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Abstract

We investigate the concept of effective resistance in connection graphs, expanding
its traditional application from undirected graphs. We propose a robust definition
of effective resistance in connection graphs by focusing on the duality of Dirichlet-
type and Poisson-type problems on connection graphs. Additionally, we delve into
random walks, taking into account both node transitions and vector rotations. This
approach introduces novel concepts of effective conductance and resistance matrices
for connection graphs, capturing mean rotation matrices corresponding to random
walk transitions. Thereby, it provides new theoretical insights for network analysis
and optimization.

1 Introduction

Effective resistance is a widely used distance metric in graph theory, applicable in nu-
merous fields such as dimensionality reduction [26] and graph sparsification [38, 11] to
graph clustering [1, 42]. Effective resistance is closely related to graph random walks
through the concept of commute times [10] and is known for its ability to capture cluster
structures [7] and its robustness to noise compared to the graph geodesic [23]. Furthermore,
Mémoli et al. [33] showed how effective conductance, the reciprocal of effective resistance,
can be used to define Cheeger constants. The effective resistance has been successfully
applied in several domains, including bioinformatics [22], social network systems [42] and
electronics [18, 28, 40, 41, 9]. Its presence as a popular tool for analyzing graphs showcases
its effectiveness and adaptability in tackling complex real-world problems.

Meanwhile, the increasing complexity of data has motivated the study of more complex
graph structures, such as directed graphs, magnetic graphs, and connection graphs [19, 36].
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Of particular note are magnetic graphs and their Laplacian matrices. There has been much
recent interest [21, 43] in using magnetic graph Laplacians for directed graphs by adding an
angular phase to directed edges. This has found application in directed graph visualization
[19, 15], community detection [20], as well as in the development of novel graph neural
network architectures [21, 43]. Our focus in this work is on connection graphs, which are
a generalization of signed or magnetic graphs, or alternatively, a specific case of voltage
graphs from algebraic graph theory [24]. Notably, connection graphs find widespread
application in tackling angular synchronization problems [35, 3], as well as in leveraging
diffusion maps for high-dimensional dataset analysis [36].

Consequently, a pivotal question arises:

Question 1.1. Can the notions of effective resistance and effective conductance be extended to
connection graphs, and if so, would such an extension yield practical benefits?

Related work An extension of the concept of effective resistance to connection graphs was
first proposed by Chung et al. [14] within the context of connection graph sparsification.
Their proposed technique utilizes the pseudoinverse of the connection Laplacian matrix
in a direct generalization of the definition for classical graphs. This approach, however,
has limitations: it applies only to edges, does not extend to all pairs of vertices, and shows
discontinuity with respect to changes in graph signatures.

In recent years, at least two other approaches have been proposed for generalizing
effective resistance to other graph models. In [39], the authors propose an extension of
effective resistance to directed graphs using the Kron reduction of the Laplacian matrix and
concepts from the random walk on the graphs. In [37], the authors propose a definition of
effective resistance between sets in a graph using the Schur complement of the Laplacian.
Both approaches, at least implicitly, rely on graph boundary value problems. For a detailed
study on traditional graphs, see [13].

Our contributions Traditional definitions of electrical resistance and effective conduc-
tance are intricately tied to Poisson and Dirichlet problems [27] as well as random walks
on graphs [18, 32]. Inspired by this, our first contribution is to extend Dirichlet problems
to connection graphs and establish several fundamental properties, such as the maximum
norm principle. Furthermore, considering random walks on connection graphs, we pin-
point the pivotal concept of mean path signatures. These signatures track the expected
rotation experienced by a random walk along the edges. By linking this concept with the
Dirichlet problem on connection graphs and devising algorithms to compute mean path
signatures, we establish a solid groundwork for defining effective resistance and effective
conductance on connection graphs, generalizing classical definitions.

In particular, these concepts and techniques allow us to derive the ”effective con-
ductance matrix”—a counterpart to the classical effective conductance in the context of
connection graphs. Our definition preserves continuity w.r.t. changes to signatures and
permits the evaluation of all vertex pairs. Moreover, we establish a direct link between the
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effective conductance matrix and mean path signatures, detailing how graph signatures af-
fect effective conductance matrices. This work broadens the classical relationship between
effective conductance and escape probability for random walks, extending it to connection
graphs.

