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MINIMAL FREE RESOLUTIONS OF EDGE IDEALS OF
EDGE-WEIGHTED COMPLETE BIPARTITE GRAPHS

BETHANY KUBIK, DENISE RANGEL TRACY, AND KERI ANN SATHER-WAGSTAFF

ABSTRACT. We explicitly describe cellular minimal free resolutions of certain
classes of edge ideals of weighted complete bipartite graphs based on a con-
struction of Visscher. Specifically, we show that Visscher’s construction mini-
mally resolves all edge ideals of undirected vertex-weighted complete bipartite
graphs, and we characterize the edge-weighted complete bipartite graphs whose
edge ideals are minimally resolved by Visscher’s construction.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Minimal free resolutions are important constructions in commutative algebra,
encoding valuable information for algebraic considerations [l [I7] and for applica-
tions to coding theory [9], geometry []], and other fields. These resolutions are
hard to compute in general, even for special classes of ideals. For instance, this was
only recently accomplished by Eagon, Miller, and Ordog [7] for arbitrary monomial
ideals where one has numerous combinatorial tools at one’s disposal. Note that
Hochster [I5] had already described the free modules in this case; the hard work
was to explicitly describe the differentials.

We are interested in resolutions with additional combinatorial structure for ideals
that arise from complete bipartite graphs. For the additional structure, we look
to Bayer and Sturmfels’ [2] notion of cellular resolutions of monomial ideals, i.e.,
ideals in the polynomial ring S = k[X4,..., X4] that are generated by monomials
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in the variables X;, where k is a field. To construct these resolutions, one considers
a finite regular cell complex C' (i.e., a regular CW-complex with a finite number of
cells), labeling the vertices with the monomial generators of the ideal I, and one
uses C' to describe a bounded chain complex

afc c 650 c 62FC c alFC
Fo= - §C f2y g0 2y g% T, g 4 (1.0.1)
<~ <~ <~ ~—
=Fc,3 =Fc,2 =Fc,1 =Fc,o0

with Ho(Fo) = S/I. Here each Fg; = S%-1 is a finite-rank free S module with
C; the set of i-dimensional faces of C, e.g., with C_; = {0} so Fco = S. The
differential 8iF ¢ is informed by sign conventions from algebraic topology and the
generators of I. See Section [2] for more background discussion, including an explicit
description of ¢ in Construction 23l Here are two examples of this that we revisit
throughout the paper.

Example 1.1. Consider the square-free monomial ideal
I = (X1Y1, X1Ys, XoY1, XoYs) € S = k[Xy, Xo, Y1, Yo]
and the cell complex

XYy —— XiY
C— (1.1.1)

Xo¥V] —————— XY,

which is a shaded square with vertices labeled with the generators of I. Note that
C has four cells in dimension 0 (vertices), four cells in dimension 1 (edges), and
one cell in dimension 2 (shaded square), in addition to the degenerate empty cell
in dimension -1. With (LO]), this explains the ranks of the free modules in Fe:

—Xo Yo 0 —X2 O
X1 -Y: O 0 —X>
7Y2

Y1

0 Yo Xi 0

Fo= 0-— gl I 0 -Y1 0 Xi G4 (X1Y1 X1Y2 XoY) XoYs) S50
For some explanation of the entries in the differential, we add more labels to C.
X1Y,Ys
XY —— XY,
C = XXV X1 XY Yo X1X2Ys
XoYq R XY

In addition to the labels on the vertices, each edge is labeled with the LCM of
the incident vertices, as is the 2-cell. Applying the differential to the basis vector
one associated to the top horizontal edge, yields a linear combination of the basis
vectors associated to the incident vertices. The corresponding coefficients are the
quotients of the associated labels (X1Y1Y2/X Y7 = Vs and X 1V1Y2/X Y, = V1)
with appropriate signs. One sees these coefficients in the first column of the 4 x 4
differential 85 ©. See Constructions [[.3] and plus Example [[.4] below for more
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justification of the differential. One checks readily that F¢ is a minimal cellular
resolution of S/I; this also follows from a result of Visscher, see Fact

In this paper, we are interested in generalizations of this situation. Note that
the generators of I correspond to the edges of the complete bipartite graph Ks o,
and they are arranged on C' so that generators X;Y; and X, Y, are adjacent in C' if
and only if ¢ = p or j = g, i.e., if and only if the edges X;Y; and X, Y, are incident
in Ky . Our work here involves ideals of the following generalized form

J — <X;11,1Y1a1,17Xfl,2}/'2a1,2,Xg2,l§/1a2,1,Xg2,2§/2a2,2>
with the cell complex C' labeled accordingly:

Xlal,lylal,l Xill,21/2a1,2
o (1.1.2)

az,1y,02,1 a2y, 02,2
X2 Yl X2 Y2

In this case, our main result, Theorem [[L7, shows the following:

(*) the corresponding chain complex Fo is a resolution of S/J if and only if, up to
symmetry, J has the form

J = (XPYPL XY XYL XY
with a < B < 7.
Then the full labeling of C'is

aya Xrvevg ay
XY ——— X7'Y;
C = xpxByf xox3vPyy x¢x7Yy (1.1.3)
ByB 28 %4
X2Y1 Yy By XZY—Q
X2 Yl Y2
and the resolution is
F F aya yaya yByB
arc arc (xpve xove xByP x7vy)
Fo = 0— St 29t 264 S —0. (1.1.4)
with the following differentials in degrees 3 and 2.
— XYy Yy 0o —Xxgyfe 0
gFc _ X7 oFc — - 0 0 -X vy
3 _ngﬁyz'y 2 0 X;*5Y2‘Y Xix 0
vy o -vf 0 X

See examples below for more about these ideals.

