proof. Up to isomorphism, all cases of B, * By and B2 are illustrated as the graphs in grey
color in Figure [0l Suppose to the contrary that By x Bz, B € . Then the hexagon
extension of By* By, B2 are subgraphs of fullerene graphs. So all graphs illustrated in Figure
[0l are fragments of fullerene graphs, contradicting either Proposition or Lemma So
By x B3, B2 ¢ A. O

(a) (b) (c)
Figure IO By x B3 (grey graphs in (a) and (b)) and B2 (grey graphs in (c) and (d)).

We are particularly interested in the graphs in %gy. From the extremal fullerene graphs
shown in Figure [[1l, we can easily see that {P, By, B3, P?, P % By, P % By * P} C P>¢0. In

fact, these two sets are equal.

Figure I} Extremal fullerene graphs with 60 vertices.

Lemma 3.6. %260 = {P,BQ,Bg,Pz,P*BQ,P*BQ *P}

Proof. 1t is clear that {P, By, B3, P?, P % By, P x By * P} C P>g. In the following, we will
prove another direction that Bsey C {P, By, Bs, P2, P * By, P * By x P}. By Lemma [3.5] it
suffices to prove B3 ¢ B and By * P ¢ B for any B € $B>g.

Suppose B C B € Pg9. Clearly, B3 has two cases as shown in Figure (the grey
subgraphs in (a) and (c)). Their Clar extensions C[B3] C H|[B] C F, are graphs (a) and (c) in
Figure T2l The corresponding hexagon extensions H[C[B3]] are graphs (b) and (d) in Figure
M2l Since H[C[B2]] has four 2-degree vertices, n < V(T[C[B3]])+2 < V(H[C[B3]]) +2 < 56
by Lemma and Proposition 2.4], contradicting that n > 60. Hence, B ¢ %>¢.

Now suppose B3 * P C B € HB>g. lts Clar extension C[Bs x P|] C H[B] C F,, and
H[C|Bj;* P]| are illustrated in Figure[I3l Let f be the face adjoining H[C[Bs* P]] as shown

13



(a) (b) (c) (d)
Figure Clar extensions C[B3] ((a) and (c)) and their hexagon extensions ((b) and (d)).

in Figure I3l Let G := H[C[Bs * P]]U f. Then G has at most four 2-degree vertices. So
n < |V(G)|+2 < V(H[C[Bs*P]])+3 = 44 by Lemma [2.21and Proposition 2], contradicting
that n > 60. So B ¢ %260- U

Figure I3t Graphs C[Bs * P] (left) and H[C[B3 * P]| (right).

Theorem 3.7. Let B be a maximal pentagonal fragment of fullerene graph F,, (n > 60).
Then B is extremal if and only if B € PB>e0.

Proof. By Lemma and the extremal fullerene graphs in Figure [IIl the sufficiency is
obvious. So it suffices to prove the necessity. Let B be a maximal extremal pentagonal
fragment with £ pentagons in F,, (n > 60). We use induction on k to prove B € HBxq.
Let ‘H be a Clar set of H[B] and Mp be the matching of B — #H which covers all remaining
3-degree vertices of B. Let S be a subset of V(B) meeting at most |S| — 1 pentagons in B.
If S C Uy(B), then B— S has k+1—|S| pentagons and then has at least k+ 1 —|.S| vertices
in Uy (B) by Lemma 2.7 Hence |Uy(B)| > k + 1, contradicting that B is extremal . So, in
the following, we may assume that Uy /(B) contains no such S.

For k =1 or 2, then B = P or P?. The necessity holds since P, P? € %~¢. Now suppose
that k£ > 3 and the necessity holds for smaller k. Let p, pi, po be the three pentagons of B.
By Lemma 3.4 v(B) = 1. Let p be the pentagon adjoining only one pentagon, say p;, along
an edge e and V(p) — V(e) = {v1v2,v3}. Enumerate clockwise the hexagons in F,, adjoining
p as hy, ha, hy and hy (see Figure [[4]). Since any two vertices in {vy, va,v3} form a vertex set

S, it follows that Uy (B) contains at most one of vy, ve and vs.
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Figure [I4: Pentagonal fragment B with h, hs € H.

If one of v; and vs belongs to Uy(B), say vy, then hy € H since vy, v3 € V(H). So
hi,hy & H. Let S := {v;} UV(pNp1). Then S C Uy(B), contradicting the assumption.
If vy € Up, then hy,hy € H. Let B’ := B — {vy,v9,v3}. Then B’ has k — 1 pentagons and
|Uy(B')| = k —1. By the inductive hypothesis, B’ € $>¢9. So B arises from pasting B’ and
p along pNp; and hence B € HB>4 by LemmaB.6l From now on, suppose vy, va, v3 € V(H).

First suppose hy, hy € H. Let ujus = p1 N hy. Then wyus € Mp. If f is a pentagon, by
the symmetry and a similar discussion as that of Subcase 1.1, we have B = B3 € %>¢9. S0
suppose f is a hexagon. Then f ¢ H since uy € V(f) NV (H). Let usuy = po N f. Then
usug € Mp. Let fi, fo be other two faces adjoining ps as illustrated in Figure [[4l Since
{u1,...,us} € Uy(B) meets at least four pentagons, f is a pentagon. Let usug = fi N fo.
Then usug € Mp since f1 ¢ H. Let fs, f4, fs be the other three faces adjoining f; or fs.
Since {uy, ..., ug} C Uy/(B) should meet at least six pentagons, both f; and f, are pentagons.
Let uguy = f1 N fy. Then u; € Uy(B) because f3 ¢ H. Since {uy, ...,ur} C Uy(B) meets at
least seven pentagons, f3 is also a pentagon. So Ry = fi U foU f3U fyUpy, € B. By Lemma
B2l B is not extremal .

