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I. INTRODUCTION

The enumeration of the number of spanning trdgs (G) on a graphG was first considered
by Kirchhoff in the analysis of electric circuits [25]. It & problem of fundamental interest in
mathematics [3,/4, 28, 88] and physics![35, 40]. The numbepahning trees corresponds to
a specialy — 0 limit of the partition function of the-state Potts model in statistical mechanics
[17,141], which in turn is related to the sandpile model/[9]. 13ust like other limits of they-
state Potts model, the spanning tree problem has beenigatest intensely for decades, and
has various applications in many areas. See, for exam@¢aj® references therein. It is also
well known that there is a bijection between close-packededicoverings with spanning tree
configurations on two related lattices [36]. Some studieshenenumeration of spanning trees
and the calculation of their asymptotic growth constantsegular lattices were carried out in
Refs. [5, 6, 34, 37]. Once the total number of spanning tradsta asymptotic growth constant is
obtained, the next step is to understand the geometridstauof spanning trees. One interesting
guestion is the probability distribution of the degree ofestain vertex among all the spanning
trees[[1]. The geometric properties of spanning treeZolattices, especially the square lattice,
had been considered in [4,/30].

Fractals are geometric structures of (generally non-eregausdorff dimension realized by
repeated construction of an elementary shape on progefdssmaller length scales [15,/29]. A
well-known example of a fractal is the Sierpinski gasket tizes been extensively studied in several
contexts|[2, 10, 11, 12, 14,118,/119/ 20, 21,123,126/| 277, 32]eRidy, the authors derived rigorously
the number of spanning trees on the Sierpinski gasket angatared the result for arbitrary
dimension|[7]. It is of interest to consider geometric stawe of spanning trees on self-similar
fractal lattices which have scaling invariance rather ttranslational invariance. Different from
the lattices that have translational invariance, e.g. tfuare lattice, the probability distribution of
the degree on Sierpinski gasket depends on the vertexdocdthereby, it is natural to investigate
the average of the probability distribution of the degreerall the vertices ol$G(n) asn tends
to infinite, and compare the values with the correspondisglte on the infinite square lattice
which is also 4-regular. In this paper, we shall present guobability distribution of the degree
at any given vertex on the two-dimensional Sierpinski gasket and the averagettee limiting

distribution when the number of vertices goes to infinity.



II. PRELIMINARIES

We first recall some relevant definitions for spanning trees the Sierpinski gasket in this
section. A connected graph (without loofs)= (V, E) is defined by its vertex (site) and edge
(bond) setd” andE [3,122]. Letv(G) = |V| be the number of vertices antl7) = | E'| the number
of edges inz. A spanning subgrapfi’ is a subgraph off with the same vertex sét and an edge
setE’ C E. As atree is a connected graph with no circuits, a spanneggdnG is a spanning
subgraph of that is a tree and heneg¢G’) = v(G) — 1. The degree or coordination number
k; of a vertexv;, € V is the number of edges attached to it. kAegular graph is a graph with
the property that each of its vertices has the same dégrigegeneral, one can associate an edge
weight to each edge connecting adjacent verticesdv; (see, for example [37]). For simplicity,
all edge weights are set to one throughout this paper, sdhbateight of each spanning tree is
the same.

The construction of the two-dimensional Sierpinski gask@tn) at stage: is shown in Fig.
1. At stagen = 0, itis an equilateral triangle; while staget 1 is obtained by the juxtaposition of
threen-stage structures. For the two-dimensional SierpinskkefasG (n), the numbers of edges

and vertices are given by

3
T2
Except the three outmost vertices which have degree twottedr vertices o5G(n) have degree

e(SG(n)) =3, w(SG(n)) = 2(3" +1).

four. In the largen limit, SG is 4-regular.

Let us define the notation for the vertices$d:(n) to be used. An illustration foG(4) is
shown in Fig[2. The denotation of the vertices is given pesgively with increasing number of
digits in the subscript as follows. First of all, fixas the leftmost vertex. Consider tHé&'(m) with
0 < m < n always hag as its leftmost vertex, and denaotg andb,, as its rightmost and topmost
vertices, respectivelyc,, is defined such that the vertices,, b,, andc,, demarcate the largest
lacunary triangle ofSG(m + 1). We then define the vertex in the middle of the line connecting
Ay, anda,,+1 wWith m > 1 asa,, ;. Similarly, a,, ; and the associatedg, ; andc,,; demarcate
a lacunary triangle witlb,,, ; on the left and,, ; on the right. Next forn > 2, we append the
subscriptm, 1, 0 for the vertices of the largest lacunary inside the triangl® outmost vertices
am, am 1, by 1; the subscripin, 1, 1 for the vertices of the largest lacunary inside the triangta
outmost verticesi,, 1, am+1, ¢m 1; the subscriptn, 1,2 for the vertices of the largest lacunary

inside the triangle with outmost verticés 1, ¢,..1, ¢, €tc. In general for the vertices 61G(n),
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we use the notation; wherez = «a, b, c and the subscripf = (v, ..., 7s) hass components with
1 <s<mn 1<y <nandy € {0,1,2} for k € {2,3,...,s}. For the vertices above the
extended line connectingandc,, we will also use the notatiofi; such that it is the reflection of
the vertexrs; with respect to this line. For examples, = 521, bao1 = Q919, Ca22 = Ca11, €tC. The
advantage of such vertex notation is that the quantitiegtstidied for the vertices,,

s > 2 components in the subscript can be expressed in terms otiirgities for the vertices with

s — 1 components in the subscript as shown in Sedfibn V.

b A
SG(1) SG(2)

SG(0)

SG(3)

FIG. 1: The first four stages = 0, 1, 2, 3 of the two-dimensional Sierpinski gasket(n).

Let us define the following quantities as in [7].

Definition 1.1 Consider the two-dimensional Sierpinski gaskét(n) at stagen. (i) Define
f(n) = Ngr(SG(n)) as the number of spanning trees. (ii) Defif{e) as the number of spanning
subgraphs with two trees such that the vettebelongs to one tree and the set of verti¢esa,, }
belong to the other tree. (iii) Defink(n) as the number of spanning subgraphs with three trees

such that each of the outmost vertiegs,, andb,, belongs to a different tree.

Notice that for the spanning subgraph configurations calibteg(n), it is possible that the
vertexb,, is an isolated vertex with no bonds of trees connecting t& gimilar statement applies
to the outmost verticey, a,,, b, for the spanning subgraph configurations counted (). For a
given vertex, we would like to investigate the number of t®otispanning trees connecting to it

among all the spanning tree configurations. We have theWollp definitions.

Definition 1.2 Consider the two-dimensional Sierpinski gaskét(n) at stagen. For a certain
vertexx € V(SG(n)), the number of bond(s) connects to it in a spanning tree cor#tmn is
denoted ag € {1,2,3,4} or i € {0,1,2,3,4}. (i) Define f;(n, z) as the number of spanning

trees such that there is (arg)bond(s) connecting the vertex Define the probability;(n, z) =
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FIG. 2: The notation for the vertices of the Sierpinski gaskét(4). The verticesis inside the triangl€bs, c3, bs)
are reflection of the vertices; inside the triangl€as, c3, a4) with respect to the line connectingandcs, and are not

shown.

fi(n,x)/ f(n). (i) Defineg,;(n, z) as the number of spanning subgraphs with two trees such that
the vertex,, belongs to one tree and the set of verti¢esa, } belongs to the other tree, and there

is (are): bond(s) connecting the vertex Define the probability7;(n, x) = g;(n,x)/g(n). (iii)
Defineh;(n, =) as the number of spanning subgraphs with three trees sutkd#ch of the outmost
verticeso, a,, b, belongs to a different tree, and there is (afd)ond(s) connecting the vertex
Define the probabilityd;(n, z) = h;(n, xz)/h(n).