Finally, following the derivation of the effective conductance matrix, we propose a
Poisson-type problem on connection graphs, creating a pathway to define the ”effective
resistance matrix.” Despite the discontinuity of the effective resistance matrix, we introduce
a scalar version that preserves continuity in response to changes in the underlying graph’s
signatures and enables evaluation of all vertex pairs. This scalar version is derived by
analyzing the energy of the solution to the Poisson-type problem, further generalizing the
classical scenario. Significantly, our effective resistance matrix offers more insightful data
than the scalar version alone. For instance, in the case of a cyclic graph, the scalar version
fails to provide any signature information. Thus, in certain applications, it is imperative to
consider the effective resistance matrix in its entirety rather than focusing solely on the
scalar version.

Paper Organization The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
establish the notations for graphs and connection graphs, and review essential concepts
and results, such as the switching equivalence of signatures. Next, in Section 3, we provide
a comprehensive overview of effective resistance from multiple perspectives. Section 4 con-
siders the analysis of Dirichlet problems and random walks on connection graphs, which
serve as the foundation for defining conductance and resistance for connection graphs.
Finally, in Section 5, we introduce the conductance matrix and in Section 6 we introduce
the resistance matrix for connection graphs. Throughout these sections, we present note-
worthy findings, including their connections to random walks and the Dirichlet problem.
It is important to highlight that in Section 6.2, we utilize the aforementioned results to
propose a scalar version of effective resistance for connection graphs, emphasizing its
continuity with respect to changes in the underlying signature.

We provide demos and examples in our GitHub Repository1.

2 Preliminary

In this section we will set up notations and discuss some important results that we will
use in the rest of the paper.

2.1 Basics on Matrices and Graphs

For positive integers m and n, let In×n represent the n × n identity matrix, and 0m×n
represent the m × n zero matrix. If A ∈ Rn×n is a square matrix, A† denotes its Moore-
Penrose generalized inverse.

1https://github.com/sawyer-jack-1/connection-resistance-demo
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Schur complements If M =

[
A B
C D

]
is a block matrix, where A, D are square matrices,

we define the (generalized) Schur complements M/A and M/D by the formulas

M/A = D − CA†B, M/D = A − BD†C. (1)

We note that the Schur complement can be defined for any principal submatrix of M.
One important property of the Schur complement, known as the quotient identity [16],

will be utilized later in our analysis. Consider a block matrix M as described above, and

assume that the submatrix D =

[
E F
G H

]
is also structured as a block matrix, with E and

H representing square matrices. If both D and H are invertible, we have the following
relationship:

M/D = (M/H)/(D/H). (2)

In this equation, we implicitly utilize the fact that D/H is a block submatrix of M/H.

Graphs We consider graphs G = (V, E, W) where V = {1, 2, . . . , n} is a finite set of
vertices, E ⊂ (V

2) is a collection of undirected edges, and W = (wij)i,j∈V is an edge
weight matrix with wij > 0 ⇐⇒ {i, j} ∈ E. We exclude multiple edges and self-edges.
Additionally, we define the set of oriented edges as Eor := {(i, j), (j, i) : i, j ∈ V, i ∼ j} . The
degree of each i ∈ V is denoted deg(i) := ∑j∼i wij. Throughout the paper, we assume that
graphs are connected unless otherwise stated.

The degree matrix D = diag (deg(1), . . . , deg(n)) ∈ Rn×n is the diagonal matrix whose
elements are the degrees of i ∈ V. The Laplacian matrix L of G is defined by the equation
L = D − W. See Chung [12] for properties of the Laplacian matrix.

2.2 Connection Graphs

Let d ≥ 1 be a positive integer. We let O(d) denote the group of d × d orthogonal matrices,
i.e., O(d) :=

{
O ∈ Rd×d : OTO = Id×d

}
. A d-dimensional connection (or a signature) on a

graph G is a map σ : Eor → O(d) which satisfies σji = σ−1
ij = σT

ji for each (i, j) ∈ Eor. The
pair (G, σ) is called a connection graph. To distinguish between a graph G and a connection
graph (G, σ) we might call G a classical graph and refer to G as the underlying graph of
(G, σ).

The connection graph is known by different names depending on the value of d. When
d = 1, (G, σ) is also called a signed graph. It finds applications in social networks and voter
models [8, 29]. When d = 2 and SO(2) is considered instead of O(2), (G, σ) is called a
magnetic graph. These have applications from physics [30], the visualization of directed
graphs [19], and the angular synchronization problem [35].

