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COHEN-MACAULAY WEIGHTED ORIENTED EDGE IDEALS

AND ITS ALEXANDER DUAL

KAMALESH SAHA AND INDRANATH SENGUPTA

ABSTRACT. The study of the edge ideal I(DG) of a weighted oriented

graphDG with underlying graphG started in the context of Reed-Muller

type codes. We generalize a Cohen-Macaulay construction for I(DG),
which Villarreal gave for edge ideals of simple graphs. We use this

construction to classify all the Cohen-Macaulay weighted oriented edge

ideals, whose underlying graph is a cycle. We show that the conjecture

on Cohen-Macaulayness of I(DG), proposed by Pitones et al. (2019),

holds for I(DCn
), where Cn denotes the cycle of length n. Miller gen-

eralized the concept of Alexander dual ideals of square-free monomial

ideals to arbitrary monomial ideals, and in that direction, we study the

Alexander dual of I(DG) and its conditions to be Cohen-Macaulay.

1. INTRODUCTION

Study of monomial ideals in terms of combinatorics is al-

ways an interesting topic in algebra. Many authors studied

square-free monomial ideals, specially edge ideals of graphs

extensively (see [6], [13], [14], [15], [16]). Nowadays special

types of ideals are being studied for the development of re-

search in other areas, edge ideals of weighted oriented graph,

defined below, is one of those.

Let G be simple graph. A weighted oriented graph DG, with

the underlying graphG, is a directed graph with a weight func-

tion w : V (DG) −→ N \ {0} on the vertex set V (DG), where

N denotes the set of non negative integers. We write w(j) in-

stead of w(xj). An edge of DG is denoted by the ordered pair

(xi, xj) to describe the direction of the edge from xi to xj.
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Definition 1.1. Let DG be a weighted oriented graph on the

vertex set V (DG) = {x1, . . . , xn}. Then the edge ideal of DG

is denoted by I(DG) and defined as

I(DG) =
〈

{xix
w(j)
j | (xi, xj) ∈ E(DG)}

〉

,

in the polynomial ring A = K[x1, . . . , xn] over the field K .

The main purpose of studying weighted oriented edge ideal

I(DG) is the appearance of I(DG) as the initial ideal of a van-

ishing ideal I(X ) in the study of Reed-Muller typed codes of

coding theory (see [1], [9] for details). Study of I(DG) helps

to obtain some properties of Reed-Muller codes easily. For

example, if I(DG) is Cohen-Macaulay, then I(X ) is Cohen-

Macaulay. To know about edge ideals of weighted oriented

graphs in details, see [5], [7], [11].

In this paper, we show some constructions of Cohen-Macaulay

edge ideals of weighted oriented graphs and also prove a suf-

ficient condition for the Cohen-Macaulay property to hold for

the Alexander dual of I(DG). The paper is arranged in the

following order: In section 2, we recall some definitions, nota-

tions and results from [3], [4], [7], [11], [12]. Villarreal has

done some constructions of Cohen-Macaulay edge ideals of

simple graphs (see [16] and [15]). We have generalised these

results for weighted oriented edge ideals in section 3. In section

4, using the constructions of section 2, we classify all Cohen-

Macaulay edge ideals of weighted oriented graphs whose un-

derlying graphs are cycles. In [11], the authors have proposed

the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1.2 ([11], Conjecture 53). Let DG be a weighted

oriented graph. Then I(DG) is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if

I(DG) is unmixed and I(G) is Cohen-Macaulay.

In Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 4.5 (section 4), we prove that

the above Conjecture 1.2 holds good for all weighted oriented
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graphs DG, where G ≃ Cn is a cycle. The Alexander dual of

an arbitrary monomial ideal was defined in [10]. It was proved

by Lyubeznik in [8] that I(G)∨ is Cohen-Macaulay if and only

G is chordal. We show in Theorem 5.7, in section 5, if I(DG)
∨

is Cohen-Macaulay then G is chordal. However, the converse

is not true. We prove Theorem 5.6, in section 5, to show that

if G is chordal and DG satisfies a condition (∗) (see section 5)

then the Alexander dual I(DG)
∨ is Cohen-Macaulay.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce some terminologies and con-

cepts from [11] and [7], which have been used extensively in

our work. Let DG be a weighted oriented graph. Then a non-

isolated vertex v ∈ V (DG) is called a source (respectively, a

sink) if {u, v} ∈ E(G) implies (v, u) ∈ E(DG) (respectively,

(u, v) ∈ E(DG)). For a source vertex v, we always assume

w(v) = 1 as it does not change the ideal I(DG). We denote by

N (v), the set of vertices adjacent to a vertex v.

Definition 2.1 ([11] and [7]). Let DG be a weighted oriented

graph. Corresponding to a vertex cover C of G, define

L1(C) = {x ∈ V (C) | ∃ (x, y) ∈ E(DG) such that y 6∈ C}

L2(C) = {x ∈ C | N (x) ⊆ C}

L3(C) = C \ (L1(C) ∪ L2(C))

A vertex coverC ofG is called a strong vertex cover ofDG ifC
is either a minimal vertex cover ofG or for all x ∈ L3(C), there

is (y, x) ∈ E(DG) with y ∈ L2(C) ∪ L3(C) and w(y) 6= 1.

Lemma 2.2 ([11], Theorem 31). I(DG) is unmixed if and only

if I(G) is unmixed and L3(C) = φ, for any strong vertex cover

C of DG.

