arXiv:2409.06021v2 [math.AC] 4 Nov 2024

SQUARE-FREE POWERS OF COHEN-MACAULAY FORESTS, CYCLES, AND WHISKERED CYCLES

KANOY KUMAR DAS, AMIT ROY, AND KAMALESH SAHA

ABSTRACT. Let I(G)^{[k]} denote the k^{th} square-free power of the edge ideal I(G) of a graph G. In this article, we provide a precise formula for the depth of I(G)^{[k]} when G is a Cohen-Macaulay forest. Using this, we show that for a Cohen-Macaulay forest G, the k^{th} square-free power of I(G) is always Cohen-Macaulay, which is quite surprising since all ordinary powers of I(G) can never be Cohen-Macaulay unless G is a disjoint union of edges. Next, we give an exact formula for the regularity and tight bounds on the depth of square-free powers of edge ideals of cycles. In the case of whiskered cycles, we obtain tight bounds on the regularity and depth of square-free powers, which aids in identifying when such ideals have linear resolutions. Additionally, we compute depth of I(G)^{[2]} when G is a cycle or whiskered cycle, and regularity of I(G)^{[2]} when G is a whiskered cycle.

1. INTRODUCTION

Research on edge ideals of graphs and their powers is one of the central topics of study in combinatorial commutative algebra. The notion of edge ideals was introduced by Villarreal [29] in 1990, and since then, a significant amount of work has been done on this topic. Edge ideals are a specific example of Stanley-Reisner ideals, and because of this, they offer numerous combinatorial insights into graph theory. The study of powers of edge ideals is currently an active area of research but remains quite challenging, which explains its limited investigations so far. Even for some fundamental classes of graphs, such as forests [4], unicyclic graphs [1], and Cameron-Walker graphs [3], the regularity of powers of edge ideals has been established in recent years. To the best of our knowledge, efforts to determine the depth of all powers of an edge ideal have only been successful for cycles [23] and Cohen-Macaulay forests [19].

Recently, researchers have shown immense interest in studying the square-free powers of edge ideals, which have a nice connection to the matching theory of graphs. Furthermore, the study of square-free powers provides a significant boost in the study of ordinary powers as the multigraded minimal free resolution of the square-free powers is an induced subcomplex of that of the ordinary powers. Let R = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n] be a polynomial ring with n variables over a field K and I ⊆ R be a square-free monomial ideal. The k^{th} square-free power of I, denoted by I^{[k]}, is the ideal of R generated by all square-free monomials of the ideal I^k. Note that I^{[k]} = ⟨0⟩ for k >> 0. Let G(I) denote the unique minimal monomial generating set of a monomial ideal I. Then one can observe that G(I^{[k]}) is the set of square-free monomials contained in G(I^k). Now consider a finite simple graph G on the vertex set V (G) = {x_1, . . . , x_n} and the edge set E(G). A matching M of G is a collection of distinct edges of G such that e ∩ f = ∅ for all e, f ∈ M with e ≠ f. A matching M is called a k-matching if |M| = k. For A ⊆ {x_1, . . . , x_n}, let us denote by x_A the square-free monomial ∏ x_i∈A xi in R. If I(G) denotes the edge ideal of a graph G, then

I(G)^{[k]} = ⟨ x_A | A = ⋃ e_i∈M e_i and M is a k-matching of G ⟩ . In other words, I(G)^{[k]} is generated by products of k minimal generators of I(G) that form a regular sequence in R. The ideal I(G)^{[k]} is also known as the k^{th} matching power of G. Note that if k = 1, then I(G)^{[1]} is nothing but the edge ideal I(G). Let ν(G) denote the maximum cardinality of a

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 13C15, 05E40, 13D02; Secondary: 13H10, 05C70. Key words and phrases. Square-free powers, Cohen-Macaulay rings, Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity, depth, edge ideals, forests, cycles, whisker graphs. 1

matching in G. Then we have I(G)^{[k]} ≠ ⟨0⟩ if and only if k ≤ ν(G). Therefore, in order to study I(G)^{[k]}, it is enough to consider k ≤ ν(G).

The study of square-free powers began with the work of Bigdeli, Herzog, and Zaare-Nahandi [6] in 2018. However, it garnered considerable attention after the intriguing work of Erey-Herzog- Hibi-Saeedi Madani [12] in 2022. They gave bounds for the regularity of I(G)^{[k]} and discussed the question of when such powers have a linear resolution or satisfy the square-free Ratliff property. In [13], the same authors introduced the normalized depth function on square-free powers and conjectured that such a function is non-increasing. Later, Fakhari disproved this conjecture in [26]. However, the conjecture is widely open for square-free powers of edge ideals of graphs. Erey- Hibi in [14] introduced the notion of k-admissible matching of a graph and gave a conjecture [14, Conjecture 31] on the regularity of square-free powers of forests in terms of the k-admissible matching number. Later on, Crupi-Ficarra-Lax [8] settled this conjecture using Betti splitting. For more work on the square-free powers, the reader can look into [16, 22, 27, 28].

In this paper, we study square-free powers of edge ideals of some fundamental classes of graphs, namely Cohen-Macaulay forests, cycles, and whiskered cycles. Although these graphs may appear simple in structure, the study of their square-free powers is quite challenging, sometimes even more difficult to handle when compared to their ordinary powers. Recall that, Crupi-Ficarra-Lax [8] expressed the regularity of square-free powers of forests in terms of the admissible matching number of the corresponding graph. However, even for a simple enough graph, it is very difficult to find the admissible matching number. In Section 3, we derive a simple numerical formula for the regularity of k^{th} square-free powers of paths (see Proposition 3.3) and whiskered paths (see Proposition 3.4) in terms of the number of vertices of the underlying graphs and the integer k. Our main result in this section is Theorem 3.5, where we show that for a Cohen-Macaulay forest G of dimension m, depth(R/I(G)^{[k]}) = m + k − 1 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(G). As a consequence of Theorem 3.5, we obtain the following:

Corollary 3.6. Let G be a Cohen-Macaulay forest. Then R/I(G)^{[k]} is Cohen-Macaulay for all k.

The aforementioned result is quite surprising as it follows from [25, Page 2] and [19, Corollary 3.10] that for a graph G, R/I(G)^k is Cohen-Macaulay for all k ≥ 1 if and only if G is a disjoint union of edges (see also Remark 3.7). Thus, it will be interesting to study when the square-free powers of edge ideals of graphs are Cohen-Macaulay. Moving on, in Section 4 of this paper, we provide an explicit formula for the regularity of square-free powers of edge ideals of cycles:

Theorem 4.2. Let C_n denote the cycle of length n. Then for 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(C_n) = ⌊^n_2 ⌋, we have

reg(I(C_n)^{[k]}) = 2k + ⌊ n − 2k 3 ⌋ .

From the above result, one can observe that for a cycle C_n, I(C_n)^{[k]} has a linear resolution if and only if k = ν(C_n) in case of odd n, and k ∈ {ν(C_n), ν(C_n) − 1} in case of even n (Corollary 4.4). Next, it is known from the work of Jacques [21] that depth(R/I(C_n)) = ⌈^{n−1}_3 ⌉. For 2 ≤ k ≤ ν(C_n), we show in Theorem 4.10 that depth(R/I(C_n)^{[k]}) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. As an application, we derive in Corollary 4.11 that depth(R/I(C_n)^{[2]}) = ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + 1. It is worthwhile to mention that for any graph G, depth(R/I(G)^{[k]}) = 2k − 1 for k = ν(G) (see Remark 2.8). For a cycle C_n of even length, we show that depth(R/I(C_n)^{[k]}) = 2k − 1 for k = ν(C_n) − 1 = ⌊^n_2 ⌋ − 1 (Proposition 4.12).

Section 5 of this paper deals with the regularity and depth of square-free powers of edge ideals of whiskered cycles. Considering a slightly more general class containing the whiskered cycles, we derive bounds on the regularity of square-free powers of their edge ideals in Theorem 5.2. As a consequence, we obtain

Corollary 5.3. Let W (C_m) denote the whisker graph on C_m. Then for each 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(W (C_m)),

2k + ⌊ m − k − 1 2 ⌋ ≤ reg(I(W (C_m))^{[k]}) ≤ 2k + ⌊ m − k 2 ⌋ . Due to the above-mentioned lower bound, one can see that I(W (C_m))^{[k]} does not have a linear resolution if k < m−2 (Remark 5.4). Now, it follows from [24, Proposition 1.1] that reg(I(W (C_m))) = ⌊^m_2 ⌋ + 1. In Corollary 5.7, we show that reg(I(W (C_m))^{[2]}) = 3 + ⌊_{m−1} 2 ⌋ . Regarding the depth, we have depth(R/I(W (C_m))) = m (see [29]) and we derive depth(R/I(W (C_m))^{[2]}) as follows:

Theorem 5.8. Let W (C_m) denote the whisker graph on a cycle of length m. Then

depth(R/I(W (C_m))^{[2]}) = { 3 if m = 3, m + 1 if m > 3.

Moreover, we show in Proposition 5.9 that depth(R/I(W (C_m))^{[k]}) ≤ m + k − 1 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ m. Finally, in Section 6, based on our results and computational evidence, we propose three conjectures (Conjecture 6.1, 6.2, 6.3) regarding the depth of square-free powers for cycles and whiskered cycles, and the regularity of square-free powers for whiskered cycles.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND SOME TECHNICAL LEMMAS

In this section, we briefly recall some relevant results from combinatorics and commutative algebra that will be used throughout the rest of the paper. Moreover, we derive some technical lemmas on square-free powers of edge ideals related to certain ideal theoretic operations.

2.1. Graph Theory and Combinatorics: Let G = (V (G), E(G)) be a finite simple graph with vertex set V (G) and edge set E(G). For a vertex x in G, the set of neighbors of x, denoted by N_G(x), is the set {y ∈ V (G) | {x, y} ∈ E(G)}. The set of closed neighbors of x is the set N_G(x) ∪ {x}, and is denoted by N_G[x]. More generally, if x_1, . . . , x_t ∈ V (G), then we define N_G[x_1, . . . , x_t] = ∪^t_{i=1}N_G[x_i]. For x ∈ V (G), the number |N_G(x)| is called the degree of x, and is denoted by deg(x). Given a graph G, to add a whisker at a vertex x of G, one simply adds a new vertex y and an edge connecting y and x to G. For W ⊆ V (G), the graph G \ W denotes the graph on the vertex set V (G) \ W and the edge set {{a, b} ∈ E(G) | x /∈ {a, b} for each x ∈ W }. If W = {x} for some x ∈ V (G), then G \ W is simply denoted by G \ x. Similarly, for W ⊆ V (G), the induced subgraph of G on W , denoted by G[W ], is the graph G \ (V (G) \ W ). A subset A ⊆ E(G) is called an induced matching of G if A is a matching in G and E(G[∪_{e∈A}e]) = A. The induced matching number of G, denoted by ν_1(G), is the maximum cardinality of an induced matching in G. An induced matching of cardinality 2 is called a gap in G.

Various classes of simple graphs:

(1) A path graph P_m of length m − 1 is a graph on the vertex set {x_1, . . . , x_m} with the edge set {{x_i, x_{i+1}} | 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1}. (2) A cycle of length m, denoted by C_m, is a graph such that V (C_m) = {x_1, . . . , x_m} and E(C_m) = {{x_1, x_m}, {x_i, x_{i+1}} | 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1}. (3) A graph G is called a forest if it does not contain any induced cycle. A connected forest is known as a tree.

(4) A graph is called chordal if it does not contain an induced C_n for any n ≥ 4. A graph whose complement graph is chordal is known as a co-chordal graph.

(5) Let G be a graph with V (G) = {x_1, . . . , x_n} and the edge set E(G). Construct a new graph W (G) with V (W (G)) = {x_i, y_i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n} and E(W (G)) = E(G) ∪ {{x_i, y_i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ n}. Then W (G) is called the whisker graph on G. The graphs W (C_m) and W (P_m) are called whiskered cycle and whiskered path, respectively.

2.2. Commutative algebra. In this subsection, we recall some basic facts related to regularity and depth of graded ideals.

Regularity: Let I ⊆ R = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n] be a graded ideal. A graded minimal free resolution of I is an exact sequence F_· : 0 → F_k^{∂k}−→ · · ·^{∂2}−→ F_1^{∂1}−→ F_0^{∂0}−→ I → 0, where F_i = ⊕_{j∈N} R(−j)^{βi,j (I)} for i ≥ 0, R(−j) is the polynomial ring R with its grading twisted by j, and k ≤ n. The numbers β_{i,j}(I) are called the i^{th} N-graded Betti numbers of I in degree j. The Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity (in short, regularity) of I, denoted by reg(I), is the number max{j − i | β_{i,j} (I) ≠ 0}. If I is the zero ideal, then we adopt the convention that reg(I) = 1. A graded ideal I with all the minimal generators having the same degree d is said to have a linear resolution if reg(I) = d.

The following are some well-known results regarding the regularity of a graded ideal.

Lemma 2.1. [30] Let I_1 ⊆ R_1 = K [x_1 , . . . , x_m] and I_2 ⊆ R_2 = K [x_{m+1} , . . . , x_n] be two graded ideals. Consider the ideal I = I_1R + I_2R ⊆ R = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n]. Then reg(I) = reg(I_1) + reg(I_2) − 1.

Lemma 2.2. [9, cf. Lemma 2.10] Let I ⊆ R be a monomial ideal, m be a monomial of degree d in R, and x be an indeterminate in R. Then

(i) reg(I + ⟨x⟩) ≤ reg(I), (ii) reg(I : x) ≤ reg(I), (iii) regI ≤ max{reg(I : m) + d, reg(I + ⟨m⟩)}.

We use the following basic result frequently without mentioning it explicitly.

Lemma 2.3. Let I ⊆ R be a monomial ideal, and let x_1, . . . , x_r be some indeterminates in R. Then ((I + ⟨x_1, . . . , x_{r−1}⟩) : x_r) = (I : x_r) + ⟨x_1, . . . , x_{r−1}⟩.

The following formulas for the regularity of edge ideals of paths and cycles can be easily derived from the thesis of Jacques [21].

