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Abstract: Topological indices are important bridge between graph theory and chemical ap-
plications. The study of graph matching expandability has been an influential topic in recent
research on graph structure. In this paper, we provide some sufficient conditions for a graph
to be k-extendable graphs, n-factor-critical graphs and (1, k, d)-graphs and graphs with prefect
matching in terms of a significant type of Topological index: the Zeroth-order General Randié
Index (@ > -1 and a # 0).
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1 Introduction and Notation

The graphs we discuss in this paper are simple connected graphs, i.e., connected graphs
that do not contain circles and parallel edges. Let G = (V(G), E(G)), where V(G) is the set of
vertices and E(G) is the set of edges of G. For any vertex x € V(G), dg(x) denotes the degree of

x within G.

A graph is bipartite if its vertex set can be partitioned into two subsets X and Y so that every
edge has one end in X and the other in Y; such a partition (X, Y) is called a bipartition of the
graph, and X and Y its parts. A bipartite graph is balanced if its two parts X and Y satisfied
IX] =1Y1.

The complement of G , denoted by G, is the graph with the vertex set V(G) and whose edges
are the pairs of nonadjacent vertices of G. The union of two graphs G and H, denoted by GUH,
is the graph with the vertex set V(G) U V(H) and edge set E(G) U E(H). And the join of G and H
(denoted by GUH) take the vertex V(G)UV(H) and edge set E(G)UE(H)U{uvlu € V(G),v € V(H)}.
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For S ¢ V(G), G — S denote the graph induced by V(G) — S. For any two non-adjacent vertices
x and yin G, let G + e be the graph formed from G by adding a new edge e = xy.

The edge set M C E(G) is a matching of G if there is no common endpoint on any 2 edges
in M. A matching of k edges is called a k-matching. The matching M in G that covers exactly
|[V(G)| —d (d is a non-negative integer) vertices is called the d-deficient matching of the graph G,
which we also refer to the deficiency of M in G is d, denote def(M) = d. By definition, we can
obtain that 2k + d = |V(G)| for any matching of G.

Suppose G is a connected graph with perfect matchings and G is k-extendable if every k-
matching of G is contained in a perfect matching. A graph with perfect matching is equivalent
to a 0-extandable graph. G is called maximal non-k-extendable if G is not k-extendable but G + ¢
is k-extendable for every e € E(G). A connected balanced bipartite graph G with a bipartition
(X,Y) is maximal non-k-extendable bipartite if G is not k-extendable but G + xy is k-extendable

for any edge xy ¢ E(G) withx € Xand y € Y.

A closely related concept to k-extendable is that of k-factor-critical. G is said to be k-factor-
critical if, for any subset S € V(G) with n vertices, G — S has a perfect matching. G is called
maximal non-k-factor-critical if G is not k-factor-critical but G + e is k-factor-critical for every
missing edge e € E(G).

Let G be a graph and let 1, k and d be non-negative integers such that |[V(G)| > n + 2k +d + 2
and |V(G)| — n — d is even. If on deleting any n vertices from G the remaining subgraph of G
contains a k-matching and each k-matching in the subgraph can be extended to a d-deficient
matching, then G is called an (n,k,d)-graph. This concept was proposed by Liu and Yu B]
as an extension to our usual discussion of k-expandability, n-factor criticality, and d-deficient
matching. A graph G is called a maximal non-(n, k, d)-graph if G is not an (1, k, d)-graph but
G +eis an (n,k,d)-graph for every edge e € E(G).

Recently, the use of graph parameters to study matching parameters of graphs and problems
related to matching extensibility have been studied. For example, Lin[11] used the number of
edges of a graph to give a sufficient condition for a graph to have a perfect matching. Suilﬂﬂ]
used a new technique to give the same conclusion and utilized it to give a spectral radius
condition for the existence of a perfect matching in a graph. Later, using similar methods,
scholars have given various types of sufficient conditions for a graph to satisfy k-matching
extensibility as well as k-factor-critical property, please see [B, , B%Ij; for details.

A mapping on a graph is called a graph invariant if it takes the same value for every
isomorphic graph. In chemical graph theory, there are many graph invariants which are

important in predicting the chemical properties of molecules, and we refer to these graph



invariants as topological indices.

The Zeroth-order General Randi¢ Index is aindex denoted by °R,, is defined by the following

equation:

"Ro(G) = ) do(®)*(a € R - {0)).
veG
The R, index was first raised in H, Iﬂ], and the well-known indices Z(G) (the First Zagreb
Index) and IF(G) (the Forgetten Topological Index) correspond to the cases @ = 2 and 3.

This paper explores the sufficient conditions for k-factor-critical of a graph as well as k-
extendable graph and (1, k, d)-graph, using the Zeroth-order General Randi¢ Index as examples.
In last section, we provide a new sufficiency conditions for the graph containing a perfect
matching. This result generalizes the results of Lin and Suil in [Ej] and [12]. Some relevant

extremal graph will also be shown in the text.

