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ABSTRACT. In this paper we study problems where one has to prove that certain
graph parameter attains its maximum at the star and its minimum at the path
among the trees on a fixed number of vertices. We give many applications of the so-
called generalized tree shift which seems to be a powerful tool to attack the problems
of the above mentioned kind. We show that the generalized tree shift increases the
largest eigenvalue of the adjacency matrix and Laplacian matrix, decreases the
coefficients of the characteristic polynomials of these matrices in absolute value.
We will prove similar theorems for the independence polynomial and the edge cover
polynomial. The generalized tree shift induces a partially ordered set on trees
having fixed number of vertices. The smallest element of this poset is the path,
largest element is the star. Hence the above mentioned results imply the extremality
of the path and the star for these parameters.

1. INTRODUCTION

In many extremal problems concerning trees it turns out that the maximal (mini-
mal) value of the examined parameter is attained at the star and the minimal (max-
imal) value is attained at the path among trees on n vertices. For instance, the star
has the greatest largest eigenvalue and the path has the smallest largest eigenvalue
among the trees on n vertices. Other example is the Wiener-index which is the sum
of the distances of any two vertices; here it turns out that the star has the minimal
Wiener-index and path has the largest Wiener-index. In many cases it is not hard
to prove the extremality of the star, but sometimes to prove the extremality of the
path needs some effort. In this paper we introduce a method which is very efficient
proving these kinds of results.

The heart of this method is a transformation called generalized tree shift. This
transformation determines a partially ordered set on trees with fixed number of ver-
tices. The minimal element of this poset is the path, while the maximal element is
the star. In this paper we give various examples of parameters changing along this
poset proving the extremality of the star and the path. Of course, we gain much
more than just the extremality of the path and the star.

In [4] we proved that the generalized tree shift increases the number of closed walks
of length ¢ for every ¢ > 0. This yields that the star has the largest number, the
path has the smallest number of closed walks of length ¢ among trees on n vertices.
In [3] B. Bollobas and M. Tyomkyn proved that the same holds for the number of
arbitrary walks of length ¢. In this paper we mainly concentrate on graph parameters
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arising from graph polynomials. This means that our results will have the following
shape. Assume that P(G,z) = 2" + a,_1(G)z" ' + ... a1(G)z + ag(G) is some
graph polynomial (characteristic polynomial of the adjacency matrix, independence
polynomial, etc.). Let T be a tree and 7" be some tree obtained from 7' by some
generalized tree shift then |ax(T)| > |ax(T")| for all 1 < k < n—1 and the largest real
root of P(T",x) is larger than the largest real root of P(T,x). (Of course, the actual
relation will depend on the graph polynomial.) We will prove results of the above
type for the characteristic polynomial of the adjacency matrix, Laplacian matrix and
for the independence polynomial and edge cover polynomial.

This paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the concept of the
generalized tree shift and the induced poset of the generalized tree shift. In Section 3
we revisit the theorems concerning the spectral radius of trees and their complements.
In Section 4 we give an overview how to use the generalized tree shift when one studies
graph polynomials of trees. In Section 5 we prove the so-called General Lemma, which
unifies many computations concerning graph polynomials of trees. In Section 6, 7,
8 and 9 we will prove many theorems on the extremal values of the coefficients and
roots of the characteristic polynomial of the adjacency matrix and Laplacian matrix,
the independence polynomial and the edge cover polynomial. In Section 10 we give
a little discussion on related graph transformations. We end the paper with some
concluding remarks.

Notations: We will follow the usual notation: G is a graph, V(G) is the set of its
vertices, F(G) is the set of its edges, e(G) denotes the number of edges, N(z) is the
set of the neighbors of z, |[N(v;)| = deg(v;) = d; denote the degree of the vertex
v;. We will also use the notation N[v] for the closed neighbor N(v) U {v}. The
complement of the graph G will be denoted by G.

For S C V(@) the graph G — S denotes the subgraph of G induced by the vertices
V(G)\S. If S = {v} then we will use the notation G — v and G — {v} as well.
If e € E(G) then G — e denotes the graph with vertex set V(G) and edge set

E(G)\{e}.
Let P, and S,, denote the path and the star on n vertices. We also use the notation
x Py for the path with endvertices x and y.

The matrix A(G) will denote the adjacency matrix of the graph G, i.e., A(G);; is
the number of edges going between the vertices v; and v;. Since A(G) is symmetric,
its eigenvalues are real and we will denote them by py > po > -+ > p,. We will
also use the notation p(G) for the largest eigenvalue and we will call it the spectral
radius of the graph GG. The characteristic polynomial of the adjacency matrix will be
denoted by

o(G,x) =det(z] — A(GQ)) = H(a: — 14i)-
i=1
We will simply call it the adjacency polynomial.

The Laplacian matrix of G is L(G) = D(G) — A(G) where D(G) is the diagonal
matrix for which D(G);; = d;, the degree of the vertex v;. The matrix L(G) is
symmetric, positive semidefinite, so its eigenvalues are real and non-negative, the
smallest one is 0; we will denote them by Ay > Xy > ... \,1 > A, = 0. We will
also use the notation \,_1(G) = a(G) for the so-called algebraic connectivity of the
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graph G. We introduce the notation #(G) for the Laplacian spectral radius A (G).
The characteristic polynomial of the Laplacian matrix will be denoted by
L(G,x) = det(z] — L(G)) = [ (= = M.
i=1
We will simply call it the Laplacian polynomial.

If the polynomial P(G,x) has the form

n

P(G,z) =) (=1)" (@)t

k=0

where sx(G) > 0, then ﬁ(G, x) denotes the polynomial
P(G.z) = (-1)"P(G,—z) = Y _ s(G)a*.
k=0

For polynomials P, and P, we will write P (x) > P»(z) if they have the same degree
and the absolute value of the coefficient of 2% in P(x) is at least as large as the
absolute value of the coefficient of 2% in Py(z) for all 0 < k < n.

Let M; and Ms be two graphs with u; and uy vertices of M; and Ms, respectively.
Let M : M, be the graph obtained from M, M, by identifying the vertices of u; and
Ug. So |V(M1 . Mg)’ = ’V(Ml)’ —+ |V(M2)| — 1 and E(Ml . MQ) = E(Ml) U E(MQ)
Note that this operation depends on the vertices uy, us, but we do not sign it in the
notation. Sometimes to avoid the confusion we use the notation (Mi|uy) : (Malus).

Additional definitions and notation will be given in the appropriate sections.

