arXiv:2409.01639v1 [math.AC] 3 Sep 2024

REGULARITY OF TWO CLASSES OF COHEN-MACAULAY BINOMIAL EDGE IDEALS

OM PRAKASH BHARDWAJ AND KAMALESH SAHA

ABSTRACT. Some recent investigations indicate that for the classification of Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals, it suffices to consider biconnected graphs with some whiskers attached (in short, ‘block with whiskers’). This paper provides explicit combinatorial formulae for the Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity of two specific classes of Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals: (i) chain of cycles with whiskers and (ii) r-regular r-connected block with whiskers. For the first type, we introduce a new invariant of graphs in terms of the number of blocks in certain induced block graphs, and this invariant may help determine the regularity of other classes of binomial edge ideals. For the second type, we present the formula as a linear function of r.

1. INTRODUCTION

In combinatorial commutative algebra, researchers often connect ideals in polynomial rings to various combinatorial objects, exploring their relevance and applications in other research areas. Generally, people investigate algebraic properties and invariants of these ideals in relation to the corresponding combinatorial objects. One notable class of ideals that has garnered significant interest in recent years is the binomial edge ideals of graphs. These ideals draw considerable attention due to their nice structure and properties. To begin, let us define binomial edge ideals.

Let G be a simple graph with vertex set V (G) = [n] = {1, . . . , n} and edge set E(G), where E(G) is a collection of subsets of V (G) with exactly two elements. Then the binomial edge ideal of G, denoted by J_G, is an ideal of S defined as

J_G := ⟨ f_{ij} = x_iy_j − x_j y_i | {i, j} ∈ E(G) with i < j ⟩ , where S is the polynomial ring K [x_1 , . . . , x_n, y_1, . . . , y_n] over a field K .

The study of binomial edge ideals began in 2010 with independent studies by Herzog et al. [8] and Ohtani [16]. Binomial edge ideals can be interpreted as a broader form of the determinantal ideals associated with the 2-minors of a 2×n matrix of indeterminates. One key motivation behind studying these ideals stems from their relevance to algebraic statistics. Mainly, these ideals appear in the study of ‘conditional independence statements’ as demonstrated in [8, Section 4].

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 13D02, 13H10, 13F65, 05E40, 05C25.

Key words and phrases. Binomial edge ideals, Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity, Cohen-Macaulay rings, chain of cycles, r-regular r-connected block. 1

Among all the studies regarding binomial edge ideals, two investigations stand out in their own way: (i) the Cohen-Macaulay property and (ii) the Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity (in short, regularity) of binomial edge ideals. Unlike monomial edge ideals of graphs, to our best knowledge, there are no instances in the literature where the Cohen-Macaulay property or the regularity of binomial edge ideals depends on the characteristics of the base field K .

A significant body of research has focused on understanding Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals ([1], [2], [3], [7], [8], [11], [13], [17], [18], [19], [21], [22]), yet a comprehensive combinatorial characterization is still open. Notably, a recent paper [3] has made significant progress in this direction. Specifically, the authors of [3] introduced the concept of accessible graphs ([3, Definition 2.2]) to give a possible combinatorial interpretation of Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals. They proved that if J_G is Cohen-Macaulay, then G must be accessible, and they proposed [3, Conjecture 1.1] regarding the converse. This conjecture has been confirmed for several graph classes, including bipartite and chordal (see [3], [4], [13], [22]).

In addition to investigating the Cohen-Macaulay property of binomial edge ideals, considerable efforts have been directed towards determining the regularity of binomial edge ideals for various classes of graphs (see [6] and [12] for a comprehensive survey). Due to [3, Conjecture 1.1], we believe that the regularity of Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals does not depend on the characteristic of the underlying field and may have some nice combinatorial description. To date, we know the exact formulae for the regularity of Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals of block graphs [10, Corollary 3.3] and bipartite graphs [9, Theorem 4.7]. Although there are some other classes of Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals, which have been combinatorially classified, their regularity remains unexplored. This includes classes such as chordal graphs [3], traceable graphs [3], a chain of cycles attached with some whiskers [13], and r-regular r-connected block with whiskers [22].

In this paper, we explicitly give combinatorial formulae for the regularity of two classes of Cohen- Macaulay binomial edge ideals: (i) chain of cycles attached with some whiskers (classified in [13]) and (ii) the class given in [22], which includes r-regular r-connected blocks attached with some whiskers. Mainly, we use the regularity lemma, the regularity formula for decomposable graphs and the regularity of certain block graphs to establish the upper bound of the regularity of the desired classes. In [5, Corollary 2.7], Conca and Varbaro showed that for a graded ideal in a polynomial ring with a square-free initial ideal for some term order, the regularity of that ideal and its initial ideal are equal. We use this result by examining the initial ideals of binomial edge ideals to get the required lower bound of the regularity for the second class. The paper is structured as follows:

Section 2 is devoted to discussing the necessary prerequisites. Let B be a chain of cycles (see Definition 3.1), and B be the graph after attaching some whisker to B. Then it has been proved in [13, Theorem 3] that J_B is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if B satisfies [13, Setup 1]. In Section 3, we provide the exact combinatorial formula of the regularity for Cohen-Macaulay J_B . The formula is based on the number of blocks in an induced block graph of B whose binomial edge ideal is Cohen- Macaulay. Let H be a block graph (see Definition 2.1). Then J_H is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if no vertex of H belongs to more than two maximal cliques (see [7, Theorem 1.1]). Again, if H is a block graph with J_H Cohen-Macaulay, then by [10, Corollary 3.3], we have reg(S/J_H ) = b(H), where b(H) denote the number of blocks (maximal cliques) in H. Now, for any simple graph G, let us define the following new invariant:

b(G) := max{b(H) | H is an induced block graph of G with J_H Cohen-Macaulay}.

The following is the main theorem of Section 3.

Theorem 3.6. Let G = B with J_G Cohen-Macaulay, where B is a chain of cycles. Then reg(S/J_G) = b(G). In Section 4, we find the regularity of the class of Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals given in [22]. Let K_m denote the complete graph on m vertices. Corresponding to two complete graphs K_m and K_n and a positive integer 2 ≤ r ≤ min{m, n}, the author in [22] construct a graph K_m ⋆_r K_n such that J_{Km⋆r Kn} is Cohen-Macaulay. Particularly, when m = n = r it gives any r-regular r-connected block whose binomial edge ideal is Cohen-Macaulay after attaching some whiskers to it. The following gives the formula for the regularity of S/J_G, where G = K_m ⋆_r K_n.

