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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce the developed Zariski topology-graph as-
sociated to an R-module M with respect to a subset X of the set of all
quasi-prime submodules of M and investigate the relationship between the
algebraic properties of M and the properties of its associated developed
Zariski topology-graph.
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1. Introduction

For the last few decades several mathematicians studied graphs on the various
algebraic structures (groups, rings, modules, . . . ). These interdisciplinary stud-
ies allow us to obtain characterizations and representations of special classes of
algebraic structures in terms of graphs and vice versa. Various constructions of
graphs related to the algebraic structures are found in [3, 6, 7, 8, 11, 13, 14, 18, 19].

Throughout this paper all rings are commutative with nonzero identity and
all modules are unitary. A proper ideal I of a ring R is said to be quasi-prime
if for each pair of ideals A and B of R, A ∩ B ⊆ I yields either A ⊆ I or B ⊆ I
(see [9, 12] and [17]). It is easy to see that every prime ideal is a quasi-prime
ideal. For a submodule N of an R-module M , (N :R M) denotes the ideal
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{r ∈ R | rM ⊆ N} and annihilator of M , denoted by AnnR(M), is the ideal
(0 :R M). M is called faithful if Ann(M) = (0). If there is no ambiguity we
write (N :M) (resp. Ann(M)) instead of (N :R M) (resp. AnnR(M)). A proper
submodule N of an R-module M is called quasi-prime if (N :R M) is a quasi-
prime ideal of R (see [2]). We define the quasi-prime spectrum of an R-moduleM
to be the set of all quasi-prime submodules of M and denote it by qSpecR(M).
If there is no ambiguity we write only qSpec(M) instead of qSpecR(M). The
notion of quasi-prime submodule as a generalization of quasi-prime ideal of rings
was introduced and investigated in [2]. For a submodule N of M we define
D(N) = {L ∈ qSpec(M) | (L : M) ⊇ (N : M)}. For any R-module M there
exists a topology, τ say, on qSpec(M) having ζ(M) = {D(N) |N ≤ M} as the
family of all closed sets. The topology τ is called the developed Zariski topology
on qSpec(M) (see [2]).

In this paper, we employ sets D(N) and define a new graph called the devel-
oped Zariski topology-graph, and by using this graph, we study algebraic (resp.
topological) properties of M (resp. qSpec(M)).

2. The developed Zariski topology-graph

For the reminder of this paper, we will use the letter X to denote an arbitrary
subset of qSpec(M). We will denote the intersection of all elements in X by ℑ(X)
and the closure of X in qSpec(M) with respect to the developed Zariski topology
by Cl(X).

Definition 2.1. Let M be an R-module. Then we define the developed Zariski
topology-graph GX(M) as an undirected graph in which the set of vertices
V
(

GX(M)
)

is defined by

{

N < M | ∃ 0 6= L < M such that D(N) ∪D(L) = X and D(N),D(L) 6= X
}

and distinct vertices N and L are adjacent if and only if D(N) ∪D(L) = X.

Recall that a topological space T is irreducible if for any decomposition T =
A1 ∪A2 with closed subsets Ai of T with i = 1, 2, we have A1 = T or A2 = T . A
subset Y of T is irreducible if it is irreducible as a subspace of T .

Lemma 2.2. Let M be an R-module. Then GX(M) 6= ∅ if and only if X is
closed and reducible subset of qSpec(M).

Proof. Suppose GX(M) 6= ∅. Then there exists a submodule L of M such
that L ∈ V (GX(M)). Hence, there exists a nonzero proper submodule N of
M where D(N ∩ L) = X. This shows that X is a closed subset of qSpec(M).
Moreover, D(N) ∪D(L) = X, D(L) 6= X and D(N) 6= X by Definition 2.1. It
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follows that GX(M) is a reducible subset of qSpec(M). Conversely, let X be a
closed and reducible subset of qSpec(M). Then, there are submodules L1 and
L2 of M , with X = D(L1) ∪ D(L1) and D(L1) 6= X, D(L2) 6= X. Therefore,
L1, L2 ∈ V

(

GX(M)
)

and the proof is completed.

Lemma 2.3. Let M be an R-module, Y ⊆ qSpec(M) and let L ∈ qSpec(M).
Then the following statements hold:

(1) D
(

ℑ(Y )
)

= Cl(Y ). In particular, Cl({L}) = D(L);

(2) ℑ(Y ) is a quasi-prime submodule of M if and only if Y is an irreducible
space.

Proof. See [2, Proposition 3.4(1) and Proposition 3.10].