2 Preliminaries

A topological index (or more generally, a graph parameter) T(G) to each graph G, where
G 2 K, is said to be edge-increasing(denote by EI) if T(G + ¢) > T(G) for every edge e € E(G).
A topological index T(G) to each bipartite graph G, where G 2 K, ,,, is said to be bipartite-edge-
increasing (denote by BEI) if T(G + xy) > T(G) for every edge xy ¢ E(G) withx € Xand y € Y.
Similarly, we can define edge-decreasing (denote by ED) and bipartite-edge-decreasing (denote
by BED) property. It can be verified that if T(G) is EI, it must be BEI and if T(G) is ED, it must
be BED.

We denote ¥, »(resp. ¢, »-) the graphs in order n and have (resp. not have) &-property. We
denote %, »(resp. %, »-) the bipartite graphs in order n and have (resp. not have) &7-property.

Call a graph G has maximal non-Z-property if G € ¥, »- but for e € E(E), G+e€ Yy ».
Accordingly, bipartite graph G is said to has maximal bipartite non-Z-property if G € %, »-
but for any edge xy ¢ E(G) withx € Xand y € Y, G+ xy € B, ».

In general, finding graphs that satisfy the maximal non-Z7-property is a very arduous work.
But for properties related to the matching extensibility of graphs, these graphs have been
completely inscribed by Ananchuen et al.ﬂ?y and Bai et al.[H]. For details, please see the lemmas

in the following sections.

The following lemma gives the relation between the increasing and decreasing properties

of the index and the maximal non-Z?-property.



Lemma 2.1. (1)Let G be a graph (resp. bipartite graph) with a maximum EI T(G) among 4, - (resp.

By, 7-), then G must have a maximal non--property (resp. maximal bipartite non-?-property).

(2)Let G be a graph (resp. bipartite graph) with a minimum ED T(G) among ¥, - (resp. By, z-),

then G must have a maximal non-?-property (resp. maximal bipartite non-2?-property).

Proof. (1)Suppose G not have a maximal non-Z-property and be such that T(G) attain max-
imum. Then there exists an edge e € G such that G + e is still a non-2 graph, it follows that
T(G + e) — T(G) > 0, contradicting that T(G) attains maximum. A similar discussion can be

made for the case where G is a bipartite graph. Here we omit the proof.

(2)Suppose G not have a maximal non-Z?-property and be such that T(G) attain minimum.
Then there exists an edge e € G such that G + e is still a non-2 graph, it follows that T(G +e) —
T(G) < 0, contradicting that T(G) attains minimum. A similar discussion can be made for the

case where G is a bipartite graph. Here we omit the proof. m]

Lemma 2.2. (1)For a > 0, °R,, index is EI. In particular, °R, index is BEL
(2)For a < 0, °R, index is ED. In particular, °R, index is DBI.

Proof. Let Gbe a graphande € E (E), and two ends of e are v, v>. It follows that
OR4(G + ) = "Ro(G) = (d(v1) + 1)* + (d(v2) + 1)* — d(v1)* — d(v2)".

Clearly, if a > 0, since f(x) = x* is an increasing function when x > 0, then (d(v;) + 1)* > d(vy)“,
(d(v2) + 1)* > d(v2)*. Hence “R,(G) is EI. It follows that f(G + ¢) > f(G) holds.

If « < 0, since f(x) = x* is an decreasing function when x > 0, then (d(v1) + 1)* < d(v1)%,
(d(v2) + 1)* < d(v2)*. Hence f(x) is a ED. It follows that °R,(G + ¢) < °R,(G) holds. O

In addition to the °R, index, there are many other graph parameters that satisfy similar
properties, e.g., the spectral radius of a graph is EI (see iﬂ;, while the spectral radius of the
distance of a graph is ED (see [B]). For similar parameters, we should also be able to simplify

the calculation using the above lemma.

3 Sufficient conditions for k-expandable bipartite graphs

We begin with the simplest case, discussing sufficient conditions for G to be k-expandable

when G is a bipartite graph, and firstly we need the following result mentioned in [1].



Lemma 3.1. ( [EI]) Let G be a connected balanced bipartite graph on 2n vertices with a bipartition (X, Y)
. For 0 <k < n—1,G is maximal non-k-extendable bipartite if and only if there are subsets S C X, T C Y
with |S| = sand |T| = n —k — s + 1 such that

G=Kyy—{xylxeS yeT]
for aninteger swith1 <s<n-1land2<k+s<n.
Here is our main result:

Theorem 3.2. Let G be a connected balanced bipartite graph on 2n(n > 3) vertices with a bipartition
(X,Y)and a > 0.

(DFor1<k<n-1,if
0Ra(G) >mn+k-1n*+2(k+1)*+n—-k-1)n-2)" = p1(n,k),

then G is k-extendable, unless G = {K,,,, — xy,x € S,y € T} with |S| = 1 and |T| = n — k.
(2)Fork=0,if

Ro(G) = (n—Dn®*+ (n— 1)(n — 2)* + 2 = Gi(n, k),
then G contains a prefect matching, unless G = {K,, , —xy,x € S,y € TYwith |S| = 2 and |T| =n - 1.
Proof. Suppose G is a non-k-expandable graph. By Lemma .| and 2.2 since OR.(G) is BEI,

in order to show the maximum of °R,(G), we need only discuss the cases if G is maximal

non-k-expandable bipartite, and by Lemma [B.J]we obtain that

Ry(G)<(n—s)n® +stk+s—1)*+(k+s—1n*+ -k —s+1)n--s)*

=sk+s-1)*+m+k-1n*"+(n—k-s+1)(n-s)*
Set
pr1(x) =xtk+x-1)"+(m+k-Dn"+(n—k-x+1)(n —x)".

