arXiv:1712.04726v1 [math.AG] 13 Dec 2017

GORENSTEIN LIAISON FOR TORIC IDEALS OF GRAPHS

ALEXANDRU CONSTANTINESCU AND ELISA GORLA

Abstract. A central question in liaison theory asks whether every Cohen-Macaulay, graded ideal of a standard graded K -algebra belongs to the same G-liaison class of a complete intersection. In this paper we answer this question positively for toric ideals defining edge subrings of bipartite graphs.

Introduction

Let K be a field and S be a standard graded K -algebra. A central question in liaison theory asks whether every Cohen-Macaulay, graded ideal of S belongs to the same G-liaison class of a complete intersection. The question has been answered in the affirmative in several cases of interest, including for ideals of height two [Ga], Gorenstein ideals [W], [CDH], special families of monomial ideals [MN1], [HU], [NR], generically Gorenstein ideals containing a linear form [MN2], and several families of ideals with a determinantal or pfaffian structure [KMMNP], [G1], [G2], [G3], [DG], [G4]. The argument is often inductive, meaning that an ideal of the family is linked to another one with smaller invariants, and the ideals with the smallest invariants are complete intersections. For example, let m ≤ n and consider an ideal of height n − m + 1 generated by the maximal minors of an m × n matrix. Any such ideal is G-linked in two steps to an ideal of the same height, generated by the maximal minors of an (m − 1) × (n − 1) matrix, and the ideals of height n − m + 1 generated by the entries of a 1 × (n − m + 1) matrix are complete intersections. In this paper, we apply a similar approach to a family of ideals associated to graphs.

There are several ways of associating a binomial ideal to a graph [V2, S]. Here we consider the ideal P (G) defining the edge subring K [G] of G, that is the K -algebra whose generators correspond to the edges of the graph, and whose relations correspond to the even closed walks. For a survey on the importance of these rings we refer to [V2, Chapters 10 and 11]. These binomial ideals are prime and Cohen-Macaulay, for all bipartite graphs. We prove that they belong to the G-biliaison class of a complete intersection. This implies in particular that they can be G-linked to a complete intersection in an even number of steps. An interesting feature of the liaison steps that we produce is that the same steps link the corresponding initial ideals, with respect to an appropriate order. In particular, the initial ideals are Cohen-Macaulay. Understanding the G-liaison pattern of the initial ideals allows us also to show that the associated simplicial complexes are vertex decomposable. For the determinantal and pfaffian ideals discussed above, the same behavior in terms of linkage of initial ideals and vertex decomposability was shown in [GMN].

1. Notation and preliminaries

For a positive integer n, we denote by [n] the set {1, . . . , n}. Let G be a graph with vertex set V (G) = [n] and edge set E(G) ⊆ 2^{[n]}. We denote by q_G (or just q, if no confusion arises) the number of edges of G. The local degree ρ(v) of v is the number of edges incident to v. A leaf is a vertex of local degree 1. A graph is bipartite if its vertex set V (G) = V_1 ⊔ V_2 is a disjoint union of two sets, such that every edge joins a vertex from V_1 with a vertex from V_2. It is well known that a graph is bipartite if and only if it does not contain odd cycles. Definition 1.1. A walk of length m in G is an alternating sequence of vertices and edges w = {v_0, e_1, v_1, . . . , v_{m−1}, e_m, v_m}, The authors were partially supported by the Swiss National Science Foundation through grants no. PP00P2 123393 and 200021 150207. 1

where e_k = {v_{k−1}, v_k} for all k = 1, . . . , m. A walk may also be written as a sequence of vertices with the edges omitted, or vice-versa. If v_0 = v_m, then w is a closed walk. A walk is called even (respectively odd) if its length is even (respectively odd). A walk is called a path if its vertices are distinct. A cycle in G is a closed walk {v_0, e_1, v_1, . . . , v_m} in which the vertices v_1, . . . , v_m are distinct. Denote by C(G) the set of even cycles of G.

