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Abstract

Lower and upper bounds on the Wiener index of connected graphs and of triangle–
and quadrangle–free graphs are obtained in terms of the number of vertices, number of
edges, and diameter. In addition, Nordhaus–Gaddum-type results for the Wiener index are
established.

1 Introduction

In this paper we are concerned with connected simple graphs. Let G = (V, E) be such

a graph, where V = {v1, v2, . . . , vn} is its vertex set. Let n and m be, respectively,

the number of vertices and edges of G .

The distance δ(vi, vj|G) between the vertices vi and vj of the graph G is equal to

the length of (number of edges in) the shortest path that connects vi and vj [3]. The
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Wiener index of G is then defined as [29] (see also [11,18]):

W = W (G) =
∑

{vi,vj}⊆V

δ(vi, vj|G) .

If we denote by d(G, k) the number of vertex pairs of G , the distance of which is

equal to k , then the Wiener index of G can be expressed as:

W (G) =
∑
k≥1

k d(G, k) .

The maximum value of k for which d(G, k) is non-zero is the diameter of the graph

G , and will be denoted by d .

The Wiener index is of certain importance in chemistry [15, 17]. It is one of the

oldest and most thoroughly studied graph–based molecular structure–descriptors (so-

called “topological indices”) [15, 26, 29]. Numerous of its chemical applications were

reported (see, for instance, [2, 12, 13, 17, 22, 24]) and its mathematical properties are

reasonably well understood [1, 4, 8–10,19,20,27,28,31].

Another structure–descriptor introduced long time ago [16] is the so-called first

Zagreb index (M1) equal to the sum of the squares of the degrees of all vertices of

G [16]. Some basic properties of M1 can be found in [7, 14,21,25].

From the definition of the Wiener index we easily get

W (Pn) =
1

6
(n − 1)n(n + 1) (1)

where Pn stands for the n-vertex path, and

W (G) = n(n − 1) − m

for any graph G of diameter 2.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we present lower and upper bounds

on the Wiener index of connected graph, and, in particular, lower and upper bounds

of triangle– and quadrangle–free graphs. In section 3, we obtain Nordhaus–Gaddum–

type result for the Wiener index.

2 Wiener index of graphs

Denote by G∗ a graph of diameter d (3 ≤ d ≤ 4 and |V (G∗)| ≥ d + 2), having the

following property. Let Pd+1 be a (d + 1)-vertex path contained in G∗ . Then for any
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vertex vi ∈ V (G∗)\V (Pd+1) and for any vertex vj ∈ V (G∗) , j �= i , it should be either

δ(vi, vj|G∗) = 1 or δ(vi, vj|G∗) = 2 . In Fig. 1 are depicted two examples of G∗-type

graphs.

Fig. 1. Two graphs of G∗-type.

For the above described graphs we have

W (G∗) = n(n − 1) − m + 1

if d = 3 , and

W (G∗) = n(n − 1) − m + 4

if d = 4 .

Now we give lower and upper bounds for the Wiener index in terms of the number

of vertices n , the number of edges m , and the diameter d .

Theorem 2.1. Let G be a connected graph with n ≥ 2 vertices, m edges, and diameter

d . Then

W (G) ≥ 1

6
(d − 2)(d − 1)d + n(n − 1) − m (2)

and

W (G) ≤ 1

2
n(n − 1)d − 1

3
(d − 2)(d − 1)d − (d − 1)m . (3)

Equality in (2) holds if and only if G is a graph of diameter at most 2 or G ∼= Pn

or G is isomorphic to some G∗ . Equality in (3) holds if and only if G is a graph of

diameter at most 2 or G ∼= Pn .

Proof. Since G has diameter d , the path Pd+1 is contained in G . There are

(
n

2

)
vertex pairs (at distance at least one) and the number of vertex pairs at distance one
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is m . Thus we have

W (G) ≥ W (Pd+1) + m − d +
(n(n − 1)

2
− d(d + 1)

2
− (m − d)

)
2 (4)

and

W (G) ≤ W (Pd+1) + m − d +
(n(n − 1)

2
− d(d + 1)

2
− (m − d)

)
d (5)

from which, by taking into account (1), follow (2) and (3).

We now suppose that the equality holds in (2). Then the equality holds in (4). If

G is a graph of diameter at most 2, then the equality holds in (4). Otherwise, d ≥ 3 .

