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Abstract

We introduce delta-graphic matroids, which are matroids whose bases form graphic delta-
matroids. The class of delta-graphic matroids contains graphic matroids as well as cographic
matroids and is a proper subclass of the class of regular matroids. We give a structural charac-
terization of the class of delta-graphic matroids. We also show that every forbidden minor for the
class of delta-graphic matroids has at most 48 elements.

1 Introduction

Bouchet [2] introduced delta-matroids which are set systems admitting a certain exchange axiom,
generalizing matroids. Oum [18] introduced graphic delta-matroids as minors of binary delta-matroids
having line graphs as their fundamental graphs and proved that bases of graphic matroids form graphic
delta-matroids. We introduce delta-graphic matroids as matroids whose bases form a graphic delta-
matroid. Since the class of delta-graphic matroids is closed under taking dual and minors, it contains
both graphic matroids and cographic matroids. Alternatively one can define delta-graphic matroids
as binary matroids whose fundamental graphs are pivot-minors of line graphs. See Section 2 for the
definition of pivot-minors.

Our first theorem provides a structural characterization of delta-graphic matroids. A wheel graph W
is a graph having a vertex s adjacent to all other vertices such that W\ s is a cycle. In a wheel graph, a
spoke is an edge incident with s and a rim edge is an edge which is not a spoke. A generalized wheel is
a matroid obtained from the cycle matroid of a minor of a wheel graph by a sequence of 2-sums where
the other part of each 2-sum is graphic if the corresponding basepoint is a rim edge and cographic
otherwise.

Theorem 1.1. A connected matroid is delta-graphic if and only if it is a generalized wheel.

It follows that the class of delta-graphic matroids includes graphic matroids, cographic matroids,
and the 2-sum of a graphic matroid and a cographic matroid. So all 3-connected delta-graphic matroids
are graphic or cographic. Furthermore, delta-graphic matroids are regular. Later we will see that not
all regular matroids are delta-graphic.

As a side remark, there is a class of delta-matroids called regular delta-matroids, see [12, Chapter
6]. As regular matroids are precisely matroids whose bases form regular delta-matroids, there are
many open problems regarding regular delta-matroids extending theorems on regular matroids [12,
page 66].

Our second theorem discusses forbidden minors for the class of delta-graphic matroids. Since
delta~-graphic matroids are binary, by the well-quasi-ordering theorem for binary matroids announced
by Geelen, Gerards, and Whittle [11], there exists a finite list of binary forbidden minors for the class
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of delta-graphic matroids. Together with Us 4, there exists a finite list of forbidden minors for the class
of delta-graphic matroids. However, their theorem does not provide an explicit list or an upper bound
on the size of forbidden minors. We prove that each forbidden minor for the class of delta-graphic
matroids has at most 48 elements.

Theorem 1.2. If M is a matroid which is minor-minimally not delta-graphic, then |E(M)| < 48.

We remark that it is unknown whether the list of forbidden minors for the class of graphic delta-
matroids is finite. Oum [19] conjectured that graphs are well-quasi-ordered under the pivot-minor
relation and if this conjecture holds, then the list of forbidden minors for the class of graphic delta-
matroids is finite.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review some terminologies and results about
graphs, matroids, and delta-matroids. In Section 3, we characterize grafts defining delta-graphic
matroids. In Section 4, we describe the structure of delta-graphic matroids. We describe the canonical
tree decomposition of connected delta-graphic matroids and prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 5. In
Section 6, we prove Theorem 1.2.

2 Preliminaries

In this paper, all graphs are finite and may have parallel edges and loops. A graph is simple if it
has no loops and no parallel edges. For an integer k, a graph G is k-connected if it has more than k
vertices and G \ X is connected for all subsets X of V(G) with |X| < k. Given a set A of vertices, a
path P is an A-path if V(P) N A is the set of endpoints of P.

For a graph G, contracting an edge e in G is an operation to obtain a new graph, denoted by G/e,
from G by deleting e and identifying ends of e. A minor of a graph G is a graph obtained from G by
contracting edges and deleting vertices and edges. For two sets A and B, let AAB = (A—B)U(B—A).
Observe that (AAB)AC = AA(BAC) for sets A, B, and C and therefore we can write AABAC.

2.1 Matroids

A pair M = (E,B) is a matroid if E = E(M) is a finite set and B is a nonempty set of subsets
of F such that if B1,By € B and x € By — By, then there is an element y € By — By such that
(B1 — {z}) U{y} € B. An element of B is called a base of M. We denote the set of bases of M
by B(M). A subset of E is independent if it is a subset of some base and dependent if it is not
independent. A circuit is a minimally dependent set. We denote the set of circuits of M by C(M).
An element e of M is a loop if {e} is a circuit in M. The rank rj;(X) of a subset X of E is the size
of a maximal independent subset of X.

The dual matroid M* of M is a matroid on the same ground set E such that B(M*) = {E — B :
B e B(M)}. A coloop of M is a loop of M*. A set D is a cocircuit of M if D is a circuit of M*. A
hyperplane of M is a complement of a cocircuit of M.

Let e be an element of M. Then M \e is a matroid on E'—{e} whose bases are maximal independent
subsets of E — {e}. This operation of obtaining M \ e is called the deletion of e. For a subset X of
E(M), we denote M\ (E(M)—X) by M|X. We define M /e = (M*\ e)*, which is a matroid obtained
by contracting e. A minor of M is a matroid obtained by a sequence of deletions and contractions
from M. A minor N of M is proper if E(N) is a proper subset of E(M). A class M of matroids is
minor-closed if for all M € M, all minors of M belong to M. A matroid N is a forbidden minor for a
minor-closed class M if IV is not in M but all proper minors of N are in M.

The cycle matroid M(G) of a graph G is a matroid on F(G) such that F' C E(G) is a base if
and only if F' is a maximal edge set which does not contain a cycle. A matroid M is graphic if M is
isomorphic to M (G) for a graph G. A matroid is cographic if its dual matroid is graphic.

Lemma 2.1 (Whitney [26]; see Oxley [20, Theorem 5.3.1]). Let G be a 3-connected graph and H be a
loopless graph without isolated vertices. If M(QG) is isomorphic to M (H), then G is isomorphic to H.



A matroid M is represented by a matrix A over F if there is a bijection from E(M) to the columns
of A such that a set X is a base of M if and only if the set of column vectors corresponding to X is
a basis of the column space of A. A matroid M is representable over a field F if there is a matrix A
over F such that M is represented by A. A matroid M is binary if it is representable over GF(2) and
is reqular if it is representable over every field. The Fano matroid F% is the matroid represented by a
matrix A7 over GF(2) where

100 1
A; =10 1 0 1
0010

— = O

11
01
11

Theorem 2.2 (Tutte [25]). A matroid M is regular if and only if M has no minor isomorphic to
Usa, Iy, or F7.

Let ~ be an equivalence relation on E(M) such that x ~ y if either x = y or M has a circuit
containing both = and y. A component of M is an equivalence class of E(M) by ~. A matroid is
connected if E(M) is a component or E(M) = (.

The connectivity function Apr of a matroid M maps a subset X of E to A\y(X) = ry(X) +
ry(E —X) —ry(E). A partition (X,Y) of F is a k-separation of a matroid M if A\y;(X) < k and
min{|X|,|Y|} > k. For n > 1, a matroid is n-connected if it has no k-separation for all k& < n. Let
Ry, R12 be matroids represented by matrices Ajg, A2 over GF(2), respectively, where

1 0000O0[1 1001
01000[1 1100
Ap=00 10001 11 0],
00010[001T1°1
(0000 1[1 0011
1000001 1100 0]
010000|110100
Apy— |00 1000100010
000100/010001
000010/0010T171
| 000O0O0T1/0001 1 1]

The following lemma will be used for proving Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 2.3 (Seymour [22, (14.2)]). Let M be a 3-connected regular matroid. Then M is graphic or
cographic, or M has a minor isomorphic to Rig or Rio.

We now define the 2-sum of matroids as in [22]. For two matroids My, My with E(M;)NE(M;) =
{e}, if e is neither a loop nor a coloop of M; or My, then the 2-sum of M; and Mj is a matroid
Mi @9 My on E(Ml)AE(MQ) such that

G(Ml Do Mg) = C(Ml \6) U C(MQ \ e) U {ClACQ :C e G(Ml), Cy e C(MQ), eec(CinN CQ}

Though some authors require both M; and Ms have at least 3 elements, we will not require that in
this paper.

Lemma 2.4. Let My, My be matroids such that E(My) N E(Mz) = {e} and e is neither a loop nor a
coloop of My or Ms. Then B(My @9 M) = {B1ABy\{e}: By € B(M;), By € B(Ms),e € BiABs}.

Proof. Let M := My @9 M>. First we prove that if By, Bo are bases of My, My respectively and
e € B1ABsy, then BiABs/A{e} is a base of M. Let B = BiABs/A{e}. By symmetry, we may assume
that e € By and e ¢ Bs. Suppose that B is dependent in M. Since B; — {e} contains no circuits of
M; \ e and By contains no circuits of Mj \ e, B contains C1AC as a subset for a circuit Cy of My and
a circuit Cy of My with e € C1 N Cy. It follows that C is a subset of By, contradicting the assumption
that B; is independent. So B is an independent set of M.



Suppose that BU{f} is independent in M for some f € E(M)— B. If f € E(M,), then BoU{f}
contains a circuit C' of Ms \ e, which is a circuit of M, contradicting the assumption that B U {f} is
independent in M. So f € E(M;). Then By U {f} contains a circuit C’ of M. If e ¢ C’, then C’ is
a circuit of M \ e, which is also a circuit of M, contradicting the assumption on BU{f}. So e € C".
Let C” C By U{e} be a circuit of My. Then BU{f} contains C'UC” — {e} and so it is dependent in
M, contradicting the assumption. This proves that B is a base of M.

Conversely, let us show that if B is a base of M, then B = B{AB,A{e} for a base B} of M; and
a base Bl of My with e € B{AB). For i € {1,2}, let B; = BN E(M;). Then B; contains no circuit of
M; \ e and therefore B; is independent in M;.

If B; U{e} is dependent in M; for each ¢ = 1,2, then let C; be a circuit of M; that is a subset of
B;U{e} and contains e. Then C1ACy is a circuit of M but a subset of B, contradicting the assumption
on B. Hence By U {e} is independent in M; or By U {e} is independent in M.

We first claim that if B; U {e} is independent in M, then By U {e} is a base of M;. If not, then
there is f € E(M;) — By — {e} such that By U{e, f} is independent in M;. However, BU{f} contains
a circuit C' of M containing f. Then C is not a circuit of M; \ e, because otherwise C C By U {e, f},
contradicting the assumption that By U {e, f} is independent in M;. Thus, C = C1AC, for a circuit
Cy of M and a circuit Cy of My with C1 N Cy = {e}. But still, C; C By U {e, f}, contradicting
the assumption that By U {e, f} is independent in Mj. This proves the first claim. By symmetry, if
By U {e} is independent in My, then By U {e} is a base of Mp.

We are now going to show that B; or By U {e} is a base of M;. Suppose not. Then By U {e} is
dependent in M;, BaU{e} is a base of My, and By U{g} is independent in M; for some g € E(M;)— B
because Bj is independent in M;. Since By U {e} is dependent in M;, we have g # e and so BU {g}
contains a circuit D of M containing g. Since By U {g} is independent in M;, D is not a circuit of
M \ e. Thus, D = D1/AD, for a circuit Dy of M; and a circuit Dy of My with Dy N Dy = {e}. Then
Dy is a subset of By U {e}, contradicting the fact that By U {e} is a base of My. Therefore B; or
B U{e} is a base of M;. Similarly, By or By U {e} is a base of M.

Now we claim that either By U {e} is dependent in M; or By U {e} is dependent in M. Suppose
not. Then B; U {e} is independent M; and B, U {e} is independent in My. Let B be a base of M
which contains By U {e}. Since E(M;) — B is a cobase of M, there exists a cocircuit X of M; that is
a subset of (E(M;) — B) U {e} and contains e. As e is not a coloop of Mj, X has an element f # e.
Since B is a base of M) and f ¢ B, there exists a circuit Y of M; that is a subset of BU {f}. Then
Y must contain e because |X NY] # 1 [20, Proposition 2.1.11]. Since such a circuit Y is unique by
the circuit exchange axiom, By U {f} is independent in M;. As BU{f} is dependent in M, BU{f}
contains a circuit C' of M containing f. We can observe that C' is not a circuit of M; \ e because
B; U{f} is independent in M \ e. Thus, C' = C1ACs for a circuit C; of M; and a circuit Cy of My
with C; N Cy = {e}. This contradicts the assumption that By U {e} is independent in Mj, because

Cy C By U {6}
Thus, either Bj is a base of M; and By U {e} is a base of My or By U {e} is a base of M; and Bs
is a base of Ms. This concludes the proof. U

We list a few useful lemmas on 2-sums of matroids.

Lemma 2.5 (Seymour [22, (2.6)]). If M is the 2-sum of My and My, then both My and My are
isomorphic to minors of M.

Lemma 2.6 (see Oxley [20, Proposition 7.1.22 (ii)]). Let M, N be matroids with |E(M)|,|E(N)| > 2.
Then M @9 N is connected if and only if both M and N are connected.

k
For matroids My, ..., My, we denote My ®9 My ®g - - - Do M}, by @2 M,;.
i=1

Lemma 2.7 (Oxley [20, Proposition 7.1.22 (i)]). Let M, N be matroids. Then (M @9 N)* = M*®oN*.

Lemma 2.8. Let M, N be matroids such that E(M) N E(N) = {e} and e is neither a loop nor a
coloop of M or N. Then, for f € E(N) — {e}, the following hold:



(i) If e is neither a loop nor a coloop of N\ f, then (M @3y N)\ f =M ©o (N \ f).
(ii) If e is neither a loop nor a coloop of N/ f, then (M ®o N)/f = M @9 (N/f).

Proof. By Lemma 2.7, it is enough to prove (i). A set C'is a circuit of (M @9 N)\ f if and only if C is
a circuit of M \ e, a circuit of N \ e\ f, or the symmetric difference of a circuit C; of M and a circuit
Cy of N with C1NCy = {e} and f ¢ Cy. It is easy to see that this is equivalent to the statement that
C'is a circuit of M @9 (N \ f). O

Lemma 2.9. Let M, N, N’ be matroids such that E(M)NE(N) = {e} and e is neither a loop nor a
coloop of M or N'. If N is a minor of N, then M ® N’ is a minor of M ®s N.

Proof. We prove by induction on |E(N) — E(N’)]. We may assume that there is an element f €
E(N) — E(N'). Then N’ is a minor of N\ f or N/f. By Lemma 2.7, we may assume that N’ is a
minor of N\ f by symmetry. By the assumption, e is neither a loop nor a coloop of N\ f. Lemma 2.8
implies that M @9 (N \ f) = (M @2 N) \ f. By the induction hypothesis, M @9 N’ is a minor of
M @y (N \ f) and therefore M @y N’ is a minor of M @9 N. O

Tree decomposition of matroids. We review the concept of a tree decomposition of matroids
introduced by Cunningham and Edmonds [8]. A matroid-labelled tree is a pair (T, p) of a tree T' and
a map p mapping each vertex of T" to a matroid such that, for all u # v € V/(T)),

e if u and v are joined by an edge e of T, then E(p(u)) N E(p(v)) = {e} and e is neither a loop
nor a coloop of p(u) or p(v),

e if u, v are not adjacent, then E(p(u)) N E(p(v)) = 0.

For a matroid-labelled tree (T, p) and a subtree S of T" with V(S) = {v1,...,v.}, let p(S) =
p(v1) @2 p(va) D2 - -+ Ba p(v,). We require that a subtree has at least one vertex.

A pair {u, v} of vertices of a matroid-labelled tree (T, p) is bad if u is adjacent to v in T', and both
p(u) and p(v) are uniform matroids of rank 1 or are uniform matroids of corank 1.

Let (T, p) be a matroid-labelled tree and e = uv be an edge of T'. We define (7', p)/e as a matroid-
labelled tree (T'/e, p*) such that

o fo@ it € V(T) ~ {u,0},
r(@) {p(u) @9 p(v) otherwise.

A tree decomposition of a connected matroid M is a matroid-labelled tree (7', p) such that the
following hold:

e B0 = | B(w) - B(T).
veV(T)

e For v e V(T), |E(p(v))| > 3 unless |E(M)| < 3, in which case |V (T)| = 1.
o M =p(T).

A canonical tree decomposition of a connected matroid M is a tree decomposition (7', p) which
satisfies the following:

e For each v € V(T'), p(v) is 3-connected or p(v) is isomorphic to Uy, or U,_1 , for some n > 3.
e There is no bad pair of vertices of T

Theorem 2.10 (Cunningham and Edmonds [8, Theorem 18]). Every connected matroid has a canon-
ical tree decomposition (T, p). Moreover, T is unique up to relabelling edges.

The following lemma is immediate from Lemma 2.7.



Lemma 2.11 (see Oxley [20, Lemma 8.3.8]). Let (T, p) be a canonical tree decomposition of a con-
nected matroid M and p* be a map from V(T') to the class of all matroids such that p*(v) = p(v)*.
Then (T, p*) is a canonical tree decomposition of M*.

Lemma 2.12. Let M be a connected matroid with a canonical tree decomposition (T,p). If S is a
subtree of T', then p(S) is isomorphic to a minor of M with a canonical tree decomposition (.S, ply (s))-

Proof. We proceed by induction on |V(T')| — |[V(S)]. It is trivial when V(T) = V(S). If |V(T)| —
[V(S)| =1, let v be a vertex in V(T') — V(S). Since S is connected, v is a leaf of T. Let N := p(v).
Then M = p(T) = p(T'\ v) @2 N and, by Lemma 2.5, p(T"\ v) is isomorphic to a minor of M.
Suppose that [V(T)| —|V(S)| > 1. Let v be a leaf of T which is not in V(S). By the induction
hypothesis, p(S) is isomorphic to a minor of p(T" \ v) and p(T \ v) is isomorphic to a minor of M.
Therefore, p(S) is isomorphic to a minor of M. It is easy to check that (S, p|y(g)) is a canonical tree
decomposition of p(5). O

Graph minors and matroid minors. We introduce some useful facts about graph minors and
matroid minors.

Lemma 2.13 (Hall [13]). Every 3-connected simple nonplanar graph is isomorphic to K5 or has a
minor isomorphic to Kz 3.

The following lemma is due to Brylawski, who proved it for matroids. We state its version for
graphs, as in [9, Theorem 5.1].

Lemma 2.14 (Brylawski [6]). Let G be a 2-connected loopless graph and H be a 2-connected loopless
minor of G. If e € E(G) — E(H), then G/e or G\ e is loopless, 2-connected, and contains H as a
minor.

Lemma 2.15 (folklore; see Oxley [20, Proposition 4.3.6]). Let M be a matroid with |E(M)| > 3.
Then M 1is connected if and only if M has a circuit or a cocircuit containing X for each subset X of

BE(M) with | X| = 3.

Lemma 2.16 (Bixby and Coullard [1]). Let M be a 3-connected matroid and N be a 3-connected
minor of M with |[E(N)| > 4. If e € E(M) — E(N), then there exists a 3-connected minor N’ of M
such that e € E(N'), |E(N') — E(N)| <4, and N is a minor of N'.

Lemma 2.17 (Oxley [21, Corollary 3.7]). Let M be a 3-connected binary matroid such that r(M),r(M*) >
3. If x,y, z are distinct elements of E(M), then M has a minor isomorphic to M(Ky) using x,y, z.

