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THE WEAK LEFSCHETZ PROPERTY OF WHISKERED GRAPHS

SUSAN M. COOPER, SARA FARIDI, THIAGO HOLLEBEN, LISA NICKLASSON,

AND ADAM VAN TUYL

ABSTRACT. We consider Artinian level algebras arising from the whiskering of a graph. Em-

ploying a result by Dao-Nair we show that multiplication by a general linear form has maximal

rank in degrees 1 and n− 1 when the characteristic is not two, where n is the number of vertices

in the graph. Moreover, the multiplication is injective in degrees < n/2 when the character-

istic is zero, following a proof by Hausel. Our result in the characteristic zero case is optimal

in the sense that there are whiskered graphs for which the multiplication maps in all intermedi-

ate degrees n/2, . . . , n − 2 of the associated Artinian algebras fail to have maximal rank, and

consequently, the weak Lefschetz property.

1. INTRODUCTION

A graded Artinian algebra A = A0 ⊕ A1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ At has the weak Lefschetz property (WLP)

if there is an ℓ ∈ A1 such that the multiplication maps ×ℓ : Ai → Ai+1 all have maximal

rank, i.e., are injective or surjective. When studying the WLP it is natural to consider standard

graded algebras, presented as A = R/I where R = K[x1, . . . , xn] is a polynomial ring over a

field K and I is a homogeneous ideal. As was first pointed out in [17], when I is a monomial

ideal, A has the WLP if and only if the multiplication maps induced by ℓ = x1 + · · · + xn

have maximal rank. A recent contribution to the investigation of WLP for monomial ideals is

work of Dao and Nair [8] where the Stanley-Reisner ideals I∆ together with the squares of the

variables are considered over a field of characteristic zero. Their results, which are described in

detail in Section 2, complement previous work by Michałek and Miró-Roig [16], and Migliore,

Nagel and Schenck [19], both studying the WLP of quadratic and cubic monomial ideals using

Togliatti systems. Dao and Nair’s work also complements work by Cook, Migliore, Nagel

and Zanello [5] that relates the WLP of monomial Artinian algebras to problems in incidence

geometry.

A quadratic monomial ideal defining an Artinian algebra can be interpreted as an edge ideal

of a graph together with the squares of the variables. More precisely, let G = (V,E) be a finite

simple graph on the vertex set V = {x1, . . . , xn} and edge set E. The edge ideal I(G) =
〈xixj | {xi, xj} ∈ E〉 defines an Artinian algebra A(G) = R/(〈x2

1, . . . , x
2
n〉+ I(G)), called the

Artinian algebra of G. We are interested in the following general question:

Question 1.1. For which graphs G does A(G) have the WLP? If A(G) does not have the WLP,

in which degrees do the multiplication maps fail to have maximal rank?
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The WLP of such algebras A(G) have been studied in [23] and [24], where they classify the

WLP for some special classes of graphs including paths, cycles, wheel graphs, and star graphs.

However, our understanding of Question 1.1 is far from complete; we contribute to this question

by considering whiskered graphs (see Definition 2.8). Artinian algebras defined by whiskered

graphs are particularly interesting from the Lefschetz properties perspective, as they are level.

In [15, Theorem 58] Dao and Nair’s result [8] is generalized to hold over any field of charac-

teristic different from 2. Our contribution in this short note, summarized in Theorem 1.2 below,

is an application of this result together with a result by Hausel [14] to whiskered graphs. Note

that a whiskered graph always has 2n vertices and at least n edges, for some number n, by con-

struction. The socle degree of the corresponding Artinian algebra is n, meaning that the algebra

is of the form A0 ⊕ A1 ⊕ · · · ⊕An with An 6= {0}.

Theorem 1.2 (Corollaries 3.2 and 3.3). Let G be a whiskered graph with 2n vertices and at least

n+1 edges, and let A = A(G) be the Artinian algebra of G over a field K where char(K) 6= 2.

If ℓ is the sum of the variables of A, then ×ℓ : Ai → Ai+1 has maximal rank when i = 1 or

n− 1. In the case char(K) = 0, the map ×ℓ is injective for all i < n/2.

