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ON SUM GRAPHS OVER SOME MAGMAS

ANTÓNIO MACHIAVELO AND ROGÉRIO REIS

Abstract. We consider the notions of sum graph and of relaxed sum
graph over a magma, give several examples and results of these families
of graphs over some natural magmas. We classify the cycles that are
sum graphs for the magma of the subsets of a set with the operation of
union, determine the abelian groups that provide a sum labelling of C4,
and show that C4ℓ is a sum graph over the abelian group Zf ×Zf , where
f = f2ℓ is the corresponding Fibonacci number. For integral sum graphs,
we give a linear upper bound for the radius of matchings, improving
Harary’s labelling for this family of graphs, and give the exact radius
for the family of totally disconnected graphs.

We found integer labellings for the 4D-cube, giving a negative answer
to a question of Melnikov and Pyatikin, actually showing that the 4D-
cube has infinitely many primitive labellings. We have also obtained
some new results on mod sum graphs and relaxed sum graphs. Finally,
we show that the direct product operation is closed for strong integral
sum graphs.

Keywords. Magma, graph labelling, sum graph, integral sum graph, direct
product of graphs

1. Introduction

Harary introduced the notions of a sum graph and a difference graph in
[Har90]. In the first case, one has a graph that can be labelled with elements
of N, the set of positive integers, in such a way that two vertices are adjacent
if and only if the sum of the labels of those vertices is a label of some other
vertex, while in the second case the absolute value of the diference replaces
the sum. In Section 4 of [Har90] (p. 105), Harary remarks that the notion of
a sum graph can be naturally extended to other “number systems”, which
in its wider generality are magmas (cf. Definition 1, p. 1 in [Bou98]).

In Section 2, we define the notion of a sum graph over a magma, as well
as the notion of a relaxed sum graph, giving some examples.

In Section 3, we deal with sum graphs over magmas with operations on
sets, showing that Cn, the cycle of length n, is a sum graph, for n ≥ 4,
exactly when n is even; characterising when the complete graph, Km, is a
sum graph for the symmetric difference; and showing that C4 is not a sum
graph for the magmas over sets with the operation given by the complement
of intersection, or of the union.

In Sections 4 to 8 we investigate when are cycle graphs sum graphs over
finite abelian groups. In particular, we show that C4 is a sum graph over an
abelian group if and only if the order of the group is a multiple of 5; find
a necessary condition for Cn to be a sum graph over an abelian group, and
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2 ANTÓNIO MACHIAVELO AND ROGÉRIO REIS

use this to give several examples. Finally, we show that C4ℓ is always a sum
group over an appropriate abelian group.

An integral sum graph, first defined in [Har94], is nothing more that a
sum graph over the additive group of the integers. Melnikov and Pyatkin
[MP02] introduced the notion of the radius of an integral sum graph, and in
Section 9 we give a linear upper bound for the radius of matchings, improving
Harary’s labelling for this family of graphs. We also give the exact radius for
the family of totally disconnected graphs. Using the Z3 problem solver, we
found the exact number of integral sum graphs, and of relaxed integral sum
graphs, for all graphs with size up to 8, as well as the number of integral
for the cubic graphs with 4 to 12 vertices, and also integer labellings for
the 4D-cube, Q4, giving a negative answering to a question of Melnikov and
Pyatikin. Moreover, we give the radius of Q4, and show that it has an infinite
number of primitive labellings.

In Section 10, we indicate that K3,3 is not a mod sum graph, while Q3 and
the Petersen graph are mod sum graphs for appropriate moduli. We give an
explicit upper bound for the minimal modulus for which a connected graph
admits a sum labelling.

In Section 11, we report that K3,3 is a relaxed mod sum graph, while the
triangular prism is not, and also give the exact number of relaxed integral
sum graphs for all cubic graphs with 4 to 14 vertices.

Finally, in Section 12, we show that the direct product of two strong
integral sum graphs is also a strong integral sum graph.

2. Sum Graphs over Magmas

The relevance of the notion of a sum graph is that it constitutes a concise
description for the graphs that admit a suitable labelling. For this purpose, a
magma is the more general structure that accomodates this representation.
Recall that a magma is just a set equipped with a binary operation.

Definition 2.1. Given a magma (M,⊕) and V ⊆ M , we will denote by
G(M,⊕)(V ), or simply by GM (V ) when the operation on M is clear from the
context, the (simple) graph G = (V,E) whose edges are given by:

(v,w) ∈ E ⇐⇒ v ⊕ w ∈ V ∨ w ⊕ v ∈ V. (2.1)

A graph G is a sum graph over M , or an M−graph, when G = GM (V )
for some V ⊆ M . A graph is said to be a strong M−graph when, for any
v ∈ V , v ⊕ v 6∈ V .

A labelling of a graph G = (V,E) on a magma M is a map λ : V → W
with W ⊆ M such that the graphs G and GM (W ) are isomorphic. The
labelling is called a strong labelling if GM (W ) is a strong M−graph.

Examples:

(1) The following is an example of a (Z,+)−graph with the vertices
identified with their labels, as we will always do throughout this
paper:
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-3 1

-2-1

-4
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(2) In [Har94], Harary points out that, letting (an)n∈N be inductively
defined by a0 = 1, a1 = 2, an = an−2 − an−1, for n ≥ 2, the path
graph, Pn, for n ≥ 4, is a (Z,+)−graph with the labelling given by
this sequence. For instance:

P6: 1 2 -1 3 -4 7

Harary does not provide a proof that this labelling does not generate
spurious edges. A proof was provided by Sharary for a family of
close related labellings (see Lemma 4 in [Sha96]). Observe that the
maximum absolute of these labellings grows exponentially with the
size of the graph, but, as a consequence of the proof of Theorem 1
in [MP02], it can be shown there exists a labelling that is linear (see
first paragraph in Section 9.1 below).

