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Abstract

A graph is prime if it does not admit a partition (A, B) of its vertex set such that min{|A|, |B|} >
2 and the rank of the A x B submatrix of its adjacency matrix is at most 1. A vertex v of a graph
is non-essential if at least two of the three kinds of vertex-minor reductions at v result in prime
graphs.

In 1994, Allys proved that every prime graph with at least four vertices has a non-essential
vertex unless it is locally equivalent to a cycle graph. We prove that every prime graph with at
least four vertices has at least two non-essential vertices unless it is locally equivalent to a cycle
graph. As a corollary, we show that for a prime graph G with at least six vertices and a vertex z,
there is a vertex v # x such that G\ v or G*v\ v is prime, unless z is adjacent to all other vertices
and @ is isomorphic to a particular graph on odd number of vertices.

Furthermore, we show that a prime graph with at least four vertices has at least three non-
essential vertices, unless it is locally equivalent to a graph consisting of at least two internally-
disjoint paths between two fixed distinct vertices having no common neighbors. We also prove
analogous results for pivot-minors.

1 Introduction

An edge e of a graph G is non-essential if the deletion of e in G, denoted by G \ e, or the contraction
of e in G, denoted by G/e, is simple and 3-connected. Tutte’s wheel theorem [23, (4.1)] states that
every simple 3-connected graph has a non-essential edge unless it is isomorphic to a wheel graph.
As a generalization, Oxley and Wu [20] showed that every simple 3-connected graph has at least
two non-essential edges unless it is isomorphic to a wheel graph, and in [19] determined all simple
3-connected graphs having exactly two non-essential edges. Moreover, they [21] investigated all simple
3-connected graphs having exactly three non-essential edges. Indeed, all of these results except the
last have corresponding results for matroids; see [19, 20, 24].

We aim to prove analogous theorems for the vertex-minor relation. In this paper, except for the
first paragraph, all graphs are assumed to be simple, meaning that they have neither loops nor parallel
edges. For a vertex v of a graph G, let G x v be the graph obtained from G by deleting all edges
joining two neighbors of v and adding edges joining non-adjacent pairs of two neighbors of v. This
operation is called the local complementation at v to G. Two graphs are locally equivalent if one
can be obtained from the other by applying a sequence of local complementations. A graph H is a
vertex-minor of a graph G if H is an induced subgraph of a graph locally equivalent to G. For every
edge vw, Gxvxw*xv = G*w*v+w by Bouchet [4, (8.2)]. For an edge vw, let G Avw := Gxv*w*v.
This operation is called the pivoting vw to G. Two graphs are pivot-equivalent if one can be obtained
from the other by applying a sequence of pivotings. A graph H is a pivot-minor of a graph G if H is an
induced subgraph of a graph pivot-equivalent to G. Graphs with the pivot-minor relation are closely
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Figure 1: H,, with odd n.

related to binary matroids with the minor relation. For example, fundamental graphs of a binary
matroid M are pairwise pivot-equivalent and fundamental graphs of minors of M are pivot-minors of
a fundamental graph of M; see [17, Section 3| for details.

A split of a graph is a partition (A, B) of its vertex set such that min{|A|,|B|} > 2 and for some
A" C A and B’ C B, two vertices x € A and y € B are adjacent if and only if x € A’ and y € B'.
Equivalently, the partition (A4, B) is a split if and only if min{|A|,|B|} > 2 and the A x B submatrix
of the adjacency matrix of the given graph has rank at most 1. A graph is prime if it has no split.
Bouchet [5, Corollary 3] showed that locally equivalent graphs have the same set of splits. Thus, if a
graph G is prime, then every graph locally equivalent to G is prime.

For a vertex v and distinct neighbors w and w’ of v, G A vw A ww’ = G A vw'; see Oum [17,
Proposition 2.5]. Hence G Avw \ v and G Avw’ \ v are pivot-equivalent (so locally equivalent) because
G Nvw\vAww =G Avw \v. Let G/v denote G A vw \ v for an arbitrary neighbor w of v if v has a
neighbor and G \ v otherwise. Note that G/v is well defined up to pivot equivalence (and up to local
equivalence). Bouchet [4, (9.2)] proved that for a graph G and a vertex v, every vertex-minor of G on
V(G) — {v} is locally equivalent to G \ v, G * v \ v, or G/v.

A vertex v of a graph G is non-essential if at least two of G \ v, G * v \ v, and G/v are prime.
Allys [1, Theorem 4.3] proved that every prime graph with more than 4 vertices has a non-essential
vertex unless it is locally equivalent to a cycle. We prove that, indeed, such graphs have at least two
non-essential vertices.

Theorem 1.1. Every prime graph with at least four vertices has at least two non-essential vertices
unless it is locally equivalent to a cycle.

As a corollary, we deduce the following strengthening of Allys [1, Theorem 5.3]. For a positive
integer n, let H,, be the graph on {vy,vs,...,v,} such that for every i and j with 1 <1i < j <n, v; is
adjacent to v; if and only if 7 is even or j is odd; see Figure 1. We note that if n is odd, then v, is a
unique vertex of degree n — 1 in H,,.

Corollary 1.2. Let G be a prime graph with at least six vertices and let x be a vertex of G. Then G
has a vertexr v # x such that G\ v or Gxv\v is prime, unless |V (G)| is odd, = is adjacent to all other
vertices, and G 1is isomorphic to Hy (qy-

A vertex v of a graph G is non-pivotal if G \ v or G/v is prime. Obviously, every non-essential
vertex is non-pivotal. However, a non-pivotal vertex is not necessarily non-essential; see Figure 2. As a
corollary of Theorem 1.1, every prime graph with at least 5 vertices has at least 2 non-pivotal vertices
unless it is locally equivalent to a cycle. We extend this observation for graphs not pivot-equivalent
to cycles.

Theorem 1.3. Every prime graph with at least four vertices has at least two non-pivotal vertices
unless it is pivot-equivalent to a cycle.

Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 do not imply each other immediately. As mentioned earlier, a non-pivotal
vertex need not be non-essential and therefore Theorem 1.3 does not seem to imply Theorem 1.1
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Figure 2: The set of non-essential vertices of G is {v1, vs,vs} and the set of non-pivotal vertices of G
is {v1,v9,v3,v4,v5,v8}. For instance, G \ vs is prime and neither G xv3 \ v3 nor G Avgus \ v3 is prime.

directly. Also, it is nontrivial to deduce Theorem 1.3 from Theorem 1.1, because locally equivalent
graphs need not be pivot-equivalent. For instance, for a cycle C of length at least 6 and its vertex v,
two graphs C and C'xv are locally equivalent but not pivot-equivalent. We remark that if two bipartite
graphs are locally equivalent, then they are pivot-equivalent; shown by Fon-Der-Flaass [10, 11]. In
Section 7, we prove Theorem 1.3 using Theorem 1.1 together with nontrivial lemmas.

One can easily check that every cycle of length at least 5 has no non-pivotal vertex (and no non-
essential vertex). By limiting our focus to bipartite graphs, we obtain the following corollary. Note
that every pivot-minor of a bipartite graph is bipartite; see Oum [17, Corollary 2.3].

Corollary 1.4. FEvery prime bipartite graph with at least four vertices has at least two non-pivotal
vertices unless it is pivot-equivalent to an even cycle.

We remark that Corollary 1.4 is equivalent to Corollary 3.5 of Oxley and Wu [20] restricted to
binary matroids. We will explain this equivalence together with the relation between pivot-minors of
bipartite graphs and minors of binary matroids in Appendix B. It is easy to deduce from Corollary 1.4
a result of Oxley and Wu [20, Corollary 3.5] on graphs, which states that every 3-connected graph has
at least 2 non-essential edges unless it is isomorphic to a wheel graph.

We also characterize prime graphs with at least 3 non-essential (or non-pivotal) vertices as follows.
Let © be the set of graphs consisting of at least two internally-disjoint paths between two fixed distinct
vertices having no common neighbor.

Theorem 1.5. A prime graph with at least four vertices has at least three non-essential vertices if
and only if it is not locally equivalent to any graph in ©.

Theorem 1.6. A prime graph with at least four vertices has at least three non-pivotal vertices if and
only if it is not pivot-equivalent to any graph in ©.

As we deduced Corollary 1.4 from Theorem 1.3, we obtain the next corollary from Theorem 1.6.

Corollary 1.7. A bipartite prime graph with at least four vertices has at least three non-pivotal vertices
if and only if it is not pivot-equivalent to any bipartite graph in ©.

We remark that similarly, Corollary 1.7 implies Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 of Oxley and Wu [19]
restricted to binary matroids. This implication will be explained in Appendix B.

Bouchet [3] showed that every prime graph with at least six vertices has a prime vertex-minor
with one fewer vertex, which was used in a recognition algorithm and the proof of obstructions for
circle graphs of Bouchet [3, 8]. From Theorem 1.5, we obtain the following strengthening of Bouchet’s
result.



Corollary 1.8. Let G be a prime graph with at least six vertices and let x and y be vertices of G.
Then there is a prime vertex-minor H of G such that |V (H)| = |V(G)| — 1 and z,y € V(H).

Similarly, we deduce the following for pivot-minors from Theorems 1.3 and 1.6.

Corollary 1.9. Let G be a prime graph with at least four vertices and let x and y be vertices of G.
Then there is a prime piwot-minor H of G such that |V (H)| = |V(G)| — 1 and z,y € V(H), unless

(i) G is pivot-equivalent to a cycle, or

(ii) x # y and G is pivot-equivalent to a graph consisting of at least three internally-disjoint paths
between x and y that have no common neighbor.

Our results heavily depend on the following theorem providing non-essential vertices in a prime
graph. The adjacency matriz Ag = (ayw) of a graph G = (V, E) is a V x V matrix over the binary field
GF(2) such that a,, = 1 if and only if vw € E. The cut-rank function pg of G is a function from 2"
to Z such that pg(X) := rank(Ag[X,V —X]), where Ag[X,V —X] is the X x (V —X) submatrix of Ag.
A tight path P in a 3-uniform hypergraph H is a hypergraph such that V(P) C V(H), E(P) C E(H),
and V(P) admits an ordering vg, vy, ..., vky1 for which k > 1 and E(P) = {{vi—1,v;,vi41} : 1 <i < k}.
An end of a tight path P is a vertex incident with exactly one edge of P. Note that if £ > 2, P has
exactly two ends vg and vgy1, and if £ = 1, then P has exactly three ends vg, v, and vs.

Theorem 1.10. Let G be a prime graph with ot least five vertices. Let H be a 3-uniform hypergraph
on V(G) such that E(H) = {X CV(G) : |X| =3 and pa(X) = 2}. If G is not locally equivalent to a
cycle, then at least two ends of a maximal tight path in H are non-essential in G.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review graph-theoretic notions. In Section 3 we
review isotropic systems defined by Bouchet [2, 4, 5]. Isotropic systems capture the local equivalence of
graphs in terms of linear algebra. In Section 4 we define triangles in an isotropic system and describe
properties of paths formed by triangles, and we prove Theorems 1.10 and 1.1. In Section 5 we prove
half of Theorem 1.5. In order to complete the proof of Theorem 1.5, in Section 6 we classify graphs
consisting of internally-disjoint paths sharing their ends according to the number of non-essential
vertices. In Section 7 we prove Theorem 1.3, Theorem 1.6, Corollary 1.4, and Corollary 1.7. In
Section 8 we present proofs of Corollaries 1.2, 1.8, and 1.9.

2 Preliminaries

For a set X, we write 2% to denote the set of subsets of X. For sets X and Y, we write XAY :=
(X -Y)U(Y —X). For an R x C matrix M over a field F and subsets X C Rand Y C C, let M[X,Y]
be the submatrix of M whose rows are indexed by X and columns are indexed Y.

For a graph G = (V, E) and v € V, let G \ v denote a graph obtained from G by deleting v. For
X CV,let G[X] be the induced subgraph of G whose vertex set is X and let G — X := G[V — X]. Let
N¢(v) be the set of neighbors of a vertex v. Subdividing an edge e = vw is an operation replacing e
with a path of length two whose ends are v and w. An isolated vertex of a graph is a vertex without
a neighbor, and a pendant vertex is a vertex with a unique neighbor. Two vertices are twins if none
of the other vertices are adjacent to exactly one of them.

For an integer k > 3, we write C; to denote a cycle graph of length k. For positive integers
O, 0oy .. Ay with |[{i: 0; = 1} < 1, let 6(¢y,...,4,) be the graph consisting of m internally-disjoint
paths between two fixed vertices of lengths ¢4, ..., £,,, respectively. Recall that © is the set of graphs
0(1,...,0y) such that m > 2 and ¢; # 2 for all 4.

Prime graphs Note that a partition (X,V — X) of V is a split of a graph G if and only if
min{|X|, |V — X|} > 2 and pg(X) < 1. It is easy to observe the following.
Lemma 2.1. Fvery prime graph with at least 4 vertices is 2-connected and has no twins. O

Thus one may observe that every prime graph with at least 4 vertices has neither isolated vertices
nor pendant vertices. It also follows that there is no prime graph with exactly 4 vertices.
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Figure 3: Local complementation and pivoting.

Vertex-minors Recall that for a graph GG and a vertex v of G,
Gxv=(V(QG),E(G)AM{zy : x and y are two distinct neighbors of v}).

Proposition 2.2 (Oum [17, Proposition 2.1]). For a graph G and an edge vw of G, let G' be a graph
on V(G) such that

E(G") = B(G)A{ay : x € Na(v) — (Na(w) U{w}), y € Na(w) — (Ng(v) U{v}})
AN{zy: x € Ng(v) — (Ng(w) U{w}), y € Ng(v) N Ng(w)}
N zy: x € Ng(w) — (Ng(v) U{v}), y € Ng(v) N Ng(w)}.

Then G ANvw is equal to the graph obtained from G’ by exchanging the labels of v and w; see Figure 5.

A vertex v of a graph G is essential if at most one of G \ v, G *x v \ v, and G/v is prime, and v is
pivotal if neither G \ v nor G/v is prime. Note that every pivotal vertex is essential.

The following proposition can be seen easily from the theory of isotropic systems [4], and Geelen
and Oum [13] presented a short graph-theoretic proof.

Proposition 2.3 (Geelen and Oum [13, Lemma 3.1]). Let G be a graph and v,w be its vertices.

