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SYSTEMS OF PARAMETERS AND THE COHEN-MACAULAY
PROPERTY

JURGEN HERZOG AND SOMAYEH MORADI

ABSTRACT. We recall a numerical criteria for Cohen—Macaulayness related to
system of parameters, and introduce monomial ideals of Konig type which include
the edge ideals of Konig graphs. We show that a monomial ideal is of Konig type
if and only if its corresponding residue class ring admits a system of parameters
whose elements are of the form x; —z;. This provides an algebraic characterization
of Konig graphs. We use this special parameter systems for the study of the edge
ideal of Konig graphs and the study of the order complex of a certain family of
posets. Finally, for any simplicial complex A we introduce a system of parameters
for K[A] with a universal construction principle, independent of the base field and
only dependent on the faces of A. This system of parameters is an efficient tool
to test Cohen—-Macaulayness of the Stanley—Reisner ring of a simplicial complex.

INTRODUCTION

Systems of parameters play an important role in dimension theory. As a con-
sequence of Krull’s generalized principal ideal theorem it can be seen that in a
Noetherian local ring (R, m) with dim R = d, there exist elements fi,...,f; € m
with dim R/(f1,..., f4) = 0. Such a sequence of elements of R is called a system
of parameters, or sop for short. A similar statement holds for standard graded
K-algebras with K a field. In our applications we mainly consider such algebras.

One of the central problems in Combinatorial Commutative Algebra is to show
that a certain K-algebra attached to a combinatorial object is Cohen—Macaulay.
Usually the Cohen—Macaulay property has a nice combinatorial interpretation. In
the case that the defining ideal of the algebra is a monomial ideal, Hochster’s for-
mula [I0] and its extension by Takayama [I7] are powerful tools to investigate the
homological properties of the algebra. In the case that the defining ideal is a bi-
nomial prime ideal, one may use the squarefree divisor complex [3] or one may use
Grobner basis theory to reduce the problem to the case of monomial ideals.

In this paper we propose another approach which is based on the basic fact that
R is Cohen—Macaulay if and only if one (equivalently all) of the sop’s of R form(s) a
regular sequence. This approach confronts us with two problems. The first problem
is to find a suitable sop, the second is to decide whether the given sop forms a regular
sequence. Regarding the first problem, Stanley [I5], Proposition 4.3] finds an explicit
special sop for the Stanley—Reisner ring of any balanced simplicial complex. This
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also includes the order complexes. In the cases considered here we also use special
sop’s.

In the first section of this paper however we first deal with the second problem.
Based on results of Serre [13], see also [2, Theorem 4.6.10] one has a numerical con-
dition for when a sop is a regular sequence. Indeed, let fi,..., f; € m be a sop of R
andlet R = R/(fi,..., fs). Then, denoting by e(M) the multiplicity of an R-module
M, one has e(R) > e(R), and if e(R) = e(R) then f1,..., fy is a regular sequence
(equivalently, R is Cohen—Macaulay). Moreover, if (f1, ..., f4) is a reduction ideal of
mand f1,..., f4is a regular sequence, then e(R) = ¢(R), see Proposition [LTl There
is also a graded version of this criterion, see Proposition [.2] In the case that R is a
standard graded K-algebra and the sop fi,..., fq is homogeneous with deg f; = a;,
then this sop is a regular sequence if and only if e(R) = ajay - - - age(R). By a lack
of good references we provided the detailed proofs of these results.

In Proposition we give in the graded case a measure for the difference e(R) —
e(R). As a consequence we obtain in Corollary [ the result that if the sop f1,. .., fa
is a superficial sequence, and R/(f1, ..., f») is Cohen—-Macaulay for some r < d, then
R is Cohen—Macaulay.

In Section Rlwe study a class of posets and their order complexes as well as Konig
graphs by means of sop’s. We consider a poset P which as a set is the disjoint union
of two sets C and Cy, where C] 121 < a9 < --- <z, and Oyt yp < yo < -+ < Yp
are maximal chains in P. For such a poset the sequence 1 — yq,..., 2, — Yy, is a
sop of the Stanley—Reisner ring K[A(P)], where A(P) denotes the order complex
of P. The covering relations z; < y; in P we call the diagonals of P. The Cohen—
Macaulay property of K[A(P)] can be expressed in terms of the diagonals of P.
Indeed, in Theorem 2111t is shown K[A(P)] is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if it is
pure shellable, and that this is equivalent to the condition that the diagonals of P
satisfy the following conditions: (i) if x; < y; or y; < x;, then j = ¢ + 1, and (ii)
{Zi,vis1} ¢ A(P) implies that {z;11,v;} € A(P). In a similar fashion it can be
characterized when I5(py has a linear resolution, see Proposition 2.2

Note that Ia(py may be viewed as the edge ideal I(G) of a suitable bipartite
graph G. So the question arises for which graphs G can we find a sop fi,..., fq of
K[V(G)]/I(G), where each f; is just a difference of two variables, like we have it
for K[A(P)]. The advantage of such sop’s is that after reduction they preserve the
monomial structure and just identify vertices. The surprising answer to the above
question is that a graph G admits such a special sop if and only if G is a Konig graph.
In fact, this is a corollary of a more general theorem. Let I C S be a monomial ideal
in the polynomial ring S = K|[xy,...,z,] over the field K in n variables. We denote
by m-grade(/) the maximal length of a regular sequence of monomials in 7, and call
this number the monomial grade of I. One has m-grade(/) < grade([) = height([]).
We call I a monomial ideal of Konig type if I # 0 and m-grade(I) = height(I). The
naming is justified by the fact that if I = I(G) for some graph G, then height (/) =
7(G) and m-grade(l) = v(G), so that the edge ideal of a graph G is a monomial
ideal of Konig type if and only if G is a Konig graph. Now our Theorem says
that a monomial ideal I C S = KJz,...,x,] is a monomial ideal of Konig type
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if and only if S/I admits a sop fi,..., f4, where each fj is of the form z; — x; for
suitable ¢ and j.

