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Abstract

The set of all different degrees of the vertices of a graph G is known as the degree set of G. A nontrivial graph of order n
whose degree set consists of n—1 elements is called an antiregular graph. Antiregular graphs have been studied in literature

» «

also under other names, including “quasi-perfect graphs”, “maximally nonregular graphs” and “degree antiregular graphs”.
This paper aims to gather the known results concerning the antiregular graphs.
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1. Introduction

The terminology and notation not defined in this paper can be found in some relevant (well-known) books, like [12,16,19,
32].

A graph in which all vertices have the same degree is called a regular graph. In contrast, a graph whose all vertices
have different degrees was named as the “perfect graph” by Behzad and Chartrand [9]. However, Berge [6,7] had already
used the term “perfect graph” to mean something entirely different — particularly, according to Berge, a graph in which
the chromatic number and the clique number have the same value for each of its induced subgraphs is called perfect graph
—in the remaining part of this paper, the terminology of perfect graphs suggested by Berge is used. Certainly, there exist
at least two regular graphs of order n for every n > 2. However, on the other hand, there does not exist any nontrivial
graph whose all vertices have different degrees — this fact was noticed firstly by Dirac (as mentioned in [17]) and was
independently proven by Behzad and Chartrand [9]. The authors of [9] also characterized the graphs of order n containing
exactly n — 2 vertices of different degrees for every n > 2. Such graphs were referred as the quasi-perfect graphs in [9],
maximally nonregular graphs in [62], degree antiregular graphs in [47] and antiregular graphs in [45,48]. Nowadays, it
seems that “antiregular graphs” is a generally accepted term for referring such kind of graphs and thereby we use this
name in the remaining part of this paper.

It is known [9] that for every integer n > 2, there are exactly two nonisomorphic antiregular graphs of order n and that
these two graphs are complementary (two nonisomorphic graphs G and G’ of same order, satisfying the property G = G’
are called complementary graphs [53], where G is the complement of the graph G). For n > 2, denote by A,, and A,, the
connected antiregular and disconnected antiregular, respectively, graphs of order n. It needs to be mentioned here that
connected antiregular graphs were referred as pairlone graphs in [57] and half-complete graphs in [29]. Antiregular graphs
have several interesting properties, and the connected antiregular graphs have found some applications in control theory
[38—40]. Also, antiregular graphs are sometimes considered as the graphs opposite to the regular graphs [1,13,15,34].

The main purpose of this paper is to give the known results regarding the antiregular graphs A,, and A,,. The paper
is organized as follows. Basic properties of antiregular graphs are listed in the next section. Section 3 is concerned with
some certain polynomials of antiregular graphs. In Section 4, results regarding the graph invariants of antiregular graphs
are given. Section 5 is devoted to the results about the spectral study of antiregular graphs.

2. Basic properties

In this section, various basic properties of the antiregular graphs are given. Recall that we have defined antiregular graphs
of order at least 2. For completeness, we take A, as the unique graph of order 1 then obviously A; = A;.
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Theorem 2.1. [9] For n > 3, the antiregular connected graph A,, has exactly one vertex of degree n — 1 and the antiregular
disconnected graph A,, has exactly one vertex of degree 0. Also, for n > 2, the equal degrees are |n/2] in A, and |(n —1)/2]
in A,.

Let D, be the unique connected graph of order 2. For every integer n > 3, denote by D,, the complement of the graph
obtained from D,,_; by adding an isolated vertex. Nebesky [52] and Munarini [51] independently noted that A, = D,
and A, = D,, where D, is the complement of D,,. Thus, we may say that the graph A,, (and hence 4,,) can be drawn
recursively.

The two vertices of an antiregular graph that have the same degree are called exceptional vertices [52].

Theorem 2.2. [52] For the connected antiregular graph A,, the following properties hold.
(i) Two vertices u and v of A,, are adjacent if and only if deg u + degv > n.

(ii) Let i be an integer satisfying 1 < ¢ < |n/2| and assume that u;,v; € V(A,,) such that degu; = i, degv; = n — 1,
Uln/2| 7 V|ns2) then u;v; € E(A,) and the set {ulvl, UV, * * + ,ULn/QJ’ULn/QJ} is a maximum matching of A,,.

(iii) Size of A, is |[n/2][n/2].
(iv) For n > 3, if u is an exceptional vertex of A,, then A, — u is isomorphic to A,,_1.
(v) For n > 3, the graph obtained from A, by identifying its exceptional vertices is isomorphic to A, _;.

