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Abstract Let m be a positive integer such that m ≥ 2. In this paper, we define two new classes of rings called
strongly

∑
-m-clean ring and m-semiboolean ring which are natural generalizations of the concept of strongly

m-clean [13] and semiboolean [11], respectively. We exhibit connections between these rings and other related
classes of rings. We examine the properties of these notions to various context of commutative ring extensions.
The obtained results yield new original families of examples of rings subject to various ring theoretic properties.
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1 Introduction

Throughout the whole paper, m ≥ 2 is an integer, all rings considered are commutative with unity and all
modules are unital. In [13], Purkait, Dutta and Kar introduced the notions of m-clean and strongly m-clean rings
as generalizations of clean and strongly clean rings, respectively. Among other things, they proved that if a ring
R is m-clean then the matrix ring Mn(R) is also m-clean. They also provided a characterization of strongly
m-clean ring in terms of quotient ring by its ideal which is contained in its Jacobson radical. In particular, they
showed that a ring is strongly m-clean if and only if its quotient ring by a nil ideal is strongly m-clean under
certain conditions. Recall that an element a of a ring R is said to be m-potent if am = a for some positive integer
m. Also, recall from [13] that an element x of a ring R is said to be m-clean if x can be written as x = u + f ,
where u is a unit and f is an m-potent (that is f m = f ) element of R. R is said to be m-clean if every element
of R is m-clean. An element x of a ring R is said to be strongly m-clean if x can be written as x = u + f , where
u is a unit, f is an m-potent element of R and u. f = f.u. R is said to be strongly m-clean if every element of
R is strongly m-clean. It is worthwhile mentioning that in the case of a commutative ring, the notions m-clean
and strongly m-clean collapse. At this point, we recall the following definitions:

Definition 1.1 [13] Let I be an ideal of a ring R. Then m-potents lift modulo I if for x ∈ R, x − xm ∈ I implies
that there exists an m−potent e in R such that e − x ∈ R.
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Let (A, B) be a pair of rings, f : A → B be a ring homomorphism and J be an ideal of B. In this setting,
we can consider the following subring of A × B: A �� f J := {(a, f (a) + j) | a ∈ A, j ∈ J }, called the
amalgamation of A and B along J with respect to f , introduced and studied by D’Anna, Finocchiaro and
Fontana in [5,6]. The usefulness of amalgamation, as mentioned in [5], comes from the fact that many of the
classical constructions can be studied as a special case of amalgamation, and amalgamation itself can be studied
using pullbacks. In [6], the authors pursued the investigation on the structure of the rings of the form A �� f J ,
with particular attention to the prime spectrum, to the chain properties and to the Krull dimension. The trivial
ring extension of A by E (also called idealization of E over A) is the ring R := A ∝ E whose underlying
group is A × E with multiplication given by (a, e)(a′, e′) = (aa′, ae′ + ea′). Trivial ring extensions have been
studied extensively; and considerable work, part of is summarized in Glaz’s book [7] and Huckaba’s book [9],
has been concerned with these extensions. Mainly, trivial ring extensions have been useful for solving many open
problems and conjectures in both commutative and non-commutative ring theory. See for instance [1,9]. In this
paper, we define two new classes of rings called strongly

∑
-m-clean ring and m-semiboolean ring which are

natural generalizations of the concept of strongly m-clean [13] and semiboolean [11], respectively. We exhibit
connections between these rings and other related classes of rings. We examine the properties of these notions
to various context of commutative ring extensions. The obtained results yield new original families of examples
of rings subject to various ring theoretic properties. For a ring R, we denote respectively by Max(R), Nilp(R),
I dem(R), m − potent (R), Jac(R), U (R) and Char(R), the spectrum of all maximal ideals of R, the ideal of
all nilpotent elements of R, the set of all idempotent elements of R, the set of all m-potent elements of R, the
Jacobson radical of R, the multiplicative group of units of R and the characteristic of R.

2 On strongly
∑

-m-clean rings

We start this section by introducing the notion of strongly
∑

-m-clean ring.

Definition 2.1 Let m ≥ 2 and R be a commutative ring. An element x of R is said to be strongly
∑

-m-clean
if there exists a positive integer n ≥ 1 such that x = u1 + u2 + .... + un + f with u1, u2, ..., un ∈ U (R) and
f m = f ∈ R. Then R is said to be strongly

∑
-m-clean if each of its elements is strongly

∑
-m-clean.

It worthwhile noting from the definition that every strongly clean ring is strongly
∑

-m-clean ring. However,
a strongly

∑
-m-clean ring need not be a strongly m-clean ring, as shown in the following example:

Example 2.2 Let R = Z be the ring of integers and let m be a positive integer such that m ≥ 2. Then:

(1) Z is strongly
∑

-m-clean.
(2) Z is not strongly m-clean.

Proof (1) Notice first that 0 = 1 − 1 and 1 = 1 + 0 are strongly
∑

-m-clean elements of R. Since every element
of n ∈ Z with n ≥ 2, can be written as n = 1 + 1 + ... + 1︸ ︷︷ ︸

(n−1)times

+1, then R is strongly
∑

-m-clean.

(2) We claim that Z is not strongly m-clean. Indeed, the element 3 = 1 + 2 with 1 ∈ U (R) but 2 is not m-potent
(as 2m �= 2 for every m ≥ 2). 	

Recall that a ring R is UU (i.e., every unit is unipotent) if every unit u ∈ R is unipotent, that is, u can be

expressed as u = 1+w for some nilpotent element w of R. In the next proposition, we show that in an UU -ring R
containing the field of rational numbers Q, the properties "strongly

∑
-m-clean" and "strongly m-clean" collapse.

Proposition 2.3 Let R be an UU-ring such that Q ⊆ R and m ≥ 2 be an integer. Then R is strongly
∑

-m-clean
if and only if R is strongly m-clean.