Applied to graphs this result reads a follows: let G be a graph without isolated
vertices, S = K[V(G)] and for any edge e = {z,y} € E(G), let fo = 2 —y be an
element in S. Then G is a Konig graph if and only if there exists a subset {ej, ..., eq}
of edges of G such that f.,,..., f, is a sop for R = S/I(G). This sop has the nice
property that reg(R/(fe,,- .-, fe,)R) < reg(R), as shown in Theorem [2.0]

For a graph GG, we denote by mi(G) the number of maximal independent sets of
G. It is an important problem in graph theory to give upper bounds for mi(G).
For a Kénig graph it was shown in [9, Corollary 3.4] that 2(¢) is an upper bound
for mi(G) where v(G) denotes the maximum size of matchings of G, and in [I]
Theorem 1] it was proved that mi(G) < M(G) + 1, where M(G) is the number
of induced matchings in G. By using our special sop for unmixed Konig graphs
we give a stronger bound for mi(G) and at the same time provide a combinatorial
criterion for the Cohen—Macaulay property for unmixed Konig graphs. A different
combinatorial characterization of Cohen-Macaulay Konig graphs is known from [4]
Proposition 28]. Our result (Theorem 2.7)) is a follows: Let G' be a Konig graph
and {eq,...,en} be a maximal matching of G with v(G) = m, and let k be the
number of induced matchings of G contained in {ey,...,ey,}. Then mi(G) < k +1
and equality holds if and only if G is a Cohen-Macaulay graph.

In the last section we introduce a sop for the Stanley—Reisner ring of any simplicial
complex A. We call it the universal sop of K[A] because it is built in a uniform
way for all simplicial complexes, and its construction does not depend on the base
field K. The price we have to pay for this, is that this is not a sop of linear forms,
instead it is defined as follows: p;(A) =) rea [[jcpxjfori=1,... ,dimA+1, see
Theorem [3.Il By using Proposition we obtain a Cohen—Macaulay criterion for
K[A] in terms of this sop. This turns out to be a useful computational tool to check
Cohen-Macaulayness, as we demonstrate at the example of a chessboard complex.

1. CRITERIA OF COHEN-MACAULAYNESS IN TERMS OF SYSTEMS OF
PARAMETERS

In this section we collect some results on sop’s which all are based on results of
Serre (see [2, Theorem 4.6.10]) and which in terms of multiplicities allow to check
whether a ring or a module is Cohen—Macaulay. One of the first efficient applications
of these criteria was given by the first author of this paper in order to study the
conormal module and the module of differentials of a K-algebra, see [7].

Proposition 1.1. Let R be a Noetherian local ring (or a standard graded K -algebra)
with (graded) maximal ideal m, and let I C R be an ideal generated by a (homoge-
neous) sop of R. Then

(a) e(R/I) =L(R/I) > e(R).

(b) Ife(R/I) = e(R), then R is Cohen-Macaulay.

(c) If I is a reduction ideal of m and R is Cohen-Macaulay, then e(R/I) = e(R).
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If (b) holds, then the sop which generates I is a regular sequence. In particular,
r(R) =r(R/I), and so R is Gorenstein if and only if R/I is Gorenstein. (Here we
denote by r(M) the (Cohen—Macaulay) type of a Cohen—Macaulay module M ).

Proof. For the proof we recall a few facts: Let M # 0 be a finitely generated R-
module of dimension d and I C m be an ideal with dim M /IM = 0. Then

e(I, M) = lim (d! JEDY (M /T M)

is called the multiplicity of M with respect to I. The multiplicity of M, denoted
e(M), is the multiplicity of M with respect to m.
Obviously, if I € J C m, then e(I, M) > e(J, M). In particular,

(1) e(l, M) = e(M).

On the other hand, if I is a reduction ideal of m with respect to M, that is, if
Im*M = m* 1M for some k, then equality holds in (II), see [2, Lemma 4.5.5].
We also need the following result ([2, Corollary 4.6.11] or [7] where it first ap-
peared: let I be generated by a sop and assume that M has positive rank. Then
(i) 6(M/IM) > e(I, M) rank M.
(ii) M is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if /(M /IM) = e(I, M) rank M.
Now we apply these results to the case that M = R. We first notice that e(R/I) =
((R/I), since dim R/I = 0. Next (l) and (i) imply
(2) UR/I) = e(I,R) = e(R).
This proves (a). If ((R/I) = e(R), then (@) implies ((R/I) = e(I, R
(ii) yields (b). Finally, if I is a reduction ideal of m, then e(I, R) = e(
together with (ii) implies (c).
If R is Cohen—Macaulay, then each sop is a regular sequence. O

), and then
R), and (2)

Now we turn to a graded version of Proposition [[.1]

Proposition 1.2. Let R be a standard graded K -algebra with graded mazimal ideal
m, and let I be generated by the homogeneous sop fi,..., fq with deg f; = a; for
1=1,...,d. Then

(a) e(R/I) =4(R/I) > ajay---aqe(R).