Our proof of Theorem 1.2 relies on showing that the independence complex of a whiskered

graph, a simplicial complex whose faces correspond to the independent sets of the graph, is a

pseudo-manifold with boundary. This result is of independent interest, and highlights some of

the nice combinatorial properties of whiskered graphs. As we show later in the paper, Theo-

rem 1.2 is the best statement we can hope to make for the entire class of whiskered graphs. For

further reading on edge ideals of whiskered graphs see [9, 11, 25, 27], and the generalizations

given in [2, 6, 10].

Our paper is structured as follows. In the next section we recall the relevant terminology and

results on Artinian algebras, simplicial complexes, and graph theory. In Section 3 we prove our

main theorem (see Theorem 3.1). In Section 4 we provide some illustrative examples to show

that we cannot extend Theorem 1.2 to degrees i = 2 or i = n− 2.

2. BACKGROUND

We recall the required results about Artinian rings and graph theory used to prove our main

results. For a general introduction to Artinian rings and the weak and strong Lefschetz proper-

ties we recommend [18].

2.1. Lefschetz properties of Artinian rings. Throughout, we let K be a field. A graded K-

algebra A can be decomposed into a direct sum of vector spaces A =
⊕

i≥0Ai such that A0
∼=

K, and the multiplication satisfies AiAj ⊂ Ai+j . The algebra A is Artinian precisely when the

number of non-zero graded components is finite.

Definition 2.1 (Weak Lefschetz property). An Artinian graded algebra A = A0⊕A1⊕· · ·⊕At

has the weak Lefschetz property (WLP) if there exists a linear form ℓ ∈ A1 such that the map

×ℓ : Ai → Ai+1 given by a 7→ aℓ has maximal rank min{dimKAi, dimKAi+1} for each

i = 0, . . . , t − 1. If A has the WLP with the linear form ℓ, we say that ℓ is a weak Lefschetz

element.
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Note that a weak Lefschetz element, if it exists, is in general not unique. In this paper we

consider Artinian algebras of the form K[x1, . . . , xn]/I where I is a monomial ideal, and in this

case it suffices to consider ℓ to be the sum of the variables.

Lemma 2.2 ([17, 21]). An Artinian algebra K[x1, . . . , xn]/I , where I is a monomial ideal, has

the WLP if and only if x1 + · · ·+ xn is a weak Lefschetz element.

Lemma 2.2 was first stated in [17, Proposition 2.2] over an infinite field, and later in [21,

Proposition 4.3] over an arbitrary field.

Consider a graded Artinian algebra A = A0 ⊕ · · · ⊕At, assuming At 6= {0}. The socle of A
is the subspace

{f ∈ A | af = 0 for any a ∈ A1}.

It is clear that the socle contains the graded component At, and A is called level if the socle is

precisely At. When A is level we say that t is the socle degree of A.

Lemma 2.3 ([17, Proposition 2.1]). Let A = A0 ⊕ · · · ⊕At be a graded Artinian algebra, and

ℓ ∈ A1. If the map ×ℓ : Ai → Ai+1 is surjective for some i0, then the same holds for any i > i0.

Moreover, if A is level, and ×ℓ : Ai → Ai+1 is injective for some i0, then the same holds for

any i < i0.

When A is a level algebra of characteristic 0 defined by a monomial ideal, an argument

found in the proof of [14, Theorem 6.3] proves injectivity of several multiplication maps. For

the reader’s convenience we include a short proof here.

Lemma 2.4. Let A = K[x1, . . . , xn]/I be a level Artinian algebra of socle degree t, where I is

a monomial ideal, and char(K) = 0. Let ℓ = x1+ · · ·+xn. Then the maps ×ℓt−2k : Ak → At−k

and ×ℓ : Ak → Ak+1 are both injective, for k < t/2.

Proof. We start by recalling the construction of a level algebra via Macaulay’s inverse system.

Let R = K[x1, . . . , xn] and S = K[X1, . . . , Xn], and let the polynomials of R act as differential

operators on S by taking xi =
∂

∂Xi

. For g ∈ S we let Ann(g) denote the ideal of R consisting

of all elements annihilating g under this action. An Artinian algebra R/I is level with socle

degree t if and only if I = Ann(g1) ∩ · · · ∩ Ann(gs) for some g1, . . . , gs ∈ St. For a proof of

this fact see [13, Proposition 2.74].

