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REGULARITY OF EDGE IDEALS OF POWERS OF GRAPHS

MY HANH PHAM AND THANH VU

Abstract. We prove that the regularity of edge ideals of powers of forests is weakly
decreasing. We then compute the regularity of edge ideals of powers of cycles.

1. Introduction

Let G be a simple graph on the vertex set V (G) = [n] = {1, . . . , n} and the
edge set E(G). The distance distG(u, v) between the vertices u and v of G is the
number of edges in a shortest path connecting u and v. If no such path exists,
distG(u, v) = ∞. The diameter of G, denoted by diam(G), is the greatest distance
between any two vertices of G. For a positive integer d, the d-th power of G, denoted
by Gd, is a graph on the vertex set V (G) and {u, v} is an edge of Gd if and only
if distG(u, v) ≤ d. In particular, Gd is a complete graph for any d ≥ diam(G).
Graph power is a classical concept in graph theory [BM]. It deeply connects to
information theory, communication complexity, and Ramsey theory [AL]. Recently, it
also appears in the work of Cooper, El Khoury, Faridi, Mayes-Tang, Morey, Sega, and
Spiroff [CEFMMSS] where the authors studied free resolutions of powers of squarefree
monomial ideals. In this work, we study the regularity of edge ideals of powers of
graphs. Recall that the edge ideal of G over a field k is defined by

I(G) = (xixj | {i, j} ∈ E(G)) ⊂ R = k[x1, . . . , xn].

We denote by im(G) the induced matching number of G. In Lemma 2.5, we prove
that im(Gd+1) ≤ im(Gd) for any positive integer d. Although the induced matching
number of G only gives a lower bound for the regularity of its edge ideal [K, Lemma
2.2], based on computations, we suggest the following.

Conjecture 1.1. Let G be a simple graph and d be a positive integer. Then

reg
(
R/I

(
Gd

))
≥ reg

(
R/I

(
Gd+1

))
,

where reg denotes the Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity.

In the first main result of the paper, we prove that Conjecture 1.1 holds for forests.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a forest and d be a positive integer. Then

reg
(
R/I

(
Gd

))
≥ reg

(
R/I

(
Gd+1

))
.
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2 MY HANH PHAM AND THANH VU

If G = G1 ∪ G2 ∪ · · · ∪ Gt where Gi are the connected components of G then
Gd = Gd

1 ∪ Gd
2 ∪ · · · ∪ Gd

t . By the results of Nguyen and Vu [NV], we may assume
that G is connected when studying the homological invariants of powers of I(Gd).
When d ≥ 2, Gd contains many triangles and is generally more complicated than G.
Fortunately, when G is a tree, by the result of Laskar and Shier [LS], Gd is chordal
for all d ≥ 1. The conclusion then follows from Lemma 2.5 and [W, Theorem 14].

On the other hand, the power operation preserves symmetries of G, e.g. if G is
circulant then its powers are circulant. Our next result shows that Conjecture 1.1
also holds for cycles.

Theorem 1.3. Let n, d be positive integers such that n ≥ 3. Then

reg
(
R/I(Cd

n)
)
=





1 if n ≤ 2d+ 2,

2 if n = 2d+ 3,⌊
n

d+2

⌋
otherwise,

where Cn denotes a cycle on n vertices.

This result confirms the computational experiments done by Romeo [Ro]. In the
cases where n ≤ 2d + 3 the results are essentially known. In the cases where n =
k(d + 2) + r for 0 ≤ r ≤ d, we drop the vertices 1, 2, . . . , d sequentially to get to the
case of powers of paths. The critical case where n = k(d + 2) + d + 1 is much more
subtle. The basic idea is simple, though. To establish the inequality reg(J) ≤ k + 1
for a monomial ideal J , we use one of the following strategies.

(1) Express J = K + xL for some variable x, then establish that reg(K), reg(K ∩
L) ≤ k + 1 and reg(L) ≤ k.

(2) Choose a sequence of variables y1, . . . , yℓ so that J +(y1, . . . , yℓ) is well under-
stood and have regularity at most k + 1 and (J + (y1, . . . , yj−1)) : yj is well
understood and have regularity at most k for all j = 1, . . . , ℓ.

