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A partial proof of the Brouwer’s conjecture
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Abstract

Let G be a simple graph with n vertices and m edges and let k be a natural

number such that k ≤ n. Brouwer conjectured that the sum of the k largest

Laplacian eigenvalues of G is at most m+
(

k+1
2

)

. In this paper we prove that this

conjecture is true for simple (m,n)-graphs where n ≤ m ≤
√
3−1
4 (n − 1)n and

k ∈
[

3

√

8m2

n−1 + 4mn+ n2, n

]

. Moreover, we prove that the conjecture is true for

all simple (m,n)-graphs where k(≤ n) is a natural number from the interval
[

√

2n− 2m+ 2
√

2m2 +mn(n− 1), 1 + 8m2

n2(n−1) +
4m
n

]

.

1 Introduction

Let G be a simple graph with vertex set V (G) and edge set E(G) and let |V (G)| = n

and |E(G)| = m. The degree of a vertex v ∈ V (G) denoted by d(v), is the number of
neighbours of v. The Laplacian matrix of G is the n× n matrix L(G) = [lij ] defined
as L(G) = D(G) − A(G), where D(G) is the diagonal matrix of vertex degrees of
the graph G, and A(G) is the adjacency matrix of G. It is well known that L(G)
is a positive semidefinite matrix, consequently its eigenvalues are nonnegative real
numbers. The eigenvalues of L(G) are called the Laplacian eigenvalues of G and are
denoted by µ1(G) ≥ µ2(G) ≥ . . . ≥ µn(G). Since each row sum of L(G) is 0, it holds
µn(G) = 0. In this paper, we study the sum Sk(G) =

∑k

i=1 µi(G) for 1 ≤ k ≤ n.
Brouwer [1] has conjectured the following upper bound for the sum Sk(G).

Conjecture 1. [1] Let G be a graph with vertices n and edges m. Then

Sk(G) ≤ m+

(

k + 1

2

)

for k = 1, 2, . . . , n.
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Based on a computer check, Brouwer [1] showed that the Conjecture 1 is true
for all graphs with at most 10 vertices. There have been many partial proofs of
this conjecture using specific methods from spectral graph theory. For k = 1, the
conjecture follows from the well-known inequality µ1(G) ≤ |V (G)| = n, see in [7].
The conjecture has been proved to be true for any graphs with k = 2, n − 2, n− 3 ,
see [5, 8], trees [8], threshold graphs [9], unicyclic graphs [6], bicyclic graphs [6, 12],
tricyclic graphs having no pendant vertices [10, 12], regular graphs [2, 11], split graphs
[11], cographs [2, 11], planar graphs when k ≥ 11 and bipartite graphs when k ≥

√
32n

[4]. Also the cases k = n and k = n− 1 are straightforward. Another related upper
bound was given by Zhou in [14]:

Sk(G) ≤ 2mk +
√

mk(n− k − 1)(n2 − n− 2m)

n− 1

where 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 2 and m = |E(G)|.
In this paper we prove that the Brouwer’s conjecture is true for all simple (m,n)-

graphs where n ≤ m ≤
√
3−1
4

(n− 1)n and k ∈
[

3

√

8m2

n−1
+ 4mn+ n2, n

]

. Moreover, we

prove that this conjecture is true for all simple (m,n)-graphs where k ≤ n is a natural

number from the interval

[

√

2n− 2m+ 2
√

2m2 +mn(n− 1), 1 + 8m2

n2(n−1)
+ 4m

n

]

.

2 A partial proof of the conjecture

Let J be all-ones matrix of size n and let L
′

= J − L. Since (L
′

)T = JT − LT =
J − L = L

′

, we obtain that L
′

is a symmetric matrix. Let µ1 ≥ µ2 ≥ . . . ≥ µn be
the eigenvalues of L, and let µ

′

1 ≥ µ
′

2 ≥ . . . ≥ µ
′

n be the eigenvalues of L
′

, in the
decreasing order. Moreover, let λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ . . . ≥ λn be the eigenvalues of J . It is
well-known that λ1(J) = n and λi(J) = 0, for i = 2, 3, . . . , n. Applying the Weyl’s
inequality [13] we get the following result.

Lemma 2. a) µi + µ
′

n−i+2 ≤ 0 for i = 2, 3, . . . , n.

b) µ1 + µ
′

1 ≥ n.

Proof. a) From Weyl’s inequality we get:

µi(L) + µ
′

j(L
′

) ≤ λi+j−n(L+ L
′

) = λi+j−n(J). (1)

Setting j = n− i+ 2 in (1) we get the inequality:

µi + µ
′

n−i+2 ≤ λ2(J) = 0, for i = 2, 3, . . . , n. (2)

b) Since trace(L) =
∑n

i=1 µi, trace(L
′

) =
∑n

i=1 µ
′

i and trace(L) + trace(L
′

) =
trace(J) = n we have

µ1 + µ
′

1 +
n
∑

i=2

(µi + µ
′

n−i+2) = n.

