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SORTABLE SIMPLICIAL COMPLEXES AND THEIR

ASSOCIATED TORIC RINGS

ANTONINO FICARRA, SOMAYEH MORADI

Abstract. Let Γ be a d-flag sortable simplicial complex. We consider the toric
ring RΓ = K[xF t : F ∈ Γ] and the Rees algebra of the facet ideals I(Γ[i]) of pure
skeletons of Γ. We show that these algebras are Koszul, normal Cohen-Macaulay
domains. Moreover, we study the Gorenstein property, the canonical module,
and the a-invariant of the normal domain RΓ by investigating its divisor class
group. Finally, it is shown that any d-flag sortable simplicial complex is vertex
decomposable, which provides a characterization of the Cohen-Macaulay property
of such complexes.

Introduction

The sortability concept was first defined by Sturmfels [20] for a finite set of mono-
mials generated in one degree in a polynomial ring S = K[x1, . . . , xn] over a field
K. This concept was extended by Herzog, Hibi and the second author of this pa-
per [7] to a finite set of monomials of arbitrary degrees in S. Toric rings generated
by sortable sets of monomials have the desirable property that their defining ideal
possesses a quadratic reduced Gröbner basis consisting of binomials that arise from
sorting relations, as shown in [7, Theorem 1.4] and [4, Theorem 6.16]. In [12], the
notion of sortability was applied to simplicial complexes. To each face F of a simpli-
cial complex Γ, one can associate a monomial xF =

∏

i∈F xi. A simplicial complex
Γ is called sortable if the set of monomials xF corresponding to the faces F ∈ Γ
forms a sortable set of monomials. In the mentioned paper, the Rees algebra of the
t-independence ideal It(G) of a proper interval graph G was shown to be Koszul
and a normal Cohen-Macaulay ring. The ideal It(G) is the facet ideal of the t-pure
skeleton the independence complex ∆G of G, which is a sortable simplicial complex
in this case [12, Theorem 8].

In this paper, we investigate more generally, how the sortability property for a
simplicial complex Γ implies desirable algebraic properties for toric and Rees algebras
attached to Γ and for the Stanley-Reisner ring of Γ. We consider d-flag sortable
simplicial complexes. A d-flag simplicial complex is a simplicial complex whose all
minimal non-faces have cardinality d. This family of simplicial complexes turns out
to exhibit interesting algebraic properties. The key reason for this, is that any d-flag
sortable simplicial complex is the independence complex Ind(∆) of a so-called unit-
interval simplicial complex ∆. Roughly speaking, a unit-interval simplicial complex
is a pure simplicial complex whose facets are obtained by taking the sets of facets of
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pure skeletons of some simplices that admit a suitable labeling. This fact is formally
established in Theorem 1.1. For a d-flag sortable simplicial complex Γ or equivalently
for Γ = Ind(∆), where ∆ is a unit-interval simplicial complex of dimension d − 1,
we mainly study

(a) The Rees algebra R(I(Γ)[t]) of the facet ideal of pure skeletons Γ[t] of Γ.
(b) The divisor class group Cl(RΓ), the Gorenstein property, the canonical mod-

ule ωRΓ
and the a-invariant of the toric ring RΓ = K[xF t : F ∈ Γ].

(c) The Cohen-Macaulayness of Γ.

We address (a) in Section 1. To this aim, Theorem 1.1 plays a crucial role. In
Proposition 1.4, we show that the sortable ideal I(Γ)[t] satisfies the ℓ-exchange prop-
erty. Using a description of the reduced Gröbner basis of the defining ideal of Rees
algebras of monomial ideals with the ℓ-exchange property, as given by Herzog, Hibi
and Vladoiu in [10] (see Theorem 1.5), we conclude that the Rees algebra R(I(Γ)[t])
has a quadratic reduced Gröbner basis. From this fact, we obtain Corollary 1.6,
which states that this ring is a Koszul and normal Cohen-Macaulay domain, the
ideal I(Γ)[t] satisfies the strong persistence property and all of its powers have linear
resolutions.

In Sections 2 and 3, we study the Gorenstein property, the a-invariant and the
canonical module of the toric ring RΓ, via its divisor class group. The family of
toric rings attached to simplicial complexes were introduced first in [13] and further
studied in [5], where their divisor class group was investigated.

When Γ is flag, i.e., 2-flag, ∆ may be viewed as a graph G and the ring RΓ is the
toric ring of the stable set polytope of G. Moreover, the sortability of Γ is equivalent
to G being a proper interval graph. Notice that any proper interval graph is perfect.
For a perfect G and Γ = Ind(G), in [18] it was shown that RΓ is a normal ring. In
Section 2, we consider more generally such flag complexes. For Γ = Ind(G) with
G a perfect graph, the divisor class group and the set of height one prime ideals
of RΓ which determine the canonical module ωRΓ

were determined in [13, Theorem
1.10, Corollary 1.12]. Using those descriptions, in Proposition 2.1 we show that the
a-invariant of RΓ is equal to −(ω(G) + 1), where ω(G) denotes the clique number
of G. In Theorem 2.2, we recover a result by Hibi and Ohsugi [19] which gives
a combinatorial characterization for the Gorenstein property of RΓ, when Γ is the
independence complex of a perfect graph. We provide a new short proof based on
divisorial computations developed in [13] and [5]. A fundamental fact employed
in our arguments is that a normal Cohen-Macaulay domain R, with the canonical
module ωR, is Gorenstein if and only if the so-called canonical class [ωR] is zero
in the divisor class group Cl(R). These results are applied to Γ = Ind(∆) for a
1-dimensional unit-interval simplicial complex ∆ in Corollary 2.3.

In Section 3, we consider d-flag sortable sortable simplicial complexes for d > 2.
In other words, Γ = Ind(∆) for a unit-interval simplicial complex ∆ with dim(∆) =
d− 1 > 1. The set of height one monomial prime ideals of RΓ which do not contain
the variable t, is known by [13, Proposition 1.9]. Our aim is to determine all height
one monomial prime ideals containing t. We present a family of monomial prime
ideals of height one which contain t in Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.2. We conjecture
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that this family of prime ideals is precisely the set of height one monomial prime
ideals of RΓ which contain t. In Proposition 3.4, we prove this conjecture for a
unit-interval simplicial complex ∆ whose maximal cliques form a partition of the
vertex set of ∆. Knowing the subset of monomial prime ideals containing (t) given
in Corollary 3.2 enables us to give a necessary condition for the Gorenstein property
of RΓ in Proposition 3.5 and give an upper bound for the a-invariant of RΓ in
Proposition 3.6. Moreover, in Corollary 3.8 we determine when (t) is a radical ideal,
which leads to a simpler description for the canonical module of RΓ.

Finally, in Section 4 we consider interval simplicial complexes which extend the
notion of unit-interval simplicial complexes to non-pure simplicial complexes. In
Theorem 4.1, we show that for any interval simplicial complex ∆, the independence
complex Ind(∆) is vertex decomposable. This implies that a d-flag sortable simplicial
complex is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if it is pure.

