arXiv:2401.06573v1 [math.AC] 12 Jan 2024

ON THE DEPTH OF GENERALIZED BINOMIAL EDGE IDEALS

ANUVINDA J, RANJANA MEHTA, AND KAMALESH SAHA

ABSTRACT. This research focuses on analyzing the depth of generalized binomial edge ideals. We extend the notion of d-compatible map for the pairs of a complete graph and an arbitrary graph, and using it, we give a combinatorial lower bound for the depth of generalized binomial edge ideals. Subsequently, we determine an upper bound for the depth of generalized binomial edge ideals in terms of the vertex-connectivity of graphs. We demonstrate that the difference between the upper and lower bounds can be arbitrarily large, even in cases when one of the bounds is sharp. In addition, we calculate the depth of generalized binomial edge ideals of certain classes of graphs, including cyclic graphs and graphs with Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let m, n be two positive integers and K be a field and S = K[x_{ij} : i ∈ [m] and j ∈ [n]] be a polynomial ring in mn variables, where [m] = {1, 2, .., m} and [n] = {1, 2, ..n}. The determinantal ideals are the ideals generated by all the t-minors of a generic matrix X = (x_{ij} ) and represented as I_t(X). The determinantal ideals have been extensively studied due to their significance in representation theory, combinatorics, and invariant theory (see [5]). Subsequently, people started studying the ideals generated by some arbitrary set of minors of a generic matrix owing to their prevalence in various fields.

The binomial edge ideals of graphs are an extension of the determinantal ideals I_2(X), which are associated with a 2 × n generic matrix X. The introduction of this class of ideals was done independently in two separate works, namely [8] and [13]. Subsequently, in [15], J. Rauh introduced the generalized binomial edge ideals, which represent a generalization of binomial edge ideals. The binomial edge ideals and generalized binomial edge ideals are important in algebraic statistics, particularly in examining conditional independence ideals. In [7], Ene et al. introduced the binomial edge ideal of a pair of graphs, which serves as an extension of generalized binomial edge ideals. Significant advancements have been achieved so far in the study of binomial edge ideals. However, the algebraic invariants related to generalized binomial edge ideals and binomial edge ideals of pairs of graphs are relatively unexplored.

Let G_1 and G_2 be two simple graphs on [m] and [n] respectively. Suppose e = {i, j} ∈ E(G_1) and f = {k, l} ∈ E(G_2) with i < j and k < l. Assign a 2-minor p_{(e,f)} = [i j|k l] = x_{ik}x_{jl} − x_{il}x_{jk} to the pair (e, f). The binomial edge ideal of the pair (G_1, G_2)

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 13C15, 05E40, 13F65, 05C69. Key words and phrases. Generalized binomial edge ideals, depth, vertex-connectivity, d-compatible maps, accessible graphs. 1

is defined to be J_{G1,G2} = (p_{(e,f)}|e ∈ E(G_1), f ∈ E(G_2)) in S. Let K_m denote the complete graph on m vertices. Then J_{Km,G} is the generalized binomial edge ideal associated with G. It should be noted that in the case of m = 2, J_{K2,G} = J_G is the classical ‘binomial edge ideal’ of G. In comparison to the binomial edge ideals of pairs of graphs, the generalized binomial edge ideals exhibit more favourable algebraic properties (see [7], [17]).

Depth is one of the most significant homological invariants associated with a module. In contrast to other homological invariants like Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity, the depth of the quotient rings by binomial edge ideals is less explored. For a finitely generated graded S-module M, the depth is defined as follows:

depth(M) = min{i | H^i_m(M) ≠ 0},

where H^i_m(M) denotes the i^{th} local cohomology module of M with respect to the homogeneous maximal ideal m = (x_{11}, ..., x_{mn}) of S.

The depth of generalized binomial edge ideals is only known for a very restricted set of classes (see to [6], [7], [19]). Even, there is no specific combinatorial upper or lower bound for the depth of these ideals. Whereas for binomial edge ideals, there are still some exact formulas and bounds on the depth. For the binomial as well as generalized binomial edge ideals of complete graphs, the depth is well-known as they are determinantal ideals. In [3], the authors established a combinatorial upper bound for the depth of binomial edge ideals in terms of vertex-connectivity of the graph. In fact, they showed that if G is a connected non-complete graph, then depth(S/J_G) ≤ 2 + n − κ(G), where κ(G) is the vertex-connectivity of the graph G. Again, In [16], the notion of d-compatible map has been introduced, and a combinatorial lower bound of depth(S/J_G) had been established using that map. Specifically, they proved that for any simple graph G, depth(S/J_G) ≥ f(G) + d(G), where f(G) is the number of free vertices of G and d(G) denotes the sum of diameters of connected components of G and the number of isolated vertices of G. In this paper, we give a combinatorial upper bound of the depth of generalized binomial edge ideals, which is a generalization of the upper bound given in [3] for the depth of binomial edge ideals. Also, we extend the notion of d-compatible map, and using it, we establish a combinatorial lower bound of depth(S/J_{Km,G}), which generalizes the lower bound of depth(S/J_G) given in [16]. Moreover, using our bounds and other techniques, we explicitly calculate the depth of generalized binomial edge ideals (independent of the characteristic of the base field K) of several classes of graphs, including cyclic graphs and graphs with Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals. Additionally, we study to what extent the depth of generalized binomial edge ideals can be smaller than the provided upper bound and to what extent it can be larger than the given lower bound. The paper is organised in the following manner.

