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COMPONENTWISE LINEAR IDEALS AND EXCHANGE
PROPERTIES

AYESHA ASLOOB QURESHI AND SOMAYEH BANDARI

ABSTRACT. We prove the componentwise linearity of ideals that satisfy a certain
exchange property similar to polymatroidal ideals. We also discuss the compo-
nentwise linearity and exchange properties of ideals of k-covers of totally balanced
weighted hypergraphs.

INTRODUCTION

A graded ideal I C S = Klxy,...,x,)] is called componentwise linear if I\ admits
a linear resolution for all d, where I;5 denotes the ideal generated by all homoge-
neous elements of degree d of I. Componentwise linear ideals were introduced by
Herzog and Hibi in [9], and they appear naturally in combinatorial and algebraic
geometrical contexts; see [3] for insight into such examples. In [9], it is shown that
the Stanley-Reisner ideal In of a simplicial complex A is componentwise linear if
and only if the Alexander dual of A is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay. This result
combinatorially characterizes squarefree componentwise linear ideals. A useful tool
to prove componentwise linearity of an ideal is the notion of linear quotients. Ideals
with linear quotients were introduced by Herzog and Takayama in [12]. In [15, The-
orem 2.7], it is proved that if a monomial ideal I has linear quotients, then it is
componentwise linear. This result is one of the most effective tools while studying
the componentwise linearity of monomial ideals, and it has been applied in several
articles in this context; for example, [1], [2], [3], [14].

In this paper, we discuss componentwise linearity of monomial ideals whose min-
imal monomial generators satisfy certain exchange relations. The ideals with the
non-pure dual exchange property (see Definition 1.1) were introduced in the previous
work [2] by the authors, to discuss the linear quotients property of componentwise
polymatroidal ideal. A monomial ideal I is called polymatroidal if the set of expo-
nent vectors of the minimal monomial generators of I is the set of bases of a discrete
polymatroid; see [10] for more information. Given that the set of bases of a discrete
polymatroid is distinguished by the “exchange property”, it follows that a polyma-
troidal ideal can also be characterized accordingly. Let [ C S = K{zy,...,x,] be a
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monomial ideal generated in a single degree. A monomial ideal I is called polyma-
troidal if its monomial generators enjoy the following exchange property: for any two
minimal monomial generators u,v € I, if deg, (u) > deg, (v), then there exists some
j with deg, (u) < deg, (v) such that z;(u/z;) € I. In other words, after exchanging
x; with z; in u, we again obtain an element of I. We will refer to such properties of
minimal monomial generators of a monomial ideal as exchange properties. Polyma-
troidal ideals have been studied by many authors and hold a special place among
monomial ideals due to their well-tamed algebraic and homological behavior, which
is mainly due to the exchange property satisfied by their generators. For example,
it is known that the product of polymatroidal ideals is again polymatroidal, poly-
matroidal ideals have linear quotients and hence all powers of a polymatroidal ideal
have a linear resolution, see [1]. In [1], authors formulated the definition of compo-
nentwise polymatroidal ideals to introduce a class of monomial ideals that are not
necessarily generated in a single degree and share some of the nice properties that
polymatroidal ideals enjoy. A monomial ideal I is called componentwise polyma-
troidal if /(4 is polymatroidal for all d > 0. It directly follows from the definition of
componentwise polymatroidal ideal that they are componentwise linear. It is natu-
ral to ask that if minimal monomial generators of a componentwise polymatroidal
ideal also satisfy some exchange property similar to that of polymatroidal ideals.
In [2, Proposition 1.2], the authors answered this question affirmatively, and in [2,
Proposition 1.5], they showed that these ideals satisfy the non-pure dual exchange
property. Recently, Ficarra in [7] proved a conjecture of Bandari and Herzog stat-
ing that “all componentwise polymatroidal ideal have linear quotients”; and in his
proof, it was observed that the non-pure dual exchange property of componentwise
polymatroidal ideals plays a vital role. Our aim in this work is to find new classes of
componentwise linear monomial ideals whose minimal monomial generators satisfy
certain exchange property, particularly the non-pure dual exchange property.

The breakdown of this paper is as follows: In Section 1, we prove that ideals with
the non-pure dual exchange property are componentwise linear by showing that
they admit linear quotients. Our proof follows the same ordering of generators as in
work of Ficarra in [7]. Unlike polymatroidal ideals, we observe in Example 1.3 that
powers of ideals with the non-pure dual exchange property do not necessarily belong
to the same class. However, in Theorem 1.2, we show that if I has the non-pure
dual exchange property, then so does mI, where m is the unique graded maximal
ideal of S. In Section 2, we discuss different classes of ideals of k-covers I;(H,w)
of weighted hypergraphs (H,w), also known as intersection of Veronese ideals, see
[8]. Here H is a hypergraph equipped with a weight function w; see Section 2 for a
formal definition. Mohammadi and Moradi in [14], and Francisco and Tyul in [8],
studied the componentwise linearity of Ix(#H,w). In [8], for different classes of H,
the authors showed that I, (H,w) either has linear quotients or it is componentwise
polymatroidal. On the other hand, in [11], authors showed that for different classes
of H, the ideal I} (H,w) is either weakly polymatyroidal or componentwise weakly
poymatroidal. The property of an ideal being componentwise polymatroidal depends
on its ambient ring, as noted in [%, Remark 3.3], whereas the property of being weakly
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polymatroidal depends on the ordering of the variables. The definition of the non-
pure dual exchange property is independent of these restrictions. In Section 2, our
aim is to extend work done in [3] and [11]. We investigate under what conditions on
the edges of H the ideal of k-covers of (H,w) satisfies the non-pure dual exchange
property. We particularly focus on totally balanced hypergraphs, also known as
simplicial forest defined by Faridi in [6]. We prove the non-pure dual exchange
property for the ideal of k-covers of weighted totally balanced hypergraph (H,w) on
vertex set [n] = {1,...,n} and edges

