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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the bounds for the largest eigenvalue and the sum of
the k largest Laplacian eigenvalues of signed graphs. Firstly, we give an upper bound
on the largest eigenvalue of the adjacency matrix of a signed graph and characterize
the extremal graphs that attain this bound. Secondly, we prove that a non-bipartite
signed graph Γ of order n and sizem contains a balanced triangle if λ1(Γ) ≥

√
m− 1,

λ1(Γ) ≥ |λn(Γ)| and Γ ̸∼ (C5 ∪ (n− 5)K1,+), where λ1(Γ) is the largest eigenvalue
of the adjacency matrix of Γ. Thirdly, we confirm a conjecture proposed in [Linear
Multilinear Algebra 51 (1) (2003) 21–30] that: if Γ is a connected signed graph,
then

k∑
i=1

µi(Γ) >
k∑

i=1

di(Γ) (1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1),

where µ1(Γ) ≥ µ2(Γ) ≥ · · · ≥ µn(Γ) are Laplacian eigenvalues of Γ, and d1(Γ) ≥
d2(Γ) ≥ · · · ≥ dn(Γ) are vertex degrees of Γ. Finally, we give a lower bound for the
sum of the k largest Laplacian eigenvalues of a connected signed graph.
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1 Introduction

A signed graph Γ = (G, σ) consists of an unsigned graph G = (V (G), E(G)) and a sign

function σ : E → {+1,−1}, where G is called the underlying graph of Γ. In 1946, Heider

first introduced the concept of signed graphs in his study of balance theory in social
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psychology [11]. Heider sought to explain how friendly/hostile relationships in social

networks influence group stability. In 1953, Harary formalized this theory and established

the mathematical foundation of signed graphs [10]. For more information of signed graphs,

please refer to [4, 32–34].

Let Γ = (G, σ) be a signed graph with the vertex set V (Γ) = {v1, v2, . . . , vn}. An

edge uv labeled with “+1” (respectively, “−1”) is called a positive edge (respectively,

negative edge), denoted by σ(uv) = +1 (respectively, σ(uv) = −1). All positive edges

(respectively, negative edges) in Γ are denoted by E+(Γ) (respectively, E−(Γ)). The

adjacency matrix of Γ is denoted by A(Γ) = (aσij), where aσij = σ(vivj)aij and aij = 1 if

vi and vj are adjacent, and aij = 0 otherwise. The degree matrix of Γ is the diagonal

matrix D(Γ) = diag(d(v1), d(v2), . . . , d(vn)), where d(vi) denotes the number of edges

incident to vi. The Laplacian matrix of Γ, denoted by L(Γ) or L(G, σ), is defined as

D(Γ)−A(Γ). Let λ1(Γ) ≥ λ2(Γ) ≥ · · · ≥ λn(Γ) and µ1(Γ) ≥ µ2(Γ) ≥ · · · ≥ µn(Γ) denote

the eigenvalues of A(Γ) and L(Γ), which are called the adjacency spectrum and Laplacian

spectrum of Γ, respectively. Until now, there are lots of results on the spectra of signed

graphs [1–3,13–15,21,24,29].

Let θ : V (Γ) → {+1,−1} be a sign function. Switching Γ by a sign function θ means

forming a new signed graph Γθ = (G, σθ) whose underlying graph is the same as G, and

the sign function on an edge e = vivj is defined by σθ(e) = θ(vi)σ(e)θ(vj). Let S ⊆ V (Γ).

Switching Γ at a vertex subset S means changing the sign of every edge with exactly

one end in S. In fact, switching Γ by a sign function θ is equivalent to switching Γ at

a vertex subset S = {v ∈ V (Γ) | θ(v) = −1}. Let Γ1 = (G, σ1) and Γ2 = (G, σ2) be

two signed graphs with the same underlying graph G. If there exists a sign function θ

such that Γ2 = Γθ
1, then Γ1 and Γ2 are switching equivalent, denoted as Γ1 ∼ Γ2. If not,

then Γ1 ̸∼ Γ2. Here, θ is also called a switching function. A cycle is called positive or

balanced if the number of its negative edges is even; otherwise, negative or unbalanced. A

signed graph is called balanced if each of its cycles is positive; otherwise, unbalanced. Two

n× n matrices M1 and M2 are called signature similar, if there exists a diagonal matrix

S = diag(s1, s2, . . . , sn) with diagonal entries si = ±1 such that M2 = SM1S
−1. Clearly,

two signature similar matrices have the same eigenvalues.

Let G = (V (G), E(G)) be a simple graph. Let ω(G) denote the clique number of G,

which is the order of the largest clique of G and λ1(G) the largest adjacency eigenvalue

of G. In [31], Wilf proved that

λ1(G) ≤ ω(G)− 1

ω(G)
n,

where n is the order of G. In [22], Nikiforov proved that

λ1(G) ≤

√
2m

ω(G)− 1

ω(G)
,

where m is the size of G. Let c(e) denote the order of the largest clique containing an

2



edge e in G. Recently, Liu and Ning [20] proved that

λ1(G) ≤

√√√√2
∑

e∈E(G)

c(e)− 1

c(e)
, (1.1)

where the equality of (1.1) holds if and only if G is a complete bipartite graph for ω = 2,

or a complete regular ω-partite graph for ω ≥ 3 (possibly with some isolated vertices).

