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Abstract

We give an explicit formula of the generator of an abstract Szegedy
evolution operator in terms of the discriminant operator of the evo-
lution. We also characterize the asymptotic behavior of a quantum
walker through the spectral property of the discriminant operator by
using the discrete analog of the RAGE theorem.

1 Introduction

Quantum walks (QWs) are one of the interesting topics which have overlaps
to various kinds of study fields (see [3, 22] 24] and their references). While
there are several opinions of the priority of QW, primitive forms of discrete-
time QWs can been seen, for example, Feynman and Hibbs [8], Aharonov
et al [1], and Watrous [25]. Gudder [9], Meyer [I5], and Ambainis et al [2]
introduced the current notion of discrete-time QWs, independently. The
Szegedy walk, whose original form was introduced in [19], is one of well-
investigated discrete-time QWs on graphs. This includes Grover walk [10], 25]
and has been intensively studied from various perspectives (see, for example,
[111,12], 16, 20]). Recently, Higuchi et al [12] introduced an extended version of
the Szegedy walk, the twisted Szegedy walk, and proved a spectral mapping
theorem for the new walk on a finite graph. Using the theorem, they studied
the spectral and asymptotic properties of the Grover walks on crystal lattices.
In our previous paper [13], we studied an abstract evolution of the form

U= SQ2d;yda—1). (1.1)
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Here d 4 is a coisometry from a Hilbert space H to another Hilbert space K
and S is a unitary involution on H:

dad'y = I, S=5"=857",

where [ is the identity operator on K. Let T' = d,S5d%, called the discrim-
inant of U, and ¢(r) = (z + 271)/2. Then the following spectral mapping
theorem was proved:

o(U) = ¢ (o(T)) U {+1}" U {1},
0p(U) = ¢~ (op(T)) U {+1}" U {1},

where My = dimD+ and D+ = ker(da) Nker(S 4 1).

Let G = (V, D) be a symmetric directed graph, i.e., an arc e € D if and
only if the inverse arc € € D. The evolution U9 of the twisted Szegedy walk
on G is of the form U9 = 5(9)(2d;w)*dgﬂ) — 1), where d(Aw) :2(D) — 2(V)
is a boundary operator defined from a weight function w : D — C and S on
(*(D) a (twisted) shift operator defined from a 1-form 6 : D — R. Because
U becomes U™ with dy = dg“) and S = S the twisted Szegedy walk on
any symmetric directed graph is an example of the abstract Szegedy walks.
In particular, the result of [I2] was extended to infinite graphs other than
crystal lattices. The evolution of the Grover walk on G is given by U™ with
w(e) =1/4/deg(o(e)) and f(e) = 0 (e € D). In this case, the discriminant T
is unitarily equivalent to the transition operator Py of the symmetric random
walk on G. This allows us to determine the the spectrum of U™ from the
spectrum of Pg and the subspaces Di.

In this paper, we continue the study of the abstract evolution U defined
by (LI). In the case of a continuous-time QW, the time evolution is defined
as U(t) = €™ where H is the (negative) Hamiltonian (see [6] and [3] for
details). By the Wiener theorem [26] and the RAGE theorem [I8] [5l [7] (see
also [I7]), the asymptotic behavior of a quantum walker is deduced from
the spectral properties of H. Motivated by the continuous case, we give an
explicit formula of the generator H such that H is self-adjoint and U" = e,
For the evolution U defined by (IL]), we prove the following.

(1) The operators

1 A
dy = ——(dy — e M4, 9),
*= A 45)
1 .
d.=——""  (e7"Mq, —d,8
1) 4.~ 445)

can be extended to unitary operators from Ran(d%.d.) to ker(T?—1)*.
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(2) Let ¥ : [—1,1] — [0, 7] be the function defined by ¥(\) = arccos A.
Then, the generator H of U is expressed as

H=9d.Tdy) ® (2r —9(d"Td-)) @0 7
on ‘H = Ran(d’ ) @ Ran(d* ) @ ker(U — 1) @ ker(U + 1). Moreover,

ker(U F 1) = d' ker(T ¥ 1) @ Di.

Let H,(A) denote the direct sum of all eigenspaces of a self-adjoint op-
erator A and Hy(A) (§ = c, ac,sc) the subspaces of continuity, absolute con-
tinuity, and singular continuity, respectively. As a direct consequence of (1)
and (2), the spectral property of the generator H (or the evolution U) is
determined by the discriminant of 7" and the subspaces Dz :

(3) Let H := H,(T) Nker(T? —1)*. Then,

Hp(H) = dH] @& d"H! ® ker(U? — 1),
Hy(H) = d" Hy(T) ® d* Hy(T).

In what follows, we consider the long-time asymptotic behavior. We
begin with a general setting. The setting allows us to introduce the notion of
unitary equivalence among QWs and unify several concrete examples of QWs
such as the Gudder-type QW and the Ambainis-type QW defined in [11].
Recently, Ohno proved that any space-homogeneous QWs on the line [9] 15} 2]
are unitarily equivalent to abstract Szegedy walks. Given a unitary operator
U on a Hilbert space H and a direct sum decomposition H = @, ., Ha, we
can naturally introduce a directed graph G with vertices V' and a probability
distribution on V:

va(@) = [|[PU"o||* (z € V),

where P, is the orthogonal projection onto H, and ¥y € H is a normalized
vector. We interpret v, (z) as the finding probability of a quantum walker
on Gy and VY, as the initial state of the quantum walker. In this sense,
we say that U is an evolution of QW and write (U, {H,}sev) € Fqw. In
the case of the twisted Szegedy evolution U™ on G = (V, D), there is a
natural decomposition (2(D) = @,cyH, such that (U™ {H,}.ev) € Fow.
Assuming dimH, < oo (z € V'), we obtain the discrete analog of the RAGE
theorem (see [17]):

4) Wy € H(H) if and only if limy_, N-L%o(RY/N = 0 for all finite
y n=0 "n
set RC V.



