arXiv:1907.07837v1 [math.CO] 18 Jul 2019

The relation between the independence number and rank of a signed graph

Shengjie He^1, Rong-Xia Hao^{1∗}

1. Department of Mathematics, Beijing Jiaotong University, Beijing, 100044, China

Abstract

A signed graph (G, σ) is a graph with a sign attached to each of its edges, where G is the underlying graph of (G, σ). Let c(G), α(G) and r(G, σ) be the cyclomatic number, the independence number and the rank of the adjacency matrix of (G, σ), respectively. In this paper, we study the relation among the independence number, the rank and the cyclomatic number of a signed graph (G, σ) with order n, and prove that 2n−2c(G) ≤ r(G, σ)+2α(G) ≤ 2n. Furthermore, the signed graphs that reaching the lower bound are investigated.

Keywords: Independence number; Cyclomatic number; Rank; Signed graph. MSC: 05C50

1 Introduction

All graphs considered in this paper are simple and finite. Let G = (V, E) be an undirected graph with V = {v_1, v_2, · · · , v_n} is the vertex set and E is the edge set. For a vertex u ∈ V (G), the degree of u, denote by d_G(u), is the number of vertices which are adjacent to u. A vertex of G is called a pendant vertex if it is a vertex of degree one in G, whereas a vertex of G is called a quasi-pendant vertex if it is adjacent to a pendant vertex in G unless it is a pendant vertex. Denote by P_n, S_n and C_n a path, star and cycle on n vertices, respectively. The adjacency matrix A(G) of G is an n × n matrix whose (i, j)-entry equals to 1 if vertices v_i and v_j are adjacent and 0 otherwise. We refer to [3] for undefined terminologies and notation.

A signed graph (G, σ) consists of a simple graph G = (V, E), referred to as its underlying graph, and a mapping σ : E → {+, −}, its edge labelling. To avoid confusion, we often write V (G) and E(G) for V (G, σ) and E(G, σ), respectively. The adjacency matrix of (G, σ) is A(G, σ) = (a^σ_{ij} ) with a^σ_{ij} = σ(v_iv_j )a_{ij} , where (a_{ij}) is the adjacent matrix of the underlying graph G. Let (G, σ) be a signed graph. An edge e^′ is said to be positive or negative if σ(e^′) = + or σ(e^′) = −, respectively. In the case of σ = +, which is an all-positive edge labelling, A(G, +) is exactly the classical adjacency matrix of G. Thus a simple graph can always be viewed as a singed graph with all positive edges. Let C be a cycle of (G, σ). The sign of C is defined by σ(C) = ∏ e∈C σ(e). A cycle C is said to be positive or negative if σ(C) = + or σ(C) = −, respectively. By definition, a cycle C is positive if and only if it has even number of negative edges. The rank of a signed graph (G, σ), written as r(G, σ), is defined to be the rank of its

∗Corresponding author. Emails: he1046436120@126.com (Shengjie He), rxhao@bjtu.edu.cn (Rong-Xia Hao)

adjacency matrix A(G, σ). The nullity of (G, σ) is the multiplicity of the zero eigenvalues of A(G, σ). A subset I of V (G) is called an independent set if any two vertices of I are independent in a graph G. The independence number of G, denoted by α(G), is the number of vertices in a maximum independent set of G. Let c(G) be the cyclomatic number of a graph G, that is c(G) = |E(G)| − |V (G)| + ω(G), where ω(G) is the number of connected components of G. The matching number of G, denoted by m(G), is the cardinality of a maximum matching of G. For a signed graph (G, σ), the independence number, cyclomatic number and matching number of (G, σ) are defined to be the independence number, cyclomatic number and matching number of its underlying graph, respectively.

If G is a graph which any two cycles (if any) of G have no vertices in common. Denoted by C_G the set of all cycles of G. Contracting each cycle of G into a vertex (called a cyclic vertex), we obtain a forest denoted by T_G. Denoted by O_G the set of all cyclic vertex of G. Moreover, denoted by [T_G] the subgraph of T_G induced by all non-cyclic vertices. It is obviously that [T_G] = T_G − O_G.