There are analogous results on signed graphs. Let ωb(Γ) denote the balanced clique

number of a signed graph Γ, which is the order of the largest balanced clique of Γ. In [25],

Sun, Liu and Lan proved that

λ1(Γ) ≤

√
2m

ωb(Γ)− 1

ωb(Γ)
,

where m is the size of a signed graph Γ. Subsequently, in [16], Kannan and Pragada

proved that

λ2
1(Γ) ≤ 2(m− ϵ(Γ))

ωb(Γ)− 1

ωb(Γ)
, (1.2)

where ϵ(Γ) denotes the frustration index of a signed graph Γ, which is the minimum

number of edges to remove for balance.

In this paper, we firstly give an upper bound on λ1(Γ), as shown in Theorem 1.1,

which is better than (1.2) (See Remark 1).

Theorem 1.1. Let Γ = (G, σ) be a signed graph of order n with ωb(Γ) = ωb ≥ 2. Let cb(e)

denote the order of the largest balanced clique containing an edge e in Γ. Then

λ1(Γ) ≤

√√√√2
∑

e∈E+(Γ′)

cb(e)− 1

cb(e)
, (1.3)

where Γ′ ∼ Γ and λ1(Γ
′) has a non-negative eigenvector. Equality holds if and only if Γ is

a balanced complete bipartite graph for ωb = 2, or a balanced complete regular ωb-partite

graph for ωb ≥ 3 (possibly with some isolated vertices).

Let G be a simple graph of size m and t(G) the number of triangles in G. In [22,

Theorem 2.1], Nikiforov proved that if λ1(G) ≥
√
m, then t(G) ≥ 1 unless G is a complete

bipartite graph. In [19, Theorem 1.3], Lin, Ning and Wu confirmed that if G is a non-

bipartite graph of size m and λ1(G) ≥
√
m− 1, then t(G) ≥ 1 unless G is C5 (possibly

with isolated vertices). Let SKs,t denote the graph obtained by subdividing an edge of the

complete bipartite graph Ks,t. In [19, Theorem 1.4], Lin, Ning and Wu proved that if G

is a non-bipartite graph of order n and λ1(G) ≥ λ1(SK⌊n−1
2

⌋,⌈n−1
2

⌉), then t(G) ≥ 1 unless

G is SK⌊n−1
2

⌋,⌈n−1
2

⌉. In [36, Theorem 1.4], Zhai and Shu proved that if G is a non-bipartite

graph of size m and λ1(G) ≥ λ1(SK2,m−1
2
), then t(G) ≥ 1 unless G is SK2,m−1

2
. For more

results on this research, see [18,23,30].
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Let (G,+) denote a signed graph with all positive edges. The signed graph Γ1,n−3 is ob-

tained from a signed clique (Kn−2,+) with V (Kn−2) = {u1, v1, . . . , vn−3} and two isolated

vertices u and v by adding a negative edge uv and positive edges {uu1, vv1, . . . , vvn−3}.
In [27], Wang, Hou and Li proved that if Γ is a connected unbalanced signed graph of

order n and Γ is C−
3 -free, then

ρ(Γ) ≤ 1

2

√
n2 − 8 + n− 4,

with equality holding if and only if Γ ∼ Γ1,n−3, where C−
3 denotes the unbalanced triangle

and ρ(Γ) = max {λ1(Γ),−λn(Γ)}.
In this paper, we secondly establish the existence of balanced triangle based on a lower

bound on the largest eigenvalue of a signed graph, as shown in Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.2. Let Γ = (G, σ) be a non-bipartite signed graph of order n and size m.

If λ1(Γ) ≥
√
m− 1 and λ1(Γ) ≥ |λn(Γ)|, then Γ contains a balanced triangle unless

Γ ∼ (C5 ∪ (n− 5)K1,+).

Let G be a graph of order n with Laplacian eigenvalues µ1(G) ≥ µ2(G) ≥ · · · ≥ µn(G)

and vertex degrees d1(G) ≥ d2(G) ≥ · · · ≥ dn(G). In 1994, Grone and Merris proposed

the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1. (See [9]) Let G be a connected graph of order n. Then

k∑
i=1

µi(G) ≥ 1 +
k∑

i=1

di(G) (1 ≤ k ≤ n).

Subsequently, in 1995, Grone proved the following stronger result, which confirmed

Conjecture 1.

Theorem 1.3. (See [8]) Let G be a simple connected graph of order n. For each k =

1, 2, . . . , n−1, let tk be the number of components of the graph induced by G on {1, 2, . . . , k}.
Then

k∑
i=1

µi(G) ≥ tk +
k∑

i=1

di(G).

However, the above conclusion does not hold for signed graphs. In 2003, Hou, Li and

Pan proposed the following conjecture.

Conjecture 2. (See [14]) Let Γ = (G, σ) be a connected signed graph of order n. Then

k∑
i=1

µi(Γ) >
k∑

i=1

di(Γ) (1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1),

where µ1(Γ) ≥ µ2(Γ) ≥ · · · ≥ µn(Γ) are Laplacian eigenvalues of Γ, and d1(Γ) ≥ d2(Γ) ≥
· · · ≥ dn(Γ) are vertex degrees of Γ.
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In [14], Hou, Li and Pan proved that µ1(Γ) ≥ 1+d1(Γ), and so Conjecture 2 is true for

k = 1. In 2015, Liu and Shen [21] proved that Conjecture 2 is also true for k = 2, n− 1.

In this paper, we thirdly confirm Conjecture 2.

