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VERTEX DECOMPOSABILITY, SHELLABILITY AND
COHEN-MACAULAYNESS OF GRAPHS UPON GRAPH
OPERATIONS

FAHIMEH KHOSH-AHANG GHASR

ABSTRACT. Throughout this work, the vertex decomposability and shellability
of graphs formed from other graphs by various operations are investigated.
Also among the other things, by using some graph operations, new classes of
Cohen-Macaulay graphs from previous ones are presented.

1. INTRODUCTION

Vertex decomposability and shellability are some topological combinatorial no-
tions which are related to the algebraic properties of the Stanley-Reisner ring of a
simplicial complex. These concepts were first introduced in the pure case [13} 18, [19]
and then extended to non-pure complexes [I}, 2].

Let G = (V, E) be a simple graph. For each vertex x in G, Ng(x) denotes the
set of vertices adjacent to z and Ng[z] = Ng(z) U {x}. Ng(z) (resp. Nglz]) is
called the open (resp. closed) neighbourhood of z in G. For each subset S of V,
the induced subgraph of G on V'\ S is denoted by G\ S. G\ {«} is briefly denoted
by G\ x. The complete graph, the path graph and the cycle graph with n vertices
are denoted by K,,, P, and C,, respectively. A graph with no vertices and edges is
called the empty graph. A graph which has no C,, as a subgraph is called C),-free.
A subset S of V(G) is called an independent set of vertices in G if the induced
subgraph of G on S is totally disconnected. The maximum size of independent sets
of vertices in G is denoted by (@) and if all maximal independent sets of vertices
in G have the same size, G is called unmixed. The independence complex Ag of
G is the simplicial complex with vertex set V' whose faces are the independent sets
of vertices of G. A graph is called vertex decomposable (resp. shellable, Cohen-
Macaulay, unmixed) if its independence complex is vertex decomposable (resp.
shellable, Cohen-Macaulay, pure). These properties of graphs have been studied in
many papers (cf. [3, Bl [7, 10, 14, 211, 25]). In view of |25, Lemma 4], a graph G is
vertex decomposable if either it is totally disconnected or there is a vertex z in G
such that

1. G\ z and G \ Ng[z] are both vertex decomposable, and
2. no independent set of vertices in G\ Ng[z] is a maximal independent set
of vertices in G \ .

The vertex x satisfying the condition 2 above is called a shedding vertex of G. Also
a simplicial complex A is shellable if the facets of A can be ordered as F1, ..., F,, in
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such a way that for all 1 < ¢ < j < m, thereexist v € F;\ F;and { € {1,...,j— 1}
with F; \ Fy = {v}. Such an order Fi,..., F,, is called a shelling of A. Moreover
for a fixed shelling and two facets F' and F’ of A we write F' < F’ if F is lied before
F’ in the shelling. For our convenience we use the same name face (facet) of G for
a (maximal) independent set of vertices of G which are in fact the faces (facets) of
Ag.

Because of the following known implications, finding new vertex decomposable
and shellable graphs leads us to find new (sequentially) Cohen-Macaulay graphs:

Vertex decomposable = Shellable = Sequentially Cohen-Macaulay,
Pure shellable = Cohen-Macaulay.

Among a lot of works concerning to these combinatorial and algebraic properties
of graphs, some of them are devoted to construct new graphs with these properties
from previous ones (cf. [3 8,14, 16, 21]). In this regard it is natural to study vertex
decomposability (shellability, Cohen-Macaulayness) under graph operations. In this
paper, we concentrate on some well-known graph operations such as disjoint union,
join, rooted product, corona, cartesian product (product) and lexicographic product
(composition). We remark that some of them (disjoint union and rooted product)
are studied through some other works ([16, 22} 25]). Moreover [I5, Theorem 3.12]
and [2I Theorem 1.1] have been generalized in Theorems 2.13] and
Also among the other things, by using these graph operations, some new classes of
Cohen-Macaulay graphs from previous ones are presented in Proposition 2.8 and

Corollaries 2.7 and 217

2. UPON SOME GRAPH OPERATIONS

Throughout this paper, G and H are two graphs with disjoint sets of vertices
and H = {H, | v € V(G)} is a family of graphs indexed by vertices of G. Further-
more, all graphs are non-empty, finite and simple unless otherwise is stated. There
are well-known results about vertex decomposability and shellability of cycles and
chordal graphs which may be used in our examples in the sequel:

Theorem 2.1. 1. [B, Proposition 4.1] C,, is vertex decomposable (shellable)
if and only if n =3 orn =5;
2. [22] Theorem 1.2] and [25, Corollary 7] Any chordal graph is vertex decom-
posable (shellable).

