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EXPLORING HOMOLOGICAL PROPERTIES OF INDEPENDENT

COMPLEXES OF KNESER GRAPHS

ZIQIN FENG AND GUANGHUI WANG

Abstract. We discuss the topological properties of the independence com-
plex of Kneser graphs, Ind(KG(n, k)), with n ≥ 3 and k ≥ 1. By identifying
one kind of maximal simplices through projective planes, we obtain homol-
ogy generators for the 6-dimensional homology of the complex Ind(KG(3, k)).
Using cross-polytopal generators, we provide lower bounds for the rank of p-

dimensional homology of the complex Ind(KG(n, k)) where p = 1/2 ·
(2n+k

2n

)

.

Let F
[m]
n be the collection of n-subsets of [m] equipped with the symmetric

difference metric. We prove that if ℓ is the minimal integer with the qth

dimensional reduced homology H̃q(VR(F
[ℓ]
n ; 2(n− 1))) being non-trivial, then

rank(H̃q(VR(F
[m]
n ; 2(n − 1))) ≥

m
∑

i=ℓ

(i− 2

ℓ− 2

)

· rank(H̃q(VR(F
[ℓ]
n ; 2(n− 1))).

Since the independence complex Ind(KG(n, k)) and the Vietoris-Rips complex

VR(F
[2n+k]
n ; 2(n− 1)) are the same, we obtain a homology propagation result

in the setting of independence complexes of Kneser graphs. Connectivity of
these complexes is also discussed in this paper.

1. Introduction

We denote [m] to be the set of integers {1, 2, . . . ,m} for each integer m ≥ 1. Fix
integers n ≥ 2 and k ≥ 0. The Kneser graph, KG(n, k) is the graph with vertices
being the collection of all n-subsets of [2n+k] and any pair of vertices being adjacent
if they have empty intersection; the stable Kneser graph, SG(n, k) is the graph with
vertices being the collection of all n-subsets of [2n+k] not containing pairs {i, i+1}
or {1, 2n+k} and any pair of vertices being adjacent if they have empty intersection.
Kneser conjectured in 1955 that the chromatic number of KG(n, k) is k + 2.

Lovász in [29] proved that Kneser’s conjecture holds using the Bosuk-Ulam the-
orem. Shrijver in [32] proved that χ(SG(n, k)) = χ(KG(n, k)), again using the
Bosuk-Ulam theorem; moreover, he showed that if G is a subgraph of SG(n, k) ob-
tained by removing vertices, then χ(G) < χ(SG(n, k)). This means that the stable
Kneser graphs are vertex critical. These results and proof techniques used are one
of the resources which lead to the work involving the interaction of combinatorics
and algebraic topology.

An independence complex is a construction from a graph which unveils the topo-
logical interplay among its independent sets. For any graph G = (V,E), the inde-
pendence complex of G, Ind(G), is the simplicial complex with the simplices being
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the independent sets in the graph G. Barmak in [10] obtained a lower bound of the
chromatic number of any graph using the topological property of the independence
complex, in fact he proved that

χ(G) ≥ Cat(Ind(G)) + 1.

For any topological space X , the strong category number, Cat(X), is the minimum
integer number n such that there exists a CW-complex Y homotopy equivalent to
X which can be covered by n+ 1 contractible subcomplexes; if such an n doesn’t
exist, Cat(X) is infinite. Lots of work has been done to understand the topology
of independence complexes of graphs, for example [19, 13, 20, 12]. A generalized
version, r-independence complex, is introduced and studied in [1, 18].

Barmak in [10] proved that Ind(KG(2, k)) is homotopy equivalent to the wedge

sum of
(

k+3
3

)

-many copies of S2. Computational results in Table 1 show that there
are at least two non-trivial homologies in the complex, Ind(KG(3, k)). Braun in [14]
proved that Ind(SG(2, k)) is also a wedge sum of spheres when k ≥ 4. The complex
Ind(KG(n, 0)) is a boundary of cross-polytope with

(

2n
n

)

-many vertices and hence it

is homotopy equivalent to a sphere with dimension 1
2

(

2n
n

)

−1. A detailed discussion
of Ind(KG(n, 0)) can be found in Section 3. Much remains unknown regarding the
topological properties of these independence complexes. The purpose of this paper
is to investigate the independence complexes of Kneser graph, Ind(KG(n, k)), with
n ≥ 3 and k ≥ 1.

There is a natural connection as discussed in [22] between Ind(KG(n, k)) and
certain Vietoris-Rips complexes. The Vietoris-Rips complex VR(X ; r) of a metric
space (X, d) with scale r ≥ 0 is a simplicial complex with vertex set X , where a
nonempty finite subset σ of X is a simplex in VR(X ; r) if and only if d(x, y) ≤ r
for any pair x, y ∈ σ. Along with the development of topological data analysis
[24, 16], it is very important to determine the topological properties of Vietoris-
Rips complex of finite metric spaces in applied topology. In fact, the idea behind
persistent homology is to compute the (co)homology of a Vietoris-Rips complex
filtration built on data, which is typically a finite metric space in high dimensions
([11]). Vietoris-Rips complexes were introduced by Vietoris in [34] and then by Rips
in [26] to approximate a metric space at a chosen scale for different purposes. A lot
of attention has been drawn to study the homotopy types of Vietoris-Rips complexes
of different metric spaces, for example, circles and ellipses ([4, 3]), metric graphs
([23]), geodesic spaces ([35, 36]), planar point sets ([9], [17]), hypercube graphs
([5, 21, 22, 33]), and more ([2], [6], [7]).

In this paper, we consider the following metric space. For m ≥ n, let S be a
subset of [m] with n ≤ |S|. We define FS

n to be a collection of n-subsets of S

equipped with a metric d such that, for any A and B in F [m]
n , d(A,B) = |A∆B|,

where A∆B denotes the symmetric difference of A and B, i.e., (A \ B) ∪ (B \ A).
Notice as in Lemma 2 that for any A and B in F [m]

n , d(A,B) ≤ 2(n− 1) if and only
if A ∩ B 6= ∅; then, it is straightforward to verify that the independence complex

Ind(KG(n, k)) is same as the Vietoris-Rips complex VR(F [2n+k]
n ; 2(n − 1)). In

general, it is interesting to investigate the complex VR(F [2n+k]
n ; r) with a general

scale r. The results in [22] show that the complex VR(F [2n+k]
n ; 2) is a wedge sum

of S2’s for n ≥ 2 and k ≥ 0.
We start with some preliminaries in Section 2. In Section 3, we discuss two im-

portant classes of maximal simplices (Lemma 7 and Lemma 9) in the independence
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Table 1. Ranks of non-trivial homologies in the independence
complex of the Kneser graph KG(3, k) computed through Auburn
University Easley Cluster.

P
P
P
P
P
P
PP

homology
k

0 1 2 3

6th-dim 0 29 233 1,052
9th-dim 1 7 28 84

complex, Ind(KG(n, k)). One of two classes is obtained through finite projective
planes. When n = 3, the maximal simplex from the projective plane of order 2,
namely the Fano plane, can be naturally extended as a cross-polytopal homology
generator which gives a non-trivial homology in the corresponding dimension (The-
orem 8). Using the cross-polytopal generator induced by another class of maximal
simplices, we identify a lower bound for the rank of p-dimensional homology of
Ind(KG(n, k)) with p = 1

2 ·
(

2n
n

)

− 1 for general n (Theorem 10). The lower bounds
obtained match the computed results of 9-dimensional homology in Table 1 for
n = 3 and k = 1, 2, 3. In Section 4, we introduce the concentration maps and prove
their properties (Lemma 14 and Lemma 15) which allow us to build the homology
propagation results (Theorem 19) in Section 5. The connectivity of the indepen-
dence complex is discussed (Theorem 20) in Section 6 and we conclude with a list
of open questions in Section 7.