Now assume I is a monomial ideal such that R/I is Artinian and level of socle degree t.
Then I = Ann(m1) ∩ · · · ∩ Ann(ms) for some monomials m1, . . . , ms ∈ St. Indeed, the

monomials m1, . . . , ms can be obtained by taking all monomials in Rt not included in I , and

substituting xi 7→ Xi. Let ℓ = x1 + · · · + xn, and let f be an element in the kernel of the

map ×ℓt−2k : Ak → At−k, for some k < t/2. Lifting f to R we have f ∈ Rk such that

ℓt−2kf ∈ I . By the decomposition of I we also have ℓt−2kf ∈ Ann(mi), for each i = 1, . . . , s.

Taking A(i) = R/Ann(mi), this implies that f is in the kernel of ×ℓt−2k : A
(i)
k → A

(i)
t−k. The

algebra A(i) is a monomial complete intersection. It is well known that such algebras have the

strong Lefschetz property, the first proof was given in [22]. In particular, this says that the maps

×ℓt−2k : A
(i)
k → A

(i)
t−k are bijective for all k < t/2. Hence f ∈ Ann(mi) for each i, or in other

words f ∈ I , and we conclude that the map ×ℓt−2k : Ak → At−k is injective. Then the same



4 S. M. COOPER, S. FARIDI, T. HOLLEBEN, L. NICKLASSON, AND A. VAN TUYL

holds for ×ℓ : Ak → Ak+1, as an element in the kernel of this map would also be in the kernel

of ×ℓt−2k : Ak → At−k. �

Recall that a simplicial complex ∆ on a vertex set V = {x1, . . . , xn} is a set of subsets of V
that satisfies the conditions: (1) if F ∈ ∆ and G ⊆ F , then G ∈ ∆, and (2) {xi} ∈ ∆ for all i.
An element F ∈ ∆ is a face. The maximal elements of ∆ (with respect to inclusion) are called

the facets of ∆. Given a face F ∈ ∆, the dimension of F is dim(F ) = |F | − 1. By convention,

dim(∅) = −1. We sometimes call a face F a t-face if dim(F ) = t. The dimension of ∆ is

defined to be dim(∆) = max{dim(F ) | F ∈ ∆}. A simplicial complex is pure if all its facets

have the same dimension. The f-vector of a d-dimensional simplicial complex ∆ is the vector

of integers

f(∆) = (f0, . . . , fd) where fi = number of i-dimensional faces of ∆.

We are interested in the following class of simplicial complexes.

Definition 2.5 (Pseudo-manifold). A d-dimensional simplicial complex ∆ is a pseudo-manifold

if the following conditions hold:

(1) ∆ is pure;

(2) every face of dimension (d− 1) of ∆ is contained in at most two facets of ∆; and

(3) for every two facets F, F ′ ∈ ∆, there exists a sequence of facets F = G0, G1, . . . , Gt =
F ′ such that dim(Gi ∩Gi+1) = d− 1 for all i = 0, . . . , t− 1.

Additionally, a pseudo-manifold has a boundary if there exists at least one face of dimension

(d− 1) of ∆ that belongs to exactly one facet of ∆.

Given a simplicial complex ∆, the Stanley-Reisner ideal of ∆ is the square-free monomial

ideal

I∆ = 〈xi1 · · ·xir | {xi1 , . . . , xir} 6∈ ∆〉.

We construct a graded Artinian algebra from ∆ as follows:

(2.1) A(∆) = K[x1, . . . , xn]/(〈x
2
1, . . . , x

2
n〉+ I∆).

From the definitions of the Stanley-Reisner ideal and the f-vector of ∆, it follows that when

A = A(∆), then

dimKAi = fi−1 for i = 1, . . . , dim(∆) + 1.

The following theorem now links together a number of concepts defined above. In the state-

ment below, the 1-skeleton of ∆ is the simplicial complex consisting of all the faces of ∆ of

dimension at most one, which can be considered a graph. A graph is bipartite if it contains no

cycles of odd length. Also in the statement below is the dual graph of ∆. We will not need to

make use of the dual graph in this paper and thus do not define the term here.

Theorem 2.6 (Dao–Nair [8, Theorems 1.1, 1.2]). Let ∆ be a simplicial complex with 1-skeleton

G, let A = A(∆) be the Artinian K-algebra defined in (2.1), where char(K) = 0, and let

ℓ = x1 + · · ·+ xn.

