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Abstract

For a graph G, the Mostar index of G is the sum of |nu(e) - nv(e)| over all edges

e = uv of G, where nu(e) denotes the number of vertices of G that have a smaller

distance in G to u than to v, and analogously for nv(e). We determine all the graphs

that maximize and minimize the Mostar index respectively over all trees in terms

of some fixed parameters like the number of odd vertices, the number of vertices of

degree two, and the number of pendent paths of fixed length.
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1 Introduction

Let G be a simple connected graph with vertex set V (G) and edge set E(G). The distance

between u and v in G is the least length of the path connecting u and v and is denoted

by dG(u, v).

A molecular graph is a simple graph such that its vertices correspond to the atoms and

the edges to the bonds of a molecule. A topological index of G is a real number related to
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†Corresponding author E-mail: shjxu@lzu.edu.cn
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G. They are widely used for characterizing molecular graphs, establishing relationships

between the structure and properties of molecules, predicting the biological activity of

chemical compounds, and making their chemical applications.

Doslić et al. [8] introduced a bond-additive structural invariant as a quantitative

refinement of the distance non-balancedness and also a measure of peripherality in graphs,

named the Mostar index. For graph G, the Mostar index is defined as

Mo(G) =
∑

e=uv∈E(G)

ψ(uv),

where ψ(uv) = |nu − nv|, and nu denotes the number of vertices of G closer to u than to

v and nv is the number of vertices closer to v than to u.

Finding extremal (maximum and minimum) graphs either for the whole class of graphs

of certain fixed order or within some sub-classes of these graphs is an important line of

research and has received much attention. For example, Doslić et al. [8] determined all

the graphs that maximize and minimize the Mostar index among all trees and unicyclic

graphs. Tepeh [18] obtained the graphs having the smallest and largest Mostar index over

all bicyclic graphs. Hayat and Zhou [13] determined the n-vertex cacti with the largest

Mostar index, and obtained a sharp upper bound for the Mostar index among cacti of

fixed order and cycles, and characterized the extremal graphs. In [14], Hayat and Zhou

identified all the graphs that minimize and/or maximize the Mostar index among all trees

with fixed parameters like the maximum degree, the diameter, and the number of pendent

vertices. Hayat and Xu [12] investigated the lower bound on the Mostar index in tricyclic

graphs, and characterized the graphs that attain the bound. Deng and Li [4] obtained

those trees with a fixed degree sequence having the largest Mostar index. In [5], Deng and

Li studied the extremal problem for the Mostar index among trees with a given number

of segments sequence. In [6], Deng and Li determined the greatest Mostar index over all

chemical trees of fixed order, and the least Mostar index among trees with fixed order

and diameter. Liu and Deng [16] obtained the maximum Mostar index among unicyclic

graphs with a given diameter. More related work about the Mostar index can be found

in [1, 2, 3, 7, 9, 15, 17, 19, 20] and the references cited therein.

To have a full understanding of the relationship between the Mostar index and the

structural properties of the graphs. In this paper, we further consider the Mostar index

among trees in terms of some other fixed parameters, and more precisely, we identify all
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the graphs that maximize and minimize the Mostar index among n-vertex trees with fixed

parameters like the number of odd vertices, the number of vertices of degree two, and the

number of pendent paths of fixed length.

2 Preliminaries

For v ∈ V (G), NG(v) denotes the set of vertices that are adjacent to v in G. The degree

of v ∈ V (G), denoted by dG(v), is the cardinality of NG(v). Suppose e is an edge and x, y

are two non-adjacent vertices of G. Then G− e is the subgraph of G obtained by deleting

the edge e and G+xy is a graph obtained from G by adding an edge connecting x, y. The

graph formed from G by deleting a vertex v ∈ V (G) (and its incident edges) is denoted

by G − v. The diameter of G is the largest distance between any two vertices of G. A

path P = u0u1 · · ·ur with r ≥ 1 in a graph G is called a pendent path of length r at ur, if

dG(u0) = 1, dG(ur) ≥ 2, and if r ≥ 2, dG(ui) = 2 for 1 ≤ i ≤ r−1. Particularly, a pendent

path of length one at v is just a pendent edge at v. A pendent vertex is a vertex of degree

one. A vertex is called an odd (resp. even) vertex if its degree is odd (resp. even). A

vertex in a tree with a degree of at least three is known as a branch vertex. A vertex is

called an internal vertex if its degree is of at least 2. A tree whose all internal vertices have

degree of at least three is called a series-reduced tree or a homeomorphically irreducible

tree [10, 11]. By Sn and Pn we denote the star and path on n vertices, respectively. A

caterpillar is a tree for which there exists some fixed path with every vertex either on the

path or adjacent to a vertex on the path (the path is called the spine of the caterpillar).

Note that Sn and Pn are caterpillars.

