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Abstract

In this paper we establish connections between common neighborhood Lapla-
cian and common neighborhood signless Laplacian energies and the first Zagreb
index of a graph G. We introduce the concepts of CNL-hyperenergetic and CNSL-
hyperenergetic graphs and showed that G is neither CNL-hyperenergetic nor CNSL-
hyperenergetic if G is a complete bipartite graph. We obtain certain relations be-
tween various energies of a graph. Finally, we conclude the paper with several
bounds for common neighborhood Laplacian and signless Laplacian energies of a
graph.
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1 Introduction

Let G be a finite simple graph with adjacency matrix A(G) and degree matrix D(G). The
spectrum of G is the set of all the eigenvalues of A(G) with multiplicity. Let L(G) :=
D(G) — A(G) and Q(G) := D(G) + A(G) be the Laplacian and signless Laplacian matrices
of G, respectively. More than thousands of research papers are studied on the adjacency,
Laplacian and signless Laplacian eigenvalues of graphs, especially the most recent works
[2,23,26] and the references therein. Then the Laplacian spectrum and the signless

Laplacian spectrum of G are the sets of all the eigenvalues (with multiplicity) of L(G)
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and Q(G), respectively. Corresponding to these spectra, energy (E(G)), Laplacian energy
(LE(G)) and signless Laplacian energy (LET(G)) of G are defined as

tr(D(9))
B(9) = al, LE(G) = g - TG
aespg(g) BeLgc(g) |V(g)\ ‘
and
+(G) — _ tr(D(9))
LEY(G) = Y. o |

Y€Q-spec(G)
where Spec(G), L-spec(G) and Q-spec(G) are the spectrum, Laplacian spectrum and sign-
less Laplacian spectrum of G; tr(D(G)) is the trace of D(G) and V(G) is the set of vertices
of G.

In 1978, Gutman [I7] has introduced the notion of E(G), which has been studied
extensively by many mathematicians over the years (see [20] and the references therein).
In 2006, Gutman and Zhou [22] have introduced the notion of LE(G); and in 2008,
Gutman et al. [19] have introduced the notion of LE™(G).

Let Ng(v;) be the neighborhood set of vertex v; in G. Also let dg(v;) be the degree
of the vertex v; in G, that is, dg(v;) = |Ng(v;)|. Let mg(v;) be the average degree of the
adjacent vertices of vertex v; in G. If v; is an isolated vertex in G, then we assume that
mg(v;) = 0. Hence dg(v;) mg(v;) = > dg(vj). The common neighborhood of two
vertices v; and v; is the set Ng(v;) F:]]\}Jg?zib;(i) N(v;, v;), (say), containing all the vertices
other than v; and v; that are adjacent to both v; and v;. The common neighborhood
matrix CN(G) of G is given by

CN(G)i; = {|N(Ui,vj)| 1fz ? j:’

0 if 1 = j,
where CN(G);; is the (¢, 7)-th entry of CN(G). The common neighborhood spectrum
(also known as CN-spectrum) of G, denoted by CN-spec(G), is the set of all eigenvalues of
CN(G) with multiplicity. We write CN-spec(G) = {ui*, 5%, . . ., up* }, where the exponents
a; of p; are the multiplicities of u; for ¢« = 1,2,...,k; and pq, po, . . ., ux are the distinct

eigenvalues of CN(G). The common neighborhood energy (also known as CN-energy) of



G, denoted by Ecy(G), is defined as

Eon(@ = Y lul

peCN-spec(G)

The concepts of CN-spectrum and CN-energy are relatively new and not much explored.
A graph G is called CN-hyperenergetic if Eon(G) > Eon(Kjv(g)), where Ky (g is the
complete graph on |V(G)|-vertices. The concepts of CN-energy and CN-hyperenergetic
graphs were introduced by Alwardi et al. [I] in 2011. It is worth mentioning that the
concept of hyperenergetic graph was introduced by Walikar et al. [28] and Gutman [I§],
independently in 1999. Recall that G is called hyperenergetic if E(G) > E(Kv(g)). L-
hyperenergetic and Q-hyperenergetic graphs were defined in a similar way and these were
introduced in [15]. Very recently, certain mathematical properties on CN(G) and Ecy(G)
of G are studied, see [25] and the references cited therein.

In this paper we introduce the concepts of common neighborhood Laplacian spectrum,
common neighborhood signless Laplacian spectrum and their corresponding energies of a
graph G. In Section 2, we establish relations between these energies and the first Zagreb
index of a graph. In Section 3, we introduce the concepts of CNL-hyperenergetic and
CNSL-hyperenergetic graphs and show that G is neither CNL-hyperenergetic nor CNSL-
hyperenergetic if G is a complete bipartite graph. In Section 4, we obtain certain relations
between various energies of a graph. Finally, in Section 5, we conclude this paper with
several bounds for common neighborhood Laplacian and signless Laplacian energies of a

graph.

