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Abstract

Let G be a nontrivial graph with minimum degree § and k an integer with k£ > 2.
In the literature, there are eigenvalue conditions that imply G contains k edge-disjoint
spanning trees. We give eigenvalue conditions that imply G contains k edge-disjoint
spanning trees and another forest F' with |E(F)| > 5%;1(|V(G)| — 1), and if F is not a
spanning tree, then F' has a component with at least § edges.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider finite, undirected and simple graphs. As usual, K, denotes a
complete graph of order n. For a connected graph G, let 7(G) be the maximum number of
edge-disjoint spanning trees in GG, which is also known as the spanning-tree packing number,
see [912LI3L[17]. By definition, 7(K;) = oo, and 7(G) = 0 if G is disconnected.

The eigenvalues of a graph are the eigenvalues of its adjacency matrix. Since the adja-
cency matrix of a graph is a real symmetric matrix, every eigenvalue of a graph is real. For
a graph G of order n, let \;(G) be the i-th largest eigenvalue of G with i = 1,...,n. A\(G)
is also known as the spectral radius of G.

Seymour proposed the following problem (in private communication to Cioaba) relating
7(G) and eigenvalues of G.

Problem 1.1. [3] Let G be a nontrivial graph. Determine the relationship between 7(G)
and eigenvalues of G.
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Motivated by Problem [T Cioaba and Wong [3] established the first a few results on
Problem [L.1I. They proposed a conjecture: Let k be an integer with £k > 2 and G be a
d-regular graph with d > 2k. If \o(G) < d— 2dk_+—11’ then 7(G) > k. This was then generalized
by Gu et al. [§] claiming that it holds for a graph G with minimum degree d > 2k, which was
confirmed by Liu, Hong, Gu and Lai [I4]. Further results may be found in [2] and references
therein. We state two typical works.

For positive integers n and s and a nonnegative integer k£ with n > s+k, let G = Bﬁ,s be
a graph obtained from disjoint K and K,_; by adding k edges joining a vertex in K, and
k vertices in K,_,. In particular, B} , = K, U K,_.

Theorem 1.1. [}/ Let k be an integer with k > 2, and let G be a connected graph with
minimum degree 6 > 2k and order n > 25 + 3. If \{(G) > Al(Bﬁ’j;_lFl), then 7(G) > k unless

G = BY;!

n,0+1°

Generalizing sufficient eigenvalue conditions for a d-regular graph G with 7(G) > k in [3],
Gu et al. [8] established the following theorem on graphs with fixed minimum degree.

Theorem 1.2. [§] Let k be an integer with k > 2, and let G be a graph with minimum
degree 6 > 2k. If
§— 2= ifk=2,

d+1
M(G)<{6—3525  ifk=3,
§—3=L ifk >4,

then 7(G) > k.

To obtain these results, the Tree Packing Theorem due to Tutte [18] and Nash-Williams
[15] over 60 years ago is needed. For a graph G we denote by V(G) the vertex set and E(G)
the edge set. For vertex disjoint subset X,Y C V(G), E(X,Y) denotes the set of edges of G
with one end vertex in X and the other end vertex in Y, and let e(X,Y) = |E(X,Y)|. For
any partition P of V(G) of a nontrivial graph G, the size |P| of partition P is the number
parts. The fractional packing number v;(G) is defined by

. Zl§i<j§|79\ e(Vi, Vj)

Theorem 1.3. [15/18] [Tree Packing Theorem] For a nontrivial graph G and a nonnegative
integer k, 7(G) > k if and only if v;(G) > k.

Fan et al. [5] established an extension of Theorem stating that for a graph G of order
n, if v;(G) = k+¢e with 0 < e < 1, then 7(G) > k, and apart from k edge-disjoint spanning
trees, there is another forest with at least e(n — 1) edges in G. Recently, Fang and Yang [0]
gave a structural explanation for the fractional part €.

For a nonnegative integer k and a positive integer d, a graph G is said to have property
P(k,d) if G satisfies the following three conditions:



(a) 7(G) =k,

(b) apart from k edge-disjoint spanning trees, there is another forest F' with |E(F)| >
TIV(G)] -1,

(c) if F' is not a spanning tree, then F' has a component with at least d edges.

Note that any graph G with minimum degree § > 1 has property P(0,4). This is obvious
if G is connected. Suppose that G is a disconnected graph with order n and minimum degree
0 > 1. Then every component has at least +1 vertices, so it has at most 577 components. It

follows that G has a spanning forest F such that |E(F)| > n— 55 > 8=1(n —1). Evidently,

each component of F' has at least 0 edges. Thus, G has property P(0, ).