(1) (Theorem 2.1) Jy,...,Js, K such that J;NJ; =N{_,Jy forall1 <i<j<s
and KNJ,=0forallt=1,...,s,
(2) (Theorem 28) Jl, Jg, Jg, J4 such that Jl N Jg = Jl N J4 = JQ N J4 = @, and
Jy C JyU Jg and J3 C Jo U Jy. In this case we let w(J;) = 1, for all 1.
We also prove that the ideal of k-covers of weighted totally balanced hypergraph
with edges Ji, Jo, J3 C [n] such that J; N J3 = () is weakly polymatroidal if w(J;) >
w(Jzy) > w(J3); see Theorem 2.6. We also proivde examples to justify the conditions
on the edges of these hypergraphs.

1. IDEALS WITH THE NON-PURE DUAL EXCHANGE PROPERTY

The ideals with the non-pure dual exchange property were defined in [2] to facili-
tate the study of componentwise polymatroidal ideals. In this section, our main goal
is to show that the ideals with the non-pure dual exchange property are component-
wise linear ideals. To this end, we first recall some required definitions and notions.
Let S = Klzy,...,z,] be a polynomial ring over a field K. For any monomial ideal
I C S, we denote the unique minimal generating set of I by G(I).

Definition 1.1. A monomial ideal I is said to satisfy the non-pure dual exchange
property if, for all u,v € G(I) with deg(u) < deg(v) and for all i such that
deg,,(v) < deg,, (u), there exists j such that deg, (v) > deg, (u) and z;(v/z;) € I.

By virtue of [15, Theorem 2.7], to show that an ideal with the non-pure dual
exchange property is componentwise linear, it is enough to show that it admits linear
quotients. A monomial ideal I C S is said to have linear quotients if there exists
an ordering uq, ..., u,, of its minimal generators such that, for each ¢ = 2,... m,
the colon ideal (uq,...,u;—1) : u; is generated by a subset of the variables. Any
such ordering of G([I) is called an admissible order. Below we show that ideals with
the non-pure dual exchange property admit linear quotients. The admissible order
in the proof below is similar to the one introduced by Ficarra in [7] to prove the
componentwise linearity of componentwise polymatroidal ideals.

Theorem 1.2. Let I be an ideal with the non-pure dual exchange property. Then I
has linear quotients.

Proof. We prove the theorem by induction on |G(I)|. If |G(I)| = 1, then [ is a

principal ideal and it has linear quotients. Now, let |G([)| > 1. We may assume

that all monomials v € G(I) do not have common factor w # 1. Otherwise, we may

consider the ideal I" with G(I') = {u/w | u € G(I)}. Then I’ also has the non-pure
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exchange property, and [ has linear quotients if and only if I’ has linear quotients.
Let d = min{deg(u) : v € G(I)}. After a suitable relabeling, we may assume that
x1 € supp(Iigy). Therefore, we have I = x1I; + I, where x; { u for v € G(I5). Note
that G(I) = G(x11;) UG(I3). We claim that I, C I; and x1; and I are ideals with
the non-pure dual exchange property.

Proof of I C I: Let v € G(I3) and let u € x1[; with deg(u) = d. Therefore,
deg(u) < deg(v). Moreover, deg, (v) =0 < deg, (u). By the definition of the non-
pure dual exchange property, there exists an index j such that deg, (v) > deg, (u)
and z1(v/z;) € I. Thus, there is w € G(I) such that wjz;(v/z;). If w € G(Iy),
then z; t w, so w divides v/x;, which contradicts v € G(I). Hence w € G(z11;). So
w = zyw’ for w’ € I;. Therefore, w' divides v/z;. Hence, w'|v, as desired.

To see x11; has the non-pure dual exchange property, take u,v € G(x11;) C G(I)
with deg(u) < deg(v) and let i be such that deg, (v) < deg,, (u). Since I has
the non-pure dual exchange property and u,v € G(I), there exists j such that
deg, (v) > deg, (u) and w = z;(v/z;) € I. If j # 1, then z; divides w because x;
divide v. If j = 1, then deg, (v) > deg, (u) > 1, which means that z; divides w.
Since w € I, there exists some w’ € G(I) = G(x11;) U G(I3) such that w’ divides
w. If w € G(x11y), then w € z11;, as required. If w' € G(I3), then z; does not
divide w’. Using the fact that w’ and x; divide w and that I, C I;, we obtain
w € x1ly C x114, as required.

Now, we want to show that I has the non-pure dual exchange property. Let
u,v € G(I) C G(I) with deg(u) < deg(v) and let 4 be such that deg, (v) < deg, (u).
Then there exists j such that deg, (v) > deg, (u) and x;(v/x;) € I. Since x1 does
not divide u and v, it follows that z; does not divide z;(v/x;). This shows that
LUZ‘(’U/LU]') c ]2.