Example 1.2. Consider the next monomial ideals in S = k[X7, X5, Y1, Y3, V3]
I'=(X1Y1,X1Y2, X1Y3, XoVy, XoYa, XoY3)
J = (XPYP, XDV, XY, X9YP, XY, X9Yy)
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with a < 8 < v < 4. Starting with I, we work with the following cell complex

XYy — X Y5

RERE (1.2.1)

which is a solid cylindrical prism with triangular base with vertices labeled with
the generators of I. The complex C has six cells in dimension 0 (vertices), nine
cells in dimension 1 (edges), five cells in dimension 2 (triangles and squares), and
one cell in dimension 3 (solid prism), in addition to the degenerate empty cell in
dimension -1. This explains the ranks of the free modules in F¢:

afc alfc afc afc
Fo= 058" 2 598° 32 3,692,662 v 940,

The differentials are given by the following matrices:

—X5
Xy
e =1 v
—Y;
Y
-Y; 0 —Xo 0 0
Yo 0 0 -X; 0
-vi 0 0 0 —Xo
0 -Y: X, 0 0
de=10 Y. 0 X3 0
0 -Yi 0 0o X
0 0 -Y» -Y¥3 0
0 0 Yi 0 -Y;
0 0 0 Y Y
Y Y3 0 0 0 0 —Xo 0 0
-1 0 Y3 0 0 0 0 X2 0
gre | 0 v > 00 0 0 0 —Xo
2~ o 0 0 Y. Y5 0 X5 0 0
o 0 0 - 0 Y5 0 X3 0

0 0 0 0 -7 -Y 0 0 X1
3fC:(X1Y1 X1Y; X1Ys XoVi XYy XoY3)

As in Example[I.]] one checks readily or applies Fact[L.5lto see that F is a minimal
cellular resolution of S/I.
Turning to the ideal

J = (XPY©, X0V, XY, Xy YP, XJYy)  X3YS)
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with a < 8 < v < 6, these constructions yield the following.

XY —— X7V
X25Y'15 ................... X;Y’Q’Y
N -
8y5
X2¥s (1.2.2)
arc arc arc afc
Fo= 058" 2398532 3,692,667 v 940,
—« —ay 0—a
— XYYy
X7
350 — Xg—vygé
_YQ’Y
vy
—v§ 0 —XJy[ vy 0 0
vy 0 0 - X3y oy 0
-y 0 0 0 — X3y, v
0 —-X7v) X¢ 0 0
e =10 Yy 0 Xy 0
0 -vy 0 0 Xe
0 0 -Xx7 Py —X57Pyd 0
0 0 vy 0 —X3TYP
0 0 0 vy Yy
Y Y 0 0 0 0o x5y 0 0
R 74 0 0 0 0 —X7yy 0
oFc — 0 —-Y® -Yy 0 0 0 0 0 — X3y~
2~ 0o 0 0 XJPY)x2PyS o X¢ 0 0
o o o Y 0 XJTYd 0 Xxe 0
0o 0 0 0 -vP -y 0 0 x¢

o = (XpYe Xpvy Xpye X0vY XYy X9Y)

Our main result Theorem [[7lshows that F¢ is a minimal cellular resolution of S/J,
and moreover characterizes the ideals of the form

ai, 1y a1,1 ai,2y, 01,2 a1,3y,-01,3 az,1y,02,1 az,2y,02,2 a2,3y,02,3
(XY XY, XY XY XGRS, XY )

for which F¢ is a minimal cellular resolution.
See examples below for more about these ideals.

Section 2] contains background information about Bayer and Sturmfels’ construc-
tion, including their criterion for Fx to be acyclic, i.e., to be a resolution of S/T.

The ideals we consider in this paper start with Villarreal’s [22] edge ideal of a
finite simple graph G with vertex set V' = {Xi,..., X4}. This is none other than
the ideal of S generated by the edges of G:

E(G) = (X;X; | X;X; is an edge of G).
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As Villarreal and others show, £(G) captures valuable information about G; and,
conversely, the structure of G gives graph-theoretic explanations of useful algebraic
information about £(G). For instance, one can use the “vertex covers” of G to find
the minimal prime decomposition of £(G) graph-theoretically [22] and hence the
Krull dimension of S/£(G). One can understand the Cohen-Macaulay property and
the minimal free resolution for S/E(G) in some cases (see, e.g., [12] 13| 14, 2], 22]),
though these depend not only on G but also on the characteristic of k, the ground
field [16]. In particular, one cannot expect to find a regular cell complex supporting
the minimal free resolution of S/£(G) that only depends on G in general, so we
consider special classes of graphs to see when such cell complexes exist.

Visscher [23] explicitly constructed a cellular minimal free resolution of the
square-free edge ideal of an arbitrary complete bipartite graph. This cellular reso-
lution is the focus of this paper, so we describe it in some detail here.

Construction 1.3. Fix integers m,n > 1, and consider the complete bipartite
graph K, , with partite sets X1,..., X:,,Y1,...,Y,. The edge ideal of K, ;, is

E(Kmn) = (XiY; li=1,...om;j=1,....n) CS=KX1,...,Xm,V1,...,Yy].

