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Abstract The spectral extremal problem of planar graphs has aroused a lot of interest
over the past three decades. In 1991, Boots and Royle [Geogr. Anal. 23(3) (1991) 276-282]
(and Cao and Vince [Linear Algebra Appl. 187 (1993) 251-257] independently) conjectured
that Ko 4+ P,,_o is the unique graph attaining the maximum spectral radius among all
planar graphs on n vertices, where Ko + P,_o is the graph obtained from Ks U P,_5 by
adding all possible edges between K5 and P,_s. In 2017, Tait and Tobin [J. Combin.
Theory Ser. B 126 (2017) 137-161] confirmed this conjecture for all sufficiently large n. In
this paper, we consider the spectral extremal problem for planar graphs without specified
subgraphs. For a fixed graph F, let SPEXp(n, F') denote the set of graphs attaining the
maximum spectral radius among all F-free planar graphs on n vertices. We describe a
rough sturcture for the connected extremal graphs in SPEXp(n, F') when F' is a planar
graph not contained in K, ». As applications, we determine the extremal graphs in
SPEXp(n, W), SPEXp(n, F)) and SPEXp(n, (k+1)Ks) for all sufficiently large n, where
Wi, Fy, and (k+ 1)Ky are the wheel graph of order k, the friendship graph of order 2k + 1
and the disjoint union of k + 1 copies of K, respectively.
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1 Introduction

Let F be a family of graphs. A graph is said to be F-free if it has no subgraph isomorphic to
some F' € F. In particular, if 7 = {F'}, then we write F-free intead of F-free. The Turdn
number of F, denoted by ex(n,F), is the maximum number of edges in an F-free graph
on n vertices. In extremal graph theory, the Turan problem has aroused a lot of interest.
Two earliest results on Turan problem are the Mantel’s theorem and the Turan’s theorem.
In 1907, Mantel [24] determined the Turdn number of K3, which is attained by balanced
complete bipartite graphs. As an extenstion of Mantel’s theorem, Turdn [29] determined
the Turan number of K, for every integer r > 2, which is attained by balanced complete
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r-partite graphs. Over the past half century, a large quantity of work has been carried
out in the Turén problems of various graphs, such as cycles [16,30], wheels [34], friendship
graphs [12], and so on. Nethertheless, the Turdn problem for even cycles is still far from
resolved. For more results on Turdn problem, we refer the reader to the survery paper [17].

In 2015, Dowden [9] initiated the study of planar Turdn problem. The planar Turdn
number of F, denoted by exp(n, F), is the maximum number of edges in an F-free planar
graph on n vertices. It was shown in [9] that exp(n, K3) = 2n—4 and exp(n, K,) = 3n—6
for all n > 6 and r > 4. Since there are arbitrarily large triangulations with maximum
degree 6, the planar Turan problem is trivial for graphs with maximum degree more than 6.
For this reson, the next natural type of graphs considered are cycles and others variations.
Dowden [9] proved that exp(n,Cy) < M{@ for n > 4 and exp(n,C5) < 12"—5_33 for
n > 11, and obtained obtained infinitely many extremal graphs attaining these upper
bounds. Ghosh, Gyéri, Martin, Paulos and Xiao [18] proved that exp(n,Cg) < 57" — 7 for
n > 18. Lan, Shi and Song [19] present a sharp upper bound of exp(n,Cx+e) for k € {4,5}
and an upper bound of exp(n,Cq + €), where Cy, + e is the family of graphs obtained from
a cycle Cy by linking two nonadjacent vertices (via e) in the cycle. Recently, Fang, Wang
and Zhai [14] obtained sharp bounds of the planar Turdan number of k-fans and friendship
graphs for all non-trivial cases.

Let G be a graph, and let A(G) denote the adjacency matrix of G. The spectral radius
of G, denoted by p(G), is the largest eigenvalue of A(G). Analogous to the Turdn problem,
let spex(n,F) denote the maximum spectral radius of any F-free graph on n vertices,
and SPEX(n, F) denote the set of extremal graphs with respect to spex(n,F). In 2010,
Nikiforov [27] pioneered the systematic study of spectral Turédn problems, although there
are several earlier results on this topic. In recent years, the spectral Turdn problem has
become very popular, and a lot of attention has been paid on determining spex(n, F) and
characterizing SPEX(n, F) for various families of graphs [4-8,20,21,23,25,31,35-38,40-43].
Very recently, Cioaba, Desai and Tait [6] made a breakthrough on spectral Turdn problems.
They determined the exact value of spex(n, Csy) and characterized the extremal graphs in
SPEX(n, Cyy) for any k > 3 and sufficiently large n, which confirmed a famous conjecture
of Nikiforov in 2010 [27].

Spectral Turan problems belong to a broader framework of problems called Brualdi-
Solheid problems [2] that investigate the maximum spectral radius among all graphs be-
longing to a specified family of graphs. For planar graphs, the study of Brualdi-Solheid
problems has achieved abundant results. Let G be a planar graph of order n. In 1988,
Yuan [32] proved that p(G) < v/5n — 11. In 1993, Cao and Vince [3] improved the upper

bound to 4++/3n — 9. Later, Yuan [33] improved the upper bound to 2v/2+4/3n — % In

2000, Ellingham and Zha [11] improved the upper bound to 2 + 1/2n — 6. Additionally, it
was conjectured by Boots and Royle [1] in 1991 (and independently by Cao and Vince [3]
in 1993) that K9+ P,_ is the unique graph attaining the maximum spectral radius among
all planar graphs of order n. Until 2017, Tait and Tobin [28] confirmed the conjecture
for all sufficiently large n. Among other things, Dvordk and Mohar [10] found an upper
bound on the spectral radius of planar graphs with a given maximum degree. For more
results on the spectral radius of planar graphs, we refer the reader to [22].

As an analogue of the planar Turan problem, it is natural to consider the spectral Turan



problem within planar graphs (called planar spectral Turdn problem). Let spexp(n, F) de-
note the maximum spectral radius of the adjacency matrix of any F-free planar graphs on n
vertices, and SPEXp(n, F) denote the set of extremal graphs with respect to spexp(n, F).
In 2022, Zhai and Liu [39] characterized the extremal graphs in SPEXp(n,F) when F
is the family of k edge-disjoint cycles. Very recently, Fang, Lin and Shi [13] determined
the extremal graphs in SPEXp(n,tCy) and SPEXp(n,tC), where tCy is the disjoint union
of ¢ copies of f-cycles, and tC is the family of ¢ vertex-disjoint cycles without length re-
striction. In this paper, we provide a structural theorem for connected extremal graphs in
SPEXp(n, F') under the condition that F is a planar graph not contained in K5, and
n is sufficient large relative to the order of F', which extends a result of Fang, Lin and Shi
(cf. [13, Theorem 1.1]).

Theorem 1.1. Let F' be a planar graph not contained in K ,_o where n > max{2.67 x
917, 19ﬁ0|V(F)|} Suppose that G is a connected extremal graph in SPEXp(n, F) and X =
(zy : v € V(G)T is the positive eigenvector of p := p(G) with max,cy(q) Tv = 1. Then
the following two statements hold.

