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REGULARITY OF INTEGRAL CLOSURES OF EDGE IDEALS OF

WEIGHTED ORIENTED GRAPHS

NGUYEN CONG MINH, THANH VU, AND GUANGJUN ZHU

Dedicated to Professor Bernd Ulrich on the occasion of his 70th birthday

Abstract. We prove that the regularity cannot increase when taking the integral
closure for edge ideals of arbitrary weighted oriented graphs.

1. Introduction

Küronya and Pintye [KP] studied the relationship between the log-canonical thresh-
olds and the Castelnouvo-Mumford regularity of coherent sheaves of ideals in projec-
tive spaces and made the following striking conjecture

Conjecture 1.1. Let I be a homogeneous ideal in a polynomial ring S = k[x1, . . . , xn]
over a field k. Denote by I the integral closure of I. Then

reg(I) ≤ reg(I),

where reg denotes the Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity.

Integral closures of ideals also play an important role in the multiplicity and sin-
gularity theory [PTUV, R, T, UV]. To our knowledge, very little is known about
this conjecture even for monomial ideals, partly due to the fact that computing the
integral closure of an ideal is a difficult problem. In [MV1], Minh and Vu proved
that reg(Is) = reg(Is) for natural exponents s ≤ 4 for arbitrary edge ideals of simple
graphs and arbitrary natural exponents s when I is the Stanley-Reisner ideal of a
one-dimensional simplicial complex. In this paper, we prove Conjecture 1.1 for edge
ideals of arbitrary weighted oriented graphs. Let us recall the notion of weighted
oriented graphs and their edge ideals.

Let (D,E,w) be a weighted oriented graph without isolated vertices, where w :
V (D) → Z+ is a weight function on the vertex set of D. Assume that D has |V (D)| =
n vertices. We then identify the set of vertices of D with the set [n] = {1, . . . , n}.
The edge ideal of (D,E,w) is defined by

I(D,w) =
(
xix

w(j)
j | (i, j) ∈ E(D)

)
⊆ S = k[x1, . . . , xn].

The edge ideal of a weighted oriented graph was introduced in [GMSVV, PRT], where
the authors described the primary decomposition of I(D,w) and studied the unmixed
and Cohen-Macaulay properties of I(D,w). When w(j) = 1 for all j ∈ [n], then
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I(D,w) = I(G) is the usual edge ideal of the underlying undirected graph G associ-
ated with D. Hence, we assume that w is nontrivial, i.e., w(j) > 1 for some vertex
j ∈ [n], which is not a source vertex of D.

In [MVZ], we classified all integrally closed edge ideals of weighted oriented graphs.
Indeed, when the weights are nontrivial, most of them are not integrally closed. In
this paper, we prove

Theorem 1.2. Let (D,E,w) be an arbitrary weighted oriented graph. Then

reg
(
I(D,w)

)
≤ reg(I(D,w)).

Our proof relies on a careful analysis of the degree complexes associated with the
integral closure of I(D,w) and a framework for comparing the regularity of monomial
ideals laid out in [MNPTV]. We further compute the regularity of integral closures of
arbitrary weighted oriented complete graphs.

Theorem 1.3. Let (D,E,w) be a weighted oriented complete graph on n ≥ 2 vertices.

Then

reg
(
I(D,w)

)
= max{w(j) | j = 1, . . . , n}+ 1.

2. Degree complexes and integral closures of monomial ideals

In this section, we discuss the Stanley-Reisner correspondence, degree complexes of
monomial ideals, Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity, and integral closures of monomial
ideals. We refer to [MNPTV, MV1] for more information.

Throughout the paper, we denote by S = k[x1, . . . , xn] a standard graded polyno-
mial ring over an arbitrary field k.

2.1. Stanley-Reisner correspondence. Let ∆ be a simplicial complex on [n] =
{1, . . . , n}. For a face F ∈ ∆, the link of F in ∆ is defined by

lk∆ F = {G ∈ ∆ | F ∪G ∈ ∆, F ∩G = ∅}.
For each subset F of [n], let xF =

∏
i∈F xi be a squarefree monomial of S. We now

recall the Stanley-Reisner correspondence.

(1) For a squarefree monomial ideal I ⊆ S, the Stanley-Reinser complex of I is
defined by ∆(I) = {F ⊆ [n] | xF /∈ I}.

(2) For a simplicial complex ∆ on the vertex set [n], the Stanley-Reisner ideal of
∆ is defined by I∆ = (xF | F /∈ ∆).

