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Abstract

A graph of order n is distance magic if it admits a bijective labeling of its vertices
with integers from 1 to n such that each vertex has the same sum of the labels of its
neighbors. In this paper we classify all distance magic Cartesian products of two cycles,
thereby correcting an error in a widely cited paper from 2004. Additionally, we show that
each distance magic labeling of a Cartesian product of cycles is determined by a pair or
quadruple of suitable sequences, thus obtaining a complete characterization of all distance
magic labelings of these graphs. We also determine a lower bound on the number of all
distance magic labelings of C,,,[1C5,, with m > 3 odd.

Keywords: distance magic graph, distance magic labeling, Cartesian product of
cycles

1 Introduction

A graph I' = (V, E) of order n is said to be distance magic if it admits a bijection £ : V —
{1,...,n} such that the sum of the labels of all neighbors of a vertex v € V, called the weight
of v, is the same for all v € V. The concept of distance magic graphs has been motivated by
the notion of magic rectangles at the beginning of this century and has since been studied by
numerous researchers, as indicated by a survey of existing results on distance magic labelings
gathered in [2] (see also [4] for a dynamic survey of all graph labelings).

One of the first families studied was the family of Cartesian products of cycles. The
necessary and sufficient condition from [9, Theorem 2.1] for such graphs to be distance magic
is one of the most cited results on distance magic graphs in the literature (with more than 30
citations to date). However, while the condition given is indeed sufficient, it is unfortunately
not necessary. In this paper we thus revisit the problem of determining all distance magic
Cartesian products of cycles and provide a complete classification. More precisely, we prove
the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let m,n be integers with n > m > 3. Then the Cartesian product of cycles
C,,0C,, is distance magic if and only if n = 2m with m odd, or n = m with m = 2 (mod 4).
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In addition, we address the open problem from [9] of finding all distance magic labelings of
Cartesian products of cycles. In particular, for each of the two possibilities from Theorem 1.1
we characterize all distance magic labelings of such graphs in terms of the existence of ap-
propriate sequences of integers (see Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 4.5). Moreover, we establish a
lower bound for the number of all distance magic labelings of C,,,[0C5,, with m > 3 odd (see
Proposition 3.9).

The main tool in our arguments is a result from [6] linking the property of being distance
magic (for regular graphs) to eigenvalues and eigenvectors, and the irreducible group char-
acters of abelian groups, which turn out to be highly useful in the study of distance magic
Cayley graphs (see for instance, [3, 6, 7, 8]).

2 Preliminaries

In this section we state some basic definitions and notations that will be used throughout this
paper. All graphs are assumed to be simple, finite, connected and undirected.

For an integer n we let Z, denote the ring of residue classes modulo n as well as the
cyclic group of order n. It is well known that the Cartesian product C,,0C,, with m,n > 3
is in fact the tetravalent Cayley graph of the abelian group Z,, X Z, with the connection set
S = {£(1,0),£(0,1)}. Recall that the Cayley graph Cay(A;S) of an additive abelian group
A with respect to the connection set S, where S C A with S = —S and 0 ¢ S, is the graph
with vertex-set A in which two vertices g,h € A are adjacent if and only if h — g € S.

As in [10] we use a slightly nonstandard definition of a distance magic labeling which
however leads to the same definition of a graph being distance magic (see [10]). For a positive
integer n we let N, = {1—n,3—n,5—n,...,n—1}. Let I' = (V, E) be a tetravalent graph of
order n. Then a distance magic labeling of T' is a bijection £ : V — N, such that the weight
of v is equal to 0 for all v € V. Throughout this paper we will always be working with this
alternative definition of a distance magic labeling.

2.1 The characters

As was first pointed out in [6] the property of being distance magic for regular graphs can be
expressed in terms of eigenvalues and corresponding eigenvectors of the adjacency matrix. In
particular, the following holds.

Lemma 2.1. [6, Lemma 2.1] Let I' = (V, E)) be a regular graph of order n and even valency.
Then I' is distance magic if and only if 0 is an eigenvalue of the adjacency matrix of I' and
there exists a corresponding eigenvector with the property that a certain permutation of its
entries results in the arithmetic sequence 1 — n,3 — n,5 —n,...,n — 1. In particular, if I’
is distance magic then 0 is an eigenvalue for the adjacency matrix of I' and there exists a
corresponding eigenvector whose entries are pairwise distinct.

We remark that in fact the proof of Lemma 2.1 reveals that each distance magic labeling
of a regular graph corresponds to an eigenvector for the eigenvalue 0 of the adjacency matrix
in the sense of Lemma 2.1. Indeed, if £ is a distance magic labeling of a regular graph I, the
v-entry of a corresponding eigenvector can simply be set as ¢(v) and vice versa.



In the case of Cayley graphs one can use the theory of irreducible group characters to
determine when a suitable eigenvector for the eigenvalue 0 exists. As was successfully demon-
strated in [3, 6, 7, 8] this approach is particularly fruitful in the case of Cayley graphs of
abelian groups. Here we review some definitions and results important for our situation but
refer the reader to [6] for details.

Consider the abelian group A = Z,, X Z,, for some integers m,n > 3. Following [1], the
group of irreducible characters of the group A consists of the mn homomorphisms X (44) :
A—{zeC: 2™ =1}, (a,b) € A, defined by

X (@) = ()7 ()" (1)

for all (z,y) € A. Moreover, by [5] (see also [3, 6]), the spectrum of the Cayley graph
Cay(4;9) is

{X(a,b)(s): (a7 b) € A}7 where X(a,b)(s) = ZX(a,b)(S)' (2)

seS

The following fact was also pointed out in [6] (see also [5, Lemma 9.2]). For the irreducible
character x, let w, denote the column vector indexed by the elements of A, with the (z,y)-
entry of wy equal to x((z,y)). Then the mn vectors wy,, ,, where (a,b) € A, form a complete
set of eigenvectors for the adjacency matrix of Cay(A;S) and Wy s cOrresponds to the
eigenvalue X (4)(5). Therefore Lemma 2.1 implies that for Cay(A;S) to be distance magic,
it must admit at least one pair (a,b) € A such that x(44)(S) = 0. This leads to the following
definition which was first introduced in [7]. Let m,n > 3 be integers and let S C A be a
subset such that S = —S and 0 ¢ S. The set

nn(S) = {(a,b) € Az X(a,)(5) = 0}

is said to be the set of all admissible elements of A for S.

