arXiv:2306.04393v2 [math.AC] 2 Oct 2023

THE WEAK LEFSCHETZ PROPERTY OF WHISKERED GRAPHS

SUSAN M. COOPER, SARA FARIDI, THIAGO HOLLEBEN, LISA NICKLASSON, AND ADAM VAN TUYL

ABSTRACT. We consider Artinian level algebras arising from the whiskering of a graph. Employing a result by Dao-Nair we show that multiplication by a general linear form has maximal rank in degrees 1 and n − 1 when the characteristic is not two, where n is the number of vertices in the graph. Moreover, the multiplication is injective in degrees < n/2 when the characteristic is zero, following a proof by Hausel. Our result in the characteristic zero case is optimal in the sense that there are whiskered graphs for which the multiplication maps in all intermediate degrees n/2, . . . , n − 2 of the associated Artinian algebras fail to have maximal rank, and consequently, the weak Lefschetz property.

1. INTRODUCTION

A graded Artinian algebra A = A_0 ⊕ A_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ A_t has the weak Lefschetz property (WLP) if there is an ℓ ∈ A_1 such that the multiplication maps ×ℓ : A_i → A_{i+1} all have maximal rank, i.e., are injective or surjective. When studying the WLP it is natural to consider standard graded algebras, presented as A = R/I where R = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n] is a polynomial ring over a field K and I is a homogeneous ideal. As was first pointed out in [17], when I is a monomial ideal, A has the WLP if and only if the multiplication maps induced by ℓ = x_1 + · · · + x_n have maximal rank. A recent contribution to the investigation of WLP for monomial ideals is work of Dao and Nair [8] where the Stanley-Reisner ideals I_Δ together with the squares of the variables are considered over a field of characteristic zero. Their results, which are described in detail in Section 2, complement previous work by Michałek and Miró-Roig [16], and Migliore, Nagel and Schenck [19], both studying the WLP of quadratic and cubic monomial ideals using Togliatti systems. Dao and Nair’s work also complements work by Cook, Migliore, Nagel and Zanello [5] that relates the WLP of monomial Artinian algebras to problems in incidence geometry.

A quadratic monomial ideal defining an Artinian algebra can be interpreted as an edge ideal of a graph together with the squares of the variables. More precisely, let G = (V, E) be a finite simple graph on the vertex set V = {x_1, . . . , x_n} and edge set E. The edge ideal I(G) = ⟨x_ix_j | {x_i, x_j} ∈ E⟩ defines an Artinian algebra A(G) = R/(⟨x^2_1, . . . , x^2_n⟩ + I(G)), called the Artinian algebra of G. We are interested in the following general question:

Question 1.1. For which graphs G does A(G) have the WLP? If A(G) does not have the WLP, in which degrees do the multiplication maps fail to have maximal rank?

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 13E10, 13F20, 13F55, 05E45.

Key words and phrases. Weak Lefschetz property, graded Artinian rings, whiskered graphs, pseudo-manifolds. 1

The WLP of such algebras A(G) have been studied in [23] and [24], where they classify the WLP for some special classes of graphs including paths, cycles, wheel graphs, and star graphs. However, our understanding of Question 1.1 is far from complete; we contribute to this question by considering whiskered graphs (see Definition 2.8). Artinian algebras defined by whiskered graphs are particularly interesting from the Lefschetz properties perspective, as they are level.

In [15, Theorem 58] Dao and Nair’s result [8] is generalized to hold over any field of characteristic different from 2. Our contribution in this short note, summarized in Theorem 1.2 below, is an application of this result together with a result by Hausel [14] to whiskered graphs. Note that a whiskered graph always has 2n vertices and at least n edges, for some number n, by construction. The socle degree of the corresponding Artinian algebra is n, meaning that the algebra is of the form A_0 ⊕ A_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ A_n with A_n ≠ {0}.

Theorem 1.2 (Corollaries 3.2 and 3.3). Let G be a whiskered graph with 2n vertices and at least n + 1 edges, and let A = A(G) be the Artinian algebra of G over a field K where char(K ) ≠ 2. If ℓ is the sum of the variables of A, then ×ℓ : A_i → A_{i+1} has maximal rank when i = 1 or n − 1. In the case char(K ) = 0, the map ×ℓ is injective for all i < n/2.

Our proof of Theorem 1.2 relies on showing that the independence complex of a whiskered graph, a simplicial complex whose faces correspond to the independent sets of the graph, is a pseudo-manifold with boundary. This result is of independent interest, and highlights some of the nice combinatorial properties of whiskered graphs. As we show later in the paper, Theorem 1.2 is the best statement we can hope to make for the entire class of whiskered graphs. For further reading on edge ideals of whiskered graphs see [9, 11, 25, 27], and the generalizations given in [2, 6, 10].

