arXiv:2311.08332v2 [math.CO] 5 Aug 2024

GRAPH CURVE MATROIDS

ALHEYDIS GEIGER, KEVIN KÜHN, AND RALUCA VLAD

Abstract. We introduce a new class of matroids, called graph curve matroids. A graph curve matroid is associated to a graph and defined on the vertices of the graph as a ground set. We prove that these matroids provide a combinatorial description of hyperplane sections of degenerate canonical curves in algebraic geometry. Our focus lies on graphs that are 2-edge-connected and trivalent. These define identically self-dual graph curve matroids, but we also develop generalizations. Finally, we provide an algorithm to compute the graph curve matroid associated to a given graph, as well as an implementation in Macaulay2 and data of examples.

1. Introduction

Connections between matroids and graphs are well-studied in combinatorics and neighboring areas [Oxl01, Tut59]. However, the study of matroids associated to curves and their algebraic geometry is less explored. Some advances in this area are [CM94, GHSV23]. This paper explores a new direction connecting matroids, graphs, and algebraic curves.

In [GHSV23], matroids are associated to canonical curves by means of a generic hyperplane section and the resulting point configuration. As a special case, [GHSV23] considers graph curves – a degeneration of smooth canonical curves into unions of lines. A graph curve of genus g, as defined in [BE91], is the union of 2g − 2 lines in P^{g−1} such that each line intersects exactly three others in nodes. Up to projective transformation, a graph curve is uniquely defined by its dual graph. This dual graph has a vertex for each line of the curve, and an edge between two vertices when the corresponding lines intersect. The intersection of a graph curve with a generic hyperplane of P^{g−1} yields a configuration of 2g − 2 points of the hyperplane, which in turn yields a realizable matroid on 2g − 2 elements. This associated matroid only depends on the graph dual to the curve [GHSV23, Theorem 5.5]. Note that this matroid is fundamentally different from the graphic matroid or the cographic matroid associated to a graph, as the ground set of the former is the set of vertices of the graph, while the ground set of the latter is the set of edges. The focus in [GHSV23] is on the algebraic description of this matroid associated to a graph via its graph curve. In this paper, we provide a combinatorial point of view on this topic. We exhibit a purely combinatorial description of the matroid, which can be computed using Algorithm 1. Our description and algorithm do not depend on the graph curve itself nor on the choice of the generic hyperplane, but only on the dual graph. More precisely, we introduce a graph curve matroid associated to any graph (Definition 2.2), and we show that in the case of graphs dual to graph curves, our combinatorial definition coincides with the algebraic construction in [GHSV23]. 1

Theorem 2.14. The matroid arising from a generic hyperplane section of a graph curve coincides with the graph curve matroid associated to the dual graph of the curve.

Generic hyperplane sections of canonical curves give (identically) self-dual (or selfassociated) point configurations as investigated in [Cob22, DO88, Pet09]. In the language of matroids, this means that the complement of every basis is again a basis. The property of being identically self-dual (ISD) for matroids has been studied in [Lin84, PG06]. It is a consequence of the Riemann-Roch Theorem for singular curves that the graph curve matroid from a generic hyperplane section of a graph curve is ISD [GHSV23]. We observe that this property and its algebraic proof hold even more generally for the graph curve matroid associated to any trivalent, 2-edge-connected graph. Moreover, using our combinatorial description, we prove this self-duality only from combinatorial principles.

Theorem 4.5. Let G be a trivalent, connected graph. Then its graph curve matroid M_G is identically self-dual if and only if G is 2-edge-connected.

The theory developed in this paper for graph curve matroids is not only helpful in filling the combinatorial gap from [GHSV23], but also opens up new interesting questions in combinatorial algebraic geometry. For example, one can ask for an axiomatization of this new class of matroids. We know that graph curve matroids are representable over Q when they come from hyperplane sections of graph curves (Theorem 2.14), but representability in the general case remains an open question. One could also investigate further connections between graphs and their graph curve matroids, like conditions for a non-trivalent graph to give an ISD graph curve matroid, or whether there is a combinatorial characterization for when two non-isomorphic graphs define isomorphic graph curve matroids. Moreover, one could investigate relations between our graph curve matroids and graph divisors in the chip-firing literature, such as [BN07, Yue17].

This paper is structured as follows. Section 2 presents the main definition of the graph curve matroid and revisits its connection to graph curves in algebraic geometry. Section 3 develops an understanding of the circuits of the graph curve matroid in terms of the underlying graph. Using these results, Section 4 gives a combinatorial proof of the fact that the graph curve matroids coming from trivalent, 2-edge-connected graphs are identically self-dual. Finally, Section 5 presents first results on the question (first stated in [GHSV23]) of when non-isomorphic graphs define isomorphic graph curve matroids.

The mathematical data for this paper, which includes examples of graphs and their associated graph curve matroids, as well as the implementation of the algorithms in Macaulay2 [GS], is available at:

https://mathrepo.mis.mpg.de/GraphCurveMatroids.

