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Abstract

The Wiener index of a graph G is the sum of the distances
between all vertex pairs in G. A caterpillar-like tree is a tree
where all its branching vertices (vertices of degree at least 3)
lie on the same path. This project focuses on the class of
caterpillar-like trees with given order and other restrictions
such as number of leaves and maximum degree. The aim
is to determine the structures of those caterpillar-like trees
that reach the minimum (and maximum) Wiener index under
the prescribed restrictions.
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1 | Introduction

In order to quantify the relationship between molecular structure
and physical properties, particularly the boiling points of paraffin
compounds (alkanes), Wiener [14] introduced the Wiener index in
1947 as a topological descriptor. Since then, the Wiener index has
gained a lot of attention in pure mathematics and has established
itself as a popular concept in the study of chemical graph theory.
What started out as a chemically motivated invariant has devel-
oped into a topic of wide mathematical interest, leading to a large
number of analytical frameworks and generalizations. These in-
clude concepts such as the transmission (also known as status)
of a vertex and the distance of a graph, among others.

The development of extremal graph theory, as initiated by the pi-
oneering work of Turán in 1941 [11], inspired a wide range of
problems where the goal is to determine graphs that maximize
or minimize specific parameters under given constraints. Within
this context, the Wiener index is among the most studied param-
eters. A major part of this thesis involves extremal problems. The
first mathematical paper on Wiener index was published in 1976
by Entringer et al. [7]. They proved that, out of all n-vertex trees,
the path Pn achieves the maximum Wiener index, while the star
K1,n−1, or simply Sn, achieves the minimum Wiener index. Fur-
ther extremal results were obtained for trees with given matching
number [3], given degree sequence [1,5,12,16], given number of
leaves [5,6], and given maximum degree [10,13].

In particular, significant efforts have been directed towards un-
derstanding the behavior of the Wiener index under degree se-
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 5

quence and segment sequence constraints. Caterpillars and caterpillar-
like trees often arise as extremal structures [2,5,15], while greedy
tree constructions have been used to characterize trees minimiz-
ing and maximizing the Wiener index under various restrictions.

This thesis continues in this line of research by focusing on caterpillar-
like trees (also known as quasi-caterpillars) of order n with given
number of leaves ℓ and given maximum degree ∆. Our aim is to
characterize the caterpillar-like trees with given number of leaves
as well as the caterpillar-like trees with given maximum degree
that achieve the minimum (and maximum) Wiener index.

1.1 Overview of the Thesis

This thesis is structured as follows. In Chapter 2, we present
some preliminaries that we are going to need for the next chap-
ters. In particular, in Section 2.1 we provide graph-theoretic no-
tation and terminology that we shall adhere to throughout this
thesis. Various families of graphs are also defined in Section 2.1.
In Section 2.2, we define what we mean by the Wiener index of a
graph, and we also present the explicit formulas for the Wiener in-
dex of some families of graphs. Furthermore, some known bounds
for the Wiener Index of some graphs are presented in Section 2.2.

The gist of this thesis begins in Chapter 3, where we study caterpillar-
like trees with a given number of leaves. In Section 3.1, we char-
acterise the caterpillar-like tree of order n with given number of
leaves ℓ and smallest Wiener index. Furthermore, the explicit for-
mula for the Wiener index of such a tree is presented in Section
3.1. In Section 3.2, we characterise the caterpillar-like tree of
order n with given number of leaves ℓ and largest Wiener index.

We continue in Chapter 4 by studying caterpillar-like trees with
given maximum degree ∆ ≥ 3. In Section 4.1, we obtained nec-
essary conditions for the structure of the caterpillar-like tree of
order n with given maximum degree ∆ ≥ 3 and smallest Wiener
index. In Section 4.2, we characterise the caterpillar-like tree of
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order n with given maximum degree ∆ ≥ 3 and largest Wiener
index.

Chapter 5 provides some concluding remarks that summarize the
results achieved in this thesis.



2 | Preliminaries

In this chapter, we discuss the necessary terminology and no-
tation that we adhere to throughout this thesis. Moreover, we
present some preliminary results on the Wiener index of a graph.

2.1 Basic Graph Theory

In layman’s terms, a graph is any collection of objects, some of
which are related. Formally, we define a (simple and undirected)
graph as follows:

Definition 2.1 A simple and undirected graph G is an ordered
pair of sets (V (G), E(G)), where the elements of V (G) are called
vertices and E(G) is a set of 2-element subsets of V (G) which are
called edges.

Definition 2.2 The number of vertices in a graph G is the order
of G, and is denoted by n(G) or simply by n if the graph under
consideration is clear. The number of edges in a graph G is the
size of G, and is denoted by m(G) or simply by m if the graph
under consideration is clear.

Definition 2.3 If e = {u, v} is an edge of a graph G that joins
vertices u and v, then the vertices u and v are adjacent (or are
neighbours) in G, while the edge e is incident to the vertices u and
v in G. Two edges e1 and e2 of a graph G are adjacent in G if they
share a common vertex; that is, e1 ∩ e2 ̸= ∅.

For simplicity, we often write uv to represent the edge that joins
the vertices u and v instead of writing the set {u, v}. An example of

7



CHAPTER 2. PRELIMINARIES 8

a graph G = (V (G), E(G)), where V (G) = {v1, v2, v3, v4} and E(G) =
{v1v2, v2v3, v2v4, v3v4} is illustrated in Figure 2.1.

v1

v2

v3 v4

Figure 2.1: A graph G.

Note that in the graph G shown in Figure 2.1, the vertex v1 is
adjacent to the vertex v2, but the vertex v1 is not adjacent to the
vertex v3. In addition, the edge v1v2 is adjacent to the edge v2v3,
but the edge v1v2 is not adjacent to the edge v3v4. Furthermore,
the edge v1v2 is incident to both the vertices v1 and v2.

Next, we define what is meant by the degree of a vertex.

Definition 2.4 The degree of a vertex v in a graph G, denoted
degG(v), is the number of vertices adjacent to v in G. The minimum
degree of G is

δ(G) = min{degG(v) | v ∈ V (G)},

while the maximum degree of G is

∆(G) = max{degG(v) | v ∈ V (G)}.

Definition 2.5 Let G be a graph and u, v ∈ V (G). A u-v walk
W in G is an alternating sequence of vertices and edges u =
v0, e1, v1, . . . , vk−1,
ek, vk = v, where the edge ei is incident to vi and vi−1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
The length of W is the number of edges in it. We often denote a
walk by its vertices only, i.e., u = v0, v1, . . . , vk−1, vk = v.

Definition 2.6 A graph G is connected if for every u, v ∈ V (G),
there exists a u-v walk in G, otherwise the graph G is disconnected.
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2.1.1 Families of Graphs

In this subsection, we define some common families of graphs,
some of which we use more often throughout this thesis.

Definition 2.7 A complete graph is a graph in which each vertex
is adjacent to every other vertex. A complete graph of order n is
denoted by Kn.

The complete graph of order 5 is shown in Figure 2.2.

K5 :

Figure 2.2: The complete graph K5.

Definition 2.8 Let G be a graph and u, v ∈ V (G). If W is a u-v
walk in G, and all the vertices of W are distinct, then W is called
a u-v path in G. If all vertices of W are distinct except the first and
the last, then W is a cycle of G. We denote the path and the cycle
of order n by Pn and Cn, respectively.

The path of order 6 and the cycle of order 5 is shown in Figure 2.3.

P6 : C5 :

Figure 2.3: The path P6 and the cycle C5.

Definition 2.9 A tree T is a connected graph that contains no
cycles. A vertex of degree 1 in T is called a leaf of T . A vertex of



CHAPTER 2. PRELIMINARIES 10

degree 2 in T is called an internal vertex of T . A vertex of degree
at least 3 in T is called a branching vertex of T .

An example of a tree T is illustrated in Figure 2.4, where the vertex
u of T is a leaf, the vertex v of T is an internal vertex, and the
vertex w of T is a branching vertex.

u

w

v
T :

Figure 2.4: A tree T .

Definition 2.10 A segment S in a tree T is a path, where each
terminal vertex of S is either a leaf or a branching vertex of T
and all the other vertices of S are internal vertices of T . If S is a
segment of a tree T and S contains a terminal vertex which is a
leaf of T , then S is a called a pendant segment of T .

In the tree T shown in Figure 2.4, the segment whose terminal
vertices are u and w is a pendant segment of T since the vertex u
is a leaf of T .

Definition 2.11 A caterpillar is a tree in which the removal of all
the leaves yields a path.

An example of a caterpillar T is illustrated in Figure 2.5.

Definition 2.12 A caterpillar-like tree is a tree all whose branch-
ing vertices lie on a single path.

An example of a caterpillar-like tree T is illustrated in Figure 2.6.
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T :

Figure 2.5: A caterpillar.

T :

Figure 2.6: A caterpillar-like tree

Remark 2.13 Note that if T is a caterpillar, then T is a caterpillar-
like tree all whose pendant segments have length exactly 1. Hence,
we remark that a caterpillar is a special case of a caterpillar-like
tree. In particular, a path and a star are caterpillar-like trees.

Definition 2.14 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree. The backbone of
T is defined to be the longest path of T that contains all of its
branching vertices.

Definition 2.15 A broom, denoted Bn,ℓ, is a tree of order n ob-
tained from a path Pn−ℓ by adding ℓ new vertices and joining them
to exactly one end of Pn−ℓ. A double-broom, denoted Bn,ℓ1,ℓ2, is a
tree of order n obtained from a path Pn−ℓ1−ℓ2 by adding ℓ1 + ℓ2 new
vertices and joining ℓ1 vertices to one end of Pn−ℓ1−ℓ2, and ℓ2 ver-
tices to the other end of Pn−ℓ1−ℓ2.
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2.2 The Wiener Index of a Graph

In this section we discuss the concept of the Wiener index. The
Wiener index was first introduced by a chemist, Harry Wiener, in
1947, where he identified a correlation between this index and
the boiling points of paraffins (saturated hydrocarbons or alka-
nes). This ignited the interest of many mathematicians to study
the Wiener index and obtain results that exceed the class of chem-
ical graphs; hence this index enjoys several applications in both
chemistry and mathematics.

First, we define the distance between two vertices of a connected
graph.

Definition 2.16 Let G = (V (G), E(G)) be a connected graph, and
u, v ∈ V (G). The distance between u and v in G, denoted dG(u, v),
is the length of the shortest u-v path in G.

In the graph G shown in Figure 2.7, the v1-v4 path P1 : v1, v2, v3, v4
has length ℓ1 = 3, while the v1-v4 path P2 : v1, v2, v4 has length ℓ2 = 2.
Thus, the distance from v1 to v4 in G is dG(v1, v4) = min{ℓ1, ℓ2} =
min{2, 3} = 2.

v1

v2

v3 v4

G :

Figure 2.7: A graph G.

Next, we define the Wiener index of a connected graph. The
Wiener index of a connected graph is the sum of the distances
between pairs of vertices in it. More formally, the Wiener index is
defined as follows:
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Definition 2.17 Let G be a connected graph with vertex set V (G).
The Wiener index of G is defined as

W (G) =
∑

u,v∈V (G)

dG(u, v).

2.2.1 Explicit Formulas for the Wiener Index of
Some Graphs

In this subsection we present the explicit formula for the Wiener
index of a complete graph Kn, star K1,n−1 and a path Pn of order n.
They are very well-know formulas, see for example [9].

Proposition 2.18 For any intergers n ≥ 1.

W (Kn) =

(
n

2

)
· (1) = n(n− 1)

2
.

Proof. Let G be a complete graph Kn. Then every vertex of G

is adjacent to every other vertex of G, implying that all the
(
n

2

)
pairs of vertices of G are at distance 1 from each other. Thus,

W (G) = W (Kn) =

(
n

2

)
· (1) = n(n− 1)

2
,

completing the proof. □

Proposition 2.19 For any intergers n ≥ 1.

W (K1,n−1) = (n− 1)2.

Proof. Let G be a star K1,n−1. Then there are n − 1 vertices of G
that are at distance 1 from a single (central) vertex, and there are(
n− 1

2

)
vertices of G that are at distance 2 from each other. Thus,

W (G) = W (K1,n−1) = (n− 1) · (1) +
(
n− 1

2

)
· (2) = (n− 1)2,

completing the proof. □
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Proposition 2.20 For any intergers n ≥ 1.

W (Pn) =
n3 − n

6
.

Proof. Let Pn = v1, v2, . . . , vn be a path of order n. Note that
dPn(vi, vj) = |j − i| for every 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. The Wiener index of Pn

is, therefore, given by

W (Pn) =
∑

vi,vj∈V (Pn)

dPn(vj, vi)

=
n−1∑
i=1

n∑
j=i+1

(j − i)

=
n−1∑
i=1

(
n∑

j=i+1

j −
n∑

j=i+1

i

)

=
n−1∑
i=1

(
n(n+ 1)

2
− i(i+ 1)

2
− i(n− i)

)

=
n−1∑
i=1

n(n+ 1)

2
−

n−1∑
i=1

i(i+ 1)

2
−

n−1∑
i=1

in+
n−1∑
i=1

i2

=
n(n+ 1)

2
(n− 1)− 1

2

n−1∑
i=1

i(i+ 1)− n · n(n− 1)

2

+
n(n− 1)(2n− 1)

6

=
n(n+ 1)(n− 1)

2
− 1

2

(
n−1∑
i=1

i2 +
n−1∑
i=1

i

)
− n · (n− 1)n

2

+
(n− 1)n(2n− 1)

6

=
n(n+ 1)(n− 1)

2
− 1

2

(
n−1∑
i=1

i2

)
− 1

2

(
n−1∑
i=1

i

)
− n · (n− 1)n

2

+
(n− 1)n(2n− 1)

6

=
n(n+ 1)(n− 1)

2
− 1

2

(
n(n− 1)(2n− 1)

6

)
− 1

2

(
n(n− 1)

2

)



CHAPTER 2. PRELIMINARIES 15

− n · n(n− 1)

2
+

n(n− 1)(2n− 1)

6

=
n3 − n

6
,

which completes the proof. □

2.2.2 Known Bounds for the Wiener Index of
Some Graphs

In this subsection we present, some known lower (and upper)
bounds for the Wiener index of some classes of graphs. More
specifically, we present a lower (and upper) bound for the Wiener
index of a graph G in terms of its number of vertices if G is any
connected graph, and if G is any tree.

Bounds for Connected Graphs

One of the general bounds on the Wiener index comes from con-
sidering the extremal behavior in the class of all connected graphs
of fixed order. The minimum Wiener index is attained by the com-
plete graph, where the distance between each pair of distinct ver-
tices is exactly 1.

Theorem 2.21 ([4]) If G is a connected graph of order n, then

W (G) ≥ n(n− 1)

2
,

with equality if and only if G ∼= Kn.