2. Notation and Preliminaries

Topological spaces. Let X and Y be topological spaces. We write X ≃ Y
when they are homotopy equivalent. We denote ΣX to be the suspension of X .
For any sphere Sd, the suspension ΣSd is homeomorphic to Sd+1.

Any two metric spaces (X, dX) and (Y, dY ) are said to be isometric if there is a bi-
jective distance-preserving map f from X to Y , i.e., dX(x1, x2) = dY (f(x1), f(x2))
for any x1, x2 ∈ X . Hence if X and Y are isometric, then it is straightforward to
verify that VR(X, r) is homeomorphic to VR(Y, r) for any r ≥ 0.

A cross-polytope with 2d vertices is a regular, convex polytope that exists in
d-dimensional Euclidean space. So it homeomorphic to the unit ball in R

d whose
boundary is homeomorphic to Sd−1.

Simplicial complexes. A simplicial complex K on a vertex set V is a collection
of non-empty subsets of V such that: i) all singletons are in K; and ii) if σ ∈ K
and τ ⊂ σ, then τ ∈ K. For a complex K, we use K(k) to represent the k-skeleton
of K, which is a subcomplex of K. For vertices v1, v2, . . . , vk in a complex K, if
they span a simplex in K, then we denote the simplex to be {v1, v2, . . . , vk}. If σ
and τ are simplices in K with σ ⊂ τ , we say σ is a face of τ . We say a simplex is a
maximal simplex (or a facet) if it is not a face of any other simplex.

A complex K is a clique complex if the following condition holds: a non-empty
subset σ of vertices is in K given that the edge {v, w} is in K for any pair v, w ∈ σ.
For any graph G = (V,E), we denote Cl(G) to be the clique complex of G whose
vertex set is V and Cl(G) contains a finite subset σ ⊂ V as a simplex if each pair
of vertices in σ forms an edge in G. Also, we see that the Vietoris-Rips complex
over any metric space is a clique complex by the definition.
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Let L be a complex and v be a vertex not in L. The cone over L with the vertex
v, denoted by v ∗L, is a simplical complex defined on the vertex set L(0)∪{v} such
that a simplex of v ∗ L is either a simplex in L or a simplex in L adjoined with v.
Notice that any cone is contractible.

For any vertex v in a complex K, K \ v denote the induced complex on the
vertex set K(0) \ {v}. The star of a vertex v in K is stK(v) = {σ : σ ∪ {v} ∈ K}.
Hence for any v ∈ V , stK(v) is contractible because it is a cone over lkK(v) with
the vertex v, namely v ∗ lkK(v), where lkK(v) = {σ : σ ∪ {v} ∈ K and v /∈ σ}.
The next lemma gives an important method to investigate the homotopy type of a
complex by splitting it into a vertex and its complement. A proof could be found
in [22].

Lemma 1. If v is a vertex in K with the inclusion map ı : lkK(v) → K being
null-homotopic, then K is homotopic to K \ v ∨ Σ(lkK(v)).

The following lemma is straightforward to prove and it is convenient to use in
discussing the relation between Vietoris-Rips complexes and independence com-
plexes.

Lemma 2. Let A and B be n-subsets of [m]. For any integer c = 1, 2, . . . , n,
d(A,B) ≤ 2c if and only if |A ∩B| ≥ n− c. Specifically d(A,B) ≤ 2(n− 1) if and
only if A ∩B 6= ∅.

Cross-polytopal homology generators. To identify generators of the ho-
mology of general simplicial complexes, we consider the clique complex of a specific
class of graphs. Let G = (V,E) be the graph with vertex set V = {v1, v2, . . . , v2d}
and {vi, vj} ∈ E if and only if |j − i| 6= d. Let Cl(G) be the clique complex of G
consisting all the clique subsets of V , i.e. pairwise connected subsets of V . Then
the complex Cl(G) is the boundary of a cross-polytope with 2d vertices which is
homotopy to Sd−1. And this complex has a (d − 1)-dimensional cycle γ which
generates Hd−1(Cl(G)). We say this kind of complex to be cross-polytopal. Let A
be the collection of maximal antipode-free simplices as

A = {σ ⊂ V : vi ∈ σ iff vj /∈ σ for {vi, vj} ∈ E}.
Then the cycle γ is the sum of properly oriented elements in the collection A.

Next we aim to identify two sufficient conditions for a subcomplex L of K under
which the inclusion map from L toK induces an injective homology homomorphism.
The next lemma is proved by Adams and Virk in [8].

Lemma 3. Suppose K is a simplicial complex and σ is a maximal simplex of
dimension p in K. If there is a p-cycle α in K in which σ appears with a non-
trivial coefficient λ, then any representative p-cycle of [α] contains σ with the same
coefficient λ.

Using the result above, we obtain the first sufficient condition for the inclusion
map of a subcomplex L of K to induce an injective homology homomorphism.

Lemma 4. Let L be a cross-polytopal subcomplex of the complex K with 2d vertices
and A be the collection of maximal antipode-free simplices in the subcomplex L.

If there exists an element in A that is a maximal simplex in K, then the inclusion
map ı : L → K induces an injective map in the (d − 1)-dimensional homology and
hence the (d− 1)-dimensional homology of K is non-trivial.
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Proof. Choose a (d− 1)-cycle γ which is a sum of properly oriented elements in A.
Let σ be a simplex in A which is a maximal simplex in K. If the map ı∗ induced
by the inclusion map ı is not injective, then there is a non-zero number λ such that
ı∗(λ · [γ]) = 0. By Lemma 3, the coefficient of σ in any representative of [λ · γ] is λ.
Then there is a d-chain in K whose boundary is a representative of [λ · γ]. This is
impossible since σ is maximal in K. �

The next result is proved by Virk in [37] which states that if a subcomplex L to be
a contraction of the complex K, then the inclusion map induces injective homology
homomorphisms. Recall that a map f : X → Y from a metric space (X, d) onto a
closed subspace Y ⊆ X is a contraction if f |Y = idY and d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ d(x, y)
for all x, y ∈ X . It is straightforward to verify that if f is a contraction from X to
Y and g is a contraction from Y to Z with Y being a closed subspace of X and Z
being a closed subspace of Y , then g ◦ f is a contraction from X to Z. In Section 4,

we define contraction map from F [m]
n to FS

n with S ⊆ [m] and this map allows us
to develop homology propagation results using the following lemma in the setting

of F [m]
n .

Lemma 5. If f : X → Y is a contraction, then the inclusion map Y → X induces
injections on homology Hq(VR(Y ; r)) → Hq(VR(X ; r)) for all integers q ≥ 0 and
scales r ≥ 0.

3. Maximal simplices and Cross-polytopal generators

In this section, we seek the cross-polytopal subcomplexes in the complex Ind(KG(n, k))
which contain a maximal simplex and these subcomplexes hence yields non-trivial
homologies in Ind(KG(n, k)), together with lower bounds for these homologies. We
start with discussing the maximal simplices in Ind(KG(n, k)).

Maximal simplices in Ind(KG(n, k)). As we discussed in the introduction,

Ind(KG(n, k)) = VR(F [2n+k]
n ; 2c)

with c = n− 1. So instead we investigate some maximal simplices in VR(F [m]
n ; 2c)

with m ≥ 2n and c = n− 1. One obvious maximal simplex in such complex is {A :

i0 ∈ A and A ∈ F [m]
n } for some i0 ∈ [m]. There are two kinds of maximal simplices

playing crucial roles in determining the generators of the non-trivial homology of
these complexes. Next we’ll give their definitions and proofs. We start with one
obvious kind of maximal simplices.