(a) (b)
Figure [[3 Tlustration for the proof of Theorem [B.71

So, in the following, suppose hsy, hy € H. Let f be the face adjoining py, p2 and hy, and
let uyus = hy N py and uguy = f N pe (see Figure [[H] (a)). Then uqug, usuy € Mp.
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First suppose f is a hexagon. Let f; and fs be the other two faces adjoining p,, distinct
from hy,p; and f (see Figure I3l (a)). Since {uy,us, uz, us} meets at least 4 pentagons, fo
is a pentagon. If fi ¢ H, then S = V(py) C Uy(B), contradicting the assumption. So
fi € H. Let uwgus = fo N f and let f3, f4 # p2 be the other two faces adjoining both f, as
shown in Figure [T (a). If f3 ¢ H, then f; is a pentagon since {uy, ..., us} C Uy(B) meets
at least five pentagons. Let usug = f N f3 and uyug = f3 N fy. Clearly, ug, ur € Uy(DB).
Let f5, fs be two faces adjoining f3 as shown in Figure [[Hl (a). Since both {uy, ug, ..., us, ug}
and {uq,us, ..., us, u7} meet at least six pentagons, both f5 and f; are pentagonal. If fg
is a pentagon, then fs, fs, f1, f5 and fs form a R C B, contradicting Lemma So fs
is a hexagon. Clearly, fs ¢ H because {usug, urus} C Mp or {usur, f3s N fs} C Mp. So
S := V(fs) C Uy(B), a contradiction. The contradiction implies that f; € H. Hence
pUpr Ups U fo = By and fo N fy is a pasting edge (see Figure [[H (b)). If f; is a hexagon,
then B = By € B>qp. If fy4 is a pentagon, let B’ := B — (py Upa Up U {us}). Then B’ has
k —4 pentagons and |Uy(B')| = k —4. By inductive hypothesis, B’ € #>¢. Hence, B arises
from pasting B" and B, along fo N fy. Therefore, B € %4 by Lemma 3.6l

Figure [[6 Illustration for the proof of Theorem B.71

Now suppose that f is a pentagon (see Figure[If]). Let usug = foN f3. Then fi(or f3) and
fo cannot be pentagonal simultaneously by Lemma Since uzuy € Mp, we have fy ¢ H.
Clearly fs ¢ H. So {u1,...,us} C Uy(B). Hence {uy,...,us} meets at least five pentagons.
So at least one of f, and f3 is pentagonal.

If f3 is a pentagon, then f5 is a hexagon and usug € Mp by Lemma[B.2l Let f4, f5 and fg
be the other three faces adjoining f, or fs as illustrated in Figure [I6] (a). Let ugu; = fo N f5
and ugug = f3 N f5. Since both {uy, ..., ug, ur} C Uy(B) and {uy, ..., us, us} C Uy(B) meet
at least seven pentagons, all f4, f5, f¢ are pentagonal. Hence f4N fs € Mp and f5N fg € Mp.
So S :=V/(f5) C Uy(B) meets only four pentagons in B, a contradiction.

So suppose that f, is a pentagon and both f; and f; are hexagons (see Figure [IG (b)).
Clearly, f5 ¢ H and usug € Mp since hy € H. Since V(fa) meets four pentagons, V(f2) €
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Uy (B) and hence f; € H. Let f4 be the face adjoining f1, fo and f3. Then f; is a pentagon
since {uq, ..., ug} meets at least six pentagons. Let f5 and fs be the faces adjoining f; as
illustrated in Figure [0 (b). Clearly, f5 ¢ H since it is adjacent with f; € H.

If f6 ¢ H, then V(fyN fs) C Uy(B). Both f; and fg are pentagons since {uy, ..., ug} U
V(fiN fo) € Uy(B) meets at least 8 pentagons. Let fr, fs and fq be faces adjoining f5 or
f¢ as illustrated in Figure [I6 (b). Since {uq,...,ug} UV (fs N fs) C Uy (B), we have fq is a
pentagon of B. Since {f3 N fs, fs N fo} C Mp or {fs0 fs, fe N fo} C Mg, we have fg ¢ H.
Further, fs is a hexagon because Ry ¢ B. Hence S := V(fs) C Uy(B) meets only four
pentagons in B, a contradiction.

So suppose that fs € H. Then pUp; Upa U fU fo U fy = Bs (see Figure 1@l (¢)). By the
proof of Lemma [3.5] we have B = B3 € %>¢. This completes the proof of the theorem. [

n—12
6

B and Theorem B, every pentagon of F), lies in a pentagonal fragment B € $B>qy. For a

Let F,, (n > 60) be an extremal fullerene graph. That means ¢(F,,) =

. By Lemma

Clar formula H of F,, and a maximal pentagonal fragment B of F},, we have that H N H[B|
is a Clar set of H[B] where H[B] is the hexagon extension of B.

Theorem 3.8. Let F,, (n > 60) be a fullerene graph and By, Bs, ..., By be all mazimal
pentagonal fragments of F,. Then F, is extremal if and only if

(1) B; € B> for all1 <i<k; and

(2) H[UF_,B;] has a normal Clar set U¥_H; where H; is the Clar set of H[B;|; and

(3) F, — C|Ur_ By] has a sextet pattern covering all vertices in V (F, — C[Ur_ By]).

Theorem [3.§ gives a characterization of extremal fullerne graphs. This characterization

provides an approach to construct all extremal fullerene graphs with 60 vertices.

4 Extremal Fullerene graphs with 60 vertices

n—12
6

and M := F, — H is a matching with six edges. By Theorem B.8] every pentagon lies in a

Let F), be an extremal fullerene graph and H be a Clar formula of F,,. Then |H| =

maximal extremal pentagonal fragment B € %>¢) and H N H|[B] is a Clar set of H|B] where
H|[B] is the hexagon extension of B. Then Mp = E(B) N M is the matching of B covering
all 3-degree vertices of B in V(B —H). For B = P? or By* P or Px Byx P, every P has a
vertex v uncovered by Mpg. Obviously, v is covered by M and let uv € M. Then u belongs

to another P. The edge uv connects two Ps to form a graph B; as illustrated in Figure 3]

Proposition 4.1. Let H be a Clar formula of an extremal fullerene graph F,, (n > 60) and
M :=F, —H. Then a face f of F, is a pentagon if and only if there exists an edge e € M
such that e N f # 0 and e ¢ E(f). O
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Let G be a 2-connected subgraph of F),. Then every face of GG is bounded by a cycle. Let
f be a face of G with k£ 2-degree vertices of G. Then k 2-degree vertices separate f into k
degree-saturated paths. Use a k-length sequence to label f such that every numbers in the
sequence correspond clockwise the lengths of all degree-saturated paths. The maximum one

in the lexicographic order over all such k-length sequences is called the boundary labeling of

f (see Figure [IT).

