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Abstract. In general, the splitting operation on binary matroids does not preserve the
graphicness and cographicness properties of binary matroids. In this paper, we obtain
a characterization of the class of graphic matroids whose splitting with respect to a set
of three elements gives cographic matroids. We also provide an alternate proof to such
characterization when the set contains two elements which was provided by Borse et al. [2].
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1. Introduction

We refer to Oxley [10] for undefined terminology and notations. There are many operations

in graph theory that are of great importance. The Splitting operation is one of them, which

is introduced by Fleischner [3]. He has characterized Eulerian graphs using this operation.

The Splitting operation is given as follows. Let v be a vertex of a connected graph G such

that d(v) ≥ 3 . If x, y are two edges incident at v such that x = vv1 and y = vv2. Let Gx,y be

obtained from G by removing edges x, y and by adding a vertex vx,y adjacent to v1 and v2.

The splitting operation on the graph G with respect to x and y is defined as the transition

from G to Gx,y.

The Splitting operation is further extended to binary matroids by Raghunathan et al. [6]

and defined the splitting operation with respect to a pair of elements of a binary matroid.

Later, it is generalized by Shikare at al. [8] by defining the splitting of a binary matroid

with respect to any set T as follows.

Definition 1.1. [8] Let M be a binary matroid and let A be the standard matrix repre-

sentation of M over the field GF (2) and let T ⊆ E(M). Obtain a matrix AT by adjoining

one row at the bottom of the matrix A with entries 1 in the columns corresponding to the

elements of the set T and zero otherwise. Then the vector matroid, denoted by MT , is called
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the splitting matroid of M with respect to T , and the splitting operation with respect to T

is the transition from M to MT .

Some properties of a binary matroid are not preserved under the splitting operation.

Connectedness, graphicness and cographicness are a few properties among the properties of

binary matroids which are not preserves under the splitting operation. Shikare and Waphare

[7] obtained characterization for a graphic matroid M whose splitting matroid MT is also

graphic for any T with two elements. Mundhe [4] obtained a similar characterization for a

set T with three elements. Borse et al. [2] characterized the class of graphic matroids, which

yields a cographic matroid under the splitting operation with respect to a pair of elements.

In this paper, we characterize a graphic matroid that gives a cographic matroid under the

splitting operation with respect to any set T with |T | = 3.

LetMk be the class of graphic matroid whose splitting with respect to any set of k-elements

is cographic. LetN be an extension ofM(K5) orM(K3,3) by an element a. Then the splitting

of N with respect to a is not cographic. Therefore the single element extensions of M(K5)

and M(K3,3) are the forbidden minors the class M1 and only these are the forbidden minors

as per the definition of the splitting operation. Let N be an extension of M(K5) by a set T

with |T | = 2 such that T be a 2-cocircuit of N . Then N\T = M(K5) and, by Definition 1.1,

NT\T = N\T = M(K5). Thus N is a forbidden minor for the class M2. Similarly, it is easy

to check that M2 contains a forbidden minor N which arise as follows. (i) N is an extension

of M(K5) or M(K3,3) by two elements x, y such that x, y is a 2-cocircuit of N or (ii) N is

a coextension of M(K5) or M(K3,3) by an element x such that x, y is a 2-cocircuit of N for

some y ∈ E(N).

If N is a forbidden minor for the class Mk which is isomorphic to M(K5), M(K3,3) or a

matroid which arises by extensions and coextensions of M(K5) or M(K3,3), then we call N

is a trivial forbidden minor for the class Mk. Let Tk be a set containing all trivial forbidden

minors for the class Mk. We focus on the forbidden minors of the class Mk other than the

members of Tk.

In the following result, Borse et al. [2] have given forbidden minors for the class M2.

Theorem 1.1. [2] Let M be a graphic matroid without containing a minor isomorphic to

any member of T2. Then M ∈ M2 if and only if M does not contain a minor isomorphic to

any one of the circuit matroids M(G1), M(G2) and M(G3), where G1, G2 and G3 are the

graphs as shown in Figure 1.

Denote, by M̃ , the single element extension of M . Later on, Mundhe [4] obtained forbid-

den minor for a class of graphic matroid which yields graphic matroid under the splitting

operation with respect to a set of three elements as follows.
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Figure 1. Forbidden Minors for the Class M2.

Theorem 1.2. [4] Let M be a graphic matroid. Then MT is graphic for any T ⊆ E(M)

with |T | = 3 if and only if M does not contain a minor isomorphic to any of the circuit

matroids M̃(Q1), M̃(Q2), M(Q3), M(Q4), M(Q5) and M(Q6), where Qi is the graph as

shown in Figure 2, for i = 1, 2, . . . , 6.
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Figure 2. Forbidden Minors for the Class of Graphic Matroid which yields
Graphic Matroid.

In this paper, we obtain excluded minors for the class M3. The following is the main

result of the paper.

Theorem 1.3. Let M be a graphic matroid without containing a minor isomorphic to any

member of the set T3. Then M ∈ M3 if and only if M does not contain a minor isomorphic

to any of the matroid M̃(G1), M̃(G3), M(G4), M(G5), M(G6) and M(G7), where Gi is the

graph shown in Figure 1 or Figure 3, for i = 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7.
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Figure 3. Forbidden Minors for the Class M3.

