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1 Introduction

We study simple undirected graphs, with undefined terms and notation following [3]. As in [3],
5(G), k(GQ), K'(G) and G denote the minimum degree, the connectivity, the edge-connectivity
and the complement of a graph G, respectively. For an integer k, a graph G is k-connected
(resp. k-edge-connected) if kK(G) > k (resp. k'(G) > k). Throughout this paper, for an
integer s > 1, let sK be the edgeless graph with s vertices. Let S C V(G) be a subset. For any
vertex u € V(G), define Ng(u) = {v € S : wv € E(G)}. If H is a subgraph of G, then we use
Ny (u) for Ny gy(w). In particular, Ng(u) = {v € V(G) : wv € E(G)} and dg(u) = |[Ng(u)|.
We often use N(u) and d(u) for Ng(u) and dg(u), respectively, when G is understood from the
context. A graph G is nontrivial if it has at least one edge. Asin [3], G is Hamiltonian (resp.,
traceable) if G contains a spanning cycle (resp., spanning path), and is Hamilton-connected
if any pair of distinct vertices are joined by a spanning path.

Definition 1.1 Let g > 0 be an integers and let G be a graph.

(i) G is g-traceable (resp. ¢-Hamiltonian, ¢-Hamilton-connected) if any removal of at
most q vertices from G results in a traceable graph (resp., a Hamiltonian graph, a Hamilton-
connected graph).

(ii) G is g~edge-Hamiltonian if any collection of vertex-disjoint paths with at most q edges
altogether must belong to a Hamiltonian cycle in G.

(iii) G is g-path-coverable if V(G) can be covered by no more than q vertex-disjoint paths.

Following [3], we use G[X] to denote the subgraph of G induced by X. By Definition [[.11(i),
a ¢g-Hamiltonian graph is also a (g + 1)-traceable graph. However, a (¢ + 1)-traceable graph is
not necessarily a g-Hamiltonian graph. For instance, the Petersen graph is 1-traceable, but not
0-Hamiltonian. Moreover, a traceable graph is a 0-traceable graph, and a Hamiltonian graph is
both a O0-Hamiltonian and a 1-traceable graph. If G is Hamilton-connected, then for any pair
of vertices {u,v} of G, there is a Hamiltonian path connecting u and v. Thus, G[V(G)\{u,v}]
contains a Hamiltonian path, and hence G is 2-traceable.

As in [3], the join G V H of two disjoint graphs G and H is defined by V(G V H) =
V(G)UV(H)and E(GVH)=EG)UEH)U{zy:z € V(G)and y € V(H)}. A k-regular
graph is a graph with dg(u) = k for each vertex u € V(G). For two different nonnegative
integers p and ¢, a (p,q)-semi-regular bipartite graph is a bipartite graph G with vertex
bipartition (U, V') such that dg(u) = p, Vu € U and dg(v) = ¢, Vo € V. As usual, let K,
C, and Ky ,_j be the complete graph, cycle and complete bipartite graph with n vertices,
respectively. Following [16], for nonnegative integers n, k and s satisfying s < k < %(n +s—2),
define the graph Mff’s with n vertices and minimum degree k as follows:

Mrl?s = Ks \ (Kn—k—l U Kk-l—l—s)'

In order to characterize the exceptional graphs in our main results, we introduce several graph
families in the following.



Definition 1.2 Let n, k, p, g, v be five nonnegative integers, and s be an integer.

(i) Define B, s, = {G_l V Gy : Gy = (U, V) is a connected (k — s,n — k — 1)-semi-regular
bipartite graph with n — s — 1 4+ r wvertices and Go is a spanning subgraph of Ksi1_,, where
0<r<s+1andr# 1}. In particular, By, 1,0 = {M,’f’o} = {Kn_k_l U Kk+1}-

(i) Define Cp 5, = {G_l\/ Go : Gy is a connected (p,n — s — 1 — p)-semi-regular bipartite graph
with n — s — 1+ 1 vertices and Gy is a spanning subgraph of Ksi1—p, where 0 <r <s+1,r#1
and 1 <p< "‘T‘H} In particular, C, _10 = {Kp UK,—p: where 1 <p < %}

(iii) Suppose that n =2k +1—s and s < 1. Define H,, j s, = {Gl V Gy : Gy is a r-reqular
graph with n — k + r vertices and Gy is a spanning subgraph of Ky _,., where 0 < r < k;} In
particular, Hy, i s 1. s the set of all k-regular graphs with n vertices.

(iv) Let Dy s = {(G_l Vv G_g) V G3 : G1 and Go are two connected "‘Ts_l—regular graphs with
[V(G1)|+|V(G2)| =n—r and G3 is a spanning subgraph of K, with 1n(G3) < n—s—1, where
0<r<s-— 1}. In particular, D, 10 = {K@ n
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(v) Let Wy, 5 = {G_l V Ga: G is a connected ”_S_l-regular graph with n — r vertices and Go

s a spanning subgraph of K, with ,u(G_g) <n-—-s—1, where 0 < r < %3_1} In particular,
Wy, —1,0 @s the set of (% — 1)—regular graphs.

(vi) Suppose that n > k > 0, p > k+ 1, and let (X,Y) be the vertex bipartition of Ky piq
with | X| =n and |Y| = p+q. Let X1 C X be a subset with | X1] = n—Fk, Y1 CY be a
subset with |Y1| = ¢ > 1 and K = K, p14[X1 UY1] be the induced subgraph. Define By p_kpq =
Ky prqg — E(K). When k is understood from the context, we often write By p_j.pq aS Zp 4 and
define Z0) , = Zpq — €, where e = wv € E(Z,4) satisfying dz, ,(u) = n and dg, (v) = p. To
simplify the notation in the proofs, we define

0 0
Fn,k,s = Zn—l—s—k—l,k—l—l—s and Fn,k,s = Zn—l—s—k—l,k—l—l—s' (11)

Following [3], we use G = [U, V] to denote a bipartite graph with vertex bipartition (U, V');
and G is balanced (respectively, almost balanced) if |U| = |V| (respectively, if |U| — |V] €
{1,—1}). Let p and ¢ be two nonnegative integers. A bipartite graph G = [U,V] is (p,q)-
traceable if for any subset S C G satisfying |SNU| = p, |[SNV| = g and |(|U|—p)—(|V|—q)| < 1,
G — S is traceable; and G = [U,V] is (p, ¢)-Hamiltonian if for any subset S C G satisfying
|ISNU|=p,|SNV|=qand |U —p=|V|—¢q, G- S is Hamiltonian.

For two graphs G and H, we write H C G if H is a subgraph of G. For nonnegative integers
n and k, let G, be the class of graphs with n vertices, and define the k-closure of a graph G,
denoted by %% (G), to be the graph obtained from G by recursively joining pairs of nonadjacent
vertices whose degree sum is at least k until no such pair remains nonadjacent. By definition,
G C %6;(G). A graphical property P is k-stable if for any graph G € G,,, G has Property P if
and only if 6% (G) has Property P. It is worth noting that this definition of k-stable is a slightly
different from that in [2].

There is also a closure concept for bipartite graphs [2]. Let & > 0 be an integer and



G = [U, V] be a bipartite graph. The bipartite closure graph %;(G) of G is the bipartite
graph obtained from G by recursively joining pairs of nonadjacent vertices u,v with v € U and
v € V whose degree sum is at least k& until no such pair remains nonadjacent. By definition,

G C Bi(G).

Let A(G) and D(G), respectively, be the adjacency matrix and the diagonal degree matrix of
G. The signless Laplacian matrix of G is defined to be Q(G) = D(G)+ A(G). The spectral
radius of G, denoted by p(G), is the largest eigenvalue of A(G), and the signless Laplacian
spectral radius of G, denoted by u(G), is the largest eigenvalue of Q(G). Throughout this
paper, let a be a nonnegative real number and define (G, «) be the largest eigenvalue of the
matrix A(G) + aD(G). By definition, ©(G,0) = p(G) and O(G,1) = u(G).

There have been lots of studies on graphical properties warranted by various kind of graph
spectral conditions. Our current research is motivated by these studies, as revealed in the
subsections in this section. We will have brief literature reviews on the relationship between
graphical properties and the eigenvalues of the complement of a graph in Subsection 1.1, and
those of balanced and almost balanced bipartite graphs in Subsection 1.2. As the properties
involved are possessed by complete graphs or complete balanced bipartite graphs, and are
stable under taking the corresponding Bondy-Chvatal closures, we in this paper investigate
the relationship between different types of graph eigenvalues and the property when a related
Bondy-Chvatal closure of the graph is a complete graph or a complete balanced bipartite
graph. Our main results, as shown in Subsections 1.1 and 1.2, present unified conclusions that
generalize several former results in a number of different problems.