Let K be a field and R = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n] be the polynomial ring over K with the standard grading given by deg(x_i) = 1 for all i ∈ [n]. The edge subring of the graph G is the K -subalgebra of R K [G] = K [x_i x_j : {i, j} ∈ E(G)]. The algebra K [G] is standard graded, with the normalized induced grading from R. If we label the edges of G by e_1, . . . , e_q, we have the graded epimorphism ϕ : S = K [e_1 , . . . , e_q] −→ K [G], e_t = {i, j} −→ x_ix_j , where S is a standard graded polynomial ring. We denote by P (G) the kernel of ϕ. This is a graded, binomial ideal of S, which we call the toric ideal of G. We identify the edges of G with the variables of S. For any even walk w = {e_{j1} , . . . , e_{j2m} } in G, define the binomial

T_w = e_{j1} e_{j3} · · · e_{j2m−1} − e_{j2} e_{j4} · · · e_{j2m} .

It is easy to check that T_w ∈ P (G) for all even closed walks w in G.

Proposition 1.2 ([V1]). If G is a bipartite graph with corresponding toric ideal P (G), then:

1. P (G) = (T_w | w is an even closed walk in G) = (T_c | c ∈ C(G)). 2. htP (G) = q − n + 1.

3. P (G) is prime and Cohen Macaulay.

We refer the interested reader to the book [V2] for more details on toric ideals of graphs, and to [M] for a treatment of liaison theory. We now recall some definitions from liaison theory that we use throughout the paper.

Definition 1.3. Let I, J ⊂ S be homogeneous, unmixed ideals of height c. We say that I and J are directly G-linked if there exists a homogeneous, Gorenstein ideal H ⊂ I ∩ J of height c such that H : I = J. G-liaison is the equivalence relation generated by the relation of being directly G-linked.

It is easy to show that the relation of being directly G-linked is symmetric. More precisely, if H : I = J then H : J = H : (H : I) = I, since all ideals are unmixed of height c.

Definition 1.4. Let J ⊂ S be a homogeneous, saturated ideal. We say that J is Gorenstein in codimension ≤ c if the localization (S/J)_P is a Gorenstein ring for any prime ideal P of S/J with htP ≤ c. We often say that J is G_c. We call generically Gorenstein, or G_0, an ideal J which is Gorenstein in codimension 0.

Definition 1.5. Let I_1, I_2 ⊂ S be homogeneous, unmixed ideals of height c. We say that I_1 is obtained from I_2 by a Basic Double Link of degree h if there exists a Cohen-Macaulay ideal J in S of height c − 1 and a homogeneous f of degree h such that J ⊂ I_2, f ∤ 0 modulo J, and I_1 = fI_2 + J. If in addition J is generically Gorenstein, we talk about Basic Double G-Link.

Definition 1.6 ([H], Sect. 3). Let I_1, I_2 ⊂ S be homogeneous, unmixed ideals of height c. We say that I_1 is obtained from I_2 by an elementary G-biliaison of degree h if there exists a Cohen-Macaulay, generically Gorenstein ideal J in S of height c − 1 such that J ⊂ I_1 ∩ I_2 and I_1/J ∼= [I_2/J](−h) as S/J-modules. If h > 0 we speak about ascending elementary G-biliaison. G-biliaison is the equivalence relation generated by elementary G-biliaison.

Notice that a Basic Double G-Link is a special case of elementary G-biliaison. It is easy to show that Basic Double G-Links and elementary G-biliaisons generate the same equivalence classes, see e.g. [GMN, Remarks 1.13]. The following theorem gives a connection between Gbiliaison and G-liaison.

Theorem 1.7 (Kleppe, Migliore, Mirò-Roig, Nagel, Peterson [KMMNP]; Hartshorne [H]). Let I_1 be obtained from I_2 by an elementary G-biliaison. Then I_2 is G-linked to I_1 in two steps.

Finally, we recall some basic notions on simplicial complexes. A simplicial complex on [n] is a collection of subsets Δ ⊆ 2^{[n]} such that G ∈ Δ for all G ⊆ F ∈ Δ. The simplicial complex 2^{[n]} is called a simplex. The dimension of a simplicial complex Δ is dim Δ = max{|F | − 1 | F ∈ Δ}. A simplicial complex Δ is pure if all its maximal elements with respect to inclusion have the same cardinality. For any vertex v ∈ [n] we define the link of v in Δ, respectively the deletion of v from Δ as link_Δ(v) = {F ∈ Δ | v ∉ F, F ∪ {v} ∈ Δ} respectively Δ \ v = {F ∈ Δ | v ∉ F }. The Stanley-Reisner ideal of Δ is I_Δ = ( ∏ i∈F x_i | F ∉ Δ) ⊂ K [x_1 , . . . , x_n]. Definition 1.8. A simplicial complex Δ is vertex decomposable if it is either empty, or a simplex, or there exists a vertex v of Δ such that link_Δ(v) and Δ \ v are pure and vertex decomposable, with dim Δ = dim(Δ \ v) = dim link_Δ(v) + 1.