Our paper is structured as follows. In the next section we recall the relevant terminology and results on Artinian algebras, simplicial complexes, and graph theory. In Section 3 we prove our main theorem (see Theorem 3.1). In Section 4 we provide some illustrative examples to show that we cannot extend Theorem 1.2 to degrees i = 2 or i = n − 2.

2. BACKGROUND

We recall the required results about Artinian rings and graph theory used to prove our main results. For a general introduction to Artinian rings and the weak and strong Lefschetz properties we recommend [18].

2.1. Lefschetz properties of Artinian rings. Throughout, we let K be a field. A graded K - algebra A can be decomposed into a direct sum of vector spaces A = ⨁ i≥0 A_i such that A_0 ∼= K , and the multiplication satisfies A_iA_j ⊂ A_{i+j} . The algebra A is Artinian precisely when the number of non-zero graded components is finite.

Definition 2.1 (Weak Lefschetz property). An Artinian graded algebra A = A_0 ⊕ A_1 ⊕ · · ·⊕ A_t has the weak Lefschetz property (WLP) if there exists a linear form ℓ ∈ A_1 such that the map ×ℓ : A_i → A_{i+1} given by a → aℓ has maximal rank min{dim_K A_i, dim_K A_{i+1}} for each i = 0, . . . , t − 1. If A has the WLP with the linear form ℓ, we say that ℓ is a weak Lefschetz element.

Note that a weak Lefschetz element, if it exists, is in general not unique. In this paper we consider Artinian algebras of the form K [x_1 , . . . , x_n]/I where I is a monomial ideal, and in this case it suffices to consider ℓ to be the sum of the variables.

Lemma 2.2 ([17, 21]). An Artinian algebra K [x_1 , . . . , x_n]/I, where I is a monomial ideal, has the WLP if and only if x_1 + · · · + x_n is a weak Lefschetz element.

Lemma 2.2 was first stated in [17, Proposition 2.2] over an infinite field, and later in [21, Proposition 4.3] over an arbitrary field.

Consider a graded Artinian algebra A = A_0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ A_t, assuming A_t ≠ {0}. The socle of A is the subspace {f ∈ A | af = 0 for any a ∈ A_1}. It is clear that the socle contains the graded component A_t, and A is called level if the socle is precisely A_t. When A is level we say that t is the socle degree of A.

Lemma 2.3 ([17, Proposition 2.1]). Let A = A_0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ A_t be a graded Artinian algebra, and ℓ ∈ A_1. If the map ×ℓ : A_i → A_{i+1} is surjective for some i_0, then the same holds for any i > i_0. Moreover, if A is level, and ×ℓ : A_i → A_{i+1} is injective for some i_0, then the same holds for any i < i_0.

When A is a level algebra of characteristic 0 defined by a monomial ideal, an argument found in the proof of [14, Theorem 6.3] proves injectivity of several multiplication maps. For the reader’s convenience we include a short proof here.

Lemma 2.4. Let A = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n]/I be a level Artinian algebra of socle degree t, where I is a monomial ideal, and char(K ) = 0. Let ℓ = x_1 +· · ·+x_n. Then the maps ×ℓ^{t−2k} : A_k → A_{t−k} and ×ℓ : A_k → A_{k+1} are both injective, for k < t/2.

Proof. We start by recalling the construction of a level algebra via Macaulay’s inverse system. Let R = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n] and S = K [X_1 , . . . , X_n], and let the polynomials of R act as differential operators on S by taking x_i =^∂_{∂Xi} . For g ∈ S we let Ann(g) denote the ideal of R consisting of all elements annihilating g under this action. An Artinian algebra R/I is level with socle degree t if and only if I = Ann(g_1) ∩ · · · ∩ Ann(g_s) for some g_1, . . . , g_s ∈ S_t. For a proof of this fact see [13, Proposition 2.74].