Remark 2.4. By Lemma 2.3, X is closed if and only if X = D
(

ℑ(X)
)

. There-
fore, by Lemma 2.2, GX(M) 6= ∅ if and only ifX = D

(

ℑ(X)
)

andX is a reducible
subset of qSpec(M). Moreover, we infer from Lemma 2.3 that GX(M) 6= ∅ if and
only if X = D

(

ℑ(X)
)

and ℑ(X) is not a quasi-prime submodule of M .

Recall that a graph is said to be connected if for each pair of distinct vertices
v and w, there is a finite sequence

�� ��
�� ��v = v1

�� ��
�� ��v2 · · · �� ��

�� ��vn−1
�� ��
�� ��vn = w

of distinct vertices where each pair {vi, vi+1} is an edge of graph. Such a sequence
is said to be a path and the distance, d(v,w), between connected vertices v and w
is the length of the shortest path connecting them (d(v, v) = 0 and d(v,w) = ∞ if
there is no such path). The diameter of a connected graph G is the supremum of
the distances between vertices and is denoted by diam(G). The girth of a graph
G denoted by gr(G) is the length of a shortest cycle in G (for more details see
[16]). Let N and L be submodules of an R-module M . Then the product of N
and L is defined by (N :M)(L :M)M and denoted by NL (see [5]).

Let M be an R-module. For a submodule N of M we define Ω(N) = {L ∈
qSpec(M) | L ⊇ N}. Then we define D

√
N := ℑ(D(N)). If D(N) = ∅, then

D
√
N = M . Also, we define Ω

√
N := ℑ(Ω(N)). If Ω(N) = ∅, then Ω

√
N =

M . Consider the Z-module M = (Z/24Z) ⊕ (Z/28Z) and let N = (4Z/24Z) ⊕
(2Z/28Z), P1 = (4Z/24Z)⊕ (Z/28Z) and P2 = (4Z/24Z)⊕ (4Z/28Z). Note that
P1 and P2 are quasi-prime submodules of M . Then we have Ω

√
N = P1 ∩ (2)M =

N and D
√
N ⊆ P1 ∩ P2 = P2 $ N . Therefore, this example shows Ω

√
N and D

√
N

are different in general.

Lemma 2.5. Let M be an R-module and let I be an ideal of R. For arbitrary
submodules N and L of an R-module M we have

(1) D(N) = D
(

(N :M)M
)

= Ω
(

(N :M)M
)

;
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(2) D(N) ∪D(L) = D(NL) = Ω(NL);

(3) D(IM) = D( D
√
IM) = Ω(IM) = Ω( D

√
IM).

Proof. (1) This is easy. (2) By definition and part (1) we have

D(NL) = D ((N :M)(L :M)M)

= D ((N :M)M) ∪D ((L :M)M)

= D(N) ∪D(L).

(3) This follows from definitions.

Theorem 2.6. LetM be an R-module. Then the developed Zariski topology-graph
GX(M) is connected and diam

(

GX(M)
)

≤ 3. Moreover, if GX(M) contains a
cycle, then gr

(

GX(M)
)

≤ 4.

Proof. Suppose N,L ∈ V
(

GX(M)
)

and D(N) ∪ D(L) 6= X. Then there exist
nonzero proper submodules V and W of M such that D(N) ∪ D(V ) = X and
D(L) ∪D(W ) = X. If V =W , then

�� ��
�� ��N

�� ��
�� ��V

�� ��
�� ��L

is a path of length 2. Suppose V 6=W and D(V ∩W ) = X. Then

�� ��
�� ��N

�� ��
�� ��V

�� ��
�� ��W

�� ��
�� ��L

is a path of length 3. Let V 6=W and D(V ∩W ) 6= X. Then

�� ��
�� ��N

�� ��
�� ��V ∩W �� ��

�� ��L

is a path of length 2. Note that if N = V ∩W , then N ∩ L = V ∩W ∩ L, and
so D(N ∩ L) = D(V ∩W ∩ L) = X, a contradiction. Similarly, W ∩ V 6= L.
Therefore, GX(M) is connected and diam

(

GX(M)
)

≤ 3.
Now, let GX(M) contains a cycle. Suppose the assertion of the theorem is

false. Without loss of generality, we assume that gr
(

GX(M)
)

= 5. Hence, we
have a cycle

�� ��
�� ��N

�� ��
�� ��L

�� ��
�� ��V

�� ��
�� ��K

�� ��
�� ��W

of length 5. Clearly D(L ∩W ) 6= X and D(V ∩K) 6= X. Note that

D(N) ∪D(LW ) = D(N) ∪D(L) ∪D(W ) = X.
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Therefore

�� ��
�� ��N

DD
DD

DD
DD

}}
}}
}}
}}

�� ��
�� ��K

�� ��
�� ��LW

and

�� ��
�� ��N

@@
@@

@@
@

zz
zz
zz
zz

�� ��
�� ��V K

�� ��
�� ��L

are two cycles with length 3, a contradiction. So gr
(

GX(M)
)

≤ 4.

