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Abstract

In his article [J. Comb. Theory Ser. B 16 (1974), 168-174], Tutte called two graphs
T-equivalent (i.e., codichromatic) if they have the same Tutte polynomial and showed that
graphs G and G’ are T-equivalent if G’ is obtained from G by flipping a rotor (i.e., replacing
it by its mirror) of order at most 5, where a rotor of order &k in G is an induced subgraph
R having an automorphism ¢ with a vertex orbit {¢)*(u) : i > 0} of size k such that every
vertex of R is only adjacent to vertices in R unless it is in this vertex orbit. In this article,
we first show the above result due to Tutte can be extended to a rotor R of order k > 6 if the
subgraph of G induced by all those edges of G which are not in R satisfies certain conditions.
Also, we provide a new method for generating infinitely many non-isomorphic T-equivalent
pairs of graphs.
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1 Introduction

The graphs considered in this article are multigraphs which may have loops and parallel edges
unless it is mentioned. For any graph G, let V(G) (or simply V) and E(G) (or simply E) be its
vertex set and edge set. The Tutte polynomial of G is defined as follows (see [9]):

To(z,y) = Y (@ — 1) @Ay — 1)lAl=r)] n
ACE

where 7(A) = |V|—c(A) and ¢(A) is the number of components of the spanning subgraph (V, A)
of G. The Tutte polynomial is an invariant so fundamental and all-encompassing that many
well-known graph polynomials and research objects originated from other disciplines have been
shown to be its specializations [6, 8, [10, 12]. Over the years, the Tutte polynomial has been
extensively studied from various perspectives, especially on the combinatorial explanations of its
specific coefficients and evaluations [1,[9]. All of this reveals that the Tutte polynomial contains
far more information than previously understood, highlighting its significant research value.
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In this paper, we focus on the study of T'-equivalent graphs, or codichromatic graphs by Tutte [11],

i.e., two graphs G; and G having the same Tutte polynomial, written as Gy z G5. Clearly,
two isomorphic graphs are T-equivalent. Also, Brylawski and Oxley [5] showed that two graphs
having isomorphic cyclic matroids are T-equivalent. For further developments, we refer the
readers to [2, 3l 4]. In particular, some operations have been found useful in constructing 7-
equivalent pairs. A well-known example is the Whitney twist [I3], which changes a graph to
another one by flipping a subgraph at a vertex-cut of size 2. See such a pair G, G’ in Figure [
where G’ is obtained from G by a Whitney twist with respect to the cut-set {uj,us} of G.
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Figure 1: G’ is obtained from G by a Whitney twist

Another operation is flipping rotors due to Tutte [I1]. Assume that R is a graph with an
automorphism 1. For any vertex x in R, the set {1!(x) : i > 0} is called a vertex orbit of . If
R is a subgraph of a graph G, a subset B of V(R) is called a border of R in G if every edge in
G incident with some vertex in V(R) \ B must be an edge in R. We call R a rotor of G with a
border B if B is a vertex orbit of some automorphism . Tutte [I1] showed that if G is a graph

containing a rotor R with a border B of size at most 5, then G X G’, where G’ is the graph
obtained from G by flipping R along its border B, i.e., by replacing R by its mirror image. A
formal expression is given below.

For any positive integer k, let [k] denote the set {1,2,...,k}. Given any vertex-disjoint graphs
G and W with {u; : i € [k]} C V(G) and {w; : i € [k]} C V(W), let G(uy,usg,...,ux) U
W (wy,ws, ..., wy) denote the graph obtained from G and W by identifying u; and w; as a new
vertex for all ¢ € [k]. An example of G(uy,ug,us) U W (wy,ws,ws) is shown in Figure 2
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Figure 2: Graphs G, W and G(uy,ug,us) L W (wy, we, ws)

Theorem 1 (Tutte [11]). Let R and W be connected graphs. If wy,...,wy are distinct vertices
in W, and {u; : i € [k]} is a vertex orbit of an automorphism v in R such that ¥ (ux) = u;
and Y(u;) = uiy1 for all i € [k — 1], where k € [5], then R(u1,...,u) U W(ws,...,wg) and
R(ug,...,u1) UW(wq,...,wg) are T-equivalent.



Tutte [I1] also raised the question of whether Theorem [I] can be extended to the case of k > 6.
Although Foldes [7] gave a negative answer to this question by constructing a counterexample
pair (R, W) for every k > 6, our main result in Section [ (see Theorem M) provides a sufficient
condition on W such that the extension works for any R with k£ > 6 that W contains a subgraph
with two automorphisms and each of them has a vertex orbit satisfying certain conditions.