1.1 Spectral results of complement graphs on Hamilton problem

There have been researches on describing the Hamiltonian properties of a graph G in terms of
the eigenvalues of G. The following are the related pioneer results.

Theorem 1.3 Let G be a graph on n vertices.

(i) (Fiedler and Nikiforov [8]) If p(G) < v/n —1, then G is traceable unless G = My°.

(ii) (Fiedler and Nikiforov [8]) If p(G) < v/n — 2, then G is Hamiltonian unless G = Myt
(iii) (Yu and Fan [19]) If n > 4 and if p(G) < %, then G is Hamilton-connected.

(iv) (Li and Ning [13]) Suppose that n > 2k + 2 and 5(G) > k > 0. If p(G) < p <Mr]f’0>, then
G is traceable unless G € By, —10 or G € Hy, 1, _10.

(v) (Li and Ning [13]) Suppose that n > 2k + 1 and §(G) > k > 1. If p(G) < p (M,]f’l), then
G is Hamiltonian unless G € B,, 1,00 or G € Hy, 100-

Extensions of some of the results stated in Theorem [[3] have been obtained by several
researchers, as seen in the theorem below.



Theorem 1.4 Let G be a connected graph on n vertices.

(i) (Yu et al. [21]) Suppose that n > 2k + 1 and §(G) > k > g+ 1 > 1. If p(G) <

V(k—q)(n—k—1), then G is g-Hamiltonian and q-edge-Hamiltonian unless G € By, g 4.r oT

G e Hn,k#}ﬂ“'

(ii) (Yu et al. [20] Chen and Zhang [5]) Suppose that n > 2k and 6(G) > k > 2. If
( ) < \/ (n —k —1), then G is Hamilton-connected unless G € B,, 10 or G € Hy, 1,1,

Analogous adjacency and signless Laplacian spectral conditions of the completeness of a
graph to warrant similar or other properties have also been investigated. The following results
come from Theorem 3.1, Theorem 3.4 and Corollary 3.2 of Yu et al. [21].

Theorem 1.5 (Yu et al. [2I]) Let G be a graph on n vertices.

(i) Suppose thatn > 2k+1, §(G) > k > max{q—1,1} andq > 1. Ifp(G) < \/(k—q+2)(n — k- 1),
then G is g-connected and g-edge-connected unless G € By, g—2, or G € H,, 1, g—2,r-

(ii) Suppose that n > 2k+q+1,6(G) >k >1and g > 1. If p(G) < /(k+ q)(n —k — 1), then

G is g-path-coverable unless G € Hy, j, —qr or G = Kjy1 U Ky 1 when g = 1.

Theorem 1.6 Let G be a graph with n vertices.

(i) (Zhou [22]) If,u( ) <, then G is traceable unless G € C,, _19 or G € Wy, _1 .

(ii) (Zhou [22]) If n(G) < n—1 and n > 3, then G is Hamiltonian unless G € Cpq or
G € Wy, 0, where 1 < < Tl

(iii) (Yu and Fan [19]) If u(G) < n—2 and n > 6, then G is Hamilton-connected unless
GeCphiporGe Dn,l,o or G € Wy 1., where 1 <r < 5.

It is observed that in the theorems above, all the graphical properties warranted by the
various spectral properties satisfy certain level of stability, as shown in the result of Bondy and
Chvatal below.

Theorem 1.7 Let n and q be two integers with n > 3 and g > 0. Fach of the following holds
for a graph on n vertices.

(i) (Bondy and Chvétal [2]) The property that “G is q-connected” is (n + q — 2)-stable.

(ii) (Bondy and Chvétal [2]) The property that “G is q-edge-connected” is (n + q — 2)-stable.
(iii) (Bondy and Chvatal [2]) The property that “G is q-path-coverable” is (n — q)-stable.

(iv) (Bondy and Chvatal [2]) The property that “G is q-edge-Hamiltonian” is (n + q)-stable.
(v) (Bondy and Chvétal [2]) The property that “G is q-Hamiltonian connected” is (n+q+ 1)-
stable.

(vi) (Bondy and Chvétal [2]) The property that “G is q-Hamiltonian” is (n + q)-stable.

(vii) (Liu et al. [16]) The property that “G is q-traceable” is (n + q — 1)-stable.

These motivate our current study. The main result of this paper is the following.



Theorem 1.8 Let n, k and s be three integers and let G be a graph on n vertices.

(i) Suppose that n > max{2k, 2k+1—s} and §(G) > k > max {s,1}. If p(G) < /(k (n—k—1),

then either €,4+4(G) = Ky, or G € By, sy UH,, s, or both s =k—1 and G = Kl,k_l \/KLk_l
(i) Suppose that n > 3s+ 2. If u(G) < n— s — 1, then either €,15(G) = K,, or G €
Cn,s,r U Dn,s,r U Wn,s,r-

Since K, is g-traceable for any 0 < ¢ < n, the corollary below follows immediately from
Theorem [[7|(vii) and Theorem [L8 with s = ¢ — 1.

Corollary 1.9 Letn, k and q be three nonnegative integers and G be a graph with |V (G)| =
(i) Suppose that n > max{2k, 2k + 2 — q} and 6(G) > k > max{q — 1,1}. If p(G
V(k+1—q)(n—k—1), then G is g-traceable, unless G € By, g—1., UHyp g g—1, or both G
Kl,k—l V Kl,k—l and q = k.

(i) Suppose that n > 3¢ — 1. If u(G) < n — q, then G is q-traceable unless G € Cyp g1, U
]Dn,q—l,r U Wn,q—l,r-

A S

As the complete graph has all the properties listed in Theorem [I.7] Theorem [[.8] generalizes
the corresponding results in Theorems[I.3] [[.4] [ Hland [[.6] when s is taking different appropriate
values. Motivated by Theorem [[L6 it is natural to consider whether the possibility that
G € W,, 4—1,” can be removed from the statement of Corollary [LI[(ii). The following example
suggests that the answer is negative.

Example 1.10 Let n and q be two integers such that ¢ > 2, n > 3q—>5 and n+q is even. If Gy

is a (q— 2)-regular graph with "+g_2 vertices, then G = G1V ("_Tq”) K is "+g_2 -reqular, and
hence G € Wy, o1, Note that any deletion of q vertices from G1 to G results in a non-traceable
graph. Thus, G is not g-traceable.

1.2 Spectral results of balanced bipartite graphs on Hamilton problem

Researches on predicting traceable and Hamiltonian bipartite graphs by graph spectral condi-
tions have been attracted many researchers, as seen in [10,[13],[15,17,[18], among others. The
following theorem displays some of the spectral results on Hamiltonian properties of balanced
bipartite graphs.

Theorem 1.11 Let G be a balanced bipartite graph on 2n wvertices.

(i) (Liu et al. [I7]) If n > 3, 6(G) > 1 and p(G) > vVn? — 2n + 3, then G is traceable.

(ii) (Li and Ning [14]) If n > (k +2)%, 6(G) > k > 2 and either p(G) > p(Fyk0) or u(G) >
W(Fn k), then G is traceable unless G = Fy, 1 0.

(iii) (Jiang et al. [I1]) If n > max{(k + 2)2, &0 | k1 3} 6(G) > k > 2 and p(G) >

vn(n—k—1), then G is traceable unless G = Fy, ..

iv iu et al. |17 n > 4, > 2 and p > Vn* —2n+4, then G is Hamiltonian
(iv) (L L [17) If n > 4, 6(G) d p(G) = vn? 4, then G is Hamil



unless G = By y—2:n—-22.

(v) (Li and Ning [13]) If n > (k + 1), 6(G) > k > 1 and p(G) > p(Zn—kx), then G is
Hamiltonian unless G = Zy,_, .

(vi) (Ge and Ning [10]) If n > k3 + 2k 4+ 4, 6(G) > k > 1 and p(G) > \/n(n — k), then G is
Hamiltonian unless G = Z,,_, ..

(vii) (Jiang et al. [[T]) If n > max{(k + 1)%, £ + k+3}, 6(G) > k > 1 and p(G) > \/n(n — k),
then G is Hamiltonian unless G = Zp_, k.-

(viii) (Li and Ning [13]) If n > (k + 1)%, 6(G) > k > 1 and w(G) > pu(Zn—kx), then G is
Hamiltonian unless G = Zy,_, i,

Our current research is also motivated by the results in Theorem [[.11l The following is a
useful tool.

Theorem 1.12 (Bondy and Chvétal [2]) A balanced bipartite graph G with 2n vertices is
Hamiltonian if and only if $Bn+1(G) is Hamiltonian.