Now, since |G(x1];)| and |G(I3)| are strictly less than |G(I)|, and x1; and Iy
are monomial ideals with the non-pure dual exchange property, it follows by our
induction hypothesis that x1[; and I, have linear quotients. Let x,/; has linear

quotients with the admissible order uq, ..., u, and let I5 has linear quotients with the
admissible order vy, ..., vs. We claim that [ has linear quotients with the admissible
order uq,..., U, v1,...,vs. For each | = 2,...,r, the ideal (uy,...,x;_1) : wu; is

generated by variables. Now, let [ € {2,...,s}. Then

(Ugy ooy Uy U1,y 01) 20 = (Uny ey ) S0+ (U1, 01)
= (1l 2 v) + (v1, - v0) Ty
= (S(Zl) + (’01,...,’01_1) LU,

is generated by variables. Note that since v; € I C I and x; t v;, we have that
(1’1[1 . ’Ul) = (1’1) ]

Polymatroidal ideals are distinguished by the fact that the product of polyma-
troidal ideals remains polymatroidal. However, in the following example, we observe
that the powers of ideals with the non-pure dual exchange property need not satisfy
the non-pure dual exchange property.



Example 1.3. Let [ = (2%, 1123, 1170973, ¥373, 1175, Tox3). It can be easily verified
that I has the non-pure dual exchange property. However, I? does not have the non-
pure dual exchange property. To see this, take uw = x3z3 € G(I*) and v = xy73 €
G(I?). Then deg,,(v) < deg,,(u) and z3(v/xs) = x323 & I%.

On the other hand, ideals with the non-pure dual exchange property preserved
their characteristic when multiplied with the unique graded maximal ideal of S, as
shown in the following result.

Proposition 1.4. Let I C K|[x,...,x,] be an ideal with the non-pure dual exchange
property, and m be the unique graded mazimal ideal of S. Then mlI also has the non-
pure dual exchange property.

Proof. Let xpu,xv € G(mI) such that u,v € G(I), and deg(x,u) < deg(xv). We
need to show that for each i with deg, (z,v) < deg,, (z)u), there exists j such that
deg, (zv) > deg, (vxu) and z;(z;v/x;) € mI. The inequality deg(zxu) < deg(zv)
leads to deg(u) < deg(v).

First, suppose that deg,, (z,v) < deg,, (zxu). Since deg,, (v) = deg,, (zv) — 1, we
obtain deg,, (v) < deg,, (u). Hence, there exists j such that deg, (v) > deg, (u)
and v1 = z(v/z;) € I. If deg, (z,v) > deg, (zpu) then w1 = m(zv/z;) €
m/, as required. Otherwise, if deg, (xv) = deg, (zxu), then j = k and j # t.
Also, deg, (v1) = deg, (v) —1 = deg, u. Observe that v; € G(I), otherwise,
there exists w € G(I) with deg(w) < deg(vq) such that w divides vy, then z;w
divides xyv in ml, contradicting the assumption that x;v € G(mI). Further-
more, we also have deg, (u) — deg, (v) > 2 because deg,, (v;v) < deg,,(w;u).
Hence deg,, (v1) < deg,,(u). Then there exists some x, such that deg,, (v;) >
deg,,(u) and x;(vi/xg) € I. Since | # j and | # t, we conclude that deg,, (7,v) =
deg,,(v) = deg,,(v1) > deg,,(x;u). Furthermore, x;(v/x¢) = (v /7;2,) € I gives
xj(xy(v1/20)) = ze(2v/20) € mI, as required.

Now let deg, (7;v) < deg, (z)u), for some i # t. Then deg, (v) = deg, (z,v). We
have following two cases to consider.

Case 1: Let i # k. Then deg, (u) = deg, (zxu), and deg, (v) < deg, (u).
There exists x; such that deg, (v) > deg, (u) and z;(v/z;) € 1. If deg, (zv) >
deg, (zyu), then z;(zv/x;) € ml, as required. Otherwise, deg, (z;v) = deg, (zxu),
which is the case if and only if deg, (v)—1 = deg, (u), j = k and j # ¢. In this case,
we compare deg, (z,v) and deg, (z;u). If deg,, (z,v) > deg, (z;u), then x;(xv/x,) €
m/, and we are done. If deg, (z,v) < deg,, (z;u), then deg,, (v) < deg,,(u), because
J # t. We again argue as before. There exists some p such that deg, v > deg, u
and z(v/x,) € I. 1f deg, (v,v) > deg, (zju), then z;(xv,v/x,) € ml, as required.
Otherwise p = j and vy, = x4(v/x;) € G(I) because x,v € G(mI). Note that
deg,, vy = deg, v < deg,, u and deg, v, = deg, (v) — 1 = deg, (u). Therefore,
there exists some [ # j with deg, (v2) > deg, (u) such that z;(vy/2;) € I. More-
over, deg, (v,v) = deg,, (v2) > deg, (u) = deg, (v;u). This shows that x;(vy/z;) =
x;ixy(v/z;;) € I, and consequently z;x,(v/x;) € ml.
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Case 2: Let i = k. Then deg, (7yu) = deg, (z;u) = deg,, u + 1. This leads to

further two subcases:
Case 2.1: Let deg, (v) = deg,, (u). If deg,,(v) < deg,,(u), then there exists some
j such that deg, (v) > deg, (u) and z;(v/x;) € I. Since j # i and j # t, we have
deg, (z:v) = deg, (v) > deg, (u) = deg, (z;u) and z;z(v/z;) € ml as required.
Otherwise, deg,, (v) > deg,,(u), which gives deg,, (z;v) > deg,, (w;u), and then
zi(zw/x,) € ml.

Case 2.2: Let deg,, (v) < deg,, (u). Then there exists some j such that deg, (v) >
deg, (u) and z;(v/z;) € I. Since j # i, we have deg, (w;u) = deg, (u), therefore,
deg, (zv) > deg, (v) > deg, (u) = deg, (w;u), then z;(z;v/x;) € mI, as required.