The main body of our work is organized into the following subsections:

2.1. Disjoint union (G U H). Disjoint union G U H of G and H is a graph with
V(GUH) =V(G)UV(H) and E(GUH) = E(G) U E(H).
The following lemma plays an essential role in our results.

Lemma 2.2. [22] Lemma 2.4] and [25, Lemma 20] G and H are vertex decompos-
able (shellable) if and only if G U H is vertex decomposable (shellable).

2.2. Join (G+ H). The join G+ H of G and H defined by Zykov in [26] is disjoint
union of G and H with additional edges joining each vertex of G to each vertex of
H.

Since Agyr = AgUAp, one can easily gain the following proposition in which a
necessary and sufficient condition for vertex decomposability (shellability) of G+ H
is given.
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Proposition 2.3. G + H is vertex decomposable (shellable) if and only if G and
H are vertex decomposable (shellable) and at least one of them is complete.

Corollary 2.4. Suppose that G + H is Cohen-Macaulay. Then
1. o(G) = a(H);
2. G+ H is vertex decomposable if and only if G + H is complete.

Proof. 1. follows from [24) Corollary 5.3.12] and [20, Corollary 6].
2. follows from Theorem 21§2), Proposition 2.3 and Part 1. O

2.3. Rooted product (G(#H)). The rooted product G(#H) of a graph G by a family
of rooted graphs H = {H, | * € V(G)} is defined in 1978, [6], as the union of G
and H,s such that for each vertex x of G one should identify x with the root of H,.
If all graphs of the family H are isomorphic to one graph, say H, then it is called
the rooted graph of G by H and is denoted by G(H).

The authors in [I6] have studied the rooted product G(H) as a new construction
of graphs and have gained the following result:

Theorem 2.5. [16] Proposition 2.3 and Remark 2.4] Suppose that G is a simple
graph and H = {H, | x € V(G)} is a family of rooted graphs such that x is the root
vertex of H,. Then

1. If H.s are vertex decomposable and x is a shedding vertex of H, for all
x € V(G), then G(H) is also vertex decomposable.

2. If G(H) is vertex decomposable (shellable), then Hys are vertex decompos-
able (shellable).

Also, in [I7, Theorem 2], shellability of G(H) is investigated.

Note that C4(K2) is a vertex decomposable and so shellable graph, while Cy is
neither vertex decomposable nor shellable. So vertex decomposability (shellability)
of G(H) doesn’t necessarily imply the vertex decomposability (shellability) of G.
Also [16] Example 2.5] shows that the converse of Theorem [Z5]2) is not generally
true for shellability or vertex decomposability when z is not shedding for some
z € V(G).

2.4. Corona (GoH). The corona GoH of G and H is the disjoint union of G and
H,s with additional edges joining each vertex z of G to all vertices of H,. If all
graphs of the family H are isomorphic to one graph, say H, then we shall write
GoH instead of GoH.

One may find out the corona of G and H is in fact the rooted product G(H')
where H' = {K1+ H, | € V(G)} and the only vertex of K7 is the root of K1+ H,
for each € V(G). Also both of them are generalizations of adding whiskers or
complete graphs to a graph which is studied in [4} 10, 23].

In the following result, by means of some shellings of H,s we shall present a
shelling for GoH. To this aim we need to remark that each facet of GoH is in
form of F'U (Ulgzl Fj,), such that F' is a face of G and Fj, is a facet of H,,, when
V(G)\ F ={zi,,...,x;, }. We call this facet as a facet associated to the face F' of
G.