2. GENERALIZED TREE SHIFT
In this section we introduce our main tool.

Definition 2.1. Let T be a tree and x and y be vertices such that all the interior
points of the path xPy (if they exist) have degree 2 in T'. The generalized tree shift
(GTS) of T is the tree T" obtained from T as follows: let z be the neighbor of y lying
on the path zPy, let us erase all the edges between y and N(y)\{z} and add the
edges between x and N(y)\{z}. See Figure 1.

In what follows we call z the beneficiary and y the candidate (for being a leaf) of
the generalized tree shift. Observe that we can interchange the role of the beneficiary
and the candidate, the resulting trees will be isomorphic. Hence the resulting tree 7"
only depends on the tree 7" and the path zPy.

Note that if z or y is a leaf in T" then 7" = T', otherwise the number of leaves in 7"
is the number of leaves in T" plus one. In this latter case we call the generalized tree
shift proper.

Remark 2.2. Note that x and y need not have degree 2.

Notation: In the following we call the vertices of the path xPy 1,2, ...,k if the path
consists of k vertices such way that x will be 1 and y will be k. The set A C V(7))
consists of the vertices which can be reached with a path from £ only through 1,
and similarly the set B C V(T') consists of those vertices which can be reached with
a path from 1 only through k. For the sake of simplicity let A and B denote the
corresponding sets in 7”. The set of neighbors of 1 in A is called Ay, and similarly B,
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FIGURE 1. The generalized tree shift.

is the set of neighbors of 1 in B C V(T") and set of neighbors of k in B C V(T'). Let
H, be the tree induced by the vertices of AU {1} in T, similarly let Hy denote the
tree induced by the vertices of BU{k} in T'. Note that H; and Hj are both subtrees
of T".

Definition 2.3. Let us say that 7" > T if T" can be obtained from 7" by some proper
generalized tree shift.

Remark 2.4. The relation > induces a poset on the trees on n vertices, since the
number of leaves of T” is greater than the number of leaves of T', more precisely the
two numbers differ by one. Hence the relation > is indeed extendable. See Figure 2.

i
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FIGURE 2. The poset of trees on 6 vertices.

One can always apply a proper generalized tree shift to any tree which has at least
two vertices that are not leaves. This shows that the only maximal element of the
induced poset is the star. The following theorem shows that the only minimal element
of the induced poset, i.e., the smallest element is the path.

Theorem 2.5. [4]| Every tree different from the path is the image of some proper
generalized tree shift, i.e., the only minimal element of the poset is the path.
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3. SPECTRAL RADIUS

The following theorem was proved in [4] where it was a corollary of a theorem on
closed walks of trees. Since the proof of this latter result was rather long we wish to
give a concise proof.

Theorem 3.1. The generalized tree shift increases the spectral radius of the tree.

Proof. Let u and v be the beneficiary and the candidate of the generalized tree shift,
respectively. First of all, recall that if we change the role of the beneficiary and the
candidate then the resulting tree will not change up to isomorphism.

Let x be the non-negative eigenvector of unit length corresponding to the largest
eigenvalue of the tree T', such a vector exists by the Perron-Frobenius theorem. By
the previous paragraph we can assume that =, > x,.

Furthermore, let A(T) and A(T") be the adjacency matrices of the tree T" and T".
Then

w(T) = 2" ATz = 2" ATz — 2wy — ) Y 20 < 2" ATz <

wE By

< max y ATy = p(T).

Hence p(T) < u(T").
U

Corollary 3.2. The path minimizes, the star maximizes the spectral radius of the
adjacency matriz among the trees on n vertices.

Remark 3.3. Corollary 3.2 was known, it was proved by L. Lovasz and J. Pelikan
[18]. In fact, they proved their theorem by the aid of some graph transformation
which is a special case of the generalized tree shift.

We mention that Nikiforov’s inequality [21]

(@) < \/26(0) (1 - ﬁ)

also implies that the star has maximal spectral radius for trees since we have e(G) =
n—1and w(G) = 2 and the greatest eigenvalue of the star is exactly v/n — 1. (It was
Nosal who proved that for triangle-free graphs u(G) < /e(G) holds, later Nikiforov
[22] proved that in Nosal’s inequality equality holds if and only if the graph is complete
bipartite with some isolated vertices.)

Theorem 3.4. The generalized tree shift increases the spectral radius of the comple-
ment of a tree.

Proof. Let u and v be the beneficiary and the candidate of the generalized tree shift,

respectively. Let x be the non-negative eigenvector of unit length corresponding to

the largest eigenvalue of the graph T. As before, we can assume that x, > x,,.
Furthermore, let A(T) and A(T") be the adjacency matrix of the T and T". Then

wT) = 2" ATz — 2wy — 2) > w0 < 2" ATz <

weE By
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Corollary 3.5. If T is a tree on n vertices, P, and S, are the path and the star on
n vertices and p(G) is the spectral radius of a graph then

1(Fn) < p(T) < p(Sn)-
4. GRAPH POLYNOMIALS AND THE GENERALIZED TREE SHIFT

In this section we give a general overview how to use the generalized tree shift in
the situations when we would like to prove that certain graph polynomial has the
largest coefficients for the star and smallest coefficients for the path among the trees
on n vertices, or we would like to prove that the largest real root of the polynomial
is maximal for the star and minimal for the path.

Assume that given a graph polynomial f(G,z). We will see that in many cases we
have an identity of the following kind:

f(T',x) — f(T,x) = c;h(Py, x)h(Hy, x)h(Hy, x),

where h(G,z) = cof (G, z) + c39(G|v,x) and ¢4, co, c3 are rational functions of z
and ¢g(G|v,x) is some graph polynomial depending on G and some special vertex
v. (Recall that H; and H, are the subtrees of T and 7" induced by the vertex set
AU{1} and BU{k}, respectively.) Generally, the graph polynomial ¢(G|v, z) is very
strongly related to f(G,x), in many cases it will be f(H,z) for some subgraph H of
G. This means that the difference f(7",z) — f(T, z) factorizes to polynomials of trees
which are subtrees of both 7" and 7”. Then we use some monotonicity property of the
studied parameter to deduce that the generalized tree shift increases (decreases) this
parameter. Clearly, it yields the desired result for the extremality of the star and the
path. We have to emphasize that the monotonicity of the parameter is indeed crucial
in many applications. In most of the cases it will be more tedious to settle the suitable
monotonicity property than to prove the proper identity for f(7",x) — f(T, z).

How will we obtain the above identity for f(7",x) — f(T,z)? There is a very
straightforward way of doing that. We only need to compute a recursion formula for
M; : M, (this graph was defined in the introduction among the notations).