Lemma 2.4. [21, cf. Theorem 7.7.34, Theorem 7.6.28] Let P_n and C_n denote the path and cycle on n vertices, respectively. Then

reg(I(P_n)) = reg(I(C_n)) = 2 + ⌊ n − 2 3 ⌋ . It is a classical result due to Fröberg [17] that the edge ideal of a graph G has a linear resolution if and only if G is co-chordal. Later on, Herzog, Hibi, and Zheng [20] showed that any power of edge ideal of a co-chordal graph also has a linear resolution. Therefore, it follows from [12, Lemma 1.2] that any square-free power of edge ideal of a co-chordal graph has a linear resolution.

Depth: For the graded ideal I ⊆ R = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n], the depth of the finitely generated graded R module R/I is defined as depth(R/I) = min{i | H^i_m(R/I) ≠ 0}, where H^i_m denotes the i^{th} local cohomology module of R/I with respect to the graded maximal ideal m = ⟨x_1, . . . , x_n⟩. Let G be a graph with V (G) = {x_1, . . . , x_n}. Then we define the dimension of the graph G, denoted by dim(G), to be the Krull dimension of the quotient ring R/I(G). We say that G is Cohen- Macaulay if dim(G) = depth(R/I(G)). In general, a graded ideal I ⊆ R is called Cohen-Macaulay if dim(R/I) = depth(R/I).

The following well-known results concerning depth(R/I) for any graded ideal I, are essential in proving some of our main theorems in subsequent sections.

Lemma 2.5. [30] Let I_1 ⊆ R_1 = K [x_1 , . . . , x_m] and I_2 ⊆ R_2 = K [x_{m+1} , . . . , x_n] be two graded ideals. Consider the ideal I = I_1R + I_2R ⊆ R = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n]. Then depth(R/I) = depth(R_1/I_1) + depth(R_2/I_2).

As an immediate consequence of the above lemma, we get the following.

Lemma 2.6. Let J be a monomial ideal in R^′ = K [x_1 , . . . , x_m], I = J + ⟨x_{m+1}, . . . , x_r⟩ and R = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n] with r ≤ n. Then depth(R/I) = depth(R^′/J) + (n − r).

Lemma 2.7. [7, cf. Lemma 2.2, Lemma 4.1, Theorem 4.3] Let I be a monomial ideal in R = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n] and let f ∈ R be an arbitrary monomial. Then we have the following.

(i) depth(R/I) ∈ {depth(R/(I + ⟨f⟩)), depth(R/(I : f))}, (ii) depth(R/I) ≥ min{depth(R/(I + ⟨f⟩)), depth(R/(I : f))}, (iii) depth(R/I) ≤ depth(R/(I : f)) if f /∈ I.

Remark 2.8. Let G be a simple graph. Then it has been proved in [10, Theorem 1.7] that I(G)^{[ν(G)]} is a polymatroidal ideal (see also [11, Theorem 1.1] for a different proof ). Thus, by [13, Proposition 1.7], depth(R/I(G)^{[k]}) = 2k − 1.

2.3. Technical lemmas. In this subsection, we derive some important lemmas, which are used in this paper extensively, and will help in the future study on square-free powers of edge ideals.

Lemma 2.9. Let G be a graph with vertices x, y such that {x, y} ∈ E(G) and assume that 2 ≤ k ≤ ν(G).

(i) I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x⟩ = I(G^′)^{[k]} + ⟨x⟩, where G^′ = G \ x. (ii) (I(G)^{[k]} : x) = ∑ y∈N_G(x) yI(G \ {x, y}) [k−1] + I(G \ N G[x])^{[k]}.

(iii) Suppose that N_G(x) \ {y} = {u_1, . . . , u_r}, N_G(y) \ {x} = {v_1, . . . , v_s}. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ r, let G_i be the graph on the vertex set V (G) \ {x, y} and the edge set E(G_i) = E(G \ {x, y}) ∪ {{u_i, v_j } | 1 ≤ j ≤ s, u_i ≠ v_j }. Then (I(G)^{[k]} : xy) = ∑_r i=1 I(G_i)^{[k−1]}.

Proof. (i) This is a straightforward observation.

(ii) It is easy to see that ∑ y∈N_G(x) yI(G \ {x, y}) [k−1] + I(G \ N G[x])^{[k]} ⊆ (I(G)^{[k]} : x). Now let f ∈ (I(G)^{[k]} : x). Then fx ∈ I(G)^{[k]}, and hence there is a k-matching in G, say {{a_1, b_1}, . . . , {a_k, b_k}} ⊆ E(G) such that (a_1b_1) · · · (a_kb_k) | fx. We consider the following two cases. Case-I: Let {a_t, b_t} = {x, y} for some y ∈ N_G(x), and 1 ≤ t ≤ k. Then y · (a_1b_1) · · · (a_{t−1}b_{t−1})(a_{t+1}b_{t+1}) · · · (a_kb_k) | f, and hence f ∈ yI(G \ {x, y})^{[k−1]}. Case-II: Assume that {a_t, b_t} ≠ {x, y} for all y ∈ N_G(x), and for all 1 ≤ t ≤ k. In that case, if for each y ∈ N_G(x), y ≠ a_t, and y ≠ b_t for all 1 ≤ t ≤ k, then {a_t, b_t} ∈ E(G \ N_G[x]) for all 1 ≤ t ≤ k. Thus, f ∈ I(G \ N_G[x])^{[k]}. Otherwise, if y = a_t for some 1 ≤ t ≤ k, then y · (a_1b_1) · · · (a_{t−1}b_{t−1})(a_{t+1}b_{t+1}) · · · (a_kb_k) | f, and hence f ∈ yI(G \ {x, y})^{[k−1]}.

(iii) Let f ∈ G(I(G_i)^{[k−1]}) for some 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Then there is a (k − 1)-matching in G_i, say {{a_1, b_1}, . . . {a_{k−1}, b_{k−1}}} ⊆ E(G_i) such that f = (a_1b_1) · · · (a_{k−1}b_{k−1}). If for all 1 ≤ t ≤ k − 1, {a_t, b_t} ≠ {u_i, v_j }, then f · xy ∈ I(G)^{[k]}. Otherwise if for some 1 ≤ t ≤ k − 1, {a_t, b_t} = {u_i, v_j }, then we can write f · xy = (xu_i)(yv_j )(a_1b_1) · · · (a_{t−1}b_{t−1})(a_{t+1}b_{t+1}) · · · (a_{k−1}b_{k−1}) ∈ I(G)^{[k]}. Hence in any case, f ∈ (I(G)^{[k]} : xy).

Conversely, let g ∈ (I(G)^{[k]} : xy). Then g · xy ∈ I(G)^{[k]}, and hence, there is a k-matching in G, say {{a_1, b_1}, . . . {a_k, b_k}} ⊆ E(G) such that (a_1b_1) · · · (a_kb_k) | g · xy. Again if {x, y} = {a_t, b_t} for some 1 ≤ t ≤ k, then g ∈ I(G^′)^{[k−1]}, where G^′ = G \ {x, y}. Note that I(G^′)^{[k−1]} ⊆ I(G_i)^{[k−1]} for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r and thus g ∈ ∑_r i=1 I(G_i)^{[k−1]}. Now, assume that {x, y} ≠ {a_t, b_t} for any 1 ≤ t ≤ k. If x, y /∈ {a_i, b_i | 1 ≤ i ≤ k}, then g ∈ I(G \ {x, y})^{[k]} and hence for any 1 ≤ i ≤ r, g ∈ I(G_i)^{[k]} ⊆ ∑_r i=1 I(G_i)^{[k−1]}. Next, if x ∈ {a_i, b_i | 1 ≤ i ≤ k} but y /∈ {a_i, b_i | 1 ≤ i ≤ k}, then without any loss of generality, assume that a_1 = x. In that case, (a_2b_2)(a_3b_3) · · · (a_kb_k) | g and hence g ∈ I(G \ {x, y})^{[k−1]} ⊆ ∑_r i=1 I(G_i)^{[k−1]}. Finally if x, y ∈ {a_i, b_i | 1 ≤ i ≤ k} and {x, y} ≠ {a_t, b_t} for any 1 ≤ t ≤ k, without any loss of generality, we can assume that y_nx^nx_1y_1x^3x_2y_2y_3 x_4y_4 x_{n−1} y_{n−1} ...

...

. . .

FIGURE 1. A whiskered cycle G

y_nx^ny_2y_1x^3y_3 x_4y_4 x_{n−1} y_{n−1} ...

...

. . . y_nx^nx^3y_1y_3 x_4y_4 x_{n−1} y_{n−1} ...

. ..

. . .

FIGURE 2. The graphs G_1 and G_2

x = a_1, y = a_2. Then b_1 ∈ N_G(x) \ {y}, b_2 ∈ N_G(y) \ {x}, and b_1 ≠ b_2. So, b_1 = u_i, b_2 = v_j for some 1 ≤ i ≤ r, 1 ≤ j ≤ s and u_i ≠ v_j . Therefore, (xu_i)(yv_j )(a_3b_3) · · · (a_kb_k) | g · xy, which implies (u_iv_j)(a_3b_3) · · · (a_kb_k) | g and hence g ∈ I(G_i)^{[k−1]}. This completes the proof. □

Remark 2.10. Following the proof of Lemma 2.9(iii) it is easy to observe that (I(G)^{[k]} : xy) can also be expressed in the following alternative way. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ s, let H_j be the graph on the vertex set V (G) \ {x, y}, and edge set E(H_j ) = E(G \ {x, y}) ∪ {{u_i, v_j } | 1 ≤ i ≤ r, u_i ≠ v_j}. Then (I(G)^{[k]} : xy) = ∑_s j=1 I(H_j )^{[k−1]}.

Example 2.11. Consider the graphs G, G_1 and G_2 as in Figure 1 and Figure 2. Then, applying Lemma 2.9(iii), we have (I(G)^{[k]} : x_1x_2) = I(G_1)^{[k−1]} + I(G_2)^{[k−1]} for 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(G).

Remark 2.12. Note that if k = 2 in Lemma 2.9(iii), then (I(G)^{[2]} : xy) = I(G^′), where V (G^′) = V (G) \ {x, y}, and E(G^′) = ∪^r_{i=1}E(G_i). In other words, E(G^′) = E(G \ {x, y}) ∪ {{a, b} | a ∈ N_G(x), b ∈ N_G(y), a ≠ b, a, b /∈ {x, y}}. This expression of (I(G)^{[2]} : xy) also appeared in [12, Lemma 2.6].

Lemma 2.13. Let G be a graph and x ∈ V (G) such that N_G(x) = {y_1, . . . , y_n}. Then for all 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(G), ((I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨xy_1, . . . , xy_n⟩) : x) = I(G \ {x, y_1, . . . , y_n})^{[k]} + ⟨y_1, . . . , y_n⟩. Proof. The proof of this lemma easily follows from Lemma 2.9(ii) and the fact that ((I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨xy_1, . . . , xy_n⟩) : x) = (I(G)^{[k]} : x) + ⟨y_1, . . . , y_n⟩. □ Note: Whenever we consider the edge ideal I(G) of a graph G, we write R to mean the corresponding ambient ring K [x | x ∈ V (G)].

3. SQUARE-FREE POWERS OF FORESTS

In this section, we study the regularity and depth of square-free powers of edge ideals of various classes of trees. More precisely, we provide an explicit formula for reg(I(G)^{[k]}) in terms of n and k, where G is either a P_n or it is obtained from P_n by attaching multiple whiskers at each vertex of P_n. Furthermore, deriving the depth of R/I(G)^{[k]} for a Cohen-Macaulay forest G, we show that R/I(G)^{[k]} is Cohen-Macaulay for all k ≥ 1.

The notion of admissible matching of a graph in the context of square-free powers of edge ideals has been introduced by Erey and Hibi in [14]. The admissible matching number turns out to be a perfect combinatorial invariant to estimate the regularity of square-free powers of forests (see also [8]). Let k and n be two positive integers. We say that a sequence (a_1, . . . , a_n) of integers is k-admissible if a_i ≥ 1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and ∑_n i=1 a_i ≤ n + k − 1.

Definition 3.1. [14, Definition 12] Let G be a graph with matching number ν(G). Let M be a matching of G. Then for any 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(G), we say that M is a k-admissible matching if there exists a sequence M_1, . . . , M_r of non-empty subsets of M such that

(1) M = M_1 ∪ · · · ∪ M_r, (2) M_i ∩ M_j = ∅ for all i ≠ j, (3) for all i ≠ j, if e_i ∈ M_i and e_j ∈ M_j , then {e_i, e_j } is a gap in G, (4) the sequence (|M_1|, . . . , |M_r|) is k-admissible, (5) the induced subgraph of G on ∪_{e∈Mi} e is a forest for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r.

Definition 3.2. [14, Definition 13] The k-admissible matching number of a graph G, denoted by aim(G, k), is defined as aim(G, k) := max{|M| | M is a k-admissible matching of G} for 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(G). If G has no k-admissible matching, then aim(G, k) is defined to be 0.

In [14], the authors conjectured that if G is any forest, then reg(I(G)^{[k]}) = aim(G, k) + k for all 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(G). Later, Crupi, Ficarra, and Lax [8] proved this conjecture for forests. However, it is not straightforward to determine the combinatorial invariant aim(G, k), even for simpler classes of trees like paths, whiskered paths, etc. In the following proposition, we give a numerical formula for the regularity of square-free powers of paths.

Proposition 3.3. Let P_n denote the path graph on n vertices. Then for 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(P_n) = ⌊^n_2 ⌋,

reg(I(P_n)^{[k]}) = 2k + ⌊ n − 2k 3 ⌋ . Proof. First, we consider the case k = ⌊^n_2 ⌋. Then by [6, Theorem 5.1], I(P_n)^{[k]} has a linear resolution, and thus, reg(I(P_n)^{[k]}) = 2k. Also, if k = 1, then the formula follows from Lemma 2.4. Therefore, we may assume that 1 < k < ⌊^n_2 ⌋. Note that, the path graph P_n is an example of a tree. Therefore, by [8, Theorem 3.6], reg(I(P_n)^{[k]}) = aim(P_n, k) + k. We first show that aim(P_n, k) ≥ k+⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋, which will imply reg(I(P_n)^{[k]}) ≥ 2k+⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋. Let E(P_n) = {{x_i, x_{i+1}} | 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1}. Consider the set M^′ = {{x_1, x_2}, {x_3, x_4}, . . . , {x_{2k−1}, x_{2k}}}. Now G \ {x_1, . . . , x_{2k+1}} = P_{n−2k−1}. Therefore, ν_1(G \ {x_1, . . . , x_{2k+1}}) = ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋. Let M be an induced matching of G \ {x_1, . . . , x_{2k}, x_{2k+1}} such that |M| = ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋. Suppose M = { e_1, . . . , e_⌊ n−2k_{3 ⌋} } . For each e_i ∈ M, let us consider the set M_i = {e_i}. Then |M^′| + ∑_⌊^{n−2k}_{3 ⌋} i=1 |M_i| = k + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋ ≤ k +(⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋+1)−1. Hence, by Definition 3.2, M^′ ⊔ ( ⊔^{⌊ n−2k3 ⌋} i=1 M_i ) forms a k-admissible matching

of G. Thus, aim(G, k) ≥ k + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋.