We refer to Section 3 for more details.
In Section 2, we recall the notion of graph powers and prove that the induced match-

ing numbers of powers of graphs are weakly decreasing. We then deduce Theorem
1.2. In Section 3, we establish Theorem 1.3.

2. Powers of graphs

2.1. Graph.

Definition 2.1. Let G be a simple graph with the vertex set V (G) = {x1, . . . , xn}
and the edge set E(G).

(1) The neighborhood of a vertex x ∈ V (G) is NG(x) = {y ∈ V (G) | {x, y} ∈
E(G)}. The closed neighborhood of x is NG[x] = NG(x) ∪ {x}.

(2) For a subset U ⊂ V (G), the neighborhood and closed neighborhood of U
in G are defined respectively by NG(U) = ∪ (NG(x) | x ∈ U) and NG[U ] =
∪ (NG[x] | x ∈ U).
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(3) A simple graph H is a subgraph of G if V (H) ⊆ V (G) and E(H) ⊆ E(G).
H is an induced subgraph of G if it is a subgraph of G and E(H) = E(G) ∩
V (H)× V (H).

(4) For a subset U ⊂ V (G), G[U ] and G\U denote the induced subgraph of G on
U and on V (G) \ U respectively.

(5) A path Pn on n vertices is the graph on V (Pn) = {x1, . . . , xn} with the edge
set E(Pn) = {{x1, x2}, . . . , {xn−1, xn}}.

(6) A cycle Cn on n vertices is the graph on V (Cn) = {x1, . . . , xn} with the edge
set E(Cn) = E(Pn) ∪ {{x1, xn}}.

(7) A forest is a graph without any cycles. A tree is a connected forest.
(8) G is called chordal if it has no induced cycles of length at least four.
(9) A subset M ⊆ E(G) is called a matching of G if no two edges in M share a

common vertex. It is an induced matching if M forms an induced subgraph
of G. Induced matching number of G, denoted by im(G), is the largest size of
an induced matching of G.

The induced matching number of the d-th power of an n-cycle was given in [Ro,
Corollary 3.4]. We now compute the induced matching number of the d-th power of
a path on n vertices.

Lemma 2.2. Let n, d be positive integers such that n ≥ 2. Then

im(P d
n) =

⌊
n+ d

d+ 2

⌋
.

Proof. Fix d ≥ 1. When n ≤ d + 1, P d
n is a complete graph on n vertices. Hence,

im(P d
n) = 1. Now, assume that n ≥ d+2. Write n = k(d+2)+ r for some k ≥ 1 and

0 ≤ r ≤ d+ 1. Let

M = {{1, 2}, {(d+ 2) + 1, (d+ 2) + 2}, . . . , {(d+ 2)ℓ+ 1, (d+ 2)ℓ+ 2}},

where ℓ = k − 1 if r ≤ 1 and ℓ = k if r ≥ 2. Then M is an induced matching
of P d

n . Hence, im(P d
n) ≥ |M| = ⌊n+d

d+2
⌋. We now prove by induction on n that

im(P d
n) ≤

⌊
n+d
d+2

⌋
. The base case where n ≤ d+1 is clear. Now, assume that n ≥ d+2.

Let M be a maximum induced matching of P d
n . If 1 /∈ M, then M is an induced

matching of P d
n−1, and the conclusion follows from induction. Thus, we may assume

that 1 ∈ M. Assume that {1, i} ∈ M for some i ≤ d+ 1. Then dropping {1, i} from
M gives an induced matching of P d

n−i−d. By induction, we deduce that

im(P d
n) ≤ 1 + im(P d

n−i−d) ≤ 1 + im(P d
n−d−2) =

⌊
n + d

d+ 2

⌋
.

The conclusion follows. �

In order to prove that im(Gd+1) ≤ im(Gd) for an arbitrary graph G, we introduce
the following concept.
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Definition 2.3. Let u, v be vertices of a simple graph G. Assume that distG(u, v) =
d ≥ 2. We denote by W (u, v) the set of vertices w of G such that distG(u, w) = d− 1
and distG(w, v) = 1. We call W (u, v) the distance witness set of u and v. We denote
by W [u, v] = W (u, v) ∪ {u, v}.

