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Abstract

The extremal eigenvalues including maximum eigenvalues and the minimum eigenvalues about outerplanar
graphs are investigated in this paper. Some structural characterizations about the (edge) maximal bipartite out-
erplanar graphs are represented. With these characterizations, among all bipartite outerplanar graphs of order
n ≥ 55, the maximum spectral radius is completely determined, and moreover, among all general outerplanar
graphs of order n ≥ 55, the minimum least eigenvalue is completely determined.
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1 Introduction

The study of planar and outerplanar graphs has a long history because of its good structural properties,

topological properties, algebraic properties, and so on. The readers can be referred to [1,3-6,8,9,11-13,15,18-21,23]

and the references in. Questions in spectral extremal graph theory ask to maximize or minimize eigenvalues over a

fixed family of graphs. A lot of results about the spectral radius of a graph have been emerged, but the results about

the least eigenvalue of a graph are quite few. Boots and Royle, and independently, Cao and Vince conjectured that

the the join of P2 and Pn−2 attains the maximum spectral radius among all planar graphs on n ≥ 9 vertices [2,3].

Earlier than the Boots-Royle-Cao-Vince Conjecture, Cvetković and Rowlinson conjectured that the join of K1 and

Pn−1 attains the maximum spectral radius among all outerplanar graphs on n vertices [4]. In 2017, Tait and Tobin

proved the two conjectures holding for graphs of sufficiently large order [21]. Only recently, H. Lin and B. Ning

proved the conjecture about outerplanar graph is true for all n ≥ 2 except for n = 6. In 1999, Y. Hong and J. Shu

characterized the minimum least eigenvalue among all the planar graphs of fixed order [13]. With their results, the

maximum spectral radius among all the bipartite planar graphs of fixed order can be deduced. In [23], G. Yu, Y.

Hong and J. Shu got some upper bounds of the spectral radius about edge-most outerplanar bipartite graphs, and

they also found the maximum spectral radius among all bipartite outerplanar graphs of order n ≥ 6 could not be

obtained at any edge-most outerplanar bipartite graph. As far, neither the maximum spectral radius among all

bipartite outerplanar graphs of fixed order nor the minimum least eigenvalue among all general outerplanar graphs

of fixed order is characterized yet. In this paper, the extremal eigenvalues including the maximum spectral radius

among all bipartite outerplanar graphs and the minimum least eigenvalue among all general outerplanar graphs

are further investigated.

1.1 Notions and notations

All graphs considered in this paper are undirected and simple, i.e. no loops or multiple edges are allowed. Now

we recall some notations, definitions and notions related to graphs which can be referred to [1]. For a set S, we
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denote by ‖S‖ its cardinality. A graph G = (V,E) consists of a nonempty vertex set V = V (G) and an edge set

E = E(G). The cardinality nG = ‖V (G)‖ (or n for short) is called the order; mG = ‖E(G)‖ (or m for short) is

called the edge number (or size) of graph G.

We use u ∼ v to denote u and v being adjacent in a graph. For a vertex v in graph G, denote by NG(v) the

neighbor set of v, and NG[v] the close neighbor set which is NG(v) ∪ {v}; denoted by degG(v) the degree which

equals ‖NG(v)‖. Denote by W = v0e0v1e1 · · · ek−1vk (or W = v0v1 · · · vk, or W = e1e2 · · · ek for short) a walk of

length k, where the length is denoted by L(W ) usually. A path is a walk in which the vertices are pairwise different;

a circuit is a closed walk; a cycle is a circuit in which the vertices are pairwise different. Denote by k-cycle for

short for a cycle of length k. A cycle with even (odd) length is called an even (odd) cycle. In a connected graph G,

the distance between vertices u and v, denoted by distG(u, v), is the length of the shortest path between u and v;

diam(G) = max{distG(u, v)|u, v ∈ V (G)} is called the diameter of G. Denoted by Kn a complete graph of order

n.

A graph is bipartite if its vertex set can be partitioned into two parts X and Y so that every edge has one end

in X and one end in Y . Denote by Ks,t a complete bipartite graph with one part of s vertices and the other part

of t vertices. It known that a graph is bipartite if and only if there is no odd cycle in this graph.

For a graph G, we define G+e (G−e) to be the graph obtained from G by adding a new edge e (delete an edge

e where e ∈ E(G)). For an edge e in a connected graph G, if G − e is not connected, then e is called a cut edge.

For S ⊆ V (G), let G[S] denote the subgraph induced by S; G − S be the graph obtained from G by deleting all

the vertices in S and all the edges incident with the vertices in S. A subgraph H of graph G is called an induced

subgraph of G if G[V (H)] = H . Given a connected uncomplete graph G, if G has a vertex subset S ⊂ V (G) that

G − S is not connected where, then S is called a vertex cut of G; the cardinality ‖S‖ is called the capacity of

vertex cut S. The smallest capacity among all the vertex cuts of G, denoted by c(G), is called the connectivity of

G. For a complete graph G of order n ≥ 1, we define c(G) = n− 1. A graph with order n ≥ k+1 and connectivity

at least k is called a k-connected graph. In a 1-connected graph G with order more than 2, we call a vertex v cut

vertex if G−{v} is not connected. It is known that if a connected graph has a cut edge, then this graph has a cut

vertex. Thus a 2-connected graph has no cut vertex and no cut edge.

An induced subgraphsH of G whereH is connected if nH ≥ 2, is said to be a component of G if E(V (H), V (G)\
V (H)) = ∅ where E(V (H), V (G) \V (H)) denotes the edge set between V (H) and V (G) \V (H). From two graphs

G1 and G2, we denote by G1 ∪G2 the graph obtained by V (G1) ∪ V (G2) and E(G1) ∪E(G2); denote by G1 ∩G2

the graph obtained by V (G1) ∩ V (G2) and E(G1) ∩ E(G2).

A simple graph G is outerplanar if it has an embedding in the plane, called outerplane-embedding (written

as OP -embedding for short hereafter), denoted by G̃, so that every vertex lies on the boundary of the unbounded

(outer) face. An OP-embedding of an outerplanar graphG partitions the plane into a number of edgewise-connected

open sets, called the faces of G. The number of faces is denoted by f or fG. From graph theory, it is known that

for an outerplanar graph G, f is invariant, i.e. f is consitant for different OP-embedding drawings of G. Among the

faces of G̃ for an outerplanar graph G, the outer one is called the outer face, and any one of other faces is called

the inner face (see Fig. 1.1 for example). It can be seen that the boundary of a face f in G̃ of an outerplanar

graph, dented by B(f), is a circuit. For an outerplanar graph G, we denote by O
G̃

the outer face. As shown in

Fig. 1.1, we can see that O
G̃
= f1, B(f1) = v1e1v2e2v3e3v4e4v5e5v6e6v7e7v5e8v8e9v9e10v2e1v1.
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Fig. 1.1. An OP-embeding with outer face f1 and inner faces f2, f3, f4
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A simple bipartite outerplanar graph is (edge) maximal if no edge can be added to the graph without violating

its simplicity, or outerplanarity, or bipartiteness. Thus a maximal bipartite outerplanar graph can be obtained by

adding new edges to a non-maximal bipartite outerplanar graph G of order n ≥ 2. A star of order n, denoted by

Sn, is a tree in which all edges intersect at just one common vertex which is called the center. For n ≥ 1, it can

be checked that Sn is maximal, because the graph obtained by adding any new edge to Sn violates bipartiteness

or simplicity.

In an outerplanar graph G, we say two vertices u, v are EBO-adjacent if there exists an OP-embedding G̃ such

that uv ∈ E(B(O
G̃
)). Otherwise, we say u, v are NEBO-adjacent.

In a graph, we call an induced subgraph clique if it is a complete subgraph. Given two disjoint graphs G and

H , a graph J is a k-sum of G and H , denoted by J = G⊕k H , if it can be obtained from G and H by identifying

the vertices of a k-clique Q1 in G with the vertices of a k-clique Q2 in H into a new common k-clique Q (possibly

deleting some edges), where Q is called summing joint. G,H are called k-summing factors (or summands) of

J . Denote by J = J1 ⊕k J2 ⊕k · · ·⊕k Jt the graph obtained by adding summing factor Ji to J1⊕k J2 ⊕k · · ·⊕k Ji−1

sequentially where t ≥ 2 and i = 2, 3, · · · t.
We say a tree T rooted at vertex u of 2-connected graph H if V (T ) ∩ V (H) = {u}, where u is called the root

vertex of T on H .