Proof. In any connected graph, the shortest path between two
distinct vertices is at least 1. The complete graph Kn achieves this
lower bound for all

(
n
2

)
pairs of vertices. Thus,

W (Kn) =
∑

u,v∈V (G)

d(u, v) =

(
n

2

)
· 1 =

n(n− 1)

2
.

For any other connected graph G that is not complete, there exists
at least one pair of vertices with distance greater than 1, which
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increases the overall sum of distances. Therefore, W (G) > W (Kn)
unless G ∼= Kn. □

On the other hand, the largest Wiener index among all connected
graphs with n vertices is achieved by the path graph Pn.

Theorem 2.22 ([4]) If G is a connected graph of order n, then

W (G) ≤ n3 − n

6
,

with equality if and only if G ∼= Pn.

As in Proposition 2.20, this upper bound can be derived by sum-
ming all pairwise distances in a path graph, using known sum-
mation identities. This can be done using known summation for-
mulas. Since this bound also holds for trees, we will revisit it later
in a more specific way.

Bounds for Trees

The class of trees has received particular attention in the study
of Wiener index due to its structural simplicity and relevance in
both theoretical and applied contexts. In a landmark 1976 paper,
Entringer et al. [7] established tight bounds on the Wiener index
for trees of a given order. These results remain foundational and
continue to be widely cited.
The following theorem provides a lower bound on the Wiener index
for trees.

Theorem 2.23 ([7]) If T is a tree of order n, then

W (T ) ≥ (n− 1)2,

with equality if and only if T ∼= K1,n−1.

Proof. Let T be a tree of order n with diameter d. For an integer i,
where 1 ≤ i ≤ d, define

Di(T ) = {{u, v} ⊆ V (T ) | dT (u, v) = i}.
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Note that, K1,n−1 has diameter 2, so

W (K1,n−1) = 1 · |D1(T )|+ 2 · |D2(T )|

= 1 · (n− 1) + 2 ·
(
n− 1

2

)
= (n− 1)2.

If T ≇ K1,n−1, then T has diameter d, where d ≥ 3. Thus,

W (T ) =
d∑

i=1

i|Di(T )|

= 1 · |D1(T )|+ 2 · |D2(T )|+
d∑

i=3

i|Di(T )|.

Let x be the number of pairs at distance 2, and y the number of
pairs at distance at least 3. Then x+ y =

(
n−1
2

)
. So

W (T ) =
∑
i≥1

i|Di(T )|

= 1 · |D1(T )|+
∑
i≥2

i|Di(T )|

≥ (n− 1) + 2x+ 3y

> (n− 1) + 2

(
n− 1

2

)
= W (K1,n−1)

as desired. This establishes the lower bound. □

The maximum Wiener index for trees is again achieved by the path
graph.

Theorem 2.24 ([7]) If G is a tree of order n, then

W (G) ≤ n3 − n

6
,

with equality if and only if G ∼= Pn.
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This result follows by computing the exact Wiener index of a path
graph, where the distance between two vertices i and j is |i − j|,
and summing over all such pairs:

W (Pn) =
n∑

i=1

n∑
j=i+1

|i− j| =
n−1∑
k=1

k(n− k) =
n3 − n

6
.

The derivation uses symmetry and classic summation formulas;
details can be found in [7].
The proof uses symmetry and classic summation formulas; de-
tails can be found in [7].

Remark: The result of Theorem 2.23 and Theorem 2.24 com-
pletely characterises the extremal trees with respect to the Wiener
index in the class of all trees with given order n.

The main results of this thesis are presented in Chapter 3 and
Chapter 4, where the Wiener index is studied in the family of
caterpillar-like trees which is a subfamily of the family of trees.



3 | Caterpillar-like trees with
given number of leaves

In this chapter we study caterpillar-like trees with given order
and given number of leaves relative to their Wiener index. More
specifically, we determine the structure of those that have the
largest or smallest Wiener index.

3.1 Minimal n-vertex caterpillar-like
trees with given order and number of
leaves

In this section we present a series of lemmas that intend to char-
acterise the structure of a caterpillar-like tree with given order
and given number of leaves that possesses the smallest Wiener
index.

Definition 3.1 A tree is called start-like if it contains at most one
vertex whose degree is greater than 2. Let n and ℓ be integers such
that n > ℓ ≥ 2, and let Sn,ℓ be the star-like tree of order n, where
each pendant segment of Sn,ℓ has length either

⌊
n−1
ℓ

⌋
or
⌈
n−1
ℓ

⌉
.

Lemma 3.2 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n having ℓ leaves.
If T has minimum Wiener index, then every segment of T is a pen-
dant segment.

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n having ℓ leaves.
Suppose, to the contrary, that T has minimum Wiener index and

19
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there exists a segment S : u0, u1, . . . , ur−1, ur in T such that S is not
a pendant segment. Thus, both u0 and ur are branching vertices of
T , and therefore have degrees at least 3 in T . Let degT (u0) = q and
degT (ur) = t. Furthermore, let NT (ur) \ {ur−1} = {w1, w2, . . . , wt−1}.
Since T is a caterpillar-like tree, there must exist a vertex wi,
where 1 ≤ i ≤ t − 1, such that wi lies on a pendant segment of T .
Let ur, ur+1, . . . , us be a pendant segment of T . Without any loss of
generality, we may assume that wt−1 = ur+1.

Let A = NT (u0) \ {u1} = {z1, z2, . . . , zq}, B = S, C the path induced
by the vertices of the set {ui | r+ 1 ≤ i ≤ s}, and D = T −A−B −C
containing wi for 1 ≤ i ≤ t − 2. Let F = C ∪ D. Without any loss
of generality, by flipping the tree T if necessary, we may assume
that A ≥ F . Hence A ≥ F > C (since F = C ∪D).

u0 u1 ur−1 ur ur+1 us

T :

A

D

B C

Figure 3.1: The tree T in the proof of Lemma 3.2

The Wiener index of T is

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u,v∈V (D)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (D)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (D)

dT (u, v)
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+
∑

u∈V (C)
v∈V (D)

dT (u, v).

Let T ′ be the graph obtained from T by deleting the edges in the
set {urwi | 1 ≤ i ≤ t− 2} and adding the edges in the set {u0wi | 1 ≤
i ≤ t− 2}.

u0 u1 ur−1 ur ur+1 us

T ′ :

A

D

B C

Figure 3.2: The tree T ′ in the proof of Lemma 3.2

Note that T ′ has the same number of leaves as T , so it is a
caterpillar-like tree with ℓ leaves. The Wiener index of T ′ is

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u,v∈V (D)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (D)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (D)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (C)
v∈V (D)

dT ′(u, v)

=
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)
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+
∑

u,v∈V (D)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (D)

[dT (u, v)− r] +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (D)

[dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (C)
v∈V (D)

[dT (u, v) + r]

= W (T )− r|V (A)||V (D)|+ r|V (C)|V (D)|
= W (T )− r|V (D)|(|V (A)| − |V (C)|)
< W (T ).

The last inequality is strict because r ≥ 1, |V (D)| ̸= ∅, and |V (A) >
|V (C)|. □

By iteration of Lemma 3.2, we deduce that the n-vertex tree T
with smallest Wiener index is a star-like graph. Next, we show
that all segments of T have lengths as close as possible.

Lemma 3.3 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n having ℓ leaves,
and let S1 and S2 be any two segments of T such that S1 and S2 have
lengths r and s, respectively. If T has minimum Wiener index, then
|s− r| ≤ 1.

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n having ℓ leaves,
and let S1 : u0, u1, . . . , ur and S2 : w0, w1, . . . , ws be any two segments
of T . Suppose, to the contrary, that T has minimum Wiener index
and |s−r| ≥ 2. Without any loss of generality, we may assume that
s > r. By Lemma 3.2, T is a star-like tree and, therefore, all its
segments are pendant segments. Thus, we may further assume
that ur and ws are leaves of the segments S1 and S2, respectively.
Also, we deduce that u0 = w0.

Let A = V (S1) ∪ V (S2 \ ws) and B = V (T ) \ A.

The Wiener index of T is given by

W (T ) =
∑
u,v∈A

dT (u, v) +
∑
u,v∈B

dT (u, v) +
∑
u∈A
v∈B

dT (u, v)
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u0

u1

ur

w1

ws−1

ws

T :

A
B

Figure 3.3: The tree T in the proof of Lemma 3.3

+
∑
v∈A

dT (ws, v) +
∑
v∈B

dT (ws, v).

Let T ′ be the graph obtained from T by deleting the edge ws−1ws

and adding the edge urws.

Note that T ′ is a star-like tree with ℓ leaves. However, the
Wiener index of T ′ is

W (T ′) =
∑
u,v∈A

dT ′(u, v) +
∑
u,v∈B

dT ′(u, v) +
∑
u∈A
v∈B

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑
v∈A

dT ′(ws, v) +
∑
v∈B

dT ′(ws, v)

=
∑
u,v∈A

dT (u, v) +
∑
u,v∈B

dT (u, v) +
∑
u∈A
v∈B

dT (u, v)

+
∑
v∈A

dT (ws, v) +
∑
v∈B

[dT (ws, v)− (s− r)]

= W (T )− (s− r)|B|
< W (T ) , since s− r ≥ 2.
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u0

u1

ur

w1

ws−1

ws

T ′ :

A
B

Figure 3.4: The tree T ′ in the proof of Lemma 3.3

This contradicts the fact that T has minimum Wiener index.
□

We now find the formula for the Wiener index, W (Sn,ℓ), of the star-
like tree, Sn,ℓ, described in Definition 3.1. We will express W (Sn,ℓ)
as a function, of the number n of vertices of Sn,ℓ and the number
ℓ of leaves of Sn,ℓ. Let s =

⌊
n−1
ℓ

⌋
and t =

⌈
n−1
ℓ

⌉
denote the length of

the shortest and a longest (pendant) segment of Sn,ℓ, respectively.
Let k1 be the number of segments of length s in Sn,ℓ, and k2 be the
number of segments of length t in Sn,ℓ.

Let S be the set of all segments of length s in Sn,ℓ, and let T be
the set of all segments of length t in Sn,ℓ. If P = v0, v1, . . . , vs is a
segment (or path), then d(vi, vj) = |j − i|. Let u and v be arbitrary
vertices of Sn,ℓ. The sum of the distance between all pairs u, v that
lies on the same segment P of length s is

∑
P∈S

∑
u,v∈P

d(u, v) = k1 ·
s−1∑
i=0

s∑
j=i+1

(j − i)
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= k1 ·
s−1∑
i=0

[
(s− (i+ 1) + 1)(s+ i+ 1)

2
− i(s− (i+ 1) + 1)

]

= k1 ·
s−1∑
i=0

[
(s− i)(s+ i+ 1)

2
− i(s− i)

]

= k1 ·
s−1∑
i=0

[
(s− i)(s+ i+ 1)− 2i(s− 1)

2

]

= k1 ·
s−1∑
i=0

[
s2 + s+ i2 − i− 2is

2

]

=
k1
2

·

[
s−1∑
i=0

(s− i)2 +
s−1∑
i=0

(s− i)

]

=
k1
2

·

[
s∑

i=0

i2 +
s∑

i=0

i

]

=
k1
2

·
[
s(s+ 1)(2s+ 1)

6
+

s(s+ 1)

2

]
= k1 ·

s(s+ 1)(s+ 2)

6
.

Similarly, the sum of the distance between all pairs u, v that lies
on the same segment P of length t is∑

P∈T

∑
u,v∈P

d(u, v) = k2 ·
t(t+ 1)(t+ 2)

6
.

The sum of the distance between all pairs u, v that lies on different
segments of length s and t respectively, is

Wst = k1k2

s∑
i=1

t∑
j=1

(j + i)

= k1k2

s∑
i=1

[
t(t+ 1)

2
+ it

]
= k1k2

[
t(t+ 1)

2
· s+ s(s+ 1)

2
· t
]
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= k1k2

[
t(t+ 1)

2
· s+ s(s+ 1)

2
· t
]
.

If u and v lie on different paths of length s in Sn,ℓ, then the sum of
the distances between u and v is

Wss =

(
k1
2

)
s2(s+ 1).

If u and v lie on different paths of length t in Sn,ℓ, then the sum of
the distances between u and v is

Wtt =

(
k2
2

)
t2(t+ 1).

We now consider the following two cases.

Case I: n−1
ℓ

∈ Z.

Suppose that n−1
ℓ

∈ Z. Then, t = s = n−1
l

, and k1 = k2 = ℓ. Thus,

W (Sn,ℓ) =
∑
P∈S

∑
u,v∈P

d(u, v) +Wss

= ℓ ·
[
s(s+ 1)(s+ 2)

6

]
+

(
ℓ

2

)
·
[
s(s+ 1)

2
· s+ s(s+ 1)

2
· s
]

= ℓ ·
[
s(s+ 1)(s+ 2)

6

]
+

(
ℓ

2

)
·
[
s2(s+ 1)

]
= ℓ ·

[
s(s+ 1)(s+ 2)

6

]
+

ℓ(ℓ− 1)

2
·
[
s2(s+ 1)

]
=

ℓs(s+ 1)(s+ 2)

6
+

(ℓs)2(s+ 1)(ℓ− 1)

2

=
1

6
ℓs(s+ 1)(s+ 2 + 3ℓs(ℓ− 1))

=
1

6
ℓ

(
n− 1

ℓ

)(
n− 1

ℓ
+ 1

)(
n− 1

ℓ
+ 2 + 3ℓ

(
n− 1

ℓ

)
(ℓ− 1)

)
=

1

6
ℓ

(
n− 1

ℓ

)(
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

)(
n− 1 + 2ℓ

ℓ
+ 3ℓ

(
n− 1

ℓ

)
(ℓ− 1)

)
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=

(
n− 1

6ℓ

)2

(n− 1 + ℓ)(1− ℓ+ 3ℓ2).

Case II: n−1
ℓ

/∈ Z.

