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TOTAL PERFECT CODES IN GRAPHS REALIZED BY COMMUTATIVE

RINGS

RAMEEZ RAJA

Abstract. Let R be a commutative ring with unity not equal to zero and let Γ(R) be a zero-divisor

graph realized by R. For a simple, undirected, connected graph G = (V,E), a total perfect code

denoted by C(G) in G is a subset C(G) ⊆ V (G) such that |N(v) ∩ C(G)| = 1 for all v ∈ V (G),

where N(v) denotes the open neighbourhood of a vertex v in G. In this paper, we study total perfect

codes in graphs which are realized as zero-divisor graphs. We show a zero-divisor graph realized by

a local commutative ring with unity admits a total perfect code if and only if the graph has degree

one vertices. We also show that if Γ(R) is a regular graph on |Z∗(R)| number of vertices, then R is a

reduced ring and |Z∗(R)| ≡ 0(mod 2), where Z∗(R) is a set of non-zero zero-divisors of R. We provide

a characterization for all commutative rings with unity of which the realized zero-divisor graphs admit

total perfect codes. Finally, we determine the cardinality of a total perfect code in Γ(R) and discuss

the significance of the study of total perfect codes in graphs realized by commutative rings with unity.

1. Introduction

The notions of perfect codes in graphs evolved from the work [5], which in turn has roots in

coding theory [33]. The theory of perfect codes forms an interesting part of combinatorics and has

connections in group theory, diophantine number theory, geometry and cryptography. Perfect codes

played a central role in the growth of error-correcting codes theory. Hamming and Golay [12, 14]

constructed perfect binary single-error correcting codes of length n, where n = 2k−1 for some integer

k. Infinite classes of graphs with perfect codes have been constructed by Cameron, Thas and Payne

[6], Thas [32], Hammond [15] and others. The existence of perfect codes has also been proved in
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Towers of Hanoi graphs [8], Sierpinski graphs [19] and Cayley graphs [34]. For more information on

perfect codes in graphs, see [3, 7, 9, 13, 23, 31].

A = (A±)∗ = (A±)∗
⋃

a∈A±(A±)∗aa−1(A±)∗,

The study of combinatorial structures (graphs) realized by algebraic structures (rings) was first

introduced by Beck [4] and was further studied by Anderson and Livingston in [1]. The zero-divisor

graph introduced in [1] is denoted by Γ(R) with vertex set Z∗(R) = Z(R) \ {0}, and two vertices

x, y ∈ Z∗(R) are adjacent in Γ(R) if and only if xy = 0. They believed that the study of combinatorial

properties of zero-divisors better illustrates the zero-divisor structure of a ring. The zero-divisor graph

of a commutative ring has also been studied in [2, 24, 25, 26] and was extended by Redmond [27] to

non-commutative rings. Redmond [28] also extended the zero-divisor graph of a commutative ring to

an ideal-based zero-divisor graph of a commutative ring. The combinatorial properties of zero-divisors

discovered in [4] which have also been studied in module theory. Recently in [24], the elements of

a module M have been classified into full-annihilators, semi-annihilators and star-annihilators. This

classification of elements in M has unfolded a correspondence between ideals in R, submodules of M

and vertices of annihilating graphs arising from M .

In a graph G, the distance between two vertices u, v ∈ V (G) denoted by d(u, v) is the length of a

shortest path between u and v in G and is defined to be infinity if no path between u and v exists.

The ball with centre v ∈ V (G) and radius t is the set of vertices of G with distance atmost t to v. A

code denoted by C(G) in G is simply a subset of V (G). For an integer t ≥ 1, a code C(G) ⊆ V (G) is

called a perfect t-code [21] in G if balls with centres in C(G) and radius t form a partition of V (G).

A code C(G) is said to be a total perfect code [13] in G if every vertex of G has exactly one neighbour

in C(G), that is, |N(v) ∩ C(G)| = 1 for all v ∈ V (G). A perfect 1-code in a graph is also called an

efficient dominating set [9, 20] or independent perfect dominating set [22], and a total perfect code is

called an efficient open dominating set [17]. Total perfect codes in graphs have potential applications

in some practical domains, such as placement of Input/Output devices in a supercomputing network

so that each element to be processed is at a distance of at most one to exactly one Input/Output

device [3]. It is known [11] that deciding whether a graph has a total perfect code is NP-complete.

In Section 2, we discuss total perfect codes in graphs realized as zero-divisor graphs. From [1], it

can be explored and confirmed that the classes of graphs like paths, cycles, regular graphs, bipartite

graphs, complete bipartite graphs etc. are realized as zero-divisor graphs. For a local commutative

ring R with unity, Propositions 2.3 and 2.6 are characterizations of graphs (realized by R) which

admit total perfect codes. In Lemma 2.8, we show that if Γ(R) is a regular graph, then R is a

reduced ring and |Z∗(R)| ≡ 0(mod 2). Lemma 2.10 shows that among all bipartite graphs, only

complete bipartite graphs admit total perfect codes. Theorem 2.13 which is the main result of this

paper provides a characterization for all commutative rings of which the realized zero-divisor graphs
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admit total perfect codes. Finally, we finish the paper with Theorem 2.17 in which we determine the

cardinality of a total perfect code in Γ(R).

We conclude this section with some notations, which are mostly standard and will be used through-

out this paper.

Throughout, R is a commutative ring (with 1 6= 0). We denote the ring of integers by Z, non-

negative integers by Z≥0, positive integers by N and the ring of integers modulo n by Zn.

