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Abstract

We review the work of Dominic Welsh (1938–2023), tracing his re-
markable influence through his theorems, expository writing, students,
and interactions. He was particularly adept at bringing different fields
together and fostering the development of mathematics and mathe-
maticians. His contributions ranged widely across discrete mathemat-
ics over four main career phases: discrete probability, matroids and
graphs, computational complexity, and Tutte-Whitney polynomials.
We give particular emphasis to his work in matroid theory and Tutte–
Whitney polynomials.
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Dominic Welsh at home in Oxford, mid- to late 1980s; photo by James Oxley

1 Introduction

The Discrete Mathematics community lost one of its greatest leaders and
most treasured members with the death of Dominic Welsh on 30 November
2023.

Dominic had wide-ranging interests and many collaborators (57 listed in
MathSciNet). Most of his research was in at least one of three main themes:
discrete probability, matroids and graphs, and computational complexity.
These themes are captured well in the title Combinatorics, Complexity and
Chance of the tribute volume (edited by Geoffrey Grimmett and Colin Mc-
Diarmid) published by Oxford University Press in 2007, soon after he retired
[38]. That book is an excellent source of reflections on Dominic’s work. It
includes Oxley’s chapter on “The contributions of Dominic Welsh to matroid
theory” [77] which is a source of further information and reflections on that
theme in Dominic’s work. Here we will try to give an overview of his ca-
reer, indicating his range of interests and attempting to trace some of the
sources of his remarkable influence. We have divided his research career into
four phases: probability, matroids, complexity, and Tutte polynomials. The
boundaries between these phases are not sharp, and each phase contained
some seeds of later phases.
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This article is an expanded version of our Matroid Union post [32] of
February 2024. Geoffrey Grimmett has written a wonderful obituary [36]
which includes a biography, reminiscences, and review of Dominic’s contri-
butions. It also links to a list of Dominic’s publications at [37]. Readers
unfamiliar with Dominic’s early work in discrete probability will find Grim-
mett’s exposition of that area especially fascinating. The present article is
complementary through its areas of emphasis, its particular reflections on
his influence, and its commentary on some work by Dominic’s students. (In
discussing work by his students, we have had to be selective, focusing mostly
on Dominic’s main themes.)

2 First phase: discrete probability

Dominic’s doctoral supervisor was John Hammersley (1920–2004), an em-
inent probability theorist and applied mathemtician. Hammersley did not
have a PhD/DPhil, though he was awarded Doctor of Science degrees later
in his career by Cambridge and Oxford Universities. Dominic recalled that
Hammersley had a plain-speaking, direct manner in research supervision
which worked well for him. On one occasion, Dominic turned up to one
of their meetings and confessed that he hadn’t done anything since their pre-
vious meeting. Hammersley ended the meeting immediately and told him to
come back when he’d done some work! Geoffrey Grimmett writes of Ham-
mersley that “his unashamed love of a good problem has been an inspiration
to many” [35, p. vii], and the same can certainly be said of Dominic.

Dominic’s doctoral research was about percolation on square-lattice graphs
[45,102], in which information spreads out from the origin according to some
local randomness on the edges or vertices. This topic had been pioneered in
the late 1950s by Hammersley, initially with Simon Broadbent [18, 41, 42].
The original spark was a question by Broadbent on the porosity, for penetra-
tion by a gas, of carbon granules used in gas masks [43, pp. 68,74–75; 46]. In
Broadbent and Hammersley’s graph model [18], the edges allow information
(or gas, or liquid, or infection, . . . ) to pass, with some probability p, or
not, with probability 1− p. The choices for different edges are independent
and identically distributed. The percolation probability of the infinite square
lattice is the probability that information introduced at the origin can reach
an infinite set of vertices.

In his DPhil thesis, Dominic introduced first-passage percolation, which a
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graph theorist might think of as shortest path percolation (although we must
use infima, rather than minima, over sets of paths, since the lattice graphs
are infinite). Here, the time taken for information to pass along each edge is
randomly distributed, and we study how quickly it moves from the origin to
a distant vertex or to a line parallel to the x- or y-axis. One of Dominic’s the-
oretical contributions was to introduce the notion of a subadditive stochastic
process. This is a family (Xs,t : s, t ∈ N ∪ {0}) of nonnegative real-valued
random variables, such that Xs,t has finite expectation and is

• stationary, that is, Xs,t and Xs+k,t+k are identically distributed for all
k ∈ N, and

• subadditive, that is, Xr,t ≤ Xr,s +Xs,t whenever r ≤ s ≤ t.

We give an illustrative example from Dominic’s thesis [45; 102, Theorem
4.1.1]. A random function ω assigns independent identically distributed
weights to the edges of the lattice, with the weight of each edge representing
the time taken to go along it. The length of a path is the sum of the weights
of its edges. Define Xs,t = Xs,t(ω) to be the infimum of the lengths of all
paths from (s, 0) to (t, 0). The family (Xs,t : s, t ∈ N∪ {0}) is shown to be a
subadditive process.