Remarks:

• Every graph G = (V,E) is an M−graph over some magma M . For
example, one can define M = {v, •}, for some fixed v ∈ V and the
operation ⊕ on M by: a ⊕ b = v if (a, b) ∈ E, and a ⊕ b = • if
(a, b) 6∈ E.

• Obviously, when M is a commutative magma condition (2.1) simpli-
fies to:

(a, b) ∈ E ⇐⇒ a⊕ b ∈ V.

• A sum graph is simply a (N,+)−graph; an integral sum graph is a
(Z,+)−graph. We will simply call them N−graphs and Z−graphs,
respectively.

• A difference graph [Har90] is nothing else than an (N,⊖)−graph,
where x⊖ y = |x− y|.

• A mod sum graph, a concept introduced and studied in [BLTD90],
is a (Zm,+)−graph, for some m ∈ N with m ≥ 2 (the case m = 1 is
rather trivial). We will just call them Zm−graphs.

• In [BHJ+92] it was shown that (N≥2,×)−graphs are exactly the
same as (N,+)−sum graphs.

• In [HHJ91] it was shown that a (R+,+)−graph is a (N,+)−graph.
• It is clear that any N−graph with more than one vertex cannot
be connected, since the vertex with the maximum value cannot be
adjacent to any other vertex. This leads to the notion of the sum
number of a given graph G, as the smallest number of isolated nodes
which when added to G yields a sum graph. In [Har94], Harary states
that the sum number of Cn is 2 for all n ≥ 3, except for n = 4, in
which case it is 3. A proof of this statement was given in [Sha96,
Theorem 3, p. 7]. As an example, the graph C4 ∪ 3K1 can be given
as a N−graph in the following way, for instance:
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1 3

68

4

9

14

• According to Gallian [Gal22], the notion of a strong sum graph was
introduced in [Cha93]. It was used in [Ell93] to prove a conjecture
of Harary, made in [Har90], that the sum number of every tree with
at least two vertices is 1.

The notion of a sum graph isomorphism is the natural one:

Definition 2.2. Given two sum graphs G(M,⊕)(V ) and G(N,⊙)(W ), a bijec-
tive map f : V → W is said to be a sum graph isomorphism if

f(v1 ⊕ v2) = f(v1)⊙ f(v2), for all v1, v2 ∈ V. (2.2)

If an isomorphim exists between the two sum graphs, we express that by
writing G(M,⊕)(V ) ≃ G(N,⊙)(W ), and say that the two sum graphs are iso-
morphic.

The notion of a sum graph can be generalised by allowing distinct vertices
to have the same labelling, a concept that is obviously still quite useful to
give a concise description of a graph that allows such a representation.

Definition 2.3. A relaxed sum graph over the magma M , or M−rxgraph
for short, is defined as in Definition 2.1 but by allowing V to be a multiset
with domain M .

Examples:

(1) It is clear that every complete graphKn is a Z−rxgraph with the zero
labelling, i.e. all vertices are labelled with 0. The fact that the com-
plete graphs, a family easily described, are not integral sum graphs
for n ≥ 4 ([Sha96]) shows by itself the usefulness of the notion of
relaxed sum graph.

(2) Here is an example of a graph, a cubic graph, that is not a Z−graph,
but is a Z−rxgraph:

-3

-15

-11

-3

5

-1

4

-14

3

3

-6

-18

This example was found with the help of the Z3 Theorem Prover, as
explained below, in Section 9.2.

3. Magmas on Sets

3.1. The Union and the Intersection. Let U(S) = (P(S),∪) be the
magma of the subsets of a set S with the union operation, and I(S) =
(P(S),∩). The map Ψ : U(S) → I(S) given by Ψ(A) = Ā is a magma
isomorphism, and thus a graph is a sum graph over U(S) if and only if it is
a sum graph for I(S).
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ON SUM GRAPHS OVER SOME MAGMAS 5

For U(S), the complete graphs Kn are sum graphs for all n ≤ |S|+ 1, as
it is enough to consider a chain of n sets.

An example of a C4 sum graph over U(S), when S has at least 4 elements,
is the following, where A,B,C,D ⊆ S are four disjoint subsets of S:

A A ∪B ∪ C

CA ∪C ∪D

Actually, one has:

Proposition 3.1. When n ≥ 5 is an odd integer, the graph Cn is not a sum
graph over any magma of subsets of a set with the union operation. The
graph C2k is a sum graph over that magma for a set with 2k elements.

Proof. We start by noticing that, in such a sum graph that contains no
triangles, if a and b are two adjacent vertices, then a ∪ b cannot be distinct
from both a and b. Therefore, given two adjacent vertices, one of them must
contain the other.

Suppose now that Cn is a sum graph, and let v1 be a vertex that is mini-
mal for inclusion. Then v2 contains v1, and v3 cannot contain v2 because that
would create a triangle, so that v3 must be contained in v2. The same rea-
soning applies to every consecutive vertex, and therefore the Hasse diagram
of the vertices must have the shape:

v1

v2

v3

v4

v5

There are two cases to consider: either vn is in the lower or in the upper level
of this diagram. In the first case, it cannot be connected to v1, as that would
entail the edge vnv2, showing that C2n+1 is not a sum graph for n ≥ 2. In
the second case one can give the following construction of C2k: take pairwise
disjoint subsets A1, . . . , Ak, B1, . . . , Bk (each can be a singleton, for example)
and set v2i−1 = Ai and v2i = Ai ∪ Ai+1 ∪ Bi, for i = 1, . . . , k, where we set
Ak+1 = A1. �

3.2. The Symmetric Difference. Let S be a finite set, and consider the
group given by the symmetric difference on the subsets of S. Note that the
empty set is the neutral element in this group, while every element is its own
inverse. A group in which every element, other than the identity, has order
2 is called a Boolean group, and it is easy to see that every finite Boolean
group is isomorphic to the group formed by the subsets of some finite set,
with the symmetric difference.

It is clear that, for all n ∈ N, the complete graph K2n is a sum graph for
any of these groups. By removing the vertex corresponding to the neutral
element, one sees that the graph K2n−1 is also a sum graph. We now show
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that there are no other complete graphs that are sum graphs for Boolean
groups.