Theorem 4.1, 4.9. Let G = K_m ⋆_r K_n. Then we have

reg(S/J_G) =

4 if r = 2 and m > 2 or n > 2 3 if r = m = n = 2 2r − 1 if r > 2.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We assume all graphs are simple and finite. Let G be a graph. A graph H is said to be an induced subgraph of G if V (H) ⊂ V (G) and E(H) = {e ∈ E(G) | e ⊂ V (H)}. For T ⊂ V (G), we write G \ T to denote the induced subgraph of G on the vertex set V (G) \ T , and also, we write G[T ] to mean the induced subgraph of G on the vertex set T . For a vertex v ∈ V (G), we say N_G(v) = {u ∈ V (G) | {u, v} ∈ E(G)} the neighbour set of v in G. If N_G(v) = {u}, then {u, v} ∈ E(G) is called a whisker attached to u. The degree of a vertex v ∈ V (G) is |N_G(v)|. A cycle of length n is a connected graph on n vertices such that the degree of each vertex is 2. A path from u to v of length n in G is a sequence of vertices u = v_0, . . . , v_n = v ∈ V (G), such that {v_{i−1}, v_i} ∈ E(G) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and v_i ≠ v_j if i ≠ j.

A graph is said to be complete if there is an edge between every pair of vertices, and we denote the complete graph on n vertices by K_n. A clique of a graph G is an induced complete subgraph of G. A vertex v ∈ V (G) is called a free vertex of G if the induced subgraph of G on N_G(v) is complete. A graph G is said to be a gluing of G_1 and G_2 at the vertex v, if G = G_1 ∪G_2 with V (G_1)∩V (G_2) = {v} such that v is a free vertex of both G_1 and G_2. The notion of gluing was introduced in [17] to study the Cohen-Macaulay property of binomial edge ideals. In literature, people also use to say G is 3

decomposable into G_1 and G_2 instead of saying gluing and write G = G_1 ∪_v G_2 to mean G is a gluing of G_1 and G_2 at the vertex v. A vertex v ∈ V (G) is said to be a cut vertex of G if the removal of v from G increases the number of connected components.

Definition 2.1. A graph G is said to be chordal if G has no induced cycle of length greater than 3. If any two distinct maximal cliques of a chordal graph G intersect in at most one vertex, then G is known as a block graph. By a block in a block graph, we mean a maximal clique.

Theorem 2.2 ([7, Theorem 1.1]). Let G be a block graph. Then J_G is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if each vertex of G is the intersection of at most two maximal cliques

Remark 2.3. Let G be a gluing of two graphs G_1 and G_2. Then by [10, Theorem 3.1],

reg(S/J_G) = reg(S_1/J_{G1} ) + reg(S_2/J_{G2} ),

where S_1 and S_2 are the corresponding polynomial rings of J_{G1} and J_{G2} . As an application [10, Corollary 3.3], we get reg(S/J_G) = b(G) if G is a block graph with J_G Cohen-Macaulay.

Definition 2.4. Let v ∉ V (G). Then the cone of v on G, denoted by cone(v, G), is the graph with vertex set V (G) ∪ {v} and edge set E(G) ∪ {{u, v} | u ∈ V (G)}.

The study of binomial edge ideals of the cone on a graph was initiated in [17]. Later, the concept of cone had been generalized to the join of two graphs in [20].

Let G be a graph and v be any vertex of G. Let us define a graph G_v such that V (G_v) = V (G) and E(G_v) = E(G) ∪ {{i, j} | i, j ∈ N_G(v), i ≠ j}. The graph G_v plays an important role in the study of binomial edge ideal. In particular, thanks to [16, Lemma 4.8], we have the following exact sequence, which has been used extensively in many papers. 0 −→ S J_G −→ S ⟨J_{G\{v}}, x_v, y_v⟩ ⊕ S J_{Gv} −→ S ⟨J_{Gv \{v}}, x_v, y_v⟩ −→ 0. (2.1)

Note: By saying an ideal I of R is Cohen-Macaulay, we mean the quotient ring R/I is Cohen- Macaulay. Whenever we write S/J_G, we mean S to be the corresponding polynomial ring of the binomial edge ideal J_G.

3. REGULARITY OF CHAIN OF CYCLES WITH WHISKERS

In this section, we determine the combinatorial formula for the regularity of the class of Cohen- Macaulay binomial edge ideals provided in [13]. In particular, we find the regularity of the Cohen- Macaulay binomial edge ideal of a chain of cycles with whiskers.

A subgraph H of G spans G if V (H) = V (G). In a connected graph G, a chord of a tree H that spans G is an edge of G not in H. The number of chords of any spanning tree of a connected graph G, denoted by m(G), is called the cycle rank of G, and it is given by m(G) = |E(G)| − |V (G)| + 1. 4

Definition 3.1 ([13, Definition 3]). Let B be a block with m(B) = r such that B = ∪^r_{i=1}D_i, where D_i’s are cycles, E(D_i) ∩ E(D_{i+1}) = E(P ), where P is a path, and for all j ≠ i − 1, i, i + 1, E(D_i) ∩ E(D_j) = ∅. We call B a chain of cycles.

Definition 3.2. By a block B in a graph G, we mean a maximal biconnected induced subgraph of G. Let B be a block of a graph G and W = {w_1, . . . , w_r} be the set of cut vertices of G belonging to V (B). Then we define a graph B, called blcok with whiskers with respect to G, as follows: • V (B) = V (B) ∪ {f_1, . . . , f_r}; • E(B) = E(B) ∪ {{w_i, f_i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ r}. The edges {w_i, f_i} are called whiskers attached to B. Moreover, when the graph G is not mentioned, by a ‘block with whiskers’, we mean a biconnected graph B with some whiskers attached to it and denote it by B.

In [13], it has been completely characterized when J_B is Cohen-Macaulay for a chain of cycles B. If B is a chain of cycles, then J_B is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if B satisfies [13, Setup 1]. Due to [21, Proposition 3.2], if we replace the D_1 in [13, Setup 1] by any complete graph, then also J_B is Cohen-Macaulay. Thus, we will consider a bigger class of Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals, which contains the class chain of cycles with whiskers. In particular, we consider those blocks with whiskers, which satisfy the following setup (see Figure 1).

