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Abstract

Suppose that G is an unbalanced signed graph of order n with e(G) edges. Let p(G) be
the spectral radius of G, and KC, be the set of the unbalanced K,. In this paper, we prove
that if G is a K -free unbalanced signed graph of order n, then e(G) < @ —(n—3) and
p(G) < n — 2. Moreover, the extremal graphs are completely characterized.
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1 Introduction

The graph G is considered to be simple and undirected throughout this paper. The
vertex set and the edge set of a graph G will be denoted by V(G) and E(G). A signed
graph G = (G,0) consists a graph G, called the underlying graph, and a sign function
o: E(G) — {—1,+1}. The signed graphs firstly appeared in the work of Harary [10]. If all
edges get signs +1 (resp. —1), then G is called all positive (resp. all negative) and denoted

by (G, +) (resp. (G,—)). The sign of a cycle C of G is o(C) =[] () 0(€), whose sign is
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+1 (resp. —1) is called positive (resp. negative). A signed graph G is called balanced if all
its cycles are positive; otherwise it is called unbalanced. For more details about the notion
of signed graphs, we refer to [24].

Let U be a subset of the vertex set V(G) and Gy be the signed graph obtained from
G by reversing the sign of each edge between a vertex in U and a vertex in V(G) \U. We
say the signed graph Gy is switching equivalent to G, and write G ~ Gy. The switching
operation remains the signs of cycles. So if G is unbalanced, and Gy is also unbalanced.

For an n x n real symmetric matrix M, all its eigenvalues will be denoted by A\ (M) >
A(M) = -+ = M\(M), and we write Spec(M)={ (M), Ao(M),--- , \,(M)} for the spectra
of M. The adjacency matrix of a signed graph G of order n is an n x n matrix A(G) = (a;;).
If o(uv) = +1 (resp. o(uv) = —1), then a,, = 1 (resp. a,, = —1) and if u is not adjacent
to v, then a,, = 0. The eigenvalues of A(G) are called the eigenvalues of G, denoted by
M(G) = Xao(G) = --- = M\(G). In particular, the largest eigenvalue A;(G) is called the index
of G. The spectral radius of G is defined by p(G) = max {|)\Z(G)| : 1 < i < n}. Since, in
general, A(G) is not similar to a non-negative matrix, it may happen that —\,(G) > A (G).
Thus, p(G) = max {/\1(G), —)\n(G)}. For the diagonal matrix Sy = diag(sy, S2,- -, Sn), We
have A(G) = S;'A(Gy)Sy where s; = 1if i € U, and s; = —1 otherwise. Therefore, the
signed graphs G and Gy share the same spectra.

A graph may be regarded as a signed graph with all positive edges. Hence, the properties
of graphs can be considered in terms of signed graphs naturally. Moreover, there are some
special properties in terms of signed graphs. Such as Huang [11] solved the Sensitivity
Conjecture by the spectral properties of signed hypercubes. For the spectral theory of signed
graph, see [1,2,/13,/14] for details, where |2] is an excellent survey about some open problems
in the spectral theory of signed graphs.

Let F be a family of graphs. Graph G is F-free if G does not contain any graph in F
as a subgraph. The classical Turan type problem determines the maximum number of edges
of an n vertex F-free graph, called the Turdn number. Let 7T,.(n) be a complete k-partite
graph of order n whose partition sets have sizes as equal as possible. Turdn [18| proved that

T,(n) is the unique extremal graph of K, -free graph, which is regarded as the beginning

of the extremal graph theory. We refer the reader to [5,9,[23| for more results about Turan



G(s,1) Gi(a,b) G (1,n —4)

Figure 1: The signed graphs G(s,t), G1(a,b), and G}(1,n — 4)

number.

Theorem 1.1. [18] If G is a K,.1-free graph of order n, then
e(G) < e(T(n)),
with equality holding if and only if G = T,.(n).

In 2007, Nikiforov [16] gave a spectral version of the Turan Theorem for the complete
graph K,,1. In the past few decades, much attention has been paid to the search for the

spectral Turan Theorem such as [6,[8}21].

