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STANLEY DEPTH AND COMPLETE k-PARTITE
HYPERGRAPHS
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ABSTRACT. We give an upper bound for the Stanley depth of the edge ideal of
a complete k-partite hypergraph and as an application we give an upper bound
for the Stanley depth of a monomial ideal in a polynomial ring S. We also give a
lower and an upper bound for the cyclic module S/I associated to the complete
k-partite hypergraph.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let K be a field, S = K[xq,...,z,] be the polynomial ring in n variables over
a field K and M be a finitely generated Z"-graded S-module. Let u € M be a
homogeneous element in M and Z a subset of the set of variables Z C {z1,...,z,}.
We denote by uK|[Z] the K-subspace of M generated by all elements uv where v
is a monomial in K[Z]. If uK[Z] is a free K[Z]-module, the Z"-graded K-space
uK[Z] € M is called a Stanley space of dimension |Z|. A Stanley decomposition
of M is a presentation of the Z"-graded K-vector space M as a finite direct sum of
Stanley spaces

i=1

The number
sdepthD = min{|Z;| :i =1,..., s}
is called the Stanley depth of decomposition D and the number
sdepth M := max{sdepthD : D is a Stanley decomposition of M}

is called the Stanley depth of M. This is a combinatorial invariant and does not
depend on the characteristic of K. The following open conjecture is due to Stanley
[13]:
depth M < sdepth M,
for all finitely generated Z™-graded S-modules M.
Let H = (V, E) denote a hypergraph with vertex set V' and hyperedge set E. A
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hyperedge e € F is a subset of the vertices. That is, e C V for each e € E. A
hypergraph is called complete k-partite if the vertices are partitioned into £ disjoint
subsets V;, ¢« = 1,...,k and E consists of all hyperedges containing exactly one
vertex from each of the k subsets.

In this paper we try to answer the following question asked by B. Nill and K.
Vorwerk in [§].

Question 1.1 ([8]). Let I be the edge ideal of a complete k-partite hypergraph
HE. Here, HY: has kd vertices divided into k independent sets V@ (fori =1,... k)

each with d vertices UY), e ,vc(;), and HE has d* hyperedges consisting of exactly k

vertices. Then [ is squarefree monomial ideal in the polynomial ring K [v](-i) NS
{1,...,k},je{1,....d}]
1 1 k k
I=", oMy @),
What is sdepth(S/I) in this case?

We consider this question even in more general frame. We consider the case where
each vertex set V' is not necessarily of the same cardinality. Let I be the edge
ideal of a complete k-partite hypergraph H*, where H* has n vertices divided into
k independent sets V@ (for i = 1,..., k) each with d; vertices vgi), o ,vc(l?, and H*

has didy - - - dy hyperedges consisting of exactly k vertices. To each vertex set 1748
we associate a set of variables {z;,,...,z;, } and set S = K[(;;)]. Now let V® and

V) be two vertex sets, {z;,, ... y @, +oand {xy,, ... ,l’jdj} be the sets of variables

associated to V® and V) respectively. Since V® and V) are independent we
have {z;,,...,zi, } N {x,. .. ,xjdj} = (). Then I is the squarefree monomial ideal
in the polynomial ring S:

]zPngPk:P10P2ﬂﬂPk,

k
where P, = (xil,...,xidi) and > P =m = (z1,...,z,). We give a tight upper
i=1

bound to sdepth(/) see our Theorem and as an application we give an upper
bound for the Stanley depth of a monomial ideal (see Theorem 2.14). In some cases
we are able to give the exact values of sdepth(/) (see our corollaries 2.9] 2Z10). We
also give a tight lower bound to sdepth(S/I) see our Theorem B.Il Our Proposition
B.8 gives an upper bound for Stanley depth of S/I but is big in general.

