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CONNECTED IDEALS OF CHORDAL GRAPHS

KANOY KUMAR DAS, AMIT ROY, AND KAMALESH SAHA

AssTrACT. Fort > 2, the t-independence complex of a graph G is the collection of all A C V(G)
such that each connected component of the induced subgraph G[A] has at most ¢ — 1 vertices. The
Stanley-Reisner ideal I;(G) of the ¢t-independence complex of G, called t-connected ideal, is gener-
ated by monomials in a polynomial ring R corresponding to all A C V(G) of size ¢ such that G[A]
is connected. This class of ideals is a natural generalization of the edge ideals of graphs. In this paper,
we investigate the t-connected ideals of chordal graphs. In particular, we prove that for a chordal
graph G and for all ¢
reg(R/I:(G)) = (t — 1)1i(G) and pd(R/1:(G)) = bight(I:(Q)),

where v¢(G) denotes the induced matching number of the corresponding hypergraph of I;(G), and
reg, pd and bight stand for the regularity, projective dimension, and big height, respectively. As a
consequence of the above results, we completely characterize when the t-connected ideal of a chordal
graph has a linear resolution as well as when it satisfies the Cohen-Macaulay property. The above for-
mulas and their consequences can be seen as a nice generalization of the classical results corresponding

to the edge ideals of chordal graphs.

1. INTRODUCTION

An integral focus of research in the area of commutative algebra is the study of monomial ideals,
particularly square-free monomial ideals, due to their strong connections with combinatorics and
topology. A general objective in this area is to express or translate algebraic properties of a cer-
tain class of ideals in terms of the combinatorial or topological properties of the associated objects.
There are several ways to associate a combinatorial object to a square-free monomial ideal; the
most popular among them are the following two: (a) using the Stanley-Reisner correspondence to
associate an abstract simplicial complex, and (b) associating a simple hypergraph (or clutter). Both
these identifications have certain advantages and are frequently used to study square-free mono-
mial ideals. Additionally, many algebraic properties of an ideal in a polynomial ring depend on
the characteristics of the base field. However, if these come from the structure of the associated
combinatorial object, then they are independent of the choice of the base field.

The graded minimal free resolution of a graded module gives insight into its structure and mea-
sures its complexity. Determining the minimal free resolution of a graded module is computation-
ally a challenging task. So, researchers try to get some estimation of the minimal free resolution
via two important invariants: (i) the Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity (or simply, regularity) that
measures the width of a minimal free resolution, and (ii) the projective dimension, which gives
the length of a minimal free resolution. These two invariants have been extensively investigated
for several classes of monomial ideals, more notably in the case of edge ideals of graphs. Indeed, a
celebrated theorem of Froberg [10] gave an algebraic interpretation of chordal graphs in terms of
the linearity of the minimal free resolution of edge ideals. More precisely, the edge ideal I(G) of a
graph G has a linear resolution if and only if the complement of G is chordal. On the other hand,
when G is chordal, a precise combinatorial formula for the regularity and projective dimension of
I(G) are well-known.

To extend the study to square-free monomial ideals, various generalizations of edge ideals, such
as path ideals, clique ideals, etc., have been introduced (see [4, 17]). Note that the edge ideal of
a graph G can be realized as the Stanley-Reisner ideal of a simplicial complex obtained from G,
often referred to as the independence complex of G. In the literature, there is a notion of higher
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independence complexes of a graph G, generalizing the independence complex of G. For ¢ > 2,
the ¢-independence complex of a graph G, denoted by Ind,(G), is the collection of all A C V(G)
such that each connected component of G[A] has at most ¢ — 1 vertices. Recently, Stanley-Reisner
ideals of these complexes have been considered in [1, 2, 7]. In this article, we broaden this study by
considering the class of chordal graphs. It turns out that the monomial generators of the Stanley-
Reisner ideal of the ¢-independence complex of a graph G correspond to the connected subgraphs
of size ¢ in G. This ideal is called the t-connected ideal of G, and we denote it by I,(G).

There are several motivations for studying higher independence complexes or connected ideals
of graphs, some of which are listed below.

(1) The t-independence complex of a graph appeared in the work of Szabé and Tardos [23],
where they introduced and discussed generalizations of the problem of independent transver-
sal in graphs.

(2) In [16], Meshulam related the homology groups of Inds(G) with the domination number
of G. Recently, Deshpande-Shukla-Singh [8] extends Meshulam’s result by relating the
homology groups of Ind;(G) with the distance ¢-domination number of G. It is important
to note that the distance ¢-domination number is a well-known invariant in graph theory
(see [25] and the references therein).

(3) In [8], the authors have also shown that Ind;(G) of a chordal graph are either contractible or
homotopy equivalent to a wedge of spheres. Note that, for t = 2, Inds(G) of a chordal graph
G is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay, whereas for each ¢ > 3, the complexes Ind,;(G) may not
be sequentially Cohen-Macaulay (see [1, Proposition 4.3]), which is quite surprising.

(4) In [19], Paolini and Salvetti established a connection between the twisted cohomology of
the classical braid groups and the cohomology of higher independence complexes related
to the corresponding Coxeter graphs (see also [21]).

(5) Also, the notion of t-independent set has been explored from a purely graph-theoretic point
of view. Specifically, it is related to the idea of clustered graph coloring (see [22, 26]).

(6) The class of t-connected ideals of graphs is a natural generalization of edge ideals as I (G) =
I(G). In this regard, one should note that the ¢-path ideals of graphs are also a generalization
of edge ideals, which are relatively well-studied, and for ¢ < 3, ¢-path ideals coincide with
t-connected ideals.

(7) The authors in [7] showed that a partial analogue of Froberg’s theorem naturally extends
to all t-connected ideals.

It is well-known that any square-free monomial ideal can be seen as an edge ideal of a simple
hypergraph. Let H be a t-uniform hypergraph, and I(#) denote its edge ideal in a polynomial
ring R. Then the regularity (respectively, projective dimension) of R/I(#) is bounded below
by (t — 1)v(H) (respectively, bight(I(#))), where v(#) denote the induced matching number
of H. These bounds are attained for various classes of simple graphs (i.e., 2-uniform hypergraphs),
including the chordal one (see [3]). In the case of general t-uniform hypergraphs, only a few classes
are known for which reg(R/I(H)) attains the lower bound.