(3) The Stanley-Reisner ring of ∆ is k[∆] = S/I∆.

From the definition, we have the following simple properties, see e.g., [S].

Lemma 2.1. Let I, J be squarefree monomial ideals of S = k[x1, . . . , xn]. Then

(1) ∆(I) is a cone over t ∈ [n] if and only if xt does not divide any minimal

generator of I.
(2) ∆(I + J) = ∆(I) ∩∆(J).
(3) ∆(I ∩ J) = ∆(I) ∪∆(J).
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Definition 2.2. The q-th reduced homology group of ∆ with coefficients k, denoted

by H̃q(∆; k), is the q-th homology group of the augmented oriented chain complex of
∆ over k.

A simplicial complex ∆ is called acyclic if H̃i(∆; k) = 0 for all i.

Remark 2.3. Let ∆ be a simplicial complex. Then

(1) H̃−1(∆; k) 6= 0 if and only if ∆ is the empty complex (i.e., ∆ = {∅}).
(2) If ∆ is a cone over some t ∈ [n] or ∆ is the void complex (i.e., ∆ = ∅), then it

is acyclic.

2.2. Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity and degree complexes of monomial

ideals. Let m = (x1, . . . , xn) be the maximal homogeneous ideal of S. For a finitely
generated graded S-module L, the Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity (or regularity for
short) of L is

reg(L) = max{i+ j | H i
m
(L)j 6= 0},

where H i
m
(L) denotes the i-th local cohomology module of L with respect to m. For

a non-zero proper homogeneous ideal J of S, we have reg(J) = reg(S/J) + 1. When
I is a monomial ideal, we have

Lemma 2.4. Let I be a monomial ideal and x be a variable of S. Then

reg(I + (x)) ≤ reg(I).

Proof. See [CHHKTT, Corollary 4.8] or [MNPTV, Corollary 2.20]. �

To proceed further, we introduce some notation. For an exponent a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈
N

n, we denote by xa the monomial xa1
1 · · ·xan

n in S and |a| = a1+· · ·+an. The support
of a is supp a = {i ∈ [n] | ai 6= 0}.
Definition 2.5. Let I be a monomial ideal of S and a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ N

n be an
exponent. The degree complex of I in degree a is defined by

∆a(I) = ∆(
√
I : xa).

An ideal of the form
√
I : xa is called an associated radical of I. Associated radicals

of monomial ideals play a fundamental role in studying the depth of monomial ideals
[Hoc]. They also appear in the following result of Minh, Nam, Phong, Thuy, and Vu
[MNPTV] for computing the regularity of monomial ideals.

Lemma 2.6. Let I be a monomial ideal in S. Then

reg(S/I) = max{|a|+ i | a ∈ N
n, i ≥ 0, H̃i−1(lk∆a(I) F ; k) 6= 0

for some F ∈ ∆a(I) with F ∩ supp a = ∅}.

Proof. Follows from Lemma 2.12 and Lemma 2.19 of [MNPTV]. �
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Definition 2.7. A pair (a, i) ∈ N
n ×N is called a critical pair of I if there exists a

face F of ∆a(I) with F ∩ supp a = ∅ and an index i such that H̃i−1(lk∆a(I) F ; k) 6= 0.
It is called an extremal pair of I if furthermore, reg(S/I) = |a|+ i.

An exponent a ∈ N
n is called a critical exponent (respectively an extremal exponent)

of I if (a, i) is a critical pair (respectively an extremal pair) of I for some i ≥ 0.

For a monomial f in S and j ∈ [n], degj(f) denotes the degree of xj in f . For a
monomial ideal I, ρj(I) is defined by

ρj(I) = max{degj(u) | u is a minimal monomial generator of I}.
By [MNPTV, Remark 2.13], we have

Remark 2.8. A critical exponent a of I belongs to the finite set

Γ(I) = {a ∈ N
n | aj < ρj(I) for all j = 1, . . . , n}.

The following lemma is [HV, Lemma 2.9]; we provide an argument here for com-
pleteness.

Lemma 2.9. Let I be a monomial ideal. Assume that (a, i) is an extremal pair of I

and F is a face of ∆a(I) such that F ∩supp a = ∅ and H̃i−1(lk∆a(I) F ; k) 6= 0. Assume

that j ∈ F . Then reg(S/I) = reg(S/(I, xj)).