Theorem 1.4. [6] For positive integers k and d, and a nontrivial graph G, if ve(G) >
k+ d%dl, then G has property P(k,d).

Motivated by the above works, we investigate the following problem.

Problem 1.2. Let k be a positive integer, and let G be a nontrivial graph with minimum
degree 0. What eigenvalue conditions imply that G has property P(k,0)?

The main results are listed as below.

Theorem 1.5. Let k be a positive integer, and let G be a graph with minimum degree

§ > 2k +2 and order n > 25 +3. If \{(G) > M\ (B*31.), then G has property P(k,0) unless

A n,0+1
~ pk-1
G — B’I’L,5+1'

We remark that the lower bound 2k + 2 on ¢ in Theorem can not be lowered to 2k
as in Theorem [L.Tl or even 2k + 1, generally. We give such examples.

(i) Let H; be the graph in Fig. [l By a direct calculation, we have 5.1919 = \,(H;) >
M (Bl ;) = 5.0561. Note that 6(H,) = 4 = 2x2, 7(H;) = 2, and apart from two edge-disjoint
spanning trees (whose edges are displayed as bold and thin lines), there is another forest F’
(whose edges are displayed as dashed lines) with 8 = |E(F)| > 2 x 10 = 2. However, F is
not a spanning tree, and F' has no component with at least 4 edges, so H; does not have
property P(2,4).

Fig. 1: Graph H;.

(ii) Let Hy be the graph obtained from K U Kj7 by removing two independent edge
uv, xy from K and adding edges uww, vw, zw,yw and three other edges connecting three

3



vertices of Kjg to some vertex w of Kj;. By a calculation, we have 16.1578 = A\ (Hy) >
A1(BS316) = 15.1645. Note that §(Hz) = 15 =2 x 7+ 1 and that 7(H) > 7. Apart from 7
edge-disjoint spanning trees, any forest has at most 13 + 16 = 29 edges as there are only 13
edges left in K4 after removing two independent edges and the edges of 7 spanning trees.

However, 29 < }—g X 32 = %, so Hy does not have property P(7,15).

Theorem 1.6. Let k be a positive integer, and let G be a graph with minimum degree
0 > 2k + 2. Suppose that

-5 ifk=1,2,

M(G) < 0—350 if3<k<T,
-2 ifk>8

Then G has property P(k,J).

To attain the conclusion Theorem [L.6] the lower bound 2k + 2 on § can not be lowered
to 2k as in Theorem or even 2k + 1, generally.

(i) For k > 1, A\y(Ks41) = —1, which is less than the bound in Theorem Note that
d(Koks1) = 2k and 7(Kory1) = k [17]. However, apart from k edge-disjoint spanning trees,
there are k < 2k — 1 edges, so Ks41 does not have property P(k,2k).

(ii) Let H be the Petersen graph. Note that \y(H) =1 < 3 — % =% and 7(H) = 1.

Apart from one spanning tree, there are 6 edges. But 6 = %(10 — 1), so H does not have
property P(1,3). For k > 2, Ao(Kokt196+1) = 0, which is less than the bound of Theorem
L6l Note that d(Koxt10k+1) = 2k + 1 and 7(Koki196+1) = k [17]. However, apart from k
edge-disjoint spanning trees, there are 3k + 1 edges. As 3k +1 < %(Zﬂf + 1), Kogt12k+1
does not have property P(k,2k + 1).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give lemmas that will be
used. Theorems are are proved in Sections 3 and 4, respectively.

2 Preliminaries

Let G be a graph. For a vertex v of G, we denote by dg(v) the degree of v in G. We use
d(G) for the average degree of G, and '(G) for the edge connectivity of G. Denote by G[9]
the subgraph of G induced by S if ) # S C V(G), and G — E; the graph with vertex set
V(@) and edge set E(G) \ E; if £y C E(G), and in particular, we write G — f for G — {f}
when f € E(G). Given two graphs G and H, let G U H denote the disjoint union of G' and
H.

If all the eigenvalues of an nxn matrix B are real, then we denote them by A\ (B), ..., A, (B)
with A\;(B) > --- > \,(B). For an n-vertex graph G, the adjacency matrix of G is the n x n
matrix A(G) = (auw)uwev(c), where a,, = 1 if uv € E(G) and a,, = 0 otherwise. Evidently,
Ni(G) = M(A(GQ)) for i = 1,...,n. Note that >, \;(G) = 0.

The following sharp upper bound on the spectral radius was obtained by Hong et al. [11]
and Nikiforov [16].