Now, we prove that reg(I(P_n)^{[k]}) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋ by induction on n. Note that when n ≤ 3, we have the desired formula from Lemma 2.4. Thus, we assume that n ≥ 4. First, we consider the ideal I(P_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_{n−2}x_{n−1}, x_{n−1}x_n⟩. Then by Lemma 2.13, ((I(P_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_{n−2}x_{n−1}, x_{n−1}x_n⟩) : x_{n−1}) = I(P_n \ {x_{n−2}, x_{n−1}, x_n})^{[k]} + ⟨x_{n−2}, x_n⟩ = I(P_{n−3})^{[k]} + ⟨x_{n−2}, x_n⟩. Therefore, by the induction hypothesis, reg((I(P_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_{n−2}x_{n−1}, x_{n−1}x_n⟩) : x_{n−1}) = 2k + ⌊^{n−3−2k}_3 ⌋ = 2k + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋ − 1. Now by Lemma 2.9, I(P_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_{n−2}x_{n−1}, x_{n−1}x_n, x_{n−1}⟩ = I(P_{n−2})^{[k]} + ⟨x_{n−1}⟩, and thus, reg(I(P_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_{n−2}x_{n−1}, x_{n−1}x_n, x_{n−1}⟩) = 2k + ⌊^{n−2−2k}_3 ⌋ ≤ 2k + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋. Hence, by Lemma 2.2(iii), we get reg(I(P_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_{n−2}x_{n−1}, x_{n−1}x_n⟩) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋. Now let us consider the ideal ((I(P_n)^{[k]} +⟨x_{n−2}x_{n−1}⟩) : x_{n−1}x_n) = ⟨x_{n−2}⟩+(I(P_n \x_{n−2})^{[k]} : x_{n−1}x_n). By Lemma 2.3 & 2.9, ((I(P_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_{n−2}x_{n−1}⟩) : x_{n−1}x_n) = ⟨x_{n−2}⟩ + I(P_n \ {x_{n−2}, x_{n−1}, x_n})^{[k−1]} = ⟨x_{n−2}⟩ + I(P_{n−3})^{[k−1]}. Again by the induction hypothesis, we have reg((I(P_n)^{[k]}+⟨x_{n−2}x_{n−1}⟩) : x_{n−1}x_n) = 2k − 2 + ⌊^{n−3−2k+2}_3 ⌋ ≤ 2k − 2 + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋. Thus, by Lemma 2.2(iii), we obtain reg(I(P_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_{n−2}x_{n−1}⟩) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋. Finally, (I(P_n)^{[k]} : x_{n−2}x_{n−1}) = I(G_1)^{[k−1]}, where G_1 ∼= P_{n−2} by Lemma 2.9(iii). Hence, reg(I(P_n)^{[k]} : x_{n−2}x_{n−1}) = 2k − 2 + ⌊^{n−2−2k+2}_3 ⌋ = 2k − 2 + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋. Therefore, by Lemma 2.2(iii), we obtain reg(I(P_n)^{[k]}) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋, which completes the proof. □ Next, we compute the regularity of square-free powers of a class of trees, which contain the class of whiskered paths. More specifically, we consider the graphs which are obtained from path graphs by attaching multiple whiskers on each vertex of the corresponding path. To begin with, we fix the following notation. For positive integers m, r_1, . . . , r_m, let G_{1,m,r1,...,rm} denote the graph on the vertex set {x_i, y_{i,j} | 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ r_i} with the edge set E(G_{1,m,r1,...,rm} ) = {{x_i, x_{i+1}}, {x_i, y_{i,j}}, {x_m, y_{m,l}} | 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ r_i, 1 ≤ l ≤ r_m}. Based on these notations, we define the following class of graphs: W (P_m) := {G | G ∼= G_{1,m,r1,...,rm} for some r_1, . . . , r_m ≥ 1}. Proposition 3.4. Let G ∈ W (P_m). Then reg(I(G)^{[k]}) = 2k + ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋ for each 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(G) = m.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.3. First, note that if k = m, then I(G)^{[k]} has a linear resolution by [6, Theorem 5.1], and thus, reg(I(G)^{[k]}) = 2k. Also, if k = 1, then the formula follows from [31, Corollary 2.13] since G is a tree and ν_1(G) = 2 + ⌊^{m−1}_2 ⌋. Therefore, we may assume that 1 < k < m. Now, by [8, Theorem 3.6], reg(I(G)^{[k]}) = aim(G, k) + k. We first show that aim(G, k) ≥ k + ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋, which gives reg(I(G)^{[k]}) ≥ 2k + ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋. Without loss of generality, let G = G_{1,m,r1,...,rm} for some positive integers r_1, . . . , r_m. Consider the set M^′ = {{x_1, y_{1,1}}, . . . , {x_k, y_{k,1}}}. Now G \ {x_1, . . . , x_{k+1}} ∈ W (P_{m−k−1}). Hence, it is easy to see that ν_1(G \ {x_1, . . . , x_{k+1}}) = ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋. Let M be an induced matching of G \ {x_1, . . . , x_{k+1}} such that |M| = ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋. Suppose M = { e_1, . . . , e_⌊ m−k_{2 ⌋} } . For each e_i ∈ M, let us consider the set

M_i = {e_i}. Then |M^′|+ ∑_⌊^{m−k}_{2 ⌋} i=1 |M_i| = ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋+k ≤ k+(⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋+1)−1. Hence, by Definition 3.2, M^′ ⊔ ( ⊔^{⌊ m−k2 ⌋} i=1 M_i ) forms a k-admissible matching of G. Thus, aim(G, k) ≥ k + ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋.

Now, we will show reg(I(G)^{[k]}) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋ by induction on m. If m = 1, then k = m = 1, and I(G)^{[1]} = I(G) has a linear resolution as G^c is a co-chordal graph. Hence, reg(I(G)^{[1]}) = 2. So, let us assume m ≥ 2. First, consider the ideal L = I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1y_{1,i}, x_1x_2 | 1 ≤ i ≤ r_1⟩. Note that (L : x_1) = ⟨x_2, y_{1,i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ r_1⟩ + I(G_1)^{[k]}, where G_1 = G \ {x_1, x_2, y_{1,i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ r_1} (by Lemma 2.9). Observe that G_1 ∈ W (P_{m−2}), and if k = m or k = m−1, then I(G_1)^{[k]} = ⟨0⟩. Hence, by the induction hypothesis, we get reg(L : x_1) = reg(I(G_1)^{[k]}) ≤ 2k+⌊^{m−2−k}_2 ⌋ = 2k−1+⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋. Also, by Lemma 2.9, L + ⟨x_1⟩ = I(G_2)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1⟩, where G_2 = G \ {x_1}, and I(G_2)^{[k]} = ⟨0⟩, when k = m. Thus, by the induction hypothesis, reg(L + ⟨x_1⟩) = reg(I(G_2)) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{m−1−k}_2 ⌋ ≤ 2k + ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋. Consequently, by applying Lemma 2.2, we obtain reg(L) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋. Next, we consider the ideal L_1 = I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1y_{1,i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ r_1⟩.

Note that L_1 + ⟨x_1x_2⟩ = L. Now, by Lemma 2.9, (L_1 : x_1x_2) = ⟨y_{1,i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ r_1⟩ + (I(G)^{[k]} : x_1x_2) = ⟨y_{1,i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ r_1⟩ + I(G_1)^{[k−1]}. Therefore, by the induction hypothesis, reg(L_1 : x_1x_2) = reg(I(G_1)^{[k−1]}) ≤ 2k − 2 + ⌊^{m−2−k}_2 ⌋ ≤ 2k − 2 + ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋. Hence, applying Lemma 2.2 again, we obtain reg(L_1) ≤ 2k + ⌊ m − k 2 ⌋ . Next, for 1 ≤ i ≤ r_1 consider the ideal L_{2,i} = I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1y_{1j} | 1 ≤ j ≤ i − 1⟩. Note that L_{2,1} = I(G)^{[k]} and L_{2,r1} +⟨x_1y_{1r1} ⟩ = L_1. Moreover, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ r_1 −1, L_{2,i} +⟨x_1y_{1i}⟩ = L_{2,i+1}. Again, for 1 ≤ i ≤ r_1, (L_{2,i} : x_1y_{1i}) = ⟨y_{1,j} | 1 ≤ j ≤ i−1⟩+I(G\x_1 )^{[k−1]} (by Lemma 2.9). Since G \ x_1 = P_{m−1}, using the induction hypothesis and repeatedly applying Lemma 2.2, we obtain reg(I(G)^{[k]}) = reg(L_{2,1}) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋. □

The next theorem and the corollary afterwards are the main results of this section, which deal with the depth and Cohen-Macaulay property of square-free powers of edge ideals of Cohen- Macaulay forests. Note that, if G is a Cohen-Macaulay forest of dimension m, then by [29, cf. Theorem 2.4], G = W (T_m) for some forest T_m on m number of vertices. Thus, for such a graph G, we have |V (G)| = 2m and ν(G) = m.

Theorem 3.5. If G is a Cohen-Macaulay forest of dimension m, then we have

depth(R/I(G)^{[k]}) = m + k − 1,

for all 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(G) = m.

Proof. Let G = W (T_m), where T_m is a forest on the vertex set V (T_m) = {x_1, . . . , x_m}. More precisely, let V (G) = V (T_m) ∪ {y_1, . . . , y_m}, and E(G) = E(T_m) ∪ {{x_i, y_i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ m}. Then it is easy to see that ν(G) = m. We prove the formula of depth(R/I(G)^{[k]}) by induction on m. If m = 1, then G has only one edge {x_1, y_1}. In this case, ν(G) = 1 and x_1 − y_1 is a regular element on R/I(G)^{[1]}. Therefore, depth(R/I(G)^{[k]}) = 1 as dim(R/I(G)^{[1]}) = 1. Now, let us assume m ≥ 2. If k = 1, then there is nothing to prove. Also, if k = m, then I(G)^{[m]} has only one generator ∏_m i=1 x_iy_i. Note that depth(R/I(G)^{[k]}) ≥ 2m − 1 (by [13, cf. Proposition 1.1]), and since dim(G) = 2m − 1, we have depth(R/I(G)^{[k]}) = 2m − 1 = m + m − 1. So, we may also assume 2 ≤ k ≤ m − 1. We break the proof into two cases:

Case-I: Let G consist of a disjoint union of edges, i.e., deg(x_i) = 1 for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m. By Lemma 2.9, we have (I(G)^{[k]} : x_1y_1) = I(G \ {x_1, y_1})^{[k−1]}.

Note that k − 1 ≤ m − 1 = ν(G \ {x_1, y_1}). Thus, by the induction hypothesis and Lemma 2.6,

depth(R/(I(G)^{[k]} : x_1y_1)) = (m − 1) + (k − 1) − 1 + 2 = m + k − 1. (1)

Now, consider the ideal J = I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1y_1⟩ = I(G \ {x_1, y_1})^{[k]} + ⟨x_1y_1⟩. Then J + ⟨x_1⟩ = I(G \ {x_1, y_1})^{[k]} + ⟨x_1⟩ and (J : x_1) = I(G \ {x_1, y_1})^{[k]} + ⟨y_1⟩. Again note that k ≤ m − 1 and thus using the induction hypothesis and Lemma 2.6, we get

depth(R/J + ⟨x_1⟩) = (m − 1) + k − 1 + 1 = m + k − 1, (2)

depth(R/(J : x_1)) = (m − 1) + k − 1 + 1 = m + k − 1. (3)

Therefore, by Equations (2), (3) and Lemma 2.7, we have

depth(R/J) = depth(R/I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1y_1⟩) = m + k − 1. (4)

Finally, using Equations (1), (4) and Lemma 2.7, we obtain

depth(R/I(G)^{[k]}) = m + k − 1.

Case-II: Let G contain some x_i which has degree at least 2. Then T_m is a non-empty forest and hence contains a leaf, say x_1 ∈ V (T_m). Let x_2 be the unique neighbor of x_1 in T_m. Then N_G(x_1) = {x_2, y_1}. proceeding as in Case-I, in this case too, we get depth(R/(I(G)^{[k]} : x_1y_1)) = m + k − 1. (5) Now we proceed to show that depth(R/J^′) = m + k − 1, where J^′ = I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1y_1, x_1x_2⟩. Observe that J^′ + ⟨x_1⟩ = I(G \ {x_1, y_1})^{[k]} + ⟨x_1⟩, and (J^′ : x_1) = I(G \ {x_1, y_1, x_2, y_2})^{[k]} + ⟨x_2, y_1⟩. Now if k = m − 1, then I(G \ {x_1, y_1, x_2, y_2})^{[k]} is the zero ideal and in that case depth(R/(J^′ : x_1)) = 2m − 2. Also, for k = m − 1 we have, I(G \ {x_1, y_1})^{[k]} = ∏_m i=2 x_iy_i and thus using Lemma 2.6 we obtain depth(R/J^′ + ⟨x_1⟩) = 2m − 2. Therefore, using Lemma 2.7 we get depth(R/J^′) = 2m − 2 = m + k − 1, where k = m − 1. Now if k ≤ m − 2, then k ≤ min{ν(G \ {x_1, y_1}), ν(G \ {x_1, y_1, x_2, y_2})} = m − 2. Hence, using the induction hypothesis and Lemma 2.6, we obtain depth(R/J^′ + ⟨x_1⟩) = depth(R/I(G \ {x_1, y_1})^{[k]} + ⟨x_1⟩) = m + k − 1,

depth(R/(J^′ : x_1)) = depth(R/I(G \ {x_1, y_1, x_2, y_2})^{[k]} + ⟨x_2, y_1⟩) = (m − 2) + k − 1 + 2 = m + k − 1. Due to the above two equations and Lemma 2.7, for each k ≤ m − 1, we have depth(R/I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1y_1, x_1x_2⟩) = m + k − 1. (6) Now, applying Lemma 2.9, one can observe that ((I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1y_1⟩) : x_1x_2) = I(G \ {x_1, y_1, x_2, y_2})^{[k−1]} + ⟨y_1⟩.