(i) There exist two vertices u',u” € V(G) such that R := Ng(u') N Ng(u") = V(G) \
{u "} and x = xyr = 1. In particular, G contains a copy of Ko n—2.

(ii) The subgraph G[R] of G induced by R is a disjoint union of some paths and cycles.
Moreover, if G[R] contains a cycle then it is exactly a cycle, i.e., G[R] = Cy,_a, and
if W'u" € E(G) then G[R] is a disjoint union of some paths.

The join of two graphs G and H, denoted by G+ H, is the graph obtained from GUH by
adding all possible edges between GG and G. The wheel graph of order k and the friendship
graph of order 2k+1 are then defined as Wy, = K1+ Cj_1 and Fj, = K1+ kK>, respectively.
As applications of Theorem 1.1, we consider the planar spectral Turan problem for wheel
graphs, friendship graphs, and independent edges, respectively. According to a result of
Nikiforov [26], the extremal graph with respect to spex(n, Wy,) for sufficiently large n
is exactly the Turdn graph with three parts. For odd wheel graphs, Cioaba, Desai and
Tait [7] determined the structure of the extremal graphs with respect to spex(n, Wapi1)
for all ¢ > 2, ¢ ¢ {4,5} and sufficiently large n. With regard to planar graphs, we obtain
the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let k and n be integers with k > 3 and n > max{2.67x9'7,10.2x2F~44-2}.
Then SPEXp(n, W) = {W,, 1}, where

K2,7L—27 ka — 37
Wn,k = 2K1 + Cn—2, ka _ 4’
Ky + ( Z—:gJPk—3 U Pn_z—(k—3).L%J) , ifk>5.

In 2020, Cioabd, Feng, Tait and Zhang [8] proved that every extremal graph in
SPEX(n, F);) is exactly an extremal graph with respect to ex(n, Fj) for all sufficiently
large n. Based on this result, Zhai, Liu and Xue [40] identified the unique extremal graph
in SPEX(n, Fy) for all sufficiently large n. For planar graphs, we prove that the extremal
graph is also unique.



Theorem 1.3. Let k and n be integers with k > 1 andn > max{2.67x9'7,10.2x2%~4 21,
Then SPEXp(n, Fy,) = {F, 1}, where

K2,n—27 ka = 17
Fn,k = Kg—i—(ﬂ—Q)Kl, ifk:2,
K2+(P2k_3U(’I’L—2]€—|—1)K1), if k> 3.

The matching number of a graph G is maximum size of a subset of E(G) that contains
only independent edges. In 2007, Feng, Yu and Zhang [15] characterized the extremal
graphs attaining the maximum spectral radius among all graph on n vertices with given
matching number. For planar graphs, we also obtain the extremal graphs.

Theorem 1.4. Let k and n be integers with k > 1 and n > N +% 2N — 6 where
N = max{2.67 x 917,10.2 x 2%=% + 2}, Then SPEXp(n, (k + 1)K3) = {M,, 1.}, where

K1, ifk=1,
Mmk: K2+(n—2)K1, if k=2,
Kg—l—(ng_gU(’l’L—Qk’—l—l)Kl), if k> 3.

In particular, My}, is the unique graph attaining the mazimum spectral radius among all
planar graphs of order n with matching number k.

2 Key Lemmas

In this section, we list a series of lemmas, which focuses on the structural properties of
a special class of graphs, namely the connected planar graphs on n vertices with spectral
radius not less than v/2n — 4. These properties play a key role in the proof of our main
results.

First of all, we recall a classic result of Ellingham and Zhang [11] regarding the upper
bound of the spectral radius of planar graphs.

Lemma 2.1. (Ellingham and Zha [11]) Let G be a planar graph with n > 3. Then

p(G) <2+ +/2n—6.

Before going further, we introduce some notations and symbols. Let G be a graph
with vertex set V(G) and edge set E(G). For any v € V(G), let N;(v) denote the set of
vertices at distance ¢ from u in G. In particular, we write Ng(v) or N(v) instead of Ny (v),
and denote by dg(v) := |Ng(v)|. Also, for any subset S C V(G), let Ng(v) denote the set
of vertices in S that are adjacent to v. For any two disjoint subset S,T7 C V(G), let G[5]
denote the subgrah of G induced by S, and let G[S, T] denote the bipartite subgraph of G
with vertex set S UT consisting of all edges between S and T in G. Set e(S) = |E(G[S])|
and e(S,T) = |E(G[S,T])|. For any planar graph G, it is known that

e(S) < 3|S| —6 and e(S,T) < 2(|S|+ |T]) — 4, (1)

where S and T are disjoint subsets of V(G).



Assume that G is a connected planar graph on n vertices with n > 2.67 x 9!7 and
p = p(G) > 2n —4. In what follows, we shall present some structural properties
possessed by the graph G (see Lemmas 2.2-2.8 below).

Let X = (z, :v € V(G)T be the positive eigenvector of p := p(G) with max,cy (g) Ty =

1. For any real number \ > we define
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Lemma 2.2. |L}| < 3—?.
Proof. By assumption, p > v/2n — 4, and hence

V2n—4 _

93)\ < Py, = Z Ty < dG

vENG (u)

for each u € L. Summing this inequality over all vertices u € L*, we obtain

V2 ]L’\\<Zd(; Z de(u) < 2(3n — 6),

93)\
weLA ueV (G
which implies that |L)‘| <3x93)\/2n—4< % as n > 2.67 x 917, O

Lemma 2.3. |L'| < 6 x 9%,

Proof. Let u be an arbitrary vertex of G. For convenience, we denote LMu) = Ni(u) N LA
and L (u) = N;(u) \ L*. Recall that p > v/2n — 4. Then

2n —4)z, < p Ty = dg(u Z Z T

vENT (u) weEN1 (v)\{u}

cdsnt Y Y wtr Y Y e @

vEN1(w) weL} (w)UL) (u) VENL(W) e LN (u)ULS (u)

where the last inequality follows from the fact that Ni(v) \ {u} C Ni(u) U Na(u) =
L3 (w) U L3 (u) U L3 (u) U Ly (u).__
Note that Ni(u) = L7 (u) U L} (u) and z,, < 1 for each w € L7 (u) U L3 (u). We have

SOy asY Y ary Y ow

vENT (u) we Ly (w)UL) (u) vELY (u) weE LY (u)UL) (u) veL) (u) WELY (W)UL3 (u)

A v 3)
< (20 @) + (L@ L3w)) + > Y

vEL_%(u) weLN (w)UL (u)
Recall that L3 (u) U L3(u) C L*, and |L*| < ¢ by Lemma 2.2. Then from (1) we obtain

2e(L7 (u)) + e(L7(u), L3 (u)) < 2(3|L7 (u)] — 6) + (2(|L7 (w)] + [ L3 (u)]) — 4)
8A\n (4)
<8ILY < —.