Dominic developed the theory of subadditive processes and proved the
first subadditive ergodic theorem. This enabled him to establish the existence
of various fundamental limits for first-passage percolation. A more detailed
account of Dominic’s work on percolation may be found in [36, §6].

Dominic’s early work in probability included some graph theory, typically
in the context of the lattice graphs on which percolation was studied [14].
He took up Hammersley’s interest in self-avoiding walks (paths starting at
the origin with no repeated vertex) [44] and statistical-mechanical models
on these graphs, and remained interested in discrete probability throughout
his career. His two research students who followed most closely in these
footsteps were Geoffrey Grimmett (DPhil, 1974) and Peter Donnelly (DPhil,
1983), both of whom have since become Fellows of the Royal Society. But,
throughout his career, there were many other points of contact with his early
interest in probability. These included a 96-page survey [108], a textbook
with Grimmett [39, 40], papers with Oxley on generalisations of percolation
[79, 80], some classical percolation problems [116], randomised algorithms
[21, 84, 113] including Markov Chain Monte Carlo methods [11, 23], and es-
pecially his work on the Tutte polynomial through its connections to sta-
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tistical mechanics (via partition functions and the random-cluster model)
[115,119,121,122,126].

3 Second phase: matroid theory

In order to capture the notions of dependence common to linear algebra and
graph theory, Whitney [129] introduced matroids in 1935. A matroid M
consists of a finite set E and a nonnegative integer-valued function r on 2E

such that, for all subsets X and Y of E,

(i) r(X) ≤ |X|;

(ii) r(X) ≤ r(Y ) whenever X ⊆ Y ;

(iii) r is submodular, that is, r(X ∪ Y ) + r(X ∩ Y ) ≤ r(X) + r(Y ).

The set E and the function r are the ground set and the rank function
of M . Its independent sets are those sets I for which r(I) = |I|. Ma-
troids can be defined in numerous other ways including in terms of their
independent sets, their bases (maximal independent sets), and their circuits
(minimal dependent sets); see [76, 78, 112]. While Whitney introduced the
term “matroid”, equivalent structures were introduced contemporaneously
by Nakasawa [69–71].

To obtain an example of a matroid, let E be a finite set of vectors in a
vector space and let r(X) be the dimension of the subspace spanned by X.
As another example, let E be the edge set of a graph G and, for each subset
X of E, let r(X) be the maximum number of edges in a forest in the induced
subgraph G[X]. This last matroid, M(G), is called the cycle matroid of G.

Dominic was first attracted to matroid theory by a seminar at Oxford by
C.St.J.A. Nash-Williams in 1966. The seminar was likely to have been similar
to a conference talk Nash-Williams gave around that time [72] and showed
how matroids could be used to give much easier proofs of some theorems
in graph theory [77, p. 235]. This material is covered in [112, §§8.3–8.4].
Dominic later wrote that the seminar “had a huge effect on my mathematical
interests” [123].

It was only ten years after that seminar that Dominic’s classic book Ma-
troid Theory was published [112]. This period was one of intense activity
and quickly established him as one of the worldwide leaders in the field.
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The most obvious signs of this activity were Dominic’s publications on
matroids. In an early paper, he generalised to binary matroids the classical
duality between Eulerian and bipartite planar graphs [105]. He proved new
lower bounds on the number of non-isomorphic matroids ([106], and [85]
with Piff). Dominic attributed the rapid growth of interest in matroids from
the mid-1960s to the discovery of transversal matroids (see his comments in
[112, p. 6]) and he made important contributions to that topic. One of the
most significant of these was a generalisation, using submodular functions,
of theorems on transversals by Hall, Rado, Perfect, and Ore [109]. He also
pinned down the essential role played by submodularity in that theorem. He
introduced matroids based on generalised transversals [107] and showed that
every binary transversal matroid is graphic (with de Sousa [24]).

Given his foundational work on subadditive stochastic processes in perco-
lation theory, it is rather intriguing that submodular functions played such a
key role in Dominic’s early work on matroid theory. After all, for real-valued
functions on the subsets of a set, submodularity implies subadditivity. The
connection between Dominic’s subadditivity and combinatorial submodular-
ity is not close; in his first-passage percolation context, the subadditivity was
of a more restricted kind and does not immediately extend to submodularity.
Nonetheless, his appreciation of subadditivity may have made him receptive
to the power and centrality of submodularity in matroid theory.

Like the eminent Bill Tutte before him, when Dominic worked with ma-
troids, he was heavily influenced by what had earlier been proved for graphs.
The stated purpose of his paper Matroids versus graphs (with Harary [47])
was to help graph theorists “to appreciate the important link between graph
theory and matroids”. This marks the beginning of Dominic’s use of survey
papers to both develop a field and to build connections to other areas of
mathematics.