Theorem 2.6. GoH is vertex decomposable (shellable) if and only if H, is vertex
decomposable (shellable) for all x € V(G).
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Proof. Vertex decomposability and the only if part of shellability can be immedi-
ately gained from Proposition [2.3] and Theorem So it remains to prove the if
part of shellability:

If G is totally disconnected, then the result holds by Lemma[2.2] and Proposition
23l Else each facet of GoH contains at least one facet of H, for some vertex x of
G. Suppose that V(G) = {z1,...,2,} and for each 1 < i <mn, Fj1,...,Fim, is a
shelling for H,,. Suppose that K = FU(UIZ:1 F;,) and K’ = F'U(J;_, Fj,) are two
facets of GoH such that V(G) \ F = {z;,,...,x;, } and V(G) \ F' = {zj,,...,z;,}
where 1 <ip < - <ig<mand 1<j; <-- - <js <n. Nowifi; < j; set K < K’
and if 41 = j; and F;, < F}, in Hwil, then set K < K’. Else we have i; = j; and
F,, = F;,. Then if is < jo we set K < K’ and if ia = jo and F}, < Fj}, in Hy,,,
then set K < K'. Else we have i1 = j1,i2 = jo, F;, = Fj, and F;, = F},. So by
going on in this way, we can order K and K’. Note that if F' is properly contained
in F" and F;, = F};, for all 1 < ¢ <'s, then set K < K.

Now we claim that this order forms a shelling of GoH. Assume that K and K’
are two facets of GoH with K < K’ which are respectively associated to the faces
F and F’ of G. In each of the following cases we shall obtain the desired things:

Case I. F = F'. Then K = FU(U;_, Fi,.r,) and K’ = F U (U;_, F;, ), where
V(G)\ F ={ziy,...,xi, }, 1 < 1,1y < my,. By our order there exists 1 < j < k
such that ry = r{,...,7j—1 = 7;_; and r; < 7. Therefore F;, , < Fij,r; in the
shelling of Hmij . Hence there exist a vertex v € Fij)T; \Fij,rj and a facet Fiwr;/ such
that v} < v}, Fj, o \ Fi v = {v}. Now, set K" = FUF}, ,» U (Ur—1.02j Fivry)-
Then it is clear that K" < K',v € K'\ K and K’ \ K" = {v}.

Case Il. F # F'. Then K = FU (Uy_, Fi,.,) and K’ = F' U (Uy_, Fi, 1),
where V(G) \ F = {z4,,..., 2.}, V(G)\ F' = {xi/l,...,:c%,}, 1 <ry <m,, and
1<r, < my,. Since F' # F’ and K < K’, there exists a vertex Tiy, € F'\F
and for each 1 < ¢ < iy, ¢y € I’ implies that v, € F. Set F"" = F"\ {z;, } and

K" = F" U Fyy, o, U (UL, Fiy0y). Then it is clear that K” < K',a;, € K'\ K
? £ e 0
and K/ \ K" = {x,, }. O

Corollary 2.7. GoH is a Cohen-Macaulay graph if and only if Hy, is complete for
al z € V(Q).

Proof. (=) [24, Corollary 5.3.12] and |20, Theorem 1] yield the result.
(<) [20, Theorem 1] and Theorems 21 and [2.6] show that GoH is unmixed and
shellable. Thus the result holds by Theorem 5.3.18 in [24]. O

Note that if GoH is vertex decomposable (shellable, Cohen-Macaulay), it doesn’t
need G is vertex decomposable (shellable, Cohen-Macaulay). For instance, suppose
that G = Cy and H = K;. Then by Theorem and Corollary 2.7 GoH is vertex
decomposable, shellable and Cohen-Macaulay but G is none of them.

2.5. Cartesian product (GOH). The cartesian product GOH of G and H is
a graph with V(GOH) = V(G) x V(H) and two vertices (u,u’) and (v,v’) are
adjacent in GOH if and only if either © = v and v’ is adjacent to v’ in H, or v’ = v’
and u is adjacent to v in G.

Since cartesian product is a commutative operation and GOK; = G for any
graph G, we may assume that |[V(G)|, |V (H)| > 2. Also, we know that KoK, =
C4 which is not vertex decomposable (shellable). So even if both of G and H are
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vertex decomposable (shellable), GOH does not need to be vertex decomposable
(shellable). Of course it is known that the cartesian product of two graphs are often
fails to be vertex decomposable (shellable), but the following proposition shows that
it is not impossible. So, next we are going to find a necessary condition for vertex
decomposability of GOOH which conclude a result about the girth of G and H.