1. Characterization of d-flag sortable simplicial complexes and

their associated Rees algebras

In this section, we study Rees algebras and ideals associated to d-flag sortable
simplicial complexes. To this end, we begin by providing a characterization of these
complexes, which is equivalent to describing pure (d − 1)-dimensional simplicial
complexes ∆ for which the independence complex of ∆ is sortable.

We begin by recalling relevant notation and definitions. Hereafter, ∆ is a sim-
plicial complex on the vertex set [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n} and S = K[x1, . . . , xn] is the
polynomial ring over a field K. We say that a face F ∈ ∆ has dimension d, if
|F | = d+ 1. The dimension of ∆ is defined as the maximum dimension of the faces
of ∆ and is denoted by dim(∆). A facet of ∆ is a maximal face of ∆ with respect
to inclusion. We denote by F(∆), the set of all facets of ∆, and we say that ∆ is
pure if all facets of ∆ have the same dimension. Furthermore, the facet ideal of ∆
is defined as I(∆) = (xF : F ∈ F(∆)).

Now, let ∆ be a pure (d−1)-dimensional simplicial complex ∆. A subset C ⊆ [n]
is called a clique of ∆, if all d-subsets of C are facets of ∆. A subset D ⊆ [n] is
called an independent set of ∆, if D contains no facet of ∆. The collection of all
independent sets of ∆ is a simplicial complex, called the independence complex of
∆, and denoted by Ind(∆).

We recall the concept of sortability from [7]. Let u and v be two monomials of S,
and write

uv = xi1xi2 · · ·xir with i1 ≤ i2 ≤ · · · ≤ ir.

We define the sorting of the pair (u, v) as

sort(u, v) = (u′, v′), with u′ =
∏

j∈F

xij , v′ =
∏

j∈G

xij ,

where F = {j : 1 ≤ j ≤ r, j is odd} and G = {j : 1 ≤ j ≤ r, j is even}.
If sort(u, v) = (u, v), the pair (u, v) is called a sorted pair, and otherwise it is
called an unsorted pair. A finite set of monomials M ⊂ S is called sortable, if
sort(u, v) ∈ M×M for all u, v ∈ M.
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Now, let ∆ be a simplicial complex. We say that ∆ is sortable, if the set of
monomials M∆ = {xF : F ∈ ∆} is sortable. Here xF =

∏

i∈F xi for a non-empty
subset F of [n] and x∅ = 1. Given F,G ∈ ∆, we set sort(F,G) = (F ′, G′), where
the sets F ′, G′ are defined by the equation sort(xF ,xG) = (xF ′,xG′).

Given positive integers i ≤ j, we denote by [i, j] the interval {i, i + 1, . . . , j}.
Following [1] and [2], a simplicial complex ∆ of dimension d − 1 is called a unit-

interval simplicial complex if ∆ is pure, and for any facet F = {i1 < · · · < id} ∈ ∆,
the interval [i1, id] is a clique of ∆. For such a simplicial complex, the maximal
cliques of ∆ are intervals.

The following theorem gives a characterization of d-flag sortable simplicial com-
plexes.

Theorem 1.1. Let ∆ be a pure (d−1)-dimensional simplicial complex. Then Ind(∆)
is sortable if and only if ∆ is a unit-interval simplicial complex.

Proof. Suppose that Ind(∆) is sortable. Let F = {i1 < i2 < · · · < id} be a facet of
∆. We need to show that the interval B = [i1, id] is a clique of ∆. Let ℓ ∈ B \ F .
We have ij−1 < ℓ < ij for some 2 ≤ j ≤ d. Consider the d-subsets of B defined as
follows,

G = {i1 < · · · < ij−1 < ℓ < ij+1 < · · · < id},

H = {i1 < · · · < ij−2 < ℓ < ij < ij+1 < · · · < id}.

We say that G and H are obtained from F by a 1-step exchange. It is clear that any
d-subset of B can be obtained from F by performing finitely many 1-step exchanges.
We claim that G and H are again facets of ∆. Then, iterations of 1-step exchanges
yield that B is indeed a clique of ∆.

Assume by contradiction that G /∈ F(∆). Then G ∈ Ind(∆). Furthermore, the set
F1 = F \ {ij−1} is also independent, for it has size d−1. Since Ind(∆) is sortable, it
follows that sort(F1, G) ∈ Ind(∆)× Ind(∆). However, sort(F1, G) = (F,G1), where
G1 = G \ {ij−1}. This is absurd, since F ∈ F(∆). Hence, we have G ∈ F(∆).
Similarly, one can show that H is a facet of ∆.

Conversely, suppose that ∆ is a unit-interval simplicial complex of dimension d−1.
We show that Ind(∆) is sortable. Let F,G ∈ Ind(∆) with |F | = r and |G| = s,
and write xFxG = xi1xi2 · · ·xir+s

with i1 ≤ i2 ≤ · · · ≤ ir+s. We need to show that
sort(F,G) = (F ′, G′) ∈ Ind(∆)× Ind(∆), where F ′ = {ik : 1 ≤ k ≤ r+ s, k is odd}
and G′ = {ik : 1 ≤ k ≤ r + s, k is even}. Notice that if r + s ≤ 2(d − 1),
then |F ′| ≤ d − 1 and |G′| ≤ d − 1. So both F ′ and G′ are independent, that is
(F ′, G′) ∈ Ind(∆)× Ind(∆). Now, suppose that r+s ≥ 2d−1, and by contradiction
assume that at least one of F ′ and G′ is not an independent set of ∆, say F ′. Then
F ′ contains a facet H = {j1 < j2 < · · · < jd} ∈ ∆. By our assumption, the
interval B = [j1, jd] is a clique of ∆. Notice that each jp is equal to i2q−1 for some q.
Therefore, the set A = {k : j1 ≤ ik ≤ jd} contains at least 2d− 1 elements. Since F
and G are independent sets of ∆ and B is a clique of ∆, we have |B∩F | ≤ d−1 and
|B ∩G| ≤ d− 1. These inequalities imply that |A| ≤ 2d− 2, which is absurd. �
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Given a simplicial complex Γ, let RΓ = K[xF t : F ∈ Γ] ⊂ S[t]. For an integer
i ≥ 0, we denote by Γ(i) = {F ∈ Γ : dimF ≤ i} the ith skeleton of Γ, and by
Γ[i] = 〈F ∈ Γ : dimF = i〉 the ith pure skeleton of Γ. In [12, Corollary 13], it was
shown that if Γ is sortable, then RΓ[i] is a Koszul and normal Cohen-Macaulay ring.
However, we have more generally,

Proposition 1.2. Let Γ be a sortable simplicial complex. Then RΓ, RΓ(i) and RΓ[i]

are Koszul, normal Cohen-Macaulay domains. In particular, this holds when Γ =
Ind(∆) and ∆ is a unit-interval simplicial complex.

