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Abstract

A complex unit gain graph is a triple ¢ = (G, T, ¢) (or G¥ for short) consisting
of a simple graph G, as the underlying graph of G¥, the set of unit complex

numbers T = z € C : |z| = 1 and a gain function ¢ : E — T such that ¢(e; ;) =
o(ej;). Let A(G¥) be adjacency matrix of G¥. In this paper, we prove that

m(G) = ¢(G) < p(G¥) <m(G) + ¢(G),

m(G) — ¢(G) < n(G*¥) < m(G) + ¢(G),

where p(G¥), n(G¥), m(G) and ¢(G) are the number of positive eigenvalues
of A(G¥), the number of negative eigenvalues of A(G%), the matching number
and the cyclomatic number of G, respectively. Furthermore, we characterize
the graphs which attain the upper bounds and the lower bounds, respectively.
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1 Introduction

All graphs in this paper are simple graphs, without multiedges and loops. Let G = (V(G), E(G))
be a simple graph and V(G) = {v1,vs,...,v,}, E(G) be the vertex set and edge set of G,
respectively. Denote by e;; the oriented edge from v; to v;. Let be the oriented edge
set obtained from E(G), and {e;;, e} € E. Denote by Ng(z) the neighbor set of a vertex
z € V(G), and dg(z) = |[Ng(z)| the degree of x. In particular, x is called a pendant vertex
of G if dg(x) = 1. The neighbour vertex of a pendant vertex is called a quasi-pendant vertex
in graph G. We use P,, C),, to denote a path, a cycle of order n, respectively. An induced
subgraph C), of a graph G is called a pendant cycle if C), is a cycle and has a unique vertex
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of degree 3 in G. Denote by F(G) the edge set that every edge in F'(G) has an endpoint on
some cycle of G and other endpoint outside the cycle of G.

Let ¢(G) = |E(GQ)|— |V (G)|+w(G) be the cyclomatic number of a graph G, where w(G) is
the number of connected components of G. Two distinct edges in a graph G are independent
if they do not have common end-vertex in G. A set of pairwise independent edges of G is
called a matching of G. A matching with the maximum cardinality is a mazimum matching
of G, denote by M(G). The matching number of G, denoted by m(G), is the cardinality
of a maximum matching of G. A maximum matching M (G) of G saturates v of G if v
is an endpoint of an edge in M(G). Two graphs are called vertez-disjoint if they have no
common vertices. Let G be a graph with pairwise vertex-disjoint cycles. T is an acyclic
graph obtained from G by contracting each cycle of GG into a vertex, called a cyclic vertex.
Denote by O(G) the set of vertices in cycles of G.

Denote by & a class of graphs that every graph G € & hold the following properties: (1)
G contains at least one cycle but is not the disjoint union the disjoint cycles and/or trees, (2)
any two cycles of G share no common vertices if G contains more than one cycle.

The adjacency matriz of G, denote by A(G) is the symmetric n x n matrix with entries
a;j = 1 if and only if v;v; € E(G) and 0 elsewhere. Denote by r(G) the rank of G, which
is the rank of A(G). The multiplicity of 0 as an eigenvalue of A(G), denoted by n(G), is
called the nullity of G. The positive inertia indez(resp.the negative inertia index), denoted
by p(G)(resp.n(G)) is the number of positive eigenvalues(resp.negative eigenvalues) of A(G).
For a simple graph of order n, r(G) = p(G) + n(G) = n — n(G).

Denote by ® = (G, T, ¢) a complex unit gain graph, where G is the underlying graph of @,
T = {z € C: |z| = 1} is the circle group, and ¢ : E — T, where ¢(e;j) = p(eji) ™! = o(eji).
For convenience, ¢(e;;) is also written as ¢y, for v;v; € E(®). Denote by G¥ a complex unit
gain graph ® = (G, T, ¢) for convenience. The adjacency matriz of G¥ is the Hermitian matrix
A(G?) = (aij)nxn, where a;; = p(e;;) if viv; € E(G), and a;; = 0 otherwise. The rank r(G¥)
of A(G¥) is called the rank of G¥.The positive inertia index(resp.the negative inertia index),
denoted by p(G¥)(resp.n(G¥)) is the number of positive eigenvalues(resp.negative eigenvalues)
of A(G¥). For a complex unit gain graph G¥, the matching number, the cyclomatic number,
pendant vertex and quasi-pendant vertex of G¥ are defined to be the matching number,
the cyclomatic number, pendant vertex and quasi-pendant vertex of its underlying graph,
respectively.

