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SPLITTINGS OF TORIC IDEALS OF GRAPHS

ANARGYROS KATSABEKIS AND APOSTOLOS THOMA

ABSTRACT. Let G be a simple graph on the vertex set {v1,...,v,}. An algebraic object
attached to G is the toric ideal I¢. We say that I is splittable if there exist subgraphs
G1 and G2 of G such that Ig = Ig, + Ia,, where both Ig, and Ig, are not equal to
Ic. We show that I is splittable if and only if it is edge splittable. We also prove that
the toric ideal of a complete bipartite graph is not splittable. In contrast, we show that
the toric ideal of a complete graph K, is always splittable when n > 4. Additionally, we
show that the toric ideal of K, has a minimal splitting if and only if 4 < n < 5. Finally,
we prove that any minimal splitting of I is also a reduced splitting.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let A = {ay,...,a,} be a subset of N” such that A does not contain the zero vector.
Consider the polynomial ring K[z1,..., %] over any field K. We grade K[z1,...,zn] by
the semigroup NA = {l1a; + - -+ + lpan, } setting deg,(z;) = a; for i = 1,...,m. The A-
degree of a monomial x" = x* - - - zlm is defined by deg 4 (x") = uja; + - - - + upa, € NA.
The A-fiber of a vector b € N™ is the set of all monomials in K[xzy,..., 2] with A-degree
equal to b. The toric ideal I4 is the prime ideal generated by all the binomials x" — xV
such that deg 4 (x") = deg4(xV).

A recent direction in the theory of toric ideals is to decide when I, is splittable, see
[BL 6, [7]. The toric ideal I4 is splittable if it has a toric splitting i.e. if there exist toric
ideals I4,, 14, such that Iy = Ia, + 14, and I4, # 14, for all 1 < i < 2. To every simple
graph G one can associate the toric ideal Ig. In [5] G. Favacchio, J. Hofscheier, G. Keiper,
and A. Van Tuyl consider the aforementioned problem for the toric ideal I, namely they
study when I has a toric splitting of the form I = Ig, + Ig,, where Ig,, 1 <7 < 2, is
the toric ideal of GG;. More precisely, given a graph G and an even cycle C, they consider
the graph H which is formed by identifying any edge of G with an edge of C'. They show
[5, Theorem 3.7] that Iy = I + I¢ is a splitting of If7. They also prove [5, Corollary 4.8]
that if G; and G form a splitting of G along an edge e and at least one of G; or Gy is
bipartite, then Ig = Ig, + Ig, is a splitting of I. Moreover, when I5 has such a splitting,
they show [5, Theorem 4.11] how the graded Betti numbers of I are related with those
of I, and Ig,. P. Gimenez and H. Srinivasan showed [0, Theorem 3.4] that if G; and G»
form a splitting of G along an edge e, then I splits into I = Ig, + I, if and only if at
least one of G1 or Gy is bipartite.

This paper aims to answer [5, Question 5.1], namely for what graphs G can we find
graphs G and G2 so that their respective toric ideals satisfy Iq = Ig, + Ig,? More
generally, can we classify when Ig is a splittable toric ideal in terms of G? We give a
complete answer to the latter question. Our approach is based on the graphs G'\e and G
introduced in section 2, where e is an edge of G and S is a minimal system of binomial
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generators of Ig. We show that I is splittable if and only if there is an edge e of G and
a minimal generating set of binomials S of I such that Ig = Ige + I\ Is a splitting,
see Theorem As an application of our results, we prove that the toric ideal of a
complete bipartite graph is not splittable (see Corollary and the toric ideal of the
suspension of a cycle of length n > 3 is splittable if and only if either n = 4 or n is odd, see
Theorem In section 3 we study the case that G coincides with the complete graph
K,, on n vertices. We show that Ik, is splittable if and only if n > 4, see Theorem (3.1
Moreover, we introduce minimal splittings and show (Theorem that Ik, does not
have a minimal splitting for n > 6. In section 4 we define reduced splittings of toric ideals
and prove that every minimal splitting of I is also reduced, see Theorem [£.7]

2. EDGE SPLITTINGS

In this section, we first collect important notations and definitions used in the paper.
For unexplained terminology in graph theory, we refer to [10]. Let G be a finite, connected
and undirected graph having no loops and no multiple edges on the vertex set V(G) =
{vi,...,vn}, and let E(G) = {e1,...,en} be the set of edges of G. Two edges of G are
called adjacent if they share a common vertex. To each edge e = {v;,v;} € E(G), we
associate the vector a. € {0,1}" defined as follows: the ith entry is 1, the jth entry is 1,
and the remaining entries are zero. By I we denote the toric ideal I4,, in Kleq, ..., €],
where A = {acle € E(G)} C N".

A walk of length g of G connecting v1 € V(G) with vg41 is a finite sequence of the form
w = ({vr,v2}, {va,v3}, ..., {vg—1,v4}, {vg, Vg4+1}) with each {v;,v;1} € E(G), 1 <i <q.
An even (respectively, odd) walk is a walk of even (respectively, odd) length. The walk w
is called closed if vy11 = vi. A cycle is a closed walk

w = ({vi,v2}, {v2,v3}, ..., {vg—1,v¢}, {vg, v1})

with ¢ > 3 and v; # vj, for every 1 < i < j < q. A cut vertex is a vertex of G whose
removal increases the number of connected components of the remaining subgraph. A
graph is called biconnected if it is connected and does not contain a cut vertex. A block is
a maximal biconnected subgraph of G.

Given an even closed walk w = (e;, €sy, ..., ¢€i,) of G, we write By, for the binomial
By =11}_1 €iny — 1}, €iy, € I By [13 Proposition 10.1.5] the ideal I is generated
by all the binomials B,,, where w is an even closed walk of G. We say that w is a primitive
walk if the corresponding binomial B, is primitive. Recall that given a set of vectors
A C N" the binomial x" — xV in [ is called primitive if there exists no other binomial
x%V — x* € I, such that xV divides x" and x* divides xV. Every minimal binomial
generator of I4 is primitive, see [11].

Every even primitive walk w = (e;,, €i,, - . ., €i,,) partitions the set of edges of w in the
two sets £ = {e;;[j odd} and Fa = {e;,|j even}. The edges of E; are called odd edges of
w and those of Fy even. A sink of a block B is a common vertex of two odd or two even
edges of the primitive walk w which belongs to B. The primitive walk w is called strongly
primitive if it has no two sinks with distance one in any cyclic block.