In Section 2, we discuss the necessary prerequisites for the need of subsequent sections. For a graph G, we give a combinatorial lower bound of depth(S/J_{Km,G}) in Section 3. In [16], the authors defined the notion of d-compatible map, which is a map from G to N_0 , where G denotes the set of all simple graphs and N_0 denotes the set of non-negative integers. In this section, We first extend the concept of d-compatible map from K × G to N_0 , where K denotes the set of all complete graphs. By showing the existence of a d-compatible map, we give a combinatorial lower bound of depth(S/J_{Km,G}) as follows:

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 3.2, 3.4). Let G be a graph and Ψ be a d-compatible map. Then depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≥ Ψ(K_m, G). Moreover, Ψ(K_m, G) = (m − 2)t + f(G) + d(G) is a d-compatible map, where t denotes the number of connected components of G. Hence, depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≥ (m − 2)t + f(G) + d(G). In Section 4, we give a combinatorial upper bound of depth(S/J_{Km,G}) in terms of the vertex-connectivity of the graph G, the number of vertices of G and m. Using the lower bound of the cohomological dimension of generalized binomial edge ideals given in [10], we first establish the upper bound of depth(S/J_{Km,G}) in characteristic p set up, and then, using the characteristic p reduction, we prove the upper bound when K is a field of characteristic zero. In particular, we prove the following:

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 4.5). Let G be a non-complete connected graph on n vertices. If the vertex-connectivity of G is κ(G), then depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≤ m + n − κ(G).

Section 5 of this paper focuses on determining the precise formula of the depth of generalized binomial edge ideals of certain classes of graphs, as well as comparing the depth to their respective bounds. In Theorem 5.1, we provide an infinite class of graphs for which the lower bound given in Theorem 3.4 is equal to the upper bound given in Theorem 4.5, and thus, is equal to depth(S/J_{Km,G}). In Theorem 5.3, we calculate the depth of generalized binomial edge ideals of a class of graphs constructed from cyclic graphs. The technique used in Theorem 5.3 to calculate the depth of generalized binomial edge ideals of cyclic graphs is new. As a remark (Remark 5.4), we get for every m ≥ 2 and k ∈ N, there exists a connected graph G_k for which depth(S/J_{Km,Gk} ) is equal to the upper bound and k more than the lower bound. In Theorem 5.5, we show that for every m ≥ 2 and k ∈ N, there exists a connected graph G_k for which depth(S/J_{Km,Gk} ) is equal to the lower bound and k less than the upper bound. In [4], Bolognini et al. introduced the notion of accessible graphs and strongly unmixed binomial edge ideals to classify the Cohen-Macaulay property of binomial edge ideals combinatorially. They demonstrate that the property of J_G being strongly unmixed entails that J_G is Cohen-Macaulay, which in turn requires that G is accessible. They have also put up a conjecture on the converse of this statement. The conjecture has been proved for many classes ([4], [12], [18]). In that direction, we calculate the depth of generalized binomial edge ideals of those graphs whose binomial edge ideals are strongly unmixed (see Theorem 5.6). If the conjecture is true, they are precisely the class of accessible graphs. Finally, we provide an example (Example 5.7) of a graph G for which depth(S/J_{Km,G}) is strictly greater than the lower bound and strictly less than the upper bound.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let G be a simple graph on [n]. Let V (G) and E(G) denote the vertex set and edge set of G, respectively. Let T ⊆ [n]. We write G − T to denote the induced subgraph of G on the vertex set V (G) \ T . By G − v, we mean the induced subgraph G − {v}, where v ∈ V (G). Let c_G(T ) denote the number of connected components of G − T . A vertex v ∈ V (G) is called a cut vertex of G if the number of connected components of G is less than that of G − v. If v is a cut vertex of the induced subgraph G − (T \ {v}) for each v ∈ T , then T is said to have the cut point property or T is said to be a cut set of G. Let G̃ represent the complete graph on V (G) and G_1, G_2, · · · , G_{cG(T )} be the connected components of G − T . Now, for a positive integer m ≥ 2 and T ⊆ [n], we consider the ideal

P_T (K_m, G) = ( {x_{ij} : (i, j) ∈ [m] × T }, J_{Km,}~_{G1} , J_{Km,}~_{G2} , . . . , J_{Km,}~_{GcG(T )} ) of the polynomial ring S = K[x_{ij} : i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n]]. Then P_T (K_m, G) is a prime ideal containing J_{Km,G}. By [15, Theorem 3.7], J_{Km,G} is a radical ideal and the minimal prime ideals of J_{Km,G} are precisely the prime ideals P_T (K_m, G) for T ∈ C(G), where C(G) is the set of all cut sets of G. That is, J_{Km,G} = ⋂ T ∈C(G) P_T (K_m, G). A simple graph is said to be complete if there is an edge between every pair of vertices.

A complete graph on n vertices is denoted by K_n. Let G be a simple graph. The neighbourhood of a vertex v ∈ V (G), denoted by N_G(v), is the set of vertices that are adjacent to v, i.e. N_G(v) := {u ∈ V (G) : {u, v} ∈ E(G)}. For a vertex v of G, let us define the graph G_v as follows: V (G_v) = V (G) and E(G_v) = E(G) ∪ {{u, w} : u, w ∈ N_G(v)}. A vertex v ∈ V (G) is said to be a free vertex of G if the induced subgraph of G on the vertex set N_G(v) is a complete graph. Otherwise, we call it a non-free vertex. An induced subgraph of G is called a clique if it is complete.