Lemma 2.18 (Truemper [23]). Let M be a 3-connected matroid and N be a 3-connected minor of
M. Then there are 3-connected matroids My, M, ..., M, such that My = N, M,, = M, and M; is a
minor of M1 with |E(M;41)| — |E(M;)| <3 for each i € {0,...,n — 1}.

Lemma 2.18 implies the following corollary for graphs.

Lemma 2.19. Let G be a simple 3-connected graph and H be a simple 3-connected minor of G. Then
there are simple 3-connected graphs Go,G1,...,Gy such that Go = G, G, = H, and G; is a minor of
Giy1 with |[E(Giy1)| — |E(G;)| <3 for each i € {0,...,n —1}.

See the book of Oxley [20] for more about matroids.

2.2 Delta-matroids

Bouchet [2] introduced delta-matroids. A delta-matroid is a pair (V, F) of a finite set V and a nonempty
set F of subsets of V' such that if XY € F and x € XAY, then there is y € XAY such that
XA{z,y} € F. An element of F is called a feasible set.



Minors. For a delta-matroid M = (V,JF) and a subset X of V', we can obtain a new delta-matroid
MAX = (V,FAX) from M where FAX = {FAX : F € F}. This operation is called twisting. A
delta-matroid N is equivalent to M if N can be obtained from M by twisting.

If there is a feasible subset of V' — X, then M \ X = (V — X,F \ X) is a delta-matroid where
F\X ={F € F: FNX = ()}. This operation of obtaining M \ X is called the deletion of X in M. A
delta-matroid N is a minor of a delta-matroid M if N = MAX \'Y for some subsets X,Y of V. We
remark that Y could be empty.

A delta-matroid is even if | XAY| is even for all feasible sets X and Y. It is easy to see that all
minors of even delta-matroids are even.

Fundamental graphs and connectedness. For a delta-matroid M = (V,F) and a feasible set F’
of M, the fundamental graph of M with respect to F'is a graph G r without parallel edges on V'
such that two vertices u and v are adjacent if and only if FA{u,v} is feasible. Note that if FA{u} is
feasible, then in Gy r, the vertex u is incident with a loop and if M is even, then Gy r is a simple
graph. Let Ag be the adjacency matrix of G over GF(2).

Let M = (V,F) be a delta-matroid. A partition (V1,V2) of V' is a separation of M if Vi,V # () and
there exist delta-matroids M; = (V1,F1) and My = (Va, Fa) such that F = {F{UFy : Fy € F1, Fy € Fa}.

A delta-matroid M is connected if it has no separation. If (V3,V3) is a separation of M, then it is
a separation of every delta-matroid equivalent to M [5, Proposition 3]. Hence, if M is connected, then
every delta-matroid equivalent to M is connected. It is easy to observe that a matroid is connected if
and only if its bases form a connected delta-matroid.

Lemma 2.20 (Geelen [12, Lemma 3.5]). Let M = (V,F) be an even delta-matroid, let F' € F, and let
w € E(Gup). Then, for xz,y € V —{u, v}, the following hold:

(1) ux € E(Gur,r) if and only if ve € E(GM,FA{U,U}).

(2) If z,y & Ngy, p(v), then zy € E(Gu r) if and only if xy € E(Garpafuuy)-

Lemma 2.21 (Bouchet [5]). For an even delta-matroid M = (V,F) and a nonempty proper subset X
of V, the following are equivalent:

(i) (X,V = X) is a separation of M.
(ii) There is no edge between X and V — X in Gy p for some F € F.
(i) There is no edge between X and V — X in Gy p for all F € F.
We include a proof motivated by Cunningham in [12, Theorem 3.7].

Proof. We first prove that (i) implies (ii). By twisting, we may assume that () € F. By (i), there are
delta-matroids M; = (X,JF1) and My = (V — X,JF,) such that F = {Fy UF, : F} € F1, F, € Fa}.
Suppose that Gpsg has an edge zy for some z € X and y € V — X. Then {z,y} € F. By the
construction of F; and Fa, we have {z} € F; and ) € Fy. Hence, {z} € F, contradicting our
assumption that M is even. So (ii) holds.

We now show that (ii) implies (iii). Let 8 be the set of all feasible sets F' such that there is no edge
between X and V—X in Gr,r. By (ii), there exists F' € §. Suppose that (iii) does not hold. Then there
exists F/ € F—8. Among all such sets, we choose F’ with minimum |FAF’|. Choose u € FAF'. Then
there is an element v € FAF’ such that u # v and F'A{u,v} € F. Since |FA(F' A{u,v})| < |[FAF'|,
F'A{u,v} € 8 and therefore uv € E(Gpprafuny). By symmetry, we may assume that u,v € X.
Since F’ ¢ 8, there exist © € X, y € V — X such that 2y € E(Gp ). If © € {u,v}, then assume
u = x without loss of generality. Then, by Lemma 2.20, vy € E(G prafuw)), contradicting our
assumption. Therefore, we may assume that in Gy pr, neither u nor v has neighbors in V' — X. Then
u,v ¢ Ng,, ., (y) and, by Lemma 2.20, wv € E(Gpprafayy)- 1t implies that zy € E(Gyrprafuwy),
contradicting our assumption. So (iii) holds.

So it remains to prove that (iii) implies (i). By twisting, we may assume that ) € F. Let
F1={F € F: F, C X}and Fo = {F, € F: F, CV — X}. Suppose that there is no edge



between X and V — X in Gyr for all F' € F. Suppose that there exist Fy,F, € JF such that
(FiNX)U(Fan(V—-X)) ¢ F. Among such pairs, we choose Fj, Fy such that |(F1AF;) N X]| is
minimum. Since (FyAFy) N X # (), there exists © € (F1AFy) N X. So there is y € F1AFy such that
FoNz,y} € F. So zy € E(Gum,p,) and y € X by (iii). However, |[F1A(FaANxz,y})| < [FiAF,| and
(FiNX)U(FHn(V-X))=FNX)U((Fol{z,y}) N (V — X)) € F, which is a contradiction. So
{Fl UF, [ eF i, Fh e ?2} Cc 7.

If there exists F' € & such that FNX ¢ For FN(V —X) ¢ F, we choose a minimal set F
among all such sets. Observe that F N X, F N (V — X) # (. We choose z1 € FN X. Then there
exists y; € F such that F' := FA{zy,y1} € F. Since M is even, =1 # y1 and z1y; € E(Gar). By
(iii), y1 € FNX. Since F' C F, we have F' N (V — X) € F by the minimality assumption of F.
Therefore, F'N (V — X) € F and, by symmetry, N X € F, contradicting our assumption. Hence,
FC {F1 Uk, eF,Fy e Stz}.

Let My = (V,91) and My = (V,F2). Then M; and My are delta-matroids and (V,V — X) is a
separation of M. O

Representable delta-matroids. Let V be a finite set. For a V' x V symmetric or skew-symmetric
matrix A over a field F and a subset X of V, let A[X] be an X x X submatrix of A. Let F(A) =
{X CV: A[X] is nonsingular}. We assume that A[()] is nonsingular and so ) € F(A). Bouchet [3]
proved that (V,F(A)) is a delta-matroid. A delta-matroid is representable over a field F if it is a
delta-matroid whose set of feasible sets is F(A)AX for a skew-symmetric or symmetric matrix A over
F and a subset X of V. Since () € F(A) for all symmetric or skew-symmetric matrices A, it is natural
to define representable delta-matroids with twisting so that the empty set is not necessarily feasible
in representable delta-matroids.
A delta-matroid is binary if it is representable over GF(2).

Pivoting. For a finite set V and a symmetric or skew-symmetric V' x V matrix

X Y
4 X [a B ’
Y\ 4
if A[X] = « is nonsingular, then let

X Y

Asx = X a”! o”'p .
Y \—ya™! §—~a7lp

This operation is called pivoting. Tucker [24] proved that when A[X] is nonsingular, A x X[Y] is
nonsingular if and only if A[XAY] is nonsingular for each subset Y of V. Hence, if M = (V,F(A))
and X is a feasible set of M, then MAX = (V,F(A x X)).

For a simple graph G and an edge uv € E(G), a graph G A wv is obtained from G by pivoting
an edge wv if Agauw = Ag * {u,v}. A combinatorial description can be found in [17]. A pivot-minor
of a simple graph G is a graph obtained from G by pivoting and deleting vertices repeatedly. The
following result gives a relation between minors of delta-matroids and pivot-minors of graphs.

Lemma 2.22 (Bouchet [3]). Let M be an even binary delta-matroid. Then, a simple graph G is a
pivot-minor of a fundamental graph of M if and only if G is a fundamental graph of a minor of M.

Twisted matroids. A twisted matroid N is a delta-matroid such that N = (E, BAX) for some
matroid M = (F,B) and some set X C F.

Let us first see that every (delta-matroid) minor of a twisted matroid is a twisted matroid. It is
enough to prove that, if N = NAX \ {e} for a matroid N = (E,B) and a set X C E, then N’ is
a twisted matroid. We may assume that e ¢ X by replacing N with N* and X with F — X. Then
N =NAX\{e} = (N \e)AX.



The following lemma characterizes twisted matroids. We remark that Bouchet [4] proved a weaker
version for even delta-matroids.

Lemma 2.23 (Geelen [12, Theorem 3.11]). Let M be a delta-matroid and F be a feasible set of M.
Then G, r is bipartite if and only if M is a twisted matroid.

Duchamp implicitly characterizes the class of twisted matroids in terms of forbidden (delta-
matroid) minors.

Lemma 2.24 (Duchamp [10]). A delta-matroid M is a twisted matroid if and only if it has no minor
isomorphic to Dy = ({1}’ {@, {1}}) or MK3 = ({1’ 2, 3}a {@, {L 2}’ {L 3}a {2’ 3}})

The following lemma appeared in Chun, Moffatt, Noble, and Rueckriemen [7] with a short proof
and is also implied by an old theorem of Holzmann, Norton, and Tobey [14] and was stated in the
Ph.D. thesis of Geelen [12, line 18 of page 15| without a proof.

Lemma 2.25 (Chun, Moffatt, Noble, and Rueckriemen [7, Theorem 3.11]). Let M;, My be matroids
on E. If My is connected and B(M1)AX = B(Ms) for some X C E, then X =0 or X = E. In other
words, My = My or My = M.

Graphic delta-matroids. Oum [18] introduced graphic delta-matroids. Let G = (V, E) be a graph
and T be a subset of the set of vertices of G. A subgraph H of G is called a T-spanning subgraph
of G if V(G) = V(H) and for each component C of H, either

(i) |[V(C)NT|is odd, or
(il) V(C)NT =0 and G[V(C)] is a component of G.

A graft is a pair (G,T) of a graph G and a subset T of the set of vertices of G. A set F of edges
of G is feasible in (G,T) if it is the edge set of a T-spanning forest of G. Let §(G,T) = (E(G),F)
where F is the set of all feasible sets of (G,T"). Oum [18] proved that G(G,T') is an even binary
delta-matroid. A delta-matroid M is graphic if there exist a graft (G,T') and a subset X of E(G) such
that M = G(G,T)AX. We remark that deleting isolated vertices from G does not change §(G,T).

The following proposition is one of the major motivations to introduce graphic delta-matroids.
The binary line graph BL(G) of a graph G is a simple graph on F(G) such that two edges e, f of G
are adjacent in BL(G) if and only if e and f are non-loops that share exactly one end. Note that if G
is simple, then the binary line graph of G is equal to the line graph of G.

Proposition 2.26 (Oum [18]). A binary delta-matroid is graphic if and only if its fundamental graph
is a pivot-minor of a binary line graph of some graph.

For a graft (G,T) and an edge e of G, let (G,T)\ e = (G \¢,T"). This operation is called a deletion
of an edge e in a graft (G,T'). For an isolated vertex v of G, let (G,T)\ v be (G\ v, T — {v}). This is
a deletion of a vertex v. For an edge e = uv of G, we define (G, T)/e to be a graft (G/e,T") such that

- {<T— {u,v}) U{er} i [T {u,v} =1,

T \r- {u,v} otherwise,

where e* is the vertex corresponding to both ends of e in G/e. This operation is called a contraction
of an edge e in a graft (G, T). Note that if e is a loop, then (G,T)/e = (G,T) \ e. A graft (G',T') is a
minor of a graft (G, T) if (G',T") is obtained from (G, T) by a sequence of deletions and contractions.
Oum [18] proved minors of graphic delta-matroids are graphic. Let x(G,T') be the number of compo-
nents of G having no vertices in 7. An edge e is a T-bridge of a graft (G,T) if k(G \ e,T) > (G, T).
An edge e = wv is a T-tunnel of a graft (G,T) if V(C)NT = {u,v} for the component C of G
containing e.

Lemma 2.27 (Oum [18, Proposition 8]). All feasible sets of G(G,T) contain an edge e if and only if
e is a T-bridge.



Lemma 2.28 (Oum [18, Proposition 9]). Let (G,T) be a graft. For an edge e of G,

~JS(G,T)\ {e} if e is not a T-bridge,
(@ T)\e) = {S(G,T)A{e} \ {e} otherwise.

Lemma 2.29 (Oum [18, Proposition 10]). No feasible set of G(G,T) contains an edge e if and only
if e is a loop or a T-tunnel.

Lemma 2.30 (Oum [18, Proposition 11]). Let (G,T) be a graft. For an edge e of G,

S(G, T)A{e} \{e} ife is neither a T-tunnel nor a loop,

SU(G,T)/e) = {Q(G,T) \ {e} otherwise.

For a good coverage of delta-matroids, we refer the reader to the survey by Moffatt [16].

3 Delta-graphic matroids and grafts

A matroid M is delta-graphic if there exist a graft (G,7T") and a subset X of E(G) such that the set of
bases of M is equal to F(G(G,T))AX. The following two lemmas imply that the class of delta-graphic
matroids is clsoed under taking dual and minor.

Lemma 3.1. If a matroid M is delta-graphic, then so is M*.

Proof. 1If B(M) = F(9(G,T))AX for a graft (G,T) and a subset X of E(G), then B(M*) =
F(G(G,T))A(E(G) — X). O

Lemma 3.2. If a matroid M is delta-graphic, then every (matroid) minor of M is delta-graphic.

Proof. Let M be a delta-graphic matroid. Then there exist a graft (G,T) and a subset X of E(G)
such that B(M) = F(3(G,T))AX. We claim that every minor N is delta-graphic. By Lemma 3.1, we
may assume that N = M \ e. If e is a coloop of M, then M \ e = M/e = (M*\ e)* and so we replace
M by M* to assume that e is not a coloop of M. Then, we have

(FO(G,T) \{ep)AX ifed X,

BOM\e) = I(S(G THAX \ e} = {(S(Q(G,T))A{e} \{eDA(XALe)) ifee X.

Let us consider the case when e ¢ X first. Since e is not a coloop of M, e is not a T-bridge by
Lemma 2.27. Then, B(M \ e) = F(G((G,T) \ e)) AX by Lemma 2.28.

If e € X, since e is not a coloop of M, e is neither a T-tunnel nor a loop by Lemma 2.29. So
B(M\e)=FG(G,T)/e)A(XA{e}) by Lemma 2.30. O

Lemma 3.3. Let G be a graph and T be a subset of V(G). If |T| < 2, then G(G,T) is the cycle
matroid of a graph that is obtained from G by identifying all vertices in T'.

Proof. Let G’ be the graph obtained from G by identifying all vertices in 7. The lemma is trivial
when |T'| < 1. If |T| = 2, then F' is the edge set of a T-spanning forest of G if and only if F is the
edge set of a maximal spanning forest of G’. The conclusion follows easily. U

Lemma 3.4. Let G be a graph with no isolated vertices and T be a subset of V(G). If §(G,T) is
connected, then G is connected.

Proof. Suppose that G is disconnected. Then there is a partition (X,Y) of V(G) such that X,Y # ()
and there is no edge between X and Y. Let G = G[X]|, Ge =G[Y], T =TnX, L =TnNY.
Then F(G) = E(G1) U E(G2) and E(G1) N E(G3) = 0. Since G has no isolated vertices, we have
E(Gy),E(G2) # (0. We show that F(G(G,T)) = {FAUFy: Fy € F(5(G1,Th)), F» € F(5(G2,T3))}.
Let F} be an edge set of a Tj-spanning forest and F5 be an edge set of a Th-spanning forest. Then,
it is obvious that F; U F5 is the set of edges of a T-spanning forest. Conversely, let F' be an edge
set of a T-spanning forest. Then F} = F N E(Gy) is the set of edges of a Tj-spanning forest and
F, = F N E(Gy) is the set of edges of a Th-spanning forest. Then, (E(G1), E(G2)) is a separation of
9(G,T), contradicting our assumption. O
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Recall that, in Lemma 2.24, M K3 is a delta-matroid defined by ({1, 2,3}, {0, {1,2},{1, 3},{2,3}}).
Let Ay = (K3,V(K3)), Ay = (K13, V(K13)), Ag = (K13, 5) where S is the set of vertices of degree 1
in K173.

Lemma 3.5. For a graft (G,T) with no isolated vertices, §(G,T) is equivalent to M K3 up to iso-
morphism if and only if (G,T) is isomorphic to one of Ay, Ag, As.

Proof. Let F be the set of feasbile sets in G(G,T). Let us prove the forward direction because the
backward direction is trivial. Suppose that §(G,T)AX = M K3 for aset X C {1,2,3}. We deduce that
|E(G)| = 3 and FAX = {0,{1,2},{2,3},{1,3}}. If | X| is even, then F = {0,{1,2},{2,3},{1,3}}
and F = {{1},{2},{3},{1,2,3}} otherwise. Since M K3 is connected, §(G,T) is connected and by
Lemma 3.4, G is connected. Since {1,2,3} € F or {{1,2},{1,3},{2,3}} € F, G cannot contain loops
or parallel edges. So G is simple and is isomorphic to one of K3, Py, Kj 3.

If 5 ={0,{1,2},{2,3},{1,3}}, then T = V(G) because () is feasible. It is easy to check that
G(Py, V(Py)) is not isomorphic to §(G,T). So (G, T) is not isomorphic to (Py, V(Py)) and therefore
(G,T) is isomorphic to (K3, V(K3)) or (K3, V(K73)).

IfF ={{1},{2},{3},{1,2,3}}, then G cannot be isomorphic to K3 since {1, 2,3} is a feasible set.
So G is isomorphic to Py or Ky 3. If |T| < 2, then by Lemma 3.3, §(G,T) is a matroid, contradicting
the fact that F has feasible sets of different size. Observe that |T'| is odd because {1, 2,3} is feasible.
Hence, |T'| = 3 and we can check that G is isomorphic to K; 3 and T' = S where S is the set of vertices
of degree 1 in K 3. Therefore, (G,T) is isomorphic to (K 3,.5). O

Lemma 3.6. Let (G,T) be a graft and u be a vertex of G. If there exist distinct vertices uy,us,us €
T — {u} and three internally disjoint paths Py, Pa, P3 from u to uy,ua,us respectively, then (G,T) has
a minor isomorphic to A or As.

Proof. For each i € {1,2,3}, choose a vertex v; in (V(F;) NT) — {u} such that dp, (u,v;) is minimum
and let P/ be a subpath of P; from u to v;. Let E; := E(P/) and e; be an edge of F(P/) which is

)

incident with u for ¢ € {1,2,3}. By deleting all edges in E(G) — (Ey U E2 U E3) and contracting all
edges in (E1 U EyU E3) —{e1, e2,e3}, we get a minor isomorphic to Ag if u € T' and Ag otherwise. [

Lemma 3.7. Let G be a graph and T be a subset of V(G). If G is 3-connected and |T| > 3 then
(G, T) has a minor isomorphic to Ay or As.

