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Abstract

A factor of a graph is essentially a specific type spanning subgraph. The study
of characterizing the existence of [a, b]-factors based on eigenvalue conditions
can be traced back to the work of Brouwer and Haemers (2005) on perfect
matchings. With the advancement of graphs factor theory, the related spectral
extremal problems, particularly the study of [a, b]-factors and fractional [a, b]-
factors, have been widely studied by scholars. Our work is motivated by re-
search related to the [a, b]-factors and fractional [a, b]-factors, and explores their
generalizations: (a, b, k)-critical graphs and fractional (a,b, k)-critical graphs.
A graph G is called an (a,b, k)-critical (a fractional (a, b, k)-critical) graph if
after deleting any k vertices of G the remaining graph of G has an [a, b]-factor
(a fractional [a, b]-factor). In this paper, we establish spectral radius conditions
for a graph to be (a, b, k)-critical or fractional (a, b, k)-critical. When k = 0, our
results also resolve some open problems concerning [a, b]-factors and fractional
[a, b]-factors.
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1 Introduction

Before delving into our research content, we will commence with a concise introduction. Our
research investigates the existence of graph factors by employing the spectral radius. A factor
of a graph is essentially a specific type spanning subgraph, and related research can be traced
back to the pioneering work of the Danish mathematician Petersen in 1891. Studying graph
factors not only reveals the structural properties of graphs, but also provides effective tools
for addressing problems in matching theory, network design, and combinatorial optimization.
The introduction section of our paper will be organized into three primary parts.
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1.1 Terminology and notation

Throughout this paper, all graphs under consideration are finite, undirected and simple.
The vertex set and edge set of a graph G are represented as V(G) and E(G), respectively.
The number of edges in G is denoted by e(G). For a vertex v; € V(G), its neighborhood is
defined as N¢(v;), and its degree is given by dg(v;) = |Ng(v;)| (or simply d(v;)). In addition,
let Nglvi] = Ng(v;) U{v;}. For a vertex v; € V(G) and a vertex subset S C V(G), let
Ng(vi) = Ng(v;) NS and dg(v;) = | Ng(v;)|. For a vertex subset W C V(G), the subgraphs of
G induced by W and G — W are denoted by G[W] and V(G) \ W, respectively. We use §(G)
to denote the minimum degree of graph G. For two disjoint vertex subsets S, Se C V(G), let
E¢(S1,S2) represent the set of edges in G with one endpoint in S; and the other in So, and
let eq(S1,52) = |Ea(S1,S2)|. We use G[S1, S2] to represent the bipartite graph with vertex
set S1U Sy and edge set Eg(S1,S2). Specifically, the complete bipartite graph with vertex set
S1U S is denoted by K|g,| s, Let K, denote the complete graph of order n. We denote the
disjoint union of graphs G and Gs by G1 UGs. The join of G; and Gs, denoted by G1 V Go,
is obtained from G; U G2 by joining every vertex of V(G1) to every vertex of V(Gz). For
further details and related concepts, we refer readers to [2].

For a graph G with vertex set V(G), the adjacency matrix of G, denoted by A(G) =
(@ij)nxn, is a matrix where a;; = 1 if the vertices v; and v; are adjacent and a;; = 0 otherwise.
Let A\(G) denote the spectral radius of a graph G, which is the largest eigenvalue corresponding
to the adjacency matrix A(G).

1.2 Background and results

As an important branch of graph theory, the study of graph factors is concerned with the
decomposition of graphs into subgraphs of prescribed architectures. Factor theory not only
provides a theoretical framework for problems such as matching theory and network design,
but also holds significant theoretical importance for understanding graph structures. Fur-
thermore, it plays an important role in applied disciplines like computer science, operations
research, and chemical graph theory. The study of factor theory can be traced back to the
pioneering work of the Danish mathematician Petersen in 1891, whose findings laid the theo-
retical foundation for early developments in this field. Petersen’s Theorem, which originated
from his work on a Diophantine equations problem, establishes that all even regular graphs
are 2-factorable. Although Petersen’s Theorem originated from the study of problems outside
graph theory, it opened up a new and promising research direction in the graph theory.

Depending on the attributes of the induced subgraphs, the general factor problem is di-
vided into two classes: degree-constrained factors and component factors. A degree-constrained
factor refers to a factor where the degree of every vertex does not exceed a given value, such
as a perfect matching, r-factors, [a,b]-factors, and so on. For positive integers b > a, an
[a, b]-factor of a graph G is defined as a spanning subgraph Gq such that a < dg,(v) < b for
every v € V(G). If a = b =r, a [r,r]-factor is called a r-factor of G. In addition, a 1-factor
is also called a perfect matching. Let h: E(G) — [0, 1] be a function defined on the edge set
E(G) and let b > a be two positive integers. For every v € V(G), if a < >~ cp ) h(€) <D,
then the spanning subgraph with edge set Ej, = {e € E(G) | h(e) > 0}, denoted by G[E}], is
called a fractional [a, b]-factor of G with indicator function h.

In 2005, Brouwer and Haemers [3] characterized the condition for a regular graph to
contain a perfect matching in terms of its third-largest eigenvalue. This work is one of the early
publications that explored factor existence using eigenvalue methods. Subsequently, various



improvements and extensions to this result have been made by researchers ([6-8, 32]). With
the development of graph-theoretic methods, many scholars have investigated the existence of
graph factors by various parameters, such as eigenvalues ([10-14, 19, 20, 27, 35, 38-40, 42]),
stability number ([24]), size ([20, 21, 23]), toughness ([4, 9]), independence number ([37]),
degree and neighborhoods ([15, 33, 34]).

The research focus of this paper is on (a, b, k)-critical graphs and fractional (a, b, k)-critical
graphs, both of which are related to [a, b]-factors and fractional [a, b]-factors. A graph G is
called an (a, b, k)-critical graph (a fractional (a,b, k)-critical) if after deleting any k vertices
of G the remaining graph of G has an [a, b]-factor (a fractional [a, b]-factor). If k = 0, the
(a, b, 0)-critical (fractional (a, b, 0)-critical) graph has an [a, b]-factor (a fractional [a, b]-factor).
Particularly, if we set a = b = r, the (r,r, k)-critical (fractional (r,r, k)-critical) graph G is
simply called a (r, k)-critical (fractional (r, k)-critical) graph. As natural generalizations of
[a, b]-factors and fractional [a, b]-factors, the study of (a,b, k)-critical graphs and fractional
(a, b, k)-critical graphs is of great importance for understanding of the factor theory of graphs.

With the advancement of graph factor theory, critical factors have attracted increasing
scholarly attention. The characterization of factor-critical graphs in terms of some parameters
has been a focus of research for many scholars. Zhou [44] discussed the relationship between
the binding number and (a, b, k)-critical graphs, and established a binding number condition
for a graph to be (a, b, k)-critical. Gao et. al [17] determined the exact tight isolated toughness
bound for fractional (a, b, k)-critical graphs. Li and Ma [25] presented two degree conditions
for graphs to be fractional (a,b, k)-critical graphs. For further related work, readers are
referred to [16, 18, 43, 45].

The spectral radius reflects many key properties of the graph. Therefore, studying (a, b, k)-
critical or fractional (a, b, k)-critical graph from the perspective of spectral radius is of signif-
icant importance.

Our work is motivated by research related to the [a, b]-factors and fractional [a, b]-factors,
and explores their generalizations: (a, b, k)-critical graphs and fractional (a, b, k)-critical graphs.
In 2021, Cho et al. [5] posed the spectral version conjecture for the existence of [a, b]-factors
in graphs.

