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ABSTRACT

Let G be a simple graph with adjacency matrix A(G), signless Laplacian matrix Q(G), degree
diagonal matrix D(G) and let l(G) be the line graph of G. In 2017, Nikiforov defined the Aα-matrix
of G, Aα(G), as a linear convex combination of A(G) and D(G), the following way, Aα(G) :=
αA(G) + (1− α)D(G), where α ∈ [0, 1]. In this paper, we present some bounds for the eigenvalues
of Aα(G) and for the largest and smallest eigenvalues of Aα(l(G)). Extremal graphs attaining some
of these bounds are characterized.

Keywords Line graphs · Characteristic polynomial · Aα-eigenvalues · Aα-matrix.

1 Introduction

Let Mn,m(IR) be the set of n×m real matrices, when m = n we use for short Mn(IR). A matrix M = [mij ] is said
non-negative (M ≥ 0) if all its entries, mij , are non-negative, and M is considered positive (M > 0) if all its elements
are strictly positive. If M ∈ Mn(IR), the M -characteristic polynomial is defined by PM (λ) = |λIn −M | and its roots
are called M -eigenvalues. We shall index them in non-increasing order and denote by λ1(M) ≥ . . . ≥ λn(M). The
collection of M -eigenvalues together with their multiplicities is called the M -spectrum, denoted by σ(M). The largest

M -eigenvalue, λ1(M), is also called spectral radius. The Rayleigh quotient is defined by R(M,x) =
xTMx

xTx
, for all

nonzero vector x ∈ IRn .

Let G = (V,E) be a simple graph such that |V | = n and |E| = m. For each vertex v ∈ V the degree of
v, denoted by d(v), is defined by the number of edges incident to v. The minimum degree of G, is denoted by
δ(G) = min{d(v) : v ∈ V } and the maximum degree of G by ∆(G) = max{d(v) : v ∈ V }. The average degree of

the neighbors of vi ∈ V is mi =
1

d(vi)

∑
vj∼vi

d(vj). The graph G is called r-regular if each vertex of G has degree r.

The graph G is called non-null if it has at least one edge, and G is connected if every pair of distinct vertices of G is
joined by a path in G. The complement of G, denoted by G = (V ,E), is the graph obtained from G with the same
vertex set, V = V , and vivj ∈ E if and only if vivj /∈ E. Let G = (V,E) and H = (W,F ) be graphs, if W ⊂ V and
F ⊂ E, then H is a subgraph of G. The subgraph denoted by G− e = (V,E − e) is obtained from G by deleting the
edge e.

∗We would like to thank the National Council for Scientific and Technological Development (CNPq) - Brazil
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Some results involving the Aα-eigenvalues for graphs and line graphs

We denote the path with n vertices by Pn, the complete graph by Kn, the complete bipartite graph with order
n = n1 + n2 by Kn1,n2 and, in particular, the star by K1,n−1. A wheel graph of order n, Wn, is a graph that results
of connecting all the vertices of a cycle of order n− 1 to a single universal vertex known as the hub. The pineapple
graph, Kq

p , is obtained by appending q pendant edges to a vertex of a complete graph Kp where q ≥ 1 and p ≥ 3.
The binomial tree2, denoted by BTk, is a tree defined recursively as follows: BT0 consists of a single vertex and the
binomial tree BTk consists of two binomial trees BTk−1 that are linked together by an edge, as show in Figure 1.

(a) Recursively tree. (b) The first four binomial trees

Figure 1: Binomial tree.

The line graph of G, denoted by l(G), is obtained in the following way: each edge in G corresponds to a vertex in
l(G), and for two edges in G that share a vertex, make an edge between their corresponding vertices in l(G). From the
definition it is important to note that l(Pn) = Pn−1 and l(K1,n−1) = Kn−1. An example of a line graph can be seen in
Figure 2.

Figure 2: A graph and its line graph.

The first and the second Zagreb indices defined by Z1(G) =

n∑
i=1

d2(vi) and Z2(G) =
∑

uv∈E(G)

d(u)d(v), respectively,

were introduced by Gutman and Trinajestic, [2]. The first general Zagreb index is defined by Z(p)(G) =

n∑
i=1

dp(vi),

for p ∈ IR, p ̸= 0 and p ̸= 1 and it seems to have been first considered by Li et al. in [3, 4]. For p = 2, we have the
Z(2)(G) = Z1(G) and the study of its bounds and properties can be found at [5, 6, 7, 8, 9] and, for p = 3, we have
Z(3)(G) = F (G), called the forgotten topological index or F-index, whose study appears in [2, 10, 11]. The general
Randić index is defined by Ra(G) =

∑
uv∈E(G)

(d(u)d(v))
a
, where a ∈ IR∗ and was introduced by Bollobás and Erdös

in [12]. The study of its bounds can be found at [13] and it is not difficult to see that there are close relations between
these topological indices, for example, R1(G) = Z2(G).

The adjacency matrix of G, denoted by A = A(G) = [aij ], is a square and symmetric matrix of order n, such that
aij = 1 if vi is adjacent to vj and aij = 0, otherwise. The incident matrix of G, denoted by B = B(G) = [bij ], is
a matrix of order n ×m such that bij = 1 if ej is an incident edge at vi and bij = 0, otherwise. The degree matrix
of G, denoted by D(G), is the diagonal matrix that has the degree of the vertex vi, d(vi), in the ith position. The
matrices L(G) = D(G) − A(G) and Q(G) = D(G) + A(G) are called Laplacian matrix and signless Laplacian
matrix, respectively. For simplify the notation, we use λi(Q(G)) = qi for all i = 1, . . . , n.

2For more details we suggest [1].
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Some results involving the Aα-eigenvalues for graphs and line graphs

In 2017 Nikiforov, [14], defined for any real α ∈ [0, 1] the convex linear combination Aα(G) of A(G) and D(G) in the
following way:

Aα(G) = αD(G) + (1− α)A(G), (1)
which we call the Aα-matrix. From the definition it is easy to see that A0(G) = A(G), A1(G) = D(G) and

A 1
2
(G) =

1

2
Q(G). So, obtaining bounds for Aα-eigenvalues is an interesting problem because it contemplates the

study of bounds for the adjacency and signless Laplacian matrices.