Let H;(G) be a t-uniform hypergraph induced from a simple graph G such that H»(G) = G, i.e.,
I(H+(G)) can be viewed as a generalization of I(G); for instance, path ideals, connected ideals, and
clique ideals of graphs, etc. One of the natural questions in this context is to ask for which classes of
such hypergraphs #H;(G) the well-known results corresponding to I(G) carry forward to higher ¢.
Note that among different classes of simple graphs, chordal graphs have garnered special attention
due to their connections with various branches of mathematics and computer science, as well as the
fact that several algebraic invariants of their edge ideals can be expressed in terms of combinatorial
invariants of the underlying graphs. Thus, it is worthwhile to first explore the above question in
the context of chordal graphs.

In this paper, we investigate the t-connected ideal I;(G) corresponding to a chordal graph G.
Specifically, we are interested to know whether the regularity and the projective dimension of
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such ideals can be expressed in terms of the combinatorial invariants of the associated hypergraphs,
as mentioned above. The first main theorem along this direction is the following:

Theorem 3.6. Let G be a chordal graph. Then for any t > 2,
reg(R/1:(G)) = (t = Dw(G),
where v,(G) denotes the induced matching number of the hypergraph corresponding to I(G).

As a corollary of the above theorem, we characterize when the ¢-connected ideal of a chordal graph
has a linear resolution as follows:

Corollary 3.7. Let G be a chordal graph and t > 2 be an integer. Then I,(G) has a linear resolution if
and only if G is t-gap-free (ie, v, (G) = 1).

The above corollary extends [2, Theorem 5.1], where they proved the same result for trees, a sub-
class of chordal graphs. Next, we establish the following combinatorial formula for the projective
dimension of R/I;(G):

Theorem 4.5. Let G be a chordal graph. Then for all t > 2, pd(R/I;(G)) = bight(I;(G)).

As an application of the above theorem, we combinatorially characterize all Cohen-Macaulay ¢-
connected ideals of chordal graphs, which ensures that the Cohen-Macaulay property of such ideals
does not depend on the characteristic of the base field.

Corollary 4.8. Let G be a chordal graph and t > 2 be an integer. Then I,(G) is Cohen-Macaulay if and
only if I,(G) is unmixed.

The above result generalizes a famous theorem of Herzog-Hibi-Zheng [14], where they classified
all Cohen-Macaulay chordal graphs.

In the spirit of Theorem 3.6 and 4.5, one can try to obtain similar formulas for the regularity
and projective dimension in the case of path ideals and clique ideals of graphs. We remark that an
extensive amount of work is available in the literature on the ¢-path ideals of graphs (see [6, 12] and
the references therein). Meanwhile, recently in [6], we were able to show that the regularity and
projective dimension formulas of edge ideals of chordal graphs in terms of the induced matching
number and big height do not extend to ¢-path ideals for ¢ > 4, even for the class of trees. Now,
if one considers the ¢-clique ideal of a tree, then it is easy to see that the ideal is a zero ideal for
t > 3. Regarding clique ideals of chordal graphs, we show that the above-mentioned formula of
regularity can not be extended to higher ¢ (Example 5.2).

The paper is structured in the following way. In Section 2, we recall some standard notions and
results of combinatorics and commutative algebra. In Section 3, we establish the regularity formula
of t-connected ideals of chordal graphs and characterize when such ideals have linear resolutions.
In Section 4, we derive the formula for the projective dimension of ¢-connected ideals of chordal
graphs and characterize when such ideals are Cohen-Macaulay. We make some concluding remarks
in Section 5.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall some preliminary notions from combinatorics and commutative algebra,
which are used throughout the rest of the paper.

2.1. Graph Theory and Combinatorics: A graph G is a pair (V(G), E(G)), where V(G) is called
the vertex set of G and E(QG), a collection of subsets of V/(G) of size 2, is known as the edge set of G.
We now recall some useful notations related to a graph G that will be needed in the later sections.

(1) Ifz1,...,2m € V(G), then G\ {z1,...,z,,} denotes the graph with the vertex set V(G) \
{z1,..., 2y} and the edge set {{u,v} € E(G) | z; ¢ {u,v} foreachi € [m]}. It m =1,
then G \ {z1} is simply denoted by G \ ;.
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(2) For C C V(G), the set of neighbors of C, denoted by N (C), is the set {w € V(G) \ C |
{w,z} € E(G) for some = € C'}. The set of closed neighbors of C'is the set Ng(C)UC and is
denoted by N¢[C]. If C = {a} for some a € V(G), then we simply denote the sets N ({a})
and Ng[{a}] as Ng(a) and Ng[a], respectively.

(3) Let W C V(G). Then the induced subgraph of G on W, denoted by G[W1, is the graph on the
vertex set W with the edge set {e € E(G) | e C W}. Note that G[W| = G\ (V(G) \ W).

(4) Let t > 2 be an integer, and U = {C1,...,C, : |C;| = t,G[Cj] is connected, C; N
C;j = 0foralll < i < j < r}. We say that U is a t-connected induced matching of G if
E(G|UI_,C;]) = UI_E(G[C}]). The t-connected induced matching number of G, denoted by
v(Q), is given by 14(G) = max{|U| : U is a t-connected induced matching of G}. If t = 2,
then 1v5(Q) is called the induced matching number of G and is also denoted in the literature as
v(G). We say G is t-gap-free whenever 14(G) = 1.

Various classes of simple graphs:

(1) A path graph P, of length n is a graph with the vertex set {x1,...,z,41}, and the edge set
{{zi, i1} | 1 <i < n}. AcyceC, of length n is a graph with the vertex set {z1,..., 2y},
and the edge set {{z1, 2}, {z;,zi41} |1 <i <n—1}

(2) For a positive integer m, a complete graph K., is a graph on m vertices such that there is an
edge between any two distinct vertices.

(3) A graph G is called chordal if it contains an induced cycle C,, of length at most 3. If G is a
chordal graph, then G contains at least one vertex z such that Ng(z) is a complete graph
(see [9]). Such a vertex is called a simplicial vertex of G. Note that any induced subgraph of
a chordal graph is again a chordal graph.

2.2. The t-connected ideal: Let G be a graph with V(G) = {z1,...,2,}, and R denotes the
polynomial ring K[z1, ..., z,], where K is a field. The square-free monomial ideal

L(G) = <xc = H x; | C CV(G),|C| =t, and G[C] is connected >

z;eC

in the polynomial ring R is called the t-connected ideal of G.