We now have some simple lemmas.

Lemma 2.4. Let {u1, v1} and {u2, v2} be an induced matching of Gd such that
distG(u1, v1) = d. Then

(1) if distG(u2, v2) ≤ d− 1 then W [u1, v1] ∩ {u2, v2} = ∅;
(2) if distG(u2, v2) = d then W [u1, v1] ∩W [u2, v2] = ∅.

Proof. By definition, distG(u1, u2), distG(u1, v2), distG(v1, u2), distG(v1, v2) > d. Hence,
W [u1, v1]∩{u2, v2} = ∅ and (1) follows immediately. Now, assume that distG(u2, v2) =
d and there exists an w ∈ W (u1, v1) ∩W (u2, v2). By definition, distG(u1, w) = d− 1
and distG(w, v2) = 1. Hence, distG(u1, v2) ≤ d, which is a contradiction. The conclu-
sion (2) follows. �

Lemma 2.5. Let G be a simple graph and d be a positive integer. Then im(Gd+1) ≤
im(Gd).

Proof. Assume that im
(
Gd+1

)
= m and {{u1, v1}, . . . , {um, vm}} is an induced match-

ing of Gd+1. We may assume that distG(ui, vi) ≤ d for i ≤ s and distG(ui, vi) =
d + 1 for i = s + 1, . . . , m for some integer s such that 0 ≤ s ≤ m. For i =
s + 1, . . . , m, let wi be any element of W (ui, vi). By the proof of Lemma 2.4,
{{u1, v1}, . . . , {us, vs}, {us+1, ws+1}, . . . , {um, wm}} is an induced matching of Gd. The
conclusion follows. �

2.2. Regularity. Let R = k[x1, . . . , xn] be a polynomial ring over a field k. Denote
by m = (x1, . . . , xn) the maximal homogeneous ideal of R. For a finitely generated
graded R-module M , H i

m
(M) denotes the i-th local cohomology of M with respect to

m. The Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity of M is defined by

regR(M) = max
{
i+ j | H i

m
(M)j 6= 0

}
.

For a nonzero homogeneous ideal I of R, we have reg(I) = reg(R/I) + 1.

Corollary 2.6. Let n, d be positive integers. Then

reg(R/I(P d
n)) =

⌊
n + d

d+ 2

⌋
.

Proof. By [LS, Corollary 2], P d
n is chordal. By [W, Theorem 14], reg(R/I(P d

n)) =
im(P d

n). The conclusion follows from Lemma 2.2. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let G be a forest. By [LS, Corollary 2], Gd are chordal for all
d ≥ 1. By [W, Theorem 14], reg(R/I(Gd)) = im(Gd) for all d ≥ 1. The conclusion
follows from Lemma 2.5. �
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Remark 2.7. (1) There are chordal graphs G such that G2 is not chordal; see
[LS, Theorem 6].

(2) Applying [LS, Corollary 3], we deduce that Conjecture 1.1 also holds for block
graphs.

Example 2.8. Let G be a sunflower graph S6 as in the following figure. Then G is
chordal, but G2 is not chordal. Also, we have im(G) = 3, hence reg(R/I(G)) = 3.
Using Macaulay2 [M2], we get reg(R/I(G2)) = 2.

3. Powers of cycles

In this section, we compute the regularity of edge ideals of powers of cycles. The re-
sults show that Conjecture 1.1 also holds for cycles. We first introduce some notations
and preliminary results.

If u ∈ R is a monomial, the support of u, denoted by supp(u) is the set of variables
xi such that xi|u. Also, if J ⊂ R is a monomial ideal with the minimal generating
set G(J) = {u1, . . . , um}, the support of J is supp(J) =

⋃m

i=1 supp(ui). The following
results are well known, see e.g. [HH].

Lemma 3.1. Let I, J, L be nonzero monomial ideals and f be a nonzero monomial
of R. Then

(1) (I + J) : f = (I : f) + (J : f).
(2) (I + J) ∩ L = (I ∩ L) + (J ∩ L).
(3) If supp(I) ∩ supp(J) = ∅ then I ∩ J = IJ .
(4) I ∩ (f) = f(I : f).