To extend results in Theorem [[LTT] we need a more general form of Theorem [L.12] in our
arguments, as stated in the following Proposition [[L.13]

Proposition 1.13 Let G be a balanced bipartite graph with 2n vertices and g > 0 be an integer,
(i) G is (g, q)-Hamiltonian if and only if Bpiq+1(G) is (¢, q)-Hamiltonian.
(ii) G is (q,q)-traceable if and only if Byyq+1(G) is (q,q)-traceable.

The main result in this subsection is to find a unified approach as a generalization of all
the former results stated in Theorem [[.TT] as shown in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.14 Let k and s be two nonnegative integers and let G be a balanced bipartite graph
with |V(G)| = 2n > 8k(k + 1) and 6(G) > k > max{s,1}. If either p(G) > p(FS7k’s) or
w(G@) > ,u(FO ), then Bp4s(G) = Ky, unless G € {ka,s, Fg’hs}.

n,k,s

Since Ky, 5 is (g, ¢)-Hamiltonian for 0 < ¢ < n — 2, from Proposition [LI3(i) and Theorem
[[. T4l we deduce the following result.

Corollary 1.15 Let g and k be two nonnegative integers and let G be a balanced bipartite
graph with |V(G)| =2n > 8k(k+1). If 6(G) > k > g+ 1 and if either p(G) > p(FS&qH) or
w(@) > ,u(ng’qH), then G is (q,q)-Hamiltonian unless G € {Fn7k7q+1, Ff?,k,qul .

Theorem 1.16 Let g and k be two nonnegative integers and let G be a balanced bipartite graph
with |V(GQ)| = 2n > max{6k(k + 1),4(k +2)?} and 5(G) > k > 2. If either p(G) > p(FS&O) or

w(G@) > N(ng’o), then G is traceable unless G € {Fn,k,m Fr?,k,o}'
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With Proposition [L17] below, Corollary [L.T5] and Theorem [I.16] extend Theorem [L.TT] for suffi-
ciently large n.

Proposition 1.17 Let n, k and s be three nonnegative integers. If n > max{%(k:2 + 4) (k +
1), (k+1)(k—s+2)+2} and k > max{s, 1}, then p (Fg’hs) <+/nn+s—k-1).

In [16], studies have been done on the relationship between Hamiltonian properties of a
graph G and the value of ©(G, a), the largest eigenvalue of the matrix A(G) + aD(G) for
a real number a. To further the studies in [I6], we in this paper will show a lower bound
to ©(G, ) that assures a balanced bipartite graph G to be (g, q)-traceable as well as to be
(¢, ¢)-Hamiltonian. Towards this aim, for integers k, n, s and a real number «, we define

go(s) = nn+s—k—-2)+(k+1)(k+2—5s), and (1.2)
Op(s) = a<€07(ls)+n>+(l—a) £o(s).

Theorem 1.18 Let k and s > —2 be two integers and let G be a balanced bipartite graph with
[V(G)| = 2n > 6k + 8 and §(G) > k > max {|s|,1}. IfO(G,a) > Og(s) and 0 < o < 1, then
either #n+s(G) = Knp or G C F j .

As K, , is (q, q)-Hamiltonian for 0 < ¢ < n — 2, Corollary [[.T9] follows immediately from
Proposition [[T3[(i) and Theorem [[.I8

Corollary 1.19 Let g and k be two nonnegative integers and let G be a balanced bipartite graph
with |[V(G)| =2n > 6k+8. If5(G) > k > q+1 and if both ©(G, ) > Op(g+1) and 0 < o < 1,
then G is (q, q)-Hamiltonian unless G C Fy, . g+1-

The following theorem summarizes some of the former results using the spectral radius p(QG)
or the signless Laplacian spectral radius p(G) to study the traceability of an almost balanced
bipartite graph G.

Theorem 1.20 Let G[U, V] be an almost balanced bipartite graph with |V (G)| = 2n — 1.

(i) (Liu et al. [I7]) Suppose that n > 4, §(G) > 1, and for any v € V, dg(v) > 2. If p(G) >
Vn? —3n + 4, then G is traceable unless G € {B27n_2m_372, B27n_2m_271}.

(ii) (Yu et al. [20]) Suppose that n > max {(k® + 2k +4), (k+ 1)} and 6(G) > k > 1. If
p(G) > \/n(n —k —1), then G is traceable unless G = Zp_p_1 j.

(iii) (Yu et al. [20]) Suppose that n > (k+1)? and 6(G) >k > 1. If u(G) > 2n—k—2+ @,
then G s traceable unless G C Zy,_j_1 .



This also motivates our research along the same line. For a real number «, define

(k:—l—l)(k‘+1—q)>

n

Qo) = a<2n—|—q—k‘—2+ (1.3)

+1—a)/nn+q—k—-2)+(k+1)(k+1—q).

Our main result in this direction is Theorem [[.2T] which generalizes Theorem [[.20] when n is
sufficiently large.

Theorem 1.21 Let ¢ and k be two nonnegative integers and let G be an almost balanced bi-
partite graph with |V(G)| =2n—1 and 6(G) > k > ¢+ 1.

(i) If n > 3k+4,0 < a <1, and O(G,a) > Q«), then G is (q,q)-traceable unless G C
Zn-l—q—k—l,k—q-

(ii) If n > 4k(k+1), and if either p(G) > p <Zg+q_k_17k_q) or w(G) > <Z2+q_k_17k_q), then

G s (q,q)-traceable unless G € {Zn+q_k_17k_q, Z2+q_k_17k_q .

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we present the proof to Theorem
[[8 Proposition [L.I3] will be justified in Section 3. Section 4 is denoted to the verification of
Theorem [[LI8l Utilizing Theorem [[LI]], we then present the proof of Theorem [[L.14] in Section
5. In Section 6, we prove Theorem and Proposition [[.T7, and then we complete the proof
of Theorem [[.2T] in Section 7.

2 The proof of Theorem [1.§

We start with a few additional lemmas, which are needed in our arguments.

Lemma 2.1 Let G be a graph with |E(G)| > 0. Fach of the following holds:

(i) (Cvetkovi¢ et al. [7]) pu(G) > min {d(u) + d(v) : wv € E(G)}. Moreover, if G is connected,
then equality holds if and only if G is reqular or semi-reqular bipartite.

(ii) (Li and Ning [13]) p(G) > min {\/d(u)d(v) : wv € E(G)}. Moreover, if G is connected,

then equality holds if and only if G is reqular or semi-reqular bipartite.

Lemma 2.2 Let p and q be integers with p > q > 1. If G is a (p, q)-semi-reqular bipartite
graph, then |V(G)| # q+p+ 1.

Proof. By contradiction, let G = [U, V] be a (p, ¢)-semi-regular bipartite graph with |V (G)| =
q + p + 1. By the definition of a (p, ¢)-semi-regular bipartite graph, we have

Ul+VI=p+q+1,plU[=qlV], Ul =2 ¢=>1,and [V| > p > 1.



Since the order of a (p, ¢)-semi-regular bipartite graph [U,V] is p + g + 1, either (|U|,|V|) =
(¢, p+1)or (|U,|V]) =(¢g+1,p), but, as p > 0 and ¢ > 0, neither of the two possibilities is
consistent with p|U| = ¢|V|. L]

Proof of Theorem [I.8. For the sake of notational simplicity, throughout the proof, we let
H = %,+s(G). Our argument is to assume that H # K, to prove that in Theorem [L§ (i),
GeB,psr UH, s, unless G = K1 V Kj;—1 and s = k — 1, and in Theorem [L8 (ii),
G e (Cn,s,r U Dn,s,r U Wn,s,r-

Since H # K,,, H contains at least one non-trivial component. We shall let F' denote a
non-trivial component of H. For any u,v € V(H) with uwv ¢ E(H) and dg(u) > dg(v), as

H = €,45(G), we conclude that dg(u) + di(v) <n+s—1, and so for any edge uv € E(H),
dig(u) +dg(v) >2(n—1)—(n+s—-1)=n—s— 1. (2.1)
Proof of Theorem [L.8 (i). Our proof of Theorem [L8 (i) takes an approach similar to

those in the justifications of Theorem 1.6(ii) in [13] and of Theorem 3.1 in [2I]. Here, for the
completeness of the proof, we present it in detail. By (21I), we have

dy(u)dg(v) = dyg(u)(n — s — 1 = dg(w)). (2.2)
Since 6(H) > 0(G) > k, we have di(v) < n—k—1. This, together with (2.1]), implies that
dg(v) > dg(u) > n—s—1—dg(v) > k — s. Hence for each uv € E(H), we have
k—s <dg(u) <dg(v) <n—-k-1

Let ®(z) =2z(n—s—1—z) with k — s <2 <n—k — 1. The concavity of quadratic functions
implies that
®(z) > min {®(k —s), ®(n—k—1)} = (k—s)(n—k — 1). (2.3)

By Lemma 2.1](ii), and by (2.2)) and (2.3]), we have

VE=s)n—k—1)

IN

min{ der(u)dz(v) : v € E(F)}

< p(H) <p(G) < V(k—s)(n—k—1).