The interval of ¢ (x) in the equation above is [1, 7 —1]N[2—k, n —k], directly from the expression

of ¢1(x) we get:

@) =(k+x-1)" = (-2 —am -0 (n—k-x+1) +axtk+x-1)*",



and

@y (x) =2ak + x - 1)* '+ 2a(m - )" +a(a - D) - x)* 2 —k-x+1) + afa@ - Dx(k +x —1)*2

=alk+x—-1)"22k+(a+1Dx 2]+ a(n —x)* 220 —x) + (@ = D)(n —k —x + 1)].

91(%) 92(%)
We consider the following two possibilities:
Case 1. k = 0.

If k = 0, the interval of ¢(x) is [2,n — 1]. It is convenient to check that
@y (x) = alx = D) ?[(a + Dx = 2] + an — ) 2[(@ + 1)(n — x) + (@ — )]

Note that g1(x) = (@ + 1)x =2 > 2(a+1) -2 =2a > 0and g2(x) = (a+1)(n —x) + (@ = 1) >
(a+1)+ (a—1) = 2a > 0, which yields that ¢}'(x) > 0. Hence ¢1(x) is a is a convex function on

the interval [2,n — 1]. Thus, we have @1 (x) < max{p1(2), p1(n — 1)}.

It is routine to check that
pin-1)=p12)=m—-n" +(n-1)(n-2)* +2.

So g1(n — 1) = @1(2) is the maximum of “R,(G). Hence we have "R, (G) < ¢1(2) = (n — 2)n* +
2(k + 1) + (k+ Dn® + (n —k — 1)(n — 2)*. And if °R,(G) = C;(n, k) it could be verified that graphs
corresponding to ¢1(n—1) and ¢ (2) are isomorphic, which yields that G = {K,, ,—xy,x € S,y € T}
with |S| = 2 and |T| = n — 1, a contradiction. Hence G is O-extendable, i.e, G attains a prefect
matching.

Case2. 1<k<n-1.

If1 < k < n—1, theinterval of ¢(x) is [1, n—k]. Itis convenient to check that g1(x) > (@+1)x > 0
and go(x) = (a+1)n—x)+(@—-1)(-k+1) > (a+1Dk+ (a-1)(-k+1) =2k + a —1 > 0. Hence
@} (x) > 0, it follows that ¢ (x) is a is a convex function on the interval [1,n — k]. Thus, we have
P1(x) < max{p1(1), p1(n —k)}.

It is routine to check that
p1in—k) =p1(1)=m+k—-n"*+n—-k)(n-1)*+k%

It is followed that both @1 (1 — k) and ¢(1) are maximum of °R,(G). Hence we have °R,(G) <
p1(1) = m+k—Dn*+ (n-k)(n - 1D*+k* = p1(n,k), and if "Ry(G) = Bi1(n, k) it could be
verified that graphs corresponding to ¢1(n — k) and ¢1(1) are isomorphic, which yields that
G = {Kyy—xy,x € S,y € T} with |S| = 2 and |T| = n — 1, also a contradiction. Hence G is

k-extendable. O



A similar proof would show the relevant conclusions if -1 <a <0and 1 <k <n-1:

Theorem 3.3. Let G be a connected balanced bipartite graph on 2n(n > 3) vertices with a bipartition
(X, Y)and -1<a<0,1<k<n-1,if

Ro(G) < (m+k -1 +2(k+1)* +(n—k—1)(n—-2)% = Bi(n, k),
then G is k-extendable, unless G = {K,,,, — xy,x € S,y € T} with |S| = 1 and |T| = n — k.

Theorem 3.4. Let G be a connected balanced bipartite graph on 2n(n > 3) vertices with a bipartition
(X, Y)and a = —-1.

(1)For2 <k <n-1, ifORa(G) < B1(n, k), then G is k-extendable, unless G = {K,, ,—xy,x € S,y € T}
with |S|=1and |T| =n — k.

(2)Fork =1, 1if ORW(G) < 3, then G is 1-extendable, unless G is maximal non-1-extendable bipartite.

4 Sufficiency conditions for k-expandable graph

This section continues from the previous section where we discuss relevant results for

general connected graphs. Firstly, we show the following result.

Lemma4.1. ( [EI]) Let G be a connected graph with a perfect matching on 2n vertices. For1 <k <n-1,G
is maximal non-k-extendable if and only if

s5+2

G = Kokss V U Kot
i=1
where s and t; are non-negative integers with 0 <s <n—k—1and ;ﬂ_ ti=n—k—-s-1

Before proving the theorem, we give a fundamental lemma for the extremum.

Lemma 4.2. Let {n;}(1 < i <k, k > 1) be a non-negative sequence and and n; are not all zeroes. If
I = Zle n; is a constant number, and g(x) is a differentiable strictly convex (resp. concave) function of
x € [0,I]. Then f(ny,ny,--- ,ng) = Zle g(n;) attaining the maximum (resp. minimumy) if and only if

{ni} = (,0,0,---,0).
———
k-1



Proof. Without loss of generality, we set 17 is the maximum of {n;}. We use the adjustment
method, now given any {n;} = (n1,ny,--- ,nx), we let ny increase by 1 and choose one of #;(i # 1)

which is greater than 0 to decrease by 1. Now we have

f(nl +]~I"' Ini_ll"' /nk)_f(nll"' TR ,le)
=g(ny +1) + g(n; — 1) — g(n1) — g(n;)
=g (&) -9 (E)m <& <m+1,n-1<& <m).