In this paper, some bounds for the Aα-eigenvalues are obtained for a simple graph and for its line graph. We present
two lower bounds for λ1(Aα(G)) and make a comparison between them. Furthermore, we compare the new bounds
with those existing in the literature and presented here and to do this, certain criteria needed to be defined. Specifically,
we opted to evaluate bounds that pertain to identical extremal graphs.

This paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we introduce some definitions and results required to prove the main
results; in Section 3, we show the main results, together with some comparisons of the obtained bounds.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we present some results that will be useful to prove the main results of the paper. We start with the
Theorem of Weyl and So, which inequalities involve eigenvalues of sums of Hermitian matrices.
Theorem 2.1 (Weyl). [15] Let A,B ∈ Mn(IR) be symmetric and let the spectrum of A, B, and A + B be σ(A) =
{λ1(A), . . . , λn(A)}, σ(B) = {λ1(B), . . . , λn(B)} and σ(A + B) = {λ1(A + B), . . . , λn(A + B)}, respectively.
Then,

λi+j−1(A+B) ≤ λi(A) + λj(B), j = 1, . . . , n− i+ 1 (2)
for each i = 1, . . . , n, with equality for some pair i, j if and only if there is a nonzero vector x such that Ax = λix,
Bx = λjx and (A+B)x = λi+j−1x. Also,

λi(A) + λj(B) ≤ λi+j−n(A+B), j = i, . . . , n (3)
for each i = 1, . . . , n, with equality for some pair i, j if and only if there is a nonzero vector x such that Ax = λix,
Bx = λjx e (A+B)x = λi+j−nx. If A and B have no common eigenvector, then the inequalities in (2) and (3) are
strict.

As consequence of Theorem 2.1, we have Corollary 2.2.
Corollary 2.2. [15] Let be A,B ∈ Mn(IR) symmetric. Then,

λi(A) + λn(B) ≤ λi(A+B) ≤ λi(A) + λ1(B), (4)
with i = 1, . . . , n. Equality in the upper bound holds if and only if there is a nonzero vector x that is eigenvector of
A,B and A+B with corresponding eigenvalues λi, λ1 and λi, respectively. Analogously, equality in the lower bound
holds if and only if there is nonzero vector x that is eigenvector of A,B and A+B with corresponding eigenvalues λi,
λn and λi, respectively.

Theorem 2.3 relates the spectra of a graph and its subgraph, Theorem 2.4 and Proposition 2.5 show the Rayleigh
theorem and its adaptation to Aα-matrix.
Theorem 2.3. [16] Let G be a graph with n vertices and eigenvalues λ1(A(G)) ≥ . . . ≥ λn(A(G)), and let
H an induced subgraph of G with s vertices. If the eigenvalues of H are λ1(A(H)) ≥ . . . ≥ λs(A(H)) then
λn−s+i(A(G)) ≤ λi(A(H)) ≤ λi(A(G)), ∀i = 1, . . . , s.
Theorem 2.4. [15] Let A ∈ Mn(IR) symmetric with eigenvalues λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ . . . ≥ λn. Then,

λ1 = max
x ̸=0

R(A, x) and λn = min
x ̸=0

R(A, x)

Proposition 2.5. [14] If α ∈ [0, 1] and G is a graph of order n, then

λ1(Aα(G)) = max
|x|=1

xTAα(G)x and λn(Aα(G)) = min
|x|=1

xTAα(G)x. (5)

Furthermore, if x is a unit vector, then λ1(Aα(G)) = xTAα(G)x if and only if x is an eigenvector of λ1(Aα(G)), and
λn(Aα(G)) = xTAα(G)x if and only if x is an eigenvector of λn(Aα(G)).

3



Some results involving the Aα-eigenvalues for graphs and line graphs

The next result shows a lower bound for the largest eigenvalue of a non-negative matrix.

Lemma 2.6. [17, 18] Let B = (bij) be a non-negative n× n matrix with n ≥ 2, λ1(B) be the largest eigenvalue of B,
and set θ = min

1≤i≤n
{bii}. Then

λ1(B) ≥ max
i

bii + θ

2
+

√√√√ (bii − θ)2

4
+
∑
i ̸=j

bijbji

 . (6)

Moreover, if B is irreducible with n ≥ 3, and at least two rows (two columns) of B contain more than one nonzero
off-diagonal entry, then inequality is strict.

Lemma 2.7. [19] Let G be a connected graph with n vertices and A(G) = A its adjacency matrix. Let P (x) be any
polynomial function and Sv(P (A) be the row sums of P (A) corresponding to each vertex v. Then

minSv(P (A)) ≤ P (λ1(A)) ≤ maxSv(P (A)).

Moreover, equality holds if and only if the row sums of P (A) are all equal.

Bounds for the first Zagreb Index, the F-index and the general Randić index are presented in the next results.

Lemma 2.8. [6] Let G be a simple graph with n vertices and m edges. Let δ and ∆ be the minimum and the maximum

degree of G, respectively. Then, for n ≥ 3, Z1(G) ≥ ∆2 + δ2 +
(2m−∆− δ)2

n− 2
. Furthermore, equality occurs if and

only if d2 = · · · = dn−1.

Lemma 2.9. [6] Let G be a connected graph with n vertices and m edges. Let δ be the minimum degree of G. Then,
Z1(G) ≤ 2mn− n(n− 1)δ + 2m(δ − 1). Moreover, the equality holds if and only if G is a star graph or a regular
graph.

Proposition 2.10. [10] Let G be a graph with m edges, whose first Zagreb index is Z1(G). Then,

F (G) ≥ Z1(G)2

2m

Equality is attained in the case of regular graphs.

Theorem 2.11. [13] Let G be a graph with n vertices and m ≥ 1 edges. Then for a ≥ 1,

Ra ≥ 4an−2am1+2a

with equality if and only if G is a regular graph.

Theorem 2.12 and Theorem 2.13 show a relation between the vertices degree of the graph and its line graph. Theorem
2.14, Lemma 2.15 and Proposition 2.16, present some results involving line graphs.

Theorem 2.12. [20] Let G be a non-null graph such that V (G) = {v1, . . . , vn} and m edges. Then

(a) l(G) has m vertices and
1

2

n∑
i=1

d2(vi)−m edges.

(b) The degree of a vertex e = vivj in l(G) is d(e) = d(vi) + d(vj)− 2.

Theorem 2.13. [20] Let G be a graph with at least one edge. Then,

(a) δ(l(G)) ≥ 2δ(G)− 2 with equality if and only if G has two adjacent vertices of degree δ(G).

