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A study on T -equivalent graphs

Fengming Dong∗1 and Meiqiao Zhang†2

1National Institute of Education, Nanyang Technological University, Singapore
2School of Mathematical Sciences, Xiamen University, China

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 ψ with a vertex orbit {ψi(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.

2000 AMS Subject Classification: 05C15, 05C31
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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]):

TG(x, y) =
∑

A⊆E

(x− 1)r(E)−r(A)(y − 1)|A|−r(A), (1)

where r(A) = |V |−c(A) and c(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 G1 and G2 having the same Tutte polynomial, written as G1
T
∼ G2. 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, 3, 4]. In particular, some operations have been found useful in constructing T -
equivalent pairs. A well-known example is the Whitney twist [13], 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 1,
where G′ is obtained from G by a Whitney twist with respect to the cut-set {u1, u2} of G.

u1

u2

v1

v2

(a) G (b) G′

Figure 1: G′ is obtained from G by a Whitney twist

Another operation is flipping rotors due to Tutte [11]. Assume that R is a graph with an
automorphism ψ. For any vertex x in R, the set {ψi(x) : i ≥ 0} is called a vertex orbit of ψ. 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 ψ. Tutte [11] showed that if G is a graph

containing a rotor R with a border B of size at most 5, then G
T
∼ 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 {ui : i ∈ [k]} ⊆ V (G) and {wi : i ∈ [k]} ⊆ V (W ), let G(u1, u2, . . . , uk) ⊔
W (w1, w2, . . . , wk) denote the graph obtained from G and W by identifying ui and wi as a new
vertex for all i ∈ [k]. An example of G(u1, u2, u3) ⊔W (w1, w2, w3) is shown in Figure 2.

u2

u3

u1

w2

w3

w1

(a) G (b) W (c) G(u1, u2, u3) ⊔W (w1, w2, w3)

Figure 2: Graphs G,W and G(u1, u2, u3) ⊔W (w1, w2, w3)

Theorem 1 (Tutte [11]). Let R and W be connected graphs. If w1, . . . , wk are distinct vertices

in W , and {ui : i ∈ [k]} is a vertex orbit of an automorphism ψ in R such that ψ(uk) = u1
and ψ(ui) = ui+1 for all i ∈ [k − 1], where k ∈ [5], then R(u1, . . . , uk) ⊔W (w1, . . . , wk) and

R(uk, . . . , u1) ⊔W (w1, . . . , wk) are T -equivalent.
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Tutte [11] also raised the question of whether Theorem 1 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 4 (see Theorem 4) 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 3, a necessary and sufficient condition on graphs G and H with {ui : i ∈ [k]} ⊆ V (G)
and {vi : i ∈ [k]} ⊆ V (H) such that the two graphs G(u1, u2, . . . , uk) ⊔ W (w1, w2, . . . , wk)
and H(v1, v2, . . . , vk) ⊔ W (w1, w2, . . . , wk) are T -equivalent for an arbitrary graph W , where
w1, . . . , wk 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
(2)). 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 TG(x, y) can also be determined
by the following recursive expression [5]:

TG(x, y) =















1, if E = ∅;
xTG/e(x, y), if e is a bridge;

yTG\e(x, y), if e is a loop;

TG/e(x, y) + TG\e(x, y), otherwise.

(2)

Let Φ 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
T
∼ H\f and G/e

T
∼ H/f hold. Clearly, for any

(G, e,H, f) ∈ Φ, G
T
∼ H holds. We will consider the following problem.

Problem 1. Searching for members (G, e,H, f) of Φ.

Observe that Φ contains a subfamily Φ′ 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 .

e

f

(a) G∗ (b) H∗

Figure 3: Graphs G∗ and H∗

An example (G∗, e,H∗, f) in Φ′ was found by Dr. Marion C. Gray [11] in 1930s, where G∗ and
H∗ are graphs shown in Figure 3. 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
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edges in G∗ and H∗ which are displayed by dashed lines in Figure 3. Thus (G∗, e,H∗, f) ∈ Φ′.
Motivated by this example, we shall introduce a method in Section 5 to generate infinitely many
members in Φ′, as a partial answer to Problem 1.

