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Abstract. Weakly modular graphs are defined as the class of graphs
that satisfy the triangle condition (TC) and the quadrangle condition
(QC). We study an interesting subclass of weakly modular graphs that
satisfies a stronger version of the triangle condition, known as the triangle
diamond condition (TDC). and term this subclass of weakly modular
graphs as the diamond-weakly modular graphs. It is observed that this
class contains the class of bridged graphs and the class of weakly bridged
graphs.

The interval function IG of a connected graph G with vertex set V is
an important concept in metric graph theory and is one of the prime
example of a transit function; a set function defined on the Cartesian
product V ×V to the power set of V satisfying the expansive, symmetric
and idempotent axioms.
In this paper, we derive an interesting axiom denoted as (J0′), obtained
from a well-known axiom introduced by Marlow Sholander in 1952, de-
noted as (J0). It is proved that the axiom (J0′) is a characterizing axiom
of the diamond-weakly modular graphs. We propose certain types of in-
dependent first-order betweenness axioms on an arbitrary transit func-
tion R and prove that an arbitrary transit function becomes the interval
function of a diamond-weakly modular graph if and only if R satisfies
these betweenness axioms. Similar characterizations are obtained for the
interval function of bridged graphs and weakly bridged graphs.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider only finite, simple, and connected graphs.Weakly mod-
ular graphs form an interesting class of graphs and are introduced by Chepoi in
[10]. Weakly modular graphs generalize a variety of classes of graphs in metric
graph theory such as modular graphs, Helly graphs, bridged graphs, and dual
polar graphs. Weakly modular graphs have applications beyond metric graph
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theory and studied in other fields of mathematics like geometric group theory,
incidence geometries and buildings, theoretical computer science, and combi-
natorial optimization, see, Chalopine et al. in [5], also, see the survey due to
Bandelt and Chepoi [4].

The main goal of the studies of graph classes in metric graph theory involves
the investigation that how far the properties of the standard path metric d in
these graph classes can be approximated with the main properties of classical
metric geometries like Euclidean ℓ2-geometry (and more generally, the ℓ1- and
ℓ∞-geometries), hyperbolic spaces, hypercubes, and trees. Several interesting
classes of graphs are identified to have such properties.

Weakly modular graphs and their subclasses are one of the central classes of
metric graph theory. Bridged graphs form an interesting subclass of weakly mod-
ular graphs. A graph G = (V,E) is a bridged graph if G has no isometric cycles
of length greater than 3. It is trivial to note that the family of bridged graphs
contain the family of chordal graphs. In [10], bridged graphs are characterized
as the so called (C4, C5)-free weakly modular graphs and in [11], Farber proved
that a graph G is a bridged graph if and only if all neighborhoods of convex sets
are convex. Another interesting subclass of weakly modular graphs is the class
weakly bridged graphs, a superclass of bridged graphs, defined in [5]. A graph G
is called weakly bridged if it is weakly modular without induced cycle of length
four.

In this paper, we introduce another subclass of weakly modular graphs, which
we name as diamond-weakly modular graphs. We prove that these graphs form
a super-class of weakly bridged graphs and bridged graphs. We characterize
these graphs using properties of the interval function of the graph. The interval
function IG of a graph G can be related to metric betweenness of G.

Recently, a new property in terms of the ‘natural betweenness’, namely the
metric betweenness in graphs is observed on the main classes of graphs in metric
graph theory in [6]. That is, the central classes of graphs in metric graph theory
are capable of a characterization in first order logic (definable in first order
logic) with the “ betweenness predicate” induced by the natural betweenness on
graphs. More precisely, the metric betweenness (or shortest path betweenness)
resulting from the graph metric d of graphs G = (V,E) are defined using the
ternary relation B(abc) on the vertex set V in such a way that “the vertex b
lies on some shortest path of G between the vertices a and c.” It is established
in [6] that the first order logic with betweenness, denoted in short as FOLB, is
a powerful logic as far as the first order axiomatization of graph properties are
concerned.

Metric betweenness can be expressed more conveniently by the interval func-
tion, defined for a connected graph G as the function IG : V × V −→ 2V with

IG(u, v) = {w ∈ V : d(u,w) + d(w, v) = d(u, v)}
= {w ∈ V : w lies on some shortest u, v − path in G}.

In this paper, we avoid the language of logic and use the interval function IG
rather than the betweenness relation B due to the simplicity of IG. The function
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IG is a well-known tool in metric graph theory and several authors have studied
the function IG, in particular, Mulder has given a systematic study of IG in the
axiomatic setting in [14]. The interval function of a weakly modular graph has
very special properties and a nice axiomatic characterization of I exists for G in
terms of an arbitrary set function known as a transit function in [3]. The term
transit function is due to Mulder [15], and it is introduced to generalize the three
classical notions in mathematics, namely, convexity, interval and betweenness
in an axiomatic approach. The concept of transit function is already known as
interval operator and is used by Van de vel in [24] in the context of convexity, see
also, [1,13]. Bandelt and Chepoi in [3] discussed the same concept for studying
metric properties of discrete metric spaces and graphs. In this paper, we follow
Mulder and use the term transit function.

Given a non-empty set V , a transit function is defined as a function R :
V × V −→ 2V satisfying the following three axioms:

(t1) u ∈ R(u, v), for all u, v ∈ V ,
(t2) R(u, v) = R(v, u), for all u, v ∈ V ,
(t3) R(u, u) = {u}, for all u ∈ V .

We may refer R as a transit function on V . If V is the vertex set of a graph
G, then we say that R is a transit function on G.

Given a transit function R on V , one can define the underlying graph GR of
a transit function R on V as the graph with vertex set V , where two distinct
vertices u and v are joined by an edge if and only if R(u, v) = {u, v}.

Nebeský initiated an interesting problem of characterizing the interval func-
tion I of a connected graph G = (V,E) using a set of simple first-order axioms
defined on an arbitrary transit function R on V during the 1990s. Nebeský
[17,18] proved that there exists such a characterization for the interval function
I(u, v) in terms of an arbitrary transit function R. More such characterizations
are described in [19,20,21,22,16].

In the rest of this section, we fix some of the graph theoretical notations and
terminology used in this paper. Let G be a graph and H a subgraph of G. The
subgraphH is called an isometric subgraph of G if the distance dH(u, v) between
any pair of vertices, u, v in H coincides with that of the distance dG(u, v). H
is called an induced subgraph if u, v are vertices in H such that uv is an edge
in G, then uv must be an edge in H also. A graph G is said to be H-free, if G
has no induced subgraph isomorphic to H. A k-wheel is a graph consisting of a
cycle on k-vertices, Ck ( k ≥ 4), and a central vertex adjacent to all the vertices
of the cycle. A wheel graph is a k-wheel for some k ≥ 4.

We consider the following metric conditions on a graph G:

– Triangle condition (TC): for any three vertices u, v, w with 1 = d(v, w) <
d(v, u) = d(u,w), there exists a common neighbor z of v and w such that
d(u, z) = d(u, v)− 1.

– Quadrangle condition (QC): for any four vertices u, v, w, y with d(v, y) =
d(w, y) = 1 and 2 = d(v, w) ≤ d(u, v) = d(u,w) = d(u, y)− 1, there exists a
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common neighbor z of v and w such that d(u, z) = d(u, v)− 1.

It can be easily verified that the conditions (TC) and (QC) can also be defined
in terms of the interval IG(u, v) instead of the distance d in G. Also, it follows
that graphs satisfying (QC) are precisely the class of modular graphs [5].

A graph G is weakly modular if its distance function d satisfies the triangle
and quadrangle conditions.

We organize the paper as follows. In Section 2, we define diamond-weakly
modular graphs and prove that the family of diamond-weakly modular graphs
contain the class of bridged graphs and weakly bridged graphs. Further, we prove
that the family of diamond-weakly modular graphs are closed under the oper-
ation of gated amalgamations. Section ??, we provide the implications of the
axioms that we consider in this paper for a general transit function R. In Sec-
tion 4, we characterize the diamond-weakly modular graph G using the axiom
(J0′) on its interval function IG and discuss the axiomatic characterization of
the interval function of the class of diamond-weakly modular graphs using an
arbitrary transit function R. In Section 5, we provide the axiomatic character-
izations of bridged graphs and weakly bridged graphs, respectively, using a set
of first-order axioms on an arbitrary transit function.

2 Diamond-weakly modular graphs

We first define the diamond-weakly modular graph, for that we introduce a
stronger version of triangle condition known as triangle diamond condition (TDC),
defined as follows.