The nonempty faces of the cell complex V,,,, are of the form (A, B) where () #
A C [m] ={1,...,m} and § # B C [n]. The dimension of the face (4, B) is
|A| + |B| — 1. For instance, the vertices of V,, ,, are the faces ({i},{j}), which we
write as (i, ), for ¢ € [m] and j € [n]. The edges of V;,, ,, are the faces of the form
({i,i},{p}) = (ij,p) and ({i},{p,q}) = (i, pq) where i # j and p # ¢. And so on.
One labels the vertex (i,7) € Viy.n,0 with the generator X;Y; € E(K,.n)-

For the sake of clarity, we explicitly describe the chain complex F;, ,, including
its differential. The basis in degree 0is 1 € S = Fy, 5, 0. For d > 1, the basis vectors
of Fy, n,q correspond to the (d — 1)-dimensional faces of Vj, », i.e., ordered pairs
(A,B) € Vpp, with § # A C [m] and @ # B C [n] such that |A| + |B] =d + 1. We
denote the corresponding basis vector as [A4, B] € Fy, . Write A = {a1 < --- < as}
and B = {b; < --- < b} with s,¢ > 2. Applying the differential to different basis
vectors gives

0 ([a,b]) = fap

O ([A,0]) = 3 (1) X, [A - a, )
9" ([a, B]) = Z(—I)ijj [a, B = bj]
o ([A,B]) = ZS:(—DHXM [A—ai,b]+ Y (~1)*77'Y; [A, B — by

i=1 j=1

Example 1.4. The labeled cell complexes V3 2 and V3 3 are exactly those in (LTI
and ([2J) which we reproduce here to include both the vertices (i, ) and their
labels X;Y.
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L) ———(1,2) XY —————— XY,
Voo =
(2,1) —(2,2) Xo¥p —XoY,
(L1 (1,2) XY XY
Vo = \(1,3)/ \X1Y3/
(2,1) oo (2,2) XYy oo XoYo
\(273)/ \Xng,/
Labeling the remaining faces of V4 2, one obtains (L13)):
(1L, ——"—(1,2) XYy,
V2,2 = (12,1) (12, 12) (12,2) X1X2Y] X1X2Y1Yo X1XYs
(2,1) @,12) (2,2) XoY1 vy, X2Ys

Basis vectors are of the form [A, B] with A C [m] and B C [n]. Example
computations of the differential are

[12,12] — X1[2,12] — X5[2,12] + Y4[12,2] — Y5[12,1]
[1,12] — —Y1[1,2] + Ya[1, 1]

which one sees in the first two columns displayed in the resolution following (LI]).

Fact 1.5 (Visscher [23]). For all positive integers m, n, the geometric realization of
Vinn is aregular cell complex, and Fy;,  is a cellular minimal resolution of £(Ky, »).
(At this point, we acknowledge explicitly that we do not distinguish notationally
between the combinatorial and geometric formulations of Visscher’s construction.)

We are interested in how this situation extends to the following non-square-free
situation. Fix an edge-weighting on G, i.e., a function w: F — N = {1,2,3,...}
where E is the edge set of G; this is just a way of equipping each edge of G with
a positive integer weight, hence the name. A graph G equipped with an edge
weighting w is an edge-weighted graph which we denote G,,. (We also consider the
natural vertex-weighted situation, though it is not nearly as interesting.)

Paulsen and Sather-Wagstaff [18] introduced and studied the edge ideal of edge-
weighted graph, which is the non-square-free monomial ideal generated by the
weighted edges of G“:

E(G¥) = ((X; X;)*X:X) | X;X; is an edge of G).
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For example, the ideal J in Example [LT]is exactly £(KY'5) where a; ; = w(X;Y}).
Similarly, the ideal J in Example is a special case of £(K%'3) where w has a
specific form.

Typically, non-square-free monomial ideals are harder to understand than square-
free ones, in part, due to powerful combinatorial tools like the Stanley-Reisner cor-
respondence in the square-free situation. However, interest has increased recently
in these non-square-free edge ideals; see, e.g., Diem, et al. [6], Seyed Fakhari, et
al. [19], and Wei [24] [25].

Construction 1.6. Let m,n € N be given, and let w be an edge-weighting on
K. Let Vi, denote Vischer’s cell complex V;, ,, with each vertex (i, j) labeled

with the monomial generator (X;Y;)*(Xi¥s),

As in the unweighted case, we explicitly describe the chain complex Fy; , in-
cluding its differential. The basis in degree 0 is 1 € S = Fp . For d > 1,
the basis vectors of Fy»  ; correspond to the (d — 1)-dimensional faces of Vi, n,
i.e., ordered pairs (A, B) € Vi, with @ # A C [m] and @ # B C [n] such that
|A| + |B| = d + 1. We denote the corresponding basis vector as [A, B] € Fy .
Write A = {a; < -+ < as} and B = {b; < --- < b} with s,¢ > 2. Applying the
differential to different basis vectors gives

OFmn([a,b]) = faup

F2 _ - _qyi-1_Jfab —
g ([A’b])_;( D fA—ai,b[A ot
0 (o, Bl) = 3 (-1 =2 (0, B -1

Ja,B—b;

O (1A, BY) = (-1 A4 b 4 3 (- By

p fa—aib = fa,B—b;

fap = (XoYp)wXe¥®)
fap=lem(fa,p | i€ [s])

fa,p =lem(fap, | 5 € [t])
fap =lem(fa,p, |1 € [s],7 € [t]).

When it is convenient, we write F:m for the truncation and shift of Fy;  that
is a candidate to be a resolution of (K, p).

Fe ., = SCz S S§Co S 0

o= S§Cs SC2 SC1 SCo 0

m,n

With this background behind us, here is the main result of our paper. It gives
an inductive characterization of the weighted complete bipartite graphs such that
Visscher’s construction yields a resolution, noting that it is automatically cellular.
It is minimal by Fact 25\(d).
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Theorem 1.7. Let m,n € N be given, and let w be an edge-weighting on K,, ,. Set
a=min{w(X;Y;) [i=1,...,m;j=1,...,n}. Then Fy, , is a (cellular, minimal)
resolution of S/E(Ky, ) if and only if one of the following conditions holds:
1. m=1orn=1, or
2. m,n = 2 and there is a vertex v such that

T2a) w(vw) =« for all w adjacent to v, and

(LA2lb) Visscher’s construction for Ky, ,, — v yields a (cellular, minimal) res-

olution.