Lemma 2.1. Let G be a graph on n vertices and m edges with minimum degree 6 > 1. Then

_ 2
Al(G)S%—l—\/Qm—néjL(dzl) :

By the well-known Perron-Frobenius theorem, we can easily deduce the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. If H is a subgraph of a connected graph G, then
M(H) < A (G)
with equality if and only if H = G.
Consider two sequences of real numbers: 71 > 1 > --- > n, and g > o > -+ > fiy,
with m < n. The second sequence is said to interlace the first one whenever
M 2> i = Mnemas fori=1,2,... m.

Cioaba and Wong [3] derived the next useful lemma in plain text from the well-known
Cauchy Interlacing Theorem, stating that for a real symmetric matrix A and a principal
submatrix B of A, the eigenvalues of B interlace the eigenvalues of A, see [11[7].

Lemma 2.3. [3] Let S and T be disjoint subsets of V(G) and e(S,T) = 0. Then
A2 (G) = A2(G[S UT]) = min{A (G[S]), M(G[T])} = min{d(G[S]), d(G[T])}

Suppose that G is a graph and V(G) is partitioned as Vi U---UV,,. For 1 <i < j <m,
denote by A;; the submatrix of A(G) with rows corresponding to vertices in V; and columns
corresponding to vertices in V;. The quotient matrix of A(G) with respect to this partition
is the matrix B = (b;;), where b;; = |711\ Zuew Zvevj G-

The following lemma is a special case of Corollary 2.3 in [10], see also [LL[7].

Lemma 2.4. For a graph G, if B is a quotient matriz of A(G), then the eigenvalues of B
interlace the eigenvalues of A(G).

We also need a lemma due to Gu et al. [§].

Lemma 2.5. [§/ Let G be a connected graph and V(G) =V, U--- UV, be a partition of
V(G). Let B be the quotient matriz of A(G) with respect to this partition. Fori=1,...,m,
let d; be the average degree of vertices from U; in G. Then

min {d;} < M\ (B) < lrgzgn{al}

1<i<m

Lemma 2.6. Let G be a graph with minimum degree 6 > 1. Let ) # U C V(G). If
e(U,V\U) <06—1, then |U| > § + 1.

Proof. If |U| <6, then
S|U| SZdG(u) <|U|(JU|=1) +e(U,V\U) <o(JU|-1)+6—-1=46|U| -1,

uelU

a contradiction. O



3 Proof of Theorem

For positive integers n, k, and s with n > s+ k and k > 2, let g{;s be the set of graphs
obtained from K, U K, _, by adding k edges between K, and K, ,. It is evident that
By, €0,

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a disconnected graph on n vertices with minimum degree §, where
n > 26+ 2. Then \(G) < n — 4 — 2 with equality of and only if G = B a1

Proof. Suppose that G is a disconnected graph on n vertices with minimum degree § that
maximizes the spectral radius. Then, for some component H of G,

)\1(H) = )\1(G) Z )\1(K5+1 U Kn—é—l) = max{é,n -0 — 2} =n-—0—2.

So [V(H)| > M(H)+1>n-—6—1. As the minimum degree of G is §, G consists of two
components, |V(H)| =n—0—1, G —V(H) = Ks;1, and so we have by Lemma that
H= Kn—é—l- Thus G = K5+1 U Kn—5—1 = Broz,é-‘rl‘ I

Lemma 3.2. [}/ Let G € QMH where k > 2, n > 20+ 3, and § > 2k. Then \(G) <
(B 5+1) with equality of and only if G = B* 511

Lemma 3.3. [}/ Let G € gﬁ’_bl where k > 2, n > 2b, b > 6 +2, and 6 > 2k. Then
M(G) < M(BiGh)-

)< () + (7).

Lemma 3.4. For integers x,y and a with x,y > a > 2, ()+(
a) > 0. O

Proof. 1t is equivalent to the trivial inequality (z — a)(y —
Lemma 3.5. For positive integers ay, ..., a,,
p
S (“) < (Z=e Pt
— 2 2

Proof. We prove the inequahty by induction on p. It is trivial if p = 1. Suppose that p > 2,
and that Zf:_ll (C;) < (Zl 1 ‘“_(p 1 +1) Then

> () zi@%@p)
()

Let a=3""a;—(p—1)+1and b= a, Then

(1))
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SO (;) + ( ) < (“+b 1) implying that

2::() <ZZlaz (—21)+1+ap—1):(Zleai2—p+1)'

Thus, the desired inequality follows. O

Lemma 3.6. Letn > 2k+3 and k > 1 be integers. Let G be a graph obtained by K,, deleting
k edges. Then 7(G) > k + 1.