For any vertex: of SG(n), the following relations for the probabilities should béisied,

which serves as a check for the results obtained.
In this paper, we derive rigorously;(n, x) or f;(n, z) for an arbitrary vertex € V(SG(n))
with j = 1,2, 3, 4. Such probability on translational invariance latticegha infinite-vertex limit

is independent of the vertex location. In contrast, as tleepBiski gasket is a self-similar fractal
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lattice which has scaling invariance rather than transfati invariance, our results depend on the
location ofz. We shall consider the simplest vertex= o to obtainF;(n, o) as Theorern L1l and
its infinite n limit as Corollanf1IL.1 in SectiofIll, then move on to thertieesx € {a,,, by, ¢ }
with 0 < m < n to have Theorern V|1 and Corollary IV.1 in Section IV (n, z) for the rest
vertices will be treated in Sectidn V as Propositibng V.1[®#l The summation and average of
all F;(n,z) for a given stage: will be studied in Sectiof VI, and such average in the infinite
limit will be obtained as Theorem VI.1.

. Fj(n,0) WITH j € {1,2}

Consider the Sierpinski gask&t:(n) at stage:. We will derive F;(n, z) for the vertexz = o
in this section. Since the leftmost vertexhas degree twof;(n,0) = 0 for j = 3,4 and any
n > 0. Similarly, we only need € {0, 1,2} for g;(n,z) andh;(n, z) with = € {0, a,, b, }. Due
to the symmetry o5G(n), we havef;(n,o0) = f;(n,a,) = f;j(n,b,), gj(n,0) = g;(n,a,) with
j = 1,2, andh;(n,0) = hi(n,a,) = hi(n,b,) with i = 0,1,2. According to the definition,
go(n,0) = go(n,a,) = 0, butgy(n,b,) # 0 foranyn > 0. In fact, go(n, b,) is the onlygy(n, z)
with non-zero value, anély(n, z) is non-zero only when: € {o,a,,b,}. The initial values for
x = o at stagen = 0 are f(0) = 3 with decompositiong;(0,0) = 2 and f5(0,0) = 1, g(0) = 1
with decompositiong; (0,0) = 1 andg,(0,0) = 0, h(0) = 1 with decomposition(0,0) = 1
andh;(0,0) = 0for j = 1,2. We also havey (0, by) = 1 andg,(0,by) = 0for j =1, 2.

The following recursion relations was derived|in [7] foe> 0,
fln+1) = 6f(n)*g(n),
gn+1) = f(n)*h(n) +7f(n)g(n)*, (3.1)
hin+1) = 12f(n)g(n)h(n) + 14g(n)?,

as illustrated in Figsl1B}5f (n), g(n), h(n) were solved exactly in [7] such that they satisfy the
relation3g(n)? = f(n)h(n). It follows that the second and third lines bf(3.1) can beggified as

{g<n+1> = 10f(n)g(n)* = 3 f(n)*h(n) , (3.2)

h(n+1) = 50g(n)* = Zf(n)g(n)h(n).

Using Figs[8-b for vertex, we obtain the following recursion relations fpe 1, 2:



FIG. 4: lllustration for the expression @f(n + 1).

filn+1,0) = 4f;j(n,0)f(n)g(n) + 2g;(n,o0)f(n)?*, (3.3)
gi(n+1,0) = fi(n,0)f(n)h(n) + 3f;(n,0)g(n)? + 4g;(n,0) f(n)g(n) ,
and

9i(n+1,bny1) = hi(n,0)f(n)* + fi(n,0)g(n)* + 2[g;(n, 0) + 2g;(n, bn)] f (n)g(n) ,
hj(n+1,0) = 4h;(n,0)f(n)g(n) + 6g;(n, bn)g(n)* + 4f;(n, 0)g(n)h(n) (3.4)
+8g;(n, 0)g(n)* + 2[g;(n, 0) + g;(n, bn)] f(n)h(n) .

Settingfy(n, 0) = 0 andgy(n, 0) = 0, (3.4) reduces to

{ G0 + 1, bupn) = ho(n,0) F(n)? + 4go(n, by) f(n)g(n) 5

ho(n + 1,0) = 4hg(n,0) f(n)g(n) + 6go(n, by)g(n)* + 2go(n, b,) f(n)h(n) .

FIG. 5: lllustration for the expression @f(n + 1). The multiplication for the eight configurations on the tigtand-

side corresponds to three possible orientations.



The initial values for the probabilities are

{ﬂ@m)W&lyam1B,Gﬂ&®1,GﬂQ@O, .

H()(0,0) =1, Go(o,b(]) =1, Gj(o,bo) = Hj(0,0) = 0W|th] =1,2.

Divide the quantities in.(313)-(3.5) bf(n + 1), g(n + 1) or h(n + 1) given in (3.1) or[(3.R), we
get

Fi(n+1,0) = %Fj(n,o)—l—%Gj(n,O) , (3.7)
Gj(n+1,0) = 2F;(n,0) + 2Gj(n,0),
Gj(n + 1, bn+1) = %Gj(n, bn) + %Hj(n, 0) + 1—10Fj(n, O) + %Gj(n, O) s (3 8)
Hi(n+1,0) = £Gj(n,b,) + =H;(n,0) + £ Fj(n,0) + %=Gj(n, o),
forj=1,2,and
GO(n + 17 bn+1) = %GO(n7 bn) + 13_0H0<n7 0) ) (3 9)
Ho(n+1,00 = £Go(n.b,) + & Ho(n,o). |

The probabilitiesF;(n, o) andG,(n, o) with j = 1,2 can be solved exactly by linear algebra as

follows.

Theorem IIl.1 For the Sierpinski gasketG(n) with non-negative integer,

11 5 1 11 3 1
ja _ 2Ly _ 9
3 5 1 3 3 1
2 _ 2 2Ly _ S Sl
2(mo) = () Galmo) =5 75

Proof Denote the vectoV;(n) = (F};(n,0),G;(n,0))" with j = 1,2 andn > 0. By (3.8)
and [3.7), we have
Vij(n) = A"V;(0),

where the matrix4 and the initialV;(0) are

] and 1/1(0)[

The matrixA can be diagonalized such that

A:

glw win
— wIiN

gl Wi

Vi(n) = QaD5%Q5'V;(0),
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where

Therefore,

Vi(n) = QaD}Q3'V;(0) = {

for 7 = 1,2, and the proof is completed.]
From Theorerf IIL1L and the exact expressiong @f), g(n), h(n) in [7], we have the following
corollary.

Corollary lll.1  For the Sierpinski gasketG'(n) with non-negative integet,

11 5 1
_ _ n] [9a(n)aB(n) v(n)}
fi(n,0) [14 TS H2 ST
3 5 1
_ [2 4 2L n] [9aln)a8mn) w(n)]
fa(n, 0) [14+42(15) HQ ST

wherea(n) = (3" — 1), B(n) = :(3"™ + 2n + 1) andy(n) = 1(3" — 2n — 1). The limiting
probabilities for the vertex are

. 11 .
nh_{EOFl(nao)_ﬁa TL11_>I£10F2(77J70)_E

In order to derive the probability’;(n, ) for arbitrary vertex: # o, we need the following

lemma:

Lemma lll.1 For the Sierpinski gaskeiG(n) with non-negative integer,

Go(n,b,) = ;)_2(5)" _ 2%(2_15)n 7
Ho(n,0) = 133"+ y(55)"



3 31 3.3 3,1

o) = 33~ 56"~ 56 )

Proof Denote the vectotZy(n) = (Go(n,b,), Ho(n,0))". By (3.8) and [(3B), we have
Zo(0) = (1,1)T and
Z()(n) = B"Zg(n) = QBD%QEIZO(O) y

where
5 1 0 35
B - 2 160 y DB = 5 ) 9 QB - . (310)
% % 0 o 2 —6
Then
sy = | O RG" EQ R | RO - 26
PO =R RE) ) B L)

givesGy(n,b,) and Hy(n, o).
For the other probabilities, denote the vectBf(n) = (G;(n,b,), Hj(n,0))" with j = 1,2,
and splitit into two part$V;(n) = Wj(l)(n) + Wj(z) (n) [33]. By (3.8), we have

WM n+1)=BW" () and W (n+1)=BW?(n)+ R;(n), (3.11)
where
! S Fj(n,0) + =Gj(n, o)
257 I\ 25 I\

From Theorenm IIL.IL, we know

33 4 131y 9. 13 (1)
Rl (n) — 112 420 115 . and Rg(n) — 1;90 41210 115 )
350 T 350(3) 350 ﬁ<ﬁ>
To solvelV’\? (n), denote
1 1
W1(2) (n> _ ay + CL2(_5) and W2(2) (n> _ b1 + bg(—5)
a3+a4(i5) b3+b4(i5)

where the unknown; andb; with i € {1,2, 3, 4} satisfy the following relations by (3.11):

