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CONVEX FUNCTIONS ON GRAPHS: SUM OF THE EIGENVALUES

ASGHAR BAHMANI

ABSTRACT. Let G be a simple graph with the Laplacian matrix L(G) and let e(G) be the number of
edges of G. A conjecture by Brouwer and a conjecture by Grone and Merris state that the sum of the
k largest Laplacian eigenvalues of G is at most e(G) + (k;rl) and Zle dy, respectively, where (d});
is the conjugate of the degree sequence (d;);. We generalize these conjectures to weighted graphs and
symmetric matrices. Moreover, among other results we show that under some assumptions, concave
upper bounds on convex functions of symmetric real matrices are equivalent to concave upper bounds

on convex functions of (0, 1) matrices.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, all matrices are real, unless otherwise noted. We denote by M, (R) and Sym, (R) the
set of all real matrices and the symmetric real matrices of order n, respectively. A symmetric matrix A
is said to be positive semi-definite, if 7 Az > 0 for every & € R" and we write A > 0. For a positive
integer m, we denote by [m], the set {1,...,m} and we denote by j,, the all 1’s vector in R™. If § C R™,
we denote by S+ the orthogonal complement of S. For a positive integer i, e; denotes the vector with a
1 in the i*® coordinate and 0’s elsewhere, in R™.

For two positive integers 4,5 < m, E;; denotes the m x m matrix eie;fr. For a set X and ¢ disjoint
nonempty subsets X1, ..., X, we denote by L'JE:lXi, a partition of X. For a vector = (21,...,2,) € R™
and a subset P C [m], we denote the restriction of @ to the index set P by xp; Diag(x) is a diagonal
m x m matrix with diagonal entries Diag(x);; = x;. We denote by 1 > -+ > x,,, the decreasing order
of (2;);.

Assume that X C R” is a vector space over R. A function f: X — R is called positively homogeneous
if f(av) = af(v), for all positive « € R and v € X. For a Hermitian matrix M with eigenvalues
M(M) > > A (M) and k € [n], Sk(A) denotes Zle Aj(M). For a symmetric matrix A = [w;;] with
zero diagonal, we define e(A4) = >~ _ ;jwij- The Laplacian matrix of a simple graph G, denoted by Lg,
is D(G) — A(G), where D(G) is a diagonal matrix with diagonal entries (d;); and A(G) is the adjacency
matrix of G. We denote by S,, and P,, the star and the path of order n, respectively.

Interlacing theorem is a key theorem in spectral theory and we state it in the sequel.
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Theorem 1.1 (Interlacing Theorem). [19, Theorem 3.2] Let A be a Hermitian matriz with eigenvalues
AL > -+ > XA, and let B be one of its principal submatrices. If the eigenvalues of B are 61 > --+ > 6,,,
then \; > 0; > \y_m+i, for i € [m).

The following theorems are important facts on convexity of the function Si(A) that we use it in this

paper.

Theorem 1.2. [19, Lemma 3.7] Let A be an n x n Hermitian matriz, 1 < k <n. Then

DN = Jex tr(U"AU),

k
Z An—jt1(A) = s tr(U* AU),
j=1
where U € My, x(C) and M, (C) is the set of all n x k matrices over C.

Theorem 1.3. [19, Theorem 3.8] Let A, B be n x n Hermitian matrices, 1 <k <n. Then

k k
Ni(A+B) <3 N (A) + D N(B).
j=1 j=1 j=1
For k = n the inequality is an equality.
Suppose that G is a graph of order n and degree sequence (dy, ..., d,). The conjugate sequence degree

of (di,...,dy) is defined as (d7,...,d},), where dj = [{i : d; > j}|. In this paper we consider weighted

versions for the following conjectures:

Conjecture 1.4 (Grone-Merris Conjecture). [10] Let k,n € N and k € [n]. For any simple graph G, if
pui(Lg) > -+ > pn(La) are the Laplacian eigenvalues of G, then we have Zle wi(Lg) < Zle ds.

Grone-Merris Conjecture is proved in [1].

Conjecture 1.5 (Brouwer’s Conjecture). [2] Let k,n € N and k € [n]. For any simple graph G of order n,
if pi(Lg) > -+ > pn(Le) are the Laplacian eigenvalues of G, then we have Zle wi(La) < e(G)+ (k;rl)

Brouwer’s Conjecture is proved in some special cases: see [8], [12], and [18].