2 Definition and connection with Zagreb index

First we observe that the (i, j)-th entry of D(G) is given by
W(g)‘A(Q) ifi=jandi=1,2 V(9)|
ik fi=jandi=1,2,..., ,
D(G)ij =1 i=1 g
0 if i # 4,

where A(G);x is the (i, k)-th entry of A(G). Thus D(G) is a diagonal matrix whose

diagonal entries are the corresponding row sums of the adjacency matrix of G. Similarly,
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we define common neighborhood row sum matrix (abbreviated as CNRS-matrix) of G as
given below:

)

[V(G)I
CN(G)ix ifi=jandi=12,...,|V(G)],
2

(G
2

1
0 if i # j,
where CNRS(G) is the CNRS-matrix of G and CNRS(G), ; is the (i, j)-th entry of CNRS(G).

CNRS(G);; =

The common neighborhood Laplacian matrix and the common neighborhood signless
Laplacian matrix (abbreviated as CNL-matrix and CNSL-matrix) of G, denoted by CNL(G)
and CNSL(G), respectively, are defined as

CNL(G) := CNRS(G) — CN(G) and CNSL(G) := CNRS(G) + CN(G).

Note that the matrices CNL(G) and CNSL(G) are symmetric and positive semidefi-
nite. The set of eigenvalues of CNL(G) and CNSL(G) with multiplicities are called
common neighborhood Laplacian spectrum and common neighborhood signless Lapla-
cian spectrum (abbreviated as CN-Laplacian spectrum and CN-signless Laplacian spec-
trum) of G, respectively. We write CNL-spec(G) and CNSL-spec(G) to denote CN-
Laplacian spectrum and CN-signless Laplacian spectrum of G, respectively. By writ-

ing CNL-spec(G) = {#?, 22, ..., v}*} and CNSL-spec(G) = {¢¢", 052,..., 0%} we mean

that vy, vs, ..., 1y are the distinct eigenvalues of CNL(G) with corresponding multiplicities
bi, by, ..., byand o1, 09, ..., 0, are the distinct eigenvalues of CNSL(G) with correspond-
ing multiplicities ¢y, co, ..., ¢p-

Corresponding to CN-Laplacian spectrum and CN-signless Laplacian spectrum of G
we define common neighborhood Laplacian energy and common neighborhood signless
Laplacian energy (abbreviated as CNL-energy and CNSL-energy) of G. The CNL-energy
and CNSL-energy of G, denoted by LEcn(G) and LE/ G, are as defined below:

tr(CNRS(G))
LE N(g) = -~ @@ =77 (1>
O o
and

0€CNSL-spec(G)
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This appends two new entries in the list of energies prepared by Gutman and Furtula [21].
Following the concepts of various hyperenergetic graphs [1,15,[18 28], we introduce the
concepts of CNL-hyperenergetic and CNSL-hyperenergetic graphs. A graph G is called
CNL-hyperenergetic and CNSL-hyperenergetic if

LEcn(G) > LEcn(K|v(g)) and LESy(G) > LES N (Kjvg)),

respectively.
The following lemma is useful in computing CN-Laplacian spectrum and CN-signless

Laplacian spectrum of a graph having disconnected components.

Lemma 2.1. If G =G UG, U---UGy (that is, G1,Gs,...,Gx are the disconnected com-
ponents of G ), then

CNL-spec(G) = CNL-spec(G; ) U CNL-spec(Gy) U - - - U CNL-spec(Gy)
and
CNSL-spec(G) = CNSL-spec(G;) U CNSL-spec(Gs) U - - - U CNSL-spec(Gy)
counting multiplicities.

Recall that first Zagreb index M;(G) is defined as
V()
MG = > do(w)* = > (dglvi) + do(vy).
i=1 viv;€E(G)
Mathematical properties on the first Zagreb index was reported in [3,5H10]. By [8], we

have [V(G)I V(G)l
My (G) = Z dg(v;)* = Z dg(vi) mg(vs). (3)

The following lemmas are useful in deriving relations between CN-Laplacian energy, CN-

signless Laplacian energy and first Zagreb index.

Lemma 2.2. [5] Let G be a graph of order |V(G)|. Then for each v; € V(G),

Vgl
> NN Ng(w)l = Y0 (dolvy) = 1) = dg(vs) mg(v:) — dg(vy),
k:Lk;ﬁZ szviijE(g)

where dg(v;) is the degree of the vertex v; in G.
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Lemma 2.3. Let G be a graph with |e(G)| edges and the first Zagreb index M;(G). Then
tr(CNRS(G)) = M1(G) — 2 e(G)].

Proof. From the definition with Lemma 2.2 and (3], we obtain

tr(CNRS(G)) = > CNRS(G);,

V@)l V(9

= > INg(vi) N Ng(vy)|
=1 j=1,j#i
V(9)l

This completes the result. O

We conclude this section with the following relations between LEcn(G), LEZSy(G)
and M;(G) which can be obtained from (), (2] and Lemma 2.3

Theorem 2.4. Let G be a graph with |e(G)| edges and the first Zagreb index M1(G). Then

LEcn(G) = ), _2| |‘

v€CNL-spec(G)

and

LE(JJFN(Q) = Z

0€CNSL-spec(G)

_Mi(9) —2Ie(9)|‘
V(G)] '

3 CN-(signless) Laplacian spectrum and CN-(signless)
Laplacian energy

In this section we compute CN-(signless) Laplacian spectrum and CN-(signless) Laplacian

energy of some classes of graphs and discuss their properties.