Proof. Let w be a vertex of G such that |T" — {w}| > 3. For a set A = {vy,v9,v3} C T — {w},
there exist 3 internally disjoint paths P;, P», P3 from w to vi,vs,vs by the theorem of Menger. The
conclusion follows by Lemma 3.6. O

To describe the structure of grafts resulting delta-matroids with bipartite fundamental graphs, we
introduce cyclic decompositions of grafts. Let G = (V, E) be a graph and T be a subset of V. A cyclic
decomposition of (G,T) is a pair (H,B), where H is a bipartite graph whose maximum degree is at
most 2 and B ={B, : x € V(H)} is a collection of subsets of V satisfying the following:

cn |J B.=V.

z€V(H)
(C2) If u,v € V are adjacent in G, then there is a vertex = of H such that {u,v} C B,.

(C3) For distinct z,y € V(H), B, N B, C T and |B, N By| is equal to the number of edges joining
z,y in H.

(C4) For all z € V(H), [T NBy| <2.
For a cyclic decomposition (H,B) of (G,T) and B € B, G[B] is a bag of (H,B).

Lemma 3.8. If a graft (G,T) has a cyclic decomposition, then every minor of (G,T) also has a cyclic
decomposition.
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Proof. Suppose that (G,T') has a cyclic decomposition (H,B). It is enough to show that both (G, T)\e
and (G, T)/e have cyclic decompositions for every e € E(G). Given e = uv € E(G), it is obvious that
(G,T) \ e has a cyclic decomposition (H,B).

So it remains to show that (G,T)/e = (G/e, T*) has a cyclic decomposition. We may assume that
e is not a loop. Let e* be the vertex obtained by contracting e. Let z be a vertex of H such that
{u,v} C B,. For all x € V(H), let

B {(Bx —{ww}) U{e} if {u0} N By £0,

X .
B, otherwise.

and B’ be the set {B.. : x € V(H)}.

If {u,v} € T, then it is easy to check that (H, B’) is a cyclic decomposition of (G,T)/e = (G/e, T*).
So we can assume that u,v € T" and e* ¢ T*. Now we do some case analysis.

If z is an isolated vertex in H, then (H,B’) is a cyclic decomposition of (G, T)/e obviously.

Suppose that z has degree 1in H. Let y be the neighbor of z in H. We may assume that u € ByNB,
by symmetry. Since H is bipartite, by (C3), u ¢ B, for all z € V(H) — {y,2}. Let f = yz € E(H)
and f* be the vertex obtained by contracting f in H. Let By = (B, U B, U {e*}) — {u, v}.

We claim that (H/f,B U {B} — {By, B.}) is a cyclic decomposition of (G,T)/e. It is trivial
to check (C1). Since Ngs.(e*) € By, (C2) holds. (C3) holds since B, N By = B, N By« for all
x € V(H)—{y,z}. Also (C4) holds trivially.

It remains to consider the case when z is a vertex of degree 2 in H. If z is incident with parallel
edges e1,e9, then let y be the unique neighbor of z in H. Then H[{y,z}] is a component of H
which is a cycle of length 2. Let H' be a graph ((V(H) — {y,z}) U{Z'}, E(H) — {e1,e2}) and B, =
(ByUB,U{e*}) — {u,v}. Then (H',(B — {By, B.}) U{B.}) is a cyclic decomposition of (G,T')/e.

Now if z has two distinct neighbors z,y, then B, N By N B, is empty because H has no cycle of
length 3. We may assume that v € B, N B, and v € B, N B, by symmetry. Let fi = vz € E(H)
and fo = yz € E(H). Also let f* be a vertex obtained by contracting edges fi, fo in H and By =
(ByUByUB,U{e*})—{u,v}. Then (H/{f1, fo}, (BU{By+})—{B:, By, B.}) is a cyclic decomposition
of (G,T)/e. So we prove this lemma. O

A cyclic decomposition (H,B) of a graft (G,T) is nice if the following hold.
(N1) G[B,] is connected for all u € V(H).
(N2) If |IB,NT| <1 for a vertex v € V(H), then v is an isolated vertex of H.

Lemma 3.9. Let G be a graph and T be a subset of V(G). If a graft (G, T) has a cyclic decomposition,
then (G,T) has a nice cyclic decomposition.

Proof. Among all cyclic decompositions of (G,T) with the minimum number of disconnected bags,
we choose a cyclic decomposition (H,B) with minimum |B| = |V (H)|. We will show that (H,B) is a
nice cyclic decomposition of (G, T). Let ¢ be the number of disconnected bags of (H,B).

Suppose that t > 1. Let u be a vertex of H such that G[B,] is disconnected. Then, for a positive
integer m, let Cy,...,C,, be components of G[B,]. Let k be the number of components of G[B,]
which intersects with |J,,, By. By relabelling components, we may assume that V(C;) NU,4, Bv # 0
for all 0 <4 <k and V(C;) N Uy, By = 0if i > k. Let H' be a graph obtained from H by adding
isolated vertices uq, ..., u, and B’ be a set {B. : x € V(H)} such that, for all z € V(H’),

V(Cp) if z =u,
V(C;) ifz=wu;forl<i<m,

B, otherwise.

Bl =

If £ <1, then (H',B’) is a cyclic decomposition of (G,T') with the number of disconnected bags less
than t, contradicting our assumption. Therefore, we may assume that £ > 2 and degy (u) = 2 by (C4).
This implies that k = 2 and [V/(Co)NU,,, Bo| = [V(C1)NU, 4, Bu| = 1. Let € V(Co)NU, ., Bv and

12



y e V(Ch) ﬂuv#u B,. Since H is bipartite, there is a unique vertex w of H such that y € V(C1) N By,.
By (C3), there is an edge e = ww in H. Let H” = (H'\e) + g where g is an edge joining u; and w.
Then (H”,B’) is a cyclic decomposition of (G,T') with less than ¢ disconnected bags, contradicting
our assumption. So t = 0 and (H, B) satisfies (N1).

Now to show (N2), we claim that if v is a non-isolated vertex of H, then |B, NT| > 2. If v is
incident with two parallel edges, then for the unique neighbor u of v, by (C3), |TNB,| > |B,NB,| = 2.
If v has two distinct neighbors u, v’ in H, then since H is bipartite, B, N B, = () by (C3) and therefore
|B,NT| > |By N By| + | By N By| > 2 by (C3). If degy(v) = 1, then let u € Ny (v). Let H' = H \ v
and, for all z € V(H'), let

B;,:{BUUBU if z=u,

B, otherwise.

and let B” := {B! : 2 € V(H")}. If |B,NT| < 1, then (H',B") is a cyclic decomposition of (G, T)
with no disconnected bags, contradicting the assumption that |B| is chosen to be minimum. Therefore,
|B, NT| > 2. O

Lemma 3.10. Let G be a connected graph and T be a subset of V(G) such that |T| > 3. If G has a
cycle containing at least 3 vertices of T and (G,T) has no minor isomorphic to Ay, Ag,or As, then
(G,T) has a nice cyclic decomposition (H,B) such that H is an even cycle of length at least 4.

Proof. Let C be a cycle of G containing at least 3 vertices of T

Claim 1. C contains all vertices in T'.

Proof. Suppose that x € T—V(C). Let y be a vertex of C such that dg(x,y) is minimum and let P; be
a shortest path from z to y. Since |V (C)NT| > 3, there exist two vertices a,b € (V(C)NT)—{y}. Let
P, P3 be internally disjoint subpaths of C' from y to a, b, respectively. Since P;, P», P3 are internally
disjoint paths from y to z,a,b € T, by Lemma 3.6, (G,T) has a minor isomorphic to Ag or Ag,
contradicting our assumption. |

We also know that |V(C) NT| is even, because otherwise (G,7T) has a minor isomorphic to Aj.
For k > 2, let vy, ve,...,vy be all vertices of V(C) N T in the cyclic order of C. By Claim 1,
T = {vy,...,v9}. Let vopy1 := vy and, for ¢ € {1,2,...,2k}, let Y; be a path from v; to v;y1 in C
such that no internal vertex is in T'.

Claim 2. For every V(C)-path P, V(C)NV(P) C V(Y;) for some 1 <i < 2k.

Proof. Suppose that there is a V(C)-path P such that V(C P) ¢ V(Y;) for all 1 <4 < 2k. Let
x, y be ends of P and u;j, uz be the two vertices of V(C)N (T {ﬂ:}) such that C' has a path @); from
u; to & without internal vertices in T for ¢ = 1,2. Since {z,y} € V(V;) for all 1 <i <2k, y ¢ V(Q1)
and y ¢ V(Q2). There exists w € T — (V(Q1) U V(Q2)) because |T| > 4. Let Q)3 be a subpath of C'
from y to w which does not intersect with @ or Q2. Let Q% be a path w@QsyPx. Then, by applying
Lemma 3.6 to Q1, Q2, Qf, we get a minor isomorphic to Ay or Ag, contradicting our assumption. W

For a positive integer m, let X3, Xo,..., X;, be components of G \ V(C). Since G is connected,
Ng(V(X;)) CV(C) is nonempty for 1 < i < m. By Claim 2, for every 1 < i < m, thereis 1 < j <2k
such that Ng(V(X;)) C V(Yj).

For 1 <4 <2k, let

A:{{je{1,2,...,m}:NG(V( 7))
Y e{1,2,...,m}: Na(V(X;))

Let H = x1-- o521 be a cycle of length 2k. Let By, := V(Yi) U U;jcq, V(X;) for 1 < i < 2k and
B ={B,, :1<i< 2k}

We claim that (H,B) is a nice cyclic decomposition of (G,T). By Claim 2, (C1) holds. Claim 2
implies that {A4; : 1 <i < 2k} is a partition of {1,...,m}. So each component of G\ V(C) is contained
in a unique By, for 1 <1 < 2k. So if ¢ # j, then sz NBy; CV(Y;)NV(Y;) € T and (C3) holds. Since

(Y1)} if i =1,

cVv
CV(Y;)} - UZ 1A otherwise.
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| Bz, NT'| = {v;,viy1} for all 1 < i < 2k, we can check easily that (C4) holds. To show (C2), let u, v
be adjacent vertices of G. If u,v € V(C), it is obvious that u,v € V(Y;) C By, for some 1 < i < 2k.
So we may assume that u ¢ V(C). Then u € V(X;) for some 1 < ¢ < m. Then there is 1 < j < 2k
such that i € A;. So u and all neighbors of u are in B,;. Hence, {u,v} C B,,. So (C2) holds. By the
construction of (H,B), (N1) and (N2) hold obviously. So (H,B) is a nice cyclic decomposition. [

Lemma 3.11. Let G be a connected graph and T be a subset of V(G) such that |T'| > 3. If (G,T)
has no minor isomorphic to A1, As,or As and every cycle of G contains at most 2 vertices of T, then
(G, T) has a nice cyclic decomposition (H,B) such that H is a path of length at least 1.

Proof. First, we prove the following claim.

Claim 3. There is a path P such that T C V(P).

Proof. Let P be a path with both ends wy, we in T" and maximum |V (P)NT|. If there is a vertex = in
T — V(P), then choose a vertex y of P whose dg(x,y) is minimum. Let @) be a shortest path from z
to y. By the choice of P, y # wy and y # ws. Let Q1, Q2 be paths of P from y to wy, wa, respectively.
Then, by applying Lemma 3.6 to @, @1, @2, we get a minor isomorphic to As or As, contradicting
our assumption. |

Let P be a path containing V(T') = {x1,...,2z,}, such that z, ..., 2, occur in order on P for
n > 3 and x1, T, are the ends of P. For 1 <i <n —1, let ¥; be the subpath of P from z; to ;1.

Claim 4. For every V(P)-path R, V(P)NV(R) C V(Y;) for some 1 <i<n—1.

Proof. Let y1, y2 be ends of V(R) and @ be the subpath of P from y; to y2. Suppose that there is a
vertex v in (V(Q)—{y1,y2})NT. We may assume that dp(z1,y1) < dp(x1,y2). If y1 = 21 and yo = zp,,
then Q = P and a cycle C' = x1 Px, Rz contains all vertices of T', contradicting the assumption that
no cycle contains more than 2 vertices in 7. So we can assume y; # x1. Then by Lemma 3.6 applied
to paths Q1 = z1Py1, Q2 = y1Pv, Q3 = y1 RyaPx,, we obtain a minor isomorphic to As or Ag,
contradicting our assumption. Hence, ) has no internal vertex in T'. Therefore, y;,y2 € V(Y;) for
some 1 <i<n-—1. [ |

For an integer m > 1, let X3,---, X,, be components of G\ V(P). Since G is connected, we know
that 0 # Ng(V(X;)) C V(P) for every i € {1,...,m}. By Claim 4, for every 1 < i < m, there is
1 <j <n—1such that Ng(V(X;)) C V(Y;).

For1<i<n-—1,let

A':{{je{l,Q,...,m}:NG(V( )
"l e{n,2,...,m}: No(V(X;))

Let H = z1 -+ 2,1 be a path of length n — 2. Let B,, := V(Y;) UlJ;c0, V(X;) for 1 <i<n-—1
and let B={B,,:1<i<n-—1}.

We claim that (H,B) is a nice cyclic decomposition of (G,T). By Claim 4, (C1) holds. Claim 4
implies that {A; : 1 < i < n — 1} is a partition of {1,...,m}. So each component of G \ V(P) is
contained in a unique B, for 1 <i<n—1. Soifi 753, then B, NB,, CV(Y;)NV(Y;) CT and
(C3) holds. Since |B;, N T] = {xj,xi41} for all 1 <i < n—1, we can check easily that (( 4) holds.
To see (C2), let u, v be adjacent vertices of G. If u,v € V(P), it is obvious that u,v € V(Y;) C By,
for some 1 < i < n—1. So we may assume that v ¢ V(P). Then u € V(X;) for some 1 < i < m.

(1)) ifi =1,

cv
CV(Y;)} - UZ “1 A, otherwise.

So u and all neighbors of u are contained in B,; for some j € {1,2,...,n —1}. So {u,v} C B,, and
(C2) holds. By the construction of (H,B), (N1) and (N2) hold obviously. So (H,B) is a nice cyclic
decomposition. O

Lemma 3.12. Let (G,T) be a graft admitting a cyclic decomposition (H,B). Then (G,T) does not
contain a minor isomorphic to Ay, Ao, or As.
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Proof. By Lemma 3.8, it is enough to show that A;, Ay, and A3 do not have cyclic decompositions.
Suppose that Ay = (K3,V(K3)) has a cyclic decomposition (H,B). Let V(K3) = {u,v,w}. By
(C2), there exist vertices z, y, z of H such that {u,v} C By, {v,w} C By, {u,w} C B,. By (C4),
{u,v} = B, {v,w} = By, {u,w} = B,. By (C3), zyzz is a cycle of length 3 in H, contradicting the
fact that H is bipartite. So Ay has no cyclic decomposition.

Let S = {u,v,w} be the set of leaves of K 3 and s be the internal vertex of K7 3.

Suppose that Ay = (K7 3, V(K 3)) has a cyclic decomposition (H, B). By (C2), there exist vertices
x, y, z of H such that {s,u} C B, {s,v} C By, {s,w} C B,. By (C4), {s,u} = By, {s,v} = By,
{s,w} = B,. By (C3), xyzzx is a cycle of length 3 in H, contradicting the fact that H is bipartite. So
As has no cyclic decomposition.

Suppose that Az = (K7 3,S5) has a cyclic decomposition (H,B). By (C2), there exist vertices z,
y, z of H such that {s,u} C B, {s,v} C By, {s,w} C B,. Since B,NB,=B,NB,=B,NB, ¢ T,
by (C3), z =y =z. So V(K 3) C By, contradicting (C4). So Az has no cyclic decomposition. U

Proposition 3.13. Let M be a connected graphic delta-matroid such that M = G(G,T)AX for a
graft (G,T), where X C E(G) and G has no isolated vertices. Then, M is a twisted matroid if and
only if at least one of the following holds:

(G1) |T| <2.
(G2) (G,T) admits a nice cyclic decomposition (H,B) with an even cycle H of length at least 4.
(G3) (G,T) admits a nice cyclic decomposition (H,B) with a path H of length at least 1.

Proof. First, we prove the backward direction. If |T'| < 2, then by Lemma 3.3, §(G,T) = M(G’) for
some graph G’ and therefore M is a twisted matroid. If (G2) or (G3) holds, then (G,T) has a cyclic
decomposition. So by Lemma 3.12, (G, T) has no minor isomorphic to Ay, Ag, or Az. By Lemma 3.5,
§(G,T) has no (delta-matroid) minor equivalent to M K3. Since §(G,T) is even [18], it has no minor
isomorphic to Dy. Therefore, by Lemma 2.24, §(G,T) is a twisted matroid and so is M.

Now let us prove the forward direction. Since M is a twisted matroid, (G, T) is a twisted matroid.
As M is connected, §(G,T) is connected and by Lemma 3.4, G is connected. Since §(G,T) is a
twisted matroid, by Lemma 2.24, §(G,T') has no (delta-matroid) minor equivalent to M K3. Hence,
by Lemma 3.5, (G, T) has no minor isomorphic to Ay, Ay, As.

Suppose that |T'| > 3. By Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11, (G2) holds if G has a cycle containing at least
3 vertices of T" and (G3) holds otherwise. O

Let C be the class of all matroids M such that B(M) = F(G(G,T))AX for a graft (G,T) and
X C E(G) where (G,T) admits a nice cyclic decomposition (H,B) with an even cycle H of length
at least 4. Similarly, let P be the class of all matroids M such that B(M) = F(9(G,T))AX for a
graft (G,T) and X C E(G) where (G,T) admits a nice cyclic decomposition (H,B) with a path H of
length at least 1.

Proposition 3.14. A matroid M is delta-graphic if and only if every component C' of M satisfies at
least one of the following conditions:

(1) M|C is graphic or cographic.
(2) M|C e cC.
(3) M|C € ?.

Proof. Since the backward direction is obvious, we prove the forward direction. Let M be a delta-
graphic matroid. We may assume that M is connected. There is a graft (G,T) such that B(M) =
§(G,T)AX for some X C E(G). We may assume that G has no isolated vertices. Since M is a twisted
matroid and a graphic delta-matroid, (G1), (G2), or (G3) holds by Proposition 3.13. Since (G2) or
(G3) implies (2) or (3), we may assume that |T'| < 2. By Lemma 3.3, §(G,T) = M(G’) for a graph G'.
Since B(M) = (G, T)AX = B(M(G"))AX and M is connected, M = M(G’) or M = M*(G’) by
Lemma 2.25. Hence, M is graphic or cographic. O
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Figure 1: The graph Wyg.

4 Structure of delta-graphic matroids

Now we aim to describe the structure of delta-graphic matroids.

4.1 Structure of matroids in C

We will describe the structure of all matroids in € from the cycle matroid of wheel graphs by gluing
graphic or cographic matroids with 2-sum operation. The wheel graph of order k + 1 is a graph
Wi on the vertex set {s,t1,...,tx} with an edge set {e¢; : 1 < i < 2k} where, for 1 < ¢ < k,
€2i—1 = titiy1, e9; := st;y1 and g1 ;= t1. The vertex s is a center of Wy. An edge of Wy is a spoke
if it is incident with a center and is a rim edge otherwise. See Figure 1.