(5) Wy € Hy(H) if and only if lim,, .« sup,, v, °(RS,) = 0 for any increasing
sequence {R,,},, of finite sets such that J,, R, = V.

In [12, Definition 6], the authors say that localization occurs if

limsup v, °(x) >0 with some 2 € V.
n—o0
Let P,(H) be the orthogonal projection onto H,(H). Assuming that W, €
Hoe(H)*, we observe form (5) the following assertion:

(6) Localization occurs if and only if W, overlaps with H,(H), i.e., P,(H)W
# 0.

For the abstract Szegedy walk, we know the following from (3) and (6).

(7) Localization occurs for some initial state W if and only if o,(T") # 0
or D+ # 0.

(8) If T has a complete set of eigenstates, localization occurs for any initial
state Wy.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section [2]is devoted
to the study of the abstract QW. In Section 2.1, we give the axiom of an
abstract QW and some concrete examples. In Section 2.2, we discuss the
relation between the generator of an abstract evolution and the long-time
asymptotic behavior of a quantum walker. In particular, we prove (4), (5)
and (6). Section [B] contains a brier review of the abstract Szegedy walk.
We summarize the results from [I3] without proofs. In Section M we state
the main results of this paper and prove (7) and (8). Section [ is devoted
to the derivation of the generator of the abstract evolution. In Subsection
Bl we present the rigorous definitions of the operators dy and prove (1).
In Subsection (2] we prove (2) and (3). In the appendix, we present the
proofs of the discrete analog of the RAGE theorem and a relation between
the initial state and localization.

2 Abstract quantum walks

In this section, we first propose QW defied by a unitary operator U, where
U is not assumed to be of the form U = S(2d%d4 — 1) but is assumed to act
on a Hilbert space written as a direct sum of Hilbert spaces {#,},cv. Then,
as shown in the following subsection, U naturally defines a directed graph
Gy = (V, D) and the probability of finding a quantum walker thereon. In
addition, we see that the dynamics of a quantum walker is governed by the
generator of the evolution U.



2.1 Axiom of abstract quantum walks

Let V' be a countable set, {#H,},cy a family of separable Hilbert spaces
(possibly dim#, = oo) and U a unitary on H = @, ., H,. We say that
(U, {Hy}vev) is an evolution of QW and write (U, {H, }vev) € Fqw. If there
is no danger of confusion, we simply say that U is an evolution of QW and
write U € Zqw. We use P, to denote the projection from H onto H, and
define operators Uy, : H, — H, (u,v € V') by

Uw = P,UP,.

First, we introduce a graph associated with U € Fqw. We use o(e) and
t(e) to denote the origin and terminal, respectively, of a directed edge e of a
graph.

Definition 2.1. The graph Gy = (Vy, Dy) associated with an evolution
(U,{Hy}vev) € Fqw is a directed graph defined as follows:

(1) The set Vi of vertices of Gy is given by Vi = V.
(2) If Uy, # 0, there exists an arc e € Dy from v to u.

Hereafter, we simply write Gy = (V, D) when no confusion can arise. It
is possible that depending on the choice of the separation {H,},cv, there is
no inverse arc of an arc e € D, because it is not necessary that U,, # 0 even
if Uy, # 0.

Example 2.1. Let us consider the Hilbert space H = C3. Let {4, d, d5} be
the standard basis of H and

1/vV2 1/vV/2 0
0 0 1

~1/v/2 1/V/2 0

U =

a unitary matrix on H.

(i) Let V = {a,b}. We consider the separation {H,, H,} of H, where H, =
Span{d;} and H, = Span{ds, d3}. By this separation, U is decomposed

" 1/v2 |[1/V2 0
U= 0 0 1
—1/vV21/vV2 0

Hence, Gy has an arc from a to b and its inverse arc. GGy has loops at
a and b.




(ii) Let V = {a,b,c} and consider the separation {H,},cv, where H, =
Span{d, }, Hp = Span{d2}, and H. = Span{ds}. U is decomposed as

1/vV2 [1/v2]0
U= 0 0 |1
—1/vV2[1/V/2]0

We observe that Uy, = U., = 0, whereas U,, # 0 and U,. # 0. Hence,
Gy has no inverse arcs of an arc from b to ¢ and an arc from ¢ to a.
Gy has an arc from b to c, its inverse arc, and a loop only at a.

In the following, we introduce an abstract QW on Gy .
Axiom. QW with an evolution (U, {H,}vev) € Zqw is defined as follows:

(1) The state of a quantum walker at time n € N with the initial state
Uy € H (||[Wo]| =1) is given by ¥,, = U™V,

(2) The probability v,(z) of finding the quantum walker at vertex z € V
at time n € N is given by v, (z) = || P, V,|*.

Example 2.2. The evolution of a typical QW on Z is of the form

U= (e+1)(z|@Q+|z—1)(z|@P),

TEZL

which converges in the strong operator topology. Here, P, Q) € M5(C) and the
Hilbert space of states is given by H = (*(Z) @ C%. Noting that H = ®pezH.,
with H, = Ran(|z)(z| ® I2) ~ C?, we see that

) {zl@ P, y=z-1,
0, otherwise.