Let Γ = (G, σ) be a signed graph. For U ⊆ V (Γ), let NU(v) denote the set of neighbors

of v in U , and dU(v) = |NU(v)|. In particular, if U = V (Γ), we write NΓ(v) and dΓ(v)

for simplicity. Let Γ[U ] denote the signed subgraph of Γ induced by U , with edge signs

inherited from Γ. Sometimes, we say that U induces Γ[U ].

Finally, we give another lower bound on the sum of the k largest Laplacian eigenvalues

of a signed graph, as shown in Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 1.4. Let Γ = (G, σ) be a connected signed graph of order n > 2 and size m.

Suppose that R = {u1, u2, . . . , uk} is a subset of the vertex set of Γ. If E(Γ[R]) consists

of r pairwise disjoint edges, then

k∑
i=1

µi(Γ) ≥
k∑

i=1

dΓ(ui) + k − r.

We will prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 2, Theorem 1.2 in Section 3, Conjecture 2 in

Section 4 and Theorem 1.4 in Section 5, respectively.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Lemma 2.1. (See [15]) Let Γ1 = (G, σ1) and Γ2 = (G, σ2) be two signed graphs on the

same underlying graph. The followings are equivalent:

(1) Γ1 and Γ2 are switching equivalent.

(2) A(Γ1) and A(Γ2) are signature similar.

(3) L(Γ1) and L(Γ2) are signature similar.

Lemma 2.2. (See [25]) Let Γ be a signed graph with n vertices. Then there exists a signed

graph Γ′ switching equivalent to Γ such that λ1(Γ
′) has a non-negative eigenvector.

Let Γ = (G, σ) be a signed graph with underlying graph G = (V (G), E(G)). Let

∅ ̸= S ⊆ E(G). Denote by Γ− S the signed graph obtained from Γ by deleting all signed

edges of Γ whose underlying edges are in S.

Lemma 2.3. (See [17]) Let Γ be an unbalanced signed graph with underlying graph G =

(V (G), E(G)). Then there exists an edge e = vkvr ∈ E(G) such that λ1(Γ) ≤ λ1(Γ − e).

Furthermore, if Γ− e is balanced, then λ1(Γ) < λ1(Γ− e).

By refining the proof of Lemma 2.3, we can obtain the following result.

Lemma 2.4. Let Γ be an unbalanced signed graph with underlying graph G = (V (G), E(G)).

Then there exists a set S ⊆ E(G) such that λ1(Γ) ≤ λ1(Γ− S). Furthermore, if Γ− S is

balanced, then λ1(Γ) < λ1(Γ− S).
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Define

S±
n =

{
(x1, x2, . . . , xn)

T ∈ Rn :
∑

|xi| = 1
}
.

By [28, Theorem 5], we have

max
{
xTA(Γ)x : x ∈ S±

n

}
= 1− 1

ωb(Γ)
. (2.1)

Set V (Γ) = {1, 2, . . . , n}. Let WΓ be an n× n matrix whose (i, j)-entry is σ(ij) cb(e)
cb(e)−1

if e = ij ∈ E(Γ), and 0 otherwise. For x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn)
T ∈ S±

n , define

FΓ(x) := xTWΓx = 2
∑

e=ij∈E(Γ)

σ(ij)
cb(e)

cb(e)− 1
xixj. (2.2)

Let supp(x) denote the support of a vector x, which is the set consisting of all indices

corresponding to nonzero entries in x.

Claim 1. Let x ∈ S±
n be a vector such that FΓ(x) = max {FΓ(z) : z ∈ S±

n } with minimal

supporting set. Then supp(x) induces a balanced clique in Γ.

Proof of Claim 1. Let x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn)
T ∈ S±

n such that x has a minimal supporting

set and FΓ(x) = max {FΓ(z) : z ∈ S±
n }. Define S = {i : xi < 0} and let ΓS be the signed

graph obtained from Γ by a switching at S. Let y = (|x1|, |x2|, . . . , |xn|)T ∈ S±
n . By (2.2),

we have FΓS(y) = FΓ(x) = max {FΓS(z) : z ∈ S±
n }. We assert that y is also a vector such

that FΓS(y) = max {FΓS(z) : z ∈ S±
n } with minimal supporting set. Otherwise, suppose

that z1 = (a1, a2, . . . , an)
T ∈ S±

n such that FΓS(z1) = FΓS(y) and |supp(z1)| < |supp(y)|.
Let z2 = (b1, b2, . . . , bn)

T where bi = −ai for i ∈ S and bi = ai for i /∈ S. Then

FΓ(z2) = FΓS(z1) = FΓS(y) = FΓ(x),

but |supp(z2)| = |supp(z1)| < |supp(y)| = |supp(x)|, a contradiction.

We assert that supp(y) induces an all-positive complete subgraph in ΓS, that is,

supp(x) induces a balanced clique in Γ. Otherwise, there are two vertices in supp(y),

say i and j, such that ij /∈ E(ΓS) or σS(ij) = −1, where σS is a sign function of ΓS. Let

ei be the i-th column of the identity matrix of order n. Without loss of generality, assume

that yTWΓSei ≥ yTWΓSej. Set y
′ = y + |xj|(ei − ej). Clearly, y

′ ∈ S±
n .

If ij /∈ E(Γ), then

FΓS(y′)− FΓS(y) = 2|xj|yTWΓS(ei − ej) ≥ 0.