Proposition 4.1. Let k > 2 be an integer and (G,T) be a graft with a nice cyclic decomposition
(H,B) such that H is an even cycle 1,2,3,...,2k,1 and B = {B; : 1 <i < 2k}. Let G1,Ga,...,Gy
be subgraphs of G such that V(G;) = B; for alli € {1,2,...,2k} and every edge of G is in exactly one
of them. Let u; be the vertex in B; N B;+1 where Bog11 := By. Let G, be a graph obtained from G; by
adding an edge e; = u;_1u; where ug := Usgg.

Let M3 .— M(Wk) Do M(él) ) M*(ég) ) M(ég) Do M*(é4) Do D2 M(égkfl) Do M*(égk)
where the edge e; € E(Wy,) is identified with the edge e; in E(G;) for 1 <i < 2k. Then,

k
F(S(G,T)) = BMPP)A| ) B(Ga).

i=1

Note that G; contains all non-loop edges of G[B;] and all loops not incident with vertices in T'. It
may be possible that a loop belongs to both G[B;] and G[B;11] and that is why we define G; as above,
instead of defining it as an induced subgraph of G. Unfortunately this means that if G has a loop e
incident with u; for some ¢, then depending on whether e belongs to G; or G, 1, the matroid MHB
has e as a loop or a coloop, meaning that M™® is not uniquely determined. However, later when we
apply this construction, we will focus on connected matroids and so G has no loops, implying that
M2 is uniquely defined in such cases.

Since (H,B) is nice, G; is connected for each i. For each i € {1,...,2k}, aset X C E(G;) is
attached if X is the set of edges of a spanning tree of G; and X is detached if X is the set of edges of
a spanning forest of G; with 2 components, each having exactly one vertex in {u;_1,u;}.

Lemma 4.2. Let k, (G, T), G, G; be given as in Proposition /.1. Let 1 < i < 2k be an integer. For
a subset X of E(G;), the following hold:

(1) X is attached if and only if X is a base of M(G;).
(2) X is detached if and only if X U {e;} is a base of M(G;).
Proof. The conclusion follows easily from the definitions of “attached” and “detached”. O

Lemma 4.3. Let k, (G,T), G, G;i, M™3 be given as in Proposition /.1. A set B is a base of M
if and only if there exist sets Fi, Fo, ..., Fop such that

(1) F; is a base of M(G;) for each 1 <i < 2k,
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(2) B=UZL(F — {e) AU, B(Ga),
(3) {e;:i€{1,2,...,2k}, e; & F;}\{ea,eq,... e} is a base of M (Wy).

Proof. For 1 < i < 2k, let B; := B(M(G;)) if i is odd and B; := B(M*(G;)) otherwise. If B is
a base of M3 then there exist X; € B; for each i € {1,...,2k} and X € B(M(W})) such that
B = XAX|A--AXgAE(W,) and X = {e; : e; ¢ X;}. So B = J*,(X; — {e;}). For each
1<i< 2k, let

E(Gy) — X; if i is even.
Then (1) holds obviously. Since Xo; — {eg;} = (Fa; — {e2:}) AE(Gy;) for all 1 <i <k, (2) holds. We
know that (3) holds because X = {e; : ¢; ¢ X;} = {e; : ¢; ¢ F;} AN{ea,e4q,..., €95}
Conversely, suppose that there are Fy, Fy, ..., Fy satisfying (1), (2), and (3). For each 1 < i < 2k,
let

. {Xl- if i is odd,

i

_E if 7 is odd,
- | E(Gi) — F; ifiis even.
Then by (1), X; € B; for each i. By (3), we have X := {e; : ¢; ¢ F;}A\{ea,eq,... e} = {e;:e; ¢

Xi}t € B(M(Wyg)). So B= (X1 —{e1}) U---U(Xop — {ea}) = XAXG1A - AXop, AE(W},) is a base
of M5, O

Lemma 4.4. Let (G,T) be a graft with a cyclic decomposition (H,B) such that H is connected. If G'
is a 2-connected subgraph of G,

(1) V(G") C B, for somev € V(H), or

(2) H is an even cycle and G' contains a path of G[By] joining two vertices of B, N'T for every
veV(H).

Proof. Since deleting edges does not change a cyclic decomposition, we may assume that F(G) =
E(G’). We first claim that (1) holds if H is a path. Let H = vjvy---v; be a path. Since G’ is 2-
connected, for each 1 < k < £—1, either V(G") C Uy<;<f, By, 0r V(G') C Upcicy By;- For1 <k <0-1,
we orient an edge vivg41 from vy to v if V(G') C Upci<p By, and from vy to vi, otherwise. Then
there is a vertex v; of H with no outgoing edges. This implies that V(G') C B,, and (1) holds.

Now suppose that H is an even cycle and (2) does not hold. Then there is a vertex v of H such that
G’ does not contain a path of G[B,] joining two vertices of B, NT. Then there is a partition (X,Y) of
B,, each part having a vertex of T such that there is no edge between X and Y. Let Ny (v) = {z,y}
and H' be a path obtained from H \v by adding vertices 2,y such that Ny (z') = {z}, Ny (/) = {y}.
Let B' = (B—{B,})U{By, By} where By = X and B,y =Y. Then (H',B’) is a cyclic decomposition
of (G,T). Since H' is a path and B/, By C B,, by the previous claim, (1) holds. O

Lemma 4.5. Let (G,T) be a graft with a cyclic decomposition (H,B). Let x € V(H) and u,v be
vertices in \UJ,4, By- If P is a path from u to v such that E(P) N E(G[B;]) # 0, then |B, NT| =2
and P contains a path of G[By| joining two vertices of B, N'T.

Proof. Let P := vy---v for £ > 2 where vy := u, vy := v. Then V(P)N B, # () and we may let
i=min{k € {1,...,¢} : vy € By} and j = max{k € {1,...,¢} : v, € B,}. Since E(P)NE(G|[B,]) # 0,
we have i # j. We first claim that v; € T. It is trivial from (C3) when ¢ = 1. So we may assume that
i > 1. Since v;_1 ¢ By, by (C2), vi_1,v; € By for some y € V(H) — {z}. Sov; € B,NB, C T by
(C3). Similarly, v; € T. By (C4), B,NT = {v;,v;} and by (C3), Q = v;Pv; is a subpath of P joining
two vertices of B, N T in G[By]. O

Lemma 4.6. Let (G,T) be a graft with a cyclic decomposition (H,B) where H is connected. For a
subgraph G’ of G, let

Ser={veV(H):|B,NT|=2 and G’ contains a path of G[B,] joining two vertices of B, N T}

and Ty ={v e V(H) : V(G')N B, # 0}. If G’ is connected, then
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(1) H[S¢] is connected, and
(2) if Sqr =0, then Ty is a clique of size at most 2 in H.

Proof. Suppose that H[S¢/] is disconnected. Let z, y be vertices of H which are contained in different
components of H[S¢]|. Choose vertices u, v of G’ and a path P = wyws - - - w,, from u = wy to v = wy,
such that u € B, v € By and |V(P)| is minimum. By (C3), B,NB, =0 and v #v. For 1 <i <n-—1,
by (C2), there is a bag B,, containing w;, w;11 for some z; € V(H). Since |V (P)| is minimum, we
have wy ¢ By and wy,—1 ¢ By. So 21 # , zn—1 #y,and u € B, N B,,,ve€ B,NB,,_,. By (C3), zis
adjacent to z; and y is adjacent to z,_1. For 1 <i <mn—1, either z; = z;41 or z;, z;11 are adjacent in
H by (C3). By Lemma 4.5, z; € S¢v for all 1 <1i <n —1. So there is a path from z to y in H[S¢],
contradicting our assumption.

To show (2), suppose that T is not a clique of H. Then there are z,y € T such that z, y are
not adjacent in H. Let u € V(G') N By, v € V(G') N By. Since z, y are not adjacent in H, by (C3),
B, N By = 0. Let P = vjvy---v, be a path G’ from u = v; to v = v,. There is an edge vjv;q1
which is not contained in E(G[B,]) U E(G[B,]) because B, N B, = (. By (C2), there is a vertex
w € V(H)—{x,y} such that {vj,vj4+1} € B,. By Lemma 4.5, w € S¢v, contradicting our assumption
that Sgr = (). Since H is bipartite, T is a clique of size at most 2. O

Lemma 4.7. Let k, (G, T), G;, G; be given as in Proposition /.1. A set F is a feasible set of G(G,T)
if and only if there exist sets Fy,..., Foy such that

(1) F; is a base of M(G;) for each 1 <i < 2k,

(2) F=UL(F ~{a}),
(3) {ei:i€{1,2,...,2k}, e; ¢ F;} N{ea,e4,...,e9:} is a base of M(Wy).

Proof. Suppose that there are F1, ..., Fy satisfying (1), (2), and (3). We show that F' = U?il(FZ —
{e;}) is a feasible set of §(G,T). Fori € {1,...,2k}, let F! := F;—{e;} and H; be a graph (V(G;), F}).
Let D :={e; :e; ¢ F;}A\{ea,eq,...,eq:} and I' = (V(G), F) be a spanning subgraph of G. We claim
that I' is a T-spanning forest. By (1) and Lemma 4.2, for each ¢ € {1,...,2k}, F] is attached or
detached. For ¢ € {1,...,2k}, if F] is detached, then let X;, Y; be edge sets of components of H;
containing u;_1, u; respectively.

Suppose that ' contains a cycle C. If F/ is attached for all ¢ € {1,...,2k}, then, by Lemma 4.2,
e, ¢ F/ = F, for all i € {1,...,2k} and D = {ej,e3,...,e2,_1} is an edge set of a cycle of Wy,
contradicting (3). Therefore, by Lemma 1.4, V(C') C B; for some i € {1,...,2k}. By (1), E(C) € Fi.
So there is an edge e = zy € E(C) such that e ¢ F;. So there is j # i such that e € F; and
x,y € B;NB;. By (C3), H is an even cycle of length 2, contradicting our assumption that £ > 2.
Therefore, I' is a forest.

It remains to show that |V(G') N T is odd for each component G’ of I'. By Lemma 4.6, H|[S¢] is
connected and if Sr = 0, then T is a clique of size at most 2 in H. Suppose that S = ). Since
F! is attached or detached for all i € {1,...,2k}, every component of I' contains a vertex of T. So
|Ter| = 2 and G' = X;41 UY] for some i € {1,...,2k}. Therefore, we deduce that |[V(G')NT|=1if
S = 0. If S # 0, then P := H|[S¢] is a path because I is a forest. By rotational symmetry, we can
assume that P is a path from 1 or 2. If Pis a path 1,2,...,n for some 1 < n < 2k, then F is attached
and E(G')NE(H;) = F] for all i € {1,...,n} and F,_,, F}, are detached and E(G’) N E(Ha;) = Yo,
E(G"NE(Hpt1) = Xnt1. We show that |[V(G') NT| =n+ 1 is odd. Suppose that n is odd. Then,
by Lemma 4.2, e; ¢ F; for all i € {1,...,n} and ep41 € Fy41, e € Fo,. Therefore, D contains
{e1,e3,...,€n,ent1, €2} which is an edge set of a cycle, contradicting (3).

If Pis a path 2,3,...,n for 2 < n < 2k, then F/ is attached and E(G’') N E(H;) = F/ for all
i €{2,...,n} and both F] and F}_ are detached and E(G')NE(H;) =Yy, E(G")NE(Hp41) = Xp41.
We show that |[V(G') NT| = n is odd. Suppose that n is even. Then, by Lemma 4.2, e; ¢ F; for all
i€{2,...,n},e1 € Fi,and e,41 € Fj,11. So DN {e1,ea,€4,...,6n,6n41} = 0. So D is an edge set of
a disconnected subgraph of Wy, contradicting (3).

Conversely, suppose that F' is an edge set of a T-spanning forest H of G. For 1 < ¢ < 2k, let
F! = FNE(G;) and H; = (V(G;),F]). Since G is connected and H is a T-spanning forest, every
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Figure 2: Two graphs Ilg and Ily.

component of H contains a vertex in 7. By (C2), there is no component of H; avoiding T'. Since
|B;NT| = 2, F! should be either attached or detached. Let F; := F] if I is attached and F; := F/U{e;}
if F is detached. If F! is detached, then let X;, Y; be edge sets of components of H; containing u;_1,
u; respectively.

Trivially, (2) holds. By Lemma 4.2, (1) holds. So it remains to prove (3). Let D := {e; : ¢; ¢
Fi}A{ea,eq,...,ea} and Z = (V(Wy), D) be a subgraph of Wj,. We wish to show that Z is a spanning
tree of Wj. Suppose that Z contains a cycle.

If Z has a cycle containing the center, then let C' be a shortest cycle among all cycles containing
the center. Then C is an induced cycle of Z. By rotational symmetry, we may assume that E(C) =
{e1,e3,...,ean—1} U {ean, ear} for some 1 < n < k. Since E(C) € D and D N{e,...,e30—1)} =
0, by Lemma 4.2, both Fj, and Fj, are detached and F] is attached for 1 < 7 < 2n — 1. So
Yor UFfUF,U---UF) |, UXo, is an edge set of a component X of H. However, |V(X)NT| =2n=0
(mod 2), contradicting our assumption.

So E(C) ={e1,es,...,eq,_1} if Z contains a cycle C. Then FQ’j_1 is attached for 1 < j < k. Since
Z has no cycles containing the center, |[DN{ez, eq, ..., e} < 1. So all but at most one of Fy, ..., Fj, is
attached and H has a component containing all vertices of T', contradicting our assumption. Therefore,
Z is a forest.

It remains to prove that Z is connected. If Z is disconnected, then there exists a component P not
containing the center s of W;. Then P is a connected subgraph of a cycle Wi \s. Since Z is a forest and
P is connected, P is a path. By rotational symmetry, let E(P) = {ej,es,...,ea,—1} for some n < k.
By Lemma 4.2, both Fy ., and Fj, | are detached and F is attached for all i € {1,...,2n} U {2k}.
Therefore, Yo, U Fy UF{ U--- U Fj U Xo,41 is a component Y of H and |V(Y)NT|=2n+2=0
(mod 2), contradicting our assumption. Therefore, Z is connected. ]

Proof of Proposition /.1. Obvious from Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.7. O

4.2 Structure of matroids in P

For a positive integer k£ > 2, let

k= WL%JH \ ext1/exro if k is even.

Proposition 4.8. Let ¢ > 2 be an integer and (G,T) be a graft with a nice cyclic decomposition
(H,B) such that H is a path 1,2,....0 and B ={B; : 1 <i < (}. Let G1,Gq,...,Gy be subgraphs of
G such that V(G;) = B; for all i € {1,2,...,0} and every edge of G is in exactly one of them. For
i€ {l,...,0—1}, let u; be the vertex in B; N Biy1 and ug be the vertex in (T'N By) — By and uy be
the vertex in (T'N By) — By—1. Let éi be a graph obtained from G; be adding an edge e; = u;_1u;. Let

AHD M (Tly) @9 M(G1) @2 M*(Ga) @9 M(G3) By M*(Gy) ®o--- @9 M(Gy)  if € is odd,
M (1) B2 M(G1) ®2 M*(G2) @2 M(G3) ©2 M*(Ga) B2 -+ @2 M*(Ge) if € is even

where e; € E(Ily) is identified with e; in E(G;) for 1 <i < {. Then,

,i
N~

]
F(S(G, 1)) = BMPP)A| ) B(Ga)
1

(2
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Proof. Suppose that £ is odd. Let £ = 2n — 1 for some n > 2. Let G = G + fr41 where foyq is a
new edge joining ug and ug. Let Gyyq be a graph with V(Gpy1) = {uo, ue} and E(Gpy1) = {fes1}-
Then (G, T) has a nice cyclic decomposition (H, B) such that H is an even cycle obtaining from H
by adding a vertex ¢+ 1 adjacent to 1 and ¢ and B = B U {By11} where Byyq := {ug,ue}. Let G
be a graph on {ug,us} with 2 parallel edges epy1, foi1.

Since fy11 is not a T-bridge of (G,T), (G, T) = S(G\ fip1,T) = S(G,T)\ fo1. We observe that
(M(W,,) @o M*(Gys1))/frg1 = M(W,/epr1). Hence, by Proposition 4.1, we have

o n n—1
F(S(G 1)) = (B(MH’B)A U E(G%)) \ for1 = BMTE ) fr)A U E(G).
i=1 =1

Note that

M ~7@/f£+1 = (M(W,) @2 M(G1) ®a - ®2 M(Gy) ®2 M*(Gri1))/ frin
= M(Wy/er1) @2 M(G1) @2 - - @2 M(Gy)
= M(I1y) @y M(GY) @ - By M(Gy) = M2,

Suppose that ¢ is even. Then ¢ = 2n for n > 1. Let G be a graph obtained from G by adding
a vertex ugy; adjacent to uy. Let foy1 = wpugry, T = T U {ugp1}, and Gy be a graph with
V(Ger1) = {wg,upy1} and E(Geyq1) = {fer1}. Then (G,T) has a nice cyclic decomposition (H,B)
such that H is a path obtained from H by adding a vertex vyy; adjacent to vy and B=3BU {Br+1}
where By, := {W,ugﬂ} Let Gyi1 is a _graph on {ug,upy1} with 2 parallel edges esy1, fri1-

Since fy41 is not a T-bridge of (G T), F(S(G,T)) = F(S(G \ fos1,T)) = F(S(G, 1))\ fer1. We
observe that (M(Wyi1/epsa) @2 M(Gri1)) \ frg1 = M(Wipyt \ ers1/erq2). Hence, by the first case,
we have

n

F(S(G,T)) = (B(Mf’v% U E(%)) \ a1 = BMTEN fo) | E(Ga)
=1

i=1
where
M3 \ frr1 = (M(Wii1/err2) @2 M(G) @2 -+ @2 M*(éz) B2 M(Gep1)) \ fri
= MWyt \ ery1/erre) @ M(G) @g - - G2 M*(Gy)
M(I0) @9 M(G) @2 -+ @2 M*(Gy) = M2,
So we finish the proof. O

For a graft (G,T), a T-separation is a pair (G1,G2) of subgraphs of G such that the following
hold:

e G1UGy =G, E(Gl) N E(Gg) =0.
o min{|E(G1)l,|E(G2)[} > 1.
o ' = V(Gl) N V(Gg) and ‘T’ = 2.

A vertex v of G is a T-cutvertex if K(G,T) < k(G \v,T — {v}).
The following proposition characterizes grafts giving connected graphic delta-matroids.

Proposition 4.9. Let G be a graph with |E(G)| > 2 and no isolated vertices. Let T be a subset of
V(G). Then S(G,T) is connected if and only if G is connected and has no loops, no T-separations,
and no T-cutvertices.

Proof. We first prove the forward direction. Suppose that M := §(G,T) = (E(G),T) is connected.
By Lemma 3.4, G is connected. If G has a loop e, then there is no feasible set containing e and
therefore ({e}, E(G) — {e}) is a separation of M, contradicting our assumption. So G has no loops.

20



Suppose that G has a T-separation for T'= {u,v}. Then, by Lemma 3.3, §(G,T) = M(G’) where
G' = (G +e)/e and e = uv. Since G’ has a cut-vertex or a loop, §(G,T) = M(G’) is disconnected,
contradicting our assumption. So G has no T-separations.