U

2. COMPONENTWISE LINEARITY AND EXCHANGE PROPERTY OF IDEALS OF
k-COVERS OF HYPERGRAPHS

A finite hypergraph H on the vertex set V(#) is a collection of edges F(H) =
{J1,....Jn} with J; C V(H) and J; # 0 for all ¢ = 1,...,m. Throughout the
following text, we let V(#H) = [n]. A weighted hypergraph is a hypergraph H
together with an integer valued weight function w : E(H) — N. For any k£ € N,
a k-cover of a weighted hypergraph (H,w) is a vector ¢ = (¢1,...,¢,) € N” that
satisfies the condition Y ,c;¢; > kw(J) for all J € E(H). For every edge J € E(H),
let m; be the ideal generated by the variables x; with ¢ € J. Following [l 1], we
set I(H,w) == Nyepayms”). The ideal I (H,w) = Nyepmnmy ) is called ideal of
k-covers of (H,w), as described in [I1]. The ideal I}3(H,w) can also be viewed as
intersection of Veronese ideals, as defined in [3]. Mohammadi and Moradi in [11]
and Francisco and Tyul in [3] studied the componentwise linearity of Iy(#H,w) for
different classes of hypergraphs. The aim of this section is to extend their work and
also to find under what conditions on the edges of H, the ideal of k-covers of (H,w)
satisfies some exchange property. In the following work, we discuss componentwise
linearity of some classes of totally balanced weighted hypergraphs. To this end, we
recall some definitions and notations.

Let H be a hypergraph. A sequence vy, Ji,vs, Jo, ..., vs, Js, 511 = v1 of distinct
edges Ji, ..., Js and distinct vertices vy, ..., v, of H is called a cycle of length s in H
if v;,v;41 € J;, foralli =1,...,s. Such a cycle is called special if no edge contains
more than two vertices of the cycle. The concept of special cycles in hypergraph
generalizes the notion of cycles in graphs. Hypergraphs without any special cycles
of length greater than three are called totally balanced hypergraphs, see [3, Chapter
5]. In the language of simplicial comlexes, totally balanced hypergraphs correspond
to simplcial forests, introduced by Faridi in [5]. The edge ideals of totally balanced
hypergraphs possess many nice properties as noted in [5] and [0]. For example, it
is shown in [0, Corollaries 5.5 and 5.6] that if #H is a totally balanced hypergraph
(equivalently, a simplicial forest), then the ideal of 1-covers of H is componentwise
linear. In the following theorem, we consider a special class of totally balanced
weighted hypergraphs, whose ideals of k-covers admit the non-pure dual exchange

property, and hence they are componentwise linear.
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Theorem 2.1. Let .Jy,...,Js, K C [n] be such that J; N J; = N;_1Jy for all1 <i <
j<sand KNJ;, =0 forallt =1,...,s. Then for any positive integers a, ..., as, b,
the ideal I = m$ NmPN---Nmy Nmb C S = Klx,...,2,] has the non-pure dual
exchange property.

Proof. Let B = N{_,J;, and set A; = J;\ B for all ¢ = 1,...,s. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that a; < --- < a4, and J; # J; for all distinct ¢ and j.
For any monomial w € S, we write w = wy - - - wsw'w”h such that supp(w;) C A,
forallt=1,...,s, supp(w’) C B and supp(w”) C K, and h is some monomial with
supp(h) N [J3 U+ U JgU K] =0. Then w € I if and only if for each t = 1,..., s,

(1) deg(w') + deg(w;) > a; and deg(w”) > b.

Moreover, if w € G(I), then h = 1 and using a; < - -+ < a4, we have the following:

(i) deg(w”) = b and deg(w') < as,. Moreover, deg(w’) = ay if and only if
deg(w;) =0, forallt =1,...,s.

(ii) For each t = 1,...,s, deg(w;) # 0 if and only if deg(w’) < a;. Moreover, if

deg(w') < a; for some t = 1,..., s, then deg(w’) + deg(w;) = a,.

Indeed, if deg(w’) < a4, then deg(w,;) # 0 is a direct consequence of (1).

On the other hand, if deg(w;) # 0, and deg(w’) > a, then w/w; € I because

it satisfies the inequalities in (1) and strictly divides w, a contradiction to
the assumption that w € G(I).

(iii) Combining (ii) with deg(w’) < a4, we obtain deg(w’) + deg(w,) = a,. This

gives
s s—1
(2) deg(w) = > deg(w;) + deg(w’) + deg(w”) =Y deg(wy) + a, + b.
t=1 =1

Moreover, we have as + b < deg(w) < 37, a; + b.

Let u,v € G(I) and u = uy -+ -usu'v” and v = vy -+ - v,0'v" as described above.
Now, we show that [ has the non-pure dual exchange property. To do this, let
deg(u) < deg(v) and deg, (v) < deg, (u) for some i. We need to show that there
exists j such that deg, (v) > deg, (u) and z;(v/z;) € I. We consider the following
cases:

Case 1: Let ¢ € K. Since deg(u”) = deg(v”) = b, it follows that there exists some
Jj € K such that deg, (v) > deg, (u). Then for any such j, the monomial x;(v/x;)
satisfies both inequalities in (1) and hence z;(v/x;) € 1.

Case 2: Let i € B. Since u,v € G(I) and deg(u”) = deg(v") = b, there exists
some j € Ui_;J; such that deg, (v) > deg, (u). Then for any such j, the monomial
x;(v/z;) satisfies both inequalities in (1) and hence z;(v/x;) € 1.