Funding. This project has received funding from the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) TRR 326 Geometry and Arithmetic of Uniformized Structures, project number 444845124, from the DFG Sachbeihilfe From Riemann surfaces to tropical curves (and back again), project number 456557832, as well as the DFG Sachbeihilfe Rethinking tropical linear algebra: Buildings, bimatroids, and applications, project number 539867663, within the SPP 2458 Combinatorial Synergies. Part of this project was carried out while the third author visited the Max Planck Institute for Mathematics in the Sciences.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank M. Chan, K. Devriendt, A. Gross, M. Joswig, L. Kastner, A. Kuhrs, B. Schröter, B. Sturmfels, and M. Ulirsch for helpful discussions and comments. This project originated at the Graduate Student Meeting on Applied Algebra and Combinatorics at KTH Royal Institute of Technology and Stockholm University 2023.

2. Matroids and Graphs

For any matroid M on a finite ground set E, its dual matroid M^∗ is the matroid on the same ground set, whose bases are the complements of the bases of M. Let r be the rank function of M, which assigns to each subset of E the cardinality of any maximal independent subset. Then, by [Oxl11, Proposition 2.1.9], we have the following relation for the rank function r^∗ of the dual matroid M^∗:

(1) r^∗(X) = r(E − X) + |X| − r(E) for all X ⊆ E.

A matroid is called identically self-dual (ISD) if r = r^∗.

Throughout this paper, graphs are assumed to be undirected, but need not be simple, i.e., we allow parallel edges and loops. Let G = (V, E) be such a graph. For any subset A ⊆ V of vertices or X ⊆ E of edges, let G[A] and G[X] denote the subgraphs of G induced on A and X, respectively. We denote by ω(A) and ω(X) the number of connected components of G[A] and G[X], respectively. Moreover, for any subset A ⊆ V of vertices, we let δ(A) ⊆ E be the set of edges of G that are incident to at least one vertex in A.

By [Oxl11, §1.3.8], the rank function of the graphic or cycle matroid of G is given by: (2) r(X) = |V (G[X])| − ω(X) for all X ⊆ E.

Henceforth, we will use r exclusively for the rank function of a graphic matroid. Moreover, r^∗ will denote the rank function of its dual matroid, called the cographic or bond matroid of G.

2.1. The Graph Curve Matroid. Recall that for any finite ground set V , a function f : 2^V → Z is submodular if f(A ∪ B) + f(A ∩ B) ≤ f(A) + f(B) for any A, B ⊆ V . Furthermore, f is increasing if A ⊆ B implies f(A) ≤ f(B).

Lemma 2.1. For any graph G = (V, E), the map

f : 2^V −→ Z A −→ r^∗(δ(A)) − 1 is submodular and increasing.

Proof. For A, B ⊆ V , we have δ(A ∪ B) = δ(A) ∪ δ(B) and δ(A ∩ B) ⊆ δ(A) ∩ δ(B). Since the rank function r^∗ is submodular and increasing, so is r^∗(δ(·)) − 1. □

If G is simple, then Lemma 2.1 is a special case of [Lov83, Example 1.8], where we consider the edge set as a system of 2-element subsets of V .

Definition 2.2. Given a graph G = (V, E), its graph curve matroid M_G is the matroid on the ground set V given by the following collection of circuits:

C = {A ⊆ V | A is minimal among non-empty subsets of V s.t. r^∗(δ(A)) ≤ |A|}.

Note that M_G is a well-defined matroid by [Oxl11, Proposition 11.1.1] applied to the increasing submodular function f from Lemma 2.1.

Example 2.3. Consider the complete graph K_4 on 4 vertices (see Figure 1a). Applying the formulas (1) and (2), we get that r^∗(δ(A)) = 3 for a vertex subset A with |A| ≥ 2, while r^∗(δ({v})) = 2 for any vertex v. Later, in Lemma 3.2, we provide a general formula for r^∗(δ(A)) for any connected graph G and vertex subset A. Continuing our example, Definition 2.2 implies that the circuits of M_{K4} are the vertex subsets of size 3. Thus, M_{K4} is the uniform matroid U_{2,4}.

Example 2.4. Let G be the vertex-labelled cone graph from Figure 1b. Applying formulas (1) and (2), we see that r^∗(δ({3})) = 1, hence {3} is a loop in M_G. Moreover, we get that r^∗(δ(A)) = 2 when the vertex subset A equals {1}, {2}, or {1, 2}. Therefore, {1, 2} is the only other circuit of M_G, and thus M_G ∼= U_{0,1} ⊕ U_{1,2}.

1234

(a) The complete graph K_4. 123 (b) The cone graph.

Figure 1

We emphasize that the ground set of a graph curve matroid M_G is the vertex set of the graph G, unlike the ground set of the (co)graphic matroid, which is the edge set of G. From now on, r_{MG} will denote the rank function of M_G. We will justify the term “graph curve matroid” in Subsection 2.3, in regard to the algebrogeometric interpretation of this matroid in the case of trivalent, 2-edge-connected graphs. Also, note that a graph curve matroid need not correspond to a unique graph (see Section 5).

Following Definition 2.2, Algorithm 1 computes the circuits of a graph curve matroid.

Algorithm 1 Computing the graph curve matroid M_G Input: Graph G = (V, E). Output: List L of circuits of M_G. 1: L := ∅ 2: for each C ⊆ V with C ≠ ∅ do 3: if r^∗(δ(C)) ≤ |C| and r^∗(δ(A)) > |A| ∀ A ⊊ C with A ≠ ∅ then 4: L = L ∪ {C} 5: return L

The following criteria for (in)dependence in M_G are immediate from Definition 2.2.

Proposition 2.5. A vertex subset A ⊆ V is . . .

