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Abstract. Let G be a finite graph on [n] := {1, . . . , n} and κ(G) its vertex
connectivity. Let S = K[x1, . . . , xn] denote the polynomial ring in n variables
over a field K and I(Gc) the edge ideal of the complementary graph Gc of G. It
is a classical result that depthS/I(Gc) ≤ κ(G) + 1. We give a sharp lower bound
of depthS/I(Gc) in terms of n and κ(G). Furthermore, a sharp lower bound
of depthS/I(Gc)2 as well as that of depthS/I(Gc)(2) in terms of n and κ(G) is
given.

Introduction

Every graph to be studied is simple and finite. Let G be a graph on the vertex
set V (G) = {x1, . . . , xn} and E(G) the set of edges of G. For W ⊂ V (G), G −W
stands for the induced subgraph G|V (G)\W of G on V (G)\W . If G is not a complete
graph, then let κ(G) denote the smallest cardinality of W ⊂ V (G) for which G−W
is disconnected. We call κ(G) the vertex connectivity of G. In particular, G is
connected if and only if κ(G) > 0. If T is a tree on [n], then κ(G) = 1. If Cn is
a cycle of length n, then κ(Cn) = 2. We employ the convention that the vertex
connectivity of the complete graph on [n] is n− 1.

A clique of G is a subset C ⊂ V (G) for which {xi, xj} ∈ E(G) for all xi, xj ∈ C
with xi ̸= xj. The clique complex of G is the simplicial complex on V (G) which
consists of all cliques of G. Let S = K[x1, . . . , xn] denote the polynomial ring in n
variables over a field K. The Stanley–Reisner ideal of ∆(G) is the ideal

I∆(G) = (xixj : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, {xi, xj} ̸∈ E(G))

of S and the Stanley–Reisner ring of ∆(G) is the quotient ring K[∆(G)] = S/I∆(G).
The edge ideal of G is the ideal

I(G) = (xixj : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, {xi, xj} ∈ E(G)) ⊂ S.

One has I∆(G) = I(Gc), where Gc is the complementary graph ([3, p. 153]) of G.
It is observed in [11] that Hocster’s formula [3, Theorem 8.1.1] guarantees that

depthS/I(Gc) ≤ κ(G) + 1.(1)

If G is a chordal graph ([3, p. 155]), then the equality holds in (1), because I(Gc) has
a linear resolution [3, Theorem 9.2.3]. Finding a sharp lower bound of depthS/I(Gc)
in terms of n and κ(G) is one of our goals (Section 2). In addition, a sharp lower
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bound of depth of the second power depthS/I(Gc)2 together with that of the second
symbolic power depthS/I(Gc)(2) is studied (Sections 3 and 4).

1. Hocster’s formula

We recall what Hocster’s formula is and how to prove the inequality (1). Let G
be a graph on V (G) = {x1, . . . , xn} and ∆(G) the clique complex of G. Hochster’s
formula says that the (i, j)-th graded Betti number of K[∆(G)] is

βi,j(K[∆(G)]) =
∑
|W |=j

dimK H̃j−i−1(∆(G)|W ;K),

where
∆(G)|W := {σ ∈ ∆(G) : σ ⊂ W} = ∆(G)− (V (G) \W )).

In particular,

βi,i+1(K[∆(G)]) =
∑

|W |=i+1

dimK H̃0(∆(G)|W ;K).

In other words,

βn−i,n−i+1(K[∆(G)]) =
∑

|W |=i−1

dimK H̃0(∆(G)|[n]\W ;K).

Since dimK H̃0(∆(G)|[n]\W ;K) = 0 if and only if G−W is connected, it follows that
κ(G) ≥ i if and only if βn−i,n−i+1(K[∆(G)]) = 0. In other words, as is stated in [11]
explicitly, one has

κ(G) = max{ i : βn−i,n−i+1(K[∆(G)]) = 0}.
In particular,

βn−κ(G)−1,n−κ(G)(K[∆(G)]) ̸= 0.

It then follows that
proj dimK[∆(G)] ≥ n− κ(G)− 1.

Now, Auslander–Buchsbaum formula guarantees that

n− depthK[∆(G)] ≥ n− (κ(G) + 1).

In other words,

depthK[∆(G)]− 1 ≤ κ(G).

Since I∆(G) = I(Gc), the inequality (1) follows.

Example 1.1. Let G be a chordal graph on [n]. Since I(Gc) has a linear resolution
[3, Theorem 9.2.3], it follows that proj dimS/I(Gc) = n − κ(G) − 1. One has
depthS/I(Gc)− 1 = κ(G). See [4] for a related work.