Let M be an R-module. When qSpec(M) 6= ∅, the map ψ : qSpec(M) →
qSpec(R/Ann(M)) defined by ψ(L) = (L :M)/Ann(M) for every L ∈ qSpec(M),
will be called the natural map of qSpec(M). An R-module M is called quasi-
primeful if either M = (0) or M 6= (0) and has a surjective natural map (see [1]).
Let Σ := qSpec(Z) \ {(0)}. Consider the Z-module M =

⊕

I∈Σ Z/I. Then M is
a quasi-primeful Z-module (see [1, Example 2.11]).

Lemma 2.7. Let M be an R-module.

(1) ψ is continuous with respect to the developed Zariski topology;

(2) ψ is bijective if and only if it is a homeomorphism;

(3) if M is quasi-primeful, then ψ is both closed and open; more precisely, for
any submodule N of M , ψ

(

D(N)
)

= D
(

(N :M)
)

and

ψ
(

qSpec(M) \D(N)
)

= qSpec(R̄) \D
(

(N :M)
)

.

Proof. See [2, Proposition 3.2].

An R-module M is called a multiplication module if every submodule N of
M is of the form IM for some ideal I of R (see [10, 15]). It is easy to see that ifM
is a multiplication R-module, then the natural map is bijective (see [1, Corollary
2.23]), and so by Lemma 2.7, it is homeomorphism.

Theorem 2.8. Suppose M is an R-module such that qSpec(M) is homeomorphic
by qSpec

(

R
Ann(M)

)

under the natural map ψ (e.g. multiplication module). If N

and L are adjacent in GX(M) and X ′ = {(K :M) | K ∈ X}, then (N :M) and
(L :M) are adjacent in GX′(R̄). Conversely, if Ī and J̄ are adjacent in GX′(R̄),
then IM and JM are adjacent in GX(M).
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Proof. Let J ∈ X ′. Then there exists a quasi-prime submodule K ∈ X such
that (K :M) = J . Hence, ψ(K) = J . By Lemma 2.7(2), ψ is injective, therefore
ψ−1(J) = K. This implies that

(2.1) ψ−1(X ′) ⊆ X.

Suppose K ∈ X. Then ψ(K) = (K :M) and so

K = ψ−1(K :M) ∈ ψ−1(X ′).

This implies that

(2.2) X ⊆ ψ−1(X ′).

From (2.1) and (2.2) it follows that X = ψ−1(X ′). By assumptionD(N)∪D(L) =
X, so

X ′ = ψ(X) = ψ
(

D(N)
)

∪ ψ
(

D(L)
)

.

From Lemma 2.7(3) it follows that X ′ = D(N :M) ∪ D((L :M)). Therefore,
(N :M) and (L :M) are adjacent in GX′(R̄).

Conversely, let D(Ī) ∪D(J̄) = X ′. Then we have

X = ψ−1
(

D(Ī)
)

∪ ψ−1
(

D(J̄)
)

= D(IM) ∪D(JM).

Therefore, IM and JM are adjacent in GX(M).

Lemma 2.9. Let M be an R-module. Then D(L) is an irreducible closed subset
of qSpec(M) for every quasi-prime submodule L of M .

Proof. See [2, Corollary 3.9].

Lemma 2.10. Suppose GX(M) 6= ∅ and K ∈ X. Then K is a vertex of GX(M)
if either of the following statements holds:

(1) There exists a subset X ′ of X such that K ∈ X ′, D(
⋂

Q∈X′ Q) = X and
D(
⋂

Q∈X′,Q 6=K Q) 6= X.

(2) For a submodule N of M , N ∈ V
(

GX(M)
)

and N ∩K 6∈ V
(

GX(M)
)

.