Proof Assume that R is strongly
∑

-m-clean. Let x ∈ R. Then there exists n ≥ 1 such that x = u1 + u2 + ... +
un + f with ui ∈ U (R) for every i = 1, ..., n and f m = f ∈ R. Since R is an UU -ring, then ui = 1 + wi with
wi ∈ Nilp(R) for every i = 1, ..., n. So, x = 1+w1 +1+w2 + ...+1+wn + f = n+(w1 +w2 + ...+wn)+ f .
Set W = w1 +w2 + ...+wn . Clearly, W ∈ Nilp(R) and n ∈ R. Therefore, x = n+W + f . Since W ∈ Nilp(R)

and n + W = n(1 + n−1W ) is a unit (as n−1W ∈ Nilp(R) and n ∈ U (R)), then it follows that n + W is a
unit. Therefore, x = v + f with v ∈ U (R) and f m = f . Hence, R is a strongly m-clean ring. The converse is
straightforward. 	
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Our next proposition gives a characterization of strongly
∑

-m-clean integral domains. Recall that a ring R
is said to be k-good ring if every element of R is a sum of k units of R, with k ≥ 2 is positive integer.

Proposition 2.4 Let R be an integral domain and m ≥ 2 be a positive integer. Then R is strongly
∑

-m-clean if
and only if every element is a k-good element for some positive integer k ≥ 1.

Proof Assume that R be an integral domain. If R is strongly
∑

-m-clean. Let x ∈ R. Then there exists n ≥ 1 such
that x = u1+u2+...+un + f for some u1, u2, ..., un ∈ U (R) and f is an m-potent element of R. Since f m = f ,
then f m − f = f ( f m−1 − 1) = 0. Two cases are then possible: Case 1 : f = 0, then x = u1 + u2 + ... + un
which is a sum of n units and so x is a n-good element. Case 2 : f m−1 − 1 = 0. Then f m−1 = f f m−2 = 1.
Therefore, f is a unit of R and so x = u1 + u2 + ... + un + f is a sum of (n + 1) units. Consequently, x is an
(n + 1)-good element. Hence, in all cases, it follows that x is a k-good element for some positive integer k ≥ 1.
The converse is straightforward. 	

Proposition 2.5 Let (R, m) be a nonreduced local ring. Then the following assertions hold:

(1) If R is strongly
∑

-m-clean, then there exists a positive integer k ≥ 1 such that 1R = v1 + ... + vk with
vi ∈ U (R) for i = 1, ..., k.

(2) Assume that R is unit stable range one with 1R = v1 + ... + vk for some integer k ≥ 1 with vi ∈ U (R) for
i = 1, ..., k. Then R is strongly

∑
-m-clean.

Proof Assume that (R, m) is a nonreduced local ring.

(1) Suppose R is a strongly
∑

-m-clean. Then there exist u1, u2, ..., un ∈ U (R) and an m-potent element e
of R such that 1R = u1 + u2 + ... + un + e. Two cases are then possible: Case 1: e /∈ m. Then e is a
unit of R and 1R = u1 + u2 + ... + un + e + w − w for some nontrivial w ∈ Nilp(R). So, 1R + w =
u1 + u2 + ... + un + e(1 + e−1w). Since w ∈ Nilp(R) ⊆ Jac(R), then (1R + w) ∈ U (R) and so
1R = (1R + w)−1u1 + (1R + w)−1u2 + ... + (1R + w)−1un + (1R + w)−1e(1R + e−1w). One can easily
check that (1R + w)−1ui ∈ U (R) for every i = 1, 2, ..., n and (1R + w)−1e(1R + e−1w) ∈ U (R). Case 2 :
e ∈ m. Then 1R − e ∈ U (R). So, 1R − e = u1 + u2 + ... + un . Consequently, 1R = (1R − e)−1u1 + (1R −
e)−1u2 + ... + (1R − e)−1un . One can easily check that (1R − e)−1ui ∈ U (R) for every i = 1, 2, ..., n.
Hence, in all cases, there exists an integer k ≥ 1 such 1R = v1 + v2 + ... + vk with vi ∈ U (R) for all
i = 1, ..., k, as desired.

(2) Assume that R is unit stable range one with 1R = v1 + ... + vk for some integer k ≥ 1 with vi ∈ U (R)

for all i = 1, ..., k. We claim that R is strongly
∑

-m-clean. Indeed, let a ∈ R. Then there exists u ∈ U (R)

such that a + 1R .u ∈ U (R) (as R is unit stable range one). So, a + (v1 + ... + vk)u = y ∈ U (R). Since
uvi ∈ U (R) for every i = 1, ..., k, then it follows that a = (−v1u) + ... + (−vnu) + y which is a sum of
(n + 1) units. Hence, R is strongly

∑
-m-clean. 	


Our next proposition studies the strongly
∑

-m-clean property to homomorphic image and direct product.

Proposition 2.6 (1) Let A be a ring and I be an ideal of A. If A is strongly
∑

-m-clean, then A/I is strongly∑
-m-clean. The converse holds if I ⊆ Jac(A) and m-potent lift modulo I .

(2) If A = ∏
α∈I Aα is strongly

∑
-m-clean, then so is Aα , ∀α ∈ I , where I is a finite set of index.

Proof (1) Assume that A is strongly
∑

-m-clean. Let x̄ = x + I ∈ A/I . Then x ∈ A. So, there exists n ≥ 1 such
that x = u1 + u2 + ... + un + f such that ui ∈ U (A) and f m = f . Therefore, x̄ = u1 + u2 + ... + un + f .
One can easily check that ui ∈ U (A/I ) and f m = f̄ . Hence, A/I is strongly

∑
-m-clean. Conversely,

assume that A/I is strongly
∑

-m-clean, I ⊆ Jac(A) and m-potent lift modulo I . We claim that A is
strongly

∑
-m-clean. Indeed, let x ∈ A such that x̄ ∈ A/I . So, there exists a positive integer n ≥ 1 such that

x̄ = u1 + u2 + ... + un + f = (u1 + I ) + (u2 + I ) + ... + (un + I ) + f + I = (u1 + u2 + ... + un + f + I )
with ui ∈ U (A/I ) for every i = 1, 2, ...n and f m = f̄ . Since f m = f̄ , f m − f ∈ I . The fact that
m-potent lift modulo I , there exists an m-potent element h in A such that h − f ∈ I with hm = h.
Therefore, h − f = 0̄ and so h̄ = f̄ with h ∈ A such hm = h. So, x̄ = u1 + u2 + ... + un + h =
(u1 + I ) + (u2 + I ) + ... + (un + I ) + (h + I ) = (u1 + u2 + ... + un + h + I ) with ui ∈ U (A/I ) for
every i = 1, 2, ...n and hm = h̄ with hm = h. Consequently, x = u1 + u2 + ... + un + h. The fact that
I ⊆ Jac(A) and ui ∈ U (A/I ) for every i = 1, 2, ...n give u1, u2, ..., un ∈ U (A). Hence, x is a strongly∑

-m-clean element, making A a strongly
∑

-m-clean ring, as desired.
(2) Since Aα is a homomorphic image of A under the canonical projection, then by (1) above, Aα is strongly∑

-m-clean ring ∀α ∈ I . 	


