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Abstract

A connected nontrivial graph G is matching covered if every edge of G is contained
in some perfect matching of G. A matching covered graph G is minimal if G — e is not
matching covered for each edge e of G. A graph is said to be factor-critical if G — v
has a perfect matching for every v € V(G). A factor-critical graph G is said to be
minimal factor-critical if G — e is not factor-critical graph for each edge e € E(G). In
this paper, by employing ear decomposition and edge-exchange techniques, the greatest
spectral radii of minimal matching covered bipartite graphs and minimal factor-critical

graphs are determined, and the corresponding extremal graphs are characterized.
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1 Introduction

Graphs considered in this paper are connected and simple. For standard graph-theoretical
notation and terminology, we refer the readers to [3] and [16]. Let G be a graph with vertex
set V(G) and edge set E(G). The order of G is denoted by n, i.e. n = |V(G)|. We write K,
for the complete graph of order n. The complement G of G is the simple graph whose vertex
set is V(G) and whose edges are the pairs of nonadjacent vertices of G. The union of graphs

G and H is the graph G U H with vertex set V(G) U V(H) and edge set E(G) U E(H). If
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G and H are edge-disjoint, G U H can be denoted by G + H. The join G V H is the graph
obtained from G U H by adding edges joining every vertex of G to every vertex of H. We
write P, and C,, for the path and cycle of order n, respectively.

A matching of GG is a set of pairwise nonadjacent edges. A perfect matching of G is a
matching which covers all vertices of G. A connected nontrivial graph G is matching covered
if every edge of G is contained in some perfect matching of G. A matching covered graph G
is minimal if G — e is not matching covered for each edge e of G. Lovdsz and Plummer [17]
gave an upper bound on the number of edges of a minimal matching covered bipartite graph
and characterized extremal graphs. Zhang et al. [25] presented a complete characterization of
minimal matching covered graphs which are claw-free. He et al. [9] proved that the minimum
degree of a minimal matching covered graph other than K5 is either 2 or 3. Mallik et al. [17]
characterized minimal matching covered bipartite graphs with the number of vertices of degree
2is2(m —n+2).

A graph is said to be factor-critical if G — v has a perfect matching for every v € V(G).
A factor-critical graph G is said to be minimal if G — e is not factor-critical graph for each
edge e € E(G). Favaron [5] and Yu [20] independently defined k-factor-critical graphs for any
positive integer k. A graph is said to be k-factor-critical if the removal of any set of k vertices
results in a graph with a perfect matching. Zhang and Fan [23] established lower bounds on
the number of edges of G and the spectral radius of G, respectively, to guarantee that G is
k-factor-critical.

Let A(G) be the adjacency matriz of a graph G and p(G) be its spectral radius, which is
the largest eigenvalue of A(G). By Perron-Frobenius Theorem [10], every connected graph G
of order n has a positive unit eigenvector x = (1, s, ...,7,)T corresponding to p(G), which
is called the Perron vector of G.

One of the most well-known problems on spectral graph theory is the following Brualdi-
Solheid problem [4].

Problem 1 (Brualdi-Solheid problem): Given a set G of graphs, find a tight upper
bound for the spectral radius of graphs in G and characterize the extremal graphs.

The problem is well studied in the literature for many classes of graphs, such as graphs
with cut vertices [2], cut edges [12], given chromatic number [0], diameter [3], domination
number [19], and independence number [13, 11]. Feng et al. [7] characterized the extremal
graphs with maximum spectral radius among simple graphs of order n and matching number
[. Zhang et al. [22) 24] characterized these graphs among t-connected graphs with matching
number at most "T_'“ and among connected graphs with minimum degree ¢ and matching
number at most ”T_k, where ¢, k are two positive integers. In this paper, by employing ear
decomposition and edge-exchange techniques, the greatest spectral radius of minimal matching
covered bipartite graphs and minimal factor-critical graphs are determined, and the extremal

graphs are characterized. The main results are as follows.



Theorem 1.1. Let G be a minimal matching covered bipartite graph of order n. If n < 4,
then p(G) < 2, the equality holds if and only if G = Cy; If n > 6, then p(G) < H¥2n=3 V22”_3, the
equality holds if and only if G = P5, where Py is the union of ”T_Q paths of length of 3 with
the same ends (see Figure 1).

Figure 1: The graph P.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a minimal factor-critical graph of order n. Then p(G) < p(K;1 V
"T’lKg), the equality holds if and only if G =2 K1V ”T’lKg.

2 Preliminaries

We begin with some definitions, which are used in the proof of the main results. For any
subset S of V(G), let Ng(S) denote all vertices in V(G)\ S which are adjacent to at least one
vertex in S. We denote by G — S the subgraph of GG obtained from G by deleting the vertices
in S together with their incident edges, and we denote by G[S] the subgraph of G induced by
S. For a subset E’ of E(G), G — E' is the graph obtained from G by deleting edges in E'.
Similarly, G 4+ E’ represents the graph obtained from G by adding edges in E’. A path with
ends u and v is called a (u,v)-path. For a path P and two vertices u, v on P, we denote by
Plu,v] the segment of P with ends u and wv.

A chord of a cycle C' in a graph G is an edge in E(G) \ E(C) both of whose ends lie on C.
A subgraph H of G is said to be nice if G — V(H) has a perfect matching. In particular, if H
is a cycle, then H is called a nice cycle of G. An ear of G is an odd path whose ends lie in
G but whose internal vertices do not. An ear is trivial if it has only one edge, and nontrivial
otherwise. A family of parallel ears is a set of ears that share the same ends and whose internal

vertices pairwise distinct. The following gives the definition of the ear decomposition.