The study on rank and nullity of graphs is a major and heated issue in graph theory. In [19], the relation between the independence number and the rank of a graph was investigated by Wang and Wong. Gutman et al. [7] researched the nullity of line graphs of trees. Mohar et al. characterized the properties of the H-rank of mixed graphs in [8]. Li et at. studied the relation among the rank, the matching number and the cyclomatic number of oriented graphs and mixed graphs in [10] and [13], respectively. Bevis et al. [2] obtained some results examining several cases of vertex addition. In [16], Ma et al. researched the relation among the nullity, the dimension of cycle space and the number of pendant vertices of a graph.

In recent years, the study of the rank and nullity of signed graphs received increased attention. The rank of signed planar graphs was investigated by Tian et al. [18]. Belardo et al. studied the Laplacian spectral of signed graphs in [1]. You et al. [14] characterized the nullity of signed graphs. In [20], the relation between the rank of a signed graph and the rank of its underlying graph was researched by Wang. The nullity of unicyclic signed graphs and bicyclic signed graphs were studied by Fan et al. in [6] and [5], respectively. Wong et al. [21] characterized the positive inertia index of the signed graphs. He et al. [9] studied the relation among the matching number, the cyclomatic number and the rank of the signed graphs. For other research of the rank of a graph one may be referred to those in [4, 12, 17, 11, 15].

In this paper, the relation among the rank of a signed graph (G, σ) and the cyclomatic number and the independence number of its underlying graph is investigated. We prove that 2n − 2c(G) ≤ r(G, σ) + 2α(G) ≤ 2n for any signed graph (G, σ) with order n. Moreover, the extremal graphs which attended the lower bound are characterized. Our main results are the following Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Theorem 1.1. Let (G, σ) be a signed graph with order n. Then 2n − 2c(G) ≤ r(G, σ) + 2α(G) ≤ 2n. Theorem 1.2. Let (G, σ) be a signed graph with order n. Then r(G, σ) + 2α(G) = 2n − 2c(G) if and only if all the following conditions hold for (G, σ):

(i) the cycles (if any) of (G, σ) are pairwise vertex-disjoint;

(ii) for each cycle (if any) C_q of (G, σ), either q ≡ 0 (mod 4) and σ(C_q) = + or q ≡ 2 (mod 4) and σ(C_q) = −;

(iii) α(T_G) = α([T_G]) + c(G).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Prior to showing our main results, in Section 2, some elementary notations and some useful lemmas are established. In Section 3, we give the proof of the main result of this paper. In Section 4, the extremal signed graphs which attained the lower bound of Theorem 1.1 are characterized.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, some useful lemmas which will be used in the proofs of our main results are presented.

For X ⊆ V (G), G − X is the induced subgraph obtained from G by deleting all vertices in X and all incident edges. In particular, G − {x} is usually written as G − x for simplicity. For an induced subgraph H and a vertex u outside H, the induced subgraph of G with vertex set V (H) ∪ {u} is simply written as H + u.

Lemma 2.1. [20] Let (G, σ) be a signed graph.

(i) If (H, σ) is an induced subgraph of (G, σ), then r(H, σ) ≤ r(G, σ). (ii) If (G_1, σ), (G_2, σ), · · · , (G_t, σ) are all the connected components of (G, σ), then r(G, σ) = ∑_t i=1 r(G_i, σ). (iii) r(G, σ) ≥ 0 with equality if and only if (G, σ) is an empty graph.

Lemma 2.2. [6] Let y be a pendant vertex of (G, σ) and x is the neighbour of y. Then r(G, σ) = r((G, σ) − {x, y}) + 2. Lemma 2.3. [2] Let x be a vertex of (G, σ). Then r(G, σ) − 2 ≤ r((G, σ) − x) ≤ r(G, σ).

Lemma 2.4. [4] Let (T, σ) be a signed acyclic graph. Then r(T, σ) = r(T ) = 2m(T ).

Lemma 2.5. [3] Let T be a bipartite graph with order n. Then α(T ) + m(T ) = n.

It is obviously that by Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5, we have

Lemma 2.6. Let (T, σ) be a signed acyclic graph. Then r(T, σ) + 2α(T ) = 2n.

Lemma 2.7. [10] Let y be a pendant vertex of a graph G and x is the neighbour of y. Then α(G) = α(G − x) = α(G − {x, y}) + 1. Lemma 2.8. [14] Let (C_n, σ) be a signed cycle of order n. Then

r(C_n, σ) = n, if n is odd;

n, if n ≡ 0 (mod 4) and σ(C_n) = −; n, if n ≡ 2 (mod 4) and σ(C_n) = +; n − 2, if n ≡ 0 (mod 4) and σ(C_n) = +; n − 2, if n ≡ 2 (mod 4) and σ(C_n) = −.