Proof. (1) First we recall that K is a vertex if there exists a submodule L
of M such that D(K) ∪ D(L) = X and D(K),D(L) 6= X. Suppose L :=
(
⋂

Q∈X′,Q 6=K Q). Then by assumption D(
⋂

Q∈X′,Q 6=K Q) 6= X and

D





(

⋂

Q∈X′,Q 6=K

Q

)

∩K



 = D





⋂

Q∈X′,Q 6=K

Q



 ∪D(K) = X.
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From Lemma 2.9, it follows that D(K) 6= X. Hence K is a vertex.

(2) Since N ∈ V
(

GX(M)
)

, then there exists a nonzero proper submodule L
of M such that D(N) ∪D(L) = X, D(N) 6= X and D(L) 6= X. Moreover, since
N ∩K 6∈ V

(

GX(M)
)

, we infer that, D(N ∩K)∪D(L) 6= X or D(N ∩K) = X or
D(L) = X. By assumption, only the second case is true. Hence K is a vertex.

Theorem 2.11. Let X be a finite set and GX(M) 6= ∅. Then X∩V (GX(M)) 6= ∅.

Proof. SupposeK ∈ X. ThenD(K)∪D(
⋂

Q∈X,Q 6=KQ) = X. IfD(
⋂

Q∈X,Q 6=KQ)
6= X, then K is a vertex of GX(M). Otherwise, if D(

⋂

Q∈X,Q 6=K Q) = X,
since X is reducible there exists a subset X ′ of X and K ′ ∈ X such that
D(
⋂

K∈(X\X′)K) 6= X and D(
⋂

K∈(X\X′)∪{K ′}K) = X. Hence, K ′ ∈ X ∩ V

(GX (M)). Therefore X ∩ V
(

GX(M)
)

6= ∅.

3. Relation between GX(M) and AG(M)

Recall that the annihilating-submodule graph AG(M) is a graph with vertices
V (AG(M)) = {N ≤ M | ∃ 0 6= L < M with NL = 0}, where distinct vertices N
and L are adjacent if and only if NL = 0 (see [6]).

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that M is an R-module such that M 6∈ V (AG(M)). If
AG(M) is empty, then the submodule (0) of M is a quasi-prime submodule of
M .

Proof. This follows from [6, Proposition 3.2].

Theorem 3.2. Suppose M is an R-module and M/ℑ(X) is not a vertex in
AG
(

M/ℑ(X)
)

. Then we have the following statements:

(1) AG
(

M/ℑ(X)
)

is isomorphic to a subgraph of GX(M).

(2) AG
(

M/ℑ(X)
)

= ∅ if and only if GX(M) = ∅.

Proof. (1) Let N/ℑ(X) be a vertex in AG
(

M/ℑ(X)
)

. Then there exists a
nonzero proper submodule L/ℑ(X) adjacent to N/ℑ(X). Hence,

N

ℑ(X)
· L

ℑ(X)
=

(

N

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)

)(

L

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)

)

M

ℑ(X)

=
(N :M)(L :M)M + ℑ(X)

ℑ(X)
= ¯(0).

Therefore, (N : M)(L : M)M = NL ⊆ ℑ(X). This yields that (NL : M) ⊆
(ℑ(X) :M). Consequently, by Lemma 2.5 we have D(NL) = D(N)∪D(L) = X.
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If D(N) = X, then (NL : M) = (ℑ(X) : M). Hence, M/ℑ(X) is a vertex, a
contradiction. Similarly D(L) 6= X.

(2) Suppose AG(M/ℑ(X)) = ∅. By Lemma 3.1, ℑ(X) is a quasi-prime sub-
module of M . Therefore, by Remark 2.4 we have GX(M) = ∅. Conversely, let
AG
(

M/ℑ(X)
)

6= ∅. Thus, from part (1) of this theorem, we have GX(M) 6= ∅.

Remark 3.3. In the annihilating-submodule graph AG(M), M itself can be a
vertex. M is a vertex if and only if there exists a nonzero proper submodule N
of M such that (N :M) = Ann(M) (see page 3289 of [6]).

Lemma 3.4. LetM be an R-module. ThenM/ℑ(X) is a vertex in AG
(

M/ℑ(X)
)

if and only if there exists a proper submodule N of M such that ℑ(X) < N and
D(N) = X.

Proof. We first show that if ℑ(X) < N and D(N) = X, then M :=M/ℑ(X) is
a vertex in AG

(

M/ℑ(X)
)

. By definition, it suffices to show that there exists a
nonzero proper submodule L of M such that LM = (0). Therefore,

M

ℑ(X)
· L

ℑ(X)
=

(

M

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)

)(

L

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)

)

M

ℑ(X)

=
(L :M)M +ℑ(X)

ℑ(X)
.