Observe that T' = (Hy : Py) : Ha, where we identify 1 € V(H;) and 1 € V(P)
and then we identify k € V(P;) and k € V(H;). While for the image of T at the
generalized tree shift applied to the tree T' and Py, we have T" = (H; : Hy) : Py,
where we identify 1 € V(H;) and 1 € V(H;) and then we identify 1 € V(H; : H»)
and 1 € V(Fy). So if we have some recursion formula for M; : M, then we can express

F(Tx) = ha(f(Pe, 2), g(Pul1, @), f(Hy, ), g(H1|1, @), f(H2, ), g(Holk, 7))

and

f(T/,(L') = hQ(f(Pk7I)7g(Pk|17x)v f(Hl7$)7g(H1|1’x)7 f(H27I)7g(H2|k7x))

Although this strategy would be very straightforward, the amount of computation
we need to perform heavily depends on the polynomial f(G,z) and sometimes it is
indeed a huge work. To avoid this, we will prove a theorem which directly computes
f(T,z) — f(T",z) from the recursion formula of f(M; : Ms).

5. GENERAL LEMMA

Theorem 5.1. (General lemma.) Assume that the graph polynomials f and g satisfy
the following recursion formula.

f(My : My, x) = e f(My, x) f(Ma, x) + cof (M1, x)g(Ma|ua, v)+
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+e2g(Milur, ) f(Ma, ©) + c3g(Mi|ur, 2)g(Ma|ug, ),
where cy1, ca, c3 are rational functions of x. Let Ky and Ps be the paths on two and
three vertices, respectively. Assume that caf (Ks) + c3g(K2|l) # 0. Then

F(T) = f(T") = caleaf (Pr) + csg(Pel1))(cof (Hy) + csg(Hi|1))(caf (H2) + csg(Halk)),

where
Q(Psm - 9<P3‘2)

(caf () + c3g(K|1))?
Proof. Since T = (((H1|1) : (Px|1))|k) : (Hz2|k) we have
f(T)=ci1f(Hy: Py)f(Hs) + cof (Hy @ Py)g(Halk) =
+cag(Hy : Pyplk) f(Hz) + cag(Hy @ Plk)g(Halk).
Similarly, T" = (((Hy|1) : (Px|1))[1) : (H2|1) so
f(T") = cif(Hy + Py) f(Ha) + cof (Hy : Prp)g(Ha|1)+
+eog(Hy : Py[1) f(Hz2) + c3g(Hy @ Pi[1)g(Ha|1).

Note that g(Hs|1) = g(Hs|k), since 1 and k denote the same vertex, only their names
are different in the different trees. Hence

f(T) = f(T") = (caf (Ha) + c39(H2|k))(g(Hy : Pylk) — g(Hy : Pi[1)).
Now let us consider
f(T) = f(17) _ g(Hi: Bylk) — g(Hy : Bil1)

(cof (Hy) + csg(Hy|1)) (cof (Hy) + csg(Halk)) — cof (Hy) + csg(Hq|1)
The left hand side is symmetric in H; and Hs so if we switch them we obtain that

g(Hy : Pplk) —g(Hy : P|1)  g(Ha: Pplk) — g(Ha : Pp[1)
cof (Hy) + csg(Hil1)  cof(Ha) 4 csg(Hall)
Since H, and H, can be chosen arbitrarily, this expression is the same for every graph
H,. In particular, we can apply it to Kj:

g(Hy s Pulk) — g(Hy : Bl1)  g(K : Pilk) — g(Ks : PD)

cof(Hy) + c3g(Hy[1) B cof(K2) + c39(K2|1)
In fact, applying the above computation for H; = Hy = K5 we obtain that

f(Prya) = f(Qria) 9K : Bilk) — g(Ks : Bi[l)

(c2f (K2) + c3g(K2[1))? e f (K2) + c3g(Kall)

where (Qr. o is the tree that we obtain from P,; by attaching a pendent edge to the
second vertex. This will be the GTS-transform of Py, if we apply it to H; = Hy = K>
and the path Py. Note that Qy o = P5 : Py, where we identified the middle vertex of
P; and the endvertex of P;. On the other hand, P,o = P; : Py, where we identified
the endvertices of P; and P,. Hence

f(Qrs2) = 1 f(Ps) f(Pr) + cag(Ps[2) f (Pr) + c2f (P3)g(Pe[1) + cag(P3(2)g(Pe[1).
Similarly,

f(Prya) = 1 f(Ps) f(By) + cog(Ps[1) f (Pr) + caf (Ps)g(Pi[1) + c3g(Ps[1)g(Fi[1).

Hence

Cqy =

f(Pit2) = [(Qry2) = (9(Ps]1) — g(Ps]2)) (caf (Pr) + csf (Pi[1)).
Putting all together we obtain that

F(T) = f(T") = caleaf (Pr) + e39(Pe|1)) (cof (Hy) + esg(H1[1))(cof (Hz) + e3g(Halk)),
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where
9(Ps|1) — g(P3]2)
(caf(K3) + cs9(Ko1))?

Cqy =
U

Remark 5.2. Throughout this paper we will refer to Theorem 5.1 as General Lemma.

6. THE ADJACENCY POLYNOMIAL

In this section we are concerned with the characteristic polynomial of the adjacency
matrix. We have already seen that the GTS increases the spectral radius of the
adjacency matrix. The main result of this section is that it decreases the coefficients
in absolute value.

Theorem 6.1. The generalized tree shift decreases the coefficients of the character-
istic polynomial in absolute value, i.e., if the tree T" is obtained from the tree T by
some generalized tree shift then

O(T,x) > o(T", x).

(Recall that ¢(T', x) > ¢(T", x) means that each coefficient of ¢(T, x) in absolute value
is at least as large as the corresponding coefficient of (1", x) in absolute value.)

Lemma 6.2. [18] For arbitrary forest T we have
O(T.x) =Y (=1)fmu(T)z",
k=0

where my(T) denotes the number of ways one can choose k independent edges of the
forest T'.

Remark 6.3. So we need to prove that my(7) > my(T") for every 1 < k < n. One
can do it by purely combinatorial tools, but in order to show our strategy in work we
have chosen an algebraic way.

Lemma 6.4. With the notation introduced in the introduction, for the trees T and
T we have

¢(T7 ZE)—QS(T,, :L’) = ¢<PI€—27 x)(¢(H17 x)_x¢(H1_{1}7 JJ))((;ﬁ(Hz, x)_'rgb(H?_{l}v ‘r))

To prove this lemma we need the following formula for the characteristic polynomial
of M1 . MQ.

Lemma 6.5. For the graph M : My we have
O(My = My, x) = ¢(My, x)p(Ma—ug, x)+¢(Mi—uy, £)d( My, x)—xp(My—uq, x)p(Ma—us, x).