Setup 3.3. Let B be a block with whiskers, where B = ∪^r_{i=1}D_i is a chain of cycle with a possible replacement of D_1 by a complete graph, satisfying the following properties:

(i) D_1 ∈ {K_n, C_4 | n ≥ 3} and D_i ∈ {C_3, C_4} for each i ≥ 2; (ii) If D_i = C_4, then D_{i+1} = C_3;

(iii) E(D_i) ∩ E(D_{i+1}) = {w_i, u_i}, where w_i is a cut vertex and u_i is not a cut vertex; (iv) {w_i, w_{i+1}} ∈ E(D_{i+1}) (resp. {u_i, u_{i+1}} ∈ E(D_{i+1})) or w_i = w_{i+1} (resp. u_i = u_{i+1}); (v) If D_1 = C_4 with V (D_1) = {w_0, w_1, u_0, u_1} and {w_0, w_1}, {u_0, u_1} ∈ E(D_1), then w_0 and w_1 are cut vertices, whereas u_0 and u_1 are not cut vertices;

(vi) If D_r = C_4 with V (D_r) = {w_{r−1}, w_r, u_{r−1}, u_r} and {w_{r−1}, w_r}, {u_{r−1}, u_r} ∈ E(D_r), then w_{r−1} and w_r are cut vertices, whereas u_{r−1} and u_r are not cut vertices;

(vii) If v ∈ V (B) is such that v belongs to four D_i’s or v belongs to three D_i’s with v a vertex of a C_4, then v is a cut vertex of B.

Note: Due to Remark 2.3, we may assume G is not a decomposable graph satisfying Setup 3.3, i.e. G is not a complete graph. Corresponding to a cut vertex w of G, we denote the other vertex of the whisker attached to w by f_w.

Let G = B, where B satisfies Setup 3.3. We want to find the regularity of S/J_G, and for that purpose, we will define some terminologies to get a better picture of our proof. Define

S(G) := {D_i | D_i contains exactly one cut vertex of G}. 5

FIGURE 1. A graph B satisfying Setup 3.3.

Note that every member of S(G) is a complete graph, and at most, one member of S(G) can be a complete graph on more than three vertices. From the structure of G as mentioned in Setup 3.3, it is clear that after removing some cut vertices from G, we will get a block graph whose binomial edge ideal is Cohen-Macaulay. For example, remove all the cut vertices, and we will left with a path graph or gluing of a path graph and a complete graph. Thus, we define the following:

CMB(G) := {H | H = G \ W for some set of cut vertices W of G and H is a block graph with J_H Cohen-Macaulay}.

For any block graph H, let b(H) denote the number of blocks in H. Now, let us define b(G) for any graph G satisfying Setup 3.3 as follows: b(G) := max{b(H) | H ∈ CMB(G)}. Remark 3.4. Let H ∈ CMB(G) and H = G \ W for some collection W of cut vertices of G. Then, the following are easy to verify from Theorem 2.2 and Setup 3.3.

(i) If w ∈ V (G) is a cut vertex of G such that w belongs to more than one member of S(G), then w ∈ W . (ii) If D_i = C_4 for some i, then at least one of w_{i−1} or w_i belongs to W .

(iii) If D_i = C_3 contains two cut vertices of G, then D_{i−1}, D_{i+1} ∈ S(G) due to the condition (vii) of Setup 3.3. Therefore, if w is a cut vertex of G with w /∈ W , then N_G(w) ∩ W (G) ⊂ W as H ∈ CMB(G), where W (G) denotes the set of all cut vertices of G (i.e., if w is a cut vertex of G which also belongs to H, then the neighbour cut vertices of w should belong to W ).

Lemma 3.5. Let G be a graph satisfying Setup 3.3. If w is the first cut vertex of G (i.e., w ∈ V (D_1) and if D_1 ∼= C_4, then w = w_0), then b(G_w) < b(G).

Proof. We will break the proof into three cases:

Case-1: Suppose D_1 = C_4 (see Figure 2). Let b(G_w) = b(H) for some H ∈ CMB(G_w). Thus, H has to be of the form G_w \ W , where W is a collection of cut vertices of G_w. Note that w_1 belongs to more than one member of S(G_w). Thus, by Remark 3.4(i), we have w_1 ∈ W . Therefore, 6

u_0w = w_0 w_1 f_{w0} FIGURE 2. A graph B considered in Case-1 of Lemma 3.5.

w = w_1 u = u_3 f_w FIGURE 3. A graph B considered in Case-2 of Lemma 3.5.

u = u_1 w = w_1w_2f_w

FIGURE 4. A graph B considered in Case-3 of Lemma 3.5.

H can be viewed as a gluing of two graphs H_1 and H_2, where H_1 = G_w[{u_0, w_0, f_{w0} }] ∼= C_3 and V (H_1) ∩ V (H_2) = {u_0}. Now, consider the graph H^′ = G \ W . From the structure of G and G_w it is easy to observe that H^′ is a gluing of H^′_1 and H_2 at u_0, where V (H^′_1) = {u_0, w_0, f_{w0} } and E(H^′_1) = {{u_0, w_0}, {w_0, f_{w0} }}. This means that H^′_1 = G[{u_0, w_0, f_{w0} }] and V (H^′_1) ∩ V (H_2) = {u_0}. By Theorem 2.2, H^′ is a block graph with J_H′ Cohen-Macaulay, and thus, H^′ ∈ CMB(G). Also, we have b(H^′) = b(H^′_1) + b(H_2) = 2 + b(H_2) = 1 + b(H_1) + b(H_2) = b(H) + 1. This implies b(G) ≥ b(H^′) = b(H) + 1 = b(G_w) + 1. Hence, we get b(G) > b(G_w). Case-2: Suppose w belongs to more than one members of S(G) (see Figure 3). Then {D_i | w ∈ V (D_i)} ∩ S(G) = {D_1, . . . , D_k} for some k ≥ 2. By definition, the induced subgraph of G_w on N_G[w] is a complete graph, i.e. G_w[N_G[w]] is a complete graph. Let b(G_w) = b(H) for some H ∈ CMB(G_w). Then H has to be of the form G_w \ W for some set of cut vertices W of G_w. If G_w is complete, then W = ∅ and H = G_w. In this case, b(G_w) = b(H) = 1 and b(G) = b(G \ {w}) = k. Therefore, b(G) > b(G_w) as k ≥ 2. Now, let us assume that G_w is not a complete graph. Note that w_1 = w_2 = . . . = w_k = w in G, and so, w_{k+1} is the first cut vertex of G_w. From the structure of G, it is easy to observe that G and G_w both are indecomposable graphs. Thus, for any choice of D_{k+1}, w_{k+1} belongs to more than one members of S(G_w). Therefore, we have w_{k+1} ∈ W due to Remark 3.4(i). Thus, H can be viewed 7

as a gluing of H_1 and H_2 at the vertex u = u_k, where H_1 is a complete graph on N_G[w] \ {w_{k+1}}. Now, we consider the graph H^′ = G \ (W ∪ {w}). Then H^′ is a gluing of H^′_1 and H_2, where H^′_1 is G[N_G[w] \ {w, f_w, w_{k+1}}]. This means that H^′_1 is a gluing of k complete graphs among which at least k − 1 complete graphs are isomorphic to K_2. Therefore, H^′ ∈ CMB(G) with b(H^′) = b(H) + k − 1. Since k ≥ 2, b(H^′) > b(H). Hence, we have b(G) > b(G_w).