Theorem 2.1. [8] Among all trees of order n, Sn (resp. Pn ) is the unique tree with

maximum (resp. minimum) Mostar index.

Let G be a graph with a cut edge e = uv, and let G/e be the graph obtained from G

by contracting the edge e into a new vertex w such that it is adjacent to each vertex in

NG(u) ∪NG(v) \ {u, v} and then attaching a pendent edge at w.

Lemma 2.1. [8] Let G be a graph with a cut edge e. If e is not a pendent edge, then

Mo(G/e) > Mo(G).
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Let G be a nontrivial graph with u ∈ V (G). For two nonnegative integers ℓ and m,

let Gu;ℓ,m be the graph obtained from G by attaching two pendent paths of length ℓ and

m, respectively at u. In particular, Gu;0,0 = G and Gu;ℓ,0 is obtained from G by attaching

a pendent path of length ℓ.

Lemma 2.2. [8] Let G be a nontrivial graph with u ∈ V (G). If ℓ ≥ m ≥ 1, then

Mo(Gu;ℓ,m) > Mo(Gu;ℓ+1,m−1).

Lemma 2.3. [13] Let G be a graph of order n with a cut edge e = uv. Then ψG(e) ≤

(n− 2) with equality if and only if e = uv is a pendent edge.

Lemma 2.4. [14] Let T be a tree with x, y ∈ V (T ). Suppose that x1, . . . , xs and y1, . . . , yt

are pendent vertices adjacent to x and y, respectively. Let x′ and y′ be respectively the

neighbors of x and y in the path connecting x and y. Let T ′ = T − {xxi : i = 1, . . . , s}+

{x′xi : i = 1, . . . , s}, and T ′′ = T − {yyi : i = 1, . . . , t} + {y′yi : i = 1, . . . , t}. Then

Mo(T ) < max{Mo(T ′),Mo(T ′′)}.

For 3 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, let Sn,r be the tree consisting of r pendent paths of almost equal

lengths i.e., t pendent paths of length ⌊n−1
r
⌋+ 1 and r− t pendent paths of length ⌊n−1

r
⌋

at a common vertex with t = n− 1− r⌊n−1
r
⌋. Particularly, Sn,n−1 = Sn, and Sn,2 = Pn.

Theorem 2.2. [14] Let T be a tree of order n with r pendent vertices, where 3 ≤ r ≤ n−2,

with maximum Mostar index. Then T ∼= Sn,r.

Corollary 2.1. If 2 ≤ r ≤ n− 2, then Mo(Sn,r) < Mo(Sn,r+1).

Proof. Let u be a vertex in Sn,r with degree r and uv be an edge in the longest path of

Sn,r, where if r = 2, u is any vertex of degree two and uv is in the longer sub-path with a

terminal vertex u. By Lemma 2.1, Mo(Sn,r/uv) > Mo(Sn,r). Note that Sn,r/uv is a tree

of order n with r + 1 pendent vertices. By Theorem 2.2, Mo(Sn,r/uv) ≤ Mo(Sn,r+1). It

follows that Mo(Sn,r) < Mo(Sn,r+1).

Let Tz(di1, di2, ..., diz) be the caterpillar of order n such that v1v2 · · · vz is the spine of

Tz(di1, di2 , . . . , diz), where the degree of vj is dij with j = 1, 2, . . . , z.

Lemma 2.5. [4] Let T be a tree with degree sequence (d1, d2, ..., dz), where d1 ≥ d2 ≥ · · · ≥

dz ≥ 2, z ≥ 2 such that T minimizes the Mostar index. Then T ∼= Tz(di1 , di2, . . . , diz),

where di1 ≥ di2 ≥, . . . ,≥ dis and dis+1
≤ dis+2

≤, . . . ,≤ diz for some s ∈ {1, 2, . . . , z − 1}.
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Lemma 2.6. Let T be a tree with a longest path Pr = v0v1 · · · vr. Let {vi−1, vi+1, u1, . . . , ut},

where t ≥ 1 be the neighbours of a vertex vi ∈ Pr (1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1). Suppose that n0

(resp. nr) be the order of the components of T − E(P ) containing v0 (resp. vr). Let

T ′ = T −{viuj : 1 ≤ j ≤ c}+ {v0uj : 1 ≤ j ≤ c}, where 1 ≤ c ≤ t. If nr ≥ n0+ dT (vi, v0),

then Mo(T ′) < Mo(T ).

