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Let G be a simple graph with n vertices and m edges. The first hyper Zagreb
index of G is defined as HM:1(G) = 3., c () (d(u) + d(v))?, where d(v) denotes
the degree of a vertex v in (G. The aim of this paper is to correct some of the
inequalities that were derived in [9] and characterize the extremal graphs.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper, we only consider simple and connected graph
G = (V(G), E(G)) with n vertices and m edges. We use the notations d(v),
A = A(G) and § = §(G) to denote the degree of a vertex v, the maximum
vertex degree of G and the minimum vertex degree of G, respectively. A vertex
v € V(G) is said to be pendant if its neighborhood contains exactly one vertex,
ie., d(v) =1. As usual K ,—1, P, and C), denotes a star, path and cycle on
n vertices, respectively. Let K7, _; be a graph that obtained from K ,—1 by
adding an edge between any two vertices with d(v) = §. The Line graph L(G)
obtained from G in which V (L(G)) = E(G), where two vertices of L(G) are
adjacent if and only if they are adjacent edges of G. Note that L(G) has m
vertices and (3 2 0ev(G) d(v)* — m) edges. We use A, and d. to denote the
maximum and the minimum vertex degree of L(G), respectively.

Mathematical calculations are quite necessary to analyze essential con-
cepts in chemistry because molecules are often modeled by graph structures
named molecular graphs. A molecular graph is a simple graph in which vertices
represent the atoms and edges represent the linking bonds among them. By
IUPAC terminology, a topological indez is a numerical value for the correlation
of a chemical structure with various physical properties, chemical reactivity, or
biological activity.

In chemical graph theory, a graphical invariant is a number related to a
graph which is structurally invariant. These invariant numbers are also known
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as the topological indices. In 1972, Gutman and Trinajsti¢ [5] examined the
study of total m-electron energy on the molecular structure and introduced two
vertex-degree based graph invariants. These invariants are defined as M;(G) =
Y evie d)? and My(G) = 3¢ ey d(w)d(v). In 2004, Milicevié, Nikoli¢
and Trinajsti¢ [7] reformulated the first Zagreb index in terms of edge-degree
instead of vertex-degree as EM:(G) = 3, e (d(w) +d(v) — 2)2. In 2013,
Shirdel et al. [8] defined the first hyper Zagreb index as

HM\(G)= Y ld(u)+d(v)]*.
weFE(G)

For the recent results, see [1, 3, 4] and references therein. In 2016, Wang et al.
[9] defined the second hyper Zagreb index as

HM(G) = ) (d(u) +d(v))(d(z) + d(y)),
UV~TY
where uv ~ zy represents the adjacent edges of G.
The aim of this paper is to characterize the extremal graphs in addition
to correcting some of the inequalities derived in [9]. More precisely, in the next
section, we correct and comment on Theorems 3, 4, and 7 in [9].

2. MAIN RESULTS

In 2010, Zhou and Trinajsti¢ [10] obtained the following result on gene-
real sum connectivity index.

LEMMA 1. (see [10]) Let G be a graph with m > 1 edges. If 0 < o < 1,
then
Xa(G) < Mi(G)*m!™*,
and if « > 1 or a <0, then
(1) Xa(G) > Mi(G)*m!™*,
and either equality holds if and only if d(u) + d(v) is constant for any edge uv.
In [9], Wang et al. gave a lower bound for the Hyper Zagreb index of graph G:

(2) HM,(G) > er(nG)27

where the equality holds if and only if G is edge degree regular. Note that by
Lemma 1, it is easy to see that (2) is a special case of (1) with a = 2.
Comments on Theorem 3 in [9]: Wang et al. [9] gave an upper bound for the
first hyper Zagreb indez of graph G:

(3) HM;(G) < My (G)(m + 26 — 1) — 2m(m — 1)6,
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where the equality holds if and only if G is regular. Note that sometimes the
upper bound in (3) is not true. For example, if G = K, ,_1 with n vertices,
then we have m =n — 1, § = 1 and HM;(G) = n*(n — 1), while

Mi(G)(m+26—1)—2m(m —1)d =n?(n—1) —2(n — 1)(n — 2)
=(n—1)(n?—-2n+4)
<n?(n—1), for n > 2.
Also, it G = K7,,_;, then we have m =n, § =1 and
HM;(G) =n® —n? 4 4n + 18,
while
Mi(G)(m +26 — 1) —2m(m — 1)§ = (n + 1) (n* —=n+6) — 2n(n — 1)
=n%—2n? + Tn +6.
<n®—n?+4n+18, forn > 3.