Theorem 1.2. [16] If G is a K,.1-free graph of order n, then

p(G) < p(T:(n)),
with equality holding if and only if G = T,.(n).

How about the Truan problem of signed graph? The discussions about the complete
signed graph kicked off. Let K5 be the set of the unbalanced K. Up to switching equivalence,
we have 35 = {H }, where H is the signed triangle with exactly one negative edge. Wang,
Hou, and Li [20] determined the Turdn number of IC3” and the spectral Turdn number of 15 .
The dashed lines indicate negative edges, and ellipses indicate the cliques with all positive

edges in Fig. 1 and 2.

Theorem 1.3. [20] Let G = (G, o) be a connected K5 -free unbalanced signed graph of order

n. Then
n(n —1)

e(G) < 5

_(n_2)7



with equality holding if and only if G ~ G(s,t), where s+t =mn—2 and s, t > 1 (see Fig.

1).

Theorem 1.4. [20] Let G = (G,0) be a connected K5 -free unbalanced signed graph of order
n. Then
. 1
p(G) < S(VAZ =8+ 1),

with equality holding if and only if G ~ G(l, n—3).

Let IC; be the set of the unbalanced K,. Up to switching equivalence, we have K, =
{H,, H,}, where H; is the signed K, with exactly one negative edge and H, is the signed
K4 with two independent negative edges. If G is a IC, -free signed graph of order n with

with equality holding if and only if G ~ (Kp,+).

maximum edges, then e(G) = —n(ng_l)

Therefore, we would focus the attention on K, -free unbalanced signed graphs. Let
g = {Gl<a7 b)a Gll(lan - 4)7 GQ(Ca d)7 G?)(la n— 5)7 G4(17 n— 5)7 G5(17 n— 5)}7

wherea+b=n—-3,a,b>0,and c+d=n—4, ¢, d > 1 (see Fig. 1 and 2). For any signed
graph G € G, we have G is IC; -free unbalanced, and

e(G) = @ —(n—3). (1)

If G is a K -free signed graph of order n with maximum spectral radius, then p(G) = n—1
with equality holding if and only if G ~ (K, +). Therefore, we would focus the attention
on K, -free unbalanced signed graphs. In Section 2, for any signed graph G € G, we will
prove that A\ (G) < n — 2, with equality holding if and only if G ~ G1(0,n — 3).

Among all unbalanced signed graph, Turan number of IC; will be determined in Theorem
, and spectral Turan number of I, will be determined in Theorem . Their proofs will

be presented in Section 3 and Section 4.

Theorem 1.5. Let G = (G,0) be a Ky -free unbalanced signed graph of order n (n > 7).

Then
n(n —1)

e(G) < =

_(n_3)7

with equality holding if and only if G is switching equivalent to a signed graph in G.



Gal(c, d) Gs(1,n —5) G4(1,n —5)

Figure 2: The signed graphs Ga(c,d), Gs(1,n — 5), G4(1,n — 5), and G5(1,n — 5).

Theorem 1.6. Let G = (G,0) be a K -free unbalanced signed graph of order n. Then

with equality holding if and only if G ~ Gl(O, n—3).

2 The indices of signed graphs in ¢

For any signed graph G in G, we will show that )\1(@) < n—2, with equality holding if and
only if G ~ Gl((), n — 3). The equitable quotient matrix technique and Cauchy Interlacing
Theorem are two main tools in our proof.

Let M be a real symmetric matrix with the following block form

Mll Mlm

Mml e Mmm

For 1 <i,j < m, let ¢;; denote the average row sum of M;;. The matrix @ = (g;;) is called
the quotient matrix of M. Moreover, if for each pair ¢, j, M;; has a constant row sum, then

Q is called a equitable quotient matrix of M.

Lemma 2.1. [/ Let Q be an equitable quotient matriz of matrix M. Then the matriz M
has the following two kinds of eigenvalues.

(1) The eigenvalues coincide with the eigenvalues of Q.