– Triangle diamond condition (TDC): For any three vertices u, v, w with 1 =
d(v, w) < d(u, v) = d(u,w), there exists a common neighbor z of v and w
such that d(u, z) = d(u, v)− 1 and the vertices v, w, z should form diamonds
with vertices x and y where d(x, v) = d(y, w) = 1 and d(u, x) = d(u, v)− 1,
and d(u, y) = d(u,w)− 1.

A graph G is called diamond-weakly modular if its distance function d satisfies
(QC) and (TDC). It can be easily verified that the wheel graphs satisfy the
(TDC) and hence belong to the class of diamond-weakly modular graphs. Fur-
thermore, diamond-weakly modular graphs contain the class of modular graphs
by definition as it satisfies the quadrangle condition.

Now, we prove the interesting subclasses of weakly modular graphs such as
bridged graphs and weakly bridged graphs are diamond-weakly modular. For
that, we define some more graph theoretic terms defined in [12]. A cycle C is
well-bridged if and only if, for each v in C, either the neighbors of v in C are
adjacent, or dG(v, x) < dC(v, x) for some antipode x of v in C. An antipode of
a node v of C is a node of C at maximum distance from v along C.

Theorem 1. [12] If G is a bridged graph, then every cycle in G is well-bridged.
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Using this result, we have the following Lemma that bridged graphs are diamond-
weakly modular graphs.

Lemma 1. Bridged graphs satisfy (TDC) and hence are diamond-weakly mod-
ular graphs.

Proof. Suppose G is a bridged graph. Since bridged graphs are weakly modular
G satisfies (TC). Let u, y, v be the vertices such that 1 = d(v, y) < d(u, v) =
d(u, y) = m and let z be the vertex adjacent to both v and y with d(u, z) = m−1.
Suppose x be the vertex adjacent to y on I(u, y) and x′ be the vertex adjacent
to v on I(u, v). Consider the cycle C: xyz → u → x and has length at least four.
Since G is bridged, the cycle C is well bridged by Theorem 1. Consider the vertex
y, then either the neighbors of y in C are adjacent, or dG(y, a) < dC(y, a) for
some antipode a of y in C. But we have antipode of y in C is u and by assumption
dG(u, y) = dC(u, y) = m. Then the only possibility is that the neighbors of y in
C are adjacent. That is, x and z are adjacent. Similarly, we can prove that x′

and z are adjacent. Hence G satisfies (TDC) and hence G is a diamond-weakly
modular graph.

Clearly, the class of bridged graphs form a strict subclass of diamond-weakly
modular graphs. For example, W4 and W5 are diamond-weakly modular, but
they are not bridged graphs.

Weakly bridged graphs are superclass of bridged graphs. In [5], weakly bridged
graphs are defined as weakly modular graphs without an induced cycle of length
four. Next Lemma shows that weakly bridged graphs are diamond-weakly mod-
ular graphs.

Lemma 2. Weakly bridged graphs are diamond-weakly modular graphs.

Proof. Suppose G is a weakly bridged graph which is not a diamond-weakly
modular graph. Since G is weakly modular, it satisfies (TC), but it does not
satisfy (TDC). Let u, y, v be the vertices such that 1 = d(v, y) < d(u, v) =
d(u, y) = m and let z be the vertex adjacent to both v and y with d(u, z) = m−1.
Suppose x be the vertex adjacent to y on I(u, y) and x′ be the vertex adjacent
to v on I(u, v). We may suppose that z is not adjacent to x. Consider the cycle
C: xyz → u → x, which has a length of at least four. Now consider the vertices
x, z and u, 2 = d(x, z) and d(u, x) = d(u, z) = m− 1. Apply (QC) on x, z and
u, we have a w with w adjacent to both x and z with d(u,w) = m − 2. (Note
that w may be equal to u if cycle C has length four). Then the vertices y, x, z, w
will induce a cycle of length four, a contradiction to the assumption that G is
weakly bridged.

So far, we have modular graphs, bridged graphs, weakly bridged graphs,
the graphs W4 and W5 are diamond-weakly modular graphs. Note that there
are other diamond-weakly modular graphs which do not belong to any of these
graphs and some of them are given in figures 1.

Besides these graphs, the graphs obtained by identifying an outer edge of W5

with an edge in Kn are diamond-weakly modular graphs. The graphs obtained
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Fig. 1. diamond-weakly modular graphs

by identifying an outer edge of W4 with an edge uv in Kn and making the central
vertex of W4 adjacent to all the vertices in Kn other than the vertices u and v
are also diamond-weakly modular. Clearly, the graphs formed from any vertex
identification of any of the different combination of W4 and W5 with W4, W5

and bridged graph are diamond-weakly modular.
Let G1 be W4 or W5 and G2 be W4, W5 or bridged graph. Let G0 be any

isomorphic subgraph of both G1 and G2. Now consider the graph G obtained by
identifying G0 of G1 and G2 and making all the vertices in V (G1) \V (G2) adja-
cent to all the vertices in V (G2) \ V (G1). Then G is diamond-weakly modular.

Let y ∈ V (G). Then a vertex x in the set S ⊂ V is a gate in S for y, if
x ∈ I(y, w) for each w ∈ S. The set S is said to be gated if every vertex in G has
a gate in S. It is clear that for a vertex s ∈ S, s itself is the gate of S. That is,
S is gated if and only if every vertex y /∈ S has a gate in S. From the definition
of a gated set S, it follows easily that the intersection of two gated sets is gated.
The subgraph induced by a gated set S is usually called a gated subgraph of
G. Gated amalgamation is an operation that can be performed on gated subsets
(subgraphs) to form new gated sets (subgraphs). Gated amalgamation is well
known operation in metric graph theory [2]. It is defined for two gated sets G1

and G2 of G as follows. Let G1 and G2 be gated subgraphs of a graph G such
that G1 ∪ G2 = G and G1 ∩ G2 ̸= ∅. If in addition there are no edges between
G1 \G2 and G2 \G1 then G is a gated amalgam of G1 and G2. Equivalently, let
H1 be a gated subgraph of a graph G1 and H2 a gated subgraph of G2, where
H1 and H2 are isomorphic graphs. Then the gated amalgam of G1 and G2 is
obtained from G1 and G2 by identifying their subgraphs H1 and H2.

Theorem 2. Diamond-weakly modular graphs are closed under gated amalga-
mations.

Proof. Let G1 and G2 be two diamond-weakly modular graphs and G be the
graph obtained by the gated amalgamation of G1 and G2. Let H1 ∼ H2 = G0

be the isomorphic gated subgraphs of G1 and G2 which are identified to obtain
G. Now consider the vertex u and the edge vy in G with d(u, v) = d(u, y) = m.
Then the edge vy lies either in G1 or in G2, since there are no edges between
G1 \G2 and G2 \G1. Clearly, these three vertices satisfies (TDC) if they all lie
either in G1 or in G2. Suppose the vertex u lies in G1 \G2 and the edge vy lies
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in G2 \G1. Let g(u) be the gate of u in G2. Then g(u) will be the unique vertex
in G2 closest to u and g(u) ∈ I(u, v) ∩ I(u, y). Since d(u, v) = d(u, y) = m and
g(u) is the gate of u in G2, we get, d(g(u), v) = d(g(u), y). Then the vertices v,
y, g(u), with d(v, y) = 1 and d(g(u), v) = d(g(u), y) satisfies (TDC) on G, since,
they lie in the diamond-weakly modular graph G2. Hence the vertices u, v, y
satisfy (TDC) on G. Similarly, we can prove that G satisfies (QC).

Note that, diamond-weakly modular graphs are not closed under Cartesian
products. For example, consider the graph K3□K2. It follows that the graph
K3□K2 (the prism graph) is a weakly modular graph that doesn’t satisfy TDC.
We also have the following proposition.

Proposition 1. A graph G is diamond-weakly modular then G is weakly mod-
ular and if G contain C5,W

−
4 or house as induced subgraphs then there exists a

vertex adjacent to all the five vertices of these subgraphs.

Proof. Suppose G is a diamond-weakly modular graph. Then clearly, G is a
weakly modular graph. Assume G contains C5 as an induced subgraph with
u, x, y, v, x′ as its adjacent vertices. For the vertex u and the edge yv with
d(u, y) = d(u, v) = 2, there is a vertex z adjacent to all the y, v, x, x′ and u,
since G is diamond-weakly modular. So there exists a vertex z ∈ G such that z
is adjacent to all the vertices of C5. Similar situation hold in the case of induced
W−

4 and house.