2. G-biliaison of toric ideals of graphs

Let G be a bipartite graph. In this section we prove that both the toric ideal of G and its initial ideal with respect to an appropriate term order belong to the G-biliaison class of a complete intersection. We start by establishing a technical lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let H, J ⊂ S be homogeneous ideals, J ⊆ H. Assume that H is saturated and J is Cohen-Macaulay of height c − 1. Let f ∈ S be homogeneous polynomial, f ∤ 0 modulo J. Assume that I = fH + J is Cohen-Macaulay of height c. Then H is Cohen-Macaulay of height c. In particular I is a Basic Double Link of H on J. If in addition J is generically Gorenstein, then I is obtained from H via a Basic Double G-Link.

Proof. Notice that, if H is unmixed and ht(H) = c, the result follows from [M], Proposition 5.4.5. For an arbitrary saturated H, denote by X, Y, Z the schemes corresponding to the ideals I, H, J respectively. Denote by Z|_f the codimension c scheme whose saturated ideal is J + (f). We claim that (1) X = Y ∪ Z|_f . Since I = fH + J ⊆ H ∩ [(f) + J], it is clear that X ⊇ Y ∪ Z|_f . Let P /∈ Y ∪ Z|_f be a closed point. If P /∈ Z, then P /∈ X. If P ∈ Z, then f(P ) ≠ 0. Moreover, since P /∈ Y , there exists g ∈ H such that g(P ) ≠ 0. Then fg ∈ I and (fg)(P ) ≠ 0, so P /∈ X.

Since X is equidimensional of codimension c, it follows from (1) that Y has codimension at least c. Moreover, any component of Y of codimension c + 1 or more must be contained (scheme-theoretically) in a component of Z|_f . Hence, the codimension of Y must be c, else we would get X = Z|_f , a contradiction. This proves that ht(H) = c.

To prove that H is Cohen-Macaulay, let d = deg f and consider the short exact sequence (2) 0 −→ J(−d) −→ J ⊕ H(−d) −→ I −→ 0. Denote by J , H, I the sheafification of J, H, I respectively. It is well-known (see e.g. [M], Lemma 1.2.3) that H is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if

H^i_∗(H) = ⨁ m∈Z H^i_∗(H(m)) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ dim S − c − 1.

Sheafifying and taking cohomology of (2), we get the long exact sequence . . . −→ H^i_∗(J )(−d) −→ H^i_∗(J ) ⊕ H^i_∗(H)(−d) −→ H^i_∗(I) −→ . . . Since H^i_∗(J ) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ dim S − c and H^i_∗(I) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ dim S − c − 1, it must be H^i_∗(H) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ dim S − c − 1, hence H is Cohen-Macaulay.

Since I = fH + J, ht(J) + 1 = ht(H), f ∤ 0 modulo J, and J is Cohen-Macaulay, it follows that I is a Basic Double Link of H on J. □

We now introduce the concept of (maximal) path ordered matching, which is a special case of the ordered matchings introduced in [CV]. Its relevance for our arguments is clarified by Theorem 2.11 and Lemma 2.12.

Definition 2.2. A set of edges e = {e_1, . . . , e_r} ⊂ E(G) is a path ordered matching of length r, if the vertices can be relabeled such that e_i = {i, i + r} and the following conditions are satisfied:

(a) f_i = {i, i + 1 + r} ∈ E(G) for every i = 1, . . . , r − 1, (b) if {i, j + r} ∈ E(G), then j ≥ i.

We call such a matching maximal if it is not a proper subset of any other path ordered matching.

Example 2.3. Figure 1 represents a path ordered matching of cardinality 5. The vertical black edges are the edges e_1, . . . , e_5 of the matching, and the black skew edges are f_1, . . . , f_4. The green edges are all the edges which satisfy point (b) in Definition 2.2, while the red edges are all the edges which do not satisfy point (b).

1 6 2 7 3 8 4 9 5 10 must exist;

may exist;

cannot exist;

Figure 1. Path ordered matching of length 5.