Proof. Let J = I + (xj). Since j ∈ F , j /∈ supp a. By [MNPTV, Lemma 2.24],√
J : xa =

√
I : xa+(xj). In other words, ∆a(J) is the restriction of ∆a(I) to [n]\{j}.

Let F ′ = F \{j}. For simplicity of notation, we set ∆ = lk∆a(I) F
′ and Γ = lk∆a(J) F

′.

Then we have lk∆a(I) F = lk∆{j} and ∆ = Γ ∪ {j} ∗ lk∆{j}. Note that H̃i(∆) = 0,
otherwise, (a, i + 1) is a critical pair of I, which is a contradiction to Lemma 2.6.
From the Mayer-Vietoris sequence, we deduce a long exact sequence

0 → H̃i−1(lk∆{j}; k) → H̃i−1(Γ; k) → · · · .
Hence, H̃i−1(Γ; k) 6= 0. In other words, (a, i) is a critical pair of J . By Lemma 2.4
and Lemma 2.6, we have

reg(S/J) ≥ |a|+ i = reg(S/I) ≥ reg(S/J).

The conclusion follows. �

2.3. Integral closures of monomial ideals. We recall the definition and some
properties of integral closures of monomial ideals; see [E, Section 4] and [SH] for more
details. We refer to [Hoa] and [Tr] for beautiful expositions on the regularity and
depth of integral closures of powers of monomial ideals.

Definition 2.10. Let I be a monomial ideal of S. The exponent set of I is E(I) =
{a ∈ N

n | xa ∈ I}. The Newton polyhedron of I, denoted by NP(I), is the convex
hull of the exponent set of I in R

n.

The following result is standard, see e.g. [E, Exercise 4.23].
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Lemma 2.11. Let I be a monomial ideal of S. The integral closure of I is a monomial

ideal with exponent set E(I) = NP(I) ∩ Z
n.

For a = (a1, . . . , an),b = (b1, . . . , bn) ∈ R
n, the notation a ≥ b means that aj ≥ bj

for all j = 1, . . . , n.

Lemma 2.12. Let I be a monomial ideal and a ∈ N
n be an exponent. Then xa ∈ I

if and only if there exist non-negative rational numbers cj and exponents bj of E(I)
for j = 1, . . . , s such that

∑s

j=1 cj ≥ 1 and a ≥∑s

j=1 cjbj.

Proof. The conclusion follows from Lemma 2.11. �

For a monomial f in S, the support of f , denoted by supp(f), is the set of all
indices i ∈ [n] such that xi | f . For a monomial ideal J of S and a subset V of [n],
the restriction of J to V , denoted by JV , is

JV = (f | f is a minimal generator of J such that supp f ⊆ V ).

We have

Corollary 2.13. Let I be a monomial ideal. Then

IV = (I)V .

3. Edge ideals of weighted oriented graphs and their integral

closures

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2 and compute the regularity of integral closures
of edge ideals of weighted oriented complete graphs.

3.1. Edge ideals of weighted oriented graphs and their associated radicals.

Let D denote a simple oriented graph without isolated vertices over the vertex set
V (D) = [n] = {1, . . . , n} and the edge set E(D). We denote by G the underlying
undirected graph associated with D. In other words, V (G) = V (D) = [n] and {i, j} ∈
E(G) if and only if either (i, j) or (j, i) is an edge of D. A subset U ⊆ V (D) is called
an independent set of D if it is an independent set of G. For a vertex i ∈ V (D), the
in and out neighborhoods of i are defined by

N−

D(i) = {j ∈ V (D) | (j, i) ∈ E(D)}, N+
D (i) = {j ∈ V (D) | (i, j) ∈ E(D)}.

When N−

D(i) = ∅ (respectively N+
D (i) = ∅), we call i a source vertex (respectively a

sink vertex) of D. For a subset U of V (D), we denote by N−

D(U) and N+
D (U) the in

and out neighborhoods of U . We refer to [D] for more information on graph theory.
Let w : V (D) → Z+ be a weight function on the vertices of D such that w(j) = 1

when j is a source vertex. Let V +(D) be the set of vertices of D with nontrivial
weights, i.e., w(j) > 1. The edge ideal of (D,E,w) is defined by

I(D,w) = (xix
w(j)
j | (i, j) ∈ E(D)) ⊆ S.