Note that g is a differentiable strictly convex function in [0, [], it follows that g’ is a increasing
function in [0, []. Since n; > n; > 0, we have &; > &;. Consequently f(n; +1,--- ,n;—1,--- 1) >
f(ny,---,n,---,ng) holds for any n; > 1(1 <i < k).

From there we can keep adjusting using the inequality above, making f larger, until the

adjustment ends when {n;} = (1,0,0,--- ,0), f obtains its maximum value.
———
k-1
A similar discussion can be made for the case where g(x) is a concave function. Here we

omit the proof. O
Now, let us now derive the main Theorem:

Theorem 4.3. Let G be a connected graph with a perfect matching on 2n(n > 2) vertices, 1 <k <n-—1
and a > 0. If

ORa(G) = max{Ba(n, k), Ca(n, b)),

where
po(n,k)=m+k-1)2n-1)*+(m—-k+1)(n+k-1)%
Co(n, k) = 2k(2n — 1)* + (2k)* + (2n — 2k — 1)(2n — 2)*.

then G is k-expandable, unless G = K;j1—1 V (n —k + 1)Ky or G = Ky V (K3 U Kppp—p-1)-
Proof. Suppose G is a non-k-expandable graph, then by Lemma 2.1 Z.2land ] it follows that:

542
ORa(G) < ORa [K2k+s v U KZt,-+1]-
i=1
Analyzing the vertex degree of Kyys V Uf:iz Kt,4+1, each vertex degree in the cluster Ky, is

2n -1, and each vertex degree in each clique Ky 41 is 2t; + 2k + s, it follows that

s5+2
ORL(G) < (2k +5)(2n — 1)* + Z Qt; + 1)t + 2k + 5)°.
i=1



Set f(x) = (2x + 1)(2x + 2k + 5)%,x € [0,n — k — 1], it is convenient to check that
/(%) = 2(2x + 2k + 5)* "L [(2x + 2k + 5) + a(2x + 1)],
and
F7(x) = 4a(2x + 2k +5)V72 [2(2x + 2k +5) + (@ — 1)(2x + 1)]

Since @« > 0and k > 1, we have 22x + 2k +s) + (@ — 1)2x + 1) > 2(2x + 2k +s) — 2x + 1) =
2x + 4k + 25 — 1 > 0, all formulas on the right side of the above equation are greater than 0, it
follows that f”(x) > 0. Hence, f is strictly convex on [0, 1 — k — 1]. Using Lemma 4.2l we know

that the maximum value is obtained only if {t;} takes values (n —k—-s-1,0,0,---,0), which in
~—_————
s+1
turn leads

ORWG) < 2k +35)2n —1)* + (s + 1)f(0) + f(n —k —s—1)
=R2k+s)2n—1D)*+ (s +1)(2k +s)* + 2n — 2k — 25 — 1)(2n — s — 2)*.

Set
@2(x) = (x +2k)2n — 1) + (x + 1) (x + 2k)* + (2n — 2k —2x — 1)(2n — x — 2)%,
The interval of p;(x) in the above equation is [0,n — k — 1], we have

5 (x) = 2a(x + 267 + 4a@n — x = 2)* " + ala — D)(x + 2k)* 2 (x + 1)
+ala-1)2n —x—-2)%2Q2n -2k —2x - 1)
=a@2n-x-2)*2(42n-x-2)+ (- 1)@n - 2%k -2x-1) ]+

g1(x)
+ a(x + 20772 2(x + 26) + (@ = 1)(x + 1) ).

g2(x)
Notethata > 0,n>2,k>1and 0 < x <n—-k—1wehave gi(x) > 42n—-x—-2)-(2n—-2k—-2x-1) =
on+2k—2x-7 > 6n+2k-2(n—k—-1)-7 > 4n+4k—->5 > Oand go(x) > 2(x+2k)—(x+1) = x+4k-1 > 0.
This yields that @,(x) > 0. Hence ¢2(x) is a convex function in [0, n — k — 1]. It follows that

ORa(G) < max(pa(0), pa(n — k — 1)} = max{By(n, k), Co(n, k).