123



On strongly
∑

-m-clean rings 781

For the special case of strongly m-clean ring, we obtain the following characterization in the direct product.

Corollary 2.7 A = ∏
α∈I Aα is strongly m-clean if and only if so is Aα , ∀α ∈ I , where I is a finite set of index.

Proof ⇒) Similar argument as in Proposition 2.6(2). (⇐ Let Aα , ∀α ∈ I , where I is a finite set of index. Let
(aα)α ∈ A. Then for every α ∈ I , (aα) = uα + eα with uα ∈ U (Aα) and eα is an m-potent element of A. One
can easily check that (uα)α ∈ U (A) and (eα)α is an m-potent element of A. Hence, it follows that A is strongly
m-clean, as desired. 	

The next proposition examines the strongly

∑
-m-clean property in the formal power series R[[X ]] and polyno-

mial rings.

Proposition 2.8 Let R be a ring. Then:

1. R[[X ]] is strongly
∑

-m-clean if and only if so is R.
2. R[x] is never strongly

∑
-m-clean.

Proof (1) Assume that R[[X ]] is strongly
∑

-m-clean. Then by Proposition 2.6(1), R[[X ]]/ < X >� R
is strongly

∑
-m-clean. Conversely, assume that R is strongly

∑
-m-clean. Let P ∈ R[[X ]]. We need

to show that P is strongly
∑

-m-clean. We have P = ∑∞
i=0 ai Xi such ai ∈ R for i = 0, 1, 2, ... and

so a0 ∈ R which is strongly
∑

-m-clean ring. So, there exists a positive integer n ≥ 1 such that a0 =
u1 + u2 + ... + un + f such that ui ∈ U (R) for i = 1, 2, ..., n and f ∈ R with f m = f . Therefore,
P = u1 + u2 + ... + un + ∑∞

i=1 ai Xi + f . Since u1 + u2 + ... + un + ∑∞
i=1 ai Xi is a sum of n units of

R[[X ]] and f ∈ m − potent (R) ⊆ m − potent (R[[X ]]). Hence, P is strongly
∑

-m-clean, making R[[X ]]
a strongly

∑
-m-clean ring, as desired.

(2) Assume by the way of contradiction that R[x] is strongly
∑

-m-clean. Consider the element x of R[x] which
is strongly

∑
-m-clean. So, there exists a positive integer n ≥ 1 such that x = p1(x)+ p2(x)+...+ pn(x)+ f ,

where pi (x) ∈ U (R[x]) for i = 1, ..., n and f ∈ m − potent (R[x]). Observe that for each i = 1, ..., n,
pi (x) = ui + ai1x + ... + ai ji x ji for some ji ∈ N, where ui ∈ U (R) and ai1, ..., ai ji ∈ Nilp(R). So,
x = (u1 + a11x + ... + a1 j1 x j1) + (u2 + a21x + ... + a2 j2 x j2) + .... + (un + an1x + ... + a1 jn x jn ). By
identification, it follows 1 = a11 + a21 + ... + an1 ∈ Nil(R), which is a contradiction. Hence, R[x] is never
strongly

∑
-m-clean. 	


Now, we examine the strongly
∑

-m-clean ring property in amalgamated algebra.

Theorem 2.9 Let (A, B) be a pair of rings, f : A → B be a ring homomorphism and J be an ideal of B. Let
m be positive integer such that m ≥ 2. Then the following statements hold:

(1) If A �� f J is strongly
∑

-m-clean, then so are A and f (A) + J .
(2) Assume that ∀a ∈ U (A), f (a) + j ∈ U ( f (A) + J ). Then A �� f J is strongly

∑
-m-clean if and only if so

is A.
(3) Assume that Char( f (A) + J ) = m. Then A �� f J is strongly

∑
-m-clean if and only if so is A and ∀

x ∈ J , x = l + h for some h, l ∈ J with hm = h and l ∈ Jac(B).
(4) Assume that J = Ann( f (A)). Then A �� f J is strongly

∑
-m-clean if and only if so is A and ∀ x ∈ J ,

x = l + h for some h, l ∈ J with hm = h and l ∈ Jac(B).

Proof (1) Assume that A �� f J is strongly
∑

-m-clean. Then by [5, Proposition 5.1], A and f (A) + J are
homomorphic images of A �� f J , and so by Proposition 2.6(1), we have the desired result.

(2) If A �� f J is strongly
∑

-m-clean, then by assertion (1) above, so is A. Conversely, suppose A is strongly∑
-m-clean and ∀a ∈ U (A), f (a) + j ∈ U ( f (A) + J ). Let (a, j) ∈ A × J . Then there exists a positive

integer n ≥ 1 such that a = u1 + u2 + ... + un + e where em = e and u1, u2, ..., un ∈ U (A) and so
(a, f (a) + j) = (u1, f (u1) + j) + (u2, f (u2)) + ... + (un, f (un)) + (e, f (e)). Clearly, (ui , f (ui )) ∈
U (A �� f J ) for i = 2, ..., n and (e, f (e))m = (e, f (e)). Since u1 ∈ U (A), then f (u1)+ j ∈ U ( f (A)+ J )

and so (u1, f (u1)+ j) ∈ U (A �� f J ). Consequently, (a, f (a)+ j) is strongly
∑

-m-clean. Hence, A �� f J
is strongly

∑
-m-clean, as desired.

(3) Assume that Char( f (A) + J ) = m. If A �� f J is strongly
∑

-m-clean, then by assertion (1) above, so
is A. Let x ∈ J . Then (0, x) ∈ A �� f J which is strongly

∑
-m-clean. So, there exists n ≥ 1 such that

(0, x) = ∑n
i=1(ui , f (ui ) + li ) + (e, f (e) + h), with (e, f (e) + h) ∈ A �� f J such that (e, f (e) + h)m =

(e, f (e) + h) and (ui , f (ui ) + li ) ∈ U (A �� f J ) for each i = 1, 2, ..., n. Therefore,
∑n

i=1 ui + e =
0 and so x = ∑n

i=1 li + h, with h, li ∈ J for each i = 1, 2, ..., n. On the other hand, em = e and
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( f (e) + h)m = f (e) + h. Using Binomial Formula, it follows that ( f (e) + h)m =
m∑

k=0

(
m
k

)

f (e)khm−k =

hm+
m−1∑

k=1

(
m
k

)

f (e)khm−k + f (em). Since Char( f (A)+J ) = m, it follows that
m−1∑

k=1

(
m
k

)

f (e)khm−k = 0.