Proposition 2.8. For each integer m > 3, K,,[1K>5 is unmized and vertex decom-
posable and so Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. In view of Proposition 15 in [20], we only need to prove the vertex decompos-
ability of G = K,;,00K5 where m > 3 and V(G) = {(4,4) | 1 <i <m,1 < j <2}
We proceed by induction on m. For m = 3 it can be easily checked that G is
vertex decomposable. Now suppose that m > 3 and for each integer 3 < m’ < m,
K, OK, is vertex decomposable. Note that G \ Ng[(1,1)] is the complete graph
with vertex set {(i,2) | 2 < i < m} and so is vertex decomposable. Also G\ (1,1) is
K 10K, with additional vertex (1,2) such that it is joined to each vertex (i, 2) for
2 < i <'m. Since m > 3, for each maximal independent set {(¢,2)} in G\ N¢g[(1,1)],
there is a vertex (j, 1) such that {(¢,2), (4,1)} is independent in G \ (1,1). Now we
need to show that G’ = G\ (1, 1) is vertex decomposable. It is easy to see that the
set of vertices of G’ with minimal closed neighbourhood induce a disjoint union of
a complete graph whose set of vertices is {(4,1)]2 < i < m} and a vertex (1,2). So
G’ is vertex decomposable by Theorem 4.2 in [7].

O

For our next result we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.9. If (x,y) is a shedding vertex of GAOH, then x is a shedding vertex of
G or y is a shedding vertex of H.

Proof. Suppose in contrary that (z,y) is a shedding vertex of K = GOH but
neither x is a shedding vertex of G nor y is a shedding vertex of H. Assume that
Ng(z) = {z1,...,2m} and Ng(y) = {y1,...,Yn}. Then there exist independent
sets of vertices Sy in G \ Ng[z] and Sz in H \ Nyly] such that for each 1 <i < m
and 1 < j <mn, S;1U{z;} and S2U{y;} are not independent. Hence S = {(z,y) | z €
S1}U{(z,2) | 2 € So} is an independent set of vertices in K \ Ng[(x,y)]. Since
S1 U {x;} is not independent, for each 1 < i < m, (z,y) is adjacent to (x;,y) for
some z € Si. Similarly since So U {y;} is not independent, for each 1 < j < n,
(x,2') is adjacent to (z,y;) for some 2z’ € Sy. Hence since

NK((xvy)) = {(xvyl)a R (Ia yn)v (xlvy)a ce (Imvy)}a

if S is a maximal independent set of vertices in K\ Nx/|(z, y)] containing S, then it is
also a maximal independent set of vertices in K\ (z, y) which is a contradiction. O

Proposition 2.10. Suppose that G and H are simple graphs with no isolated ver-
tices in which the neighbourhood of each shedding vertex is independent. Then GOH
doesn’t have any shedding vertex and so it is not vertex decomposable.

Proof. Set K = GOH. Suppose in contrary that K has a shedding vertex, say
(x,y). Assume that Ng(z) = {z1,...,2m} and Ng(y) = {y1,...,yn}. Then

NK((xvy)) = {(l',yl), SR (xuyn)v (xlvy)v ceey (mmvy)}'

In the light of Lemma we may consider the following two cases:
Case I. z and y are shedding vertices of G and H respectively.
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By our assumption S = {(z;,y;) | 1 <i <m,1 < j <n}is an independent set
of vertices in K \ Ng[(z,y)]. But foreach 1 <i¢<mand 1 <j <n, (z,y;) and
(xs,y) are adjacent to (z;,y;).

Case II. z is a shedding vertex of GG and y is not a shedding vertex of H.

Then Ng(z) is an independent set of vertices in G and there exists an inde-
pendent set of vertices Sp in H \ Ng[y] such that for each 1 < j < n, So U {y;}
is not independent. Hence S = {(z;,y1) | 1 < ¢ < m}U{(z,2) | z € S2} is an
independent set of vertices in K \ Nk|[(x,y)]. Since Sz U {y;} is not independent,
for each 1 < j <, (x,y;) is adjacent to (z, z) for some z € Sy. Also, it is clear
that (z;,y) is adjacent to (x;,y1) for each 1 < i < m.

Hence in each status if S’ is a maximal independent set of vertices in K \
Ngl(x,y)] containing S, then it is also a maximal independent set of vertices in
K\ (z,y) which is a contradiction. O

It is evident that a graph G is Cs-free if and only if the neighbourhood of any
vertex in G is independent. The minimum length of cycles in G is called its girth
and is denoted by girthG. The following corollary, which gives some information
about the girth of two graphs by means of vertex decomposability of their cartesian
product, is an immediate consequence of Proposition

Corollary 2.11. If G and H are two Cs-free graphs with no isolated vertices, then
GUOH is not vertex decomposable. Hence if G and H have no isolated vertexr and
GUOH 1is vertex decomposable, then

min{girthG, girthH} = 3.

