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Abstract

The distance of a vertex in a graph is the sum of distances from that vertex to all other
vertices of the graph. The Wiener index of a graph is the sum of distances between all its
unordered pairs of vertices. A graph has been obtained that contains a vertex achieving the
maximum distance among all graphs on n vertices with fixed number of cut vertices. Further
the graphs having maximum Wiener index among all graphs on n vertices with at most 3
cut vertices have been characterised.
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1 Introduction

Throughout the paper the graphs are simple, finite, connected and undirected. Let G be a
graph with vertex set V(G) and the edge set F(G). The edge joining the vertices u and v of G
is denoted by uv. A cut vertex in G is a vertex whose removal makes the graph disconnected. A
vertex of degree one in G is called a pendant verter. An edge containing a pendant vertex of G
is called a pendant edge. For two isomorphic graphs G and G, we use the notation G; = Gs.
The path and the cycle on n vertices are denoted by P, and C,, respectively. The complete
bipartite graph Kj ,_1 is called a star on n vertices. A block in G is a maximal 2 — connected
subgraph of G. A pendant block of G is a block containing exactly one cut vertex of G. Two
blocks of G are adjacent if they share a cut vertex. For u,v € V(G), the distance dg(u,v) or
d(u,v) is the number of edges in a shortest path joining u and v. The distance Dg(v) of the
vertex v in G is defined as Dg(v) = ZueV(G) d(v,u). A vertex having maximum distance in G
is called a peripherian vertex of G (see [12], page 93). The Wiener index of G is defined as the
sum of distances between all its unordered pairs of vertices and denoted by W (G). From this
definition it follows that W(G) = %ZUGV(G) D¢ (v). Other terminologies which are used in this
article and not defined here can be found in [9].

The Wiener index is the most studied topological index in graph theory. It was introduced
by the Chemist H. Wiener in [I0] in 1947. In mathematical literature, [5] seems to be the
first paper studying Wiener index. The graphs having extremal (maximal or minimal) Wiener
index among various classes of graph have been studied extensively in last two decades. Two
such recent studies can be seen in [2] and [3]. Over certain classes of graphs, the problem of
maximizing the Wiener index seems comparatively difficult than the corresponding minimization
problem. We denote the set of all connected graph on n vertices with k cut vertices by &, ;. In
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[7], the graphs having minimum Wiener index in €, ; have been characterised. In this paper we
find a graph containing a vertex peripherian which attains maximum distance among all vertex
peripherians in €, ;. Further in the obtained graph we identify the vertex peripherians. Using
this, we characterise the graphs having maximum Wiener index in &,, 3, 0 < k < 3. The problem
remains open for graphs having more than 3 cut vertices.

The paper is organised in the following way. In section 2] some results from the literature
and some expressions for distance of a vertex and Wiener index of some specific graphs have
been presented. In Section [3] special kind of pendant vertices and pendant blocks are introduced
which are useful for the study. SectionHl presents the vertex peripherians which achieve maximum
distances among all vertex peripherians in &, ;. In Section[5] the graphs having maximum Wiener
index in &, ; for 0 < k < 3 have been characterised.

2 Preliminaries

The following lemma shows the effect of deleting an edge on the distance of a vertex and on the
Wiener index of a graph, and they follow from the definitions.

Lemma 2.1. Let G be a graph and e € E(G) such that G — e is connected. Then
(i) for any v € V(G), Dg—(v) = Da(v).
(11) W(G —e) > W(G).

If [V(G)| = n, then G has at most n — 2 cut vertices and P,, n > 2 is the only graph with
n — 2 cut vertices. So we consider &, ; where 0 < k < n — 3. Let G be a graph and w be a cut
vertex of G. Then there always exist two subgraphs G and Gy (both on at least 2 vertices) such
that G =2 G1 UGy and V(G1) NV (G2) = {w}. The next lemma is frequently used in counting
the distance of a vertex and the Wiener index of a graph, in &, 5,k > 1.

Lemma 2.2 ([I], Lemma 1.1). Let G be a graph and w be a cut vertex in G. Let G1 and G2 be
two subgraphs of G such that G = G1 UGy and V(G1) NV (Ge) = {w}. Then

(1) for any v € V(G1), Da(v) = Dg, (v) + ([V(G2)| — 1)d(v,w) + Dg,(w) and
(1)) W(G) = W(G1) + W(G2) + (|[V(G1)| — 1) Da, (w) + (|[V(G2)| — 1) Dg, (w).

A graph is called minimally 2-connected if it is 2-connected and deleting any edge gives a
graph which is not 2-connected.

Lemma 2.3 ([4], Theorem 2). A minimally 2-connected graph with more than 3 vertices is
triangle free.

Let G’ has maximum Wiener index over €, j, n > 4. Then by Lemma 2.1 blocks of G are
minimally 2-connected and hence by Lemma [2.3] the blocks of size more than 3 are triangle free.
Let B be a block of size 3 in G containing the cut vertex w of G . Then B is isomorphic to
a triangle wxry. If B contains exactly one cut vertex w, then G — zy € &, ; and by Lemma
21 (i), W(G — zy) > W(G), a contradiction. If B contains two cut vertices say w and =,
then G —wy € €, and W(G — wy) > W(G), a contradiction. If all three vertices w,z and y
are cut vertices in G, then for any e € {wz,zy,yw}, G —e € €, and W(G —e) > W(G), a
contradiction.

Similarly it can be shown that if G € €, 5, n > 4 and vy € V(G) such that Dg(vy) =
max{Dg(v) : v € V(G)}, then there exists a triangle free graph G’ € €, ;, obtained by remov-
ing some edges (if necessary) from G such that D¢/ (vg) > Dg(vo). So, we conclude the following,.