We observe from Proposition 2.1 below that U is unitary if and only if P and
Q satisfy

PP +QQ* =P P+Q'Q=1, PQ =QP=0. (2.2)

: a b 00
For example, if P = (0 0) Q = d
Q) satisty (Z2)). Hence, (U, {H,}rez) € Fqw and the graph Gy associated
with U is the symmetric directed graph of Z. Because P, = |z)(z| ® Ic2, we
know that the probability of finding a quantum walker at vertex = € Z at
time n € N with an initial state ¥ € H is v,(2) = ||V, (2)||%.. For a deeper
discussion of this QW, we refer the reader to [2] 3.

and P + @) is unitary, P and

6



Proposition 2.1. Let W be a bounded operator on H = @, H, and
Wy = PWP, (u,v € V). The following are equivalent:

(i) W is unitary.

(1) D ey WueW*)ao = 2 ey (W*)uaWay = 0yo P, for all u,v € V.
Proof. The operator equality I =" _,, P, and the equalities

(WW )y = Y Wae(W*)py and (W W)y = (W)W

vev veV
all hold in the strong convergence sense. Hence, (ii) is equivalent to WIWV* =
W*W = I3, which proves the proposition. O
Definition 2.2. (Uy, {HV} ery) € Fqw and Uy, D Yoery) € Fqw are
unitarily equivalent, written (Uy, {55} boery) = (Uz, H2 Yoers ), if there exist
a unitary % : @vlevl Hy, — @UQGVQ ‘H,, and a bijection ¢ : V} — V5 such
that My = H), ) and U % ' =

Let (U, {HW}o,ev,) € JQW and (U, {12 }osers) € Fqw be unitarily
equivalent. The state U7'W ) € Hi = D,e, HY of a quantum walker at
time n € N is identified Wlth UQ\IIOQ) = %(U{“Ifél)) € Hy = P 28

veEVy
where \Ilgz) = ?/\Il(()l). Since % H') = H((;() ), we have Pyg,) = U P, U

Hence, the probability Vﬁl)( 1) == HP;,;I\II H2 of finding a quantum walker at
vertex z; € V7 and at time n € N is equal to Vr(?)((b(xl)) = HP¢($1)\I!$L2)H2.
We also know that the bijection ¢ : V; — V5 is an isomorphism between the
associated graphs Gy, and Gy,.

Proposition 2.2. Let Wy and W3 be unitary operators on H = @,evH,
and set U = W W5 and U = WyW;. Then,

(U7 {Hv}) = (Ua {W2Hv}) = (U7 {Wl*,Hv})

Proof. Let % = W5 and ¢ be an identity map on V. Then, ZH, = WoH,,
and ZUU " = Wo(WyWo)W, ! = U. Hence, (U, {H,}) =~ (U, {WaH,}).
Similarly, we know that (U, {WoH,}) ~ (U, {W;H,}) if we take % = W7.

]
Example 2.3 (Gudder and Ambainis type QWs). Here, we follow the no-
tation of [I1]. Let S; be a shift operator and C' = ®jcv(g)H; a coin flip
operator, where 7 is a partition on the line digraph of a graph G and {H,}
is a sequence of unitary operators on H;. Note that CH; = H;. We observe,
from Proposition 2] that the Gudder type evolution U@ = CS, and the
Ambainis type evolution U = S, .C are unitarily equivalent and

(U {H;}) = (U, {H;}).



2.2 Generators

It is well known that for a unitary operator U, there exists a unique self-
adjoint operator H such that

Ey([0,27)) =1 and U =¢*, (2.3)

where Fp is the spectral measure of H. The state of a quantum walker at
time n € N is represented as ¥,, = ¢™# ¥, (n € N). In this sense, we define
the generator of a unitary operator as follows:

Definition 2.3. A self-adjoint operator H is the generator of a unitary
operator U, if (2.3 holds.

Let H be the generator of an evolution (U, {H,}vev) € Fqw. Then, the
probability v, (x) of finding a quantum walker at vertex z € V" at time n € N
is given by

a() = |[Pac™ 0 2.

We denote by v, (R) the probability of finding a quantum walker in R C V:

Va(R) = vy(x).

zER

We denote v, (z) (resp., v,(R)) by v¥o(z) (resp., v °(R)) to emphasize the
dependence on the initial state. The time average 7x° of v, and its infinite
time limit 720, if it exists, are given by

N-—1
1
PY(R) =+ SO vN(R) and p2(R) = lim 7% (R).

I
o

Proposition 2.3. Let H be the generator of an evolution (U, {H,},ev) €
Fqw, and assume that dimH, < co (v € V).

(i) Uy € H(H) if and only if 7Y°(R) = 0 for all finite sets R C V.

(ii) Wy € Hp(H) if and only if lim,, ., sup,, vy °(RS,) = 0 for any increasing
sequence { R, },, of finite sets such that | J,, R,, = V.

This proposition is the discrete analog of the RAGE theorem. The proof is
standard, but we include it in the appendix for completeness.
In [12, Definition 6], the authors say that localization occurs if

limsup vy°(z) >0 with some z € V. (2.4)

n—o0



As will be proved in the appendix, [Z4) holds if lim,, .. sup,, v¥°(R¢,) = 0 for
some increasing sequence {R,,} such that J,, R, = V. Hence, localization
occurs if Uy € H,(H).

Let P;(H) be the orthogonal projection onto Hy(H) for § = p, ac.

Proposition 2.4. Let H and (U, {H,}vev) € Fqw be as in Proposition 23]
Suppose that ¥y € He.(H)*. Then, the following are equivalent:

(a) Localization occurs.
(b) Wq overlaps with H,(H), i.e., P,(H)Vy # 0.

Proof. By assumption, we can write ¥y = ¥, + U, with ¥, = P;(H)¥,
(4 = p,ac). Because, by assumption, P, is compact, P,U"WV,. converges
strongly to zero as n — oo. Hence,

10 (2) 2 = 1/ (2) 2] < (|PoU™ ]| = 0 (n = 00).