2. Graphs realized by commutative rings

In this section, we discuss total perfect codes in graphs which are realized as zero-divisor graphs.

Let R realizes Γ(R) as its zero-divisor graph with vertex set Z∗(R). Then Γ(R) is said to admit

a total perfect code if there exists some set C(R) ⊆ Z∗(R) such that |Ann(x) ∩ C(R)| = 1 for all

x ∈ Z∗(R), where Ann(x) = ann(x) \ {0, x} denotes the open neighbourhood of x in Γ(R) and

ann(x) = {y ∈ R | xy = 0} denotes the annihilator of an element x in R. It follows that if R realizes

Γ(R) as its zero-divisor graph, then a set C(R) is a total perfect code in Γ(R) if and only if the

subgraph induced by C(R) is a matching in Γ(R) and the set {Ann(x) | x ∈ C(R)} is a partition of

Z∗(R). In particular, any total perfect code in Γ(R) contains an even number of vertices.

It is simple to construct a zero-divisor graph given a commutative ring with unity. For example,

let R = Z2 × Z2. Then Z∗(R) = {(0, 1), (1, 0)} and Γ(R) is a path on two vertices. But the op-

posite endeavour is more complicated. That is, endow a commutative ring for the given graph. We

see below that if R realizes some graph as its zero-divisor graph, then it admits a trivial match-

ing or empty set as its total perfect code. Thus, the study of total perfect codes in zero-divisor

graphs associated with commutative rings simplifies the drudgery of determining a commutative

ring for the given graph. It is worth to note that by ,[1, Theorem 2.3] the diameter of Γ(R) is

at most 3, so not every graph can be realized as a zero-divisor graph. However, there are well

known families of graphs which are realized by some commutative rings as its zero-divisor graphs.

Z2[X1, X2, . . . , Xn]/(X2
1 , X

2
2 , . . . , X

2
n, X1X2, X2X3, . . . , Xn−1Xn, XnX1) realizes a graph which con-

tains a cycle on X1, X2, . . . , Xn vertices, Z8 realizes a path, Z3 × Z3 realizes a regular graph, Z2 × Z5

realizes a star graph, Z2 × Z4 realizes a bipartite graph and Z25 realizes a complete graph as its

zero-divisor graph.

We begin the investigation of these codes with the following two examples.

Example 2.1. Consider a graph G1 as shown in Figure 1 with vertex set V (G1) = {x1, x2, x3, x4,
x5, x6, x7} and edge set E(G1) = {(x1, x2), (x1, x3), (x1, x4), (x1, x6), (x4, x5), (x4, x7), (x5, x6), (x6, x7)}.
For a ring Z12, we have Z∗(Z12) = {2̄, 3̄, 4̄, 6̄, 8̄, 9̄, 1̄0}. Therefore |V (G1)| = |Z∗(Z12)|. ann(6̄) =

{0̄, 2̄, 4̄, 6̄, 8̄, 1̄0}, whereas Ann(6̄) = {2̄, 4̄, 8̄, 1̄0}. Similarly Ann(2̄) = {6̄}, Ann(3̄) = {4̄, 8̄}, Ann(4̄) =

{3̄, 6̄, 8̄}, Ann(8̄) = {3̄, 6̄, }, Ann(9̄) = {4̄, 8̄, 1̄0} and Ann(1̄0) = {6̄}. It is clear from the adjacencies

in G1 that Ann(6̄) = N(x1), Ann(2̄) = N(x2), Ann(3̄) = N(x5), Ann(4̄) = N(x4), Ann(8̄) = N(x6),

Ann(9̄) = N(x7) and Ann(1̄0) = N(x3). It follows from the above graph relations that Z12 realizes
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G1 as its zero-divisor graph. It is easy to verify that there is a subset C(Z12) = {6̄, 4̄} such that for

all x ∈ Z∗(Z12) |Ann(x) ∩ C(Z12)| = 1. Therefore Γ(Z12) admits a total perfect code.

x1

x2

x3

x4

x5

x6

x7

Figure 1. G1 = Γ(Z12).

Example 2.2. Consider a graph G2 as shown in Figure 2 with vertex set V (G2) = {y1, y2, y3, y4,
y5, y6, y7, y8, y9, y10, y11} and edge set E(G2) = {(y1, y2), (y1, y3), (y1, y4), (y1, y5), (y1, y6), (y1, y7), (y1,
y8), (y8, y9), (y8, y6), (y8, y7), (y8, y10), (y8, y11), (y6, y11), (y7, y11)}. For a ring Z2×Z8, we have Z∗(Z2×
Z8) = {(0̄, 1̄), (0̄, 2̄), (0̄, 3̄), (0̄, 4̄), (0̄, 5̄), (0̄, 6̄), (0̄, 7̄), (1̄, 0̄), (1̄, 2̄), (1̄, 4̄), (1̄, 6̄)}. Therefore |V (G2)| =

|Z∗(Z2 × Z8)| and Ann(0̄, 6̄) = N(y1), Ann(0̄, 1̄) = N(y2), Ann(0̄, 3̄) = N(y3), Ann(0̄, 5̄) = N(y4),

Ann(0̄, 7̄) = N(y5), Ann(0̄, 2̄) = N(y6), Ann(0̄, 6̄) = N(y7), Ann(0̄, 4̄) = N(y8), Ann(1̄, 2̄) = N(y8),

Ann(1̄, 6̄) = N(y10), Ann(1̄, 4̄) = N(y11). Thus Z2 × Z8 realizes G2 as its zero-divisor graph. It

can be verified from Γ(Z2 × Z8) that there is no subset C(Z2 × Z8) ⊆ Z∗(Z2 × Z8) such that for all

x ∈ Z∗(Z2 × Z8) |Ann(x) ∩ C(Z2 × Z8)| = 1.

y1

y2

y3

y4

y5

y6

y7

y8
y9

y10

y11

Figure 2. G2 = Γ(Z2 × Z8).