Example 1.8. This theorem states that F}*, is always a resolution of S/E(KY,,),
and similarly for Fy; ;. It is straightforward to show that this is the Taylor resolution
in this case, so the Taylor resolution is minimal here.

The theorem makes it easy to find K§'5’s for which Visscher’s construction does
not give a resolution; for instance, if all the edge-weights are distinct, then condi-
tion (L7 a) fails. Here are some other cases:

2

Xy Y Xy

. 3 2 3
fail satisfy

Y,

w

Xy ——5— Y XV
Moreover, this theorem explains the statement (*) in Example [Tl It also shows
why Visscher’s construction gives a resolution for the ideals J in Example

The proof of Theorem [I.7] is the content of Section [3l See Corollary [3.§] for the
corresponding computation of Betti numbers.

2. BACKGROUND ON CELLULAR RESOLUTIONS

Here we recall Bayer and Sturmfels’ [2] construction of cellular chain complexes
F¢ and their criteria for acyclicity (i.e., when F¢ is a resolution) and minimality.
Readers may also wish to consult Bruns and Herzog [4, Section 6.2]. The section
ends with our proof that Visscher’s construction yields a minimal cellular resolution
in the undirected vertex-weighted setting.

A finite regular cell complex is a topological space C' # () written as a finite
union of pairwise disjoint open cells Ey, ..., E; such that each E; is homeomorphic
to an open euclidean ball such that the closure E; is compatibly homeomorphic to
the corresponding closed euclidean ball. We assume that Eq = (3, the unique cell
of dimension —1. The wvertices of C' are the cells of dimension 0, which we assume
are F1,..., Es. The faces of E; are the cells of C contained in the closure FE;. The
vertices of a cell E; are the vertices of C' contained in the closure Ej, i.e., these
are the faces of F; of dimension 0. Some examples are contained in Section [I] in
particular, Visscher’s construction V,,, is a regular cell complex [23], as is any
finite topological simplicial complex.

Let fi,...,fs be monomials in the polynomial ring S, and let C be a finite
regular cell complex with cells as above. The corresponding labeling of C' is the
function ¢: {Fy,...,E;} — S given by

UE;) =lem(f; | Ej is a vertex of E;). (2.0.1)
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The associated labeled cell complex is the ordered pair (C,¢), which we usually

write simply as C. Again, see Section [I] for examples. Given a monomial f € S,
we consider the following subcomplex of C:

In other words, Cy is the subcomplex of C' induced by the vertices E; with f; | f.

Example 2.1. Consider the labeled cell complex (LI13) with o < 8 < :

xoye ST yaya
17 1 Y2
C = x¢xByf xex3vfyy XPXFvy
Xﬁyﬁ Xy
2 ¥y P 2 o
X2Y1 Y2

With the monomial f =X f Xg Ylﬁ , for instance, we have

xoye S vaya
1+1 1+2

— a By B
CstXéaYlﬁ = X x5y

X2y

An incidence function on a finite regular cell complex C is a function e with
domain the set of all ordered pairs (E;, E;) such that dim(E;) = dim(F;) and with
e(E;, Ej) € {0,£1} subject to the following:

(a) €(E;, E;j) # 0 if and only if E; is a face of Ej;

(b) €(E;, Eo) = 1 for each vertex F;; and

(c) €(E;, E))e(Ej, Ey)+e(E;, Ej)e(Ejr, E) = 0 whenever dim(Ey) = dim(E;) — 2,
and E;,F; are the codimension-1 faces of F; having Fj, as a face.

Example 2.2. For the previous example, we have the incidence function coming
from the standard counterclockwise orientation of our shaded rectangle:

XPYe e———— XPYP

- +
F O 4
+ -
X5y ——— X377
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Here is another one that is useful for later

Xy T XYy
_ . (2.2.1)
+ ) i
e - XJY,.

With this background information, we can now construct Bayer and Sturmfels
cellular chain complex.

Construction 2.3. Let C' be a finite regular cell complex as above, with incidence
function e and labeled with monomials fi, ..., fs. For each i € Z, let C; be the set
of (¢ — 1)-dimensional cells of C'. Consider the sequence of free S-modules

F, F F F
a9, ¢ 9, ¢ 9, ¢ 9, ¢
Feo = R g2 3 gC1 22 GgCo 1 50
~~ ~~ ~~
=Fc,3 =Fc,2 =Fc,1 =Fc,o0

where, for each basis vector E; € Cf, we have
UE;
ofc = e(Bi, Bj) ——
’ dim(g):_kl TUE;)
where ¢(E;) is the monomial label on E; from (Z.0.)).

Example 2.4. With C as in Example 21l and ¢ as in (Z21]), one checks readily
that Fo is exactly the complex from ([LI4). For instance, for the second column
of 3¢, let E = (E3 — E,) be the bottom horizontal edge of C', and compute:

xXviyy L xgvPyy
_ L
xPyf XYy

~

Ey=X]"Y)Es — Y E,.

Fact 2.5. Let C be a finite regular cell complex as above, with incidence function
e and labeled with monomials fi,..., fs.

(a) The sequence F¢ is a chain complex with Ho(Fe) = S/{f1,..., fs).

(b) Different incident functions on C' give isomorphic complexes.

(¢) The complex F¢ may or may not be minimal. More specifically, it is minimal
if and only if for every face E; of C' and every codimension-1 face E; of E;, we
have ¢(E;) # £(E;), since the coeflicient +0(E;)/¢(E;) is a unit if and only if
U(E;) = U(E;).

(d) In particular, the complex Fy, , is always minimal. Indeed, coefficients of the
form +¢([A, B])/¢(]A — a, B]) are divisible by X,, and the coefficients of the
form +4([A, B])/L([A, B — b]) are divisible by V5.

