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Abstract

Chung, Füredi, Graham, and Seymour (JCTA, 1988) constructed an induced sub-

graph of the hypercube Qn with α(Qn) + 1 vertices and with maximum degree smaller

than ⌈√n⌉. Subsequently, Huang (Annals of Mathematics, 2019) proved the Sensitivity

Conjecture by demonstrating that the maximum degree of such an induced subgraph of

hypercube Qn is at least ⌈√n⌉, and posed the question: Given a graph G, let f(G) be

the minimum of the maximum degree of an induced subgraph of G on α(G)+1 vertices,

what can we say about f(G)? In this paper, we investigate this question for Cartesian

product of paths Pm, denoted by P k
m
. We determine the exact values of f(P k

m
) when

m = 2n + 1 by showing that f(P k
2n+1) = 1 for n ≥ 2 and f(P k

3 ) = 2, and give a

nontrivial lower bound of f(P k
m
) when m = 2n by showing that f(P k

2n) ≥ ⌈√βnk⌉. In

particular, when n = 1, we have f(Qk) = f(P k
2 ) ≥

√
k, which is Huang’s result. The

lower bounds of f(P k
3 ) and f(P k

2n) are given by using the spectral method provided by

Huang.

1 Introduction

We consider only simple and finite graph in this paper. For a graph G = (V,E) and a vertex

v ∈ V , write dG(v) for the degree of v, the maximum degree of G is ∆(G) = max{dG(v) :
v ∈ V }. For a subset S ⊆ V , write G[S] for the subgraph induced by S. Let α(G) be the

independence number of G, i.e. the maximum size of an independent set of G. Define

f(G) = min{∆(G[S]) : S ⊂ V (G) with |S| = α(G) + 1}.
∗Email address: xmhou@ustc.edu.cn (X. Hou)
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Let G and H be two graphs. The Cartesian product of graphs G and H, denoted by G�H,

is the graph with vertex set V (G) × V (H), in which two vertices, say (x1, x2) and (y1, y2),

are adjacent if and only if x1 = y1 and x2 is adjacent to y2 in H, or x2 = y2 and x1 is

adjacent to y1 in G. Write Gk = G�G� · · ·�G for the Cartesian product of k copies of

graph G. For example, the well known hypercube Qn = Kn
2 = K2�K2� · · ·�K2.

A signed graph (Γ, σ) of a graph G(V,E) is a graph with vertex set V and edge set

E, together with a map σ : E −→ {−1,+1}. The adjacent matrix of Γ is defined to be a

symmetric {0,±1} matrix A(Γ) = (aσij) with aij = σ(vivj). Clearly, A(Γ) is a matrix by

putting some minus on the adjacent matrix of G, we call it a signed matrix of G. For any

matrix A, define λi(A) as the i-th largest eigenvalue of A.

Chung et al. [2] provided a construction proof to show that f(Qn) ≤ √
n in 1988, and

Huang [9] proved that (Huang-Theorem) f(Qn) ≥ ⌈√n⌉ by defining a group of signed

graphs of Qn. Huang-Theorem is well known since then as the fact that it is equivalent

to the Sensitivity Conjecture (for readers interested, one can refer to two excellent surveys

provided by Hatami, Kulkarni, and Pankratov [7] and by Karthikeyan, Sinha, and Patil [10],

respectively). In [9], Huang also proposed the following interesting problem.

Question 1.1 (Huang, [9]). Given a “nice” graph G with high symmetry, what can we say

about f(G)? In particular, for which graphs, the method used in proving Huang-Theorem

would provide a tight bound?

There are some results in this flavor and some extensions of Huang’s Theorem, for

example, in [1, 12, 11] for Cayley graphs, Tikaradze [14] for the Cartesian product of oriented

cycles, Hong, Lai and Liu [8] for product of signed bipartite graphs. The Hamming graph

H(n, k) = Kn
k = Kk�Kk . . .�Kk is a natural extension of the hypercube Qn = Kn

2 , where

Kk is a complete graph on k vertices. Recently, Dong [3] extended the result of Chung et

al [2] to Hamming graph by showing that f(H(n, k)) ≤ ⌈√n⌉ for k ≥ 3. More recently,

Tandya [13] improved Dong’s result by showing that f(H(n, k)) = 1 for all k ≥ 3.

