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CHARACTERIZATION OF GRAPHS WHOSE A SMALL POWER

OF THEIR EDGE IDEALS HAS A LINEAR FREE RESOLUTION

NGUYEN CONG MINH AND THANH VU

Dedicated to Professor Lê Tuân Hoa on the occasion of his 65th birthday

Abstract. Let I(G) be the edge ideal of a simple graph G. We prove that I(G)2

has a linear free resolution if and only if G is gap-free and reg I(G) ≤ 3. Similarly,
we show that I(G)3 has a linear free resolution if and only if G is gap-free and
reg I(G) ≤ 4. We deduce these characterizations from a general formula for the
regularity of powers of edge ideals of gap-free graphs

reg(I(G)s) = max(reg I(G) + s− 1, 2s),

for s = 2, 3.

1. Introduction

Let G be a simple graph on n vertices. Denote I(G) the edge ideal of G, i.e.,
squarefree monomial ideal in a polynomial ring S = k[x1, ..., xn] over a field k generated
by xixj where {i, j} is an edge of G. Fröberg [F] proved that I(G) has a linear
resolution if and only if G is the complement of a chordal graph. Herzog, Hibi, and
Zheng [HHZ] showed that in this case, all powers of I(G) have a linear resolution as
well. Since the establishment of the asymptotic linearity of the regularity of powers
of ideals in [CHT, Kod], this was the first explicit computation of the regularity of
powers of ideals for a large class of graphs. Given a graph G, we know that there exist
natural numbers q and b(G) depending only on G such that reg I(G)s = 2s+ b(G) for
all s ≥ q. The smallest such natural number q is called the regularity stabilization
index of I(G), denoted by rstab(G). In [MV3], we construct examples of graphsG such
that b(G) depends on the characteristic of the base field. Hence for general graphs,
one cannot hope to have a combinatorial characterization of b(G). On the other hand,
Ha, Francisco, and Van Tuyl [NP, Proposition 1.3] showed that if a power of I(G) has
a linear relation, then G must be gap-free, i.e., the induced matching number of G is
one and asked if I(G)s have a linear resolution for s ≥ 2. In [NP], Nevo and Peeva
constructed a gap-free graph G with reg I(G) = 4 and I(G)2 does not have a linear
resolution. Computation showed that for this particular example, I(G)3 and I(G)4

have a linear resolution, and they asked whether b(G) = 0 if and only if G is gap-free.
With current techniques, this problem is still challenging. As stated in [EHHM], one
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of the recent targets is to classify graphs G for which I(G)2 has a linear resolution.
We complete this in:

Theorem 1.1. Let I(G) be the edge ideal of a simple graph G. Then I(G)2 has a

linear resolution if and only if G is gap-free and reg I(G) ≤ 3.

We also prove that a similar characterization holds for the third power

Theorem 1.2. Let I(G) be the edge ideal of a simple graph G. Then I(G)3 has a

linear resolution if and only if G is gap-free and reg I(G) ≤ 4.

By the above-mentioned result of Ha, Francisco, and Van Tuyl, it suffices to restrict
to gap-free graphs in order to classify graphs for which a power of their edge ideals has
a linear resolution. Indeed, we deduce our characterizations from the following result
on the regularity of the second and third powers of edge ideals of gap-free graphs.

Theorem 1.3. Let I(G) be the edge ideal of a gap-free graph G. Then

reg I(G)s = max(reg I(G) + s− 1, 2s),

for s = 2, 3.

Other sources of motivation for studying the regularity of edge ideals of gap-free
graphs and their powers are the following. Dao, Huneke, and Schweig [DHS] proved
that the regularity of I(G) is bounded above by a log function of the number of
variables. On the other hand, based on the result of Januszkiewicz and Swiatkowski
[JS], Constantinescu, Kahle, and Varbaro [CKV] constructed gap-free graphs whose
regularity is an arbitrary positive integer. Theorem 1.3 implies that for gap-free
graphs of regularity at least 4 have rstab(G) ≥ 3. We note that, in any current known
results about the regularity of powers, we have rstab(G) ≤ 2. Furthermore, by the
construction of Lutz and Nevo [LN], there are infinitely many gap-free graphs whose
regularity is a specified positive number.

Partly motivated by the question of Nevo and Peeva, Barnejee [B] developed a
technique to bound the regularity of powers by bounding the regularity of certain
colon ideals. Indeed, his technique has played an important role in much subsequent
work on the regularity of powers of edge ideals, e.g. [AB, ABS, BHT, BN, Er, JNS].
This technique was further modified to apply to the study of the regularity of symbolic
powers of edge ideals, e.g. [F1, F2, F3, JK].