(vi) If r is a positive integer then A, contains a subgraph isomorphic to K, (complete graph of order r) if and only if
r<|(n+1)/2].

(vii) The graph A, is planar if and only if n < 7.

Note that by using Theorem 2.2(i), one can iteratively construct the graphs A,, A3, Ay, - - -, starting from A, (that is, the
path graph of order two). More precisely, for every n > 3, the graph A, can be obtained from A, _; by adding a new vertex
and connecting it to all vertices with degree greater than |(n — 1)/2] and to one of the two vertices with the same degree
[(n—1)/2].

A graph G of order n is called tree-complete if for every tree T of order n there is a tree T” spanning the graph G such
that T"and 7" are isomorphic [58].

Theorem 2.3. [58] The graph A, is tree-complete.

Given a class F of graphs, a graph G is said to be universal for IF if G contains every graph of F as a subgraph [10]. Some
detail about universal graphs can be found in the references [21,22,49,55]. It should be noted here that the definition of
the universal graph for trees and that of tree-complete graph are coincident. Thus, the main result (Theorem 2) of the
paper [45] is same as Theorem 2.3.

The neighborhood graph of a vertex u in a graph G is the subgraph induced by all those vertices of G that are adjacent
to u. A graph whose all vertices have nonisomorphic neighborhood graphs is called C-graph [28]. Since two vertices of
different degrees in a graph have nonisomorphic neighborhood graphs, one may think that there is a good relation between
the C-graphs and antiregular graphs — however, from the next result it can be seen that this is not the case.

Theorem 2.4. [28] If G is an antiregular graph then G is not a C-graph.

A graph whose every induced subgraph contains either an isolated vertex or an universal vertex (that is, a vertex
adjacent to all other vertices) is called threshold graph [27]. To the best of author’s knowledge, threshold graphs were
firstly introduced by Chvatal and Hammer [23, 24] as well as Henderson and Zalcstein [37] independently. In the next
theorem, it is stated that antiregular graphs are threshold graphs, and hence antiregular graphs enjoy all the properties of
threshold graphs — here, it should be mentioned that the theory of threshold graphs is well-established and that threshold
graphs have numerous applications in computer science and psychology [44].

Theorem 2.5. [47]
(i) Antiregular graphs are threshold graphs (this fact was also proved independently by Levit and Mandrescu [43]).

(ii) The graph A, is perfect and its line graph is Hamiltonian.



A. Ali / Contrib. Math. 1 (2020) 67-79 69

For a given binary string b = b1by - -+ b, with b; = 0, let G; be a trivial graph with V(G;) = {v1} and then recursively
define for j = 2,3,--- ,n, a graph G; obtained from G;_; by adding a new vertex v; and making v; a universal vertex if
b; = 1, or leaving v, as an isolated vertex if b; = 0. After the nth step, the resulting graph G = G(b) is a threshold graph;
G is clearly connected if and only if b, = 1.

If Gis a connected threshold graph with binary string b = b, b5 - - - b,, then we write the string bas b = 0511%10%21%2 ... sk 15+
where n = Zle (s; + t;), 0% is short-hand for s; > 1 consecutive zeros and 1% is short-hand for ¢; > 1 consecutive ones.

Theorem 2.3 states that that every tree of order n is isomorphic to a subgraph of the connected antiregular graph A,,.
Aguilar et al. [2] showed that a similar property of the connected antiregular graphs holds also for the class of threshold
graphs.

Theorem 2.6. [2] Every connected threshold graph of order n > 2 is isomorphic to an induced subgraph of the con-
nected antiregular graph As,_o. In fact, let G be a connected threshold graph of order n and with binary string b =
0511110212 ... 0% 1% where n = Y1 (s; + t;). Let ' = 2(n — k) if s; = 1 and let n' = 2(n — k) — 1 if s, > 2. Then G is an
induced subgraph of A,:. Moreover, A, is the smallest antiregular graph containing G as an induced subgraph.

The next result gives information about the (largest) connected antiregular graph contained in a threshold graph.

Theorem 2.7. [2] Let G be a connected threshold graph with binary string b = 0511%10521%2 ... 0515+, Let r = 2k if 51 = 1
and let r = 2k 4+ 1 if s1 > 2. Then the connected antiregular graph A, is an induced subgraph of G. In either case, A, is the
largest antiregular graph contained in G as an induced subgraph.