Lemma 6. Let S be a subset of [m] with size 2n− 1. Then FS
n forms a maximal

face in VR(F [m]
n ; 2c) with c = n− 1.

The proof is straightforward if we notice that: i) any pair of vertices in FS
n has

non-empty intersection and hence their distance is ≤ 2(n− 1) by Lemma 2; ii) if A
is an n-sized subset of [m] and A \ S 6= ∅, then |S \A| ≥ n and pick an n-subset B
of S \A which has empty intersection with A, hence d(A,B) > 2(n− 1).

There is one kind of maximal simplex in VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n − 1)) that is related to

projective planes. A projective plane of order n where n ≥ 2 is a finite set of points
and lines (defined as sets of points), such that:

i) every line contains n+ 1 points;
ii) every point lies on n+ 1 lines;
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iii) any two distinct lines intersect in a unique point;
iv) any two distinct points lie on a unique line.

It is showed (Lemma 4 in [31]) that any projective plane of order n has (n2+n+1)-
many points and lines, which is a Steiner system S(2, n+1, n2+n+1) considering
the lines to be blocks. Any finite projective plane can also be considered a uniform
hypergraph with edges to be the lines in the projective plane. For example, the
Fano plane is a projective plane of order 2, which is also a 3-regular and 3-uniform
hypergraph with 7 vertices and 7 edges. One hypergraph representation of Fano
plane (see the picture below) is (V,E) with V = [7] and

E = {{1, 2, 3}, {1, 4, 5}, {1, 6, 7}, {2, 4, 6}, {2, 5, 7}, {3, 4, 7}, {3, 5, 6}}.

1

5

2 6

7

4

3

1

It is known that a projective plane of order n exists if n is a prime power. Also, a
projective plane of order 6 or 10 doesn’t exists (see [28]). It is an open question for
the existence of projective planes of other orders.

A blocking set of a projective plane is a subset of points which meets all the
lines but doesn’t contain any line. It is proved in [15] that any blocking set of a
projective plane with order n has at least size k such that

k ≥ n+
√
n+ 1.

Next we show that if the projective plane exists at order n with points being the
set [n2+n+1], then the collection of lines in this projective plane forms a maximal

simplex in the complex VR(F [m]
n+1; 2n) with m ≥ n2 + n+ 1.

Lemma 7. Let n be an integer such that the projective plane of order n exists
and m ≥ n2 + n + 1. Let G = (V,E) be an (n + 1)-uniform hypergraph with
V = [n2 + n+ 1] and E ⊂ FV

n+1 which forms a projective plane of order n.

Then the collection E forms a maximal simplex in the complex VR(F [m]
n+1, 2n).

Proof. First, notice the collection E of edges in the hypergraph G is a subset of

F [m]
n+1. Hence the elements in E are also the vertices in the complex VR(F [m]

n+1, 2n).

Then E forms a simplex in VR(F [m]
n+1, 2n) because the intersection of any pair of

the vertices in E contains exactly one element in [n2 + n+ 1], i.e. their distance is
2n by Lemma 2.

Suppose, for contradiction, that the simplex E is not maximal in the complex

VR(F [m]
n+1, 2n). Then we take a vertex B ∈ F [m]

n+1 such that B /∈ E and d(B,A) ≤ 2n
for each vertex A ∈ E. Hence by Lemma 2, B ∩ A 6= ∅ for each vertex A ∈ E.
Then B is a blocking set of the projective plane. Note that B has size n+ 1. This
is impossible because all the blocking sets of a projective plane with order n have
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size ≥ n +
√
n + 1 by the result in [15]. This contradiction shows that E forms a

maximal simplex in the complex VR(F [m]
n+1, 2n). �

We start with one of the maximal simplices obtained from Fano plane in the

complex VR(F [m]
3 , 4) with m ≥ 7 and extend it to be a cross-polytopal generator in

6-dimensional homology. And this shows that the 6-dimensional homology of these
complexes is non-trivial. It is worth to mention that the approach in the following
result fails for a maximal simplex obtained from the projective plane of order n ≥ 3.

Theorem 8. Let m be an integer ≥ 7 and

σ = {{1, 2, 3}, {1, 4, 5}, {1, 6, 7}, {2, 4, 6}, {2, 5, 7}, {3, 4, 7}, {3, 5, 6}}.
Then the following hold.

1) The collection σ forms a maximal simplex in the complex VR(F [m]
3 , 4).

2) Fix A ∈ σ and A′ being a 3-subset of [7] \ A. Then d(A′, B) ≤ 4 for any
B ∈ σ with B 6= A.

3) Fix S be a 6-subset in [7] and for each A ∈ σ define ψS(A) to be a 3-subset
of S \ A. Then the complex VR(σ ∪ ψS(σ); 4) is cross-polytopal with 14
vertices and hence it is homotopy equivalent to S6.

4) The homology group H6(VR(F [m]
3 ; 4)) is nontrivial for m ≥ 7.

Proof. For part 1), the collection σ forms an maximal simplex in VR(F [m]
3 , 4) by

Lemma 7 since it is the collection of lines in a projective plane of order 2 with
points be [7].

To prove part 2), we fix A ∈ σ and an arbitrary 3-subset A′ of [7]\A. Pick B ∈ σ
such that B 6= A. Then by the property of projective plane, |B ∩A| = 1; hence the
size of the intersection B ∩ ([7] \ A) is 2. Because the size of the complement of A
in [7] is 4, B has a nonempty intersection with any 3-subset of [7] \A. This implies
that d(A′, B) ≤ 4 by Lemma 2.

Next, we’ll prove part 3). By part 2), it is sufficient to show that d(ψS(A), ψS(B)) ≤
4 for any pair A,B ∈ σ. By Lemma 2, we need to show that ψS(A) ∩ ψS(B) 6= ∅
for any pair A,B ∈ σ. Fix A,B ∈ σ. Notice that |A ∩B| = 1. We divide the proof
into the following three cases.

i) Suppose that A,B ⊂ S. Then ψS(A) = S \ A and ψS(B) = S \ B. Since
|A ∩B| = 1, the size of the intersection of A with the complement B in S,
ψS(B), is 2. Therefore the size of the intersection of ψS(A) with ψS(B) is
1, i.e., |ψS(A) ∩ ψS(B)| = 1.

ii) Suppose that A ⊆ S and [7]\S ⊂ B. Note that |A∩B| = 1 and A∩B ∈ S.
Then |A ∩ (S \ B)| = 2, hence |ψS(A) ∩ (S \ B)| = 2. Since |S \ B| = 4,
|ψS(A) ∩ ψS(B)| = 1.

iii) Suppose that A∩B ∈ [7] \S. Then the size of the complement of A∪B in
S is 2 which means that |(S \A) ∩ (S \B)| = |S \ (A ∪B)| = 2. Note that
|S \B| = |S \A| = 4. Then, |ψS(A) ∩ ψS(B)| ≥ 1.

Hence the complex VR(σ ∪ ψS(σ); 4) is cross-polytopal. This finishes the proof of
part 3).