(a) . . . dependent in M_G if and only if it contains a subset ∅ ≠ A^′ ⊆ A with r^∗(δ(A^′)) ≤ |A^′|. (b) . . . independent in M_G if and only if for all subsets ∅ ≠ A^′ ⊆ A we have r^∗(δ(A^′)) > |A^′|. Example 2.6. Checking all non-empty subsets of A in Proposition 2.5 (b) is necessary, as there can be a vertex subset A that is dependent in M_G but satisfies r^∗(δ(A)) > |A|. For example, in the double house graph in Figure 2, the subset A = {1, 2, 3, 6} is dependent in M_G, because it contains the dependent subset A^′ = {1, 2, 3} with r^∗(δ(A^′)) = 3 = |A^′|. However, computation shows that r^∗(δ(A)) = 5 > |A|.

12345678

Figure 2. The double house graph.

2.2. Trivalence and 2-Connectivity. If a graph G = (V, E) is the disjoint union of two graphs G_1 = (V_1, E_1) and G_2 = (V_2, E_2), then the rank functions of the cographic matroids of these graphs satisfy

r^∗_G(X) = r^∗_{G1} (X ∩ E_1) + r^∗_{G2} (X ∩ E_2) for all X ⊆ E.

Proposition 2.5 immediately implies M_G = M_{G1} ⊕ M_{G2} . Therefore, it suffices to restrict our attention to understanding the construction of M_G for connected graphs. For a positive integer k, a connected graph G is k-edge-connected if removing any k − 1 or fewer edges from G does not disconnect the graph. Similarly, G is k-vertex-connected if removing any k − 1 or fewer vertices from G does not disconnect it. Whenever we refer to a graph as “k-connected,” we mean “k-edge-connected.” We call a graph trivalent if every vertex has degree 3. For trivalent graphs, vertex and edge connectivity are closely related:

Lemma 2.7. Let G be trivalent. Then G is . . .

(a) . . . 2-connected if and only if it is loopless and 2-vertex-connected. (b) . . . 3-connected if and only if either it is simple and 3-vertex-connected or it is the theta graph (cf. Figure 3a).

Proof. For part (a), trivalence implies that a disconnecting edge must be incident to a loop or a disconnecting vertex, and vice versa. For (b), see [BE91, Lemma 2.6]. □

Even though our graph curve matroid is well-defined for any graph, for the rest of the paper we will mostly restrict our attention to trivalent, 2-connected graphs, since this case results in interesting matroid properties and algebro-geometric interpretations. Below, we state some properties of M_G when G is trivalent, related to 2-connectivity.

Lemma 2.8. Let G = (V, E) be trivalent.

(a) The graph curve matroid M_G is loopless if and only if G is 2-connected. (b) If G is 2-connected, then any circuit C ⊆ V in M_G satisfies r^∗(δ(C)) = |C|.

Proof. (a) Let v ∈ V be a vertex of G. Using (1) and (2), we get: r^∗(δ({v})) = r(E − δ({v})) + |δ({v})| − r(E) = r(E − δ({v})) + |δ({v})| − (|V | − 1). If G is 2-connected, then Lemma 2.7 implies that v is not disconnecting or incident to a loop, so r(E − δ({v})) = |V | − 2 and |δ({v})| = 3. Thus, r^∗(δ({v})) = 2, so {v} is not a circuit in M_G. On the other hand, if v is disconnecting or incident to a loop, computation shows that r^∗(δ({v})) ∈ {0, 1}, so {v} forms a loop in M_G.

(b) By part (a), any circuit C has at least two elements. Thus, C − {v} is non-empty and independent for any v ∈ C. By Proposition 2.5 and the fact that r^∗ is increasing, we get the following chain of inequalities: |C| − 1 < r^∗(δ(C − {v})) ≤ r^∗(δ(C)) ≤ |C|. □ 2.3. Graph Curves and Canonical Morphisms. We recall a few terms and basic results about graph curves, for more see [BE91, BRSV15]. For us, a graph curve C is a connected, projective algebraic curve whose components are copies of the projective line, such that each component intersects the others in precisely three nodes. The isomorphism type of a graph curve is determined by the isomorphism type of its dual graph, which has a vertex for each component of the curve and an edge for every intersection point of two components. Vice versa, for every trivalent, loopless, connected graph G, one can construct a graph curve with dual graph G.

Remark 2.9. Graph curves are maximally degenerate stable curves. Up to isomorphism, each graph curve corresponds to a unique point in a deepest boundary stratum of the Deligne–Mumford compactification of the moduli space of smooth curves with a fixed genus [Cha21, DM69].

From now on, we fix a graph curve C with (trivalent) dual graph G. Let ω_C be its dualizing sheaf (see [Har77, Section III.7]). It is the line bundle over C constructed in the following way. Let C^′ = ⊔_{v∈V (G)}P^1 be the normalization of C. The smooth curve C^′ is obtained by resolving the (nodal) singularities of C and comes with a natural map C^′ → C such that the preimage of a point p ∈ C consists of two points when p is a node, and one point otherwise. Then, ω_C is the push-forward along this map of the sheaf of rational differential forms on C^′ with at worst simple poles at the points lying over the nodes of C such that the residues at any two points lying over the same node add up to zero. In particular, on each component of C, ω_C restricts to O_P1 (1), which is obtained from the sheaf of regular differentials ω_P1 ∼= O_P1 (−2) via twisting by the three nodal points on that component.