The complex Fo may or may not be a resolution; see Fact 277 But the following
is an important example of when it is.

Example 2.6. Let A be the (s — 1)-dimensional simplex on s vertices F, ..., Es.
Specify e. Then Fa is aresolution of S/(f1,..., fs), called the Taylor resolution [20].

We need one more collection of tools to state Bayer and Sturmfels’ criterion for
F¢ to be a resolution.
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Let C be a finite regular cell complex as above, with incidence function e. If
one labels C' with the monomials 1,1,...,1 € k, then the homology of F is the
reduced cellular homology of C, denoted INL-(C) = H;(F¢). This is isomorphic to
the reduced singular homology of C' with coefficients in k. We say that C' is acyclic
(over k) if H;(C') = 0 for all i.

Fact 2.7 (Bayer and Sturmfels [2]). F¢ is a resolution if and only if for each
monomial f € S the subcomplex C<; is either empty or acyclic.

The Vertex-Weighted Case. We conclude this section by addressing the vertex-
weighted case. By this, we consider the situation where G is equipped with a
vertez-weighting A\: V — N where V = { Xy, ..., X} is the vertex set of G. Let *G
denote a vertex-weighted graph, i.e., a graph G equipped with a vertex-weighting
\. The edge ideal of *G is the ideal generated by the vertex-weighted edges of G:

ECG) = <X-)‘(Xi)XjA(Xj) | X;X; is an edge of G).

2

(Since G is undirected, this construction is inherently different from the edge ideal
of a weighted oriented graph introduced by Ha, et al. [I1].) We suggestively sketch
)‘KZQ as follows:

X ——7)

xs vy
where a = A\(X1) and so on; the edge ideal in this case is
E(M o) = (XYY, X7V X5V, X5YY).

Let m,n € N be given, and let A be a vertex-weighting on K, ,. Let ’\Vmﬁn
denote Vischer’s cell complex V,, ,, with each vertex (i, j) labeled with the monomial
generator X{\(Xi)Yj’\(Yj).

Proposition 2.8. Let m,n € N be given, and let A be any vertex-weighting on
K. Then Visscher’s construction Amen yields a (cellular, minimal) resolution

of S/EAKmn)-

Proof. One checks readily that for each monomial f, the unlabeled subcomplex
(MVin.n) <y has the form (V,, )<, for some g; this uses the fact that we are weight-
ing the vertices, specifically, because each generator divisible by X; is maximally
divisible by Xi)‘ (Xi), and similarly for Y;. Since each (Vi n)<g is either empty or
acyclic by Visscher [[L3] it follows that each ()‘Vm)n)g ¢ is either empty or acyclic,
$0 *V;,.n yields a resolution by Bayer and Sturmfel’s criterion 27 The minimality
of this resolution is verified like Fact Z5i(d). O

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [[.7]
Recall that Fact 2ZE(d) shows that Fy  is always minimal.

Step 3.1. First, consider the special case m = 1. It is straightforward to show that
Vin is an (n — 1)-dimensional simplex. It follows that Visscher’s construction Vi,
yields the Taylor resolution which is always a resolution. This verifies the result
when m = 1, and the case n = 1 is handled similarly.
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Step 3.2. Next, consider the special case m = n = 2. Assume without loss of
generality that o = w(X1Y1), that is, that w(XlYl) < w( Y;) for all 4,5 € [2]. In
other words, K3', has the following form where o < 8,7, 9

Because of Step[3.Ilabove, we need to show that V3 yields a resolution of S/E(K¥’,)
if and only if there is a vertex v such that w(vw) = « for all w adjacent to v.

For the forward implication in this case, we argue by contrapositive. So suppose
there is no such vertex v. In particular, this implies that o < 5,7 and o < §. We
inspect V3%

XpYe ———— x{vy
V2°:)2 =
XgW —————— X397y
and see that the conditions on the weights «,...,d imply that the monomial f =

XY XYy makes (V%)< into two isolated vertices:
XY
(Van)<s =
X39Y3.

This cell complex is disconnected, hence neither empty nor acyclic, so V3%, does not
yield a resolution, as desired.

For the converse in this special case, we argue directly. Assume that there is a
vertex v such that w(vw) = « for all w adjacent to v. By symmetry, assume without
loss of generality that v = X1, so K5’y has the following form where o < 7, 6.

X —2 v
>

Xs 5

Y;

Again, we inspect V3%

XY —— X7Yy
V2“,J2 =

XV —— X3v).
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To apply Bayer and Sturmfel’s criterion 7] we assume that f = X¢XEYFYy is
such that (V5%)<y is nonempty and prove that it is acyclic. Recall that (V3%)<;
is the subcomplex of V3% induced by the vertices whose labels divide f. Because
of the small and simple shape of V3%, it is straightforward to show that the only
nonempty, non-acyclic induced subcomplexes of V3% are the following:

X7y XYy

X33 X3y

(For instance, the 1-skeleton is not an induced subcomplex since the inclusion of
the four edges necessitates the inclusion of the 2-cell they surround.) We show that
these are not of the form (V3%)<;.

Suppose by way of contradiction that C' = (V5%)<s. Since X{'Y[* € C, we have
a < a and o < ¢. Similarly, we have @« < § < b and a < d < d. It follows that
X{Ysr € (Vi) <y = O, contradicting the explicit form of C.

A similar argument shows that D # (V5%)<y, as desired. This concludes the
proof in Step

Step 3.3. Now, we deal with forward implication in the general case. We argue
by contrapositive. By Step B.Il we assume that m,n > 2.

