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Abstract

Let 7(G) and 7¢(e) be the number of spanning trees of a connected graph G and
the number of spanning trees of G containing edge e. The ratio dg(e) = 7¢(e)/7(G) is
called the spanning tree edge density of e, or simply density of e. The maximum density
dep(G) = egﬁé : dg(e) is called the spanning tree edge dependence of G, or simply depen-

dence of G. Given a rational number p/q € (0,1), if there exists a graph G and an edge
e € E(G) such that dg(e) = p/q, then we say the density p/q is constructible. More spe-
cially, if there exists a graph G such that dep(G) = p/q, then we say the dependence p/q is
constructible. In 2002, Ferrara, Gould, and Suffel raised the open problem of which rational
densities and dependences are constructible. In 2016, Kahl provided constructions that show
all rational densities and dependences are constructible. Moreover, He showed that all ratio-
nal densities are constructible even if G is restricted to bipartite graphs or planar graphs. He
thus conjectured that all rational dependences are also constructible even if G is restricted
to bipartite graphs (Conjecture 1), or planar graphs (Conjecture 2). In this paper, by com-
binatorial and electric network approach, firstly, we show that all rational dependences are
constructible via bipartite graphs, which confirms the first conjecture of Kahl. Secondly, we
show that all rational dependences are constructible for planar multigraphs, which confirms
Kahl’s second conjecture for planar multigraphs. However, for (simple) planar graphs, we
disprove the second conjecture of Kahl by showing that the dependence of any planar graph
1

is larger than 5. On the other hand, we construct a family of planar graphs that show all

rational dependences p/q > % are constructible via planar graphs.

Keywords: spanning tree; spanning tree edge density; spanning tree edge dependence;

resistance distance; random walks on graphs

1 Introduction

Let G be a connected graph. A spanning tree of G is a spanning subgraph that is a tree.
The number of spanning trees, denoted by 7(G), of a graph G is the total number of distinct
spanning subgraphs of GG that are trees. The number of spanning trees is an important structural
graph invariant, which has significant application in network theory, physics, chemistry and
engineering. Due to this reason, it has been widely studied for many years. It is well known that
Kirchhoff’s matrix tree theorem has established a formula for computing the number of spanning
trees for a general graph [2]. Since the pioneering work of Cayley [3] who first determined the
number of spanning trees of complete graphs, the number of spanning trees has been computed

for various interesting families of graphs. For example, the number of spanning trees have been

*Corresponding author at E-mail address: yangyj@yahoo.com


http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.14566v1

computed for complete bipartite graphs [4.[5], complete multipartite graphs [6,[7], cubic cycle
C]?{, and the quadruple cycle Cfv [9], graphs formed from a complete graph by deleting branches
forming disjoint K-partite subgraphs [§], multi-star related graphs [10], K,-complements of
quasi-threshold graphs [I1], circulant graphs [I3H18], K,,-complements of asteroidal graphs [19],
graphs with rotational symmetry [20], K] + G graphs [12], irregular line graphs [2I] and line
graphs [221[23], self-similar fractal models [24], 2-separable networks [25], a type of generalized
Farey graphs [26], nearly complete bipartite graphs [27], Bruhat graph of the symmetric group
[28], and so on.

In this paper, we concentrate on the number of spanning trees containing a specific edge.
For e € E(G), let 7¢(e) denote the number of spanning trees of G which contain e. The ratio
dg(e) = 1¢(e)/7(G) is called the spanning tree edge density [29] of e, or simply density of e.
The spanning tree edge dependence [29] of G, or simply dependence of G, denoted by dep(G),
is defined as dep(G) = maxe.cg dg(e). The spanning tree edge density and dependence have
important applications in networks. For instance, if we construct a network N by replacing
each edge of G with a unit resistor, then for any edge e = ww, the density of e is equal to
the resistance distance between u and v in N. Here, the resistance distance between any two
vertices i and j in a connected graph G, denoted by (i, j), is defined as the net effective
resistance between them in N [30].