(b) R is Cohen—Macaulay if and only if e(R/I) = ajay - - - age(R).
If the equivalent conditions given in (b) hold, then fi,..., f4 is a reqular sequence.
In particular r(R) = r(R/1), and R is Gorenstein if and only if R/ is Gorenstein.

Proof. Let a = ajay - - - a,, and set b; = a/a; for i =1,... d. Then
e(fit, .. [ R) = biby - bae(fiy- .., fa, R),
see [10, Proposition 11.2.9]. Moreover, deg fbi =a fori=1,...,d. Therefore,
(ffr, ., fo) € me,
Thus, since e(m?, R) = a’e(R) ([I6, Proposition 11.2.9]), we obtain that

(3)  biby---bae(fr,. .., fo, R) = e(fl", ..., f2 R) > e(m®, R) = a’e(R),
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which together with (i) in the proof of Proposition [T imply the inequality in (a).
(b) Assuming that ¢/(R/I) = ajas - - - age(R), we obtain together with (B]) that

ajas---aqge(R) = UR/I) > e(fi,..., fa, R) > arag - - - aqe(R),

and hence ((R/I) = e(f1,..., fa, R). Thus (ii) in the proof of Proposition [ Tlimplies
that R is Cohen—Macaulay. Conversely, suppose that R is Cohen—Macaulay. Then

fi,..., f4is a regular sequence. Let Hilbg(t) = Qr(t)/(1 — t)? be the Hilbert series
of R. Then
d d a1 .
Qry1(t) = Hilbgy;(t) = Hilbg(t) [[(1 — t*) = Qe[ [O_#).
=1 =1 j5=0

It follows that
UR/T) = QR/I(l) = Qr(lajay---aqg = e(R)ajas - - - aq.
O

The next result is a certain refinement of the statements given in Proposition
We first recall the following fact (see for example ([2, Proposition A.4.]): Let (R, m)
be a Noetherian local ring and fi, ..., f,. a sequence of elements in m. Then

() dim R > dim R/(f1, ..., fm) > dim R — m, and
(8) dim R/(f1,..., fm) =dim R —m if and only f1,..., f,, can be completed to
a sop of R.

A similar statement holds for graded K-algebras.
Proposition 1.3. With the assumptions and notation of Proposition[1.2 let
fi
Ui = Ker(R/(fl, R fi—l) — R/(fl, e fi—l))-
Then

(a) dimU; < d —i for alli.
(b) Set dimU; = —1 if U; = 0. Then

d
e(R/I)=ay---aqse(R) + Z aiv1 - - age(U;).
dim%}:iidfi
In particular, if deg f; = 1 for all i, then
d
e(R/T)=e(R)+ > e(Uy).
i=1
dim U;=d—i

Proof. (a) U; is a submodule of R/(f1,..., fi—1) with f;U; = 0. Thus U; is a
R/(f1,..., fi)-module and hence dimU; < dim R/(fi,...,f;) = d — i, where the
equation follows from (f3).

(b) From the following exact sequence

0—>UZ—>(R/(f1,,fZ_1))(—a) R/(fl, )—)R/(fl,,f,)—>0



we deduce the equality
(4) HﬂbR/(fl ’’’’’ fi)(t) = (1 — tai) HﬂbR/(f1 ..... fiit (t) + HﬂbUi(t).

)
We have Hilbg)(s,,...1)(t) = Qi(t)/(1—t**) with Q;(1) = e(R/(f1, ..., [;)), similarly,
Hlle/(fl ..... fz—l)(t) = Qz—l(t)/(l — td_(i_l)) with Qz—l(]-) = 6(R/(f1, ey fi—l)) and
Hilby, (t) = Pi(t)/(1 — t%) with Py(1) = e(U;) and 6; < d — 1.
Thus () implies that
Qi(t)/(1 —t7") = (1 = t*)(Qima (1) /(1 =t 70)) + Bit) /(1 — 1%),

from which we deduce that

ai—l
Qi(t) = Qi (N )+ (1= R (1).
5=0
Substituting ¢ by 1, we get
a'ie(R/(fla--'>fi—1))> if dlmUz <d—i,

e(Bf(fro fi)) = {aie(R/(fl, o fin)) +e(U), if dim Uy = d — .

These formulas together with induction on ¢ complete the proof. O

Proposition [[3] together with Proposition [[2] has the following a surprising con-
sequence

Corollary 1.4. With the assumptions and notation of Proposition let r < d
be an integer with the property that dimU; < d — 1 for ¢« = 1,...,r and that
R/(f1,..., fr) is Cohen—Macaulay. Then R is Cohen-Macaulay and U; = 0 for all
i. In particular, if fi,..., fq is a superficial sequence and R/(f1,..., f;) is Cohen-
Macaulay for some i < d, then R is Cohen—Macaulay.

Proof. Proposition implies that e(R/(f1,..., f:)) = a1---a,e(R). Since by as-
sumption R/(f1,..., f;) is Cohen-Macaulay, it follows that f.. 1, -, f4 is a regu-

lar R/(f1,..., fr)-sequence. Hence, e(R/(f1,...,f4)) = ari1---age(R/(f1,. .., fr)),
and we deduce that e(R/(f1,..., fa)) = a1 - - - age(R). Thus the desired result follows

from Proposition 0J
We close this section with a remark and a question. Let S = Klxy,...,x,] be the

polynomial ring over the field K, R = S/I with [ C (x4, .. .L:En)2 a graded ideal. Let
fi,--+, fa be linear forms of S which form a sop for R. Let S'= S/(f1,..., fa). Then
S is isomorphic to a polynomial ring in n — d variables, and R/(f1,..., f4) = S/I,
where I = IS.