( (

a; = %+§a1—|—%a3 bl = 140 2b1—|—10b3
# = D T30+ 550 7=~ t 30+ b , (3.12)
a5 = M+ S(ay+as) | by o= 25+ S (b +bs)

| 4 = b+ D (ar + ay) [ & = —35 + 35(b2+ ba)
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It is straightforward to solve (3.12) and obtain

W (n) = [ 1 ?115);} and WS (n) = [

e oo
Elee ~mo

such that??(0) = (1/2,1)” andW,?(0) = (1/2,0)7.
As W;(0) = (0,0)7 for j = 1,2, we haveW" (0) = (=1/2,—1), WP (0) = (—=1/2,0)7,
1)
andW; "’ (n) can be solved by (3.10], (3111) as

WO (n) 23"+ &4F)" 2@ - 26" w0 (0) = -5+ 5" (3.14)
"3 OGS 40"~ 3"
and
Wi = | HEFEE RO R | o _ | RO - &G
23" 3" @)+ aE)" —(3)" +15(5)"

Combining [BIB)H3I5);(n, b,) andH;(n, o) with j = 1,2 are solved.[]

V. Fj(n+m+1,2,) WITH 2 € {a,b,c} ANDn >0,m >0

Consider the Sierpinski gask&& (n+m+1) withn > 0, m > 0. We will derive F;(n+1, z,,)
with j € {1, 2, 3,4} for the vertexz,, € {a,, b, ¢, } first, thenF;(n + m + 1, z,,) with arbitrary
m > 0 in this section. The correspondigg (n+1, z,,) andH;(n+1, z,) with j € {1,2,3, 4} will
be used in the next section. Notice tdat(n + 1, x,) = Ho(n + 1,z,) = 0 for z,, € {a,, b,,c,}
as these vertices are not outmost verticeS@Gfn + 1).

For the Sierpinski gaskétG(n+1), we knowf;(n+1,a,) = fj(n+1,b,) = f;(n+1,¢,) and
hi(n+1,a,) = hj(n+1,b,) = hj(n+1,¢,) with j € {1,2, 3,4} because of rotation symmetry.
From the definition ofy;(n, z), we haveg;(n + 1,b,) = g;(n + 1,¢,) but they are distinct from

gj(n +1,a,). Using Figs[B-b for the vertex, or b,,, we obtain the following recursion relations

p

film+1,a,) = 2f1(n,0)g0(n,b,)f(n),
fa(n+1,an) = 2f2(n,0)go(n, bn) f(n) + 2f1(n, 0)[g1(n, 0) + g1 (n, by)] f ()
+2fi(n,0)*g(n)
fa(n+1,a,) = 2f2(n,0)[g1(n, 0) + g1(n, bu)| f(n) + 4f1(n, 0) fo(n, 0)g(n)
+2f1(n, 0)[g2(n, 0) + g2(n, bn)] f(n) ,
| fa(n+1a,) = 2f2(n,0)[g2(n, 0) + g2(n, by)] f(n) + 2f2(n, 0)%g(n) ,
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;

gi(n+1,a,) = 2fi(n,0)go(n, bn)g(n) ,
g2(n+1,an) = fi(n,0)*h(n) + gi(n,0)*f(n) + 4fi(n, 0)gi(n, 0)g(n)
+2[fi(n)g1(n, bn) + fa(n)go(n, bn)lg(n)
g3(n+1,a,) = 2fs(n,0)f1(n,0)h(n) + 2g1(n,0)g2(n,0) f(n)
+4[fa(n, 0)g1(n,0) + fi(n,0)g2(n, 0)]g(n)
+2[f2(n, 0)g1(n, by) + fi(n,0)ga(n, by)]g(n) ,
L ga(n+1,a,) = fa(n,0)*h(n) + fa(n,0)[2g2(n, bn) + 4ga(n, 0)]g(n) + g2(n, 0)* f(n)

;

gi(n+1,b,) = fi(n,0)ho(n,0)f(n) +2fi(n,0)go(n,by)g(n)
+2g1(n, 0)go(n, ba) f(n)

g2(n+1,b,) = [fa(n, 0)ho(n, 0) + fi(n, 0)h1(n,0)]f(n)
+2f1(n,0)g1(n,0)g(n) + gi(n, 0)*f(n
+2[fa(n, o)go(n by) + fi(n,0)g1(n,

+2[g2(n, 0)go(n,

gs(n+1,bn) = [fa(n,0)hi(n, 0 +f1(n O)hz(n 0)]f(n
+2[f2(n, 0)g1(n, 0) + fi(n, 0)g2(n, 0)lg
+2[f2(n, 0)g1(n, bn) + f1(n, 0)ga(n,
+2[ga(n, 0) (
+2g1(n, 0)ga(n,0) f(n),

ga(n+1,by) = fa(n,0)ha(n, 0) f(n) + 2g2(n, 0)g2(n, by) f (1)
+2f2(n, 0)[g2(n, 0) + ga(n, b)]g(n) + g2(n, 0)* f(n) ,

) b
n,0)g1(n,b,) + g1(n,0)ga2(n, b
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and

(hi(n+1,a,) = 4fi(n, 0)ho(n,0)g(n) + 2f1(n, 0)go(n, ba)h(n)
+4g1(n,0)ho(n,0) f(n) + 8g1(n, 0)go(n, by)g(n) ,
ho(n +1,a,) = 4[fs(n,0)ho(n,0) + fi(n,0)hi(n,0)]g(n)
+2[f1(n,0)g1(n,bn) + fa(n, 0)go(n, by)h(n)
+4[g2(n, 0)ho(n, 0) + g1(n, 0)h1(n, 0)] f(n)
+2f1(n,0)g1(n, 0)h(n) + 6g1(n, 0)°g(n)
+8[g2(n, 0)go(n, bn) + g1(1, 0)g1(n, bn)]g(n) ,
hs(n+1,a,) = 4[fs(n,0)hi(n,0) + fi(n,0)hs(n,0)]g(n)
+2[f2(n,0)g1(n, bn) + fi(n,0)ga(n, by)h(n)
+4[g2(n, 0)h1(n, 0) + g1(n, 0)ha(n, 0)] f(n)
+2[f2(n, 0)g1(n, 0) + fi(n, 0)ga(n, 0)|h(n)
+8[g2(n, 0)g1(n, bn) + g1(n, 0)g2(n, bs)]g(n)
+12g1(n, 0)g2(n, 0)g(n)
ha(n +1,an) = 4f2(n,0)ha(n,0)g(n) + 2f2(n, 0)[g2(n, bn) + g2(n, 0)]h(n)
+4g2(n, 0)ha(n, 0) f(n) + 8ga(n, 0)ga(n, by)g(n)
( +6g2(n, 0)°g(n) .

Using the identity3g(n)? = f(n)h(n), it follows that

[ Fi(n+1,a,) = D@oGlnb)
Fy(n+1,a,) = F2<"70>§0<“’bn> + F1<§70>2 + F1(n,o>[G1<néo)+G1<n,bn)} ’ )
Fs(n+1,a,) = Fz(nvo)[Gl(néo)+G1(n7bn)] + 2F1(nvo§Fz(n,o) + F1(n,o)[Gg(néo)-‘er(n,bn)] ’ )
| Fa(n+1,a,) = F2(n70)[Gz(néO)+G2(n7bn)] + F2(§70)2 ’
(Gi(n+1,a,) = PGolnbn)
Go(n+1,a,) = 3F1§7570)2 + F1(n,o)[2G1(rgo)—i—G1(n,bn)] i Fg(n,o)(s}o(n,bn) i Gl(l,goy 7
Ga(n +1,a,) = 3F2(n,ogF1(n,o) n Fg(n,o)[2G1(7;,0)+G1(n,bn)} I Gz(n,o)sGl(n,o) (4.2)
+F1(nvo)[2G2(rgo)+Gz(n7bn)] :
| Gu(n+1,a,) = 3F2§’3’0)2 + F2("’°)[2G2(“5’0)+Gz(n,bn)] i Gz(n o
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((Gi(n+1,b,) = 31 (mo)Ho(mo) 4 [FulmoltG (molGombn)
Gao(n+1,b,) = 3[F2(n70)H0(n,0)140rF1(n,O)Hl(WJ)] + G1(1n0,O)2 + F1(n,o)[Gl(néo)JrGl(n,bn)}
+F2(n70)C5¥o(n,bn) + Go(n,bn)Gz(nvo)JSrGl(nvo)Gl(n,bn) 7 @3
Gs(n+1,b,) = 3[F2(n,0)H1(n,O)lJOrFl(n,O)Hz(n,O)] + [Gl(n:bn)+Gl(nyo)]G2é”70)+Gl(”70)G2(n7bn)
+ 23:1 Fr(n70)[G377"(”:50)+G377"(”7bn)] :
| Ga(n+1,b,) = 3F2<"701>§f2<"70> + F2<n,o)[Gg(n,o)+c,~2(nébn>]+c,~2(n,o>a2(n,bn) i G2<1no,o)2 ,
and
( Hin+1,a,) = 3F1(n,o)[ZH()(Zr;,O)—i-GO(n,bn)] i 6G1(n,(;)5Ho(n,o) I 4G1(n,o%5Go(n,bn) ’

