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Abstract: For F C V(G), if G—F is a disconnected graph with at least » components and each
vertex v € V(G)\F has at least g neighbors, then F is called a g-good r-component cut of G. The
g-good r-component connectivity of G, denoted by ck, ,(G), is the minimum cardinality of g-

good r-component cuts of G. Let @ % be the set of graphs of order n with minimum degree 6 and
g-good r-component connectivity ck, (G) = k. In the paper, we determine the extremal graphs

attaining the maximum spectral radii among all graphs in @ 9 A subset F C V(G) is called a
g-good neighbor cut of G if G — F is disconnected and each vertex v € V(G)\F has at least g
neighbors. The g-good neighbor connectivity k,(G) of a graph G is the minimum cardinality of
g-good neighbor cuts of G. The condition of g-good neighbor connectivity is weaker than that of
g-good r-component connectivity, and there is no requirement on the number of components. As
a counterpart, we also study similar problem for g-good neighbor connectivity.
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1 Introduction

In the paper, we only consider simple connected graphs. Let G = (V(G),E(G)) be a graph
with vertex set V(G) of order n = |V (G)| and edge set E(G). The adjacency matrix A(G) of G is
an n X n matrix whose (i, j) entry is 1 if v; is adjacent to v; in G, and 0 otherwise. It is obvious that
A(G) is a real symmetric matrix. Thus its eigenvalues are real numbers. The largest eigenvalue of
A(G) is called the spectral radius of G, denoted by p(G). Let Ng(v) be the set of neighbors of v
in G and Ng[v] = Ng(v) U{v}. The degree of the vertex v is dg(v) = [Ng(v)|. A graph G is called
t-regular if every vertex has the same degree equal to 7. Denote by 6(G) (or for short §) and A(G)
the minimum and maximum degrees of the vertices of G. We know 6(G) < p(G) < A(G), and the
equality holds in either of these inequalities if and only if G is regular.

Connectivity is a fundamental concept in graph theory. For a set F C V(G) (or F C E(G)),
the notation G — F represents the graph obtained by removing the vertices (or edges) in F' from
G. If G—F is disconnected, then F is called a vertex (or edge) cut. The classic connectivity
(connectivity for short) of G, denoted by k(G), is defined as the cardinality |F| of the smallest
set F C V(G) such that G — F is either disconnected or a graph with a single vertex. The edge
connectivity of a graph G, denoted by A(G), is the minimal number of edges whose removal
produces a disconnected graph. The study of connectivity has been shown to be very important
to graphs and has many applications in measuring reliability and fault-tolerance networks, such
as [3, 14]. In general, the larger k(G) or A(G) is, the more reliable the network is. It is well

*Supported by NSFC (Nos. 12361071 and 11901498).
Corresponding author. E-mail: Idxjedu@163.com.



known that k(G) < A(G) < 8(G). A graph G is called maximally edge connected or A-optimal if
A(G) = 6(G) and maximally vertex connected if K(G) = 6(G). However, the classic connectivity
has certain limitations and underestimates the resilience of the network. To measure the fault
tolerance of an interconnection network more accurately, Harary [8] introduced the concept of
the conditional connectivity by placing some requirements on the components of G — F, where
F is a subset of edges or vertices. In 1984, Chartrand, Kapoor, Lesniak and Lick [4] introduced
the r-component connectivity, as a generalization of the classic connectivity. The r-component
connectivity ck,(G) of a non-complete graph G is the minimum number of vertices whose deletion
results in a disconnected graph with at least » components or a graph with fewer than r vertices.
Clearly, cx2(G) = k(G). In addition, Latifi, Hedge and Naraghi-Pour [9] introduced the concept
of g-good neighbor connectivity. A subset F C V(G) is called a g-good neighbor cut of G if
G — F is disconnected and each vertex v € V(G)\F has at least g neighbors. The g-good neighbor
connectivity of G, denoted by k,(G), is the cardinality of a minimum g-good neighbor cut of
G. However, the above mentioned conditional connectivity is only a condition that restricts the
components of G — F. In some cases, we need to have various restrictions on the components
of G — F. Recently, Zhu, Zhang, Zou and Ye [21] gave the concept of the g-good r-component
connectivity. For F C V(G), if G — F is disconnected and there are at least » components and each
vertex v € V(G) — F has at least g neighbors, then F is called a g-good r-component cut of G. The
g-good r-component connectivity of G, denoted by ¢k, -(G), is the minimum cardinality of g-good
r-component cuts of G. As a significant tool, g-good r-component connectivity has improved the
accuracy of reliability and fault tolerance analysis of networks.

Brualdi and Solheid [2] proposed the following general problem, which became one of the
classical problems of spectral graph theory.

Problem 1. [2] Given a set ¢ of graphs, find min{p(G) : G € 4} and max{p(G) : G € 4}, and
characterize the corresponding extremal graphs.

A lot of results concerning the Brualdi-Solheid problem were presented, and some of these
results were exhibited in a recent monograph on the spectral radius by Stevanovié [16]. This paper
focuses on the research connectivity from spectral perspectives. The spectral conditions for the
connectivity of graphs have been well investigated. Berman and Zhang [1] studied the spectral
radius of graphs with n vertices and k cut vertices and described the graph that has the maximal
spectral radius in this class. The union G| U Gj is defined to be G| UG, = (V; UV,, Ej UE;). The
join G1V G is obtained from G U G, by adding all the edges joining a vertex of Gj to a vertex
of G,. Denote by K,, the complete graph with order n. K;V (K; UK,_¢_1) is shown to be the
graph with the maximal spectral radius among all graphs of order n with connectivity k(G) < k
in [10, 19]. Lu and Lin [13] proved that K V (K5_;+1 UK,_g_1) is the graph with the maximum
spectral radius among all graphs of order n with k(G) < k < 6(G). Recently, Fan, Gu and Lin [7]
extended some results on classic connectivity. They determined the graphs with maximal spectral
radius among all graphs of order n with given minimum degree § and r-component connectivity.
On the other hand, the spectral conditions for the connectivity of digraphs have received a lot of
attention of researchers, see [7, 11]. Moreover, the spectral conditions for the edge-connectivity
of graphs have also been well investigated by many researchers, see [6, 15, 17].