9
Also note that z,, < for each w € LA( ) U L_é‘(u) Then

93)\



R SR > o

vEN1 (u) wEL_i‘(u)UL_g‘(u) vELA( JUL _f(u) wEL_f(u)UL_%(u)
T D) N TN 1
< ( (L{‘(u) L{‘(u) U Ly (u)) + 2e(Ly (u)) + e(L7 (u), %(u))) o
3 1
. A By Y
< min {2/23 ()| + 10/ (u)| + 4L} (w)],6n | - 5=, .

where the last inequality follows from

e(L3 (u), Ly (u) U L () + 2e(L3 (w)) + e(L (u), L3 (u)) < 2¢(G) < 6n
and L o _ . .
e(L3(w), L3 (w) U L3 (w) + 2e(L4 () + e(L4 (w), L (w)
<2<|L%<u>|+|L%_<u>|+|L§<_u>|>+6|LA< w)] + 2(|L ()] + | L) (w)])
= 2| L} (u)| + 10| L3 (u)] + 4|L3 (u))-
Combining (2)—(5), we obtain

(2n —4)z, < dg(u Z Z Ty

veL} (u) WELY (w)ULS (u)
A ) )
i { @ . %> n SZA L 9CILY ()] + erAl ()] +4L3w)) | 9;4.
(6)
Now we prove that dg(u) > gz for each u € L'. Suppose to the contrary that there
exists a vertex u € L' such that dg(u) < Z&. Note that zgz > 9—13 because # € L. Take
u=1uand A =9. Since Nq(u) = L) () UL9( ), we have

2 L3(3)| + 10[Z3(@)| + AITE@)| < 10d (@) +4[Z5(@)| < ‘g +4n.

and it follows from (6) that
2n —4

10 n
7 < do(@)ag + > S aet (12+94> o (7)

ve L9 (@) wELY (W) UL (1)

Moreover, since |N1(u)| = dg(u) < gz and |L?] < &, we have

94>
do()zg + Y S e < dg(@) + e(LY (@), LY (@) U LY(@))
veLd (@) wELY (WULS(a)
< da (@) + 2L (@) + |L3 @)] + |L3(w)))
< 3d (u) + 2| L]
<o
<o

where the second inequality follows from (1). Then (7) implies that

2n — 4 5n 10 n 10 n
793 < 94 <12+ 94> 94 <17+ 94> . @,



which is a contradiction. Therefore, dg(u) > gr for all u € L'. Summing this inequality
over all vertices u € L', we obtain

|L1|—<ZdG < 2¢(G) < 6n,
IS

and hence |L1‘ < 6 x 9%, The result follows. O

For convenience, we use L, L;(u) and L;(u) instead of L', N;(u) N L' and N;(u) \ L',
respectively.

Lemma 2.4. For every u € L, we have dg(u) > (xu - %) n.

Proof. Let L_ll(u) be the subset of L;(u) in which each vertex has at least two neighbors
in L1 (u) U Ly(u). We claim that |Ly (u)| < |L1(u) U Ly(u)[2. If |Ly(u) U Lo(u)| = 1, then
Ly (u) = 0, as desired. Now assume that |L1(u)ULa(u)| > 2. Suppose to the contrary that
Ty (w)| > |L1(u)ULy(u)[2. Since there are only (‘Ll(“)gLQ (u)l) options for vertices in Ly (u)
to choose two neighbors from Lq(u) U Lo(u), we can find two vertices in Lj(u) U La(u)
with at least HL_l/(u)|/(|L1(“)L2JL2(u)|)] > 3 common neighbors in L; (u). Also note that
u ¢ Li(u) U Ly(u) and L_l/(u) C Li(u) € Ni(u). Then we see that G contains a copy of
K3 3, which is impossible because G is planar. Therefore, |L_1/(u)| < |Ly(uw) U Ly(u)|?, and

e(L1(u), Ly (u) U Lo(u)) = e(Ly(u) \ It (u), L1(u) U La(w)) + e(L1 (w), L1 (u) U Ly(u))
Z1(uw) \ L1 ()| + | L1 (u) U Lo(w)| - |T7 (u)]

da(u) + (6><94)

de(u) +

IA A

IN

(8)
where the penultimate inequality follows from L (u) € Ny(u) and |Lq(u) U La(u)| < |L| <
6 x 9* (by Lemma 2.3), and the last inequality holds as n > 2.67 x 9'7. Putting A = 1 in
(6) and combining it with (8), we obtain

n) 551

(2n — 4)zy, < dg(u) + (dg(u) + 759 o1

and therefore,

as desired. O
Take v’ € V(G) such that z,, = max,cy (q) 2, = 1. We have the following result.

Lemma 2.5. There exists some vertez u” € Ly(u') U Ly(u') such that z,» > 122

Proof. Putting u =« and A =1 in (6), we have

%)
2n — 4 < dg(u') + Z Z xW+g—f’
veL (u') wEL1 (v )UL2(u)



which implies that

55 55 722
>, ST muz—d- ol dg() > m A et 1>

o 9t 9 =729
vEL7 (u') wEL1 (v )UL2(v)

(9)

Asu/ € L, by Lemma 2.4, we have dg(u') > 225, Denote by Ny, () (u) = Ne(u')N Ly (u)
and dp,, ()(v') = |Np, (w)(u')]. Then

n
Ay (W) < [La(w)] <L <6 x 9" < oo

as n > 2.67 x 917, and it follows that

724n

Ay (W) = d(0) = dp, ) (W) = =55

Combining this with (1), we obtain

T / / ) / 724n _ 734n
e(Li(u"), L1(u') U La(u')) < e(Ly(u'), L) — dL—l(u,)(u )< (2n—4) — 59 < 59 (10)

According to (9) and (10), there exists some u” € Lq(u') U La(u') such that

Y>> ZUGE(UI) zweLl(u')ULg(u’) Lo < % - @
YT @), L) U Lo(w)) T B T T34
as desired. 0

Recall that x,, = 1 and x,» > % (by Lemma 2.5). By Lemma 2.4, we have

725n
/

>
do (W) 2 59

Let D = {u',u"}, R = Ng(v') N Ng(u"), and Ry = V(G) \ (DU R). Then

and dg(u") > 0.978n. (11)

|R1| < (n—dg(u)) + (n — dg(u")) < 0.0275n.

Next we shall prove that the entries of the eigenvector X with respect to the vertices in
R U R; are small.

Lemma 2.6. For every u € RU Ry, we have dg(u) <2 and z,, < 0.124.

Proof. Note that dp(u) = 2 for u € R and dp(u) < 1 for u € R;. Also, for any vertex
u € RU Ry, we assert that dp(u) < 2, since otherwise G would contain a copy of K33,
which is impossible. Note that |R1| < 0.0275n and e(R;) < 3|R1| by (1). Then we have

Py wu< Y da(u)= ) (dp(u) +dr(u) +dr,(w) < Y 3+ dg, (u))

ueR; ueR; ueRy ueR;
< 3|Ry| + 2e(Ry) < 9|Ry| < 0.2475n,

which gives that

Z o < 0.2475n

ueRy P



For any u € RU Ry,

PTy = Z Ty = Z Ty + Z Ty + Z :Ev§4+0'2475n.

vENG (u) vEND (u) vENR(u) VENR, (u) P
It foll that
orows tha _ 4, 02475n 4 om0 _ o
T - .
“Top PP T V2n—4 2n—4 —
aspZ\/2n—4andn22.67><917. O

Lemma 2.7. The subgraph G[R] of G induced by R is a disjoint union of some paths and
cycles. Moreover, if G[R] contains a cycle then it is exactly a cycle, and if W'u" € E(QG)
then G[R] is a disjoint union of some paths.