Definition 2.1. An ear decomposition of G is a sequence of subgraphs (Go, G1,Ga, ..., Gy) of
G that satisfies the following conditions:

(1) Gy is a subgraph of G,
(1) Git1 = Gi+ Piyq, where Py is an ear of G; (0<1 <k —1),
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(iii) Gy, = G.

If G has an ear decomposition (Go,G1,Gs,...,Gy), we write G = Gy + P, + -+ + Py,
Giv1 =G+ P1(0<i<k-—1), and call Gy + P, + - - - + P, an ear decomposition of G. In
particular, if Go is an odd cycle, it is called an odd ear decomposition of G. If G is a bipartite
graph, Gy = Ky, and Py, connects vertices in different parts of G;, then it is called a bipartite

ear decomposition of G. At this time, G1 = Gy + Py is an even cycle.

Definition 2.2. Let G be a matching covered bipartite graph with a bipartite ear decomposition
G=C+P +- -+ P.+Pry1+ Pria, where Pry; (i =1,2) is a family of parallel ears (it may
contain only one ear), and at least one end of Pyy; lies on the ear Py. If the ends of Pry1 and

Prra on Py appear in order (as shown in Figure 2), then we call Pyy1 and Pyyo are compatible.

Figure 2: Py, Pry1 and Py

Next, we introduce some lemmas essential to the proof.

Lemma 2.3 ([15]). A bipartite graph is matching covered if and only if it has a bipartite ear
decomposition.

Lemma 2.4 ([15]). Any matching covered nice subgraph of a minimal matching covered graph
1s minimal, this is equivalent to saying that if a minimal matching covered bipartite graph G has
a bipartite ear decomposition C+ Py+ Po+-- -+ Py, then G; = C+ P+ Py+---+ P, (1 <i < k)

15 also minimal matching covered.

Lemma 2.5 ([10]). If G is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph and is not a 4-cycle,

then it contains no 4-cycle.

Lemma 2.6 ([10]). Let G be a matching covered bipartite graph. Then G is minimal if and

only if no nice cycle has a chord.

Let A = (a;;) and B = (b;;) be two n x n matrices. Define A < B if a;; < b;; for all i and
j, and define A < Bif A < B and A # B.

Lemma 2.7 ([1]). Let A = (a;;) and B = (b;j) be two n x n matrices with the spectral radii
p(A) and p(B), respectively. If0 < A < B, then p(A) < p(B). Furthermore, if B is irreducible
and 0 < A < B, then p(A) < p(B).



It is known that the adjacency matrix of a connected graph is irreducible. Let Eq(T,S)
denote the set of edges in graph G with one end in 7" and the other end in S.

Lemma 2.8 ([21]). Let G be a connected graph of order n, and x be the Perron vector of G.
Let Sy, Sz and T be three nonempty disjoint subsets of V(G), and Eq(T,S1) =0, |Ec(T, S2)| =
T\Sal. If 32 wu = X0 @, then p(G + Eg(T, S1) — Ec(T,52)) > p(G).

u€ST VESY

An automorphism of a graph is an isomorphism of the graph to itself. We say that u and
v are equivalent in G, if there exists an automorphism p : G — G such that p(u) = v. Vertex

equivalence implies the following property of eigenvectors to p(G).

Lemma 2.9 ([18]). Let G be a connected graph of order n and let x be the Perron vector of

A(G). If u and v are equivalent vertices in G, then x, = x,.

Lemma 2.10. The spectral radius of Py with order n (see Figure 1) is the largest root of the

equation p* — p — 252 = 0.

Proof. Let p = p(Py) and x be the Perron vector of Pj, denote the two vertices with de-

n—2
2

vertex u; in P35, we can obtain that

gree in Py by u; and ug, and denote the vertices with degree 2 by us, uy, ..., u,. For any

pr, = (AP)X)u = Y zy,l<i<n
u; € Npx (u;)
By Lemma 2.9, we have z,,, = Ty,, Ty, =+ = Ty,,, and

n—2
PLyy = < 2 )xug” PTuy = Ty + Tuyg-

Combining the above two equations, we have p* — p — ”T’2 = (. The conclusion is proved. [

Lemma 2.11. Let G be a minimal matching covered bipartite graph with a bipartite ear de-
composition C'+ Py + Po+ -+ 4+ Py. Let G' = G + Pyy1, where Pyy1 is a nontrivial ear of G.
If the two ends of Pyy1 are two nonadjacent vertices and in different parts of Py, then G’ is a

manimal matching covered bipartite graph.

Proof. According to Lemma 2.3, G’ is a matching covered bipartite graph. Let C’ be any
nice cycle of G', and M’ be a perfect matching in G’ — V(C”). In order to prove that G’ is a
minimal matching covered bipartite graph, by Lemma 2.6, it suffices to prove that C’ has no
chords. Set M = M’ N E(G). Suppose that the two ends of Py, are u and v.

If E(C"YNE(Pyy1) =0, then C"isin G. If M’ N E(Pyy1) does not cover u and v, then M is
a perfect matching of G —V (C"), and C" is also a nice cycle of G. If M’ N E(Py41) covers u and
v, then Py[u,v] is not contained in C". So M AE(Py[u,v]) is a perfect matching of G — V(C"),
and C” is also a nice cycle of GG. Since G is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph, C’

has no chords by Lemma 2.6.