Now assume I is a monomial ideal such that R/I is Artinian and level of socle degree t. Then I = Ann(m_1) ∩ · · · ∩ Ann(m_s) for some monomials m_1, . . . , m_s ∈ S_t. Indeed, the monomials m_1, . . . , m_s can be obtained by taking all monomials in R_t not included in I, and substituting x_i → X_i. Let ℓ = x_1 + · · · + x_n, and let f be an element in the kernel of the map ×ℓ^{t−2k} : A_k → A_{t−k}, for some k < t/2. Lifting f to R we have f ∈ R_k such that ℓ^{t−2k}f ∈ I. By the decomposition of I we also have ℓ^{t−2k}f ∈ Ann(m_i), for each i = 1, . . . , s. Taking A^{(i)} = R/ Ann(m_i), this implies that f is in the kernel of ×ℓ^{t−2k} : A^{(i)}_k → A^{(i)}_{t−k}. The algebra A^{(i)} is a monomial complete intersection. It is well known that such algebras have the strong Lefschetz property, the first proof was given in [22]. In particular, this says that the maps ×ℓ^{t−2k} : A^{(i)}_k → A^{(i)}_{t−k} are bijective for all k < t/2. Hence f ∈ Ann(m_i) for each i, or in other words f ∈ I, and we conclude that the map ×ℓ^{t−2k} : A_k → A_{t−k} is injective. Then the same holds for ×ℓ : A_k → A_{k+1}, as an element in the kernel of this map would also be in the kernel of ×ℓ^{t−2k} : A_k → A_{t−k}. □ Recall that a simplicial complex Δ on a vertex set V = {x_1, . . . , x_n} is a set of subsets of V that satisfies the conditions: (1) if F ∈ Δ and G ⊆ F , then G ∈ Δ, and (2) {x_i} ∈ Δ for all i. An element F ∈ Δ is a face. The maximal elements of Δ (with respect to inclusion) are called the facets of Δ. Given a face F ∈ Δ, the dimension of F is dim(F ) = |F | − 1. By convention, dim(∅) = −1. We sometimes call a face F a t-face if dim(F ) = t. The dimension of Δ is defined to be dim(Δ) = max{dim(F ) | F ∈ Δ}. A simplicial complex is pure if all its facets have the same dimension. The f-vector of a d-dimensional simplicial complex Δ is the vector of integers

f(Δ) = (f_0, . . . , f_d) where f_i = number of i-dimensional faces of Δ.

We are interested in the following class of simplicial complexes.

Definition 2.5 (Pseudo-manifold). A d-dimensional simplicial complex Δ is a pseudo-manifold if the following conditions hold:

(1) Δ is pure;

(2) every face of dimension (d − 1) of Δ is contained in at most two facets of Δ; and (3) for every two facets F, F^′ ∈ Δ, there exists a sequence of facets F = G_0, G_1, . . . , G_t = F^′ such that dim(G_i ∩ G_{i+1}) = d − 1 for all i = 0, . . . , t − 1.

Additionally, a pseudo-manifold has a boundary if there exists at least one face of dimension (d − 1) of Δ that belongs to exactly one facet of Δ.

Given a simplicial complex Δ, the Stanley-Reisner ideal of Δ is the square-free monomial ideal I_Δ = ⟨x_{i1} · · · x_{ir} | {x_{i1} , . . . , x_{ir} } ∉ Δ⟩. We construct a graded Artinian algebra from Δ as follows:

(2.1) A(Δ) = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n]/(⟨x^2_1, . . . , x^2_n⟩ + I_Δ).

From the definitions of the Stanley-Reisner ideal and the f-vector of Δ, it follows that when A = A(Δ), then dim_K A_i = f_{i−1} for i = 1, . . . , dim(Δ) + 1.

The following theorem now links together a number of concepts defined above. In the statement below, the 1-skeleton of Δ is the simplicial complex consisting of all the faces of Δ of dimension at most one, which can be considered a graph. A graph is bipartite if it contains no cycles of odd length. Also in the statement below is the dual graph of Δ. We will not need to make use of the dual graph in this paper and thus do not define the term here.

Theorem 2.6 (Dao–Nair [8, Theorems 1.1, 1.2]). Let Δ be a simplicial complex with 1-skeleton G, let A = A(Δ) be the Artinian K -algebra defined in (2.1), where char(K ) = 0, and let ℓ = x_1 + · · · + x_n.

• The map ×ℓ : A_1 → A_2 is injective if and only if f_0 ≤ f_1 (or equivalently dim_K A_1 ≤ dim_K A_2) and G has no bipartite connected components.

• If Δ is a d-dimensional pseudo-manifold, then ×ℓ : A_d → A_{d+1} has maximal rank if and only if – Δ has boundary, or – Δ has no boundary, and the dual graph of Δ is not bipartite.

2.2. Graph theory background. Let G = (V, E) denote a finite simple graph, where V = {x_1, . . . , x_n} denotes the set of vertices of G, and E denotes the set of edges of G. We will write V (G), respectively E(G), if we wish to highlight that the vertices, respectively edges, belong to the graph G. Note that a graph is a 1-dimensional simplicial complex.