Hy(n+1,a,) = 6[F2(n,0)Ho(n,0)245rF1(n,O)Hl(n,O)] + 3F1(n,0)[G1(;%0)+G1(n,bn)}
_'_3F2(n,o;§0(n,bn) I 4[G2(n,o)Go(n,bn)245rG1(n,o)Gl(n,bn)}

_'_3G1§r5L,o)2 + G[Ho(n,o)Gg(n,o)z—é-Hl(n,o)Gl(n,o)} :

Hs(n+1,a,) = 6[F2(n,0)H1(n,0)245rF1(n,0)H2(n,0)] + 3F2(n,0)[G1(72LéO)+Gl(n,bn)} (4.4)
+3F1(n70)[Gz(géO)+G2(n7bn)] + G[Gz(nvo)Hl(nvo);gGl(nvo)Hz(nvo)}
+[4G1(n7bn)+6§51(n,O)]Gz(nvo) + 4G1(n70%§2(n,bn) ’

Hin+1,a,) = 6F2(n702)5H2(n70) + 3F2(n70)[G2(721é0)+G2(n7bn)] + 6G2(n7f;)5H2(n,0)
_'_4G2(n,o%§2(n,bn) + 3G2§75L,0)2 _

0

Next consider the Sierpinski gasket:(n +m+1) withn > 0 andm > 0. The left-hand-sides
of Figs.[3E5 now represertG(n + m + 1) with positive integem, such that:,, € {a,, b, c,}
locates within the lower-left triangle representii§g(n+m) in the right-hand-sides of the figures.
As the vertices are denoted such thatandz; are reflection of each other with respect to the
extended line connecting and ¢y, we havea, = b,, b, = a, and¢, = c,. We obtain the
following recursion relations fof € {1, 2, 3,4}:
4fi(n+m,z,)f(n+m)g(n+m)

6f(n+m)’g(n+ m)
lg;(n +m, ) + gj(n + m, &n)]f(n +m)?

6f(n+m)2g(n+m)

) 2Fj(n;m,xn) +Gj(n+m7$n)ng<”+m’f">, (4.5)

Fiin+m+1,z,) =

and

3F;(n+m,x,) N 3Gj(n+m,x,) N Gj(n+m,T,)

4.
3 10 10 (4.6)

G](n+m+ 17xn) =
By symmetry, we knowt;(n + m, z,) = Fj(n + m,z,) with z,, € {ay,b,,c,} andG;(n +
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m, &,) = G;(n + m, c,) for positive integern. Let us define th8 x 3 matrix
Fi(n+m+1,a,) Gj(n+m+1,a,) Gj(n+m+1,b,)
Bi(n+m+1,n)= | Fj(n+m+1,b,) G;j(n+m+1,b,) Gj(n+m+1,a,) (4.7)
Fiin+m+1,¢,) Giin+m+1,¢,) Gj(n+m+1,¢,)
for non-negative integet, m and;j € {1,2,3,4}. Form = 0, Bi(n + 1,n) has been obtained
with elements given i (411)-(4.3). By (4.5) and (4.6), weda
Bi(n+m+1,n) = Bj(n+m,n)L,

for anym > 1, where

2 3 3

3 5 5

I __ 1 3 1
L = T34 (4.8)

11 3

6 10 10

We arrive at

Bi(n+m+1,n) = Bj(n+1,n)L'" forallm>0,n>0. (4.9)

Solving Bj(n +m + 1,n) as in the proof of TheoremllL1, its first column gives

Fj(n—l—m—l—l,an) Fj(n—l—l,an)
9 5 1.,
Fi(n+m+1,b,) | = [ﬂ+ﬂ(ﬁ) ['| Fi(n+1,b,)
Fj(n+m+1,cp) Fij(n+1,cy)
Gij(n+1,a,)+G;(n+1,b,)
5 1
+o2[1 = ()" | Gj(n+1,b,) + Gj(n+ 1,a,) |

28 15
QGJ(TL + ]_, Cn)

and we have the following theorem using (4.1)-(4.3).

Theorem IV.1 For the Sierpinski gasketG(n + m + 1) with non-negative integet andm,
( m m m
B(n+m+1,a,) = % (%) - % (%) + 1654564 (3_;5)

() O - B (B 25 ()"

5

Fan+m+1a,) = B = 3 ()" + 5 (3)" — 2 ()" — 4 ()" + 2 ()"
3

Fg,(n—l—m—l—l,an):@—&i(

Fyn+m+1,a,) =2 — 22




(

5 5
7 (25 129( 3(
Falnmo+ 160) = 8 = 85 ()" = 3 ()" + o ()" + 8 ()"
()" {8 ("~ s ()" + 8 ()" + 25 ()" — s ()"
()"~ ()" o () 4 1 ()"

7
Fin+m+1,¢,) = 106 — o5 (
+ ()" {mn ()" — i (

Corollary IV.1 For the Sierpinski gasketG(n + m + 1) with non-negative integer andm, the

\

limiting probabilities are

limyy, oo Fi(n+m+1,2,) =0, limy, oo Fo(n+m+1,2,) = 12,
iMoo F3(n+m+ 1, 2,) = 33, iMoo Fa(n+m+1,2,) = 155

where the vertex,, can be eithen,,, b,, or ¢,,.

It is intriguing to notice that in Theorem M. ¥;(n +m + 1, a,,) are distinct fromF; (n + m +
1,¢,) with j € {1,2,3,4}, while they have the same value in the infinitdimit.

V. Fj(n+m,z) FOR GENERAL x5 € V(SG(n)) WITH n > 0,m >0

Consider the Sierpinski gask8G (n + m) with n > 0, m > 0. We will derive in this section
Fi(n +m,z) with j € {1,2,3,4} for the general vertex; € V(SG(n)) that has not been
considered in previous sections. For the vertices insidérthngle with outmost vertices, 1, a,
andc,_1, let us append subscripts in the notation suchihat= (y; = n — 1,7, -, ,) with
1 <s<mnandy, € {0,1,2} for k € {2,3, ..., s}. The results obtained in sectibnllV correspond
to the vertex withs = 1 andn > 1, and we will tackle the vertex with > 1 here. Similar to the
definition of the vertexis, ., let us define the vertek;, . as the reflection of5, , with respect to

the line connecting,, andb,,_;. By definition, we have
i"?n,s = x'77L,5 7‘%5%,3 = "'E:Y'n‘,s Y
wherez can be eithea, b or ¢, and

F](n7 x'?n,s) = F](”? i"?/n,s) = F](n7 jj’?n,s) Y H](”? x’\?n,s) = H](’”’? j'?n,s) = H](”? i"?/n,s) )



due to the symmetry oG (n). Form > 0, define the3 x 5 matrix

Bi(n+m,¥,.s)
Fi(n+m,as,,) Gj(n+m,az,,) Gj(n+m,as,,) Gij(n+m,ag,,) Hi(n+m,az,,)
Fj(n+m,bs,.) Gi(n+mbs,,) Gi(n+mbs,,) Gin+mbs,) Hin+m,bs,,)
Fi(n+m,c5,,) Gij(n+m,cs,,) Gi(n+m,é5,,) Gij(n+m,cs,,) Hi(n+m,csg,,)

This is a generalization a8} (n +m,n) in (4.1), which corresponds to the case witk 1. By an
argument similar to that of (4.9), we have

Bj (n +m, ’}/n,s) = Bj(na 'Vn,s)Lm (51)

for m > 0, where thés x 5 matrix

23 3 3 6
3 5 5 5 25
13 1 1
6 10 10 50

— 113 1 7

L 6 10 10 10 50

3 6
OOO1025
(00 0 0 5|

is the generalization of’ in (4.8). It follows that the determination @,;(n, %, ) for s > 1 will
be sufficient.