Let C be a vertex cover of DG. The irreducible ideal associ-

ated to C is defined in [11] as

IC :=
〈

L1(C) ∪ {x
w(j)
j | xj ∈ L2(C) ∪ L3(C)}

〉

.
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Theorem 2.3 ([11], Theorem 25). Let Cs denote the set of strong

vertex covers of DG. Then the irredundant primary decompo-

sition of I(DG) is given by I(DG) =
⋂

C∈Cs
IC . Moreover,

Ass (I(DG)) = {PC | PC =
〈

C
〉

, C ∈ Cs}.

We say DG or I(DG) is Cohen-Macaulay (respectively, un-

mixed) if the quotient ring A/I(DG) is Cohen-Macaulay (re-

spectively, if each associated prime of I(DG) has the same

height).

Definition 2.4. A vertex v of a graph G is called a simplicial

vertex if the subgraph of G induced by the vertex set {v} ∪
N (v) is a complete graph.

A graph G on n vertices is said to have a perfect elimination

ordering if there is a linear ordering (v1, . . . , vn) of vertices

of G such that each vi is the simplicial vertex of the subgraph

induced by the vertices {v1, . . . , vi}.

Example 2.5. Let us understand with an example.

1

2

3 4

5G

In the above graph G, the vertices 1, 3, 4 are not simplicial but

2, 5 are simplicial. Moreover, (1, 3, 4, 2, 5) is a perfect elimina-

tion ordering for G.

Definition 2.6. A graph G is said to be chordal if any induced

cycle of G with length ≥ 4 has a chord. For example the above

graph G is chordal.

The following theorem, proved by Fulkerson and Gross in [4],

gives a necessary and sufficient condition for a graph to be

chordal.
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Theorem 2.7. A graph G is chordal if and only if G has a

perfect elimination ordering.

In section 5, we use the technique of polarization to dis-

cuss the Cohen-Macaulay property of the Alexander dual of

the weighted oriented edge ideals. Let us recall the notion of

polarization from [12] first. We use our own notation for con-

venience. Let A = K[x1, . . . , xn]; a monomial xa11 · · · xann in A
is written as xa, where a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ N

n.

Definition 2.8 ([12], Construction 21.7). The polarization of

the monomials of type xaii is defined as xaii (pol) =
∏ai

j=1 xi,j
and the polarization of xa = xa11 · · ·xann is defined to be

x
a(pol) = xa11 (pol) · · ·x

an
n (pol).

For a monomial ideal I =
〈

x
a1, . . . ,xan

〉

⊆ A, the polariza-

tion I(pol) is defined to be the square-free monomial ideal

I(pol) =
〈

x
a1(pol), . . . ,xan(pol)

〉

in the ring A(pol) = K[xi,j | 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ ri] , where

ri is the power of xi in lcm(xa1, . . . ,xan).

Theorem 2.9 ([3]). Let I be a monomial ideal of the poly-

nomial ring A. Then A/I is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if

A(pol)/I(pol) is Cohen-Macaulay.

3. A CONSTRUCTION OF COHEN-MACAULAY WEIGHTED

ORIENTED GRAPHS

Theorem 3.1 ([7], Theorem 3.1). Let D be a weighted ori-

ented graph and G be its underlying graph. Suppose that G
has a perfect matching {x1, y1}, . . . , {xr, yr}, where yi’s are

leaf vertices. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) D is a Cohen-Macaulay weighted oriented graph;

(b) I(D) is unmixed; that is, all its associated primes have

the same height;

(c) w(xs) = 1 for every edge (xs, ys) of D.
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Start with an arbitrary weighted oriented graph DG, whose

underlying graph is G on the vertex set {x1, . . . , xn}. Let G′

be the new graph obtained fromG by adding whiskers {x1, y1},

. . ., {xn, yn} to G. We now construct a new Cohen-Macaulay

weighted oriented graph DG′, whose underlying graph is G′.

If w(xi) = 1, then take any orientation xi to yi or yi to xi in

DG′. If w(xi) 6= 1, then take the orientation yi to xi in DG′

and we may assign any weight to yi. Then by theorem 3.1

DG′ is a Cohen-Macaulay graph and DG is a weighted oriented

subgraph of DG′.

First construction. Let DH be a weighted oriented graph with

the vertex set V (DH) = {x1, . . . , xn, z, y} and the edge ideal

I(DH). Assume that z is adjacent to y with deg(z) ≥ 2 and

deg(y) = 1. We label the vertices of DH in such way that

x1, . . . , xk, y are only adjacent to z, as shown in the figure be-

low. We also assume that (xi, z) ∈ E(DH), for i = 1, . . . , k.

y

z

x1 x2 xk

The next two results describe how the Cohen-Macaulay prop-

erty of DH relates to that of the two weighted oriented sub-

graphs DG = DH \ {z, y} and DF = DG \ {x1, . . . , xk}. We

have
〈

I(DG), x1, . . . , xk
〉

=
〈

I(DF ), x1, . . . , xk
〉

= J (say).
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Assume H is unmixed with height of I(DH) equal to g + 1.

Since z is not isolated, there is a minimal prime p over I(DG)
containing {x1, . . . , xk} and such that ht (I(DG)) = ht (p) =
g. Clearly, k < n and deg(xi) ≥ 2 for i = 1, . . . , k.

Proposition 3.2. If DH is a Cohen-Macaulay graph, then DF

and DG are Cohen-Macaulay graphs.