In this paper, we consider Question 1.1 when G = P k
m, the Cartesian product of paths

Pm, where Pm is a path on m vertices. The main result is the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let k ≥ 1 be an integer. Then

f(P k
m)



















= 2, m = 3

= 1, m = 2n + 1 ≥ 5

≥ ⌈√βnk⌉, m = 2n ≥ 2

,

where βn > 0 is a constant depending on n. In particular, β1 = 1.

Note that when n = 1, P k
2n = P k

2 = Qk and β1 = 1. Therefore, Huang-Theorem is a

direct corollary of Theorem 1.2.
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Corollary 1.3 (Huang [9]).

f(Pn
2 ) = f(Qn) ≥ ⌈√n⌉.

The rest of the article is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we give some preliminaries

and lemmas. We prove Theorem 1.2 in Section 3 when m is odd and in Section 4 when m

is even. We give some discussion and Remarks in the last section.

2 Preliminaries and lemmas

It will be convenient to view the vertices of path Pn as [n] := {1, 2, · · · , n}. So the vertices

of P k
n can be written as [n]k := [n] × · · · × [n]. Write u ∼ v if u and v are adjacent in P k

n

and u ≁ v, otherwise.

Definition 1. For a ∈ [n], define a map Qa
n,k+1 : [n]k −→ [n]k+1 with

Qa
n,k+1((x1, · · · , xk)) = (x1, · · · , xk, a).

The following is a simple observation from the definition of P k
n .

Proposition 2.1. Let u = (u1, . . . , uk), v = (v1, . . . , vk) ∈ [n]k be two vertices of P k
n . Then

u ∼ v in P k
n if and only if the 1-norm ||u− v||1 =

∑k
i=1 |ui − vi| = 1.

The following lemma shows that the map Qa
n,k+1 preserve the independence of its preim-

age.

Lemma 2.2. If I ⊆ [n]k is an independent set of P k
n , then Qa

n,k+1(I) is an independent set

of P k+1
n for all a ∈ [n].

Proof. Let u = (u1, · · · , uk, a) and v = (v1, · · · , vk, a) be two vertices in Qa
n,k+1(I). Then

u′ = (u1, · · · , uk), v′ = (v1, · · · , vk) ∈ I, i.e., u′ ≁ v′ in P k
n . By Proposition 2.1,

∑k
i=1 |ui −

vi| > 1. Hence,
∑k

i=1 |ui − vi| + |a − a| > 1. Therefore, (u1, · · · , uk, a) ≁ (v1, · · · , vk, a) in
P k+1
n .

Furthermore, we are likely to use the following theorems to build a bridge between the

maximum degree of graphs and the eigenvalues of a signed graph.

Lemma 2.3 (Cauchy Interlace Theorem [4]). Let A be a symmetric n × n matrix and B

be a m × m principle submatrix of A. If the eigenvalues of A are λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λn and the

eigenvalues of B are µ1 ≥ · · · ≥ µm, then for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

λi ≥ µi ≥ λn−m+i.
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Lemma 2.4 (Huang [9]). Suppose H is an m-vertex undirected graph, and A is a symmetric

matrix whose entries are in {0,±1} and whose rows and columns are indexed by V (H), and

whenever u and v are non-adjacent in H, Auv = 0. Then

∆(H) ≥ λ1(A).

Some properties about Cartesian product are also needed:

Lemma 2.5 (Germina et al. [5]). Let A be an n × n matrix and B be an m ×m matrix.

If the eigenvalues of A are λ1, . . . , λn and the eigenvalues of B are µ1, . . . , µm, then all

eigenvalues of Im ⊗A+B ⊗ In are {λi + µj , 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ m}.

Lemma 2.6 (Hammack et al. [6]). The Cartesian product graph G1�G2 is bipartite if and

only if G1 and G2 are bipartite.

As a direct corollary of Lemma 2.6, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.7. P k
n is a bipartite graph.