To every path ordered matching in G we may associate a set of monomials as follows.

Definition 2.4. Let e = {e_1, . . . , e_r} be a path order matching in G. Define

M^G_e = {m ∈ S | m monomial, m ∏ i∈I e_i−n = T_w where ∅ ≠ I ⊆ [r], w ∈ C(G), and n monomial}.

Remark 2.5. The monomials coming from even cycles or even closed walks generate the same ideal. More precisely ( M^G_e ) = ( m ∈ S : m is a monomial with m ∏ i∈I e_i − n = T_w for some ∅ ≠ I ⊆ [r] and some w even closed walk in G ) . Proof. Let w be an even closed walk in G with T_w = m ∏ i∈I e_i − n. We regard w as subgraph of G. By Euler’s classical result, all local degrees in w have to be even. If all local degrees are two, then w is a cycle. Otherwise, we choose a vertex v of degree greater than or equal to 4 and split w in two shorter closed walks, each starting at v. Since both are subwalks of w, one of them gives rise to a monomial which divides m. We conclude by induction on ∑ v∈w ρ(v). □ Given a graph G and a path order matching e = {e_1, . . . , e_r} in G, we consider the ideal

(3) I^G_e = P (G \ e) + (M^G_e ).

We now establish some properties of I^G_e . We start by showing that its natural set of generators is a lexicographic Gröbner basis.

Lemma 2.6. Let G be a bipartite graph and e = {e_1, . . . , e_r} a path order matching in G. Assume that e^′ = {e_1, . . . , ^e_s, . . . , e_r} is a path order matching and let τ be a lexicographic term order on S with e_s > e_i for i ≠ s, e_i > f for all i and all f ∈ E(G) \ {e_1, . . . , e_r}. The set

{T_w : w ∈ C(G \ e)} ∪ M^G_e

is a Gröbner basis of I^G_e with respect to τ.

Proof. Each of the two sets in the above union is a τ-Gröbner basis of the ideal that it generates by [V2], Prop. 10.1.11. So it suffices to show that the S-polynomials for mixed pairs rewrite to zero. Let w ∈ C(G \ e) with T_w = m − n, and w^′ ∈ C(G) with T_w′ = m′ ∏ i∈I e_i − n′, I ≠ ∅. Assume that in_τ (T_w) = m, and that m and m^′ are not coprime, that is

m = q_1 . . . q_tm_1, m^′ = q_1 . . . q_tm^′_1, (m_1, m^′_1) = 1,

where each monomial q_i ≠ 1 comes from a maximal path α_i in the intersection of w and w^′. The S-polynomial of T_w and m^′ is S(T_w, m^′) = m^′_1T_w − m_1m^′ = m^′_1n. We claim that S(T_w, m^′) ∈ (M^G_e ). Fix i_0 ∈ I, and the walking direction on w^′ which goes on e_{i0} from i_0 + r to i_0. Assume that, when walking on w^′ starting at i_0, we encounter first α_1, then α_2 and so on. Consider the following closed even walk. We start walking on w^′ at i_0. As soon as we reach the first vertex of α_1, start going on w. Keep going on w until we reach the vertex of α_t which is last in the walking in direction on w^′. From here, keep walking back on w^′ until we reach i_0 again. Call this closed walk z, and let T_z = e_{i0} m^{′′} ∏ i∈J e_i − n^{′′} be the corresponding binomial.

The part walked on w^′ contributes to m^{′′} with variables dividing m^′_1. Moreover, because of our choice of following w at the intersection with α_1, the walk on w contributes with indeterminates dividing n (and not m). Thus m^{′′} | m^′_1n, and we conclude by Remark 2.5. □

Remark 2.7. Each element in the above Gröbner basis corresponds to a cycle in G. If we only consider the generators corresponding to cycles w for which at least one of the two monomials in T_w = m − n is not divisible by any e_i, we still obtain a Gröbner basis.

Proof. If there exist i and j such that e_i | m and e_j | n, then w produces two monomials in M^G_e . Using w and the path of the matching, it is easy to construct two shorter cycles w^′ and w^{′′}, such that the corresponding monomials divide m and n, respectively. □

e_i e_jw′w^{′′}

Figure 2. w is the cycle which goes through e_i, the red arch, e_j and the green arch.

Our first liaison result concerns the G-biliaison class of the initial ideals of the ideals I^G_e .