Proof. This was first proved by A. J. Schwenk in [23]. It can be found in [9] too: this
is Corollary 3.3 in Chapter 4. Another proof can be given by copying the argument
of Lemma 7.7. 0

Proof of Lemma 6.4. By the previous lemma we can apply the General Lemma for
f(G,x) = ¢(G,x), g(Glv,z) = ¢(G —v,x) and ¢; = 0,¢ = 1,3 = —u.
We have ¢(Ky, ) — (K, z) = (22 — 1) — 2> = —1 and
d(Ps— {1}, 2) — d(Ps — {2}, 2) = (2* — 1) — 2* = —1.
Finally,
p(Pp-1,7) — ¢(Py, ) = ¢(Pr2, 7).
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Hence

(T, 2)=(I", x) = ¢(Pr—z, ) (¢(Hy, ¥) —2d(H1—{1}, 2)) (¢(Ha, v) —2wd(Ha—{1}, 2)).
UJ

From this one can easily deduce Theorem 6.1 as follows.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Note that from Lemma 6.2 we have

[n/2]
(—i)"pliz) = Y m,(G)z""",

r=0
where 7 is the square root of —1. Hence

n

> (1) = my(T'))a" " = (=i)"($(T, i) — §(T" i) =
= (=0)" 2 O(Poma, i) (i) T S(H, i) — (—i) (i) p(Hy — {1}, iz))

(=) p(Hy, ix) — (=i)" (iz)p(Hy — {1}, ix)),
where |[V(Hy)| =a+1, |V(Hy)| =b+1and |V(T)| = |V(T')|=n=a+b+ k. Note
that x¢(H; — {1}, ) is the characteristic polynomial of the forest H; which can be
obtained from H; by deleting the edges incident to the vertex 1 (but we do not delete

the vertex). Hence
n

S (o (T) = m, (T))a" 2 =

r=0

= (Z mr(Pk2)$n2r> (Z(mr(Hﬂ — mr(Hf))$n2T> <Z<mT(H2) _ mr(Hg))anr) _

r=0 r=0
Since m,.(H;) > m,(H}), each coefficient of the right hand side is non-negative. Hence
m,.(T) > m,.(T"). O

Remark 6.6. Theorem 3.1 can be deduced from Lemma 6.4 as well.

7. THE LAPLACIAN CHARACTERISTIC POLYNOMIAL

Recall that we denote the Laplacian matrix of G by L(G) and L(G, x) = det(z] —
L(G)) denotes the characteristic polynomial of the Laplacian matrix of G.

Let L(G|u) be the matrix obtained from L(G) be deleting the row and the column
corresponding to the vertex u (warning: this is not L(G — u) because of the diagonal
elements). Furthermore, let L(G |u, z) denote the characteristic polynomial of L(G|u).

We will subsequently use the following two classical facts, for details see [10].

Statement 7.1. The eigenvalues of L(G) are non-negative real numbers, at least one
of them is 0. Hence we can order them as Ay > Xo > --- > X\, = 0.

Corollary 7.2. The Laplacian polynomial can be written as
L(G,x) = 2" — ap_12" " + ap_ozx™ 2 — - 4 (=1)"ayz,

where ay,as, ..., a,_1 are non-negative integers.
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Recall that we use the notation \,_1(G) = a(G) for the so-called algebraic connec-
tivity of the graph G and the notation 6(G) for the Laplacian spectral radius A (G).

The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 7.3. The generalized tree shift decreases the coefficients of the Laplacian
polynomial in absolute value, i.e., if T' is obtained from T by a generalized tree shift
then

L(T,z) > L(T', z)
or in other words ax(T) > ax(T") for k = 1,...,n — 1. Furthermore, 0(T") > 0(T)
and a(T") > a(T).

Corollary 7.4. Let L(G,z) = >} _ (—1)"*ar(G)z*. Then
ap(Pn) > ap(T) > ax(Sy).
for any tree T on n vertices and k =1,...,n — 1. Furthermore,
0(P,) < 0(T) < 0(5n),

and
a(P,) < a(T) < a(S,).

Remark 7.5. All parts of Corollary 7.4 are known. The first statement concerning
the coefficients of the Laplacian polynomial was conjectured in [14] and was proved
by B. Zhou and I. Gutman [2] by the aid of a surprising connection between the
Laplacian polynomial and the adjacency polynomial of trees. A different proof was
given by B. Mohar [20] using graph transformations. The same approach was used
by D. Stevanovi¢ and A. Ili¢ [24] when they studied the extremal values of Laplacian
coefficients of unicyclic graphs.

The maximality of the star concerning the Laplacian spectral radius is trivial since
6(S,) = n, because S, is not connected and this is the maximal value for a graph on
n vertices. The minimality of the path is proved in [15].

The first statement concerning the algebraic connectivity (the minimality of the
path) was proved by R. Grone and R. Merris [11], the second statement was proved
by R. Merris [19]. J.-M. Guo [12] gave new proofs for both parts by using graph
transformations.

U

Again we will prove a product formula for L(T,x) — L(T", x).

Lemma 7.6. With our usual notation we have
1

L(T,z) — L(T',2) = =L(Py—1,x)(L(Hy,x) — 2 L(H|1,2))(L(Hy, z) — x L(Hslk, x)).
x

Lemma 7.7. As usual, let My : M, denote the graph obtained from M, My by

identifying the vertices of uy and us. Then

L(M1 . MQ, ZE) = L(Ml, ZE)L(MQ|U2, ZL‘) + L(Mg, .Z’)L(M1|U1, J])—
—xL(My|uy, x) L(Ms|ug, ).
Proof. Let |V(M;)| = ny and |V (Ms)| = ng. Furthermore, let d; and dy be the degree
of u; and us in M; and M, respectively.

Let the rows and columns of A = L(Mj : M) be ordered in such a way that the
first n; rows and columns correspond to the vertices of M;, while the last ny rows
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and columns correspond to the vertices of M,. Hence, the nith row and column
correspond to the vertex u; = uo.

The key observation is that if we consider the expansion of det(xl — A), none of
the non-zero terms contain a;,,, a,, ; together where i < n; < j. Indeed, a non-zero
product should contain n; — 1 non-zero elements from the first n; — 1 columns and
together with a; ,,, ay, j, this would be n; + 1 elements from the first n; rows.

Similarly, none of the non-zero terms contain a ,, , @y, ; together where ¢ > n; > j.

So we can divide the non-zero terms of det(xl — A) into three classes. The first
class contains those terms in which z — a,, ,, = * — d; — dy appears. Their sum is
clearly

($ — dl — dg)L(Ml‘ul, I’)L(MQ‘UQ, ilf)

The second class are those non-zero terms which contain an element —a; ,, where
¢ < ny. These terms should contain —a,, ; for some j < n;. These terms contribute
the sum det(B;)L(M;|ug, ) where B; is the matrix obtained from xI — L(M;) by
replacing * — a,, », with 0. Then

det(By) = L(My,x) — (x — dy) L(Mi|uq, ).