If σS(ij) = −1, then

FΓS(y′)− FΓS(y) = 2|xj|yTWΓS(ei − ej) + 2x2
j

cb(e)

cb(e)− 1
> 0.

Note that |supp(y′)| < |supp(y)| and FΓS(y′) ≥ FΓS(y) in either case, contradictions.

This completes the proof of Claim 1.
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Claim 2. For each z ∈ S±
n , FΓ(z) ≤ 1.

Proof of Claim 2. Let w = (w1, w2, . . . , wn)
T ∈ S±

n be a vector satisfying FΓ(w) =

max {FΓ(y) : y ∈ S±
n } with minimal supporting set. By Claim 1, supp(w) forms a bal-

anced clique (K, σ) in Γ. By (2.2),

FΓ(w) = 2
∑

e=ij∈E((K,σ))

σ(ij)
cb(e)

cb(e)− 1
wiwj.

Let r be the order of K, then cb(e) ≥ r. Observe that x
x−1

is a decreasing function in x.

Then we have cb(e)
cb(e)−1

≤ r
r−1

. Since (K,σ) is balanced, there exists a sign function θ such

that Γθ ∼ Γ and (K, σθ) = (K,+). Assume that θ(i) = −1 for i ∈ A− and θ(i) = +1 for

i ∈ A+ with A+ ∪ A− = V (Γ). Let

w′ =

{
w′

i = −wi, i ∈ A−,

w′
i = wi, i ∈ A+.

By (2.1) and (2.2), we obtain

FΓ(w) = FΓθ(w′) = 2
∑

e=ij∈E((K,+))

cb(e)

cb(e)− 1
w′

iw
′
j

≤ 2r

r − 1

∑
e=ij∈E((K,+))

|w′
i||w′

j|

≤ 2r

r − 1

(
r − 1

2r

)
= 1.

This completes the proof of Claim 2.

Now, by Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, assume that z = (z1, z2, . . . , zn)
T is a unit non-negative

eigenvector of λ1(Γ
′). Let y = (y1, y2, . . . , yn)

T with yi = z2i , 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then

λ1(Γ) = 2
∑

e=ij∈E(Γ′)

σ(ij)zizj

= 2
∑

e=ij∈E+(Γ′)

√
yiyj − 2

∑
e=ij∈E−(Γ′)

√
yiyj

≤ 2
∑

e=ij∈E+(Γ′)

√
yiyj

= 2
∑

e=ij∈E+(Γ′)

√
cb(e)− 1

cb(e)

√
cb(e)

cb(e)− 1
yiyj.

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

λ2
1(Γ) ≤ 4

∑
e∈E+(Γ′)

cb(e)− 1

cb(e)

∑
e=ij∈E+(Γ′)

cb(e)

cb(e)− 1
yiyj.
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By Claim 2, we obtain

λ2
1(Γ) ≤ 2

∑
e∈E+(Γ′)

cb(e)− 1

cb(e)
.

Finally, we characterize the graphs attaining the upper bounds in (1.3). By the equality

in (1.1), we only need to prove that the equality in (1.3) does not hold for any unbalanced

signed graph. To the contrary, we assume that there exists an unbalanced signed graph

Γ with λ1(Γ) and ωb(Γ) = ωb such that

λ1(Γ) =

√√√√2
∑

e∈E+(Γ′)

cb(e)− 1

cb(e)
.

Then E−(Γ′) ̸= ∅. Let S be the set of underlying edges corresponding to E−(Γ′). So Γ′−S

is balanced and then λ1(Γ
′−S) has a non-negative eigenvector. By (1.3), λ1(Γ) = λ1(Γ

′),

and λ1(Γ− S) = λ1(Γ
′ − S), we have

λ2
1(Γ) ≤ λ2

1(Γ− S) ≤ 2
∑

e∈E+(Γ′−S)

cb(e)− 1

cb(e)
≤ 2

∑
e∈E+(Γ′)

cb(e)− 1

cb(e)
.

This implies that

λ1(Γ) = λ1(Γ− S).

Note that Γ − S is balanced, since Γ′ − S is balanced. By Lemma 2.4, we have

λ1(Γ) < λ1(Γ− S), a contradiction.

This completes the proof. 2

Remark 1. It is known [16, Lemma 3.1] that if Γ be a signed graph with n vertices, m

edges and frustration index ϵ(Γ), and Γ ∼ Γ′, then |E+(Γ′)| ≤ m− ϵ(Γ). By Theorem 1.1

and cb(e) ≤ ωb(Γ), we get

λ2
1(Γ) ≤ 2

∑
e∈E+(Γ′)

ωb(Γ)− 1

ωb(Γ)
= 2|E+(Γ′)|ωb(Γ)− 1

ωb(Γ)
≤ 2(m− ϵ(Γ))

ωb(Γ)− 1

ωb(Γ)
.

Hence the bound of Theorem 1.1 is better than that of [16, Theorem 3.3].

3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Lemma 3.1. (See [16, Theorem 4.2]) Let Γ be a signed graph with n vertices and m edges

with n ≥ 3, and Γ has no balanced triangles. If λ1(Γ) ≥ λ2(Γ) ≥ · · · ≥ λn(Γ) are

eigenvalues of A(Γ) and λ1(Γ) ≥ |λn(Γ)|, then

λ1(Γ)
2 + λ2(Γ)

2 ≤ m.
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Lemma 3.2. (See [19, Theorem 2.1]) Let x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn)
T and y = (y1, y2, . . . , yn)

T ,

where xi, yi (i = 1, 2, . . . , n) are non-negative real numbers. If {xi}ni=1 and {yi}ni=1 are in

non-increasing order, and

k∑
i=1

xi ≥
k∑

i=1

yi, k = 1, 2, . . . , n,

then ||x||p ≥ ||y||p for every real number p > 1, where equality holds if and only if x = y.