Proof. Note that nr ≥ n0 + dT (vi, v0), we have n0 + dT (vi, v0) ≤
n
2
. Let s = dT (vi, v0) and

let z0 . . . zs be the path from vi to v0, where z0 = vi and zs = v0. Let n′
c be the number

of vertices of the components of T − vi containing one of u1, . . . , uc. For k = 0, . . . , s,

we have n0 + s − k < min{n0 + n′
c + s − k, n − (n0 + n′

c + s − k)} ≤ n
2
, implying that

ψT (zk−1zk) = |(n0+s−k)−(n−(n0+s−k))| > |n0+n
′
c+s−k−(n−(n0+n

′
c+s−k))| =

ψT ′(zk−1zk). Therefore, Mo(T ) −Mo(T ′) =
∑s

k=1 ψT (zk−1zk) −
∑s

k=1 ψT ′(zk−1zk) > 0,

i.e., Mo(T ) > Mo(T ′).

For a, b ≥ 0 with 2(a + b) ≤ n − 1, let Cn,a,b be the tree obtained from the path

Pn−a−b = v1v2 . . . vn−a−b by attaching a pendent vertex ui to vi for each i with 2 ≤ i ≤ a+1

and each i with n− a− 2b ≤ i ≤ n− a− b− 1. In particular, Cn,0,0 = Pn .

Lemma 2.7. Let a and b be positive integers with a ≥ b+2 and 2(a+ b) ≤ n− 3. Then,

Mo(Cn,a−1,b+1) < Mo(Cn,a,b).

Proof. Let P1,n−a−b be the path from v1 to vn−a−b. Let T = Cn,a,b, and T ′ = T −

va+1ua+1+ vn−a−2b−1ua+1. Then, T
′ ∼= Cn,a−1,b+1. From T and T ′, one has ψT (e) = ψT ′(e)

for each e ∈ T \ E(Pa+1,n−a−2b−2). If 2a ≤ n
2
, then 2b + 2 < 2a ≤ n

2
, and otherwise,

2b+2 < n−2a < n
2
. Then Mo(T )−Mo(T ′) = |2b+2− (n−2b−2)|− |2a− (n−2a)| > 0.

Thus Mo(T ′) < Mo(T ), implying that Mo(Cn,a−1,b+1) < Mo(Cn,a,b).

3 Mostar index and the number of odd vertices

For integers n and k with 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊n
2
⌋, let O(n, k) be the set of trees of order n with 2k

odd vertices.

Theorem 3.1. Let T be in O(n, k), where 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊n
2
⌋ with maximum Mostar index.

Then T ∼= Sn,2k, where if k = n
2
, then Sn,n = Sn.
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Proof. The case k = 1 is trivial as in this case, T ∼= Sn,2 = Pn.

If k = ⌊n
2
⌋, then Sn,2⌊n

2
⌋ = Sn ∈ O(n, k), and so the result follows by Theorem 2.1.

Suppose that 2 ≤ k < ⌊n
2
⌋, i.e., 4 ≤ 2k ≤ n−2. Let r be the number of pendent vertices

of T , then r ≤ 2k. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.1, Mo(T ) ≤ Mo(Sn,r) ≤ Mo(Sn,2k)

with equalities if and only if T ∼= Sn,r and r = 2k, i.e., T ∼= Sn,2k.

Theorem 3.2. Let T be in O(n, k), where 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊n
2
⌋ with minimum Mostar index.

Then T ∼= Cn,⌈k−1

2
⌉,⌊k−1

2
⌋.

Proof. Let T ∈ O(n, k) such thatMo(T ) is as small as possible. Suppose that (d1, d2, ..., dz)

is the degree sequence of T , where d1 ≥ d2 ≥ ... ≥ dz ≥ 2, z ≥ 2. Then by Lemma 2.5,

T ∼= Tz(di1, di2, ..., diz), where di1 ≥ di2 ≥, ...,≥ dis and dis+1
≤ dis+2

≤, ...,≤ diz for some

s ∈ {1, 2, ..., z − 1}.

The case k = 1 is trivial. Suppose that k ≥ 2. Since T is a caterpillar, let P =

v0v1 · · · vrvr+1 be the spine of T . We claim that the maximum odd degree of T is exactly

3. Otherwise, there exist a vertex vi (1 ≤ i ≤ r) such that dT (vi) = 2t + 1, where t ≥ 2.

Let u1, ..., u2t−1 be the neighbors of vi outside P in T . Let T ′ be the tree obtained from T

by deleting the pendent vertex u2t−1 and the edges viu1, viu2, ..., viu2t−2, splitting vi into

two adjacent vertices v′i and v
′′
i , joining viu1, . . . , viu2t−3 to v′i and u2t−2 to v′′i . Obviously,

T ′ ∈ O(n, k). We denote by e1, e2, ...er−1 (resp. f1, f2, ...fr ) the consecutive edges in the

spine P = v1 · · · vi · · · vr of T (resp. P = v1 · · · v
′
iv

′′
i · · · vr of T ′). Note that the number of

pendent edges in T is |E(T )| − (r− 1) = n− r, and the number of pendent edges in T ′ is

|E(T ′)| − r = n− 1− r.