Consequently, ( f (e) + h)m = f (em) + hm = f (e) + hm = f (e) + h. Therefore, hm = h. Since for
each i = 1, 2, ..., n, (ui , f (ui ) + li ) ∈ U (A �� f J ), then f (ui ) + li ∈ U ( f (A) + J ). So, for each
i = 1, 2, ..., n, there exists f (vi ) + αi ∈ f (A) + J such that ( f (ui ) + li )( f (vi ) + αi ) = 1. It follows
that li ( f (vi ) + αi ) = 1 − f (ui )( f (vi ) + αi ) and so 1 − li ( f (vi ) + αi ) = f (ui )( f (vi ) + αi ) ∈ U (B).
Consequently, li ∈ Jac(B) for each i = 1, 2, ..., n. Set l = ∑n

i=1 li . Clearly, l ∈ Jac(B), as li ∈ Jac(B)

for each i = 1, 2, ..., n. Hence, x = l + h for some l, h ∈ J with l ∈ Jac(B) and hm = h. Conversely,
assume that A is strongly

∑
-m-clean and ∀ x ∈ J , x = l + h for some l, h ∈ J with hm = h and

l ∈ Jac(B). Let (a, f (a) + i) ∈ A �� f J . Then a ∈ A which is strongly
∑

-m-clean. So, there exists
a positive integer n ≥ 1 such that a = u1 + u2 + ... + un + e with ui ∈ U (A) for each i = 1, 2, ..., n
and em = e. Therefore, f (a) = f (u1 + u2 + ... + un) + f (e) = f (u1) + f (u2) + ... + f (un) + f (e)
with f (e)m = f (e). Using the fact that i ∈ J, it follows that there exist h, l ∈ J such that i = h + l with
hm = h and l ∈ Jac(B). Consequently, (a, f (a) + i) = (u1 + u2 + ...un + e, f (u1) + f (u2) + ... +
f (un) + f (e) + h + l) = (u1, f (u1) + l) + (u2, f (u2)) + ... + (un, f (un)) + (e, f (e) + h). One can
easily check that (u1, f (u1) + l) ∈ U (A �� f J ) as l ∈ Jac(B) and (ui , f (ui )) ∈ U (A �� f J ) for each
i = 2, ..., n. It remains to show that (e, f (e)+ h)m = (e, f (e)+ h). Since Char( f (A)+ J ) = m, it follows
that (e, f (e) + h)m = (em, f (e)m + hm) = (e, f (e) + h), as em = e and hm = h. Hence, (a, f (a) + i) is a
strongly

∑
-m-clean element of A �� f J , making A �� f J a strongly

∑
-m-clean ring, as desired.

(4) Assume that J = Ann( f (A)). If A �� f J is strongly
∑

-m-clean, then by assertion (1) above, so is A.
Let x ∈ J . Then (0, x) ∈ A �� f J which is strongly

∑−m-clean. With similar argument as the proof of
assertion (3) above, it follows that x = l + h such that l, h ∈ J with l ∈ Jac(B). From assumption, we get
(e, f (e) + h)m = (em, f (e)m + hm) = (e, f (e) + h) and so hm = h. Hence, x = l + h such that l, h ∈ J
with l ∈ Jac(B) and hm = h. The converse is similar to the proof of assertion (3) above by using the fact
that J = Ann( f (A)) and so we get (e, f (e) + h)m = (e, f (e) + h). Now the conclusion is straightforward.
	

The next corollary is an immediate consequence of assertion (2) of Theorem 2.9.

Corollary 2.10 Let f : A → B be a ring homomorphism and J be an ideal of B such that J ⊆ Jac(B). Then
A �� f J is strongly

∑
-m-clean if and only if so is A.

The next corollary is another consequence of Theorem 2.9 on the transfer of strongly m-clean property to
trivial ring extension.

Corollary 2.11 Let A be a ring, E be an A-module and R := A ∝ E be the trivial ring extension of A by E.
Then R is strongly

∑
-m-clean if and only if so is A.

Proof Consider f : A ↪→ R the injective ring homomorphism defined by f (a) = (a, 0), for every a ∈ A and
let J := 0 ∝ E be an ideal of R. Clearly, f −1(J ) = 0. Therefore, by [5, Proposition 5.1 (3)], f (A) + J = A ∝
0 + 0 ∝ E = A ∝ E = R � A �� f J . On the other hand, J := 0 ∝ E ⊆ Jac(R) and so by application to
Corollary 2.10, we have the desired result. 	


Corollary 2.11 allows us to construct a new original example of a strongly
∑−3-clean ring which is neither

nil clean nor Noetherian.

Example 2.12 Let A := Z6 be a strongly
∑

-3-clean ring. Indeed, for every x ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5}, x3 = x and
x = 1+ (x −1). Let E be an (A/m)∞-vector space (take for instance E := (Z6/3Z6)

∞). Consider R := A ∝ E
the trivial ring extension of A by E . Then:

(1) R is strongly
∑−3-clean.

(2) R is not nil clean.
(3) R is not Noetherian.
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Proof (1) Since A is strongly
∑−3-clean, then by Corollary 2.11, R is strongly

∑
-3-clean.

(2) It is well known that the nilclean property is stable under factor ring. As 2 − 22 = 2 − 4 = 4 /∈ Nilp(A),
then by [8, Theorem 3], A is not nilclean. Since A � (A ∝ E)/(0 ∝ E), then it follows R is not nilclean.

(3) R is not Noetherian since E is an (A/m)-vector space which is not finitely generated. 	

The next example shows how one may use Theorem 2.9 to construct a new class of strongly

∑
-4-clean rings

which are not clean. Recall that the homomorphic image of a clean ring is also clean.