Assuming (a), we get ¢y := limsup,,_,. v>°(x) > 0 with some x € V. Because
Un® () > v¥o(z) — € /2 for sufficiently large n,

1] > 1) (2) = €0/2.
Taking the limit superior on both sides, we have (b). Conversely, we assume

(b). Then, ¥, # 0. By the above argument, ¢; := limsup,,_, V;fp(x) > 0
with some x € V. Because vY°(z) > vn®(z) — € /2 for sufficiently large n,

lim sup v °(z) > €,/2 > 0.

n—oo

This proves (a). O

3 Abstract Szegedy walk

In this section, we treat a specific class of abstract QWs, an extension of
the Szegedy walks. Let us recall some notations and facts from [I3]. Let H
and IC be complex Hilbert spaces. We assume that there exists a coisometry
operator dy : H — K, i.e., dy is bounded and satisfies

dad'y = I, (3.1)
where [ is the identity operator on K. By (B, da is a partial isometry

and surjection, its adjoint d% : K — H is an isometry, and I 4 := d%d4 is the
projection onto A := Ran(dda) = d’K. We call the self-adjoint operator
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C :=2d%ds—1 on H a coin operator, because we observe that C'is a unitary
involution and decomposed into

C:]A@(—]AL) onH=A0 A"

This also proves that A = ker(C' — 1) and A+ = ker(C + 1).

Let S be a unitary involution on H. We decompose S into S = I[s®(—1g1)
on H =8®St, where S = ker(S—1) and St = ker(S+1). Then dg := daS
is also a coisometry. Throughout this subsection, we fix d4 and S, and call
them a boundary operator and a shift operator, respectively. In analogy with
the twisted Szegedy walk (see Example Bl below), we define an abstract
evolution U and its discriminant T as follows:

Definition 3.1. Let d4, dg, C, and S be as above.

(1) The evolution associated with the boundary operator d4 and the shift
operator S is defined by U = SC.

(2) The discriminant of U is defined by T' = dad};.

We note that S, C', and U are unitary on H. By definition, the discrimi-
nant 7" is a bounded self-adjoint operator on K with ||7|| < 1. Let

D =A'NSt, Df=A'NS. (3.2)
Theorem 3.1 ([13]). Let My = dimD+.
(1) o(U) = {e* [ cos¢ € o(T),£ € 0,2m)} U {+1}"+ U {1},
(2) 0p(U) = {e* | cos€ € 0p(T),€ € [0,2m)} U {+1}M+ U {1}~

where we use {£1}M# to denote the multiplicity of 1 and set {£1}M* =)
if M. = 0.

Example 3.1 (Twisted Szegedy walk [12]). Let G = (V, E) be a (possibly
infinite) graph with the sets V' of vertices and E of unoriented edges (possibly
including multiple edges and loops). We consider that each edge e € F with
end vertices V(e) = {u,v} has two orientations such that the origin of e is
u or v, and we denote the set of such oriented edges by D. For each edge
e € D, we use o(e) (resp. t(e)) to denote the origin (resp. terminal) of e € D.
The inverse edge of e € D is denoted by €, with the result that o(e) = t(e)
and t(e) = o(e). Note that e € D if and only if € € D. Let H = (*(D) and
K = 2(V). We define a boundary operator dfff) :H — K as follows. We call
w: D — C\ {0} a weight if it satisfies w(e) # 0 and

Z lw(e)|> =1 forallve V. (3.3)

e:o(e)=v
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For a weight w and all ¢ € H, dff)z/} € K is given by

@Yy = Y wlewle), veV

The adjoint dff)* : K — H of dg“) is a coboundary operator and satisfies
(@3 1)(e) = w(e)f(o(e), e€D

for all f € K. We observe that d'\") is a coisometry, i.e., dd\""* = I,
because, from (B.3),

Y )= Y @ Hlewle) = Y |we)Pflole)) = f(v).

e:o(e)=v e:o(e)=v

The coin operator is defined by C®) = 2dffl”)*d(ju) —1, and the (twisted) shift
operator by (S@Wy)(e) = e~y)(e) (e € D), where § : D — R is a 1-form
and satisfies 0(€) = —0(e) (e € D). It is easy to check that S is a unitary
involution. The evolution of the twisted Szegedy walk associated with the
weight w and the 1-form @ is defined by U™? = S@C®)  The operators
d(Aw), C™) and S are examples of the abstract coisometry dy4, coin operator
C, and shift operator S, respectively. The discriminant of U is defined
by T8 = d;w)d(g”’e)*, where d(gu’e) = d(Aw)S((’). We now show that U9 is
an evolution of QW. To this end, we set

H, = Span{d. | e € D,o(e) = v}, (3.4)

where SpanA is the closure of the linear span of a set A and §, € (*(D) is
given by d.(e) = 1 and d.(f) = 0 (e # f). Then, we can decompose H into
H =ED,cy Ho. Thus, we know that (U™ {H,},ev) € Zqw. Observe that
the orthogonal projection onto H, is given by

Po= ) le)el,
e€D:o(e)=v

where |e)(e| = (Je, ). is the orthogonal projection onto the one dimensional
subspace {ad, | a € C}. The probability v, : V' — [0, 1] of finding a quantum
walker at time n is

Vn () = Z (8, Un)|? = Z W, (e) .

e€D:o(e)=x e€D:o(e)=x

11



Let Gy be the associated graph of U. We observe that

qu: Z Z 2_5 )206)| ><|

e:o(e)=u,t(e)=v f:o(f)=v

is non-zero if and only if there exists e € D such that o(e) = u and t(e) = v.
Hence, Gy is identified with a subgraph of G. If G has no multiple edges,
GU ~ (.