Proof. Set A = K[x1, . . . , xn] and R = A[y, z]. Let us take

dim (A/I(DG)) = d. Then by ([16], Proposition 3.1.23) there

exists a homogeneous system of parameters {f1, . . . , fd} for

A/I(DG), where fi ∈ A+ for all i. Now dim (A/(I(DG) +
〈

f1, . . . , fd
〉

)) = 0 and I(DG) +
〈

f1, . . . , fd
〉

⊂
〈

x1, . . . , xn
〉

.

So
〈

x1, . . . , xn, y
〉

⊂
〈

x1, . . . , xn, y, z
〉

is a composition series

of prime ideal in R containing I(DH)+(f1, . . . , fd). Therefore

dim (R/(I(DH) +
〈

f1, . . . , fd
〉

)) = 1 = d+ 1− d

and so we have {f1, . . . , fd} as a part of system of parameters

forR/I(DH). Let w(y) = r and w(z) = t. If (y, z) ∈ E(DH),
then yzt ∈ I(DH). In this case we have

y(y − zt) + yzt = y2 and zt(zt − y) + yzt = z2t.

Using the above equalities we can say (f1, . . . , fd, y − zt) is

M/I(DH)-primary, where M = (x1, . . . , xn, y, z). Thus we

can say {f1, . . . , fd, y − zt} is a regular system of parame-

ters for R/I(DH). Hence f1, . . . , fd is a regular sequence on

A/I(DG), that is,DG is Cohen-Macaulay. Similarly if (z, y) ∈
E(DH), then zyr ∈ I(DH). In this case {f1, . . . , fd, z − yr} is

a regular system of parameters for R/I(DH) and similarly DG

is Cohen-Macaulay. To show the Cohen-Macaulay property for

DF we consider two cases.

Case I. Let (y, z) ∈ E(DH). In this case consider the exact
sequence

0 −→ R/(I(DH) : z
t)[−t]

zt

−→ R/I(DH)
ψ

−→ R/
〈

I(DH), z
t
〉

−→ 0
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which is equivalent to

0 −→ R/
〈

J, y
〉

[−t]
zt

−→ R/I(DH)
ψ

−→ R/
〈

I(DG), z
t
〉

−→ 0

where the first map is multiplication by zt and ψ is induced

by a projection. Now depth (R/I(DH)) = dim (R/I(DH)) =
n−g+1 and depth (R/

〈

I(DG), z
t
〉

) = 1+dim (A/I(DG)) =
n− g + 1, where g = height (I(DG)). Using the depth lemma

we have

n− g + 1 ≤ depth (R/
〈

J, y
〉

).

Also we have

dim (R/I(DH)) = max {dim (R/
〈

J, y
〉

), dim (R/
〈

I(DG), z
t
〉

)},

which imply dim (R/
〈

J, y
〉

) ≤ n− g + 1. Therefore

R/
〈

I(DG), x1, . . . , xk, y
〉

= R/
〈

I(DF ), x1, . . . , xk, y
〉

is Cohen-Macaulay and so DF is Cohen-Macaulay.

Case II. Let (z, y) ∈ E(DH). In this case consider the exact
sequence

0 −→ R/(I(DH) : z
t)[−t]

zt

−→ R/I(DH)
ψ

−→ R/
〈

I(DH), z
t
〉

−→ 0

which is equivalent to

0 −→ R/
〈

J, yr
〉

[−t]
zt

−→ R/I(DH)
ψ

−→ R/
〈

I(DG), z
t, yrz

〉

−→ 0

where the first map is multiplication by zt and ψ is induced by

a projection. In this case we have

depth (R/
〈

I(DG), z
t, yrz

〉

) = 0 + dim (A/I(DG)) = n− g.

So using the depth lemma we get

n− g + 1 ≤ depth (R/
〈

J, yr
〉

).

Similarly as in case-I, we have dim (R/
〈

J, yr
〉

) ≤ n − g + 1.

Therefore R/
〈

J, yr
〉

is Cohen-Macaulay and so DF is Cohen-

Macaulay.

�
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Proposition 3.3. If DF and DG are Cohen-Macaulay graphs,

(y, z) ∈ E(D) and x1, . . . , xk are in some minimal vertex cover

of G, then DH is a Cohen-Macaulay graph.

Proof. Consider the exact sequence of Proposition 3.2,

0 −→ R/
〈

J, y
〉

[−t]
zt

−→ R/I(DH)
ψ

−→ R/
〈

I(DG), z
t
〉

−→ 0.

Since I(DG) is Cohen-Macaulay,

depth (R/
〈

I(DG), z
t
〉

) = 1 + dim (A/I(DG)) = 1 + n− g,

where g = height (I(DG)). As x1, . . . , xk are in some minimal

vertex cover ofG, height (I(DH)) = g+1, height (I(DF )) =
g − k and so dim (R/I(DH)) = 1 + n− g. Now

depth (R/
〈

J, y
〉

) = 1 + depth (K[xk+1, . . . , xn]/I(DF))

= 1 + dim (K[xk+1, . . . , xn]/I(DF ))

= 1 + (n− k)− (g − k)

= 1 + n− g.

Therefore by depth lemma we have

depth (R/I(DH)) ≥ 1 + n− g,

which imply DH is Cohen-Macaulay graph. �

Corollary 3.4. IfDG is Cohen-Macaulay, (y, z) ∈ E(DH) and

{x1, . . . , xk} is a minimal vertex cover ofG, thenDH is Cohen-

Macaulay.

Proof. Note that in this case DF is Cohen-Macaulay because

I(DF ) = (0). Hence the proof follows from Proposition 3.3.

