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Abstract

Link residual closeness is a newly proposed measure for network
vulnerability. In this model, vertices are perfectly reliable and the
links fail independently of each other. It measures the vulnerabil-
ity even when the removal of links does not disconnect the graph.
In this paper, we characterize those graphs that maximize the link
residual closeness over the connected graphs with fixed order and one
parameters such as connectivity, edge connectivity, bipartiteness, in-
dependence number, matching number, chromatic number, number of
vertices and number of cut edges.
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1 Introduction

The vulnerability of a network is the measurement of the global strength of its
underlying graph where the vertices represent the processing elements of the
system and the edges (or links) connect pair of vertices that mutually interact
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exchanging information [12[I3]. In understanding of computer networks, how
to protect a network from vulnerability or to improve network robustness
remains an overarching concern.

It is highly desirable to identify a class of easily computed measures that
characterize network vulnerability. There are lots of different measures for
network vulnerability such as connectivity, toughness, scattering number,
binding number, and their link counterparts, see, e.g. [7,[ITL14118]. These
measures may be used if network failure (by the removal of vertices or links)
means that the underlying graph has become disconnected or trivial. To
measure the vulnerability even when the removal of vertices/links does not
disconnect the graph, Dangalchev [§] proposed a new type vulnerability mea-
sure that is called residual closeness (including vertex and link versions). It
was argued in [8] that vertex (link, respectively) residual closeness is the
most appropriate approach for modeling the robustness of network topolo-
gies in the face of possible vertex (link, respectively) destruction. The vertex
version has received a lot of attention, see, e.g. [IH3L9L10,15] for the compu-
tational aspects and [6L[I7,21] for the extremal properties. However, the link
version received less attention. Berberler and Yigit established formulae for
the link residual closeness of path-type graphs such as regular caterpillars
in [4], wheel type graphs in [20], and composite graphs such as graph unions
and graph joins in [I9]. Some preliminary extremal properties of the link
residual closeness were given in [21]. For example, the trees with minimum
and maximum link residual closeness were determined there.

Let G be a graph with vertex set V(G) and edge E(G). For a graph G
with u,v € V(G), the distance between u and v in G, denoted by dg(u,v), is
the length of a shortest path connecting them in G, and let dg(u,v) = oo if
there is no path connecting « and v in G. In particular, dg(u,u) = 0 for any
u € V(G). For a vertex u of a graph G, the closeness of u in G is defined as
Ca(u) =3 evioniu 27da(uv)  The closeness of a graph G is defined as

C@) = > Colwy= > Y 29w

ueV(G) ueV(GQ) veV (G)\{u}
The link residual closeness of a nonempty graph G is defined as [§]
RY(G) = min{C(G —¢) : e € BE(G)}.

If G is empty, then we set RL(G) = 0. It is evident that RL(G) = 0 if and
only if |E(G)| = 0,1. For completeness, we mention that vertex residual
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closeness of a nontrivial graph G is defined as [§]
R(G) = min{C(G —v) :v e V(G)}.

To have a fuller understanding of the relationship between the link resid-
ual closeness and the structural properties of the graphs, we consider the
extremal problems to maximize the link residual closeness in some families
of connected graphs. In this paper, we identify those graphs that maximize
the link residual closeness in the families of connected graphs of fixed order
and one of the parameters such as connectivity, edge connectivity, bipartite-
ness, independence number, matching number, chromatic number, number
of cut vertices and number of cut edges.

2 Preliminaries

For a vertex u of a graph G, the neighborhood of u in G is the set Ng(u) =
{v:wv € E(G)} and the degree of u in G is |Ng(u)|, denoted by d¢(u).

For a nonempty proper subset V; of vertices of a graph G, G — V) denotes
the subgraph of G obtained by deleting all vertices in V; (and the incident
edges) from G, and in particular, if V; = {u}, then we write G—u for G—{u}.
For a subset F of edges of a graph GG, G — E; denotes the subgraph obtained
from G by deleting all edges in Ej, and in particular, if F; = {e}, then we
write G — e for G — {e}. The complement G of a graph G is the graph with
vertex set V(G) so that two vertices are adjacent in G if and only they are
not adjacent in G. For a graph G with Ey C E(G), G+ E, denotes the graph
obtained from G by adding all edges in Es, and we write G + e for G + {e}
when Ey = {e}.

For a nonempty subset V; of vertices of a graph G, G[V;] denotes the
subgraph of GG induced by V. For vertex disjoint graphs G; and G, the union
of G and G, denoted by G UG}, is the graph with vertex set V(G1)UV (G2)
and edge set E(G1)UE(G3). The join of Gy and Gy, denoted by G1VGo, is the
graph (G1 U Gg) + {Uﬂ)g U € V(Gl), Vg € V(Gg)}, ie., GV Gy = G_1 U G_2

Let K, . n, be the complete k-partite graph with coloring class sizes
(or partite sizes) ny,...,ng. Let S, = Kj,-1. A complete k-partite graph
Ky, . n, is said to be balanced if |n; —n;| < 1for anyi,j with 1 <i < j <k.
Let K, be the n-vertex complete graph. Let P, be the n-vertex path.

Lemma 1. Let G be a nonempty graph in which two vertices u and v are
not adjacent. Then R*(G) < RY(G + uv).
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Proof. Let H = G 4 uv. Assume that R(H) = C(H — ) with e € E(H).
If e = uv, then RE(H) = C(H —¢) = C(G) > C(G — f) > RY(G) for
any f € E(G). If e # uv, then RL( )=C(H—-¢) >C(H—e—uv) =
CH—-—uw—e)= C(G—e) > RE(G). O

If G =K,V (K, U---UK,,), then we call K, the i-th inner copy of
G, where i =1,...,t.

Lemma 2. For integerst > 2, ng > 1 and 1 < ny < -+ < ny, let G =
Koo V (Kpy U+~ UK,,) andn =3"1_ n;. Ifng=1, then

RL(G) — %Zzzn?—l—lnz %n if ng =1,
(@)= IS+ in?—Intln, — 1 jfn, >2
4 i=1"" 4 1 2 1 = 4.

Otherwise,

t
1 s 1, mg—1 1, 1
:zziﬂ”i*z”* y "M Ty

Proof. 1t can be easily seen that

_ noznﬁz (5)+5 =
1<7,<j<t
1 2
=ng(n —ng) + §(n0 —np)

+% (an + (n —ng)* —2(n — n0)>

i=1

—1 1
:—Zn + nO —an

Case 1. ng = 1.
Denote by u the unique vertex with degree n—1in G. Let v € V/(G)\ {u}.
If the degree of v is one, then

C(G—w)=C(K1V (K,,U---UKy,))



which is minimum for if v is in the 1-st inner copy of G because n; < --- < n,.

If v is of degree at least two, then v is in the ¢-th inner copy of G such
that ny > 2 for some £ = 1,...k, dg_u(u,v) = 2, dg_u(v, 2) = 3 if 2z is any
vertex in the ¢-th inner copy with ¢ = 1,...,t and ¢ # ¢, and as we pass from
G to G —uw, the distance between any other vertex pair remains unchanged,
SO

1 1 1
C(G—uv):C(G)—1+§—§Zn,+— n;
i=1,i#L i=1,i#L
1 1 ¢
=C(G) — 371 n;,
i=1,i£0
which is minimum for £ =1,...,¢ if / = 1 because n; < --- < ny.

Now, let wz be any edge of G with w, z # u. Then both the degrees of w
and z are at least two. Evidently, dg(w, z) = 1, dg_w.(w, z) = 2, and as we
pass from G to G — wz, the distance between any other vertex pair remains
unchanged, so

1
C(G—wz) :C(G)—1+§ > C(G — uv)
whether the degree of v is one or at least two.
Ifn, =1, then C(G) —1— 1371 on; < C(G) — § — izzzuﬂni for any

(=1,...,t,s0 R¥(G) = C(G — wv) with v in the 1-st inner copy of G. That
is,

L _ 1 :
R (G)_C(G)—1—§;ni

I~ », 1, 1

If ny > 2, then



Case 2. ng > 2.

For any wz € E(G), as we pass from G to G — wz, the distance between
w and z is changed from 1 to 2, and the distance between any other vertex
pair remains unchanged, so C(G — wz) = C(G) — 1. It follows that

1 1 1 ng—1 1 1
L _ - 2 T2 0 T2
R*(G) = C(G) 5= 1 E_l n; + " + 5 % g

as desired. O

A path ug...u, in a graph G is a pendant path of length ¢ of G at ug if
da(up) > 3, dg(ug) = 1, and if £ > 2, then dg(u;) =2 foreachi=1,...,0—1.
Particularly, if £ = 1, then ugu; is called a pendant edge of G at wuy.