Proposition 3.2. A graph Km is a sum graph over some magma of subsets
of a set S with the symmetric difference if and only if m = 2k − ε for
ε ∈ {0, 1}.

Proof. Suppose Km is a sum graph over the group A of subsets of a set S
with n elements. Since in these groups each element is its own inverse, and
the operation restricted to the vertices of the graph is closed, the subset
formed by the vertices is either a subgroup of A, if the empty set is one of
the vertices, or, otherwise, becomes a subgroup when adding the empty set.
Thus, by Lagrange’s theorem, either m or m+ 1 divides 2n. �

3.3. The Complements of the Intersection and of the Union. Con-
sider the magmas U(S) = (P(S),∩) and I(S) = (P(S),∪) on the subsets of
a set S with the operations given by A∩B = A ∩B and A∪B = A ∪B,
respectively, where the overline denotes the complement.

The map Ψ : U(S) → I(S) given by Ψ(A) = Ā is a magma isomorphism,
and thus a graph is a sum graph over U(S) if and only if it is so for I(S).

Proposition 3.3. The graph C4 is not a sum graph over a magma U(S).

Proof. Suppose there is such a magma U(S), and let A and B be two
adjacent vertices. Their composition Ā ∪ B̄ must be a third vertex, since
Ā ∪ B̄ = A (for example) implies A = S and B = ∅, and then all edges
incident to ∅ would be present in the graph. Without loss of generality, we
may assume that the labelling of C4 is as follows:

A B

Ā ∪ B̄C

Now, B ∩ (Ā ∪ B̄) = B̄ ∪ A is either C or A, because, as we just saw one
cannot have X ∩Y = X, for any vertices X and Y .

In the first case, C = B̄ ∪A, the edge BC would be present. In the other
case, one would have B̄ ⊆ A, and therefore Ā ⊆ B, which entails that the
diagonal edge opposed to BC would be present. �

4. The C4 Problem on Abelian Groups

As mentioned above, C4 is not a sum graph, i.e. an N-graph. It is not
even a Z−graph, as stated by Harary in [Har94] and proved by Sharary in
[Sha96, Theorem 3]. For a short and elegant proof of this, see section 2 of
[MP02].

Let us, then, consider the problem of determing the abelian groups A
such that C4 is an A−graph. Assume one has such a group A, and let
V = {a, b, c, d} ⊆ A. Since 0, the neutral element of A, cannot be in V , as it
would be adjacent to every vertex, it is easy to see that there are only two
cases to consider:

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7595-7275
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a b

cd



















a+ b = c

b+ c = d

a+ d = b

c+ d = a

or



















a+ b = d

b+ c = a

a+ d = c

c+ d = b.

From these one deduces that one must have, in both cases, 5a = 0 (with
a 6= 0), and, respectively,











b = 3a

c = 4a

d = 2a

or











b = 2a

c = 4a

d = 3a.

Note that both give rise to the same set of vertices and, in both cases, the
sums of the diagonally opposed vertices are 0, which ensures that resulting
graph is indeed a C4. This proves the following.

Proposition 4.1. If A is an abelian group of order n, then C4 is a A−graph
if and only if 5 | n.

Example: Choosing a = 1 in Z5 and a = 3 in Z∗
11, one obtains the following

isomorphic sum graphs over these groups:

1 3

42

Z5 ≃

3 5

49

Z∗
11

5. The Cn Problem

Given n ∈ N, let us consider the problem of finding an abelian group A for
which Cn is a A−graph. We will restrict our search to Fibonacci labellings
of cyclic graphs, i.e. labbelings in which each label is the sum of the two
previous labels, when going through the vertices sequentially, clockwise or
otherwise. Here is an example of such a Fibonacci labelling of C7 over the
group Z29, and a non-Fibonacci labelling of that same graph, but over Z7,
in which we used SageMath [Sag21] to confirm the non-existence of spurious
edges:

1

24

25

2016

7

23

Z29

1

6

12

3 15

7

5

Z17
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If one denotes the vertices of the n-gon by (ai)i∈Zn , and decide that ai+1 =
ai + ai−1, one gets:

a2 = a0 + a1

a3 = a1 + a2
...

an−1 = an−3 + an−2

a0 = an−2 + an−1

a1 = an−1 + a0.

From these, it is easy to see that ai = fi−1a0 + fia1 for i = 2, . . . , n − 1,
a0 = fn−1a0 + fna1, and a1 = fna0 + fn+1a1, where fn is the usual n-th
Fibonacci number. These last two equalities yield

fna1 = (1− fn−1)a0 and (fn+1 − 1)a1 = −fna0, (5.1)

which are, hence, necessary conditions for a Fibonacci labelling of Cn to
exist.

Let d = (fn, fn+1 − 1) and x, y ∈ Z such that d = xfn + y(fn+1 − 1). Let
z = (1− fn−1)x− fny. From equations (5.1), one obtains

da1 = za0. (5.2)

Note that, since d divides fn and fn+1 − 1, it also divides their difference,
fn−1 − 1 , and thus d divides z.

Letting q ∈ N be such that fn = dq, one has

(zq + fn−1 − 1)a0 = 1. (5.3)

If one now lets q1 ∈ N be such that fn+1 − 1 = dq1, then, using the right
equation in (5.1) together with (5.2), one gets

(zq1 + fn)a0 = 1. (5.4)

Setting e = zq + fn−1 − 1 and z1 = zq1 + fn, the last two equations can be
replaced by

(e, z1)a0 = 1. (5.5)

In this way, equations (5.1) may be replaced by equations (5.2) and (5.5).
Observe that d divides (e, z1). We can, then, summarize what was here
shown, as follows.

Proposition 5.1. For n ∈ N, let d = (fn, fn+1−1). Find x, y ∈ Z such that
d = xfn+y(fn+1−1), and set z = (1−fn−1)x−fny. Let q ∈ N be such that
fn = dq, and let q1 ∈ N be such that fn+1 − 1 = dq1. Set e = zq + fn−1 − 1,
and z1 = zq1 + fn.