In order to prove Theorem [4], we first prepare some preliminary results in Section 2] and present
in Section B a necessary and sufficient condition on graphs G and H with {u; : i € [k]} C V(QG)
and {v; : i € [k]} C V(H) such that the two graphs G(ui,us,...,ux) U W(wy,ws,..., wg)
and H(vq,ve,...,v;) U W(wy,ws,...,wg) are T-equivalent for an arbitrary graph W, where
w1, ..., wy are distinct vertices in W.

In addition to the graph operations mentioned above, we are also going to develop an operation
to construct T-equivalent pairs through the recursive expression of the Tutte polynomial (see
@)). For any graph G = (V, E) and e = uv € E, let G\e be the graph obtained from G by
deleting e, and let G//e be the graph obtained from G by contracting e, i.e., the graph obtained
from G\e by identifying u and v as one vertex. It is known that T (x,y) can also be determined
by the following recursive expression [5]:

1’ if £ = @;
B xTG/e('r’y)? if e is a bridge;
TG(ﬂjy y) - yTG\e(CUa y), lf (& iS a 100p; (2)

Tg/e(x,y) + Tene(z,y), otherwise.

Let ® be the set of quaternions (G, e, H, f), where G and H are loopless graphs and e and f
are edges in G and H respectively such that G\e LH \f and G/e LH /f hold. Clearly, for any
(G,e,H, f) e ®, G L H holds. We will consider the following problem.

Problem 1. Searching for members (G,e, H, f) of ®.
Observe that ® contains a subfamily ®’ which consists of those quaternions (G, e, H, f), where

G and H are connected and loopless graphs and e and f are edges in G and H respectively such
that G\e = H\f and G/e = H/f.

Figure 3: Graphs G* and H*

An example (G*,e, H*, f) in ® was found by Dr. Marion C. Gray [I11] in 1930s, where G* and
H* are graphs shown in Figure Bl These two graphs are not isomorphic and even have non-
isomorphic cyclic matroids, because H*, unlike G*, contains a triangle having no common edge
with any other triangle [11]. However, G*\e = H*\ f and G*/e = H*/f, where e and f are the



edges in G* and H* which are displayed by dashed lines in Figure Bl Thus (G*,e, H*, f) € ®'.
Motivated by this example, we shall introduce a method in Section Bl to generate infinitely many
members in @', as a partial answer to Problem [Il

2 Preliminary results

In the following sections, we restrict to connected graphs due to the following fact indicated by
@.

Proposition 1. If G is disconnected with components G1,Ga,...,Gy, or G is connected with
blocks G1,Go,...,G,, then
TG(x’y) = H TGz(x’y) (3)

1<i<r

Let G = (V, E) be any graph. For any subset V' of V, let G-V’ denote the graph obtained from
G by identifying all vertices in S as one vertex. Thus each edge in G is still an edge in G - V’,
although every edge of G joining two vertices in V'’ becomes a loop in G - V’. In particular,
for any two distinct vertices u,v in G, we write G - wv for G - {u,v}. For any A C E, let G\ A
be the graph obtained from G by deleting all edges in A. Two edges e; and ey in G are said
to be parallel if they have the same pair of ends. A relation among Te(z,y), Tg\e, (7, y) and
T\ fer,e2} (7,y) is presented below.

Proposition 2. Assume that ey and ey are parallel edges in G which are not loops. If G\{e1, ez}
s connected, then

TG(x, y) = (y + 1)TG\61 (x, y) - yTG\{el,eg}(x, y) (4)
Proof. By the given conditions, both e; and es are not loops, e; is not a bridge of G and e is
not a bridge of G\ey.

Assume that u and v are the two ends of e; and es, and let F' be the set of all parallel edges
with ends v and v, and let k = |F'| > 2. Applying (2] repeatedly yields that

TG('%'7 y) = TG\e1 (1’, y) + yk_lT(G’\F)%w (.%', y)a (5)

and
TG\el (x’ y) = TG\{61,62}(x’ y) + yk72T(G\F)-uv (x, y) (6)
Thus, @) can be obtained from (@) and (G) by deleting T(c Fy.uo (,Y)- O

A consequence of Proposition [2is then obtained.