(2) The eigenvalues of M not in Spec(Q)) remain unchanged if some scalar multiple of
the all-one block J is added to block M;; for each 1 <i,7 < m.
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Furthermore, if M is nonnegative and irreducible, then \y(M) = A\ (Q).

Lemma 2.2. ||/ Let A be a symmetric matriz of order n with eigenvalues \y = Xg = -+ = A\,
and B be a principal submatriz of A of order m with eigenvalues py > o =
Then the eigenvalues of B interlace the eigenvalues of A, that is, \; = p; = Ap_mei for

1=1,---,m.

The clique number of a graph G, denoted by w(G), is the maximum order of a clique in
G. The balanced clique number of a signed graph G, denoted by wb(G’), is the maximum

order of a balanced clique in G.

Lemma 2.3. [19] Let G be a graph of order n. Then

1
A <(1———)n
@< (1)
Lemma 2.4. [29] Let G be a signed graph of order n. Then
. 1
wb(G)

Lemma 2.5. [17] Every signed graph G contains a balanced spanning subgraph, say H, which
satisfies M\ (G) < M\ (H).

Remark 2.6. [20] There is a switching equivalent graph Gu such that eigenvector @ of
A(Gy) corresponding to M (G) is non-negative. By the proof of [17, Theorem 3.1], the
balanced spanning subgraph H in Lemma may be obtained from Gy by removing all

negative edges.

Lemma 2.7. If G is a connected signed graph, then \(G) < M (G). Moreover, the equality
holds if and only if G is balanced.

Proof. Let Gy be a signed graph defined in Remark , and H be a spanning subgraph of
Gy by removing all negative edges and A\, (G) < A((H). Thus A(H) is a nonnegative matrix,

A(G) is a nonnegative irreducible matrix, and H is a subgraph of G. By Perron-Frobenius

Theorem, we know that A;(H) < M (G). So, M\(G) < \(G).

If \(G) = M\(G), then A\ (H) = M (G). By Perron-Frobenius Theorem, we know that
A(H) = A(G) and then H = G and Gy = (G, +), so G is balanced. If G is balanced, then

G ~ (G,+), and then \(G) = \(G). O



Recall that
G = {Gi(a,b), G1(1,n — 4), Ga(c,d), G3(1,n — 5), G4(1,n — 5), G5(1,n — 5)},
wherea+b=n—3,a,b>0,andc+d=n—4,c, d > 1.

Lemma 2.8. For any graph G in G, we have /\1(G) < n — 2, with equality holding if and
only if G ~ G1(0,n — 3).

Proof. We will complete the proof by showing the following five claims. Firstly, we claim
that A\ (G1(0,n —3)) =n — 2.

Claim 1. )\ (G1(0,n —3)) =n — 2.

Proof of Claim 1. For the signed graph Gl(O, n — 3), we give a vertex partition with V; =

{u}, Vo = {v}, Vs = {w} and V;, = V(G)\ {u, v, w}. Then the adjacency matrix A(G1(0,n —

3)) and its corresponding equitable quotient matrix ¢); are as following

0 -1 1 oT 0 -1 1 0
; -1 0 1 L 1 0 1 n-3
A(G1(0,n —3)) = e and Q; =
11 0 Im—3 0 n—3
0 j'n,—3 jn—3 (J - I)n,;), 0 1 1 n—4

By Lemma (1), the eigenvalues of @ are also the eigenvalues of A(G4(0,n — 3)). The

characteristic polynomial of @)y is
Py, (z) =(x—n+2)(x—1)(z+1)(x + 2).

Hence, A\ (Q1) = n—2. Add some scalar multiple of the all-one block .J to block of A(G4(0,n—

3)) and A(G1(0,n — 3)) becomes

o o o o
o o o o
o o o o
[e=]
S

—4in-3

By Lemma (2), there are n — 4 eigenvalues of G4(0,n — 3) contained in the spectra of
A;. Since Spec(A;)={—1"=31 0B}, we have A\ (G1(0,n —3)) = A\ (Q1) =n — 2. O



Next, we claim that A\ (G) < n — 2 for any graph G € G\ {G1(0,n — 3)}.
Claim 2. A\ (G4(a,b)) <n—2, 1 <a<b.