Remark 2.4. If G has mazimum Wiener index over €, 1, n > 4, then G is triangle free.

Remark 2.5. Among all G’ satisfying Dg(vo) = max{Dg(v) : G € &, p,n > 4,v € V(G)},
there exists one which is triangle free.

We now recall the distance of vertices and the Wiener indices of some known graphs which
will be used in later sections. First, consider the path P, : vivse...v,. Then for the vertex
(%% 1 < { < n,

i(i—1) (n—i)(n—i—1) n(n—-1)
2 * 2 = 2

W(P,) = <” ; 1).

By Ly 4, we denote the graph in &, ,,_, obtained by identifying a pendant vertex of P,,_ 1 with
a vertex of Cy (see Figure[l)). Note that Ly, has g cut vertices. The graph Cy, . is defined
for n > my +ma — 1 and my,mg > 3 in [7]. For n > my + mg, C}, ., is the graph obtained
by identifying one pendant vertex of the path P, 2_(n, 4m,) With a vertex of Cp,, and the other
pendant vertex of P, o_(m,4my) With a vertex of Cp,. For n = my +mo — 1, Cf, ,,, is the
graph obtained by identifying a vertex of Cy,, with a vertex of C,,, (see Figure 2]). Note that

Co mp Das n+ 2 — (my + mg) cut vertices.

Dp, (vi) = = Dp,(v1) = Dp, (vn) (1)

and

Figure 1: The graph L, 4

Pn+27 (my+mg)

n=mi+mo—1 n>m;+mg—1

Figure 2: The graphs C

mi,ma2

Lemma 2.6 ([7], Lemma 3.5). Let my,mg > 3 be two integers and let n = mq +mg — 1. Then
wW(C,) > Wy

ml,mz)'

The graphs L, 4 and C7, ,,, are important for us. So we recall the known expressions for
the distance of a vertex in these graphs and for their Wiener indices. Wiener index of L, , can

be found in [I1] (see Theorem 1.1) as following.

% + (n — g)(% — 51]—;) if g is even,
W(Ln,g) = g(g?-1) n?+ng+39—1 _ g* 1 i i (2)
LI+ (n—g) (40— — & — 1) if g is odd.

Also the distance of the pendant vertex v in L, 4 can be computed using Lemma (i) as

2 + (n—g)(nt+g—1)

if g is even,

D v) =9 ; ’
Lng( ) {g24—1 4 (n—g)(g+9—1) if g is odd. ¥
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The Wiener index of C},, ., when n = m; +mg — 1 is computed in [7] (see proof of Lemma

3.5 in [7]). We generalise that by counting the Wiener index of C7, € ¢, i.e. when

my,mo
n =my +mg +k — 2. Let w be the cut vertex of Cy.,, . lying in Cy,,. Using Lemma 2.2 (i)

WA(Chymy) = W(Cry) + W(Limgtk—1,m2) + (M2 + k = 2)De,, (w) + (M1 = 1)Dp, g, (W),
From (2)), we get

ﬁ(3mg + 6m3k + 4k3 + 12mak? — 12k — 6m? — 12mak + 8k) ms even,

W (L, —1,mz) =
(Lomatetma) {ﬁ(fﬁmg +6m3k + 4k3 + 12mak? — 12k? — 6m? — 12maok — 3ma + 2k +6)  ma odd.

Further, from (3], we get

DLmQJrkfl,mQ (w) = {

Performing some intricate calculations, the Wiener index of C7;, .

(m3 + dmak + 2k — 6k — 4my +4)  my even,
(m3 + dmak + 2k — 6k — 4my +3)  my odd.

PN

can be obtained as follows.

w(en )

mi,m2

%(m:{’ +m3 + 2m2ma + 2mim3 + 2m3k + 2m3k + 4mik? + dmaok? + 8mimak

—4m?2 — 4m2 — 8mymso — 12mqk — 12mak — 8k? + 8my + 8ma — 8) + %(k?’ + 11k) both mq, my even,
$(m3 + m3 + 2m3mg + 2mam3 + 2mik + 2m3k + 4mik? + dmak?® + 8mamok
—4m? — 4m3 — 8mimsg — 12m1k — 12mok — 8k? + 6my + Tmg — 4) + %(2k3 +19%) my even , mg odd,
2(m3 + m3 + 2mImg + 2mam3 + 2mik + 2m3k + 4mik? + dmak? + 8mymok
—4m? — 4m3 — 8mimsg — 12m1k — 12mok — 8k? + Tmy + 6mg — 4) + %(2k3 +19%) my odd, my even,
(m3 +m3 + 2mimg 4 2mim3 + 2mik + 2m3k + 4m k? + 4mok? + 8myimok
—4m? — 4m2 — 8mima — 12mak — 12mak — 8k + 5my + 5ma) + %(kzg + 8k) both m1,ms odd.

(4)

3 s-pendant vertices and s-pendant blocks

We introduce a special kind of pendant blocks and pendant vertices in €, ;, k > 2, which are
used later in Section Bl

Definition 3.1. Let G be a graph with at least two cut vertices. An s-pendant block of G
is a pendant block which shares its cut vertexr with exactly one non-pendant block of G. If size
of an s-pendant block is 2, then it is called an s-pendant edge. A pendant vertex lying on an
s-pendant edge is called an s-pendant vertex.

In Figure3, By and e4 are non pendant blocks. Bj is an s-pendant block, vz is an s-pendant
vertex and e3 is an s-pendant edge. Bsj is a pendant block but not s-pendant, v, vo are pendant
vertices but not s-pendant and e, e5 are pendant edges but not s-pendant.