Definition 2.7 (Independent set, complex). For a graph G = (V, E), a subset W ⊆ V is called an independent set if for all e ∈ E, at least one vertex of e is not in W . The independence complex of G is the simplicial complex

Ind(G) = {W | W ⊆ V is an independent set of G}.

It is straightforward to verify that Ind(G) satisfies the definition of a simplicial complex. The facets of Ind(G) correspond to the maximal independent sets of the graph G. By the Stanley- Reisner correspondence, it can be shown that I_{Ind(G)} = I(G), that is, the square-free monomial associated with the simplicial complex Ind(G) is precisely the edge ideal of G. Instead of writing A(Ind(G)) for the graded Artinian algebra of Equation (2.1), we will abuse notation and simply write A(G) (thus agreeing with our notation in the introduction), and call A(G) the Artinian algebra of G.

We now turn our attention to the main class of graphs we wish to study.

Definition 2.8 (Whiskering). Given a graph G with vertex set V = {x_1, . . . , x_n}, the whiskered graph of G, denoted w(G), is the graph on the vertex set V (w(G)) = {x_1, . . . , x_n, y_1, . . . , y_n} and edge set E(w(G)) = E(G) ∪ {{x_i, y_i} | i = 1, . . . , n}. We say a graph is whiskered if it is the whiskering of some graph G.

Informally, we “whisker” a graph G by adding a new vertex y_i for each vertex x_i in G, and join these two vertices together with an edge. An example of a graph G and its whiskered graph w(G) is given in Figure 1.

Whiskering G =⇒ x_4x_3 x_1x_2 y_4 y_1 x_4 x_1 x_4 x_2 y_4 y_2

FIGURE 1. A graph G and its whiskered graph w(G)

Whiskered graphs have a number of nice properties, some of which can be found in [9, 11, 25, 27]. In particular, the operation of whiskering always produces a Cohen-Macaulay graph; in other words no matter what G we choose, I(w(G)) is a Cohen-Macaulay ideal. This implies also that I(w(G)) is an unmixed ideal, or in the language of our current paper, it has a pure independence complex (see, for example, [9, Theorem 4.4] for a proof). Because the independence complex of a whiskered graph is pure, the graded Artinian algebra A(w(G)) is also level (see [1]). We record these facts in a lemma.

Lemma 2.9. If G is a whiskered graph on 2n vertices, then the independence complex Ind(G) is a pure simplicial complex of dimension n − 1. Furthermore, the algebra A(G) is level with socle degree n.

3. MAIN RESULT

In this section we prove our main result. As we shall show, Theorem 1.2 is in fact a corollary about the structure of the independence complex of a whiskered graph. In particular, we prove that these independence complexes are all pseudo-manifolds.

Theorem 3.1. If G is a whiskered graph on 2n vertices, then Ind(G) is a pseudo-manifold. Moreover, if |E(G)| ≥ n + 1, then Ind(G) is a pseudo-manifold with boundary.

Proof. Let G = w(H), where V (H) = {x_1, . . . , x_n} and V (G) = V (H) ∪ {y_1, . . . , y_n} are the vertex sets of H and G, respectively. We need to verify Definition 2.5 (1)-(3). By Lemma 2.9, Ind(G) is a pure (n − 1)-dimensional simplicial complex, which verifies Definition 2.5 (1). We next prove the remaining two conditions.

We first show that every (n − 2)-face of Ind(G) is contained in at most two facets. Observe that if U is an independent set of G and x_k /∈ U for some k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then U ∪ {y_k} is an independent set of U. This is because the vertex y_k connects only to x_k. We therefore conclude that every (n − 2)-face F of Ind(G) can be written as a disjoint union F = {x_i | i ∈ S} ∪ {y_j | j ∈ T } where S, T ⊂ {1, . . . , n}, S ∩ T = ∅, and |S ∪ T | = n − 1. In particular, F ∪ {x_j }, F ∪ {y_i} ∉ Ind(G) for j ∈ T, i ∈ S. Suppose {1, . . . , n} ∖ (S ∪ T ) = {q}. Then there are at most two facets of Ind(G) that contain F , namely

• F ∪ {x_q}, if {x_i | i ∈ S} ∪ {x_q} is an independent set of H, and • F ∪ {y_q}. We have now verified Definition 2.5 (2).

Finally, to show Definition 2.5 (3) holds, consider any two facets F, F^′ ∈ Ind(G). We claim there exists a sequence of facets (F_0, . . . , F_s) such that F_0 = F , F_s = F^′ and |F_i∩F_{i+1}| = n−1.