Suppose that n−1
ℓ

/∈ Z. Then, t = s+1. Since Sn,ℓ has n− 1 edges
and ℓ leaves, we have

k1 + k2 = ℓ, and (3.1)
k1s+ k2t = n− 1. (3.2)

Thus,

k1s+ k2(s+ 1) = n− 1 =⇒ (k1 + k2)s+ k2 = n− 1

=⇒ ℓs+ k2 = n− 1,

or, equivalently,

k2 = n− 1− ℓs. (3.3)

Substituting Equation (3.3) into Equation (3.1) gives

k1 = ℓ− (n− 1− ℓs) = (s+ 1)ℓ− (n− 1). (3.4)

The Wiener index of Sn,ℓ is,

W (Sn,ℓ) =
∑
P∈S

∑
u,v∈V (P )

d(u, v) +
∑
P∈T

∑
u,v∈V (P )

d(u, v) +Wss +Wtt +Wst

= k1 ·
[
s(s+ 1)(s+ 2)

6

]
+ k2 ·

[
(s+ 1)(s+ 2)(s+ 3)

6

]
+

(
k1
2

)
·
[
s2(s+ 1)

]
+

(
k2
2

)
·
[
(s+ 1)2(s+ 2)

]
+ k1k2 ·

[
s(s+ 1)(s+ 2)

2
+

s(s+ 1)2

2

]
. (3.5)

Note that if β ∈ Z, then
⌊
n−1
ℓ

⌋
+β =

⌊
n−1
ℓ

+ β
⌋
. Substituting s =

⌊
n−1
ℓ

⌋
and Equations (3.3) and (3.4) into Equation (3.5) gives∑

P∈S

∑
u,v∈V (P )

d(u, v) =



CHAPTER 3. CATERPILLAR-LIKE TREES WITH GIVEN
NUMBER OF LEAVES 28

1

6

(⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋
ℓ− (n− 1)

)⌊
n− 1

ℓ

⌋⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋⌊
n− 1 + 2ℓ

ℓ

⌋
,

∑
P∈T

∑
u,v∈V (P )

d(u, v) =

1

6

(
n− 1− ℓ

⌊
n− 1

ℓ

⌋)⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋⌊
n− 1 + 2ℓ

ℓ

⌋⌊
n− 1 + 3ℓ

ℓ

⌋
,

Wss =

(⌊
n−1+ℓ

ℓ

⌋
ℓ− (n− 1)

2

)⌊
n− 1

ℓ

⌋2 ⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋
,

Wtt =

(
n− 1− ℓ

⌊
n−1
ℓ

⌋
2

)⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋2 ⌊
n− 1 + 2ℓ

ℓ

⌋
,

Wst =
1

2

(⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋
ℓ− (n− 1)

)(
n− 1− ℓ

⌊
n− 1

ℓ

⌋)
×

[⌊
n− 1

ℓ

⌋⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋⌊
n− 1 + 2ℓ

ℓ

⌋
+

⌊
n− 1

ℓ

⌋(⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋)2
]
.

Thus,

W (Sn,ℓ) =
∑
P∈S

∑
u,v∈V (P )

d(u, v) +
∑
P∈T

∑
u,v∈V (P )

d(u, v) +Wss +Wtt +Wst

= k1 ·
[
s(s+ 1)(s+ 2)

6

]
+ k2 ·

[
(s+ 1)(s+ 2)(s+ 3)

6

]
+

(
k1
2

)
·
[
s2(s+ 1)

]
+

(
k2
2

)
·
[
(s+ 1)2(s+ 2)

]
+ k1k2 ·

[
s(s+ 1)(s+ 2)

2
+

s(s+ 1)2

2

]
.

=
1

6

(⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋
ℓ− (n− 1)

)⌊
n− 1

ℓ

⌋⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋⌊
n− 1 + 2ℓ

ℓ

⌋
+

1

6

(
n− 1− ℓ

⌊
n− 1

ℓ

⌋)⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋⌊
n− 1 + 2ℓ

ℓ

⌋⌊
n− 1 + 3ℓ

ℓ

⌋
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+

(⌊
n−1+ℓ

ℓ

⌋
ℓ− (n− 1)

2

)⌊
n− 1

ℓ

⌋2 ⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋
+

(
n− 1− ℓ

⌊
n−1
ℓ

⌋
2

)⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋2 ⌊
n− 1 + 2ℓ

ℓ

⌋
+

1

2

(⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋
ℓ− (n− 1)

)(
n− 1− ℓ

⌊
n− 1

ℓ

⌋)
×

[⌊
n− 1

ℓ

⌋⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋⌊
n− 1 + 2ℓ

ℓ

⌋
+

⌊
n− 1

ℓ

⌋(⌊
n− 1 + ℓ

ℓ

⌋)2
]
.

Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 give the following characterisation of the
n-vertex caterpillar-like tree with number of leaves and smallest
Wiener index.

Theorem 3.4 If T is a caterpillar-like tree of order n having ℓ leaves,
then

W (T ) ≥ W (Sn,ℓ),

with equality if and only if T ∼= Sn,ℓ.

3.2 Maximal n-vertex caterpillar-like
trees with given number of leaves

In this section we characterise the structure of a caterpillar-like
tree with given order and given number of leaves that possesses
the largest Wiener index. We begin with the following definition.

Definition 3.5 Let n and ℓ be integers such that n > ℓ ≥ 2, and
let ℓ = ℓ1 + ℓ2 for some ℓ1, ℓ2 ∈ Z with ℓ1, ℓ2 ≥ 1. Denote by Bn,ℓ1,ℓ2

the double-broom of order n obtained from the path Pn−(ℓ1+ℓ2) by
attaching ℓ1 leaves to one end of Pn−(ℓ1+ℓ2) and attaching ℓ2 leaves
to the other end of Pn−(ℓ1+ℓ2).

In the remaining part of this section, we present, with proofs,
a series of lemmas that lead to a characterisation the n-vertex
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caterpillar-like tree with given number of leaves and largest Wiener
index. We deduce from these lemmas that such an n-vertex caterpillar-
like tree is none other than the double-broom Bn,⌈ ℓ

2⌉,⌊ ℓ
2⌋.

Lemma 3.6 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n having ℓ leaves
and at least one non-pendant segment. If T has maximum Wiener
index, then all the internal vertices of T (vertices of degree 2 in T )
lie in one non-pendant segment.

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n having ℓ leaves
and at least one non-pendant segment. Let S : x0, x1, . . . , xk−1, xk be
a non-pendant segment of T , where both x0 and xk are branching
vertices of T . Let degT (x0) = q and degT (xk) = t. Furthermore, let
NT (xk)\{xk−1} = {w1, w2, . . . , wt−1}. Suppose, to the contrary, that T
maximizes the Wiener index and there exists a vertex v of degree
2 that lies on a pendant segment P : xk, xk+1, . . . , xs of T . Without
any loss of generality, we may assume that wt−1 = xk+1.

Let A be the component of T − xk−1xk containing xk−1 and B be
a component of T − xk−1xk containing xk. Assume that |V (A)| ≥
|V (B)|. Furthermore, let B1 be the component of B − xkxk+1 con-
taining xk+1 and B2 = B − (V (B1) ∪ {xk}).

x0 x1 xk−1 xk xk+1 v xs

T :

A

B1

B2

Figure 3.5: The tree T in the proof of Lemma 3.6

The Wiener index of T is

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B2)

dT (u, v)
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+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B2)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B1)
v∈V (B2)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)

dT (u, xk) +
∑

u∈V (B1)

dT (u, xk) +
∑

u∈V (B2)

dT (u, xk).

Let T ′ be the graph obtained from T by deleting the edges in the
set {xkwi | 1 ≤ i ≤ t − 2} and adding the edges in the set {xk+1wi |
1 ≤ i ≤ t− 2}.

x0 x1 xk−1 xk xk+1 v xs

T ′ :

A

B1

B2

Figure 3.6: The tree T ′ in the proof of Lemma 3.6

Note that T ′ is a caterpillar-like tree with ℓ leaves. The Wiener
index of T ′ is

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B1)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B2)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B1)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B2)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B1)
v∈V (B2)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)

dT ′(u, xk) +
∑

u∈V (B1)

dT ′(u, xk) +
∑

u∈V (B2)

dT ′(u, xk).

=
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B2)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B2)

[dT (u, v) + 1] +
∑

u∈V (B1)
v∈V (B2)

[dT (u, v)− 1]
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+
∑

u∈V (A)

dT (u, xk) +
∑

u∈V (B1)

dT (u, xk) +
∑

u∈V (B2)

[dT (u, xk) + 1]

= W (T ) + |V (A)||V (B2)| − |V (B1)||V (B2)|+ |V (B2)|
= W (T ) + (|V (A)| − |V (B1)|+ 1)|V (B2)|.

Since |V (A)| ≥ |V (B)| = |V (B1)|+|V (B2)|+1, we deduce that |V (A)| >
|V (B1)| and hence (|V (A)| − |V (B1)| + 1)|V (B2)| > 0. Thus, W (T ′) >
W (T ), contradicting our supposition that T has maximum Wiener
index.
Similarly, if |A| < |B1|, let T ′′ be the graph obtained from T by
deleting the edges in the set {xkwi | 1 ≤ i ≤ t − 2} and adding the
edges in the set {xk−1wi | 1 ≤ i ≤ t− 2}.

x0 x1 xk−1 xk xk+1 v xs

T ′ :

A

B1

B2

Figure 3.7: The tree T ′′ in the proof of Lemma 3.6

Note that T ′′ is a caterpillar-like tree with ℓ leaves. The Wiener
index of T ′′ is

W (T ′′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT ′′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B1)

dT ′′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B2)

dT ′′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B1)

dT ′′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B2)

dT ′′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B1)
v∈V (B2)

dT ′′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)

dT ′′(u, xk) +
∑

u∈V (B1)

dT ′′(u, xk) +
∑

u∈V (B2)

dT ′′(u, xk).

=
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B2)

dT (u, v)
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+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B2)

[dT (u, v)− 1] +
∑

u∈V (B1)
v∈V (B2)

[dT (u, v) + 1]

+
∑

u∈V (A)

dT (u, xk) +
∑

u∈V (B1)

dT (u, xk) +
∑

u∈V (B2)

[dT (u, xk) + 1]

= W (T )− |V (A)||V (B2)|+ |V (B1)||V (B2)|+ |V (B2)|
= W (T ) + (|V (B1)| − |V (A)|+ 1)|V (B2)|
> W (T )

again contradicting the maximality of T . Thus, all the internal
vertices of T (vertices of degree 2 in T ) lie in one non-pendant
segment. □

Lemma 3.7 Let T be an n-vertex caterpillar-like tree with ℓ leaves.
If T has maximum Wiener index, then T has at most one non-
pendant segment.

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n having ℓ leaves.
Furthermore, let Q = x0, x1, . . . , xk be the backbone of T . It is
sufficient to prove that if T has maximum Wiener index, then
degT (xi) = 2 for all i, where 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1. Suppose, to the contrary,
that T attains the maximum Wiener index and degT (xi) ≥ 3 for
some i, where 1 ≤ i ≤ k−1. Let NT (xi)\{xi−1, xi+1} = {w1, w2, . . . , wt},
where t = degT (xi)−2. Since T is a caterpillar-like tree, there must
exist j, where 1 ≤ j ≤ t such that wj lie on a pendant segment of
T . Without any loss of generality, let S = xi, w

∗
1, w

∗
2, . . . , w

∗
r , where

r ≥ 1 is an integer and w∗
1 = w1.

Let A be the component of T − xi−1xi containing xi−1 and B be
the component of T − xi−1xi containing xi. Without any loss of
generality, we may assume that |V (A)| ≤ |V (B1)|. Furthermore,
let B1 be the component of B − xixi+1 containing xi+1, and B2 =
B − V (B1)− V (S).

The Wiener index of T is

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B2)

dT (u, v)
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x0 x1 xi−1 xi xi+1 xk

w∗
1

w∗
r

T :

A B1

B2

S

Figure 3.8: The tree T in the proof of Lemma 3.7

+
∑

u,v∈V (S)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B2)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (S)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B1)
v∈V (B2)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B1)
v∈V (S)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (B2)
v∈V (S)

dT (u, v).

Let T ′ be the graph obtained from T by removing B2 and adding it
xi−1.

Note that T ′ is a caterpillar-like tree. The Wiener index of T ′ is

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B1)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B2)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u,v∈V (S)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B1)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B2)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (S)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B1)
v∈V (B2)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B1)
v∈V (S)

dT ′(u, v)
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x0 x1 xi−1 xi xi+1 xk

w∗
1

w∗
r

T ′ :

A B1B2

S

Figure 3.9: The tree T ′ in the proof of Lemma 3.7

+
∑

u∈V (B2)
v∈V (S)

dT ′(u, v)

=
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B2)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u,v∈V (S)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B2)

[dT (u, v)− 1]

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (S)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B1)
v∈V (B2)

[dT (u, v) + 1] +
∑

u∈V (B1)
v∈V (S)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (B2)
v∈V (S)

[dT (u, v) + 1]

= W (T )− |V (A)||V (B2)|+ |V (B1)||V (B2)|+ |V (B2)||V (S)|
= W (T ) + |V (B2)|(|V (B1)|+ |V (S)| − |V (A)|)
> W (T ).

Since |V (S)| ≥ 1, we have |V (B1)| + |V (S)| − |V (A)| ≥ 1, and since
B2 ̸= ∅, |V (B2)| > 0. □

Lemma 3.8 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n having ℓ leaves
and only one non-pendant segment S. If ℓ1 and ℓ2 are respectively
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the number of leaves in the two sides of S, then T reaches the max-
imum Wiener index if |ℓ2 − ℓ1| ≤ 1.

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n having ℓ leaves
and only one non-pendant segment S : w0, w1, . . . , wz−1, wz. Fur-
thermore, let NT (w0) \ {w1} = {x1, x2, . . . , xℓ1} and NT (wz) \ {wz−1} =
{v1, v2, . . . , vℓ2}. Suppose, to the contrary, that T has maximum
Wiener index and |ℓ2 − ℓ1| ≥ 2. Without any loss of generality, we
may assume that ℓ2 > ℓ1. By Lemma 3.6, if T contains an internal
vertex (a vertex of degree 2), then such a vertex lies on S, implying
that each pendant segment of T has length exactly 1.

Let A∗ be the component of T − w0w1 that contains w0 and A =
A∗ − w0. Furthermore, let B∗ be a component of T − wz−1wz that
contains wz and B = B∗ − {wz, vℓ2}.

w0 w1 wz−1 wz

x1

x2

xℓ1−1

xℓ1

v1

v2

vℓ2−1

vℓ2

T :

A

B
S

Figure 3.10: The tree T in the proof of Lemma 3.8

The Wiener index of T is

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (S)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (S)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (S)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v)
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+
∑

v∈V (A)

dT (vℓ2 , v) +
∑

v∈V (S)

dT (vℓ2 , v) +
∑

v∈V (B)

dT (vℓ2 , v).

Let T ′ = T − wzvℓ2 + w0vℓ2.

Note that T ′ is a caterpillar-like tree with ℓ leaves. The Wiener

w0 w1 wz−1 wz

x1

x2

xℓ1−1

xℓ1

v1

v2

vℓ2−1

vℓ2

T ′ :

A

B
S

Figure 3.11: The tree T ′ in the proof of Lemma 3.8

index of T ′ is

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (S)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (S)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (S)
v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

v∈V (A)

dT ′(vℓ2 , v) +
∑

v∈V (S)

dT ′(vℓ2 , v) +
∑

v∈V (B)

dT ′(vℓ2 , v)

=
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (S)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (S)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (S)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v)
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+
∑

v∈V (A)

[dT (vℓ2 , v)− z] +
∑

v∈V (S)

dT (vℓ2 , v) +
∑

v∈V (B)

[dT (vℓ2 , v) + z]

= W (T )− z|V (A)|+ z|V (B)|
= W (T ) + z(|V (B)| − |V (A)|).