When w(j) = 1 for all j, we have I(D,w) = I(G) is the usual edge ideal of G. We
also denote by I(D) the edge ideal of D, i.e., I(D) = I(G). By definition, we have
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ρj(I(D,w)) = w(j) for all j ∈ V (D). By Remark 2.8 and [MV1, Lemma 2.9], the

critical exponents a of I(D,w) and I(D,w) satisfy aj < w(j) for all j ∈ V (D). We
start by analyzing associated radicals of edge ideals of weighted oriented graphs.

Lemma 3.1. Let (D,E,w) be a weighted oriented graph. Let a ∈ N
n be an exponent

such that aj < w(j) for all j ∈ V (D). We denote by U = N+
D (supp a) and G\U the

induced subgraph of G on V (G) \ U . Then
√
I(D,w) : xa = I(G\U) + (xi | i ∈ U).

Proof. Let J =
√

I(D,w) : xa. By [MNPTV, Lemma 2.24], the generators of J are
xkxl with {k, l} ∈ E(G) and xi for some i ∈ [n]. Since ai < w(i), we deduce that
xi ∈ J if and only if there exists an index j such that

xi =

√
xjx

w(i)
i / gcd(xjx

w(i)
i , xa).

In particular, we must have aj > 0. The conclusion follows. �

We now define induced weight functions on induced oriented subgraphs of D. Let
w : V (D) → Z+ be a weight function on the vertices of D and DU be the induced
oriented subgraph of D on U ⊆ V (D). The induced weight function of w on V (DU),
denoted by wU , is defined by

wU(j) =

{
w(j) if j is not a source vertex in DU ,

1 if j is a source vertex in DU .

Lemma 3.2. Let U be a subset of V (D). Let DU and wU be the induced subgraph of

D and the induced weight function of w on U . Then

I(D,w) + (xi | i /∈ U) = I(DU ,wU) + (xi | i /∈ U).

Proof. It suffices to note that for any j, k ∈ U , xjx
w(k)
k is a generator of I(D,w) if

and only if xjx
w(k)
k is a generator of I(DU ,wU). �

3.2. Integral closures of edge ideals of weighted oriented graphs. In this sub-
section, we first prove a technical result about associated radicals of integral closures
of edge ideals of weighted oriented graphs. We then prove Theorem 1.2. Let (D,E,w)
be a weighted oriented graph and a be an exponent such that U = supp a is an inde-
pendent set of D consisting of sink vertices only. For each subset W of U , we define
the a-capacity of W by

c(W ) =
∑

j∈W

aj
w(j)

.

For any subset Z ⊆ V (D), we denote by (Z) the ideal (Z) = (xj | j ∈ Z). Then, we
define the ideal n(W ) by

n(W ) =
⋂

j∈W

(N−

D(j)) =
⋂

j∈W

(xk | k ∈ N−

D (j)).

Note that j ∈ W is a sink vertex, so ND(j) = N−

D(j).
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Lemma 3.3. Assume that U = supp a is an independent set consisting of sink vertices

of D only. We denote by U the set of minimal subsets W ⊆ U such that c(W ) ≥ 1.
Then √

I(D,w) : xa = I(G) +
∑

W∈U

n(W ).

Let us consider an example before proving this technical result.

Example 3.4. Let (D,E,w) be a weighted oriented graph whose edge ideal is

I = (x1x2, x1x3, x1x4, x2x5, x2x6, x2x
4
7, x2x

6
10, x3x

4
7, x4x

4
7, x4x

7
8, x5x

7
8, x5x

4
9, x6x

6
10).

The nontrivial weights of D are w(7) = 4,w(8) = 7,w(9) = 4 and w(10) = 6. Let
xa = x2

7x
3
8x9x

3
10. In particular, U = {7, 8, 9, 10} is an independent set consisting of

sink vertices of D only. Then, we can check that the minimal subsets W ⊆ U for
which c(W ) ≥ 1 are {7, 8, 9}, {7, 10} and {8, 9, 10}. Furthermore, we have

N−

D (7) = {2, 3, 4}, N−

D(8) = {4, 5}, N−

D(9) = {5}, and N−

D (10) = {2, 6}.
Using Macaulay2 [M2], we can check that

√
I : xa =

√
I + (x2, x3x5, x3x6, x4x5, x4x6, x5x6)

=
√
I + n({7, 8, 9}) + n({7, 10}) + n({8, 9, 10}).