Lemma 3.2. Let I be a nonzero homogeneous ideal and x be a variable of R. Then

reg(I) ≤ max{reg(I + (x)), reg(I : x) + 1}.



6 MY HANH PHAM AND THANH VU

In particular, let G be a simple graph and v be a vertex. Then

reg(I(G)) ≤ max{reg(I(G\v)), reg(I(G\NG[v])) + 1}.

Lemma 3.3. Let I be a nonzero homogeneous ideal and x be a variable of R. Then

reg(xI) = reg(I) + 1.

Lemma 3.4. Let I and J be nonzero proper homogeneous ideals of R. Then

reg(I + J) ≤ max{reg(I), reg(J), reg(I ∩ J)− 1}.

Lemma 3.5. Assume that n = 2d+ 3 and G = Cd
n. Then reg(R/I(G)) = 2.

Proof. Since n = 2d + 3, we have Cd
n = Cn(1, 2, . . . , d, ⌊̂

n
2
⌋). Also, n 6= 2(d + 1) and

gcd(n, d+ 1) = 1. Hence, by [UV, Theorem 5], we obtain reg(R/I(G)) = 2. �

Assume that G = Cd
n where n ≥ 2d+ 2. We fix the following notation.

G0 = G = Cd
n,(3.1)

Gi = Gi−1 \ {i} for i = 1, . . . , d.(3.2)

We have
NGi−1

(i) = {n− d+ i, . . . , n, i+ 1, . . . , i+ d}.

Hence,

Gd
∼= P d

n−d(3.3)

Gi−1\NGi−1
[i] ∼= P d

n−(2d+1) for i = 1, . . . , d.(3.4)

Lemma 3.6. Assume that n = k(d+ 2) + r where 0 ≤ r ≤ d and k ≥ 2. Then

reg(R/I(Cd
n)) = k.

Proof. By [Ro, Corollary 3.4] and [K, Lemma 2.2], we have that reg(R/I(Cd
n)) ≥ k.

We now prove by downward induction on i ≤ d that reg(R/I(Gi)) ≤ k. The base
case where i = d follows from Corollary 2.6 and Eq. (3.3). For the induction step, by
Lemma 3.2, we have

reg(I(Gi−1)) ≤ max{reg(I(Gi)), reg(I(Gi−1\NGi−1
[i])) + 1}.

The conclusion follows from induction, Corollary 2.6 and Eq. (3.4). �

The argument above does not apply to the case where n = k(d+2)+d+1 as we can
see that reg(R/I(P d

n−(2d+1))) = k which is also the expected value for reg(R/I(Cd
n)).

We need to treat it separately in a series of lemmas. We further use the following
notation.

I = I(G) = I(G0), J = I(G1)(3.5)

K = (xn−d+1, . . . , xn, x2, . . . , xd+1),(3.6)

Aj = (xℓ | ℓ ∈ NG(j)\{1, 2}), for j 6= 1, 2(3.7)

A2 = (xℓ | ℓ ∈ NG(2)\{1}),(3.8)

Bj = I(G\NG[{1, j}]), for j 6= 1,(3.9)
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Lemma 3.7. With the notations above, we have I = J +x1K and J ∩K = L+x2M ,
where

L =

d+1∑

j=3

xj(Aj +Bj) +

n∑

j=n−d+1

xj(Aj +Bj),

M = A2 +B2.

Proof. The equality I = J + x1K follows immediately from the definition. We now
compute J ∩K. For j ∈ NG(1), we have

(xj) ∩ J = xj(J : xj) = xj · ((xℓ | ℓ ∈ NG(j)\{1}) + I(G\NG[j])) .

Now for any ℓ ∈ NG(1)\NG[j] and any xℓxk ∈ I(G\NG[j]) we have xjxℓxk ∈ xℓ(xm |
m ∈ NG(m)\{1}). The conclusion then follows from Lemma 3.1. �

Lemma 3.8. Assume that n = k(d + 2) + d + 1 where k ≥ 2. With the notations
above, we have

reg(R/M) = k − 1.

Proof. Note that G\NG[{1, 2}] ∼= P d
n−(2d+2). By Lemma 3.7 and Corollary 2.6, we

deduce that

reg(R/M) = reg(R/I(P d
(k−1)(d+2)+1)) =

⌊
(k − 1)(d+ 2) + d+ 1

d+ 2

⌋
= k − 1.