Figure [t The boundary labelings: 3333 (right) and 331331 (left).

Proposition 4.2. Let B be a fragment of an extremal fullerene graph F,, and H be a Clar
formula of F,,. Let W be the set of all 2-degree vertices on OB. Then:

(1) [W]#1;

(2) the boundary labeling of OB isij with 5> i > j >4 for |W|=2;

(3) (W] #3 for W CV(H);

(4) the boundary labeling of OB is 3333 or i8j1 with 5 > i > j > 4 for |W| = 4 and
W CV(H).

Proof. Since B is a fragment, 0B is a cycle. Let C' := 0B. For convenience, we may draw B
on the plane such that C' bounds an inner face. All 2-degree vertices in W separate C' into
|W| degree-saturated paths. Let v € W and vvy,vve € E(C). Let vg be the third neighbor
of v in F,,. Then v3 lies in F,, — B or W. Since F,, is 3-connected, |W| > 1.

If |W| =2, then the two 2-degree vertices are adjacent by Lemma 221 Since every face
of F,, is either a hexagon or a pentagon, the length of any degree-saturated path connecting
the two 2-degree vertices is either 4 or 5. It follows that the boundary labeling of 0B is ij
with 5> > j > 4.

If |W| = 3, then the 3-degree vertices have a common neighbor u by Lemma Since
W C V(H), it follows that u is an isolate vertex of F,, — H, contradicting that H is a Clar
formula of F,,. So |[W|#3if W C V(H).

Now suppose |W| = 4. Let ug, u1, ug, uz be the four vertices clockwise on C' (see Figure
08)). Let Py, u,,, (1,i+1 € Zy) be the degree-saturated path of C' connecting u; and u;4;. Let
T :=F,—(V(B)\W), the subgraph induced by the vertices within C' and the vertices in .
By Lemma 2.2 T" is Ty or the union of two Kss or a 3-length path. If T is Tj, then the two

vertices in the interior of C' are adjacent and hence induce an edge e. Thene € M := F,, —H.
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Figure & IMlustration for the proof of Proposition

Let f1, fo, f3, f1 be the four faces meeting the edge e (see Figure [I8 (left)). By Proposition
4.1l both f; and f3 are pentagonal. So |Py,.,| = 4 and |P,, 4,| = 4. Since 5 < |f3] < 6 and
5 < |fa] < 6, we have that uyuy ¢ E(F,) and ugus ¢ E(F),). Then uy and w; cannot be in
the common hexagon in H. Similarly, us and us cannot be in the common hexagon in H.
S0 |Pyyu,| = 4 and | Py, = 4. Hence all P, for 7,141 € Z4 are 3-length path. Further,
the boundary labeling of 0B is 3333.

If G is the union of two Kss or a 3-length path, then ugus, ujus € E(F,). Let f1, fa, f3
be the three faces of F,, within C' (see Figure [I§ (right)). Hence 5 < |P,,| < 6 and
5 < |Puyusl < 6since 5 < |[f1] <6and b < |fs] <6. Since 5 < |fa] <6 and {ug, u1, us, ug} C
V(#), then one of |P,, .,| and |P,, .| equals 2 and the other equals 4. It follows that the
boundary labeling of 0B is 1351 with 5 >1¢ > j > 4. 0J

yUi+1

In the following, Fgo always means an extremal fullerene graph with 60 vertices. Using
By instead of P in the pasting operation, let %, denote the set of all maximal subgraphs
of Fgy arising from the pasting operation on Bj, By and Bs. Up to isomorphism, the Clar
extension of G € % is unique since the Clar extension of any element in %-g is unique.
Note that B is the graph obtained by pasting k graphs isomorphic to B; along the pasting
edge of each P in Bj.

Lemma 4.3. % C {By, By, B3, B}, B}, B}, B1* By, By *By* By, By % By* B % By, By By % By}

Proof. Since ¢(Fg) = 8, we have that Bf and (B; * By)" satisfy k < 4 and r < 2 if they
belong to Y.

By Lemma 3.6} it suffices to prove B« By ¢ G for any G € %g. Suppose to the contrary
that B? x By C G € 9. Then either G = B} * By or G = B? x By by c(Fyo) = 8.

If G = B} x By, then B} % By has to be the grey subgraph of the graph (a) in Figure
since ¢(Fgy) = 8. The subgraph induced by C[G] in Fy is the graph (a) in Figure
Proposition implies that the graph (a) is not a subgraph of Fg. Hence B} * By € %, a
contradiction.

If G = B? x By, then there are two cases for G as the grey subgraphs illustrated in
graphs (b) and (c) in Figure [I9] respectively. The graphs (b) and (c) are the subgraphs
induced by C[G]. Clearly, the graph (b) could not be a subgraph of F, in that it has a
4-length cycle. For the graph (c), let f be the hexagon adjoining G along an edge of B;
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(a) (b) (c)
Figure [lustration for the proof of Lemma 3]

and wu,v,u, v, wy, wy, w3 be some 2-degree vertices on the boundary of G U f (see Figure
19 (d)). If uwv € E(H), then u = v/ and v = v’ since Fg is a cubic plane graph. Then
wy is adjacent to wy by Lemma 2.2 which forms a 4-length cycle in Fjg, a contradiction.
So suppose uv € M. Let f; and fy be the pentagons met by uv but not containing it by
Proposition 4.1l Whether uv € Mp, or uv € Mp,, one of f; and f, adjoins two hexagons in
H. Soeither v'v' € E(f1) or u'v' € E(fs). If u'v" € E(f1), then w, is adjacent to v’ and hence
wy would be a unique 2-degree on a face of a subgraph of Fjy, contradicting Proposition
So suppose uw'v" € E(fy). Then ws is adjacent to v’, which forms a face with three 2-degree
vertices which belong to V/(H N C[G]), also contradicting Proposition So Bf x By ¢ Y.
This completes the proof. O

Figure Clar extensions of By and B.