Since the g-good r-component connectivity is consider as a generalization of the connectivity,
based on Problem 1, motivated by the above spectral results, we are interested in studying the
spectral condition for g-good r-component connectivity.

Problem 2. Which graphs attain the maximum spectral radii among all connected graphs of order
n with fixed minimum degree 0 and g-good r-component connectivity cx, (G)?

For convenience, we use k instead of ¢k, ,(G). Let %k"s be the set of graphs of order n with

minimum degree 6 and g-good r-component connectivity k. Note that there is no bound between k
5,0 .

and 8. Let Gn,'(g+1)rfl be the graph obtained from Kj U (Ki—1 V (K,—(y—1)(g4+1)—k U (r — 1)Kg+1)) by
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adding 0 edges between the isolated vertex K| and K;_;. Let Gszggfl),,l be the graph obtained from
KU (Ki V(K- (r—1)(g+1)—k U (r —2) K, +1 UK,) ) by adding 6 — g edges between the isolated vertex

K; and K}, and adding g edges between K; and K. Let Gﬁ;;fﬁf‘jl be the graph obtained from
KU (Ki—1 V(K (7—1)(g+1)—k U (r—1)K,11)) by adding k — 1 edges between the isolated vertex K|
and K1, and adding 8 — k+ 1 edges between K| and K, (r—1)(g+1)—&- Let Ggfgﬂ),,] be the graph
obtained from K U (K,,_(,_1)(g+1)—1 U (r — 1)K, 1) by adding § —r+ 1 edges between the isolated
vertex K and K,,_(,_1)(¢+1)—1, and adding one edge between K and each K, 1, respectively (see
Figure 1). In this paper, we mainly give the answer to Problem 2. Then we have the following

result.
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Theorem 1. Let G € %{C ’6, where n > k+r(g+1). Then we have the following statements.

(D) Ifk> 6 and 6 < g, then p(G) < p(G‘S’0

n.(g—«—l)’*l) with equality if and only if G = Gf’o

(g+1) b

S— . .. . ~ ~0—g,
(D) Ifk > 6 > g, then p(G) < p(Gm(;fl),,,) with equality if and only if G = Gn,(;fl)"*".

~1.6— . . v o k—1,8—
(M) If2<k<8 < g, then p(G) < p(G’;(gLH)Z‘jI) with equality if and only if G = GZ(gIH)fjl;

AV) If 1=k <5< g thenp(G) < p(GSi?gH)H) with equality if and only if G = Ggfgﬂ),,];

V) Ifk< 8 and g <0 < g+k, then p(G) < p(Gflz;fl)’_l) with equality if and only if G =
5-g8 .
G g1y

(VD) If 6 > g+k, then p(G) < p(Ki V (Ky—j—(5—k+1)(r—1) U (r — 1)K5_g41)) with equality if and
only if G = KV (K k- (5-1r1)(—1) Y (r = DK _x11)-

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we determine the graphs attaining
the maximum spectral radii among all connected graphs with given minimum degree and g-good



r-component connectivity. In Section 3, we extend the result of extremal spectral radius and char-
acterize the graphs with maximal spectral radii among all connected graphs with given minimum
degree and g-good neighbor connectivity.

2 Proof of Theorem 1

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem 1. First of all, we list several lemmas that will
be used in the follows. Note that for a connected graph G, there is a positive unit eigenvector x of
A(G) corresponding to p(G). Such a unit eigenvector is also called Perron vector of A(G). The
component of x corresponding to a vertex v € V(G) is usually written as x(v).

Lemma 1. [15] Let u,v be two distinct vertices of a connected graph G, and let x be the Perron
vector of A(G).

(1) If No(v)\{u} C Ng(u)\{v}, then x(u) > x(v);
(2) If Ng(v) € Nglu] and Ng(u) C Ng[v], then x(u) = x(v).

Lemma 2. []15] Let G be a connected graph and G' be a proper subgraph of G. Then p(G') <
p(G).

The following lemma, due to Wu, Xiao and Hong [18], shows an edge transformation which
increases the spectral radius.

Lemma 3. [18] Let G be a connected graph and p(G) be the spectral radius of A(G). Let u,v
be two vertices of G. Suppose that vi,va,...,vs € Ng(v)\Ng(u) with 1 <s < dg(v), and G* is the
graph obtained from G by deleting the edges vv; and adding the edges uv; for 1 <i <s. Let x be
the Perron vector of A(G). If x(u) > x(v), then p(G) < p(G*).

Lemmad. [5]Letn=Y! \ni+s Ifny >ny>-->n >pandny <n—s—p(t—1), then
p(KY\/ (Kﬂl Uan U--- UK”:)) < p(Kf\/ (ansfp(tfl) U (t_ 1)Kp))

For any vertex v € V(G) and any subset F C V(G), let Np(v) = Ng(v)NF and dp (v) = |[Ng(v) N
F|. Now we shall give a proof of Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. Suppose that G is a connected graph attaining the maximum spectral ra-
dius among all connected graph with minimum degree ¢ and g-good r-component connectivity
cKg +(G) = k. By the definition of g-good r-component connectivity, there exists some nonempty
subset F C V(G) with |F| = k such that G — F is disconnected and there are at least r components
and each vertex v € V(G)\F has at least g neighbors. Let By,B,,...,B, be the components of
G—F,where g > r,and let |V (B;)| =n; for 1 <i<gq. Itiseasy tosee thatn; > g+1for1 <i<gq.
In fact, we can deduce that ¢ = r by Lemma 2. Now, we divide the proof into the following two
cases.

Case 1. k> 8. Choose a vertex u € V(G) such that dg(u) = 8. Suppose that dr(u) = . Next, we
will discuss the case in two subcases.

Subcase 1.1. 6 < g.