Case-3: Suppose D_1 ≠ C_4 and w does not belong to more than one member of S(G) (see Figure 4). Therefore, from the structure of G as in Setup 3.3, it is easy to see that D_1 ∈ S(G) and D_2 is either a C_4 or a C_3 which contains two cut vertices of G. Now, consider G_w and let b(G_w) = b(H) for some H ∈ CMB(G_w). Then H has to be of the form G_w \ W , where W is a collection of cut vertices of G_w. Since G is not a decomposable graph, there exists D_2 and a cut vertex w_2 of G such that w_2 ∈ N_G(w). Therefore, w_2 should belong to more than one members of S(G_w), and hence, w_2 ∈ W by Remark 3.4(i). Let u be the non-cut vertex belong to E(D_1) ∩ E(D_2), i.e. u = u_1. Then H is a gluing of H_1 and H_2 at the vertex u, where H_1 = K_n for some n ≥ 4 (precisely, n = |V (D_1)|+1 = |N_G[w]|−1) and H_2 is a block graph with J_{H2} Cohen-Macaulay. Now, we consider the graph H^′ = G\W . Then H^′ is the gluing of H^′_1 and H_2 at u, where H^′_1 = K_2 ∪_w D_1. Since D_1 is a complete graph, H^′_1 is a block graph with J_H′_1 Cohen-Macaulay. Hence, H^′ is a block graph with J_H′ Cohen-Macaulay by Theorem 2.2, i.e. H^′ ∈ CMB(G). Now, b(H^′) = b(H^′_1) + b(H_2) = 2 + b(H_2). Also, b(H) = b(H_1) + b(H_2) = 1 + b(H_2). Therefore, we have b(G) ≥ b(H^′) > b(H) = b(G_w). □

Theorem 3.6. Let G = B be the graph satisfying Setup 3.3. Then reg(S/J_G) = b(G). In particular, if B is a chain of cycles such that J_B is Cohen-Macaulay, then reg(S/J_B) = b(B).

Proof. Let w be the first cut vertex of G, i.e. w = w_0 when D_1 = C_4, otherwise w = w_1. By Lemma 3.5, we have b(G) > b(G_w). First, we will show that reg(S/J_G) ≤ b(G) by using induction on the number of cut vertices of G. Let the number of cut vertices of G be 1. Then G = cone(w, H), where H = H_1 ∪ H_2, H_1 is a block graph with J_{H1} Cohen-Macaulay and H_2 is the isolated vertex f_w. Then it is easy to see that b(G) = b(G \ {w}) = b(H_1). Therefore, by [20, Theorem 2.1] and Remark 2.3, we have reg(S/J_G) = reg(S/J_{H1} ) = b(H_1) = b(G). Now, let us assume G has more than 1 cut vertex. First, we consider the graph G_w. Since G_w has one less cut vertices than G and G_w also satisfies Setup 3.3, by induction hypothesis and Lemma 3.5,

reg(S/J_{Gw} ) ≤ b(G_w) < b(G). (3.1)

Let G_w = B^′, where B^′ = ∪^{r′}_{i=1}D^′_i. Since w is a free vertex in G_w and D^′_1 is a complete graph on at least 4 vertices containing w, it is easy to verify that H^′ ∈ CMB(G_w \ {w}) if and only if H^′ = H \ {w} for some H ∈ CMB(G_w). Let b(G_w) = b(H) for some H ∈ CMB(G_w). Then, the block of H, which contains the vertex w (say B_1), is a complete graph on at least three vertices. If H = G_w \ W for some set of cut vertices W of G_w, then (G_w \ {w}) \ W = H^′ ∈ CMB(G_w \ {w}). If B_1 is the block of H containing w, then B_1 \ {w} is a block of H^′ and B_1 \ {w} can not be empty. Therefore, we have b(H^′) = b(H), and thus, b(G_w \ {w}) ≥ b(G_w). Let b(G_w \ {w}) = b(H^′) 8

for some H^′ ∈ CMB(G_w \ {w}). Then H^′ = H \ w for some H ∈ CMB(G_w). Thus, we get b(H) = b(H^′) because w is a free vertex of H, and the block containing w in H has at least three vertices. Therefore, b(G_w) ≥ b(G_w \ {w}), and hence, b(G_w) = b(G_w \ {w}). Since G_w \ {w} has less number of cut vertices than G, by induction hypothesis and Lemma 3.5, it follows that reg(S/⟨J_{Gw\{w}}, x_w, y_w⟩) ≤ b(G_w \ {w}) = b(G_w) < b(G). (3.2) Now, we will show that reg(S/⟨J_{G\{w}}, x_w, y_w⟩) ≤ b(G). Since the number of cut vertices of G is more than 1, there exists k such that w belongs to D_1, . . . , D_k and w ∉ D_{k+1} when k < r or D_k = C_4 when k = r. If k < r, then we consider u to be the non-cut vertex belongs to D_k ∩ D_{k+1}, and if k = r, then we consider u = u_r. Now, due to the structure of G given in Setup 3.3 (especially, (ii) and (vii) of Setup 3.3), one can observe that G \ {w} is a gluing of H_1 and H_2 at u, where H_1 is a gluing of some complete graphs among which only one complete graph can have more than two vertices. Also, observe that either H_2 is a block graph with J_{H2} Cohen-Macaulay or H_2 is a graph satisfying Setup 3.3. Suppose b(H_2) = b(H) for some H ∈ CMB(H_2) and H = H_2 \ W for some set of cut vertices of H_2. If W (G) is the set of all cut vertices of G, then W (G) \ {w} is the set of all cut vertices of H_2. Now, consider H^′ = G \ (W ∪ {w}). Then H^′ is a gluing of H_1 and H at the vertex u, which implies H^′ is a block graph with J_H′ Cohen-Macaulay by Theorem 2.2. Therefore, we have H^′ ∈ CMB(G) and b(G) ≥ b(H^′) = b(H_1) + b(H_2). By induction hypothesis and the formula for regularity of gluing, we get

reg(S/⟨J_{G\{w}}, x_w, y_w⟩) = b(H_1) + b(H_2) ≤ b(G). (3.3)