The connection Laplacian matrix of a connection graph (G, σ) is the nd × nd block matrix
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L (we sometimes write Lσ to emphasize the signature) defined as follows:

L :=


L11 L12 . . . L1n
L21 L22 . . . L2n

...
... . . . ...

Ln1 Ln2 . . . Lnn

 where Lij :=


deg(i)Id×d if i = j
−wijσij if i ∼ j
0d×d otherwise

, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. (3)

Clearly, the connection Laplacian matrix is a symmetric, positive semidefinite matrix.
The matrix is particularly useful for analyzing vector valued functions f : V → Rd defined
on the underlying graph. We collect such functions into the linear space ℓ2(V; Rd) = { f :
V → Rd} equipped with the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product

⟨ f , g⟩ℓ2(V;Rd) = Tr(gT f ), f , g ∈ ℓ2(V; Rd), (4)

where we identify each f ∈ ℓ2(V; Rd) as a column vector in Rnd in the canonical way. By
applying the connection Laplacian matrix to any f ∈ ℓ2(V; Rd), we obtain a new function
L f : V → Rd which can be written explicitly as follows.

(L f )(i) = ∑
j∼i

wij
(

f (i)− σij f (j)
)

.

One can also explicitly write the quadratic form as follows.

f TL f = ∑
{i,j}∈E

wij( f (i)− σij f (j))T( f (i)− σij f (j)). (5)

Consistency A connection graph (G, σ) is said to be consistent (and inconsistent if other-
wise) if for every directed cycle i0, . . . , in = i0 in G it holds

n−1

∏
ℓ=0

σiℓiℓ+1 = Id×d. (6)

There are several equivalent criteria for a graph to be consistent, some of which we
highlight in the following lemma; a proof can be found in [14, Theorem 1].

Lemma 2.1. Let (G, σ) be a connection graph. G is consistent if and only if

(i) 0 occurs as an eigenvalue of L with multiplicity exactly d times the number of connected
components of G,

(ii) The eigenvalues of L are exactly those of L where each occurs with multiplicity d,

(iii) There exists a map τ : V → O(d) such that

τ(i)−1σijτ(j) = Id×d for each (i, j) ∈ Eor.

Remark 2.2 (Signatures of paths). If (G, σ) is consistent, a straightforward consequence of
Equation (6) is that for any (not necessarily adjacent) nodes i, j ∈ V we may define σij by taking a
path (i0 = i, . . . , im+1 = j) and writing σij = ∏m

ℓ=1 σiℓiℓ+1 . This definition is independent of the
choice of path and is hence well defined.
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2.3 Equivalence and Decomposition of Signatures

Different signatures on a graph G may yield identical spectra for their respective connection
Laplacians. This encourages a deeper exploration of signature structures. One particular
important notion is that of (switching) equivalence of signatures from [31] which we
describe in a slightly different way below.

Definition 2.3 (Switching equivalence between signatures). Let σ, τ be two fixed signatures
on a graph G. Then σ, τ are said to be (switching) equivalent, denoted σ ∼= τ, if there exists a
map f : V → O(d) such that for any oriented edge (i, j) ∈ Eor it holds f (i)σij = τij f (j). The map
f is called a switching map.

The map f assigns an orthonormal basis in Rd to each node. At each edge, the orthogo-
nal transformations defined by σ and τ become equivalent when coordinates are changed
into the bases given by f .

It is straightforward to show that ∼= defines an equivalence relation on the class of
signatures defined on any one graph G. The next fact follows immediately from the
transitivity of ∼=, the preceding remarks, and Lemma 2.1.

Proposition 2.4. Given any two consistent signatures σ and τ, they are equivalent. A consistent
signature and an inconsistent signature are not equivalent.

The following result shows that one can significantly simplify the graph signature
through a spanning tree of the underlying graph. The version of the following result with
U(1) signatures has been mentioned in passing in [31, Section 4.2].

Lemma 2.5 (Spanning tree simplification). Given a connected graph G, let T be a spanning tree.
Then, any signature σ is equivalent to a signature σT such that σT

i,j = Id×d for any edge (i, j) ∈ T
and that σT

i,j depends implicitly on σ for any edge (i, j) /∈ T.