Let w = (e1,ea,...,e24) be an even primitive walk and f = {v;,v;} be a chord of w
with i < j, namely an edge f = {v;,v;} of G such that f ¢ E(w). Then f breaks w in two
walks: w1 = (e1,...,€i—1, f,€j,...,ez) and wy = (e;,...,ej—1, f). The chord f is called

bridge of w if there exist two different blocks B;, B; of w such that v; € B; and v; € B;.
The chord f is called even (respectively odd) if it is not a bridge and breaks w in two even
walks (respectively odd).
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Let f = {v;,v;} be an odd chord of w with i < j and f’ = {vi, v;} be another odd chord
of w with k < . We say that the odd chords f and f’ cross effectively in w if k — 7 is odd
and either i < k < j<lork<i<l<j. Wecall an Fy of the walk w a cycle (e, f, €, f)
of length four which consists of two edges e, ¢’ of the walk w both odd or both even, and
two odd chords f and f’ which cross effectively in w. We say that the odd chords f, f’
cross strongly effectively in w if they cross effectively and they do not form an Fj in w.

A binomial B, € Ig is called minimal if it belongs to a minimal system of binomial
generators of Ig. Since Iz is homogeneous, the graded version of Nakayama’s Lemma
implies that every minimal system of generators of I has the same cardinality.

The next theorem provides a characterization for the minimal binomials of .

Theorem 2.1. ([10, Theorem 4.13]) Let w be an even closed walk of G. Then By, is a
minimal binomial if and only if
(1) w is strongly primitive,
(2) all the chords of w are odd and there are not two of them which cross strongly
effectively and
(8) no odd chord crosses an Fy of the walk w.

A binomial B,, € Ig is called indispensable if every system of binomial generators of Ig
contains B,, or —B,,. The next theorem provides a characterization for the indispensable
binomials of I.

Theorem 2.2. ([10, Theorem 4.14]) Let w be an even closed walk of G. Then By, is an
indispensable binomial if and only if w is a strongly primitive walk, all the chords of w are
odd and there are not two of them that cross effectively.

It follows from Theorems that the binomial B,, is not indispensable due to the
existence of Fy’s in the walk w. Moreover, a minimal binomial B,, of I is indispensable
if and only if the walk w does not have any Fj.

Note that there may exist a subgraph H of the graph G such that Iy = Ig. This can
happen when there are edges in GG that are not used in any walk w such that B, is a
minimal binomial of Ig.

Given an edge e of G, we denote by G'\e the graph with the same vertex set as G and
whose edge set consists of all edges of G except e. For any set F' C E(G) of edges of G,
we use G\ F' to denote the subgraph of G containing the same vertices as G but with all
the edges of F' removed.

Let S = {Buw,, Busy, - - -, Bw,} be a minimal generating set of I;. Given an edge e of G,
we define G§ to be the subgraph of G on the vertex set

V(GE) = U V(w;)

1<i<r and e€E(w;)

with edges
E(GY) = U E(w;).
1<i<r and e€cE(w;)

Thus to form the graph G§ one needs first to find all binomials B, € S, 1 <4 < r, such
that e is an edge of the walk w;. Then we take all vertices and edges of such walks.

We use the symbol G§ to emphasize that the graph depends not only on the edge e
but also on the minimal system of binomial generators S, see Example For a toric
ideal I; with a unique minimal system of binomial generators S, we will simply write G°

instead of G§.
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Example 2.3. Recall that the complete graph K, is the graph with n vertices in which
each vertex is connected to every other vertex. Let G = K4 be the complete graph
on the vertex set {v1,...,v4}. Let wy; = (€19,€93,€34,€14), w2 = (€12,€24,€34,€13) and
w3 = (€23,€13,€14,€24), Where ¢;; = {v;,v;} for 1 < i < j < 4. Then S = {B,, =
€12€34 — €23€14, BwQ = £€12€34 — 824813} and T = {Bwlan3 = €923€14 — 513524} are minimal
generating sets of I. Let e = 23, then G§ is the cycle given by the walk w; while G5 is
the whole graph G.

Theorem 2.4. Let G be a graph and e be an edge of G. Let S = {Buy,, Buy, - - -, Bu,} be
a minimal generating set of Ig, then Ig = Ige + Ige-

Proof. We have that G\e C G and G§ C G, so Ig\e C I and I(;es C Ig. Thus Iges +lg\e C
Ig. Let By,, 1 <1 <r, be a minimal binomial in S. Then there are two cases:

(1) e € E(w;). Then By, belongs to the ideal Igs.
(2) e & E(w;). Then By, belongs to the ideal /.

Consequently Ic C Ige + Ig\e- O

Example 2.5. We return to Example @ We have that Ige =< By, > and I, = Ig.
Also G\e is the graph with edges €19, €34,€14, €13, €24, thus Ig\e =< By, >. Then Ig =
IG«:.q + I\ is a splitting of I, while I = Ige 4+ I\ 1s not a splitting of I since Ige = Ig.

Definition 2.6. A splitting I = Ig, + Ig, of I s called edge splitting if there exist an
edge e of G and a minimal generating set S of Ig such that G1 = G% and G = G\e or
G1 = G\e and Gy = GS. The toric ideal I is called edge splittable if there exists an edge
splitting of Ig.

Remark 2.7. It is not necessary for all splittings (if any) of the toric ideal of a graph
to be edge splittings. Consider the complete graph K5 on the vertex set {vi,...,vs}.
Let €;; = {v;,v;} for 1 < i < j < 5. Consider the subgraphs G1 = Ks5\{€12,€34} and
GQ = K5\{€14,€23} of K5. We have that S = {513824 — £14€93,E14€25 — £€15E24,E23E45 —
€24€35,E13625 — £15€23,€13645 — €14€35) 1S a generating set of Ig, and T = {e12e34 —
€13€24,E24€35 — €25€34,E13€45 — €15E34,E12€45 — €15€24,E€12E35 — 513525} is a generating set
of Ig,. Also, SUT is a generating set of Ix, and Ig, # Ik, for all 1 < i < 2, so
I, = Ig, + Ig, is a splitting of Ik, which is not an edge splitting.

Next two Theorems provide a necessary and sufficient condition for a toric ideal I to
be splittable in terms of the graph G.

Theorem 2.8. The ideal I is edge splittable if and only if there is a minimal system
of binomial generators S = {By,,...,Buw,.} of Ig with r > 2 and an edge e € E(w;),
1 <i<r, such that Igg % Iq.

Proof. (=) Suppose that the ideal I is edge splittable, then there exist a minimal
system of binomial generators S = {By,,..., By, } of I¢ with 7 > 2 and an edge e of G
such that I = Ige +Ig\e is a splitting. Thus I\, # Ig, so there is By, € Ig, 1 <i <,
such that By, ¢ I\, and therefore e € E(w;).