Then, a necessary condition for a0, a1 ∈ A to generate a Fibonacci la-
belling of Cn, over the abelian group A, is that the order of a0 divides (e, z1),
and that a1 =

z
d
a0.

One can find (fn, fn+1 − 1) as follows. By induction it is easy to see that

(fn, fn+1 − 1) = (fn−k + (−1)kfk, fn−k−1 − (−1)kfk+1). (5.6)

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7595-7275
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9668-0917


ON SUM GRAPHS OVER SOME MAGMAS 9

Let us first consider the case when n is odd, n = 2j + 1. Choosing k = j
in the previous equality, one gets

(fn, fn+1 − 1) = (fj+1 + (−1)jfj, fj − (−1)jfj+1)

= (fj+1 + fj , fj+1 − fj)

= (2fj + fj−1, fj−1)

= (2fj , fj−1)

=

{

2, if 2 | fn
1, if 2 ∤ fn

=

{

2, if 3 | n

1, if 3 ∤ n.
(5.7)

Now, if n is even, one needs to consider whether or not 4 | n. If n = 4j,
then choosing k = 2j in equation (5.6), one has

(fn, fn+1 − 1) = (f2j + f2j , f2j−1 − f2j+1)

= (2f2j , f2j) = f2j. (5.8)

If n = 4j + 2, then choosing k = 2j + 1 in equation (5.6), one has

(fn, fn+1 − 1) = (f2j+1 − f2j+1, f2j + f2j+2)

= f2j + f2j+2 = 2f2j + f2j+1. (5.9)

Summarising:

Proposition 5.2. For all n ∈ N,

(fn, fn+1 − 1) =



















2, if n ≡ 3 (mod 6),

1, if n ≡ 1, 5 (mod 6),

fn
2
, if n ≡ 0 (mod 4),

fn
2
+ 2fn

2
−1, if n ≡ 2 (mod 4).

Using this, and with the help of SageMath to verify that one does not get
undesired edges, we got the following two examples:

• For n = 15, one is in the first case of equation (5.7), so that d = 2.
Also, z = 162, (e, z1) = 682. Taking A = Z682, a0 = 1 e a1 = 81, one
obtains the following example of a labelling for C15:
GZ682([1, 81, 82, 163, 245, 408, 653, 379, 350, 47, 397, 444, 159, 603, 80]),
the vertices being displayed here in cyclic order.

• For n = 6, one gets d = 4, z = −4, (e, z1) = 4. Using the group
Z4 × Z4 with a0 = (1, 2) and a1 = (0, 1), the conditions (5.2) and
(5.5) are satisfied, and one indeed gets a Fibonacci labelling for C6

over this group:

(0, 1)(1, 0)

(3, 1)

(2, 3) (1, 2)

(1, 1)Z4 × Z4
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5.1. A Serendipitious Conjecture. For n ∈ N, let e(n) and z1(n) be
defined and above, and set δ(n) = (e(n), z1(n)). Numerical computations
make us suspect that:

lim
k→∞

δ(nk+1)

δ(nk)
=











2 + φ, if nk = 4k + r, for r ∈ {0, 2}.

13 +
8

φ
, if nk = 6k + r, for r ∈ {1, 3, 5},

(5.10)

where φ = 1+
√
5

2 is the golden ratio.

6. More Examples

In this section we gather some extra examples obtained with the help of
the results from the previous section, again using SageMath to confirm that
the edges are exactly the ones pretended.

• A Fibonacci labelling for C5 over the group Z11:

1

3

9 5

4
Z11

• A Fibonacci labelling for C6 over the group Z4 × Z4, and a non-
Fibonacci labelling for the same graph over Z13:

(0, 1)(1, 0)

(3, 1)

(2, 3) (1, 2)

(1, 1)Z4 × Z4

15

9

6 3

2Z13

• A Fibonacci labelling for C8 over the group Z3 × Z15, and one non-
Fibonacci labelling over Z29:

(0, 1)

(1, 3)

(1, 4)

(2, 7)(0, 11)

(2, 3)

(2, 14)

(1, 2)

Z3 × Z15

113

17

25

21 14

7

6

Z29

• Finally, a Fibonacci labelling for C12 over the group Z40 × Z40:

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7595-7275
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(0, 1) (5, 3)

(5, 4)

(10, 7)

(15, 11)

(25, 18)

(0, 29)(25, 7)

(25, 36)

(10, 3)

(35, 39)

(5, 2)

Z40 × Z40

7. A C9 Example

The attempts we made to find a number m ∈ N for which C9 is a
Zm−graph, using the method described above were unsucceful. Then, to
find such a number m, we used the following strategy.

If V = {xi : i ∈ Z9} are the vertices of C9, then one may seek for a field
in which the following linear system has a non-trivial solution:

xi + xi+1 = xg(i) where g(i) 6∈ {i, i + 1} and g(i) 6= g(i+ 1), (7.1)

for all i ∈ Z9.
Using SageMath to randomly search for integral matrices 9 × 9 corre-

sponding to linear systems like this, computing their determinants to find a
finite field where these are zero, then computing a non-trivial element of the
respective kernel, and finally checking that the sums of non-adjacent vertices
are not in the chosen solution, we were able to find the following example:

1
8

16

24

40 11

51

9

7

Z53

as well as two others over the field Z47:

GZ47([1, 12, 36, 23, 13, 30, 43, 26, 22]),

GZ47([1, 34, 14, 26, 35, 38, 44, 41, 40]).