For part 4), we fix m ≥ 7 and S = [6]. As in part 3) we define ψS(A) for
each A ∈ σ. Consider the complex L = VR(σ ∪ ψS(σ); 4) which is cross-polytopal
by part 3). The simplex σ is in the collection of collection of maximal antipode-

free simplices of L and σ is a maximal simplex in VR(F [m]
3 , 4). Therefore by
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Lemma 4, the inclusion map from L to VR(F [m]
3 , 4) induces an injective homology

homomorphism. Since L is homotopy equivalent to S6, the 6-dimensional homology

of VR(F [m]
3 , 4) is nontrivial. �

Fix m ≥ 2n and p = 1
2

(

2n
n

)

− 1. Next, we use the same strategy to prove that

the p-dimensional homology of the complex VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n − 1)) is nontrivial, and

also we obtain lower bounds of the rank of p-dimensional homology group. Fix
S = {s1, s2, . . . , s2n} being a subset of [m]. We consider an isometric embedding

S : F [2n]
n →֒ F [m]

n induced by the natural bijective correspondence f(i) = si from

[2n] to S. Notice that S({i1, . . . , in}) = {si1 , . . . , sin} for {i1, . . . , in} ∈ F [2n]
n which

clearly induces a simplicial map from VR(F [2n]
n ; 2(n − 1)) to VR(F [m]

n ; 2(n − 1))
and we use the same notation for the induced simplical map. We show that the
induced homology homomorphism (S)∗ is injective on p-dimensional homology;
and furthermore, we obtain a lower bound on the rank of p-dimensional homology

on VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n− 1)) for general m which is hence also a lower bound on the rank

of p-dimensional homology on the independence complex, Ind(KG(n, k)), when
2n+ k = m.

It is straightforward to determine the homotopy type of the complex VR(F [2n]
n ; 2(n−

1)). Observe that any vertex in the complex VR(F [2n]
n ; 2(n− 1)) is adjacent to all

other vertices but its complement in [2n]. Hence the clique complex VR(F [2n]
n ; 2(n−

1)) is cross-polytopal and homotopy equivalent to a p-dimensional sphere by the
discussion in Section 2. We denote the collection of maximal antipode-free simplices

in the complex VR(F [2n]
n ; 2(n− 1)) by An. We show in Lemma 9 that at least one

element in the collection An is maximal in the complex VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n− 1)) for any

m ≥ 2n.

For each simplex σ in the complex VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n − 1)) for m ≥ n, we denote

cHull(σ) to the convex hull of σ, VR(FS
n ; 2(n− 1)), where S =

⋃{A : A ∈ σ}.
Lemma 9. Letm ≥ 2n with n ≥ 3 and S be a 2n-subset of [m] listed by {i1, i2, . . . , i2n}.

Then, there exists a simplex σ in An such that S(σ) is a maximal simplex in

VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n− 1)) and cHull(S(σ)) = S(F [2n]

n ).

Proof. To define σ, we start with all the n-subsets of [2n−1], denoted by τ . Then we
define σ to the collection obtained by replacing {1, 2, . . . , n} and {1, n+1, . . . , 2n−1}
in τ by their complements in [2n], i.e., {n+ 1, n+ 2, . . . , 2n} and {2, 3, . . . , n, 2n};
hence σ is antipodal-free and maximal. So σ is in An and it is a maximal simplex

in VR(F [2n]
n , 2(n− 1)).

We claim that σ is a maximal simplex in the complex VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n− 1)). This

implies that S(σ) is maximal in F [m]
n due to the fact that S is isometric.

For convenience, we denote c = n − 1. To prove the claim using contradiction,

suppose that σ is not maximal in the complex VR(F [m]
n ; 2c). Then there is an

B ∈ Fm
n with σ ∪ {B} is still a simplex in the complex VR(Fm

n ; 2c). This implies

that B ∩ A 6= ∅ for each A ∈ σ. Since σ is maximal in F [2n]
n , B is not F [2n]

n which
means that B \ [2n] 6= ∅. Without loss of generality, assume that the size of the
set B \ [2n] is 1. And we denote B \ [2n] = {j0} and B = {j0, i1, . . . , in−1} where
i1, i2, . . . , in−1 are in [2n]. Let T = [2n] \B which contains n+ 1 elements. Notice
that B ∩ {n+ 1, n+ 2, . . . , 2n} 6= ∅ and B ∩ {2, 3, . . . , n, 2n} 6= ∅. Then we divide
the proof in the following two cases.
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i) Suppose 2n ∈ B. Then 2n /∈ T . Choose an n-subset D ⊂ [2n − 1] of T
which is different from {1, 2, . . . , n} and {1, n+1, . . . , 2n− 1}. Note that T
is consisting of n+1 numbers ≤ 2n−1 and T has (n+1)-many n-subsets all
of which are in σ except for {1, 2, . . . , n} and {1, n+ 1, . . . , 2n− 1}. Hence
such a D exists. So D is an element in σ, but D ∩ B = ∅. Therefore,
d(B,D) = 2n which is a contradiction.

ii) Now we suppose 2n /∈ B. Since B ∩ {n + 1, n + 2, . . . , 2n} 6= ∅, there a
j1 ∈ B with n + 1 ≤ j1 ≤ 2n − 1. And since B ∩ {2, 3, . . . , n, 2n} 6= ∅,
there a j2 ∈ B with 2 ≤ j2 ≤ n. Also, notice that 2n is in T . Then let
D = T \{2n}; and then D is an n-subset of [2n−1]. Notice that j1, j2 /∈ T ;
this implies that D is an n-subset of [2n−1] different from {1, 2, . . . , n} and
{1, n+1, . . . , 2n−1}. Hence D ∈ σ and B∩D = ∅ which is a contradiction.

Hence ıS(σ) is a maximal simplex in the complex VR(F [m]
n ; 2c).

Note that S =
⋃

S(σ) since
⋃

σ = [2n]. Hence, the convex hull of ıS(σ) is the
subcomplex VR(FS

n ; 2c). �

Using the maximal simplicies from Lemma 9, we prove a lower bound for the

rank of p-dimensional homology group of the complex VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n − 1)) for all

m ≥ 2n. Examples of different n and k are given in Table 2. Note that ranks of
the 9-dimensional homology when n = 3 and k = 1, 2, 3 match with the computed
results in Table 1.

Theorem 10. Suppose that n ≥ 3, m ≥ 2n and p = 1
2

(

2n
n

)

− 1. Then

rank(Hp(VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n− 1)))) ≥

(

m

2n

)

.

Proof. There are
(

m
2n

)

-many subsets of [m] and we list them as S1, S2, . . . , S(m

2n)
.

For each Si, we can fix a bijective map from [2n] to Si which induces an isometric

embedding of the metric space F [2n]
n into F [m]

n . Hence there are
(

m
2n

)

-many natural

embeddings of F [2n]
n in F [m]

n .
Fix i = 1, 2, . . . ,

(

m
2n

)

. Let σi be the maximal simplex in the complex VR(Si; 2(n−
1)) which satisfies the conditions in Lemma 9, i.e., σi is also a maximal simplex

in VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n − 1)) and its convex hull is VR(FSi

n ; 2(n − 1)). Let αi be one
representation of the cross-polytopal generator ofHp(VR(Si; 2(n−1))) such that the

coefficient of σi is 1. And let ωi be the p-cochain on the complex VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n−1))

which maps σi to 1 and all other p-simplices to 0. Since σi is maximal, ωi is a p-
cocycle.

We claim that σi can’t be a term in αj when j 6= i. Otherwise, by Lemma 9,
⋃

σi =
⋃

σj for some i 6= j and then Si = Sj . This is a contradiction since Si and
Sj are different 2n-subset of [m] by the assumption.

Consider [αi] as a homology class in Hp(VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n− 1)) and [ωj ] as a coho-

mology class in Hp(VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n− 1)). By the claim above and Lemma 3, the cap

product [ωi]
⌢[αj ] = 1 if and only if i = j; otherwise 0.