If BE(C"YNE(Pyy1) # 0, then Pyq is contained in C’. Note that the degree of the internal
vertices of Py is 2 in G. If the cycle C” is the union of the path Py[u,v] and the ear Py, then
C" contains no chords. Otherwise, if C’ has a chord, then this chord is uv that is in G, and
u and v are the ends of Py. If uv is one of the ears Py, P, ..., P._1, then G has a trivial ear,
which contradicts the fact that G is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph. If wv is on
one of the ears Py, P, ..., P._1, say P;, then the ear decomposition of G can be adjusted to
C+P+-+P_ 1+ (P —uv+ Py)+ Py + - -+ Pr_q +uv. At this time, uv is a trivial ear
of G, which contradicts that GG is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph.

If E(C") N E(Py[u,v]) =0, replace the path Py, in C” with the path Py[u,v], and denote
the resulting cycle by C”. Then M \ (M’ N E(Py[u,v]))is a perfect matching of G — V(C").
Therefore, C" is a nice cycle of G. Since G is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph,
the graph C” has no chords by Lemma 2.6. Thus C’ has no chords in G'.

To sum up, the nice cycles of G’ have no chords. The proof is complete. n

Lemma 2.12. Let G be a minimal matching covered bipartite graph with a bipartite ear de-
composition C + P + -+ + P, + Pyy1 + -+ + Peyyr, where Py has at least one end on Py,
1=1,2,...,r. If G =G+ Pyyri1, where Py, 1 is a nontrivial ear of G, its two ends are two
nonadjacent vertices in different parts of Py, and Pyy,11 is compatible with Py.; (1 <i <),

then G’ is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph.

Proof. By Lemma 2.3, G’ is a matching covered bipartite graph. According to Lemma 2.6, to
prove that G’ is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph, it suffices to show that any nice
cycle of G’ has no chords. Let C” be a nice cycle of G'. Now we prove that C’ has no chords.
Since C" is a nice cycle of G'; G' — V(C”) has a perfect matching M’'. Let M = M' N E(G).
We denote the two ends of Py, ,.,1 by u and v.

If E(C"YNE(Piyri1) =0, then €' is in G. If M' N E(Py4,+1) does not cover v and v, then
M is a perfect matching of G—V(C"), and thus C” is a nice cycle of G. If M'NE(Py41) covers
w and v. Since Py i,11 is compatible with Py, (1 <14 <), the internal vertices of Py[u,v] all
have degree 2 in G'. Hence, M AFE(Pylu,v]) is a perfect matching of G — V' (C"), and thus C’
is a nice cycle of G. Since G is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph, the cycle C' has
no chords by Lemma 2.6.

If E(C")NE(Pyyry1) # 0, then E(Pyy,41) € E(C’). If C" is the union of the path Pyfu,v]
and Py,,.1, then C" has no chords. If E(C") N E(Pglu,v]) = 0, replace Pyy,+1 in C’ with
Pilu,v], and denote the resulting cycle by C”. Let M; be a perfect matching of Py, then
M\ (M N E(Pylu,v])) is a perfect matching of G — V (C"). Therefore, C” is a nice cycle of G.
Since G is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph, the cycle C” has no chords by Lemma
2.6. Therefore, the nice cycle C' also has no chords in G.

To sum up, any nice cycle in G’ has no chords. Therefore, G’ is a minimal matching covered

bipartite graph. The proof is complete. O



3 Minimal matching covered bipartite graphs

In this section, we give the upper bound of the spectral radius of minimal matching covered
bipartite graphs and characterize the extremal graphs. Let G be a minimal matching covered
bipartite graph with a bipartite ear decomposition C'+ P, + P, + - - - + P,. We define the grade
of ears in this ear decomposition. The ear C' is called a 0-grade ear. The ear P; is called a
1-grade ear. For ear P; (i > 2), if one end of P; is an internal vertex of a k-grade ear and the
other end is an internal vertex of a l-grade ear, where k < [, then P, is called a (I + 1)-grade
ear. The grade number of the graph G is the highest level of all ears among all possible ear
decompositions of G. Given an ear decomposition of the graph G, denote the set of all i-grade
ears in G by P’. Then the ear decomposition of G with grade number m can be expressed
as G =C+ P+ P?+---+Pm™ Let P™ ! be an ear in P, If P is an m-grade ear and
has an end that is the internal vertex of P™~!, then P is called an m-grade ear on P™~!. For
the convenience of subsequent discussion, we introduce the following notation: let x and y be
two vertices of P™~! and the set of all m-grade ears with both ends on P™ [z, ] is denoted
by P™|x,y].

In the sequel of this section, suppose that G is a graph with the greatest spectral radius
among all minimal matching covered bipartite graphs, and the grade number of G is m. Let
G* be the graph obtained from G by removing all the internal vertices of the m-grade ears
on P™ 1. Let Gt be the graph obtained from G* by removing the internal vertices of the ear
P™ 1 By Lemma 2.4, G* and G% are minimal matching covered bipartite graphs. First, we

study the compatibility of m-grade ears on P™~! and give the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let u and v’ be two ends of P™~t, P and Py be any two families of parallel
m-grade ears on P™~1. Denote the ends of ears in P by v, v', and the ends of ears in Py

by w, w'.

() 1f [fu, o'} 0 {0} £ 0, then {v,) = {w,w'}
(11) If [{v,v'} N{w,w'}| = 0, then the ears in Py and Py are compatible.

Proof. Let P = {P[},Ph,.... P}, Py = A{Py,Pyy,....P}, 1 > 1, ' > 1. Assume,
without loss of generality, that v and w are internal vertices of P! (v/,w’ may or may not
be on P™71).