It is obvious that 0 < dg(e) < 1 and dg(e) = 1 if and only if e is a cut edge. Let p/q be
a positive rational number, p < ¢. If there exists a graph G with edge e € E(G) such that
dg(e) = p/q, we say that the spanning tree edge density p/q is constructible. Similarly, if there
exists a graph G with dep(G) = p/q, we say that the spanning tree edge dependence p/q is
constructible.

In 2002, Ferrara, Gould and Suffel [29] proposed the following realizability open problems.

Problems. Which rational spanning tree edge densities are constructible? More specifically,
which rational spanning tree edge dependences are constructible?

In 2016, Nathan Kahl [I] solved the problems by ingenious construction of graph families.
By constructing necklace graphs with complete graphs (the definition is given in Section 2), he
proved that all rational spanning tree edge densities and dependences are constructible, even if
G is restricted to claw-free graphs. In addition, by constructing necklace graphs with complete
bipartite graphs, he proved that all rational spanning tree edge densities are constructible even
if G is restricted to bipartite graphs. By constructing general theta graphs (the definition is
given in Section 3), he proved that all rational spanning tree edge densities are constructible
even if GG is restricted to planar graphs.

Undoubtedly, it is usually very challenging to determine which edge has the maximum density
in a graph. Due to this reason, it remains unknown whether all rational spanning tree edge
dependences are constructible if G is restricted to bipartite graphs or planar graphs, although
Kahl has shown that all rational spanning tree edge densities are constructible with these graphs.
So, Kahl proposed the following conjectures.

Conjecture 1. Let p, ¢ be positive integers, p < q. There exists some function f(p,q) such



that, if G is the bipartite construction of Theorem 2.1 (see Section 2), then ¢; > f(p,q) for all
2 < < n implies that dep(G) = dg(e1).

Conjecture 2. Let p, g be positive integers, p < q. There exists a planar graph G such that
dep(G) = p/q.

In the present paper, firstly, we do find such a function f(p,q) that, if G is the bipartite
construction of Theorem 2] then t; > f(p,q) for all 2 < i < n implies that dep(G) = dg(e1),
which confirms Conjecture 1. Secondly, by electrical network approach, we show that Conjecture
2 is true for planar multigraphs. However, for (simple) planar graphs, we disprove the second
conjecture of Kahl by showing that the dependence of any planar graph is larger than % Hence
all rational dependences p/q for p/q < % are not constructible. On the other hand, we construct
a family of planar graphs that show all rational dependences p/q > % are constructible via planar

graphs.

2 Constructing spanning tree edge dependences via bipartite

graphs

In this section, we show that Conjecture 1 is true. To this end, we use the same bipartite
construction as given in [I]. So, first of all, we introduce the construction of necklace graphs.

Informally speaking, the necklace graph is obtained from a cycle by replacing each edge
of the cycle with a graph. Precisely, let {G;}7_; be a sequence of graphs, and in each graph
G;, we choose an edge e; = u;v;. Then the necklace graph G = N(Gi(e1), -+ ,Gn(en)) is
the graph obtained from {G;}?_; by connecting these n edges in turn according to the se-
quence of the graph in which they are lied, that is, identify each v; and u;41(the indices are
modulo n). If there is no confusion, for the sake of simplicity, we write G = N(Gy,---,Gy)
instead. Let K, be the complete bipartite graph with two partite sets having r and s ver-
tices, respectively. Then the bipartite construction used in this section is the necklace graph
G = N(K,, 5, Ky s, , K;, s,) constructed from complete bipartite graphs. Clearly, if n is
even, then G = N(K,, 5, Ky 5, -+, Ky, s,) is a bipartite graph. For example, the necklace
graph G = N(Ky,1, K23, K33, K34) is shown in figure 1.