For a radical ideal I in S, I(s) denotes the s-th symbolic powers of I. In [MNPTV,
MV2], we develop another approach toward computing the regularity of powers of edge
ideals of graphs and comparing it with the symbolic powers via the study of the degree
complexes (see subsection 2.4 for more details). Using these techniques, we proved
that reg I(G)s = reg I(G)(s) for s ≤ 3 and compute reg Is∆ for all one-dimensional
simplicial complex ∆. We further demonstrate its usefulness in this paper in proving
Theorem 1.3. First, we prove the following lower bound for arbitrary squarefree
monomial ideals.
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Lemma 1.4. Let I be a squarefree monomial ideal. Then

reg I + s− 1 ≤ min(reg Is, reg I(s)).

Note that this result is of independent interest for squarefree monomial ideals, as
there are monomial ideals I with reg I > reg I2 (see [NV, Remark 5.9]).

To establish Theorem 1.3, by [MNPTV, Theorem 1.1] and Lemma 1.4, it remains to
prove that reg I(G)(s) ≤ max(reg I(G) + s− 1, 2s) for gap-free graphs G and s = 2, 3.
To accomplish that, we use a recent result of Hien and Trung [HiTr] to bound the
degree of extremal exponents of symbolic powers of I(G) (see subsection 2.4 for the
definition of extremal exponents). For each extremal exponent a of I(G)(s) for s = 2, 3,

we expressed
√
I(s) : xa as the intersection of sums of ideals of the form I : xj. Hence,

the corresponding degree complexes is the union of simplicial cones. Chasing along
the long exact sequence of homology groups, we deduce the desired conclusion.

Based on the evidences in Theorem 1.3 and Lemma 1.4, we propose the following:

Conjecture A. Let I be the edge ideal of a gap-free graph G. Then

reg(Is) = reg(I(s)) = max(reg I + s− 1, 2s),

for all s ≥ 2.

Conjecture A implies that the stabilization index of edge ideals of graphs could be
an arbitrary natural number.

Now we explain the organization of the paper. In Section 2, we recall some notation
and basic facts about graphs and their edge ideals, the symbolic powers of squarefree
monomial ideals, the degree complexes, and Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity. In Sec-
tion 3, we prove Theorem 1.3 for s = 2 and deduce Theorem 1.1. In Section 4, we
prove Theorem 1.3 for s = 3 and deduce Theorem 1.2.

2. Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity, symbolic powers, and degree

complexes

In this section, we recall some definitions and properties concerning simplicial com-
plexes and Stanley-Reisner correspondence, graphs and their edge ideals, Castelnuovo-
Mumford regularity, the symbolic powers of a squarefree monomial ideal, and the
degree complexes of a monomial ideal. We then prove Lemma 1.4. The interested
readers are referred to ([BH, D, E, S]) for more details.

2.1. Simplicial complexes and Stanley-Reisner correspondence. Let ∆ be a
simplicial complex on [n] = {1, . . . , n} that is a collection of subsets of [n] closed
under taking subsets. We put dimF = |F |−1, where |F | is the cardinality of F . The
dimension of ∆ is dim∆ = max{dimF | F ∈ ∆}. The set of its maximal elements
under inclusion, called by facets, is denoted by F(∆).

A simplicial complex ∆ is called a cone over x ∈ [n] if x ∈ B for any B ∈ F(∆).
For a face F ∈ ∆, the link of F in ∆ is the subsimplicial complex of ∆ defined by

lk∆ F = {G ∈ ∆ | F ∪G ∈ ∆, F ∩G = ∅}.
3



For each subset F of [n], let xF =
∏

i∈F xi be a squarefree monomial in S. We now
recall the Stanley-Reisner correspondence.

Definition 2.1. For a squarefree monomial ideal I, the Stanley-Reisner complex of
I is defined by

∆(I) = {F ⊆ [n] | xF /∈ I}.
For a simplicial complex ∆, the Stanley-Reisner ideal of ∆ is defined by

I∆ = (xF | F /∈ ∆).

The Stanley-Reisner ring of ∆ is k[∆] = S/I∆.

From the definition, it is easy to see the following:

Lemma 2.2. Let I, J be squarefree monomial ideals of S = k[x1, . . . , xn]. Then

(1) I ⊆ J if and only if ∆(I) ⊇ ∆(J).
(2) ∆(I) is a cone over t ∈ [n] if and only if xt does not divide any minimal

generator of I.
(3) ∆(I + J) = ∆(I) ∩∆(J).
(4) ∆(I ∩ J) = ∆(I) ∪∆(J).