By assumption, ℓ2 ≥ ℓ1 + 2, so |V (B)| = ℓ2 − 1 > ℓ1 = |V (A)|. Thus,
|V (B)| − |V (A)| > 0, implying that W (T ′) > W (T ). This contradicts
the fact that T has maximum Wiener index. □

Lemma 3.6, Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.8 give the following char-
acterisation of the n-vertex caterpillar-like tree with given number
of leaves and largest Wiener index.

Theorem 3.9 If T is a caterpillar-like tree of order n having ℓ leaves,
then

W (T ) ≤ W (Bn,⌈ ℓ
2⌉,⌊ ℓ

2⌋),

with equality if and only if T ∼= Bn,⌈ ℓ
2⌉,⌊ ℓ

2⌋.



4 | Caterpillar-like trees with
given maximum degree.

In this chapter, we focus on finding extremal caterpillar-like trees
with given order and fixed maximum degree. The first section
is based on finding minimal graphs then we proceed to finding
maximal graphs.

4.1 Minimal n-vertex caterpillar-like
trees with given maximum degree.

In this section we present partial results on characterization of
the n-vertex caterpillar-like tree with given maximum degree and
has the smallest Wiener index. We also present corollaries for
special cases in which a complete characterization is obtained.

Lemma 4.1 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n having a max-
imum degree ∆ ≥ 3. If T has a minimum Wiener index then, all
non-pendant segments in the backbone are of length 1.

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n having a maxi-
mum degree ∆ ≥ 3. Furthermore, let Q : x0,0, x0,1 . . . , x0,r be any
non-pendant segment of T . It follows, therefore, that degT (x0,0) ≥ 3
and degT (x0,r) ≥ 3. We want to show that if T has minimum
Wiener index, then r = 1. Suppose, to the contrary, that T has
minimum Wiener index and r ≥ 2. Let S1 : x0,0, x1,0, . . . , xi,0 and
S2 : x0,r, x1,r, . . . , xj,r be any two pendant segments of T rooted at
x0,0 and x0,r, respectively.

39
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Let H = T − (V (Q) \ {x0,0, x0,r}). Then, H has two components,
namely H1 containing the vertex x0,0 and H2 containing the vertex
x0,r. Let A = H1 − V (S1) and B = H2 − V (S2). Without any loss of
generality, we may assume that j ≥ i.

x0,0 x0,1 x0,2 x0,r−1 x0,r

x1,0

x2,0

xi−1,0

xi,0

x1,r

x2,r

xj−1,r

xj,r

T :
S1 S2

Q \ {x0,0, x0,1}

A
B

Figure 4.1: The tree T in the proof of Lemma 4.1

The Wiener index of T is, therefore, given by

W (T ) =
∑
u,v∈A

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈S1

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈S2∪B∪Q\{x0,0,x0,1}

dT (u, v)

+
∑
u∈A

v∈S2∪B∪Q\{x0,0,x0,1}

dT (u, v) +
∑
u∈A
v∈S1

dT (u, v) +
∑
u∈S1

v∈S2∪B∪Q\{x0,0,x0,1}

dT (u, v)

+
∑
u∈A

dT (u, x0,1) +
∑

u∈S2∪B∪Q\{x0,0,x0,1}

dT (u, x0,1) +
∑
u∈S1

dT (u, x0,1).

Let T ′ = (T − {x0,0x0,1}) + {x0,0x0,2}.
Note that T ′ is still a caterpillar-like tree with maximum degree

∆. However, the Wiener index of T ′ is given by

W (T ′) =
∑
u,v∈A

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈S1

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈S2∪B∪Q\{x0,0,x0,1}

dT ′(u, v)
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x0,0 x0,1 x0,2 x0,r−1 x0,r

x1,0

x2,0

xi−1,0

xi,0

x1,r

x2,r

xj−1,r

xj,r

T ′ :
S1 S2

Q

A
B

Figure 4.2: The tree T ′ in the proof of Lemma 4.1

+
∑
u∈A

v∈S2∪B∪Q\{x0,0,x0,1}

dT ′(u, v) +
∑
u∈A
v∈S1

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑
u∈S1

v∈S2∪B∪Q\{x0,0,x0,1}

dT ′(u, v) +
∑
u∈A

dT ′(u, x0,1)

+
∑

u∈S2∪B∪Q\{x0,0,x0,1}

dT ′(u, x0,1) +
∑
u∈S1

dT ′(u, x0,1)

=
∑
u,v∈A

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈S1

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈S2∪B∪Q\{x0,0,x0,1}

dT (u, v)

+
∑
u∈A

v∈S2∪B∪Q\{x0,0,x0,1}

[dT (u, v)− 1] +
∑
u∈A
v∈S1

dT (u, v)

+
∑
u∈S1

v∈S2∪B∪Q\{x0,0,x0,1}

[dT (u, v)− 1]

+
∑

u∈S2∪B∪Q\{x0,0,x0,1}

[dT (u, x0,1)]
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+
∑
u∈A

[dT (u, x0,1) + 1] +
∑
u∈S1

[dT (u, x0,1) + 1]

= W (T )− |A||S2 ∪B ∪Q \ {x0,0, x0,1}|
− |S1||S2 ∪B ∪Q \ {x0,0, x0,1}|+ |A|+ |S1|
= W (T )− |A|(j + (r − 1) + |B|)− (i+ 1)(j + (r − 1) + |B|)
+ |A|+ |S1|
= W (T )− (j + r − 1 + |B|)(|A|+ (i+ 1)) + |A|+ |S1|
= W (T )− (j + r − 1 + |B|)(|A|+ (i+ 1)) + |A|+ (i+ 1)

= W (T )− (j + r + |B|)(|A|+ (i+ 1))

≤ W (T )− (3 + |B|)(|A|+ 2)

< W (T ).

Since r ≥ 2 and j ≥ i ≥ 1. □

Lemma 4.2 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with max-
imum degree ∆ ≥ 3, and let P : x0, . . . , xi and Q : y0, . . . , yj be
pendant segments in T with degT x0 ≥ 3 and degT y0 ≥ 3 such that
dT (x0, y0) ≤ 1. If T has minimum Wiener index, then |j − i| ≤ 1.

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maximum
degree ∆ ≥ 3, and let P : x0, . . . , xi and Q : y0, . . . , yj be pendant
segments in T with degT x0 ≥ 3 and degT y0 ≥ 3 such that dT (x0, y0) ≤
1. Suppose, to the contrary, that T has minimum Wiener index
and |j− i| ≥ 2. Without any loss of generality, we may assume that
j = i+ r, where r ≥ 2. We now consider two cases.

Case (i) Suppose dT (x0, y0) = 0.
Then x0 = y0, so the pendant segments P and Q share a com-

mon vertex, say x0. Let A = T − P ∪Q.
The Wiener index of T is, therefore, given by

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)

dT (u, yj) +
∑

u∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT (u, yj).
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x0

y1

xi

x1

yj−1

yj

T :

P Q
A

Figure 4.3: The tree T in the proof of Lemma 4.2 (case (i))

Let T ′ = (T − yj−1yj) ∪ {xiyj}.

x0

y1

xi

x1

yj−1

yj

T ′ :

P Q
A

Figure 4.4: The tree T ′ in the proof of Lemma 4.2 (case (i))

Note that T ′ is a caterpillar-like tree with maximum degree ∆ ≥
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3. However, the Wiener index of T ′ is

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)

dT ′(u, yj) +
∑

u∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT ′(u, yj)

=
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)

[dT (u, yj)− (r − 1)] +
∑

u∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT (u, yj)

=W (T )− (r − 1)|A|.

Since degT (x0) ≥ 3, we have |A| ≥ 1. Furthermore, since r ≥ 2, we
have r − 1 ≥ 1. This implies that (r − 1)|A| ≥ 1, and so W (T ′) <
W (T ). This, however, contradicts our assumption that T has the
minimum Wiener index.

Case (ii) Suppose dT (x0, y0) = 1.
Then, P and Q are pendant segments of T whose backbone

vertices, x0 and y0 are neighbors in T . Let A′ be the connected
component of T − x0y0 that contain x0. Let A = A′ − P and let
B = T − A− P −Q.

The Wiener index of T is, therefore, given by

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)

dT (u, yj) +
∑

u∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT (u, yj) +
∑

u∈V (B)

dT (u, yj).

Let T ′ = (T − yj−1yj) + {xiyj}.
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x0 y0

x1

x2

xi−1

xi

y1

y2

yj−1

yj

T :

P Q

A

B

Figure 4.5: The tree T in the proof of Lemma 4.2 (case (ii))

Note that T ′ is still a caterpillar-like tree with maximum degree
∆ ≥ 3. However, the Wiener index of T ′ is

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)

dT ′(u, yj) +
∑

u∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT ′(u, yj) +
∑

u∈V (B)

dT ′(u, yj)

=
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT (u, v)
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x0 y0

x1

x2

xi−1

xi

y1

y2

yj−1

yj

T ′ :

P Q

A

B

Figure 4.6: The tree T ′ in the proof of Lemma 4.2 (case (ii))

+
∑

u∈V (A)

[dT (u, yj)− r] +
∑

u∈V (P∪Q)\{yj}

dT (u, yj)

+
∑

u∈V (B)

[dT (u, yj)− (r − 2)]

= W (T )− r|A| − (r − 2)|B|.

Since degT (x0) ≥ 3, we have |A| ≥ 1, and since degT y0 ≥ 3, we have
|B| ≥ 1. Furthermore, since r ≥ 2, we have r|A| ≥ 2 and (r− 2)|B| ≥
0. This implies that r|A|+(r−2)|B| ≥ 2, and so W (T ′) < W (T ). This,
however, contradicts our assumption that T has the minimum
Wiener index, and hence completing the proof of Lemma 4.2. □

Next, we show that in a caterpillar-like tree with minimum
Wiener index, the lengths of adjacent pendant segments are con-
strained by the sizes of the subtrees attached to them. More
specifically, longer pendant segments must be attached to larger
components.
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Lemma 4.3 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maxi-
mum degree ∆ ≥ 3 and let S1 : x0, ...., xi, and S2 : y0, ..., yj be pendant
segments of T such that dT (x0, y0) = 1. Let H = T − x0y0 and let H1

be the connected component of H that contains x0 and H2 be the
connected component of H that contains y0. Lastly, let A = H1 − S1

and B = H2 − S2. If T has the minimum Wiener index and |A| < |B|,
then i ≤ j.

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maximum
degree ∆ ≥ 3 and let S1 : x0, ...., xi, and S2 : y0, ..., yj be pendent
segments of T such that dT (x0, y0) = 1. Let A and B be as in the
statement of the Lemma. Suppose, to the contrary, that T has
minimum Wiener index, |A| < |B| and i > j. We may assume that
i = j + r, where r ≥ 1.

x0 y0

x1

x2

xi−1

xi

y1

y2

yj−1

yj

T :

S1 S2

A B

Figure 4.7: The tree T in the proof of Lemma 4.3

Then the Wiener index of T is given by

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (S2∪S1)\{xi}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v)
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+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (S2∪S1)\{xi}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (S2∪S1)\{xi}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)

dT (u, xi) +
∑

u∈V (S2∪S1)\{xi}

dT (u, xi) +
∑

u∈V (B)

dT (u, xi).

Let T ′ = (T − xixi−1) + {yjxi}.

x0 y0

x1

x2

xi−1

xi

y1

y2

yj−1

yj

T ′ :

S1 S2

A B

Figure 4.8: The tree T ′ in the proof of Lemma 4.3

Note that T ′ still has a maximum degree ∆ ≥ 3. However, the
Wiener index of T ′ is

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (S2∪S1)\{xi}

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (S2∪S1)\{xi}

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (S2∪S1)\{xi}

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)

dT ′(u, xi) +
∑

u∈V (S2∪S1)\{xi}

dT ′(u, xi) +
∑

u∈V (B)

dT ′(u, xi)
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=
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (S2∪S1)\{xi}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (S2∪S1)\{xi}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (S2∪S1)\{xi}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)

[dT (u, xi)− (r − 2)] +
∑

u∈V (S2∪S1)\{xi}

dT (u, xi)

+
∑

u∈V (B)

[dT (u, xi)− r]

= W (T )− |A|(r − 2)− r|B|
= W (T )− r(|A|+ |B|) + 2|A|, with r ≥ 1

≤ W (T )− (|B|+ |A|) + 2|A|
= W (T )− (|B| − |A|)
< W (T ).

Since (|B| − |A|) > 0, this contradicts the minimality of W (T ). □

Lemma 4.4 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with max-
imum degree ∆ ≥ 3 and let Q = u0, u1, . . . , ur be the backbone.
Furthermore, let A be the connected component of T − uiui+1 that
contains ui, and B be the connected component of T − uiui+1 that
contains ui+1. If T has minimum Wiener index, then the following
conditions hold:

(i) If |A| < |B|, then degT (ui) ≤ deg(ui+1).

(ii) There are at most two vertices of degree less than ∆ in the
backbone and they are end vertices of the backbone.

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maximum de-
gree ∆ ≥ 3 and let Q = u0, u1, . . . , ur be the backbone. Furthermore,
let A and B be as in the statement of the Lemma.

First let us prove (i) Suppose, to the contrary, that T has
minimum Wiener index, |A| < |B| and degT (ui) > deg(ui+1). Let
v ∈ NT (ui)\{ui−1, ui+1} and C be the connected component of T−uiv
that contains v. Furthermore, let A′ = A− C.
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u0 u1 ui−1 ui ui+1 ur−1 ur

C

T : A

B

Figure 4.9: The tree T in the proof of Lemma 4.4 (i)

Thus, the Wiener index of T is given by

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A′)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A′)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v).

Let T ′ = uiv + ui+1v. Note that T ′ is still a caterpillar-like tree with
maximum degree ∆. The Wiener index of T ′ is given by.

u0 u1 ui−1 ui ui+1 ur−1 ur

C

T ′ : A

B

Figure 4.10: The tree T ′ in the proof of Lemma 4.4 (i)

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A′)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′)
v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A′)
v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v)
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=
∑

u,v∈V (A′)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (C)

[dT (u, v)− 1] +
∑

u∈V (A′)
v∈V (C)

[dT (u, v) + 1]

= W (T )− |B||C|+ |A′||C|
= W (T )− |C|(|B| − |A′|).

Note that |B| ≥ |A| > |A′|. Since |A′| < |B| and |C| > 0, we have
W (T ′) < W (T ). □

We will need the following fact in the proof of II. Note that the
proof of (i) also show that if deg(ui) > deg(ui+1), then we must have
|A| ≥ |B|.