The converse of above Proposition 1 need not be true and is illustrated in Fig-
ure 2

Fig. 2. The graph in the figure is weakly modular
and for the induced subgraphs, C5, house, and W−

4 ,
there exists a vertex adjacent to all the five vertices
of these subgraphs. But it is not diamond-weakly
modular, since the vertex u and the edge yv satisfies
(TC) but not (TDC). Here z1 is not adjacent to
x and z2 is not adjacent to x′. Also, the vertices
u, x, y, z1 and v induce a house and z2 is a vertex
adjacent to all the five vertices of the house. But
still, the graph do not satisfy (TDC).

3 Betweenness axioms for arbitrary transit function and
their implications

In this section, we consider a transit function R defined on a non-empty finite
set V and discuss the axioms and their relationships for R. These axioms will be
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used for the characterization of diamond-weakly modular graphs using the in-
terval function as well as the axiomatic characterization of the interval function
of diamond-weakly modular graphs, bridged graphs and weakly bridged graphs
using an arbitrary transit function R.

The following three axioms denoted as (b2), (b3), and (b4) together with the
defining transit axioms (t1), (t2) are essential and considered by Nebeský and
Mulder in the characterizations of the interval function I of a graph.

(b2) if x ∈ R(u, v) and y ∈ R(u, x), then y ∈ R(u, v),
(b3) if x ∈ R(u, v) and y ∈ R(u, x), then x ∈ R(y, v),
(b4) if x ∈ R(u, v), then R(u, x) ∩R(x, v) = {x}.

A transit function R satisfying axioms (b2) and (b3) is known as a geometric
transit function. Bandelt and Chepoi et al. in [3] introduced the axiom known
as (ta) for proving a necessary condition for a geometric transit function to be
the interval function of a connected graph. Further in [3], it is proved that the
axiom (ta) is satisfied by the interval function of a weakly modular graph.

(ta): if R(u, v)∩R(u,w) = {u}, R(u, v)∩R(v, w) = {v}, R(u,w)∩R(v, w) = {w}
and R(u, v) = {u, v}, then R(u,w) = {u,w} and R(v, w) = {v, w}, for all
u, v, w ∈ V .

The following axiom (J0) is due to Sholander in his attempt to prove the in-
terval function of trees in [23] during 1952. In [8], this axiom is shown to be a
characterizing axiom for the interval function of a Ptolemaic graph, see also [9].

(J0): if x ∈ R(u, y), y ∈ R(x, v), then x ∈ R(u, v), for all distinct u, v, x, y ∈ V .

We consider a slightly modified version of the axiom (J0), defined as follows;

(J0′): if x ∈ R(u, y), y ∈ R(x, v), R(u, y) ∩ R(x, v) ⊂ {u, x, y, v}, then x ∈
R(u, v), for all distinct u, x, y, v ∈ V .

We prove that this axiom is a characterizing axiom of the diamond-weakly mod-
ular graphs in Section 4, where we give a characterization of diamond-weakly
modular graphs G using its interval function IG and also provide an axiomatic
characterization of IG in terms of a set of first order axioms on an arbitrary
transit function R.

From the definitions of the axioms (J0) and (J0′), we have that the axiom
(J0) implies axiom (J0′), while the reverse implication is not true. In other
words, axiom (J0′) is a weaker axiom than (J0). Example 1 shows that (J0′) ̸⇒
(J0).

Example 1. For a transit function R on V , (J0′) ̸⇒ (J0)
Let V = {a, b, c, d, e}. Let R : V × V → 2V defined as follows. R(a, e) =
{a, e}, R(a, b) = {a, b}, R(b, e) = {b, e}, R(b, c) = {b, c}, R(c, e) = {c, e}, R(c, d) =
{c, d}, R(d, e) = {d, e}, R(a, c) = {a, b, c, e}, R(a, d) = {a, e, d}, R(b, d) =
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{b, c, d, e}, R(x, y) = R(y, x) and R(x, x) = {x}, for all x, y in V . We can see
that b ∈ R(a, c) and c ∈ R(b, d) but b /∈ R(a, d), so that R does not satisfy (J0)
axiom. We can see that there exists no u, v, x, y and z satisfying the assumptions
of the axiom (J0′) and hence the axiom (J0′) follows trivially.

In addition to the axiom (J0′), we consider the axioms (br) and (br′) for a
transit function R. These axioms are essential for the characterizations of bridged
graphs and weakly bridged graphs, which we prove in Section 5.

(br): if R(x, y) = {x, y}, R(x, u) = {x, u}, R(v, y) = {v, y} and z ∈ R(u, v), then
R(x, z) = {x, z} or R(y, z) = {y, z}, for any u, v, x, y, z.

(br′): if R(u, x) = {u, x}, R(x, v) = {x, v} and z ∈ R(u, v), then R(x, z) =
{x, z}, for any u, v, x, z.

We now state the Mulder- Nebeský Theorem stated in [16] characterizing the
interval function of an arbitrary connected graph using axioms on an arbitrary
transit function. In addition to the transit axioms (t1), (t2) and the betweenness
axioms (b2), (b3), (b4), the following axioms (s1) and (s2) are required in the
theorem.

(s1) : R(u, ū) = {u, ū}, R(v, v̄) = {v, v̄}, u ∈ R(ū, v̄) and ū, v̄ ∈ R(u, v), then
v ∈ R(ū, v̄).

(s2) : R(u, ū) = {u, ū}, R(v, v̄) = {v, v̄}, ū ∈ R(u, v), v /∈ R(ū, v̄), v̄ /∈ R(u, v),
then ū ∈ R(u, v̄).

Theorem 3. [16] Let R : V × V −→ 2V be a function on V , satisfying the
axioms (t1), (t2), (b2), (b3), (b4) with the underlying graph GR and let I be the
interval function of GR. The following statements are equivalent.

(a) R = I
(b) R satisfies axioms (s1) and (s2).

The axiom (ta) defined by Chepoi et al. in [3] is needed for the characteriza-
tion of IG of these graph classes (diamond-weakly modular, bridged graphs and
weakly bridged graphs). Also, it is proved in [3] that discrete geometric interval
space X satisfying the (ta) axiom is graphic. In our terminology, it means that
if R satisfies axioms (b2), (b3) and (ta) then R will coincide with the interval
function of the underlying graph GR.

Though, we give another proof establishing the dependency of the axioms
(b2), (b3), (ta), (s1) and (s2).

Lemma 3. Let R be a transit function on a nonempty set V satisfies the axioms
(b2) and (b3) then for any u, v and w, there exists x ∈ R(u, v) ∩ R(u,w) such
that R(x, v) ∩R(x,w) = {x}.

Proof. We have u ∈ R(u, v) ∩ R(u,w). If R(u, v) ∩ R(u,w) = {u}, then u is
the required x and completes the proof. If not, there exist a x1 such that x1 ∈
R(u, v) ∩ R(u,w). Then x1 ∈ R(u, v) and x1 ∈ R(u,w) and by (b1) we have
u /∈ R(x1, v) and u /∈ R(x1, w) imply that R(x1, v) ⊂ R(u, v) and R(x1, w) ⊂
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R(u,w) by (b2). Hence R(x1, v) ∩R(x1, w) ⊂ R(u, v) ∩R(u,w) and | R(x1, v) ∩
R(x1, w) |<| R(u, v)∩R(u,w) |. If R(x1, v)∩R(x1, w) = {x1}, complete the proof
with x = x1. Otherwise, there exist x2 such that x2 ∈ R(x1, v)∩R(x1, w) and by
the above argument we have R(x2, v)∩R(x2, w) ⊂ R(x1, v)∩R(x1, w) ⊂ R(u, v)∩
R(u,w) and | R(x2, v)∩R(x2, w) |<| R(x1, v)∩R(x1, w) |<| R(u, v)∩R(u,w) |.
If R(x2, v) ∩ R(x2, w) = {x2}, complete the proof with x = x2. Otherwise,
since V is finite, we can find xn with xn ∈ R(xn−1, v) ∩ R(xn−1, w) such that
R(xn, v) ∩ R(xn, w) ⊂ R(xn−1, v) ∩ R(xn−1, w) ⊂ ... ⊂ R(u, v) ∩ R(u,w) and
| R(xn, v) ∩ R(xn, w) |<| R(xn−1, v) ∩ R(xn−1, w) |< ... <| R(u, v) ∩ R(u,w) |
and R(xn, v) ∩R(xn, w) = {xn}.

Proposition 2. A transit function R defined on a non-empty set V satisfies
axioms (b2), (b3) and (ta) then R satisfies axioms (s1) and (s2).