1.2 Overview of main results

In this paper, for characterizing extremal eigenvalues of outerplanar graphs, some structural characterizations

about the maximal bipartite outerplanar graphs are represented as shown in Theorems 1.1-1.3.

Theorem 1.1 A 2-connected bipartite outerplanar graph G is maximal if and only if in its OP-embedding, the

boundary of every inner face is a 4-cycle.

Theorem 1.2 A bipartite outerplanar graph G of order n is maximal if and only if

(1) G ∼= Sn or

(2) G is obtained by attaching t ≥ 0 pendant edges to some pairwise NEBO-adjacent root vertices on H, where

H is obtained by 1-sums of some maximal 2-connected bipartite outerplanar graphs satisfying

(2.1) no two cut vertices are EBO-adjacent;

(2.2) no pendant edge is rooted at a vertex which is EBO-adjacent to a cut vertex of H.

Theorem 1.3 If G is an outplanar bipartite graph with order n and m(G) edges, then

mG ≤





3
2n− 2, n ≥ 4 is even, equality holds if and only if G

is 2-connected maximal;G ∼= K2 for n = 2;

0, G ∼= K1 for n = 1;

3
2n− 5

2 , n ≥ 3 is odd, equality holds if and only if G is
obtained from two 2-connected maximal outerplanar
bipartite graphs with even order by their 1-sum.
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Denote by AG the adjacency matrix of a graph G. It is known that AG is symmetric. The spectral radius (or

A-spectral radius) of graph G, denoted by ρ(G), is defined to be the maximum eigenvalue of AG. We denote by

λ(G) the minimum eigenvalue of G which is defined to be the minimum eigenvalue of AG. Among all outerplanar

graphs with fixed order, we characterize the extremal eigenvalues as shown in Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.5.

Theorem 1.4 Suppose n ≥ 55, and G is a bipartite outerplanar graph of order n. Then ρ(G) ≤
√
n− 1 with

equality if and only if G ∼= Sn.

Theorem 1.5 Suppose n ≥ 55, and G is an outerplanar graph of order n. Then λ(G) ≥ −
√
n− 1 with equality if

and only if G ∼= Sn.

1.3 Outline of the paper

The layout of this paper is as follows: section 2 introduces some basic knowledge; section 3 represents some

structural characterizations about the maximal bipartite outerplanar graphs; section 4 and section 5 represent

extremal eigenvalues.

2 Preliminary

For the requirements in the narrations afterward, we need some prepares. For a graph G with vertex set {v1,
v2, . . ., vn}, a vector X = (xv1 , xv2 , . . . , xvn)

T ∈ Rn on G is a vector that entry xvi is mapped to vertex vi for

i ≤ i ≤ n.

From [16, 17], by the famous Perron-Frobenius theorem, for AG of a connected graph G of order n, we know

that there is unique one positive eigenvector X = (xv1 , xv2 , . . ., xvn)
T ∈ Rn

++ (Rn
++ means the set of positive real

vectors of dimension n) corresponding to ρ(G), where
∑n

i=1 x
2
vi

= 1. We call such an eigenvector X the principal

eigenvector of G.

Let A be an irreducible nonnegative n×n real matrix with spectral radius ρ(A) which is the maximum modulus

among all eigenvalues of A. The following extremal representation (Rayleigh quotient) will be useful:

ρ(A) = max
X∈Rn,X 6=0

XTAX

XTX
,

and if a vector X satisfies that XTAX
XTX

= ρ(A), then AX = ρ(A)X .

Lemma 2.1 [10,14] For a connected graph G, e /∈ E(G). Then ρ(G+ e) > ρ(G).

3 Structural characterizations

A graph H is called a minor or H-minor of G, or G is called a H-minor graph if H can be obtained from G

by deleting edges, contracting edges, and deleting isolated (degree zero) vertices. Given a graph H , a graph G is

H-minor free if H is not a minor of G.

In a graph G, the transmission of vertex v is defined to be trmG(v) = max{distG(v, u)|u ∈ V (G)}. For a tree

T rooted at vertex u of 2-connected graph H , the transmission of u in T is called the transmission of T from H .

Lemma 3.1 [1, 9] A simple graph G is an outerplanar graph if and only if G is both K4-minor free and K2,3-minor

free.

Lemma 3.2 Let G be a maximal bipartite outerplanar graph of order n ≥ 2. Then G is connected.

4



Proof. We prove this result by contradiction. Suppose G is not connected, and suppose that G1, G2, . . ., Gs

are the components with s ≥ 2. Suppose G̃ is an OP-embedding of G. Now, in face O
G̃
, we add an edge between

vertex v1 of G1 and vertex v2 of G2. Then we get a new bipartite outerplanar graph G
′

which has more edges than

G. This contradicts the maximality of G. Thus the result follows. This completes the proof. ✷

Lemma 3.3 [1] Suppose G is a k-connected graph G of order n ≥ 2, and u and v are two nonadjacent vertices in

G. Then there are k pairwise internally disjoint uv-paths (paths from u to v).

Lemma 3.4 Suppose G is a 2-connected graph G of order n ≥ 2.

(1) C1 and C2 are two different cycles in G satisfying V (C1) ∩ V (C2) = {v1}. On C1, suppose v2 is adjacent

to v1; on C2, suppose v3 is adjacent to v1. Then from C1 to C2, there are 2 internally disjoint paths P1, P2 with

P1 = v2v1v3, that |V (P2) ∩ V (C1)| = 1, |V (P2) ∩ V (C2)| = 1.

(2) C1 and C2 are two different cycles in G satisfying V (C1) ∩ V (C2) = ∅. Then from C1 to C2, there are 2

disjoint paths P1, P2 that |V (Pi) ∩ V (C1)| = 1, |V (Pi) ∩ V (C2)| = 1 for i = 1, 2, and V (P1) ∩ V (P2) = ∅.

rv1

C1

C2
r

r

v2

v3
P2 r r

r r

rru w

v1

v2 v3

v4

C1
C2

P1

P2

H1 H2

Fig. 3.1. H1, H2

Proof. (1) If v2 is adjacent to v3, the result follows from letting P1 = v2v1v3, P1 = v2v3. Next, we suppose v2 is

not adjacent to v3.

By Lemma 3.3, it follows that there are 2 internally disjoint paths from v2 to v3, denoted by P1, P2 for

convenience. Therefore, v1 is in at most one of P1, P2. Without loss of generality, suppose v1 /∈ V (P2). Then

v1v2 /∈ E(P2), v1v3 /∈ E(P2) (see Fig. 3.1). We denote by P2 = va0
va1

va2
· · · vak

with va0
= v2, vak

= v3, k ≥ 2.

Along P2, from v2 to v3, assume that var
is the vertex on C1 with the largest subscript r, and assume that vas

is the first vertex (with the smallest subscript s) on C2. Denote by P0 = var
var+1

· · · vas−1
vas

the path along P2.

Then our result follows from letting P1 = v2v1v3, P2 = P0. Thus (1) follows.

(2) Suppose v1v2 ∈ E(C1), v3v4 ∈ E(C2). By subdividing edgs v1v2, v3v4 into v1uv2, v3wv4, we get a new 2-

connected graph G
′

. By Lemma 3.3, it follows that in G
′

, there are 2 internally disjoint paths from u to w, denoted

by P1, P2 for convenience. Because degG′ (u) = degG′ (w) = 2, then we can suppose v2 ∈ V (P1), v3 ∈ V (P1),

v1 ∈ V (P2), v4 ∈ V (P2). As P2 = P0 in (1), we can get P1, P2 from P1, P2 satisfying our results. Thus (2) follows.

This completes the proof. ✷

A graph is said to be planar (or embeddable in the plane), if it can be drawn in the plane so that its edges meet

only at their common ends. Such a drawing is called a planar embedding of the graph. As the OP-embedding of

an outerplanar graph, the planar embedding of a planar graph G partitions the plane into a number of faces with

the boundary of every face being a circuit.

Lemma 3.5 Suppose G̃ is a planar embedding of a 2-connected planar graph G of order n ≥ 3, and f is a face in

G̃. Then the boundary B(f) is a cycle.

Proof. We prove this result by contradiction. Suppose B(f) is not a cycle. Note that G is 2-connected and the

boundary of every face is a circuit. Thus there is no cut edge in G. Then B(f) = ∪k
i=1Ci, where Ci is cycle for

1 ≤ i ≤ k, and Ci 6= Cj if i 6= j. Next we prove k = 1. Otherwise, suppose k ≥ 2.