Proof of Claim 2. We prove that Claim by showing

n—3
2

n—3
2

M (G(] 1,7 D)< - <M(Gi(1,n—4) <n-—2.

Partition the vertices set of G (a,b) as Vi = {u}, Vy = {v}, Vs = {w}, Vi = N(u)\{v, w} and
Vs = N(v) \ {u, w}. Then the adjacency matrix A(G(a,b)) and its corresponding equitable

quotient matrix (Q2(a,b) are as following

0 -1 1 T oT 0 -1 1 a 0
-1 0 1 oT ik -1 0 1 0 b
AGy(a,b)=11 1 0o 47 T | and Qax(a,b)= |1 1 0 a b
Ja 0 ja (J—1I) Ty 1 0 1 a—1 b

| 0 g b Ja (J =1y 0 1 1 a b—1]

By Lemma (1), the eigenvalues of Q,(a,b) are also the eigenvalues of A(G4(a,b)). The
characteristic polynomial of Q2(a,b) is
Poyap)(z,a,b) =2° — (a+b—2)z* — (3a+3b+2)a” + (2ab — a — b — 4)2”
+ (5ab + 3a + 3b)x + 2ab + 2a + 2b + 2.

(2)

Add some scalar multiple of the all-one block J to block of A(G4(a,b)) and A(G4(a,b))

becomes ) )
0 0o 0o of of

0 0 0 of o

As=10 0 o oT oT

0 00 -1, 0

0 0 0 0 -]

By Lemma (2), there are n — 5 eigenvalues of Gl(a, b) contained in the spectra of As.
Since A1 (Q2(a, b)) > 0 and Spec(Ay)={—1""31 0B}, we have \;(G1(a,b)) = M\ (Q2(a,b)).
Noting that

P, ap (T, a,b) — Po,(a-1p11)(z,a — 1,0+ 1) = (b—a+1)(2z + 1)(z + 2),



then Po,ap) (2, a,0) > Po,a-1p+1)(z,a — 1,b+ 1) when z > —31. Hence, A\(Q2(a,b)) <
M (Qa(a — 1,04 1)). Thus, \(G1(a,b)) < \(Gi(a —1,b+1)), and then
: -3, n—3 ;
MG (|5 TP5=D) < - < Ma(Ga(ln = 4).

Now we will prove that A\ (Gy(1,n — 4)) < n — 2. By , we have

Poym-(,1,n = 4) = (2 + 2)ga(2),
where go(z) = z* — (n — 3)2® — (n — 1)a? + (3n — 11)x + 2n — 6. Note that, for n > 7,
g2(n —2) =2n* —11n+ 12 > 0.

To complete the proof, it suffices to prove that A\y(G1 (1,7 —4)) < n—2. In fact, by Lemmas

2.2] and 2.4) we have

Ag(Gl(l,n— )\1 Gl(l n — )—’U)
(1 walln—4)—v))(n_1)
(n —3) <n-—2.
Hence, A\ (G1(1,n —4)) <n —2. O

Claim 3. A\ (G} (1,n —4)) <n—2.

Proof of Claim 3. Partition the vertices set of G (1,n —4) as Vi = {u}, Vo = {v}, V3 =
{w}, Vi ={w} and V5 = N(v) \ {u, w}. The corresponding equitable quotient matrix ()3 of
A(G(1,n — 4)) is as following

[0 -1 1 -1 0o |
-1 0 1 0 n-—4
Qs=11 1 0 1 n-4
-1 0 1 0 n-4
(0 1 1 1 n-5]

Furthermore, by Lemma , we know that the A\ (G (1,n—4)) = A\;(Q3). The characteristic
polynomial of Q3 is Pg,(z) = xgs(x), where g3(z) = z* + (5 —n)a* + (7—3n)z* + (n — 5)x +
(4n — 12). Note that, for n > 7,

g3(n —2) =2n* —Tn +2 > 0.
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To complete the proof, it suffices to prove that )\Q(G’l(l, n—4)) <n—2. In fact, by Lemmas
and [2.4] we have

(G (1, —4)) < M(Gy(1,n —4) —v)

1
S (1 - wy(Gh(1,n — 4) — v)) (n=1)

= (n—nl)_(T;— 3) <n-—2.