Proof. Let R be a transit function satisfying (b2), (b3) and (ta). We have to show
that R satisfies (s1). Suppose not. That is R(u, ū) = {u, ū}, R(v, v̄) = {v, v̄}, u ∈
R(ū, v̄) and ū, v̄ ∈ R(u, v), and v /∈ R(ū, v̄). Consider the vertices ū, v, v̄.
claim 1: v̄ /∈ R(ū, v) and u /∈ R(ū, v).

If v̄ ∈ R(ū, v), we have ū ∈ R(u, v) and v̄ ∈ R(ū, v) ⇒ ū ∈ R(u, v̄) by (b3)
and then u ∈ R(ū, v̄), ū ∈ R(u, v̄) ⇒ u ∈ R(ū, ū), a contradiction. Therefore
v̄ /∈ R(ū, v). Also since ū ∈ R(u, v), by (b1) we have u /∈ R(ū, v). Hence the
claim.
Claim 2: R(ū, v̄) ∩R(ū, v) \ {ū} ≠ ϕ.

If R(ū, v̄)∩R(ū, v)\{ū} = ϕ, then R(ū, v̄)∩R(ū, v) = {ū}, R(ū, v̄)∩R(v̄, v) =
{v̄} and R(ū, v) ∩ R(v̄, v) = {v} and R(v, v̄) = {v, v̄} then by (ta) we can say
that R(ū, v̄) = {ū, v̄}, a contradiction since u ∈ R(ū, v̄). Therefore there ex-
ist a w1 with w1 ̸= ū such that w1 ∈ R(ū, v̄) ∩ R(ū, v). Hence the claim. Since
w1 ∈ R(ū, v̄)∩R(ū, v) by lemma 3, we can find y1 such that R(y1, v̄)∩R(y1, v) =
{y1}, and by (ta) on y1, v, v̄, we have R(y1, v̄) = {y1, v̄} and R(y1, v) = {y1, v}.
Since ū ∈ R(u, v), y1 ∈ R(ū, v) by (b3) we have ū ∈ R(u, y1). Now consider the
vertices u, v̄, y1, then analogous to claim1, here we can prove that v̄ /∈ R(u, y1)
and ū, y1 /∈ R(u, v̄) by (b3). Also we can prove R(u, v̄) ∩ R(u, y1) \ {u} ≠ ϕ by
applying (ta) on u, v̄, y1, therefore there exist a y2 with y2 ̸= u such that y2 ∈
R(u, v̄) ∩R(u, y1) and R(y2, v̄) ∩R(y2, y1) = {y2}. Then by (ta) on y2, y1, v̄, we
have R(y2, v̄) = {y2, v̄} and R(y2, y1) = {y2, y1}. Since u ∈ R(ū, v̄), y2 ∈ R(u, v̄),
we have u ∈ R(ū, y2) by (b3). Now consider ū, y1, y2, and apply the same as
above, we can find a y3 such that y3 ∈ R(ū, y1)∩R(ū, y2) and R(y3, y1) = {y3, y1}
and R(y3, y2) = {y3, y2}. Also ū ∈ R(u, y3). Continuing like this we can find
y4, y5, ... such that R(yk, yk−1) = {yk, yk−1} and R(yk, yk−2) = {yk, yk−2} and
for some k = 2m, u ∈ R(ū, yk) and ū ∈ R(u, yk−1). Since V is finite, we
can find some n such that either yn = u or yn = ū. If yn = u, we have
R(yn, yn−1) = {yn, yn−1} and R(yn, yn−2) = {yn, yn−2} and u ∈ R(ū, yn)
and also ū ∈ R(u, yn−1), a contradiction since R(u, yn−1) = R(yn, yn−1) =
{yn, yn−1}. If yn = ū, then ū ∈ R(u, yn) and also u ∈ R(ū, yn−1), a contra-
diction since R(ū, yn−1) = R(yn, yn−1) = {yn, yn−1}. In both case we have a
contradiction. Therefore v ∈ R(ū, v̄).
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Now we have to show that R satisfies axiom (s2). Suppose not. That is
R(u, ū) = {u, ū}, R(v, v̄) = {v, v̄}, ū ∈ R(u, v), v /∈ R(ū, v̄), v̄ /∈ R(u, v) and
ū /∈ R(u, v̄).
Claim 3: u /∈ R(ū, v̄). Suppose u ∈ R(ū, v̄). Consider the vertices ū, v̄, v. Since
ū ∈ R(u, v) by (b1) we have u /∈ R(ū, v). Also v̄ /∈ R(ū, v) since v̄ /∈ R(u, v) and
v /∈ R(ū, v̄). From these we have R(ū, v)∩R(v̄, v) = {v}, R(ū, v̄)∩R(v̄, v) = {v̄}
and R(v̄, v) = {v̄, v} also u ∈ R(ū, v̄). Then by (ta), R(ū, v)∩R(ū, v̄) \ {ū} ≠ ϕ.
That is there exist w1 such that w1 ∈ R(ū, v) ∩ R(ū, v̄). Hence by lemma 3,
there exist a y1 such that R(y1, v) ∩ R(y1, v̄) = {y1}. Then by (ta) on y1, v̄, v,
we have R(y1, v̄) = {y1, v̄} and R(y1, v) = {y1, v}. Also ū ∈ R(u, y1). That is we
have R(u, ū) = {u, ū}, R(v̄, y1) = {v̄, y1}, u, y1 ∈ R(ū, v̄), and ū ∈ R(u, y1), then
by (s1) v̄ ∈ R(u, y1) ⊆ R(u, v). That is v̄ ∈ R(u, v), a contradiction. Therefore
u /∈ R(ū, v̄) and hence claim 3.

Now consider u, ū, v̄. We have u /∈ R(ū, v̄), ū /∈ R(u, v̄) and v /∈ R(ū, v̄). Also
v /∈ R(u, v̄), since ū /∈ R(u, v̄). Apply (ta) on u, ū, v̄, we have two cases
case 1 R(u, v̄) ∩ R(ū, v̄) = {v̄}. Which implies that R(ū, v̄) = {ū, v̄} and
R(u, v̄) = {u, v̄} by (ta). Then consider v, ū, v̄, also it is clear that R(ū, v̄) =
{ū, v̄} and R(v, v̄) = {v, v̄}, then by (ta) on v, ū, v̄, we have R(ū, v) = {ū, v}.
Consider u, v, v̄. We have ū, v /∈ R(u, v̄) and v̄ /∈ R(u, v). Then R(u, v̄)∩R(v, v̄) =
{v̄}, R(u, v) ∩ R(v, v̄) = {v} and R(u, v) ∩ R(u, v̄) = {u} and R(v, v̄) = {v, v̄},
by (ta) we have R(u, v) = {u, v}, contradiction since ū ∈ R(u, v).
case 2 R(u, v̄) ∩ R(ū, v̄) ̸= {v̄}. That is there exist a x1 such that x1 ∈
R(u, v̄)∩R(ū, v̄), and by lemma 3, we may assume that R(x1, u)∩R(x1, ū) = {x1}
and by (ta) on u, x1, ū, we have R(u, x1) = {u, x1} and R(ū, x1) = {ū, x1}. Then
x1 ∈ R(u, v̄), but x1 /∈ R(ū, v). Now consider ū, x1, v.
Claim 4: ū /∈ R(x1, v). Suppose ū ∈ R(x1, v). Consider the vertices ū, v̄, v,
we have R(ū, v̄) ∩ R(v, v̄) = {v̄}, R(ū, v) ∩ R(v, v̄) = {v}, R(v, v̄) = {v, v̄}. If
R(ū, v̄)∩R(ū, v) = {ū}, then by (ta),we get R(ū, v̄) = {ū, v̄}, a contradiction as
x1 ∈ R(ū, v̄). So there exist a x2 such that x2 ∈ R(ū, v̄) ∩ R(ū, v). ū ∈ R(x1, v)
and x2 ∈ R(ū, v̄) implies ū ∈ R(x1, x2) by (b3). Now applay (s1) on the ver-
tices ū, x1, v̄, x2, we get v̄ ∈ R(x1, x2). Also ū ∈ R(x1, v), x2 ∈ R(ū, v) implies
x2 ∈ R(x1, v) by (b2) and v̄ ∈ R(x1, x2), x2 ∈ R(x1, v) implies v̄ ∈ R(x1, v)
by (b2). By (s1) on ū, x1, v̄, v, we get v ∈ R(ū, v̄), a contradiction. Therefore
ū /∈ R(x1, v), hence the claim. Now we have x1, v̄ /∈ R(ū, v) and ū /∈ R(x1, v).
Then R(ū, x1) ∩ R(ū, v) = {ū}, R(ū, x1) ∩ R(x1, v) = {x1}, R(ū, x1) = {ū, x1},
then we have to consider two cases
case 2.1 If R(ū, v) ∩ R(x1, v) = {v}, then by (ta) on ū, x1, v, we get R(ū, v) =
{ū, v} and R(x1, v) = {x1, v}. Now consider ū, v, v̄, we have R(ū, v) = {ū, v},
R(v, v̄) = {v, v̄} and x1 /∈ R(ū, v). Apply (ta) on ū, v̄, v, implies that R(ū, v̄) =
{ū, v̄}, contradiction to x1 ∈ R(ū, v̄).
case 2.2 R(ū, v)∩R(x1, v) ̸= {v}. Then there exist x2 such that x2 ∈ R(ū, v)∩
R(x1, v), and also by the lemma 3 we may assume that R(ū, x2) ∩ R(x1, x2) =
{x2} and by (ta) on x2, x1, ū we have R(ū, x2) = {ū, x2} and R(x1, x2) =
{x1, x2}. Also x2 ∈ R(ū, v) ⊆ R(u, v). That is x2 ∈ R(u, v), but x2 /∈ R(u, v̄).
Now consider x1, x2, v̄, by (ta) we get a x3 such that x3 /∈ R(ū, v), but x3 ∈
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R(u, v̄). Continuing like this we get x4, x5, ..., xn such that xn = v or xn = v̄. If
xn = v, then xn ∈ R(u, v), but xn /∈ R(u, v̄) and if xn = v̄, then xn /∈ R(u, v), but
xn ∈ R(u, v̄). Therefore in all the cases we have R(u, v̄)∩R(v, v̄) = {v̄}, R(u, v)∩
R(v, v̄) = {v} and R(u, v) ∩ R(u, v̄) = {u} and R(v, v̄) = {v, v̄}, and by (ta) on
v, u, v̄, we get R(u, v) = {u, v}, which is the final contradiction, since ū ∈ R(u, v).
Therefore ū ∈ R(u, v̄).