Definition 2.1. A cycle of length n, denoted by C_n, is a connected graph on n vertices such that V (C_n) = {1, . . . , n} and E(C_n) = {{i, i + 1} | 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1} ∪ {{1, n}}. A graph G is called a chordal graph if G has no induced cycle of length > 3.

Definition 2.2. A graph G is said to be a generalized block graph if G is chordal and for any three different maximal cliques F_i, F_j , F_k of G, we have F_i ∩ F_j = F_j ∩ F_k = F_i ∩ F_k whenever F_i ∩ F_j ∩ F_k ≠ ∅. By a block graph, we mean a generalized block graph G such that for any two maximal cliques F_i and F_j , we have |F_i ∩ F_j| ≤ 1.

We now go over a few lemmas and theorems that are required in order to prove our results.

Theorem 2.3 ([11, Theorem 3.2]). Let G be a finite simple graph and v be a non-free vertex of G. Then J_{Km,G} = J_{Km,Gv} ∩ ((x_{iv} : i ∈ [m]) + J_{Km,G−v}). Lemma 2.4 ([11, Lemma 3.4]). Let G be a graph and v be a non free vertex of G. Then max{iv(G_v), iv(G − v), iv(G_v − v)} < iv(G), where iv(G) denotes the number of nonfree vertex of G.

Theorem 2.5 ([6, Corollary 3.4]). Let m, n ≥ 2 and let G be a connected block graph on the vertex set [n]. Then depth(S/J_{Km,G}) = m + n − 1.

Theorem 2.6 (Auslander-Buchbaum Formula). Let (A, m) be a Noetherian local ring and M ≠ 0 be a finite A-module. If the projective dimension pd_A(M) of M is finite, then pd_A(M) + depth(M) = depth(A).

Note that in this paper, by saying the depth of the generalized binomial edge ideal of a graph G, we mean the depth of the quotient ring S/J_{Km,G}.

3. LOWER BOUND FOR DEPTH OF GENERALIZED BINOMIAL EDGE IDEALS

In this section, we generalize the notion of d-compatible map given in [16]. Using this map, we give a combinatorial lower bound of depth(S/J_{Km,G}).

Definition 3.1. Let G denote the set of all simple graphs and K denote the set of all complete graphs. Let G ∈ G be a graph on [n] and K_m ∈ K be the complete graph on m vertices. Now, we are set to define the notion of d-compatible maps from K × G to N_0 . A map Ψ : K × G → N_0 is said to be d-compatible if the following conditions are fulfilled:

(1) If G = ⨆_t i=1 K_{ni} , then Ψ(K_m, G) ≤ t(m − 1) + ∑_t i=1 n_i;

(2) If G ≠ ⨆_t i=1 K_{ni} , then there exists a non-free vertex v ∈ V (G) such that (a) Ψ(K_m, G − v) ≥ Ψ(K_m, G), (b) Ψ(K_m, G_v) ≥ Ψ(K_m, G), (c) Ψ(K_m, G_v − v) ≥ Ψ(K_m, G) − 1.

Theorem 3.2. Let G be a graph and Ψ be a d-compatible map. Then, depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≥ Ψ(K_m, G). Proof. We proceed by using induction on iv(G), the number of non-free vertices of G. If iv(G) = 0, then G is a disjoint union of complete graphs, that is, G = ⨆_t i=1 K_{ni} for some n_i ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ i ≤ t. Since J_{Km,Kn1} , . . . , J_{Km,Knt} are generated in pairwise disjoint sets of variables, we have S/J_{Km,G} ∼= S_1/J_{Km,Kn1} ⊗_K S_2/J_{Km,Kn2} ⊗_K · · · ⊗_K S_t/J_{Km,Knt} , where S_i = K[x_{1j} , · · · , x_{mj} : j ∈ V (K_{ni} )] for 1 ≤ i ≤ t. Therefore, depth(S/J_{Km,G}) = t∑ i=1 depth(S_i/J_{Km,Kni} )

= t(m − 1) + t∑ i=1 n_i (by Theorem 2.5).

Hence, the condition (1) in the definition of d-compatible map gives depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≥ Ψ(K_m, G). Now, let us assume iv(G) > 0. Then G ≠ ⨆_t i=1 K_{ni} , and there exists a nonfree vertex v ∈ V (G) for Ψ which satisfies the condition (2) of Definition 3.1. Assume that the result holds for all graphs G^′ with iv(G^′) < iv(G). By Theorem 2.3, we can write J_{Km,G} = J_{Km,Gv} ∩ ((x_{iv} : i ∈ [m]) + J_{Km,G−v}). Again, observe that J_{Km,Gv} + ((x_{iv} : i ∈ [m]) + J_{Km,G−v}) = ((x_{iv} : i ∈ [m]) + J_{Km,Gv−v}).