In Example 2.1, we see that the graph G1 realized by a ring Z12 admits a total perfect code, whereas

in Example 2.2, the graph G2 realized by a ring Z2 × Z8 as its zero-divisor graph does not admit a

total perfect code. So, it is interesting to characterize rings of which the realized zero-divisor graphs

admit total perfect codes.

A commutative ring R is called Noetherian if for every ascending chain of ideals I1 ⊆ I2 ⊆ I3 ⊆ · · · ,
there is a positive integer m such that Im = Im+k for each positive integer k. An Artinian commutative

ring is a ring where for every descending chain of ideals J1 ⊇ J2 ⊇ J3 ⊇ · · · , there is an integer s such

that Js = Js+k for each positive integer k. Trivially, any finite ring is both Artinian and Noetherian.
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Let R be a commutative Artinian ring with unity. Then either R is local or R = R1 × · · · × Rr ×
F1 × · · · × Fs , where each Ri is a commutative Artinian local ring with unity that is not a field, each

Fi is a field, and r and s are non-negative integers such that r + s ≥ 2. The proof of this fact is well

known and is a corollary to the Chinese Remainder Theorem. We call this isomorphic image of R

the Artinian decomposition of R (we allow r = 0 if s ≥ 2, or r = 0 if s ≥ 1). Since we need not to

consider the case where R is a field, we have three cases to consider: the reduced case (where r = 0

and s ≥ 2 in the Artinian decomposition), the local case (where n = 1 and m = 0 in the Artinian

decomposition), and the mixed cases (not local and not reduced; that is, either r ≥ 1 and s ≥ 1, or

r ≥ 2 and s = 0 in the Artinian decomposition).

Throughout, (R,m) is a finite commutative local ring with unity and with maximal ideal m 6= 0

(that is, R is not a field). Since every element of R is either a unit or a zero-divisor, Z(R) = m (so,

in particular, Z(R) is an ideal). Note also that in this case, |R| = pn for some prime p and an integer

n ≥ 2.

A vertex x in a graph G is said to be a cut-vertex if the graph resulting by removing the vertex x

from G is no longer connected.

The following results are characterizations for determining total perfect codes, degree one vertices

and cut-vertices in zero-divisor graphs realized by local commutative rings.

Proposition 2.3. Let R be a finite commutative local ring with unity, then Γ(R) admits a total perfect

code if and only if Γ(R) has degree one vertices.

Proof. Suppose Γ(R) admits a total perfect code C(R). Since R is a local ring, therefore by, [1,

Corollary 2.7] there is some vertex x ∈ Z∗(R) which is adjacent to all other vertices in Γ(R). This

implies that x ∈ C(R). If Γ(R) has no degree one vertices, then every vertex of Γ(R) has degree more

than 1. In particular, the vertex y ∈ C(R) distinct from x is adjacent to some other vertex z ∈ Z∗(R).

That is, yz = 0 for some z 6= x. On the other hand, we have zx = 0, since R is local. Thus we

have |Ann(x)∩C(R)| > 1, a contradiction. Therefore the graph Γ(R) contains atleast one degree one

vertex.

Conversely, suppose Γ(R) has at least one degree one vertex say a. Clearly a is adjacent to x,

since x is adjacent to all other vertices of Γ(R), but a is not adjacent to any other vertex of Γ(R).

Thus vertices a and x cover all vertices of Γ(R). Therefore there is a subset C(R) of Z∗(R) such that

|Ann(x) ∩ C(R)| = 1 for all x ∈ Z∗(R). �

Corollary 2.4. Let R be a finite commutative local ring with unity. If z ∈ C(R) such that |ann(z)| > 2

(z is not a degree one vertex in Γ(R)), z is a cut-vertex of Γ(R).

Proof. Proof follows by, [29, Theorem 3]. �
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Remark 2.5. Proposition 2.3 is not true for all finite commutative rings which can be easily verified

from Example 2.2 above. Moreover, the converse of Corollary 2.4 is also not true, since the zero-divisor

graphs realized by local commutative rings: Z4[X,Y ]/(X2, Y 2, XY − 2, 2X, 2Y ), Z2[X,Y ]/(X2, Y 2),

Z4[X]/(X2), Z4[X]/(X2 + 2X), Z8[X]/(2X,X2 + 4), Z2[X,Y ]/(X2, Y 2 −XY ), Z4[X,Y ]/(X2, Y 2 −
XY,XY − 2, 2X, 2Y ) has cut-vertices, but does not admit total perfect codes. In fact these are the

only local commutative rings which does not admit total perfect codes.

Proposition 2.6. Let R be a finite commutative local ring. Then Γ(R) admits a total perfect code

if and only if either (a) there is some x ∈ R such that |ann(x)| = 2, where |Z(R)| ≥ 3 or (b) R is

isomorphic to Z9 or Z3[X]/(X2).

Proof. Suppose Γ(R) admits a total perfect code. By Proposition 2.3, Γ(R) has degree one vertices.

Let x be a degree one vertex in Γ(R). Then either Γ(R) has a cut-vertex or Γ(R) has only two vertices,

implying R is isomorphic to Z9 or Z3[X]/(X2).