Conjecture 1.1. ([5]) Let G be an n-vertex graph and b > a be two positive integers, where
na =0 (mod 2) andn > a+1. If

AMG) > ANKq1 V(K1 UKp_y)),
then G contains an [a, b]-factor.

Over the past few years, researchers have studied this conjecture and obtained some
results. Fan et. al [12] confirmed Conjecture 1.1 for n > 3a + b — 1. The full conjecture was
confirmed by Wei and Zhang [42]. Hao and Li [20] determined the largest spectral radius
among all n-vertex graphs forbidding [a, b]-factors and characterized the extremal graphs,
which strengthened the result of Wei and Zhang [42]. In addition, Hao and Li [20] observed
that 0(G) > a is a necessary condition for the existence of an [a, b]-factor in a graph, and they
posed a question.

Problem 1.2. (/20]) Determine sharp lower bounds on the size or spectral radius of an
n-vertex graph G with 6(G) > a such that G contains an [a, b]-factor.

Li et. al [27] characterized conditions for the existence of fractional [a, b]-factor in a graph
from the perspectives of spectral radius and size, and ultimately proposed an open problem
for further research.



Problem 1.3. ([27]) Let k > 3 and let G be a connected graph of order n with minimum
degree 0 > k containing no fractional r-factors. Then

AG) < A(F),

with equality if and only if G = F}, where F is obtained from K,V (Kp_o,—1 U (r + 1)K1)
by adding r — 1 edges between one vertex in V((r + 1)K1) and r — 1 vertices in V(Kp—_27—1).

Inspired by Problems 1.2 and 1.3, a natural question arises:

Problem 1.4. For an n-vertex graph G with 6(G) > a, determine sharp lower bounds on the
spectral radius that ensure the existence of a fractional |a,b]-factor.

Recently, significant breakthroughs have been made in the study of these problems. Tang
and Zhang [40] addressed Problem 1.2 for the case a = b = r from a spectral perspective. Fan
et. al [14] tackled the case of b > a > 1 for both Problem 1.2 and Problem 1.4. Motivated by
the above problems, [14] and [40], a natural question is as follows:

Problem 1.5. For an n-vertex graph G, determine sharp lower bounds on the spectral radius
for G to be (a,b, k)-critical or fractional (a,b, k)-critical.

The graph F2%F ig constructed from Kovr VvV (Kn_(a+b+k+1) U b+ 1)K1) by adding a — 1
edges between one vertex in V((b+ 1)K;) and a — 1 vertices in V(Kn_(a+b+k+1))(Fff’b’k is
shown in Figure 1). In fact, F3"  is not an (a,b, k)-critical graph. Let S = V(K 4x) and
T = V((b+ 1)K1) in F&**. Note that Y verda—s(v) = a — 1, we have b|S| — a|T| +
Y owerdc-s(v) = bla+k) —a(b+1) +a—1=0bk—1 < bk. By Lemma 2.1, it follows that

the graph F™" is not an (a, b, k)-critical graph.

Figure 1: Graphs F2"F

It is evident that Problem 1.5 generalizes the three preceding problems, as setting k = 0
allows us to recover each of them. Motivated by Problem 1.5 and [14], our work investigates
spectral conditions for a graph to be (a, b, k)-critical or fractional (a, b, k)-critical. The main
results are as follows.

Theorem 1.6. For integers b > a > 1 and k > 0, and let G be a connected graph of order
n>2b+a+k+2)(b+k+2) with minimum degree 6(G) > a+ k. If

MG) = MEFF),

then G is an (a, b, k)-critical graph, unless G = Fﬁ’b’k.(Fﬁ’b’k is shown in Figure 1).



Theorem 1.7. For integers b > a > 1 and k > 0, let G be a connected graph of order
n>da+ L + 4k + 7 with minimum degree 5(G) > a + k. If

e(G) > (n_;_1> +ab+2a+ (b+ 1)k,

then G is an (a,b, k)-critical graph.

Remark 1.7. The result of Theorem 1.7 achieves the best possible condition, as evidenced
by the graph F"*. By direct calculation, e(Fr"*) = ("7;’71) + b+ 1)(a+k)+a—-1=
(”_3_1) +ab+2a+ (b+ 1)k — 1. Recall that F&* i not an (a, b, k)-critical graph, hence the
condition in Theorem 1.7 is best possible.

Let S =V (Kqiy) and T = V((b+1)K7) in F&"", by Lemma 2.3, we conclude that F2""*
is not fractional (a, b, k)-critical. When b > a > 1, we can derive a theorem that ensures the
graph is fractional (a, b, k)-critical by using the proof idea of Theorem 1.6.

Theorem 1.8. For integers b > a > 1 and k > 0, and let G be a connected graph of order
n>20b+a+k+2)(b+ k+2) with minimum degree §(G) > a+ k. If

MNG) = AELPR),
then G is a fractional (a,b, k)-critical graph, unless G = FovF,

We use Fi¥ = F'™" to denote the graph obtained from K, 1 V (Kn_or_k_1 U (r + 1) K1)
by adding r — 1 edges between one vertex in V((r+1)K;) and r— 1 vertices in V(K ,,—op—g—1)-

However, the conditions for identifying fractional (a,b, k)-critical graphs in Lemma 2.3
includes the case where a = b. If a = b = r, the fractional (r,r, k)-critical graph G is called a
fractional (r, k)-critical graph. Therefore, by following the proof method of Theorem 1.6, we
have established the following theorem.

Theorem 1.9. For integers r > 1 and k > 0, and let G be a connected graph of order
n>22r+k+2)(r+k+2) with minimum degree 6(G) > r + k. If

AG) = AF"),
then G is a fractional (r, k)-critical graph, unless G = Joisls
By combining with Theorems 1.8 and 1.9, we obatin the following theorem.

Theorem 1.10. For integers b>a > 1 and k > 0, and let G be a connected graph of order
n>2(b+a+k+2)(b+ k+2) with minimum degree 6(G) > a+ k. If

ANG) > MEE),

then G is a fractional (a,b, k)-critical graph, unless G = FOYF,

1.3 Structure and Organization

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we presents essential lemmas
for the proofs of subsequent theorems. In Section 3, we presents the proofs of Theorems 1.6
and 1.7. In Section 4, we presents the proofs of Theorems 1.9. In Section 5, we explore several
extensions to our results and propose a conjecture for future research.



2 Preliminaries

In this section, we presents essential lemmas for the proofs of subsequent theorems. The
following lemma, proposed by Liu and Wang [28], is a key tool for judging whether a graph
G is an (a, b, k)-critical graph, and it lays the theoretical foundation for related research.

Lemma 2.1. (/28]) Let a, b and k be nonegative integers and b > a > 1. For a graph G of
order n > a+k+1, G is (a,b, k)-critical if and only if for any S C V(G) with |S| > k,

a—1

> (a—4)p; (G~ S) < b|S| — bk,
j=0
where p; (G — S) = |{v | dg—s(v) = j}|.
Let T = {z € V(G)\S | dg_s(z) < a—1}. Note that 975 (a—5)p;(G—S) = a Y i5 [{v |
da—s(v) = 5} = X520 il{v | do-s(v) = j}| = a|T| = X ,ep da—s(x). Therefore, Lemma 2.1

is equivalent to the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let a, b and k be nonegative integers and b > a > 1. For a graph G of order
n>a+k+1, G is(a,b, k)-critical if and only if for any S C V(G) with |S| > k,

alT| =Y das(x) < b|S| — bk,
zeT
where T'={z € V(G)\ S | dg-s(z) <a—1}.