Note that °R,(G) = max{ﬁz(n, k), Cz(n,k)} if and only if “Ry(G) = max{,(0), pa(n — k — 1)}. If

OR.(G) = ¢2(0), it follows that s = 1 and {t;} = (n —k—-s-1,0,0,---,0) which yields that
—_———
s+1



G = K1 V (n — k + 1)K, this is a contradiction. If "R, (G) = @a(n — k — 1), it follows that

s=n—-k—-Tland {tj}j=m—-k-s-1,0,0,---,0), which yields that G = Ky V (K1 U Ky,_p-1), this
—_————

s+1
is also a contradiction. Hence, G is k-expandable, as desired. O
A similar proof would show the relevant conclusions if —1 < a < 0:

Theorem 4.4. Let G be a connected graph with a perfect matching on 2n(n > 2) vertices, 1 <k <n-1
and -1 < a <0. If

"Ra(G) < min{By(n, k), Ca(n, b)),

then G is k-expandable, unless G = K,j—1 V (n —k + 1)Ky or G = Ky V (K1 U Kpjp—2k-1)-

5 Sufficiency conditions for k-factor-critical graphs

In this section we introduce sufficiency conditions for k-factor-critical graphs. By definition,
it is easy to verify that all 2k-factor-critical graphs must be k-extendable, but the converse is
not necessarily true. However, for the maximal non-2k-factor-critical property, we have the

following lemma:

Lemma 5.1. ( [EI]) Let G be a connected graph on p vertices and k a positive integer having the same
parity with p. G is maximal non-k-factor-critical if and only if

542

G= Kiys V U K2t,»+1
i=1

. . —k -k
where s and t; are non-negative integers with 0 < s < == — 1 and = - -s-1.

In conjunction with Lemma 3.1 along with Lemma 4.1, we have

Lemma 5.2. ( [EI]) Let G be a connected graph on 2n vertices with a perfect matching. For1 <k <n-1,

G is maximal non-k-extendable if and only if G is maximal non-2k-factor-critical.

By using Lemma[5.1] Lemma5.2land a similar analysis as for Theorem4.3] we can obtain the
sufficient condition in terms of the zeroth-order general Randi¢ index to determine whether a

graph is k-factor-critical as follows.



Theorem 5.3. Let G be a connected graph on p(p > 4) vertices, k(1 < k < p — 2) is a positive integer
having the same parity with p. Let

(o= (& o ()
Golp, k) = Kp = 1)+ + (p k= 1)(p = 2)°.

(1) If a > 0 and

Ra(G) = max(Bs(p, k), C3(p, k),

or

2)If-1<a<0and

ORa(G) < min{Bs(p, k), C3(p, k).

Then G is k-factor-critical, unless G = Kpw vV (p—;k + 1) KyorG =KV (Ky UKy g 1)
2

6 Sufficiency conditions for (1, k, d)-graphs

In this section we use a similar method to give sufficient conditions for determining whether

a graph is an (n, k, d)-graph. The following significant lemma is from Bai et al. in [2].

Lemma 6.1. ([H]) Let G be a connected graph of order p and and n,k,d be positive integers with
p+n+d=0(mod?2).Then G is maximal non-(n, k, d)-graph if and only if

S+d+2

G = Kipsokss V U Kot41
i=1

L . —n—2k—d —n—2k—d
where s and t; are non-negative integers with 0 <'s < % —1and Zf:lz =2 > —-s—1.

First of all, for the sake of simplicity, we let
Fi)=m+2k+s)p-D*+(s+d+1)(n+2k+s)*+(p-n—-2k-d-2s-1)(p—d—s—2)"
for fixed n,k,d € IN* and a € R be a function on s.

Theorem 6.2. Let G be a connected graph of order p > n+2k+d+2and and n, k, d, a be positive integers
withp +n+d = 0 (mod 2) , and satisfy one of the following two conditions: (I)a >1;(2)0 <a <1

2n+4k
andd < =5~ 1 If

OR.(G) = max{By(p, n,k,d), Ca(p, 1, k,d)},



where
Balp,m ko d) = 1* (F57 - 1),
Calp,m ke, d) = 1°(0),

then G is a (n,k,d)-graph, unless G = Kpunizka

2

. V (@+1)K1 or G = Kn+2k \ ((d+ 1)K1 U

Kp—n—Zk—d—l )

Proof. Suppose G is a non-(1, k, d)-graph, by Lemma 2.1} we can know that for all non-(n, k, d)-
graphs G such that °R,(G) obtains a maximum must be a maximal non-(, k, d)-graph. Which
yield that:

s+d+2
"Ra(G) < "Ra(Knszrrs V | Katon)
i=1
s+d+2
= (n+2%k+s)(p—1)°+ Z @t + 1)t + 1 + 2k + 5)°.
=1

Set f(x) = 2x+ 1)2x + n + 2k +5)*,x € [0, w -s- 1], it is convenient to check that
f”(x) > 0. Hence, f is strictly convex on [O, a _n_;"k_d -5— 1]. By Lemma we have {t;} =
1w -—n-2k-d)y—s-1,0,0,---,0), then it follows that
(z(p
~—_———
s+d+1

OR.(G) < (n+2k+s)(p—1)“+(s+d+1)f(0)+f(L2k_d —s—1)

2
=m+2k+s)p-D"+(s+d+1)(n+2k+s)*+(p-n—-2k-d-2s-1)(p—-d—s—-2)"

= 1%(s).