Thus, suffices to show (L : M)M ⊆ ℑ(X). By assumption, D(N) = X. There-
fore,

(N :M) ⊆
⋂

Q∈X
(Q :M) =

(

⋂

Q∈X
Q :M

)

=
(

ℑ(X) :M
)

⇒ (N :M)M ⊆ ℑ(X).

Hence, M
ℑ(X) is a vertex because adjacent vertex is N

ℑ(X) .

Conversely, if M/ℑ(X) is a vertex in AG
(

M/ℑ(X)
)

, then by Remark 3.3,
there exists a nonzero proper submodule N := N/ℑ(X) of M such that (N :
M ) = Ann(M). Therefore, N 6= M , ℑ(X) < N and (ℑ(X) : M) = (N :
M). Thus, D(ℑ(X)) = D(N). Since AG(M/ℑ(X)) 6= ∅ by Theorem 3.2(2), it
follows that GX(M) 6= ∅ and from Remark 2.4, it follows that D(ℑ(X)) = X.
Consequently, D(N) = X.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose M is a quasi-primeful R-module and N , L are adjacent

in GX(M). Then
D
√

(N :M)M

ℑ(X) and
D
√

(L:M)M

ℑ(X) are adjacent in AG( M
ℑ(X) ).

Proof. By assumption D(N) ∪D(L) = X. By Lemma 2.5 we have

X = D(N) ∪D(L) = D(NL) = Ω(NL) = Ω
(

(NL :M)M
)

= Ω((N :M)(L :M)M).
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Therefore,

ℑ(X) = D

√

(N :M)(L :M)M

⊆ D
√

(N :M)M ∩ (L :M)M

⊆ D

√

(N :M)M ∩ D

√

(L :M)M.

Now, we show that
D
√

(N :M)M

ℑ(X)

D
√

(L:M)M

ℑ(X) = (0). We have

D

√

(N :M)M

ℑ(X)
·

D

√

(L :M)M

ℑ(X)

=

(

D

√

(N :M)M

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)

)(

D

√

(L :M)M

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)

)

M

ℑ(X)

=

(

D

√

(N :M)M :M
)(

D

√

(L :M)M :M
)

M + ℑ(X)

ℑ(X)
.

It is sufficient for us to prove that
(

D

√

(N :M)M : M
)(

D

√

(L :M)M : M
)

M ⊆ ℑ(X). Since M is quasi-primeful, we have

(3.1)
(

D

√

(N :M)M :M
)

=
(

D
√
N :M

)

=
D
√
N :M

and

(3.2)
(

D

√

(L :M)M :M
)

=
(

D
√
L :M

)

=
D
√
L :M.

Thus by (3.1) and (3.2) we infer that

(

D

√

(N :M)M :M
)(

D

√

(L :M)M :M
)

M =
D
√
N :M

D
√
L :MM

⊆ D

√

(N :M)(L :M)M

⊆ Ω
√

(N :M)(L :M)M

=
Ω
√
NL = ℑ(X).

If we show that
D
√

(N :M)M

ℑ(X) is a nonzero proper submodule of M
ℑ(X) , then

we can infer that
D
√

(N :M)M

ℑ(X) is a vertex in AG
(

M
ℑ(X)

)

. Let
D
√

(N :M)M

ℑ(X) = 0.

Then (N : M)M ⊆ D

√

(N :M)M = ℑ(X), and so (N : M) ⊆ (ℑ(X) : M).
Consequently, D(N) = X a contradiction. Therefore D

√

(N :M)M 6= ℑ(X) and
similarly D

√

(L :M)M 6= ℑ(X).
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To show that
D
√

(N :M)M

ℑ(X) and
D
√

(L:M)M

ℑ(X) are adjacent in AG( M
ℑ(X) ). We must

prove that these are distinct. Let D

√

(N :M)M/ℑ(X) = D

√

(L :M)M/ℑ(X).
Then we have

(0) =
D

√

(N :M)M

ℑ(X)
·

D

√

(L :M)M

ℑ(X)

=

(

D

√

(L :M)M

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)

)(

D

√

(L :M)M

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)

)

M

ℑ(X)

=
(

D

√

(L :M)M
)2 M

ℑ(X)
=

(

D
√
L :M

)2
M + ℑ(X)

ℑ(X)
.

So ( D
√
L :M )2M ⊆ ℑ(X). Then ( D

√
L :M)2 ⊆ (ℑ(X) : M), Hence, (L : M) ⊆

D
√
L :M ⊆ D

√

(ℑ(X) :M) = (ℑ(X) : M). Thus D(L) = X, a contradiction.
Hence D

√

(N :M)M 6= D

√

(L :M)M and the proof is completed.

