arXiv:2208.04320v1 [math-ph] 7 Aug 2022

Open Quantum Random Walks and Quantum Markov chains on
Trees 11: The recurrence

FARRUKH MUKHAMEDOV*

Department of Mathematical Sciences, College of Science,
United Arab Emirates University 15551, Al-Ain,
United Arab Emirates and
Institute of Mathematics named after V.I.Romanovski, 4,
University str., 100125, Tashkent, Uzbekistan
e-mail: far75m@gmail.com; farrukh.m@uaeu.ac.ae

ABDESSATAR SOUISSI*

Department of Accounting, College of Business Management
Qassim University, Ar Rass, Saudi Arabia and
Preparatory institute for scientific and technical studies,
Carthage University, Amilcar 1054, Tunisia
e-mail: a.souaissi@qu.edu.sa; abdessattar.souissi@ipest.rnu.tn

TAREK HAMDI

Department of Management Information Systems, College of Business Management
Qassim University, Ar Rass, Saudi Arabia and
Laboratoire d’Analyse Mathématiques et applications LR11ES11
Université de Tunis El-Manar, Tunisia
e-mail: t.hamdi@qu.edu.sa

AMEN ALLAH ANDOLSI

Nuclear Physics and High Energy Physics Research Unit, Faculty of Sciences of Tunis, University of
Tunis EI Manar, 2092 Tunis, Tunisia
e-mail: amenallah.andolsi@fst.utm.tn

* Corresponding authors
Abstract
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Walks such that the transition operator of the chain is defined by OQRW and the restriction of QMC to
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construction of QMC on trees, which is an extension of QMC considered in Ref. [9]. Using such a construction,
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direction. Moreover, mean entropies of QMCs are calculated.
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1 Introduction

Motivated largely by the prospect of superefficient algorithms, the theory of quantum Markov chains
(QMC), especially in the guise of quantum walks, has generated a huge number of works, including
many discoveries of fundamental importance [23, 26, 34, 38]. In [20] a novel approach has been
proposed to investigate quantum cryptography problems by means of QMC, where quantum effects
are entirely encoded into super-operators labelling transitions, and the nodes of its transition graph
carry only classical information and thus they are discrete. In [10, 18] QMC have been applied to the
investigations of so-called "open quantum random walks” (OQRW) [11, 14, 15, 25, 27]. OQRW are
related to the study of asymptotic behavior of trace-preserving completely positive maps, which belong
to fundamental topics of quantum information theory (see, for instance [13, 28, 36]). These quantum
walks are possible noncommutative generalizations of classical Markov chains and have applications
in quantum computing, quantum optics [24, 29]. We refer the reader to [40] for a recent survey on the
subject.

Recently, in [33] we first have proposed a new construction of QMC on trees, which is an extension
of QMC considered in [9]. Using such a construction, QMCs are defined on tress associated with
OQRW. The investigation led to the detection of the phase transition phenomena within the proposed
scheme. Such kind of phenomena appeared for the first time in this direction. In the present paper,
we continue the proposed investigation to discuss the recurrence problem for the associated QMC.
In one dimensional setting the recurrence problem had been paid attention by many authors (see for
example [6, 7, 18, 21, 27]).

For the sake of clarity, let us recall some necessary information about OQRW. Let IC denote a
separable Hilbert space and let {|i)};cx be its orthonormal basis indexed by the vertices of some
graph A (here the set A of vertices might be finite or countable). Let H be another Hilbert space,
which will describe the degrees of freedom given at each point of A. Then we will consider the space
‘H ® K. For each pair 7, 7 one associates a bounded linear operator B;- on H. This operator describes
the effect of passing from |j) to |i). We will assume that for each j, one has

> Bi'Bj =1, (1)

where, if infinite, such series is strongly convergent. This constraint means: the sum of all the effects
leaving site j is 1. The operators B;- act on H only, we dilate them as operators on H ® I by putting

M; = B; @ [i)(j] -

The operator M} encodes exactly the idea that while passing from |j) to |i) on the lattice, the effect

is the operator B;- on H.
According to [11] one has o
> M My = 1. (2)
i,

Therefore, the operators (sz)” define a completely positive mapping
M(p)=>"> " MjpM] (3)
(2]

on H® K.