Each simplicial complex ∆ gives rise to an augmented oriented chain complex
(C(∆), ǫ) over k.

Definition 2.3. The q-th reduced homology group of ∆ with coefficients k, denoted

H̃q(∆; k) is defined to be the q-th homology group of the augmented oriented chain
complex of ∆ over k.

A simplicial complex ∆ is called acyclic if H̃i(∆; k) = 0 for all i.

Remark 2.4. (1) If ∆ is the empty complex (i.e., ∆ = {∅}), then H̃i(∆; k) 6= 0
if and only if i = −1.

(2) If ∆ is a cone over some t ∈ [n] or ∆ is the void complex (i.e., ∆ = ∅), then it
is acyclic.

The following simple lemma [MNPTV, Lemma 2.5] will be useful later on.

Lemma 2.5. Let ∆ be a simplicial complex on [n] with H̃i−1(∆; k) 6= 0 for some

i ≥ 0. Assume that ∆ = Γ1 ∪ Γ2 is a decomposition of ∆ as the union of two subsim-

plicial complexes. Then at least one of the homology groups H̃i−1(Γ1; k), H̃i−1(Γ2; k),

H̃i−2(Γ1 ∩ Γ2; k) is non-zero.

2.2. Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity. Let m = (x1, . . . , xn) be the maximal ho-
mogeneous ideal of S = k[x1, . . . , xn], a standard graded polynomial ring over a field
k. For a finitely generated graded S-module L, the Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity
(or regularity for short) of L is defined to be

reg(L) = max{i+ j | H i
m(L)j 6= 0},

where H i
m(L) denotes the i-th local cohomology module of L with respect to m.

For a non-zero proper homogeneous ideal J of S, we have reg(J) = reg(S/J) + 1.
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2.3. Symbolic powers of squarefree monomial ideals. Let I be a non-zero and
proper homogeneous ideal of S. Let {P1, . . . , Pr} be the set of the minimal prime
ideals of I. Given a positive integer s, the s-th symbolic power of I is defined by

I(s) =

r⋂

i=1

IsSPi
∩ S.

For an exponent a ∈ N
n, xa denotes the monomial xa1

1 · · ·xan
n . For a monomial f in

S, we denote ∂∗(f)
∂∗(xa)

the ∗-partial derivative of f with respect to xa, which is derivative

without coefficients. We define

I [s] =

(
f ∈ S | ∂∗f

∂∗xa
∈ I, for all xa with |a| ≤ s− 1

)
,

the s-th ∗-differential power of I. When I is a squarefree monomial ideal, the symbolic
powers of I are equal to the ∗-differential powers of I [MNPTV, Lemma 2.6].

Lemma 2.6. Let I be a squarefree monomial ideal. Then I(s) = I [s].

2.4. Degree complexes. Together with Nam, Phong, and Thuy, we show that the
regularity of a monomial ideal can be computed in terms of its degree complexes as
follows.

Lemma 2.7. Let I be a monomial ideal in S. Then

reg(S/I) = max{|a|+ i | a ∈ N
n, i ≥ 0, H̃i−1(lk∆a(I) F ; k) 6= 0

for some F ∈ ∆a(I) with F ∩ supp a = ∅},
where ∆a(I) = ∆(

√
I : xa) is the degree complex of I in degree a. In particular, if

I = I∆ is the Stanley-Reisner ideal of a simplicial complex ∆ then reg(k[∆]) = max{i |
i ≥ 0, H̃i−1(lk∆ F ; k) 6= 0 for some F ∈ ∆}.
Proof. Follows from [MNPTV, Lemma 2.12] and [MNPTV, Lemma 2.19]. �

Definition 2.8. Let I be a monomial ideal in S.

(1) A pair (a, i) ∈ N
n ×N is called an extremal pair of I if reg(S/I) = |a| + i as

in Lemma 2.7.
(2) The exponent a in an extremal pair (a, i) is called an extremal exponent of I.

For a monomial f in S and i ∈ [n], degi(f) = max(t | xt
i divides f) denote the

degree of xi in f . For a monomial ideal I, ρi(I) is defined by

ρi(I) = max(degi(u) | u is a minimal monomial generator of I).

Remark 2.9. By [MNPTV, Remark 2.13] and [MV2, Lemma 2.6], we have

(1) Let a be an extremal exponent of I. Then xa /∈ I and ∆a(I) is not a cone
over any t ∈ supp a. Furthermore, a belongs to the finite set

Γ(I) = {a ∈ N
n | aj < ρj(I) for all j = 1, . . . , n}.
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(2) In particular, for a squarefree monomial ideal I, if a is an extremal exponent
of I(s) then ai < s.