Thus, by the induction hypothesis and Lemma 2.7, we have

depth(R/((I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1y_1⟩) : x_1x_2)) = (m − 2) + (k − 1) − 1 + 3 = m + k − 1. (7) Now, using Equations (6), (7) and Lemma 2.7, we get depth(R/I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1y_1⟩) = m + k − 1. (8) Hence, from equations (5), (8) and Lemma 2.7, it follows that depth(R/I(G)^{[k]}) = m + k − 1. □ Corollary 3.6. Let G be a Cohen-Macaulay forest. Then R/I(G)^{[k]} is Cohen-Macaulay for all k.

Proof. Note that, if k > ν(G), then I(G)^{[k]} is the zero ideal and thus R/I(G)^{[k]} is Cohen-Macaulay. Therefore, we may assume that 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(G). As before, let G = W (T_m) for some forest T_m, where V (T_m) = {x_1, . . . , x_m}. Thus V (G) = {y_1, . . . , y_m} ∪ V (T_m) and E(G) = E(T_m) ∪ {{x_i, y_i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ m}. Let us take a subset S ⊆ V (G) such that |S| = m − k. Let p be the prime ideal generated by S, i.e., p = ⟨S⟩. Corresponding to S, let us consider the set of indices A_S as follows: A_S := {1 ≤ i ≤ m | x_i ∈ S or y_i ∈ S}. Since |S| = m − k, we have |A_S | ≤ m − k. Thus, there exist at least k integers between 1 to m, which do not belong to A_S . Without loss of generality, let 1, . . . , k ∉ A_S. Then {x_1, . . . , x_k, y_1, . . . , y_k} ∩ S = ∅. Now, x_1 · · · x_ky_1 · · · y_k is a minimal generator of I(G)^{[k]}, which does not belong to p. Thus, I(G)^{[k]} ⊄ p. Since S was chosen arbitrarily, we can say that there exists no prime ideal of height ≤ m − k, which contains the ideal I(G)^{[k]}. Therefore, height(I(G)^{[k]}) ≥ m − k + 1, which implies dim(R/I(G)^{[k]}) ≤ 2m − (m − k + 1) = m + k − 1. Hence, it follows from Theorem 3.5 that R/I(G)^{[k]} is Cohen-Macaulay with dimension m + k − 1. □

Remark 3.7. It is well-known that for a square-free monomial ideal I ⊆ R, the minimal primes of I and I^k are the same, and thus, dim(R/I) = dim(R/I^k). However, it is very rare when some powers of an edge ideal become Cohen-Macaulay. In this context, note that, if G is a Cohen-Macaulay forest of dimension m, then by [19, Corollary 3.10], we have depth(R/I(G)^k ) = max{m−k+1, r}, where r is the number of connected components of G. Based on this, one can observe that if I(G) is not a complete intersection ideal (in other words, G is not a disjoint union of edges), then we have depth(R/I(G)^k ) < m = dim(R/I(G)^k ). In other words, for a Cohen-Macaulay tree G which is not a disjoint union of edges, R/I(G)^k is never Cohen-Macaulay for k ≥ 2, whereas we have proved in Corollary 3.6 that R/I(G)^{[k]} is always Cohen-Macaulay, which is quite surprising.

4. SQUARE-FREE POWERS OF CYCLES

In this section, we obtain a formula for the regularity and bounds on the depth of square-free powers of edge ideals of cycles. Although the regularity of ordinary powers of edge ideals of cycles was determined in 2015 [4], an explicit formula for the depth of ordinary powers of cycles has been established very recently in [23]. Using our bounds on the depth of square-free powers of edge ideals of cycles, we obtain a numerical formula for the depth of the second square-free power.

Let us start by giving tight bounds on the regularity of k^{th} square-free powers of cycles.

Proposition 4.1. Let C_n denote the cycle of length n. Then for 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(C_n) = ⌊^n_2 ⌋, we have

2k + ⌊ n − 2k − 1 3 ⌋ ≤ reg(I(C_n)^{[k]}) ≤ 2k + ⌊ n − 2k 3 ⌋ . Proof. We first prove the upper bound by induction on k. If k = 1, then the bound follows from Lemma 2.4. Therefore, we may assume that k ≥ 2. Let us consider the ideal I(C_n)^{[k]} +⟨x_1x_2, x_1x_n⟩. Since N_{Cn} (x_1) = {x_2, x_n}, using Lemma 2.13, we get (I(C_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1x_2, x_1x_n⟩) : x_1 = I(C_n \ {x_1, x_2, x_n})^{[k]} + ⟨x_2, x_n⟩. Note that C_n \ {x_1, x_2, x_n} ∼= P_{n−3}, and I(C_n \ {x_1, x_2, x_n})^{[k]} = 0 if k ≥ ⌊^n_2 ⌋ − 1. Therefore, by Proposition 3.3, reg((I(C_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1x_2, x_1x_n⟩) : x_1) ≤ 2k − 1 + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋. Now, by Lemma 2.9, I(C_n)^{[k]} +⟨x_1x_2, x_1x_n, x_1⟩ = I(C_n)^{[k]} +⟨x_1⟩ = I(C_n \x_1)^{[k]} +⟨x_1⟩. Observe that C_n \ x_1 ∼= P_{n−1}, and I(C_n \ x_1)^{[k]} = ⟨0⟩ if k = ⌊^n_2 ⌋. Hence, reg(I(C_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1x_2, x_1x_n, x_1⟩) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋ (by Proposition 3.3). Therefore, using Lemma 2.2(iii), we obtain

reg(I(C_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1x_2, x_1x_n⟩) ≤ 2k + ⌊ n − 2k 3 ⌋ . Next, consider the ideal ((I(C_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1x_2⟩) : x_1x_n) = ⟨x_2⟩ + (I(C_n)^{[k]} : x_1x_n). Hence, by Lemma 2.9, we have (I(C_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1x_2⟩) : x_1x_n = ⟨x_2⟩ + I(C_n \ {x_1, x_2, x_n})^{[k−1]}. Again note that I(C_n \ {x_1, x_2, x_n})^{[k−1]} = I(P_{n−3})^{[k−1]} = ⟨0⟩ if k = ⌊^n_2 ⌋. Hence, using Proposition 3.3 again, we get reg((I(C_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1x_2⟩) : x_1x_n) ≤ 2k − 2 + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋. Consequently, by Lemma 2.2,

reg(I(C_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_1x_2⟩) ≤ 2k + ⌊ n − 2k 3 ⌋ . Note that, by Lemma 2.9, we have (I(C_n)^{[k]} : x_1x_2) = I(C_{n−2})^{[k−1]}, where the cycle C_{n−2} is obtained from C_n by removing x_1, x_2 and adding the edge {x_3, x_n}. Thus, by the induction hypothesis, (reg(I(C_n)^{[k]} : x_1x_2) ≤ 2k − 2 + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋ and finally using Lemma 2.2, we get reg(I(C_n)^{[k]}) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋, as desired.

To establish the lower bound, we consider the ideal I(C_n)^{[k]} + ⟨x_n⟩. Note that by Lemma 2.9, I(C_n)^{[k]} +⟨x_n⟩ = I(C_n \{x_n})^{[k]} +⟨x_n⟩ and C_n \{x_n} ∼= P_{n−1}. Thus, using Proposition 3.3, we get reg(I(C_n)^{[k]} +⟨x_n⟩) = 2k +⌊^{n−2k−1}_3 ⌋. Hence, by Lemma 2.2, 2k +⌊^{n−2k−1}_3 ⌋ ≤ reg(I(C_n)^{[k]}). □

Next, our aim is to find an exact formula for the regularity of I(C_n)^{[k]}. To establish the formula, we need the regularity bounds from the above proposition as well as some tools from the theory of simplicial complexes. Specifically, we identify square-free powers of edge ideals with facet ideals of certain simplicial complexes. Let us briefly recall some necessary prerequisites. We refer the readers to [15, 30] for quick references.

A simplicial complex Δ on a vertex set V (Δ) is a non-empty collection of subsets of V (Δ) such that {x_i} ∈ Δ for each x_i ∈ V (Δ), and if F^′ ∈ Δ and F ⊆ F^′, then F ∈ Δ. Each element in Δ is called a face of Δ. A maximal face with respect to inclusion is called a facet of Δ. If {F_1, . . . , F_t} is the collection of all facets of Δ, then we write F(Δ) = {F_1, . . . , F_t}, and Δ = ⟨F | F ∈ F(Δ)⟩. If F is a face of Δ, then the dimension of F is the number |F |−1, and is denoted by dim(F ). The dimension of the simplicial complex Δ is defined to be dim(Δ) = max_{F ∈Δ} dim(F ). For any U ⊆ V (Δ), an induced subcomplex of Δ on U is the simplicial complex on the vertex set U and with the set of facets {F ∈ F(Δ) | F ⊆ U}. Moreover, if Δ = ⟨F_1, . . . , F_t⟩, then Δ^c_U denote the simplicial complex with the set of facets {U \ F_1, . . . , U \ F_t}.

For a simplicial complex Δ an orientation on Δ is a total order < on V (Δ). In this case (Δ, <) is called an oriented simplicial complex. Let (Δ, <) be a t-dimensional oriented simplicial complex. A face F = {w_1, . . . , w_r} with w_1 < · · · < w_r is said to be an oriented face. In this case, we simply write F = [w_1, . . . , w_r]. Let C_i(Δ) denote the K -vector space with basis consisting of all the oriented i-dimensional faces of Δ. Then the augmented (oriented) chain complex of Δ is the complex

0 → C_t(Δ)^{∂t}−→ C_{t−1}(Δ)^{∂t−1}−−−→ · · · → C_1(Δ)^{∂1}−→ C_0(Δ)^{∂0}−→ K → 0,

where ∂_0([w]) = 1 for all w ∈ V (Δ), and for each r ∈ {1, . . . , t}, we have the boundary maps ∂_r([w_1, . . . , w_{r+1}]) = ∑_{r+1} j=1(−1)^{j+1}[w_1, . . . , ^w_j , . . . , w_{r+1}], where w_j is not present in the oriented face [w_1, . . . , ^w_j , . . . , w_{r+1}].

Let I be a square-free monomial ideal in R = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n]. Then the simplicial complex Δ(I) = ⟨F ⊆ {x_1, . . . , x_n} | x_F ∈ G(I)⟩ is called the facet complex of I, and I is said to be the facet ideal of Δ(I). In this case the graded Betti numbers of I are determined by the dimension of the reduced homology groups of the simplicial complex Δ(I). Recall that, ~H_i(Δ(I); K ) denote the i^{th} reduced simplicial homology group of Δ(I) over the field K . Then, from [2, Theorem 2.8] we have β_{p,q}(I) = ∑ Γ⊆Δ(I) |V (Γ)|=q dim_K ~H_{p−1} ( Γ^c_{V (Γ)}; K ) , (9)

where Γ is any induced subcomplex of Δ(I) such that |V (Γ)| = q. Using this description of Betti numbers we are able to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let C_n denote the cycle of length n. Then for 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(C_n) = ⌊^n_2 ⌋, we have

reg(I(C_n)^{[k]}) = 2k + ⌊ n − 2k 3 ⌋ . Proof. Observe that if n − 2k is not divisible by 3, then by Proposition 4.1, reg(I(C_n)^{[k]}) = 2k + ⌊_{n−2k} 3 ⌋ . Moreover, if n = 2k, then I(C_n)^{[k]} has a linear resolution by [6, Theorem 5.1], and thus, we have the required formula. Therefore, it is enough to consider the case when n − 2k = 3j for some j ≥ 1. Now let Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]}) denote the facet complex corresponding to the ideal I(C_n)^{[k]}. Our aim now is to show that β_{2j,n}(I(C_n)^{[k]}) ≠ 0, where n = 2k + 3j for some j ≥ 1. Using Equation (9) we have

β_{2j,n}(I(C_n)^{[k]}) = dim_K ~H_{2j−1} ( Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]})^c; K ) . Thus it is enough to show that ~H_{2j−1} ( Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]})^c; K ) ≠ 0. Let X = {2k + 3l, 2k + 3l + 1 | 0 ≤ l ≤ j − 1} ∪ {n} ⊆ {1, . . . , n}, where |X| = 2j + 1. Consider the element

[α] = 2j+1∑

s=1 (−1)^{s+1}[w_1, . . . , ^w_s, . . . , w_{2j+1}], where w_r ∈ X for all r = 1, . . . , 2j + 1, and w_r < w_{r+1} for all r = 1, . . . , 2j. We proceed to show that [α] ∈ ker(∂_{2j−1}), but [α] /∈ Im(∂_{2j} ), and consequently, β_{2j,n}(I(C_n)^{[k]}) ≠ 0. Our arguments closely follow the proof of [22, Theorem 4.7].

For 1 ≤ s ≤ 2j + 1, let [λ_s] denote the oriented face [w_1, . . . , ^w_s, . . . , w_{2j+1}] of Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]})^c. Then [α] =

∑_{2j+1} s=1 (−1)^{s+1}[λ_s]. Our first claim is the following.

Claim 1: [α] ∈ ker(∂_{2j−1}).