We write G¥ —v (v € V(G¥)) for the induced subgraph obtained from G¥ by deleting v
and all its incident edges. Let V(GY) C V(G¥), denote by G¥ — GY the induced subgraph
obtained from G¥ by deleting all vertices of G} and all incident edges. For V(GY¥) C V(G¥)
and v ¢ G¥, denote by G5 + v, the induced subgraph of G¥ with vertex set V(G5 )U{v}. Let
G¥, H¥ be two complex unit gain graphs, denote by G¥ U H¥ the disjoin union of G¥ and
H*.

Collatz et al.[1] had wanted to obtain all graphs of order n with 7(G) < n. Until today,
this problem is also unsolved. In mathematics, the rank (or nullity, inertia index) of a graph
has attracted a lot of researchers’ attention, they focus on the bounds for the rank (or nullity,
inertia index) of a simple graph G [4} [6], 111 23], 24], 25], 26], [34], a signed graph [3] 5 8, 15} 19], 32],
an oriented graph [12] 14] [16], 20, 2], 28] and a mixed graph [2, 29] and so on.

For a complex unit gain graph G, Reff [22] defined the adjacency, incidence and Laplacian
matrices of a complex unit gain graph. Some eigenvalue bounds for the adjacency and Lapla-
cian matrices were present. Yu et al.[31] give the inertia of some complex unit gain graph.
Lu et al.[I3] characterized all the complex unit gain bicyclic graphs G¥ with r(G¥) = 2,3, 4.



Lu et al.[17] obtained relation between the rank of a complex unit gain graph in terms of
the rank of its underlying graph. Wang et al.[27] obtained the determinant of the Laplacian
matrix of a complex unit gain graph. Xu et al.[30] characterized all the complex unit gain
graphs of rank 2. He et al.[9] obtained the bounds for the rank of a complex unit gain graph
in terms of the independence number. Zaman and He [33] obtained the relation between the
inertia indices of a complex unit gain graph and those of its underlying graph. Lu and Wu
[18] obtained the bounds for the rank of a complex unit gain graph in terms of its maximum
degree.

In 2020, Li, Wang[I0] and He et al.[7] obtained the rank of a complex unit graph in terms
of the matching number, respectively. They proved that

2m(G) — 2¢(G) < r(G¥) < 2m(G) + ¢(G).

All corresponding extremal graphs are characterized by them. Motivated by their results, in
this paper, we will prove that

m(G) — ¢(G) < p(G¥) <m(G) + (@),

m(G) — ¢(G) < n(G?) <m(G) + ¢(G).

All corresponding extremal graphs are characterized.

In Section 2, we give and prove some lemmas about complex unit gain graphs. In Section
3, we characterize the relations between the inertia indices of a complex unit gain graph and
its matching number.

2 Preliminaries

For a simple graph G, there has some lemmas.
Lemma 2.1. [2] Let G be a simple graph. Then m(G) — 1 < m(G —v) < m(G) for any
vertez v € V(G).

Lemma 2.2. [7] Let G be a graph obtained by joining a vertezx of an even cycle C by an edge
to a vertex of a connected graph H. Then m(G) = m(C)+ m(H).

Lemma 2.3. [7] Let z be a pendant vertex of a graph G and y be the neighbour of x. Then
m(G) =m(G—-y)+1=m(G—-z—y)+1.

Lemma 2.4. [J] Let G be a graph with at least one cycle. Suppose that all cycles of G are
pairwise vertez-disjoint and each cycle is odd, then m(Tg) = m(G —O(Q)) if and only if there
exists a maximum matching M(G) of G such that M(G) N F(G) = @.

Lemma 2.5. [J] Let G € &. If m(Te) = m(G—O(Q)), then G contains at least one pendant
vertex, and any quasi-pendant vertex of G lies outside of cycles.

Lemma 2.6. [28] Let G be a graph with x € V(G). Then
(a) ¢(G) = c(G — x) if x lies outside any cycle of G;



(b) (G —2z) <c(G)—1 if x lies on a cycle of G;
(c) ¢(G—x) <e(G) —2 if x is a common vertex of distinct cycles of G.

For a complex unit gain graph, we have the following definition and lemmas.

