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EXTENDING SIMPLICIAL COMPLEXES: TOPOLOGICAL AND
COMBINATORIAL PROPERTIES

MOHAMMAD FARROKHI D. G., ALIREZA SHAMSIAN, AND ALI AKBAR YAZDAN POUR

ABSTRACT. Given an arbitrary hypergraph H, we may glue to H a family of hypergraphs
to get a new hypergraph H’ having H as an induced subhypergraph. In this paper, we
introduce three gluing techniques for which the topological and combinatorial properties
(such as Cohen-Macaulayness, shellability, vertex-decomposability etc.) of the resulting
hypergraph H’ is under control in terms of the glued components. This enables us to
construct broad classes of simplicial complexes containing a given simplicial complex as
induced subcomplex satisfying nice topological and combinatorial properties. Our results
will be accompanied with some interesting open problems.

INTRODUCTION

A simplicial complex A on a vertex set V is a collection of subsets of V' such that
UA =V and A is closed under the operation of taking subsets. The elements of A are
called faces and the maximal faces of A, under inclusion, are called the facets of A. A
simplicial complex with facets Fi,..., F,, is often denoted by (Fi,..., Fy,). A simplex is
a simplicial complex with only one facet.

A simplicial complex A is called shellable if there is a total order on facets of A, say
Fi,...,FEy, such that (Fy,..., F;_1) N (F;) is generated by a non-empty set of maximal
proper subsets of F; for 2 < i < m. The notion of shellability is used to give (an inductive)
proof for the Euler-Poincaré formula in any dimension. If f; denotes the number of -
faces of a d-dimensional polytope (with f_; = f;3 = 1), then the Euler-Poincaré formula
states that E?:_l(—l)i fi = 1. Shellable complexes are themselves an intermediate family
among two other important families of simplicial complexes, namely vertex-decomposable
and sequentially Cohen-Macaulay simplicial complexes. Indeed, we have the following
implications

vertex-decomposable = shellable = sequentially Cohen-Macaulay,

and both of these inclusions are known to be strict.

A vertex-decomposable simplicial complex A is defined recursively in terms of link and
deletion of vertices of A. In a more general setting, the link and the deletion of a face F
of A are defined as follows:

linka(F)={GeA: GNF =@ and GUF € A},
A\F={GeA: GNF =g}.
In view of the above settings, A is vertex-decomposable if either it is a simplex or else
there exists a vertex v € V such that
(i) any facet of A\ v is a facet of A;
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(ii) both complexes linka (v) and A\ v are vertex-decomposable.

Sequentially Cohen-Macaulay complexes are defined slightly different. Let A be a sim-
plicial complex on [n], where [n] = {1,...,n}. The pure i-skeleton of A is the simplicial
complex All = (F € A: |F| =i+1). A simplicial complex A is Cohen-Macaulay over K if
the Stanley-Reisner ring K[A] := S/Ia is a Cohen-Macaulay ring, where S = Kz, ..., 2]
is the polynomial ring with coefficients in K and In = <HzeF x;: F ¢ A>. It turns
out that A is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if H;(linka(F),K) = 0, for all F € A and
i < dimlinka (F') (Reisner’s Theorem, see e.g. [19, Corollary 4.2]). Consequently, as stated
in [19, Proposition 4.3], Cohen-Macaulayness is a topological property in the sense that
A is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if the relative singular homologies H;(||A]|, |A]| — p, K)
of the geometric realization ||Al| of A vanish for all i < dim ||A|| and p € ||A||. Note that
Cohen-Macaulay complexes are pure in the sense that all of their facets have the same
cardinality (see [5, Corollary 5.1.5]). Accordingly, A is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay if
every pure i-skeleton of A is Cohen-Macaulay, which is equivalent to say that K[A] is a se-
quentially Cohen-Macaulay ring (see [10, Theorem 3.3]). Recall that a (graded) S-module
M is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay if there exists a filtration

O=MyCcM;C---CM,=M (1)
of (graded) submodules of M such that each quotient M;/M;_; is Cohen-Macaulay and
dili/M() < dimMg/Ml <0< dimMr/Mr_l,

where dim N denotes the Krull dimension of S-module N.

A hypergraph H is simply a pair (V, E) of vertices V and edges E C 2. The indepen-
dence complexr Ay of H is the simplicial complex of all independent sets in H. Clearly,
every simplicial complex is the independence complex of a hypergraph. One say that H is
(sequentially) Cohen-Macaulay/shellable/vertex-decomposable/pure if Ay is so. In this
paper, we consider a hypergraph H’ obtained by gluing some hypergraphs to a central
“arbitrary” hypergraph H and study the topological and combinatorial properties (such
as Cohen-Macaulayness, shellability, vertex-decomposability etc.) of H’. In this regard,
Villarreal [21, Proposition 2.2] proves that the graph obtained from a graph G by adding
a pendant (also known as whisker) to each vertex is Cohen-Macaulay. Next Villarreal
[22, Proposition 5.4.10] improves his result by showing that such graphs are pure and
shellable. Later Dochtermann and Engstrom [9, Theorem 4.4] prove that such graphs are
indeed pure and vertex-decomposable. Replacing pendants with complete graphs in the
Villarreal’s construction, Hibi et al. [14, Theorem 1.1] show that the resulting graph is still
pure and vertex-decomposable (see also [6]). The idea of making small modifications to a
graph in order to obtain a (sequentially) Cohen-Macaulay/shellable/vertex-decomposable
graph is further explored in other papers too (see [1, 9, 12, 16, 17]).

This paper is organized as follows: In the first section, we quickly review some al-
gebraic and combinatorial backgrounds, which will be used in the sequel. Hybrid hy-
pergraphs are introduced in Section 2. These hypergraphs are constructed by gluing
a family of hypergraphs to a central one via a family of triples, which are assumed to
satisfy the proper independence property (see the definition of PIP-triples). The main
theorem of this section establishes some combinatorial/topological properties of hybrid
hypergraphs and determines under which conditions a hybrid hypergraph is sequentially
Cohen-Macaulay /shellable/vertex-decomposable (Theorem 2.4). It is shown that all of the
results mentioned above are consequences of our main theorem of Section 2 (see Example
2). The idea behind the proof of Theorem 2.4 is very flexible and can be applied to other
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suitably constructed families of hypergraphs. In Section 3, we present two such families
of hypergraph constructions and show that the results of Theorem 2.4 can be extended to
these families too (Theorems 3.1 and 3.3). While the gluing methods here are less general
than the hybrid case, the glued components need not to satisfy the proper independence
property. In the last section, we conclude the paper by proposing some research problems
endowed with their motivations, which arise from our arguments in previous sections. The
first four problems concern to assumptions and results of Theorem 2.4 including the PIP-
condition requirement of the theorem and some consequences of its part (iii), which may
be of independent interest. The fifth problem, having more algebraic flavor, simply asks
to study other algebraic properties and invariants of the three hypergraph constructions
presented in this paper. In this regard, it is reasonable to ask whether one may control
the algebraic invariants (such as Hilbert function, depth, regularity etc.) of the resulting
hypergraphs in terms of the glued components.

1. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall basic notions of simplicial complexes, hypergraphs, and their
associated ideals, which we meet in this paper.

1.1. Simplicial complexes. Let A be a simplicial complex on a vertex set V = {v1,..., v, }.
Recall that A is a collection of subsets of V', called faces of A, such that

(1) {vi} € Aforall 1 <i<mn,
(2) if F € A and G C F, then G € A.

We denote by F(A) the set of facets of A, namely the maximal faces of A under inclusion.
The dimension of a face F', denoted by dim F', is |F'| — 1, where |F| is the cardinality of
F. Accordingly, the dimension of A is defined as

dim A = max{dim F': F € A}.

A simplicial complex is pure if all of its facets have the same dimension. A face F' of A is
mazximal with respect to a subset W of V', or simply F is W-mazimal, if FU{w} ¢ A for
any w € W\ F.

Let X and Y be disjoint sets, and X C 2% and Y C 2Y. The join X %« of X and ) is
the subset {AUB: A€ X and B € Y} of 2XYY, In the case that X and Y are simplicial
complexes, X x ) is a simplicial complex as well.

A vertex v € V is a shedding vertex of A if any facet of A\ v is a facet of A. It follows
that A is vertex-decomposable if either it is a simplex or else it has a shedding vertex v
such that both linka (v) and A\ v are vertex-decomposable. Vertex-decomposability of
simplicial complexes was first introduced in the pure case by Provan and Billera [18] and
then extended to arbitrary complexes by Bjorner and Wachs [2, Section 11].

For any non-empty set F' C {v1,...,v,}, let xp = [[, cp i, and put x5 = 0. The
Stanley-Reisner ideal of A, denoted by Ia, is an ideal of K[z, ..., x,] generated by square-
free monomials xp, where F' & A.

1.2. Hypergraphs, clutters, and their associated ideals. Let H be a hypergraph
with vertex set V = V(H) and edge set E = E(H). Following [7], there are two ways to
remove a vertex v from H. The strong vertex deletion H \ v is the hypergraph with vertex
set V(H) \ {v} and edge set {e € E(H): v ¢ e}. The weak vertex deletion H /v has the
same vertex set as H \ v but the edge set is {e \ {v}: e € E(H)}. One observe that H \ v
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deletes all edges containing v, while H /v removes v from each edge containing it. It is
straightforward to see that, if v # w are vertices of H, then:

(H\v)\w=H\w)\v, (H/v)/w=H/w)/v, (H\v)/w=H/w)\v.

Let W be a set of vertices of H and f € {0,1}" be a binary function on W. A (W, f)-
deletion of H is a hypergraph obtained from H by repeatedly strongly deleting all vertices
w of W with f(w) = 0 and weakly deleting all vertices w of W with f(w) = 1. The
number of weak vertex deletions in a (W, f)-deletion H’ of H is denoted by wd (') that
is wdp(H') =3, ew f(w).

If W is a set of vertices of H, then the subhypergraph H[W] of H induced on W is the
subhypergraph of H with vertex set W and edge set {e € E(H): e C W}.

For a non-empty hypergraph H on vertex set [n], we define the ideal I (H) to be

I(H) = (xr: TeEMH),

and we set I (&) = 0. The ideal I(#H) is called the edge ideal of H. Let Ay be the simplicial
complex on the vertex set [n] with Ia,, = I (#). The simplicial complex Ay is called the
independence complex of H. Notice that F' C [n] belongs to Ay if and only if it is an
independent set in H, that is e ¢ F' for every e € E(H). The independence number a(H)
of H is the maximum size of independent sets of ‘H or equivalently dim Ay + 1.

A clutter C with vertex set X is an antichain of 2% such that X = UC. The elements
of C are called circuits of C. A clutter C is d-uniform if every circuit of C has d vertices.
As a hypergraph, to every clutter C one corresponds its ideal I(C). This correspondence
is clearly bijective, the fact that is not valid for hypergraphs in general.

If C is a d-uniform clutter on [n], then we define the complement C of C as

C={FCln]: |F|=d, F¢c.

In this case, the simplicial complex A(C) on the vertex set [n] with Inc) = I (C) is
called the cliqgue complex of C. A face F' € A(C) is called a clique in C. It is easily seen
that F' C [n] is a clique in C if and only if either |F| < d or else all d-subsets of F' belong
to C.

1.3. Criteria for (sequentially) Cohen-Macaulayness and shellability. The recur-
sive definition of vertex-decomposability states that a simplicial complex A is vertex-
decomposable if A admits a shedding vertex v such that linka(v) and A\ v are both
vertex-decomposable provided that A is not a simplex. In the following, among other re-
sults, we show that analogous arguments work for (sequentially) Cohen-Macaulayness and
shellability as well. Indeed, in the proof of our main theorems, we do not use the formal
definitions of shellable or (sequentially) Cohen-Macaulay complexes as it is introduced in
the introduction. Instead, the following theorem plays a crucial role in our arguments.

Theorem 1.1. Let A and A’ be simplicial complexes.

(i) If A is (sequentially) Cohen-Macaulay/shellable/vertex-decomposable, then so is
linka (F), for every face F of A.
(ii) If A has a shedding vertex v such that both linka(v) and A\ v are (sequentially)
Cohen-Macaulay/shellable, then so is A.
(i) AxA’ is (sequentially) Cohen-Macaulay/shellable/vertex-decomposable if and only
if both A and A’ are so.
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Proof. (i) If A is Cohen-Macaulay (resp. shellable or vertex-decomposable), then by [19,
Corollary 4.2] (resp. [18, Proposition 2.3] or [24, Proposition 3.7]), linka (F') is also Cohen-
Macaulay (resp. shellable or vertex-decomposable) for every face F' of A. Now, suppose
A is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay. It is easy to check that (linka (F))l = link \ 5 (F) for
every face F' of A and i > 0. It follows that all pure skeletons of linka (F') are Cohen-
Macaulay so that linka (F) is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay as well.

(ii) The result follows from [15, Theorem 1.3] and [23, Lemma 6].

(iii) The result follows from [4, Corollary 3.3], [5, Exercise 5.1.21], [3, Remark 10.22],
and [24, Proposition 3.8]. O

In the rest of paper, we introduce three hypergraph constructions by gluing a family of
hypergraphs to a given central hypergraph and examine when the resulting hypergraphs
satisfy our desired properties, namely (sequentially) Cohen-Macaulayness, shellability, and
vertex-decomposability.

2. FIRST CONSTRUCTION

In this section we introduce our first (and main) hypergraph gluing. Under mild assump-
tions, i.e. the PIP-condition, we may control the topological and combinatorial properties
of the resulting hypergraphs in terms of the glued components.