2.2 A necessary condition

As already mentioned we will be studying the distance magic property of Cartesian products
of two cycles. Recall that for n > m > 3 the Cartesian product I' = C,,,[1C), is isomorphic to
the Cayley graph Cay(Z,, X Zn;S), where S = {£(1,0),£(0,1)}.

In this section we provide a short proof that the condition on m and n from Theorem 1.1
is indeed necessary for I' to be distance magic. We do so using Lemma 2.1 and irreducible
group characters of Z,, X Z,.

Let n > m > 3 and let I' = Cay(Z,, X Zy;S), where S = {£(1,0),+(0,1)}. Observe that
by (1) we have that x(,4)((0,0)) = 1 for all (a,b) € Zp X Zy,. Moreover, (1) and (2) imply
that x(q,0)(S) = 0 if and only if
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which is equivalent to
20 2
DLy (3)
n m
for some integer k. Note that this implies that if I' is distance magic then at least one of
n, m must be even. Since the connection set S will always be {£(1,0),£(0,1)} we abbreviate

. (S) by A .



Proposition 2.2. Let n > m > 3 and let I' = Cay(Z,, X Z,;{£(1,0),£(0,1)}). If I is
distance magic then n = 2m with m odd, or n = m with m = 2 (mod 4).

Proof. Suppose that I' is distance magic. Letting d = ged(m,n) we set ng and mg to be
the coprime positive integers such that n = dng and m = dmg. Then (3) is equivalent to
2bmg + 2ang = dmono(l + 2k) for some integer k. Suppose that there exists an odd prime
divisor p of mg. Then for each (a,b) € 47, the prime p divides ang, and so ged(mg, ng) =1
implies that p divides a. By (1) we thus have that x(qp (%} 0)) =1 = X(4,5((0,0)) for all
(a,b) € o, . Since each eigenvector for the eigenvalue 0 thus has equal entries at (%, 0) and
(0,0), this contradicts Lemma 2.1. In a similar way we show that there are no odd prime
divisors of ng. Therefore, since n > m, we have that mg = 1 and ng = 2! for some integer
t > 0, which implies that m = d and n = m2?.

We first consider the possibility that ¢ > 1 and prove that in this case m is odd and
t =1 (and thus n = 2m). Since t > 1, (3) is equivalent to b & 2a = 2!"'m(1 + 2k), k € Z.
Therefore, if ¢ > 2 or m is even, b must be even, and so x(4.4)((0,5)) = 1 = X(a,)((0,0)) for
all (a,b) € %, p, again contradicting Lemma 2.1. Therefore, ¢ =1 and m is odd, as claimed.

We now consider the possibility that ¢ = 0, that is, when n = m. In this case (3) is
equivalent to b +a = M for some k € Z, which implies that m is even. If m is divisible
by 4 then a and b are of the same parity and then x4 ((%, %)) = 1 for all (a,b) € Fmm,
contradicting Lemma 2.1. Therefore, if I" is distance magic then n = 2m with m odd or
n =m with m = 2 (mod 4). O

To complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 we only need to show that for each odd integer
m > 3 the graphs I'1 = C,,,00Cy,, and I'y = C5,,[0C5,, are indeed distance magic. For I'y
this is done in Section 3 and for I's in Section 4. In fact, in Section 3 we describe all
distance magic labelings of I'y and in Section 4 all distance magic labelings of I's, thereby
addressing the problem posed in [9] of determining all such labelings. It turns out that the
following characterization of all admissible elements of the corresponding groups and the
ensuing Corollary 2.3 and Corollary 2.4 will be of use.

Consider the case of I';. In this case (3) is equivalent to b+ 2a = m(1 + 2k), k € Z. Since
0<a<mand0<b< 2m, we have that —2m < b + 2a < 4m, which in turn implies that
k € {0, £1}. Moreover, if 0 < a < L then k = 0, while if 242 < a < m, then k = £1. It is
now easy to see that

om = {(a,0): 0 <a<m, 0<b<2m, b= (mF 2a) (mod 2m)}. (4)
In a similar way, considering the case of I'y, one can show that
om.om = {(a,0): 0 <a,b<2m, b= (mFa) (mod 2m)}. (5)

Before stating and proving Corollary 2.3 and Corollary 2.4 we introduce the following
notation and terminology that will be used in the remainder of this paper. We will represent
a labeling ¢ of the vertex-set of a graph I" = C,,,[1C,, by the m x n table L = [5”}8%2? with
m rows and n columns, where the entry ¢; ; corresponds to £((7,)). We make an agreement
that for all m x n tables in this paper the first index is always computed modulo m, while

the second one is always computed modulo n.



Corollary 2.3. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and suppose that I' = C,,,[0C5,, = Cay(Z,, X
Zom;{£(1,0),£(0,1)}) is distance magic with a distance magic labeling £. Then ¢; ; = —4; j1m
for all 7,5 with 0 <7< m, 0<7 < 2m.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1 and the remark following it, £ corresponds to an eigenvector w for the
eigenvalue 0 satisfying Lemma 2.1. Denote the (x,y)-entry of w by w, , and recall that

E(E,y = wl’,y = Z A(a,b)X(a,b)((xy y))
(a,b) ESm,2m

for some A(qyp) € C.
Let (a,b) € “y2m- By (1) we have that x(,4)((0,0)) = 1 and since by (4) each b is odd,
we also have that x(44)((0,m)) = —1. Therefore,

X(a,b)((ov 0)) + X(a,b)((()?m)) = 0 for all (CL, b) € 'Q{m,2m~

Consequently, for any ¢, j with 0 <i <m, 0 < j < 2m, the fact that x, 5 is a homomorphism
implies that

Cig+Lijim=Wij+Wijim= 3 Nap) Xap((E5) + Xap((i,j +m))) =
(a,b)eﬂm’gm

= > MawnXan ((65) (X(ap ((0,0)) + X ((0,m))) = 0.
(a,b)E&zmem

O]

Corollary 2.4. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and suppose that I' = Cy,,,.0C%,,, = Cay(Zay, X
Zom; {%£(1,0),£(0,1)}) is distance magic with a distance magic labeling ¢. Then ¢;; =
—Litm, j+m for all 7,5 with 0 <4,5 < 2m.