Let y be a vertex adjacent to x. It is clear that y is a cut vertex of Γ(R). Therefore ann(x) = {0, y}
or ann(x) = {0, y, x}. If ann(x) = {0, y, x}, then x2 = 0. Note that x(x+y) = 0 and so x+y ∈ ann(x).

The only possibility is that x + y = 0. That is, x = −y. However, since x has degree one, the entire

graph must consist of only the vertices x and y. This is a contradiction, since a graph must have at

least three vertices to have a cut-vertex.

The other implication is obvious. �

The following result is the immediate consequence of Corollary 2.4, Remark 2.5 and Proposition

2.6.

Corollary 2.7. Let R be a finite commutative local ring. Then Γ(R) has cut-vertices if and only

if either (a) there is some x ∈ R such that |ann(x)| = 2 or (b) R is isomorphic to one of the

seven rings: Z4[X,Y ]/(X2, Y 2, XY − 2, 2X, 2Y ), Z2[X,Y ]/(X2, Y 2), Z4[X]/(X2), Z4[X]/(X2 + 2X),

Z8[X]/(2X,X2 + 4), Z2[X,Y ]/(X2, Y 2 −XY ), Z4[X,Y ]/(X2, Y 2 −XY,XY − 2, 2X, 2Y ).

A ring R is said to be reduced if R is free from nilpotent elements. Below, we investigate total

perfect codes in the zero-divisor graph realized by a ring of the form R = F1 × · · · × Fk.

Lemma 2.8. Let R be a commutative ring with unity. For k ≥ 1,

(i) if R realizes a k-regular graph Γ(R) on |Z∗(R)| number of vertices as its zero-divisor graph, then

R is a reduced ring,

(ii) if Γ(R) admits a total perfect code, then |Z∗(R)| ≡ 0(mod 2).

Proof. (i) Assume Γ(R) is k-regular but not a complete graph and assume there is some x ∈ Z∗(R) such

that x2 = 0. Since Γ(R) is regular but not complete, there is some y ∈ Z∗(R) such that y is not adjacent

to x. Thus, xy 6= 0. Also, xy 6= y, since xy ∈ ann(x) but y 6∈ ann(x). Clearly, ann(y) ⊆ ann(xy)

and x ∈ ann(xy) but x /∈ ann(y). Since Γ(R) is k-regular, deg(x) = k for all x ∈ Z∗(R) and therefore
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|ann(x)| = k+2 if x2 = 0 and |ann(x)| = k+1 otherwise. Thus, k+1 ≤ |ann(y)| < |ann(xy)| = k+2.

Therefore ann(y) = ann(xy) \ {x}. It follows that xy ∈ ann(xy) implies xy ∈ ann(y). Consequently,

this implies xy 6= x. So, if Ann(y) = {xy, y1, y2, . . . , yk−1}, then {x, y, y1, y2, . . . , yk−1} = Ann(xy),

implying deg(xy) > deg(y), a contradiction. Hence, if Γ(R) is regular but not complete, then R is

reduced.

(ii) Follows because of the facts that C(R) consists of even number of vertices of Γ(R) and k|C(R)| =
|Z∗(R)|. �

Lemma 2.9. Let R be a commutative ring with unity and let R realizes a complete graph Γ(R) on

|Z∗(R)| ≥ 2 vertices as its zero-divisor graph. Then Γ(R) admits a total perfect code if and only if

|Z∗(R)| = 2.

Proof. For |Z∗(R)| = 2, Γ(R) is a simple path on two vertices which trivially admit a total perfect. If

|Z∗(R)| > 2, then we have |Ann(x)∩C(R)| > 1, for every subset C(R) of Z∗(R) and for all x ∈ Z∗(R).

Thus for |Z∗(R)| ≥ 3, Γ(R) does not admit a total perfect code. �

Lemma 2.10. Let R be a commutative ring with unity and let R realizes a bipartite graph Γ(R) as

its zero-divisor graph. Then Γ(R) admits a total perfect code if and only if it is complete.

Proof. Let Γ(R) be a complete bipartite graph realized by R of order n + m, where n,m ∈ N with

bipartition of Z∗(R) as Z∗1 (R) = {x1, x2, . . . , xn} and Z∗2 (R) = {y1, y2, . . . , ym}. For any two vertices

xi ∈ Z∗1 (R) and yj ∈ Z∗2 (R) with 1 ≤ i ≤ n and 1 ≤ j ≤ m, set C(R) = {xi, yj}. It is easy to

check that for all a ∈ Z∗1 (R) and b ∈ Z∗2 (R), we have |Ann(a) ∩ C(R)| = 1 and |Ann(b) ∩ C(R)| = 1.

Therefore C(R) is a total perfect code for Γ(R).

Suppose that a bipartite graph Γ(R) realized by R with partite sets of Z∗(R) as Z∗1 (R) and Z∗2 (R)

admits a total perfect code C(R). It is clear that C(R) contains one vertex from Z∗1 (R) and another

from Z∗2 (R), otherwise xpxq = 0 for some xp, xq ∈ Z∗1 (R) or yrys = 0 for some yr, ys ∈ Z∗2 (R), that

is, we would have adjacencies of vertices in a partite set Z∗1 (R) or Z∗2 (R), which is not possible. If

Γ(R) is not complete, then there is some vertex x ∈ Z∗(R) in some partite set which is not adjacent

to all vertices of other partite set. If x ∈ Z∗1 (R), then x = xi for some xi ∈ Z∗1 (R). By our assumption

xi is not adjacent to all vertices yj ∈ Z∗1 (R), which implies |Ann(xi) ∩ C(R)| = ∅, a contradiction.