5
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r
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Fig. 3.2. H1 −H6

P2

P1

Pr

vz0

Case 1 |V (C1 ∩C2)| ≥ 2. Note that both C1, C2 are cycles, and C1 6= C2. Suppose vz0 ∈ V (C1), but vz0 /∈ V (C2).
Starting from vz0 , along different directions on C1, we can get two different vertices vs1 , vs2 with {vs1 , vs2} ⊆
V (C1 ∩C2), such that the path P on C1 containing vs1 , vz0 , vs2 satisfies V (P)∩ V (C2) = {vs1 , vs2} (see H1 and H2

in Fig. 3.2). Suppose C2 is parted into P1, P2 by vs1 , vs2 , where L(Pi) ≥ 1 for i = 1, 2.

Subcase 1.1 P is in the inner of C2 (see H1 in Fig. 3.2). It can be seen that for a face f1 in the inner of

Ct1 = P1 ∪ P , B(f1) contains no edges in P2; for a face f2 in the inner of Ct2 = P2 ∪P , B(f2) contains no edges in

P1; for a face f3 in the outer of C2, B(f3) contains no edges in P . This means that there is no face in G̃ with the

boundary containing all edges of C1 ∪ C2.
Subcase 1.2 P is in the outer of C2 (see H2 in Fig. 3.2). In the same way as Subcase 1.1, we get that there is

no face in G̃ with the boundary containing all edges of C1 ∪ C2.
From Subcase 1.1 and Subcase 1.2, it follows that there is no face in G̃ with the boundary containing all edges

in C1 ∪ C2, which contradicts all edges of C1 ∪ C2 is in B(f).

Case 2 |V (C1 ∩ C2)| = 1. Suppose V (C1 ∩ C2) = {v1} (see H3 and H4 in Fig. 3.2).

Subcase 2.1 C1 is in the inner of C2 (seeH3 in Fig. 3.2). On C1, suppose v2 is adjacent to v1; on C2, suppose v3 is
adjacent to v1. Then by Lemma 3.4, there are 2 internally disjoint paths P1 = v2v1v3, P2 that |V (P2)∩V (C1)| = 1,

|V (P2) ∩ V (C2)| = 1. Denote by P2 = var
var+1

· · · vas−1
vas

with var
∈ V (C1) and vas

∈ V (C2); denote by P1 the

path from v1 to var
along C1 with v2 ∈ V (P1); denote by P2 the path from v1 to vas

along C2 with v3 ∈ V (P2).

Then P1 ∪ P2 ∪ P2 forms a cycle C3. Note that G is a 2-connected planar graph. Similar to Subcase 1.1, we get

that there is no face in G̃ with the boundary containing all edges of C1 ∪ C2.
Subcase 2.2 C1 is in the outer of C2 (see H4 in Fig. 3.2). Similar to Subcase 2.1, we get that there is no face

in G̃ with the boundary containing all edges of C1 ∪ C2.
Case 3 V (C1 ∩ C2) = ∅ (see H5 and H6 in Fig. 3.2). By Lemma 3.4, from C1 to C2, there are 2 disjoint paths

P1, P2 that |V (Pi)∩V (C1)| = 1, |V (Pi)∩V (C2)| = 1 for i = 1, 2, and V (P1)∩V (P2) = ∅ (see H5, H6 in Fig. 3.2).

Similar to Case 1 and Case 2, we get that there is no face in G̃ with the boundary containing all edges of C1 ∪ C2.
From the above three cases, we get that there is no face in G̃ with the boundary containing all edges of C1 ∪C2,

which contradicts B(f) = ∪k
i=1Ci with k ≥ 2. Thus our results follows. This completes the proof. ✷

Note that an outerplanar graph is a planar graph, and that for an outerplanar graph, in its OP-embedding, all

the vertices can be drawn on the boundary of the outer face. Then using Lemma 3.5 gets the following Corollary

6



3.6.

Corollary 3.6 Suppose G̃ is an OP-embedding of a 2-connected outerplanar graph G of order n ≥ 3. Then

(1) for a face f in G̃, the boundary B(f) is a cycle;

(2) B(O
G̃
) is a Hamilton cycle of G.

Lemma 3.7 In an OP-embedding of a maximal 2-connected bipartite outerplanar graph G, the boundary of every

inner face is a 4-cycle.

Proof. We denote by G̃ an OP-embedding of G. Note that G is a bipartite outerplanar graph. By Corollary 3.6,

it follows that the boundary of every face of G̃ forms an even cycle with length at least 4.

r

r

r

r

r

r

v1

v2 v3

v4

v5v6

Fig. 3.3. inner face f1

If in G̃, the boundary of an inner face f1 forms an even cycle with length more than 4 (see Fig. 3.3), then

we can get a new outerplanar graph G
′

by adding new edge v2v5 to G. Note that G
′

is also outerplanar. This

contradicts the maximality of G because G
′

has more edges than G. Thus we get that the boundary of every inner

face is a 4-cycle. This completes the proof. ✷

Lemma 3.8 Let G be a maximal 2-connected bipartite outerplanar graph of order n. Then n ≥ 4 is even, and

mG = 3
2n− 2.

Proof. By Corollary 3.6 and Lemma 3.7, it follows that n ≥ 4 is even. Using Corollary 3.6 and Lemma 3.7

gets mG = 4(f−1)+n

2 = 2(f − 1) + n
2 . By Euler characteristic formula n + f −mG = 2, it follows that f = n

2 and

mG = 3
2n− 2. Thus the result follows. This completes the proof. ✷

Note that a maximal bipartite outerplanar graph can be obtained by adding new edges to a non-maximal

bipartite planar graph G of order n ≥ 2. Combining Lemma 2.1, Lemma 3.8 and its proof, we get the following

Corollary 3.9.

Corollary 3.9 Let G be a 2-connected bipartite outerplanar graph of order n. Then m(G) ≤ 3
2n− 2 with equality

if and only if G is a maximal 2-connected bipartite outerplanar graph.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We first prove the sufficiency. Suppose G̃ is an OP-embedding of G in which the

boundary of every inner face is a 4-cycle. From the proof of Lemma 3.8, we get that m(G) = 3
2n − 2. Then the

sufficiency follows from Corollary 3.9. The necessity follows from Lemma 3.7. This completes the proof. ✷

Let G̃ be an OP-embedding of G and G1 be a subgraph of G. We let G̃G1
denote the restriction of G̃ on

G1 which is an OP-embeding of G1, in which the vertices and the edges in G1 keep the positions in G̃. For two

subgraphs G1 and G2 in G, we let dist(G1, G2) = min{dist(u, v) | u ∈ V (G1), v ∈ V (G2)}, where dist(G1, G2) = 0

if and only if V (G1) ∩ V (G2) 6= ∅.

Lemma 3.10 The graph H is obtained by 1-sums of some maximal 2-connected bipartite outerplanar graphs. If

no two cut vertices are EBO-adjacent, then H is maximal bipartite outerplanar still.

Proof.

7



Suppose H = H1 ⊕1 H2 ⊕1 · · · ⊕1 Ht (t ≥ 2), and for i = 1, 2, · · · t, every summing factor Hi is a maximal

2-connected bipartite outerplanar graph. Note that H has no odd cycle. Then H is a bipartite outerplanar still.

Denote by H̃ an OP-embedding of H . Next we prove H is maximal.

r

r

r

r

vi1

vi2 vi3

vi4

rvi5

rr

rr

r

r

vi1 vi2

vi3

vi4
vij+1 vij+2

H1 Hj+1
H2

G1
G2

Fig. 3.4. G1, G2

r r rr r Hj vij
H1

H2

Case 1 An edge vi2vi3 are added between Hs and Hw where ‖V (Hs)∩V (Hw)‖ = 1, vi2 ∈ V (Hs), vi3 ∈ V (Hw).

For convenience, we say s = 1, w = 2, V (Hs)∩V (Hw) = {vi1} (see G1 in Fig. 3.4.). Note that all vertices in V (H1)

(in V (H2)) are on B(O
H̃
). Suppose C1 (C2) is the Hamilton cycle in H̃H1

(in H̃H2
). Now, if dist(vi1 , vi2 ) = 1,

dist(vi1 , vi3) = 1, then H + vi2vi3 is not bipartite any more.

