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The number of perfect matchings in a brick

Fuliang Lu∗, Huali Pan

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Minnan Normal University, Zhangzhou 363000, China

Abstract

A 3-connected graph is a brick if the graph obtained from it by deleting any two

distinct vertices has a perfect matching. The importance of bricks stems from the fact

that they are building blocks of the matching decomposition procedure of Kotzig, and

Lovász and Plummer.

Lucchesi and Murty conjectured that there exists a positive integer N such that for

every n ≥ N , every brick on n vertices has at least n− 1 perfect matchings. We present

an infinite family of bricks such that for each even integer n (n > 17), there exists a

brick with n vertices in this family that contains ⌈0.625n⌉ perfect matchings, showing

that this conjecture fails.
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1 Introduction

All graphs in this paper are finite and contains no loops (multiple edges are allowed). We

follow [1] for undefined notation and terminology. For a graph G, we denote by V (G) and

E(G) the vertex set and edge set of G, respectively. A connected nontrivial graph is matching

covered if each of its edges lies in some perfect matching. Matching covered graphs are also

called 1-extendable graphs [7].

The problem of computing the number of perfect matchings in a graph has been much

studied in combinatorics and has connections to problems in molecular chemistry, statistical

physics; see for instance [7, Section 8]. In general graphs, this problem is ♯P-complete [11].

We may focus on matching covered graphs when we consider the problem, as the removal of

edges not in any perfect matchings would not affect the number of perfect matchings.

For X ⊆ V (G), by ∂G(X) we mean the edge cut of G, which is the set of edges of G with

one end in X and the other in X , where X = V (G)\X ; by G/(X → x) or simply G/X we
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mean the graph obtained by contracting X to a single vertex x, the graph G/(X → x) or

simply G/X is defined analogously. We shall refer to these two graphs G/X and G/X as

the ∂G(X)-contractions of G. Let G be a matching covered graph. An edge cut C = ∂G(X)

of G is tight if |M ∩ C| = 1 for each perfect matching M of G and is separating if G/X

and G/X are matching covered. A tight cut ∂G(X) is trivial if either |X| = 1 or |X| = 1,

and nontrivial otherwise. A matching covered graph that is free of nontrivial tight cuts is a

brace if it is bipartite, and a brick if it is nonbipartite. The importance of bricks and braces

stems from the fact that they are building blocks of matching covered graphs by the matching

decomposition procedure of Kotzig, and Lovász and Plummer [7]. Furthermore, Lovász [6]

proved that any matching covered graph can be decomposed into a unique list of bricks and

braces by the tight cut decomposition.

A classical theorem of Petersen states that every 2-connected cubic graph has at least one

perfect matching [9]. It can be proven that every 2-connected cubic graph is matching covered

[10], which implies that it contains at least 3 perfect matchings. Confirming a conjecture of

Lovász and Plummer, Esperet, Kardoš, King, Král’ and Norine showed that every 2-connected

cubic graph on n vertices has at least 2
n

3656 perfect matchings [5]. Carvalho, Lucchesi and

Murty showed that any brace on n vertices has at least (n−2)2

8
perfect matchings [3]. Carvalho,

Lucchesi and Murty [2] defined a brick G to be extremal if the number of perfect matching of

G is equal to the dimension of the lattice spanned by the set of incidence vectors of perfect

matchings of G, that is |E(G)| − |V (G)| + 1. Clearly the number of perfect matchings in a

brick G is at least |E(G)| − |V (G)|+ 1.

For an integer k ≥ 3, the wheel Wk is the graph obtained from a cycle C of length k by

adding a new vertex h and joining it to all vertices of C. The vertex h is its hub, and the edges

incident with h are its spokes. An odd wheel is a wheel with an odd number of spokes. It can

be checked that each odd wheel is a brick, and every spoke of the odd wheel lies in exactly one

perfect matching. So the number of perfect matchings in an odd wheel with n vertices is n−1.

Lucchesi and Murty conjectured that the lower bound of the number of perfect matchings in a

brick is a linear function of the number of vertices. More exactly, see the following conjecture

(unsolved problems No.5 in [8]).