In this paper after introduction section, in Section 2, we consider convex functions with some special
upper bounds. Under some assumptions we show the equivalence of these bounds in two cases: real
convex domains and (0,1) domains. In Sections 3 and 4, we generalize Grone-Merris Conjecture and
Brouwer’s Conjecture to weighted graphs, respectively. In Section 5, we consider positive semi-definite
decompositions of matrices and their relation to the sum of the eigenvalues. In the last section, we state
some lower and upper conjectured bounds on the sum of the largest (and smallest) eigenvalues of trees

and simple graphs.
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2. ConvEX FuncTiONS AND CONCAVE BOUNDS

Suppose that U € R™. We denote by Ugg,+13 (Uso,1y, respectively) the set {(ai,...,am) € U : a; €
{-1,0,1},i € [m]} ({(a1,...,am) € U :a; € {0,1},i € [m]}, respectively). In the following theorem, for
convex functions we show that the concave bounds over domains U and Uy, +1} are equivalent. First, we

need the following lemma that is straightforward, so we omit its proof.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that ¢ : U — R is convex. If ¢ is positive homogeneous, then p(x + y) <
o(x) + (y), for any z,y € U.

Theorem 2.2. Let t,m € N, Py,..., P, C [m], and [m] = U._,P;. Suppose that P C [m], U =

{Z aie; : a; € R}, and ¢ : U — R is conver and positive homogeneous. If f : U — R is one of the
icP
following functions:

(i.) A concave and positive homogeneous function,

(ii.) for given {a;; € R}, f(a) =>" Z aijal;, where @’ = ap,,

J =1

then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) For everya € U, p(a) < f(a).
(2) For every a € Ugg 11}, v(a) < f(a).

Proof. (1) — (2): We have Uyg 41} € U and the result is done.

(2) — (1): Assume that a € U and k is the number of nonzero elements of a. We prove this case by strong
induction on k. If k = 0, then a € Uyy,+13 and we have ¢(a) < f(a). So, we suppose that k£ > 0 and the
assertion is true for 0,...,k — 1. Suppose that a € U, @ = min;{|a;| : a; # 0} and @ = (G1,...,a4) is a
member of Uy +13 such that a; = sgn(a;), j € [m]. Therefore a —aa € U and a = (aa) + (a — aa).

Hence,

< p(aa) + ¢(a — aa) by Lemma 2.1,
= ap(a) + ¢(a —aa)

<af(a)+ fla—aa) by induction and (2),
< f(a). (*)

Since for any decreasing orders of @, a — aa, and a we have af(a) + f(a — aa) = f(a), thus (*) holds
for the function (ii.). O

Remark 2.3. Let ¢ : X — R be a convex function. Since —1 is concave, the statement similar to theorem

above, for lower convex bounds on concave functions is true.
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2.1. Matrix Parameters and Matrix Entries. A parameter ¢ of symmetric matrices is convex pa-

rameter (concave parameter, respectively), if for any matrices A, B € Sym,(R) and « € [0, 1], we have
(@A + (1 —a)B) <app(A) + (1 —a)(B) (Y(aA+ (1 —a)B) > ap(A) + (1 — a)(B), respectively).

Suppose that V' C M,(R). We denote by Vio+13y (Vjo,1}, respectively) the set {[wi;] € V @ wy; €
{-1,0,1},4,5 € [n]} ({[wij] € V @ wij € {0,1},4,5 € [n]}, respectively). For a matrix A = [w;;], we
denote by A;; > --- > Aj,2 the decreasing order of (w;;); ;. Similar to Theorem 2.2, we state the

following theorem for real matrices.

Theorem 2.4. Letn € N, P C [n] x [n], and V = { Z wijEij t wij € R}. Suppose that ¢ : V — R is
(i.5)eP
a convex and positive homogeneous function. If f:V — R is one of the following functions:

(i.) A concave and positive homogeneous function,
(ii.) for given {a; € R}, f(A) = > Ay,
i€[n?]
(iii.) for given {a;; € R}, f(A) = > > aijrij, where 7 is the i*" row of A,
jE€[n] i€[n]
then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) For every A €V, ¢(A) < f(A).
(2) For every A € Vig 11y, ¥(A) < f(A).