Let G be a graph with k > 2 cut vertices. Let w be a cut vertex and Bi, Bo,..., B, be all
the s-pendant blocks sharing the cut vertex w. Then the graph obtained from G by detaching
all the s-pendant blocks from w ie. (G \ U]_;B;) Uw has k — 1 cut vertices. The distance
da(B,B') or d(B, B') between two blocks B and B’ of G is defined as dg(B, B') = min{d(u,v) :
ueV(B),veV(B)}.

Lemma 3.2 ([8], Lemma 2.5). If d(B1, B2) = max{d(B, B’) : B, B" are blocks of G}, then both
B1 and By are pendant blocks in G.



v3

Figure 3: s-pendant blocks and s-pendant vertices in a graph

Proposition 3.3. Let G € €, 1, k> 2. Then G has at least two s-pendant blocks.

Proof. Let By, By be two blocks in G such that d(By, Bs) = max{d(B, B') : B, B’ are blocks of G}.
By Lemma B2 B; and Bs are pendant blocks. We claim that both By and By are s-pendant
blocks. Suppose Bj is not s-pendant. Let d(Bp, Bs) = d(wy,ws) where wy and wy are cut
vertices lying in B; and Ba, respectively. Let P, ., be a corresponding path joining w; and
wo. As B is not s-pendant there exist a non-pendant block B sharing the cut vertex wy with
B; such that no vertex of B other than w; lies on P,,4,. Also as B is non-pendant, B is
adjacent to a block B’ disjoint from P,,q,. Let B and B’ are adjacent via the cut vertex w'.
Then d(Bsy, B') = d(ws,w1) + d(wy,w’) > d(By, By), a contradiction. Hence Bj is s-pendant.
Similarly Bs is s-pendant. U

4 Vertex peripherians attaining maximum distance in €,

This section focuses on finding a graph that exhibit the vertex peripherians having maximum
distance within the class &, ;. For graphs devoid of cut vertices, the following is known.

Lemma 4.1 ([6], Lemma 2). Let G € €, 9, n > 3 and u € V(G). Then for any v € V(Cy),
D¢, (v) > Dg(u). Moreover

n2

s if n is even,
D¢, (v) =
¢ () {"24_1 if nis odd.

We generalise Lemma [A.]] for graphs with k cut vertices i.e. find a G € €, ; and vy € V(Gp)
such that Dg,(vg) = max{Dg(v) : G € &, 1,,v € V(G)}.
Lemma 4.2 ([7], Lemma 3.6). Let u be the pendant vertex and v be a non-pendant vertex of
Lyp—k, k>1. Then Dy, . (u) > Dg, ., (v).

Lemma 4.3. LetG € €, ;,, n > 5 and k > 1. Let B be a pendant block in G with |V (B)| =m > 4
containing the cut vertexr w. Let G' be the graph obtained from G by replacing B by C,, such
that w remains a cut vertex of G' in Cy,. Then for any v € V(G), there exists a v’ € V(G') such
that Dgr(v') > Dg(v). In particular, if v € V(G)\ V(B) U{w}, then Dg(v) > Dg(v).

Proof. Let H be the subgraph of G induced by V(G) \ V(B) U {w}. Then G = H U B with
VH)NV(B) =wand G' 2 HUC,, with V(H)NV(Cy,) = w.
If v € V(H), then by Lemma 2.2] (i) we have
Dg(v) = Dy (v) + (m = 1)d(v,w) + Dp(w)
< Dg(v) + (m — 1)d(v,w) + D¢, (w) [using Lemma [.T]
= D¢ (v).



If v € V(B), take v’ to be the vertex in the cycle C, of G’ such that d(v',w) = [ ]. Then

Dg(v) = Dp(v) + (IV(H)| = 1)d(v, w) + Dy (w)
< Do, (v) + (IV(H) = 1) | 5| + Dar(w)
= Do, (V) + ([V(H)| = Dd(v/,w) + Dig(w)
= Dgr (V).

This completes the proof. O

Proposition 4.4. For n > 4 and k > 1 there exists a triangle free graph Go € €, with all its

pendant blocks are either Ko or a cycle on at least 4 vertices such that D¢, (vo) = max{D¢g(v) :
Gelypk>1uveV(G)}.

Proof. Let Der(v') = max{D¢g(v) : G € €, 1,k > 1,0 € V(G)}. By Remark 2.5 we may assume
that G’ is triangle free. Replace each pendant blocks B of G’ which is not cyclic by a cycle of
size |B|. Let the resulting graph be Gy. By Lemma [£3] there exists a vy € V(Gp) such that
D¢, (vo) > D¢ (v'). Since Go € €, and D¢ (v') = max{Dg(v) : G € €, 1,k > 1,v € V(G)},
D, (vo) = Der (V). O

Lemma 4.5. Let H be a graph containing a vertex w and mq,mg > 3 be two integers such that
my +mz — 1 =m. Let Gy be the graph obtained by identifying the cut vertex of Cy ,,, with
w, Ga be the graph obtained by identifying the cut vertex of Ly, m—1 with w and G be the graph
obtained by identifying a vertex of Cy, with w. Then for any v € V(H), Dg(v) > Dg, (v) and

D¢g(v) > Dg,(v).
Proof.