Proof. Since G is K3 3-minor-free, we see that G[R] is K 3-free, and so has maximum
degree at most two. This implies that G[R] must be a disjoint union of some paths and
cycles. Furthermore, if G|R| contains a cycle and has at least two components, then we
can choose two components Hy and Hs from G[R] such that Hy is a cycle and Hj is a
cycle or a path. After contracting H; into a triangle, contracting Hs into a vertex x, and

contracting u/zu” into an edge u/u”

, we will obtain a copy of K5. This indicates that G
contains a Ks-minor, which is impossible. Therefore, if G[R] contains a cycle, then it is
exactly a cycle. Also, if v'v” € E(G) and G[R] contains a cycle, then after contracting
the cycle into a triangle, we will obtain a copy of K5, which is a contradiction. Therefore,

if u'v” € E(G), then G[R] is a disjoint union of some paths. O

If G contains K3 ,_2 as a subgraph, then we can say more about the components of
the eigenvector X of p := p(G).

Lemma 2.8. Suppose further that G contains Ko ,—o as a subgraph. Let ui,us be the two
vertices of G that have degree n — 2 in Ko ,_o. Then the following two statements hold.

(i) Tyy = Tyy = 1.

(ii) For any vertex u € V(G) \{ul,u2} =< xy < i + 4';136.
Proof. Since Kj,_9 is a subgraph of G, we have p(G) > p(K3p—2) = vV2n —4. Let
R = Ng(u1) N Ng(u2) = V(G) \ {ug,uz}. Note that dr(u) < 2 for any u € R as G is
K3 3-minor-free.
(i) For any u 6 R =V(G)\ {u1,uz}, we have pry = 3 ey () Tv < 4, and it follows
that x, § < \/2— < 0.124 asn > 2.67x9'7. Since max,ecy (q) Tv = 1, by the symmetry

of u; and u2, we must have z,, = x,, = 1, as desired.
(ii) For any u € R =V(G) \ {u1,uz2},
PTy = Ty + Toy + Z Tw =2+ Z T (12)
wENR(u) wENR(u)

which gives that x, > %. On the other hand, since dr(v) < 2 and x, < 0.124 for every
v € R, we have

Py :sw = > pme= Y. > w1, <2x(240.124+0.124) = 4.496.

wENR weNR(u) weNR(u) yeNg(w)
4. 496

Combining this with (12), we obtain z,, <
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3 A structural theorem for the spectral extremal graph of
F-free planar graphs

In this section, we shall prove Theorem 1.1, which describes a rough structure for the
connected extremal graphs in SPEXp(n, F') under the condition that F'is a planar graph
not contained in Ky ,_5 and n > max{2.67 x 917, 12|V (F)|}. The main result is as follows.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Since K ,_o is a connected F-free planar graph and G is a con-
nected extremal graph in SPEXp(n, F), we have p > p(Ks,—2) = v/2n — 4. Combining
this with n > 2.67 x 9'7, we see that the results in Lemmas 2.2-2.7 hold. Let v/, u”,
D, R and R; be defined as in Section 2. Note that (ii) follows from Lemma 2.7 and (i)
immediately. Thus it suffices to prove (i).

First we shall show that Ry = (). By contradiction, suppose that a := |Ry| > 0. Since
F is a planar graph with [V (F)| < 92 from (11) we obtain

10°
|R| = |[Ng(u') N Ng(u")| > [Ng(u)| 4 |[Ng(u")| —n > 0.972n > [V(F)], (13)
and
|[Ri|=n—|R|—2<mn-0.972n — 2 < 0.028n.

Therefore,

|R| 0.972n

— > 34. 14

|Ri| = 0.028n — (14)
Since G[R;] is planar, we can order the vertices of Ry as vq,...,v, such that v; € Ry

satisfies dg, (v1) <5 and v; € R; := Ry \ {v1,...,v;_1} satisfies de\{vl,...,vi,l}(Ui) <5 for
i€{2,...,a} (if a > 2). By Lemma 2.6, for every i € {1,...,a},
S me <1+ > wet Y mp < 142x0.12445x0.124 = 1.868. (15)
wENDURUR, (Vi) wENR(v;) wENR, (v;)

Also note that U?_{wv; | w € Npurur,(vi)} is exactly the set of edges in G that is
incident with some vertex of R;. We consider the following two cases.

Case 1. v'u" € E(Q).

In this case, by Lemma 2.7, G[R] is a disjoint union of some paths. Let G’ := G —
Sy ZWENDURURZ-(W) wv; + Yoy (viv +vu”). Clearly, G’ is a connected subgraph of
Ks + P,,_9, and so is planar. Recall that z,, = 1 and z,» > % > 0.983. According to
(15), we obtain

2 a
p(Gl) —p > m Z:Evi Loy + Ty — Z Tw > 0,
i=1

wENDURUR, (Vi)

and hence p(G’) > p. Now we shall show that G’ is F-free. Suppose to the contrary that
G’ contains F as a subgraph. Clearly, V(F) N Ry # 0. As |R| > |V(F)| by (13), we have

[RA\V(F)| = [R| = |[ROV(E)| > [V(F)| = [V(F) N R[ > [V (F) 0 Ry. (16)

Suppose that V(F)N Ry = {v;;,...,v;}. Take wy,...,wp, € R\ V(F). Then we see that
Ngi(vi;) = D C Ngr(wjy) for all j € {1,...,b}, and G has already contained a copy of
F, which is impossible. Thus we may conclude that G’ is an n-vertex connected F-free
planar graph with p(G’) > p. However, this is impossible by the maximality of p.
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Case 2. v'u" ¢ E(G).

In this case, by Lemma 2.7, G[R] is a disjoint union of some paths and cycles. If G[R] is
a disjoint union of some paths, let G’ = G—=>"7 ZU}ENDURURi (wn) WO+ i (v 4 viu”).
As in Case 1, we see that G’ is a connected F-free planar graph with p(G’) > p, which is
a contradiction. Thus G[R] contains a cycle, and so must be a cycle according to Lemma
2.7. We have the following claim.

Claim 3.1. Let v be a vertex of Ry with dr(v) = 2. Then the two neighbors of v in R are
adjacent.