8. C4ℓ as a Sum Graph over an Abelian Group

Set n = 4ℓ, f = f2ℓ and A = Zf × Zf . Consider the graph C whose
vertices are ai = (fi, fi−1) ∈ A with i = 0, 1, . . . , n − 1, and the edges the
ones induced by the sum graph law. By (5.8), and using the same notations
as above, we get d = f2ℓ = f . Since d divides z, equations (5.2) and (5.5)
are trivially satisfied in A. Therefore, it only remains to show that C does
not have any edge besides the aiai+1.
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Suppose, by contradiction, that there is, in C, an edge aiaj with 0 <
i+ 1 < j < n, i.e. that ai + aj = ak in A. This entails

{

fi + fj ≡ fk (mod f)
fi−1 + fj−1 ≡ fk−1 (mod f).

Subtracting the second from the first, mantaining the first, and swapping
them, one gets

{

fi−1 + fj−1 ≡ fk−1 (mod f)
fi−2 + fj−2 ≡ fk−2 (mod f).

Repeating this, one eventually obtains a0 + aj−i = ak−i, which means that
one can reduce to the case i = 0. Thus, one has

{

fj ≡ fk (mod f)
1 + fj−1 ≡ fk−1 (mod f).

(8.1)

Taking j = j′ + 2ℓ and k = k′ + 2ℓ, with 1 < j′ < 2ℓ and −2ℓ < k′ < 2ℓ,
which can be done since fi ≡ fi+4ℓ (mod f2ℓ) (this follows from (8.1) and
f4ℓ+1 ≡ 1 (mod f2ℓ)), and using the fact that ([VM02], (1.8), p. 9)

fm+n = fm−1fn + fmfn+1, (8.2)

which holds for all m,n ∈ Z, one obtains from the first congruence in (8.1)
that

fj′f2ℓ+1 ≡ fj′+2ℓ ≡ fk′+2ℓ ≡ fk′f2ℓ+1 (mod f2ℓ).

Since two consecutive Fibonacci numbers are coprime, one deduces that

fj′ ≡ fk′ (mod f2ℓ). (8.3)

If 0 < k′ < 2ℓ, this entails fj′ = fk′ , and hence j = k, which is absurd.
Now, since f−t = (−1)t−1ft, one has to deal only with the case when k′ is
even. In this case, one gets

fj′ + fk′ ≡ 0 (mod f2ℓ), (8.4)

with 1 < j′ < 2ℓ, and 0 < k′ < 2ℓ − 1. This congruence can only hold for
j′ = 2ℓ− 1 and k′ = 2ℓ− 2. But, then, the second congruence in (8.1) yields

1 + f4ℓ−2 ≡ f4ℓ−3 (mod f2ℓ),

which is equivalent to

f4ℓ−4 ≡ −1 (mod f2ℓ).

Using (8.2), one gets:

−1 ≡ f4ℓ−4 ≡ f2ℓ−1f2ℓ−4 ≡ f2ℓ−2f−1f2ℓ−4 ≡ f2ℓ−2f2ℓ−4 (mod f2ℓ).

Applying again (8.2),

−1 ≡ f2ℓ−2f2ℓ−4 ≡ f2ℓ−1f−2f2ℓ−4 ≡ −f2ℓ−1f2ℓ−4 ≡ 1 (mod f2ℓ),

which gives the desired contradiction.
We have thus shown the following result.

Theorem 8.1. For every ℓ ∈ N, the graph C4ℓ is a sum graph over the
group Zf × Zf , where f = f2ℓ is the corresponding Fibonacci number.

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7595-7275
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9668-0917
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9. Integral Sum Graphs

9.1. The radius of a Z−graph. For Z−graphs, Melnikov and Pyatkin
[MP02] defined the radius of a labelling as its maximum absolute value,
i.e. the radius of the smallest interval centered on the origin that contains
the labelling set, and defined the radius of a Z-graph, G, as the smallest of
the radius of all its labellings, denoted by r(G). In their paper it is shown (see
[MP02, Theorem 1]) that the radius of Cn grows at most linearly with n. It
is easy to see that a labelling for Pn can be obtained from their labelling for
Cn+1, by excluding the label of maximum value, and that one has r(Pn) ≤
17
2 n.
In [Har94], Harary showed that all matchings, mP2, are Z−graphs. By

relying on the ideas presented in [MP02], one can improve Harary’s result
by showing the following.

Proposition 9.1. For all m ≥ 4, r(mP2) ≤ 3m− 4.

Proof. The idea is to consider two intervals of integers,

a, a+ 1, . . . , a+ (m− 2),

−b,−b− 1 . . . ,−b− (m− 2),

with a > b ∈ N appropriately chosen. To start with, choose a and b such that
2a ≥ a+ (m− 1), 2b ≥ b+ (m− 1), so that there are no edges between the
vertices with labellings in the same interval. One then adds a pair of vertices
with labellings a − b and b + (m − 2), whose sum is the maximum label.
The requirement that there are no undesired edges leads to the conditions
b ≥ m− 1 and a ≥ 2m− 2. Choosing b = m− 1 and a = 2m− 2 yields the
following labelling for mP2:

(2m− 2) (2m− 1)

(−m)(−m+ 1)

· · ·

· · ·

(3m− 4) (m− 1)

(−2m+ 3) (2m− 3),

which yields the claim. �

Remark: Rupert Li, in [Li22, Theorem 6.2], gives , for m ≥ 3, the labelling

−1 ; 1, 3, 5, . . . , 4m− 7, 4m − 5 ; 4m− 4

for mP2, which he proves to have the minimal range (the difference between
the biggest and the smallest labels), called ispum, among all integral la-
bellings for mP2. Note that our labelling has a bigger range, namely 5m−7,
but a smaller radius, showing that the ispum and the radius are distinct
characteristics of a (sum) graph. The radius measures the smallest absolute
magnitude of the numbers needed to label the graph.

Sharary has shown that, for n > 3, Kn is not a Z−graph [Sha96, Theorem
2]. We show here that their complements, K̄n, are Z−graphs, for all n, and
determine their radii.