Proof. Suppose that 7(G) < k + 1. By Theorem [[.3] there exists some partition V(G) =
ViUu---UV, of V(G) with 2 < p <n such that

e(Vi,V;)) <(k+1)(p—1)—1.
Then
e(G) = eGV)+ Y eVi,V))

i=1 1<i<j<p

< i ('?') +(k+1p-1) -1

2

Now, by Lemma B and letting f(p) = & — (n —k — )p+ 22—k — 2 we have

pog
Q)
IN
/
3
I
o3
+
—

)+(k+1)(p—1)—1

Asn > 2k+3, we have f(2)— f(n) = in*—(k+2)n+2k+3 > $(2k+3)?— (k+2)(2k+3)+2k+
3=0,s0 f(2) > f(n). Asn>2k+3and k > 1 wehave?<n—k:——<n As2<p<n,

2

we have f(p) < max{f(2),f(n)} = ()Z%—%"H{%l- Soe(G)<———+k+1
However, as n > 2k 4 3, we have
2

2 3 23
e(G)z(g)—kZ%—g—kz%—§+ —k> S-Skl

a contradiction. O
We are now ready to prove Theorem [l

Proof of Theorem [1.J. Suppose that G is a graph for which Theorem is not true. That
is, G is a graph with minimum degree § > 2k + 2 and order n > 2§ 4 3 such that

M(G) = M(By5iy) (1)
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but G does not have property P(k,d) unless G = Bs,_ail-
By Theorem [[4], v4(G) < k+ %=1, so there exists some partition P of V(@) into p = |P|

subsets Vi, ..., V, with p > 2 such that

> v = (k4050 ) 0= 1) < (b - ) 2)

1<i<j<p

Case 1. p = 2.
From (), we have e(V4, V2) < k. By Lemma [26] we have |V;],|V5| > 64 1. Suppose that
e(V1,Va) <k —1. If k =1, then we have by Lemma B.I] that
M(G) <n—0—2=X\(BGL)

with equality if and only if G = Bﬁ}}rl, contradicting the assumption. Suppose that k > 2.

Assume that |Vj| < |V;]. For the cases |Vi| = 0 + 1 and |Vi| > 0 + 2, we have by Lemmas
and [3.3], respectively, together with Lemma 2.2 that

M(G) < M(BEGL)

k—1

with equality if and only it G = B, |,

e(Vi,Va) = k.
Claim 3.1. ¢(G[Vi]) + e(G[Va]) < (") + ("2) — &.

contradicting the assumption again. This shows that

Proof. If e(G[V}]) < (";‘) —k for i = 1 or 2, then e(G[V1]) + e(G[V2]) < (";1‘) + (";2‘) —k, as
desired.

Suppose that e(G[V}]) > (“g') — k for each ¢ = 1,2. Fori = 1,2, as 0 > 2k + 2 and
|Vi| > 6 +1, we have |V;| > 2k + 3. By Lemma 3.6, 7(G[V;]) > k+1 for i = 1,2. A spanning
tree of G[V1], a spanning tree of G[V5], and one edge from V; to V5 form a spanning tree of
G. Thus, 7(G) > k. Apart from the k edge-disjoint spanning trees of G, there is a forest F’
of G consisting a spanning tree of G[V}] and a spanning tree of G[V3]. As n > 20 + 3, we
have

6—1
B(F)| = Wil + Vsl =2 =n—2> Z—(n - 1),

As e(V1,V2) = k, F is not a spanning tree. As |V;| > § + 1 for i = 1,2, each component of
F has at least min{|V}], |Va|} — 1 > 6 edges. So G has property P(k,d), contradicting the
assumption again. O

By Claim B.1], the fact that e(Vy, V5) = k, and Lemma 3.4 we have

@< (1) (9)=(1)( 1)

So, by Lemma [2.1], we have

N NG
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Evidently, Ks.1 U K,,_s_1 is a subgraph of BZISL. From (), we have Lemma that
M(G) > M\ (B 5}r1) > M(Ks UKy 5-1)=n—0—2,

which is a contradiction.

Case 2. p > 3.

Claim 3.2. e(G) < (*1) + ("707%) +2(k + 1).

Proof. Let r; =e(V;,V\'V;) fori=1,...,p, it follows from (2] that

p
> ri<2k+1)(p-1). (3)
i=1
If there exists at most one part V; with 1 < j <p such that r; <¢ — 1, then r; > ¢ for all
with 1 <7 < p and i # j, so we have

Zn_ —1)0>2(k+1)(p—1),

which contradicts ([B]). Thus, there exist two parts, say Vi, V; such that rs, 7, < § — 1. By
Lemma [Z0] |V, |Vi| > 6+ 1, so

p<n—|Vi—|Vi| +2<n—-24
By Lemmas B.5 and 3.4,

yeo= () +2(3)

i=1 =
it

()
(D))

(@) =D e+ > eViV))



< (5;1)+<n_(p;r5_1))+(k:+1)(p—1)

1 1 1 1
:§p2+(5+k—n+§)p+52—n5+§n2+§n—k—1.