By the definition of g-good r-component connectivity, we have dg(v) > g forv € V(G)\F. So
u € F. We first assert that t = §. Otherwise, t < § — 1. By the maximality of p(G), we can obtain
that G —u =KV (K, UK, U---UK,,). Notice that dr (1) =t and |[Ng(u) N (V(G)\F)| > 1. Let
NF(M) = {Wl,Wz, Ce ,W,} and F\NF[M] = {W,+1,W,+2, e Whk }, and let P, = Ng(u) ﬂV(Knl.) and
|P;| = pifor 1 <i<r. Then Y| ,p; =6 —t. Let x be the Perron vector of A(G). By symmetry,



we may say that x(v) = x; for v € P, and x(v) = x} for v € V(K,,)\P,, where 1 <i < r. Without
loss of generality, assume that x; = max{x; | 1 <i <r}. Note that x(w;) = x(w;) for 2 <i <r and
x(wry1) = x(w;) for 1 +2 < i < k— 1. Therefore, by A(G)x = p(G)x, we have

p@M@szHimm M

P (G)x; = tx(wi) + (k—t = 1)x(wy 1) + (pi — 1)xi+ (ni — pi)x; +x(u), (2)
p(G)x; = tx(wi) + (k—1 — 1)x(wy 1) + pixi + (n; — pi — 1)x], 3)
P(G)x(wis1) = tx(wi) + (k—1 =2)x(wi1) + Zr:Pixi + i(”i — pi)x;, 4)

where 1 <i < r. From (1)-(3), we get

<Zplxt+2 Pz X —X u))
:<an~—l> x(wy +Zn, k—t—1)x(wi1 +Z p,x,+2 pi)x;
i=2

i=2

r r
+) pix(u) =Y pixi
i=2 i=1

r r
>Zni(k—t—l)x(wt+1)—2pix,~ (sincen; >g+1,g>6,t>0and0<p; <n;for2<i<r)
i=2 i=1

> (r— 1)(g+ 1) (k=1 — 1)x(wi1) — (8 — 1)xy
(sincen; > g+1, ij:6—tandx12xifor2§i§r)
j=1
>(0—1t)(x(Wry1) —x1) (sincer>2, g>d0andk>35+1).

Combining this with (2) and (4), we have

(6 =) (x(Wrr1) —x1)
p(G) ’

(P(G) + 1) (x(wit1) —x1) szx;+z — pi)x; —x(u) >

from which we obtain

(P*(G) +p(G) — & +1) (x(wi41) —x1)
P(G)
Note that G contains Ky_j,, as proper subgraphs, where 1 <i < r. Thus, p(G) > p(Kk—14n,) =
k+ni—2>0dueton; >g+1>38+1and k> 6+ 1. Combining this with ¢ > 0, we can deduce
that p?(G) +p(G) — 8 +¢ > 0. This demonstrates that x(w,+1) > x1. Let G' =G —{uv |v € B;,1 <
i <r}+{uw;j|r+1<j< 8} Obviously, G’ € %f"s. According to Lemma 3, we have

p(G) > p(G),

which contradicts the maximality of p(G). This implies that 7 = . In what follows, we shall prove
that G = G° ( Ly Without loss of generality, suppose thatny > n, > - -- > n,. By the maximality
of p(G) andNG[ | C F, we have G—u =K1V (K UKy, U---UK,, ), where Y/, n; =n—k and
n, > g-+1. Denote V(K,,) = {v, , l s, vitb Ifnj =g+ 1 forall 2 <i <r, then the result follows.
If there exists n; > g 42 for some 2 <j<r. Let x(vll) =x; for 1 <1 <npn; and x(vi.) = x; for
2<j<rand1<i<nj, then

> 0.

(p(G) —nj+ 1)()61 —xj) = (n1 —nj)x1 >0



due to n; > n;. Since G contains K;_11,; as a proper subgraph and k > 6 +1 > 2, it follows
that p(G) > p(Ki—14n,;) = k+n;—2 > nj, and hence x; > x;. Let G" =G — {v’]v? |1<i<
g+1,g+2<h< n.,-}+{vllv? |1<1<n, g+2<h<n;}. Then G" —F contains r components

Ko (e 1ygt)-oKes1- - Kei1, [Nor () 0 (VG )\F)] > g for v € V(G")\F and dgy (1) = 8. So

G' e 4. According to Lemma 3, we have p(G”) > p(G), which also leads to a contradiction.

This indicates that G = G>°
n,(g+1)

as desired.

Subcase 1.2. § > g. Recall that u € V(G) such that dg(u) = 8 and dr(u) =t. We will prove the
following four claims.

Claim1. u ¢ F.

Otherwise, u € F. Using the similar analysis as the proof of subcase 1.1, we can obtain
that if u € F, then t = §, i.e., Ng(u) C F. By the maximality of p(G), we can deduce that
G—u~Ki 1V (Ky UKy, U---UK, ), where Y n; =n—k and n; > g+ 1. Without loss of
generality, we may consider that ny > np > -+ > n,. Let Np(u) = {wi,wa,...,ws}, F\Nr[u] =
{Wsi1:Ws12,-- -, wi—1} and V(K,,) = {v},vZ,... v/} for 1 <i < r. Assume that x is the Perron
vector of A(G). By symmetry, we say x(v) = x; for v € V(K,,), where 1 <i <r. Observe that
x(wy) = x(w;) for 2 <i< 8 and x(wsy1) = x(w;) for § +2 <i < k— 1. Since No(v})\{wi} C
Ng(wl)\{vil} for 1 <i <ny, it follows that x; < x(w;) by Lemma 1. Furthermore, if n; > n;, then
we can deduce that (p(G) —n;+1)(x; —x;) = (n; —n;j)x; > 0. Note that G contains K 1, as a
proper subgraph and k > 8 + 1 > 2, then p(G) > p(Ki—1+n,;) =k-+n;—2 > nj, and hence x; > x;.
Moreover,

p(G)x(u) = dx(wy),
P (G)xi = 6x(wi) + (k=8 — 1)x(ws 1) + (ni — 1)x;,

P(G)x(wi) = (8 — 1)x(w1) + (k— 8 — Dx(wsy1) +x(u) + Y nixi,
i=1
where 1 < i < r, from which we have
(n—k—n,)x, + gx(u) — gx(wy)