Although in Corollary 2.11] we prepare a necessary condition for vertex decom-
posability of GLOH, but this is not a sufficient condition. For instance suppose that
K = C50C5. Then for each vertex (z,y) in K, K\ Ni[(z,y)] is a 4-cycle. Hence it
is not vertex decomposable, so is not K. Note that in this case none of the vertices
of K is a shedding vertex.

The following corollary, which investigates the cartesian product of cycles, im-
mediately follows from Corollary 2111 [24, Corollary 5.3.12] and [20, Corollary 12].

Corollary 2.12. If C\,.0C,, is vertex decomposable or Cohen-Macaulay, thenn = 3
orm = 3.

2.6. Lexicographic product (G[H]). The lexicographic product G[H] of G and
‘H, which was first studied by Hausdorff [9], is a graph with

VEH) = | (@) lyeV(H)})

zeV(G)

Two vertices (z,y) and (2/,y’) are adjacent if either z = 2’ and y is adjacent to
y' in H, or z is adjacent to 2’ in G. If all the graphs in H are isomorphic to one
graph, say H, then G[H] is denoted by G[H].

In [2I] Theorem 1.1] (see also [11, Lemma 4.51]) vertex decomposability and
shellability of G[H] is studied in pure case. More precisely for its shellability, its
well-coveredness is used and then vertex decomposability is studied via shellability.
Here we establish our results without the strong condition of well-coveredness. Also
we attend G[H] in stead of G[H] which covers a larger class of graphs. We start
with shellability. It is clear that all facets of G[H] are in form of ({z;, } x Fj;)U---U
({zs, } x F;,) for some facet F' = {x;,,...,2;, } of G such that for each 1 < r <k,
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F;, is afacet of H,, . We call it as a facet associated to the facet I". So the following
result is a generalization of shellable part of [2I Theorem 1.1], [I1, Lemma 4.51]
and [I7, Example 28].

Theorem 2.13. 1. If G is totally disconnected, then G[H)] is shellable if and
only if H, is shellable for all x € V(G).
2. If G[H] is shellable, then H, is shellable for all x € V(G).
3. If G[H] is shellable, then for each edge {x,y} of G, Hy is complete or H,

is complete.

Proof. 1. In this case it is obvious that G[H] is isomorphic to disjoint union of Hys.
Hence the result holds by Lemma 2.2

2. In view of Lemma 2.2l we may assume that G is connected. Fix z € V(G) and
a facet F = {x;,,...,2;, } of G containing x. Without loss of generality assume
xi, = x. Suppose that Fi,..., F,, are all facets of H, such that for a fixed shelling
of G[H] and fixed facets Fy,,..., Fy, of Hy, ,..., Hy, respectively, we have

Fy = ({z} x F) U ({i,} x Fi)U--- U ({a, ) x Fy) <
Fy = ({o} x Fo) U ({iy} x Fi) U+ U ({, } x By ) <

Fy = ({2} x F) U ({wi,} x Fi ) U--- U ({2, } < Fy ).

We claim that Fi,..., F,, is a shelling of H,. Suppose F; < F;. Then F} < FJ'
Hence there is a vertex (2',y") € F} \ F/ and a facet I < I such that F} \ F' =
{(',y")}. It is clear that 2’ = z and 3 € F; \ F;. If F’ is associated to a facet
of G that does not contain z, then we have {z} x F; C F/\ F" = {(x,y’)}. This
implies that F; = {y’'} and so F; \ F; = {y'} as desired. Else, F” is a facet of G[H]
associated to a facet of G containing . Then we should have F/ = ({z} x F;)U S
for some £ and S. Since F \ F' = {(z,y')}, we have

{(z,9)} = (=} x (F\ F)) U (({in} x Fip) U+ U ({wa } X Fiy )\ S).
Therefore F; \ Fy = {y'} and S = ({z;,} X Fi,) U--- U ({24, } x F;,) since F and
F, s are facets. Hence F’ = F; for some 1 < ¢ < j as desired.