Proof of Claim 1: First we need to prove that [α] ∈ C_{2j−1}(Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]})^c). For this, it is enough to show that [λ_s] ∈ C_{2j−1}(Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]})^c) for each s ∈ {1, . . . , 2j + 1}. If s = 1, then [λ_1] ∈ C_{2j−1}(Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]})^c) since {1, . . . , 2k} is a facet of Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]}). Similarly, if s = 2j + 1, then [λ_{2j+1}] ∈ C_{2j−1}(Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]})^c) since {1, . . . , 2k − 2} ∪ {n, n − 1} is a facet of Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]}). Now if 1 < s < 2j + 1, then [λ_s] ∈ C_{2j−1}(Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]})^c) since {1, . . . , 2k − 2} ∪ {2k + 3l − 1, 2k + 3l} is a facet of Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]}) in case w_s = 2k + 3l, and {1, . . . , 2k − 2} ∪ {2k + 3l + 1, 2k + 3l + 2} is a facet of Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]}) in case w_s = 2k + 3l + 1, where 0 ≤ l ≤ j − 1. Next, observe that

∂_{2j−1}([α]) = 2j+1∑

s=1 (−1)^{s+1}∂_{2j−1}([w_1, . . . , ^w_s, . . . , w_{2j+1}])

= 2j+1∑

s=1 (−1)^{s+1}

(_{2j+1} ∑ r=s+1 (−1)^r[w_1, . . . , ^w_s, . . . , ^w_r . . . , w_{2j+1}]+ s−1∑ r=1 (−1)^{r+1}[w_1, . . . , ^w_r, . . . , ^w_s . . . , w_{2j+1}] )

= 0.

This completes the proof of Claim 1.

To prove [α] /∈ Im(∂_{2j} ), first notice that [X] = [w_1, . . . , w_{2j+1}] /∈ C_{2j} (Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]})^c) since {1, . . . , n}\X does not contain any k-matching of C_n. Now let B_{2j} (respectively, B_{2j−1}) denote the basis of C_{2j} (Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]})^c) (respectively, C_{2j−1}(Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]})^c)) consisting of all the 2j-dimensional (respectively, (2j −1)-dimensional) oriented faces of Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]})^c. Let A be the matrix corresponding to the linear transformation ∂_{2j} , and b_{[α]} denote the coordinate vector (written as a column vector) corresponding to the element [α] ∈ C_{2j−1}(Δ(I(C_n)^{[k]})^c). Then it is enough to show that the system of linear equations Ax = b_{[α]} has no solution in K^n . For this, it is enough to show that rank(A) is strictly less than the rank of the augmented matrix (A | b_{[α]}). We show this by performing some elementary row operations on (A | b_{[α]}) described below.

Recall that the rows and columns of the matrix A are indexed by the basis elements B_{2j−1} and B_{2j} , respectively. Let R denote the row in (A | b_{[α]}) corresponding to [λ_1] ∈ B_{2j−1}. Next, for 1 ≤ t ≤ j, and for all distinct even numbers i_1, . . . , i_t ∈ {2, . . . , 2j}, let R(i_1, . . . , i_t) denote the row corresponding to the basis element [(λ_1\{w_{i1} , . . . , w_{it} })∪{w_{i1} +1, . . . , w_{it} +1}] ∈ B_{2j−1}. Moreover, given such a t and for 1 ≤ s ≤ t, let C(i_1, . . . , i_s, . . . , i_t) denote the column corresponding to the basis element [(λ_1 \ {w_{i1} , . . . , w_{it} }) ∪ {w_{is} , w_{i1} + 1, . . . , w_{it} + 1}] ∈ B_{2j}. For the row R in (A | b_{[α]}) one can observe the following.

(i) The entry corresponding to the column C(i) is −1, where i ∈ {2, . . . , 2j} is an even number.

(ii) The entry corresponding to the column b_{[α]} is 1.

(iii) The entries corresponding to all other columns are zero. This happens because if w ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ (X \ {2k}), then {1, . . . , n} \ (λ_1 ∪ {w}) does not contain any k-matching of the cycle C_n.

Based on these observations, we perform the elementary row operations in j-many steps on R to make all the entries in R corresponding to the columns indexed by all the elements of B_{2j} to be zero, whereas the entry corresponding to the column b_{[α]} in R to be 1.

Step-1: Perform the row operation R + ∑_{i∈{2,...,2j}} i even

R(i) on the row R, and let R_1 denote the row

R after this operation.

For 2 ≤ t ≤ j, go through the following steps one by one. Step-t: Perform the operation R_{t−1} + ∑_i 1,i_2,...,i_t∈{2,...,2j} i_1,i_2,...,i_t distinct even numbers

R(i_1, . . . , i_t) on the row R_{t−1},

and let R_t denote the row R_{t−1} after this operation.

Claim 2: In R_1 the entry corresponding to the column b_{[α]} is 1. Moreover, in R_1 the entry corresponding to the column C(i, i^′) is −1, where i, i^′ ∈ {2, . . . , 2j} are distinct even numbers; entries corresponding to the all other columns are zero.

Proof of Claim 2: Observe that the entry in R(i) corresponding to the column b_{[α]} is 0 since w_i + 1 appears in the basis element corresponding to the row R(i). Hence, in R_1, the entry corresponding to the column b_{[α]} is 1. Note that in R(i), the only possible non-zero entries are the entries 1 and −1 corresponding to the columns C(i) and C(i, i^′), respectively, where i, i^′ ∈ {2, . . . , 2j} are distinct even numbers. Now for any even i_1 ∈ {2, . . . , 2j} with i_1 ≠ i, the entry corresponding to the column C(i) in R(i_1) is zero since w_{i1} + 1 appears in the basis element corresponding to R(i_1), whereas w_{i1} + 1 does not appear in the basis element corresponding to the column C(i). Thus, the entry in R_1 corresponding to the column C(i) is 0. Again, observe that the entry in R(i_1) corresponding to the column C(i, i^′) is 0 since w_i appears in the basis element corresponding to the row R(i_1), whereas w_i does not appear in the basis element corresponding to the column C(i, i^′). Thus, the entry corresponding to the column C(i, i^′) in R_1 is −1. Since R_1 = R+ ∑_{i∈{2,...,2j}} i even R(i), we see that all other entries in R_1 are zero.

Claim 3: For each 2 ≤ t ≤ j−1, the entry corresponding to the column b_{[α]} in R_t is 1. Moreover, in R_t, the entry corresponding to the column C(i_1, i_2, . . . , i_t, i) is −1, where i_1, . . . , i_t, i ∈ {2, . . . , 2j} are distinct even numbers; entries corresponding to all other columns in R_t are zero. Proof of Claim 3: From Step t − 1 we have that the entry in R_{t−1} corresponding to the column b_{[α]} is 1. Now for distinct even numbers i_1, . . . , i_t ∈ {2, . . . , 2j}, the entry in R(i_1, . . . , i_t) corresponding to the column b_{[α]} is 0 since w_{i1} + 1 appears in the basis element corresponding to the row R(i_1, . . . , i_t). Consequently, the entry corresponding to the column b_{[α]} in R_t is 1. Next, we see from Step t − 1 that the only possible non-zero entries in R_{t−1} are the entries −1 corresponding to the columns C(i_1, . . . , i_{t−1}, i), where i_1, . . . , i_{t−1}, i ∈ {2, . . . , 2j} are distinct even numbers. Note that in R(i_1, . . . , i_t), the only possible non-zero entries are 1 and −1 corresponding to the columns C(i_1, . . . , i_s, . . . , i_t) and C(i_1, . . . , i_t, i), respectively, where i, i_1, . . . , i_s, . . . , i_t ∈ {2, . . . , 2j} are distinct even numbers. We proceed to show that if i^′_1, . . . , i^′_t ∈ {2, . . . , 2j} are distinct even numbers such that {i_1, . . . , i_t} ≠ {i^′_1, . . . , i^′_t}, then the entry in R(i^′_1, . . . , i^′_t) corresponding to the column C(i_1, . . . , i_s, . . . , i_t) is 0. Indeed, i^′_m /∈ {i_1, . . . , i_t} for some m ∈ {1, . . . , t} so that w_i′_m + 1 appears in the basis element corresponding to the row R(i^′_1 . . . , i^′_t), whereas w_i′_m + 1 does not appear in the basis element corresponding to the column C(i_1, . . . , i_s, . . . , i_t). Consequently, in R_t, the entry corresponding to the column C(i_1, . . . , i_s, . . . , i_t) is 0. Next, observe that the entry in R(i^′_1, . . . , i^′_t) corresponding to the column C(i_1, . . . , i_t, i) is 0 since i_l /∈ {i^′_1, . . . , i^′_t} for some l ∈ {1, . . . , t}, which in turn, implies that w_{il} appears in the basis element corresponding to the row R(i^′_1, . . . , i^′_t), whereas w_{il} does not appear in the basis element corresponding to the column C(i_1, . . . , i_t, i). Thus, the entry in R_t corresponding to the column C(i_1, . . . , i_t, i) is −1. Since R_t = R_{t−1} + ∑_i 1,i_2,...,i_t∈{2,...,2j} i_1,i_2,...,i_t distinct even numbers

R(i_1, . . . , i_t), all other entries in R_t are zero.

Claim 4: The entry corresponding to the column b_{[α]} in R_j is 1. All other entries in R_j are zero. Proof of Claim 4: From Step j − 1 we see that the entry in R_{j−1} corresponding to the column b_{[α]} is 1. Now, observe that R_j = R_{j−1} + R(2, 4, . . . , 2j), and since w_2 + 1 = 2k + 2 appears in the basis element corresponding to R(2, 4, . . . , 2j), we see that the entry in R_j corresponding to the column b_{[α]} is 1. Again, from Step j − 1 we observe that the only possible non-zero entries in R_{j−1} are the entries −1 corresponding to the columns C(i_1, . . . , i_{j−1}, i), where i_1, . . . , i_{j−1}, i ∈ {2, . . . , 2j} are distinct even numbers. In this case, it is easy to see that {2, 4, . . . , 2j} = {i_1, . . . , i_{j−1}, i}. Note that the only possible non-zero entries in R(2, 4, . . . , 2j) are 1 corresponding to the columns C(i_1, . . . , i_{j−1}, i), where {i_1, . . . , i_{j−1}, i} = {2, 4, . . . , 2j}. Thus, we can conclude that entries corresponding to all the columns except b_{[α]} in R_j are zero.

From Claim 4, we can deduce that rank(A) < rank(A | b_{[α]}). Consequently, β_{2j,n}(I(C_n)^{[k]}) ≠ 0, and thus, reg(I(C_n)^{[k]}) = 2k + ⌊^{n−2k}_3 ⌋, as desired. □

We illustrate the steps involved in Theorem 4.2 in the following example.

Example 4.3. Let us consider the ideal I(C_{13})^{[2]} and proceed as in Theorem 4.2 to show that β_{6,13}(I(C_{13})^{[2]}) ≠ 0. In this case X = {4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 13}. Then [α] = [5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 13] − [4, 7, 8, 10, 11, 13] + [4, 5, 8, 10, 11, 13] − [4, 5, 7, 10, 11, 13]+ [4, 5, 7, 8, 11, 13] − [4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 13] + [4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11].

Observe the following:

• [5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 13] ∈ Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]})^c since {1, 2, 3, 4} is a facet in Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]}); • [4, 7, 8, 10, 11, 13] ∈ Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]})^c since {1, 2} ∪ {5, 6} is a facet in Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]}); • [4, 5, 8, 10, 11, 13] ∈ Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]})^c since {1, 2} ∪ {6, 7} is a facet in Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]}); • [4, 5, 7, 10, 11, 13] ∈ Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]})^c since {1, 2} ∪ {8, 9} is a facet in Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]}); • [4, 5, 7, 8, 11, 13] ∈ Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]})^c since {1, 2} ∪ {9, 10} is a facet in Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]}); • [4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 13] ∈ Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]})^c since {1, 2} ∪ {11, 12} is a facet in Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]}); • [4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11] ∈ Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]})^c since {1, 2} ∪ {12, 13} is a facet in Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]}).

One can see that ∂_5([α]) = 0. Moreover, [4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 13] /∈ Δ(I(C_{13})^{[2]})^c since there is no 2-matching in the induced subgraph of C_{13} corresponding to the set of vertices {1, 2, 3, 6, 9, 12}. Next, in order to show that [α] /∈ Im(∂_6), we consider the row R in the augmented matrix (A | b_α) corresponding to the basis element [5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 13] ∈ B_5. The non-zero entries in the row R are depicted in Table 1. Here, for example, the column C(8) indicates the column corresponding to the basis element [5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13] ∈ B_6.

C(5) C(8) C(11) bα R −1 −1 −1 1 TABLE 1. The non-zero entries of R in (A|b_γ ).

In Table 2 we present the relevant rows used in Step 1. Here, for example, R(5) and C(5, 11) denote the row and column corresponding to the basis elements [6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 13] ∈ B_5 and [6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13] ∈ B_6, respectively. In each row, 0 appears in the remaining columns which are not drawn here due to the matrix’s large size.

C(5) C(8) C(11) C(5, 8) C(5, 8) C(5, 11) C(5, 11) C(8, 11) C(8, 11) bα R(5) 1 0 0 −1 0 −1 0 0 0 0 R(8) 0 1 0 0 −1 0 0 −1 0 0 R(11) 0 0 1 0 0 0 −1 0 −1 0 TABLE 2. Rows used for the elementary operation in step 1.

In Table 3 we present the relevant rows used in Step 2. Here, for example, R(8, 11) and C(5, 8, 11) denote the row and column corresponding to the basis elements [5, 7, 9, 10, 12, 13] ∈ B_5 and [6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13] ∈ B_6, respectively. In each row, 0 appears in the remaining columns which are again not drawn here due to the matrix’s large size.

In Table 4, we depict the row R(5, 8, 11) and its non-zero columns along with b_α. Here R(5, 8, 11) denotes the row corresponding to the basis element [6, 7, 9, 10, 12, 13] ∈ B_5. It is easy

C(5, 8) C(5, 8) C(5, 11) C(5, 11) C(8, 11) C(8, 11) C(5, 8, 11) C(5, 8, 11) C(5, 8, 11) bα R(5, 8) 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 R(5, 11) 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 R(8, 11) 0 0 0 0 1 1 −1 0 0 0

TABLE 3. Rows used for the elementary operation in step 2.

C(5, 8, 11) C(5, 8, 11) C(5, 8, 11) bα R(5, 8, 11) 1 1 1 0 TABLE 4. Row used for the elementary operation in the final step.

to see that after this step all entries in the row R become 0, except the entry 1 corresponding to the column b_α. Thus rank(A) < rank(A | b_α).

Corollary 4.4. Let C_n be a cycle of length n. Then I(C_n)^{[k]} has a linear resolution if and only if k = ν(C_n) in case of odd n, and k ∈ {ν(C_n), ν(C_n) − 1} in case of even n.

Proof. Follows from Theorem 4.2. □

We now proceed to investigate the depth of square-free powers of edge ideals of cycles. First, we need the following lemmas, which deal with the depth of square-free powers of edge ideals of paths and their induced subgraphs.