The arithmetic genus of C is given by g := b_1(G), i.e., the first Betti number of G. Since G is trivalent, we always have |V | = 2g − 2 and |E| = 3g − 3. By [BE91, Proposition 2.5], the dualizing sheaf ω_C is basepoint-free (see [Har77, Section III.7]) if and only if G is 2-connected. In that case, the line bundle ω_C yields the canonical morphism

C −→ P(H^0(C, ω_C )^∨) c −→ [ s → s(c) ] . In explicit coordinates: any basis s_1, . . . , s_g of H^0(C, ω_C ) yields an identification P(H^0(C, ω_C )^∨) ∼= P^{g−1} under which the canonical morphism is given by C −→ P^{g−1} c −→ ( s_1(c) : · · · : s_g(c) ) . For more details, see [Har77, Section IV.5]. Note that this map is well-defined because ω_C is basepoint-free. Also, this map is unique up to projective linear transformation of P^{g−1}, i.e., up to change of basis s_1, . . . , s_g. Under this canonical morphism, ω_C is the pull-back of O_Pg−1 (1). Since ω_C restricts to O_P1 (1) on each component of C, the canonical morphism embeds each component of C onto a line in P^{g−1}.

Remark 2.10. The images of the nodes of C under this canonical morphism realize the cographic matroid of G [BE91, page 3].

Remark 2.11. The dualizing sheaf is very ample if and only if G is 3-connected and not the theta graph (Figure 3a) [BE91, Proposition 2.5]. In that case, the canonical morphism is an embedding, hence C can be identified with its image as an honest arrangement of lines in projective space P^{g−1}. In particular, our notion of graph curve agrees with that of [GHSV23] in the case of 3-connected, simple graphs. However, if the dual graph is not 3-connected and simple, then C cannot be recovered from its image, as can be seen in Examples 2.13 and 2.16.

One realization of the canonical morphism can be obtained from the combinatorics of G, as explained in [GHSV23, Section 5]: Choose g cycles generating the cycle space of G and set Cyc_G to be the g × (3g − 3) matrix with these generators as edge-incidence row vectors. For every vertex v of G, there is a linearly dependent triple of columns in Cyc_G indexed by the edges incident to v, which yields three distinct collinear points in P^{g−1}. Under the canonical morphism, the component of C corresponding to v maps to the unique line through these three points in P^{g−1}.

Remark 2.12. By [Aig97, Theorem 7.47], Cyc_G realizes the cographic matroid of G. This statement is equivalent to Remark 2.10, because the column vectors of Cyc_G become the coordinates of the nodes of C under this realization of the canonical map.

We can associate a matroid to a graph curve using the canonical morphism. For a generic hyperplane P^{g−2} ∼= H ⊆ P^{g−1}, the intersection of H with the image of C under the canonical morphism yields a multiset of 2g − 2 points in H, one point for every component of C. A point could appear with multiplicity > 1 since the canonical morphism might send distinct components of C to the same line in P^{g−1}; see Figure 3c for an example. As H is generic, the matroid given by the linear dependencies of this point configuration only depends on G and will be denoted M^′_G. This process generalizes the one from [GHSV23], where only graph curves with 3- connected, simple dual graphs are considered. In that case, C is identified with its image under the canonical morphism, and all intersection points with a generic H are distinct and have multiplicity 1.

Example 2.13. Let C be the graph curve corresponding to the theta graph in Figure 3a. That is, C is the union of two (abstract) projective lines that intersect transversally in three points. Hence, the canonical morphism C → P^{g−1} = P^1 restricts to the identity on each line. A generic hyperplane of P^1 is just a generic point of P^1. This yields a point configuration consisting of a double point, whose matroid is U_{1,2}.

12 (a) The theta graph.

1234

(b) The soda can graph.

1 243

(c) The graph curve dual to the soda can graph, with its canonical morphism to P^2.

Figure 3. Two non-simple graphs and a canonical morphism.

Theorem 2.14. For a trivalent, 2-connected graph G, the graph curve matroid M_G coincides with the matroid M^′_G arising from a generic hyperplane section of the graph curve dual to G.

Proof. Let G = (V, E) be trivalent and 2-connected with dual graph curve C. For every vertex i ∈ V , let L_i ⊆ P^{g−1} denote the line that is the image of the corresponding component of C under the canonical morphism. Every edge e = (i, j) ∈ E corresponds to a point q_e ∈ L_i ∩ L_j ⊆ P^{g−1}. More precisely, the edge e in G corresponds to an intersection point of the components i and j of C, and q_e is the image of this node under the canonical morphism.

Let ∅ ≠ A ⊆ V . By [GHSV23, Lemma 5.7], A is a circuit in M^′_G if and only if A is inclusion-minimal with the property that the dimension of span({L_i | i ∈ A}) = span({q_e | e ∈ δ(A)}) equals |A| − 1. The points q_e realize the cographic matroid, so

dim span({q_e | e ∈ δ(A)}) = r^∗(δ(A)) − 1 .

Thus, A is a circuit in M^′_G if and only if A is inclusion-minimal with r^∗(δ(A)) − 1 = |A| − 1, that is, if and only if A is a circuit in M_G by Proposition 2.5 and Lemma 2.8. □

The following theorem is a slightly stronger version of [GHSV23, Theorem 5.5]. All arguments go through, as the main tools are the Riemann-Roch Theorem and the fact that ω_C is the pull-back of O_Pg−1 (1), which still hold with our weaker assumptions on the graph G.

