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Note on the product of the largest
and the smallest eigenvalue of a graph

A. Abiad* C. Dalf6f M. A. Fiol

Abstract

In this note, we use eigenvalue interlacing to derive an inequal-
ity between the maximum degree of a graph and its maximum and
minimum adjacency eigenvalues. The case of equality is fully charac-
terized.

1 Introduction

Spectral graph theory seeks to deduce the structural properties of a graph
from its spectrum. Eigenvalue interlacing provides a powerful tool for obtain-
ing inequalities and regularity results concerning the structure of graphs in
terms of eigenvalues of the adjacency matrix; see, for instance, Brouwer and
Haemers [4] and Haemers [10]. In addition, studying the cases of equality in
such inequalities often provides interesting information on the structure of
the graph.

Let G be a (connected) graph with n vertices and adjacency matrix having
eigenvalues A\; > --- > \,. Not many bounds involving the product of the
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largest and smallest eigenvalue, A\; and \,, of a graph seem to exist. In
fact, we are only aware of an inequality obtained by Haemers [10, Theorem
3.3], who provides an upper bound for the independence number « of a
non-regular graph, extending the celebrated Hoffman ratio bound for regular
graphs o < n/[1—(A\1/\,)] (see [10, Theorem 3.2]). Namely, Haemers proved
that, if G is a graph with n vertices, minimum degree 9, and independence
number «, then
ad?
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Several papers, such as the one by Gregory, Hershkowitz, and Kirkland
[9], are on the graph spread, that is, A; — A,,. There is also quite some work
on bounding the sum A, + A, see, for instance, Brandt [3], Csikvéri [5] and
Balogh, Clemen, Lidicky, Norin, and Volec [2]. Moreover, bounds on A\
knowing A,, or the other way around, have been obtained by Rojo, Rojo,
and Soto [L1].

The structure of this note is as follows. We start Section 2] by providing
some basic definitions and some known results, such as the interlacing theo-
rem. In Section 3] we present our main result, that is, an inequality involving
only the maximum degree A of a graph and the product of its maximum and
minimum adjacency eigenvalues. Moreover, the case of equality is fully char-
acterized, and some infinite families satisfying it are provided. Finally, in
Section [4] we show that our bound can outperform the other known bound
of a similar nature by Haemers [10, Theorem 3.3].

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this note, G = (V, E) denotes a (simple and connected) graph
with n = |V vertices, and adjacency matrix A with eigenvalues

M(G) = A2(G) = -+ = A(G).
Moreover, G(u) stands for the set of vertices adjacent to a given vertex u € V.

Given two square matrices A and B with eigenvalues A\; > --- > A, and
fy >+ >, (with m < n), we say that the second sequence interlaces the
first if, for all e = 1,...,m, it follows that \; > p; > A\

A basic result about interlacing is the following (see Haemers [10]).
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Theorem 1. Let S be a real n x m matriz such that STS = I, and let A
be an n X n matrix with eigenvalues \y > --- > \,. Define B = STAS, and
call its eigenvalues g >+ > -

(1) The eigenvalues of B interlace those of A.

(12) If p; = N or pi; = Ay_mi, then there is an eigenvector v of B for p;
such that Sv is an eigenvector of A for ;.

(7i1) If there is an integer k € {0,...,m} such that \; = p; for 1 < i <k,
and p; = Ap—mai for k+1 < i < m (tight interlacing), then SB = AS.

Let A be the adjacency matrix of a graph G = (V, E). We distinguish
two interesting cases of eigenvalue interlacing depending on the matrix B:

1. If B is a principal submatriz of A, then B corresponds to the adjacency
matrix of an induced subgraph G’ of G.

2. If for a given partition of the vertices of G, say V =U;U---UU,,, B is
the so-called quotient matriz of A. The entries of B, which are denoted

by b;; fori,j = 1,...,m, are the average row sums of the corresponding
blocks A;; of A.

Moreover, if the interlacing is tight, Theorem [I(éii) reflects that S
corresponds to a regular (or equitable) partition of A, that is, each
block of the partition has constant row and column sums. Then, the
bipartite induced subgraphs G;;, with adjacency matrices A,;, for ¢ # j,
are biregular, and the subgraphs G;; are regular.