Same as Theorems 2.2 and 2.4, we state the theorems below for Uyg 1.

Theorem 2.5. Let t,m € N, Pi,..., P, C [m], and [m] = UlePi. Suppose that P C [m], U =
{Z aie; : a; > 0}, and ¢ : U — R is convex and positive homogeneous. If f : U — R is one of the
i€P

following functions:

(i.) A concave and positive homogeneous function,
t . .
(ii.) for given {cy; € R}, f(a) =3 Zlaijaij, where a' = a,p,,
J =
then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) For every a € U, p(a) < f(a).
(2) For every a € Ug 1y, p(a) < f(a).

Theorem 2.6. Letn € N, P C [n] X [n], and V = { Z wijBij t wij > 0}. Suppose that ¢ : V — R is
(i.5)€P
a convex and positive homogeneous function. If f:V — R is one of the following functions:

(i.) A concave and positive homogeneous function,
(ii.) for given {a; € R}, f(A) = > Ay,
1<i<n?
(iii.) for given {aij € R}, f(A) = > > aurl;, where v is the ith row of A,
j€[n] i€[n]
then the following statements are equivalent:
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(1) For every A€V, ¢(A) < f(A).
(2) For every A € Vig 1y, ¥(A) < f(A).

A natural question is that which functions can be choose as f in Theorems 2.2, 2.4, 2.5, and 2.6.

Problem 2.7. Under the same assumptions of Theorems 2.2 and 2.5, what is a characterization of the

functions f : R™ — R that the following statements are equivalent:
(1) For every a € U, p(a) < f(a).
(2) For every a € Ugg 41} (a € Ugo13), ¢(a) < f(a).

3. WEIGHTED GRONE-MERRIS CONJECTURE

In this section using theorems of Section 1, we state an equivalent and weighted version of Grone-Merris

Conjecture.

3.1. Laplacian of weighted graphs. Suppose that A = [w;;] € Sym,(R) is a zero diagonal matrix.
The matrix A is the adjacency matrix of a (weighted) graph of order n such that the weight of edge i — j
is w;j. In this paper we look at every symmetric matrix with zero diagonal as the adjacency matrix of a
weighted graph.

The Laplacian matrix of A, denoted by Ly, is D — A, where D is a diagonal matrix with diagonal
entries d;; = Z?:l w;j. It is well-known that zero is an eigenvalue of L4 with corresponding eigenvector
3, For a symmetric matrix with nonnegative weights, the Laplacian matrix is positive semi-definite, but
if some weights are negative, the Laplacian matrix is not necessary to be positive semi-definite.

In this paper we arrange other Laplacian eigenvalues than zero (corresponding to the
eigenvector j,) decreasingly and denote them by p1(La),...,un—1(La) such that ui(La) >
coe > tin—1(La).

More precisely, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 3.1. Let A = [w;;] be an n x n symmetric matriz with zero diagonal and w be a real number. If
B=A+w(J, —I,), then fori € [n—1],

wi(Lp) = pi(La) + nw.

Proof. Suppose that p;(La) is corresponding to the eigenvector & perpendicular to j,. So, Lp€ =
La&+wLey, 1€ = (ui(La) + nw)é. O

We have for k € [n — 1],

k
ZM(LA): max tr(UTLaU)
P vlu=1,

UTj, =0

and it is easy to see that ¢(A) = Zle wi(La) is a convex function on Sym.,(R) (see [5, Theporem 3.4]).
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For two vectors x,y € R™, we say that y majorizes x, written as & < y, if and only if

k k n n
qugZyu kE[’rL—l], inizzyii'
=1 =1 =1 =1

Example 3.2. Let A = [wij] be an n X n symmetric matrix with zero diagonal. If wy > we > -+ > wy2_p,
is the decreasing order of (w;;)i ji; , then we show that

2

n 2n n—n
(a(La)s o pn s (Ea) < (s 3 s 3 )
i=1 i=n+1 i=n2—-2n+1

We have S0 p1i(La) = Tr(La) = Zil_n wi. So, to see other inequalities, it is sufficient to show
that Y% | pi(La) < Z?:1 Zzz(j—l)n-i-l wi = Y w; for k € [n —1]. By Lemma 3.1, without loss of
generality, we suppose that all weights are nonnegative. By Theorem 2.6, function (ii.), it is sufficient to
show inequality for (0,1) matrices. We know for simple graphs, if 2¢(4) =gn+7r, 0 <r <n—1,0 < g,
then

(p1(La),..spin—1(La)) < (n,...,n,7,0,...,0).