The following lemma is an important theorem for determining whether a graph is fractional
(a, b, k)-critical.

Lemma 2.3. ([17, 31]) Let a, b and k be nonegative integers and b > a > 1. Then a graph
G is fractional (a, b, k)-critical if and only if
bS| — alT| + ) da-s(z) > bk
zeT
holds for any S C V(QG) with |S| >k, where T = {x € V(G) \ S | dg—s(x) < a}.
The following lemma relates a graph’s spectral radius to its subgraphs.

Lemma 2.4. (/1]) Let G be a connected graph and Gy be a subgraph of G. Then
AMGo) < AG),
with the equality holds if and only if Go = G.

According to Perron-Frobenius Theorem, for the adjacency matrix A(G) of a connected
graph G, there exists a positive eigenvector x corresponding to A(G). We use z(v) to denote
the corresponding entry of the eigenvector x for every vertex v € V(G). Then, we present
two results on the Perron vector.

Lemma 2.5. ([30]) Let G be a connected graph and let u,v be two vertices of G. Suppose
that v1,ve,...,vs € Ng(v) \ Ng(u) with s > 1, and G* is the graph obtained from G by
deleting the edges vv; and adding the edges uv; for 1 < i <'s. Let x be the Perron vector of
A(G). If z(u) > z(v), then A\(G) < A\(G*).



Lemma 2.6. [/1] Let u,v be two distinct vertices of a connected graph G, and let x be the
Perron vector of A(G).

(i) If Ng(v) \ {u} C Ng(u) \ {v}, then z(u) > z(v).
(ii) If Na(v) C Nglu] and Ng(u) C Ng[v], then x(u) = x(v).
Then we present a classical result concerning upper bounds for the spectral radius.

Lemma 2.7. (22, 36]) Let G be a graph on n vertices and m edges with minimum degree
6 >1. Then

AG) < 5;1+\/2e(0)—n5+ (521)2,

with equality if and only if G is either a §-reqular graph or a bidegreed graph in which each
vertex is of degree either 6 orn — 1.

Lemma 2.8. ([22, 36]) For nonnegative integers p and q with 2q < p(p—1) and0 < z < p—1,
the function

r—1

f(z) = 5 +\/2q—px+

(1+2)?
4

1s decreasing with respect to x.

-1

(b+ l)Kl/a\Kn(HMkH)
ZAN

Figure 2: Graphs Z2""

O'\Cl,,b,k

We use Z,""" to denote the set of graphs obtained from Ko 44V (K,,—(q4p4r+1) U (b + 1)Ky)
by adding a — 1 edges between V((b+ 1)K7) and V(Kn_(a+b+k+1))(<9f7€’b’k is shown in Figure
2). Clearly, Fo'" € Z3"* We will prove that Fo'" is the graph with the maximum spectral

. . bk
radius in %" .

Lemma 2.9. Let a and b be two positive integers with b > a > 1. If G € %‘f’b”“ and
n>i(da+2b+ab+ (b+2)k)+1, then

n—b—2<AG)<n—->b-1.

Proof of Lemma 2.9. It is easy to see that K,,_;_1 is a proper subgraph of G. By Lemma
2.4, we have



MG) > MEp_p1) =n—b—2.
Note that G € .Z" then

—b—1 —b—1
e(G) = <n 5 >+(a+k)(b+1)+a—1— <n 0 > +ab+2a+ (b+ 1)k —1.

Since n > 1(4a+2b+ab+ (b+2)k) +1,b>a >1and §(G) > a+k, by Lemmas 2.7 and
2.8, we obtain

— 2
MNG) < 5(@;1 4 \/Qe(G) _n8(G) + WG):”

— —h— 2

< “’;1+\/2((” ;’ 1> +ab+2a+(b+1)k—1)—n(a+k)+W

2
ZCHI;:_1+\/<n—b—a+§+1) —(2n—4a—2b—ab— (b+2)k)
‘”;“1 + <n—b—“+§+1> (since n > %(4a+2b+ab+(b+2)k)+1)
=n—-b—1.
This completes the proof. O

Lemma 2.10. Let a, b and k be positive integers and b > a > 1. If G € J}‘f’b’k and
n > (da+2b+ab+ (b+2)k) + 2, then

MG) < AELHR),
with equality if and only if G = Fobk (F;Ll’b’k is shown in Figure 1).

Proof of Lemma 2.10. Let G denote the graph achieving the maximum spectral radius
in .Z3"* We divide the vertex set V(G) into three subsets: V(G) = S UT U W, where
S = V(Kayr) = {ur,uz, .. uarkt, W = V(Kp_(a4prht1) = {01, W25 -, Wy (aqbht1) }
and T = V(G) \ (SUW) = {t1,t2,...,tp11}. We use x to denote the Perron vector of
A(G), and let A = A(G). Without loss of generality, suppose that z(w;) > z(w;+1) and
x(tj) > x(tjy1) for 1 <i<n—a—b—k—2and 1 <j <b. Then we have Ng(w;+1) € Ng[w;]
for 1 <i<n-—a—b—k—2. Otherwise, there exist ¢ < j such that Ng(w;) € Ng[w;]. Let
v € Ng(wj) \ Ngw;] and let G* = G —vw; +vw;. Clearly, G* € F2PE Since x(w;) > z(wj),
by Lemma 2.5, we obtain that A(G*) > A(G), which contradicts the maximality of A(G).
Hence Ng(wit1) C Nglw;] for 1 <i <n—a—b—Fk—2. Similarly, we have Ng(t;4+1) C Nglt;]
for 1 < j <b. Let dw(t1) = p1, dw(t2) = p2 and dr(wi) = ¢. By the maximality of A\(G)
and Lemma 2.5, we obtain Ny (t;) = {wi,we,...,wp, }. Otherwise, there exists a vertex
wp, € Nw(t1) and a vertex wy ¢ Nw(t1), where p > p; + 1 and 1 < k < py. Recall that
z(wr) > x(wz) > -+ > w(Wp_q_p—k—1), we set G1 = G — tyw, + tiwg. Then Gy € FoOF and
A(G1) > A(G) due to Lemma 2.5, which contradicts the maximality of A(G). Similarly, we
have Ny (t2) = {w1, w2, ..., wp, } and Np(wy) = {t1,1t2,..., 14}



Casel. py=a—1lorqg=1.

In this case, note that there are a — 1 edges between V ((b+1)K1) and V (K, (q4b4k+1))-
If p1 = a—1, it indicates that all a — 1 edges between t1 in T and a — 1 vertices in W. Thus,
we have G = F3""  as required. If ¢ = 1, we have Np(w;) = {t1}. Since Ng(wit1) € Ne[w]
forl1<i<mn-—a—0b—k—2, we have Np(wy) = Np(w3) = --- = Np(wg—1) = {t1}. Hence
pi=a—1and G= FEM" as required.

Case 2. py <a—2andq>2.

In this case, note that z(w;) = x(wp,41) forp1 +2<i<n—-—a—-b—k—1, z(u;) = z(u1)
for 2<j<a+k. Let A= \G).

By A(G)x = Ax, we obtain

Ax(w) = (a+ k)z(u) + Z z(wj))+(n—a—b—k—p — z(wp,+1) + Z x(t;), (1)
2<i<p1 1<i<q

Ae(wpy 1) = (a+k)z(ur) + Y w(w) +(n—a—b—k—p —2a(wp41),  (2)
1<i<p:

Ne(t) = (a+ Rau) + S a(w). (3)

1<i<p1

By (2) and (3), we have

oftr) = A SR ), @)

Combining this with (1), (2), Lemma 2.9 and z(t;) < z(¢1) for 2 < i < g, we have

A+ Da(w) = A+ Da(wp41) + Y z(t)
1<i<q
< (A4 Dz(wp,41) + qx(t1) (since z(t1) > x(t;) for 2 < i < q)
_ AA+1) +q(X— (n;a—b—k—pl _2))x(wp1+1) (due to (4))
AN+ 1) +qla+pr+k+1)
= )

z(wp,+1) (since A <n—>b—1).