(i) Suppose that [{v,v'} N {w,w'}| # 0. Assume, without loss of generality, that v = w,

v' # W', and x,y > x,s. Denote the neighbors of w' on ears of PJ* by wi,w),...,wy,. Let
v v

G = G- Y ww, + > vw,. By Lemma 2.3, G' is a matching covered bipartite graph.
=1 =1

Remove thezfnternal velr?:ices of ears of Py from G to obtain a graph G”. By Lemma 2.4, G” is
a minimal matching covered bipartite graph. The graph G’ is the union of G” and parallel ears
UL (P [w, w!] + wiv'). Then G’ is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph by Lemma
2.11. By Lemma 2.8, p(G’) > p(G), which contradicts the choice of G.



(i7) Suppose that [{v, v} N{w,w'}| = 0. Then the ends of ears in Pj™ and Py* are different.
Recall that u and ' are two ends of P™~1. Now we prove ears in Pj" and P3* are compatible by
contradiction. Suppose, without loss of generality, that at least one of the ends of ears in PJ* is
an internal vertex of P~ ![v,v'], where v is closer to u than v’. Then, adjust P™~! + P 4 Py

in the ear decomposition of G to

!
(P Mu, o] + P+ P ) + Y PR+ P oo + Py
=2
while keeping the other ears unchanged. We obtain a new ear decomposition of G. In this
new ear decomposition, P" !u,v] + P} + P™ 1o/, u/] is an (m — 1)-grade ear, P™ [v,v/]
and P! (2 < i <) are m-grade ears, PJ" is a set of (m + 1)-grade ears. This contradicts the

assumption that the grade number of GG is m. The proof is complete. m

Next, based on the distribution of the ends of ears on P™ !, where m > 2, we characterize

minimal matching covered bipartite graphs with a greater spectral radius than G.

Lemma 3.2. If the ends of all m-grade ears on P™~' are on P™~!, then there exists a minimal

matching covered bipartite graph G' satisfying p(G') > p(G).

Proof. Suppose P}, Py, ..., P/" are ears of a family of m-grade parallel ears with ends v and
v on P™~1 Tt is possible that [ = 1. Suppose, without loss of generality, among the ends of
all m-grade ears on P™ !, the distance between v' and u’ is the shortest. Denote the neighbors
of v on the ears P", PJ*, ..., P/" by v1,v9, ..., v, respectively, and the neighbors of v’ on the
ears P", Py, ..., P by v, v}, ..., v}, respectively. Based on whether u' is equal to v', we
discuss the following two cases.

Casel. v ='. Since P/", Pgm, . Pl are m-grade ears, we have u # v.
If 2, > x,, let G = G — Z vY; + Z uwv;. By Lemma 2.8, p(G') > p(G). Now we prove

that G’ is a minimal matchlng covered blpartlte graph. Let G be the graph obtained from
G’ by removing the internal vertices of ears in P™[u,v|. By Lemma 2.11, G is a minimal
matching covered bipartite graph. By Lemma 3.1, the families of m-grade parallel ears in
P™[u,v] are pairwise compatible. Hence by Lemmas 2.11 and 2.12, G' = G} + P"[u,v] is a
minimal matching covered bipartite graph.

If z, < x,, let U be the set of neighbors of v on P! and on the ears in P™[u,u'], one

end of which is u, and let

G' =G - Z uw + Z wv + w.

wENg (u)\U weNg (u)\U

Then p(G') > p(G) by Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8. In G’, remove the internal vertices of ears in
P™[u,v], the internal vertices of P™ for 1 < ¢ < [, the internal vertices of P™ ![u/,v], and

the internal vertices of P™ ![v, u] 4+ uu/, denote the resulting graph by G. It is obvious that
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G7 = G'. Recall that G7 is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph, so is G|. By Lemma
2.4, Gt + P™ ! is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph. Since G is a minimal matching
covered bipartite graph and the length of P™ ![u/,v] and P™ '[v,u] + uu’ are at least 3,
Gy =G+ P v + (P o, u] + wu) + i P™ is a minimal matching covered bipartite
graph by Lemma 2.11. By Lemma 3.1, the f;;ﬁilies of m-grade parallel ears in P™[u,v] are
pairwise compatible. Combining Lemma 2.11 with Lemma 2.12, we have G' = G}, + P™[u, v]
is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph.

Case2. v’ # v'. If u = v, it can be reduced to Case 1. It suffices to consider the case
where u # v. At this time, both v and v’ are internal vertices of P™~1. Let U be the set of
neighbors of u on the ear P™~! and on the m-grade ears on P™~! with u as an end. Let u” be
the neighbor of u' on P! (u” may be the same vertex as v’). We shall discuss the following
four subcases based on the relative values of =, and z,, as well as z,, and x,/.

If z, > x, and x,, > x,, let

l I l !

G = G—Zvvi—l—Zuvi —Zv’vquZu'v;.
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
Then p(G’) > p(G) by Lemma 2.8. Recall that G* is a minimal matching covered bipartite
graph. In G’, remove the internal vertices of ears in P™[u, v], the internal vertices of u'v] +
P™[vi,v;] + viu for 2 < i < [, and the internal vertices of P™~!  denote the resulting graph
by G}. Then G} is the graph obtained from G* by replacing the ear P™~! with u/v] +
P"[vi,v1] + viu. Hence, G is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph. Thus G, =
G, + P+ i(u’vg + P"[v},v;] + v;u) is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph by
Lemma 2.11. Ziiemmau 3.1 implies that the m-grade parallel ears in P™[u,v]| are pairwise
compatible. By Lemmas 2.11 and 2.12, G’ = G5 + P™[u,v] is a minimal matching covered
bipartite graph.