Definition 2.7. [13] Let Cy/(n > 3) be a complex unit gain cycle, denote by

@(Cn) = PoivaPuovs * Py _1vn Ponor -
Then Cf is said to be:

Type A, if p(Cp) = (

Type B, if p(Cp) # (-1
Type C, if Re ((—1)"!
Type D, if Re ((—1)
Type E, if Re ((—1)"!

©(Cr)) > 0 and n is odd,
2¢(Cp)) < 0 and n is odd,

)

)2 and n is even,

)

)/

)25(Cp)) = 0 and n is odd.

where Re(-) is the real part of a complex number.
Lemma 2.8. [31)] Let C, be a complex unit gain cycle of order n. Then

n>z, "7_2), if Cy is of Type A,
, if Cy is of Type B,
n-1), if CF is of Type C,
nl ndl)y " if CF is of Type D,
n==, Tl), if O is of Type E.

(
(
(p(CF),n(CF)) = E
(

Lemma 2.9. [31] Let G¥ be a complex unit gain graph.
(a) Let H? be an induced subgraph of G¥. Then p(H¥) < p(G¥) and n(H?) < n(G¥).

(b) Let GY,GS,--- | GY be the connected components of G¥. Then p(G¥) = >>'_, p(G¥) and
n(G¥) = 25:1 n(GY).
(c) p(G¥) =0 (n(G¥) =0) if and only if G¥ is a graph without edges.

Lemma 2.10. [31] Let T¥ be an acyclic complex unit gain graph. Then p(T¥) = n(T%¥) =
m(T).

Lemma 2.11. [3]] Let G¥ be a complex unit gain graph that has a pendant vertex uw and v
is the unique neighbour of w. Then p(G¥) = p(G¥ —v) +1 = p(G¥ —u —v) + 1,n(G¥) =
n(G¥ —v)+1=n(G¥ —u—v)+ 1.

Lemma 2.12. [33] Let G¥ be a complex unit gain graph and u is a vertex of G¥. Then
p(G?) =1 < p(G¥ —u) < p(G¥),n(G¥) — 1 < n(G¥ —u) < n(G¥).



3 Bounds for the inertia indices of G¥

In this section, we will obtain some bounds for the inertia indices of a complex unit gain
graph in terms of its matching number.

Theorem 3.1. Let G¥ be a connected complex unit gain graph. Then
(a) m(G) — c(G) < p(G¥) <m(G) + ¢(G).
(b) m(G) — c(G) < n(G¥) <m(G) + ¢(G).

Proof. we get the inequalities above by induction on ¢(G). If ¢(G) = 0, then G¥ is a tree,
p(G¥) = n(G¥) = m(G) holds by Lemma 210 Now we assume that assertion holds for every
connected complex unit gain graph that the cyclomatic number is less than ¢(G). Let v be
a vertex on some cycle in G¥. Let Hy,--- , H; be the connected components of G — v. By

Lemma [2.6(b), we have

> e(Hi) =c(G—v) <e(G) 1.

i=1
Combining with Lemmas 2T}, 2.9(b) and 212} we have

k
> p(HE) = p(G¥ —v) < p(GF) < p(G¥ —v) + 1

i=1
and
k
m(G) —1<m(G—v) =Y m(H;) <m(G).
i=1
Because ¢(G — v) < ¢(G) — 1, by the induction hypothesis, for each i € {1,2,...,k},
m(H;) — c(H;) < p(Hf) < m(H;) + c(H;)

Hence,



and

That is
m(G) — ¢(G) < p(G¥) < m(G) + ¢(G).

Similarly, we can obtain that
m(G) — ¢(G) < n(G¥) < m(G) + ¢(G).

This completes the proof. [

For convenience, we call G¥ to be p-lower optimal(resp.,p-upper optimal) if p(G¥) obtains
the lower bound (upper bound) in Theorem Bl Similarly, G¥ is n-lower optimal(resp.,n-
upper optimal) if n(G¥) obtains the lower bound (upper bound) in Theorem [B.1]

Lemma 3.2. Let G¥ be a complex unit gain graph and HY , HY,--- ,H,f are its connected
components. Then

(a) G¥ is p-lower optimal if and only if for eachi € {1,2,...,k}, Hf is p-lower optimal.
(b) G¥ is p-upper optimal if and only if for each i € {1,2,...,k}, HY is p-upper optimal.