Definition 1. Let H be a hypergraph with vertex partition U1U- - - UU,,,UV, and H1, ..., Hm
be hypergraphs such that H,H,...,H,, are pairwise disjoint. Let Dy,..., D,, be sets of
non-negative integers. The hypergraph with vertex set V(H) UV (H1)U--- UV (H,,) and
edge set

E(H)UU{eUe': e CU;, @#¢€ € E(H;), leUé| e D}, (2)
i=1

denoted by (H, (U;, D;, Hi)™,), is called the hybrid hypergraph of H with respect to the
gluing triples (U;, D;, H;)™,. The hypergraphs Hi, ..., H,, are the glued components of
(%7 (UZ7 Di7 Hl);:il)

Remark. From the definition of hybrid hypergraphs, it is evident that H is an induced
subhypergraph of (H, (Ui, D;,H;)";). As a result, every independent set in H is an
independent set in (H, (U;, D;, Hi)i%,) as well.

The independence complex of hybrid hypergraphs and their facets look wild if there is no
constraints on the gluing triples (U;, D;, H;). To resolve this, we apply the PIP-condition
(see definition below) on gluing triples in order to describe the independence complex of
hybrid hypergraphs. In what follows, we consider the Minkowski difference X —Y of two
sets X, Y of integers as the set {x —y: x € X, y € Y}. Also, for a hypergraph H, let
HX stand for the spanning subhypergraph of # including all edges of sizes belonging to
X, and Size(H) denote the set {|e|: e € E(H)}. If a,b are integers with a < b, then the
set of all integers x with a < x < b is denoted by the interval [a, b].

Definition 2. Let H be a hypergraph, D be a set of non-negative integers, and « be a
positive integer. The triple (o, D, H) satisfies the proper independence property (PIP) if
(a) every G in F(Ayp-p,i+11) is contained properly in some G’ in F(Ayp-0.4),
(b) every G in F(Ayp-p0,) contains properly some G in F(Ayp-0,i+1),
for all 0 < i < a. It turns out that [a] C D — Size(H). More precisely, every i € [«]
belongs to D — (Size(H) \ (D —[0,i — 1])).
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If (a, D,H) is any triple, then in general we have the following series of simplicial
complexes
Agp-10,0]) € Ayp—fo,a-11 € -+ € Aypj01) © Agyp-j0,0]
showing that every facet G of Ay p 0,11 is contained in a facet G’ of Ay, for all
0 <7 < a. Being a PIP-triple indicates that not only every facet G' of Ay p-_jo,i+1) is
contained “properly” in a facet G’ of Ay p—0,q for all 0 < i < « but also every facet G of
Ayp-p, contains a facet G of Ay p—po,i+1) properly for all 0 <i < o

Example 1.
(i) Let C be a d-uniform clutter, D = {d}, and 0 < a < d. If H is the hypergraph
induced by the edge-set C U ((V(C))*"2\ X), where X C (V(C))* "2 then

Pl =cuvenpI\ventE)

for all 0 < i < . It follows that App-j09 = wvEene=2 forall 1 <i < a.
Hence (o, D,C') is a PIP-triple satisfying C'° = CP.

(ii) Let S be a simplicial complex of dimension d — 1, D = {d}, and 0 < o < d. Then
the triple (o, D, S) satisfies PIP(a) but not PIP(b) in general. Indeed, if S is a
simplicial complex and G is any independent set in S” —104+1 with ¢ < a, then any
G’ O G with |G'\ G| = 1 is an independent set in S?~%4. On the other hand, the
triple (a, {3}, S), where S is the simplicial complex (124,134,234, 235,136, 127) U
(45,46, 47,56,57,67) and o > 0 does not satisfy PIP(b). To see this, we observe
that the facet 123 of Agp 0,0 does not contain any of the facets of Agp j01) =
(15,26, 37).

(iii) The triple (a, {3}, H), where E(H) = {1,2,3,4,12,24,34,123} and 0 < a < 3
satisfies PIP while it is not a simplicial complex.

In order to state our main result of this section, we need some preparations and pre-
liminary lemmas.

Definition 3. Let H be a hypergraph. A set D of vertices of H is a strong dominating
set in H if a(H/D) = 0 or equivalently every singleton subset of V(H/D) is an edge of
‘H/D. Here by H/D we mean the hypergraph whose edge set is

{e\D: e€ E(H)}.

Lemma 2.1. Let H be a hypergraph and v € V(H). Then
(i) a(H \v) < a(H) with equality if v is a shedding vertex of Ay,
(i) a(H/v) < a(H) — 1 evcept when {v} € E(H). Indeed, if {v} ¢ H then F(Ayy,) *
{{v}} € F(An).

Proof. (i) It is evident that a(#H \v) < a(H). Suppose v is a shedding vertex of Ay. Then
every facet of Ay, = Ay \ v is a facet of Ay If a(H) = |F| with F" a facet of Ay, then
v ¢ F so that F' € Ay . Thus a(H) < a(H \ v), which implies that a(H \ v) = a(H).
(ii) We show that G U {v} € Ay when G € Ayy,. If not, GU{v} contains an edge e of
H. Then either e C G or e = ¢’ U{v} for some e’ € E(H/v). In both cases, G contains an
edge of H /v, which is a contradiction. Now, let G' € F(Ay ). If GU{v} ¢ F(Ay), then
GU{v}U{v'} € Ay for some v' € V(H)\ (GU{v}). As GU{v'} & Ay, H/v contains
an edge e C GU{v'}. Then either e € E(H) or e = €'\ {v} for some ¢ € E(H) containing
v. In both cases, GU{v} contains an edge of H, a contradiction. Thus GU {v} € F(Ay),
from which it follows that F(Ay /) x {{v}} € F(Ax). O
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Corollary 2.2. If H is a hypergraph and H' is a (W, f)-deletion of H, then
a(H) < a(H) —wdi(H) < a(H).
Lemma 2.3. Every mazimal independent set of a hypergraph is a strong dominating set.

Proof. Let H be a hypergraph and I be a maximal independent set in H. If v € V(H)\ I,
then I U {v} contains an edge e of H. Clearly, v € e so that {v} € E(H/I). Thus I is a
strong dominating set in H. O

According to the above settings, we are in the position to state and prove our results
on the structure and combinatorial/topological properties of hybrid hypergraphs.

Theorem 2.4. Let H' = (H,(U;, D;, Hi)™ ) be a hybrid hypergraph of H, where H is a
hypergraph with vertex partition UyU---UU, UV . If (a(H[U:]), Di, Hi)™, is a family of
PIP-triples, then

(ii) Ay is pure if and only z'}" Ay is pure, and AHPF[O,S] s pure and

mA_ p._j0s —dimA_ p._ =t —
d P10 d pPim 10 s,

foralll1 <i<m and 0 <s <t <a(H[U)),
(iii) Let W; be a strong dominating independent set in H[U;], for every 1 <i < m. Then
H' is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay/shellable/vertez-decomposable if and only if

Hv], O

2

are so for all 1 <i < m and (W;, f;)-deletions U; of H[U;].