Therefore, we obtain the following short exact sequence: 0 −→ S/J_{Km,G} −→ S/J_{Km,Gv} ⊕ S/((x_{iv} : i ∈ [m]) + J_{Km,G−v}) −→ S/((x_{iv} : i ∈ [m]) + J_{Km,Gv −v}) −→ 0. namely, 0 −→ S/J_{Km,G} −→ S/J_{Km,Gv} ⊕ S_v/J_{Km,G−v} −→ S_v/J_{Km,Gv −v} −→ 0, where S_v = K[x_{ij} : i ∈ [m], j ∈ V (G − v)]. Now, it is well-known that depth(M ⊕ N) = min{depth(M), depth(N)}, where M, N are finitely generated modules over S. Therefore, the well-known Depth Lemma gives depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≥ min{depth(S/J_{Km,Gv} ), depth(S_v/J_{Km,G−v}), depth(S_v/J_{Km,Gv −v}) + 1}. (3.1) Again, due to Lemma 2.4, Definition 3.1 part (2), and induction hypothesis, we have the following inequalities:

depth(S/J_{Km,Gv} ) ≥ Ψ(K_m, G_v) ≥ Ψ(K_m, G), (3.2) depth(S_v/J_{Km,G−v}) ≥ Ψ(K_m, G − v) ≥ Ψ(K_m, G), (3.3) depth(S_v/J_{Km,Gv −v}) ≥ Ψ(K_m, G_v − v) ≥ Ψ(K_m, G) − 1. (3.4) Hence, the inequalities (3.1), (3.2), (3.3), and (3.4) together gives depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≥ Ψ(K_m, G). □ Definition 3.3. Let G be a connected graph and u, v ∈ V (G) be any two vertices. Then the distance between the vertices u and v in G, denoted by d_G(u, v), is the length of a shortest path between u and v in G. Now, the diameter of G, denoted by diam(G), is defined as diam(G) := max{d_G(u, v) : u, v ∈ V (G)}. Note that d_G(u, u) = 0 for any u ∈ V (G) and thus, if G is an empty graph (i.e., E(G) = ∅), then diam(G) = 0.

Let G be a graph with the connected components G_1,...,G_t. Now, we set d(G) = i(G) + ∑_t i=1 diam(G_i), where i(G) denotes the number of isolated vertices of G. Also, we denote the number of free vertices of G by f(G). In the following theorem, we show the existence of a d-compatible map and give a combinatorial lower bound of the depth of S/J_{Km,G} using f(G), d(G) and the number of connected components t of G. Theorem 3.4. The map Ψ : K × G → N_0 defined by Ψ(K_m, G) = (m − 2)t + f(G) + d(G) is d-compatible. Hence, depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≥ (m − 2)t + f(G) + d(G). Proof. Let G be a simple graph on n vertices with t connected components. Fix a complete graph K_m ∈ K. If G = ⨆_t i=1 K_{ni} with n_i ≥ 1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ t, then clearly we have f(G) = ∑_t i=1 n_i and d(G) = t. Hence, Ψ(K_m, G) = (m − 2)t + f(G) + d(G)

= (m − 2)t + t∑ i=1 n_i + t

= (m − 1)t + t∑ i=1 n_i. Now, let us assume G ≠ ⨆_t i=1 K_{ni} . Then, it has been shown in the proof of [16, Theorem 3.4] that there exists a non-free vertex v of G such that f(G − v) + d(G − v) ≥ f(G) + d(G). (3.5) Let t^′ denote the number of connected components of G − v. Clearly, t^′ ≥ t and (m − 2)t^′ ≥ (m − 2)t. (3.6) Therefore, from (3.5) and (3.6), we have Ψ(K_m, G − v) = (m − 2)t^′ + f(G − v) + d(G − v) ≥ (m − 2)t + f(G) + d(G) = Ψ(K_m, G). Again, from the proof of [16, Theorem 3.4] it follows that for any non-free vertex v of G, d(G_v) ≥ d(G) − 1 and d(G_v − v) ≥ d(G) − 1. Since iv(G) + f(G) = n, we have f(G_v) ≥ f(G) + 1 and f(G_v − v) ≥ f(G) by Lemma 2.4. Therefore, f(G_v) + d(G_v) ≥ f(G) + d(G), (3.7) f(G_v − v) + d(G_v − v) ≥ f(G) + d(G) − 1. (3.8) Now, the number of connected components of G_v is also t, and thus, from inequality (3.7) the following hold:

Ψ(K_m, G_v) = (m − 2)t + f(G_v) + d(G_v) ≥ (m − 2)t + f(G) + d(G) = Ψ(K_m, G). Also, v being a non-free vertex of G, the number of connected components of G_v − v is also t, and so, inequality (3.8) gives Ψ(K_m, G_v − v) = (m − 2)t + f(G_v − v) + d(G_v − v) ≥ (m − 2)t + f(G) + d(G) − 1 = Ψ(K_m, G) − 1.

Therefore, the given map Ψ satisfies all the conditions given in Definition 3.1, and thus, Ψ(K_m, G) = (m − 2)t + f(G) + d(G) is a d-compatible map. Hence, by Theorem 4.5, depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≥ (m − 2)t + f(G) + d(G). □

4. UPPER BOUND FOR DEPTH OF GENERALIZED BINOMIAL EDGE IDEALS In this section, we give a combinatorial upper bound of depth(S/J_{Km,G}) in terms of the vertex-connectivity of the graph G. Since the depth of the generalized binomial edge ideal of a complete graph is well-known and for disconnected graphs, the depth will be the sum of the depth of connected components, it is enough to consider G is a connected non-complete graph.