• The map ×ℓ : A1 → A2 is injective if and only if f0 ≤ f1 (or equivalently dimK A1 ≤
dimKA2) and G has no bipartite connected components.
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• If ∆ is a d-dimensional pseudo-manifold, then ×ℓ : Ad → Ad+1 has maximal rank if

and only if

– ∆ has boundary, or

– ∆ has no boundary, and the dual graph of ∆ is not bipartite.

2.2. Graph theory background. Let G = (V,E) denote a finite simple graph, where V =
{x1, . . . , xn} denotes the set of vertices of G, and E denotes the set of edges of G. We will

write V (G), respectively E(G), if we wish to highlight that the vertices, respectively edges,

belong to the graph G. Note that a graph is a 1-dimensional simplicial complex.

Definition 2.7 (Independent set, complex). For a graph G = (V,E), a subset W ⊆ V is called

an independent set if for all e ∈ E, at least one vertex of e is not in W . The independence

complex of G is the simplicial complex

Ind(G) = {W | W ⊆ V is an independent set of G}.

It is straightforward to verify that Ind(G) satisfies the definition of a simplicial complex. The

facets of Ind(G) correspond to the maximal independent sets of the graph G. By the Stanley-

Reisner correspondence, it can be shown that IInd(G) = I(G), that is, the square-free monomial

associated with the simplicial complex Ind(G) is precisely the edge ideal of G. Instead of

writing A(Ind(G)) for the graded Artinian algebra of Equation (2.1), we will abuse notation

and simply write A(G) (thus agreeing with our notation in the introduction), and call A(G) the

Artinian algebra of G.

We now turn our attention to the main class of graphs we wish to study.

Definition 2.8 (Whiskering). Given a graph G with vertex set V = {x1, . . . , xn}, the whiskered

graph of G, denoted w(G), is the graph on the vertex set V (w(G)) = {x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn}
and edge set

E(w(G)) = E(G) ∪ {{xi, yi} | i = 1, . . . , n}.

We say a graph is whiskered if it is the whiskering of some graph G.

Informally, we “whisker” a graph G by adding a new vertex yi for each vertex xi in G, and

join these two vertices together with an edge. An example of a graph G and its whiskered graph

w(G) is given in Figure 1.

Whiskering G
=⇒

x4 x3

x1 x2

y4

y1

x4

x1

x4

x2

y4

y2

FIGURE 1. A graph G and its whiskered graph w(G)

Whiskered graphs have a number of nice properties, some of which can be found in [9, 11,

25, 27]. In particular, the operation of whiskering always produces a Cohen-Macaulay graph;

in other words no matter what G we choose, I(w(G)) is a Cohen-Macaulay ideal. This implies
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also that I(w(G)) is an unmixed ideal, or in the language of our current paper, it has a pure

independence complex (see, for example, [9, Theorem 4.4] for a proof). Because the indepen-

dence complex of a whiskered graph is pure, the graded Artinian algebra A(w(G)) is also level

(see [1]). We record these facts in a lemma.

Lemma 2.9. If G is a whiskered graph on 2n vertices, then the independence complex Ind(G)
is a pure simplicial complex of dimension n − 1. Furthermore, the algebra A(G) is level with

socle degree n.

3. MAIN RESULT

In this section we prove our main result. As we shall show, Theorem 1.2 is in fact a corollary

about the structure of the independence complex of a whiskered graph. In particular, we prove

that these independence complexes are all pseudo-manifolds.

Theorem 3.1. If G is a whiskered graph on 2n vertices, then Ind(G) is a pseudo-manifold.

Moreover, if |E(G)| ≥ n + 1, then Ind(G) is a pseudo-manifold with boundary.

Proof. Let G = w(H), where

V (H) = {x1, . . . , xn} and V (G) = V (H) ∪ {y1, . . . , yn}

are the vertex sets of H and G, respectively. We need to verify Definition 2.5 (1)-(3). By

Lemma 2.9, Ind(G) is a pure (n − 1)-dimensional simplicial complex, which verifies Defini-

tion 2.5 (1). We next prove the remaining two conditions.