Let ¥(p) = 3 + (0 +k —n+ )p+ 6> —nd + 4n* + $n — k — 1. Since p < n — 20 and

0 > 2k + 2, we have
1
—(5—|—k‘—n—l—§)>n—252p23,

so ¥ (p) < ¥(3). Hence Claim 3.2 follows. O

By Claim B.2] e(G) < (5;1) + ("_‘;_2)) +2(k +1). By Lemma 2T and the facts that

n > 25+ 3 and § > 2k + 2, we have

>\1(G)<5_T1+\/2<<5—2Fl)+<n—c;—2))+2(k+1)> _”“(521)2

§—1 9 13 41
= — 2— _2 —
5 —i-\/n (35+5)n+45+25+4k+—4

0—1 3 3\?
. 25 —2) —(2n—26 — 4k —
5 —I-\/<n 25 2) (2n — 2§ — 4k — 8)

=n—0—2.

Similarly as above, we arrive at a contradiction. O

4 Proof of Theorem

If G is a graph with minimum degree 6 > 1, and A\y(G) < J, then G is connected. This fact
is used frequently.

Lemma 4.1. [§] Let k be a positive integer, and let G be a graph with minimum degree

0> k. If \(G) < 6 — B then #/(G) > k.

Proof of Theorem[I.0. Suppose that G is a graph for which Theorem is not true. By
Theorem [[4] v¢(G) < k+ %. So V(G) can be partitioned into p parts Vi, ..., V, for some
p > 2 such that

> v = (k4050 ) 0= 1) < (e - ) (4

1<i<y<p
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Let r; = e(V;,V\V;) fori=1,...,p. Then

=

ry <2(k+1)(p—1)—1. (5)

i=1
Assume that r; <--- <7,

Claim 4.1. If \(G) < § — %, then there exist no indices i and j with 1 < i,j < p and

i # j such that e(V;, V;) =0 and r;,r; < 2k + 1.

Proof. Suppose that there exist some 4, j with 1 <4,j < p and i # j such that e(V;,V;) =0
and 7,7, < 2k +1. As § > 2k + 2, we have r;,r; < § — 1. By Lemma 2.6 we have
\Vil, |V;] > 6 + 1. Then

dGV)]) > ——"L =0 — -
=" vi= 0T o
and similarly,
2k +1
G 26— 5
By Lemma 2.3]
2k +1
A(G) 20 = 5
contradicting A2(G) < § — %. O
Claim 4.2. If \o(G) < § — %, then, for any i with 1 <1i < p,
1 if k=1,
r>43 if k=2,
k+2 ifk>3.

Proof. The case when k =1 is trivial. Suppose that £ > 2 and for some i =1,...p,
3 if k=2,
r <
kE+2 if k> 3.

if k=2
K(G)<r < s lk ’
k+2 ifk>3.

Then

So we have by Lemma 1] that

2k — 2 -3k o< k<8
M(G) > 5 — 6+1 — —
2(6) 20 =57 {5—§ﬁ3 if k > 8.
This is a contradiction. O
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In the following, if U C V(G), then we denote by d’ the average degree of vertices from
Uin G.

Claim 4.3. Let r be a positive integer. If V(G) = V1 UU and e(V1,U) = r, then

AQ(G)za—(“;—lﬁﬁ).

Proof. The quotient matrix of A(G) with respect to the partition V(G) =V, U U is

g (B—m _mr |
T /i '
o 4w

By Lemma 2.4 A\o(G) > A\o(B). By Lemma 2.5
81 +E — )\1(3) > min{al,E} > 0.