Remark 3.1. Recently, Ohno proved that any space-homogeneous QW on Z
such as the model in Example[2.2 is equivalent to an abstract QW associated
with some boundary operator and shift operator. Even for an inhomogeneous
case such as [14, 23], we can show that the evolution is associated with some
boundary operator and shift operator.

Remark 3.2. We should remark that for a time-dependent abstract Szegedy
walk Uy — Uy — - - - — U, the spectrum of U, U,,_1 - - - Uy cannot be described
by the discriminant operators T, T,_1---T\ in general, since our analysis
proposed here essentially works well when the time evolution is decomposed
into two involution operators U = EsEy [13]. Applying our abstract QW to
the time-dependent QW effectively is an open problem.

In what follows, we introduce closed subspaces of H that play an impor-
tant role in this paper:

D=A+B, Dy=ANB, D, =DynD.

Here, we denote by A and B the subspaces Ran(d%d4) and Ran(djdp),
respectively. Clearly,
H=DoD"
=D, ®Dyd D"
We state the basic properties of these subspaces without proof. For the

proof, one can consult [I3], where we used the notations £, £;, and Ly with

D=L,Dy=Ly,and Dy = L.

Proposition 3.1. Let U be as above and 7" = d4d}; the discriminant of U.
U leaves D, Di, Dy, and D+ invariant. Moreover, the following hold:

(i) Dy = d ker(T? — 1) = dy ker(T? — 1);

(ii) Dy = d ker(T? — 1)+ + djy ker (T2 — 1)+
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(iii) D+ = ker(da) Nker(dp).
By Proposition B.I] U is decomposed as
U=Up, ®Up, ®Up.. (3.5)
Since ker(7? — 1) = ker(T — 1) @ ker(T + 1), we know that
Dy = Df ® Dy,
where Df = d* ker(T ¥ 1). We also have
D' =Dl @D,

where Dy := D+ Nker(SF1). By Proposition Bl (iii), we have (82). The
following is essentially proved in [13].

Proposition 3.2. Let M. = dimD.
(1) ker(U 1) = DF @ D+ and ker(U? — 1)+ = Dy;

(2) UDO = DSL b (—LDO—) and U'DL = IDi e, (—]fo).

4 Main results

Let U = S(2d%d4 — 1) be an evolution associated with a boundary operator
ds : H — K and a shift operator S on H. As will be seen in Section [, the
operators

1 | 1 |
dy = ————(da — e " Ddp), d_ = ———(e"Dd, — dp),
"= A 7) oA 4= ds)

can be extended to bounded operators, where T is the discriminant of U and
v [—1,1] — [0, 7] is given by ¥(\) = arccos A.

Theorem 4.1. Let U, d+ and T be as above. Then, H is decomposed as
H = Ran(d’dy) ® Ran(d"d_) ® ker(U — 1) @ ker(U + 1) (4.1)
and the generator H of U is given by
H=9d\Tdy)® (2r —9(d*Td_)) ®0dm, (4.2)
where

ker(U F 1) = d* ker(T ¥ 1) @ Di.
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By this theorem, U is expressed by
U = P@Tds) g o=i0d2Td-) g 1 @y (1) (4.3)

under the decomposition of ([@1]). We consider the iteration of U, g LA Py LA

(% Y ... From ([#3), we obtain the following temporal and spatial discrete
analog of the wave equation.

Corollary 4.2. Let ¢y € Ran(d’.dy) and f, = d;,. Then,

% (fn-i—l + fn—l) - Tfn

Moreover, we obtain the following corollary, which is important for dis-
criminating the localization of QW under the time evolution U.

Corollary 4.3. Let U, di, T and H be as in Theorem .1l Then,
Ho(H) = di?—lg @ d*_?-lg © ker(U? — 1),
Hy(H) = d\ Hy(T) @ d" He(T), 1§ =c,ac,sc
where HI := H,(T) Nker(T? — 1)*.

Combining Corollary with Proposition 4] we have the following cri-
terion for localization.

Corollary 4.4. Let U = S(2d%da—1) and H be as in Theorem L1l Assume
that there exists a family {H,, },ev of Hilbert spaces such that (U, {H, },ev) €
Fqw and dimH,, < oo (v € V). Then,

(1) Localization occurs for some initial state W, if and only if o,(T") # 0
or D+ # ().

(2) If T has a complete set of eigenstates, localization occurs for any initial
state Wy.

Proof. In the case of (1), we know from Corollary that o,(H) # 0. By
Proposition 2.4} we need only take the initial state ¥y € H.(H)* overlapping
with H,(H). In the case of (2), 0s.(H) = () and any initial state U, overlaps
with H,(H). O

5 Generator of an evolution

In this section, we prove Theorem 1] and Corollary We begin with the
precise definition of notations.

14



5.1 Definition and properties of d.
Let ¥ : [—1,1] — [0, 7] be a function defined by
Y(A\) = arccos A, A€ [-1,1].
Because o(T') C [—1,1],
cosHT) =T, sind(T)=+1-T12 0 =744/1-T2

Note that ker(7? — 1) = ker v/1 — T2 and ker(T? — 1)+ = Rany/1 — T2. We
first define operators dl, : Ran(T%—1) — D, as follows: for f € Ran(T%—1),

1 1

dif = (d — dige” D) ——iex f,  d' f = (&% D — dfy)—— .
= = ) = e )
Because \/2(11772)]‘1 € Rany/1—T? for all f € Ran(l — T?), we know that
di.f € Dy.