Remark 1.5. With the notation introduced we have projdimg I < projdimg I and

w(I) < wu(l). Equality holds in both inequalities, if S/I is Cohen—Macaulay.
Proof. By the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula,

projdimg S/I =n — depth S/I > n — dim S/I = n — d = proj dimg S/I.
6



The last equation holds since dim S/T = 0. This implies the first assertion. It is
obvious that p(I) > p(15). Finally, if S/I is Cohen-Macaulay, then [ is generated
by a regular sequence and the desired equalities hold. O

Remark implies in particular that if (/) < p(I), then R cannot be Cohen—
Macaulay. On the other hand, u(I) = wu(I), does not necessarily imply that
R is Cohen—Macaulay. For example for the cycle graph Cy : xq,..., 24, the se-
quence Ty — To, Ty — T4, Ty — Tg is a sop for R = Klzy,...,x4]/1(Cs) and I(Cs) =
(22,23, 22, 2103, T35, 2125). Then p(1(Cs)) = p(1(Cs)) = 6, while R is not Cohen-
Macaulay.

In view of these inequalities one is tempted to ask whether under the assumptions
of Remark we have reg(l) < reg(I). In the next section we show that this
inequality for the regularity indeed holds for the edge ideal of Konig graphs and

suitable natural sop’s.

2. SPECIAL SYSTEMS OF PARAMETERS APPLIED TO ORDER COMPLEXES AND
KONIG GRAPHS

In this section we define monomial ideals of Konig type which include edge ideals
of Konig graphs and give a characterization for these ideals in terms some sop’s for
their quotient rings. Also we apply Proposition [[I] to the Stanley-Reisner ring of
two families of simplicial complexes, namely the order complex of a finite poset and
the independence complex of a Konig graph and give combinatorial descriptions for
the Cohen-Macaulay property of these rings.

For a poset P, a nonempty subposet C' of P which is totally ordered is called a
chain in P. The order complez of P denoted by A(P) is the simplicial complex
whose faces are the chains in P. The length of a chain C' in P is defined to be
|C| — 1. The height of an element x in P is defined to be the maximal length of a
chain descending from x. For elements x and y in a poset P, it is said that y covers
x, denoted = <y, if z < y and there exists no z € P such that x < z < y. Also for
a monomial ideal I, the cardinality of any minimal generating set of monomials of
I is denoted by u(1).

Theorem 2.1. Let P be a poset which as a set is the disjoint union of two sets Cy
and Cy, where Cy : 11 < 29 < -+- < xp and Cy 2 yp < yo < -+ < Y, are maximal
chains in P and let A = A(P). Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(a) A is Cohen-Macaulay.
(b) A is pure shellable.
(c) A satisfies the following conditions:
(1) If x; <y, orvy; <z, then j =i+ 1, and
(2) {zi, yira} ¢ A implies that {ziy1, y;} € A,

Proof. (b) = (a): By [8, Theorem 8.2.6] the assertion holds.

(a) = (c): Suppose that A is Cohen-Macaulay. Then A is pure. Suppose z; < y;
for some ¢ and j. If j <4, then the chain 2y < --- <2, <y; <yjp1 < - < Yp
is a chain of cardinality at least n + 1, which is included in some maximal chain of

P. But by purity of A any maximal chain should have cardinality |C| = n, which
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gives a contradiction. Thus ¢ < j. Similarly if y; < x; for some ¢ and j, then 7 < j.
Now assume that x; < y; and by contradiction let j # ¢+ 1. Since j > 4, one should
have j >4+ 1. Then z; < --- < 2; <y; < Yj+1 < - < Y Is a maximal chain of
cardinality at most n — 1 in P, which is again a contradiction to purity of A. So
Jj =i+ 1. The argument for the case y; < x; is similar.

To prove (2), first we show that the sequence 1 — y1, 29 — Yo, ..., T, — Yy, IS &
sop for the ring R = S/IA, where S = K[z1,...,Zn,¥1,...,Ys]. Indeed by (1),
2y; € Ia for any 1 < i < n. So we have 22, y? € (In,T1 — Y1, T2 — Y2, -+, T — Yn)
for all 4 and then dim R/(x1 — y1,22 — Yo,..., Tp — yo)R = 0. Also dimR =
dimA + 1 = n. Now, by contradiction suppose that for some i, {z;, yi11} ¢
A and {x;11,v;} ¢ A. This means that z;y;.1 and z;,1y; belong to the set of
minimal generators G(Ia) of In. One has R/(z1 — y1,09 — Y2, ..., Tp — Yn)R =
Klzy,...,x,|/I', where I" = (x;x; : x; and y; are non-comparable in P). Since
R is Cohen-Macaulay, by Remark [[3 one should have u(In) = u(I’). But since
G(Ia) = {xy; : x; and y; are non-comparable in P}, and z;y;11, ziy1y; € G(Ia)
correspond to just one element in G(I) that is x;z,41, we have u(I') < p(la), a
contradiction. Thus {z;, i1} € A or {x;1, v} € A.