Corollary 3.6. If the conditions of Theorem 3.5 hold, then
D
√
N

ℑ(X) and
D
√
L

ℑ(X) are

adjacent in AG( M
ℑ(X) ).

Proof. Apply the same technique in the proof of Theorem 3.5.

A submodule N of an R-module M is said quasi-semiprime if it is an in-
tersection of quasi-prime submodules (see [2]). We recall that an R-module M
is co-semisimple in case every submodule of M is the intersection of maximal
submodules (see [4, p. 122]). Every proper submodule of a co-semisimple module
is a quasi-semiprime submodule.

Lemma 3.7. If A is a quasi-primeful R-module and B ≤ A, then for every
p ∈ qSpec(R) where (B : A) = p, there exists P ∈ qSpec(A) such that B ≤ P and
(P : A) = p.

Proof. The proof is easy and we omit it.

Theorem 3.8. Let M be an R-module. Suppose that N
ℑ(X) and

L
ℑ(X) are adjacent

in AG( M
ℑ(X) ). Then N and L are adjacent in GX(M) if one of the following

conditions holds:

(1) M
ℑ(X) is not a vertex in AG( M

ℑ(X) ). Particularly, this holds when M
ℑ(X) is

a quasi-primeful module and contains no quasi-semiprime S 6= ℑ(X) with
D(S) 6= X.

(2) M
N

and M
L

are quasi-primeful and contains no quasi-semiprime S 6= ℑ(X)
with D(S) 6= X.
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Proof. (1) If M
ℑ(X) is not a vertex in AG( M

ℑ(X) ), then by the proof of Theorem

3.2, N and L are adjacent in GX(M). To see the second assertion, let M
ℑ(X) be

a vertex in AG( M
ℑ(X) ). By Lemma 3.4, there exists a nonzero proper submodule

N ′ of M such that ℑ(X) < N ′. Clearly, M
ℑ(X) has structure of R

(ℑ(X):M) -module.

Suppose that Q is an arbitrary element of X. Then we have (N ′ :M) ⊆ (Q :M)
and therefore

(

N ′

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)

)

⊆ (Q :M)

(ℑ(X) :M)
.

Now, by Lemma 3.7 there exists a quasi-prime submodule K
ℑ(X) such that N ′ < K

and (K : M) = (Q : M). Thus we have ℑ(X) ≤ K and so D(K) ⊆ D(ℑ(X)) =
X. Since (K :M) = (Q : M), we have Q ∈ D(K). Hence X ⊆ D(K). It follows
that D(K) = D(N ′) = X and this means that there exists a quasi-semiprime
submodule N ′ 6= ℑ(X) such that D(N ′) = X, a contradiction.

(2) Since N
ℑ(X) and L

ℑ(X) are adjacent in AG( M
ℑ(X) ) we have

N

ℑ(X)
· L

ℑ(X)
= 0 ⇒

(

N

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)

)(

L

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)

)

M

ℑ(X)
= 0

⇒ (N :M)(L :M)M + ℑ(X)

ℑ(X)
= 0

⇒ NL ⊆ ℑ(X)

⇒ D(NL) = D(N) ∪D(L) = X.

We now claim that D(N) 6= X and D(L) 6= X. If D(N) = X, then (N : M) ⊆
(Q : M), for every Q ∈ X. Since M

N
is quasi-primeful, there exists a quasi-

prime submodule K of M such that (K : M) = (Q : M). Thus, N ⊆ ℑ(X)
a contradiction. Therefore, D(N) 6= X. Similarly D(L) 6= X and the proof is
completed.

Lemma 3.9. Let M be an R-module.

(1) If the zero submodule of M is not quasi-prime, then AG(M) has ACC (resp.
DCC) on vertices if and only ifM is a Noetherian (resp. an Artinian) module.

(2) Suppose that R is an Artinian ring and M is a finitely generated R-module.
Then every nonzero proper submodule N of M is a vertex in AG(M).

Proof. See [6, Proposition 3.5 and Theorem 3.6].

Theorem 3.10. Suppose M is an R-module such that M
ℑ(X) is a faithful module

which is not a vertex in AG( M
ℑ(X) ). Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) GX(M) is a finite graph;
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(2) AG( M
ℑ(X) ) is a finite graph;

(3) M
ℑ(X) has finite number of submodules. Moreover, GX(M) has n (n ≥ 1)

vertices if and only if M
ℑ(X) has n nonzero proper submodules.