(i) If v # w and vw is not an edge of G, then Gxw\ v, Gxw=xv\v, Gxw/v are locally equivalent
to G\ v, Gxv\v, G/v, respectively.

(i) If v # w and vw is an edge of G, then Gxw \ v, Gxw*v \ v, G*w/v are locally equivalent to
G\ v, G/v, G*v\ v, respectively.

(i) If v = w, then Gxw\ v, Gxw=*v\ v, G*w/v are locally equivalent to G xv \ v, G\ v, G/v,
respectively.

As a corollary, we deduce the following result.
Corollary 2.4. Locally equivalent graphs have the same set of non-essential vertices. [

It is known from [17, Proposition 2.5] that G A xz = G A xy A yz for two edges xy and zz in a
graph G, and therefore we deduce the following corollary.

Corollary 2.5. Pivot-equivalent graphs have the same set of non-pivotal vertices. U

3-uniform hypergraphs and tight paths A pair H = (V, E) is a hypergraph if V is a finite set
and E is a set of nonempty subsets of V, and we denote the vertex set of H by V(H) = V and
denote the edge set of H by E(H) = E. A hypergraph is 3-uniform if every edge has cardinality 3. A
hypergraph H' is a partial hypergraph of a hypergraph H if V(H') C V(H) and E(H') C E(H).
Recall that for a 3-uniform hypegraph H, a tight path P in H is a partial hypergraph that admits
an ordering vg, vy, ..., Vg1 of V(P) where k > 1 and E(P) = {{vi—1,vi,vit1} : 1 <i < k}. We usually
denote P by a sequence vguivs ... vgy1 of distinct vertices. The length of a tight path is its number of
edges. A tight path P in H is maximal if there is no tight path @ in H such that E(P) C E(Q).



Lemma 2.6. A tight path P = vgvy...vk11 of length k > 1 in a 3-uniform hypergraph H is not
mazimal if and only if at least one of the following holds:

(i) There is a vertex w such that vovy ... Vg W OF WUV . .. Vky1 @S a tight path in H.
(ii) k=1 and there is a vertex w such that vivovaw is a tight path in H.
(iii) k=2 and there is a vertex w such that vovevivswW or WVeUaVVs 1S a tight path in H.

Proof. If P is not maximal, then there is a tight path @ of length k& + 1 containing P. In a vertex
ordering of () certifying that () is a tight path, a vertex ordering of P certifying that P is a tight
path can be obtained by deleting the first or the last vertex which is not a vertex of P. It remains to
enumerate all vertex ordering of P guaranteeing that P is a tight path.

If £ > 3, then P admits a unique vertex ordering vgv; ... vgyp1 up to reversing. If k = 1, then P
admits three vertex ordering vgvivse, vovou1, and vivgve up to reversing. If £ = 2, then P admits two
vertex orderings vgvivovs and vguovivs Up to reversing. |

Recall that an end of a tight path P is a vertex incident with exactly one edge of P. An internal
vertex of P is a vertex incident with at least two edges of P. Equivalently, an internal vertex is a
vertex of P that is not an end. It is readily shown that the set of ends of P = vgvy ... vg41 is {vo, vkt1}
if k>2,and V(P)if k= 1.

3 Isotropic systems

We review isotropic systems defined by Bouchet [2, 4, 5]. We follow notations in [16, 18].

Let K = {0,, 3,7} be a 2-dimensional vector space over the binary field GF(2), and let (-,-)x :
K x K — GF(2) be a bilinear form such that (x,y)x = 1 if and only if 0 # = # y # 0. For a finite
set V, let KV be the set of functions from V to K, regarded as a 2|V |-dimensional vector space over
GF(2). Let (-,-) : K x KV — GF(2) be a bilinear form such that (a,b) =" .,/ (a(v),b(v))k. For
a subspace L of KV, let L+ := {a € KV : (a,b) =0 for all b € L}. The support of a vector a € KV,
denoted by supp(a), is the set of elements v in V such that a(v) # 0. A vector a € KV is complete if
supp(a) = V. Two vectors a and b in K" are supplementary if they are complete and a(v) # b(v)
for every v € V.

A subspace L of KV is totally isotropic if (a,b) = 0 for all vectors a and b in L, equivalently,
L C L*. Note that for every subspace L of KV, we have dim(L) + dim(L*) = dim(K") = 2|V|; see
Lang [15, Theorem 6.4]. Hence for a totally isotropic subspace L of K" we have dim(L) < |V| where
the equality holds if and only if L+ = L. An isotropic system is a pair (V, L) consisting of a finite set
V and a subspace L of K" such that L is totally isotropic and dim(L) = |V|. For an isotropic system
S = (V, L), we call each element v € V' a vertez of S.

3.1 Minors

For a subset X of V, let px be a map from K" to KX such that (px(a))(v) = a(v). For a € K" and
X CV, let a[X] be a vector in K" such that

a(v) ifvelX,

0 otherwise.

For a subspace L of KY, v eV, and z € K — {0}, let
Ly = {pv_qm(a) € KV~ ae L and a(v) € {0,2}}.

For an isotropic system S = (V, L), let S|% := (V — {v}, L|2) be the elementary minor of S at v € V
with respect to x € K — {0}. The isotropic system S has three elementary minors S[g, S|j, S|
at v. Bouchet [2, (8.1)] proved that every elementary minor of an isotropic system is an isotropic
system. An isotropic system S is a minor of an isotropic system 5" if S = S|} ... |V for some vertices
v1,...,v of S" and x1,...,2; € K — {0}.

U
x



3.2 Connectivity
For a subspace L of KV and a subset X of V, let
Licx :={px(a) :a € L and supp(a) C X} and
L|x :={px(a):a€ L}.

The connectivity function of an isotropic system S = (V, L) is a function cg : 2V — 7Z such that
cs(X) = |X| —dim(L|cx). We omit the subscript S in cg if it is clear from the context.

Lemma 3.1 (Oum [18, Lemma 5.1]). Let L be a totally isotropic subspace of KV and X be a subset
of V. Then (L|cx)* = LY|x.

For an isotropic system S = (V, L) and X C V, by Lemma 3.1, we have (L|cx)* = L*|x = L|x.
Hence dim(L|cx) + dim(L|x) = dim(K~) = 2|X| and ¢5(X) = dim(L|x) — | X].

Proposition 3.2 (Bouchet [5]; see Allys [1, Proposition 2.3.1]). Let S = (V, L) be an isotropic system
with the connectivity function c. Then for all subsets X, Y C V, the following hold.

() 0 < e(X) < [X].
(ii) ¢(X) =¢(V - X).
(iii) ¢(X)4+c(Y)>c(XUY)+c(XNY).

The following two lemmas display handy properties of the connectivity function.

Lemma 3.3 (Allys [I, Lemma 3.1)). Let S = (V,L) be an isotropic system with the connectivity
function c. For a subset X CV and a vertez v € V — X, the following hold.

(i) ¢(X)—1<ce(XU{v}) <e(X)+1.
(ii) (X U{v}) < c(X) if and only if Llcxugwy has a vector a such that a(v) # 0.
(iil) (X U{v}) = c(X) — 1 if and only if L|c xuqwy has vectors a, b such that 0 # a(v) # b(v) # 0.

Lemma 3.4 (Allys [1, Proposition 3.2]). Let S = (V, L) be an isotropic system and S|% be its elemen-
tary minor such that L has no vector whose support is {v}. Let ¢ and ¢ be the connectivity functions
of S and S|Y, respectively. Then for a subset X of V — {v}, the following hold.

(i) ¢(X)—1<d(X)<e(X) and e(X U{v}) =1 < d(X) < (X U{v}).
(ii) ¢(X) = c(X) — 1 if and only if L|cx v} has a vector a such that a(v) = .

For an isotropic system S and a positive integer k, a partition (X,Y") of the vertex set of S is a
k-separation of S if min{|X|,|Y|} > k and cg(X) < k. An isotropic system is k-connected if it has no
k'-separation with 1 < k&’ < k.

The following lemma is straightforward from the definition.

Lemma 3.5. If S = (V, L) is a 3-connected isotropic system with |V| > 4, then |supp(a)| > 3 for
every nonzero vector a € L.

Proof. Suppose that there is a nonzero vector a € L with [supp(a)| < 2. Let X = supp(a). Then
dim(L|cx) > 1 because of a, so cg(X) = |X| — dim(L|cx) < |X| — 1. Therefore, S has an |X]|-
separation (X,V — X), which contradicts the assumption that S is 3-connected. U

For an isotropic system S, a vertex v is non-essential if at least two of S|%, S |%, S|3 are 3-connected,
and essential otherwise.



3.3 Fundamental graphs

For a graph G = (V, E) and two supplementary vectors a and b in KV, let Lg be the subspace of KV
spanned by {a[Ng(v)] + b[{v}] : v € V}. Bouchet [4, (3.1)] proved that S = (V, Lg) is an isotropic
system. We call a triple (G, a,b) a graphic presentation of S.

A vector a € KV is an Eulerian vector of an isotropic system S = (V,L) if a is complete and
a[X] & L for every nonempty subset X of V.

Lemma 3.6 (Bouchet [4, (4.1)]). Let S be an isotropic system. For every complete vector c, there is
an Fulerian vector a of S supplementary to c.

Proposition 3.7 (Bouchet [4, (4.3) and (4.4)]). Let a be an Eulerian vector of an isotropic system
S = (V,L). Then for each v € V, there is a unique vector b, € L such that

(i) (by(v),a(v))x =1, and
(i) (by(w),a(w))x =0 for allw € V — {v}.

Moreover, b,(w) # 0 if and only if by (v) # 0 for all distinct v,w € V, and {b, : v € V'} is a basis
of L.

The set of such vectors b, for all v € V is called the fundamental basis of L with respect to a. The
fundamental graph of an isotropic system S = (V, L) with respect to an Eulerian vector a is a graph
on V such that two vertices v and w are adjacent if and only if b, (w) # 0, where {b, : v € V'} is the
fundamental basis of S with respect to a. Let b be the complete vector such that b(v) = b, (v). Then
b is supplementary to a. The following proposition shows that (G, a, b) is a graphic presentation of S.

Proposition 3.8 (Bouchet [4, (4.5)]). Let S be an isotropic system.
(i) If (G,a,b) is a graphic presentation of S, then a is an Eulerian vector of S.

(ii) For an FEulerian vector a of S, let G be the fundamental graph of S with respect to a, let
{by : v € V'} be the fundamental basis of S with respect to a, and let b be the complete vector
such that b(v) = by (v) for allv € V. Then (G, a,b) is a graphic presentation of S. Furthermore,
if (G,a,b’) is a graphic presentation of S, then b’ = b.

Bouchet [5] explains a relation between the connectivity function of an isotropic system and the
cut-rank of its fundamental graph.

Proposition 3.9 (Bouchet [5, Theorem 6]). Let G be a fundamental graph of an isotropic system S.
Then cs(X) = pa(X) for every subset X of the vertex set of G.

Corollary 3.10 (Bouchet [5, Theorem 11]). Let G be a fundamental graph of an isotropic system S
with at least four vertices. Then S is 3-connected if and only if G is prime.

Lemma 3.11 (Bouchet [5, Theorem 23]). No isotropic system on 4 vertices is 3-connected.
An isotropic system is cyclic if it has a cycle graph of length at least 5 as a fundamental graph.

Lemma 3.12 (Bouchet [5, Theorem 23]). An isotropic system on 5 vertices is 3-connected if and only
if it is cyclic.
For a vertex v of C,, with n > 5, neither C,, \ v nor C,, /v is prime, and therefore we deduce the

following.

Lemma 3.13 (Allys [1, Lemma 4.2]). If S is a cyclic isotropic system with at least 5 vertices, then S
s prime and every verter is essential.

We dedicate the remainder of this subsection to explaining the relation between minors of an
isotropic system and vertex-minors of its fundamental graph.



Lemma 3.14 (Bouchet [2, (9.4)]). Let a be an Eulerian vector of an isotropic system S = (V, L), and
let v be a vertex of S. Let a’ and a” be two complete vectors such that a[V — {v}] = a'[V — {v}] =
a"[V — {v}] and {a(v),a’(v),a"(v)} = K — {0}. Then exactly one of a' and a” is an Eulerian vector
of S.

We write a % v to denote such an Eulerian vector a’ or a” in Lemma 3.14.

Lemma 3.15 (Bouchet [4, (7.1)]). Let a and b be Eulerian vectors of an isotropic system S. Then
there is a sequence of vertices vi,vs, ...,V such that b = ax vy x vy * - -+ % v.

Proposition 3.16 (Bouchet [4, (7.6) and (8.3)]). Let (G,a,b) be a graphic presentation of S. For a
vertex u and an edge vw of G,

(G,a,b) xu:= (G *u, a+ b[{u}], a[Ng(u)] + b)
and
(G,a,b) ANvw = (G Avw, a[V — {v,w}] + b[{v,w}], a[{v,w}] + b[V — {v,w}])
are graphic presentations of S.

Therefore, fundamental graphs of an isotropic system are locally equivalent. We say that two
graphic presentations (G, a,b) and (H,c,d) of an isotropic system are locally equivalent if (H,c,d) =
(G,a,b) x vy -+ % vy, for some vertices vy,...,v,. They are pivot-equivalent if (H,c,d) = (G,a,b) A
e1-- N ey, for some edges eq,...,en.

Proposition 3.17 (Bouchet [4, (9.1)]; see Oum [18, Proposition 3.7]). Let (G,a,b) be a graphic
presentation of S = (V,L). Then one of the following is a graphic presentation of S|.

(1) (G\v, py_gs}(a), py_(uy (b)) if either x = a(v) or v is an isolated vertex,

(i) (G Avw\ v, py_gy(alV —{v,w}] + b[{v,w}]), py_(vy (@{v, w}] + bV — {v,w}])) if z = b(v)
and w s a neighbor of v, and
(iii) (G *v\v, py_y(a), pv—_gu)(a[Ng(v)] + b)) otherwise.

Corollary 3.18. Let G be a fundamental graph of an isotropic system S with at least five vertices. A
vertex of S is non-essential in S if and only if it is non-essential in G. U

4 Triangles in 3-connected isotropic systems

Let S = (V,L) be an isotropic system. A triangle in S is a vector in L such that the size of its
support is 3. Let H(S) be the 3-uniform hypergraph on V whose edge set is the set of supports of
triangles in S. First, we present several lemmas of Allys [1] which show the existence of triangles
whose supports contain some essential vertices in a 3-connected isotropic system.