We owe thanks to the Referee who inspired us Theorem 2.2l

2. EDGE IDEALS OF A COMPLETE k-PARTITE HYPERGRAPH

We recall the method of Herzog et al. [3] for computing the Stanley depth
of a monomial ideal I using posets. For ¢ € N" let ¢ denote the monomial
W@ 8 and let 1 = (2™,2%,...,2%) be a monomial ideal of S. Let
g € N" be the componentwise maximum of a;. Then characteristic poset of I with

respect to g (see [3]), denoted by P{ is in fact the set
P! ={ceN"|c< g,there is i such that ¢ > a;},



where < denotes the partial order in N which is given by componentwise compari-
son. For every a,b € P with a < b, define the interval [a,b] to be {c € P{ :a < ¢ <
b}. Let P : P{ = Ui_ 1[cl,d] be a partition of P{, define p(d;) := |[{j : di(j ) g(h)}H-
Define the Stanley depth of a partition P to be

sdepth(P) = min p(d;)
lci,di]eP

and the Stanley depth of the poset Py to be sdepth(PY) := max sdepth(P), where

maximum is taken over all the partitions P of Py into intervals. Herzog et al.,
showed in [3] that sdepth(I) = sdepth(P7). Next lemma is a small extension of [2]
Lemma 1.1], its proof is given for the sake of our completeness.

Lemma 2.1. Let r,m and a be positive integers with r < m and vq,...,v, €
Klxo,...,x,] be some monomials of S. Let I = (z§vy,..., 250, 0p11, ..., V) and
I'=(z “+1vl, o2 v, L ) be monomial ideals of S. Then

sdepth(7) = sdepth(I").

Proof. Let P : P} = U,_,[ci,d;] be a partition of Py such that sdepth(P) =
sdepth(7), Define

;o Ci, if Cz(]-) <a ;o di, if d,(l) <a-—1
C'_{ Ci+€1, lfCZ(].):CL and dl_{ di+el, lfdz(l) Za—l ’

7

Let ¢ := (g(1) + 1,9(2),...,9(n)) € N". Let j’,/ be the characteristic poset of I’
with respect to ¢. We claim that there exists a partition P’ : 73?,, = U._,[¢, d] of
P?,/. Note that p(d;) = p(d}) for all ¢ € [r]. Indeed, dj(1) = ¢'(1) = a + 1 if and
only if d;(1) = g(1) = a and d;(j) = ¢(j) if and only if d;(j) = g(j), for all j > 2.
Therefore sdepth(/) < sdepth(I’). Now we have to prove our claim. First we show

that PY = (J[¢),d}]. Let a € PY. If a(1) < a then o € PY that is « € [¢;, d;] for

some i, because if a ¢ PJ then we have 29" v;|z® for some k < 7 and therefore
a(l) = a+ 1, a contradiction.

If a(1) < a, it follows that ¢;(1) < a and therefore ¢; = ¢;. We get ¢, = ¢; < d; < d,
thus a € [¢] d’] If «(1) = a, it follows that d;(1) = a and d(1) = a + 1. Suppose

REat)

that a ¢ [¢},d/]. Then a — e; € PY because a € PY, a(l) # a+ 1 and thus 25 v,

does not divide z® for all k& < r. It follows that a — ey € [¢;, d;| for some j # i. But
(@ —e1)(1) = a — 1 which implies d;(1) > a — 1. It follows that a < d; + e; = dj
and therefore o € ¢}, d}], because c; = ¢;.

If (1) = a+1, it follows that o —e; € Py and therefore o — e; € [¢;, d;] for some
i. Indeed, if x{" v, |2z for some k then x‘ka|x°‘_el, else if vg|z* for some k > r 41
then vy |z* . But (v —e1)(1) = a and therefore d;(1) = a. We get a < d; +e; = d;
and thus « € [d}, d}].