Lemma 2.9. [15] Let G be a graph with x ∈ V (G).

(i) c(G) = c(G − x) if x lies outside any cycle of G; (ii) c(G − x) ≤ c(G) − 1 if x lies on a cycle of G;

(iii) c(G − x) ≤ c(G) − 2 if x is a common vertex of distinct cycles of G.

Lemma 2.10. [10] Let G be a graph. Then

(i) α(G) − 1 ≤ α(G − x) ≤ α(G) for any vertex x ∈ V (G); (ii) α(G − e) ≥ α(G) for any edge e ∈ E(G).

Lemma 2.11. [10] Let T be a tree with at least one edge and T_0 be the subtree obtained from T by deleting all pendant vertices of T .

(i) α(T ) ≤ α(T_0) + p(T ), where p(T ) is the number of pendent vertices of T ; (ii) If α(T ) = α(T − D) + |D| for a subset D of V (T ), then there is a pendant vertex x such that x /∈ D. 3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we study the relation among the rank and the independence number and the cyclomatic number of a signed graph, and give the proof for Theorem 1.1. The proof of Theorem 1.1.

First, we prove the inequality on the left of Theorem 1.1. We argue by induction on c(G) to show that 2n − 2c(G) ≤ r(G, σ) + 2α(G). If c(G) = 0, then (G, σ) is a signed tree, and so result follows from Lemma 2.6. Hence we assume that c(G) ≥ 1. Let u be a vertex on some cycle of (G, σ) and (G^′, σ) = (G, σ) − u. Let (G_1, σ), (G_2, σ), · · · , (G_l, σ) be all connected components of (G^′, σ). By Lemma 2.9, we have l∑ i=1 c(G_i) = c(G^′) ≤ c(G) − 1. (1)

By the induction hypothesis, one has

2(n − 1) − 2c(G^′) ≤ r(G^′, σ) + 2α(G^′) (2)

By Lemmas 2.10 and 2.3, we have l∑ i=1 α(G_i) = α(G^′) ≤ α(G), (3)

and_l ∑ i=1 r(G_i, σ) = r(G^′, σ) ≤ r(G, σ). (4) Thus the desired inequality now follows by combining (1), (2), (3) and (4),

r(G, σ) + 2α(G) ≥ r(G^′, σ) + 2α(G^′) (5) ≥ 2(n − 1) − 2c(G^′) ≥ 2(n − 1) − 2(c(G) − 1) = 2n − 2c(G), as desired.

Next, we show that r(G, σ) + 2α(G) ≤ 2n. Let I be a maximum independence set of G, i.e., |I| = α(G). Then A(G, σ) = ( 0 B B^⊤ A )

where B is a matrix of A(G, σ) with row indexed by I and column indexed by V (G) − I, B^⊤ refers to the transpose of B and A is the adjacency matrix of the induced subgraph G − I. Then it can be checked that r(G, σ) ≤ r(0, B) + r(B^⊤, A) ≤ n − α(G) + n − α(G) = 2n − 2α(G). Thus, r(G, σ) + 2α(G) ≤ 2n. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. □ A signed graph (G, σ) with r(G, σ) + 2α(G) = 2n − 2c(G) is called a lower-optimal signed graph. One can utilize the arguments above to make the following observations.

Corollary 3.1. Let u be a vertex of (G, σ) lying on a signed cycle. If r(G, σ) = 2m(G) − 2c(G), then each of the following holds. (i) r(G, σ) = r((G, σ) − u); (ii) (G, σ) − u is lower-optimal; (iii) c(G) = c(G − u) + 1; (iv) α(G) = α(G − u);

(v) u lies on just one signed cycle of (G, σ) and u is not a quasi-pendant vertex of (G, σ).

Proof. In the proof arguments of Theorem 1.1 that justifies r(G, σ) + 2α(G) ≥ 2n − 2c(G). If both ends of (5) are the same, then all inequalities in (5) must be equalities, and so Corollary 3.1 (i)-(iv) are observed.

To show (v). By Corollary 3.1 (iii) and Lemma 2.9, we conclude that u lies on just one signed cycle of (G, σ). Suppose to the contrary that u is a quasi-pendant vertex which adjacent to a pendant vertex v. Then by Lemma 2.2, we have r((G, σ) − u) = r((G, σ) − {u, v}) = r(G, σ) − 2, which is a contradiction to (i). This completes the proof of the corollary.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.2.