Let ¢(x) = 1*(x), x € [O, 4 _”;Zk_d - 1]. Taking the derivative for ¢(x), we have
PR =(p-1)"-2p—d-x-2)"+ (x + 2k +n)* + a(x + 2k + n)* L(x +d + 1)
+ap-d-x—-2"12s+d+2k+n-p+1),
and
¢ (x) =da(p —d —x—2)*1 +2a(x + 2k + n)* 1 + a(a — 1)(x + 2k + n)* 2 (x +d + 1)
+al@-1)p-d-x-2)"2(p-d—-2k—n-2x-1)
=a(p-d-x-2"4p-d-x-2)+(a-1)(p-d-2k-n-2x-1))

g1(x)
+a(c+ 2k + n) (20 + 2k +m) + (@ = D(x +d + 1)),

g2(x)



Note that n,k,d > 1,p > n+ 2k +d + 2x + 2. If @ > 1, we can directly verify that g;(x) > 0 and

g2x)>0.f0<a<landd < Zﬁik — 1, we have

q1(x)>4p-d-x-2)-(p-d-2k—-n—-2x-1)
=3p+n+2k-3d-2x-7
>3n+2k+d+2x+2)+n+2k—-3d-2x-7

=4n+8k+4x -1
>0,
and
Px)=(@+1x+22k+n)—(1-a)d+1)>0.
This yields that ¢”(x) > 0 when 0 < x < _n_22k_d — 1. So ¢(x) is also a convex function in
[0, £ _n_ZZk_d —1]. Hence, we have

0 p—-n-2k—-d
Ro(G) < max {QD(OMD (f - 1)}
= max{ﬁ4(p, n, k/ d)/ C4(P1 n, k, d)}

Moreovert, 'R ,(G) = max{B4(p, n, k,d), La(p, 1, k,d)} if and only if G = Kp+n+22k_d_1 v (% + 1) Ky

or G = K;y01 V((d+ 1)Ky UK,y _2k—4-1), which is a contradiction. As desired, Gisa (1, k, d)-graph.
This completes the proof of Theorem[6.2] o

A similar proof would show the relevant conclusions if -1 < a < 0:

Theorem 6.3. Let G be a connected graph of order p > n + 2k +d + 2 and and n, k,d, a be positive
integers withp+n+d=0(mod2), -1 <a<0andd < 2%;4" -1 1If

OR(X(G) < mi”{ﬁz}(% n, k/ d)/ C4 (P/ n, kl d)}/

then G is a (n,k,d)-graph, unless G = Ky |V (w + 1) Ky or G = Ky V((d + 1)Ky U
2

Kp—n—Zk—d—l )

We now use the First Zagreb Index to give a further sufficient condition for the graph G to

be an (1, k, d)-graph. Firstly, let

1
p1 = 5(8d + 2k + 1+ 8+ V3742 + 56dk + 28dn + 44d + 16k2 + 16kn + 32k + 4n2 + 161 + 16).

The main result is the following:



Theorem 6.4. Let G be a connected graph of order p and n,k,d be positive integers withp + n+d = 0
(mod 2)andp > n +2k+d + 2.

(DFor d + 2k +n+2 < p < p1, if Z(G) > (2552 1), then G is a (n,k,d)-graph, unless
: v (p—n—22k+d " 1) Ky
(2)For p > p1, if Z > 12(0), then G is a (n, k, d)-graph, unless G = Kyyo V ((d + 1)Ky U Ky_y_ok—g—1)-
(3)For p = py, if Z > I?(0) = I? (m - 1), then G is a (n, k,d)-graph, unless G = Ko V ((d +
1)K1 U Kpl—n—Zk—d—l) or G = Kp1+n+2k—d_ \ (w + 1) Kl-
2

G = Kp+n+2k—d _
2

1

Proof. Let G be a non-(n, k, d)-graphs. Then by Theorem[6.2] we obtain that:

2(G) = Ro(G) <max {z?— (% - 1) , l-’~<0)} .

with p as the variable, if p = n+2k+d+2,

o (p-n—2k—d . » . P(EE 1) -12(0)
P (=~ 1) is also (0) and if p > 1 + 2k +d + 2, we let f(p) = ——Z——>—

Further, we now compare [?(0) and /? (p—_n_;k_d - 1)

, then

fp) = %( — 3p? + (16d + 4k + 2n + 16)p — 9d° + 8dk + 4dn — 28d + 4K + 4kn + n® - 16),

which is a quadratic equation with an opening in the downward direction with respect to p,

and since

2

lim  f(p) = d+ 2k + 1+ 4dk + 2dn + 1
p—d+2k+n+2

>0,

f(p) has only a single root in (d + 2k + n + 2, +00). Now we let the largest root of f(p) be p;, then

p1 = %(Sd + 2k + 1+ 8+ V37d2 + 56dk + 28dn + 44d + 16k + 16kn + 32k + 4n2 + 161 + 16).

We can conclude thatif p € (d +2k+n+2,p1), f(p) > 0;if p € (p1,+0), f(p) < 0. Hence, if
d+2k+n+2 < p < p; the maximum of “R,(G) is I? (% - 1); if p > p; the maximum of
OR,(G) is I?(0).

Hence we conclude that

Z(G) < max {12(0), P (w - 1)}

2
B l%%—l), d+2k+n+2<p<p;
12(0), p>p1.

Furthermore, °R,(G) = max {ZZ(O), 1 (% - 1)} if and only if

G

IR

Kpwza_ V(2 + 1)Ky, d+2k+n+2<p<py
2
Kok v ((d + 1Ky U Kp—n—Zk—d—l)/ p>pr



This is a contradiction.
If p; is an integer and p = p;, then we have Z(G) = 2(0) = ? (p 1o 2ked 1) which yields
that G = Ky V ((d + DKy UKy 2k—a-1) 01 G = Kpjansaea .V (% 1) Ky. This is also a
2

contradiction.