Proof. Let A = Ay and A’ = Ay be the independence complexes of H and H', re-
spectively. For every ¢ with 1 < 4 < m and any set X of integers, let F(Ayx) =

{Gi(l, . 7Giin X}. To each V-maximal set F' € A there corresponds a family of sets
F e Dl_[ovaF] Dm—[O,a,I:J
Ljs,im = F UG U UGG T,
where j; € {1,... ,ki7Di_[07af]} and af := |[FNU;|, fori=1,...,m. We show that Iﬁ,...,jm
is a facet of A’. First observe that Iﬁ,...,jm is an independent set in H’. If not, If; i
_10.aF
contains an edge e € E(H'). Notice that e ¢ F and hence e C (F'NU;) U Gf;i 0] for

some 1 <i < m. Since |eNn (FNU;)| < |FNU;| =af, it follows that

—[O,af] B

o#enGr —enV(H,;) € E(H

Di_[ovaiF}
27.71

Di—[O,af])

)

_0.aF
contradicting the fact that G ZP@ 007

is independent in H . Now, we show that

Il . isafacet of A Let u € U;\ F for some 1 <4 <m, and F' := FU{u}. Then al’ =
. P

al’ + 1. By PIP(b), the facet GZD;, O] of A Db, 0.oF] contains a facet G’ of A D, —[0.0F"]

sJi H@ i ag Hz i ,a;
i—[0,af _10.aF’
properly. Thus Gf;i 0071 Contains an edge e of 7—[?1 0] 1 ey := eU((FU{u})NU;), then
. P

ey 1s an edge of H' contained in FU{u} UG%Z, 0477 On the other hand, by the definition,
_10.aF

If;,...,jm U {u} is not an independent set for any v € (V \ F) U™, (V(H;) \ Gf;i 0. }).

This shows that If; g IS @ facet of A’.



8 M. FARROKHI D. G., A. SHAMSIAN, AND A. A. YAZDAN POUR

Next we show that every facet of A’ is of the form 7

i1vjms Where F' € A'is V-maximal.
Given G € A/, let us define

F:=GnNV(H),
= |FNUy, i=1,...,m,
G; :=GNV(H,), 1=1,....m
Since G is an indepegde[lolt g}et in H’, we observe that F' is an independent set in H and G;
i—[0,a]

for all 1 < i < m. Hence, for every 1 < ¢ < m, there exists
DZ [0,aF]

is independent in H,

ji € {1,.. . ki p,_jo,ar)} such that G; C G; . If FY O F is a V-maximal independent
set of H such that F' NU; = FﬂU,,forz—l,...,m then

—[0,aF /
G=FUGU---UGn, CF UG ™y .ughn-l0aml _ i
Hence, Iﬁ:...,jm are the only facets of A’.

(i) For every i with 1 <1 < m, there exists GZ.DJ?{ €A, b, (by PIP(a)) such that

. i—[0,af"]
Ty, = |F|+Z|G

ymvHZ\ Fv)ua e
=1

vD+3oler

<d1mAH[V]+Zd1mA D; +m+1=| J}?: ’]m‘,
1=1

where F” is an independent set in H[V] of maximum size and j/ is such that G i has
maximum dimension in A’}-[.Di’ fori=1...,m. It follows that

dim A" =} dim A, p, + dim Aggy) +m
=1
(ii) Clearly, A’ is pure if and only if |[(F N U;) U Gf;z_ |GZDJ?'{| for all V-maximal
FeAie{l,....m}, ji €{l,....k; p,_jo.r)} and j; € {1,...,k; p,}. This shows that
A’ is pure if and only if Ay is pure, AHPF[O’S] is pure, for all 0 < s < a(H[U;]), and
that l

[O,Qf]| _

dim Aﬂpi—[o,s] dim A Dm0t = t—s,

for all 0 < s <t < a(H[U]).
(iii) Let w € U; (1 <1 < m) be such that {u} ¢ H. Put U = U; \ {u} and D} =
D; —10,6;], for i =1,...,m. Clearly,

AN\ u= <I]l'i...7jr: F CV(H)\ {u} is V-maximal in Ay)

by PIP(a), from which we conclude that u is a shedding vertex of A’. A simple verification
shows that

AN\ u= A(H\u,(U{7Di7Hi)§i1)' ¥
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On the other hand,

linkas(u) = <Iﬁ,...,jm \{u}: uwe FCV(H)is V-maximal in Ay).

We show that
linkar(u) = A u, 1,042 (4)
Let H* := (H/u, (U}, D}, H;)",). If F € linkas(u) and F' ¢ Ay« then F' contains an edge
e1 Ueg of H*, where e; C U\ {u}, @ # ex € E(H;), and |e; Ues| € D; = D; — [0,1].
Then (e; U{u})Ues is an edge of H' contained in F U {u}, which is a contradiction. Thus
linka/(u) € Ay« Conversely, let F' € Ay«. If F ¢ A, then F contains an edge e; U eg of
H', where e; C Uj, @ # es € E(H;), and |e; U ez| € D;. This yields that e Uey C F is an
edge of H*, which contradicts our assumption. Thus F' € A’. To show that F' € linka/(u),
we prove FU{u} € A’. Suppose on the contrary that FU{u} contains an edge e; Ues of H/,
where e; C U, @ # eg € E(H;), and |e; Ues| € D;. Clearly, u € e and (e; \ {u})Ues C F
is an edge of H*, which is a contradiction. Thus F' € linkas(u). This shows the equality
in (4).
Let W; = {ull,,ufl} C U; be a strong dominating independent set of H[U;], for

i = 1,...,m (see Lemma 2.3). First assume that H[V] and Hf)i_[07a(ui)+Wdfi(ui)] are

sequentially Cohen-Macaulay, for all ¢ = 1,...,m and (W;, f;)-deletions U; of H[U;]. Let
1 < j <m be such that k; > 0 and put W = W;\ {ujl} It is obvious that W is a strong
dominating independent set in both H[Uj] \u; and H[U;]/ u;

From Corollary 2.2, it is evident that A’\ u]l = A(H\u}7(U£7 D; ), 18 sequentially
Cohen-Macaulay because for all (W7, f})-deletion U of (H \ ujl)[U jE

A Dj—[0a(f)+wd oy U] = A Dj—[0,aUy)twd p, (Uy)]
M, J H,
J

is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay by assumption, where U; is the (W}, f;)-deletion of H[U;]
with fj(ujl-) =0 and fj|WJ( =f}
On the other hand, linkas(u}) = Ay /1 w7 pr wom - Let Uj be a (W, fl)-deletion of
g\ R =

(H/u;)[UJ’], and U; be the (W}, f;)-deletion of H[U;], where fj(ujl-) =1 and fj|W]{ = fj.
Since

A D) —[0.a(U))+wd p U))] = A D;j~[0.1][0.a(U)) Fwd oy (U})]
H . J H. J
J J
= A Djf[O,a(Z/{j)ﬁ»wdfj(Z/{j)]
i
is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay by assumption for any such L{]’-, we conclude that linka/ (u;)
is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay too. Therefore, A’ is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay by
Theorem 1.1(ii) in this case. Finally, assume that k4 = -+ =k, = 0. Then

A = A?—L[V} *Aﬂ?l koo *AHiDm'

Notice that a(H[U;]) = 0 so that AHDi = AHPF[O,Q(H[UZ.])] is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay

for i = 1,...,m by assumption. Applying Theorem 1.1(iii), it follows that A’ is sequen-
tially Cohen-Macaulay.