Theorem 2.15. For a 2-connected, trivalent graph G, the matroid M_G is ISD.

In Section 4, we will give a purely combinatorial proof that M_G is identically selfdual.

Example 2.16. Consider the soda can graph in Figure 3b. The corresponding graph curve C has four components intersecting as in Figure 3c. Each pair of (abstract) lines in C that intersect in two points must be mapped to the same line in P^{g−1} = P^2 by the canonical morphism. Hence, the image of C under the canonical morphism consists of two (double) lines intersecting transversely. Slicing with a generic hyperplane in P^2 yields two double points. Thus, the graph curve matroid equals U_{1,2} ⊕U_{1,2}, which is identically self-dual.

3. Circuits in M_G

Throughout this section, we fix a trivalent, 2-connected graph G = (V, E). Note that by Lemma 2.7, G cannot have loops, but we allow G to have parallel edges. We say that C = {v_1, . . . , v_r} ⊆ V is a cycle if, after relabeling the vertices if necessary, there is an edge between v_i and v_{i+1} for every 1 ≤ i ≤ r, where v_{r+1} = v_1. If r = 2, we require these edges to be distinct, i.e., there is a pair of parallels between v_1 and v_2. Finally, a vertex subset of a graph is cyclic if the induced subgraph contains at least one cycle, and acyclic otherwise.

This section provides a complete combinatorial description of the circuits of M_G from the graph G, as given in Proposition 3.1. This description will be very useful for the main result of Section 4. Recall that for a subset A ⊆ V of vertices, ω(A) refers to the number of components of the induced subgraph.

Proposition 3.1. A non-empty subset A ⊆ V is a circuit in M_G if and only if either:

• A is a cycle, or • A is acyclic and ω(A) + 1 = ω(V − A),

and A contains no proper non-empty subset for which either property holds.

To prove this, we first need to understand how to compute r^∗(δ(A)) for any A ⊆ V .

Lemma 3.2. For every A ⊆ V , we have r^∗(δ(A)) = |δ(A)| − |A| − ω(V − A) + 1. In particular, if A is acyclic, then r^∗(δ(A)) = |A| + ω(A) − ω(V − A) + 1. Proof. Applying (2), we get that r(E) = |V | − 1 and r(E − δ(A)) = |V (G[E − δ(A)])| − ω(E − δ(A)) = |V (G[V − A])| − ω(V − A), where the last equality holds because G[V − A] equals G[E − δ(A)] together with an isolated node for each v ∈ V − A which, in G, neighbors only vertices in A. The first statement of the lemma then follows from (1). If A is acyclic, then trivalence implies |δ(A)| = 2 · |A| + ω(A). □

We remark that the first equation in Lemma 3.2 also holds for any connected graph, not just for trivalent, 2-connected ones. Applying Lemmas 2.8 and 3.2, the following is a restatement of Proposition 2.5:

Proposition 3.3. Let A ⊆ V be acyclic. Then A is . . . (a) . . . dependent if and only if it contains a subset ∅ ≠ A^′ ⊆ A with ω(A^′) < ω(V − A^′). Moreover, if A is a circuit, then ω(A) + 1 = ω(V − A) . (b) . . . independent if and only if for all subsets ∅ ≠ A^′ ⊆ A we have ω(A^′) ≥ ω(V − A^′) . Example 3.4. Consider the double house graph G in Figure 2. The vertex subset A = {2, 3, 5, 6, 7} is dependent in M_G since it is acyclic, connected, and disconnects G. Moreover, every proper subset A^′ ⊊ A is independent because ω(A^′) ≥ ω(V − A^′), so A is a circuit. We also note that circuits of a graph curve matroid need not be connected. For example, B = {1, 2, 5, 6, 8} is a circuit in M_G and G[B] is disconnected.

Lemma 3.5. Any cyclic subset is dependent in M_G.

Proof. Let A ⊂ V be an inclusion-minimal cycle. If G is the theta graph (Figure 3a), the statement is clear. Otherwise, A ⊊ V and |δ(A)| = 2 · |A|. By Lemma 3.2, we get r^∗(δ(A)) = 2 · |A| − |A| − ω(V − A) + 1 ≤ |A|, so A is dependent. Thus, any cyclic subset of V must also be dependent. □

Proposition 3.1 now follows immediately from Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 3.5. By Lemma 3.5, if a cyclic subset A ⊆ V gives a circuit in M_G, then A must necessarily be an inclusion-minimal cycle. The following result provides a sufficient condition. Proposition 3.6. An inclusion-minimal cycle A ⊆ V is a circuit in M_G if and only if A does not disconnect the graph G.

Proof. Let us assume G is not the theta graph (Figure 3a), since the unique cycle of the theta graph does not disconnect it.

Let A be a circuit in M_G, v ∈ A, and A^′ = A − {v}. Since A^′ is acyclic, connected, and independent in M_G, applying Proposition 3.3 (b) yields 1 = ω(A^′) ≥ ω(V − A^′). Thus, G[V − A^′] is connected. Since the vertex v has degree 1 in G[V − A^′], the graph G[V − A] must also be connected.