D¢, (v) = Dg(v) + (m — 1)d(v,w) + ch;l’mQ (w)

mi + mj3 . .
< Dg(v) 4+ (m — 1)d(v,w) + — [equality holds if both mj, mo are even]
—-1)2-1
< Dg(v)+ (m —1)d(v,w) + (my + m24 )
< Dy (v) + (m = 1)d(v, w) + D, (w)
= Da(v)

and

D¢, (v) = Dg(v) + (m — 1)d(v,w) + DLZIi,mq (w)
(m —1)?
4

m? —1

< Dg(v)+ (m —1)d(v,w) + +1 [equality holds if m is odd]

[for m > 4]

O

Lemma 4.6. Let vy be the pendant vertex of Ly p—i and let n=mq +ma+k —2, my,mg >3
and k> 1. Then D, ., (v0) > Dcy, (v) for any v e V(CJ ).

mi,m2



Proof. First suppose k > 2. Let w and w’ be the cut vertices of Chym, lying in Cpyy and Cpy,y,
respectively. Let Py : w = vive-- v, = w' be the path in Cy m, Joining w and w’. Then
V(Cmy ), V(Ciy) and V(P) \ {w,w'} partition V(Cy, ,,.). First suppose v belongs to the part

V(Ch,). Then

2 2
my mi  m5  (k—1)(2ma+k —2)
TS 9oyt 2
< 4+wmy+ )2 t 5
1
= Z(m% + m% + 2myme + 2mik + dmok + 2k% — 4my — 4ms — 6k + 4).

Similarly if v belongs to the part V(C,y,,), we get

1
(v) < Z(m% + m3 4 2mimy + 4mak 4 2maok + 2k% — 4my — 4my — 6k + 4).
Finally suppose v € V(P)\ {w,w'}. Let v =v;,2 < i < k—1. W.L.O.G. assume that m; < ma.
Then we have

DCL

M
mi,mo

Deg by () = DLty (0i) + (0 = 1) (m1 —1) + Dg,,, ()
= Dp,(vi) + (k= i)(m2 — 1) + Do, (') + (1 = 1)(m1 = 1) + Dg,,, (w)
k(k —1 2 3
<HEZD L o1+ M2 M [using ]
2 4 4
1
= Z(m% +m3 + dmok + 2k% — 4my — 6k + 4).
Further, we have
—k)?-1 k@n—-k-1
PACO R e SIULESEL from (@)
1
= Z(m% + m% + 2mymsg + dmyk + dmok + 2k% — 4mq — 4msy — 10k + 3).
By comparing, we get DLn,nfk(,UO) > chll,mz (v) for any v € V(nghmz)-
Now suppose k = 1. Then w = w" and V(P) \ {w,w'} = 0. By similar calculations as above
it follows that Dr,, ,_,(vo) > Dep, (v) for any v € V(C},| 1,)- O

Lemma 4.7. If Dg,(vg) = max{Dg(v) : v € V(G),G € &, 1,k > 1}, then vy must lie in some
pendant block of Gy. Furthermore, if n > 5, then the pendant block containing vy shares its cut
verter with exactly one other block.

Proof. Let Dg,(vo) = max{Dg(v) : v € V(G),G € &, 1,k > 1}. We consider the following two
cases.

Casel: k=1

In this case every block of Gg is a pendant block and hence vg lies in a pendant block. Suppose
n > 5 and Gy has more than two blocks. Let By, Bs,...,Bs be the blocks where s > 3 and
|[V(B;)| = m; for 1 <i < s. Assume that vy € V(Bp) and w is the cut vertex of Gy. If m; = 2
for 2 <i<s,thenn=mq;+s—1and

D¢, (vo) = Dp, (vo) + (s — 1)d(vp, w) +s — 1
2

< %4_(8_1)(%4_1) [by Lemma [.T]
1

= Z(m% +2mys +4s —2my — 4)

< Dcp, (vo) [equality holds for s = 3]

< DLn,n—l('U(,)) [by Lemma m



where v, is the pendant vertex of L, ,,—1. This contradicts that D¢, (vg) = max{Dg(v) : v €
V(G),G €&k >1}.

Other possibility is m; > 3 for some 2 < ¢ < s. For 2 < ¢ < s, if m; > 3 and B; 2 Cy,,
then replace B; by Cy,, such that w remains a cut vertex in the new graph. Let the resulting
graph be G. Then by Lemmald3] it follows that D¢y (vo) = Dg,(vo). W. L. O. G. assume that
mg > 3. Let H' be the subgraph of G}, corresponding to By U B3 in Gy. Then H' = C;ggjﬂ’gs—l
or H = Lyyims—1,ma+ms—2 and G = H U H' such that V(H) NV (H') = {w}. The subgraph
H contains B;. Construct a new graph Gj from G, by replacing H' by Cp,,4ms—1. Then by
Lemma .5, Dgy(vo) > Dy (vo) = Dgq(vo), which is a contradiction. Hence By shares its cut
vertex with exactly one other block.

Case II: k > 2

Suppose vg lies in a non-pendant block B of GGyg. Then there are at least two cut vertices w
and w' of Gy in B. Assume d(vg,w) > d(vg,w’). Go has two subgraphs G; and Gy such that
Go 2 G1 UGy with V(Gy) N V(Gs) = {w'}. Assume that B lies in G;. Let z € V(G;) such
that d(vo,2) = max{d(vp,v) : v € V(G1)}. Note that z can not be a cut vertex of Gy and
d(vo, w) < d(vg,z). Construct a new graph Gj, € €, ; from G; and G by identifying z and w'’
(of Go). i.e. Gj =2 G1 UGy and V(G1) NV (G2) = {z}. By Lemma [2.2] (i),

(

Dg,(v0) = Da, (vo) + ([V(G2)| — 1)d(vo, w') + Dg, (w')
< Dg, (vo) + (IV(G2)| — 1)d(vo, 2) + Dg,(w')
= D¢y (vo).

which is a contradiction. So B must be pendant.