Thus,

=d;— — +d — X\ (B
A oy~ MB)
I — r r
—h+T-MB) -+
! 1(5) <|v1| |U|)
T T
25_(—+—). .
AR

Claim 4.4. Let r,s,t be nonnegative integers. If V(G) = Vi UV, UU, e(V1,Va) = r,
e(V1,U) = s and e(Vo,U) = t, then

r+s r+t s+t
X (G) >0 — + + ) :
(0) 25 (G00+ 5 + o
Proof. The quotient matrix of A(G) with respect to the partition V(G) =V, UV, UU is
g r+s r s
hoW_M,, T
B=| m - _mw
5 t dr — stt
Ul |UI |UI

By Lemma 24 \2(G) > Ao(B) and A\3(G) > A3(B). By Lemma 2.5]
81 + 82 —|—E - >\1(B) Z 2min{31,32,g} Z 20.
Thus,

20(G) > 2X(B) > Ao(B) + \s(B)
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- r+s - r+t = s+t
=d — 1 +dy — 5+ +d —
Vil V2l U]

s r+s r+t s+t
:d1+d2+d'—A1(B)—(|Vl| + A + |U|)

r+s r+t s+t
>25—( + + ),
Wil Vel [U

). O

Denote by z, the multiplicity of ¢ in the multiset {rq,...,7,}.
Case 1. k=1.
By Claim 2, r; > 1. From (f), we have

— Mi(B)

Hence, A\2(G) >0 — (HS + 3t 4

s+t
2val © 2lvel 22U

1+ 20+ 33 +4(p— (1 + 20+ 23)) <4dp — 5,

i.e., 3113'1 + 21’2 + x3 > 9.
Case 1.1. 21 = 0.
If 20 =0, then z3 > 5,801 = --- =15 = 3 and e(V4,V;) = 0 for some 7 = 2,...,5.
However, by Claim .|, we have e(V;,V;) # 0 for any j = 2,...,5, which is a contradiction.
If o =1, then x3 > 3,80 11 =2, r9 =13 =14 = 3 and e(V},V;) = 0 for some j = 2,3, 4.
However, by Claim .1l we have e(V;,V;) # 0 for any j = 2, 3,4, which is a contradiction.
Suppose that 9 > 2. Then r; = r9 = 2. Note that x3 > 1if 29 = 2,503 <3< — 1.
Let U = V(G) \ (V1 U V). By Claim 1] e(Vy, Va) = e(V4,U) = e(Va,U) = 1. By Lemma
20, |[Vi| >0+ 1, |Vo| > d+1and |U| > |V5] > § + 1. The quotient matrix of A(G) with
respect to the partition V(G) =V, UV, UU is

3 2 1 1

dy . Wil ) \\1'1|
Bi=1 w ko _ma
1 1 J — 2
U] U] U1

By Claim (4.4],

1 1 1 3
M(G) >0 — [ b ) >
2(6) 2 (|v1| i |U|)— ST

a contradiction.
Case 1.2. z; > 1.

If 4 =1, thenry = 1and rp, <3 < 6—1, and if 1 > 2, then 1 = ro = 1. Let
U=V(G)\Vi. By Lemma2@] |Vi| >+ 1 and |U| > |V2| > 6 + 1. The quotient matrix of
A(G) with respect to the partition V(G) =V, UU is

d— L L
B2:< 1\‘/1| _|V1\1 )
o Y
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By Claim [4.3],

1 1 2
MAO>0—|—+— | >0— ——

a contradiction.
Case 2. k= 2.
By Claim 2 r; > 3. From (&), we have

35(73"‘45(74"—51’5"—6(]9—($3+LE4—|—SII5))§6p—7,

i.e., 35(73 + 25(74 + x5 > 7.
Case 2.1. 23 =0.

If 24 =0, then 25 > 7,507 = --- =17 =5, and e(V;,V;) = 0 for some j = 2,...7,
contradicting Claim (.11
If 24 = 1, then x5 > 5,80 r; =4, r9 = -+ = 1rg = 5, and e(V4,V;) = 0 for some

j=2,...,6, contradicting Claim [4.1]

Suppose that x4, > 2. Then ry = ro = 4. Note that z5 > 3 if x4 = 2, and z5 > 1
if ey =3. Sory <5 =3k—-1<6—-1. Let U =V(G)\ (V4 UVz). By Lemma [26]
|U| > |V5] + |V4] > 2(0 +1). Let e(Vy,V2) = y. Since r; = ro = 4, we have y > 1 by Claim
41l The quotient matrix of A(G) with respect to the partition V(G) =V, UV, U U is

g 4 Y d—y
d Wil Wl . 4\1 1|
_ Y _ 4 iy
Bs=| 1w -
4—y 4-y J — 8=2u
|U| |U| U]

By Claim (4.4],
2 2 4y
M(G) > 6 — +— 4
4625~ (01 o+ o)
2 2 4y
> 45—
29 (5+1+5+1+2(5+1)>
B 12—y
2(6 + 1)
11
>5_  —
20 200+ 1)

a contradiction.
Case 2.2. z3=1.