Recall that a signed graph (G, σ) with order n is lower-optimal if r(G, σ) + 2α(G) = 2n − 2c(G), or equivalently, the signed graph which attain the lower bound in Theorem 1.1. In this section, we introduce some lemmas firstly, and then we give the proof for Theorem 1.2. By Lemma 2.8, the following Lemma 4.1 can be obtained directly.

Lemma 4.1. The signed cycle (C_q, σ) is lower-optimal if and only if either q ≡ 0 (mod 4) and σ(C_q) = + or q ≡ 2 (mod 4) and σ(C_q) = −.

Lemma 4.2. Let (G, σ) be a signed graph and (G_1, σ), (G_2, σ), · · · , (G_k, σ) be all connected components of (G, σ). Then (G, σ) is lower-optimal if and only if (G_j , σ) is lower-optimal for each j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}. Proof. (Sufficiency.) For each i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}, one has that r(G_i, σ) + 2α(G_i) = 2|V (G_i)| − 2c(G_i).

Then, one can get (G, σ) is lower-optimal immediately follows from the fact that r(G, σ) = k∑ j=1 r(G_j , σ),

α(G) = k∑ j=1 α(G_j ), and c(G) = k∑ j=1 c(G_j ). (Necessity.) Suppose to the contrary that there is a connected component of (G, σ), say (G_1, σ), which is not lower-optimal. Then r(G_1, σ) + 2α(G_1) > 2|V (G_1)| − 2c(G_1), and by Theorem 1.1, for each j ∈ {2, 3, · · · , k}, we have r(G_j , σ) + 2α(G_j ) ≥ 2|V (G_j )| − 2c(G_j ).

Thus, one has that r(G, σ) + 2α(G) > 2|V (G)| − 2c(G), a contradiction.

Lemma 4.3. Let u be a pendant vertex of a signed graph (G, σ) and v be the vertex which adjacent to u. Let (G_0, σ) = (G, σ) − {u, v}. Then, (G, σ) is lower-optimal if and only if v is not on any signed cycle of (G, σ) and (G_0, σ) is lower-optimal. Proof. (Sufficiency.) If v is not on any signed cycle, by Lemma 2.9, we have c(G) = c(G_0).

By Lemmas 2.2 and 2.7, one has that r(G, σ) = r(G_0, σ) + 2, α(G) = α(G_0) + 1.

Thus, one can get (G, σ) is lower-optimal by the condition that r(G_0, σ) + 2α(G_0) = 2|V (G_0)| − 2c(G_0).

(Necessity.) By Lemma 2.2 and Corollary 3.1 and the condition that (G, σ) is lower-optimal, it can be checked that r(G_0, σ) + 2α(G_0) = 2|V (G_0)| − 2c(G).

It follows from Theorem 1.1 that one has

r(G_0, σ) + 2α(G_0) ≥ 2|V (G_0)| − 2c(G_0).

By the fact that c(G_0) ≤ c(G), then we have

c(G) = c(G_0), r(G_0, σ) + 2α(G_0) = 2|V (G_0)| − 2c(G_0).

Thus (G_0, σ) is also lower-optimal and so the lemma is justified.

Lemma 4.4. Let (G, σ) be a signed graph obtained by joining a vertex x of a signed cycle C_l by a signed edge to a vertex y of a signed connected graph (K, σ). If (G, σ) is lower-optimal, then the following properties hold for (G, σ).

(i) Either l ≡ 0 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = + or l ≡ 2 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = −; (ii) r(G, σ) = l − 2 + r(K, σ), α(G) =^l_2 + α(K); (iii) (K, σ) is lower-optimal;

(iv) Let (G^′, σ) be the induced signed subgraph of (G, σ) with vertex set V (K) ∪ {x}. Then (G^′, σ) is also lower-optimal;

(v) α(G^′) = α(K) + 1 and r(G^′, σ) = r(K, σ).

Proof. (i): We show (i) by induction on the order n of (G, σ). By Corollary 3.1, x can not be a quasi-pendant vertex of (G, σ), then y is not an isolated vertex of (G, σ). Then, (K, σ) contains at least two vertices, i.e., n ≥ l + 2. If n = l + 2, then (K, σ) contains exactly two vertices, without loss of generality, assume them be y and z. Thus, one has that (C_l, σ) = (G, σ) − {y, z}. By Lemma 4.3, we have (C_l, σ) is lower-optimal. Then (i) follows from Lemma 4.1 directly.