Proof. The proof is similar and is left to the reader (note that in this case (5) implies that a
and b are of different parity). O

3 Distance magic labelings of C,,[ 1C,,, with m > 3 odd

Before we present a distance magic labeling for the graph C,,10C5,, with m > 3 odd, we
introduce the terminology we will be using in this section. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and
let L = [E,j]gééignm be an m x 2m table of integers. Then the reduced table re(L) of L is the
m X m table [ti,j]DSi,j<m where

ti’j = &72]'. (6)

Conversely, let T' = [t; jlo<ij<m be an m x m table of integers. Then the corresponding
extended table ex(T) of T is the m x 2m table [&J]ggéiglm, where




Note that since m is odd, the above definition (7) does indeed make sense and implies that
lij = —lijtm for all 7,5 with 0 < ¢ < m, 0 < j < 2m. Observe that for any m x m
table T" we have that re(ex(7")) = T and similarly, if C,,,00C5,, is distance magic and L is the
m x 2m table corresponding to a distance magic labeling of this graph, then ex(re(L)) = L
by Corollary 2.3.

Let m > 3 be an odd integer. An m x m table T is said to be distance magic if

exactly one of k, —k appears in T for all k € Ny,,,2 (8)

and

i1 +tiv1; = ti7j+m771 + tm-imTA for all 7,7 with 0 <14,5 < m. (9)

The following observation indicates why we call such tables distance magic.

Lemma 3.1. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and let I' = C},,[1C5,,. If I is distance magic and
L denotes the m x 2m table corresponding to a distance magic labeling of " then re(L) is
distance magic. Conversely, if an m x m table T is distance magic then ex(7T) corresponds to
a distance magic labeling of I" and consequently I' is distance magic.

Proof. Assume first that I' is distance magic, let L denote the m x 2m table corresponding
to some distance magic labeling ¢ of I and let T' = re(L). Then L consists of the 2m? (odd)
integers from Ny,,,2. By Corollary 2.3 we have that ¢; j; = —¢; j4m for all 4,j with 0 <i <m,
0 < j < 2m, and so T clearly satisfies (8). Moreover, using (6), Corollary 2.3 and the fact
that £ is a distance magic labeling of I' we find that for all 4,7 with 0 < i,j5 <m

tic1jttiv1y; = lic125Hiv1,2) = —ligj—1—Vi2j+1 = ligjrm—-1tli2j1tme1 = tjpmoatt j mot,

(note that " = —=1 (mod m)) proving that 7T is distance magic.

Conversely, suppose that 7" is distance magic m x m table and let L = ex(T'). Since by
definition for all odd k € Nj,,2, exactly one of k, —k appears in T, (7) implies that L consists
of all odd k € Ny,,2. Pick 4,5 with 0 <i < m, 0 <j < 2m. Then (7) and (9) imply that if j

is even,
Civj+Llivrj+ i1+ lij = ti—l,% + ti+1,g - ti,g+—m;1 i, i mil = 0
while if j is odd

Ui+ Lligrj+ i1+ lij= —ti_17j+7m — ti+17j+Tm +1, i1 + ti,% =0.

’ 2

Therefore, L corresponds to a distance magic labeling of T'. O

For integers m,n > 3 and m x n tables T and T" of integers we let the sum T + T" of
these two tables be the m x n table obtained by component-wise addition. Moreover, let
R =[rg,r1,...,mm—1] be a sequence of m integers and let s € {0,1,...,m—1}. Then T(R,s)
is the m x m table [t; j]lo<i j<m, Where t; ; = 7;_g; (the index computed modulo m). Note that
T (R, s) is the m x m table obtained by setting the 0-th row (the row consisting of all ¢y ; with
0 < j < m) to be R and then obtaining each subsequent row by making a right cyclic s-shift
of the previous row. If we set X = T (R, s) we denote the entries of such a table by x; ; with
0<4,5 <m.



Proposition 3.2. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and let I' = C,,,.0Cy,,,. Let ag,a1,...,am_1 €
{1 —2m?2,...,2m? — 1} be odd integers and by, by, ..., b1 € {—2m? ..., 2m? — 2} be even
integers such that ap = 1, bp = 0 and that {z(a; + b;): v € {-1,1},0 < 7,57 < m} =
Nopn2. Then the table T ([ag, a1, - . ., Gm—1], mT_l)—i—’T( [b0, b1, -y bm—1], mTH) is distance magic.
Consequently, I' is distance magic.

Proof. Let A = T(lag,a1,...,am-1], %2) and B = T([bo,b1,...,bm—1], 25%). Let i,j be
integers with 0 < 4,7 < m. Then

Gimty = ot og) = Ogpmgt A i = 0oy = 0omp (10)
bi—1, = b'—m—“(z‘—n = bi,j—mT_l and  bit1,; = bj—mT“(zurl) = bz’,j+mT_1 (11)
(recall that -1 = —™+L (mod m)).