Now, we use the exact sequence (2.1) by considering the graph G and the non-free vertex w of G as follows: 0 −→ S J_G −→ S ⟨J_{G\{w}}, x_w, y_w⟩ ⊕ S J_{Gw} −→ S ⟨J_{Gw \{w}}, x_w, y_w⟩ −→ 0. Thus, by regularity lemma, we have reg(S/J_G) ≤ max{reg(S/⟨J_{G\{w}}, x_w, y_w⟩), reg(S/J_{Gw} ), reg(S/⟨J_{Gw \{w}}, x_w, y_w⟩) + 1}. (3.4) Using inequalities (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4), we have reg(S/J_G) ≤ max{b(G), b(G) − 1, b(G) − 1 + 1} = b(G). Let b(G) = b(H) for some H ∈ CMB(G). Then reg(S/J_H ) = b(H) by Remark 2.3. Since H is an induced subgraph of G, by [14, Corollary 2.2], we have reg(S/J_G) ≥ reg(S/J_H ) = b(H) = b(G). Therefore, we have reg(S/J_G) = b(G). □

Remark 3.7. Let G be a graph and H be any induced block graph of G with J_H Cohen-Macaulay. Such a H always exists as removing a sufficient number of vertices from a non-empty graph, we 9

always have a K_2. Therefore, by [14, Corollary 2.2] and Remark 2.3, we have b(H) ≤ reg(S/J_G). Hence, we can define b(G) for any graph G as follows:

b(G) := max{b(H) | H is an induced block graph of G with J_H Cohen-Macaulay}. Then b(G) ≤ reg(S/J_G). Observe that whenever G is the graph satisfying Setup 3.3, from our result in Theorem 3.6, it follows that the definition of b(G) given before Remark 3.4 and the definition of b(G) given here coincide.

4. REGULARITY OF r-REGULAR r-CONNECTED BLOCKS WITH WHISKERS

In this section, we explicitly find the regularity of the Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideal of a r-regular r-connected block with whiskers. In general, we find the regularity formula for the Cohen- Macaulay binomial edge ideals given in [22].

Let K_m and K_n be the complete graphs on m and n vertices, respectively, with m, n ≥ 2. Suppose that V (K_m) = {1, . . . , m} and V (K_n) = {m + 1, . . . , m + n}. Let 2 ≤ r ≤ min{m, n}. Define the graph K_m ⋆_r K_n as follows:

• V (K_m ⋆_r K_n) = V (K_m) ∪ V (K_n); • E(K_m ⋆_r K_n) = E(K_m) ∪ E(K_n) ∪ {{i, m + i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ r}. It has been proved in [22] that K_m ⋆_r K_n (Figure 5) is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if • V (K_m ⋆_r K_n) = V (K_m ⋆_r K_n) ∪ {m + n + 1, . . . , m + n + 2(r − 1)}; • E(K_m ⋆_r K_n) = E(K_m ⋆_r K_n)∪{{i, m+n+i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ r−1}∪{{m+i, m+n+r−1+i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1}.

92 14 38 75 611 10 FIGURE 5. The graph K_4 ⋆_3 K_3.

Theorem 4.1. Let G = K_m ⋆_2 K_n. Then we have the following:

reg(S/J_G) =

4 if m > 2 or n > 2 3 otherwise.

Proof. First, let us assume m > 2. Note that 1 and m + 1 are the only cut vertices of G. Since m > 2, it is easy to see that G \ {1} is a block graph consisting of 4 (non-trivial) blocks with an isolated vertex m + n + 1 such that J_{G\{1}} is Cohen-Macaulay. Therefore, reg(S/J_{G\{1}}) = 4 by Remark 2.3. Now, we consider the graph G_1. Then G_1 = cone(m + 1, H), where H = H_1 ⊔ H_2, H_1 is a block 10

graph with J_{H1} Cohen-Macaulay and H_2 is the isolated vertex m + n + 2. Note that H_1 consists of 2 blocks if n = 2, otherwise H_1 has 3 blocks. Thus, using [20, Theorem 2.1] and Remark 2.3, we have reg(S/J_{G1} ) ≤ 3. Since 1 is a free vertex in G_1 and the clique of G_1 containing 1 has at least 5 vertices, we can use similar arguments as G_1 for G_1 \ {1} to get reg(S/J_{G1\{1}}) ≤ 3. The short exact sequence (2.1) corresponding to the graph G and the non-free vertex 1 of G become 0 −→ S J_G −→ S ⟨J_{G\{1}}, x_1, y_1⟩ ⊕ S J_{G1} −→ S ⟨J_{G1\{1}}, x_1, y_1⟩ −→ 0. Thus, by regularity lemma, we have reg(S/J_G) ≤ max{reg(S/⟨J_{G\{1}}, x_1, y_1⟩), reg(S/J_{G1} ), reg(S/⟨J_{G1\{1}}, x_1, y_1⟩) + 1} ≤ max{4, 3, 3 + 1} = 4.

Since G \ {1} is an induced subgrph of G, by [14, Corollary 2.2], it follows that reg(S/J_G) ≥ reg(S/J_{G\{1}}) = 4. Hence, reg(S/J_G) = 4. The case of n > 2 is similar by considering the cut vertex m + 1 instead of 1.

Now, we suppose m = 2 and n = 2. Then G satisfies Setup 3.3 and it is easy to verify b(G) = b(G \ {1}) = b(G \ {3}) = 3. Therefore, by Theorem 3.6, we get reg(S/J_G) = 3. □

9 14 38 75 611 10 FIGURE 6. The graph G \ {2}, where G = K_4 ⋆_3 K_3.

92 14 38 75 611 10

FIGURE 7. The graph G_v, where G = K_4 ⋆_3 K_3 and v = 2.

Lemma 4.2. Let G = K_m ⋆_r K_n. Then reg(S/J_G) ≤ 2r − 1 for r ≥ 3.