(<=) Suppose that there is a minimal system of binomial generators S = {By,, ..., By, }
of I with r > 2 and an edge e € F(w;), 1 < ¢ < r, such that e # Ig. Then from
Theorem we have that I = Igg + Ig\e- Since e € E(w;), we have that By, & Ig\e
and therefore I\, # Ig. From the hypothesis, it holds that Ige # Ig. Consequently, I

is edge splittable. O
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F1GURE 1. The graph Gg

Example 2.9. Let P, be the graph with 2n 4 1 vertices: the n vertices of a regular
n-gon, the n midpoints of the edges of the polygon and the center of the polygon. The
graph P,, has 3n edges: the n radii of the inscribed circle in the polygon corresponding
to the midpoints of the edges of the polygon and the 2n segments joining the vertices of
the polygon to the two adjacent midpoints. Consider the graph G, which is the cartesian
product of the graph P, with a single edge. Thus G,, has 4n + 2 vertices and 8n + 1 edges.
In Figure [1] we plot the graph Gg with 34 vertices and 65 edges. Since G, is bipartite,
we have, from [8 Theorem 2.3|, that Ig, has a unique minimal system of generators
consisting of all binomials B,,, where w is an even cycle with no chords. The graph G,
has exactly 5n + 2 cycles without a chord and all of them are of length 4, except two of
length 2n. Note that Gg has exactly 42 cycles with no chords, see Figure Let e be
the edge of GG, joining the two centers of the polygons. We plot in Figure [2| the graph
Gg\e and in Figure |3| the graph G§. Note that the toric ideal of the graph Gg\e has 62
minimal binomials, while the toric ideal of G§ has 8 minimal binomials. In general, I\,
has 4n + (g) + 2 minimal binomials, while the ideal Ige has n minimal binomials. Notice
that the (g) minimal binomials of I\, correspond to cycles in G, \e of length 6 that in
the graph G,, had e as an even chord. It follows from Theorem that Ig, = Ige +Ig\e
is an edge splitting. Actually, for each edge b of G, there is a splitting Iq, = Igy + I\
of I, Gn-

Next we state and prove the main result of this article, namely if the toric ideal of a
graph has a splitting then it has also an edge splitting.

Theorem 2.10. The toric ideal Ig is splittable if and only if it is edge splittable.

Proof. (=) If I is edge splittable, then I = Ige + I\, is a splitting of I, and therefore
it is splittable.

(=) Suppose that Ig is splittable and let I¢ = I, + Ig, be a splitting of I5. Notice
that Ig, & Ig and Ig, G Ig. Let {fi,..., fs} be a binomial generating set of Ig, and
{g1,...,9:} be a binomial generating set of I,. Then {f1,..., fs,91,...,9:} is a generating
set of I, therefore it contains a minimal binomial generating set S = {By,,..., By, } of
I, since toric ideals of graphs are homogeneous. Note that » > 2, since I, and Ig, are
nonzero ideals. But S C {f1,...,fs,91,-..,9t}, so each By, 1 < i < r, belongs to at
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FIGURE 2. The graph Gg\e

FIGURE 3. The graph G§

least one of Ig,,Ig,. If for every 1 < i < r it holds that B,, € Ig,, then Ig, = Ig a
contradiction. Thus there exists 1 <4 < r such that By, € I, and B, ¢ Ig,, so there is
e € E(w;) such that e ¢ E(G2). For every even closed walk w; such that e € E(w;) we
have that By, € Ig,, thus Ige C 1,y and therefore e # I since I, ; Ig. By Theorem
the toric ideal I is edge splittable. ]

Example 2.11. Consider the graph G on the vertex set {vi,...,v10} with edges e; =
{v1,v2}, e2 = {vo,v3}, es = {v3,va}, ea = {va,v5}, es = {vs,v6}, €6 = {ve,v7}, er =
{vr,v8}, es = {vs,v9}, e9g = {vg,v10}, €10 = {v1,v10}, €11 = {v1,v5}, er2 = {v2,v6} and
e13 = {ve, v3}. Then S = {e1e5 — e11€12, €169€13 — €g€10€12, €5€8€10 — €9€11€13, €2€4€6€13 —
eseserel2, €aeqepe€1) — €3eregeiieia} is a minimal generating set of I;. For the edge
f = €1 of G we have that Ig\f =< €e5e8€10 — €9€11€13, €2€4€E6€13 — €3E5€7€12, E2E€4EGEZEL) —
egeregeqiels >. Moreover E(GJ;) = {ei1, e5, €8, €9, €10, €11, €12, €13} and also I =<ees—
e11€12, €1€9€13 — €8€10€12, €5€8€19 — €geiiels >. Thus Ig 75 ]Gg and thereforeSIG = IGQ +
I\ is a splitting of I by Theorem

Example 2.12. In [0, Example 3.5] P. Gimenez and H. Srinivasan provide an example of

a graph G obtained by gluing two bow ties G and G3 along an edge. Since neither G
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nor (g is bipartite, I, + I, is not a splitting of I by [6, Theorem 3.4(1)]. The ideal I
has a unique minimal system of generators .5 consisting of five binomials and Ige = Ig,
for every edge e of G. By Theorem [2.8] the ideal I is not edge splittable, and therefore it
is not splittable by Theorem [2.10] Thus I does not have a splitting in the form Iy, + Iy,
for any subgraphs Hi, Hs of G. It is worth mentioning that if a graph G is a gluing of two
arbitrary disjoint connected graphs (G; and G, bipartite or not, along an edge, then from
[0, Theorem 3.4(3)] there exists a 3-uniform hypergraph H such that Iy = Ig, + Ig,.

Theorems [2.8] and are easier to apply when I has a unique minimal system of
binomial generators. In particular, this is true for the toric ideal of a bipartite graph since
it is minimally generated by all binomials of the form B,,, where w is an even cycle with
no chords, see [8, Theorem 2.3].

A graph G is called a complete bipartite graph if its vertex set can be partitioned into
two subsets V1 and V5 such that each edge of G connects a vertex of V; to a vertex of V5. It
is denoted by K, ,, where m and n are the numbers of vertices in V7 and V5 respectively.
The next corollary shows that toric ideals of complete bipartite graphs do not admit a
splitting.

Corollary 2.13. The toric ideal of K, is not splittable.