Lemma 3. Let G be a graph with a pendant path vovy ...ve at vy, where
0> 2. Then C(G — vjviyq) > C(G —viqv;) fori=1,...0—1.

Proof. Let Vo = V(G)\{v; :i=0,....0}, Vi =VoU{v;: j=0,...,i— 1}
and Vo = {v; : j=i+1,...,0}. As we pass from G — v;_1v; to G — v;0;41,
the distance between any pair of vertices in V7 and V5 remains unchanged.
Then

C(G = vviy1) — C(G — v 1)

_QZQde%H“”z 222 dg—v,;_ lvluvl)

ueVy u€Vs
Note that Vy C Vi and for any u € V4,
dG—UiUiJrl (u’ Ui) = dG ViVit1 (u ) + dG ViVi41 ('UOa Ui)
- dG U@'Uz+1( ) + Z
Then

C(G — Uﬂ)H_l) — C(G — Vi— 1Uz')
l—i—1

_QZQ_dG vivg 1 (W00)— +ZQ J_ ZQ—J'
=0

ueVp



= 9l Z 9~ dG—vv;q (wv0) | (2 — 2_i+1)

ueVy
- (2 - 2—£+i+1>
> 2—i+1 + (2 o 2—i+1) o (2 o 2—Z+i+1)
— 2—€+i+1
> 0.
So the result follows. O

3 Connectivity and edge connectivity

The (vertex) connectivity x(G) of a graph G is defined as the minimum
number of vertices whose removal from G results in a disconnected graph or
in the trivial graph. If G is trivial or disconnected, then k(G) = 0. For a
connected graph G of order n > 2, 1 < k(G) < n—1, and k(G) =n — 1 if
and only if G = K,.

Theorem 1. Let G be an n-vertex graph with connectivity k, where 1 < k <
n—2. Then

2n2—Tn+13 _ _
w—mrl jfk=1andn=>5,...,9

RY(G) < % ifk=1andn=3,40rn>9

W=tk e > 9
with equality if and only if G = K1V (KoUK, _3) whenk =1 andb <n <8,
G2 KV (KiUK,),KH V(KyUK,3) when k =1 and n = 9, and
G= K,V (KyUK, k1) otherwise.

Proof. Suppose that GG is an n-vertex graph with connectivity k& that maxi-
mizes the link residual closeness.

By the definition of connectivity, there is a vertex subset V with |V| = k
so that G — Vj is disconnected. Assume that G is a component of G — V.
Let Vi = V(G,) and Vo = V(G) — Vo — V4. Let n; = |V;| for i = 1,2. Assume
that ny < ns. As ny +np = n —k, one has n; < [“5*]. By Lemma [I]
G[Vop U V;] is complete for i = 1,2. That is, G = Ky V (K,, U K;,_k—_n,). By



Lemma [2] one has

WSt f k= = 1,
RYG) =< f(ny) ifk=1andn; >2,

gr(ny)  otherwise,

where
1 1 1

1 1
f(x):Z(:cz—l—(n—1—x)2)+1n2—1n+1x—5

:%<x2—<n—g)x)+i(2n2—3n—1)

with 2 <z < L"T_lj, and

K
=
—~
8
~—

kE—1 1

=
[\
_|._
£}
|
x5
|
&
=
_|_

— N — | =
8
o
|
—
3
|
N
—
=
_l’_
oL
3
o
|
3
|
=

with 2 < z < "T_kj It is easy to see that f(x) is strictly decreasing for
2

2 <z <23 f(2) = f(%52) and gx(z) is strictly decreasing for 1 < z <
(254 ].
Case 1. k£ =1.

If ny > 3, then RL(G) = f(nl) < f(2) = RL(Kl vV (K2 U Kn_g)), a
contradiction. So ny =1, 2.

If n = 3,4, then G = K, V (K, UK,,_5) with RY(G) = »=3n+2,

Suppose that n > 5. Note that f(2) = 2"2_1"“3 < "2_3"” if and only if

n>9. and f(2) = % if and only if n = 9. Thus

2 ifn=>5,...,8,
n =412 ifn=29,
1 if n > 10.

Correspondingly,

GgKQ\/(K:[UKn_g) ifn:5,...,8,



G= Kl V (Kl U Kn_g),Kl V (K2 U Kn_g) if n= 9,

and
Case 2. k > 2.

If ny > 2, then RY(G) = gr(n1) < gp(1), a contradiction. So n; = 1,
G2 Ky V (KUK, 1) and RE(G) = w22tk O

Suppose that G is an n-vertex graph with connectivity at most k that
maximizes the link residual closeness, where 1 < k <n —2 and n > 5. By
Lemma I, G is connected. So we have the following corollary from previous
theorem.

Corollary 1. Let G be an n-vertex graph with connectivity at most k, where
1<k<n-—2andn>5. Then
2”27# ifk=1andn=5,...,9
RE(G) < {m=8nt2 k=1 andn>9

2
2_2 k .
% if k> 2

with equality if and only if G = Ky V (K1 U K,,_3) when k =1 and n < 8,

G = K1 V (Kl U Kn_2>,K2 V (Kl U Kn_3) when k = 1 and n = 9, and
G=KyV (KiUK, 1) otherwise.

The edge connectivity x'(G) of a graph G is defined as the minimum
number of edges whose removal from G results in a disconnected graph or
in the trivial graph. If G is trivial or disconnected, then «'(G) = 0. For a
connected graph G of order n > 2,1 < ¥'(G) <n—1and &'(G) =n—1if
and only if G = K.

Lemma 4. For positive integers s and n with 2s < n, let G be a graph
obtained from K, U K, _s by adding an edge. Then

2 _
RE(G) < n®—3n+2
2
with equality if and only if s = 1.

Proof. Let u € V(K;) and v € V(K,_g) so that uv € E(G). Let V|, =
V(Ks) \{u} and Vo = V(K,_) \ {v}. If e = uv, then

C(G —e) = C(K,) + C(K,_,).
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If e = ww with w € Vi, then we have either s = 2 and C(G —e) = C(K,_2) +
1422 > C(Kp2) + C(K,) or s > 3 and

C(G—e)
1 —s5—1 —2
:C(Ks)—§+C(Kn_s)+1+n; +S2
1 (s=2)n—s—1) n—-s—1
1" 1 M
B sln—s—1) s—1 1
= C(K) + O, ) + 2T 2oL
n—s-—1
8

> C(Ks) + C(Kp—s).
Similarly, if e = vw with w € V5, then by direct calculation, we have
C(G—-e)>C(Ky) 4+ C(Kp_s)-

If e = wz with w, z € V4, then

C(G—e)
:C(Ks)—%+C(Kn_s)+1+n_;_l+S;1
+(s—1)(n—s—1)

4
> C(Ks) + C(K—s).

Similarly, if e = wz with w, z € V5, then
C(G—-e)>C(Ky)+ C(Kp_s)-
So

RYG) = C(G — wv) = C(K,) + C(Kn_s)
=3 —ns+ n—n

Let f(s) = s> —ns+ ”22_”. Since 2s < n, f(s) is strictly decreasing and hence
f(s) < f(1) with equality if and only if s = 1. The result follows. O
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Theorem 2. Let G be an n-vertex graph with edge connectivity at most r,
where 1 < r <n-—2. Then

n?—3n+2 . _
L= gfr=1
RUG) < {7"2—3"” ifr>2

2
with equality if and only if G = K,V (K3 U K,,_,_1).

Proof. Suppose that G is an n-vertex graph with edge connectivity at most
r that maximizes the link residual closeness.

By Lemma[Il G is connected.

If » = 1, then G has a (cut) edge, say e, and we have by Lemma [I]
that G — e &2 K, U K,_, for some s > 1, so it follows from Lemma [l that
G2 K,V (K UK, ) with RH(G) = ©=3n+2,

Suppose that r > 2. Then n > 4. Let k(G) = k. Then k < r. We claim
that k& = r. Suppose to the contrary that k& < r.

If E =1 and n = 4, then r = 2, and it is easy to see that there is no
such graphs. Son > 5 if kK = 1. Suppose first that k =1 and n = 5,...,8.
Let H = K; V (K, UK, _3). By Theorem [ R*(G) < RF(H). Let uy,us
be the vertices of Ky (the 1st inner copy of H). Let W be a subset or
vertices of K,,_3 (the 2nd inner copy of H) with [W| =r —2if r > 3. Let
H = H+{ww :w e V(K,3)}ifr =2 and H = H+ {vyw : w €
V(Kn-3)} + {usw : w € W} if r > 3. Evidently, us is the only vertex of H’
with minimum degree r and each other vertex has degree at least n — 2. It
is easy to see that «'(H') = r. By Lemma[l, R*(H') > RF(H) > RY(G), a
contradiction.