In what follows, we consider density matrices on ‘H ® I which take the form

p=Zm®|i><Z’I7 (4)



assuming that Y, Tr(p;) = 1.
For a given initial state of such form, the Open Quantum Random Walk (OQRW) is defined by
the mapping M, which has the following form

M(p) =3 (X BipiBy) @ liil. (5)

(2

By means of the map M one defines a family of classical random process on @ = A%Z+. Namely,
for any density operator p on H ® K (see (4)) the probability distribution is defined by
P, (io,i1,. .. in) = Te(B"_ -+ BBl p;y B\ B{*" - - Bi"* ). (6)
We point out that this distribution is not a Markov measure [12].
On the other hand, it is well-known [10, 35] that to each classical random walk one can associate
a certain Markov chain and some properties of the walk can be explored by the constructed chain.
Recently, in [18, 19], we have found a quantum Markov chain ! ¢ on the algebra A = ®;ez, A;, where
A; is isomorphic to B(H) ® B(K), i € Z,, such that the transition operator P equals to the mapping
M*? and the restriction of ¢ to the commutative subalgebra of A coincides with the distribution P,,
i.e.
(p((][ & ’i() >< ZOD K- & (][ & ‘Zn >< Zn’)) = ]P)p(i(),il, e ,in). (7)

Hence, this result allows us to interpret the distribution P, as a QMC, and to study further properties
of P,.

In [33], we have initiated to look at the probability distribution (6) as a Markov field over the
Cayley tree T'* Roughly speaking, (ig,i1,...,i,) is considered as a configuration on Q = AT". Such
kind of consideration allows us to investigated a phase transition phenomena associated for OQRW
within QMC scheme [30, 31].

We stress that, in physics, a spacial classes of QMC, called "Matrix Product States” (MPS) and
more generally "Tensor Network States” [17, 37| were used to investigate quantum phase transitions
for several lattice models. This method uses the density matrix renormalization group (DMRG)
algorithm which opened a new way of performing the renormalization procedure in 1D systems and
gave extraordinary precise results. This is done by keeping the states of subsystems which are relevant
to describe the whole wave-function, and not those that minimize the energy on that subsystems [39].

In this paper, we propose to investigate the recurrence problem for QMC on trees, and apply it to
the QMC associated with OQRW on trees. Notice that the mentioned problem has been investigated
for discrete-time nearest-neighbor open quantum random walks on the integer line in [16]. However,
in the present work, we focus on the recurrence problem associated with QMC, while in [16, 21, 22]
the recurrence has been teated with respect to the probability distribution (6).

2 Preliminaries

Let Fi = (V, E) be the semi-infinite Cayley tree of order k with root o. The Cayley tree of order k is
characterized by being a tree for which every vertex has exactly k 4+ 1 nearest-neighbors. Recall that,
two vertices « and y are nearest neighbors (denoted x ~ y ) if they are joined through an edge (i.e.
<z,y>€FE). Alist x ~xy ~ -+ ~ 141 ~ y of vertices is called a path from x to y. The distance on

"We note that a Quantum Markov Chain is a quantum generalization of a Classical Markov Chain where the state
space is a Hilbert space, and the transition probability matrix of a Markov chain is replaced by a transition amplitude
matrix, which describes the mathematical formalism of the discrete time evolution of open quantum systems, see [1, 2]
for more details.

2The dual of M is defined by the equality Tr(M(p)z) = Tr(pM*(x)) for all density operators p and observables x.



the tree between two vertices x and y (denoted d(x,y)) is the length of the shortest edge-path joining
them.