A walk v1v2 . . . vk (k ≥ 2) in a graph G is called an internal path if these k vertices

are distinct (except possibly v1 = vk), d(v1) ≥ 3, d(vk) ≥ 3 and d(v2) = · · · = d(vk−1) = 2

(unless k = 2). Let Guv denote the graph obtained by subdividing the edge uv of G.

Clearly, subdividing an edge introduces a new vertex on that edge. Let Yn be the graph

obtained from an induced path v1v2 · · · vk−4 by attaching two pendant vertices to each of

v1 and vk−4.

Lemma 3.3. (See [12]) Let G be a connected graph of order n with uv ∈ E(G). If uv

belongs to an internal path of G and G ̸∼= Yn, then λ1(Guv) < λ1(G).

Let C
(r)
n , 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 1, denote a signed cycle of order n and size n with r negative

edges, where the underlying graph is the cycle Cn. For an integer r, define

[r] =

{
0, if r is even,

1, if r is odd.

Lemma 3.4. (See [7]) Eigenvalues of C
(r)
n are given by

λj(C
(r)
s ) = 2 cos

(
(2j − [r])π

n

)
, for j = 1, 2, . . . , n.

Lemma 3.5. (See [5]) Let Γ be a signed graph and U a subset of V (Γ) with |U | = k. Then

λi(Γ) ≥ λi(Γ[V (Γ) \ U ]) ≥ λi+k(Γ), for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− k.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Recall [19, Theorem 1.3] that the result is true if Γ is balanced.

In the following, we prove that the result is also true if Γ is unbalanced. By con-

tradiction, we assume that Γ contains no balanced triangle. Consider the following two

cases.

Case 1. Assume that λ2(Γ) ≥ 1. Then λ1(Γ)
2 + λ2(Γ)

2 ≥ m. Note that Γ contains no

balanced triangle. By Lemma 3.1, we have

λ1(Γ)
2 + λ2(Γ)

2 = m.

Let n+
Γ , n

−
Γ and n0

Γ denote the numbers (with multiplicities) of positive, negative and zero

eigenvalues of A(Γ), respectively. Let

s+ = λ1(Γ)
2 + λ2(Γ)

2 + · · ·+ λn+
Γ
(Γ)2

9



and

s− = λn−n−
Γ +1(Γ)

2 + λn−n−
Γ +2(Γ)

2 + · · ·+ λn(Γ)
2.

Then

λ1(Γ)
2 + λ2(Γ)

2 = m =
s+ + s−

2
.

Thus, we have

λ1(Γ)
2 + λ2(Γ)

2 ≥ 2(λ1(Γ)
2 + λ2(Γ)

2)− s+ = s− ≥ 0.

Set x = (λ1(Γ)
2, λ2(Γ)

2, 0, . . . , 0)T and y = (λn(Γ)
2, λn−1(Γ)

2, . . . , λn−n−
Γ +1(Γ))

2. By

Lemma 3.2, we have

||x||
3
2
3
2

≥ ||y||
3
2
3
2

.

It implies that

λ1(Γ)
3 + λ2(Γ)

3 ≥ −
(
λn(Γ)

3 + λn−1(Γ)
3 + · · ·+ λn−n−

Γ +1(Γ)
3
)
.

Let t+Γ (respectively, t−Γ ) denote the number of balanced (respectively, unbalanced)

triangles. Recall that Γ contains no balanced triangle. Then t+Γ = 0. So,

6(t+Γ − t−Γ ) ≥ λ1(Γ)
3 + λ2(Γ)

3 + λn(Γ)
3 + λn−1(Γ)

3 + · · ·+ λn−n−
Γ +1(Γ)

3 ≥ 0.

This indicates that t−Γ = 0. Hence Γ contains no triangle, that is, Γ is triangle-free.

By Lemma 2.2, let Γ′ be a signed graph such that Γ′ ∼ Γ and λ1(Γ
′) has a non-negative

eigenvector. Let S be the set of underlying edges corresponding to E−(Γ′). Then Γ′ − S

is balanced. By Lemma 2.4,

λ1(Γ
′ − S) > λ1(Γ

′) = λ1(Γ) ≥
√
m− 1 ≥

√
m1, (3.1)

where m1 is the size of Γ′ − S. Since Γ is triangle-free, Γ′ − S is triangle-free. By [22,

Theorem 2.1], Γ′ − S is a complete bipartite graph. This implies that Γ contains at least

one triangle, a contradiction.

Case 2. Assume that λ2(Γ) < 1. This implies that if Γ is disconnected then its every

component is an isolated vertex except for one component.

We assume that Γ is connected. Note that the adjacency eigenvalues of an unbal-

anced triangle are 1, 1, 2. If Γ has an unbalanced triangle, by Lemma 3.5, λ2(Γ) ≥ 1, a

contradiction. So, Γ is triangle-free.

Let s be the length of a shortest odd cycle of Γ. Then s ≥ 5. If s ≥ 6, by Lemma 3.4,

λ2(C
(r)
s ) ≥ 1. By Lemma 3.5, λ2(Γ) ≥ λ2(C

(r)
s ) ≥ 1, a contradiction. Thus s = 5.