Suppose at least one of dist(vi1 , vi2), dist(vi1 , vi3) is more than 1. Without loss of generality, we suppose

dist(vi1 , vi3) ≥ 2. Denote by P1 and P2 the two different paths from vi1 to vi3 along C2. Then L(P1) ≥ 2 and

L(P2) ≥ 2. Thus there are two different vertices vi4 ∈ V (P1) and vi5 ∈ V (P2), where vi4 /∈ {vi1 , vi3}, vi5 /∈ {vi1 , vi3}
(see Fig. 3.4. G1). Now, we see that there exists a K2,3-minor with one part {vi1 , vi3} and the other part {vi2 ,
vi4 , vi5}.

Case 2 An edge vij+1
vij+2

are added between Hs and Hw where dist(Hs, Hw) ≥ 1, vij+1
∈ V (Hs), vij+2

∈
V (Hw) (see G2 in Fig. 3.4.). As Case 1, it can be seen that there exists a K2,3-minor with one part {vi1 , vi2} and

the other part {vi3 , vi4 , vij+1
}.

The above 2 cases implies that H is maximal. This completes the proof. ✷

In the same way as Lemma 3.10, we get the following Lemma 3.11.

Lemma 3.11 The graph H is obtained by 1-sums of some maximal 2-connected bipartite outerplanar graphs, in

which no two cut vertices are EBO-adjacent. G is obtained by attaching some pendant edges to some pairwise

NEBO-adjacent root vertices of H, where no pendant edges are rooted at a vertex EBO-adjacent to a cut vertex of

H. Then G is maximal bipartite outerplanar.

In a graph G, a 2-connected induced subgraph H with V (H) ( V (G) is called a submaximal 2-connected

subraph if G[V (H)∪{u}] is not 2-connected for any u /∈ V (H). In a connected graph G with k ≥ 2 submaximal 2-

connected subgraphsHis (1 ≤ i ≤ k), we say a tree T connects someHi1 , Hi2 , . . ., Hiz (z ≤ k) if |V (T )∩V (Hij )| = 1

where 1 ≤ j ≤ z.

Proof of Theorem 1.2.

The sufficiency follows from the narration in the first section that Sn is maximal, Lemma 3.10 and Lemma 3.11.

r

r

r

r

vi1

vi1,1

vi2

vi2,1

G2

r

r

r

H1 H2
vi1

vi2

vi2,1
r

vi3

G3

r r

H1 H2

vi1 vi3

rr

vi2 vi4

G1

Fig. 3.5. G0-G6

r r r r r r rvi1
vi2 vij

rvij+1
H1 H2

r r rrr rr

H1 H1

G4 G5

vi1 vi2 vij
rvij+1

r r

H1 H2

H3vi1

vi2
r r

vi3

vi4
G6

r r

r

r

r

r

r

r

r r

r

r

r rr

rr r rr r rr r r

v1 v2 v3 v4

G0
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Next we prove the necessity. By Lemma 3.2, we know that G is connected.

〈1〉 G is a tree. We prove G ∼= Sn. Otherwise, suppose G ≇ Sn. Then diam(G) ≥ 3. Suppose P = v1v2v3v4 is a

path with length 3. Note that G is a tree. We can draw other vertices over P (see G0 in Fig. 3.5). Now we can get

an outerplanar bipartite graph G
′

= G+ v1v4 having more edges than G, which contradicts the maximality of G.

〈2〉 G is not a tree.

If G is 2-connected, then the necessity follows from Theorem 1.1.

If G is not 2-connected, then G has some cut vertices. Next, we consider the case that G is not 2-connected.

As Theorem 1.1, we get the following Claim 1.

Claim 1 All submaximal 2-connected subgraphs in G is maximal outerplanar bipartite.

Denote by G̃ an OP-embedding of G.

Claim 2 There is no tree connects two submaximal 2-connected subgraphs. We prove this claim by contradic-

tion.

Case 1 There exists a cut edge vi1vi3 between two submaximal 2-connected subgraphs H1 and H2 (see G1 in

Fig. 3.5). Note that G is outerplanar. Suppose that on B(O
G̃
), vi2 is adjacent to vi1 in H1, and vi4 is adjacent

to vi4 in H2. Now we can get an outerplanar bipartite graph G
′

= G + vi2vi4 having more edges than G, which

contradicts the maximality of G.

Case 2 two submaximal 2-connected subgraphs H1 and H2 are connected by a tree T , with path P being

in T , satisfying |e(P )| ≥ 2, and P connecting H1 and H2 (see G2 in Fig. 3.5). Denote by P = vi1vi2vi3 · · · vij
where V (H1) ∩ V (P ) = {vi1}, V (H2) ∩ V (P ) = {vij}. Suppose on B(O

G̃
), vij+1

∈ V (H2) is adjacent to vij . Now

we can get an outerplanar bipartite graph G
′

= G + vij+1
vij−2

having more edges than G, which contradicts the

maximality of G.

From Case 1 and Case 2, thus our claim holds.

From Claim 2, we get that the G contains a subgraphH obtained from its all submaximal 2-connected subgraphs

by their 1-sums.

In the same way, we can get the following 4 claims.

Claim 3 no two cut vertices are EBO-adjacent.

Claim 4 There is no tree rooted at H with transmission from H more than 1.

Claim 5 No case that both of two EBO-adjacent vertices of H are respectively attached with pendant edge.

Claim 6 No pendant edge are rooted at a vertex of H which is EBO-adjacent to a cut vertex of H .

The above 6 claims imply that the necessity holds. This completes the proof. ✷

Definition 3.12 [23] G is an outplanar bipartite graph with order n and m edges. If n ≥ 2 is even and m =
3

2
n−2,

or n ≥ 3 is odd and m =
3

2
n− 5

2
, the outerplanar bipartite graph G is called edge-most.

✭
✭
✭
✭
✭

❤
❤

❤
❤

❤

r

r

r

r

r

r

r

r

vi1

vi2

vi4

vi3

vi6

vi5

vi8

vi7

Fig. 3.6. Q

Lemma 3.13 [23] Let Q consist of three 4-cycles with a common edge (see Fig. 3.6). If G is an outplanar bipartite
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graph with order n and m edges, then

m ≤






3
2n− 2, n ≥ 4 is even, equality holds if and only if G contains no subgraph

isomorphic to Q and G is obtained from some C4s by their 2-sum;
G ∼= K2 for n = 2;

0, G ∼= K1 for n = 1;

3
2n− 5

2 , n ≥ 3 is odd, equality holds if and only if G is obtained from two
edge-most outerplanar bipartite graphs with even order by their
1-sum.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. This theorem follows by combining Theorem 1.2, Lemmas 3.8-3.13, and Corollary 3.9.

✷

Lemma 3.14 [23] Let G be an edge-most outerplanar bipartite graph with even order n ≥ 4. If there exists a

vertex v such that NG(v) = {v1, v2}, then the contribution of V (G)\{v, v1, v2} to degG(v1) + degG(v2) is at most
n

2
.

With few modifications of the proof for Lemma 3.14 in [23], the following Lemma 3.15 is obtained.

Lemma 3.15 Let G be a 2-connected outerplanar bipartite graph with even order n ≥ 4. If there exists a vertex v

such that NG(v) = {v1, v2}, then the contribution of V (G)\{v, v1, v2} to degG(v1) + degG(v2) is at most
n

2
.

4 Maximal spectral radius

In a graph G, we denote by S
(k)
G (v) the number of walk with length k starting from vertex v, and denote by

Sv(A
k
G) the row sum corresponding to v in AG. It is known that Sv(A

k
G) = S

(k)
G (v), Sv(A

2
G) =

∑
u∼v degG(u). We

write S
(1)
G (v) as SG(v), and write Sv(A

1
G) as Sv(AG) for short. Let 0 = (0, 0, . . ., 0)T .

r

r

rr

r

r

r

r

vi vi0

vi1vi2

vik

vu1

vu2

P11

P12

P21P22

Fig. 4.1. G

f1
f2

Theorem 4.1 Let G be a maximal 2-connected outerplanar bipartite graph with order n ≥ 2. Then for any

vi ∈ V (G), we have

(1) Svi(AG) ≤ n
2 ;

(2) Svi(A
2
G) ≤ n

2 + 2Svi(AG)− 2 ≤ 3n
2 − 2;

(3) Svi(A
2
G) + Svi+1

(AG) ≤ n+ Svi(AG) ≤ 3n
2 ;

(4) Svi(A
3
G) ≤ S2

vi
(AG) + 3Svi(AG) +

3n
2 − 6 where S2

vi
(AG) = (Svi(AG))

2.