Lemma 5.1. d\. are isometries from Ran(T?2 — 1) to Dy.
Proof. Because by direct calculation,

(da — e Ddp)(dy — dige ™) = (2 = 2T cos ¥(T)) = 2(1 — T?)
it follows that for all f € Ran(T? — 1),

2| A S _ (D) T R T
= [l f1I*

This implies that d. is an isometry on Ran(7%—1). Noting that (e~ d, —
dp)(d5e? M=) = (1 — T?), we also know that d' is an isometry on
Ran(7? —1). O

From Lemmal[5.1], dl have unique extensions, whose domains are Ran(7? — 1)
= ker(7? — 1)-. We denote the extension by the same symbol, i.e., dl, :
ker(T? — 1)+ — D; is given by

dif = lim dLf,, fé&ker(T?—1)%
n—oo

where {f,} C Ran(7T? — 1) is an arbitrary sequence satisfying lim,, f, = f.
Thus, we have the following:

15



Proposition 5.1. d!, are isometries from ker(T? — 1)+ to D;.
We use Di to denote the range of dl:
Df = dl, ker(T? — 1)*.
Lemma 5.2. Di are closed subspaces of D; and
D, =D} & Dy.

Proof. Because d, is an isometry, it is clear that D is a closed subspace of
D. We first show that D are orthogonal to each other. Let 15 € Di and
write it as s = lim,_, di f¥ (fF € Ran(T? — 1)). It follows that

(i) = lim (dl £ dlf7)

1 , , 1
= lim { ————— ", (d4 — e Ddp) (&P D) — &%) ———
n—>oo< 2(1_T2)fn ( A B)( A B) 2(1_T2)fn
=0,
where in the last equality, we have used the fact that
(dg — e D dp) (dye™ T — d) = 2cos)(T) — 2T = 0. (5.1)

It remains to be shown that D; = D @ Dy . It suffices to show that
d ker(T? — 1)t + diker(T? — 1) € Df @ D;y. To this end, take a ¢ €
d ker(T? — 1)+ + dgker(T? — 1). From [I3], there exist unique vectors
f, g € ker(T? — 1)+ such that

¥ =dyf+dpg.

We now take vectors f,, ¢, € Rany/1—T? satisfying f = lim,,_, f, and
g = lim,, . g, and set
1, 1 .
F,=——(e ﬁ(T)fn + ), Gpn=—(fn+e ﬁ(T)gn).

V2i V2i
Then, F,, G, € Rany/1 — T2 and

1 : 1
fn _ 7(};1" + em(T)Gn>7 Gn = —

L ("DF, 1 G,
21 =17 S )

By direct calculation,

dLFy 4+ d G = dy fo + diggn.
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Since the limits F := lim, o F,, and G := lim,_,, G, exist and F, G €
ker(72 — 1)+,

v = lim (d}fu + dpga) = lim (d F, +d G,)
= dLF +d G eDf D5
This completes the proof. O
Let d=; be the adjoint of d\, : ker(T? — 1)+ — D;. Then,
deg = (db), di,=d..
Proposition 5.2. On the entire Dy,

1 | |
Aot = (dy— e Ddp), dy = ——m (D, — dy).
Vo DR p) dr = i 4= d2)

Moreover,
(1) diadiy = Ixerro-1yr, dindi; =0.
(ii) ﬁDit i= d} 1d+, is the projection from D; onto Df.
To prove this proposition, we use the following lemma:

Lemma 5.3. (i) (da — e @dp)(deD) — dy) = 0.

(11> (e—iﬂ(T)dA o dB)(d* * u9(T ) _
(iii) (dg — e M dp)(d¥ — dge™ ™)) = 2(1 — T?).
(iv) (™M dy — dp)(d4e™ ™) — dy) = 2(1 —T?).

Proof. (i) is proved in (&.1]). (ii) is obtained from (i) by taking the adjoint.
(iii) is also obtained from the adjoint of (iv). (iv) is proved by direct calcu-
lation:

(e7 "D dy — dp)(dye™ ) — dpy) =2 — 2T cosV(T) = 2(1 — T?).

17



Proof of Propositon[52. For all F € ker(T? — 1)+, there exists a sequence
{F,} € Rany/1 — T? such that F' = lim,,_,, F},. From (iii) and (iv) of Lemma
B3

(dy — e Ddp)d' F = lim \/2(1 — T?)F,

n— o0

= /2(1 = T?)F € RanV1 — 17, (5.2)
("M dy —dg)d F = lim \/2(1 — T?)F,

n— o0

=+/2(1 =T?)F € Ranv1 — T2 (5.3)

In addition, from (i) and (ii) of Lemma [5.3]

(da— e P Ddg)d F =0, (5.4)

(e Ddy —dp)d, F = 0. (5.5)
By (£2), (53)), (5.4) and (5.5), we know that the operators o, := \/ﬁ(d/;—
e="Mdp) and o = ———(e="")d, — dp) can be defined on the entire

\/2(1-12)
D,. To prove that di; = o4, it suffices to show that the adjoint of oL are
dl.. For all ¢ € Dy and f € ker(T? — 1),

(f,049) = lim <mfm (da — eim(T)dB)i/f>

=7gg;<0ﬁy—d2é”””> ! )ﬁu¢>==<dlfﬂw,

2(1 — T2

where {f,} C Ran(T? — 1) is a sequence such that f = lim, ,s f,. This
means that di is the adjoint of o,. Hence, d; ; = o4. The same proof works
for d_; = o_. The former statement of the proposition is proved.

(i) is proved from Lemma B3 We prove (ii). To this end, we take
Y1 € DY and write it as ¢y = dF (F € ker(T? —1)*). Combining (i) with
di, = dl yields the result that

Mpetps = (d dun)(dLF) = diF = 1.