Theorem 2.8. Let G be a bipartite graph and let e = {e_1, . . . , e_r} be a path order matching. Let τ be a lexicographic term order on S with e_r > e_{r−1} > · · · > e_1 > f for all f ∈ E(G) \ e. The initial ideal in_τ (I^G_e ) of I^G_e with respect to τ is Cohen-Macaulay and squarefree, and it can be obtained from in_τ (P (G)) via a sequence of r descending G-biliaisons.

Proof. By Lemma 2.6 in_τ (I^G_{{e1,...,es}}) = (in_τ (T_w) : w ∈ C(G \ {e_1, . . . , e_s})}) + (M^G_{{e1,...,es}}) for every 0 ≤ s ≤ r. In particular, in_τ (I^G_{{e1,...,es}}) is a squarefree monomial ideal.

We proceed by induction on r ≥ 0. Since I^G_0 = P (G), the thesis is true for r = 0. Cohen- Macaulayness of in_τ (P (G)) follows from [DRS, Theorem 9.5.10] (see also [V2, Corollary 9.6.2]). Assume now that the thesis holds for any bipartite graph and for path order matchings of up to r − 1 edges. Let e^′ = {e_1, . . . , e_{r−1}}. We claim that

(4) in_τ (I^G_e′ ) = e_rin_τ (I^G_e ) + in_τ (I^{G\er}_{e′} ).

In fact, let w ∈ C(G). If w ∈ C(G\e), then in_τ (T_w) ∈ in_τ (I^{G\er}_{e′} ). If w ∈ C(G\e_r ) passes through some of e_1, . . . , e_{r−1}, then T_w = ∏ i∈I e_im − n and m ∈ in_τ (I^{G\er}_{e′} ). If w ∈ C(G \ e^′) is a cycle through e_r, then T_w = e_rm − n and in_τ (T_w) = e_rm ∈ in_τ (I^G_e′ ). Moreover m ∈ (M^G_e ) ⊆ in_τ (I^G_e ), hence e_rm ∈ e_rin_τ (I^G_e ). Finally, if w ∈ C(G) is a cycle through e_r and some of e_1, . . . , e_{r−1}, then T_w = ∏ i∈I e_im − n where I ⊇ {r}. By Remark 2.7 we may assume that n is not divisible by any of the e^′_j s. Then I ≠ {r}, so e_rm ∈ (M^G_e′ ) ⊆ in_τ (I^G_e′ ) and m ∈ in_τ (I^G_e ). This concludes the proof of (4).

By induction hypothesis in_τ (I^{G\er}_{e′} ) and in_τ (I^G_e′ ) are Cohen-Macaulay and squarefree of height c − 1 and c respectively, if c = htP (G). The ideal in_τ (I^{G\er}_{e′} ) is squarefree, hence generically Gorenstein. Combining Lemma 2.1 and (4), one sees that in_τ (I^G_e ) is Cohen-Macaulay of height c and in_τ (I^G_e′ ) is obtained from in_τ (I^G_e ) via a Basic Double G-Link of degree 1. Hence in_τ (I^G_e ) is obtained from in_τ (I^G_e′ ) via an elementary G-biliaison of degree −1. □ Remark 2.9. Let e = {e_1, . . . , e_r} and e^′ = {e_1, . . . , ^e_s, . . . , e_r} be path order matchings in G. Let τ be a lexicographic term order on S with e_s > e_i for i ≠ s, e_i > f for all i and all f ∈ E(G) \ {e_1, . . . , e_r}. The same proof as in Theorem 2.8 shows that in_τ (I^G_e′ ) = e_sin_τ (I^G_e ) + in_τ (I^{G\es}_{e′} ) and that in_τ (I^G_e′ ) is obtained from in_τ (I^G_e ) via a Basic Double G-Link of degree 1 on in_τ (I^{G\es}_{e′} ). Corollary 2.10. Let G be a bipartite graph and e = {e_1, . . . , e_r} be a path order matching. The ideal I^G_e is radical and Cohen-Macaulay, of the same height as P (G).

In the next theorem, we show that the ideals I^G_e belong to the same G-biliaison class. Theorem 2.11. Let G be a bipartite graph, and let e = {e_1, . . . , e_r} be a path order matching. Let e^′ = {e_1, . . . , e_{r−1}}. Then I^G_e′ can be obtained from I^G_e via a G-biliaison of degree 1 on I^{G\er}_{e′} .