The following lemma shows that the non-zero eigenvalues of signed matrix of a bipartite

graph are pairwise symmetry with respect to 0.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that (Γ, σ) is a signed graph of a bipartite graph G. Then all of the

non-zero eigenvalues of A(Γ) are pairwise symmetry with respect to 0.

Proof. According to the definition of a bipartite graph and the adjacent matrix of a signed

graph, A = A(Γ) is symmetric and can be presented as A =

(

O B

BT O

)

if we relabel the

vertex of G. Suppose A has an eigenvalue λ 6= 0 and x = (x1, x2)
T ∈ R|V (G)| is one of its

eigenvector. Then

Ax = λx, i.e.







Bx2 = λx1

BTx1 = λx2

.

Now let x′ = (x1,−x2)
T . Then

Ax′ =

(

−Bx2

BTx1

)

=

(

−λx1

λx2

)

= −λx′,

i.e., −λ is also a non-zero eigenvalue of A.

Now, we determine the independence number α(P k
m).
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Definition 2. Let V1 = {i ∈ [m] : i ≡ 1 (mod 2)} ⊂ V (Pm). For k ≥ 2, we recursively

define

Vk = Q1
m,k(Vk−1) ∪Q2

m,k(Vk−1) ∪ · · · ∪Qm
m,k(Vk−1), if 2 ∤ m

or

Vk = Q1
m,k(Vk−1) ∪Q2

m,k(Vk−1) ∪ · · · ∪Qm
m,k(Vk−1), if 2 | m

where Vk−1 = [m]k−1 − Vk−1.

In fact, the vertex set Vk defined above is an independent set of P k
m.

Lemma 2.9. The vertex sets Vk and Vk are independent sets of P k
m, respectively. Moreover,

|Vk| =
⌈

mk

2

⌉

and
∣

∣Vk

∣

∣ =
⌊

mk

2

⌋

.

Proof. We just give the proof when m = 2n+1, the other case can be proved similarly. By

induction on k. When k = 1, V1 = {1, 3, . . . , 2n+1} and V1 = {2, 4, . . . , 2n} are independent

sets of P2n+1. The result holds trivially. Now assume that Vk−1 and Vk−1 are independent

sets of P k−1
2n+1 for k ≥ 2 and |Vk−1| = (2n+1)k−1+1

2 . Then |Vk−1| = (2n+1)k−1−1
2 . Therefore,

|Vk| = (n + 1) · |Vk−1|+ n ·
∣

∣Vk−1

∣

∣ =
(2n + 1)k + 1

2
.

According to Lemma 2.2, Qi
2n+1,k(Vk−1) and Qi

2n+1,k(Vk−1) are both independent sets of

P k
2n+1 for i ∈ [2n + 1]. Furthermore, for all 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ n + 1, there is no edge be-

tween Q2i−1
2n+1,k(Vk−1) and Q

2j−1
2n+1,k(Vk−1) since ||u − v||1 ≥ 2 for any u ∈ Q2i−1

2n+1,k(Vk−1)

and v ∈ Q
2j−1
2n+1,k(Vk−1). With similar reason there is no edge between Q2i

2n+1,k(Vk−1) and

Q
2j
2n+1,k(Vk−1), and between Q2i−1

2n+1,k(Vk−1) and Q2i
2n+1,k(Vk−1). Therefore, Vk is an inde-

pendent set of P k
2n+1.

With the same discussion, we have

Vk = Q1
2n+1,k(Vk−1) ∪Q2

2n+1,k(Vk−1) ∪ · · · ∪Q2n+1
2n+1,k(Vk−1)

is also an independent set of P k
2n+1 and

∣

∣Vk

∣

∣ = (n + 1) ·
∣

∣Vk−1

∣

∣+ n · |Vk−1| =
(2n + 1)k − 1

2
.

The following theorem shows that Vk, in fact, is a maximum independent set of P k
m.

Theorem 2.10. The independence number of P k
m is ⌈mk

2 ⌉.
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Proof. By Lemma 2.9, we have α(P k
m) ≥ |Vk| = ⌈mk

2 ⌉. Now we show that α(P k
m) ≤ ⌈mk

2 ⌉
by introduction on k. When k = 1, we are done from the fact that α(Pm) = ⌈m2 ⌉. Assume

that all vertex sets of V (P s
m) with more than ⌈ms

2 ⌉ vertices have two adjacent vertices for

1 ≤ s ≤ k − 1.