Lemma 4.5. [8, cf. Theorem 2.10] Let P_n denote the path graph on n vertices. Then for each 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(P_n) = ⌊^n_2 ⌋,

depth(R/I(P_n)^{[k]}) = { ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1 for 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌈^n_3 ⌉, 2k − 1 otherwise.

Remark 4.6. From Lemma 4.5 it is easy to observe that, for 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊^n_2 ⌋, depth(R/I(P_n)^{[k]}) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1.

Lemma 4.7. Let P_n denote the path graph on n vertices and 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊^n_2 ⌋ be an integer. Let H denote an induced path of P_n containing a simplicial vertex of P_n such that H contains at most n − 2k + 1 vertices. Then depth(R/I(P_n)^{[k]} + I(H)) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1.

Proof. Let V (P_n) = {x_1, . . . , x_n} with E(P_n) = {{x_ix_{i+1}} | 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1}, and let 1 ≤ m ≤ n − 2k + 2 be an integer. If k = 1, then the formula follows from the above remark. Hence we may assume that k ≥ 2. Without loss of generality, let x_1 be the simplicial vertex of P_n contained in H. We show by induction on m that if the number of vertices in H is n − 2k + 2 − m, then depth(R/I(P_n)^{[k]} +I(H)) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉+k −1. First, note that if m = n−2k +2 or m = n−2k +1, then I(P_n)^{[k]} +I(H) = I(P_n)^{[k]}, and thus, by Lemma 4.5 and Remark 4.6, depth(R/I(P_n)^{[k]} +I(H)) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. Therefore, we may assume that m ≤ n − 2k + 3. Now consider the case m = 1. In this case, E(H) = {x_1x_2, . . . , x_{n−2k}x_{n−2k+1}}. Then it is easy to see that

I(P_n)^{[k]} + I(H) = ⟨_n ∏ j=n−2k+1 x_j , x_1x_2, x_2x_3, . . . , x_{n−2k}x_{n−2k+1} ⟩ . Notice that if J_1 denotes the ideal ((I(P_n)^{[k]} + I(H)) : x_{n−2k}), then J_1 = ⟨x_{n−2k−1}, x_{n−2k+1}⟩ + ⟨x_1x_2, . . . , x_{n−2k−3}x_{n−2k−2}⟩. Thus, by Lemma 2.6 & 4.5, depth(R/J_1) = ⌈^{n−2k−2}_3 ⌉ + 2k ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. Now suppose J_2 denotes the ideal I(P_n)^{[k]} + I(H) + ⟨x_{n−2k}⟩. Then,

J_2 = ⟨ x_1x_2, . . . , x_{n−2k−2}x_{n−2k−1}, n∏ j=n−2k+1 x_j, x_{n−2k} ⟩ . Hence again by Lemma 2.5, 2.6 & 4.5, depth(R/J_2) = ⌈^{n−2k−1}_3 ⌉+2k−1 ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉+k−1. Therefore, by Lemma 2.7, depth(R/I(P_n)^{[k]} + I(H)) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1.

Now suppose H is an induced path on n − 2k + 2 − m number of vertices containing the vertex x_1, where m ≥ 2. In that case, if J_3 denotes the ideal I(P_n)^{[k]} + I(H) + ⟨x_{n−2k+2−m}x_{n−2k+3−m}⟩, then by the induction hypothesis depth(R/J_3) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. Now consider the ideal J_4 = (I(P_n)^{[k]}+I(H)) : x_{n−2k+2−m}x_{n−2k+3−m}. By Lemma 2.9, J_4 = ⟨x_1x_2, . . . , x_{n−2k−1−m}x_{n−2k−m}⟩+ ⟨x_{n−2k+1−m}⟩ + I(P_{2k−3+m})^{[k−1]}, where P_{2k−3+m} is the induced path of P_n on the vertex set {x_{n−2k+4−m}, . . . , x_n}. Therefore, by Lemma 2.5, 2.6 and Remark 4.6, depth(R/J_4) ≥ ⌈^{n−2k−m}_3 ⌉+ ⌈^{2k−3+m}_3 ⌉ + (k − 1) − 1 + 2 ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. Finally using Lemma 2.7, we obtain depth(R/I(P_n)^{[k]} + I(H)) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. □

The following lemma is crucial in providing the lower bound for the depth of square-free powers of edge ideals of cycles in Theorem 4.10.

Lemma 4.8. Let C_n denote the cycle on n vertices, where n ≥ 4, and let 2 ≤ k ≤ ⌊^n_2 ⌋ be an integer. Let H denote an induced path of C_n containing at most n − 2k + 2 vertices and also containing at least one edge. Then depth(R/I(C_n)^{[k]} + I(H)) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1.

Proof. Let V (C_n) = {x_1, . . . , x_n} with E(C_n) = {{x_ix_{i+1}}, {x_1, x_n} | 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1}, and let 1 ≤ m ≤ n − 2k + 1 be an integer. We show by induction on m that if the number of vertices in H is n − 2k + 3 − m, then depth(R/I(C_n)^{[k]} + I(H)) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. First, consider the case m = 1. Without loss of generality, we can assume that E(H) = {x_1x_2, x_2x_3, . . . , x_{n−2k+1}x_{n−2k+2}}. Then it is easy to see that

I(C_n)^{[k]} + I(H) = ⟨ x_1 n∏ j=n−2k+2 x_j , x_1x_2, x_2x_3, . . . , x_{n−2k+1}x_{n−2k+2} ⟩ . Notice that if J_1 denotes the ideal ((I(C_n)^{[k]} + I(H)) : x_{n−2k+1}), then J_1 = ⟨x_{n−2k}, x_{n−2k+2}⟩ + ⟨x_1x_2, . . . , x_{n−2k−2}x_{n−2k−1}⟩. Thus, by Lemma 2.6 & 4.5, depth(R/J_1) = ⌈^{n−2k−1}_3 ⌉ + 2k − 1 ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. Now, let us denote the ideal I(C_n)^{[k]} + I(H) + ⟨x_{n−2k+1}⟩ by J_2. Then

J_2 = ⟨ x_1 n∏ j=n−2k+2 x_j , x_1x_2, . . . , x_{n−2k−1}x_{n−2k}, x_{n−2k+1} ⟩ .

Next consider the ideal (J_2 : x_1) = ⟨x_2, x_{n−2k+1}, (∏_n j=n−2k+2 xj ) , x_3x_4, x_4x_5, . . . , x_{n−2k−1}x_{n−2k}⟩. By Lemma 2.5, 2.6 & 4.5, depth(R/(J_2 : x_1)) = ⌈^{n−2k−2}_3 ⌉ + 2k − 2 + 1 ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. Moreover, we have J_2 + ⟨x_1⟩ = ⟨x_1, x_{n−2k+1}, x_2x_3, x_3x_4, . . . , x_{n−2k−1}x_{n−2k}⟩, and hence, using Lemma 2.5, 2.6 & 4.5 again, we obtain depth(R/J_2 + ⟨x_1⟩) ≥ ⌈^{n−2k−1}_3 ⌉ + 2k − 1 ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. Now using Lemma 2.7, we get depth(R/J_2) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. Since depth(R/J_1) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1, apply Lemma 2.7 one more time to get depth(R/I(C_n)^{[k]} + I(H)) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1.

Suppose H is an induced path on n − 2k + 3 − m number of vertices, where m ≥ 2. Without loss of generality, we can assume that E(H) = {x_1x_2, . . . , x_{n−2k+2−m}x_{n−2k+3−m}}. In this case, if J_3 denotes the ideal I(C_n)^{[k]} + I(H) + ⟨x_{n−2k+3−m}x_{n−2k+4−m}⟩, then by the induction hypothesis, depth(R/J_3) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. Now consider the ideal J_4 = ((I(C_n)^{[k]} + I(H)) : x_{n−2k+3−m}x_{n−2k+4−m}). Then by Lemma 2.9, J_4 = ⟨x_{n−2k+2−m}, x_1x_2, x_3x_4, . . . , x_{n−2k−m}x_{n−2k+1−m}⟩ + I(P_{n−3})^{[k−1]}, where P_{n−3} is the induced path of C_n on the vertex set V (C_n)\{x_{n−2k+2−m}, x_{n−2k+3−m}, x_{n−2k+4−m}}. Note that the ideal J_4 can be written as I(P_{n−3})^{[k−1]} + I(H) + ⟨x_{n−2k+2−m}⟩, where H is the induced path of the corresponding P_{n−3} on the vertex set {x_1, x_2, . . . , x_{n−2k+1−m}}. Observe that |V (H)| ≤ (n − 3) − 2(k − 1) + 1 since m ≥ 2. Therefore, by Lemma 2.6 & 4.7, depth(R/J_4) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. Finally using Lemma 2.7, we obtain depth(R/I(P_n)^{[k]} + I(H)) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. □

The depth of the edge ideal of a cycle is well-known and can be easily derived from the thesis of Jacques.

Proposition 4.9. [21, cf. Corollary 7.6.30] Let C_n denote the cycle on n vertices. Then

depth(R/I(C_n)) = ⌈ n − 1 3 ⌉ . Now we are ready to prove a sharp lower bound for the depth of square-free powers of edge ideals of cycles. Note that I(C_3)^{[k]} = ⟨0⟩ if k > 1. Therefore, it is enough to consider n ≥ 4 to investigate the square-free powers of I(C_n).

Theorem 4.10. Let C_n denote the cycle on n vertices with n ≥ 4, and let 2 ≤ k ≤ ⌊^n_2 ⌋ be an integer. Then depth(R/I(C_n)^{[k]}) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1.

Proof. The proof is by induction on k. First, consider the case k = 2. In this case, by Lemma 2.9, (I(C_n)^{[2]} : x_1x_2) = I(C_{n−2}), where E(C_{n−2}) = {{x_ix_{i+1}}, {x_3, x_n} | 3 ≤ i ≤ n − 1}. Thus, using Lemma 2.6 and Proposition 4.9, we obtain depth(R/(I(C_n)^{[2]} : x_1x_2)) = 2 + ⌈^{n−3}_3 ⌉ = ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + 1. Moreover, by Lemma 4.8, depth(R/I(C_n)^{[2]} + ⟨x_1x_2⟩) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + 1 and consequently, using Lemma 2.7, we get depth(R/I(C_n)^{[2]}) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + 1.

Now let k ≥ 3 be a positive integer. Then, as before, by Lemma 2.9, (I(C_n)^{[k]} : x_1x_2) = I(C_{n−2})^{[k−1]}. Hence, using Lemma 2.6 and the induction hypothesis, we obtain depth(R/(I(C_n)^{[k]} : x_1x_2)) = 2+⌈^{n−2}_3 ⌉+k−2 ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉+k−1. Moreover, by Lemma 4.8, depth(R/(I(C_n)^{[k]}+⟨x_1x_2⟩)) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1. Consequently, depth(R/I(C_n)^{[k]}) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1 (by Lemma 2.7). □

Using Theorem 4.10 one can derive an explicit formula for depth(R/I(C_n)^{[2]}) as stated below.

Corollary 4.11. Let C_n denote the cycle on n vertices with n ≥ 4. Then depth(R/I(C_n)^{[2]}) = ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + 1.

Proof. By Theorem 4.10, we have depth(R/I(C_n)^{[2]}) ≥ ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + 1. Also, it follows from Lemma 2.7 that depth(R/I(C_n)^{[2]}) ≤ depth(R/I(C_n)^{[2]} : x_1x_2) = depth(R/I(C_{n−2})) + 2. Thus, by Proposition 4.9, depth(R/I(C_n)^{[2]}) ≤ ⌈^{n−3}_3 ⌉ + 2 = ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + 1. Hence, depth(R/I(C_n)^{[2]}) = ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + 1. □

Proposition 4.12. Let C_n be a cycle of even length. Then depth(R/I(C_n)^{[k]}) = 2k − 1 for k = ν(C_n) − 1 = ⌊^n_2 ⌋ − 1.

Proof. Since n is even, ⌊^n_2 ⌋ =^n_2 = m (say). Now, consider the ideal (I(G)^{[m−1]} : x_5 · · · x_n). Then repeated applications of Lemma 2.9 give (I(G)^{[m−1]} : x_5 · · · x_n) = I(C_4). Thus, by Proposition 4.9 and Lemma 2.6, we get depth(R/(I(G)^{[m−1]} : x_5 · · · x_n)) = (n − 4) + 1 = 2(m − 1) − 1. Hence, the result follows from Lemma 2.7(iii) and [13, Proposition 1.1]. □

5. SQUARE-FREE POWERS OF WHISKERED CYCLES

Our aim in this section is to provide sharp bounds for the regularity and depth of square-free powers of edge ideals of whiskered cycles. We also obtain exact formulas for the regularity and depth in the case of second square-free power.

In order to investigate square-free powers of edge ideals of whiskered cycles, we need to consider a slightly general class of graphs. For m ≥ 3 and r ≥ 1, let G_{2,m,r} be the graph (see also Figure 3) with vertex set and edge set as follows: V (G_{2,m,r}) = {x_i, y_j , z_k | 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 2 ≤ j ≤ m, 1 ≤ k ≤ r}, E(G_{2,m,r}) = {{x_i, x_{i+1}}, {x_1, x_m}{x_1, x_2}, {x_i, y_i}, {x_m, y_m}, {x_1, z_k} | 2 ≤ i ≤ m − 1, 1 ≤ k ≤ r}. Note that, if r = 1, then G_{2,m,1} is the whiskered cycle W (C_m). Now define the graph class: ~W (C_m) := {G | G ∼= G_{2,m,r} for some r ≥ 1}. For G ∈ ~W (C_m), we proceed to give bounds for reg(I(G)^{[k]}). To begin with, we first consider the case m = 4 separately.

y_mx^mx_1z_1z_2z_rx^3x_2y_2y_3 x_4y4 x_{m−1} y_{m−1} .. .

...

. . . . . .

FIGURE 3. A graph G ∈ ~W (C_m)

Lemma 5.1. Let G ∈ ~W (C_4) and 2 ≤ k ≤ ν(G) = 4. Then

reg(I(G)^{[k]}) ≤ 2k + ⌊ 4 − k 2 ⌋ . Proof. Without loss of generality let G = G_{1,4,r} for some r ≥ 1. Since ν(G) = 4, we have k ≤ 4. Note that, by [6, Theorem 5.1], I(G)^{[4]} has a linear resolution, and thus, reg(I(G)^{[k]}) = 2k + ⌊_{4−k} 2 ⌋ when k = 4. Therefore, we may assume that k ∈ {2, 3}. Now, consider the ideal

L_1 = I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_2y_2, x_2x_3, x_1x_2⟩.