(¢c) = (b): Let P be a poset satisfying the assumptions of (c). Let F' = {z; <
2o < +-- < z} be an arbitrary facet of A. First note that z; < zp < -+ < 2.
Also assumption (1) of (c¢) implies that {z;,v;} ¢ A for any 1 < i < n, and then
{xi;,y:} N F| < 1. We claim that for each facet F' of A, |{z;,y;} N F| = 1 for
any 1 < ¢ < n. One can easily see that for © = 1 the claim holds true. Indeed
if 2y € C1, then z; = x4, because otherwise F' C F' U {z;} € A, a contradiction.
Similarly if z; € Cy, then z; = y;. So |[{z1,y1} N F| = 1. Assume inductively that
forany i = 1,...,m — 1, {z;,y;} N F| = 1. We show that [{z,,,yn} N F| = 1.
We have z,, 1 € F or y,,_1 € F. Without loss of generality suppose z,,_, € F. If
Ty € F, we are done. So assume that z,, ¢ F'. Note that x,, 1 # z, since otherwise
F C FU{z,} € A, a contradiction. So there exists z; € F' such that z,,_; < z.
If 2z, = x; for some j, then j > m and hence z,,1 < z,,, < 2, which contradicts
to Ty—1 < 2. Thus z, = y; for some j and by (1), j = m. Thus z =y, € F. So
{Zm,ym} N F| = 1. Therefore any facet F' of A has cardinality n such that for any
1 <4 < n, either x; € F or y; € F'. Thus A is pure.

Let F(A) denotes the set of facets of A. To prove the shellability, consider the
ordering on F(A) as follows. For the facets F; and F; of A, we set F; < Fj if there
exists 1 <t < n such that y, € F;\ F; and for any d < t, the elements of height d in
F; and Fj are the same. Now, let F; < F; and 1 <t < n be such that y, € F;\ F; and
for any d < t, the elements of height d in F; and F; are the same. If {z;,y,1} € A,
then we set Fy, = (F; \ {y:}) U{z¢}. Then F}, € F(A), F, < F; and F; \ F, = {y:}.
So we may assume that {z;,y;11} ¢ A. Thus by assumption, {z;11,4:} € A. Let
r be the greatest integer with v;, yyy1,...,y, € Fj \ F; and {z41,ys} € A for any
1 < s <r. Note that r is well-defined, since y, € F; \ F; and {z441, %} € A. Two
cases may happen:



(1) Suppose that y,1 € F; \ F;. Then by the maximality of r, {,42,y,41} ¢ A.
So by assumption {z,+1, Y42} € A. Then F, = (F; \ {yr41}) U {x,11} € F(A),
Fy < Fjand F; \ Fy, = {yr1}-

(2) Suppose that y,41 ¢ F; \ F;. Then either y,.1 ¢ Fj or y,1 € F; N F};. In both
cases, we set Fi, = (F; \ {y,}) U{z,} € F(A) and F}, is the facet which fulfils the
desired condition for shellability. O

The next result shows that the linear resolution property for Ia(p) can be again
expressed in terms of conditions on chains of the form z; < y; in P. For a graph ¢
by V(G) and E(G) we mean the vertex set and the edge set of G, respectively. Also
for a subset S C V(G), the induced subgraph of G on the set S is denoted by Gg.

Proposition 2.2. Let P be a poset with the assumptions of Theorem [21] and A =
A(P). Then Ia has a linear resolution if and only if whenever {xz;,y;}, {z,,ys} € A,
then {z;,ys} € A or{z,,y;} € A.

Proof. We have In = I(G), where G is a bipartite graph with bipartition X =
{z1,29,.. ., 20}, Y ={y1, 92, ..., yn} and the edge set E(G) = {{z;,y;} : {zi,y;} ¢
A}. Thus by [6, Theorem 1], Ia has a linear resolution if and only if G¢ is a chordal
graph. Any cycle C' of length m > 5, has a chord in G¢, because C has at least 3
vertices from X or from Y, and G5 and Gf, are complete graphs. So G is chordal
if and only if any cycle of length 4 in G has a chord. Note that C' : z;, z,, ys, y; is
a cycle in G° if and only if {z;,y,},{z,,ys} € A and it has a chord if and only if
{zi,ys} € A or {z,,y;} € A. Thus G° is a chordal graph if and only if whenever
{$i>yj}7 {xwys} € A? then {xhys} € A or {xwyj} € A [

For a graph G, let 7(G) be the minimum cardinality of a vertex cover of G and
v(G) denotes the maximum cardinality of a matching of G. One can see that for any
graph G, 7(G) > v(G). Recall that a graph G is called a Kdnig graph, when this
inequality becomes an equality. Let I C S be a monomial ideal in the polynomial
ring S = K|xy,...,x,] over the field K in n variables. We denote by m-grade(/)
the maximal length of a regular sequence of monomials in 7, and call this number
the monomial grade of I. One has m-grade(I) < grade(I) = height(/). We call I a
monomial ideal of Kinig type if I # 0 and m-grade(]) = height(7). The naming is
justified by the fact that if I = I(G) for some graph G, then height(/) = 7(G) and
m-grade(/) = v(G), so that the edge ideal of Konig graphs are the monomial ideals
of Konig type among edge ideals.

The following theorem characterizes monomial ideals of Konig type in terms of
existence of some forms of sop’s for their quotient rings.