Now, we must prove that for any i # j, we have [¢}, dj] N [c}, d}] = (). Assume that
there exists some «a € [c}, d;] N [c}, d}]. If a(1) < a then o < dy and a > ¢}, = ¢ for

k =1, j. Suppose that (1) > a. Then dj(1) > a. If ¢;(1) < a then a —e; > ¢; = ¢,
If ¢;(1) = a; then a« —e; > ¢, —e; = ¢;. Hence a —e; € [¢;,d;] and similarly,



a — ey € [¢j,d;], which gives again a contradiction.
Now since z1 ¢ I’ and I’ : zy = I then by [11} Proposition 2] we have sdepth(/) >
sdepth(/”). This completes the proof. O

k
Theorem 2.2. Let I = () Q; C S be a monomial ideal such that each Q; is irre-
i=1

ducible and G(v/Q;) N G(y/Q;) = 0 for all i # j, then sdepth(I) = sdepth(v/T).

Proof. We may suppose that ht(Q;) > 2 for all i because if for example ht(Q) =
1, then we may remove @ since I = N*='Q;. Let {v1,vs,...,vm} be the set of
minimal monomial generators of I. If I is squarefree then I = v/I. In the case
that I is not squarefree, we may assume that 2? divides some v;. We may further

assume that zq|v; for ¢ = 1,...,r and z; does not divide v; for ¢ > r. Then,
since G(v/Q;) N G(\/Q;) = 0 for all i # j, it follows that there exists an integer
a > 1 such that 2™ |v; for i = 1,...,r. Now we apply Lemma 2.1 and conclude
that sdepth(/) = sdepth(vi/x1,...v./%1, V41, ..., ). Thus an obvious induction
argument completes the proof. O
Remark 2.3. In the setting of Theorem 2.2 if (); are not irreducible for all 7 then

the result is false. For example if n =4, I = (22, 2129, 23) N (23, 2324, 23) and P is a

partition of Py, g = (2,2, 2,2) then we must have 9 intervals [a, b] in P starting with
the generators a of I but only 8 monomials b are in Py with p(b) = 3, the biggest
one 22x3x2x? cannot be taken. Thus sdepth I < 3. But clearly sdepth(v/T) = 3.

Lemma 2.4. Let I be a squarefree monomial ideal of S generated by monomials of
degree d. Let A be the number of monomials of degree d and B be the number of
monomaals of degree d+ 1 in I. Then

d < sdepth(I) < d+ ng’

where |a], a € Q, denotes the largest integer which is not greater than a.

Proof. We follow the proof of [4, Theorem 2.8|(see also [6] and [7]). Let k :=
sdepth(I). The poset Py has a partition P : P{ = J;_, [c;, d;], satistying sdepth(P)
= k. For each interval [¢;,d;] in P with |¢;| = d we have |d;| > k. Also there are
|d;] —|c;| subsets of cardinality d+1 in this interval. Since these intervals are disjoint,
counting the number of subsets of cardinality d and d + 1 we have (k — d)A < B
that is k < d + £. Hence sdepth(I) < d 4 [£]. The other inequality follows by [7,

Lemma 2.1]. O

Corollary 2.5. Let I be a squarefree monomial ideal of S generated by monomials
of degree d. If (%) < |G(I)| then sdepth(I) = d.

k

Theorem 2.6. Let I = () P; be a monomial ideal in S where each P; is a monomial
i=1

n
d+1

k
prime ideal and Yy, P; = m. Suppose that G(P;) N G(P;) =0 for alli # j. Then
i=1
k
sdepth(/) < n;L :




Proof. Note that [ is generated by monomials of degree k. Let |G(F;)| = d; then
clearly the number of monomials of degree k in [ is dyids - - -d,. Now let v € I be a
monomial of degree k+1, then v is divisible by at least one variable from G(F;) for all
1 < i < k and one of these sets contains two variables from supp(v) := {z; : z;|v}.
We may suppose that all d; > 2 because if for example d = 1, then we may
remove P, because I = NFZ!'P. Fix first G(P;) such that supp(v) contains two
variables from G(P;) then the number of such monomials is (d21)d2d3 -+ -di. Now let
supp(v) contains two variables from G(P,) then the number of such monomials is
(d22)d1d3 -+ -dy. Continuing in the same way for all G(F;), 3 < i < k. We get the
total number of monomials of degree k + 1 is
k

k
d; dydy - dy _dydy - d,
;(2)d1---di_1d,~+1---dk—f(;d, k)= ——5—(n—k).