Therefore,

AN+ 1)
AA+1) +qla+p +k+1)

z(wp, 1) > z(wr). (5)

We construct Fjy bk by deleting the edges t;w; (i > 2) and connecting these vertices w; to ;.
Suppose that £y = {tjw; | p1+1 <i<a—1}and By = {t,iw; € E(G) [2<i<¢q,1 <5 <po}.
Let Go = G — B> + Eq. Then Gy = F,'f’b’k. We use y to denote the Perron vector of A(G),
and let \g = A(Gp). Note that y(w;) = y(wy) for 2 < ¢ < a — 1, y(w;) = y(w,) for
a+l1<i<n—-a-b-—k—1, ylu) = y(u) for 2 < i < a+ k and y(t;) = y(t2) for
3<i<b+1. By A(Go)y = Ny, we obtain

Aoy(t1) = (a+ k)y(u1) + (a — 1)y(w) (6)



Aoy(t2) = (a + k)y(us) (7)
Aoy(wi) = (a+ k)y(ur) + (a — 2)y(w1) + (n — 2a — b — k)y(wa) + y(t1) (®)
Aoy(wa) = (a+k)y(u1) + (a = Dy(wr) + (n —2a = b —k — 1)y(wa) (9)

Putting (6) into (9), we obtain

Ao
W e gy ey CA GV

y(wq) =

By integrating this with (7) and (8), we have

(n—2a—0b—k)X\o

(Ao — (@ —2))y(w1) = Aoy(t2) + N —2a—b— k- 1)y(t1) +y(t).
Hence,

B Ao ; m—=2a—b—k+DX—(n—2a—-b—k—1) ; 10
v = e T T T 2 b k- D)o ey V) (10

Putting (7) and (10) into (6), we obtain

y(h) _ /\0()\0 + 1)()\0 —g(zl)\;)Qa —b—k-— 1))y(t2), (11)

where g(A\) =N —(n—a—-b—k—=3)M—-(n—-b—k—=3)X+(a—1)(n—2a—b—Fk—1).

= Y (alt)y(w) +a(w)y(t) — Y ((t)y(w)) +a(w;)y(t:))

tiw; €E tiw;€F

> (a1 - p1)(@(t)y(wr) + 2(wpy11)y(t1) — (t2)y(wr) — 2(w1)y(ta)) (since py < a - 2)
> (a— 1= p1)(@(wp,+1)y(h) — 2(w)y(ta)) (since z(t1) > a(ts))
> (a—1—p1)z(wi)y(tz)
( AN+1) ')\0()\0—1—1)()\0—(n—2a—b—k—1))_1>
N+ A+qgla+pr+k+1) g(Xo)
(by (5) and (11))
(a—1—p)

T2t A tqlatp ket 1))g(A0)x(w1)y(t2) (4 d),

where g(\o) =\ —(n—a—-b—k=3)A3—(n—b—k—=3) o+ (a—1)(n—2a—b—k—1)
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=N-n—-b—k—=3)(A3+X)+a\+(a—1)(n—2a—b—k—1) and

FOux0) =AM+ DAoMo+ DN —(n—2a—b—k—1)) = [(AN2 + X+ qla+p+ k+1))
N —(m=b—k—=3)As+Xo) +aX+ (a—1)(n—2a—b—Fk—1))]
=(a—1D)WA M2 +22 200+ 2000 - (n—2a—b—k— 1N+ X)) —qla+p1 +k+1)A3
+qlatpr+k+1)(n—a—-b—k-=3)N+n—-b—k—-3)X—(a—1)(n—2a—b—k—1))
> (a— 1) (NN + A3+ 22200+ 20 — (n—2a —b—k — 1)(A\2 + \))
—(a=1)(a+p +k+1)A]

(sincea>1,2<¢g<a—-1,n>-(4a+2b+ab+ (b+2)k)+2, \g>n—b—2and p; >0)

1
2
> (a— D[N = (a+p1+k+ D)+ 2N — (n—2a—b—k—1))(A\* + )]
> (a—1)[(A = (a+p1 +k+1)Ao)Aj]
(sincenz%(4a+2b+ab+(b+2)k)+2, Ao >n—b—2)
> (a—1l(n—b—27%—(a+p+k+1)(n—b—1)A3
(since A\>n—b—2,pp<a—2andn—->b—-2<Xi<n—->b—1)

1
>0 (sinceb>a>1,p <a-—2, andnz5(4a+2b+ab+(b+2)k)+2).

Hence f(A, Ag) > 0. It is simple to verify that g(Ag) > 0 due ton > 3(4da+2b+ab+(b+2)k)+2,
which implies that Ag > A. This contradicts the maximality of A.
Based on the above process, we can obtain that G = F}; bk This completes the proof [

3 Proofs of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7

In this section, we first prove Theorem 1.6, which characterizes the spectral radius conditions
for a graph to be (a, b, k)-critical.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. By contradiction, suppose that G achieves the maximal spectral
radius among all connected graphs that are not (a, b, k)-critical, where b > a > 1 and k > 0.
By Lemma 2.2, there exists S C V(G) satisfying |S| as large as possible such that a|T| —
> werda—s(v) > b|S| — bk + 1, where |S| > kand T' = {z € V(G) \ § | dg_s(x) < a — 1}.
For simplicity, let |T'| = ¢ and |S| = s. Then

> dg-s(v) < bk —1—bs+at, (12)
veT

Now we prove three claims:

Claim 1. s >k + 1.

Proof. Otherwise, s = k. By (12) and 6(G) > a + k, we obtain dg_g(v) > §(G) — s >
a+k—s=aforany v eT and

at <> dg_s(v) <bk—1—bs+at=at— 1,

a contradiction. Hence s > k+1. O
Claim 2. t > b+ 1.
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Proof. Note that 6(G) > a+ k and dg_g(v) > 0(G) —s > a+ k — s for any v € T. By

(12), then
(a+k—s)t< ZdG_g(v) < bk —1-—bs+at.
veT

Therefore, t > b + ﬁ Since t is a positive integer and s > k + 1 due to Claim 1. Hence
t>b+1. O

Claim 3. s<t+k — 1.