Proof. At first, we will prove the (a) of this lemma.
Necessity: Assume that the conclusion is not true, without loss of generality, we suppose
that H{ is not p-lower optimal. By Theorem B.I]

p(HY) > m(Hy) — c(Hy),
and for each i € {2,3,...,k}, we have
p(HY) = m(H;) — c(H;).
By Lemma 2.9(b), we have

k k

a contradiction.
Sufficiency: For each i € {1,2,...,k}, H is p-lower optimal, so we have

p(HY) = m(H;) — c(H;).



By Lemma 2.9(b), we have

k k

p(G?) = p(Hf) = [m(H;) - c(H;)] = m(G) - ¢(G).

i=1 i=1

Using the same method, we can prove the (b) of this lemma.
This complete the proof. [

Lemma 3.3. Let G¥ be a complex unit gain graph and a vertex v lies on some cycle of G¥.
Then the following results are established:

(a) If G¥ is p-lower optimal, then p(G¥) = p(G¥ —v), p(G¥ —v) = m(G —v) — ¢(G —v),
c(G)=c(G—-v)+1, m(G)=m(G—v)+1;

(b) If G¥ is p-upper optimal, then p(G¥) = p(G¥ —v) + 1, p(G¥ —v) = m(G —v) + ¢(G —v),
c¢(G) =c¢(G—v)+1, m(G) =m(G —v);

(¢) If G¥ is p-lower optimal (or upper optimal), then v lies on just one cycle of G¥ and v is
not a quasi-pendant verter.

Proof. By the proof of Theorem B.I we can obtain the (a) and (b). For (c), when G¥ is
p-lower optimal. If v lie on at least two cycles of G¥, by Lemma 2:6|(¢c),

(G —v)<c(G) -2,
which contradicts (a). If v is a quasi-pendant vertex of G¥, then by Lemma 2.1T],
p(G¥ —v) =p(G¥) — 1,

which contradicts (a).
When G¥ is p-upper optimal. If v lie on at least two cycles of G¥, by Lemma [2.6(c),

(G —v)<c(G) -2,
which contradicts (b). If v is a quasi-pendant vertex of G, then by Lemma [2.3]
m(G) =m(G —v) + 1,
which contradicts (b). So the assertion (c) is hold. O

Lemma 3.4. Let G¥ be a compler unit gain graph which contains a pendent vertexr x with
its unique neighbour y. Let H? = G¥ —x —y. If G¥ is p-lower optimal (upper optimal), then
H¥ is also p-lower optimal (upper optimal).

Proof. If G¥ is p-lower optimal, we have
p(G¥) = m(G) — ¢(G).
By Lemmas 23] 2.6(a) and 211} we have
p(H?) =p(G?) =1 =m(G) —c(G) =1 =m(H) +1—c(H) =1 =m(H) — c(H),

so H¥ is also p-lower optimal.
Using the same method, we can get that if G¥ is p-upper optimal, then H?¥ is p-upper
optimal. [



Lemma 3.5. Let G¥ be a complex unit gain unicyclic graph and C§ is unique cycle of G¥.
(a) If G¥ is p-lower optimal, then CJ is of Type A.
(b) If G¥ is p-upper optimal, then CJ is of Type C.

Proof. At first, we will prove the (a) of this lemma. We shall apply induction on the order
of Tg. If [V(T)| = 1, then G¥ is Cf. By Lemma 28] we can get that CJ is of Type A. Now
suppose that |V (Tg)| > 2, if G¥ has no pendent vertices, G¥ is the union of C§ and some
isolated vertices, by Lemmas 2.8 and 29(b), Cy is of Type A. If G¥ has a pendent vertex,
say u and v is its neighbour vertex in G¥. By Lemma[3.3(c), v is not on Cy, so |V (Tg)| # 2,
|V(Tg)| > 3. Then by Lemma [3:4, G¥ — u — v is p-lower optimal and C{ is its unique cycle,
by induction hypothesis, Cy is of Type A.
Using the same method, we can obtain the (b) of this lemma. O

Lemma 3.6. Let H¥ be a complex unit gain graph with any two cycles (if any) share no
common vertices. Denote by G¥ the graph obtained from adding an edge between a vertex u
of a cycle CY and a vertex v of H?. If G¥ is p-lower optimal, then

(a) Every cycle of G¥ is of Type A;

(b) The edge uv does not belong to any mazximum matching of G;
(¢) Each mazimum matching of H saturates v;

(d) m(H +u) =m(H);

(e) H? is p-lower optimal;

(f) Let K¢ be the induced subgraph of G¥ with vertex set V(H)Ux. Then K¥ is also p-lower
optimal;

Proof. We use induction on ¢(G), since G¥ has a cycle Cf, ¢(G) > 1. If H? contains no
cycle, by Lemma [3.5(a), we have that CJ is of Type A.