-1

Hence, G is a (1, k, d)-graph, as desired. This complete the proof of Theorem[6.3] O

7 Sufficient conditions with the edge sum for matching extensions

In the previous sections, we discussed several topological indices from which sufficient
conditions for some matching parameters are given. At the end we discuss the case @ = 1 in
OR,(G), when the index represented by the function is the sum of the degrees of all vertices in
the graph, and by the handshake theorem we have |[E(G)| = % Y.vec d(v). Therefore, we can also

consider the number of edges of the graph as a special kind of topological index.

Corollary 7.1. Let G be a connected graph on p(p > 7) vertices and k(1 < k < p — 2) a positive integer
having the same parity with p, if

IE(G)| = p* + (g - 3)p + (%k + 2) = ex(p, k),

then G is k-factor-critical, unless G = Ky V (K, -1 U K1) or G = Kj,_3 V (3Ky).

and ¢€}(p, k) =

Proof. Let G is a non-k-factor-critical graph. Set ex(p, k) = |E(Kk V(K U Kp_k_l)) ,
|E(I<p_+k_1 v+ 1)1<1)|. Let 1(p) = ¢5(p, k) — ex(p, k). A direct calculation yields that
2

2 2
P (kL 3) (€, 3k
Y1(p) = +(4+4)p (8+4+1
The roots of Y1(p) = 0 are p; = k+2, p» = k+4. Since k < p — 2 and p, k are positive integers

and have the same parity. We consider the following three possibilities:

Casel. k=p-2.

Itis not difficult to check that ¢1(p) = 0, hence ex(p, k) = €}(p, k), and the graph corresponding
the ex(p, k) and € (p, k) are all isomorphic to Ky V (K1 U Kq) = K2 V (2K7).

Case2. k=p—4.

In this case, it is routine to check that ¢1(p) = 0, and the graph corresponding the e (p, k) and
¢)(p, k) are G = Ky V (Ky—j_1 UK1) and G = Ky, V (5% + DKy = Ky 3 V (3K).
2



Case3.1<k<p-6.

Note that 11(p) < 0if p > k —4, it follows that e(p, k) > €}(p, k) if 1 <k < p — 6, and the graph
corresponding the ex(p, k) is G = Ki V (K, _x-1 U Ky).

In summary, for 1 <k <p —2, we have ex(p, k) > €/(p, k) with equality if and only if k = p — 2
or k = p — 4. And by Theorem[5.3] we have |E(G)| < max{ex(p, k), e;(p, k)} = ea(p, k) with equality
if and only if G = Ky V (K, UKy) or G = K;,_3 vV (3Ky). This is a contradiction. Hence G is
k-extendable. O

Corollary 7.2. Let G be a connected graph of order p and n, k, d be positive integers withp +n +d =0
(mod 2) andp > n+2k +d + 2.

(DFord+2k+n+2<p<5d+2k+n+4,if

2 2
|E(G)| = % +(—d— %)p+(% + 2k +n + 2dk + dn + % + 1) =e3(nk,d,p),

then G is a (n,k,d)-graph, unless G = K%_l v (w + 1) K.

(2)For p = 5d + 2k + n + 4, if |[E(G)| = es1(n,k,d,p) then G is a (n,k,d)-graph, unless G =
Kipok V ((d + 1)Ky U Kygy3) or G = Kypyopsoas1 V (3d + 3)K.

(3)For p > 5d + 2k +n +4, if

=exn(n,k,d,p),

3p? - - - k-
|E(G)|2%+(2k d;—n 3)p+(2k d+n)(cé 2k — 1 +2)

then G is a (n, k,d)-graph, unless G = K,y V ((d + 1)K3 U Kpp—yp kg1

Proof. Let G be a p-vertex non-(n, k, d) graph. Then by Theorem[6.2] we have

EQ@I=3 Y. o)

veG

1,(p—n—-2k-d 1,
< — _— - —
_max{zl ( 2 1 ,21 (0)

= max {631 (7’1, k/ d/ P)/ €32 (7’1, k/ d/ P)} .

Let ¢2(p) = e31(n, k,d, p) — esa(n, k,d, p). A direct calculation yields that

8 2 4 4 27272773



The roots of Yo(p) =0arep; =d+2k+n+2,pp =5d+2k+n+4>p;.
To continue the proof, we need consider the following three cases:
Case 1. p1 < p < p».
In this case, we have 2(p) > 0. It follows that
2 2
|E(G)| < e31(n, k,d,p) = % + (—d - %)p + (% + 2k +n+2dk + dn + % +1],

which equality if and only if G = Kyumaa Vv (p _n_22k+d + 1) Kj. This is a contradiction. Hence
2

Gis a (n,k,d)-graph.
Case 2. p > po.
In this case, we have »(p) < 0. It follows that

[E(G)| < exn(n, k,d,p) = — + ) ! ’

3p? (2k—d+n—3)p+(2k—d+n)(d—2k—n+2)
8

which equality if and only if G = K, V ((d + 1)K; UK}, _2¢_4-1)- This is a contradiction. Hence
Gis a (n, k,d)-graph.
Case 3. p=pjorp=ps.