Using Lemma 2.13, we have (L_1 : x_2) = ⟨y_2, x_3, x_1⟩ and L_1 + ⟨x_2⟩ = ⟨x_2⟩ + I(G \ x_2)^{[k]}. Since G \ x_2 ∈ W (P_3), using Proposition 3.4, we obtain reg(L_1 + ⟨x_2⟩) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{4−k}_2 ⌋. Thus, by Lemma 2.2, reg(L_1) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{4−k}_2 ⌋. Next, consider the ideal L_2 = I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_2y_2, x_2x_3⟩. Note that L_2 + ⟨x_1x_2⟩ = L_1. Also, by Lemma 2.9,

(L_2 : x_1x_2) = { ⟨y_2, x_3, x_4y_4⟩ if k = 2, ⟨y_2, x_3⟩ if k = 3.

Thus, using Lemma 2.2, we have reg(L_2) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{4−k}_2 ⌋. Suppose L_3 = I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_2y_2⟩. Then L_3 + ⟨x_2x_3⟩ = L_2 and (L_3 : x_2x_3) = ⟨y_2⟩ + (I(G)^{[k]} : x_2x_3). Using Lemma 2.9 again, it is easy to see that (L_3 : x_2x_3) = ⟨y_2⟩ + I(G_1)^{[k−1]} for some G_1 ∈ W (P_2). Thus, we have reg(L_3 : x_2x_3) ≤ 2k − 2 + ⌊^{4−k}_2 ⌋ by Proposition 3.4, and consequently, reg(L_3) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{4−k}_2 ⌋. In other words, reg(I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_2y_2⟩ ≤ 2k + ⌊^{4−k}_2 ⌋. Now applying Lemma 2.9 one more time, we see that (I(G)^{[k]} : x_2y_2) = I(G_2)^{[k−1]}, where G_2 ∈ W (P_3), and hence, by Proposition 3.4, reg((I(G)^{[k]} : x_2y_2)) ≤ 2k − 2 + ⌊^{4−k}_2 ⌋. Finally using Lemma 2.2, we conclude that reg(I(G)^{[k]}) ≤ 2k + ⌊_{4−k} 2 ⌋ as desired. □

Now we are ready to prove the first main result of this section.

Theorem 5.2. Let m ≥ 3 be an integer and G ∈ ~W (C_m). Let k be an integer such that 2 ≤ k ≤ ν(G) = m. Then we have

2k + ⌊ m − k − 1 2 ⌋ ≤ reg(I(G)^{[k]}) ≤ 2k + ⌊ m − k 2 ⌋ . Proof. Without loss of generality, let G = G_{2,m,r}. First, we show that reg(I(G)^{[k]}) ≤ 2k + ⌊_{m−k} 2 ⌋ and we proceed by induction on m. If m = 3, then it is easy to see that G is a co-chordal graph, and thus, reg(I(G)^{[k]}) = 2k. If m = 4, then by Lemma 5.1, reg(I(G)^{[k]}) ≤ 2k + ⌊_{4−k} 2 ⌋ . Therefore, we may assume that m ≥ 5.

Consider the ideal L_1 = I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_2y_2, x_2x_3, x_1x_2⟩. Using Lemma 2.13 we have (L_1 : x_2) = ⟨y_2, x_3, x_1⟩+I(G_1)^{[k]}, where G_1 is the induced subgraph of G on the vertex set V (G)\{x_1, x_2, x_3}. It is easy to see that G_1 ∈ W (P_{m−3}) and I(G_1)^{[k]} = ⟨0⟩ if k ≥ m − 2. Thus, by Proposition 3.4, reg(L_1 : x_2) ≤ 2k −1+ ⌊_{m−k} 2 ⌋ . Note that G\x_2 ∈ W (P_{m−1}), and thus, I(G\x_2)^{[k]} = ⟨0⟩ if k = m.

Since L+⟨x_2⟩ = I(G\x_2)^{[k]} +⟨x_2⟩, using Proposition 3.4, we obtain reg(L_1 +⟨x_2⟩) ≤ 2k +⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋. Consequently, by Lemma 2.2,

reg(L_1) ≤ 2k + ⌊ m − k 2 ⌋ . Next, consider the ideal L_2 = I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_2y_2, x_2x_3⟩. Note that L_2 + ⟨x_1x_2⟩ = L_1. Also, (L_2 : x_1x_2) = ⟨y_2, x_3⟩ + (I(G)^{[k]} : x_1x_2). Using Lemma 2.9 again, we see that (L_2 : x_1x_2) = ⟨y_2, x_3⟩ + I(G_1)^{[k−1]}. Again, I(G_1)^{[k−1]} = ⟨0⟩ if k = m − 1 or k = m. Thus, using Proposition 3.4, we obtain reg(L_2 : x_1x_2) ≤ 2k − 2 + ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋, and consequently, by Lemma 2.2, we have

reg(L_2) ≤ 2k + ⌊ m − k 2 ⌋ . Suppose L_3 = I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_2y_2⟩. Then L_3 + ⟨x_2x_3⟩ = L_2. Moreover, (L_3 : x_2x_3) = ⟨y_2⟩ + (I(G)^{[k]} : x_2x_3). Using Lemma 2.9, it is easy to see that (L_3 : x_2x_3) = ⟨y_2⟩ + I(G_2)^{[k−1]} for some G_2 ∈ ~W (C_{m−2}). Note that, I(G_2)^{[k−1]} = ⟨0⟩ if k = m. By the induction hypothesis, we get reg(L_3 : x_2x_3) ≤ 2k − 2 + ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋. Consequently, using Lemma 2.2, we have

reg(L_3) ≤ 2k + ⌊ m − k 2 ⌋ . In other words, reg(I(G)^{[k]} + ⟨x_2y_2⟩) ≤ 2k + ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋. Now using Lemma 2.9 again, one can see that (I(G)^{[k]} : x_2y_2) = I(G \ x_2)^{[k−1]}, and hence by Proposition 3.4, reg(I(G)^{[k]} : x_2y_2) ≤ 2k − 2 + ⌊^{m−k}_2 ⌋. Finally using Lemma 2.2 one more time, we conclude that reg(I(G)^{[k]}) ≤ 2k + ⌊_{m−k} 2 ⌋ . For the lower bound of reg(I(G)^{[k]}), note that if k = m, then by [6, Theorem 5.1], reg(I(G))^{[k]} = 2m. Thus, reg(I(G)^{[k]}) ≥ 2k + ⌊_{m−k−1} 2 ⌋ when k = m. Suppose k ≤ m − 1. In this case, G \ x_1 ∈ W (P_{m−1}) is an induced subgraph of G, and hence, by Proposition 3.4 and [12, Corollary 1.3], it follows that reg(I(G)^{[k]}) ≥ reg(I(G\x_1)^{[k]}) = 2k+ ⌊_{m−k−1} 2 ⌋ . This completes the proof. □

Note that, by [24, Proposition 1.1], reg(I(W (C_m))) = ⌊^m_2 ⌋ + 1. Thus as a corollary of Theorem 5.2 we obtain the following.

Corollary 5.3. Let G = W (C_m). Then for each 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(G) = m, we have

2k + ⌊ m − k − 1 2 ⌋ ≤ reg(I(G)^{[k]}) ≤ 2k + ⌊ m − k 2 ⌋ . Remark 5.4. In view of Corollary 5.3, one can see that I(W (C_m))^{[k]} does not have a linear resolution if k < m − 2.

Remark 5.5. Let G = W (C_m). Then it follows from [24, Proposition 1.1] that reg(I(G)) = 1+⌊^m_2 ⌋ = 2+⌊^{m−2}_2 ⌋. Also, observe that when m−k is odd, Corollary 5.3 gives reg(I(G)^{[k]}) = 2k+ ⌊_{m−k−1} 2 ⌋ . Based on these facts and our next result on reg(I(G)^{[2]}), we predict that reg(I(G)^{[k]}) = 2k + ⌊^{m−k−1}_2 ⌋ for all 1 ≤ k ≤ m (see Conjecture 6.2).

Theorem 5.6. Let m ≥ 3 be an integer and G ∈ ~W (C_m). Then

reg(I(G)^{[2]}) = 4 + ⌊ m − 3 2 ⌋ . Proof. In view of Theorem 5.2, it is enough to prove that reg(I(G)^{[2]}) ≤ 4 + ⌊_{m−3} 2 ⌋ . First, consider the ideal (I(G)^{[2]} : x_2x_3). By Lemma 2.9, (I(G)^{[2]} : x_2x_3) = I(G_1), where V (G_1) = V (G) \ {x_2, x_3}, and E(G_1) = E(G \ {x_2, x_3}) ∪ {{x_1, x_4}, {x_1, y_3}, {x_4, y_2}, {y_2, y_3}}. Now (I(G_1) :

x_1) = ⟨z_k, y_3, x_4, x_m | 1 ≤ k ≤ r⟩ + I(G_2), where G_2 = G_1 \ {x_1, y_2, y_3, z_k, x_4, x_m | 1 ≤ k ≤ r}. Note that G_2 ∈ W (P_{m−5}), and I(G_2) = ⟨0⟩ if m ≤ 5. By Proposition 3.4, we have reg(I(G_1) : x_1) ≤ 1 + ⌊_{m−3} 2 ⌋ . Moreover, I(G_1) + ⟨x_1⟩ = I(G_3) for some G_3 ∈ W (P_{m−2}), where I(G_3) = ⟨0⟩ if m ≤ 2. Thus, again by Proposition 3.4, reg(I(G_1) + ⟨x_1⟩) ≤ 2 + ⌊_{m−3} 2 ⌋ , and consequently, by Lemma 2.2, reg(I(G_1)) ≤ 2 + ⌊_{m−3} 2 ⌋ . Our aim now is to show that reg(I(G)^{[2]} + ⟨x_2x_3⟩) ≤ 4 + ⌊_{m−3} 2 ⌋ . Consider the ideal L_1 = I(G)^{[2]} + ⟨x_2x_3, x_1x_2, x_2y_2⟩. Using Lemma 2.9, we have (L_1 : x_2) = ⟨y_2, x_3, x_1⟩ + I(G_4)^{[2]}, where G_4 is the induced subgraph of G on the vertex set V (G) \ {x_1, x_2, x_3}. It is easy to see that G_4 ∈ W (P_{m−3}), and I(G_4)^{[2]} = ⟨0⟩ if m ≤ 4. Thus, by Proposition 3.4, reg(L_1 : x_2) ≤ 3 + ⌊_{m−3} 2 ⌋ . Note that L_1 + ⟨x_2⟩ = I(G \ x_2)^{[2]} + ⟨x_2⟩, where G \ x_2 ∈ W (P_{m−1}).

Hence, using Proposition 3.4, we obtain reg(L_1 +⟨x_2⟩) ≤ 4+⌊^{m−3}_2 ⌋. Consequently, by Lemma 2.2,

reg(L_1) ≤ 4 + ⌊ m − 3 2 ⌋ . Next, consider the ideal L_2 = I(G)^{[2]} + ⟨x_2x_3, x_1x_2⟩. Note that L_2 + ⟨x_2y_2⟩ = L_1. Also, (L_2 : x_2y_2) = ⟨x_1, x_3⟩ + (I(G)^{[2]} : x_2y_2). Using Lemma 2.9, we see that (L_2 : x_2y_2) = ⟨x_1, x_3⟩ + I(G_4). Again, I(G_4) = ⟨0⟩ if m = 3. Thus, by Proposition 3.4, we obtain reg(L_2 : x_2y_2) ≤ 2 + ⌊^{m−3}_2 ⌋, and consequently, by Lemma 2.2, we have

reg(L_2) ≤ 4 + ⌊ m − 3 2 ⌋ . Now, let L_3 = I(G)^{[2]} +⟨x_2x_3⟩. Then L_3 +⟨x_1x_2⟩ = L_2. Moreover, (L_3 : x_1x_2) = ⟨x_3⟩+(I(G)^{[2]} : x_1x_2). Using Lemma 2.9, it is easy to see that (L_3 : x_1x_2) = ⟨x_3⟩+I(G_5) for some G_5 ∈ W (P_{m−2}). Therefore, by Proposition 3.4, reg(L_3 : x_1x_2) ≤ 2 + ⌊^{m−3}_2 ⌋. Consequently, using Lemma 2.2, we have reg(L_3) ≤ 4 + ⌊ m − 3 2 ⌋ . In other words, reg(I(G)^{[2]} + ⟨x_2x_3⟩) ≤ 4 + ⌊^{m−3}_2 ⌋. Recall that, we already proved reg(I(G)^{[2]} : x_2x_3) ≤ 2 + ⌊_{m−3} 2 ⌋ . Hence, by Lemma 2.2, reg(I(G)^{[2]}) = 4 + ⌊_{m−3} 2 ⌋ as desired. □

As a corollary of Theorem 5.6, we obtain the following formula for regularity of second squarefree power of edge ideals of whiskered cycles.

Corollary 5.7. Let G = W (C_m). Then reg(I(G)^{[2]}) = 4 + ⌊_{m−3} 2 ⌋ . Next, let us derive the depth of second square-free powers of edge ideals of whiskered cycles.

Theorem 5.8. Let W (C_m) denote the whiskered cycle. Then

depth(R/I(W (C_m))^{[2]}) = { 3 if m = 3, m + 1 if m > 3.

Proof. First, we will prove the result for m = 3. By Lemma 2.9, we have (I(W (C_3))^{[2]} : x_2x_3) = I(G^′), where V (G^′) = {x_1, y_1, y_2, y_3} and E(G^′) = {{x_1, y_1}, {x_1, y_2}, {x_1, y_3}, {y_2, y_3}}. Then (I(G^′) : x_1) = ⟨y_1, y_2, y_3⟩, and thus, depth(R/(I(G^′) : x_1)) = 3 by Lemma 2.6. We apply Lemma 2.7(iii) to get depth(R/I(W (C_3))^{[2]}) ≤ 3. Hence, due to [13, Proposition 1.1], it follows that depth(R/I(W (C_3))^{[2]}) = 3.