By a clique in a graph G, we mean a subgraph of G that is complete, and by a clique set in G, we mean the vertex set of
a complete induced subgraph of G. A graph whose vertex set can be partitioned into the disjoint union of an independent
set and a clique set (either of which may be empty) is called a split graph [30]

Theorem 2.8. [14] Antiregular graphs are split graphs.

For a given graph F, the F-degree of a vertex v in a graph G is the number of those subgraphs of G isomorphic to F
that contain v [18]. A concept related to the F-degree of a vertex was also discussed by Kocay [42].

Theorem 2.9. [57] For every n > 4, the antiregular graph A,, contains exactly n — 2 vertices having different Pz-degrees,
where Pj is the path graph of order 3.

Let Ng(v) be the set of all those vertices of G that are adjacent to v and let Ng[v] = Ng(v) U{v}. A vertex v of a graph G
is a simplicial vertex if the graph induced by the vertices of Ng[v] is a complete subgraph graph of G. A graph G in which
every vertex is either a simplicial vertex or is adjacent to a simplicial vertex is called simplicial graph [20]. A graph whose
order is equal to the sum of its matching number and independence number is called Konig-Egervary graph [26,59].

Theorem 2.10. [43] Every antiregular graph is a simplicial graph as well as a Konig-Egervdry graph.

For a nontrivial graph G of order n, a function f : V(G) — {0, 1} is said to be an antiregular dominating function of G
if‘{ D veng f(W) T u € V(G)H =n—1land } .y, f(u) = 1for every vertex u € V(G).

Theorem 2.11. [35] Every antiregular graph has an antiregular dominating function.

A connected graph in which every pair of adjacent vertices has different degrees is called totally segregated graph [41].
Totally segregated graphs are studied also under the name of neighborly irregular graphs [11].

Theorem 2.12. [56] For n > 3, the connected antiregular graph A, is totally segregated if and only if n is odd.

A connected graph G with the maximum degree A is said to be maximally irregular graph if the degree set (that is, the
set of all different vertex degrees) of G contains exactly A elements [50].

Theorem 2.13. [56] Every connected antiregular graph is also a maximally irregular graph.

Further results related to connected antiregular graphs can found in [29].

3. Some certain polynomials

This section is devoted to outline the known results concerning some particular polynomials, different from characteristic
polynomials, of the antiregular graphs. Firstly, we present a result related to the chromatic polynomial.
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Theorem 3.1. [58] The chromatic polynomial of the connected antiregular graph A, is
[(n-1)/2]
n\ n/2]-1(n—1)/2] 9
x(zf§) ;l:[l (x —19)°.

The matching polynomial of a graph G of order n is defined by

[n/2)
M(G;A) = > (=1)"Fmy(G)A" 2,

k=0

where my(G) is the number of all matchings of G made of k& independent edges. Munarini [51] established several results
involving matching polynomial of the connected antiregular graph A,,.

Theorem 3.2. [51] Let M, (\) = M(A,; ).
(i) The matching polynomials of the connected antiregular graphs satisfy the following recurrence relation
Moy2(A) = (A = 1)Ma(X) = AM, (M),
where M) ()\) denotes the derivative of M, (\) with respect to .

(ii) The matching polynomial M, ()\) has n real roots and for n > 3 all these roots are contained in the interval
(— 2Wn—2, 2vVn - 2).

(iii) The matching polynomials of the connected antiregular graphs form a Sturm sequence.

(iv) The exponential generating series for Ms,(\) and Ma,11(X) are

t" 2, 2t
ZMzn(/\)m — e temF (-1

n>0

and

t _ A2 -2t
Z M2n+1 7' = e 2t6 7 (e 1).
n>0

Also, the following identities hold

Mo, (A AZ( )M%+1 A) and Mo,y (A )\Z( ) )R Mog (N).

(v) The matching polynomial Ms, (\) has 2n simple real roots, from which n are negative and n are positive. While,
Mop11(X) has 2n + 1 simple real roots, from which n are negative, one is zero and remaining n are positive. More-
over, if r_p,--+ ,7_1,71," -,y are the roots of My, (\) and s_,_1, -+ ,5_1,51," " , Sp+1 are the roots of Ma,12(\) such
thatr_, < - <r_1<m <---<rpand s_, 1 <---<s_1<8 <--< 8py1 then

Sl KTy <S5 < - <r1<851<0<81<r < - <8y <71y < Spt1-

Similarly, if r_p, - ,r_1,0,r1,--+ , 7y are the roots of Mas,11(\) and s_p_1,--+ ,5-1,0,81, -, 8,41 are the roots of
Mopys(A) suchthat r_, < - <r_1 <0<r <--<rpands_,_ 1 <---<s_1<0<8 <- < 8py1then

Seme1 <Top <S_p <+ <711 <851 <0<81 < <+ <85, <7 < Spti-

Denote by I(G; \) the independence polynomial of a graph G.