Proof. Let G̃ be an OP-embedding of G. By Corollary 3.6 and Theorem 1.1, it follows that B(O
G̃
) is a

Hamiltonian cycle, and B(f) is a 4-cycle for very inner face f . Suppose B(O
G̃
) = C = v1v2 · · · vnv1, Nvi = {vi0 ,

vi1 , . . ., vik}, where we suppose vi, i0, i1, · · ·, ik are distributed anticlockwise on C, i− 1 = ik, i+ 1 = i0 (see Fig.

4.1). Anticlockwise on C, denote by Pj the path from vij−1
to vij for j = 1, 2, · · ·, k.

Because on Pj , other than vij−1
, vij for j = 1, 2, · · ·, k, no vertex is adjacent to vi, we have the following Claim.

Claim vij−1
, vij are in a common inner face for j = 1, 2, · · ·, k.

We denote by f1, f2, . . ., fk the inner faces around vertex vi where vivij−1
∈ E(B(fj)), vivij ∈ E(B(fj)) for

1 ≤ j ≤ k (see Fig. 4.1). Note that for 1 ≤ j ≤ k, B(fj) is a 4-cycle. Thus we suppose B(fj) = vivij−1
vuj

vijvi

10



for 1 ≤ j ≤ k, where vuj
∈ (V (Pj) \ {vij−1

, vij}) and vuj
is not adjacent to vi. Note that ‖NG[vi] ∪ {vuj

| 1 ≤ j ≤
k}‖ ≤ n. Thus Svi(AG) = degG(vi) ≤ n

2 . Then (1) follows as desired.

With few modifications of the proof for Theorem 3.5 in [23], combining Lemma 3.15, (2) is obtained.

Along anticlockwise direction on C, for j = 1, 2, · · ·, k, we denote by Pj1 the path from vij−1
to vuj

; denote by

Pj2 the path from vuj
to vij . Let ‖V (Pjs)‖ = njs, Gjs = G[V (Pjs)] for j = 1, 2, · · ·, k, s = 1, 2, where njs ≥ 2.

By Theorem 1.1, we know that Gjs is also a maximal 2-connected outerplanar bipartite graph. Next, we prove (3)

and (4).

Now, we have n − n11 ≥ 2(Svi(AG) − 1). Then combining (1) gets Svi+1
(AG) = Svi0

(AG) ≤ 1 + n11

2 ≤
1 +

n−2(Svi
(AG)−1)

2 , and then combining (2) gets (3).

Next, we prove (4). Note that for j, t = 0, 1, 2, · · ·, k, vivijvivit is a walk from vi to vit . The number

of the walks like vivijvivit is S2
vi
(AG) = (S

(1)
G (vi))

2. Other than the walks like vivijvivit (j, t = 0, 1, 2, · · ·,
k), for j = 1, 2, · · ·, k, one case of the walk with length 3 from vi is vivijvwvz where vw, vz ∈ V (Gj2), the

other case is vivij−1
vuj

vw where vw ∈ V (Gj2); one case of the walk with length 3 from vi is vivij−1
vwvz where

vw, vz ∈ V (Gj1), the other case is vivijvuj
vw where vw ∈ V (Gj1). Combining (3), for the front two cases, the

number of the walks is Sj2 = S
(2)
Gj2

(vij ) + SGj2
(vuj

) ≤ 3nj2

2 ; for the latter two cases, the number of the walks is

Sj1 = S
(2)
Gj1

(vij−1
) + SGj1

(vuj
) ≤ 3nj1

2 .

Summing all the number of the above depicted walks, we get

Svi(A
3
G) ≤ S2

vi
(AG) +

∑

j

(Sj1 + Sj2) = S2
vi
(AG) +

3

2

∑

j

∑

s

njs

= S2
vi
(AG) +

3

2
(n− 1 + 2(Svi(AG)− 1)− 1) = S2

vi
(AG) + 3Svi(AG) +

3n

2
− 6.

Then (4) follows. This completes the proof. ✷

Lemma 4.2 [23] Let A be an irreducible nonnegative square real matrix with order n and spectral radius ρ. If

there exists a nonzero nonnegative vector y = (y1, y2, . . ., yn)
T and a real coefficient polynomial function f such

that f(A)y ≤ ry (r ∈ R), then f(ρ) ≤ r. Similarly, if f(A)y ≥ ry (r ∈ R), then f(ρ) ≥ r.

With some modifications of the proof for Lemma 4.2, we get an improved Lemma 4.3.

Lemma 4.3 Let A be an irreducible nonnegative square real matrix with order n and spectral radius ρ. f is a real

coefficient polynomial function and y = (y1, y2, . . ., yn)
T is a nonzero nonnegative vector.

(1) If f(A)y ≤ ry (r ∈ R), then f(ρ) ≤ r with equality if and only if f(A)y = ry. Moreover, if there is some

yi such that (f(A)y)i < ryi for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n, then f(ρ) < r.

(2) If f(A)y ≥ ry (r ∈ R), then f(ρ) ≥ r with equality if and only if f(A)y = ry. Moreover, if there is some

yi such that (f(A)y)i > ryi for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n, then f(ρ) > r.

Proof. (1) By Lemma 4.2, it is enough to consider only the cases that the equalities hold. We first prove the case

for the equality holding in f(ρ) ≤ r.

Note that ρ(AT ) = ρ(A) = ρ, AT is also irreducible and nonnegative. Denote by x = (x1, x2, . . ., xn)
T the

principal eigenvector of AT .

Suppose f(A)y = ry. Then

f(ρ)xT y = (f(ρ)x)T y = (f(AT )x)T y = xT f(A)y = rxT y.

Hence it follows f(ρ) = r. Then the sufficiency follows.
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Suppose f(ρ) = r. If f(A)y 6= ry, then from f(A)y ≤ ry, it follows that there is some yi such that (f(A)y)i <

ryi. Then

f(ρ)xT y = (f(ρ)x)T y = (f(AT )x)T y = xT f(A)y < r
∑

j 6=i

xjyj + rxiyi = rxT y.

Thus it follows that f(ρ) < r, which contradicts f(ρ) = r. Then the necessity follows.

Furthermore, from the proof for the necessity, we get that if there is some yi such that (f(A)y)i < ryi for some

1 ≤ i ≤ n, then f(ρ) < r.

(2) is proved similarly. This completes the proof. ✷

In [23], for edge most outerplanar bipartite graph of order n, the authors got the following Lemma 4.4.

Lemma 4.4 [23] Let G be an edge-most outerplanar bipartite graph with order n. Then we have

(i) if n is even, then ρ(G) ≤ 1 +

√
n

2
− 1;

(ii) if n is odd, then ρ(G) < 1 +

√
n

2
− 1

2
.

Note that an edge-most outerplanar bipartite graph with even order n is a maximal 2-connected outerplanar

bipartite graph. An improved result for the spectral radius of edge-most outerplanar bipartite graph with even

order is shown in Theorem 4.5.

Theorem 4.5 Let G be a maximal 2-connected outerplanar bipartite graph of order n ≥ 16. Then

(1) Svi(A
3
G) ≤ (Svi(AG) + 3 +

3n
2
−6

Svi
(AG) )Svi(A) for any vi ∈ V (G).

(2) ρ ≤
√

3n
4 + 2.

Proof. (1) follows from (4) in Theorem 4.1 by a simple deformation.

(2) Let f(x) = x + η
x
+ 3 where η > 0. Taking derivations two times to f(x) getting f ′′(x) = 2η

x3 > 0 if x > 0.

Thus for 2 ≤ Svi(AG) ≤ n
2 , it follows that

Svi(AG) + 3 +
3n
2 − 6

Svi(AG)
≤ max{2 + 3 +

3n
2 − 6

2
,
n

2
+ 3 +

3n
2 − 6

n
2

} =
3n

4
+ 2.

Then we have Svi(A
3
G)− (3n4 + 2)Svi(AG) ≤ 0. Let Y = (1, 1, . . ., 1)T . Thus

(A3
G − (

3n

4
+ 2)AG)Y ≤ 0.

Using Lemma 4.3 gets ρ ≤
√

3n
4 + 2. This completes the proof. ✷

Lemma 4.6 Let G be a maximal outerplanar bipartite graph of order n obtained by attaching ε pendant vertices

vw1
, vw2

, . . ., vwε
(1 ≤ ε ≤ n − 4) to vertex vr of a maximal 2-connected outerplanar bipartite graph H. Then

ρ ≤ 1 +
√

n+ε−2
2 .

Proof. For vr, combining (2) in Theorem 4.1, it follows that

Svr (A
2
G) = Svr (A

2
H) + ε ≤ n− ε− 4

2
+ 2Svr(AH) + ε <

n+ ε− 4

2
+ 2Svr (AG).