Let us first consider the vertices with= 2 and~, = 1, namely,7,, = (n — 1,1) with
n = 2,3, .... We obtain the following equations (cf. Figs[ B-5):

¢ Fj(n, x(ﬂ_ﬂ)) _ 2Fj(n_31750n72) + Gj(n—é,xn,Q) i Gj(n_é@n%) 7
G;(n, T(n-1,1) = 3Fj("‘51’“"/’”*2> + 3Gj(n—1(1],xnfz) I Gj("—llo,in—ﬂ :
Gi(n, Foy) = MR g D) g 2l
_I_Gj(n—llo,wvm) + Gj(n—110,;icn,2) ’ (5.2)
Gj(n,i(n_m)) _ 3Fj(”—517rn72) 4 3Gj(n—13,;icn,2) n Gj(n_llo,xH) ’
Hi(n+1,z4m-11) = GFj(n;évmnfﬂ n 7Gj(n—5(1],xn72) n 6Gj(n—2;,in,2)
+7Gj(ngé,in—2) + 6Hj(ng;,xn,2) 7
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wherez can be eitheg, b or c. Define thed x 5 matrix

—
— o|’_‘
= oW
V)
o2

05 (5.3)
3

—
o
=
o
=
o
at
o

(Al

=
[en]
ot
[e=]

o
o
gl 3
=)

|

then [5.2) is equivalent to
Bi(n,(n—1,1)) = B;(n—1,n—2)R. (5.4)
For generaln > 0, we have the following formula combining (5.1) and (5.4):
Bj(n+m,(n—1,1)) = B, <n (n—1, 1))Lm = Bj(n—1,n— 2)RL™ (5.5)

AS Fi(n+m,xp_11) = Fj(n+m,Z,_11) for z = a, b, ¢, the first column of the matrix in(5.5)

gives allF;(n + m, x5, ,) in terms of the quantities far,,_,.

Proposition V.1 For the Sierpinski gaskeiG(n + m) withn > 2, m > 0,

Fi(n+m,an_11) Fi(n+m,an-1,)
Fi(n+m,b,_11) | = | Fj(n+m, Bn—l,l) = Bj(n—1,n—2)RL™e, ,
Fi(n+m,ch_11) Fi(n+m,é,-1,1)

where
er = (1,0,0,0,0)"

andj € {1,2,3,4}.
Move on to the general vertex;, ., , inside the triangle with outmost vertices, a,,, and

¢, for the Sierpinski gasketG(n + 1), where®,,,1 s = (n,1,7s,...,7s) With 3 € {0,1,2},

k= 3,4,..,sand3 < s < n+ 1. As 3 can take three possible values, let us discuss them

separately.
First consider the case withy = 1. The vertexzsy, ., . = T(n,1,1,44,..4,) IS lOCated inside the
triangle with outmost vertices,, ;, a,4; andc, ;. Associate with this; ., a vertexzs

wherey . | = (n —1,1,7,...,7s) hass — 1 component. That isj; ,_, is obtained fromy, .,

by taking outy; = 1 and replacing, = n byn—1. Itcan be seen thatthis vertex.  is located
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inside the triangle with outmost vertices_1, a,, andc,,_;. Moreover,x% ., can be reached from
r5,.,, by a horizontal translation with the distance framto o. Particularly, ifs = 3 such that
Ynt1,s = (n,1,1), theny), ., = (n — 1,1). By the method obtaining (5.4), we have

By (n+1,9n1s) = By (n, 700 ) R (5.6)

Now consider the case withy = 2. The vertexzs = T(n,1,2,.,) 1S lOcated inside the

Tn+1,s
triangle with outmost verticel, ;, c¢,; andc,. Associate with thisy, . a vertexgﬁk1 where
J2e1 = (n—1,1,73,...,77)) hass — 1 component. Hergg = b whenz = a and vice versa,
andy = c whenz = c¢. Namely,y is related tor with three possibilities{x, y) = (a,b), (b, a)
and(c, c). Similarly,~? is related toy; with three possibilities{y;, vZ) = (1,2), (2,1) and(0, 0),
wherek =4, ..., s. Again,gﬁ&1 can be reached fromy, , = by a horizontal translation with the

distance fromu,, to o. We have

By (n+1,9u0.) = By (n 20 ) R 5.7)
where
FJ (n’ b’?{i .571) GJ (n7 bﬁ'i,afl) GJ (n7 ’Y'rQL afl) G'] (n7 bﬁ?L,sfl J(n7 bﬂi,sfl>
=2 ~ ~ = 2 ~
Bi(nA) = | Bnan ) Gnas ) Gnis ) Gylniis ) Hynig )
Fj (n, 5:172“571 ) Gj (n, é:{i’éil) Gj (n, 5:172“571) G] (n, 6'772“&7 ) H] (n, 6,772“&71)
(5.8)
By symmetry, the columns i (5.8) can be replaced as
Fj(n’ bﬂ'i,sfl) Fj(n’ b’ﬁ,sfl) Hj(n’ bﬂi,sfl) Hj(n’ bﬂ'i,sfl)
F}(n’ &ﬂi,sfl) - F}(n’ a?/i,sfl) ’ Hj (n’ a'ﬁ,sfl) - Hj <n’ a?/i,sfl) ’
Fj(nes ) | | Filnes ) Hj(n, sz ) Hj(n, ez )
and
Gj (n’ 6_‘1% sfl) Gj (n’ b?'r% sfl) Gj (n’ 6_‘1% sfl) Gj (n’ Z\)q'r% sfl)
G](TL, C:L“,%’Sfl) - Gj(nv a'_Y%,sA) ) Gj(”? é“ﬁysﬂ) - Gj(nv d"i 371) )
GJ (n7 éiﬁ sfl) G-] (n7 C’V’EL sfl) GJ (n7 Aé,;;’% sfl) GJ (n7 6’71% sfl)
so that

Bj(nvi/fz,s—l) = Bj(nvf?i,s—l)Eé )
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where

(10000]
00100
E;=101000
00010
(00001 |
(&.1) can be rewritten as
Bj(n+1,9n11s) = Bj(n, 7 1) B2 R (5.9)
if v3 = 2.
Finally consider the case witly = 0. The vertexry,,, . = Z(n,1,0,.+.) IS located inside the
triangle with outmost vertices,, a,; andb, ;. Associate with this;, ,, = a vertexziohsf1 where

Yoeo1 = (n—1,1,77,...,77) hass — 1 component. Here = c whenz = b and vice versa, and
z = a whenx = a. Namely,z is related tar with three possibilities{z, z) = (a, a), (b, c) and
(¢,b). Similarly, 7} is related toy, with three possibilitiesi(+x,7?) = (1,0), (0,1) and(2,2),
wherek = 4, ..., s. We use the notation such that the verfgggsil is the reflection of the vertex
vy, , With respect to the line connecting_; andb,. It can be seen thaztig’sf1 can be reached

from x5, ,, . by a horizontal translation with the distance framto o. We have

Bij(n+1,%n41,s) = Bj(n, 7 ,_1)R, (5.10)
where
F}(n’ aﬁg,sfl) Gj (n’ dﬂ?’%,‘sfl) Gj(n’ :'72,571) Gj(n’ a?/g,sfl) Hj(n’ C_L“ﬂfg,sfl)
By(nAtu) = | Bimey, ) Ginis ) Gilnig, ) Gilnén ) Hynog )
L Fj(n’ B:froL,.s ) Gj (n7 B:/?L,sf ) Gj (n’ Z_)’Yn .571) J (n’ Z_)ﬂn,sfl) H] (n’ 5»72’571) i
F’j(na avgys,l) Gj (n> a’72,571) Gj(nv d—'y'g’sfl) Gj(nv 5&2’871) Hj(nv a"y'g’sfl)
- Fj(nv 6*727571) Gj(”? C—‘y'g’sfl) Gj(”? é"y'g’sfl) G (n, 6—72’871) Hj(nv 0*727571)
FJ (n7 b,V70L7371> GJ (n7 b:yﬁrob,sfl) GJ (n7 b,72’571) GJ (n7 b,72’571) H] (n7 b*2’571> _

by symmetry, so that
Bj(nvag,s—l) = Bj(”?ﬁ»g,s—l)EO )
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where i
10000