Theorem 3.3. [43] The independence polynomial of A,, is

A+DFIAN+2) -1 ifn=2k-1,
I(An; ) =
200+ 1)k -1 if n = 2k.
Also, the independence polynomial of A, is
200+ 1)k —x -1 ifn=2k—1,
I(Ay; ) =
A+DFAN+2) =X =1 ifn=2k
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A finite sequence (ag, a1, as, - - ,a,) of real numbers satisfying the inequality a? > a;_1a;.1 for everyi € {1,2,--- ,n—1}
is called log-concave. A polynomial whose coefficients form a log-concave sequence is called log-concave polynomial. The
next two corollaries are the direct consequences of Theorem 3.3.

Corollary 3.1. [43]
(i) The independence polynomial of every antiregular graph is log-concave.

(ii) In the family of threshold graphs, there is no non-antiregular graph whose independence polynomial is equal to the inde-
pendence polynomial of an antiregular graph. In other words, within the family of threshold graphs, every antiregular
graph is uniquely determined by its independence polynomial.

Corollary 3.2. [43]

(i) The independence polynomial 1(Ask; \) has only one real root, that is —1+ ,%2, for every odd k and exactly two real roots,
namely —1 + %\/5, for each even k.

(ii) The independence polynomial I(Asi—1;\) has only one real root, that belongs to the open interval (—1,0), for every odd

k and exactly two real roots, one belongs to (—1,0) and the other belongs to (—3,—2), for each even k.

4. Graph invariants

The aim of this section is to gather known results regarding different graph invariants of the antiregular graphs. Firstly,
we note from Theorem 2.2(ii) that the matching number of the connected antiregular graph A, is [n/2] — this value was
independently calculated by Merris [45].

Corollary 4.1. [45,52] The matching number of A, is |n/2].

Nebesky [52] gave the chromatic number of the connected antiregular graph A,, and the same was calculated indepen-
dently by Merris [45] and Salehi [57].

Proposition 4.1. [45,52,57] The chromatic number of A, is [(n+1)/2] = [n/2] + 1.
Sedlacek [58] determined several graph invariants of connected antiregular graphs.
Theorem 4.1. [58] For the connected antiregular graph A,, the following properties hold.

(i) The number of all trees spanning the graph A, is
(n—1)!

[n/2]

(ii) The edge chromatic number of A,, is n — 1 and the total chromatic number of A,, is

{3 ifn =2,

n ifn>3.

(iii) The independence number of A, is |(n + 1)/2|, the number of all maximal independent sets of A, is

2 otherwise,

{1 if nis odd,

the matching number of A, is |n/2] and the number of all maximal independent edge sets of A, is

2(n=1/2  ifp is odd,
1 otherwise.

The formula for the number of all trees spanning the graph A, given in Theorem 4.1(i) was also derived in [51], but
using an alternative way.

Theorem 4.2. [47] The algebraic connectivity of A, is 1 for n > 3.
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The inverse of the matrix I,, + D(G) — A(G), appeared within the field of chemical graph theory [33], is known as the
doubly stochastic matrix [46] where I, is the identity matrix of order n, D(G) is the diagonal matrix of a graph G of order
n and A(G) is the adjacency matrix of G. (It needs to be mentioned here that the terminology of doubly stochastic matrix

is also used in [36] in connection with the strongly connected digraphs.) Merris [47] conjectured that the minimal value of
1

entries of the doubly stochastic matrix of the graph A, is ST

Zhang [8].

for n > 3 and this conjecture was proved by Berman and

Theorem 4.3. [8] The minimal value of entries of the doubly stochastic matrix of the graph A, is m forn > 3.

A matching whose edges contains all the vertices of the graph is called perfect matching and a matching whose edges
contains all the vertices, except one, of the graph is known as quasi-perfect matching. Denote by M,, the total number of
matchings of A4,,.

Theorem 4.4. [51]

(i) The graph As, has exactly one perfect matching and As, .1 has 2" quasi-perfect matchings.