Theorem 2.3. Let I C S = Klzy,...,x,] be a monomial ideal. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:

(a) I is a monomial ideal of Konig type.
(b) S/I admits a sop fi,..., fa, where each fy is of the form x; — x; for suitable
1 and j.
Proof. (a) = (b): Let h = height(/). Since [ is a monomial ideal of Kénig type,

there exists a regular sequence of monomials uy, ..., u, with u; € [ fori=1,... h.
9



We may assume that each u; belongs to the unique minimal set of monomial gener-
ators G(I) of I. Indeed, if u; = wv with v € G(I), then we may replace u; by v in
the above regular sequence.

For a monomial u € S we set supp(u) = {i: z;Ju}. We may assume that
Uueg(l) supp(u) = [n]. Indeed, suppose this is not the case. Then for simplic-
ity we may assume that {J,cg)supp(u) = {1,...,r}. Note that r > 1, since
I #0. Let R = Klzy,...,2|/(u: w € G(I)). Then S/I = R[z,11,...,2,], and
X1 —Tpit,..., 01—, is part of asop of S/ and (S/I)/(x1 —Tps1, ..., 21— T,) = R.
Thus if R has the desired sop, then so does S/I.

We proceed by induction on d = dim S/I. If d = 0, then there is nothing to show.
Suppose now that d > 0. Then at least one u; is not a pure power. Assume this is
not the case. After a relabeling of the variables we may then assume that u; = z7"
with a; > 1fori=1,..., h. Since d > 0 and J,,cg(; supp(u) = [n], there must exist
u € G(I), with supp(u) € {1,...,h}. Then height(I) > height(uy,...,us, u) > h+1,
a contradiction.

We may assume that u; is not a pure power, say u; = x7' x5 - - - 2% with ay, ag > 0.
Let fi = x1 — x9. We claim that f; is a part of a sop. In other words, f; is not
contained in any minimal prime ideal P of I with height(P) = height(I) = h.
Indeed, let P be a minimal prime ideal containing f;. Since [ is a monomial ideal,
P is a monomial prime ideal. Therefore, if f; € P, then x1, 29 € P. For each i there
exists j; such that z;, divides u; and x;, € P. Thus, Q = (21,22, xj,, -+ ,xj,) C P.
Since uq, ..., uy, is a regular sequence, the supports of the u; are pairwise disjoint.
This implies that the variables generating () are pairwise distinct. It follows that
height(P) > h+ 1, and f; is a part of a sop.

Identifying x; with zy, we see that (S/I)/(f1) & Klxy,...,x,]/I, where I =
(2972 - 2% ug, ..., up,--+). This shows that m-grade(I) > h. Since f; is a

parameter element of S/I it follows that height(/) = height(/) = h and since in
general m-grade(7) < height(7), we must have m-grade(I) = height(7). This means
that I is a again monomial ideal of Koénig type. Since dim((S/I)/(f1)) = d — 1,
we may apply our induction hypothesis, and find a sop fs,..., fs of (S/I)/(f1) as
required in (b), Then fi, fa,..., fq is the desired sop for S/I,

(b) = (a): Let R =S/I and R = R/(f1,..., fs)R. Then R = S/I, where I is a
monomial ideal, because reduction modulo fi, ..., f; simply identifies variables. For
simplicity we may assume that S = K|xy, ..., 7). Since dim(R) = 0 and since 7 is a
monomial ideal, it follows that G(I) contains a pure power x§" of each the variables
r1,...,xy. Let uy, ..., up, be generators of I with the property that u; specializes to
x}* under the reduction modulo fi, ..., f4. Suppose u; and u; have a common factor
for ¢ # j. Then this is also the case for z}* and x?j , a contradiction. Therefore,

uy, ..., u, is a regular sequence, and so m-grade(/) = height(7). O

Applying Theorem to the edge ideal of Konig graphs, we have the following
algebraic characterization for a Konig graph G in terms of special sop’s for R =
S/I(G). Note that by the proof of Theorem 2.3 each elements z; — x; of the sop
for R = S/1(G) corresponds to an edge e = {x;,x;} of G.

10



Corollary 2.4. Let G be a graph without isolated vertices, S = K[V (G)] and for
any edge e = {x,y} € E(G), let f. = x —y be an element in S. Then G is a
Konig graph if and only if there exists a subset {ey, ..., eq} of edges of G such that

fers- s fe, s a sop for R =S/I(G).

Let R be a graded ring and M a finitely generated graded R-module. It is known
that for an M-superficial sequence fi, ..., f,, of linear forms reg(R/(f1,..., fm)R) <
reg(R), see [5], Proposition 20.20]. In view of this fact it is natural to ask the following

Question 2.5. Let R be a graded ring, M be a finitely generated graded R-module
and fi,..., fm be a sop of linear forms for M. Does the inequality

reg(M/(f1,. .., fm)M) < reg(M)
hold?

In the following theorem we prove the expected inequality for the S-module R =
S/1(G), when G is a Konig graph and the sop is of a natural special form. First
we recall some definitions. Two edges e and €’ of a graph G form a gap, when no
endpoint of e and €’ are adjacent in G. Otherwise we say that e and €’ are adjacent.
Moreover, a subset A of edges of G is called an induced matching if any two edges in
A form a gap. By a(G) we mean the maximum cardinality of an induced matching of
G. The maximum cardinality of an independent set of G is denoted by a(G). For a
graph G, with the vertex set {z1,...,z,} the whiskered graph of G is a graph which
is obtained by adding new vertices {y1,...,y,} and edges {{z;,v;} : 1 <i < n}
to G. This new graph is denoted by G U W(G) and the edges {z;,y;} are called
whiskers.