01000
Ey=100010
00100
00001 |

(5.10) can be rewritten as
Bij(n+1,7n11,5) = Bj(n, 7, ._1) EoR (5.11)

DenoteFE;, = I55 as the identity matrix[ (516),_(5.9) and (5111) can be comthito give

Bj(n + 17 f?n+1,s) = Bj (n7 VZ,SS—QE“/SR ) (512)

wherevys € {0,1,2}. As Fj(n+ 1,25,,,,) = F;(n+ 1,25, ) for x = a,b, ¢, the first column

of the matrix in[5.1R) gived’;(n + 1, z5,., ,) for any vertexzs, ,, . in terms of the quantities for

I'?n,sfl "

Proposition V.2 For the Sierpinski gaskefG(n + 1) with n > 2, consider the vertex

In+1,s

where¥,, 115 = (n, 1,73, ...,7s) With3 < s <n + 1 and~, € {0,1,2} for k € {3,4, .., s}.

Fj(n + ]‘7 a'7n+1,s)
Fi(n+1,b5,,.) | = Bin, Vos—1)Ens Rer .

Tn+1,s

Fj(n + 17 C'_Y'n+1,s)

Using TheoremBTILJI, 1VI1 and Propositidns M1, V.2 repelty, F;(n + 1, 25,,, ) for all the

vertices ofSG(n + 1) can be obtained.

VI. SUMMATION AND AVERAGE OF F)j(n,z) OVER ALL THE VERTICES OF SG(n)

It is worthwhile to derive the summation @f;(n, z) over all the vertices of SG(n), defined

as

Oin)= > Fnau),

z€V(SG(n))
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and the average df;(n, z) over all the vertices, defined as

o(n) _ @y(n)

“u(SGn) 3B +1)

¢j(n)

It is clear that for any non-negative integer

4
> ¢iln) =1.
j=1
For the vertex:y, , with s = 1, i.e. a,,, b,, andc,,, define their sum
Xj(nv m) = Fj(nv CLM) + F’J(na bM) + F’J(na CM) :
Similarly for the vertex withs = 2, define
}/}(n7 m/) = Fj(n7 am’,l) + Fj(n7 bm’,l) + F}(n7 cm’,l) )

wherem > 0, m’ > 1 andn is larger thanm andm’. By (5.1), we have

Xj(/nn m) = (1, ]_, 1)Bj(n,m)€1 = (1’ ]_’ 1)B](m + l’m)Ln—m—lel :

= (1,1,1)B;(m/,m' — 1)RL™™™ e, .
The first few®;(n) are

(I)j(()) = 3Fj(070)7

®;(1) = 3F;(1,0) + X;(1,0) = 3F;(1,0) + 2F;(1,ap) + Fj(1,co) ,

and

®;(2) = 3F;(2,0) + X;(2,0) + X;(2,1) + 2Y;(2, 1)

= 3F,(2,0) + (1,1, 1){Bj(1, 0)L + B;(2,1) + 2B;(1, O)R}e1 .

The corresponding values fore {1,2,3,4} are

2 1
@1(0) = § 9 (I)Z(O) - § 5 @3(0) = @4(0) = O’

1 19 7 1
(1) = 9 ®,(1) = 51 D5(1) = 51 Dy(1) = 51

22

i(n,m) = (1,1,1)B;(n, (m/,1))er = (1,1, 1) Bj(m/ + 1, (m', 1)) L"™ ey

(6.1)

(6.2)



163 5257 2203 289
d,(2) = — Py(2) = — — 2 -7
12) 2(2) 12150 12150 1(2) 12150

Forn > 3, we need the summation

D=3{Y Y Y B

5=3 ¥s=07s5-1=0 v3=0

for the verticeses, | with s > 3. By (5.4) and[(5.12))M;(3) = 2 B;(3,75,3) is given by

v3=0

My(3) = {Bj(2,72)Bo + Bj(2, 742 By + B(2,8,) B } R
= Bj(2> (1a 1))[EO + El + EQ]R
= B;(1,0)R[Ey + Ey + E]R = Bj(1,0)RER ,

where i
30000

02100
E=E+E+E=[01110
00120
00003

The general expression far> 3 is

n+1 2

- Z{Z i "'iBj(”+177n+1,s)}

5=3 7s=07s-1=0 v3=0
- {Bn. o) + By 7o) B+ B o) Ea R

+nZH{Z Z Z[ 1, Yn.s-1)Eo + Bj(n, 7 o-1) E1 + Bj(n, 75 1)E2}R}

s=4 “ys=075-1=0 Y4=0

= [Bi(n.( 1,1))+i{i i .-.iBJ(n,%S)HER

s=3 vs=07v5—1=0 v3=0
- { Bij(n—1,n—2)R+ M—(n)}ER
Bj(n—1,n—2)RER + B;(n — 2,n — 3)R(ER)* + M;(n — 1)(ER)?

= Z Bj(m,m — 1)R(ER)"™ . (6.3)
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For example,

®,(3) = 3F,(3,0) + X;(3,0) + X;(3,1) + X;(3,2)
+2[V5(3,1) + Y;(3,2) + (1,1,1)B,(1, 0) RERe1]
= 3F;(3,0) + (1,1, 1){3]-(1, 0)L% + B,;(2, 1)L + B;(3,2)
+2[B;(1,0)RL + B;(2,1)R + B;(1, O)RER]}61
= 3F;(3,0) + (1,1, 1){3]-(1, 0)[L2 + 2RL + 2RER] + B;(2,1)[L + 2R] + B;(3, 2)}61 .

For generah > 3, we have

n—1

®;(n) = 3F;(n,0) + Y X;(n,m) +2ZY (n,m) +2(1,1,1) {ZM )L~ m}el, (6.4)

m=0 m=3

with X;(n, m) andY;(n,m) given in (6.1) and[(6]2), respectively. From (6.3), the swatiom in
the last term of((614) is

n m-—2

ZM )L = SIS By(s,s = DR(ER)™ | 1

m=3 s=1
-1

n—2 n—1

= 3 Bj(s,s - 1) [R(ER)m st m]
s=1 m=s+1
n—2 n—s—1

=1

i
3

so that®;(n) can be calculated exactly for any positive integer

Proposition VI.1 For the Sierpinski gaskeiG(n) with n > 3, the summation of;(n, z) over

all the vertex is given by

n—1

®,(n) 111{23 m,m—1)R"™™ +2Y " Bj(m,m — 1)RL"~™"""
m=1
+2n223j(m,m nil[ R(ER)* L™=~ 8}}61+3Fj(n,0)
m=1 s=1
111{23 1)R™™ +2B;(n —1,n — 2)R
+2nzsz(m7m [nilR ER) L1 s}}el—i-?)Fj(n,o). (6.5)
m=1 s=0
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Let us consider limiting distribution

lim ¢;(n) = ¢,

n—o0

with j € {1,2,3,4}. Itis easy to see that the teB#}(n, o) in (6.5) can be neglected in the infinite

n limit for ¢;, namely,

as the valuel’;(n, o) is between 0 and 1 for the four possible Similarly, the values of the
quantitiesF; (m, xm,—1), Gj(m, Xm-1), H;(m, x,,—1) With z = @, b, ¢ in the matrixB;(m, m — 1)

are between 0 and 1, and all the eigenvalueRB gfven in (5.3) are positive and less than or equal
to 1, such that

1L 1){Zn By(m,m — 1) R + 2B,(n — 1,n — 2)R}61 —

m=1"7J .
<lm =———=0

lim
n—oo 3(3n 4-1)

n—os 53"+ 1)

Therefore, only the double summation term[in [6.5) gives-p@r contribution fors,. Rewrite
ER = QD + D1]Q7" andL = Q,D,Q3 ", where