Now we have n ≥ d + 1 . We consider two cases: (a) n = d + 1 , and (b) n ≥ d + 2 .

Case (a): n = d + 1 . In this case G ∼= Pn .

Case (b): n ≥ d + 2 . Let Pd+1 be the path on d + 1 vertices, contained in the

graph G . From equality in (4), we conclude that for any vertex vi ∈ V (G)\V (Pd+1) ,

and for any vertex vj ∈ V (G) , j �= i , it is either δ(vi, vj|G) = 1 or δ(vi, vj|G) = 2 .

So, the diameter of G is less than or equal to 4. Hence G is isomorphic to a graph

G∗ .

Suppose that the equality holds in (3). Then the equality holds in (5). If G is a

graph of diameter at most 2, then the equality holds in (5). Otherwise, d ≥ 3 . In

this case the equality holds in (5) if and only if

n(n − 1)

2
− d(d + 1)

2
− (m − d) = 0

i. e.,
n(n − 1)

2
− d(d + 1)

2
= m − d = |E(G)\E(Pd+1)| . (6)

We have that m ≥ d . If m = d , then d = n−1 as G is connected and the equation

(6) holds, and hence G ∼= Pn . Otherwise, m > d and by (6), there exists a vertex

vi ∈ V (G)\V (Pd+1) , such that vi is adjacent to all the remaining vertices. Thus the

diameter of G is at most 2, a contradiction.

Conversely, one can easily see that the equality holds in (2) for a graph of diameter

at most 2 or for the path Pn or for a graph G∗ . The equality holds in (3) for a graph

of diameter at most 2 or for the path Pn . �
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Remark 2.2. The lower and upper bounds given by (2) and (3) are equal when G is

a graph of diameter at most 2 or G ∼= Pn .

Remark 2.3. Other estimates for W in terms of n , m , and d were given in the

works [23, 34]. One of the (anonymous) referees of our paper informed us that the

lower bound in Theorem 2.1 is weaker than a lower bound given in [34]. Unfortunately,

Ref. [34] was inaccessible to us. Moreover, because of our insufficient command of

Chinese language and orthography, we could anyway not duly comprehend the results

communicated in Ref. [34].

The number of vertex pairs at unit distance is equal to the number of edges. Thus

d(G, 1) = m . For a triangle– and quadrangle–free graph G , the number of vertex

pairs at distance two is

d(G, 2) =
1

2
M1(G) − m .

Because in an n-vertex graph there are

(
n

2

)
vertex pairs,

∑
k≥1

d(G, k) =

(
n

2

)

from which it follows: ∑
k≥3

d(G, k) =

(
n

2

)
− 1

2
M1(G) .

Denote by G∗∗ a triangle– and quadrangle–free graph of diameter d = 4 and

|V (G∗∗)| ≥ d + 2 , such that for any vertex vi ∈ V (G∗∗)\V (Pd+1) and for any vertex

vj ∈ V (G∗∗) , j �= i , either δ(vi, vj|G∗∗) = 1 or δ(vi, vj|G∗∗) = 2 or δ(vi, vj|G∗∗) = 3 .

In Fig. 2 are depicted two examples of G∗∗-type graphs.

Fig. 2. Two graphs of G∗∗-type.
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Recall that for any graph of G∗∗-type,

W (G∗∗) =
3

2
n(n − 1) − 1

2
M1(G

∗∗) − m + 1 .

Theorem 2.4. Let G be a connected triangle– and quadrangle–free graph with n ≥ 2

vertices, m edges, and diameter d . Then

W (G) ≥ 3

2
n(n − 1) +

1

6
d(d2 − 6d + 11) − 1

2
M1(G) − m − 1 (7)

and

W (G) ≤ n(n − 1)

2
d − d − 2

2
M1(G) − m − 1

3
(d − 3)(d − 2)(d − 1) . (8)

Moreover, equality in (7) holds if and only if G is a graph of diameter at most 3 or

G ∼= Pn or G is isomorphic to a graph G∗∗ . Equality in (8) holds if and only if G is

a graph of diameter at most 3 or G ∼= Pn .