Example 1.2. Let G be the non-chordal graph of Figure 1. One has κ(G) = 4.
Since S/I(Gc) = K[x1, . . . , x6]/(x2x5, x3x6), one has depthS/I(Gc) = 4.

Example 1.3. Let G = Kn,n,n denote the complete multipartite graph ([6, p. 394])
on 3n vertices. Then depthS/I(Gc) = 3 and κ(G) = 2n.
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Figure 1. Non-chrdal graph with κ(G) = depthS/I(Gc) = 4.

2. A lower bound of depth of edge ideals

Given a graph G on n vertices, a sharp lower bound of depthS/I(Gc) in terms of
n and κ(G) is given. Let G be a graph on V (G) = {x1, . . . , xn}. The neighbor set of
xi ∈ V (G) isNG(xi) := {xj : {xi, xj} ∈ E(G)}. In addition, NG[xi] := NG(xi)∪{xi}.
Let Kn be the complete graph on n vertices.

Theorem 2.1. Let G ̸= Kn be a graph on n vertices with κ(G) = k. One has

depthS/I(Gc) ≥
⌈ k

2(n− k − 1)

⌉
+ 1.

Proof. Let V (G) = {x1, . . . , xn} denote the vertex set of G. We prove the inequality

depthS/I(Gc) ≥ k

2(n− k − 1)
+ 1.

by using induction on n. Since G ̸= Kn, if n = 2, then G consists of two isolated
vertices. So, κ(G) = 0 and depthS/I(Gc) = 1. Let n ≥ 3 and ∆ = ∆(G). Suppose

that there are i and W ⊆ V (G) for which H̃i(∆|W ;K) ̸= 0. By virtue of Hochster’s
formula, what we must prove is

|W | − i ≤ n− k

2(n− k − 1)
.(2)

If W = ∅, then i = −1 and (2) is obvious. So, assume that |W | ≥ 1.

(Case 1.) Let W ̸= V (G). Since H̃i(∆|W ;K) ̸= 0, one has H̃i(∆(H);K) ̸= 0,
where H := G|W . In particular, H is not a complete graph. It then follows from
Hochser’s formula that

depthSH/I(H
c) ≤ i+ 1,

where SH := K[xi : xi ∈ W ]. We deduce from induction hypothesis that

depthSH/I(H
c) ≥ κ(H)

2(|W | − κ(H)− 1)
+ 1.

Consequently,
κ(H)

2(|W | − κ(H)− 1)
≤ i.
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Furthermore,

k = κ(G) ≤ κ(H) + n− |W |.
Since |W | − n < 0, it follows that

i ≥ k − n+ |W |
2(|W | − k + n− |W | − 1)

=
k − n+ |W |
2(n− k − 1)

≥ k

2(n− k − 1)
,

as desired.

(Case 2.) Let W = V (G). So, H̃i(∆;K) ̸= 0. Let V (G) \NG[x1] = {xi1 , . . . , xit}.
Since degG(x1) ≥ k, one has k ≤ n − t − 1. If i = 0, then H̃0(∆;K) ̸= 0 and G is
disconnected. So, k = 0 and (2) is obvious. Let i ≥ 1. It follows that

link∆({xi1}) := {σ ∈ ∆ : xi1 ̸∈ σ, σ ∪ {xi1} ∈ ∆}

is the clique complex of H1, where H1 is the induced subgraph of G on NG(xi1).

Suppose that H̃i−1(link∆({xi1});K) ̸= 0. In particular, H1 is not a complete
graph. Hochster’s formula says that

depthSH1/I(H
c
1) ≤ i,

where SH1 = K[xj : xj ∈ V (H1)]. We deduce from induction hypothesis that

depthSH1/I(H
c
1) ≥

κ(H1)

2(|V (H1)| − κ(H1)− 1)
+ 1.

It then follows that

i ≥ κ(H1)

2(|V (H1)| − κ(H1)− 1)
+ 1

Since

k = κ(G) ≤ κ(H1) + n− |V (H1)|
and

|V (H1)| = degG(xi1) ≥ k,

the computation done in (Case 1) yields

i ≥ k − n+ |V (H1)|
2(n− k − 1)

+ 1 ≥ k

2(n− k − 1)
.

So, we are done.