Next, we consider the case of n ≥ l + 3. Suppose that (i) holds for every lower-optimal signed graph with order smaller than n. If (K, σ) is a forest. Then (G, σ) contains at least one isolated vertex. Let u be a pendant vertex of (G, σ) and v be the vertex which adjacent to u. By Corollary 3.1, v is not on (C_l, σ). By Lemma 4.3, one has that (G, σ) − {u, v} is lower-optimal. By induction hypothesis to (G, σ) − {u, v}, we have either l ≡ 0 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = + or l ≡ 2 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = −. If (K, σ) contains cycles. Let g be a vertex lying on a cycle of (K, σ). By Corollary 3.1, (G, σ) − g is lower-optimal. Then, the induction hypothesis to (G, σ) − g implies that either l ≡ 0 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = + or l ≡ 2 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = −. This completes the proof of (i).

(ii): Since x lies on a cycle of (G, σ), by Corollary 3.1 and Lemmas 2.2 and 2.7, one has that r(G, σ) = r((G, σ) − x) = r(P_{l−1}, σ) + r(K, σ) = l − 2 + r(K, σ), (6) and α(G) = α(G − x) = α(P_{l−1}) + α(K) = l 2 + α(K). (7)

(iii): As C_l is a pendant cycle of (G, σ), one has that

c(K) = c(G) − 1. (8)

By (6)-(8), we have r(K, σ) + 2α(K) = 2(n − l) − 2c(K). (9) (iv): Let s be a vertex of (C_l, σ) which adjacent to x. Then, by Corollary 3.1 and Lemmas 2.2 and 2.7, we have r(G, σ) = r((G, σ) − s) = l − 2 + r(G^′, σ), (10) and α(G) = α(G − s) = l − 2 2 + α(G^′). (11)

Moreover,it is obviously that c(G) = c(G^′) + 1. (12)

From (10)-(12), we have

r(G^′, σ) + 2α(G^′) = r(G, σ) + 2α(G) − 2(l − 2) = 2n − 2c(G) − 2(l − 2) = 2(n − l + 1) − 2c(G^′).

(v): Combining (6) and (10), one has that r(K, σ) = r(G^′, σ). From (7) and (11), we have α(K) + 1 = α(G^′).

This completes the proof.

Lemma 4.5. Let (G, σ) be a lower-optimal signed graph. Then the following properties hold for (G, σ). (i) The cycles (if any) of (G, σ) are pairwise vertex-disjoint;

(ii) For each cycle C_l of (G, σ), either l ≡ 0 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = + or l ≡ 2 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = −;

(iii) α(G) = α(T_G) + ∑ C∈C_G |V (C)| 2 − c(G). Proof. (i): By Corollary 3.1, (i) follows directly.

(ii)-(iii): We argue by induction on the order n of G to show (ii)-(iii). If n = 1, then (ii)- (iii) hold trivially. Next, we consider the case of n ≥ 2. Suppose that (ii)-(iii) holds for every lower-optimal signed graph with order smaller than n.

If E(T_G) = 0, i.e., T_G is an empty graph, then each component of (G, σ) is a cycle or an isolated vertex. By Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, we have either l ≡ 0 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = + or l ≡ 2 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = −. For each cycle C_l, it is routine to check that α(C_l) = ⌊^l_2 ⌋. Then (ii) and (iii) follows.

If E(T_G) ≥ 1. Then T_G contains at least one pendant vertex, say x. If x is also a pendant vertex in (G, σ), then (G, σ) contains a pendant vertex. If x is a vertex obtained by contracting a cycle of (G, σ), then (G, σ) contains a pendant cycle. Then we will deal with the following two cases.

Case 1. If x is also a pendant vertex in (G, σ). Let y be the unique neighbour of x and (G_0, σ) = (G, σ)−{x, y}. By Lemma 4.3, one has that y is not on any cycle of (G, σ) and (G_0, σ) is lower-optimal. By induction hypothesis, we have

(a) For each cycle C_l of (G_0, σ), either l ≡ 0 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = + or l ≡ 2 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = −;

(b) α(G_0) = α(T_{G0} ) + ∑ C∈C_{G0} |V (C)| 2 − c(G_0).