Proof. Define f : Eor → O(d) as follows. Let 1 ∈ V be a fixed distinguished vertex and set
f (1) = Id×d. For each i ∈ V let Pi = (1 = i1, i2, . . . , ik = i) be the unique path contained
in the spanning tree T from 1 to i. Define f (i) = ∏k−1

ℓ=1 σiℓiℓ+1 for every other i ∈ V. Then,
setting σT

ij = f (i)σij f (j)T, the claim follows.

The next result illustrates the relationship between connection Laplacian matrices of
two equivalent signatures.

Lemma 2.6 ([31, Equation (1.13)]). Let f : V → O(d) be a switching map between signatures σ
and τ. Then, FLσ = LτF, where F ∈ Rnd×nd is the diagonal block matrix whose i-th d × d block
is f (i).
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Direct sum of signatures Consider a d-dim signature σ and a d′-dim signature σ′ on G.
We define the direct sum of σ and σ′, denoted by σ ⊕ σ′, as follows:

∀(i, j) ∈ Eor, (σ ⊕ σ′)ij := σij ⊕ σ′
ij =

[
σij 0d×d′

0d′×d σ′
ij

]
.

Remark 2.7. For Lσ⊕σ′
, we have that for any i, j ∈ V, Lσ⊕σ′

ij =

[
Lσ

ij 0d×d′

0d′×d Lσ′
ij

]
. Therefore,

by permutation of the rows and columns of Lσ⊕σ′
, one has that Lσ⊕σ′

is similar to the matrix

Lσ ⊕Lσ′
=

[
Lσ 0
0 Lσ′

]
.

A d-dim signature σ is called decomposable if it is equivalent to the direct sum of two
signatures with dimensions greater than 0. Otherwise, we call σ indecomposable2. For
instance, any 1-dimensional signature is indecomposable, while consistent signatures with
d > 1 are always decomposable.

Example 2.8. Let ι1 denote the 1-dim identity signature. If a d-dim signature σ is consistent,
then σ ∼=

⊕d
i=1 ι1. This follows from Proposition 2.4 and Lemma 2.6.

The example above motivates us to focus on the case of inconsistent signatures.

Theorem 2.9. Let σ be an inconsistent d-dim signature. Let ρ denote the nullity of Lσ. Then,
there exists a (d − ρ)-dim signature τ such that Lτ is invertible and that

σ ≃ (
ρ⊕

i=1

ι1)⊕ τ. (7)

The proof technique below is similar to the proof of [14, Theorem 1]. Besides, it is worth
noting that the proof itself indicates an algorithm for the finding the decomposition in
Equation (7).

Proof. Let f1, . . . , fρ : V → Rd be independent eigenvectors of Lσ corresponding to the 0
eigenvalues. Assume that ⟨ fl, fl⟩ = |V| and ⟨ fl, fk⟩ = 0 for l ̸= k. By Equation (5), we have
that for any oriented edge (i, j) ∈ Eor, fl(i) = σij fl(j) for all l = 1, . . . , ρ. Hence, we have
that

⟨ fl(i), fk(i)⟩ = ⟨σij fl(j), σij fk(j)⟩ = ⟨ fl(j), fk(j)⟩.
Hence for any i ∈ V, [ f1(i), . . . , fρ(i)] is a orthonormal basis for a ρ-dimensional sub-
space of Rd. Then, for all i ∈ V, we expand this basis to an orthonormal basis f (i) :=
[ f1(i), . . . , fρ(i), gρ+1(i), . . . , gd(i)] for Rd. This provides a map f : V → Rd×d.

2While previous research [31] has examined the decomposition of connection Laplacians using group
representation theory, we find the aforementioned explanation of signature decomposition to be crucial for
comprehending our subsequent findings.
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We now define a signature τ as follows: for any oriented edge (i, j) ∈ Eor,

τij := [gρ+1(i), . . . , gd(i)]Tσij[gρ+1(j), . . . , gd(j)].

It is then straightforward to verify that σ ≃ (
⊕ρ

i=1 ι1)⊕ τ via the switching map f . Using
Lemma 2.6, Lσ and L⊕ρ

i=1ι1 ⊕Lτ are similar matrices, and hence since the kernel of L⊕ρ
i=1ι1

is exactly ρ, Lτ is in turn nonsingular. The claim follows.