We now present some preliminary results that will be needed to achieve our
main goal. From [2], we have that d;u; = sum of the degrees of the vertices
adjacent to vertex vj;:

@) D dipi= D> dw)* < D [2m—d(v) — (n—1—d(v))d].
i=1

veV(Q) veV(G)

LEMMA 2. (see [6]) Let G be a simple graph with n vertices and m edges.
Then
Mi(G) <2m (A +6) —nAod.
The equality holds if and only if G is regular or bidegreed graph.

Note that in the proof of Theorem 3 of [9] picking the erroneous value for
m, that is, the edge version as of d(e), resulted in an incorrect inequality. We
now present the corrected version of the result.

THEOREM 1. Let G be a simple connected graph with n vertices and m
edges. Then

HM;(G) < (m + 26 + 1)M;(G) — 2m(m — 1) — 2(3m — 1)(§ — 1).

Proof. The edge version of the inequality (4) can be expressed as d(e;)u; =
sum of the degrees of the edges adjacent to edge e;.

Y dedpi= Y de)’=EM(G),
=1

e€E(Q)
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where d(e) = d(u) + d(v) — 2 is the edge degree of any edge e € E(G), with
de =2(6 —1) <d(e) <2(A —1) = A.. Note that EM;(G) is simply the first
Zagreb index of the line graph of G. Thus

(5)
Sder< Y |2 % S d(0) —m | —d(e) — (m— 1 — d(e)) (26 — 2)

c€E(G) c€E(Q) veV(G)
From the definition of EM;(G), we have
EMi(G)= Y (dw)+d@)*—4 >  du+dv)+4 > L
weFE(G) weER(Q) weE(G)

By using (5), we complete the proof. [J

Furthermore, the following corollary is established in [9] using Lemma 2
and Theorem 3 in [9].
(6) HM(G) < (2m(A+3§) —nAd) (m+25—1)—2m(m —1)(6 — 1),

where the equality holds if and only if G is regular. Note that (6) is correct
due to the choice in Lemma 2, i.e., the R.H.S is always larger than the L.H.S,
but still, the equality is not correct. The equality never holds for the regular
graphs. But it holds only for the star Ky ,_1.

Comments on Theorem 4 in [9]: Theorem 4 in [9] is obtained from Pélya-Szegd
inequality:

(A+0)? )
HM < M
(7) 1(G) < ImAS 1(G)
with equality holds if and only if G is regular or there are exactly ATo edges

A
of degree 2A and Am 5 edges of degree 24 such that (A +¢) divides md. The

following inequalities are obtained from the above result with § > 2:

(n+1)° 2
HM < ——2 M
(®) (@) < g h s (6)
with equality holds if and only if G has exactly ™ edges of degree 2(n — 2)
and ngln__f) edges of degree 2 such that (n — 1) divides m, and hence
3 1 6

(9) HM,(G) < L—’—)Q

16n2(n —1)

with equality holds if and only if G & K3.
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The characterization of extremal graphs in (7) and (8) is incorrect. If n
is even, then both %% 5 edges of degree 2A and 75 5 edges of degree 26 are

possible if and only if G is regular. If n is odd, then Am—f& and m At are not

integers. This concludes that (7) holds if and only if G is regular

Suppose G = (3, then the equality of (8) holds, but Cs doesn’t satisfy
the given equality class. Also, Cs is the unique graph that satisfies the equality
case. It is easy to see that, the equality of (9) does not hold for any class of
graphs.

Comments on Theorem 7 in [9]: In [9], Wang et al. gave a lower bound for the
second hyper Zagreb index of graph G:

My(G)?
2m?
with equality holds if and only if G is regular.
For G = P,, (10) is true. Suppose G = K ,—1 withn > 2, thenm =n—1
and HM>(G) = M, SO

(10) HM>(G) >

MG (n=1%+(n-1)10)" ndn-1) _ n2(n—1)(n-2)
. 2 2(n_1)2 = B > 5 , n> 2.

2m

For G = C,, then m = n and HM>(G) = 16n, while %GQ)S = 64n > 16n,
which is a contradiction to (10). Note that the choice of N = 1M;(G) in
the proof of Theorem 7 [9], leads to wrong inequality. By choosing d(e) =
d(u) + d(v) — 2 and N = $M;(G) — m, we get EM>(G) > W It is
easy to see that HMs(G) > EM(G), so we have the following result.

THEOREM 2. Let G be a simple graph with n vertices and m edges, then

(M1 (G) — 2m)*
2m2 ’

HMQ(G) >
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