Hence, \(G1(1,n —4)) <n—2. O
Claim 4. )\ (Gy(c,d)) <n—2, 1 <c<d.

Proof of Claim 4. We may consider the underlying graph Gs(c,d) for Ga(c,d) and we
prove that Claim by showing

n—4 n—4
2 J?[ 2

)\1(G2(L 1))<---<)\1(G2(1,n—5))<n—2.

Partition the vertices set of Ga(c,d) as Vi = {u}, Vo = {v}, V3 = {w, w1}, Vi = N(u) \
{v,w,w } and V5 = N(v) \ {u,w,w;}. Then the corresponding equitable quotient matrix

Q4(c,d) of A(Go(c,d)) is

[0 1 2 ¢ 0]
102 0 d
Qslc,d)=11 1 0 ¢ d
102 ¢c—1 d
01 2 ¢ d—1]

Since A(Gs(c,d)) is nonnegative and irreducible, we have A\ (A(Ga(c,d))) = M (Qu(c, d)) by
Lemma [2.1] The characteristic polynomial of Q4(c, d) is

Poseay(x,c,d) =2° + (2 — ¢ — d)a* — (4c + 4d + 4)2* + (2ed — 2¢ — 2d — 14)2?

+ (3cd + 5¢+ 5d — 13)x + 4c + 4d — 4ed — 4. (3)
Noting that

Poseay (@ ¢,d) — Poye—1.441)(r,c — 1,d+ 1) = (d — ¢+ 1)(22° + 3z — 4),

10



then Pg,(c—1,4+1)(z,¢c — 1,d + 1) < Py,ca(®,c,d) when z > 1. Hence, \(Q4(c,d)) <
M (Qa(c—1,d+1)). Thus, M\ (Ga(c,d)) < A(Ga(c—1,d+ 1)) and,

n;‘lJ’ (n;lm < oo < M(Ga(1,n —5)).

M (Ga(L
Noting that, by
Po,in-s)(z,1,n —5) = 2" 4+ (6 — n)a* + (12 — 4n)2® — 162° + (8n — 48)z,
then, for n > 7, we have
Po,in-5(n—2,1,n —5) =4n(n — 2)(n — 6) > 0.

To complete the proof, it suffices to prove that \o(Ga(1,n—5)) < n—2. In fact, by Lemmas
and [2.3] we have

)\Q(GQ(l,n — 5)) < )\1(G2<1,TL — 5) — U)

(" Sama ) Y

= (n _nD_(T;_ 4) <n-—2.

Therefore, we have A\(G2(1,n — 5)) < n — 2. By Lemma we have A\ (Gs(c,d)) <
)\1<G2(C, d)) <n-—2. ]

Claim 5. \(G;(1,n—5)) <n—2, i=3,4,5.

Proof of Claim 5. Write G;(1,n—5) as the underlying graph of G;(1,n —5) for i = 3,4, 5.
Noting that Go(1,n — 5) = G;(1,n — 5) for i = 3,4,5. Hence, by Lemma we have

M(Ci(1,n —5)) < M(Gi(L,n —5)) = Ai(Ga(L,n —5)) <n — 2. O

O

3 A proof of Turan number of X

Let G be an unbalanced signed graph of order n (n > 7). For any vertex v in V(G),
Neg(v) (or N(v)) is the set of the neighbors of v and Ng[v] = Ng(v) U {v} (or N[v]). For
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U CV(G), let G[U] be the subgraph induced by U. Let G be a IC; -free unbalanced signed
graph with maximum edges. In fact, G is connected. Otherwise, for some two vertices u and
v in distinct components, we add the edge uv to G. Then G + wv is a ICy -free unbalanced

signed graph with more edges than G, which is a contradiction.