Example 3.1. For n = 1, it is clear that CNL-spec(K;) = {0'}, CNSL-spec(K;) = {0'}

and so LEcy = 0, LE;EN = 0. Therefore, we consider n > 2. We have
CN(K,) = (n—2)A(K,) and CNRS(K,)=diag[(n —1)(n—2),..., (n —1)(n —2)],
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so CNL(K,) = (n — 2)L(K,) and CNSL(K,) = (n — 2)Q(K,). Also, L-spec(K,) =
{0", "1} and Q-spec(K,) = {(2(n — 1IN (n — 2)"‘1}. Therefore CNL-spec(K,,) =
{01, (n(n — 2))n—1} and CNSL-spec(K,,) = {(2(n ~D(n-2))", ((n— 2)2)n—1}. We have
tr(CNRS(K,)) = n(n — 1)(n — 2) and so ZENRSER) — (), _ 1)(n — 2). Therefore

|V (Kn)|
tr(CNRS(K,)) |
) ] ) = -1n-2)
n(n —2) — ”((ig&s,ﬁ")) ‘ —nn—2)— (n—1)(n—2) = (n—2),
and
200 - 1)(n -2 - D - 1y )
(n -2 - R 27 = 0 - D= 2] = = (0 - D =n -2

Hence, by () and (2)), we obtain
LEcy(Kp)=n—1)(n—=2)+(n—1)(n—2)=2(n—1)(n—2)
and

LESp(Ky) = (n—1)(n—2) + (n— 1)(n— 2) = 2(n — 1)(n — 2).

By [1, Proposition 2.4], it follows that if G; and Gy are two disconnected component
of G, then Ecn(G) = Ecn(G1) + Ecn(Ga). However, LEoN(G) # LEcn(G1) + LEcn(G2)
and LES\(G) # LES(G1) + LE v (G2), if G = G U Gy, For example, if G = K, L K
then, by Lemma 2.1 with the above result, it follows that

CNL-spec(G) = {0% 8% 24°} and CNSL-spec(G) = {4%, (12)}, (16)°, (40)'}.

We have

tr(CNRS(G)) _ tr(CNRS(K4) +tr(CNRS(Ks) 24 +120 144
V@) 10 10 10"

Therefore, by () and (2)), we obtain

144 144 144
144 64 96
=2 S — — =
X 10 +3><10+5><10 96,
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but LECN(K4) + LECN(K6) =124+40= 52, and

+ _
LECN(G) =3 10 10 10

lo4 24 80 256 _ 672
100 10 10 10 10’

4—% +1><'12—11i04'+5><'16—% +1x‘40—%

=2 X
but LE;N(K4) + LE;N(K6) =12+ 40 = 52.

Example 3.2. We now compute CN-(signless) Laplacian spectrum and CN-(signless)
Laplacian energy of the complete bipartite graph K, ,, on (m + n)-vertices. For this, let
V(Kmn) = {01, Vay .oy Umy Umt1, Umt2y - -y Umint and {v1,va, .., U by {Ums1s Umta, - - s
Um+n } be two partitions of V (K, ) such that every vertex in one set is adjacent to every
vertex in the other set. We have

nA(K,,) 0

ONErm) = | m A(K,)

and

CNRS(K,,n) = diag[(m — 1)n, ..., (m — 1)@, (n—1m,...,(n— 1)773]

' '

m-times n-times

Thus we have
n L(K,,)

CNL(K,, ) = 0 m L(K

] and CNSL(K,,,) = [nQ(Km) ! ] .

0 mQ(K,)

Since L-spec(K,,) = {0', m™ '} and L-spec(K,) = {0', n"~1}, therefore

CNL-spec(EKyn) = {<n % 0)L, (n x m)™ L, (m x 0)L, (m x n)"_l} - {02, (mn)m+"—2}.

We ha,Ve tr(CNRS(Km,n)) _ mn(m +n— 2)

and so
[V (Km,n)l

m-+n

0— tr(CNRS(Knn)) ‘ _ mn(m+n—2)

tr(CNRS(Kmm))‘ _ 2mn
|V (Eomn)|

and |mn —
‘ V(Kpn)|

m+n Cm4n

Hence, by (), we get

LEox (Ko ) = 2mn(m +n — 2) N 2mn(m +n — 2) _ 4mn(m—|—n—2).

m—+n m—+n m—+n



In particular, for m = n, we obtain CNL-spec(K,, ) = {02, (m2)2m—2} and LEcn (Ko ) =
dm(m — 1).

Again since Q-spec(K,,) = {(Q(m — 1Y (m — 2)’”_1} and Q-spec(K,) = {(2(n -
L, (n— 2)"‘1}, therefore,

CNSLespec(K) = { (2n(m = 1) (n(m = 2))" 7, 2m(n — 1), (m(n —2)""'}.