Using the bipartite construction, Kahl proved that for any positive rational number 0 <

p/q < 1, the spanning tree edge density p/q is constructible, as stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. [1] Let p, q be positive integers, p < q, let t;, 2 < i < n, be positive integers

such that

n

3 1__r

St 4—p
Let iy = sy = 1 and, for all 2 < i < n, let r; = 2t; and s; = 2t; — 1. Then in G =
N(KTl,SviT’%Sz? T K7"7L75n)7 we have dG(el) :p/q'

To show that the spanning tree edge dependence p/q is constructible in the bipartite con-

struction as given in Theorem 2.1} it is needed to compute densities of all the edges in G =



Figure 1: The necklace graph G = N(K1,1, Ka3, K33, K34).

N(Ki1,Kyy s+, Ky, s,). For convenience, we divide all the edges into three groups. The first
group consists of all the edges e; (i =1, 2,---, n), these edges are called key edges of G, and
the vertices u; and v; are the key vertices of G. The second group consists of those non-key
edges which are adjacent to key edges, and we call edges in the second group type 1 edges. The
third group consists of the remaining edges, and these edges are called type 2 edges.

Actually, to single out the edge in G = N (K11, Ky, 5, -+ 5 Ky, s,) With the maximum span-
ning tree edge density, it suffices to compute 7¢(xy) for all the edges zy € E(G). To compute
Ta(xy), the following lemma plays an essential role. Note that the spanning thicket [32] (or
spanning bitree) of a graph is a spanning forest with exactly two components. If vertices u and
v lie in different components of a spanning thicket, then we say the spanning thicket separates

u and v.

Lemma 2.2. [i] Let G = N(G1,--- ,Gy) be a necklace graph. Then

=

(@) =[] 7(Gy) é de, (ugv:)

i=1

and, for any vy € E(Gg), 1 <k <n,

n b 5 Uk, Uk
ro(ey) = 1 7(Gy) | ") 4 d, (ay) 3 de, (uiv)
i=1 ik
where bg, (zy; ug,v) is the number of spanning thickets of Gy, separating uy, vy and contain

the edge xy.

In order to compute 7g(zy) in G = N(K11, Ky s, -, Ky, 5,) by Lemma 2.2 we still need
to two results of Ge and Dong in [27] which gives the number of spanning trees which contain
two types of subgraphs of a complete bipartite graph G = K, 5. For a graph G and a subgraph
H of G, we use 17¢(H) to denote the number of spanning trees of G containing H. The first

result concerns the number of spanning tree of K, ¢ that contains a given subgraph tree 7' of
K, .



Lemma 2.3. [27] Let T' be any tree which is a subgraph of K, s. Then

7K, (T) = (ms + nr — mn)rs~" 1" =m=1 (2.1)
where m = |V(T)N X|, n = |V(T)N Y|, and (X,Y) is the bipartition of K, s, with |X| = r,
and Y] = s.

The second result enumerates the number of spanning trees of K, ; containing a given match-

ing of K, .
Lemma 2.4. [27] For any matching M of size | in K, 5, we have
7K, (M) = (r + s)l_l(r +s— l)rs_l_ls’"_l_l. (2.2)

Before computing densities in G = N(K11, Ky 69, ..., Ky, s,), the following lemma is

needed.

Lemma 2.5. [29,[30] Let G be an edge-transitive graph with n vertices and m edges, then for

any edge e in G, we have
n—1
d = . 2.
ole) == (23)

Now we are ready to compute the number of spanning trees containing a non-key edge e in
G=N(Ki1, Krysy, ..y Ky, s,). For 2 <k <n, suppose that the two partitions of K,, s, are
X and Yy, |Xk| = r, and |Yk| = s, urp € X} and v € Yy.

Theorem 2.6. Let G = N(Ky 1, Kpy sy, ..y Ky s,). If vy € E(K,y, 5,.) is a type 1 edge of G,
then

L 1 e der—1 N it _1)2
'H1 e lgri=l [’""j:s"k ! Zl rebsil (Tffisi) } , Az, yr 0 {ug, v} = {ur),
1= 1=

TG(xy) = b1 n ridsi—1 (Sk—1)2
[k oL $8 et } ) 0 gy v} = (o).
1=

n
H rsi—lsri—l
; ? TkSk r%s%

(2.4)