Suppose next that k =1 and n > 9 or k > 2. Notethat 1 <r —k <
n—k—2 Let H=K;V (K UK, _;_1). By Theorem [, RY(G) < RL(H).
Let u be the vertex with degree £ and W be a subset of vertices of K,,_;_;
(the 2nd inner copy of H) with [W|=7r —k. Let H' = H + {uw : w € W}.
Evidently, u is the only vertex of H' with minimum degree r and each other
vertex has degree at least n — 2. It is easy to see that x'(H') = r. By Lemma
0, RE(H') > RE(H) > RE(G), also a contradiction.

Now we conclude that & = 7, so by Theorem [1 we have G = K, V (K; U

K1) with RE(G) = n2=2ntr, O

Noting that <'(G) < §(G) for a connected graph G with minimum degree
d(G) and by similar argument as in Theorem 2, we have the following result.
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Corollary 2. Let G be an n-vertex graph with minimum degree at most 9,
where 1 < 6 <n—2. Then

n2—3n+2 5:1
L < ) 2 Zf
R (G)— {w if 6 > 2

2

with equality if and only if G = K5V (K3 U Kp,_5_1).

4 Bipartiteness

The bipartiteness of a graph G is the minimum number of vertices whose
deletion from G yields a bipartite graph.
Theorem 3. Let G be a bipartite graph on n > 3 vertices. Then
n*>—n—-3 1]|n?
RY (@) < — T3 {ZJ
with equality if and only if G = K|y, 2] [n/2]-
Proof. Let r and s be the partite sizes of G with 1 < r < s. Note that

RH(K) = C(K ) = B2 11(5 +2) _n - 2

n—-—n—-3 1 VFJ

A\

4 214

and if r > 2, then

1 1
RL(KT7S):C(KT7S)—2><§+2><§
1/r —I—l S L 3
= — —_— /r’ —_—
ol2) Ta\g) T Ty
rir—1) s(s—1) 3
L
_nz—n—3+rs
N 4 2
<n2—n—3+1 n?
- 4 214

with equality if and only if » = s. Now the result follows from Lemmal[ll O
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Theorem 4. Let G be an n-vertex graph with bipartiteness k, where 1 < k <
n—2. Then

3 1 1 Kk
< — 2 - — — - —
R(G) Sn n+ —nk 3

ifn—k is odd

otherwise

= oolot

with equality if and only G = Ky, V K| (n—k)/2],[(n—k)/2] -

Proof. Suppose that G is an n-vertex graph with bipartiteness k£ that maxi-
mizes the link residual closeness.

Let Vo C V(G) with |Vy| = k such that G — Vj is bipartite. Let Vi, V5 be
the bipartite sets of G — V. By Lemma [l G — V4 is a complete bipartite
graph and G[VUV;] is complete for i = 1,2. Let r = |V}]| and s = |V3|. Then
r+s=n—k and we may assume that G = K,V K, ;. Let wz € E(G). Then
dg(w,z) = 1, dg_w.(w, z) = 2, and if {u,v} # {w, 2}, then dg_.(u,v) =
dg(u,v). So

RL(G):C(G)—QX%Jeri

= (5) +3(2) +3() o0 +ra-3
:k(n_k)+2k(k—1)+(n—k)(n—k—1)
rin—Fk)—r? 1 !

L —t

Denote by gx(r) the above expression for RY(G). Assume that » < s. Then
r < | 255 ] It is easy to see that gy, (r) is strictly increasing for 1 < r < [25%].
So r = [%5%]. This is because, if r < | %% ], then

2
n—=k
146) = i) <o (|5 )
= RY(Kk V K |(n-k)/2),[(n—k)/21)»

which is a contradiction. So G =2 Kj V K|(n_k)/2,[(n—k)/2] With RE(G) =
([%54)) O
gk P) .
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5 Independence number and matching num-
ber

The independence number of a graph GG, denoted by a(G), is the maximum
cardinality of an independent set of vertices in G. Evidently, the complete
graph is the unique one with independence number one.

Theorem 5. Let G be an n-vertex graph with independent number o, where
2<a<n-—1. Then

n?2—n—2 :

_ = — 1
RI @) < {nz_‘*n_l o Z.f “-n

St fasn-—2

with equality if and only if G = K,_o, V K,.

Proof. Suppose that G is an n-vertex graph with independence number «
that maximizes the link residual closeness.

Let S be an independent set of G with |S| = a. By Lemma[ll G[V(G) \
S| 2Ky 0,80 G2K, VK, 2K, V(K U---UK)). By Lemma[]

o times
. n—n—2 if o =n—1,
R (G) - n?—n—1 a’—a
5 T T if v S n — 2,
as desired. O

The matching number of a graph G is the cardinality of a maximum
matching of G, denoted by S(G). Berge [5] extended Tutte’s 1-Factor The-
orem [I16] to the Berge-Tutte Formula for the matching number of a graph,
which states that

1

5(G) = 5 min (V(G)] +18] —olG - 5))

where, for a graph H, o(H) denotes the number of odd components (those
with an odd number of vertices) of H.

Let G be a connected graph on n > 3 vertices with matching number
one. If n = 3, then G = S5, K3 with RY(S3) =1 < RY(K3) = 3. If n > 4,
then G 2 S, with RY(S,) = =20 tl),
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By [21l, Theorem 6.1], K,, maximizes the link residual closeness among all
n-vertex connected graphs and RY(K,) = % Thus, if G is a connected
2

n‘—n—1

graph on n > 2 vertices with matching number |[%], then R*(G) <
with equality if and only if G = K,,.

Theorem 6. Let G be an n-vertex graph with matching number 3, where
2<p< 3] -1
If2<pg< %, then
1, 1 1

1 1 1
L o B O e B O S N
R*(G) < ¥ T 4ﬁ +2n5 46 5
with equality if and only if G = KgV K, _3.
[f@<ﬁ<%—l, then

1
2
with equality if and only if G = Ky V ((n — 28+ 1) K1 U Kag_3).

If B =222 then

1 3 7
L < n2°2 2 !
R (G)_4n +4n+ﬁ 2B+

1 1 1 1 1 1
L D - RN B S
R*(G) < -n 4n 4ﬁ +2n5 46 5

with equality if and only if G = KgV K,_3, KoV ((n — 28 + 1) K3 U Kop_3).

If B =175 —1, then

1
RMG) <2B*+ 8- 3
with equality if and only if G = Kypy U (n — 26 — 1)K;.

Proof. Suppose that GG is an n-vertex graph with matching number 3 that
maximizes the link residual closeness.

By the Tutte-Berge formula, there is a vertex set S C V(G) such that
B =3(n+|S|—0o(G-19)). Let s = |S] and t = o(G—S). Then n—28 =t —s.
Since f < [§]—1, wehavet—s > 2and hencet > 2. Asn—s >t = n—203+s,
we have s < f3.
Claim 1. All components of G — S are odd.

Otherwise, there is an even component in G — S. Let H be a graph
obtained from G by adding all possible edges between vertices in an even
component and an odd component of G — S. Then B(H) > [(G) = 5.
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Moreover, o(H — S) =t and S(H) < 2(n+s—t) = 3. So B(H) = 5. By
Lemma [, R*(H) > RL(G), a contradiction. This proves Claim 1.

Denote by G; with ¢ = 1,...,t the components of G — S with. n; =
|V (G;)|. By Claim 1 and Lemma (Il n; is odd and G; = K,,, fori =1,...,t.
So G = K,V (K, U---UK,,), where KoV (K, U---UK,,) = K,,U---UK,,.
Assume that ny < --- < n,.

Claim 2. ny=---=n._;=1landn,=n—s—t+ 1.

Otherwise, ny_1 > 3. Let G' = K1V ((t— 1)K UK, ;) if s=1and ny =

coo=myq =3,and G’ = K,V (K,,U---UK,, ,UK,, , 2sUK,,2) otherwise.