Corollary 1. Let eq, ey be parallel edges in G and f1, fao be parallel edges in H. If both G\{e1,e2}
and H\{f1, fo} are connected, then any two of the equalities below imply another one:

Tenfer.e2) (@5 Y) = Tag 123 (2, 9),
TG\el (1’, y) = TH\f1 (1’, y)7 (7)
TG('%'7 y) = TH('%'7 y)



3 Necessary and sufficient conditions

In this section, let G and H be two vertex-disjoint connected graphs. Assume that u,us, ..., ug
are pairwise distinct vertices in G, and v1,v9, ..., v} are pairwise distinct vertices in H. We shall
find a necessary and sufficient condition for the following statement to be held:

T .
(*) G(u, ... up) UW (wy, ..., wg) ~ H(vy, ..., o) UW (wy,...,wy) for an arbitrary
graph W, where wi,ws, ..., w; are pairwise distinct vertices in W.

For any S C {{i,j} : 1 < i < j < k}, let Gg be the graph obtained from G by adding a
new edge joining u; and w; for each {i,j} € S. Observe that G is a spanning subgraph of
Gg which has |S| more edges than ell Suppose that Hg is defined similarly as Gg for each
SC{{i,j}:1<i<j<k}

Observe that for any S C {{i,j} : 1 < i < j < k}, Gg is actually isomorphic to the graph
G(uy,ug, ..., up)UWo(wy, we, ..., wy), where Wy is the simple graph with vertex set {w; : i € [k]}
and edge set {w;w; : (7,5) € S}. Thus a necessary condition for statement (*) is that Gg L Hg
for every S C {{i,j} : 1 <i < j < k}. In the following, we shall show that this condition is also
sufficient.

Theorem 2. If Gg X Hg for every subset S of {{i,j} : 1 <i < j <k}, then for an arbitrary

. . . .. . T
graph W with pairwise distinct vertices wi, wa,. .., wg, G(u1,us, ... ,ug) UW (wy,wa, ..., wg) ~

H(vy,vg,...,v) UW (w1, we,. .., wg).

Proof. Suppose that the result does not hold. Assume that G, H,W are graphs stated above
such that the result fails and |V (W)| + |E(W)| has the minimum value. Let @ = {w; : i € [k]}.
By the assumption on W, dy (w) > 0 for each w € V(W) \ Q.

We will complete the proof by showing the following claims.
Claim 1: W has no loops.

Suppose that W contains a loop e. Then by (@), the Tutte polynomial of G(uy,us, ..., u) U
W (wy,ws, ..., wg) is equal to

yTG(ul,ug,...,uk)uW\e(wl,wg,...,wk) (xa y) (8)

The Tutte polynomial of H(vi,ve,...,vx) U W (wy,ws,...,w,) has a similar expression as (8]
where G is changed to H and each w; is changed to v;. By the minimality of |V (W)|+ |E(W)],
the theorem holds for W\e. Thus it also holds for W, a contradiction. Claim 1 holds.

Claim 2: V(W) = Q.

Suppose the claim fails. Then W has an edge e with at most one end in . Since G and

H are connected, e is a bridge in G(uj,ug,...,ug) U W(wy,we,...,wg) if and only if e is a
bridge in H(vy,ve,...,vx) U W (wy,ws,...,wg). Further in this case, the Tutte polynomial of
G(uy,ug, ... up) UW (wy,ws,...,w) is equal to

xTG(ul7u2,---,uk)UW/e(w17w2,---,wk)(w’y)7 (9)

1G5 is a multiple graph.



and otherwise, it is equal to

TG(u1,ug,...,uk)uW\e(wl,wg,...,wk) (1’, y) + TG(u1,ug,...,uk)uW/e(wl,wg,...,wk) (1’, y) (10)

Note that the Tutte polynomial of H(vy,ve,...,vx) UW (w1, ws,...,w) has a similar expression
as (@) or (I0), where G is changed to H and each w; is changed to v;.

By assumption on the minimality of |V (W)| + |E(W)|, the theorem holds for both graphs W/e
and W\e. By the above results on the Tutte polynomials of the two graphs G(uy,usg, ..., ug) U
W (wy,wa, ..., wg) and H(v1,v,...,v) U W (wy,ws,...,wg), the theorem also holds for W, a
contradiction.

Hence Claim 2 holds.
Claim 3: W is a simple graph.

Suppose that W has parallel edges e; and ey. Since G and H are connected and V(W) = @,
G(u1,u, ..., up)UW\{er, ea}(wi,wa, ..., wg) and H(vy, v, ..., vp)UW\{e1, e} (wi, wa, ..., wg)
are connected. By the assumption on the minimality of |[V(W)| + |E(W)|, the theorem holds
for both W\e; and W\{e1,e2}. By Corollary [I the theorem also holds for W, a contradiction.
Claim 3 holds.