Proof of Lemma 3.3. We denote by e1, . . . , en the canonical basis of Rn. First, we

prove that n(W ) ⊆
√
I(D,w) : xa for all subset W ⊆ U such that c(W ) ≥ 1. Let f =

xb be a minimal generator of n(W ). We may assume that suppb is an independent
set. By Corollary 2.13, we may assume that V (D) = W ∪ suppb. Since W is an
independent set, the underlying graph G is bipartite. For simplicity of notation, we
assume that supp a = W = {1, . . . , s} and suppb = {s + 1, . . . , n}. By assumption,
we have

c(W ) =
s∑

j=1

aj
w(j)

≥ 1.

In particular, we may choose positive rational numbers γj ≤ aj/w(j) for all j =
1, . . . , s such that

∑s

j=1 γj = 1. For each edge (k, j) in D with k ∈ suppb and

j ∈ supp a, we set γkj = γj/|N−

D(j)|. With this definition, we have
∑

k∈suppb,j∈N+

D
(k)

γkj = 1.

Furthermore, each edge (k, j) gives rise to a vector ckj = ek +w(j)ej ∈ NP(I(D,w)).
Let c =

∑
kj γkjckj. For all ℓ = 1, . . . , s, we have

aℓ ≥




∑

k∈N−

D
(ℓ)

γkℓ


w(ℓ) = cℓ.
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By Lemma 2.12, we deduce that xa1
1 · · ·xas

s xs+1 · · ·xn ∈ I(D,w).

Conversely, let f = xb be a minimal generator of

√
I(D,w) : xa. We need to prove

that f ∈ I(G) +
∑

W∈U
n(W ). Again, we may assume that suppb is an independent

set. By Lemma 2.12, there exist positive rational numbers β1, . . . , βt and vectors
c1, . . . , ct corresponding to minimal generators of I(D,w) such that

(3.1)

t∑

i=1

βi = 1 and aj ≥
t∑

i=1

βicij for all j ∈ [n]\ suppb,

where aj = 0 if j /∈ supp a ∪ suppb. In particular, supp ci ⊆ supp a ∪ suppb.
Since supp a and suppb are independent sets, we deduce that ci = ek + w(j)ej for
some k ∈ suppb and j ∈ supp a. Let W = ∪t

i=1 supp ci \ suppb. Then, we have
W ⊆ supp a. We may replace ci by ckj and βi by βkj for k ∈ suppb\ supp a and
j ∈ N+

D(k). Eq. (3.1) can be rewritten as
∑

kj

βkj = 1 and aj ≥
∑

kj

βkjw(j).

Equivalently,

c(W ) =
∑

j∈W

aj
w(j)

≥ 1.

The conclusion follows. �

We also have a simple lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let I, J , and K be monomial ideals of S. Then

I + (J ∩K) = (I + J) ∩ (I +K).

Proof. The conclusion follows from the fact that for monomial ideals, intersection
commutes with addition. �

Lemma 3.6. Let I = I(D) = I(G). Assume that U is an independent set consisting

of sink vertices of D only. Let T be any non-empty collection of non-empty subsets

W of U . Then ∆(I +
∑

W∈T
n(W )) is acyclic.

Proof. We prove by induction on |U |. Since U consists of sink vertices of D only, we
have N−

D(j) = ND(j) = NG(j) for all j ∈ U . For simplicity of notation, we denote
by N(j) the neighborhood of j in this proof. When U consists of a single vertex, say
U = {u}. By assumption, T is non-empty, hence T consists of the single set W = {u}.
In this case, we have n(W ) = (w | w ∈ N(u)). By Lemma 2.1, ∆(I +n(W )) is a cone
over u. Hence, it is acyclic.

Now, assume that |U | ≥ 2. By induction, we may assume that every element of U
belongs to some subset W in T . For simplicity of notation, assume that 1 ∈ U . We
define

U = {W ∈ T | 1 /∈ W} and W = {W ⊆ U \ {1} | {1} ∪W ∈ T }.
8



By assumption, U is a non-empty collection of subsets of U \{1}. Note that W might
be empty; e.g., when {1} ∈ T . Let K = I +

∑
U∈U

n(U). By Lemma 3.5, we have

I +
∑

W∈T

n(W ) = (K + n({1}))
⋂
(
K +

∑

W∈W

n(W )

)
.

