
CANONICAL BINARY ∆-MATROIDS

Rémi Cocou Avohou, Brigitte Servatius, and Herman Servatius

Abstract. The handle slide operation, originally defined for ribbon graphs, was extended to

delta-matroids by I. Moffatt and E. Mphako-Bandab, who show that, using a delta-matroid
analogue of handle slides, every binary delta-matroid in which the empty set is feasible can be

written in a canonical form analogous to the canonical form for one-vertex maps on a surface.

We provide a canonical form for binary delta-matroids without restriction on the feasibility of
the empty set.
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1. Introduction

Whitney introduced the concept of matroid in 1935, while working on abstract properties of
linear dependence, and by now there are many excellent books on matroid theory, see for example
[Wel76, Tut71, Rec89, Pit14, Oxl11]. Matroid theory has an interesting feature in that
there are many different but equivalent ways of defining a matroid: in terms of independent sets,
definition in terms of circuits, in terms of bases, in terms of spanning sets, to name just a few.

In terms of bases, a matroid is defined as follows. A matroid M is a pair (E,B), where E is
a nonempty finite set and B is a nonempty collection of bases, which are subsets of E, satisfying
the following requirement known as the basis exchange axiom (EA).

(EA) if B1 and B2 are bases, and b1 is any element of B1 \B2, then there is an element b2 of
B2 \B1 such (B1 \ {b1}) ∪ {b2} = B1∆{b1, b2} is also a base.

Subsets of bases are referred to as independent sets, sets that are not independent are called
dependent sets, minimal dependent sets are called cycles, and sets containing a basis are referred
to as spanning.

A matroid is called representable over a field F if its elements can be injectively mapped
into a set of vectors of a vector space over F such that independent sets get mapped to linearly
independent sets of vectors. A matroid is binary if it can be represented by a vector space over
GF (2), the finite field on two elements. A regular matroid is representable over every field.

By substituting the symmetric difference for the set difference in the Exchange Axiom (EA), we
obtain the Symmetric Exchange Axiom (SEA), which is used by Bouchèt [Bou87, Bou89, BD91]
to define ∆-matroids extending the concept of matroid [Oxl11]. A ∆-matroid D is a finite set E
and a collection F of subsets of E called feasible sets satisfying the condition that
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(SEA) if F1 and F2 are in F and x ∈ F1∆F2 then there exists a y ∈ F2∆F1 such that
F1∆{x, y} ∈ F . Note that x = y is allowed.

The notion of binary matroid is naturally extended to ∆-matroids by A. Bouchèt in [Bou87,
Bou89, BD91, ASS21b, ASS19] giving birth to binary ∆-matroids. Furthermore, an interest-
ing operation known in the class of one vertex ribbon graphs, also known as rosettes or disc-band
surfaces, found an extension to ∆-matroids [MMB17]. And, the class of binary ∆-matroids is
proved to be the only class of ∆-matroids closed under handle slides [Avo21]. A handle slide in
the context of ribbon graphs is the movement of the end of one edge over an edge adjacent to it in
cyclic order at a vertex. Under this operation, every rosette has the canonical form Bi,j,k, which
consists of i orientable loops not interlacing any other loop, j pairs of interlaced orientable loops,
and k non-orientable loops not interlacing any other loop. This is essentially the classification of
surfaces with boundary up to homeomorphism: j corresponds to the number of tori, k the number
of real projective planes, and i + 1 the number of holes in the surface.

In [MMB17], a more algebraic formulation of the handle slides operation was introduced,
and an analogue of canonical rosette was found for the class of binary ∆-matroids where the empty
set is a feasible:

Theorem 1. Let D = (E,F) be a binary ∆-matroid in which the empty set is feasible. Then,
for some i, j, k, there is a sequence of handle slides taking D to Di,j,0 if D is even, or Di,0,k,
with k 6= 0, if D is odd. Furthermore, if some sequences of handle slides take D to Di,j,k and to
Dp,q,r then i = p, and so D is taken to a unique form Di,j,0 or Di,0,k by handle slides.