We claim that {[αi] : i = 1, 2, . . . ,
(

m
2n

)

} is a linearly independent collection of

generators in the homology group Hp(VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n− 1)). Assume that

∑

i

λi[αi] = 0.
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Table 2. Lower bounds of the rank of p-dimensional homomology
of independence complex of the Kneser graph KG(n, k) where p =
1
2

(

2n
n

)

− 1.

❍
❍
❍
❍
❍

n
k

1 2 3 4 5

3 7 28 84 210 462
4 9 45 165 495 1,287
5 11 66 286 1,001 3,003
6 13 91 455 1,820 6,188
7 15 120 680 3,060 11,628
8 17 153 969 4,845 20,349
9 19 190 1,330 7,315 33,649
10 21 231 1,771 10,626 53,130

Then, we apply the cocycle class [ωj ] via the cap product to the equation and obtain
that λj = 0 for any j = 1, 2, . . . ,

(

m
2n

)

. This finishes the proof. �

4. Concentration Maps

In order to establish the lower bounds for other dimensional homologies, we
need to employ a contraction map from FS′

n to FS
n for subsets S and S′ of [m]

with S ⊂ S′. Note that there is no natural projection map and so we introduce a
stronger kind of contraction called concentration. Next we give its definition.

Concentration maps. Fix m and n with m ≥ n. Choose S′ and S to be
subsets of [m] such that: 1) S′ ⊇ S; 2) S has size ≥ n. We define a concentration

map φS
′

S from FS′

n to FS
n by the following: for each A ∈ FS′

n , let φS
′

S (A) be the
union of A∩S and the set of the smallest |A\S|-many numbers in S \A. So clearly

φS
′

S (A) = A for any A ∈ FS
n , i.e. the restriction of φS on FS

n is the identity map.

The next result shows that the concentration map φ
[m]
S with S ⊂ [m] can be

represented as a composition atomic concentration maps, i.e. the concentration
maps φS

′

S with |S′ \S| = 1 and S ⊂ S′. We skip the proof since it is straightforward
to verify.

Lemma 11. Let S be a subset of [m] with |S| ≥ n. Let S0, S1, . . . , Sk be a sequence
of subsets of [m] such that [m] = S0, Sk = S, and |Si \ Si+1| = 1. Then,

φ
[m]
S = φ

Sk−1

Sk
◦ · · · ◦ φS0

S1
.

In order to prove that a general concentration map φ
[m]
S is a contraction, we start

with proving the atomic concentration maps are contractions.

Lemma 12. Let m and n be integers with m ≥ n+ 1. Let S and S′ be subsets of
[m] such that |S| ≥ n, S′ ⊃ S, and |S′ \ S| = 1. Denote S′ \ S = {ℓ}. Then the

mapping φS
′

S from FS′

n to FS
n satisfying the following:

1) for each A ∈ FS′

n , d(A, φS
′

S (A)) is either 0 or 2;

2) for any A,B ∈ FS′

n with A 6= B, d(φS
′

S (A), φS
′

S (B)) is either d(A,B) or
d(A,B) − 2.
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Hence, it is a contraction which induces a simplicial map from VR(FS′

n ; r) to
VR(FS

n ; r) for any scale r ≥ 0.

Proof. Take A ∈ FS′

n . For each A containing ℓ, denote iA = min{i : i ∈ S \A}; and
clearly iA 6= ℓ. By the definition, d(φS

′

S (A), A) = 0 if ℓ /∈ A. If ℓ ∈ A, the symmetric

difference of the sets φS
′

S (A) and A is {ℓ, iA} which means that d(φS
′

S (A), A) = 2.
Hence, part 1) holds.

Next we prove part 2). Take any pair A,B ∈ F [m]
n with A 6= B. We divide the

proof into the following three cases.

i) If ℓ /∈ A ∪B, then d(φS
′

S (A), φS
′

S (B)) = d(A,B) by the definition of φS
′

S .

ii) Assume ℓ ∈ A \B, i.e. ℓ ∈ A but ℓ /∈ B. Then φS
′

S (B) = B.

If iA ∈ B, then φS
′

S (A)\B = (A\B)\{ℓ} and B\φS′

S (A) = (B\A)\{iA}
which means d(φS

′

S (A), φS
′

S (B)) = d(A,B) − 2.

If iA /∈ B, then φS
′

S (A)\B = ((A\B)\{ℓ})∪{iA} and B\φS′

S (A) = B\A;
hence in this case d(φS

′

S (A), φS
′

S (B)) = d(A,B).
iii) Assume that ℓ ∈ A ∩B. Let a = |A ∩B|. Then d(A,B) = 2(n− a).

If iA = iB, then φS
′

S (A)∆φS
′

S (B) = A∆B; hence d(φS
′

S (A), φS
′

S (B)) =
d(A,B).

Now without loss of generality suppose that iA < iB. Then iA ∈ B\A by

definition of iB. Notice that iA 6= ℓ. Then, φS
′

S (B)\φS′

S (A) = ((B ∪{iB})\
((A∪{iA})∩ (B ∪{iB})); and φS

′

S (A) \φS′

S (B) = (A∪{iA}) \ ((A∪{iA})∩
(B∪{iB})). Then if iB ∈ A, then |φS′

S (B)\φS′

S (A)| = n−a−1 and |φS′

S (A)\
φS

′

S (B)| = n− a− 1 hence d(φS
′

S (A), φS
′

S (B)) = 2(n− a)− 2 = d(A,B)− 2;

otherwise, |φS′

S (B) \ φS′

S (A)| = n− a and |φS′

S (A) \ φS′

S (B)| = n− a, hence

d(φS
′

S (A), φS
′

S (B)) = 2(n− a) = d(A,B).

�

Corollary 13. If S is a subset of [m] with S ≥ n, φ
[m]
S is a contraction from F [m]

n

to FS
n which induces a simplicial map from VR(F [m]

n ; r) to VR(FS
n ; r) for any scale

r ≥ 0.

Proof. We fix a sequence {S0, S1, . . . , Sk} of subsets of [m] such that [m] = S0,

Sk = S, and |Si \ Si+1| = 1. By Lemma 11, φ
[m]
S = φ

Sk−1

Sk
◦ · · · ◦ φS0

S1
. Note that

for i = 1, 2, . . . k each mapping φ
Si−1

Si
is a contraction. So the mapping φ

[m]
S is a

contraction since the composition of contraction mappings is a contraction also. �

Next, we prove more properties of the concentration map which allow us to

provide a homology propagation result in the setting of the complex VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n−

1)).

Lemma 14. Let S be a subset of [m] with |S| = ℓ ≥ n and 1 ∈ S. Let T be an
ℓ-sized subset of [m] with T 6= S. Then, the following results hold.

1) The restriction of the mapping φ
[m]
S on the metric space FT

n is a bijective
isometric mapping if 1 /∈ T and S \ {1} ⊂ T .

2) If 1 ∈ T or |T \ S| = 1, then VR(φ
[m]
S (FT

n ); 2c) is homotopy equivalent to
VR(FR

n ; 2c) with R being a proper subset of S and c = n− 1.

3) If |T \S| ≥ 2, then VR(φ
[m]
S (FT

n ), 2c) is homotopy equivalent to VR(FR
n ; 2c)

with R being a proper subset of S and c = n− 1.
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Proof. Pick an ℓ-sized subset T of [m] with T 6= S such that 1 /∈ T and S \{1} ⊂ T .

Let i0 be the number in T \ S. Notice that φ
[m]
S (A) = A if A be an n-subset of

S ∩ T and φ
[m]
S (A) = (A \ {i0})∪ {1} if i0 ∈ A. Then it is straightforward to verify

that φ
[m]
S |FT

n
is a bijective isometric mapping. This finishes the proof of 1).