Proof. (1)⇒(2) Suppose GX(M) is a finite graph. Since M
ℑ(X) is not a vertex in

AG( M
ℑ(X) ), by Theorem 3.2(1) it follows that AG( M

ℑ(X) ) is a finite graph.

(2)⇒(3) If AG( M
ℑ(X) ) is a finite graph with n (n ≥ 1) vertices, then by

Lemma 3.1, ℑ(X) is not a quasi-prime submodule. By Lemma 3.9, M
ℑ(X) has

finite length. Therefore, M
ℑ(X) is a Noetherian, Artinian and finitely generated

R-module. Since M/ℑ(X) is a faithful R-module we have

R

Ann( M
ℑ(X) )

=
R

(ℑ(X) :M)
= R.

Thus, R is an Artinian ring. By Lemma 3.9 every nonzero proper submodule
N

ℑ(X) of
M

ℑ(X) is a vertex. Consequently, M
ℑ(X) has finite number of submodules. If

N is a vertex in GX(M), then there exists a nonzero proper submodule L of M
such that D(N)∪D(L) = X. By Theorem 3.2(1), N

ℑ(X) is a vertex in AG( M
ℑ(X) ).

(3)⇒(1) If N
ℑ(X) is a nonzero proper submodule of M

ℑ(X) . Then by Lemma 3.9,
N

ℑ(X) is a vertex in AG( M
ℑ(X) ) and it follows from Theorem 3.2(1) that N is a

vertex in GX(M). Thus, GX(M) is a finite graph.

Lemma 3.11. Suppose M is an R-module such that M
ℑ(X) is not a vertex in

AG( M
ℑ(X) ) and for every P ∈ qSpec(M) ∩ V

(

GX(M)
)

there exists a quasi-
semiprime submodule of M adjacent with P . Then

qSpec

(

M

ℑ(X)

)

∩ V
(

AG

(

M

ℑ(X)

))

6= ∅ ⇔ qSpec(M) ∩ V
(

GX(M)
)

6= ∅.

Proof. Suppose that P ∈ qSpec(M) ∩ V
(

GX(M)
)

. By assumption, D(P ) ∪
D( ∩

P ′∈D′

P ′) = X where D′ is an open subset of X. Now, we show that P
ℑ(X) and

⋂

P ′∈D′

P ′

ℑ(X) are adjacent. We must prove that P
ℑ(X) ·

⋂

P ′∈D′

P ′

ℑ(X) = 0. By definition we
have

P

ℑ(X)
·

⋂

P ′∈D′

P ′

ℑ(X)
=

(

P

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)

)





⋂

P ′∈D′

P ′

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)





M

ℑ(X)

=

(P :M)

(

⋂

P ′∈D′

(P ′ :M)

)

M + ℑ(X)

ℑ(X)
.
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It is enough for us to show that (P :M)( ∩
P ′∈D′

(P ′ :M))M ⊆ ℑ(X). By assump-

tion, we have

X = D(P ) ∪D
(

⋂

P ′∈D′

P ′
)

= Ω

(

P ·
(

⋂

P ′∈D′

P ′
))

.

Therefore,

ℑ(X) = Ω

√

√

√

√P ·
(

⋂

P ′∈D′

P ′

)

⊇ P ·
(

⋂

P ′∈D′

P ′
)

.

This implies that

(P :M)

(

⋂

P ′∈D′

(P ′ :M)

)

M = P ·
⋂

P ′∈D′

P ′ ⊆ ℑ(X).

Thus, qSpec( M
ℑ(X) ) ∩ V

(

AG( M
ℑ(X) )

)

6= ∅.
Now suppose that P

ℑ(X) ∈ qSpec( M
ℑ(X)) ∩ V

(

AG( M
ℑ(X) )

)

6= ∅. Since P
ℑ(X) ∈

V
(

AG( M
ℑ(X) )

)

, there exists a proper submodule L
ℑ(X) such that

0 =
P

ℑ(X)
· L

ℑ(X)

=

(

P

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)

)(

L

ℑ(X)
:

M

ℑ(X)

)

M

ℑ(X)

=
(P :M)(L :M)M + ℑ(X)

ℑ(X)
.

This implies that (P : M)(L : M)M ⊆ ℑ(X). Thus PL ⊆ ℑ(X) and so (PL :
M) ⊆ (ℑ(X) :M). Hence, we have D(P )∪D(L) = D(PL) = X and this follows
that P ∈ qSpec(M) ∩ V

(

GX(M)
)

. Therefore, qSpec(M) ∩ V
(

GX(M)
)

6= ∅.