�

Special Case of First Construction: We are taking same

configuration as before with w(z) = 1 but direction of edges

between xi and z may be anything for i = {1, . . . k}. Without

loss of generality we assume (x1, z), . . . , (xs, z) ∈ E(DH) and

(z, xs+1), . . . , (z, xk) ∈ E(DH).
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y

z

x1 x2 xk

w(z) = 1

Proposition 3.5. If DH is a Cohen-Macaulay graph, then DG

is Cohen-Macaulay graphs. Moreover, if for any vertex v ofDF

adjacent to xj where s+1 ≤ j ≤ k we have (v, xj) ∈ E(DG),
then DF is also Cohen-Macaulay graphs.

Proof. By same argument as in proof of Proposition 3.2, we get

{f1, . . . , fd} as a part of system of parameters for R/I(DH),
where fi ∈ A+ for all i. Again following the proof of Propo-

sition 3.2, it is easy to see that {f1, . . . , fd, y − z} is a regu-

lar system of parameters for R/I(DH) when (y, z) ∈ E(DH)
and {f1, . . . , fd, z − yr} as a regular system of parameters for

R/I(DH) when (z, y) ∈ E(DH). In either cases {f1, . . . , fd}
is a regular sequence on A/I(DG) and hence DG is Cohen-

Macaulay.

To show the Cohen-Macaulay property for DF we consider
the exact sequence

0 −→ R/(I(DH) : z)[−1]
z

−→ R/I(DH)
ψ

−→ R/
〈

I(DH), z
〉

−→ 0

which is equivalent to

0 −→ R/J [−1]
z

−→ R/I(DH)
ψ

−→ R/
〈

I(DG), z
〉

−→ 0
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where

J =

{

〈

I(DG), x1, . . . , xs, x
w(xs+1)
s+1 , . . . , x

w(xk)
k

, y
〉

, if(y, z) ∈ E(DH)
〈

I(DG), x1, . . . , xs, x
w(xs+1)
s+1 , . . . , x

w(xk)
k

, yr
〉

, if(z, y) ∈ E(DH)
.

Since DG and DH are Cohen-Macaulay,

depth (R/I(DH)) = n− g + 1 = depth (R/
〈

I(DG), z
〉

),

where g = height (I(DG)). Using the depth lemma we have

n− g + 1 ≤ depth (R/J).

Also we have

dim (R/I(DH)) = max {dim (R/J), dim(R/
〈

I(DG), z
〉

)},

which imply dim (R/J) ≤ n−g+1. ThereforeR/J is Cohen-
Macaulay. Now by the given condition on the vertices of DF

we have

J =

{

〈

I(DF ), x1, . . . , xs, x
w(xs+1)
s+1 , . . . , x

w(xk)
k

, y
〉

, if(y, z) ∈ E(DH)
〈

I(DF ), x1, . . . , xs, x
w(xs+1)
s+1 , . . . , x

w(xk)
k

, yr
〉

, if(z, y) ∈ E(DH)

and so DF is Cohen-Macaulay. �

Proposition 3.6. If DF and DG are Cohen-Macaulay graphs,

x1, . . . , xk are in some minimal vertex cover of G and for any

vertex v of DF adjacent to xj where s + 1 ≤ j ≤ k we have

(v, xj) ∈ E(DG), then DH is a Cohen-Macaulay graph.

Proof. Similar as in Proposition 3.5, we have the exact sequence

0 −→ R/J [−1]
z

−→ R/I(DH)
ψ

−→ R/
〈

I(DG), z
〉

−→ 0

where

J =

{

〈

I(DG), x1, . . . , xs, x
w(xs+1)
s+1 , . . . , x

w(xk)
k

, y
〉

, if(y, z) ∈ E(DH)
〈

I(DG), x1, . . . , xs, x
w(xs+1)
s+1 , . . . , x

w(xk)
k

, yr
〉

, if(z, y) ∈ E(DH)
.

By the given condition on the vertices of DF we have

J =

{

〈

I(DF ), x1, . . . , xs, x
w(xs+1)
s+1 , . . . , x

w(xk)
k

, y
〉

, if(y, z) ∈ E(DH)
〈

I(DF ), x1, . . . , xs, x
w(xs+1)
s+1 , . . . , x

w(xk)
k

, yr
〉

, if(z, y) ∈ E(DH)
.
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Since I(DG) is Cohen-Macaulay,

depth (R/
〈

I(DG), z
〉

) = 1 + n− g,

where g = height (I(DG)). As x1, . . . , xk are in some minimal

vertex cover of G, height (I(DH) = g + 1, height (I(DF )) =
g − k and so dim (R/I(DH)) = 1 + n− g. Now

depth (R/J) = 1 + depth (K[xk+1, . . . , xn]/I(DF ))

= 1 + dim (K[xk+1, . . . , xn]/I(DF ))

= 1 + (n− k)− (g − k)

= 1 + n− g.

Hence by depth lemma we have depth (R/I(DH)) ≥ 1+n−g,

which imply DH is Cohen-Macaulay graph. �

Corollary 3.7. If DG is Cohen-Macaulay, {x1, . . . , xk} is a

minimal vertex cover of G and for any vertex v of DF adja-

cent to xj where s+1 ≤ j ≤ k we have (v, xj) ∈ E(DG), then

DH is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. Note that in this case DF is Cohen-Macaulay because

I(DF ) = (0). Hence the proof follows from Proposition 3.6.