2.3. Connected ideal as edge ideal of a hypergraph: A hypergraph H is a pair (V(H), E(H)),
where E(H) C 2V, and for any two &1,& € E(H), &1 ¢ & The sets V(H) and E(H) are
called the vertex set and edge set of , respectively. For a fixed positive integer m, if |€] = m for
each & € E(H), then we say that H is an m-uniform hypergraph. Note that if # is a 2-uniform
hypergraph, then % is just a graph. As in the case of graphs, if A C V(#), then H \ A denotes the
hypergraph with the vertex set V(#) \ A, and the edge set {£ € E(H) | €N A = (0}. Similarly,
for any A C V(H), the hypergraph H \ (V(H) \ A) is called the induced subhypergraph of H on the
vertex set A. For z € V(H), we simply write 7 \ z to denote the hypergraph #H \ {z}. A subset
U C V(H) is called a vertex cover of H if for any edge £ € E(H) one has ENU # 0. A minimal
vertex cover of H is a vertex cover that is minimal with respect to inclusion.

Let H be a hypergraph on the vertex set {z1,...,2,} andlet R = K[y, ..., z,]. Corresponding
to each & € E(H), one can assign the monomial x¢ = [], cc@; in R. Then the ideal (x¢ |

& € E(H)) is called the edge ideal of H, and is denoted by I(H). Let I C R be a square-free
monomial ideal with the unique minimal monomial generating set G(I). Then I can be viewed as
an edge ideal of a hypergraph #;, where V(H;) = {z1,...,2,} and E(H;) = {{zs, ..., 24} |
@iy - x;, € G(I)}. In other words, we have I = I(#H;). It is well-known in the literature that
the minimal prime ideals of I (equivalently, the associated primes of I since I is a radical ideal)
are exactly the ideals generated by the minimal vertex covers of H;. Consequently, the height of
I (resp., the big height of I), denoted by ht(I) (resp., bight(I)), is the minimum (resp., maximum)
cardinality of a minimal vertex cover of H;.
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Let G be a graph on the vertex set {x1,...,z,}. Consider the ideal I;(G) in the polynomial ring
R. Since I;(G) is a square-free monomial ideal, from the previous discussion, we can associate a
hypergraph, say H;(G), on the vertex set {x1, ...,z } such that I(G) = I(H(G)). More precisely,

o V(Hi(G)) =V(G),
o E(Hi(@)) = {{ziy,--- 23, } CV(Q) | G{ziy,- -, 24 }] is connected }.

2.4. Some algebraicinvariants: Let I be a graded ideal in the polynomial ring R = Klz1, ..., z,,).
Then, a graded minimal free resolution of R/I is an exact sequence

F - 0_>Fra_r>...a_2>F1ﬁ)Foa—o>R/[—>O,

where Fy = R, F; = @jenR(—5)%3®/D for each i > 1, Jy is the natural quotient map, and
R(—j) is the polynomial ring R with its grading twisted by j. The numbers j3; ;(R/I) are uniquely
determined, and called the i N-graded Betti numbers of R/I in degree j. The Castelniovo-Mumford
regularity (or simply called the regularity) of R/I, denoted by reg(R/I), is the number max{j — i |
Bij(R/I) # 0}. The invariant max{i | 8; j(R/I) # 0} is called the projective dimension of R/I, and
is denoted by pd(R/I). Let I be a graded ideal generated in a single degree r. Then, we say that I
has a r-linear resolution (or simply, a linear resolution) if reg(R/I) = r — 1.

The following are some well-known results regarding regularity and projective dimension, which
we are going to use in the subsequent sections.

Lemma 2.1. [13] Let [} € Ry = K[z1,...,2,) and Iy € Ry = K[y1, ..., ym] be two graded ideals.
Consider the ideal = TR+ IbRC R =K[z1,...,20,Y1,- -, Ym]. Then

(i) reg(R/I) = reg(R1/I1) + reg(Ry/I2),
(ii) pd(R/I) = pd(R1/11) + pd(Ra/I2).

Lemma 2.2. [5, Lemma 2.10, Lemma 5.1] Let I C R be a square-free monomial ideal and let z; be a
variable appearing in some generator of I. Then

(i) reg(R/I) < max{reg(R/(I : z;)) + 1,reg(R/{I,x;))}. Moreover,

veg(R/I) € {reg(R/(I : ;) + L reg(R/ (L, 2))}.
(i}) pd(R/T) < max{pd(R/(I : z:)), pd(R/(I,2:))}.

Lemma 2.3. (cf. [20, Chapter 18]) Let J and K be two graded ideals of R. Then

(i) reg(R/(J + K)) < max{reg(R/J),reg(R/K),reg(R/(J N K)) — 1},
(i) pd(R/(J + K)) < max{pd(R/J),pd(R/K),pd(R/(J N K)) + 1}.

2.5. Bounds on regularity and projective dimension: Let H be a hypergraph. A matching in
H is a collection of pairwise disjoint edges of H. More precisely, a subset D C E(H) is called a
matching of # if for any two distinct edges £, € D, one has & N & = 0. An induced matching
is a matching D in H such that the edge set of the induced subhypergraph of H on the vertices
of D is precisely the set D. The following lower bound on the regularity in terms of the induced
matching is well-known.

Lemma 2.4. [11, Theorem 4.2] Let H be a hypergraph, and D an induced maiching of . Then
reg(R/I(H)) = > (I€] - 1).

EeD

Let us define v(H) = max{|D| : D is an induced matching of #}, and call this to be the induced
matching number of the hypergraph #. Then for a simple graph G, v(G) gives a crude lower bound
of reg(R/I(G)). For our purpose, given a simple graph G, we call an induced matching of the
hypergraph H;(G) to be a t-connected induced matching of G. Thus, we have v(H:(G)) = 1 (G),
where 14(G) is defined as in Section 2.1. Consequently, in our case, we have the following lower
bound for the regularity of ¢-connected ideals of G.

Lemma 2.5. Let G be a finite simple graph. Then reg(R/1;(G)) > (t — 1)1(G).
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Using the Alexander dual of square-free monomial ideals (see [13]) and Terai’s formula [24, The-
orem 2.1], one can get an analogous bound for the projective dimension of R/I;(G) in terms of
bight(I;(G)) as follows:

Lemma 2.6. Let G be a finite simple graph. Then pd(R/I;(G)) > bight(I;(G)).
Note: Let s be the maximum cardinality of the set of vertices in a connected component of a graph

G. Then I;(G) = (0) for all ¢ > s. Thus, it is enough to focus on non-zero ¢-connected ideals, and
sometimes we will assume this without mentioning it specifically.