To prove this claim, we let Y = {y_1, . . . , y_n} be the facet of Ind(G) that contains all the vertices of the whiskers (which is clearly an independent set of G) and let F be an arbitrary facet of Ind(G). After reordering the vertices of Ind(G), F can be written as F = {x_1, . . . , x_i, y_{i+1}, . . . , y_n}.

In particular, since {x_1, . . . , x_i} is an independent set of vertices in G, every subset of it is also independent.

Consider the sequence of facets (Y, F_1, . . . , F_{i−1}, F_i = F ), where F_j = {x_1, . . . , x_j , y_{j+1}, . . . , y_n}. Note that the sequence satisfies |F_j ∩ F_{j+1}| = |{x_1, . . . , x_j , y_{j+2}, . . . , y_n}| = n − 1. Definition 2.5 (3) now holds for any two facets F, F^′ of Ind(G) taking the sequences from F to Y and F^′ to Y constructed as above, by gluing the two sequences together, with one of them in reverse order. Thus, Ind(G) is a pseudo-manifold.

Note that the condition |E(G)| ≥ n + 1 implies that H has at least one edge. Consequently, there exists a maximal independent set D ⊊ V (H). Up to reordering the indices, we may assume D = {x_1, . . . , x_i} for some i < n. The (n − 2)-face F = {x_1, . . . , x_i, y_{i+1}, . . . , y_{n−1}} of Ind(G) is contained in the facet F ∪ {y_n}. Moreover, since D is a maximal independent set, the vertex x_n is adjacent to some x_j ∈ D. In particular, F is only contained in one facet of Ind(G). Consequently, Ind(G) is a pseudo-manifold with boundary. □

To prove Theorem 1.2, we need to take into consideration the characteristic of the field K .

Corollary 3.2 (Characteristic 0 Case). Suppose G is a whiskered graph on 2n vertices and at least n + 1 edges, and A = A(G) is the Artinian algebra of G over a field K of characteristic 0. If ℓ is the sum of the variables of A, then ×ℓ : A_i → A_{i+1} has maximal rank when i < n/2 or i = n − 1.

Proof. Let G = w(H), where V (H) = {x_1, . . . , x_n} and V (G) = V (H) ∪ {y_1, . . . , y_n} are the vertex sets of H and G, respectively. Note that H must have at least one edge for G to have n + 1 edges, so the case n = 1 is excluded. If H has two vertices and one edge, then the whiskering w(H) is the path P_4 in four vertices. The Artinian algebra defined by this graph has the WLP by [23, Theorem 4.4].

The map ×ℓ : A_i → A_{i+1} is injective when i < n/2 by Lemma 2.4, making use of the fact that A is an Artinian level algebra of socle degree n by Lemma 2.9. Since |E(G)| ≥ n + 1, Theorem 3.1 gives that the simplicial complex Ind(G) is an (n − 1)-dimensional pseudomanifold with boundary. By applying Theorem 2.6, the multiplication map ×ℓ : A_{n−1} → A_n has maximal rank. □

Corollary 3.3 (Prime Characteristic ≠ 2 Case). Suppose G is a whiskered graph with 2n vertices and at least n + 1 edges. Let A = A(G) be the Artinian algebra of G, and assume the characteristic of the base field K is a prime not equal to 2. If ℓ is the sum of the variables of A, then ×ℓ : A_i → A_{i+1} has maximal rank when i = 1 or n − 1.

Proof. We first consider the multiplication map ×ℓ : A_{n−1} → A_n for all n ≥ 2. Since for every m ∈ A_{n−1} we have ℓm = ∑ x_im≠0 in A x_im we see that the multiplication map ×ℓ : A_{n−1} → A_n is represented by a matrix M that only has 0 and 1 as entries. Since Ind(G) is a pseudo-manifold, and since the nonzero monomials of degree i correspond to faces of dimension i − 1 of Ind(G), we know the sum of the entries in each column of M is 1 or 2.

Let N be the matrix obtained from M by multiplying a column by 2 if the sum of its entries is 1. Because the characteristic of K is not 2, this operation does not affect the rank. By [15, Corollary 41] the matrix N^⊤, and hence also N, has full rank if and only if it has full rank in characteristic zero and N^⊤ has at least as many rows as columns. By Corollary 3.2 M, and hence N, has full rank when the characteristic of K is zero, so it remains to verify that f_{n−2} ≥ f_{n−1}, or equivalently, dim_K A_{n−1} ≥ dim_K A_n. This follows from the fact that Ind(G) is connected, and every (n − 1)-face contains n faces of dimension (n − 2).