(b) ∆(l(G)) ≤ 2∆(G)− 2 with equality if and only if G has two adjacent vertices of degree ∆(G).

Theorem 2.14. [20] If λm(l(G)) is the smallest eigenvalue of A(l(G)), then −2 ≤ λm(l(G)).

Lemma 2.15. [21] Let G be a connected graph with n vertices, then l(G) is the complete graph if and only if G is
either K1,n−1 or K3.

Proposition 2.16. [20] If H is a non-null subgraph of G, then l(H) is an induced subgraph of l(G).

As consequence of Proposition 2.16 and Theorem 2.3 we have the Corollary 2.17.
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Some results involving the Aα-eigenvalues for graphs and line graphs

Corollary 2.17. Let G be a graph with n vertices and m ̸= 0 edges. Then

λi(Aα(l(G))) ≥ λi(Aα(l(G− e))) ≥ λi+1(Aα(l(G))),

∀i = 0, . . . ,m− 1 and α ∈ [0, 1].

Some known results in the literature about the incident matrix, Laplacian matrix and signless Laplacian matrix are
presented below.
Lemma 2.18. [16] Let G be a graph with m edges and B = B(G) the incident matrix of G. Then BTB =
2Im +A(l(G)).
Remark 2.19. From Lemma 2.18 follows that

(1− α)BTB = (1− α)A(l(G)) + 2(1− α)Im = Aα(l(G))− αD(l(G)) + 2(1− α)Im. (7)
Taking U = −αD(l(G)) + 2(1− α)Im and substituting in equation (7), we have

(1− α)BTB = Aα(l(G)) + U, (8)

where U = [uij ] is a diagonal matrix of order m. From Theorem 2.12, for all k such that 1 ≤ k ≤ m and ek = vivj
we have that ukk = −αd(ek) + 2− 2α = −α(d(vi) + d(vj)− 2) + 2− 2α = 2− α(d(vi) + d(vj)).
Lemma 2.20. [16] Let G be a graph with n vertices and m edges. Consider B and D(G) the incident and the degree
matrix of G, respectively. Then BBT = D(G) +A(G) = Q(G).
Remark 2.21. From Lemma 2.20 follows that

(1−α)BBT = (1−α)A(G)+ (1−α)D(G) = Aα(G)−αD(G)+ (1−α)D(G) = Aα(G)+ (1− 2α)D(G) (9)

Proposition 2.22. [22] The least eigenvalue of the signless Laplacian of a connected graph is equal to 0 if and only if
the graph is bipartite. In this case 0 is a simple eigenvalue.
Proposition 2.23. [23] The matrices L(G) and Q(G) have the same characteristic polynomial if and only if G is a
bipartite graph.

Lemma 2.24 shows a linear correspondence between the eigenvalues of Aα(G) and A(G) and Proposition 2.25 is an
adaptation of Perron-Frobenius’s Theorem for Aα-matrix.
Lemma 2.24. [14] If α ∈ [0, 1] and k = 1, . . . , n and G is a r-regular graph of order n, then there exists a linear
correspondence between the eigenvalues of Aα(G) and A(G), the following way

λk(Aα(G)) = αr + (1− α)λk(A(G)). (10)
In particular, λ1(Aα(G)) = r, ∀α ∈ [0, 1].
Proposition 2.25. [14] Let α ∈ [0, 1), G be a graph and x be a non- negative eigenvector of λ1(Aα(G)).

(i) If G is connected, then x is positive and unique minus scalar;

(ii) If G is disconnected and P is the set of vertices with positive entries of x, then the subgraph induced by P is a
union of components H of G with λ1(Aα(H)) = λ1(Aα(G));

(iii) If G is connected and µ is an eigenvalue of Aα(G) with a non-negative eigenvector, then µ = λ1(Aα(G));

(iv) If G is connected, and H is a proper subgraph of G, then λ1(Aα(H)) < λ1(Aα(G)).

Proposition 2.26 and Corollary 2.27 show the Aα-spectrum of Kn and l(K1,n−1).

Proposition 2.26. [14] The eigenvalues of Aα(Kn) are λ1(Aα(Kn)) = n− 1 and λk(Aα(Kn)) = αn− 1 for 2 ≤
k ≤ n.
Corollary 2.27. Let G ∼= K1,n−1 and α ∈ [0, 1]. Then σ(Aα(l(G))) =

{
n− 2(1), (n− 1)α− 1(n−2)

}
.

Proof. From Lemma 2.15 we know that l(G) is a complete graph with n− 1 vertices and from Proposition 2.26 the
result follows.

Theorem 2.28 provides relations between PAα(l(G)) and PAα(G), and between PAα(l(G)) and PA(G). Corollary 2.29
obtains the Aα-spectrum of the l(Kn) and Corollary 2.30 shows a relation between PAα(l(G)) and PQ(G) when G is
r-regular.
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Some results involving the Aα-eigenvalues for graphs and line graphs

Theorem 2.28. [24] Let G be a r-regular graph with n vertices and m edges such that r ≥ 2 and α ∈ [0, 1). Then

PAα(l(G))(λ) = (λ− 2rα+ 2)m−nPAα(G)(λ− r + 2)

and

PAα(l(G))(λ) = (λ− 2rα+ 2)m−n(1− α)nPA(G)

(
λ− r(α+ 1) + 2

1− α

)

Corollary 2.29. Let α ∈ [0, 1]. Then σ(Aα(l(Kn))) =

{
2n− 4, (n(α+ 1)− 4)(n−1), (2α(n− 1)− 2)(

n(n−3)
2 )

}
.

Proof. From Proposition 2.26 and Theorem 2.28 the result follows.

Corollary 2.30. Let G be a r-regular graph with n vertices, m ̸= 0 edges and α ∈ [0, 1). Then

PAα(l(G))(λ) = (λ− 2rα+ 2)m−n(1− α)nPQ(G)

(
λ− 2rα+ 2

1− α

)
Proof. From Theorem 2.28 and Lemma 2.20 follows that

PAα(l(G))(λ) = (λ− 2rα+ 2)m−n|(λ− 2rα+ 2)In − (1− α)BBT |

= (λ− 2rα+ 2)m−n(1− α)nPQ(G)

(
λ− 2rα+ 2

1− α

)
.

Remark 2.31. Let G a r-regular graph with σ(Q(G)) = {q1, . . . , qn} and m > n. From Corollary 2.30, we have α,
(2rα− 2) and α(2r − qi) + qi − 2 for i = 1, . . . , n belong to σ(Aα(l(G))).