Proposition 9.2. For all n ∈ N, r(K̄n) = n− 1.
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Proof. It is easy to show that, for any n ∈ N, the numbers

−(n− 1),−(n − 2), . . . ,−
⌈n

2

⌉

,
⌊n

2

⌋

,
⌊n

2

⌋

+ 1, . . . , (n − 1)

provide a labelling for K̄n, showing that r(K̄n) ≤ n− 1.
To show that it cannot be smaller, suppose that there is a labelling of

K̄n with labels in [−(n − 2), (n − 2)]. By multiplying by −1 if necessary,
one may assume that there are at least ⌈n2 ⌉ labels in [1, (n − 2)], since 0
cannot be one of the labels for n > 1. We show by induction that the
numbers 1, 2, . . . , ⌊n2 ⌋ − 1 cannot be labels, which yields a contradiction,
since ⌈n2 ⌉+ ⌊n2 ⌋− 1 = n− 1 > n− 2. The proof is split into two cases: n odd
and n even.

Odd case. If 1 is a label, then at least one element in each of the following
pairs is not a label: (2, 3), (4, 5), (6, 7), . . . (n − 3, n − 2), which would imply
that there would be at most n− 2− n−3

2 = n−1
2 labels.

Assume, now, that one had already shown that any positive value smaller
than k is not a label, for any k ≤ n−3

2 . If k is a label, then at most one
element of each of the following disjoint pairs is a label:

(k + 1, 2k + 1), (k + 2, 2k + 2), . . . , (2k, 3k),
(3k + 1, 4k + 1), (3k + 2, 4k + 2), . . . , (4k, 5k),

...
((2i− 1)k + 1, 2ik + 1), . . . , ((2i − 1)k + j, 2ik + j),

with i, j ∈ N, where either

(a) j ≤ k and 2ik + j = n− 2, or
(b) j = k and (2i+ 1)k < n− 2 < (2i+ 2)k + 1.

In case (a), the labelling would not include (k−1)+k(i−1)+j = (n−2)−ki−1
numbers, leaving out only ki+1, which is not greater than n−1

2 , as 2ki+1 ≤
n − 2. In case (b), one would only have at most (n − 2) − ki − (k − 1) =
(n−1)−k(i+1) possible labels, but this number is also less or equal to n−1

2 ,
since n− 2 < (2i+ 2)k + 1 ⇐⇒ n− 2 ≤ 2k(i+ 1) ⇐⇒ n− 1 ≤ 2k(i+ 1),
since n is odd.

Even case. In this instance, if 1 is a label, then at least one element in each
of the following pairs is not a label: (2, 3), (4, 5), (6, 7), . . . (n− 4, n− 3), and
thus one has at most n

2 − 1 labels up to n− 3, consequentely n− 2 must be
a label. One concludes that n− 4 must also be a label, and then n− 6, and
so on, up to 2. For n ≥ 8, this implis that the existence of the edge 2—4,
and the cases n = 2, 4, 6 are easy to discard.

Assume, now, that one had already shown that any positive value smaller
than k is not a label, for any k ≤ n

2 − 1. Again, if k is a label, then one
element of each of the following disjoint pairs is not a label:

(k + 1, 2k + 1), (k + 2, 2k + 2), . . . , (2k, 3k),
(3k + 1, 4k + 1), (3k + 2, 4k + 2), . . . , (4k, 5k),

...
((2i− 1)k + 1, 2ik + 1), . . . , ((2i − 1)k + j, 2ik + j),

with i, j ∈ N, where either

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7595-7275
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9668-0917
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(a) j ≤ k and 2ik + j = n− 2, or
(b) j = k and (2i+ 1)k < n− 2 < (2i+ 2)k + 1.

In case (a), the labelling does not include (k−1)+k(i−1)+j = (n−2)−ki−1
numbers, leaving out only ki+1, which is not greater than n

2 −1, as 2ki+1 ≤
n− 2 implies 2ki+ 1 ≤ n− 3, as n is even.

The case (b) is a bit more delicate. Considering now the following pairs,
starting at n− 2 and going downwards:

(n− 2, n − 2− k), . . . , (n − 2− (k − 1), n − 2− (2k − 1)),
(n− 2− 2k, n− 2− 3k), . . . , (n − 2− (3k − 1), n− 2− (4k − 1)),

...
(n− 2− 2(i− 1)k, n− 2− (2i− 1)k), . . . , (n− 2− ((2i− 1)k − 1), n− 2− (2ik − 1)),

one sees that the number of possible labels is, at most, ℓ = (n − 2) − ki −
(k − 1) = (n − 1) − k(i + 1). Since n is even, n − 2 < (2i + 2)k + 1 implies
n− 2 ≤ (2i+ 2)k, and thus ℓ ≤ n

2 . It follows that one must have ℓ = n
2 and

n− 2 = (2i+2)k; that every pair in the above array must contain one (and
only one) label; and that all numbers from k + 1 up to 2k = (n − 2) − 2ik
must be labels. But then, at least k, k + 1, 2k are labels, since k ≥ 2. It
follows that 2k + 1, 3k, 3k + 1 are not labels. Repeating the argument for
the pairs starting at (k + 2, 2k + 2), in which case the last pair involved
would be ((2i+1)k, (2i+2)k), one sees that one of the numbers in the pair
(2k + 1, 3k + 1) must be a label. This yields the desired contradiction, as
long as 3k + 1 ≤ n − 2 = 2(i + 1)k, which is equivalent to 1

2 + 1
2k ≤ i, or

i ≥ 1. Finally, just note that the case i = 0 occurs if and only if one has
n
2 −1 = (i+1)k = k, or n−2 = 2k, and then all numbers from k to 2k must
be labels. But then none of the numbers −1,−2, . . . ,−k can be labels, and
then there are not enough labels. This completes the proof. �

Remark: For n even, one also has, for K̄n, the labelling with radius n− 1:

−(n− 1),−(n − 3), . . . ,−3,−1, 1, 3, . . . , (n − 3), (n − 1).