Proof. Note that if Γ is sortable, then all its (pure) skeletons Γ(i) and Γ[i] are sortable.
Therefore, by [7, Theorem 1.4], there exist the so-called sorting monomial orders

< on the polynomial rings K[yF : F ∈ Γ(i)] and K[yF : F ∈ Γ[i]]. So the defining
ideal of the toric algebras RΓ(i) = K[xF t : F ∈ Γ(i)] and RΓ[i] = K[xF t : F ∈ Γ[i]]
have quadratic reduced Gröbner bases with respect to the sorting order, consisting
of binomials obtained from the unsorted pairs of monomials in I(Γ(i)) and I(Γ[i]), re-
spectively. It follows that these rings are Koszul, normal Cohen-Macaulay domains,
see [9, Theorem 2.28, Corollary 4.26] and [15, Theorem 1].

The second statement follows from Theorem 1.1 and the first statement. �

Next, we study the Rees algebra R(I(Γ[t])) for a sortable simplicial complex Γ
and a positive integer t. To this aim we need to recall the concept of ℓ-exchange
property. The support of a monomial u ∈ S is the set supp(u) = {xi : xi divides u}.

Let I ⊂ S be an equigenerated monomial ideal, and let A = K[u : u ∈ G(I)] be
the toric algebra attached to I. Here G(I) denotes the minimal monomial generating
set of I. Then we may write A ∼= R/L, where R = K[yu : u ∈ G(I)] is the
polynomial ring and L is the kernel of the K-algebra homomorphism R → A with
yu 7→ u for any u ∈ G(I). We fix a monomial order < on R. A monomial w ∈ R is
called a standard monomial of L with respect to <, if w 6∈ in<(L).

The concept of ℓ-exchange property was defined in [10], as follows.

Definition 1.3. Keeping the above notation, we say that I satisfies the ℓ-exchange
property with respect to the monomial order < on R, if the following condition is
satisfied: let yu1 · · · yuN

and yv1 · · · yvN be two standard monomials of L with respect
to < such that

(i) degxr
(u1 · · ·uN) = degxr

(v1 · · · vN ) for r = 1, . . . , q − 1 with q ≤ n− 1,
(ii) degxq

(u1 · · ·uN) < degxq
(v1 · · · vN).

Then there exists an integer k, and an integer q < j ≤ n with xj ∈ supp(uk) such
that xquk/xj ∈ I.

Proposition 1.4. Let ∆ be a unit-interval simplicial complex on the vertex set [n],
and let Γ = Ind(∆). Then for all t ≥ 1, the ideal I(Γ[t]) satisfies the ℓ-exchange
property with respect to the sorting order <.

Proof. Let I = I(Γ[t]), and let yu1 · · · yuN
and yv1 · · · yvN be standard monomials of R

with respect to the sorting order < and satisfying (i) and (ii) of Definition 1.3. Since
the non-sorted pairs correspond to initial terms in the sorting order, and yu1 · · · yuN
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and yv1 · · · yvN do not belong to in<(L), we conclude that all the pairs (ui, uj) and
(vi, vj) are sorted for any i < j. Let uj = xij,1 · · ·xij,t+1

and vj = xi′j,1
· · ·xi′j,t+1

for

any 1 ≤ j ≤ N . Then by [4, Relation (6.3)],

i1,1 ≤ i2,1 ≤· · ·≤ iN,1 ≤ i1,2 ≤ i2,2 ≤· · ·≤ iN,2 ≤· · ·≤ i1,t+1 ≤ i2,t+1 ≤· · ·≤ iN,t+1

and

i′1,1 ≤ i′2,1 ≤· · ·≤ i′N,1 ≤ i′1,2 ≤ i′2,2 ≤· · ·≤ i′N,2 ≤· · ·≤ i′1,t+1 ≤ i′2,t+1 ≤· · ·≤ i′N,t+1.

By assumption degxr
(u1 · · ·uN) = degxr

(v1 · · · vN) for r = 1, . . . , q−1 with q ≤ n−1.
So from the above inequalities we obtain ij,k = i′j,k for any ij,k ≤ q − 1. Hence
degxr

(uj) = degxr
(vj) for all 1 ≤ j ≤ N and 1 ≤ r ≤ q − 1. By our assumption

there exists an integer 1 ≤ m ≤ N such that degxq
(um) < degxq

(vm).
Let um = xk1xk2 · · ·xkt , vm = xℓ1xℓ2 · · ·xℓt such that k1 < · · · < kt and ℓ1 <

· · · < ℓt and q = ℓi for some 1 ≤ i < t. Then k1 = ℓ1, . . . , ki−1 = ℓi−1 and
ki > ℓi = q. We show that xℓium/xki ∈ I. Suppose that this is not the case. Then
(supp(um) \ {xki}) ∪ {xℓi} contains a facet F of ∆. Obviously, xℓi ∈ F . We claim
that xks ∈ F for some s > i. Otherwise, since k1 = ℓ1, . . . , ki−1 = ℓi−1, we get F ⊆
{xℓ1 , . . . , xℓi−1

, xℓi} ⊆ supp(vm), which contradicts to vm ∈ I. So we have xks ∈ F
for some s > i. Then, we have ℓi < ki < ks. Since xℓi , xks ∈ F and ∆ is a unit-
interval simplicial complex, in both cases it follows that F ′ = (F \ {ℓi})∪ {ki} ∈ ∆.
Notice that F ′ ⊆ supp(um), with |F ′| = |F |. Since ∆ is pure, these imply that F ′

is a facet of ∆, and supp(um) /∈ Γ. So we get um /∈ I(Γ[t]), which is a contradiction.
Thus xℓium/xki ∈ I, as desired. �

The next result follows by combining [10, Theorem 5.1] with [4, Theorem 6.16].

Theorem 1.5. Let I ⊂ S be an equigenerated monomial ideal which is sortable and

satisfies the ℓ-exchange property with respect to the sorting order. Then there exists

a monomial order < on the polynomial ring T = S[yu : u ∈ G(I)] such that the

reduced Gröbner basis of the defining ideal J ⊂ T of the Rees algebra R(I) with

respect to < is quadratic.

The next corollary generalizes [12, Corollary 16], where the following result was
shown for flag (2-flag) sortable complexes.

Corollary 1.6. Let Γ be a d-flag sortable simplicial complex. Then

(a) R(I(Γ[t])) is a Koszul, normal Cohen-Macaulay domain.

(b) All powers of I(Γ[t]) have linear resolutions.

(c) I(Γ[t]) satisfies the strong persistence property.

Proof. Since Γ is d-flag, we have Γ = Ind(∆), where ∆ is a pure simplicial complex of
dimension d−1. By Theorem 1.1, the sortability of Γ implies that ∆ is a unit-interval
simplicial complex. So by Proposition 1.4, I(Γ[t]) satisfies the ℓ-exchange property
with respect to the sorting order <. Since I(Γ[t]) is a sortable monomial ideal,
by Theorem 1.5, the defining ideal of the Rees algebra R(I(Γ[t])) has a quadratic
reduced Gröbner basis. Using this fact, then (a), (b) and (c) follow respectively from
[9, Theorem 2.28, Corollary 4.26], [11, Corollary 1.2] and [14, Corollary 1.6]. �
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2. The toric ring of independence complex of perfect graphs

Let Γ be a d-flag sortable simplicial complex. We study the Gorenstein property
and the a-invariant of the normal toric ring RΓ by investigating the divisor class
group Cl(RΓ) of this ring. As discussed in Section 1, RΓ is normal and Γ = Ind(∆),
where ∆ is a unit-interval simplicial complex of dimension d− 1. In this section, we
consider the case d = 2. The case d > 2 will be discussed in Section 3.