2



From a) we get µ1 + µ
′

1 ≥ n.

The first Zagreb index for a graph with a vertex set {v1, v2, . . . , vn} and vertex
degrees di = deg(vi) for i = 1, . . . , n is defined by

M1(G) =
n
∑

i=1

d2i .

The following upper bound for M1, obtained by de Caen in [3], will be used in our
proof.

Lemma 3. [3] Let G = (V,E) be a graph with n vertices and m edges. Then

M1(G) =
n
∑

i=1

d2i ≤
2m2

n− 1
+mn− 2m.

Moreover, if G is connected, then equality holds if and only if G is either a star K1,n−1

or a complete graph Kn.

In the next theorem we give an upper bound for Sk(G) in terms of m,n and k.

Theorem 4. Let G be a simple graph on n vertices and m edges. Then

Sk(G) =
k
∑

i=1

µk ≤ n +

√

(k − 1)

(

2m2

n− 1
+mn+

n2

4

)

.

Proof. From trace(L · LT) =
∑n

i=1

∑n

j=1 l
2
ij and L = LT we obtain

n
∑

i=1

µ2
i = trace(L2) = trace(L · LT) =

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

l2ij . (3)

Analogously we get

n
∑

i=1

(µ
′

i)
2 = trace((L

′

)2) = trace(L
′ · (L′

)T) =

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

(l
′

ij)
2. (4)

Combining (3) and (4) we get:

n
∑

i=1

µ2
i +

n
∑

i=1

(µ
′

i)
2 =

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

l2ij +

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

(l
′

ij)
2 =

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

(l2ij + (1− lij)
2)

=

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

(2l2ij − 2lij + 1) =

(

n
∑

i=1

2d2i −
n
∑

i=1

2di + n

)

+

(

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1,j 6=i

(2l2ij − 2lij + 1)

)

= (2M1 − 4m+ n) + ((4 + 4 + . . .+ 4) + n2 − n)
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= 2M1 − 4m+ n+ 2m · 4 + n2 − n = 2M1 + 4m+ n2.

Let t = µ1

n
. Since µ1 ≤ n we get 0 < t ≤ 1. The inequality µ1 + µ

′

1 ≥ n implies

µ2
1 + (µ

′

1)
2 ≥ n2t2 + n2(1− t)2 = n2(2t2 − 2t+ 1). (5)

Moreover, from µi + µ
′

n−i+2 ≤ 0, for i = 2, 3, . . . , n, and from µi ≥ 0 we easily
conclude that µ2

i ≤ (µ
′

n−i+2)
2. Therefore we have

2M1 + 4m+ n2 =
n
∑

i=1

µ2
i +

n
∑

i=1

(µ
′

i)
2 = (µ2

1 + (µ
′

1)
2) +

n
∑

i=2

(µ2
i + (µ

′

n−i+2)
2)

≥ (1− 2t(1− t))n2 + 2

n
∑

i=2

µ2
i .

From the last inequality we get

k
∑

i=2

µ2
i ≤

n
∑

i=2

µ2
i ≤

2M1 + 4m+ n2

2
− (1− 2t(1− t))n2

2
. (6)

Now, based on the inequality (6) and applying the inequality between the arithmetic
and quadratic means for the nonnegative eigenvalues µ2, µ3, . . . , µn we get

k
∑

i=2

µi ≤
√

(k − 1)(µ2
2 + . . .+ µ2

k) ≤
√

(k − 1)

(

2M1 + 4m+ n2

2
− (1− 2t(1− t))n2

2

)

.

(7)
Hence we get

Sk(G) =

k
∑

i=1

µi = µ1 +

n
∑

i=2

µi ≤ nt +
√

(k − 1) (M1 + 2m+ n2t(1− t)). (8)

Setting M1 ≤ 2m2

n−1
− 2m+mn in (8) we obtain the following inequality

k
∑

i=1

µi ≤ nt+

√

(k − 1)

(

2m2

n− 1
+mn + n2t(1 − t)

)

. (9)

In the end, from t ≤ 1 and t(1 − t) ≤ 1
4

we have

Sk(G) =
k
∑

i=1

µi ≤ n+

√

(k − 1)

(

2m2

n− 1
+mn +

n2

4

)

.