The following straightforward Lemma for the connectedness of the underlying
graph GR of a transit function R is proved in [7].

Lemma 4. [7] If the transit function R on a non-empty set V satisfies axioms
(b1) and (b2), then the underlying graph GR of R is connected.

We have the following Theorem.

Theorem 4. If R is a transit function on V satisfying the axioms (J0′) and
(b3), then R satisfies axiom (b2) and GR is connected.

Proof. Let R satisfies axioms (J0′) and (b3). To prove R satisfies (b2). For
u, x, y, v ∈ V , let x ∈ R(u, v), and y ∈ R(u, x). Since R satisfies (b3), we have
x ∈ R(u, v), y ∈ R(u, x) =⇒ x ∈ R(y, v). In axiom (J0′) the four elements
are distinct, so the required minimum cardinality of the set V is four and for
| V |≤ 3, (b2) holds trivially. We use induction on | V |≥ 4 and we explicitly
prove cases where | V |= 4, 5, 6, 7. We also use the fact that axiom (b3) implies
(b1).
Case 1: | V |= 4.
Let V = {u, x, y, v}. Here y ∈ R(u, x), x ∈ R(y, v). Since x ∈ R(u, v), we have
v /∈ R(u, x) by (b1). Then R(u, x)∩R(y, v) ⊂ {u, x, y, v} implies that y ∈ R(u, v)
by (J0′).
Case 2: | V |= 5.
Let V = {u, x, w1, y, v}. We have y ∈ R(u, x), x ∈ R(y, v) and if R(u, x) ∩
R(y, v) ⊂ {u, x, y, v} implies that y ∈ R(u, v) by (J0′) and we are done. Assume
w1 ∈ R(u, x)∩R(y, v) with w1 /∈ {u, x, y, v}. Now apply (b3) we get the following.
x ∈ R(u, v), w1 ∈ R(u, x) =⇒ x ∈ R(w1, v) , w1 ∈ R(y, v), x ∈ R(w1, v) =⇒
w1 ∈ R(y, x) and y ∈ R(u, x), w1 ∈ R(y, x) =⇒ y ∈ R(u,w1).
Claim x, v /∈ R(u,w1). Since w1 ∈ R(u, x), x /∈ R(u,w1) by (b1). Suppose
v ∈ R(u,w1), also we have x ∈ R(v, w1) =⇒ v ∈ R(u, x) by (b3), a contradic-
tion to (b1) as x ∈ R(u, v). That is x, v /∈ R(u,w1). Hence the claim. Now we
have y ∈ R(u,w1), w1 ∈ R(y, v) and R(u,w1) ∩ R(y, v) ⊂ {u,w1, y, v} =⇒ y ∈
R(u, v) by (J0′).
Case 3: | V |= 6.
Let V = {u, x, w1, w2, y, v}. Here also y ∈ R(u, x), x ∈ R(y, v) and if R(u, x) ∩
R(y, v) ⊂ {u, x, y, v} implies that y ∈ R(u, v). If R(u, x) ∩R(y, v) ̸⊂ {u, x, y, v}.
That is either w1 or w2 or both belongs to R(u, x) ∩ R(y, v). Let us assume
w1 ∈ R(u, x) ∩ R(y, v) with w1 /∈ {u, x, y, v}. Then similar to case 2, we get
either y ∈ R(u, v), if R(u,w1)∩R(y, v) ⊂ {u,w1, y, v} or w2 ∈ R(u,w1)∩R(y, v)
with w2 /∈ {u, x, w1, y, v}. Then by (b3), we get w1 ∈ R(w2, x), since w1 ∈
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R(u, x), w2 ∈ R(u,w1).
Claim u, y /∈ R(w1, v). Since w1 ∈ R(y, v), y /∈ R(w1, v) by (b1). Suppose
u ∈ R(w1, v) and we have w1 ∈ R(y, v), u ∈ R(w1, v) =⇒ w1 ∈ R(y, u) by (b3),
a contradiction to (b1) as y ∈ R(u,w1). Hence the claim. Now x ∈ R(v, w1), w1 ∈
R(x,w2) and R(v, w1) ∩ R(x,w2) ⊂ {v, w1, x, w2} implies x,w1 ∈ R(v, w2) by
(J0′). Using (b3) we have the following. w2 ∈ R(y, v), x ∈ R(w2, v) =⇒ w2 ∈
R(y, x) and y ∈ R(u, x), w2 ∈ R(y, x) =⇒ y ∈ R(u,w2).
Claim x, v, w1 /∈ R(u,w2). Since w2 ∈ R(u,w1) by (b1) we get w1 /∈ R(u,w2).
Suppose x ∈ R(u,w2) and we have w1 ∈ R(x,w2) =⇒ x ∈ R(u,w1) by (b3),
a contradiction to (b1) as w1 ∈ R(u, x). Suppose v ∈ R(u,w2) and we have x ∈
R(v, w2) then by (b3), v ∈ R(u, x), a contradiction to (b1) as x ∈ R(u, v). Hence
the claim. Thus R(u,w2) ∩ R(y, v) ⊂ {u,w2, y, v}. That is y ∈ R(u,w2), w2 ∈
R(y, v) and R(u,w2) ∩R(y, v) ⊂ {u,w2, y, v} implies that y ∈ R(u, v) by (J0′).
Case 4: | V |= 7.
Let V = {u, x, w1, w2, w3, y, v}. Then similar to case 3, we can prove the follow-
ing. Either y ∈ R(u, v), or w3 ∈ R(u,w2) ∩R(y, v) with w3 /∈ {u, x, w1, w2, y, v}
and by (b3) we get w2 ∈ R(w3, w1), since w2 ∈ R(u,w1), w3 ∈ R(u,w2). Also
it is easy to get u, y, v /∈ R(w2, x). Then by (J0)′ on x,w1, w2, w3, we get
w1, w2 ∈ R(x,w3). Using (b1) and (b3) we can easily prove the Claims: u, y, /∈
R(w2, v) and x /∈ R(w3, w1), since w1, w2 ∈ R(x,w3). Then w1 ∈ R(v, w2), w2 ∈
R(w1, w3) and R(v, w2) ∩R(w1, w3) ⊂ {v, w1, w2, w3} implies w1, w2 ∈ R(v, w3)
by (J0′). Then by continuous application of axiom (b3), we get y ∈ R(u,w3)
and we can prove the claim x, v, w1, w2 /∈ R(u,w3) easily as in case 3. Then
y ∈ R(u,w3), w3 ∈ R(y, v) and R(u,w3) ∩ R(y, v) ⊂ {u,w3, y, v} implies that
y ∈ R(u, v) by axiom (J0′).
Case n: | V |= n, n > 7.
Let V = {u, x, w1, w2, w3, . . . , wn, y, v}. Like the above cases, we have either
y ∈ R(u, v) or wn ∈ R(u,wn−1)∩R(y, v) with wn /∈ {u, x, w1, w2, . . . , wn−1, y, v}.
From the above cases we get the following: wi ∈ R(u,wi−1), wi−2, wi−1 ∈
R(wi−3, wi), wi−2, wi−1 ∈ R(v, wi), y ∈ R(u,wi) and wi−1 ∈ R(wi, wi−2) for 4 ≤
i ≤ n−1. Using these we can easily prove the case | V |= n like the above cases.
Now wn−1 ∈ R(u,wn−2), wn ∈ R(u,wn−1) =⇒ wn−1 ∈ R(wn, wn−2) by (b3).
Also it is easy to get the claim u, y, v, x, w1, . . . , wn−4 /∈ R(wn−1, wn−3). Then by
(J0)′ on wn−3, wn−2, wn−1, wn, we get wn−2, wn−1 ∈ R(wn−3, wn). Also we can
prove the Claim: u, y /∈ R(wn−1, v) and x,w1, . . . , wn−3 /∈ R(wn, wn−2) using
axiom (b1) and (b3) easily. That is wn−2 ∈ R(v, wn−1), wn−1 ∈ R(wn, wn−2) and
R(v, wn−1) ∩ R(wn, wn−2) ⊂ {v, wn−2, wn−1, wn} =⇒ wn−2, wn−1 ∈ R(v, wn)
by (J0′). Then by (b3) we have the following. wn ∈ R(y, v), wn−1 ∈ R(wn, v) =⇒
wn ∈ R(y, wn−1) and y ∈ R(u,wn−1), wn ∈ R(y, wn−1) =⇒ y ∈ R(u,wn). We
can prove the claim x, v, w1, w2, . . . , wn−1 /∈ R(u,wn) easily as in the above
cases. Then y ∈ R(u,wn), wn ∈ R(y, v) and R(u,wn) ∩ R(y, v) ⊂ {u,wn, y, v}
implies that y ∈ R(u, v) by axiom (J0′), which completes the proof that R sat-
isfies axiom (b2). Since for a transit function R, axiom (b3) implies axiom (b1)
and by Lemma 4, it follows that GR is connected.
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4 Interval function of diamond-weakly modular graphs