3. In the light of Lemma [2.2] we may assume that G is connected. Assume that
G[H] is shellable and in contrary there are adjacent vertices z; and x2 of G such
that H,, and H,, are not complete. Since Hy, (resp. Hy,) is not complete, it has
a facet with more than one vertex, say Fy (resp. F»). Now assume that in a fixed
shelling of G[H], K1 (resp. K32) is the first facet of G[H] containing {z1} x F} (resp.
{z2} x F3). Since z; is adjacent to x9, K7 and Ky are distinct. If K; < Ks, then
there should exist a facet K of G[H] with K < K3 such that |K> \ K| = 1. Now
two cases occure:

o If K includes {x2} x F} for some facet F; of H,,, then since |Fs| > 1, F} is a
facet and

(B \ Byl = {2} x (Fs\ FY)| < [ Ko\ K| = 1,
F3 should have more than one vertex which contradicts with our assumption on
Ko.
e If K is associated to a facet of G that does not contain x5, then

1<|F2|:|{I2}XFQ|§|K2\K|:1,
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which is again a contradiction.
Hence K; < K> is impossible. By similar argument one can see that Ko < K,
is also impossible. This completes the proof. ([l

The following corollary can be immediately follows from Theorem Recall
that a subset S of V(G) is a vertex cover of G if each edge of G has at least
one vertex in S. Also the vertex covering number of G, a(G), is the minimum
cardinality of vertex covers of G.

Corollary 2.14. 1. If {z € V(G) | Hy is complete}| < a(Q), then G[H)] is
not shellable.
2. If G[H] is shellable, then {x € V(G) | Hy is complete} is a vertex cover of
G.

In [I5] Theorem 3.12] it is shown that if G is a shellable graph and H,s are
complete, then G[H] is also shellable. Note that its converse is not generally true,
because for example it can be checked that Cy4[{Ks, K1, K1, K1}] and Ka[Ps, Ko
are shellable, while C4 is not shellable and Ps is not complete.

In the following result we provide circumstances under which G[H] is shellable.
Examples[2.T6illustrate that this result is a generalization of Theorem 3.12 in [I5].

Theorem 2.15. Suppose that H, is shellable for every x € V(G) and G is a
shellable graph with a shelling in which for all facets F' < F' there exist a vertex
u € F'\F and a facet F" < F' such that F'\ F" = {u} and H, is complete. Then
G[H] is also shellable.

Proof. Suppose V(G) = {z1,...,z,} and for every 1 <14 < n fix a shelling for H,,.
We order the facets of G[H] as follows:

e For all facets F' < F’ of G, each facet of G[H] associated to F' is lied before
the facets associated to F’;

e For every two facets K = ({a;,} x F;,)U---U ({z;,} x F;,,) and K’ =
({zi, } < F{ )U---U({zs, } x I}, ) associated to the facet F' = {x;,,..., %, }
of G, K is lied before K’ if there is an integer 1 < ¢ < k such that F;, =
F,...,F,_, =F,  and F;, <F].

Now we claim that this order forms a shelling for G[H]. Assume that K and K’
are two facets of G[H] with K < K’ which are respectively associated to the facets
F and F’ of G. The following two cases occur:

Casel. F = F' = {xil, . 7$ik}- If K = ({le} X le) U---u ({xzk} X sz) and
K" = ({ms, } x F])U---U({x;,} x F_), then there is an integer 1 < ¢ < k such
that F;, = F Fi, , =F] , and Fj, < F]. Since H,,, is shellable, there exist

PR V) Ge_1

€ Fj,\ F;, and Fj] < I, such that I}, \ F;] = {y}. Set
K" = ({wi }xF U - U@, bxFj, Ui X EU| i, b F, U U@ b x ).

1p—1 Te+1
It is seen K" < K', (x;,,y) € K'\ K and K'\ K" = {(z;,,y)} as required.

Case II. F # F’. Then F < F’. So by our assumption there exist u € F/ \ F
and F” < F’ such that F' \ F”" = {u} and H, is complete. Thus all facets of H,
are singleton. Suppose that F' = {u, x4y, ..., %, },

K' = ({u} x{yH) U ({wi,} x Fj,) V- U ({ai } x F),
and K" is a facet of G[H] associated to I containing {x;, } x Fj for every 2 <r < k.
It is easily seen that K" < K’ (u,y) € K'\ K and K'\ K" = {(u,y)} for some
y € H,. [l
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In the following examples, by Theorem [ZT8], G[H] is shellable.