Claim 4.1 No small degree lies between large degrees in the back-
bone Q.

Proof. Suppose, that 1 ≤ s < k < h ≤ r with degT (us) > degT (uk) <
degT (uh). By choosing s and h so that h− s is as small as possible,
we can assume that degT (ut) = degT (uk) for all s < t < h. Let C be a
connected component of T − usus+1 that contains us and let D be a
connected component of T − uh−1uh that contains uh. Similarly, let
H be a connected component of T − uk−1uk that contains uk−1 and
F be a connected component of T − ukuk+1 that contains uk+1. By
construction, C is a subgraph of H and D is a subgraph of F , so

|C| ≤ |H| and |D| ≤ |F |. (4.1)

Now, by applying Claim (i), to us and us+1 and then to uh−1 and uh

we deduce that

|C| > |F | and |H| < |D|. (4.2)

We have strict inequalities because s+ 1 < k + 1 and h− 1 > k − 1.
Combining (4.1) and (4.2), we have

|C| ≤ |H| < |D|, implying |C| < |D|.
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However, from |C| > |F | ≥ |D|, we conclude |C| > |D|, which is a
contradiction.

Now, we are in a good position to prove (ii).

Proof of (ii) By Claim 4.1, any vertex of degree less than ∆ must
be located at the end of the backbone. If there exists exactly one
such vertex, then it is necessarily positioned at one of the two
ends of the backbone, and the claim follows trivially. Suppose
now that there are exactly two vertices within the backbone whose
degrees are strictly less than ∆. Then these vertices must either
be adjacent or be positioned at opposite ends of the backbone.
In the case where more than two vertices in the backbone have
degrees smaller than ∆, at least two of them must be contained
within the same end of the backbone and must be adjacent. In
the rest of this proof, we show that it is impossible to have two
vertices of degree smaller than ∆ on one end of the backbone and
that are neighbours.

Now, suppose there exist two vertices ur−1 and ur at the end
of the backbone and are neighbors such that degT (ur−1) < ∆ and
degT (ur) < ∆. Let A be the connected component of T − ur−1ur that
contains ur−1, and B be the connected component of T − ur−1ur

that contains ur. Let S1 : ur, w1, w2, . . . , ws be a pendant segment
and let B′ = B − S1. By swapping the labels A and B if needed, we
can assume that |A| ≥ |B|.

u0 u1 ui ui+1 ur−1 ur

w1

w2ws−1

ws

T :

S1

A
B′

Figure 4.11: The tree T in the proof of Lemma 4.4 (ii)
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The Wiener index of T is given by

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B′)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (S1)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B′)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B′)
v∈V (S1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (S1)

dT (u, v).

Let T ′ = T − urw1 + w1ur−1.

u0 u1 ui ui+1 ur−1 ur

w1

w2ws−1

ws

T ′ :

S1

A
B′

Figure 4.12: The tree T ′ in the proof of Lemma 4.4 (ii)

Since deg(ur−1) < ∆, T ′ still has a maximum degree ∆. Thus,
the Wiener index is given by

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B′)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (S1)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B′)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B′)
v∈V (S1)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (S1)

dT ′(u, v)

=
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B′)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (S1)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B′)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B′)
v∈V (S1)

[dT (u, v) + 1] +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (S1)

[dT (u, v)− 1]

= W (T )− |A||S1|+ |B′||S1|
= W (T )− |S1|(|A| − |B′|)
< W (T ).
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Since B′ is a proper subgraph of B, it follows that |B′| < |B|.
Furthermore, by the above assumption |A| ≥ |B|, it follows that
|A| > |B′|, which implies that W (T ′) < W (T ). However, this contra-
dicts the minimality of T . □

Lemma 4.5 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maxi-
mum degree ∆, whose backbone is given by Q = u0, u1, . . . , ur. If
T has minimum Wiener index, then at most one vertex has degree
less than ∆.

Proof. By Lemma 4.4, we already know that the number of vertices
of degree less than ∆ it is at most 2. Thus, it remains to rigorously
prove that it cannot be 2.

Suppose, to the contrary, that T has minimum Wiener index and
the number of vertices in T with degree less than ∆ is 2. That
is, let u0 and ur be two such vertices satisfying degT (u0) < ∆ and
degT (ur) < ∆. Let K be a pendent segment attached to ur. Let B be
the connected component of T − urur−1 that contain ur and A the
connected component of T − u0u1 that contain u0. Furthermore,
let B′ = B −K and C = T − A − B. Without loss of generality, we
can assume that |B| ≤ |A| and hence |B′| < |A|.

Without any loss of generality, we may assume that DC(u0) ≤
DC(ur), where DC(x) =

∑
v∈C

dT (x, v). The Wiener index of T is given

by,

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B′)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u,v∈V (K)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B′)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (K)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B′)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B′)
v∈V (K)

dT (u, v)
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+
∑

u∈V (C)
v∈V (K)

dT (u, v).

Let T ′ be a tree obtained from T by removing K from ur and
adding it to u0. Note that T ′ is still a caterpillar-like tree with
maximum degree ∆. The Wiener index is therefore given by

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B′)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u,v∈V (K)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B′)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (K)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B′)
v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B′)
v∈V (K)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (C)
v∈V (K)

dT ′(u, v)

=
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B′)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u,v∈V (K)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B′)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (K)

[dT (u, v) + dT (u, u0)− dT (u, ur)] +
∑

u∈V (B′)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (B′)
v∈V (K)

[dT (u, v) + dT (u, u0)− dT (u, ur)]

+
∑

u∈V (C)
v∈V (K)

[dT (u, v) + dT (u, u0)− dT (u, ur)]

= W (T ) + |K|
(
DA(u0)−DA(u0)− r|A|

)
+ |K|

(
DB′(ur) + r|B′| −DB′(ur)

)
+ |K|

(
DC(u0)−DC(ur)

)
= W (T ) + |K|

(
−r|A|+ r|B′|+DC(u0)−DC(ur)

)
≤ W (T )− r|K|

(
|A|)− |B′|

)
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< W (T ).

Since |K| > 0, |A| > |B′| and DC(u0) ≤ DC(ur). □

Lemma 4.6 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree with maximum degree
∆ ≥ 3, and let Q = u0, u1, . . . , ur−1, ur be the backbone of T . If T
has minimum Wiener index, then the sequence of total lengths of
pendant segments si,1, . . . , si,si attached at each backbone vertex ui,
denoted

Li =

si∑
j=1

|Si,j| (0 ≤ i ≤ r)

forms a unimodal sequence. That is, there exists an index m ∈ [0, r]
such that

L0 ≤ L1 ≤ · · · ≤ Lm ≥ · · · ≥ Lr.

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree with maximum degree ∆ ≥ 3,
and let Q : u0, u1, . . . , ur denote the backbone of T . Suppose, to the
contrary, that the sequence (L0, L1, . . . , Lr) is not unimodal. Then
there exist indices 0 ≤ i0 < i < i1 ≤ r such that

Li0 > Li0+1 and Li1−1 < Li1 . Note that i1 − 1 > i0. (4.3)

By Lemma 4.5, we know that degT (ui0+1) = ∆ = degT (ui1−1). So,
condition (4.3) implies that there is a pendant segment Si0 at-
tached at ui0 and a pendent segment at Si0+1 at ui0+1 with l = |Si0| =
|Si0+1| + 1. Let x be a leaf end of the pendant segment Si0. Let Ai0

be a connected component of T − ui0ui0+1 that contains ui0 and
Bi0 = T −Ai0. Furthermore, let A′

i0 = Ai0 −Si0 and B′
i0 = Bi0 −Si0+1.

The Wiener index is given by

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A′
i0
)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B′
i0
)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (Si0
∪Si0+1)\{x}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′
i0
)

v∈V (B′
i0
)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A′
i0
)

v∈V (Si0
∪Si0+1)\{x}

dT (u, v)
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+
∑

u∈V (B′
i0
)

v∈V (Si0
∪Si0+1)\{x}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (Ai0
)

dT (u, x) +
∑

u∈V (B′
i0
)

dT (u, x)

+
∑

u∈V (Si0
∪Si0+1)\{x}

dT (u, x).

Let T ′ be a tree obtained by removing x from ui0 and adding it to
the leaf end of Si0+1. Note that T ′ is still a caterpillar-like tree with
maximum degree. The Wiener index of T ′, is therefore given by

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A′
i0
)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B′
i0
)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (Si0
∪Si0+1)\{x}

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′
i0
)

v∈V (B′
i0
)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A′
i0
)

v∈V (Si0
∪Si0+1)\{x}

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (B′
i0
)

v∈V (Si0
∪Si0+1)\{x}

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A′
i0
)

dT ′(u, x) +
∑

u∈V (B′
i0
)

dT ′(u, x)

+
∑

u∈V (Si0
∪Si0+1)\{x}

dT ′(u, x)

=
∑

u,v∈V (A′
i0
)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B′
i0
)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (Si0
∪Si0+1)\{x}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′
i0
)

v∈V (B′
i0
)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (Ai0
)

v∈V (Si0
∪Si0+1)\{x}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (B′
i0
)

v∈V (Si0
∪Si0+1)\{x}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A′
i0
)

[dT (u, x) + 1]

+
∑

u∈V (B′
i0
)

[dT (u, x)− 1] +
∑

u∈V (Si0
∪Si0+1)\{x}

dT (u, x)

= W (T )− |B′
i0
|+ |A′

i0
|

= W (T ) + (|A′
i0
| − |B′

i0
|).

If |A′
i0
| < |B′

i0
|, then W (T ′) < W (T ), contradicting the minimality of

T . Therefore, we must have |A′
i0
| ≥ |B′

i0
|.
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Similarly, condition 4.3 implies that there is a pendant seg-
ment Si1−1 attached at ui1−1 and a pendant segment Si1 at ui1 with
|Si1| = |Si1−1| + 1. Let y be a leaf end of the pendant segment Si1.
Let Ai1−1 be a connected component of T − ui1−1ui1 that contains
ui1−1 and Bi1−1 = T − Ai1−1. Furthermore, let A′

i1−1 = Ai1−1 − Si1−1

and B′
i1−1 = Bi1−1 − Si1. The Wiener index is given by

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A′
i1−1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B′
i1−1)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u,v∈V (Si1
∪Si1−1)\{y}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A′
i1−1)

v∈V (B′
i1−1)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′
i1−1)

v∈V (Si1
∪Si1−1)\{y}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (Bi1−1)

v∈V (Si1
∪Si1−1)\{y}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′
i1−1)

dT (u, y) +
∑

u∈V (B′
i1−1)

dT (u, y)

+
∑

u∈V (Si1
∪Si1−1)\{y}

dT (u, y).

Let T ′′ be a tree obtained by removing y from ui1 and adding it to
the leaf end of Si1−1. Note that T ′′ is still a caterpillar-like tree with
maximum degree. The Wiener index of T ′′, is therefore given by

W (T ′′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A′
i1−1)

dT ′′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B′
i1−1)

dT ′′(u, v)

+
∑

u,v∈V (Si1
∪Si1−1)\{y}

dT ′′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A′
i1−1)

v∈V (B′
i1−1)

dT ′′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′
i1−1)

v∈V (Si1
∪Si1−1)\{y}

dT ′′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (Bi1−1)

v∈V (Si1
∪Si1−1)\{y}

dT ′′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′
i1−1)

dT ′′(u, y) +
∑

u∈V (B′
i1−1)

dT ′′(u, y)

+
∑

u∈V (Si1
∪Si1−1)\{y}

dT ′′(u, y)
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=
∑

u,v∈V (A′
i1−1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B′
i1−1)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u,v∈V (Si1
∪Si1−1)\{y}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A′
i1−1)

v∈V (B′
i1−1)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′
i1−1)

v∈V (Si1
∪Si1−1)\{y}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (Bi1−1)

v∈V (Si1
∪Si1−1)\{y}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′
i1−1)

[dT (u, y)− 1] +
∑

u∈V (B′
i1−1)

[dT (u, y) + 1]

+
∑

u∈V (Si1
∪Si1−1)\{y}

dT (u, y)

= W (T )− |A′
i1−1|+ |B′

i1−1|
= W (T ) + (|B′

i1−1| − |A′
i1−1|).

If |B′
i1−1| < |A′

i1−1|, then W (T ′′) < W (T ), contradicting the minimal-
ity of T . Therefore, we must have |B′

i1−1| ≥ |A′
i1−1|.

However, since A′
i0

is a proper subgraph of A′
i1−1 and B′

i1−1 is a
proper subgraph of B′

i0
, we have

|B′
i1−1| ≥ |A′

i1−1| > |A′
i0
| ≥ |B′

i0
| > |B′

i1−1|

which is a contradiction. Therefore, our assumption that the se-
quence (L0, L1, . . . , Lr) is not unimodal is false. Hence, the se-
quence (L0, L1, . . . , Lr) is unimodal. □

In the next lemma we show that in a minimum caterpillar-like
tree, once the degree of an end of a backbone is less than ∆, then
all segments attached to it has length at most 1.

Lemma 4.7 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maxi-
mum degree ∆, whose backbone is given by Q = u0, u1, . . . , ur and
let S1 : u1, w1, w2, . . . , ws be a pendent segment attached to u1. If T
has minimum Wiener index and degT (u0) < ∆, then s ≤ 1.
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Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maximum
degree ∆, whose backbone is given by Q = u0, u1, . . . , ur and let S1 :
u1, w1, w2, . . . , ws be a pendent segment attached to u1. Suppose, to
the contrary, that T has minimum Wiener index, degT (u0) < ∆ but
u1 has a pendent segment of length s ≥ 2. Let A be a connected
component of T − u0u1 containing u1 and let B be a connected
component of T − u0u1 containing u0. Furthermore, let A′ = A−S1.

u0 u1 u2 ur−1 ur

w1

w2

ws−1

ws

T :

S1

B

A′

Figure 4.13: The tree T in the proof of Lemma 4.7

The Wiener index of T is given by

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A′)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (S1)\{ws}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A′)
v∈V (S1)\{ws}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (S1)\{ws}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′)

dT (u,ws) +
∑

u∈V (B)

dT (u,ws) +
∑

u∈V (S1)\{ws}

dT (u,ws).

Let T ′ = T − ws−1ws + wsu0.
Note that T ′ is a caterpillar-like tree with maximum degree ∆.