3. CASTELNUOVO-MUMFORD REGULARITY AND LINEARITY

In this section, we compute the regularity of ¢-connected ideals of chordal graphs in terms of
the t-connected induced matching number. As a consequence, we characterize when such an ideal
has a linear resolution. Let us start with the following easy observation.

Proposition 3.1. Let I C R be a monomial ideal, and 1, ..., x, € R are some indeterminates. Then
(I:xp)+{x1, o xpo1) = (L + {21, .., Tp1)) : Tp)e

Proposition 3.2. Let G be a connected graph and x € V(G) be a simplicial vertex. If A C V(G such

that x € A, |A| =t > 2, and G[A] is connected, then G[A \ {x}] is also connected.

Proof. 1 possible, let us assume that G[A \ {«}] is a disconnected graph. Let H; and Hj be any two
connected components of G[A \ {z}]. Since G[A] is connected, there are y; € V(H;) and y2 €
V(Ha) such that {z,y1},{z,y2} € E(G[A]). Then {y1,y2} € E(G[A]), as x is a simplicial vertex.
This is a contradiction to the fact the H; and Hy are connected components in G[A \ {z}]. O

Lemma 3.3. Let G be a graph, and C C V(G) such that |C| =t — 1, and w € Ng(C'). Then
(G \ (Ng[ClU Ngw])) < i (G) — 1.
Proof. Let U be a t-connected induced matching of G\ (Ng[C] U Ng[w]) such that [U| = 14(G \

(NG[C]U Ng[w])). Then the inequality follows from the fact that &/ U {C U {w}} is a t-connected
induced matching of G. a

The next lemma plays a crucial role in establishing the main results of this article. To describe
the lemma precisely, we first introduce some notations as follows.

Notations: Let z be a vertex of the graph G, and ¢ > 2 be an integer. Define the set A, := {C' C
V(G):|C| =t—1,z € C,G[C] is connected}. Without loss of generality, let A, = {C1,...,Cy}.
Then for 1 < i < k, we define

Be, :=={w € Ng(C;) | Ci U{w} # C; U{w'} for any w’ € Ng(Cj), where 1 < j <i—1}.
By construction, B¢, # 0 when I,(G) # (0).

Lemma 3.4. Let G be a chordal graph and x € V(G) be a simplicial vertex. Let A, = {C1, ..., Cy}.
For 1 < <k, define

Ji =x¢c,(w | w € Bg,),
K= I(Hy(G) \ (U Cj))-
j=1

If B, # 0, then
(1) Ji + K; = I(Hy(G) \ (U;;ﬁ Cj)),
(2) J; N K; = x¢, L, where for any w € Be,, we have (L; : w) = M; + N; + Q;, where
M; = (v |v € Ng(C;) \ {w}),
N; = (v | v € Ng(w) \ Ng[Ci]),
Qi = <XC ‘ C Q V(G)7 ’C‘ = t7G[C] is connected 70 N (NG[CZ] U NG[’U}]) = ®>
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Proof. (1) Follows immediately from the construction of the ideals J; and K;.

(2) Fixany 1 < i < k and any w € Bg,. We first show that M; + N; + Q; € (L; : w). Let
v € Ng(Cj) \ {w}. Then we can write wvxc, = lem(wxc;, WvXc,\(z}). Since w,v € Ng(C;),
we see that G[C; U {w, v}] is a connected graph. Hence by Proposition 3.2, G[(C; \ {z}) U {w, v}]
also connected. Also, note that C; ¢ (C; \ {z}) U {w,v} forany 1 < j < i, as z € Cj for
all such j. Hence we get wvxc,\(y} € K;. Moreover, from our choice of w € Bg,, it is easy
to see that wxc, € J;. Thus, we have wvxe, € J; N K;, and therefore, v € (L; : w). Now, let
v € Ng(w)\ Ng[C;]. Then again, we can write wvxc, = lem(wXc;, wvXe,\ f5})- By almost similar
arguments as above, we obtain wx¢, € J; and wvxc,\ () € Kj, and thus, wvxc, € J; N K;, which
gives v € (L; : w). Finally, let x¢ € Q;, where C' C V(G) such that |C] = ¢, G|C] is connected,
and C' N (Ng[C;] U Ng[w]) = 0. Then we write

wxeo,Xo = lem(wxc;, X)),
where wx¢, € J; and x¢ € K;. Thus, wxc,x¢ € J; N K; and hence x¢ € (L; : w).
We now proceed to show that (L; : w) C M; +N; +Q;. Let A C V(G) be such that x4 € G(K).
We consider the following two cases:

Case-1. Let AN Ng[C;] = 0. Then w ¢ A and hence lem(wxc,,x4) = wxc;x4. Now if AN
Nglw] # 0, then AN Ngw] C Ng(w) \ Ng[Ci], since w ¢ A. Also if AN Ng[w] = 0, then clearly
AN (Ng[C;] U Nglw]) = 0. Thus, in any case, we have

(lem(wxc,;,x4) 1 wXc;) = x4 € N; + Q;.
Case-II. Let AN N¢[C;] # 0. Note that, since C; € A, A ¢ C;, and G[C; U A] is connected, there
exists some a € A\ C;and b € C; \ A such that {a,b} € E(G). Thus AN N¢(C;) # 0.
First, consider the case when A N Ng(C;) = {w}. Recall that |C;] = ¢t — 1, and |A| = ¢. Since
Ci € A, there exists some v € A\ C; such that v # w and v ¢ N¢[C;]. Since G[A] is connected,
there exists a shortest path v = yo,91,...,y, = w such thaty; € A forall 0 < i < r. Note that
yr—1 € Ng(w), and v ¢ Ng[C;]. So if y,—1 € C;, then there exists 1 < i < r — 2 such that
y; € AN Ng(C;), which is a contradiction to the fact that AN Ng(C;) = {w}. Thus y,.—1 & Ng[C]
and hence y,—1 € Ng(w) \ Ng[C;]. Therefore, in this case (lem(wxc;,x4) : wxc,) € N;.
Finally, assume that there exists w’ € AN Ng(C;), where w’ # w. Then (lem(wxc;,x4) : wXc,) €
M,;. Therefore, (Lz : U}) = M; + N; + Q;. U

In the following example, we illustrate some of the notations used in Lemma 3.4 with the aid of

Figure 1.
X2 T4 X7 Z12
Te6 Z9 10 11 T14
L 4
x1 z3 zs r13

Fiure 1. A chordal graph G.