_(P(G) + D) ((n =k —n,)x, + gx(u) — gx(w1))

p(G)+1
_(n—k—n.)0x(wy)+(n—k—n,—g)(k—8—1)x(wsy1)+ (n—k—n,)n.x, — g ¥ nix;
B p(G)+1
> (n—k—n,)0x(wy) + (n—k—nr)nrxr—gnrxr—gzgll niX; (since n—k—n, > gand k> 5+ 1)
p(G)+1
- (n—k—n.)0x(wi)+ (n—k—n,—g)nx, —g(n—k—n,)x;
- p(G)+1

r—1
(since Zni:n—k—nr andx; >x;jfor2 < j<r—1)
i=1

(n—k—n.)(0x(w1) —gx1)+ (n—k—n, — g)nx,

p(G)+1
>0 (since 6 > g, x(wy) >x;andn—k—n, > g) (5)
and k=61 1
X1 7x(u) — ( — v )x(w5+1)+(nr*1 B )xrfl Z O (6)

p(G)
Suppose that E; = {v!v |v € V(G)\(FUV(K,,))} +{uvi |2 <i<g+1}and Er = {uw; | § —g+
1<j<68}. LetGy=G+E —Eyand F; = F — {u} + {v!}. Then |F;| = k, G| — F; contains r



components K, ,Ky,,..., Ky, ,,Kn,—1 U{u} and dg, (u) = 8. One can verify that G| € %{(’6. Let
y be the Perron vector of A(Gy). By symmetry, y(v) = y; for v € V(K,,), where 1 <i<r—1,
y(v\) =y, for 2 <i< g+ 1 and y(v/) =y, for g+2 < j < n,. Notice that y(w;) = y(w;) for
2<i<§—gandy(v!) =y(w;) for § —g+1<i<k—1. According to Lemma 1, we get y(u) < y,
and y,. < y,, then

P(G1)yi = (8 —g)y(w1) + (k— 8 +g)y(v}) + (ni — Dy,

P(G1)yr =(8 —g)y(w1) + (k=8 +g)y(v;) + (g — 1)yr + (n, — g — 1)y, + y(u)
<(8—g)y(wi)+ (k=8 +g)y(v})+ (n, — )y,

where 1 < i <r— 1, from which we have

(p(G1) —n,+1)(yi—yr) > (ni —n,)y; >0,

due to n; > n,. Observe that G| contains Kj_,,_; as a proper subgraph, p(Gi) > p(Kisn,—1) =
k+n,—2>n,. Thus y; >y, for 1 <i<r—1. Similarly, if n; > n;, then y; > y;. Combining these
with (5) and (6), we obtain

¥ (p(G1)—p(G))x

=y' (A(G1) —A(G))x

= Y GOyO) +x)+ Y )y () +x(v))y(u) - ZE (x(u)y(w)) +x(w;)y(u))
VIvEE| uvi€E; uw;€E,

>(n—k =) 5yt +xm19(0) + g () 25y (w)) — g(x(w)y(vy) +x(w)y(u))
(since x; > x,—jandy; >y, for 1 <i<r-—2)
>(n—k—n;)x:yr—1 + gx(u)y, — gx(w1)y(u) (sincen—k—n, > g, x,—1 > x(u) and g > 0)
Sy (1) (1 — k= ), + () — gx(w1)) (since vy 1 > v, > y(u))
>0 (by (5)),

and hence p(G;) > p(G), which contradicts the maximality of p(G). This demonstrates that
u ¢ F, proving Claim 1.

By Claim 1, u ¢ F, and so u € V(B;) for some 1 <i < r. Without loss of generality, we may
assume that u € V(B,). Then dp,(u) > g and t = dr(u) = 0 —dp,(u) < 6 —g. We can get the
following claim.

Claim2. r =6 —g.

If 6 = g, then t = 0. Clearly, the result holds. Next, we consider & > g. Suppose on the
contrary thatr < 6 — g, i.e., dp,(u) =8 —t > g+ 1. Let Np(u) = {wi,wa,...,wi}, F\Nr(u) =
{Wis1,Wii2,...,wiy and N (1) = {v!,v2,...,v9~'}. Again by the maximality of p(G), we can
deduce that G —u = K V (K, U--- UK, , UK, _1). Assume that x is the Perron vector of A(G).
By symmetry, we may say x(v) = x, for v € N, (u), x(v) = x,. for v € V(B,)\Ng,[u] and x(v) = x;
forv e V(K,,), where 1 <i <r— 1. Notice that x(w;) = x(w;) for 2 <i <t and x(wy+1) = x(w;)

fort+2 <i <k, then
r—1
P(G)x(wis1) = tx(wi) + (k=1 = Dx(wigr) + (8 — 1)x, + (. — 1 = (8 = 1)) + ) mixi,
i=1
p(G)x, =tx(wy) + (k—1)x(wep1) + (8 — 1t — D)xp + (n, — 1 — (8 —1))x. 4 x(u),

from which we obtain that

(P(G) + 1) (x(wrs1) = xv)



r—1

=p&3<§nMK®m%ﬂﬂ®ﬂ@>
X mirx(wi) + (k= 0)x(wisr) + (n = D)xi) — (rx(w1) + (8 — 1)xy)

p(G)
(IS = Dex(wn) + X7 ik — 0)x(wein) + X050 mi(ni— Dxi = (8 — 1),

p(G)
> (r=Dig+ 1)(k—pt()();c§w,+1) —(0—t)x (sincen; > g+ 1for1 <i<r—1,t>0and g >0)
(8 —1) (x(wrs1) —xr)

(G) (since r >2, g>0and k > §).

It follows that £2(G)+2 (G);?(;’)(X(W’“)*x’) > 0. Note that G contains K} as a proper subgraph. Thus,
p(G) > p(Ky) =k—1> 8. Combining this with # > 0, we can deduce that p>(G) +p(G) — 5+t >
0. This suggests that x(w; 1) > x. Let Go =G —{uv; [ g+ 1 <i <o —t}+{uw; |t +1<j <
8 —g}. It is obvious that G, € ¥ 9 According to Lemma 3, we have p(G2) > p(G), which
contradicts the maximality of p(G). Therefore, = § — g, completing the proof of Claim 2.

Without loss of generality, suppose that n; > ny > --- > n,. If ny = n,, then u € V(B;) for
1 <i<r. If n; > n,, then we have the following claim.