In this theorem each Di,j,k represents the ∆-matroid of Bi,j,k in which the ground set is the
edges of Bi,j,k and the feasible set is the collection of its spanning quasi-trees.

The same paper [MMB17] asked for a canonical form for a binary ∆-matroid and conjecture
such a form. This work gives the proof of a refined version. The section 2 that follows provides
a quick review of some fundamentals in matroids and ∆-matroids. Section 3 deals with a set of
lemmas as well as the proof of the conjecture that is reformulated in Theorem 5.

2. Preliminaries

Let D = (E,F) be a delta-matroid. There are two matroids found as substructures of D,
namely the upper matroid whose bases are the feasible sets of D of largest cardinality, and the
lower matroid, whose bases are the smallest feasible sets of D.

Let M = (E,B) be a matroid defined by its bases set B. Subsets of bases are called independent
sets, sets that are not independent are dependent sets, minimal dependent sets are called cycles,
and sets containing a basis are referred to as spanning sets. We have the following theorem from
[ASS21a, ASS19].

Theorem 2. If D is a ∆-matroid and F is a feasible set of D, then F is spanning in the
lower matroid and independent in the upper matroid.

To each matroid M = (E,B) there is a dual matroid M∗ = (E,B∗) with B∗ = {E \B|B ∈ B,
and to each ∆-matroid D = (E,F) there is a dual ∆-matroid D∗ = (E,F∗) with F∗ = {E\F |F ∈
F . A loop of D is an element of E which is not contained in any feasible set of D, while a coloop
of D is not contained in any feasible set of D∗. Note that the upper (lower) matroid of D∗ is the
dual of the lower (upper) matroid of D.

Definition 1 (Elementary minors). Let D = (E,F) be a delta-matroid. The elementary
minors of D at e ∈ E, are the delta-matroids D − e and D/e defined by:

D − e =
(
E − e,

{
F |F ⊆ E − e, F ∈ F

})
,

if e is not a coloop, and

D/e =
(
E − e,

{
F |F ⊆ E − e, F ∪ e ∈ F

})
,

if e is not a loop. In case e is a loop or a coloop, we set D/e = D − e. The delta-matroid D − e
is called the deletion of D along e, and D/e the contraction of D along e.
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A ∆-matroid obtained from a ∆-matroid D by a ( possibly empty) sequence of deletions and
contractions is called a minor of D.

Let A = (avw : v, w ∈ E) be a symmetric binary matrix and A[W ] = (avw : v, w ∈ W )
for W ⊆ E. Assuming that A[∅] has an inverse, D(A) = (E, {W : A[W ] has an inverse}) is a
∆-matroid.

Definition 2 (Twist). Let D = (E,F) be a set system. For A ⊆ E, the twist of D with
respect to A, denoted by D ? A, is given by (E, {A∆X|X ∈ F}).

Note that for the dual D∗ of D we have D∗ = D ? E.

Definition 3 (Binary delta-matroid [Bou89, BD91]). A delta-matroid D = D(E,F) is said
to be binary if there exists F ∈ F and a symmetric binary matrix A such that D = D(A) ? F .

Definition 4 (Handle slides [MMB17]). Let D = (E,F) be a set system, and a, b ∈ E with
a 6= b. We define Dab to be the set system (E,Fab) where

Fab = F∆
{
X ∪ a|X ∪ b ∈ F and X ⊆ E − {a, b}

}
.

We call the move taking D to Dab a handle slide taking a over b.

Performing the handle slide operation on a given ∆-matroid does not necessarily result in
another ∆-matroid but the result is stable only for the class of binary ∆-matroids [Avo21].
There is a sequence of handle slides that can send any binary ∆-matroid, in which the empty set
is a feasible, to a particular ∆-matroid called canonical binary ∆-matroid.