Example 3.5. Let G be the chordal graph as in Figure 1 and x5 a simplicial vertex in G. Con-
sider the 4-connected ideal I(H4(G)) inside the polynomial ring R = Klz1,...,z14). In this
case observe that A,. = {C1,Cs,...,Co}, where C; = {z3,24,25},Co = {z3,25,26},C3 =
{.%'4, 5, .%'6}, C4 = {.%'2, T4, .%'5}, C5 = {.%'1, T4, .%'5}, CG = {.%'2, 3, .%'5}, 07 = {.%'1, 3, 1‘5}, Cg =
{z5, 26,27}, and Cy = {xs5, 26,25} It is easy to see that Bo, = {z1,29,26} and thus J; =
(T1232425, Tox3T4T5, 3T4T526). Note that, 24 ¢ Be, since {z4}UCy = {6} UC,. Consequently,
Be, = {z1,z2, 27,28} and thus Jo = (z1232526, Tox32526, 3251627, x3T5262s). Similarly, one
can determine the sets B¢, and the ideals Jg,, for 3 <i < 9.
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We are now ready to prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 3.6. Let G be a chordal graph. Then for any t > 2,
weg(R/1(G)) = (t — 1 (G).
Proof. In view of Lemma 2.4, it is enough to prove that reg(R/I;(G)) < (t — 1)14(G). We prove
this using induction on |[V/(G)|. First and foremost, if [V'(G)| < ¢, then either I,(G) = ([ [, c(¢) ®)
or I;(G) = (0). In either case, it is easy to see that reg(R/I;(G)) = (¢t — 1)v4(G). Therefore, we
may assume that |[V(G)| > t 4 1. Also, we can assume that 14(G) > 1. Moreover, we will write
I(G) = I(H«(Q)), where H,(G) is the hypergraph corresponding to the ¢-connected ideal of G.
Now, let z € V(G) be a simplicial vertex of G, and A, = {C4,...,Cy}. Following Lemma 3.4,
whenever Be, # () for some i € {1,...,k}, we denote
Ji =x¢,(w | w € Be,),
Ki = I(H«(G) \ (Ué‘:lcj)),
JiNK; = XCZ'Li-
Claim: reg(R/L;) < (t — 1)1y (G) — (t — 2) foreach 1 < i < k.
Proof of the claim. Let B¢, = {w1, ..., ws}. Then by Lemma 3.4, L; + (w1, ..., ws) = (w1, ..., ws).
Thus,
reg(R/(L; + (wi,...,ws))) =0 < (t — Diy(G) — (t — 2).
Now by Lemma 3.4,
((Lz + <w1, . ,U)S_1>) : ws) = (Lz : U)S) + <w1, ... ,U)S_1>
= (v ] v e Na(Ci) \{ws}) + (v | v e Na(ws) \ Na[Ci])
+ (x¢ | C CV(G),|C| =t,G[C] is connected ,
C N (Ng[C;] U Nglws]) = 0)
= (v]ve Na(Ci) \{ws}) + (v | v € Na(ws) \ Ne[Ci)
+ 1,(G\ (Ng[Ci] U Ng[ws])).
Then
reg(R/((Li + (w1, ..., ws—1)) - w)) = reg(R/1;(G \ (Ng[Ci] U Ne[ws])))
< (= DG\ (Na[Ci] U Nalws]))
< (L= 1)04(G) ~ 1),
where the first inequality is by the induction hypothesis and the second inequality follows from
Lemma 3.3. Hence, by Lemma 2.2, we have reg(R/(L; + (w1, ..., ws—1)) < (t—1)1n(G) — (t — 2).
Now for each 2 < j < s — 1, similarly using Lemma 3.4, we have
(Li + (wr, oy ws—j)) T ws—j1) = (Li t ws—j41) + (Wi oo, Ws—j)
= (v v e Na(Ci) \{ws—j11}) + (v [ v € Na(ws—j41) \ Na[Ci])
+ (x¢ | C CV(G),|C| =t,G[C] is connected ,
C' N (NglCi] U Nglws—j11]) = 0)
= (v|v € Na(Ci) \ {ws—j+1}) + (v | v € Na(ws—j11) \ NalCi])
+ Ii(G\ (Ne[Ci] U Ng[ws—j+1])).
Thus for each 2 < j < s — 1, we get
g (R/(L + (Wi, ws3))  we_j41) = rea(R/T(G \ (Na[Ci] U NGluwy_j11])
< (t — V(G \ (N6[CH] U Nolws_j1]))
< =1D(G) - 1),
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Therefore, repeatedly applying Lemma 2.2, we obtain reg(R/L;) < (t — 1)(1(G) — 1) — 1 =
(t — 1)1y (G) — (t — 2). This completes the proof of the claim.

Now, consider the ideal K}, = [(7—[,5(67‘)\Uf:1 C;) = I(H«(G\z)) = I;(G\z). By the induction
hypothesis, reg(R/K}) < (t — 1)1 (G \ ) < (t — 1)i(G). Also, reg(R/Jy) =t —1 < (t — 1) (G).
Moreover, reg(R/(Jx NK})) = reg(R/xc, L) < (t—1)+({t— 1D (G) — (t—2) = (t— 1) (G) + 1.
Hence, by Lemma 2.3, reg(R/(Ji + Kj)) < (t — 1)14(G). Note that J;, + K}, = I(H \ Uf;ll C;) =
K_1. We now write I(H \ Uf;f C;) = Jx—1 + Kj_1 and continue the above process. Note that
if for some 1 <1 <k, Bc, =0, then K; = K,_1. Hence, after a finite number of steps, we obtain

reg(R/Ii(G)) = reg(R/I(Hi(G))) = reg(R/(J1 + K1) < (t = Dy (G),
and this completes the proof. O

As an application of the above theorem, we get a complete classification of chordal graphs whose
t-connected ideals have linear resolutions as follows.

Corollary 3.7. Let G be a chordal graph and t > 2 be an integer. Then I,(G) has a linear resolution if
and only if G is t-gap-free (ie, v;(G) = 1).

The above result can be considered as an extension of [2, Theorem 5.1], where they have shown
that for a tree T and for t > 2, I,(T') has a linear resolution if and only if T" is t-gap-free.