�

Second construction: For the second construction we change

our notation. Let DH be a weighted oriented graph on the ver-

tex set V (DH) = {x1, . . . , xn, z}. Let {x1, . . . , xk} be the

vertices of DH adjacent to z and (xi, z) ∈ E(DH) for i =
1, . . . , k, as shown in the figure below. Remembering the first

construction we may assume deg (xi) ≥ 2 for i = 1, . . . , k
and deg (z) ≥ 2. We set DG = DH \ {z} and DF = DG \
{x1, . . . , xk}. Note that

〈

I(DG), x1, . . . , xk
〉

=
〈

I(DF ), x1, . . . , xk
〉

= J (say).
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z

x1 x2 xk

Proposition 3.8. If DH is a Cohen-Macaulay graph, then DF

is a Cohen-Macaulay graph.

Proof. We set R = K[x1, . . . , xn, z], A = K[x1, . . . , xn] and

ht (I(DH)) = g + 1. Since DH is unmixed, from Lemma 2.2

we have L3(C) = φ for any strong vertex cover C of DH . So

{z, x1, . . . , xk} can not be in any strong vertex cover of DH .

Hence the polynomial f = z − x1 − · · · − xk is regular on

R/I(DH) as it is clearly not contained in any associated prime

of I(DH). Therefore there is a sequence {f, f1, . . . , fm} reg-

ular on R/I(DH) so that {f1, . . . , fm} ⊂ A+, where m =
n − g − 1. Observe that {f1, . . . , fm} is in fact a regular se-

quence on A/I(DG), which gives

depth (A/I(DG)) = depth (R/
〈

I(DG), z
d
〉

) ≥ n− g − 1,

where d = w(z). Next, we use the exact sequence

0 −→ R/(I(DH) : z
d)[−d]

zd

−→ R/I(DH)
ψ

−→ R/
〈

I(DH), z
d
〉

−→ 0

which is equivalent to

0 −→ R/J [−d]
zd

−→ R/I(DH)
ψ

−→ R/
〈

I(DG), z
d
〉

−→ 0.

Now depth (R/I(DH)) = dim (R/I(DH)) = n − g. By

depth lemma we get depth (R/J) ≥ n − g. Since there is a

minimal vertex cover of DH containing {x1, . . . , xk}, we have

height (J) = g + 1. Therefore R/J is Cohen-Macaulay and

hence DF is Cohen-Macaulay. �
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Proposition 3.9. Assume that {x1, . . . , xk} is not contained in

any minimal vertex cover of DG and

height (
〈

I(DG), x1, . . . , xk
〉

) = height (I(DG)) + 1.

IfDF andDG are Cohen-Macaulay, thenDH is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. The assumption on {x1, . . . , xk} forces

height (I(DH)) = height (I(DG)) + 1.

Consider the exact sequence

0 −→ R/J [−d]
zd

−→ R/I(DH)
ψ

−→ R/
〈

I(DG), z
d
〉

−→ 0.

Now depth (R/
〈

I(DG), z
d
〉

) = dim (R/
〈

I(DG), z
d
〉

) = n −
g, where g = height (I(DG)). Since DF is Cohen-Macaulay,

R/
〈

I(DF ), x1, . . . , xk
〉

= R/J is Cohen-Macaulay. So we

have

depth (R/J) = dim (R/J) = n− g.

Using depth lemma we get from the above exact sequence

depth (R/I(DH)) = n− g = dim (R/I(DH)).

Hence DH is Cohen-Macaulay. �

Corollary 3.10. If DG is Cohen-Macaulay and {x1, . . . , xk−1}
is a minimal vertex cover forDG, thenDH is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. Note that I(DF ) = 0 in this case and hence the proof

follows. �

Special Case of Second Construction: We are taking same

configuration as in second construction with w(z) = 1 but di-

rection of edges between xi and z may be anything for i =
{1, . . . k}. We may assume (x1, z), . . . , (xs, z) ∈ E(DH) and

(z, xs+1), . . . , (z, xk) ∈ E(DH).
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z

x1 x2 xk

w(z) = 1

Proposition 3.11. If DH is a Cohen-Macaulay graph and for

any vertex v of DF adjacent to xj where s + 1 ≤ j ≤ k we

have (v, xj) ∈ E(DG), then DF is a Cohen-Macaulay graph.

Proof. Following the same arguments and notations as in proof

of Propostion 3.8 we get f = z − x1 − · · · − xk is regular

on R/I(DH). Therefore there is a sequence {f, f1, . . . , fm}
regular on R/I(DH) so that {f1, . . . , fm} ⊂ A+, where m =
n − g − 1. Observe that {f1, . . . , fm} is in fact a regular se-

quence on A/I(DG), which gives

depth (A/I(DG)) = depth (R/
〈

I(DG), z
〉

) ≥ n− g − 1.

Next, we use the exact sequence

0 −→ R/(I(DH) : z)[−1]
z

−→ R/I(DH)
ψ

−→ R/
〈

I(DH), z
〉

−→ 0

which is equivalent to

0 −→ R/J [−1]
z

−→ R/I(DH)
ψ

−→ R/
〈

I(DG), z
〉

−→ 0,

where J =
〈

I(DG), x1, . . . , xs, x
w(xs+1)
s+1 , . . . , x

w(xk)
k

〉

.