The canonical binary ∆-matroid denoted by Di,j,k is a binary ∆-matroid in which the empty
set is a feasible and that arises as the direct sum of i copies of (e, {∅}), j copies of ({e, f}, {∅, {e, f}}),
and k copies of ({e}, {∅, {e}}). It is worth noting that the sum is performed on isomorphic copies
of these ∆-matroids with mutually disjoint ground sets. We denote by Di,j,k,l the ∆-matroid
consisting of the direct sum of Di,j,k with l copies of the ∆-matroids isomorphic to (e, {{e}}).

From this the conjecture is as follows:

Conjecture 1. For each binary ∆-matroid D, there is a sequence of handle slides taking D
to some Di,j,k,l where i is the size of the ground set minus the size of a largest feasible set, l is the
size of a smallest feasible set, 2j + k is difference in the sizes of a largest and a smallest feasible
set. Moreover, k = 0 if and only if D is even, and if D is odd then every value of j from 0 to

⌊
w
2

⌋
,

where w is the difference between the sizes of a largest and a smallest feasible set, can be attained.

3. Canonical binary matroids

Since a Delta-matroid for which upper and lower matroid are the same is just a matroid, we
start by looking for a normal form for binary matroids.

The term handle slide was originally used to describe the move on ribbon graphs which slides
the end of one edge over an edge adjacent to it in the cyclic order at a vertex. In case of 2-
connected graphic matroids one can still interpret Definition 4 as a sliding move on incident
edges, see Figure 1, while on non-incident edges the move results in merely a relabelling of the
edges. However, if the matroid information is not enough to draw the graph uniquely, for example
in the graph in Figure 2, where sliding a over an incident edge has essentially the same effect as
sliding it over a non-incident edge.
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Figure 1. Graphs with basis F , Fa,B , and Fa,A
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Figure 2. Graphs with identical bases set F

In Figures 1 and 2 we consider the familiar graphic matroid on the edge set of a (connected)
graph, whose bases are the spanning trees, which we may also consider the feasible sets of a ∆-
matroid. It is well known that the graphic matroid is regular, in particular it is binary, hence an
example of a binary ∆-matroid.

Let M = (E,B) be a matroid defined by its base set, F, F ′ ∈ B. Then there is a matching
between elements of F \ F ′ and F ′ \ F such that F∆{x, x′} ∈ B for every matched pair {x, x′},
which follows directly from EA. We conclude that every basis F ′ ∈ B of M may be written as
F ′ = F∆{x1, y1}∆{x2, y2}∆ · · ·∆{xP , yP }, with p ≤ |F | and such that xi ∈ F , yi /∈ F ∀i. We
say that p is the length of F ′ in the matroid M , and that B is described by F .

Note that the maximal length of a basis described by F depends on F . For example, if M is
the cycle matroid of the graph in Figure 1, K4, the maximum length of a basis with respect to
{A,B,C} is two, since every spanning tree intersects {A,B,C}, but the maximum length with
respect to {a,A,B} is 3, since the complement of {a,A,B}, namely {b, c, C} is also a basis.

The following theorem gives another characterization of binary matroids.

Theorem 3. Let M = (E,B) be a matroid, F ⊂ E, x1, y1 ∈ F (x1 6= y1) and x2, y2 /∈ F (x2 6=
y2) such that B =

{
F, F∆{x1, x2}, F∆{y1, y2}, F∆{x1, x2}∆{y1, y2}, F∆{x1, y2}, F∆{y1, x2}

}
.

The matroid M is not binary and no binary matroid has minor isomorphic to M .

