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Depth and Stanley depth of the path ideal
associated to an n-cyclic graph
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Abstract. We compute the depth and Stanley depth for the quotient ring of the
path ideal of length 3 associated to a n-cyclic graph, given some precise formulas
for depth when n # 1 (mod 4), tight bounds when n = 1 (mod 4) and for Stanley
depth when n = 0, 3 (mod 4), tight bounds when n = 1,2 (mod 4). Also, we give
some formulas for depth and Stanley depth of a quotient of the path ideals of
length n — 1 and n.
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§1. Introduction

Let S = K|[x1,...,2,| be a polynomial ring in n variables over a field K and
M a finitely generated Z"-graded S-module. For a homogeneous element u € M and
a subset Z C {xy,...,x,}, uK[Z] denotes the K-subspace of M generated by all
the homogeneous elements of the form wv, where v is a monomial in K[Z]. The Z"-
graded K-subspace uK[Z] is said to be a Stanley space of dimension |Z] if it is a free
K[Z]-module, where, as usual, |Z| denotes the number of elements of Z. A Stanley
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decomposition of M is a decomposition of M as a finite direct sum of Z"-graded K-
vector spaces
D: M= @uiK[Zi]
i=1
where each u;K[Z;] is a Stanley space of M. The number sdepthg (D) = min{|Z,| :
i=1,...,r} is called the Stanley depth of decomposition D and the quantity

sdepth (M) := max{sdepth (D) | D is a Stanley decomposition of M }.
is called the Stanley depth of M. Stanley [13] conjectured that
sdepth (M) > depth (M)

for all Z"-graded S-modules M. This conjecture proves to be false, in general, for
M = S/I and M = J/I, where I C J C S are monomial ideals, see [6].

Herzog, Vladoiu and Zheng [8] introduced a method to compute the Stanley depth
of a factor of a monomial ideal which was later developed into an effective algorithm
by Rinaldo [12] implemented in CoCoA [5]. However, it is difficult to compute this
invariant, even in some very particular cases. For instance in [1] Bird et al. proved

that sdepth (m) = [§] where m = (z1,...,2,) is the graded maximal ideal of S and

[5] denote the smallest integer > Z. For a friendly introduction on Stanley depth we
refer the reader to [7].
Let I, and J, ., be the paths ideals of length m associated to the n-line, respec-

tively n-cyclic, graph. Cimpoeas [3] proved that depth (S/.J,2) = [%5+] and when n =

0 (mod 3) or n = 2 (mod 3), sdepth (S/.J,2) = [%5*] and when n = 1 (mod 3), [%1] <

sdepth (S/J,2) < [5]. In [4], he also showed that sdepth (S/1,,,,) = depth (S/Im) =

n+1-— L%J — [;%111, where L%Jrllj denote the biggest integer < %Jrll Using sim-
ilar techniques, we prove that sdepth (S/J,3) = n — [}] — [§] for n = 0(mod 4)
or n = 3(mod 4) and n — |§] — [§] < sdepth(S/J,3) < n+1—[2] — [§] for

1 1 1
n = 1(mod 4) or n = 2 (mod 4). Also, we prove that depth (S/J,3) =n — [§] — [§]
for n # 1(mod 4) and n — ] — [4] < depth(S/Jp3) < n+1—[%] — [§] for
n =1 (mod 4). In Proposition 2.14, we prove that sdepth (J, 3/l 3) = n+1— 7| —[7]

) = depth (+2—) = n—2

Jn,nfl

for all m > 4. In the third section, we prove that sdepth (
and n — 3 §sdepth(%),depth( ) <n-—2.

-2 Jn,n72 -

Jn,nfl




§2. Depth and Stanley depth of quotient of the
path ideal with length 3

In this section, we will give some formulas for depth and stanley depth of quotient
of the path ideals of length 3. We first recall some definitions about graphs and their
path ideals in order to make this paper self-contained. However, for more details on
the notions, we refer the reader to [16; 17; 18].

Definition 2.1 Let G = (V, E) be a graph with vertex set V' = {z1,...,z,} and edge
set E. Then G = (V, E) is called an n-line graph, denoted by L, if its edge set is
given by E = {z;x;41 | 1 <i <n —1}. Similarly, if n > 3, then G = (V, E) is called
an n-cyclic graph, denoted by C,, if its edge set is given by E = {z;z,41 | 1 < i <
n—1}U{zx,x}.