Suppose that H̃i−1(link∆({xi1});K) = 0. Since H̃i(∆;K) ̸= 0, by virtue of Mayer–

Vietoris sequence, it follows that H̃i(Γ;K) ̸= 0, where Γ := ∆|V (G)\{xi1
}, which is

the clique complex of G−{xi1}. If t = 1, then Γ is the clique complex of the induced

subgraph of G on NG[x1]. In particular, Γ is a cone which contradicts H̃i(Γ;K) ̸= 0.
Therefore, t ≥ 2. Let H2 be the induced subgraph of G − {xi1} on NG−{xi1

}(xi2),

whose clique complex is linkΓ({xi2}). Suppose that H̃i−1(linkΓ({xi2});K) ̸= 0. In
particular, H2 is not a complete graph. Hochster’s formula says that

depthSH2/I(H
c
2) ≤ i,
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where SH2 = K[xj : xj ∈ V (H2)]. We deduce from induction hypothesis that

depthSH2/I(H
c
2) ≥

κ(H2)

2(|V (H2)| − κ(H2)− 1)
+ 1.

It then follows that

i ≥ κ(H2)

2(|V (H2)| − κ(H2)− 1)
+ 1.

It follows from t ≥ 2 that k ≤ n− 3. Since

k = κ(G) ≤ κ(H2) + n− |V (H2)|
and

|V (H2)| ≥ degG(xi2)− 1 ≥ k − 1,

the computation done in (Case 1) yields

i ≥ k − n+ |V (H2)|
2(n− k − 1)

+ 1 ≥ k

2(n− k − 1)
.

So, we are done. Suppose that H̃i−1(linkΓ({xi2});K) = 0. Since H̃i(Γ;K) ̸= 0, it
follows from Mayer–Vietoris sequence that

H̃i(∆|V (G)\{xi1
,xi2

};K) = H̃i(Γ|(V (G)\{xi1
})\{xi2

};K) ̸= 0.

Repeating the above procedures and using t ≤ n− k − 1, we deduce that

H̃i(∆− {xi1 , . . . , xiℓ};K) ̸= 0

for each 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ t. In particular,

H̃i(∆− {xi1 , . . . , xit};K) ̸= 0.

Finally, recall that {xi1 , . . . , xit} = V (G) \ NG[x1]. Hence ∆ − {xi1 , . . . , xit} is the
clique complex of the induced subgraph of G on NG[x1]. Since ∆− {xi1 , . . . , xit} is

a cone, one has H̃i(∆−{xi1 , . . . , xit};K) = 0, a contradiction. □

One of the dirsct consequences of Theorem 2.1 is that if depthS/I(Gc) = 2, then

k ≤
⌊ 2n− 2

3

⌋
.(3)

It would be of interest to classify all pairs (n, k) for which there is a graph G on n
vertices with k = κ(G) and depthS/I(Gc) = 2.

Example 2.2. Let n ≥ 5. Let cn denote the cycle of length n on {x1, . . . , xn} and
C ′

n that on {x1′ , . . . , xn′}. Let G be the graph on {x1, . . . , xn, x1′ . . . , xn′} obtained
from the disjoint union of Cn ∪ C ′

n by adding those edges {xi, x
′
j} with i ̸= j. One

easily see that k = κ(G) = n + 1 and depthS/I(Gc) = 2. For example, if n = 10,
then k = 6. Thus one has the equality in (3).

On the other hand, assume that G = K5,5 is a complete bipartite graph. Then
k = κ(G) = 5 and depthS/I(Gc) = 2. By removing edges of K5,5, one easily
construct a graph Hi on 10 vertices with k = κ(G) = i, where i = 1, 2, 3, 4, and
depthS/I(Gc) = 2.
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3. Depth of second symbolic powers of edge ideals

We now turn to the study on a lower bound of depth of the quotient ring of the
second symbolic power I(Gc)(2) of an edge ideal I(Gc).

Theorem 3.1. Let G ̸= Kn be a graph on n vertices with κ(G) = k. One has

depthS/I(Gc)(2) ≥
⌈ k

2(n− k − 1)

⌉
.

Proof. Parts of the proof are similar to that of [8, Theorem 4.2]. So, we only sketch
the proof with highlighting the difference. We show the inequality

depthS/I(Gc)(2) ≥ k

2(n− k − 1)
.

By virtue of the proof of [8, Theorem 4.2], we show that for each {xi, xj} ∈ E(Gc)
and for each A ⊆ NGc(xi) ∪NGc(xj) with xi, xj /∈ A, one has

(i) depthSA/(I(G
c \ A) : xi) ≥ k

2(n−k−1)
; and

(ii) depthSA/((I(G
c \ A) : xi) + (I(Gc \ A) : xj)) ≥ k

2(n−k−1)
− 1,

where SA = K[xk : xk /∈ A].
First we prove (i). Since xi /∈ A, one has

depthSA/(I(G
c \ A) : xi) ≥ 1.