Lemma 4.1 (Allys [1, Lemma 3.3]). Let S = (V, L) be a 3-connected isotropic system with |V| > 4.
If t and t' are triangles in S, then one of the following holds.

(i) supp(t) and supp(t’) are disjoint.

(ii) supp(t) Nsupp(t’) = {v} and t(v) = t'(v) for some v € V.

(iii) supp(t) Nsupp(t’) = {v,w}, t(v) # t'(v), and t(w) # t'(w) for some v,w € V.
(iv) t =t

By Lemma 4.1, in a 3-connected isotropic system S with at least 4 vertices, triangles have distinct
supports, and thus there is a bijection from the set of triangles of S to the set of edges of H(S). Now
we investigate what vertices of a tight path in H(.S) are essential or non-essential in S. Recall that a
vertex v of S is essential if at least two of S|, S[3, S|4 are 3-connected.

9



Lemma 4.2. Let S be an isotropic system with at least 5 vertices, and let t be a triangle in S. Then
for each v in the support of t, S|€(U) is not 3-connected.

Proof. A minor S ]}E’(U) has a nonzero vector py _(,}(t) whose support has size 2. By Lemma 3.5, S \g(v)
is not 3-connected. O

Lemma 4.3. Let S be a 3-connected isotropic system with at least 5 vertices. Every internal vertex
of a tight path in H(S) is essential in S.

Proof. Tt is enough to prove that if t and t’ are triangles in S such that supp(t) Nsupp(t’) = {v, w},
then v is essential in S. By Lemma 4.2, neither S ]}E’(U) nor S ]}E’/(U) is 3-connected. By Lemma 4.1,

t(v) # t'(v) and, therefore, v is essential in S. O

Lemma 4.4. Let S be a 3-connected isotropic system. For distinct vertices u and v of H(S), there
are at most three edges of H(S) incident with both uw and v.

Proof. Suppose that there are four distinct triangles tq, to, t3, and t4 in S whose supports contain
both v and v. Then t;(u) € K — {0} = {«, 8,7} for each 1 < k < 4. So t;(u) = t;(u) for some
distinct ¢ and j. By Lemma 4.1, t; = t;, which is a contradiction. U

Lemma 4.5. Let S be a 3-connected isotropic system. Let {u,v, w1} and {u,v,wy} be distinct edges
in H(S). If e is an edge incident with v in H(S), then e is incident with at least one of v, wy, and ws.

Proof. Let t1 and ty be triangles in S whose supports are {u,v,w;} and {u,v,ws}, respectively.
Let t be a triangle whose support is e. By Lemma 4.1, t1(u) # to(u). Without loss of generality,
t(u) # t1(u). By Lemma 4.1, [supp(t) Nsupp(t1)| = 2, so e is incident with v or wy. O

Lemma 4.6 (Allys [1, Lemma 3.5]). Let S = (V, L) be a 3-connected isotropic system with at least 4
vertices. For a verter v € V' and two distinct z,y € K — {0}, if neither S[; nor S| is 3-connected,
then S has a triangle t such that t(v) € {x,y}.

Lemma 4.6 implies that for a 3-connected isotropic system S with at least 4 vertices, if a vertex is
essential, then it is incident with an edge of H(S).

Lemma 4.7 (Allys [1, Lemma 3.5]'). Let t be a triangle in a 3-connected isotropic system S with at
least 4 vertices, where supp(t) = {u,v,w}. For x € K —{0,t(u)} and y € K —{0,t(w)}, if neither
S|y mor S|} is 3-connected, then there are triangles t1 and ta (possibly t1 = t2) such that t1(u) = =,
to(w) =y, and t1(v) = ta(v).

Lemma 4.8. For a 3-connected isotropic system S with at least 4 vertices, if an edge e of H(S) is
incident with at least two essential vertices in S, then H(S) has an edge €' such that |eNe'| = 2.

Proof. Let u,w € e be distinct essential vertices in S and let t be a triangle in .S such that supp(t) = e.
Because u and w are essential, we have z € K — {0,t(u)} and y € K — {0,t(w)} such that neither
S|3 nor S is 3-connected. By Lemma 4.7, S has a triangle t; such that t;(u) = . Then an edge
¢/ := supp(t1) of H(S) satisfies that |e N ¢e/| = 2 by Lemma 4.1. O

Lemma 4.8 provides a sufficient condition for extending a tight path of length 1. Now we aim to
prove that two ends of a maximal tight path in H(S) are non-essential unless S is cyclic.

In the next two lemmas, we show that under some assumptions, no internal vertex of a tight path
of length at least 3 in H(S) is incident with edges not on the path. By Figure 4, it is necessary to
require that S does not have Cs or Cg as a fundamental graph. Our proof of the following lemma is
motivated by the proof of Claim 3 in Allys [1, Theorem 4.3] proving a weaker statement.

Lemma 4.9. Let S = (V, L) be a 3-connected isotropic system and let P = vgvivavsvy be a tight path
in H(S). If neither Cs nor Cg is a fundamental graph of S, then P contains every edge of H(S)
incident with vy.

n [1], there are two Lemmas 3.5, and this is the second Lemma 3.5.
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Figure 4: Tllustrations of H(S) for an isotropic system S whose fundamental graph is C5 or Cj.

Proof. By Lemma 3.12, we may assume that |V| > 6. For each 1 < i < 3, let t; be a triangle whose
support is {v;_1,v;, v;+1}. By Lemma 4.1 applied to t; and t3, we have t1(vy) = t3(v2). By Lemma 4.1
applied to t; and to, we have tq(v1) # ta(v1) and t1(va) # to(ve). Also by applying Lemma 4.1 to to
and t3, we have to(ve) # ts(va) and ta(vs) # ts(vs).

Suppose for contradiction that S has a triangle t such that v € supp(t) and t # t; for all
i€ {1,2,3).

We first claim that t(ve) = ta(v2). Suppose that t(ve) # ta2(v2). By Lemma 4.1, |supp(t) N
supp(ta)| = 2. Therefore there is a unique j € {1, 3} such that v; € supp(t)Nsupp(t2) and furthermore
ta(v;) # t(vj). By reversing the path if necessary, we may assume that j = 3 and v; ¢ supp(t). Since
v9,v3 € supp(t) Nsupp(ts), by applying Lemma 4.1, we deduce that t(vs) # t3(vs) and t(ve) # t3(va).
Since t3(ve) # ta(va), we deduce that t(ve) = to(ve)+ts(vy) = ta(ve)+t1(ve) # t1(v2). By Lemma 4.1,
|supp(t) N'supp(t1)| = 2 and therefore vy € supp(t). Thus we deduce that supp(t) = {vg,ve,v3}. As
t1(v3) = 0 and to(v3) # t(vs), we deduce that tq, to, t are linearly independent, so ¢({vg, v1,v2,v3}) =
4—dim(L|c ug,01,00,051) < 1, where ¢ is the connectivity function of S. This contracts to the assumption
that S is 3-connected. Therefore, t(ve) = to(va).

By Lemma 4.1 for t and to, the support of t contains neither v; nor vs. Since t(vy) # t1(v2),
by Lemma 4.1, supp(t) contains vy and t(vg) # t1(vg). Similarly, as t(ve) # ts(ve), the support
of t contains vy and t(vg) # t3(vq). Hence supp(t) = {vg,v2,v4} and tq, to, t3, t are linearly
independent, so c({vo,v1,v2,v3,v4}) < 5—dim(L|cvy,v1,09,05,04}) = 1. Since S is 3-connected, we have
|V —{vo,v1,v2,v3,v4}| < 1 and therefore |V| = 6. Let vs denote the vertex of V' other than vy, ..., vy.
Because of t1, we have dim(L|c{yyv,,0,}) = 1. By Proposition 3.2(ii), ¢({vs, vs,v5}) = e({vo,v1,v2})
and thus dim(L|c{v;0,05)) = AM(L|cfvg,01,003) = 1. Then S has a nonzero vector t, such that
supp(ty) C {vs,v4,v5}. By Lemma 3.5, t4 is a triangle whose support is {vs, v4, v5}. Similarly, because
of to and t3, there are triangles t5 and to whose supports are {vy, vs,v0} and {vs, vg, v1 }, respectively.
Let v_1 := w5, vg := vo, tg := tg, and t7 := t;. Let Cg be the cycle graph on {vg,v1,...,v5} in
this order and let a and b be vectors in K" such that a(v;) = t;41(v;) and b(v;) = t;(v;) for each
0 < i < 5. Then, for every 0 <4 <5,

e a and b are supplementary by Lemma 4.1,
® t;(vi+1) = tiy2(vit1) = a(vi1) by Lemma 4.1,
e ti(vi—1) = a(v;—1) by the definition of a,

e t;(v;) = b(v;) by the definition of b, and

e t;(w) =0 for all w € V \ supp(t;).

Then t; = a[N¢,(v;)] + b[{v;}] for each i. Therefore (Cg,a,b) is a graphic presentation of S and so
Cg is a fundamental graph of S, contradicting the assumption. O
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Lemma 4.10. Let S be a 3-connected isotropic system. Let P = vgvivavsvgvs be a tight path in H(S).
If vy is non-essential in S, then P contains every edge of H(S) incident with vy.

Proof. Suppose that there is an edge e of H(S) incident with v; and not in P. By Lemma 4.5, e is
incident with at least one of vy, v, and v3. Since vy is non-essential in S, Cg is not a fundamental
graph of § and therefore neither vy nor vs is incident with e by Lemma 4.9. Thus e is incident with
both vy and vy. Let v # vg,v; be a vertex incident with e. Then vvguive is a tight path and by
Lemma 4.3, vg is essential in .S, contradicting the assumption. U

By Lemmas 4.9 and 4.10, we deduce the following.

Proposition 4.11. For a 3-connected isotropic system S, if H(S) has a tight path P = vgvy - - - V41
of length k > 4 such that vy and vii1 are non-essential in S, then P contains every edge of H(S)
incident with at least one of vi,va, ..., V. O

Lemma 4.12. Let S = (V,L) be a 3-connected isotropic system. If X is a subset of V' such that
min{|X|, |V — X|} > 2 and dim(L|cx) > |X| — 2, then dim(L|x) = | X| + 2.

Proof. Recall that by Lemma 3.1, dim(L|cx) + dim(L|x) = dim(K%X) = 2|X| and ¢(X) = |X]| —
dim(L|cx) = dim(L|x)— | X|. Hence dim(L|x) = 2|X|—dim(L|cx) < |X|+2. Since S is 3-connected
and min{|X|, |V — X|} > 2, we have ¢(X) > 2 and so dim(L|x) = |X| + ¢(X) > | X| + 2. Therefore,
dim(L|x) = | X| + 2. O

Lemma 4.13. Let S = (V,L) be a 3-connected isotropic system. Let vovy---vk41 be a tight path of
length k >3 in H(S). If {vk,vk+1,v0} is an edge of H(S), then Ciyo is a fundamental graph of S.

Proof. For each 1 < i < k, let t; be a triangle in S whose support is {v;_1,v;,v;41}. Let txy1 be
a triangle in S whose support is {vg,vgi1,v0}. By Lemma 4.1, we deduce that txi1(vg) = t1(vg)
and t;—1(v;) = ti+1(v;) for every 2 < i < k. Also by Lemma 4.1, we have that t;(v;) # t;+1(v;) and
ti(le) 75 ti+1(vi+1) for all 1 S ) S k.

Let X = {vo,vs,...,vx}. We claim that px(t1),px(t2),...,px(tgs1) are linearly independent.
Suppose that Zfill cipx (t;) = 0 for some ¢, ¢, ..., cp41 € GF(2). For1 < j < k+1, Zfill citi(vj) =
Cj—ltj—l(vj) +Cjtj(1)j) +cj+1tj+1(vj) = cjtj(vj) + (Cj_1 +cj+1)tj+1(vj) and thus ¢; = 0 because tj(vj)
and t;j;1(v;) are linearly independent in K. So ¢1px(t1) + cx+1px (tg+1) = 0. Since 0 = c1tq(v2) +
Ck+1tr41(v2) = c1t1(v2), we deduce that ¢; = 0 and so ¢x11 = 0. Therefore px (t1),px (t2), ..., px(tg+1)
are linearly independent. This also implies that t1,t2,...,tx,1 are linearly independent.

Hence c({vo,v1,...,vk+1}) = k + 2 — dim(L]cfop,01,..00,,)) < 1. Since S is 3-connected, [V —
{vo,v1,...,vp+1}| < 1. Hence |V| =k +3 or k+ 2.

We have dim(L|cx) > k — 3 = |X| — 2 because t3,t4,...,t;_1 are linearly independent. By
Lemma 4.12, dim(L|x) = | X|+2 = k+1. Therefore px(t1), px (t2),...,px(tg4+1) form a basis of L|x.

Suppose |V | = k+ 3. Let w be the vertex of V other than vy, v1,...,vx+1. Let a and b be vectors
in L such that {t1,...,tg11,a,b} is a basis of L. Since {px(t1),px(t2),...,px(tg+1)} is a basis of
L|x, we may assume that px(a) = 0 and px(b) = 0. Hence the supports of a and b are subsets
of V. — X = {wg,v1,vk11,w}. Then supp(a) Nsupp(te) C {v1}, so 0 = (a,ts) = (a(vy), ta(v1)) k. It
implies that a(vi) € {0,t2(v1)} and similarly b(v;) € {0,t2(v1)}. Then one of a, b, and a + b, say c,
satisfies ¢(v1) = 0. Then supp(c) C {vg, vg4+1,w}. Since S is 3-connected and c is a nonzero vector,
supp(c) = {vo, vg+1, w} by Lemma 3.5. Then supp(c) Nsupp(txr1) = {vo, vg+1}. Since vy € supp(ty),
by Lemma 4.5, the support of t; contains vk, vgi1, or w, contradicting that supp(t1) = {vo, v1,v2}.
Therefore, |V| =k + 2.