Definition 2.2 Let G = (V| E) be a graph with vertex set V' = {z1,...,z,}. A path of
length m in G is an alternating sequence of vertices and edges w={z;, €;, Tis1, - - -, Titm—2,
€itm—2, Titm—1}, Where e; = x;x;,1 is the edge joining x; and x;1;. A path of length
m may also be denoted {z;,...,z;1m_1}, the edges being evident from the context.

Definition 2.3 Let G = (V, E) be a graph with vertex set V' = {z1,...,z,}. Then
the path ideal of length m associated to G is the squarefree monomial ideal I =
(i Tizme1 | {5, ..., Tizm—1}1s a path of length m in G) of S.

In this paper, we set n > 3 and consider the n-line graph L, and n-cyclic graph
C, their paths ideals of length m are denoted by I,,,, and J,,, respectively. Thus we
obtain that

[m,n: (zi"'xi+m—l | 1 §Z§n—m—|—1),
and

Jm,n = Imn + (xn—m T, Tp—m41 " TpL1X2, - -, Tpdy -« * mm—l)-

Definition 2.4 Let (S, m) be a local ring (or a Noetherian graded ring with (Sp, my)
local), M a finite generated S-module with the property that mAM C M ( or a finite

generated graded S-module with the property that (mg @ @ S;))M C M). Then the
i=1
depth of M, is defined as

depth (M) = min{i | Ext‘(S/m, M) # 0}

(or depth (M) = min{i | Ext (S/(me ® é S)), M) # 0}).



We recall the well known Depth Lemma, see for instance [16, | or [15, ].

Lemma 2.5 (Depth Lemma) Let 0 — L — M — N — 0 be a short exact sequence of
modules over a local ring S, or a Noetherian graded ring with Sy local, then

(i) depth (M) > min{depth (L), depth(N)};
(i7) depth (L) > min{depth (M), depth (N) + 1};
(iii) depth(N) > min{depth (L) — 1, depth (M)}.
The most of the statements of the Depth Lemma are wrong if we replace depth by

stanley depth. Some counter examples are given in [11, |. Rauf [11] proved the analog
of Lemma 2.5 (i) for stanley depth.

Lemma 2.6 Let0 — L — M — N — 0 be a short exact sequence of finitely generated
2" -graded S-modules. Then

sdepth (M) > min{sdepth (L), sdepth (N)}.

In [3], Cimpoeas computed depth and Stanley depth for S/.J, ».
Lemma 2.7 (1) depth(S/J,2) = [*51];
(2) sdepth(S/Jy2) = ["51] for n=0(mod 3) or n = 2 (mod 3);
(3) [254] < sdepth (S/Jn2) < [2] for n =1 (mod 3).
In [4], Cimpoeas computed depth and Stanley depth for S/I,, ,,,, which generalizes
9, ] and [14, ].
Lemma 2.8 sdepth(S/1,,.m) = depth(S/1, ) =n+1— L%J — [%rﬂ In particular,
sdepth (S/1,2) = depth(S/1,2) = [5].
Using these lemmas, we are able to prove the main result of this section.
Theorem 2.9 (1) depth(S/Jn3) >n— 7] —[%1;

(2) sdepth(S/Jn3) >n— 5] —[%]
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Proof. These two results can be shown by similar arguments, so we only prove that
sdepth (S/Jp3) > n— [4] — [§]. Let S; be the polynomial ring in ¢ variables over a
field. The case n = 3 is trivial. The cases n = 4 and n = 5 follow from Examples 2.10
and 2.11 respectively.

We may assume that n > 6. Let k = ] and p(n) =n—[7] —[%]. One can easily
see that

@(n):{ n — 2k, if n =0 (mod 4);

n — 2k + 1, otherwise.

We denote u; = z;x; 1240 for 1 <i<n—2, u,_ 1 =2, 17,21 and u, = x,T12s. Set
Ly = Jns, L1 = (Lo : z,) and Uy = (Lo, x,). Notice that Ly = (uy,...,u,), L1 =
(U, .oy Up_g, “:; = “g L) and Uy = (ug, ..., Up—3,Tn). Since S/Up =~ S, _1/1; 13,
we obtain sdepth (S/U;) = ¢(n) by Lemma 2.8.