Lemma 4.4. Let G C Fyy such that G has two components, one of which is By and another
is By or Bsy. If the Clar extension C[G] of G is a fragment, then |C[G] N H| > 6.

Proof. Let B; and B be two components of G, where B is isomorphic to By or B,. By
Theorem [3.8] the Clar set of C'[G] is a subset of a Clar formula H of Fgy. Clearly, |C[Bi|NH| =
4 and |C[B]NH| =4. Then |C[G]NH| = |(C[Bi]NH)U(C[B]NH)|—|C[B:] N C[B] NH].
If |C[B,]NC[B]NH| <2, then |C[G] NH| > 6 and the lemma is true.

So suppose |C[B1|NC[B]NH| > 3 and let hy, ho, hs € C[B1|NC[B]NH (see Figure 20]).
Let B" C C[B] be a fragment such that B’ contains hy, hg, h3 and has minimal number of
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inner faces. Then B’ has at most 6 inner faces including hy, he and hs (see Figure 20, the
faces f1, f2, f3 in C[By]) and B’ N C[B;] = hy U hy U hy. Since C[G] is a fragment, the faces
of B’ different from hy, hy, hy adjoins C[By]. It needs at least 4 faces adjoining C'[B] to join
hi, he and hsz to form a fragment (the faces g, ..., g4 in C[By], see Figure 20). So B’ has at
least 7 inner faces, contradicting that B’ has at most 6 faces. The contradiction implies that
|C[B1]NC[B]NH| < 2. So the lemma is true. O

Lemma 4.5. If By C Fgy, then Fgy contains no other elements in gy as subgraphs.

Proof. Let H|Bj3] be the hexagon extension of Bs. Then H[Bs] C Fg. Let f; and fy be the

two hexagons adjoining Bs and let f3, fy be two faces adjoining C[Bs] as shown in Figure 21]

(b)
Figure 21} Mlustration for the proof of Lemma

Let Gy := H[Bs] U f3U fy. If at least one of f5 and fy, say f3, is a pentagon. Then the
hexagon extension H|[G;] of G contains at most four 2-degree vertices on its boundary (see
Figure 2] (b)). By Lemma [Z2] and Proposition 2.4 it holds that n < |V(G1)| +9 + 2 < 46
if G; C F,,. So suppose both f3 and f; are hexagons since G C Fg.

Let hy,he € HN H[B;s] and u; € V(h;) (i = 1,2) as illustrated in Figure 2] (a). Let
Gy := G1 — {uy, us} (see Figure 211 (c)). By Proposition 1] we have V(0Gy) C V(H). Let
G3 := Fgo — (Gy — 0G2). Then Gj3 has six pentagons and |G3 NH| = 6. Let f be the unique
face of GG3 which is not a face of Fgg. Then G3 U Gy = Fgo and Gz NGy = f = G5, So
a 2-degree vertex (resp. 3-degree vertex) of G on f is identified to a 3-degree vertex (resp.
2-degree vertex) on 0Gs in Fyg.

If By ¢ Gs, then every hexagon in G3 N H belongs to either C[B;] or C[B,]. For
hi € GsNH (i = 1,2), let P, = 0C[B] N 0G5 where B = By or B,. Since Fg is cubic,
|P;| > 11 for i = 1,2 (the thick paths on OC[B;] or 0C[Bs| connecting vertices u and v in
Figure 20). Therefore, |V (f)| > 11+ 11 —2 = 20 which contradicts |V (f)| = |V (0G2)| = 16.
So Bs C (. O

Lemma 4.6. There are two distinct extremal fullerene graphs which have 60 vertices and
contain Bz as subgraphs.
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Proof. 1If B3 C Fg, then Fgy contains two subgraphs isomorphic to B3 by Lemma Let
C'[Bj3] be the Clar extension of Bs (see Figure 22 (a)). If two subgraphs isomorphic to C[Bj]
have common hexagons in H, according to the proof of Lemma 5] the common hexagons
belong to {hy, ha} (see Figure 22 (a)). By the symmetry, let hy be a common hexagon. Let
f1, f2 be two faces adjoining the C[Bs] as shown in Figure 22] (b). Then one of f; and fs is
a pentagon of the second Bj since hy belongs to the Clar set of the second C[Bs]. If f is
a pentagon, then a fullerene graph Fjg is formed as illustrated in Figure 22 (b). If f; is a
pentagon, then another fullerene graph Fjg is formed as illustrated in Figure 22 (c).

(a) (b) (c)
Figure [lustration for the proof of Lemma

So suppose the two subgraphs isomorphic to C[Bj] have no common hexagon in H.
Further, the two subgraphs isomorphic to C|Bj;] have no common vertex. Since |V (C|[Bs])| =
30, hence Fyg is formed by using edges to connect the 2-degree vertices on the boundaries
of the two subgraphs isomorphic to C[Bs]. On the other hand, the faces of Fg do not
belong to two C[Bjs]s are hexagons. The boundary labeling of C[Bs] is 33113311. Hence
the 3-length degree-saturated path of one C[Bs] together with the 1-length degree-saturated
path of another C'[Bs] form a hexagon. Since the paths with same length have two distinct
positions on the OC|[Bs], use the labeling 33'11'33'11" (see Figure 22| (a)) to distinguish the
same length degree-saturated paths with different positions. If the new hexagons consist of
either the paths with label 3 and the paths with label 1 or the paths with label 3’ and the
paths with label 1’; then a Fy is formed as illustrated in Figure 23] (left). If the new hexagons
consists of either the paths with label 3’ and the paths with label 1 or the paths with label
3 and the paths with label 1’, then another Fgq is formed as illustrated in Figure 23 (right).