Its Wiener index is given by,

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A′)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (S1)\{ws}

dT ′(u, v)
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u0 u1 u2 ur−1 ur

w1

w2

ws−1

ws

T ′ :

S1

B

A′

Figure 4.14: The tree T ′ in the proof of Lemma 4.7

+
∑

u∈V (A′)
v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A′)
v∈V (S1)\{ws}

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (S1)\{ws}

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′)

dT ′(u,ws) +
∑

u∈V (B)

dT ′(u,ws) +
∑

u∈V (S1)\{ws}

dT ′(u,ws)

=
∑

u,v∈V (A′)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (S1)\{ws}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A′)
v∈V (S1)\{ws}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (S1)\{ws}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A′)

[dT (u,ws)− (s− 2)] +
∑

u∈V (B)

[dT (u,ws)− s]

+
∑

u∈V (S1)\{ws}

[dT (u,ws) + 1]

= W (T )− [(s− 2)|A′|+ s|B| − |S1 \ {ws}|].

Since s ≥ 2, then (s − 2)|A′| + s|B| − |S1| \ {ws} > 0, implying that
W (T ′) < W (T ). This contradicts the assumption that T has the
minimum Wiener index. □
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Lemma 4.8 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maxi-
mum degree ∆ ≥ 3, whose backbone is given by u0, u1, . . . , ur. Let
S1 = us0 , w1, w2, . . . , wt−1, wt be a pendant segment attached to us0 for
some s0 < r. Let As0 be the connected component of T −us0us0+1 that
contains us0. If T has minimum Wiener index, then |As0−S|+1 ≥ |S1|.

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maximum
degree ∆ ≥ 3, whose backbone is given by u0, u1, . . . , ur. Let S1 =
us0 , w1, w2, . . . , wt−1, wt be a pendant segment attached to us0. Let
As0 be the connected component of T − us0us0+1 that contains us0.
Let A′

s0
= As0 − S1. We now consider two cases.

Case I: Suppose A′
s0

contains at least two segments of T , say
Q and R, each contains the backbone vertex us0. Now, assume for
contradiction that |A′

s0
|+ 1 < |S1|. This implies

|Q| < |S1| and |R| < |S1|.

Thus, by Lemma 4.2, we have

|S1| = |Q|+ 1 and |S1| = |R|+ 1, thus |Q| = |R|.

Since Q and R are pendant segments in A′
s0

, we have

|A′
s0
| ≥ |Q|+ |R| − 1.

Then,

|A′
s0
|+ 1 ≥ |Q|+ |R| = 2|R|. (4.4)

However, by our assumption, we have

|A′
s0
|+ 1 < |S1| = |R|+ 1. (4.5)

By combining (4.4) and (4.5), we get

2|R| ≤ |A′
s0
|+ 1 < |R|+ 1,

which implies 2|R| < |R| + 1. However we reach a contradiction
since |R| ≥ 2. Thus, the inequality must hold.
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Case II: Suppose A′
s0

is a segment. By Lemma 4.2, we have

||A′
s0
| − |S1|| ≤ 1.

This implies

−1 ≤ |A′
s0
| − |S1| and thus |S1| ≤ |A′

s0
|+ 1.

Hence

|As0 − S1|+ 1 = |A′
s0
|+ 1 ≥ |S1|

as required. In both cases, the inequality holds. This completes
the proof. □

Lemma 4.9 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maxi-
mum degree ∆ ≥ 3, whose backbone is given by Q = u0, u1, . . . , ur.
Let s0 be an integer such that 0 < s0 ≤ r − 2, and let s1 = s0 − 1.
Let As0 be the connected component of T −us0us0+1 that contains us0,
and let Bs0+1 be the connected component of T −{us0us0+1, us0+1us0+2}
that contains us0+1. Furthermore, let Cs0+2 = T − As0 −Bs0+1.

If T has minimum Wiener index, and the inequality

3|As0 − S1|+ |Bs0+1| < |Cs0+2 − S3|

holds for some pendant segments S1 and S3 attached to us0 and
us0+2, respectively, then it follows that

3|As1 − S ′
1|+ |Bs1+1| < |Cs1+2 − S ′

3|

for some pendant segments S ′
1 and S ′

3 attached to us1 and us1+2,
respectively.

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree with order n and maximum
degree ∆ ≥ 3, whose backbone is given by Q = u0, u1, . . . , ur. Sup-
pose, that T has minimum Wiener index and

3|As0 − S1|+ |Bs0+1| < |Cs0+2 − S3|

for some S1 and S3 attached to us0 and us0+2 respectively. We note
that |As0| < 3|As0 − S1| + |Bs0+1|, which implies, in particular, that
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|As0 | ≤ |Cs0+2|. We are now going to prove this, in the following
cases.

Case I: Suppose that |S1| ≤ |Bs0+1|. Then,

3|As0 − S1|+ |Bs0+1| = 3|As0| − 3|S1|+ |Bs0+1|
= |As0|+ 2|As0| − 3|S1|+ |Bs0+1|.

Since |S1| ≤ |Bs0+1|, then it follows that

3|As0 − S1|+ |Bs0+1| = |As0|+ 2|As0| − 3|S1|+ |Bs0+1|
≥ |As0 |+ 2|As0| − 3|S1|+ |S1|
≥ |As0 |+ 2|As0| − 2|S1|
> 2(|As0| − |S1|)
= |As0| − |S1|+ |As0| − |S1|.

From Lemma 4.8, we know that |As0| − |S1|+ 1 ≥ |S1|, hence:

3|As0 − S1|+ |Bs0+1| ≥ |As0| − |S1|+ |S1| − 1

= |As0| − 1.

So,

|As0| − 1 ≤ 3|As0 − S1|+ |Bs0+1| < |Cs0+2 − S3|.

Thus

|As0| ≤ |Cs0+2 − S3| < |Cs0+2|.

Case II: Suppose that |S1| > |Bs0+1|. We will need the following
claim.

Claim 4.2 Bs0+1 is a single segment.

Proof. If Bs0+1 has at least 2 segments, say Q and R, then Bs0+1 ≥
|Q|+ |R| − 1. Then by Lemma 4.2,

|S1| − |Q| ≤ 1 and |S1| − |R| ≤ 1.
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Since |Q| and |R| are segments in Bs0+1, and each contains at least
one vertex, we have

2S1 − (|Q|+ |R|) ≤ 2 ⇒ 2S1 ≤ 2 + |Q|+ |R|

⇒ 2S1 ≤ Bs0+1 + 3

⇒ S1 ≤
Bs0+1 + 3

2
.

Since |Bs0+1| < |S1|,

S1 +Bs0+1 < S1 +
Bs0+1 + 3

2
⇒ Bs0+1 <

Bs0+1 + 3

2
⇒ 2Bs0+1 < Bs0+1 + 3

⇒ 3Bs0+1 < 3

⇒ Bs0+1 < 1.

Thus, we reach a contradiction since Bs0+1 ≥ |Q|+ |R| − 1 ≥ 3. □.

Now, we are proceeding proving the case. If |S1| > |Bs0+1|, then
|S1| = |Bs0+1|+ 1. So,

3|As0 − S1|+ |Bs0+1| = 3|As0| − 3|S1|+ |Bs0+1|
= 3|As0| − 3(|Bs0+1|+ 1) + |Bs0+1|
= 3|As0| − 2|Bs0+1| − 3

= |As0|+ 2|As0| − 2|Bs0+1| − 3

= |As0|+ 2(|As0| − |Bs0+1|)− 3.

Since S1 is inside As0,

3|As0 − S1|+ |Bs0+1| ≥ |As0 |+ 2(|S1| − |Bs0+1|)− 3

= |As0|+ 2(|Bs0+1|+ 1− |Bs0+1|)− 3

= |As0|+ 2− 3

= |As0| − 1.

So,

|As0| − 1 ≤ 3|As0 − S1|+ |Bs0+1| < |Cs0+2 − S3|.
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Thus,

|As0| ≤ |Cs0+2 − S3| < |Cs0+2|.

Now, let us continue with the lemma.
Since As1 − S ′

1 is a subset of As0 − S1, see Figure 4.15.

us1 us0

As1 S1

T :

S ′
1

As0

Figure 4.15: Decomposition of the tree T in the proof of Lemma
4.9

Then, it follows that

3|As1 − S ′
1|+ |Bs1+1| < 3|As0 − S1|+ |Bs0+1|

< |Cs0+2 − S3|
< |Cs1+2 − S ′

3|.

Thus, we have

3|As1 − S ′
1|+ |Bs1+1| < |Cs1+2 − S ′

3|,

which completes the proof. □

Lemma 4.10 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maxi-
mum degree ∆ ≥ 3, whose backbone is given by Q = u0, u1, . . . , ur

for some s ≤ r − 2. Let As be the connected component of T −
usus+1 that contains us, and let Bs+1 be the connected component
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of T − {usus+1, us+1us+2} that contains us+1. Furthermore, let Cs+2 =
T − As −Bs+1.

Let Ss = {us, u1,0, u2,0, . . . , ul,0} and Ss+2 = {us+2, w1,0, w2,0, . . . , wl′′,0} be
pendant segments attached to us and us+2, respectively. If T has
minimum Wiener index, and s0 is the largest integer, such that, the
inequality

3|As0 − Ss0 |+ |Bs0+1| < |Cs0+2 − Ss0+2|,

holds. Then it follows that

3|As0+2 − Ss0+2|+ |Bs0+3| > |Cs0+4 − Ss0+4|

for some pendant segments Ss0+2 and Ss0+4.

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maximum
degree ∆ ≥ 3, whose backbone is given by Q = u0, u1, . . . , ur. Let
As, Bs+1 and Cs+2 be as stated in the statement of the Lemma.
Also, let the three pendent segments Ss and Ss+2 be as stated
in the statement of the Lemma. Now, suppose, to the contrary,
that T has minimum Wiener index and 3|As0+2 − Ss0+2| + |Bs0+3| ≤
|Cs0+4 − Ss0+4| for some pendant segments Ss0+2 and Ss0+4. Thus,
the inequality also holds for s0 + 2. However, this contradicts our
assumption that s0 is the largest integer for which the inequality
holds and hence it must be of the case 3|As0+2 − Ss0+2| + |Bs0+3| >
|Cs0+4 − Ss0+4|. □

Lemma 4.11 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maxi-
mum degree ∆ ≥ 3, with backbone Q = u0, u1, . . . , ur and some s ≤
r− 2. Let As be the connected component of T − usus+1 that contains
us, and let Bs+1 be the connected component of T −{usus+1, us+1us+2}
that contains us+1. Furthermore, let Cs+2 = T − As −Bs+1.

Let Ss = {us, u1,0, u2,0, . . . , ul,0} and Ss+2 = {us+2, w1,0, w2,0, . . . , wl′′,0} be
pendant segments attached to us and us+2 respectively. Suppose s0
is the largest integer satisfying the structural condition

|Cs0+2 − Ss0+2| > |Bs0+1|+ 3|As0 − Ss0|.
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Let l0 be the smallest integer such that for some segments Sl0 and
Sl0−2 attached to ul0 and ul0−2 we have

3|Cl0 − Sl0 |+ |Bl0−1| < |Al0−2 − Sl0−2|.

If T has minimum Wiener index among all caterpillar-like trees of
order n and maximum degree ∆, then the following hold:

(i) There do not exist three consecutive backbone vertices to which
Ss0, Bs0+1, and Ss0+2 of equal length are attached within As0+2

or within T − Al0−3.

(ii) There do not exist three consecutive backbone vertices to which
segments Ss0, Bs0+1, and Ss0+2 have lengths l − 1, l, l + 1 in
T − As0+1 − Cl0−1.

Proof. Let T be an n-vertex caterpillar-like tree with maximum
degree ∆ ≥ 3, whose backbone is given by Q = u0, u1, . . . , ur. Sup-
pose, to the contrary, that T has minimum Wiener index. Fur-
thermore, as shown in the proof of Lemma 4.9, |Cs0+2 − Ss0+2| >
|Bs0+1|+ 3|As0 − Ss0 | imply that |Cs0+2| > |As0|, hence by Lemma 4.3
it follows that l′′ ≥ l. The Wiener index of T is therefore given by

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (As0−Ss0 )

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (Bs0+1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u,v∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )
v∈V (Bs0+1)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )
v∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (Bs0+1)
v∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}
v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )
v∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )
v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (Bs0+1)
v∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (Bs0+1)
v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)
v∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT (u, v)
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+
∑

u∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)
v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )

dT (u, ul,0)

+
∑

u∈V (Bs0+1)

dT (u, ul,0) +
∑

u∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)

dT (u, ul,0)

+
∑

u∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT (u, ul,0) +
∑

u∈V (Ss0+2)

dT (u, ul,0).

Let T ′ = T − ul−1,0ul,0 + wl′′,0ul,0. The tree T ′ is still a caterpillar-like
tree with maximum degree ∆. Its Wiener index is, therefore given
by

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (As0−Ss0 )

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (Bs0+1)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u,v∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )
v∈V (Bs0+1)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )
v∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (Bs0+1)
v∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}
v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )
v∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )
v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (Bs0+1)
v∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (Bs0+1)
v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)
v∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)
v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )

dT ′(u, ul,0)

+
∑

u∈V (Bs0+1)

dT ′(u, ul,0) +
∑

u∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)

dT ′(u, ul,0)

+
∑

u∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT ′(u, ul,0) +
∑

u∈V (Ss0+2)

dT ′(u, ul,0)

=
∑

u,v∈V (As0−Ss0 )

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (Bs0+1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)

dT (u, v)
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+
∑

u,v∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )
v∈V (Bs0+1)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )
v∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (Bs0+1)
v∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}
v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )
v∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )
v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (Bs0+1)
v∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (Bs0+1)
v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)
v∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)
v∈V (Ss0+2)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (As0−Ss0 )

[dT (u, ul,0) + (l′′ − l + 3)]

+
∑

u∈V (Bs0+1)

[dT (u, ul,0) + (l′′ − l + 1)]

+
∑

u∈V (Cs0+2−Ss0+2)

[dT (u, ul,0) + (l′′ − l − 1)] +
∑

u∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT (u, ul,0)

+
∑

u∈V (Ss0+2)

dT (u, ul,0).

Note that the path induced by (Ss0 \ {ul,0}) ∪ Ss0+2 ∪ {ul,0} in T and
T ′ are isomorphic. That is,∑

u∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT ′(u, ul,0) +
∑

u∈V (Ss0+2)

dT ′(u, ul,0) =
∑

u∈V (Ss0 )\{ul,0}

dT (u, ul,0)

+
∑

u∈V (Ss0+2)

dT (u, ul,0).