Let to be a vector in L such that {to,t1,...,tx+1} is a basis of S. Since {px(t1),...,px(tg+1)} is
a basis of L|x, we may assume that px(tyg) = 0 and therefore the support of t¢ is a subset of V — X =
{Vk41,v0,v1}. Since S is 3-connected and tg is nonzero, by Lemma 3.5, supp(ty) = {vki1,v0,v1}.
Let a,b € KV be vectors such that a(v;) = t;,1(v;) and b(v;) = t;(v;) for all 0 < i < k + 1, where
trio := tg. Let Ckoo be the cycle graph on {vg, vy, ..., k41 } in this order. Let v_1 := vk, Vgro 1= vy,
and tg,3 :=t1. Then, for all ¢ € {0,1,2,...,k+ 1},

e (a(v;),b(vi))k = (tit1(vi), ti(vi))k =1 by Lemma 4.1,

12



o t;(vit1) = tit2(vit1) = a(vi+1) by Lemma 4.1,

(
e t;(v;—1) = a(v;—1) by the definition of a,
e t;(v;) = b(v;) by the definition of b, and
e t;(u) =0 for all u € V with u # v;_1,v;, v;41 because supp(t;) = {v;—1,v;, Vi+1}.

Thus t; = a[Ng, ,, (v;)] + b[{v;}] for all 7 and therefore (Cy,2,a,b) is a graphic presentation of S. So
Cl+2 is a fundamental graph of S. O

The following lemma provides a sufficient condition to extend a tight path.

Lemma 4.14. Let S = (V,L) be a 3-connected isotropic system. Let vyvy...vk11 be a tight path of
length k > 2 in H(S). If S is not cyclic and vi41 is essential in S, then H(S) has a vertex vy such
that

(i) vov1v9U3Vy OT VeURVIV3V4 1S a tight path in H(S) if k =2, and
(i) vovy ... VkL1Vk+2 iS a tight path in H(S) if k > 3.

Proof. Observe that |V| > 6 by Lemmas 3.11 and 3.12 because S is 3-connected and not cyclic and
V|>k+2>4.

Let a and b be triangles in S whose supports are {vg_o, vk_1, vt} and {vg_1, Vg, Vgt1}, respectively.
By Lemma 4.1, a(vx_1) # b(vk_1) and a(v) # b(vg).

Since wyy1 is essential, there is # € K — {0,b(vg41)} such that S|3**' is not 3-connected. By
Lemma 3.5, S\a () is not 3-connected because the support of pv_{vk}(a) has size 2. Applying

Lemma 4.7 for b, S]Z‘Evk), and S|;*™*, we obtain a triangle ¢ in S such that

c(vk41) = = # b(v41).

By Lemma 4.1 for b and c, the support of ¢ contains exactly one of vi_1 and vy.

As S is 3-connected, c({vk—2,Vk—1,Vk, Vkt1}) > 2 and therefore dim(L|cfy, v s vpvpia}) < 20
Observe that a, b, and c are linearly independent. Since the supports of a and b are subsets
of {vgp_2,Vk_1,Vk,vk11}, the support of ¢ is not a subset of {vg_o,vk_1,vk,vk11} because other-
wise L‘Q{vk_z,vk_l,vk,vkﬂ} contains three linearly independent vectors. Thus vi_o ¢ supp(c), be-
cause [supp(c) N {vg_1,vk, k1) = 2. If k = 2, then ¢ = {vy,v3,v4} or {v1,vs,v4} for some
vy € V \ {vg,v1,v92,v3} and therefore vgvivevzvy or vovovivgvy is a tight path in H(S). Hence we
may assume that k > 3.

Since neither Cs nor Cj is a fundamental graph of S, by Lemma 4.9, a tight path vg_3v5_ovk_1V%VE+1
contains every edge of H(S) incident with vx_; and so vg_1 ¢ supp(c). This implies that vg, vky1 €
supp(c). For each i € {0,...,k—3}, as a cycle Cx_; 12 is not a fundamental graph of S, by Lemma 4.13
applied to a tight path v;v;41 - VEVEL1, a set {v;, vk, V1) is not an edge of H(S). Hence none of vy,
V1, ..., Vp—3 is in the support of c. Recall that v;_o ¢ supp(c). Therefore supp(c) = {vg, vkt1, Vkto}
for some vg1o € V' \ {vo,...,vk41} and vovyvg - - - Vg 11Vk12 1S a tight path in S. O

For a 3-connected isotropic system S with at least five vertices, Lemma 4.3 states that if vovy . .. vg41
is a tight path of length k& > 2 in H(S), then vy, vs, ..., v are essential in S. The following proposition
provides a feature of ends of a maximal tight path when S is not cyclic. Recall that a tight path has
exactly two ends if its length is at least 2.

Proposition 4.15. Let S be a 3-connected isotropic system with at least 5 vertices. If S is not cyclic,
then at least two ends of a mazximal tight path in H(S) are non-essential in S.

Proof. Let vgvy ... vE11 be a maximal tight path in H(S). If £ > 2, then vy and vgy; are non-essential
in S by Lemma 4.14. If k = 1, then at least two of vy, v1,vo are non-essential in S by Lemma 4.8. [J
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N-ear N-triangle

N-windmill N-tripod

Figure 5: 5 types of partial hypergraphs.

By Proposition 3.9 and Lemma 3.5, for a prime graph G with at least five vertices and X C V(G),
a subset X has size 3 and |pg(X)| = 2 if and only if S has a triangle t with supp(t) = X, where S is
an isotropic system having G as its fundamental graph. Therefore, Proposition 4.15 and Theorem 1.10
are equivalent.

It is straightforward to prove Theorem 1.1 from Proposition 4.15.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let G = (V,E) be a prime graph with at least four vertices which is not
locally equivalent to a cycle graph. As no graph on four vertices is prime, |[V| > 5. Let a and b be
supplementary vectors in K. Let S be an isotropic system having a graphic presentation (G,a,b).
Then S is not cyclic because all fundamental graphs of S are locally equivalent. By Corollary 3.10, S
is 3-connected. By Corollary 3.18, v € V is non-essential in G if and only if it is non-essential in S.
Therefore, it suffices to show that S has at least two non-essential vertices.

We may assume that S has an essential vertex. Then by Lemma 4.6, S has a triangle and so
H(S) has a maximal tight path. By Proposition 4.15, at least two ends of the maximal tight path are
non-essential, and therefore S has at least two non-essential vertices. O

In the remainder, we describe a structure of a 3-connected isotropic system in terms of triangles,
which will be a major ingredient to prove Theorem 1.5. We first define 5 types of partial hypergraphs.
Let H = (V, E) be a 3-uniform hypergraph and N be a subset of V.

e An N-ear in H is a tight path P of length at least 2 such that two ends are in IV, all internal
vertices are in V' — N, and no edge in E(H) — E(P) is incident with an internal vertex of P.

e An N-triangle in H is a partial hypergraph (V', E’) of H without isolated vertices such that

(A1) VI C N,
(A2) |E'| =1,
(A3) |[V'Ne| #2 for all edges e of H.

e An N-windmill in H is a partial hypergraph (V', E’) of H without isolated vertices for which
there is a vertex v ¢ N such that

(W1) V' —{v} C N,
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(W2) E'is the set of all edges of H incident with v,
(W3) B0,
(W4) |ene’| # 2 for all edges e of H and all edges €’ in F'.

e An N-tripod in H is a partial hypergraph (V', E’) of H without isolated vertices for which there
are two distinct vertices v, w ¢ N such that

(Y1) V! —{v,w} C N,

(Y2) E’ is the set of all edges of H incident with both v and w,
(v3) |B'| = 3,

(Y4) no edge of H is incident with exactly one of v and w.

e An N-table in H is a partial hypergraph (V', E’) of H without isolated vertices for which there
are three distinct vertices u,v,w ¢ N such that

T1
T2) E’ is the set of all edges of H incident with at least two of u, v, and w,

) VI —A{u,v,w} C N,
)

T3) |E'| = 4,
)
)

(
(
(
(T4) en{u,v,w} # e N{u,v,w} and e — {u,v,w} # ¢ — {u,v,w} for distinct edges e, ¢’ in E,

(T5) no edge of H is incident with exactly one of u, v, and w.

See Figure 5 for illustrations for these 5 types of hypergraphs. It is easy to observe the following two
lemmas from the definition.

Lemma 4.16. Let H be a 3-uniform hypergraph and N C V(H). If each of Hy and Hs is an N -ear,
an N-triangle, an N-windmill, an N-tripod, or an N-table in H, then Hy = Hy or (V(Hy) — N)N
(V(H2) — N) = 0. O

Lemma 4.17. Let H be a 3-uniform hypergraph and N C V(H). Let H' be an N-ear, an N -triangle,
an N-windmill, an N -tripod, or an N-table of H.

(i) If P is a tight path of H such that E(P)N E(H') # 0, then E(P) C E(H').
(ii) If P is a mazimal tight path of H contained in H', then V(P)— N =V (H') — N. O

Theorem 4.18. Let S be a 3-connected isotropic system with at least 5 vertices and let N be the
set of non-essential vertices in S. If N # (), then the set of edge sets of all N-ears, N-triangles,
N -windmills, N-tripods, and N-tables in H(S) is a partition of the edge set of H(S).

Proof. As N # (), by Lemma 3.13, S is not cyclic. Note that for distinct x and y in N, there is at most
one edge of H(S) containing both x and y by Lemma 4.3. It suffices to show that each edge e of H(.S)
is contained in an N-ear, an N-triangle, an N-windmill, an N-tripod, or an N-table, because if e is
contained in two of such partial hypergraphs H; and Hs, then either both H; and Ho are N-triangles,
meaning that H; = Hs, or e is incident with a vertex not in N, implying that H; and H, share a
vertex not in N, thus H; = Hs by Lemma 4.16.

If all three vertices incident with e are non-essential in S, then a hypergraph (e, {e}) is an N-
triangle in H(S) because (/\3) holds by Lemma 4.3. Therefore, we may assume that e is incident
with an essential vertex in S. Let P be a maximal tight path in H(S) containing e. We denote P
by a sequence avivs - - - vpb of distinct vertices, where k is the length of P. If k > 2, then the internal
vertices v1,...,v; of P are essential in S by Lemma 4.3. If £ = 1, then by relabelling, we may assume
that vy is essential in S. By Proposition 4.15, two ends a and b of P are non-essential in S.

Suppose that P includes every edge of H(S) incident with some of vy, ve,...,vg. If K =1, then P
is an N-windmill because (W4) holds by the assumption that P is maximal. If £ > 1, then P is an
N-ear. Therefore, we may assume that H(S) has an edge f ¢ E(P) incident with some of vy, ..., vg.
If the length of P is more than 3, then no such f exists by Proposition 4.11. Hence k < 3.
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Case I. £ = 3.

By Lemma 4.9, f is not incident with vo. Without loss of generality, we may assume that f is
incident with v1. Since v; € f and vy & f, by Lemma 4.5 applied to edges {a, v1,v2} and {v1,va,v3},
we deduce that f is incident with a or v3. By Lemma 4.3, f is not incident with a because otherwise
f and {a,v1,v9} form a tight path, implying that a is essential in S. Therefore, f = {v1,vs,c} for
some ¢ € V(H(S)) — V(P).

Now we show that H' := (V(P) U {c}, E(P) U{f}) is an N-table in H(S). Note that V(H') =
{a,b,c,v1,v9,v3} and E(H') = {{a,v1,v2},{b,v2,v3},{c,v1,v3},{v1,v2,v3}}. Thus (T3) holds and
(T4) holds for {u,v,w} = {v1,v2,v3}. By Lemma 4.9 applied to tight paths avivevsb, avevivsc, and
buavsvic, we deduce that H' has all edges of H incident with vy, vg, or v3. This implies not only (T2)
and (T5), but also ¢ € N by Proposition 4.15 because avyvivsc is a maximal tight path. It follows
that (T'1) holds.

Case II. k£ = 2.

We prove that H' := (V(P)U f, E(P)UJ{f}) is an N-tripod in H(S). Trivially (Y3) holds. To see
(Y4) with v := v1 and w := vg, suppose that there is an edge g of H(S) incident with exactly one of
vy and vg, say v; by symmetry. By Lemma 4.5 applied to {vy,vs,a} and {vy,vs,b}, we deduce that g
is incident with a or b. However, by Lemma 4.3, g N {a,v1,v2} # {a,v1} and g N {vy,ve,b} # {v1,b},
contradicting our previous conclusion. This proves (Y4). This also implies that f = {vy,vs,c} for
some ¢ € V(H(S)) — V(P).

By Lemma 4.4, H' satisfies (Y2). By (Y4), avivgc is a maximal tight path in H. By Proposi-
tion 4.15, ¢ € N and so V(H') — {v1,v2} = {a,b,c} C N, implying (Y1).

Case III. £ = 1.

Let E’ be the set of edges incident with v; and let V’ be the set of all vertices incident with
an edge in E’. We show that H' := (V' E’) is an N-windmill. By definition, (W2) holds and
e ={a,v1,b} € E', implying (W3).

To see (W1) with v := vy, suppose that there is an edge ¢ incident with both v; and a vertex not
in NU{v}. Let @ be a maximal tight path containing g. By Proposition 4.15, the length of @ is at
least 2 and vy is not an end of (). Then @ has two edges e; and es such that both are incident with vy
and |e; Nez| = 2. By Lemma 4.5 applied to e; and e, [{a,v1,b} Ne;| > 2 for some 7 € {1,2}. We may
assume that |{a,v1,b} Nej| > 2. Since P is a maximal tight path, we deduce that |{a,v1,b} Ney| # 2
and therefore {a,v1,b} = e;. Then P is a proper subpath of @, contradicting the assumption that P
is a maximal tight path. Thus, (W1) holds.

If there are edges g € E(H(S)) and ¢’ € E’ such that |gNg’| = 2, then by Lemma 4.3, ¢’ is incident
with at least two essential vertices in S, contradicting (W1). Therefore, (W4) holds. O

Corollary 4.19. Let S be a 3-connected isotropic system with at least 5 vertices and let N be the
set of mon-essential vertices in S. Let Py and Py be maximal tight paths of H(S). If N # (), then
V(P1) — N and V(P2) — N are equal or disjoint.