Thus (i) is clear if k ≤ (2n− 2)/3. Let k > (2n− 2)/3. It follows from the proof of
[8, Theorem 4.2] that

depthSA/(I(G
c − A) : xi) = depthS ′/(I(Gc − (A ∪NGc [xi])) + 1,

where S ′ = K[xk : xk /∈ A ∪ NGc [xi]]. Now, set H := G − (A ∪ NGc [xi]). Then
Gc − (A ∪NGc [xi]) = Hc.

Suppose that either H is a complete graph or V (H) = ∅. One has

A ∪NGc [xi] ⊆ NGc(xi) ∪NGc(xj).

Since each vertex of G is contained at least k edges, each vertex of Gc is contained
at most n− k − 1 edges. Thus

|A ∪NGc [xi]| ≤ |NGc(xi) ∪NGc(xj)| ≤ 2(n− k − 1).

Consequently, |V (H)| ≥ 2k−n+2. Since H is either a complete graph or V (H) = ∅
and since k > (2n− 2)/3, it follows that

depthS ′/(I(Gc − (A ∪NGc [xi])) + 1

= depthS ′/I(Hc) + 1 = |V (H)|+ 1

≥ 2k − n+ 3 ≥ k

2
≥ k

2(n− k − 1)
.
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Suppose that V (H) ̸= ∅ and H is not a complete graph. Theorem 2.1 says that

depthS ′/(I(Gc \ (A ∪NGc [xi])) + 1

=depthS ′/I(Hc) + 1

≥ κ(H)

2(|V (H)− κ(H)− 1)
+ 1

≥ k − n+ |V (H)|
2(n− k − 1)

+ 1

≥ k

2(n− k − 1)
( since |V (H)| ≥ 2k − n+ 2).

This completes the proof of (i).
The proof of (ii) is similar. □

4. Depth of second powers of edge ideals

Finally, a lower bound of depth of the quotient ring of the second power I(Gc)2

of an edge ideal I(Gc) is studied.

Lemma 4.1. Let k and n be integers with 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 2 and k > (2n− 2)/3. One
has

3k − 2n+ 3 ≥ k

2(n− k − 1)
− 1.

Proof. If k ≤ (6n− 6)/7, then

k

2(n− k − 1)
≤ 3

and the assertion follows from 3k − 2n+ 3 ≥ 2. If k > (6n− 6)/7, then

3k − 2n+ 3 ≥ k

2
≥ k

2(n− k − 1)
,

as desired. □

Theorem 4.2. Let G ̸= Kn be a graph on n vertices with κ(G) = k. Then

depthS/I(Gc)2 ≥
⌈ k

2(n− k − 1)

⌉
− 1.

Proof. Parts of the proof are similar to that of [10, Theorem 3.6]. We only sketch
the proof with highlighting the difference. We show the inequality

depthS/I(Gc)2 ≥ k

2(n− k − 1)
− 1.(4)

If k ≤ (2n− 2)/3, then
k

2(n− k − 1)
≤ 1 and (4) is trivial. Let k > (2n− 2)/3.
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By virtue of [10, Theorem 3.6], we show that for each {xi, xj} ∈ E(Gc) and for
each A ⊆ NGc(xi) ∪NGc(xj) with xi, xj /∈ A, one has

depthSA/(I(G
c \ A)2 : xixj) ≥

k

2(n− k − 1)
− 1,(5)

where SA := K[xk : xk /∈ A].
Set r := |NGc(xi) ∪ NGc(xj) \ {xi, xj}|. In particular |A| ≤ r. We prove (5) by

backward induction on |A|. Since each vertex of G is contained at least k edges,
each vertex of Gc is contained at most n− k − 1 edges. Since xi, xj ̸∈ A, it follows
that |A| ≤ 2(n− k − 2).

Suppose that |A| = r. Then Gc−A is the disjoint union of Gc−(NGc(xi)∪NGc(xj))
and the edge {xi, xj}. Hence,

(I(Gc \ A)2 : xixj) = I(Gc − A).

Consequently, Theorem 2.1 implies that

depthSA/(I(G
c − A)2 : xixj) ≥

κ(G \ A)
2(|V (G \ A)− κ(G \ A)− 1)

+ 1.(6)

Since

k = κ(G) ≤ κ(G \ A) + |A| ≤ κ(G \ A) + 2(n− k − 2),

the above inequality (6) implies that

depthSA/(I(G
c \ A)2 : xixj) ≥

k

2(n− k − 1)
.

Suppose that |A| < r. Set

L := NGc\A(xi) ∩NGc\A(xj).