In July 1969, Dominic ran an influential combinatorics conference at Ox-
ford that is now recognised as the first British Combinatorial Conference
(BCC). So, only three years after first meeting matroids, he was bringing
combinatorics researchers together to advance the field. In 1972, Dominic
organised another combinatorics meeting in Oxford; it is now viewed as the
3rd BCC.

Dominic edited the proceedings of the 1969 Oxford conference [110]. It
contains his paper Combinatorial problems in matroid theory [111]. This
provides a fascinating window into the state of discrete mathematics in the
late 1960s, and clearly shows Dominic’s taste for attractive and challenging
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conjectures, as well as his long-lasting influence on mathematical research.
Several of the problems he proposed have been resolved, while many are still
open. Some have developed into important areas of research. Dominic lists
four problems concerning the enumeration of matroids, two of which have
been settled. The asymptotic behaviour of the number of binary matroids
has been established by Wild [130]. Lemos [52] and, independently, Crapo
and Schmitt [22] solved another problem by showing that the number of non-
isomorphic matroids on m+n elements is at least the product of the numbers
of non-isomorphic matroids on m and on n elements. Other problems in
enumeration remain open and seem very difficult, despite significant advances
by Rudi Pendavingh, Jorn van der Pol, Remco van der Hofstad, and Nikhil
Bansal [9, 10,83,100].

The climax of Dominic’s first ten years in matroid theory was the publi-
cation of his book, Matroid Theory, by Academic Press in 1976 [112]. This
quickly became the standard reference for the field. It covered a much wider
set of topics, and reached a much wider audience, than previous books in the
field. Gian-Carlo Rota described it as “beautifully written and exceptionally
thorough” [89]. Its style is compact and concise, exemplifying his own direct
advice to students who wrote too verbosely: “cut the chat!”, “if in doubt,
cut it out!”. At the same time, it is accessible and inviting. Its influence has
been enormous.

Given the way Dominic’s interests developed later, it is worth noting his
book’s importance in promoting the Whitney rank generating function and
the Tutte polynomial. Among the earliest surveys of that topic were Chap-
ter 15 of Dominic’s book and the treatment given in Norman Biggs’s book
Algebraic Graph Theory [13]. These works helped to broaden the interest in
polynomial invariants for graphs and matroids.

When Dominic was approached by Oxford University Press in the late
1980s about updating his book, he declined and recommended James Oxley
to the OUP editor. Oxley’s book was published in 1992 [76] (second edition
published in 2011 [78]). Dominic’s book was reprinted, with some correc-
tions, by Dover in 2010 and continues to be a valuable resource. Dominic’s
generosity of spirit led to him expressing concern that the Dover reprint of
his 1976 book would hurt sales of Oxley’s book.

Two of Dominic’s enumerative problems concerning unimodal sequences
lie at the heart of a new and rapidly expanding effort to use techniques from
algebraic geometry in discrete mathematics. A unimodal sequence can have
only one local maximum (which might be a single peak or a plateau). In his
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1969 Oxford conference paper, Dominic looked at two sequences of numbers
that can be derived from any matroid, namely the number of flats of rank
r and the number of independent sets of size r, where r ranges from 0 to
the rank of the matroid. Harper and Rota had conjectured that the first
sequence is unimodal; this remains open [88, 90]. Dominic conjectured that
the same is true for the second sequence.

The characteristic polynomial of a matroid is a natural generalisation of
the chromatic polynomial of a graph. Brylawski [19] and, independently,
Lenz [53] showed that the coefficients of the characteristic polynomial of a
matroid can be related to the sequence of numbers of independent sets of
some matroid. In Chapter 15 of Dominic’s book, he conjectured that the
absolute values of these coefficients are log-concave, thereby strengthening
earlier unimodal conjectures of Rota and of Heron [48,88]. (Andrew Heron’s
1972 DPhil was supervised by Dominic.) In a tour de force of convex geom-
etry and commutative algebra, Adiprasito, Huh, and Katz proved Dominic’s
log-concavity conjecture [5]. Indeed, the proof of the Heron–Rota–Welsh
Conjecture is prominently noted in the citation for June Huh’s 2022 Fields
Medal [1].

A major part of Dominic’s influence was through his supervision of re-
search students. His first doctoral student was Adrian Bondy (DPhil, 1969)
with whom he wrote a paper on transversal matroids [15] and who became a
leading graph theorist. Dominic recalled with self-effacing mirth that one of
the first problems he gave Bondy was nothing less than the famous, notori-
ously difficult and still-open Reconstruction Conjecture! After Bondy, then
Heron, came DPhils by Michael Piff (1972), Joan de Sousa, Geoffrey Grim-
mett (both 1974), Colin McDiarmid, Frank Dunstan (both 1975), Lawrence
Matthews (1977), James Oxley (1978), and Paul Walton (1982), all in ma-
troid theory except for Grimmett.