As o(G' — §) = t, B(G") < "=t = B. Note that B(G") > Z=t=t 4 s 3

So B(G') = B.
Suppose first that s = 0. Note that n, = 1 or n; > 3, and n;_; > 3. Then
it is easy to see

RHG) = YO ClK,) - 5,

t—2
, 1
RUG) = Y0 CK,) 4 Oy ) + ClEo) — 5,
i=1
SO
R™(G") — RY(G)
= C(Knt71—2> + C(Knt-i-?) - C(Knt71> - C(Knt>
1 1
=3 ((ne +2)% + (n—1 — 2)) — 5 (nf +n7 )
=2(ny —my_1 + 2)
>0,
a contradiction. Suppose next that s =1 and ny = --- = n,_; = 3. Then

n; = n — 3t + 2, so by Lemma 2, we have

9 1 1 1 1
L _ - -1 - _ 22 “h2 = -
R*(G) 4(15 )+4(n 3t + 2) =gt g
and 1 1 1., 1
LI — S(f— 2Vt~ — )2 4 op2 — —py
R*(G") 4(15 )+4(n t) gt gn

As n > 3t + 1, we have
RY(G') — RM(G)

16



1 1 1 9 1 1
=(t—2)+-(n—tP—-n—"(t—-1)—=(n— 2)2 — =
4(15 )+4(n t) " 4(t ) 4(n 3t+2) 1
5 1
= —2t? Dt —-n+ =
+(n+1) T3
> =2t + t—7 (3t+1)+t+§
7T 3
=2 - —t—=
4 4
> 0,

a contradiction. Now we are left with the following three cases: (a) s = 1
andny = -+ =mn, =1, n,4; >3 forsomer =1,....t—2 or (b) s =1,
ny >3 and ny_1 > 5, or (¢) s > 2. For any case, we have by Lemma [2] that

RUE) — BHG) = 7((ne + 2 + (mees — 2) — (0 + )

=n; — N1+ 2
> 0,

also a contradiction. This proves Claim 2.

Recall that t =n —25+s. By Claim 2, G 2 K,V (n—28+s—1)K; U
Ko 9511). For fixed n, let f(s) = RE(K,V ((n—28+s—1)K; UKap 9611)).
We want to maximize f(s).

Suppose that s > 2. By Lemma [l again,

f(s):i(2ﬁ—23+1)2+i(n—2ﬁ+3—1)

+—n2——82+1n8—1n—1
4 4 2 2 2

As a quadratic function of s € [2, ], f(s) has axis of symmetry s = s* :=
45 _ 7+ % Note that § — s* > s* — 2 if and only if § < % Thus,

3
f(B) > f(s)if s € [2,8) and < 22,
f(2)=f(B) > f(s)if s € (2,8) and B = 22,

and

f(2)> f(s)if s € (2,0] and g > 253,

17



That is, f(s) is maximized if and only if

ﬁ lf ﬁ < 2n+43

5 Y

s=142,0 if g =2

2 iff > 2

and correspondingly, the maximum of f(s) is equal to f(8) = {n? — tn —

iﬁ2+%nﬁ—i —%ifﬁg 2"5—+3, and f(2) = inz—i-%n—i-ﬁQ—%ﬁ—i-lif
ﬁ>M

— 5 .

Next, by Lemma 2, we have

1 1 1 1
f(1) = Z(25 — 1) + Z(n —26—1)+ Zn2 —5n

For § € [2, 23], we have

F(8) ~ F(1) = 9(8) = —58% + 5nB+ 35 — 3.

As
2n+ 3
o) =0 (252
~ (2n43)?*  (2n+3)n  2n+3 1
N 20 10 4 2
n—1
= > 0,

we have f(5) > f(1). On the other hand, we have f(2) > f(1) as f(2) —
f(1)=n—-28+1>0. Thus s =1 is impossible.
Now, we have by direct calculation that

FO) =28+ 53

For § € [2, 2], we have

and ¢(8) > ¢ (2";3) = 9"2Jggg"_6 > 0, so f(B) > f(0), implying that s = 0

is impossible. On the other hand, for § € [222 2] — 1],
1 3

£(2) = £(0) = 9(B) = g + 0 — § = 5B +

3
5

18



As ¢(f) = 0 has a positive root

(n+32)2+24

9
b= 5 -1>

3
27

o3

we have f(2) > f(0) if n is odd, orif 8 < § — 1 and n is even. In such cases,
s = 0 is also impossible. If 3 = % — 1, then f(2) — f(0) = —2n +8 < 0, so
f(2) < f(0), implying that s = 2 is impossible.

Therefore, we conclude that f(s) is maximized if and only if

B if2<p <t

2 if 258 < g < 2 -1,
2,8 if B =22

0  ifg=2-1

Correspondingly,
G=KzV K, g
with RE(G) = f(B) if 2 < B < 2b3

5

G= K2 V ((n — 25 + 1)K1 U Kgg_g)
with R¥(G) = f(2) if 2 < g < 2 — 1,

G= KB V Kn_B,KQ V ((n - 25 + 1)K1 U Kgg_g)

with RE(G) = f(8) = f(0) if 8 = 2243, and

G = K25+1 U (n — Qﬁ - 1)K1

with RE(G) = f(0) if 8 =2 — 1. This completes the proof. O

2

Suppose that G is connected in the above proof. Ast —s=n—208 > 2,
we have s # 0, so one immediately has the following corollary.

Corollary 3. Let G be an n-vertex connected graph with matching number
B, where2 < B < | 5] — 1.

2n+3
If2 < B < 22 then

1 1 1 1 1 1
L ctp2 to g log 1g 1
R (G)_4n 4n 4ﬁ +2n5 46 5
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with equality if and only if G = KgV K,_3.
]f@<ﬁ§§—l, then
1 3 7 1
L o120 2 ! 1
R(G)_4n +4n+5 25+2
with equality if and only if G = Ky V ((n — 28+ 1)K U Kag_3).

If B =222 then

1 1 1 1 1 1
L B - BT S S
R (G)_4n 4n 45 +2nﬁ 45 5

with equality if and only if G = KgV K,_3, KoV ((n — 28 + 1) K1 U Kop_3).

6 Chromatic number

The chromatic number of a graph G, written x(G), is the least k such that
the vertex set can be expressed as the union of k£ independent sets.

The chromatic number of a graph G is defined to be the number of colors
necessary to color the vertices of G such that no two adjacent vertices have
the same color.

Theorem 7. Forn > 3 and 2 < k < n, let G be an n-vertex graph with
chromatic number k. Suppose that n = kq+r with 0 <r < k. Then

n?2-—n—3 111,.2 ;

wlns 4 111, if k=2
RL(G) S ) 4 2 L41 2J ) i

n 2—1 _ ntr(gt+ )4+( —7)q ka > 3

with equality if and only if G is a balanced complete k-partite graph.

Proof. Suppose that G is an n-vertex graph with chromatic number k that
maximizes the link residual closeness.

Denote by Vi,..., Vi the coloring classes of G. Let n; = |V;| for i
1,...,k. Assume that n; > n;4q for i = 1,...,k — 1. By Lemma [, G
Koy

If £ = 2, then the result follows from Theorem [3l

Suppose next that k > 3. Recall that S5 n; = n. For any wz € E(G),
dg(w, z) = 1, dg_w.(w, z) = 2, and if {u,v} # {w, z}, then dg_.(u,v) =
de(u,v). So

[t



1

1 1<i<j<k
k

1, 11 , 1

o " 4;"2' 2"

Suppose that ny —n, > 2. Let my =ny — 1, mp = np + 1 and m; = n;

I
M-
RN

-
Il

fori=2,...,k—1. Let G' = K,....m,- Then
L L 1, 2 1 2
RHG) ~ BHG) = 5 (m? 4 m2) + 1(n + 1)
1
:§(n1—nk—1)
> 0,

a contradiction. Son; —n, =0,1. Asn = kq+r with 0 < r < k, we have
ni=q+1foriwithl1<i<randn;=qfori=r+1,..., k. Then

1 1 1 1 1
RM(G) = 5”2—1”—17’(Q+1)2—Z(k‘—r)q2—§,

as desired. O

7 Number of cut edges

A cut edge (or bridge) is a single edge whose removal disconnects a graph.
For a connected graph G on n vertices, if G is a tree, then every edge is a
cut edge. Otherwise, there are at most n — 3 cut edges.

A path uguq ... us in a graph G is an internal path of G with length s if
dc(up), dc(us) > 3 and if s > 2, then dg(u;) =2 foreachi=1,...,s — 1.

Lemma 5. Let G be a connected graph with an internal path ug . . . us, where
t > 1. Let Ny = Ng(u) \ {us—1} and

G =G —{uww:we Ny} + {upw : w € Ny}
Then RE(G") > RY(G).

Proof. Let GG; be the component of G — ugu; containing ug and G the
component of G — u;_ju; containing u;. Let V; = V(G;) for i = 1,2. Let

21



Gy = G'[Vo\ {us} U{ug}]. Then G = Gy. Assume that RL(G') = C(G' - f)
with f € F(G’). By Lemma Bl f # uu;yq for 1 < i <t —1. If f = wouy,
then

Z 2—dG/(z,w) . Zt: 2—dc(z,ui)
=1

weVy

t
_ 2—dG(Z,ut) (Z 2—dc(uo,w) _ Z 2—(t—i)>
i=1

weV

1
> 9—de(zut) (1 1 9. 2 _ (9 _9=(=1)
> ( +2 5 ( )

>0
for any z € V5 \ {u}, so
RM(G") - RM(G)
>C(E - f)-C(G— )

-9 Z (Z 2—dG/(z,w) _ Xt: 2—dg(z,ui)>

ze€Vo\{ut} \wewr =1
> 0.