Similarly if x = yj for some yj ∈ Z∗2 (R), then |Ann(yj) ∩ C(R)| = ∅, again a contradiction to our

supposition that C(R) is a total perfect code of Γ(R). Thus we conclude that Γ(R) is a complete

bipartite graph. �

Note that Lemma 2.10 is true in general for all bipartite graphs. So, among all bipartite graphs

only complete bipartite graphs admit total perfect codes.

Let R be a finite commutative reduced ring with unity. If k is the smallest positive integer such that

|R| < 2k, then R is a product of k− 1 or fewer fields. In fact the smallest ring that is the product of k
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fields is the finite Boolean ring
k∏

i=1
Z2, which has 2k elements and 2k − 2 nonzero zero-divisors. There-

fore, it follows that if R has n nonzero zero-divisors and k is the smallest positive integer such that

n < 2k−2, then R is a product of k−1 or fewer fields. Moreover, by [30, Proposition 2.2] it is known for

a commutative reduced ring R with unity that if R has k maximal ideals, then R is a product of k fields.

Proposition 2.11. Let R = F1 × · · · × Fk be a finite commutative reduced ring. Then Γ(R) admits a

total perfect code if and only if k = 2.

Proof. Suppose k = 2. If F1 = F2 = Z2, then Γ(Z2 × Z2) is a path on two vertices, which trivially

admit a total perfect code. In all other cases, Γ(F1×F2) is either a star graph or a complete bipartite

graph with |F1|+ |F2| − 2 vertices. Therefore by Lemma 2.10 , Γ(F1×F2) admits a total perfect code.

Conversely, suppose Γ(R) admits C(R) as a total perfect code and let W = {(u1, 0, . . . , 0), (0,

u2, . . . , 0), . . . , (0, 0, . . . , uk)} be a maximal clique in Γ(R), where ui ∈ Fi, 1 ≤ i ≤ k. By Lemma 2.9,

there is no element of W which is a member of C(R). Moreover, for k ≥ 3, every vertex (ui, 0, · · · , 0)

of W has an adjacent vertex (0, u2, · · · , uk) of degree exactly one (for example, (1, 0, · · · , 0) would

be adjacent to (0, 1, 1, · · · , 1)). Thus there is no subset C(R) of Z∗(R) which covers all vertices of

Γ(R), that is, there is no subset C(R) of Z∗(R) such that |Ann(x) ∩ Z∗(R)| = 1 for all x ∈ Z∗(R),

a contradiction to our supposition. Hence, we conclude that for k ≥ 3, Γ(R) does not admit a total

perfect code. �

Corollary 2.12. For k ≥ 3, the zero-divisor graph Γ(
k∏

i=1
Z2) realized by a finite Boolean ring

k∏
i=1

Z2

does not admit a total perfect code.

In the remaining of this paper, we consider the rings which are not local and not reduced. To

illustrate this case, given below are some forms of rings, along with the count of non-zero zero-divisors

of that structure and an example of the smallest commutative ring with unity having such a structure.

R1 × F, where |Z∗(R1 × F)| = |R∗1| + |F∗| + |Z∗(R1)||F∗|. The zero-divisor graph realized by a

smallest commutative ring of this form is Γ(Z4 × Z2) with 5 number of vertices.

R1×R2, where |Z∗(R1×R2)| = |R∗1|+ |R∗2|+ |Z∗(R1)||Z∗(R2)|. The zero-divisor graph realized by

a smallest commutative ring of this form is Γ(Z4 × Z4 × Z4) with 11 number of vertices.

R1 × F1 × F2, where |Z∗(R1 × F1 × F2)| = |R∗1| + |F∗1| + |F∗2| + |R∗1||F∗1| + |R∗1||F∗2| + |F∗1||F∗2| +
|Z∗(R1)||F∗1||F∗2|. The zero-divisor graph realized by a smallest commutative ring of this form is

Γ(Z4 × Z2 × Z2) with 13 number of vertices.

R1 × R2 × F, where |Z∗(R1 × R2 × F)| = |R∗1| + |R∗2| + |F| + |R∗1||R∗2| + |R∗1||F∗| + |R∗2||F∗| +

|Z∗(R1)||F∗||R∗2|+ |Z∗(R2)||F∗||R∗1|−|Z∗(R1)||Z∗(R2)||F∗|. The zero-divisor graph realized by a small-

est commutative ring of this form is Γ(Z4 × Z4 × Z2) with 27 number of vertices.
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R1 × F1 × F2 × F3, where |Z∗(R1 × F1 × F2 × F3)| = |R∗1|+ |F∗1|+ |F∗2|+ |F∗3|+ |R∗1||F∗1|+ |R∗1||F∗2|+
|R∗1||F∗3| + |F∗1||F∗2| + |F∗1||F∗3| + |F∗2||F∗3| + |R∗1||F∗1||F∗2| + |R∗1||F∗1||F∗3| + |R∗1||F∗2||F∗3| + |F∗1||F∗2||F∗3| +

|Z∗(R1)||F∗1||F∗2||F∗3|.The zero-divisor graph realized by a smallest commutative ring of this form is

Γ(Z4 × Z2 × Z2 × Z2) with 29 number of vertices.