From T and T ′, one has ψT (ej) = ψT ′(fj) for any j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , i − 1}, and ψT (eℓ) =

ψT ′(fℓ+1) for any ℓ ∈ {i, i+1, ..., r− 1}. Then Mo(T )−Mo(T ′) = (n− 2)(n− r)− ((n−

2)(n−r−1)+ψT ′(fi)) = (n−2)−ψT ′(fi) > 0. By Lemma 2.3, we haveMo(T ′) < Mo(T ),

a contradiction. Thus, the maximum odd degree of T is exactly 3.

If k = n
2
i.e., 2k = n, then by Proposition 2.5, T ∼= Cn,⌈k−1

2
⌉,⌊k−1

2
⌋.

Suppose that k < n
2
. Then there is at least one even vertex in T . We claim that all

the even vertices have a degree exactly 2. Otherwise, for some vi (1 ≤ i ≤ r), we have

dT (vi) = 2t such that NT (vi) = {vi−1, vi+1, u1, . . . , u2t−2}, where t ≥ 2. Suppose that n1

(resp. n2) be the order of the components of T − vi containing v0 (resp. vr+1). Assume

that n1 ≤ n2. Let T
′′ = T −{viu3+ v0u3}, where v0 is the pendent vertex in T . Note that

in T ′′ the degree of vi is odd and the degree of v0 is even, implying that T ′′ ∈ O(n, k). By

6



Lemma 2.6, Mo(T ′′) < Mo(T ), a contradiction. Thus, all the even vertices in T have a

degree exactly 2.

Consequently, T is a tree with exactly n− 2k vertices of a degree 2. Note that T is a

caterpillar, therefore the number of pendent vertices in T is k + 2. Let t be the numbers

of vertices of a degree 3 in T . The relation
∑

v∈V (G) dT (v) = 2|E(T )| = 2(n − 1) gives

that k+2+ 2(n− 2k) + 3t = 2n− 2, so t = k− 1. Therefore, the degree sequence of T is

(3, ..., 3
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k-1

, 2, ..., 2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n-2k

, 1, ..., 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k+2

). By Lemma 2.5, T ∼= Cn,a,b, for some a, b with a + b = k − 1. By

Lemma 2.7, T ∼= Cn,⌈k−1

2
⌉,⌊k−1

2
⌋.

Let T be a tree of order n with k branch vertices. Let s be the number of pendent

vertices in T . Then s + 2(n − s− k) + 3k ≤ 2(n− 1), i.e., s ≥ k + 2. This implies that

2k + 2 ≤ k + s ≤ n, and thus, k ≤ n
2
− 1

Corollary 3.1. Let T be a tree of order n with k branch vertices, where 0 ≤ k ≤ n
2
− 1

with minimum Mostar index. Then T ∼= Cn,⌈k
2
⌉,⌊k

2
⌋.

Proof. Let T be a tree of order n with k branch vertices such that Mo(T ) is as small as

possible. If k = 0, then T ∼= Pn and it is trivial.

Suppose that k ≥ 1. Let (d1, d2, . . . , dz) be the degree sequence of T , where d1 ≥ d2 ≥

· · · ≥ dz ≥ 2, z ≥ 2. Then by Lemma 2.5, T ∼= Tz(di1, di2, ..., diz), where di1 ≥ di2 ≥, ...,≥

dis and dis+1
≤ dis+2

≤, ...,≤ diz for some s ∈ {1, 2, ..., z − 1}.

Since T is a caterpillar, let P = v0v1 . . . vr be the spine of T . Let ∆ be the maximum

degree of T . We claim that ∆ = 3. Suppose that ∆ ≥ 4, then for some vi ∈ V (T ), where

(1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1) such that NT (vi) = {vi−1, vi+1, u1, . . . , u∆−2}. Suppose that n1 (resp.

n2) be the order of the components of T − vi containing v0 (resp. vr). Without loss of

generality, we assume that n1 ≤ n2. Let T ′ = T − {viu1 + v0u1}, where v0 is a pendent

vertex of T . Obviously, T ′ is a tree of order n with k branch vertices. By Lemma 2.6,

Mo(T ′) < Mo(T ), a contradiction. Thus, ∆ = 3. Let s be the number of pendent vertices

in T . As s + 2(n − s − k) + 3k = 2(n − 1), we have s = k + 2, and thus T is a tree of

order n with 2k + 2 odd vertices. By Theorem 3.2, we have T ∼= Cn,⌈k
2
⌉,⌊k

2
⌋.

Let O2n be the set of all trees with 2n vertices, which are all odd. By Theorem 2.1

and Theorem 3.2, we have the following result.