Conjecture 1. [8] There exists a positive integer N such that for every n ≥ N , every brick

on n vertices has at least n− 1 perfect matchings.

We construct an infinite family of bricks on n (n > 17) vertices that contains ⌈0.625n⌉

perfect matchings (see Theorem 7), which shows that this conjecture fails. This family of

bricks will be presented in Section 3. We will give some useful results in the following section.
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2 Preliminaries

We begin with some notation. For X ⊆ V (G), by NG(X), or simply N(X), we mean the

set of vertices that are not in X but have neighbors in X . An edge of a graph is solitary if

it lies in precisely one perfect matching of the graph (solitary edges appeared in benzenoid

hydrocarons of theoretical chemistry under name “forcing edges”). A brick is solid if it is free

of nontrivial separating cuts.

Let G and H be two vertex-disjoint graphs and let u and v be vertices of G and H ,

respectively, such that dG(u) = dH(v). Moreover, let θ be a given bijection between ∂G(u)

and ∂H(v). We denote by (G(u) ⊙ H(v))θ the graph obtained from the union of G − u and

H − v by joining, for each edge e in ∂H(v), the end of e in H belonging to V (H)− v to the

end of θ(e) in G belonging to V (G)−u; and refer to (G(u)⊙H(v))θ as the graph obtained by

splicing G (at u), with H (at v), with respect to the bijection θ, for brevity, to G(u)⊙H(v).

In general, the graph resulting from splicing two graphs G and H depends on the choice of u,

v and θ. Let X = V (G) \ {u}. Obviously, G(u)⊙H(v)/X ∼= H , G(u)⊙H(v)/X ∼= G.

Specially, if H = K4 and dG(u) = 3, then the splicing operation G(u) ⊙ K4(v) can be

intuitively viewed as the operation that ‘inserts a triangle’ at u. So we also call such an

operation the triangle-insertion at u of G and denote G(u) ⊙K4(v) simply by G〈u〉. As an

extension of triangle-insertion, for vertices v1, v2, . . . , vk of V (G), we denote the graph obtained

from G by the triangle-insertions at v1, v2, . . . , vk by G〈{v1, v2, . . . , vk}〉.

Edmonds, Lovász and Pulleyblank [4] showed that a graph G is a brick if and only if G is

3-connected and for any two distinct vertices x and y of G, G−{x, y} has a perfect matching.

Moreover, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2. [2] Let G be a matching covered graph, C = ∂G(X) be a nontrivial separating cut

of G such that each C-contraction of G is a brick. Then, G is a brick if and only if no pair of

vertices of G, one in X, the other in X, covers the set of edges of C.

The following corollary can be gotten by Lemma 2 directly.

Corollary 3. Let G be a brick and u be a vertex of degree 3 in G. Then G〈u〉 is a brick.

Theorem 4. [2] Let W be an odd wheel with hub h, up to multiple edges incident with h. Let

G be a graph obtained by the splicing of W at h and an extremal brick. Let C denote the cut

∂W (h) = ∂G(V (W ) \ {h}). If G has precisely one perfect matching that contains more than

one edge in C, then G is a nonsolid extremal brick.

The following corollary can be gotten by Corollary 3 and Theorem 4 directly.

Corollary 5. Let G be an extremal brick, and u be a vertex of degree 3 in G. If G−u−N(u)

has only one prefect matching, then G〈u〉 is an extremal brick.
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Figure 1: G0.

Lemma 6. Let G0 be the graph gotten by the triangle-insertions at four vertices on the cycle

of a W5 (see Figure 1). Then G0 is an extremal brick.

Proof. Let u be the hub of W5. By Corollary 5 repeatedly, G0 is a brick. Note that |V (G0)| =

14, |E(G0)| = 22. Moreover, for every vertex v in NG0
(u), if v lies in a triangle of G0, then

G0−u−v contains two perfect matchings; otherwise, G0−u−v contains one perfect matching.

So, the brick G0 has 9 perfect matchings. By the definition, G0 is extremal.