If 2, > x, and z, <z, let v” be the neighbor of v on P™ v, v'], and

! I
G =G - Z ww + Z v'w—Zvvi—l—Zuvi—vv”—l—uv"—l—vu’.
=1

weNg (u)\{uw"} weNg (u)\{uw"} =1

Then p(G’) > p(G) by Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8. Next, we prove that G’ is a minimal matching
covered bipartite graph. In G’, remove the internal vertices of the ears in P [u, v], the internal
vertices of P ![v/,v"] + v"u, the internal vertices of P™ u,v] + vu' + P™ o/, '], and the
internal vertices of P/"[v/,v;] + v;u for 1 < i < [, denote the resulting graph by G. Clearly,
G| = G5, where the vertices v and v’ in G correspond to the vertices u and v' in G},
respectively. Recall that G is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph, so is G). Since G
is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph, the length of P™ [y, v/] is at least 3. Thus the

length of P v/, v"] + v"u is at least 3. Recall that G* = G} + P™~! is a minimal matching



covered bipartite graph. Therefore, Gy = G} + (P™'[v/,v"] + v"u) is a minimal matching

covered bipartite graph. It follows from Lemma 2.11 that

!
Gy = Gy + (P™ Hu,v] + v’ + P/, V') + Z(Pim[vl, v;] + viu)
i=1

is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph. According to Lemma 2.11, the m-grade parallel
ears in P™[u, v] are pairwise compatible. Combining Lemma 2.11 with Lemma 2.12, we have
G’ = G4 + P™[u,v] is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph.

If z, <=z, and z,, > x,, exchange the labels of u and ', as well as v and v'. The proof is
the same as the case z, > z, and z, < 2.

If x, <z, and z, <z, let

G =G - Z uw + Z vw — Z u's + Z v's + .
wENG(u)\U weNg (u)\U sENG(w)\{u"} sENG(w)\{u"}
Then p(G’') > p(G) by Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8. We will prove that G’ is a minimal matching
covered bipartite graph in the sequel. In G’, remove the internal vertices of ears in P™[u, v],
the internal vertices of P/ for 1 <7 <[, the internal vertices of Pm_l[v, v'], and the internal
vertices of P v, u] +uu' + P™ 1w, v'], denote the resulting graph by G. Clearly, G} = G7,
where the vertices v and «' in G correspond to v and v’ in G, respectively. Recall that
G* = G4+ P™ ! is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph. Since G is a minimal matching
covered bipartite graph, the length of P™ [v,v'] is at least 3. So G} = G} + P™[v,v'] is a

minimal matching covered bipartite graph. Hence by Lemma 2.11, we have

!
Gy = Gy + (P™ o, u) +ud' + P™ o' o)) + Z P
i=1
is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph. According to Lemma 3.1, the m-grade parallel
ears in P™[u, v| are pairwise compatible. By Lemmas 2.11 and 2.12, G’ = G + P™[u,v] is a

minimal matching covered bipartite graph. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 3.3. If there is exactly one family of m-grade parallel ears on P™~! such that one end
is an internal vertex of P™~1 and the other end is not on P™™ !, then there exists a minimal

matching covered bipartite graph G satisfying p(G') > p(G).

Proof. Let P/, Py, ..., P™ be the members of the family of m-grade parallel ears on P™!
with ends v and v/, where v is on P™ ! and v’ is not on P™~!. Recall that u and u' are the
ends of P™~!. Assume, without loss of generality, that u and v are in one part of G, then o’
and v’ are in other part. Since GG is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph, v and u’ are
nonadjacent by Lemma 2.4. Denote the neighbor of ' on P™~! by u”, and the neighbors of v’
on P, Py, ..., P by vy,...,v], respectively. We consider the following two cases according

to the relative values of x,, and x,.
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! !
Casel. xy > xy. Let G' = G =) v'vi+ > u'v). Then p(G') > p(G) by Lemma 2.8. Now
i=1 i=1
we prove that G’ is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph. The ear decomposition of G’ is
l !
obtained from the ear decomposition of G by adjusting P~ 1+~ P™ to P~ 1+ (P™[v, v]]+
i=1 i=1

I
viu'). In the ear decomposition of G', adjust P™~ ' 4+ P™[u, /] + S (PM[v,v]] + viu') to

i=1
(P™ L u,v] + P, v]] + vju') + i(PZm[U,U;] + vlu') + P o, '] + P™[u,u/]. Recall that
G* is obtained from G by removilll_g2 all internal vertices of the ear P/" for 1 < i <[ and all
internal vertices of ears in P™[u,u/] and G* is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph.
In G’, remove all internal vertices of the m-grade ears in P™[u,u/], all internal vertices of
P™ v, 4], and the internal vertices of P™[v,v]] + viu’ for 2 < i < [, denote the resulting
graph by G'. Note that G can be obtained from G* by replacing P™~! with P™ [u, v] +
P7[v,vi] + viw'. Then G) is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph. By Lemma 3.1,
the ears in P"[u,v] and P™ '[v,u/] are compatible. According to Lemmas 2.11 and 2.12,

L =G|+ P" o, u] + P™[u,v] is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph. Hence by
I
Lemma 2.11, G4 = G, + > (P™[v,v]] + viu') is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph.
i=2

Since the m-grade parallel_ears on P™ v, /] are pairwise compatible, G’ = G% + P™[v, /] is
a minimal matching covered bipartite graph.