Proof. Handling x2 over x1 gives the set

Bx2x1
= B∆

{
F∆{x1, x2}, F∆{y1, y2}∆{x1, x2}

}
=
{
F, F∆{y1, y2}, F∆{x1, y2}, F∆{y1, x2}

}
, (1)

on which the exchange axiom is not satisfied. In fact, if the EA was true and x1 ∈
(
F∆{y1, x2} \

F∆{x1, y2}
)
, we should find x ∈ (F∆{x1, y2} \ F∆{y1, x2}

)
such that F∆{y1, x2}∆{x1, x} ∈

Bx2x1
. The possible values of x are y1 or y2 and then F∆{y1, x2}∆{x1, x} = F∆{x1, x2} or

F∆{y1, x2}∆{x1, x} = F∆{y1, x2}∆{x1, y2}. None of them belong to Bx2x1
. �

To be binary, a matroid M must not have any U2,4 minors. Theorem 3 meets this condition
because the basis set of U2,4 is of the form

B =
{
F, F∆{x1, x2}, F∆{y1, y2}, F∆{x1, x2}∆{y1, y2}, F∆{x1, y2}, F∆{y1, x2}

}
.

Lemma 1. Let M = (E,B) be a matroid defined by its base set, F ∈ B, x, y, x′, y′ ∈ E and
x, x′ ∈ F . If F∆{x, y}, F∆{x′, y′} ∈ B and x 6= x′, then y = y′ or we have two possible cases:
F∆{x, y}∆{x′, y′} ∈ B or F∆{x, y′} and F∆{x′, y} belong to B. Furthermore if B contains an
element of the form F∆{x, y}∆{x′, y′} then F∆{x, y}, F∆{x′, y′} ∈ B or F∆{x, y′}, F∆{x′, y} ∈
B.

Proof. Consider F∆{x, y}, F∆{x′, y′} ∈ B, where x 6= x′. As x′ ∈ F∆{x, y} \ F∆{x′, y′}
then there is a ∈ F∆{x′, y′}\F∆{x, y} such that (F∆{x, y})∆{x′, a} ∈ B. Therefore a = x if y =
y′ and then (F∆{x, y})∆{x′, x} = F∆{x′, y} = F∆{x′, y′} ∈ B. In case y 6= y′ we have a = x, y′.
This implies that F∆{x′, y} or F∆{x, y}∆{x′, y′} belong to B. Furthermore x ∈ F∆{x′, y′} \
F∆{x, y} implies that there is b ∈ F∆{x, y} \ F∆{x′, y′} such that F∆{x′, y′}∆{x, b} ∈ B. In
the same way as above if y = y′ then b = x′ and then (F∆{x′, y′})∆{x, x′} = F∆{x, y′} =
F∆{x, y} ∈ B. For y 6= y′ we have b = x′, y implying that F∆{x, y′} or F∆{x, y}∆{x′, y′} belong
to B. This concludes the proof of the first part of this lemma. The proof for the second part is
similar, as it considers F, F∆{x, y}∆{x′, y′} ∈ B and applies the SEA. �
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Proposition 1. Let M = (E,B) be a binary matroid. Assume that B is described by F ⊂ E
and any element F ′ 6= F in B has a maximum length of 2. Then there is a sequence of handle
slides sending M to a matroid with a single element in its basis set.

Proof. If F ′ is the only element of B with the maximum length, any other element of B has
the form F∆{a, b} with a ∈ F and b /∈ F . Also F ′ is of the form F ′ = F∆{x1, x2}∆{y1, y2}
with x1, y1 ∈ F (x1 6= y1) and with x2, y2 /∈ F (x2 6= y2). As x1 ∈ F \ F ′ there is x′ ∈ F ′ \ F
such that F∆{x1, x