Finally, the third class are those non-zero terms which contain an element —a; ,,,
where ¢ > n;. These terms should contain —a,, ; for some j > n;. These terms
contribute the sum det(Bs)L(M;|ui, ) where Bs is the matrix obtained from zl —
L(Ms;) by replacing x — ay,, ,,, with 0. Then

det(Bs) = L(Ms,z) — (x — do) L(Ms|us, x).
Putting all these together we get
L(My : My, z) = (x — dy — do) L(Mi|uy, x) L(Ms|us, z)+
+(L(My, x)—(x—dy) L(Mi|uy, x)) L(Ma|ug, x)+(L(Ma, x)—(x—do) L(Ms|ug, x)) L(M; |uy, x)
= L(My, x)L(Ms|us, ) + L(Msy, x) L(Mi|uy, ) — 2 L(M;|uy, x) L(Mz|ug, x).
O

Proof of Lemma 7.6. By Lemma 7.7 we can apply the General Lemma with f(G,z) =
L(G,z), g(G|v,z) = L(G|v,x) and ¢y = 1,¢3 = —x. In this case,

L(Ky,z) —xL(Ks|l,z) =x(x —2) —z(x — 1) = —x
and
L(Ps|1,2) — L(P3)2,2) = (. —2)(z — 1) = 1) — (z — 1)* = —x.
Furthermore, expanding the matrix of L(P,x) according to the first row, we have
L(Pg,x) = (x — 1) L(Py_1]1, ) — L(Py_2|1, z).
Hence
L(Py,x) —xL(Py_1,2) = —L(Py_1|1,2) — L(Py_9,x) = —L(Py_1, ).
Putting all together we get that

L(T,z) — L(T',x) = iL(Pk_l,x)(L(Hl,x) —xL(H|1,2))(L(Hy, x) — zL(Hs|k, x)).
O
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Now we are ready to prove Theorem 7.3. For the sake of convenience we repeat
the corresponding part of the theorem which we prove.

Theorem 7.3 (First part.)
L(T,z) > L(T', z).

Proof. Let |V(A)| = a, |V(B)| = b, then |V(T)| = |V(T")] = a + b+ k. Because of
the alternating sign of the coefficients we have to prove that each coefficient of

(=1)* (LT, —2) — L(T", ~x))

is non-negative. Let L(G,z) = (-1)VOIL(G, —z) and L(G|v, ) = (=1)VOI-1 (G,
then L(G, z) and L(G|v, z) have only non-negative coefficients.
By Lemma 7.6 we have

L(T,z) — L(T", z) = (=) (L(T, —2) — L(T", —x)) =

= (e PO ) (L, ) (L, ) + 2 L1, ) =
= DT 20 1y (0, ) — (1) L1, 1)

xz

((=1)"'L(Hz, —x) — (=1)"L(H:|1, —z)) =

1~ ~ .
= EL(Pk_l,a:)(L(Hl, ©) — xL(Hy|1,2))(L(Hs, x) — 2 L(Hs|1,2)).
We know that all coefficients of L(P,_y,2) are non-negative. We show that the
coefficients of the polynomials L(H;,x) —xL(H:|1,z) and L(Hs,z) —xL(Hs|1,z) are
also non-negative. Clearly, it is enough to show it for the former one.

For any matrix B we have

n

f(B,z) =det(zI —B) =Y (=1)"" [ Y det(Bs) | 2",

r=0 |S|:7‘

where the matrix Bg is obtained from by deleting the rows and columns corresponding
to the elements of the set S. In other words,

F(B,z) = (—1)"det(—al — B) = det(z] + B) = Z > det(Bs) | o
r=0 \|S|=r

Hence
n

L(Hy,z) —xL(Hi|1,))=> [ > det(L(Hy)s) | a".
r=0 \ |S|=r,1¢S
Since L(H;) is a positive semidefinite matrix, all subdeterminants of it are non-
negative. This proves that the coefficients are indeed non-negative.
OJ

Remark 7.8. In [4] it was shown that the generalized tree shift decreases the Wiener-
index of a tree. (The Wiener-index of a graph is the sum ) d(z,y), where d(z,y) is
the distance of the vertices 2 and y.) One can consider Theorem 7.3 as a generalization
of this fact since the signless coefficient of 2 in the Laplacian polynomial is just the
Wiener-index (see [25]).

—),
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Theorem 7.3 (Second part.)
a(T") > a(T).

We will need some preparation. We will use the following fundamental lemmas.

Lemma 7.9. (Interlacing lemma) Let G be a graph and e an edge of it. Let Ay >
Ao > . A1 > N, =0 be the roots of L(G,z) and let 71 > 7o > ... Ty_1 > 7, = 0 be
the roots of L(G — e, x). Then

MZTIZ2X2T 22 N1 2 Tyt
Corollary 7.10. Let Ty be a tree and Ty be its subtree. Then a(T7) < a(T5).

Proof. 1t is enough to prove the statement for 77 — v = T, where the degree of the
vertex v is one. Let e be the pendant edge whose one of the end vertex is v. Then we
can get Ty by deleting the edge e and then the isolated vertex v. First we get that
An—o(ToU{v}) > A1 (Th) > N1 (T2 U{wv}) by the interlacing lemma. After deleting
the isolated vertex v we exactly delete the A\,_1(75 U {v}) = 0 from the Laplacian
spectra and we get that

CL(TQ) == )\n—2<T2) == )\n_Q(TQ U {U}) Z )\n—l(Tl) == (I(Tl).

For the sake of simplicity, we introduce the polynomials
1
h(G,I) = (—1)n71;L(G,$> and T’(G,LU) = (-1)”71L(G|U,$)7

where G is a graph on n vertices. It will be convenient to use the notation a(p(x))
for the smallest positive root of the polynomial p(zx).

The slight advantage of these polynomials is that they are non-negative at 0, more
precisely r(G, 0) is the number of spanning trees while A(G, 0) is n times the number
of spanning trees. So for a tree T we have h(T,0) = n and r(7,0) = 1.

Now we are ready to prove the second part of Theorem 7.3.

Proof. Let us rewrite the formula of Lemma 7.6 in terms of polynomials h and r.
For the sake of brevity, let h(H;,z) = h;(x) and r(H;,z) = r;(z). Since V(H;) =
a+1, V(Hy) =b+1, V(P) = k we have

(=)™ e (W(T,2) — MT",2)) =
(=D A(Pir, ) (1) "aha () — 2(=1)"r1(2))((=1)’ha(z) — 2(=1)"ra(x)).
Hence
h(T',z) = h(T,z) + xh(Ps_1,z)(h1(z) — r1(x))(ha(z) — 12(x)).