Proof. Let Vi = {z1,...,2m}, Vo = {y1,...,yn} be the bipartition of the complete
bipartite graph K, ,, and E(Ky, ) = {bij|1 < ¢ < m,1 < j < n}, where bj; = {z;,y;}.
Then Ik, , is minimally generated by the 2 x 2 minors of the matrix M = (b;;), see
[13, Proposition 10.6.2]. Thus I, , is minimally generated by the set S of all binomials
bijbri — bjbg; which are in the form B,,, where w is a cycle in K, , of length 4. Since
K is bipartite, the set S is the unique minimal system of binomial generators of I, ..
Notice that if m = 1 or n = 1, then I, , = {0}. Moreover if m = 2 and n = 2, then
Ik, is minimally generated by b11ba2 — b12b21 and therefore it is not splittable. Assume
that m > 2, n > 2 and Ik, , % Ik, ,. Let e = b;; be any edge of Ky, ;. We claim that
Ky, = Kmyn which implies the equality Ixe == Ik, ,. By definition K7, , is a subgraph
of Ky, . It suffices to show that all edges of Kn belong also to the graph K7, . Let
£ =by € E(Kpn). There are four cases:
(1) k=4 and [ = j. Then § = e which belongs to Ky, ,.
(2) k=tand I # j. Let 1 <4 < m with ¢ # i. Consider the cycle w = (e, &, by, byrj),
then B,, € S and therefore § belongs to Ky, ..
(3) k#iandl=j. Let 1 < j" <nwith j' # j. Consider the cycle w = (e, &, bjr, bijr),
then By, € S and therefore § belongs to Ky, ,,.
(4) k # i and | # j. Consider the cycle w = (e, by, £, by;), then B,, € S and therefore
§ belongs to Ky, ,,.
We conclude that in all cases £ belongs to Ky, ,,, so K7, |, = Ky, . From Theorem it
follows that I, , ,, is not edge splittable, and therefore I, , ,, is not splittable by Theorem
2.10 0

The suspension G of a graph G is the graph obtained from G by adding a new vertex
adjacent to all vertices of G. Given a cycle C, in G of length n > 3, the next theorem
determines when the toric ideal I is splittable.

Theorem 2.14. Let C, be a cycle of length n > 3 and 6’,\1 be the suspension of C,,.

(1) Suppose that n is even. Then I is splittable if and only if n = 4.
7



2) If n is odd, then I+ s splittable.
C,

Proof. Let Cp, = ({v1,v2},{v2,v3}, ..., {vn—1,0n},{v1,vn}) and G = C,, be the suspension
of C,, obtained by adding a new vertex vy, such that {v;, v,41} is an edge of G, for every
1 <1< n.

(1) Suppose that n > 4 is even. From [9, Proposition 5.5] there is a bipartite graph H
such that I = Iy, thus Ig has a unique minimal system of generators. We distinguish
the following cases.

(a) n=4. Let C4 = (12 = {v1,v2}, 23 = {v2,v3}, €310 = {v3,v4},€14 = {v1,v4}) and
eis = {vi,v5} for 1 <i < 4. Then

S = {512845 — €14€25,€12€35 — €23€15, 12634 — €23E14,E23E45 — €34€25,E15E34 — 514535}

is a minimal generating set of I;. Let e = €15, then E(G®) = {12, €14, €15, €23, €34, €35 } -

Notice that 12645 — €14695 € I and e12645 — £14€25 & Ige, s0 Ige # Ig. Also e is

an edge of the cycle w = (€12, €23, €35,€15). Thus Ig = Ige + I\ is a splitting of

I by Theorem [2.8]

(b) n > 4. Let e be an edge of G then there are two cases:
(i) eis an edge of the cycle C,,, for the sake of simplicity let e = £15. We will show

that G = G°. Since C,, is a cycle with no chords, B¢, is a minimal binomial of
I by Theorem and therefore E(C),) C E(G¢). Consider now the odd cy-
cleswy = (e, {v2, vns1}, {Un+1, v1}) and wa = ({5, vigr }, {vie1, v}, {vns1, vi}),
where 4 < ¢ < n — 2, which share only one vertex, namely v,+1. The even
closed walk w = (w;,w2) has no chords and no bridges, and therefore B,
is a minimal binomial of I by Theorem Thus {vi,vn41} € E(G®) for
1=1,2,4,5,...,n — 1. Consider now the cycle

Y= ({Un+1’ Ul}v €, {UQv U3}’ {U?)a Un+1})

and notice that v has exactly one odd chord, namely {vs, v,41}, so from The-
orem [2.2| B, is a minimal binomial of I¢. Thus {vs, vp41} € E(G€). Consider
the cycle § = ({vp+1,v2}, e, {v1,vn}, {vn, vnt1}) and notice that § has exactly
one odd chord, namely {v1, v,+1}. By Theorem Bgs is a minimal binomial
of Ig. Thus {v,, vp4+1} € E(G®) and therefore E(G) = E(G¢). Consequently
G = G°, so from Theorems the ideal I is not splittable.

(ii)) e = {v,vp41} with 1 < ¢ < n. For the sake of simplicity we let i = 1,
namely e = {v1,v,41}. Consider the odd cycles wy = (e, {ve, vp+1}, {v1,v2})
and wy = ({vi, vit1}, {vit1, Unt1}, {vn+1,vi}), where 4 < i < n — 2, which
share only one vertex, namely v,y1. The even closed walk w = (wy,ws)
has no chords and no bridges, so B, is a minimal binomial of I by The-
orem Thus {vi,vp41} € E(G) for i = 2,4,5,...,n — 1. Moreover
{vi,vit1} € E(G®) for i = 1,4,5,...,n — 2. Consider now the cycle v =
(e,{v1,v2}, {va,v3},{vs, vp41}) and notice that it has exactly one odd chord,
namely {ve,v,4+1}. By Theorem B, is a minimal binomial of I;. Thus
{v2,v3} € E(G°) and also {vs,vn+1} € E(G€). Consider the cycle 6 =
({va, vnt1}, e, {vi,vn}, {vn, vny1}) and notice that ¢ has exactly one odd chord,
namely {v1,v2}. By Theorem Bs is a minimal binomial of I;. Thus
{v1,v,} € E(G®) and also {v,,vp4+1} € E(G®). Furthermore

n = ({/Un—h Un}a {/Un) vl}a €, {Un—la Un+1})
8



is an even cycle with exactly one odd chord, namely {v,,v,+1}. By The-
orem B, is a minimal binomial of I, and therefore {v,_1,v,} is an
edge of G°. Consider the odd cycles (1 = (e, {vi,vn}, {vn,vns+1}), (o =
({vs,va}, {va, vns1}, {vs, vny1}) and let ¢ = ((1,¢2). Then B¢ is a minimal
binomial of I by Theorem [2.2] since ¢ does not have any chords or bridges,
and therefore {vs,vs} € E(G°). Thus E(G) = E(G®), so G = G° and there-
fore I is not splittable by Theorems [2.8]