′} ∈ B. Let us assume that x′ = x2 without losing generality. As a re-
sult, F, F∆{x1, x2}, F∆{x1, x2}∆{y1, y2} ∈ B. We can also assert that, F∆{y1, y2} ∈ B or
F∆{x1, y2}, F∆{y1, x2} ∈ B. Indeed, if F∆{y1, y2} /∈ B as x2 ∈ F∆{x1, x2}∆{y1, y2} \ F , the
EA implies that there is x ∈ F \F∆{x1, x2}∆{y1, y2} such that F∆{x1, x2}∆{y1, y2}∆{x2, x} ∈ B
and this implies that x = y1. Therefore, F∆{x1, y2} ∈ B. Similarly, by taking y1 ∈ F \
F∆{x1, x2}∆{y1, y2}, we can prove that F∆{y1, x2} ∈ B. We obtain the following two con-
ditions: the four elements F, F∆{x1, x2}, F∆{y1, y2}, F∆{x1, x2}∆{y1, y2} are in B or the five
bases F, F∆{x1, x2}, F∆{x1, y2}, F∆{y1, x2}, F∆{x1, x2}∆{y1, y2} belong to B. The above com-
putation shows that if B contains an element of the form F∆{x1, x2}∆{y1, y2} then we get
F∆{x1, x2}, F∆{y1, y2} ∈ B or F∆{x1, y2}, F∆{y1, x2} ∈ B.

The matroid Mx1x2
will lose the bases F∆{x1, x2} and F∆{x1, x2}∆{y1, y2} but may gain

base of the form F∆{x1, x2}∆{a, b}; a ∈ F and b /∈ F . This is possible only when F∆{a, b} ∈ B
and a 6= x1, b 6= x2. From our previous result F∆{a, x2}, F∆{x1, b} ∈ B and taking (Mx2x1

)x2,a

or (Mx2x1)b,x1 will kill the new base F∆{x1, x2}∆{a, b}. Repeating the same computation after a
sequence of handle slides will yield a binary matroid M ′ = (E,B′) in which every element except
from F is of the form F∆{p, q} with p ∈ F and q /∈ F and can be killed in M ′qp and if any other
element F∆{r, s}∆{p, q} is created, it will still be removed by handle slides applying the process
described earlier.

In case M has another element F ′ = F∆{a1, b1}∆{b1, b2} of length 2, such that F∆{a1, b1},
F∆{b1, b2} ∈ B then we can possibly get in Mx2x1 an element of length 3 that is of the form
F∆{a1, b1}∆{a2, b2}∆{x1, x2} that will be removed as well by computing (Mx2x1

)a2a1
because

the base set F∆{b1, b2}∆{x1, x2} ∈ Bx2x1
. If one of the elements F∆{a1, b1} or F∆{b1, b2} /∈ B

then applying the previous results, F∆{a1, b2}, F∆{b1, a2} ∈ B. Since F∆{a1, b1}∆{a2, b2} =
F∆{a1, b2}∆{a2, b1} we can proceed as above. In conclusion any new element of length 3 that
we could create can be removed through a sequence of handle slides. The same process can be
extended to any element with a length greater than 3 through induction.

Finally a sequence of handle slides allows us to remove all the bases elements of M except
one. �

Theorem 4. Let M = (E,B) be a binary matroid. There is a sequence of handle slides that
sends M to a binary matroid with a single element in the basis set.

Proof. Let us proceed by induction on the maximum length n of the elements in B. The
Proposition 1 solves the cases n = 1, 2. Assume that B contains an element F ′ of length 3 of the
form F∆{a, b}∆{p, q}∆{r, s}. As a result, we can claim with confidence that F∆{a, b} ∈ B and
F∆{p, q} ∈ B. In fact, because a ∈ F \ F ′, there is x ∈ F ′ \ F such that F∆{a, x} ∈ B and we
can set x = b. Furthermore, p ∈ F∆{a, b} \ F ′ and thus there is y ∈ F ′ \ F∆{a, b} such that
F∆{a, b}∆{p, y}B and we can take y = q. Besides, F∆{p, x} ∈ B for some x = b, q, s as p ∈ F \F ′.
If x = p, s, we are done. Otherwise, F∆{p, b} ∈ B. In addition, F∆{a, b}∆{p, q}∆{b, x} ∈ B
for some x ∈ F \ F∆{a, b}∆{p, q}. As a result, x = a, p. We are done if x = a, other-
wise F∆{a, q} ∈ B. Then we have F∆{a, q}, F∆{p, b} ∈ B, which also solve the problem be-
cause we can interchange the role between p and a. Letting F∆{a, b} play the role of F we
can apply the second result in Lemma 1 and obtain F∆{a, b}∆{p, q}, F∆{a, b}∆{r, s} ∈ B or
F∆{a, b}∆{p, s}, F∆{a, b}∆{r, q} ∈ B. Continuing in the same manner as before, we don’t
need to study the two cases since both of them will lead to the same conclusion. So we get
F∆{a, b}, F∆{p, q}F∆{a, b}∆{p, q}, F∆{a, b}∆{r, s} ∈ B and F ′ is killed in Mpq or Mrs. Fi-
nally, it is straightforward to demonstrate that we can send M to a binary matroid with a single
element in its basis set using a series of handle slides. �
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The binary matroid given by this theorem is known as the canonical binary matroid, and the
single element of the basis set corresponds to the set of edges of a spanning tree of the graph G if
M = M(G) is a connected graphic matroid.