Now suppose V ⊆ V (P k
m) and |V | ≥ ⌈mk

2 ⌉+ 1. Define

V (a) = {(1, a), (2, a), · · · , (m,a)}, a ∈ [m]k−1.

Then V (a) induces a path with m vertices in P k
m. We write V (a) for P k

m[V (a)] for conve-

nience in the following. Note that

V (P k
m) =

⋃

a∈[m]k−1

V (a) and V (a) ∩ V (b) = ∅ for all distinct a, b ∈ [m]k−1.

If |V ∩ V (a)| ≤ ⌊m2 ⌋, for all a ∈ [m]k−1, then

|V | =
∑

a∈[m]k−1

|V ∩ V (a)| ≤ (m)k−1 ·
⌊m

2

⌋

<

⌈

mk

2

⌉

+ 1,

a contradiction. Thus there must exist a ∈ [m]k−1 with |V ∩ V (a)| ≥ ⌊m2 ⌋+ 1.

For m = 2n, such a V ∩ V (a) with |V ∩ V (a)| ≥ n + 1 cannot be an independent set

because α(V (a)) = n. Thus V is not an independent set of P k
2n and we have α(P k

2n) =

⌈mk

2 ⌉ = n(2n)k−1.

Now assume m = 2n+1. If there exists an a ∈ [2n+1]k−1 such that |V ∩ V (a)| ≥ n+2,

then there are two adjacent vertices in V ∩ V (a) because α(V (a)) = n + 1. Thus there

must exist a ∈ [2n + 1]k−1 with |V ∩ V (a)| = n + 1 and V ∩ V (a) is an independent

set of V (a), we assume that there are ℓ such a ∈ [2n + 1]k−1, say {a1, a2, . . . , aℓ}, i.e.

V ∩ V (at) = {(1, at), (3, at), · · · , (2n + 1, at)} for all t ∈ [ℓ]. Since

(2n+ 1)k + 1

2
+ 1 ≤ |V | =

∑

a∈[2n+1]k−1

|V ∩ V (a)|

≤ ℓ · (n + 1) + ((2n + 1)k−1 − ℓ) · n
= n(2n+ 1)k−1 + ℓ,

we have ℓ ≥ (2n+1)k−1+1
2 + 1. Define

Ṽ = {(1, a1), (1, a2), · · · , (1, aℓ)}.

Then Ṽ ⊆ V . Let U = {(1, a) : a ∈ [2n + 1]k−1}. Then G = P k
2n+1[U ] is an induced

subgraph of P k
2n+1 and G ∼= P k−1

2n+1. Note that |Ṽ | = ℓ ≥ (2n+1)k−1+1
2 + 1. By inductive

hypothesis, there are two vertices, say u = (1, ai) and v = (1, aj), such that u and v are

adjacent in G ⊆ P k
2n+1. Therefore, we have α(P k

2n+1) = |V | − 1 = ⌈ (2n+1)k

2 ⌉.
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3 Proof of Theorem 1.2 when m = 2n+ 1

Inspired by the construction of Vk in P k
2n+1, we define a vertex set in P k

2n+1 recursively with

size α(P k
2n+1) + 1.

Definition 3. Let

X1 = {2, 4, · · · , 2n} ∪ {1, 2n + 1} ⊆ V (P2n+1),

and, for k ≥ 2, define

Xk = Q1
2n+1,k(Xk−1) ∪Q2

2n+1,k(Xk−1) ∪ · · · ∪Q2n+1
2n+1,k(Xk−1).

We first show that |Xk| = α(P k
2n+1) + 1 = (2n+1)k+1

2 + 1.

Proposition 3.1. |Xk| = α(P k
2n+1) + 1 = (2n+1)k+1

2 + 1.

Proof. We prove by induction on k. When k = 1, we have |X1| = n + 2 = α(P 1
2n+1) + 1.