First, assume that condition (C72la) fails, so there is no vertex v such that
w(vw) = « for all w adjacent to v. That is, for every edge vw with w(vw) = «, there
is a vertex u adjacent to v such that w(vu) > «, and similarly for w. By symmetry,
assume without loss of generality that a = w(X1Y7), that is, that w(X;Y7) <
w(X;Y;) for all i,5. It follows that we have ¢ and j such that a > w(X1Y;) and
a > w(X;Y1). Now argue as in the forward implication of Step to show that
f= Xf‘Ylo‘Xij‘; with 0 = w(X;Y;) makes (V3 )<y into two isolated vertices:

Xy

oy 6
X7

This implies that V7, does not yield a resolution, as desired.

Next, assume that condition ([L72a) is satisfied, but that condition (I2lb)
fails. By symmetry, assume without loss of generality that the vertex v guaran-
teed by condition (L7Ra) is v = X,,. Set f = max{w(X;Y;) |i=1,...,m;j =
I,...,n}and f = (X1--- Xpn_1Y1 -+ Y,)?. Tt is straightforward to show that the

subcomplex (Vi )<y is precisely V,,_; ,, where y is the restriction p = w|k

The failure of condition ([72lb) says that Visscher’s construction for (V¥ )<y

m,n
does not yield a resolution. Bayer and Sturmfel’s criterion 2.7 says that there is
a monomial g such that [(V} )<<y is nonempty and non-acyclic. It is straight-
forward to show that (V)7 )<r]<g has the form (V% )<n for some monomial h.
Thus, (Vi ,,)<n is nonempty and non-acyclic, so another application of 2.7 shows
that V7 does not yield a resolution. This concludes the proof of the forward

implication in the general case.

m—1,n"
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Step 3.4. Now, we deal with the converse in the general case. We argue directly,
by induction on m + n. Steps Bl and above cover the base case m +n < 4. In
the inductive step, we assume that m,n > 2 and that there is a vertex v such that
(a) w(vw) = « for all w adjacent to v, and

(b) Visscher’s construction for K, , — v yields a resolution.

By symmetry, we assume without loss of generality that v = X;. To make the
following argument clean, we re-index our X-vertices as Xj,..., X,, and assume
that v = Xj, so that

(a) w(XoY;) =« for all j € [n], and

(b) Visscher’s construction V,;;m for K;JHL" — X yields a resolution.

Here 1 = wlk,, . Note that this implies that S = k[Xo,..., X, Y1,..., Y]

We apply a mapping cone argument to show that Visscher’s construction for
K3 11, vields a resolution. It is worth noting that this mapping cone description
is not present in Visscher’s work and may be of independent interest even in that
square-free context.

The mapping cone description of Visscher’s resolution comes from the following
observation. For each face (A,B) € V%, , with § # A C [m]* =[0,1,...,m] and
() # B C [n], let [A, B] denote the corresponding basis vector in the chain complex
F +1,n» as in Construction This gives the following three mutually exclusive
cases for the basis vectors.

(1) 0 ¢ A. Basis vectors in this case essentially give the chain complex F, ., which

m,n’
is a resolution of £(K}, ,,), by assumption. More rigorously, basis vectors in
this case give a subcomplex isomorphic to Fﬁ;n
(2) A = {0}. Basis vectors in this case essentially give a truncated and shifted
Taylor resolution T for the ideal (X§Y, ..., X§Y,%):

ar n T n aT
T — 3 S(z) 2 S(l) ! S 0
T__ T n T __ 9T n T__ 9T n
T = 95 =70 s(3) 9> =70 S(2) e s(1) 0

More rigorously, basis vectors [0, B] € F:l +1,n 8ive a subcomplex isomorphic
to T where we denote the corresponding basis vector simply as [B] € T. The
resolution 7' is a truncated, twisted, and shifted Koszul complex on the sequence
Y, ..., Y%, and the ideal (X§Y®, ..., X§Y,*) is none other than the edge ideal
E(KY,) where v = w|k, ,,, which is the constant edge-weighting a.

(3) A 2 {0}. Basis vectors in this case are obtained from basis vectors [A’, B] €
Fﬁln by the association [A’, B] ~ [A’ U {0}, B] where A = A — {0}. Basis
vectors in this case mix with those of the previous cases when the differential
on F::Hrlm is applied.

Let’s look at this in an example for use in the remainder of the section.

Example 3.5. Consider the case m+1 = 2 and n = 3. In this case, our assumptions
show that £(KY,) is essentially the ideal .J from Example [.2}

E(KY,) = (X§V, XoVs, XevVe, XY, XYy X{V3)
with
ﬂ:w(lel) ")/:w(Xlifg) 5:w(X1Y3)
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Visscher’s cell complex and the associated cellular chain complex are

X0 Y e XYY
Vi = X§Y
Xlﬁlflﬂ ---------------- X;}/Q’y
AN -
XYy
o5l 8F§‘j3 ofts
Fyy = 0 gLl Lgn T L go 2 L go 0
[01,123] [1,123] — [1, 23] [1,1]
\
[0,123] [1,13] [1.2]
[01,23\[1,12] [1,3]
01, 13] [0,23] [0,1]
01,12] 0,13] [0,2]
[0,12] [0, 3]
[01,1]
01, 2]
01, 3]

Below each free module, we list the basis vectors with case () at the top, case (2)
in the middle, and case [B)) at the bottom.

Applying the differential to a basis vector of the form [1, B] outputs a linear
combination of basis vectors of the same form, as indicated by the arrows emanating
from the basis vector [1,123]. This shows that these basis vectors form a subcomplex
of ngg, which is part of the point of the statement “basis vectors in this case give a

”

. . E=11)
subcomplex isomorphic to F', ,,

looks like in our example.

in item (Il) above. Here is what this subcomplex

0 St S3 S3 0
[1,123] [1,23] [1,1]
[1,13] [1,2]
[1,12] 1, 3]

Note that is is supported on the following subcomplex of V3.
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x7vy X7y

Vf ,L3 = \ /

XYy

One establishes the remainder of the quoted statement by verifying that the differ-
ential on this subcomplex of Fj; ., , is the same as the differential on Fﬁ;n

Similarly, applying the differential to a basis vector of the form [0, B] outputs
a linear combination of basis vectors of the same form, as indicated by the arrows
emanating from the basis vector [0,123]. This is part of the point of the statement
“basis vectors [0, B] € F,, +1.n give a subcomplex isomorphic to T in item (2)
above. Here is what T looks like in this situation.