While our motivation is to study the regularity of the ordinary power Is, studying
the regularity of intermediate ideals lying between Is and I(s) gives us insight into
understanding the regularity of Is. We first recall the following

Definition 2.10. Let J ⊆ K be monomial ideals in S. We denote Inter(J,K) the set
of intermediate ideals between J and K containing all monomial ideals L such that
L = J + (f1, . . . , ft) where fj are among minimal generators of K.

Lemma 2.11. Let I be a nonzero squarefree monomial ideal and J ∈ Inter(Is, I(s))
be an intermediate ideal. Assume that |a| ≤ s− 1. Then ∆a(J) = ∆(I).

Proof. By Lemma 2.7, it suffices to prove that
√
J : xa = I. Since I ⊆

√
Is : xa ⊆√

J : xa ⊆
√
I(s) : xa, it suffices to prove the equality for J = I(s), which follows

directly from Lemma 2.6. We note that Hoa and Trung have proved this equality for
J = I(s) in [HTr, Lemma 1.3]. �

Consequently, we deduce the following lower bound on the regularity of powers of
ideals.

Lemma 2.12. Let I be a nonzero squarefree monomial ideal. Then for any interme-

diate ideal J ∈ Inter(Is, I(s)), we have

reg J ≥ reg I + s− 1.

Proof. By using Hochster’s formula (also see Lemma 2.7), we can choose F ∈ ∆(I)

and i ≥ 0 such that reg(R/I) = i and H̃i−1(lk∆(I) F ; k) 6= 0. Since I is nonzero,
suppF is a proper subset of [n]. Hence there exists j ∈ [n] such that j /∈ F . Let
xa = xs−1

j . By Lemma 2.11, ∆a(J) = ∆(I). Using Lemma 2.7, we deduce that
reg J ≥ |a|+ reg I = reg I + s− 1 as required. �

For symbolic powers of a squarefree monomial ideal, we have an upper bound for
an extremal exponent as follows.

Theorem 2.13. Let I be a nonzero squarefree monomial ideal and s ≥ 1. Let a be

an extremal exponent of I(s). Then

|a| ≤ δ(I)(s− 1),

where the constant δ(I) is defined as in [DHNT]. In particular, |a| ≤ 2s− 2 for any

extremal exponent of I(s) if I is an edge ideal of a simple graph.

Proof. By assumption, there exists i such that H̃i−1(lk∆a(I(s)) F ; k) 6= 0 for some F ∈
∆a(I

(s)) with F ∩ supp a = ∅. Assume that F = {m+ 1, ..., n}. Let b = (b1, . . . , bn)
be a vector with bi = ai if i = 1, . . . , m and bi = −1, otherwise. Then,

∆b(I
(s)) = lk∆a(I(s)) F and Gb = F.
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With the same proof of [HiTr, Theorem 2.2], let J = IS[x−1
i | i ∈ F ] ∩ k[x1, . . . , xm]

and a′ = (a1, . . . , am), then ∆b(I
(s)) = ∆a′(J (s)). It is noted that |a′| = |a|. From

this,

H i
n(k[x1, . . . , xm]/J

(s))a′ 6= 0,

where n = (x1, . . . , xm). By [HiTr, Theorem 2.2], we have

|a| = |a′| ≤ δ(J)(s− 1) ≤ δ(I)(s− 1).

Our the last statement is followed by [DHNT, Example 4.4]. �

2.5. Graphs and their edge ideals. Let G denote a finite simple graph over the
vertex set V (G) = [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n} and the edge set E(G). For a vertex x ∈ V (G),
let the neighbours of x be the subset NG(x) = {y ∈ V (G) | {x, y} ∈ E(G)}, and set
NG[x] = NG(x)∪{x}. For a subset U of the vertices set V (G), NG(U) and NG[U ] are
defined by NG(U) = ∪u∈UNG(u) and NG[U ] = ∪u∈UNG[u]. If G is fixed, we shall use
N(U) or N [U ] for short.

An independent set in G is a set of pairwise non-adjacent vertices.
A subgraph H is called an induced subgraph of G if for any vertices u, v ∈ V (H) ⊆

V (G) then {u, v} ∈ E(H) if and only if {u, v} ∈ E(G).
A gap is a pair of disjoint edges forming an induced subgraph of G. A gap-free

graph is one with no gaps. From the definition, we get the following lemma.

Lemma 2.14. Assume that G is gap-free and xjxk is an edge of G. Then the restric-

tion of G to [n] \N [{j, k}] has no edges.