If f e E(G1)U E(G)), then

t
(27 —s (=) — gmdo—s(zu)) =

i=0
for any z € V5 \ {u;}, so
RM(G") — RY(G)
>C(G —f)-C(G— )
—9 Z Z (2—dG/7f(z,w) _ 2—dG,f(z,w))
zeVo\{us } weVi\{uo}

> 0,
where the second inequality follows because dg/—f(2,w) = dg_f(z,w) —t <
da—f(z,w) orde—¢(z,w) = dg—¢(z,w) = oo for any z € Va\{u:} and w € V,

and there is indeed such vertex pair for which the former inequality holds.
It follows that RE(G") > RE(G). O
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Lemma 6. Let G be a connected graph with a pendant path uguy . .. u; at ug,
where t > 2. Let

G':G—{ui_lui:iz?,...,t}—l—{uoui:i:2,...,t}.
Then RE(G") > RY(G).
Proof. Let Vi = V(G)\ {uy,...,u;}. Assume that R*(G') = C(G' — e) with
ee€ E(G).

Suppose first that e € E(G)\ {uou1}. As we pass from G —e to G' —e, the
distance between any pair of vertices in Vj U {u;} remains unchanged. For
anyw € Viandi = 2,...,t, dg—e(w,u;) = dg_e(w, u;) —i+1if dg_o(w, up) is
finite, and there is indeed such a vertex w = wy, a neighbor of ug that is not

incident to e. Moreover, G[{ug, ..., u:}] = Py and G'[{ug, ..., u}] = Sii1.
Note that C(Si+1) > C(Pi1). So

R*(G") — R™(G)
C(G' —e)—C(G—e)

2 i Z (Q—dcue(umw) _ 2—dg,e(ui,w))

=2 wevy

+ C(St+1) = C(Pepa)

t
> 9 Z (2—dcue(ui,wo) _ 2—dc,e(ui,w0))
i=2

v

t
-9 Z (2—2 _ 2—(i+1))
i=2
> 0.
If e = ugu; for some ¢ = 1,...,t, say ¢ = 1, then
R*(G') - RY(G)
>C(G —e)—C(G—e)

t
=2> ) 27leten) 4 o(S,) - C(R)

=2 weVi\{uo}

> 0.

Thus, in either case, we have RE(G") > RL(G). O
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If G is a tree on n > 2 vertices, then RY(G) < W with equality if
and only if G = §,,, which is known in [2I] and follows also from Lemma

For 1 <k <n —3, by C,,x, we denote the n-vertex graph obtained from
K, by attaching k£ pendant edges at one common vertex. It is clear that
Cpi = K1V (K1 UK, 3). Forn > 5, let ), be be graph obtained from
Cr—1,1 by attaching a pendant edge at a vertex of degree n — 3.

Theorem 8. Let G be an n-vertex connected graph with k cut edges, where
1<k<n-3. Then

2 _ 2
RL(G)Sn 2nk:_n k Z?)k

with equality if and only if G = Cyy, for k # 2 and G = Cyy, C,, ), for k = 2.

Proof. If k = 1, then the edge connectivity of G is 1, so the result follows
from Theorem [2.

Suppose that £ > 2. Let G be a connected graph with n vertices and k
cut edges that maximizes the link residual closeness.

By Lemmas [Bl and [6] all cut edges of G are pendant edges. Let Vj be
the set of vertices with degree one in G. By Lemma [, G — Vj & K, _.
Assume that V(G — Vy) = {v1,...,v,—k} and that dg(v;)) =n—k—1+a;
fori=1,...,n—k, with a; > --- > a,,_;. That is, G is obtained from K, _
by attaching a; pendant edges at v; if a; > 0 forz=1,...,n — k. By direct

calculation,
n—k 1L /a;
o= (") 2 ()

n—k
+ (n%k_lel)Zal—i—i Z a;a;

i=1 1<i<j<n—k
=—n—k2—1n—k Mk
n—k

If a; > 1withi=1,...,n—k, then for a pendant edge ¢; at v;,
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—k-1 i—1 k—aq

:C(G)—<1+n T+ 4a)
n k 1
:C(G)—§+Z—Zal

For 1 <7 < j <n — k whether a;a; = 0 or not,

C(G — vv;)
1 1
:C(G)—1+§—§(al+a])+ (a; +a;)
1 1
Zaiaj+§aiaj
1 1 1
= C(G) — 5 — Z(az + CLj) — gaiaj

Recall that a; > -+ > a,_, so R(G) = min{C(G—e,), C(G —v1v9)}, which
is equal to the minimum of C(G)—%+%—1a; and C(G)—1—1(a1+as)—Laras.

T2 1
If k£ = 2, then we have either a; =2,a9 =--- = a,—p, =0andso G = C,, 5
ora;=ay=1,a3="-+-=a,=0and so G=C], Inthe former case,

C(G—e)—C(G—vwy) = 1—%n<0,

and in the latter case,

C(G—e)—C(G—vwy) = %1 —%n<0.

Note that Cy, 2 —e; 2 € ,—e1. So G = (5, C, 5, and RYG)=C(G—e)) =

n

1(n—k)? + § in either case.

Suppose that k£ > 3. We claim that as = 0. Suppose to the contrary that
as > 1. Let G’ be the graph obtained from G — Vj, by attaching k pendant
edges at v;. Note that

C(G, — 61) — C(G — 61)

_i(al—)gamtz Z a;a;

2<i<j<n—k
1 n—k 1 n—k
> 1(@1 — 1)2@1 + ECLQZCLZ'
=2 =3
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>0

and
C(G/ - ’011)2) - C(G - Ulvg)
n—k
1 1 1
= Z Z CLZ'CLj — 1 Zai -+ galag
1<i<j<n—k =3
1 n—k
> Z(al - 1) ; a;
> 0.
So

RL(G/) = mll’l{C(Gl — 61), C(G/ — ’01’02)}
> min{C(G — ¢,),C(G — v15)} = R¥(G),

a contradiction. It follows that ay = 0, s0 G = C,, ; and RY(G) = C(G—e;) =

%(n—k)Q—%(n—k)—l—ijtikz—g = @—n—l— sz’k, as desired. O

From Theorem [§, one immediately has

Corollary 4. Let G be an n-vertex connected graph with k pendant edges,
where 1 < k <n—3. Then

n? —nk k? + 3k

L <
R*(G) < 5 n+ 1

with equality if and only if G = Cyy, for k # 2 and G = Cyy, C,, ), for k = 2.

8 Number of cut vertices

A vertex v in a connected graph G is a cut vertex if G — v is disconnected.
For a connected graph G on n > 2 vertices, it has at least two vertices that
are not cut vertices, so G possesses at most n — 2 cut vertices. Moreover, if
G has n—2 cut vertices, then it is the n-vertex path. If G is a graph of order
n > 4 with one cut vertex, then, by Theorem [I],

ndnd?fp =4 >9
RY(G) < 2 ! =
( )— {2n2—7n+13 1f5§n§8

4
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with equality if and only if G =2 K; V (Ko U K,,_3) for 5 < n < 8 G =
K1V(K2 UKn_g), Kl\/(Kl UKn_g) forn = 4, 9and G = Kl \/(Kl UKn_g) for
n > 10. In the remainder of this section, we consider the n-vertex connected
graphs with k cut vertices, where 2 < k < n — 3.

For integers r > 3 and a4, ..., a, > 0, we denote by K% the graph ob-
tained from the complete graph K, with vertex set {vy,...,v,} by attaching
a pendant path of length a; at v; if a; >0 fori=1,...,r.

Lemma 7. For fized integers r > 3 and s > 2, let

g(T,S):{Km ..... ar:ChZ"'ZarZOaZai:S}-
=1

Then G = K% mazimizes the link residual closeness in G(r,s) if and
only if ay —a, =0, 1.

Proof. Let G = K*»% € G(r,s). First, we show that

RHG) =25 — 41220 4 Y 2w
&
+ > e-ree-2).

2<i<j<r

For i = 1,...,r, let @Q; be the component of G — E(K,) containing v;.
Then @); is a path P,,;; with one terminal vertex v;, say (; = v; Vi1 ... Vg,
with v; 0 =v;. Let V; = V(Q;) fori=1,...,r.