Example 3.8. Let us consider the graph G as shown in Figure 1. Then one can deduce that

4 fort=2,
3 fort=3,
n(G) =<2 fort=4,5,6,
1 fort=7,...,14,
0 fort> 14.

Therefore, using Theorem 3.6, we can derive reg(R/I;(G)) for all t > 2. Note that I;(G) = (0)
for all ¢ > 14. If I,(G) # (0), then due to Corollary 3.7, I;(G) has a linear resolution if and only if
t=7,...,14.

4. ProjJecTIVE DIMENSION AND COHEN-MACAULAY PROPERTY

In this section, we compute the projective dimension of the t-connected ideal of a chordal graph
in terms of the big height of the corresponding ideal. Asa corollary, we classify when a ¢-connected
ideal of a chordal graph is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proposition 4.1. Let G be a disjoint union of two graphs G and G, i.e, G = G1 U Ga. Then
bight(4(G)) = bight(L,(G1)) + bight(Iy(Ga)).

Proof. Since G = G1 U Ga, we have G(I(G)) = G(1:(G1)) UG(I:(G2)). Thus, p is a minimal prime
ideal of I;(G) if and only if p = p; + po, where p; and py are minimal prime ideals of I;(G;) and
I;(Gs), respectively. Hence, the result follows. O

Proposition 4.2. Let H be an induced subgraph of a graph G. Then bight(I,(H)) < bight(I;(G)).

Proof. Since H is an induced subgraph of G, any t-connected set in H is also a t-connected set in G.
Thus, we have I,(H) C I;(G). Let p be an associated prime of I;(H ) such that ht(p) = bight(;(H)).
Now, let us consider the prime ideal ¢ = p+ (V' (G)\V(H)). Note that q is a prime ideal containing
I;(G). Then there exists a minimal prime ideal p’ of I;(G) such that p’ C q. It is easy to observe
from the structure of q that p C p’ as p is a minimal prime ideal containing I;(H). Therefore,
bight(1,(H)) < ht(p') < bight(1,(G)). 0

Proposition 4.3. Let C C V(G) be such that |C| =t — 1 with t > 2 and G[C| is connected. Let J
denote the ideal (wxc | w € Ng(C)). Then pd(R/J) < bight(I;(Q)).
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Proof. It is easy to see that pd(R/J) = pd(R/(N¢(C))), and the Koszul complex is the minimal free
resolution of R/(Ng(C)). Thus, pd(R/J) = |Ng(C)|. To show bight(I;(G)) > |Ng(C)|, note
that p = (V(G) \ C) is a prime ideal containing I;(G). Then there exists a minimal prime ideal g
of I;(G) such that q C p. Since J C I,(G) C qand C N G(q) = 0, we must have (Ng(C)) C q.
Hence, bight(I;(G)) > ht(q) > |Ng(C)] as desired. O

The following lemma on the big height of I;(G) is important in the proof of the main theorem
of this section.

Lemma 4.4. Let x be a simplicial vertex of a graph G and C C V(G) be such that x € C,|C| =t — 1
for some integer t > 2, and G[C| is connected. Then for each y € Ng(C'), we have

bight(I,(G)) > |Na(C)| + [N (y) \ Na[C]| + bight(L(G \ (Na[C] U Naly)))-

Proof. First consider the case when Ng(y) € Ng[C]. In this case, if p is a minimal prime ideal of
I(G \ (N¢[C] U N¢ly])) such that ht(p) = bight([:(G \ (N¢[C] U Ng[y]))), then one can verify
that ¢ = p+ (Ng/(C)) is a prime ideal containing I;(G) as |C| = t — 1. Now, if ¢’ is a minimal prime
ideal of I;(G) with g’ C q, then we must have p C q¢'. Also, note that (Ng(C)) C q’ as y'x¢c € I;(G)
for all y € Ng(C'). Thus, we have ¢’ = g, and consequently,

bight(I;(G)) > ht(q) = [Ng(C)| + ht(p)
= |Ng(C)| + [Nc(y) \ Ng[C]| + bight(I:(G \ (Ne[C] U Nalyl)),

where |[N¢(y)\ Ne[C]| = 0 in this case. Now, suppose N¢ (y) € N[C]. Similar to the first case, if p
is a minimal prime ideal of I;(G\ (Ng [C]UN¢[y])) such that ht(p) = bight(I;(G\(Ng[C]UNg[y]))),
then
q=p+(z) + (Na(C)\{y}) + (Na(y) \ Na[C])

is a prime ideal containing I;(G). Let ¢’ be a minimal prime ideal of I;(G) such that g’ C g. Then,
it is easy to see that p C g'. Note that for each 3’ € Ng(C) with y' # y, we have yy'xen (o) € I;(G)
by Proposition 3.2. Hence, (Ng(C) \ {y}) € q"as ((C \ {z}) U{y}) N G(q") = 0. Again, we have
x € q as yxo € I;(G). Observe that for each w € Ng(y) \ Ng[C], G[C U {y,w}] is connected,
and thus, G[C'\ {z} U {y, w}] is connected by Proposition 3.2. In particular, ywxe g} € It(G) for
each w € Ng(y) \ Ne[Cl, which implies (Na(y) \ Ne[C]) € q"as (C'\ {z}) U{y}) N G(a’) = 0.
Hence, q’ = ¢, and consequently,

bight(I;(G)) > ht(q’)
= |Na(C)| + |Ng(y) \ N[C]| + bight(1;(G \ (Ne[C] U Ngly]))-

This completes the proof. O

We now proceed to prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.5. Let G be a chordal graph. Then for all t > 2, pd(R/I;(G)) = bight(I;(G)).

Proof. Due to Lemma 2.6, it is enough to show that pd(R/I(G)) < bight(I;(G)). We proceed by
induction on |V(G)|. The statement is trivially true for |V(G)| < t. If [V(G)| = t, then either
I;(G) = (0) or I;(G) = (xy(g)) depending on whether G is connected or not. In both cases,
it is easy to see that pd(R/I;(G)) = bight(I;(G)). Therefore, we may assume that |V(G)| > t.
Note that, in case G is disconnected, and G1,..., G, are all connected components of G such
that |V(G;)| < t for all ¢ € [r], then again I;(G) = (0), and thus pd(R/I;(G)) = bight([;(G)).
Therefore, we may further assume that G has at least one connected component with at least ¢
many vertices. Now, let us consider the following two cases:

Case-I. For each simplicial vertex z of G, if C' € A, then V(G) # N¢[C]. Note that since G has
at least one connected component with at least ¢ many vertices, we can find a simplicial vertex x of
G and some C € A, such that C' C Ng[C]. Based on this observation, we consider two subcases:
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Subcase-I(A). There exists a simplicial vertex = of G and C € A, such that G[N[C]] forms a
connected component of G. Then we have

I(G) = I(G[Ng(C]]) + Ii(G \ Ng[C]).