T= 0 g1 g N g 0
[123] 23] 1]
(13] [2]
[12] [3]

Note that is is supported on the following simplex which is the top face of V5.

Xgyy Xgvy

N

Xov3

One establishes the remainder of the quoted statement by checking by hand that
the differentials on the two complexes are the same. For instance, we compute:
o XeY{Yrys

XgYPYsvy X§YPYsYs

0 0,123|) = 0,23 0,13]| - ——=—=0,12
20D ey O ey O Ty 01
AT (M23) = — (2L 22 73 9g7 _ 2L 72 73 (qg1 4 1 =2 73 19
T2 = - (e - T e T

which definitely agree; the general computation is similar. Notice, it is key here
that w(XoY;) = « for all i € [n].

On the other hand, applying the differential to basis vectors of the form [01, B]
outputs linear combinations of basis vectors of all three forms: [1, B], [0, B], [01, B’].

We return to our general proof of Step B4l In what follows, recall that F', 1n
lives over the ring S = k[Xy,...,Xm,Y1,...,Y,], and F;n lives over the ring
S =k[Xy,..., X, Y1,...,Y,] with 1 fewer variable.
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. =10 . . . . .
To describe I, | ,, as a mapping cone requires a chain map, described on S-basis
vectors as follows:

(F,, . ®s S)(—X§) [A, B]
: |
F, 95 S) & T X ( ; ([éﬁg]]))

where (ann ®s S)(—X§) is the multi-graded twist of ann ®g S and

0 if |4 > 2
f([AvB]) = { mdeg([a,B .
~“ndesan 1B] i A= {a}

where
mdeg([a, B)) = X'+ [T vp"™
beB
mdeg([B]) = Xg [] vi°
beB
where

M, = max(w(X,Y;) | j € B) > a.

Notice that these mdeg’s are nothing more than the multidegrees of the multi-
graded basis vectors in Fumn ®g S and T, respectfully, that is, the monomial labels
on the associated faces of the cell/simplicial complexes supporting these resolutions.

When we take the mapping cone, the basis vectors in case () and (2)) will come
from the first and second summands in the codomain of ¢, respectively. The basis
vectors in case ([B) will come from the domain of ¢.

Before continuing, let’s look at this for our running example.

Example 3.6. Continue with the situation of Example B.5 and assume that 8 <
v < 8. We write ¢ with the Visscher basis for the domain and the Visscher and
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Taylor bases for the codomain, suppressing the twists on the free modules.

[1,123] [1,23] 1,1]
[1,13] [1,2]
[1,12] [1,3]
(Fh 3 ®s 8)(—X§) = 0 R 53 s? 0
¢ NN
(Fis®s S)oT = 0 gL g3+3 343 0
[1,123] [1,23] 1,1]
[123] [1,13] 1,2]
[1,12] 1, 3]
[23] (1]
[13] [2]
[12] (3]

Here’s what ¢ does to a basis vector in the domain.
[1,12] Xg[1,12]
2112 = X5 _xivn o) = (_yrpihnyary)
’ _X(‘}‘Yi"‘Yz"‘ [12] _Xiyylﬁ Yy o (12]
and we check that the chain map diagram commutes on this basis vector.
_XYYfYJ[ ] X7vPyy
X7y xXPyf
= =Y[L2 4+ X7y ]

aéFTj@S’S)(*XSL) ([

1,12]) = [1,1]

02

1,121 ~YP 2]+ X7 PY (L,

. I

Xg[1,12] Xg(-Y{ 1,2+ X?*ﬁY;[;, 1)
—XYP Y 1) — (=YY R 2]+ XY S (1)

(%) H
Xg(=YP[1,2] + X77v[1,1]) )
(—XfoaYJ“(—Yf“ [2] + Y5 [1])

We return to our general proof of Step 3.4l As in the preceding example, one
checks readily that ¢ is a multigraded S-linear chain map between multigraded
S-complexes.
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We next show that the mapping cone Cone(¢) is isomorphic to Fy ., ,,. Recall
that, given a chain map ¢: W — U, we have

§Cone(w)
Cone(¢); = U; @ Wy —————U;—1 ® W;_5 = Cone(¢));_1.
Y i1
0o -,

In our situation, we have W = (ann ®s S)(—X§) and U = (Fumn ®s S)®T so
our cone looks like the following.

Cone(¢); = (an,n ®s 9)i ®T; ® (ann ®s S)(—=X§)io1

afﬁl,n ®gr S 0
OCot)e(qb) _ ‘ 0 a? ¢i7 !

0 Tl @S (=XE)
i—1

Cone()i—1 = (F,, , ®s: S)ic1 @ Ti1 & (F, , @57 S)(—X§)i2

We have essentially already defined the isomorphism between Cone(¢) and Fy, ;..
We summarize here on basis vectors.

Cone(¢) _® . F:;_Hm F:J,H_l)n hd Cone(¢)
[A, B] [A, B]
0 > [A, B] 0 ifo¢ A
0
0
0 0
[Jg] ———=[{0}, B] (A, Bl——< | [B] if A= {0}
0
0 0
0 ——[{0} U A, B 0 if A2 {0}.
[A, B] [A—{0}, B]

Before concluding, let’s look at this for our running example.