2 Preliminary results

In the following sections, we restrict to connected graphs due to the following fact indicated by
(2).

Proposition 1. If G is disconnected with components G1, G2, . . . , Gr, or G is connected with

blocks G1, G2, . . . , Gr, then

TG(x, y) =
∏

1≤i≤r

TGi
(x, y). (3)

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 · uv for G · {u, v}. For any A ⊆ E, let G\A
be the graph obtained from G by deleting all edges in A. Two edges e1 and e2 in G are said
to be parallel if they have the same pair of ends. A relation among TG(x, y), TG\e1(x, y) and
TG\{e1,e2}(x, y) is presented below.

Proposition 2. Assume that e1 and e2 are parallel edges in G which are not loops. If G\{e1, e2}
is connected, then

TG(x, y) = (y + 1)TG\e1(x, y)− yTG\{e1,e2}(x, y). (4)

Proof. By the given conditions, both e1 and e2 are not loops, e1 is not a bridge of G and e2 is
not a bridge of G\e1.

Assume that u and v are the two ends of e1 and e2, and let F be the set of all parallel edges
with ends u and v, and let k = |F | ≥ 2. Applying (2) repeatedly yields that

TG(x, y) = TG\e1(x, y) + yk−1T(G\F )·uv(x, y), (5)

and
TG\e1(x, y) = TG\{e1,e2}(x, y) + yk−2T(G\F )·uv(x, y). (6)

Thus, (4) can be obtained from (5) and (6) by deleting T(G\F )·uv(x, y). ✷

A consequence of Proposition 2 is then obtained.

Corollary 1. Let e1, e2 be parallel edges in G and f1, f2 be parallel edges in H. If both G\{e1, e2}
and H\{f1, f2} are connected, then any two of the equalities below imply another one:







TG\{e1,e2}(x, y) = TH\{f1,f2}(x, y),

TG\e1(x, y) = TH\f1(x, y),

TG(x, y) = TH(x, y).

(7)
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3 Necessary and sufficient conditions

In this section, let G and H be two vertex-disjoint connected graphs. Assume that u1, u2, . . . , uk
are pairwise distinct vertices in G, and v1, v2, . . . , vk are pairwise distinct vertices in H. We shall
find a necessary and sufficient condition for the following statement to be held:

(*) G(u1, . . . , uk)⊔W (w1, . . . , wk)
T
∼ H(v1, . . . , vk)⊔W (w1, . . . , wk) for an arbitrary

graph W , where w1, w2, . . . , wk are pairwise distinct vertices in W .

For any S ⊆ {{i, j} : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k}, let GS be the graph obtained from G by adding a
new edge joining ui and uj for each {i, j} ∈ S. Observe that G is a spanning subgraph of
GS which has |S| more edges than G1. Suppose that HS is defined similarly as GS for each
S ⊆ {{i, j} : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k}.

Observe that for any S ⊆ {{i, j} : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k}, GS is actually isomorphic to the graph
G(u1, u2, . . . , uk)⊔W0(w1, w2, . . . , wk), whereW0 is the simple graph with vertex set {wi : i ∈ [k]}

and edge set {wiwj : (i, j) ∈ S}. Thus a necessary condition for statement (*) is that GS
T
∼ HS

for every S ⊆ {{i, j} : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k}. In the following, we shall show that this condition is also
sufficient.

Theorem 2. If GS
T
∼ HS for every subset S of {{i, j} : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k}, then for an arbitrary

graph W with pairwise distinct vertices w1, w2, . . . , wk, G(u1, u2, . . . , uk)⊔W (w1, w2, . . . , wk)
T
∼

H(v1, v2, . . . , vk) ⊔W (w1, w2, . . . , wk).