R1 × R2 × R3, where |Z∗(R1 × R2 × R3)| = |R∗1| + |R∗2| + |R∗3| + |R∗1||R∗2| + |R∗1||R∗3| + |R∗2||R∗3| +
|Z∗(R1)||R∗1||R∗2|+|Z∗(R2)||R∗3||R∗1|+|Z∗(R3)||R∗3||R∗2|−(|Z∗(R1)||Z∗(R2)||R∗3|+|Z∗(R1)||Z∗(R3)||R∗2|+
|Z∗(R2)||Z∗(R3)||R∗1||Z∗(R1)||Z∗(R2)||Z∗(R3)|). The zero-divisor graph realized by a smallest com-

mutative ring of this form is Γ(Z4 × Z4 × Z4) with 59 number of vertices.

These structures represents only some of the rings, similarly we have other forms of rings in this

case. Note that Fi denotes a finite field and Ri denotes a commutative local ring with unity that is not

a field. Moreover, these formulas and any similar formulas for larger rings, are somewhat inductive.

That is, one needs to know the structure of all smaller local rings in order to construct the mixed case

(not local and not reduced) rings of larger size.

In the following result, we discuss total perfect codes in zero-divisor graphs realized by any com-

mutative ring R with unity 1.

Theorem 2.13. Let R ∼= R1 × R2 × · · · × Rm × F1 × F2 × · · · × Fn be any commutative ring with

unity, where each Ri is a finite commutative local ring and each Fi is a finite field. If m+ n ≤ 2, for

m,n ∈ Z≥0 with m 6= 2, then Γ(R) admits a total perfect code.

Proof. If m = n = 0, then there is nothing to prove. Let n = 0 and m = 1. Then R is a local ring and

the result follows from Proposition 2.3. If m = 0 and n ≥ 1, then R is a reduced ring and the result

follows from Proposition 2.11.

For m ≥ 1 and n ≥ 1, we consider the following cases;

Case 1. m = 1, n ≥ 1. Then R ∼= R1 × F1 × F2 × · · · × Fn. It is clear that for any unit u1 ∈ R1,

W = {(u1, 0, . . . , 0), (0, u2, . . . , 0), · · · , (0, 0, . . . , un)} is a maximal clique in Γ(R), where ui ∈ Fi,

2 ≤ i ≤ n, and also every vertex of W has an adjacent vertex (0, u2, . . . , uk) of degree exactly one.

Thus for all x ∈ Z∗(R) there is no subset C(R) of Z∗(R) such that |C(R)∩Z∗(R)| = 1, that is, there

is no subset C(R) of Z∗(R) which cover all vertices of Γ(R).

Case 2. m = 1, n = 1. Then R ∼= R1 × F. Suppose |R1| = k and |F| = q. Let 0, 1, x1, x2, . . . , xk−2

be k elements of R1 and 0, 1, z1, z2, . . . , zq−2 be q elements F. Since R1 is a local ring, therefore by, [1,

Corollary 2.7], there is some vertex xr ∈ Z∗(R1) which is adjacent to all vertices in Γ(R1). Therefore

for all xsi ∈ Z∗(R1) with 1 ≤ i ≤ |Z∗(R1)| − 1, the vertex (xr, 0) in Γ(R) is adjacent to all vertices

of the form (xsi , 0),(xsi , 1), (xsi , z1), . . ., (xsi , zq−2), where xr 6= xsi and to all vertices of the form

(0, 1), (0, z1), . . . (0, zq−2). Furthermore, vertices (0, 1), (0, z1), . . . (0, zq−2) are adjacent to the vertices

of the form (xsi , 0). For |Z∗(R1)| ≥ 3, if Γ(R) admits C(R) as a total perfect code, then clearly

vertices (xr, 0) and (0, z) are the members of C(R), which implies that |Ann(xsi , 0) ∩ C(R)| > 1, a

contradiction. Thus Γ(R) does not admit a total perfect code. If |Z∗(R1)| ≤ 2, then for z ∈ F \ {0}
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and x∗si ∈ Z
∗(R1), it can be easily verified that there is at least one vertex of the form (x∗si , z), which is

adjacent to (xr, 0) but not to any other vertex of Γ(R). We set C(R) = {(xr, 0), (x∗si , z)} and therefore

for all x ∈ Z∗(R), we have |Ann(x)∩C(R)| = 1. Hence, we conclude that Γ(R) admits a total perfect

code if and only if |Z∗(R1)| ≤ 2.

Case 3. m = 2, n = 0. Then R ∼= R1×R2. Suppose |R1| = |R2| = k and let 0, 1, x1, x2, . . . , xk−2 be

k elements of R1 and let 0, 1, y1, y2, . . . , yk−2 be k elements of R2. We list units in R1 as 1, x1, x2, . . . , xl

and non-zero zero-divisors as xl+1, xl+2, . . . , xk−2. Also, let 1, y1, y2, . . . , yl be units and yl+1, yl+2, . . . , yk−2

be non-zero zero-divisors of R2. Since R1 is local, so there is an element xt ∈ Z∗(R1) with l+ 1 ≤ t ≤
k − 2, such that xtxh = 0 for all xh ∈ Z∗(R1) with l + 1 ≤ h ≤ k − 3. Therefore for all xh ∈ Z∗(R1),

the vertex (xt, 0) is adjacent to all vertices of the form (xh, 0), (xh, 1), (xh, x1), . . ., (xh, xk−2) in Γ(R).

Similarly for all yh ∈ Z∗(R2) with l + 1 ≤ h ≤ k − 3, there is an element yt ∈ Z∗(R2) such that

the vertex (0, yt) is adjacent to all vertices of the form (0, yh), (1, yh), (y1, yh) . . ., (yk−2, yh) in Γ(R).