Proof. By Corollary 2.10, I^G_e′ , I^G_e , I^{G\er}_{e′} ⊂ S are Cohen-Macaulay and I^{G\er}_{e′} is generically Gorenstein. Moreover, htI^G_e′ = htI^G_e = htP (G) and htI^{G\er}_{e′} = htP (G \ e_r) = htP (G) − 1. Hence it suffices to show that (5) I^G_e′ /I^{G\er}_{e′} ∼= I^G_e /I^{G\er}_{e′} (−1) as S/I^{G\er}_{e′} -modules. Denote by M^G_e , M^G_e′ the monomials in M^G_e , M^G_e′ coming from cycles passing through e_r. A generating set of I^G_e′ /I^{G\er}_{e′} is given by {T_w : w ∈ C(G \ e^′}) through e_r} ∪ M^G_e′ , and a generating set of I^G_e /I^{G\er}_{e′} is given by M^G_e .

Let c ∈ C(G \ e^′) passing through e_r, and let T_c = m_ce_r − n_c be the associated binomial. Then m_c ∈ M^G_e . We claim that (6) m_cI^G_e′ + I^{G\er}_{e′} = T_cI^G_e + I^{G\er}_{e′} .

In fact, let z be a cycle through e_r and let T_z = e_rm_z − n_z be the associated binomial. Let w be the closed walk that one obtains by gluing w and z along e_r and removing e_r. If z ∈ C(G \ e^′), then m_cT_z − m_zT_c = m_zn_c − m_cn_z = T_w ∈ I^{G\er}_{e′} . Else, m_cm_ze_r − m_zT_c = m_zn_c ∈ I^{G\er}_{e′} , since it is divisible by the monomial in M^{G\er}_e′ coming from w.

Let c ∈ C(G) be a cycle passing through e_r and some of e_1, . . . , e_{r−1}. By Remark 2.7 we may assume that T_c = ∏ i∈I e_im_c − n_c where r ∈ I and e_1, . . . , e_{r−1} ∤ n_c. Therefore, c gives rise to monomials m_c ∈ M^G_e and e_rm_c ∈ M^G_e′ . We claim that (7) m_cI^G_e′ + I^{G\er}_{e′} = e_rm_cI^G_e + I^{G\er}_{e′} .

In fact, let z be a cycle through e_r and let T_z be the associated binomial, T_z = e_rm_z − n_z. Let w be the closed walk that one obtains by gluing ~γ and z along e_r and removing e_r. If z ∈ C(G \ e^′), then m_cT_z − m_ze_rm_c = −m_cn_z ∈ I^{G\er}_{e′} , since it is divisible by the monomial in M^{G\er}_e′ coming from w. Else, m_cm_ze_r − m_ze_rm_c = 0 ∈ I^{G\er}_{e′} .

Let g ∈ I^G_e′ be a homogeneous nonzerodivisor modulo I^{G\er}_{e′} ; g exists by Corollary 2.10. Write g = ∑ w∈W g_wT_w + e_r ∑ z∈Z g_zm_z,

for some set W of cycles of G \ e^′ through e_r, some set Z of cycles of G through e_r, and some g_w, g_z ∈ S. Write T_w = m_we_r − n_w and let g^′ = ∑ w∈W g_wm_w + ∑ z∈Z g_zm_z ∈ I^G_e .

By (6) and (7) we obtain (8) g^′I^G_e′ + I^{G\er}_{e′} = gI^G_e + I^{G\er}_{e′} .

Then gI^G_e + I^{G\er}_{e′} is a Basic Double G-Link of I^G_e on I^{G\er}_{e′} , in particular it is Cohen-Macaulay of the same height as P (G). Therefore, the same holds for g^′I^G_e′ + I^{G\er}_{e′} ⊆ [I^{G\er}_{e′} + (g^′)] ∩ I^G_e′ . Hence ht[I^{G\er}_{e′} + (g^′)] ≥ htI^{G\er}_{e′} + 1, so g^′ ∤ 0 modulo I^{G\er}_{e′} . By equality (8) and since g, g^′ ∤ 0 modulo I^{G\er}_{e′} , multiplication by g^′/g yields isomorphism (5). □ The next two technical lemmas play an important role in the proof of our main theorem.