If W = ∅ then I +
∑

W∈T
n(W ) = K + n({1}). In particular, ∆(I +

∑
W∈T

n(W ))
is a cone over 1. Hence, we may assume that W is non-empty. Now, we have
∆(K + n({1})) and ∆(K + n({1}) +∑W∈W

n(W )) are cones over 1. By induction,
∆(K+

∑
W∈W

n(W )) is acyclic. By Lemma 2.1 and the Mayer-Vietoris sequence, the
conclusion follows. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let (D,E,w) be a weighted oriented graph. We prove by

induction on |V (D)| that reg(I(D,w)) ≤ reg(I(D,w)). The base case where |V (D)| ≤
2 is clear. Thus, we may assume that |V (D)| ≥ 3. For simplicity of notation, we set

I = I(D,w) and J = I(D,w). Let (a, i) be an extremal exponent of J and F be a

face of ∆a(J) such that H̃i−1(lk∆a(J) F ; k) 6= 0. First, we reduce to the case F = ∅.
Assume that j ∈ F . By induction, Lemma 2.9 and Lemma 2.4, we have

reg(J) = reg(J, xj) ≤ reg(I, xj) ≤ reg(I).

Thus, assume that F = ∅. In other words,

(3.2) H̃i−1(∆a(J); k) 6= 0.

Let U = N+
D(supp a). We denote by D′ and w′ be the induced subgraph of D and the

induced weight function of w on V (D) \ U . Let b be the restriction of a on V (D′).
By Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2, and Corollary 2.13, we have

√
I(D′,w′) : xb + (xj | j ∈ U) =

√
I(D,w) : xa.

In particular, ∆a(I(D,w)) = ∆b(I(D
′,w′)) and suppb consists of sink vertices of D′

only. By Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.3, Lemma 3.6, and Eq. (3.2), we deduce that
√
I(D′,w′) : xb = I(D′) and

√
I(D,w) : xa =

√
I(D,w) : xa.

Hence, (a, i) is a critical pair of I(D,w). By Lemma 2.6, the conclusion follows. �

3.3. Edge ideals of weighted oriented complete graphs. In this subsection,
we assume that D is an oriented complete graph on n ≥ 2 vertices. We denote by
|w| = ∑n

j=1w(j). When n = 2, we have reg(I(D,w)) = reg(I(D,w)) = |w|. Thus,
we assume that n ≥ 3 in the sequel. Since D is a complete graph, it can have at most
one source vertex. We say that D is of type 1 if D has a source vertex u and D \ u
has a source vertex, where D \ u is the induced subgraph of D on V (D) \ {u}.

9



Lemma 3.7. Let (D,E,w) be a weighted oriented complete graph on n ≥ 2 vertices.

Then

reg(I(D,w)) =

{
|w| − n+ 2 if D is of type 1,

|w| − n+ 1 otherwise.

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we denote by I = I(D,w). Let (a, i) be an extremal
exponent of I. Since ∆a(I) is a subcomplex of ∆(I), which is the disjoint union of
n points, we deduce that i = 0 or i = 1. Furthermore, by Remark 2.8, we have that
aj ≤ w(j)− 1 for all j. Hence,

reg(I) = |a|+ i+ 1 ≤ |w| − n+ 2.

First, assume that D is of type 1. We may assume that 1 is a source vertex of D and
2 is a source vertex of D \1. Let aj = w(j)−1 for all j. Then 1, 2 /∈

√
I : xa. In other

words, we have H̃0(∆a(I); k) 6= 0. By Lemma 2.6, we deduce that reg(I) ≥ |w|−n+2.
Now, assume that D is not of type 1. There are two cases.

Case 1. D has no source vertices. Let aj = w(j) − 1 for all j. By Lemma 3.1,

xj ∈
√
I : xa for all j = 1, . . . , n. In other words, ∆a(I) is the empty complex. Hence,

(a, 0) is a critical pair of I.

Case 2. D has a source vertex. Assume that 1 is a source vertex ofD. By assumption,
D \ 1 has no source vertices. Let aj = w(j) − 1 for all j. Since 1 is a source vertex

of D, a1 = 0. By Lemma 3.1, xj ∈
√
I : xa for all j = 2, . . . , n. In other words,

∆a(I) = {1}. Hence, (a, 0) is a critical pair of I with F = {1}.
In both cases, by Lemma 2.6, we have reg(I) ≥ |w| − n+ 1. Furthermore, for any

other exponent a ∈ Γ(I), we have |a| < |w| − n. Hence, reg(I) ≤ |w| − n + 1. The
conclusion follows. �

In [CZW], Cui, Zhu, and Wei computed the regularity of powers of edge ideals of
some weighted oriented complete graphs. Computing exact values of the regularity
of all powers of all weighted oriented complete graphs is an interesting problem. We
refer to [CZW] for further information. We now prove some preparation lemmas to
compute the regularity of integral closures of edge ideals of weighted oriented complete
graphs. We say that a vertex j of D is an admissible vertex if it satisfies the following
condition. For any vertex k ∈ V (D) \ {j}, if k is not a source vertex in D, then k is
not a source vertex in D\j. In other words, j is an admissible vertex if w(k) = w′(k)
for all k 6= j, where w′ is the induced weight function on V (D) \ {j}.
Lemma 3.8. Let D be an oriented complete graph on n ≥ 4 vertices. Then D has an

admissible vertex.