7
=1

If xy € E(K,, s,) is a type 2 edge of G, then

rk—l—sk—lzn:m—i—si—l_ 1
TkSk

n
i—1 _ri—1
ta(wy) = [[rits) — |- (2.5)
il - % Tk5k

Proof. We first consider the case that zy € E(K,, 5,) is a type 1 edge of G. By Lemma [2.2] we
know that

a bK'r ,8 (xy) uk? Uk)
TG(.Z'y) = H T(KT’i78i) . Tk(K ) k) + dK?"kVSk (Z’y) Z dKri,si (Uﬂ)l) : (26)
i=1 TSk itk

For the complete bipartite graph K, s, it has been obtained in [3I] that

(K, ) = st (2.7)

)



In addition, since K, , is edge-transitive, the spanning tree edge density of any edge e of K, , is

r+s—1

dk,..(e) -

(2.8)

Now consider bK%s]c (zy; ug,vy). Since zy is a type 1 edge, xy is adjacent to the key edge uyvy.
Suppose that y = ug is the common end-vertex of zy and ugv,. Then the path P = xyvy is tree

which is a subgraph of K, For each spanning tree T' of K, containing P, if we delete

kySk” ks>Sk

uivy from T, then we could obtain a spanning thicket B of K, ,, separating u; and vy that

contains the edge zy. Conversely, for each spanning thicket B of K, separating ug and v

k>Sk
that contains the edge xy, if we add the edge ugvr to B, then we obtain a spanning tree T' of
K

TkySk

trees of K,

TksSk

containing P. It establishes a one to one correspondence between the set of spanning

containing P and the set of spanning thickets of K., s, separating u; and v that

k>Sk
contains the edge zy. Hence

erk,sk (':Uy7 uk)? Uk‘) = TK'rk,sk (P) (29)
Then by Lemma 23] we have
Ty ay (P) = (s + 27 — 2)rpF Psph 72, (2.10)

Substituting results of Eqs. ([2.7)), ([2.8]), and (2.10) into Eq. (2.6), we obtain

n

Ta(zy) = H T(Krzwsi)

i=1

bK'rk,sk (xy) uk‘? Uk))
T(KTk,Sk)

+ dKrk,sk (‘Ty) Z dKT'i’Si (UZ'UZ)
itk

—3 =2
sl (sg 4 2r — 2)rpF 25k LT +s,—1 Z ri+s;—1
‘ TiSi

I

) sp—1 rp—1 .8
i1 T Sy, kSk ik
n B n
—Hrsi_lsm_l Sk+2Tk—2+Tk+$k—1 ZTj"‘SZ'—l Tk"‘Sk—l
- i i 2 -
TkS TiSi rES
=1 i TSk kok i—1 197 kSk
i 2

I

@
Il
—

si-1gri—1 rk—l—sk—lzn:ri—l—si—l+Sk+2rk—2_<rk+8k—1> ]
: .

" v TS TiS; r2s TS
kok =1 191 Kok kSk

| Sl s — 1 —1)?
’r’-sl_lsrl_l T + Sk ZT2+32 _(Tk )]

I

Il
—

% ) . 2.2
; TSk P TiS; TiS%

Hence the first equality in Eq. (2.4]) is obtained. The second equality in Eq. (2.4]) could be
obtained in the same way.

Now suppose that zy € E(K,, s, ) is a type 2 edge of G. Then zy and uyvy, form a matching
M of K,,s,, where both x; and y, distinct from key vertices uy, vg. It is not difficult to
verify that there exists a one to one correspondence between the set of spanning trees of K, s,

containing M and the set of spanning thickets of K. separating u; and v that contains the

kySk

edge zy. Thus by Lemma 2.4, we have
bc,, o (@3 ur, vk) = i, (M) = (ri + s1) (v, + s — 2)rit s>, (2.11)
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Substituting results of Eqs. ([2.7)), [2.8]), and (2I1]) into Eq. (2.6), we obtain

n Sp—3 rp—3
_ si—1 ri—1 | Tk +81) (T + sk — 2)r" s, Tk-i-sk—lzn-i-si—l
Ta(ry) = HTz’ 5 e 1 + RSk s,
i=1 ko Sk i#k e

n n
T e + SE)(rr + S — 2 re+ s — 1 r, +8; —1 ri + s — 1)2
s (s k)(2k2 k= 2) et sk yo it _(retse—1)

i=1 | TSk TRSk = TiSi rs?
:ﬁrfi—ls?—l _Tk+8k—1§n:n+si—1_ 212
paie} | TESE I Tisi riss
Hence Eq. (23] is proved. O

To show that all rational spanning tree dependences are constructible via bipartite graphs,

the following result is needed.