For part 2) in the statement, we prove one special case and all other cases follows
from a minor modification of the following argument. Let T be an ℓ-sized subset
of [m] with 1 ∈ T and |T \ S| = 1. We list S = {1, i1, i2, . . . , iℓ−1} with increasing
order and assume that T = {1, i2, . . . , iℓ−1, iℓ}. Let R = S ∩ T . Fix c between 1

and n. We claim that φ
[m]
S (VR(FT

n ; 2c)) is homotopy equivalent to VR(FR
n ; 2c).

Let A be an n-subset of T . There are three cases for φ
[m]
S (A) as follows.

i) If A ⊂ S, clearly φ
[m]
S (A) = A ⊂ R.

ii) If 1 /∈ A and iℓ ∈ A, then φ
[m]
S (A) = {1} ∪ (A \ {iℓ}) ⊂ R.

iii) If 1 ∈ A and iℓ ∈ A, then φ
[m]
S (A) = {i1} ∪ (A \ {iℓ})

Note that only in case iii), vertices not in FR
n are generated under the map

φ
[m]
S and there are

(

ℓ−2
n−2

)

-many such vertices in the complex φ
[m]
S (VR(FT

n ; 2c)).
Notice that each of such vertex contains both 1 and i1 and we list then as B1,
B2, . . . , B(ℓ−2

n−2)
. Next we prove by induction adding these vertices in VR(FR

n ; 2c)

does change the homotopy type using Lemma 1. Inductively assume that VR(FR
n ∪

{B1, . . . , Bj−1}; 2c) is homotopy equivalent to VR(FR
n ; 2c). Denote K = VR(FR

n ∪
{B1, . . . , Bj−1, Bj}; 2c). Pick C ∈ lkK(Bj) with C ⊂ R and Bj \ {i1} ⊂ C. Since
c = n − 1, d(Bj , A) ≤ 2c if and only if Bj ∩ A 6= ∅. So d(Bj , Bi) ≤ 2c and
d(C,Bi) ≤ 2c for i = 1, 2, . . . , j − 1. Pick an A ∈ FR

n . By the definition of C,
A∩Bj ⊂ C ∩Bj . Therefore, d(A,Bj) ≤ 2c implies that d(C ∩Bj) ≤ 2c. Hence the
link of Bj in K is a cone with vertex C which means that lkK(Bj) is contractible.
By Lemma 1, K is homotopy equivalent to K \ Bj which is homotopy equivalent
to VR(FR

n ; 2c) by the inductive assumption. This finishes the proof of part 2).
Suppose that the size of T \S is≥ 2 and let R = (T∩S)∪{1}. So the size ofR is at

most ℓ−1 and R is a proper subset of S due to the fact that S contains 1. A similar

argument as above can be applied to show that the complex VR(φ
[m]
S (FT

n ); 2c) is
homotopy equivalent to VR(FR

n ; 2c) when c = n− 1. �

Lemma 15. Fix m > ℓ > n. Let S be an ℓ-sized subset of [m] containing 1 and m
and T = S \ {m}. Then for c = n− 1, the image of the complex VR(FS

n ; 2c) under

the map φ
[m]
[m−1] is homotopy equivalent to VR(FT

n ; 2c).

Proof. Note that φ
[m]
[m−1](VR(FS

n ; 2c)) = VR(φ
[m]
[m−1](FS

n ); 2c). Since T ⊂ S and

φ
[m]
[m−1](A) = A for each n-subset A of T , FT

n ⊆ φ
[m]
[m−1](FS

n ). So if φ
[m]
[m−1](A) /∈ FT

n ,

then m ∈ A which implies that 1 ∈ φ
[m]
[m−1](A). Therefore if B ∈ φ

[m]
[m−1](FS

n ) \ FT
n ,

then B contains 1.
We list the vertices in φ

[m]
[m−1](FS

n ) \ FT
n as B1, B2, . . . , Bb for some integer b.

Note that 1 ∈ ⋂b
i=1 Bi. We apply Lemma 1 inductively to show that

VR(φ
[m]
[m−1](FS

n ); 2c) ≃ VR(FT
n ; 2c).

Suppose that VR(FT
n ∪ {B1, . . . , Bj−1}; 2c) ≃ VR(FT

n ; 2c). We define that K =
VR(FT

n ∪ {B1, . . . , Bj−1, Bj}; 2c). The pick C in the link of Bj in K such that
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(Bj ∩ T ) ⊂ C. Such a C exists because ℓ > n and |Bj ∩ T | = n − 1. Since
c = n − 1, d(A,B) ≤ 2c if and only if A ∩ B 6= ∅. Using the same argument
in the proof of part 2) in Lemma 14, we obtain that d(C,A) ≤ 2c for any A ∈
FT

n ∪ {B1, . . . , Bj−1} with d(A,Bj) ≤ 2c. This means the link of Bj in K is a cone
with vertex C which is contractible. Then by Lemma 1, K is homotopy equivalent
to VR(FT

n ∪ {B1, . . . , Bj−1}; 2c) which is homotopy equivalent to VR(FT
n ; 2c) by

the inductive assumption. This finishes the proof. �

Combining the previous two lemmas, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 16. Let S = [ℓ] and T be an ℓ-sized subset of [ℓ+1] with T 6= S. Then,

1) If T = [ℓ+1]\{1}, the restriction of the mapping φ
[ℓ+1]
S on FT

n is a bijective
isometric mapping.

2) For T not in the form of S or TS, VR(φS
′

S (FT
n ); 2(n − 1)) is homotopy

equivalent to VR(FS\{ik}
n ; 2(n− 1)) for some k = 2, 3, . . . , n.

Persistent homology of F [m]
n . Since d(A,B) is even for each pair A, B in

F [m]
n , a simplex σ ∈ VR(F [m]

n ; r) iff it is in VR(F [m]
n ; r + 1) when r is even; hence

when r is even, VR(F [m]
n ; r) = VR(F [m]

n ; r + 1), i.e., the inclusion map is the

identity map. The next result shows that the inclusion map from VR(F [m]
k , r) →֒

VR(F [m]
k ; r + 1) is homotopically trivial when r is odd. This means that, in the

setting of Vietoris–Rips complexes of F [m]
n , persistent homology does not provide

any new information beyond the homology groups at fixed scales.

Theorem 17. For any positive integers n, m, and c with n ≤ m, the natural

inclusion VR(F [m]
n ; 2c) →֒ VR(F [m]

n ; 2(c+ 1)) is homotopically trivial.

Proof. Notice that the concentration map φ
[m]
[m] is the identity map on F [m]

n and

hence it induces the natural inclusion map ı : VR(F [m]
n ; 2c) →֒ VR(F [m]

n ; 2(c+ 1)).
Next we claim that for each j = n, n + 1, . . . ,m − 1, the concentration maps

φ
[m]
[j+1] and φ

[m]
[j] are homotopic to each other in VR(F [m]

n ; 2(c + 1)). To prove this

claim, it is sufficient to prove they are contiguous in VR(F [m]
n ; 2(c+ 1)).

Fix j ≥ n. Pick a simplex σ in VR(F [m]
n ; 2c). We show that φ

[m]
[j+1](σ)∪φ

[m]
[j] (σ) is

a simplex in VR(F [m]
n ; 2(c+1)), i.e. d(A,B) ≤ 2(c+1) for any two vertices A,B in

φ
[m]
[j+1](σ)∪φ

[m]
[j] (σ). Take two vertices A and B in φ

[m]
[j+1](σ)∪φ

[m]
[j] (σ). First suppose

that both A and B are in φ
[m]
[j+1](σ). We pick A′, B′ in σ with φ

[m]
[j+1](A

′) = A and

φ
[m]
[j+1](B

′) = B. By Corollary 13, we obtain that

d(A,B) = d(φ
[m]
[j+1](A

′), φ
[m]
[j+1](A

′)) ≤ d(A′, B′) ≤ 2c.