For a vertex vt 6= vr, vt ∈ V (H), we consider two cases.

Case 1 vt is adjacent to vr. Note that G is simple. Combining (2) in Theorem 4.1, it follows that

Svt(A
2
G) = Svt(A

2
H) + ε ≤ n− ε− 4

2
+ 2Svt(AH) + ε =

n+ ε− 4

2
+ 2Svt(AG).

Case 2 vt is not adjacent to vr. Combining (2) in Theorem 4.1, it follows that

Svt(A
2
G) = Svt(A

2
H) ≤ n− ε− 4

2
+ 2Svt(AH) <

n+ ε− 4

2
+ 2Svt(AG).
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For a pendant vertex vz, combining (1) in Theorem 4.1, it follows that

Svz(A
2
G) = Svr (AG) = Svr(AH) + ε ≤ n− ε

2
+ ε =

n+ ε− 4

2
+ 2Svz(AG).

As a result, it follows that for any vertex v ∈ V (G),

Sv(A
2
G) ≤

n+ ε− 4

2
+ 2Sv(AG).

Let Y = (1, 1, . . ., 1)T . Thus

(A2
G − 2AG)Y ≤ n+ ε− 4

2
Y.

Using Lemma 4.3 gets ρ ≤ 1 +
√

n+ε−2
2 . This completes the proof. ✷

Lemma 4.7 Let G be a maximal outerplanar bipartite graph of order n ≥ 21 obtained by attaching ε pendant

vertices vw1
, vw2

, . . ., vwε
(n2 ≤ ε ≤ n− 12) to vertex vr of a maximal 2-connected outerplanar bipartite graph H.

Then

(i) Svr (A
3
G) ≤ (Svr (AG) + 3)Svr(AG) +

3n−3ε
2 − 6;

(ii) for a vertex vt 6= vr, vt ∈ V (H),

(a) when vt is adjacent to vr, we have Svt(A
3
G) ≤ S2

vt
(AG) + 3Svt(AG) +

3n−ε
2 − 6;

(b) when vt is not adjacent to vr, we have Svt(A
3
G) ≤ S2

vt
(AG) + 3Svt(AG) +

3n+ε
2 − 6;

(iii) for a pendant vertex vz where z ∈ {w1, w2, . . ., wε}, we have Svz(A
3
G) ≤ n− 2.

Proof. In an OP-embedding of G, suppose the Hamilton cycle of H is C = v1v2 · · · vn−εv1. For v ∈ V (G),

combining Theorem 4.1 gets degG(v) ≤ n+ε
2 .

Using (1) and (3) in Theorem 4.1, as (4) in Theorem 4.1, we have

Svr (A
3
G) ≤ S2

vr
(AG) + 3Svr(AH) +

3(n− ε)

2
− 6

= S2
vr
(AG) + 3(Svr (AG)− ε) +

3(n− ε)

2
− 6

= (Svr (AG) + 3)Svr(AG) +
3n− 9ε

2
− 6

≤ (Svr (AG) + 3)Svr (AG) +
3n− 3ε

2
− 6.

Then (i) follows.

For a vertex vt 6= vr, vt ∈ V (H), we consider two cases.

Case 1 vt is adjacent to vr. Note that for 1 ≤ j ≤ ε, vtvrvwj
vr is a walk of length 3. Using (1) and (3) in

Theorem 4.1, as (4) in Theorem 4.1, we have

Svt(A
3
G) ≤ S2

vt
(AG) +

3

2
(n− ε− 1 + 2(Svt(AH)− 1)− 1) + ε

= S2
vt
(AG) +

3

2
(n− ε− 1 + 2(Svt(AG)− 1)− 1) + ε

= S2
vt
(AG) + 3Svt(AG) +

3n− ε

2
− 6.

Case 2 vt is not adjacent to vr. Suppose NG(vt) = {vt0 , vt1 , . . ., vtk} where we suppose vt, t0, t1, · · ·, tk are

distributed anticlockwise on C, t− 1 = tk, t+ 1 = t0. For j = 1, 2, · · ·, k, denote by Pj the path from vtj−1
to vtj

on C along anticlockwise direction. Now, vi ∈ V (Pµ) for some 1 ≤ µ ≤ k. Note that vtj , vtj+1
are not adjacent

for 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1 because G is bipartite. Thus there is at most 2 different walks of length 3 from vt to vwj
for
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1 ≤ j ≤ ε, which are vtvtµ−1
vrvwj

or vtvtµvrvwj
possibly. Therefore, Using (1) and (3) in Theorem 4.1, as (4) in

Theorem 4.1, we have

Svt(A
3
G) ≤ S2

vt
(AG) +

3

2
(n− ε− 1 + 2(Svt(AH)− 1)− 1) + 2ε

= S2
vt
(AG) +

3

2
(n− ε− 1 + 2(Svt(AG)− 1)− 1) + 2ε

= S2
vt
(AG) + 3Svt(AG) +

3n+ ε

2
− 6.

Then (ii) follows.

For a pendant vertex vz where z ∈ {w1, w2, . . ., wε}, noting that a walk vzvrvηvθ corresponds a walk vrvηvθ,

using Theorem 4.1, we have

Svz (A
3
G) ≤ Svr (A

2
H) + ε

≤ n− ε

2
+ 2Svr(AH)− 2 + ε

≤ n− ε

2
+ n− ε− 2 + ε ≤ n− 2.

Then (iii) follows. This completes the proof. ✷

Theorem 4.8 Let G be a maximal outerplanar bipartite graph of order n ≥ 21 obtained by attaching ε pendant

vertices vw1
, vw2

, . . ., vwε
(n2 ≤ ε ≤ n− 12) to vertex vr of a maximal 2-connected outerplanar bipartite graph H.

Then ρ(G) <
√
n− 1.

Proof. Using Lemma 4.7, we have

Svr (A
3
G) ≤ (Svr (AG) + 3 +

3n−3ε
2 − 6

Svr (AG)
)Svr (AG).

Combining Theorem 4.1 gets 2 ≤ degG(vr) ≤ n+ε
2 . Note that n

2 ≤ ε ≤ n − 12. As the proof of Theorem 4.5, it

follows that

Svi(AG) + 3 +
3n−3ε

2 − 6

Svi(AG)
≤ max{2 + 3 +

3n−3ε
2 − 6

2
,
n+ ε

2
+ 3 +

3n−3ε
2 − 6
n+ε
2

}

= max{2 + 3n− 3ε

4
,
n+ ε

2
+

3n− 6
n+ε
2

}

≤ max{2 + 3n− 3ε

4
,max{3

4
n+ 4, n− 3}} < n− 1.

Then we get

Svr(A
3
G) < (n− 1)Svr (AG).

For a vertex vt 6= vr, vt ∈ V (H), we consider two cases.

Case 1 vt is adjacent to vi. Using Lemma 4.7, we have

Svt(A
3
G) ≤ (Svt(AG) + 3 +

3n−ε
2 − 6

Svt(AG)
)Svt(AG).

Combining Theorem 4.1 gets 2 ≤ Svt(AG) ≤ n−ε
2 . As proved for vr, it follows that

Svt(A
3
G) < (n− 1)Svt(AG).

Case 2 vt is not adjacent to vi. Using Lemma 4.7, as Case 1, we get

Svt(A
3
G) ≤ (Svt(AG) + 3 +

3n+ε
2 − 6

Svt(AG)
)Svt(AG) < (n− 1)Svt(AG).
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For a pendant vertex vz where z ∈ {w1, w2, . . ., wε}, Using Lemma 4.7, as Case 1, we get

Svz (A
3
G) ≤ n− 2 = (n− 2)Svz (AG).

Let Y = (1, 1, . . ., 1)T . Thus (A3
G−(n−1)AG)Y ≤ 0TY. Using Lemma 4.3 gets ρ(G) <

√
n− 1. This completes

the proof. ✷

Lemma 4.9 [22] Let u, v be two vertices of a connected graph G. Suppose v1, v2, · · ·, vs (1 ≤ s ≤ d(v)) are some

vertices of NG(v)\NG[u] and X = (xv1 , xv2 , · · ·, xvn)
T is the principal eigenvector of G. Let G∗ = G−∑s

i=1 vvi+
∑s

i=1 uvi. If xu ≥ xv, then ρ(G) < ρ(G∗).
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r
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r
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G1,s (1 ≤ s ≤ 4) G2,s (s ≤ 8)

Fig. 4.2. G1,s and G2,s

Let G1,s be a bipartite outerplanar graph consisting of s (1 ≤ s ≤ 4) cycles v1v2v3v4v1, v1v2v5v6v1, . . .,

v1v2v2s+1v2s+2v1, and pendant edges v1v2s+3, v1v2s+4, . . ., v1vn; G2,s be a bipartite outerplanar graph consisting

of s ≤ 8 paths v1v3v2, v1v4v2, . . ., v1vs+2v2, and pendant edges v1vs+3, v1vs+4, . . ., v1vn. For G1,s, G2,s, we have

the following Theorem 4.10.