From our assumption in Case-I, it follows that 1 < |Ng[C]| < |V(G)| and 1 < |[V(G \ N¢[C])| <
|V (G)|. Therefore, by the induction hypothesis, Lemma 2.1 and Proposition 4.1, we have

pd(R/I:(G)) = pd(R/I(G[Ng[C]])) + pd(R/1:(G \ Ng[C]))
< bight(I;(G[Ng[C]])) + bight(I;(G \ Ng[C)))
_ bight(L(G)).
Subcase-I(B). For each simplicial vertex = of G and each C € A,, G[N¢[C]] does not form a con-

nected component of G. In particular, C' C N¢[C] for any such C. Recall that I;(G) = I(H:(G)).
Now, fix a simplicial vertex = of G. Let A, = {C4,...,Cy}. For 1 <i < k, we define

J—(xcw|w€Bc>andK—I7-lt U

Note that by construction, Be, # 0 as C1 C Ng[Ch]. Fix some ¢ € {1,...,k} such that B¢, # ¢.
Then we are in the situation of Lemma 3.4, and thus, J; + K; = I(H:(G ) \ (UZ L C})). Now, we
proceed to prove the following claim:

Claim 1: pd(R/J; N K;) < bight(I,(G)) — 1.

lem(m,m’)

Proof of the Claim 1. We have J; N K; = x¢, L;, where L; is generated by the monomials e

where m € J; and m’ € K;. Thus, it is enough to prove that pd(R/L;) < bight([;(G)) — 1.
Let Be, = {wi,...,ws}. Then by Lemma 3.4, L; + (w1,...,ws) = (wi,...,ws), and hence,
pd(R/L; + (wy,--- ,ws)) = s. Note that B, € Ng(C). Moreover since G[N¢[C;]] does not
form a connected component of G, there exists some y € Ng(C;) such that Ng(y) \ Ng[Ci] # 0.
In this case, by Lemma 4.4, we have bight(1;(G)) > |Ng(C;)| + |Na(y) \ N¢[Ci]| > s + 1. Thus,

pd(R/L; + (w1, -+ ,ws)) < bight([;(G)) — 1. (1)

Now by Lemma 3.4, (L : ;) = (Na(Co)\ {u;}) + (Na(u5)\ NalCl) + (G (NG[C|UNG(w,))
for each j € [s]. Hence, using Lemma 4.4 and the induction hypothesis, we obtain

pd(R/(Li : wj)) < bight(I4(G)) — 1, (2)

for each j € [s]. Observe that ((L; + (w,...,ws—1)) : ws) = (L; : w,) by Proposition 3.1 and
Lemma 3.4. Thus, using Equation (2), we get pd(R/((Li+ (w1, . .., ws—1)) : ws)) < bight(L;(G))—
1. Consequently, by Lemma 2.2 and the Equation (1), we obtain pd(R/L; + (w1, ...,ws_1) <
bight(I;(G))—1. In view of Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.4, we again have ((L; + (wy, ..., ws—2)) :
ws—1) = (L; : ws—1). Thus, proceeding similarly as before and using Lemma 2.2 repeatedly, we
finally obtain pd(R/L;) < bight([;(G)) — 1, and this completes the proof of the above claim.

It is easy to observe that I;(G \ z) = I(H:(G) \ U C;) = K. Since G \ z is an induced sub-
graph of G, by Proposition 4.2 and the induction hypothesm we have pd(R/K},) < bight(I;(Q)).
Moreover, pd(R/J;) = pd(R/(Bc,)) = |Bc,| < |Na(Ck)|, and proceeding as in the proof of
Proposition 4.3, we have pd(R/J;) < bight(f;(G)). Thus, using the Claim 1 and by Lemma 2.3,
we obtain pd(R/Jy + K}) < bight(l;(G)), where Ji + Ki, = I(H(G) \Uk 10j) = K1 by
Lemma 3.4. Next, using Lemma 3.4, we write Kj_o = J;_1 + Kj_1 and continue the above pro-
cess. Note that Bo, # 0, and if for some i € {2,...,k}, Bo, = 0, then K; = K;_1. Thus using
Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 2.3 repeatedly, we get pd(R/J; + K;) < bight([;(G)) for each i € [k]. In
particular, pd(R/I;(G)) = pd(R/Ji + K1) < bight(I;(G)), as desired.

Case-II. There exists a simplicial vertex z of G, and some C; € A, such that V(G) = Ng[C]. In
particular, G is a connected graph. As before, since G has at least one connected component with
at least ¢ many vertices, we may as well assume that C; C Ng[C4]. Without loss of generality, let
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A, ={Cy,...,Ck}, where Ng[C;] = V(G) for 1 <i <l,and Ng[C;] C V(G) forl +1 < i < k.
As before, define J; = (xc,w | w € Be,) and K; = I(H(G) \ (U;:1 C,)) for i € [k]. Fix some
i € [k] such that Be, # 0. First, we consider the case when [ + 1 <4 < k. In this case, since G is
connected and Ng[C;] € V(G), there exists some y € Ng(C;) such that Ng(y) \ Ng[C;] # 0. In
particular, G[N¢|C;]] does not form a connected component of G. Thus proceeding as in Subcase-
I(B), we obtain pd(R/J; N K;) < bight(I;(G)) — 1. Now consider the case when i € [I]. Let
Be, = {wi,...,w,} and Ng(C;) = {w1,...,wp,wri1,...,ws} for some s > r. Then J; =
xc; (Wi, ..., wy).