Proof. If s > ¢+ k, by (12) and b > a > 1,

0<) do-s(v) <bk—1—bs+at <bk—1-b(t+k)+at=—1+(a—Dbt< -1,
veT
a contradiction. Hence, s <t+k —1. O
Recall that F&"F is not (a,b, k)-critical and K,,_p_1 is a proper subgraph of FAF Ac
cording to the maximality of A\(G), we have

MG) > MF&PF) > N(Kp_p_1) =n—b—2. (13)

Again by the maximality of A\(G) and Lemma 2.4, we can deduce that G[V (G)\T] = K¢
and G[S,T] = K. By (12), we get

e(G)=e(G-S—-T,T)+e(T)+e(S,T)+e(G-T)
<> dg-s(v) +e(S,T) +e(G—T)

veT
n—t (14)
)
(n—t)(n—t—1)
5 .
We analyze the following two cases according to the value of ¢.

n
Case 1. tZ brkr2

In this case, we have t > ;75 > 2(b+a+k+2) dueton >2(b+a+k+2)(b+k+2).
By integrating Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8, (14) and 6(G) > a + k, we get

Sb/{:—l—bs—l—at—l—st+<

=bk—1—bs+at+ st+

MG)Sfﬁg%:i-%vgda)—nac)+ﬁﬂ§%tlﬁ
< a+§71+\/2e(G)—n(a+k)+w+1)2
§a+§1+¢2Gk_1_“+““”**mﬂ%3tU)—nw+ky+W+Z+1P
_atk—-1

2

a+k+3)°
n—=b— 5 —Qt-b—-1n—-t2—(254+2a+1)t+b0>+b(2s+k+3)+ab+a—3k+4)

2
\/(ﬂ—b— a+/<:+3> —(t2 = (2a+2b+3)t —2s+ bk —3k+b>+ab+3b+a+4) (sincen>s+t)
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<a+k—1

< B +

2
\/<nb“+’2€+3) (2~ (2a+2b+5)t+ab+ b2+ (b—5)k+3b+a+6) (sinces<t+k—1)

<a+k—1
- 2

2
\/<n—b—a+§+3> —(4k2+ (Bb+4a+1)k+ab+b>2+b—a+2) (sincet>2(b+a+k+2))
<n-—b-—2,

which leads to a contradition with (13).

Case 2. b+1§t<ﬁ.

Then we obtain n > t(b+ k + 2) + 1. We use x to denote the Perron vector of A(G).
Let W =V(G)\ (SUT) = {wi,ws, ..., wyp—s—t}. Without loss of generality, we suppose that
z(wy) > x(wg) > -+ > x(wp_s—¢). Sincen > t(b+k+2)+1and s <t+k—1, we have
[W|=n—s—1t>bt+ (t —1)k+ 2. Then we assert that G[T] is an independent. Otherwise,
there exists uv € E(T). Since s > k+ 1 and t > b+ 1, we have dy(u) < ) crdg-s(v) <
bk—1—bs+at =b(k—s)+at—1 < bt+(t—1)k+2 = |W|. Hence, there exists a vertex w € W
such that uw ¢ E(G). Suppose that ¢ € T with z(c¢) = max{z(v) | v € T'}. Let dr(c) = h.
Since ¢ € T, we have dg_g(c) <a—1dueto T ={z € V(G)\ S | dg_s(z) < a—1}.

Since z(w1) > x(wz) > -+ > x(wp—s—¢), by M(G)x = A(G)x, we obtain

AGz(e) = zw)+ > z@)+ Y ()

vES vENw (c) vENT(c)
<> s+ Y w(w) + ha(c),
vES 1<i<a—1-h

MN@z(wn—sa) = @)+ > zw)+ > 2

vES VENW (Wn—s—t) VENT(Wn—s—t)
> Zx(v) + Z z(wi))+ (n—s—t—a+ h)x(wy—s—).
veS 1<i<a—1-h

Since n > t(b+k+2)+1and s <t+k — 1, we have
(MG) = h)(x(wp—s—t) —x(c)) > (n—s —t —a)x(wp—s—¢) > 0.

Note that h = dp(c) < dg_s(c) < a—1, by (13), we get A(G) >n—b—2>a—1> h.
Hence z(wy—s—¢) > x(c). Since z(w) > x(wnp—s—¢) and x(c) > z(v), we have z(w) > x(v).
Let G' = G — uv + vw. Note that

Y dar—s(v) =) dg-s(v) =1 < bk —1+at — bs.
veT veT

By Lemmas 2.2 and 2.5, we deduce that G’ is not (a, b, k)-critical and A\(G’) > A(G), which
contradicts the maximality of \(G). Hence, G[T] is an independent set.
Subcase 2.1. t =b+ 1.
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In this case, we will prove that s =a+ k. If s>a+k+ 1, forany v € T, sincet =b+ 1
and b > a, we have

0<> das(v) <bk—1+at—bs<bk—1+ab+1)—blat+k+1)=a—b—1<0,
veT
a contradiction.

If s < a+k—1, note that dg(v) > 6(G) > a+k, then dg_s(v) = dw(v) > a+k—sforv e T.
Since W = {wi,wa,...,wp—s—¢} = {wi,wa,...,wy_s_p—1} with z(wy) > z(we) > -+ >
Z(Wp—s—p—1), by Lemma 2.5 and the maximality of A\(G), we obtain {w1,wa, ..., wetk—s} C
N¢g(v) for any v € T.

Let S" = SU{wy,wa,...,wesk—s} - Then |S'|=a+k—s+s=a+k.

Since s < a+ k — 1, we have

D do_s(v) =) do-sv) —(a+k—s)(b+1)<s—k-1<a-2,
veT veT

bk —1+at—0blS'|=bk—1+a(b+1)—bla+k)=a—1.

Hence |S’| > s also satisfies >, .pdg—g(v) < bk — 1+ at — b|S’|, which contradicts the
maximality of s. Thus s = a + k. Combining this with £ = b+ 1 and ) _rdg_s(v) <
bk — 1+ at — bs = a — 1, by the maximality of A\(G), we have ) .+ dg_s(v) = a — 1. Hence
G e FIF, Again by the maximality of \(G) and Lemma 2.10, we get G =2 Fﬁ’b’k, as required.

Subcase 2.2. t > b+ 2.

Subcase 2.2.1. s<a+ k—1.

Since n > t(b+ k+2) + 1 and ¢t > b+ 2, by integrating (14) with 6(G) > a + k, Lemmas
2.7 and 2.8, we get

MG) < 5(G;_ Ly \/26(0) (G + w
< (I—H;_l—i-\/?e((}’)—n(a—i-k)—kw

k—1 —t)(n—-t—1 k+1)2
Sa+2+\/2(bk1b5+at+st+(n )(7; ))n(aJrk)Jr(aJrZJ)

at+k—1 a+k+3\?
2+\/<nb2) - f@®),

where f(t) =2t —b—1)n—1t>— (25 +2a+ 1)t +b> +b(25s — k +3) +ab+a + k + 4. We now
proceed to show that f(t) > 0.
Since n > t(b+k+2)+1and t > b+ 2, we have

f@)=20t—b—1)n—t*—(2s+2a+ 1)t +b>+b(2s —k+3)+ab+a+k+4
> (20 + 2k + 3)t2 — (2% + 6b 4+ 2a + 2k(b+ 1) + 25+ 3)t +ab+ b* — (b— 1k
+2bs+a+b+2. (sincen>t(b+k+2)+1)
> (2b+ 2k + 3)t% — (20 + 6b + 4a + 2k(b + 2) + 1)t + 3ab + b
+b+Dk+a—-b+2. (sinces<a+k—1)
> (b+ 1)k +2b* —ab+6b — Ta+12. (since t > b+ 2> 1)
>b? —a+12
> 0,
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T 2b2+6b+4a+2k(b+2)+1
where ¢ = 2(2b+2k+3) :

Hence, we have f(¢) > 0 and

2
@ = Y s

which contradicts with (13).

Subcase 2.2.2. s > a+ k.