The cone graph over a graph H is obtained by adding a new vertex v and
joining it to all vertices of H. The following result is well known; see, for
instance, Brouwer and Haemers [4, Ch. 1, Ex. 6].

Lemma 2. Let G = H' + v be the cone graph on n vertices, over the 0-
reqular (connected) graph H' with n — 1 vertices and eigenvalues 6,(= 0) >
Oy >--->0,_1. Then, G has eigenvalues

1

Oy > --->0,_1, together with o= 3 (dj: \/m> .

Notice that A\;(> d) is the spectral radius of GG, whereas, in principle, Ay
is not necessarily the minimum eigenvalue of G.
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3 The new bound

In this section we present our main result: an upper bound on the product
of the maximum and minimum eigenvalues of a graph. This bound is very
useful when we only know information about the maximum degree of the
graph.

Theorem 3. Let G be a graph on n vertices with maximum degree A = A(G)
and eigenvalues Apax(G) = M (G) > -+ > M\(G) = Ain(G). Then,

_)\min(G))‘max(G) Z A (2)

Moreover, equality holds if and only if G = H' + wu is a cone graph over a
d-regular graph H' on A = n — 1 vertices (the degree of u) and minimum
eigenvalue satisfying

Amin(H') > (5-v6?1i55). (3)

|~

Proof. Let u be a vertex of G with maximum degree A, and consider the
graph H induced by the vertex set {u} U G(u). Let us first prove that H
satisfies (2)). If A’ is the adjacency matrix of the graph H' = (G(u)) induced
by G(u), the adjacency matrix A of H is of the form

a=(5 &) @

where j is the all-1 vector with A entries. Then, its quotient matrix (where
each block is replaced by the average sum of its arrows) is

a-(13)
where § is the mean degree of H’. Since the eigenvalues of Q' are
Am:%Givﬁ+m)
we have, by interlacing,
Amax(H) > A1 > Ay > Apin(H). (5)
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Then, noting that

A —2A 1/~
== 25(6—\/62+4A):>\2,
1

we have
A(H) S A

- )\maX(H) o )\1 -
and (2)) follows. In fact, as pointed out by Haemers (personal communication,
2024), this can be proved more directly by noting that

—Mmax (H)Amin(H) > =My = — det(Q) = A.
Now, since H is an induced subgraph of G, we have, again by interlacing,
Amax(G) > Amax(H) > Anin(H) > Amin(G).
Thus, using (@),

_% > _ﬁ(m > Ain(H) > Ain (), (7)

and (2)) holds.

Now, the equality in (2)) first implies equalities in (@), that is Apax(H) =
A1 and Apin(H) = Xo. Consequently, we have tight interlacing, and ()
corresponds to a regular partition of H. That is, H = H' +v is a cone graph
over the regular graph H’ with degree § = §. Second, assuming that H is a
proper subgraph of G, the equalities in (@) imply that Apax(G) = Apax(H).
However, this is impossible since the spectral radius of a proper subgraph
of a graph G is known to be smaller than the spectral radius of G (see,
for instance, Cvetkovi¢, Rowlinson and Simi¢ [6, Prop. 3.1.10]). Therefore,
G = H = H' + u is a cone graph, as claimed. Conversely, if G = H' + v is
a cone graph over a d-regular graph H’ with minimum eigenvalue satisfying
@), by Lemma[2] we have that Ay (H) = Auin(G) = A2 = % (5 — V02 + 4A)
and, hence, we get the equality in (2)). O

For example, (3]) is satisfied when G is a cone graph of the following type:
(1) G =K, = K,_1 + u, the complete graph on n vertices.
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ii1) G = S,-1 = (n—1)K; + u, the star graph with n — 1 rays.
i) G = W1 = Cp,_1 + u, the wheel graph with n — 1 spokes with n > 8.

(
(
(iv) G = O(k) + v, where O(k) is the odd graph of degree k.
(

v) Qk + u, where @), is the k-cube of dimension k with & > 7.

Indeed, let ¢(5,A) = % (5 — Vo2 + 4A), and let us check that the con-
dition (B) on H' holds. (Recall that A is used both for the degree of u, or
maximum degree of GG, and the number of vertices of H'.)

(7) The complete graph H' = K,,_; on A = n—1 vertices, has degree § = n—2
and its smallest eigenvalue is Apin(H') = —1 = ¢p(n — 2,n — 1).