The edge ideal of G is defined to be

I(G) = (xixj | {i, j} ∈ E(G)) ⊆ S.

For simplicity, we often write i ∈ G (resp. ij ∈ G) instead of i ∈ V (G) (resp.
{i, j} ∈ E(G)). By abuse of notation, we also call xixj ∈ I(G) an edge of G.

2.6. Radicals of colon ideals. We start with a simple observation.

Lemma 2.15. Let I be a monomial ideal in S generated by the monomials f1, . . . , fr
and a ∈ N

n. Then
√
I : xa is generated by

√
f1/ gcd(f1, xa), . . . ,

√
fr/ gcd(fr, xa).

Proof. See [MNPTV, Lemma 2.24]. �

Assume now that I = I(G) is the edge ideal of a graph. Let f be a monomial. The
I-order of f is defined by

ordI(f) = max(t | f ∈ I t).

From the definition, it is clear that if g|f , then ordI(g) ≤ ordI(f). Let a ∈ N
n be an

exponent, we now recall the following description of
√
Is : xa [MV2, Lemma 2.18].
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Lemma 2.16. Let F be an independent set of G and a ∈ N
n an exponent. Assume

that

(2.1)
∑

j∈N(F )

aj + ordI




∏

u/∈N [F ]

xau
u



 ≥ s,

then xF ∈
√
Is : xa. Conversely, if xF is a minimal generator of

√
Is : xa then (2.1)

holds.

3. Linear resolutions of the second power of edge ideals of graphs

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 for s = 2 and then deduce a characterization
of graphs whose second powers have a linear resolution.

Theorem 3.1. Let I be the edge ideal of a gap-free graph G. Let J ∈ Inter(I2, I(2))
be an intermediate ideal. Then

reg J = reg I2 = reg I(2) = max(reg I + 1, 4).

Proof. By Lemma 2.12, [MV1, Theorem 1.4], and degree reason, it suffices to prove
that reg I(2) ≤ max(reg I + 1, 4). Let (a, i) be an extremal pair of I(2). Fix a face F

of ∆a(I
(2)) such that F ∩ supp a = ∅ and H̃i−1(lk∆a(I(2)) F ; k) 6= 0. By Lemma 2.11,

Theorem 2.13, and Remark 2.9, we may assume that xa = x1x2. First, we prove

(3.1)
√
I(2) : xa = (I : x1) ∩ (I : x2).

Proof of Eq. (3.1). Let f be a monomial in I(2) : xa. By Lemma 2.6, x1f and x2f
belongs to I. Thus f belongs to the right hand side. Since (I : x1)∩ (I : x2) is radical,
taking the radical, we deduce that the left hand side is contained in the right hand
side. Conversely, assume that f is a minimal monomial generator of (I : x1)∩ (I : x2).

Since I ⊆
√
I(2) : xa, we may assume that supp f is an independent set. By Lemma

2.16 and the fact that N(supp f) ⊇ {1, 2}, f ∈
√
I2 : xa ⊆

√
I(2) : xa. �

Thus, ∆a(I
(2)) = Γ1∪Γ2 where Γ1 and Γ2 are the simplicial complexes corresponding

to I : x1 and I : x2. Since suppF ∩ {1, 2} = ∅, lkΓ1 F and lkΓ2 F are cones over 1 and

2 respectively. By Lemma 2.5, we must have H̃i−2(lkΓ1∩Γ2 F ; k) 6= 0. Furthermore,
Γ1 ∩ Γ2 is the simplicial complex corresponding to I + N({1, 2}). If x1x2 /∈ I, then
Γ1 ∩ Γ2 is a cone over {1, 2}, so is lkΓ1∩Γ2 F , which is a contradiction. Thus, we may
assume that x1x2 ∈ I. In this case, since G is gap-free, by Lemma 2.14, I +N({1, 2})
is generated by variables. Hence, Γ1∩Γ2 = ∆(I+N [{1, 2}]) is a simplex. Thus, i = 1
and reg I(2) ≤ |a|+ i+ 1 = 4. �

Theorem 3.2. Let I be the edge ideal of a simple graph G. Then I2 has a linear

resolution if and only if G is gap-free and reg I ≤ 3.

Proof. Assume that G is gap-free and reg I ≤ 3. By Theorem 3.1, reg I2 = 4. Thus,
I2 has a linear free resolution.

8



Conversely, assume that I2 has a linear free resolution. By [NP, Proposition 1.3],
G is gap-free. Now by Theorem 3.1, we have reg I2 = max{reg I + 1, 4} = 4. Thus,
reg I ≤ 3. The conclusion follows. �

Remark 3.3. It is interesting to find a combinatorial characterization of gap-free
graphs G with reg I(G) ≤ 3.