Example 1. Consider G ∼= Kn. We know that σ(Q(Kn)) = {2n− 2, n− 2(n−1)}, see [25, 26]. So, from Corollary

2.30 we have σ(Aα(l(Kn))) =

{
2n− 4, n(α+ 1)− 4(n−1), 2α(n− 1)− 2(

n(n−3)
2 )

}
, which can be seen in [24].

Example 2. Consider G ∼= Kn,n. From Proposition 2.23, σ(L(Kn,n)) = σ(Q(Kn,n)). Moreover, σ(L(Kn,n)) =

{2n, n(2n−2), 0}, which can be see in [27, 26]. So from Corollary 2.30, we obtain σ(Aα(l(Kn,n))) =

{
2n− 2, n(α+

1)− 2(2n−2), 2αn− 2(n
2−2n+1)

}
.

The following results are bounds for the Aα-eigenvalues. In [14], Proposition 2.33 was introduced without extremal
graphs so, we rewrite it and introduce its extremal graph.

Proposition 2.32. [14] If G is a graph with maximum degree ∆, then

λ1(Aα(G)) ≥ 1

2

(
α(∆ + 1) +

√
α2(∆ + 1)2 + 4∆(1− 2α)

)
(11)

If G is connected, equality holds if and only if G ∼= K1,∆.

Proposition 2.33. [14] Let G be a graph with n vertices and α ∈ [0, 1]. Then,

min
vi∈V


√
αd2(vi) + (1− α)

∑
vj∼vi

d(vj)

 ≤ λ1(Aα(G)) ≤ max
vi∈V


√
αd2(vi) + (1− α)

∑
vj∼vi

d(vj)

 (12)

Moreover, the equalities holds if and only if G is regular.

Proof. We have already seen that Svi(Aα(G)) = d(vi) and from [14] we have that Svi(A
2
α(G)) = αd2(vi) + (1 −

α)
∑
vj∼vi

d(vj).

6



Some results involving the Aα-eigenvalues for graphs and line graphs

From Lemma 2.7 follows that
min
vi∈V

{Svi
(A2

α(G))} ≤ λ2
1(Aα(G)) ≤ max

vi∈V
{Svi(A

2
α(G))}

and then the result follows.

Now, suppose initially that G is a r-regular graph. Hence, d(vi) = r, ∀vi ∈ V . Replacing in (12) we obtain
λ1(Aα(G)) = r. Conversely, if both equalities hold, we have that all row sums are equal and then we can conclude that
G is regular.

Proposition 2.34. [28] Let G be a graph with n vertices. If G ≇ Kn, then λ2(Aα(G)) ≥ 0.

Proposition 2.35. [29] The largest eigenvalue of Aα(Pn) satisfies

λ1(Aα(Pn)) ≤


2α+ 2(1− α) cos

(
π

n+ 1

)
, if 0 ≤ α <

1

2
;

2α+ 2(1− α) cos
(π
n

)
, if

1

2
≤ α ≤ 1.

Equality holds if and only if α = 0, α =
1

2
or α = 1.

3 Main Results

In this section we show the main results of this paper that involve bounds for some Aα-eigenvalues of graphs and
line graphs and, when is possible, we exhibited extremal graphs. Moreover, comparisons between some bounds are
presented.

3.1 Some Bounds for Aα-eigenvalues of Graphs

Theorem 3.1. Let G be a graph of order n ≥ 2, ∆ and δ be the maximum degree and the minimum degree of G,
respectively, and α ∈ [0, 1] . Then

λ1(Aα(G)) ≥
α(∆ + δ) +

√
α2(∆− δ)2 + 4(1− α)2∆

2
(13)

If G is connected, the equality holds if and only if G ∼= K1,n−1.

Proof. From Lemma 2.6 we have that

λ1(Aα(G))) ≥ max
i

Aα(G)ii + αδ

2
+

√√√√ (Aα(G)ii − αδ)2

4
+
∑
i ̸=j

Aα(G)ijAα(G)ji


=

α∆+ αδ

2
+

√√√√√ (α∆− αδ)2

4
+ max

i

∑
i̸=j

Aα(G)ijAα(G)ji



=

α(∆ + δ) +

√√√√√α2(∆− δ)2 + 4max
i

∑
i ̸=j

Aα(G)ijAα(G)ji


2

As Aα(G) = αD(G) + (1− α)A(G), follows that∑
i̸=j

Aα(G)ijAα(G)ji = (1− α)2
∑
i ̸=j

aijaji

and then

λ1(Aα(G))) ≥
α(∆ + δ) +

√
α2(∆− δ)2 + 4(1− α)2∆

2
.

If G ∼= K1,n−1 we have that ∆ = n− 1 and δ = 1, so from [14] we have the equality. Now suppose that equality in
(13) holds. Since G is connected, Aα(G) is irreducible. By the equality condition in Lemma 2.6, there exists only one
row (column) of Aα(G) containing more than one nonzero off-diagonal entry. Then there exists only a vertex v with
d(v) ≥ 2. So, G ∼= K1,n−1.

7
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Corollary 3.2. Let G be a graph of order n ≥ 2, ∆ the maximum degree, δ = 1 and α ∈ [0, 1). Then the lower bound
presented in (13) and (11) are equal.

Proof. Taking δ = 1 in (13) we have

λ1(Aα(G)) ≥
α(∆ + 1) +

√
α2(∆− 1)2 + 4(1− α)2∆

2

=
α(∆ + 1) +

√
α2∆2 − 2∆α2 + α2 + 4∆− 8α∆+ 4α2∆

2

=
α(∆ + 1) +

√
α2(∆ + 1)2 + 4∆(1− 2α)

2

Theorem 3.3. Let α ∈ [0, 1] and G be a graph with m ̸= 0 edges, n ≥ 3 vertices, ∆ and δ be the maximum and
minimum degrees, respectively. Then,

λ1(Aα(G)) ≥ α
(∆2 + δ2)(n− 2) + (2m−∆− δ)2

2m(n− 2)
+ (1− α)

8m3

n2(2δm+ (n− 1)(2m− nδ))
(14)

The equality occurs if G is a regular graph.