Let T =Ty U T, with Th = {uj,ug,...,us—p—1} and To = {us_p, us—_ps1,...,u;} with
(u1) > z(ug) > -+ > x(u), and let S = S; U Sy with S1 = {v1,v2,...,05—q—r} and Sy =
st Forl <i<mn—s—tand 1 < j <t, wehave Ng(u;j)\{w;} € Ng(w;i)\{u;},

{Us—a—k+17 .-
and hence z(w;) > x(u;) by Lemma 2.6. By A(G)x = A\(G)x, we obtain

MGz (wp—s—t) > Egigs z(vi) + Zlgignfsftfl z(w;),
MG)z(v1) =Y ocics T(Vi) + D1 cicnse T(Wi) + D g cicp (i)

Note that s <t+k—1,n>t(b+k+2)+1 and z(w;) > z(u;) for 1 <i<n—s—tand

1 <5 <t, we have

Z x(v;) + o(Wp—s—t) + Z x(w;) — Z x(u;)
1<i<t

(MG) 4+ 1) 2z (wp—s—t) — x(v1)) >
1<i<n—s—t—1 <

1<i<s

> x(wp—s—t) + Z x(w;)

1<i<n—s—2t—1
>0

Hence, we have 2x(wp—s—t) > z(v1).
Let By = {uv € E(G)|u € S;UW,v € Tr}, By = {ww|u € W,v € T} and E3 =

{ujuj |1 <i<j<t—b—1}. Let G* = G — E1 + E> + E3. We use y to denote the Perron
vector of A(G*). Clearly, G* = K,V (Kp—q—p—k—1 U (b+1)K7). Note that y(v) = y(uq) for
v e V(G)\(T> U Sy), y(v) = y(vs) for v € Sy and y(v) = y(u—p) for v € Th.

By A(G*)y = A(G*)y, we obtain

MG )y (ue) = (a+ k)y(vs),

AMG)y(u1) = (a+ k)y(vs) + (n —a —b—k = 2)y(w),
MG)y(vs) = (a+k = 1)y(vs) + (n —a—b—k—1y(wi) + (b+ 1)y (u—s).
Note that Ng«(ui—p) \ {u1} € Ng=(u1) \ {w—sp}, we get y(ui) > y(ui—p) by Lemma 2.6. By
direct calculation, we have

AMG)(2y(u1) —y(vs)) = (a+k+ Dy(vs) + (n—a—b—k = 3)y(u1) — (b+ Dy (us—p)
>(a+k+ Dy(vs) + (n—a—2b—k —4)y(uy)

> 0,
and hence 2y(u;1) > y(vs). Combining this with n > ¢(b+k+2)+1,¢t>b+2 and b > a, we

obtain
MG (y(ur) —2y(u—p)) = (n—a—b—k—=2)y(u1)— (a+k)y(vs) > (n—3a—b—k—2)y(u1) >0
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Therefore, we have y(u1) > 2y(us—p). Suppose that e(W,T;) = e; for i = 1,2.
Since y(u1) > 2y(us—p) and 22(wp—s—¢) > x(v1). Then

w(wn—s—1)y(u1) — z(v1)y(ur—p) > y(u—p) (20(wn—s—1) — (v1)) > 0. (15)

By Lemma 2.6, note that Ng(w1)\ {v1} € Ng(v1) \ {w1}, we obtain z(v1) > x(w;). Then

t—b—1) = e1) (@(wn_st)y(ur) + 2(u—p-1)y(w))

Q(t ~b-2) (@ (ur—b-1)y(w1) + @(u—p-1)y(w1))

— (s —a—=k)(b+ 1) (z(v1)y(ur—p) + z(ur—p)y(v1)) — e2(z(wr)y(u—s) + z(uep)y(w:))
> ((n—s—1)(t—b—1) — er) (@(wn_s_)y(wr) + 2(ue_s 1)y(o1))

— (s —a—=k)(b+1) + e2)(x(vr)y(u—s) + x(u—p)y(v1))

(since z(v1) > z(w1) and y(v1) = y(wy))
>((n—s—t)t—-b—1)—(s—a—k)(b+1)— (e1 +e2))
(o) (ws) + 2y 1)y(or))  (by (15) and 2(up_p 1) > 2 4))

~—

(t—b—

Recall that } _rdg-s(v) = e1 +e2 < bk — 1+ at — bs. Note that n > t(b+k+2) +1
t>b+ 2 and b > a, we obatin

(n—s—t)(t—b—1)—(e1+e)—(s—a—k)(b+1)
>n—s—t—(bk—14+at—0bs)—(s—a—k)(b+1)
>tlb—a)+t—2s+(t+1)k+ab+a+2 (sincen>tb+k+2)+1)
>2(t—s)+ (t+1)k+2 (since b>a)
>(t—1k+4 (sinces<t+k—1)
> 0.

Hence A(G*) > A(G). Since 0 = ) .rda+—s(v) <a—1=0bk —1+ a|Tz| — b|W|. Hence
G* is not (a, b, k)-critical and A(G*) > A(G), which leads a contradiction with the maximality

of A(G). This completes the proof.
O

Next, we prove Theorem 1.7, which characterizes the size condition for a graph to be
(a, b, k)-critical.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Suppose that G is not (a, b, k)-critical, where b > a > 1 and k > 0.
According to Lemma 2.2, there exists S C V(G) such that a|T'|—) 7 dg—s(v) > b|S|—bk+1,
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where |S| > kand T ={z € V(G)\ S | dg—s(z) < a—1}. Let |T| =t and |S| = s, then we
obtain

> dg-s(v) < bk —1+at —bs. (16)

veT

According to the proof of Theorem 1.6, we have s > k+1,t > b+ 1 and

e(G) < da-s(v) +e(S,T) +e(G—T)

veT
Sbl{:—1+at—bs+st+<n_t)
2
t t—1 (17)
bk — 14 at—bs+ st )(’; —1
—-b-1
:<n 5 )+ab+2a—|—(b+1)k—y(t),

where y(t) = 5 + (n—a—s— 1)t +% +ab— (b+ n+bs+k+ 3b+2a +2.

Then we divide the proof of y(¢t) > 0 into two cases depending on the value of ¢.

Case 1. b+1<t< 3.

Subcase 1.2.1. s > a — ﬁ + k.

We first prove that t > s+b—a — k+ 1. Otherwise, t < s+b—a — k. According to (16),
5>a—ﬁ+kandb>a21,wehave

0< ) dag(v)<bk—1+at—bs<(b—a)(a+k—s)—1<(b—a)
veT

—1=0
b—a ’

a contradiction. Therefor, we have s < t—b+a+k—1. Sincet > b+1, we have % =—t+b < 0.
By direct calculation,

2 1 2
y(t)Z—%—i— <n—|—2(b—a)—k+2)t—b2+2ab—(b+1)n+(b+1)k+g+2a—|—2.
Let
3¢ 1 b? b
q(t):—7+ n+2(b—a)—k+§ t—5+2ab—(b+1)n+(b+1)k+§+2a+2.

Sincen24a+%b+4k+7andb>a21, we have

gb+1)=1>0

and

n n? k3 b2 b
q(—> - <a+2+4)n+2ab—2+(b+1)k:+2+2a—|—2

2 8
9v? 9b 3 23
> 2 (2 a4 D)k + 2a(b — a2
_32+(4 a—|—2)k+ a(b—a) + 3b a+ 2
o
32 8
>0
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Therefore, we obtain

3

¢(t) > min {q(b +1),q (5)} > 0.

for b+ 1<t < 3. Hence y(t) > q(t) >0 for b+ 1<t < 3.

Subcase 1.2.2. s <a— ﬁ + k.