So there are exactly two extremal fullerene graphs Fy, and Fz, with B; as subgraphs. [

Lemma 4.7. There are six distinct extremal fullerene graphs which have 60 vertices and
contain B¥ (2 <k < 4) as subgraphs.

Proof. Case 1: B} C Fgy is maximal. Since ¢(Fg) = 8, we have that B} is unique and its
Clar extension C[B{] is the graph illustrated in Figure 4] (a). By Lemma 2.2 we have two

different extermal fullerene graphs Fg, and Fg, as shown in Figure 24] (b) and (c).
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(a) (b) (c)
Figure 24t Extremal fullerene graphs Fj3 and Fy, with B as maximal subgraphs.

Case 2: B} C Fg is maximal. There are two cases for Bj whose Clar extensions are
illustrated in Figure 28 (a) and (b). By Proposition 1.2] the graph (a) is not a subgraph of
Fso. So B} C Fy is unique and its Clar extension C[B?] is the graph (b). Let hy, ho, ..., hg
be the all eight hexagons in C[B3] N'H and let v, vy, va, ..., U7, U, Uy, Us, ..., u7 be all 2-degree
vertices on the boundary of C[B?] as shown in Figure 25 (b). Let f; be the face adjoining
C|[B?] (see Figure 25 (b)).

(a)
Figure Hlustration for the proof of Case 2.

If f; adjoins three hexagons in H, then either vsvg € E(f1) or vgvy € E(f1) by symmetry.
If vsug € E(f1), then v,v; are adjacent to vs,vs, respectively. Then, by Lemma 22 vy
is adjacent to vs3. Then the edge vovs together with the 3-length degree-saturated path
connecting vy and v3 form a 4-length cycle in Fj, a contradiction. So suppose vgvr € E(f1).
Then u; is adjacent to u; (see Figure 28] (¢)). Let fo and f3 be the two faces adjoining the
graph (c). Each of f, and f5 has five 2-degree vertices. Let I[f;] (i = 2,3) be the subgraph
consisting of f; together with its interior. Then I[fs] and I|[f3] together contain three edges
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in M. One of them, say I[fs], satisfies that I[fs] — fo is an edge in M. However, the two
ends of one edge are adjacent to at most four 2-degree vertices on fy since Fyq is cubic,

contradicting that fs has five 2-degree vertices.

Figure Mlustration for the proof of Case 2.

So suppose that f; contains an edge e = wiws € M. By proposition [A.1] let fo and f3 be
two pentagons such that fo N f1 = wyu and f3 N f1 = wyv (see Figure 26 (left)). According
to Lemma (.5 either e € E(By) N M or e € E(By) N M. First suppose e € E(By). Let
f1 be the pentagon containing e (see Figure (left)). Then one of fy and f3, say fs, is
adjacent to two hexagons in H. Then f3 adjoins either hg or h; since ¢(Fg) = 8. Note that
vevr ¢ E(f2) and usug ¢ E(f3) since fy is a pentagon. So suppose either vsvg € E(fs) or
uguy € E(f2). If vsug € E(f3), then vy is adjacent to vs and hence vq,v3,v4 € V(H) are
the all 2-degree vertices on a face boundary, contradicting Proposition If ugur € E(f3),
then v; is adjacent to u; and hence vq, v3 are adjacent to vy, vg, respectively. Furthermore,
vy is adjacent to vs by Lemma Hence a subgraph of Fyy with a 4-length cycle is formed,
a contradiction.

So suppose e € E(B;). Then both f; and f3 adjoin two hexagons in H. Hence, f; and
f3 adjoin h; and hg, respectively. Obviously, vgv; € E(f2) and ugu; € E(f3) (see Figure
(right)). By Lemma [22] there are three distinct extremal fullerene graphs Fy,, and FS and
F{, with the graph as shown in Figure 26l (right) as a subgraph (see Figure 2T).

Figure 27t Extremal fullerene graphs Fg,, F&, and F,.

Case 3: B} C Fg is maximal and B} ¢ Fg. Then |C[B;] NH| > 6. Let hy, ..., hg be the
six hexagons in C[B;] N'H as illustrated in Figure 2§ (a). Let vy, ...,v7 and uy, ..., ur be the
all 2-degree vertices on the dC[B?] and let f;, fo be two hexagons adjoining C[B?] such that
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ur,v1 € V(f1) and ur,v; € V(fs) (see Figure 28 (a)). Obviously, fi # fo. Let wv € E(f1),
then either uv € M or wv € E(H).

(d)
Figure 28 Tllustration for the proof of Case 3 and the extremal fullerene graph Fjy).

If wv € M, then either uv € E(B;) or uv € E(Bs). By Proposition 1] let f; and
f1 be the pentagons met by wv but not containing it (see Figure 2§ (b)). If uwv € E(By),
by Proposition 4.2, f; does not adjoin hs. If f3 adjoins hg, then either vsvg € E(f3) or
vevr € E(f3). If vsvg € E(f3), then v is adjacent to vs and hence v is adjacent to vs to bound
a hexagon. Then a subgraph of F, is formed, which has a face with only vy, v3 connected by
a 1-length degree-saturated path on its boundary, contradicting Proposition So suppose
vev7 € E(f3). Then us is adjacent to v; and hence ug is adjacent to u;. A subgraph of
Fio is formed, which has a face with only three 2-degree vertices ug4, us, ug € V(H), also
contradicting Proposition By symmetry, f; does not adjoin hs and hg. So f3 and f4
adjoin the two hexagons in H \ {hy, ..., he} (see Figure 2§ (c)).

Figure [lustration for the proof of Case 3.