Now depth (R/I(DH)) = dim (R/I(DH)) = n − g. By

depth lemma we have depth (R/J) ≥ n − g. Again by the

given condition on the vertices of DF we have

J =
〈

I(DF ), x1, . . . , xs, x
w(xs+1)
s+1 , . . . , x

w(xk)
k

〉

.
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There is a minimal vertex cover ofDH containing {x1, . . . , xk}
and so height (J) = g+1. Therefore R/J is Cohen-Macaulay

and thus DF is Cohen-Macaulay. �

Proposition 3.12. Assume that {x1, . . . , xk} are not contained

in any minimal vertex cover of DG and

height (J) = height (I(DG)) + 1,

where J =
〈

I(DG), x1, . . . , xs, x
w(xs+1)
s+1 , . . . , x

w(xk)
k

〉

. Also as-

sume for any vertex v ofDF adjacent to xj where s+1 ≤ j ≤ k
we have (v, xj) ∈ E(DG). IfDF andDG are Cohen-Macaulay,

then DH is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. The assumption on {x1, . . . , xk} forces

ht (I(DH)) = ht (I(DG)) + 1.

Consider the exact sequence

0 −→ R/J [−1]
z

−→ R/I(DH)
ψ

−→ R/
〈

I(DG), z
〉

−→ 0.

By the given condition on the vertices of DF we also have

J =
〈

I(DF ), x1, . . . , xs, x
w(xs+1)
s+1 , . . . , x

w(xk)
k

〉

.

Since DG is cohen-macaulay,

depth (R/(I(DG), z) = dim (R/(I(DG), z) = n− g,

where g = height (I(DG)). Again DF is Cohen-Macaulay im-

plies R/J is Cohen-Macaulay. So we have depth (R/J) =
n − g. Using depth lemma we get from the above exact se-

quence

depth (R/I(DH)) = n− g = dim (R/I(DH)).

Hence DH is Cohen-Macaulay. �
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Corollary 3.13. If DG is Cohen-Macaulay, {x1, . . . , xk−1} is a

minimal vertex cover for DG and for any vertex v of DF adja-

cent to xj where s+1 ≤ j ≤ k we have (v, xj) ∈ E(DG), then

DH is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. Note that I(DF ) = 0 in this case and hence the proof

follows by Proposition 3.12. �

4. COHEN-MACAULAY EDGE IDEALS OF WEIGHTED

ORIENTED CYCLES

Proposition 4.1. ([11], Proposition 54) If G is a path, then the

following conditions are equivalent:

(1) R/I(DG) is Cohen-Macaulay.

(2) I(DG) is unmixed.

(3) |V (G)| = 2 or |V (G)| = 4. In the second case, if (x2, x1) ∈
E(DG) or (x3, x4) ∈ E(DG), then w(x2) = 1 or w(x3) =
1 respectively.

Proposition 4.2. Let DG be a Cohen-Macaulay weighted ori-

ented graph whose underlying graph G is a cycle. Then G is

either C3 or C5.

Proof. I(DG) is Cohen-Macaulay implies I(G) is Cohen-Macaulay

by ([11], Proposition 51). Since G is a cycle, by ([16], Corol-

lary 7.3.19) we have I(G) is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if G
is C3 or C5. Hence the result follows. �

Theorem 4.3. I(DC3
) is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if there

exists x ∈ V (DC3
) such that w(x) = 1.

Proof. ” =⇒ ” I(DC3
) is Cohen-Macaulay implies I(DC3

) is

unmixed. Then by ([11], Theorem 49) there exists x ∈ V (DC3
)

such that w(x) = 1.
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” ⇐= ” Compare DC3
with the special case of second con-

struction and consider z = x. Now DC3
\ {x} is a weighted

oriented path of two vertices and so it is Cohen-Macaulay by

Proposition 4.1. Hence from Corollary 3.13 we have I(DC3
) is

Cohen-Macaulay. �

x1 x2

x3

x4

x5

w(x5) 6= 1 w(x3) 6= 1

1 1

1

D1

x1 x2

x3

x4

x5

w(x5) 6= 1

w(x4) 6= 1

1 1

1

D2

x1 x2

x3

x4

x5

w(x5) 6= 1

w(x4) 6= 1

w(x3) 6= 1

1 1

D3

x1 x2

x3

x4

x5

w(x5) 6= 1 w(x3) 6= 1

1 w(x2) 6= 1

1

D4

Theorem 4.4. ([11], Theorem 49) If G ≃ Cn, then I(DG) is

unmixed if and only if one of the following conditions hold:

(1) n = 3 and there is x ∈ V (DG) such that w(x) = 1.

(2) n ∈ {4, 7} and the vertices of V (DG)
+ are sinks.

(3) n = 5, there is (x, y) ∈ E(DG) with w(x) = w(y) = 1 and

DG 6∈ {D1, D2, D3}.

(4) DG ≃ D4.
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x1 x2

x3

x4

x5

1 1

1

D5

x1 x2

x3

x4

x5

1 1

D6

x1 x2

x3

x4

x5

1 1

D7

x1 x2

x3

x4

x51 1

1 1

w(x4) 6= 1

D8

Theorem 4.5. If H ≃ C5, then I(DH) is Cohen-Macaulay if

and only if DH ≃ D4 or there is (x, y) ∈ E(DH) with w(x) =
w(y) = 1 and DH 6∈ {D1, D2, D3}.

Proof. ” =⇒ ” I(DH) is Cohen-Macaulay implies I(DH) is

unmixed. Therefore by Theorem 4.4 the ”only if part” follows.

” ⇐= ” To prove the ”if part” we will consider some cases

and we will not consider the trivial case DH ≃ C5.