Proof of Theorem [I.5. Let G bea IC; -free unbalanced signed graph with maximum edges.
Then G contains at least one negative cycle, and assume the smallest length of the negative
cycles is £. Since each signed graph in G is K -free and unbalanced, from we have

n(n —1)

e(G) > 5

—(n=3). (4)

If ¢ > 4, then G is IC5 -free. Noting that G is connected, by Theorem we have

n(n —1)
2

n(n —1)

e(G) < 5

—(n—2)< — (n —3),

which is a contradiction to (). Hence, assume that uwvwu is an unbalanced K3 with o(uv) =

—1 and o(uw) = o(vw) = +1. Suppose that e(G) = @—q. Since e(G) > "("271) —(n—3),

we have ¢ < n — 3. Now the proof will be divided into two cases.
Case 1. |[N(u)N N(v)| = 1.
Let N(u)\ {v,w} = {uy, - ,u.} and N(v) \ {u,w} = {v1,--- ,v}. Then, a+b < n—3.

In this case, we have

GIV(G)\ {u, v}]) + e(Gl{u, v}, V(G) \ {u, v}]) + 1

< (n_2)2(n_3)+(a+1)+(b+1)+1
g@—(n—(’i).

Hence, by we have e(G) = @ — (n — 3). Furthermore, G[V(G) \ {u,v}] is a clique
and a 4+ b = n — 3, namely each vertex in V(G) \ {u,v,w} is adjacent to u or v. Since the
switching operation remains the sign of cycles, any Gy is still IC; -free and unbalanced. We
may suppose o(uu;) = +1 for any 1 < i < a. Otherwise, we do switching operation at some
w;. Similarly, suppose o(vv;) = 41 for any 1 < j < b.

Without loss of generality, assume that a < b. The assumption n > 7 ensures that b > 2.

For any two vertices, say v; and v;, in N(v) \ {u,w}, we have G[{v,w,vi,vj}] ~ (K4, +).

12



Hence, o(wv;) = o(vw;) = 41 for 1 <i,5 < b, and then G[N(v) \ {u}] is a clique with all
positive edges.

If @ = 0, then G ~ Gy(0,n — 3). If a = 1, then G[{w,us,v;,v;}] ~ (K4, +) and
o(uyw) = o(uyy;) for 1 < i < b If o(uqw) = o(uyy;) = +1, then G ~ Gy(1,n — 4). If
o(uyw) = o(uv;) = —1, then G ~ G| (1,n — 4).

If a > 2, for any two vertices, say u; and u;, in N(u)\ {v,w}, we have G[{u, w, u;,u;}] ~
(K4, +). Hence, G[N (u)\{v}] is a clique with all positive edges. Noting that G[{w, u;, v;, v, }]
~ (K4, ), we have o(u;v;) = +1 for 1 <i < a and 1 < j < b. Therefore, G ~ G (a, b) with
a > 2.

Hence, in this case, G = G4(a,b) with a, b >0, a+b=n—3, or G = G”l(l,n —4).

Case 2. |[N(u)NN(v)| > 2.

Let N(u) N N(v) = {w,wy, -+ ,wr}, N[u] \ N[v] = {uy, -+ ,u.}, and N[v] \ N[u| =
{v1,-++ ,vq}. For any 1 < i < k, we claim that w is not adjacent to w;. Otherwise, suppose
that w is adjacent to w;. Since G[{u,v,w}] is an unbalanced K3, we have G[{u,v,w,w;}]
is an unbalanced K, which is a contradiction to the assumption that G is K -free and
unbalanced.

We further claim that each vertex of G is adjacent to the vertex w or v. Otherwise
suppose there are r vertices in V(G) \ (N(u) U N(v)). Then 3 + ¢+ d + k +r = n holds.
From the inequality

n—32q=2c+d+k+2r=n—3+r,
we have r = 0. Furthermore ¢ = ¢+ d+k =n — 3. Then G[V(G) \ {u, v, w}] is a clique and
w is adjacent to u; and v; for 1 <7< cand 1 < j < d.