Case 3: Let i € Ay, for some p =1,...,s. Then 0 < deg(u,) which together
with (i) gives that deg(u’) < as.

Subcase 3.1: Let a5 + b = deg(v). Since deg(u) < deg(v), it follows from (iii)
that a, +b = deg(u). Then due to (2), we have S5~{ deg(u;) = 0 = 5=} deg(v,),
that is deg(u;) = 0 = deg(vy), forallt =1,...,s—1. Since 0 < deg(u,), we conclude
p = s, that is i € A,. We can write u = u,u'u” and v = v0'v".
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If there exists some j € A, such that deg, (v) > deg, (u), then z;(v/z;) satisfies
both inequalities in (1) and hence z;(v/x;) € I, as required. If no such j exists,
then deg(vs) < deg(us), which in return gives deg(v’) > deg(u’). Then there exists
some j € B such that deg, (v) > deg, (u). The first inequality of (1) together with
deg(u;) = 0, for all t = 1,...,s — 1 gives deg(u') = deg(u') + deg(us) > a;. This
gives deg(v') > deg(u') > a; for all t = 1,...,s — 1. Then for v, the inequalities in
(1) takes the following form: for allt =1,...,s — 1, we have

(3) deg(v') + deg(vy) = deg(v') > az, deg(v') + deg(vs) = as, and deg(v”) > 0.

Due to (3), the monomial z;(v/z;) satisfies both inequalities in (1) and hence
z;i(v/x;) € I, as required.

Subcase 3.2: Now, we consider the final case when as + b < deg(v). Then
following (i) and (2) gives deg(v') < as. On the other hand, we have deg(u’) < as.
Now, let £ and ¢ be the minimum integers such that deg(u’) < a; and deg(v') < ay.
If { = s, then a; < deg(v’) for all ¢t = 1,...,s — 1. Then using (ii) and (2) gives
deg(v) = as + b, a contradiction. Therefore, ¢ < s.

Claim: deg(v’) < deg(u’).

Assume that the claim holds. Since 0 < deg(u,), using (ii), we have deg(u') < a,
and a,—deg(u') = deg(u,). Now, using the assumption that the claim holds, we have
deg(v') < deg(u') < ap. Again from (ii), we obtain that deg(u,) = a, — deg(v') <
ap — deg(v') = deg(vp). Therefore, there exists some j € Ay, such that deg, (v) >
deg, (u), and for any such j, the monomial x;(v/z;) satisfies both inequalities in
(1). Hence z;(v/x;) € I, as required. Now, it only remains to prove the claim.

Proof of claim: If ¢ < k, then by the minimality of ¢ and k, we have deg(v') <
ay < deg(u') < ag. This gives, deg(v') < deg(u’), as required.

Now, suppose that k£ < ¢. Using (ii) and (2), we have

s—1 s—1

deg(v Zdeg v) + as + b and deg(u Zdeg u) +as+b
t=( t=k
which gives
s—1
(4) 0 < deg(v) — deg(u Z deg(ve) — > deg(uy).
t=k

If k = ¢, then using (4) together with (ii) and a; < --- < as_; gives

s—1

s—1
0 < deg(v) — deg(u) = _ deg(v;) Z deg(uy)

=t
s—1 —

= [a; — deg(v Z — deg(u
=t =t

= (s — O)[deg(u) — deg(v/)].

Since s — ¢ > 0, the claim holds. On the other hand, if k < ¢, then deg(u') < a; <
deg(v') < a, gives deg(u’) < deg(v'). Moreover, using (4) together with (ii) and
8



ap < -+ < ag_y gives

w
|
—

0 < deg(v) — deg(u) = » deg(v:) — z:: deg(uy) — Sz:: deg(uy)

T
— s

[deg(vy) — deg(us)] — z deg(u,)

~

— (s — 0)[deg(u) — deg(v))] — gdeg<ut>.

Then (s—¢)[deg(u) —deg(v')] > /2t deg(uy). But s—¢ > 0 and deg(u') —deg(v') <
0, we obtain ¢=} deg(u;) < 0, which is false. This shows that k < ¢ does not hold.
This completes proof of claim. O

In [14], it is shown that the ideals discussed in above theorem are in fact weakly
polymatroidal. By setting K = ) in Theorem 2.1, we recover [3, Corollary 3.2].

Corollary 2.2. Let Ji,Jy C [n] and let a and b be positive integers. Then I =
mg NmY, C K(zq,...,z,] satisfies the non-pure dual exchange property.

It is shown in [8, Theorem 4.3] that the ideal of k-covers of any weighted hyper-
graph with three edges is componentwise linear. However, such ideals need not to be
componentwise polymatroidal. This prompts the natural question of whether these
ideals satisfy some exchange property on their generators. In the following example,
we observe that these ideals may not possess the non-pure dual exchange property,
even when the hypergraph is totally balanced.

Example 2.3. Let mj, = (x1,22), my, = (22, 23,24), My, = (24, 25), I = my N
my, Nmy,. It is easy to see that .Jy, Jo, J3 determine a totally balanced hypergraph.
Consider the monomial u = zyx5 and v = z124 in G(I). We have deg(u) = deg(v)
and deg,_(v) < deg,_(u), but x125 and 425 do not belong to I. This shows that [
does not have the non-pure dual exchange property.