Case-1: DH ≃ D4. Now compare DH with the second

construction of previous section taking z = x3. Then DG =
DH \ {x3} is a weighted oriented path on four vertices and

so DG is Cohen-Macaulay by Theorem 4.1. Again DF =
DG\{x2, x4} being a weighted oriented path on two vertices is

Cohen-Macaulay by Theorem 4.1. Note that {x2, x4} can not

be contained in any minimal vertex cover of DG and

height (
〈

I(DG), x2, x4
〉

) = 3 = height (I(DG)) + 1.
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Hence by Proposition 3.9 DH is Cohen-Macaulay.

If there is (x, y) ∈ E(DH) with w(x) = w(y) = 1 and

DH 6∈ {D1, D2, D3}, then DH is one of {D5, D6, D7, D8}.

Case-2: DH ≃ D5. Take x3 = z and proceed similar

like case-1. Then by Proposition 3.9 we get DH is Cohen-

Macaulay.

Case-3: DH ≃ D6. Similarly in this case taking x3 = z and

using Proposition 3.9 we get DH is Cohen-Macaulay.

Case-4: DH ≃ D7. In this case consider x4 = z and use

Proposition 3.9 to we get DH is Cohen-Macaulay.

Case-5: DH ≃ D8. We consider some sub-cases and based

on that we will choose z. For (x4, x3) ∈ E(DH) take x3 = z,

for (x4, x5) ∈ E(DH) take x5 = z, for (x3, x4), (x5, x4) ∈
E(DH) take x4 = z and use Proposition 3.9 to we get DH is

Cohen-Macaulay. �

Now we know the Conjecture 1.2 mentioned in [11] is true

for weighted oriented bipartite graph from ([7], Corollary 5.3),

holds for some graphs with perfect matching by Theorem 3.1

and ([5], Theorem 5) assures it is true for weighted oriented

forest also. By Theorem 4.3, Theorem 4.4, Theorem 4.5 we

can see that the Conjecture is true for weighted oriented cycles

also.

5. COHEN-MACAULAY ALEXANDER DUAL OF WEIGHTED

ORIENTED EDGE IDEALS

We are familiar to the concept of Alexander dual of square-

free monomial ideals (see [16], Definition 6.3.38). The notion

of Alexander duality for arbitrary monomial ideals was intro-

duced in [10]. In this section we will study Alexander dual of

edge ideals of weighted oriented graphs. First we shall recall

some definitions, notations and results from [10]:
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Let A = K[x1, . . . , xn] be the polynomial ring over the field

K . Now any monomial of A can be determined by an unique

vector a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ N
n and an irreducible monomial

ideal is uniquely determined by a vector b = (b1, . . . , bn) ∈
N
n. We will use the following notation to represent them:

x
a = xa11 · · · xann and m

b =
〈

xbii | bi ≥ 1
〉

.

For a monomial ideal I we will denote the exponent of the least

common multiple of the minimal generators by the vector aI .

For two vectors a,b ∈ N
n we write b � a if each bi ≤ ai.

If 0 � b � a, a vector ba is defined as it’s ith coordinate is

ai + 1 − bi for bi ≥ 1 and 0 else. By ([10], Corollary 1.3)

we have b � aI for any m
b ∈ Irr(I), where Irr(I) denote

the set of irredundant irreducible components of I and so the

following definition make sense.

Definition 5.1 ([10]). Given a monomial ideal I and a � aI ,

the Alexander dual ideal Ia with respect to a is defined by

Ia =
〈

x
b
a

| mb ∈ Irr(I)
〉

.

For the special case when a = aI , we write I∨ = IaI .

Proposition 5.2 ([10], Corollary 2.14). (Ia)a = I , (ba)a = b

and

Ia =
⋂

{mb
a

| xb is a minimal generator of I}.

Example 5.3.

x1

x2

x3 x4

x5

x6

2

3

2 4

3

1

DG
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For the above weighted oriented graph DG we have

I = I(DG) =
〈

x1x
3

2
, x5x

2

1
, x1x6, x2x

4

4
, x6x

2

3
, x4x6, x6x

3

5

〉

=
〈

x2, x5, x6
〉

∩
〈

x1, x
4

4
, x6

〉

∩
〈

x2
1
, x2, x6

〉

∩
〈

x1, x
2

3
, x4, x

3

5

〉

∩
〈

x3
2
, x4

4
, x5, x6

〉

∩
〈

x2
1
, x3

2
, x4

4
, x6

〉

.

Here aI = (2, 3, 2, 4, 3, 1) and so we get

I∨ =
〈

x3
2
x3
5
x6, x

2

1
x4x6, x1x

3

2
x6, x

2

1
x3x

4

4
x5, x2x4x

3

5
x6, x1x2x4x6

〉

=
〈

x2
1
, x2

〉

∩
〈

x3
5
, x1

〉

∩
〈

x2
1
, x6

〉

∩
〈

x3
2
, x4

〉

∩
〈

x6, x3
〉

∩
〈

x4
4
, x6

〉

∩
〈

x6, x5
〉

.

Theorem 5.4 ([8] and [16]). Let G be a graph and let G be its

complement. Then I(G)∨ is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if G
is a chordal graph.

Note that generalized Alexander dual for any monomial ideal

in definition 5.1 matches with the Alexander dual of square-

free monomial ideal defined in [16].

Lemma 5.5. Let DG be a weighted oriented graph on the ver-

tex set V (DG) = {x1 . . . , xn}. We construct a simple graph

GD such that V (GD) = {x1,1, . . . , xn,1} ∪ {xk,2, . . . , xk,w(k) |
xk is not sink and w(k) 6= 1} and

E(GD) =
⋃

(xi,xj)∈E(DG)

{{xi,1, xj,1}, . . . , {xi,w(i), xj,1}}.