Example 3.7. Continue with the situation of Example B.0] and assume that 8 <
~v < 4. Given the description of ¢ from Example B.6, we see that Cone(¢) has the
following shape where the basis vectors from the codomain of ¢ are listed at the



RESOLUTIONS OF EDGE IDEALS OF WEIGHTED COMPLETE BIPARTITE GRAPHS 21

top, and those from the domain are listed at the bottom.

Cone(¢) = 00— GO+0+1 _  gl+143 _ _ g3+3+3 . g3+3+0
[1,123] [1,23] [1,1]
[1,13] [1,2]
[1,12] [1,3]
[123] [23] 1]
13 2]
12 3]
[1,123] [1,23] [1,1]
[1,13] [1,2]
[1,12] 1, 3]

Notice that the basis vectors from T are in rows 4-6 of basis vectors. Compare this
with our computation of F’ ;3 from Example

Fyy = 0 R S S Sy S S 0
[1,123] [1,23] [1,1]
[1,13) [1,2]
1,12] [1,3]
0,123] [0,23] 0,1]
[0,13] 0,2]
0,12) 0, 3]
01,123] (01, 23] 01,1]
01, 13] 01,2]

01,12] 01, 3].
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Fiy= 0 I B S S 0
1,123 [1,23] 1,1
[1,13] 1,2
1,12] 1,3
0,123] [0, 23] 0,1]
0,13] 0,2]
0,12] 0,3
01,123 [01,23] 01, 1]
[01,13] 01,2]
01,12)  [01,3]

The arrangement of the basis vectors makes it straightforward to see that ® and
¥ describe inverse bijections between the bases of Cone(¢) and F;g, hence they
describe isomorphisms between the free modules. One checks readily that they
are also chain maps, hence isomorphisms; for instance, we verify this for the basis

vector ([170120 € Cone(¢), where [1,12] € (ng ®g 8)(—X&):
0 X§[1,12]
one(¢)
0| XYYy
[1,12] VP2 - X7 PYg (L 1]
@} I.:p
& _ Yy B—ayv—a
(01,12] X§[1,12] = XYY 70,12]

+Y/[01,2] — X7 7Py, [01,1]

8F5},3 H
o B8 [ B
Xo Xiyyl Yzw [1 12] _ Xo Xiyyl YQAY [0 12]
xX)vPyy Xevevy U

XeXYLPyy XeX)YPYy
+7X3;(171Y272 [01,2] — 2221122 101, 1]

We now conclude our general proof of Step [3.4l Arguing as in Example 3.7 one
checks readily that the maps ® and ¥ are inverse isomorphisms between Cone(¢)
and Fz +1,n- Thus, to prove that Fz +1,n 18 a resolution, it remains only to show
that Cone(9) is acyclic, i.e., H;(Cone(¢)) = 0 for all ¢ > 1. To this end, we analyze
the long exact sequence associated to Cone(¢).

Recall that, given a chain map ¢: W — U, we have a short exact sequence of
chain complexes

0— U — Cone(yp)) > W — 0
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where YW is a shifted copy of W. The associated long exact sequence in homology
has the form

H;(v)

s H(W) 2 H(U) — Hi(Cone(y)) — Hy_1 (W) — - - . (3.7.1)

In our specific situation, we have chain map
o: (Fh,, 5 S)(-X§) = (Fhy, ©s S) & T
and short exact sequence
0— (F,, @5 S)@®T — Cone(¢) — Z((Fl,,, @5/ S)(—=X§)) — 0.

By our induction hypothesis, the complexes Fﬂmm ®g S and (Fﬂmn ®s S)(—X§)
are acyclic, as is T since it is a Taylor resolution. Thus, for i > 2, the long exact
sequence ([B7.T)) implies that H;(Cone(¢)) = 0, and part of the remainder of the
long exact sequence has the following form.

0 — H; (Cone(6)) — Ho((F™, ,, @5 S)(—X§)) 222 Hy(F", , @5 ) @ Ho(T)

It is straightforward to check that this has the following form
( X )
Ho (XS f)
_—

The top entry in the matrix here shows that the matrix describes an injective map,
so Hy(Cone(¢)) = 0. This concludes the proof of Step B4 and hence the proof of
Theorem [I7] O

0 — Hy(Cone(¢)) = E(K7, ) E(Ky,n) ©E(KY )

Corollary 3.8. If condition[1 or[2 of Theorem [1.7) is satisfied, then the (k+ 1)st
Betti number of S/E(Ks, ,,) is

B (SIS ) =S (”) (k L 2)-

= N

Proof. This follows directly from Theorem [T and Visscher’s [23] Corollary 6]. O

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We are interested to know:

Question 4.1. If conditions [[H2] of Theorem [I.7 fail, what does the minimal free
resolution of £(K7, ) look like? Is it cellular? Is it supported on a complex
containing V;,, 7 Must we always have

e £ 0)( 5,

=1 M

Data we have collected suggest that the resolution is cellular, supported on a
subdivision of V;, ,, like in the following sketch where the single 3-cell of V5 3 is
divided in two, into a solid tetrahedron and a square-based pyramid.
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/
‘/23: D ‘/23:

) )

However, we are nowhere near understanding this. We are also interested to know:

Q

uestion 4.2. If conditions (1)) and () of Theorem [T are satisfied, does Fy, ,,

have the structure of a differential graded algebra (DGA)?

gr

(i.

Given the brief nature of this discussion, we direct the reader to [II 3] for back-
ound on DGAs.

Geller [10, Corollary 4.6.9] answers Question affirmatively in the square-free
e., the unweighted) case and, moreover, in the vertex-weighted case, e.g., the

case where w is constant. It is also true if dim(V}, ) < 3 because Buchsbaum and
Eisenbud [5] show that it is always true for resolutions of length at most 3. Beyond
that, we only have guesses, even for Fy’.

10.

11.

12.

13.
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