Similarly the result holds if both both A and B are in φ
[m]
[j] (σ). Now we assume

that A ∈ φ
[m]
[j+1](σ) and B ∈ φ

[m]
[j] (σ). Take A′, B′ in σ with φ

[m]
[j+1](A

′) = A and

φ
[m]
[j] (B

′) = B. Note that φ
[m]
[j] = φ

[j+1]
[j] ◦φ[m]

[j+1] by Lemma 11. Then by Corollary 13

and part 1) in Lemma 12, we obtain that

d(A,B) ≤ d(φ
[m]
[j+1](A

′), φ
[m]
[j+1](B

′))+d(φ
[m]
[j+1](B

′), φ
[j+1]
[j] ◦φ[m]

[j+1](B
′))) ≤ d(A′, B′)+2.
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Hence d(A,B) ≤ 2(c + 1) since A′, B′ ∈ σ which is a simplex in VR(F [m]
2 ; 2c).

This proves the claim. By the claim, we obtain a sequence of homotopic mappings
as follows:

ı = φ
[m]
[m] ≃ φ

[m]
[m−1] ≃ · · · ≃ φ

[m]
[n] .

Notice the last mapping φ
[m]
[n] is a constant map. And therefore the natural

inclusion map ı is homotopically trivial. �

5. Homology propagation via concentration maps

In Section 3, the cross-polytopal homology generators are the key to identify
non-trivial homology and some lower bounds in the Vietoris-Rips complexes on

F [m]
n . In this section, with the help of concentration maps, we aim to develop a

new approach for providing lower bounds of any homologies without any knowledge
of homology generators. Similar results in the setting of Vietoris-Rips complex of
hypercube graphs were obtained by Adams and Virk in [8].

Suppose ℓ is the smallest number such that H̃q(VR(F [ℓ]
n ; 2(n−1))) is non-trivial.

We consider the complexes, L = VR(F [ℓ]
n ; 2(n− 1)) and K = VR(F [ℓ+1]

n ; 2(n− 1)).
Note that there are (ℓ+1)-many natural isometric embeddings of L in K and there
is a concentration map from K to each of the embeddings. Therefore by Lemma 5,
the inclusion maps from the embeddings of L to K induces injective homomorphism
in all the homology groups. In the following arguments, we use the same notations
for the homology classes in the embedding of L and its image in the homology
group of K. The following result states that in H̃q(K), all but at most one of the
embedding of L induce independent inclusions on the qth homology group.

Theorem 18. Fix q ≥ 1. If ℓ is the smallest integer such that H̃q(VR(F [ℓ]
n ; 2(n−1))

is nontrivial, then

rank(H̃q(VR(F [ℓ+1]
n ; 2(n− 1))) ≥ ℓ · rank(H̃q(VR(F [ℓ]

n ; 2(n− 1))).

Proof. The metric space F [ℓ+1]
n contains (ℓ + 1)-many isometric copies of of Fℓ

n.

We enumerate these copies as C1, C2, . . . , Cℓ+1 such that each Cj is F [ℓ+1]\{ℓ+2−j}
n .

We see that C1 = F [ℓ]
n and Cℓ+1 = F [ℓ+1]\{1}

n . For each j = 1, 2, . . . , ℓ, we pick a

collection of linearly independent generators {gi,j : 1 ≤ i ≤ rank(H̃(VR(F [ℓ]
n , )))}

in H̃(VR(Cj ; 2(n− 1))).

We claim that the collection {gi,j : 1 ≤ i ≤ rank(H̃(VR(F [ℓ]
n ; 2(n−1)))), 1 ≤ j ≤

ℓ} is linearly independent.
Assume that

∑

i,j

λi,j · gi,j = 0

for λi,j with 1 ≤ i ≤ rankH̃q(VR(F [ℓ]
n ; 2(n− 1))) and 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ. We show that

λi,1 = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ rank(H̃(VR(F [ℓ]
n ; 2(n− 1))))}. Similar discussion can be used

to show that λi,j = 0 for j ≥ 2. Let f be the concentration map φ
[ℓ+1]
[ℓ] from Fℓ+1

n

to Fℓ
n. By Corollary 16, we get the following conditions:

i) f is the identity map on C1 and is a bijective isometric map on Cℓ+1;
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ii) f maps all other Cj with 2 ≤ j ≤ ℓ to a subcomplex in VR(F [ℓ+1]
n ; 2(n−1))

which is homotopy equivalent to VR(F [ℓ−1]
n ; 2(n− 1)) whose q-dimensional

homology is trivial.

Then we apply the induced homology homomorphism f∗ on the generators and
obtain that f∗(gi,1) = gi,1 and f∗(gi,j) = 0 for 2 ≤ j ≤ ℓ. Hence we obtain that

∑

i

λi,1gi,1 = 0.

Consequently, the coefficients λi,1 = 0 for i = 1, 2, . . . , rank(H̃(VR(Fℓ
n; 2(n − 1)))

due the linear independence of the generators. And this finishes the proof. �

Next we generalize the arguments in Theorem 18 to the complex VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n−

1)) via concentration maps using Lemmas 15 and 14. In particular cases, when
m = ℓ, Theorem 19 trivially holds; and when m = ℓ+ 1, we recover Theorem 18.

Theorem 19. Fix q ≥ 1. If ℓ is the smallest integer such that H̃q(VR(F [ℓ]
n ; 2(n−1))

is nontrivial, then for any m ≥ ℓ

rank(H̃q(VR(F [m]
n ; 2(n− 1))) ≥

m
∑

i=ℓ

(

i − 2

ℓ − 2

)

· rank(H̃q(VR(F [ℓ]
n ; 2(n− 1))).

Proof. We consider FS
n for S being a ℓ-subset of [m] with m ∈ S. Clearly there

are
(

m−1
ℓ−1

)

-many such copies in which
(

m−2
ℓ−1

)

-many of them don’t contain 1. We

list all the ℓ-subsets of [m] containing both 1 and m as S1, S2, . . . , Sa with a =
(

m−1
ℓ−1

)

−
(

m−2
ℓ−1

)

=
(

m−2
ℓ−2

)

. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ a, we pick a collection of linearly

independent generators {gi,j : 1 ≤ i ≤ rank(H̃q(VR(F [ℓ]
n ; 2(n − 1)))} in homology

group H̃q(VR(Sj ; 2(n− 1))).
Also, by induction we fix a collection of linearlly independant generators

{hj : 1 ≤ j ≤
m−1
∑

i=ℓ

(

i− 2

ℓ− 2

)

}

in VR(F [m−1]
n , 2n − 2). We show that the generators in collection {gi,j : 1 ≤

rank(H̃(VR(F [ℓ]
n , 2n − 2)), 1 ≤ j ≤ a} ∪ {hj : 1 ≤ j ≤ ∑m−1

i=ℓ

(

i−2
ℓ−2

)

} are linearly
independent.

Suppose that
∑

i,j

λi,jgi,j +
∑

j

µjhj = 0

for real numbers λi,j and µj . Consider the concentration map φ
[m]
[m−1]. By Lemma 15,

if S is an ℓ-sized subset of [m] containing 1 andm, then the images of VR(FS
n ; 2n−2)

under φ
[m]
[m−1] is homotopy equivalent to some VR(FR

n ; 2n−2) with R being a proper

subset of S. Note each of such R has size < ℓ, therefore their q-dimensional homol-

ogy is trivial. Then we apply the induced homology homomorphism (φ
[m]
[m−1])∗ to

equation and we obtain that
∑

j µjhj = 0 which yields that µj = 0 for any j due
to the linear independence of the generators hj ’s.