We prove the main result in Section 5. We also give an alternate and short proof to the

characterization of the class M2 in the fourth section. Section 2 and Section 3 contain results

that are useful to prove the paper’s main result.
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2. Minimal Matroid

In this section, we prove that if the splitting of a graphic matroid is not cographic, then it

contains a special type of graphic matroid as a minor. Let F = {F7, F
∗
7
,M(K5),M(K3,3)}.

We use the following result from Oxley’s book [10].

Theorem 2.1. [10] Let M be a binary matroid. Then M is a cographic matroid if and only

if M does not contain a minor isomorphic to any member of the set F.

The following result is proved in [4].

Lemma 2.2. [4] Let M be a binary matroid and T ⊆ E(M). Then the following holds.

(i). If x ∈ E(M)− T , then (MT )\x = (M\x)T and (MT )/x = (M/x)T .

(ii). If y ∈ T , then (MT )\y = ((M)\y)T−y.

(iii). MT \T = M\T .

(iv). MT = M , if T is a cocircuit of M .

In the following result, we prove that if the splitting matroid of a graphic matroid is not

cographic, then it contains a minimal minor whose splitting is not cographic.

Lemma 2.3. Let M be a graphic matroid and k = 2, 3. If MT contains a minor isomorphic

to F for some F ∈ F and T ⊆ E(M) with |T | = k, then M has a minor N with T ⊆ N ,

such that one of the following holds.

(i). NT
∼= F .

(ii). NT/T
′ ∼= F for some non-empty subset T ′ of T .

(iii). N is isomorphic to one element extension of forbidden minors for the class Mk−1.

(iv). N is isomorphic to some member of Tk.

Proof. Let MT contains a minor isomorphic to F for some F ∈ F and T ⊆ E(M) with

|T | = k, where k = 2, 3. Then there exist T1, T2 ⊆ E(M) such that MT\T1/T2
∼= F . Now

let T ′
i = T ∩ Ti and T ′′

i = Ti − T ′
i for i = 1, 2. Then T ′

i ⊆ T and T ′′
i ∩ T = φ. By Lemma

2.2(1), MT\T
′′
1
/T ′′

2
= (M\T ′′

1
/T ′′

2
)T . Let N = M\T ′′

1
/T ′′

2
. Then N is minor of M containing

T and NT\T
′
1
/T ′

2
= (M\T ′′

1
/T ′′

2
)T\T

′
1
/T ′

2
= MT\T

′′
1
/T ′′

2
\T ′

1
/T ′

2
= MT\T1/T2

∼= F.

If T ′
1
= φ and T ′

2
= φ, then (i) or (iv) holds. If T ′

1
= φ and T ′

2
6= φ then (ii) or

(iv) holds. If T ′
1
6= φ, then |T ′

1
| ≤ k = |T |. Suppose |T ′

1
| = k. Then T ′

1
= T and F ∼=

NT\T
′
1
= NT\T = N\T this shows that F is minor of graphic matroid M which shows

that (iv) holds. Let |T ′
1
| < k and z ∈ T ′

1
. Suppose N\z = P . Then, by Lemma 2.3 (ii),

NT\T
′
1
/T ′

2
= NT\z\T

′
1
− {z}\T ′

2
= PT−{z}\T

′
1
− {z}/T ′

2
∼= F. Therefore N is extension of P,

which is a forbidden minor for the class Mk−1. Which means (iii) hold. �

We focus on finding forbidden minors for the class Mk other than the members of Tk

for k = 2, 3. Henceforth, we consider the graphic matroids, which do not contain a minor

isomorphic to any member of Tk for k = 2, 3.
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Lemma 2.4. Let N be the minor of the matroid M stated in Lemma 2.3 and without

containing a minor isomorphic to any member of Tk. Then N does not contain 2-cocircuit.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3.2, in [4]. �

Lemma 2.5. Let N be the minor of the matroid M stated in Lemma 2.3, such that N does

not satisfy conditions (iii) and (iv). Then N does not contain a coloop.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3.3, in [4]. �

We call the matroid N of Lemmas 2.3, 2.4 and 2.5 as a k-minimal matroid with repsect

to F where F ∈ F. We define a k-minimal matroid with respect F ∈ F as follows.

Definition 2.1. Let k = 2, 3 and N be a graphic matroid without containing any member

of Tk. Then N is called k-minimal matroid with respect to some F of F if the following

conditions hold.

(i). N contains no coloop and no 2-cocircuit.

(ii). N is not a single element extension of any member of forbidden minors of Mk−1.

(iii). There is a set T ⊆ E(N) with |T | = k such that NT
∼= F or NT/T

′ ∼= F for some

non-empty subset T ′ of T .

In light of Lemma 2.3 and Definition 2.1, we focus on to find the k-minimal matroids with

respect to every member of F, for k = 2, 3. Let M be a matroid. Then matroid Q is called a

quotient of M if there exist a matroid N such that Q = N/a and N\a = M for some a ∈ N .