4. Canonical binary ∆-matroids

The goal of this section is to solve the earlier introduced conjecture. As a result, we investigate
and address the main result of this paper.

Proposition 2. Let D = (E,F) be a ∆-matroid. There is a sequence of handle slides that
sends D to a ∆-matroid whose feasible set contains only one element of minimum size and one
element of maximum size.

Proof. Let Dl = (E,Fl) and Du = (E,Fu) be respectively the lower and the upper matroids
associated with a binary ∆-matroid D. It is obvious to see that if in Dab (a, b ∈ E; a 6= b) we
create a new feasible F ′, then r (Dl) ≤ |F ′| ≤ r (Du). This inequality implies that a sequence of
handle slides performed on D will always result in a ∆-matroid D′ of the same rank with D and
r (Dl) = r (D′l), r (Du) = r (D′u).

There is a sequence of handle slides from Theorem 4 that sends Dl and Du to canonical binary
matroids Cl and Cu respectively. The result is obtained by applying to D the sequence of handle
slides sending Du to Cu, followed by the sequence sending Dl to Cl. In fact, the first sequence
of handle slides results to a ∆-matroid, in which feasible set contains a single element F with
maximum size. Furthermore, Theorem 2 asserts that the lower matroid’s basis is independent
in the upper matroid, and that every basis in Dl is contained in F . Applying the handle slide
sequence from Dl to Cl will end the proof because any pair a, b in this sequence belongs to F and
will prevent us from creating new feasibles of size |F |.

�

Theorem 5. For each binary ∆-matroid D, there is a sequence of handle slides taking D to
some Di,j,k,l, where i is the size of the ground set minus the size of a largest feasible set, l is the
size of a smallest feasible set, 2j + k is difference in the sizes of a largest and a smallest feasible
set. Furthermore, the handle slides can take D to Di,j,0,l if D is even and to Di,0,k,l if D is odd.

Proof. Applying Proposition 2 to a binary ∆-matroid D yields a ∆-matroid D′ with a single
feasible F that is included in every other feasible of D′. The inclusion is due to Theorem 2 in
[ASS21a]. Therefore, D is isomorphic to the ∆-matroid obtained by taking the direct sum of the
∆-matroid D′/F⊕(F, {F}). With D′/F the ∆-matroid resulting from the contraction in D′ all the
elements of F and (F, {F}) the matroid whose ground set is F and F is the only element of its basis.
Because the binary ∆-matroid D′/F has the empty set as a feasible, and therefore from Theorem
1 it can be sent to a canonical binary ∆-matroid Di,j,k. In addition, (F, {F}) = ⊕e∈F ({e}, {{e}})
and setting |F | = l, we can clearly send (by handle slides) D to Di,j,k,l, the ∆-matroid consisting
of the direct sum of i copies of (e, {∅}), j copies of ({e, f}, {∅, {e, f}}), k copies of ({e}, {∅, {e}})
and l copies of ({e}, {{e}}).