In this section, we prove the main Theorem characterizing a diamond-weakly
modular graph G using the (J0′) axiom on the interval function IG of G, which
in turn provide us an axiomatic characterization of the interval function IG of
G.

Theorem 5. The interval function IG of a connected graph G satisfies the ax-
iom (J0′) if and only if G is a diamond-weakly modular graph.

Proof. We prove the contra-positive of the statement of the theorem. That is,
we prove that the interval function IG of a connected graph G doesn’t satisfy
the axiom (J0′) if and only if G is not a diamond-weakly modular graph. First
assume G is not a diamond-weakly modular graph. Then the distance function d
doesn’t satisfy either (TDC) or (QC) or both onG. Assume that d doesn’t satisfy
the (TDC). That is, for any three vertices u, v, y with 1 = d(v, y) < d(u, v) =
d(u, y) = k and there does not exists a common neighbor z of v, x, x′ and y such
that d(u, z) = d(u, v) − 1 where x is the neighbor of y in the u, y-shortest path
and x′ is the neighbor of v in the u, v-shortest path. Then clearly, x ∈ I(u, y),
y ∈ I(x, v) and I(u, y)∩I(x, v) ⊂ {u, x, y, v}, but x /∈ I(u, v). So I do not satisfy
axiom (J0′) on G. Now assume that d doesn’t satisfy the (QC). That is, for any
four vertices u, v, w, y with d(v, w) = d(w, y) = 1 and 2 = d(v, y) ≤ d(u, v) =
d(u, y) = d(u,w) − 1 and there does not exists a common neighbor z of v and
y such that d(u, z) = d(u, v)− 1. Let x be the neighbor of y in the u, y-shortest
path. Then clearly x ∈ I(u, y), y ∈ I(x, v) and I(u, y) ∩ I(x, v) ⊂ {u, x, y, v},
but x /∈ I(u, v). So I does not satisfy axiom (J0′) on G.

To prove the converse part: Assume that the interval function I of a connected
graph G doesn’t satisfy the axiom (J0′). That is, there exists vertices u, x, y, v in
G such that x ∈ I(u, y), y ∈ I(x, v), I(u, y)∩I(x, v) ⊂ {u, x, y, v} and x /∈ I(u, v).
That is, there exist a u, y-shortest path containing x and a x, v-shortest path
containing y such that x doesn’t belong to a u, v-shortest path in G. From this,
we infer that x and y are adjacent and that d(u, y), d(x, v), d(u, v) ≥ 2. Without
loss of generality, we can take the vertices u, x, y, v such that y is at a maximum
distance say m from u and let d(y, v) = n.

Consider the vertex y1 ∈ I(y, v) which is adjacent to y. We may choose y1
such that the distance d(u, y1) is minimum. Then the possibilities of d(u, y1) are
m − 1, m or m + 1. If d(u, y1) = m − 1, then y1 ∈ I(u, y) ∩ I(x, v), which is a
contradiction to the assumption that u, x, y, v does not satisfy axiom (J0′), so
that d(u, y1) = m− 1 is not possible.

When d(u, y1) = m: consider the vertices u, x, y, y1. Clearly, these vertices
do not satisfy the axiom (J0′). Let y′ ∈ I(u, y1) which is adjacent to y1. Then,
d(u, y) = d(u, y1) = m and d(y, y1) = 1. If possible, let the vertices u, y, y1
satisfies (TDC). Then there exists a vertex z adjacent to both y and y1 with
d(u, z) = m − 1 and z is adjacent to both x and y′. Then, z ∈ I(u, y) ∩ I(x, v)
and so I(u, y) ∩ I(x, v) ̸⊂ {u, x, y, v} and hence the vertices u, x, y, v satisfies
the axiom (J0′). Hence the vertices u, y, y1 will not satisfy (TDC) and so G is
not diamond-weakly modular graph.
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When d(u, y1) = m+1: consider the vertices u, y, y1, v. Clearly, y ∈ I(u, y1)
and y1 ∈ I(y, v). If I(u, y1) ∩ I(y, v) ⊂ {u, y1, y, v}, then either y ∈ I(u, v) or
y /∈ I(u, v). But both of these will yield a contradiction. For, if y ∈ I(u, v) then
x ∈ I(u, v) (by axiom (b2)); if y /∈ I(u, v), then we get four vertices u, y, y1, v
which does not satisfy (J0′) and d(u, y1) > m, a contradiction to the maximality
of d(u, y). So this implies that I(u, y1)∩ I(y, v) ̸⊂ {u, y1, y, v}. Then, there exist
a w ̸= u, y1, y, v such that w ∈ I(u, y1) ∩ I(y, v). Let P be the shortest uy1-
path containing w and Q be the shortest y, v-path containing w. Also let t be
the length of shortest u,w- subpath of P and ℓ be the length of shortest w, y-
subpath of Q .
Claim: ℓ+ t = m+2. We have d(u, y) = m and d(u, y1) = m+1. So possibilities
of ℓ+ t are m,m+1 and m+2. Let w1 be the neighbor of y in the shortest w, y-
subpath of Q. Also w1 ∈ I(y, v). So d(u,w1) = m− 1 and d(u,w1) = m are not
possible, since it is a contradiction to the choice of y1 that d(u, y1) minimum.
Therefore ℓ + t = m + 2. Hence the claim. That is w → y1 → y is a shortest
w, y- path. So can replace w1 with y1. Consider the vertices u, y, y1 y′, it is
clear that d(u, y) = d(u, y′) = m and d(y, y′) = 2. If d satisfies (QC), then there
exist a z which is adjacent to y and y′ with d(u, z) = m − 1. Then z ∈ I(y, w)
and since I(y, w) ⊆ I(y, v) implies that z ∈ I(y, v). Also z ∈ I(u, y) and hence
z ∈ I(u, y) ∩ I(x, v). So the vertices u, x, y, satisfies (J0′), contradiction. Hence
d does not satisfy (QC) on u, y, y′ and hence G is not diamond-weakly modular.

That is, we have proved that if I doesn’t satisfy axiom (J0′), then G doesn’t
satisfy (TDC) or (QC) and hence G is not a diamond-weakly modular graph.

From Proposition 2, Theorem 3, Theorem 4, Theorem 5 and we have the
following theorem.