Sincesga—ﬁ—kk,wehave

(t)>—i+ +—1 —2a —k;—l t+2 b+g+(b+1)k—(b+1) +(§——1 )b+ 2a + 2.
W="97"\""b-a 2 Wy TR Ty T
Let

T(t)_—ﬁ-i- n+ ! —2a—l<:—1 t+2ab+g+(b+1)k—(b+1)n+(3 ! )b+2a+2
2 b—a 2 2 2 b—-a ‘

Sincen24a+%b+4k‘—|—7andb>a21, we have

1

and

n 3n?2 k 1 5 b2 3 1

—) =" - b+ - ——— 4= 2ab+ — + b+ 1Dk + (= — —)b+2a+2

r(2> g <a+ + 3 2(b_a)+4>n+a+ + O+ Dk (5 = g )b+ 20+

b+ 8a+ 8k + 14 136 27 1162 9 93

> 4k2 — 2a° 11la + =
> 4k% + 10— a) + (6a + Yo 2)k+ 2 + 3ab + 2a* + b+ +32
>0

Forb+1 <t <3, we get

r(t) > min {r(b +1),r (g)} > 0.

Then y(t) > 0 for b+ 1 <t < . Combining this with (17), we have ¢(G) < ("_3_1) +ab+
2a + (b+ 1)k, a contradiction.

Case 2. t > ”TH

Since n > s+t. Then s <n —t. Since t > "TH, we get

t2 1 v? 3b ,
y(t)zg— a+b+§ t+ab+ —+k—n+—+2a+2 (sinces<n-—t)

2 2

n? b b2 3a 15 n+1
> — — — i >
Z 3 (2+2+1)n+ab+ 5 +k+b+ 5 T3 (since t > )

b b? b 5b 5

> 2k% 4+ (2a+ - +4)k+3—2+a——§+a+1 (sincen24a+§b+4k‘—l—7)

b2 ab 5b
> 4 2= i >1 >
_32—1—4 8+2 (since @ > 1 and k > 0)
>0

According to (17), we get e(G) < (”_g_l) + ab + 2a + (b + 1)k, which also leads to a
contradiction.

This completes the proof. O
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4 Proofs of Theorems 1.8 and 1.9

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.8 and 1.9, which characterize the spectral radius condi-
tions for a graph to be fractional (a, b, k)-critical and fractional (r, k)-critical, respectively.

For b > a > 1, the proof of Theorem 1.8 can be an be proven using the approach for
Theorem 1.6. Therefore, our subsequent discussion will focus on proving Theorem 1.9. If we
set a = b =r in Lemma 2.10, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Letr > 1 and k be positive integers. If G € Fn* andn > 3(6r+r2+(r+2)k)+2,
then
MG) < MER),

with equality if and only if G = J o
Using Lemma 4.1, we will prove Theorem 1.9.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. By contradiction, suppose that G achieves the maximal spectral
radius among all connected graphs that are not fractional (r,k)-critical, where » > 1 and
k > 0. By Lemma 2.3, there exists S C V(G) satisfying |S| as large as possible such that
r|S| —r|T|+ 3 crda-s(v) <rk —1, where |S| > kand T = {z € V(G) \ S | dg—s(z) < r}.
For simplicity, let |T'| =t and |S| = s. Then

ZdG_S(v) <rk—1+rt—rs. (18)
veT
Similarly, following the proof of Theorem 1.6, we have s > k+1,¢t > r+1and s < t+k—1.
Recall that Fﬁk is not fractional (r, k)-critical and K,,_,_1 is a proper subgraph of Ff{k
According to the maximality of A\(G), we have

MG) > MEPR) > NKppo1) =n—17— 2. (19)

Again by the maximality of A(G) and Lemma 2.4, we can deduce that G[V(G)\T] = K,
and G[S,T] = K
By (18), we get

ch s(v) +e(S,T)+e(G-T)
2

(n—t)(n—t—l)‘
2

—t
§rk—1+rt—rs+st+<n > (20)

=rk—14rt—rs+ st+

We analyze the following two cases according to the value of ¢.
Case 1. t > ka
In this case, we have t >

>2(2r+k+2)dueton >22r+k+2)(r+k+2).
6(G)—l+
2

The
Following the same proof approach as Case 1 in Theorem 1.6, we derive that \(G) <

\/26 —nd(G) + w < n —r —2, which leads to a contradition with (19).

Case 2. r+1 <t< gy s

Then we obtain n > t(r + k + 2) + 1. We use x to denote the Perron vector of A(G).
Let W =V(G)\ (SUT) = {w1,wa,...,w,—s—}. Without loss of generality, we suppose that
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z(wy) > x(wg) > -+ > x(wp—s—t). Sincen > t(r+k+2)+1and s <t+k— 1, we have
[W|=n—s—t>rt+(t —1)k+ 2. Then we assert that G[T'] is an independent. Otherwise,
there exists uv € E(T'). Since s > k+ 1 and t > r + 1, we have dy (u) < ) crdg-s(v) <
rk—1+rt—rs=r(k—s)+rt—1<rt+ (t—1)k+ 2= |W|. Hence, there exists a vertex
w € W such that uw ¢ E(G). Suppose that ¢ € T with z(c¢) = max{z(v) | v € T'}. Let
dr(c) = h. Since ¢ € T, we have dg_g(c) <.

Since z(w1) > x(wz) > -+ > x(wp—s—¢), by M(G)x = A(G)x, we obtain

NG)a(e) < Sa()+ 3 a(w) + ha(o),

vES 1<i<r—h

M@ z(wn-s—t) 2> 2(@)+ Y w(w)+(n—s—t—r+h—1Dz(w,_s).

veS 1<i<r—h
Since n > t(r+k+2)+1and s <t+k— 1, we have
(MG) = h)(z(wn—s—¢) —2(c)) = (n = s =t =7 = Dx(wp—s—1) > 0.

Note that h = dp(c) < dg_s(c) < r, by (19), we get A(G) > n —r —2 > r > h. Hence
T(Wp—s—t) > z(c). Since x(w) > x(wp—s—¢) and x(c) > z(v), we have z(w) > z(v). Let
G’ = G — uv + uw. Note that

Z der—s(v) = Z dg_s(v) —1<rk—1+rt—rs.

veT veT
By Lemmas 2.2 and 2.5, we deduce that G’ is not fractional (r, k)-critical and A\(G') > A(G),
which contradicts the maximality of A(G). Hence, G[T] is an independent set.

Subcase 2.1. t =r + 1.

Similar to the proof of Subcase 2.1 in Theorem 1.6, we have s = r + k. Combining this
with ¢ = r 4+ 1, Lemma 4.1 and the maximality of A\(G), we get G = FrF as required.

Subcase 2.2. t > r + 2.

Subcase 2.2.1. s<r+k—1.

Since n > t(r+k+2) 4+ 1 and ¢t > r 4 2, similar to the proof of Case 1 in Theorem 1.6,
we can show that A\(G) < n —r — 2, which contradicts (19).

Subcase 2.2.2. s > r + k.

Let T = Ty UT, with Th = {uy,ug,...,u—p—1} and To = {ws—p,Up—pt1,...,u;} with
x(uy) > x(ug) > -+ > x(uy), and let S = S; U Sy with S; = {v1,v9,...,05_,_} and Sy =
{Us—r—kt1,...,0s}. For1 <i<n—s—tand 1 < j <t, wehave Ng(u;)\{w;} C Ng(w;)\{u;},
and hence z(w;) > x(u;) by Lemma 2.6. By A(G)x = A(G)x, we obtain

MNG)z(wn—s—t) =D 1<ics T(Vi) + X1<icn—s—t—1 T(Wi),
MG)z(v1) = Y ocics (Vi) + D1 icn—s—t T(Wi) + D21 <icy (i)
Note that s <t +k—1,n>t(r+k+2)+1 and z(w;) > z(u;) for 1 <i<n—s—tand
1 <5 <t, we have
MG) + D2a(wn—s—g) —x(v1)) = Y 2(vi) +2(wn-se) + > w(w) = Y ()
1<i<s 1<i<n—s—t—1 1<i<t

> x(wp—s—t) + Z x(wy)

1<i<n—s—2t—1

>0
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Hence, we have 2x(wy—s—t) > z(v1).