Definition 4.1. Let A be a polynomial ring and I be an ideal of A. The cohomological dimension of I, denoted by cd(I), is defined as follows: cd(I) := max{i ∈ N : H^i_I (A) ≠ 0}, where H^i_I (M) denotes the i’th local cohomology module of an A-module M with support in I.

Definition 4.2. The vertex-connectivity of a connected graph G is the minimum cardinality of a set of vertices S ⊆ V (G) such that G − S is disconnected. We denote the vertex-connectivity of G by κ(G). Since no set of vertices removed from a complete graph makes it disconnected, as a convention, it is assigned that κ(K_n) = n − 1. Theorem 4.3 ([10, Theorem 2.11]). Let G be a connected graph on the vertex set [n] and K be a field of any characteristic. If G is not the complete graph, then cd(J_{Km,G}) ≥ mn − m − n + κ(G), where κ(G) denotes the vertex-connectivity of G.

Proposition 4.4 ([14, Proposition 4.1]). If A is a polynomial ring over a field of characteristic p > 0, then cd(I) ≤ pd_A(A/I).

Theorem 4.5. Let G be a non-complete connected graph on n vertices. If the vertexconnectivity of G is κ(G), then depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≤ m + n − κ(G). Proof. First, let us assume char(K) = p > 0. Then, by Theorem 4.3 and Proposition4.4, we have pd(S/J_{Km,G}) ≥ cd(J_{Km,G}) ≥ mn − m − n + κ(G). Therefore, by Auslander-Buchsbaum Formula, depth(S/J_{Km,G}) = depth(S) − pd(S/J_{Km,G}) ≤ mn − mn + m + n − κ(G) = m + n − κ(G). Now, let K be any field with char(K) = 0. Since projective dimension is preserved under faithfully flat extension, so is depth by Auslander-Buchsbaum Formula. Therefore, without loss of generality, it is enough to assume K = Q . Let R = Z[x_{i,j} : i ∈ [m] and j ∈ [n]] and J_{Km,G} be the ideal in R generated by all binomial of the form x_{ik}x_{jl} − x_{il}x_{jk}, where {i, j} ∈ E(K_m) with i < j and {k, l} ∈ E(G) with k < l. Then, due to [9, Theorem 2.3.5], we get for p >> 0 pd_S (S/J_{Km,G}) = pd_{R⊗ZQ} (R ⊗_Z Q/J_{Km ,G} ⊗_Z Q) = pd_{R⊗ZFp} (R/J_{Km,G} ⊗_Z F_p ). Hence, from the proof of characteristic p > 0 case and Auslander-Buchsbaum Formula, we get the desired result. □

5. EXAMPLES

In this section, first we provide a family of graphs for which the lower bound and upper bound of the depth of their generalized binomial edge ideals are equal. We calculate the depth of generalized binomial edge ideals of cyclic graphs. As a remark, we get an infinite class of graphs for which the upper bound is tight and arbitrarily larger than the lower bound. Also, we give an infinite class of graphs for which the lower bound is tight and arbitrarily smaller than the upper bound. Finally, we discuss the depth of generalized binomial edge ideals of those graphs whose binomial edge ideals are Cohen-Macaulay.

Let H_1 be the class of non-complete connected graphs G, for which there exists a complete graph K_s such that any two maximal cliques of G intersect at K_s. A graph in this class is illustrated in Figure 1.

1342 5

FIGURE 1. A graph G ∈ H_1 with K_s = K_3 = G − {2, 5}.

Theorem 5.1. Let G ∈ H_1 be a graph on n vertices. Then

depth(S/J_{Km,G}) = (m − 2) + f(G) + d(G) = m + n − κ(G).

Proof. Let any two maximal cliques of G intersect at a complete graph K_s on s vertices. Then, to disconnect the graph G, one has to remove at least the vertices of the complete graph where any two maximal cliques intersect. Since G is non-complete, removal of the vertices of K_s is enough to disconnect G. Thus, the vertex-connectivity of G is κ(G) = s. Also, note that the only non-free vertices of G are the vertices of K_s. Thus, f(G) = n−s. Again, it is easy to verify that d_G(u, v) = 0 whenever u, v belongs to the same maximal clique and d_G(u, v) = 2 whenever u, v belong to distinct maximal cliques. Therefore, d(G) = 2. Since the graph G is connected, t = 1. By Theorems 3.4 and 4.5, depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≥ (m − 2)t + f(G) + d(G) = m − 2 + n − s + 2 = m + n − s = m + n − κ(G) ≥ depth(S/J_{Km,G}).

Hence, the assertion follows. □

Definition 5.2 ([2, Definition 3.4]). Let G be a simple graph. For a set V = {v_1, . . . , v_k} ⊆ V (G), we write G_V = G_{v1v2···vk} := (. . . ((G_{v1} )_{v2} ) . . .)_{vk} . Due to [2, Proposition 3.2], G_V does not depend on the ordering of the elements of V , and thus, the definition of G_V is well-defined. A set W ⊆ V (G) is said to be a completion set of G if G_W is a disjoint union of complete graphs.

Let H_2 be the class of those graphs G such that either G is a cycle C_n or G = (C_n)_W for some set of vertices W ⊆ V (C_n) (see Figure 2).

126 3 54 FIGURE 2. The graph G ∈ H_2 such that G = (((C_6)_1)_2)_4.