Furthermore, for all y ∈ R2 \ {0}, every vertex of the form (0, y) is adjacent to the vertex (xt, 0) and

for all x ∈ R1 \ {0}, every vertex of the form (x, 0) is adjacent to (0, yt). If Γ(R) admits C(R) as a

total perfect code, then (xt, 0) and (0, yt) are the members of C(R), since (xt, 0) and (0, yt) cover all

vertices of Γ(R), but for all yh ∈ Z∗(R2), we have |Ann(0, yh) ∩ C(R)| > 1, a contradiction. Thus

Γ(R) does not admit a total perfect code.

Case 4. m = 2, n ≥ 1. Then R ∼= R1×R2×F1×F2× · · · ×Fn. By cases 1 and 3, there is no subset

C(R) of Z∗(R) such that for all x ∈ R, |Ann(x) ∩ C(R)| = 1.

Case 5. m ≥ 3, n = 0. Then R ∼= R1 × R2 × · · · × Rm. Again by case 3, we see that there is no

subset C(R) of Z∗(R) such that for all x ∈ R, |Ann(x) ∩ C(R)| = 1. Therefore Γ(R) does not admit

a total perfect code. �

Below, we investigate some examples of graphs realized as zero-divisor graphs which does not admit

total perfect codes. These examples illustrate cases 2, 3 and 4 of the preceding theorem.

Example 2.14. Consider a ring Z2×Z2[X,Y ]/(X,Y )2, where Z2 is a reduced ring and Z2[X,Y ]/(X,Y )2

is a local ring. It is clear by the structure of a ring that |Z∗(Z2[X,Y ]/(X,Y )2)| > 2. The zero-divisor

graph realized by a ring Z2[X,Y ]/(X,Y )2 is shown in Figure 3. It can be easily verified from the graph

that Γ(Z2 × Z2[X,Y ]/(X,Y )2) does not admit a total perfect code.

Figure 3. Γ(Z2 × Z2[X,Y ]/(X,Y )2).
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Example 2.15. Consider the product Z4×Z4 of two commutative local rings. The zero-divisor graph

realized by a ring Z4 × Z4 is shown in Figure 4 below. It is clear from the graph that Γ(Z4 × Z4) does

not admit a total perfect code.

Figure 4. Γ(Z4 × Z4).

Example 2.16. Here we consider the case of two local rings and a field. Let R = Z2×Z2×Z2[X]/(X)2.

It can be easily verified from the zero-divisor graph realized by R (see Figure 5) that Γ(R) does not

admit a total perfect code.

Figure 5. Γ(Z2 × Z2 × Z2[X]/(X)2).

We conclude this paper with the following result in which we determine the cardinality of a total

perfect code in Γ(R). In fact, for every commutative ring R with unity which realizes some Γ(R) as

its zero-divisor graph, we exhibit that either C(R) = φ or C(R) is a trivial matching.

Theorem 2.17. Let R be a commutative ring with unity. If Γ(R) admits C(R) as a total perfect code,

then |C(R)| = 2k, where k ∈ {0, 1}.

Proof. By Example 2.2, we see that Γ(R) does not always admits a total perfect code. Similarly we

have other examples where C(R) = φ. This implies |C(R)| = 0. Suppose Γ(R) admits a total perfect

code. Assume that |C(R)| > 2. By definition, C(R) is matching which implies that C(R) consists of

even number of vertices. If possible, suppose |C(R)| = 4 and let X = (a1, a2), Y = (c1, c2) be two

elements of C(R). It is clear that X ∩ Y = φ and there is an edge Z = (b1, b2), where b1 ∈ Ann(a2)
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and b2 ∈ Ann(c1) with b1 6= b2. Therefore, d(a1, c1) = d(a1, b1) + d(b1, c1) = 2 + 2 = 4, which is a

contradiction, since diameter of Γ(R) is at most 3. Hence, we conclude that if Γ(R) admits a total

perfect code, then C(R) is a trivial matching and therefore |C(R)| = 2k, where k ∈ {0, 1}. �

Remark 2.18. Apart from determining a commutative ring for the given graph, the study of total

perfect codes in graphs realized as zero-divisor graphs leads us to one more significance. Using Theorem

2.17, we can construct a family of diameter 3 graphs realized as zero-divisor graphs which does not

admit total perfect codes. Γ(Z2 × Z2 × Z2[X]/(X)2), Γ(Z4 × Z4), Γ(Z2 × Z2[X,Y ]/(X,Y )2) and

Γ(Z2×Z8) are some members of this family. J. Kratcohvil in (1986) [21], proved the non existence of

non-trivial perfect codes over complete bipartite graphs. Thus, we have another family of graphs which

does not admit total perfect codes. In fact the whole family of graphs realized as zero-divisor graphs

does not admit non-trivial total perfect codes.

Acknowledgments

I would like to thank the Department of Atomic Energy, Government of India for providing me the fi-

nancial support under Grant No. HRI/4042/3784 and Harish-Chandra Research Institute, Allahabad

for their research facilities. Moreover, I would like to thank the referee for his/her constructive com-

ments which helped in improving the quality of the paper.

References

[1] D. F. Anderson and P. S. Livingston, The zero-divisor graph of a commutative ring, J. Algebra, 217 (1999) 434–447.

[2] D. F. Anderson, R. Levy and J. Shapiro, Zero-divisor graphs, von Neumann regular rings, and Boolean algebras, J.

Pure Appl. Algebra, 180 (2003) 221–241.

[3] C. Araujo and I. Dejter, Lattice-like total perfect codes, Discuss. Math. Graph Theory, 34 no. 1 (2014) 57–74.