Proof. Assume by contradiction thatD has no admissible vertices. LetX be a directed
graph on [n] whose (i, j) is a directed edge of X if and only if (i, j) ∈ E(D) and
N−

D (j) = {i}. Let i ∈ [n] be an arbitrary vertex. Since i is not admissible, there must
exist a vertex j ∈ N+

D (i) such that k ∈ N+
D(j) for all k 6= i. In other words, (i, j) is

an edge in X . Hence, every vertex in X has an out neighbor. In particular, X has
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an induced directed cycle C = v1, . . . , vt. We claim that t = 3. Assume that t > 3.
Since D is a complete graph, either (v1, v3) or (v3, v1) ∈ E(D). If (v1, v3) ∈ E(D),
N−

D (v3) = {v1, v2}. If (v3, v1) ∈ E(D), N−

D(v1) = {v3, vt}, which is a contradiction.
Hence, t = 3. Since n ≥ 4, V (D) \ V (C) is nonempty. Let w1 be an element of
V (D) \ V (C). By definition, we must have w1 ∈ N+

D(vi) for vi ∈ V (C). Since w1 is
not admissible, there exists w2 /∈ V (C) such that (w1, w2) ∈ E(X). By definition,
N−

D (w2) = {w1}. This is a contradiction, as vi ∈ N−

D (w2) for all i ∈ V (C). The
conclusion follows. �

Lemma 3.9. Let (D,E,w) be a weighted oriented complete graph on n ≥ 3 vertices.

Assume that a ∈ N
n is an exponent such that aj ≤ w(j) for all j = 1, . . . , n, |a| ≥

max{w(j) | j = 1, . . . , n}+ 1 and | supp a| ≥ 3. Then xa ∈ I(D,w).

Proof. We prove by induction on n ≥ 3. Let J = I(D,w) and ω = max{w(j) |
j = 1, . . . , n}. By Corollary 2.13, we may assume that supp a = [n]. First, assume
that D has a source vertex, say 1. Then w(1) = 1 and a1 = 1. In other words,
we have

∑n

j=2 aj ≥ ω. In particular, we can choose positive rational numbers cj for

j = 2, . . . , n such that cj ≤ aj/w(j) and
∑n

j=2 cj = 1. By Lemma 2.12, we deduce
that xa ∈ J . Thus, we assume that D has no source vertex.

We denote by e1, . . . , en the canonical basis of Rn and define

Q = {a ∈ R
n | 1 ≤ aj ≤ w(j) for all j = 1, . . . , n and |a| ≥ ω + 1}.

By Lemma 2.11 and the fact that Q and NP(I(D,w)) are convex sets, it suffices to
prove that the vertices of Q belong to NP(I(D,w)). If aj = w(j) for some j, then
a ∈ NP(I(D,w)) as supp a = [n] and D has no source vertex. Hence, we may assume
that w(j) > aj ≥ 1 for all j = 1, . . . , n.

First, consider the case where n = 3. Since D has no source vertex, we may assume

that I(D,w) = (x1x
w(2)
2 , x2x

w(3)
3 , x3x

w(1)
1 ) and w(3) = ω. Let a be a vertex of Q.

Since aj < w(j) for all j, we deduce that a = (1, 1, ω−1). The other possible vertices
(1, ω− 1, 1) and (ω− 1, 1, 1) are of the same form. By Lemma 2.12, we need to prove
that there exist nonnegative numbers c1, c2, c3 such that c1 + c2 + c3 = 1 and

a ≥ c1(e1 +w(2)e2) + c2(e2 +w(3)e3) + c3(e3 +w(1)e1).

Let c1, c2, c3 be solutions of the following system

c1 +w(1)c3 = 1

w(2)c1 + c2 = 1

c1 + c2 +c3 = 1.

Then

c3 =
w(2)− 1

w(2)w(1)−w(1) + 1
and c2 = (w(1)− 1)c3.