Proof. Let Ngr(v) = {uj,u2}. Suppose to the contrary that u; and ug are not adjacent.
Then u; and uy are two non-consecutive vertices on the cycle G[R]. Let P and P’ be
the two internally vertex-disjoint paths of length at least 2 between u; and uy along this
cycle. After contracting ujvus into an edge ujus, contracting the resulting cycle P Uujus
into a triangle, picking an internal vertex @ from P’, and contracting «zu” into an edge
u'u”, we will obtain a copy of K5. This implies that G has a Ks-minor, contrary to our

assumption. I

Subcase 2.1. There exists some vertex v, € R adjacent to v/ or u”.
Since v, is adjacent to ' or u”, we have px,, > min{z,,z,»} > 122 > 0.983, and it
follows from Lemma 2.1 that
0.983 0.983

Tor > p = 24+2n—6
On the other hand, by Lemma 2.6, (14) and Claim 3.1, we can easily find two adjacent
vertices uj,us € R such that Ng(u1) N Ry = Ng(ug) N Ry = (). Then, again by Lemma
2.6, we obtain

(17)

pru, =T + Ty + Y Ty <1142 %0124 =2.248 for i € {1,2}.

wENR(u;)

Combining this with p > v/2n — 4 yields that
- 2.248 - 2.248
T,

YT op T Vo4
Let G = G —wug — Y0, ZWENDURURi(Ui) wv; + > (v + viu”). Clearly, G is a
connected subgraph of 2K7 + P,,_», and so is planar. Recall that z,, = 1 and x,» > % >
0.983. Combining (15), (17) and (18), we get

for i € {1,2}. (18)

9 a
p(G,) —p= W Zwvi Ty + Ty — Z T | — Tuy Lugy
=1

wENDURUR, (Vi)

2 “ 2.2482
> (14 0.983 — 1.868) —
= XTX (;x( * ) 2n—4>
2 2.2482
> 115 —
= XTX (”””TXO ’ 2n—4>
2 0.983 x 0.115  2.248?2
T XTX\24vV2n—=6 2n—4



12

as p > v/2n — 4 and n > 2.67 x 9'7. Therefore, p(G') > p. Furthermore, as in Case 1, we
see that G’ is F-free, which is impossible by the maximality of p = p(G).

Subcase 2.2. Ng,(u') = Ng, (u") = 0.
In this situation, by Lemma 2.6, we obtain

> Tw= Y Twt P Ty <2x0124+45x0.124=0868.  (19)

wENDURUR, (Vi) weNR(v;) wENR, (v;)

Let G' = G- Y%, D weNpuron. () Wi + Yot v/, Clearly, G' is a connected planar
graph. Recall that =, = 1. According to (19), we have

p(G/)_pZ%;‘%i Tt — Z Ty | >0,

wENDURUR, (Vi)

and hence p(G') > p. As in Case 1, we see that G’ is F-free, which is impossible by the
maximality of p = p(G).

According to the above discussions, we obtain Ry = (), and so R = Ng(u') N Ng(u”)
V(G)\{u/,u"}. Moreover, by the symmetry of v’ and «”, we can deduce that z,, = z,» =
1. In particular, G contains a copy of Ky ,_o. This proves (i). O

4 Proof of Theorems 1.2-1.4

In this section, by using the structure theorem for the spectral extremal graph of F-free
planar graphs obtained in Section 3, we shall give the proof of Theorems 1.2-1.4. More
specifically, we characterize the unique extremal graph in SPEXp(n, W), SPEXp(n, Fy)
and SPEXp(n, (k + 1)K3), respectively, provided that n is sufficiently large relative to k.
To achieve this goal, we first need to discuss the change of the spectral radius of a special
kind of planar graphs under specified graph transformation.

Suppose that H is a disjoint union of at least two paths. Let P, and Ps, be any two
components of H with s; > so. Then the (s1, s9)-transformation H* of H is defined by

H* — P81+1 U Psg—l U H07 if Sg 2 27
‘ P31+s2 U Hy, if s9 =1,

where Hj is the union of the components of H other than P, and Ps,. Clearly, both
Ks + H and Ko + H* are connected planar graphs. The following lemma indicates that
p(Ko+ H) < p(K2 + H*) under certain conditions.

Lemma 4.1. Let H be a graph on n — 2 wvertices of which all components are paths.
Suppose that Ps, and Ps, are two components of H with s1 > s2. If n > max{2.67 x
917,10.2 x 22 + 2}, then p(Ko+ H) < p(Ko+ H*), where H* is the (s1, s2)-transformation
of H.

Proof. Note that both Ky + H and Ky + H* are connected planar graphs of order n
containing Kj,_9 as a subgraph. Let V(K32) = {uj,us}, p = p(K2 + H) and p* =
p(Ks + H*). Clearly, p > p(Kan—2) = vV2n—4. Let X = (z, : v € V(K + H))T be
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the positive eigenvector of p with max,ey (k,+m) 7w = 1. By Lemma 2.8 (i), we have
Ty, = Ty, = 1. Suppose that Py, = vjve - vg, and Py, = wjws - - ws,. If s =1, then H
is a proper subgraph of H*. This implies that K + H is a proper subgraph of Ky + H*,
and hence p < p*, as required. Now suppose sy = 2. If z,, < xy,,, then after deleting the
edge v1vo and adding the edge vow; in H we will obtain the graph H*. Thus we have

XT(A(Ky+ H*) — A(Ko + H)X 2
XTX XTX

pr—p> ($U)1 - xUl)xUQ > 0.

Since X is an eigenvector of p, we obtain px,, = 2+ x,,. If p = p*, then X is also
an eigenvector of p*, and hence px,, = p*z,, = 2. However, this is impossible because
pTy, = 2 + x4, and x,, > 0. Therefore, p < p*. If z,, > x,,, then after deleting the
edge wiws and adding the edge viws in H we will obtain the graph H* again. By using a
similar analysis, we also can prove that p < p*. Thus it suffices to consider the case that
so > 3. Before going further, we need the following result.

Claim 4.1. Let i be a positive integer, and let A; = % — 4406x2T 2 %@XT‘] and B; =

et 0p
— 4.496x2" 44962 |\ Then the following statements hold:
p p

(a) p'(xy,py —0,) € A for 1 <i < [B1];

(
(b) P (T, — Tw,) € A for 1 <i < LSQ—Q_lj,
(

(¢) p'(wo, = ww,) € Bi for 1 <i < |%].

Proof. (a) It suffices to prove that for every i € {1,..., L—Slz_lJ},

Ai7 if ] = Z"

By, iffi+1<j<s—i—1

pi(xUjJrl - ‘ij) S {

We shall proceed the proof by induction on 7. Clearly,

vaj =Ty + Ty + Z Ty = (20)
UENR(’Uj)

By (20) and Lemma 2.8 (ii), we have

2+ 2,,, if j =1,
24Ty, Xy, H2<5<s -1

Tyy + Ty — Ty, € Ag, if j =1,
(T, = To; 1) + (Tu;pn — Tuyy,) € B1, 257 < 81— 2

p(xUjJrl - xvj) = {
Thus the result holds for ¢ = 1. Now suppose 2 < i < L812—_1J, and assume that the result

holds for i — 1, that is,

. Ay, ifl=i—1,
P l(xle - xvz) € { (21)

Bi—ly ifiSlSSl—i.

Note that, for each j € {i,...,51 —i =1}, p(xy,,, — Tv;) = (To; — T, ;) + (To, 00 — Ty ),
and it follows that

pi($vj+1 - xvj) = pi_l(xvj - $vj71) + pi_1($vj+2 - xUj+1)‘ (22)
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If j = i, then (21) implies that pi_l(:ztvj — Ty, ;) € A1 and pi_l(:ztvj+2 — Ty,,,) € B,
and hence p'(vy, , — ;) € A; by (22), as desired. If i +1 < j < 57— i — 1, then
(21) implies that pi_l(xvj — Ty;_,) € Bi—1 and ,oi_l(:vvj+2 — Ty;,,) € Bi—1, and hence
p'(Ty, ., — ®y;) € By by (22). Thus the result follows.