9.2. The Z3 Theorem Prover and Presburger Arithmetic. The fact
that the Presburger arithmetic is decidable implies that it is decidable to find
out if a given graph is or not a sum graph, either over Z or N. A problem of
this kind can be computationally solved by means of a SMT problem solver.
A Satisfiability Modulo Theories (SMT) problem is a decision problem for
logical formulas with respect to combinations of background theories, in this
case integer arithmetic. We used Z31, a SMT solver that, for small instancies,
could directly obtain answers for problems concerning the existence of (Z,+)
or (N,+)−graphs.

For (Zn,+)−graphs, Z3 documentation states that it does not support, at
the moment, modular arithmetic. But because these problems, by definition,
only involve, positive and negative, equalities between additive expressions,
the transformation of these formulas into boolean formulas using integer
arithmetic was straightforward, making possible to use Z3 for these problems
too.

1https://github.com/Z3Prover/z3/wiki

https://github.com/Z3Prover/z3/wiki
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Using Z3 and the list of graphs in Brendan McKay webpage2, we got the
following data, where t is the total number graphs with n vertices, and isg
is the respective number of integral sum graphs:

n t isg risg isg/t risg/t
2 2 2 2 1 1
3 4 4 4 1 1
4 11 5 6 0.45 0.55
5 34 14 18 0.41 0.53
6 156 50 72 0.32 0.46
7 1044 226 361 0.22 0.35
8 12346 1460 3162 0.12 0.26

It is a direct consequence of the fact that a sum labelling constitutes a com-
pressing code for a graph that admits such a labelling, that the percentage
of graphs that are sum graphs must go to zero as the size of the graph
increases, by a basic Kolmogorov complexity result [LV08].

9.3. The n-dimensional Cube. In [MP02], Melnikov and Pyatkin showed
that the 3D-cube graph, Q3, is not an integral sum graph, and then asked
(Question 3, p. 245) whether it is true that the n-dimensional cube graph,
Qn, is not an integral sum graph for all n ≥ 2. It turns out that the answer
to this question is negative. Using the Z3 Theorem Prover we have obtained
the integral sum labellings of the 4D-cube that we are going to describe
using the order of the vertices depicted in the following figure:

0 1

2 3

4 5

6 7

8 9

10 11

12 13

14 15

Note that here the tags are not labels in the previous sense, i.e. sum la-
bellings, but are just meant to give a specific order to the vertices — if you
convert the tags to binary, you will see the reason behind the choice we
made. Using this order, the first three labellings found by Z3 were, with the
respective radius:

[−17, 38, 6,−46,−21,−19,−25, 8,−8,−32,−38, 21,−11,−6, 19,−40]r=46

[29,−10,−32, 18,−19, 5, 37,−8, 8,−22, 10, 19,−3, 32,−5,−14]r=37

[8, 18,−6,−29,−26,−9,−3, 11,−11,−24,−18, 26, 2, 6, 9,−35]r=35

2http://users.cecs.anu.edu.au/~bdm/data/graphs.html

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7595-7275
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9668-0917
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These 3 solutions are all in the nullspace,K, of the matrixM ∈ M32×16(Z)
of the system xi + xj − xk = 0, where vivj is an edge of Q4, with i, j ∈
{0, 1, . . . , 15} corresponding to their location in binary, and vk is the vertex
such that vi + vj = vk. It turns out that dimK = 3, with a Q−basis given
by:

u1 = ( 0 , 0 ,−1 , 1 , 0 , 0 , 1 ,−1 , 1 ,−1 , 0 , 0 ,−1 , 1 , 0 , 0 )
u2 = (−3 , 2 , 0 , 0 , 1 ,−1 ,−1 ,−2 , 2 ,−2 ,−2 ,−1 ,−3 , 0 , 1 , 0 )
u3 = (−1 , 0 , 0 , 1 , 1 , 0 , 0 ,−1 , 1 , 0 , 0 ,−1 ,−1 , 0 , 0 , 1 ),

and the above solutions are, respectively:

sol1 =−6u1 +19u2 − 40u3 (radius = 46),
sol2 = 32u1 − 5u2 − 14u3 (radius = 37),
sol3 = 6u1 + 9u2 − 35u3 (radius = 35).

We then used Z3 to probe for the radius of Q4, which turns out to be 24,
with the following labelling:

[−5, 17, 19, 5, 24,−12,−2, 14, 22, 2,−24, 12,−20,−4, 4,−16]r=24

Given a Z−graph G with a labelling λ, the nullspace of the matrix of the
system given by the equations xi+xj = xk with {i, j} ∈ E(G) and k ∈ V (G)
such that λ(i)+λ(j) = λ(k), will be here called the kernel of the labelling λ
of G, while a kernel of a Z−graph G is the kernel of some of its labellings.

We now show that any Z−graph with a kernel of dimension at least 2 has
infinitely many primitive labellings, i.e. labellings that are not obtainable by
multiplying another labelling by some integer of modulus bigger than one,
using the fact that a vector space over a infinite field (in the present case,
Q) cannot be the union of a finite number of its lower dimensional subspaces
(see Theorem 1.2 in [Rot08]).

Theorem 9.3. If a Z−graph with at least two vertices has a kernel with
dimension at least 2, then it has infinitely many primitive Z-labellings.

Proof. Let G be a Z−graph with a kernel K with dimension at least 2.
Each non-edge of G yields an equation xi + xj = xk that corresponds to an
hyperplane that necessarily intersects K in a lower dimensional subspace,
since G has a labelling, i.e. a solution of the system S that does not belong to
neither of these hyperplanes. Since there are finitely many such hyperplanes,
and their union cannot contain the entire space K, it follows that K has
infinitely many Q−lines outside all of those hyperplanes, each of which has
an integral primitive point. �

As an immediate consequence of this result, and the labellings above
mentioned for the 4D-cube, we get:

Corollary 9.4. The hypercube graph Q4 has infinitely many primitive la-
bellings.

We tried to use Z3 to determine whether Q5 it is, or not, a Z−graph, for
more than two months of CPU time, but without sucess.
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9.4. Cubic Graphs. Using the Z3 Theorem Prover we obtained the fol-
lowing results:

• There are no cubic graphs with 4 or 6 vertices that are integral sum
graphs.