Let C=A+ B = [CZ,J]0S1’3<m. From (10) and (11) we have that

Ci—1,5 + Cit1,5 = ”+m1—|—b m71+a m1+b"]+m1—

ai7j+m;1 +b7’,]+m271 +(I m 1 +b7j— m—1 7]_i_m 1 +C’] m 1

for any 0 < 4, j < m, proving that C satisfies (9). We now prove that C' also satisfies (8). Since
{x(ai +bj): z € {=1,1},0 <i,j < m} = Ny,,2, it clearly suffices to prove that {a; + b;: 0 <
i,j <m} ={cj:0<14,j<m}. Since one inclusion follows from the definition of C' we only
verify that for each 4,j with 0 < 4,5 < m the sum a; + b; belongs to {¢; ;: 0 < i,j < m}.
Indeed,

mL (i—j) + bi-l-mT_l(i—j)—m;'l (i—j) = Qi + bj-

Ci—j,i—i— 1(1 —j) T %iqpm= 1(2 —J)—
Therefore, C' is distance magic, and so Lemma 3.1 implies that I' is distance magic. O

In order to show that C,,[0C5,, is distance magic for all odd integers m > 3 it thus suffices

to find some specific pairs of sets {ag, a1, ..., am—1} and {bo, b1, ..., by_1}, satisfying the con-
ditions stated in Proposition 3.2. In the remainder of this section we call such pairs of sets,
as well as the pair ([ag, a1, ..., am—1], [bo, b1, ..., bm—1]) of corresponding sequences, admissible.

Proposition 3.3. Let m > 3 be an odd integer. The pair (a, b), where
a=1[1,3,5,...,2m —3,2m —1] and b =1[0,2m,4m,...,2(m — 2)m,2(m — 1)m],
is admissible. Consequently, the graph C,,[JC5,, is distance magic.

Proof. For each ¢ with 0 < ¢ < m we have that a; = 1 + 2¢ and b; = 2im. It is thus clear
that {z(a; + b;): z € {—1,1},0 < 4,5 < m} = Ny,2 (see Figure 1 for the case m = 7).
Therefore, the pair (a,b) is admissible, and so the graph C,,0C5,, is distance magic by
Proposition 3.2. ]

As already mentioned, the authors of [9] posed an open problem of determining all distance
magic labelings of Cartesian products of cycles. In what follows we make a considerable step
towards solving this problem for the case of C,,,[1C5;,, where m > 3 is odd. By Lemma 3.1 this
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Figure 1: Construction of a distance magic table for m = 7.

is equivalent to finding all distance magic m x m tables. It turns out (see Theorem 3.5) that in
fact each distance magic labeling of C,,,[1C5,, with m > 3 odd, arises from a suitable admissible
pair. It thus suffices to determine all admissible pairs. This seems to be rather difficult and at
the moment we are not able to determine the exact number of them. Nevertheless, we obtain
a lower bound for their number (see Proposition 3.9) which seems to get closer and closer to
the exact number as m grows (see the remark at the end of this section).

Lemma 3.4. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and let L be the m x 2m table corresponding to
a distance magic labeling ¢ of C;,[0C%,,. Let T' = re(L) = [t; jlo<ij<m. Then, for all i, j with
0 <1,7 <m, and all integers s we have that

tit1,j — ti,j#”T*l = ti+1—s7j+%s - ti—s,j+m7*1+%s- (12)
Proof. Since the indices are computed modulo m it clearly suffices to prove that (12) holds
for all non-negative integers s. The equality (12) of course holds for s = 0. Moreover, by
Lemma 3.1 the table T is distance magic (implying that (9) holds), and so the equality (12)
holds also for s = 1. Now, assuming that (12) holds for some s > 1 and all 4, j with 0 < 7,5 < m
we prove that it also holds for s + 1 and all 4,7 with 0 < 4,57 < m. Set ¢/ = i — s and
J=Jj+ mTHS. By (12) we have that

tit1,; — ti7j+%71 =tiry1,5 — L‘i,,j,+mTfl = tz‘@jur% —tir 1y

= ti—i—l—(s—&-l),j—i—mTH(s—&-l) - ti—(s+1),j+mT*1+m;1(s+1)v

where we used (12) for s = 1 in the second equality. Therefore, (12) holds for s + 1 and all
1,7 with 0 <4, 7 < m, completing the induction step. O

Theorem 3.5. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and let ¢ be a distance magic labeling of
CnOCoy,. If £oo = 1 then £ corresponds to an admissible pair. Moreover, the corresponding
pair of sequences is uniquely determined by £.

Proof. Let C' = re(L) = [c; jlo<ij<m, where L is the m x 2m table corresponding to ¢, and
let a and b be defined as follows:

a:[ci7mT+1i:()§i<m], b=lc Z47mT+11.—1:0§2'<m].

m—



Letting A = T(a, 1) and B = T (b, ) we claim that A + B = C. It clearly suffices to
show that
i m71i+k (13)

.72

ai7m271l-+k + b2-7m271i+k =c
holds for all integers ¢, k£ with k£ > 0. In fact, since
Qg m=tyg 0 moy g = g+ g = O mity + € g mo1yy miny — 1
(13) can be restated as

Ck,mglk‘—i_ci*k,m;li%»m;lk_ 1 :Ci,m;11+k" (14)

We perform the proof that (14) indeed holds for all integers ¢ and k, with & > 0, by induction
on k. That (14) holds for £ = 0 and for all integers ¢ follows from the fact that c¢oo = 1. Next,
suppose that (14) holds for some k£ > 0 and for all .. We claim that for all i we have that

Ck+17m;1k+mé‘rl + Ci7k717m;1i+m2+1k+m;1 —1= ci’m;1i+k+1. (15)

Setting ¢/ = ¢ — 1 we see that the inductive hypothesis implies that

and so (15) is equivalent to

Ck’-i—l,m;l k,_,’_'m;—l — Ck‘, m;—lk = Ci, mg_li-i-k‘-f—l — Ci—l,m;1i+k+ m;—l .

Setting ¢/ = k and j = mTHk: + mTH and then applying Lemma 3.4 for s =4 + 1 — ¢ we have
that
Ch1,mflhpmt © Ol = Gl T Gy jymed
= Ci,j-‘rm;li/—‘rm;—l—m;li — Ci—l,j-‘rm;li/—m;li

= Ci,mgli-‘rk‘-i-l - Ci—l,’m;li-‘rk-‘rm;l 3

which implies that (15) indeed holds for all 7 thus confirming that (14) (and hence (13)) holds
for all integers 4, k with k > 0.