Claim 3. u € V(B;) for n; = n,.

If g =0, then t = §. Clearly, u € V(B;) for n; = n, = 1. Therefore, the result holds. Next, we
consider g > 1. Suppose on the contrary that u € V(B;) for n; > n,. Without loss of generality,
assume that u € V(B;). We obtain G —u = K; V (K,,—1 UK, U--- UK, ) by the maximality of
p(G). Let Np(u) = {wi,wa,...,ws_,} and F\Nr(u) = {Ws_g11,W5_g42,.--,Wi}. Let x be the
Perron vector of A(G). By symmetry, x(v) = x| for v € N, (u), x(v) = x| for v € V(B;)\Ng, [u]
and x(v) = x; for v € V(K,,), where 2 < i < r. Notice that x(w;) = x(w;) for 2 <i < 6 — g and

x(Ws_g+1) = x(w;) for 6 —g+2 < i <k, then
p(G)xr = (5 - g)x(wl) + (k_ 0 +g)X(W5,g+1) =+ (”r - l)x,,

P(G)xy = (8 —g)x(wi) + (k— 8+ g)x(Ws_g41) +gx1 + (11 — g — 2)x],
P(G)xi = (8 —g)x(wi)+ (k— 8+ g)x(ws_gi1) + (g — 1x1 + (m1 — g — 1)x} +x(u),

from which we have

x(u)
p(G)+1°
Since G contains Kj.,,— as a proper subgraph and n; > n,, it follows that p(G) > p(Kiyn,—1) =
k+n;—2and p(G) —n,+1> p(G) —n; +2 > 0. Then we get

(N

/
X1 =x;+

(PO -ntl gl )

. > Xy 8
0(G)—m+2 " oG —m 2" ®

Moreover, we have x; > x(u) by Lemma 1 and

P(G)x(u) = (8 —g)x(wi) +gx1,

P(G)x(Ws—gi1) = (8 = g)x(w1) + (k=8 +g— 1)x(ws_gi1) +gx1 + (1 — g = 1)x| + ) mixi,
i=2



from which we get that

%y —x{1) = (p(G)x, — p(G)x(w)

p(G)
:(k_6+g)x(w57g+l)+(nr_ 1)x, — gx
p(G)
>g(x(w(3g;(1();;—xr =) (sincek > d andn, > g+1)
=367 PO 511) +p(Ghxr — p(G))
:png) [(6 g) ( ) (k_ 0+g— 1)X(W5,g+1) + (”r - l)xr+i222nixi+x] —x(u)]
>0 (sinced>g, k>d0+1,g>1,n>g+1andx; > x(u)). 9)

Denote V(By) = {v},v3,... v\ u}, N, (u) = {v},v},... 08} and V(K,,) = {v},v2,... v} for
2 <i<r. Suppose that E] :{uvr| 1 gzgg}—l—{vfrv{ |1 <j<n —1}and E} = {uvl |1<
i<gh+{vvl|1<j<n —1}. Let G = G+E| —E} then V(B}) = {v!,...v/"! v"} and
V(B.)={v!,...,v" =1 u}. So G5 — F contains r components K,,,K,,,...,K, K,,r_l U {u} and
dg,(u) = 6. Obviously, Gz € %{‘ . Combining this with (7)-(9), we have

r—17

p(G3)—p(G)
>x" (A(Gs) — A( )x
=2 Z x(u)x(v) 42 Z v{)—2 Z x(u)x(v)) =2 Z
uvi€E] vfrv’ E€E] uvi €E} Vi cE)
=2gx(u)x, +2gx,x1 +2(n) — g — 1)x,x) — 2gx(u)x; — 2(n, — 1)x,x,
>2gx(u)x, + m + 2n,2,x) — 2gx(u)x) — W —2(n,— 1)x,x, (sincen; >n,+1)
>2gx(u)x, + 2n,2x,x] — 2gx(u)x) — 2n,.2,x, + 2x,x, (since x, > x(u) and g > 1)

>2n,x, (X — x,) — 2gx(u) (x] — x/)

=2(npx, — gx(u)) (x] —x7)
>0 (since n, > g+ 1, x, > x(u) and x| > x,).

Hence p(G3) > p(G), which contradicts the maximality of p(G). This implies that u € V(B;) for
n; = n,, proving Claim 3.

In what follows, we shall prove that G = GO s +1), .. In fact, by the maximality of p(G) and
Claims 1-3, we get G—u = K V (K, UKy, U--- UK, UK, _1) forn; >ny >--->n, > g+1,
where }'i_; n; = n — k. Then we have the following claim.

Claim4. n;=g+1for2<i<r.

Otherwise, there exists n; > g+ 2 for some 2 < j < r. Let V(K,,) = {v},vZ,... v} for 1 <
i<r—1,Ng(u)={v!v?3 ... ¢} and V(B )\NB ] = (8T W8Ty Assume that x is
the Perron vector of A(G). By symmetry, x(W)=xifor1 <i<r—1 and 1 <I<n,x(V) = x, for
1<i<gandx(vl) =x. forg+1< j<n,—1. Observe that x(w;) = x(w;) for2 < i < 8 — g and
x(Ws_g+1) = x(w;) for § —g+2 < i < k. According to Lemma 1, we have x, < x, and x(u) < x,.
Furthermore,

P(G)x1 = (8 —g)x(wi) + (k=8 +)x(Ws—_g41) + (1 — Dxi,



P(G)x, = (8= g)x(w1) + (k— 8+ g)x(ws 1)+ (g— D)+ (n,— g — D +x(u)
< (5 _g)x(wl) + (k —6 +g>X(W5_g+1) + (nr - l)xm

from which we obtain that
(p(G) —np+1)(x1 —x;) > (np —ny)x; >0

due to n; > n,. Note that G contains K ,, as a proper subgraph, it follows that p(G) > p(Ky1p,) =
k+ny—1>n,duetok>38+12>2. Thusx; > x,. Similarly, we have x; >xjfor2<;j<r-—-1
LetGy=G—{vivh [2<j<r—1,1<i<g+1l,g+2<I<n}+{V[1<p<m,2<j<r—
Lg+2<I<n}—{Viv]|1<i<gg+1<j<nm—-1}+{[1<p<n,g+1<j<n —1}.
One can verify that G4 € 9°. According to Lemma 3, we have p(Gs) > p(G), which also leads
to a contradiction.