Hence Y, pi(La) < Z;C:l Zgz(jfl)nJrl wi = Y. w; is true and we have done.

3.2. Young Tableau of Weights and Conjugate Degrees Sequence. Suppose that A = [w;;] is an
n X n symmetric matrix with zero diagonal. Assume that for every i € [n], w1 > wyig > -+ > Wii(n—1) 18
the decreasing order of (wj;);i (the row i of A without diagonal entry). So, d; = >°7_, wij = Z?;ll Wyij
is the degree of vertex i, for ¢ € [n]. We define the following Young tableau of these weights:

n n n
SUM Zwu(nfl) e Z‘%i? Zwul
i=1 i=1 i=1
dy Wi (n—1) el wye w11
da Wia(n—1) || w22 wy21
dn—1 | Witn—1)(n—-1) | *** | Win—1)2 | Wi(n—1)1
dn Win(n—1) T Win2 Winl

TABLE 1. Conjugate of the Weighted Degree Sequence

n

In this tableau, define the conjugate of the degree sequence by dj = Zw“j’ for j € [n — 1]. This is
i=1

a weighted version of the conjugate of the degree sequence. One can see easily that this version of d} for

(0,1) weights is [{¢ : d; > j}|-
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Example 3.3. Suppose that

Therefore, we have the following tableau:

SUM | -19 -5 20.2

1.1 -1] 0 |21

3 -4 1 -1| 8

-89 | =7 | -4 21

1 -710 8

By definitions above and theorems of Section 1, we state the following weighted version of Grone-Merris

Conjecture.

Theorem 3.4. Let A = [w;;] be an n x n symmetric matriz with zero diagonal. Then
(11(La)s s pn—1(La)) < (dis- ooy diyy)-

Proof. Assume that k € [n — 1]. We must show Z‘?:l wi(La) < Z?:l dj = Z?:l St wyij. From
Lemma 3.1, if we shift the entries of A by w, two sides of inequality above change knw. Thus without
loss of generality, we suppose that A is nonnegative. By Theorem 2.6, function (iii.), it is sufficient to
show the inequality for (0,1) matrices. For simple graphs Grone-Merris Conjecture is proved [1]. Hence

Zle wi(La) < Z?:l d; is true and we have done. O

Corollary 3.5. Lett,n € N and S,, be a weighted star. If wi > -+ >wy > 0> wpp1 >+ > wp—1 1 the

decreasing order of the weights of edges, then

t n—1
(11(Ls,); - pin-1(Ls,)) < (O wi) +wi,wz, oy wno2, (Y wi) +wno1)
=1 1=t+1

FIGURE 1. A Weighted Star



8 A. BAHMANI

n—1

Proof. By Theorem 3.4, we have df = (Zf-:l wi) Fwi, dy = wa, .., dy = (D01 wi) +wno1 and we

have done. O

i=1 p—w;

Remark 3.6. One can see that x(u) = T2 (1 — w;) (,u — (0w -t Wl ) is the characteristic
polynomial of Lg, . If pu3 > -+ > p, are the roots of y, then by interlacing (Theorem 1.1) we have
1 > Wi > e > Wo > - > W1 > by By Corollary 3.5 we obtain some useful inequalities for the roots

of x.

4. WEIGHTED BROUWER’S CONJECTURE

For this section we need the definition of unordered magjorization [13, 14.E.6]. For two vectors x,y €
R™, we say that y unordered majorizes x, written as * < y, if and only if

n n

k k
inSZyi ke [n—1], ZxZ:ZyZ
i=1 i=1

i=1 =1

The following conjecture states a weighted version of Brouwer’s Conjecture.

Conjecture 4.1. Let A = [w;;] be an n X n symmetric nonnegative matriz with zero diagonal. If

Wy > wg > > w(z) > 0 is the decreasing order of (wi;)i<;, then

(z) (") ()
(L) pint(La) D (D) Fwrs Y wieers 30 wiees 3w,
i=(3)+1 i=(5)+1 i=("7")+1
If Ais a (0,1) matrix, Conjecture 4.1 is Brouwer’s Conjecture.
Using Theorem 2.6, function (ii.), we can state weighted versions of the cases of Brouwer’s Conjecture

that is proven.