If G has a T-cutvertex v, then there is a partition (X,Y") of V(G) — {v} such that X, Y # (),
Y NT = (), and there is no edge between X, Y. Let Gx := G[X U {v}], Gy = G[Y U {v}],
Tx =TN(XU{v}), Ty =T N (Y U{v}). Let Fx be the set of all feasible sets of §(Gx,Tx) and Fy
be the set of all feasible sets of §(Gy, Ty ). We show that (E(Gx), E(Gy)) is a separation of §(G,T).

For each F' € F, let H = (V(G), F'). Then H[Y U{v}] is a spanning tree of Gy since G is connected
and |Ty| < 1. Obviously, H[XU{v}] is a T'x-spanning forest of Gx. SoF C {FxUFy : Fx € Fx,Fy €
Fy}. It is easy to see that {Fx UFy : Fx € Fx,Fy € Fy} C F. Therefore, (E(Gx), E(Gy)) is a
separation of §(G,T), contradicting our assumption. So G has no T-cutvertices.

For the backward direction, suppose that G is connected and has no loops, no T-separations, and
no T-cutvertices. If |T| < 1, then §(G,T) = M(G) is connected because G has no cut-vertices. If
T = {u,v}, then by Lemma 3.3, §(G,T) = M(G’) where G' = (G + ¢e)/e and e = uv. Since G has
no T-separation, there is no edge in G parallel to e. Let e* be a vertex of G’ obtained from G by
contracting e. Since G has neither a loop nor an edge parallel to e, G’ has no loop. Suppose that G’
has a cut-vertex w. Then w = e*, because otherwise w is a T-cutvertex of G. Let (X,Y") be a partition
of V(G') — {w} such that X,Y # 0 and there is no edge between X and Y. Let Gx := G[X UT]
and Gy = G[Y UT]. Then (Gx,Gy) is a T-separation of G, contradicting our assumption. So
(G, T) = M(G") is connected. So we may assume that |T'| > 3.

Let M := §(G,T) = (E(G),%). By Lemma 2.21, it is enough to prove that, whenever e, f € E(G)
have a common end v, they are contained in same component of Gy r for some F' € J.

If there is a cycle C containing both e and f in G, then let P := C'\ f and H be a spanning tree of
G containing P. Let Fy = E(H). If |T| is odd, then Fy, F1/A\{e, f} € F and so e and f are adjacent in
G, r, - Therefore, we may assume that |T'] is even. If TN (V(H) — V(P)) # 0, then we can choose an
edge g € E(H) — E(P) such that H' = H \ g induces two components T4, Ty so that |[V(T1)NT| =1
and V(T1)NV(C) = 0. Let F, = E(H \ g). Then Fy, F,A\{e, f} € F and e and f are adjacent in
G, Fy-

So we may assume that 7' C V(P). Let P = zyx9-- -z, where e = x,,_12,. Let ¢ = min{k : z €
T} and ¢’ = xxi41. Since [T > 3, ¢’ # e. Let F3 := E(H\¢'). Then we know that F3 € F. If z,, ¢ T,
then we can observe that F3A{e, f} € F. So e and f are in same component of G g,. Therefore, we
assume that x,, € T. Let j = max{k : k <n,z; € T} and ¢” = z;_1z;. Since |T'| > 3 and |T| is even,
|T| > 4 and so ¢” # ¢’. Then we know that FsA{e,g"}, FsA{f,¢"} € F. So e and f are in the same
component of G p,.

Hence, we can assume that there is no cycle containing both e and f. Then v is a cut-vertex
of G. Let Cy,...,Cy, be all components of G\ v. Then, for each i € {1,...,m}, V(C;)NT # 0
because otherwise v is a T-cutvertex. Let e = vz and f = vy. Without loss of generality, we may
assume that z € V(Cy) and y € V(Cq). For each i € {1,...,m}, let T; := V(C;) NT and H; be a
T;-spanning forest of G;. Let F; := E(H;) fori € {1,...,m} and F:= FfUF,U---UF,. IfveT,
then F' € F and FA{e, f} = F U{e, f} € F, implying that e and f are adjacent in Gy p. If v ¢ T,
then F/ = FU{e} € F and F'A{e, f} = FU{f} € F and therefore e and f are adjacent in Gy pr. O

Now we are ready to characterize the structure of connected delta-graphic matroids.
Proposition 4.10. A connected matroid M is delta-graphic if and only if
(1) M or M* is graphic, or

(2) M or M* is isomorphic to M™® for a graft (G, T) such that (G,T) admits a nice cyclic decom-
position (H,B) where H is an even cycle of length at least 4 or a path of length at least 1.

Proof. The backward direction follows from Propositions 3.14, 4.1, and 4.8. For the forward direction,
suppose that (1) does not hold. Then by Proposition 3.14, we may assume that M € Cor M € P. It
is enough to show that (2) holds.
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If M € €, then B(M) = F(G(G,T))AX for a graft (G,T) and X C E(G) where (G,T) has
a nice cyclic decomposition (H,B) with an even cycle H = 1,2,...,2k,1 and k£ > 2. By Propo-
sition 4.1, F(G(G,T)) = B(MTP)AUY_ | E(G[By)). So B(M) = B(MTP)AX' for a set X' =
XA Ule E(G[By;]). Since M is connected, M is isomorphic to M™® or (MH®)* by Lemma 2.25.

Now suppose that M € P. Then B(M) = F(S(G,T))AX for a graft (G,T) and X C E(G)
where (G,T) has a nice cyclic decomposition (H,B) with a path H = 1,2,...,¢ and ¢ > 2. By

‘
Proposition 1.8, F($(G,T)) = B(MTE)A UL B(G[Bx)). So B(M) = B(MIB)AX' for a set X' =
¢
XA U}ijl E(G[By]). Since M is connected, M is isomorphic to M3 or (MH%)* by Lemma 2.25. [

5 'Tree decomposition of delta-graphic matroids

In this section, we describe the structure of delta-graphic matroids which are not 3-connected. For
that, we will use the tree decomposition of matroids in Section 2.

Lemma 5.1. Let M be a connected matroid with a canonical tree decomposition (T, p) and P be a
path of T from w to v with length at least 2 such that every internal vertex of P has degree 2 in T'.
Let ey, e, be edges of P incident with u, v, respectively and N be a matroid obtained from p(v) by
relabelling an element e, to e,. If (T',p') is a matroid-labelled tree such that T’ is obtained from
T\ (V(P) — {u,v}) by adding an edge e, joining u and v and

oy ) p@) ife e V(T') = {o},
p(x)—{N ifr=w,

then p'(T") is a minor of M. In addition, the canonical tree decomposition of p'(T") is (T, p') /ey if
the pair {u,v} is bad and (T",p') otherwise.

Proof. Let Ty, T, be components of 7'\ (V(P) — {u,v}) containing u, v, respectively. Let M; = p(T,,),
My = p(P\ {u,v}), and M3 = p(T},). Then M = M; @9 My Go Ms. Since M, is connected, there is
a circuit C' in My containing e, and e,. Then M} = My \ (E(Mz) — C)/(C — {ey,€y}) is a minor of
Ms. By Lemma 2.9, M} @9 Mz is a minor of My @9 M3 and so M' = M &9 M} &9 M3 is a minor of
My @2 My @2 M.

Let M} be the matroid obtained from M3 by relabelling an element e, to e,. Then M}&,Ms = Mj.
So M' = p/(T") is a minor of M.

It is easy to check that (T, p’) is a canonical tree decomposition of p'(T”) if the pair {u, v} is not
bad. If the pair {u,v} is bad, then (T, p')/e, is a canonical tree decomposition of p'(T') because
Ul,m D2 Ul,n = Ul,m+nf2 and Umfl,m D2 Unfl,n = Um+n73,m+n72 for m,n > 2. O

Let G be the class of graphic matroids and G* be the class of cographic matroids. If T is a tree,
e € E(T), and v € V(T), then we define T.(v) to be the component of T\ e not containing v.

Lemma 5.2. Let M be a connected matroid. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) There exists a graft (G,T) with a nice cyclic decomposition (H,B) such that M or M* is iso-
morphic to M3 and H is isomorphic to Py, P3, or Cy.

(2) M is a 2-sum of a graphic matroid and a cographic matroid.

Proof. We will first prove that (1) implies (2). By taking dual, we may assume that M is isomorphic
to M2, Let us start with the case that H is a path. Let H = 1,...,¢+ 1 be a path of length ¢. For
i€{l,...,£+1}, let G; be a graph obtained from G[B;] by adding an edge e; joining two vertices of
B;NT and
) M(G;) ifiis odd,
' M*(G;) if i is even.
If¢ = 1, then we have MHEE = M(Hg)@g M7 @y My = (M(HQ)@Q Ml)@g Ms>. Since M(Hg) = ULQ,
M (I1y) @y M is graphic and M™® is a 2-sum of a graphic matroid and a cographic matroid.

22



If ¢ = 2, then MES — M(Hg) @ My P9 My @y M3 = (M(Hg) ®o M7y Do Mg) ®9 My. Since
M(I13) = Uys, M(II3) ®9 My @2 Ms is graphic and M#® is a 2-sum of a graphic matroid and a
cographic matroid.

Now it remains to check the case that H = 1,2,3,4,1 is a cycle of length 4. For i € {1,...,4}, let
G; be a graph obtained from G[B;] by adding an edge e; joining two vertices of B; N T and

M(G;) ifiis odd,
" | M*(Gy) if i s even.

Then M2 = M (W)@ My ®o Moo Ms@oMy. It is easy to observe that M (W) = Ny@®9 Ny where
N is isomorphic to Uy 3 with {e1,e3} € E(Ny) and Ny is isomorphic to Uz 3 with {ez,eq} C E(N3).
So MH® = (Ny @9 My @2 M3) @2 (Na ®g M@y My) and Ny @9 M ®9 Mj is graphic and No@e My o M,y
is cographic. So M3 is a 2-sum of a graphic matroid and a cographic matroid.

Now we show (2) implies (1). Suppose that M = M(G1) @2 M*(G2) for graphs G; and Ga. We
may assume that G; and G2 have no isolated vertices. We may assume that E(G1) N E(G2) = {e}.
Since M is connected, M (G1) and M*(G2) are connected by Lemma 2.6. Then, for i € {1,2}, Gj is
2-connected or is isomorphic to a graph with 2 vertices and parallel edges. Hence, G; \ e and G5 \ e
are connected. Let x1, y1 be ends of e in (G; and x2, y2 be ends of e in GG3. Let GG be a graph obtained
from the union of G \ e and G5\ e by identifying x1 with x9 and T := {x1,y1,y2}. Let H be a path of
length 1 on the vertex set {1,2}. Let By := V(G1), B2 := V(G2), and B = {By, Ba}. Because G \ e
and Gy \ e are connected, (H,B) is a nice cyclic decomposition of (G,T) and M = M®, O

Lemma 5.3. Let M be a connected matroid. Then M = My ®9 My such that My € G, My € §* if and
only if M € GUG* or M has a canonical tree decomposition (T, p) which satisfies one of the following:

(1) There is an edge e of T such that for two components Th, To of T \ e, p(T1) € G and p(T3) € G*.
(2) There is a vertex v of T such that

(i) p(v) is isomorphic to Uy, or Up—1m for some m > 3,
(ii) for each component C of T \ v, p(C) € GU G*, and
(iii) there are distinct components Cy, Cay of T'\ v such that p(C1) € G and p(Cs) € G*.

Proof. To prove the forward direction, suppose that M = M; @9 My ¢ GUG* for My € G and Ms € G*.
Then M; ¢ G§*, My ¢ G, and |E(M)|, |[E(M2)| > 3. Let E(M;)NE(Ms) = {e}. Since M is connected,
both M7 and M, are connected by Lemma 2.6. Hence, by Theorem 2.10, M7 and Ms have canonical
tree decompositions. For i € {1,2}, let (T}, p;) be a canonical tree decomposition of M; and z; be a
vertex of T; such that e € E(p(x;)). Then p(Th) = M; € G and p(Tz) = My € §*. Let (T7,0') be a
matroid-labelled tree such that T” is obtained from T} UT5 by adding an edge e joining x7 and x5 and

oy i) itz eV(T),
ple) = {pQ(m) if 2 € V(Ty).

If a pair {z1,22} is not bad, then (T, p) := (T”,p') is a canonical tree decomposition of M and (T, p)
satisfies (1). If {x1, 22} is bad, then (T, p) := (T", p')/e is a canonical tree decomposition.

Now we show that (T, p) satisfies (2). Let v be a vertex of T' obtained by contracting e. Then
p(v) is isomorphic to Uy, or Uy—1,m for m > 3 and so (i) holds. For each component C' of T'\ v,
since C' is a subtree of T} or Ty, p(C) is isomorphic to a minor of p(71) or p(T2) by Lemma 2.12. So
p(C) € GUG* and (ii) holds. Moreover, for each i € {1,2}, T; is not a single vertex z; otherwise
M € GU G*. Therefore, for each i € {1,2}, there is a component C; of T\ v which is a subtree of
T; \ z;. So (iii) holds because p(C) € G and p(C2) € G*.

Now we prove the converse. If M € GUS*, then M is isomorphic to M @2 U2 and Uy o € GNG*. If
(1) holds, then M = p(T') = p(T1) @2 p(T>) and so M is a 2-sum of a graphic matroid and a cographic
matroid.
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Suppose that (2) holds. By taking dual, we may assume that p(v) is a uniform matroid with rank 1.
By (ii), (iii) of (2), there exists a partition (X,Y") of E(p(v)) such that |X|,|Y| > 1, p(T.(v)) € G
for each e € X N E(T), and p(T¢(v)) € §* for each f € Y NE(T). Let XN E(T) = {e1,e2,...,em}
and let Y N E(T) = {f1, f2,..., fn}. Let Ni be a uniform matroid of rank 1 on X U {g} and Ns be a
uniform matroid of rank 1 on Y U {g}. Then p(v) = N1 @2 N2 and so M = (N1 2 p(Te, (v)) B2 - - - Do
P(Te,, (v))) D2 (N2 @2 p(Ty, (v) D2 - - - B2 p(Tf, (v))), N1 B2 p(Tey (v) B2 - - D2 p(Te,, (v)) Is graphic, and
Ny @9 p(Ty, (v)) B2 - - @2 p(T}, (v)) is cographic. O

For a matroid M, a subset C of E(M) is a circuit-hyperplane of M if C'is a circuit and a hyperplane
of M.

A canonical tree decomposition (7, p) of a connected matroid M is a wheel decomposition if there
is a vertex v of T', called a hub, such that the following hold:

(W1) p(v) is isomorphic to M (W}) for some k > 3.

(W2) There exists a circuit-hyperplane C' of p(v) such that for every component X of 7'\ v and the
edge ex joining v and a vertex of X,

(a) p(X)eGifex € C,
(b) p(X) € G ifex ¢ C.

We remark that C is the set of rim edges.
Lemma 5.4. If a connected matroid M admits a wheel decomposition, then so does M*.

Proof. The conclusion follows from the fact that the complement of a circuit-hyperplane of M (W) is
a circuit-hyperplane of M*(W}) which is isomorphic to M (W}). O

Lemma 5.5. A connected matroid M has a wheel decomposition if and only if there is a graft (G, T)
with a nice cyclic decomposition (H,B) such that M or M* is isomorphic to MH3 gnd H is isomorphic
to Coy, for some k > 3.

Proof. To prove the backward direction, suppose that H = 1,2,...,2k,1 is an even cycle for some
k > 3. As M is connected, G has no loops. For each 1 < i < 2k, let GG; be a graph obtained from
G[B;] by adding an edge e; joining two vertices of T'N B; and let

M — M(G;) ifiis odd,
" M*(Gy) ifidis even.

By Lemma 5.4, we can assume that M = MH3 = M(Wy) @o My @3 My @y -+ G Moy, by
taking dual. Let E(M(Wy)) = {e1,e2,...,ea} and C := {e1,e3,...,ea,_1} be the set of rim edges
of M(Wy). Since M is connected, M; is connected for each ¢ € {1,2,...,2k} by Lemma 2.6. Let
A={1<i<2k:|E(M;)| >3} Foreachiec A, let (T}, p;) be a canonical tree decomposition of M;
and let v; be a vertex of V(T;) such that e; € p;(v;). Let (T, p) be a matroid-labelled tree such that
T is obtained from (J;c 4 T; by adding a new vertex u and edges e; = uv; for all i € A and

) M(Wy) ifv=u,
V) =
pi(v) if v € V(T;) for some i € A.

Since p(u) = M (W},) is 3-connected, (7', p) is a canonical tree decomposition of p(7") which is isomor-
phic to M3 We claim that (T, p) is a wheel decomposition with a hub u. Obviously, (W1) holds.
Observe that C' is a circuit-hyperplane of M (W}). For each component X of T'\ u, X = T; for some
i € A. So p(X) = p(T;) for each i. If e; € C, then i is odd and p(T;) = M; € G. If ¢; ¢ C, then i is
even and p(T;) = M; € §*. So (W2) holds.

To prove the forward direction, let (7', p) be a wheel decomposition of M with a hub v. Then
p(v) = M(Wy) for some k > 3. Let E(M(Wy)) = {e1,ea,...,ea} and C := {e1,es,...,e91_1} be the
circuit-hyperplane of M(Wy). Let A={1<i<2k:e € E(T)}. For each i € {1,2,...,2k}, let M;
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be a matroid p(T¢,(v)) if i € A and Uy » containing e; if i ¢ A. By (W2), there is a connected graph
G; such that
M(Gy) = {Mi le is odd,
M} if 7 is even.
Then M is isomorphic to M (Wy) @9 My @9 My @g -+ - @g Moy. For each i € {1,2,...,2k}, since
M; is connected, GG; is 2-connected or isomorphic to a graph with 2 vertices and parallel edges and
therefore G; \ e; is connected. For each i € {1,2,...,2k}, let x;, y; be ends of ¢; in G;. Let G be a
graph obtained from the graph (G7 \ e;) U (G2 \ e2) U--- U (Gai \ eax) by identifying y;, ;11 for each
1 <i <2k —1, and identifying x1, yor, and let T' = {x1,x9,...,x9t}. Let H = 1,2,...,2k,1 be an
even cycle of length 2k and let B; = V(G;) for each i € {1,2,...,2k}. Let B = {B; : 1 <1i < 2k}.
Then (H,B) is a nice cyclic decomposition of (G,T) and M is isomorphic to M3, O

A canonical tree decomposition (7', p) of a connected matroid M is a fan decomposition if T has a
path P of length at least 1, called a spine, such that the following hold:

(F1) For each v € V(P), p(v) is a uniform matroid of rank 1 or corank 1.
(F2) For an edge e € E(T) — E(P) incident with v € V(P),

(a) p(Te(v)) € G if v is an internal node of P and p(v) has corank 1,
(b) p(Te(v)) € G* if v is an internal node of P and p(v) has rank 1, and
(c) p(Te(v)) € GU G* otherwise.

(F3) For an end vertex v of P, if degy(v) = |E(p(v))|, then there exist distinct edges e, ez incident
with v such that ej,eq ¢ E(P), p(Te, (v)) € G, and p(Te,(v)) € G*.

Lemma 5.6. If a connected matroid M admits a fan decomposition, then so does M*.

Proof. The conclusion follows easily from Lemma 2.11. O

Lemma 5.7. A connected matroid M has a fan decomposition if and only if M or M* is isomorphic
to M3 for a graft (G,T) admitting a nice cyclic decomposition (H,B) such that H is a path of length
at least 3.