Theorem 2.6. Let G be a graph, S = K[V (G)] and {ei,...,en} C E(G) such that
fers-vos fe,, s a sop for R=S/I(G). Then

reg(R/(fers -+ fe ) R) < 1eg(R).

Proof. Let e; = {x;,y;} for any 1 < i < m. Then by the proof of Theorem 23
U~, e; = V(G) and without loss of generality we may assume that for some r < m,
C = {x1,29,...,2,} is a minimal vertex cover of G and {ey,...,e,} is a maximal

matching of G. Set R = R/(fe,,..., fe,,)R. Then R = K[zy,2s,...,2,]/L where

L= (2%,... 2% mz;: i<j<r, e and e; are adjacent in G).

Thus reg(R) = reg(K|xy,. .., x,]/L). Since polarization does not change the regular-
ity, one has reg(K[xq,...,2,|/L) = reg(T/I(H")), where T' = K[x1,..., 2., 2}, ..., x.]
for new variables #/, ..., 2, and H' = HUW(H), where H is a graph on {zy,...,z,}
with
E(H) = {{x;,z;}: i <j<r, e and e; are adjacent in G}

and {z;, 2}} is a whisker of H’ for any 1 < ¢ < r. Since any whiskered graph is very
well-covered, by [12 Theorem 1.3], reg(7/I(H’)) = a(H’). One can easily see that
a(H') is precisely the maximum size of independent sets of vertices in H. Moreover,
by the definition of H, a set {zy,, ..., xs, } of vertices of H is an independent set of H

if and only if {es,,...,e5,} C {e1,...,en} is an induced matching of G. Therefore
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a(H') < a(G). Thus reg(R) = reg(K|[z1,...,x,]/L) = reg(T/I(H")) =

a(H") <
a(G) < reg(R). The last inequality holds by [I1, Lemma 2.2]. O

In general the inequality of Theorem may be strict. Let G = C,, denotes
the cycle graph with n vertices. Suppose E(G) = {e; = {x;,xi01} 1 < i <
n—1}U{e, = {z1,2,}} and n = 2mod 4. Let n = 4m + 2 for some m > 1. Then
{fesioy: 1 <i<2m+ 1} is asop for R = S/I(G). With the notation used in the
proof of Theorem 2.6, H' = Cy, 1 U W (Copnyy) and reg(R) = a(H') = a(H) = m.
Since {esr1 @ 0 < i < m} is an induced matching of G of cardinality m + 1,

reg(R) > a(G) > m+1>m = reg(R).

For a graph G, let mi(G) denote the number of maximal independent sets of
G. After Erdos and Moser considered the problem of determining the largest value
of mi(G) in terms of the number of vertices of G, investigating this number and
upper bounds for it has been studied for various classes of graphs. In [9, Corollary
3.4] it was shown that for a Kénig graph G, 2"(¢) is an upper bound for mi(G).
Also in [I, Theorem 1] it was proved that mi(G) < M(G) + 1, where M(G) is the
number of induced matchings in G. In the following for an unmixed Konig graph
G, we use a sop of the form f.,,..., f., for S/I(G) and improve the upper bound
for mi(G). Moreover, we give a combinatorial description of the Cohen-Macaulay
property for unmixed Konig graphs. A different combinatorial characterization of
Cohen-Macaulay Konig graphs is presented in [4, Proposition 28]. Recall that a
graph G is called unmized if all the minimal vertex covers (maximal independent
sets) of G are of the same cardinality.

Theorem 2.7. Let G be an unmized Konig graph, {e1, ..., en} be a mazimal match-
ing of G with 7(G) = v(G) = m and k be the number of induced matchings of G
contained in {eq,...,en}t. Then

(@) mi(G) <k+1, and

(b) G is a Cohen—Macaulay graph if and only if mi(G) = k + 1.

Proof. Let S = K[V(G)|, R = S/I(G) and dim(R) = d. By the proof of Theo-
rem [2.4] there exist €,,11,...,e4 € E(G) such that f. ..., f., is a sop for R. We
may assume that {x1,xs,..., 2} is a minimal vertex cover of GG, where z; € e; for

all 1 <i<m. Then R/(fe,,..., fe,)R = K[x1,29,...,2,]/L, where

L= (23,25,...,22, zv; 0 i <j<m, e and e; are adjacent in ).

So U(R/(feys--+» fey)R) = UK[x1,22,...,2,)/L). Since a% 23,...,22 € L, any
basis element of K|z, z,...,%,]/L other than 1, is an squarefree monomial of the
form wx;, ---x;., where {e;,...,e;.} C {e1,...,en} is an induced matching of G.
So U(K[xy,xa,...,2,)/L) = k+ 1. Note that R is the Stanley-Reisner ring of the
independence complex Ag of G. Since G is unmixed, e(R) is the number of facets

of Ag which is equal to mi(G). Now, by using Proposition [
mi(G) = e(R) < UR/(feys---s fe,)R) = U(K[x1,29,...,20|/L) =k +1

and equality holds if and only if G is Cohen-Macaulay. O
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Theorem 2.7] shows that in a Cohen-Macaulay Konig graph G, no matter which
maximal matching M of G we choose, if |M| = v(G), then the number of induced
matchings of G contained in M is equal to mi(G).