Many of these students worked on a variety of topics within the field.
Heron’s paper on matroid polynomials in the 3rd BCC [48] included his
celebrated unimodal conjecture. This paper seems to have been the first ap-
pearance of matroid polynomials in the work of one of Dominic’s students.
McDiarmid made many contributions over his time as a student, with empha-
sis on transversal matroids, their duals, and links with Menger’s Theorem;
some ten of his papers are cited in Dominic’s book. Two of Dominic’s papers
with Oxley were his first that focused on the Tutte polynomial and linked it
to his early interest in percolation [79,80]. Results in the first of these papers
included a type of ‘Recipe Theorem’ that generalised a theorem of Brylawski
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and gave conditions under which an invariant is essentially an evaluation of
a Tutte polynomial. The second paper contained a characterisation of Tutte
invariants at the very general level of arbitrary clutters (Sperner systems)
using a generalisation of percolation probability.

Dominic also developed a close collaboration with Paul Seymour, whose
DPhil (1975) at Oxford was supervised by the prominent matroid theorist
Aubrey Ingleton. Some of the work with Seymour established new links,
in both directions, between Dominic’s interests in probability and combi-
natorics. In [93] they used the Fortuin–Kasteleyn–Ginibre (FKG) inequality
from statistical mechanics to prove new results in combinatorics. In [94] they
developed clever geometrical arguments in a proof of a correlation-type in-
equality now called the Russo-Seymour-Welsh lemma, or RSW lemma. This
has been enormously useful in percolation and related fields, and played a key
role in Kesten’s celebrated proof [50] that the critical probability for bond
percolation on the square lattice is 1

2
, as recounted in [36, §6].

Dominic continued to work in matroid theory throughout his career. But
he was a voracious learner who was always searching for new challenges and
for ways to tie together areas that may have initially seemed disparate.

4 Third phase: computational complexity

Around the early 1980s, the emphasis of Dominic’s research and supervision
shifted from matroid theory to computational complexity. While this may
seem like a big change, his interest in computation went back a long way.
During a spell at Bell Labs in 1960–1961 (part of one of Hammersley’s vis-
its there), he did some programming using punched cards as was normal in
that era [124]. Later, while doing his doctorate at Oxford, he supplemented
some of his theoretical results with computational simulations using Monte
Carlo methods at the Oxford University Computing Laboratory on its Fer-
ranti Mercury (its “first big electronic computer” [95]), as recounted in the
last chapter of his thesis [102, Ch. 9]. In further work on the spread of infec-
tion through a two-dimensional lattice graph, he used Monte Carlo methods
on an Elliott 803 computer, a type that was then common in British uni-
versities and was often programmed using Algol [67]. He discussed the link
between the percolation problems he worked on and critical-path problems
for Program Evaluation and Review Technique (PERT) networks, an impor-
tant topic in project management and operations research, and wrote two
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short Letters to the Editor in the journal Operations Research (1965–1966)
discussing computational aspects [103, 104]. In 1967, with Oxford colleague
Martin Powell, he published an important sequential graph-colouring algo-
rithm, giving an algorithmic refinement of Brooks’s Theorem [125]. This
is known as the Welsh–Powell algorithm and has been widely studied and
implemented. In a paper at the 5th BCC in 1975, his serious interest in
complexity is evident in discussing the Aanderaa–Rosenberg Conjecture (as
it was then) about how much of a graph’s adjacency matrix needs to be read
in order to determine if the graph has some hereditary property [66]. With
Gordon Robinson (MSc, 1979), he proved early results on the computational
complexity of matroid properties in a framework where a matroid is specified
by an oracle for one of five common axiomatisations, namely via independent
sets, bases, circuits, rank, or closure [87].

Dominic would often use Venn diagrams of complexity classes in his talks
and conversations, and we do so now too. Figure 1 shows some of the classes
in which he was interested, presented much as he might have done. The
names of the classes are standard: see, for example, [34, 96, 117] for defini-
tions and more information. The classes LOGSPACE (abbreviated L) and
PSPACE are included to frame the others, but they were not a major interest
of Dominic’s. They are known to be distinct: LOGSPACE ̸= PSPACE, so
the region PSPACE\LOGSPACE in the diagram is nonempty. But none of
other regions indicated in this diagram is known to be nonempty. In partic-
ular, none of the other subclass relations shown in the figure is known to be
proper. As well as the fundamental classes P and NP, Dominic was partic-
ularly interested in the probabilistic classes RP, BPP and PP, the quantum
class BQP and the counting class #P and its relatives. The class NP∩ co-NP,
and its relationship with other classes including P and RP, also intrigued him
(though we have omitted it from Figure 1 for simplicity).