(b) The proof is similar to (a), and we omit it here.

(c) It suffices to prove that p'(z,, — ;) € B; for all i € {1,...,[%]} and j €
{i,...,s9 —1i}. We shall proceed the proof by induction on i. Clearly,

2+ Tqps, if j =1,
PLw; = Ty + Ty + Z Lw = { - . .
weNR(w;) 24 2w, + Tw .y, if2<y7<s9—1.

Combining this with (20) and Lemma 2.8 (ii), we obtain

( ) Ty — Ty € B, if j =1,
p $v» - xw‘ — . .

5 J (%J-H—ﬂ?wjﬂ)—F(ﬂ?vj,l —ijfl)EBl, if2<j<syg—1.
Thus the result holds for i = 1. Now suppose 2 < i < [%], and assume that the result
holds for 7 — 1, that is, pi_l(azvl — Zy,) € Bj—1 whenever [ € {i —1,...,s9 —i+1}. For
each j € {i,...,s2 —i}, we see that p(zy; — Tw;) = (To;_, — Tw;_;) + (T, — Tw,,,), and
hence

pi(xvj - ij) - pi—l(xvj71 - ‘ij71) + pi_l(xijrl - ‘ij+1)' (23)

By the induction hypothesis, p"_l(xvjf1 — Tw;_,) € Bi_1 and pi_l(:ztvj+1 — Ty,,,) € Bi1.
Then it follows from (23) that p’(zy, — ;) € Bj, as desired. O

Since n > 10.2 x 252 4+ 2, we have p > v/2n — 4 > 4.496 x 2°2/2. Combining this with
Claim 4.1, we obtain

2 4.496 x 2
Tvipr = Lo Z gl T T iz (24)
whenever ¢ < min{%, | 21|} and
2 4496 x 2\ 4.496 x 2
Loipr = Tw; = (‘T'Ui+1 - xvi) + (mvi - xwi) = < i+l i+2 ) - 2 >0 (25)
p p p

whenever ¢ < min{| %], le—glj} Similarly, we also can deduce that

Tyyy > Ty, a0 Ty > Ty (26)

so—1

whenever ¢ < | > |. Recall that so > 3. Let ¢; and t2 be two positive integers such that
t;1 +ta = so — 1. Then after deleting the edges vy, v, 11, ws,we,+1 and adding the edges
Vg, Wiy, Uty +1Wey41 10 H, we will obtain the graph H*. Thus we have

. XT(A(Ky+ H*) — A(Ko + H))X 2
P _102 ( ( X)TX ( )) = XTX($Ut1+1 _xth)(xwt2+1 _l‘vtl)- (27)

If s9 is odd, we take t] =ty = 522_1. Then it follows from (25) and (26) that zy,, ., > Tu,,
and @y, , > Zv, . Therefore, p < p* by (27), as desired. If s9 is even, we only consider the
case that T, /s > Tu,, 2> since the proof for the case that Twg, sy < Tog, s is similar. Take
t = 572 and ty = 872 — 1. Then we have T,y = Loy, AS Tuw,, > Lo, sy- If s1 = s9, then
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s1 is even, and hence Lo, j341 = Lo by symmetry, that is, 2., , = @y, . It 51 > 52+ 1,

s1/2
then xy, ., > @y, by (24). In bothl/cases, we have zy, ,, > &y, . Furthermore, from (25)
we get Ty, > Tay,,, and SO Ty, | > Ty, . Thus p < p* by (27). If p = p*, then X is also
an eigenvector of p*, and s0 pwy, = p* Ty, = 2+ Ty, + Ty, On the other hand, since
X is an eigenvector of p, we have pxy, =2+ @y, , +y, ,,. Hence, z,, | = zy,,, which
is a contradiction. Therefore, we conclude that p < p*, and the result follows.

We complete the proof. O

4.1 The spectral extremal graph for W;-free planar graphs

In this subsection, we shall prove Theorem 1.2, which determines the unique extremal
graph in SPEXp(n, W) for every integer k > 3, provided that n is sufficiently large
relative to k.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let k > 3 and n > max{2.67 x 917,10.2 x 2¥=% + 2}. It is easy to
verify that W, j, is planar and Wp-free for each £ > 3. Suppose that G is an extremal graph
in SPEXp(n, Wy). First we claim that G is connected, since otherwise we can add some
new edges into G such that the resulting graph is still Wj-free and planar, but has larger
spectral radius than G, which is impossible. Note that W}, is a planar graph that is not
contained in Ko, 2. Since n > max{2.67 x 9'7,10.2 x 2F=4 + 2} > W = Wy (W), by
Theorem 1.1 (i), there exist two vertices u/,u” € V(G) such that R = Ng(u') N Ng(u”) =
V(G)\ {v/,v"} and z,y = x,» = 1. In particular, G contains a copy of K9 ,_s.

If £ = 3, then W}, is a triangle. Since adding an arbitrary edge into Ks,_2 would
result in a triangle, we assert that G = Ky ,,_o = W,, 3, as desired. If k = 4, then we assert
that v'v” ¢ E(G). Indeed, if v'v” € E(G), then G[R] is an empty graph, since otherwise
G would contain a copy of Wy. Hence, G = Ky + (n — 2)K;. Let R = {uj,ug,...,up—2}
and G’ = G — vu" + wjup_o + Z?:_f’ uguiy1. Clearly, G = 2K + C,,_s, which is also
planar and W;-free because n > 2.67 x 9!7. By Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.8 (ii), we have

-3
2 n
p(G,) —p 2 YT v <:L‘ulfl;‘un2 + E $Uixui+1 — $u1$u//)
X' X —

(o)

ZXiz‘X <<2+\/22ni—6>2’(n_2)_1)

> 0,

and hence p(G’) > p, contrary to the maximality of p = p(G). Therefore, u'u” ¢ E(G).
By Theorem 1.1 (ii), G[R] is a disjoint union of some paths and cycles. If G[R] is a
disjoint union of some paths, then G is a subgraph of 2K; 4+ P,_o, and so must be a
proper subgraph of 2K; + C),_5, which is impossible by the maximality of p = p(G). If
G|R] contains a cycle, again by Theorem 1.1 (ii), we obtain G[R] & C),,_2, and hence
G = 2Ky 4 Cp—o = W, 4, as required. Now suppose that £ > 5. We have the following
two claims.

Claim 4.2. The vertices u' and u" are adjacent, and G[R] is Py_o-free.
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Proof. First assume that k = 5. If G[R| contains a copy of P3 = ujusug, then o', u”, uq,
ug and ug would generate a copy of W5, a contradiction. Thus G[R] is Ps-free, and so
must be a disjoint union of some independent edges and isolated vertices. If v'v” ¢ E(G),
let G’ = G +u/v”. Then it is easy to see that G’ is also planar and Ws-free. However,
p(G") > p, which contradicts the maximality of p = p(G). Therefore, v'v” € E(Q).