We set L1 = (Lj @ x45) and U4y = (Lj, x45) where 1 < j < k — 3. One can easily

check that:

I Uz Uz Uy Ug Ug(j-1) Ug5-2 Uyy Up—2 Up—1 Up
7+1 — (_ Y CIR ) PR y U542y -+« Un—4, ) a_)a
Ly I4 1’4 338 Ta(j—1) T4y Tyj Tn Tpn Tn
and
Uy U3 Ug Ug Ug(j—1)-2 Uq(j-1) Up—2 Up—1 Up
Uj—l—l ( IR EERE) gty 7x4j7u4j+17"'7un—47 ) 7_)7
Ty Ty T4 TS Ta(5-1) Ta(5-1) Tn Tpn Tn

where 2y = 1 and u; = 0 for j <0.

We consider the following three cases:

(1) If n =4k or n = 4k — 1, we denote Lj+1 = (LJ : I4j) and Uj+1 = (Uj7x4j)
for j = k -2,k —1. We conclude Lj, ~ J,_12S, Uy = (24p—1), V) where V}, =
(Y2 us ws ws o MA(E2) Un—2 Unol un)  Note that

T4’ 4’ T4’ T8 Ta(k—2) Tn Tn Tn
Vi ~ I _j—22, %f n = 4k;
[n—k—1,27 if n =4k — 1.

Thus, by Lemmas 2.7, 2.8 and [8, |, it follows that
sdepth (S/Ly) = k + sdepth (Sp—k/Jn—k2) = k + k = ©(n),

and

S (k;+1)+sdepth(”7“) (k+1)4+k=1+¢(n), if n = 4k;
sdepth (—) = 22

U, ki + sdepth (£2551) = b+ k = p(n), if n = 4k — 1.

(2) If n = 4k — 2 we denote Lk—l = (Lk_g . S(Z4k 2) Uk 1 = (Lk—27x4(k—2)>7
Lk = (Lk—l . (k 1)— ) and Uk = (Uk—1a1’4(k—1)—1)' We have Lk ~ Jn_mS, Uk =

bt



Uu, _
(Tak—1)-1, Vi) where V}, = (42 48 14 t6 a2 dn2 nol Mn) o~ [0S, Thus, by

T4’ g’ e 287 ’x4(k,2)’ Tn 7 xn ) Tn
Lemma 2.8 and [8, |, we obtain

sdepth (S/Uy) = (k — 1) 4+ sdepth (S,—x/In—k2) = (k — 1) + k = p(n).

Applying Lemma 2.7 and [8, |, we get

sdepth (S/Ly) = k + sdepth (S,—k/Jn—k2) > k+ (k — 1) = p(n),

and

sdepth (S/Ly) = k + sdepth (S, —/Jn-r2) < k+ k=14 @(n).

(3). If n =4k — 3, we denote L1 = (Li—2 : Tae—2)—1), Ur—1 = (Lp—2, Ta(h—2)—

= (Lg—1 : Ta—1)—2) and Uy, = (Up—1, Ta—1)—2)- We have Ly ~ J,_; 2S5,

u U Ug(f—2)—
Uk _( 4 2aVk) Where V;c (ug U3 U4 Ue . 4(k—3) 4(k—2)—2 4(k—2)—1 un,Q’

x4 T4 T’ TG’ P Tyk—3) ) Tak—2)—1’ Ta(k-2)—1  Tn

fnl “”) ~ [, 12S. Therefore, by Lemmas 2.7, 2.8 and [8, |, we have

Tn ) Tn

sdepth (S/Lg) = k + sdepth (Sp—x/Jn-—r2) = k+ (k—1) = 1+ p(n),

and

sdepth (S/Ux) = (k — 1) + sdepth (Sp—x/In-k2) = (k= 1) + (k — 1)

This shows that p(n) < sdepth (S/Ly) < 1+ ¢(n) and sdepth (S/Ux) > ¢(n)

Consider the following short exact sequences
s s S
0— ¢ — 5 — 5 —0

y S y S y S N
0 Lo Ly Us 0

S S S

0— Ly = Ly_o = Uk—1

S
0— 2

By Lemma 2.6 and (x), we have

S S S S
sdepth ( Jn,3) sdepth ( Lo) > min{sdepth ( Ll) ,sdepth (— i
S S S
>
> min{sdepth (L ), sdepth (U ), sdepth (U1 )}

v

= p(n).