Theorem 5.3. Let G ∈ H_2 be a non-complete graph. Then κ(G) = 2, and depth(S/J_{Km,G}) = m + n − 2. In particular, for any cycle C_n of length n ≥ 4, depth(S/J_{Km,Cn} ) = m + n − 2.

Proof. First, let us prove κ(G) = 2 for all non-complete G ∈ H_2. Let V (G) = [n]. Since G is non-complete, there exists a non-free vertex v ∈ V (G). Without loss of generality, we assume v = 1. If G is a cycle, then we are done. Suppose G = (C_n)_W for some W ⊆ [n]. Then 1 ∉ W . If 2, n ∉ W , then G − {2, n} is a disconnected graph and hence, κ(G) = 2. If one of 2 and n belong to W , then note that there exists a non-free vertex i ∈ N_G(1) \ {2, n}, otherwise G would be complete. Now, from the structure of graphs in H_2, one can check that removal of {1, i} from G disconnect G. Thus, κ(G) = 2.

Now, we prove the formula of depth by induction on the number of non-free vertices iv(G) of G. Since G is non-complete, iv(G) > 0. Suppose iv(G) = 1. Then f(G) = n − 1 and thus, G ≃ (C_n)_{1...n−1}. But, from Definition 5.2, it is easy to verify that any consecutive n − 2 vertices of C_n form a completion set of C_n. Thus, G should be a complete graph, which is a contradiction to the fact that iv(G) = 1. So, the base case is when iv(G) = 2. In this case, we have f(G) = n − 2. Since G is non-complete, d(G) ≥ 2. Suppose d(G) > 2. Now, G is connected and d(G) > 2 imply there exist u_1, u_2 ∈ V (G) such that d_G(u_1, u_2) > 2. Since G ∈ H_2, there will be two distinct induced paths between u_1 and u_2, which do not share any common vertex other than u_1 and u_2. The vertices other than u_1, u_2 belonging to any induced path between u_1 and u_2 are non-free. Thus, iv(G) > 2, and this gives a contradiction. Therefore, we have d(G) = 2. Also, note that for any non-complete graph G ∈ H_2, we have κ(G) = 2. Hence, by Theorems 3.4 and 4.5, depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≥ (m − 2)t + f(G) + d(G) = (m − 2) + (n − 2) + 2 = m + n − 2 = m + n − κ(G) ≥ depth(S/J_{Km,G}). Therefore, depth(S/J_{Km,G}) = m + n − 2. Now, let us assume that the result is true for all non-complete graphs G^′ ∈ H_2 with iv(G^′) < k. Let G ∈ H_2 be a graph with iv(G) = k > 0. Let v be a non-free vertex of G. Then, by Theorem 2.3, J_{Km,G} = J_{Km,Gv} ∩ ((x_{iv} : i ∈ [m]) + J_{Km,G−v}). Hence, we have the following exact sequence: 0 −→ S/J_{Km,G} −→ S/J_{Km,Gv} ⊕ S_v/J_{Km,G−v} −→ S_v/J_{Km,Gv −v} −→ 0, where S_v = K[x_{ij} : i ∈ [m], j ∈ V (G − v)]. Now, by Depth Lemma, depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≥ min{depth(S/J_{Km,Gv} ), depth(S_v/J_{Km,G−v}), depth(S_v/J_{Km,Gv −v}) + 1}. (5.1) Note that G − v is a connected block graph such that no block contains more than two cut vertices. Then by Theorem 2.5, depth(S_v/J_{Km,G−v}) = m + (n − 1) − 1 = m + n − 2. (5.2) Now consider the graph G_v. If G_v is a complete graph, then depth(S/J_{Km,Gv} ) = m+n−1 by Theorem 2.5. If G_v is not a complete graph, then also G_v ∈ H_2 by the choice of H_2. Then due to Lemma 2.4, we use induction hypothesis to get depth(S/J_{Km,Gv} ) = m + n − 2. Thus, in any situation, we get depth(S/J_{Km,Gv} ) ≥ m + n − 2. (5.3) Similarly, if G_v − v is complete, then depth(S/J_{Km,Gv −v}) = m + n − 2, and if G_v − v is non-complete, then depth(S/J_{Km,Gv−v}) = m + n − 3. Therefore, depth(S/J_{Km,Gv −v}) + 1 ≥ m + n − 2. (5.4) From inequalities (5.1), (5.2), (5.3), and (5.4), it follows that depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≥ m + n − 2. Again, κ(G) = 2 and Theorem 4.5 together imply depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≤ m + n − 2. Hence, the result follows. □

Remark 5.4. For every m ≥ 2 and k ∈ N, let us choose the graph C_{2k}. By Theorem 5.3, depth(S/J_{Km,C2k} ) = m + 2k − 2 = m + n − κ(C_{2k}). On the other hand, (m − 2)t + f(C_{2k}) + d(C_{2k}) = m + k − 2. Hence, for each m ≥ 2 and k ∈ N, there exists a graph G such that depth(S/J_{Km,G}) is equal the upper bound given in Theorem 4.5 and k more than the lower bound given in Theorem 3.4.

Let H_3 be the collection of those generalized block graphs G such that (a) for any three distinct maximal cliques F_i, F_j , F_k of G, we have F_i ∩ F_j ∩ F_k = ∅, (b) all the maximal cliques of G are K_3, (c) we can order the maximal cliques as F_1 ∩ F_2 ≃ K_2, F_2 ∩ F_3 ≃ K_1, F_3 ∩ F_4 ≃ K_2, and goes on.