Proof. From Proposition 2.5 we know that there exists an eigenvector x ∈ IRn associated with λ1(Aα(G)) that satisfies

λ1(Aα(G)) = max
x∈IRn

xTAα(G)x

xTx
. So for all y ̸= kx, where k ∈ IR, we have

λ1(Aα(G)) ≥ yTAα(G)y

yT y
=

yT (αD(G) + (1− α)A(G))y

yT y

=
αyTD(G)y + (1− α)yTA(G)y

yT y
.

Taking y = (d(v1), d(v2), . . . , d(vn)) = (d1, d2, . . . , dn), we have

λ1(Aα(G)) ≥
α

n∑
i=1

d3i + (1− α)yTA(G))y

n∑
i=1

d2i

=

α

n∑
i=1

d3i

n∑
i=1

d2i

+

(1− α)2
∑
vi∼vj

didj

n∑
i=1

d2i

= α

n∑
i=1

d3i

n∑
i=1

d2i

+ (1− α)

2
∑
vi∼vj

didj

n∑
i=1

d2i

= α
F (G)

Z1(G)
+ (1− α)

2R1(G)

Z1(G)
.

From Proposition 2.10 and Theorem 2.11 follows that

λ1(Aα(G)) ≥ α

Z2
1 (G)

2m
Z1(G)

+ (1− α)
8
m3

n2

Z1(G)
= α

Z1(G)

2m
+ (1− α)

8m3

n2Z1(G)
.

Using Lemmas 2.8 and 2.9 with some algebraic manipulation the result follows.

To prove the equality suppose that G is r-regular graph. From Lemma 2.24 we know that λ1(Aα(G)) = r and moreover
that ∆ = δ = r and m =

nr

2
. Then,

α
n((∆ + δ)2 − 4m(∆ + δ −m) + (∆2 + δ2)(n− 2))

2m
+ (1− α)

8m3

n2(2δm− (n− 1)(2m− nδ))
=

n((r + r)2 − 4
nr

2

(
r + r − nr

2

)
+ (r2 + r2)(n− 2))

2
nr

2

+ (1− α)
8
(nr

2

)3
n2
(
2r

nr

2
− (n− 1)

(
2
nr

2
− nr

)) =

αr − 2rα

n
+

2r2α

nr
− αr + r = r

8
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Theorem 3.4. Let G be a graph with n vertices, m ̸= 0 edges, ∆(G) its maximum degree, δ(G) its minimum degree
and α ∈ [0, 1]. Then,

λ1(Aα(G)) ≤
√
α∆2 + (1− α)(∆(δ − 1)− δ(n− 1) + 2m). (15)

Moreover, equality holds if and only if G is regular.

Proof. Let Sv(M) the row sums of M corresponding to each vertex v. Since Aα(G) = αD(G) + (1− α)A(G), we
have that Sv(Aα(G)) = d(v) and Sv(A(G)D(G)) = Sv(A

2(G)) =
∑
u∼v

d(u) = 2m− d(v)−
∑
u≁v
u ̸=v

d(u). Then,

Sv(A
2
α(G)) = Sv

(
(αD(G) + (1− α)A(G))2

)
= Sv

(
αD(G)Aα(G) + α(1− α)A(G)D(G) + (1− α)2A2(G)

)
= αSv (D(G)Aα(G)) + α(1− α)Sv (A(G)D(G)) + (1− α)2Sv

(
A2(G)

)
= αd2(v) + α(1− α)

2m− d(v)−
∑
u≁v
u̸=v

d(u)

+ (1− α)2

2m− d(v)−
∑
u≁v
u̸=v

d(u)


= αd2(v) + (1− α)

2m− d(v)−
∑
u≁v
u̸=v

d(u)


≤ αd2(v) + (1− α)(2m− d(v)− (n− d(v)− 1)δ)

= αd2(v) + (1− α)(2m+ (δ − 1)d(v)− δ(n− 1))

≤ α∆2 + (1− α)(2m+ (δ − 1)∆− δ(n− 1))

Hence, for every v ∈ V , we have

Sv(A
2
α(G)) ≤ α∆2 + (1− α)(2m+ (δ − 1)∆− δ(n− 1)).

By Lemma 2.7,
λ2
1(Aα(G)) ≤ α∆2 + (1− α)(2m+ (δ − 1)∆− δ(n− 1))

Solving the quadratic inequality, we obtain the result.

Suppose initially that G is a r-regular graph, so√
α∆2 + (1− α)(∆(δ − 1)− δ(n− 1) + 2m) =

√
αr2 + (1− α)

(
r(r − 1)− r(n− 1) + 2

nr

2

)
=
√
αr2 + (1− α) (r2 − r − rn+ r + nr) = r

Now, suppose that holds the equality in (15). This implies that all inequalities present in its proof are equalities. So,
d(v) = ∆ for every v ∈ V , which implies that G is a regular graph.

3.2 Bounds Comparison

In this subsection, tables and graphs are presented to compare the proposed bounds by the authors in Subsection 3.1
among themselves and also to compare these bounds with others found in the literature.

3.2.1 Lower bounds proposed

We provide tables illustrating the performance of the two bounds introduced in the preceding section alongside the
precise value of λ1(Aα(G)). Notice that these bounds have different extremal graphs. Three families of graphs were
used, two from special trees, the path and the binomial tree, and the third from the pineapple graph.

Starting with the path Pn, in Tab. 1 we notice that the values obtained using bound (13) are always better than those
obtained by bound (14), starting with a notable difference which reduces as α increases, and for values of α close to 1,
it ceases to be significant.

9
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Lower Bound Comparison for G ∼= Pn

α 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

n = 100
λ1(Aα) 1.99903 1.99913 1.99922 1.99931 1.99941 1.99951 1.9996 1.9997 1.9998 1.9999

(13) 1.41421 1.42377 1.43578 1.45125 1.47178 1.5 1.54031 1.6 1.6899 1.8217
(14) 0.07841 0.26906 0.45971 0.65036 0.841 1.03165 1.2223 1.41295 1.6036 1.79425

n = 500
λ1(Aα) 1.99996 1.99996 1.99997 1.99997 1.99998 1.99998 1.99998 1.99999 1.99999 2.0

(13) 1.41421 1.42377 1.43578 1.45125 1.47178 1.5 1.54031 1.6 1.6899 1.8217
(14) 0.01594 0.21404 0.41215 0.61025 0.80836 1.00647 1.20457 1.40268 1.60078 1.79889

n = 1000
λ1(Aα) 1.99999 1.99999 1.99999 1.99999 1.99999 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0

(13) 1.41421 1.42377 1.43578 1.45125 1.47178 1.5 1.54031 1.6 1.6899 1.8217
(14) 0.00798 0.20704 0.40609 0.60514 0.80419 1.00324 1.20229 1.40134 1.6004 1.79945

Table 1: Lower bounds comparison for a path graph increasing the number of nodes.