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 Q = {wi : i ∈ [k]}.
By the assumption on W , dW (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 (2), the Tutte polynomial of G(u1, u2, . . . , uk) ⊔
W (w1, w2, . . . , wk) is equal to

yTG(u1,u2,...,uk)⊔W\e(w1,w2,...,wk)(x, y). (8)

The Tutte polynomial of H(v1, v2, . . . , vk) ⊔W (w1, w2, . . . , wk) has a similar expression as (8)
where G is changed to H and each ui is changed to vi. 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 Q. Since G and
H are connected, e is a bridge in G(u1, u2, . . . , uk) ⊔ W (w1, w2, . . . , wk) if and only if e is a
bridge in H(v1, v2, . . . , vk) ⊔W (w1, w2, . . . , wk). Further in this case, the Tutte polynomial of
G(u1, u2, . . . , uk) ⊔W (w1, w2, . . . , wk) is equal to

xTG(u1,u2,...,uk)⊔W/e(w1,w2,...,wk)(x, y), (9)

1
GS is a multiple graph.
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and otherwise, it is equal to

TG(u1,u2,...,uk)⊔W\e(w1,w2,...,wk)(x, y) + TG(u1,u2,...,uk)⊔W/e(w1,w2,...,wk)(x, y). (10)

Note that the Tutte polynomial of H(v1, v2, . . . , vk)⊔W (w1, w2, . . . , wk) has a similar expression
as (9) or (10), where G is changed to H and each ui is changed to vi.

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(u1, u2, . . . , uk) ⊔
W (w1, w2, . . . , wk) and H(v1, v2, . . . , vk) ⊔W (w1, w2, . . . , wk), 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 e1 and e2. Since G and H are connected and V (W ) = Q,
G(u1, u2, . . . , uk)⊔W\{e1, e2}(w1, w2, . . . , wk) andH(v1, v2, . . . , vk)⊔W\{e1, e2}(w1, w2, . . . , wk)
are connected. By the assumption on the minimality of |V (W )| + |E(W )|, the theorem holds
for both W\e1 and W\{e1, e2}. By Corollary 1, 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(u1, u2, . . . , uk)⊔W (w1, w2, . . . , wk) and H(v1, v2, . . . , vk)⊔W (w1, w2, . . . , wk)
are actually respectively the graphs GS and HS for some S ⊆ {{i, j} : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k}. Thus
Claim 4 holds by the given condition.

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

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 ≤ i < j ≤ k, the number of edges in G joining ui and
uj is equal to the number of edges in H joining vi and vj .

Proof. Our proof will apply the basic fact that for any graph G, the maximum integer r such
that yr is a factor of TG(x, y) is the number of loops in G. Then G and H must have the same
number of loops as TGS

(x, y) = THS
(x, y) when S = ∅ by the given condition.

Also, the condition that TGS
(x, y) = THS

(x, y) when S = {{i, j}} indicates that TGS/uiuj (x, y) =
THS/vivj (x, y) for each pair of numbers i, j : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k. Therefore, graphs GS/uiuj and
HS/vivj have the same number of loops, which further implies that the number of edges in G
joining ui and uj is equal to the number of edges in H joining vi and vj. ✷

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

Let Pk be the set of partitions of [k]. For any partition P = {Pi : i ∈ [r]} ∈ Pk, let G(P) be the
graph obtained from G by identifying all vertices in the {ui : i ∈ Pj} as one vertex xj 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 2 and (2) that statement (*) implies that G(P)
T
∼ H(P) for every P ∈ Pk.

In fact, this condition is sufficient as well.
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Theorem 3. If G(P)
T
∼ H(P) for every P ∈ Pk, then G(u1, . . . , uk) ⊔ W (w1, . . . , wk)

T
∼

H(v1, . . . , vk)⊔W (w1, . . . , wk) for an arbitrary graph W , where w1, w2, . . . , wk are pairwise dis-

tinct vertices in W .

Proof. Assume that G(P)
T
∼ H(P) for each P ∈ Pk. By Theorem 2, it suffices to show that for

each subset S of {{s, t} : 1 ≤ s < t ≤ k}, GS
T
∼ HS holds.