Let f5 and fs be the faces adjoining the B; with uv € E(B;) along its pasting edges (see
Figure 28). Since B} ¢ Fg, at least one of f;5 and fg is a hexagon. If both f5 and fs are
pentagonal, then Fg still contains a B which contains three edges in M as M N E(fs), M N
E(fs) and M N E(fy) since f is a hexagon. By symmetry, we may assume f5 is a pentagon
and fg is a hexagon. Then we have a graph as illustrated in Figure (c¢) which has four
2-degree vertices on its boundary. By Lemma [2.2] there is a unique extremal fullerene graph
F§, which contains three subgraphs isomorphic to B? as maximal subgraphs (see Figure

(d)) since fo is hexagon. Now suppose uv € E(Bs). Let f5 and fg be the faces adjoining f3
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and fy, respectively. By symmetry, say f5 C Bs (see Figure 29). By Proposition [£2] the
Clar extension of the By containing f5 has two hexagons in H \ {hi, ..., hg}. Whether fs is
a hexagon or a pentagon, the vertex x is adjacent to y in Fg. Hence a subgraph of Fyg is

formed as the graph in Figure 29 contradicting Proposition [£.2]

(b) (c)
Figure Hlustration for the proof of Case 3.

So, in the following, suppose that uwv € E(H). By Proposition 2] uv ¢ E(hs) and
wv ¢ E(hg). Let hy € H and uv € E(h7) and let the vertices of hy — uv be wy, we, ws
and wy (see Figure B0 (a)). By the symmetry of f; and f5, assume f5 also adjoins three
hexagons in H. Then f, adjoins only hexagons H \ {hy, ho, ..., h¢}. If fo adjoins h7, then
either wywy € E(fy) or wows € E(f2) by symmetry of wyws and wzwy. If wywy € E(f5), then
wy and uy are adjacent to u7; and wug, respectively. Therefore, a subgraph of Fgy with a face
f with three 2-degree vertices us, us, us € V(#H) is formed (see Figure B0 (a)), contradicting
Proposition 2l So suppose wews € E(fy), then wy and ws are adjacent to u; and vy,
respectively. Let f’ and f” be two faces as illustrated in the graph (b) in Figure By
symmetry of f and f”, we may assume that the unique hexagon H\ {h1, ho, ..., h7} lies in the
f'. Let I[f’] and O[f’] be the subgraphs of Fg, consisting of f’ together with it interior and
f' together with its exterior, respectively. Let f!, 2, f3, f* be the four faces of Fyy adjoining
O[f’] along the four 3-length degree-saturated paths. If one of them is a pentagon, say f?,
then f! contains a vertex covered by one edge e € M. Let e € E(fs) (see Figure B0 (c)).
Then O[f'] U f1 U f? has a face with only four 2-degree vertices on its boundary. Note that
the hexagon in H N I[f’] has to lie within this face, contradicting that cA(Fg) = 5. So all
face of f* (i = 1,2,3,4) are hexagons. Let G € % lie within I[f’]. Then G contains or
adjoins at most three hexagons in H \ {hq, ha, hg, hs, h7}, which contradicts that a Clar set
of H[G'] has at least four hexagons for any G’ € %.

So suppose f, adjoins the hexagon hs € H \ {hi, ho, ..., h7} (see Figure B0 (d)). Let
G” be the graph (d) in Figure Bll Then G” contains all hexagons in H. So all eight
vertices of Figo — V/(G") are covered by four edges in M which belong to E(B;) or E(B,).
That means joining some 2-degree vertices on 0G” will forming some faces with boundary
labeling 3333 (corresponding to the inner face of C[B;]—M with 2-degree vertices) or 331331
(corresponding to the inner face of C[Bs] — M with 2-degree vertices) (see Figure[I7)). Hence
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the boundary labeling of OG” should contains 13331 or 1313311 as subsequences, which
contradicts the boundary labeling of dG” is 331311131331311131. So G” ¢ F.

Combining Cases 1, 2 and 3, we have exact six fullerene graphs Fgy which contain B¥
(2 < k <4) as subgraphs. O

Lemma 4.8. There are four distinct extremal fullerene graphs Fgg such that By x By C Fyg

Proof. Case 1: By * By % By x By C Fgg is maximal. Then By % By % Bs % By has two different
cases as illustrated in Figure[31l (a) and (c) since ¢(Fg) = 8. The Clar extension of the graph
(a) induces an extremal fullerene graph Fg, as shown in Figure Bl (b). By Proposition 23]
the graph (c) is not a subgraph of Fgy. So there exists a unique Fgy containing By By * By By
as a subgraph.

(a) (b) (c)
Figure BT} Tllustration for the proof of Case 1 and the extremal fullerene graph Fjy,.

Case 2: By x By * By C Fyy is maximal. By Lemma {3 B2 SZ Fso. So By % By % By has
two different cases as illustrated in Figure B2l (a) and (c¢). Their Clar extension induces the
graphs (b) and (d). Both the graphs (b) and (d) have a face f with four 2-degree vertices
on its boundary. By Lemma [2.2], an extremal fullerene graph containing the graph (b) has
Clar number seven. So the graph (b) is not a subgraph of Fgy. From the graph (d), only one
fullerene graph Fy¥ contains By * By * By as a maximal subgraph (see Figure B2 (e)).

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)
Figure Ilustration for the proof of Case 2 and the extremal fullerene graph FgY.

Case 3: By * By x By C Fgg is maximal. By the proof of Lemma 3] B; * B, * By is unique
as shown in Figure33] (a). Its Clar extension induces the graph (b), which has a face f with
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six 2-degree vertices on its boundary. So the remaining four pentagons adjoin at most four
hexagons in H which are adjacent with f in the graph (b). Hence the four pentagons belong
to a By by Lemma 14l So there is a unique fullerene graph F6101 contains By *x By x By as a

maximal subgraph (see Figure B3] (c)).

(a) (b)
Figure B3t Tllustration for the proof of Case 3and the extremal fullerene graph Fyi.