Lemma 2.7. [1] Let G = N(Gi,---,Gy) be a necklace graph with key edges e; € E(G;),
1 <i<n. Then dg(er) < dg(er) if and only if dg, (ex) < dg,(er).

Now we are ready to give the main result of this section.

Theorem 2.8. Let p, g be positive integers, p < q. Let t;, 2 < i < n, be positive integers such
that

n

1
Z— P and tizg.

it q-p p
Let rj = 2t; and s; = 2t; — 1, for all2 < i <n. Then in G = N(K11,Kry sy, -, Kp,.s,), we
have dep(G) = dg(er) = p/a.
n
Proof. Since Y + = -2 satisfies the condition in Theorem 2.1} we readily have d¢(e1) = p/q.
i=2

To get the required result, it suffices to show that if, for all 2 < i < n, t; > %, then dep(G) =
dg(el).

For any key edge e (2 < k < n), since t;, > q/p > 1, and t; is positive integers, we have
tr > 2. Then it follows that rp, = 2t > 4 and s = 2t — 1 > 3. Thus,

e+ S — 1
dic,, ., (€x) = s <1l=dg,,(e1).

Hence by Lemma 2.7, we get that for 2 < k < n, dg(ex) < dg(e1).

Now we compare densities of e; and non-key edges. By Theorem [2.0] it is easily seen that
for each 2 < k < mn, if z1y; € E(K,, 5,) is a type 1 edge of G and x2y2 € E(K,, s, ) is a type 2
edge of G, then

Ta(T1y1) < T6(T2y2).
So, in order to show e; has maximum density, we only need to show that the density of ey is

larger than that of any type 2 edge.



By Lemma 2.2] it is easily verified that

maler) = [[7(Gi) | D da,(wivi) | = il;[lrf"_ls?_l [Z %] : (2.12)

i=1 itk i=2

Let zy € E(K,, s,) be a type-2 edge. Then by Theorem [2.6] we have

16(e1) — 1a(xy)

n r n
o si—1 r;i—1 ri+si—1 si—1 r;i—1
= Ti 5 — | 117 S

" : TiS; "

= i=1
_ H sl—l rz—l

s;i—1 rz—l
i

rk—l—sk—lzn:ri—l—si—l 1
G 2.2
TkSk P TiSq 5%

@
||
N

ri+s;—1 rk+sk—1§":ri+si—1 1
- +

T:S; T‘,%Si

i

@
||
N

TiS; TkSk

i=1

re

I
:::
S

ri+s;—1 rk+sk—1§":ri+si—1 T+ s —1 1]

ey = Tisi TSk iy TiSi TRSk r2s?
_ ﬁT‘Si_l ri—1 " 4t; — 2 _ 4ty — 2 Zn: 4t; — 2 4t — 2 n 1
el % 22t — 1) 26(2t — 1) &5 2t(2t — 1) o2t — 1) | r2s?
n ~
i—1g 2—1 4 1 1 1
— H S ’r‘ (1 _ _) _ + 5 2:|
L9 — P ™tk Tisi

11| P py, D 1
>H§ i —(1——)——+ﬂ]
=1

L1d — P q q TpSk
_ _ 1

H s 1 7"1 1. — > 0.

i1 T% 5%

Consequently, dep(G) = maxecq da(e) = dg(e1) = p/q. O

Since in Theorem 2.8 we can always insure that n is even, it implies that the necklace graph

can be always chosen to be bipartite. Thus the following result is obvious.