Let S be any subset of {{s, t} : 1 ≤ s < t ≤ k}. Write E(GS) − E(G) = {es,t : {s, t} ∈ S},
where es,t is an edge joining us and ut. As G is connected, applying the last two equalities in
(2) repeatedly on all edges in the set {es,t : {s, t} ∈ S}, TGS

(x, y) has the following expression:

TGS
(x, y) =

∑

P∈Pk

a(P, S)yn(P,S)TG(P)(x, y), (11)

where a(P, S) and n(P, S) are non-negative integers depending on P and S only. Actually, for
any P = {Pi : i ∈ [r]} ∈ Pk, a(P, S) is the number of those spanning forests F of the graph
NS , where NS is the simple graph with vertex set {ui : i ∈ [k]} and edge set {usut : {s, t} ∈ S},
such that F has exactly r components whose vertex sets are {ui : i ∈ Pj} 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
THS

(x, y) =
∑

P∈Pk

a(P, S)yn(P,S)TH(P)(x, y). (12)

Hence TGS
(x, y) = THS

(x, y) holds for every subset S of {{i, j} : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k}. By Theorem 2,
the result holds. ✷

Theorem 3 is important for proving the main result in the next section.

4 Extension of Theorem 1

In this section, assume that R is a connected graph with {ui : i ∈ [k]} ⊆ V (R) and an
automorphism ψ such that ψ(ui) = ui+1 for all i ∈ [k], where ui+k and ui always denote
the same vertex in R. We shall extend Theorem 1 and show that for some integers k ≥ 6,
R(u1, . . . , uk)⊔W (w1, . . . , wk) and R(uk, . . . , u1)⊔W (w1, . . . , wk) are T -equivalent for any graph
W satisfying certain conditions, where w1, . . . , wk are distinct vertices in W .

First we establish the following preliminary result.

Proposition 4. Let W be a loopless graph and w1, w2, . . . , wk be k pairwise distinct vertices in

W . If W has an automorphism ρ such that ρ(w1+s) = wa−s for all integers s with 0 ≤ s ≤ k−1,
where a ∈ [k] and ws1 and ws2 represent the same vertex in W whenever s1 − s2 ≡ 0 (mod k),
then R(u1, . . . , uk) ⊔W (w1, . . . , wk) and R(uk, . . . , u1) ⊔W (w1, . . . , wk) are isomorphic.

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

(i). R(u1, . . . , uk) ⊔W (wk, . . . , w1) (i.e., R(uk, . . . , u1) ⊔W (w1, . . . , wk));

(ii). R(u1−a, u2−a, . . . , uk−a) ⊔W (wk, wk−1, . . . , w1);

7



(iii). R(u1, u2, . . . , uk) ⊔W (wa, wa−1, . . . , w1, wk, . . . , wa+1);

(iv). R(u1, u2, . . . , uk) ⊔W (w1, w2, . . . , wk).

It can be verified that G1
∼= G2

∼= G3
∼= G4. It is obvious that G2

∼= G3. The isomorphism of
G1 and G2 follows from the fact that ψk−a(ui) = ui−a for all i ∈ [k], as ψ is an automorphism
of R such that ψ(ui) = ui+1 for all i ∈ [k], while the isomorphism of G3 and G4 follows from
the condition that W has an automorphism ρ such that ρ(w1+s) = wa−s holds for all integers s
with 0 ≤ s ≤ k − 1.

Thus the result holds. ✷

Remark: Proposition 4 also holds if the automorphism ψ of R is not provided but the condition
for ρ holds for a = k.

LetW0 be a loopless graph with disjoint subsets V1 and V2 of vertices, where V1 = {wi : i ∈ [rg]}
and V2 = {xi : i ∈ [r]}, where wj+rg and wj (resp. xj and xj+r) denote the same vertex in W0

for all integers j. It is possible that V1 ∪ V2 is a proper subset of V (W0). Assume that W0 has
two automorphisms φ and ρ satisfying the following conditions:

(i). φ(wi) = wi+g for all i ∈ [rg] and φ(xs) = xs+1 for all i ∈ [r];

(ii). for some c ∈ [rg], ρ(w1+s) = wc−s holds for all integers s with 0 ≤ s ≤ rg − 1, and for
some c′ ∈ [r], ρ(x1+i) = xc′−i holds for all integers i with 0 ≤ i ≤ r − 1.

Two examples for such graphs W0 are shown in Figure 4.

w2

w3

w4
w5

w6

w1

x3

x1

x2

w2

w3

w4
w5

w6

w1

x3

x1

x2

Figure 4: Examples for graphs W0 with r = 3 and g = 2

We are now ready to prove the main result in this section by applying Theorem 3 and Proposi-
tion 4.