The conclusion follows. �

Lemma 3.9. With the notations above, we have

reg(J) ≤ k + 1.

Proof. Let H1 = G1 = G\{1}. We then define the graphs Hj as follows.

H2j = H2j−1\{n− d+ j − 1} for j = 1, . . . , d− 1,

H2j+1 = H2j\{j + 1} for j = 1, . . . , d− 1.

We prove by downward induction on 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ 2d − 1 that reg(I(Hℓ)) ≤ k + 1. The
base case where k = 2d− 1 follows from Corollary 2.6 and the fact that

H2d−1 = G\{n− d, . . . , n− 1, 1, . . . , d} ∼= P d
n−(2d+1) ∪ {n},

where n is an isolated point. For the induction step, by applying Lemma 3.2, we need
to prove that reg(I((H2j\NH2j

[j+1]))) ≤ k and reg(I(H2j−1\NH2j−1
[n−d+j−1])) ≤ k.

By definition, we have

H2j\NH2j
[j + 1] = G\({n− d, . . . , n− d+ j − 1} ∪NG[j + 1]),

H2j−1\NH2j−1
[n− d+ j − 1] = G\({1, . . . , j} ∪NG[n− d+ j − 1]).

For simplicity, we denote by F2j = H2j\NH2j
[j + 1] and F2j−1 = H2j−1\NH2j−1

[n −
d + j − 1]. We have that F2j is the induced subgraph of G on {j + d + 2, . . . , n −
d − 1} ∪ {n − d + j}. In particular, F2j is chordal. Hence, it suffices to prove that
im(F2j) ≤ k − 1. Let M be an induced matching of F2j . If n− d + j /∈ M then M
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is an induced matching of P d
n−j−2(d+1) and the conclusion follows from Lemma 2.2. If

n−d+ j ∈ M then dropping the edge containing n−d+ j from M we get an induced
matching of Pn−j−3(d+1) and the conclusion follows from Lemma 2.2. The conclusion
that im(F2j−1) ≤ k − 1 can be done similarly. �

Lemma 3.10. Assume that n = k(d + 2) + d + 1 where k ≥ 2. With the notations
above, we have

reg(L) ≤ k + 1.

Proof. We define the following ideals

L1 = L

L2j = L2j−1 + (xn−d+j) = L+ (xn−d+1, . . . , xn−d+j , x3, . . . , xj+1),

L2j+1 = L2j + (xj+2) = L+ (xn−d+1, . . . , xn−d+j , x3, . . . , xj+2).

We will prove by downward induction that reg(Lℓ) ≤ k + 1 for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ 2d − 1. For
the base case where ℓ = 2d− 1, we have

L2d−1 = xnI(G\NG[{1, n}]).

Hence, reg(L2d−1) = 1+ reg(P d
n−2(d+1)) = k+1. For the induction step, by induction,

it suffices to prove that reg(L2j−1 : xn−d+j) ≤ k and reg(L2j : xj+2) ≤ k. We have

L2j−1 : xn−d+j = An−d+j +Bn−d+j + (xn−d+1, . . . , xn−d+j−1, x3, . . . , xj+1)

L2j : xj+2 = Aj+2 +Bj+2 + (xn−d+1, . . . , xn−d+j , x3, . . . , xj+1).

In other words, they correspond to the edge ideals of some induced subgraphs of
powers of paths. A similar argument to that of the proof of Lemma 3.9 applies to
deduce our conclusion. �

Lemma 3.11. With the notations above, we have

L ∩M =
n∑

j=n−d+2

xj(Aj +Bj) +
d+1∑

j=3

xj(Aj +Bj)

+ xn−d+1((xn−d+2, . . . , xn) + xd+2(xn−2d+1, . . . , xn−d, xd+3, . . . , x2d+2) +B2).

Proof. By Lemma 3.7, we have

L =
d+1∑

j=3

xj(Aj +Bj) +
n∑

j=n−d+1

xj(Aj +Bj),

M = A2 +B2.