Theorem 4.10 (1) ρ(G1,s) <
√
n− 1 if n ≥ 36;

(2) ρ(G2,s) <
√
n− 1 if n ≥ 37.

Proof. (1) Let ρ1 = ρ(G1,s), X = (xv1 , xv2 , . . . , xvn)
T be the principal eigenvector of G1,s. By symmetry, it follows

that xv3 = xv5 = · · · = xv2s+1
, xv4 = xv6 = · · · = xv2s+2

.

Claim 1 xv1 > xv2 . We prove this claim by contradiction. Suppose xv1 ≤ xv2 . Let G
′

1,s = G1,s−
∑n

i=2s+3 v1vi+
∑n

i=2s+3 v2vi. Using Lemma 4.9 gets ρ(G′

1,s) > ρ(G1,s). This is a contradiction because G′

1,s
∼= G1,s. Then our

claim holds.

Claim 2 xv4 > xv3 . From 




ρ1xv3 = xv2 + xv4 ,

ρ1xv4 = xv1 + xv3 ,
(∗1)

it follows that (ρ1− 1)(xv4 −xv3) = xv1 −xv2 . Note that ρ1 > 2 because G1,s contains cycles. Then Claim 2 follows

from combining Claim 1.

Claim 3 xv2 ≥ xv4 ; moreover, if s ≥ 2, then xv2 > xv4 . This claim follows from




ρ1xv2 = xv1 + sxv3 ;

ρ1xv4 = xv1 + xv3 .
(∗2)

By above claims, it follows that xv1 > xv2 ≥ xv4 > xv3 . Combining (∗1), (∗2) and ρ1xv1 = xv2 + sxv4 +

n−2s−2
ρ1

xv1 , it follows that

ρ1xv1 − ρ1(xv2 + xv4) = xv2 + sxv4 +
n− 2s− 2

ρ1
xv1 − (2xv1 + sxv3 + xv3 )

=⇒ (ρ1 + 1)(xv1 − (xv2 + xv4)) = (s− 1)xv4 +
n− 2s− 2

ρ1
xv1 − (xv1 + sxv3 + xv3)
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= (s− 1)(xv4 − xv3 ) +
n− 2s− 2

ρ1
xv1 − (xv1 + 2xv3). (∗3)

Let D1 = {v1, v2, . . ., v2s+2}, D2 = {v1} ∪ (V (G) \D1), B1 = G[D1], B2 = G[D2].

Claim 4 ρ(B1) = 1+
√
s, ρ(B2) =

√
n− 2s− 2. ρ(B2) follows from B2

∼= Sn−2s−1. Let Y = (yv1 , yv2 , . . . , yv2s+2
)T

be the principal eigenvector of B1. By symmetry, it follows that yv1 = yv2 , yv3 = yv4 = xv6 = · · · = yv2s+2
. Then

ρ(B1) follows from 




ρ(B1)yv1 = yv2 + syv4 ;

ρ(B1)yv4 = yv1 + yv3 .

From algebraic graph theory, it is known that ρ1 ≤ ρ(B1) + ρ(B2). Thus we have

n− 2s− 2

ρ1
≥ n− 2s− 2

ρ(B1) + ρ(B2)
> 3.

Then it follows that (∗3) > 0, ρ1xv1−ρ1(xv2+xv4) > 0, and xv1 > xv2+xv4 . Now, let G1
1,s = G1,s−v2v3−v3v4+v3v1.

Then

XTAG1
1,s

X −XTAG1,s
X = xv1 − xv2 − xv4 .

This means that ρ(G1
1,s) > ρ(G1,s), i.e. ρ(G1,s−1) > ρ(G1,s). Proceeding like this, we get ρ(G1,s) < ρ(Sn) =

√
n− 1.

Then (1) follows as desired.

Let X = (xv1 , xv2 , . . . , xvn)
T be the principal eigenvector of G2,s. Similar to (1), it is proved that sxv3 =

s
ρ2−

s
ρ2

xv1 < xv1 . Let G1
2,s = G2,s − ∑s+2

i=3 v2vi + v2v1. As (1), it is proved that ρ(G1
2,s) > ρ(G2,s). Note that

G1
2,s

∼= Sn. Then (2) follows. This completes the proof. ✷

Theorem 4.11 Let G be a maximal outerplanar bipartite graph of order n ≥ 36 obtained by attaching ε (ε = n−10)

pendant edges to vertex u of a maximal 2-connected bipartite graph H. Then

ρ(G) ≤ max{ρ(G1,4), ρ(G2,5)}.

Proof. Denote by uvw1
, uvw2

, . . ., uvwε
the pendant edges attached to vertex u. By Theorem 1.2, Theorem 1.3

and Lemma 3.8, H = H1 ⊕2 H2 ⊕2 H3 ⊕2 H4 where every Hi is a C4 for i = 1, 2, 3, 4. There are 5 cases for H

shown in Fig. 4.3. Let X be the principal eigenvector of G.

r

r

r

r

r

r

r

r

r

r

v1

v2

v3

v4

v5

v6

v7

v8

v9

v10

r

r

H1

r

r

r

r

r

r

r r

v1

v2

v3

v4

v5

v6

v7

v8

v9 v10

H2

r

r

r

r

r

r

r

r

r r

v1

v2

v3

v4

v5

v6

v7

v8

v9 v10

H3

r r

r r

r

r

r r

r

r

v1

v2

v3

v4

v5

v6 v7

v8 v9 v10

H4

r

r

r

r

r

r

r r

r

r

v1

v2

v3

v4

v5

v6

v7v8
v9

v10

H5

Fig. 4.3. H1 −H5

Case 1 H ∼= H1. Now, we may assume that xu = max{xv | v ∈ V (H)}. If there is vertex u′ ∈ V (H) that

xu′ > xu, then let G = G−∑ε
i=1 uvwi

+
∑ε

i=1 u
′vwi

. Using Lemma 4.9 gets ρ(G ) > ρ(G). Then we let G = G .

Subcase 1.1 u = v1, i.e. xv1 = max{xv | v ∈ V (H)}. Note that





ρ(G)xv3 = xv1 + xv4 + xv5 ;

ρ(G)xv2 = xv1 + xv4 .

It follows that xv3 > xv2 .

Subcase 1.1.1 xv3 = max{xvj | 2 ≤ j ≤ 10}. Let

G′ = G− v4v6 + v1v6 − v5v7 + v3v7 − v6v8 + v1v8 − v7v9 + v3v9 − v8v10 + v1v10.
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Then

XTAG′X −XTAGX = xv6(xv1 − xv4 ) + xv7 (xv3 − xv5 ) + xv8 (xv1 − xv6) + xv9(xv3 − xv7) + xv10(xv1 − xv8) ≥ 0.

This means that ρ(G′) ≥ ρ(G).

Suppose ρ(G′) = ρ(G). Then

ρ(G′) = XTAG′X = XTAGX = ρ(G).

It follows that X is also a principal eigenvector of G′. As a result, it follows that ρ(G′)xv1 = (AG′X)v1 = ρ(G)xv1 =

(AGX)v1 , which contradicts (AG′X)v1 − (AGX)v1 = xv6 + xv8 + xv10 . This implies that ρ(G′) > ρ(G). Note that

G′ ∼= G1,4. Then it follows that ρ(G1,4) > ρ(G).

Subcase 1.1.2 xv4 = max{xvj | 2 ≤ j ≤ 10}. Let

G′ = G− v3v5 + v1v5 − v5v7 + v1v7 − v7v9 + v1v9 − v5v6 + v5v4 − v7v8 + v7v4 − v9v10 + v9v4

−v4v6 + v1v6 − v6v8 + v1v8 − v8v10 + v1v10.

As Subcase 1.1.1, it is proved that ρ(G′) > ρ(G). Note that G′ ∼= G2,5. Then it follows that ρ(G2,5) > ρ(G).