Theorem 4. Let Y be an arbitrary graph with a subset of vertices y1, . . . , yr, and let W de-

note the graph W0(x1, . . . , xr) ⊔ Y (y1, . . . , yr). If r ≤ 5 and k = rg, then R(u1, . . . , urg) ⊔
W (w1, . . . , wrg) and R(urg, . . . , u1) ⊔W (w1, . . . , wrg) are T -equivalent.

Proof. For the sake of convenience, let L and F denote graphs R(u1, . . . , urg)⊔W0(w1, . . . , wrg)
and R(urg, . . . , u1) ⊔W0(w1, . . . , wrg) respectively, and let Γ be the family of partitions of the
set B = {x1, . . . , xr}. For any Q = {Qi : i ∈ [t]} ∈ Γ, let L(Q) denote the graph obtained
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from L by identifying all vertices in Qj as one vertex for each j ∈ [t], and F (Q),W0(Q) are
defined similarly. By Theorem 3, it suffices to show that L(Q) and F (Q) have the same Tutte
polynomial for every Q ∈ Γ.

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

S1: for every Q ∈ Γ, L(Q) and F (Q) have the same Tutte polynomial;

S2: for every Q ∈ Γ, L(Q) ∼= F (Q) holds;

S3: for every Q ∈ Γ, W0(Q) has an automorphism η and an integer a′ with 1 ≤ a′ ≤ rg such
that η(w1+s) = wa′−s for all s = 0, 1, . . . , rg − 1.

S4: for every Q = {Qi : i ∈ [t]} ∈ Γ, there exist integers p and d, where p ∈ [rg], such that the
two conditions below are satisfied with π = ρφd:

(a) π(w1+s) = wp−s for all integers s with 0 ≤ s ≤ rg − 1; and

(b) π(Q) = {π(Qi) : 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 4.
The relation “S3 ⇐ S4” holds as an automorphism η of W0(Q) in S3 can be obtained from the
automorphism π of W0 in S4 by the permutation δ of 1, 2, . . . , t such that π(Qi) = Qδ(i) holds
for all i ∈ [t].

Thus it remains to show that S4 holds. For any integer b, b′ with 1 ≤ b, b′ ≤ r, let π(b,b′) denote

the automorphism ρφd of W0, where d = c′ + 1− b− b′. For any integer s with 0 ≤ s ≤ rg − 1,

π(b,b′)(w1+s) = ρ(φd(w1+s)) = ρ(w1+s+dg) = wc−dg−s = wp−s, (13)

where p is the integer with 1 ≤ p ≤ rg and p ≡ c− dg (mod rg), and for any integer i,

π(b,b′)(xb+i) = ρ(φd(xb+i)) = ρ(xb+i+d) = xc′−(b+i+d−1) = xb′−i. (14)

By (13), condition (a) in S4 is satisfied with π(b,b′) for any integers b and b′ with 1 ≤ b, b′ ≤ r.
In the following, it suffices to show that for every Q ∈ Γ, there exist integers b and b′ with
1 ≤ b, b′ ≤ r such that π(b,b′)(Q) = Q.

Write πb for π(b,b). We complete the proof by considering all possible Q = {Qi : i ∈ [t]} ∈ Γ,
where |Q1| ≥ · · · ≥ |Qt|.

Case 1: |Q1| = 1 or |Q1| = r. It is obvious that π(1,r)(Q) = Q.

Case 2: |Q1| = r− 1. Then there exists an integer b with 1 ≤ b ≤ r such that Q2 = {xb}. By (14),
we have πb(Qi) = Qi for i = 1, 2 and so πb(Q) = Q.

Case 3: |Q1| = r − 2. Then there exist integers b, b′ with 1 ≤ b, b′ ≤ r such that either Q2 = {xb}
and Q3 = {xb′}, or Q2 = {xb, xb′}. By (14), we have πb,b′(Q) = Q.

Note that by Cases 1–3, we now can assume that r = 5 and |Q1| = 2.