Based on the above results, we can conclude that G = Gs_g 8

n(gi1y-10 S desired.
Case 2. k < 9. Recall that u € V(G) such that dg(u) = 6 and dr (u) = . Next, we will discuss the
case in three subcases.

Subcase 2.1. 0 < g.

By the definition of g-good r-component connectivity, we have dg(v) > g forv € V(G)\F. So
u € F. Then we consider the following two ways according to the value of k.

In the case of k > 2. Since u € F and |F| =k < §, we have r < k— 1, then we will get the
following claim.

Claim 5. r =k—1.

Otherwise, t < k—2. Then [Ng(u) N (V(G)\F)| > 2. By the maximality of p(G), we can
obtain that G —u 2 K V (K, UK,,, U--- UK, ). Let Np(u) = {wi,wa,...,w,} and F\Np[u] =
{Wrs1,Wry2,...,wk_1}, and let P, = Ng(u) NV (Ky,) and |P;| = p; for 1 <i<r. Then Y|, p; =
0 —t. Let x be the Perron vector of A(G). By symmetry, we may say x(v) = x; for v € P, and
x(v) = x forv € V(K,,)\P;, where 1 <i <r. Without loss of generality, assume that x; = max{x; |
1 <i<r}. Note that x(w;) = x(w;) for 2 <i <rand x(w,;41) =x(w;) fort+2 <i<k—1. Using
the similar analysis as the proof of subcase 1.1, we get x(w;1) > x;. Let AUP,U---UP, =
{V],...,Vk_t_l,...,\/5_t} and G* = G—{uvi | 1<i<k—t— 1}+{MWJ' ‘ t+1< Jj< k— 1}
Clearly, G* € %k ’5. According to Lemma 3, we have

p(G™) > p(G),
which contradicts the maximality of p(G). This implies thatt = k — 1.
By Claim 5, we get [Ng(u) N (V(G)\F)| =0 —k+1,ie., Y/, pi= 6 —k+1. Westill consider
that x; = max{x; | | <i <r}. Then we have the following claim.
Claim6. py =8 —k+1.

Otherwise, py < 6 —k. Then Y/ _,p; > 1. Denote P, = {vl-l,vl-z,...,vfi} and V(B;)\P, =
{yPrHt VP2 VMY, where 1 < i < r. By the maximality of p(G), we have G —u = K;_; V
(Kp, UKy, U---UK,,) and dr(u) = k— 1. Let x be the Perron vector of A(G). By symmetry,
x(wi) = x(wj) for 2 < j <k—1, x(v) =x; for v € P, and x(v) = x} for v € V(K,,)\P, where
I <i<r. Wefirst assert that n; > n; for 2 < i < r. If not, there exists n; > ny for some 2 < j <r.
By A(G)x = p(G)x, we obtain

p(G)xi = (k—1)x(w1) + (pi — 1)xi + (n; — pi)x; +x(u),
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p(G)x; = (k—1)x(w1) + pixi + (n; — pi — 1)x},

where 1 < i < r, from which we have

o x(u)
xlixi—i_p(G)—kl (10)
and
(P(G)+1)(x1 —x;) = p1x1 + (ny — p1)xy — pjxj — (nj— pj)x; > 0 (11)

duetox; >x;. Let Gy = G+{v;f'fv lveV(Ky,)}— {vn’v’ |V eV(K, )\{vn’}} Clearly, G, € 4°. d
Combining this with (11), we get
p(G1) —p(G) = x" (A(G1) — A(G))x
:2x;~p1x1+2x’j(n1 P1)X 2xjp]x] 2x9(nj—pj—1)x’j
= 2¥[p1x1 + (n1 — p1)x) — pjxj — (nj— pj — 1)x]
>0 (by I1).
Hence p(G1) > p(G), which contradicts the maximality of p(G). This suggests that n; > n; for
2 <i<r. Furthermore, let G =G —{uv |ve P, 2<i<r}+{uv] | p1+1<j<8—k+1}. One

can easily verify that G, € %{"6 and p; =0 —k+ 1. If p(Ga) > p(G), then the results follows.
If not, assume that y is the Perron vector of A(G,). By symmetry, we may say y(v’,) =y; for

2<j<rand1<i<njy(v))=y for1 <i<8—k+1landy(v]) =y for§ —k+2<j<n.
Note that y(w;) = y(w;) for2 <i<k—1andy; >y by Lemma I, then
P(Ga)yr = (k= 1)y(wi) +y(u) +(8 —k)y1 + (m — 6 +k— 1)},
P(G2)yy = (k= 1)y(w1) + (8 —k+ D)y1 + (m1 = 8 +k—2)yy > (k= 1)y(wi) + (m = 1)y},
p(Ga)y; = (k—1)y(wi)+ (nj—1)y;,
where 2 < j < r, from which we get
y(u)
—_— 12
p(G2)+1 12)
Recall that ny > nj for 2 < j <r, we can deduce that (p(G2) —ni+1)(y] —y;) > (n1 —n;)y; > 0.
Observe that G, contains Kj,, as a proper subgraph, thus p(G,) > p(K,,) = n; — 1. It follows that
¥y >yj for 2 < j <r. Combining this with (10) and (12), we obtain
Y (p(G2) —p(G)
=y (A(G2) - A(G)
=(8 —k+1—p1) (x()y(v]) +x(v] )y (1) = x(u)y(v) = x(v)y(u))
>(8 —k+1—p1)(x(u)yr +x7y(u) —x(u)y; —x1y(u)) (sincey| >y;and x; >x; for2 < j<r)

yi=y+

)x
)

X

=(8—k+1—py) < *uy() _ x “))y(”)l> (by (10) and (12))

(
p(G)+1 p(G)+
(P(G) — p(G2))x(u)y(u)
(P(G)+1)(p(G2)+1)
>0 (since p(G2) < p(G)),

=(6—k+1—p1)-

a contradiction. This implies that p; = 6 —k + 1, proving Claim 6.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that n; > ny > - -- > n,. By the maximality of p(G),

we can obtain that G —u 2 K;_; V (K,, UK, U---UK,, ), where n, > g+ 1l and Y|_ n; =n—k.
Then we have the following claim.
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Claim7. n;=g+1for2 <i<r.