It follows from [1, Theorems 6.5 and 6.7] that

(I(Gc − A)2 : xixj) = I(Gc − A)

+ (xpxq : xp ∈ NGc−A(xi), xq ∈ NGc−A(xj), p ̸= q)

+ (x2
k : xk ∈ L).

As a consequence, there is a graph H for which I(H) is the polarization ([3, p. 19])
of (I(Gc \ A)2 : xixj). Let

V (H) = {xt | xt ∈ V (G \ A} ∪ {yk|xk ∈ L}.

Also, let T be the polynomial ring over K whose variables correspond to the vertices
of H. We know from [3, Corollary 1.6.3] that

depthSA/(I(G
c \ A)2 : xixj) = depthT/I(H)− |L|.
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First, suppose that L = ∅. It follows from [9, Lemma 3.2] and [7, Corollary 1.3]
that

depthSA/(I(G
c − A)2 : xixj)

= depthSA/(I(G
c − A)(2) : xixj)

≥ depthSA/I(G
c − A)(2),

Since xixj ∈ E(Gc − A), we conclude that G − A is not a complete graph. Hence,
it follows from Theorem 3.1 and the above inequality that

depthSA/(I(G
c − A)2 : xixj) ≥

κ(G \ A)
2(|V (G \ A)| − κ(G \ A)− 1)

.(7)

Since

k = κ(G) ≤ κ(G \ A) + |A| ≤ κ(G \ A) + 2(n− k − 2),

it follows from (7) that

depthSA/(I(G
c − A)2 : xixj) ≥

k

2(n− k − 1)
− 1.

Second, suppose that L ̸= ∅ and choose a vertex xℓ ∈ L. It follows from [2,
Lemma 5.1] that

depthT/I(H) ∈ {depthT/(I(H), xℓ), depthT/(I(H) : xℓ)}.
So, the following two cases arise.

(Case 1.) Suppose that depthT/I(H) = depthT/(I(H), xℓ). Since

(I(H), xℓ) = (I(H − xℓ), xℓ),

it follows that yℓ is a regular element on T/(I(H), xℓ). Furthermore, I(H \xℓ) is the
polarization of (I(G \ (A ∪ {xℓ}))2 : xixj). It then follows from [3, Corollary 1.6.3]
and our backward induction on |A| that

depthSA/(I(G
c \ A)2 : xixj)

= depthT/I(H)− |L|
= depthT/(I(H \ xℓ), xℓ)− |L|

≥ k

2(n− k − 1)
− 1 + |L| − 1 + 1− |L|

=
k

2(n− k − 1)
− 1,

as desired.

(Case 2.) Suppose that depthT/I(H) = depthT/(I(H) : xℓ). Set

G′ := G− (NGc(xi) ∪NGc(xj) ∪NGc(xℓ)).

It follows from the structure of H that

(I(H) : xℓ) = I(G′c) + (xk : xk ∈ NH(xℓ)).
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In particular, the variables in the set {yℓ′ : xℓ′ ∈ L, ℓ ̸= ℓ′} ∪ {xℓ} form a regular
sequence on T/I(H). Set S ′ := K[xk : xk ∈ V (G′)]. One has

depthT/I(H) = depthS ′/I(G′c) + |L|.

Recall that each vertex of Gc belongs to at most n− k − 1 edges. Therefore,

|(NGc(xi) ∪NGc(xj) ∪NGc(xℓ)| ≤ 3(n− k − 1).

As a consequence, |V (G′)| ≥ 3k − 2n+ 3. If G′ is a complete graph, then

depthSA/(I(G
c \ A)2 : xixj)

= depthT/I(H)− |L|
= |V (G′)|+ |L| − |L| = |V (G′)| ≥ 3k − 2n+ 3

≥ k

2(n− k − 1)
− 1,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 4.1. If G′ is not a complete graph,
then we deduce from Theorem 2.1 that

depthSA/(I(G
c \ A)2 : xixj)

= depthT/I(H)− |L|

≥ κ(G′)

2(|V (G′)− κ(G′)− 1)
+ 1 + |L| − |L|

=
κ(G′)

2(|V (G′)− κ(G′)− 1)
+ 1.

Furthermore, since

k = κ(G) ≤ κ(G′) + |V (G)| − |V (G′)| ≤ κ(G′) + 3(n− k − 1),

one has

depthSA/(I(G
c \ A)2 : xixj) ≥

k

2(n− k − 1)
− 1,

as desired. □

Example 4.3. Let G = C6. One has depthS/I(Gc) = 2, depthS/I(Gc)(2) = 1, and
depthS/I(Gc)2 = 0. Thus, the equality holds in each of the inequalities of Theorems
2.1, 3.1 and 4.2.
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Andes, Bogotá, Colombia
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