Proof. We first prove the result for r = 3, and then we proceed by induction on r. Note that 1, 2, m + 1, m + 2 are the only cut vertices of G = K_m ⋆_3 K_n. We will consider the cut vertex 2 and investigate 11

the graphs G \ {2}, G_2 and G_2 \ {2}. It is easy to see from the structure of G that G \ {2} is a gluing of H_1 and H_2 at the vertex m + 2, where H_1 ∼= K_{m−1} ⋆_2 K_n and H_2 ∼= K_2 with V (H_2) = {m + 2, m + n + 4} and also, G \ {2} has an isolated vertex m + n + 2. Therefore, by Theorem 4.1 and Remark 2.3, we have

reg(S/⟨J_{G\{2}}, x_2, y_2⟩) = reg(S_1/J_{H1} ) + reg(S_2/J_{H2} ) ≤ 4 + 1 = 5, (4.1)

where S_1 and S_2 are the corresponding polynomial rings of J_{H1} and J_{H2} respectively. Now, let us focus on the graph G_2. We choose the cut vertex m + 2 of G_2. Then G_2 \ {m + 2} ∼= K_{m+1} ⋆_2 K_{n−1} ⊔ {m + n + 4}, and thus, reg(S/⟨J_{G2\{m+2}}, x_{m+2}, y_{m+2}⟩) ≤ 4 by Theorem 4.1. Also, note that (G_2)_{m+2} ∼= K_{m+n+2}, where K_{m+n+2} is a complete graph with 2 whiskers attached to 2 distinct vertices. Therefore, by Remark 2.3, we get reg(S/J_{(G2)m+2} ) = 3. Again, m + 2 is a free vertex in (G_2)_{m+2}, and the block containing m + 2 has more than two vertices. Hence, (G_2)_{m+2} \ {m + 2} is a Cohen-Macaulay block graph with 3 blocks. Therefore, by Remark 2.3, reg(S/⟨J_{(G2)m+2 \{m+2}}, x_{m+2}, y_{m+2}⟩) = 3. By considering the exact sequence (2.1) with the graph G_2 and the non-free vertex v = m + 2 of G_2 and using the regularity lemma, we have reg(S/J_{G2} ) ≤ max{reg(S/⟨J_{G2\{m+2}}, x_{m+2}, y_{m+2}⟩), reg(S/J_{(G2)m+2} ), reg(S/⟨J_{(G2)m+2\m+2}, x_{m+2}, y_{m+2}⟩) + 1}. In particular,

reg(S/J_{G2} ) ≤ max{4, 3, 3 + 1} = 4. (4.2)

Now, we consider the graph G_2 \ {2}. Note that 2 and m + n + 2 are free vertices in G_2, and the maximal clique containing 2 in G_2 also contains m + n + 2. Thus, the structure of G_2 \ {2} and G_2 are almost same. Hence, performing the same operations and arguments to G_2 \ {2} as we have done to get the upper bound of reg(S/J_{G2} ), one can easily derive

reg(S/⟨J_{G2\{2}}, x_2, y_2⟩) ≤ 4. (4.3)

Now, consider the exact sequence (2.1) by taking the graph G and the vertex v = 2 as follows: 0 −→ S J_G −→ S ⟨J_{G\{2}}, x_2, y_2⟩ ⊕ S J_{G2} −→ S ⟨J_{G2\{2}}, x_2, y_2⟩ −→ 0. Thus, applying the regularity lemma and using inequalities (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3), we get reg(S/J_G) ≤ max{reg(S/⟨J_{G\{2}}, x_2, y_2⟩), reg(S/J_{G2} ), reg(S/⟨J_{G2\{2}}, x_2, y_2⟩) + 1} = max{5, 4, 4 + 1} = 5 = 2 × 3 − 1.

Next, we consider r > 3 and assume the required inequality holds for the graph K_m ⋆_{r−1} K_n. Note that r − 1 is a cut vertex of G = K_m ⋆_r K_n. For simplicity of notation, let us denote r − 1 by v. Then, one can see that G \ {v} (see Figure 6) is a gluing of H_1 and H_2 at the vertex m + r − 1, where 12

H_1 ∼= K_{m−1} ⋆_{r−1} K_n and H_2 ∼= K_2 with V (H_2) = {m + r − 1, m + n + 2(r − 1)}. Also, G \ {v} has an isolated vertex m + n + r − 1. Therefore, by induction hypothesis and Remark 2.3, we have

reg(S/⟨J_{G\{v}}, x_v, y_v⟩) = reg(S_1/J_{H1} ) + reg(S_2/J_{H2} ) ≤ 2(r − 1) − 1 + 1 = 2r − 2, (4.4)

where S_1 and S_2 are the corresponding polynomial rings of J_{H1} and J_{H2} respectively. Now, we consider the graph G_v (see Figure 7). We claim that reg(S/J_{Gv} ) ≤ 2r − 2. Let H = G_v, and we choose the cut vertex m + r − 1 of H. For simplicity, let us denote m + r − 1 by u. Observe that H \ {u} ∼= K_{m+1} ⋆_{r−1} K_{n−1} ⊔ {m + n + 2(r − 1)}. Thus, by induction hypothesis, we get reg(S/⟨J_{H\{u}}, x_u, y_u⟩) ≤ 2(r − 1) − 1 = 2r − 3. Now, consider the graph H_u. From the structure of G, it is easy to verify that H_u ∼= (G_v)_u ∼= K_{m+n+2}, where K_{m+n+2} is a complete graph with 2(r − 2) whiskers attached with 2(r − 2) distinct vertices. Therefore, H_u is a block graph with 2(r − 2) + 1 blocks and J_{Hu} is Cohen-Macaulay. Thus, it follows from Remark 2.3 that reg(S/J_{Hu} ) = 2(r − 2) + 1 = 2r − 3. Again, u is a free vertex in H_u, and the maximal clique containing u in H_u has more than m + n + 2 vertices. Hence, H_u \ {u} is again a block graph with 2(r − 2) + 1 blocks and J_{Hu\{u}} is Cohen-Macaulay. Similarly, we have reg(S/⟨J_{Hu\{u}}, x_u, y_u⟩) = 2r − 3. Now, considering the exact sequence (2.1) with the graph H and the vertex u, the regularity lemma gives the following: reg(S/J_H ) ≤ max{reg(S/⟨J_{H\u}, x_u, y_u⟩), reg(S/J_{Hu} ), reg(S/⟨J_{Hu\u}, x_u, y_u⟩) + 1}. Thus, using previous inequalities, we get

reg(S/J_{Gv} ) ≤ max{2r − 3, 2r − 3, 2r − 2} = 2r − 2. (4.5)

This proves the claim. Since v and m + n + r − 1 are free vertices in G_v belonging to the same maximal clique of G_v, the structure of G_v and G_v \ {v} are almost similar. Thus, performing the same operations and arguments to G_v \ {v} as we have given in the proof of the previous claim for G_v, we can easily obtain reg(S/⟨J_{Gv \{v}}, x_v, y_v⟩) ≤ 2r − 2. (4.6) Now, let us consider the following exact sequence: 0 −→ S J_G −→ S ⟨J_{G\{v}}, x_v, y_v⟩ ⊕ S J_{Gv} −→ S ⟨J_{Gv \{v}}, x_v, y_v⟩ −→ 0. Therefore, by inequalities (4.4), (4.5), (4.6) and the regularity lemma, we have reg(S/J_G) ≤ max{reg(S/⟨J_{G\{v}}, x_v, y_v⟩), reg(S/J_{Gv} ), reg(S/⟨J_{Gv \{v}}, x_v, y_v⟩) + 1} ≤ max{2r − 2, 2r − 2, 2r − 1} = 2r − 1. This completes the proof. □ 13

To establish the lower bound of reg(S/J_{Km⋆rKn} ), we need some theory of square-free monomial ideals and initial ideals. Let us first recall them first.