Given a signature σ, if Lσ is invertible, then we call σ absolutely inconsistent. For τ in
the above theorem, we call τ the absolutely inconsistent component of σ.

As an application of the theory developed in this section, we provide a complete
characterization of signatures on cycle graphs.

Example 2.10 (Elementary cycle signatures). Consider an n-cycle graph G. Given θ ∈ R,
define a 2-dimensional signature σθ as follows: let σθ

12 ∈ O(2) be the rotation with angle θ, i.e.,

σθ
12 =

[
cos θ − sin θ
sin θ cos θ

]
; let σθ

i,i+1 = I2×2 for all i = 2, . . . , n. Then, the following observations

hold:

(i) If θ = 0 mod [0, 2π), σθ ∼= ι1 ⊕ ι1 and is in particular consistent;

(ii) If θ = π mod [0, 2π), σθ ∼= ι−1 ⊕ ι−1 where ι−1 denotes the one-dimensional signature
that has the value −1 at (1, 2) and +1 elsewhere, and is in particular inconsistent and
decomposable;

(iii) If θ ̸= 0, π mod [0, 2π) then σθ is absolutely inconsistent and indecomposable, since σθ
12 is

not diagonalizable with real coefficients.

These signatures are called elementary cycle signatures.

We show that any signature on a cycle graph is a direct sum of signatures described by
Example 2.10.

Proposition 2.11. Consider an n-cycle graph G with a d-dim signature σ. Then, there exist
d1, d−1 ∈ N and θ1, . . . , θk ∈ (0, π) ∪ (π, 2π) such that d1 + d−1 + 2k = d and

σ ≃ (
d1⊕

i=1

ι1)⊕ (
d−1⊕
i=1

ι−1)⊕ σθ1 ⊕ · · · σθk .

Proof. We let T be the spanning tree of G not containing edge {1, 2}. By Lemma 2.5, we
have that σ ≃ σT. Let τ := σT

12. Then there exists an orthonormal matrix P such that
ζ := P−1τP is a diagonal block matrix with d1 blocks with value 1, d−1 blocks with value
−1, and k 2-dimensional rotation matrix with angles θ1, . . . , θk. Define a new signature
σT,P so that σT,P

ij = P−1σTP. Then, σT,P
12 = ζ and Id×d otherwise. Then,

σ ≃ σT,P = (
d1⊕

i=1

ι1)⊕ (
d−1⊕
i=1

ι−1)⊕ σθ1 ⊕ · · · σθk .
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3 Background on Effective Resistance

In this section, we present a comprehensive overview of effective resistance on classical
graphs. We focus on two fundamental perspectives: the energy perspective and the
random walk perspective. Understanding these perspectives is crucial as they serve as the
primary sources of inspiration for our theoretical advancements in subsequent sections.

Let G = (V, E, W) be a connected graph and let i, j ∈ V be any two nodes. The effective
resistance between i, j is given by

rij := (ei − ej)
TL†(ei − ej). (8)

where ei denotes the i-th standard basis vector in Rn. The effective conductance between i, j
is defined by cij = r−1

ij .
In [14], this notion of effective resistance was generalized to edges {i, j} in the connec-

tion graph (G, σ) as follows.

Definition 3.1. Let (G, σ) be a fixed, connection graph and let i, j ∈ V be adjacent vertices. The
effective (connection) resistance between i, j is defined by

Rσ(i, j) := ∥MT
i,jL†Mi,j∥2 (9)

where Mi,j =
[
0d×d, · · · , Id×d, · · · ,−σij, · · · , 0d×d

]T and ∥ · ∥2 denotes the matrix 2-norm.

It then follows from Definition 3.1 and Remark 2.2 that whenever (G, σ) is consistent
and connected, Rσ(i, j) is defined for any pair of (not necessarily adjacent) vertices i, j ∈ V.
Furthermore, in this case, the connection resistance in fact coincides with the graph effective
resistance. The following result is a slight generalization of Theorem 4 in [14] where only
edges were considered.

Theorem 3.2. Let σ be a consistent connection and let i, j ∈ V. Then Rσ(i, j) = rij.

This result is not surprising given that consistent signatures are “trivial” in the sense of
Example 2.8. However, there are two main limitations of this generalization of effective
resistance when considering inconsistent connection graphs.

(i) The definition cannot be generalized to define effective resistance between pairs i, j
that are not edges.