Case 2.2, < z,. If there are ears with «’ as an end in P™[v, v'], then these ears have the
same ends by Lemma 3.1. Let U’ be the set of neighbors of «' on these ears. It is possible
that U' = (. Let

G'=G - Z u'w + Z v'w — u'u" + o'
wel’ wel’

Then by Lemma 2.8, p(G’) > p(G). Next, we prove that G’ is a minimal matching covered
I
bipartite graph. Adjust P! 4+ > P in the ear decomposition of G to (P™ u,v] + P*) +
i=1
I

S>> Pm + P™ o, u/]. Then in the new ear decomposition of G, P™"![v,v/] is an ear. Remove
i=2
the internal vertices of ears in P™[v,u'] and the internal vertices of P™ ![v,u'] from G, and

denote the resulting graph by G”. By Lemma 2.4, G” is a minimal matching covered bipartite
graph. Since the ears in P™[u,v] are compatible with the ear P™![v,u”] + u”v/, by Lemma
212, Gy = G" + (P™ v, u"] + v"v') is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph. By
Lemma 3.1, the m-grade parallel ears on P™ ![v, /] are compatible. Combining Lemma 2.11
with Lemma 2.12, we have G’ = G} +P™[v, v/] is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph.

The proof is complete. O

Lemma 3.4. If there are exactly two families of m-grade parallel ears on P™~' such that each
has an end being an internal vertex of P™~' and the other is not on P™ 1, then there exists

a minimal matching covered bipartite graph G’ satisfying p(G') > p(G).
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Proof. Suppose there are two families of m-grade parallel ears on P™~ !, say,
Pl =AP, Py, ..., P}, Py ={Py, Pyy,..., Py}, where 1l > 1, ' > 1.

Let the ends of the ears in P{" be w and w’, and the ends of the ears in P3* be v and v, where
w and v are on the ear P!, w’ and v’ are not on the ear P™~1. Then for any other m-grade
ears on P™~! (if they exist), both ends are on P™~1. Assume, without loss of generality, that
the distance from w to u is less than the distance from v to u. Note that G is bipartite. The
structures of P™~1 P and Py can be divided into four different cases according to the parts
of G that u,u/,v,v',w,w belong to, see Figure 3. Since P™! is (m — 1)-grade, at least one

of the ends uw and « is an inner vertex of an (m — 2)-grade ear, say u.

Figure 3: the local structures of P™~1, PI" and Py

If the structures of P™~!, P and Py are as shown in Figure 3(1) and 3(2), then u and w’
belong to different parts of G as well as w and /. Adjust P™~! + PJ* + P in the original
ear decomposition of G to (P™ 'u,w] + PJ7) + P\ { P} + P w,u] + Py In the new
ear decomposition of G, the grade of ear P™ ![u,w] + P/} is at least m — 1, and the grade
of ear P w,v/] is at least m. Therefore, the grade of ears in Py is at least m + 1. This
contradicts the fact that the grade of G is m. Therefore, the case shown in Figure 3(1) and
3(2) do not exist.

If the structures of P! P and Py are as shown in Figure 3(4), adjust P™~ ! + P + P
in the original ear decomposition of G to (P™ [u', v]+ Py )+ P\ { Pat } + P™ u, v]+Pj". In
the new decomposition of G, among all the ears with ends on P™ !{u, v], there is exactly one
family of parallel ears PJ" satisfying one end is an internal vertex of P™~![u, v] and the other
end is not on P™ ![u,v]. By Lemma 3.3, there exists a minimal matching covered bipartite
graph G’ with greater spectral radius than that of G.

If the structures of P™~1, P/ and Py* are as shown in Figure 3(3), then v’ and v’ are in
one part of G, and w and w' are in the other part. Adjust P™! + PI" + P in the ear
decomposition of G to (P™ Hu,v] + P5p) + Py \ {Psi} + P" + P™ v, «']. In the new ear
decomposition of G, P u,v] + P3¢ is an ear of (m — 1)-grade, and P™ ![v, v is an ear of
m-grade. Since the grade of G is m, there are no ears on P™ ![v,v/]. Since G is a minimal

matching covered bipartite graph, v’ and v are nonadjacent. Denote the neighbor of «’ on the
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ear P! by u”, and the set of neighbors of v' on Py by {v},v},...,v},}. We will discuss the

following two cases according to the relative values between x,, and z,.
v v
If 2 > xy, let G =G — > v'v,+ > uw'v. Then p(G') > p(G) from Lemma 2.8. Now we
i=1 i=1

prove that G’ is a minimal magching covered bipartite graph. Remove the internal vertices of
ears in Py from G, and denote the resulting graph by G”. By Lemma 2.4, G” is a minimal
matching covered bipartite graph. Note that U'_, Py[v, v]] + v/u’ is compatible with PJ", and
the families of parallel ears of P™[u,v]. By Lemma 2.12, G' = G" + ZZ(PQT[U,UQ] +vju') is a
minimal matching covered bipartite graph. -

If 2,0 <z, let G = G —u"v + u"v'. Then p(G') > p(G). Next, we prove that G’ is
also a minimal matching covered bipartite graph. Recall that P™![v, u/] is the last ear in the
new ear decomposition of G described above. Remove the internal vertices of P ![v, /] from
G, and denote the resulting graph by G”. By Lemma 2.4, G” is a minimal matching covered
bipartite graph. Since P™~![v,u”] + u”v’ is compatible with P, and the families of parallel
ears in P™[u,v], by Lemma 2.12, G’ = G” + P™ v, u"] + u”v’ is a minimal matching covered

bipartite graph. The proof is complete. O

Now, we are in a position to present the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let GG be the graph with the greatest spectral radius among minimal
matching covered bipartite graphs of order n. If n = 2, then G = K5 and p(G) =1 < 2. If
n =4, then G = C, and p(G) = 2. If n = 6, then the nice cycle of G has no chords since G is
a minimal matching covered bipartite graph. Then one can check that G = Cg and p(G) = 2.
We now consider the case when n > 8 in the sequence.