Theorem 4.2. [12] Let T be a tree of order n. For k € [n],
k
> wi(Lr) < e(T) + 2k — 1.
i=1

The following theorem is a weighted version for trees.

Theorem 4.3. Let T be a weighted tree. If wy > we > --- > wp—1 > 0 is the decreasing order of the

weights of edges and w, = -+ = wap_1 = 0, then
(ui(L7), . s pin(Lr)) D (e(T) + wi,we + w3, ..., Wag—2 + Wak—1, - - - s Wan—2 + Wap—1)-

Proof. Suppose that k € [n] and set V = {3 ;. () wijEij : wij > 0}. The function Ele wi(Lr) is a
2k—1

convex function on V. If 2k —1 > n— 1, then it is obvious that Zle pi(Lr) <2e(T) <e(T)+> -, wi.
If 2k — 1 < n — 1, then by Theorem 2.6, function (ii.), we have Ele wi(Lr) < e(T) + Efj;l w; =

2k—1 n—1
2(21'21 wl) + Zi:Qk Wi O
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4.1. Weight Tableau. Assume that A = [w;;] is an n X n symmetric matrix with zero diagonal. If
w1 > wy > > W(n) is the decreasing order of (w;j)i<;, then we define weight tableau W(A) as below:
2
wi w1 We w3 ccc Wpe2  Wnot
w2 w3 Wp  Wnpit1 et Wan—4 Wan—3
Wy w5 We
(4.1) W(A) =
S e RO S
sy Sepe e | g

It is easy to see that 327" ,"r;(W(A)) = 2e(A), where r;(W(A)) = > i1 W(A);; is the sum of row 4,
for i € [n—1].

Lemma 4.4. Let A = [w;j] be an n x n symmetric nonnegative matriz with zero diagonal. If w > --- >
W) is the decreasing order of (wij)i<;, then
(2)
(WA, raa (WA)) D (e(A) Fwr, Y wieer Y w).
i=(3)+1 i=("5")+1

(k+1

Proof. From the definition of the weight tableau 4.1, we have Ele ri(W(A)) < e(A)+ >, 7w, for

ken—1]. O
Now, we state the following conjecture that allows us to extend Brouwer’s Conjecture to real weights:
Conjecture 4.5 (Weighted Brouwer’s Conjecture). Let A = [w;;] be an n X n symmetric matriz with
zero diagonal. If wqy > we > -+ > w(n) is the decreasing order of (wij)i<j, then
2

(1 (L), s pin—1(La)) Q(ri(W(A)),...,rn1(W(A))).

Remark 4.6. Brouwer’s Conjecture for simple graphs, Conjecture 1.5, and Conjecture 4.5 are equivalent:

k;n_(k;l) (k;l)
For k € [n — 1], Conjecture 4.5 states >, | pi(La) < g w; + E w;. From Lemma 3.1, if we shift
i=1 i=1

the entries of A by min; w;, two sides of inequality above change knw. Thus without loss of generality,
we suppose that A is nonnegative. By Theorem 2.6, function (ii.), it is sufficient to show the inequality

for (0,1) matrices. For simple graphs, Brouwer’s Conjecture is obvious for e(A) > kn — (k‘gl) and for
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knf(k;rl) (k;l) (k;l)
e(A) < kn — (k;rl) we have Zle ri(W(4)) = Z w; + Z w; = e(A) + Z w;. Hence, two
i=1 i=1 i=1
conjectures are equivalent.
4.2. Optimum Arrangements of Weights of Graphs. A question about these bounds on sum of
the eigenvalues of graphs and symmetric matrices is about the matrices and graphs that achieve these
bounds. In other way, we want to know for which (weighted) graphs these bounds are sharp. We state

these questions as the following problems.

Problem 4.7 (Laplacian Matrix). Let k,n € N, k < n, and wi,ws, - »W(n) be given nonnegative real
2

numbers. What is the graph of order n with this weights that have the maximum (or minimum) of

Sk(La) = pa(La)+-+pup(La)?

It seems that for a simple graph G, k < n, and (k";) < e(G) < kn — (kgl) the extremal graphs for
problem above are threshold graphs with clique number £+ 1 which achieve the upper bound in Brouwer’s

Conjecture.