We may suppose o(uw;) = o(vv;) = o(vw;) = +1for1 <i<e, 1 <j<d,and1 <t <k.
Without loss of generality, assume that 0 < ¢ < d. If ¢ = 0, then we may set G* = G{u},
namely, G* is obtained from G by a switching operation at the vertex u. Then in G*, we
have |N(u) N N(w)| = 1 and o(uw) = —1. Thus G* satisfies the condition of Case 1. Then
we have

o0y =e(c) ="V ()

and G ~ G* ~ Gy(a,b) or G"’l(l,n —4). Now suppose ¢ > 1, and we will distinguish two

subcases.

13



Subcase 2.1. [N(u) N N(v)| = 2.

Since k =1 and n > 7, we have d > 2. For any two vertices, say v; and v;, in N[v]\ Nu],
we have G[{v, w, v;,v;}] ~ (K4, +). Hence, o(wv;) = +1 for 1 <i < d and G[N[v] \ N[u]] is
a clique with all positive edges. Similarly, we have o(wyv;) = +1 for 1 < i < d.

If ¢ =1, then d = n — 5. Since the clique G[{w,u;, v, v;}] ~ (K4, +), we have o(ujw) =
o(uqv;), and similarly, we get o(ujw;) = o(ujv;). Thus o(wyw) = o(wyw;) = o(ujv;) for
1 < i< n—>5 Suppose o(uwy) = +1. If o(uyw) = o(uywy) = o(uv;) = +1, then
G ~ Go(1,n —5). If o(uyw) = o(uywy) = o(uyv;) = —1, then we do switching operation at
{u1} and G ~ Gg(l,n —5). Suppose o(uw;) = —1. If o(uyw) = o(ww;y) = o(uv;) = +1,
then G ~ G4(1,n—>5). If o(uyw) = o(uywy) = o(u1v;) = —1, then we do switching operation
at {u,} and G ~ G5(1,n — 5).

Now suppose ¢ > 2. For any two vertices, say u; and u;, in N[u]\N[v], then G[{u, w, u;, u;}]
~ (K4, +). Hence, o(wu;) = +1 for 1 < i < ¢, and then G[N[u] \ N[v]] is a clique
with all positive edges. Noting that G[{w,u;,v;,v;}] ~ (K4, +), then o(uw;) = +1 for
1 <i<cand 1< j <d By the fact that the cliques G[{wy,u;,v;,v,}] ~ (K4, +) and
Gl{u, wy,us,u;}] ~ (Ky,4), we have o(wyu;) = 41 for 1 < i < ¢ and o(uw,) = +1,
respectively. Therefore, G ~ G(c, d) in this subcase.

Subcase 2.2. |[N(u) N N(v)| > 3.

If ¢ = 1, then we may set G* = G{u}, namely, G* is obtained from G by a switch-
ing operation at the vertex u. Then in G*, we have |N(u) N N(w)| = 2, o(uw) = —1,
{wy,wy, - ,wp} = N[u] \ N[w], and {vy,---,v4} = N[w]\ N[u]. Thus G* satisfies the
conditions of Subcase 2.1. Hence, G ~ G* ~ Gs(k, d).

Now suppose ¢ > 2. The fact ¢ = n — 3 ensures that G[{wy,--- ,wy}] is a clique.
Noting that o(vw;) = +1, we have o(uw;) = —1 for 1 < t < k. Otherwise, if o(uw;) =
+1, then G[{u,v,wy,wy}] is an unbalanced K, which is a contradiction. Furthermore,
Gl{wy, -+ ,wy}] is a clique with all positive edges. Since G[{v, w, v;,v;}] ~ (K4, +), we have
o(wv;) = +1 and o(vju;) = +1 for 1 < ¢,5,t < d. Similarly, we have o(wu;) = +1 and
o(ujuy) = +1 for 1 <i,j,t < ¢. Since G[{w, u;,vj,v,}] ~ (K4, +), we have o(u;v;) = +1 for
1<i<cand1<j<d Considering the cliques G[{u,u;,w;,w;}] and G[{v,vi,wj,wt}],

we have o(vw;) = +1for 1 <i<dand 1 < j <k, and o(u;w;) = —1 for 1 <7 < ¢ and
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1 < j < k. While G[{wl, wa, Uy, v1}] is an unbalanced Ky, which is a contradiction. O

4 A proof of spectral Turan number of I,

Let G be a signed graph of order n. By the table of the spectra of signed graphs with at
most six vertices [3]|, we can check that Theorem is true for n < 6. Therefore, assume

that n > 7. The following celebrated upper bound of p(G) is very crucial for our proof.