Claim 1 below follows from Lemma 2.I(ii).

Claim 1. For any nontrivial component F' of H, each of the following holds.
(i) F is either regular or semi-regular bipartite.
(ii) For any edge uv € E(F), we have dip(u) =k —s <n—k — 1 = dg(v).
(iii) n —k < |V(F)| <n.
We shall complete the proof of Theorem [[§|(i) by examining the following two cases.

Case 1. H contains at least two non-trivial components.
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Let F; and F, be two non-trivial components of H. By Claim 1, each of | and F, is either
regular or semi-regular bipartite, and for any edge uwv € E(H), dg(u) =k—s<n—k—1=
dz(v). By Claim 1 (iii), we have 2(n — k) < n, and so 2k < max{2k + 1 — 5,2k} < n < 2k.
Thus n = 2k, s > 1 and H must have exactly two non-trivial components F; and Fy with

‘V(Fl)’ = ‘V(Fg)‘ = k. Pick an F; € {Fl,FQ}.

If F; is regular, then k—s =n—k—1=4k—1, andso s = 1. As |V (F1)| = |V (F)[ =k and

by Claim 1(ii), F} = F» = K}. Since p(@) = p(ﬁ) =k—1and H C G, we have G = K, UK},
and so G € H, 1.1.0-

If F; is semi-regular bipartite, then dz(v) =n -k -1 =k —1 = |V(F)| — 1, and so
F; = Kijp—1 and 1 = di(u) = k—s. As s = k — 1 and by Claim 1(ii), it follows that
Fy = Fy, = Ky j,—1. Since p(@) = p(ﬁ) =+Vk—1and H C G, we have G = Kip1 UKy 1,
and so G = Ky ;1 V Ky 1, as desired.

Case 2. H contains only one non-trivial component.

Let F denote this only nontrivial component of H. By Claim 1(i), F is a regular or semi-
regular bipartite graph. Assume first that F' is a semi-regular bipartite graph. By Claim 1(ii),
F is a connected (n —k — 1, k — s)-semi-regular bipartite graph, and so for some integer r with
0<r<k, |V(F)=n—s—1+r.1It follows that H = F U (s+ 1 —r)K;. Since p(H) = p(G)
and H is a spanning subgraph of G, we have FU (s +1—7r)K; C G C FU K441, and so
FV(s+1—-7)Ki CGCFVKg1_,. ByLemmal22] this implies that G € By ks, r-

Hence we may assume that F'is regular. By Claim 1 (ii), k—s =n—k—1and so 2k+1—s =
n > 2k, implying s < 1. By Claim 1 (iii), we conclude that |V (F)| = n— k+r, for some integer
r with 0 < r < k. It follows that H = F U (k — r)K;. As p(ﬁ) = p(a) and H is a spanning
subgraph of G, we have FU(k—r)Ky CG C FUKy_,,andso FV(k—r)K1 CG C FV K_,.

Since F' is a r-regular graph with |V (F')| = n 4+ r — k, by Definition [2(ii), G € H,, 1 s ,-
This completes the proof of Theorem [L.§ (i). (]
Proof of Theorem [1.§] (ii).

By (1) and Lemma ZI{i), we conclude that, for each nontrivial component F of H,

n—s—1<pu(F)<p(H) <u(G) <n—s—1, F is either a regular or a semi-regular bipartite
graph, and for any uv € E(ﬁ),

w(F) =p(H) = p(G) = dg(u) + dg(v) =n—s— 1. (2.4)
Similar to the proof of Theorem [I.8] (i), we justify Theorem [L.8 (ii) by a case analysis.

Claim 2. If H has a semi-regular bipartite component, then H has exactly one nontrivial
component.

_ Assume that F is a semi-regular bipartite component of H. By @4), |V(F)|>n—s—1. If
H — V(F) contains a nontrivial component I, then by Z4), |V (F')| > $(n—s+1). It follows
fromn—s—1+ "_TSH < n that n < 3s+ 1, contrary to the assumption that n > 3s-+ 2. Hence
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F is the unique non-trivial component of H. This validates the claim.
Case 1. H has a semi-regular bipartite component.

We assume that F is a semi-regular bipartite component of H. By Claim 2, F is the only
nontrivial component of H. We may assume that F is a connected (p, ¢)-semi-regular graph
with 1 < p < ¢, and for some integer r with 0 <r < s+1, |V(F)|=n—s—1+r. Thus s > —1,
H=FU(s+1-7)Ky,and 1 <p < 3(n—s—1) by 24).

Since ,u(@) = M(F) and H is a spanning subgraph of G, we have FU (s +1—7)K; C G C
FUKs 1 ,,andso FV (s+1—-7r)Ky CGCFV K1 .. By LemmaR22, we conclude that
G € C,, 5. This proves Theorem [ (ii) if Case 1 occurs.

Case 2. H does not have a semi-regular bipartite component.

By Lemma[Z1(i) and the assumption of Case 2, every non-trivial component of H is regular.
Let I denote a component of H. Then for any vertex u € V(F), by 24), dg(u) = 1(n—s—1),
and so |[V(F)| > $(n— s+ 1).

If H contains at least three non-trivial components, then w < n, implying n <
3(s —1), contrary to the assumption that n > 3s+ 2. Hence H contains at most two nontrivial
components. Let F’ denote the possible nontrivial component of H — V (F), if it exists.

We first suppose that H is regular, and so H is g(n — 8 — 1)-regular. In this case, either
H=For H=FUF', where F and F’ are both connected 3 (n — s — 1)-regular. Since H C G
and u(G) = p(H), it follows that H = G, and so G = H € Wn,s,o for H=ForG=H€D,sp
for H=FUF'.

Hence we may assume that H is not regular, and so H # F. Assume first that F' and F’
are two nontrivial components of H containing $(n —s+1) +r; and 1(n— s+ 1) 47y vertices,
respectively. Thus H = FUF'U(s—1—7r1—72)K;. Since u(G) = pu(H) and since H is a spanning
subgraph of G, we conclude that F V (W\/ (s—1—r — rg)Kl) CGCFV (ﬁ Vv Ks_l_rl_m),
and so G € D, 5., where 1 <r <s—1.

Therefore, we may assume that F is the only non-trivial component of H, and so H =
FUrK,, where r = |V(G) \ V(F)|. Since F is E(n — s — 1)-regular, we have 2(n — s +1) <
[V(F)| <n—1. Since u(G) = ,u(H) and since H is a spanning subgraph of G, it follows that
FUrK; CGCFUK,,andso FVrK, CGCFV K,. This implies that G € W, s,r, Where

1<r<3(n+s—1). ]

3 The Proof of Proposition I.13]

The following result initiated the study of the Bondy-Chvatal closure concept for balanced
bipartite graphs.
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Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 7.3.5 of [1]) Let G = [U, V] be a balanced bipartite graph with 2n vertices.
Let u € U and v € V be two non-adjacent vertices with dg(u) + dg(v) > n+ 1. Then G is
Hamiltonian if and only if G 4+ wv is Hamiltonian.

To prove Proposition [[L.T3] it suffices to prove the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.2 Let G = [U,V] be a balanced bipartite graph with 2n wvertices and q be a non-
negative integer. Let w1 € U and we € V be two vertices satisfying wiwy ¢ E(G) and
dg(wy) + dg(we) > n+ q+ 1. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) G is (q,q)-Hamiltonian.

(il) G’ = G+ wyws is (q, q)-Hamiltonian.

Proof. As (i) implies (ii) by definition, it remains to show that (ii) implies (i). Let S C V(G)
satisfying |SNU| = [SNV| = g and G; = G[V(G)\ S]. We are to show that G; has a Hamilton
cycle.

Since G’ is (¢, ¢)-Hamiltonian, G'[V(G) \ S] contains a Hamilton cycle C. If C is not a
Hamilton cycle of Gy, then wjwe € E(C), and so this Hamilton cycle C' can be expressed as
C = wjwy - - wap_gqwy. Since wy € U and we € V, we observe that |[Ng(wq)| + |Ng(wz)| <
|S| =2q. As dg(wi) + dg(w2) > n+ g+ 1, we have dg, (w1) + dg, (w2) >n—q+ 1.

Note that G; is a balanced bipartite graph with 2(n — ¢) vertices. By Lemma Bl G is
Hamiltonian if and only if G7 4+ wyws is Hamiltonian. [

Lemma 3.3 Let G = [U,V] be a balanced bipartite graph with 2n wvertices and q be a non-
negative integer. Let wy € U and we € V be two vertices satisfying wiwy ¢ E(G) and
dg(wy) + dg(we) > n+ q+ 1. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) G is (q, q)-traceable.