Example 2.13 Let A be any strongly 4-clean ring that is not clean ring ( for instance consider MN(F) the
ring of N × N infinite matrices over a field F in which each column has finitely many nonzero entries. Let
A1 = {A = (ai j )i, j ∈ MN(F) : there exists n A ∈ N such that ai j = ai+1 j+1 for every i ≥ n A, j ≥ 1 },
with F = F2(X) which is the field fraction of set of all polynomials over F2, a fields with two elements. Take
A := {N ∈ A1 : N 4 = N and NC = C N for all C ∈ A1}). Let B := A be a ring, f : A[[X ]] −→ B is the
surjective homomorphism and J = Jac(B) is the Jacobson radical of B. Then:

1. A �� f J is strongly
∑

-4-clean.
2. A �� f J is not clean.

Proof (1) From [13, Example 2.4], A is strongly 4-clean and so is strongly
∑

-4-clean. By Proposition 2.8,
A[[X]] is strongly

∑
-4-clean. Using the fact that J ⊆ Jac(B), then by statement (2) of Theorem 2.9, A �� f J

is strongly
∑

-4-clean.
(2) Since f (A) + J = B is not clean as homomorphic image of A �� f J , then A �� f J is not clean. 	


The next example illustrates the assertion (3) of Theorem 2.9 and provides a new original class of strongly∑
-4-clean rings which are neither strongly 4-clean nor 4-good rings for every positive integer k ≥ 2. Recall that

the homomorphic image of a k-good ring is k-good.

Example 2.14 Let A := Z be a strongly
∑

-4-clean ring, B := Z4 be a ring, f : A −→ B be the canonical
surjection and J := 2Z4 is the maximal of B. Note that Char( f (A) + J ) = Char(Z4) = 4. Then:

1. A �� f J is strongly
∑

-4-clean.
2. A �� f J is not strongly 4-clean.
3. A �� f J is not a 4-good ring.

Proof (1) Since A is strongly
∑

-4-clean ring, Char( f (A) + J ) = 4 and ∀x ∈ J = {0, 2}, x = 0 + 0 since
0 ∈ Jac(B) and 0 is 4-potent and 2=2+0 with 2 ∈ Nilp(B) ⊆ Jac(B) and 0 is m-potent. Hence, by assertion
(3) of Theorem 2.9, it follows that A �� f J is strongly

∑
-4-clean.

(2) Since A which is a homomorphic image of A �� f J is not strongly 4-clean (by example 2.2), then by [13,
Lemma 3.2], it follows that A �� f J is not strongly 4-clean.
(3) A �� f J is not a 4-good ring since A is not a 4-good ring (as the element 6 can not be expressed as a sum of
4 units).

	


3 On m-semiboolean rings

Recall from [11] that a ring R is semiboolean if each of its element can be written as a sum of an idempotent and
an element of its radical Jacobson. In this section, we define the notion m-semiboolean, as a natural generalization
of semiboolean ring as follow:

Definition 3.1 Let m be a positive integer such that m ≥ 2 and R be a ring. An element r of R is said to be
m-semiboolean if r is a sum of m-potent and an element of Jac(R) i.e: r = a + f such that f m = f and
a ∈ Jac(R). A ring R is m-semiboolean if each of its element is m-semiboolean.

Notice from this previous definition that every semiboolean ring is 2-semiboolean. However, an m-semiboolean
ring need not be semiboolean, as shown in the next example.

Example 3.2 Let R := Z6 be the ring of integers modulo 6. Then:
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1. R is 3-semiboolean.
2. R is not semiboolean.

Proof First notice that Jac(Z6) = (0).
(1) Observe that for all x ∈ R, one can easily check that x3 = x . So, x = 0 + x which is a 3−semiboolean
element. Therefore, A is 3-semiboolean.
(2) R is not semiboolean since the element 5 can not be written as a sum of an idempotent element and an element
of its Jacobson radical. 	

Remark 3.3 Let m ≥ 2 be an integer. Notice that every m-semiboolean ring is strongly

∑ −m-clean. Indeed,
consider an m-semiboolean ring R. Then for all x ∈ R, x = a + f for some a ∈ Jac(R) and f ∈ R such that
f m = f . One can easily check that x = −1 + 1 + a + f = u1 + u2 + f with u1 = −1 and u2 = 1 + a are units
of R. Hence, R is strongly

∑−m-clean. However the converse is not true in general. For instance Z is strongly∑ −m-clean (see Example 2.2 of Section 2 above). However, Z is not m-semiboolean as 2 can not be written as
a sum of an m−potent element and a Jacobson radical element of Z.

Let m be a positive integer such that m ≥ 2. We recall that a ring R is said to be m-boolean if for every x ∈ R,
xm = x . Our first proposition of this section establishes a characaterization of m-semiboolean rings.

Proposition 3.4 Let R be a ring and m ≥ 2 be an integer. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

1. R is m-semiboolean.
2. R/Jac(R) is m-boolean and m-potents lift modulo Jac(R).
3. For every x ∈ R, x − xm ∈ Jac(R) and m-potents lift modulo Jac(R).

The proof of the previous proposition requires the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5 Let R be a ring and m ≥ 2 be an integer. If R is m-semiboolean, then m-potents lift modulo Jac(R).

Proof Assume that R is m-semiboolean. We claim that m-potents lift modulo Jac(R). Indeed, let x ∈ R such
that x − xm ∈ Jac(R). Then x = a + f with a ∈ Jac(R) and f m = f . So, it suffices to take h = f m-potent
of R and h − x = f − a − f = a ∈ Jac(R). Therefore, m-potents lift modulo Jac(R). 	

Proof of Proposition 3.4. (1) ⇒ (2) Suppose R is m-semiboolean. Then by Lemma 3.5, m-potents lift modulo
Jac(R). It remains to show that R/Jac(R) is m-semiboolean. Indeed, let x ∈ R/Jac(R). Then x = x + Jac(R)

with x ∈ R which is m-semiboolean. So, x = a + f with a ∈ Jac(R) and f m = f . Therefore, x = f .
Consequently, x = 0 + xm . Hence, R/Jac(R) is m-boolean. (2) ⇒ (1) Suppose R/Jac(R) is m-boolean and
m-potents lift modulo Jac(R). Let x ∈ R. Then x = x + R/Jac(R). Since R/Jac(R) is m-boolean, then
x = xm . So, x − xm = 0 ∈ R/Jac(R) and so x − xm ∈ Jac(R). Since m-potents lift modulo Jac(R), then
there exists an m-potent element h ∈ R such that h − x ∈ Jac(R). Consequently, h − x = a with a ∈ Jac(R).
Therefore, it follows that x = −a + h with −a ∈ Jac(R) and hm = h. Hence, R is m-semiboolean, as desired.
(1) ⇒ (3) Assume that R is m-semiboolean. Then by Lemma 3.5, m-potents lift modulo Jac(R). We claim that
x − xm ∈ Jac(R). Indeed, let x ∈ R. Then x = a + f for some a ∈ Jac(R) and f ∈ R with f m = f . So,
x −xm = (a+ f )−(a+ f )m = a+ f −(am +∑k=m−1