3 The main theorem

Let u1
0u

2
0u

3
0u

4
0, u

1
1u

2
1u

3
1u

4
1, . . . , u

1
tu

2
tu

3
tu

4
t be t+1 paths with 4 vertices, where t > 0. Assume that

Gt is the graph gotten from the union of the t+ 1 paths by adding a new vertex u and edges

{u1
su

1
s+1, u

4
su

3
s+1 : s = 0, 1, . . . , t−1}∪{uu1

t , uu
4
t} to the t+1 paths. Let S = {u1

0, u
3
0, u}∪{u

2
s, u

4
s :

s = 0, 1, . . . , t}. Then |S| = 2t + 5. Let S1 = S \ {u2
t , u

4
t , u}, S2 = S \ {u4

t , u}, S3 = S \ {u},

S4 = S. Let G′

t be the graph gotten from Gt by adding a new vertex u′ and edges {u′v : v ∈ S}.

See the left of Figures 2 and 3 for example (when t = 1 and t = 3). Obviously, Gt contains

odd number of vertices, while |V (G′

t)| is even. And in Gt, every vertex in S is of degree 2, the

other vertices are of degree 3.

Let n be an even integer such that n = i+8(t+1) > 17, where 0 < i ≤ 8. Let G′′

n = G′

t〈S i

2

〉.

Then |V (G′′

n)| = n. Label the triangle inserted at vertex u as x, y, z such that {xu′, yu1
t} ⊂

E(G′′

n); label the triangle inserted at vertex uj
s as xj

s, y
j
s, z

j
s such that {xj

su
′, yjsu

j−1
s } ⊂ E(G′′

n)

for s ≥ 1 and j = 2, 4; the labels of other triangles see the right of Figures 2 or 3. Let

Xt = {u1
t , u

2
t , u

3
t , u

4
t , u}, G

′ = {G′

t : t = 1, 2, 3, . . .}, G ′′ = {G′′

n : n = 18, 20, 22, . . .}. Let

M0 = {x1
0y

1
0, x

2
0z

2
0 , z

1
0y

2
0, x

3
0y

3
0, x

4
0z

4
0 , z

3
0y

4
0}, and Mt = M0 ∪ (∪t

s=1{x
4
sz

4
s , y

4
su

3
s, x

2
sz

2
s , y

2
su

1
s}). The

following is our main theorem.

Theorem 7. Every graph in G ′′ is an extremal brick. Therefore, the number of perfect match-

ings of G′′

n is (5n+ 8− i)/8, where n = i+ 8(t+ 1) ≥ 18 and 0 < i ≤ 8.

Proof. Firstly, we have the following claims.

Claim 1. Every graph in G ′ is a brick.
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Figure 2: G′

1 and G′′

20.

Proof. Note that G′

t/(Xt → x) is a W5 with x as its hub. We will show the result by induction

on t. If t = 1, then G′

1/X1 is W5. Note that {u1
0u

1
1, u

4
0u

3
1, u

2
1u

′} is a matching in ∂G′

1
(X1). As

the odd wheel W5 is a brick, G′

1 is a brick by Lemma 2. So we assume that the result holds

for t < k. Now we consider the case when t = k. Then G′

k/Xk is isomorphic to the graph

gotten from G′

k−1 by adding two multiple edges between u and u′. By induction hypothesis,

G′

k−1 is a brick. By the definition of the brick, adding a multiple edge to a brick is still a

brick. Note that {u1
k−1u

1
k, u

4
k−1u

3
k, uu

′} is a matching in ∂G′

k
(Xk). By Lemma 2 again, the

claim follows.

Claim 2. Every graph in G ′′ is a brick.

Proof. Note that each graph in G ′′ can be gotten from some graph in G ′ by the triangle-

insertions at several vertices of degree 3. Every graph in G ′ is a brick by Claim 1. So the claim

follows by Corollary 3 repeatedly.

Claim 3. If n ≡ 6 mod 8, then uu′ is a solitary edge of G′′

n.