Here M is called a lift of Q. We prove that a k-minimal matroid with respect to F contains

a minor isomorphic to a quotient of F in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Let k = 2, 3 and let M be a k-minimal matroid with respect to F ∈ F. Then

there is a binary matroid N containing an element a such that N\a ∼= F . Further, N/a is a

minor of M such that either M = N/a or M is a coextension of N/a by at most k elements.

Proof. Since M is a k-minimal matroid, M is graphic and MT
∼= F or MT/T

′ ∼= F for some

T ⊆ E(M) and T ′ ⊆ T with |T | = k. Let A be the standard matrix representation of M

over the field GF (2). Let A′
T be the matrix obtained from A by adding one extra row to the

matrix A at the bottom whose entries are 1 in the columns corresponding to the elements of

T and zero otherwise and then adding one extra column labeled a with entry 1 in the last

row and 0 elsewhere. Let M ′
T be the vector matroid of A′

T . Here E(M ′
T ) = E(M) ∪ {a}.

Therefore (i). MT = M ′
T\a and (ii). M ′

T/a
∼= M.

Suppose MT
∼= F. Let N = M ′

T . Then N is a binary matroid containing a, such that

M ′
T/a

∼= N/a ∼= M and M ′
T \a

∼= MT
∼= F ∼= N\a.
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N = M ′
T

M

MT

❄

✰

❦

N\a

N/a

Suppose MT /T
′ ∼= F for some T ′ ⊂ T. Let N = M ′

T /T
′. Then N\a ∼= M ′

T/T
′\a ∼=

M ′
T\a/T

′ ∼= MT/T
′ ∼= F and N/a ∼= M ′

T/T
′/a ∼= M ′

T/a/T
′ ∼= M/T ′. HereM is a coextension

of N/a by at most k elements as |T ′| ≤ |T | = k. �

In the above result, N/a is a quotient of F , and M is isomorphic to a quotient of F or

a coextension of a quotient of F . Note that N is binary, and we obtain quotients through

binary matroid coextension/extension. Since M is graphic, in the next section, we determine

graphic quotients of F ∈ F.

3. Graphic Quotients of Non-Cographic Matroids

In this section, we obtain graphic quotients of every member of the set F. First, we prove

the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let N be a binary matroid containing an element a such that N\a ∼= F for

some F ∈ F and N/a ∼= M(G) for some connected graph G. Then the following holds.

(i). The graph G is a block, or it has at most two blocks, one of which is a loop.

(ii). The graph G contains at most one loop.

(iii). The graph G does not contain more than two parallel edges with the same end vertices.

(iv). The graph G does not contain a 2-edge cut.

(v). If F is Eulerian, then G is also Eulerian.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.4.1, in [4]. �

Mundhe [4], determined graphic quotients for F ∗
7
and F7 as follows.

Lemma 3.2. [4] Every graphic quotient of F7 is isomorphic to the circuit matroid M(H3)

and every graphic quotient of F ∗
7
is isomorphic to the circuit matroid M(H1) or M(H2),

where H1, H2, H3 are shown in Figure 4.

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t

H1 H2 H3

Figure 4. Quotients of F ∗
7
and F7.



Cographic Splitting of Graphic Matroid with Respect to Three Elements 7

We find all graphic quotients of M(K5) and M(K3,3).

Lemma 3.3. Every graphic quotient of M(K5) obtained via binary extension is isomorphic

to the circuit matroid M(H4), M(H5) or M(H6), where H4, H5 and H6 are the graphs as

shown in Figure 5.

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t

H4 H5 H6

Figure 5. Quotients of M(K5)

Proof. Let N be binary matroid containing a such that N\a ∼= M(K5) and N/a is graphic.

Assume that N/a = M(G) for a connected graph G. Suppose a is a loop or a coloop of N .

Then N/a = N\a ∼= M(K5). Thus G ∼= H4.

Suppose a is not a loop or a coloop of N . Since the graph K5 has 5 vertices and 10

edges, r(N) = 4 and |E(N)| = 11. Hence r(N/a) = 3 and |E(N/a)| = 10. Thus graph G

corresponding to N/a has 4 vertices and 10 edges. By Lemma 3.1(v), G is Eulerian as K5 is

Eulerian and by Lemma 3.1, G contains at most one loop.

If G does not contain a loop, then, by Harary ([5], pg 230), there is only one Eulerian

graph on 4 vertices and 10 edges as shown in Figure 6. It contains five distinct 2-cycles. That

is, N/a contains five 2-circuits. One can easily check that N\a contains an odd cocircuit

or a 2-circuit. Since N\a ∼= M(K5), M(K5) contains an odd cocircuit or a 2-circuit, a

contradiction to M(K5) is a Eulerian graph. Hence we discard this graph.

s s

ss

Figure 6. Eulerian Graph on 4 Vertices and 10 Edges

If G contains a loop, then G minus that loop is an Eulerian graph of 4 vertices and 9

edges. By Harary ([5], pg 230), there is only one Eulerian graph of 4 vertices and 9 edges.