Problem 4.8 (Adjacency Matrix). Let k,n € N, k < n, and wy,ws,- - ,w(n) be given nonnegative
2
real numbers. What is the graph of order n with this weights that have the mazimum (or minimum) of

Sk(A) = /\1(A) + "'—l—)\k(A)?

Extremal simple graphs with given e edges for k = 1, spectral radius, have been considered in recent
decades (see [4],[15], and [16]).

Problem 4.9 (Nonsymmetric Matrices: Singular Values). Letk,m,n € N, k < m,n, and w1, w2, - ,Wmn
be given real numbers. What is the arrangement of these weights in an n x m matriz M such that have
the maximum (or minimum) sum of the singular values Sp(M) = o1 (M) + -+ o (M) ?

5. POSITIVE SEMI-DEFINITE DECOMPOSITION

In this section, we consider a relationship between the spectral decomposition and any positive semi-

definite decomposition of a symmetric matrix.

Lemma 5.1. Let t,n € N and A € Sym,(R). If A = Ef.:l O;u;ul for some real vectors u;, i € [t].

If 0; > 0 fori € [t] and v = rank(span{uy,...,us}), then A has exactly r nonzero eigenvalues and
span{uy,...,us} = span{&y,...,E,} for eigenvectors &,, i € [r], corresponding to nonzero eigenvalues of
A.

Proof. Suppose that £ is a O-eigenvector of A. So, €7 A¢ = 0 and £eu; = 0. Therefore span{uy,...,us} C
Im(A). Also, if v € (span{uy,...,u;})*, then Av = 0. Thus span{uy,...,u;} 2 Im(A) and hence
span{uq,...,u} = span{&y,..., &, } for eigenvectors &, i € [r] corresponding to nonzero eigenvalues of
A. O
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Theorem 5.2. Let t,n € N and A € Sym,(R). Suppose that A = Ef.:l O;u;ul for some unit real
vectors w;, i € [t]. If 0; >0, i € [t], then for m = min(n,t)

01, 0m) < (\L(A), ..., Am(A)).

Proof. For every k € [m], set Ay, = Zle 0;u;ul’. By Lemma 5.1, we have rank(Ax) < k and hence,

k rank(Ayg) rank(Ayg) k
So=Tr(A) = D> MNAD< DD M) <Y N4
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
and we have done. O

By Theorem 5.2 we state the following conjecture that is similar to Brouwer’s Conjecture.

Conjecture 5.3. Let n,t € N and 64, ...,0;, be nonnegative numbers. Suppose that uy,...,us are t unit
vectors of j- and L = 22:1 O;u;ul . If A= [w;j] = —L+ Diag(L1,. .., L), then for k € min(t,n—1)
we have
k
Z 0; < Z ri(W(A)).
i=1 i=1

By Theorem 5.2 we state the following theorem that is similar to Grone-Merris Conjecture.

Theorem 5.4. Let n,t € N and 601,...,60; be nonnegative numbers. Suppose that w1,...,us are t unit
vectors of Jﬁ and L = 22:1 Qwul . If A = [wij] = —L + Diag(L11,...,Lnn), then we for k €

min(t,n — 1) have

k k n
Z@i S Z Zw“j.
i=1 j=11i=1

Similar to Lemma 5.1, we state the following proposition.

Proposition 5.5. Lett,n € N and A € Sym,,(R). Suppose that A = 25:1 O;u;ul for some independent
real vectors w;, © € [t]. If0; # 0, i € [t], then A has exactly t nonzero eigenvalues and span{uy,...,us} =

span{&y, ..., &} for eigenvectors &;, i € [t] corresponding to nonzero eigenvalues of A.

Proof. For every i € [t], suppose that V; = span{uy,...,w;_1,Ui11,...,u;} and w; = u; — u’;, where
w'; € V; and w; € V;t. So, Aw; = (0;|wi|?)u;. Therefore span{u,,...,u;} € Im(A). Also, if v €
(span{ui,...,u:})*t, then Av = 0. Thus span{u,...,u;} = span{€,,...,&,} for eigenvectors &;, i € [t]

corresponding to nonzero eigenvalues of A. O

The next proposition considers a relation between the sign of entries of a positive semi-definite matrix

and its positive semi-definite decomposition.