Hence, RanHDf = Di. It remains to be proved that ﬁpf is a projec-
tion. It is clear, by definition, that ﬁpf is self-adjoint. By (i), ﬁ%i =
1

di (deady)dy = llps, and we obtain the desired result. O

In what follows, we extend the domain D; of dy ; to the entire space H.
We will denote the extension of dy ; by dy.
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Lemma 5.4. On Dy @ D+,
(i) da — e PDdp = 0;
(ii) e ®Mdy —dp = 0.

Proof. Because by (iii) of Proposition B, (i) and (ii) hold on D+, we need
to only establish them on Dy. Let ¢y € Dy and write it as ¥y = d’ fo
(fo € ker(T? —1)). Then,

(da — e "M dp)hy = (1 — e DT f
= V1 -T2 D f = 0.

Similarly,

(e M d, — dg)hy = —ivV1 — T%fy = 0.

]
By Lemma [5.4] operators d4. : H — K can be defined by
d, = ;(dA —e " Mqp), d_= ;( Mg, —dp)
2(1 —1T2) ’ 2(1 —T2)
and
d:l: = di,lﬂpf, di = d*j:,lerr(TQ—l)la (56)

where lei and Ilye.(r2_1)1 are the projections onto DF and ker(T? — 1)*,
respectively. From (B.6) and Proposition [5.2] we have the following:

Proposition 5.3. Let d. be defined as above.
(i) ker(dy) = Df ® Dy ® D+ and Ran(d) = ker(T? — 1)*;
(ii) Df = diker(T? — 1)*;

(iil) ded’ = err(T2 L, dedy = 0;

(iv) didy =
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5.2 Generator of U
By Proposition B.2] the evolution U = S(2d%d4 — 1) associated with d4 and
S is decomposed as

U =Up, @ Lex(-1) D (—Ixer(v+1)): (5.7)

where D; = ker(U? — 1)* and ker(U ¥ 1) = DF @ D+. We first prove the
following representation of Up,:

Theorem 5.1. Let U be as above. U leaves Di invariant, and Up, is de-
composed as

U’D1 — eiﬂ(dde+) D €7iﬁ(dtTd_) on le — Dfr @ D;

Proof. Let ¢ € D;. Because by Proposition[5.3] d.1) € ker(T?—1)*, we know
that there exists a sequence {F¥} C Ran(7T? — 1) such that dy1 = lim,, FF.
Hence,

U(Ilpst)) = limUd; Fyf
1
2(1—17)

+

n

= lim U(d*, — de”™)

. 1 .
= lim (& + d(e "™ - 27)) —— "D
m (d’y + d ) T

where we have used the facts that Ud’ = d and Ud}; = 2d3T —d?,. Because
e~ W) — 9T = —¢(T) it follows that

U(Mp:¢) =limd} " VS = d e Dd,y € DF, (5.8)

which proves that U leaves D; invariant. Similarly, using ¢”") — 27 =
—e~ () yields the result that

U(llp-v) = limUd_ * F
1

= lim U(d%e” ™) — d))——ou-_—_F"
" ( A B) 2(1 — T2) n
: : : 1 ,
= lim (%™ + d% (™ — 27) ™) —id(T) o+
" (& 5 ) ) 2(1-1T7?) n
=d e Md_y e Dy (5.9)
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Hence, the former half of the theorem follows. By (B.8)) and (5.9), it follows
that for all ¢ € Dy,

Uh = U<HD1”/1) + U<HD;1/1)
=d " Nd, o+ d* e D 4.
Because by Proposition 53] ds : Df — ker(T? — 1)+ is unitary,
&), = FiddiTds)
which completes the proof. O
Proof of Theorem[{.1l Let H be defined by (4.2).
el — W(dLTdL) gy i2m—0(dTd) gy o0 gy gim
= (AT @ o=i0(d2Td-) gy | gy (1)
on H =Df ® Dy ®ker(U —1) @ ker(U + 1). By (E7), ¢ = U. Because
Ey([0,27)) = I, we obtain the desired result. O
Proof of Corollary[f-3 Because ¢ € Ran(d*dy) = Dy,

fo = AUy = €D 1,

Hence,
(D) 4 o—id(T)

5 e d py = Tf,.

S+ fa) =
0

Proof of Corollary[{.3 Let Ty = TTlyer2—_1y1. Because H has of the form
#2), it follows that

op(H) = {0+ (V) | A € 0p(T1)} U{I-(A) | A € 0 (T1)} U {0, .

Here, we set ¥, = ¥ and ¥ = 2r — 9. It is clear that ker(H) = ker(U — 1)
and ker(H — 7) = ker(U + 1). Because d+ : Df — ker(T? — 1)* are unitary,

ker(H — 91 (N)) = dker(T — \).

Ho(H)= | P dikee(T-N|@ | @ d ker(T—N)| @ker(U* - 1)
Xeop(T1) Xeop(Th)
= d"Hy(Th) & d* Hyp(Th) & ker(U? — 1).
Because #,(T1) = M, we obtain the former statement of the corollary. The

latter follows from H,(T)t = He(T) = Hae(T) ® Heo(T) and the unitarity of
dy. O
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6 Conclusion

In this paper, we gave the explicit formula of the generator H of the abstract
Szegedy evolution operator U = S(2d%ds — 1) in terms of the discriminant
operator T' = d,Sd%. Using this formula, we characterized the spectral
properties of H. By the discrete analog of the RAGE theorem, we also
characterized the asymptotic properties of a quantum walker in terms of the
generator H. In the case of the abstract Szegedy walk, we obtained the
criteria for localization in terms of 7' and the subspace Dt. In particular,
for the Grover walk on a symmetric graph G, this implies that localization
occurs for some initial state Uy only when the transition operator Pg has an
eigenvalue or Di # (). In our future work, we will apply the theory developed
in this paper to an inhomogeneous QW on Z such as [14] 23].