Define
Wy:={xeV | d(z5o) =n}
An = U ij A[m,n} = U WJ
Jj<n Jj=m
Recall a coordinate structure in F]i: every vertex x (except for 2°) of I ’jr has coordinates (i1, ..., in),
here i, € {1,...,k}, 1 <m < n and for the vertex 2 we put (0). Namely, the symbol (0) constitutes
level 0, and the sites (i1,...,i,) form level n (i.e. d(z° 2) = n) of the lattice. Using this structure,
vertices x(wlle, a;(vf,)n, ‘e ,a:(v‘VV:"D of W,, can be represented as follows:
o = (L1, ,1,1), ) =(1,1,---,1,2), - a2l =(1,1,--, 1Lk,), (8)
xgéjl):: (1,1, ,2,1), ;Egglzz (1,1,--+,2,2), - a£§i>:: (1,1, ,2,k),
x%}/:n\—k-‘rl) = (ka kyyooo sk, 1)7 xg/L/V:n‘_k+2) = (ka ky -k, 2)7 T $|I/II//‘ZL‘ = (ky k,-- Kk, k)

In the above notations, we write
Wy ={(i1,%2,- ,in); 45 =1,2,--- k}
So one can see that |W,,| = k™. The set of direct successors for a given vertex x € V is defined by
Sx):={yeV : x~yandd(y,o) >d(x,0)}. 9)
The vertex x has exactly k direct successors denoted (z,1),i =1,2,--- ,k

S(.Z') = {(.Z', 1)7 (‘T72)7 M) (‘Tvk)}

To each vertex z, we associate a C*—algebra of observable A, with identity .. For a given
bounded region V' C V, we consider the algebra Ay = ¢y Az. We have the the following natural
embedding

AAn = AAn ® ][Wn+1 C AAn+1-

The algebra Ay is then a subalgebra of Ay It follows the local algebra

n+1°
AV;loc = U AAn (10)
neN
and the quasi-local algebra
C*
AV = AV;loc
The set of states on a C*-algebra A will be denoted S(.A).
There are k natural shifts on the Cayley tree of order k: for each x = (i1,i2, -+ ,in) € A, and
jed{l,....k}
a](x) - (j,.’l') = (j7i17i27"' 7Zn) e*An-i-l' (11)
Let g = (j1,j2, -+ ,jn) € V one defines
O‘g(x) =0 OQyj, 0+ 0 O[jN(x) = (j17j27 e 7jN7i17i27 e 7Zn)
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The o;’s action on the algebra Ay is given as follows:

a; ( ® am) =10 g ® ai), (12)

ZBEASn IEGASTL

The shift o; induces a *-isomorphism from Ay into .AV(O’],). Let ozj_l its inverse isomorphism. For
g € V, the map «a; defines a *-isomporphism from Ay into Ay, and its inverse isomorphism will be
denoted by ozg_l.

Consider a triplet C C B C A of C*—algebras. A quasi-conditional expectation [3] is a completely
positive identity preserving linear map E : A — B such that E(ca) = cE(a), for all a € A, ¢ € C.

Definition 2.1. [3] Let B C A be two unitary C*—algebra 1. A Markov transition expectation from
A into B is a completely positive identity preserving map.

Definition 2.2. [5, 8/ A (backward) quantum Markov chain on Ay is a triplet (¢o, (EA, )n>0, (hn)n)
of initial state ¢, € S(A,), a sequence of quasi-conditional expectations (Ey, )n w.r.t. the triple
Ap,_1 € A, € Ap,., and a sequence hy, € Aw, + of boundary conditions such that for each a € Ay
the limit

pla) = lim g0 By, 0 By, -+ 0 By, (h/Fah,/2) (13)

exists in the weak-*-topology and defines a state. In this case the state ¢ defined by (13) is also called
quantum Markov chain (QMC).

A QMC ¢ on Ay is said to be tree-homogeneous if

poa; = (14)

for every j € {1,2,--- ,k}.
In the sequel, we restrict ourselves to the case of trivial boundary condition A = 1 and the
associated tree-homogeneous quantum Markov chain ¢ is determined by the pair ¢ = (¢,,&) =

(¢0,E,h = T). 3 Here, £ is a Markov transition expectation from A ® Ay @ - @ Ay into A(g)-
For each u by &, we denote the «,-shift of £ given by

Eu=ayofoay! (15)
Clearly, &, is a transition expectation from A, @ A, 1) ® -+ ® A, ) into A,. For each n € N, we

consider
Ew, = ® Eu
UGWTL

One can see that Ew, is a Markov transition expectation from Ay ., into Aw, . Following [4, 32],
we have the next result.