It is routine to check that all cycles of (G, σ) are also in (G_0, σ). Then for each cycle C_l of (G, σ), either l ≡ 0 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = + or l ≡ 2 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = −. Thus (ii) follows. Furthermore, one has that c(G) = c(G_0).

Sine x is a pendant vertex of (G, σ) and y is a quasi-pendant vertex which is not in any cycle of (G, σ), x is a pendant vertex of T_G and y is a quasi-pendant vertex of T_G. Moreover, T_{G0} = T_G − {x, y}. Thus, by Lemma 2.7 and assertion (b), we have

α(G) = α(G_0) + 1

= α(T_{G0} ) + ∑ C∈C_{G0} |V (C)| 2 − c(G_0) + 1

= α(T_G) − 1 + ∑ C∈C_{G0} |V (C)| 2 − c(G_0) + 1

= α(T_G) + ∑ C∈C_G |V (C)| 2 − c(G).

Thus, (iii) holds in this case.

Case 2. (G, σ) contains a pendant cycle, say C_q.

In this case, let x be the unique vertex of C_q of degree 3. Let K = G − C_q and (G_1, σ) be the induced signed subgraph of (G, σ) with vertex set V (K) ∪ {x}. By Lemma 4.4 (iv), one has that (G_1, σ) is lower-optimal. By induction hypothesis, we have

(c) For each cycle C_l of (G_1, σ), either l ≡ 0 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = + or l ≡ 2 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = −;

(d) α(G_1) = α(T_{G1} ) + ∑ C∈C_{G1} |V (C)| 2 − c(G_1).

By Lemma 4.4 (i), we have either q ≡ 0 (mod 4) and σ(C_q) = + or q ≡ 2 (mod 4) and σ(C_q) = −. Thus, (ii) follows from

C_G = C_{G1} ∪ C_q = C_K ∪ C_q.

Moreover, one has that ∑ C∈C_G |V (C)| 2 = ∑ C∈C_{G1} |V (C)| 2 + q 2 = ∑ C∈C_K |V (C)| 2 + q 2 . (13)

Since C_q is a pendant cycle of (G, σ), it is obviously that

c(G_1) = c(K) = c(G) − 1. (14)

By Lemma 4.4 (v), one has that α(G_1) = α(K) + 1. (15)

Note that T_{G1} = T_G. (16)

By Lemma 4.4 (ii) and (13)-(16), one has that

α(G) = α(K) + p 2 = α(G_1) + p 2 − 1 = α(T_{G1} ) + ∑ C∈C_{G1} |V (C)| 2 − c(G_1) + p 2 − 1

= α(T_G) + ∑ C∈C_G |V (C)| 2 − c(G_1) − 1

= α(T_G) + ∑ C∈C_G |V (C)| 2 − c(G).

This completes the proof.

The proof of Theorem 1.2. (Sufficiency.) We proceed by induction on the order n of (G, σ). If n = 1, then the result holds trivially. Therefore we assume that (G, σ) is a signed graph with order n ≥ 2 and satisfies (i)-(iii). Suppose that any signed graph of order smaller than n which satisfes (i)-(iii) is lower-optimal. Since the cycles (if any) of (G, σ) are pairwise vertex-disjoint, (G, σ) has exactly c(G) cycles, i.e., |O_G| = c(G).

If E(T_G) = 0, i.e., T_G is an empty graph, then each component of (G, σ) is a cycle or an isolated vertex. By (ii) and Lemma 4.1, we have (G, σ) is lower-optimal.

If E(T_G) ≥ 1. Then T_G contains at least one pendant vertex. By (iii), one has that

α(T_G) = α([T_G]) + c(G) = α(T_G − O_G) + c(G).

Thus, by Lemma 2.11, there exists a pendent vertex of T_G not in O_G. Then, (G, σ) contains at least one pendant vertex, say u. Let v be the unique neighbour of u and let (G_0, σ) = (G, σ) − {u, v}. It is obviously that u is a pendant vertex of T_G adjacent to v and T_{G0} = T_G − {u, v}. By Lemma 2.7, one has that α(T_G) = α(T_G − v) = α(T_G − {u, v}) + 1. Claim. v does not lie on any cycle of (G, σ).

By contradiction, assume that v lies on a cycle of (G, σ). Then v is in O_G. Note that the size of O_G is c(G). Then, H := (T_G − v) ∪ K_1 is a spanning subgraph of T_G. Delete all the edges e in H such that e contains at least one end-vertex in O_G\{v}. Thus, the resulting graph is [T_G] ∪ c(G)K_1. By Lemma 2.10, one has that

α([T_G] ∪ c(G)K_1) ≥ α((T_G − v) ∪ K_1), that is, α([T_G]) + c(G) ≥ α(T_G − v) + 1.