Proof. Suppose that there is a vertex v € (V(P;) — N)N(V(P) — N). For i € {1,2}, let e; be an edge
of P; incident with v. By Theorem 4.18, for each i € {1,2}, there is a partial hypergraph H; of H
such that H; includes e; and H; is an N-ear, an N-windmill, an N-tripod, or an N-table. We remark
that since v ¢ N, H; is not an N-triangle. By Lemma 4.17(i), E(P;) € E(H;). By Lemma 4.16,
Hy = H,. Since P; and P, are maximal tight paths of H contained in Hy = Hs, by Lemma 4.17(ii),
V(P))— N=V(P)—N. O

5 Prime graphs with at most two non-essential vertices

We prove a part of Theorem 1.5, that is, if a prime graph with at least 5 vertices has at most 2
non-essential vertices, then it is locally equivalent to 0(¢1,...,¢,,) for some m and ¢;. We first prove
some lemmas in order to obtain a specific Eulerian vector of an isotropic system.

For two vectors a € K4 and b € K with disjoint sets A and B, let a@® b be a vector in KAYB
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such that
a(v) ifveA,

b(v) otherwise.

(a@b)(v) = {

If |B] =1 and b(w) = = for w € B, then we simply write a@® b as a@® x. Let 04 be the zero vector
in K4,

Lemma 5.1. Let S = (V,L) be an isotropic system, v be a vertex in V, and x € K — {0}. If
a e KV is an Bulerian vector of S|y and Oy _gy ® v € L, then a® x is an Eulerian vector of S

Proof. Suppose that a®x is not an Eulerian vector of S. We have a nonempty subset X of V such that
(a®x)[X] € L. Then a[X —{v}] € L|Y. Since a is an Eulerian vector of S|%, we deduce X — {v} = 0.
Hence X = {v} and therefore Oy _¢,) @ x = (a @ x)[X] € L, which is a contradiction. O

Lemma 5.2. Let W = {wy,we,...,wi} be a set of vertices in an isotropic system S, and let z; €
K — {0} for 1 < i < k. Let aj,as,...,a; be vectors in L such that (a;(w;),z;)kx = 1 for every
1 <1<k, and <a,~(wj),xj>K =0 foralll <j<i<k. Then S has an Eulerian vector c such that
c(w;) = z; for every 1 <i < k.

Proof. We proceed by induction on k > 0. For k = 0, by Lemma 3.6, S has an Eulerian vector. Now we
assume that k > 1. Observe that py_y,,3(a;) € L[} for all 2 <i <k, and (py_ gy, (ai) (wi), ¥i) ik =
(ai(wi),r)k = 1 for all 2 < i < k, and (py_gu, 3 (i) (w)), 7))k = (ai(w;),zj) =0 for all 2 < j <
i < k. By the induction hypothesis, S|} has an Eulerian vector ¢’ such that ¢/(w;) = x; for every
2 <i<k. A vector Oy_gy,} © 71 is not in L, since (al,OV_{wl} @ x1) = (a;(w1),x1)x = 1. Thus, by
Lemma 5.1, the proof is completed. U

Lemma 5.3. Let S = (V,L) be a 3-connected isotropic system with at least 5 vertices. Then for
distinct w,v € V and nonzero x,y € K, there is a vector a in L such that (a(u),z)x = 1 and

(a(v), y)x = 0.

Proof. Since S is 3-connected, by Lemma 3.5, Oy_g,) @ o ¢ L = L+ and therefore L has a vector a;
such that (a;(u),z)g = 1.

Let ¢ € KV be a vector such that c(u) = z, ¢(v) =y, and c¢(w) = 0 for all w € V — {u,v}. Again
by Lemma 3.5, ¢ ¢ L = L, and therefore L has a vector a such that (as(u),z)x # (az(v),y) k.

We may assume that (a;(v),y)x = 1, since otherwise we finish the proof by taking a = a;. We
may assume that (as(u),z)x = 0 and (as(v),y)x = 1, since otherwise we finish the proof by taking
a = ag. Then a = a; + ay satisfies the desired condition. O

Proposition 5.4. Let G be a prime graph with at least 5 vertices. If G has at most 2 non-essential
vertices, then G is locally equivalent to a graph isomorphic to 0(¢1,. .., 0y) for some m and ¢;.

Proof. Since a cycle graph of length k is isomorphic to 6(1, k— 1), we may assume that G is not locally
equivalent to a cycle graph. Then by Theorem 1.1, G has exactly two non-essential vertices u and v.

Let V = V(G) and let S be an isotropic system having G as a fundamental graph. Then S is not
cyclic, since all fundamental graphs of S are locally equivalent. Furthermore, S is 3-connected and
has exactly two non-essential vertices by Corollaries 3.10 and 3.18.

By Lemma 4.6, every essential vertex in S is in a tight path of H(S). By Proposition 4.15,
every maximal tight path has u and v as its ends. By Corollary 4.19, there are maximal tight paths
Py, Py,..., P, of H(S) such that V(P;) — {u,v},V(P) — {u,v},...,V(Py) — {u,v} partition the
set of essential vertices in S. Let us denote P; as a sequence uv; ... v;;)v. We may assume that
0(1) < £(2) < --- < l(m). Let t;; be a triangle in S whose support is {v; j_1,v; j,v;j4+1} for each
1 <i<mand1<j<{(i), where v; o := u and v; g(;y41 := v for each i.

Since all fundamental graphs of S are locally equivalent, it is enough to show that S has a funda-
mental graph isomorphic to 0(¢(1) +1,¢(2) +1,...,.4(m) 4+ 1) or 0(1,4(1) +1,4(2) + 1,...,¢(m) + 1).

Since u, v, and v; j for all 1 <7 < m and 1 < j < {(i) are distinct, by symmetry of the nonzero
elements in K, we can assume that t11(u) = t; 41)(v) = @ and t;j(v; ;) = 8 for all 1 <4 < m and
1 <j < /(). If £(1) = £(2) = 1, then vy juvvy; is a tight path properly containing P; and P,
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which contradicts that P, and P, are maximal tight paths. Thus, 2 < £(2) < --- < {(m). Then
by Lemma 4.1, t;1(u) = t11(u) = a and t;4;)(v) = t1q)(v) = a for all 2 < i < m. Applying
Lemma 4.1, forall 1 <i<mand 2 <j < 6(1) — 1, we have ti,j—l(vi,j) = tz‘,j-i—l(vi,j) #* ti,j(vi,j) = p.
By symmetry in K — {0}, we can assume that t; j_1(v;;) = t;;4+1(vij) = a for all 1 <i < m and
2 < j < (i) — 1. Similarly, for all 1 < i < m with (i) > 2, we have t;2(v;1) # ti1(vi,1) = 8 and
ti,00)—1(Vie)) 7 tie)(Vigs)) = B, and thus we can assume that t;2(vi1) = t;¢i)-1(vi ) = @ In
short, we assumed that

tij(vij-1) = tij(vij+1) = a and t; (v ;) = B

forall 1 <i<mand1<j</{(%).

By Lemma 5.3, there exist vectors a and b in L such that (a(u),a)x = 1, (a(v),a)x = 0,
(b(u),)k = 0, and (b(v), )k = 1. Let us denote T := {t; ; : 1 <i <mand 1 < j < £(i)}. Since
(tij(u), ) = (t; j(v),0)xk =0foralll <i<mand1l<j</l(m),{a,b}UT is linearly independent.
Then {a,b} UT is a basis of L because |T'| =Y ;" £(i) = |[V] -2,

Let wy,ws,...,w, be all vertices of V' such that w; = v and wy = v. Let a; = a and ay = b.
For k > 3, let a;, = t;; if wy = v;;. Then (ag(wg),)x = 1 for all k, and (ay(ws),a)x = 0 for
1 < s < k <n. By applying Lemma 5.2 for wy,...,w, and ay,...,a,, we obtain an Eulerian vector c
of S such that c(wg) = « for all 1 < k < n. Let G’ be the fundamental graph of S with respect
to c. Then v;; is only adjacent to v; ;—1 and v; 41 in G foreach 1 < i <mand 1 < j < £(3)
because t; ; is a vector in the fundamental basis of S with respect to c. Therefore, G’ is isomorphic to
0(6(1)+1,...,6(m)+1)or O(1,4(1)+1,...,¢(m)+1) depending on the adjacency between u and v. O

6 Graphs consisting of internally-disjoint paths

To complete the proof of Theorem 1.5, we investigate the condition that 6(¢y,...,#,,) is prime and

has at most 2 non-essential vertices.

The following lemma provides three ways to extend a prime graph. For a graph G and its induced
subgraph H, a sequence v, v1, ..., v of distinct vertices of G is a handle of H if £ > 3, {vg,...,ve} N
V(H) = {wvo,ve}, and v; is only adjacent to v;—1 and v;11 in G[V(H) U {v1,...,v_1}] for every
1 <i<{¢—1. We say that G[V(H) U {v1,...,v_1}] is obtained from H by adding a handle of
length £.

Lemma 6.1 (Geelen [12]). Let G be a graph with at least 5 vertices.

(a) If G has a vertex v of degree at least 2 such that G \ v is prime and v has no twin in G, then G
18 prime.

(b) If G is obtained from its prime induced subgraph with at least 4 vertices by adding a handle, then
G is prime.

(¢) If G has an edge e such that both ends of e have degree 2 and G/e is prime, then G is prime.

Proof. Both (a) and (b) were proved by Geelen in Lemma 5.3 and Proposition 5.5, respectively, of [12].
For (¢), G/e is isomorphic to G x v \ v, where e = vw. Since G x v \ v is prime with at least 4 vertices,
it is easy to check that none of the two neighbors of v is a twin of v in G * v, and the neighbor of w
other than v is not a twin of v in G * v. Hence v has no twin in G * v. By (a), G * v is prime and
therefore G is prime. O

Proposition 6.2. Let m > 2 and {1, ...,4,, be positive integers, and G = 0({1,...,¢y) be a graph
with at least 5 vertices. Then G is prime if and only if [{i : {; = 2}| < 1.

Proof. If [{i : ¢; = 2}| > 2, then G has twins and thus it is not prime. Now, let us prove the backward
direction. By Lemma 6.1(c), it suffices to show that 0(1,2,3,...,3), 6(2,3,...,3), 0(1,3,...,3), and
0(3,...,3) are prime. By Lemma 6.1(b), it is enough to show that 6(1,2,3), 0(2,3), 6(1,3,3), and
0(3,3) are prime. Since 6(2,3) and 6(3,3) are cycles of length 5 and 6, respectively, they are prime.
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For the unique common neighbor v of two degree-3 vertices in 0(1,2,3), the graph 6(1,2,3) % v is
isomorphic to C5 and therefore 0(1,2,3) is prime. For an edge e in (1, 3,3) whose both ends have
degree 2, the graph 6(1,3,3) A e is isomorphic to Cg and so 6(1,3, 3) is prime. O

The following lemma is useful for finding pivotal vertices in a graph. Remember that all pivotal
vertices are essential.

Lemma 6.3. If v and w are adjacent vertices of degree 2 in a graph G with at least 5 vertices, then
both v and w are pivotal in G.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, neither G\ v nor G A vw \ v is prime and therefore v is pivotal in G. Similarly,
w is pivotal in G. U

To find non-essential vertices of 6(¢1,...,¢,), we will use the next two lemmas. A graph is
outerplanar if it has a planar embedding such that every vertex lies on the boundary of the outer face.

Lemma 6.4. An outerplanar graph with at least 5 vertices is prime if and only if it is 2-connected.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, it is enough to prove the backward direction. Let G be a 2-connected outerpla-
nar graph with at least 5 vertices. We fix an embedding of G into the plane such that the boundary
of the outer face contains every vertex of GG. Since G is 2-connected, there is a cycle C in G corre-
sponding to the boundary of the outer face. Let vi,vo,...,v, be the vertices of C' in the clockwise
order, starting at a vertex v;. Suppose that G has a split (X,Y). We may assume that |X| > 3 by
swapping X and Y if necessary. By rotational symmetry, we may assume that v,_1 € X and v, € Y.

We claim that if v; € Y for some ¢ € {1,2,...,n — 3}, then v;4; € Y. Suppose that v;y; € X.
Since (X,Y) is a split, v; is adjacent to v,—1, and v;11 is adjacent to vy, contradicting the assumption
that G is outerplanar. This proves the claim.

By the claim, Y —{v,—1,v,} =Y —{v,} = {v; :  <i <n—2} for some j € {1,2,...,n—1}. Since
|X| >3 and Y] > 2, we deduce that 3 < j <n —2. Since (X,Y) is a split, vi,v;_1 € X, vy,v; €Y,
and viv,,vj_1v; € E(G), we deduce that viv;,vj_1v, € E(G), contradicting the assumption that G
is outerplanar. O

Lemma 6.5. Let G be a graph and Vi, Va, Vs be disjoint subsets of V(G) such that |V;| > 2 for all i.
If G —V; is prime for each i, then G is prime.

Proof. Suppose that G is not prime. Then G has a split (X,Y). We call vertices in X red and vertices
inY blue.

If neither V; nor Vj is monochromatic for some distinct 4, j, then G — V}, has a split for k& # 4, j,
contradicting that G —V}, is prime. Thus, there is at most one non-monochromatic V;. We may assume
that V7 and V5 are monochromatic. If V4 and V5 have different colors, then G — V3 has a split, which
is a contradiction. Therefore, we may assume that V; and V5 are red. Then all blue vertices belong
to V(G) — (V1 U V3) and therefore G — V4 has a split, which is a contradiction. O

Now we prove two lemmas presenting non-essential vertices of 6(¢1,...,4y,).

Lemma 6.6. Let G = 0({1,...,4y) such that m >3, {4 < -+ < Uy, {1 # 2, by > 3, and if m = 3,
then €1 > 3 or ly > 4. For a vertex x of G, the following are equivalent: (i) x has degree larger than
2, (ii) x is non-pivotal, and (iii) x is non-essential. In particular, G has exactly two non-essential
vertices.

Proof. Trivially, (iii) implies (ii). Observe that |V (G)| =2+ ;" ,(¢; — 1) > 6. By Lemma 6.3, (ii)
implies (i). Therefore, it suffices to show that (i) implies (iii). Let u and v be the two distinct vertices
of degree m in GG, which are the only vertices of degree larger than 2. We prove that u and v are
non-essential in G. By symmetry, it is enough to show that w is non-essential.

We claim that both G *u \ v and G A uw \ w are prime. This claim implies that u is non-essential
in G.

We proceed by induction on m > 3. Suppose that /{ = 1 and ¢ = 3. Then m > 4. For the
middle edge e of a path of length 3 between u and v in G, a graph H := G A e is isomorphic to
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G = 0(41,02,03) Gxu\u GANuw\ u

G =0(1,09,03) Gxu\u GAuv\u

Figure 7: 0(1,¢5,03) with 4 < {5 < ¢35 and its vertex-minors.