(2) Suppose that n is odd. Then any odd cycle of G either coincides with C), or has at least
three vertices, namely v, 1 and two vertices of C},. Thus G has no two odd vertex disjoint
cycles. For n = 3 we have that 6’; is the complete graph on the vertex set {v1,...,v4},
SO Ié; is splittable by Example Suppose that n > 5. Consider a minimal binomial
B, € Ig. For the walk w there are two cases:

(1) w is a cycle of length 4 with exactly one odd chord. Then B,, is indispensable of
I by Theorem [2.2]

(2) w has no chords or bridges and it is of the form w = (w, we) where wy, wy are odd
cycles of length 3 intersecting in exactly one vertex, namely v,+1. By Theorem
the binomial B,, is indispensable of I.

Thus Ig has a unique minimal system of generators.

Let e = {vi,v2}, then there is no cycle of length 4 in G containing the edges e
and e34 = {vs,v4}. Consider the odd cycles 1 = (e, {va, vnt1},{v1,vn41}) and vy =
(€34, {v4, Ung1}, {v3, Un41}) intersecting in vp41. Let v = (71,72), then B, is not a mini-
mal binomial of I since there is a bridge {ve,v3}. Thus the edge 34 does not belong to
E(G®). Consider the even cycle ( = ({v2,v3}, {v3, va}, {va, Vng1}, {v2,vn11}), then B is
a minimal binomial of I and also By ¢ Ige. Thus Ig # Ige and therefore I is splittable
by Theorem O

3. THE COMPLETE GRAPH AND MINIMAL SPLITTINGS

In this section, we study the special case of toric ideals of complete graphs. In contrast
to toric ideals of (complete) bipartite graphs which always have a unique minimal set
of binomial generators, toric ideals of complete graphs have a huge number of different
minimal systems of binomial generators.

Let n > 4 be an integer and K,, be the complete graph on the vertex set {vy,...,v,}
with edges {e;;|1 <14 < j < n}, where €;5 = {v;,v;}. By [12] Theorem 3.3] the set

T = {eijem — €itcjn, cin€ji — €acju|l <i<j <k <l<n}

is a minimal generating set of I, . Let {ey,...,e,} be the canonical basis of R". Since T'
is a minimal generating set of I, , the only A, -fibers contributing to minimal generators
are those consisting of all monomials with Ag, -degree e; + e; + e, + €;, where 1 <i <
J < k <1l < n. There are (Z) such fibers and each one consists of three monomials,
namely €€, €516 and g€, which have no common factor other than 1. Therefore to
generate the ideal I, we need to take any two of the three binomials ;e — €516 jk, €incji —
Eil€jky €ijE€RI — Eik€jl, for every 1 < i < j < k <1 < n, see [2, 4] for more details. The
monomials €€k, €516 and g;,€5, where 1 < 7 < j < n, are indispensable monomials,
namely each one is a monomial term of at least one binomial in every minimal system
of binomial generators of I, . Thus every minimal system of binomial generators of I,
consists of 2(’}) binomials. By [2, Theorem 2.9] the ideal g, has 3(4) different minimal

systems of binomial generators, which is a huge number even for a small n.
9



Theorem 3.1. The toric ideal of K,, is splittable if and only if n > 4.

Proof. For n € {1,2,3} we have that I, = {0}, so I, is not splittable. Suppose that
n > 4. From the analysis above we deduce that

S = {eijerm — i, cacip — |l <i < j <k <l<n}

is a minimal generating set for I, . The set S has a nice geometric interpretation, see [3].

Let G = K, and e = g12. First we show that the graph G contains all edges of G,
except perhaps the edges €1, and €23. Let €;; be an edge of G where {7, j}N{1,2} = 0 and
3 <i < j <n. Since {v1,v2,v;,v;} is a set of vertices of K,,, the binomials €12¢;; — £1,€2;
and egj2e1; — €1562; belong to S, thus ¢;; is an edge of G§. From the above binomials we
also deduce that 1;, for 3 <7 <n —1, and egj, for 4 < j < n, are edges of G§. With the
possible exception of the edges 1, and €23, the graph G contains all edges of G. Suppose
that €1, is an edge of G%, so there exists a binomial B € S in four variables which contains
the variables €12 and £1,,. Then B = £19¢;, —£1p€2; where 3 < i < n—1. But {v1, va, v, v}
is a set of vertices of K, which contributes the binomials €12&;, — €1;€2, and €1,62; — €1:€2n
in S. Thus B does not belong to S, a contradiction. Consequently &1, is not an edge of
G¢§. Similar arguments show that e23 is not an edge of G§. Since €123, — 1,623 € Ig
and €19€3, — E1pE23 & IGE’ we get I(;g # I and therefore Ig = Igg + IG\e is a splitting

of I by Theorem [2.8 g
Definition 3.2. Let I = Ig, + Ig, be a splitting of I, S = {f1,..., fr} be a minimal
system of binomial generators of Iq, and T = {q1,...,g:} be a minimal system of binomial
generators of Ig,. We say that the splitting I = I, + I, is a minimal splitting of I if
{fis-o s frig1s---, 9t} is a minimal system of generators of I¢.

Remark 3.3. (1) The property of being minimal splitting does not depend on the minimal
systems of generators chosen in the definition. Suppose that {ff,..., f/} is a minimal
system of binomial generators of Ig, and {g},...,¢;} is a minimal system of binomial
generators of Ig,. But Ig = Ig, + Ig,, so {f1,.-., [/, 91,--.,g;} is a generating set of I

consisting of r 4 ¢ elements and therefore it is a minimal system of generators.

(2) Let I = Ig, + Ig, be a minimal splitting of I¢. For any f; € S, 1 <i < r, we have
that neither f; nor —f; belongs to T'. For any g; € T', 1 < j < t, we have that neither g;
nor —g; belongs to S.

(3) All the splittings which appeared in [5, [6] are minimal splittings.

(4) The splitting of I, in Example is not minimal, since the ideal I, \. has a minimal
system of generators with 4n + (Z + 2 binomials, while the ideal Ige has a minimal
system of generators with n binomials and the ideal I, is generated minimally with
5n + 2 binomials.