Case 4: r = 5, |Q1| = 2 and t = 4. There are integers b, b′ with 1 ≤ b, b′ ≤ 5, such that
Q1 = {xb, xb′} and |Q2| = |Q3| = |Q4| = 1. By (14), we have πb,b′(Q) = Q.
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Case 5: r = 5, |Q1| = 2 and t = 3. There is an integer b with 1 ≤ b ≤ 5 such that Q3 = {xb} and ei-
ther {Q1, Q2} = {{xb−1, xb+1}, {xb−2, xb+2}} or {Q1, Q2} = {{xb−1, xb−1−j}, {xb+1, xb+1+j}}
for some j ∈ {1, 2}. By (14), we have πb(xb+i) = xb−i for all i ∈ {1,−1, 1+j,−1−j, 2,−2}.
Thus πb(Q) = Q.

Thus we complete the proof. ✷

Remark: for any positive integers r and g, if W = W0(x1, . . . , xr) ⊔ Y (y1, . . . , yr) and W ′ =
W0(xr, . . . , x1)⊔Y (y1, . . . , yr), where Y is an arbitrary graph with a subset of vertices y1, y2, . . . , yr,
then R(u1, . . . , urg) ⊔W (w1, . . . , wrg) and R(urg, . . . , u1) ⊔W

′(w1, . . . , wrg) 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 {ui : i ∈ [k]} ⊆ V (G) and {vi : i ∈ [k]} ⊆ V (H) which satisfy the condition that GS
T
∼ HS

for every S ⊆ {{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 {ui : i ∈ [k]} ⊆ V (G) and {vi : i ∈ [k]} ⊆ V (H)

such that GS
T
∼ HS for every S ⊆ {{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 {ui : i ∈ [k]} corresponding to {vi : i ∈ [k]}.

5 Generating T -equivalent pairs

In this section, we present a method for generating members in Φ′ from any known member
(G, e,H, f) in Φ′ 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 u1, u2, . . . , un and v1, v2, . . . , vn respectively such that
the mapping φ defined by φ(ui) = vi for all i ∈ [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 Φ′ . An example
is shown in Figure 5.

u4

u2u1 u3

u5

e
v5

v2v3 v1

v4

f

(a) G0 (b) H0

Figure 5: (G0, e,H0, f) ∈ Φ′

Step 2. Let us1 and us2 be the two ends of e in G, and vt1 and vt2 be the two ends of f in G. Let
us1•s2 denote the new vertex in G/e obtained by identifying us1 and us2 in G\e. Thus,
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the vertex set of G/e is
{ui : i ∈ [n] \ {s1, s2}} ∪ {us1•s2}.

Similarly, the vertex set of H/f is

{vi : i ∈ [n] \ {t1, t2}} ∪ {vt1•t2}.

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

(ψ(u1), ψ(u2), ψ(u3•4), ψ(u5)) = (v4, v1•5, v2, v3) (15)

or
(ψ(u1), ψ(u2), ψ(u3•4), ψ(u5)) = (v3, v2, v1•5, v4). (16)

Thus it is clear that the selection of φ and ψ above may be not unique.

Step 3. Let Dψ denote the digraph with vertex set [n] such that i→ j is an arc of this digraph if
and only if one of the following cases occurs:

(a) i /∈ {s1, s2}, j /∈ {t1, t2} and ψ(ui) = vj ;

(b) i ∈ {s1, s2}, j /∈ {t1, t2} and ψ(us1•s2) = vj ;

(c) i /∈ {s1, s2}, j ∈ {t1, t2} and ψ(ui) = vt1•t2 ; and

(d) i ∈ {s1, s2}, j ∈ {t1, t2} and ψ(us1•s2) = vt1•t2 .

Also observe that the digraph Dψ has exactly n + 2 arcs if ψ(us1•s2) = vt1•t2 , and n + 1
arcs otherwise.

For example, if n = 5, s1 = 3, s2 = 4, t1 = 1, t2 = 5 and

ψ(u1) = v4, ψ(u2) = v1•5, ψ(u3•4) = v2, ψ(u5) = v3,

then the digraph Dψ is the one shown in Figure 6, which contains two directed cycles
C1 : 1 → 4 → 2 → 1 and C2 : 2 → 5 → 3 → 2.