Next, we show that for any totally balanced weighted hypergraph (H,w) with
three edges, the ideal of k-covers of (H,w) is weakly polymatroidal with some condi-
tions on w. The exchange property satisfied by polymatroidal ideals was generalized
by Hibi and Kokubo in [13] through the introduction of so-called weakly polyma-
troidal ideals. These ideals, as studied and defined in [13], are generated in the same
degree. This definition was further extended by Mohammadi and Moradi in [11],
where they considered weakly polymatroidal ideals that are not necessarily gener-
ated in the same degree. Below we recall the definition of weakly polymatroidal
ideals as given in [11].

Definition 2.4. Let u,v € S = K|x1,...,x,] be two monomials with w = x{* - - - x%
and v = xll’l - xfl" Let > denote the pure lexicographical order induced on S with
respect to the total order of variables x;; > --- > x; . Then u > v if and only if
deg,, (u) = deg,, (v) for some k=1,...,t =1 and deg,, (u) > deg,, (v).

9



A monomial ideal I C S is called weakly polymatroidal if for every two monomials
w = P 2% and v = 2 -2l with u >y v and deg,, (u) = deg,, (v) for
some k = 1,...,t — 1 and deg, (u) > deg, (v), there exists some j such that

v, (v/y,) € 1.

Remark 2.5. Weakly polymatroidal ideals and ideals with the non-pure dual ex-
change property are not necessarily equivalent. For example, consider any weakly
polymatroidal ideal I generated in degree d such that I is not polymatoridal. Ac-
cording to [2, Proposition 1.4], such an ideal I does not satisfy the non-pure dual
exchange property . On the other hand, let I = (zox3, 22x3). This ideal satisfies the
non-pure dual exchange property. However [ is not weakly polymatroidal.

It is important to note that the definition of weakly polymatroidal ideal depends
on the total order of variables.

Theorem 2.6. Let Jy, Jo, J3 C [n] such that ;N J3 =0 and S = Klxq,. .., x,].
Then for any positive integers a1 > ay > as, the ideal I = mG Nm7 Nm7 is weakly
polymatroidal.

Proof. If either J, N Jy, = () or J3 N Jy = 0, then the assertion holds due to Theo-
rem [14, Theorem 2.4]. Now, assume that J; N Jy # 0 and J3 N Jy # (). To show [
is weakly polymatroidal, first we introduce a total order on the variables of S. We
set the following notations.

(1) { = Jl N Jg, Jé = JQ N J3,

(2) J” = Jl \ JQ, Jé, = Jg \ (Jl U Jg), and Jg = Jg \ J2.

With above notations, we have J; = J/ U Jj, Jo = JiUJSUJY, and J5 = J, U JY.
Set K = [n]\ (J1 U Jy U J3). For any variable z;, the index ¢ belongs to a unique
set among Ji, J3, J{, J3, J{, K. For each of these sets, choose any ordering of the
variables with indices in it, and then we set a total order on all variables such that
x; < x; if and only if in the following list, the set to which ¢ belongs to appear before
the set to which j belongs to

! " ! " "
T T T T T K.

In other words, we first list the variables with indices in J{, then we list the variables

with indices in Ji'. After that we continue with listing the variables with indices in

%, and so on. Once all the variables with indices in J; U Jy U J3 are listed, then
continue listing the rest of the variables in K.

Given any monomial w, we write w = wjwhw]wjwih such that supp(w;) C J; for

t = 1,2 and supp(w)) C J; for t = 1,2,3, and supp(h) C K. Then w € [ if and

only if
ar < deg(w}) + deg(wy),

(5) as < deg(w}) + deg(wj) + deg(wy),
az < deg(wy) + deg(wy).

Moreover, if w € G(I), then a; = deg(w]) + deg(w/). To justify this, we argue in
similar way as in Theorem 2.8. Suppose that a; < deg(w}) + deg(w?]). If deg(w}) >
10



a; then by setting @] to be any monomial that divides w] with a; = deg(w}),
we obtain @ = wjwhw{wiwi € I because it satisfies (5). Also, w strictly divides
w, a contradiction to w € G(I). Therefore, deg(w}) < a; holds. Then a; <
deg(w}) + deg(w?) gives 0<a — deg(wl) < deg( 7). Now, we set w] to be any
monomial that divides w/ with deg(w]) = a; —deg(w}), and take w = wlwgw;’wgwg
Then @ satisfies (5) and strictly divides w, a contradiction to w € G(I). Hence,
w € G(I) gives a; = deg(w}) + deg(w!).
From above discussion, we conclude that w € G([) if and only if A = 1 and

ay = deg(wy) + deg(wy),
(6) az < deg(w}) + deg(w;) + deg(wy),
az < deg(ws) + deg(wf).

Let u = vwjubuiujuy, and v = vjvhv{vivy be two elements in G(I) with u > v
Let i € [n] be such that deg, (u) > deg, (v) and for all z, > x;, we have deg, (u) =
deg, (v). To show I is weakly polymatroidal, we need to find a suitable j such that
x; > z; and z;(v/x;) € I. We consider the following cases:

Case 1: Let i € supp(u)) C Ji. If there exists some j € supp(v}) for which z; > x;,
then z;(v/x;) € I because z;(v/x;) satisfies the inequalities in (5). Otherwise, we
have deg(v]) < deg(u}). Since deg(ul) + deg(uf) = a1 = deg(v]) + deg(v]) due to
(6), we obtain deg(v)) > deg(uf) > 0, and there exists some j € supp(v ”) Then
x; > x; and z;(v/x;) € I because :El(v/atj) satisfies the inequalities in (5).