When d = 2, we may view ∆ as a graph whose edges are the facets of ∆. Then
Γ is the independence complex of a proper interval graph G, see [12]. In this sec-
tion, we consider more generally the family of perfect graphs, which indeed includes
proper interval graphs. Recall that a graph G is called a perfect graph, if G and
Gc do not contain induced odd cycles of length r > 3. Here, by Gc we denote the
complementary graph of G. That is V (Gc) = V (G) and the edges of Gc are the
non-edges of G.

As was mentioned in the introduction, when Γ = Ind(G) and G is a perfect graph,
the ring RΓ is a normal Cohen-Macaulay domain. Moreover, the divisor class group
and the set of height one prime ideals of RΓ which determine the canonical module
ωRΓ

of RΓ were described in [13, Theorem 1.10, Corollary 1.12].
The K-algebra RΓ is standard graded if we put deg(xa1

1 · · ·xan
n tk) = k. Recall that

the a-invariant of a graded Cohen-Macaulay ring R admitting a graded canonical
module ωR is defined as a(R) = −min{j : (ωR)j 6= 0}.

The clique number of a graph G is defined as the maximum cardinality of cliques
of G, and is denoted by ω(G).

Proposition 2.1. Let G be a perfect graph and Γ = Ind(G). Then a(RΓ) =
−(ω(G) + 1). In particular, x1 · · ·xnt

ω(G)+1 ∈ ωRΓ
.

Proof. Let C1, . . . , Cr be the minimal vertex covers of the graph GΓ whose edge set
is F(Γ[1]). By [13, Theorem 1.10], we have ωRΓ

= PC1 ∩ · · · ∩ PCr
∩ Q1 ∩ · · · ∩ Qn,

where PCi
= (xF t : F ∈ ΓCi

) and Qi = (xF t : F ∈ Γ, i ∈ F ). Here ΓCi
is the induced

subcomplex of Γ on the set Ci.
We set u = x1 · · ·xnt

ω(G)+1 and pu = (1, . . . , 1, ω(G) + 1) ∈ Nn+1. Notice that
GΓ = Gc. Moreover, Ci = [n]\Bi, where Bi is a maximal independent set of GΓ = Gc

for 1 ≤ i ≤ r. The maximal independent sets of Gc are just the maximal cliques of G.
Therefore, Bi = [n] \ Ci for i = 1, . . . , r are the maximal cliques of G. By the proof
of [13, Theorem 1.3] the support form of PCi

is fi(x) = −
∑

j∈Bi
xj + xn+1 = 0 for

i = 1, . . . , r. Moreover, by [13, Proposition 1.9], the support form of Qj is gj(x) = xj

for all j. First we show that u ∈ ωRΓ
. Notice that fi(pu) = −|Bi| + ω(G) + 1 > 0,

since |Bi| ≤ ω(G) for all i. So u ∈ PCi
for all i. Moreover, gj(pu) = 1 > 0 and

hence u ∈ Qj for all j. Therefore, u ∈ ωRΓ
. This shows that a(RΓ) ≥ −(ω(G) + 1).

Now, consider an element v = xa1
1 · · ·xan

n tk ∈ ωRΓ
. Then for pv = (a1, . . . , an, k) we

have fi(pv) > 0 and gj(pv) > 0 for all i and j. It follows that
∑

j∈Bi
aj < k for any

1 ≤ i ≤ r and aj > 0 for all j. Hence |Bi| ≤
∑

j∈Bi
aj < k for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r. This

implies that ω(G) < k. Hence k ≥ ω(G)+1. Therefore, a(RΓ) ≤ −(ω(G)+1). �

Next, we provide a new proof of the Gorenstein characterization of RΓ given in
[19, Theorem 2.1(b)] in a simpler fashion.
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Theorem 2.2. Let G be a perfect graph and Γ = Ind(G). The following conditions

are equivalent.

(a) RΓ is Gorenstein.

(b) All the maximal cliques of G have the same cardinality.

(c) Gc is unmixed.

Moreover, if the equivalent conditions hold, then

ωRΓ
= (x1 · · ·xnt

ω(G)+1).

Proof. Let C1, . . . , Cr be the minimal vertex covers of the graph Gc. As was shown
in the proof of Proposition 2.1, Ci = [n] \ Bi for all i, where B1, . . . , Br are the
maximal cliques of G. The support form of PCi

is fi(x) = −
∑

j∈Bi
xj + xn+1 = 0

for i = 1, . . . , r. Now, by [5, Theorem 4.3], RΓ is Gorenstein if and only if there
exists an integer a such that 1 + |Bi| = a for all i = 1, . . . , r. This implies that the
statements (a) and (b) are equivalent. Since any minimal vertex cover of Gc is of
the form [n] \Bi, we see that (b) is further equivalent to (c).

Finally, suppose that RΓ is Gorenstein. Then, the assertion about the canoni-
cal module follows from Proposition 2.1 and the fact that ωRΓ

is a principal ideal
generated in degree −a(RΓ) = ω(G) + 1. �

We apply these results to a 1-dimensional unit-interval simplicial complex ∆. Let
G∆ be the graph whose edges are the facets of ∆. Since G∆ is a proper interval
graph, it is perfect. Hence, as a special case of Theorem 2.2 we have

Corollary 2.3. Let ∆ be a 1-dimensional unit-interval simplicial complex, and let

Γ = Ind(∆). Then the a-invariant of RΓ is equal to

−max{|B|+ 1 : B is a maximal clique of ∆}.

Moreover, RΓ is Gorenstein if and only if Gc
∆ is unmixed, and in this case

ωRΓ
= (x1 · · ·xnt

ω(G)+1).

3. The divisor class group of the toric ring of sortable simplicial

complexes

Throughout this section Γ is a d-flag sortable simplicial complex with d > 2. In
other words, Γ = Ind(∆), where ∆ is a unit-interval simplicial complex on [n] with
dim(∆) = d − 1 > 1. We investigate the divisor class group Cl(RΓ), the canonical
module ωRΓ

, and the Gorenstein property of RΓ.
By [13, Theorem 1.1], the minimal prime ideals of (t) ⊂ RΓ determine Cl(RΓ).

Moreover, from [13, Proposition 1.4] we know that for any minimal vertex cover C
of the graph GΓ whose edge are the facets of Γ[1], the ideal PC = (xF t : F ∈ ΓC)
is a minimal prime ideal of (t), where ΓC is the induced subcomplex of Γ on the
set C. Since by assumption d > 2, it follows that GΓ is the complete graph on the
vertex set [n]. Hence {[n] \ {i} : i ∈ [n]} is the set of minimal vertex covers of GΓ.
Let Ci = [n] \ {i} for all i. We denote the prime ideal PCi

= (xF t : F ∈ ΓCi
) by Pi.