1 2

4

53

Figure 6: Digraph Dψ with two directed cycles 1 → 4 → 2 → 1 and 2 → 5 → 3 → 2

Step 4. Let C1, C2, . . . , Cr be the distinct directed cycles in Dψ, where r ≥ 1 and Ci denotes the
cycle πi(1) → πi(2) → · · · → πi(ki) → πi(1) in Dψ.

For each i ∈ [r], let Wi be any graph with a vertex orbit (wi,1, . . . , wi,ki) of some automor-
phism ξi such that ξi(wi,j) = wi,j+1 for all j ∈ [ki], where wi,ki+1 and wi,1 are the same
vertex in Wi.

11



Let G0 := G and H0 := H, and for each i ∈ [r], let Gi (resp. Hi) denote the graph
obtained from Gi−1 (resp. Hi−1) and Wi by identifying uπi(j) (resp. vπi(j)) and wi,j for all
j ∈ [ki]. It will be shown in Theorem 5 that (Gr, e,Hr, f) is a member of Φ′.

For example, for graphs G0 andH0 in Figure 5, if ψ is the mapping defined in (15), thenDψ

is the digraph shown in Figure 6 which contains two directed cycles C1 : 1 → 4 → 2 → 1
and C2 : 2 → 5 → 3 → 2.

Let W1 be the graph K3 with vertices w1,1, w1,2 and w1,3, and let W2 be the graph K1,3

with w2,1, w2,2 and w2,3 be its three leaves, as shown below.

w1,3w1,2

w1,1 w2,1 w2,3

w2,2

(a) W1 (b) W2

Figure 7: Graphs W1 and W2

Clearly, for i = 1, 2, Wi has an automorphism ξi such that ξi(wi,j) = wi,j+1 for all j =
1, 2, 3, where wi,4 is the vertex wi,1 for i = 1, 2.

Now, let G2 be the graph obtained from G0 and W1,W2 by identifying each pair of the
following vertices:

u1 and w1,1; u4 and w1,2; u2 and w1,3;

u2 and w2,1; u5 and w2,2; u3 and w2,3.

Similarly, let H2 be the graph obtained from H0 and W1,W2 by identifying each pair of
the following vertices:

v1 and w1,1; v4 and w1,2; v2 and w1,3;

v2 and w2,1; v5 and w2,2; v3 and w2,3.

Then G2 and H2 are the graphs shown below, which are exactly the examples given in
Figure 3.

u3

u4

u5

u2

u1

e v1

v5v4

v2

v3

f

(a) G2 (b) H2

Figure 8: Graphs G2 and H2

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 Dψ. Then both s1 and s2 are

on C if and only if both t1 and t2 are on C. If both s1 and s2 are on C, then ψ(us1•s2) = vt1•t2
and C contains both arcs s1 → tj and s2 → t3−j for some j ∈ {1, 2}.

Proof. Assume that both s1 and s2 are on C. If ψ(us1•s2) = vq for some q ∈ [n], then, s1 → q
(resp. s2 → q) is the only arc in Dψ leaving s1 (resp. s2), implying that C contains both
arcs s1 → q and s2 → q, a contradiction to the fact that C is a directed cycle in Dψ. Thus
ψ(us1•s2) = vt1•t2 by the definition of ψ. As s1, s2 are on C and C cannot contain both arcs
s1 → tj and s2 → tj for any j ∈ {1, 2}, C must contain both arcs s1 → tj and s2 → t3−j for
some j ∈ {1, 2}. Hence t1, t2 are also contained on C.

Similarly, it can be shown that if both t1 and t2 are on a directed cycle C, then ψ(us1•s2) = vt1•t2 ,
implying that s1, s2 are also on C which contains both arcs s1 → tj and s2 → t3−j for some
j ∈ [2]. ✷

Theorem 5. For the graphs Gr and Hr obtained in Step 4 above, we have (Gr, e,Hr, f) ∈ Φ′.