Conversely, assume that G[V − A] is connected. Every non-empty subset A^′ ⊊ A is acyclic. Moreover, G[V − A^′] is connected because each vertex in A − A^′ is adjacent to G[V − A]. Hence, we have that ω(A^′) ≥ ω(V − A^′) = 1, so A^′ is independent in M_G by Proposition 3.3. □

4. Self-Duality

In [GHSV23], the ISD property of matroids coming from graph curves was argued via the Riemann-Roch Theorem. Here, we present a combinatorial proof. In this section, G = (V, E) always denotes a trivalent, 2-connected graph. For us, the genus of a graph G is equal to its first Betti number, i.e., the rank of its cycle space. The graph curve matroid M_G of a graph G of genus g has a ground set of cardinality |V | = 2g − 2. To prove that M_G is ISD, it therefore suffices to show that M_G has rank g − 1 and that the complement of any basis is independent (hence also a basis).

To accomplish the first step, we construct a set of rank g − 1 in M_G by starting with any vertex of G and inductively adding adjacent vertices such that the rank in M_G increases sufficiently often. Crucial for this is the following lemma:

Lemma 4.1. If A ⊆ V and v ∈ V − A is a vertex contained in a cycle of G[V − A], then r_{MG} (A ∪ {v}) > r_{MG} (A). In particular, if A is a basis of M_G, then V − A must be acyclic.

Proof. Let I ⊆ A be a maximal independent subset of A in M_G. We claim that I ∪ {v} is also independent. Surely, I ∪ {v} is acyclic, because v is trivalent and at least two of its incident edges go to vertices of V −A ⊆ V −I. By Proposition 3.3 (b) and the fact that M_G is loopless, it suffices to show that ω(I^′ ∪ {v}) ≥ ω(V − (I^′ ∪ {v})) for all non-empty subsets I^′ ⊆ I. As I is independent in M_G, we have that ω(I^′) ≥ ω(V − I^′). There are two cases: if v is adjacent to I^′, then ω(I^′ ∪ {v}) = ω(I^′) and ω(V − (I^′ ∪ {v})) = ω(V − I^′), because v is contained in a cycle and is bivalent in G[V −I^′]. If v is not adjacent to I^′, then ω(I^′∪{v}) = ω(I^′)+1 and ω(V −(I^′∪{v})) ≤ ω(V − I^′) + 1. In both cases, the desired inequality holds. □

Lemma 4.2. Let A ⊆ V and v ∈ V − A a vertex adjacent to A.

(a) We have r^∗(δ(A ∪ {v})) ≤ r^∗(δ(A)) + 1.

(b) If r^∗(δ(A ∪ {v})) = r^∗(δ(A)) + 1, then r_{MG} (A ∪ {v}) > r_{MG} (A).

Proof. (a) We first show that if |δ(A)∩δ(v)| ∈ {2, 3}, then r^∗(δ(A∪{v})) = r^∗(δ(A)). If v has two edges incident to A, then ω(V −(A∪{v})) = ω(V −A). If all three edges of v are incident to vertices in A, then ω(V − (A ∪ {v})) = ω(V − A) − 1, since v is isolated in G[V −A]. In both cases, Lemma 3.2 tells us that r^∗(δ(A∪{v})) = r^∗(δ(A)). Then, we consider the case when exactly one edge of v is incident to A. In this case, ω(V − (A ∪ {v})) ≥ ω(V − A). (3) Thus, by Lemma 3.2, we obtain r^∗(δ(A ∪ {v})) = |δ(A ∪ {v})| − |A ∪ {v}| − ω(V − (A ∪ {v})) + 1 ≤ |δ(A)| + 2 − |A| − 1 − ω(V − A) + 1 (4) = r^∗(δ(A)) + 1.

(b) By Lemma 4.1, it suffices to show that v is contained in a cycle of G[V − A]. Equality in part (a) can only hold if we have equality in (4), hence in (3). Let w_1, w_2 ∈ V − A be the unique (not necessarily distinct) vertices adjacent to v. As ω(V − (A ∪ {v}) = ω(V − A) and w_1, w_2 are in the same component in G[V − A] connected by v, they must also be in the same component in G[V −(A∪{v})]. Hence, there is a simple path through vertices in V − (A ∪ {v}) from w_1 to w_2. The union of this path with v forms a cycle in G[V − A]. □

Proposition 4.3. The rank of M_G is g − 1.

Proof. As G is connected and trivalent, the rank formula for dual matroids (1) implies r^∗(E) = |E| − r(E) = |E| − (|V | − 1) = (3g − 3) − (2g − 3) = g. By Proposition 2.5, any subset of V of cardinality at least g needs to be dependent in M_G. Thus, r_{MG} (V ) ≤ g − 1. We now show that r_{MG} (V ) ≥ g − 1. Choose any v_1 ∈ V and set A_1 = {v_1}. Then, r^∗(δ(A_1)) = 2 by Lemma 3.2. By sequentially adding adjacent vertices, construct a chain of vertex subsets

{v_1} = A_1 ⊊ A_2 ⊊ . . . ⊊ A_{2g−2} = V

such that |A_i| = i and G[A_i] is connected. We have that r^∗(δ(A_1)) = 2, while r^∗(δ(A_{2g−2})) = r^∗(E) = g. Since r^∗(δ(A_{i+1})) ≤ r^∗(δ(A_i)) + 1 by Lemma 4.2 (a), there have to be exactly g−2 indices i_1 < i_2 < . . . < i_{g−2} with r^∗(A_{ij +1}) = r^∗(A_{ij} )+1. By Lemma 4.2 (b), it follows that r_{MG} (A_{ij} ) < r_{MG} (A_{ij +1}). Thus, we have