Proof. Let us prove the backward direction first. Let H = 1,2,...,¢ be a path for £ > 4. As M is
connected, G has no loops. For each i € {1,2,...,¢}, let G; be a graph obtained from G[B;] by adding
an edge e; joining two vertices of B; N'T" and let

- JM(G;) it s odd,
" | M*(Gy) ifid s even.

Then, by Lemma 5.6, we can assume that M = MT® = M(I1,) @y My @9 Mo @9 - - - @9 M, by taking
dual. Let 7" be a path graph on the vertex set {uy,us,...,up_o} and f; = uju;qq for 1 < i < ¢ — 3.
For i € {1,...,0— 2}, let
{el,eg,fl} ifi:L
Ei = q{fi-1, fisein} ifl<i<l-2,
{fg_g, €p_1, 6(} ifi=¢0-2.
and let p'(u;) be the uniform matroid on E; of rank 1 if i is odd and of rank 2 if ¢ is even.

Then (717, p') is a canonical tree decomposition of M (Il;). By Lemma 2.6, M; is connected for
each i € {1,2,...,¢} because M is connected. For i € {1,2,...,¢}, let (T}, p;) be a canonical tree
decomposition of M; and v; be a vertex of T; such that e; € FE(p;(v;)). Let (T”,p") be a matroid-
labelled tree such that 7" is obtained from (Uf:1 T;) UT’ by adding edges

u1v1 if i = 1,
ei =1 u_1v; if2<i<f-—1, and

Up—_2Vp ifi = 2.
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and

oy = (70 itoeva)
P N pilv) ifve V(T for some i € {1,2,...,0}.

Let A ={e; € E(T") : a pair of ends of ¢; is bad in (7", p”)}. Then (T, p) := (T”,p")/A is a canonical
tree decomposition of M. We claim that (T, p) is a fan decomposition with a spine 7" = ujusg - - - up_o.
For each i € {1,...,¢ — 2}, p(u;) is a uniform matroid of rank 1 or corank 1. So (F1) holds.

For an edge e € E(T)— E(T") incident with u;, if e; ¢ A, then T, (u;) = T} for some j and if ¢; € A,
then T¢(u;) is a component of Tj \ v; for some j. By Lemma 2.12, p(7,(u;)) is isomorphic to a minor
of p(T;) € $U G*, which implies that p(T,(u;)) € GU G*.

Moreover, if u; is an internal node and p(u;) is a uniform matroid of rank 1, then ¢ is odd and
p(Te(u;)) is a minor of p(T;41) € G*. Therefore, p(Te(u;)) € G*. If u; is an internal node and p(u;) is
a uniform matroid of corank 1, then i is even and p(T¢(u;)) is a minor of p(T;41). Since p(T;11) € G,
p(Te(u;)) € G. Hence, (F2) holds.

So it remains to prove that (F3) holds. By symmetry, it is enough to show for u;. Suppose that
degr(u1) = |E(p(u1))|. For i € {1,2}, let g; = e; if the pair {uy,v;} is not bad in T”. If the pair
{u1,v;} is bad, then let g; be an edge in T; incident with v;. Such an edge exists because otherwise
degr(ui) < |E(p(u1))|. Both g; and g2 are incident with w; in 7.

For each i € {1,2}, Ty, (u1) is a subtree of Tj, and by Lemma 2.12, p(Ty, (u1)) is a minor of p(T;).
Therefore, p(Ty, (u1)) € § and p(Ty,(u1)) € §*. So (F'3) holds.

To prove the forward direction, let (7', p) be a fan decomposition of M. Then there is a path
P = wujug - --up for £ > 2 such that (F1), (F2), and (F3) holds. Let f; := w;u;41 fori € {1,2,...,0—1}.
By taking dual, for each i € {1,2,...,¢}, we may assume that p(u;) is a rank-1 uniform matroid if i
is odd and a corank-1 uniform matroid if ¢ is even.

For j € {1,£}, let X be the set of all elements e € E(p(u;)) — E(P) such that either e ¢ E(T) or
p(Te(u;y)) € G and let Y) be the set of all elements e € E(p(u;)) — E(P) such that either e ¢ E(T) or
p(Te(uj)) € §*. By (1'2), X;UY] = E(p(u;))— E(P) and by (I'3), both X} and Y} are nonempty. Since
|X;UY]| > 2, we can choose X; C X} and Y; C Y] such that X;NY; =0, X;UY; = E(p(u;)) — E(P),
and |X;[,]Y;| > 1. Then p(T.(u;)) € G for each e € X; N E(T) and p(Tf(u;)) € G* for each f €
Y; N E(T).

For i € {1,...,0+ 2}, let

X4 ifi =1,
Yi if i =2,
;= E(p(ui_l)) — {fi_z, fi—l} if2<i<fl+1,
Xy if i > ¢+ 1 and 7 is odd,
Y, if i > ¢+ 1 and 7 is even.

and let T = T; N E(T). Let €!,... €%, be the list of all elements of I, with m; = |[I'}| > 0. For

? My

i€{1,2,...,0+2}, let N; be a uniform matroid on I';U{e; } such that N; has corank 1 if min{:, /+1} €
{k:2<k</{+1and k is odd} and rank 1 otherwise. Let M; = N; ®2 p(T,i (u;)) D2+ - - D2 p(Tes, (ui)).
By (F2) and definitions of X7, Y7, X, and Y;, we have M; € G if i is odd and M; € G* if i is even.
For each i € {1,2,...,¢ 4 2}, there is a connected graph G; such that

M; if iis odd,

M} if 7 is even.

M(G;) = {
For i € {1,...,¢}, let N/ be a uniform matroid such that

{fl,el,eg} le = 1,
E(N]) = < {fi-1,€i+1, fi} if2<i<¢-1, and

{fo—1, €041, 042} ifi =1L
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and N/ has rank 1if 4 is odd and corank 1 otherwise. It is straightforward to check that N{®q- - -®oN) =
M (Ilp45). Moreover, for i € {1,...,¢},

N{@QNl@QNQ ifi =1,
p(uz) = NZ/ P2 Nit1 ifl <</,
N; @2 Nog1 @2 Noyo ifi=4

and therefore,

2 = p(T) = @B, [ o) &2 @), o(Tus ()
‘

i=1
l i
= (N} @2 - @2 N;) D2 (N1 @g - -+ ®2 Noyo) Do @ énB p(Tei (ui))
1 ¢ + '12 ' 12 et
i= Jj=

= (N] ®g -+ Do N;) Bo My ®o -+ By Myyo = M(Ilpyo) Bo My Bg -+ Do Myio.

Since M; is connected, G; is loopless 2-connected or isomorphic to a graph with 2 vertices and
parallel edges and therefore G; \ e; is connected. For each i € {1,2,...,¢+2}, let z;, y; be ends of e; in
G;. Let G be a graph obtained from the graph (G7 \ e1) U (G2 \ e2) U---U(Gpy2 \ er12) by identifying
y; and x;41 for each ¢ € {2,..., 0+ 1} and T := {1, 2z9,..., 212} Let H =1,2,...,{+ 2 be a path
of length £ +1 > 3 and let B, = V(G;) for each i € {1,2,...,0+2}. Let B={B; : 1 <i</{+2}.
Then (H,B) is a nice cyclic decomposition of (G,T) and M = MH3, O

Proposition 5.8. A connected matroid M ¢ GU G* is delta-graphic if and only if its canonical tree
decomposition (T, p) satisfies at least one of the following:

(T1) There is an edge e of T such that for two components Ty, To of T \ e, p(T1) € G and p(Ts) € G*.
(T2) There is a vertex v of T such that

(i) p(v) is isomorphic to Uy m or Upm—1,m for some m > 3,
(i) for each component C' of T \ v, p(C) € $USG*, and
(iii) there are distinct components Cy, Cy of T \ v such that p(C1) € G and p(Cs) € G*.

(T3) (T, p) is a wheel decomposition.

(T4) (T, p) is a fan decomposition

=

Proof. The conclusion follows from Proposition 4.10 and Lemmas 5.2, 5.3, 5.5, and 5.7. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The forward direction follows from Proposition 5.8. Let us prove the backward
direction. Let M be a connected generalized wheel obtained from the cycle matroid N of a minor of
a wheel graph. By relabelling edges, we may assume that N = M (Wy) \ X/Y for k > 3 and some
X,Y C E(Wy). Let M’ be a matroid such that M’\ X/Y = M. Then M’ is obtained from M (W},) by
a sequence of 2-sums where the other part of each 2-sum is connected and graphic if the corresponding
basepoint is a rim edge and is connected and cographic otherwise. So M’ is connected and let (7T, p)
be a canonical tree decomposition of M’. Then (T, p) is a wheel decomposition and therefore M’ is
delta-graphic by Proposition 5.8. Since M is a minor of M’, M is delta-graphic by Lemma 3.2. O

From Theorem 1.1 and the facts that every graphic or cographic matroid is regular [20, Proposition
5.1.2] and the class of regular matroids is closed under taking 2-sum [20, Corollary 7.1.26], we can
observe that every delta-graphic matroid is regular.

27



6 Forbidden minors for the class of delta-graphic matroids

In this section, we will show Theorem 1.2, stating every forbidden minor for the class of delta-graphic
matroids has at most 48 elements.

Lemma 6.1. A 3-connected matroid M is delta-graphic if and only if M is graphic or cographic.

Proof. Obviously, it is enough to prove the forward direction. Suppose that M ¢ G U G§*. By Propo-
sition 5.8, the canonical tree decomposition (T, p) of M satisfies one of (T'1), (T2), (T3), and (T4).
Since M is 3-connected, |V(T')| =1 and (T, p) should satisfy (T3). Then M should be isomorphic to
W, for m > 3, contradicting our assumption that M ¢ G U G*. O

Since Ryg is 3-connected and neither graphic nor cographic, by Lemma 6.1, Ryg is not delta-graphic
but is regular [20].

Lemma 6.2. A 3-connected matroid M is delta-graphic if and only if it does not have a minor
isomorphic to one of Uz 4, Fr, 7, Rig, Ria.

Proof. Since U 4, F7, F7, Rig, Ri2 are 3-connected and neither graphic nor cographic, they are not
delta-graphic by Lemma 6.1 and by Lemma 3.2, a matroid containing a minor isomorphic to Us 4, F7,
FZ, Ryp, or Rj2 is not delta-graphic.

Suppose that M is a 3-connected matroid which is not delta-graphic. Then M is neither graphic
nor cographic by Lemma 6.1. If M is not regular, then M has a minor isomorphic to Us 4, F7, or I
by Theorem 2.2. If M is regular, then M has a minor isomorphic to Rig or Ri2 by Lemma 2.3. [

Lemma 6.3. Let M be a connected matroid with a canonical tree decomposition (T, p). If M is not
delta-graphic, then p(v) € GU G* for every vertex v € V(T) or M has a minor isomorphic to one of
Usy, F7, F7, Ry, Ria.

Proof. Suppose that there is a vertex v € V(T') such that p(v) ¢ §U G*. Then p(v) is 3-connected.
By Lemma 6.1, p(v) is not delta-graphic. By Lemma 6.2, p(v) has a minor isomorphic to one of Us 4,
F7a F’%ka RlOa Rl?- O

Lemma 6.4. Let M be a connected matroid with a canonical tree decomposition (T,p). If M is
minor-minimally not delta-graphic, then p(v) ¢ SN G* for every leaf v of T.

Proof. Suppose that p(v) € §N G* for some leaf v of T'. Since M is not delta-graphic, |V(T\ v)| > 1.
Then p(T \ v) is a delta-graphic matroid with a canonical tree decomposition (T'\ v, p[v(7\v)). Let
T" ;=T\ v and u be a vertex of T which is adjacent to v. If p(T") € GUG*, then M = p(T") &2 p(v) €
G U G*, contradicting our assumption. Hence, by Proposition 5.8, (T", p[y (7)) satisfies one of (T1),
(T2), (T3), (T4).

If (T", ply (r7)) satisfies (T'1), then there is an edge e € E(T") such that, for two components 77, T;
of T\ e, p(T]) € G and p(T}) € G*. Let Ty, T be components of T'\ e such that 7} contains 77.
Then T] = Ty or T) = Ty. If T] = T4, then p(Tz) = p(v) @2 p(Ty) € G*. If TS = T5, then p(Th) =
p(v) @2 p(T]) € G. So (T, p) satisfies (T1) and M is delta-graphic, contradicting our assumption.

Suppose that (7", p|y(7)) satisfies (T2). There is a vertex w of 7" such that

(i) p(w) is isomorphic to Uy, or Uy,—1,m for some m > 3,
(i) for each component C of T" \ w, p(C) € GU G*, and
(iii) there are distinct components Cy, Cy of 7"\ w such that p(C;) € § and p(C2) € G*.

If w = w, then it is obvious that (T, p) satisfies (T2). Suppose that u # w. Then there is a
component C" of 77\ w containing u. Let C' = T[V(C") U{v}]. Then C is a component of T\ w and
p(C) = p(C") @3 p(v). So p(C) € G if p(C") € G and p(C) € §* if p(C’) € G*. Hence, (T, p) satisfies
(T2), contradicting our assumption.

Suppose that (1", ply (1)) satisfies (T3). Let o € V(T”) be the hub. If u = z, then (T, p) is also
a wheel decomposition with the hub z. So we may assume that u # x. Let X’ be a component of
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T\ z containing u and exs be an edge of T” joining x and a vertex of X’. By (W2), p(z) has a
set C' which is a circuit-hyperplane such that p(X’) € G if exs € C and p(X') € G* otherwise. Let
X =T[V(X')U{v}]. Then X is a component of T'\ z and p(X) = p(X’) @2 p(v). Hence, p(X) € G if
p(X') € Gand p(X) € §* if p(X’) € G*. So (T, p) is a wheel decomposition with the hub x and (T3)
holds, contradicting our assumption.

Now it remains to consider when (T”, p[y(\,)) satisfies (T4). Let P be the spine. Suppose that
u € V(P). Let e; := wv. If degp(u) # |E(p(u))|, obviously (T,p) is also a fan decomposition
with the spine P. If degp(u) = |E(p(u))|, then T” has an edge e ¢ F(P) incident with u. Since
p(Te,(w)) € §NG* and p(Te,(uw)) € GUG*, (I'3) holds and (T, p) is a fan decomposition with the
spine P.

So we may assume that u ¢ V(P). Let X’ be a component of 77\ V(P) containing u and let
e be an edge joining w € V(P) and a vertex of X’'. Let X = T[X' U {v}]. Then X = T.(w) and
p(X) = p(X') @2 p(v). So p(X) € Gif p(X') € G and p(X) € §* if p(X’) € §*. So (T,p) is a fan
decomposition with the spine P, contradicting our assumption. ]

For matroid-labelled trees (T, p), (T, p’), we say that (T, p) is equivalent to (T, p) if the following
hold for each vertex v of T

) € G if and only if p'(v) € G.

) € G* if and only if p/(v) € G*.

v) is a uniform matroid of rank 1 if and only if p'(v) is a uniform matroid of rank 1.
)

is a uniform matroid of corank 1 if and only if p'(v) is a uniform matroid of corank 1.

Lemma 6.5. Let M be a connected matroid with a canonical tree decomposition (T, p) and, for each
vertex v € V(T), let N, be a connected minor of p(v) such that E(N,) N E(T) = E(p(v)) N E(T) and
E(Ny) N E(T) has neither loops nor coloops in N,. Let (T,p') be a matroid-labelled tree such that
p'(v) = Ny for each v € V(T) and (T, p') is equivalent to (T, p). Then p/(T) is delta-graphic if and
only if p(T) is delta-graphic.

Proof. The backward direction is obvious. So we prove the forward direction. If |E(N,)| < 2 for some
v € V(T), then every element of N, is a loop or a coloop, and thus F(N,)NE(T) = ( and |V (T)| = 1.
Since (T, p) is equivalent to (T,p’), by (i) and (ii), p(v) = M is both graphic and cographic and
therefore p(T') is delta-graphic.

If |E(N,)| = 2 for some v € V(T'), then N, is isomorphic to U; 2 because N, is connected. Since
(T, p) is equivalent to (T p'), by (iii) and (iv), p(v) is also isomorphic to Uy 2 and by the definition of
a tree decomposition, |V(T')| =1 and p(v) = M is isomorphic to Uy 2, which is delta-graphic.

So we can assume that |E(N,)| > 3 for each v € V(T). Then (T, p) is a canonical tree decomposi-
tion of p/(T") because (T, p') is equivalent to (7', p). Obviously, M € GUG* if p/(T") € GUG*. Therefore,
we may assume that p/(T') ¢ GU G*. Then, by Proposition 5.8, (T, p’) satisfies at least one of (T1),
(T2), (T3), or (T4).

It is obvious that (T, p) satisfies (T'1), (T2), (T3) if (T, p') satisfies (T'1), (T2), (T3), respectively.
Suppose that (T, p') satisfies (T4) and let P be the spine of (T,p’). We claim that (T,p) is a fan
decomposition with the spine P. Obviously, (F'1) and (F2) hold. Let v be an end vertex of P in T.
If |[E(p(v))| = |E(p'(v))], then (F3) obviously holds for (T, p). If not, p/(v) is a proper minor of p(v)
and |E(p(v))| > |E(p'(v))| > degp(v). So (F3) holds. O

Let K§73 be a simple graph such that K;’g’g \ e = K33 for some edge e.

Lemma 6.6. Let G be a 3-connected simple nonplanar graph and e be an edge of G. Then, G has a
minor H containing e such that H is isomorphic to K5, K33, or K§73.
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Proof. If GG is isomorphic to K5, then the proof is done with H = G. So we may assume that G is not
isomorphic to K5 and by Lemma 2.13, G has a minor H isomorphic to K3 3.

We prove that if a 2-connected graph G has a minor H isomorphic to K33 and e is an edge of G,
then G has a minor which contains e and is isomorphic to K33 or K§,3. We proceed by induction on
|E(G)|. If |[E(G)] <10, then G is a K3 3-subdivision or is isomorphic to K3 3. So we may assume that
|E(G)| > 10. Then there is an edge f € E(G) — (E(H) U {e}) and by Lemma 2.14 and the induction
hypothesis, G/f or G\ f contains a minor H' which contains e and is isomorphic to K33 or K§73.
Hence, G contains a minor H'. O

Lemma 6.7. For a 3-connected non-cographic and graphic matroid M and a nonempty subset X of
E(M), M has a 3-connected minor N with |E(N)| < 4|X| + 6 such that N is non-cographic and
contains X.

Proof. We use induction on k& = |X|. We may assume k > 1 by Lemma 6.6. Let e be an element
of X. Then by the induction hypothesis, there is a non-cographic 3-connected minor N such that
X —{e} CE(N) and |[E(N)| <4(|X|-1) +6.

If e € E(N), then the proof is done. If e € E(M) — E(N), then by Lemma 2.16, there is a
3-connected minor N’ of M containing e such that |E(N')— E(N)| > 4, and N is a minor of N’. Then
N’ is non-cographic and contains X and |[E(N')| < |[E(N)|+4 < 4|X| + 6. O

Lemma 6.8. Let M be a connected matroid with a canonical tree decomposition (T,p). If M is

minor-minimally not delta-graphic and is not 3-connected, then, for each vertex v of T, the following
hold:

() If p(v) & SN G, then |E(p(v))] < 4degp(v) +6.
(i) If p(v) is a uniform matroid of rank 1 or corank 1, then |E(p(v))| = degy(v) or |E(p(v))| = 3.