Theorem 6. Let R be a function from V ×V to 2V , where V is a non empty set.
Then R satisfies the axioms (t1), (t2), (t3), (b3), (J0′) and (ta) if and only if GR

is a diamond-weakly modular graph and R coincides with the interval function
IGR

of GR.

The examples below establishes the independence of the axioms (t1), (t2), (t3),
(b3), (J0′) and (ta).

Example 2 ((t2), (t3), (b3), (J0′) and (ta) but not (t1)).
Let V = {u, v, x, y} and define a transit function R on V as R(u, v) = R(v, u) =
{u}, R(u, x) = {u, x} R(u, y) = {u, x, y}, R(v, x) = {v, x}, R(v, y) = {v, x, y}
R(x, y) = {x, y}, R(a, a) = {a} and R(a, b) = R(b, a) for all a, b ∈ V . We can
see that R satisfies (t2), (t3), (b3), (J0′) and (ta). But R does not satisfy axiom
(t1), since v /∈ R(u, v) and v /∈ R(v, u).

Example 3 ((t1), (t3), (b3), (J0′) and (ta) but not (t2)).
Let V = {u, v, x, y} and define a transit function R on V as follows: R(u, v) =
{u, v} = R(v, u), R(u, x) = {u, v, x}, R(x, u) = {x, u} R(u, y) = {u, v, x, y} =
R(y, u), R(v, x) = {v, x} = R(x, v), R(v, y) = {v, x, y},R(y, v) = {y, v}, R(x, y) =
{x, y} = R(y, x), R(a, a) = {a} for all a ∈ V . We can see that R satisfies (t1),
(t3), (b3), (J0′) and (ta). But R(u, v) ̸= R(v, u). Therefore R does not satisfy
the (t2) axiom.
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Example 4 ((t1), (t2), (b3), (J0′) and (ta) but not (t3)).
Let V = {u, v, x, y} and define a transit function R on V as follows: R(u, u) =
{u, v}, R(u, v) = {u, v}, R(u, x) = {u, x}, R(u, y) = {u, y}, R(v, x) = {v, u, x},
R(v, y) = {v, u, y} R(x, y) = {x, y}, R(a, a) = {a} and R(a, b) = R(b, a) for
all a, b ∈ V . We can see that R satisfies (t1), (t2), (b3), (J0′) and (ta). But
v ∈ R(u, u). Therefore R does not satisfy the (t3) axiom.

Example 5 ((t1), (t2), (t3), (b3), (ta) but not (J0′)).
Let V = {u, v, w, x, y, z} and define a transit function R on V as follows:
R(u, v) = {u,w, v, z}, R(x, v) = {x,w, y, v}, R(x, z) = {x, y, u, z} R(w, z) =
{w, u, v, z}, R(w, y) = {w, x, v, y}, and R(a, a) = {a} and R(a, b) = R(b, a)
for all a, b ∈ V . We can see that R satisfies (t1), (t2), (t3), (b3), (ta). But
x ∈ R(u, y), y ∈ R(x, v), R(u, y) ∩ R(x, v) ⊂ {u, x, y, v} and x /∈ R(u, v) There-
fore R does not satisfy the (J0′) axiom.

Example 6 ((t1), (t2), (t3), (b3), (J0′) but not (ta)).
Let V = {u, v, w, x, y} and define a transit function R on V as follows: R(u,w) =
{u, x, y, w}, R(v, x) = {v, y, w, x} and R(a, a) = {a} and R(a, b) = R(b, a) for all
a, b ∈ V . We can see that R satisfies (t1), (t2), (t3), (b3). Also w ∈ R(v, x), x ∈
R(w, u) and R(v, x)∩R(w, u) = {y, x, w} ̸⊂ {v, x, w, u}. That is R satisfy (J0′).
But R(u, v) ∩ R(u,w) = {u}, R(u, v) ∩ R(v, w) = {v}, R(u,w) ∩ R(v, w) = {w}
and R(u, v) = {u, v}, R(v, w) = {v, w} and R(u,w) = {u, x, y, w}. Therefore R
does not satisfy the (ta) axiom.

Example 7 ((t1), (t2), (t3), (ta), (J0′) but not (b3)).
Let V = {u, v, w, x, y} and define a transit function R on V as follows: R(u, y) =
{u, x, y, w}, R(x, v) = {x, y, v, w}, R(u, v) = V and R(a, a) = {a} and R(a, b) =
R(b, a) for all a, b ∈ V . We can see that R satisfies (t1), (t2), (t3), (J0′) and (ta).
But y ∈ R(u, v), w ∈ R(u, y), and y /∈ R(w, v). Therefore R does not satisfy the
(b3) axiom.

5 Interval function of bridged graphs and weakly bridged
graphs

In this section, we characterize the interval function of bridged graphs using
axioms (J0′) and (br) and weakly bridged graphs by (J0′) and (br′) on an
arbitrary transit function. First, we prove the following Theorem characterizing
the interval function I of the bridged graph.

Theorem 7. Let G be a graph. The interval function IG satisfies the axioms
(J0′) and (br) if and only if G is a bridged graph.

Proof. First assume that I satisfy axioms (J0′) and (br) on G. We have to show
that G is a bridged graph. By Theorem 5, the interval function I on a graph
G satisfies (J0′) if and only if G is a diamond-weakly modular graph. That is,
if I satisfy axiom (J0′), then G is a diamond-weakly modular graph which is a
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subclass of weakly modular graphs. According to the result by Chepoi et al. [10],
bridged graphs are exactly weakly modular graphs that do not contain induced
C4 and C5. Now it is enough to show that I satisfy (br), then G is (C4, C5)−
free. If G contains an induced C5 with consecutive vertices as u, x, y, v, z, it
is clear that I does not satisfy (br) on C5, since I(x, y) = {x, y}, I(x, u) =
{x, u}, I(v, y) = {v, y} and z ∈ I(u, v) and I(x, z) ̸= {x, z} and I(y, z) ̸= {y, z}.
Similarly, if G contains an induced C4 with consecutive vertices as u, x = y, v, z,
it is clear that I does not satisfy (br) on C4.

Conversely, suppose that G is a bridged graph. We have to show that I
satisfy axioms (J0′) and (br). Since bridged graphs are diamond-weakly modular
graphs, I satisfy axiom (J0′) on G. It remains to show that I satisfy axiom (br).
Suppose not. That is I(x, y) = {x, y}, I(x, u) = {x, u}, I(v, y) = {v, y} and
z ∈ I(u, v) and I(x, z) ̸= {x, z} and I(y, z) ̸= {y, z}. Let P : uxyv be the u, v
path containing x and y. Since z ∈ I(u, v), I(x, z) ̸= {x, z} and I(y, z) ̸= {y, z},
there exist a u, v- shortest path containing z which is different from the path
P . Then possibility of d(u, v) are 3 and 2. When d(u, v) = 3, then z is either
adjacent to u or v. Without loss of generality, we may assume z is adjacent to
u. Let z′ be the neighbor of z in the u, v- shortest path. Then u, x, y, v, z′, z will
form a cycle of length 6. If z′y ∈ E(G) and z′x /∈ E(G), the vertices u, x, y, z′, z
will induce a cycle of length 5. If both z′y, z′x ∈ E(G), then the vertices u, x, z′, z
will induce a C4. When d(u, v) = 2, then z is adjacent to both u and v. Then
the vertices u, x, y, z, v will induce a cycle of length 5. If uy ∈ E(G), the vertices
u, y, z, v will induce a cycle of length 4 and if xv ∈ E(G), the vertices u, x, v, z
will induce a cycle of length 4. When x = y, the vertices u, x = y, z, v will induce
a 4-cycle. In all cases, we get a contradiction to the assumption that G is a
bridged graph.

From Proposition 2, Theorem 3, Theorem 4, and Theorem 7, we have the fol-
lowing theorem.

Theorem 8. Let R be a function from V × V to 2V , where V is a non empty
set. Then R satisfies the axioms (t1), (t2), (t3), (J0′), (b3), (ta) and (br) if and
only if GR is a bridged graph and R coincides with the interval function IGR

.

The examples below establish the independence of the axioms (t1), (t2), (t3),
(b3), (br), (J0′) and (ta). The function defined in Example 2 satisfy axioms (t2),
(t3), (b3), (br), (J0′) and (ta) but does not satisfy axiom (t1). The function
defined in Example 3 satisfy axioms (t1), (t3), (b3), (br), (J0′) and (ta) but does
not satisfy axiom (t2). The function defined in Example 4 satisfy axioms (t1),
(t2), (b3), (br), (J0′) and (ta) but does not satisfy axiom (t3).