Let w be the cut vertex of Gy in B. Suppose the cut vertex w is shared by at least two other
blocks B; and Bs. Then there exist two subgraphs G and G5 of G such that Gy = G U Go
and V(G1) N V(Ge2) = {w} where G; contains B and has at least 2 cut vertices. Let w; be a
cut vertex in G \ B at maximum distance from vg. Construct Gf, € €, from G| and G by
identifying w; and w (of G) i.e. G = G1 UGy and V(G1) NV (G2) = {w1}. Then by Lemma [2.2]
(), it follows that D¢ (vo) > Dey,(vo), which is a contradiction. Hence B shares its cut vertex
with exactly one other block. This completes the proof. O

Theorem 4.8. Let z be the pendant vertex of Ly,—p and G € €y, 1 <k < n —3. Then
D¢g(v) < Dy, .. .(2) for any v € V(G).

Proof. We use induction on the number of cut vertices k.

Base step: €41 = {L43,K3} and the result can easily be verified for n = 4. Now suppose
n > 5. By Proposition [4.4], there exists a triangle free graph Gy € €, ; having its blocks either
K5 or cycles on at least 4 vertices such that D¢, (vy) = max{D¢g(v) : v € V(G),G € €, 1}. By
Lemma 47, either Go = C’},ﬁbl’mQ for some mq, my satisfying mi+mao—1=mnor Go = L, ,—1. But
by Lemma @6 Dg,,_,(2) > D¢y, . (v) for any v € V(Cy,, .,,) where z is the pendant vertex
of Ly, n—1. Hence Gy = Ly, ,,—1. Now by Lemma 2] vy is the pendant vertex of Go(= Ly p—1).
So the result is true for k = 1.

Induction hypothesis: Let the result be true for G € €, 1, k > 2 and n > k + 2.

Induction step: By Proposition £.4] there exists a triangle free graph G € €, ;, having each of
its pendant blocks is either K or a cycle on at least 4 vertices such that D¢, (vg) = max{D¢g(v) :
v e V(G),G € &} It is sufficient to show that Dy, ., (2) = Dg,(vo). As k> 2, n > 5. By
Lemma [£.7] vy belongs to some pendant block B of Gy and B shares its cut vertex with exactly



one other block. Let w be the cut vertex of Gy in B. Then Gy = BUH with V(B)NV(H) = {w}.
Let [V(B)| =nj and |V(H)| =na=n—n1+ 1. Then H € &, 1. Sony >k + 1.

Suppose ny = k + 1, then H is a path and B = C,,,n1 > 4. So Gy = Ly, and we get
Dy, (v0) > Dy, , (2), where vy is a non pendant vertex of Ly ,,. This is a contradiction to
Lemma So mg > k+ 2. Suppose w as a vertex of H is not the pendant vertex of L, ,,— k11
(H may be isomorphic to Ly, n,—k+1). Construct a new graph Gj, € €, from G¢ by replacing
H by Ly, py—k+1 such that Gy = B U Ly, ny—k+1 and V(B) NV (Lp, ny—k+1) = {w} where w is
the pendant vertex of Ly, ,,—k+1. Then by induction hypothesis Dy, (w) > Dy (w). By
Lemma we have

ng,ng—k+1

Dg; (vo) = Dp(vo) + (n2 — 1)d(vo, w) + Dy, ..\, (W)
> DB(U()) + (ng — 1)d(v0,w) + DH(U))
= DGO (’Uo).

As Dg,(vo) = max{Dg(v) : v € V(G),G € &, 1}, Dy (vo) = Dy (vo).

We now claim that B = K. Suppose B 2 Ky. Then B = C),,,n1 > 4 and G}, = C7!

ni,n3

where n3 = no —k+1. By Lemma .G DG6 (vg) < Dy, .., (uo) where ug is the pendant vertex of
Ly, ,—k, which is a contradiction. Therefore B = K3 and hence G{, = L, ,,_i. Now by Lemma 4.2}
vp is the pendant vertex z of Ly, . Thus Dy, (2) = D% (vo) = Dg,(vp). This completes
the induction step and hence the proof. O

5 Maximum Wiener index over ¢,

Let G € €, 0. Then G is a 2-connected graph and we have the following characterisation of
graphs having maximum Wiener index over 2-connected graphs.

Lemma 5.1 ([6], Theorem 5). Let G € €, 0, n > 3. Then W(G) < W(C,,) and equality holds
if and only if G = C,,. Furthermore,

5 if n is even,

W(Cy) =
(Gn) {L"Z_l) if n is odd.

Lemma 5.2. Let G be a graph in €, 1, k > 1 having mazimum Wiener index. Then every
pendant block of G is either Ko or a cycle on at least 4 vertices.

Proof. Let B be a pendant block in GG and let w be the cut vertex of G in B. Then there exists
a subgraph H (on at least 2 vertices) of G such that G = H U B with V(H) NV (B) = {w}.
Suppose B 2 K. Then by Remark 24 |V(B)| > 4. Let |V(B)| = m. Suppose B 2 C,.
Construct a graph G’ from G by replacing B by C,,. Then using Lemma (1), we get

W(G) = W(H) + W(B) + (IV(H)| - 1)Dp(w) + (m — 1) Dy (w)
using Lemma [£.1] and Lemma [5.1]
<W(H)+W(Cp)+ (|[V(H)|—1)Dg¢,,(w) + (m — 1) Dy (w)
=W(@&),

which is a contradiction. This completes the proof. O
Lemma 5.3. Let mq,mg > 4 be two integers such that n = mq +mg — 1. Then

W(Cn) > W(Lpn1) > W(C, ).

mi,m2



Proof. By ({@),

%(m? +m3 + 2mam? + 2mim3 — 2m? — 2m3) both m1,my even,
w(cn ) = {é(m? +m3 4 2m2ma + 2mim3 — 2m? —2m3 — 2my —mo +2)  my even, my odd,
e 2(mi +m3 + 2mImy + 2mam3 — 2m3 — 2m3 —m1 —2ma +2)  ma odd, my even,
$(m? +m3 + 2mam? 4+ 2mym3 — 2m} — 2m3 — 3my — 3ma +4)  both my, my odd.