@ii) It holds that

My, = Z <:> (—1)" *Mapyr and Mopyy = Z (Z) Moy, .

k=0 k=0
(iii) The exponential generating series for the numbers Ms,, and M, 11 are
" (e?—2t—1)/2 " (ef—4t—1)/2
ZMQnﬁ =€ and ZM2n+1E =€ .
n>0 ' n>0 :

Also, the ordinary generating series for the numbers My, and Mo, | are

> Mont™ =3 (I—t)(1—3t)---(1— (2k+ 1)t)

n>0 n>0

and
D Manrt” =) (I—26)(1—4t)--—-(1- 2k +2)1)

n>0 n>0

Theorem 4.5. [61] Let t,, and ,, be the number of triangles in A,, and A,, respectively. Also, let m,, be the number of edges
of An. If n > 4 then

nn = Dn —2) if n is even,
24
tp =th—2+Mp_2 = 1 1 3)
(n+1)(n—1)(n— otherwise,
24
and 2 4
nn—2)(n—4) if n is even,
th =th_1 = >4
n — tn—-1—
—D(n-2)(n-3
(n )(n 5 )(n ) otherwise.

The number of all independent sets of a graph G is called the Fibonacci number of G [54]. The next result is a direct
consequence of Theorem 3.3.

Corollary 4.2. [43]

(i) The Fibonacci number of A, is
2(n+2)/2 _q if n is even,

3 x 20=1/2 _ 1 otherwise.

Also, the Fibonacci number of A,, is
3x2%2 -2 ifnis even,

2(n+3)/2 _ 9 otherwise.

(ii) For the connected antiregular graph A,, the number of independent sets of odd size is greater by one than the number
of independent sets of even size, while for the disconnected antiregular graph A,, these two numbers are equal.
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An irregularity measure (/M) of a connected graph G is a non-negative graph invariant satisfying the property:
IM(G) = 0 if and only if G is regular. The total irregularity of a graph G, denoted by irr;(G), is one of the much studied
irregularity measures, and it is defined as

irry(G) = Z | degu — degv|.
{u,v}CV(G)

Antiregular graphs belong to the class of the graphs that attain the maximum value of irr, among all the connected graphs
of a fixed order n > 3. The problem of devising the irregularity measure(s), for which only antiregular graphs have the
maximum value among all the connected graphs of a fixed order n > 3, was posed in [56]. This problem was solved in the
recent paper [4] by introducing the following two irregularity measures

n(n—1) 1 2

IRA(G) = 5 'NO(G)_l and IRB(G)zl—m

: N()(G) )

where

No(cy =y =l

i=1

and n; is the number of vertices of degree 7 in G.

5. Spectral theory

In this section, known results about the spectral study of the antiregular graphs are outlined. The first such result, related
to the eigenvalues of the adjacency matrix and Laplacian matrix of a connected antiregular graph, is due to Merris [47].

Theorem 5.1. [47]

@) If \y > Ao > -+ > )\, are the eigenvalues of the adjacency matrix of the connected antiregular graph A,, then either
As =0 = A\,_s11, or they have opposite signs, where 1 < s < n.

(ii) The Laplacian eigenvalues of A, consist of all but one of the integers 0,1,2,--- ,n and the “missing eigenvalue” is

[(n+1)/2].

Denote by ¢,,(\) the characteristic polynomial of the connected antiregular graph A,,. Munarini [51] derived several
results involving the characteristic polynomial ¢, (\) of 4,,.

Theorem 5.2. [51]

(i) The characteristic polynomials of the connected antiregular graphs satisfy the second order non-linear recurrence relation
Onr2(A) = (=1)"pny1(=A = 1) + ()‘2 + Nen(A)
as well as the fourth order linear recurrence relation

Ont+a(N) = (2/\2 +2X = Dppia(A) + (>‘2 + )‘>290n()‘)‘

(ii) The characteristic polynomials of the connected antiregular graphs satisfy the following explicit expressions

pan(N) = Z (n;kk> (-1)* <2k A+ 1) A+ 1)k

P n+k

[n/2]
=(+1) Y <n;k)(—1)knk(n)\—n—&—k)an()\)

n —
k=0

2 (n)(_l)k2(2k+1))\2—2(n—4k:+1)/\—n—1

- B (A
on 2% 2% + 1 k()

k=0

and




A. Ali / Contrib. Math. 1 (2020) 67-79 74

ln/2]
n—=k n
= —1)k 24 92kN—2 k) H,p
A ;:0 ( i >( ) n—k(n)\ + 2kX — 2n + 3k) Hui(N)