Remark 3.4. By Lemma 2.12 and [BN, Theorem 1.2], for any graph G, reg I(G)2 ∈
{reg I(G) + 1, reg I(G) + 2}.

4. Linear resolutions of the third power of edge ideals of graphs

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 for s = 3 and then deduce a characterization
of graphs whose third powers have a linear resolution.

Theorem 4.1. Let I be the edge ideal of a gap-free graph G. Let J ∈ Inter(I3, I(3))
be an intermediate ideal. Then

reg J = reg I3 = reg I(3) = max(reg I + 2, 6).

By Lemma 2.12, [MV1, Theorem 1.4], and degree reason, it suffices to prove that
reg I(3) ≤ max(reg I + 2, 6). Let (a, i) be an extremal pair of I(3). Fix a face F of

∆a(I
(3)) such that F ∩ supp a = ∅ and H̃i−1(lk∆a(I(3)) F ; k) 6= 0. By Lemma 2.11 and

Theorem 2.13, we may assume that 3 ≤ |a| ≤ 4. We separate the case |a| = 3 and
|a| = 4 in the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that |a| = 3. Then |a|+ i ≤ 5.

Proof. By Remark 2.9, there are two cases as follows.
Case 1. xa = x2

1x2. First, we claim that

(4.1)
√
I(3) : xa = (I : x1) ∩ (I : x2).

Proof of Eq. (4.1). Let f be a monomial in I(3) : xa. By Lemma 2.6,

(4.2) ∂∗(x2
1x2f)/∂

∗(x2
1) = x2f ∈ I and ∂∗(x2

1x2f)/∂
∗(x1x2) = x1f ∈ I.

Thus, f ∈ (I : x1) ∩ (I : x2). Taking radical, we deduce that the right hand side
contains the left hand side. Now assume that f is a minimal monomial generator of (I :

x1)∩(I : x2) . Since I ⊆
√
I(3) : xa, we may assume that supp f is an independent set.

By Lemma 2.16 and the fact that N(supp f) ⊇ {1, 2}, f ∈
√
I3 : xa ⊆

√
I(3) : xa. �

Thus, ∆a(I
(3)) = Γ1 ∪ Γ2, where Γ1, Γ2 are simplicial complexes corresponding to

I : x1 and I : x2 respectively. With arguments similar to the proof of Theorem 3.1,
we deduce that i ≤ 1 and |a|+ i ≤ 4.
Case 2. xa = x1x2x3. We claim that

(4.3)
√
I(3) : xa = (I : x1) ∩ (I : x2) ∩ (I : x3).

The proof is similar to that of Eq. (4.1). Thus, ∆a(I
(3)) = Γ1 ∪ Γ2 ∪ Γ3 where

Γ1,Γ2,Γ3 are simplicial complexes corresponding to I : x1, I : x2, I : x3 respectively.
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Since F ∩ supp a = ∅, lkΓ1 F , lkΓ2 F , and lkΓ3 F are cones over 1, 2, and 3 respectively.
By Lemma 2.5, either H̃i−1(lkΓ1∪Γ2 F ; k) 6= 0 or H̃i−2(lk(Γ1∪Γ2)∩Γ3 F ; k) 6= 0. For the
first case, with arguments similar to the proof of Theorem 3.1, we deduce that i ≤ 1.

Hence |a|+ i ≤ 4. Thus, we may assume that H̃i−2(lk(Γ1∪Γ2)∩Γ3 F ; k) 6= 0. By Lemma
2.5 and symmetry, we have two subcases.

Subcase 2.a. H̃i−2(lkΓ1∩Γ3 F ; k) 6= 0. With an argument similar to the proof of
Theorem 3.1, we deduce that 13 is an edge of G and Γ1∩Γ3 is a simplex. Thus, i = 1
and |a|+ i = 4.

Subcase 2.b. H̃i−3(lkΓ1∩Γ2∩Γ3 F ; k) 6= 0. Note that Γ1∩Γ2∩Γ3 = ∆(I+N({1, 2, 3})).
Since F ∩ {1, 2, 3} = ∅, for Γ1 ∩ Γ2 ∩ Γ3 not be a cone over j for j ∈ {1, 2, 3} we must
have j ∈ N({1, 2, 3}). In this case I + N({1, 2, 3}) = I + N [{1, 2, 3}] is generated
by variables by Lemma 2.14. Hence, Γ1 ∩ Γ2 ∩ Γ3 is a simplex. Thus, i − 3 = −1.
Therefore, |a|+ i = 5. The conclusion follows. �

Lemma 4.3. Assume that |a| = 4. Then |a|+ i ≤ 5.