Theorem 2.3. Let ¢ = (¢,,E) be a tree-homogeneous quantum Markov chain. There exists a unique
conditional expectation E from Ay into A, characterized by

Eg(a) = & (a0 @ Ew, (aw, -+~ @ Ew, (aw,, @ hnt1))) (16)
foralla=a,®aw, ®--- X aw,. Moreover, one has

©(+) = ¢o 0 Eg(.) (17)

3The existence of other boundary conditions leads to the problem of a phase transition within QMC scheme which
was considered in [33, 30].




The forward Markov operator associated with &, is given by:

Tu(a) = 5u(a ® ][S(u))7 a€ Ay (18)

While, there are k backward Markov operators corresponding to the successors (u,f), j =1,...,k of
u7

Pé“’é)(a) = gu(][(u) ®a® Is(u)\{(u@}), Ya € A(%g) (19)

For any ray r = (uy)n, one defines

Plntm = Plintlo...o Pintm . p €N (20)

Un+m—1"

The map Py defines a Markov operator from A,,, into A,,,.

3 Recurrence of quantum Markov chains on trees

This section is devoted to the notions of recurrence and weak recurrence for quantum Markov chains
on trees.

Following [6, 41] a given projection e € Proj(A) and a ray r = (uy)n € Paths(o,00), a stopping
time 7., = (7y, )n on the algebra Ay, is defined as follows:

Teo = € @Ty\(y
Tows = eV @™ @ Ty
e, = £V 0@ttt g eun) g 1 21
eUn V\{zn} ( )
T eJ_(O) 2 eJ_(“l) R ® eL(uwl) 2 eL(un) 2 ][V\{un% (22)

where for each a € A one has a(™) = a,,(a). Put
. 1 (un)
Terio0 = nh—>n;o Tesup;00 = ® €
neN

Definition 3.1. Let ¢ = (¢,,E) be a tree-homogeneous quantum Markov chain. A projection e €
Proj(A) is said to be
(i) E-completely accessible if
Eo] (Tesrion) = nh_{go Eo] (Tesznioo) =0 (23)
for every ray r = ().

(ii) -completely accessible if p(Tewri0) =0, for every ray r = ().

(iii) E-recurrent if 0 < Tr(E(e ® 1)) < oo and one has

n>0

1
TEeam) | (EO}(Z " Te;xn) - (24)

for every ray r = (x)n.



(iv) p-recurrent if p(ay(€e)) # 0 and

1
m(p <zn: e® Te;xn> =1 (25)

for every ray r = (zp)n.-

Definition 3.2. Let ¢ = (¢,, &) be a tree-homogeneous quantum Markov chain. Lete, f € Proj(A),e, f #
0. The projection f is

(i) £-accessible from e (and we write e —¢ f) if for any ray r = (x,), there exists m € N such that
Eq (ao(€)aw,, (f)) # 0

(ii) @-accessible from e (we denote it as e =% f if for any ray r = (x,), there exists m € N such
that

¢ (ao(e)a,, (f)) # 0

Lemma 3.3. In the above notations:

Z Teszn = LAy — Tesrsoo (26)
n>0

Proof. see [41]

Theorem 3.4. Let ¢ = (¢o,E) be a tree-homogeneous quantum Markov chain on Ay. Let e €
Proj(Ay) be a projection

(1) e is E-recurrent if and only if for any ray r = (x,,), one has
E(e ® Eg)(Teirion)) = 0 (27)

(ii) e is p-recurrent if and only if for any ray r = (x,), one has
P(e ® Tesrio0) = 0 (28)

(iii) e is E—accessible from f if and only if for any ray r = (x,,), there exists m € N such that
Ele®@ PymTy, f) #0 (29)

(iv) e is p—accessible from f if and only if for any ray r = (x,,), there exists m € N such that
ple® Py T, f) # 0 (30)