Let v € Vi and v € V; with 1 <4 < j < r. Note that dg_y., (u,v) =
de(u,v) + 1, and if {w, 2z} # {u, v}, then dg_y,», (w0, z) = dg(w, z). So

J

C(G - 'Uﬂ)j)
=0@G)-2) > (Q—dcm,v) _9dau, (uﬂ,))
ueV; veVj
~00)- X S
ueV; veV;
1 —dg(u,v;) —dg(vj,v)
RETORED SYRE SISt
ueV; veVj
1 a; a;
= — — 2_3 2—8
Oy



(G - %(2 9a)(2 — 97),

Asa; > -+ > a,, we see that for 1 <i < j <r,
C(G — Uﬂ)j) > C(G — Ulvg)

2
= Q) ~ 52 -2 )2 - 2) @)

Note that

C(G — 'Ui’UiJ)

= C(G) -2 Z Z 9—da (u,)

weVi\{vi} veV(G)\Vi

_9 Z 9—da (viw)

weVi\{v;}
=C(G)— Y 2deted N N grde(y)
ueVi\{v; } 1<j<r/ /j#iveV;

_ i 9—Jj+l
=CG)-(1-27) > (2-27%)— (2—27Y)

1<j<r//j#i

= C(G) — (1 —27%) (Z(2 —27%) 2—%)
j=1
and (1 —27%) <Z;=1(2 —27%) + 2“”) is maximized if i = 1 because a; >
<+« > a,. Thus, by Lemma 3 for i =1,...,r with a; >0 and j =1,...,a;,
we get

C(G —v; j_1v; )
> C(G — Uivi,l) > C(G — Ulvl,l)

T

=C(G)—(1—27)) (2—27%) (3)

=2
— (2 -27(@7Y).
Now it follows from Eqgs. (2)) and (3] that

C(G — Ul'Ul,l) — C(G — Ulvg)
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T

= J@-rm)E-2) -1 Y- )

— (2 — 2—(a1—1)) )
< S@-2 -2 (1- 22 -2
_ (2 _ 2—(a1—1))

1

::—5(2—2—M)@-2ﬂW)+2—Wr4>—2—@
_ —12-27m)(2-272) ifa; >ay+1
—2+3-27% — 2—2a1—1 if a1 = Qg

< 0.

Therefore RY(G) = C(G — viv11). Note that G[V; U {v1}] & Py, for i =
2,...,r. By direct calculation, we find that

C(G — 'Ull)l 1 Z C a1+2

_ Z ZQ dg (u,v;) Z2—dc’l}]l}

2<i<j<r uevV; veVj

- Y Yy

2<i<y<r s=0

= Y e-rme-2),

2<i<j<r

from which (I)) follows, as C(P,,) + Y.i_y C(Put2) = 2a; — 4 + 2279 4
S, (2a; +2) — 4+ 27%),

Denote the expression for RY(G) in (@) by f(ay,...,a,). Suppose that
ay > a, + 2. Let p be the largest integer and ¢ be the smallest integer such
that a, = a; and a, > a; +2. Then 1 <p < qg<7r. Fori=1,...,r, let
by=a,—1,b,=a,+1and b, =a; if 1t # p,q. If p=1, then

f(bl,...,b)—f(al,...,ar)

—22h+§:2b+ Y o@2-2)2-2")

2<i<j<r
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T

=2y T o Y (2-27%)(2 - 27Y)

=2 2<i<g<r
_ 22—(11 _ 2—1—aq + 2—1—aq Z (2 o 2—ai)
2<i<r//i#q

> 0,
and if p > 1, then
fby,...,0.) — flay,...,a.)
=220 4 Z 27+ ) (2-27)(2-27%)
i=2

2<i<j<r
=2y T o Y (2-27)(2-27Y)
i=2 2<i<j<r

= (2717 — 27a) doo@-2)+1
1<i<r//i#p,q

> 0.

So f(ai,...,a,) is maximized if and only if a; — a, =0, 1.

O

Denote by PK, ;s the graph K% with a; > -+ > a,, >.._, a; = s,

and a; —a, =0, 1.

A clique of a graph G is an induced subgraph of GG that is complete. A
block is trivial if it has at exactly two vertices, and it is nontrivial if it has

at least three vertices.

For integers by, by and n with by > by > 3 and 2(b; + by) — 3 = n, let
H,(b1,bs) be the n-vertex graph consisting of two cliques of size b; and by

with a common vertex and a pendant edge at each other vertex.

Theorem 9. Let G be an n-vertex connected graph with k cut vertices, where
2<k<n—-3. Letk=(n—k)g+r with0 <r <k. If (n,k) = (9,5), then

RE(GQ) < 16 with equality if and if G = Hy(3,3). If (n, k) # (9,5), then

RY(G) < 2(n* + k* — 2nk — 3n + 4k)
— 27920 + 2k* —dnk — Tn + Tk — 1)
427207 (n? 1 k* — 2nk — 3n + 3k + 2)
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if r =20, and
RY(G) < (n—k)(2n — 2k — 6) + 2k

e ((n—k)(2n—2k—r—6)+5r2+1)

r2 —3r+2
2

4272072 <2(n —k=2)(n—k—r)+

otherwise, and the bound for RY(G) is attained if and only if G = PK,
when (n, k) # (11,6) and G = PKyy16, H11(3,4) when (n, k) = (11,6).

Proof. Suppose that G is an n-vertex connected graph with k cut vertices
that maximizes the link residual closeness.

By Lemma [I] all blocks of G are cliques with at least two vertices and
each cut vertex of GG is contained in exactly two blocks. So there are exactly
k + 1 blocks in G. As k < n — 3, there is at least one nontrivial block of
G. We call a nontrivial block B of G a pendant block if for some vertex z
in this block, the component of G — E(B) containing z is a path (that may
be trivial) with one end vertex being z. In this case, we call this path the
path at . We choose a pendant block By so that for one of its vertex, say
ug, the length ¢ of the path at ug is minimum among all paths at vertices of
all pendant blocks of G.

We will prove that either there is exactly one nontrivial block of G or G =
Hy(3,3), H11(3,4). To this end, we suppose that there are at least two non-
trivial blocks of G. Then it need only to show that G = Hy(3,3), H11(3,4).

Let W be the set of vertices in all nontrivial blocks different from B;. Let
t — 1 =min{dg(u,v’) :u € V(By),u € W}. Assume that t — 1 = dg(uq, u;)
with u; € V(By) for some nontrivial block By different from B;. Then there
is a unique path, say u; ... u;. Forany w € V(B;) (w € V(By), respectively),
let T, be the the component of G — E(B;) (G — E(By), respectively) con-
taining w. Let N = V(By) \ {uo,u1}. Let Vo = V(Ty,), Vi = UnenV(Ty)
and V5 = UwEV(BQ)\{ut}V(Tw)- Let

G'=G—{yuo,yu1 :y € N} + {yw:y € Nyw € V(By)}.

It is obvious that G’ is an n-vertex connected graph with & cut vertices.
Assume that RY(G') = C(G' — e) with e € E(G’'). By Lemmal3 e ¢

E(G[Vo]) U{uj—qu; - 1 <i<t—1}. Let b; = |V(B;)| for i =1, 2.

Claim 1. e ¢ E(G[V1]) U E(G[V3]) and e # wx for any x € V(Bs) \ {w:}.
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Suppose that this is not true. That is, e € E(G[V1])UE(G[V4]) or e = wx
for some x € V(By) \ {us}. As we pass from G — e to G’ — e, the distance
between any pair of vertices in Vo U Vo U {uy,...,u;} and in V] remains
unchanged. Moreover, for any z € V;,

t
Z (2—dG,7€(z,ui) _ 2—dG76(z7ui)) = 0.

i=1

So
RMG) = RMG) 2 C(G'—e) = C(G—e) =2 F(z) (4)
zeV1
with
F(Z) — Z (2—dG/7€(z,w) o 2—dG,e(z,w)) )
weVoUVa

We will show F'(z) > 0 for all z € V4, and F(z) > 0 for some z € N C V, so
from (@), we have RL(G') > RY(G), a contradiction.
Suppose first that e € E(G[V1]) U E(G[Vs]). For any z € Vi, we have

+t ifw eV,
—t ifwe Vs

degr—e(z,w) = dg_(z,w) {

Note also that

—dg—e(ut,w) —dg—e(uo,w)—1
22 22

weVa weVp
/41
_ Z 9—da—e(ut,w) _ Z 9—i
weVa =1
> (by— 1) — 1271
> 0.
So for z € V7,
F(z)=(27"=1) ) 27w
weVp
+(20=1) Y 2deelem)
weVy

_ (2 _ 2—t+1)2—dG,e(z,uO)
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. <Z 2—dG—e(Ut7w) - Z 2—dge(uo,w)—1>

weVa weVp
>0

and the inequality is strict if dg_.(z, ug) < 0o, for example, for z € V.
Suppose next that e = uyx for some x € V(By) \ {u:}. For any z € V),

+t if w eV,
dgf_e(Z, w) = dG_e(Z, w) —t if wel, \ V(Tm),
-1 ifwe V(T),

SO

F(z)=(2"=1) ) 27—l

weVp
+(@2 -1 ) 27w
weVa\V (Ty)
+ (2t+1 - 1) Z 2—dg,e(z,w)
weV (Ty)

= (2 - 2—t+1)2—dc(z7UO)

Z 2—dc(ut,w) _ Z 2—dG(u0,w)—l

wGVQ\V(Tz) weVy
+(2— 272 delm) N grdaluw)
weV (Ty)

Z (2 . 2—t+1)2—dg(z,u0)

. (Z 2_dG(ut7w) _ % 2—i>

weVa i=1
> 0,

as desired. This proves Claim 1.
Claim 2. e # uv for any u € N and any v € V(By).