Conversely, suppose that A’ is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay. By Theorem 1.1(i), we
get Ay = A'[V] = linka (Ui, GZDf) is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay. On the other
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hand, if G; € Ay, (1 <i<m) and F' is a V-maximal independent set in H such that
FNU; =G, then
Gi € linkar(G) = Ay, (v:,0i1))» (5)
where G =Z{ |\ (G;U fo_[o"ciu). Thus, if G; is a maximal independent set in H[U;],
then
linka/ (G U G;) = linkyiny () (Gi) = Ayypimioic;

is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay by Theorem 1.1(i). In particular, AHPi*[O’Q(H[Ui])] is se-

quentially Cohen-Macaulay. Let U; be a (W;, f;)-deletion of H[U;]. Put G; = {w €
W: fi(w)=1}. By (4) and (5), we observe that

linka (GUGH) = A(H[Ui]/Gi7(Ui\Gi7Di_[07Wdfi U:)], M)

is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay, which implies that A/HDZ-—[O,Q(Z,{Z-H»wde_ wy)] 1s sequentially

Cohen-Macaulay as well.
The cases of shellability and vertex-decomposability follow from the same discussions
as above. d

Corollary 2.5. Let H be a hypergraph with vertex partition UyU - - - UU,, and d; = o(H[U;]),
for i = 1,...,m. Let C; be a d;-uniform clutter and H; be the hypergraph induced
by the edge-set C; U (V(Ci)>[di_2] for i = 1,...,m. Let H' be the hybrid hypergraph
(H, (Ui, {di}, Hi)"y). Then

(i) dim Ay =37 dimAg, + m — 1,

(i1) Ay is pure if and only if C; = (V((ifi)) is complete d;-clutter, for alli =1,...,m,

(i) H' is vertex-decomposable if and only if C; is vertex-decomposable for all1 < i <m

such that H[U;] has a unique mazimal independent set,

Proof. By Example 1(i), (d;, {d;}, H;) is a PIP-triple for all 1 <14 < m. To prove part (iii),
let W; be a strong dominating independent set in H[U;] and U; be a (W;, f;)-deletion of
H[U;]. One observe that «(U;) +wdy,(U;) = 0 if and only if W; is the unique maximal inde-
pendent set of H[U;] and f; = 0. Since A ta-l04) = (V(€:))772 is vertex-decomposable
foralll <i<mand1l<j<d,, Theorenrf 2.4(iii) states that H' is vertex-decomposable if
and only if A S i -100) = Ag, is vertex-decomposable for all 1 < i < m such that H[U;] has

a unique maximal independent set. Parts (i) and (ii) follow immediately from Theorem
2.4(1,i1). O

Corollary 2.6. Let C be a d-uniform clutter, Uy,..., U, be a clique partition of C \
V' for some subset V of V(C), and let Hi,...,Hym be hypergraphs such that the triples
(a(C[U;]),{d}, H;i) satisfy the PIP-conditions, for i = 1,...,m. Let C' be the d-uniform
clutter defined as

C'=culJ{eCU;UV(Hi): le|=dand enV(H,) € E(H,)}.
i=1
Then
(i) dimAer = 327 dim A, gy + dim Acpyy +m,
(ii) Acr ds pure if and only if Acpyy is pure, and A, s s pure and

dim A_ j,q) — dim AH[s,d] =t—s,

’Hy’d
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foralli=1,...,m and max{d — |U;|,1} < s <t <d,
(iii) C' is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay/shellable /vertex-decomposable if and only if C[V]
and Hl[d_]’d} are so for all j € J, where J ={p,...,a(C[U;])} with

_ 07 ’UZ‘ < d7
| min{|Ui| = (d—1),d -1}, |U;| > d.

Proof. 1t is easy to verify that C' = (C, (U;,{d},H;)";). Let 1 < i < m. Clearly,
a(ClU;]) = min{|U;|,d — 1}. Let W be a strong dominating independent in C[U;]. Notice
that a subset {u1, ..., ux} of U; is a strong dominating independent set in C[U;] if and only
if k = a(C[U;]). Also, for every subset X of U; and = € X, we have a(C[X]/x) = a(C[X])—1
and a(C[X]\ ) = a(C[X]) — ,|<q- It follows that the set of all a(Uf;) + wd(U;) with U;
a (W, f)-deletion of C[U;| coincides with the set J. Now Theorem 2.4 yields the desired
conclusion. O

Corollary 2.7. Let C be a d-uniform clutter, Uq,...,U,, be a clique partition of C, and
let Hy, ..., Hm be disjoint simplexes of dimensions at least d — 2. If

;o ™ (U UV (H;)
C—CUiZUI< g ,

then

(i) A¢r is pure vertex-decomposable of dimension (d —1)m — 1, and
(ii) the ring K[V (C")]/I(C") is Cohen-Macaulay of dimension (d — 1)m.

Proof. First observe that (a(C[U;]), {d}, H;)™, is a family of PIP-triples for dim H; > d—2
viewed as a simplicial complex and AH{d}—[O,i] = <V(Hi)>[d_2_2}, foralli =0,...,a(C[U;)).

In view of Corollary 2.6(ii), A¢r is pure and vertex-decomposable of dimension (d—1)m—1.
Part (ii) follows from the more general fact that pure vertex-decomposable simplicial
complexes are Cohen-Macaulay and that dimK[Ag] = 1 + dim Agr (see [5, Theorem
5.1.4]). O

Theorem 2.4 and its related corollaries establish alternate proofs for previously known
results we address here.

Example 2.