Claim 2: For each i € [l], if Bo, # 0, then pd(R/J; N K;) < bight(L(G)) — 1.
Proof of the Claim 2. We first aim to show that
JiNK; = xc;(wpwy, | 1 <m <n<r)+xc(wpw, | merl,r+1<n<s). (3)

Indeed, by Proposition 3.2, for each 1 < m < n < r, G[(C; \ {z}) U {wm,w,}] is a con-
nected subgraph of G. Thus x¢,wnw, = lem(w,Xc,, WmWnXc,\ (2}), Where wyxc, € Jj, and
Wi WX\ (o} € Ki. Similarly, if m € [r] and r +1 < n < s, then by Proposition 3.2, G[(C; \
{z}) U {wm,wy}] is also connected. Thus, if M denotes the right-hand side of Equation (3),
then M C J; N K;. Conversely, if A C V(G) such that C; ¢ A, |A| = ¢, and G[A4] is con-
nected, then {wy,, w,} C A for some wy,, w, € Ng(C;). Thus J; N K; € M and consequently,
pd(R/J;NK;) = pd(R/I(G")), where I(G’) is the edge ideal of the graph G’ with V(G’) = N¢/(C;)
and E(G') = {{wm,wn},{wp,wg} |1 <m <n <rpelr],r+1<q< sk Itis easy to see
that the complement of G’ is a disconnected graph, and thus, using [15, Theorem 4.2.6] we have
pd(R/J;NK;) = |Ng(C;)|—1. This completes the proof of Claim 2 since bight(I;(G)) > |Ng(C;)|,
by Proposition 4.3.

Thus, for each i € [k] we observe thatif B¢, # 0, then pd(R/J;NK;) < bight([;(G))—1. Hence,
we are in the same situation as in Subcase-I1(B). Proceeding as before, we see that pd(R/J; + K;) <
bight(I;(G)) for each i € [k], and in particular, pd(R/L;(G)) = pd(R/J1 + K1) < bight(I;(G)).
This completes the proof of the Theorem. O

Example 4.6. Let G be the graph as in Figure 1. Observe that {4, 5, x4, 7, 23, 12, 213, 14}, isa
vertex cover of H4(G) with maximum possible cardinality. Thus by Theorem 4.5, pd(R/14(G)) =
8.

Remark 4.7. In this context, one should note that if (%) is a sequentially Cohen-Macaulay edge
ideal of a hypergraph #, then pd(R/I(H)) = bight(I(H)) [18, Corollary 3.33]. Also, it is well-
known that if G is chordal, then I(G) is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay. Now, due to these facts
and Theorem 4.5, one can ask whether, for a chordal graph G and ¢t > 3, I,(G) is sequentially
Cohen-Macaulay or not. However, the answer to this question is negative (see [1, Proposition
4.3]). Moreover, a natural question arises from this discussion is the following: if I(G) is sequen-
tially Cohen-Macaulay, then do we have pd(R/I;(G)) = bight(I;(G)) for all ¢ > 32 Although
this happens in the case of chordal graphs, this question has a negative answer in general. For ex-
ample, if we consider the cycle C5 of length 5, then I(Cj5) is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay but
pd(R/I3(C5)) = 3 > 2 = bight(I3(C5)).

Next, as a corollary of Theorem 4.5, we generalize a famous result of Herzog-Hibi-Zheng [14],
where they combinatorially classified all Cohen-Macaulay chordal graphs.

Corollary 4.8. Let G be a chordal graph and t > 2 be an integer. Then I,(G) is Cohen-Macaulay if and
only if I,(G) is unmixed.

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem 4.5 and the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula. O
5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this section, by hypergraphs Hi(G) induced from a graph G, we mean a class of ¢t-uniform hy-
pergraphs for which Hy(G) = G. In other words, the edge ideal I(#;(G)) can be viewed as a
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higher degree generalization of I(G). In this article, we have shown in Theorem 3.6 and 4.5 that
if I(H+(G)) corresponds to the t-connected ideal of a chordal graph G, then reg(R/I(H:(G))) =
(t—1)v(Hi(G)) and pd(R/I(H:(G))) = bight(I(H(Q))). Also, it follows from [7, Theorem 3.12]
that if the complement of G is chordal, then I(H;(G)) has a linear resolution. In view of this, the
following question arises naturally, which nicely extends the edge ideals to a higher degree from

the perspective of chordal graphs.
Question 5.1. What type of t-uniform hypergraphs H,(G) induced from a graph G satisfy the following

three conditions simultaneously for all t > 2:

(i) reg(R/I(H:(GR))) = (t — 1)v(H¢(G)) when G is chordal,
(ii) pd(R/I(H:(G))) = bight(I(H(G))) when G is chordal,
(iii) I(H(Q)) has a linear resolution when the complement of G is chordal.

First, one may think of answering the above question for the existing classes of edge ideals of
t-uniform hypergraphs induced from a graph, such as the ¢-path ideals and the ¢-clique ideals of
graphs. Note that the ¢-path ideals fail to satisfy conditions (i) and (ii) of the above question (see [6,
Theorem 5.3, 5.8]). However, to the best of our knowledge, it is still not known whether ¢-path
ideals satisfy the condition (iii) or not.

Next, let us consider the ¢-clique ideal of a graph [17, Definition 3.1]. Then condition (iii) of the
above question holds true [17, Corollary 3.4]. We do not know about the condition (ii). However,
condition (i) is not true for ¢-cliques ideals, which follows from the following example.

Example 5.2. Let G;, = G1 U --- U Gy be a graph with G; ~ K, foralli € {1,...,r + 1}
and there is a vertex z € V(Gy,) such that V(G;) N V(G,) = {z} for all distinct ¢ and j. Let
H¢(Gy,r) be the corresponding hypergraph of the ¢-connected ideal of Gy . Then the ¢t-connected
ideal of Gy, is I(Hi(Gir)) = 2(Xy @ )\fz} | 1 < i < r+1). Then one can easily obtain that
reg(R/I(Hi(Gyy))) = (t — 2)(r + 1) + 1, whereas the induced matching number of H;(G,,) is
1. Therefore, we have reg(R/I(Hi(Gty))) — (t — 1)v(He(Gryr)) = (¢t — 2)r. In other words, the
regularity can be arbitrarily larger than the general lower bound for any given ¢ > 2.

Moving on, in the case of edge ideals of graphs, there are several classes of graphs other than the
chordal one for which reg(R/I(G)) = v(G) (see [3, Theorem 14]) and pd(R/I(G)) = bight(I(G))
(for example, sequentially Cohen-Macaulay edge ideals) hold. In this article, we have extended the
above formulas in Theorem 3.6 and 4.5 for the ¢-connected ideals of chordal graphs. Thus, the
following question naturally arises in this context.

Question 5.3. Find those classes of graph G for whichreg(R/I,(G)) = (t—1)14(G) and pd(R/I,(G)) =
bight(I;(Q)) for all t > 2, where I,(G) denotes the t-connected ideal of G.
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