• Of the 5 non-isomorphic cubic graphs with 8 vertices, only one is an
integral sum graph, as stated in [MP02].

• Of the 19 non-isomorphic cubic graphs with 10 vertices, only 6 are
integral sum graphs, the ones given in [MP02]. In particular, the
Petersen graph is not an integral sum graph.

• Of the 85 non-isomorphic cubic graphs with 12 vertices, only 9 are
not integral sum graphs.

Question: Are all cubic graphs with sufficiently many vertices integral sum
graphs?

10. Mod Sum Graphs

A graph that is a Zn−graph for some n ∈ N is known as a mod sum graph.
Using the Z3 Theorem Prover, we obtained the following results:

• Neither K3,3, nor the triangular prism:

are mod sum graphs.
• The 3D-cube is a mod sum graph over Z15:

9 12

48

3 6

21

• The Petersen graph is a mod sum graph over Z28:

1

20 19

7 5

23

27 21

12 24

It turns out that, given a connected graph G, there is a number N ∈ N
such that, if G is not a Zm−graph for all m ≤ N , then G is not a mod sum
graph at all. In order to show this, we start by noticing the followng trivial
fact.

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7595-7275
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Lemma 10.1. Let G be a Zm−graph with n vertices and with labelling v.
Set d = gcd(v1, . . . , vn). If d | m, then G is also a Zm

d
−graph.

Proof. It immediately follows from the fact that vi + vj ≡ vk (mod m) is
equivalent to vi

d
+

vj
d
≡ vk

d
(mod m

d
). �

Theorem 10.2. Let G be a connected graph with n ≥ 3 vertices, and set
N = 2 · 3n−1. Then, if G is not a Zm−graph for all m ≤ N , then G is not
a mod sum graph at all.

Proof. Let G be a connected graph with n ≥ 3 vertices. Since all trees
with 3 or more vertices are mod sum graphs [BLTD90], we may restrict
our attention to graphs that are not trees, and hence have at least n edges
[Har18, Theorem 4.1]. Assume, then, that such a graph G is a mod sum
graph, and let m ∈ N be the smallest number such that G is a Zm−graph.
Let M be the matrix of the homogeneous system xi + xj − xk = 0 with
{i, j, k} ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} such that ij ∈ EG, where v is the labelling function,
and k a vertex such that vi + vj ≡ vk (mod m). Let A be an n × n minor
of M , and ∆ ∈ Z its determinant. By the usual proof of Cramer’s rule,
one has ∆vi ≡ 0 (mod m), for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let d = gcd(v1, . . . , vn). If
(d,m) 6= 1, by the previous lemma G would be a Z m

(d,m)
−graph, contradicting

the minimality of m. Therefore (d,m) = 1, and one concludes that m | ∆.
Finally, from the fact that the rows of A consists of only three non-zero

entries, two ones and one minus one, it is easy to conclude by induction, using
the Laplace expansion to compute determinants, that |∆| ≤ 2 · 3n−1. �

11. Relaxed Sum Graphs

11.1. Relaxed Integral Sum Graphs. Again, using the Z3 Theorem Prover
we have got:

• There are no cubic graphs with 4 or 6 vertices that are integral
relaxed sum graphs.

• Of the 5 non-isomorphic cubic graphs with 8 vertices, only one is an
integral relaxed sum graph.

• Of the 19 non-isomorphic cubic graphs with 10 vertices, only 6 are
non integral relaxed sum graphs. In particular the Petersen graph is
(again) not an integral relaxed sum graph.

• Of the 85 non-isomorphic cubic graphs with 12 vertices, only 2 are
not integral relaxed sum graphs.

• All the 509 non-isomorphic cubic graphs with 14 vertices are integral
relaxed sum graphs.

Question: Are all cubic graphs with more that 12 vertices integral relaxed
sum graphs?

11.2. Relaxed Mod Sum Graphs. The graph K3,3 is a Z9−rxgraph:
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1 4 7

6 6 6

Using the Z3 Theorem Prover, we found out that the triangular prism is
not a relaxed mod sum graph.

12. The Direct Product of Graphs

The direct product G × H of two graphs G and H, also known as the
tensor or Kronecker product, is the graph whose vertex set is the cartesian
product G×H and two vertices (g1, h1) and (g2, h2) are adjacent if and only
if g1 is adjacent to g2 in G, and h1 is adjacent to h2 in H. We show here
that if G and H are strong Z−graphs, then so is G×H.

We start with the following lemma, that is inspired in the proof of the
main result of [BHJ+92].

Lemma 12.1. If G is a Zk−graph, then it is also a Z−graph. The same
holds for strong sum graphs.

Proof. LetM be bigger than twice the maximum of the absolute values of all
coordinates of the labels of the vertices of G. Then just use the fact that the

map Zk → Z given by (x1, . . . , xk) 7→
k
∑

i=1
xiM

i−1 is a group homomorphism,

and it is injective when restricted to the labels of G, which follows from
the fact that x ≡ y (mod M) implies that x = y whenever |x| < M

2 and

|y| < M
2 . �

We can now show the claimed result.

Theorem 12.2. If (Gi)i=1,...,k is a finite family of strong Z−graphs, then

so is their direct product
k
∏

i=1
Gi.

Proof. It is clear form the definition of the product of graphs that
k
∏

i=1
Gi

is a strong Zk−graph when every Gi is a strong Z−graph. The result then
follows at once from the previous lemma. �

Observe that, if G1 = (V1, E1) and G2 = (V2, E2) are Z−graphs, but
G1 is not a strong Z−graph, then the argument in the previous proof fails,
because if u ∈ V1 is such that 2u ∈ V1, and v,w ∈ V2 are distinct, then
(u, v) + (u,w) ∈ V1 × V2, but (u, v) is not adjacent to (u,w) in G1 ×G2. We
point out that Weischel [Wei62] has shown that G×H is connected if and
only if either G or H has an odd cycle, which gives a way of constructing
connected Z−graphs.

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7595-7275
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