Corollary 2.9. Let p, q be positive integers, p < q. Then there exists a bipartite graph G, such
that dep(G) = p/q.

3 Constructing spanning tree edge dependences via planar graphs

3.1 The case of planar multigraphs

If the graph have multiple edges, then the graph is called a multigraph. In this section, we
show that all rational spanning trees edge dependences are constructible via planar multigraphs.
In [I], Kahl defined generalized theta graph. A generalized theta graph ©(ri,re,...,1y,) is a
graph consisting of two distinguished vertices u, v with n disjoint paths between them, of lengths
(in edges) of r1,r9,...,m,. For example, the generalized theta graph ©(1,2,3,7) is shown in
figure 2 (left). Using the construction of generalized theta graph, he proved that all rational

spanning tree edge densities are constructible via planar graphs.



Figure 2: The generalized theta graph ©(1,2,3,7) (left) and its dual graph (right)

Theorem 3.1. Let p, q be positive integers, p < q. Let G = O(1,7q,...,1y), with

n

L _a-p
D=

i=2 i
Then dg(uv) = p/q.

In addition, the number of spanning trees of G = ©(ry, 19, ...,7,) and the number of spanning

trees containing an specific edge e are also determined.

Lemma 3.2. [/ Let G = ©(ry,ra,...,1r,) be a generalized theta graph. Then

n

~(G) =[] (Z l) ,
i=1 ¢

i=1
and if eg is an edge of the kth path of G, then

n n

1 1 1
Taleg) = | | i — - — — 1.
c(ex) ];[1 i ;r rk;”

From the above lemma, it is easily verified that in G = ©(1,r9,..., 7, ), uv is the unique edge
with minimum density, which seems to be depressing since the dependence of G has nothing
to do with the density of uv. Fortunately, we could construct a new graph G*, called the dual
graph of G, such that u*v*, the dual edge of uv in G*, has maximum density in G*.

Now we introduce the dual graph of a planar graph. Let G be a planar graph and we draw
G in the plane in such a way that no two edges intersect-except at a vertex to which they are
both incident. In such a drawing, G is a plane graph. The dual graph of the plane graph G,
denoted by G*, is a plane graph whose vertices correspond to the faces of G and the edges of G*
correspond to edges of G as follows: if e is an edge of G with face fi on one side and face fs on

the other side, then the end vertices of the dual edge e* are the vertices that represent the faces



f1, fo of G. We can embed G and G* simultaneously in the plane, such that an edge e of G
crosses the corresponding dual edge e* of G* exact once and crosses no other edges of G*. For
example, the dual graph of the generalized theta graph ©(1,2,3,7) is shown in figure 2 (right).

Let e = uv be an edge of G and let e* = u*v* be its dual edge in G*. Thomassen established

a nice relation between Qg (u,v) and Qg+ (u*, v*).
Proposition 3.3. [33] Let G be a planar graph and let G* be the geometric dual of G. Let
e=wuwv € E(G) and e* = (u*,v*) € E(G*) be a pair of dual edges. Then
Qa(u,v) + Qe+ (u*,v*) = 1. (3.1)
From Proposition 3.3, we could draw the conclusion that all rational spanning tree edge
dependences are constructible via planar multigraphs.
Theorem 3.4. Let p < q be positive integers, p < q. Let G = O(1,rq,...,1ry,), with
ylor
i i 4P
Let G* be the dual graph of G, and let €* = u*v* be the dual edge of e = uv. Then dep(G*) =
de+(u™v*) = p/q.

Proof. Since the edge uv is the unique edge with minimum density in G, it following from

Proposition B3 that the edge u*v* is the unique edge with maximum density in G*. By Theorem
n
P

B we get that if Z T% = then dg(uv) = 1 — p/q. Hence, again by Proposition B3], we

get that dep(G*) :ZT12G* (u*v*) = p/q, as desired. O
As a straightforward consequence, we get

Corollary 3.5. Let p, q be positive integers, p < q. Then there exists a planar multigraph G,

such that dep(G) = p/q.