(ii) Even for a fixed edge {i, j}, Rσ(i, j) is not continuous w.r.t. change of signature σ. See
the example below.

Example 3.3 (The connection resistance in [14] is discontinuous). Consider the 3-cycle graph
with vertex set V = {1, 2, 3}. For any θ ∈ R, let σθ denote the 2-dimensional elementary cycle
signature (cf. Example 2.10). Then, for any θ ∈ R, the connection resistance between nodes 1, 2 is
given by 5 + 4 cos(θ) whenever θ ̸= 2kπ. Note, however, that when θ = 2kπ, the signature σθ is
consistent and the connection resistance between nodes 1, 2 is given by 2/3. Hence, the connection
resistance is discontinuous at θ = 2kπ. See our GitHub Repository for the Mathematica code for
derivation of the connection resistance.
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One of the main goals of this paper is to provide a novel definition of effective resistance
for connection graphs which addresses the two limitations above.

3.1 An Energy Perspective on Effective Resistance

Given a graph G, the Dirichlet energy of any function f : V → R is defined as E( f ) :=
f TL f . It turns out that the effective resistance can be expressed as the Dirichlet energy of a
particular function.

Theorem 3.4. Let G = (V, E, W) be a connected graph and let i, j ∈ V.

(i) rij = E( f ) for any f : V → R such that L f = ei − ej;

(ii) cij = inf{E( f ) : f (i) = 1, f (j) = 0}.

Proofs of these results can be found in [27, Theorem 4.2], or [32, Theorem 4.1].
Note that the equation involved in (i) above is called the Poisson problem (PP):

(L f )(x) =


1 x = i
−1 x = j
0 otherwise

. (10)

(PP) has infinitely many solutions as any solution to (PP) plus a constant function generates
a new solution. The definition Equation (8) of effective resistance can be interpreted as
the Dirichlet energy of a solution of (PP): one solution of (PP) is L†(ei − ej) and hence
rij = E( f ) = (ei − ej)

TL†(ei − ej).
For (ii) in the above theorem, the infimum is achieved by the solution to the following

Dirichlet problem: {
L f |V\{i,j} = 0
f (i) = 1, f (j) = 0

. (11)

In this case, the solution to Equation (11) is unique and we denote it by Vi→j : V → R which
is called the voltage function. It is worth noting that cij = (LVi→j)(i) and −cij = (LVi→j)(j),
i.e., if without loss of generality we assume i = 1 and j = 2, then

LVi→j =

 cij
−cij

0(n−2)×1

 . (12)

In this way, we see that the effective resistance / conductance can be viewed as the
Dirichlet energy of the solution of the Poisson problem / Dirichlet problem. Note that the
connection resistance defined in Definition 3.1 follows the spirit of the Poisson problem.
However, in [39], the Dirichlet problem is the main source of inspiration for the definition
of effective conductance for directed graphs. In Section 5, we will show how the Dirichlet
problem perspective can give rise to a novel definition of connection conductance and
eventually connection resistance.
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3.2 Graph Random Walks and Effective Resistance / Conductance

We now summarize some basic relationships between effective resistance / conductance
and random walks on graphs. For a more detailed discussion, see [32] and [18].

Given a graph G = (V, E, W), we let (Xt)t≥0 be a simple random walk with transi-
tion kernel D−1W. For any vertices i, j, the transition probability is denoted as Pi,j =

wij/ deg(i). We also use the shorthand notation Pi[·] to denote the conditional probability
P[·|X0 = i]. Similarly, we use the shorthand notation Ei[·] to denote the conditional
expectation E[·|X0 = i].

We also define various types of stopping times for this random walk as follows.

Definition 3.5. For s = 0, 1 and any subset A ⊆ V, we define

Ts
A = inf{t ≥ s : Xt ∈ A}. (13)

When A = {i}, we use the shorthand notation Ts
i for Ts

{i}.

It is useful to note that as long as G is connected, Pi[Ts
j < ∞] = 1 for any i, j ∈ V and s.

Alternatively, Pi[Ts
j = ∞] = 1 if and only if i, j are in different connected components.

Then, we introduce the notion of commute time and escape probability. We let Hij := EiT0
j

denote the expected number of steps for a simple random walk to reach j, having started
at i. The sum Hij + Hji is called the commute time between i, j.