)?



> min{sdepth (Li)’ sdepth (Ui), sdepth (US ),...,sdepth (Ui)}
k k

k—1 1

> min{y(n), sdepth (Uf 1), ...,sdepth ([%)7 sdepth (Uﬁl)}

To show sdepth (%) > ¢(n) it is enough to prove the claim below.
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Claim: sdepth (S/U;41) > @(n) for all 1 < j < k — 2.

For any 1 < j <k —3, we set Vj,, = ("2, fot e 2 7“;‘02(’_”1;2, e —zié’f;)
and Wiy = (wgjy1, ..., Un—s) where zp = 1 and u; = 0 for j < 0. We have i
ui@%f;@%ﬁjlﬂ) Since w45 is regular on S/V;1 © S/Wj1, by [10, | and [2, |, we have

S S S S
sdepth = sdepth S5 — 1 > sdepth + sdepth —n—1.
T T T v )

On the other hand, Vi1 ~ I3j1125, Wit =~ I, _4(j+1)+2,3S. Thus, by Lemma 2.8,

we have

, 37+1 .
s&mﬂMSﬂgﬂ):[n—(&—%D]+(]3 T=n—2j
and
) . n—4(7+1)+3
sdepth (S/W;41) = [4@G+1)—2]+[n—4G+1)+3]—| (‘74 ) ]
n—4(j+1)+3
- Y
n—45—1 n—4j—1
= 1— _
R el Tl
n—1 n—1
= 1+25— — )
n+1+2j— | =] ==~
By some simple computations, we conclude that
] . n—1 n—1
sdepth (5/Uj1) 2 (n=2j)+(n+1+2j) = |——] - [——]-n-1
n—1 n—1
- n— - > ,
R R e ()
_ (Un—-2 Un-1 uUp U Ug(k—3)—2 Ug(k—3)
If n 7£ 4k — 3, we have Vk_l = ( 1'n2’ xnl,x—n,x—i,...,m,...,m) and
Wi—1 = (Uak—2)41, - - - , Un—a). It follows from similar arguments as above.
If n = 4k — 3, we have Vj_; = (¥n=2 Yn-l ta wp - Bk-3-2 0 MG8)) apq
Tn Tn Tn ' T4 T4(k—3) T4(k—3)

Wk—l = (U4(k_2), ey un_4). Note that Vk—l ~ Ig(k_g)H,QS and Wk—l >~ In—4(k—1)+3,35-
Thus, by Lemma 2.8, we obtain

3(k—2)+1

sdepth (S/Vk_1) = (n — (3(]€ - 2) + 1)) + ( 3

J=n—2k+4=2k+1



and

—4(k—-1)+4
sdepth (S/Wy_1) = (4(k—1)=3)+(n—4(k—1)+4) — Ln ( 1 ) |
n—4(k—1)+4
- Y
n—4k + 8 n—4k + 8
— 1— —
n1 - [P
5 5
= 1= |2 =21=n-2.
n+l-|7]-[71=n
One can easily see that >— =~ S/Vie1 &5/ Wiy . Since Tg,, , , is regular on

—1 Tyk—2)—1(S/Vik—1®S/Wi_1)
S/Vi_1 @& S/Wy_4, by [10, ] d [2, ], we have

S

S S
sdepth = sdepth(—— & —1
P (Uk—l) P <Vk 1 Wk—l)
S
> sdepth + sdepth —n-—1
p (Vk—l) p (Wk—l)
= 2k+1+(n—-2)—n-1
= 2k—2=p(n).
This completes the proof. O
Example 2.10 Let Jy3 = (2122%3, ToT3%y, T34T1, T4T122) C S = K|x1,. .., 24]. Note

that 4 — L%J - [%—I = 2. Set Ll = (J473 : 1'4) and Ul = (J473,£L'4). Since Ll =
(1’11'2,1’21’3,1'31’1) = J3725 and U1 = (1'11’21'3,1’4). ThU.S S/Ul = K[l’l,l'g,l'g]/(l’ll'gl'g).
By Lemmas 2.7, 2.8 and [8, ], we have sdepth (S/L;) = depth (S/Ly) =1+ [35%] =2

and sdepth (S/U;) = 2. Applying Lemma 2.6 on the short exact sequence
00— S/Ll — S/J473 — S/Ul — 0,

we obtain depth( -) =2and sdepth (2= Tis ) > 2. By [2, ], it follows that sdepth (%) <
sdepth (S/L;) = 2 Thus sdepth (S/Jy3) =