(il) G’ = G+ wyws is (q, q)-traceable.

Proof. By definition, we observe that (i) implies (ii), and so it suffices to show that (ii) implies
(i). Let S C V(G) satisfying [SNU| = [SNV|=qand G; = G[V(G) \ S]. We are to show
that G has a Hamilton path. Since G’ is (q, ¢)-traceable, G1 + wjwsy contains a Hamilton path
P.

If P is not a Hamilton path of Gy, then wywe € E(P). We suppose that P = ujug - - - ugp—_2q,
where w; = u; and wy = u;41. As G'[U, V] is bipartite with u; € U and w;11 € V, we observe
that |[Ng(u;)| + |Ns(uit+1)| < |S| = 2¢q. By the assumption that dg(u;) + dg(uir1) > n+q+1,
we conclude that

dG1(ui) +dGl(ui+1) >n—q+1 (3'1)

Case 1. u; € U.
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Then, as u; € U, i is odd. If ujugn—9y € E(G), then P — {wjuir1} + {wjuon—24} is a
Hamilton path of G;. Hence we may assume that w;u;1, ujugn—24 ¢ E(G). Similarly, we have
Ui+1U1 Q E(G)

Claim 1. There is an index j with either i +3 < j <2n —2¢—2 or 2 < 5 <17 — 3, such that
UUj, Ui41Uj4+1 € E(Gl)

Since G is bipartite, we may suppose that Ng, (u;) = {usl, Usgy « - -y usp}, where 2n — 2q &
{sl, 89, ..., sp} =@ and for t € {1,2, e ,p}, st is even. If Claim 1 fails, then Ng, (uiq1) C

{Ul, ’LL3, ’LL5, ey u2n—2q—l} \ {u81+17 U52+1, sey uSp-i-l}’ Thus7 dGl (u’i-i-l) S n— q _p and S0 by
BI), n—q+1<dg,(w)+dg, (uit1) < p+(n—q—p) =n—gq, a contradiction. This completes
the proof of Claim 1.

By Claim 1, either for some j with 2 < j <i—3, both u;u; € E(G1) and u;1u;4+1 € E(G1),
whence u1ug . .. UjuUi—1 . .. Uj41Ui41Ui42 - - U2n—2q IS a Hamiltonian path of G[V(G) \ S]; or
for some j with i +3 < j < 2n — 2g — 2, both wu; € E(G1) and u;1uj11 € E(G1), whence
ULUD « . U U1 - . Ui 1 U1 Ujg2 - - - U2p—2q 15 @ Hamiltonian path of G[V(G) \S] . This proves
that Lemma B3] (ii) implies Lemma3.3] (i) in this case.

Case 2. u; € V.
As u; € U, i is even. We first justify the following claim.

Claim 2. There is an index j with either i +3 < j <2n —2¢—1or 1 < j <14 — 3, such that
wiu; and uipujp1 € E(Gr).

Since G is bipartite, we may suppose that Ng, (u;) = {usl, Usys - -y usp}, where s; is
odd for ¢t € {1,2,...,])}. If Claim 1 fails, then Ng,(uiy1) € {ug, u4, ug, ..., Ugn—24} \
{us1+17 Usg+1y5 -+ -5 usp+1}- ThUS, by (m)v n—q+ 1< dGl(ui) +dG1(ui+1) < p+ (’I’L—q—p) =

n — q, a contradiction. This completes the proof of Claim 2.

By Claim 2, either for some j with 1 < j <i—3, both u;u; € E(G1) and u;1u;4+1 € E(G1),
whence uug ... UjUUi—1 . .. Uj41Ui41Ui42 - - U2n—2q IS a Hamiltonian path of G[V(G) \ S]; or
for some j with i +3 < j < 2n — 2g — 1, both wu; € E(G1) and u;1uj11 € E(G1), whence
ULUD « . WU U1 « - Ui 1Uj 41U 42 - - . U2n—2q 15 @ Hamiltonian path of G[V(G)\S]. Thus in any
case, Lemma3.3 holds always. n

4 The Proof of Theorem I1.18

Following the notation in [3], if A, B are disjoint subsets of V(G), then define Eg[A, B] = {:Ey S
E(G):z € Aand y € B} and eg(A, B) = |Eg[A, B]|. The functions g(s) and ©g(s), defined
in (L2]), will be used in the arguments in this section.

Throughout this section, let k£, n and s be integers, and unless otherwise stated,
we always assume that G = [U, V] is a balanced bipartite graph with |V (G)| = 2n and
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H = %,4s(G). By definition, we have
6(H) = 6(G), |E(H)| = |E(G)], (4.1)
and VYueU, veV withuv ¢ E(H), dg(u)+dg(v) <n+s—1.

Lemma 4.1 If n > 3k + 4, s > =2, §(G) > k > max{|s|,1}, and |E(G)| > eo(s), then
Brts(G) = Ky unless Ky yys—jp—1 C Brys(G).

Proof. We assume that H # K, ,, to prove that K, ,,+s_1—1 must be a subgraph of H. Define

1
Up={weU:dg(w) > §(n+s)},nU = [Uo], Vo = {w € V : dg(w) > = (n+s)} and ny = ||

DO | =

Claim 1. ny>k+s+3and ny > k+ s+ 3.

By symmetry, it suffices to prove ny > k + s + 3. Direct counting yields that

B@)| < |EH)| =) duw)=Y_ duw)+ Y  du(v) SnnU—l—%(n—l—s—l)(n—nU). (4.2)

vel vely veU—-Uy

It follows by (£2]) and by |E(G)| > e¢(s) that

- 21E(G)]  n(n+s—1)
“n+l-s n+1-—s
- 2nn+s—k—-2)+2k+1)(k+2—5s)—n(n+s—1)

n+1-—s
- n?—(2k+3—sn+2(k+1)(k—s+2)
N n+1—s
:k+s+2+ﬂ, (4.3)
n+1—s

where ®(n) =n? — 2k +3 —s)n + 2k +1)(k—s5+2) —(n+1—s)(k+s+2)=n?— 3k +
5)n +2k? — ks + 5k + s* — s + 2.

Since n > 3k + 4, we have ®'(n) = 2n — (3k +5) > 0, and so ®(n) > ®(3k +4) =
k(2k —s) +2(k —1) + s(s— 1) > 0. It follows by (4.3]) that Claim 1 holds.

Let pg and ¢¢ be two positive integers such that pg > qo and pg + ¢ = max {p + ¢, where
K,, C H} By Claim 1, we may assume that pg > g9 > k+s+3. Let U CU and V' C V
such that H[U' U V'] = Kp, 4, with |U’'| = pg and |V'| = go. For any v € V\V’, if v will be
adjacent with every vertex of U’, then a violation to the maximality of pg + qo occurs. Hence
v is not adjacent to at least one vertex in U’. By the definition of the (n + s)-closure of G and
by symmetry, we have

Voe VA\V', dg(v) <n+s—qo—1and Vu € U\U', dg(u) <n+s—py— 1. (4.4)
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Claim 2. ¢qo > n+s—k— 2.

Assume that Claim 2 does not hold. Then £ + s+ 3 < gop < n+ s — k — 3. Define
®y(x) =22 — (n+s— 1)z +n(n+s—1). Since H is bipartite, and by (@4, we have

E(H)| = dgv) =Y du@)+ Y dg()
veV veV’ veV -V’
<ng+ (n—q)(n+s—q—1)
=@ —(n+s—1)g+nn+s—1)=o(q).
Ask+s+3<qgyo<n+s—k—3, we have
®1(qo0) Smax{<1>1(k:+s+3), <I>1(n+s—l<:—3)}.

Since n > 3k + 4, we have both eg(s) = ®1(n+s—k—3) =n—(2k —s+4) > k+s >0, and
g0(s)—P1(k+s+3) = (s+2)(n—2k—5) > 0. Thus, eo(s) < |E(G)| < |E(H)| < ®1(q0) < e0(s),
a contradiction. This completes the proof of Claim 2.

Claim 3. pg+qy>2n+s—k — 1.

Assume that Claim 3 fails, and so py + qo < 2n + s — k — 2. By Claim 2, we have
po=>qo =n+s—k—2 By [@d),
|EH)| < e (U, V') +eq(U\U', V) +eq (U, V\V')
<pogo+ (n+s—1—po)(n—po)+(n+s—1-qo)(n—q) (4.5)

If po > n+s—k, then as §(G) > k, it follows from the definition of the (n + s)-closure of G
that each vertex of V/ must be adjacent to every vertex of U, and so pg = n and ¢y = n+s—k—2.
It follows by (4.5 that eo(s) < |E(G)| < |[E(H)| <n(n+s—k—2)+ (k+1)(k+2—5s) =eo(s),
a contradiction. Hence we may assume that n+s—k—-2<qgy<po<n+s—k—1.