Case 4: By x By C Fyo is maximal. Then it is unique as shown in Figure 3] (a). Let fi, fo be
two faces adjoining the Clar extension C[B; * Bs] as shown in Figure B4l (a). Since By * By is
maximal, f; and fy are two pentagons. By Proposition 4.2, f; contains an edge e such that
e ¢ E(C[By % Bs]) and e ¢ E(f2). Clearly, e € M or e € E(H).

Figure 34 Tllustration for the proof of Subcase 4.1 and the extremal fullerene graph FjZ.

Subcase 4.1: e € M. By Lemma [ either e € F(By) or e € E(By).

If e € E(By), then the B; adjoins two new hexagons in ‘H by Proposition 1.2l Let
z,y € V(H) as shown in Figure[34] (b). Then the C[B,|UC|B; * By] is the graph (e) without
the edge zy in Figure 34l Whether f; is a pentagon or a hexagon, z is always adjacent to y.
Hence, a subgraph of Fgg is formed, which has a face f with four 2-degree vertices in V (H)
and with boundary labeling 5313, contradicting Proposition

So suppose e € F(Bsy). All faces meeting e except f; are pentagonal. Let f3 and fy be the
faces adjoining C[B; * Bs] as shown in Figure [34] (¢) and (d). Then either f3 is a pentagon
of By or fy is a pentagon of By. If f3 is a pentagon, then the C[By] U C[B; * By is the graph
(¢) in Figure[34l Since the C[Bs] UC[B; * Bs] has four 2-degree vertices on its boundary and
has only seven hexagons in H, it is not a subgraph Fgo by Lemma So suppose f4 is a
pentagon of the By. Then the C[By] U C[B; * By] is the graph (d) in Figure B4 By Lemma

28



and that By * By is maximal in Fgp, there is a unique fullerene graph Fj? containing the
graph (d) (see figure B4l (e)).

Subcase 4.2: e € E(H). Let h € H be the hexagon such that e € E(h). By Proposition 2]
f2 contains an edge €’ such that ¢’ ¢ E(C[B; * Ba] U h) (see Figure B3 (a)). Then either
e eMore e EH).

(b) (c) (d)
Figure B5: Ilustration for the proof of Subcase 4.2.

If ¢ € M, then either ¢ € E(B;) or € € E(B;) by Lemma {5l If ¢ € E(B), by
Proposition4.2], then the Clar extension C'[B;] contains two hexagons in H which are different
from the seven hexagons in H N (C[By % Bo]JUh). Further, || > 9 contradicts ¢(Fgy) = 8. So
suppose € € E(Bs). Let f3, f1 be the two pentagons meeting ¢’ but €' ¢ E(fs U fy). Let f5
and fs be two faces adjoining f3 and fy, respectively (see Figure B3 (b) and (c¢)). Whether
f5 C By or fg C By, we always have a fragment with a 6-length degree-saturated path on its
boundary (see Figure 35 (b) and (c), the thick paths), contradicting Proposition 2.3l

So suppose € € E(H). Let h' € H be the hexagon containing ¢’ and different from the
seven hexagons in C[By*Bs]Uh. Let G be the graph induced by C[B;* Bs]UhUR' (the graph
(d) in Figure BH, without broken lines). Its boundary labeling is 33313111333111 and all
2-degree vertices on it belong to V(H). If G C Fyg, then the six vertices in V (Fg) \ V(G) are
covered by three edges in M\ (MNE(G)) and belong to a By or a By by LemmalLFl So joining
some 2-degree vertices on the boundary of the graph (d) will from some faces with boundary
labeling 3333 (corresponding to C[B;]—M) or 331331 (corresponding to C'[Bs]). That means
that the boundary labeling of OG should contain 13331 (corresponding to C[B;] — M) or
1313311 (corresponding to C[By] — M) as subsequences. Clearly, 33313111333111 contains
two subsequences 13331. So joining four 2-degree vertices on JG by two edges will form
two faces with boundary labeling 3333 (see Figure (d), the dash edges). Hence, we
have a subgraph of Fyy with a face (containing the two dash edges) which has a 7-length
degree-saturated path, contradicting Proposition 2.3l So there is no Fg, containing G.

Combing Cases 1, 2, 3 and 4, there are four extremal fullerene graphs Fg, which contain

By x By as a maximal subgraph and do not contain Bf for 2 <k <4. O
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Lemma 4.9. There are siz distinct fullerene graphs Fgo such that any By C Fgo and any
By C Fyy are maximal.

Proof. 1t is well known that Cgg is the unique fullerene graph with 60 vertices and without
adjoining pentagons. So Cgo is the unique Fg with six subgraphs isomorphic to B; as
maximal subgraphs (see Figure[Il). So if Fsg # Cgo, then By C Fyo. Let f; and fy be the two
hexagons in the hexagon extension H[B,] and let e; € E(f;) (i = 1,2) (see Figure 3@ (a)).
It is easy to see fi N fo = () and hence e; # ey. Then either e; € M or e; € E(H).

(b) (c)
Figure Mlustration for the proof of Case 1.

Case 1: ey, ea € M. Let fs, fa, f5, fo and f7 be the faces adjoining H[B,| as shown in Figure
(b) and (c). If e; belongs to a subgraph isomorphic to By, denote it by B) to distinguish it
from the By in Figure 36 (a). Then either B) = US_, f; or By = UL, f;. If the former holds,
then the C[Bs] U C[B}] induces the graph (b) in Figure B6 Let g1, g2, g3, 94 be the faces
adjoining C[B,]UC|B}] as illustrated in Figure 36l Note that C'[By]UC[B)|U g UgsU gy has
at most four 2-degree vertices on its boundary. By Lemma 2.2] if C[B,] U C[Bj] C F,, then
n < 52. So suppose By = UI_, fi. Then f3 is hexagon since B} is maximal. The C[By]UC|[B}]
induces the graph (c) in Figure Let g1, g2 adjoin C[By] U C[B)] as shown in Figure
(¢). Then C[Bs] UC[Bj] U g1 U ge has at most four 2-degree vertices on its boundary. By
Lemma [2.2] we have n < 46 if C[By] U C[BS] C F,.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure BT Tllustration for the proof of Case 1 and extremal fullerene graphs Fg3 and Fgj'.