In Tab.2, the comparative study was carried out using the binomial tree, BTk. The values obtained by (13) are also
better than those obtained by (14), and in this case, regardless of the value of α, the values obtained by the first bound
are much better than those obtained by the second.

Lower Bound Comparison for G ∼= BTk

α 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
k = 7
(n =
128)

λ1(Aα) 3.45291 3.62629 3.82894 4.06529 4.3399 4.65723 5.02142 5.436 5.9036 6.42533
(13) 2.64575 2.8 3.0 3.25913 3.58997 4.0 4.48806 5.04499 5.65764 6.31293
(14) 0.06153 0.26415 0.46677 0.66939 0.87201 1.07463 1.27725 1.47988 1.6825 1.88512

k = 9
(n =
512)

λ1(Aα) 3.97329 4.23334 4.53693 4.88921 5.29487 5.75785 6.28124 6.8671 7.51632 8.22825
(13) 3.0 3.22947 3.52982 3.91868 4.40832 5.0 5.68328 6.44109 7.25576 8.11248
(14) 0.01556 0.21852 0.42148 0.62443 0.82739 1.03035 1.23331 1.43626 1.63922 1.84218

k = 10
(n = 1024)

λ1(Aα) 4.21077 4.51674 4.87387 5.28746 5.76201 6.30095 6.90661 7.58018 8.32164 9.12947
(13) 3.16228 3.43141 3.78514 4.24278 4.81534 5.5 6.28161 7.13976 8.05513 9.01233
(14) 0.0078 0.21 0.41221 0.61441 0.81662 1.01883 1.22103 1.42324 1.62544 1.82765

Table 2: Lower bounds comparison for a binomial tree graph increasing the number of nodes.

The question that arose was: would bound (13) always produce better approximations than bound (14)? To answer this
question, we sought to use a family of graphs that were structurally very different from the tree, having chosen the
pineapple graph. As we can see in Tab.3 the situation is reversed. Here the values obtained by (13) are always much
worse than those provided by (14), which is more evident for values of α close to 0.

Lower Bound Comparison for G ∼= K1
p

α 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

p = 99
λ1(Aα) 98.0001 98.00109 98.00209 98.00309 98.00411 98.00513 98.00617 98.00725 98.00842 98.00999

(13) 9.94987 15.20784 22.62537 31.26653 40.48902 50.0 59.66816 69.42964 79.25048 89.11122
(14) 95.13821 95.42441 95.71061 95.99681 96.28301 96.56921 96.85541 97.14161 97.42781 97.71401

p = 499
λ1(Aα) 498.0 498.0002 498.0004 498.0006 498.0008 498.00101 498.00121 498.00141 498.00162 498.00184

(13) 22.33831 57.00312 102.90936 151.31907 200.49776 250.0 299.66696 349.42878 399.25009 449.11113
(14) 495.02793 495.32514 495.62234 495.91955 496.21676 496.51397 496.81118 497.10838 497.40559 497.7028

p = 999
λ1(Aα) 998.0 998.0001 998.0002 998.0003 998.0004 998.0005 998.0006 998.0007 998.0008 998.00091

(13) 31.60696 107.43866 202.95339 301.32614 400.49888 500.0 599.66681 699.42868 799.25005 899.11112
(14) 995.01398 995.31258 995.61119 995.90979 996.20839 996.50699 996.80559 997.1042 997.4028 997.7014
Table 3: Lower bounds comparison for a pineapple graph K1

p increasing the number of nodes.

Therefore, taking into account the previous observations, we can conclude that the bounds (13) and (14) are incompara-
ble.

3.2.2 Lower bounds proposed and Nikiforov’s bounds.

Now, we move on to comparing our bounds with other bounds present in literature. Among the variety of lower bounds
that exist, we selected those that are due to Nikiforov and that have the same extremal graphs as ours. The choice
of these bounds is due to the fact that they were the first to appear in the literature and also as a simple tribute to the
importance of Nikiforov’s contributions to Spectral Graph Theory. Thus, having the star as an extremal graph, we
compare bound (13) with bound (11) and, having the regular graph as an extremal, we compare bounds (14) and (12).

The results are presented through graphs in the variable α. Each graph shows the difference between the value obtained
by each of the bounds and λ1(Aα(Wn)), which makes it easier to observe the aspects to be highlighted.

10
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Firstly we note that for regular graphs the bound (13) is better than the bound (11), which is proved in the next
Proposition.

Proposition 3.5. If G is a r-regular graph and α ∈ [0, 1], then the lower bound in (13) is better than the lower bound
in (11).

Proof. Since r ∈ IN∗ and α ∈ [0, 1] we have(
r

3
2 − r

1
2

)
α(1− α) ≥ 0

− α2r
3
2 + α2r

1
2 + αr

3
2 − αr

1
2 ≥ 0

− α2r
3
2 + α2r

1
2 + αr

3
2 − αr

1
2 +

α2r2

4
+

α2r

2
+

α2

4
− 2rα+ r − α2r2

4
− α2r

2
− α2

4
+ 2rα− r ≥ 0

− α2r
3
2 + α2r

1
2 + αr

3
2 − αr

1
2 +

α2r2

4
+

α2r

2
+

α2

4
− 2rα+ r ≥ +

α2r2

4
+

α2r

2
+

α2

4
− 2rα+ r(

2rα+ 2(1− α)r
1
2 − α(r + 1)

2

)2

≥

(√
α2(r + 1)2 + 4r(1− 2α)

2

)2

So,

2rα+ 2(1− α)r
1
2 − α(r + 1)

2
≥
√

α2(r + 1)2 + 4r(1− 2α)

2

and then the result follows.

For the graph wheel (Wn), which is not a regular graph, Figure 3 shows that the bounds (13) and (11) have a similar
behavior, although bound (13) is slightly better. Note that, the greater the number of vertices, the more similar the
values provided by the two bounds.

Figure 3: Comparing lower bound for Wn.

From Corollary 3.2, Proposition 3.5 and after some computational tests, the following question arises: is the bound
(13) always better than the bound (11)? It is worth noting that even in light of the results, this question is still under
discussion.