/2]
A n R 202k + DA% —2(n — 4k — )X —3n+ 4k — 1
= o -1 mn )
2n kZ:O <2k>( ) 2k + 1 e (3)
where
Hui(A) = (207 420 = 1) 2FH (A2 4 )%
and

Pak(N) = (207 42X — 1) 2R 14N 44\ — 1P,
(iii) The characteristic polynomials of the connected antiregular graphs can be expressed in terms of the Chebyshev polyno-

mials as given below:

2A(A +2)(A2 + )" (2A + 1)(A2 + N

pan(N) = LTI (T () = g (Un(FO)
and AN+ 1)2(A2 + ) ACA+3) (A2 +N)
+ +A)" + +A)"
n A) = Tn A - n A
prnn (V) = S (T, (£) - S U (fO)
where U,, and T,, are the Chebyshev polynomial functions of the first and second kind depending on f()\), and
202 +2) -1
J) = 220(A+1)
Let p(x) be a polynomial of degree n with real roots ry, 73, -+ ,r, and let ¢(z) be a polynomial of degree n + 1 with real
roots q1,q2, - ,qn+1,suchthatry <ry <-.. <rpand ¢ < ¢y <--- < ¢gnt1. These polynomial have the interlacing property

when g1 <r; < g2 <719 <+ < g <71 < gnt1- A sequence {p,(x)}, of polynomials is a Sturm sequence when every p,, (z)
is a real polynomial of degree n with n real distinct roots, and p,(x) and p,1(z) have the interlacing property for every
positive integer n.

Theorem 5.3. [51] The characteristic polynomials of the connected antiregular graphs form a Sturm sequence.

As usual, lete; = (0,---,0,1,0,---,0) be the vector of length n with the entry equal to 1 in position i. The energy of a
graph G is denoted by £(G) and is defined as the sum of the absolute values of all eigenvalues of G.

Theorem 5.4. [51]

(i) For every n > 1, A = —1 is a simple eigenvalue of As, and the associated eigenspace is ((—e,,e1)), and X = 0 is an
eigenvalue of As,11 and its associated eigenspace is {(e,, —1,0)).

(ii) If A\, is the maximum eigenvalue of A,, then it holds that

3 (51 [5) < x < af i

(iii) The antiregular graph As, has 2n simple real eigenvalues: n negative and n positive. The antiregular graph Asy, i1
has 2n + 1 simple real eigenvalues: n negative, one zero and n positive.

(iv) The energy of A,, that is £(A,,) satisfies

Izl [5) =em <2[5]y[5]

(v) The determinant of the adjacency matrix of A,, is

{(—1)”/2 if n is even,

0 otherwise.

Here, we mention that the determinant of the adjacency matrix of A,,, when n is even, was also found in [5]. The next
result gives a characterization for the eigenvalues of the connected antiregular graphs.
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Theorem 5.5. [3] Let

0 — avceos [ Z2 — 22+ 1
N 2202 +1)
For n = 2k, X is an eigenvalue of the connected antiregular graph A, if and only if
sin(k0)

 sin(kf) + sin((k — 1)8)
For n =2k + 1, X\ # 0is an eigenvalue of the connected antiregular graph A, if and only if
2— X sin((k—1)0)

AN+ 1) sin(k0)

The numbers —1 and 0 are usually considered as the trivial eigenvalues of the threshold graphs (and hence of the

antiregular graphs). Aguilar et al. [3] showed that connected antiregular graphs have no non-trivial eigenvalues in the
interval [(—1 — v/2)/2, (=1 + v/2)/2] and Ghorbani [31] generalize this result by proving that threshold graphs have no
non-trivial eigenvalues in the aforementioned interval.

Theorem 5.6. [3,31] No non-trivial eigenvalue of the antiregular graphs belongs to the interval

[—1—\/5 ~1++2

2 ’ 2

Let A\, A\S,--- .\ and
ALSAS o A, ifn = 2F,
AL, A, A, ifn =2k +1,
be the positive and negative (excluding —1 when n = 2k), respectively, eigenvalues of the connected antiregular graph A,
such that A\ < \J <--- < \{ and
AL <Ay << Ay <1 ifn =2k,
AL <Ay <-ee <AL ifn=2k+1.
Theorem 5.7. [3]
(i) Let r be a fixed positive number less than 1 and ¢ be an arbitrary positive number. Then, for sufficiently large k, the
inequality
I+ <e

holds for all i € {1,2,--- ,k — 1} such that 52~ <rifn=2kand + <rifn=2k+1isodd.