Proof. Since G has diameter d , the path Pd+1 is contained in G . There are
(

n
2

)
vertex pairs (at distance at least one), the number of vertex pairs at distance one is

m , and the number of vertex pairs at distance two is 1
2
M1(G) − m . Thus,

W (G) ≥ W (Pd+1) + m − d +
(1

2
M1(G) − m − d + 1

)
2

+
(n(n − 1)

2
− d(d + 1)

2
− 1

2
M1(G) + 2d − 1

)
3 (9)

and

W (G) ≤ W (Pd+1) + m − d +
(1

2
M1(G) − m − d + 1

)
2

+
(n(n − 1)

2
− d(d + 1)

2
− 1

2
M1(G) + 2d − 1

)
d (10)

i. e.,

W (G) ≥ W (Pd+1) +
3

2
n(n − 1) − 3

2
d(d + 1) − 1

2
M1(G) − m + 3d − 1

and

W (G) ≤ W (Pd+1) − d − 2

2
M1(G) +

n(n − 1)

2
d − d2(d + 1)

2
+ 2 d2 − m − 4d + 2 .
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Taking into account (1), we arrive at the inequalities (7) and (8).

Suppose now that the equality holds in (7). Then the equality holds in (9). If G

is a graph of diameter at most 3 , then the equality holds in (9). Otherwise, d ≥ 4 .

We consider two cases: (a) n = d + 1 , and (b) n ≥ d + 2 .

Case (a): n = d + 1 . In this case G ∼= Pn .

Case (b): n ≥ d + 2 . Let, as before, Pd+1 be the path on d + 1 vertices, contained

in G . From equality in (9), we have that for any vertex vi ∈ V (G)\V (Pd+1) and for

any vertex vj ∈ V (G) , j �= i , δ(vi, vj|G) is equal to either 1 or 2 or 3. Using this

we conclude that the graph G has diameter less than or equal to 4, as G is triangle–

and quadrangle–free. Thus the diameter of G is equal to 4. Hence G is isomorphic

to some G∗∗ .

Suppose that the equality holds in (8). Then the equality holds also in (10). If G

is a graph of diameter at most 3 , then the equality holds in (10). Otherwise, d ≥ 4 .

So we must have

n(n − 1)

2
− d(d + 1)

2
− 1

2
M1(G) + 2d − 1 = 0

i. e.,
n(n − 1)

2
− d(d + 1)

2
=
(
d(G, 2) − (d − 1)

)
+
(
d(G, 1) − d

)
. (11)

Since n ≥ d + 1 , we consider two cases: (c) n = d + 1 , and (d) n ≥ d + 2 .

Case (c): n = d + 1 . In this case G ∼= Pn .

Case (d): n ≥ d + 2 . From equality in (11), we have that for any vertex vi ∈
V (G)\V (Pd+1) and for any vertex vj ∈ V (G) , j �= i , it is either δ(vi, vj|G) = 1 or

δ(vi, vj|G) = 2 . Using this we conclude that we do not have any graph of diameter

greater than or equal to 4. As G is supposed to be triangle– and quadrangle–free,

this leads to a contradiction.

Conversely, one can easily see that equality holds in (7) for a graph of diameter

at most 3 or for the path Pn or for a graph G∗∗ . Equality holds in (8) for a graph of

diameter at most 3 or for the path Pn . �
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In [32] Zhou and one of the present authors obtained the following lower bound

on Wiener index of a connected triangle– and quadrangle–free graph:

Corollary 2.5. Let G be a connected triangle– and quadrangle–free graph with n ≥ 2

vertices and m edges. Then

W (G) ≥ 3

2
n(n − 1) − 1

2
M1(G) − m

with equality holding if and only if G is a graph of diameter at most 3.

Proof. One can easily check that 1
6
d(d2 − 6d + 11) − 1 ≥ 0 , with equality holding

if and only if d ≤ 3 . The result now follows from Theorem 2.4. �

Also the following lower bound on Wiener index of trees was obtained in [32]:

Corollary 2.6. Let T be a tree with n ≥ 2 vertices. Then

W (T ) ≥ M1(T ) − (n − 1)

with equality holding if and only if T is the star K1,n−1 .

Proof. From De Caen’s inequality [6], we have M1(T ) ≤ n(n − 1) (special case for

trees) with equality holding if and only if T ∼= K1,n−1 . For trees, m = n− 1 , and the

result follows from Corollary 2.5. �

Corollary 2.7. Let G be a connected triangle– and quadrangle–free graph with n ≥ 2

vertices, m edges and diameter d . Then

W (G) ≥ n(n − 1) +
1

6
d(d2 − 6d + 11) − m − 1 . (12)

Moreover, equality holds in (12) if and only if G ∼= K1,n−1 or G is a Moore graph of

diameter 2.