In this case, e31(n, k,d, p) = e32(n, k, d, p), are both the maximum. And it could be verified that

. —n—2k+d
ifp = p1, Kpswigia v (B2 1) Ky = Kok V (d + 2)K1 = Ky V (@ + DK1 U Kyooaigo1)-

1

Hence, if p = py, then |[E(G)| < es1(n,k, d, p) which equality if and only if G = Kpuaea | V
2

(p_n_22k+d + 1) K7, which is a contradiction.

If p = po, then |[E(G)| < e31(n, k,d,p) = esn(n, k d,p) which equality if and only if G =

—n—2k+d -
Kp+n-;2k—d 1 V (P z 5 i + 1) Ki = Kyiop40441 V Bd +3)Ky or G = Ko V ((d + 1)Ky U Kp—n—Zk—d—l) =

Kok V ((d + 1)K; U Kyg,3), which is also a contradiction. Hence G is a (1, k, d)-graph. m|

Combining Lemma[5.2]land Corollary [Z1] we can introduce a sufficient condition for a graph

to be a k-expandable graph:

Corollary 7.3. Let G be a connected graph with a perfect matching on 2n(n > 4) vertices and 1 < k <
n-1,if

IE(G)| = 4n? — 2(k + 3)n + 5k + 2 = es(1, k),

then G is k-expandable, unless G = Ky V (Kp;—2x—1 U K1) or G = Ky,,—3 V (3K7).



8 Sulfficiency conditions for the graph containing a perfect matching

In Section 2, we gave a sufficient condition for a connected balanced bipartite graph to
contain a perfect matching. In this section, we explore this problem for general connected
graphs. We call G is maximal non-PM-graph if G does not contains a perfect matching, but G +e¢

contains a perfect matching for every e € E(G).

Lemma8.1. ( [EI], also in 1@]) Let G be a connected graph of order 2n and U = {v|d(v) = 2n—1,v € V(G)}
. Then G is maximal non-PM-graph if and only if

(H1<Ulsn-1;
(2)each component of G — U are all odd cliques;
(3)the number of odd component O(G — U) = |U]| + 2.

From Lemma[8.1] we could immediately deduce a equivalent proposition:

Lemma 8.2. Let G be a connected graph of order 2n(n > 2) . Then G is maximal non-PM-graph if and
only if .

s5+2

G =KV | Koo,
i=1
where s and t; are non-negative integers with1 <s <n—-1land Y37 t;=n—-s—1.

Theorem 8.3. Let G be a connected graph of order 2n and o > 0, if

OR(G) = max{Bs(n), Ts(n)},

where

Bs(n) = 2n —1)* + 2n - 3)(2n — 4)* + 2;
Gn)=m-1)2n-1D)*+ n+ 1)(n — 1)~

then G contains a perfect matching, unless G = K,,_1 V (n + 1)K; or G = K V (2K; U Kp;,-3).

Proof. Suppose G is a non-PM-graph, then by Lemma 21| Z2land B2} it follows that:

i=1
s+2
= s(2n—1)% + Z 2t + 1)(2; + 5)*.
i=1

542
ORa(G) < ORa (Ks \ U KZt,-+1]

Set f(x) = (2x+1)(2x+5)%, x € [0,n—1], it is convenient to check that f”/(x) = 4a(2x +5)* 1 [2(2x +

s) + (@ —1)(2x + 1)] > 0. Hence, f is strictly convex on [0, — 1]. Using Lemma 4.2l we know



that the maximum value is obtained only if {t;} takes values (n —s—-1,0,0,---,0), which in turn

S e
s+1
leads
ORM(G) <s@2n —1)* + (s + 1)s* + (2n — 25 — 1)(2n — s — 2)°.
Set

P3(x) =x2n — 1) + (x + Dx* + (2n — 2x = 1)(2n — x — 2)°,
The interval of p3(x) in the above equation is [1,n — 1], we have

@5 (x) =2ax* ' +4a@n - x - 2)* '+ a(e — Dx* A (x + 1)
+ale—-1)2n—x—-2)*22n-2x-1)
=a@n-x-2"2(42n-x-2)+(@-1)@2n-2x-1))+

g1(x)
+ ax"‘_z( 2x+ (@ —1)(x+ 1) )

g2(x)
Notethata > 0,n>2and1 <x <n—-1wehaveg(x) >42n—-x-2)—2n-2x-1) =6n-2x-7 >
6n—2n—-1)-7=4n->5> 0and go(x) > 2x — (x + 1) = x — 1 > 0. This yields that ¢,(x) > 0.
Hence ¢3(x) is a convex function in [1, 7 — 1]. It follows that

"Ra(G) < max{s(1), p3(n — 1)} = max{Bs(n), Cs(n)}.

Note that *Ro(G) = max{ps(n), Cs(n)} if and only if °Ro(G) = max{ps(1), p3(n — 1)}, which yields
that G = K,,_1V(n+1)K; or G = Ky V (2K; U Ky;,,_3). This is a contradiction. Hence, G contains a
perfect matching. m]

Let @ = 1, the results follows:
Corollary 8.4. ( IIEI, IB]) Let G be a connected graph of order 2n(n > 2), if

2n-3)y(n—-2)+2, n=2o0rn=5;

G > {3n(n -1) n=23,4.

then G contains a perfect matching.
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