We first show that every (n− 2)-face of Ind(G) is contained in at most two facets. Observe

that if U is an independent set of G and xk /∈ U for some k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then U ∪ {yk} is an

independent set of U . This is because the vertex yk connects only to xk. We therefore conclude

that every (n− 2)-face F of Ind(G) can be written as a disjoint union

F = {xi | i ∈ S} ∪ {yj | j ∈ T}

where S, T ⊂ {1, . . . , n}, S ∩ T = ∅, and |S ∪ T | = n− 1. In particular,

F ∪ {xj}, F ∪ {yi} 6∈ Ind(G) for j ∈ T, i ∈ S.

Suppose {1, . . . , n}r (S ∪ T ) = {q}. Then there are at most two facets of Ind(G) that contain

F , namely

• F ∪ {xq}, if {xi | i ∈ S} ∪ {xq} is an independent set of H , and

• F ∪ {yq}.

We have now verified Definition 2.5 (2).

Finally, to show Definition 2.5 (3) holds, consider any two facets F, F ′ ∈ Ind(G). We claim

there exists a sequence of facets (F0, . . . , Fs) such that F0 = F , Fs = F ′ and |Fi∩Fi+1| = n−1.

To prove this claim, we let Y = {y1, . . . , yn} be the facet of Ind(G) that contains all the

vertices of the whiskers (which is clearly an independent set of G) and let F be an arbitrary

facet of Ind(G). After reordering the vertices of Ind(G), F can be written as

F = {x1, . . . , xi, yi+1, . . . , yn}.
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In particular, since {x1, . . . , xi} is an independent set of vertices in G, every subset of it is also

independent.

Consider the sequence of facets (Y, F1, . . . , Fi−1, Fi = F ), where

Fj = {x1, . . . , xj , yj+1, . . . , yn}.

Note that the sequence satisfies

|Fj ∩ Fj+1| = |{x1, . . . , xj , yj+2, . . . , yn}| = n− 1.

Definition 2.5 (3) now holds for any two facets F, F ′ of Ind(G) taking the sequences from F to

Y and F ′ to Y constructed as above, by gluing the two sequences together, with one of them in

reverse order. Thus, Ind(G) is a pseudo-manifold.

Note that the condition |E(G)| ≥ n + 1 implies that H has at least one edge. Consequently,

there exists a maximal independent set D ( V (H). Up to reordering the indices, we may

assume D = {x1, . . . , xi} for some i < n. The (n− 2)-face F = {x1, . . . , xi, yi+1, . . . , yn−1}
of Ind(G) is contained in the facet F ∪ {yn}. Moreover, since D is a maximal independent set,

the vertex xn is adjacent to some xj ∈ D. In particular, F is only contained in one facet of

Ind(G). Consequently, Ind(G) is a pseudo-manifold with boundary. �

To prove Theorem 1.2, we need to take into consideration the characteristic of the field K.

Corollary 3.2 (Characteristic 0 Case). Suppose G is a whiskered graph on 2n vertices and at

least n + 1 edges, and A = A(G) is the Artinian algebra of G over a field K of characteristic

0. If ℓ is the sum of the variables of A, then ×ℓ : Ai → Ai+1 has maximal rank when i < n/2
or i = n− 1.

Proof. Let G = w(H), where

V (H) = {x1, . . . , xn} and V (G) = V (H) ∪ {y1, . . . , yn}

are the vertex sets of H and G, respectively. Note that H must have at least one edge for G to

have n + 1 edges, so the case n = 1 is excluded. If H has two vertices and one edge, then the

whiskering w(H) is the path P4 in four vertices. The Artinian algebra defined by this graph has

the WLP by [23, Theorem 4.4].

The map ×ℓ : Ai → Ai+1 is injective when i < n/2 by Lemma 2.4, making use of the

fact that A is an Artinian level algebra of socle degree n by Lemma 2.9. Since |E(G)| ≥
n+1, Theorem 3.1 gives that the simplicial complex Ind(G) is an (n−1)-dimensional pseudo-

manifold with boundary. By applying Theorem 2.6, the multiplication map ×ℓ : An−1 → An

has maximal rank. �

Corollary 3.3 (Prime Characteristic 6= 2 Case). Suppose G is a whiskered graph with 2n ver-

tices and at least n + 1 edges. Let A = A(G) be the Artinian algebra of G, and assume the

characteristic of the base field K is a prime not equal to 2. If ℓ is the sum of the variables of A,

then ×ℓ : Ai → Ai+1 has maximal rank when i = 1 or n− 1.