Now suppose that for k ≥ 2, |Xk−1| = α(P k−1
2n+1) + 1 = (2n+1)k−1+1

2 + 1. Then

|Xk| = (n+ 1) · |Xk−1|+ n ·
∣

∣Xk−1

∣

∣

= n · (2n+ 1)k−1 + |Xk−1|

= n · (2n+ 1)k−1 +
(2n + 1)k−1 + 1

2
+ 1

=
(2n + 1)k + 1

2
+ 1.

Next, we show that the induced subgraph P k
2n+1[Xk] minimizes the maximum degree

among the subgraphs induced by vertex set of size α(P k
2n+1) + 1.

Proposition 3.2. Let Hk = P k
2n+1[Xk]. Then

∆(Hk) =







2, if n = 1,

1, if n ≥ 2.

Proof. It sufficient to show that ∆(Hk) = ∆(Hk−1). Thus we have

∆(Hk) = ∆(Hk−1) = . . . = ∆(H1) = ∆(P2n+1[X1]) =







2, if n = 1,

1, if n ≥ 2,

as desired.
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Recall that

Xk = Q1
2n+1,k(Xk−1) ∪Q2

2n+1,k(Xk−1) ∪ · · · ∪Q2n+1
2n+1,k(Xk−1),

and

Xk = Q1
2n+1,k(Xk−1) ∪Q2

2n+1,k(Xk−1) ∪ · · · ∪Q2n+1
2n+1,k(Xk−1).

Let H ′
i = P i

2n+1[Xi]. By Proposition 2.1, E(Qi
2n+1,k(Xk−1), Q

j
2n+1,k(Xk−1)) = ∅ for all

i ∈ {1, 3, · · · , 2n+1} and j ∈ {2, 4, · · · , 2n}, and E(Qi
2n+1,k(Xk−1), Q

j
2n+1,k(Xk−1)) = ∅ for

all j 6= i and i, j ∈ {1, 3, · · · , 2n + 1}. Therefore, Hk only has edges in Qi
2n+1,k(Xk−1) and

in Q
j
2n+1,k(Xk−1). Hence we have

∆(Hk) = max{∆(Hk−1),∆(H ′
k−1)}.

Similarly, we have

∆(H ′
k) = max{∆(Hk−1),∆(H ′

K−1)}.

Thus ∆(Hk) = ∆(H ′
k) is true for all k ≥ 2 and hence ∆(Hk) = max{∆(Hk−1),∆(H ′

K−1)} =

∆(Hk−1) for all k ≥ 3. When k = 1, it can be checked directly by the definition of X1

that ∆(H1) = 1 > ∆(H ′
1) = 0. Therefore, ∆(H2) = max{∆(H1),∆(H ′

1)} = ∆(H1).

Consequently, we obtain that

∆(Hk) = ∆(Hk−1) = . . . = ∆(H1) =







2, if n = 1,

1, if n ≥ 2.

Combining Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.3. For n ≥ 2,

f(P k
2n+1) = 1.

By Proposition 3.2, we have f(P k
3 ) ≤ 2. Next, we show that 2 is also the lower bound

of f(P k
3 ) using the properties of signed matrices.

Definition 4. Let

A1 =







0 1 0

1 0 −1

0 −1 0







and for k ≥ 1, define

Ak+1 =







Ak I O

I −Ak −I

O −I Ak






.
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Clearly, Ak is a signed matrix of P k
3 , with order 3k.

Proposition 3.4. The matrix Ak has eigenvalue 0 with multiplicity 1, and the non-zero

eigenvalues are pairwise symmetric with respect to 0. The minimum positive eigenvalue of

Ak is
√
2.

Proof. The proof is by induction on k. When k = 1, the characteristic polynomial

PA1
(x) = det







x −1 O

−1 x 1

O 1 x






= x(x+

√
2)(x−

√
2).

The conclusion holds for k = 1. Now suppose the eigenvalues of Ak are

λ3k ≤ · · · ≤ λ 3k+3

2

= −
√
2 < λ 3k+1

2

= 0 <
√
2 = λ 3k−1

2

≤ · · · ≤ λ1.