Now, we see what happens with the bounds (12) and (14). If we consider G ≃ K1,n−1 or G ≃ Wn, we can observe
from Figures 4 and 5, respectively, that for some values of α, Nikiforov’s bound is better than our bound, and that for
the other values of α, the opposite happens. Therefore, these bounds are incomparable.

11
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Figure 4: Comparing lower bound for K1,n−1.

Figure 5: Comparing lower bound for Wn.

3.2.3 Upper bounds

Now, utilize the upper bounds, we compare the bounds introduced in (12) and (15). The Proposition 3.6 shows that the
bound (12) is always lower or equal than the bound (15).

Proposition 3.6. Let G be a graph with n vertices, m ̸= 0 edges, ∆ its maximum degree, δ its minimum degree and
α ∈ [0, 1]. Then,

max
vi∈V


√

αd2(vi) + (1− α)
∑
vj∼vi

d(vj)

 ≤
√

α∆2 + (1− α)(∆(δ − 1)− δ(n− 1) + 2m) (16)

Moreover, if equality holds then the maximum in the left side of (16) is achieved when d(vi) = ∆.

Proof. Suppose that the maximum of the left-hand side of the inequality (16) is reached at vertex vi and to simplify the
notation, we use d(vi) = di for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Now,

12
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α∆2 + (1− α)(∆(δ − 1)− δ(n− 1) + 2m)− αd2i − (1− α)
∑
vj∼vi

dj =

α(∆2 − d2i ) + (1− α)

∆(δ − 1)− δ(n− 1) + 2m−
∑
vj∼vi

dj

 =

α(∆2 − d2i ) + (1− α)

∆(δ − 1)− δ(n− 1) +
∑

1≤s≤n

ds −
∑
vj∼vi

dj

 =

α(∆2 − d2i ) + (1− α)

∆(δ − 1)− δ(n− 1) +
∑
vj≁vi

dj + di

 =

α(∆2 − d2i ) + (1− α)

δ(∆− n+ 1) +
∑
vj≁vi

dj + di −∆

 ≥

α(∆2 − d2i ) + (1− α) (δ(∆− n+ 1) + δ(n− 1− di) + di −∆) =

α(∆2 − d2i ) + (1− α) (δ(∆− di)− (∆− di)) =

α(∆2 − d2i ) + (1− α)(δ − 1)(∆− di) (17)

Here we have two cases to consider: if di ̸= ∆, follows that (17) is greater or equal to 0; if di = ∆, follows that (17) is
equal to 0. So, in both cases, the result follows.

Now, suppose that

α∆2 + (1− α)(∆(δ − 1)− δ(n− 1) + 2m) = αd2i + (1− α)
∑
vj∼vi

dj

for all α ∈ [0, 1]. Considering both members of the previous equality as polynomials in α and taking into account the
equality of polynomials, we have that

∆2 − d2i −
∑
vj∼vi

dj +∆(δ − 1)− δ(n− 1) + 2m = 0 (18)

and
∆(δ − 1)− δ(n− 1) + 2m−

∑
vj∼vi

dj = 0. (19)

From equality (19) we obtain

∆(δ − 1)− δ(n− 1) +
∑
vj≁vi

dj + di = 0.

As
∑
vj≁vi

dj ≥ δ(n− 1− di) and substituting in the previous equality, we get

0 ≥ ∆(δ − 1)− δ(n− 1) + δ(n− 1− di) + di

and then, after some algebraic manipulation, we get

0 ≥ (δ − 1)(∆− di)

As δ ≥ 1 and ∆ ≥ di we must have that
(δ − 1)(∆− di) = 0,

and then δ = 1 or di = ∆.

To satisfy both equations, (18) and (19), we need to have di = ∆.

13
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Although the values obtained from bound (12) are less or equal than those obtained from bound (15), in cases of
equality, the latter is computed much faster than the former. We reached this conclusion after some computational
tests made with, among others, the following families of graphs: K1,n−1, Wn, regular graphs, BTk, Helm graphs3,
Windmill graphs4. We can observe the elapsed time to compute the aforementioned value in Figure 5.

(a)

(b)

3A Helm graph, Hn, is constructed from a Wn by adding n vertices of degree 1, one adjacent to each terminal vertex. For more
details, we suggest [30].

4A windmill graph W (ν, k) consists of ν copies of the complete graph Kk, with every vertices connected to a common vertex.

14
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(c)

Figure 5: Average time spent calculating the upper bound 100 times for each number of different vertices in each graph.

3.3 Some results for Aα-spectra of Line Graphs

In this section we present some results involving line graphs. The study of the Aα matrix is very recent and, after a
bibliographic research, no results were found, at least so far, involving line graphs and this matrix. Next theorem is
based on Theorem 2.14 and presents a lower bound for the smallest eigenvalue of Aα(l(G)).

Theorem 3.7. Let G be a graph with m edges and δ(G) its minimum degree. Then,

λm(Aα(l(G))) ≥ 2αδ(G)− 2, (20)

for α ∈ [0, 1).

Proof. Let B the incidence matrix of G. From Remark 2.19 we have

(1− α)BTB = Aα(l(G)) + 2(1− α)Im − αD(l(G)).

Let {w1, . . . , wm} be the orthonormal basis of eigenvectors associated to λ1(Aα(l(G))), . . . , λm(Aα(l(G))) such that
Aα(l(G))wi = λi(Aα(l(G)))wi, ∀i = 1, . . . ,m. Then

(1− α)wT
mBTBwm = wT

mAα(l(G))wm + 2(1− α)wT
mwm − αwT

mD(l(G))wm

≤ λm(Aα(l(G))) + 2(1− α)− αδ(l(G)).

As BTB is positive semi-definite, we get

0 ≤ wT
mBTBwm ≤ λm(Aα(l(G))) + 2(1− α)− αδ(l(G))

1− α
.

Therefore,
0 ≤ λm(Aα(l(G))) + 2(1− α)− αδ(l(G))

From Theorem 2.13 the result follows
λm(Aα(l(G))) ≥ 2αδ(G)− 2

Corollary 3.8. If G is a r-regular graph with n vertices, m ̸= 0 edges, r ≥ 2 and α ∈ [0, 1), then λm(Aα(l(G))) =
2rα− 2 if and only if m > n or G is bipartite.