k=1 ak f m−k + f m) = a+ f −am −∑k=m−1
k=1 ak f m−k − f =

a − am − ∑k=m−1
k=1 ak f m−k ∈ Jac(R), as desired. (3) ⇒ (1) Assume that for every x ∈ R, x − xm ∈ Jac(R)

and m-potents lift modulo Jac(R). Let x ∈ R. Then x − xm ∈ Jac(R). Using the fact that m-potents lift modulo
Jac(R), it follows that there exists h m-potent of R such that x − h ∈ Jac(R). Therefore, x − h = a for some
a ∈ Jac(R). Hence, x = a + h, with a ∈ Jac(R) and hm = h. Finally, R is m-semiboolean, as desired. 	


The next proposition shows that in an m-semiboolean ring, 2 ∈ Jac(R).

Proposition 3.6 Let R be an m-semiboolean ring and m ≥ 2 be a positive integer. Then 2 ∈ Jac(R).

Proof Assume that R is m-semiboolean. Then 2 = a + f for some a ∈ Jac(R) and f ∈ R such that f m = f .
So, 1 = a − 1 + f . Therefore, 1 − f = a − 1 ∈ U (R) since a ∈ Jac(R). It follows that f ∈ Jac(R). Hence,
2 ∈ Jac(R), as desired. 	


The next result gives another characterization of m-semiboolean rings and exhibit connections between the
classes of m-semiboolean, strongly m-clean and semiclean rings. Recall that a ring is semiclean if each of its
element can be written as a sum of a unit and periodic element. Also, recall that a ring A is periodic provided
for all element a of a ring A there exist distinct positive integers m, n > 0 such that am = an .
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Proposition 3.7 Let R be a ring. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

1. R is an m-semiboolean ring.
2. R is a strongly m-clean ring satisfying each unit u of R can be expressed as u = v + f , with v ∈ 1+ Jac(R)

and f ∈ m − potent (R).
3. R is a semiclean ring satisfying each unit u of R can be expressed as u = v + f , with v ∈ 1 + Jac(R) and

f ∈ m − potent (R).

Proof (1) ⇒ (2) Assume that R is m-semiboolean. Let x ∈ R. Then x − 1 = a + f with a ∈ Jac(R) and
f ∈ R such that f m = f . So, x = 1 + a + f . Observe that 1 + a ∈ U (R). Therefore, x is a strongly m-clean
element, making R a strongly m-clean ring. Next, let u ∈ U (R). Using similar argument as previously, we
get u − 1 = b + f with b ∈ Jac(R) and f ∈ R f m = f . Set v = b + 1. So, v ∈ U (R). It follows that
v ∈ 1 + Jac(R).
(2) ⇒ (3) Trivial.
(3) ⇒ (1) R is a semiclean ring satisfying each unit u of R can be expressed as u = v+ f , with v ∈ 1+ Jac(R).
We claim that R is m-semiboolean. Indeed, let x ∈ R. Then x + 2 = u + p with u ∈ U (R) and p is a periodic
element. Using the fact that every periodic element is clean, it follows that p = v + e with v ∈ U (R) and e is
an idempotent element. Consequently, x + 2 = u + v + e = 1 + a + 1 + b + e = 2 + a + b + e for some
a, b ∈ Jac(R). Therefore, x = a + b + e, which is an m-semiboolean element. Hence, R is m-semiboolean, as
desired.

	

The next proposition studies the m-semiboolean property to homomorphic image and direct product.

Proposition 3.8 Let m ≥ 2 be an integer. (1) Let A be a ring and I be an ideal of A. If A is m-semiboolean,
then so is A/I . The converse holds if I ⊆ Jac(A) and m-potents lift modulo Jac(A). (2) A = ∏

α∈I Aα is
m-semiboolean if and only if so is Aα , ∀α ∈ I , where I is a finite set of index.

Proof (1) Assume that A is m-semiboolean. Let x ∈ A/I . Then x = x + I with x ∈ A which is m-semiboolean.
So, x = a + f with a ∈ Jac(A) and f m = f . Therefore, it follows that a ∈ Jac(A/I ) and and f

m = f . Hence,
A/I is m-semiboolean. Conversely, assume that A/I is m-semiboolean, I ⊆ Jac(A) and m-potents lift modulo
Jac(A). Let x ∈ A. Then x = x + I = a + f with f

m = f and a ∈ Jac(A/I ) = Jac(A)/I (as I ⊆ Jac(A)).
So, it follows that a ∈ Jac(A) and f m − f = 0 ∈ Jac(A). Using the fact that m-potents lift modulo Jac(A),
then there exists an m-potent element h of A such that h − f ∈ Jac(A). Therefore, f = h + b for some
b ∈ Jac(A). On the other hand, x = a + f = a + b + h. Consequently, x = c + h with c = a + b ∈ Jac(A)

and hm = h. Hence, A is m-semiboolean, as desired. (2) ⇒) Since Aα is a homomorphic image of A under
the canonical projection, then by assertion (1) above, Aα is m-semiboolean ∀α ∈ I . ⇐) Assume that ∀α ∈ I ,
Aα is m-semiboolean and let a = (aα)α ∈ A. Then for all aα ∈ Aα , aα = bα + xα , with xm

α = xα and
bα ∈ Jac(Aα). it is clear that [(xα)α]m = (xα)α and (bα)α ∈ ∏

α∈I Jac(Aα) = Jac(
∏

α∈I Aα) = Jac(A).
Hence, A is m-semiboolean, as desired. 	

Proposition 3.9 Let R be an indecomposable ring. If R is m-semiboolean, then every element x of R is unit or
1 − x is unit.

Proof Assume that R is m-semiboolean indecomposable. Let x ∈ R. Then x = a + f with a ∈ Jac(R) and
f m = f . Since R is indecomposable, f m = 0 or f m = 1. If f m = 0, then x = a + 0 = a ∈ Jac(R) and so
1 − x ∈ U (R). If f m = 1, then f = 1 and so x = a + 1 ∈ U (R). Therefore, x or 1 − x is unit of R. 	