Now assume that k > 6. Suppose to the contrary that v'v” ¢ E(G). By Theorem 1.1
(i), G[R] is a union of some paths and cycles. Combining this with v'v” ¢ E(G), we see
that G must be a subgraph of 2K +C},_o. Also note that 2K7 +C),_o is planar and W-free
because k > 6 and n > max{2.67 x 917, 10.2 x 2k—4 4 2} > k + 1. Therefore, we conclude
that G = 2K + C),_2 by the maximality of p = p(G). Let G[R] = ujugus - - - up—ouq, and
let

n—2

n—-2_1 .
o G+u —uun—o—3 ;% ugiuzip1, ifn—2=0 (mod 3),
- n—2

G+ uu —uiupy—o — zltzf ! uz;uz;i L1, otherwise.

Clearly, G’ is Wi-free because k > 6 and G'[R] is Py-free. Moreover, G’ is a planar graph
because it is a subgraph of Ky + P,_5. By Lemma 2.8 (ii), if n — 2 =0 (mod 3), then

n—2
9 3

XTx - E , ugi Puziy1
i=

1
X
1
2 n—2 2 4.496\2
> 1— —141)-(Z2
> e (1- (M52 -11) - (4 450
2 n—2 2 4.496 \2
> 1-— . +
XTX 3 Von—4 2n—4

and if n —2 # 0 (mod 3), then

p(G') —p>

Loy Tyt — Jjul xuwz

5 ["5*]

3
/
p(G ) —p2 XTX Loy Ty — Ty Ly g — E , LugziLuziyq
=1

et (- (157 )G 5))

2 n+1 2 4.496 \ 2
> —==|1- . +
XTX 3 Von—4  2n—4

Thus we have p(G’) > p, contrary to the maximality of p = p(G). Therefore, v'v” € E(G),
and it follows that G[R] is Pj_o-free because G is Wi-free. O

According to Theorem 1.1 (ii) and Claim 4.2, G[R] is a disjoint union of some paths
with length at most k& — 3. Moreover, we see that G[R| contains at least two components
as n > max{2.67 x 9'7,10.2x 28~ +-2}. Let H* = [2=2|P;_3 UP"—2—(’€—3)-LZ—:§J' Clearly,
Ky + H* = Wy, . If GIR] = H*, then G = W, , and we are done. If G[R] * H*,
then we can obtain H* by applying a series of (si,s2)-transformations to G[R], where
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S9<s1<k—4. Asn>102x2F142>102x2%2 + 2, by Lemma 4.1, we conclude that
p < p(Ka+ H*) = p(W,, 1), which is impossible by the maximality of p = p(G).
This completes the proof. [l

4.2 The spectral extremal graph for Fj-free planar graphs

In this subsection, we shall prove Theorem 1.3, which determines the unique graph in
SPEXp(n, Fy) for every integer k > 1, provided that n is sufficiently large relative to k.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose that n > max{2.67 x 9'7,10.2 x 22¥=% 1+ 2}, It is easy to
verify that F), ;, is planar and Fj-free for all £ > 1. Suppose that G is an extremal graph in
SPEXp(n, Fy). First we claim that G is connected, since otherwise we can add some new
edges into G such that the resulting graph is still Fi-free and planar, but has larger spectral
radius than G, which is impossible. Note that F} is a planar graph that is not contained
in Kyp,—9. Since n > max{2.67 x 9'7,10.2 x 2%~ 4+ 2} > W2k + 1) = L|V(F,)], by
Theorem 1.1 (i), there exist two vertices v/, u” € V(G) such that R = Ng(u') N Ng(u”) =
V(G)\ {v/,v"} and z,y = x,» = 1. In particular, G contains a copy of K9 ,_a.

If £ =1, we assert that G = Ky, 2 = F), 1, since GG is triangle-free and contains

1,11

Ky -9 as a subgraph. If k = 2, we shall prove that «'v” € E(G). Suppose to the contrary
that v'u” ¢ E(G). Then G[R] is Ps-free, and contains at most one edge, since otherwise
G would contain a copy of Fy. Hence, we conclude that G = 2K + ((n — 4)K; U K3)
by the maximality of p = p(G). Let v1,v9 be the two vertices adjacent in G[R], and let
G' =G —vvy +u'u”’. Clearly, G' = Ky + (n — 2)K; = F,, 2, which is planar and Fy-free.
As p > v/2n — 4, by Lemma 2.8 (ii), we have

2
p(G/)_pZ T

o2 1_<g+4.496>2
= 5T P e

2 2 4.496 \2
> ——= 11— +
XTX Von—4 2n-—4

> 0,

(T Tyt — Ty Tayy)

>
P

>
>

1,1

and hence p(G’) > p, which is impossible by the maximality of p = p(G). Thus v'u” €
E(G), and it follows that G[R] is an empty graph, since otherwise G would contain a copy
of Fy. Therefore, G = Ky + (n — 2)K; = F), 2, as desired. Now suppose that k£ > 3. We
have the following claim.

Claim 4.3. The vertices v’ and u” are adjacent. Moreover, G[R] is a disjoint union of
some paths, and contains at most 2k — 4 edges.

Proof. Note that G[R] 2 Cp_2 as n > max{2.67 x 9'7,10.2 x 2%~ 4 2} and G is F}-
free. By Theorem 1.1 (ii), G[R] must be a disjoint union of some paths. Suppose to the
contrary that v'u” ¢ FE(G). Then we assert that G[R] contains at most 2k — 2 edges.
In fact, if G[R] contains at least 2k — 1 edges, then G[R] must have k independent edges
because all components of G[R] are paths. Thus G contains k edge-disjoint triangles which
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intersect in the common vertex u/, which is impossible because G is Fj-free. Denote by
R ={uj,ug,...,up_o}. Let G' = G—I—u’u”—zuiujeE(G) uiuj. Clearly, G' = Ko+ (n—2)Kj,
which is planar and Fj-free. By Lemma 2.8 (ii),

2
p(G/) -p > XTX Loyt Loyt — Z xuixuj-
ujuj €E(G)

2 2 4.496\2
> 1—(2k—2)-(2
_WW< ( )Q+/ﬁ>>

2 2 4.496 \ 2
> [1-(2k—-2)-
_XTX< ( ) <\/2n—4+2n—4>>

as p > v/2n — 4 and n > max{2.67 x 917,10.2 x 22¢=4 4 2}. Hence, p(G’) > p, contrary
to the maximality of p = p(G). Therefore, v'v” € E(G). In this situation, we assert that
G[R] contains at most 2k—4 edges. Indeed, if G[R] contains at least 2k—3 edges, then G|R)]

must have k—1 independent edges, say ujus, .. ., usgp_susg_o. Take u € R\{uq,...,usx_2}.
Then o', u”, w,uq, ..., us_o would generate k edge-disjoint triangles which intersect in the
common vertex u’, and so G contains a copy of F},, a contradiction. O

Let H* = Py,_3U(n—2k+1)K,. Clearly, Ko+H* = F,, . f G[R] = H*, then G = F,, i,
and we are done. If G[R] 2 H*, by Claim 4.3, G[R] is a disjoint union of some paths and
contains at most 2k — 4 edges, and so we can obtain H* by applying a series of (s1, $2)-
transformations to G[R], where sy < 51 < 2k—4. Asn > 10.2x 2%~ 12 > 10.2x 2% 4 2,
by Lemma 4.1, we conclude that p < p(Ky + H*) = p(F, 1), which is impossible by the
maximality of p = p(G).