Now by Lemma 2.4l we have

1 dydy - - - dy,

kK n-+k
didsy -+ - dy, 2 ’

(n—k)=k+——" =

sdepth(I) < k + 5 5

O

k
Let I = () @; be a monomial ideal such that each @; is irreducible and G(1/@Q;) N

=1

G(1/Q;) =0 for all i # j, ht(Q;) = d; and Zk: VQ; = m. We define a set
i=1

k
Corollary 2.7. Let I = () Q; be a monomial ideal such that each Q; is irreducible
i=1

and G(v/Q;) N G(1/Q;) =0 for all i # j, ht(Q;) = d; and i VQ; =m. Then
i=1

P4 AL - depth(r) < |2 ‘5 o)

Proof. By [0, Lemma 1.2] we have [4] + [£] + .-+ 4+ [£] < sdepth(]). Now by
Theorem 22 we have sdepth(I) = sdepth(v/I) and by Theorem the required
result follows. O

Remark 2.8. With the hypothesis from the above Corollary, n is odd if and only
if | A| is odd, thus n + |A| is always even.
k

Corollary 2.9. Let I = () Q; be a monomial ideal such that each Q; is irreducible
i=1

and G(v/Q;) NG(\/Q;) =0 for all i # j and i VQ; = m. Suppose that |A| =k,
i=1

then .
sdepth(I) = n; :




Proof. The proof follows by Corollary 2.7] and Remark 2.8 O

k
Corollary 2.10. Let [ = () Q; be a monomial ideal such that each Q; is irreducible

=1

k
and G(vQ;) N G(\/Q;) = 0 for all i # j and > /Q; = m. Suppose that k is odd
i=1
and |A| = k — 1 then,

kE—1
sdepth(/) = %
Proof. Since k is odd then k — 1 is even and since |A| = k£ — 1 is even thus n is even
and so n + k — 1 is even. The result follows by Corollary 2.7 0J

Remark 2.11. The bounds found above for sdepth(/) are certainly sufficient to
show Stanley’s Conjecture in this case because sdepth(/) > k = depth([), as it is
done in [9, Theorem 1.4] and [5, Theorem 3.2] in a more general frame. It is a
difficult combinatorial question to find the precise value of sdepth([7). It is hard to
find sdepth([) for example in the case k = 2 and n even(see [4, Corollary 2.10]).
We believe that in this case sdepth(/) = (n/2) + 1 but we can prove it only for
small n. The trouble is that we must construct a partition P on P{ such that
sdepth(P) = (n/2) + 1. For example if n = 6 and [ = (1, x2) N (x3,...,xs) then we
have the partition P7 = [13,1345] U [14, 1456] U [15, 1256] U [16, 1236] U [23, 1234] U
[24,1245] U [25,2356] U [26,2346] U (Uc[C, C]), where C' C [6] with |C| = 5,6, or
C € {1235, 1246, 1346, 1356, 2345, 2456 }. Thus sdepth(I) = 4 = (n/2) + L.

Corollary 2.12. Let I be the edge ideal of a complete k-partite hypergraph HE.

Then

sdepth(1) = "% if dis odd:

2
k
g < sdepth(]) < n—zk , if dis even.

In the next theorem we give an upper bound for the Stanley depth of any monomial
ideal of S. We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.13. ([5, Lemma 4.4)) Let I C S = S[z,41] be a monomial ideal, 2,
being a new variable. If I NS # (0), then sdepthg(I N.S) > sdepthe I’ — 1.