(i) Let G be a graph with vertex set V(G) = {v1,...,v,}. The corona graph G’ of G
is a graph obtained from G by attaching a pendant to each vertex of G, that is G’
is the graph with vertex set V(G)U{wy,...,w,} and edge set E(G)U {v,w;: 1<
i < n}. It is shown by Villarreal [21, Proposition 2.2] that the graph G’ is Cohen-
Macaulay. Villarreal [22, Proposition 5.4.10] improves his result by showing that
G’ is pure and shellable. Later Dochtermann and Engstrom [9, Theorem 4.4]
prove that G’ is indeed pure and vertex-decomposable. Hibi, Higashitani, Kimura,
and O’Keefe [14] and Cook II and Nagel [6] give two generalizations of Villarreal’s
construction. In [14, Theorem 1.1], Hibi et. al. show that the graph obtained from
identification of every vertex v of G with a vertex of a complete graph G, is still
pure and vertex-decomposable. Cook II and Nagel [6, Theorem 3.3 and Corollary
3.5] apply a different generalization and show that Agr is vertex-decomposable
and Cohen-Macaulay if GG is a graph and G7 is the graph obtained from G with
a clique partition m = {Wy,...,W;} as follows: V(G™) = V(G) U {wy,...,w} for
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some distinct vertices wy,...,w; not in G, and E(G™) = E(G) U{vw;: v € W;}.
All of these results and consequences thereafter are special cases of Corollary 2.7.

(ii) In [9, Proposition 4.3] the authors show that if G, is the graph obtained from an r-
cycle with attaching a new vertex to two adjacent vertices of the cycle, then I(G,) is
vertex-decomposable and hence sequentially Cohen-Macaulay. This follows simply
from Corollary 2.6.

(iii) Let G be a chordal graph that is G' has no induced cycles of length greater than 3.
In [13, Theorem 3.2], the authors show that Ag is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay.
Later, in [20, Theorem 2.13] it is shown that Ag is indeed shellable. This result
is also strengthened by Woodroofe [25, Corollary 7(2)] (and independently by
Dochtermann and Engstrom [9, Theorem 4.1]) by showing that Ag is vertex-
decomposable. We use our method to obtain the mentioned results. First observe
that the chordal graph G has a vertex v with complete neighborhood U (see [8]). If
V = V(G)\(UU{v}), then (G\v, (U, {2}, (v))) = G. Hence, an inductive argument
in conjunction with Corollary 2.6 shows that Ag is vertex-decomposable.

(iv) Let A be a simplicial complex on the vertex set V = {v1,...,v,}. Following [1],
an m-coloring x of A is a partition V= V; U--- UV, of the vertices (where
the sets V; are allowed to be empty) such that [FNV;| <1 for all FF € A and
1 <4 < m. For such a coloring x of A, define the simplicial complex A, on the
vertex set {vi,...,Up,W1,..., Wy} with faces o U 7 where 0 € A and 7 is any
subset of {w;: o NV; = @}. In [1, Theorem 7], it is shown that A, is pure and
vertex-decomposable. In the following we show that this result is an immediate
consequence of Theorem 2.4. Let C and C’ be the clutters with A = A¢ and
Ay = Ac¢. Tt is easy to see that C' = (C,(Vi, {2}, (ws))%;). Suppose without
loss of generality that Vi,...,V,, are non-empty. It follows from the definition
of m-coloring that «(C[V;]) = 1, hence (a(C[V;]), {2}, (w;)) is a PIP-triple for all
1 < i < m. Now from Theorem 2.4 we conclude that A, = A¢/ is pure and
vertex-decomposable.

3. SECOND AND THIRD CONSTRUCTIONS

The aim of this section is to give yet two more gluing techniques leading us to similar
results as in Theorem 2.4. Though our constructions here coincide with the first one in
very special cases, they are independent from the first construction in general. In what
follows, our gluing processes are applied to clutters instead of hypergraphs and that every
component is glued via a single vertex to the central clutter. The main idea of our proofs
obey from that in Theorem 2.4. The following definition is used in order to describe the
purity of the resulting clutters.

Definition 4. Let C be a clutter and U4 be an induced subclutter of C. Then U is
independently embedded in C if FUX € F(A¢) with F C V(U) and X C V(C) \ V(U)
implies F' € F(Ay).

Remark. Let C be a clutter and v € V(C). Viewing C as a hypergraph, the weakly deletion
C/v is a hypergraph but not a clutter in general. However, the set min(C/v) of all minimal
elements of C/v under inclusion is a clutter whose edge ideal is the same as that of C/v.
This is usually referred to hypergraph reduction of C/v.

Theorem 3.1. Let C be a clutter with vertex set UUV and {Cy}ucu be a family of non-
empty clutters such that C and {Cy}luecy are pairwise disjoint. Let (C,{Cy}uecr) be the
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clutter obtained from C as follows:

€ {Culuev) =CU [ J{eU{u}: eccCu}.

uel
(C,{Cu}tucr) and A’ := A¢r, then

(i) dim A" = ¥, [V(Co)| + dim Acpyy.

(ii) A" is pure if and only if |Cu| = 1 for all u € U, Acpyy is pure, and C[V] is
independently embedded in C,

(iii) C’ is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay/shellable /vertex-decomposable if and only if C[V]
and Cy, are so for allu € U,

(iv) C" is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if it is pure and C[V] is Cohen-Macaulay.

Ifc:

Proof. Let A = A¢ be the independence complex of C. For every V-maximal face F' € A,
we construct a block of facets of A’ as follows:
Given a V-maximal face FF € A and u € U, let

{V(Cw)}, ifugk,
{Gulv" GukF}_ (6)
]:(Acu), ifuekf.
Then, we consider the block of sets associated to F' defined by
Fo_
HY =Fu|]JGF
uel

where ji = (ju: uw € U) and j, € {1,...,kI'}, for all u € U. We claim that every facet
of A’ is of the form H f; for some V-maximal face F' € A. First of all, note that the sets

H f; mentioned above are facets of A’. In order to prove our claim, it is enough to show

ugu

that every face G € A’ is contained in some H f; .
Given G € A/, let us define

Fy:=GnU,
Fy =GNV,
G, =GNV(C,), uel.

Since G is an independent set in C’, we conclude that F := Fyy U Fy, is an independent
set in C and G,, # V(Cy) if u € F. Hence our construction of Gu Lree- ,Gko as in (6)

guarantees the existence of j, € {1,...,kE} such that G, C G . forall u € U. Then
— F F’
G=FulJG.cFulJal chU,
uclU uclU

where F' O F is a V-maximal face of A satisfying F' NU = Fy.

(i) Note that
Hf | =|F|+ |G,
uclU

= Y GE utul+ Y V@) +IFNY

ueUNF u€U\F

<Z|V |—|—d1mAC[}—|—1:|HjFU,,
uelU
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where F’ is a facet of maximum dimension in Acpyy- It follows that

dim A = " |V(Cu)| + dim Acpy.
uelU

(ii) Suppose A’ is pure. It is evident that Ag, is pure of dimension |V(C,)| — 2 for all
u € U, Acpyy is pure, and C[V] is independently embedded in C. Let u € U. To show that
|C.| = 1 suppose on the contrary that C, has two distinct circuits e; and es. Let F' be a
facet of A¢, containing e; Neg. Notice that e; Neg is independent in C, as C, is a clutter.
Then |F| < |V(Cy)| — 2 for F misses a vertex of e; and a vertex of ep. This contradicts
the fact that A, is pure of dimension |V(C,)| — 2. The converse is obvious.