Hence, P1, . . . , Pn are among the minimal prime ideals of (t).
8



The next result presents another family of minimal prime ideals of (t). Let
B1, . . . , Bm be the maximal cliques of ∆, which are indeed intervals. For each
j ∈ [m], we consider the monomial ideal

Lj = (xF t : F ∈ Γ and fj(pF ) > 0),

where
fj(x) = −(

∑

k∈Bj

xk) + (d− 1)xn+1

and pF =
∑

i∈F ei + en+1 ∈ Zn+1. Here, e1, . . . , en+1 is the canonical basis of Zn+1.

Theorem 3.1. With the notation introduced, Lj is a minimal monomial prime ideal

of (t) ⊂ RΓ, for all j ∈ [m].

Proof. Firstly, we prove that Lj is a prime ideal of RΓ. To this end, it is enough
to show that the hyperplane Hj defined by fj is a supporting hyperplane of R+AΓ,
where AΓ is the affine semigroup generated by the lattice points pF with F ∈ Γ and
R+AΓ is the smallest cone containing AΓ. To do so, let F ∈ Γ. Since Bj is a clique
of ∆ and F is an independent set of ∆, it follows that F contains at most d − 1
elements from Bj. Hence, fj(pF ) ≥ 0, and fj(pF ) = 0 if and only if |F ∩Bj | = d−1.
This shows that Hj ∩ R+AΓ 6= ∅ and fj(pF ) ≥ 0 for all F ∈ Γ. Hence, Hj is a
supporting hyperplane of R+AΓ and Lj is a prime ideal containing t.

Now, we show that Lj is a minimal prime ideal of (t). Let P be a minimal prime
ideal of (t) such that (t) ⊆ P ⊆ Lj . We will prove that P = Lj. We proceed by
induction on i > 0 to show that xF t ∈ P for all F ∈ Γ with |F | = i such that
fj(pF ) > 0.

Let i = 1. Notice that for any F ∈ Γ with |F | = 1, we have fj(pF ) > 0. So
xkt ∈ Lj for all k ∈ [n]. By [13, Lemma 1.2], the set C = {k ∈ [n] : xkt ∈ P} is a
vertex cover of GΓ. Since GΓ is the complete graph, either C = [n] or C = [n] \ {h}
for some h ∈ [n]. Hence, we must show that C = [n]. Suppose by contradiction this
is not the case. Then C = [n] \ {h} and xht /∈ P . Since |Bj| ≥ d, we can find a
(d−1)-subset of Bj , call it F , which does not contain h. Then F ∈ Γ and fj(pF ) = 0.
Hence xF t /∈ Lj, and so xF t /∈ P , too. Let q ∈ F . Then F1 = (F \ {q}) ∪ {h} ∈ Γ
because |F1| = d− 1. Therefore, (xht)(xF t) = (xqt)(xF1t) ∈ P because q ∈ C. This
is a contradiction, because xht,xF t /∈ P . This shows that indeed C = [n].

Suppose now i > 1. Let F ∈ Γ be such that |F | = i and fj(pF ) > 0. Then
|F ∩Bj | ≤ d− 2. We must show that xF t ∈ P . We distinguish two cases.

Case 1. Suppose that F ⊆ Bj . We show that xF t ∈ P .
First suppose that there exists a subset G ⊂ Bj of size i with G 6= F such that

xGt /∈ P . Then, we can find h ∈ F \ G. Notice that i = |F | = |F ∩ Bj | ≤ d − 2.
Hence G1 = G∪{h} ∈ Γ because |G1| = i+1 ≤ d−1 and so G1 is an independent set
of ∆. Moreover, F1 = F \ {h} ∈ Γ too, and fj(pF1) > fj(pF ) > 0. By our induction
hypothesis, xF1t ∈ P . Then, (xF t)(xGt) = (xF1t)(xG1t) ∈ P because xF1t ∈ P .
Since xGt /∈ P , we conclude that xF t ∈ P , as desired.

Suppose now that for all subsets H ⊂ Bj of size i different from F we have
xHt ∈ P . Since |Bj \ F | ≥ d − i, we can find elements h1, . . . , hd−i in the set
Bj \ F . Moreover, since i > 1, we have d − i ≤ d − 2. Therefore, we can find
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a subset G ⊂ Bj of size d − 1 that contains h1, . . . , hd−i. Then G ∈ Γ and since
fj(pG) = 0, we have xGt /∈ Lj and so xGt /∈ P too. Set F1 = F ∪ {h1, . . . , hd−i−1}
and G1 = G\{h1, . . . , hd−i−1}. Then |F1| = d−1 and so F1 ∈ Γ. Moreover, |G1| = i
and G1 6= F because hd−i ∈ G1 \F . Therefore, xG1t ∈ P by our assumption. Hence,
we have (xF t)(xGt) = (xF1t)(xG1t) ∈ P . Since xGt /∈ P , we conclude that xF t ∈ P ,
and this finishes the proof of this case.

Case 2. Suppose now that F ∩ ([n] \ Bj) 6= ∅, and let h ∈ F ∩ ([n] \ Bj). We
define a subset G of Bj as follows,

G =

{

[maxBj − (d− 2), maxBj ] if h < minBj ,

[minBj , minBj + (d− 2)] if h > maxBj .

Notice that |G| = d− 1 and G ⊂ Bj. Therefore, fj(pG) = 0 and so xGt /∈ Lj . Thus
xGt /∈ P . It is easily seen that G1 = G ∪ {h} is again an independent set of ∆.
Indeed, G1 does not contain any d-subset of any of the intervals B1, . . . , Bm. Let
F1 = F \ {h}. By induction on i, xF1t ∈ P . Hence (xF t)(xGt) = (xF1t)(xG1t) ∈ P .
Since xGt /∈ P , it follows that xF t ∈ P , and this concludes the proof. �

Corollary 3.2. Let ∆ be a unit-interval simplicial complex with dim(∆) > 1, let
Γ = Ind(∆), and let PΓ be the set of the height one monomial prime ideals of RΓ

containing t. With the notation introduced before, we have

{Pi : i = 1, . . . , n} ∪ {Lj : j = 1, . . . , m} ⊆ PΓ. (1)

Based on some computational evidence, we expect that the inclusion (1) is in fact
an equality, as stated in

Conjecture 3.3. Let ∆ be a unit-interval simplicial complex with dim(∆) > 1, and
let Γ = Ind(∆). The set of height one monomial prime ideals of RΓ containing t is

PΓ = {Pi : i = 1, . . . , n} ∪ {Lj : j = 1, . . . , m}.

At present, we have not been able to establish this conjecture in full generality.
However, we could prove it in the following situation.

Proposition 3.4. Let ∆ be a unit-interval simplicial complex with dim(∆) > 1, and
let Γ = Ind(∆). Suppose that the maximal cliques of ∆ form a partition of V (∆).
Then Conjecture 3.3 holds.