15
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Proof. Let G a r-regular graph. Firstly suppose that λm(Aα(l(G))) = 2rα− 2. From Corollary 2.30, we have that
m > n or 0 is root of PQ(G) and, from Proposition 2.22, it follows that G is bipartite.

If m > n, from Theorem 2.28 we have that 2rα − 2 is an eigenvalue of Aα(l(G)) and from Theorem 3.7 it is the
smallest one. If G is bipartite, from Proposition 2.22, we have that 0 ∈ σ(Q(G)) and applying Corollary 2.30, the
result follows.

Example 3. If G ∼= Cn and n is even, from Corollary 3.8 we get that λm(Aα(l(G))) = 4α− 2.

Next propositions present some bounds for the largest eigenvalue of Aα(l(G)).

Proposition 3.9. Let G be a connected graph with n vertices and α ∈ [0, 1). Then, λ1(Aα(l(G))) < 2 if and only if
G ∼= Pn.

Proof. Suppose that G ∼= Pn. From Proposition 2.35,

λ1(Aα(l(Pn))) = λ1(Aα(Pn−1)) < 2.

Now, suppose by contradiction that G ≇ Pn. Then l(G) contains at least a cycle C. From Theorem 2.3 and Lemma 2.24
we have

λ1(Aα(l(G))) ≥ λ1(Aα(C)) = 2,

and the result follows.

Theorem 3.10. Let G be a graph with maximum degree ∆ and minimum degree δ. Then

λ1(Aα(G)) + (1− 2α)δ − max
vivj∈E(G)

{2− α(d(vi) + d(vj))} ≤ λ1(Aα(l(G))) (21)

and
λ1(Aα(l(G))) ≤ λ1(Aα(G)) + (1− 2α)∆− min

vivj∈E(G)
{2− α(d(vi) + d(vj))} (22)

Proof. Let B be the incidence matrix of G. We know that λ1(BBT ) = λ1(B
TB). Applying Corollary 2.2 in (8) we

obtain

λ1(Aα(l(G)))+ min
vivj∈E(G)

{2−α(d(vi)+d(vj))} ≤ λ1(Aα(l(G))+U) ≤ λ1(Aα(l(G)))+ max
vivj∈E(G)

{2−α(d(vi)+d(vj))}

(23)
Let be x a unit non-negative eigenvector associated to λ1(Aα(G)) and z be a unit non-negative eigenvector associated

to λ1(BBT ). From Theorem 2.4, Proposition 2.5 and Remark 2.21 we have

(1− α)λ1(BBT ) = (1− α) max
|z|=1

zTBBT z ≥ (1− α)xTBBTx = xTAα(G)x+ (1− 2α)xTD(G)x

= λ1(Aα(G)) + (1− 2α)

n∑
i=1

d(vi)x
2
i ≥ λ1(Aα(G)) + (1− 2α)δ. (24)

Thus, from (23)

λ1(Aα(l(G))) + max
vivj∈E(G)

{2− α(d(vi) + d(vj))} ≥ λ1(Aα(G)) + (1− 2α)δ

and, as a consequence, inequality (21) follows.

On the other hand, again from Theorem 2.4, Proposition 2.5 and Remark 2.21 we have

λ1(Aα(G)) = max
|x|=1

xTAα(G)x ≥ zTAα(G)z = zT (1− α)BBT z − (1− 2α)zTD(G)z

≥ λ1(Aα(l(G))) + min
vivj∈E(G)

{2− α(d(vi) + d(vj))} − (1− 2α)

n∑
i=1

d(vi)z
2
i

≥ λ1(Aα(l(G))) + min
vivj∈E(G)

{2− α(d(vi) + d(vj))} − (1− 2α)∆. (25)

and the inequality (22) follows.

Corollary 3.11. Let G be a r-regular graph and α ∈ [0, 1]. Then λ1(Aα(l(G))) = 2r − 2.
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Proof. From Theorem 3.10,

λ1(Aα(G)) + (1− 2α)r − 2 + 2rα ≤ λ1(Aα(l(G))) ≤ λ1(Aα(G)) + (1− 2α)r − 2 + 2rα.

So, λ1(Aα(l(G))) = λ1(Aα(G)) + (1− 2α)r − 2 + 2rα. As λ1(Aα(G)) = r the result follows.

Proposition 3.12. Let G be a graph with n vertices and m ̸= 0 edges. Then, λ1(Aα(l(G))) ≤ 2n − 4 and
λi(Aα(l(G))) ≤ n(α+ 1)− 4, ∀i = 2, . . .m and α ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. As G is a subgraph of Kn, the result follows from Corollary 2.17 and Example 1.

Corollary 3.13. Let G be a r-regular graph with n ≥ 2 vertices, m ̸= 0 edges and α ∈ [0, 1). Then, λ1(Aα(l(G))) =
2n− 4 if and only if G ∼= Kn.

Proof. If G ∼= Kn, from Example 1, λ1(Aα(l(Kn))) = 2n − 4. On the other hand, if λ1(Aα(l(G))) = 2n − 4 we
have that PAα(l(G))(2n−4) = 0 and, from Theorem 2.28, we obtain that (2n−2−2rα)m−nPAα(G)(2n−2− r) = 0,
for all α ∈ [0, 1). Now, consider two cases:

(i) Suppose 2n − 2 − 2rα = 0. If 0 < α < 1, then r =
n− 1

α
> n − 1, which is impossible. If α = 0, then

n = 1 which is absurd.

(ii) Suppose PAα(G)(2n− 2− r) = 0. As G is a regular graph the multiplicity of λ1(Aα(G)) = r is 1. So we
have that 2n− 2− r = r. Therefore, r = n− 1, which completes the proof.

Finally, next theorem presents bounds for λ2(Aα(l(G))).

Theorem 3.14. Let G be a connected graph with n vertices, n ≥ 3. Then

2α− 1 ≤ λ2(Aα(l(G))) ≤ n(α+ 1)− 4.

Equality occurs when G ∼= P3, for the lower bound, and when G ∼= Kn, for the upper bound.

Proof. As n ≥ 3, from Proposition 2.16 we have that l(P3) is subgraph of l(G). From Theorem 2.3 and Corollary 2.27
we have that 2α− 1 ≤ λ2(Aα(l(G))) and then we can conclude the lower bound. If G ∼= P3, from Corollary 2.27, the
equality is achieved. The upper bound and its equality follows straightforwardly from Proposition 3.12.
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