(iii) Let w € U. Then

A\ u= <V(Cu) U Hﬁ]\{u}: F CV(C)\{u} is V-maximal in Ac>

This implies at once that every u € U is a shedding vertex of A’ as every facet of A"\ u
is also a facet of A
On the other hand,

linka/ (u) = <Hf;\{u} \{u}: vwe FCV(C) is V-maximal in AC>

=Ac, * A, {Co}wren) (8)
where D, = min(C/u).

If A’ is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay, then by Theorem 1.1(i), linka/(u) and hence C,
is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay for all u € U. Furthermore, linka/(UuevV (Cu)) = Acpyy,
which implies that C[V] is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay by applying Theorem 1.1(i) once
more. To prove the converse, assume that C[V] and C, (u € U) are sequentially Cohen-
Macaulay. Induction on |U|, Theorem 1.1, and equations (7) and (8), yield the desired
conclusion. The cases of shellability and vertex-decomposability is entirely the same as
above.

(iv) Suppose C’ is Cohen-Macaulay. Then A’ is pure and the link of any face is Cohen-
Macaulay (see [5, Corollary 5.1.5] and Theorem 1.1(i)). It follows that linka/(Uy,epV (Cy)) =
Acpy) is Cohen-Macaulay. Conversely, if C[V] is Cohen-Macaulay and A is pure, then by
part (i), |Cy| = 1 for all w € U. It follows that C[V] and C, (u € U) are (sequentially)
Cohen-Macaulay. From (iii), we conclude that C’ is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay. Since
A is pure, we get the desired conclusion. O

Corollary 3.2 (Compare with [11, Theorem 8.2]). Let C be a clutter on [n] and C4,...,Cy
be non-empty sets such that V(C),C1,...,Cy are pairwise disjoint. Let

C':=Cu{C;u{i}: i€ n]}.
Then Ac¢r is a pure and vertex-decomposable simplicial complex, hence Cohen-Macaulay.
One observe that the above corollary covers the results of Villarreal and Dochtermann-
Engstrém in Example 2(i).

Theorem 3.3. Let C be a clutter with vertex set UUV and {Cy}ucu be a family of non-
empty clutters such that C and {Cy}ucy are pairwise disjoint. Let (C,{Cy}ucr)* be the
clutter obtained from C as follows:

(CAC uer) = U | cuu | {{ub} <

uelU uelU
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where C is the set of minimal elements of the set {e \ z: x € e, e € C,} with respect to
inclusion, for allu € U. If C' :== (C,{Cy}ucv)* and A" := A¢r, then

(i) dim A" = U+ 3 ,cp|Ac,| + dim Acpyy,
(ii) A" is pure if and only if Acpy is pure, C[V] is independently embedded in C, Ac,
and Ac: are pure and dim Acx = dim A¢, — 1 for allu € U,
(iii) C’ is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay/shellable /vertez-decomposable if and only if C[V],
and C,, and C;, are so for alluw e U.

Proof. Let A = A¢ be the independence complex of C. For every V-maximal face F' € A,
we construct a block of facets of A’ as follows:
Given a V-maximal face FF € A and u € U, let

{ehi b - )
F(Ac:), ifueF.

Then, we consider the block of sets associated to F' defined by

Hy =Ful]JGF

UyJu?
uelU

where jiy = (ju: uw € U) and j, € {1,...,kI'}, for all u € U. We claim that every facet of
A’ is of the form H f; for some V-maximal face F' € A. First of all, note that for every
V-maximal F' € A we have FNV(C;) € A¢x if u € F and FNV(Cy) € A¢, if u ¢ F
showing that the sets H f; mentioned above are facets of A’. In order to prove our claim,

it is enough to show that every face G € A’ is contained in some H f; .
Given G € A/, let us define

Fy:=GnU,
Fy =GNV,
G,:=GnV(;), ifueUNG,
G,:=GnV(,), ifueU\G.

Since G is an independent set in C’, we conclude that F := Fyy U Fy, is an independent
set in C, and G, € Acx if w € F and G, € A, if u ¢ F. Hence our construction of
Gil, . ’Gikf as in (9) guarantees the existence of j, € {1,...,kE} such that G,, C Giju
for all uw € U. Thus

G=rulJG.cFrulJal, cull

Ju?
uelU uelU

where F/ D F is a V-maximal face of A satisfying F' NU = Fy.

(i) First observe that dim Acx < dimAg, — 1 for all w € U. To see this, note that
Acx € Ag,. We show that F(Ac:) N F(Ac,) = @. Indeed, if F' is a common facet of Acx
and A¢,, and z € V(C,)\ F, then FU{z} contains a circuit e of C, so that F' contains e\ x
and subsequently a circuit of Cj;, a contradiction. Thus dim A¢x < dim Ac,, as required.
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Now, we have

HE | =[FoVi+ > (IFnvVE)l+1)+ > [FnV(C)

uweUNF ueU\F
< (dimAcy+ 1)+ Y. (dimAg +2)+ > (dimAg, +1)
ueUNF ueU\F
<|UI+ ) dimAc, + dim Acpyp + 1
uelU

/
= ‘H]Fl;‘?

where F’ is a facet of maximum dimension in Acpy) and Gi lju is a facet of maximum
dimension in Ac,. It follows that

dim A’ = [U[ + ) dim A¢, + dim Acpyy.
uelU

(ii) It is straightforward.
(iii) Let w € U. Then

Ju\{u}

G,UHF —: u¢ FCV(C)is V-maximal in A¢, G, € F(Ac,)

G, ,UHE . weFCV(C)is V-maximal in A¢, Gy € F(Acx)
A/ \ u = u
Ju\{u}

= Ac, * A(C\M{Cuf}u'erf\{u})*’

where the last equality follows form the fact that Ac: C Ac,, for all u € U. This implies
at once that every u € U is a shedding vertex of A’ as every facet of A’ \ u is also a facet
of A'.

On the other hand,

linka/ (u) = <Hf;\{u} \{u}: we FCV(C) is V-maximal in AC>

= ACZ * A(Dm{cu/}u/eu\{u})*’

where D,, = min(C/u). The rest of proof is entirely the same as in the proof of Theorem
3.1. Notice that linka/(UuerGu) = Acpy) when Gy € F(Ac,), for all u € U. To see this,
assume that G € A’ contains (U cyGy ) U {u} for some u € U. If z € V(Cy) \ Gy, then
G, U {z} contains a circuit e of C,. By the definition, e \ {z} contains a circuit ¢’ of C},
hence G contains the circuit {u} U e’ of C’', which is a contradiction. 0

Notice that the independence complex of a complete graph is vertex-decomposable.
Now, in view of Theorem 3.3, we conclude that the graph G’ obtained form a graph G by
attaching a complete graph to each vertex of GG is vertex-decomposable. This covers the
results of Hibi et. al. in Example 2(i).