Theorem 3.3. Let T be in O2n, with maximum (resp. minimum) Mostar index. Then

T ∼= S2n (resp. T ∼= C2n,0,n−1).
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4 Mostar index and the number of vertices of degree

two

For integers n and t with 0 ≤ t ≤ n − 2, let E(n, t) be the set of trees of order n with

t vertices of degree two. Note that E(n, n − 2) = {Pn} and E(n, n − 3) = ∅. So we only

consider the trees in E(n, t) with 0 ≤ t ≤ n− 4.

Theorem 4.1. Let T be in E(n, t), where 0 ≤ t ≤ n − 4 with maximum Mostar index.

Then T ∼= Sn,n−t−1.

Proof. Let T ∈ E(n, t) such that Mo(T ) is as large as possible.

If t = 0, then Sn,n−1 = Sn ∈ E(n, t), so the result follows by Theorem 2.1.

Suppose that t ≥ 1. We claim that T contains exactly one vertex having degree at

least 3. Otherwise, T contains two vertices, say u, v having degree at least 3. Suppose

that u1, . . . , ux and v1, . . . , vy be the pendent vertices adjacent to u and v, respectively.

Let u′ (resp. v′) be the neighbor of u (resp. v) in the path connecting u and v. Let T ′ =

T − {uui : i = 1, . . . , x}+ {u′ui : i = 1, . . . , x}, and T ′′ = T − {vvi : i = 1, . . . , y}+ {v′vi :

i = 1, . . . , y}. Then by Lemma 2.4, Mo(T ) < max{Mo(T ′),Mo(T ′′)}, a contradiction.

Thus, T contains exactly one vertex having degree at least 3. Let z be the number

of pendent vertices of T , then z ≤ n − t − 1. By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.1, we

have Mo(T ) ≤ Mo(Sn,z) ≤ Mo(Sn,n−t−1) with equalities if and only if T ∼= Sn,z and

z = n− t− 1, i.e., T ∼= Sn,n−t−1.

For a, b ≥ 0 with 2(a + b) ≤ n − 5, let Fn,a,b be the tree obtained from the path

Pn−a−b−2 = v1v2 · · · vn−a−b−2 by attaching a pendent vertex u1 to v2, and then attaching

pendent vertex ui to vi for each i with 2 ≤ i ≤ a+2 and each i with n− a− 2b− 2 ≤ i ≤

n− a− b− 3.

Lemma 4.1. For a ≥ b ≥ 1 and 2(a+ b) < n− 5, we have Mo(Fn,a−1,b+1) < Mo(Fn,a,b).

Proof. Let P1,n−a−b−2 be the path from v1 to vn−a−b−2. Let T = Fn,a,b, and T ′ = T −

va+2ua+2 + vn−a−2b−3ua+2. Then T
′ ∼= Fn,a−1,b+1. From T and T ′, one has ψT (e) = ψT ′(e)

for each e ∈ T \E(Pa+2,n−a−2b−4). If 2a+3 ≤ n
2
, then 2b+2 < 2a+3 ≤ n

2
, and otherwise,

2b+2 < n− 2a− 3 < n
2
. Then Mo(T )−Mo(T ′) = |2b+2− (n− 2b− 2)| − |2a+3− (n−

2a− 3)| > 0. Thus Mo(T ′) < Mo(T ), implying that Mo(Fn,a−1,b+1) < Mo(Fn,a,b).

8



Theorem 4.2. Let T be in E(n, t), where 0 ≤ t ≤ n− 4 with minimum Mostar index.

(i) If n−t = 5, then T ∼= Fn,0,0. If n−t is odd and at least 7, then T ∼= Fn,⌈n−t−5

4
⌉−1,⌊n−t−5

4
⌋+1.

(ii) If n− t is even, then T ∼= Cn,⌈n−t
4

− 1

2
⌉,⌊n−t

4
− 1

2
⌋.

Proof. Let T be in E(n, t) such that Mo(T ) is as small as possible. Suppose that

(d1, d2, ..., dz) be the degree sequence of T , where d1 ≥ d2 ≥ ... ≥ dz ≥ 2, z ≥ 2.By lemma

2.5, T ∼= Tz(di1, di2 , ..., diz), where di1 ≥ di2 ≥, ...,≥ dis and dis+1
≤ dis+2

≤, ...,≤ diz for

some s ∈ {1, 2, ..., z − 1}.

Since T is a caterpillar, let P = v0v1 · · · vr be the spine of T . Let ∆ be the maximum

degree of T . We claim that ∆ ≤ 4. Suppose that ∆ ≥ 5, then for some vi ∈ V (T ), where

(1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1) such that NT (vi) = {vi−1, vi+1, u1, . . . , u∆−2}. Suppose that n1 (resp. n2)

be the order of the components of T − vi containing v0 (resp. vr). Assume that n1 ≤ n2.