0(3,43,...,4y). By the inductive hypothesis, both H x u \ uw and H A uw \ u are prime. Hence both
Gxu\u=(HANe)xu\u=(Hxu\u)ANeand GAuw\u=(HANe) ANuw\u=(HANuw\u)Ae are
prime. Therefore we can assume that ¢; > 3 or £y > 4.

Let Py, ..., P, be internally-disjoint paths between u and v of lengths ¢4, ..., ¢,,, respectively, in G
and let V; := V(P;) — {u,v} for each i. Then |V;| =¢; —1 > 2 for all i > 2. Let w be the neighbor of
uin Pj.

We first consider the case that m = 3 and ¢; > 3; see Figure 6. Then |V;| = ¢; — 1 > 2. For each
i€ {1,2,3}, (G*xu\u)—V;is acycle of length |V;| + |V| +1 > 5, where {i,j,k} = {1,2,3}, and
thus it is prime. Therefore, G % u \ u is prime by Lemma 6.5. Note that G A ww \ v \ w is isomorphic
to 0(¢1 — 2,05,¢3) and thus it is prime by Proposition 6.2. Since w has degree 2 and has no twin in
G AN uw \ u, by Lemma 6.1(a), G A uw \ u is prime.

Next we consider the case that m = 3 and ¢; = 1; see Figure 7. Then f5 > 4 and w = v because
v is the neighbor of w in P;. Both G *u\ uw and G Auv \ u \ v are 2-connected outerplanar and thus
they are prime by Lemma 6.4. Since v has degree 2 and has no twin in G A uv \ u, by Lemma 6.1(a),
G Auv \ u is prime.

Now it remains to consider the case that m > 4. For each 2 < ¢ < 4, as G — V; is isomorphic to
01, ..., li—1,liv1,...,Ly), we deduce that both (Gxu\u)—V; = (G—V;)*u\u and (GAuw\u)—V; =
(G —V;) ANuw \ u are prime by the inductive hypothesis. Thus by Lemma 6.5, both G * u \ u and
G A uw \ u are prime. O

Lemma 6.7. Let G be 0(1,2,01,...,0p) or0(2,01,...,4y) with m > 2 and min{¢y, ..., ¢y} > 3. For
a vertex x of G, the following are equivalent: (i) x has degree larger than 2 or has no neighbor of degree
2, (i1) x is non-pivotal, and (iii) x is non-essential. In particular, G has exactly three non-essential
vertices.

Proof. Note that |V(G)| =34 >, (¢; — 1) > 7. By definition, (iii) implies (ii) and by Lemma 6.3,
(ii) implies (i). Thus, it suffices to show that (i) implies (iii). Let u and v be the two vertices of degree
at least 3 in GG and let w be the common neighbor of v and v. Note that w is the unique vertex that
has degree 2 and has no neighbor of degree 2. We claim that u, v, and w are non-essential.

Since 0(1,2,41,...,¢4y) and 0(2,41, ..., £, ) are locally equivalent by applying a local complementa-
tion at w, we may assume that G = 0(2,/1,...,4,,). Observe that G\ w is isomorphic to 6(¢1, ..., 4y),
and G xw \ w is isomorphic to 6(1, 41, ..., £,,). By Proposition 6.2, G\ w and G *w \ w are prime and
therefore w is non-essential in G.

Since a cycle graph of length at least 5 has no non-essential vertex, G is not locally equivalent
to a cycle graph. By Theorem 1.1, G has at least two non-essential vertices. Therefore, u or v is
non-essential in G, and by symmetry, both u and v are non-essential in G. U
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A graph 0(¢1,05) is a cycle of length ¢; + ¢, which is prime and has no non-essential vertex if
l1 + €5 > 5. By Proposition 6.2, for positive integers m > 3 and ¢ < --- < £, with 5 > 2, a graph
0(f1,...,¢n) is prime if and only if either (i) ¢ > 3 or (ii) ¢; = 1, o = 2, and ¢3 > 3. In the next

proposition, we determine the number of non-essential vertices in 6(¢y,...,£,,) when it is prime and
m > 3.
Proposition 6.8. Let m and f1,...,0,, be positive integers with m > 3, {1 < ly < -+ < ¥, and

U3 > 3 such that either lo >3 or ({1,03) = (1,2). Let G =0({1,...,0p).

(1) If t1 =1, m =3, and Uy < 3, then G is locally equivalent to a cycle of length o + {3 and has no
non-essential vertex.

2) If 1 =1, m=3, and {5 > 4, then G has exactly 2 non-essential vertices.

3) Ifty =1, m >4, and 5 = 2, then G has exactly 3 non-essential vertices.

5

(2)
3)
(4) If 1 =1, m > 4, and 3 > 3, then G has exactly 2 non-essential vertices.
(5) If {1 = 2, then G has exactly 3 non-essential vertices.

(6)

6) If 61 > 3, then G has exactly 2 non-essential vertices.

Proof. 1t is obvious to check (1). Lemma 6.6 implies (2), (4), and (6). Lemma 6.7 implies (3)
and (5). O

By the preceding proposition, every graph in © has at most 2 non-essential vertices. We now prove
Theorem 1.5 from Propositions 5.4 and 6.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let G be a prime graph with at least four vertices. Then |V(G)| > 5 because
no graph on four vertices is prime. Suppose that G is locally equivalent to a graph H € © consisting
of m internally-disjoint paths between two fixed distinct vertices having no common neighbors, where
m > 2. If m = 2, then H is a cycle and thus G has no non-essential vertex. If m > 3, then by
Proposition 6.8, G has at most 2 non-essential vertices.

Now, we prove the backward direction. Suppose that G has at most 2 non-essential vertices. By
Proposition 5.4, G is locally equivalent to a graph isomorphic to 6(¢1,...,%,,) for some m and ¥¢;.
Since G is prime, m > 2. We may assume that G is not locally equivalent to a cycle graph because
a cycle graph of length k is isomorphic to 6(1,k — 1). Thus m > 3. By Proposition 6.8, we conclude
that ¢; # 2 for all i. O

7 Pivot-minors and non-pivotal vertices

We prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.6, which are analogues of Theorems 1.1 and 1.5 for pivot-minors. We
also prove Corollaries 1.4 and 1.7. We present useful results first.

Lemma 7.1. A graph is locally equivalent to a cycle of length 5 if and only if it is pivot-equivalent to
a cycle of length 5.

Proof. The backward direction is trivial. The forward direction is easily seen by Figure 8 which depicts
all graphs locally equivalent to a cycle of length 5 up to isomorphism. In Figure 8, G Ae is isomorphic
to C5, and Go A €’ is isomorphic to G1. Therefore Cs, G1, and Gy are pivot-equivalent. O

Theorem 7.2. Let S = (V,L) be an isotropic system, and let (G,a,b) and (H,c,d) be graphic
presentations of S. Then there are nonnegative integers m, k, £, vertices vi, va, ..., Uy, and edges
€1, €2, ..., e, €], €, ..., €, such that the following hold.

(i) For1<i<k, e; is an edge of GNex N+ Nej_1.

(ii) {v1,v2,...,vm} is an independent set of vertices in G ANey A -+ N eg.
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pivoting e pivoting e’

Figure 8: All graphs locally equivalent to Cs up to isomorphism.

(iii) For 1 <j </, €} isan edge of GANex N+ Nep*vi* kv Aey A Aej_y.

(iv) (H,c,d) = (G,a,b) Aeg A---ANegxvr1 % xvp ANej A=+ A€

Theorem 7.2 is a slight strengthening of Fon-Der-Flaass [10] in Russian; see also [11, Theorem 3.4].
His theorem states that for two locally equivalent graphs G and H, there are vertices vy, ..., v, and
edges e1,...,eg, €], ..., e, satisfying (i)-(iii) and the following replacement of (iv):

(V) H=GANer AN+ Negxvp k- kv, Aep A+ Ae.

Our proof of Theorem 7.2 uses the divergence. This technique was introduced by Fon-Der-Flaass [9]
for graphs, and used for isotropic systems by Bouchet [7].

Proof. Let (G',a’,b’) and (H', ¢/, d’) be graphic presentations pivot-equivalent to (G, a,b) and (H, ¢, d),
respectively. For v € V', let

0 if ¢/(v) =a'(v),
dG”7H’ (’U) = 1 if CI(’U) = b/(’l)),
2 otherwise.
and let D(G',H') := >, oy dgr i (v). For each i € {0,1,2}, let A; be the set of vertices v € V such

that dG/7H/(v) =1.

We take G’ and H’' minimizing D(G’, H'). To complete the proof, it suffices to show that
(H',c',d") = (G',a',b') x vy -+ % v, for some independent set {vi,...,v,,} in G'. We present four
claims step by step.

Claim I. No vertex in A; is adjacent to vertices in Ay U Ay in G’. Suppose that there is vw € E(G")
for some v € A; and w € A; U As. By Proposition 3.16,

dG//\vw,H/(U) - 07

0 ifwe A,
dG//\vw,H/(w) = {

2 otherwise,
de' now, i () = der () for all z € V — {v, w}.
Therefore, D(G' A vw, H') <

Claim 1.

Claim II. A; = (). Suppose that A; has a vertex v. By Claim I, Ng/(v) C Ag. Since (G',a’,b’) is a
graphic presentation of S = (V, L), L has a vector b} such that

D(G', H") — 1, which contradicts our choice of G’ and H’. This proves

b'(v) ifw=w,
bl (w) = ¢ a’(w) if w is a neighbor of v in G,
0 otherwise.

Then ¢'[{v} U N¢(v)] = bl, € L, violating that ¢’ is an Eulerian vector of S. This proves Claim II.

Note that for each v € Ay, d’'(v) is either a’(v) or b’(v) because ¢’(v) = a’(v) + b’(v). Let B be
the set of vertices v € Ag such that d'(v) = a’(v).
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Claim III. The set As is independent in H’'. Suppose that there is vw € E(H') for some v,w € As.
By Proposition 3.16, for each x € {v, w},

0 ifzeB,

1 otherwise,

dG/,H’/\vw (.%') = {

and for each y € V — {v,w}, do’ m'avw(y) = der m (y). Therefore, D(G', H' ANvw) < D(G',H') — 2,
a contradiction. This proves Claim III.

Claim IV. B = (). Suppose that B has a vertex v. By Claims II and III, Ng/(v) C Ag. Since
(H',c',d’) is a graphic presentation of S, there is a vector d/, in L such that

d(v) ifw=w,
d),(w) = ¢ ¢/(w) if w is a neighbor of v in H’,
0 otherwise.

Then a'[{v} U Ng/(v)] = d), € L, which contradicts that a’ is an Eulerian vector of S. This proves
Claim IV.

In conclusion, V — Ag is independent in H’ and for each v € V — Ap, ¢/(v) = a'(v) + b'(v)
and d'(v) = b'(v). By Propositions 3.16 and 3.8(ii), (G',a’,b’) = (H',c/,d’) * vy, -+ x v1 where
{vi,...,om} =V — Ag. Equivalently, (H',c/,d") = (G',a’,b’) x vy -+ * v,,. It is easy to check that
{v1,..., v} is independent in G' = H' % v, - - - * v1. O

Corollary 7.3. Let G be a prime graph with at least 5 vertices and let S be an isotropic system
associated with a graphic presentation (G,a,b) such that {a(v),b(v)} = {«a, B} for allv € V(G). For
each graphic presentation of (H,c,d) of S, either {v € V(G) : c¢(v) = or d(v) =~} is empty or has
at least 3 vertices.

Proof. Denote W := {v € V(G) : c¢(v) =~ or d(v) = v}. By Proposition 3.16 and Theorem 7.2, we
may assume that (H,c,d) = (G,a,b) x vy % -+ x v, for some distinct and pairwisely non-adjacent
vertices vi,...,v,, in G. By Proposition 3.16, c(v;) = v for all i € [m]. Thus, we may assume
that m < 2. Suppose that m = 1. Then for each w € Ng(v1), d(w) = v by Proposition 3.16
and therefore W = {v;} U Ng(v1). Since G is prime and |V(G)| > 5, the minimum degree of G
is 2 or more, which implies that |[W| > 3. Hence we may assume that m = 2. Because G has no
twins, |[Ng(v1)ANg(v2)| > 1. By Proposition 3.16, W = {v1,v2} U (Ng(v1)ANg(v2)) and therefore
|W| > 3. O

The following corollary was conjectured by Bouchet [6] and proved by Fon-Der-Flaass [10, 11].
It will be used to prove Corollary 1.4. We remark that this corollary is also a consequence of the
following facts on binary matroids and their relation to bipartite graphs. Seymour [22] showed that
if two connected binary matroids on the same ground set have identical connectivity functions, then
they are equal up to duality. It is well known that a binary matroid is uniquely determined by its
fundamental graph, which is bipartite. Oum [17] observed that the connectivity function of a binary
matroid is precisely the cut-rank function of its fundamental graph and locally equivalent graphs have
the same cut-rank functions.

Corollary 7.4 (Fon-Der-Flaass [10, 11]). If two bipartite graphs are locally equivalent, then they are
pivot-equivalent.

For the convenience of readers, we include a proof by Fon-Der-Flaass using Theorem 7.2.

Proof. Let G and H be locally equivalent bipartite graphs. By Theorem 7.2, H =G Ae; A--- A e *

v k-0, A€] A+ A€y for some edges e, ..., e, €], ..., ¢, and an independent set {v1,..., vy} of
GNANetN---Neg. Let G :=GNeir AN---Nep and H := HANeyA--- Ne}. Observe that both G’ and
H’ are bipartite and H' = G’ * v1 * - - - x v,,. Now it is easy to see that G’ = H'. O
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Lemma 7.5 (Oum [18, Proposition 10.1]). Let (G1,a;1,bs) and (G2, as,by) be graphic presentations
of an isotropic system. If {a1(v),b1(v)} = {a2(v),ba(v)} for each vertex v, then G and G2 are
pivot-equivalent.

Now we prove Theorem 1.3 using Theorem 1.1 together with preceding results.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let G be a prime graph with at least four vertices which has at most 1 non-
pivotal vertex. Denote V := V(G). Then |V| > 5 since no graph on four vertices is prime. If |V| = 5,
then G is locally equivalent to a cycle and therefore it is pivot-equivalent to a cycle by Lemma 7.1.
Thus, we may assume that G has at least 6 vertices.