[4] I. Beck, Coloring of commutative rings, J. Algebra, 116 (1988) 208–226.

[5] N. L. Biggs, Perfect codes in graphs, J. Combin. Theory Ser. B, 15 (1973) 289 –296.

[6] P. J. Cameron, S. E. Payne and J. A. Thas, Polarities of generalized hexagons and perfect codes, Geom. Dedicata,

5 (1976) 525–528.

[7] G. Chang, C. Rangan and S. Coorg, Weighted Independent Perfect Domination on Cocomparability Graphs, Disc.

Appl. Math., 63 (1995) 215– 223.

[8] P. Cull and I. Nelson, Error-correcting codes on the Towers of Hanoi graphs, Disc. Math., 208/209 (1999) 157–175.

[9] I. J. Dejtera and O. Serra, Efficient dominating sets in Cayley graphs, Disc. Appl. Math., 129 (2003) 319–328.

[10] M. Dorfling, W. Goddard, M. A. Henning, and C. M. Mynhardt Construction of trees and graphs with equal

domination parameters, Disc. Math., 306 no. 21 (2006) 2647–2654.

[11] H. Gavlas, K. Schultz, and P. Slater. Efficient open domination in graphs. Sci. Ser. A Math. Sci., 6 (2003) 77–84.

[12] M. J. E. Golay, Notes on digital coding, Proc. IEEE, 37 (1949) p. 657.

[13] A-A. Ghidewon, R. H. Hammack and D. T. Taylor, Total perfect codes in tensor products of graphs, Ars Combin.,

88 (2008) 129–134.

[14] R. W. Hamming, Error detecting and error correcting codes, Bell Syst. Tech. J., 29 (1950) 147–160.

[15] P. Hammond, q-Coverings, Codes and Line Graphs, J. Combin.Theory Ser. B, 30 (1981) 32–35.

http://dx.doi.org/10.22108/TOC.2021.122946.1727

http://dx.doi.org/10.22108/TOC.2021.122946.1727


Trans. Comb. 11 no. 4 (2022) 295-307 R. Raja 307

[16] J. H. Hattingh and M. A. Henning. Characterizations of trees with equal domination parameters, Journal of Graph

Theory, 34 no. 2 (2000) 142–153.

[17] T. W. Haynes, S. T. Hedetniemi and P. Slater, Fundamentals of Domination in Graphs, Marcel Dekker, Inc., New

York, (1998).

[18] M. A. Henning, A characterization of roman trees, Discuss. Math. Graph Theory, 22 no. 2 (2002) 325–334.

[19] S. Klavzar, U. Milutinovic and C. Petr, 1-Perfect codes in Sierpinski graphs, Bull. Austral. Math. Soc., 66 (2002)

369–384.

[20] M. Knor and P. Potocnik, Efficient domination in cubic vertex-transitive graphs, European J. Combin., 33 no. 8

(2012) 1755–1764.

[21] J. Kratochvil, Perfect codes over graphs, J. Combin. Theory Ser. B, 40 no. 2 (1986) 224–228.

[22] J. Lee, Independent perfect domination sets in Cayley graphs, J. Graph Theory, 37 (2001) 213–219.

[23] M. Livingstone and Q. Stout, Perfect Dominating Sets, Cong. Num., 79 (1990) 187–203.

[24] S. Pirzada and Rameez Raja, On graphs associated with modules over commutative rings, J. Korean. Math. Soc.,

53 no. 5 (2016) 1167–1182.

[25] S. Pirzada and Rameez Raja, On the metric dimension of a zero-divisor graph, Commun. Algebra, 45 no. 4 (2017)

1399–1408.

[26] Rameez Raja, S. Pirzada and S. P. Redmond, On Locating numbers and codes of zero-divisor graphs associated

with commutative rings, J. Algebra Appl., 15 no. 1 (2016) 1650014 pp. 22.

[27] S. P. Redmond, The zero-divisor graph of a non-commutative ring, Internat. J. Commutative Rings, 1 no. 4 (2002)

203–211.

[28] S. P. Redmond, An ideal-based zero-divisor graph of a commutative ring, Commun. Algebra, 31 (2003) 4425–4443.

[29] S. P. Redmond, Cut vertices and Degree one vertices of zero-divisor graphs, Commun. Algebra, 40 no. 8 (2012)

2749–2756.

[30] S. P. Redmond, On zero-divisor graphs of small finite commutative rings, Disc. Math., 307 (2007) 1155–1166.

[31] P. Slater. A constructive characterization of trees with at least k disjoint maximum matchings, Journal of Combin.

Theory Ser. B, 25 (1978) 326–338.

[32] J. A. Thas, Two infinite classes of perfect codes in metrically regular graphs, J. Combin. Theory Ser. B, 23 (1977)

236–238.

[33] J. H. van Lint, A survey of perfect codes, Rocky Mountain J. Math., 5 (1975) 199–224.

[34] S. Zhou, Total perfect codes in Cayley graphs, Des. Codes Cryptogr., 18 no. 3 (2016) 489–504.

Rameez Raja

Department of Mathematics, National Institute of Technology, Hazratbal-190006, Srinagar, India

and

School of Mathematics, Harish-Chandra Research Institute, HBNI, Chhatnag Road, Jhunsi-211019, Allahabad, India

Email: rameeznaqash@nitsri.ac.in, rameeznaqash@gmail.com

http://dx.doi.org/10.22108/TOC.2021.122946.1727

http://dx.doi.org/10.22108/TOC.2021.122946.1727

	1. Introduction
	2. Graphs realized by commutative rings
	References