A graph belonging to H_3 has been shown in Figure 3.

1 47 10 258 369

FIGURE 3. The graph G_3 ∈ H_3 with 6 maximal cliques.

1 423 5

FIGURE 4. The graph G_1 considered in the proof of Theorem 5.5.

Theorem 5.5. For every m ≥ 2 and k ∈ N, there exists a connected graph G_k such that

depth(S/J_{Km,Gk} ) = (m − 2) + f(G_k) + d(G_k) = m + n − κ(G_k) − k.

Proof. For k = 1, we choose the graph G_1 given in Figure 4. Then it is clear from the structure of G_1 that n = 5, f(G_1) = 2, d(G_1) = 3, κ(G_1) = 1. Note that G_1 is a generalized block graph, and thus, depth(S/J_{Km,G1} ) = m + 3 by [6, Theorem 3.3]. In this case, (m − 2) + f(G_1) + d(G_1) = m + n − κ(G_1) − 1 = m + 3. Now, for k ≥ 2, let us choose the graph G_k ∈ H_3 such that G_k has 2k maximal cliques. Then, the number of minimal cutsets of G_k with cardinality 2 is k. Note that the number of vertices of G_k is n = 4k − (k − 1) = 3k + 1. Therefore, by [6, Theorem 3.3], we get depth(S/J_{Km,Gk} ) = n + (m − 1) − (2 − 1)k = 2k + m. Again, from the structure of G_k, we observe that the only free vertices of G_k are v_1 and v_2, where F_1 \ F_2 = {v_1} and F_{2k} \ F_{2k−1} = {v_2}, i.e.

f(G_k) = 2. Again, it is clear that diam(G_k) = d_{Gk} (v_1, v_2) = 2k, i.e. d(G_k) = 2k. Thus, we have (m − 2) + f(G_k) + d(G_k) = 2k + m = depth(S/J_{Km,Gk} ). Now, due to k > 1, we have κ(G_k) = 1. Thus, m + n − κ(G_k) − k = 2k + m = depth(S/J_{Km,Gk} ). □

To give a combinatorial description of Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals, Bolognini et al. [4] introduced two combinatorial notions of graphs exploiting the cutsets of G and unmixed property of J_G (which is purely combinatorial): accessible graphs and strongly unmixed binomial edge ideals. Since the strongly unmixed property of binomial edge ideals is purely combinatorial, we will call strongly unmixed graphs instead of saying strongly unmixed binomial edge ideals. Let G be a simple graph with c connected components. Then J_G is unmixed if and only if c_G(T ) = |T | + c for every T ∈ C(G). A nonempty cutset T of G is said to be accessible if there exists v ∈ T such that T \{v} ∈ C(G). A graph G is said to be accessible if J_G is unmixed and every non-empty cutset of G is accessible. A graph G is said to be strongly unmixed if every connected component of G is complete or if J_G is unmixed and there exists a cut vertex v of G for which G − v, G_v, G_v − v are strongly unmixed. The following has been proved in [4]:

G is strongly unmixed =⇒ J_G is Cohen-Macaulay =⇒ G is accessible.

The authors conjectured on the converse of the above implications. The conjecture is proved for several classes: chordal and bipartite graphs [4]; chain of cycles with whiskers [12]; and r-regular r-connected blocks with whiskers [18]. However, when m ≥ 3, J_{Km,G} is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if G is a disjoint union of complete graphs (by [1, Corollary 4.3]. Thus, if G is a strongly unmixed non-complete graph, then J_{Km,G} is not Cohen-Macaulay for m ≥ 3. But, we can still calculate the depth of generalized binomial edge ideals of strongly unmixed graphs, and that is independent of the field (see Theorem 5.6). If the above mentioned conjecture is true, then the strongly unmixed graphs are nothing but the class of accessible graphs.

Theorem 5.6. Let G be a strongly unmixed connected graph on the vertex set [n]. Then depth(S/J_{Km,G}) = m + n − 1. Moreover, if G is a strongly unmixed graph on n vertices with t connected components, then depth(S/J_{Km,G}) = (m − 1)t + n.

Proof. It is enough to consider that G is connected. If G is a complete graph, then the result holds from Theorem 2.5. Thus, let us assume G is a non-complete graph. Then, by the definition of strongly unmixedness, there exists a cut vertex v of G such that G − v, G_v, and G_v − v are strongly unmixed. Now, by Lemma 2.4, iv(G − v) < iv(G). Since v is a cut vertex of G and J_G is unmixed, G − v has exactly two connected components. Therefore, using the induction hypothesis, we get depth(S_v/J_{Km,G−v}) = 2(m−1)+n−1. Also, by Lemma 2.4, we have iv(G_v), iv(G_v − v) < iv(G). Since G is connected, G_v and G_v − v both are connected. Hence, by induction hypothesis, we get depth(S/J_{Km,Gv} ) = m + n − 1 and depth(S_v/J_{Km,Gv−v}) = m + n − 2. Thus, by Depth Lemma, depth(S/J_{Km,G}) ≥ min{depth(S_v/J_{Km,G−v}), depth(S/J_{Km,Gv} ), depth(S_v/J_{Km,Gv −v}) + 1} = {2(m − 1) + n − 1, m + n − 1, m + n − 2 + 1} = m + n − 1.