(ii) Let \[ (k) be the smallest positive eigenvalue of the connected antiregular graph A, and denote by \| (k) the negative
eigenvalue of A, closest to the trivial eigenvalue, where n = 2k if nis even and n = 2k+1if nis odd. Then, the sequence
{A\(k)}52, is strictly decreasing and converges to (—1 + v/2)/2, while the sequence {\] (k)}32, is strictly increasing
and converges to (—1 — /2)/2.

(iii) If o(n) is the set of all eigenvalues of A,, then closure of the set |, -, o(n) is
(=00, (=1 —v2)/2] U {~1,0} U [(—1 + 1v/2) /2, c0).

Note that the function F' defined by

sin(k@)
F(0) = 1
©) sin(k0) + sin((k — 1)6) M
has vertical asymptotes at
291
NT o1 (2)
j=1,2,--- ,k—1,in the interval (0, 7). Also, the equation
0 — arceos [ Z2 =22+ 1
B 2A(A+ 1)
has the following two solutions
B ~ —(cosf + 1) 4+ \/(cos 4 1)(cos 0 + 3)
A= fi(0) = 2(cosf+1) @)
)\:f2(9):—(cos@—l—l)—\/(c059+1)(6059+3). @)

2(cosf + 1)
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Theorem 5.8. [3] With the notations defined in Equations (1), (2), (3) and (4), the following statements hold.

(i) The functions F and f, intersect exactly k times in the interval (0, ). If 01,05 .- , 0, are the intersection points satisfying
07 < 03 < --- < 0 then the positive eigenvalues of Asy, are the outputs of f1 at these intersection points and it holds
that

[10F) < f1(05) <--- < fu(0F)

and
f1(7]_1)<f1(92_)<f1(7]) forjzlaza"'7k_1-

(ii) The functions F and [, intersect exactly (k — 1) times in the interval (0, 7). If 07,05 ,--- ,0,_, are the intersection points
satisfying 07 < 0, < --- < 0,_, then the negative eigenvalues of Ay are the outputs of f- at these intersection points,
together with —1, and it holds that

fo(O0p_y) < - < f2(05) < fa(07) < —1
and
f2(75) < f2(07) < fa(vj—1) forj=1,2,--- k-1

(iii) If n = 2k then the inequality

_ 27 f1(74)

+ 1\

A+ 1 <

holds for all j € {1,2,---  k — 1}. In particular, if r € (0,1) is fixed and ¢ is a given positive number, and if k satisfies

% < € then the inequality

IAF+ A7 +1]<e

holds for all j € {1,2,- -, Z=1ry
(iv) If n = 2k then the inequalities
X~ fiy)| < 22010a)
and ] 2 i)
A7 = fily)l < k1

hold for all j € {1,2,--- [k —1}.

(v) Let \yax > 0 and A\pin < 0 be the largest and smallest eigenvalues, respectively, of the connected antiregular graph A,

2(”/2—1>77> <
n—1

where n is even. Then,
F(r) = g < Amax and fo (

Note that n is even in all the results presented in Theorem 5.8. These results hold almost verbatim for the case n = 2k+1;

the only change is that the ratio 2,311 is now 7, see [3] for details.
Define the matrices
0 1 -1 1 1 -1 11
uv=(1 0 -1|, Vv={(1 0 -1| and W:[1 0].
-1 -1 1 -1 -1 1

For stating the next result, we assume that n = 2k and define £ — 1 matrices as follows. Let Hj be the n x n matrix whose
principal submatrix indexed by the rows and the columns 1, 2, 3 equals U and with its remaining entries equal to zero.
Fori=1,2,--- ,k — 2, let H; be the n x n matrix whose principal submatrix indexed by the rows and the columns 2i + 1,
2142, 2i+ 3 equals V and with its remaining entries equal to zero. Let H;_1 be the n x n matrix whose principal submatrix
indexed by the rows and the columns 2k — 1, 2k equals W and with its remaining entries equal to zero. With this notation
we have the following result.

Theorem 5.9. [5] For n = 2k, the inverse of the adjacency matrix of the connected antiregular graph A, is
Ho+Hy +---+ Hp_;.

Theorem 5.9 gives expression for the inverse of the adjacency matrix of the connected antiregular graph A,, involving
sums of certain matrices. The next result gives a closed-form expression for the aforementioned inverse matrix.
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Theorem 5.10. [3] For n = 2k, the inverse of the adjacency matrix of the connected antiregular graph A, is

S T
T O

i

where O is the k x k null matrix and, S and T are k x k matrices defined as

Let ut(A,) = A\ and

B A, ifn =2k,
po(An) =
AL if n =2k + 1.