Example 3.4. Let K4 be the complete graph on the vertex set {vi,...,vs}. Let G; =
Ky\{e12,e34} and Go2 = Ky4\{c14,€23} be subgraphs of Ky, then Ix, = Ig, + Ig, is a
minimal splitting of Ig,, since Ig, =< €13624 — €14€23 >, Ig, =< €13624 — €12634 > and
Ik, =< €13624 — €14€23,€13624 — €12E34 >.

We will show that the toric ideal of K, has no minimal splitting for n > 6.
Proposition 3.5. Let n > 4 be an integer and w = (a,b,c,d) be an even cycle of K.
Then

I, = Ik, \{a.c} + K\ {bd}

is a splitting of I, .
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Proof. Since K, is the complete graph, the cycle w has two chords, namely e and f. Then
ac —ef € I, does not belong to IKn\{lLC}’ thus IKn\{a,c} # I, . Also IKn\{b,d} # Ig,
since ef — bd € Ik, does not belong to I\ (p,a}-

It remains to show that Ir, C I \{ac} T {K,\{p.q}- Let B, be a binomial belonging
to the set S defined in the proof of Theorem @ Clearly if By belongs to Ig,\{4,c} OF
I, \{v,ay, then By belongs to I \(a,c} + IK,\{p,q}- Suppose that B, does not belong to
I\ fa,e} OF I, \{p,a3- Then v contains at least one edge from the set {a,c}, say a, and at
least one edge from the set {b,d}, say b. Let v = (a,b,c/,d’) and €', f' be the chords of
the walk ~. Notice that ac’ — € f' belongs to I \(p,qy and bd' — ¢’ f’ belongs to I, \1q,c}-
Thus

By =acd —bd = (ac — €' f") — (bd' — €' [') € I\ jacy + Ir,\ fb,a}-
So Ik, = Ik, \{a,c} + LK.\ {b,a) 1S a splitting. O

Remark 3.6. Let 4 = I4, + I4, be a splitting of I4. If there exists a set A} such
that I, C Ly ; I then Iy = Ty + 14, is also a splitting. By Proposition Iy, =
I \f{a,c} + Ik, \(bay 15 a splitting of Ik,, and therefore I, = I \a + Ir,\p» Ik, =
IKn\{a,C} + IKn\b and Ix, = IKn\a + IKn\{b,d} are also splittings of I, .

Proposition 3.7. Let n > 4 be an integer and Ik, = Ig, + Ig, be a splitting of Ik, . If
e is an edge of K, which does not belong to G1 and f is an edge of K, which does not
belong to Ga, then the edges e, f are adjacent in K,,. Moreover, if h is another edge of K,
which does not belong to Ga, then the edges f, h are not adjacent in K,.

Proof. Suppose that the edges e, f are not adjacent. Let e = {v;,v;}, f = {vg, v} and
enf=10. Let {g1,...,9-} be a system of binomial generators of Ig, and {hq,...,hs}
be a system of binomial generators of I,, then {g1,...,6r,h1,...,hs} is a generating
set of Ig. Therefore we can find a minimal system of generators V of Ik, formed by
binomials belonging to either I, or Ig,. From the introduction of section 3| the monomial
ef = g;jem is indispensable of Ik, , so it is a monomial term in a binomial B,, of Ig, or
Ig,. Since e is not an edge of G, we have that B,, ¢ Ig,. But f is not an edge of G,
so By ¢ Ig,. Thus B, does not belong to I, or Ig,, a contradiction. Consequently, the
edges e, f are adjacent.

Let e = ¢;; and f = ;. Suppose that h is another edge of K, which does not belong to
G2. Since e does not belong to GG, we have, from the first part of the Proposition, that
the edges e, h are adjacent. We claim that f and h are not adjacent. Suppose that f,
h are adjacent. Since h is adjacent to both e and f, there are two cases for the edge h,
namely either h = g;, or h = ¢ for an index [ different than i, j, k.

(1) h = €. Let | be an index different than i, j, k. In a previous step we found that
there is a minimal system of generators V' formed by binomials belonging to either
Ig, or Ig,. Moreover, V must contain exactly two of the following three binomials
EijEkl — Eil€jk = €€kl — EiLf, EikEji — Eucjk = heji — euf, €ijer — Einejr = ecpr — heyy.
But none of them belongs to Ig,, since f,h & E(G2), while esy;—e; f and egp—hej
do not belong to Ig,, since e ¢ E(G1). A contradiction.

(2) h =¢€j;. We argue similarly as above. The set V' must contain two of the following
three binomials ecy; — €5 f, €ih — €51 f, eexr — €;:h. But none of them belongs to
Ig,, since f,h & E(G9), while ey — €, f and egy; — €;xh do not belong to I,
since e € E(G1). A contradiction.

Consequently, the edges f, h are not adjacent. O
11



Remark 3.8. From Proposition we deduce that any of the graphs G, G2 contains
all edges of K, except at most two. Suppose not, and let e = ¢;; & E(G1), {f1, f2, f3} C
E(K,) such that f; & E(G2), for every 1 <[ < 3. By Proposition any of the edges
f1, f2, f3 is adjacent to e = €;;, so v; is a vertex of the edges f1, f2, f3 or v; is a vertex of
the edges f1, f2, f3. Thus either v; or v; is a vertex of at least two of the edges fi, fa, f3,
and therefore two of the edges fi, fo, f3 are adjacent, a contradiction to the second part
of Proposition [3.7

Proposition 3.9. Let n > 4 be an integer and Ik, = Ig, + g, be a splitting of Ik, .
Then there exists a cycle w = (a,b,c,d) in K, such that

(1) Gy = Ky\a and G2 = K,\b or

(2) G1 = K,\{a,c} and Go = K,\b or

(3) G1 = Ky\a and Go = K,\{b,d} or

(4) G1 = Kp,\{a,c} and Gy = K,\{b,d}.

Proof. Since Ig, ; Ig, , there exists an edge a of K, such that a is not an edge of G.
Thus Ig, C Ik, \q- Since Ig, ; Ig, , there exists an edge b of K, such that b is not an edge
of Ga. Thus I, C Ik, \p- By Proposition @ the edges a, b are adjacent. We distinguish
the following cases:

(1) G1 = Kp\a and Go = K, \b. Since a, b are adjacent edges in the complete graph K,
with n > 4 vertices, there exists a cycle w of length 4 in K,, with two consecutive
edges a, b.

(2) G1 G Ky\a and Gy = K,,\b. In this case, there exists an edge ¢ of Ky\a such that
c is not an edge of G;. By Proposition the edges a, ¢ do not share a common
vertex and they are adjacent to b. Furthermore, G contains all edges of K, except
at most two. Thus G; = K, \{a,c} and there exists a cycle w of length 4 in K,
with three consecutive edges a, b, c.