Proceeding with the calculations, we get

W (T ′) = W (T ) + (l′′ − l − 1) |Cs0+2 − Ss0+2|+ (l′′ − l + 1) |Bs0+1|
+ (l′′ − l + 3) |As0 − Ss0|

= W (T ) + (l′′ − l)
(
|Cs0+2 − Ss0+2|+ |Bs0+1|+ |As0 − Ss0|

)
+
(
− |Cs0+2 − Ss0+2|+ |Bs0+1|+ 3|As0 − Ss0|

)
.
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Since l′′ ≥ l and |Cs0+2 − Ss0+2| > |Bs0+1|+ 3|As0 − Ss0|, it follows that
−|Cs0+2 − Ss0+2| + |Bs0+1| + 3|As0 − Ss0| < 0, which implies W (T ′) <
W (T ), contradicting minimality of T ,

Now, considering the two conditions,

(i) Suppose there exist three consecutive segments Ss0, Bs0+1

and Ss0+2 attached at us0, us0+1, and us0+2 respectively, having
the same length, that is, l′′ = l. Applying the transformation
above, we have

W (T ′) = W (T ) + (l − l)
(
|Cs0+2 − Ss0+2|+ |Bs0+1|+ |As0 − Ss0|

)
+
(
− |Cs0+2 − Ss0+2|+ |Bs0+1|+ 3|As0 − Ss0|

)
= W (T )− |Cs0+2 − Ss0+2|+ |Bs0+1|+ 3|As0 − Ss0|.

Since |Cs0+2−Ss0+2| > |Bs0+1|+3|As0−Ss0|, then −|Cs0+2−Ss0+2|+
|Bs0+1|+ 3|As0 − Ss0| < 0, implying W (T ′) < W (T ).

(ii) Suppose there exist three consecutive segments having lengths
l − 1, l, l + 1 within the specified region T − (As0+1 ∪ Cl0−1). In
this case, we will apply the reverse transformation, where
we will remove the final vertex of the right pendant segment
whose length is l + 1 and attach it to the end of the left pen-
dant segment whose length is l−1. After applying the reserve
transformation the three lengths become (l, l, l), we obtain

W (T ′) = W (T ) + (l + 1− (l − 1))
(
|Cs0+2 − Ss0+2|+ |Bs0+1|

+ |As0 − Ss0 |
)
+
(
− |Cs0+2 − Ss0+2|+ |Bs0+1|+ 3|As0 − Ss0|

)
= W (T ) + 2

(
|Cs0+2 − Ss0+2|+ |Bs0+1|+ |As0 − Ss0|

)
− |Cs0+2 − Ss0+2|+ |Bs0+1|+ 3|As0 − Ss0|
= W (T ) + 2|Cs0+2 − Ss0+2|+ 2|Bs0+1|+ 2|As0 − Ss0|
− |Cs0+2 − Ss0+2|+ |Bs0+1|+ 3|As0 − Ss0|
= W (T ) + |Cs0+2 − Ss0+2 + 3|Bs0+1|+ 5|As0 − Ss0|
> W (T ).

Thus, when we are moving from left to right the Wiener index
increases by |Cs0+2 − Ss0+2 + 3|Bs0+1|+ 5|As0 − Ss0|.
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Now, consider the inverse transformation, that is from right
to left. Its effect on the Wiener index is the negative of the
above, that is,

W (T ′) = W (T )− (|Cs0+2 − Ss0+2 + 3|Bs0+1|+ 5|As0 − Ss0 |)
< W (T ).

However, this contradicts the minimality of T .

Thus, the proof is complete. □

Now we combine all the lemmas of this section to form the follow-
ing theorem.

Theorem 4.12 Let T be an n-vertex caterpillar-like tree with maxi-
mum degree ∆ ≥ 3 whose backbone is given by Q = u0, u1, . . . , ur−1, ur.
If T has minimum Wiener index then T must satisfy the following:

(i) Suppose a pendant segment S = u1, w1, w2, . . . , wl is attached
to vertex u1 of the backbone. If degT (u1) < ∆, then the segment
S must have length at most 1.

(ii) 
deg(ui) = ∆, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1,

deg(u0), deg(ur) ≤ ∆, and at most one of them is strictly less
than ∆.

This implies that all segments in the backbone have length 1.

(iii) For each i ∈ {0, . . . , r}, let Si,1, Si,2, . . . , Si,si denote the pendant
segments attached to ui, where si > 0 is the number of pendant
segments at ui. Then:| |Si,j| − |Si,k| | ≤ 1, for all 0 ≤ i ≤ r and 1 ≤ j, k ≤ si,

| |Si,j| − |Si+1,k| | ≤ 1, for all 0 ≤ i < r, 1 ≤ j ≤ si, 1 ≤ k ≤ si+1.
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(iv) The lengths of the segments attached along the backbone form
a unimodal pattern. That is, if Li =

∑si
j=1 |Si,j| denotes the total

length of all pendant segments at vertex ui, there exists an
index m with 0 ≤ m ≤ r such that:

L0 ≤ L1 ≤ · · · ≤ Lm ≥ · · · ≥ Lr−1 ≥ Lr.

(v) For any 0 ≤ i < r, let Ai be the connected component of T −
uiui+1 that contain ui, and for 0 < i ≤ r, let Bi be the connected
component of T − uiui−1 that contain ui. For 0 < i < r, let Ci be
the connected component of T −uiui−1−uiui+1 that contains ui.
Let s0 be the largest integer such that

3|As0 − Ss0,l|+ |Bs0+1| < |Cs0+2 − Ss0+2,k|

for some k and l. Let l0 be the smallest integer such that

3|Cl0 − Ss0,t|+ |Bl0−1| < |Al0−2 − Sl0−2,s|

for some t and s. Then,

1. Attached within As0+2, there do not exist three consecutive
backbone vertices to which segments are of equal lengths.

2. There do not exist three consecutive backbone vertices to
which pendant segment are of length l − 1, l, l + 1, respec-
tively in T − As0+1 − Cl0−1.

(vi) Neither u0 nor ur can have two pendant segments attached to
them whose lengths are both greater than 1.

Proof. We prove each item of the theorem by referring to the lem-
mas listed earlier.
(i) is exactly Lemma Lemma 4.7.

(ii) From Lemma 4.4 (Claim II.), we know that there are at most
two vertices of degree less than ∆ in the backbone and they are
end vertices of the backbone. By Lemma 4.5, at most one of u0

and ur can have degree less than ∆.
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(iii) is exactly Lemma 4.2.

(iv) is exactly Lemma 4.6.

(v) is exactly Lemma 4.11.

(vi) By symmetry, it is enough to only prove the claim for ur. If one
of u0 or ur have degree less than ∆, then Lemma 4.7 already covers
the claim. Now, without any loss of generality, we may assume
deg(ur) = ∆. Suppose, to the contrary, that ur has two pendant
segment S1 = ur, w1, w2, . . . , ws and S2 = ur, x1, x2, . . . , xt with t ≥ s ≥
2. Let A and B be two connected components of T − ur−1ur, such
that A contains ur−1 and B contain ur. Let B′ = B − S1 − S2. The
Wiener index of T is given by,

W (T ) = W (T − xt) +
∑

u∈V (A)

dT (u, xt) +
∑

u∈V (S1∪S2)\{xt,ws}

dT (u, xt)

+
∑

u∈V (B′)

dT (u, xt) + dT (xt, ws).

Let T ′ = T − xt−1xt + xtws−1. Note that T is still a caterpillar-like
tree with maximum degree ∆.

W (T ′) = W (T ′ − xt) +
∑

u∈V (A)

dT ′(u, xt) +
∑

u∈V (S1∪S2)\{xt,ws}

dT ′(u, xt)

+
∑

u∈V (B′)

dT ′(u, xt) + dT ′(xt, ws)

= W (T − xt) +
∑

u∈V (A)

[dT (u, xt)− (t− s)] +
∑

u∈V (S1∪S2)\{xt,ws}

dT (u, xt)

+
∑

u∈V (B′)

[dT (u, xt)− (t− s)] + [dT (xt, ws) + 2− (s+ t)]

= W (T )− (t− s) · |V (A)| − (t− s)|V (B′)|+ 2− (s+ t)

= W (T )− (t− s) · [|V (A)|+ |V (B′)|] + 2− (s+ t).

Since s, t ≥ 2 and s ≤ t, then −(t− s) · [|V (A)|+ |V (B′)|] + 2− (s+ t) <
0, implying that W (T ′) < W (T ). However, this contradicts the
minimality of T . Hence, neither u0 nor ur can have two pendant
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segments attached to them whose lengths are both greater than
1. □

While Theorem 4.12 does not always guarantee a full characteri-
sation, we now present two corollaries where full characteristion
is obtained.

Let CL((d0, h0), (d1, h1), ....(dr, hr)) be the caterpillar-like tree with
backbone u0, u1....., ur such that di segments of length hi are at-
tached at ui. See example in Figure 4.16.

Given a caterpillar-like tree T with backbone u0, u1, . . . , ur, the ex-

(3, 1) (2, 2) (2, 1)

Figure 4.16: An example of CL((3, 1), (2, 2), (2, 1))

tended backbone of T is defined as the set consisting of all back-
bone vertices together with any vertex of degree 2 and is adjacent
to either u0 or ur.
If n = ∆ + 1, then the only possible caterpillar-like tree with n
vertices and maximum degree ∆ is the star. In the next Corollary,
we provide full characterisation of the n-vertex caterpillar-like tree
with maximum degree ∆ and minimum Wiener index for ∆ + 1 <
n ≤ 2∆.

Corollary 4.13 Let ∆ be a positive integer. For ∆ + 1 < n ≤ 2∆,
and any n-vertex caterpillar-like tree T with maximum degree ∆ we
have

W (T ) ≤ W (CL((∆− 1, 1), (n−∆− 1, 1)).
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Proof. Let ∆ be a positive integer, and suppose that ∆+1 < n ≤ 2∆.
Let T be an n-vertex caterpillar-like tree with maximum degree ∆
that minimizes the Wiener index among all such trees. By Theo-
rem 4.12, T must satisfy the structural properties stated therein.

By (i) of the theorem, all internal vertices of the backbone of T
have degree exactly ∆, and the two endpoints of the backbone
have degree at most ∆, with at most one having degree strictly
less than ∆. Suppose there are at least 3 vertices u0, u1, u2 in the
extended backbone. If none of these has degree 2, then the ex-
tended backbone coincides with the backbone, and we may apply
item (i) of Theorem 4.12. In this case, u1 must have degree ∆, and
both u0 and u2 must have degree at least 3 and one of them has
degree ∆. This gives at least

n ≥ ∆− 1 + ∆− 2 + 2 + 3 = 2∆ + 2

vertices. This contradicts the assumption that n ≤ 2∆. Hence, the
backbone cannot have more than two vertices.

Suppose that the extended backbone has a vertex of degree 2.
Then it has to be u0 or u2. Say, deg(u0) = 2. By (i), deg(u1) = ∆.
Suppose that deg(u2) < ∆. Note that deg(u2) ≥ 2 = deg(u0). Now, let
x be a leaf attached to u0, A be a connected component of T − u0u1

that contain u0, B be a connected component of T − u0u1 − u1u2

that contains u1 and C be a connected component of T − u1u2 that
contains u2. The Wiener index of T is, therefore given by

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)\{x}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

v∈V (B)

dT (u0, v) +
∑

u∈V (C)

dT (u, u0) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)\{x}

dT (u, x) +
∑

u∈V (B)

dT (u, x) +
∑

u∈V (C)

dT (u, x).
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Let T ′ = T − u0x + u2x. Note that T is still a caterpillar-like tree
with maximum degree ∆. The Wiener index of T ′ is given by,

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)\{x}

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

v∈V (B)

dT ′(u0, v) +
∑

u∈V (C)

dT ′(u, u0) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)\{x}

dT ′(u, x) +
∑

u∈V (B)

dT ′(u, x) +
∑

u∈V (C)

dT ′(u, x)

=
∑

u,v∈V (A)\{x}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

v∈V (B)

dT (u0, v) +
∑

u∈V (C)

dT (u, u0) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)\{x}

[dT (u, x) + 2] +
∑

u∈V (B)

dT (u, x) +
∑

u∈V (C)

[dT (u, x)− 2].

= W (T )− 2|C|+ 2|V (A) \ {x}|
= W (T )− 2(|C| − |V (A) \ {x}|).

Since 1 = |V (A) \ {x}| < |C|, then W (T ′) < W (T ). However, this
contradict the minimality of T , and hence both u0 and u2 cannot
have degree 2.

Now, suppose the extended backbone consists of a single vertex.
Then T is necessarily a star, with one central vertex of degree at
most ∆ and n− 1 leaves. In that case, the total number of vertices
satisfies n ≤ ∆ + 1, contradicting the assumption that n > ∆ + 1.
Therefore, the extended backbone of T must consist of exactly two
vertices, say u0 and u1. If both of u0 and u1 has degree less than
∆, then T does not have maximum degree ∆, and hence

T = CL((∆− 1, 1), (n−∆− 1, 1)).

□

Corollary 4.14 Let ∆ be a positive integer. For 2∆+1 ≤ n ≤ 3∆− 1,
and any n-vertex caterpillar-like tree T with maximum degree ∆ we
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have

W (T ) ≤ W (CL(∆− 1, 1), (∆− 2, 1), (n− 2∆, 1)).

Proof. Suppose that 2∆ + 1 ≤ n ≤ 3∆ − 1, and let T be an n-vertex
caterpillar-like tree with maximum degree ∆ that minimizes the
Wiener index. Then, by Theorem 4.12, T satisfies all the stated
structural properties stated therein.
Suppose, to the contrary, that the extended backbone of T has
more than three vertices u0, u1, . . . , ur with r ≥ 3. If none of these
has degree 2, then the extended backbone coincides with the
backbone, and we may apply item (ii) of Theorem 4.12. Then,
each one of u1, . . . , ur−1 must have degree exactly ∆, and at most
one endpoint (either u0 or ur) may have degree strictly less than ∆
but at least 3. The total number of pendant segments is therefore
at least

(∆− 1) + (r − 1)(∆− 2) + 2 = r∆− 2r + 3.

Including the r + 1 extended backbone vertices, the total number
of vertices is at least

n ≥ (r + 1) + r∆− 2r + 3 = r(∆− 1) + 4.

Setting r = 3 (the minimum for this case) gives:

n ≥ 3(∆− 1) + 4 = 3∆ + 1,

which contradicts the assumption that n ≤ 3∆− 1.
Now, we are going to consider the following cases when the

extended backbone has a vertex of degree 2.
Case I: Suppose, that the extended backbone has at least 5 ver-
tices and at least one of them has degree 2.
Then u0 and u4 have degree at least 2. By (i) and (ii), u1, u2 and u3,
they all have degree ∆. This gives at least

n ≥ 2 + ∆− 2 + 1 + ∆− 2 + 1 + ∆− 2 + 1 + 2 = 3∆ + 1

however, this contradicts the assumption that n ≤ 3∆− 1.
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Case II: Suppose, that the extended backbone has vertices ex-
actly 4 and at least one of them, say u3 has degree 2.