Theorem 2.14. Let I be a monomial ideal and let Min(S/I) = { P, ..., P} with
Y. P, =m. Letd; == |G(P)\G(>_ Pj)|, andr := |{d; : d; # 0}|. Suppose thatr > 1.

i=1 i#j

Then
sdepth(I) < (2n+r — Y d;)/2.
=1

Proof. We may assume that P;’s be prime ideals such that G(P!) = G(P)\G(>_ P))
i#]
and ht(P)) # 0 for all 1 < i < r < s. We have G(P)) N G(Pj) = 0 for all



i#j. Let A:=,_, G(P)), S = K[A] and B := {z1,...,2,}\U,_, G(F/), then
|B| =n—>_._, d;. Now applying Lemma by recurrence on the set B we have

sdepthg(VT) < sdepthg, (h Pi’) + |B|.
i=1

By Theorem 2.6l we have sdepthg, ( N Pi’) < W%. But |A| = n—|B| thus we have
i=1

—|B 2 — > d;

sdepth(vT) < %HBI _ T 221=1 .
By [, Corollary 2.2] sdepth(l) < sdepth(v/I) and we get sdepth(I) < (2n +r —
SN s

Example 2.15. Let [ = (LL’l . ,LL’g) N (S(Zg, . ,2618) N (2618, . ,2627) N (2627, R ,LL’36) C
K[xq,...,x36). We have dy =8, dy =8, d3 =8, dy =9 and s = 4, then by Theorem
214 we have sdepth([) < 23.

Remark 2.16. In the above example we have that sdepth(/) < 23 but by [5]
Theorem 2.1] we have only sdepth() < 31.

3. CYCLIC MODULES ASSOCIATED TO A COMPLETE k-PARTITE HYPERGRAPH

Theorem 3.1. Let S = Klxy,...,x,] be a polynomial ring and Qq,Qa, ..., Qk
monomial irreducible ideals of S such that G(v/Q;) N G(1/Q;) = 0 for all i # j.

k
Letri :=ht(Q;), dri=n. If I=Q1NQ2N...NQk, then
i=1

ri—1
2

where [a], a € Q, denotes the smallest integer which is not less than a.

sdepth(S/I) > min {n — T, mm{[g—l} + ...+

2<i<k

1+m1+...+m}},

Proof. As a K-linear space S/I is isomorphic to the direct sum of some multigraded
modules as,

S/IT=S/Q1®(Q1/Q1NQ2) ®(Q1NQ2/Q1NQ2NQ3) D ...
SN NQr1/Q1N...NQg),

and we have
sdepth(S/I) >

min{sdepth S/Q1, sdepth Q1 /(Q1NQ2),...,sdepth(Q1N...NQk_1)/(Q1N...NQ%)}.
By [10, Lemma 1.1] sdepth(S/Q1) = n — r;. Now since

and

(QN...NQi1+Q)/Qi=QiN..NQiNKlz; | z; € G(LVQi)



Now by using [9, Lemma 1.2] and [3, Lemma 3.6] we have

sdepth((Q1 1. NQi-1)/(Q1 N...N Q) = [5
Thus
min{sdepth S/Q1, sdepth Q1 /(Q1NQ2),...,sdepth(Q1N...NQk_1)/(Q1N...NQk)}

. . r Ti—
zmln{n—rl,zrg1gk{[§11 +...4+] 21] +7’i+1‘|‘"'+7“k}}-

ri—1

T4+

1+rm+... + 7k

O

Remark 3.2. The theorem says in particular that Stanley’s conjecture holds for
S/I in the above settings, because sdepth(l) > k—1 = depth(S/I) as it was noticed
in [5, Theorem 3.2]. The found lower bound depends on the numbering of (r;) as
shows the following example.