Hence, it follows from Theorem 4.5 that depth(S/J_{Km,G}) = m + n − 1. □

1235476

FIGURE 5. A graph G with (m−2)t+f(G)+d(G) < depth(S/J_{Km,G}) < m + n − κ(G). Example 5.7. Till now, we have discussed several classes of graphs G for which either depth(S/J_{Km,G}) is equal to the lower bound given in Theorem 3.4 or the upper bound given in Theorem 4.5. However, there exists some graph G for which (m − 2)t + f(G) + d(G) < depth(S/J_{Km,G}) < m + n − κ(G). For instance, consider the graph shown in Figure 5. Then, G is a generalized binomial edge ideal and using the formula given in [6, Theorem 3.3], we get depth(S/J_{Km,G}) = m + 5. Whereas, (m − 2)t + f(G) + d(G) = m + 4 and m + n − κ(G) = m + 6.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

Kamalesh Saha would like to thank the National Board for Higher Mathematics (India) for the financial support through the NBHM Postdoctoral Fellowship. Also, Kamalesh Saha was partially supported by an Infosys Foundation fellowship.

REFERENCES

[1] Luca Amata, Marilena Crupi, and Giancarlo Rinaldo. “Cohen-Macaulay generalized binomial edge ideals”. In: (2023). arXiv: 2112.15136 [math.AC].

[2] Siddhi Balu Ambhore, Kamalesh Saha, and Indranath Sengupta. “The v-Number of Binomial Edge Ideals”. In: (2023). arXiv: 2304.06416 [math.AC].

[3] Arindam Banerjee and Luis Núñez Betancourt. “Graph connectivity and binomial edge ideals”. In: Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 145.2 (2017), pp. 487–499.

[4] Davide Bolognini, Antonio Macchia, and Francesco Strazzanti. “Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals and accessible graphs”. In: J. Algebraic Combin. 55.4 (2022), pp. 1139–1170.

[5] Winfried Bruns and Aldo Conca. “Gröbner bases and determinantal ideals”. In:

NATO Sci. Ser. II Math. Phys. Chem. 115 (2003), pp. 9–66.

[6] Faryal Chaudhry and Rida Irfan. “On the generalized binomial edge ideals of generalized block graphs”. In: Math. Rep. (Bucur.) 22(72).3-4 (2020), pp. 381–394.

[7] Viviana Ene et al. “The binomial edge ideal of a pair of graphs”. In: Nagoya Math. J.

213 (2014), pp. 105–125. ISSN: 0027-7630,2152-6842. DOI: 10.1215/00277630-2389872. URL: https://doi.org/10.1215/00277630-2389872.

REFERENCES 15

[8] Jürgen Herzog et al. “Binomial edge ideals and conditional independence statements”. In: Adv. in Appl. Math. 45.3 (2010), pp. 317–333.

[9] Melvin Hochster and Craig Huneke. “Tight closure in equal characteristic zero”. In:

Unpublished manuscript, available at (). URL: https://dept.math.lsa.umich.edu/~hochster/tcz.pdf. [10] Anargyros Katsabekis. “Arithmetical rank and cohomological dimension of generalized binomial edge ideals”. In: (2023). arXiv: 2207.02256 [math.AC].

[11] Arvind Kumar. “Regularity bound of generalized binomial edge ideal of graphs”.

In: J. Algebra 546 (2020), pp. 357–369.

[12] Alberto Lerda et al. “(S_2)-condition and Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals”.

In: J. Algebraic Combin. 57.2 (2023), pp. 589–615.

[13] Masahiro Ohtani. “Graphs and ideals generated by some 2-minors”. In: Comm.

Algebra 39.3 (2011), pp. 905–917.

[14] Christian Peskine and Lucien Szpiro. “Dimension projective finie et cohomologie locale”. In: Publications Mathématiques de l’IHÉS 42 (1973), pp. 47–119.

[15] Johannes Rauh. “Generalized binomial edge ideals”. In: Adv. in Appl. Math. 50.3 (2013), pp. 409–414.

[16] Mohammad Rouzbahani Malayeri, Sara Saeedi Madani, and Dariush Kiani. “On the depth of binomial edge ideals of graphs”. In: Journal of Algebraic Combinatorics 55.3 (2022), pp. 827–846.

[17] Sara Saeedi Madani and Dariush Kiani. “On the binomial edge ideal of a pair of graphs”. In: the electronic journal of combinatorics 20.1 (2013), P48.

[18] Kamalesh Saha and Indranath Sengupta. “Cohen-Macaulay Binomial edge ideals in terms of blocks with whiskers”. In: to appear in J. Algebra Appl. (2022). arXiv: 2203.04652 [math.AC].

[19] Yi-Huang Shen and Guangjun Zhu. “Generalized binomial edge ideals of complete r-partite graphs”. In: (2023). arXiv: 2312.11807 [math.AC].

Department of Mathematics, SRM University - AP, Amaravati, Andhra Pradesh 522502, India. Email address: anuvinda j@srmap.edu.in

Department of Mathematics, SRM University - AP, Amaravati, Andhra Pradesh 522502, India. Email address: ranjana.m@srmap.edu.in

Chennai Mathematical Institute, Siruseri, Chennai, Tamil Nadu 603103, India Email address: ksaha@cmi.ac.in; kamalesh.saha44@gmail.com