Case 2: Let ¢ € supp(u) C J7. Then u} = v} and it follows from the equality in
(6) that deg(u}) = deg(v ) Smce deg, (u) > deg, (v), we obtain some j € supp(vy)
for which deg, (u) < deng( v). This gives z; < x;. Furthermore, z;(v/x;) € I
because x;(v/x;) satisfies the inequalities in (5)

Case 3: Let i € supp(ujy) C J5. Then u) = v| and u}] = v}. We claim that either
there exists some j € supp(vh) with z; < x; or supp(v4) Usupp(vf) # (. If the claim
holds then there exists some j such that z; < z; and z;(v/z;) € I because z;(v/x;)
satisfies the inequalities in (5), and we are done.

Suppose that no such j € supp(vj) exists and supp(vy) Usupp(vy) = 0. Then v}
strictly divides uf and deg(v4) = 0 = deg(vj). This gives v = u’lu’l’vé and v strictly
divides u. This implies that w is not a minimal generator of I, a contradiction.
Hence, the claim holds.

Case 4: Let ¢ € supp(u}). Then u) = v, uf = v} and ujy = v}. Assume that
deg(ub) > as. Then the monomial u/uj € I because it satisfies the inequalities
in (5). Since deg(uj) # 0, it yields w/u} strictly divides u, a contradiction to
u being a minimal generator of I. Therefore, we have deg(u)) < as. This also
shows in the case when deg(u}) # 0, the last inequality of (6) is indeed an equality
deg(uf) + deg(uf) = ag, otherwise we would have u & G(I), a contradiction.

Since v} = uj, it yields deg(v}) = deg(u2) < as, and consequently deg(vy) =
deg(uf) = a3z — deg(uz) Now, since uj # v§ and u > v, it follows that there
exists some j € supp(vjy) with z; < ;. Furthermore xl(v/xj) € I because z;(v/x;)

satisfies the mequahtles in (5), and we are done.
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Case 5: Let ¢ € supp(uj). Then u} = of, u] = of, vy = v}, uf = v§. Since
v does not divide u because u € G(I), we obtain some j € supp(vy) for which
deg, (u) < deg, (v). Then x; < x; and x;(v/x;) € I because x;(v/x;) satisfies the
inequalities in (5). O

Remark 2.7. The conditions a; > as > a3 and J; N J3 = () introduced in Theo-
rem 2.6 are needed. We justify this in the following examples.

(1) Let a1, as and a3 be any positive integers. Then I described in Theorem 2.6
need not to be weakly polymatroidal with respect to the total order described
in Theorem 2.6. To see this, take my, = (x1,22), my, = (T2, x3,24), My, =
(r4,5), and I = mJ1 ﬂmJ2 ﬂmi. Then zy > 11 > x4 > x5 > 3, and
w32 > rird. But adry ¢ 1.

(2) The condition J;N.J5 is necessary in Theorem 2.6. In other words, if H is not a
totally balanced hypergraph then its ideal of k-covers need not to be weakly
polymatroidal. For example, take my; = (x1,29,23), my, = (3,74, T5),
my, = (21,25, 26), and I = m3 Nm%, Nm3. We claim that I is not weakly
polymatroidal with respect to any total order on the variables x4, ..., z¢. To
prove this, first observe that for I to be weakly polymatroidal we must have
T5 > . To see this consider the monomials zZz? and z3z3z2. If 24 > w5,
then z3z3x2 > 2222 but x4x§x5,x4x2x§,x6x§x5,x6x2x5 ¢ I. Similarly, one
can see I3 > x4, by comparing z3z2 and z3z2z2. Indeed, if x4 > x3, then

ZL’%I’41’6 > 1'31'6, but ZL’Ql’gl’%, $2$§$6,1’41’3£E%,1’41’3£L’6 ¢ I.

Since the role of x1, x3 and x5 is symmetrical, we may choose to set xq >

T3 > x5. Then together with x5 > x4 and x3 > 74, we have 2223 > z17375

but z?z3 and r?zs are not in I. Hence I is not weakly polymatoridal.

In [8, Remark 4.4], authors provided an example of a hypergraph with four edges
(which can also be viewed as the ideal of a tetrahedral curve), that is not componen-
twise linear. We recall this example. Let I = (x1,x2) N (22, 23) N (23, 24) N (24, 21).
Then [ is an ideal of 1-covers, or simply the vertex cover ideals, of a cycle of length
4. Tt can be easily verified that [ is not componentwise linear. Below, we investigate
the case of totally balanced hypergraphs with four edges under certain conditions.
In fact, we consider a class of hypergraphs on four edges which takes form of a path
graph on five vertices if all the edges have size two. In the sequel, we denote the
union of two disjoint sets A and B with A Ll B.

Theorem 2.8. Let Jy, Jo, J3, Jy C [n] such that

(1) J1QJ3:J1QJ4:JQQJ4:®,

(2) JQ Q Jl UJ3 and Jg Q JQUJ4.
Then for any positive integer a, the ideal I = m§ Nmy Nmf Nmj C S =
K[xq,...,x,)] satisfies the non-pure dual exchange property.

Proof. First, we introduce some notations as follows:

(i) for each t = 1,2,3, set J| := J; N Jyq1,
(11) J{, = Jl \ JQ, and JZ = J4 \ Jg.
12



With above notations, we have J; = Jy U JY, Jo = Jy U J}, J3 = Jjy 1 Jj, and
Jy = Ji U JJ. For any variable x;, the index ¢ belongs to a unique set among
Ji, g g5 JY Y. Given any monomial w € S, we write w = wjwiwiw]w]h such
that supp(w;) C J; for t = 1,2,3 and supp(w;) C J/ for t = 1,4, and h is any
monomial with support in [n]\ (J; U---UJy). Then w € I if and only if

(7)

Moreover, w € G(I) if and only if h =1 and

a = deg(w}) + deg(wy) = deg(ws) + deg(wy),
) @ < deg(w}) + deg(u),

a < deg(w)) + deg(w).