That graph is H5 minus the loop as shown in Figure 5. Thus G can be obtained by adding a

loop to that graph. Hence G is isomorphic to either the graph H5 or H6 as shown in Figure

5. �

We need the following result to find graphic quotients of M(K3,3).
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Figure 7. Quotients of M(K3,3)

Lemma 3.4. Let N be a binary matroid and a ∈ E(N). If N\a ∼= M(K3,3), then no element

of N/a belongs to 2-circuit and odd circuit.

Proof. Since M(K3,3) is a bipartite graph, it contain only circuits with even length. On

contrary, let x1 be an element of N/a belongs to both 2-circuit and odd circuit. Suppose

{x1, x} is a 2-circuit and C1 = {x1, y1, y2, · · · yk} is an odd circuit, where k is an even integer.

Then C2 = {x, y1, y2, · · · yk} is also a circuit of N/a. Then D1 = {x1, y1, y2, · · · yk, a} and

D2 = {x, y1, y2, · · · yk, a} are circuits ofN otherwise N\a contains odd circuit, a contradiction

to N\a is bipartite. Suppose D1 and D2 are circuits of N . Then D1△D2 = {x1, x} is a

circuit in N and also in N\a ∼= M(K3,3), a contradiction. Thus no element of N/a lies in a

2-circuit as well as in an odd circuit. �

In this paper, we aim to find the forbidden minors for the class M3 and, we also intend

to give an alternative proof for the forbidden minor characterization of the class M2. By

Theorem 1.1, M(G2) is a forbidden minor for the class M2. Therefore, by Lemma 2.3, M̃(G2)

is a forbidden minor for the class M3, where M̃(G2) is an extension of G2 by single element.

Thus it is sufficient, if we consider the graphic quotients M(K3,3) which avoids M̃(G2) as a

minor.

We now find quotient for M(K3,3).

Lemma 3.5. Every graphic quotient of M(K3,3) obtained via binary extension and without

containing a minor isomorphic to M̃(G2) is isomorphic to the circuit matroid of Hi for some

i ∈ {7, 8, 9, 10, 11}, where Hi is the graph as shown in Figure 7, for i = 7, 8, 9, 10, 11.

Proof. Let N be a binary matroid and a ∈ E(N) such that N\a ∼= M(K3,3) and N/a is

graphic. Suppose N/a = M(G) for some connected graph G. Assume that M(G) does not

contain a M̃(G2) as a minor. If a is a loop or coloop of N, then N\a = N/a = K3,3. Thus

G ∼= H7.

Suppose a is not a loop or a coloop. Since the graph K3,3 has 6 vertices and 9 edges,

r(N) = 5 and |E(N)| = 10. Thus r(N/a) = 4 and |E(N/a)| = 9. Hence N/a corresponds

to a graph G on 5 vertices and 9 edges. By Lemma 3.1(1) and (4), G contains at most two

block one of which is a loop and G does not contain 2-edge cut. Suppose G is a simple
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graph. As G is 2-connected, by Harary ([5], Pg. 217), H8 is only 2-connected simple graph

as shown in Figure 7. Thus G ∼= H8.

Suppose G is not a simple graph. Then G contains a loop or 2-cycle. By Lemma 3.1[1], G

is 2-connected, or G can be obtained by adding one loop or parallel edges to 2-connected or

both. Thus there are the following cases. (i). G contains either a loop or a 2-cycle. (ii). G

contains either a loop and a 2-cycle or two 2-cycles. (iii). G contains a loop and two 2-cycles

or three 2-cycle. (iv) G contains a loop and three 2-cycles or four 2-cycles. (v) G contains a

loop and four 2-cycles or at least five 2-cycles. We consider all these cases one by one.

Case (i). Suppose G contains either one loop or one 2-cycle.

Then G can be obtained by adding a loop or a parallel edge to a 2-connected simple graph on

5 vertices and 8 edges. By Harary ([5],Pg 217), there are two non-isomorphic simple graphs

Ai and Aii on 5 vertices and 8 as shown in Figure 8.

t t

t t

t

t t

t t

t

Ai Aii

Figure 8. Non-Isomorphic Simple Graphs on 5 vertices and 8 edges

Suppose G is obtained from Ai by adding a loop. Then G contains a 2-edge cut, by Lemma

3.1 (4), which is a contradiction. Hence G is obtained from Ai by adding a 2-cycle such that

G does not contain a 2-edge cut. Then M(G) ∼= M(G̃2), a contradiction. Hence we discard

Ai.

If G is obtained from Aii by adding a loop, then G ∼= H9 or G ∼= H10 shown in Figure

7. Suppose G is obtained from Aii by adding a edge parallel to some edge of Aii. Then

either M(G) ∼= M̃(G2) or by Lemma 3.4, N\a contains a 3-circuit or 2-circuit, which is a

contradiction. Hence we discard it.

Case (ii). Suppose G contains either a loop and a 2-cycle or two 2-cycles.

G can be obtained from a 2-connected simple graph on 5 vertices and 7 edges by adding

a loop and a parallel edge or 2 parallel edges. By Harary ([5], Pg 217), there are three

non-isomorphic 2-connected simple graphs Aiii, Aiv, and Av on 5 vertices and 7 edges as

shown in Figure 9.