The quantity Pi[T1
j < T1

i ] denotes the probability that a simple random walk on G,
having started at node i, reaches node j before returning to node i. Hence, Pi[T1

j < T1
i ] is

also called the escape probability.
Then, we have the following results characterizing the effective resistance and conduc-

tance in terms of random walks.

Theorem 3.6. Let G = (V, E, W) be a connected graph and let i, j ∈ V.

(i) rij =
1

vol(G)
(Hij + Hji), where vol(G) := ∑e∈E we;

(ii) cij = deg(i)Pi[T1
j < T1

i ].

We note that (ii) will be generalized to the case of connection graphs in our Theorem 5.9
whereas the generalization of (i) remains an open problem.

4 Dirichlet Problems and Random Walks on Connection
Graphs

Building upon the perspectives of Dirichlet problems and random walks for studying
effective resistance in classical graphs (cf. Section 3.1 and Section 3.2), in this section, we
explore their relevance to connection graphs. These concepts and findings will contribute
to our formulation of effective conductance and resistance for connection graphs in the
subsequent section.
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4.1 Dirichlet Problems and Harmonic Functions on Connection Graphs

In this subsection we define Dirichlet problems and harmonic functions for connection
graphs. We establish uniqueness of solutions to such Dirichlet problems under certain
conditions and provide an energy characterization of such solutions.

Specifically, when dealing with a graph G, we shift our focus from vector-valued
functions as discussed in Section 2.2 to matrix-valued functions f ∈ ℓ2(V; Rd×d). As we
proceed, it becomes evident that this space is most suitable for the study of harmonic
functions for our intended purposes, interpreting the effective conductance as analogous
to “hitting time”, which now is related to those expected mean path signatures that are
represented as matrices.

Worth noting is that whenever d = 1 and the connection σ ≡ 1 is trivial, the results we
develop match those for harmonic functions on classical graphs.

Let (G, σ) be a connection graph. Suppose H ⊂ V. Then f is said to be harmonic on H
if (L f )(i) = 0d×d for each i ∈ H. A useful observation is that if f is harmonic on H, then
for each i ∈ H, f satisfies the mean value property:

f (i) =
1

deg(i) ∑
j∼i

wijσij f (j).

We define the vertex boundary of H by

∂H = {j ∈ V : j /∈ H, and there exists some i ∈ H such that i ∼ j} (14)

We define the vertex closure of H by H = H ∪ ∂H.

Proposition 4.1 (Maximum norm principle). Let (G, σ) be a connection graph, and let H ⊊ V
be a nonempty proper subset of vertices in G. Suppose f ∈ ℓ2(V; Rd×d) is harmonic on H. Let
∥ · ∥ be any orthogonally invariant matrix norm on Rd×d. Then

max
i∈H

∥ f (i)∥ = max
i∈∂H

∥ f (i)∥. (15)

Proof. Suppose there exists some i∗ ∈ H for which ∥ f (i∗)∥ ≥ ∥ f (i)∥ for each i ∈ H. Then
by the mean value property,

∥ f (i∗)∥ =
1

deg(i)

∥∥∥∥∥∑
j∼i∗

wi∗ jσi∗ j f (j)

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ 1
deg(i) ∑

j∼i∗
wi∗ j

∥∥σi∗ j f (j)
∥∥ ≤ ∥ f (i∗)∥. (16)

Therefore, ∥ f (j)∥ = ∥ f (i∗)∥ for each j ∼ i∗. By iterating this argument, it follows that
∥ f (·)∥ is constant on the set S ⊂ H of nodes which are reachable along a path starting at i∗

contained strictly in H. Since H is a proper subset of V and hence must have a nonempty
boundary, S contains at least one boundary node and hence ∥ f (i∗)∥ is achieved on the
boundary.
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Given any function ϕ : ∂H → Rd×d, the Dirichlet problem (DP) is given by{
u|∂H = ϕ

Lu|H = 0d×d
, where u ∈ ℓ2(V; Rd×d). (17)

Corollary 4.2. If H ⊊ V satisfies the conditions outlined in the statement of Proposition 4.1,
the solution to (DP) is unique for any choice of ϕ (since, in particular, the difference of any two
solutions f1 − f2 is also harmonic and has norm zero on the boundary). In particular, if we choose
H = V\{i} =: ic where i ∈ V is a single fixed node, it follows that the submatrix Lic,ic is positive
definite.