Example 2.11 Let J5 35 = (212223, o032y, T3y Ts, T4T521, T52122) C S = K[z1,. .., 25).
Note that 5 — [2] — [2] = 2. Set Ly = (Js53 : 5) and Uy = (Js3,25). Since
Ly = (x3x4, 2421, 1122) =~ 1,55 and Uy = (z12023, xoxsrg, x5). Thus S/U; = Sy/1y3,
by Lemma 2.8 and [8, |, we have sdepth (S/L1) = depth (S/L;) = 1+ [3] = 3 and
sdepth (S/U;) = 5 — |2] — [2] = 2. Using Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 on the short exact
sequence

0— S/Ll — S/J573 — S/Ul — 0,
we obtain depth (S/J53) > 2 and sdepth (S/J53) > 2.

8



As a consequence of Theorem 2.9, one has the following results.

Corollary 2.12 (1) sdepth(S/Jp3) < n+1— 3] — [§] for n = 1(mod 4) or
n =2 (mod 4);

(2) sdepth(S/Jns) =n— 5] — [§] forn=0(mod 4) or n =3 (mod 4).

Proof. Set p(n) = n — [4] — [§]. From the proof of Theorem 2.9, we see that
sdepth (S/Ly) < 1+ ¢(n) for n = 1(mod 4) or n = 2(mod 4) and otherwise,

sdepth (S/Ly) = ¢(n). These are a direct consequence of [2, |. O
Corollary 2.13 (1) depth(S/Jn3) <n+1— 5] —[4] forn=1(mod 4),

(2) depth(S/Jn3z) =n— 3] —[4] forn #1(mod 4).

Proof. Set p(n) =n— %] —[%]. Replacing stanley depth by depth in the proof of
Theorem 2.9, we see that depth (S/Lx) = 1+ ¢(n) for n = 1 (mod 4) and otherwise,
depth (S/Ly) = ¢(n). These are a direct consequence of [11, |. O

Proposition 2.14 sdepth(J,3/1,3) =n+1— %] —[§] for alln > 4.

Proof. One can easily check that Jy3/143 ~ x10304K[21, T3, 24| D1 0204 K21, T2, 4].
Thus, sdepth (Jy3/143) = 3, as required. Similarly, for n = 5, we have J53/I535 ~
r1x4ws K21, 24, T5) B X1 0005 K X1, To, 5] DTy T02425 K [, T2, 24, x5), for n = 6, we have
Jos3/lss ~ mrsxeK[xy, 3, 5, T6) B T10206 K [T1, T2, T4, T6] B T1200506 K 21, T2, T35, Tg)
and for n = 7, we get Jr /173 ~ mixex7 K[21, 23, T4, T, T7| DT X007 K21, T2, T4, T, T7|D
1’11'21’61’7K[£L'1, T2, T4, Tg, 1’7].

Now, assume n > 8, and let v € J,3 be a monomial such that v ¢ I,5. It
follows that u = z12,_12,01 Or U = X 1X9T, Vo, With vy € Klxy, ..., 2y 3, Tn_1,T,] and
vy € Klxy, 29, 24,...,2,]. We can write v; = x‘f‘xﬁ_lx;{w with w € Klzg,..., 2, 3]
Since u ¢ I, 3, it follows that w ¢ (xews, 3245, . .., TpsTp_aTs—3). Similarly, we can
write vy = x‘f:vg:z;{w with w € Klzy,...,2,—1]. Since u ¢ I, 3, it follows that w ¢
(T4Z5%6, - -+ s Ty g Tp_3Tp_2, Tn_oTy_1). Therefore, we have the S-module isomorphism:

Klxy, ..., xn9]
(T4T5T6, -+« Ty aTp—3Tp_o

Klxg, ..., T3]
(T34T5, .« Tpo5Tp_4Tp_3)
Klxy, ..., z,_3]

(I436’5$6, <oy Tp—5Lpn—4Tn—3

Jn,3/]n,3 =~ legl’n( )>[I1,.§L’2,l’n]

B T1Tp_1%n( )x1, Tnot, Tn)

D T1T2%Tp_1%n( @1, T, Tpp—1, Ty
)



Therefore, by Lemma 2.8 and [8, |, we obtain

sdepty (722) =amin 3+ n—4) = ()= P (09~ () = )
— min{n+1_L%J_[%L?H-l—Ln;lj—(n;l}}
= n1-l3] - M)

§3. Depth and Stanley depth of quotient of the
path ideal of length n — 1 or n — 2

In this section, we will give some formulas for depth and stanley depth of quotient
of the path ideal of length n — 1 or n — 2.