Acknowledgment

The authors specially thank the referee for the helpful suggestions and comments.

References

[1] A. Abbasi and D. Hassanzadeh-Lelekaami, Modules and spectral spaces, Comm.
Algebra 40 (2012) 4111–4129.
doi:10.1080/00927872.2011.602273

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00927872.2011.602273


246 D. Hassanzadeh-Lelekaami and M. Karimi

[2] A. Abbasi and D. Hassanzadeh-Lelekaami, Quasi-prime submodules and developed
Zariski topology, Algebra Colloq. (Spec 1) 19 (2012) 1089–1108.
doi:10.1142/S1005386712000879

[3] D.F. Anderson and S.B. Mulay, On the diameter and girth of a zero-divisor graph,
J. Pure Appl. Algebra 210 (2007) 543–550.
doi:10.1016/j.jpaa.2006.10.007

[4] F.W. Anderson and K.R. Fuller, Rings and Categories of Mmodules (Springer-
Verlag, New York, no. 13, Graduate Texts in Math., 1992).
doi:10.1007/978-1-4612-4418-9

[5] H. Ansari-Toroghy and F. Farshadifar, Product and dual product of submodules, Far
East J. Math. Sci. 25 (2007) 447–455.

[6] H. Ansari-Toroghy and Sh. Habibi, The Zariski topology-graph of modules over com-
mutative rings, Comm. Algebra 42 (2014) 3283–3296.
doi:10.1080/00927872.2013.780065

[7] M. Axtell, J. Coykendall and J. Stickles, Zero-divisor graphs of polynomial and power
series over commutative rings, Comm. Algebra 33 (2005) 2043–2050.
doi:10.1081/AGB-200063357

[8] F. Azarpanah and M. Motamedi, Zero-divisor graph of C(X), Acta Math. Hungar
108 (2005) 25–36.
doi:10.1007/s10474-005-0205-z

[9] A. Azizi, Strongly irreducible ideals, J. Aust. Math. Soc. 84 (2008) 145–154.
doi:10.1017/S1446788708000062

[10] A. Barnard, Multiplication modules, J. Algebra 71 (1981) 174–178.
doi:10.1016/0021-8693(81)90112-5

[11] I. Beck, Coloring of commutative rings, J. Algebra 116 (1988) 208–226.
doi:10.1016/0021-8693(88)90202-5

[12] N. Bourbaki, Commutative Algebra, Chap. 1–7 (Paris, Hermann, 1972).

[13] I. Chakrabarty, S. Ghosh, T.K. Mukherjee and M.K. Sen, Intersection graphs of
ideals of rings, Discrete Math. 309 (2009) 5381–5392.
doi:10.1016/j.disc.2008.11.034

[14] S. Ebrahimi-Atani and S. Habibi, The total torsion element graph of a module over
a commutative ring, An. St. Univ. Ovidius Constanta 19 (2011) 23–34.

[15] Z.A. El-Bast and P.F. Smith, Multiplication modules, Comm. Algebra 16 (1988)
755–779.
doi:10.1080/00927878808823601

[16] F. Harary, Graph Theory (Addison-Wesley, Reading, Mass., 1969).

[17] W.J. Heinzer, L.J. Ratlif and D.E. Rush, Strongly irreducible ideals of a commutative
ring, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 166 (2002) 267–275.
doi:10.1016/S0022-4049(01)00043-3

http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S1005386712000879
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpaa.2006.10.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4612-4418-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00927872.2013.780065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1081/AGB-200063357
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10474-005-0205-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1446788708000062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0021-8693\(81\)90112-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0021-8693\(88\)90202-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.disc.2008.11.034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00927878808823601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0022-4049\(01\)00043-3


Developed Zariski topology-graph 247

[18] H.R. Maimani, M. Salimi, A. Sattari and S. Yassemi, Comaximal graph of commu-
tative rings, J. Algebra 319 (2008) 1801–1808.
doi:0.1016/j.jalgebra.2007.02.003

[19] P.K. Sharma and S.M. Bhatwadekar, A note on graphical representation of rings, J.
Algebra 176 (1995) 124–127.
doi:10.1006/jabr.1995.1236

Received 23 June 2017
Revised 30 August 2017

Accepted 12 September 2017

http://dx.doi.org/0.1016/j.jalgebra.2007.02.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jabr.1995.1236


Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

http://www.tcpdf.org