By (13) each ¢;; is of the form a;y + bjs for some 7,;j'. Since there are at most m?
different sums of the form a; + by and (8) holds for the table C, it clearly follows that
{x(ay +bjr): x € {=1,1},0 < ¥’ j' <m} = Ny,,2, and so the pair (a,b) is admissible.

We are now left with the proof that the above pair (a,b) is the only admissible pair of
sequences generating the table C. Suppose that (a’,b’) is an admissible pair of sequences
generating C. Let A’ = T(a/,22) and B’ = T(b’, ). Since 0 appears in B and in
B’ at the positions {(2, mTHz) : 0 < i < m}, and these positions coincide with the entries
{a;: 0 < i < m} in A, as well as with the entries {a;: 0 < i < m} in A’, we have that
a; = a, for all 0 < ¢ < m. Similarly, since 1 appears in A and in A’ at the positions
{(i,2524) : 0 < i < m} and these positions coincide with the entries {by—;: 0 < i < m} in B,
as well as with the entries {0/ _.: 0 <4 < m} in B’, we have that b; = ¥} for all 0 <1i < m.
Therefore, (a,b) = (a’,b’), implying that there exists a unique admissible pair of sequences




(a, b) generating the table C. O
The next observation follows directly from the definition of an admissible pair.
Lemma 3.6. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and let (a, b) be an admissible pair. Set
a=[0+1:0<i<m] and b=1[a;—1:0<i<m]
Then the pair (a, B> is also admissible.

We proceed by introducing two specific admissible pairs (a, b) which will be called basic
pairs in the rest of this section (see Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.8). In addition, we introduce
so-called derived pairs, obtained from basic pairs (a, b) in such a way that one of a and b is
fixed and the other is changed. In particular, a-derived pairs are the pairs of the form (a,b’),
where some of the entries of b’ differ from those of b (in a specified way, see Lemma 3.7 and
Lemma 3.8). We define b-derived pairs analogously.

Lemma 3.7. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and let
a=[1+4+2i:0<i<m] and b=[2im:0<i<m].

Then the pair (a,b) is admissible. Moreover, if any number of elements b; € b other than
by are replaced by b, = —b; — 2m, the a-derived pair (a,b’) is admissible. Similarly, if any
number of elements a; € a other than ag are replaced by a; = —a; —2(m —1)m, the b-derived
pair (a’,b) is admissible.

Proof. By Proposition 3.3 the pair (a,b) is admissible. Let i be such that 0 < i < m, set
b, = —b; — 2m and note that by € {—2m?,...,2m? — 2}. Then
{—(a; +b)):0<j<m}={-1-2j+b;+2m: 0<j<m}={ay+b;:0<j <m}

Therefore, an a-derived pair (a,b’), obtained by replacing any number of b; € b by the corre-
sponding ¥/, satisfies the conditions of Proposition 3.2 and is thus admissible. An analogous
proof for b-derived pairs (a’, b) is left to the reader. O

Table 1: The basic pair (a,b) and possible substitutions for b-derived and a-derived pairs
according to Lemma 3.7.

i 0 1 i m—1
aa | 1 |3, -3-2m—-—1m|...|1+2i,-1-2i—2(m—1m |... | 2m—1,1—2m?
b,b’ | 0 2m, —4m 2im, —2im — 2m oo | 2(m = 1)m, —2m?

Lemma 3.8. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and let
a=[(-1)(1+2i):0<i<m] and b=[—1)"1+2i)m—m:0<i<m)]

Then the pair (a,b) is admissible. Moreover, if any number of elements b; € b other than
by are replaced by b, = —b; — 2, the a-derived pair (a,b’) is admissible. Similarly, if any
number of elements a; € a other than ay are replaced by a; = —a;, the b-derived pair (a’, b)
is admissible.
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Proof. Note that b = [0, —4m,4m, —8m,8m, ..., —2(m — 1)m,2(m — 1)m] (recall that m is
odd). It is now easy to verify that the pair (a,b) satisfies the conditions of Proposition 3.2
and is thus admissible. Moreover, this also shows that all b-derived pairs clearly satisfy the
conditions of Proposition 3.2 and are thus admissible. For a-derived pairs, let ¢ be such that
0 <i < m and set b, = —b; — 2. Then

{—(a; +0): 0<j <m} ={(=1)7 (=1 —25) +b; +2: 0 < j <m}.

For j = 0 we have that —(ag + b}) = ag + b;. For j > 0 set j' = j — (—1)7, note that j and j’
have different parity and that (since m is odd) {j': 1 < j<m} ={j: 1 <j <m}. Thus
{—(aj+b):1<j<m}={(-1)"A+2) —2(-1)7) +b; +2: 1 <5 <m}
={aj +b;: 1 <j <m}.

Therefore, an a-derived pair (a,b’), obtained by replacing any number of b; € b by the
corresponding b/, satisfies the conditions of Proposition 3.2 and is thus admissible. O

Table 2: The basic pair (a,b) and possible substitutions for b-derived and a-derived pairs
according to Lemma 3.8.

T Jo] 1 [ i T ao
a,a | 1 -3,3 (—1)¥(1 + 23), (—1)"1(1 + 2i) 2m —1,1—2m
b,b' | 0 | —dm,4m—2 | ... | (=1 (1 +2)m —m, (D)1 +2)m+m—2| ... | 2(m —1)m, 2(1 —m)m — 2

Table 1 and Table 2 show how one can construct the basic and all derived pairs from
Lemma 3.7 and from Lemma 3.8, respectively. In particular, each sequence in the basic pair
starts with 0 or 1, taking the leftmost element in the column for each subsequent entry while
each sequence in a derived pair starts with 0 or 1, taking the rightmost element in the column
for at least one subsequent entry.