Examples 2.16. a. [15, Theorem 3.12] H, is complete for all z € V(G) and
G is shellable.

b. G is a complete graph with n vertices and H is a family of shellable graphs
with (n — 1) complete graphs.

c. G is a graph with V(G) = {a,b,¢,d,e} and E(G) = {ab,be,cd} and H =
{H,, Hy,H., Hy, H. } in which H,, H. and H, are arbitrary shellable graphs
and H, and H,; are some complete graphs. It can be easily seen that
{a,c,e} < {a,d,e} < {b,d, e} is a shelling of G satisfying the hypothesis of
Theorem

The following corollary gives us a new class of Cohen-Macaulay graphs.

Corollary 2.17. Suppose that G is a complete graph with n vertices and H is a
family of Cohen-Macaulay shellable graphs with (n — 1) complete graphs and for
each z,y € V(G) we have o(H,) = a(Hy). Then G[H] is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. By |24, Corollary 5.3.12], H,s are unmixed. Since G is complete, its maximal
independent sets of vertices are singleton. So it can be deduced from [20, Theorem
2] that G[H] is unmixed. On the other hand, by ExamplesZ16|b), G[H] is shellable.
Hence [24] Theorem 5.3.18] completes the proof. O

Henceforth we are going to study the vertex decomposability and shedding ver-
tices of G[H]. We begin by the following proposition about shedding vertices of
G[H)].

Proposition 2.18. Assume that x € V(G) and y € V(Hy,).

a. If
1. H, is Cs-free and y is a shedding vertex of Hy, or
2. x andy are some shedding vertices of G and H, respectively,
then (z,y) is a shedding vertex of G[H)].
b. If (z,y) is a shedding vertex of G[H], then either H, = {y} or y is a
shedding vertex of H.

Proof. a.1. Suppose that € V(G), H, is Cs-free and y is a shedding vertex
of H,. In view of [12, Lemma 2.3], there is a vertex 3’ in Ng_(y) such that
Ny, [y'] € Ng, [y]. Note that

N ((z,y)) = U (@'} x He) | U(fa} x Nir, ().

z’€Ng(x)

Assume that S is an independent set of vertices in G[H] \ Ngp[(7,y)]. It is easily
seen that (x,3’) is a neighbor of (z,y) such that Ngpy((x,%')) is contained in
Neapgl(w,y)]. Hence SU {(z,y’)} is independent in G[H] \ (z,y). This shows that
(z,y) is a shedding vertex of G[H] as desired.

a.2. Suppose that z is a shedding vertex of G, y is a shedding vertex of H, and
S is a maximal independent set of vertices in G[H]\ Ngjpql(z,y)]. If Ny, [y] # Ha,
then S" = {y' € H, | (z,y') € S} # (. Since Sis independent in G[H]\ Nz [(z,y)],
S’ will be independent in H,\ Ng,_[y]. Hence there is a vertex yo € Ny, (y) such that
S"U{yo} is independent. This shows that (z,y0) € Napy((z,y)) and S U {(x, yo)}
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is independent in G[H] \ (z,y). Otherwise assume that Ny [y] = H,. Then if
Ng¢lz] = G, then S = ) and the result clearly holds. Else

S'={2'eG|2 #ux(2y) €S for somey € Hy} #0.

Therefore S’ is an independent set of vertices in G\ Ng[z]. So there is a vertex
xg € Ng(x) such that S" U {zo} is independent. Hence (xo,%0) € N ((2,y)) for
each yg € Hy, and S U {(z9,y0)} is independent in G[H] \ (x,y). These show that
(z,y) is a shedding vertex of G[H].

b. Suppose that (z,y) is a shedding vertex of G[H] and S’ is a maximal inde-
pendent set of vertices in Hy \ Ng,[y]. If S’ = (), the result obviously holds. Else
set S = {(x,y') | ¥ € §'}. It is clear that S is independent in G[H] \ Ngpy[(z, y)].
Hence there exist a vertex (zo,%0) € Napy((x,y)) such that S U {(zo,y0)} is inde-
pendent in G[H] \ (z,y). Since every vertex in U, ¢y () ({2} x Har) is adjacent
to every vertex in S, we should have o = x and yo € Ng_(y). So S’ U{yo} should
be independent as desired. This shows that y is a shedding vertex of H,. (Il

Although by Proposition containing a shedding vertex is feasible for G[H],
but there are examples of vertex decomposable graphs G and H with shedding
vertices such that G[H| is not vertex decomposable. For instance if « is a shedding
vertex of P3, then (P3[Ps]) \ (z,z) is not vertex decomposable, while (z,z) is a
shedding vertex of P3[P;] by Proposition [ZI8(a2). Also, one can easily see that
K>[{Ky, Ps}] is vertex decomposable. These examples illustrate that stating the
following theorem, which is a generalization of vertex decomposable part of [21]
Theorem 1.1], is not without grace.