Since xj(Aj +Bj) ⊆ A2 for j = 3, . . . , d+ 1 and j = n− d+ 2, . . . , n, we deduce that

(3.10) xj(Aj +Bj) ∩M = xj(Aj +Bj)
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for j = 3, . . . , d+ 1 and j = n− d+ 2, . . . , n. We need to compute xn−d+1(An−d+1 +
Bn−d+1) ∩ (A2 + B2). Note that A2 = (x3, . . . , xd+2, xn−d+2, . . . , xn) and B2 = G[d +
3, . . . , n− d]. We denote by

C = An−d+1 +Bn−d+1 = (xn−2d+1, . . . , xn−d, xn−d+2, . . . , xn) + I(G[d+2, . . . , n− 2d]).

For j = 3, . . . , d+ 1, we have xn−d+1C ⊆ Aj +Bj , hence

(3.11) xn−d+1C ∩ (xj) ⊆ xj(Aj +Bj).

For j = d+ 2, we have

xn−d+1C ∩ (xd+2) = xd+2xn−d+1((xn−2d+1, . . . , xn−d, xn−d+2, . . . , xn, xd+3, . . . , x2d+2)

+ I(G[2d+ 3, . . . , n− 2d])).

(3.12)

For j = n− d+ 2, . . . , n, we have

(3.13) xn−d+1C ∩ (xj) = (xn−d+1xj).

Now,

B2 ⊆ G[d+ 3, . . . , n− 2d] + (xn−2d+1, . . . , xn−d) ⊆ C.

Hence,

(3.14) xn−d+1C ∩ B2 = xn−d+1B2.

Since I(G[2d+ 3, . . . , n− 2d]) ⊆ B2, by Lemma 3.1 and Eq. (3.10)-(3.14), we deduce
that

L ∩M =
d+1∑

j=3

xj(Aj +Bj) +
n∑

j=n−d+2

xj(Aj +Bj)

+ xn−d+1(xd+2(xn−2d+1, . . . , xn−d, xd+3, . . . , x2d+2))

+ xn−d+1(xn−d+2, . . . , xn) + xn−d+1B2.

The conclusion follows. �

Lemma 3.12. Assume that n = k(d + 2) + d + 1 where k ≥ 2. With the notations
above, we have

reg(L ∩M) ≤ k + 1.

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we denote by P = L ∩ M . We note that P +
(xn−d+1) = L + (xn−d+1). Hence, the arguments in the proof of Lemma 3.10 carry
over except for the first step. It remains to prove that reg(P : xn−d+1) ≤ k. We have

P : xn−d+1 = (xn−d+2, . . . , xn) + I(T )

where T is the graph on {d + 2, . . . , n − d} which is the union of the d-th power of
the path from d + 3 to n − d and the edges {d + 2, j} with j = n − 2d + 1, . . . , n −
d, d + 3, . . . , 2d + 2. It is easy to see that T is chordal. It suffices to prove that
im(T ) ≤ k − 1. The arguments as in the proof of Lemma 3.9 carry over to give the
desired conclusion. �
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Lemma 3.13. Assume that n = k(d+ 2) + d+ 1 where k ≥ 2. Then

reg(R/I(Cd
n)) = k.

Proof. We use the notations as above. First, we prove that

(3.15) reg(J ∩K) ≤ k + 1.

Indeed, by Lemma 3.4, we have

reg(J ∩K) ≤ max{reg(L), reg(M) + 1, reg(L ∩M)}.

The conclusion follows from Lemma 3.8, Lemma 3.10, and Lemma 3.12.
Now, applying Lemma 3.4 we have

reg(I) ≤ max{reg(J), reg(K) + 1, reg(J ∩K)}.

Since K is a linear ideal, reg(K) = 1. The conclusion follows from Lemma 3.9 and
Eq. (3.15). �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. For simplicity of notation, we denote byG = Cd
n. First, assume

that n ≤ 2d + 2. By [Ro, Theorem 2.1] and [Ro, Corollary 3.4], G is chordal and
im(G) = 1. By [F, Theorem 1], reg(S/I(G)) = 1. The case where n = 2d+ 3 follows
from Lemma 3.5.

Now, assume that n > 2d+3. The conclusion follows from Lemma 3.6 and Lemma
3.13. �
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