Theorem 5. Let G be a simple graph on n vertices and m edges such that
n ≤ m ≤

√
3−1
4

(n − 1)n. The Brouwer’s conjecture holds for all natural numbers k

from the interval
[

3

√

8m2

n−1
+ 4mn + n2, n

]

.
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Proof. The bound in Theorem 4 and the assumption n ≤ m yield

Sk(G) ≤ n+

√

(k − 1)

(

2m2

n− 1
+mn +

n2

4

)

< m+

√

k

(

2m2

n− 1
+mn +

n2

4

)

. (10)

Now, we are going to show that for k ∈
[

3

√

8m2

n−1
+ 4mn+ n2, n

]

, it holds

m+

√

k

(

2m2

n− 1
+mn +

n2

4

)

≤ m+

(

k + 1

2

)

.

Since k2

2
<
(

k+1
2

)

, it suffices to prove that

k

(

2m2

n− 1
+mn +

n2

4

)

≤ k4

4
,

which obviously holds for k ≥ 3

√

8m2

n−1
+ 4mn+ n2.

In the end, we verify that for m ≤
√
3−1
4

(n − 1)n it occurs 3

√

8m2

n−1
+ 4mn+ n2 < n.

The inequality 3

√

8m2

n−1
+ 4mn+ n2 < n is equivalent to the quadratic inequality (in

m)
8m2 + 4mn(n− 1)− n2(n− 1)2 < 0. (11)

Solving the inequality (11) we get m ∈
(

(−
√
3−1)
4

n(n− 1), (
√
3−1)
4

n(n− 1)
)

.

Remark 6. We illustrate the above theorem for simple graphs on 100 vertices. From
the condition n ≤ m ≤

√
3−1
4

n(n − 1) we have 100 ≤ m ≤ 1811. Based on the

restrictions for k, that is, k ∈
[

3

√

8m2

n−1
+ 4mn+ n2, n

]

, in the table below we consider

particular examples and give the corresponding values of k for which the Brouwer’s
conjecture is true.

m k
100 [38, 100]
200 [46, 100]
300 [52, 100]
400 [57, 100]
500 [62, 100]
600 [66, 100]
700 [70, 100]

Note that the Theorem 5 concerns the simple graphs with n vertices and with

at most (
√
3−1)
4

n(n − 1) edges. This is approximately 2
5

of all connected graphs on
n vertices. The next theorem extends the set of graphs for which the Brouwer’s
conjecture is true.
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Theorem 7. Let G be a simple graph on n vertices and m edges such that
√

2n− 2m+ 2
√

2m2 +mn(n− 1) < 1 + 8m2

n2(n−1)
+ 4m

n
.

The Brouwer’s conjecture is true for any natural number k ≤ n from the interval

[
√

2n− 2m+ 2
√

2m2 +mn(n− 1), 1 +
8m2

n2(n− 1)
+

4m

n

]

.

Proof. Let g(t) = nt +
√

(k − 1)
(

2m2

n−1
+mn + n2t(1− t)

)

where 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. Then

g
′

(t) = n + n2(k−1)(1−2t)

2

√

(k−1)
(

2m2

n−1
+mn+n2t(1−t)

)

. If 0 ≤ t ≤ 1
2
, then it is clear that g

′

(t) > 0.

Now, let t > 1
2
. We obtain

g
′

(t) > 0 ⇔ n >
n2(k − 1)(2t− 1)

2
√

(k − 1)
(

2m2

n−1
+mn + n2t(1− t)

)

. (12)

The inequality (12) is equivalent to

8m2

n− 1
+ 4mn+ 4n2t(1− t) ≥ n2(k − 1)(2t− 1)2. (13)

We easily observe that the inequality in (13) holds since 2t − 1 ≤ 1, n2t(1 − t) ≥ 0
and k ≤ 1 + 8m2

n2(n−1)
+ 4m

n
.

Since g
′

(t) > 0, we get that g(t) is an increasing function on the interval [0, 1].
Recalling the inequality (9) we have

Sk(G) ≤ g(t) ≤ g(1) = n+

√

(k − 1)

(

2m2

n− 1
+mn

)

.

Let us suppose that k ≥
√

2n− 2m+ 2
√

2m2 +mn(n− 1). We get 2m + k2 ≥
2n+ 2

√

2m2 +mn(n− 1). Hence

m+

(

k + 1

2

)

> m+
k2

2
≥ n +

√

2m2 +mn(n− 1) = n +

√

(n− 1)

(

2m2

n− 1
+mn

)

≥ n+

√

(k − 1)

(

2m2

n− 1
+mn

)

= g(1) ≥ Sk(G).

Remark 8. We illustrate the above theorem for simple graphs on 100 vertices. From

the condition
√

2n− 2m+ 2
√

2m2 +mn(n− 1) < 1+ 8m2

n2(n−1)
+ 4m

n
we get m ≥ 1468.

Based on the restrictions for k, in the table below we consider particular examples
and give the corresponding values of k for which the Brouwer’s conjecture is true.
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m k
1500 [78,79]
1600 [79,85]
1700 [80, 92]
1800 [81, 99]
1900 [82, 100]
2000 [83, 100]
2100 [84, 100]
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