Let T ′ = T − {viuj : 2 ≤ j ≤ ∆ − 2} + {v0uj : 2 ≤ j ≤ ∆ − 2}, where v0 is a pendent

vertex of T . Obviously, T ′ ∈ E(n, t). By Lemma 2.6, Mo(T ′) < Mo(T ), a contradiction.

Thus, ∆ ≤ 4.

Further, we claim that T has at most one vertex of degree 4. Suppose that T contains at

least two vertices of degree 4, say x, y. Let nx (resp. ny) be the order of the component of

T−E(P ) containing x (resp. y). Assume that nx ≥ ny+dT (x, y). Then ny+dT (x, y) ≤
n
2
.

Let u be the neighbor of x outside P in T . Let T ′′ = T −xu+yu. Obviously, T ′′ ∈ E(n, t).

By Lemma 2.6, Mo(T ′) < Mo(T ), a contradiction. Thus, T contains at most one vertex

of degree 4.

Let di be the number of vertices of degree i in T , where 1 ≤ i ≤ 4. Note that

d1 + d2 + d3 + d4 = n and d1 + 2d2 + 3d3 + 4d4 = 2(n− 1). Since d2 = t and d4 ≤ 1.

Case 1. n− t is odd.

From the above relation, we have d1 = n−t+3
2

, d3 = n−t−5
2

, and d4 = 1. If n − t = 5,

then the degree sequence of T is (4, 2, ..., 2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

t

, 1, ..., 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n-t-1

). By Lmma 2.5, T ∼= Fn,0,0. If n−t ≥ 7,

then the degree sequence of T is (4, 3, ..., 3
︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−t−5

2

, 2, ..., 2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

t

, 1, ..., 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−t+3

2

). By Lemma 2.5, T ∼= Fn,a,b, for

some a, b with a+ b = n−t−5
2

. By Lemma 4.1, T ∼= Fn,⌈n−t−5

4
⌉−1,⌊n−t−5

4
⌋+1.

Case 2. n− t is even.

From the above relation, we have d1 = n−t+2
2

, d3 = n−t−2
2

, and d4 = 0. Since d4 = 0,
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then the maximum degree of T is 3, and the degree sequence of T is (3, ..., 3
︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−t−2

2

, 2, ..., 2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

t

, 1, ..., 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−t+2

2

)

by Proposition 2.5, T ∼= Cn,a,b, for some a, b with a + b = n−t−2
2

. By Lemma 2.7, T ∼=

Cn,⌈n−t
4

− 1

2
⌉,⌊n−t

4
− 1

2
⌋.

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.2, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.1. Let T be a series-reduced tree of order n ≥ 5 with minimum Mostar

index. Then T ∼= Fn,⌈n−5

4
⌉−1,⌊n−5

4
⌋+1 (resp. T ∼= Cn,⌈n−2

4
⌉,⌊n−2

4
⌋ ) for odd n (resp. even n ).

5 Mostar index and the number of pendent paths of

fixed length

For integers n, r and k, let Sr
n,k be the tree consisting of k pendent paths of length r and

n−kr−1 pendent paths of length one at a common vertex, where k = 1 and 2 ≤ r ≤ n−3,

or k ≥ 2, r ≥ 2 and kr ≤ n− 2.

Theorem 5.1. Let T be a tree of order n with k pendent paths of length r, where k = 1

and 2 ≤ r ≤ n− 3, or k ≥ 2, r ≥ 2 and kr ≤ n− 2, with maximum Mostar index. Then

T ∼= Sr
n,k.

Proof. Let T be a tree of order n with k pendent paths of length r such that Mo(T ) is

as large as possible.

LetX be the set of vertices at which there is a pendent path of length r in T . Obviously,

the order of X is at least one. We claim that X contains exactly one vertex. Suppose that

|V (X)| ≥ 2, and v1, v2 ∈ V (X) such that dT (v1, v2) is as small as possible. Let P be the

path connecting v1 and v2. If dT (v1, v2) > 1, then each internal vertex of P is of degree

two. Let n1 (resp. n2) be the order of the component of T − E(P ) containing v1 (resp.

v2). Assume that n1 ≥ n2. Obviously, n2 ≤ n
2
. Let u be the neighbor of v2 in P and w

be one other neighbor of v2. Let nw = nw(v2w|T ). Let T ′ = T − v2w + uw. Obviously,