Claim 1. Γ has no unbalanced C5.

Proof of Claim 1. If Γ has an unbalanced (C5, σC5), by Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, we have

λ2(Γ) ≥ λ2((C5, σC5)) = 2 cos
(π
5

)
> 1,

a contradiction.

10



Claim 2. Γ does not contain (Hi, σi) as an induced subgraph, that is, Γ is (Hi, σi)-free,

where Hi (i = 1, 2, 3) are shown in Figure 1.

Proof of Claim 2. If (Hi, σi) is balanced, then λ2((Hi,+)) = 1. By Lemma 3.5, this

contradicts that λ2(Γ) < 1. By Claim 1, we know that (H1, σ1) is balanced. So, Γ is

(H1, σ1)-free. If (H2, σ2) is unbalanced, by equivalent switching, (H2, σ2) has only two

cases, as shown in Figure 2. By a simple computation, λ2((H2, σ2)) ≈ 1.629 or 1.732. By

Lemma 3.5, this contradicts that λ2(Γ) < 1. So, Γ is (H2, σ2)-free. Similarly, if (H3, σ3) is

unbalanced, then (H3, σ3) has only two cases, as shown in Figure 3, which also contradicts

that λ2(Γ) < 1. So, Γ is (H3, σ3)-free.

u1

u2

u3 u4

u5

v

H1

u1

u2

u3 u4

u5

v

w
H2

u1

u2

u3 u4

u5

vw

H3

Figure 1: Three graphs H1, H2 and H3.

u1

u2

u3 u4

u5

v

w

u1

u2

u3 u4

u5

v

w

Figure 2: Unbalanced (H2, σ2)’s, where blue edges represent positive edges and red edges
represent negative edges.

u1

u2

u3 u4

u5

vw u1

u2

u3 u4

u5

vw

Figure 3: Unbalanced (H3, σ3)’s, where blue edges represent positive edges and red edges
represent negative edges.

Define

N(U) = ∪v∈UNΓ(v).

Let

T1 = {ui : 1 ≤ i ≤ 5}

11



denote the vertex set of (C5, σ) in Γ with Γ[T1] = u1u2u3u4u5u1, and

T2 = N(T1) \ T1.

Claim 3. dT1(v) = 2 for each v ∈ T2.

Proof of Claim 3. For v ∈ T2, without loss of generality, assume that v ∈ NΓ(u1). If

dT1(v) ≥ 3, then Γ contains a triangle, a contradiction. If dT1(v) = 1, then NT1(v) = u1.

So, {v, u1, u2, u3, u4, u5} induces (H1, σ1), a contradiction to Claim 2. Thus, dT1(v) = 2.

Claim 4. V (Γ) = T1 ∪ T2.

Proof of Claim 4. By contradiction, let v′ ∈ V (Γ) \ (T1 ∪ T2) ̸= ∅. Then v′ui /∈ E(Γ)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ 5. Without loss of generality, assume that v ∈ T2 and u1v, v
′v ∈ E(Γ).

Recall that dT1(v) = 2 and Γ is triangle-free. Without loss of generality, assume that

NT1(v) = {u1, u3}. So, {v′, v, u3, u4, u5, u1} induces (H1, σ1), a contradiction. Therefore,

V (Γ) = T1 ∪ T2.

Claim 5. n ≥ 7.

Proof of Claim 5. If n = 5, by Claim 1, Γ ∼ (C5,+), which contradicts that Γ is unbal-

anced. If n = 6, by Claims 3 and 4, we have m = 7. Without loss of generality, assume

that v ∈ T2 and NT1(v) = {u1, u4}. By Claim 1, there are only two cases for Γ, as shown

in Figure 4. Note that Γ1 is balanced, a contradiction to that Γ is unbalanced. For Γ2,

by a simple computation, we have λ1(Γ2) ≈ 2.391. Clearly, λ1(Γ2) <
√
m− 1 =

√
6, a

contradiction. Therefore, n ≥ 7.

u1

u2

u3 u4

u5

v

Γ1

u1

u2

u3 u4

u5

v

Γ2

Figure 4: Γ’s with n = 6 and m = 7, where blue edges represent positive edges and red
edges represent negative edges.

Let v ∈ T2 and NT1(v) = {u1, u4}. Recall that Γ is triangle-free. For any w ∈ T2 \{v},
if NT1(w) = NT1(v), then wv /∈ E(Γ); if NT1(w) ̸= NT1(v), then NT1(w) ∩ NT1(v) = ∅,
since Γ is (H3, σ3)-free. Define

A = {w ∈ T2 | NT1(w) = NT1(v)}

and

B = {w ∈ T2 | NT1(w) ∩NT1(v) = ∅}.

12



Recall that Γ is (H2, σ2)-free. If w ∈ B, then wv ∈ E(Γ). Recall that Γ is (H3, σ3)-free.

Then ∪w∈BNT1(w) = {u2, u5} or ∪w∈BNT1(w) = {u3, u5}.
Without loss of generality, assume that ∪w∈BNT1(w) = {u2, u5}. Let C = NΓ(u1) ∩

NΓ(u4) and D = NΓ(u2) ∩ NΓ(u5). Clearly, C and D are both independent sets and

C ∪ D = T2 ∪ {u1, u5}. Therefore, Γ[C ∪ D] is signed complete bipartite subgraph. Let

|C| = c and |D| = d. Then m = (c + 1)(d + 1) + 1. By Claim 1, there exists a signed

graph Γ
′′
= (G, σ

′′
) such that Γ

′′ ∼ Γ and Γ
′′
[T1] = (C5,+). Let σK be a sign function

such that (SKc+1,d+1, σK) ∼ Γ
′′
. By Lemmas 2.1 and 3.3, we have

λ1(Γ) = λ1((SKc+1,d+1, σK)) ≤ λ1((SKc+1,d+1,+))

< λ1((Kc+1,d+1,+))

=
√

(c+ 1)(d+ 1)

=
√
m− 1,

a contradiction.