Claim 4: The result holds for G, H and W.

By Claims 1-3, G(uq,us,...,ux) UW (wy,ws,...,wg) and H(vi,ve,...,vx) UW (w1, ws,...,wg)
are actually respectively the graphs Gg and Hg for some S C {{3,j} : 1 <i < j < k}. Thus
Claim 4 holds by the given condition.

Claim 4 contradicts the given assumption. The result is proven. O

A necessary condition for Theorem [2 is quite obvious.

Proposition 3. The conditions in Theorem [2 imply that G and H have the same number of
loops and, for each pair of numbers i,j : 1 <1i < j <k, the number of edges in G joining u; and
u; is equal to the number of edges in H joining v; and v;.

Proof. Our proof will apply the basic fact that for any graph G, the maximum integer r such
that y" is a factor of T (x,y) is the number of loops in G. Then G and H must have the same
number of loops as T (z,y) = Ty (x,y) when S = () by the given condition.

Also, the condition that Ty (2, y) = Thg(z,y) when S = {{i,j}} indicates that T /y,v, (2, y) =
THg fviv; (x,y) for each pair of numbers ¢,j : 1 < ¢ < j < k. Therefore, graphs Gg/u;u; and
Hg/vivj have the same number of loops, which further implies that the number of edges in G
joining u; and u; is equal to the number of edges in H joining v; and v;. O

We end this section by providing another necessary and sufficient condition for statement (*) to

be held.

Let Py, be the set of partitions of [k]. For any partition P = {P; : i € [r]} € Pk, let G(P) be the
graph obtained from G by identifying all vertices in the {u; : ¢ € P;} as one vertex x; for all

j € [r]. Assume that H(P) is the graph defined similarly as G(P). It is not difficult to prove by

applying Theorem 2l and (2]) that statement (*) implies that G(P) Lo (P) for every P € Py.

In fact, this condition is sufficient as well.



Theorem 3. If G(P) X H(P) for every P € Py, then G(uy,...,ug) U W(ws,..., wg) X

H(vy,...,v) UW (w1, ..., wg) for an arbitrary graph W, where wi,ws, ..., wy are pairwise dis-
tinct vertices in W.

Proof. Assume that G(P) LH (P) for each P € Py. By Theorem [2] it suffices to show that for
each subset S of {{s,t} : 1 <s <t <k}, Gg L Hg holds.

Let S be any subset of {{s,t} : 1 < s <t < k}. Write E(Gg) — E(G) = {es; : {s,t} € S},
where e, ; is an edge joining us and u;. As G is connected, applying the last two equalities in
() repeatedly on all edges in the set {es; : {s,t} € S}, T4 (x,y) has the following expression:

TGS(may) = Z a(Pas)yn(P,S)TG(P)(x7y)7 (11)
PePy

where a(P, S) and n(P,S) are non-negative integers depending on P and S only. Actually, for
any P = {P;, : i € [r]} € P, a(P,S) is the number of those spanning forests F' of the graph
Ng, where Ng is the simple graph with vertex set {u; : ¢ € [k]} and edge set {usu; : {s,t} € S},
such that F has exactly r components whose vertex sets are {u; : i € P;} for j € [r], and
n(P,S) =e(P,S) — k +r, where e(P,.S) is the size of the set {{s,t} € S:s,t € Pj,j € [r]}.

Thus we also have

Thg(z,y) = Y a(P,8)y" P Typ)(z,y). (12)

PePy
Hence Ty (x,y) = The(z,y) holds for every subset S of {{i,j} :1 <i < j <k}. By Theorem[2]
the result holds. O

Theorem [B]is important for proving the main result in the next section.

4 Extension of Theorem [

In this section, assume that R is a connected graph with {u; : i € [k]} € V(R) and an
automorphism ¢ such that ¥(u;) = w;y; for all i € [k], where u;1x and wu; always denote
the same vertex in R. We shall extend Theorem [I and show that for some integers k > 6,
R(uy, ... ,up)UW (wy,...,wg) and R(ug,...,u1)UW (wy,...,wy) are T-equivalent for any graph
W satisfying certain conditions, where wq, ..., wy are distinct vertices in W.

First we establish the following preliminary result.

Proposition 4. Let W be a loopless graph and wy,ws, ..., w be k pairwise distinct vertices in
W. If W has an automorphism p such that p(wiys) = wq—s for all integers s with 0 < s < k—1,
where a € [k] and ws, and ws, represent the same vertex in W whenever s; — so = 0 (mod k),
then R(uy,...,ug) U W (wy,...,wg) and R(ug,...,u;) U W (wy,...,wg) are isomorphic.