Otherwise, there exists n; > g +2 for some 2 < j < r. Denote V(K,,) = {v},v?,...,v!"} for
1<i<rand P, ={v}»},... ,v‘f‘kH}. Assume that x is the Perron vector of A(G). By symmetry,
we sayx(v;) =xjfor2<j<rand1<i<n;j, x(V)=x for1 <i<§—k+1 andx(v{) =x)
for § —k+2 < j <n;. Notice that x(w;) = x(w;) for 2 <i <k—1 and x; > x| by Lemma 1.
Furthermore,

p(G)x) = (k—1)x(w1) + (8 —k+1)x; + (n1 — 8 +k—2)x] > (k— D)x(wy) + (ng — 1)x],

p(G)xj = (k=1)x(wi) + (nj = 1)x;,

where 2 < j < r, from which we obtain that
(p(G) —ni+1)(x) —x;) > (m1 —nj)x; >0

due to n; > n;. Note that G contains K, as a proper subgraph, it follows that p(G) > p(K,,) =
n; — 1. Thus x] > x; and x; > xj. Let G’:G—{vgvé |12<j<nl<i<g+l,g+2<I<
nj}—i—{v’{vé |1<h<m,2<j<rg+2<I1<n;}. Itis not difficult to see that G' € Grs,

According to Lemma 3, we have p(G’) > p(G), which contradicts the maximality of p(G).
k—1,6—k+1

n(g 1)1 » a8 desired.

Based on the above results, we can conclude that G = G
In the case of k = 1. Recall that u € F and g = r. It is worth noting that G is a connected
graph, then 6 > r, Y/, pi = 0 and p; > 1 for 1 <i <r. Without loss of generality, assume that
ny > ny > --- > n,. Notice that n, > g+ 1. By the maximality of p(G) and using the similar

analysis as the proof of Claims 6 and 7, we can obtain that G = Gg’?g )

Subcase 2.2. g < § < g+ k. Note that g # 0. Otherwise, 0 < k, which contradicts k < §.

Recall that u € V(G) such that dg(u) = 6 and dp(u) = t. First of all, we assert u ¢ F. Other-
wise, we consider the following two ways according to the value of k.
In the case of k > 2. By u € F and the maximality of p(G), using the similar analysis as

fj}g{f;)f‘jl andny =n—(r—1)(g+1)—k >

m=--=n=g+1. Let V(K,) = {v}v},... Wi}, P = {v%,v%,...,v‘ls*kﬂ} and Nr(u) =
{wi,wa,...,wx_1}. Assume that x is the Perron vector of A(G) and p(G) = p. By symmetry,
we may say x(v}) =x for 1 <i<§—k+1,x(v]) =x] for § —k+2 < j <ny and x(v) = x; for
veV(G)\(FUV(K,,)). We have x(w;) > x; > x| by Lemma 1. Moreover,

the proof of Claims 5-7, we can deduce that G =

pxo = (k—1)x(wy) + gx2,
px(u) = (k—1)x(w1)+ (0 —k+1)xy,
pxy = (k—Dx(wy) + (8 —k+D)x; + (n — 6 +k—2)x} > (k—1)x(wy) + (n; — 1)x],
px(wy) = (k—2)x(w1) +x(u) + (8 —k+1)x; + (n; — 8 +k— 1)x| + (r—1)(g + 1)xz,

from which we have (p —n; +1)(x] —x2) > (nj — 1 —g)xp > 0. Since G contains K, as a proper
subgraph, p(G) > p(K,,) = n; — 1. It follows that x| > x,. Combining this with x; > x|, we get
x1 > xp. Then

(m1 =8 +k—1)(x(u) +x1) +gx(u) +[(r—2)(g+ 1)+ —k+1]xo — (k—1 -8 +g)x(w)
(p+D{(ni —6+k—1)(x(u)+x))+gx(u)+[(r—2)(g+1)+0 —k+1x,— (k—1—5+g)x(wi1)}

p+1
(= 2) g+ 1)k )alon) + (2 k=8 (8 k1)1 -+ )
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+(m =8 +k—1)(m —g)xy + (g + 1)(2(r— 1) +r(8 —k) — g)x2]
ni(k—1x(wy)+n1 (6 —k+1)x; —g(g+1)x2
p+1

(sincer>2,n >g+landg+k>38 >k)

ni16x; —g(g+1)x
>
p+1
>0 (sincen; >g+1and o > g). (13)

(since x(wy) > x1 > x2)

Note that § —k < g. Let Ey = {uv} | 6 —k+2 <i<nm}+{w [2<j<r—1, 1 <I<nj}+{uv|
1<h<gh E,= {vf“wi |0—g+1<i<k—1}and G; =G —E; +E;. Clearly, G| € %f’a
Assume that y is the Perron vector of A(G;). By symmetry, we may say that y(v) = y; for
1 gignl,y(v;) =y for2<j<r—1landl §i§nj,y(vf) =y, for1 <j<g, y(w)=y(w) for
2<i<é-—gandy(w;) =y(u)ford6—g+1<j<k—1. Wehave y(u) >y andyr>y(v§+l) by
Lemma 1, then

P(G)yr = (8 —g)y(wi) + (k=8 +¢)y(u) + (m — Dy,

P(G1)yr =(8 —g)y(wi) + (k— 8+ g)y(u) + (g — Dy, +y(v§™)
<(6—g)y(wi) + (k=06 +g)y(u) +gyr,

from which we have
(P(G1) —ni+1)(y1 —y,) > (n1—g—1)y, > 0.