Proof. In G′′

n − {u, u′}, the edge y4t u
3
t is a cut edge that connects the triangle x4

t y
4
t z

4
t to the

rest part of the graph. So x4
t z

4
t and y4t u

3
t lie in every perfect matchings of G′′

n − {u, u′} (if

has). Also, the edge y2t u
1
t is a cut edge that connects the triangle x2

t y
2
t z

2
t to the rest part

of the graph G′′

n − {u, u′, x4
t , y

4
t , z

4
t , u

3
t}. So x2

tz
2
t and y2tu

1
t lie in the perfect matchings of

G′′

n − {u, u′, x4
t , y

4
t , z

4
t , u

3
t}. Similarly, the edge set ∪t−1

s=1{x
4
sz

4
s , y

4
su

3
s, x

2
sz

2
s , y

2
su

1
s} lies in every

perfect matching of G′′

n − {u, u′}. With the same reason, M0 lies the perfect matching of

G′′

n − {u, u′} − ∪t
s=1{x

4
s, z

4
s , y

4
s , u

3
s, x

2
s, z

2
s , y

2
s , u

1
s}. Then Mt is the only perfect matching of

G′′

n − {u, u′}. The claim follows.

Claim 4. Every graph in G ′′ is extremal.
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Figure 3: G′

3 and G′′

40.

Proof. We will prove the result by induction on t. Firstly, we assume that t = 1. Then

n ∈ {18, 20, 22, 24}. If n ≡ 2 mod 8, then n = 18 and G′′

n/(X1 → x) is a W5 with x as its

hub. Moreover, G′′

18/X1 is isomorphic toG0, which is an extremal brick by Lemma 6. Note that

every edge in ∂(X1) is incident with one of vertices in {y10, z
4
0 , u

′}, and y10 and z40 are incident

with exactly one edge in ∂(X1) respectively. So the perfect matching of G′′

18 containing more

than one edges in ∂(X1) should contain y10u
1
1 and z40u

3
1. As u

2
1 has only one neighbor in G′′

18 −

{y10, u
1
1, z

4
0 , u

3
1}: u

′, we have u2
1u

′ lies in the perfect matching of G′′

18 containing more than one

edges in ∂(X1). Therefore, the intersection of ∂(X1) and the perfect matching ofG′′

18 containing

more than one edges in ∂(X1) is the edge set {y10u
1
1, z

4
0u

3
1, u

2
1u

′}. It can be checked that G′′

18 −

{y10, u
1
1, z

4
0 , u

3
1, u

2
1, u

′} contains only one perfect matching: {uu4
1, x

4
0y

4
0, x

3
0z

3
0 , z

2
0y

3
0, x

2
0y

2
0, x

1
0z

1
0}.

By Theorem 4, G′′

18 is extremal.

If n = 20, then G′′

20
∼= G′′

18〈u
2
1〉. It can be checked M0 ∪ {uu4

1} is the only perfect matching

of G′′

18 − {u2
1} − N(u2

1). As the degree of u2
1 is three in G′′

20, the result holds in this case by

Corollary 5. Similarly, if n = 22, then G′′

22
∼= G′′

20〈u
4
1〉, and G′′

20 − {u4
1} − N(u4

1) has only one

perfect matching: M0 ∪{x2
1z

2
1 , y

2
1u

1
1}; if n = 24, then G′′

24
∼= G′′

22〈u〉, and G′′

22−{u}−N(u) has

only one perfect matching: M0 ∪ {x2
1y

2
1, u

3
1z

2
1 , x

4
1y

4
1}. By Corollary 5 again, the result follows

when t = 1.

Now we assume that the result holds for 1 < t < k. Following, we consider the case when

t = k. If n ≡ 2 mod 8, then G′′

n/Xk is isomorphic to the graph gotten from G′′

n−4 by adding

two multiple edges between u and u′. As n ≡ 2 mod 8, we have n − 4 ≡ 6 mod 8, that is

n−4 = 6+8k. By Claim 3, uu′ is a solitary edge in G′′

n−4. So G
′′

n/Xk contains two more perfect

matchings than G′′

n−4. As G′′

n−4 is extremal by induction hypothesis, G′′

n/Xk is extremal by

the definition. Similar to the case when n = 18, the intersection of ∂(Xk) and the perfect