Proof. We first consider the multiplication map ×ℓ : An−1 → An for all n ≥ 2. Since for every

m ∈ An−1 we have

ℓm =
∑

xim6=0 in A

xim
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we see that the multiplication map ×ℓ : An−1 → An is represented by a matrix M that only

has 0 and 1 as entries. Since Ind(G) is a pseudo-manifold, and since the nonzero monomials of

degree i correspond to faces of dimension i − 1 of Ind(G), we know the sum of the entries in

each column of M is 1 or 2.

Let N be the matrix obtained from M by multiplying a column by 2 if the sum of its entries

is 1. Because the characteristic of K is not 2, this operation does not affect the rank. By

[15, Corollary 41] the matrix N⊤, and hence also N , has full rank if and only if it has full

rank in characteristic zero and N⊤ has at least as many rows as columns. By Corollary 3.2 M ,

and hence N , has full rank when the characteristic of K is zero, so it remains to verify that

fn−2 ≥ fn−1, or equivalently, dimK An−1 ≥ dimKAn. This follows from the fact that Ind(G)
is connected, and every (n− 1)-face contains n faces of dimension (n− 2).

We now consider the multiplication map ×ℓ : A1 → A2 for all n ≥ 2. Because the case n = 2
is covered by the previous case, we assume n ≥ 3. As shown in the proof of Corollary 3.2, we

have f0 ≤ f1 for Ind(G). By [15, Theorem 54] the map ×ℓ : A1 → A2 has full rank if it does

so when the characteristic of K is zero. This is indeed the case by Corollary 3.2. �

Next we give an example demonstrating why we need to avoid characteristic 2 in Corol-

lary 3.3. In general, each prime characteristic p results in the failure of injectivity in the maps

going to degrees divisible by p, see [15, Section 5].

Example 3.4. Let H be a complete graph on 3 vertices with edges {x1, x2}, {x1, x3}, and

{x2, x3}. Let G = w(H), A = A(G) the Artinian algebra of G over a field K of characteristic

2 and ℓ the sum of the variables. Then the map ×ℓ : A1 → A2 is represented by the following

matrix:

x1 x2 x3 y1 y2 y3




















































x1y2 1 0 0 0 1 0
x1y3 1 0 0 0 0 1
x2y1 0 1 0 1 0 0
x2y3 0 1 0 0 0 1
x3y1 0 0 1 1 0 0
x3y2 0 0 1 0 1 0
y1y2 0 0 0 1 1 0
y1y3 0 0 0 1 0 1
y2y3 0 0 0 0 1 1

.
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Notice that the sum of every row is 0, since char K = 2. Adding the first 5 columns to the last

column gives us the matrix


























1 0 0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 0 0
0 0 1 0 1 0
0 0 0 1 1 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0



























so the map does not have full rank when char K = 2.

The example below shows that the hypothesis |E(G)| ≥ n + 1 cannot be dropped from the

previous statements.

Example 3.5. Let H be the graph consisting of two isolated vertices V = {x1, x2}. The

whiskered graph G = w(H) has two disjoint edges, namely E(G) = {{x1, y1}, {x2, y2}}, but

does not satisfy |E(G)| ≥ 2 + 1. The facets of Ind(G) are

{{x1, x2}, {x1, y2}, {y1, x2}, {y1, y2}}.

While Ind(G) is a pseudo-manifold, it does not have a boundary since every face of dimension

dim(Ind(G))− 1 = 0 occurs in two facets. So the hypothesis |E(G)| ≥ n + 1 in Theorem 3.1

cannot be dropped. Furthermore, using Macaulay2 [12], it can be shown that ×ℓ : A(G)1 →
A(G)2 does not have maximal rank, so we also need |E(G)| ≥ n+ 1 in Corollary 3.2.

As we will see in the next section, we cannot improve Corollary 3.2 to degrees 2 and n − 2
for all whiskered graphs.

4. ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLES

We conclude this note with some illustrative examples. These examples show that some of

the conclusions of Corollary 3.2 cannot be improved for whiskered graphs. Moreover, they also

show that for some natural families of graphs one may wish to consider, the WLP fails.