Proof. Let G1,G2,G3 and G4 denote the graphs in statements (i) to (vi) below respectively:

(). R(u1,...,ugp) UW (wg,...,wy) (le., Rlug,...,u1) W (wi,...,wg));

(ii). R(ui—a,U2—q,--sUp—a) W (wp,wp_1,...,w1);



(iii). R(ug,ug, ..., ug) U W (Wa, Wa—1y.. o, W1, Wy« . s Wai1);

(iv). R(uy,ug,...,ur) W (wy,ws, ..., wg).

It can be verified that G; =2 Go = G3 = G4. It is obvious that Gy =2 (G3. The isomorphism of
G and G4 follows from the fact that wk*“(ui) = u;_q for all ¢ € [k], as ¢ is an automorphism
of R such that ¢(u;) = u;y; for all i € [k], while the isomorphism of G3 and G4 follows from
the condition that W has an automorphism p such that p(w;ys) = we—s holds for all integers s
with 0 <s<k-—1.

Thus the result holds. O
Remark: Proposition[d also holds if the automorphism 1 of R is not provided but the condition
for p holds for a = k.

Let Wy be a loopless graph with disjoint subsets V; and V5 of vertices, where Vi = {w; : i € [rg|}
and Vo = {x; : i € [r]}, where wji,y and w; (resp. x; and xj4,) denote the same vertex in Wy
for all integers j. It is possible that V; U V4 is a proper subset of V(Wp). Assume that Wy has
two automorphisms ¢ and p satisfying the following conditions:

(i). ¢(w;) = witg for all i € [rg] and ¢(x,) = x4 for all i € [r];

(ii). for some ¢ € [rg|, p(wi+s) = we—s holds for all integers s with 0 < s < rg — 1, and for
some ¢ € [r], p(x14i) = ze—; holds for all integers i with 0 <4 <r —1.

Two examples for such graphs W are shown in Figure [l

Figure 4: Examples for graphs Wy with »r =3 and g = 2

We are now ready to prove the main result in this section by applying Theorem Bl and Proposi-
tion [l

Theorem 4. Let Y be an arbitrary graph with a subset of vertices y1,...,yr, and let W de-
note the graph Wy(z1,...,2,) UY (y1,...,y,). If 7 < 5 and k = rg, then R(uy,..., upg) U
W(wi, ..., Wrg) and R(Urg,...,ur) UW (wi,...,wry) are T-equivalent.

Proof. For the sake of convenience, let L and F' denote graphs R(u1, ..., urqg) U Wo(wi, ..., Wrq)
and R(urg,...,u1) U Wo(wi,...,wg) respectively, and let I' be the family of partitions of the
set B = {z1,...,2,}. For any Q = {Q; : i € [t]} € I', let L(Q) denote the graph obtained



from L by identifying all vertices in @); as one vertex for each j € [t], and F(Q), Wy(Q) are
defined similarly. By Theorem [B] it suffices to show that L(Q) and F'(Q) have the same Tutte
polynomial for every Q €I

Now let S1, S2, S3 and S4 denote the following statements:

S1: for every Q € I', L(Q) and F(Q) have the same Tutte polynomial;
S2: for every Q € I', L(Q) = F(Q) holds;

S3: for every Q € T, Wy(Q) has an automorphism 7 and an integer o’ with 1 < a’ < rg such
that n(wi4s) = we_g for all s =0,1,...,7rg — 1.

S4: for every Q = {Q; : i € [t]} € T, there exist integers p and d, where p € [rg|, such that the
two conditions below are satisfied with 7 = p¢®:

(a) m(wi4s) = wp—s for all integers s with 0 < s <rg—1; and

(b) m(Q) ={m(Q:) : i € [t]} = Q.

It can be proved that the relation “S1 < S2 < S3 < S4” holds, where “S1 < S2” means that
S1 follows from S2. The relation “S1 < S2” is trivial and “S2 < S3” holds by Proposition @l
The relation “S3 < S4” holds as an automorphism 7 of Wy(Q) in S3 can be obtained from the
automorphism 7 of Wy in S4 by the permutation § of 1,2,...,t such that m(Q;) = Qs(;) holds
for all 7 € [t].