Note that if m = n = 1, then K;; = K,. Hence, CNSL-spec(K,,,) = CNSL-spec(K>)
={0%} and LE/\(K11) = LE}y(K3) = 0. We now assume that n > 2 or m > 2. Now,

tr(CNRS(Knn)) mn(m +n — 2)
on(m —1) — ) = op(m — 1) —
=) = ) =) =
”fgf) if m = 1,
n(m + n)T(nm—i_—nQ) + 2mn > 2,
oy Ur(CNRS(Kma))| mn(m+n—2)|  2n?
n(m =2) V(Kpnn)l = |m=2) m+n om+n’
tr(CNRS(Kn0)) mn(m +n — 2)
9 1) — ’ - —1) —
m(n —1) ViK) 2m(n — 1) -
@%E%Q itn=1,
m(m+n)(n+— 2) 4+ 2mn 0>
m+n
and
tr(CNRS(K 1)) mn(m +n — 2) 2m?
— 2 i 2 = — 2 —_ - .
m(n — 2) V(Komn)| m(n —2) m+n m+n

For m =1 and n > 2, by (2)), we have

nn—1) m+1)n-2)+2n 2(n—-1) 2(n-1)(n+2)
LE: (K,,,) = — .
onBma) = = n+1 R n+1

For m > 2 and n =1, by (@), we have

LES () = WO =B 2 2m =) | — 1) _ 20m = Dim +2)
m+1 m+ 1 m+1 mt1




For m,n > 2, by (2)), we have

LES\ (Komn)
n(m 4 n)(m —2) + 2mn . 2m2(m — 1) N m(m+n)(n —2) + 2mn N 2m?(n — 1)
- m-+n m-+n m+n men
_A(m?(n = 1) + n’(m ~ 1))
o m-+n '
Hence
0 ifm=1andn =1,
2 .
(n—1)(n+2) if m=1andn > 2,
n+1
LE} (Kmy) = —
m+ 1
Alm2(n — 200 _
(m*(n—1) +n*(m —1)) if m,n > 2.
L m+n

In particular, for m = n, we obtain CNSL-spec(K,,,) = {(2m(m —1))2, (m(m —
2))2<m—1>} and LESy(Kpn) = 4m(m — 1),

Proposition 3.3. Let G be the complement of a graph G and Gy V Go be the join of two
graphs Gy and G,.

(a) IfG=K,, VK, V---V K, then
CNL-spec(G) = {0, ((n1 +ng + - -+ ) (01 + ng + - - + my, — 2))mFmtime=y,
CNSL-spec(G) = {(2(ni+ng+- - +np—1)(ny+ngt- - Ang—2)), (n1+ngt- - +np—2)%)" 1}
and

LECN(g) = 2(”1 +ng+ -+ np — 1)(711 +ng+ 4N — 2) = LE;N(Q)

(b) If G =K,,V K,, then

dmn(m +n — 2)
m+n

Y

CNL-spec(G) = {02, (mn)m+”_2} and LEcy(G) =
CNSL-spec(G) = {(Qn(m — 1)L (n(m —2)", 2m(n — 1), (m(n — 2))"_1}

10



and

(
2n —
(n= D +2) ifm=1andn > 2,
n-+1
2 —1 2
LEN(G) = 4 (m —1)(m +2) ifm>2andn =1,
m+1
4(m?(n —1 2 —1
(m*(n—1) +n*(m—1)) ifmn > 2.
\ m-+n
Proof. The results follow from Examples 3.1l and noting that K,,, VK,,V---VK,, =
Kn1+n2+...+nk and Km V Fn = Km7n. I

Proposition 3.4. The graph K,,,, is not CNL-hyperenergetic.

Proof. By Examples B.1] and B.2] we obtain

4 —2
LEcn(Kpin) — LEoN(Kpp) = 2(m+n —1)(m+n —2) — mn(m +n )

m-+n
_mm—=1)+n(n—-1)](m+n-2) _
B m+n o
with equality if and only if m = n = 1. Therefore,
LEcn(Kpin) 2 LEoN(Kpn)
with equality if and only if m = n = 1. Hence, the result follows. O

Corollary 3.5. If Sy denotes the star graph with one internal node and k leaves, then

Ak —1)

CNL-spec(Sy) = {02, k‘k_l} and LEcn(Sy) = E 1

Moreover, Sy is not CNL-hyperenergetic.

Proof. The result follows from Example and Proposition [3.4] noting that S, = K.
]

Proposition 3.6. The graph K, ,, is not CNSL-hyperenergetic.

Proof. If m = n =1 then we have LE/ (K1) = LE} y(K32) = 0. Therefore, we consider

the case when m,n are not equal to 1 simultaneously. By Example Bl we have
LE y(Kpin) =2(m+n—1)(m+n —2). (4)

11



For m =1 and n > 2, by (@) and Example B2 we have

2(n —1)(n +2)

LEgN(Km—irn) - LE(—EN(Km,n) =2n(n—1) - nt1

_ 2(n —1)(n? —2) -
n+1 '

For n =1 and m > 2, by (@) and Example B2 we have

2(m —1)(m + 2)
m+1

LEgN(Kmﬁ-n) - LE(—EN(Km,n) =2m(m —1) —

_ 2(m —1)(m? — 2) -0
m+ 1 '

For m,n > 2, by (@) and Example B.2] we have

LEé‘_N(KmHL) - LEé‘_N(Km,n>
4(m2(n—1) + n*(m —1))
m+n

=2(m+n—1)(m+n—2)—
=2m*+n*+m+n)+(m—n)?+2mn(m+n—2) >0,
since m +n — 2 > 0. Therefore,
LESy (Knin) > LEfy (o).
Hence, the result follows. O

Corollary 3.7. If Sy, denotes the star graph with one internal node and k leaves then

2(k — 1)(k + 2)
kE+1 ’

CNSL-spec(Sy) = {01, 20k — 1), ((k — 2))’f—1} and LEZy(Sy) =
Moreover, Sy is not CNSL-hyperenergetic.
Proof. The result follows from Example and Proposition [3.6] noting that Sy = K.