1 ≤ r_{MG} (A_{i1} ) < r_{MG} (A_{i2} ) < · · · < r_{MG} (A_{ig−2} ) < r_{MG} (A_{ig−2+1})

and therefore r_{MG} (V ) ≥ r_{MG} (A_{ig−2+1}) ≥ g − 1. □

The proof of Proposition 4.3 is constructive, so it yields an algorithm that starts with any vertex of G and constructs a basis of M_G containing the vertex. See Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 Computing a basis of M_G containing a given vertex Input: Trivalent, 2-connected graph G = (V, E), v ∈ V . Output: Basis B of M_G containing v. 1: B := {v}, A := B 2: while |B| < g − 1 do 3: choose a vertex w ∈ V \ A that is adjacent to A 4: if r^∗(δ(A ∪ {w})) > r^∗(δ(A)) then 5: B = B ∪ {w} 6: end if 7: A = A ∪ {w} 8: end while 9: return B

Lemma 4.4. Let B be a basis of M_G. Then ω(V − B) = ω(B).

Proof. Applying the acyclic case of Lemma 3.2 to r^∗(δ(B)) ≤ g, we obtain that ω(B) ≤ ω(V −B). Since B is independent, the claim follows from Proposition 3.3 (b). □ Theorem 4.5. Let G be a connected, trivalent graph. Then its graph curve matroid M_G is identically self-dual if and only if G is 2-edge-connected.

Proof. If G contains a disconnecting edge (i.e., a bridge), then M_G has a loop by Lemma 2.8 and is therefore not ISD.

Assume that G is 2-connected. Let B be a basis of M_G. Since |V − B| = g − 1 = r_{MG} (V ), it suffices to prove that V − B is independent. By Lemma 4.1, V − B is acyclic. So, by Proposition 3.3 (b), we need to show that for any subset ∅ ≠ A ⊆ V − B we have ω(A) ≥ ω(V − A). We prove this by contradiction. We assume that there exists a subset ∅ ≠ A ⊆ V − B with ω(A) < ω(V − A).

Claim: There exists A^′ ⊆ V − B containing A such that ω(A^′) < ω(V − A^′) and such that G[A^′] is a union of connected components of G[V − B].

To construct A^′, we inductively add adjacent vertices to A. Let v ∈ V − (B ∪ A) be a vertex that is adjacent to A. (If no such vertex exists, then we set A^′ = A and we are done.) By a similar analysis as in the proof of Lemma 4.2 (a), we have ω(A ∪ {v}) < ω(V − (A ∪ {v})). Replacing A by A ∪ {v} and repeating the above procedure until no longer possible yields the desired set A^′. Note that A^′ ⊊ V − B, because otherwise we have ω(V − B) = ω(A^′) < ω(V − A^′) = ω(B), which contradicts Lemma 4.4. This proves the claim.

Let now m = ω(B) = ω(V − B). We denote by B_1, . . . , B_m the vertex sets of the connected components of G[B] and by A_1, . . . , A_m the vertex sets of the components of G[V − B]. Since G[A^′] ≠ G[V − B] is a union of components of G[V − B], the vertex set of any component of G[V − A^′] is a disjoint union of some A_i’s and B_j’s. For each component G[C] of G[V − A^′], let f_A(C) := |{i ∈ [m] | A_i ⊆ C}| and let f_B(C) := |{i ∈ [m] | B_i ⊆ C}|. There must exist a component G[C] such that f_A(C) ≥ f_B(C). Otherwise, f_B(C) ≥ f_A(C)+1 for all components G[C] of G[V −A^′], and thus m = ∑ G[C] comp. of G[V −A^′] f_B(C) ≥ ω(V −A^′)+ ∑ G[C] comp. of G[V −A^′] f_A(C) > ω(A^′)+ ∑ G[C] comp. of G[V −A^′] f_A(C) = m.

Thus, we can now fix a component G[C] of G[V − A^′] with f_A(C) ≥ f_B(C). After relabeling if necessary, we can assume that C = A_1 ∪ . . . ∪ A_k ∪ B_1 ∪ . . . ∪ B_l with k ≥ l. Then, consider the set B^′ := B_1 ∪ . . . ∪ B_l, which satisfies ω(B^′) = l < k + 1 ≤ ω(V − B^′), where the last inequality follows because G[A_1], . . . , G[A_k] are connected components of G[V − B^′], and there is at least one other component containing vertices in A^′. Thus, by Proposition 3.3 (a), B^′ is dependent in M_G. As B^′ ⊆ B and B is a basis, this is a contradiction. □

5. Different Graphs Giving the Same Matroid M_G

As mentioned after Definition 2.2, we can have non-isomorphic graphs, with nonisomorphic cographic matroids, defining isomorphic graph curve matroids. This phenomenon is already mentioned in [GHSV23]. Describing criteria for when two non-isomorphic graphs define the same graph curve matroid remains an open question. Here, we provide a sufficient condition using 2-switches of graphs, as defined in [Fer22].