Proposition 5.6. Let n,t € N and 64,...,0; be positive real numbers. Suppose that w1,...,us aret real
vectors ofji‘ and L = 22:1 Qiwul . Ift <n—1and A= [wij] = —L+Diag(L11, ..., Lnn) is wrreducible,

then some of the entries of A are negative.
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Proof. By Lemma 5.1, the number of positive eigenvalues of L are at most ¢t. Suppose by contradiction
that all entries of A are nonnegative. Matrix A is irreducible, hence, it is the adjacency matrix of a
connected weighted graph. Suppose that G is the simple graph such that ij € E(G) if and only if
w;j # 0. We have

pn—1(La) > (minowij)un—1(LG) >0,

wij>

which is a contradiction and the proof is complete. O

6. SOME CONJECTURED BOUNDS ON SUM OF THE LARGEST EIGENVALUES OF GRAPHS

Let n € N and ¢ be a function on graphs. For given edges of simple graphs on n vertices, an extremal
problem is that which graph has the maximum (or minimum) value of ¢. In the other hand, the problem
is that what distribution and arrangement of the given weights 0 and 1 in an adjacency matrix has the
extreme value. In this section, we state some conjectures on the sum of the k largest(smallest) eigenvalues
of simple graphs. In particular, we conjecure some upper and lower bounds for trees and other graphs.

For conjectured bounds in this section, we use the data of trees and graphs from [14] and [17].
6.1. Bounds for Trees.

6.1.1. Adjacency Matriz. It is well-known that for the largest adjacency eigenvalue of trees we have:

Theorem 6.1. [7, p. 21] Let n € N and T be a tree on n vertices, we have
A(Py) < A (T) < Mi(Sn)

The subdivision of an edge e = ij of a simple graph G is a graph obtained by deleting e and adding a
new vertex u and two new edges iu and uj . The subdivision of G is a graph by the subdivision of all
edges and is denoted by S(G). Suppose that £ € N and T is a tree of order k and V(T') = {v1,..., v}
Now, we add some new vertices to v; in S(T'), for all i € [k], such that |d,, —d,,| <1 for all i, j € [k] and

all new vertices have degree one. We denote the set of all such trees of order n by 7y, k.

(2]

FIGURE 2. A member of Ti5 4.
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Example 6.2. Suppose that K =2 and n > 3. The only tree of order 2 is P» and S(P.) = P5. Hence,
¢ )

=
[\
|
A
g

and |7;7,72| =1.
We conjecture that for an integer k, we have the following statement:

Conjecture 6.3. Let k € N,k > 2.
e For everyn > k + 2 and every tree T on n vertices: Zle Ai(Sp) < Zle Xi(T);
e for every n > 3k — 1 and every tree T on n vertices, we have

k

k
DN <D Ai(Tk),

=1

where T, 1 € Th k-

Now, we consider the set 7, for k£ > 1 and n > k% 4+ 1. Assume that Ty, is a member of 7, . By
the definition of 7, x, the vertices v1,..., v, of T},  have degree at least k. The matching number of
T,k is k and hence T, , has exactly k positive eigenvalues. We define for T}, ; the function fr, L(x) =
Zle vV +A3(T, ). By using the Taylor series of fr, (), one can see that for two trees 7' and 77,
there exists X € R such that for every > Xy, fr(z) < fr (z) or for every z > Xo, fr(x) < fr(z).
For an integer s, where 0 < s < k — 1, define T} as follows: T}} € Tj24145% and there exists Xy € R such
that for every > Xo and T' € Ty f116k, fr(7) < frp (o).

The following lemma is a corollary of [6, Lemma 2.8] and we use it to construct our extremal trees.

Lemma 6.4. Let k,r € N and G be a bipartite graph with partitions X, Y and \1(G) > --- > M\:(G) > 0.
If G’ is obtained from G by joining each vertex of X tor new pendant vertices, then \;(G") = \/r + A3(G),
for i€ [k].

Now we can state a stronger version of Conjecture 6.3.