If po = qo = n+s—k—1, then by [@35) we have |[E(H)| < (n+s—k—1)2+2k(k+1—3s).
As n > 3k + 4, this leads to
eo(s) — |E(H)| > eo(s) = (n+s—k —1)* + 2k(k + 1 — 5))
=k—-5)n+s—2k—=1)+1>(k—s)((Bk+4)+s—2k—1)+1
=(k—-s)(k+s+3)+1>0.

Hence |E(G)| < |E(H)| < €¢(s), contrary to the assumption of the lemma.

Ifpop=n+s—k—1and ¢qo = n+ s —k — 2, then by (£3) and n > 3k + 4 we have
IEG)| <(n+s—k—1)n+s—k—2)+k(k+1—s)+(kE+1)(k+2—35) <ep(s), again a
contradiction.

If pop=n+s—k—2=q, then by (£5) and n > 3k + 4 we have |[E(G)| < (n+s—k —
2)2 +2(k +1)(k + 2 — s) < €o(s), contrary to the assumption of the lemma, and so Claim 3 is
justified.
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If pg = n, then the lemma follows from Claim 3. Assume that pg < n—1, and so g9 > n+s—k
by Claim 3. As 0(G) > k, we conclude that every vertex of U’ must be adjacent to all vertices
of V, implying that py > go = n, contrary to the assumption that H # K, . [

Theorem 4.2 Ifn > 3k +4, s > =2, §(G) > k > max{|s|,1} and |E(G)| > eo(s), then
Br+s(G) is isomorphic to a member in {Ky n, Fy s}

Proof. We assume that H # K, , to show that H = F,, ;. ;. Let ¢ be the largest integer such
that K,y € H. By LemmaldIl n+s—k—1 <t < n. Let V' C V be the vertex sets of
H such that H[U U V’] = K, Ift > n+ s —k, since every vertex in U has degree at least
t>n+s—kin H and 6(H) > k, we have H = K,, ,,, contrary to the assumption. Hence we
must have t =n+s—k — 1.

Define Uy = {u € U : d(u) > n+s—k}. Since 6(H) > k and since every vertex in U has
degree at least n+s—k—1 in H, it follows from the definition of the (n + s)-closure of G that
every vertex in V' \ V'’ has degree exactly k in H, and is adjacent to every vertex in Uy. This
implies that |Up| =k, and so H = F, j, 5. n

We need the following two lemmas to complete the proof of Theorem [[.I8]

Lemma 4.3 (Li and Ning [13]) If G is a balanced bipartite graph with |V(G)| = 2n, then
u(G) < EG 4y,

n

When |V(G)| > 2, let p1(G) and p2(G) denote the largest and the second largest eigenvalues
of A(G), respectively. Thus, p1(G) = p(G).

Lemma 4.4 (Lai, Liu and Zhou [12]) If G is a bipartite graph with |V (G)| > 2, then (,ol(G))2+

(p2(@))* < E(G).

When 0 < a < 1, since A(G) + aD(G) = aQ(G) + (1 — a)A(G), from the properties of
Rayleigh quotients we have ©(G, o) < au(G) + (1 — a)p(G). Thus, the corollary below follows
immediately from Lemmas 3] and .41

Corollary 4.5 Let « be a real number with 0 < o < 1. If |[V(G)| = 2n > 2, then

O(G,a) <au(G)+ (1 —a)p(G) <« (@ + n> + (1 —a)V|E(G)]. (4.6)

Recall that ©¢(s) and eo(s) have been defined in (L2)). If |[E(G)| < eo(s), then Corollary
implies that ©(G, ) < ©g(s). This deduces the following result.
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Corollary 4.6 Let o be a real number with 0 < o < 1. If [V(G)| = 2n > 2 and O(G,a) >
Oo(s), then |E(G)| > eo(s).

Proof of Theorem [1.18. In our hypotheses, O(G,a) > ©g(s), hence, Theorem and
Corollary imply that %,,4s(G) is isomorphic to a member in {ka’s, Knn} m

5 The Proof of Theorem [1.14]

Given two distinct vertices u,v in a graph G, if Ng(v)\ (Ne(uw)U{u}) # @ # Ng(u)\ (Ng(v)U
{v}), then we construct a new graph G’ = G'(u,v) by replacing all edges vw by uw for each
w € Ne(v) \ (Ne(uw)U{u}). This operation is called the Kelmans transformation from v to
u (See [6]).

Lemma 5.1 (Liu et al. [I6]) Let G be a connected graph. If G' is a graph obtained from G by
some Kelmans transformation and o > 0, then O(G', o) > O(G, ).

In the discussion of Lemma [5.2] below, the notation in Definition (vi) will be adopted.

Lemma 5.2 Let G be a graph obtained from Z,, by deleting one edge. If p > k+1, ¢ > 1,
a>0and 6(G) >k >1, then ©(G,a) < © (ZO a), with equality if and only if G = Zg’q.

p,q’

Proof. Let G' = Z,, and Gy = qu. Let e = wozp € E(G'), and G = G' — e. Tt suffices to
show that if G # Gy, then

O(G, a) < O(Gy, a). (5.1)

Let U and V be the bipartition of G’ such that V contains g vertices of degree k and U contains
k vertices of degree p+¢q in G'. Let U’ and V' be the vertices of degrees p+¢q and n, respectively,
in U and V of G'. Since every vertex of V\V’ has degree k and since G # Gy, by symmetry,
we may assume that wg € U’ and zg € V.

Choose v € U\U". Then, Ng(v)\ (Ng(wo)U{wo}) = {20} and Ng(wo)\ (Na(v)U{v}) # 0.
It is routine to verify that (G is isomorphic to the graph obtained from G by a Kelmans
transformation from v to wy. By Lemma 5.1l O(G, a) < O(Gy, ), and so (5.]) holds. ]

Let G be a connected graph. For any real number a > 0, it is well known that A(G)
is nonnegative and irreducible if and only if G is connected, and thus A(G) + aD(G) is a
nonnegative irreducible matrix. This implies the existence of a unique positive unit eigenvector
f= (f(vl),f(vg),...,f(vn))T corresponding to ©(G, a). This vector f is often called the
Perron vector of G.
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Lemma 5.3 For any integers n,q and a real number «, define a polynomial in 6 as follows:
Tl = 6*—2(n+q—1)ab® + <oz2(n2 +4ng —3n+¢* —3¢+1) —ng+ 1)92

—a<a2(2nq —g—n)(n+qg—1)—ng(n+q— 2))0 + (e® = 1)(n—1)(¢ — 1) (nga® — 1).
If2<q<nand a >0, then O(K, , — e, ) is the mazimum root of ¥(6).
Proof: Denote G = K, — e and © = O(K,, ; — e,a). Let f be the Perron vector of G, and

let U and V' be the two partite sets of G such that |[U| = n and |V| = ¢. For convenience, we
suppose that e = wgzg with wg € U and zg € V.

Let 1 = f(w) for w € U \ {wo}, let xo = f(w) for w € V \ {2}, let 3 = f(wgy) and
x4 = f(20). it follows from (A(G) 4+ aD(G))f = ©f that

)

(0 —qa)z = (g — 1)z2 + 24,

(@—na)az = (n— 1)z + x3,

(@ (¢g—1) a) =(q—1)z2, (52)
(0= (n—1a)zs = (n—1)z;.

By multiplying © — (n — 1)« in both side of the first equation of (5.2)), and then multiplying
O — (¢ — 1)« in both side of the second equation of (5.2]), it follows that

(©-qa)(®—(n—1a)z1=(¢—1)(0 - (n—1a)zs+ (0 — (n — 1)a)za, (5.3)
(©-na)(®—(¢g—Da)zz=(0—(¢g—1a)(n—1)z1 + (0 — (¢ — 1a)as '
By substituting the last two equation of (5.2]) into (5.3]), we have
(®—qa)(©®—(n—1)a)—(n—1))z1 = (¢—1)(© — (n — 1)a)z,, (5.4)
(@ -na)(© ~(¢—-1a) — (¢g—1)) 22 = (0 — (¢ — Da)(n — 1)z, .
Now, by (5.4)), © is equal to the maximum root of ¥(#), as required. [

Corollary 5.4 Let k and s be two nonnegative integers such that k > max{s,1}. Fach of the
following holds.

(1) Ifn > (k+1)(k —s+2)+2, then p(Kypts—k—1 —€) > y/eo(s).

(i1) If n > 4k(k + 1), then ,U(Kn,m-s—k—l — e) >n+ %.