Let G_1 = (V_1, E_1) and G_2 = (V_2, E_2) be two 2-connected graphs. Let G be any graph obtained from the disjoint union G_1 ⊔ G_2 via 2-switching any two edges (a_1, b_1) ∈ E_1 and (a_2, b_2) ∈ E_2, i.e., replacing them with two new edges (a_1, a_2) and (b_1, b_2), as pictured in Figure 4.

b_1 a_1 b_2 a_2⇝ b_1 a_1 b_2 a_2

Figure 4. A 2-switch of the disjoint union of two graphs.

Using the first statement of Lemma 3.2 (which does not require the running trivalence assumption from Section 3) and Proposition 2.5, it follows easily that A_1 ⊆ V_1 and A_2 ⊆ V_2 are independent in M_{G1} and M_{G2} , respectively, if and only if A_1 ∪ A_2 is independent in M_G. We therefore obtain the following result.

Proposition 5.1. In the setting above, we have that M_G = M_{G1} ⊕ M_{G2} .

In particular, this proves that the set of graph curve matroids coming from 2- connected graphs is closed under taking direct sums.

Moreover, any 2-connected graph G that admits an edge cut of size 2 can be written as the 2-switch of the disjoint union of two smaller 2-connected graphs. Thus, its associated matroid M_G splits as a direct sum by Proposition 5.1. Therefore, the graph curve matroids arising from 3-connected graphs are the building blocks of the class of graph curve matroids associated to 2-connected graphs. Example 5.2. The theta graph G in Figure 3a has M_G = U_{1,2}. The soda can graph H from Figure 3b is a 2-switch of the disjoint union of two theta graphs, and we saw in Example 2.16 that M_H = U_{1,2} ⊕ U_{1,2}.

Corollary 5.3. Two non-isomorphic graphs define the same graph curve matroid if they are both obtained from the same smaller 2-connected graphs via 2-switching different choices of edges.

References

[Aig97] Martin Aigner, Combinatorial theory, Classics in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1997, Reprint of the 1979 original.

[BE91] Dave Bayer and David Eisenbud, Graph curves, Adv. Math. 86 (1991), no. 1, 1–40, With an appendix by Sung Won Park.

[BN07] Matthew Baker and Serguei Norine, Riemann-Roch and Abel-Jacobi theory on a finite graph, Adv. Math. 215 (2007), no. 2, 766–788.

[BRSV15] Gregory Burnham, Zvi Rosen, Jessica Sidman, and Peter Vermeire, Line arrangements modeling curves of high degree: equations, syzygies, and secants, Recent advances in algebraic geometry, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., vol. 417, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2015, pp. 52–70.

[Cha21] Melody Chan, Moduli spaces of curves: classical and tropical, Notices Amer. Math. Soc. 68 (2021), no. 10, 1700–1713.

[CM94] Ciro Ciliberto and Rick Miranda, Graph curves, colorings, and matroids, pp. 89–111, de Gruyter, Berlin, 1994.

[Cob22] Arthur B. Coble, Associated sets of points, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 24 (1922), no. 1, 1–20.

[DM69] Pierre Deligne and David Mumford, The irreducibility of the space of curves of given genus, Publications mathématiques de l’IHÉS 36 (1969).

[DO88] Igor Dolgachev and David Ortland, Point sets in projective spaces and theta functions, Astérisque (1988), no. 165, 210.

[Fer22] Rosário Fernandes, On the switch-length of two connected graphs with the same degree sequence, Australas. J. Combin. 83 (2022), 87–100.

[GHSV23] Alheydis Geiger, Sachi Hashimoto, Bernd Sturmfels, and Raluca Vlad, Self-dual matroids from canonical curves, Experimental Mathematics 0 (2023), no. 0, 1–22.

[GS] Daniel Grayson and Michael Stillman, Macaulay2, a software system for research in algebraic geometry, available at http://www.math.uiuc.edu/Macaulay2/.

[Har77] Robin Hartshorne, Algebraic geometry, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. No. 52, Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1977.

[Lin84] Bernt Lindström, On binary identically self-dual matroids, European J. Combin. 5 (1984), no. 1, 55–58. MR 746046 [Lov83] László Lovász, Submodular functions and convexity, Mathematical programming: the state of the art (Bonn, 1982), Springer, Berlin, 1983, pp. 235–257. MR 717403 [Oxl01] James Oxley, On the interplay between graphs and matroids, Surveys in combinatorics, 2001 (Sussex), London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., vol. 288, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2001, pp. 199–239. MR 1850709 [Oxl11] , Matroid theory, second ed., Oxford Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 21, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2011.

[Pet09] Ivan Petrakiev, On self-associated sets of points in small projective spaces, Comm. Algebra 37 (2009), no. 2, 397–405.

[PG06] Carles Padró and Ignacio Gracia, Representing small identically self-dual matroids by self-dual codes, SIAM J. Discrete Math. 20 (2006), no. 4, 1046–1055.

[Tut59] William T. Tutte, Matroids and graphs, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 90 (1959), 527–552. MR 101527 [Yue17] Chi Ho Yuen, Geometric bijections between spanning trees and break divisors, Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series A 152 (2017), 159–189.

Max-Planck-Institute for Mathematics in the Sciences, Leipzig, Germany Email address: alheydis.geiger@mis.mpg.de

Institut für Mathematik, Goethe–Universität Frankfurt, 60325 Frankfurt am Main, Germany Email address: kuehn@math.uni-frankfurt.de

Department of Mathematics, Brown University, Providence, RI, USA Email address: raluca_vlad@brown.edu