So suppose e, es € F(Bj) by the symmetry of e; and ey. Let B} and BY be two different
subgraphs isomorphic to By such that e; € E(B{) and ex € E(B]). By Proposition E.2]
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C[B]] N C[B]] = 0. Hence C[B;] U C[BY] U C[Bs] induces the graph (a) in Figure B7 So
the remaining four pentagons not in C[B1] U C[B{] U C[Bs] adjoin at most four hexagons in
H. By Lemma [£.4] these four pentagons belong to a By. So we have two extremal fullerene
graphs Fij¢ and Fj} (see Figure 37 (b) and (c)).

Case 2: e; € M and ey € E(H) by symmetry of e; and e;. By the discussion of Case 1, we
may assume e; € F(By) N M.

(b)
Figure Mlustration for the proof of Case 2.

Since every By C Fyo is maximal, we have the subgraph of Fj, as illustrated in Figure
(a). Let e be an edge on the boundary of the subgraph (a) as shown in Figure 3§ (a). Then
either e € E(H) or e € M. Let ¢, g2, g3 be the faces adjoining the subgraph (a) and meeting
e. If e € E(H), then go € H. Hence we have the graph (b) in Figure B8 If the graph (b)
is a subgraph of Fg, then the remaining six pentagons not in the graph (b) adjoin at most
5 hexagons in H, contradicting Lemma 4.4l So suppose e € M. Then ¢, g3 are pentagons.
Then g, has to be a hexagon. Hence e € E(B;) N M. So we have the graph (c) in Figure
Let g4, g5, g6 and g; be the faces adjoining the subgraph (c) along 3-length degree-saturated
paths. Note that the graph consisting of the graph (c) together with gy, ..., g7 has at most
four 2-degree vertices on its boundary. Hence a fullerene graph F, containing it satisfies
n < 58. So e; € M and e; € E(H) cannot hold simultaneously.

Case 3: e1,e5 € E(H). By Proposition L2 then e; and ey belong to two hexagons in
H different from the hexagons in the C[Bs]. Let fs3, f4 be two faces meeting e; and ey,
respectively (see Figure 39 (a)).

(a) (b) (c)
Figure Hlustration for the proof of Case 3.1.
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Subcase 3.1: Both of f3 and fy are hexagons. Let e3 € E(f3) and e4 € E(f4). By Proposition
4.2 e3 # e, and they are not edges of the graph (a) (see Figure 39 (b)).

If es, ey € E(H), then eg,eq belong to two distinct hexagons in H and different from
the hexagons in the graph (b). Hence we have the graph (c) in Figure The boundary
labeling of the boundary of the graph (c) is 33113113311311 which cannot be separated
into the subsequences 13331 (corresponding to Cz, — M) and 1313311 (corresponding to
Cp, — M). So the graph (c) is not a subgraph of Fi.

(a) (b) (c) (d)
Figure @0t Tllustration for the proof of Case 3.1 and the extremal fullerene graph Fy;.

So at least one of e3 and ey belongs to M, say es. If e € E(B5), then we have the
graph (a) in Figure 40l Let g1, go and g3 be the faces adjoining it as shown in Figure @0 (a).
Then the graph consisting of the graph (a) together with g1, g2, g5 and f4 has at most four
2-degree vertices on its boundary. So a fullerene graph F;, containing it satisfies that n < 52
by Lemma 2.2l So suppose e3 € E(By). If e4 € E(H), then we have the graph (b) in Figure
[40. If the graph (b) is a subgraph of Fgg, then the remaining six pentagons not in the graph
(b) adjoin at most 5 hexagons in H, contradicting Lemma [4.4l Therefore, by the symmetry
of ez and ey, we may assume that e, € E(B;) N M. So we have a graph (c) in Figure [0l
Since every subgraph of isomorphic to By or By in Fgy are maximal, by Lemma 4] there is

a unique extremal fullerene graph Fg S as shown in Figure 40 (d).

(a) (b) (c) (d)
Figure [1} Tllustration for the proof of Subcase 3.2 and the extremal fullerene graph Fj9.

Subcase 3.2: One of f3 and f, is a pentagon, say f;. Let e4 € E(fy) as that in Subcase
3.1. If f3 is a pentagon of a Bs, then we have the graph (a) in Figure @Il A fullerene
graph containing the graph (a) has at most 52 vertices. So suppose f3 is a pentagon of a
By. If ey, € E(H), then we have a graph (b) in Figure @Il As that Fyy does not contain
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the graph (b) in Figure A0, the graph (b) in Figure 4] is also not a subgraph of Fgy. Hence
es € MNE(By). Therefore we have the graph (c) in Figure[dIl So there is a unique extremal

fullerene graph Fid containing the graph (c) since every By C Fg is maximal (see Figure E]

(d))-

Figure [42} Tllustration for the proof of Subcase 3.3 and the extremal fullerene graph Fj .

Subcase 3.3: Both f3 and f, are pentagonal. According to Subcase 3.2, f3 and f; belong to
subgraphs isomorphic to By. Hence, we have a graph as shown in Figure 2] (left). Clearly,
there are two distinct extremal fullerene graphs Fgo containing it: FjS (the graph (b) in
Figure B7) and FjJ (the right graph in Figure £2)).

Combining Cases 1, 2 and 3, there are exact six extremal fullerene graphs Fyq such that

any By C Fg and any By C Fjy are maximal. O

Figure All extremal fullerene graphs with 60 vertices.

Summarizing Lemmas [£.6] 4.7 and (4.9 we have the following theorem:

Theorem 4.10. There are exactly 18 distinct extremal fullerene graphs with 60 vertices:
Coo and F}y fori=1,2,..,17 as shown in Figure[{3
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