O

4 Relation between various energies

In this section we derive some relations between Ecy, LEcy, LE!y, E, LE and LE" of

a graph G. Let e(G) be the set of edges of a graph G. Let Spec(M) and E(M) be the

12



spectrum and energy of a real square symmetric matrix M of size n. Then Spec(M) =

{p1, oy - -+, fn}, where pq, o, .. ., p, are eigenvalues (not necessarily distinct) of M, and
E(M) = |ul.
i=1
The following two lemmas are useful in obtaining a relation between Eon(G) and E(G).

Lemma 4.1. [I, Proposition 2.7] Let G be any graph. Then CN(G) = A(G)* — D(G).

Lemma 4.2. [I2, Lemma 2.10] Let M; and My be two real square symmetric matrices

of order n and let M = My, + Ms. Then
E(M) < E(M) + E(Ma).
Theorem 4.3. Let G be any graph with |e(G)| edges. Then Ecn(G) < E(G)? + 2|e(G)].

Proof. By Lemmas 1] and [4.2] we obtain

=E(A(G)* + (=D(9))) < E(A(G)) + E(=D(G)). (5)

Let Spec(G) = {\1, X, ..., \n}, where n = |[V(G)|. Then Spec(A(G)?) = {\3,)3,..., A2}

»'n

Therefore,

B(A9)) =3 IN] < <Z|M> = E(9).

Again, let Spec(D(G)) = {dg(v1),dg(va),...,dg(v,)}. Then Spec(—D(G)) = {—dg(v1),
—dg(v3),...,—dg(v,)}. Therefore

E(=D(G)) =Y | —dg(v)| =) dg(v:) = 2 x [e(G)| = E(D(G)).
i=1 =1
Hence, the result follows from (). O

Corollary 4.4. Let G be any graph of order |V (G)| with |e(G)| edges. Then Ecn(G) <
2@ ([V(9)] +1).

13



Proof. 1t is well-known that E(G) < 1/2]e(G)||V(G)|. Using the above result with The-

orem [1.3] we obtain
Eon(G) < E(G)? +2le(G)] < 2e(G)| V()] + 2|e(9)].
Hence the result follows. O

Theorem 4.5. Let G be any graph with |e(G)| edges and the first Zagreb index My (G).
Then LEcn(G) < Eon(G) +2 <M1(g) -2 |6(g)|> and LES(G) < Ecn(G) +2 <M1(g) -
2e(9)]).

Proof. By Theorem 2.4 we have

Mi(G) —2]e(9)]
LEcN(G) = —
VECNLZspec(g) V(9)] ‘

< D> W+ D>

M;(G) —2\6(9)\'

v€CNL-spec(G) v€CNL-spec(G) |V(g) |
M (G) —2|e(G
~B(ONL(g)) + |)V(g)||6( ) S
v€CNL-spec(G)

—E(CNRS(G) — CN(G)) + My(G) — 2e(G))-

Using Lemmas .21 & 2.3 and the fact that E(CN(G)) = E(—CN(G)) & E(CNRS(G)) =
tr(CNRS(G)), we obtain

LEcn(G) < E(CNRS(G)) + E(CN(G)) + Mi(G) — 2e(9)|
= Eon(9) +2 (M1(9) — 2 e(9)]).
Similarly, the bound for LE/,(G) follows from Theorem 2.4l and Lemma 2] O

As a consequence of Theorems and (1.5 we get the following relations between

E(G), LEcn(G) and LE/\(G).

Corollary 4.6. Let G be any graph with |e(G)| edges and the first Zagreb index My (G).
Then LEcn(G) and LE/(G) are bounded above by

B(G)* +2 (Mi(G) ~ [e(9)]).

14



Remark 4.7. Theorem .3 gives relation between Ecy(G) and E(G). Theorem 5] and
Corollary give relations between LEcn(G), LELN(G), Ecn(G) and E(G). However,
using the facts that

B(A9)*) = >_ IX| = 2le(9)] < E(9)?

and

Y. I=tr(CNRS(G)) = Mi(G) —2[e(@)|= > o],

v€CNL-spec(G) c€CNSL-spec(G)

we get the following better upper bounds for Ecn(G), LEcy(G) and LE}\(G):
Een(G) < 4le(G)] < 2E(9), (6)

LEcy(9) < 2tr(CNRS()) = 2 (Mi(@) —21e(@)]) = LEGN (@) (7)

In Section 5, we shall obtain more bounds for LEcn(G) and LE/(G).

Recall that the derived graph of G, denoted by G' is the graph with vertex set V(G),

in which two vertices are adjacent if and only if their distance in G is two.