Then, we have α([T_G]) ≥ α(T_G − v) + 1 − c(G) = α(T_G) + 1 − c(G),

a contradiction to (iii). This completes the proof of the claim.

Thus, v does not lie on any cycle of (G, σ). Moreover, u is also a pendant vertex of [T_G] which adjacent to v and [T_{G0} ] = T_G − {u, v}. By Lemma 2.7, one has that

α([T_G]) = α([T_{G0} ]) + 1.

It is routine to checked that c(G) = c(G_0).

Thus,

α(T_{G0} ) = α(T_G) − 1 = α([T_G]) + c(G) − 1 = α([T_{G0} ]) + 1 + c(G) − 1 = α([T_{G0} ]) + c(G_0).

Combining the fact that all cycles of (G, σ) belong to (G_0, σ), one has that (G_0, σ) satisfies all the conditions (i)-(iii). By induction hypothesis, we have (G_0, σ) is lower-optimal. By Lemma 4.3, we have (G, σ) is lower-optimal.

(Necessity.) Let (G, σ) be a lower-optimal signed graph. If (G, σ) is a signed acyclic graph, then (i)-(iii) holds directly. So one can suppose that (G, σ) contains cycles. By Lemma 4.5, one has that the cycles (if any) of (G, σ) are pairwise vertex-disjoint and for each cycle C_l of (G, σ), either l ≡ 0 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = + or l ≡ 2 (mod 4) and σ(C_l) = −. This completes the proof of (i) and (ii).

Next, we argue by induction on the order n of (G, σ) to show (iii). Since (G, σ) contains cycles, n ≥ 3. If n = 3, then (G, σ) is a 3-cycle and (iii) holds trivially. Therefore we assume that (G, σ) is a lower-optimal signed graph with order n ≥ 4. Suppose that (iii) holds for all lower-optimal signed graphs of order smaller than n.

If E(T_G) = 0, i.e., T_G is an empty graph, then each component of (G, σ) is a cycle or an isolated vertex. Then, (iii) follows immediately by Lemma 4.1.

If E(T_G) ≥ 1. Then T_G contains at least one pendant vertex, say x. If x is also a pendant vertex in (G, σ), then (G, σ) contains a pendant vertex. If x is a vertex obtained by contracting a cycle of (G, σ), then (G, σ) contains a pendant cycle. Then we will deal with (iii) with the following two cases.

Case 1. x is a pendant vertex of (G, σ).

Let y be the unique neighbour of x and (G_1, σ) = (G, σ) − {x, y}. By Lemma 4.3, one has that y is not on any cycle of (G, σ) and (G_1, σ) is lower-optimal. By induction hypothesis, we have α(T_{G1} ) = α([T_{G1} ]) + c(G_1).

By the fact that y is not on any cycle of (G, σ), then

c(G) = c(G_1).

Note that x is also a pendant vertex of T_G which adjacent to y, then T_{G1} = T_G − {x, y} and [T_{G1} ] = [T_G] − {x, y}. By Lemma 2.7, one has that

α(T_G) = α(T_{G1} ) + 1, α([T_G]) = α([T_{G1} ]) + 1.

Thus, we have

α(T_G) = α(T_{G1} ) + 1 = α([T_{G1} ]) + c(G_1) + 1 = α([T_G]) − 1 + c(G) + 1 = α([T_G]) + c(G).

The result follows.

Case 2. (G, σ) contains a pendant cycle, say C_q.

Let u be the unique vertex of C_q of degree 3 and K = G − C_q. By Lemma 4.4, one has that (K, σ) is lower-optimal. By induction hypothesis, we have

α(T_K ) = α([T_K ]) + c(K). (17)

In view of Lemma 4.4, one has α(G) = α(K) + q 2 . (18) It is obviously that C_G = C_K ∪ C_q.