Theorem 4.1. [12,|15] Let G be a graph of order n with the minimum degree § = 6(G) and
e =e(G). Then

0 —1+4++/8e—4on+ (6 +1)?
p(G) < v 5 O+r17
The negation of G (denoted by —G) is obtained by reversing the sign of every edge in G.

Obviously, the eigenvalues of —G are obtained by reversing the sign of the eigenvalues of G.

Proof of Theorem [[.6. Let G = (G,0) be a K -free unbalanced signed graph with max-
imum spectral radius. Since Gl(O, n — 3) is a K -free unbalanced signed graph, by Lemma
23

p(G) = p(G1(0,n —3)) =n — 2. (5)

We claim that p(G) = M(G). Otherwise p(G) = max{\i(G), = M(G)} = =\ (G).
Assume that G; = —G. Hence, \(G;) = =\ (G). Since G is K -free, we have w,(G4) < 3.
By Lemma [2.4] for n > 7, we have

(C) = —Ml(C) = M(Ca) < <1 _ wb<1cil)) n < gn <n-2,

which is a contradiction to ().

We claim that G is connected. Let @ = (x1,2,--- ,x,)7 be a unit eigenvector of A(G)
corresponding to )\1(@). Let vertices u and v be any two vertices belonging to distinct
components, then we construct a signed graph Gy = (G + uv, 03) with o5(e) = o(e) when

e € E(G). If zyx, > 0 (resp. z,z, < 0), then we take os(uv) = +1 (resp. og(uv) = —1).

Hence, by Rayleigh-Ritz Theorem we have
M(G2) = M (G) = 2T A(Gy)x — 2T A(G)x = 203 (wv) 2, > 0. (6)
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Since G is also K -free and unbalanced, we have A\(G2) < M(G). So, \(Ga) = M (G).
Furthermore, )\1(@2) = :L'TA(GQ):B holds, and then A(Gz)w = )\1(@2)33. From @, Tuly = 0

holds. Without loss of generality, suppose z, = 0. By A(G)x = A\ (G)z and A(Gy)z =
A1 (G)x, we have

and then
M (Go)zy = Z o(uw)x,, + o2(uv)x, = os(uv)x, = 0.

wEN, (v)
Hence, x, = 0. Then @ is a zero vector, which is a contradiction.

We claim that §(G) > 2. Otherwise there exits a vertex u with dg(u) = 1 and uwv ¢ E(G)
for some vertex v. Then we construct a signed graph G5 = (G 4+ uv,03). Noting that
dg,(u) = 2, Gy is still IC, -free unbalanced. Furthermore, we may obtain a contradiction as
above.

If e(G) < M) — (p — 2 , for the underlying graph G, by Theorem {4.1| we have
2

§— 14 +/3e(G) — 4on + (6 + 1)2

p(G) <

2
5= 14 /(U5 — (0 —2)) — 46 + (5 + 1)?
<

2

0 —1++/4n2 —4(6 4+ 3)n + 02 + 26 + 17
B 2

- §—1++/4n2 —4(5 +3)n+ 62+ 66 + 9
h 2

=n—2.

By Lemma , we have p(G) = M(G) < p(G) < n — 2, which is a contradiction to (3)).
Hence, e(G) > @ — (n — 3). By Theorem , we have e(G) = "("T_l) —(n—3) and G is
switching equivalent to a signed graphs in G. Noting that ,o(G) > n — 2, by Lemma , we

have G ~ G1(0,n — 3), and p(G) =n — 2. O
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