Proof. From Lemma 3.3 one has

Ze®7'mn:e®][—e®7'e;n;oo
n>0

This leads to (i) and (ii).
One has
ew, (fo) @ 1) =&, (/o @ 1) =T, f



and
EW’!?L(][W’I‘I’L*l ® (Txnf)(IM71)) = P$7T71Tx77Lf

E, (ao(€)aw,,(f) = Ewy(e®Ew,(In, ® - @ Ew,, (Iw,,_, ® Ew,, (f“™) @ Ty, 11)
= Ewy(e®Ew,(Twy ® - ® Ew,y (Tw,_y ® (P, T, f) 1)
= Elex Py, f)
This proves (iii) and using (17) one gets (iv). O

Corollary 3.5. Let ¢ = (¢o,E) be a tree-homogeneous quantum Markov chain. Any E-recurrence
projection is p-recurrent. Conversely, if the initial state ¢, is faithful then Any p-recurrence projection
is E-recurrent.

Proof. Let e € Proj(A) be a projection. For each £ € {1,...,k}, one has
Eg(ao @ 7(a)) = E(ao @ Eq(a)); Va, € A,,Va € Ay
Then
Pe® Tero)) = Plao(e) @ (e (Tesroo))
=" 60(Eo)((00(e) © aay) (Tesrec)))

= (5 (e ® By (Te;r;w)))

Therefore, if 5(6 ® Ey (Te;r;w)) = 0 then (e ® Te;ri00)) = 0. This shows the first implication.

If the initial state ¢, is faithful, since £ (e ® Ey (Temoo)) > 0 then from the above computation,

we have
p(e ® Te;reo)) = 0= E(e ® E,) (Tw;oo)) -0

This shows the converse direction, and finishes the proof. O

4 Recurrence of QMC associated with OQRW

Let H and K be given two separable Hilbert spaces over the complex field C. Let {]i)};cx be an ortho-
normal basis of I indexed by a graph A with almost-countable vertex set. The algebra of observable
at a site x € V' is considered to be A, = A := B(H ® K).

Let M be a OQRW given by (5). In the language of OQRW [11] the Hilbert space H describes the
internal degree of freedom of the quantum walker, while IC describes the state space of the dynamics
where the walk is dome through the oriented graph A. The transition of the walker from a site j to
site i is described by a bounded operator B;- € B(H) such that

> Bj'Bj = Tsa). (31)
1EA
The initial density matrix of the dynamics is p € B(H ® K), of the form

p=Y ol peBEH)
1EA



In what follows, for the sake of simplicity of calculations, we assume that p; # 0 for all i € A (see [19,
Remark 4.5] for other kind of initial states).
Let ' ‘
M; = B; ® [i)(j| € B(H® K). (32)

and ]
A= — = 2o, Q5 €A 33
] Tr(pj)l/gp] DIV (33)
For each u € V', we define
i (u,S(u ix(u i (v
Kj( ®) = Mj ( )® ® Aj( ) € A{u}US(u)' (34)
veS(u)

The interaction of a vertex u € V with its set of direct successors it describled by

w.S(u i(u,S(u
F(wSw) — ZKJ‘( () € Afuus(u)
i\

Put
Eu(a) 1= Try (KSR @S0 e Apyisw)- (35)

For each 7,5 € A we set

1
Tr(p;)' /2 Tx(pjr) /2

i5/(b) = T (20" @ 15')(ilb) ; Vae A (36)

One can see that ¢;; is a linear functional on A. If j = j/, we denote it simply denote ¢; instead of
©j; one has

1(0) = 550 © 1) la) (37)

The functional ¢; is then, a state on A.

Theorem 4.1. In the above notations, the map &, defines a Markov transition expectation from
Apyus) into Ay and

k

Eu(au & A(y,1) K& a(u,k)) = Z M;*a(u)M;’ H (ij’(a(u,e)) (38)
(4,3,3")€A3 =1

Moreover, the backward Markov operators associated with &, are given by

P (agu) = (Tsgy © 7)) @5 (ague) (39

J
The forward Markov operator associated with &£, is given by
Tu(au) =Y M a M} (40)
]

where a, € A and a, ¢y € Ay for each £ € {1,---  k}.