Subcase 1.1.3 xv5 = max{xvj | 2 ≤ j ≤ 10}. Let

G′ = G− v2v4 + v2v5 − v4v3 + v4v1 − v4v6 + v4v5 − v7v8 + v7v1 − v9v7 + v9v1 − v9v10 + v9v5

−v8v10 + v1v10 − v6v8 + v1v8 − v5v6 + v1v6.

As Subcase 1.1.1, it is proved that ρ(G′) > ρ(G). Note that G′ ∼= G2,5. Then it follows that ρ(G2,5) > ρ(G).

Subcase 1.1.4 xvt = max{xvj | 2 ≤ j ≤ 10} where t ≥ 6. As Subcases 1.1.1-1.1.3, it is proved that

ρ(G1,4) > ρ(G), or ρ(G2,5) > ρ(G).

Subcase 1.2 u = vt, i.e. xvt = max{xv | v ∈ V (G)} where 2 ≤ t ≤ 10. As Subcase 1.1, it is proved that

ρ(G1,4) > ρ(G), or ρ(G2,5) > ρ(G).

For Case 2 that H ∼= H2, Case 3 that H ∼= H3, Case 4 that H ∼= H4, Case 5 that H ∼= H5, as Case 1, it is

proved that ρ(G1,4) > ρ(G), or ρ(G2,5) > ρ(G).

From the above 5 cases, we get that ρ(G) ≤ max{ρ(G1,4), ρ(G2,5)}. Then the result follows as desired. This

completes the proof. ✷

As Theorem 4.11, we get the following Theorem 4.12.

Theorem 4.12 Let G be a maximal outerplanar bipartite graph of order n ≥ 36 obtained by attaching ε pendant

vertices vw1
, vw2

, . . ., vwε
(ε ≥ n− 10) to vertex u of a maximal 2-connected bipartite graph H. Then

ρ(G) ≤ max{ρ(G1,4), ρ(G2,5)}.

Let G be a bipartite outerplanar graph of order n satisfying that ρ(G) = max{ρ(G)| G be a bipartite outerplanar

graph of order n}.

Lemma 4.13 If the order n ≥ 3, then G is a maximal connected bipartite outerplanar graph with at most one cut

vertex in G.

Proof. Combining Lemmas 2.1 and 3.2, we get that G is a maximal and connected bipartite outerplanar graph.

It is easy to check that this result holds for n = 3 because G ∼= P3 for n = 3. Next, suppose the order n ≥ 4 for G.

Suppose G = G1 ⊕1 G2 ⊕1 G3, where V (G1) ∩ V (G2) = v1, V (G2) ∩ V (G3) = v2, v1 6= v2. Let X =

(xv1 , xv2 , . . . , xvn)
T be the principal eigenvector of G. Assume that xv1 ≥ xv2 . Now, we let

G′ = G−
∑

vi∼v2,vi∈V (G3)

v2vi +
∑

vi∼v2,vi∈V (G3)

v1vi.
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Then G′ is also an outerplanar bipartite graph of order n. Using Lemma 4.9 gets that ρ(G′) > ρ(G) which

contradicts the maximality of ρ(G). Thus the result follows as desired. This completes the proof. ✷
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Theorem 4.14 If the order n ≥ 2, G is a maximal connected bipartite outerplanar graph obtained by attaching

ε ≥ 0 pendant edges to a vertex u of a bipartite graph H, where V (H) = {u} or H is a maximal 2-connected

bipartite outerplanar graph. Moreover, in the principal eigenvector X corresponding to ρ(G), then xu > xv for

v 6= u.

Proof. By Theorem 1.2 and Lemma 4.13, it is easy to check that this result holds for n = 2, 3 because G ∼= S2

for n = 2, G ∼= S3 for n = 3.

Next, suppose the order n ≥ 4 for G. Using Theorem 1.2 and Lemma 4.13 again, we know that G ∼= Sn; or

G = J1 ⊕1 J2 ⊕1 · · · ⊕1 Jt with only one common summing joint v1, where for every 1 ≤ i ≤ t, Ji is a maximal

2-connected bipartite outerplanar graph; or G = J1⊕1 J2⊕1 · · ·⊕1 Jt⊕1 ξ1⊕1 ξ2⊕1 · · ·⊕1 ξε with only one common

summing joint v1, where for every 1 ≤ i ≤ t, Ji is a maximal 2-connected bipartite outerplanar graph, and for

every 1 ≤ i ≤ ε, ξi is a pendant edge (see Fig. 4.4). For G ∼= Sn, the result is done. Next, for the remaining two

cases, without loss of generality, we consider the last one that G = J1 ⊕1 J2 ⊕1 · · · ⊕1 Jt ⊕1 ξ1 ⊕1 ξ2 ⊕1 · · · ⊕1 ξε

with 1 ≤ i ≤ t, 1 ≤ i ≤ ε. Now, we denote by ξi = v1vwi
for 1 ≤ i ≤ ε.

We prove t = 1 by contradiction. Suppose t ≥ 2.

Suppose G̃ is an OP-embedding of G. Note that B(OJ1
) and B(OJ2

) are parts of B(O
G̃
) respectively. Assume

that B(OJ1
) = v1v2 · · · vav1, B(OJ2

) = v1va+1va+2 · · · va+rv1.

Let X = (xv1 , xv2 , . . . , xvn)
T be the principal eigenvector of G. Without loss of generality, we suppose xv2 ≥

xva+1
. Let S = NJ2

(va+1) \ {v1}, G
′

= G−∑
v∈S

va+1v +
∑

v∈S
v2v (see Fig. 4.4). Then G′ is also a 2-connected

outerplanar bipartite graph of order n. By Lemma 4.9, it follows that ρ(G′) > ρ(G) which contradicts the

maximality of ρ(G). Thus it follows that t = 1.

As the proof in the preceding paragraph, it is proved that in the principal eigenvector X = (xv1 , xv2 , . . . , xvn)
T

of G, then xv1 > xv for v 6= v1.

Now, letting u = v1 gets our result. This completes the proof. ✷

Theorem 4.15 If n ≥ 55, then G ∼= Sn.

Proof. If G ≇ Sn, by Lemma 4.14, then G is a maximal 2-connected bipartite outerplanar graph; or G =

J ⊕1 ξ1 ⊕1 ξ2 ⊕1 · · · ⊕1 ξε with only one common summing joint v1, where J is a maximal 2-connected bipartite

outerplanar graph, and for every 1 ≤ i ≤ ε ≤ n− 4, ξi is a pendant edge.

For the case that G is a maximal 2-connected bipartite outerplanar graph, from Theorem 4.5, it follows that

ρ(G) <
√
n− 1. Next, we consider the case that G = J ⊕1 ξ1 ⊕1 ξ2 ⊕1 · · · ⊕1 ξε.

When ε ≤ n
2 , using Lemma 4.6 gets that ρ(G) ≤ 1 +

√
n+n

2
−2

2 <
√
n− 1.

When n
2 + 1 < ε ≤ n− 12, using Theorem 4.8 gets that ρ(G) <

√
n− 1.

Note that J is a maximal 2-connected bipartite outerplanar graph. Thus there is no case that ε = n− 11.
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When ε ≥ n− 10, using Theorems 4.10-4.12 gets that ρ(G) <
√
n− 1.

Note that ρ(Sn) =
√
n− 1. From the above proof, it follows that G ∼= Sn. This completes the proof. ✷

Proof of Theorem 1.4. This theorem follows from Theorem 4.15. This completes the proof. ✷

Remark

In general, we know that adding new edges to a connected graph, the spectral radius of the new induced graph

increase strictly than the primitive graph. We sometimes have the feeling that the more edges a graph has, the

larger its spectral radius is. From Lemma 1.3 and Lemma 4.15, a very interesting thing is found that among all

the bipartite outerplanar graphs of order n, the spectral radius of Sn is the greatest although Sn is not edge-most.

This is a subtle example that conflicts our usual feeling.

5 Minimal Least Eigenvalue

Lemma 5.1 [13] If G is a simple connected graph with n vertices, then there exists a connected bipartite subgraph

H of G such that λ(G) ≥ λ(H) with equality holding if and only if G ∼= H.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. From spectral graph theory, it is known that λ(K) = −ρ(K) for a bipartite graph K.

Combining Theorem 1.4, for an outerplanar bipartite graph K, it follows that λ(K) ≥ −
√
n− 1 with equality if

and only if K ∼= Sn. Then combining Lemma 5.1 gets λ(G) ≥ −
√
n− 1 with equality if and only if G ∼= Sn. This

completes the proof. ✷
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