Since all of these polynomials are positive in 0 we have

a(T") > min(a(T), a(Py_1),alhy — 1), alhs — 13)).
We only need to show that

min(a(7T),a(Pr_1),a(hy — r1),alhy —19)) = a(T).

Clearly, a(Py_1) > a(T') because Py_ is a subtree of T', so we can apply Corollary 7.10.
Next we show that a(h; —r1) > a(T). In fact, it will turn out that a(hy —r1) > a(hy);
but then we are done since H; is a subtree of T so a(hy) > a(T).

Now we prove that a(h; — 1) > a(hy). The roots of the polynomial hy are the
roots of L(Hy,x) without 0: Ay > --- > A, > 0. The roots of the polynomial r; are



14 PETER CSIKVARI

the roots of L(Hy|1,x): A] > --- > A, > 0. By the interlacing theorem for symmetric
matrices, we have

MZN > A2 N> > A >N, >0

Assume for a moment that these roots are all different. Since h; — ry is positive in 0,
namely h;(0) —71(0) = (a+ 1) — 1 = a we get that h; — r; is positive in the interval
[N;; Aj] if @ — j is odd and negative if a — j is even, because the sign of hy and 7
are different at these intervals. So there must be a root of h; — ry in the interval
(Aj; Aj_y) for j=1,...,a—1. But h; —ry is a polynomial of degree a — 1, so we have
found all of its roots. Hence there cannot be any root in the interval [0, A,]. Clearly,
this argument with a slight modification still holds if some roots coincide: one can
consider the intervals of length 0 as infinitely small intervals. Hence a(h;—r1) > a(hq)
and similarly a(hy — 79) > a(hs). Hence a(T") > a(T).

[

Theorem 7.3 (Third part.)
6(T") > 0(T).

Disclaimer: the proof of this part is very similar to the proof of the previous part.

Here we need another corollary of Lemma 7.9.
Corollary 7.11. Let G2 be a subgraph of Gy then 6(G2) < 6(Gy).

Proof. First we delete all edges belonging to £(G1) \ E(G2). This way we obtain that
0(G1) > 0(GS) where Gy = (V(G1), E(G2)). Then we delete the isolated vertices

consisting of V(G1)\V (Gy), this way we deleted some 0’s from the Laplacian spectrum
of GY. Clearly, this does not affect 0(GY) = 6(G3). Hence 6(G1) > 0(G3). O

Now we are ready to prove the third part of Theorem 7.3.
Proof. We will show that

L(T,z)—L(T',x) = %L(Pk_l,x)(L(Hl,x)—:EL(H1|1,x))(L(Hg,a:)—xL(H2|k,a:)) >0
for x > 6(T") implying that 0(1") > 6(T).

It is enough to show that L(Hy,x) — «L(Hq|1,2) < 0 for x > 6(H;). Then by
symmetry, we have L(Hs,z) — xL(Hslk,z) < 0 for x > 6(Hsz). Thus L(T,z) —
L(T',z) > 0 for x > max(0(Py),0(H,),0(Hs)). Since Py, Hy, Hy are all subgraphs
of T" we have 0(T") > max(0(Py),0(H,),0(H>)) by Corollary 7.11. Hence L(T,x) —
L(T",z) > 0 for z > 6(T").

Now let us prove that L(Hy,x) —xL(Hy|1,2) <0 for > 6(H;). First of all, let us
observe that L(Hy,x) —xL(H;|1,z) is a polynomial of degree a with main coefficient
—dy, where |V(H;)| = a + 1 and d; is the degree of the vertex 1. Let the roots of
the polynomial L(H;,z) be Ay > --- > A\, = Agy1 = 0. The roots of the polynomial
L(Hy|1,z) are \{ > --- > Al > 0. By the interlacing theorem for symmetric matrices,
we have

MZAN 2 X >N > >N >\, > 0.
Assume for a moment that these roots are all different. Then L(H,,x) —xL(H:|1, z)
is positive in the interval [\, A;] if j is odd and negative if j is even since both

terms have the same sign. Hence there must be a root in the interval (i1, \}) for
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j=1,...,a—1and 0 is also a root of the polynomial L(H;,x) — xL(H;|1,z). This
way we find all roots of this polynomial, thus L(Hy,x) — xL(Hy|1,z) < 0if x > \|,
in particular if z > A;. Clearly, this argument also works if some \;, A} coincide since
the interlacing property still holds. ([l

8. THE INDEPENDENCE POLYNOMIAL
In this section we study the independence polynomial.

Definition 8.1. The independence polynomial of the graph G is defined as
1G,2) = S (- 1)ir(G)a",
k=0
where i (G) denotes the number of independent sets of size k and 3(G) denotes the
smallest real root of I(G, x).

Remark 8.2. Some authors call the polynomial /(G, —x) the independence polyno-
mial; since the transformation between the two forms is trivial, it will not cause any
confusion to work with this definition.

The graph parameter 5(G) is examined in various papers. D. Fisher and A. Solow
proved that 3(G) is the smallest root in absolute value [8]. The fundamental result
on f(G) due to D. Fisher and J. Ryan [7] is the following: if G; is a subgraph of
G then B(Gy) > B(G2). We will prove a bit stronger monotonicity property which
will be more suitable for our purposes. This stronger property will imply the above
mentioned result of D. Fisher and J. Ryan. We mention that their result already
implies that for nonempty graph G the value 3(G) indeed exists and in fact, it is at
most 1; the one-node graph is a subgraph of every graph and 1 is the (smallest real)
root of I(Ky,z) =1—x.

The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 8.3. Let T be a tree and T' is a tree obtained from T by a generalized
tree shift. Then I(T',x) > I(T,z) or in other words, ix(T") > ix(T) for all k > 1.
Furthermore, B(T") < (7).

The first statement of the theorem is quite straightforward. The second statement
needs some preparation, more precisely the preparation of the suitable monotonicity

property.
Fact 1. [16] The polynomial I(G, x) satisfies the recursion
I(G,z) =1(G —v,z) — xI(G — N[v], ),
where v is an arbitrary vertex of the graph G.
Fact 2. [16] The polynomial I(G,z) satisfies the recursion
I(G,x) = I(G — e,z) — 2*I(G — N[u] — N[v], z),

where e = uv is an arbitrary edge of the graph G.

The following definition —together with the statements following it— will be the
main tool to prove the second statement of Theorem 8.3.

Definition 8.4. Let Gy = Gy if I(Go,z) > I(G4,x) on the interval [0, 3(G1)].
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Statement 8.5. The relation > is transitive on the set of graphs and if G1 > Gq
then B(G1) < B(Ga).