We now consider the multiplication map ×ℓ : A_1 → A_2 for all n ≥ 2. Because the case n = 2 is covered by the previous case, we assume n ≥ 3. As shown in the proof of Corollary 3.2, we have f_0 ≤ f_1 for Ind(G). By [15, Theorem 54] the map ×ℓ : A_1 → A_2 has full rank if it does so when the characteristic of K is zero. This is indeed the case by Corollary 3.2. □

Next we give an example demonstrating why we need to avoid characteristic 2 in Corollary 3.3. In general, each prime characteristic p results in the failure of injectivity in the maps going to degrees divisible by p, see [15, Section 5].

Example 3.4. Let H be a complete graph on 3 vertices with edges {x_1, x_2}, {x_1, x_3}, and {x_2, x_3}. Let G = w(H), A = A(G) the Artinian algebra of G over a field K of characteristic 2 and ℓ the sum of the variables. Then the map ×ℓ : A_1 → A_2 is represented by the following matrix:

x_1 x_2 x_3 y_1 y_2 y_3 x_1y_2 1 0 0 0 1 0 x_1y_3 1 0 0 0 0 1 x_2y_1 0 1 0 1 0 0 x_2y_3 0 1 0 0 0 1 x_3y_1 0 0 1 1 0 0 x_3y_2 0 0 1 0 1 0 y_1y_2 0 0 0 1 1 0 y_1y_3 0 0 0 1 0 1 y_2y_3 0 0 0 0 1 1

.

Notice that the sum of every row is 0, since char K = 2. Adding the first 5 columns to the last column gives us the matrix 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 so the map does not have full rank when char K = 2.

The example below shows that the hypothesis |E(G)| ≥ n + 1 cannot be dropped from the previous statements.

Example 3.5. Let H be the graph consisting of two isolated vertices V = {x_1, x_2}. The whiskered graph G = w(H) has two disjoint edges, namely E(G) = {{x_1, y_1}, {x_2, y_2}}, but does not satisfy |E(G)| ≥ 2 + 1. The facets of Ind(G) are {{x_1, x_2}, {x_1, y_2}, {y_1, x_2}, {y_1, y_2}}. While Ind(G) is a pseudo-manifold, it does not have a boundary since every face of dimension dim(Ind(G)) − 1 = 0 occurs in two facets. So the hypothesis |E(G)| ≥ n + 1 in Theorem 3.1 cannot be dropped. Furthermore, using Macaulay2 [12], it can be shown that ×ℓ : A(G)_1 → A(G)_2 does not have maximal rank, so we also need |E(G)| ≥ n + 1 in Corollary 3.2.

As we will see in the next section, we cannot improve Corollary 3.2 to degrees 2 and n − 2 for all whiskered graphs.

4. ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLES

We conclude this note with some illustrative examples. These examples show that some of the conclusions of Corollary 3.2 cannot be improved for whiskered graphs. Moreover, they also show that for some natural families of graphs one may wish to consider, the WLP fails.

We first define a broom graph. Let m ≥ 1 be an integer. The broom graph B_m is a graph on m + 3 vertices V (G) = {x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4, . . . , x_{m+3}} with edge set E(G) = {{x_1, x_2}, {x_2, x_3}} ∪ {{x_3, x_i} | i ∈ 4, . . . , m + 3}. Note that our definition of a broom graph is similar to that [3, 4] which was defined for directed graphs. Our main example is based upon whiskering a broom graph.

Example 4.1. We consider the broom graph B_5 and its whiskered graph G = w(B_5); these graphs are shown in Figure 2. Using Macaulay2 [12] to compute the Hilbert function of the graded Artinian ring A = A(G) we obtain:

i 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 H_A(i) 1 16 105 380 840 1167 996 477 98 0

Since B_5 is a graph on |V (B_5)| = 8 vertices, Corollary 3.2 implies that the map ×ℓ : A_7 → A_8 has maximal rank (where ℓ is the sum of the variables of A). Moreover, the ranks of the maps are:

×ℓ 0 → 1 1 → 2 2 → 3 3 → 4 4 → 5 5 → 6 6 → 7 7 → 8 rank 1 16 105 380 826 922 475 98 full rank? yes yes yes yes no no no yes.