Proof: In proofs below, denote G = K, y45—k—1 — € and use p and p for p(G) and p(G),
respectively. Define
Ui(0) = 0'—(n(n+s—k—1)—1)0>+ (n+s—k—2)(n—1), and
Uo(f) = 603 —2(2n+s—k—2)0%+ ((k—s)*+ (n — 1)(5n + 5s — 5k — 6))0
—n—=1)(n+s—k—-2)2n+s—k—1).
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By setting g =n+s—k—1and o € {0,1} in Lemma 53] p and u are equal to the maximum
roots of W1(A) and Wq(h), respectively. Asn > (k+1)(k—s+2)+2 >k — s+ 4 and by
Uy (p) = 0 it follows that

pzzé<n(n+s—k—1)—1+\/(n(n+s—k—1)—1)2—4(n+3—k—2)(n—1))
>nn+s—k—1)—2>¢eo(s).
This completes the proof of (i).

To prove (ii), we first prove the following claim.

Claim 1. U (2n+5—k—2+ EHE2) <

n

By algebraic manipulations, we have

T TS L)

n

where W3(n) = n° — (k(k; Y4) s+ 5)n4 - ((k: F2)(k+1)s — (k+2)% + s)n3 — (k+2)(k +
1)(2k* + 7k — s+ 6)n* + (k+2)*(k + 1)*(k — s+ 2)n — (k + 2)3(k + 1)°.

Recall that n > 4k(k+1). Thus, ¥4 (n) = 6’<1On2 —4(k(k+4)—s+5)n—(k+2)(k+1)s+
(k+2)3 — s> > U (4k(k +1)) = 6(3(15k2 +13k — 3) + k(1443 4 241K + 22k — 68) + 8) >0,
and so W4 (n) > W4 (4k(k+1)) = 2(k+ 1)(3(84k3+60k2 — 35k +2) + k* (544K + 812k? — 154k —
347) + 76k — 12) > 0.

This leads to W,(n) > W,(4k(k + 1)) = (k + 1)2<s(208k4 +112k3 — 137k + 12k — 4) +
k(1024k° + 1328k* — 752k — 791k* + 230k — 84) + 8) > 0, and so W3(n) > U3(4k(k + 1))
(k+1)3 <4k:s(48k‘4 + 16k® — 45k* + 4k — 4) + k*(T68k" + 832k* — 928k — 684k? + 215k — 150) +
4(5k — 2)) > (0. This completes the proof of Claim 1.

Direct computation yields that ¥9(0) = —(n —1)(n+s—k—2)2n+s—k—1) <0 and
Us(n+s—k—2)=n+s—k—2>0. It is observed that ¥5(#) tends to infinity when 6 tends
to infinity. Combining this with W, <2n ts—k— 24 EFDG+2)

o > < 0 by Claim 1, we conclude
that

(k+1)(k+2) >t eo(s)

w>2n+s—k—2+

and so (ii) follows. ]

Proof of Theorem [1.14l Since K, y45_k—1—€ C Fg’hs, by Corollary [5.4] p(F37k’s) > /eo(s)
and p(FQ ) >n+ EOT(S) Thus Theorem [[.14] follows from Lemma and Theorem [[LI8 =
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6 The proofs of Theorem [1.16/ and Proposition 1.17

By Definition (vi) and (L)), for an edge wozo € E(Fyk,s) with dF, , (wo) =n+s—k—1

and dp, ,  (20) = n, Fr?k s = I ks —wozo. Throughout this section, we let G = Fr?k s and

Go = Fg’ho. Unless specially indicated, let k and s be two nonnegative integers such

that & > max{s,1}.

Lemma 6.1 Ifn> (k+1)(k —s+2)+2, then pg(FOJ%S) <y/nn+s—k-1).

n

Proof. By Corollary 5.4l and as Ky, ;4 5-p—1 — € C Fr(z),k,s = G, we have p(G) > y/eo(s). By
Lemma [4.4], it follows that

p2(G) < VIE(G)| —eo(s)
=Vn2—(k+1—-s)n—-k) —1—-nn+s—k—-2)—(k+1)(k+2—5)=+/n— (2k—s+3).

Sincen >2(k+1),n(n+s—k—1)—(n—(2k—5+3)) =n’—(k+2—sn+2k—s+3>
2k(k + s) + 4k + s +3 > 0. This completes the proof of the lemma. n

Lemma 6.2 Ifn >2(k+ 1) — s, then p(ng’s) is equal to the mazximum root of W4(x), where
Uy () ::E2<:E2— (n—l—s—k‘—2)> <$2—]€(k‘—|—1—8)) - <x2+(n+s—k‘—2)(x2 —1)) <I<::n2+
(n—k—1)(2% — k(k + 1 —s))).

Proof. By Definition [[.2] (vi) and (I.I]), G = [U, V] is a bipartite graph and we may assume
that V' contains k+ 1 — s vertices of degree k and U contains k vertices of degree n in G. Define
Uy={uecU:dgu)=n}andUy=U\Up, Vi ={veV :n—1<dg(v) <n}and Vo = V\ V.
By symmetry, we may assume that wg € Us and zg € V7.

Let f be the Perron vector of G, and let p = p(G). We shall adopt the following notation
in the rest of the arguments:

x1 = f(w) if weU,

o = f(w) if we Vs,

x3 = f(w) if weVp\{z}, (6.1)
zq = f(w) i weUz\{wo},

x5 = f(wo), and z¢ = f(20).

As (A(G))f = pf, it follows that

pr1=(k+1—=s)z2+ (n+s—k—2)x3+ g,
pre = kxy,

prs=kxy+ (n—k—1)xy + x5, 6.2)
prs=(n+s—k—2)xs+ g,

prs=(n+s—k—2)xs,

pre =kxi+ (n—Fk—1)xy.
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The first four equations of (6.2]) imply that
k(k+1—
e (1M, o
p
The equations on z3, z5 and xg of ([6.2) lead to
2

_ P
pP—(n+s—k—2

T3 )xﬁ' (64)

It follows from (6.4]) and the first two equations of (6.2]) that

(0 —(n+s—k—-2)(p* —k(k+1-5))
p(p? +(n+s—k—2)(p* - 1))

T — 1. (6.5)

With algebraic manipulations and utilizing (6.3]), ([6.5) and the sixth equation of (6.2)), p is
equal to the maximum root of Wy(x), as desired. ]

Proof of Proposition .17 Let ¥,(z) as defined in Lemma [6.21

To complete the proof , by Lemma [6.1] it suffices to show that

v, <\/n(n sk 1)) > 0. (6.6)

Let ®5(n) = \I/4<\/n(n +s—k— 1)) Algebraic manipulation yields ®3(n) = 2n* — ((k2 +
Hk+1—s)+ 2>n3 + <2k3(/<; — 25+ 2) + 2k2(s — 1)% — (25 — 5)(k — ) — 2(s — 3))n2 (k-
s+1)(/<;—s+2)(k2(/<;—s)—2k+1)n—k(/<:+1)(/<;—s+1)(/<;—s+2).

Case 1. s > 1.

Let ®3(n) = (2k3(k—2s+2)+2k2(8_1)2—(23—5)(k—s)—2(s—3))n2—(k:—s+1)(k;—s+
2)<k:2(k:—s)—2k+1)n—k(k—l—l)(kz—s—i—l)(kz—s—i—2) and @4(n) = 2n* — ((k?+4)(k+1—s)+2)n.

When 2n > (k2 + 4)(k + 1), we have ®4(n) > @3(%(/& +4)(k + 1)) — 23 (k — 5) +
2UA(k — s)(3k — 5) + k3 (k — 5)(13k — 65 + 28) + k3(s2 — 7s + 13) + Tk2(s — 1)s + 22k2(k —
s) + k?(s® — 4s + 4) + 5k(2s? — 8s + Tk) + 45k — 25s + 7s? 422 > 0. This implies that
By(n) > @3(5(/& )k + 1)) =Lk + 1)<2k7(l<; —8)% 4+ 2K8(k — 5)(3k — 8) + 4K3(k — )(5k —
3s) + k*(k — s)(49k — 125) + k*(k — s)(83k — 165) + 12k3 (s(s — 1) + 12(k — s)) + 2k?s(k?s? —
2k + 452) + 2k2(11s2 — 77Ts + 91k) + 4(46k% — 41ks + 6s?) + 44(ks? — 25 + 4k) + 80> > 0.

When 2n > (k?+4)(k+1), we have 2n— ((k* +4)(k+1—s)+2) > s(k*+4)—2 > k*+2 > 0,
and so ®4(n) > 0. As ®9(n) = P3(n) + P4(n) > 0, it follows that (6.6) must hold.
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Case 2. s =0.

Define ®5(n) = 2n3 — (k2(/<;+ 1) +2k+4>n2 4 (k+2) (k3 — k+1)n+k(k+2)(k+1). As
5 =0, ®y(n) = (n — k — 1)®5(n). Since 2n > (k% +4)(k +1) > k?(k + 1) + 2k + 4, we have
®5(n) > (k+2)(k* —k+1)n+k(k+2)(k+1) > k(k+2)(k + 1) > 0. Thus, ®3(n) > 0 and so
(6:6) holds. L]

Lemma 6.3 Ifn > 3k(k+1) and k > 2, then p(ng’o) > /n(n—k —2)+ (k +2)2.