Recall that a commutative ring R is said to be π -regular if for every element x ∈ R, there exist a positive
integer n and y ∈ R such that xn = xn+1 y. It is worthwhile noting that the properties “Krull dimension 0" and
“π -regular" are equivalent [9, Theorem 3.1, page 10]. Also, recall from [3, Corollary 3.4] that a commutative
ring R is periodic if and only if R is zero-dimensional and U (R) is torsion. It was proved in [12, Theorem 3(1)],
that a ring A is periodic if and only if each element x of A can be expressed in the form x = p + n where n is
nilpotent element and pk = p for some positive integer k ≥ 2.

Proposition 3.10 Let m ≥ 2 be a positive integer and R be a ring. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) R is an m-boolean ring.
(2) R is an m-semiboolean ring and Jac(R) = 0.
(3) R has a Krull dimension 0 satisfying every unit u of R is m-potent and Jac(R) = 0.
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(4) R is a periodic ring satisfying every unit u of R is m-potent and Jac(R) = 0.

Proof (1) ⇔ (2) Assume that R is m-boolean. One can easily check that R is m-semiboolean. Next, let
x ∈ Jac(R). Then xm = x and so x(1 − xm−1) = 0. It follows that x = 0. Hence, Jac(R) = 0. The converse is
straightforward. (2) ⇔ (3) Assume that R is m-semiboolean and Jac(R) = 0. Then every element of R is m-
potent. We show that every prime ideal of R is maximal. Let P be a prime ideal of R. We claim that R/P is a field.
Indeed, let ā ∈ R/P such that a /∈ P . The fact that am = a, it follows that am −a = a(am−1 −1) = 0 ∈ P which
is prime. So, (am−1 − 1) ∈ P and so am−1 − 1 = 0̄. Therefore, am−1 = 1̄. Consequently, am−1 = ā.am−2 = 1̄.
Hence, ā is invertible and so A/P is a field, making P , a maximal ideal of R. Thus, every prime ideal of R is
maximal, making R, a ring of Krull dimension 0. It remains to show that every unit u is m-potent. Let u ∈ U (R).
Using the fact that R is m-semiboolean and Jac(R) = 0, it follows that u is m-potent. Now, observe that
condition Jac(R) = 0 is satisfied from the assumption. Conversely, assume that R has a Krull dimension 0
satisfying every unit u is m-potent and Jac(R) = 0. Then R is π -regular. Let a ∈ R. From [2, Corollary 1],
a = eu + w for some e ∈ I dem(R), u ∈ U (R) and w ∈ Nilp(R). Since u is m-potent and Jac(R) = 0, then
(eu)m = eu and w = 0. Therefore, R is m-semiboolean and Jac(R) = 0, as desired. (3) ⇔ (4) Suppose R
has a Krull dimension 0 every unit u of R is m-potent and Jac(R) = 0. Then R is π -regular. Let a ∈ R. From
[2, Corollary 1], a = eu + w for some e ∈ I dem(R), u ∈ U (R) and w ∈ Nilp(R). Since Jac(R) = 0 and u
is m-potent, then a = eu. One can easily check that (eu)m = eu. Therefore, R is periodic. Conversely, assume
that R is a periodic ring satisfying every unit u is m-potent and Jac(R) = 0. Then it is well known that R is
zero-dimensional. Now the conclusion is straightforward.

	

The next proposition shows that the polynomial ring R[x] is never m-semiboolean.

Proposition 3.11 Let R be a ring. Then R[x] is never m-semiboolean.

Proof First, Observe from Remark 3.3 that every m-semiboolean is strongly
∑

-m-clean. By assertion (2) of
Proposition 2.8 of Section 2, R[x] is never strongly

∑
-m-clean. Therefore, R[x] is never m-semiboolean. 	


Now, we investigate the m-semiboolean property to amalgamation.

Theorem 3.12 Let (A, B) be a pair of rings, f : A → B be a ring homomorphism and J be an ideal of B. Let
m be positive integer such that m ≥ 2. Then the following statements hold:

1. If A �� f J is m-semiboolean, then so are A and f (A) + J .
2. Assume that J ⊆ Jac(A). Then A �� f J is m-semiboolean if and only if so is A.
3. Assume that J ⊆ m−potent(B) and Char( f (A) + J ) = m. Then A �� f J is m-semiboolean if and only if

so is A.

The proof of the previous theorem requires the following lemma.

Lemma 3.13 Let f : A → B be a ring homomorphism and J be an ideal of B such that J ⊆ Jac(B). Then
Jac(A �� f J ) = Jac(A) �� f J .

Proof Recall that from [6, Proposition 2.6], Max(A �� f J ) = {P �� f J/P ∈ Max(A)}∪{Q
f
/Q ∈ Max(B)−

V (J )}. Since J ⊆ Jac(B), then J is contained in every maximal ideal of B and therefore {Q
f
/Q ∈ Max(B)−

V (J )} is an empty set. Consequently, Max(A �� f J ) = {P �� f J /P ∈ Max(A)}. Hence, Jac(A �� f J ) =
∩P∈Max(A) P �� f J = (∩P∈Max(A) P) �� f J = Jac(A) �� f J . 	

Proof of Theorem 3.12. (1) Assume that A �� f J is m-semiboolean. Using the fact that the m−semiboolean
property is stable by under factor ring from Proposition 3.8(1) and in view of the isomorphism

A �� f J

0 × J
∼= A

and

A �� f J

f −1(J ) × 0
∼= f (A) + J

given by [5, Proposition 5.1]. It follows that A and f (A)+ J are m-semiboolean. (2) Assume that J ⊆ Jac(A).
If A �� f J is m-semiboolean, then by assertion (1) above, so is A. Conversely, assume that A is m-semiboolean.
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Let (a, j) ∈ A × J . Then a = r + e for some r ∈ Jac(A) and e ∈ A such that em = e. So, f (a) = f (r)+ f (e)
and therefore, (a, f (a) + j) = (r + e, f (r) + f (e) + j) = (r, f (r) + j) + (e, f (e)). By Lemma 3.13,
(r, f (r) + j) ∈ Jac(A) �� f J = Jac(A �� f J ). On the other hand (e, f (e))m = (em, f (em)) = (e, f (e)) and
so (e, f (e)) is an m-potent element of A �� f J . Hence, (a, f (a)+ j) is an m-semiboolean element of A �� f J .
Finally, A �� f J is m-semiboolean, as desired.
(3) Assume that Char( f (A) + J ) = m and J ⊆ m − potent (B). If A �� f J is m-semiboolean, then by
assertion (1) above, so is A. Conversely, suppose A is m-semiboolean. Let (a, f (a) + j) ∈ A �� f J . Then
a ∈ A which is m-semiboolean and so a = r + h with h ∈ R such that hm = h and r ∈ Jac(A). So,
(a, f (a)+ j) = (r, f (r))+ (h, f (h)+ j). One can easily check that (r, f (r)) ∈ Jac(A �� f J ) as r ∈ Jac(A).
Since Char( f (A)+ J ) = m and J ⊆ m− potent (B), then it follows that (h, f (h)+ j)m = (hm, f (hm)+ jm) =
(h, f (h) + j). Hence, (a, f (a) + j) is an m-semiboolean element. Thus, A �� f J is m-semiboolean. 	