His DPhil students on computational complexity in the early to mid-
1980s were Tony Mansfield (1982), Ken Regan (1986), Graham Farr (1986),
and Keith Edwards (1986). Tony Mansfield proved that determining the
thickness of a graph is NP-hard [60], solving a significant open problem in
NP-completeness [34, p. 286]. Keith Edwards gave an impressive set of algo-
rithms and hardness results for some fundamental existence and enumeration
problems for colouring graphs of given minimum density or bounded genus
[28,29]. As these examples illustrate, most of Dominic’s students in that era
worked on specific graph-theoretic problems and classified their complexity
(P versus NP-complete/hard etc.). Ken Regan was the exception; he took
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Figure 1: Complexity classes
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the much more difficult path of proving new results about the complexity
classes themselves and delving into the P-versus-NP problem. He remains
active in that field. He and Richard Lipton have written about it in Lipton’s
blog, Gödel’s Lost Letter and P=NP [55].

Dominic’s interest in computational complexity led naturally to an inter-
est in cryptography, where complexity issues had come to the fore after the
birth of public-key cryptography in the 1970s. This led to a textbook, Codes
and Cryptography [114] and supervision of some Masters students including
Arun P. Mani (2004) and Douglas Stebila (2004). Many years later, he would
publish another textbook, with John Talbot, Complexity and Cryptography
[96]. Dominic’s attraction to complexity theory and cryptography was in
spite of his recognition of the inherent difficulty of both subjects.

Dominic retained his earlier interests, supervising Peter Donnelly (1983)
on discrete probability models on graphs and Manoel Lemos (1988) on ma-
troid theory. Some of his work with Donnelly [26] inspired him to design
a randomised 3-colouring algorithm which he studied with astrophysicist
David Petford [84]. That paper with Donnelly considered antivoter models,
in which the vertices of a graph are each given a colour Black or White, with
the colour on a vertex randomly chosen to be biased away from whichever
colour is more frequent on neighbouring vertices. Some of Keith Edwards’s
work also harked back to Dominic’s early interest in self-avoiding walks on
square-lattice graphs [27].

This was an exceptionally busy period for Dominic, as he served vari-
ously as Chairman of the Board of the Faculty of Mathematics, Sub-Warden
of Merton College, and Chairman of the British Combinatorial Committee,
holding all three roles simultaneously for a time. Somehow he also found the
time to write two of his previously mentioned books.

5 Fourth phase: Tutte–Whitney polynomials

and their complexity

The Whitney rank generating function R(M ;x, y) of a matroid M = (E, r)
is defined by

R(M ;x, y) =
∑
X⊆E

xr(E)−r(X)y|X|−r(X).
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It was introduced by Whitney [128] as a generalisation of the chromatic
polynomial. The Tutte polynomial T (M ;x, y) is defined by

T (M ;x, y) =


1, if E = ∅;
xT (M/e;x, y), if e is a coloop;
y T (M \ e;x, y), if e is a loop;
T (M \ e;x, y) + T (M/e;x, y), otherwise.

Here, coloops generalise bridges of graphs, and the matroids M \ e and M/e
are formed using matroid generalisations of edge deletion and contraction in
graphs. These operations are commutative, so T (M ;x, y) is well defined. The
Tutte polynomial was introduced in [97, 98]. The Whitney rank generating
function and the Tutte polynomial are closely related [97,99]:

T (M ;x, y) = R(M ;x− 1, y − 1). (1)

Evaluations of these polynomials at certain specific points or along certain
curves in the xy-plane yield an enormous amount of important information,
including the chromatic polynomial, the flow polynomial, the all-terminal
reliability polynomial, the weight enumerator of a linear code, and numbers
of spanning trees, forests, spanning subgraphs, and acyclic orientations. (See
[30].)

Dominic used to promote research on the Tutte polynomial using dia-
grams of the “Tutte plane”, drawn at coffee tables or displayed on slides
in talks. (Graham Farr recalls one from 1983, but there were surely others
before then.) These diagrams show the real xy-plane together with various
points and curves where T (G;x, y) has interesting interpretations. We give
such a diagram in Figure 2. Diagrams of this type may also be found in
[31, Fig. 3.1; 117, Fig. 8.2]. The diagram illustrates, for example, that the
chromatic polynomial P (G;λ) of a graph G = (V,E) can be found from
T (G;x, y) along the line y = 0 by appropriate substitutions and simple alge-
bra. In this case, the actual relationship — due to Whitney [128] and using
(1) — is

P (G;λ) = (−1)r(E)λ|V |−r(E)T (G; 1− λ, 0).