Proof. The map &, (35), is clearly completely positive.
Let a = ay ® a(y,1) ® - -+ @ a(y k). Taking into account (34) and (32) one gets

(i,j) €2 (i,j)€EN2
7 (u,S(w)) *>

i(u,S(u)) i

= Y Ty <Kj Uy @ A1)+ © Aoy K
(6.4, (i',§')EA2

k

(w (u,f)
= Z Try,) (M]Z-() au]WZ ®(Aza(ue A ) )

(Z,]),(i/7]l)€A2 £:1

— % ( 4 i (u £)
= > 2 MPal O M, }] Tr(Aba,"" ALY)
(1,4),(#",5") €A 1

For each ¢ € {1,...,k}, one has

i iy (33) . % g1
Tr(Ajaw,nAy) = Trpig(Ay Aja(u,Z))
1 1/2 1/2
= T
Tr(p;) 2T (p;) /2 I"(p ® 15" (Glagu,e) )
(36)

=" i (Qu,e))0iir

where 0;  denotes the Kronecker symbol. This leads to (38). One has

k
7 % ) (36) 7% )
Eu(Tusu) = D M "My [T sy (T =" 3 M;"Mj =1,
i,5,5" =1 i,J

Then &, is a Markov transition expectation.
From (19) one has

k
P Nawy = ZMZ i (awe) 1T eir (Twe))
%,7,5" o=l
[E7]
= Y M *Mipj(aw)
ij
= Y (X B"B))esaw)
7 (3

= Y (e 1) eilawes)

J

The forward Markov operator (18) associated with &, satisfies

ZMZ*CLUM ng_” ):ZMJZ*CLU,MJZ

4,3,3" %,

This finishes the proof.
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Now we are ready to Build the conditional expectation E, in the case of open quantum random
walks using the transition expectations of the form (35) and the quantum Markov chain ¢ = (¢, E),
where

k
E(a) :=E&,(a) = Z M]’-*aOM]’- H ©i(a(o.0)) (41)
i, =1

for each a = ao ® a(o,1) @+ @ (o 1)
It is clear that for each u € V the transition expectation &, is a copy of £ in the sense of (15).

Theorem 4.2. In the above notations, the conditional expectation associated E, associated with &
through (16) has the following expression

@) =3 Mj(a) T vila) (42)
J

“EA[l,n]

where

b;(b) = ZTr (BZpJBZ ® |i ><'|b), Vb € A. (43)

Tr(pj

and a = Qyep, tu € An, . Moreover, for any initial state ¢, = Tr(w,-) the tree-homogeneous quantum
Markov chain ¢ = (¢o,E) is given by

:ZTr (wo)Mj(ao)) [T ilau) (44)
j

“EA[l,n]

where ‘ '
My() = M - M (45)
€N
Remark 4.3. We notice that in our previous work [33] the expression (44) defines the QMC associated

with the disordered phase of the system that deals with phase transitions for QMC on trees associated
with OQRW.

Theorem 4.4. In the notations of Theorem 4.2, if e is a projection in A such that
p=supyj(er) <1 (46)
JEA
then e is E-recurrent.

Proof. Let r = (x,), be a ray one the semi-infinite Cayley tree. One has

42) i T
Eo]( Teqnoo) = ZMj QO(eJ—)Mj H wj(a:cm(el))
JEA m=1
(43) i i n
JEA
< QMM
J

= P

From (4.4) one gets
0 < Eg(Tesrioo) = m By (Teszpi00) = 0

n—oo

Thus E,j(Te;r00) = 0 and by (27) the projection e is £-recurrent. O

11



5 Examples

In this section, we are going to illustrate the obtained results on recurrence for quantum Markov chains
associated with OQRW.

Let H = K = C2. The algebra of observable at a site u is then A, = B(H ® H) = My(C). Let
A ={1,2}. The interactions are given by

a 0 0 1 c 0 1 0

where |a|? + |c[? = |b]? + |d|* = 1,ac # 0. Put

~(38) -(20)

and

Notice that (|1),]2)) is an ortho-normal basis of K = C2. In the sequel elements of B(H) will be
denoted by means of 2 x 2 complex matrices, while elements of B(K) will be written using Dirac
notation |7)(j|.