Note that this example shows that we cannot improve Corollary 3.2 to show that the map ×ℓ : A(G)_i → A(G)_{i+1}, for i = ⌈n/2⌉ or n − 2, has maximal rank for all whiskered graphs G with 2n vertices. Indeed, the above table shows that the map ×ℓ : A_6 → A_7 fails to be surjective, and that ×ℓ : A_4 → A_5 fails to be injective.

x_1x_2x_3x_4x_5x_6x7x^8x_1x_2x_3y_1y_2y_3x_4x_5x_6x7x^8y_4y_5y_6y7y^8

FIGURE 2. The broom graph B_5 and its whiskered graph w(B_5)

Example 4.2. The broom graph B_1 is the same as the path on four vertices. The Hilbert function of the graded Artinian ring A = A(w(B_1)) is given by

i 0 1 2 3 4 5 H_A(i) 1 8 21 22 8 0

The map ×ℓ : A_2 → A_3 is not covered by Corollary 3.2, and we have verified by computer assisted computations that this map indeed does not have maximal rank.

Recall that our motivating problem, Question 1.1, asks if there are families of graphs for which A(G) always have the weak Lefschetz property. Our previous example shows that such a family of graphs cannot be all bipartite graphs or all chordal graphs (a graph where the only induced cycles are triangles), since w(B_5) is both a bipartite and chordal graph. Even the family of unmixed trees does not always satisfy the WLP. In addition, combinatorial commutative algebra has introduced families of graphs whose independence complexes have especially nice combinatorial properties, e.g., Cohen-Macaulay, shellable, vertex decomposable (see [20] for details and definitions). Since all whiskered graphs are vertex decomposable by [9, Theorem 4.4] (and thus shellable and Cohen-Macaulay), our previous example also shows that these families of graphs do not always satisfy the weak Lefschetz property.

Remark 4.3. From computations in Macaulay2 for m = 1, . . . , 8, the map

×ℓ : A(w(B_m))_{m+1} → A(w(B_m))_{m+2} always fails maximal rank due to the element y_1y_3y_4 . . . y_{m+3} ∈ A(w(B_m))_{m+2} not being in the image of the multiplication map. We conjecture that this is the case for all m ≥ 1, and we are currently working on verifying this observation.

Lastly, we give an example of a whiskered graph that satisfies the weak Lefschetz property. The example below is a whiskering of a complete graph on five vertices. Computational evidence suggests that whiskerings of all complete graphs satisfy WLP. We are working on a proof of this statement.

Example 4.4. Let K be a field of characteristic 0 and G = w(K_5), as shown in Figure 3. Using

y_1 y_2 y_3 y_4y_5x_1 x_2x_3 x_4x_5

FIGURE 3. The graph G = w(K_5)

Macaulay2, it can be shown that A(G) satisfies the WLP.

Remark 4.5. The whiskering construction of graphs has been generalized in several different ways by Biermann–Van Tuyl [2], Cook–Nagel [6], and Faridi [10]. We are currently exploring ([7]) if these constructions also allow us to construct simplicial complexes that are pseudomanifolds (perhaps with boundary), thus providing a deeper generalization Theorem 3.1.

Acknowledgments. Work on this project began at the “Workshop on Lefschetz Properties in Algebra, Geometry, Topology and Combinatorics”, held at The Fields Institute for Research in Mathematical Sciences, Toronto, Canada in May 2023. We thank The Fields Institute for its hospitality, Eran Nevo for insightful conversations, and Satoshi Murai for pointing us to Hausel’s lemma. We also thank the anonymous referee for their useful comments. Cooper’s research is supported by NSERC Discovery Grant 2018-05004. Faridi’s research is supported by NSERC Discovery Grant 2023-05929. Nicklasson’s research is supported by the grant KAW- 2019.0512. Van Tuyl’s research is supported by NSERC Discovery Grant 2019-05412.

REFERENCES

[1] M. Boij, Artin level algebras. Thesis (Takn.dr)–Kungliga Tekniska Högskolan (Sweden). 1994. [2] J. Biermann, A. Van Tuyl, Balanced vertex decomposable simplicial complexes and their h-vectors. Electron.

J. Combin. 20 (2013), no. 3, Paper 15, 12 pp.

[3] R. Bouchat, H.T. Hà, A. O’Keefe, Path ideals of rooted trees and their graded Betti numbers. J. Combin.

Theory Ser. A 118 (2011), no. 8, 2411–2425.

[4] R. Bouchat, H.T. Hà, A. O’Keefe, Corrigendum to “Path ideals of rooted trees and their graded Betti numbers” [J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 118 (8) (2011) 2411–2425] J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 119 (2012), no. 7, 1610– 1611.

[5] D. Cook II, J. Migliore, U. Nagel, F. Zanello, An algebraic approach to finite projective planes. J. Algebraic Combin. 43 (2016), no. 3, 495–519.

[6] D. Cook II, U. Nagel, Cohen-Macaulay graphs and face vectors of flag complexes. SIAM J. Discrete Math.

26 (2012), no. 1, 89–101.