Thus it remains to show that S4 holds. For any integer b,b’ with 1 < b,0' < r, let T(p,p) denote
the automorphism p¢¢ of Wy, where d = ¢/ +1 — b — b'. For any integer s with 0 < s < rg — 1,

7"'(b,b’)(wl—l—s) = p((bd(wl-‘,-s)) = p(lererdg) = We—dg—s = Wp—s, (13)

where p is the integer with 1 < p < rg and p = ¢ — dg (mod rg), and for any integer i,

(o) (@) = PO (pi)) = P(Topivd) = Tor—(britd—1) = Ty—i- (14)

By (I3), condition (a) in S4 is satisfied with 7,y for any integers b and b with 1 < b,b" <.
In the following, it suffices to show that for every Q € T, there exist integers b and b’ with
1 <b,b <r such that o) (Q) = Q.

Write m, for 7). We complete the proof by considering all possible Q@ = {Q; : i € [t]} € T,
where |Q1] > -+ > |Q4].
Case 1: |Q1] = 1 or Q] = r. It is obvious that 7(; ,)(Q) = Q.

Case 2: |Q1| = r — 1. Then there exists an integer b with 1 < b < r such that Q2 = {x;}. By (I4)),
we have 7,(Q;) = Q; for i = 1,2 and so m,(Q) = Q.

Case 3: |Q1| = r — 2. Then there exist integers b, b’ with 1 < b,b' < r such that either Q2 = {x}}
and Q3 = {zw }, or Q2 = {wp, zyy }. By ([[4]), we have 7, (Q) = Q.
Note that by Cases 1-3, we now can assume that » =5 and |@Q1]| = 2.

Cased: r = 5, |Q1] = 2 and t = 4. There are integers b,b' with 1 < b, < 5, such that
Ql = {xb,wb/} and ’QQ‘ = ‘Qg’ = ’Q4‘ =1. By (lED, we have TI'b,b/(Q) = Q



Case 5: 7 =5, |@1] = 2 and ¢ = 3. There is an integer b with 1 < b < 5 such that Q3 = {z}} and ei-
ther {Q1, Q2} = {{mp—1, To4 1}, {wp—2, Tpy2} } or {Q1, Q2} = {{zp—1, o1}, {Tor1, Tor145 )}
for some j € {1,2}. By (I4]), we have mp(xpy;) = zp—; for alli € {1,—1,14+j,—1—75,2,—2}.
Thus m,(Q) = Q.

Thus we complete the proof. O

Remark: for any positive integers r and g, if W = Wy(x1,...,2,) UY (y1,...,y,) and W' =
Wo(zp,...,z1)UY (y1,...,yr), where Y is an arbitrary graph with a subset of vertices y1, y2, ..., Yp,
then R(uq,...,upg) UW (w1, ..., wrg) and R(tyg,...,u1) UW'(wi,...,w,y) are isomorphic and
hence are T-equivalent.

Theorem [2] provides a method of generating new T-equivalent graphs from two graphs G and H
with {u; : i € [k]} € V(G) and {v; : i € [k]} C V(H) which satisfy the condition that Gg ~ Hg
for every S C {{i,j} : 1 <i < j < k}. What graphs G and H satisfy these conditions? We are
motivated to propose the following problem.

Problem 2. Searching for graphs G and H with {u; : i € [k]} CV(G) and {v; : i € [k]} CV(H)
such that Gg z Hg for every S C {{i,j}:1<i<j<k}.

If k € {0,1}, the problem is just on searching for a pair of T-equivalent graphs G and H. It is
trivial if G is isomorphic to H with {w; : i € [k]} corresponding to {v; : i € [k]}.

5 Generating T-equivalent pairs

In this section, we present a method for generating members in &’ from any known member
(G,e, H, f) in ® according to an isomorphism between G/e and H/f. The specific steps are as
follows.

Step 1. Vertices in G and H are labeled as ui,uo,...,u, and v, v, ..., v, respectively such that
the mapping ¢ defined by ¢(u;) = v; for all ¢ € [n] is an isomorphism from G\e to H\f,
where e and f are edges in G and H respectively such that (G, e, H, f) in ® . An example
is shown in Figure Gl

Uq U2 U3 U3 V2 U1
A
Uy Us
AN N
(a) Go (b) Ho

Figure 5: (Go,e, Hy, f) € ®’

Step 2. Let ug, and ug, be the two ends of e in G, and vy, and v, be the two ends of f in G. Let
U, es, denote the new vertex in G/e obtained by identifying us, and us, in G\e. Thus,
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Step 3.