If H¥ contains at least one cycle. Let x be a vertex lying on some cycle of H¥ and
G{ = G¥ — z. By Lemma [3.3(a), we have G{ is p-lower optimal.

By induction hypothesis, one has that each cycle in G, including C7 is of Type A. By
a similar discussion as for G¥ — u, we can show that each cycle in H¥ is of Type A. This
completes the proof of (a).

Suppose on the contrary that uv belongs to a maximum matching M of G. By (a), CF
is an even cycle, so there exists a vertex w lying on Cg such that w is not saturated by M.
Thus we have

m(G) =m(G — w),

a contradiction to Lemma [B.3|(a). This completes the proof of (b).
By Lemma 2.2, we have
m(G) = m(H) + m(Cy).

Let M; be the maximum matching of C,. Suppose on the contrary that there exists a
maximum matching Ms of H fails to saturate v, so My U Ms is a maximum matching of G.
Then we obtain a maximum matching M UM, of G which contains uv, where M is obtained



from M, by replacing the edge in M; which saturates v with uv, a contradiction to (b). This
completes the proof of (c).

By (c), we can obtain the (d) of this lemma.

By Lemma B3l(a), G¥ — u is p-lower optimal. Then (e) immediately follows from Lemma
B32(a).

Suppose that Cy; = wugus - - - ugsu. Since G¥ is p-lower optimal, by Lemma B.3|(a), one
has that GY = G¥ — uy is also p-lower optimal. Obviously, u3 and uy are pendant vertex and
quasi-pendant vertex of GY, respectively. By Lemma [3.4] one has that G5 = GY — u3 — uy4 is
also p-lower optimal. Repeating such process (deleting a pendant vertex and a quasi-pendant
vertex), after s — 1 steps, the result graph is

Gp—UQ—U3—"'—UQ8:H¢+u:Kw.
By Lemma 34 K% is also p-lower optimal. [J

Lemma 3.7. Let G¥ be a connected complex unit gain graph. If G¥ is p-lower optimal, then
there exists a maximum matching M of G such that M N F(G) = @. Moreover, m(G) =
m(G — O(G)) + > ccqgm(C), where C goes through all cycles of G.

Proof. We shall apply induction on the order of G¥. If G¥ is an isolated vertex, the result
holds trivially. Suppose G¥ contains at least two vertices. If G¥ has a pendant vertex u, and
v is the unique neighbor of u. Let H? = G¥ —u — v and H{,Hy,--- , H be all connected
components of H¥. By Lemmas B.3]c) and B4} v is not on the cycle of G¥ and H¥ is p-lower
optimal. Then by Lemmal3.2(a), we have H/ is also p-lower optimal for each i € {1,2,...,t}.

By induction hypothesis, for H? there exists a maximum matching M; of H; such that
M;NF(H;) =@ for each i € {1,2,...,t}. Let

M = (Ut_ M) U {uv}.
We can obtain that M is a maximum matching of G which satisfies
MNFG)=2.

If G¥ has no pendant vertices, then G¥ contains a pendant complex unit gain cycle, says
C?. Let
GY =G - C¥.

By Lemmas B.6[(a) and (e), it follows that GY is p-lower optimal and the order of cycle C¥ is
even. Applying the induction on GY, there exists a maximum matching My of Gy such that

M()ﬂF(Gl) =J.

Let M7 be a maximum matching of C. By Lemma 22l M = My U M; is a maximum
matching of G satisfying
MNF(G) =wo.

Moreover, we can get that

m(G) =m(G —0(G) + Y m(C),

where C' goes through all cycles of G.
This completes the proof. [



Theorem 3.8. Let G¥ be a connected complex unit gain graph. Then G¥ is p-lower optimal
if and only if the following three conditions all hold:

(a) Any two cycles of G¥ share no common vertices;
(b) Each cycle of G¥ is of Type A;
(c) m(Tg) = m(G — O(G)).