The hyperbolae Hq = {(x, y) | (x−1)(y−1) = q} are significant: appropriate
parameterisations give the partition function of the q-state Potts model, and,
for q = 2, the closely related Ising model and (at the more general level of
binary matroids) the weight enumerator of a linear code over GF(2). On the
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hyperbola H1, the Tutte polynomial simplifies to (x−1)r(E)y|E|, which is easy
to compute but degenerate and uninformative; the only matroid properties
it contains are the rank and size of the ground set. Not all pertinent hyper-
bolae are of the form Hq; the hyperbola {(x, y) | xy = 1} carries the Jones
polynomial of an alternating link (and the “degenerate hyperbola” xy = 0
carries the chromatic and flow polynomials). Our diagram focuses on graph-
theoretic interpretations, with some matroid interpretations mentioned in
parentheses in the legend. Further details are in [30,117].

Much of the information in the Tutte polynomial is #P-hard to compute;
#P-hardness is a stronger form of NP-hardness for counting problems. For
example, counting 3-colourings of a graph is #P-hard [54]. So computing
the entire Tutte polynomial is #P-hard too.

In the late 1980s, Dominic combined his interests in matroid theory and
complexity to investigate the complexity of evaluating the Tutte polynomial
at specific points. Work with Dirk Vertigan (DPhil, 1991) and François
Jaeger, which comprised part of the latter’s DPhil thesis, resulted in a
complete classification of points (x, y) according to whether computation
of T (G;x, y) is polynomial time or #P-hard [49]. This paper was published
in 1990 and yielded new complexity results for some other combinatorial
polynomials that can be obtained from the Tutte polynomial by algebraic
substitutions, including the Jones polynomial from knot theory and the par-
tition functions of the Ising and Potts models from statistical physics. For
x, y ∈ R, Figure 2 illustrates the result. The points (x, y) where T (G;x, y) is
polynomial-time computable are the four points indicated by symbols out-
lined in black and all points on the black hyperbolaH1; evaluation at all other
points is #P-hard. The result of Jaeger, Vertigan and Welsh [49] covers all
complex x, y, giving four further polynomial-time computable points with
all other cases being #P-hard. Soon afterwards, Dirk Vertigan and Dominic
gave a similar complexity classification for the restriction to bipartite planar
graphs [101]. For his doctoral research on the complexity of Tutte polynomial
evaluation at specific points, Vertigan was awarded the Senior Mathematical
Prize at Oxford in 1990 [3]. This was an annual prize for “the dissertation
of greatest merit on any subject of Pure or Applied Mathematics” [4].

This work opened up a rich new vein of research in which complexity
results were proved for various properties (including evaluations and coef-
ficients) of various polynomials for various classes of graphs and matroids.
Some of these results pertained to exact computation of the polynomials, oth-
ers to approximating or bounding them. The main tool for approximation
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1 2

1

2

x

y

y = 0: chromatic # spanning trees (bases)
x = 0: flow # forests (indep. sets)
x = 1: reliability # spanning sets
H1: easy curve # acyclic orientations

H2: Ising (also, weight enum.) # totally cyclic orientations
Hq: q-state Potts # 2-colourings
xy = 1: Jones # 2-colourings of dual

Figure 2: The Tutte plane.
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was a type of efficient randomised algorithm— a fully polynomial randomised
approximation scheme (FPRAS) — and the main approach was to develop a
Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) algorithm, which uses a Markov chain
among the structures of interest to sample from them and hence estimate
their numbers. A key technical challenge is to ensure that the Markov chain
converges quickly enough (is “rapidly mixing”), and issues of this type led
Dominic to some significant combinatorial problems and conjectures.

He wrote a book Complexity: Knots, Colourings and Counting [117]
which for many years was the leading reference on Tutte polynomials, their
complexity and their links with other areas. The book is still widely used.
His many articles on the topic included updated surveys which were very ac-
cessible and influential (see [31]). His significant survey articles include [122],
on the Tutte polynomial, and [120] on approximate counting in general.

This stream of research also includes the MSc of Laura Chávez Lomeĺı
(1994) and the DPhils of James Annan (1994), Steve Noble (1997), Eric
Bartels (1997), and Magnus Bordewich (2003). Annan proved that comput-
ing any specific coefficient of the Tutte polynomial is #P-complete [8] and
gave, for dense graphs, an FPRAS for the value of the Tutte polynomial at
(x, 1) where x ≥ 1, which includes counting forests (x = 2) [7]. Dominic
later collaborated with Noga Alon and Alan Frieze to extend this result to
evaluations at any (x, y) with x, y ≥ 1 [6]. Whether a randomised approx-
imation of this type can be found for all graphs remains an open question,
though Bordewich was able to find such approximations for certain types of
sparse graphs [16]. Noble proved that the Tutte polynomial can be evaluated
in polynomial time for graphs of bounded tree-width [73], and, in [74], he
provided a Jaeger–Vertigan–Welsh-style complexity classification for evalua-
tions of an analogue of the Tutte polynomial for 2-polymatroids introduced
by Oxley and Whittle in [81,82].