Proposition 3.9. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and let I' = C},,[J1Cs,,,. Then there are at
least 4m? - (271 — 3) - (m — 1)!? different distance magic labelings of T'.

Proof. Since I' is vertex-transitive there are 2m? choices for the vertex labeled with 1 and each
such choice gives the same number of different distance magic labelings of I'. By Theorem 3.5
each distance magic labeling ¢ of I" with £y = 1 corresponds to (a unique) admissible pair
(a, b) of sequences. By Proposition 3.2 any permutation of the elements a1, as,...,a;,—1 in a
and by, b9, ...,by_1 in b yields another admissible pair of sequences, and by Theorem 3.5 this
pair gives a different distance magic labeling of I'. Therefore, each admissible pair of sets
gives rise to (m — 1)!2 different distance magic labelings of ', and so it suffices to count the
number of admissible pairs of sets.

In what follows we establish a lower bound on this number by considering only admissible
pairs of sets arising from those given by Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.8 and possibly applying
Lemma 3.6. Consider the pairs derived from the basic pair from Lemma 3.7 (making corre-
sponding derived pairs and possibly applying Lemma 3.6 - we call this process a derivation).
There are clearly 2(1+ 2(2m~! — 1)) = 2(2™ — 1) such derivations (including the trivial one),
since we have to decide whether we apply Lemma 3.6 or not, decide whether we are replacing
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any elements in the two sets and if so, in which and which ones. Of course, there are also
2(2™ — 1) derivations starting from the basic pair from Lemma 3.8. We thus only need to
determine whether two different derivations can result in the same admissible pair.

Suppose first that a pair (a, IE)> is obtained by a derivation starting from the basic pair
(a,b) from Lemma 3.7. If this derivation is trivial or arises only by applying Lemma 3.6, the
sequences a and b contain no negative elements. In all other cases, one of the sequences a and
b contains at least one negative element while the other does not. Moreover, the elements of
the latter one are either all smaller than 2m (which happens if and only if we are changing
the elements of b), or are (with the exception of the smallest one) all greater than 2m — 1
(which happens if and only if we are changing the elements of a). It is therefore easy to see
that no two derivations starting from the basic pair (a,b) from Lemma 3.7 lead to the same
admissible pair.

Suppose next that a pair (a, B> is obtained by a derivation starting from the basic pair
(a,b) from Lemma 3.8 and note that at least one of the sequences a and b contains exactly

e L negative elements. If this derivation is trivial or arises only by applying Lemma 3.6,

then no element of any of the sequences a and b is congruent to 2 or 3 modulo 4. In all other
cases, one of the sequences a and b contains at least one element which is congruent to 2 or
3 modulo 4, while the elements of the other one are either all congruent to 1 modulo 4, or
are all divisible by 4. Moreover, the elements of the latter one either all have absolute value
smaller than 2m (which happens if and only if we are changing the elements of b), or all but
one have absolute value at least 4m — 1 (which happens if and only if we are changing the
elements of a). It is therefore easy to see that no two derivations starting from the basic pair
(a,b) from Lemma 3.8 lead to the same admissible pair.

The only possible duplications can therefore arise from a derivation of the basic pair from
Lemma 3.7 and from a derivation of the basic pair from Lemma 3.8. Let (a, B) be a duplicated
pair. Since on one hand at least one of a and b contains no negative elements, while on the
other hand at least one of & and b contains exactly mT_l negative elements, we find that one
of & and b contains no negative elements, while the other one has precisely mT_l negative
elements. Suppose that the elements of the sequence with no negative elements are (with one
exception) all greater than 2m — 1. Since (a, B> is obtained by a derivation starting from the
basic pair from Lemma 3.8, the other sequence must be one of [1,—3,5,—7,...,2m — 1] and
[0,—4,4,—8,...,2m—2]. However, such a sequence clearly cannot be obtained by a derivation
starting from the basic pair from Lemma 3.7. It thus follows that either & = [1,3,5,...,2m—1]
or b =1[0,2,4,...,2m — 2]. Since (a,b) is obtained by a derivation starting from the basic
pair from Lemma 3.8, we must have that either b = [0, —4m, 4m, —8m,8m, ..., 2(m — 1)m)]
ora=[l,—4dm+1,4m+1,—-8m+1,8m+1,...,2(m —1)m+ 1], respectively. It is easy to see
that these two corresponding pairs are indeed duplicated, thus showing that all derivations
give precisely 4(2™ — 1) —2 = 2(2™*+! — 3) admissible pairs of sets. Together with the remarks
from the first paragraph of this proof, we thus have at least 4m?-(2m*1 —3).(m—1)!? different
distance magic labelings of T'. O

Despite the fact that we could not determine the exact number of all distance magic
labelings of C,,,[1C5,, for each m > 3 odd, the result from Proposition 3.9 seems to give a
good lower bound, especially for larger values of m. In fact, a computer search reveals that
for m € {3, 5, 7} the ratio of the bound from Proposition 3.9 and the exact number of distance
magic labelings is 26/34 = 0.765, 122/148 = 0.824 and 506/538 = 0.941, respectively.
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4 Distance magic labelings of C,,,[1Cs,, with m > 3 odd

In this section we analyze distance magic labelings for the graphs Cs,,[1C5,,, with m > 3 odd.
It turns out that all distance magic labelings of these graphs can be obtained in a similar way
as was done in the previous section. Before we proceed we introduce some additional notation
that we will be using in this section. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and let L = [¢; jlo<i j<2m
be a 2m x 2m table of integers. Then the pair of partial tables, par(L), of L is the pair (T, T")

of m x m tables T' = [t; jlo<i j<m and T" = [t} -Jo<i j<m, Where

il
t@j = ﬁQi’Qj and t;,j = 621'_:,_172]', 0< i,j <m. (16)