We also gave the axiom of the abstract discrete-time QWs, which includes
many QWs. Given a unitary operator U on a Hilbert space H and a decom-
position H = @, ., Ho, we can naturally define a directed graph Gy with
vertices V' and the finding probability of a quantum walker moving on Gy .
In forthcoming papers, we will treat the following problems:

(1) What kind of unitary operator U has a boundary operator d4 and a
shift operator S such that U = S(2d%ds —1)?

(2) What is the graph Gy?
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A Appendix

A.1 Proof of Proposition

We present a proof of Proposition 2.3l Let H be the generator of an evolution
(U,{Hy}vev) € Fqw. Throughout this subsection, we assume that dim#H,, <
oo (v € V). Let H;y be the set of vectors Wy € H satisfying

| N2
. N -
lim N nEO v,°(R)=0

N—o0
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for any finite subset R of V', and H, the set of vectors ¥ € H satisfying

lim sup v °(RS) =0

m—0o0 n
for any sequence {R,,} of finite subsets of V such that R,, C R,,4+1 and
V = UpRy,. Because va"o % (R) < 2 (|a*vi*(R) + |BPv2°(R)), we know

n

that H; and H, are subspaces of H. Let Pr =) _p P, (R C V). Then,

vy°(R) = HPRemH\IIOHZ :

Lemma A.1. H; L Hs.
Proof. Let Wy € H, and &y € Hs. Then, for all R C V,

1 N—-1
[(Wo, Po)| = N Z [(Wn, D)
n=0
1 N—-1 1 N—-1
< — NP, Prd) + — S [(Pre®,, Pre®,
_N;KR R >|+N;|<R re @)

1 N—-1 1 N-1
< || o] (N > HPR‘I’nH> + ([ ol <N > ”PRCq)nH> :
n=0 n=0

We first estimate the first term. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

L N L N 1/2
~ > IPrY,|| < (N > ||PR\11n||2> — Yo (R)2,
n=0 n=0

The second term is estimated as follows:

N-1
S Pae®nll < sup || Pred, || = sup v (R)V2,
n—0 n>0 n>0

1
N
Combining these inequalities yields the result that

(0, o) < [ Boll7°(R)"2 + 0ol supw(RY2 (A1)

Let € > 0 and {R,,}m>1 be a family of finite subsets of V' such that R,, C
Ry and V' = U, >1 R,,. Because ®y € H,, there exists an my € N such
that 20 (RS ) < €2/||[¥ol|? (m > myg). Because ¥y € H,, it follows from (AT
that

lim |<\I]07 (I)0>‘ S €,

N—oo

which completes the proof. O
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Lemma A.2. (i) H(H) C Hi;
(i) Hp(H) C Ho.
Proof. Let Wg € H.(H). For any finite set R,

dimH

INC(R) = > On(day), (A.2)

zeR j=1

where {¢, ;} is a complete orthonormal system of H, and vy (¢) := + SV
[{(¢, e W) 2. Because, by assumption, the sum in ([A2) runs over a finite
set it sufﬁces to show that limy o, vx(¢) = 0. Let w(x) = ™ and gy(w) =
¥ Zn o w". Then, gy(w) = 1\}(_1{:;) if w# 1 and gy(1) = 1. By the Fubini
theorem,

= /O W/O ﬂgN(w()\ — w)d(P.(H)¢, Eyg(\)Uo)d(Wy, By (1) Po(H) ),

where P.(H) is the projection onto H.(H). By the polarization identity,
there exists {t;},;—1234 C Hc(H) such that

7v(6) < const. Jon o~ DI () B )
S o 'f

Because F}; := ”EH<)1/JJH2 is continuous,

///\ulx\ —u} (NdEL(p) < /OQFdFk(#) /;:LedFj()\)
= /027r dF () (Fj (e + €) = Fj(p =€) = 0,

as € — 0. Because sup,_;[gn(w)] < 1 and limy o gy(w(A — p)) = 0
(A # p), we obtain limy 0 7y (¢) = 0 by the dominated convergence theorem.
This completes the proof of (i).

Let Wo € H,(H). For any € > 0, there exist eigenvectors {¢;}}7, (M € N)
of H such that ||¥g— Zj]‘i1<¢j, Uo)p;|| <e. Let {R,,} be asequence of finite
subsets of V' such that R, C R,,+1 and U,,R,, = V. It follows that

M
v (R)' 2 <) s Wo)ll| Prs, &5l + .

J=1

which proves lim,, ., sup,, Y°(RS,) = 0. Hence we have (ii). O
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Proof of Proposition[Z.3. Combining Lemmas [A.1] and [A.2] yields the result
that

Ho CHY CHy(H) CHay HiCHy CH(H) C Hy,

which proves the proposition. O

A.2 Proof of Equation (2.4)

In this subsection, we prove the following;:

Lemma A.3. Let (U, {H,}vev) € Fow and ¥, € H satisty

lim sup v, °(RS,) =0
m—oo

for an increasing sequence {R,,} of finite subsets of V. Then, (24]) holds. In
particular, (2.4) holds for all ¥y € H,(H).

Proof. By assumption, we know that for any ¢ > 0, there exists my € N such
that sup, v, °(R¢, ) < e. Hence,

limsup v, (R, ) > 1 — €. (A.3)

n—oo

If lim sup,, vY°(z) = 0 for any = € R,,,, then

lim sup v, °(Ry,) = Z lim sup v °(z) = 0,
" T€ Ry "

which contradicts (A.3)). Therefore, (Z4]) holds for some x € R,,,. O
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