4. RESEARCH PROBLEMS

In this section, we propose some research problems related to the contents of this paper.
The first problem concerns the proper independence property as we address below.
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4.1. PIP-triples. The PIP-condition plays a central role in Theorem 2.4 in order to
describe the facets of the independence complex of hybrid hypergraphs. If S is a simplicial
complex of dimension d — 1, then the triple («a,{d},S) satisfies PIP for any 0 < o < d
provided that d = 2. Example 1 shows that the same statement is not true for d = 3 in
general. In this regard, we pose the following problem.

Problem 1. Let d > 3 and 0 < o < d be positive integers. Find all simplicial complexes
S of dimension d — 1 such that the triple (o, {d},S) satisfies the proper independence
property.

Simple examples, as in Example 1(i), show that a triple («, D, H) need not to satisfy the
PIP-condition but some modifications of H may lead to a PIP-triple leaving some struc-
tural properties of H unchanged, for instance HP. Corollary 2.5 reveals the importance
of this argument, hence suggests the following problem concerning the glued components
of hybrid hypergraphs.

Problem 2. Let H be a hypergraph, D be a set of non-negative integers and a > 0.
Under which conditions there exists a hypergraph H’ satisfying #” = H'P and (a, D, H')
is a PIP-triple.

4.2. Deletion-separations. The numbers a(U’)+wd(U’) associated to (W, f)-deletions
U’ of a hypergraph U/ in Theorem 2.4 can be described in a “nice way” by a slight modifica-
tion of weak vertex deletions. A strong vertex deletion U \ u is simply referred as deletion
of u from Y. While a weak vertex deletion U /u still removes u from U, adding u back to
U/u as an isolated vertex leads us to the notion of separation of u from U. Let W be a
set of vertices of U and f € {0,1}" be a binary function. Then the deletion-separation
DSw, s) (U) of U is the hypergraph obtained from U by deleting every vertex w € W if
f(w) = 0 and separating every vertex w € W if f(w) = 1 from U. It follows that for
a (W, f)-deletion U’ of U, the number a(U") + wd;(U’) is nothing but the independence
number of DSy, 7)(U). Set

DSw(U) = {DSw,pU): f€{0,1}"}
and
a(DSw(U)) = {a(Z/I/): U e DSW(Z/{)}
for every set W of vertices of a hypergraph U.
Simple examples (as Example 3) illustrate that for a given hypergraph & one may find
two strong dominating independent sets Wi and Wa such that DSy, (U) # DSy, (U). This
observation is very useful when we deal with part (iii) of Theorem 2.4. Moreover, this

simple fact leads to yet another interesting consequence that holds for all hypergraphs H
admitting a PIP-triple («, D, H).
Proposition 4.1. Let H and U be hypergraphs and D be a set of non-negative inte-
gers. Let P be the property of being (sequentially) Cohen-Macaulay, shellable, or vertez-
decomposable. If (a(U),D,H) is a PIP-triple, and Wi and Wy are strong dominating
independent sets in U, then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) HP-100UD) has the property P for all U] € DSw, U);

(2) HP-00U) has the property P for all Uy € DSw, (U).

Example 3. Let U be the hypergraph induced by edges {1,...,n} and {1,n + 1}. Then
Wy :=A{1,...,n—1} and W5 :={2,...,n+ 1} are strong dominating independent sets of
U and that

DSw,(U) ={2,...,n} and DSy, U)={1,...,n}.
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Let H be a hypergraph and D be a set of integers such that (n, D, H) is a PIP-triple. It fol-
lows from Proposition 4.1 that HP~[01] is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay /shellable/vertex-
decomposable if HP~0 is so, for all i = 2,...,n.

Let a > 1 (possibly infinite) and I',, be the graph defined as follows: The vertices of I',
are finite subsets of N and two vertices X; and X5 are adjacent if there exists a hypergraph
U with a(U) < a having two strong dominating independent sets W; and Wy such that
X1 = o(DSw, (U)) and X9 = a(DSw, (U)). Let P be the property of being sequentially
Cohen-Macaulay, shellable, or vertex-decomposable. Proposition 4.1 states that if X; and
X5 are adjacent in I',, then HP—[0.21] gatisfies P for all z; € X if and only if HD—[0.22]
satisfies P for all x5 € X9 provided that (max(X; U X3), D, H) is a PIP-triple. It follows
that if (o, D,H) is a PIP-triple, then the following conditions are equivalent for any two
vertices X1 and X5 in the same connected component of I'y:

(1) HP-[0=] satisfies P for all z; € X;;
(2) HP-[02] satisfies P for all x5 € Xo.

Motivated by observations above we pose the following problem.
Problem 3. Determine the connected components of I',,.

In view of Corollary 2.2, we know that a(DSuy s (U)) < a(U) for every deletion-
separation DSy, r)(U) of a hypergraph U. The numbers a(DSy, ) (U)) and their variety
play a crucial role in part (iii) of Theorem 2.4 in the sense that we have less require-
ments to check when DSy (U) is small. In particular, if (DS, 7y (H[Ui])) = a(H[U;])
for all deletion-separations DSy, r,)(H[Ui]) of H[U;] and 1 < i < m, then in order
to check the topological and combinatorial properties of the hybrid hypergraph H' =
(H, (Ui, Di, H;)",) in Theorem 2.4, we need only to check those properties for the hyper-
graphs H[V] and H?i_[o’a(H[Um], for ¢ = 1,...,m. In this regard, the following problem
turns out to be interesting.

Problem 4. Find all hypergraphs i/ having a strong dominating independent set W for
which (DS, 5)(U)) = a(U) for all f € {0, 1}V

4.3. Algebraic invariants. In this paper, we have shown that for hypergraphs H’' ob-
tained by gluing a family of hypergraphs to a central one (in three different ways given in
Theorems 2.4, 3.1, 3.3) the properties of being (sequentially) Cohen-Macaulay, shellable,
and vertex-decomposable are transferred between the resulting hypergraphs H’ and the
glued hypergraphs. Indeed, the fact that facets of the hypergraphs H' are well known in
all of our constructions in conjunction with [5, Theorem 5.1.4] enable us to compute the
height ht(I(H')) and the big height bight(I(H')) of I(H') by which we mean the mini-
mum and maximum heights of associated primes of I(#H'). This shows that the depth of
K[A3y] = S/I(H) can also be computed when the glued hypergraphs are all sequentially
Cohen-Macaulay. Actually, if Ay is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay, then [15] yields

depth(K[A]) = dim S — bight(I(#H)).

Problem 5.

(1) When is K[Ay] Gorenstein or Buchsbaum?
(2) What algebraic invariants of K[A4;] can be computed via those of the glued hy-
pergraphs?
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