If 24 =0, then 25 > 4,801, =3, ro =13 =74, =5 and e(V3,V;) = 0 for some j = 2,3,4,
contradicting Claim FT]

Suppose that 4 > 1. Then ry = 3, o, = 4. Note that x5 > 2 if x4 = 2. So r3 <
5=3k—-3<d-1 Let U=V(G)\ (V1 UV,). By Lemma 2.0 |U| > |V3] >+ 1. Let

14



e(V1,Va) = y. Since r1,79 < 4, we have y > 1 by Claim .Jl The quotient matrix of A(G)
with respect to the partition V(G) =V UV, UU is

dy — 3= y 3=y
L7l . J;Vll
_ Yy _ 4 d-y
Bi=1 m -m W
-y 4-y d — =2y
|U| |U| U]

By Claim (4.4],

3 2 7—2y)
M(G) > 6 — + +
() 2 (2\%\ AR

T—y
>0 - —=
- 0+1

6
>0 — ——
- o411’

a contradiction.
Case 2.3. z3 > 2.

Note that r; = r = 3 and that 224 + 25 > 1 if 23 = 2. Sors <5 =3k—1<¢§— 1.
Let U = V(G) \ (V4 UVy). By Lemma 2.6, |U| > |V3| > § + 1. Let e(V4,V32) = y. Since
r1 =719 = 3, we have y > 1 by Claim LIl The quotient matrix of A(G) with respect to the
partition V(G) = ViUV, U U is

gl_i Y 3=y
Vil _ \V1\3 g‘/lll/
_ Y -
Bi=| pa  ®-ma _m
3=y 3=y J — =2y
U] U] |U|
By Claim [4.4],
3 3 3-y
A > ) —
(G) 2 <2ww+2|v2\+|v|)
6—vy
§g— — 2
- o0+1
5
>5— 2
o411’

a contradiction.
Case 3. k£ > 3.
By Claim 2] r; > k + 2. From (), we have

2%+1 2%+1
> g2k 1) ( - > a:j> <2k+1)(p-1)—1.

J=k+2 Jj=k+2
That is,
2k+1
> (k42— j)a; > 2k +3.
j=k+2

15



Let h be the smallest index among k + 2,...,2k 4+ 1 such that x; # 0. Then

2k+1
> (k42— j)a; > 2k + 3. (6)
j=h

Since h > k + 2, we have 2k + 3 > 2(2k — h + 2).

Case 3.1. z; > 2.
Since 2k + 3 > 2(2k — h + 2), there exists an integer a > 3 such that

(a—1)(2k —h+2) <2k +3<a(2k—h+2).

From the right inequality, we have h < M From the left equality and (@), we have
2%k+1 2k+1
2k—h+2)> x;> > (2k+2—j)z; >2k+3> (a— 1)(2k — h+2),
j=h j=k+2

SO Ty + -+ Topyr > a. Let U =V(G)\ (V1 UV,). Let e(V1,V2) = y. Since 1,79 < 2k + 1,
we have y > 1 by Claim 1l The quotient matrix of A(G) with respect to the partition
V(G)= ViUV, UU is

i h
d, Wil \_yl|h )l
B5 = VLQ‘ d2 - W S
h—y h—y g 2y
Ul Ul U1
By Claim (4.4],
1/ h h  2(h—1y)
A (G) >6— = ( + + ) :
Wl [Vl U]
Since r; < - o < 2k+1<5—1, we have by Lemma 2.6l that |V;| > d+1fori=1,...,a,

so |U| > |V},|+ +|Va| > (64 1)(a—2). Note also that y > 1, and h < w Then

1/ h ho 2(h—vy) 1/ h h 2(h —y)
§<|v1|+|v2|+ 7] )§§<5+1+5+1+(5+1)(a—2)>

_ (a—=1)h—
_(5+1)( —2)
a—l
5+1 ( 2 a—2)
a—1 2k+Da—-1)—-1 1
_5—1-1 <a—2 a _a—2>
2a@—-12*k+1) 2a-1
5+1 < ala — 2) (a—2))
2a—1)2(k + 1)
<5+1 ala — 2)

16



It follows that
8(k+1)

3(0+1)
which is a contradiction as if k > 9, then M\y(G) > § — S+ ~ 5 o

3(6+1)
Case 3.2. z;, = 1.
From ({6), we have

Ao(G) > 6 —

+1'

2k+1
> @k+2-j)a; >2k+3-(2k—h+2)=h+1>k+3.
j=h+1

Let i/ be the smallest index such that z;, > 0 with A’ > h. Then

2k+1
> @k+2-j)a; > k+3.
Jj=n

Since h' > h > k + 2, we have 2k — h' + 2 < k < k + 3. Thus there exists an integer a’ > 2
such that
(@ —1)2k—h'+2) <k+3<d((2k—n"+2).