T ′ is a tree of order n with k pendent paths of length r. Note that ψT (e) = ψT ′(e) for

e ∈ E(T ) \ {uv2, v2w} = E(T ′) \ {uv2, uw} and ψT (v2w) = ψT ′(uw). Then

Mo(T )−Mo(T ′) = ψT (uv2)−ψT ′(uv2) = |n2− (n−n2)|−|(n2−nw)−n− (n2−nw)| < 0,

10



implying that Mo(T ) < Mo(T ′), a contradiction. Thus, T consists of k pendent paths of

length r at a common vertex. Let X = {z}

Note that if k = 1 (resp. k ≥ 2 ) then there are two (resp. one) neighbours of z not

lying on the pendent path of length r. We claim that all neighbours of z not lying on the

pendent path of length r are pendent. Let s be any such neighbours of z. Suppose that

dT (s) ≥ 2. Let T/zs be the tree obtained from T by contracting the edge e = zs into a

new vertex, say u (such that it is adjacent to each vertex in NT (z) ∪ NT (s) \ {z, s} and

then attaching a pendent edge at u. Obviously, T/zs is a tree of order n with k pendent

paths of length r. By Lemma 2.1,Mo(T ) < Mo(T/zs), a contradiction. Thus, dT (s) = 1.

That is, T ∼= Sr
n,k.

For positive integers n, r, a and b with a ≥ b and (a + b)r ≤ n − 2, let Ar
n,a,b be

the n−vertex tree obtained from the path Pn−a−b = v1v2 . . . vn−a−b by attaching a and b

pendent paths of length r at v1 and vn−a−b, respectively.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that a ≥ b + 2 and (a + b)r < n − 1. Then Mo(Ar
n,a−1,b+1) <

Mo(Ar
n,a,b).

Proof. Let P1,n−a−b be the path from v1 to vn−a−b. Let T = Ar
n,a,b. Let V1 be all the

vertices of a pendent paths at v1 except v1 and u1u2 · · ·urv1 be one pendent path at v1.

Let V2 be all the vertices of b pendent paths at vn−a−b except vn−a−b and w1w2 · · ·wrvn−a−b

be one pendent path at vn−a−b. Let T ′ = T − v1ur + vn−a−bur. Clearly, T ′ ∼= Ar
n,a−1,b+1.

From T and T ′, one has ψT (e) = ψT ′(e) for each e ∈ T \ E(P1,n−a−b).

If ar ≤ n
2
, then (b + 1)r < ar ≤ n

2
, and otherwise, (b + 1)r < n − ar < n

2
. Then

Mo(Ar
n,a,b) − Mo(Ar

n,a−1,b+1) = |(b + 1)r − (n − br − r)| − |ar − (n − ar)| > 0. Thus,

Mo(Ar
n,a,b) > Mo(Ar

n,a−1,b+1).

Theorem 5.2. Let T be a tree of order n with k pendent paths of length r with minimum

Mostar index.

(i) If k = 1 and 2 ≤ r ≤ n− 3, then T ∼= A1
n,1,2.

(ii) If k = 2 and 1 ≤ r ≤ n− 2, then T ∼= Pn.

(iii) If k ≥ 3 and 1 ≤ r ≤ n−2
k
, then T ∼= Ar

n,⌈k
2
⌉,⌊k

2
⌋
.
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Proof. Let T be a tree of order n with k pendent paths of length r such that Mo(T ) is

as small as possible.

If k = 1 and 2 ≤ r ≤ n − 3, then T ∼= Pn. As Pn is n-vertex tree with two pendent

paths of length r for each r = 2, ..., n − 2 and A1
n,1,2 is n-vertex tree with one pendent

path of length r for each r = 2, ..., n− 3 it follows that T ∼= A1
n,1,2. This proves Item (i).

If k = 2 and 1 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, then the result follows by Theorem 2.1. As Pn is the

unique tree with minimum Mostar index among all n-vertex trees. This proves Item (ii).

Suppose that k ≥ 3 and 1 ≤ r ≤ n−2
k
. Let X be the set of vertices at which there is a

pendent path of length r in T . Clearly, the order of X is at least one. We claim that X

contains exactly two vertices, we need to show that |X| ≤ 2 and |X| ≥ 2.

First, we show that |X| ≤ 2. Suppose that |X| ≥ 3. We may choose two vertices,

say u, v such that dT (u, v) is as large as possible. Let P be the path connecting u and

v. Let nu (resp. nv) be the order of the component of T − E(P ) containing u (resp. v).

We may choose vertices w and c in P such that both dT (u, w) and dT (c, v) is as small

as possible. Assume that nu + dT (u, w) ≥ nv + dT (c, v). Then nv + dT (c, v) ≤ n
2
. Let

x1, . . . xp be the neighbors of c outside P in T , where p = dT (c)− 2. Let T ′ = T − {cxi :

i = 1, . . . , p} + {vxi : i = 1, . . . , p}. Obviously, T ′ is a tree of order n with k pendent

paths of length r. By Lemma 2.6, Mo(T ) > Mo(T ′), a contradiction. Thus, |X| ≤ 2.