First, we prove that GG is not a cycle. By contradiction and suppose that G is a cycle, and
denote the vertices on the cycle by vy, v, ..., v, in order. Let G' = G — v1vy + V104 + VoV, _1.
Then G’ is the union of a cycle of length 6 and an ear vyvs---v, 1 of length at least 3. By
Lemma 2.3, G’ is a matching covered bipartite graph. It can be check that each cycle in G’
has no chords. Hence by Lemma 2.6, G’ is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph. Let
x be the Perron vector of G. By Lemma 2.9, x,, = x,, = --- = x,,. According to Lemmas
2.7 and 2.8, p(G") > p(G" — vav,—1) > p(G), which contradicts the choice of G. Therefore, G
is not a cycle.

By Lemma 2.3, G has bipartite ear decompositions. Suppose that the grade of G is m.
Then the ear decomposition of G with grade m can be expressed as G = C+PL+P?+. ..+ P™,
where P? is the set of all i-grade ears of G, 1 <i < m.

Claim 1. m = 1.

Suppose that m > 2. Let P™! be an (m — 1)-grade ear of G with ends u and u'. Let k be
the number of families of m-grade parallel ears such that for each family, one end of ears in it

is an internal vertex of P™~! and the other end is not on P™~!. We will prove by induction
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on k that there exists a minimal matching covered bipartite graph G’ satisfying p(G’) > p(G),
that is a contradiction to the choice of G.

If £ =0,1,2, then there exists a minimal matching covered bipartite graph G’ satisfying
p(G") > p(G) by Lemmas 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4. Hence we only need to consider the case when
k > 3. By Lemma 3.1, these k families of parallel ears are pairwise compatible. Denote the
family of parallel ears whose ends are closest to u by P{", and the family of parallel ears whose

ends are closest to u’ by P3". Let
Pl ={P}, Py, ..., P}, Pl ={Py, Pyy,....Py}, 1 >1,1'>1.

Let the ends of ears in P{” be w and w’, and those in P3* be v and v'. Depending on the
parts u, v/, w, w’, v, v’ are in, there are four cases of the local structures of P™~!, ears in
Pirand Py in G, as shown in Figure 3.

If the local structures of P™~! ears in P{" and Py* in G are as shown in Figure 3(1).
Similar to the argument in the proof of Lemma 3.4, we can adjust the ear decomposition of G
so that the grade of new ear decomposition is greater than m. This contradicts the fact that
the grade of G is m.

If the local structures of P! ears in P{" and PJ* in G are as shown in Figure 3(2) and
Figure 3(4). By symmetry, it suffices to consider the case in Figure 3(2). We adjust the
ear decomposition of G: replacing P! + Py + Py with P™ u,w] + P} + P\ {P/1} +
P w, u'] + Py In the new decomposition of G, there are k — 1 families of parallel ears on
P™ Hw,u'] that have one end being an internal vertex of P™ 1[w, u/] and the other end not
on P™ 'w, '], and from the choice of G, we know that the grade of P™ '[w,v/] is at most
m — 1. According to the inductive hypothesis, there is a minimal matching covered bipartite
graph G’ satisfying p(G’) > p(G).

If the local structures of P™~! ears in P{" and PJ* in G are as shown in Figure 3(3).
Note that there are k — 2 families of m-grade parallel ears on P™ [w,v| that has one end
being an internal vertex of P™![w,v] and the other end not on P™ !'[w,v]. Among these
k — 2 families of m-grade parallel ears, arbitrarily select one family and denote it by Pi". Let
Pyt = {Ps51, P33, ..., Py}, where p > 1. Denote the ends of ears in P3* by y and y'. Assume,
without loss of generality, that y is an internal vertex of P™ [w,v]. If u and y are in different
parts of GG, then ' and y are in the same part. By symmetry, it suffices to consider the case
where u and y are in the same part. Adjust P™~! + P 4 Pi" + P5* in the ear decomposition
of G to (P u,y]+ Pit) + Py \{ Py} + P+ Py, w']+ Py'. Then there are fewer than k
families of parallel ears on P™ [y, /] that has one end being an internal vertex of P™ !y, u/]
and the other end not on P™ [y, u/]. Since the grade of G is m, we know that the grade
of Py, u'] is at most m — 1. According to the inductive hypothesis, there is a minimal
matching covered bipartite graph G’ satisfying p(G’) > p(G), a contradiction. The proof of
Claim 1 is complete.

By Claim 1, the ear decomposition of G is C' +P*. If there are two families of parallel ears

14



Pl and P; with different ends in P!, by Lemma 3.1, P} and P; are compatible. Adjusting
the ear decomposition C' + P!, we can see that the grade of G is at least 2, a contradiction.
Thus P! is a family of parallel ears. We denote the ends of the ears in P! by u and «/. Since
(G is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph, every nice cycle of G has no chords. Hence
u and v’ are nonadjacent in G.

Claim 2. The length of every cycle in G is 6.

Suppose there exists a cycle C” in G whose length is greater than 6. Let C'+ P+ Po+- - -+ Py,
be an ear decomposition of G starting from C”. Since the length of C’ is greater than 6, there
exists a (u, u')-path of length greater than 3 on cycle C’, denoted by P,,,. Denote the neighbors
of u and ' on path P, by v and v, respectively, and the neighbors of u and u’ on ear P; as
u; and u}, respectively, where 1 < i < k. Except for u and «’, denote the neighbors of v and
v’ on path P, by w and w’, respectively. By Lemma 2.9, we have x, = X/, T, = Z,.