Proof. Let B1, . . . , Bm be the maximal cliques of ∆. Let AΓ be the affine semigroup
generated by the lattice points pF with F ∈ Γ. By [13, Proposition 1.9], the height
one monomial prime ideals not containing t are the ideals Qi = (xF t : F ∈ Γ, i ∈ F ),
for i = 1, . . . , n. We know from the proofs of Theorem 3.1, and [13, Theorem 1.3,
Proposition 1.9] that

fQi
(x) = xi, for i = 1, . . . , n, (2)

fPi
(x) = −xi + xn+1, for i = 1, . . . , n, (3)

fLj
(x) = −(

∑

i∈Bj

xi) + (d− 1)xn+1, for j = 1, . . . , m, (4)
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are the support forms of the prime ideals Qi, Pi, for i = 1, . . . , n, and the ideals Lj

for j = 1, . . . , m, respectively. Let

A = (

n
⋂

i=1

H
(+)
Qi

) ∩ (

n
⋂

i=1

H
(+)
Pi

) ∩ (

m
⋂

j=1

H
(+)
Lj

) ∩ Zn+1,

where each H
(+)
Qi

, H
(+)
Pi

, H
(+)
Lj

is the half-space defined by the equations fQi
(x) ≥ 0,

fPi
(x) ≥ 0, and fLj

(x) ≥ 0, respectively. By Corollary 3.2, we have the inclusion
AΓ ⊆ A. Therefore, if we show the opposite inclusion, it will follow that the inclusion
(1) is an equality, and so Conjecture 3.3 holds.

To prove that A ⊆ AΓ, let p = (a1, . . . , an, k) ∈ A and u = xa1
1 · · ·xan

n tk. It
follows from equations (2), (3) and (4) that 0 ≤ ai ≤ k for all i = 1, . . . , n and
∑

i∈Bj
ai ≤ (d − 1)k for all j = 1, . . . , m, where d − 1 = dim(∆). Notice that for

k = 0, we have u = 1 and so p ∈ AΓ. Now, let k > 0. Proceeding by induction on
k ≥ 1, we will show that u ∈ RΓ and so p ∈ AΓ, as desired.

For the base case, let k = 1. Then, 0 ≤ ai ≤ 1 for i = 1, . . . , n, and so u = xF t for
some F ⊂ [n]. Since

∑

i∈Bj
ai ≤ d−1 for all j = 1, . . . , m, we have |F ∩Bj| ≤ d−1.

This shows that F is an independent set of Γ, and so u ∈ RΓ.
Now, let k > 1. We claim that u = (xF t)v for some monomials xF t ∈ RΓ and

v = xb1
1 · · ·xbn

n tk−1 such that q = (b1, . . . , bn, k − 1) ∈ A. Having this claim proved,
it follows by induction that v ∈ RΓ and hence u ∈ RΓ too, as desired.

To this end, for each j, we set dj =
∑

i∈Bj
ai. Now fix j ∈ {1, . . . , m}. We

will choose an appropriate subset Fj ⊂ Bj of size at most d − 1. To this aim, let
hj = max{0, dj − (d − 1)(k − 1)}. If hj = 0, then dj ≤ (d − 1)(k − 1) and we put
Fj = {i ∈ Bj : ai = k}. Notice that |Fj| ≤ d − 1. Otherwise, if hj > 0, first we
claim that |{i ∈ Bj : ai > 0}| ≥ hj . Indeed, if such set has size strictly less than
hj , then dj < hjk = [dj − (d− 1)(k − 1)]k. From this equation it would follow that
(d − 1)(k − 1)k < dj(k − 1). Since k > 1, we would have dj > (d − 1)k which is
absurd. Hence |{i ∈ Bj : ai > 0}| ≥ hj. Notice that since dj ≤ (d − 1)k, we have
hj ≤ d−1. We put Fj = {i ∈ Bj : ai = k}∪Gj, where Gj = ∅ if |Fj| ≥ hj, or else we
choose Gj ⊆ {i ∈ Bj : 0 < ai < k} to be a subset of size hj−|{i ∈ Bj : ai = k}| > 0.

In any case Fj is a subset of Bj with hj ≤ |Fj| ≤ d − 1. Let F = F1 ∪ · · · ∪ Fm.
Since V (∆) = B1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Bm, it follows that F ∈ Γ. We can write u = (xF t)v, with
xF t ∈ RΓ and v = xb1

1 · · ·xbn
n tk−1. Moreover, by the construction of the sets Fj, it

follows that 0 ≤ bi ≤ k−1 for all i, and
∑

i∈Bj
bi = dj−|Fj | ≤ dj−hj ≤ (d−1)(k−1)

for all j. Hence, (b1, . . . , bn, k − 1) ∈ A. By induction hypothesis on k, it follows
that v ∈ RΓ. Hence u ∈ RΓ too, as desired. �

Corollary 3.2 allows us to give a necessary condition for the Gorenstein property
of RΓ for any d-flag sortable simplicial complex with d > 2, as follows.

Proposition 3.5. Let ∆ be a unit-interval simplicial complex, and let Γ = Ind(∆).
If RΓ is Gorenstein and dim(∆) = d − 1 > 1, then |B| = 2d − 3 for all maximal

cliques B of ∆. The converse holds if Conjecture 3.3 holds.
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Proof. Let PΓ = {p1, . . . , pr}, and let fi(x) =
∑n+1

j=1 ci,jxj be the support form

associated with pi, for i = 1, . . . , r. By [5, Theorem 4.3], RΓ is Gorenstein if and
only if there exists a ∈ Z such that 1 −

∑n
j=1 ci,j = aci,n+1 for all i = 1, . . . , r. By

Corollary 3.2, we know that the inclusion (1) holds. Recalling that the support form
of Pi ∈ PΓ is f(x) = −xi + xn+1 we obtain that a = 2. Whereas, letting B1, . . . , Bm

be the maximal cliques of ∆, from the fact that Lj ∈ PΓ for all j = 1, . . . , m, we
deduce that 1+ |Bj| = a(d− 1) for all j. Therefore, we obtain that |B| = 2d− 3 for
all maximal cliques B of ∆.

Finally, if the inclusion (1) is an equality, then the previous argument shows that
RΓ is Gorenstein if and only if |B| = 2d− 3, for all maximal cliques B of ∆. �

For a pure simplicial complex ∆, the clique number of ∆, denoted by ω(∆), is
defined as the largest size of a clique of ∆. Analogous to Corollary 2.3 we have

Proposition 3.6. Let ∆ be a unit-interval simplicial complex with dim(∆) = d−1 >
1, and let Γ = Ind(∆). Then

a(RΓ) ≤

{

−⌈ω(∆)
d−1

⌉ if d− 1 does not divide ω(∆),

−⌈ω(∆)
d−1

⌉ − 1 if d− 1 divides ω(∆).
(5)

If Conjecture 3.3 holds, then (5) becomes an equality.

Proof. Let B1, . . . , Bm be the maximal clique intervals of ∆. By Corollary 3.2,
we know that the inclusion (1) holds. By [13, Proposition 1.9], the height one
monomial prime ideals not containing t are the ideals Qi = (xF t : F ∈ Γ, i ∈ F ),
for i = 1, . . . , n. Therefore, for any monomial u = xa1

1 · · ·xan
n tk ∈ ωRΓ

, we have
that u ∈ (

⋂n
i=1Qi) ∩ (

⋂n
i=1 Pi) ∩ (

⋂m
j=1Lj). Then we should have 0 < ai < k for

i = 1, . . . , n and dj =
∑

i∈Bj
ai < (d−1)k for j = 1, . . . , m. Since each ai is positive,

we obtain that |Bj | ≤ dj < (d − 1)k. Hence k > |Bj|/(d − 1) for all j, and so
k ≥ ⌈ω(∆)/(d− 1)⌉. This implies that a(RΓ) ≤ −⌈ω(∆)/(d− 1)⌉.