Secondly, we show that |X| ≥ 2. If r = 1, and k < n − 1, we have |X| ≥ 2. Suppose

that r ≥ 2 and |X| = 1. Then k pendent paths of length r of T are k branches of T at a

common vertex, say v which we denote by Q1, . . . , Qk. Let Tv = T − ∪k
i=1(V (Qi) \ {v}).

Then Tv is a nontrivial tree as rk < n − 1. Moreover, Tv is not pendent path of length

greater than or equal to r at v, as otherwise, T must have k + 1 pendent paths of length

r, which is impossible.

Let X = V (Q1) \ {v}. Suppose that there is a pendent path, say B1, at v in T , which

is also a path in Tv. Then the length ℓ of Bℓ is less than r. Let X ′ = V (B1) \ {v} and

G = T − X − X ′. Then T ∼= Gv,r,l. It is easy to see that Gv,r+l,0 is a tree of order

n with k pendent paths of length r. By Lemma 2.2, we have Mo(T ) = Mo(Gv,r,ℓ) >

Mo(Gv,r+1,ℓ−1) > · · · > Mo(Gv,r+ℓ,0), a contradiction. Thus, there is no pendent path at

v in T , which is also a path in Tv. There must be a vertex different from v with degree at

least 3 in Tv. Choose such a vertex u so that the distance to v is as small as possible. Let

Q be the branch of Tv at v containing u. Note that there are two pendent paths at u in
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Tv. Let s1 and s2 be their lengths with s1 ≤ s2. Then T ∼= Hu,s1,s2, where H is a subtree

of T . By repeating this process, we may obtain a tree T ∗ from T such that the branch Q

of Tv at v is changed into a pendent path B2 at v with length s = |V (Q| − 1. By Lemma

2.2, we have Mo(T ) > Mo(Hv,s1+s2,0) > · · · > Mo(T ∗). Note that Q1, . . . , Qk have still

k pendent paths of length r in T ∗. Let Y = V (B2) \ {v}. Let H ′ = T ∗ − X − Y . Then

T ∗ ∼= H ′
v,r,s. Clearly, H ′

v,r+s,0 ia a tree of order n with k pendent paths of length r. By

Lemma 2.2, we have Mo(T ∗) = Mo(H ′
v,r,s) > · · · > Mo(H ′

v,r+s,0), a contradiction. Thus,

|X| ≥ 2. Hence, |X| = 2, as claimed.

Now we show that T ∼= Ar
n,a,b for some a and b with a ≥ b ≥ 1 and a+ b = k. If r = 1,

it is trivial. Suppose that r ≥ 2. Assume that X = {s1, s2}. Let P be the path connecting

s1 and s2. Suppose that there is a vertex of degree at least three different from s1 and

s2, say w on P . Let n1 (resp. n2) be the order of the component of T − w containing s1

(resp. s2). Assume that n1 ≥ n2+ dT (w, s2). Let x1, . . . , xp be the neighbors of w outside

P in T . Let T ⋆ = T − {wxi : i = 1, . . . , p} + {s2xi : i = 1, . . . , p}. Obviously, T ⋆ is a

tree of order n with k pendent paths of length r. By Lemma 2.6, Mo(T ) > Mo(T ⋆), a

contradiction. Thus, all internal vertices of P (if any exist) is of degree 2.

Denote by a (resp. b) the number of pendent paths of length r at s1 (resp. s2).

Obviously, a+ b = k, dT (s1) ≥ a+ 1 and dT (s2) ≥ b+ 1. If dT (s1) ≥ a + 2, then there is

a branch, say Q at s1 not containing s2, which is not a pendent path of length r, but, as

above by Lemma 2.2, Q can not be a pendent path and it can not have a vertex different

from s1 of degree at least 3. So dT (s1) = a+1. Similarly, dT (s2) = b+1. Thus, T ∼= Ar
n,a,b

for some a and b with a, b ≥ 1 and a + b = k. Assume that a ≥ b. If a ≥ b + 2, then

by Lemma 5.1, Mo(Ar
n,a−1,b+1) < Mo(Ar

n,a,b), a contradiction. Therefore, a − b = 0, 1,

implying that T ∼= Ar

n,⌈k
2
⌉,⌊k

2
⌋
. The case r = 1 has been proved in [14]. This completes the

proof.

6 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we identified all the graphs having the largest and smallest Mostar index

respectively among n-vertex trees with fixed parameters like the number of odd vertices,

the number of vertices of degree two and the number of pendent paths of fixed length.

We also identified the unique graph that maximizes and minimizes the Mostar index
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respectively among trees with all odd vertices. Moreover, we identified the unique graph

that minimizes the Mostar index over all trees of order n with a fixed number of branch

vertices and among all series-reduced trees, respectively. For future work, it will be

interesting to determine all the graphs that maximize and minimize the Mostar index over

all series-reduced trees of order n with fixed parameters like the diameter, the maximum

degree, and the number of pendent vertices.
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