This completes the proof. 2

Remark 2. Let Γ = (K4, σ) be a complete graph of order 4 having exactly one negative

edge. By a simple calculation, λ1(Γ) = |λ4(Γ)| =
√
5 =

√
|E(Γ)| − 1, which satisfies

the conditions of Theorem 1.2. Since Γ is unbalanced, Theorem 1.2 is a signed version

of [19, Theorem 1.3].

4 Proof of Conjecture 2

For a square matrix M , we define det(M) as its determinant. A zero matrix is the matrix

which all elements are zero.

Lemma 4.1. (See [14]) Let Γ be a connected signed graph. Then det(L(Γ)) = 0 if and only

if Γ is balanced.

Proof of Conjecture 2. Let 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1. Partition L(Γ) as(
B C
CT D

)
,

where B is k-by-k. Consider the following two cases.

Case 1. If B is not a positive definite matrix, then B has a zero eigenvalue, since B is

a positive semi-definite matrix. We obtain det(L(Γ)) = 0. By Lemma 4.1, we have Γ is

balanced. By Theorem 1.3, we obtain Conjecture 2 is true.

Case 2. If B is a positive definite matrix, then B is invertible. Since G is connected, C is

not zero matrix. Note that L(Γ) = FF T , where

F =

(
B

1
2 0

CTB− 1
2 H

)
13



and H = (D − CTB−1C)
1
2 . Note also that L(Γ) and

K = F TF =

(
B +B− 1

2CCTB− 1
2 ∗

∗ ∗

)
have the same eigenvalues. Since B is a positive definite matrix, there exists an orthogonal

matrix Q such that B = QTdiag(a1, a2, . . . , an)Q, where ai > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Notice that QCCTQT = (QC)(QC)T is a positive semi-definite matrix. We assume

that the non-negative diagonal elements are m1,m2, . . . ,mk. If there exists an i such that

mi = 0, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}, then all the elements in the row and column corresponding to

mi are zero [35, P201]. So, if m1 = m2 = · · · = mk = 0, then (QC)(QC)T is zero matrix.

Recall that (QC)(QC)T is a positive semi-definite matrix. Then QC is zero matrix. Recall

that Q is an orthogonal matrix. Then C is zero matrix, a contradiction. Hence, there

exists a mj > 0 for a certain j. So,

trace
(
B− 1

2CCTB− 1
2

)
= trace

(
B−1CCT

)
= trace

(
QTdiag

(
1

a1
,
1

a2
, . . . ,

1

ak

)
QCCT

)
= trace

(
diag

(
1

a1
,
1

a2
, . . . ,

1

ak

)
QCCTQT

)
=

k∑
i=1

mi

ai
> 0.

Now,
k∑

i=1

µi(Γ) = trace
(
B +B− 1

2CCTB− 1
2

)
> trace(B) =

k∑
i=1

di(Γ).

This completes the proof. 2

5 Proof of Theorem 1.4

Let Γ = (G, σ) be a signed graph. For each edge ek = (vi, vj) of Γ, choose one of vi or

vj to be the head of ek and the other to be the tail. The vertex-edge incidence matrix

P = P (Γ) afforded by a fixed orientation of Γ is the n-by-m matrix P = (cij) given by

cij =


+1, if vi is the head of ej;

−1, if vi is the tail of ej, and σ(ej) = +1;

+1, if vi is the tail end of ej, and σ(ej) = −1;

0, otherwise.

It is easy to verify that PP T is always the Laplacian matrix L(Γ). In any event, P TP

and PP T share the same nonzero eigenvalues [13].
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Lemma 5.1. (See [6]) Let M be a positive semi-definite matrix with eigenvalues λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥
· · · ≥ λn. Then, for r = 1, 2, . . . , n,

λ1 + λ2 + · · ·+ λr = max
{
uT
1Mu1 + uT

2Mu2 + · · ·+ uT
r Mur

}
,

where the maximum is taken over all orthonormal vectors u1,u2, . . . ,ur. In particular,

λ1 + λ2 + · · ·+ λr is bounded below by the sum of the r largest diagonal entries of M .

Lemma 5.2. (See [26]) Let Γ be a signed graph with n vertices and let Γ′ be a signed graph

obtained from Γ by inserting a new edge into Γ. Then the Laplacian eigenvalues of Γ and

Γ′ interlace, that is,

µ1(Γ
′) ≥ µ1(Γ) ≥ µ2(Γ

′) ≥ µ2(Γ) ≥ · · · ≥ µn(Γ
′) ≥ µn(Γ).

In the following, we give the proof of Theorem 1.4. We would like to mention that the

proof of Theorem 1.4 is similar to that of [9, Theorem 2]. For the sake of completeness,

we keep the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By the previous definition, L(Γ) = PP T , regardless of the orien-

tation. The matrix K(Γ) = P TP depends on the orientation. In any event, K(Γ) and

L(Γ) share the same nonzero eigenvalues.