Let R = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n] be a polynomial ring over a field K . An ideal I ⊂ R is said to be a monomial ideal if I is generated by a set of monomials. For a monomial ideal I, the minimal monomial generating set is unique, which is denoted by G(I). A monomial ideal I is said to be square-free if G(I) consists of only square-free monomials. Let J ⊂ R be a graded ideal and < be a monomial term order on R. For a polynomial f ∈ R, we write in_<(f) to denote the term with the largest monomial in f with respect to <. The initial ideal of J with respect to <, denoted by in_<(J), is the monomial ideal of R generated by {in_<(f) | f ∈ J}.

Definition 4.3. A simple hypergraph H is a pair (V (H), E(H)), where V (H) is a set of finite elements, known as the vertex set of H and E(H) is a collection of subsets of V (H) such that no two elements of E(H) contain each other, called the edge set of H. Elements of V (H) are called vertices of H and elements of E(H) are called edges of H.

Let H be a simple hypergraph on the vertex set V (H) = {x_1, . . . , x_n}. For A ⊂ V (C), we consider X_A := ∏ x_i∈A xi as a square-free monomial in the polynomial ring R. The edge ideal of the

hypergraph H, denoted by I(H), is an ideal of R defined by I(H) = ⟨ X_e | e ∈ E(H) ⟩ . In this sense, the family of square-free monomial ideals corresponds one-to-one with the family of simple hypergraphs.

Definition 4.4. An induced matching in a simple hypergraph H is a set of pairwise disjoint edges e_1, . . . , e_r such that the only edges of H contained in ⋃_r i=1 e_i are e_1, . . . , e_r.

Proposition 4.5 ([15, Corollary 3.9]). Let H be a simple graph and M = {e_1, . . . , e_r} be an induced matching in H. Then ∑_r i=1(|e_i| − 1) = ( ∑_r i=1 |e_i|) − r ≤ reg(R/I(H)). Definition 4.6 ([8]). Let G be a graph with V (G) = [n]. A path π : i = i_0, i_1, . . . , i_r = j from i to j with i < j in G is said to be an admissible path in G if the following hold:

(i) i_k ≠ i_l for k ≠ l;

(ii) For each k ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1}, either i_k < i or i_k > j;

(iii) The induced subgraph of G on the vertex set {i_0, . . . , i_r} has no induced cycle.

Remark 4.7. Corresponding to an admissible path π : i = i_0, i_1, . . . , i_r = j from i to j with i < j in G, we associate the monomial u_π = ( ∏ i_k>j x_{ik} )( ∏ i_l<i y_{il} ) . Let ≺ be the lexicographic order on S = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n, y_1, . . . , y_n] induced by x_1 ≻ x_2 ≻ · · · ≻ x_n ≻ y_1 ≻ y_2 ≻ · · · ≻ y_n. Then G = {u_πf_{ij} | π is an admissible path from i to j with i < j} is a reduced 14

Gröbner basis of J_G with respect to ≺ by [8, Theorem 2.1]. Therefore,

G(in_≺(J_G)) = {u_πx_iy_j | π is an admissible path from i to j with i < j}.

To get the lower bound of reg(S/J_G), where G = K_m ⋆_r K_n, we use the lower bound of the regularity of the initial ideal of J_G with respect to the term order mentioned in Remark 4.7. Since the labelling on the vertices does not change the regularity of J_G, we use the following labelling for our purpose. Note that m, n ≥ r. Consider • V (K_m) = {1, 3, . . . , 2r − 1, 2r + 1, 2r + 2, . . . , 2r + (m − r)}; • V (K_n) = {2, 4, . . . , 2r, 2r + (m − r) + 1, 2r + (m − r) + 2, . . . , m + n}. Thus, the edge sets of K_m ⋆_r K_n and K_m ⋆_r K_n will be the following. • E(K_m ⋆_r K_n) = E(K_m) ∪ E(K_n) ∪ {{2i − 1, 2i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ r}; • E(K_m ⋆_r K_n) = E(K_m ⋆_r K_n) ∪ {{i + 2, m + n + i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ 2r − 2}. Lemma 4.8. Let G = K_m ⋆_r K_n. Then reg(S/J_G) ≥ 2r − 1.

Proof. Note that r ≥ 2 by definition of K_m ⋆_r K_n. First, we will investigate reg(S/in_≺(J_G)), where in_≺(J_G) denotes the initial ideal of J_G with respect to the term order ≺ defined in Remark 4.7.Let H denote the corresponding hypergraph of in_≺(J_G), i.e., I(H) = in_≺(J_G). Take the following set M of the edges of the hypergraph H: M = {{x_1, y_2}, {x_{i+2}, y_{m+n+i}} | 1 ≤ i ≤ 2r − 2}. We claim that M forms an induced matching in H. It is clear that E_1 ∩ E_2 = ∅ for any two distinct edges E_1, E_2 ∈ M. Let L = ∪_{E∈M}E = {x_1, y_2} ∪ {x_{i+2}, y_{m+n+i} | 1 ≤ i ≤ 2r − 2}. Suppose there exists E ∈ E(H) such that E /∈ M but E ⊂ L. Note that {x_{i+2}, y_2} /∈ E(H) as i + 2 > 2. Also, {x_i, y_{m+n+j}} /∈ E(H) if i ≠ j + 2 as the only neighbour of m + n + j in G is j + 2. Therefore, |E| > 2. Now, corresponding to E, there exists an admissible path π : i = i_0, i_1, . . . , i_k = j in G such that X_E = u_πx_iy_j. Therefore, i ∈ {1, 3, 4, 5 . . . , 2r} = A and j ∈ {2, m + n + 1, m + n + 2, . . . , m + n + (2r − 2)} = B. Now, i_1 < i or i_1 > j as π is an admissible path in G. Also, we have i < j. Now, we consider two cases:

Case-1: Suppose i_1 < i. Then y_{i1} divides u_πx_iy_j. This implies y_{i1} ∈ E. Since E ⊂ L, y_{i1} ∈ L. Also, we have y_j ∈ E ⊂ L. Since i_1 < i < j and y_{i1} , y_j ∈ L, the only choice of i_1 is 2 as the other vertices of B are free vertices. Clearly, {i_1, j} /∈ E(G) and so, i_2 ≠ j. Also, i_2 ≠ 1 as E ⊂ L. Therefore, i_2 and i are two neighbours of i_1 = 2 other than 1. Thus, {i_2, i} ∈ E(G) by the labelling of G, and this gives a contradiction as π is an admissible path.