Since Gy contains Kj,, as a proper subgraph, p(Gl) > p(Ky, ) = ni — 1. It follows that y; > y,.
Combining this with y, > y(v¥"!), we have y; > y(v¥""). Furthermore,

Y (p(G1) —p(G)x
=y (A(G1) —A(G))x
= Y y0) +x0)y@)+ Y )y +x(y@)+ Y (x +x(v))y(w))
w' €k uvﬁ- cE; whek,
=) GO y(we) +x(wa)y ()
vf“wieEz

=(n1 =8 +k—1)(x(u)yr +x1y(u)) + (r—2) (g + 1) (x(u)y2 +x2y(u)) + g (x(u)y, + x2y(u))
— (k= 1=8+g) (xay(u) +x(wi)y(v™))

=(n1 =6 +k—1)(x(u)y1 +x1y(u)) + (r—=2)(g + D)x(u)y2 + [(r—2)(g+ 1) + 8 —k+ 1]x2y(u)
+gx(u)y, — (k— 1= 8+ g)x(wi)y(v¥*)

>y {(mn =8+ k= 1) (x(u) +1) +gx(u) + [(r=2) (g +1) + 8 —k+ 1]z — (k— 1= 8+ g)x(wi) }
(since y(u) > y; >y, > y(v$*!) and r > 2)

>0 (by 13),

and hence p(G;) > p(G), which contradicts the max1mahty of p(G). It is easy to see that
dg, (Vi) = 8. This demonstrates that if k > 2, then u = v§ ' ¢ F.
In the case of k = 1. By u € F and the maximality of p(G), using the similar analysis as the

proof of Claims 6 and 7, we can obtain that G = Gg’fgﬂ),,l and ny =n— (r— 1)(g+ H—-1>
ny=--=n,=g+1. Note that g < § < g+ 1, then § = g. Denote V(B;) = {v!,v,... v/},

:{v%,v%,...,v‘f_”]} ande:{v}} for2<j<r. LetG, =G+ {uw' | 5—r+2<1<n1}+
{wh|2<j<r—1,1<1<n}+{w}|1<h<g} Obviously, G, € %, and dg,(vi™") = 6.
According to Lemma 2, we get p(Gz) > p(G), which contradicts the maximality of p(G). This
means that if k=1, then u =8 ¢ F.
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Based on the above results, we can conclude that if g < 8 < g+k, then u ¢ F. Next, using the
0-8.8

n(gi1y-10 desire.

similar analysis as the proof of Claims 2-4, we can deduce that G = G

Subcase 2.3. 6 > g+k.

Recall that |V (B;)| = n; for 1 <i < g and g = r. Therefore,
p(G) < p(Kk\/ (Knl Uan U--- UK";-))»

with equality if and only if G = K V (K, UKy, U--- UK, ). Without loss of generality, we may
assume that n; > np > --- > n,. Obviously, n, > 6 —k+ 1 because the minimum degree of G is 6.
Combining this with Lemma 4, we get

P (KiV (Kny UKy, U+ UKy, ) < p(Kie V(K- (5-k1)(r—1) U (r = 1)Ks 541)),

with equality if and only if (n1,n2,...,n,) =(n—k— (8 —k+1)(r—1),6 —k+1,...,6 —k+1).
By the maximality of p(G), we conclude that G = K; V (K, _—(5—i+1)(—1) U (r — 1) Ks_g41)-
This completes the proof. O

3 The maximum spectral radius of graphs with g-good neighbor con-
nectivity

Recall that F C V(G) is called a g-good neighbor cut of G if G — F is disconnected and each
vertex v € V(G)\F has at least g neighbors. The g-good neighbor connectivity of G, denoted by
K, (G) or kg, is the minimum cardinality of g-good neighbor cuts of G. Obviously, k(G) = k(G).
As a conditional connectivity, the g-good neighbor connectivity has improved networks’ fault
tolerance and has been extensively employed in the analysis of various networks, see [12, 20].
Similar to g-good r-component connectivity, based on the Brualdi-Solheid problem, it is natural
for us to consider the following problem.

Problem 3. Which graphs attain the maximum spectral radii among all connected graphs of order
n with fixed minimum degree 6 and g-good neighbor connectivity &, (G)?

Let 4,°  be the set of graphs of order n with minimum degree é and g-good neighbor con-
nectivity K,. The condition of g-good neighbor connectivity is weaker than that of g-good r-
component connectivity, and there is no requirement on the number of components. Therefore,

we know that the graphs which achieve the maximum spectral radii among all graphs in %, 9
must be in &} 8, Furthermore, we have r = 2 by Lemma 2. Let ijg 41 be the graph obtained from
K1 U (Ky,—1V (Kn—g—1-x, UKgy1)) by adding & edges between the isolated vertex K; and Ky, 1.
Let G°_%¢ be the graph obtained from K; U (Kx, V (Ky—g—1-x, UK,)) by adding § — g edges be-

n,g+1
: . —1,6—k,+1
tween the isolated vertex K; and K, and adding g edges between K and K,,. Let G:f"g +f6 5t be

the graph obtained from Kj U (K, 1V (Ky—g—1-x, UKgi1)) by adding k, — 1 edges between the
isolated vertex K; and K1, and adding 6 — K, + 1 edges between K| and Ky—g—1-x,- Let GS:? 41
be the graph obtained from K; U (K),—s_2 UK, 1) by adding 6 — 1 edges between the isolated ver-
tex Ky and K, >, and adding one edge between K| and K, , respectively. Then we have the

following result.
Theorem 2. Let G € ¥,* ’6, where n > K, +2(g+ 1). Then we have the following statements.
(@) If k, > 0 and § < g, then p(G) < p(GS’;,)H) with equality if and only if G = G0

n,g+1’.

(D) If ik, > 8 > g, then p(G) < p(Go*5) with equality if and only if G = G3 %%
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Ke—1,0—1,+1
n,g+1

Ke—1,6—x,+1

(D) If2<x,<6<g thenp(G)<p(G ngt] ;

) with equality if and only if G= G

(AV) If 1 =x, <8 < g then p(G) < p(GS:?H) with equality if and only if G = G2:§+1;

(V) Ifkg < 6and g <6 < g+Ky, then p(G) < p(GS;j‘;’f) with equality if and only if G = Gfgﬁ’f;

(VD) If 6 > g+ K, then p(G) < p(Ki, V (K, 51 UKs 1)) with equality if and only if G =
Krcg N (anﬁfl UK57K8+1)'
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