< é(m? +m3 + 2mam? + 2mim3 — 2m? — 2m3).

From (2]) we find

WL ) = $(n® —n?+6n—28) ifnis even,
mn—1/ = ln® —n?+7n—7) ifnisodd.
1
> g(n’ —n®+6n—8)
1 3 3 2 2 2 2
B g(m1 +mj + 3mimy + 3mim;z — 4mj — 4mjy — 8mima + 11my + 11my — 16).
So we get

W(Lyn-1)— W(C’;‘%mz) > m%mg + mlm% 4+ 11my + 11mo — 2(m% + m% + 4dmyms + 8)
= myma(my 4+ mso) + 11(my + my) — 2(my + ma)? — 4mymso — 16
= mymg(my +mg —4) + 11(mq + my) — 2(m1 + my)? — 16
> 2(my + ma)(my +mg —4) + 11(my + mg) — 2(my +my)? — 16
(This inequality holds because mj + ma — 4 > 0 and myms > 2(mq + mg) for my,my > 4)
= 3(m1 +mg) — 16
>0

Further we have

(n? —6n+8) if nis even,
(n? —8n+7) ifnis odd.
(> 0 for n > 8).

This completes the proof. O

Proposition 5.4. Let G has maximum Wiener index over €, ,n > 7. Then a cut vertex of G
is shared by at most two pendant blocks. Furthermore, for k > 2, if a cut vertex is shared by two
pendant blocks then both of them are K.

Proof. Let By and By be two pendant blocks of G sharing the cut vertex w such that |V (B;)| =
mq and |V (Bz)| = mgy. We consider the following two cases.

Case-I: n=m;+mo —1

By Lemma [5.2] G is isomorphic to either L, ,—1 or to Cot s
W(CP, ,..) and the result follows.

mi,m2

By Lemma 53] W (L, p—1) >

Case II: n > mq +mg — 1
In this cases there exists a subgraph H (on at least two vertices) of G such that G = HU(B,UB3)
and V(H)NV (B1UBy) = {w}. First suppose both my, mg > 2. Then by Lemmal5.2] m;,mg > 4

10



and By U By = Cmitm2=1  Construct a graph G’ from G by replacing B; U By by Cpnyvm,—1

mi,m2
such that w remains a cut vertex shared by H and Cy,, 4m,—1. Then

W(G) = W(H) + W(Cm1+m2—1) 4 (ml + mo — 2)DH(w) + (‘V(H)‘ — 1)Dcm1+m2,1(u})

mi,ms2 mime

using Lemma [5.3]
1
< W(H) + W(Crmy tmy—1) + (1 +ma = 2) Dz (w) + L (IV(H)] = 1)(m7 +m3)

< W(H) + W(Cryymy—1) + (m1 +m2 — 2) D (w) + i(IV(H)I =)Dy, 4y (W)
=W(@&),

which is a contradiction.

Now suppose exactly one of mq or mo is greater than 2. Let my > 2 and mg = 2. Then by
Lemma[5.2] By UBy = Ly, 11,m, and G = HU Ly, 41,m, such that V(H) UV (L, 41,m,) = {w},
where w is the cut vertex of Ly, 11m,. Construct G’ from G by replacing By U By by Chyy 41
such that V(H) N V(Cpy+1) = {w}. Then

W(G) = W(H) + W (Lm,+1,m) + m1Dp(w) + (V(H)| = 1)Di,, 1, (w)
using Lemma

< W(H) + W (Conyer) + mi D) + (V)] — 1)(omd +4)

1
<W(H)+ W(Cpy+1) + miDg(w) + Z(|V(H)| —1D)((my +1)* = 1)
< W(H) + W(Crmy41) + miDpy(w) + ([V(H)| — 1)De,,, ., (w)
=W(G"),
which is a contradiction. This shows that if 2 or more pendant blocks share a cut vertex, then
all of them are K5. So, as n > 7, H can not be a block and hence k > 2. Suppose there are more
than 2 pendant blocks in G isomorphic to K» sharing w. Then there exists a subgraph H’' (on

at least 4 vertices) of G such that G = H' U K, 3 such that V(H') N V(K 3) = {w}. Construct
G’ from G by replacing K 3 by Cy such that V(H') NV (Cy) = {w}. Then

=W(H') + W(K13) + 3Dg (w) + ([V(H)| = 1) Dk, 5 (w)

=W(H")+ 943Dy (w) + 3(|V(H")| - 1)

<W(H")+8+3Dg(w) + 4(|V(H")| — 1) [as [V (H")| > 4]
= W(&"),

w(G)

which is a contradiction. This completes the proof. O

For 4 <n <6, the graphs having maximum Wiener index in €, ; have been shown in Table
Il The following theorem characterises the graphs having maximum Wiener index in &, ; for
n>"T.

Theorem 5.5. Let G € &€, 1,n > 7. Then W(G) < W(Ly, n—1) and equality holds if and only if
G= Ln,n—l-

Proof. Let G’ be a graph having maximum Wiener index in €, ;. Then all the blocks of G’ are
pendant. So by Lemma and Proposition 54, G’ 2 L, ,—1 or G' = Cmitm2=1 By Lemma

mi,m2

B3 W(Lpp1) > W(Cmtm2=1) S0 G' = L, ,,_; and the result follows. O

my,m2

Lemma 5.6. Let my,ms > 4 and n = my + my. Then W(CJ,

himy) < W(Lnn—2) and equality
holds iff mq1 = mg = 4.