[7] S. M. Cooper, S. Faridi, T. Holleben, L. Nicklasson, A. Van Tuyl, Pseudomanifolds, generalized whiskerings and the weak Lefschetz property. Work in progress.

[8] H. Dao, R. Nair, On the Lefschetz Property for quotients by monomial ideals containing squares of variables.

Preprint (2021) arXiv:2112.09434 [9] A. Dochtermann, A. Engström, Algebraic properties of edge ideals via combinatorial topology. Electron. J.

Combin. 16 (2009), no. 2, Special volume in honor of Anders Björner, Research Paper 2, 24 pp. [10] S. Faridi, Cohen-Macaulay properties of square-free monomial ideals. J. of Combin. Theory, Ser. A 109 (2005), no. 2, 299–329.

[11] C.A. Francisco, H.T. Hà, Whiskers and sequentially Cohen-Macaulay graphs. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 115 (2008), no. 2, 304–316.

[12] D. R. Grayson and M. E. Stillman, Macaulay2, a software system for research in algebraic geometry.

http://www.math.uiuc.edu/Macaulay2/.

[13] T. Harima, T. Maeno, H. Morita, Y. Numata, A. Wachi, J. Watanabe, The Lefschetz properties. Lecture Notes in Mathematics 2080, Springer (2013).

[14] T. Hausel, Quaternionic geometry of matroids. Cent. Eur. J. Math. 3 (2005), no. 1, 26-38. [15] T. Holleben, The weak Lefschetz property and mixed multiplicities of ideals. Preprint (2023).

arxiv:2306.13274 [16] M. Michałek, R.M. Miró-Roig, Smooth monomial Togliatti systems of cubics. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 143 (2016), 66–87.

[17] J. Migliore, R.M. Miró-Roig, U. Nagel, Monomial ideals, almost complete intersections and the Weak Lefschetz property. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 363 (2011), 229–257.

[18] J. Migliore, U. Nagel, Survey article: a tour of the weak and strong Lefschetz properties. J. Commut. Algebra 5 (2013), no. 3, 329–358.

[19] J. Migliore, U. Nagel, H. Schenck, The weak Lefschetz property for quotients by quadratic monomials. Math.

Scand. 126 (2020), no. 1, 41–60.

[20] S. Morey, R.H. Villarreal, Edge ideals: algebraic and combinatorial properties. Progress in commutative algebra 1, 85–126, de Gruyter, Berlin, 2012.

[21] S. Lundqvist, L. Nicklasson, On the structure of monomial complete intersections in positive characteristic.

J. Algebra 521 (2019), 213–234.

[22] R. Stanley, Weyl groups, the hard Lefschetz theorem, and the Sperner property. SIAM J. Algebraic Discrete Methods, 1(2):168–184, 1980 [23] H.P. Nguyen, Q.H. Tran, The Lefschetz properties of Artinian monomial algebras associated to paths and cycles. Preprint (2022).

[24] Q.H. Tran, The Lefschetz properties of Artinian monomial algebras associated to some graphs. Journal of Science, Hue University of Education 59 (2021), no. 3, 12–22.

[25] R.H. Villarreal, Cohen-Macaulay graphs. Manuscripta Math. 66 (1990), no. 3, 277–293. [26] R.H. Villarreal, Monomial algebras. Second edition. Monographs and Research Notes in Mathematics. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 2015.

[27] R. Woodroofe, Vertex decomposable graphs and obstructions to shellability. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 137 (2009), no. 10, 3235–3246.

(S. M. Cooper) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF MANITOBA, 520 MACHRAY HALL, 186 DYSART ROAD, WINNIPEG, MB, CANADA R3T 2N2 Email address: susan.cooper@umanitoba.ca

(S. Faridi) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS & STATISTICS, DALHOUSIE UNIVERSITY, 6316 COBURG RD., PO BOX 15000, HALIFAX, NS, CANADA B3H 4R2 Email address: faridi@dal.ca

(T. Holleben) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS & STATISTICS, DALHOUSIE UNIVERSITY, 6316 COBURG RD., PO BOX 15000, HALIFAX, NS, CANADA B3H 4R2 Email address: hollebenthiago@dal.ca

(L. Nicklasson) DIVISION OF MATHEMATICS AND PHYSICS, MÄLARDALEN UNIVERSITY, BOX 883, 721 23 VÄSTERÅS, SWEDEN

Email address: lisa.nicklasson@mdu.se

(A. Van Tuyl) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, MCMASTER UNIVERSITY, HAMILTON, ON, L8S 4L8

Email address: vantuyl@math.mcmaster.ca