Lemma 2.12. Assume that G has no leaves. If e = {e_1, . . . , e_r} is a maximal path order matching, then M^G_e contains an indeterminate x, and e is a path order matching in G \ x. Proof. As r is not a leaf, there exists an edge {r, s}. Since e is a path order matching, then s > 2r. As s is also not a leaf, there exists another edge {s, j} with j ≠ r. If j > 2r, then there exists t ∈ {1, . . . , r} such that {j, t + r} ∈ E(G), since otherwise e_1, . . . , e_r, {j, s} is a path ordered matching, contradicting maximality of e. Therefore G contains the even closed cycle {e_t, f_t, e_{t+1}, f_{t+1} . . . , e_r, {r, s}, {s, j}, {j, t + r}}. If instead j ≤ 2r, then j < r, since G is bipartite. In this case, G contains the even closed cycle {f_j , e_{j+1}, f_{j+1}, . . . , e_r, {r, s}, {s, j}}, In both cases, x = {s, j} ∈ M^G_e . □ Lemma 2.13. Let G be a simple, bipartite graph with no leaves, and assume that e = {e_1, . . . , e_r} is a maximal path ordered matching. Let x ∈ M^G_e be an indeterminate as in Lemma 2.12. Then I^G_e = I^{G\x}_e + (x).

Proof. By Lemma 2.12 we have I^G_e ⊇ I^{G\x}_e + (x). In order to show that I^G_e ⊆ I^{G\x}_e + (x), it suffices to consider the cycles passing through x. By Lemma 2.12, there exist a ∅ ≠ J ⊆ [r] and an even cycle w_x in G such that T_{wx} = x ∏ i∈J e_i − a. Let w ∈ C(G) be a cycle through x with T_w = m ∏ i∈I e_i − xn. Gluing w and w_x along x and removing x, we obtain an even closed walk z in G \ x. As T_z = m ∏ i∈I e_i ∏ j∈J e_j − an, then m ∈ I^{G\x}_e by Remark 2.5. □ We are finally ready to prove the main theorem.

Theorem 2.14. If G is a bipartite graph, then P (G) belongs to the G-biliaison class of a complete intersection. In particular, it belongs to the G-liaison class of a complete intersection. Proof. If G^′ is obtained from G by removing the leaves, then P (G^′) = P (G). Therefore, we may assume without loss of generality that G has no leaves. Let e = {e_1, . . . , e_r} be a maximal path order matching in G, then e(s) = {e_1, . . . , e_s} is a path order matching for every 1 ≤ s ≤ r. By Theorem 2.11 we have a G-biliaison of degree 1 between I^G_{e(s−1)} and I^G_{e(s)}, for 1 ≤ s ≤ r. Therefore, P (G) is obtained from I^G_e via a sequence of ascending G-biliaisons. By Lemma 2.12 and Lemma 2.13 there exists x ∈ E(G) such that I^G_e = I^{G\x}_e + (x). The ideals P (G \ x) and I^{G\x}_e belong to the same G-biliaison class by Theorem 2.11, hence so do P (G \ x) + (x) and

I^{G\x}_e + (x). Therefore P (G) and P (G \ x) + (x) belong to the same G-biliaison class. We conclude by induction on the number of edges of G. □

Denote by Δ^G_e the simplicial complex on E(G), whose Stanley-Reisner ideal is in_τ (I^G_e ). The sequence of G-biliaisons of Theorem 2.14 allow us to show that Δ^G_e is vertex decomposable. Corollary 2.15. Let e = {e_1, . . . , e_r} be a path order matching in a simple bipartite graph G, let τ be the term order of Lemma 2.6. Then Δ^G_e is vertex decomposable. In particular, the simplicial complex associated to in_τ P (G) is vertex decomposable.

Proof. We proceed by double induction on |E(G)| and s − r, where e^′ = e^′_1, . . . , e^′_s is a maximal path ordered matching containing e. We assume that e_1, . . . , e_r appear in the same order in e^′, but not that they appear consecutively. If |E(G)| ≤ 3, then G contains no cycles, so Δ^G_e is a simplex. If e is maximal, then by Lemma 2.13 in_τ (I^G_e ) = in_τ (I^{G\x}_e ) + (x). This means that Δ^{G\x}_e is the restriction of Δ^G_e to the vertex set |E(G) \ x|, and {x} /∈ Δ^G_e . By induction on the number of edges, Δ^{G\x}_e is vertex decomposable. If e_1, . . . , e_r is not maximal, let e_{r+1} such that e^′ = {e_1, . . . , e_i, e_{r+1}, e_{i+1}, . . . , e_r} is a path ordered matching. By Lemma 2.6 and Remark 2.9

Δ^G_e \ e_{r+1} = Δ^{G\er+1}_e and link_ΔG_e e_{r+1} = Δ^G_e′ , and both are vertex decomposable by induction. □

References

[CDH] M. Casanellas, E. Drozd, R. Hartshorne, Gorenstein liaison and ACM sheaves, J. für die reine und angewandte Mathematik 584, 149–171 (2005).