Proof. Let G; = Gy. Since I(G1,0) = 1 we have I(Gy,z) > 0 on the interval
[0,53(G1)). Thus I(Go,z) > I(Gy,z) > 0 on the interval [0,5(G,)) giving that
B(G2) = B(Gr). It Gy = Gy = Gj then §(G1) < B(G2) < B(G3) and I(Gs,z) >
I(Go,z) > I(Gy,z) on the interval [0, min(G(G1), B(G2))) = [0,3(G4)) thus Gy >

Gs. O

Statement 8.6. If G5 is an induced subgraph of Gy then G1 > Gs.

Proof. We prove by induction on the number of vertices of G;. For sake of simplicity,
let us use the notation G; = G. By the transitivity of the relation > it is enough to
prove that G = G — v. The statement is true if |V (G)| = 2.
Since G — N|v] is an induced subgraph of G — v, by the induction hypothesis we

have

I(G —v,z) = I(G — N[p], z).
This means that

I(G— N[v),z) > I(G —v,x)
on the interval [0, 3(G — v)]. Thus I(G — N[v],z) > 0 on the interval [0, 3(G — v)].
Hence by Fact 1 we have

I(G,z) =1(G —v,z) —zI(G — Nv],z) < I(G —v,x)

on the interval [0, (G — v)]. This implies that 3(G) < G(G — v); indeed, I(
and I(G,B(G —wv)) < 0 so I(G,z) has a root in the interval [0, 5(G — v)].
I(G,z) < I(G — v, ) on the interval [0, 5(G)], i.e., G > G — . O

Statement 8.7. If G5 is a subgraph of G1 then G = GS.

E “Q

Proof. Let us apply the notation G; = G.
Clearly, it is enough to prove that G >= G — e where e = (u,v) € E(G). Let us use
the recursion formula of Fact 2 to G:

I(G,2) = I(G — e,x) — 2*I(G — N[u] — N[v], ).
By Statement 8.6 we have G = G — N[u] — N[v] and so I(G — N[u] — N[v],z) >
I(G,x) > 0 on the interval [0, 5(G)]. Hence I(G — e,xz) > I(G,x) on this interval,
ie, GG —e. O

Now we start to settle the suitable product formula for I(7T,z) — I(T", x).

Lemma 8.8. We have
I(My : My, z) = I(My — uy, ) (My — ug, x) — xl (M — Nug],x)I(My — Nlus)).
Equivalently,
I(My : My) = I(My)I(Ms) + xI(My)I(My — Nlug)) + xI(M; — Nluq])I(Mz)+
+(2* — 2)I(My — N{ug])I(My — Nuy]).
Proof. In the first formula we simply separated those terms which contain the vertex

uy = us (second term) from those not containing u; = uy (first term).
The second formula simply follows from the first one by using the identity

I(M; —uj,x) = I(Mj,x) + xI(M; — Nu;], x)
for j =1,2. O
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Lemma 8.9. Let T be tree and T' is obtained from T by a generalized tree shift.
Then with the usual notation we have

I(T,z) — I(T",x) = xl(Py_3,2)(I(A,x) — I(A — Ap,2))(I(B,z) — I(B — By, 1)),
where we define I(Py,z) = I(P-y,x) = 1.

Proof. By the previous lemma we can use the General Lemma applied to f(G,z) =
I(G,z) and ¢g(Glv,z) = I(G — N[v],z) and ¢y = x, c3 = 2% — z.
Then
I(P;— N[1],z) = I(Ps— N2l,z) =(1—2)— 1= —x
and
vl(Ky, z) + (2° — 2)I(Ky — N[1],2) = 2(1 — 22) + (2* — 2)1 = —2°.
Furthermore,
2I(Py,x) + (22 — 2)I(Py_g,x) = 2(I(Po_y, ) — 21 (Py_g, x)) + (2% — ) (Py_g,z) =
=2(I(Py_y,2) — [(Py_g,2)) = —2*1(Py_3, 7).

Finally,

v(I(H, — 1,2) + 2I(H, — N[1],z)) + (2* — 2)I(H, — N[1],z) =

=x(I(Hy —1,2) — I(H; — N[1],2) = x({(A,z) — [(A — Ay, x)).

Similar statement holds for x1(Hy, x) + (z* — x)[(Hy — N[1],z). Putting all together
we get that

I(T,z) — I(T',2) = xl(Py_3,2)(I(A,x) — I(A— Ag,2z))(I(B,z) — (B — By, )).
U

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 8.3.

Theorem 8.3. Let T be a tree and T' is a tree obtained from T by a generalized
tree shift. Then I(T',x) > I(T,x) or in other words ix(T") > ix(T) for all k > 1.
Furthermore, T" =T and so B(T") < B(T).

Proof. By Lemma 8.9 we have
(T, —x)—I(T,—x) = xl(Py_3, —x)(I(A, —x)—I(A— Ay, —x))(I(B, —x)—1(B—By, —1)).
Since on the left hand side we multiply polynomials of positive coefficients, we have
I(T",z) > I(T, x).
Now we prove the second statement. Since A — Ag is a subgraph of A we have
I(Ajx) — I[(A— Ap,x) <0
on the interval [0, 5(A)]. Similarly,
I(B,z) — I(B — By,z) <0

on the interval [0, 3(B)]. Finally I(Py_3,2) > 0 on the interval [0, 5(T")] since T" >
Py_3 because P;,_3 is a subgraph of T”. Tt is also true that 5(A), 3(B) > B(T") because
of the same reason. Hence

I(T,z)— I(T',z) = xl(Py_3,2)(I(A,x) — [(A— Ag,2))(I(B,z) — I(B — By,z)) >0

, T
on the interval [0, 5(7")], i.e., we have T" > T (and so 3(T") < B(T)).
0
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9. EDGE COVER POLYNOMIAL

The concept of the edge cover polynomial was introduced by S. Akbari and M. R.
Oboudi [1]. The edge cover polynomial is defined as follows.

Definition 9.1. Let G be a graph on n vertices and m edges. Let ex(G) denote the
number of ways one can choose k edges that cover all vertices of the graph G. We

call the polynomial

E(G,z) =) ex(G)a"
k=1
the edge cover polynomial of the graph G. Clearly, if the graph GG has an isolated
vertex then the edge cover polynomial is 0.
Let £(G) denote the smallest real root of the edge cover polynomial.

Unfortunately, the parameter £(G) is not a monotone parameter of graphs, not
even for trees. Surprisingly, in spite of this fact, one can use the generalized tree shift
to prove that the path and the star are the extremal cases. (Although, the star is
not the only tree for which {(7T") = 0.)