Step 4.

the vertex set of G/e is
{wi i€ [n]\ {s1,52}} U{ts 05}

Similarly, the vertex set of H/f is
{vi zi e n]\{t1,t2}} U{v e }-

Let 9 be an isomorphism from G/e to H/f. For example, for the two graphs in Figure [5,
we may either choose i such that

(P(u1), Y(uz), ¥(uzes), (us)) = (v4, V165, v2,v3) (15)

or

(T/J(UI), T/J(U2)a ¢(U3.4), ¢(U5)) = (U3, V2, V1e5; U4). (16)
Thus it is clear that the selection of ¢ and 1 above may be not unique.

Let Dy, denote the digraph with vertex set [n] such that ¢ — j is an arc of this digraph if
and only if one of the following cases occurs:

(a) i ¢ {s1,52},7 & {t1, 02} and ¥ (u;) = vj;

(b) i € {s1,s2}, 7 & {t1,t2} and ¥ (us,es,) = V;;
) (
)

(C Z ¢ {81782}7 ] S {tl,tz} and ’l/}
(d) i € {s1,82}, j € {t1,t2} and (us esy) = Vtyets-

U;) = Vtyety; and

Also observe that the digraph Dy, has exactly n + 2 arcs if (s es,) = Vtjet,, and n + 1
arcs otherwise.

For example, if n =5, s1 =3,890 =4,t1 = 1,t5 =5 and

Y(ur) = v4,P(u2) = Vies, V(Uzes) = V2, Y(us) = v3,

then the digraph D, is the one shown in Figure [B, which contains two directed cycles
Ci:1—-4—2—1and (Cy:2—5—3— 2.

4

Figure 6: Digraph Dy with two directed cycles1 =4 -2 —1land2 —5—3 — 2

Let C1,Cs,...,C, be the distinct directed cycles in Dy, where r > 1 and C; denotes the
cycle m;(1) = m(2) — -+ = m(k;) — m(1) in Dy,

For each i € [r], let W; be any graph with a vertex orbit (wj 1,...,w;,) of some automor-
phism &; such that &(w; ;) = w; j41 for all j € [k;], where w; 41 and w;; are the same
vertex in W;.

11



Let Gy := G and Hy := H, and for each i € [r]|, let G; (resp. H;) denote the graph
obtained from G;_1 (vesp. H;—1) and W; by identifying ur,(;) (resp. v, (;)) and w; ; for all
J € [ki]. Tt will be shown in Theorem [l that (G, e, H,, f) is a member of ®'.

For example, for graphs Gy and Hy in Figure[d if ) is the mapping defined in (I3]), then D,
is the digraph shown in Figure [6] which contains two directed cycles C; : 1 -4 — 2 — 1
and Cy:2 —5—3— 2.

Let W7 be the graph K3 with vertices wi 1, w12 and wq 3, and let Ws be the graph K3
with wg 1, w22 and ws 3 be its three leaves, as shown below.

wl 1 w2,1 w2,3

w1,2 w1,3 w2 2

(a) W1 (b) W
Figure 7: Graphs Wi and W,
Clearly, for i = 1,2, W; has an automorphism &; such that & (w; ;) = w; j41 for all j =
1,2,3, where w; 4 is the vertex w; 1 for i =1, 2.

Now, let G2 be the graph obtained from Gy and Wy, Ws by identifying each pair of the
following vertices:

uy and wy 1; ug and wy 2; ug and wy 3;
ug and wo1; us and wo 2; uz and wo 3.

Similarly, let Ho be the graph obtained from Hy and Wy, Wy by identifying each pair of
the following vertices:

v and w15 v4 and wy 2; v2 and wy 3;
vy and wo 1; vs and wa 2; v3 and wa 3.

Then Gy and Hs are the graphs shown below, which are exactly the examples given in

Figure Bl
Touy V2
A us 4 u5
(a) Gy (b) Hy

Figure 8: Graphs G2 and Hs

Now we prove that the above construction fulfills our goal based on the following observation.
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Proposition 5. Assume that C is any directed cycle in the digraph Dy,. Then both si and s3 are
on C if and only if both t1 and ty are on C. If both s1 and sg are on C, then ¥(us,es,) = Ut oty
and C' contains both arcs sy — t; and sy — t3_; for some j € {1,2}.

Proof. Assume that both s; and sp are on C. If 9(us es,) = vq4 for some ¢ € [n], then, s; — ¢
(resp. sy — q) is the only arc in Dy leaving s; (resp. s2), implying that C contains both
arcs s1 — ¢q and sy — ¢, a contradiction to the fact that C' is a directed cycle in D,. Thus
Y(Us,0s,) = Vtyet, Dy the definition of ¥. As sq,s9 are on C' and C' cannot contain both arcs
s1 — tj and sp — t; for any j € {1,2}, C must contain both arcs s; — t; and sy — t3_; for
some j € {1,2}. Hence t1,t9 are also contained on C.