[CV] A. Constantinescu, M. Varbaro Koszulness, Krull dimension, and other properties of graph-related algebras, J. Algebraic Combin. 34, pp. 375–400 (2011).

[DRS] J.A. De Loera, J. Rambau, F. Santos, Triangulations: Structures for Algorithms and Applications, volume 25 of Algorithms and Computation in Mathematics, Springer (2010).

[DG] E. De Negri, E. Gorla, G-biliaison of ladder Pfaffian varieties, J. Algebra 321, no. 9, 2637–2649 (2009). [Ga] F. Gaeta, Ricerche intorno alle varietà matriciali ed ai loro ideali, Atti del Quarto Congresso dell’Unione Matematica Italiana, Taormina, 1951, vol. II, 326–328, Casa Editrice Perrella, Roma (1953).

[GM] A. V. Geramita, J. C. Migliore, A Generalized Liaison Addition, J. Algebra 163, no. 1, 139–164 (1994). [G1] E. Gorla, The G-biliaison class of symmetric determinantal schemes, J. Algebra 310, no. 2, 880–902 (2007). [G2] E. Gorla, Mixed ladder determinantal varieties from two-sided ladders, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 211, no. 2, 433–444 (2007).

[G3] E. Gorla, A generalized Gaeta’s Theorem, Compositio Math. 144, no. 3, 689–704 (2008). [G4] E. Gorla, Symmetric ladders and G-biliaison, Liaison, Schottky Problem and Invariant Theory - Remembering Federico Gaeta (M.E. Alonso, E. Arrondo, R. Mallavibarrena, I. Sols Editors), Progress in Mathematics 280, Birkhäuser, 49–62 (2010).

[GMN] E. Gorla, J. C. Migliore, U. Nagel, Gröbner bases via linkage, J. Algebra 384, 110–134 (2013). [H] R. Hartshorne, Generalized divisors and biliaison, Illinois J. Math. 51, no. 1, 83–98 (2007). [KMMNP] J. Kleppe, J. C. Migliore, R. M. Miró-Roig, U. Nagel, C. Peterson, Gorenstein liaison, complete intersection liaison invariants and unobstructedness, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 154, no. 732 (2001).

[HU] C. Huneke, B. Ulrich, Liaison of monomial ideals, Bull. London Math. Soc. 39, no. 3, 384–392 (2007). [M] J. C. Migliore, Introduction to liaison theory and deficiency modules, Progress in Mathematics 165, Birkhäuser (1998).

[MN1] J. C. Migliore, U. Nagel, Monomial ideals and the Gorenstein liaison class of a complete intersection, Compositio Math. 133, 25–36 (2002).

[MN2] J. C. Migliore, U. Nagel, Glicci ideals, Compositio Mathematica 149, 1583–1591 (2013). [NR] U. Nagel, T. Römer, Glicci simplicial complexes, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 212 2250–2258 (2008). [S] J. B. Sturmfels Gröbner bases and convex polytopes, University Lecture Series 8, pp.xii+162 (1996). [V1] R. Villarreal, Rees algebras of egde ideals, Communications in Algebra 23, no. 9 (1995). [V2] R. Villarreal, Monomial Algebras, Monographs and Research Notes in Mathematics, second edition (2015). [W] J. Watanabe, A note on Gorenstein rings of embedding codimension 3, Nagoya Math. J. 50, 227–282 (1973).

Dipartimento di Matematica dell’Università di Genova, Via Dodecaneso 35, 16146, Genova, Italy E-mail address: constant@dima.unige.it

Institut de Mathématiques, Université de Neuchâtel, Rue Emile-Argand 11, 2000 Neuchâtel, Switzerland

E-mail address: elisa.gorla@unine.ch