We first define a broom graph. Let m ≥ 1 be an integer. The broom graph Bm is a graph on

m+ 3 vertices V (G) = {x1, x2, x3, x4, . . . , xm+3} with edge set

E(G) = {{x1, x2}, {x2, x3}} ∪ {{x3, xi} | i ∈ 4, . . . , m+ 3}.

Note that our definition of a broom graph is similar to that [3,4] which was defined for directed

graphs. Our main example is based upon whiskering a broom graph.

Example 4.1. We consider the broom graph B5 and its whiskered graph G = w(B5); these

graphs are shown in Figure 2. Using Macaulay2 [12] to compute the Hilbert function of the

graded Artinian ring A = A(G) we obtain:

i 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
HA(i) 1 16 105 380 840 1167 996 477 98 0
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Since B5 is a graph on |V (B5)| = 8 vertices, Corollary 3.2 implies that the map ×ℓ : A7 →
A8 has maximal rank (where ℓ is the sum of the variables of A). Moreover, the ranks of the

maps are:

×ℓ 0 → 1 1 → 2 2 → 3 3 → 4 4 → 5 5 → 6 6 → 7 7 → 8
rank 1 16 105 380 826 922 475 98

full rank? yes yes yes yes no no no yes.

Note that this example shows that we cannot improve Corollary 3.2 to show that the map

×ℓ : A(G)i → A(G)i+1, for i = ⌈n/2⌉ or n − 2, has maximal rank for all whiskered graphs

G with 2n vertices. Indeed, the above table shows that the map ×ℓ : A6 → A7 fails to be

surjective, and that ×ℓ : A4 → A5 fails to be injective.

x1 x2 x3

x4

x5

x6

x7

x8

x1 x2 x3

y1 y2 y3
x4

x5

x6

x7

x8

y4

y5

y6

y7

y8

FIGURE 2. The broom graph B5 and its whiskered graph w(B5)

Example 4.2. The broom graph B1 is the same as the path on four vertices. The Hilbert function

of the graded Artinian ring A = A(w(B1)) is given by

i 0 1 2 3 4 5
HA(i) 1 8 21 22 8 0

The map ×ℓ : A2 → A3 is not covered by Corollary 3.2, and we have verified by computer

assisted computations that this map indeed does not have maximal rank.

Recall that our motivating problem, Question 1.1, asks if there are families of graphs for

which A(G) always have the weak Lefschetz property. Our previous example shows that such

a family of graphs cannot be all bipartite graphs or all chordal graphs (a graph where the only

induced cycles are triangles), since w(B5) is both a bipartite and chordal graph. Even the family

of unmixed trees does not always satisfy the WLP. In addition, combinatorial commutative

algebra has introduced families of graphs whose independence complexes have especially nice

combinatorial properties, e.g., Cohen-Macaulay, shellable, vertex decomposable (see [20] for

details and definitions). Since all whiskered graphs are vertex decomposable by [9, Theorem

4.4] (and thus shellable and Cohen-Macaulay), our previous example also shows that these

families of graphs do not always satisfy the weak Lefschetz property.

Remark 4.3. From computations in Macaulay2 for m = 1, . . . , 8, the map

×ℓ : A(w(Bm))m+1 → A(w(Bm))m+2
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always fails maximal rank due to the element y1y3y4 . . . ym+3 ∈ A(w(Bm))m+2 not being in the

image of the multiplication map. We conjecture that this is the case for all m ≥ 1, and we are

currently working on verifying this observation.

Lastly, we give an example of a whiskered graph that satisfies the weak Lefschetz property.

The example below is a whiskering of a complete graph on five vertices. Computational evi-

dence suggests that whiskerings of all complete graphs satisfy WLP. We are working on a proof

of this statement.

Example 4.4. Let K be a field of characteristic 0 and G = w(K5), as shown in Figure 3. Using

y1

y2 y3

y4

y5

x1

x2 x3

x4

x5

FIGURE 3. The graph G = w(K5)

Macaulay2, it can be shown that A(G) satisfies the WLP.

Remark 4.5. The whiskering construction of graphs has been generalized in several different

ways by Biermann–Van Tuyl [2], Cook–Nagel [6], and Faridi [10]. We are currently exploring

([7]) if these constructions also allow us to construct simplicial complexes that are pseudo-

manifolds (perhaps with boundary), thus providing a deeper generalization Theorem 3.1.
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