Example 8 ((t1), (t2), (t3), (ta), (br), (b3) but not (J0′)).
Let V = V (C8) and R = I on C8. The consecutive vertices of C8 be v1, v2, ..., v8.
Then R satisfies axioms (t1), (t2), (t3), (br), (ta) and (b3). Assume u = v1, x =
v3, y = v4 and v = v6. Then x ∈ R(u, y), y ∈ R(x, v), R(u, y) ∩ R(x, v) ⊂
{u, x, y, v} and x /∈ R(u, v). Therefore R does not satisfy the (J0′) axiom.

Example 9 ((t1), (t2), (t3), (br), (b3), (J0′) but not (ta)).
Let V = {u, v, w, x, y} and define a transit function R on V as follows: R(u,w) =
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{u, y, w}, R(v, x) = {v, y, w, x}, R(u, x) = {u, y, x} and R(a, a) = {a} and
R(a, b) = R(b, a) for all a, b ∈ V . We can see that R satisfies (t1), (t2), (t3), (b3),
(br) and (J0′). But R(u, v) ∩ R(u,w) = {u}, R(u, v) ∩ R(v, w) = {v}, R(u,w) ∩
R(v, w) = {w} and R(u, v) = {u, v}, R(v, w) = {v, w} and R(u,w) = {u, y, w}.
Therefore R does not satisfy the (ta) axiom.

Example 10 ((t1), (t2), (t3), (ta), (br), (J0′) but not (b3)).
Let V = {u, v, w, x, y} and define a transit function R on V as follows: R(u, y) =
{u, x, y, w}, R(x, v) = {x, y, v, w}, R(u, v) = V and R(a, a) = {a} and R(a, b) =
R(b, a) for all a, b ∈ V . We can see that R satisfies (t1), (t2), (t3), (J0′), (br)
and (ta). But y ∈ R(u, v), w ∈ R(u, y), and y /∈ R(w, v). Therefore R does not
satisfy the (b3) axiom.

Example 11 ((t1), (t2), (t3), (ta), (b3), (J0′) but not (br)).
Let V = {u, v, x, y, z, w} and define a transit function R on V as follows:
R(u, y) = {u, x, z, y},R(u, v) = {u, v, z, w}R(x, v) = {x, y, z, v}, R(x,w) =
{x,w, z, u},R(w, y) = {w, y, z, v} and R(a, a) = {a} and R(a, b) = R(b, a) for
all a, b ∈ V . We can see that R satisfies (t1), (t2), (t3), (J0′), (ta) and (b3). R
does not satisfy the (br), since I(x, y) = {x, y}, I(x, u) = {x, u}, I(v, y) = {v, y},
z ∈ I(u, v) and I(x, z) ̸= {x, z} and I(y, z) ̸= {y, z}.

For the characterization of the interval function of weakly bridged graphs, we
need the Lemma 2. From the definition of axioms (br) and (br′), we can see that
axiom (br′) is easily followed from axiom (br) by taking x = y.

The axioms (br′) and (J0′) characterize the interval function of weakly bridged
graphs. We have the following theorems in which the proof is similar to that of
theorems, Theorem 7 and 8.

Theorem 9. Let G be a graph. The interval function IG satisfies the axioms
(J0′) and (br′) if and only if G is a weakly bridged graph.

Theorem 10. Let R be a function from V × V to 2V , where V is a non empty
set. Then R satisfies the axioms (t1), (t2), (t3), (J0′), (b3), (ta) and (br′) if and
only if GR is a weakly bridged graph and R coincides with the interval function
IGR

.

The independence of the axioms (t1), (t2), (t3), (b3), (br′), (J0′) and (ta) will
easily follow from Example 2, Example 3, Example 4, Example 8, Example 9,
and Example 10 except the following one.

Example 12 ((t1), (t2), (t3), (ta), (b3), (J0′) but not (br′)). Let V = {u, v, x, z}
and define a transit function R on V as follows: R(u, v) = R(x, z) = V and
R(a, a) = {a} and R(a, b) = R(b, a) for all a, b ∈ V . We can see that R satisfies
(t1), (t2), (t3), (J0′), (ta) and (b3). R does not satisfy the (br′), since I(x, u) =
{x, u}, I(v, x) = {v, x}, z ∈ I(u, v) and I(x, z) ̸= {x, z}.

Concluding Remarks: In this paper we introduced a subclass of weakly mod-
ular graphs which satisfy a stronger version (diamond condition) of the triangle
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condition of the weakly modular graphs and name it as the diamond-weakly
modular graphs. We have proved that the class of diamond-weakly modular
graphs contain the family of bridged graphs and weakly bridged graphs. Further
we have characterized this class of graphs in terms of the axioms of its interval
function. Nevertheless, a purely graph theoretic characterization for diamond-
weakly modular graphs remains as an open problem.

As a byproduct, we have obtained that the diamond-weakly modular graphs,
bridged graphs and weakly bridged graphs are definable in FOLB.

From the Mulder- Nebeský Theorem (Theorem 3), the following definition
of graphic interval structure is derived by Chalopine at al. in [6]. We quote the
following definitions and conventions regarding the FOLB definability from [6].

A graphic interval structure is a σ-structure (V,B) where V is a finite set
and B is a ternary predicate ( a ternary relation) on V satisfying the following
axioms:

(IB1) ∀u∀vB(u, u, v)

(IB2) ∀u∀v∀xB(u, x, v) =⇒ B(v, x, u)

(IB3) ∀u∀xB(u, x, u) =⇒ x = u

(IB4) ∀u∀v∀w∀xB(u,w, v) ∧B(u, x, w) =⇒ B(u, x, v)

(IB5) ∀u∀v∀w∀xB(u, v, x) ∧B(u,w, x) ∧B(u, v, w) =⇒ B(v, w, x)

(IB6) ∀u∀u′∀v∀v′B(u, u′, u′)∧B(v, v′, v′)∧B(u′, u, v′)∧B(u, u′, v)∧B(u, v′, v) =⇒
B(u′, v, v′)

(IB7) ∀u∀u′∀v∀v′B(u, u′, u′)∧B(v, v′, v′)∧B(u, u′, v)∧¬B(u, v′, v)∧¬B(u′, v, v′) =⇒
B(u, u′, v′).

In the class C of σ-structures (V,B) satisfying axioms (IB1)–(IB7), a query
Q on C is definable in first order logic with betweeness (FOLB-definable), if it
can be defined by a first order formula F over (V,B).

From the Theorems 5, 7 and 9, we can easily derive the following FOLB
queries for diamond-weakly modular graphs, bridged graphs and weakly bridged
graphs.

diamond-weakly modular ≡ ∀u, x, y, v, B(u, x, y) ∧ B(x, y, v) ∧ [(B(u, z, y) ∧
B(x, z, v) =⇒ (z = u ∨ z = x ∨ z = y) ∧ z ̸= v) ∨ ((B(u, z, y) ∧ B(x, z, v) =⇒
(z = u ∨ z = x ∨ z = v) ∧ z ̸= y) ∨ ((B(u, z, y) ∧ B(x, z, v) =⇒ (z = u ∨ z =
v ∨ z = y) ∧ z ̸= x) ∨ ((B(u, z, y) ∧B(x, z, v) =⇒ (z = v ∨ z = x ∨ z = y) ∧ z ̸=
u)] =⇒ B(u, x, v).

bridged ≡ diamond-weakly modular ∧∀u, x, y, v, z, w[((B(x,w, y) =⇒ w =
x ∨ w = y) ∧ (B(x,w, u) =⇒ w = x ∨ w = u) ∧ (B(v, w, y) =⇒ w = v ∨ w =
y) ∧ B(u, z, v)) =⇒ ((B(x,w, z) =⇒ w = x ∨ w = z) ∨ (B(z, w, y) =⇒ w =
z ∨ w = y))]

weakly bridged ≡ diamond-weakly modular ∧∀u, x, v, z, w [((B(u,w, x) =⇒
w = u ∨ w = x) ∧ (B(x,w, v) =⇒ w = x ∨ w = v) ∧ B(u, z, v)) =⇒
((B(x,w, z) =⇒ w = x ∨ w = z))]
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13. J. Hedĺıková, Ternary spaces, media, and Chebyshev sets, Czechoslovak Math. J.
33 (1983), 373–389.

14. H.M. Mulder The Interval function of a GraphMC Tract 132 Mathematisch Cen-
trum, Amsterdam 1980

15. H.M. Mulder, Transit functions on graphs (and posets) Convexity in Discrete Struc-
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18. L. Nebeský A characterization of the set of all shortest paths in a connected graph
Mathematica Bohemica 119.1 1994 15–20
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