Theorem 4.8. If G is a triangle- and quadrangle-free graph, then LEcn(G) = LE(GT)
and LE/\(G) = LET(G"), where G' is the derived graph of G.

Proof. If G is a triangle- and quadrangle-free graph, then CN(G) = A(G'). There-
fore, CNRS(G) = D(G'") and so CNL(G) = L(G") and CNSL(G) = Q(G'"). Hence,
CNL-spec(G) = L-spec(GT) and CNSL-spec(G) = Q-spec(G'). Since tr(CNRS(G)) =
tr(D(G")) and V(G) = V(G"), by (@) and (), we have

r T
LECN(g): Z V_%‘:LE(QT)
veL-spec(GT)
and |
LESN(G) = Z o— %‘ — LE+(gT),
o€Q-spec(GT)

]
Corollary 4.9. (a) IfT is a tree then LEcn(T) = LE(T") and LEZ\(T) = LET(TT).
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(b) If P, is the path on n wvertices, then LEcn(P,) = LE(Prz)) + LE(P2)) and
LEGn(Py) = LE*(Pray) + LE*(P2)).

(¢c) Let C, be the cycle on n vertices.

(i) Ifn is odd and n > 3, then LEcn(C,) = LE(C,,) and LE/\(C,) = LE*(C,,).

(ii) If n is even and n > 4, then LEcn(C,) = 2LE(C») and LE/\(Cy) =
2LE+(C%) AZSO, LECN(C4) = 2LE(C4) = LEé«_N(Cz;) = 2LE+(C4) = 8

Proof. (a) Follows from Theorem [£.8 noting that 7" is triangle- and quadrangle-free.
(b) Follows from Theorem [£.§ noting that P, is triangle- and quadrangle-free and

P;[ = P[%] UPL%J.

(c) Let C), be the cycle on n vertices.
(i) If n = 3, then C5 = Kj. Therefore, LEcn(Cs) = LES(C3) = 4 = LE(C3) =
LE*(C3).

>~

3

If n is odd and n > 3, then C, is triangle- and quadrangle-free. Also, (C,)T
Hence, the result follows from Theorem [4.8|

~

(i) If n is even and n > 4, then C, is triangle- and quadrangle-free. Also, (C,,)!
Cn U Cxn. Therefore, by Theorem .8 we get

LECN(OH) = LE(C% U C%) = QLE(C%)

and

LEé«_N(Cn) = LE+(Cg U C%) = 2LE+(C%)

If n = 4 then it is easy to see that CNRS(Cy) = D(Cy), which is a 4 x 4 diago-
nal matrix such that every element in the diagonal is equal to 2, and CNL-spec(Cy) =

CNSL-spec(Cy) = {0?,42}. Therefore, by () and (2)), we have
LECN(C4) == LE;N(C4) - 8

Again, L-spec(Cy) = Q-spec(Cy) = {0,22,4} and so LE(Cy) = LET(C,) = 4. Thus,
LECN(C4) = 2LE(C4) and LEgN(C4) = 2LE+(C4) ]
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5 More bounds for LE:y(G) and LEZCN(Q)

In this section we shall obtain several bounds for LEcn(G) and LE/(G). Since the
matrices CNL(G) and CNSL(G) are positive semidefinite, the elements of CNL-spec(G)
and CNSL-spec(G) are non-negative. Thus we may write CNL-spec(G) = {vy,vn,...,
Yy} and CNSL-spec(G) = {o1,02,...,0v(g)}, Where vy > 15 > -+ > vy (g) and

o1 >0y > - 2 0)y(g).- We have

V(9)l V(9)]
v = Z v =tr(CNRS(G)) = Z o= Z ;.
=1 v€CNL-spec (G) o€CNSL-spec (G) =1

Also,
tr(CNRS(G)) tr(CNRS(G))
V= ——wmn ) T o————> | =0
VGCN%S:PCC(Q) < |V(g)| ) UGCNSXL—;IJOC(Q) < |V(g)| )

Let o, 8 (1 <, < |V(G)|) be the largest integers such that

. W(CNRS(G)) _ Mi(G) — 2[e()| tr(CNRS(G)) _ Mi(G) — 2]e(9)|
Y9 V(9)] V(9)] V(9)]

and o5 >

a B
Let So(G) = > v and S5 (G) = >_ 0;. Then we have the following useful lemmas.
i=1 ;

=1

Lemma 5.1. For any graph G, we have

2 (Mi(G) - 21e(9)))

LEon(6) =28:(9) - Mtrﬁlfg}){f(g)) = 25(6) - V@)
and
) 26 (M(G) - 21¢(G)]
L (0) = 257(0) - S g Y —asi(0) - ( Vo) )

where |e(G)| is the number of edges and My(G) is the first Zagreb indez in G.

Lemma 5.2. For any graph G, we have

2 (M1<g> _9 \e<g>\)
LEox(9) = | _max_ | 25:(9) - V)

17



and

1<i<|V(9)]

V(9)]

where |e(G)| is the number of edges and My(G) is the first Zagreb indez in G.