Suppose now, in addition, that d − 1 divides ω(∆). Then, there exist integers

ℓ ∈ [m] and k > 0 such that |Bℓ| = ω(∆) = k(d − 1). Notice that k = ⌈ω(∆)
d−1

⌉.
We claim that a(RΓ) < −k. Suppose by contradiction that this is not the case.
Then the previous argument shows that a(RΓ) = −k. So we could find a monomial
u = xa1

1 · · ·xan
n tk ∈ ωRΓ

such that 0 < ai < k for i = 1, . . . , n and dj =
∑

i∈Bj
ai <

(d−1)k for j = 1, . . . , m. However, for j = ℓ we have (d−1)k = |Bℓ| ≤ dℓ < (d−1)k,
which is absurd.

Assume that the inclusion (1) is an equality. We claim that u = x1 · · ·xnt
k ∈ ωRΓ

with k = ⌈ω(∆)
d−1

⌉ if d− 1 does not divide ω(∆), and k = ⌈ω(∆)
d−1

⌉+ 1, otherwise. This
will show that equality holds in (5). Since, by assumption (1) is an equality, from
the equations (2), (3) and (4), it follows that a monomial v = xb1

1 · · ·xbn
n tℓ belongs

to ωRΓ
if and only if 0 < bi < ℓ and

∑

i∈Bj
bi < (d − 1)ℓ for all i and j. Since

d − 1 > 1, any interval Bj has size at least d, therefore k ≥ 2, and since each of
the exponents of the variables xi appearing in u is one, the first set of inequalities
is satisfied. Moreover,

∑

i∈Bj
ai = |Bj| < (d − 1)k for all j, by the definition of k.

Therefore, u ∈ ωRΓ
as desired. �
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By [13, Proposition 1.9] we know that ωRΓ
= p1 ∩ · · · ∩ pr ∩Q1 ∩ · · · ∩Qn, where

PΓ = {p1, . . . , pr} and Qi = (xF t : F ∈ Γ, i ∈ F ), for i = 1, . . . , n, are the height
one monomial prime ideals of RΓ not containing t. If (t) is a radical ideal, then this
simplifies the computation of the canonical module of RΓ. Indeed, if (t) is radical,
then (t) = p1 ∩ · · · ∩ pr and so ωRΓ

= (t) ∩Q1 ∩ · · · ∩Qn. We will prove that (t) is
radical if and only if dim(∆) = 1. We begin with

Proposition 3.7. Let ∆ be a 1-dimensional unit-interval simplicial complex, and

let Γ = Ind(∆). Then, (t) ⊂ RΓ is a radical ideal.

Proof. Let G to be the graph with V (G) = V (∆) = [n] and E(G) = F(∆). Then G
is a proper interval graph. Let B1, . . . , Bm be the maximal cliques of G consisting
of intervals. We may assume that for i < j, minBi < minBj.

Let GΓ be the graph whose edge set is F(Γ[1]), and let C1, . . . , Cr be the minimal
vertex covers of GΓ. Since any proper interval graph is a perfect graph, by [13,
Theorem 1.10], the minimal prime ideals of (t) are PCi

= (xF t : F ∈ ΓCi
) for

1 ≤ i ≤ r. Here ΓCi
is the subcomplex of Γ induced on the set Ci. Notice that

GΓ = Gc. Moreover, Ci = [n]\Fi, where Fi is a maximal independent set of GΓ = Gc

for 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Since maximal independent sets of Gc are the maximal cliques of G
and any maximal clique of G is an interval Bi, after relabeling the Ci’s, we obtain
Ci = [n] \Bi for any 1 ≤ i ≤ m and r = m.

We show that (t) =
⋂m

i=1 PCi
. Since each PCi

is a monomial ideal of RΓ, the
ideal

⋂m
i=1 PCi

is a monomial ideal. So it is enough to show that any monomial in
this intersection belongs to (t). Let u = xa1

1 · · ·xan
n tk ∈

⋂m
i=1 PCi

. The hyperplane
fi(x) = −

∑

j /∈Ci
xj + xn+1 = 0 is the supporting hyperplane of the prime ideal

PCi
for 1 ≤ i ≤ m, see the proof of [13, Theorem 1.3]. Replacing Ci by [n] \ Bi

we get fi(x) = −
∑

j∈Bi
xj + xn+1. So for the point pu = (a1, . . . , an, k) we have

fi(pu) = −
∑

j∈Bi
aj + k > 0 for all i. Hence,

∑

j∈Bi
aj < k for all i. By induction

on k we show that u ∈ (t). First assume that k = 1. Then we have
∑

j∈Bi
aj < 1 for

all i. So aj = 0 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n, since each j belongs to some Bi. So u = t ∈ (t).

By induction assume that for any monomial v = xb1
1 · · ·xbn

n tk−1 ∈
⋂m

i=1 PCi
, we have

v ∈ (t). We claim that u = (xF t)v for some monomials xF t ∈ RΓ and v ∈
⋂m

i=1 PCi
.

Having this claim proved, it follows by induction that v ∈ (t) and hence u ∈ (t), as
desired.

Set di =
∑

j∈Bi
aj . We have di ≤ k − 1 for all i. If di ≤ k − 2 for all i,

then v = xa1
1 · · ·xan

n tk−1 ∈
⋂m

i=1 PCi
and u = tv ∈ (t). Now, assume that there exist

intervals Bi such that di = k−1. Let i1 be the smallest integer such that di1 = k−1.
We let k1 be the largest integer in the interval Bi1 such that ak1 > 0. If for any
j > i1 with k1 /∈ Bj we have dj < k − 1, then we set F = {k1} and we obtain
u = (xF t)v with v ∈

⋂m
i=1 PCi

, as desired. Otherwise, let i2 > i1 be the smallest
integer such that k1 /∈ Bi2 and di2 = k − 1. Then k1 < min(Bi2). We let k2 be the
largest integer in the interval Bi2 such that ak2 > 0. We claim that {k1, k2} ∈ Γ.
If this is not the case, then k1, k2 ∈ Bℓ for some ℓ. By the choice of k2, and that
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k1 ∈ Bℓ with k1 < min(Bi2), we have {j : j ∈ Bi2 , aj > 0} ⊆ Bℓ. Hence

dℓ =
∑

j∈Bℓ

aj ≥ ak1 +
∑

j∈Bi2

aj = ak1 + di2 ≥ k,

which is a contradiction. Hence, {k1, k2} ∈ Γ. Continuing this process, we obtain
an independent set F = {k1, . . . , ks} ∈ Γ such that for any integer j with dj = k−1,
F ∩ Bj 6= ∅. Then we may write u = (xF t)v, where v = u/(xF t). By the choice of
F , it follows that v ∈

⋂m
i=1 PCi

, and the proof is complete. �

As a consequence, we obtain

Corollary 3.8. Let ∆ be a unit-interval simplicial complex, and let Γ = Ind(∆).
The ideal (t) ⊂ RΓ is radical if and only if dim(∆) = 1.