Dominic collaborated with Bordewich, Freedman, and Lovász on an im-
portant paper [17] showing that an additive approximation (which is weaker
than an FPRAS) to a certain Tutte polynomial evaluation (related to the
Jones polynomial) is sufficient to capture the power of quantum computa-
tion, extending earlier work of Freedman, Kitaev, Larson, and Wang [33].
See Ken Regan’s tribute [86] for further discussion of this.

Dominic used MCMC algorithms in some other novel ways. He developed
a Markov chain method for choosing a planar graph uniformly at random
amongst those with a fixed vertex set of size n (with Denise and Vascon-
cellos) [23]. He later used this idea with McDiarmid and Steger (2005) and
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discovered the surprising fact that the probability that a random planar
graph is connected tends to neither 0 nor 1 as n tends to infinity [58]. Their
theory is developed further in [59].

Dominic also explored some purely combinatorial properties of Tutte–
Whitney polynomials and found interesting generalisations, evaluations and
relationships. For example, he proved that the expected values of Tutte
polynomial evaluations for a random subgraph of a graph are themselves
evaluations of the Tutte polynomial of the given graph [118]. With Steve
Noble, he introduced a more general family of graph polynomials inspired
by some knot invariants [75]. With Geoff Whittle, he introduced a different
generalisation inspired by hyperplane arrangements, which turned out to
count certain channel assignments in communication theory [127]. He took
a particular interest in the way Tutte–Whitney polynomials linked different
fields of mathematics: combinatorics, statistical physics, network reliability,
coding theory, and knot theory, and wrote often on these links. He fostered
connections with researchers in these diverse fields.

In a 1995 paper, Dominic and his then-student Eric Bartels defined the
mean colour number of an n-vertex graph to be the expected number of
colours actually used in a random proper n-colouring of the graph, and con-
jectured that it achieves its minimum when the graph is empty [11]. Do-
minic called this the Shameful Conjecture because so many researchers had
tried but failed to prove it in spite of it seeming so obvious. It finally suc-
cumbed to Fengming Dong [25]. For an account of its history, see [92].
The Bartels–Welsh paper also proposed a stronger conjecture, that the mean
colour number never decreases when an edge is added to a graph, but this
was disproved by Michele Mosca [68] who later completed a DPhil (1999) in
quantum computing under the joint supervision of Dominic and his colleague
Artur Ekert. These conjectures have the character of correlation inequalities
and share their combination of plausibility and difficulty. They were not the
last correlation inequalities to be conjectured by Dominic and acquire fame
(or notoriety!).

His work on other aspects of the Tutte polynomial included supervision of
the DPhils of Criel Merino (2000), Koko Kayibi (2002), and Andrew Goodall
(2004). Merino linked certain evaluations of the Tutte polynomial to num-
bers of critical configurations in a chip-firing game on graphs [64]. He also did
a computational study of the asymptotic behaviour of the number of acyclic
orientations in square-lattice graphs (another link to some of Dominic’s ear-
liest interests) [65]. This led him and Dominic to conjecture that the number
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of spanning trees of a graph is bounded above by whichever is larger of the
number of acyclic orientations and the number of totally cyclic orientations
[65, Conj. 7.1]. This too may be viewed as a correlation inequality. This
conjecture is known as the Merino–Welsh Conjecture and remains open. It
has proved to be very attractive and very difficult. Gordon Royle has posted
a good introduction at [91]. For general matroids, counterexamples have
recently been given by Beke, Csáji, Csikvári, and Pituk [12].

Dominic co-organised the first workshop on the Tutte polynomial, at
Barcelona in 2001. It became the basis of a special issue of Advances in
Applied Mathematics in 2004, which he co-edited [51]. The workshop was a
milestone in the building of a strong community of researchers on this topic.

He retained his early interest in the complexity of matroid computations
in general, and his last DPhil student, Dillon Mayhew (2005), took up this
theme, this time considering matroids to be represented (for input purposes)
not by an oracle (as Robinson and Welsh had done [87]) but by a complete list
of all the sets required for one of the axiomatisations, that is, all independent
sets, or all bases, or all circuits, and so on [61].

Research on other matroid topics continued through this fourth phase,
including through his supervision of Irasema Sarmiento (DPhil, 1998) and
(with Colin McDiarmid) Rhiannon Hall (2005). Once Dominic retired in
2005, he seemed to spend more time on matroid theory, for example in study-
ing matroid enumeration and properties of random matroids with several
collaborators in papers published in the period 2011–2013 [56,62,63].

His very last paper, on counting phylogenetic networks (with Colin Mc-
Diarmid and Charles Semple), showed that he retained his sense of mathe-
matical adventure in tackling new problems [57].