Since every non-essential vertex is non-pivotal, G has at most 1 non-essential vertex. By Theo-
rem 1.1, G is locally equivalent to a cycle H. It is enough to show that G is pivot-equivalent to H.

Let S be an isotropic system associated with a graphic presentation (G, a,b) where a,b € K" are
supplementary vectors such that a(v) = o and b(v) = 8 for each v € V. Since H is locally equivalent
to G, there exist supplementary vectors ¢ and d such that (H,c,d) is a graphic presentation of S. A
vertex v is non-pivotal in G if and only if S|!, or S |% is 3-connected by Proposition 3.17.

For every vertex v, a vertex-minor H * v \ v is prime and therefore S \Z(U) +d(o) is 3-connected by
Proposition 3.17. So if ¢(v) + d(v) € {a, f}, then v is non-pivotal in G. Since G has at most 1 non-
pivotal vertex, by Corollary 7.3, c(v) + d(v) ¢ {«a, 8} for all v € V(G) and therefore {c(v),d(v)} =
{a, 8}. By Lemma 7.5, G and H are pivot-equivalent. O

Proof of Theorem 1.6. By Lemma 6.6, every graph in © has at most 2 non-pivotal vertices. Thus, it
suffices to show that if a prime graph G with at least 5 vertices has at most 2 non-pivotal vertices, then
G is pivot-equivalent to a graph in ©. Denote V := V(G). Then |V| > 5 because no graph on four
vertices is prime. If |[V| = 5, then G is locally equivalent to a cycle and therefore it is pivot-equivalent
to a cycle by Lemma 7.1. Thus, we may assume that GG has at least 6 vertices.

Because G has at most 2 non-essential vertices, by Theorem 1.5, G is locally equivalent to a graph
H € O consisting of internally-disjoint paths P, ..., P, between two fixed vertices « and y such that
m > 2 and no P; has length 2.

Let S be an isotropic system associated with a graphic presentation (G, a,b) where a,b € K" are
supplementary vectors such that a(v) = « and b(v) = 8 for each v € V. Since G and H are locally
equivalent, there are supplementary vectors ¢ and d such that (H,c,d) is a graphic presentation of
S. By Proposition 3.17, a vertex v is non-pivotal in G if and only if S|, or S \g is 3-connected.

If v is a vertex of degree 2 in H, then H % v \ v is prime by Proposition 6.2. Therefore, S|z(u)+d(u)
is 3-connected by Proposition 3.17. So if ¢(v) + d(v) € {«, 8}, then v is non-pivotal in G.

If H is a cycle, then since G has at most 2 non-pivotal vertices, by Corollary 7.3, c(v)+d(v) ¢ {a, 8}
for all v € V' and therefore {c(v),d(v)} = {«, 8}.

If H is not a cycle, then by Lemma 6.6, H has exactly 2 non-essential vertices that are x and y.
Then z and y are non-essential in G and thus they are non-pivotal in G. Therefore no vertex of
degree 2 in H is non-pivotal in G and so {c(v),d(v)} = {«, 5} for every vertex v of degree 2 in H.
By Corollary 7.3, {c(z),d(x)} = {c(y),d(y)} = {«, 5}.

In both cases, it implies that G is pivot-equivalent to H € © by Lemma 7.5. O

Here is an easy observation on bipartite graphs.
Lemma 7.6. If G is bipartite and uv is an edge of G, then G A uv s bipartite. U
Finally, we are ready to prove Corollaries 1.4 and 1.7.

Proof of Corollary 1./ using Theorem 1.3. Let G be a prime bipartite graph such that |V(G)| > 4 and
G has fewer than two non-pivotal vertices. Then by Theorem 1.3, GG is pivot-equivalent to a cycle C.
By Lemma 7.6, C is bipartite and so it is an even cycle. U

Proof of Corollary 1.7 using Theorem 1.0. Let G be a prime bipartite graph such that |V (G)| > 4

and G has fewer than three non-pivotal vertices. Then by Theorem 1.6 and Lemma 7.6, G is pivot-
equivalent to some bipartite graph in ©. U
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In the remainder of this section, we will show that Corollary 1.4 can be deduced directly from
Theorem 1.1 without using Theorem 1.3. For that, we will need several properties of bipartite graphs.

Lemma 7.7 (Allys [1, Lemma 5.2]). No bipartite graph is locally equivalent to an odd cycle of length
at least five.

Allys proved the preceding lemma by using isotropic systems. Lemma 7.7 is also implied by the
following theorem of Fon-Der-Flaass [9], which was published earlier than [1]. We provide another
proof of Lemma 7.7 in Appendix A.

Theorem 7.8 (Fon-Der-Flaass [9, Theorem 5.1]). Every graph locally equivalent to a cycle of length
at least five is Hamiltonian.

Allys stated that Lemma 7.7 can be used to show that Theorem 4.3 of [1] implies the wheel and
whirl theorem of Tutte [24, 8.2] for binary matroids. However, we believe that the next lemma is
necessary to complete this implication.

Lemma 7.9. A bipartite graph with at least five vertices is locally equivalent to a cycle if and only if
it 1is pivot-equivalent to an even cycle.

Proof. Since the backward direction is trivial, we now prove the forward direction. Let G be a bipartite
graph locally equivalent to a cycle C of length at least 5. By Lemma 7.7, C' must be an even cycle
and by Corollary 7.4, G and C are pivot-equivalent. O

Proof of Corollary 1./ using Theorem 1.1. It is straightforward from Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 7.9.
O

8 Proofs of Applications

We present proofs of Corollaries 1.8, 1.9, and 1.2.

Proof of Corollary 1.5. Tt suffices to show that G has a vertex v € V(G) — {x,y} such that G \ v,
G xv \ v, or G/v is prime. By Theorem 1.5, we may assume that G is locally equivalent to a graph
G'in ©. As |V(G)] = |[V(G)| > 6 and G’ has at most two vertices of degree larger than 2, there is
a vertex v € V(G') — {x,y} such that degq(v) = 2. By Proposition 6.2, (G’ *v) \ v is prime and so
G\ v, Gxv\ v, or G/v is prime. O

Proof of Corollary 1.9. Tt suffices to show that G has a non-pivotal vertex v in V(G)—{z,y} unless (i)
or (ii) holds. By Theorem 1.6, we may assume that G is pivot-equivalent to a graph G’ in ©. By (i),
we may assume that G’ is a graph consisting of at least three internally-disjoint paths between two
vertices a and b having no common neighbor. Note that 6(1,3,¢) with ¢ > 3 is pivot-equivalent to a
cycle of length ¢+ 3. By (ii), {a,b} # {z,y} and we take v € {a,b} — {x,y}. Then by Lemma 6.6, v is
non-pivotal in G’ and so it is non-pivotal in G. U

Now let us show Corollary 1.2.

Lemma 8.1. Let G be a graph locally equivalent to the cycle graph Cy, = ({v1,...,vn}, {viviz1 : 1 <
i < n}), where n > 6 and vp11 = v1. If G/v; is prime for every 1 < i < mn — 1, then n is odd and
G =H,.

Proof. Let S be an isotropic system associated with a graphic presentation (C,,a,b), where a and b
are supplementary vectors in KV (") such that a(v;) = a and b(v;) = g for all i. Since G is locally
equivalent to C),, by Proposition 3.16, there is a pair of supplementary vectors ¢ and d in KY(¢»)
such that (G,c,d) is a graphic presentation of S. As C), * v; \ v; is prime for each 1 < i < n, by
Proposition 3.17 and Corollary 3.10, .S W is 3-connected. Note that neither C, \ v; nor C, /v; is prime,
implying that neither S|¥ nor S |§1 is 3-connected. From the assumption that G/v; is prime for all
1 < i < n—1, again by Proposition 3.17 and Corollary 3.10, we deduce that d(v;) = v for each
1<i<n-—1.
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Let {t; : 1 <i<n} and {u; : 1 <i <n} be the fundamental bases of L with respect to Eulerian
vectors a and c, respectively, such that t;(v;) = b(v;) = 8 and wu;(v;) = d(v;) for all i. Then for each
i€ {l,...,n}, we have t;(v;—1) = a(vi—1) = «, t;(vit1) = a(vi+1) = o, and supp(t;) = {vi—1, vi, Viy1}
where vy := v,. For all i,j € {2,...,n}, we have u;(v;) = d(v;) = v if i = j and u;(v;) = c(v;) # v
otherwise.

Claim I. For each 1 <i <n —1, u;(v,) € {#,7} and one of the following holds:
e u;(vi+1) € {0,a} and u;(vj) = forall 1 < j <i—1.
e u;(vi—1) € {0,a} and u;(vj) =B foralli+1<j<n-—1.

Let us fix 7 € {1,. Lo, = 1}. As 0 = <ui,ti> = (ui(vi_l),a>K + (ui(vi),@;{ + <ui(v,~+1),a>K =
14+ (u(vi—1), @) k + (i (vit1), @) i, we have that for some s € {1, -1}, w;(vi—s) € {5,7} and u;(vi4s) €
{0,a}. By reversing the labels of vertices if necessary, we may assume that s = —1. Recall that
u;(vj) #d(v;) = forall j € {1,...,n} — {i,n}. Hence u;(vi11) = f unless i +1 = n.

Now let us show that

{5 ifit1<j<n-—1,
u;(v;) = L
Bor~vy if j=n.
We proceed by induction on j. We already show this for j = ¢ + 1 and therefore we may assume
that j > i 4+ 2. By the induction hypothesis, u;(v;—1) = 8. Again by the induction hypothesis,
u;(vj_2) = B if j —2 > 4. Note that u;(v;) = v and therefore (u;(vj_2),a)x = 1. Hence 0 =
(wi, t5-1) = (ui(vj_2), )k + (Wi(vj—1), )k + (Ui (vj), )k = 1+ (u;(v;), @)k and so we deduce that
u;(vj) € {B,~}. If j < n, then u;(v;) = S because u;(v;) # d(v;) = 7. Therefore Claim I is proved.

Claim II. For all 1 <i <n—1, c(v;) = .

Let us fix 3 < i < n —3. By Claim I, either u;(viy1) = w(vig2) = -+ = wj(vp—1) = B or
u;(vi—1) = wi(vi—2) = -+ = w;(vy) = [. By reversing the labels of vertices if necessary, we may
assume that u;(vi+1) = w(vig2) = -+ = Wi(vp—1) = B. So c(vit1) = c(vig2) = -+ = c(vp—1) = B.

Then by Claim I, we may assume that u;1(vi12) = 5, because otherwise c(v;) = u;y1(v;) = 8 for all
1 <j <i. Asuiyi(vip2) = 8 # 0, by Proposition 3.7, w;12(vi+1) # 0. Then u;y2(vi41) = c(viy1) = B.
By Claim I, for all 1 < j <i+ 1, u;11(vj) = 8 and thus c(v;) = 8. Hence Claim II is proved.

Let t := > ; t;. Then t(v;) = § for all <. By Claim II, u,(v;) € {0,c(v;)} = {0,8} for all
1<j<n-—1. Then as 0 = (u,, t) = (u,(v,), B)k, we deduce that u,(v,) € {0,8}. Then u,(v,) =
because u,(v,) = d(v,) # 0. Thus,

d(or) = {ﬁ if i = n,

~v otherwise.

Then c(vy,) is « or 7 because c(v,) # d(v,) = 5. By Claim I, c(v,) = ui(v,) € {B8,7v} and therefore

by Claim II,
if i =n,
c(v;) =1 | .
8 otherwise.
Hence by Claim I, u;(v,) = c(v,) = v for every 1 <i <n—1.
Claim III. If 1 <i <n —2 and u;(v;+1) = 0, then for each j withi4+1<j <n-—1,

ui(vj):{o if j#i (mod 2),

[ otherwise.

We may assume that i+2 < n—1. By Claim II, u;(v;12) € {0, 8}. Since u;(v;) = v and w;(vi41) =
0, we have 0 = (u;, ti+1) = (W;(v;), )k + (Wi (vit1), B) k + (Wi(vig2), @)k = 1 + (u;(vit2), )k and so
u;(vi42) = B. Therefore we may assume that j > i + 3. By Claim II, u;(vj—2), w;(vj—1), and u;(v;)
are in {0,8}. Then 0 = (u;,t;—1) = (wi(vj—2), @)k + (u;(vj), @)k and so u;(vj_2) = uw;(v;). This
proves Claim III.
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By Claim I, u; (vy,) = ¢(v,) = v and uy(ve) = 0. Then 0 = (uy, t,,) = (uy(v1), ) g +(ui(vy), B)x +
(ui(vp—1), )k = (u1(vp—1), @) . Hence uy(v,—1) = 0 because ¢(v,—1) = . Then by Claim III, n is
odd.

By Claims I and III,

0 ifje{2,4,6,...,n—1}
ui(vj) = ¢ ifj € {Ln},
[ otherwise.
Then by Proposition 3.7, uj(vi) = 0 for j € {2,4,6,...,n —1}. Then again by Claims I and III, for
each i € {2,4,6,...,n — 1},
0 ifje{1,3,5,...,i—1},
ui(vj) = ¢ if j € {i,n},
[ otherwise.

By symmetry, we also conclude that for each i € {1,3,5,...,n — 2},

0 ifje{n—1,n—-3n—->5...,i+1},
ui(vj) =97 lf] S {z’,n},

B otherwise.

Note that for 1 < i < j < n, two vertices v; and v; are adjacent in G if and only if u;(v;) # 0.
Therefore, G = H,,. O

Proof of Corollary 1.2. If G is not locally equivalent to a cycle, then by Theorem 1.1, G has a non-
essential vertex v € V(G) — {z} and so G\ v or G * v \ v is prime. Therefore we may assume that G
is locally equivalent to a cycle C. Suppose that for all v € V(G) — {z}, neither G \ v nor G *xv \ v is
prime. Because C % v \ v is prime, G/v is prime. By Lemma 8.1, |V (G)| is odd, G is isomorphic to
Hpy (@), and z is adjacent to all other vertices, a contradiction. O
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A Lemma 7.7: An alternative proof

To prove Lemma 7.7 without using isotropic systems and Theorem 7.8, we first review double occur-
rence words, chord diagrams, and circle graphs based on Bouchet [8].