Proof. If dim(∆) = 1, then (t) ⊂ RΓ is radical by Proposition 3.7.
Conversely, assume that (t) is a radical ideal, and suppose by contradiction that

dim(∆) ≥ 2. By our assumption we have (t) = p1∩· · ·∩pr, where PΓ = {p1, . . . , pr}
is the set of the height one monomial prime ideals containing t. It follows that in
Cl(RΓ) we have

r
∑

i=1

[pi] = [(t)] = 0. (6)

Let fi(x) =
∑n+1

j=1 ci,jxj be the support form associated with pi for i = 1, . . . , r. It

follows from [5, Lemma 4.1(a)] that the divisor class group Cl(RΓ) is generated by
the classes [p1], . . . , [pr] with the unique relation

∑r
i=1 ci,n+1[pi] = 0. From this fact,

it follows that equation (6) holds if and only if c1,n+1 = · · · = cr,n+1. However this is
not possible by Corollary 3.2. Indeed, the support form associated to any Pi ∈ PΓ

has the coefficient of xn+1 equal to 1, whereas the support form associated to any
Lj ∈ PΓ has the coefficient of xn+1 equal to dim(∆) > 1. �

4. Cohen-Macaulay sortable simplicial complexes

In this section we give a characterization of the Cohen-Macaulay property of d-flag
sortable simplicial complexes. To do so, we consider more generally the independence
complex of interval simplicial complexes, which are non-pure in general.

Let ∆ be a simplicial complex on vertex set [n]. We say that ∆ is an interval

simplicial complex if for any facet F = {i1 < · · · < id} ∈ F(∆), the interval [i1, id]
is a clique of ∆. Notice that ∆ can be written as

∆ = ∆
[r1]
1 ∪∆

[r2]
2 ∪ · · · ∪∆[rm]

m , (7)

where r1, . . . , rn are positive integers, each ∆j is a simplex and ∆
[1]
1 ∪∆

[1]
2 ∪· · ·∪∆

[1]
m

is a proper interval graph with the intervals Bj = V (∆j), j = 1, . . . , m.

It is clear that a unit-interval simplicial complexes is just an interval simplicial
complex which is pure.
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Theorem 4.1. Let ∆ be an interval simplicial complex. Then Ind(∆) is vertex

decomposable.

Proof. Let ∆ be as described in (7), and set Γ = Ind(∆). We may assume that
V (∆) = [n], each Bj ⊂ [n] is an interval and that minBi < minBj for any i < j.
We prove the assertion by double induction on

∑m
j=1 rj ≥ m and

∑m
j=1 |Bj|. If

∑m
j=1 rj = m, then rj = 1 for all j. Hence, by assumption ∆ is a proper interval

graph, and so it is chordal. Then by [21, Corollary 7], Ind(∆) is vertex decomposable.
Now, let

∑m
j=1 rj > m and assume inductively that for any interval simplicial

complex ∆′ = Λ
[r′1]
1 ∪ Λ

[r′2]
2 ∪ · · · ∪ Λ

[r′m]
m with

∑m
j=1 r

′
j <

∑m
j=1 rj or

∑m
j=1 |V (Kj)| <

∑m
j=1 |V (Bj)|, the simplicial complex Ind(∆′) is vertex decomposable.

We have
∑m

j=1 |Bj| ≥ m. If
∑m

j=1 |Bj| = m, then |Bj | = 1 for all j. Since rj ≥ 1

for all j, it follows that ∆ = ∅ and Γ = 〈[n]〉 is a simplex. Hence, it is vertex
decomposable. Similarly, if |Bj| ≤ rj for all j, then ∆ = ∅ and Γ = 〈[n]〉 is a
simplex, and so it is vertex decomposable. So we may assume that there exists an
integer 1 ≤ j ≤ m such that |Bj| > rj. Let p be the smallest such integer, and let
i = max{ℓ : ℓ ∈ Bp}.

First, we show that DelΓ(i) and LkΓ(i) are vertex decomposable. Indeed, it is
straightforward to see that

DelΓ(i) = Ind(
⋃

i/∈Bj

∆
[rj ]
j ) ∪

⋃

i∈Bj

(Del∆j
(i)[rj ])

and

LkΓ(i) = Ind(
⋃

i/∈Bj

∆
[rj ]
j ) ∪

⋃

i∈Bj

(Del∆j
(i)[rj−1]).

Notice that DelΓ(i) and LkΓ(i) are interval simplicial complexes, as well. Thus by
our induction hypothesis DelΓ(i) and LkΓ(i) are vertex decomposable. It remains
to show that any facet of DelΓ(i) is a facet of Γ. Let F be a facet of DelΓ(i). Two
cases may happen.

Case 1. Bp \ {i} ⊆ F . Then Bp ⊆ F ∪ {i}. Since |Bp| > rp, it follows that

F ∪ {i} contains a facet H of ∆
[rp]
p , which is a facet of ∆. Hence, F ∪ {i} /∈ Γ. This

shows that F is a facet of Γ.

Case 2. Bp \ {i} * F . Then there exists t ∈ Bp \ F with t < i. Since F is a
facet of DelΓ(i) and t 6= i, we have F ∪ {t} /∈ Γ. So there exists a facet H of ∆

such that H ⊆ F ∪ {t}. Then H is a facet of ∆
[rq]
q for some q and t ∈ H . Since

|Bj| ≤ rj for j = 1, . . . , p− 1, we have ∆
[rj ]
j = ∅ for j = 1, . . . , p− 1. Hence q ≥ p.

From t, i ∈ Bp, t ∈ Bq and the inequalities t < i and p ≤ q, we obtain i ∈ Bq.

Thus H ′ = (H \ {t}) ∪ {i} is a facet of ∆
[rq]
q and hence a facet of ∆. Moreover,

H ′ ⊆ F ∪ {i}. So F ∪ {i} /∈ Γ, which means that F is a facet of Γ. �

Notice that for Γ = Ind(∆), the Stanley-Reisner ideal of Γ is the facet ideal I(∆)
of ∆. Therefore, applying Theorem 4.1 together with [17, Theorem 2.3] and [16,
Theorem 3.1] we have
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Corollary 4.2. Let ∆ be an interval simplicial complex. Then

(a) S/I(∆) is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if I(∆) is unmixed.

(b) I(∆)∨ is vertex splittable and hence it has linear quotients.

(c) R(I(∆)∨) is normal Cohen-Macaulay and I(∆)∨ satisfies the strong persis-

tence property.

(d) If I(∆)∨ is equigenerated, then the toric ring K[u : u ∈ G(I(∆)∨)] is normal

and Cohen-Macaulay.

Corollary 4.3. Any d-flag sortable simplicial complex Γ is vertex decomposable. In

particular, Γ is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if it is pure.

Proof. By Theorem 1.1, we have Γ = Ind(∆), where ∆ is a unit-interval simplicial
complex. Thus by Theorem 4.1, Γ is vertex decomposable. �
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