Conversely, let T' = [t; jlo<i j<m and T" = [t;7j]0§i7j<m be two m x m tables of integers. Then
the corresponding merged table, mer(T,T"), of T and T” is the 2m x 2m table [¢; jJo<i j<2m,
where

i 1, even

—Litm j+m, 1,7 odd

, 1 odd ,j even

—t 1 jim, @ even,j odd.
2 ’ 2

Note that since m is odd, the above definition does indeed make sense and implies that

Ui j = —litm, j+m for all ¢, j with 0 < i, j < 2m (where the indices are computed modulo 2m).
As in Section 3 this leads to the following definition. Let m > 3 be an odd integer. A

pair (T, T") of m x m tables of integers T = [t; jlo<ij<m and T' = [t;’j]0§i7j<m is said to be

distance magic if for each k € N,,,2 exactly one of k, —k appears in any of T" and T”, and for

all 7,7 with 0 < 4,57 < m, we have that

2
18)
!/ Y | !/ (
ti*l,j + tz,] — ti+m2—1,j+m2—1 + ti+m2—1’j+m;-1‘

Lemma 4.1. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and let I' = C5,,,[1C5,,. If I' is distance magic
and L denotes the 2m x 2m table corresponding to a distance magic labeling of I', then the
pair of tables par(L) is distance magic. Conversely, if the pair (T,7") of m x m tables T
and 7" is distance magic then mer(T,T") corresponds to a distance magic labeling of T and
consequently I' is distance magic.

Proof. Suppose that I is distance magic and let L denote the 2m x 2m table corresponding to a
distance magic labeling £ of I'. Let (T, T") = par(L). The table L consists of the 4m? integers
from Nj,,2. By Corollary 2.4 we have that ¢; j = —{; iy jym for all 4,5 with 0 < 4,5 < 2m,
and so (16) implies that for each k € Ny,,2 exactly one of k, —k appears in any of T and T".
Moreover, since ¢ is a distance magic labeling, (16) and Corollary 2.4 imply that for all i, j
with 0 < 4,5 < 2m we have that

tic1,j +tij = loi—22j + l2ioj = —l2i—12j—1 — l2i—12j+1

= Loipm—12j4m—1 + L2itm—1,2j4m+1 = iy mot jymet + 4, mo gy mi

13



and

!/ Y | !/
ti*l,j + tz,] i ti+m2—1,j+m2—1 + ti+m2—1’j+m;-1‘

Therefore, the pair (T,7T") is distance magic.
For the converse, suppose that the pair (T, T") of tables T and 7" is distance magic and let
L = mer(T,T’). Then (17) implies that L consists of all the integers from Ny,,2. Moreover,
it is easy to verify that by (17) and (18) we have that £;_1 ; + li41,; + lij—1 + £ j+1 = 0 for
all 4,7 with 0 < 4,5 < 2m, implying that L corresponds to a distance magic labeling of I'.
O

Proposition 4.2. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and let I' = C5,,,[1C5,,. Let ag,a1,...,am—1 €

{1—-4m?, ... 4m®—1}and cg,c1, ..., cm_1 € {1,...,8m?—1} be odd integers, and by, by, . .., b1 €

{—4m?,... 4m?> -2} and do,dy, ... ,dm_1 € {—4m?, ..., 4m?—2m} be even integers such that
ag=cop=1,bp =0and {z(a;+bj): v € {-1,1},0 < 4,5 <m}U{z(c; +d;): x € {-1,1},0 <
i,j <m} = Nyp2. Then setting T = T ([ag, a1, ..., am-1],1)+T([bo,b1,---,bm—1],m—1) and
T =T ([co,c1y-- -y m-1],1) + T([do,d1,...,dm—1],m — 1), the pair (T, T") is distance magic
and thus I is distance magic.

Proof. Let A =T ([ag,a1,...,am—-1],1) and B = T ([bo, b1,...,bm—_1],m—1). For any 4, j with
0 <i,5 < m we have that

Ai—1,j = Qjmit] = Qpymod jymil,  Gj = Qjj = Qgym_1 54 mo1 and

bi—1;=0bjyi1= bi+mT_1J+mT_1’ bij =bjri = bi+mT_17j+mTH7

which implies that the condition from (18) holds for the table T (recall that t; ; = a; ; + b; ;).
Since T” is constructed in the same manner, the condition from (18) also holds for 7.

We now prove that for each k € Ny,,2 exactly one of k, —k appears in any of T and T".
To do so it clearly suffices to prove that {¢;;: 0 < 4,5 < m} = {a; +b;: 0 < i,j < m} and
{t;;:0<4d,j <m}={ci+d;: 0<4,j <m}. We verify only the first equality (the second
one is analogous). Clearly, {t; j: 0 <i,5 <m} C {a;+b;: 0 <4, < m}. Conversely, for each
1,7 with 0 < 4,7 < m, it is easy to verify that letting

g %, i =j (mod 2) ond = %, i =7 (mod 2)
I=tm - # j (mod 2) IHetm - £ j (mod 2)

we have that t; y = a; + b;. Therefore, the pair (T,T”) is distance magic. By Lemma 4.1 the
table mer(T,T") corresponds to a distance magic labeling of T'. O

To prove that the graph Cs,,[1C5,, is distance magic for all m > 3 odd, it thus suffices to
find sets of integers a;, b;, ¢;, d; with 0 <14 < m, satisfying the conditions of Proposition 4.2.

Proposition 4.3. Let m > 3 be an odd integer. Let
a=[14+2:0<i<m], b=[2im:0<i<m], d=[2im+2m?:0<i<m],
T=T(@al)+T(bm—1) and T' =T(a,1)+T(d,m—1).

Then the pair (T, T") is distance magic and thus the graph Cs,,[0C5,, is distance magic.