The graph Av contains three 2-edge cuts. Therefore, adding a loop and a parallel edge or

two parallel edges to Av still contains a 2-edge cut. Hence we discard Av. If G is obtained

from Aiii by adding a loop and a parallel edge, then G contains a 2-edge cut. Suppose G
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t t

t

Aiii Aiv Av

Figure 9. Non-Isomorphic Simple Graphs on 5 vertices and 7 edges

is obtained from Aiii by adding two parallel edges such that no 2-edge cut is there in G.

Then we get a contradiction by Lemma 3.4. Thus G can not be obtained from Aiii. If G is

obtained from Aiv by adding a loop and a parallel edge or two parallel edges such that G

does not contain 2-edge, then M(G) ∼= M̃(G2). Thus G can not be obtained from Aiv.

Case-(iii) If G contains either a loop and two 2-cycles or three 2-cycles.

Then G is obtained from a 2-connected simple graph on 5 vertex and 6 edges. By Harary

([5], Pg 217), there are two non-isomorphic 2-connected simple graphs on 5 vertices and 6

edges as shown in Figure 10.

t t

t t

t

t t

t t

t

Avi Avii

Figure 10. Non-Isomorphic 2-Connected Graphs on 5 Vertices and 6 Edges

If G is obtained from Avi or Avii by adding a loop and two parallel edges, then G contains a

2-edge cut, which is a contradiction by Lemma 3.1. Suppose G obtained from Avi by adding

three parallel edges such that G does not contain a 2-edge cut. Then G ∼= ai or G ∼= aii

where ai, aii are shown in Figure 11. By Lemma 3.4, we discard both the graphs ai and aii.

Suppose G is obtained from Avii by adding three parallel edges such that G does not contain

t t

t t

t

t t

t t

t

t t

t t

t

t t

t t

t

ai aii aiii aiv

Figure 11. Graphs Obtained from Avi, Avii and From a cycle on 5 Vertices

2-edge cut then G ∼= H11 or G ∼= aiv, where aiv is shown in Figure 11. Suppose G ∼= aiv,
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since due to cycles of G, N\a does not contain circuit with 6 elements, thus N\a ≇ K3,3.

Hence G ≇ aiv.

Case-(iv) If G contains either a loop and three pairs of parallel edges or four pairs of

parallel edges.

Then G is obtained from a 2-connected simple graph on 5 vertices and 5 edges by adding a

loop and three parallel edges or four parallel edges. By Harary ([5], Pg 216), a cycle on 5

vertices is the only a 2-connected graph on 5 vertices and 5 edges. Thus G is obtained by

adding a loop and three parallel edges such that G does not contain a 2-edge cut, but there

is no graph without a 2-edge cut. Suppose G is obtained from a cycle on 5 vertices by adding

four parallel edges such that it does not contain a 2-edge cut. Then aiii is the only graph

with this condition, where aiii is a graph shown in Figure 11. By Lemma 3.4, G ≇ aiii.

Case (v) If G contains a loop and four pairs of parallel edges or five pairs of parallel

edges.

Then G is obtained from a 2-connected simple graph on 5 vertices and four edges. By Harary

([5], Pg 216), there is no 2-connected simple graph on 5 vertices and 4 edges.

Therefore G is isomorphic to Hi, for some i ∈ {7, 8, 9, 10, 11}. �

4. Forbidden Minors for the class M2

This section gives alternative proof for the forbidden minor characterization of the class

M2 using the results obtained from the last two sections. Recall that Mk is the class of

graphic matroid whose splitting with respect to any set of k-elements is cographic and

F = {F7, F
∗
7
,M(K5),M(K3,3)}.

We need the following lemmas, which follow easily from the definition of the splitting

operation.

Lemma 4.1. Let M be a binary matroid such that it contains more than two 2-circuits.

Then MT will contain at least one 2-circuit for any T ⊆ E(M) with |T | = 2.

Lemma 4.2. If M(G) is a graphic matroid and contains a loop, then M(G)T is graphic

with |T | = 2 or includes a loop.

Lemma 4.3. Let M(G) be a graphic matroid such that it contains two adjacent 2-circuits.

Then M(G)T is graphic for some T ⊆ E(M) with |T | = 2 or MT contains a 2-circuit.

Now, we give an alternate prove to Theorem 1.1. Here we restate the result along with

the graphs.

Theorem 4.4. Let M be a graphic matroid without containing a minor isomorphic to any

member of T2. Then M ∈ M2 if and only if M does not contain a minor isomorphic to any

one of the circuit matroids M(G1), M(G2) and M(G3), where G1, G2 and G3 are the graphs

as shown in Figure 12.
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Figure 12. Forbidden Minors for the Class M2

Proof. Let M be a graphic matroid such that it contains a minor isomorphic to M(Gi) for

some i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Then we can easily prove that MT is not cographic for some T ⊆ E(M)

and |T | = 2.