We need to prove that ωc2 + c3 ≤ ω − 1. Equivalently,

(w(2)− 1)(ωw(1)− ω + 1) ≤ (ω − 1)(w(2)w(1)−w(1) + 1).

11



This is equivalent to the condition that w(2) ≤ w(2)(ω−w(1))+w(1) which is clear
as ω = max{w(j) | j = 1, 2, 3}.

Now, assume that n ≥ 4 and a is an exponent in Q. By Lemma 3.8, D has an
admissible vertex. Since D has no source vertex, we may assume that 1 is admissible
and 2 ∈ N−

D (1). Let D
′ = D\1 be the induced subgraph of D on V (D)\{1}. Then D′

has no source vertices and w′(j) = w(j) for all j = 2, . . . , n, where w′ is the induced
weight function of w on V (D′). Let

b = a− a1
w(1)

(w(1)e1 + e2) = (0, a2 −
a1

w(1)
, a3, . . . , an).

By Lemma 2.12, it suffices to prove that there exist nonnegative numbers γj and
exponents cj of E(I(D′,w′)) such that

∑
j γj = 1 − a1

w(1)
and b ≥ ∑

j γjcj. Equiv-

alently, b′ = (w(1)a2 − a1,w(1)a3, . . . ,w(1)an) ∈ NP(I(D′, (w(1) − a1)w
′)), where

(w(1) − a1)w
′ is the weight function on V (D′) obtained from w′ by scaling every

weight by w(1) − a1. For simplicity of notation, we set J ′ = I(D′, (w(1) − a1)w
′).

If b′j ≥ (w(1) − a1)w(j) for some j, then b′ ∈ NP(J ′) as b′j ≥ 1 for all j = 2, . . . , n
and D′ has no source vertex. Hence, we may assume that b′j < (w(1) − a1)w(j).
Furthermore,

|b′| = w(1)(|a| − a1)− a1 ≥ (w(1)− a1)ω + 1.

Hence, by induction, b′ ∈ NP(J ′). The conclusion follows. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We may assume that n ≥ 3. Let J = I(D,w) and ω =
max{w(j) | j = 1, . . . , n}. Let (a, i) be an extremal exponent of J . By degree reason
and Lemma 2.6, it suffices to prove that |a| + i ≤ ω. Since ∆a(J) is a subcomplex
of ∆(I(D)) which is the disjoint union of n points, we deduce that i = 0 or i = 1.
Hence, we may assume that |a| ≥ ω and we need to prove that we must have |a| = ω
and i = 0.

By Remark 2.8, aj ≤ w(j)− 1 for all j = 1, . . . , n. Hence, | supp a| ≥ 2. There are
two cases.

Case 1. | supp a| ≥ 3. By Lemma 3.9 and the fact that xa /∈ J , we deduce that
|a| = ω. Furthermore, Lemma 3.9 also implies that xaxj ∈ J for all j = 1, . . . , n. In
other words, ∆a(J) is the empty simplicial complex. Hence, i = 0.

Case 2. | supp a| = 2. We may assume that supp a = {1, 2} and (2, 1) ∈ E(D). By

Lemma 3.9 and Lemma 3.1, we deduce that xj ∈
√
J : xa for all j 6= 2. Furthermore,

by Corollary 2.13, we deduce that x2 /∈
√
J : xa. In other words, ∆a(J) = {2}.

Since 2 ∈ supp a, this is a contradiction, as ∆a(J) is a cone over 2. The conclusion
follows. �

Remark 3.10. (1) The inequality in Theorem 1.2 is in general strict, even for
complete graphs, as shown by Theorem 1.3 and Lemma 3.7. For example,
consider the ideal I = (x1x

3
2, x2x

5
3, x3x

6
1). Then reg(I) = 7 and reg(I) = 12.

(2) Duan, Zhu, Cui, and Li [DZCL] classified all integrally closed edge ideals of
edge-weighted graphs. Most of them are also not integrally closed when the
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weights are nontrivial. Note that the integral closure of I(G,w) when w(e) = t
for all edges e ∈ E(G) is the same as the integral closure of I(G)t. Hence,
proving Conjecture 1.1 for edge ideals of edge-weighted graphs is an interesting
problem.

(3) By the results of [MV1, MV2], it is expected that the regularity of integral
closures of weighted hypergraphs associated with one-dimensional simplicial
complexes are nice. We will carry this analysis in subsequent work.
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