[ 159 —87 0 —3 —3 (18 0 —27 0 -2
38 14 1 2 1 5 -1 98 —1 1
Q=138 14 0 2 —4|, Q=50 -321 1|,
38 14 -1 2 1 0 1 =52 0 0
| 15 45 0 -3 5 (0 0 13 0 0
and
(0000 0] (30000] (10 00 0]
01000 00000 02000
Di=|00200|, Di=|00000|, Da=|00L£00],
000 £ 0 00000 00030
(000 00 (00000 (00 00 |
then
n—m—1 n—m—1
R(ER)L™™ = = B Y |Qu(Di + D@y | |5 1705|
s=0 s=0
n—m—1

=R Y |@pior]|@py ey

w
Il
[en]



n—m-—1

+r Y (@] [@py e (66)
s=0
The elements oB;(m, m — 1) have been solved i (4.1)-(4.4). Define

Z;j(m)=(1,1,1)Bj(m,m — 1)

(

AVE ™+ AP (& > +A () forj =1,
_ ] B0 MG 0 ) 4 M )" 4 AP )" 4 A =2,
92 + AP (g)mH (2—) A(3(315) + A8 (15) + AP () forj =3,
L 200+ AV @)™+ A ()™ + A ()™ + A ()™ + A (k) for i = 4,
where), = (1,1,1,1,1) and
A _ (@ 121 121 121 1089) (1)_(—1375 —55 —55 —55 1221)
L 392" 567 56 56 392 TN 196 7 28 7 28 7 28 1 196 7
A(1)_(3125 —375 —375 —375 @) @) _(—275 —55 —55 —55 —495)
3 7Y3927 56 ' 56 7 56 3927 V3967 567 56 56 392 77
(2)_(2375 95 95 95 2109) (2)_(—9375 1125 1125 1125 —1755>
27 11967287928728° 196 7773 Y 392 7 56 7 56 1 56 1 392 7
)\(2)_(—1265 —187 —187 —187 @) (2)_(9 —240 —240 —240 g)
40196 7 196 7 196 7 196 71967 C 497 49 7 49 749 4977
(3)_(—285 —57 —57 —57 513) @ _ (—625 —25 —25 —25 @)
1743927 567 56 7 56 392 196 7 28 7 28 7 28 1967’
(3)_(—9375 —1125 —1125 —1125 1755) ) (230 34 34 34 —162)
371392 7 56 7 56 56 1 39277 49749749749 49 77
A© _ (500 480 480 480 108, ) _ =45 =9 =9 —9 81,
5 TN 407 497 497 497 49 /0 7t 3927 56’ 56 56 392
A(4)_(—375 -15 —15 —15 @> W _ (= —3125 @ 375 375 —585)
2 711067 28 7 28 7 28 71967 V392 567 567 567 392 7
4 345 51 51 51 —243 1) 250 —240 —240 —240 54

4 (@@@@196) 5 (49 49 749 749 49)

Substituting[(6.6) intd (615), we get

¢] _ 7}1_{1010 %(31@ 4 1)—1 nz_2 ZJ(m)R{nzyn: 1 [QIDSQI ] [QQD;L_m_l_SQQ_I]
m=1 s=0
Ly [Nzt [N ol 68)
s=0

As the eigenvalues dP, andD, are between 0 and 1, the first term[in (6.8) makes no contobsiti

since

n 1

0 < nz:zzj( )R i Qi@ | |05 Q5 ey

SII

n—m—1

ni Zim)R 3 Q@] [0 er < 3n*
m=1

s=0

IA
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Consider the second term (n(6.8),

ni Zj(m)R"‘m_l [lele—l} [QzDg—m-l_st_l}
m=1 s=0

- S amrfaner] S oo
m=1 0

n—

> Z,(m)R[QiDiQ; | Q:D(n. m)@s

2

m=1
where i ]
10000
00000
Di=100000
00000
(00000
and define
n—m—1
D(n,m)= > 3Dy '™
s=0
[ 39(&yn-m-t-s 0 0 0
N 0 3 () 0 0
= 0 0 3° 0
= 0 0 0 35(Lyn-m-i-s
I 0 0 0 0 3 (5
] 25[3%7:;%)7%7,1] . . .
0 15[3"*7";4(%)"*M] 0 0
= 0 3%*;—1 0
0 0 (G
I 0 0 0 0

3D + Dy(n —m)

!

0
0
0
0

103" ™ —(55)" "]
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with

2000 0
02000
00020
0000 2]
[ —25( )" ™ 7
— 0 0 0 0
0 _(1_15)’”77”71 0 0 O
44
Dy(n—m) = 0 0 20 0
0 0 0 _(%):;m—l 0
_(i)nfmfl
|0 o 0 0 G

Since the absolute values of all the eigenvalueBgf. — m) are less than one, we have

. 4 n — = n—m 2 — —
¢ = lim =(3"+1) 1;{3 Z,(m)RQ1 D1Q7 ' Q2DQ;"
+Z;(m)RQ1D1Q7 ' QoDa(n — m)@z_l}61
i 4 n - — n—m D
= lim o(3"+1) 1;3 Z;(m)Re; (6.9)

where R = RQ,D,Q;'Q.DQ;". Substituting the expression & (m) from (6.7) into [6.9),

carrying out the summation and taking the infiniteémit, we arrive at

4 -)\(1) )\(1) )\(1) ~ 3
SR S 1124JR61 for j—1,
: @) @ @) (2) @7 ~
36300 | A A A Ao As —
¢—4>< 2 vt tam T ar T Rel for j=2,
I — 5 r 3 3 3 3 3
i =3 99/\0+<)+£+A<) AD B P
196 70 T Tz T ar T 6ra J ,
: (4) () (4) (4) @7 ~
27X >‘ AN Mo A -
([ 392 + ot St an T tEr | Re for =

The matrix productions can be done to give the following thea

Theorem VI.1 Consider all the vertices of the Sierpinski gaskét(n) in the infiniten limit. The
average probabilities that a vertex is connected by 1, 2, 3 bond(s) among all the spanning

tree configurations are

10957

¢ = ——— = 0.270783906682 - - - |

40464

6626035

13630308~ 0485900077842 -,

P2 =
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2943139 124895
?3 0.215830 67, N AEA5A56

— 0.0274768912073 - - - .
13636368 0.0274768912073

Corollary VI.1 Consider all the vertices of the Sierpinski gaskét(n) in the infiniten limit.
Denoted as the average number of bonds connecting to a vertex amadnigeatpanning tree
configurations, then

0=¢1+2¢02+3p3 + 40y =2

We list the numerical values aof;(n) with j € {1,2,3,4} for 0 < n < 5 and infiniten limitin
Tablell. We find that, (n) decreases monotonically asncreases, whilés(n), ¢s(n) andg,(n)
increase monotonically. The values for= 5 are already very close t9; in the infiniten limit
with deviations about%.

It is interesting to compare the Sierpinski gaskéi(n) in the infiniten limit with the infinite
two-dimensional square lattice which is also a 4-reguldice For the square lattice, all the
vertices are identical due to the translational invaridhe probabilities that a vertex is connected
by 1, 2, 3 or 4 bond(s) among all the spanning tree configuratiave been solved exactly in
[3C] that were denoted g§ with j € {1,2,3,4}. As shown in Tablél1f,, f; and f, are slightly
larger thang,, ¢35, ¢4, respectively, whilef, is smaller thanp,. Especially, the average number
of bonds connecting to a vertex among all the spanning treégroations on the square lattice
f1+2fs 4+ 3f3 +4f, is equal to two, which is exactly the samedasere for the Sierpinski gasket.

Acknowledgement: The research of S.C.C. was patrtially sttpd by the NSC grant NSC-
96-2112-M-006-001. The research of L.C.C was partiallypsuied by T&MY Foundation and
the NSC grant NSC-96-2115-M-030-002. L.C.C. would likehartk PIMS, university of British

Columbia for the hospitality. We would like to thank Akirakgafor valuable comments.