Then the characteristic polynomial of Ak+1 is

PAk+1
(x) = det







xI −Ak −I O

−I xI +Ak I

O I xI −Ak






= det







xI −Ak −I xI −Ak

−I xI +Ak O

O I xI −Ak







= det







xI −Ak −2I O

−I xI +Ak O

O I xI −Ak






= det(xI −Ak) det

(

xI −Ak −2I

−I xI +Ak

)

= det(xI −Ak) det [(xI −Ak)(xI +Ak)− 2I] = det(xI −Ak) det
[

(x2 − 2)I −A2
k

]

=
3k
∏

i=1

(x− λi)
3k
∏

i=1

(x2 − 2− λ2
i ) =

3k
∏

i=1

(x− λi)

(

x+
√

2 + λ2
i

)(

x−
√

2 + λ2
i

)

.

Thus the eigenvalues of Ak+1 are

{λi,

√

2 + λ2
i ,−

√

2 + λ2
i : i = 1, · · · , 3k}.

By the induction hypothesis of λi, we know that the Ak+1 has eigenvalue 0 with multiplicity

1, the non-zero eigenvalues are pairwise symmetric with respect to 0 and the minimum

positive eigenvalue is λ 3k+1
−1

2

=
√
2.

Corollary 3.5. f(P k
3 ) ≥ 2.

Proof. By Theorem 2.10, α(P k
3 ) =

3k+1
2 . Choose arbitrarily an induced subgraph, say H,

of P k
3 , with

3k+3
2 vertices. Suppose the principle submatrix of H in Ak is B. Then by

Lemmas 2.4 and 2.3

∆(H) ≥ λ1(B) ≥ λ
3k− 3k+3

2
+1

(Ak) = λ 3k−1

2

(Ak) =
√
2.

Therefore, f(P k
3 ) ≥ ⌈

√
2⌉ = 2.
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.2 when m = 2n

We begin our proof by defining the signed matrices of P k
2n.

Definition 5. Let

A1 =































0 1 0 · · · · · · · · · 0

1 0 −1
. . . 0

0 −1 0
. . .

. . . 0
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

...

0 · · · · · · 1 0 −1 0

0 · · · · · · · · · −1 0 1

0 · · · · · · · · · 0 1 0































,

i.e.,

(A1)ij =



















1, if i = 2k − 1, j = 2k or i = 2k, j = 2k − 1, k ∈ [n],

−1, if i = 2k, j = 2k + 1 or i = 2k + 1, j = 2k, k ∈ [n− 1],

0, else.

For k ≥ 1, define

Ak+1 =





























Ak I

I −Ak −I

−I Ak I

. . .
. . .

. . .

I −Ak −I

−I Ak I

I −Ak





























.

Clearly, Ak is a block-tridiagonal signed graph of P k
2n. Let I(k) be a unit matrix with

odder (2n)k. It can be checked directly that A2
k = I(1)⊗A2

k−1 +A2
1 ⊗ I(k − 1).

Proposition 4.1. The eigenvalues of Ak are pairwise symmetric with respect to 0 and 0 is

not an eigenvalue of Ak.

Proof. According to Proposition 2.7, P k
2n is a bipartite graph. Then by Lemma 2.8, all of

its non-zero eigenvalues are pairwise symmetric with respect to 0. We prove by induction

on k that A2
k > 0 and thus 0 is not an eigenvalue of Ak.

When k = 1, we show that rank(A1) = 2n and thus 0 is not an eigenvalue of A1 and,

therefore, A2
1 > 0. Let a1, a2 . . . , a2n be the row vectors of A1 and k1, . . . , k2n ∈ R. Then
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we have

2n
∑

i=1

kiai = 0 ⇔ (k2, k1 − k3,−k2 + k4, · · · ,−k2n−1 + k2n, k2n−1) = 0

⇔ k1 = k3 = · · · = k2n−1 = 0 = k2 = k4 = · · · = k2n.

Thus a1, a2, . . . , a2n are linearly independent and thus rank(A1) = 2n.

For k > 1, since A2
1 > 0 and A2

k = I(1)⊗A2
k−1 +A2

1 ⊗ I(k − 1), we have A2
k > 0.