Recall that there are at most four Moore graphs of diameter 2: the pentagon,

the Petersen graph, the Hoffman–Singleton graph, and possibly a 57-regular graph

on 3250 vertices [5].
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Proof. In [33] it was shown that M1(T ) ≤ n(n−1) with equality holding if and only

if T ∼= K1,n−1 or G is a Moore graph of diameter 2. Inequality (12) follows then from

Theorem 2.4. �

Remark 2.8. The lower and upper bounds given by (7) and (8), respectively, are

equal when G is a graph of diameter at most 3 or G ∼= Pn .

3 Nordhaus–Gaddum-type results for the Wiener

index

Zhang and Wu [30] obtained the following Nordhaus–Gaddum-type result for the

Wiener index:

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a connected graph on n ≥ 5 vertices with a connected comple-

ment Ḡ . Then

3

(
n

2

)
≤ W (G) + W (G) ≤ n3 + 3n2 + 2n − 6

6
. (13)

We now give lower bound for W (G) + W (G) :

Theorem 3.2. Let G be a connected graph on n ≥ 2 vertices, diameter d , and with

a connected complement G . Then

W (G) + W (G) ≥ 3

2
n(n − 1) +

1

6
(d − 2)(d − 1)d (14)

with equality holding in (14) if and only if G is a graph of diameter 2 or G ∼= Pn or

G is isomorphic to some G∗ and G is a graph of diameter 2.

Proof. Using the inequality (2) from Theorem 2.1 we arrive at

W (G) + W (G) ≥ 2n(n − 1) − (m + m) +
1

6
(d − 2)(d − 1)d +

1

6
(d − 2)(d − 1)d (15)

where m and d are, respectively, the number of edges and diameter of G . Since

m + m = n(n−1)
2

, (d − 2)(d − 1)d ≥ 0 , we get (14) from (15).

Suppose now that equality holds in (14). Then all inequalities in the above argu-

ment must be equalities. Then from equality in (15) we conclude that G is a graph of
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diameter 2 or G ∼= Pn or G is isomorphic to some G∗ , and G is a graph of diameter

2 or G ∼= Pn or G is isomorphic to some G∗ . From equality in (14), we get d ≤ 2 .

Hence G is a graph of diameter 2 or G ∼= Pn or G is isomorphic to some G∗ and G is

a graph of diameter 2.

Conversely, let G be a graph of diameter 2 and let G be a graph of diameter 2.

So d = d = 2 , and thus

W (G) + W (G) = n(n − 1) − m + n(n − 1) − m =
3

2
n(n − 1)

as m + m = n(n − 1)/2 .

Let G ∼= Pn and let G be a graph of diameter 2. For d = 2 ,

W (G)+W (G) =
1

6
(n−1)n(n+1)+n(n−1)−m =

3

2
n(n−1)+

1

6
(n−3)(n−2)(n−1) .

Let G be isomorphic to some G∗ and let G be a graph of diameter 2. For d = 2

and d = 3 ,

W (G) + W (G) = n(n − 1) − m + 1 + n(n − 1) − m =
3

2
n(n − 1) + 1

whereas for d = 2 and d = 4 ,

W (G) + W (G) = n(n − 1) − m + 4 + n(n − 1) − m =
3

2
n(n − 1) + 4 .

Hence the theorem. �

Remark 3.3. One can easily check that our lower bound (14) on W (G) + W (G) is

always better than (13) as (d − 2)(d − 1)d ≥ 0 .

Now we give an upper bound for W (G)+W (Ḡ) in terms of the number of vertices

n , and diameters d , d of G and G , respectively.