3. A UNIVERSAL SYSTEM OF PARAMETERS FOR STANLEY—REISNER RINGS

Let K be a field and A an arbitrary simplicial complex on [n] of dimension d — 1,
and let S = Klzy,...,x,] be the polynomial ring in n variables. We show that
there exists a universal standard sop for K[A] = S/Ix. Using this sop we present a
criterion for the Cohen-Macaulayness of K[A].

Fortv=1,...,d, we set

|F|=i
where xp = [[;cp 2i.

Theorem 3.1. The residue classes of the elements p1(A), ..., pa(A) in K[A] form
a sop of K[A].

Proof. We first consider the case that A is the n-simplex I',,. In that case K[A] = S,
and we have to show that dim S/(pi(A),...,p.(A)) = 0. In order to simplify
notation we write p; for p;(A) and all 1.

Note that
(5) bi = Z Xp.
|F|=i
Let < denote the reverse lexicographical order, and let J = (py,...,p,). We claim

that ! € in.(J) for i = 1,...,n. Then this shows that indeed dim S/J = 0.

Fort=1,...,n,let

gi =Y (=1) a7 p;.
j=1
We will show that ! = in_(g;) fori=1,...,n.

Observe first that g; is homogeneous of degree i and that z¢ € supp(g;). In order
to complete the proof of the claim, we have to show that if u is a monomial of degree
i with u > z¢, then u & supp(g;).

Let v be a monomial in the support of ¢;, v = 7' --- 2% . Then a; < 1 for all
J # i. Hence if 2§ divides u for j # i and a > 1, then u ¢ supp(g;). Therefore,
we may assume that u = rgzf with 0 < k <4, i ¢ G and |G| = i — k. Moreover,
since u > z! in the reverse lexicographic order, it follows that G C [i — 1]. Hence
k > 0, because u is of degree i. Then u € supp(z¥p;_1) with coefficients 1, because
r¢ € supp(pi_x), and we also have that u € supp(z¥~'p;_,.1) with coefficient 1,
because xqw; = rgupy belongs to supp(pi—i+1)-

Since u does not belong to the support of any other summand xf_j p; of g;, and
since the summands in which u appears in the support, have different signs, we

conclude that u ¢ supp(g;), as desired.
13



In order to deal with the general case we observe that

S/(IA>p1(A)> s >pd(A)) = S/([Aapl(rn)a s >pn(rn))
In particular it follows that dim S/(Ia,p1(A),...,pa(A)) = 0. This yields the de-
sired conclusion. O

Remark 3.2. Let p; € S be defined as in (@), and let J = (p1,...,p,). Then for
the reverse lexicographical order < we have

3 _ 2 % n

inc(J) = (xy,25,...,2,...,20).
Indeed, Theorem BIlimplies that py, . .., p, is a regular sequence, and since x,, 23, ..., 2"
is also a regular sequence and since degx} = degp; for i =1,...,n, we see that

0(S)T) = 6(S/(x1, 22, ..., a") > 6(S/ in<(J)) = £(S] ).

rn

Hence, ((S/(x1,23,...,27) = £(S/in.(J)), which yields the desired conclusion.

rn

Corollary 3.3. Let e be the number of facets F' of A with |F| = d. Then K[A] is
Cohen-Macaulay if and only if

((S/(Ia,pr(A), -, pa(A))) = dle.

Proof. We note that e = e(R) is the multiplicity of K[A]. Thus the assertion follows
from Theorem B.1] and Proposition [L.2 O

Let A be a simplicial complex of dimension d — 1. While d!e only depends on
the simplicial complex A, in general the number ¢(S/(Ia,p1(A),...,pa(A))) also
depends on the characteristic of the field K. This is not surprising since this is also
the case for the Cohen-Macaulay property of K[A].

Corollary can also be used as a computational tool to determine the depth of
a Stanley—Reisner ring. We demonstrate this with the following example: consider
the chessboard P, of size n x n. The set of non-attacking rooks on P, is a simplicial
complex which we denote A(P,). Fix a field K. For n > 1, the Stanley Reisner ring
K[A(P,)] is not Cohen-Macaulay. Indeed if n = 2, then A(P,) is not connected
and hence not Cohen-Macaulay and if n > 2, then for any face F' with |F| =n —2,
linka(p,)(F) = A(P,). Hence A(P,) can not be Cohen-Macaulay. But what is the
depth of K[A(P,)]? For n = 2,3 the depth can be computed by using the depth
command implemented in CoCoA. But already for n = 4, depth K[A(P,)] can not
be computed by CoCoA. Instead we use the fact, first shown by Smith [14, Theorem
4.8], that for any simplicial complex A one has

depth K[A] = max{i: K[A®] is Cohen-Macaulay},

where AW = (F € A: |F| =) is the ith skeleton of A.

In order to obtain the Stanley—Reisner ideal of the (n — 1)-skeleton of P, we
have to add to Ian(p,) the monomials corresponding to the facets of P,. Then we
use Corollary to check the Cohen-Macaulayness of the (n — 1)-skeleton. For
example when n = 4, the calculation for I5p,ys) gives

S/ Uaay: 21 (AP, p2(A(P)D), p3(A(P)P))) = be(K[A(P))]).
14



The length on the left hand side can be computed by means of the multiplicity
command of CoCoA. The output comes almost immediately. Hence, K[A(P,)®)] is
Cohen-Macaulay and so depth K[A(Py)] = 3.
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