If we can find the minimum eigenvalue of A2
1, we can give the minimum eigenvalue of

A2
k by Lemma 2.5. In order to do this, we first give the characteristic polynomial of A2

1. To

begin with, we define some polynomials below:

Definition 6.

f0(x) = 1, f1(x) = x− 2; fk(x) = (x− 2)fk−1(x)− fk−2(x);

g0(x) = 1, g1(x) = x− 1; gk(x) = (x− 2)gk−1(x)− gk−2(x).

The following proposition can be checked from the definitions.

Proposition 4.2. (i) x− 2− gk−2

gk−1
= gk

gk−1
; x− 2− fk−2

fk−1
= fk

fk−1
.

(ii) gk = fk + fk−1, k ≥ 1.

Now we calculate the characteristic polynomial of A2
1.

Proposition 4.3. PA2
1
(x) = g2n(x).

Proof. Let ∆2n−2i(fi(x), gi(x)) = det

































gi+1(x)
gi(x)

0 1

0 fi+1(x)
fi(x)

0
. . .

1 0 x− 2
. . .

. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .

. . .
. . . x− 2 0 1
. . . 0 x− 2 0

1 0 x− 1

































.

Then
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det(xI −A2
1) = ∆2n(f0(x), g0(x)) = det

































x− 1 0 1

0 x− 2 0
. . .

1 0 x− 2
. . .

. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .

. . .
. . . x− 2 0 1
. . . 0 x− 2 0

1 0 x− 1

































= (x− 1)(x − 2)∆2n−2(f1(x), g1(x)) = g1(x)f1(x)∆2n−2(f1(x), g1(x))

= . . . = gn−2(x)fn−2(x)∆4(fn−2(x), gn−2(x))

= gn−2(x)fn−2(x) det













gn−1(x)
gn−2

0 1 0

0 fn−1(x)
fn−2(x)

0 1

1 0 x− 2 0

0 1 0 x− 1













= gn(x)fn−1(x)

(

fn(x)

fn−1(x)
+ 1

)

= gn(x)(fn(x) + fn−1(x)) = g2n(x).

Definition 7. Let βn be the minimum positive root of gn(x).

Proposition 4.4. The minimum positive eigenvalue of Ak is

λ 1

2
(2n)k (Ak) =

√

kβn.

Proof. According to Proposition 4.3, βn is the minimum positive eigenvalue of A2
1. By

Proposition 4.1, A2
1 > 0. Thus βn is the minimum eigenvalue of A2

1. Note that A2
k =

I(1)⊗A2
k−1 +A2

1 ⊗ I(k− 1). By Lemma 2.5 and an inductive argument on k, we have kβn

is the minimum eigenvalue of A2
k. Since Ak has no eigenvalue 0 and the eigenvalues of Ak

are pairwise symmetric with respect to 0, the 1
2(2n)

k-th eigenvalue is the minimum positive

one of Ak. Therefore, we obtain that λ 1

2
(2n)k(Ak) =

√
kβn.

Finally, we obtain our main result:

Corollary 4.5. f(P k
2n) ≥ ⌈√kβn⌉.

Proof. Choose arbitrarily a vertex set V with 1
2(2n)

k + 1 vertices and let H = P k
2n[V ].

Suppose the signed graph of H corresponding to Ak is B. By Lemmas 2.4 and 2.3, we have

∆(H) ≥ λ1(B) ≥ λ 1

2
(2n)k(Ak) =

√

kβn.
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Thus f(P k
2n) ≥ ⌈√kβn⌉, where βn, a positive constant depending on n, is the minimum

positive root of gn(x).

5 Discussion and Remarks

In this note, we determine the exact value of f(P k
2n+1) and provide a lower bound of f(P k

2n),

but we are not sure whether the lower bound f(P k
2n) ≥ ⌈√kβn⌉ is tight for n ≥ 3. We leave

this as a problem. Another interesting problem proposed by Huang (oral communication):

Question 5.1. Given a graph G, let fk(G) be minimum of the maximum degree of the

induced subgraph with α(G) + k vertices, what can we say about fk(G)?
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