Theorem 3.4. Let G be a connected graph on n ≥ 2 vertices with a connected Ḡ . If

k = max{d, d} , then

W (G) + W (Ḡ) ≤ n(n − 1)

2
(k + 1) − 1

3
k(k − 1)(k − 2) (16)

where d and d are the diameters of G and G , respectively. Moreover, equality holds

if and only if both G and Ḡ have diameter 2.
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Proof. We start by inequality (3). Since G and G are connected, d, d ≥ 2 . Without

loss of generality, we can assume that d ≥ d . So we have k = d . Let m be the

number of edges of G . Then

W (G) + W (G)

≤ n(n − 1)

2
(d + d) − 1

3
(d − 2)(d − 1)d − 1

3
(d − 2)(d − 1)d

− (d − 1)m − (d − 1)m (17)

=
n(n − 1)

2
(d + d + 1) − 1

3
(d − 2)(d − 1)d − 1

3
(d − 2)(d − 1)d

− dm − d
(n(n − 1)

2
− m

)
as m + m =

1

2
n(n − 1),

=
n(n − 1)

2
(d + 1) − 1

3
(d − 2)(d − 1)d − 1

3
(d − 2)(d − 1)d − m(d − d)

≤ n(n − 1)

2
(k + 1) − 1

3
(k − 2)(k − 1)k as k = d and d ≥ d . (18)

Now suppose that the equality holds in (16). Then equality holds also in (17) and

(18). From equality in (17), we conclude that G is a graph of diameter at most 2 or

G ∼= Pn and that G is a graph of diameter at most 2 or G ∼= Pn .

From equality in (18), we must have k = d = d and d ≤ 2 . Hence both G and G

have diameter 2.

Conversely, one can easily see that the equality holds in (16) if both G and G have

diameter 2. �

Remark 3.5. For k ≤ n/3 , we have

1

6
(n3 + 3n2 + 2n − 6) ≥ 1

2
n(n − 1)(k + 1) .

From this we conclude that our upper bound (16) is always better than the upper bound

(13), provided k ≤ n/3 .

Remark 3.6. The lower and upper bounds given by (14) and (16), respectively, are

equal when both G and G have diameter 2.
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[16] I. Gutman, N. Trinajstić, Graph theory and molecular orbitals. Total π-electron

energy of alternant hydrocarbons, Chem. Phys. Lett. 17 (1972) 535–538.

[17] I. Gutman, Y. N. Yeh, S. L. Lee, Y. L. Luo, Some recent results in the theory of

the Wiener number, Indian J. Chem. 32A (1993) 651–661.

[18] H. Hosoya, Topological index. A newly proposed quantity characterizing the

topological nature of structural isomers of saturated hydrocarbons, Bull. Chem.

Soc. Jpn. 44 (1971) 2332–2339.

[19] H. Hua, Wiener and Schultz molecular topological indices of graphs with specified

cut edges, MATCH Commun. Math. Comput. Chem. 61 (2009) 643–651.

[20] H. Liu, X. F. Pan, On the Wiener index of trees with fixed diameter, MATCH

Commun. Math. Comput. Chem. 60 (2008) 85–94.

[21] M. Liu, B. Liu, New sharp upper bounds for the first Zagreb index, MATCH

Commun. Math. Comput. Chem. 62 (2009) 689–698.

[22] D. E. Needham, I. C. Wei, P. G. Seybold, Molecular modeling of the physical

properties of alkanes, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 110 (1988) 4186–4194.
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[24] G. Rücker, C. Rücker, On topological indices, boiling points, and cycloalkanes,

J. Chem. Inf. Comput. Sci. 39 (1999) 788–802.

[25] L. Sun, S. Wei, Comparing the Zagreb indices for connected bicyclic graphs,

MATCH Commun. Math. Comput. Chem. 62 (2009) 699–714.

[26] R. Todeschini, V. Consonni, Handbook of Molecular Descriptors , Wiley, Wein-

heim, 2000.

[27] H. Wang, The extremal values of the Wiener index of a tree with given vertex

degree sequence, Discr. Appl. Math. 156 (2008) 2647–2656.

[28] S. Wang, X. Guo, Trees with extremal Wiener indices, MATCH Commun. Math.

Comput. Chem. 60 (2008) 609–622.

-659-



[29] H. Wiener, Structural determination of paraffin boiling points, J. Am. Chem.

Soc. 69 (1947) 17–20.

[30] L. Zhang, B. Wu, The Nordhaus–Gaddum-type inequalities for some chemical

indices, MATCH Commun. Math. Comput. Chem. 54 (2005) 183–194.

[31] X. D. Zhang, Q. Y. Xiang, L. Q. Xu, R. Y. Pan, The Wiener index of trees with

given degree sequence, MATCH Commun. Math. Comput. Chem. 60 (2008) 623–

644.

[32] B. Zhou, I. Gutman, Relations between Wiener, hyper-Wiener and Zagreb in-

dices, Chem. Phys. Lett. 394 (2004) 93–95.
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