3.2 The case of (simple) planar graphs

In this section, we first show that for all p/q < %, spanning tree edge dependences p/q are not
constructible via planar graphs. We first introduce the following lemma, which is also known as

the famous Foster’s first formula in electric network theory [34].

Lemma 3.6. [29] Let G be a connected graph on n vertices. Then

> dae) =n—1. (3.2)
)

e€E(G

By Lemma B.6l we could get the following result.

Theorem 3.7. Let G be a planar graph on n vertices. Then

dep(G) > % (3.3)

10



Proof. Since G is a planar graph, |F(G)| < 3n — 6. Hence

dep(G) < 21—

>
“3n—6

W =

O

Theorem B.7] implies that Conjecture 2 fails for p/q < % That is, all rational dependences
p/q < % are not constructible via planar graphs.

In the rest of this section, we show that for p/q > %, the spanning tree edge dependence p/q
is constructible via planar graphs. To this end, we construct a new family of planar graphs.
Let G = N(H,,,H,,, - ,Hy,) be a necklace graph, where H,, is a graph consisting of two key
vertices u;, v; with one key edge e; = u;v; and r; disjoint paths of length 2 connecting u; and v;.
In particular, if ; = 0, then Hj is the graph only consists of the edge u;v;. Clearly, the graph
G=N(H,,,H,,, -, H,,) is planar. For example, the graph G = N(Hy, Hy, H1, H3, Hy, H3) is
shown in Figure 3.

Figure 3: The planar graph G = N(Hy, Hy, H, H3, H, H3).

Now we show that for any rational number 0 < p/q < 1, the density p/q is constructible
from G = N(Hy, Hy,, -+ ,Hy,).

Theorem 3.8. Let p, q be positive integers, p < q. Let G = N(Hy, Hy,, -+ ,H,, ) such that
n

>
—rit2 q-p

Then
p
da(er) = =.
(e1) .
<

Proof. We first compute 7(G). For each H,,, 1 < i <mn, it is not difficult to verify that

T(Hm) = T(Hm - ei) + T(HTi/ei) = Ti2ri_1 + 2" = 2”_1(742' + 2)7

11



where 7(H,, /e;) represents the graph obtained from H,, by contracting e;. Hence

T, (uivi)  T(H,. /e;) 27 2
d iVi) = ; = - = = .
) = T T ) re@ i) 24

Then by Lemma [2.2] we get

n

7(G) = [[7(G) Y _da.(ww) = [[2" 72 +70) Y 5 f o
i=1 1 !

i=1 i=1 =
n n n n 2
ra(er) = [[7(G) Y da(wwi) = [[27 712 +m) ) S
i=1 i=2 i=1 =2 '
Thus n n
> wi ;
da(er) = Tale) =M e =2 -
- 7 (G N SUEINER B
( ) 2:1 T 14+ Z:z yrr q—p
1= 1=

O

Then we will give the spanning tree edge number of the non-key edges in the graph G =
N(H07H7‘27 e 7H7"n)-

Theorem 3.9. Let G = N(Hy, Hyy, -+ ,Hy,) and vy > 1, for i > 2. If xpy, € E(H,,) is
non-key edge of G, then

n n

o e+ 3 2 1
— 27“2 1 9 ’ _ . 4
76(T1Yk) i|:|1 @) 5o ; 247 (2+7)? 34

Proof. To compute 7y, (z;yi), according to the structure of H,,, we can know

T, (i) = TH,,—e; (€iYi) + Ta, e, (Tiyi) = 2771+ (ry = 1)2772 4 2771 = (4 3)2772,

o TH,., (Tiy:) ; ri—2 )
and 7, (2iyi; wivi) = TH?“i_ei(xiyi) = 2"l s0 dHT'i (ziyi) = Ij—(lHri) - g;l—t?z;-l-rz) - 2(7“22—7—_31')’
for any x;y; € E(H,,) is non-key edge of G. And we known bg, (z;yi; i, vi) = 7o, (Tiyi; uiv;)
combine with Lemma 2.2] for zy;, € E(R,,)

ba, (TrYk; uk, k)

T (zryr) = [ [ 7(G) (G +da, (weyr) Y da, (wivi)
i=1 k itk
n [ n
) ore—1 T+ 3 2
=]z '@+ + >
T .