Suppose that x is a real m-dimensional column vector. If e ∈ E(Γ) and v ∈ V (Γ),

define s(v, e) = +1 if v is the head of e, s(v, e) = −1 if v is the tail of e and σ(e) = +1,

s(v, e) = +1 if v is the tail of e and σ(e) = −1, and 0 otherwise. It is convenient to think

of its components as indexed by E(Γ), so the ”v-th component” of Px is∑
e∈E(Γ)

s(v, e)xe

where xe denotes the coordinate of x corresponding to the edge e. Therefore,

xTK(Γ)x =
∑

v∈V (Γ)

 ∑
e∈E(Γ)

s(v, e)xe

2

. (5.1)

Choose an orientation of E(Γ) such that ui is the head of each of the dΓ(ui) edges

incident with it, 1 ≤ i ≤ k − r. In addition, we may prescribe that ui is the head of each

of the dΓ(ui)− 1 > 0 edges, other than ek−i+1, incident with it, k − r < i ≤ k.

For each u ∈ R, define a real m-tuple x(u) as follows: x(u)e, the coordinate of x(u)

corresponding to the edge e ∈ E(Γ), is 1 if u is the head of e, and 0 otherwise. Then

{x(u) : u ∈ R} is an orthogonal set of vectors. Moreover, ||x(u)i||2 = dΓ(ui) if i ≤ k − r

and dΓ(ui)− 1 if i > k − r. Let y(u) = x(u)
||x(u)|| for u ∈ R.

Then, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − r,

∑
e∈E(Γ)

s(v, e)y(ui)e =


dΓ(ui)

1
2 , if v = ui,

− δi

dΓ(ui)
1
2
, if vui ∈ E(Γ),

0, otherwise,
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and for i > k − r,

∑
e∈E(Γ)

s(v, e)y(ui)e =


(dΓ(ui)− 1)

1
2 , if v = ui,

− δi

(dΓ(ui)−1)
1
2
, if vui ∈ E(Γ) \ E(Γ[R]),

0, otherwise.

So, from (5.1),

yT (ui)K(Γ)y(ui) =

dΓ(ui) + 1, 1 ≤ i ≤ k − r,

dΓ(ui), k − r < i ≤ k.

Since {y(ui) : 1 ≤ i ≤ k} is an orthogonal set of vectors, by Lemma 5.1, we have

k∑
i=1

µi(Γ) ≥
k∑

i=1

yT (ui)K(Γ)y(ui) =
k∑

i=1

dΓ(ui) + k − r.

This completes the proof. 2

Corollary 5.3. (See [14]) If Γ = (G, σ) has an edge, then µ1(Γ) ≥ d1(Γ) + 1.

Proof. If d1(Γ) = 1, then every connected component of Γ is either an isolated vertex or

a copy of K2. In this case, µ1(Γ) = 2 and d1(Γ) = 1. So µ1(Γ) = d1(Γ) + 1.

If d1(Γ) > 1, let w be a vertex of Γ of degree d1(Γ). Let (Z, σ) be a connected

component of Γ containing w. By Lemma 5.2 and Theorem 1.4, µ1(Γ) ≥ µ1((Z, σ)) ≥
d1(Γ) + 1. 2

Corollary 5.4. Let Γ = (G, σ) be a connected signed graph with n > 2 vertices. Then

µ1(Γ) + µ2(Γ) ≥ d1(Γ) + d2(Γ) + 1.

If there are two nonadjacent vertices in Γ having degree d1(Γ) and degree d2(Γ), then

µ1(Γ) + µ2(Γ) ≥ d1(Γ) + d2(Γ) + 2.

Proof. The proof is immediate from Theorem 1.4. Either r = 1 or r = 0. 2
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[6] D. M. Cvetković, P. Rowlinson, S. Simić, An Introduction to the Theory of Graph Spectra,
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2010.

[7] K. A. Germina, S. K.Hameed, On signed paths, signed cycles and their energies, Appl.
Math. Sci. 4 (2010) 69–72.

[8] R. Grone, Eigenvalues and the degree sequences of graphs, Linear Multilinear Algebra 39
(1-2) (1995) 133–136.

[9] R. Grone, R. Merris, The Laplacian spectrum of a graph II, SIAM J. Discrete Math. 7 (2)
(1994) 221–229.

[10] F. Harary, On the notion of balance of a signed graph, Michigan Math. J. 2 (2) (1953)
143–146.

[11] F. Heider, Attitudes and cognitive organization, J. Psychol. 21 (1) (1946) 107–112.

[12] A. J. Hoffman, J. H. Smith, On the spectral radii of topologically equivalent graphs. In
Recent Advances in Graph Theory (M. Fiedler, ed.), pp. 273–281. Academia Praha, 1975.

[13] Y. Hou, Bounds for the least Laplacian eigenvalue of a signed graph, Acta Math. Sin. (Engl.
Ser.) 21 (4) (2005) 955–960.

[14] Y. Hou, J. Li, Y. Pan, On the Laplacian eigenvalues of signed graphs, Linear Multilinear
Algebra 51 (1) (2003) 21–30.

[15] Y. Hou, Z. Tang, D. Wang, On signed graphs with just two distinct Laplacian eigenvalues,
Appl. Math. Comput. 351 (2019) 1–7.

[16] M. R. Kannan, S. Pragada, Signed spectral Turań type theorems, Linear Algebra Appl.
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