Case-2: Suppose i_1 > j. Then x_{i1} divides u_πx_iy_j. This implies x_{i1} ∈ E ⊂ L, and thus, i_1 ∈ A. Since i < j < i_1 and x_i, x_{i1} ∈ L, we get i, i_1 ∈ A. If j = 2, then i = 1, which is not possible as |E| > 2 and {1, 2} ∈ E(G). Therefore, j ∈ B \ {2}. Note that there is no element in A, which can be greater than any element of B \ {2}. Hence, i_1 ≯ j. 15

Both cases show that such an admissible path π does not exist. Therefore, M forms an induced matching in H. Therefore, by Proposition 4.5, we have

reg(S/in_≺(J_G)) ≥ ( ∑ E∈M |E| − 1 ) = 2(r − 1) + 1 = 2r − 1.

Since in_≺(J_G) is a square-free monomial ideal, reg(S/J_G) = reg(S/in_≺(J_G)) by [5, Corollary 2.7]. Hence, reg(S/J_G) ≥ 2r − 1. □

Theorem 4.9. Let G = K_m ⋆_r K_n and r ≥ 3. Then reg(S/J_G) = 2r − 1.

Proof. The result follows from Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.8. □

Acknowledgements: Kamalesh Saha wants to thank the National Board for Higher Mathematics (India) for the financial support through the NBHM Postdoctoral Fellowship and Chennai Mathematical Institute for providing a good research environment. An Infosys Foundation fellowship partially supports Kamalesh Saha.

REFERENCES

[1] Josep Àlvarez Montaner. “Local cohomology of binomial edge ideals and their generic initial ideals”. In: Collect. Math. 71.2 (2020), pp. 331–348.

[2] Davide Bolognini, Antonio Macchia, and Francesco Strazzanti. “Binomial edge ideals of bipartite graphs”. In: European J. Combin. 70 (2018), pp. 1–25.

[3] Davide Bolognini, Antonio Macchia, and Francesco Strazzanti. “Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals and accessible graphs”. In: J. Algebraic Combin. 55.4 (2022), pp. 1139–1170.

[4] Davide Bolognini et al. “Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals of small graphs”. In: J. Algebra 638 (2024), pp. 189–213.

[5] Aldo Conca and Matteo Varbaro. “Square-free Gröbner degenerations”. In: Invent. Math. 221.3 (2020), pp. 713–730.

[6] Priya Das. Recent results on homological properties of binomial edge ideal of graphs. 2023.

arXiv: 2209.01201 [math.AC].

[7] Viviana Ene, Jürgen Herzog, and Takayuki Hibi. “Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals”. In:

Nagoya Math. J. 204 (2011), pp. 57–68.

[8] Jürgen Herzog et al. “Binomial edge ideals and conditional independence statements”. In: Adv.

in Appl. Math. 45.3 (2010), pp. 317–333.

[9] A. V. Jayanthan and Arvind Kumar. “Regularity of binomial edge ideals of Cohen-Macaulay bipartite graphs”. In: Comm. Algebra 47.11 (2019), pp. 4797–4805.

[10] A. V. Jayanthan, N. Narayanan, and B. V. Raghavendra Rao. “Regularity of binomial edge ideals of certain block graphs”. In: Proc. Indian Acad. Sci. Math. Sci. 129.3 (2019), Paper No. 36, 10.

[11] Dariush Kiani and Sara Saeedi Madani. “Some Cohen-Macaulay and unmixed binomial edge ideals”. In: Comm. Algebra 43.12 (2015), pp. 5434–5453.

[12] Adam LaClair. Combinatorics of Castelnuovo-Mumford Regularity of Binomial Edge Ideals.

2023. arXiv: 2307.09179 [math.AC].

[13] Alberto Lerda et al. “(S_2)-condition and Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals”. In: J. Algebraic Combin. 57.2 (2023), pp. 589–615.

[14] Kazunori Matsuda and Satoshi Murai. “Regularity bounds for binomial edge ideals”. In: J.

Commut. Algebra 5.1 (2013), pp. 141–149.

[15] Susan Morey and Rafael H. Villarreal. “Edge ideals: algebraic and combinatorial properties”.

In: Progress in commutative algebra 1. de Gruyter, Berlin, 2012, pp. 85–126. [16] Masahiro Ohtani. “Graphs and ideals generated by some 2-minors”. In: Comm. Algebra 39.3 (2011), pp. 905–917.

[17] Asia Rauf and Giancarlo Rinaldo. “Construction of Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals”. In:

Comm. Algebra 42.1 (2014), pp. 238–252.

[18] Giancarlo Rinaldo. “Cohen-Macaulay binomial edge ideals of cactus graphs”. In: J. Algebra Appl. 18.4 (2019), pp. 1950072, 18.

[19] Giancarlo Rinaldo. “Cohen-Macauley binomial edge ideals of small deviation”. In: Bull. Math.

Soc. Sci. Math. Roumanie (N.S.) 56(104).4 (2013), pp. 497–503.

[20] Sara Saeedi Madani and Dariush Kiani. “Binomial edge ideals of regularity 3”. In: J. Algebra 515 (2018), pp. 157–172.

[21] Kamalesh Saha and Indranath Sengupta. “Cohen-Macaulay property of binomial edge ideals with girth of graphs”. In: J. Algebra 658 (2024), pp. 533–555.

[22] Kamalesh Saha and Indranath Sengupta. “Cohen–Macaulay binomial edge ideals in terms of blocks with whiskers”. In: Journal of Algebra and Its Applications 0.0 (2024), p. 2550294. DOI: 10.1142/S0219498825502949.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, INDIAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY BOMBAY, POWAI, MAHARASHTRA- 400076, INDIA Email address: om.prakash@math.iitb.ac.in

CHENNAI MATHEMATICAL INSTITUTE, SIRUSERI, CHENNAI, TAMIL NADU 603103, INDIA Email address: ksaha@cmi.ac.in; kamalesh.saha44@gmail.com