Conjecture 6.5. Let k € N,k > 2. There exists an integer My, such that for every n > My, and every
tree T' on n vertices, we have
k
S ONT) <Y (T3 ),
i=1 i=1
where 0 < s < k—1,n—k*>—1 = s mod k, and T, i is obtained from T} by joining each vertex of
{v1,..., v }(CV(T})) to # new pendant vertices.
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6.1.2. Laplacian Matriz: Sum of the Largest Eigenvalues. For the largest Laplacian eigenvalue of trees

we have the following well-known theorem(see [20, Theorem 3.5] for a stronger result):
Theorem 6.6. Let n € N and T be a tree on n vertices, we have
pi(Lp,) < pa(Lr) < pa(Ls,)

In [11] it is shown that for every tree T' of order n, .7, ui(Lr) < 327, wi(Ls, ), where S, o is the

tree shown below:

Suppose that k € N and Sy, is the star of order k and V(Sg) = {v,v1,...,vk—1}. Now, we add some
new vertices to v;, for all 4 € [k — 1], such that |d,, —d,;| < 1 for all i,j € [k — 1] and all new vertices

have degree one. We denote the set of all such trees of degree n by S, .

FIGURE 3. A member of S, 1.

We conjecture that for an integer k, 2 < k, the following statement:

Conjecture 6.7. Let k € N.

o For k > 2, there exists an integer my such that for every n > my, and every tree T on n vertices:

k k
doie1 Hi(Lp,) <37 wi(Lr);
e for k > 3, there exists an integer My, such that for every n > My and every tree T on n vertices,

we have
k k
> pi(Lr) <3 pi(Ls, ),
i=1 i=1
where Sy € Sp k.

6.1.3. Laplacian Matriz: Sum of the Smallest Figenvalues. For the smallest nonzero Laplacian eigenvalue

of trees we have:
Theorem 6.8. [9] Let n € N and T be a tree on n vertices, we have

,Unfl(LPn) S ,UJnfl(LT) S /Lnfl(LSn)
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Suppose that kK € N and T is a tree with k vertices vy,
|d(v, v;) —

15
., v of degree 1. For a center v of T we have
d(v,v;)] <1 for all ¢,j € [k]. We denote the set of all such trees of degree n by P, .

\
number of leaves=Kk,

v for i, j € [K] >

Yd(v, ) — d(v,0;)] < 1

®

Vg

J

FIGURE 4. The set Py 1

For example, for k£ = 3, we have the following tree.

P(ngl-‘(orPLnglJ)

FIGURE 5. The tree P, 3.

The sum of the k smallest Laplacian eigenvalues of graphs is a concave function. We conjecture that
n
i=n—k+1

for an integer k, the following statement for Z wi(Lr) = pn—g+1(Lr) + -+ + pn(L7)
Conjecture 6.9. Let k € N,k > 3.

n

o There exists an integer My, such that for everyn > My, and every tree T onn vertices:
> wilLs,);

n
i=n—k+1

Z pi(Lr) <
i=n—k+1
e there exists an integer my such that for every n > my and every tree T' on n vertices, we have

n

> wiLe,)< > pilLr),
i=n—k+1
where Py, 1, € Pp k.

i=n—k+1
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6.2. Bounds for Graphs with Given Edges. For given positive integers n and e, the sum of the
largest (and smallest) adjacency eigenvalues of graphs of order n and the number of edges e is considered
in this section. The set of all simple graphs on n vertices and e edges is denoted by G(n,€).

The extremal graphs for the largest eigenvalue of graphs in G(n, e) are considered widely (see [3],[4],[15],
and [16]). The following theorem for the largest adjacency eigenvalue of graphs in G(n, e) is conjectured

by Brualdi and Hoffman [3] and it is proved by Rowlinson [16].

Theorem 6.10. [16] Let n,e € N and e = (;) + s for some integers t,s and s < t. If G is a graph of

order n with e edges, then
M(G) < Mi(g(ne)),

where g(n, e) is obtained from the complete graph K; by adding a new vertex and s new edges and n—t—1

g(n,e): ‘

We conjecture that for an integer k, we have the following statement:

isolated vertices.

Conjecture 6.11. Let k,n € N, 2 < k, and G be a graph of order n with e edges. If t < |7],

t t—1
e=(k-1) (2) + ( 9 ) +s, and s € [t], then there exists an integer e, < t such that for s > e, we have
i t—1
Z/\i(G) S (k=10 =1) + M(g(t, 9 +5)).

i=1

OROIS

FIGURE 6. The extremal graph of Conjecture 6.11.
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