Pl _2’"’9 (2 + T‘k) 2(2 + T‘k) poys 241r;
—12[2”—1(2“)_ 1 m+3 2 i+ 3 E": 2
- 11 Y24 2241 241 22+ 7) — 2+

n i n
. +3 2 1
—TTori Y24y, | Lk _
g (2+i) 2(2+7‘k);2+n @+ )2
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We now construct the the spanning tree edge dependence of G = N(Hy, Hy,,--- , H;,).

Theorem 3.10. Let p, q be positive integers, 4 < p < q. Let G = N(Ho, Hy,,--- , H;,) such
that

2 4qg — 6
Z - and 1; > 4P
—ri+2 q—p 2p—q

for all2 <i<n. Then dep(G) = L.

Proof. The above conditions p < ¢ and Z - +2 =B satlsfy Theorem .8, we have dg(e1) = g.
n

According to Lemma 2.7, we can get dg(el) =1> d(;(ek) for any key edge ¢, with 2 < k <
According to Theorem 3.8 and Theorem [3.9] for any non-key edge zxy; € E(H,,),

n

2(2+rg) 2+ (2 +7)?

3

L2+ 1)

16(e1) — 1 (Try)
2:2

= Hzﬁ—l 2+ 14)

2 e + 3 2 1
=|l2'2+m) — +
H i) =2+ 2(2—|—rk)22—|—7‘l (2 +7p)?

3

n

_ +3 2 e+ 3 1
:||2’“z Yo ) [ (1= Lk E _
L. (2+7i) ( 22+m)) &S 2+m 22+m) HECETE

n n
o rp+ 1 2 re+ 3 1
=I]2 2+ - +
H ( i) 2(2+rk)i§:;2+m 22+ rE) (24 7E)?
e+l p T+ 3 1 ]
=2 '2+m) - +
H 0 122 +m)g—p  22+7K)  (247%)?
. 1)(2 3)(2 —2
:H2r1—1(2+m) [ (r + 1)( +27“k) P (rk+3)( +?“/;) }
22+re)?* q-p 2(2 + )
e+ 1 D
=][2 '@+ [2+r —7‘—1—4]
H (2+7‘k) ( k)q— (re+4)
1 2p — 4q9 — 6
:Hzri—1(2_’_m) rk+ <p g, % p)
. 22+7m) \q—p q—p

n
. 1 (2p—q 4g—6p 4q—6
2H2rz—1(2+”) Tk + p—q 49—6p 4q—0p
- 22+m) \g—p» 2p—q¢ q-—p

=0.
Since for any non-key edge x,yx, € E(H,,), 0 < k < n, we obtain that 7¢(e1) > 7¢(2kyx). Then
da(e1) > da(wryr), so dep(G) = mazeep@yda(e) = dale1) = p d
Corollary 3.11. For any rational number % < g < 1, p, q are positive integers, there exists a

planar graph G, such that dep(G) = g.
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4 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we show that all rational spanning tree edge dependences are constructible for
bipartite graphs, which completely solve the first conjecture of Kahl. For the second conjecture
of Kahl, we show that the conjecture is true for planar multigraphs. However, for (simple)
planar graphs, the conjecture is not true. We show that for any rational number p/q such that
p/q < 1/3, the dependence p/q is not constructible via planar graphs. On the other hand,
for 1/2 < p/q, we show that the dependence p/q is constructible via planar graphs. Thus, for
1/3 < p/q < 1/2, it still remains an open question whether the dependence p/q is constructible
with planar graphs. It deserves further discussing and studying in the future. What is more, it is
of special interest to determine the minimum rational number p/q such that p/q is constructible
via planar graphs. So we propose the following question.

Question. Which is the minimum rational number 0 < p/q < 1 such that p/q is constructible

via planar graphs?
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