Suppose that this is not true. That is, e = uv for some u € N and some
v € V(By). Let f = uuy. As we pass from G — f to G' — e, the distance
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between any pair of vertices in Vo U Vo U {uy,...,u} and in Vi remains
unchanged. So

RHYG') = RMG) > C(G'—e) = C(G— f)=2)  F(z)

zeVy

with
F(z) = Z (Q—dcue(sz) _ Q—def(sz)) ]

weVoUVal{ui,...,ut}

We will show that F'(z) > 0 for z € Vi, so RE(G') > RE(G), a contradiction.
Suppose first that v = u,, that is, e = uu,. For any 2z € 1,

t
—dgr_o(zw) _ 9—da_y(zui)) —
> (2 2 ) =0,

1=1

SO
F(z) = Z (Q—dcue(sz) _ Q—def(sz)) )

weVpouVa

If z € V(T,), then

+t+1 ifweV,

d’—e ) :d_ !
a—e(z,w) Gf(zw){_t_l if w e Vs,

SO

F(2) = (2 - 272t

. (Z 2—dG(Ut,w) . Z 2—dg(uo,w)—1)

weVa weVy
> 0.

If z € Vi \ V(T,), then

+t ifw eV,
—t ifw eV,

dgf_e(Z, U)) = dG_f(Z, ’UJ) {
SO

F(2) = (2 — 27127 de(zw)
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. (Z 2—dG(Ut,w) . Z 2—dg(uo,w)—1)

weVa weVp
> 0.

Suppose next that v € V(By) \ {w:}. If z € V(T},), then

t

Z(2—dcrie(z,ui) _ 2—dG,f(z,ui)) — O

=0
and
+t if we Vo \ {u},
dor—e(z,w) = dg—y(2,w) { —t if we V(T,),
—t—1 ifwel\V(T,),
SO

F(Z) — Z (2—dG176(z,w) o 2—dg,f(z,w))
wEVoUVQ\{uo}
— (1 — 2_t)2_dG(zvu0)

Z 2—dG(UtﬂU) o Z 2—dg(u0,w)

weV (Ty) weVp\{uo}
+(2—27h)2 el Y grdalun)
weVa\V (Ty)

Z (1 - 2—t)2—dg(z,u0)

. Z 2—dG(Ut,w) _ Z 2—dG(u0,w)

weVp weVp\{uo}
> 0.

If z€ Vi \ V(T,), then

Zt:(Q—dG'e(Z,ui) _ 2—dG,f(z,ui)) —0

i=1
and
+t ifwe Vy\ {uo},
—t ifw e Vs,

dgf_@(Z, w) = dG_f(z,w) {
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SO

F(z) = Z (Q—dcue(sz) _ Q—def(sz))

weVouVa

— (2 o 2—t+1)2—dg(z,uo)

Z 2—dg(ut,w) _ Z 2—dg(uo,w)—1

weVs weVo\{uo}
> 0.
In any case, we have F'(z) > 0 for z € V;. This proves Claim 2.

By Claims 1 and 2, we have e = u;_1u;.
From the definition of £, one has 3° _,, 274 (w) = SMHlo-i — 1 _o-t-1

weVp
Then
Z 2—dg(u1,w) Z Z 2—dg(u1,w) — 1 o 2—5—1
weV (1) weVp

for any z € N whether T, is a pendant path at z or not, so

Z 2—dg(w,uo) _ Z 2—dg(w,u1)

weVy weVy

DIPIRALE g

zeN weV (1)
> (b —2)(1—27h).

Z 2dcutw>z2 dc;ulw: _2—6—1

weV(Tz) weVp

for any z € V(Bsy) \ {ut}, so

Z 2—dg(ut,w) — Z Z 2—dc(u1,w)

weVs 2€V(B2)\{us} weV (T%) (6)
> (by — 1)(1 —27°71).

Similarly,

Claim 3. ¢t = 1.
Suppose that ¢ > 2. As we pass from G — e to G’ — e, the distance
between any pair of vertices in Vo U {uy,...,u;_1}, in Vj and in Vo U {w;}

remains unchanged. Then

C(G'—e)=C(G-e)=2) F(2)



with

F(Z) — Z 2—dG/(z,w)

weVolU{us}

_ Z 9—dg(zw)

weVoU{ur,...us—1}
For any z € V, there is some vertex € N such that z € V(7). Then
dea(z,w) = dg(z,x) + der (z, w)
for any w € V5 and
dg(z,w) = dg(z,z) + dg(x,w)
for any w € Vo U{uq,...,u—1}. So

F(Z) . 2dG(zvx)

= Z 2_dG’(wi) — Z 2—dg(:c,w)

weVol{ut} weVoU{ui,..., Ur—1}
/41 t
_ § 2—dG/(m,w) . E 2—i . E 2—i
weVol{ut} =1 =1

>14+(hy—1)(1 -2 -1 -2 —-(1-279
>14+1-27"1 — 142

> 0,
where the first inequality follows as ) .. 2~ dar (@w) — Y wels 2~ der (urw) >
(by —1)(1 =271 by Eq. (@). It thus follows that RY(G') = C(G' —e) >

C(G —e) > RY¥(G), a contradiction. So Claim 3 follows.

By Claim 3, t = 1. That is, V(B;) NV (Bz2) = {u1} and e = upu;.
Claim 4. For any y € N U V(Bsy) \ {w1}, y lies in some nontrivial block
different from B; and B, or T}, is a pendant path of length ¢ at y.

Suppose to the contrary that y lies outside any nontrivial block different
from By and B, and T}, is not a pendant path of length of length ¢. Then we
have two cases: (a) T, is a pendant path of length at least £+ 1, or (b) T}, is
not a path, which implies that there is a nontrivial block not containing y in
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T,. In either case, y has a unique neighbor ¢’ in 7, Zwe\/ T)\y} 2~ dalyw) _
ZweVo 2-da(u,w) > () and so

C(G"—e) - C(G"—yy)

> 9 Z Z 2dG/zw 22 der (z,w)

2€V(G\(VoUV (Ty)\{z}) \weV(Ty)\{y} weVo

-9 Z 9—da(zu1) Z 9—da(yw) _ Z 9—da(u1,w)
zeV(G\(VoLV (Ty)\{y}) weV(Ty)\{y} weVp

> 0.

On the other hand, C(G' — yy') — C(G — yy') > 0 as in the argument in
Claim 1. So RE(G) < O(G —yy') < C(G' —yy') < C(G" —¢e) = RH(G), a
contradiction. This proves Claim 4.

Claim 5. ¢ > 1.

Suppose that £ = 0. Since G possesses k > 2 cut vertices, there is some
cut vertex « € (V(By) UV(By)) \ {ug,u1}. By Claim 4, z lies in some
nontrivial block B of GG different from B; and Bs.

Assume that = € V(B) as the case when = € V(B;) may be proved
similarly. Assume further that B is such a nontrivial block with the largest
size b. Note that

ST gt > 9ot (h—1)272, (7)

Let f = ujz. As we pass from G — f to G’ — e, the distance between any pair
of vertices in Vp, in V; U{uy} \ V(T,) and in Vo U {u1} remains unchanged.
So

C(G'—e)=C(G— )

-9 Z Z (2—dGlie(z,w) o 2—dG,f(z,w))

zeVo weVy

+2 ) (27t — grdenslmw))
weV (Ty)

—9 Z 9—dg—f(uo,w)
weViUVaU{us }
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For z € V5,

—1 ifwe Wi\ V(L)

dG’—e(z>w) = dG_f(Z’w) {—2 if we V(T )

SO

Z (2—dG/7€(z,w) . 2—dG,f(z,w))

weVy

= Z 9-da-s(zw) 4 3 Z 9—dg—f(zw)

weVi\V (Tx) weV (Ty)

— 9—da(zu1) Z 9—da(uo,w)
weVi\V (Tz)

4 9-de(zu1)-1 3 Z 9—da (uo,w)

For any w € V(T1), de—e(u1, w) = dg—s(uq, w) — 1, so

2—dG/,E(u1,w) _ 2—dG,f(u1,w) — 2—dg(uo,w)—1.