Now, let us assume m > 3. For simplicity of notation, we write G = W (C_m). First consider the ideal L_1 = I(G)^{[2]} + ⟨x_2x_3, x_1x_2, x_2y_2⟩. Then using Lemma 2.13, we get (L_1 : x_2) = ⟨y_2, x_3, x_1⟩ + I(G_1)^{[2]}, where G_1 is the induced subgraph of G on the vertex set V (G) \ {x_1, x_2, x_3}. One can observe that G_1 is the whisker graph on P_{m−3}. Note that if m = 4, then I(G_1)^{[2]} = ⟨0⟩, and in this case, depth(R/(L_1 : x_2)) = 5 by Lemma 2.6. If m > 4, then we have depth(R/(L_1 : x_2)) = (m − 3) + 2 − 1 + 3 = m + 1 by Lemma 2.6 and Theorem 3.5. Therefore, in both cases, we have depth(R/(L_1 : x_2)) = m + 1. Now observe that L_1 + ⟨x_2⟩ = I(G \ x_2)^{[2]}, and G \ x_2 is the whisker graph on P_{m−1}. Thus, using Lemma 2.6 and Theorem 3.5, we get depth(R/(L_1 +⟨x_2⟩)) = (m − 1) + 2 − 1 + 1 = m + 1. Consequently, by Lemma 2.7,

depth(R/L_1) = m + 1.

Next, consider the ideal L_2 = I(G)^{[2]} + ⟨x_2x_3, x_1x_2⟩. Note that L_2 + ⟨x_2y_2⟩ = L_1. Also, (L_2 : x_2y_2) = ⟨x_1, x_3⟩ + (I(G)^{[2]} : x_2y_2). Using Lemma 2.9, we see that (L_2 : x_2y_2) = ⟨x_1, x_3⟩ + I(G_1). Again by Lemma 2.6 and Theorem 3.5, we obtain depth(R/(L_2 : x_2y_2)) = (m − 3) + 4 = m + 1. Hence, by Lemma 2.7, we have depth(R/L_2) = m + 1.

Now, let us take L_3 = I(G)^{[2]} + ⟨x_2x_3⟩. Then L_3 + ⟨x_1x_2⟩ = L_2. Moreover, (L_3 : x_1x_2) = ⟨x_3⟩+(I(G)^{[2]} : x_1x_2). Using Lemma 2.9, it is easy to verify that (L_3 : x_1x_2) = ⟨x_3⟩+I(G_2), where G_2 is the whisker graph on P_{m−2}. Therefore, by Lemma 2.6 and Theorem 3.5, depth(R/(L_3 : x_1x_2)) = (m − 2) + 3 = m + 1. Consequently, using Lemma 2.7, we have

depth(R/L_3) = m + 1.

Now, consider the ideal (I(G)^{[2]} : x_2x_3). By Lemma 2.9, (I(G)^{[2]} : x_2x_3) = I(G_3), where V (G_3) = V (G) \ {x_2, x_3}, and E(G_3) = E(G \ {x_2, x_3}) ∪ {{x_1, x_4}, {x_1, y_3}, {x_4, y_2}, {y_2, y_3}}. Next, we focus on the ideal (I(G_3) : x_1) and it is easy to check that for m ≤ 5, (I(G_3) : x_1) is generated by some variables and depth(R/(I(G_3) : x_1)) = m+1 by Lemma 2.6. Now, we assume m > 5. Then (I(G_3) : x_1) = ⟨y_1, y_3, x_4, x_m⟩ + I(G_4), where G_4 = G_3 \ {x_1, y_1, y_2, y_3, x_4, x_m}. Note that G_4 is the whisker graph on P_{m−5}. By Lemma 2.6 and Theorem 3.5, we have depth(R/(I(G_3) : x_1)) = (m − 5) + 6 = m + 1. Again, I(G_3) + ⟨x_1⟩ = I(G_3 \ {x_1}) + ⟨x_1⟩, where G_3 \ {x_1} is the whisker graph on P_{m−2}. Thus, by Lemma 2.6 and Theorem 3.5, depth(R/(I(G_3) + ⟨x_1⟩)) = (m−2)+3 = m+1. Consequently, we have depth(R/I(G_3)) = depth(R/(I(G)^{[2]} : x_2x_3)) = m+1 by Lemma 2.7. Hence, using Lemma 2.7 again, we obtain depth(R/I(G)^{[2]}) = m + 1. □

The following proposition gives an upper bound of depth(R/I(W (C_m))^{[k]}) for any 1 ≤ k ≤ m, and this bound is sharp in some cases.

Proposition 5.9. Let W (C_m) denote the whiskered cycle. Then for each 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(W (C_m)) = m, we have depth(R/I(W (C_m))^{[k]}) ≤ m + k − 1

Proof. If k = 1, the assertion follows from [29, Theorem 2.4]. For k ≥ 2, we have from Lemma 2.7 that depth(R/I(W (C_m))^{[k]}) ≤ depth(R/(I(W (C_m))^{[k]} : x_1y_1)) . Again, it follows from Lemma 2.9 that (I(W (C_m))^{[k]} : x_1y_1) = I(G)^{[k−1]}, where G = W (P_{m−1}). Therefore, applying Lemma 2.6 and Theorem 3.5, we obtain depth(R/I(W (C_m))^{[k]}) ≤ m − 1 + (k − 1) − 1 + 2 = m + k − 1. □

6. SOME CONJECTURES

Based on our results from previous sections and some computations through the computer algebra system Macaulay2 [18], we predict formulas for the depth of square-free powers for cycles and whiskered cycles, and the regularity of square-free powers for whiskered cycles.

In view of Theorem 4.10, Corollary 4.11, Proposition 4.12 and computational evidence, we propose the following conjecture.

Conjecture 6.1. Let C_n denote a cycle of length n. Then

depth(R/I(C_n)^{[k]}) = { ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + k − 1 if k = 2, . . . , ⌈^n_3 ⌉, 2k − 1 if k = ⌈^n_3 ⌉ + 1, . . . , ν(C_n).

Note that the cases k = 1, 2, ν(C_n) of the above conjecture follows from Proposition 4.9, Corollary 4.11 and Remark 2.8, respectively. Moreover, for cycles of even length, we show in Proposition 4.12 that the conjecture is true for k = ν(C_n) − 1. Also, we have verified the conjecture up to n = 15 using Macaulay2 and considering the base field as Q.

Now, let us focus on the regularity and depth of square-free powers of edge ideals of whiskered cycles. We have shown in Corollary 5.3 that for each 1 ≤ k ≤ ν(W (C_m)) = m,

2k + ⌊ m − k − 1 2 ⌋ ≤ reg(I(W (C_m))^{[k]}) ≤ 2k + ⌊ m − k 2 ⌋ . Observe that whenever m−k is odd, reg(I(W (C_m))^{[k]}) = 2k+ ⌊_{m−k−1} 2 ⌋ . Moreover, reg(I(W (C_m))) is equal to the lower bound given above (see [24, Proposition 1.1] or [5, Theorem 13]). We have shown in Theorem 5.6 that reg(I(W (C_m))^{[2]}) also coincides with the above lower bound. Based on these facts, we state the following conjecture.

Conjecture 6.2. Let W (C_m) denote the whisker graph on C_m. Then for all 1 ≤ k ≤ m,

reg(I(W (C_m))^{[k]}) = 2k + ⌊ m − k − 1 2 ⌋ . As before, Conjecture 6.2 has been verified up to m = 10 using Macaulay2 and taking K = Q .

In Theorem 5.8, we explicitly derive depth(R/I(W (C_m))^{[2]}). Also, it is well-known [29] that for any graph G on m vertices, R/I(W (G)) is Cohen-Macaulay with depth(R/I(W (G))) = m. These results and our computation suggest the following conjecture.

Conjecture 6.3. Let W (C_m) denote the whisker graph on C_m. Then

depth(R/I(W (C_m))^{[k]}) = { m + k − 1 if k = 1, . . . , ⌊^m_2 ⌋, 2k − 1 if k = ⌊^m_2 ⌋ + 1, . . . , m.

Acknowledgements. The first and the second authors are supported by Postdoctoral Fellowships at Chennai Mathematical Institute. The third author would like to thank the National Board for Higher Mathematics (India) for the financial support through the NBHM Postdoctoral Fellowship. All the authors are partially supported by a grant from the Infosys Foundation.

Data availability statement. Data sharing does not apply to this article as no new data were created or analyzed in this study.

Conflict of interest. The authors declare that they have no known competing financial interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence the work reported in this paper.

REFERENCES

[1] A. Alilooee, S. K. Beyarslan, and S. Selvaraja. Regularity of powers of edge ideals of unicyclic graphs. Rocky Mountain J. Math., 49(3):699–728, 2019. 1 [2] A. Alilooee and S. Faridi. On the resolution of path ideals of cycles. Comm. Algebra, 43(12):5413–5433, 2015. 12 [3] A. Banerjee, S. K. Beyarslan, and H. T. Hà. Regularity of powers of edge ideals: from local properties to global bounds. Algebr. Comb., 3(4):839–854, 2020. 1 [4] S. Beyarslan, H. T. Hà, and T. N. Trung. Regularity of powers of forests and cycles. J. Algebraic Combin., 42(4):1077– 1095, 2015. 1, 11 [5] J. Biermann and A. Van Tuyl. Balanced vertex decomposable simplicial complexes and their h-vectors. Electron. J.

Combin., 20(3):Paper 15, 12, 2013. 23 [6] M. Bigdeli, J. Herzog, and R. Zaare-Nahandi. On the index of powers of edge ideals. Comm. Algebra, 46(3):1080– 1095, 2018. 2, 7, 8, 12, 19, 20 [7] G. Caviglia, H. T. Hà, J. Herzog, M. Kummini, N. Terai, and N. V. Trung. Depth and regularity modulo a principal ideal. J. Algebraic Combin., 49(1):1–20, 2019. 5 [8] M. Crupi, A. Ficarra, and E. Lax. Matchings, square-free powers and betti splittings. arXiv:2304.00255, 2023. 2, 7, 8, 16 [9] H. Dao, C. Huneke, and J. Schweig. Bounds on the regularity and projective dimension of ideals associated to graphs. J. Algebraic Combin., 38(1):37–55, 2013. 4

[10] N. Erey and A. Ficarra. Matching powers of monomial ideals and edge ideals of weighted oriented graphs.

arXiv:2309.13771, 2023. 5 [11] N. Erey and A. Ficarra. Forests whose matching powers are linear. arXiv:2403.17797, 2024. 5 [12] N. Erey, J. Herzog, T. Hibi, and S. Saeedi Madani. Matchings and squarefree powers of edge ideals. J. Combin.

Theory Ser. A, 188:Paper No. 105585, 24, 2022. 2, 4, 6, 20 [13] N. Erey, J. Herzog, T. Hibi, and S. Saeedi Madani. The normalized depth function of squarefree powers. Collect.

Math., 75(2):409–423, 2024. 2, 5, 9, 18, 21 [14] N. Erey and T. Hibi. Squarefree powers of edge ideals of forests. Electron. J. Combin., 28(2):Paper No. 2.32, 16, 2021.

2, 7 [15] S. Faridi. The facet ideal of a simplicial complex. Manuscripta Math., 109(2):159–174, 2002. 12 [16] A. Ficarra, J. Herzog, and T. Hibi. Behaviour of the normalized depth function. Electron. J. Combin., 30(2):Paper No. 2.31, 16, 2023. 2 [17] R. Fröberg. On Stanley-Reisner rings. In Topics in algebra, Part 2 (Warsaw, 1988), volume 26, Part 2 of Banach Center Publ., pages 57–70. PWN, Warsaw, 1990. 4 [18] D. R. Grayson and M. E. Stillman. Macaulay2, a software system for research in algebraic geometry.

http://www2.macaulay2.com. 22 [19] H. T. T. Hang Thu Nguyen and T. Vu. Depth of powers of edge ideals of cohen-macaulay trees. Communications in Algebra, 0(0):1–12, 2024. 1, 2, 11 [20] J. Herzog, T. Hibi, and X. Zheng. Monomial ideals whose powers have a linear resolution. Math. Scand., 95(1):23–32, 2004. 4 [21] S. Jacques. Betti numbers of graph ideals. arXiv:0410107, 2004. 2, 4, 18 [22] E. Kamberi, F. Navarra, and A. A. Qureshi. On squarefree powers of simplicial trees. arXiv:2406.13670, 2024. 2, 13 [23] N. C. Minh, T. N. Trung, and T. Vu. Depth of powers of edge ideals of cycles and trees. arXiv:2308.00874, 2023.

1, 11 [24] M. Moghimian, S. A. S. Fakhari, and S. Yassemi. Regularity of powers of edge ideal of whiskered cycles. Comm.

Algebra, 45(3):1246–1259, 2017. 3, 20, 23 [25] G. Rinaldo, N. Terai, and K.-i. Yoshida. Cohen-Macaulayness for symbolic power ideals of edge ideals. J. Algebra, 347:1–22, 2011. 2 [26] S. A. Seyed Fakhari. An increasing normalised depth function. To appear in Journal of Commutative Algebra, arXiv:2309.13892, 2024. 2 [27] S. A. Seyed Fakhari. Matchings and castelnuovo-mumford regularity of square-free powers of edge ideals. Research- Gate, 2024. 2 [28] S. A. Seyed Fakhari. On the Castelnuovo–Mumford regularity of squarefree powers of edge ideals. Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 228(3):107488, 2024. 2 [29] R. H. Villarreal. Cohen-Macaulay graphs. Manuscripta Math., 66(3):277–293, 1990. 1, 3, 9, 22, 23 [30] R. H. Villarreal. Monomial algebras. Monographs and Research Notes in Mathematics. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, second edition, 2015. 4, 12 [31] X. Zheng. Resolutions of facet ideals. Comm. Algebra, 32(6):2301–2324, 2004. 8

CHENNAI MATHEMATICAL INSTITUTE, INDIA Email address: kanoydas@cmi.ac.in; kanoydas0296@gmail.com

CHENNAI MATHEMATICAL INSTITUTE, INDIA Email address: amitiisermohali493@gmail.com

CHENNAI MATHEMATICAL INSTITUTE, INDIA Email address: ksaha@cmi.ac.in; kamalesh.saha44@gmail.com