(3) G1 = Ky\a and Go G K,,\b. In this case, there exists an edge d of K, \b such that
d is not an edge of Go. By Proposition [3.7] the edges b, d do not share a common
vertex and they are adjacent to a. Moreover, G2 contains all edges of K, except
at most two. Thus Gy = K, \{b,d} and there exists a cycle w of length 4 in K,
with three consecutive edges d, a, b.

(4) G1 G Ky\a and Go G K, \b. Then there exists an edge c of K,,\a and an edge d of
K, \b such that ¢ is not an edge of G; and d is not an edge of G2. By Proposition
the edges a,c do not share a common vertex and they are adjacent to both
b,d. Additionally G contains all edges of K,, except at most two. By the same
proposition, the edges b,d do not share a common vertex and they are adjacent
to both a,c. Furthermore GGy contains all edges of K,, except at most two. Thus
w = (a,b,¢,d) is a cycle in K,,, G1 = K,\{a,c} and Gy = K,,\{b, d}. O

Theorem 3.10. Let n > 4 be an integer. Then Ik, has a minimal splitting if and only if
4<n<bh.

Proof. Suppose first that n = 4. Then I, = I\ {e1p,e50) T {K,\{e14,605} 1S @ minimal
splitting of Ik, by Example Suppose now that n = 5 and let {vq,...,v5} be the
vertex set of K5. Let Gi = Ks\{{v1,v2},{vs,va}} and Go2 = Ks\{{vi,v4},{v2,v3}}
be subgraphs of K5. Then S = {e13624 — €14€23, €14625 — £15€24, €23645 — £24€35, 13625 —
£15€23, €13€45 —E14€35 } is a minimal generating set of I, and T' = {e12634 —€13€24, £24€35 —
€95E34,E13E45 — €15E34, £12€45 — €15E24,£12E35 — 613825} is a minimal generating set of IGQ.
Also for any binomial B € S we have that neither B nor —B belongs to T, while for any
12



binomial B’ € T we have that neither B’ nor —B’ belongs to S. Moreover SUT is a
minimal generating set of I, and therefore Iy, = Ig, + I, is a minimal splitting of I, .

Finally assume that n > 6 and let I, = I, + g, be a minimal splitting of I, . Then
there exists a cycle w = (a, b, ¢, d) of K,, such that G; and G4 are of one of the four types of
Proposition Without loss of generality we can assume that a = {vi,va2}, b = {va, v3},
¢ = {v3,v4} and d = {v1,v4}. Since n > 6, the graph K, has at least two more vertices,
say vs and vg. Notice that the complete subgraph of K,, on the vertex set {vy,vs,vs,v6}
is also a subgraph of both G; and G2. Let S be a minimal system of binomial generators
of Ig, and T" be a minimal system of binomial generators of Ig,. Both S and 7" must
contain exactly two of the binomials 13656 — €15€36, 13656 — €16€35, €15636 — €16€35. L hus
S and T have at least one minimal generator in common which contradicts the fact that
Ix, = Ig, + Ig, is a minimal splitting of I, . Consequently, for n > 6 the ideal I, has
no minimal splitting. O

4. REDUCED SPLITTINGS

In this section, we introduce reduced splittings of toric ideals and show that every
minimal splitting of the toric ideal of a graph is also a reduced splitting.

Definition 4.1. We say that the splitting 14 = T4, + L4, of 14 is reduced if for any toric
tdeals I, C T4, and Ip, C L4, with I = Ip, + IR, it holds that Ip, = 14, and Ip, = I4,.

A basic step towards determining all splittings of the toric ideal of a graph is to find its
reduced splittings. All other splittings are found from a reduced splitting Iq = I, + Ig,
by adding edges to one of G1, Go or both to get graphs G, G5, as long as I = Ie, + gy,
is a splitting.

Remark 4.2. The reduced splittings of I, are those of the last type in Proposition
namely Ix, = Iq, + Ig, where G1 = K, \{a, c} and G2 = K,,\{b,d}. The other two types
in Proposition can be taken from the reduced splittings, by adding edges.

Proposition 4.3. If 15 is splittable, then it has at least one reduced splitting.

Proof. Any splitting Ig = I + Igy of Ig is either reduced or there exist a splitting
I = Ig, + Ig, such that Ig, C IGll and Ig, C IGQ, where (G1 is a proper subgraph of
G’ or/and G is a proper subgraph of G%. In the latter case, G; has fewer edges than G}
or/and G has fewer edges than GY. This procedure cannot be repeated indefinitely, since
the number of edges of G is finite. g

To understand the structure of reduced splittings one has to generalize first the notion
of edge splitting by replacing the edge with a set of edges.

Let S = {Buw,, Busy,- - -, Bw,} be a minimal system of binomial generators of I. Given
aset F C E(G), we define G5 = |J,cp G% and get I = Igr + Ig\p, by using similar
arguments as in the proof of Theorem

Of particular interest is the case that F' is the set of all edges of G having a common
vertex v. Given a vertex v of G, we let G — v be the subgraph of G obtained by deleting
the vertex v. We denote by G'¢ the subgraph of G' with edges

E(GY) = U E(w;).
1<i<r and veV (w;)
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It holds that Ig = Igg + Ia_y.
The next theorem asserts that the reduced splittings of I; are always in the form
Ic = IG§ + Ig\F, for suitable sets S and F'.

Theorem 4.4. Let I = Ig, + Ig, be a reduced splitting of I;. Then there exist a set
F C E(G) and a minimal system of binomial generators S of I such that I, = IGg and

Ig, = Ig\p-
Proof. Let Ig = I, + I, be a reduced splitting of I and set F' = G\G2. Let {f1,..., fs}
be a system of binomial generators of I,, {g1,...,9:} be a system of binomial generators

of Ig, and S ={Buy,,...,Bw,.} C{fi,---, fs,91,--., 9t} be a minimal system of binomial
generators of I as in the proof of Theorem Then G\F = Gg, so Ig\rp = Ig,,
and IG§ C Ig, since Ige C Ig, for each e € F from the proof of Theorem ‘2.10} But

Ig = Ig, + I, is a reduced splitting of I and also I = IG§ +Ig,, since I = IG§ +Ia\r
and Ig\r = Ig,, with IG§ C Ig,, therefore IGg = Ig,. O

Remark 4.5. A reduced splitting I = Ig, + Ig, can be also written in the form Ig =
IG\F + IGg where F' = G\Gl, Ig, = IG\F and Ig, = IGE'

Example 4.6. Let G be the bipartite graph consisting of four 4-cycles wy, we, w3, wy in
a row, i.e. for i < j it holds that E(w;) N E(w;) = () except if j = i + 1 in which case
they have one edge in common. The ideal I has a unique minimal system of binomial
generators consisting of the binomials By, , By,, Bws, Bw,.- Then there are 19 different
splittings. More precisely, four minimal and reduced splittings in the form Ig =< B,,, >
+ < Buw;, Buy,, Bw, >, where {i,j, k,1} = {1,2,3,4}. Also three minimal and reduced
splittings in the form Ig =< By,, By, > + < Buy,, By, >. Finally twelve non-minimal
and non-reduced splittings in the form I =< By,, By; > + < Bu,, Bu,, Bu, >.