Recall that (c.f. []) any rank-1 projection in My(C) has the form

€ zy/e(l —¢)
p(Ea Z) = (49)

zZve(l —¢) l1—¢

where ¢ € [0, 1],z € C with |z| = 1. Then we consider the projection on .4 having the following form

6(57276) = p(E,Z) ® ’§><§‘

where

€) =D &li) ek

1€EA
being a unit vector. i.e. ;o4 [&]? = 1.

Example 5.1 (E-recurrence). Using (43) one compute

1
Tr(p;)

Wj(ee,2,)) == . Tr (Bjp; B "p(c, 2)) &

1EA
Then, for p; = ( (1) 8 ), one gets
1, plx 2
Tr (Blijl p(e, Z)) = ¢lal",

Tr (3210235 “ple, 2)) =0,
Tr (Bio; B *ple, 2)) = elel,
Tr (B3p; B3 "p(e, 2)) = e.

12



Hence,

bilele, 2, ) = Tr (Bip; B "ple.2)) &l = elalléi . (50)
1EA
and
Unle(e,2,€)) = > Tr (Bip; By "ple, 2)) 6l = elePlen? + eléal?. (51)
1€EA

Thus, Theorem 4.4 implies that e(e, z,€)* is E-recurrent whenever ¢ < 1. If ¢ = |a| = [&| = 1, the

projection e(e, z,£) becomes
1 0

Put
= o126 = T, © 22 + ( oY ) ® 1)1

From (50) and (51) one has 1(e*) =1 and 1o(et) = 0. Then, from (42) one gets

Eg(Teswnio0) = Mi(e ZMf* J_Ml
=1
«( 10
51" (g o ) memal
:eJ‘
Therefore,
E(e® Eg)(Tesro) =€(e @ el)
=M (e)(e™)
=Mi(e)

=<8 ’5’2>®\1><1y+<8 ,;,2>®!2><2\#0

Thus, from (29) the projection e is not E-recurrent. This means that the inequality (4.4) is optimal.

Example 5.2 (E-accessibility). Recall that for ¢ = 1,2, the backward Markov operator is given by

[\

P a(ug Z (][B(H ® |7) J|)‘P]( 0)-

7j=1
Recall also that the forward Markov operator is given by

Tu(ay) = Z M;*auMJZ

ij

Then,
E(e® Py, f) = S 0(HE @ 1o ) (i)
J
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o Take e € Proj(A) and f = e(e, z,£), then using (50) and (51), we obtain
£ (e® Py Ty, e(e, 2,€)) Z% £,2,€)€ (e@ 1@ [7)(j])

= a!a\ 612E (e @ T@ [1)(1]) + e(|el?[&]* + [€*)E (e @ T® [2)(2])
= ¢ [laPleaPMa(e) + (el + &) Ma(e) |

for any projection e. In particular, one easily can see that there is no projection e which is
E-accessible from

coz0-(§ 1) el

e Now, take
f=o"M =1, @1)1]
where xw, (1) is defined by (8). Then, we have

Yi(o™" W) = Te(BipB{") = |af* and ¢(0™" V) = Tr(BypBy”) = 0.

Hence,
£ (@ P Ta,o™a ) =lafe (0 (1 (1))
=la* " M eM]
=la[> M (e).
In particular, if |a| > 0, we deduce that

a=<38>®mu

is E-accessible from o®Wn() | since Mi(e1) =eq.

Example 5.3 (¢-accessibility). We notice that,
¢ (e® PImT, f Z% p eI [5)(l)

where

pe@T1®|5)(l) ZTr (woMp(e)) Y (L@ |5)(j1)
= ZTI‘ (woMp(e)) Y (L@ |5)(j1)
k

Tr(BipkBi*)

_ zk: Tr (woMi(e)) Tr(py)

Hence, for |a| >0 and

we deduce that

a=(y 5 )ema

is not @-accessible from o®wn(1) | since

Tr (woMi(e1)) = Tr (woer) =0 and Ma(ey) =0

14
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