Proof. Throughout this proof, we simplify rewrite p(Gg) as p.

By Lemmal6.2] p is equal to the maximum root of W5(x), where W5(x) = 22 (x2 —(n—k-—
2)>(x2—k(/<:+1)) - <a:2+(n—k—2)(a: —1)>(kx2+(n—k—1)( k(k+1)) ) To show
that p > \/n(n —k — 2) + (k + 2)2, it suffices to prove Ws(y/n(n —k —2) + (k +2)2) < 0.

Denote by ®6(n) = ®(y/n(n —k — 2) + (k + 2)2) = —n®+ (k* 4+ 6k + 10)n* — (3k(k* + 5k +
13) +37)n% + (k + 2)(4k3 + 17k + 45/<; - 44)n2 — (K3(3k? + 22k + 78) + 174k? + 219k + 112)n +
(k + 2)(kd + Tk* + 26k3 + 64k> + 85k + 44).

When n > 3k(k +1) and k > 2, we have ®"g(n) = 24( — 5n+ k* + 6k + 10) < —24(14k? +
9k —10) < 0 and thus ®"g(n) < ®"(3k(k + 1)) = —6(k*(78k? — 87) + 9k(11k? — 9) +37) <0
Once again, since n > 3k(k+1) and k > 2, we have ®"4(n) < ®"4(3k(k+1)) = —2(k*(216k* —
274) + k(405k? — 673) + 65k + 199k — 88) < 0 and so ®f(n) < f(3k(k+ 1)) = — (kK*(297k° +
729k* — 375k% — 1899k% — 575k + 303) + 159k%(k — 1) 4+ 309k(k? — 1) + 112) < 0.

This implies that ®g(n) < ®6(3k(k+1)) = — (1620 + 486k% — 198k — 18277 — 1339k° +
516k° + 41k* — 728k — 12k + 122k — 88) < —k®(162k" + 486k° — 198k° — 1827k* — 1339k° +
516k* — 728) < —kO(162k* + 486k* — 198k% — 1827k — 1339). Denote by ®7(k) = 162k* +
486k3 — 198k2 — 1827k — 1339. Since ®7(2) = 695 > 0 and ®7(k) = 175k3 — 1339 + k?(311k —
198) + k(162k® — 1827) > 0 for k > 3, we have ®g(n) < 0, as desired. "

Lemma 6.4 Ifn > 2(k+2)% and k > 1, then M(FS&O) >2n—k—1.5.

Proof. Throughout this proof, we simplify rewrite u(Gg) as u. By replacing s = 0 in the proof
of Lemma [6.2] we define Uy, Us, V7 and V5, where wg € Us and zg € V. Moreover, we let f be
the Perron vector of Gy and we also adopt the same notation from (6.1I]). As (Q(Go)) f=uf,
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it follows that

p—n)zy = (k+ 1z + (n—k - 2)xs + e,
w—k)xg =k,

pw—n)xs =kxy+ (n—k—1)xy + x5,
—n+k+1)zy=(n—k—2)xs+ g,
—n+k+2)zs =(n—k—2)xs,
—n+1)ag =kx1 + (n — k — 1)xs.

(
(
(
(n
(n
(1

The first four equations of ([6.7]) imply that

(=)= k) — k(k + )
Tt kD) Y (68)

The equations on z3, x5 and x¢ of (6.7)) lead to
(p—n+1)(p—n+k+2)
(u—n)(u—n+k‘—|—2)—(n—k‘—2)$6
It follows from (6.9) and the first two equations of (6.7]) that
(W= (k+n)p+kn—k-D)p* - 2n—k—-2)u+ (- 1)(n—k—2))

(—F)(n—k—Dp2— (2n% — Bk +5m+ (k+2))z+ (n—D(n—k—Dn—k—2)
(6.10)

r3 =

Te —

With algebraic manipulations and utilizing (6.8)), (6.10]) and the sixth equation of (6.7)), p is
equal to the maximum root of ¥g(z), where Wg(z) = z*— (4n—4—k) 23+ (5n2— (k+11)n—2k*+
6)z? — (2n3 + (2k — T)n? — (6k* + Tk — T)n+ 2k + 8k* + 6k — 2)z + 2k(n—1)(n—k—1)(n—k—2).

Since Wg(2n—k—1.5) = 732 ®5(n), where ®g(n) = 16n° +4(4k* — 4k —19)n* — 4(4k> — 25k —
23)n—8k3 —36k? — 66k —33 = 4n(4n>—19n—4k>+25k+23)+16k(k—1)n? —8k> —36k> — 66k —33.
Note that n > 2(k+2)2. Thus, ®4(n) = 8(12n+4k* —4k—19) > ®¥(2(k+2)?) = 8(28k* +92k+
77) > 0 and so ®(n) > ®4(2(k+2)?) = 4(64k*+428k>+1076k>+1193k+487) > 0. This implies
that ®g(n) > ®s(2(k + 2)%) = 192k5 + 1952k° + 8272k* + 18624k> + 23348k? + 15294k + 4031.
Now, we can conclude that Ug(2n — k — 1.5) < 0, completing the proof of this result. [

Lemma 6.5 (Li and Ning [14]) Let Gy be a balanced bipartite graph on 2n vertices. If 6(Gy) >
k>1,n>2k+3 and |E(Gy)| > n(n—k—2)+ (k+2)?, then Gy is traceable unless G1 C Fy, 1o
ork=1and G1 C Kn—l,n—l U Kos.

Proof of Theorem From (£.6]) and Lemmas [6.3HG.4] we have

L 2
n+n(n i 273+(k+2) §2n—k—1.5<u(G0)§|E(§0)|

and \/n(n —k —2) + (k +2)2 < p(Go) < V|E(Go),

which implies that |E(Go)| > n(n —k —2) + (k + 2)2. From Lemma and since §(Gp) > 2,
we have Gg C F}, 0. Now, the result follows from Lemma [

+n,
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7 The proof of Theorem [1.21]

Throughout this section, we assume that G = [U, V] is an almost balanced bipartite graph with
|U| = |V]| 4+ 1=n. Let vg be a vertex not in V(G) and define a balanced bipartite graph G*°
from G by adding vy and n edges joining vy to all vertices of U.

Lemma 7.1 If G is (q,q)-Hamiltonian, then G is (q,q)-traceable.

Proof: As the case when ¢ = 0 follows from definition immediately, we assume that g > 1.
Let S be an arbitrary set of 2¢ vertices of G such that [SNU| = ¢ =[S NV]. Choose a vertex
veSNV. Let Sy = (S\ {v}) U{vo} and Vi = V U{vg}. Then |[S;NU| =q = |[S1 N V.
Since G™ is (g, ¢)-Hamiltonian, G [V (G*) \ S;] contains a Hamiltonian cycle, and hence
G[V(G)\ S] is traceable, as G [ (V (G™)\ S1)\ {v}] = G[V(G)\ S]. By the arbitrariness of
S, G is (g, q)-traceable. n

Proof of Theorem [1.27] (i): We first show that, under the assumption of Theorem [[.2T], we
have

|E(G)| >nn+q—k—-2)+(k+1)(k+1—q). (7.1)
Assume that |[E(G)| <n(n+q—k—2)+ (k+ 1)(k+1—q). By (I.3) and Corollary [L.5] we
have Q(a) > « <M +n) + (1 — a)\/|E(G)] > ©(G, a), contrary to the assumption that

n

Q(a) < B(G, a). Hence (1)) follows.

From (1)), it follows that |[E(G™)| > n(n+q¢—k—1)+(k+1)(k+1—¢q) =eo(qg+1).
By Theorem and Proposition [L13] either G is (g, q)-Hamiltonian or G C F, j 4+1. It
follows by Lemma [Z.1] that either G is (g, ¢)-traceable or G C Z,, ¢ j—1 k—q- [

roof o eorem ii): By Corollary we have nta—k—1—€) > v/eo(q) >
Proof of Th [M.27] (ii): By Corollary 5.4}, we h ,o(K ntq ) (q) > Q(0)
and M(Kn,n+q—k—1 — e) >4 2@ (1). Note that Ky 5 4q9—k—1 —€ C Z2+q_k_17k_q. Thus,

n

Theorem [[.2] (i) implies that G is (g, ¢)-traceable unless G C Z,, 14— j—1k—q- Now, the result
follows from Lemma [5.2] [

Acknowledgment. The authors would like to thank three anonymous referees for their valu-
able comments which lead to a great improvement of the original manuscript.
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