Conversely, assume that M avoids a minor isomorphic to M(Gi) for every i ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

Then we prove that M ∈ M2. On contrary, assume that M /∈ M2. Then, by Lemma 2.1,

M contains a minor isomorphic to F ∈ F. Note that M1 is empty and M does not contain

a minor isomorphic to any element of T2. Hence, by Lemma 2.3, M has a minor Q such

that (i) QT
∼= F , (ii) QT/T

′ ∼= F for T ′ ⊆ T . By Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5, Q is without

2-cocircuit and a coloop. Therefore Q is 2-minimal matroid with respect to F ∈ F. Thus, by

Lemma 2.6, there exist a binary matroid N containing a such that N\a ∼= F and Q = N/a

or Q is coextension of N/a by one or two elements. Since M is graphic, Q is also graphic. Let

Q = M(G) for some connected graph G. Since, by Definition 1.1, QT contains a 2-cocircuit

as |T | = 2, QT ≇ F . Therefore QT /T
′ ∼= F. Hence Q is a coextension of N/a by one or two

elements.

Case (i). Suppose F = F ∗
7
. Then N\a ∼= F ∗

7
and , by Lemma 3.2, N/a ∼= M(H1)

or N/a ∼= M(H2), where H1 and H2 are the graphs shown in Figure 4. Therefore G is a

coextension of H1 or H2 by one or two elements. Suppose G is a coextension of H1 by an

element. By Lemma 3.1 (4), G can not contain a 2-edge cut. We take coextensions of H1

such that it does not contain a 2-edge cut. There is only one non-isomorphic coextension C1

of H1 by an element as shown in Figure 13. Since C1
∼= G2, G can not arise from H1.

t t

t t

t

C1

Figure 13. Coextensions of H1 by one element.
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Suppose G arise from H2. Then G is a coextension of H2 by one or two elements. There

are two non-isomorphic coextensions of H2 by an element as shown in Figure 14, such that

it does not contain a 2-edge cut.

t t

t t

t

t t

t t

t

C2 C3

Figure 14. Coextensions of H2 by one element.

Here C3
∼= G2. Therefore G ≇ C3. By Lemma 4.1, the splitting of M(C2) with respect to

any two elements contains a 2-circuit. Thus (C2)T ≇ F ∗
7
for any T ∈ E(C2) with |T | = 2

as F ∗
7
is a 3-connected matroid. Thus G ≇ C2. Also there is no coextension of C2 by an

element, which does not contain a 2-edge cut. Hence, we discard C2.

Case (ii). Suppose F = F7. Then N\a ∼= F7 and, by Lemma 3.2, N/a ∼= M(H3), where

H3 is the graph as shown in Figure 4. Therefore G is a coextension of M(H3) by one or two

elements. Suppose G is a coextension of H3 by an element. There are five C4, C5, C6, C7, C8

non-isomorphic coextensions of M(H3) by an element as shown in Figure 15. By Lemma 4.1,

the splitting of the matroids M(C4), M(C7) and M(C8) contains a 2-circuit after splitting

with any two elements set. Also, there is no coextension of C4, C7 and C8 by one element

such that it does not contain a loop or 2-edge cut or a minor isomorphic to M(G1), M(G2) or

M(G3). Hence we discard coextensions of C4, C7 and C8. By Lemma 4.2, splitting of M(C5)

with respect to any two elements is either graphic or contains a loop. Also coextension of

C5 by one element either contains a loop or a minor isomorphic to M(G2). Hence G ≇ C5.

Here M(C6) ∼= M(G1). Hence G ≇ C6.

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

C4 C5 C6 C7 C8

Figure 15. Coextensions of H3 by one Element

Case (iii). Suppose F = M(K5). Then N\a ∼= M(K5) and, by Lemma 3.3, N/a ∼=

M(H4), N/a ∼= M(H5) or N/a ∼= M(H6), where H4, H5 and H6 are the graphs shown

in Figure 5. Suppose N/a ∼= M(H4). Then M(H4)T ≇ M(K5) for any T with |T | = 2.
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Thus we take coextension of H4. Here all coextensions of H4 by an element belongs to

T2, hence we discard H4. Suppose N/a ∼= M(H5). Therefore G is a coextension of H5 by

one or two elements. There are seven coextensions of H5 by an element shown in Figure 16,

without containing a minor isomorphic to M(G1), M(G2) and M(G3). Since M(Ci) contains

a loop and at least two 2-circuits, the splitting with respect to any two elements set T will

contain a loop or a 2-circuit for i = 9, 10, · · · , 15. Therefore we take coextensions of Ci for

i = 9, 10, · · ·15 such that it does not contain a minor isomorphic to M(G1) or M(G2) or

M(G3). Also, it does not contain a loop or more than two 2-circuits. It is observed that

there is no coextension with these conditions. Hence we discard H5. Suppose N/a ∼= M(H6).

Then, by using similar argument as above, we discard H6.

t t

t t

t

t t

t t

t

t t

t t

t

t t

t t

t

t t

t t

t

t t

t t

t

t t

t t

t

C9 C10 C11 C12

C13 C14 C15

Figure 16. Coextensions of H5 by one element

Case (iv). Suppose F = M(K3,3). Then, by Lemma 3.5, N/a ∼= M(Hi) for i =

7, 8, 9, 10, 11, where Hi is the graph as shown in Figure 7, for i = 7, 8, 9, 10, 11.

Suppose N/a ∼= M(H7), then M(H7)T ≇ M(K3,3) for any T with |T | = 2, thus we take

coextension of H7, but all coextension of H7 belongs to T2. Hence we discard the graph H7.