Theorem 2.19. 1. If H, is complete for every x € V(G), then G[H] is vertex

decomposable if and only if G is vertex decomposable.

2. If G is totally disconnected, then H, is vertex decomposable for every x €
V(Q) if and only if G[H] is vertex decomposable.

3. If G is not totally disconnected and G[H] is a vertex decomposable graph,
then H, is complete for some x € V(Q).

4. If G[H] is vertex decomposable, then G and H,, are also vertex decomposable
for all z € V(G).

Proof. 1. follows from [15, Theorem 3.7].

2. If G is a totally disconnected graph, then G[H] is disjoint union of H,s. So,
in view of Lemma 2.2] H, is vertex decomposable for every x € V(G) if and only
if G[H] is vertex decomposable.

3. immediately follows from Theorem 2T3(3), since every vertex decomposable
graph is shellable.

4. If [V(G[H])| < 2, then the result clearly holds. Suppose inductively that
[V(G[H])| > 2 and the result has been proved for smaller values of |[V(G[H])|. If
G[H] is totally disconnected, then so are G and H,s. Else assume that V(G) =
{z1,...,2,} and H; = H,,. Without loss of generality suppose that (z1,y) is a
shedding vertex of G[H] for some y € V(H;) such that G[H] \ (z1,y) and G[H] \
Neapyl(w1,y)] are vertex decomposable. It can be checked that

GIH]\ (z1,y) = G[H],

GM]\ Nepyl(21,9)] = {z1}[H1 \ Np, [y]] U (G \ Nelz1])[H"],
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where Hl = {Hl\y, HQ, ceey Hn}, G\Ng[Il] = {Ijl, . 5Ijk} and H” = {Hj17 ceey ij}
Note that if H; = {y}, then

GH]\ (z1,9) = (G\21)[{Ha, ..., Hp}].

So we prove the result in each case:

Case I. Hy # {y}. In this case, vertex decomposability of G[H] \ (z1,y) together
with inductive hypothesis implies that G and H; are vertex decomposable for all
2 <i<mand H; \y is vertex decomposable. Now if H; = Ny, [y], then H; is also
vertex decomposable. Otherwise, vertex decomposability of G[H] \ Ngpy[(1,y)]
and Lemma imply that Hy \ Np,[y] is vertex decomposable. It remains to
prove that y is a shedding vertex of H;. To this aim suppose that S is a non-empty
maximal independent set of vertices in Hy \ Ng,[y]. Then S' = {(z1,s) | s € S}tisa
non-empty independent set of vertices in G[H]\ Ngp[(71,y)]. So there is a vertex
(75,9y") € Napyl(w1,y)] such that S"U {(z;,y’)} is independent in G[H] \ (z1,y).
If z; € Ng(z1), then (z;,y') is adjacent to each vertex of S’ and so this is a
contradiction. Hence j = 1,3y’ € Ny (y) and S U {y'} is independent in Hy. These
show that H; is also vertex decomposable.

CaseIl. H; = {y}. Vertex decomposability of G[H]\(x1,y) and G[H]\Ngp[(z1,9)],
Lemma [2:2 and inductive hypothesis establish that G \ 21, G \ Ng[z1] and H;s are
vertex decomposable. Now suppose that S = {z,,..., 2} is a maximal indepen-
dent set of vertices in G \ Ng[z1] . Then for each 1 < ¢ < r choose one vertex
ye, in Hy, and set S = {(x¢,,ys,) | 1 <4 < r}. It is clear that S’ is independent
in G[H] \ Ngpyl(w1,y)]. So there is a vertex (z;,y') € Ngppl(z1,y)] such that
S’ U{(xj,y")} is independent. Since H; = {y}, we should have z; € Ng(x1) and
SU{x;} is independent. This shows that G is also vertex decomposable. O

Corollary 2.20. If G[H] is a vertex decomposable and Cohen-Macaulay graph,
then for each x € V(G), H, is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. By Theorem [2.19(4), H,s are vertex decomposable. On the other hand [24]
Corollary 5.3.12] and [20, Theorem 2] show that H,s are unmixed. Now, the result
follows from [2, Theorem 11.3] and [24] Theorem 5.3.18]. O
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