A double occurrence word is a sequence of letters such that each letter appears exactly twice.
The circle graph A(m) of a double occurrence word m is a graph such that (i) its vertex set is the
set of letters appearing in m, and (ii) two vertices v and w are adjacent if and only if they appear
alternatively in m, that is, m = (---v---w---v---w---) or (+--w---v---w---v---). For instance,
A(abacbe) is a path with 3 vertices.

Given a double occurrence word m, let us write letters of the word along a circle. Then by
connecting the same letters by a chord, we obtain a chord diagram D(m); see Figure 9. We can regard
every chord diagram as a cubic multigraph whose vertices are ends of chords, and edges are chords
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c b
D(m) T(m)

Figure 9: Drawings of D(m) and T'(m), where m = (ababcc).

U3 U1
V2 V2
V4 U7
U3 U1
(%3 Ve
Uy v7
U6 Us

Figure 10: A drawing of D(m7).

and segments of the circle cut by ends of chords. By contracting all chords of D(m), we obtain a
4-regular multigraph T'(m).

For a double occurrence word m and a letter v in m, let m * v be the double occurrence word
obtained from m by reversing the sub-word between two v’s. For instance, (abcdabed) b = (abadcbed).
One may observe that A(m xv) = A(m) *v and T'(m * v) = T(m).

The square G? of a graph G is a graph on V(G) such that two vertices are adjacent in G? if and
only if their distance is at most two in G.

Lemma A.1 (see Godsil and Royle [14, Lemma 17.5.1]). Let m be a double occurrence word. Then
D(m) is a planar graph if and only if A(m) is bipartite.

Proof of Lemma 7.7. Suppose that a bipartite graph G is locally equivalent to an odd cycle Cj, with
k > 5. The odd cycle Cy is a circle graph, and let m; be a double occurrence word such that
A(my) = Cy; see Figure 10. Since G and CY}, are locally equivalent, there is a sequence ay,as,...,a;
of vertices such that G = Cp xay * -+~ xay = A(mg) *xay * -+ xap = A(myg xay % -+ % ay). Let
m = my*aj*---*xa;. By Lemma A.1, D(m) is planar. Then T'(m) is planar because T'(m) is a minor
of D(m).

It is easy to see that T'(my,) is isomorphic to C,f. Note that C§ is isomorphic to the complete graph
with 5 vertices, and C’gJr2 with ¢ > 3 has a minor isomorphic to CZQ. Therefore, T'(my) is not planar,
and this contradicts that T'(my) = T'(m) is planar. O

B Binary matroids with few non-essential elements

In this section, we will explain why our theorems restricted to bipartite graphs are equivalent to known
theorems on binary matroids due to Oxley and Wu. We use the same terminology as used in Oxley
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and Wu [19, 20]. An element e of a 3-connected matroid M is deletable if M \ e is 3-connected, and
it is contractible if M /e is 3-connected. We say e is non-essential if it is deletable or contractible.

B.1 Fewer than two non-essential elements
We first review the result of Oxley and Wu [20] extending Tutte’s wheel and whirl theorem [24, 8.3].

Theorem B.1 (Oxley and Wu [20, Corollary 3.5]). Let M be a 3-connected matroid with at least four
elements. Then M has fewer than two non-essential elements if and only if M is a wheel or a whirl.

Since whirls are non-binary, we obtain the following consequence for binary matroids.

Corollary B.2. Let M be a 3-connected binary matroid with at least four elements. Then M has
fewer than two non-essential elements if and only if M is a wheel.

We will show the equivalence of Corollary B.2 and Corollary 1.4. For a base B of a matroid M,
the fundamental graph of M with respect to B is a graph on E(M) such that two vertices x and y are
adjacent if and only if BA{z,y} is a base of M. It is well known that fundamental graphs determine
connected binary matroids up to duality.

The connectivity function of a matroid M with the rank function r is defined as a function, denoted
by Aar, on subsets of E(M) such that Ay (X) = r(X)+r(E(M)—X)—r(E(M)) for each X C E(M).
Oum [17] observed that if G is a fundamental graph of a binary matroid M, then Ay (X) is equal to
the cut-rank function of G and therefore M is 3-connected if and only if GG is connected and prime.
Since all prime graphs with at least four vertices are connected, we deduce the following easily.

Lemma B.3. Let M be a binary matroid with at least four elements and let G be its fundamental
graph. Then M 1is 3-connected if and only if G is prime. U

Minors of binary matroids correspond to pivot-minors of their fundamental graphs as follows.

Lemma B.4 (Oum [17]). Let G be the fundamental graph of a binary matroid M with respect to a
base B. Then the following hold.

(i) For an edge uv of G, G ANwv is the fundamental graph of M with respect to BA{u,v}.
(ii) Forv e E(M)— B, G\ v is the fundamental graph of M \ v with respect to B.
(iii) Forv € B, G\ v is the fundamental graph of M /v with respect to B — {v}.

It is easy to see that Us 4 is the unique 3-connected matroid on four elements and therefore there
is no binary 3-connected matroid on four elements. So we deduce the following by using the previous
two lemmas.

Lemma B.5. Let M be a 3-connected binary matroid with at least four elements and let G be its
fundamental graph. Then e € E(M) is non-essential in M if and only if it is non-pivotal in G. O

Now we are ready to show how Corollary 1.4 implies Corollary B.2.

Proof of Corollary B.2 using Corollary 1./. Suppose that M has fewer than two non-essential ele-
ments. Let G be a fundamental graph of M. Then V(G) = E(M) and by Lemmas B.3 and B.5, G is
prime and has fewer than two non-pivotal vertices. By Corollary 1.4, G is pivot-equivalent to an even
cycle C. By Lemma B.4(i), C' is a fundamental graph of M and so M is a wheel.

Conversely, a wheel with at least six elements has no non-essential elements. This completes the
proof. O

Finally, we prove that Corollary B.2 implies Corollary 1.4.

Proof of Corollary 1./ using Corollary B.2. Suppose that G is a prime bipartite graph with at least
four vertices having fewer than two non-pivotal vertices. Let M be a binary matroid having G as a
fundamental graph. Then by Lemmas B.3 and B.5, M is 3-connected and has fewer than two non-
essential elements. By Corollary B.2, M is a wheel and by Lemma B.4(i), G is pivot-equivalent to an
even cycle. O
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Y1 r1 Y2

Figure 11: A twisted wheel (left) and a multidimensional wheel (right).

B.2 Exactly two non-essential elements

We now discuss the relation between Corollary 1.7 and the results of Oxley and Wu [19]. Before stating
theorems in [19] and their corollary restricted to binary matroids, we quickly review some graphs and
binary matroids defined in [19].

A twisted wheel is a graph obtained from the disjoint union of two paths P; from z; to y; and
P, from x5 to yo, each of length at least 2, by adding edges from x; to every vertex of Ps_; for all
i = 1,2 and adding an edge y1y2, see Figure 11(left). Note that if M is the cycle matroid of a twisted
wheel, then its fundamental graph with respect to the base marked by thick edges in Figure 11(left)
is isomorphic to (1, a,b) with odd integers a,b > 5.

A multidimensional wheel is a graph obtained from 6(¢y,...,¢;) with k& > 3 and {¢q,...,0; > 2
by adding a new vertex ¢ adjacent to all the other vertices, see Figure 11(right). If M is the cycle
matroid of such a multidimensional wheel and B is its base consisting of the edges incident with ¢,
then its fundamental graph with respect to B is isomorphic to 6(2¢1,...,2¢;) and the two vertices of
degree k belong to B.

For a binary matroids M; and a matroid Ms, if T := E(M;) N E(Ms) is a triangle in both M;
and My, then there is a unique matroid Pr(My, M,), called the generalized parallel connection of My
and My across T, on E(M;) U E(Ms) such that for every subset X of E(M;)U E(Ms), it is a flat in
Pp(M;y, Ms) if and only if X N E(M;) is a flat in M; and X N E(M>) is a flat in Ms. Observe that if
M7 and M5 have binary representations

1
1|

10
M1 . 01
0 By

10
5 M22 0 1
0

where the first three columns are indexed by elements of T in the same order and O represents a zero
matrix, then Pp(Mj, Ms) has the following binary representation

10 1
011A1A2
0 B.| 0
0 0 | By

For a positive integer k, a binary matroid A is the vector matroid associated with the following
(k4 1) x (2k 4+ 2) binary matrix
I, 0 1-1, 1
(O 1 1 1) ’

where 1 is a matrix whose every entry is 1. If k is odd, then let by, ..., b, x,a1,...,ar,y be the indices
of the columns in order, and if k is even, then let by,...,bx_1,ax,T,a1,...,05_1, bk, y be the indices of
the columns in order; see [19, page 225]. Then by rearranging the columns by, ..., bk, y,a1,...,ax,x in

order and taking elementary row operations, we obtain another binary representation of Ay as follows:

I, 0 I 1> 1 if k is odd,
where 0, :=
< 0 1 1 4 b {0 otherwise.
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Note that for each i € {1,2,...,k}, T; := {y, a;, b;} is a triangle of Ax. We are going to define matroids
Mi(n1,n9,...,nk) and Ma(nq,ne,...,ng) for positive integers ny,ng,...,ng. Let Wi, Wa, ... Wy be
matroids such that for each i € {1,2,...,k}, W; =& M(Wyp,12), E(W;) N E(Ax) = T;, and T; is a
triangle of W;. For each i € {0,1,2...,k}, let

N if i =0,
! Pr, (Wi, N;_1) \ ©; otherwise

where z; is the unique element of T; in a rim of W;. If x; = a; for each ¢ = 1,2,...,k, then we
define Mi(nq,...,ng) := Ng. If &; = a; for each i = 1,2,...,k — 1 and z = by, then we define
Ms(nq,...,ng) := Ng. Then M;(ny,...,nk) has the following standard binary representation:

Iy, -~ 0 0 A, -- 0 1
o - I, 0 0 - A, 1
0 - 0 1 Ry - Ry &

where A,, is an n X n matrix such that all diagonal entries and (i + 1,4)-entries with 1 <i <n —1
are one and the other entries are zero, and R, is a 1 X n matrix such that (1,n)-entry is one and the

other entries are zero. Similarly, Ms(nq,...,n;) has the following standard binary representation:
I, - 0 0 A, --- 0 1
0 - I,, 0 0 - A, 1
o -~ 0 1 R, - R, 1-0

Then we deduce that Mj(nq,...,n;) has a fundamental graph isomorphic to §(1,2n; +1,...,2n;+1)
if k is odd and 6(2n; + 1,...,2nk + 1) otherwise. Similarly My(ny,...,n;) has a fundamental graph
isomorphic to (2ny +1,...,2n, + 1) if k is odd and 6(1,2n; + 1,...,2n% + 1) otherwise.

Now we state two results of Oxley and Wu [19] and their corollary for binary matroids.

Theorem B.6 (Oxley and Wu [19, Theorem 1.3]). The class of 3-connected matroids that have exactly
two non-essential elements, each of which is deletable, coincides with the class of matroids that are
constructed as described in (1)-(vi) of [19, Theorem 1.5].

Theorem B.7 (Oxley and Wu [19, Theorem 1.4]). The class of 3-connected matroids that have exactly
two non-essential elements, one of which is deletable and one of which is contractible, coincides with

the non-wheels and non-whirls that are in the class of matroids constructed as described in (i)—(vi)
of [19, Theorem 1.4].

Because deletable elements of a matroid are precisely contractable elements of its dual matroid,
the above two theorems give a full characterization of 3-connected matroids that have exactly two
non-essential elements. The construction of matroids described in Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 in [19] is
complicated, but it is simpler for binary matroids as described below. The following corollaries can
be deduced directly from Corollary 5.4 (or Theorems 5.1 and 5.2) in [19].

Corollary B.8. The class of 3-connected binary matroids that have exactly two non-essential elements,
each of which is deletable, coincides with the class of the cycle matroids of multidimensional wheels.

Corollary B.9. The class of 3-connected binary matroids that have exactly two non-essential elements,
one of which is deletable and one of which is contractible, coincides the class of

(i) the cycle matroids of twisted wheels and

(ii) Mi(ni,...,ng) and Ma(ni,...,ng) for k>3 and ny,...,ng > 1.
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If a matroid M is isomorphic to Uy 3, Us 3, or the cycle matroid of a triangle-sum of n wheels with
n > 2, then M has exactly three non-essential elements; see the first two lines of page 225 and the
first sentence of the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [19]. Thus, we deduce the following proposition from [19,
Corollary 5.4].

Proposition B.10. A 3-connected binary matroid with at least four elements has exactly two non-
essential elements if and only if it is isomorphic to one of the following matroids:

(i) the cycle matroid of a twisted wheel,
(ii) the cycle or cocycle matroid of a multidimensional wheel, and
(iii) Mi(ni,...,ng) or Ma(ny,...,ng) for some k >3 and ny,...,ng > 1.

Then Corollaries B.8 and B.9 follow Proposition B.10 by checking whether non-essential elements
in matroids from (i)—(iii) in Proposition B.10 are deletable or contractible. This can be easily done
by observing their fundamental graphs.

As an example, let us check non-essential elements in the cycle matroid M of a twisted wheel. Let
B be its base inducing a fundamental graph G isomorphic to 6(1, a,b) with odd a,b > 5. Let x and y
be vertices of degree 3 in G such that x € B and y € V(G) — B, respectively. Then as G/z and G/y
are prime, by Lemmas B.4 and B.3, z is deletable and y is contractible in M. Moreover, since neither
G\ z nor G \ y is prime, x is not contractible and y is not deletable in M. This strategy of deciding
deletable and contractible elements similarly works for other matroids in the previous proposition.

Now, the following lemma immediately shows that Proposition B.10 and Corollary 1.7 are equiv-
alent, assuming Corollary 1.4. We omit its easy proof.

Lemma B.11. The following are equivalent for a binary matroid M.
(i) M is isomorphic to one of (1)—(iii) in Proposition B.10.
(ii) M has a fundamental graph isomorphic to one of the following.

e 0(1,a,b) with odd integers a,b > 5,
o 0(201,...,20,) with k >3 and £y,..., 0k > 2, and
e 0(2n1+1,...,2n +1) or 0(1,2n1 +1,...,2n + 1) with k > 3 and nq,...,n; > 1.

(iii) M has a fundamental graph that is isomorphic to a graph in © and is not pivot-equivalent to an
even cycle. O
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