Then, we have ∑ C∈C_G |V (C)| 2 = ∑ C∈C_K |V (C)| 2 + q 2 . (19)

Since (G, σ) and (K, σ) are lower-optimal, by Lemma 4.5, we have α(T_G) = α(G) − ∑ C∈C_G |V (C)| 2 + c(G), (20)

and α(T_K ) = α(K) − ∑ C∈C_K |V (C)| 2 + c(K). (21)

Moreover, it is routine to check that

c(G) = c(K) + 1. (22)

Combining (17)-(22), we have α(T_G) = α(G) − ∑ C∈C_G |V (C)| 2 + c(G)

= α(K) + q 2 − ∑ C∈C_G |V (C)| 2 + c(G)

= α(K) − ∑ C∈C_K |V (C)| 2 + c(G)

= α(K) − ∑ C∈C_K |V (C)| 2 + c(K) + 1

= α(T_K ) + 1.

Note that [T_G] ∼= [T_K ]. (23) Then, in view of (17) and (22)-(23), one has that

α(T_G) = α(T_K ) + 1 = α([T_K ]) + c(K) + 1 = α([T_G]) + c(G).

This completes the proof. □

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 11731002, 11771039 and 11771443), the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (No. 2016JBZ012) and the 111 Project of China (B16002).

References

[1] F. Belardo, S. Simić, On the Laplacian coefcients of signed graphs, Linear Algebra Appl.

475 (2015) 94–113.

[2] J. Bevis, K. Blount, G. Davis, The rank of a graph after vertex addition, Linear Algebra Appl. 265 (1997) 55–69.

[3] J. Bondy, U. Murty, Graph theory. In: Axler S, Ribet KA, editors. Graduate texts in mathematics. Vol. 244. New York: Springer; 2008.

[4] D. Cvetković, M. Doob, H. Sachs, Spectra of graphs. 3rd ed. Heidelberg: Johann Ambrosius Barth; 1995.

[5] Y. Fan, W. Du, C. Dong, The nullity of bicyclic signed graphs, Linear Multilinear Algebra.

62 (2) (2014) 242–251.

[6] Y. Fan, Y. Wang, Y. Wang, A note on the nullity of unicyclic signed graphs, Linear Algebra Appl. 438 (2013) 1193–1200.

[7] I. Gutman, I. Sciriha, On the nullity of line graphs of trees, Discrete Math. 232 (2001) 35–45. [8] K. Guo, B. Mohar, Hermitian adjacency matrix of digraphs and mixed graphs, J Graph Theory. 85 (1) (2017) 217–248.

[9] S. He, R.-X. Hao, H.-J. Lai, Bounds for the matching number and cyclomatic number of a signed graph in terms of rank, Linear Algebra Appl. 572 (2019) 273–291.

[10] J. Huang, S. Li, H. Wang, Relation between the skew-rank of an oriented graph and the independence number of its underlying graph. J Comb Optim. 36 (2018) 65–80.

[11] Y. Hou, J. Li, On the Laplacian eigenvalues of signed graphs, Linear Multilinear Algebra.

51 (1) (2003) 21–30.

[12] S. L. Lee, C. Li, Chemical signed graph theory, Int. J. Quantum Chem. 49 (1994) 639–648. [13] S. Li, S. Zhang, B. Xu, The relation between the H-rank of a mixed graph and the independence number of its underlying graph, Linear and Multilinear Algebra. DOI: 10.1080/03081087.2018.1488936.

[14] Y. Liu, L. You, Further results on the nullity of signed graphs, J Appl Math. (1) 2014. [15] X. Ma, D. Wong, F. Tian, Skew-rank of an oriented graph in terms of matching number, Linear Algebra Appl. 495 (2016) 242–255.

[16] X. Ma, D. Wong, F. Tian, Nullity of a graph in terms of the dimension of cycle space and the number of pendant vertices, Discrete Appl Math. 215 (2016) 171–176.

[17] F. S. Roberts, On balanced signed graphs and consistent marked graphs, Electron. Notes Discrete Math. 2 (1999) 94–105.

[18] F. Tian, D. Wang, M. Zhu, A characterization of signed planar graphs with rank at most 4, Linear Multilinear Algebra. 64 (2016) 807–817.

[19] L. Wang, D. Wong, Bounds for the matching number, the edge chromatic number and the independence number of a graph in terms of rank, Discrete Appl. Math. 166 (2014) 276–281.

[20] S. Wang, Relation between the rank of a signed graph and the rank of its underlying graph, Linear Multilinear Algebra. DOI:10.1080/03081087.2018.1497007.

[21] X. Wang, D. Wong, F. Tian, Signed graphs with cut points whose positive inertia indexes are two, Linear Algebra Appl. 539 (2018) 14–27.