This completes the proof. O

4.3 The spectral extremal graph for (k + 1) K,-free planar graphs

In this subsection, we shall prove Theorem 1.4, which determines the unique extremal
graph in SPEXp(n, (k 4+ 1)K3) for every integer k& > 1, provided that n is sufficiently
large relative to k. To achieve this goal, we first consider connected extremal graphs in
SPEXp(n, (k+ 1)K>).

Lemma 4.2. Let k and n be positive integers with n > max{2.67 x 9'7,10.2 x 22F=4 -2},
Then M, 1, is the unique connected extremal graph in SPEXp(n, (k+1)Ks2). In particular,
M, 1 is the unique graph attaining the maximum spectral radius among all connected planar
graphs of order n with matching number k.

Proof. Suppose n > max{2.67 x 9'7,10.2 x 22k=% 1+ 2}, It is easy to verify that M, i, is
planar and (k + 1) Ko-free for all k > 1. Suppose that G is a connected extremal graph in
SPEXp(n, (k+1)Kg). If k =1, it is clear that G = Ky ,,—1 = M, 1, as desired. If £ > 2,
then (k + 1)K is not a subgraph of Ka,,_2. As n > max{2.67 x 917,10.2 x 22k—4 1 91 >
2 (k+1), all conclusions in Theorem 1.1 hold. By Theorem 1.1 (i), there exist two vertices
u',u” € V(G) such that R = Ng(v') N Ng(u”) = V(G) \ {v/,v"} and 2, = 2» = 1. In



19

particular, G contains a copy of Ks,_o. If k = 2, then G[R] is an empty graph because
G is 3Ky-free. Moreover, we assert that «w'v” € E(G). Indeed, if u'v” ¢ FE(G), then
G 2K+ (n—2)K;. Let G' = G+ v/u”. Clearly, G’ is planar and 3Ks-free. However,
p(G") > p, contrary to the maximality of p = p(G). Therefore, u'u” € E(G), and hence
G = Ky + (n —2)K; = M, 2, as desired. Now suppose that £ > 3. We have the following
claim.

Claim 4.4. The vertices v’ and u” are adjacent. Moreover, G[R] is a disjoint union of
some paths, and contains at most 2k — 4 edges.

Proof. Since n > max{2.67 x 9'7,10.2 x 22*=% 4+ 2} and G is (k + 1)K»-free, we have
G[R] 2 Cj—2. By Theorem 1.1 (ii), G[R] must be a disjoint union of some paths. By
contradiction, suppose that v'v” ¢ E(G). Then we assert that G[R] contains at most
2k — 2 edges. In fact, if G[R] contains at least 2k — 1 edges, then G[R] must have k
independent edges because all components of G[R] are paths. This implies that (k+1)K»
is a subgraph of G, and we obtian a contradiction. Denote by R = {uj,ug,...,up—2}.
Let G' = G+ u/'u” — ZuiujeE(G) u;uj. Clearly, G' = Ky + (n — 2) K, which is planar and
(k 4+ 1)Ka-free. By Lemma 2.8 (ii),

2
p = W Loy Tyt — Z Loy L
ujuj EE(G)

2 2 4.496\2
> 1—(2k—2)-(Z2+222
_XTX< ( )<p+ pQ))

2 2 4.496 \ 2
- (1—(2k—2)-<\/m+2n_4>>

as p > v/2n — 4 and n > max{2.67 x 9'7,10.2 x 22#=% 1 21, Hence, p(G’) > p, contrary to
the maximality of p = p(G). Therefore, u'u” € E(G). In this situation, we assert that G[R]
contains at most 2k—4 edges. Indeed, if G[R] contains at least 2k—3 edges, then G[R] must

v

<
>

V

have k — 1 independent edges, say ujus, ..., usg_3usk_o2. Take u,u € R\ {u1,...,usx_2}.
Then v/, u”, w, i, uy, ..., us_o would generate k + 1 independent edges, and so G contains
a copy of (k + 1)K5, which is a contradiction. O

Let H* = Po,_3U (n — 2k + 1)K;. Clearly, Ky + H* = M, . If G[R] = H*, then
G = M, 1, and we are done. If G[R] 2 H*, by Claim 4.4, G[R] is a disjoint union of some
paths and contains at most 2k — 4 edges, and so we can obtain H* by applying a series
of (s1,s2)-transformations to G[R], where s < 51 < 2k —4. Asn > 10.2 x 2%~ 4 2 >
10.2 x 2°2 + 2, by Lemma 4.1, we conclude that p < p(K2 + H*) = p(M, ), which is
impossible by the maximality of p = p(G).

By the above discussions, we conclude that M, is the unique connected extremal
graph in SPEXp(n, (k+1)Ks) for any k& > 1. Thus the first part of the lemma follows. Also
note that the matching number of M,, j is exactly k. Therefore, M, ; is the unique graph
attaining the maximum spectral radius among all connected planar graphs of matching
number k. O
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Now we are in a position to give the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let n > N +3+/2N — 6 with N = max{2.67 x 9'7,10.2 x 22*=1 4 2}
Suppose that G is an extremal graph in SPEXp(n, (k+1)K>2). If G is connected, by Lemma
4.2, we obtain G = M,, ,, and the result follows. Now assume that G is disconnected. Let
G1,Ga,...,Gy (¢ > 2) denote the components of G. Without loss of generality, we suppose
that p(G1) = p(G) = p. For any i € {1,...,¢}, let V(G;) = {ui1,uiz2,. .., uin,}, and let k;
be the matching number of G;. Clearly, Zle ki < k and Zle n; =mn. If ky <k—1, then
G =G —-U_EG)+X", > opi w1 would be a connected (k + 1)Ka-free planar
graph. As G; is a proper subgraph of G’, we have p(G') > p(G1) = p(G), which is a
contradiction. Therefore, k1 = k, and G = G1 U (n — n1)K;. Moreover, we claim that Gy
must be an extremal graph in SPEXp(ny, (k + 1)K3), since otherwise G would not be an
extremal graph in SPEXp(n, (k+1)K3). If ny > N = max{2.67x 917,10.2 x 2254+ 2} by
Lemma 4.2, we have G =2 M,,, j, = Ko+ (Paj—3U(n1 —2k+1)K), and hence G = M, ,,U
(n—n1) K. In this situation, G is a proper subgraph of M, j, = Ko+ (Par—3U(n—2k+1)K;),
and it follows that p = p(G) < p(My ), contrary to the maximality of p = p(G). Thus it
suffices to consider the case that n1 < N = max{2.67 x 917,10.2 x 2%*=4 + 21 If k > 2,
by Lemma 2.1, we obtain

1++8n—15
p=p(G1) < 2421 — 6 < 24V2N —6 < —— o = p(Ka+(n—-2)K1) < p(M )

asn > N + % 2N — 6 and Ky + (n — 2)K; is a subgraph of M, ;. However, this is
impossible by the maximality of p = p(G). If k = 1, then G must be a proper subgraph
of Ky,-1 = M,1, and we obtain a contradiction. Therefore, we conclude that G = M,, j,
and the result follows. O
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