[1] Aldous, D.: Asymptotic fringe distributions for genéfamilies of random trees. Ann. Appl. Probab.
1, 228-266 (1991)

[2] Alexander, S.: Superconductivity of networks. A peat@n approach to the effects of disorder. Phys.
Rev. B27, 1541-1557 (1983)

[3] Biggs, N.L.: Algebraic Graph Theory2nd ed. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993

[4] Burton, R. and Pemantle, R.: Local characteristicstaayt and limit theorems for spanning trees and

domino tilings via transfer-impedances. Ann. Proli).1329-1371 (1993)

29



TABLE I: Numerical values of;(n) with j € {1,2,3,4}, and the comparison @f; with f; for the square

lattice (sq). The last digits given are rounded off.

n P1(n) $2(n) ¢3(n) Pa(n)
2 1
0 3 3
=0.666666666/=0.3333333333 0 0
1 19 7 1
1 2 51 51 51
=0.5 =0.3518518510 =0.1296296296| =0.01851851852
163 5257 2203 289
2 450 12150 12150 12150

=0.362222222p2-0.432674897{1 =0.1813168724| =0.02378600823

3 143357 17871899 7787951 1000733
472500 38272500 38272500 38272500
=0.3034010582-0.466964504p =0.2034868639 =0.02614757332
4 24381607 30227565716 13341669059 1703683097
86484375 63047109375 63047109375 63047109375

=0.281919213(~0.4794441175 =0.2116142864| =0.02702238237

5| 39739246273 | 51047283737304 | 2262630428567 2883432928358
144755850375 | 105527021484375 | 105527021484375 105527021481375

=0.2745259946-0.4837366110 =0.2144132751| =0.02732411934

~ 10957 6626035 2943139 124895

10164 13636368 13636368 1545156
=0.270783906[~0.4859090778 =0.2158301243| =0.02747689121

5q fi f2 /3 fa

58 | 3-BeB BB Bl1ei Bk

=0.294544918p-0.446990131{1 =0.2223849831| =0.03607996755

[5] Chang, S.-C. and Shrock, R.: Some exact results for spgrirees on lattices. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen.
39, 5653-5658 (2006)

[6] Chang, S.-C. and Wang W.: Spanning trees on lattices @iedral identities. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen.
39, 10263-10275 (2006)

[7] Chang, S.-C., Chen, L.-C. and Yang, W.-S.: Spanningstaethe Sierpinski gasket. J. Stat. Phys.
126, 649-667 (2007)

[8] Chung, F. and Yau, S.-T.: Coverings, heat kernels andrspg trees. J. CombiG, 163—183 (1999)

[9] Cori, R. and Yvan Le Borgne: The Sand-Pile Model and Tattdynomials. Adv. Appl. Math30,

30



[10]
[11]

[12]

[13]
[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]
[23]

44-52 (2003)

Daerden, F. and Vanderzande, C.: Sandpiles on a Sgipiasket. Physica 856, 533-546 (1998)
Dhar, D. and Dhar, A.: Distribution of sizes of erasedgs for loop-erased random walks. Phys. Rev.
E 55, R2093-R2096 (1997)

Dhar, D.: Branched polymers on the Given-Mandelbrotifa of fractals. Phys. Rev. £1, 031801
(2005)

Dhar, D.: Theoretical studies of self-organized catity. Physica A369, 29—70 (2006)

Domany, E., Alexander, S., Bensimon, D. and Kadanaf®..LSolutions to the Schrodinger equation
on some fractal lattices. Phys. Rev2B, 3110-3123 (1983)

Falconer, K.J.[Fractal Geometry: Mathematical Foundations and Applioa 2nd ed. Chichester:
Wiley, 2003

Felker, J.L. and Lyons, R.: High-precision entropyued for spanning trees in lattices. J. Phys. A:
Math. Gen.36, 8361-8365 (2003)

Fortuin, C.M. and Kasteleyn, P.W.: On the random clustedel. I. Introduction and relation to other
models. Physic&7, 536-564 (1972)

Gefen, Y., Mandelbrot, B.B. and Aharony, A.: Criticdignomena on fractal lattices. Phys. Rev. Lett.
45, 855-858 (1980)

Gefen, Y. and Aharony, A.: Solvable fractal family, aitglpossible relation to the backbone at perco-
lation. Phys. Rev. Letdd7, 1771-1774 (1981)

Gefen, Y., Aharony, A. and Mandelbrot, B.B.: Phase ¢iions on fractals: |. Quasi-linear lattices.
J. Phys. A: Math. Genl6, 1267-1278 (1983); Gefen, Y., Aharony, A., Shapir, Y. andchifebrot,
B.B.: Phase transitions on fractals: Il. Sierpinski gaskét Phys. A: Math. Geil7, 435-444 (1984);
Gefen, Y., Aharony, A. and Mandelbrot, B.B.: Phase transgion fractals: Ill. Infinitely ramified
lattices. J. Phys. A: Math. Gefh7, 1277-1289 (1984)

Guyer, R.A.: Diffusion on the Sierpinski gaskets: A dam walker on a fractally structured object.
Phys. Rev. A29, 2751-2755 (1984)

Harary, F.:Graph TheoryNew York: Addison-Wesley, 1969

Hattori, K., Hattori, T. and Kusuoka, S.: Self-avoidipaths on the pre-Sierpinski gasket. Probab.
Theory Relat. Field84, 1-26 (1990); Hattori, T. and Kusuoka, S.: The exponenttfemrhean square
displacement of self-avoiding random walk on the Siergigslsket, Probab. Theory Relat. Fiel3
273-284 (1992)

31



[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]
[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]
[41]

Hilfer, R. and Blumen, A.: Renormalisation on Sierging/pe fractals. J. Phys. A: Math. Geh?,
L537-L545 (1984)

Kirchhoff, G.: Uber die Aufldsung der Gleichungen, auf welche man bei deéetdnchung der lin-
earen Verteilung galvanischer Strome gefuhrt wird. APnys. Chem72, 497-508 (1847)

Kozak, J.J. and Balakrishnan, V.: Analytic expresdionthe mean time to absorption for a random
walker on the Sierpinski gasket. Phys. Re\6%: 021105 (2002)

Kozak, J.J. and Balakrishnan, V.: Exact formula for thean length of a random walk on the Sierpin-
ski gasket. Int. J. Bifur. Chads2, 2379-2385 (2002)

Lyons, R.: Asymptotic enumeration of spanning treesm®in. Probab. Comput4, 491-522 (2005)
Mandelbrot, B.B..The Fractal Geometry of Natur&an Francisco: Freeman, 1982

Manna, S.S., Dhar, D. and Majumdar, S.N.: Spanningstieewo dimensions. Phys. Rev. 46,
R4471-R4474 (1992)

McKay, B.: Spanning trees in regular graphs. Europ.am@in.4, 149-160 (1983)

Rammal, R. and Toulouse, G.: Spectrum of the Schriaatieguation on a self-similar structure. Phys.
Rev. Lett.49, 1194-1197 (1982)

Samuel, Gintroduction to difference equations : with illustrativeanples from economics, psychol-
ogy, and sociologyNew York: Wiley, 1958

Shrock, R. and Wu, F.-Y.: Spanning trees on graphs attidda ind dimensions. J. Phys. A: Math.
Gen.33, 3881-3902 (2000)

Temperley, H.N.V.: In: Welsh, D.J.A. and Woodall, D.eds.)Combinatorics: Proc. Combinatorial
MathematicsOxford: The Institute of Mathematics and its Applicatiph872, pp. 356—357
Temperley, H.N.V.: In: McDonough, T.P. and Mavron, V(€ds.)Combinatorics (London Math. Soc.
Lecture Note Series #1,3ambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1974, pp. 202-204

Tzeng, W.-J. and Wu, F.-Y.: Spanning trees on hyperciditices and nonorientable surfaces. Appl.
Math. Lett.13, 19-25 (2000)

Welsh, D.J.A.: Complexity: Knots, Colourings, and Counting (London Mddac. Lecture Notes
series 186)Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993

Wu, B.Y. and Chao, K.-M.:Spanning Trees and Optimization ProblerBeca Raton: Chapman &
Hall/CRC, 2004

Wu, F.-Y.: Number of spanning trees on a lattice. J. PAydMath. Gen.10, L113-L115 (1977)

Wu, F.-Y.: The Potts model. Rev. Mod. Ph¥gl 235-268 (1982)

32



	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Fj(n,o) with j {1,2}
	Fj(n+m+1,xn) with x {a,b,c} and n 0, m 0
	Fj(n+m,x) for general x"017E V(SG(n)) with n 0, m 0
	Summation and average of Fj(n,x) over all the vertices of SG(n)
	References