Proof. By Remark 2.9, there are three cases as follows.

Case 1. xa = x2
1x

2
2. First, we have

√
I(3) : xa = (I : x1)∩ (I : x2). With an argument

similar to the proof of Theorem 3.1, we deduce that i = 1. Hence |a|+ i = 5.
Case 2. xa = x2

1x2x3. First, we claim that

(4.4)
√
I(3) : xa = (I : x1) ∩ (I : (x2x3))

Proof of Eq. (4.4). Let f be a monomial in I(3) : xa. By Lemma 2.6, we see that x2
1f

and x2x3f ∈ I. Taking radical, we see that the right hand side contains the left hand
side. Conversely, let f be a minimal monomial generator of (I : x1) ∩ (I : (x2x3)).

Since I ⊆
√
I(3) : xa, we may assume that supp f is an independent set. By Lemma

2.16, it is easy to check that f ∈
√
I3 : xa ⊆

√
I(3) : xa. The conclusion follows. �

If x2x3 ∈ I, then ∆a(I
(3)) = ∆(I : x1) is a cone over 1. Since F ∩ {1, 2, 3} =

∅, lk∆a(I(3)) F is a cone over 1, which is a contradiction. Thus, x2x3 /∈ I. Let Γ1

and Γ2 be the simplicial complexes corresponding to I : x1 and I : (x2x3). Then
∆a(I

(3)) = Γ1 ∪ Γ2. Since F ∩ {1, 2, 3} = ∅, lkΓ1 F and lkΓ2 F are cones over 1 and

23 respectively. By Lemma 2.5, we must have H̃i−2(lkΓ1∩Γ2 F ; k) 6= 0. Note that
Γ1 ∩ Γ2 = I +N({1, 2, 3}). By Remark 2.9, we must have 1, 2, 3 ∈ N({1, 2, 3}). This
implies that x1x2, x1x3 ∈ I. By Lemma 2.14, I + N({1, 2, 3}) is a simplex. Thus
i = 1. Hence, |a|+ i = 5 as required.
Case 3. xa = x1x2x3x4. Let H be the restriction of G to {1, 2, 3, 4}. Since G is
gap-free, H is gap-free. Since xa /∈ I(3), by [MNPTV, Theorem 2.10], |E(H)| ≤ 5.
Denote Hc the complement of H in the complete graph on 1, 2, 3, 4. First, we claim
that

(4.5)
√
I(3) : xa = ∩e∈HcI : e.

Proof of Eq. (4.5). Let f be a minimal generator of
√
I(3) : xa. By Lemma 2.6, there

exists t > 0 such that xixjf
t ∈ I for all i 6= j ∈ supp a. Hence, f ∈ I : (xixj). Thus,
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the left hand side is contained in the right hand side. Conversely, let f be a minimal
generator of the right hand side. We may assume that supp f is an independent set.
Since Hc has at least one edge, |N(f) ∩ supp a| ≥ 1. If |N(f) ∩ supp a| ≥ 3 then

f ∈
√
I3 : xa by Lemma 2.16. If |N(f) ∩ supp a| = 2, say N(f) ∩ supp a = {1, 2}.

Then we must have x3x4 ∈ I. By Lemma 2.16, f ∈
√
I3 : xa. If |N(f) ∩ supp a| = 1,

say N(f) ∩ supp a = {1}, then we must have x2x3, x3x4, x2x4 ∈ I. In other words,
x2x3x4 ∈ I(2). Hence xaf ∈ I(2)I ⊆ I(3). The conclusion follows. �

For each e ∈ Hc, let Γe = ∆(I : e). Then Γe is a cone over supp e. We have
Γ = ∆a(I

(3)) = ∪e∈HcΓe. Since xa /∈ I(3), |E(Hc)| ≥ 1. Furthermore, since F ∩
{1, 2, 3, 4} = ∅, lkΓe

F is a cone over supp e. Since H̃i−1(lkΓ F ; k) 6= 0, we must have
|E(Hc)| ≥ 2. If |E(Hc)| = 2, then Γ = Γ1∪Γ2, where Γ1 and Γ2 corresponds to I : e1,

I : e2, with e1, e2 are the two edges of Hc. By Lemma 2.5, H̃i−2(lkΓ1∩Γ2 F ; k) 6= 0.
Since Γ1 ∩ Γ2 = ∆(I : e1 + I : e2), for it not be a cone over any t ∈ e1 ∪ e2 we must
have e1 ⊆ N(e2) and e2 ⊆ N(e1). In this case, by Lemma 2.14, Γ1 ∩ Γ2 is a simplex.
Thus, i = 1 and |a| + i = 5. It remains to consider the cases where |E(Hc)| ≥ 3,
equivalently |E(H)| ≤ 3.