{ 2 (M1(G) - 21e(9)]) }
LEN(G) = max $257(G) - ,

Proof. Let k (1 <k < |V(G)|) be any integer. For k < «, by (8], we obtain

o (a— k) (Ml(g) _9 \e(g)\)
= V(G)| '

For k£ > «, we obtain

k (k—a) (M(G) —2|e(G)]
K@) = 5a(@) = 3 i< ( V(9 )

that is,
(o= k) (Mi(G) — 21e(9)])
V(9)]
Moreover, S,(G) = Sk(G) for k = . Thus for any value of k (1 < k < |V(G)|), we obtain

Sa(G) — Sk(G) >

(= k) (M:(9) ~21e(9)])

Sa(G) — Sk(G) >

V()]
and so
2a tr(CNRS(G)) 2k (M1<9) -2 \e(g)\)
B 10 R N 5]
This gives
2atr(CNRS(G)) 2 (Ml(g) —2 Ie(g)l)
25.(9) = —77g) 1<§385%g>{25"(g)‘ VG

Similarly, it can be seen that

. 284r(CNRS(G) L2 (Mn(g) —209)))
PO T T e Y9 V(9]
Hence, the result follows from Lemma [5.1]. O
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Let (a) := (a1,as, -+ ,a,) € R" and (b) := (b1, by, -+ ,b,) € R™ be such that a; >

ag > -+ >a, and by > by > --- > b,. Then (a) is said to be majorize (b) if

k k n n
ZaiEZbiforlgk‘Sn—l and Zai:Zbi.
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

It is well-known that the spectrum of any symmetric, positive semidefinite matrix ma-
jorizes its main diagonal (see [27], [24, p. 218| as noted in [I6]). Since CNL(G) and
CNSL(G) are symmetric and positive semidefinite for any graph G, we have the following
lemma when the elements of CNL-spec(G), CNSL-spec(G) and main diagonal elements of
CNRS(G) are arranged in decreasing order.

Lemma 5.3. For any graph G, CNL-spec(G) and CNSL-spec(G) majorize main diago-
nal elements of CNRS(G) when the elements of CNL-spec(G), CNSL-spec(G) and main

diagonal elements of CNRS(G) are arranged in decreasing order.

We write the main diagonal elements of CNRS(G) as CNRS(G);; for 1 < i < |V(G)|,
where CNRS(G)1; > CNRS(G)z,2 > -+ > CNRS(G)v(g),jv(g)|- Now we give lower bounds
for LEcn(G) and LEZ\(G) analogous to the bound given by [I1, Theorem 3.1] for LE(G).

Theorem 5.4. Let G be a graph with |e(G)| edges and the first Zagreb index My(G). Then

LEcn(G) > 2 (A G—1)— MI@‘)VZ;) le(@)\)

and

; Mi(G) - 2[e(G)
LEEN(©) 2 2 (- 1) - GO,

where A and 0 are the maximum degree and the minimum degree in G, respectively.

Proof. Let v; be the maximum degree vertex in G. Then dg(v;) = A and mg(v) > 6 as §

is the minimum degree in G. As a consequence of Lemma [5.3] with Lemma [2.2] we obtain

v > CNRS(G)11 = dg(v1) ma(v1) — dg(v1) = A (mg(vl) - 1) >A@E-1)
and

o1 > CNRS(G)1, = dg(v1) mg(v1) — dg(vy) = A (mg(vl) . 1) > A5 - 1),
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Using the above result with Lemma 5.2, we obtain

2 (Mi(9) - 210(9)]) 2 (342(9) — 2 e(9)) )
Fhent©) 2 25(6) = =gy =2~ T g
L Mi(G) ~20e(9)
=2 (a6 - B,

Similarly,

. 2(M1(9) — 21e(9) ) Mi(G) - 2[e(9)
LEE(9) 220~ = 22 (a6 -1 - Pl

O

Theorem 5.5. Let G be a graph with |e(G)| edges and the first Zagreb index Mi(G). Then

a a(Mi(G) —2]e(G
LEcy(G) > 2 (ZCNRS(Q)M ( (9) 2 el >))

V0
and
; 5 (M(0) —21e()
LESN@)”(ZCNRS(Q”’“ | V) >)’

where o and 5 are as given in [8) and CNRS(G);; = dg(v;) (mg(v;) — 1).
Proof. By Lemma 221 we have CNRS(G);; = dg(v;) (mg(v;) — 1). By Lemma 5.3 we
obtain

k k k k
> v >) CNRS(G)i; and Y oy > Y CNRS(G);; for 1 <k < [V(G)].
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

In particular, we have

o « B B
> v >) CNRS(G)i;and Y o;> Y CNRS(G);:
=1 =1 =1 i=1

Therefore,

a B
Sa(G) = ) CNRS(G):; and S5 (G) > Y CNRS(G);.
=1

i=1

Hence, the result follows from Lemma 5.1 O
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Using Lemmal[5.], we also have the following upper bounds for LEcy(G) and LEZ\(G)

analogous to the bound given in [I1, Remark 3.8].

Theorem 5.6. Let G be a graph of order |V (G)| with |e(G)| edges and the first Zagreb
index My(G). Then LEcn(G) and LE/(G) are bounded above by

2 (1= ) (49 -210)).

Proof. We have

Sa(G) < Sjv(g)(9) = tr(CNRS(G)) = M1(G) — 2|e(9)]
and

S5(G) < S(g)(G) = tr(CNRS(G)) = Mi(G) —2|e(G)].