Then, by (i) and (ii) of Theorem 4.12, u1 and u2 has degree
∆. We first show that u0 acnnot have degree ∆. Suppose, to the
contrary, that deg(u0) = ∆. Then u0 has ∆ − 1 pendant vertices,
while each of u1 and u2 has ∆ − 2 pendant vertices. Since u3 has
degree 2, it contributes one additional vertex. This gives at least

n ≥ (∆− 1) + (∆− 2) + (∆− 2) + 4 = 3∆ + 1

however, this contradicts the assumption that n ≤ 3∆− 1. Hence,
u0 cannot have degree ∆, and so deg(u0) = 2.

Now, let x be a leaf attached to u3. Let A be a connected com-
ponent of T − u0u1 that contain u0, B be a connected component
of T − u0u1 − u1u2 that contains u1, C be a connected component
of T − u1u2 − u2u3 that contains u2, and lastly let D be a connected
component of T − u2u3 that contains u3. By (vi) of Theorem 4.12,
|C| cannot have two pendant segments attached whose lengths
are both greater than 1. Hence |C| + |D| ≤ |A| + |B|. The Wiener
index of T is therefore given by,

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u,v∈V (D)\{x}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (D)\{x}
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (D)\{x}
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (D)\{x}
v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (A)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (C)
v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (C)

dT (u, x) +
∑

u∈V (B)

dT (u, x)

+
∑

u∈V (D)\{x}

dT (u, x) +
∑

u∈V (A)

dT (u, x).

Let T ′ = T − u3x + u0x. Note that T is still a caterpillar-like tree.
The Wiener index is, therefore, given by

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v)
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+
∑

u,v∈V (D)\{x}

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (D)\{x}
v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (D)\{x}
v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (D)\{x}
v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (C)
v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (C)

dT ′(u, x) +
∑

u∈V (B)

dT ′(u, x)

+
∑

u∈V (D)\{x}

dT ′(u, x) +
∑

u∈V (A)

dT (u, x)

=
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u,v∈V (D)\{x}

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (D)\{x}
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (D)\{x}
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (D)\{x}
v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈V (A)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (C)
v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (C)

[dT (u, x) + 1] +
∑

u∈V (B)

[dT (u, x)− 1]

+
∑

u∈V (D)\{x}

[dT (u, x) + 3] +
∑

u∈V (A)

[dT (u, x)− 3]

= W (T )− 3|A| − |B|+ |C|+ 3|V (D) \ {x}|
= W (T )− 3(|A| − |D \ {x}|)− (|B| − |C|).

Since |C|+ |D| ≤ |A|+ |B|, we have 3(|A| − |D \ {x}|)+ (|B| − |C|) > 0,
implying W (T ′) < W (T ). Therefore, the extended backbone cannot
contain more than three vertices.
Suppose, to the contrary, that the extended backbone consists of
only one vertex u0. Then all other n− 1 vertices must be attached
directly to u0 as pendant segments, implying that deg(u0) = n − 1.
Since deg(u0) ≤ ∆ by assumption, it follows that

n− 1 ≤ ∆ and n ≤ ∆+ 1,

which contradicts the assumption that n ≥ 2∆ + 1.
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Suppose that there are exactly 2 vertices u0 and u1 in the extended
backbone. Then, by item (ii) of the theorem, both vertices must
have degree at most ∆. Then all other n − 2 vertices are adjacent
to either u0 or u1. This gives at most

n ≤ 2(∆− 1) + 2 = 2∆,

vertices, which contradicts the assumption that n ≥ 2∆+1. Hence,
the extended backbone must consist of exactly three vertices, say
u0, u1 and u2.

Now, suppose u0 and u2 have degree less than ∆. Then, by (ii),
at least on of them has degree 2. This gives at most

n ≤ 2 + ∆− 1 + ∆− 1 = 2∆,

this contradicts the assumption that n ≥ 2∆ + 1. So one of u0 and
u2 has degree ∆, say it is u2.

Now, we are going to show that there’s no pendant segment at-
tached to u1 has length longer than 2. Suppose that there is one
of them that has length longer than 1 and u0 and u2 has degree
exactly ∆. Then there’s at least

n ≥ ∆+∆+∆− 1 + 1 = 3∆

vertices, contradicting the assumption that n ≤ 3∆− 1.
Finally, suppose u0 have degree less than ∆. Let S1 = u1, w1, w2, . . .
. . . , wi−1, wi be a pendant segment attached to u1 with i ≥ 2. Let
A be a connected component of T − u0u1 that contains u0, B be a
connected component of T − u0u1 − u1u2 that contains u1 and C be
a connected component of T − u1u2 that contains u2. The Wiener
index of T is, therefore given by

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B−S1)

dT (u, v) + dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B−S1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B−S1)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)

dT (u,wi) +
∑

u∈V (B−S1)

dT (u,wi) +
∑

u∈V (C)

dT (u,wi)
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+
∑

u∈V (S1)\{wi}

dT (u,wi).

Let T ′ = T − wi−1wi + wiu0. The Wiener index of T ′, is

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B−S1)

dT ′(u, v) + dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B−S1)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B−S1)
v∈V (C)

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)

dT ′(u,wi) +
∑

u∈V (B)\S1

dT ′(u,wi) +
∑

u∈V (C)

dT ′(u,wi)

+
∑

u∈V (S1)\{wi}

dT ′(u,wi)

=
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B−S1)

dT (u, v) + dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B−S1)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B−S1)
v∈V (C)

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)

[dT (u,wi)− i] +
∑

u∈V (B−S1)

[dT (u,wi)− (i− 2)]

+
∑

u∈V (C)

[dT (u,wi)− (i− 2)] +
∑

u∈V (S1)\{wi}

[dT (u,wi) + 1]

= W (T )− i|A| − (i− 2)|B − S1| − (i− 2)|C|
+ |S1 \ {wi}|

Since i ≥ 2 and deg(u1) = deg(u2) = ∆, we have |A| ≥ 1, |B − S1| ≥ 1,
and |C| ≥ 1, with (i − 2)|B − S1| + (i − 2)|C| > 0. Furthermore,
by Lemma 4.2, |A| − |S1| ≤ 1 which implies |S1 \ {wi}| = |S1| − 1.
Therefore −i|A| + |S1 − wi| < −|A| + |S1| − 1 ≤ 1 − 1 = 0, and as a
result, W (T ′) < W (T ). However, this contradicts the minimality of
T , and hence there’s no pendant segment of length greater than 2
is attached to u1.
Let n0, n1, n2 be the number of pendant segments of length 1 at-
tached to u0, u1, u2, respectively. Then the total number of pendant
vertices is

n0 + n1 + n2 = n− 3,
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with

n0 ≤ ∆− 1, n1 ≤ ∆− 2, n2 ≤ ∆− 1.

This yields the caterpillar-like tree

CL((∆− 1, 1), (∆− 2, 1), (n− 2∆, 1)).

It remains to verify that n− 2∆ ≤ ∆− 1, to ensure that the number
of leaves attached to u2 does not exceed the maximum degree ∆.
This holds because n ≤ 3∆− 1, and hence n− 2∆ ≤ ∆− 1. □

4.2 Maximal n-vertex caterpillar-like
trees with given maximum degree

Recall that a broom, denoted Bn,∆−1, is a tree of order n obtained
from a path Pn−∆+1 by adding ∆− 1 new vertices and joining them
to exactly one end of Pn−∆+1.

Theorem 4.15 ([13]) If T is a tree in T (n,∆) with ∆ ≥ 3, then

W (T ) ≤ W (Bn,∆−1).

The equality holds if and only if T ∼= Bn,∆−1.

Since a caterpillar-like tree is a special case of a tree in T (n,∆),
we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.16 If T is a caterpillar-like tree of order n with given
maximum degree ∆, then

W (T ) ≤ W (Bn,∆−1),

with equality if and only if T ∼= Bn,∆−1.

In the remainder of this section, we present a slightly different
proof of this result. We need the following lemma, which follows
directly from an iteration of the "Lengthening Lemma" in [8] and
[13].
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Lemma 4.17 (Lengthening Lemma) Let T be a caterpillar-like tree
whose backbone is given by Q : u0,0, u1,0, . . . , ur,0. Let S1 : ui,0, ui,1, . . . , ui,s

and S2 = ui,0, wi,1, . . . , wi,t be two segments rooted at ui,0 for some i,
where 0 ≤ i ≤ r. If T ′ = T − ui,0ui,1 + ui,1wi,t, then W (T ′) > W (T ).

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree whose backbone is given by
Q : u0,0, u1,0, . . . , ur,0. Each of u0,0 and ur,0 have at least two pendant
segments rooted at them. Let ui,0 be a branching vertex of T such
that there are at least two pendant segments S1 : ui,0, ui,1, . . . , ui,s

and S2 = ui,0, wi,1, . . . , wi,t rooted at ui,0 for some i, where 0 ≤ i ≤ r.
Without any loss of generality, we may assume that s ≤ t. Let
A be the connected component of T − ui−1,0ui,0 containing ui−1,0

and B a connected component of T − ui,0ui+1,0 containing ui+1,0.
Furthermore, let P1 = V (S1) \ {ui,0} and P2 = V (S2). The Wiener
index of T is, therefore, given by

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈P1

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈P2

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈P1

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈P2

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈P1

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈P2

dT (u, v) +
∑
u∈P1
v∈P2

dT (u, v).

Let T ′ be the caterpillar-like tree obtained from T by removing
the edge ui,0ui,1 and adding the edge ui,1ui,t; that is, T ′ = T−ui,0ui,1+
ui,1wi,t. The Wiener index of T ′ is

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈P1

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈P2

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈P1

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈P2

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈P1

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈P2

dT ′(u, v) +
∑
u∈P1
v∈P2

dT ′(u, v)

=
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈P1

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈P2

dT (u, v)
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+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈P1

[dT (u, v) + t] +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈P2

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈P1

[dT (u, v) + t] +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈P2

dT (u, v) +
∑
u∈P1
v∈P2

dT (u, v)

=W (T ) + t|V (A)||P1|+ t|V (B)||P1|
=W (T ) + t|P1|(|V (A)|+ |V (B)|).

Since t ≥ 1, we have W (T ′) > W (T ), and thus completing the proof.
□

Lemma 4.18 Let T be an n-vertex caterpillar-like tree with maxi-
mum degree ∆. If T has maximum Wiener index, then T has exactly
one branching vertex v and degT v = ∆.

Proof. Suppose that T has maximum Wiener index among all
caterpillar-like tree of order n and maximum degree ∆ and T has
at least two branching vertices. Let v be a vertex of maximum
degree in T . Thus, degT v = ∆. Let u be an end vertex of the back-
bone apart from v. Let T ′ be the caterpillar-like tree obtained from
T by applying the transformation in Lemma 4.17 with ui,0 being u.
Thus, by Lemma 4.17, we have W (T ′) > W (T ), which contradicts
the maximality of T . Hence, the only branching vertex of T is v
and degT v = ∆. □

Lemma 4.19 Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maxi-
mum degree ∆, and let v be the branching vertex. If T has maxi-
mum Wiener index, then among all the pendant segments rooted at
v, there is at most one pendant segment whose length exceeds 1.

Proof. Let T be a caterpillar-like tree of order n with maximum
degree ∆, and let v be the branching vertex. Then there exists
at least one pendant segment in T rooted at v = ui,0. Let S1 :
v, ui,1, . . . ui,s and S2 : v, wi,1, . . . wi,t be two pendant segments in T
rooted at v = ui,0. Without any loss of generality, we may assume
that s ≤ t.

Suppose, to the contrary, that T has maximum Wiener index
and both s and t are at least 2. Let A be a connected component
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of T − ui−1,0v containing ui−1,0 and B a connected component of
T − vui+1,0 containing ui+1,0. Furthermore, let P1 = V (S1) \ {v, ui,1}
and P2 = V (S2) ∪ {ui,1}. The Wiener index of T is, therefore, given
by

W (T ) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈P1

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈P2

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈P1

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈P2

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈P1

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈P2

dT (u, v) +
∑
u∈P1
v∈P2

dT (u, v).

Let T ′ be the caterpillar-like tree obtained from T by removing
the edge ui,1ui,2 and adding the edge ui,2wi,t; that is, T ′ = T−ui,1ui,2+
ui,2wi,t. Note that degT ′(v) = degT (v). The Wiener index of T ′ is

W (T ′) =
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈P1

dT ′(u, v) +
∑

u,v∈P2

dT ′(u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈P2

dT ′(u, v) +
∑
u∈P1
v∈P2

dT ′(u, v)

=
∑

u,v∈V (A)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈P1

dT (u, v) +
∑

u,v∈P2

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈V (B)

dT (u, v) +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈P1

[dT (u, v) + (t− 1)] +
∑

u∈V (A)
v∈P2

dT (u, v)

+
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈P1

[dT (u, v) + (t− 1)] +
∑

u∈V (B)
v∈P2

dT (u, v) +
∑
u∈P1
v∈P2

dT (u, v)

=W (T ) + (t− 1)|V (A)||P1|+ (t− 1)|V (B)||P1|
=W (T ) + (t− 1)|P1|(|V (A)|+ |V (B)|).

Since t ≥ 2, we have W (T ′) > W (T ), which contradicts the maxi-
mality of T . □

Lemma 4.17, Lemma 4.18 and Lemma 4.19 imply the character-
isation of an n-vertex caterpillar-like tree with given maximum
degree and largest Wiener index provided in Corollary 4.16.



5 | Conclusion

In this thesis, we studied extremal caterpillar-like trees under
certain restrictions relative to the Wiener index. In particular, we
characterised caterpillar-like trees with given number of leaves
as well as caterpillar-like trees with given maximum degree that
achieve the minimum (resp. maximum) Wiener index.

In Chapter 2, we presented the explicit formulas for the Wiener
index of some classes of graphs. Furthermore, we presented some
known bounds on the Wiener index of some classes of graphs.

In Chapter 3, we showed that the caterpillar-like tree with given
number of leaves and minimum Wiener index is the star-like tree
Sn,ℓ, where each pendant segment of Sn,ℓ has length either

⌊
n−1
ℓ

⌋
or
⌈
n−1
ℓ

⌉
. We also showed that the caterpillar-like tree with given

number of leaves and maximum Wiener index is the double broom
Bn,⌈ ℓ

2⌉,⌊ ℓ
2⌋, where ℓ is the number of leaves on the ends of Bn,⌈ ℓ

2⌉,⌊ ℓ
2⌋

and |ℓ2 − ℓ1| ≤ 1.

In Chapter 4, although the caterpillar-like tree with given maxi-
mum degree and minimum Wiener index was difficult to uniquely
characterize, we established several necessary structural condi-
tions that must be satisfied by such a caterpillar-like tree. We pro-
vided corollaries that fully characterise the n-vertex caterpillar-
like tree with minimum Wiener index for ∆ + 1 < n ≤ 2∆ and
2∆ + 1 ≤ n ≤ 3∆ − 1, respectively. We closed this chapter by pro-
viding that among all n-vertex caterpillar-like tree with given max-
imum degree ∆, the Wiener index is maximized by Bn,∆−1.
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