Subcase 3.a. |E(H)| = 0. In this case, we have

(4.6) Γ = Γ12 ∪ Γ13 ∪ Γ14 ∪ Γ23 ∪ Γ24 ∪ Γ34.

We see that (Γ12 ∪ Γ13 ∪ Γ14 ∪ Γ23 ∪ Γ24) ∩ Γ34, (Γ12 ∪ Γ13 ∪ Γ14 ∪ Γ23) ∩ Γ24, (Γ12 ∪
Γ13∪Γ23)∩Γ14 are cones over 4 and (Γ12∪Γ13)∩Γ23,Γ12∩Γ13 are cones over 3. Since
F ∩ {1, 2, 3, 4} = ∅, we have a contradiction by Lemma 2.5.

Subcase 3.b. |E(H)| = 1. We may assume that x1x2 ∈ G. In this case, we have

(4.7) Γ = Γ13 ∪ Γ14 ∪ Γ23 ∪ Γ24 ∪ Γ34.

We see that (Γ13 ∪ Γ14 ∪ Γ23 ∪ Γ24) ∩ Γ34, (Γ13 ∪ Γ14 ∪ Γ23) ∩ Γ24, (Γ13 ∪ Γ23) ∩ Γ14

are cones over 4 and Γ13 ∩ Γ23 is a cone over 3. Since F ∩ {1, 2, 3, 4} = ∅, we have a
contradiction by Lemma 2.5.

Subcase 3.c. |E(H)| = 2. Since H is gap-free, we may assume that x1x2, x1x3 ∈ H .
In this case, we have

(4.8) Γ = Γ14 ∪ Γ23 ∪ Γ24 ∪ Γ34.

We see that (Γ14 ∪ Γ23 ∪ Γ24)∩ Γ34, (Γ14 ∪ Γ23)∩ Γ24,Γ14 ∩ Γ23 are cones over 4. Since
F ∩ {1, 2, 3, 4} = ∅, we have a contradiction by Lemma 2.5.

Subcase 3.d. |E(H)| = 3. Since H is gap-free, we may assume that x1x2, x1x3 ∈ H .
There are three subcases.

3.d.α. x1x2, x1x3, x1x4 ∈ G. We have

(4.9) Γ = Γ23 ∪ Γ24 ∪ Γ34.

Since (Γ23 ∪Γ24)∩Γ34 and Γ23 ∩Γ24 are cones over 4 and F ∩{1, 2, 3, 4} = ∅, we have
a contradiction by Lemma 2.5.
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3.d.β. x1x2, x1x3, x2x3 ∈ G. We have

(4.10) Γ = Γ14 ∪ Γ24 ∪ Γ34.

Hence, Γ is a cone over 4, a contradiction.
3.d.γ. x1x2, x1x3, x3x4 ∈ G. We have

(4.11) Γ = Γ23 ∪ Γ14 ∪ Γ24.

Since Γ23 is a cone over {2, 3} and Γ14∪Γ24 is a cone over 4, by Lemma 2.5 we deduce

that H̃i−2(lk(Γ14∪Γ24)∩Γ23
F ; k) 6= 0. Note that

(4.12) Γ14 ∩ Γ23 = ∆(I +N [{1, 2, 3, 4}]) ⊆ ∆(I +N({2, 3, 4})) = Γ24 ∩ Γ23.

Hence, (Γ14 ∪ Γ24) ∩ Γ23 = Γ24 ∩ Γ23 is a cone over 2, a contradiction. �

Theorem 4.4. Let I be the edge ideal of a simple graph G. Then I3 has a linear

resolution if and only if G is gap-free and reg I ≤ 4.

Proof. Assume that G is gap-free and reg I ≤ 4. By Theorem 4.1, reg I3 = 6. Thus,
I3 has a linear free resolution.

Conversely, assume that I3 has a linear free resolution. By [NP, Proposition 1.3],
G is gap-free. Now by Theorem 4.1, we have reg I3 = max{reg I + 2, 6} = 6. Thus
reg I ≤ 4, as required. �

Remark 4.5. It is interesting to find a combinatorial characterization of gap-free
graphs G with reg I(G) ≤ 4.

Acknowledgment. We are grateful to Prof. Seyed Amin Seyed Fakhari for many
discussions on the results of this paper.
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