Proof. First we prove (i). By Lemma 6.3, M has a minor isomorphic to one of U4, Fr, F¥, Ry,
or Ry or p(v) € GU G* for each v € V(T'). Since M is not 3-connected and minor-minimally not
delta-graphic, M has no minor isomorphic to one of Usy4, F7, F7, Ry, or Ri2 by Lemma 6.1. So
p(v) € U G* for each v € V(T'). Suppose that p(v) ¢ N G* for some v. Then p(v) € §— G* or
p(v) € §* —G. By duality, we may assume that p(v) € §—G*. Suppose that |E(p(v))| > 4degy(v)+6.
Then, by Lemma 6.7, p(v) has a non-cographic proper minor H containing E(p(v)) N E(T'). Let

_ Jplu) ifu#o,
pru) = {H if u=nw.

Then (T, p1) is equivalent to (T, p), and by Lemma 6.5, p1(T") is not delta-graphic, contradicting the
minimality of M. So |E(p(v))| < 4degp(v) + 6.

Now it is enough to show (ii). By duality, we may assume that p(v) is a uniform matroid of
corank 1. If degy(v) < |E(p(v))| and |E(p(v))| > 4, then there is an element e € E(p(v)) — E(T).
Observe that p(v)/e is a uniform matroid of corank 1 such that |E(p(v)/e)| > 3. Let

o) = P ifuF,
pa(v) {p(v)/e if u=no.

Since (T, p2) is equivalent to (7', p), by Lemma 6.5, M /e is not delta-graphic, contradicting the mini-
mality of M. We remark that (T, p2) is not equivalent to (7}, p) if |E(p(v)/e)| < 3. O

Lemma 6.9. Let M be a connected matroid with a canonical tree decomposition (T, p). If M is minor-
minimally not delta-graphic and is not 3-connected, then for each leaf v of T, p(v) is isomorphic to

M(Ks), M(K33), M(K33), M*(Ks), M*(K33), or M*(Kj3).

Proof. By Lemma 6.4, p(v) ¢ GN G*. By duality, we may assume that p(v) € G — G*. Then p(v) is
isomorphic to M (G) for a 3-connected nonplanar simple graph. Let e be the edge of T" incident with v.
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Then by Lemma 6.6, p(v) has a minor N which contains e and is isomorphic to M (K35), M (K3 3), or
M (K3 3). Then, for each w € V(T), let

/ o p(w) ifw?éva
p(w)—{N if w=w.

Since (T, p') is equivalent to (T, p), by Lemma 6.5, p'(T) is not delta-graphic. By the minimality of M,
M = p/(T) and p(v) = N. O

Lemma 6.10. Let M be a connected matroid minor-minimally not delta-graphic. Let (T,p) be a
canonical tree decomposition of M. Let e = xy be an edge of T. If p(Te(y)) € GU G*, then z is a leaf
of T.

Proof. By Lemma 6.4, p(Te(y)) ¢ §N G*. So by duality, we may assume that p(T.(y)) € G — G*. If
p(Te(x)) € SUG*, then M € GUSG* or (T, p) satisfies (T1). So by Proposition 5.8, M is delta-graphic,
contradicting our assumption. So p(T.(x)) ¢ GU G*. Suppose that = is not a leaf of 7. Then there is
aleaf u # x in T.(y). Let f be an edge incident with v and N be a matroid obtained from p(u) by
relabelling f to e. Since u € V(T(y)) is a leaf, by Lemma 6.4, p(u) ¢ GNG*. Since p(u) is isomorphic
to a minor of p(7¢.(y)) by Lemma 2.12, we have p(u) € G — G*, and therefore N € G — G*. Let 7" be a
tree obtained from T'[{u} UV (T.(x))] by adding an edge e joining u and y and, for each w € V(T7),
let

o few) i we V(T - {u},
p(w)—{N if w=u.

Then, by Lemmas 2.12 and 5.1, p/(T") is isomorphic to a proper minor of M. So p/(1”) is delta-
graphic. Since N ¢ §N G*, {u,y} is not bad and (7", ') is a canonical tree decomposition of p/'(7")
by Lemma 5.1. Obviously, p/(T.(y)) = p'(u) € § — G*.

Since T!(u) = Te(z) and p(T.(z)) ¢ SUG*, we have p'(T") ¢ GUG*. So by Proposition 5.8, (1", p’)
satisfies at least one of (T'1), (T2), (T3), and (T4).

Suppose that (7, p’) satisfies (T'1). Then there is an edge f € E(T”") such that p/(T7) € G, p/(T3) €
G* for two components 77, Ty of T"\ f.

Since p'(u) € G— G* and p/(T5) € §*, we have u € V(T7). Let Ty = T[V(T]) UV (T(y))]. Then Ty
and T are components of 7'\ f such that p(T7) € G and p(T3) € §*. So (T, p) satisfies (T1) and M is
delta-graphic by Proposition 5.8, contradicting our assumption.

Suppose that (T, p') satisfies (T2). Then there is a vertex v of T" such that

(i) p'(v) is isomorphic to Uy, or Up,—1 4y, for some m > 3,
(ii) for each component C of T\ v, p'(C) € GU G*, and
(iii) there are distinct components C1, Co of T' \ v such that p/(C1) € § and p'(Cy) € G*.

Let X’ be a component of 7"\ v containing u. Since p'(u) ¢ G*, we have p/(X’) € §. Let X :=
T[V(X')UV(Te(y))]- Then X is a component of 7'\ v and p(X) € G. So (T, p) satisfies (T2) and M
is delta-graphic by Proposition 5.8, contradicting our assumption.

If (T7, ) satisfies (T3), let z be the hub. Let Y’ be a component of 7"\ z containing u. Since
p'(u) ¢ G*, we have p/(Y’) € G. Let Y = T[V(Y') UV (Te(y))]. Then Y is a component of T\ z
and p(Y) € §. So (T, p) satisfies (T3) and M is delta-graphic by Proposition 5.8, contradicting our
assumption.

If (T",p') satisfies (T4), then let P be the spine. Since p(u) ¢ § N §*, we have u ¢ V(P).
Let Z' be a component of 77\ V(P) containing u. Since p'(u) ¢ G*, we have p/(Z') € G. Let
Z =T[V(Z')UV(Te(y))]- Then Z is a component of T'\ z and p(Z) € G. Therefore, (T, p) satisfies
(T4) and M is delta-graphic, contradicting our assumption. ]
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6.1 Excluding tripods

A matroid M is a tripod if M = My @y My By M; for 3-connected matroids My, Ms, Mz such that
‘E(Ml) N E(MQ)‘ = ’E(MQ) N E(Mg)‘ =1, E(Ml) N E(Mg) = @, and

(i) Mi,M3€G—G*and My € §*— G, or
(11) Ml,Mg S 9* — G and M2 G- g~

Observe that a canonical tree decomposition of a tripod M = M; @9 My ®o Ms is a pair (T, p) such
that T' is a path vivovs of length 2 and p(v;) = M; for each i € {1,2,3}.

Lemma 6.11. No tripod is delta-graphic.
Proof. The conclusion follows from Proposition 5.8. O

For a tree T' and vertices x, y of T', let T, , be the path of T" from x to y.

For a connected matroid M with a canonical tree decomposition (7', p), a triple (u, v, w) of distinct
vertices of T' is flexible if v € V(7)) and one of the following hold:

(i) p(w),p(w) € G— §* and p(v) € §* - §.
(i) plu), p(w) € §* — § and p(v) € § — §*.

Lemma 6.12. Let M be a connected matroid minor-minimally not delta-graphic. Let (T,p) be a
canonical tree decomposition of M. If M has a flexible triple, then |E(M)| < 30.

Proof. Let (u,v,w) be a flexible triple of M. By taking dual, we can assume that p(u), p(w) € § — G*
and p(v) € §* —G. Let P := T,,. By Lemma 2.12, p(P) is isomorphic to a minor of M with a
canonical tree decomposition (P, p|y(p)). Let ey, e, be edges of P incident with u, w, respectively.
Let f1, f2 be edges of P which are incident with v such that fi € E(T,,) and fy € E(Ty). Let N
be a matroid obtained from p(v) by relabelling f; by e, and fs by e,. Let P’ = uvw be a path graph

and
/ _ p(.%') lf.%' S {’LL,’IU},
p(m)—{N if z =w.

By Lemma 5.1, p(P) has a minor p/(P’) with a canonical tree decomposition (P’, p’). By Lemma 6.11,
p'(P") is a tripod and is not delta-graphic. Since M is minor-minimally not delta-graphic, M =
P'(P") = p(u) @2 N &3 p(w). Observe that p(u), p(w), N ¢ §N G*, degp/(u) = degp/(w) = 1, and
degp/(v) = 2. So by Lemmas 6.8 and 6.9, |[E(p(u))|, |E(p(w))] < 10 and |E(p(v))| < 14. Therefore,
[E(M)| = [E(p(uw)| + [E(p(w))] + [E(p(v))] — 4 < 30. O

Lemma 6.13. Let M be a connected matroid minor-minimally not delta-graphic. Let (T,p) be a
canonical tree decomposition of M. If there is no flexible triple, then |E(M)| < 12 or p(v) € §N G*
for every internal vertex v of T.

Proof. If M has a minor isomorphic to one of U4, F7, F¥, Ryg, and Rjg, then |E(M)| < 12 by
minimality of M. So we may assume that M has no minor isomorphic to one of Us 4, F7, F7, Rig,
and R12.

Suppose that there is an internal vertex v of T' such that p(v) ¢ GNG*. By Lemma 6.3, p(v) € GUG*
and, by duality, we may assume that p(v) € § — G*. If there are distinct components X7, Xy of 7'\ v
such that p(X1),p(X2) ¢ G, then there are u € V(X1), w € V(X2) such that p(u), p(w) ¢ G. Then
by Lemma 6.3, p(u), p(w) € §* — G. Hence, (u,v,w) is a flexible triple, contradicting our assumption.
Since M ¢ G, there is a unique component X of 7'\ v such that p(X) ¢ G. Let e be an edge of T
joining v and a vertex v’ of X. Since p(T.(v")) € G, by Lemma 6.10, v is a leaf of T, contradicting our
assumption. O

32



I Z2 I Z2
U1 V2 U1 V2

Y1 Y2 Y1 Y2
(i) (ii)

Figure 3: (i) H-graph. (ii) H'-graph.

6.2 Excluding H-matroids and H’-matroids

A connected matroid with a canonical tree decomposition (7', p) is an H-matroid if T is an H-graph
in Figure 3 and (7, p) satisfies the following:

(h1) p(v1) or p(ve) is neither a uniform matroid of rank 1 nor a uniform matroid of corank 1.

(h2) p(x1),p(z2) € G — 5" and p(y1), p(y2) € §* — §.

A connected matroid with a canonical tree decomposition (7, p) is an H'-matroid if T is an H'-
graph in Figure 3 and (7', p) satisfies the following:

(H1) p(v) is neither a uniform matroid of rank 1 nor a uniform matroid of corank 1.

(H2) p(z1), p(z2) € §— §* and p(y1), p(y2) € §° = §.
Lemma 6.14. No H-matroid is delta-graphic and no H'-matroid is delta-graphic.

Proof. Let M be an H-matroid or an H’-matroid with a canonical tree decomposition (T, p). Suppose
that M is delta-graphic. Since M ¢ G U G*, by Proposition 5.8, (T, p) satisfies at least one of (T'1),
(T2), (T3), and (T4). By (hl) and (h2) or (H1) and (H2), T has no adjacent vertices u, v such that
p(u) and p(v) are uniform matroids of rank 1 or corank 1. So (T, p) does not satisfy (T4). For each
e € E(T), there is a component C’ of T\ e such that {z1,y1} C V(C’) or {x2,y2} C V(C’). Hence,
p(C") ¢ GUG* and (T, p) does not satisfy (T1), (T2), and (T3), contradicting our assumption. O

Let M be a connected matroid with a canonical tree decomposition (7', p). Then a vertex v of T is
a core if p(v) € NG, p(v) is neither a uniform matroid of rank 1 nor a uniform matroid of corank 1,
and it satisfies one of the following:

(R1) There are distinct components X1, X5 of T\ v such that p(X7), p(X2) ¢ GU G*.

(R2) There is exactly one component X of T\ v such that p(X) ¢ GU G* and there are components
Y1,Ys of T'\ v such that p(Y1) € §— §* and p(Y2) € §* — G.

Lemma 6.15. Let M be a connected matroid with |E(M)| > 3. Then, for each set X C E(M) with
|X| =3, M has a minor on X isomorphic to Uy 3 or Uss.

Proof. By Lemma 2.15, there is a subset C' of E(M) which is a circuit or a cocircuit of M containing X.
If C is a circuit, then M \ (E(M) — C)/(C — X) is a minor on X which is isomorphic to Uy 3. If C' is
a cocircuit, then M/(E(M) — C)\ (C — X) is a minor on X which is isomorphic to Uy 3. O

Lemma 6.16. Let M be a 3-connected binary matroid with |E(M)| > 3. Then M s isomorphic to
U3 or Uss, or r(M),r*(M) > 3.

Proof. Since M is connected, M has no loops and no coloops. So if |[E(M)| = 3, then M is isomorphic
to Uy 3 or Uz 3. So we may assume that |E(M)| > 4.

Since M is 3-connected, M has no circuit of size 2. Hence, every subset of E(M) with size at
most 2 is independent. If 7(M) = 2, then M is isomorphic to U, for n > 4, contradicting our
assumption that M is binary. So (M) > 3. By duality, we also have r*(M) > 3. O
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Lemma 6.17. Let M be a connected matroid minor-minimally not delta-graphic. Let (T,p) be a
canonical tree decomposition of M. If (T, p) has a core v, then |E(M)| < 40.

Proof. 1f (T, p) has a flexible triple, then |E(M)| < 30 by Lemma 6.12. So we may assume that
(T, p) has no flexible triples. By Lemma 6.13, we may assume that p(z) € G N G* for each internal
vertex x. Suppose that a core v satisfies (R1) and let X, Y be components of T'\ v such that
p(X),p(Y) ¢ GUG*. Then T has leaves z1,y1 € V(X) and x2,y2 € V(YY) such that p(z1), p(x2) € §—G*
and p(y1), p(y2) € §*—G by Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4. Let P; := Ty, ,, and P := Ty, ,,. For each i € {1,2},
let @; be a shortest path from v to P; and let v; € V(P;) be an end of F(Q;). Then v; ¢ {z;,y;}
because x;,y; are leaves of T'.

For each i € {1,2}, let e;, f; be edges of P; incident with z;, y; respectively and let g;, g}, g/’ be
edges incident with v; such that g; € E(Ty, »,), 9; € E(Ty, ), and g € E(T,,,). Let hy € E(Q1),
ha € E(Q2) be edges incident with v.

For each i € {1,2}, let N; be a matroid obtained from p(v;) by relabelling g;, g;, g/ to e;, fi, h;
respectively. Let 77 be the H'-graph in Figure 3 and, for each w € V(T"), let

/(w) = p(w) fweV(T') —{v,v2},
P N, if w=uv; for some i € {1,2}.

By Lemmas 2.12 and 5.1, p/(T”) is isomorphic to a minor of p(T'). For each i € {1,2}, since N; is
connected, by Lemma 6.15, N; has a minor Ni' on {e;, fi,h;} which is isomorphic to Uy 3 or Uss.
Moreover, since p(v) is neither a uniform matroid of rank 1 nor a uniform matroid of corank 1,
r(p(v)),r*(p(v)) > 3 by Lemma 6.16. Hence, by Lemma 2.17, p(v) has a minor N isomorphic to
M (Ky) using hy and hg. So, for each vertex w € V(T"), let

pl(w) ifweV(T) —{v,v,v2},
p'(w) = ¢ N! if w e {v1,v2},
N if w=w.

Then p”(T’) is isomorphic to a minor of M which is the H’-matroid. By Lemma 6.14 and the
minimality of M, M is isomorphic to p”(T”). Therefore, by Lemmas 6.8 and 6.9,

BODI= Y |Blp(w)| + [E(N)| + | E(N3)| + [E(N)| - 12 < 40.

we{z1,72,y1,y2}

Suppose that a core v satisfies (R2) and let X be a component of 7"\ v such that p(X) ¢ GU G*
and Y7, Y be components of T\ v such that p(Y1) € §—G* and p(Y2) € §* —§. Then, by Lemmas 6.3
and 6.4, T has leaves x1,y; € V(X), z2 € V(Y1), and ya € V(Y2) such that p(z1), p(x2) € § — §* and
p(y1),p(y2) € §* —G. Let Py := Ty, 4, Po =T, 4, and P3 := T, ,,. Let Q be a shortest path from
v to Pp and v; € V(Py) is an end of . Then vy ¢ {z1,y1} because x1, y; are leaves of T'. For each
i € {1,2}, let e;, f; be edges of T incident with x;, y; respectively. Let vo = v and for each i € {1,2},
let gi, ¢, g/ be edges incident with v; such that g; € E(Q), g} € E(Ty, +,), and ¢ € E(T, ,,) and N;
be a matroid obtained from p(v;) by relabelling g;, g}, g/ to e := g1, e;, f; respectively. Let T” be the
H-graph in Figure 3 and for w € V(T"), let

((w) = p(w) if we V(T') —{vy,v2},
P N, if w=v; for some i € {1,2}.

By Lemmas 2.12 and 5.1, p/(T") is isomorphic to a minor of p(T). Since Nj is connected, by
Lemma .15, there is a minor Nj on {e, ey, fi} which is isomorphic to Uy 3 or Us 3. Moreover, since
Ny is neither a uniform matroid of rank 1 nor a uniform matroid of corank 1, r(Na),r*(N2) > 3 by
Lemma 6.16. Hence, by Lemma 2.17, Ny has a minor N} isomorphic to M (Ky) using e, e2, and fs.
So, for each vertex w € V(T"), let

,OH(ZU) _ pl(w) if we V(T/) - {7}177}2}7
N/ if w = v; for some i € {1, 2},

(2
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Figure 4: (m, k)-bench

Then p”(T") is isomorphic to a minor of M which is the H-matroid. By Lemma 6.14 and the minimality
of M, M is isomorphic to p”(T"). Therefore, by Lemmas 6.8 and 6.9,

Bl = Y |E(p(w))] + |E(N])| + |E(N3)] = 10 <40 — 1 = 39. O

we{x1,22,y1,y2}

6.3 Excluding (m, k)-benches

For m >3 and 1 < k < m, an (m, k)-bench is a tree obtained from a path vivg - - vy, of length m — 1
by adding vertices x1, y1 adjacent to vy, adding vertices x,,, ¥, adjacent to v,,, and adding a vertex w
adjacent to vg. See Figure 4.

A connected matroid M with a canonical tree decomposition (7', p) is an (m, k)-bench for m > 3
and 1 < k <m if T is an (m, k)-bench and (T, p) satisfies the following:

(L1) For each i € {1,...,m}, p(v;) is a uniform matroid of rank 1 or corank 1.
(L2) p(z1), p(xm) € G = §* and p(y1), p(ym) € §* = G-

(L3) p(w) € § =" if r(p(vg)) = 1 and p(w) € §* = G if r*(p(vg)) = 1.
Lemma 6.18. No (m,k)-bench is delta-graphic.