Proposition 5.1. [2]Ifn > 3 is odd, then p=(A,) > p= (Ans1) and pt(Ay) > pt(Aps1). Also, if n > 4 is even, then
I (An) < I (An+1) and M+(An) < M+(An+1)'

In the remaining part of this paper, for a graph G of order n, we denote by A1 (G), A2(G), - , A, (G) all the eigenvalues
of G satisfying A\;(G) < \3(G) < --- < A\, (G). Also, we denote by m,(G) the algebraic multiplicity of an eigenvalue \,;(G).
The inertia of G is the triple i(G) = (i_(G),i(G),i+(G)) where i_(G) is the number of negative, i, (G) is the number of
positive, and iy(G) is the number of zero eigenvalues of G.

Theorem 5.11. [2] Let G be a connected threshold graph of order n and with binary string b = 0511110%21%2 ... 0%+ 15% where
n=3" (si+t),andlets =" s, t="F t.

(i) If s1 > 2then
)\AG) < )\,’(Agk-_;,_l) < —1, fOI‘i = 1,2,~ .. ,k

and
0 < Apyr4i(Aoryr) < Apopgi(G), fori=1,2,--- k.

Consequently, m_1(G) = t—k and mo(G) = s—k, and G has k non-trivial negative and k non-trivial positive eigenvalues
(by trivial eigenvalues of G, we mean 0 and —1).

(ii) If s; = 1 then
Ai(G) < Ni(Agg) < =1, fori=1,2,--- k-1

and
0< )\k+i(A2k) < )\7z—k+i(G)7 fori = 1,27 e ,k.

Consequently, m_1(G) =t —k+1and mo(G) = s — k, and G has (k — 1) non-trivial negative and k non-trivial positive
eigenvalues.

In either case, G has inertia i(G) = (t,s — k, k).
The next corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem 5.11.
Corollary 5.1. Let G be a connected threshold graph of order n and with binary string b = 0°11110%21%2 ... %k 15k,

(i) If s1 > 2 then G does not contain non-trivial eigenvalues in the interval
(117 (Azkgr), Tt (Agp)] -
(ii) If s; = 1 then G does not contain non-trivial eigenvalues in the interval
(17 (Agi), 't (Azr)] -

Aguilar et al. [3] posed the following conjecture.



A. Ali / Contrib. Math. 1 (2020) 67-79 78

Conjecture 5.1. [3] The connected antiregular graph A, has the smallest positive eigenvalue and has the largest non-trivial
negative eigenvalue among all threshold graphs of order n.

In [2], the authors reported some partial results towards Conjecture 5.1 — more precisely, they prove that this conjecture
is true for all threshold graphs of order n except for n — 2 critical cases, and these cases are considered in a recent preprint
[60]. Thus, combining the results obtained in [2,60], we can say that Conjecture 5.1 holds.

Theorem 5.12. [2]Ifn > 2 is even,
(1) then ut(A,) < ut(Q) for every threshold graph G of order n;
(ii) then p=(A,) > u= (Q) for every threshold graph G of order n with binary string b = 0511110521t ... 05:1%% where s; = 1;

(iii) then u=(A,) > p=(G) for every threshold graph G of order n with binary string b = 0511%10%21%2 ... 0%:1%% where s; > 2
and n > 2k + 2.

Theorem 5.13. [2]Ifn > 3is odd,
(i) then p=(A,) > u= (G) for every threshold graph G of order n;
(ii) then pt(A,) > p™(G) for every threshold graph G of order n with binary string b = 0%11110%21%2 ... 0% 15% where s1 > 2;

(iii) then u*(A,) > u*(G) for every threshold graph G of order n with binary string b = 05114105212 ... 0%:1%% where s; = 1
and n > 2k + 1.

We recall that the Laplacian polynomial (or admittance polynomial) of a graph G is the characteristic polynomial of the
Laplacian matrix of G. Denote by L, (\) the Laplacian polynomial of the connected antiregular graph A,,.

Theorem 5.14. [51]

(i) The Laplacian polynomial of the connected antiregular graph A, is

AA=1)---(A—n)
A—[n/2] '
(ii) The Kel’mans polynomial (see (1.17) in [25]) of A,, is

A+DA+2)---(A+n)
A+ [n/2]
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