6 The complete mathematician

Dominic made lasting contributions to mathematics. His research style was
characterised by a deep sense of mathematical beauty and astute judgement
as to what problems or topics were worth pursuing. In framing theorems
and writing about them, he was good at drawing out and highlighting what
was really important. Dominic had a natural gift for linking disparate fields,
a real sense of intellectual adventure, and a youthful readiness to move into
new territory. He seemed impelled by a kind of level-headed urgency to make
the most of opportunities and push mathematics forward.
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Dominic’s influence goes well beyond what can be accounted for by his
formal contributions to building the intellectual structure of mathematics
— his definitions, theorems and proofs. He also advanced mathematics by
his development of its people, community, and culture. Not only was he
eminently successful at mathematics, he was a complete mathematician.

This is evident firstly in his writing, through his many survey papers
and textbooks. Moreover, many of his research articles contain valuable
expositions of the state of particular research topics and their relationships
with other fields. These played a significant and easily underestimated role
in the development of the fields he worked in. His writings also show an
interest in history, an awareness of emerging unpublished work, and liberal
acknowledgements of the contributions of others.

A striking characteristic of Dominic’s expository power — in writing,
presenting, and conversation — was his extraordinary ability to move rapidly
from introducing an area to stating enticing research problems in that area.
Mathematical depth was made accessible and shared. His diagrams of the
Tutte plane and of the world of complexity theory were ubiquitous in his
talks and they were memorable for the compact way they encapsulated so
much information. Our Figures 1 and 2 are inspired by those diagrams.

His advancement of the human side of mathematics was aided greatly
by his character and social attributes. He had a remarkable ability to get
on well with people, indeed his personality had a magnetic quality. He was
equal to any social situation and always pleasant, considerate, and courteous,
often smiling or laughing. He was very hospitable and, together with his wife
Bridget, he would welcome students and colleagues to the home he shared
with her and their sons. He was a fine athlete and was fiercely competitive,
challenging all comers variously in real tennis, table tennis, squash, croquet,
boules and speed chess. All such contests had laughter associated with them,
though sometimes this occurred long after the event.

Dominic was at once outgoing and sensitive, confident and careful, firm
and gentle, purposeful and relaxed, serious and light-hearted, dignified and
informal. These somewhat-contrasting qualities would often play out to-
gether as he talked. He was quick to find humour in situations and freely
shared anecdotes and observations. Anyone interacting with him would be
confident of his attention and goodwill. He built strong and enduring con-
nections. These days, one might say that he was a central node in the social
network of his field. He used that position generously in sharing news, ideas,
and problems. His informal interactions with other researchers were very
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influential and have helped shape the areas he worked in.
Dominic led a strong combinatorics group at the Mathematical Institute

in Oxford, with colleagues Peter Cameron (who recently reflected on his in-
fluence at [20]), Aubrey Ingleton, Colin McDiarmid, and their students. He
was a popular and effective teacher of undergraduates. Under the Oxford
tutorial system, he worked most closely with undergraduates at Merton Col-
lege where he was a major contributor to his College’s very strong results in
mathematics over many years. Undergraduates taught by Dominic at Merton
included, chronologically, Andrew Wiles, Dugald Macpherson, Peter Kron-
heimer, and Dominic Joyce, who between them have gone on to win more
than twenty major mathematical awards including the Abel Prize to Wiles.

He was very efficient and well organised, with a deep sense of duty. So it is
not surprising that he took on leadership roles. He edited several journals, or-
ganised some pivotal conferences, led the British Combinatorial Committee,
and held senior positions at Oxford, to the great benefit of all his academic
communities. In 1985, as second chair of the British Combinatorial Commit-
tee, Dominic gave a memorable after-dinner address at a reception hosted
by the Lord Provost of Glasgow at the Glasgow City Chambers. Dominic’s
theme was the attraction of doing mathematics and, echoing G.H. Hardy, he
said that, for him, the joy came from discovering beautiful patterns. All who
are acquainted with Dominic’s work, even superficially, will recognise how
this search for such discoveries permeates his research.

Dominic was a very effective supervisor of research students. This drew
not only on his mathematical knowledge, taste, judgement, and connections,
but also on his personality, character, and people skills. He was flexible in his
approach and adept at finding a productive mix of patience, firmness, encour-
agement, plain speaking, and inspiration. He was generous in the freedom
he gave his students while being as supportive as needed. Time and again
he brought out the best in his diverse range of students, inspiring enduring
appreciation and affection. An academic family tree for Dominic, listing his
DPhil graduates (28 as main supervisor) and many of his academic descen-
dants, is maintained by David Wood (Graham Farr’s first PhD graduate,
2000) at [131]. This is much more comprehensive than the one at the Mathe-
matics Genealogy Project [2]. David also maintains the academic family tree
of John Hammersley [132], of which Dominic’s tree is the dominant subtree.

Dominic Welsh’s enduring legacy includes a significant and eclectic body
of research, a rich library of influential expository writing, and a large and
notable community of students, collaborators, and colleagues. He will be
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remembered with admiration, affection, and deep gratitude. He has greatly
enriched discrete mathematics as both a research field and a human endeav-
our.
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