Proof. Sufficiency: We shall apply induction on the order of G¥. If G¥ is a complex unit
gain tree or single cycle of Type A, the result follows from Lemmas 2.8 and 210l If not, since
m(Tg) = m(G — O(G)), we have that G¥ contains at least one pendant vertex, say =. Let y
be the unique neighbour vertex of x in G¥. By Lemma 2.5] y lies outside any cycle of G*.
Let H? =G¥ —x —y and H{,Hy, -+, H/ be all connected components of H?.
Since z,y are both outside the cycle of G¥, then

Tg =T —r—vy

and
H-OH)=G-0(G) —z—y.

By condition(c) and Lemma 2.3 we have

m(Tg) = Zm(THz) +1

Therefore .

> m(Tw,) = m(H; — O(H,)).
i=1

i=1
We observe that for each i € {1,2,...,t},

m(Ty;) > m(H; — O(H;)),

so we obtain
m(Th;) = m(H; — O(H;))

for each i € {1,2,...,t}. Therefore, H? satisfies (a)-(c) for each i € {1,2,...,t}.
By induction hypothesis, for each i € {1,2,...,t},

10



Then by Lemmas 2.3, and 2.11]

I
El
=

|
2
=
_l_
—

1
(H)—c¢(H)+1
(G) — ¢(G).

Necessity: Let G¥ be a complex unit gain graph such that
p(G¥) = m(G) — ¢(G).

If G¥ is a complex unit gain tree, G¥ clearly satisfies (a)-(c) of this theorem. Assume that
G¥ has at least one complex unit gain cycle. The assertion (a) follows from Lemma [33)(c).

For (b), if ¢(G) = 1, the result holds by Lemma 3.5l Now assume ¢(G) = k, where k > 2.
If there exists a cycle, say CY, which is not of Type A, then by deleting an arbitrary vertex
of each complex unit gain cycle of G¥ except for CY, we get a complex unit gain graph H?
with ¢(H) =1 and by Lemma [3.5]

p(H?) = m(H).

By Lemmas [2.1] and 2.9)(a),

p(G?) > p(H?)
> m(H)
>m(G) — (k—1)
=m(G) — ¢(G) + 1,

a contradiction.
We prove the assertion (c) by the induction on the order of G¥. If G¥ is a complex unit
gain cycle or tree, the result follows. If not, we can consider the following two cases.
Case 1. G¥ contains a pendant vertex, say z. Let y be the unique neighbour vertex of z
in G¥ and
HY =G¥Y —x —uy.

Let HY ,Hy, -+, H be all connected components of H¥. By Lemmas B.3|(c) and B4 y does
not lie on any cycle of G¥ and H¥ is also p-lower optimal. Then by Lemma B2(a), H? is
p-lower optimal for each i € {1,2,...,t}.

By induction hypothesis, we have m(Ty,) = m(H; — O(H;)) for each i € {1,2,...,t}.

11



Then by Lemma 23] we have that

Assertion (c) holds in this case.

Case 2. G¥ has a pendant complex unit gain cycle, say Cg,. Let = be the unique vertex
with degree 3 in Cf,. Let Cg,,Céq, -+ ,Cq, be all cycles of G and K¢ = G¥ — Cg,, HY =
K%+ x. By Lemma [3.6(f), one has that H¥ is p-lower optimal. Because |V (H?)| < |V (G¥)|,
by induction hypothesis, we have

m(Ty) =m(H — O(H)).
Note that Tz = Ty. So by Lemmas B.6(d) and B.7], we have

m(Te) = m(Th)

= m(H — O(H))

_ (H) - =2 r;qui)r

_ (k) - =2 \g(cqm

() + |V<(2Jq1>| i |2V<0qi>|
_ (@) - L= \;(Cqm

= m(G@ - 0(G)).

This completes the proof. [

Theorem 3.9. Let G¥ be a connected complex unit gain graph. Then G% is p-upper optimal
if and only if the following three conditions all hold:

(a) Any two cycles of G¥ share no common vertices;
(b) Each cycle of G¥ is of Type C;
(¢) m(Tg) =m(G — O(G)).