Then (I∨(pol))∨ = I(GD), where I = I(DG).

Proof. Let Cs be the set of strong vertex covers of DG. Then

by Theorem 2.3 we have I = I(DG) =
⋂

C∈Cs
IC is a primary

decomposition of J , where

IC =
〈

L1(C) ∪ {x
w(j)
j | xj ∈ L2(C) ∪ L3(C)}

〉

.
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Now let IC = m
bC and take a = aI = (w(1), . . . , w(n)). Then

we can write

I∨ = Ia =
〈

x
b
a

C | mbC = IC for someC ∈ Cs
〉

.

From Proposition 5.2 we have

I∨ =
⋂

{mb
a

| xb is a minimal generator of I}.

Observe that xb = xix
w(j)
j implies m

b
a

=
〈

x
w(i)
i , xj

〉

and so

I∨ =
⋂

(xi,xj)∈E(DG)

〈

x
w(i)
i , xj

〉

. Now, by ([2], Proposition 2.5)

we have

I∨(pol) =
⋂

(xi,xj)∈E(DG)

(〈

xi,1, xj,1
〉

∩ · · · ∩
〈

xi,w(i), xj,1
〉)

and hence

I∨(pol)∨ =
〈

{xi,1xj,1, . . . , xi,w(i)xj,1 | (xi, xj) ∈ E(DG)}
〉

= I(GD)

�

Let DG be a weighted oriented graph such that G is chordal.

Without loss of generality we can suppose (x1, . . . , xn) is a per-

fect elimination ordering for G. We say DG satisfies property

(∗) if the following conditions (∗) holds:

(∗)

If xj appears before xi in the ordering and {xj, xi} 6∈
E(G), then for any non-sink xk with (xk, xi) 6∈ E(DG)
and w(k) 6= 1 we should have (xk, xj) 6∈ E(DG).

Our next two results Theorem 5.6 and Theorem 5.7 give some

conditions for Cohen-Macaulay property of the Alexander dual

of the ideal I(DG), which can be seen as a generalization of the

Theorem 5.4.
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Theorem 5.6. Let DG be a weighted oriented graph. If G is

chordal and DG satisfies the property (∗) , then I∨ is Cohen-

Macaulay, where I = I(DG) .

Proof. Given G is chordal and so G satisfies a perfect elimina-

tion ordering, say (x1, . . . , xn). Let S = {xi1, xi2, . . . , xis} be

the set of non-sink vertices with w(ij) 6= 1 for 1 ≤ j ≤ s and

T = {xi1,2, . . . , xi1,w(i1), . . . , xis,2, . . . , xis,w(is)}.

Claim: (xi1,2, . . . , xi1,w(i1), . . . , xis,2, . . . , xis,w(is), x1,1, . . . , xn,1) is

a perfect elimination ordering for GD.

Since {xip,l, xiq,k} 6∈ E(GD) for 1 ≤ p, q ≤ s and 2 ≤ l ≤
w(ip), 2 ≤ k ≤ w(iq), the subgraph induced by ({xir,j} ∪

N (xir,j)) ∩ T in GD is complete. Therefore every xir,j ∈ T is

simplicial in the subgraph induced by the vertices

{xi1,2, . . . , xi1,w(i1), . . . , xir,2, . . . , xir,j}.

Again (x1, . . . , xn) is a perfect elimination ordering for G im-

plies ({xj,1} ∪ N (xj,1)) ∩ {x1,1, . . . , xj,1} induced a complete

subgraph of GD for each 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Let

N (xj,1) ∩ {x1,1, . . . , xj,1} = J

in GD. Suppose {xip,l, xj,1} ∈ E(GD) for some xip,l ∈ T . So

we have {xip,l, xj,1} 6∈ E(GD) i.e., (xip, xj) 6∈ E(DG). By

property (∗), we have for every xm,1 ∈ J

(xip, xm,1) 6∈ E(DG)

⇒ {xip,l, xm,1} 6∈ E(GD), for 2 ≤ l ≤ w(ip)

⇒ {xip,l, xm,1} ∈ E(GD)

Therefore xj,1 is simplicial in the subgraph induced by T ∪

{x1,1, . . . , xj,1} in GD. This is true for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n and so

the claim is proved. Hence GD is chordal and by Theorem 5.4

I(GD)∨ is Cohen-Macaulay. Now Lemma 5.5 gives I∨(pol) is
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Cohen-Macaulay and hence from Theorem 2.9 we have I∨ is

Cohen-Macaulay. �

Theorem 5.7. LetDG be a weighted oriented graph. If I(DG)
∨

is Cohen-Macaulay, then G is chordal.

Proof. Since I(DG)
∨ is Cohen-Macaulay, by Theorem 2.9 we

have I(DG)
∨(pol) is Cohen-Macaulay. By Lemma 5.5 I(GD)∨

is Cohen-Macaulay and hence from Theorem 5.4 we have GD

is chordal. Therefore G is chordal as G is an induced subgraph

of GD. �

Example 5.8.

x1

x2

x3 x4

x5

x6

2

3

2 1

4

3

DG

x1

x2

x3 x4

x5

x6

G

In the above graph DG, it is clear that G is chordal and DG

satisfies the property (∗) with respect to the perfect elimina-

tion ordering (x1, x3, x6, x2, x4, x5). Therefore by Theorem 5.6

I(DG)
∨ is Cohen-Macaulay.
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