Proof. We shall show that (Gi, e,Hi, f) ∈ Φ′ for each i ∈ [r]. Let G0 and H0 be the graphs G
and H respectively, and let φ0 be φ and ψ0 be ψ. It suffices to prove the two results below:

(a) For each i ∈ [r], if (Gi−1, e,Hi−1, f) ∈ Φ′ with an isomorphism φi−1 from Gi−1\e to
Hi−1\f and an isomorphism ψi−1 from Gi−1/e to Hi−1/f , then (Gi, e,Hi, f) ∈ Φ′ with an
isomorphism φi from Gi\e to Hi\f and an isomorphism ψi from Gi/e to Hi/f , where φi
is extended from φi−1 by defining φi(w) = w for each w ∈ V (Wi) \ {wi,j : j ∈ [ki]} and ψi
is extended from ψi−1 by defining ψi(w) = ξi(w) for each w ∈ V (Wi) \ {wi,j : j ∈ [ki]}.

(b) For any 2 ≤ i ≤ r, Ci is a directed cycle in the digraph Dψi−1
.

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

(i). (G1, e,H1, f) ∈ Φ′, as φ1 is an isomorphism from G1\e to H1\f and ψ1 is an isomorphism
from G1/e to H1/f , and

(ii). if r ≥ 2, then C2 is a directed cycle in the digraph Dψ1
.

For (i), it is easy to verify that φ1 is an isomorphism from G1\e to H1\f . In the following,
we shall prove that ψ1 is an isomorphism from G1/e to H1/f , i.e., ψ1 is a bijection from
V (G1/e) to V (H1/f) such that ǫG1/e(x, y) = ǫH1/f (ψ1(x), ψ1(y)) holds for each pair of vertices
x, y ∈ V (G1/e), where ǫG(u, v) is the number of edges in G joining u and v. Since ψ1|V (G/e) = ψ
is an isomorphism from G/e to H/f , this conclusion is obvious if both x and y are contained in
V (G/e). Thus, we assume that y /∈ V (G/e).

Case 1: {s1, s2} 6⊆ V (C1).

By Proposition 5, {t1, t2} 6⊆ V (C1) in this case. Thus,

V (G1/e) \ (V (G/e) \ {uπ1(j) : j ∈ [k1]}) = V (W1) = V (H1/f) \ (V (H/f) \ {vπ1(j) : j ∈ [k1]})
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Due to the construction in Step 4, for any w1,s ∈ V (W1),

ψ1(w1,s) = ψ(uπ1(s)) = vπ1(s+1) = w1,s+1 = ξ1(w1,s),

implying that ψ1|V (W1) = ξ1. Thus ψ1 is a bijection as ξ1 is an automorphism of W1. Also,
for any x ∈ V (G1/e) and y ∈ V (G1/e) \ V (G/e), xy ∈ E(G1/e) only when x ∈ V (W1), and
ǫG1/e(x, y) = ǫW1

(ξ1(x), ξ1(y)) = ǫH1/f (ψ1(x), ψ1(y)). Hence ψ1 is an isomorphism in this case.

Case 2: {s1, s2} ⊆ V (C1).

By Proposition 5, {t1, t2} ⊆ V (C1). Assume that w1,p and w1,q are identified with us1 and us2 in
the construction of G1, respectively. Then, by Proposition 5, ξ1(w1,p) and ξ1(w1,q) are identified
with vertices vtj and vt3−j

in the construction of H1 respectively, for some j ∈ [2]. As a result,

V (G1/e) \ (V (G/e) \ ({uπ1(j) : j ∈ [k1]} ∪ {us1•s2})) = V (W1 · w1,pw1,q)

and

V (H1/f) \ (V (H/f) \ ({vπ1(j) : j ∈ [k1]} ∪ {vt1•t2})) = V (W1 · ξ1(w1,p)ξ1(w1,q)).

It is clear to see that ξ1 induces an isomorphism from W1 · w1,pw1,q to W1 · ξ1(w1,p)ξ1(w1,q)
naturally, which implies that ψ1 is a bijection, and for any x ∈ V (G1/e) and y ∈ V (G1/e) \
V (G/e),

ǫG1/e(x, y) = ǫW1·w1,pw1,q
(x, y) = ǫW1·ξ1(w1,p)ξ1(w1,q)(ξ1(x), ξ1(y)) = ǫH1/f (ψ1(x), ψ1(y)).

Thus ψ1 is an isomorphism. (i) holds.

Since ψ1|V (G/e) = ψ, (ii) holds. The proof is complete. ✷

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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