Proof. Sufficiency: We will use induction on the order of G¥. If G is a complex unit gain
tree or cycle of Type C, the result follows from Lemmas 2.8 and .10l If not, since

m(Tg) = m(G - 0(G)),

12



by Lemma 2.5 we have that G¥ contains at least one pendant vertex, say x. Let y be the
unique neighbour vertex of x in G¥. By Lemma [2.5] y lies outside any cycle of G¥. Let

H?=G¥ -z —vy

and HY,H,---,H{ be all connected components of H¥. Since z,y are both outside the
cycle of G¥, then
Th=Tg—xz—y

and
H-OMH)=G—-0(G) —z—y.

By condition(c) and Lemma 2.3 we have

m(Tg) =Y m(Ty,) + 1

Therefore .

> m(Tw,) =Y m(H; — O(H,),
i=1

i=1
we observe that for each i € {1,2,...,t},

so we obtain
m(Ty,) = m(H; — O(H,;))
for each i € {1,2,...,t}. Therefore, H? satisfies (a)-(c) for each i € {1,2,...,t}.
By induction hypothesis, for each i € {1,2,...,t},

p(H?) = m(H;) + c(H;).

7

Then by Lemmas 2.3, and 21T]

p(G¥) = p(H?) +1

[m(HZ) + C(HZ)] + 1

~

1
m(H)+c(H)+1
m(G) + ¢(G).

Necessity: Let G¥ be a complex unit gain graph such that
p(G¥) = m(G) + ¢(G).

13



The proof for (a) and (b) goes parallel as in Theorem [B.8], thus omitted. We prove the assertion
(¢) by the induction on the order of G¥. If G¥ is a complex unit gain tree or cycle of Type
C, the result follows. If not, we can consider the following two cases.

Case 1. G¥ contains a pendant vertex, say z. Let y be the unique neighbour vertex of z
in G¥ and HY = G¥ —z —y. Let H{,H3,--- , Hf be all connected components of H¥. By
LemmasB.3l(c) and[B.4] y does not lie on any cycle of G¥ and H¥ is also p-upper optimal. Then
by Lemma 3.2(b), HY is p-upper optimal for each i € {1,2,...,¢}. By induction hypothesis,
we have

m(Ti,) = m(H; — O(H,))
for each 7 € {1,2,...,t}. Then by Lemma 23]

m(Tg) = m(TH) +1

= Zm(THi) +1

Assertion (c) holds in this case.
Case 2. G¥ has a pendant complex unit gain cycle, say Cj,. Let x be the unique vertex

with degree 3 in Cp,. Let Cy,,Cpy, -+ ,Cp, be all cycles of G¥ and H? = G¥ — C,, K¥ =
H? + x, where H¥ is a connected component of G¥ — z. By Lemma B.3[b), one has that
p(G¥Y —z) =m(G —z) + ¢(G — x)
and
m(G — z) = m(G).

Then by Lemma [3.2b), H¥ is p-upper optimal. Since Cp, is odd cycle and m(G —x) = m(G),
we have that

m(G) = m(Cp,) + m(H).
Because |V (H?)| < |V(G¥)|, by induction hypothesis, we have

m(Ty) =m(H — O(H)).

So by Lemmal[2.4] there exists a maximum matching M (H) of H such that M (H)NF(H) =
(0. Let M(Cp,) be a maximum matching of Cp,. Then

M(G) = M(H) U M(Cy,)
is a maximum matching of GG, which satisfies
M(G)NF(G) = 0.

Again by Lemma 2.4, we get
m(Ta) = m(G — O(Q)).
This completes the proof. [

Using the same methods as in Theorems 3.8 and B.9] we can obtain the following two
theorems.
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Theorem 3.10. Let G¥ be a connected complex unit gain graph. Then G¥ is n-lower optimal
if and only if the following three conditions all hold:

(a) Any two cycles of G¥ share no common vertices;

(b) Each cycle of G¥ is of Type A;

(¢) m(Tg) = m(G — O(G)).

Theorem 3.11. Let G¥ be a connected complex unit gain graph. Then G¥ is n-upper optimal
if and only if the following three conditions all hold:

(a) Any two cycles of G¥ share no common vertices;

(b) Each cycle of G¥ is of Type D;

(¢) m(Tg) = m(G — O(G)).

Remark 3.12. For a complex unit gain graph G¥, if go(ﬁ) C {1}, then G¥ is the underlying
graph G. If gp(ﬁ) C {1,—-1}, then G¥ is the signed graph T'. If o(E) C {1,i,—i}, then G¥

is the mized graph Dg. Combing with above, we know that the results of complex unit gain
graphs are also applies to simple graphs, signed graphs and mized graphs.
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