Example 3.3. Let I = PPNP,NP;N P, C Kz, ..., x14] where G(P)NG(P;) # 0
for all ¢ # j, P1+P2+P3+P4 = (LL’l, Ce ,LL’14) and ht(Pl) = 5, ht(Pg) = 4, ht(Pg) = 3,
ht(P;) = 2. Then by above theorem we have sdepth(S/I) > min{9, min{8,7,7}} =
7. Now let us reorder these primes or equivalently consider that ht(P;) = 4, ht(P,) =
5, ht(P3) = 2, ht(P,) = 3. Then again by the above theorem we have sdepth(S/I) >
min{10, min{7,8,6}} = 6.

Corollary 3.4. Letri > ro=... =1y, then

sdepth(S/I) > [%1 +...+ [Tk—;1

Corollary 3.5. Let I be the edge ideal of a complete k-partite hypergraph HE. Then
d
sdepth(S/I) > [ﬂ(k —1).

Remark 3.6. In Corollary B if we take k = 2 then we have sdepth(S/I) > [4] but
by [10] and [8] we have sdepth(S/I) = [4]. This shows that the bound is equal to the
actual value in this case. If d is odd in Corollary B.5 then sdepth(S/I) > 2% — <L,
Now assume that sdepth(/) > sdepth(S/I) + 1, as A. Rauf asks in [12], (for & = 2
this inequality is true [I0]). Then by Theorem 2.6 we have sdepth(S/I) < 4% — 1.
If this is the case then our lower bound by Corollary could be a reasonable one,

as it is clear that for d = 3 we have % — 2 < sdepth(S/I) < 2% — 1.

Next we give an upper bound for the Stanley depth of S/I with I = PN Py N
-+ N Py, (P;) being monomial prime ideals such that G(P;) N G(P;) = (. Let
ht(P;) = r;. By [3, Lemma 3.6] it is enough to consider that P, + Py +-- -+ P, = m.

p

Let D : S/I = @ u;K[Z;] be a Stanley decomposition. Then Z; cannot have in
i=1

the same time variables from all G(P;), otherwise u; K[Z;] will not be a free K[Z;]-
module. Suppose u; =1 and Z; C {xp,11,...,%s}-

Lemma 3.7. Letrg > r3 > --->1r, > 1. Then

sdepth(D) < (%1 S ry byt Tl



Proof. We can assume that P, = (z1,...,x,,) and
¢ZP1QK[SL’1,...,SC7«1] ‘-)S/]

be the inclusion given by
Klzy,..., x| — S/1.
Then P, N Klx1,...,2.,] = @ wK[Z)]). If v 1 (u;K[Z;]) # 0 implies there

exists u;f € w; K[Z;] with w;f € P, N K[xy,...,2,], but then u; # 1 and so u; €
PiNK[zy, ...,z Let Zl = Z;n{x1,..., 2, }. Then v~ (w;K[Z;]) = w;K[Z!] and
we get a Stanley decomposition of J := PiN K[zy,..., 2, ]. Since sdepth(J) = [3]
by [1] it follows that

)] < sdepth(J) = [].

k
But Z; cannot have variables from all G(P;) and we get Z; C |J G(P.) for some
1=c#j
j # 1. Therefore

Z; C{ZIUG(P) UG(P3) U---UG(P)}\G(P;) for some j # 1.

Thus we have
T T
sdepth(D) < (51} O R PR ¥ VI E PR [311 st T

O
Proposition 3.8. Suppose that ry > 1y > --- > 1, k> 3. Then

sdepth(S/I) < [%} S Y
p

Proof. Let D be a Stanley decomposition of S/I, S/I = @ u,K[Z;] such that
i=1

k
sdepth(D) = sdepth(S/I). Then there exists 1 < m < ksuchthat Z, ¢ |J G(F.).
l=e#m
k=1
By the above lemma sdepth(D) < > r; + [%], which is enough. O
1=i#m

Corollary 3.9. Let I be the edge ideal of a complete k-partite hypergraph HE. Then

(k— 1)1 < sdepth(S/1) < (k — 2)d+ [5].
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