Proof. Let M be an (m,k)-bench with a canonical tree decomposition (7, p). Suppose that M is
delta-graphic. By (1.2), M ¢ G U G* and so by Proposition 5.8, (T, p) satisfies at least one of (T1),
(T2), (T3), and (T4). For each e € E(T), there is a component C of T'\ e such that {z1,y1} C V(C)
or {Tm,ym} C V(C). So p(C) ¢ U G* and (T, p) does not satisfy (T1), (T2), or (T3). Suppose
that (7, p) satisfies (T4) with a spine P. Then by (F1) and (F2), P = vjvy--- vy, and p(w) € G if
r*(p(vg)) = 1 and p(w) € §* if r(p(vk)) = 1, contradicting (L.3). So (T, p) does not satisfy (T4),
contradicting our assumption. ]

Lemma 6.19. Let M be a connected matroid minor-minimally not delta-graphic. Let (T,p) be a
canonical tree decomposition of M. If p(v) is a uniform matroid of rank 1 or corank 1 for each
internal vertex v, then |E(M)| < 47.

Proof. If M is 3-connected, then M has a minor isomorphic to one of Usy4, F7, F7, Rig, Ri2 by
Lemma 6.2 and |E(M)| < 12 by minimality of M. So we may assume that M is not 3-connected.

If M has a flexible triple, then |E(M)| < 30 by Lemma 6.12. So we may assume that M has no
flexible triples. By Lemma 6.3, p(v) € §U G* for each v € V(T'). By Lemma 6.4, p(v) ¢ §N G* for
each leaf v of T'. Let X be the set of internal vertices of T" and let P = vqvs - - - vy, be a longest path
of T[X]. Let e; = vjui1 for i € {1,...,m — 1}. Then m > 3 because otherwise M € GU G* or (T}, p)
satisfies (12) or (T4), implying that M is delta-graphic, contradicting our assumption.

By taking dual, we may assume that r(p(v1)) = 1. Since P is a longest path, each vertex not in P
but adjacent to an end of P is a leaf of T'. There are leaves x1,y; € Np(v1) such that p(zy) € § — G*
and p(y1) € §* — G because otherwise by Lemma 6.3, T, (v2) € §U G* and v; is a leaf of T by
Lemma 6.10, contradicting our assumption. Similarly, there are leaves z,,y, € Nr(vy,) such that
plem) € G — §* and p(ym) € 5 — 6.

Since (T, p) does not satisfy (T4), there exist k € {2,...,m — 1} and an edge e ¢ E(P) incident
with vg such that T.(vg) € G*, r(p(vk)) = 1, or Te(vg) ¢ G, r*(p(vg)) = 1. By Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4,
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there is a leaf w € V(T,(vx)) of T such that p(w) € §— G* if Te(vg) ¢ §* and p(w) € §* — G if
Te(vg) ¢ G. Let Py :=1T,, ., and e, f be edges of P; incident with w, v, respectively. Let

k__{k—l ifk=1 (mod 2),

k otherwise

and
= E+1 ifk=m (mod 2),
k otherwise.

Observe that k= # 1 and k™ # m. Let ¢ = ey, f' =ex—_1, f" = ep+, € = ep_1. Let T1 be a minimal
subtree of T' containing {w, 21, T, y1,Ym} and let T be a tree obtained from T) by contracting edges
in{e;:2<i<k —lork™ <i<m-—1}U(E(P) - {e}).

If k=~ = k — 1, then let Np_; be a matroid obtained from p(vgp_1) by relabelling f’ to e'. If
kT = k + 1, then let Ngyq be a matroid obtained from p(viy1) by relabelling f” to e”. Let Ny
be a matroid obtained from p(vy) by relabelling f’ to ¢ if f' € E(p(vx)), relabelling f” to e” if
1" € E(p(vg)), and relabelling f to e. For each z € V(T"), let

o(z) = {p(z) if 2 € V(T") = {vp v, e
N, ifz=wv,and k™ <i<k".

By Lemmas 2.12 and 5.1, p/(T”") is isomorphic to a minor of p(T') and p'(T") is isomorphic to a
(3+ (kT —k7),2 + (k — k™ ))-bench which is not delta-graphic by Lemma (.18. By the minimality
of M, p/(T") is isomorphic to M. By Lemma 6.8, for each z € Z = {vj,v,,} U{v; : k= < i < kT},
|E(p(2))| = 3 because degy(z) < 3. Therefore, by Lemma 6.8 and 6.9,

|E(M)| = > [E(p(2))] + Y 1B(p(2))] = (14 +2(k* = k7))

2€{x1,Y1,Zm,Ym,w} 2€Z
<50+3B+ (T — k7)) — (14420 — k7)) =50 =5+ (k" — k™) <47. O

A connected matroid M is starlike if M has a canonical tree decomposition (7', p) such that
e T'is isomorphic to K7 4 with an internal vertex v and leaves x1, w2, T3, 74,

e p(v) € §N G* and p(v) is neither a uniform matroid of rank 1 nor a uniform matroid of corank
1, and

o p(z1),p(x2) € §—G* and p(z3), p(z4) € §* - §.

Lemma 6.20. Let M be a connected matroid which is minor-minimally not delta-graphic. Then, M
is starlike or |E(M)| < 47.

Proof. Let (T, p) be a canonical tree decomposition of M. If (T p) has a flexible triple or a core, then
|[E(M)| < 40 by Lemmas 6.12 and 6.17. So we may assume that M has no flexible triples and no
cores. So by Lemma 6.13, p(v) € §N G* for every internal vertex v. If p(v) is a uniform matroid of
rank 1 or corank 1 for each internal vertex v of T', then by Lemma 6.19, |E(M)| < 47. Therefore, we
can assume that 7" has an internal vertex v such that p(v) is neither a uniform matroid of rank 1 nor
a uniform matroid of corank 1.

Let Xi,...,X,, be the components of T\ v and let C1 = {X; : p(X;) ¢ §*} and Co = {X; : p(X;) ¢
G}. Since v is not a leaf, by Lemma 6.10, |Cy[, |Ca| > 2. We have |C1 N Cy] < 1 because otherwise
(R1) holds and v is a core. Since (R2) does not hold, we have C1 NCy = () and therefore p(X) € GUG*
for each component X of T\ v.

By Lemma 6.10, every component X; of T'\ v has only one vertex z;. Therefore, T is isomorphic
to K1 . For each i € {1,...,m}, let e; be an edge vz; in T

Suppose that |Cy]| > 3. By symmetry, we may assume that X;, Xy € Cy. Let T} = T \ 27 and
p1 = ply(ry)- By Lemma 2.12, p(T}) is isomorphic to a minor of M with a canonical tree decomposition
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(Th, p1). So p(Ty) is delta-graphic. Since |C; — {X1}],|C2| > 2, p(T1) ¢ GU S* and (T3, p1) does not
satisfy (T'1). Since there is no vertex u such that p(u) is a uniform matroid of rank 1 or corank 1,
(T1, p1) satisfies neither (T2) nor (T4). Therefore, (11, p1) is a wheel decomposition with the hub v.
So p(v) is isomorphic to M(W}) for some k > 3 and there is a circuit-hyperplane C' of p(v) such
that for i € {2,...,m}, X; € C1 if e; € C and X; € Cy if ¢; ¢ C. If ey € C, then (T,p) is a wheel
decomposition and, by Proposition 5.8, M is delta-graphic, contradicting our assumption. So e; ¢ C.

Now let T = T'\ z2 and p2 = p|y/(1;,). Then, by Lemma 2.12, p(T3) is a delta-graphic matroid with
a canonical tree decomposition (7%, p2). By the same reason, (Ts, p2) is a wheel decomposition with
hub v and therefore p(v) has a circuit-hyperplane D such that for ¢ € {1,2,...,m} — {2}, X; € 4
if e, € D and X; € Cy if e; ¢ D. In particular, e; € D and so D # C. Since p(v) is isomorphic
to M (Wj) and both C' and D are circuit-hyperplanes, we deduce that k = 3. Observe from M (W3)
that [CAD| > 2 and therefore there is e; € CAD with ¢ # 1,2. This implies that X; € C; N Cy,
contradicting the fact that C1NCy = (). Thus we conclude that |Cy| = 2. Similarly, |Cy| = 2. Therefore
M is starlike. O

Lemma 6.21. Let M be a connected matroid which is starlike and is minor-minimally not delta-
graphic. Let (T, p) be a canonical tree decomposition of M. If v is the internal vertex of T and N is a
3-connected proper minor of p(v) containing E(T), then N is isomorphic to M (Wy,) for some k > 3.

Proof. Let N be a 3-connected proper minor of p(v) containing F(7") and, for each vertex w € V(T),
let

o few) ifwe VT - (o},
p(w)—{N if w=w.

Then p'(T) is a proper minor of M with a canonical tree decomposition (T, p’) and therefore it is
delta-graphic. Since p'(T) is starlike, p'(T) ¢ GU G* and (T, p’) does not satisfy (T1), (T2), or (T4).
So by Proposition 5.8, (T, p’) is a wheel decomposition and therefore N isomorphic to M (W}) for
some k > 3. O

For graphs G and G’, G is obtained from G’ by 1-bridging if, for a vertex v and an edge e = zy
of G’ which is not incident with v, G is obtained from G’ \ e by adding a vertex w joining v, z, and y.

Moreover, G is obtained from G’ by 2-bridging, if, for two distinct edges e; = z1y1, e2 = Zoys
of G', G is obtained from G’ \ {e1,ea} by adding vertices u, ug such that Ng(u1) = {ug, 1,41} and
N (uz) = {ur, w2, 92}

Lemma 6.22 (Kelmans [15]). Let G and H be simple 3-connected graphs. Then G contains an H -
subdivision as a subgraph if and only if G can be obtained from H by a finite sequence of adding an
edge, 1-bridging, and 2-bridging.

Lemma 6.23. Let G be a planar graph with an edge e = ab such that G/e is isomorphic to W, for
some n >4 and degg(a),degq(b) > 3. Let X be a subset of E(G) — {e} with |X| =4. Then G has a
minor H containing X U {e} such that H/e is isomorphic to W, for some m <7 and both ends of e
have degree at least 3.

Proof. We proceed by induction on |E(G)|. We may assume that n > 8. Recall that ¢y, ta, ..., t,, s
are the vertices of W, and t,,11 := t; and, for each i € {1,...,n}, es;—1 = t;t;11 and ey; = stj11. By
relabelling edges, we may assume that G/e = W,,.

Since degg(a),degqn(b) > 3, the vertex of W,, obtained by contracting e is the center s. Hence,
G\ {a,b} is a cycle C and (Ng(a) U Ng (b)) — {a,b} = V(C), and Ng(a) N Ng(b) = 0. It is easy to
check that G is 3-connected. For two vertices =,y € Ng(a) — {b}, if each subpath of C from z to y
has a neighbor of b in G, then G has a minor isomorphic to K3 3, contradicting our assumption. So
C[Ng(a) — {b}] and C[Ng(b) — {a}] are paths. By symmetry, we may assume that Ng(a) — {b} =
{t1,ta,...,tx} and Ng(b) — {a} = {tks1,...,tn} for some 2 < k < n — 2. For each i € {1,2,...,n},
let A; = {egi_l, 622‘}.

By symmetry, we may assume that ¥ > n — k. Then k > 4. If £ > 6, then there exists i €
{1,...,k—1} such that A; N X = 0 because | X| = 4. Let G’ = G\ eg;/e2;—1. Then G’ /e is isomorphic
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to W, —1 with deg (a),degqr (b) > 3. So by induction hypothesis, G’ has a minor H containing X U{e}
such that H/e is isomorphic to W, for some m < 7 and both ends of e have degree at least 3 and so
does G.

Hence, we may assume that k£ € {4,5} and n — k > 8 — 5 = 3. Since |X| = 4, there exists
j€{l,...,n} such that ;N X =0. Let G’ = G\ eg;/ezj—1. Then G’/e is isomorphic to W,,_; with
degev(a),degq (b) > 3. So by induction hypothesis, G’ has a minor H containing X U {e} such that
H /e is isomorphic to W, for some m < 7 and both ends of e have degree at least 3 and H is also a
minor of G. O

Lemma 6.24. Let G be a simple 3-connected graph which is isomorphic to a graph obtained from W,
for some n > 4 by adding an edge, 1-bridging, or 2-bridging. If G is not isomorphic to a wheel graph
and X is a subset of E(GQ) with | X| =4, then G has a simple 3-connected minor H containing X such
that H is not isomorphic to a wheel graph and |E(H)| < 16.

Proof. We prove the lemma by induction on |E(G)|. We may assume that |E(G)| > 16. By relabelling
edges, we may assume that G is a graph obtained from W,, by adding an edge, 1-bridging, or 2-bridging.

Recall that t¢q, to, ..., t,, s are the vertices of W), and ¢,41 := t;. For i € {1,2,...,n}, let
Ay = {titiz1, stip1}

If G is obtained from W, by adding an edge e = xy, then x,y # s because G is simple. By
symmetry, we may assume that z =¢; and y =t} for 3 <k < § + 1. Then, since |X| =4 and n > 8,
there exists j € {3,...,n} such that A; N X = 0. Let G’ = G/t;jtj11 \ stj41. Then G’ is a simple
3-connected graph which contains X and is isomorphic to a graph obtained from W,,_; by adding an
edge. By induction hypothesis, G’ has a simple 3-connected minor H containing X such that H is not
isomorphic to a wheel graph and |E(H)| < 16, and so does G.

If G is obtained from W, by 1-bridging for a vertex v and an edge e = xy which is not incident with
v, then v # s since G is not isomorphic to a wheel graph. By symmetry, we may assume that v = ¢;.
Let e € Ay, for some h € {1,...,n}. Then there exists j € {1,...,n} — {1,h,n} such that A; N X =0
because n > 8 and |X| = 4. Let G’ = G/tjtj11 \ stjy1. Then G’ is a simple 3-connected graph
which contains X and is isomorphic to a graph obtained from W,,_; by 1-bridging. So by induction
hypothesis, G’ has a simple 3-connected minor H containing X such that H is not isomorphic to a
wheel graph and |E(H)| < 16, and so does G.

Now suppose that G is obtained from W,, by 2-bridging for two edges f, g. By rotational sym-
metry, we may assume that f € A; and g € Ay for some k € {1,2,...,n}. Then, there exists
je{1,2,...,n} —{1,k} such that A; N X =0 since | X| =4 and n > 7. Let G' = G/t;tj11\ stjq1.
Then G’ is a simple 3-connected graph which contains X and is isomorphic to a graph obtained from
W,_1 by 2-bridging. So by induction hypothesis, G’ has a simple 3-connected minor H containing X
such that H is not isomorphic to a wheel graph and |E(H)| < 16, and so does G. O

Lemma 6.25. Let G be a simple 3-connected planar graph which is not isomorphic to a wheel graph
and X be a subset of E(G) with |X| = 4. If G has a minor which contains X and is isomorphic to
a wheel graph, then there is a simple 3-connected minor H of G containing X such that |E(H)| < 16
and H is not isomorphic to a wheel graph.

Proof. Let W be a minor of G which contains X and is isomorphic to a wheel graph with maximum
|[V(W)|. By relabelling edges, we may assume that W = W, for some n > 3. If n = 3, then
by Lemma 2.19, there is a simple 3-connected minor H of G such that W3 is a minor of H and
|E(H)| < |E(W3)| + 3 < 9. By maximality of W3, H is not isomorphic to a wheel.

So we may assume that n > 4. Let s be the center of W,,. Since W,, is a minor of G containing X,
there is a function « that maps V(W,,) to vertex-disjoint connected subgraphs of G and maps each
edge xy of W, to an edge joining a(z) and a(y) in G such that a(zy) € X if and only if zy € X. We
choose o with minimum 3~ vy, ) [E(a(v))|. Then, for every vertex v of Wy, a(v) is a tree and

every leaf of a(v) is an end of a(e) for some edge e of W,. (1)

So the number of leaves of a(v) is at most degy, (v) for each v € V(W,,). Therefore, for each vertex
v # s of W, a(v) is a subdivision of a star.
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Let T' be a connected subgraph of G' whose edge set is U,cy ) E((v)) U U,yepmw,) @(zy).
Suppose that a(s) has two vertices uy, ug such that degp(uq ), degp(uz) > 3. Let g be the edge of a path
of a(s) from u; to uz. Let H' be a graph obtained from T' by contracting (U,ey (w,) E(a(v))) — {g}-
Since G is planar, H' is planar. Since H'/g = W, there are two ends a, b of g such that H' \ {a, b}
is a cycle C, (Ng/(a) U Ng/(b)) — {a,b} = V(C), and Ng/(a) N Ng/(b) = 0. By (1) and the fact that
degr(u1),degr(uz) > 3, we have degpy (a), degg (b) > 3. Therefore, by Lemma 6.23, G has a minor H
containing X U {g} such that H/g is isomorphic to Wy, for m < 7 and both ends of g have degree at
least 3. This graph H is what we are looking for because H is 3-connected and |E(H)| < 15.

So a(s) has at most 1 vertex v such that degp(v) > 3. Then T is a subdivision of W,,.

Then, by Lemma 6.22, G is obtained from W, by a finite sequence of adding an edge, 1-bridging,
and 2-bridging. Let F' be a simple 3-connected graph obtained from W, by applying the first operation
in the sequence. Since W, is a largest minor containing X isomorphic to a wheel graph, F' is not
isomorphic to a wheel graph. So by Lemma 6.24, F has a simple 3-connected minor H containing X
such that H is not isomorphic to a wheel graph and |E(H)| < 16. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let (T,p) be a canonical tree decomposition of M. By Lemma 6.20, M is
starlike or |E(M)| < 47. Suppose that M is starlike. Let v be the internal vertex of T" and x1, xo,
x3, x4 be leaves of T'. Suppose that p(v) is isomorphic to M (W}) for some k > 3. If k < 4, then, by
Lemma 6.9, we have

4
B = ST 1E(p(:)] + | E(p(v)] — 8 < 40 +8 — 8 = 40.
=1

So we may assume that & > 5. Then there is a minor N of p(v) containing F(T) such that N is
isomorphic to M (Wj_1). For each vertex w of T, let

_ fpw) ifweV(T) - (o},
pl(w)_{N if w=nw.

Then p;(T) is a proper minor of M and is delta-graphic. Since (T, p;) is starlike, p1(T) ¢ GU G* and
(T, p1) does not satisfy (T'1), (T2), or (T4). So by Proposition 5.8, (T, p1) is a wheel decomposition
and so is (T, p), which implies that M is delta~-graphic, contradicting our assumption.

So p(v) is not isomorphic to a wheel graph. For each i € {1,2,3,4}, let e; = vz;. Since p(v) is not
isomorphic to Uy 3 or Ua 3, we have r(p(v)),7*(p(v)) > 3 by Lemma 6.16. So by Lemma 2.17, p(v) has
a minor Nj containing ej, ey, e3 isomorphic to M(Ky). Then, by applying Lemma 2.16, p(v) has a
3-connected minor Ny containing E(7') such that Nj is a minor of Ny and |E(N2)| < 6 +4 = 10. If
|E(p(v))| < 16, then we have

4
B = ST 1E(p(x:)] + | E(p(v)] — 8 < 40+ 16 — 8 = 48.
=1

Suppose that |E(p(v))| > 16. Then Ny is a proper minor of p(v). So by Lemma 6.21, Nj is isomorphic
to a wheel matroid.

Let G be a simple 3-connected planar graph such that M(G) = p(v) and G’ be a simple 3-
connected minor of G with M(G’) = Ny. Since Ny is 3-connected, G’ is isomorphic to a wheel graph
by Lemma 2.1. So by Lemma 6.25, G has a simple 3-connected minor G” containing F(T') such
that |[E(G")| < 16 and G” is not isomorphic to a wheel graph. So p(v) has a proper minor M (G")
containing E(T") which is not isomorphic to a wheel graph, contradicting Lemma 6.21. O
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