Similarly, it can be shown that if both #; and 5 are on a directed cycle C, then (s, es,) = V¢, oty
implying that si,s2 are also on C which contains both arcs s; — t; and sp — t3_; for some
Jj €2 ]

Theorem 5. For the graphs G, and H, obtained in Step 4 above, we have (G,,e, H., f) € ®'.

Proof. We shall show that (G;,e, H;, f) € ® for each i € [r]. Let Gy and Hy be the graphs G
and H respectively, and let ¢g be ¢ and 1y be 9. It suffices to prove the two results below:

(a) For each i € [r], if (Gi—1,e,H;—1,f) € ® with an isomorphism ¢;_; from G;_1\e to
H; 1\ f and an isomorphism ;1 from G;_1/e to H;_1/f, then (G;, e, H;, f) € ® with an
isomorphism ¢; from G;\e to H;\f and an isomorphism v; from G;/e to H;/f, where ¢;
is extended from ¢;_; by defining ¢;(w) = w for each w € V(W;) \ {w; ; : j € [k;]} and 9
is extended from ;1 by defining ¥;(w) = &;(w) for each w € V(W) \ {w;; : j € [ki]}.

(b) For any 2 <i <r, C; is a directed cycle in the digraph Dy, .

Notice that results (a) and (b) above can be obtained by applying the following conclusions (i)
and (ii) repeatedly:

(). (Gy,e,Hy, f) € @, as ¢ is an isomorphism from Gp\e to Hi\f and v is an isomorphism
from G1/e to Hy/f, and
(ii). if » > 2, then Cs is a directed cycle in the digraph D, .
For (i), it is easy to verify that ¢; is an isomorphism from Gi\e to Hi\f. In the following,
we shall prove that ¢ is an isomorphism from Gj/e to Hi/f, i.e., ¥ is a bijection from
V(Gi/e) to V(H1/f) such that eq, /e(2,y) = €m,/£(¥1(x),11(y)) holds for each pair of vertices
r,y € V(G1/e), where eg(u,v) is the number of edges in G joining u and v. Since ¥1|y (g e) = ¥

is an isomorphism from G/e to H/f, this conclusion is obvious if both z and y are contained in

V(G/e). Thus, we assume that y ¢ V(G/e).
Case 1: {s1,s2} € V(C).
By Proposition [, {¢1,t2} € V(C1) in this case. Thus,

V(Gi/e)\ (V(G/e) \{ur, ) : J € []}) = VW1) = V(H /)N (VH/[)\{vr, ) : 5 € [1]})
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Due to the construction in Step 4, for any w; s € V(W7),

Y1(wi,s) = Y(Uny(5)) = Vay(s11) = Wis+1 = &1(W1,s),

implying that 11|y ,) = §1. Thus 1 is a bijection as & is an automorphism of Wi. Also,
for any x € V(Gi/e) and y € V(Gi/e) \ V(G/e), xy € E(G1/e) only when x € V(W;), and
€y /e(,y) = ewy (§1(2), &1(y)) = em, /¢ (1(w),91(y)). Hence 3y is an isomorphism in this case.

Case 2: {s1,s2} C V(Cy).

By Proposition B, {t1,t2} € V(C1). Assume that wy ;, and wy 4 are identified with us, and ug, in
the construction of G, respectively. Then, by Proposition B, &; (w1 ) and & (wy 4) are identified
with vertices v¢; and vy,_; in the construction of H; respectively, for some j € [2]. As a result,

V(G1/e) \ (V(G/e) \ {un, () 5 € [kal} Ufusiess })) = V(WL - wipwnq)

and

VHL/ N VH/)N Qury gy 25 € ]} Ufvnen}) = VIV - &(wrp)€(wig))-

It is clear to see that &; induces an isomorphism from Wi - wy,wy e to Wy -fl(wl,p)fl(wlg)
naturally, which implies that v is a bijection, and for any = € V(Gy/e) and y € V(Gy/e) \
V(GJe),

EGl/e(%?/) = €W1-w1,pw1,q(90,?/) = €W1-51(w1,p)gl(w1,q)(51(90),51 (v) = €H1/f(7/)1(90),¢1 ().
Thus 1 is an isomorphism. (i) holds.
Since Y1y (G /e) = ¥, (ii) holds. The proof is complete. O

Remark: Similar non-isomorphic T-equivalent pairs can be obtained repeatedly through Steps
1-4 starting from any path longer than 3 with respect to its second rightmost edge.
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