Proposition 3.1 sdepth(S/Jpn-1) = depth(S/Jpn-1) =n—2.

Proof. We apply induction on n. The case n = 3 follows from Lemma 2.7. Assume

. n—1 n n n k—2
now that n > 4. Since J,,,,—1 = (‘H1 T, 'Hz T, (‘H3 T)T, (‘Hk x;)( ‘H1 i)y,
1= 1= 1= = i=

n—2 . n—2
Ty ']_[1 x;), we obtain (Jp,p—1: x,) = (Hl x;,
1= 1=

n—1

1 n—1 k—2
z, (11 i)z, ..o, (];[k xl)(];[l i)y

=2 =3

n—

n n—1

Tp—1 H xz) = n—l,n—257 (Jn,n—17$n> = (H l’i,l’n). Hence we get S/<Jn,n—1 . mn) =
i=1 i=1

(Sn—1/Jn-1n-2)[Tn]. Using the induction hypothesis and [8, |, we conclude

sdepth (S/(Jpn—1: xn)) = 1 +sdepth (Sp—1/Jp—1n—2) =n — 2,

and
depth (S/(Jpn-1:2n)) =1+ depth (Sp—1/Jn—1n—2) =n — 2.

On the other hand, we obtain sdepth (S/(Jpn-1,%n)) = n — 2 by [10, |. By applying
Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 on the exact sequence

0— S/(Jn,n—l : ZL’n) ﬂ) S/Jn,n—l — S/(Jn,n—laxn) — 0,

we obtain depth (S/J, n—1) > n—2 and sdepth (S/J,, n—1) > n—2. Therefore, it follows
that sdepth (S/Jpn—1) =n —2 by [2, ]. O
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Proposition 3.2 (1) n—3 < sdepth(S/Jyn—2) < n—2,

(2) n—3 < depth(S/Jyn—2) <n—2.

Proof. The case n = 3 is trivial. The case n = 4 follows from Lemma 2.7. We may
assume that n > 5. Set Ly = Jy, -2, Lj = (Lj_1 : y—j41) and U; = (Lj_1, Ty—j41) for
n—2 n—1 n n
all 1 < j <n—4. We conclude that Ly = ( H X5, H xiy [T, (I @)z, . ..,
=3 =4
n—4

n k=3 —3 n—1 k—3
(H ;) ( Hl L)ooy T H z;), L ( H Ty, (H )T, (,H %)(H Ti), - 7an—11_[ T,

z_l i=k i=1 i=1

H x,) and U; = (H X, H T, xy). Since S/U; = Sp_1/1—1,—2, We obtain
sdepth(S/Ul) depth (S/Ul) =n —3 by Lemma 2.8. For any 1 < j < n —4, by some

simple computations, one can see that

n—j—3 n—j—2

n—j n—j n—j J J
L; :(H Iu(H L), ..., HSCZ HIZ vy Tp—j H 5, H ),
i=3 i=4

1=1 i=1

n—j—1
and U; = (Uj—1,2p—j41) = ( ‘1_[1 Ti, Tn_jy1). In particular, L,y = (2324, 2421, T122)

and S/L, 4 ~ (54/[4,2)[:175,.2._.,%]. Therefore, by Lemma 2.8 and [8, ], we get
sdepth (S/Ln—4) = depth(S/Ly—4) = (n —4) +5—[2] —[3] = n—2. On the
other hand, we obtain sdepth (S/U;) = depth (S/U;) = n — 2 by [10, |. By applying
Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 on the exact sequences

0— S/L; "5 S/L;  — S/U; — 0 for 1 <j<n—4,

we conclude depth (S/J,,n—2) > n — 3 and sdepth (S/J,n—2) > n — 3.
On the other hand, by [10, ] and [2, ], we have depth (S/J,, n—2) < depth (S/L,,—4)
and sdepth (S/J,, ,—2) < sdepth (S/L,_4). This completes the proof. O
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