11



n | Graphs G having maximum W.I. over &, ; | W(G)

4 { 9
5 L5 4 and >< 16
6 L¢ 5 and ><> 26

Table 1: The graphs having maximum Wiener index over €, 1,4 <n <6

Proof. Using k =n — 2 in (2]) we get

(n® — 2n% + 20n — 32) if n is even,
(n® —2n% + 19n — 34) if n is odd.

Using n = mj +mg and k = 2 in @) the Wiener index of Cy, ,,, can be computed as

n —8)) if both m; and mg are even,

W(Crny my) =

(n? ( )

(n® —mima(n —8) —n —my) if my is even and msy odd,
(n3 ( ) —n—mgy) if my is odd my is even,
(n? ( )

Q0| 0Ol 0Ol 0o+

n—8) —3n) if both m; and ms are odd.

First suppose n is even. In this case

W(Cpyma) < (0 — mams(n —8))

mi,m2

and equality holds if and only if both m; and ms are even. As n > 8, mimgo > 2(mq +msg) = 2n.
Now

1
W(Lnn—2) —W(Ch, m,y) = é(mlmg(n —8) — 2n% 4+ 20n — 32) [equality iff both my,mgy are even]
1
> g(2n(n —8) — 2n% 4+ 20n — 32)
1
> —(4n — 32
>0

and equality holds if and only if m; = mo = 4. Now suppose n is odd and hence n > 9. Without
loss of generality assume that m; is even and mo is odd. Then

1
W(Lpn—2) — W(C’,thmz) = g(mlmg(n —8) — on? 4+ 20n — 34 + my)
1
> —(2n(n — 8) — 2n% + 20n — 34 + m;)
1

8
= §(4n—34+m1)
>0

This completes the proof. O

There are not many non-isomorphic graphs in €52, €2, €72, €2 and &9o. The graphs
having maximum Wiener index over €, 2, 5 <n <9 have been shown in Table 2l The following
theorem characterises the graph having maximum Wiener index in &€, o for n > 10.

12



n | Graphs G having maximum W.I. over €, | W(G)

5 % 18
<

6 L674 and 29
7 > C 44
8 024 and L8,6 64

9 Lo and <> 88

Table 2: The graphs having maximum Wiener index over €, o for 5 <n <9

Theorem 5.7. Let G € €, 5, n > 10. Then W(G) < W(Ly —2) and the equality holds if and
only if G = Ly p—o.

Proof. Let G € €, 2 and w,w’ be the two cut vertices in G. As we are maximizing the Wiener
index, by Lemma we can assume that each pendant block of G is either Ky or a cycle on
at least 4 vertices. Since G € €, 9, it has exactly one non-pendant block, say B. As n > 10,
either the maximal connected subgraph containing B and no other blocks at w or the maximal
connected subgraph containing B and no other blocks at w’ has 6 or more vertices. Let H;
be the maximal connected subgraph containing B and no other blocks at w and assume that
|V (H1)| = nqy > 6. Take the union of pendant blocks at w as He and let |V (Hj)| = ng > 2. Then
G = HyUHy and V(H) NV (Hy) = {w}. Also H; € €, ;. Construct G’ from G by replacing
H; by Ly, n,—1 such that w is the pendant vertex and w’ is the cut vertex of Ly, n,—1. Then we
have

W(G) = W(H1) + W(Hz) + (n2 — 1) D, (w) + (n1 — 1) D, (w)
observing Theorem [£.8 Theorem and Table [T
<W(Lpy ny—1) + W(Hz) + (ng —1)Dy, (w) + (n1 — 1)Dp, (w)
=W(G&)

ny,my—1

and equality holds iff H; & Ly, »,—1 and w is the pendant vertex of H;. G’ = HyU Ly, »,—1 and
V(H2) N V(Lp,ny—1) = {w}. As we are maximizing the Wiener index, by Proposition [5.4] we
may assume that either Hy = Ky, Hy = K2 with w as its non pendant vertex or Hy = (), for
ng > 4. If Hy = Ky, then G’ = L, ,,_o and the result follows. For the remaining two possibilities
of HQ, G ?_ an_g.

If Hy = K, 2 with w as its non pendant vertex, then n =n; +2 and G’ = K 3UC),_1 with
V(K13) NV (Ch—1) = {w'} where w' is a pendant vertex of K; 3. By counting we get

1
W(G") < g(ni’ + 3n? 4 31ny — 3)
and )
W(Ln,n—2) = W(Ln1+2,n1) > g(n? + 4’1’L% + 23n1 + 4).
This gives
1
W(Lyn—2) — W(G/) > g(n% —8ny +7) > 0. [as ny > §]

Thus W(G') < W (Lyn—2) and hence W(G) < W (Lyn—2).

13



nl—l,ng °

Finally, if Hy = Cy,, n2 > 4, then G’ = CI By Lemma 5.6, W(G') = W(C},_,,,,) <
W (Ly,n—2) and hence W(G) < W(Ly, ,—2). This completes the proof. O
Lemma 5.8. Let my,mp >4 and n =my +ma + 1. If n > 14, then W(C}, .,) < W (L n-3).