Therefore, by Lemma 5.1l with 1 < o < |V(G)|, we obtain

1

LEon(@) <2 (1- i) (Ma(9) - 2@)])

Similarly, we get the bound for LE/,(G). O

Note that the bounds obtained in Theorem are better then the bounds obtained
in (7). We conclude this section with another upper bounds for LEcy(G) and LE}\(G)
analogous to the bound obtained in [13, Theorem 5.5]. The following lemma is useful in

this regard.

Lemma 5.7. [13, Lemma 5.1] Let A be a real symmetric matriz of order n and let

di,ds, ..., d, be the diagonal entries of the matriz A%. Then
E(A) <) V/d.
=1

Theorem 5.8. Let G be a graph of order |V (G)| with |e(G)| edges and the first Zagreb
index M1(G). Then

(a) LEon(G) < |v§>| <CNRS(g)Z-,i -

Mi(G) = 2[e(@)]\* | M | 2
V(G) ) t iy, Nelv) 0 Ne ()l
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IV(9)l —2le 2 V()
®) LE(0) < 3 o) (Nms@) — OO o) 0 (o

where CNRS(G);; = dg(v;) (mg(vi) - 1) for 1 <i <|V(G)| are main diagonal elements

Of CNRS(Q) S’LLCh that CNRS(Q)H Z CNRS(Q’)QQ > CNRS(Q)W‘(Q WIVI(G)|-
Proof. (a) Let M = CNL(G) — %S(GIW , where Ijy(gy| is the identity matrix of size
IV(G)]. Then Spec(M) = {1/2- rORSE) 1< < |v<g)\}, where CNL-spec(G) =
{1/1, Vy,..., I/‘V(g)‘}. We have
tr(CNRS(G ?
(oo - gy v
2 tr(CNRS(G tr(CNRS(G)))?
ONLO)? - SR oL+ S v

Therefore, the i-th diagonal element of M? is

(tr(CNRS(G)))?
V(G)[?

_ 2tr(CNRS(G))

(CNRS(G))ii +
We have

(CNL(@))? =( CNRS(G) - ON(@))
_ CNRS(G)® — CNRS(G) CN(G) — CN(G) CNRS(G) + CN(G)2.

Therefore,
V(9)
(CNL(G))?; =(CNRS(9)); + (CN(G)); = (CNRS(G)i:)* + D (CN(G)in).
k=1, ki
Hence,

tr(CNRS(G))* | X L
v )+, 2 (OO

k=1, ki

Since tr(CNRS(G)) = M1(G) — 21e(G)|, by Lemma 5.7, we obtain

VGl 2 V(g
E(M)< > J (CNRS(Q)i,i— Ml(g&igz)le(g)‘) + > [Ng(vi) N Ng(vg) [
i=1 k=1, k#i
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Hence the result follows noting that
LEcn(G) = E(M).

(b) Let N = CNSL(G) — wl‘v(g)‘, where I}y (g) is the identity matrix of size

V9l
|[V(G)|. Then Spec(N) = {ai - tr((f‘lj(lzs)fg)) 1< < |V(Q)\}, where CNSL-spec(G) =
{(71, J9,..., O’\V(g)‘}. We have
tr(CNRS(G)) ) ?
N? = (CNSL G) — ——=—
( ) ‘V(g)| V(9
2tr(CNRS(G)) (tr(CNRS(G)))?
=(CNSL(G))* — CNSL(G) + I )
( ( )) ‘V(g)| ( ) |V(Q)\2 V(9
Therefore the i-th diagonal element of N? is
2tr(CNRS(G)) (tr(CNRS(G)))?
N?),; = (CNSL(G))?, — CNRS(G));,i +

We have

(CNSL(G))? :(CNRS(Q) + CN(Q))2
=CNRS(G)* + CNRS(G) CN(G) + CN(G) CNRS(G) + CN(G)*.

Therefore,
(CNSL(9))}; = (CNRS(Q),-J)Q + V(g)(CN(g)Lk)?.
Hence, -
tr(CNRS(G)\? | &X'
(N2)i,i = (CNRS(g)i,i - W) + ; (CN(g)i,k)2-

Since tr(CNRS(G)) = M1(G) — 2]e(G)], by Lemma (5.7, we have

V@)l 9 2 V(@)
E(N)< Y J (CNRS(Q)M-— Ml(ﬁ)v(;)" (g)|) + ) [Ng(vi) N Ng(v)[2.
i=1 k=1

Hence, the result follows noting that

LE;N(Q) = E(N)
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Theorem 5.9. If G is a r-regular graph of order |V (G)|, then LEcn(G) and LEZS\(G)
are bounded by

V@I | IVl

> |Ng(v:) N Ng(vg)|>-

i=1 k=1

Proof. Since G is a regular graph, by Lemma 2.2, we obtain

V@) V(9

r(CNRS(G)) = ) |Ng(v;) N Ng(vp)]
i=1 j=1,5%#i
[V(G)]

and
tr(CNRS(G)) ,
CNRS(G);; = —1)=———, 1<i<|V
(G)ii=r(r—1) VG i < |V(9)]
From Theorem 5.8 we get the result. O
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