To see why above statement holds, suppose that a < deg(w]) + deg(wy). We
first observe that deg(w}) < a. Indeed, if deg(w}]) > a, then by setting w] to be
any monomial that divides w] with a = deg(w}), we obtain @ = wWjwiwiww}] € I
because it satisfies (7). Also, w strictly divides w, a contradiction to w € G(I).
Therefore, deg(w]) < a holds. Then a < deg(w]) +deg(w}) gives 0 < a —deg(w]) <
deg(wy). Set @} to be any monomial that divides w] with a — deg(w}) = deg(wy),
and take w = wjwhwiw]w]. Then @ satisfies (7) and strictly divides w, a contra-
diction to w € G(I). Therefore, we have a = deg(w]) + deg(w}) as claimed in (8).
Arguing in a similar way we can show that a = deg(w}) 4+ deg(w}). Moreover, the
inequalities in (8) are due to (7).

Using first equality in (8), we obtain

(9) deg(w) = deg(w]) + deg(wy) + deg(wy) + deg(w) + deg(w)) = 2a + deg(wy).

Let u = vjujuiuful, and v = viviviv{v] such that deg(u) < deg(v). Let i be

such that deg, (u) > deg, (v). To show I has the non-pure dual exchange property,
we need to find a suitable j such that deg, (u) < deg, (v) and z;(v/x;) € 1. We
consider the following cases:

Case 1: Let i € J] where t € {1,3} . First let £ = 1. The discussion is same
when ¢ = 3. If there exists some j € Jj for which deg, (u) < deg, (v), then
z;i(v/x;) € I because x;(v/x;) satisfies the inequalities in (7). Otherwise, we have
deg(v]) < deg(u}). Since deg(u}) + deg(uf) = a = deg(v]) + deg(vy), we obtain
deg(vy) > deg(uf), and there exists some j € Ji for which deg, (u) < deg, (v).
Then z;(v/x;) € I because x;(v/z;) satisfies the inequalities in (7).

Case 2: Let i € J;. Since deg(u) < deg(v), we obtain deg(uj) < deg(v}) because
of (9). This gives some j € J; for which deg, (u) < deg, (v). Then z;(v/z;) € I
because x;(v/x;) satisfies the inequalities in (7).

Case 3: Let ¢ € J/' where t € {1,4} . First let ¢t = 1. The discussion is same
when ¢ = 4. If there exists some j € Ji' for which deg, (u) < deg, (v), then
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zi(v/z;) € I because z;(v/x;) satisfies the inequalities in (7). Otherwise, we have
deg(v]) < deg(uf). Since deg(u}) + deg(uy)) = a = deg(v}) + deg(v]), we obtain
deg(u}) < deg(v}), and there exists some j € J; for which deg, (u) < deg, (v). Let
w = z;(v/x;). To show w € I, it is enough to show that it satisfies the second
inequality in (7) because w satisfies the other inequalities in (7). Since deg(u) <
deg(v), we obtain deg(u)) < deg(vh) because of (9). Using deg(u}) < deg(v}) gives

a < deg(u)) + deg(uy) < deg(v]) + deg(vy).

Therefore, a < deg(v}) + deg(vj). Since deg(w]) = deg(v]) — 1 and deg(w}) =
deg(v}), we obtain a < deg(w]) + deg(w}), as required. O

One can modify the proof of above theorem to obtain the following result that we
state as corollary of above theorem.

Corollary 2.9. Let Jy, Jo, J3 C [n] such that Jy N J3 =0, and Jo C J; U J3, then
for any positive integer a, the ideal I = mG NmG, NmY, satisfies the non-pure dual
exchange property.

Note that in Example 2.3 the ideal I failed to have the non-pure dual exchange
property because Jo € J; U J3. In the following remark, we justify the conditions
on J;'s given in Theorem 2.8.

Remark 2.10. (1) The ideals described in Theorem 2.8 need not to have the
non-pure dual exchange property if any of the equality in the statement (2)
of Theorem 2.8 is violated. For example m;, = (z1,22), my, = (22, 3),
my, = (@3,24,75), My, = (x5,26), and I = m3 Nmj, Nmj Nm3. Let
u = T1T9x3x? and v = zixizi. Then w,v € G(I), deg(u) < deg(v) and
deg,, (v) < deg,, (u) but zyz3zjxg/x; for any i = 2,4,6 is not in 1.

(2) The ideals described in Theorem 2.8 need not to have the non-pure dual
exchange property if we consider I = m7 Nm% Nm7 Nm7, with a; # a; for
some ¢ and j. For example m;, = (x1,22), my, = (z2,23), my, = (23, 24),
my, = (x4, 25), and I = m3 Nm3, Nm3, Nmy,. Then u = z12,w324, v = 323
are in G(I) and deg,, (v) < deg,, (u), but zy2524, 212907 & I. Therefore, I
does not have the non-pure dual exchange property.

(3) The ideals described in Theorem 2.8 need not to have the non-pure dual
exchange property if we extend the construction to hypergraphs with five
edges. For example my, = (x1,22), my, = (z2,23), my, = (r3,24), My, =
(x4, 25), my, = (x5, 26) and [ = my, Nmy,NmyNmy,Nmy,. Then v = x 2375,
v = Tow4x5 are in G(I) and deg, (v) < deg, (u), but 12925, x17475 & 1.
Therefore, I does not have the non-pure dual exchange property.
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