matching of G′′

n containing more than one edges in ∂(Xk) is the edge set {u
1
k−1u

1
k, z

4
k−1u

3
k, u

2
ku

′}.
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In G′′

n − {u1
k−1, u

1
k, z

4
k−1, u

3
k, u

2
k, u

′}, x4
k−1 and u is of degree 1, So, x4

k−1y
4
k−1 and uu4

k lie in ev-

ery perfect matching of G′′

n − {u1
k−1, u

1
k, z

4
k−1, u

3
k, u

2
k, u

′}. With the same reason, the edge set

{u3
k−1z

2
k−1, x

2
k−1y

2
k−1} lies in every perfect matching of G′′

n − ({u1
k−1, z

4
k−1, u

′, x4
k−1, y

4
k−1, u} ∪

(∪4
i=1{u

i
k})). Note that G

′′

n − (∪4
i=1{u

i
k}∪ (∪i=2,4{z

i
k−1, x

i
k−1, y

i
k−1})∪ {u1

k−1, u
′, u, u3

k−1}) is iso-

morphic to G′′

n−12−{u, u′} when n > 26 (if n = 26, G′′

n−(∪4
i=1{u

i
k}∪(∪i=2,4{z

i
k−1, x

i
k−1, y

i
k−1})∪

{u1
k−1, u

′, u, u3
k−1}) is isomorphic to the graph gotten from a path with 12 vertices by adding

4 edges forming 4 vertex-disjoint triangles, which has exactly one perfect matching). As

n − 12 ≡ 6 mod 8, G′′

n−12 − {u, u′} has exactly one perfect matching by Claim 3. So,

G′′

n − {u1
k−1, u

1
k, z

4
k−1, u

3
k, u

2
k, u

′} has exactly one perfect matching. Therefore, the result fol-

lows by Theorem 4 when n ≡ 2 mod 8.

If n ≡ 4 mod 8, then G′′

n
∼= G′′

n−2〈u
2
k〉. Note that NG′′

n−2
(u2

k) = {u1
k, u

3
k, u

′}. In G′′

n−2 −

u2
k −N(u2

k), u is of degree 1. So uu4
k belongs to every perfect matching of G′′

n−2 − u2
k −N(u2

k).

Note that G′′

n−2 − {u, u4
k, u

2
k} −N(u2

k) is isomorphic to G′′

n−6 − {u, u′}, and n− 6 ≡ 6 mod 8.

By Claim 3, G′′

n−6 − {u, u′} contains only one perfect matching. So G′′

n−2 − u2
k − N(u2

k) has

exactly one perfect matching. As n − 2 ≡ 2 mod 8, G′′

n−2 is extremal by last paragraph. So

the result follows by Corollary 5 when n ≡ 4 mod 8.

If n ≡ 6 mod 8, then G′′

n
∼= G′′

n−2〈u
4
k〉. Note that NG′′

n−2
(u4

k) = {u, u′, u3
k}, and the edge

set {x2
kz

2
k , u

1
ky

2
k} ∪ Mk−1 is the only perfect matching of G′′

n−2 − u4
k − N(u4

k). Similar to last

paragraph, the result follows by Corollary 5 in this case. If n ≡ 0 mod 8, then G′′

n
∼= G′′

n−2〈u〉.

It can be checked that {x2
ky

2
k, x

4
ky

4
k, z

2
ku

3
k}∪Mk−1 is the only perfect matching ofG′′

n−2−u−N(u).

Note that |NG′′

n−2
(u)| = 3. Similarly, the result follows by Corollary 5 again.

Note that for every graph in G′′

n, except one vertex is of degree 2t + 5, every vertex is of

degree 3. So |E(G′′

n)| = (2t+5+3(n−1))/2 = t+1+3n/2. Therefore, |E(G′′

n)|−|V (G′′

n)|+1 =

t + 2 + n/2 = ⌈5n
8
⌉ (recall that n = i+ 8(t+ 1) and 0 < i ≤ 8). By Claim 4, G′′

n is extremal.

So the result follows.

It is known that every wheel is solid. Carvalho, Lucchesi and Murty [2] showed that for a

solid brick G on n vertices and n > 4, G is extremal and if and only if it is an odd wheel up to

multiple spokes. Note that every graph in G ′′ is not solid. It may be true that the Conjecture

1 holds for solid bricks.
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