Note that
Z 9—da— f(uo,w)
weViuVaU{us }
_ Z 9—da(uow) 4 Z 9—da (uo,w)
weVI\V (Ty) weV(Tz)
+ Z+2_dG(Z’U1)_1+2_1'
z€Vo

Thus

C(G'—e)=C(G—)

-9 (Z 2—dc(z,u1) _ 1) Z 2—dc(uo,w)

zeVo weViI\V(Tz)

+2 (3 D ardalzu)=l 2—1>

z€V5
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Z Q—dG(uOﬂU) o 3—1 o %

If b > 4 or b > 4, then by Egs. (), (6) and (),

C(G"'—e) = C(G - f)
>2((bp—1)27" = 1) (by — 3)27"
4

+2(3b—1)22 -2 (2" +(b—-1)22-3"") - 3

> 0,

and hence RY(G') = C(G' —e) > C(G — f) > RE(G), a contradiction. So
by = b = 3. If there is a nontrivial block B’ different from Bi, By, B such
that B’ and B, share a common vertex, then

C(G'—e)—C(G-f)
>2((by—1)27" = 1) (by — 3)27"

+2Bly—1)272 =27 27+ (b-1)27%-37") -
=0,

Q| =~

so RE(G') > RE(G), also a contradiction. So there is no nontrivial block B’
different from B; such that B’ and By share a common vertex. From this
fact, Claim 4 and the assumption that ¢ = 0, we see that each vertex in
V(Bs) \ {u1} is not a cut vertex.

By similar argument, each vertex in V(B) \ {z} is not a cut vertex.

Let V(BQ) = {Ul,UQ,U3}, V(B) = {I,l’l,xg} and

G"=G— UgU3 — T1Lo + TolUo + {SL’QU},UQU) W e V(Bl)}

By similar argument as in Claims 1 and 2, R(G*) = C(G* —uju3) = C(G* —

Il’l). Let f1 = UjUus, f2 = uU1x and W1 = V(G) \ (V(Bg) U V(B)) Then
C(G" = i) = C(G = fr)

— 2 Z (2—dg*,f1 (ug,w) . 2—dG,f2 (ug,w))

weW1U{z,xz1}

+ 2 Z (Q—dc;*,fl (z2,w) 2—dc,f2 (xz,w))

weWi1U{u1,u2,x1}
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+9 Z (2—dc*7f1 (u1,w) 2—dG,f2 (ul,w)) —9 Z 2—dG,f2 (uz,w)

we{z,r1} weV(G)\{us}
_ 2 ( Z 2—dg(u2,w) + 3 . 2—dg(u2750)—1 + 3 . 2_dG(u27$1)_1>
weWy

+9 ( Z 9—dg(e2w) 4 g 9—dg(z2u1)~1 4 7. Q—dc(uzwz)—l) + 2 dc(u1,21)

weWy

—9 ( Z 9—dg(uz,w) +92. 9—da (uz,uz2) + 9—dg(uz,)—1 +92. 2—dc(u3,m1)—1>
weWy

=2 ) 27dlen) 43.97243.9943.27247.29 4272227227
weWy

2 Y gt 4 ]

weWy
> 0,

and hence R*(G*) = C(G* — f1) > C(G — f») > R¥(G), a contradiction.
This proves Claim 5.

By Claim 5, ¢ > 1. Denote by uj, the neighbor of ug in V. Let €' = uguy,.
As we pass from G — €' to G’ — e, the distance between any pair of vertices
in Vp, in V7 and in V5 remains unchanged. Note that

dgf_e(Z, w) = dG_e/(z,w) —1
for any z € V;, w € V5. Thus

C(G —¢) - C(G —¢)

=2 Z Z (2o —ez) _ 9 (z0))

zeVi weVs
+9 Z 9—dgr_e(zu0) _ 9 Z 9—dg_er(2u0)
z€Vo\{uo} zeV1UVaU{u1 }
-9 Z 9—dag(zu1) Z 9—dg(ur,w) 4 ZZI 9=t
zeVy weVa 1=0
—9 Z 9—da(zu0)
2€ViUVaU s }
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= <2 Z 9—dg(zu1) _ 1) (Z 9—da(u1w) _ 1) _9t+l

zeW weVa
If ¢ > 2, then by Egs. (Bl) and (@),
C(G' —e) = C(G —¢)
> (2(b —2)1 =271 = 1) (b — 1)1 —27"") — 1) — 27!
>(1-27%)(1-27%) —27"
> 0,

a contradiction. It thus follows that ¢ = 1.
If there is a nontrivial block B with size b with V' (B;) N V(B) = {z} or
V(By) NV (B) = {z}. Note that

D detm) > 07 4 (p—1)272(2 - 27Y).

zeV (Ty)
Suppose first that x € N. If by > 4, by > 4 or b > 4, then by Eqgs. (B) and (@),
C(G — —¢)
Z <2 Z 2 da(z,u1) o ) <Z 2—dg(u1,w) o 1) o 2—54—1
zeVy weVo
_ Z 2~ da(zu1) 1 (Z 2—dc(u1,w) _ 1)
zeV(Ty) weVa
+2 Y 27dal) <Z 9 da(urw) _ 1) —1
xzeVI\V (T%) weVa

>(14+0b-12""2-2""=1) (b —1)(1 —27%) —1)
+ (b =3)(1=-27) (b —1(1 -2 —1) -1
> 0,
a contradiction. So b = b; = by = 3.
Note that there is no nontrivial block different from B; that has a common

vertex with Bs, otherwise, we have > 2-da(urw) > 1 _9-2 4 9-1 4 9.
2711 —27?) = 2 and hence

C(G'—e)-C(G-€¢)>1+2-2""=1)(2-1)—1>0,

weVa
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a contradiction. By Claim 4, the length of pendant path at either vertex in
V(Bs) \ {u1} is one.

Let G = wou; + {wyw : w € V(B) \ {z}}. Assume that RY(G") =
C(G” — f). By similar argument as in Claims 1 and 2, f = wpz. Suppose
that there is a nontrivial block different from B at some vertex in V(B)\ {z}.
Let T! be the component of G — w containing w for w € {u;} UV (B) \ {z}
and Vg = UwEV(B)\{x}V(Té;)- Then

C(G" = f) = C(G" — uguy)

— |9 Z 9—da(zz) _ q (Z 9—da(zw) _ 1) -1
zeV(T,) weVp

>(1+2-2"1'-12-1) -1

>0,

a contradiction. By similar argument as in Claim 4, the length of pendant
path at each vertex in V(B) \ {z} is one. Thus G is a graph on 12 vertices
with 7 cut vertices and exactly 3 nontrivial blocks. By direct calculation,
RE(G) = 25.625 < 27.375 = RL(PK)a7), a contradiction.

It follows that x ¢ N, so x € V(Bz), which is still impossible by similar
arguments as above. Thus, there is no nontrivial block different from B; and
B, that has a common vertex with By or By. By Claim 4, each pendant path
at any vertex of V(B;)UV (Bz)\{u1} is of length one. That is, G = H,,(by, bs).

Assume that by < by. If by > 4, then

C(G'—e)—C(G-¢)>(41-27)-1)(3(1 -2 —1) =1 >0,
a contradiction. So, by = 3. If by > 6, then
C(G'—e)—C(G-¢)>(20-27%)—1)(B(1 -27%) = 1) =1 >0,

a contradiction. So by < 5. If by = 5, then by direct calculation, we have
RE(G') = 36 > 35.25 = R¥(G), a contradiction. So we are left with two
possibilities: G = Hy(3,3) or G = Hy1(3,4).

Therefore, we have proved that G = Hy(3,3), H11(3,4), or there is pre-
cisely one nontrivial block of G. By Lemma [ we have G = Hy(3,3) with
(TL, k‘) = (9,5), G= H11(3,4) with (n, k’) = (11,6), or G = PKn,k

By direct calculation, R*(Hy(3,3)) = 16 and R*(H;,(3,4)) = 24.5.
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Let ¢ and r be integers with k = (n—k)g+7 and 0 < r < k. Assume that
PK, = K%+t witha; > -+ > ap_p. Ifr =0,thena; =--- = a,_ = ¢,
so we have by Eq. () that

—k—1
RYPEK,;) =2k —4+27 74 (n -k —1)279 + (n 5 )(2—2_‘1)2.
Ifr>1thena;=---=a,=q+1, ayy1 = -+ = a,_r = q, SO we have by
Eq. (1) that

REPK,;) =2k —4+2774 (r — )27 4 (n — k —1r)271
+ (T - 1) (2—27771)% 4 (” —k= T) (2 —279)2
2 2
+(r—-Dn—k-r)(2-2"712-279.
Now the proof is completed by noting that RX(PKy5) = 15.25 < RY(Hy(3,3))
16 and RL(PKH’G) =245= RL(HH(?), 4)) ]
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