If x, > x,, then x,, > x,. Let

k k k k

1 /0 1

G =G— uu; + ) vy — wu; + Yy v,
i=1 i=1 =1 i=1

One can check that every nice cycle of G’ has no chords, thus G’ is a minimal matching covered
bipartite graph by Lemma 2.6. It follows from Lemma 2.8 that p(G’) > p(G), a contradiction
to the choice of G.

If z, < x,, then ,y < xp. Let G = G—wv+wu—w'v'+w'u +vv'. It can be checked that
every nice cycle of G’ has no chords. Then G’ is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph
by Lemma 2.6. By Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8, we have p(G’) > p(G), a contradiction. Therefore,
the length of cycles in GG is at most 6. Since GG is a minimal matching covered bipartite graph,
the length of cycles in GG is greater than 4 by Lemma 2.5. Thus the length of every cycle in G
is 6. Claim 2 is proved.

For the ear decomposition C' 4 P! of G, we have C is a 6-cycle and the ears in P! all have
length 3 by Claim 1. It follows that G = P;. Hence p(G) = HT‘/m by Lemma 2.10. The
proof of Theorem 1.1 is complete. O

4 Minimal factor-critical graphs

In this section, we utilize the ear decomposition of factor-critical graphs to determine the
upper bound for the spectral radius of minimal factor-critical graphs and characterize extremal
graphs. First, we introduce some definitions and lemmas, which will lay the foundation for

subsequent proofs.

Definition 4.1. If B is a maximal connected subgraph of a graph G and has no cut vertices,
then B 1is called a block of G. In particular, B is called an end block of G if B contains only

one cut vertex of G.
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A graph is said to have an odd-ear decomposition if it can be constructed by starting
from an odd cycle and successively adding ears (paths of odd length). Referencing exercises
16.3.11 and 16.3.12 in [3], we can obtain a characterization of factor-critical graphs without

cut vertices in terms of odd-ear decompositions.

Lemma 4.2 ([11]). A graph is a factor-critical graph without cut vertices if and only if it has

an odd-ear decomposition.
For factor-critical graphs with cut vertices, the following characterization is provided.

Lemma 4.3 ([16]). A graph is factor-critical if and only if it is connected and each of its block

1s factor-critical.
There is also a characterization for minimal factor-critical graphs similar to Lemma 4.3.

Lemma 4.4 ([16]). A graph is a minimal factor-critical graph if and only if each of its block

1s a minimal factor-critical graph.

Lemma 4.5 ([16]). In every ear decomposition of a minimal factor-critical graph, all ears are

nontrivial.

Now we are in a position to present the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let G be a minimal factor-critical graph of order n with the greatest
spectral radius. Let x be the Perron vector of G. We start by proving two claims.

Claim 1. Every block of GG is an odd cycle.

Suppose that a block B of G is not an odd cycle. By Lemmas 4.2 and 4.5, B has an odd-ear
decomposition Py+ P, +- - -+ P,, where Py is an odd cycle, and for each i, 0 < i <r—1, P, is
an ear of Py+---+4 P; of length at least 3. Let the two ends of P, be u and v, and the neighbors
of u and v on P, be ' and v/, respectively. Assume, without loss of generality, that z, > x,,.
Let B'= B — vV +uv'. Then Py + P, + -+ + Py + (P:[u,v'] +uv’) is an ear decomposition
of B". Write B” = Py+ P, + -+ + P,_;. Clearly, B” and the odd cycle P,.[u,v'| + uv’ are
two blocks of B’. By Lemma 4.4, both B’ and B” are minimal factor-critical graphs. Note
that G' = G — vv' +wv’. Since the odd cycle P,[u,v'] + uv’ is a minimal factor-critical graph,
by Lemma 4.4, G’ is a minimal factor-critical graph. By Lemma 2.8, p(G’') > p(G), which
contradicts the choice of G. Claim 1 is proved.

Claim 2. Every block of G is Cs.

Let C be a block of G. By Claim 1, C' is an odd cycle. Assume that the length of C'
is k and k > 5. Label the vertices on the cycle C' as vy, v9,...,v; in order. Similar to the
analysis in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we know G is not a cycle, then there are cut vertices
in G. Let v; be a cut vertex of G. Compare the values of z,, and z,,. If z,, < x,,, let
G' = G — vve + vivg + vouy. If z,, > x,,, let G' = G — v4vs + V59 + V409, Note that every

block of G’ is an odd cycle, which is factor-critical. By Lemma 4.3, G’ is a factor-critical
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graph. Since odd cycles are minimal factor-critical graphs, by Lemma 4.4, G’ is a minimal
factor-critical graph. By Lemmas 2.8 and 2.7, p(G’) > p(G), a contradiction to the choice of
G. Claim 2 is proved.

From Claim 2, we know that every block of G is (5. If G has only one cut vertex, then
the conclusion holds. Suppose that G has at least two cut vertices. Let B; and By be
two end blocks of G, and w; and wy be the cut vertices of G in By and Bs, respectively.
Assume that w; and wsy is a pair of cut vertices with the maximum distance in G. Assume,
without loss of generality, that z,, > x,,. Let w and w’ be the neighbors of w; in B;. Let
G' =G —ww — ww' + wow + wew’. By Lemma 4.4, G' is a minimal factor-critical graph.
By Lemma 2.8, p(G’) > p(G), a contradiction. Therefore, G has only one cut vertex, and so
G2 KV “T_IKQ. Theorem 1.2 is proved. O
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