(77) The graph H' = (n — 1)K; with A = n — 1 isolated vertices has degree
d = 0, and its smallest eigenvalue is Apin(H') = 0 > ¢(0,n — 1) =
—/n —1.

2km )

(7i1) The cycle graph H' = C,,_; on n—1 vertices has eigenvalues 2 cos ( =
fork =0,...,n—2. Since W3 = H'+v = K, we can assume that n > 5.
For these values the minimum of 2 cos (2:%) is when k = (n/2)—1,n/2
for even n, and when k = (n — 1)/2 for odd n. In the fist case the

minimum eigenvalue Ay, (H') = 2 cos (( ) > p(2,n—1) =1—4/n,

excepting the case for n = 6. In the second case, Apin(H') = =2 >
1 — /n excepting when n =5, 7.

(iv) The Odd graph H' = O(k) on A = (kk ') vertices, has degree § = k and
its smallest eigenvalue is Apin(H') = —(k — 1) > ¢(k,A). Thus, the
successive values of ¢(k,A) for k = 3,4,5,6,... are (approximately)
—2, —4.245, —9, —18.702,... Then, for instance, G = P + v, with
P = O(3) being the Petersen graph, has maximum degree A = 10 and
different eigenvalues 5,1, —2, so satisfying equality in (2]).

(v) The k-cube H' = Q) has A = 2* vertices, degree § = k, and its smallest
eigenvalue is A\pin(H') = —k > ¢(k, 2F) when k > 7.

From Theorem [, we obtain the following straightforward consequences.



Order Proportion
4 2/4=0.5
14/19 ~ 0.737
79/107 =~ 0.738
692/849 ~ 0.815
9489/11100 ~ 0.855

o 3 O Ot

Table 1: Proportion of small irregular graphs for which the new bound (2))
outperforms the known bound ().

Corollary 4.

(1) If G is a (non-trivial) reqular graph, then its minimum eigenvalue sat-
1sfies Amin < —1, with equality if and only if G is a complete graph.

(13) If G is a bipartite graph with maximum degree A and spectral radius
Amax, then A < X2 and equality holds if and only if G = Sa.

max’

4 Bounds comparison

When equality does not hold in (2]), it is interesting to compare our bound to
the one by Haemers (Il). Apart from the fact that (2]) is more ‘economical’ in
the sense that it uses only the maximum degree, in general, (2] gives a better
bound for —A;\, when « is not very large. Namely, from A > ad?/(n — ),
we obtain that (2) outperforms (Il) when

n

a < .
62
1+Z

In contrast, Haemers’ bound ([J) is better than (2) for the case of bipartite
biregular graphs. In fact, we will show that, for such graphs, equality holds
in (). A bipartite graph G = (V, E) with V' = V] U V5 is biregular if all the
vertices of the stable set Vi have degree k;, whereas all the vertices of V5 have
degree ko. Then, notice that by counting in two ways the number of edges

of G, we have
kiny = kona, (8)
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where n; = |Vi|, for i = 1,2. Since G is bipartite and biregular, its maximum
and minimum eigenvalues are A\; = —\,, = k1 ks (see, for example, [1] by the
authors). Moreover, assuming that n; > ng, its minimum degree is § = ky,
and its independence number is a(G) = ny. Therefore, using (8), the bound
in ({I) become

ad? nik? nik

= — = =k = kaky = — M,

n—uo n—mny N9

as claimed. Thus, since the maximum degree is A = ko, Haemers’ bound ()

outperforms (2)) except when k; = 1, which corresponds to the mentioned
star graph Sg,, as a special case in Theorem [3

In fact, this can be seen as a particular case of the following result by
the authors [I, Proposition 3.1, which can be seen as the bipartite version
of Haemers’ bound.

Proposition 5 ([1]). Let G = (ViUV3, E) be a bipartite graph with mazimum
and minimum eigenvalues Ay and A\, = —\y. Let §; be the mean degree of
the vertices in V;, for i =1,2. Then,

—MA, = AT > 0,09, 9)

with equality if, and only if, G is bireqular with degrees ki = 81 and ky = 5.

Then, if G has minimum degree § and maximum degree A, ([@) (or (D)
with a = |V1| > |V3|) and () imply that, for a bipartite graph,

— M, = AT > max{§?, A}
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