Let N/a ∼= M(H8). Then G is a coextension of H8 by one or two elements. There are three

coextensions of H8 by an element as shown in Figure 17, without containing a 2-edge cut.

Here M(C16) and M(C17) contains a minor isomorphic to M(G1) and M(C18) contains a

minor isomorphic to M(G3). Thus we discard these coextensions.

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

C16 C17 C18

Figure 17. Coextensions of H8 by one element
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Let N/a ∼= M(H9). Thus we take the coextension of H9 by one or two elements. There

is no coextension of H9 by one element as well as by two elements, such that it does not

contain a loop, a 2-cocircuit or a minor isomorphic to M(G1), M(G2) or M(G3). Hence we

discard H9.

If N/a ∼= M(H10) then, G is a coextension of H10 by one or two elements such that

it does not contain 2-cocircuit or minor M(G1), M(G2) or M(G3). Such non-isomorphic

coextensions of H10 by one element are shown in Figure 18. Here C19 and C20 contains a

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

❝
❝
❝
❝
❝❝

C19 C20

Figure 18. Coextensions of H10 by one element

loop. Since M(C19) ∈ T2, G ≇ C19. By Lemma 4.2, the splitting of M(C20) contains a loop

or its graphic. Hence we take coextensions by H10 by two elements such that it does not

contain a loop, a 2-cocircuit and a minor isomorphic to M(G1), M(G2) or M(G3). It is

observed that there is no such coextension. Thus we discard H10.

If N/a ∼= M(H11), then, we take coextensions of H11 by one element such that it does not

contain 2-cocircuit and minor M(G1), M(G2) or M(G3). One can easily check that there is

no such coextension. Hence we discard H11.

Therefore MT is cographic for any T with |T | = 2. Hence proved. �

5. Forbidden-Minor Characterization of the class M3

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3. We now first prove ’if part’ of Theorem 1.3 in the

following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Let M be a graphic matroid. If M contains a minor isomorphic to any of

the matroids M(G̃1), M(G̃3) and M(Gi) for i = 4, 5, 6, 7, then MT is not cographic for some

T ⊆ E(M) with |T | = 3, where Gi is the graph as shown in Figure 19, for i = 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7.

Proof. Note that, by Theorem 1.1, M(G1), M(G2) and M(G3) are the forbidden minors

for the class M2. For k = 1, 3, let M̃(Gk) be a matroid obtained by adding an element zk

to M(Gk). Then M̃(Gk)\zk = M(Gk). By Theorem 1.1, there is Tk with |Tk| = 2 such

that M(Gk)Tk
is not a cographic matroid. Let T = Tk ∪ zk. Then, by Lemma 2.2(ii),

M̃(Gk)T\zk ∼= (M̃(Gk)\zk)Tk

∼= M(Gk)Tk

∼= M(Gk)Tk
is not cographic. M̃(Gk)T is not

cographic. Also G2 is minor of G5.

Suppose M = M(G4) and T = {x, y, z}, where x, y, z are as shown in the graph G4. Let

A4 be the standard matrix representation of G4 as follows:
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A4 =









x y z
1 0 0 0 1 0 1
0 1 0 0 1 1 0
0 0 0 1 1 1 1









. Then (A4)T =













x y z
1 0 0 0 1 0 1
0 1 0 0 1 1 0
0 0 0 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 0 0 0 0













Let (A4)
′

T be the matrix obtained by applying the row transformationsR4 =⇒ R4+(R1+R2)

and R34. Then we have

(A4)
′

T =









1 0 0 0 1 0 1
0 1 0 0 1 1 0
0 0 1 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 1 1 1 1









Since the vector matroid of (A4)
′

T is isomorphic to F ∗
7
, M(G4)T ∼= M [(A4)T ] ∼= M [(A4)

′

T ]
∼=

F ∗
7
. By Theorem 2.1, M(G4)T is not cographic. Similarly, we can prove that M(G5)T5

∼= F ∗
7
,

M(G6)T6

∼= M(K3,3) and M(G7)T7

∼= M(K3,3) for Ti = {x, y, z} , where x, y, z are as shown

in the graph Gi in Figure 19, for i = 5, 6, 7.

SupposeM contains a minor N isomorphic to any of circuit matroidsM(Gk), k = 4, 5, 6, 7.

Then NT is not cographic for some T ⊆ E(N) with |T | = 3. Since N is a minor of M , there

exist subsets T1 and T2 of E(M) such that M\T1/T2
∼= N . Then, by repeated application of

Lemma 2.2, we have MT\T1/T2
∼= (M\T1/T2)T ∼= NT . As NT is not cographic, MT is also

not cographic. �

Now we prove the main theorem. For convenience, we restate the main theorem here along

with graphs.

Theorem 5.2. Let M be a graphic matroid without containing a minor isomorphic to any

member of the set T3. Then M ∈ M3 if and only if M does not contain a minor isomorphic

to any of the matroid M̃(G1), M̃(G3), M(G4), M(G5), M(G6) and M(G7), where Gi is the

graph as shown in Figure 19, for i = 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7.
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Figure 19. Forbidden Minor for the Class M3
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Proof. If M has a minor isomorphic to one of the circuit matroids M̃(G1), and M̃(G3) and

M(Gk) for k = 4, 5, 6, 7, then MT is not cographic for some T ∈ E(N) with |T | = 3 by

Proposition 5.1.