The next Theorem asserts that minimal splittings are always reduced.
Theorem 4.7. FEvery minimal splitting of I is also a reduced splitting.

Proof. Let Ig = Ig, + Ig, be a minimal splitting which is not reduced. Then there exist
Ig, C I, and Ig;, C Ig, such that I = Ig; + Igy, where Ig; is a proper subset of I¢,
or/and Iy, is a proper subset of Ig,. Suppose that for instance I is a proper subset of
Ig,. Let {By,,...,By,} and {By,,,,. .., By} be minimal systems of binomial generators
of the ideals I, and Ig,, respectively. Since I = Ig, +1g, is a minimal splitting, the ideal
I is minimally generated by the set {By,,..., Bu,, Bu,. -, Buw,}- Let {f1,..., fi} be
a system of binomial generators of Iy then from the equality I5 = I, + Iy, we have that
Ig = Ig; +1g,, since GY C Go. Thus there exists a set {Bwll, ooy By} CH{f1,. .., ft} such
that {wal yooos By Bug,yy- ., By} is a minimal system of generators of Ig, since toric
ideals of graphs are homogeneous and therefore any two minimal systems of generators
have the same cardinality. Then, after reordering By Buy if necessary, we can assume
that Bw;_ = By, if By, is indispensable, and the binomials Bw;, By, are Fj-equivalent if
By, is dispensable, namely B, is not indispensable, since dispensability of toric ideals of
graphs is only caused by Fj’s. Recall that two primitive walks v, 7/ are Fj-equivalent if
either v = 7/ or there exists a series of walks 1 = v,72,...,%—1,7 = 7 such that ; and
vi41 differ by an Fy, where 1 <14 < r—1, see [10, Section 4]. Since G’ is a proper subgraph
of Gi, there exists an edge e € E(w;) C E(G1) which is not in E(G)), but e ¢ E(w}) for
at least one index 1 < ¢ <s. Then B,, is dispensable, thus w;, w} are Fy-equivalent and

e belongs to a common F} of both w;,w]. Suppose that the edges of the Fy belonging to
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w; are e, f and to w} are a,b, thus Fy = (e, a, f,b). Consider the binomial ef — ab € Ig,
we have that all e, f,a,b are edges of Gy, since G} C Gy, and therefore ef — ab € I,.
We distinguish the following cases.

(1) ef —ab is an indispensable binomial of I;. The set {Bwll, s Byt Bugyys oo Buy )
is a minimal system of generators of I and e f —ab is indispensable of I, so ef —ab
is one of the binomials Bw;,l <k<sorBy,s+1<k<I Butef—ab¢g Ilel
since e is not an edge of G, thus ef —ab = By, for an index s +1 < k < [. Since
the binomial e f —ab is indispensable of I, the Ag-fiber of deg 4, (ef) has only two
elements, namely ef and ab, see [2]. Then the Ag,-fiber of deg 4 o (ef) has at most
two elements; in fact, it has exactly two with no common factor other than 1 since
ef —ab e Ig,. Thus ef — ab is indispensable of Ig,, and therefore ef — ab = By,
for an index 1 < ¢ < s a contradiction to the hypothesis that I = Ig, + Ig, is a
minimal splitting.

(2) ef — ab is not an indispensable binomial of I;. Then there is a binomial ef — cd
in Ig. In this case, the Ag-fiber of deg,(ef) corresponds to a subgraph of G
homomorphic to K4 and it consists of exactly three monomials, namely ef, ab,
and cd. Every minimal system of generators of I5 should contain exactly two of
the binomials ef — ab,ef — cd, ab — cd. There are two subcases.

(i) Both edges ¢, d belong to G1. Then all binomials e f —ab, e f —cd, ab— cd belong
to Ig,, so any minimal system of binomial generators of I, should contain
exactly two of them. Since I = Ig, + I, is a minimal splitting, the ideal I,
cannot contain any of the above three binomials. But Ig = Igl1 + I, is also
a splitting of I and e is not an edge of G, therefore only ab — cd can be an
element of /g, . Then {Bwi’ ooy Byt , By yys - -+ By, } is a minimal generating
set of I, which contains at most one of the binomials ef —ab, ef — cd, ab— cd,
a contradiction.

(ii) At least one of ¢,d does not belong to Gi. Then the binomial ef — ab is
indispensable of Ig,, since the Ag, -fiber of degy o (ef) has only two ele-
ments, namely ef and ab, with no common factor other than 1. Thus the set
{Buw,;- .., Bu,} contains the binomial e f —ab. The set { By, ..., Bu,, Buw, ;-
is a minimal system of generators of I, so {Buy,,,,--., By, } contains exactly
one of the binomials ef — c¢d or ab — cd and does not contain ef — ab. But
Ie = Ig, + 1g, is a splitting of I and none of the binomials ef — ab,ef —
cd,ab — cd belongs to Igl1 , since e and at least one of ¢, d does not belong to
E(G7). Thus the set {By,.,,..., By} contains exactly two of the binomials
ef —ab,ef — cd,ab — cd, a contradiction.

In all cases we reach a contradiction, so every minimal splitting is reduced. O

Remark 4.8. The converse of Theorem [4.7) is not true. By Theorem [3.10, I, does
not have a minimal splitting for n > 6. But from Proposition [3.9] any splitting I =
IKn\{a,C} + IKn\{b,d} is reduced.

Remark 4.9. In [5, Question 5.2] G. Favacchio, J. Hofscheier, G. Keiper, and A. Van
Tuyl pose the following question: Suppose that there exist graphs G, G; and G4 such that
Ig = Ig, + Ig,. How do the graded Betti numbers of I related to those of I, and Ig,?
This seems a very difficult question, especially given the existence of examples like the
edge splitting in Example [2.9) or the results about the splittings of K, in section [3]
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