Next, we show that λi,1 = 0 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , rank(H̃q(VR(F [ℓ]
n ; 2n−2)). Same

approach can be applied to obtain λi,j = 0 for all i, j. Consider the concentration

map φ
[m]
S1

. By part 2) in Lemma 14, the induced homomorphism (φ
[m]
S1

)∗ maps
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Table 3. Lower bounds of the rank of nontrivial homomologies of
the independence complex of Kneser graph KG(3, k) using Theo-
rem 10, Theorem 19, and the result in Table 1.

P
P
P
P
P
P
PP

homology
k

1 2 3 4 5

6th-dim 29 203 812 1972 5626
9th-dim 7 28 84 210 462

VR(FS
n ; 2n−2) is homotopy equivalent to some VR(FS′

n ; 2n−2) with |S′| < ℓ if an

ℓ-sized subset S of [m] contains 1. Then we apply the homomorphism (φ
[m]
S1

)∗ to the
equation

∑

i,j λi,jgi,j = 0 and obtain that
∑

i λi,1gi,1 = 0. The linear independence

of {gi,1 : 1 ≤ i ≤ rank(H̃q(VR(F [ℓ]
n ; 2n− 2))} implies that λi,1 = 0 for each i which

finishes the proof. �

Table 3 provides several examples of lower bounds for the ranks of 9th di-
mensional homology and 6th dimensional homology of the independence complex
Ind(KG(3, k)). The lower bounds for the ranks of 9th dimensional homology is
obtained using Theorem 10; and the other ones are from Theorem 19. Notice that
the computed results for 6th dimensional homology is smaller than the computed
results in Table 1 when k = 2 and 3.

6. Connectivity

In this section, we discuss the connectivity of the independence of Kneser graph
using its total dominating number. We start with some fundamental definitions
and results.

Let G be a graph with no isolated vertices. The total dominating number of G,
denoted by γt(G), is the minimal size of total dominating sets of G. A subset S of
the vertices of G is said to be a total dominating set if every vertex is connected
by an edge to a vertex in S.

It is proved in [30] that if γt(G) > 2k, then Ind(G) is (k − 1)-connected. Also,
the following result from [27] is an immediate consequence by the definition of total
dominating set if the order of G is m and G has no isolated vertex:

γt(G) ≥
m

∆(G)

where ∆(G) is the maximal order of any vertex in G. Recall that the order of a
graph is the number of vertices of the graph, and the order of a vertex in a graph
is the number of edges meeting at the vertex.

Theorem 20. For a Kneser graph KG(n, k),

γt(KG(n, k)) ≥
(

2n+k
n

)

(

n+k
n

) .

Let αn,k = 1
2 · (

2n+k

n )
(n+k

n )
. Then if αn,k is an integer, the complex Ind(KG(n, k)) is

(αn,k − 2)-connected; otherwise it is (xαn,ky− 1)-connected.
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Table 4. Lower bounds of the connectivity of the independence
complex of Kneser graph KG(n, k).

❍
❍
❍
❍
❍

n
k

1 2 3 4 5

4 11 5 3 2 1
5 37 17 9 6 4
6 121 52 28 17 11
7 400 157 79 46 30
8 1,349 484 227 125 77
9 4,617 1,525 666 346 202
10 16,031 4,897 1,998 978 542

Proof. The order of the Kneser graph KG(n, k) is
(

2n+k
n

)

and the order of any

vertex in KG(n, k) is
(

n+k
n

)

by the definition of Kneser graph. Hence,

γt(KG(n, k)) ≥ 2αn,k.

Therefore, when αn,k is an integer, γt(KG(n, k)) > 2(αn,k−1) and the independence
complex Ind(KG(n, k)) is (αn,k − 2)-connected. If αn,k is not an integer, then
γt(KG(n, k)) > 2xαn,ky and Ind(KG(n, k)) is (xαn,ky− 1)-connected. �

In Table 4, we list some examples of connectivity of the indepndence complex of
Kneser graph obtained using Theorem 20.

7. Open questions

Still, little is known about the topological property of the complex Ind(KG(n, k))
for n ≥ 3 and k ≥ 1. Let p = 1

2

(

2n
n

)

−1. Recall that the lower bounds obtained from
Theorem 10 for the rank of p-dimensional homology match the computed results
when n = 3 and k = 1, 2, 3. Hence we conjecture that the lower bounds from
Theorem 10 are actually the exact rank of p-dimensional homology.

Conjecture 1. Let n ≥ 3 and p = 1
2

(

2n
n

)

− 1. The rank of the p-dimensional

homology group of Ind(KG(n, k)) is
(

2n+k
2n

)

.

A general question in this subject is to determine the homotopy types of the
independence complexes.

Question 1. What is the homotopy type of the independence complex Ind(KG(n, k))
for n ≥ 3 and k ≥ 1? Specifically, is Ind(KG(3, k)) homotopy equivalent to a wedge
sum of S6’s and S9’s?

It seems that the homotopy types of such independence complexes are very hard
to determine. The following question is natural to ask.

Question 2. What are the dimensions of non-trivial homology of the complex
Ind(KG(n, k)) with n ≥ 3 and k ≥ 1? Is it true that H̃i(Ind(KG(n, k)) 6= 0 if
and only if i ∈ {6, 9}?

Notice that in the discussion of Section 3, the homology generators in the complex
Ind(KG(n, k)) are cross-polytopal subcomplexes containing a maximal simplex in
Ind(KG(n, k)) with n ≥ 3.
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Question 3. Fix n ≥ 3. Is it true that all homology generators in the complex
Ind(KG(n, k)) can be represented as a cycle in one of its cross-polytopal subcom-
plexes?

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Henry Adams, Joseph Briggs, and Žiga Virk for help-
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Čech persistence diagrams for metric graphs, In Research in Computational Topology, 33–
56, Springer, 2018.

[24] Robert Ghrist, Barcodes: The persistent topology of data, Bulletin of the American Mathe-
matical Society, 45 (1), 2008, 61–75.

[25] Shuchita Goyal, Samir Shukla, and Anurag Singh, Topology of clique complexes of line graphs,
Art Discrete Appl. Math., 5(2):Paper No. 2.06, 12, 2022.

[26] Mikhail Gromov, Hyperbolic groups, Essays in group theory, Springer, New York, NY, 75–263,
1987.

[27] M.A. Henning, A. Yeo, Total Domination of Graphs, Springer Monographs in Mathematics,
Springer, New York, 2013.

[28] Clement W. H. Lam, The Search for a Finite Projective Plane of order 10, The American
Mathematical Monthly, 98 (4): 305–318, 1991.

[29] L. Lovász, Kneser’s conjecture, chromatic number, and homotopy, J. Combin. Theory Ser.
A, 25(3):319–324, 1978.

[30] R. Meshulam, Domination Numbers and Homology, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A, 102(2):321–
330, 2003.

[31] X. Perrott, Existence of Projective Planes, arXiv:1603.05333, 2016.

[32] A. Schrijver, Vertex-critical subgraphs of Kneser graphs, Nieuw Arch. Wisk. (3), 26(3):454461,
1978.

[33] Samir Shukla, On Vietoris-Rips complexes (with scales 3) of hypercube graphs, SIAM Journal
on Discrete Mathematics, 37(3), 1472–1495, 2023, https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2202.02756.
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