Conversely, assume that M does not contain a minor isomorphic to any of the circuit

matroid M̃(G1), M̃(G3) and M(Gk) for k = 4, 5, 6, 7. Then we will prove that MT is

cographic for any T ⊆ E(M) with |T | = 3. On contrary, assume that MT is not cographic

for some T ⊆ E(M) with |T | = 3. Then, by Theorem 2.1 MT , has a minor isomorphic to

F ∈ F. Then, by Lemma 2.3, M has a minor Q containing T such that one of the following

holds.

(i). Q isomorphic to one of the circuit matroids M̃(G1), M̃(G2) and M̃(G3).

(ii). QT
∼= F or QT/T

′ ∼= F for some T
′

⊆ T .

Note that the graph G2 contains a minor isomorphic to the graph G5. If Q is isomorphic to

M̃(G1), M̃(G2) and M̃(G3), then it is clear that M contains a minor isomorphic to M̃(G1),

M̃(G3) or M(G5), a contradiction. Thus (i) does not hold. Suppose (ii) holds. By Lemma

2.4 and Lemma 2.5, assume that Q do not contain a 2-cocircuit and a coloop. Thus Q is

3-minimal with respect to F . Then, by Lemma 2.6, there exist a binary matroid N such

that N\a ∼= F and N/a = Q or Q is a coextension of N/a by one, two or three elements. If

M is graphic, then Q and N/a are also graphic. Let Q ∼= M(G) for some connected graph

G. We assume that G does not contain a loop or 2-edge cut.

Case (i). Suppose F = F ∗
7
. Then N\a = F ∗

7
and, by Lemma 3.2, N/a ∼= M(H1) or

M(H2), where H1 and H2 are the graphs as shown in Figure 4. Here H1
∼= G4 and H2

∼= G5.

Thus Q = N/a ∼= M(G4) or Q = N/a ∼= M(G5). Hence M contains a minor isomorphic to

M(G4) or M(G5), a contradiction.

Case (ii). Suppose F = F7. Then N\a = F7 and, by Lemma 3.2, N/a ∼= M(H3), where

H3 is the graph as shown in Figure 4. The graph H3 contain three pairs parallel edges and

a loop. Therefore M(H3)T contains at least one 2-circuit or a loop for any T with |T | = 3.

Therefore M(H3)T ≇ F7 and Q ≇ M(H3). Hence Q is a coextension of M(H3) by one, two

or three elements. There are five non-isomorphic coextension of M(H3) as shown in Figure

15, without containing 2-edge cut. The graphs C4, C7 and C8 contains a minor isomorphic

to the graph G5 and C5 contains a minor isomorphic to graph G4. Therefore we discard

them.

Let Q = M(C6) or Q is a coextension of M(C6) by one or two elements. Coextensions of

M(C6) by one or two elements contains 2-cocircuit or G5 as a minor, a contradiction. Hence

Q = M(C6). Since C6 has two 2-circuits and eight edges whereas F7 has seven edges, there

is T ⊆ E(C6) with |T | = 3 such that M(C6)T/x ∼= F7 for some x ∈ T . If a 2-circuit does not

intersect T or contained in T , then it remains a 2-circuit in M(C6)T . Thus M(C6)T/x ∼= F7

contains a 2-circuit or a loop, a contradiction. Hence T contains exactly one edge from each
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2-circuits of C6. We assume that x ∈ T does not belong to any 2-circuit of C6. Then there is

triangle in G containing two edges from T one of which is x. Then that 3-circuit of M(C6)

is get preserved in M(C6)T . Therefore QT/x ∼= F7 contains a 2-circuit, a contradiction.

Case (iii). Suppose F = M(K5). Then N\a ∼= M(K5) and, by Lemma 3.3, N/a ∼=

M(H4), N/a ∼= M(H5) or N/a ∼= M(H6), where H4, H5 and H6 are the graphs as shown in

Figure 5. The matroid M(H4) does not give M(K5) after splitting with respect to a three

elements set. Hence we take coextension of M(H4), but coextension of M(H4) is a trivial

minor for the class M2. Hence we discard M(H4). The matroid M(H5) contains a minor

isomorphic to M(G4). Hence M can not be arise from M(H5). The matroid M(H6) contains

a minor isomorphic to M(G4), and hence G not arise from H5 and H6.

Case (iv). Suppose F = M(K3,3). Then N\a ∼= M(K3,3) and, by Lemma 3.5, N/a ∼=

M(Hi), where Hi is the graph shown in Figure 7, for i = 7, 8, 9, 10, 11. The matroid M(H7)

belongs to T2. Hence we discard the graph H7. Note that H8
∼= G6 and H11 = G7. The

matroid M(Hi), for i = 9, 10 contains a minor isomorphic to M(G4). Therefore M can not

be arise from these matroid.

Thus from all the above cases, MT does not contain F as a minor for any F ∈ F. Therefore

MT is cographic and hence proved. �
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