Ca . 2a’—1)(k+1 2%-+1
From the right inequality, we have b’ < % From the left inequality and Z _J,rl, (2k+
2 —j)x; > k+ 3, we have

/
Tp + 0+ Top1 2> @,

and ry < -+ <rypy <2k+1<06—1. By Lemma 2.6 |V| >d+1foranyi=1,...,a +1.
Let U = V(G) \ (Vi1 UV,). By Lemma 28], |U| > |V + -+ [Vaga1| > (6 + 1)(a’ — 1). Let
e(Vi,Va) = y. Since 1,79 < 2k + 1, we have y > 1 by Clalm 41 The quotient matrix of
A(G) with respect to the partition V(G) =V U Vo UU is

d, — b Y h—y
dy wil |Vﬂh, \Vﬂ
. v . n n-y
Bo=| w2y )
h—y Wey g _ hth'-2y
U] U] U

Note that |V4|,[Va| > 6+ 1, |U > 6+ 1)(d — 1),y > 1, and h < b/ < (k+1)(2:/r_1)_2‘ By
Claim [4.4],

h n h+h' —2y

> 4§ —
e R O AR AR Tij )
sy @=L+ R) L h =2y

2@ — 1) +1)

17



a(h+h')—2
=7 2@ -1D(0+1)

S5 ah' —1
(@' —1)(6+1)
/_ —
o5 (2 = 1)(k+1)—3
- (' —1)(0+1)
3k

5 2

” S+ 1’
which is a contradiction, as if 3 < k <7, then \y(G) > 6 — ai_k1 >0 — 22?18 O

Acknowledgement. This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation
of China (No. 12071158).

References

[1] A.E. Brouwer, W.H. Haemers, Spectra of Graphs, Springer, New York, 2012.

[2] S.M. Cioaba, A. Ostuni, D. Park, S. Potluri, T. Wakhare, W. Wong, Extremal graphs
for a spectral inequality on edge-disjoint spanning trees, Electron. J. Combin. 29 (2022)
2.56.

[3] S.M. Cioaba, W. Wong, Edge-disjoint spanning trees and eigenvalues of regular graphs,
Linear Algebra Appl. 437 (2012) 630-647.

[4] D. Fan, X. Gu, H. Lin, Spectral raduis and edge-disjoint spanning trees, J. Graph
Theory 104 (2022) 697-711.

[5] G. Fan, H. Jiang, P. Li, D.B. West, D. Yang, X. Zhu, Extensions of matroid covering
and packing, Eur. J. Combin. 76 (2019) 117-122.

[6] X.Fang, D. Yang, An extension of Nash-Williams and Tutte’s theorem, J. Graph Theory
108 (2025) 361-367.

[7] C. Godsil, G. Royle, Algebraic Graph Theory, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2013.

[8] X. Gu, H.-J. Lai, P. Li, S. Yao, Edge-disjoint spanning trees, edge connectivity, and
eigenvalues in graphs, J. Graph Theory 61 (2016) 16-29.

[9] X. Gu, R. Liu, G. Yu, Spanning tree packing and 2-essential edge-connectivity, Discrete

Math. 346 (2023) 113132.

[10] W.H. Haemers, Interlacing eigenvalues and graphs, Linear Algebra Appl. 226 (1995)

593-616.

18



[11] Y. Hong, J. Shu, K. Fang, A sharp upper bound of the spectral radius of graphs, J.
Combin. Theory Ser. B. 81 (2001) 177-183.

[12] H.-J. Lai, J. Li, Packing spanning trees in highly essentially connected graphs, Discrete
Math. 342 (2019) 1-9.

[13] F. Lehner, On spanning tree packings of highly edge connected graphs, J. Combin.
Theory Ser. B 105 (2014) 93-126.

[14] Q. Liu, Y. Hong, X. Gu, H.-J. Lai, Note on edge-disjoint spanning trees and eigenvalues,
Linear Algebra Appl. 458 (2014) 128-133.

[15] C.St.J.A. Nash-Williams, Edge-disjoint spanning trees of finite graphs, Lond. Math.
Soc. 36 (1961) 445-450.

[16] V. Nikiforov, Some inequalities for the largest eigenvalue of a graph, Combin. Probab.
Comput. 11 (2002) 179-189.

[17] E.M. Palmer, On the spanning tree packing number of a graph: a survey, Discrete Math.
230 (2001) 13-21.

[18] W.T. Tutte, On the problem of decomposing a graph into n factors, Lond. Math. Soc.
36 (1961) 221-230.

19



	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Proof of Theorem 1.5
	Proof of Theorem 1.6