Let E1 = {uv € E(G)|u € S UW,v € Th}, By = {ww|u € W,v € T} and E3 =
{ujuj |1 <i<j<t—r—1}. Let G* =G — E1 + Ey + E3. We use y to denote the Perron
vector of A(G*). Clearly, G* = K, V (Kp—2r—k—1 U (r +1)K;). Note that y(v) = y(u;) for
v e V(G)\(To U S2), y(v) = y(vs) for v € Sy and y(v) = y(ur—,) for v € Ts.

By A(G*)y = A(G")y, we obtain

MGy (ue—r) = (r + k)y(vs),
MGy (ur) = (r + k)y(vs) + (n — 2r — k = 2)y(uwn),
MG )y(vs) = (r+k = Dy(vs) + (n = 2r =k = Dy(w) + (r + Dy (ue—).

Note that Ng«(u¢—yp) \ {u1} € Ng=(u1) \ {ut—r}, we get y(u1) > y(us—r) by Lemma 2.6.
By direct calculation, we have

MG")2y(w) —y(vs)) = (r+k+ Dy(vs) + (n —2r —k = 3)y(ur) — (r + )y(ue—r)
> (r+k+1y(vs) + (n—3r —k —4)y(u;)
> 0,

and hence 2y(u;) > y(vs). Combining this with n > t(r + k4 2) + 1, t > r + 2, we obtain
MG (y(ur) — 2y(ue—r)) = (n —2r —k —2)y(ur) — (r + k)y(vs) > (n —4r — k — 2)y(u1) > 0.

Therefore, we have y(u1) > 2y(us—r). Suppose that e(W,T;) = e; for i = 1,2. Since
y(ui) > 2y(up—y) and 2x(wp—s—¢) > x(vy). Then

T(wn—s—)y(u1) — x(v1)y(ue—r) > y(ue—r) (20 (Wn—s—) — x(v1)) > 0. (21)
By Lemma 2.6, since Ng(w1) \ {v1} € Ng(v1) \ {w1}, we obtain z(v1) > x(w;). Then

y (MG = MG))z

=y (A(G") — A(G))z

= D (@lu)ylvy) +a()yw) + Y (@(u)y(v;) + z(v))y(ui)
u;v; € Ha uv; EL3

= D (w(u)y(vy) + x(vg)y(u))

uiv; €y
>((n—s—=t)(t—r—1)—e)(@(wn—s—t)y(u1) + x(us—r_1)y(w1))
+ U I (o )yon) + ()
(s 7= K+ D)) + 2l )y(on)) — ealaun)yine) + ol )yw)
> ((n—s—D)(t— 1 — 1) — ex) (@(wn_s—)y(ur) + 2(ur_r_1)y(v1))
(== 1)t 7 — 21 )y(w)
—((s=r = k)(r+1) + e2)(@(v1)y(ue—r) + z(ue—r)y(v1))
(since x(v1) > x(wq) and y(v1) = y(wr))
S ((n—s—O(t—r—1)— (s—r—k)(r+1) (1 +€2)) - (@(01)ylee_r) + 2r_p1)y(v1))

Recall that ) rdg_s(v) = e1+ez < rk—14rt—rs. Note that n > t(r+k+2)+1,¢ > r+2, to
prove A(G*) > A(G), we only need to prove that (n—s—t)(t—r—1)—(s—r—k)(r+1)—(e1+e2) >
0. The following proof will proceed based on the value of t.
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Subcase 2.2.2.1. t =r + 2.

m—s—t)(t—r—1)—(s—r—k)(r+1)—(e1 +e2)
>n—s—t—(s—r—k)(r+1)—(rk—1+4+rt—rs)
=t—2s+(t+Dk+7r+r+2 (sincen>tr+k+2)+1)
> t4+(t—Dk+r’+r+4 (sinces<t+k—1)
=>4+ (r4+1)k+2 (sincet=r+2)
> 0.
Subcase 2.2.2.2. t > r + 3.
m—s—t)(t—r—1)—(s—r—k)(r+1)—(e1 + e2)
>2n—s—t)—(s—r—k)(r+1)—(rk—1+71t—rs)
=2 —3s—2t—rt+r°+r+k+1
>t 42tk +2t—3s+r2+r+k+3 (sincen>t(r+k+2)+1)
>(r—Dt+2k(t—1)+r>+7r+6 (sinces<t+k—1)
> 0.
Hence (n —s —t)(t—r—1)—(s—r—k)(r+1) — (e1 +e2) > 0 for t > r + 2, we have
AG*) > MG). Since 0 =) cpdg+—s(v) <r—1=rk—1+7|T3| — r|W|. Hence G* is not

(r, k)-critical and A\(G*) > A(G), which leads a contradiction with the maximality of A\(G).

This completes the proof.
O

5 Concluding Remarks and Future Work

In this section, we explore several extensions to our results and propose a conjecture for future
research. Let Fﬁ’b’o = Fﬁ’b. If we set £ = 0 in Theorems 1.6 and 1.7, we can obtain results
guaranteeing the existence of [a, b]-factor, which are the same conclusion as in [14].

Theorem 5.1. ([1}]) For integers b > a > 1, and let G be a connected graph of order
n>2(b+a+2)(b+2) with minimum degree §(G) > a. If

MG) = M(F?),
then G has an [a, b]-factor, unless G = FoP.

Theorem 5.2. ([14]) For integers b > a > 1, let G be a connected graph of order n >
da + %b + 7 with minimum degree §(G) > a. If

b1
e(G) > (n ; >+ab+2a,

then G has an [a,b]-factor.

If we set k = 0 in Theorem 1.10, we can obtain results guaranteeing the existence of
fractional [a, b]-factor
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Theorem 5.3. For integers b > a > 1, and let G be a connected graph of order n >
2(b+ a+ 2)(b+ 2) with minimum degree 6(G) > a. If

AG) = AED),
then G has a fractional [a,b]-factor, unless G = Joiks

Let Fi0 = F!. By setting k = 0 in Theorem 1.9, we obtain the spectral radius condition
for the existence of a fractional r-factor in a graph, which directly addresses Problem 1.3.

Theorem 5.4. For integersr > 1, and let G be a connected graph of order n > 4(r+1)(r+2)
with minimum degree 6(G) > r. If
AG) = A(Fy),

then G has a fractional r-factor, unless G = F].

Let X, Y are disjoint subsets of V(G) and r is positive integer. We call a component C
of G— (X UY) odd if r|V(C)| + eq(Y,V(C)) is odd. Then we use hg(X,Y) to denote the
number of odd components of G— (X UY’). Liu and Yu [26] established conditions for a graph
to be (7, k)-critical. Li and Yan generalized the conclusions of [29].

Lemma 5.5. ([26, 29]) Let v and k be integers with r > 2 and k > 0, and G be a graph of
order n > r+k-+1. Then G is (r,k)-critical if and only if

rIX[=r[Y[+ ) de-x(v) = ha(X,Y) > 1k
veY

for every pair X, Y of disjoint subsets of V(G) with |X| > k.

Lemma 5.5 shows that analyzing (r, k)-critical graphs is challenging due to their depen-
dence on the number of components. We conclude by posing a conjecture for future research.

Conjecture 5.6. For integers v > 2 and k > 0, and let G be a connected graph of order
n>22r+k+2)(r+k+2) with minimum degree 6(G) > r + k. If

MG) = MER),

then G is a (r, k)-critical graph, unless G = Fy*.
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