14



Proof. Clearly, {z(a; + b;): x € {-1,1},0 < 4,5 < m} = Ny,2 and {z(a; + dj): = €
{—=1,1},0 < 4,5 < m} = Nyn2 \ Noy2. Therefore Proposition 4.2 implies that the pair
(T, T') is distance magic and so the graph Cs,,[0C5, is distance magic (see Figure 2 for a
corresponding distance magic labeling of C1400C14). O

1 -101 17 -117 33 -133 49 -149 65 -165 81 -181 97 -183

99 -15 115 -31 131 -47 147 -63 163 -79 179 -95 195 -13

27 -113 29 -129 45 -145 61 -161 77 -177 93 -193 11 -111

125 -41 127 -43 143 -59 159 -75 175 -91 191 -9 109 -25

39 -139 55 -141 57 -157 73 -173 89 -189 7 -107 23 -123

137 -53 153 -69 155 -71 171 -87 187 -5 105 -21 121 -37

51 -151 67 -167 83 -169 85 -185 3 -103 19 -119 35 -135

149 -65 165 -81 181 -97 183 -1 101 -17 117 -33 133 -49

63 -163 79 -179 95 -195 13 -99 15 -115 31 -131 47 -147

161 -77 177 -93 193 -11 111 -27 113 -29 129 -45 145 -61

75 -175 91 -191 9 -109 25 -125 41 -127 43 -143 59 -159

173 -89 189 -7 107 -23 123 -39 139 -55 141 -57 157 -73

87 -187 5 -105 21 -121 37 -137 53 -153 69 -155 71 -171

185 -3 103 -19 119 -35 135 -51 151 -67 167 -83 169 -85

Figure 2: A table corresponding to a distance magic labeling of C1400C 4.

Having proved the existence of a distance magic labeling of Cs,,[JC5,, for each odd m > 3,
we now address the problem from [9] of determining all distance magic labelings of these
graphs. We first make the following simple observation whose proof is a simple induction on
s and is left to the reader.

Lemma 4.4. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and let ¢ be a distance magic labeling of Cs,,,[JCo,.
Then for all ¢, j, s with 0 < 4,7, s < 2m we have that

Cijg+ i1 = (=1)°(lixsjrs + Lits—1j+sr1)- (19)

We are now ready to prove that in fact all distance magic labelings of Cs,,,[1C5,, with
m > 3 odd arise from the construction in Proposition 4.2.

Theorem 4.5. Let m > 3 be an odd integer and let ¢ be a distance magic labeling of
ComOCo,. If £y = 1 then there exist uniquely determined sequences a = [a;: 0 < i < m],
b=[b:0<i<m],c=][c:0<i<m]and d=[d;: 0 <i< m]satisfying the assumptions
of Proposition 4.2, such that ¢ is the labeling obtained from them using the construction in
Proposition 4.2.

Proof. Let L denote the 2m x 2m distance magic table corresponding to ¢. Set

a=[lim-1)i(my1): 0 <@ <ml, b = [limi1)igmi1) — 11 0 < i <ml,
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¢ = [litm—1)+1,i(mt1) — L10+1: 0 < i <mj, d = [litmi1)+1i(mr1) — 10 0 < i <ml,

and let

A=T(a,1), B=T(b,m—-1), C=T(c1l), and D=7T(d,m-—1).
We claim that mer(A + B,C + D) = L, that is, fo2; = aij; + bij = —l2i4m2j+m and
521‘_:,_172]' =cj+dij= _£2i+m+1,2j+m for all 7, j with 0 <4,j < m. Note that we only need to
show that

boigj = aij +bij and  boip12) = ¢ij+ dij. (20)

We prove only the first part of (20) (the proof of the second part is similar and is left to the
reader). It clearly suffices to show that a; ;i + b;itr = €2 2i42k for all i,k with 0 < i,k <m
which is equivalent to

Crm—1) k(m+1) T (204 k) (mt1),(2i4k) (m+1) — L = £2i 2012k (21)

Proceeding by induction on k and applying Lemma 4.4 we find that (21) indeed holds for
each k (we leave the technical details to the reader). All that is left to verify is the uniqueness
of the sequences a, b, ¢ and d satisfying the assumptions stated in Proposition 4.2. This
follows from ag = ¢y = 1 by an argument similar to the one in the proof of Theorem 3.5. [

5 Concluding remarks and future research

It follows from Proposition 2.2 that the condition from Theorem 1.1 is necessary for a Carte-
sian product of cycles to be distance magic, while the fact that it is sufficient follows from
Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 4.3. Thus, Theorem 1.1 gives a complete classification of
distance magic Cartesian products of cycles.

As for the problem from [9] of determining all distance magic labelings of such graphs
we thus far have the following results. In Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 4.5 we have shown
that each distance magic labeling of a Cartesian product of cycles arises from a pair or
quadruple of suitable sequences of integers. Consequently, finding all distance magic labelings
of such graphs is equivalent to identifying all such pairs or quadruples of suitable sequences.
Moreover, in Proposition 3.9 we established a lower bound on the number of all suitable pairs
for Cp,[dCs,, with m > 3 odd by counting the pairs of suitable sequences which arise in a
“natural” way (as described in Proposition 3.9 and the series of lemmas preceding it). We
did not provide an analogous lower bound on the number of all suitable quadruples arising in
a “natural” way for the graphs Cy,,,[1Co,, for m > 3 odd, but we anticipate that an approach
similar to the one used for C,,[JCs,, can be used in this case as well. The following two
problems therefore present a natural continuation of the research undertaken in this paper.

Problem 5.1. Determine the number of all pairs of sequences satisfying Proposition 3.2.

Problem 5.2. Determine the number of all quadruples of sequences satisfying Proposi-
tion 4.2.

We mention another possible avenue for future research. Recall that the Cartesian product
C,,OC, of cycles is a very special example of a tetravalent Cayley graph of an abelian group,
namely it is Cay(Zy,, x Zyn;{£(1,0),£(0,1)}). In [6], where all distance magic tetravalent
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Cayley graphs of cyclic groups were classified, the problem of determining all distance magic
tetravalent Cayley graphs of abelian groups was posed (see [6, Problem 5.1]). Theorem 1.1
thus presents the first step towards the solution of this problem. We are convinced that
the approach using group characters from Section 2 can be used to analyze the distance
magic property of tetravalent Cayley graphs of abelian groups with respect to more general
connection sets.
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