Theorem 9.2. Let T' be a tree on n vertices. Then
§(Pn) < &(T) < &£(Sn)-
Furthermore, for any 1 <k <n —1 we have
er(Sn) < ex(T) < er(Py).
As usual, we prove a lemma connecting E(T,z) and E(T", z).

Lemma 9.3. Let T be a tree and T" be the tree obtained from the tree T' by a gener-
alized tree shift. Then

E(T,z) — E(T',z) = %E(Pk,w)E(Hl,x)E(Hg,m).

Lemma 9.4.
E(Ml . MQ) = E(Ml)E(MQ) + E(Ml)E(MQ - ’LLQ) + E(Ml - Ul)E(Mg)

Proof. The terms of E(M; : Ms) are separated according to the vertex u; = uy is
covered in the graph My, M, or both. O

Proof of Lemma 9.3. According to the previous lemma we can apply the General
Lemma to f(G,z) = E(G,z) and g(G|v,z) = E(G —v,x) and ¢o = 1, ¢3 = 0.
Then E(P;—1,2)— E(Ps—2,2) =2 —0=x and o F(Ks,2) + 3 E(Ky— 1, 2) = .
Hence .
B(T,2) — B(T',2) = ~E(Py, 2)E(Hy, 2) E(Hy, z).
x
OJ

Proof of Theorem 9.2. Since all the coefficients of the edge cover polynomial are non-
negative we have £(T) < 0 = £(S,,). (Note that E(S,,z) = 2" 1)
To prove the extremality of the path, we make the observation that

E(P,,z) = En: <” N 2 N k) plk,

k=0
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Indeed, E(P,,z) = 2(E(P,-1,2)+ E(P,—2,x)) and E(P,z) = 0, E(Py,x) = z. Thus
E(P,,z) is a simple transform of the Chebyshev polynomial of the second kind. This
implies that

¢(P,) = —4cos® T
n—

if n > 3. In particular, —§(P,) > —&(Pn_1) > -+ > —§(Pa).

Let A > —&(P,) and set ¢(T) = (=1)""'E(T,—\). Clearly, ¢(P,) > 0. We show
that for all trees on n vertices we have ¢(7') > ¢(P,) > 0. We prove it by induction
on the number of vertices. By the main lemma

o(T') = o(T) = %c(Pk)c(Hl)c(Hg).

By the induction hypothesis all terms on the right hand side are positive; indeed,
c(Hy) > ¢(Pay1) > 0 because A > —&(P,) > —&(Pyy1). Thus ¢(T") > ¢(T). Since the
smallest element of the poset induced by the generalized tree shift is the path on n
vertices, this implies that ¢(7") > ¢(FP,) indeed holds. Hence E(T,x) has no root in
the interval (—oo,&(Fy)).

The second claim is trivial from Lemma 9.3 and from the fact that the star is the
largest, the path is the smallest element of the induced poset of the generalized tree
shift.

O

Remark 9.5. Although, we have no monotonicity for £(7') in general, the weak
monotonicity for the paths was enough to prove the statement.
In [5] one can find a strengthening of Theorem 9.2.

10. THE GENERALIZED TREE SHIFT AND RELATED TRANSFORMATIONS OF TREES

Originally, the author developed the generalized tree shift to overcome a certain
weakness of the Kelmans transformation. Although, it turned out that the generalized
tree shift is indeed the generalization of many transformations for trees found in the
literature. In this section we survey some of them.

In [18] L. Lovasz and J. Pelikian proved that the star has the largest, the path has
the smallest spectral radius among trees on n vertices. Their proof for settling the
minimality of the path used a certain transformation of trees. This transformation
is nothing else than the generalized tree shift applied in the case when the degree of
the candidate vertex is 2, so it moves one edge. We also mention that they used the
same ordering for the polynomials that we used for the independence polynomial.

In [20] B. Mohar defined the operation o and 7. Both transformations are special
cases of the generalized tree shift; more precisely, the inverse of 7 is the special case
of the generalized tree shift. In the language of the generalized tree shift, the inverse
of m-transformation is nothing else than the generalized tree shift when Hy itself is
a path. The o-transformation is the generalized tree shift when H, is a star and
k = 2 (so the path has no interior vertices). This transformations were also used
by D. Stevanovi¢ and A. Ili¢ [24]|. Surprisingly, H. Deng [6] used exactly the same
transformations for proving the extremality of the star and the path at the Estrada
index. In fact, he also solved the problem for the number of closed walks as well.
They needed two transformations, one for settling the extremality of the star and one
for settling the extremality of the path.

In [12| J.-M. Guo studied the algebraic connectivity of graphs, the transformation
“separating an edge” is the generalized tree shift applied to adjacent vertices x,y.



20 PETER CSIKVARI

(In fact, he defined it for every graph, but Theorem 2.1 of [12] shows that it was
useful only when the separated edge was a cut edge.) In this paper Guo used another
transformation also called “grafting an edge”. This transformation is not the special
case of the generalized tree shift, but surprisingly they have a nontrivial common
special transformation. In the language of the generalized tree shift this special case
is when the graph H, is a path. Then the generalized tree shift acts as if the graph H;
had been shifted from the end of a long path to the middle of this path. Guo showed
that this can be refined in such a way that the graph H; gets closer and closer to
the center of the path, the algebraic connectivity becomes greater and greater. This
suggests that maybe one can refine the poset induced by the generalized tree shift.

We mention that a more and more refined poset of trees could have a serious
application. In chemistry one often measures molecules by some parameter. In this
case it is useless that the star maximizes, the path minimizes this parameter since
these are not the graph of molecules in general. Still a graph transformation could be
useful to compare molecules in a fast way or to give a hint where to find the proper
molecule.

11. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this section we collected the parameters of trees into a table which increase
or decrease by applying the generalized tree shift. The common property of this
parameters is that they are all monotone parameters of trees. In fact, most of them
are monotone parameters of all graphs.

We hope that the many examples could convince everybody that this transforma-
tion is much more natural than it seems to be at first sight. The simple form of the
General Lemma is also a clue of this naturality.

Parameter Change | Maximum
1 largest eigenvalue of the adjacency matrix increasing star
2 | coefficients of the adjacency characteristic polynomial | decreasing path
3 number of closed walks of length ¢ (¢ fixed) [4] increasing star
4 number of walks of length ¢ (¢ fixed) [3] increasing star
5 algebraic connectivity increasing star
6 largest real root of the Laplacian polynomial increasing star
7 | coefficients of the Laplacian characteristic polynomials | decreasing path
8 smallest real root of the independence polynomial decreasing path
9 coefficients of the independence polynomial increasing star
10 coefficients of the edge cover polynomial decreasing path
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