Proof. Asn=mq+mo+1,C" € ¢, 3. Using k =3 in (@), we get

mi,m2
W(Ch ms)
1,ma2
2(m? +m3 + 2mimg 4+ 2mim3 + 2mi + 2m3 + 16mymy + 8my + 8my) mq even , mo even,
_ %(m? +m3 + 2mima + 2mim3 + 2m? 4+ 2m3 + 16mymsa + 6my + Tma — 2)  my even , mg odd,
2(mi + m3 + 2mimy + 2mam3 + 2m3 + 2m3 4 16mama + Tmy + 6ma — 2)  my odd, my even,
%(m? +m3 + 2m2mag + 2mim3 + 2m?2 + 2m3 + 16mymsa + 5my + 5ma —4)  my odd, msg odd,

and for n = mq +mo + 1,

(m3 +m3 + 3m3ma + 3mim3 + 35my + 35my — 52) if n is even,

W(Lppn—3) =
( n,n 3) { (mi{, + m% + 3m%m2 4+ 3m1m% + 3677’1,1 + 36’[7’1,2 — 48) if n is Odd,

00| +—= 0ol

Suppose n is even. Note that in this case either mq is even and my is odd, or m; is odd and
my is even. The resulting Cﬁbl’mz are isomorphic. So we may assume m; is even and my is odd.
This gives

1
W(Lpn-3) — W(CZ )= =(mimg +mim3 — 2m} — 2m3 — 16myma + 29m; + 28my — 50)

mi,m2 8
1

= g(mlmg(ml +mg —12) — 2(my + m2)2 + 28(m1 +mg) +my — 52)

1
> 5(2(m1 + mg)(ml + mo — 12) — 2(m1 + m2)2 + 28(7711 + mg) +mq — 52)
[Inequality holds because m; + mgy — 12 > 0 and here mymg > 2(my + ma)]

1
= §(4(m1 + TTLQ) +my1 — 50)
> 0. [as mq + mg > 13]

Now suppose n is odd. In this case mj, mg are either both even or both odd. W(Cy,, ,,,) is
maximum when both mq, my are even. So

1
w(c) < —(m‘;’ + m%’ + Qm%mg + 2m1m§ + 2m% + 2m% + 16myms + 8mq + 8my).

ml,mg) —_ 8

Similar counting as in the n even case gives

1
W(an_g) — W(Cm ) > 5(4(’171,1 + TTLQ) — 48) > 0. [as my + mo > 14]

m1,ma
This completes the proof. O

Theorem 5.9. Let G € €, 3, n > 14. Then W(G) < W(Ly n—3) and equality holds if and only
Zf G = Ln,n—3-

Proof. Let G € €, 3. Asn > 14, there exists an s-pendant block B in G such that n—|V(B)|+1 >
9. By Lemma [£.2] we may assume that B is either Ky or a cycle on at least 4 vertices. Let
|V(B)| = n1 and w be the cut vertex of G in B.

14



If B does not share its cut vertex with any other pendant block, then there exists H €
Cp—ny+1,2 such that G = BU H and V(B) NV (H) = {w}. Construct a graph G’ from G by
replacing H by Ly, _yn,+1,n—n;—1 such that w is the pendant vertex of L, _n,+1n-n,—1. Then

W(G) =W(B)+W(H)+ ([V(H)| - 1)Dp(w) + ([V(B)| = 1)Dp (w)
< W(B) +W(Ln-ny+1n-n-1) + ((V(H) = 1))Dp(w) + (V(B)| = )DL, 110y 2 (W)
[inequality follows from Theorem [£.8 and Theorem [5.7]
=W(G")

and equality holds if and only if H = L,,_y,41,n—n,—1 and w is the pendant vertex of H. If
B =~ Ky, then G’ = L,, ,,_3 and the result follows. If B = C),,, n; > 4, then G' = C!. = where

ni,n2

n1+ng+1=mn. By Lemma 5.8 W(G') < W(Ly, ,—3) and hence W(G) < W(Ly, 5,—3).

If B shares its cut vertex with another pendant block, then by Lemma (4] we may assume
that B & K5 and it shares its cut vertex with another pendant block K5. By similar argument as
above we get W(G) < W(G") where G = K19 U Ly,_g 4 with V(K12) NV (Ly—2,-4) = {w}
where w is the non pendant vertex of Kjo. The Wiener indices of G” and L, ,_3 can be
computed as

WG = %( 2 — 4nz + 56n — 152) %f n %s even,
5(n° —4n® + 55n — 156) if n is odd,
and
1(,3 2 e
5 — 3n® + 38n — 88) if n is even,
W(Ln,n—?:) = f( 3 2 ) . .
5(n° —3n* +39n — 85) if n is odd.
So
1(,2 e
z(n® — 18n + 64) if n is even,
W(Loos) - W(@) =430, pn
5(n®—16n + 71) if n is odd,
> 0. [as n > 14]
Thus W(G") < W(Ly,n—3) and hence W(G) < W(Ly,n—3). This completes the proof. O

In Theorem 5.9 the graphs maximizing the Wiener index over &€, 3 for n > 14 have been
characterised. The graphs having maximum Wiener index over &, 3, 6 < n < 13 have been listed
in Table [Bl

In conclusion, the investigation into maximal graphs in &, ; for k& > 4 presents intriguing
avenues for further exploration. It is believed that there exists an integer nlg such that the graph
Ly, y,—, maximizes the Wiener index over C), j, for n > nlg . The comparison between W (L,, ,,—)
and W(CY,, ,,,) for arbitrary k may involve some intricate calculations. Additionally, exploring

) is maximum (or minimum) over &, ;, opens

the determination of my, ma, k for which W(Cy,, .,
a new avenue for study, which could be helpful in complementing the current study.
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n | Graphs G having maximum W.I. over &, 3 | W(G)
6 i. 32
7 L7 4 and > i. 48
8 .; C 69
9 i, 96
10 C;% and > Q 126
11 Cl 166
12 Ci% and : : 209
13 Ca% and L3 10 264

Table 3: The graphs having maximum Wiener index over €, 3 for 6 <n <13
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