The next result is a consequence of Theorem 3.12 on the transfer of m-semiboolean property to trivial ring
extension.

Corollary 3.14 Let A be a ring, E be an A-module and R := A ∝ E be the trivial ring extension of A by E.
Then, R is m-semiboolean if and only if so is A.

Proof Consider f : A ↪→ R the injective ring homomorphism defined by f (a) = (a, 0), for every a ∈ A,
J := 0 ∝ E is the ideal of R. Clearly, f −1(J ) = 0. Therefore, from [6, Proposition 5.1 (3)], f (A) + J = A ∝
0 + 0 ∝ E = A ∝ E = R � A �� f J . On the other hand, J ⊆ Jac(B) and so by Theorem 3.12(2), we have
the desired result. 	

As another application of Theorem 3.12, we give a necessary and sufficient condition for the power series ring
to inherit the m-semiboolean ring property.

Corollary 3.15 Let R be a ring. Then R[[X ]] is m-semiboolean if and only if so is R.

Proof Take A := R, B := R[[X ]], f : A ↪→ B be the canonical injection and J :=< X > is a maximal ideal
of B. Observe that f (A) + J = R + X R[[X ]] = R[[X ]] and f (A) ∩ J = (0) and so by [5, Proposition 5.1(3)],
A �� f J � f (A) + J = R[[X ]]. On the other hand, it is well known that Max(B) = {M+ < X > such that
M ∈ Max(A)}. Clearly, J ⊆ Jac(B). Hence, by application of Theorem 3.12(2), we obtain the desired result. 	


Notice that a nil clean ring (that is a ring in which every element is a sum of an idempotent and a nilpotent) is m-
semiboolean. However, an m-semiboolean ring need not be nil clean. The next example illustrates Theorem 3.12
by providing new original class of 3-semiboolean rings that are neither semiboolean nor nil clean.

Example 3.16 Let A := Z6[[X ]] be the power series ring with coefficient in Z6, E be an A-module and
B := A ∝ E be the trivial ring extension of A by E . Consider the injective ring homomorphism f : A → B
defined by f (P) = (P, 0) and J :=< X >∝ E is an ideal of B. Then:

(1) A �� f J is 3-semiboolean.
(2) A �� f J is not semiboolean.
(3) A �� f J is not nil clean.

Proof (1) By Corollary 3.15, A is 3-semiboolean since Z6 is 3-semiboolean. Since J ⊆ Jac(B), then by
Theorem 3.12(2), A �� f J is 3-semiboolean.

(2) Since the semiboolean property is stable under factor ring and Z6 is not semiboolean, then A is not semi-
boolean. Therefore, A �� f J is not semiboolean.

(3) Notice that Z6 � Z6[[X ]]/ < X > is not nil clean since 2 − 22 = −2 /∈ Nilp(Z6) [8, Theorem 3]. So, A is
not nil clean (as the homomorphic image of a nil clean ring is nil clean). Hence, it follows that A �� f J is
not nil clean.

	


Acknowledgements The author would like to express his sincere thanks to the referee for his/her helpful suggestions and comments
which have greatly improved this paper.

123



788 M. A. S. Moutui

References

1. D. D. Anderson and M. Winders, Idealization of a module, J. Commut. Algebra (1)(2009), 3–56.
2. A. Badawi, On abelian π -regular rings, Commun. Algebra 25(4)(1997), 1009-1021.
3. A. Badawi, A. Y. M. Chin, H. V. Chen, On rings with near idempotent elements, Int. J. Pure Appl. Math. 1 (2002), no. 3,

255-261.
4. C. Bakkari, M. Es-saidi, N. Mahdou and M. A. S. Moutui, Extensions of semiclean rings, Czechoslovak Math. J. 72(147) (2022),

no. 2, 461-476.
5. M. D’Anna, C. A. Finocchiaro and M. Fontana, Amalgamated algebras along an ideal, Comm Algebra and Applications, Walter

De Gruyter (2009), 241-252.
6. M. D’Anna, C. A. Finocchiaro and M. Fontana, Properties of chains of prime ideals in amalgamated algebras along an ideal,

J. Pure Appl. Algebra 214(2010), 1633-1641.
7. S. Glaz, Commutative coherent rings, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 1371 (1989), Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 3-540-51115-6.
8. Y. Hirano, H. Tominaga and A. Yaqub, On rings in which every element is uniquely expressible as a sum of a nilpotent element

and a certain potent element, Math. J. Okayama Univ. 30(1988), 33-40.
9. J. A. Huckaba, Commutative rings with zero divisors, Marcel Dekker, New York, 1988.

10. M. Nagata, Local Rings, Interscience, New York, 1962.
11. W. K. Nicholson and Y. Zhou, Clean general rings, J. Algebra 291 (2005), no. 1, 297-311.
12. M. Ôhori, On strongly π - regular rings and periodic rings, Math. J. Okayama Univ. 27(1985), 49-52.
13. S. Purkait, T. K. Dutta and S. Kar, On m-clean and strongly m-clean rings, Comm. Algebra 48 (2020), no. 1, 218-227.

Springer Nature or its licensor holds exclusive rights to this article under a publishing agreement with the author(s) or other
rightsholder(s); author self-archiving of the accepted manuscript version of this article is solely governed by the terms of such
publishing agreement and applicable law.

123



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 600
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.01667
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 2.03333
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 2250
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>


    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /DEU <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


		2023-07-31T09:26:46+0530
	Preflight Ticket Signature