Furthermore, D is even if and only if D′ is even, i.e. k = 0, and otherwise by a sequence of
handle slides we can send D to Di,0,k,l with k > 0. �

Example 1. The pair D = (E,F), with E = {1, 2, 3, 4} and

F =
{
{1}, {2}, {1, 2, 3}, {1, 2, 4}, {1, 3, 4}, {2, 3, 4}

}
,

is a binary ∆-matroid. In fact taking a twist with {1} gives the ∆-matroid in which the feasible
sets are the invertible submatrices of the adjacency matrix A of the graph in Figure 3. The vertex
i of the graph corresponds to row/column i of A.

A =


0 1 0 0
1 0 1 1
0 1 0 1
0 1 1 0

 .
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We now consider the following handle slides:

F12 = {{2}, {1, 2, 3}, {1, 2, 4}, {2, 3, 4}},
(F12)34 = {{2}, {1, 2, 4}, {2, 3, 4}},(

(F12)34

)
13

= {{2}, {2, 3, 4}},
and therefore by a sequence of handle slides we send D to ({1}, {∅}) ⊕ ({3, 4}, {∅, {3, 4}}) ⊕
({2}, {{2}}) which is isomorphic to the canonical ∆-matroid D1,1,0,1.

�
�
�
�
��

|
2

|
3

|1 |4

Figure 3. The graph of adjacency matrix A.

Cellularly embedded graphs on surfaces provide a rich source for binary ∆-matroids [ASS21b].
The lower matroid of such a ∆-matroid is the cycle matroid of the embedded graph G, while the
upper matroid is isomorphic to the co-cycle matroid of G∗, the geometric dual of G. For example
consider the graph G in Figures 4,5. If G is embedded on the sphere, then the cycle matroid of G
and the co-cycle matroid of G∗ are isomorphic and the upper and lower matroid are identical and
the feasible sets F of the corresponding ∆-matroid are the edge sets of the spanning trees of G,

F1 =
{
{1, 3, 4}, {1, 3, 5}, {1, 3, 6}, {1, 4, 5}, {1, 4, 6}, {2, 3, 4}, {2, 3, 5}, {2, 3, 6}, {2, 4, 5}, {2, 4, 6},

{3, 4, 5}, {3, 4, 6}
}
. (2)

However, if G is embedded on a torus such that its geometric dual becomes G∗ as in Figure 5,
then we get in addition to F1 the two sets

{1, 2, 3, 4, 5}, {1, 2, 3, 4, 6}},
so the corresponding ∆-matroid has F2 = F1 ∪ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}, {1, 2, 3, 4, 6}} as feasibles. The same
G and G∗ could be interpreted as coming from a map on the projective plane, in which case the
set {1, 2, 3, 4} also becomes feasible and F3 = F2 ∪ {1, 2, 3, 4} is again the collection of feasible
sets of a ∆-matroid, this time the feasible sets are of even and odd parity.

Let us examine the normal forms obtainable from F1,F2,F3 via a sequence of handle slides.
For F1 we can arrive at the edge set of a spanning tree of G of our choice, say {1, 3, 4}. Our canoni-
cal ∆-matroid becomes D3,0,0,3 = ({2}, {∅})⊕({5}, {∅})⊕({6}, {∅})⊕({1}, {{1}})⊕({3}, {{3}})⊕
({4}, {{4}}).

A normal form for a ∆-matroid with F2 as feasibles is D1,1,0,3 = ({6}, {∅})⊕({4, 5}, {∅, {4, 5}})⊕
({1}, {{1}})⊕ ({3}, {{3}})⊕ ({4}, {{4}}).

For F3, our example derived from a non-orientable map, we get D1,0,2,3 = ({6}, {∅}) ⊕
({2}, {∅, {2}})⊕ ({5}, {∅, {5}})⊕ ({1}, {{1}})⊕ ({3}, {{3}})⊕ ({4}, {{4}}).

G*G

Figure 4. G and G∗ on the sphere.
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G*G

Figure 5. G and G∗ on torus or projective plane.

References
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