Finally, we provide a useful characterization of the solution of (DP) in terms of the
Dirichlet energy. For any given f ∈ ℓ2(V; Rd×d) we define the (connection) Dirichlet energy
of f , analogous to the vector case in Equation (5), by the equation

E( f ) :=
1
2

Tr
(

f TL f
)
=

1
2

Tr

 ∑
{i,j}∈E

wij( f (i)− σij f (j))T( f (i)− σij f (j))

 (18)

Proposition 4.3 (Energy minimization). Suppose (G, σ) is a connection graph and H ⊊ V
is a proper subset of vertices of G. Assume without loss of generality that V = H and fix
ϕ : ∂H → Rd×d. Then f0 ∈ ℓ2(V; Rd×d) is a solution to (DP) in Equation (17) if and only if f0
is also a solution to the corresponding energy minimization problem (EP), i.e.,

E( f0) = min
f |∂H=ϕ

E( f ). (19)

A proof of this proposition can be found in Appendix A.

4.2 Graph Random Walks and Mean Path Signatures

Consider a simple random walk (Xt)t≥0 with transition kernel D−1W on a graph G =
(V, E, W). If G is equipped with a signature σ, along the random walk (Xt)t≥0, one can
also record the signature encountered. We hence define the notion of mean path signature.

Definition 4.4 (Mean path signature). Let (G, σ) be a connection graph and let i, j, k ∈ V. We
define

Ωs
ij := Ei

 Ts
j

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ

 and Ωs
ij(k) := Ei

 Ts
j

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ

∣∣∣∣∣∣Ts
j < Ts

k

 .

In words, Ωs
ij is the expected mean path signature for a walk starting at i and termi-

nating at j whereas Ωs
ij(k) is the expected mean path signature for a walk starting at i and

terminating at j before hitting k. As a matter of convention, we let Ωs
i := Ωs

ii. Similarly, we
define Ωs

i (k) := Ωs
ii(k).

13



The choice of s = 0 or 1 allows this definition to be toggled as needed in the case i = j.
If s = 0 then Ω0

i = Id×d by default, and if s = 1, Ωs
i can be interpreted as a mean cycle

product over the cycles that begin and end at node i. Lastly, it is also important to observe
that while σ : Eor → O(d), Ωs

ij need not be orthogonal; rather, it is a convex combination
of rotation matrices located somewhere within the convex hull of O(d).

Example 4.5. (Consistent graphs and cycle graphs)

(i) (Consistent Graphs) If (G, σ) is consistent, then by Remark 2.2, for any three nodes
i, j, k ∈ V, and s = 0, 1 we have that Ωs

ij = Ωs
ij(k) = σij. In particular, when σij = Id×d for

any i, j, Ωs
ij = Ωs

ij(k) = Id×d.

(ii) (Cycle Graph) In the case where G is a cycle graph on n vertices, i, j ∈ V with i ̸= j, and σ
is any signature, we have by inspection that Ω1

i (j) = Id×d.

It is natural to wonder whether there is any relationship between Ωs
ij and Ωs

ji (resp.
Ωs

ij(k) and Ωs
ji(k)). In general, we do not have that Ωs

ij(k) = (Ωs
ji(k))

T or Ωs
ij = (Ωs

ji)
T (see

Figure 1 for an illustration). But the following result provides a positive answer to some
extent.

Figure 1: A path contributing to Ωs
ij (or Ωs

ij(k) when k ̸= i, j) can involve multiple loops passing through i,
which is not allowed for a path contributing to Ωs

ji (or Ωs
ji(k) when k ̸= i, j). This inherent asymmetry is the

reason why, in general, Ωs
ij(k) ̸= (Ωs

ji(k))
T or Ωs

ij ̸= (Ωs
ji)

T.

Proposition 4.6. Let (G, σ) be a connection graph and let i, j, k ∈ V. Then, for any s = 0, 1, one
has that Ωs

ij(i) = (Ωs
ji(j))T.

The proof can be found in Appendix A.
Note that the mean path signatures can be used to characterize the kernel of L.

Proposition 4.7 (A characterization of kernel of L). Let f : V → Rd×d be such that (L f )(x) =
0d×d for all x ∈ V. Then, for any i, j ∈ V, one has that f (i) = Ω0

ij f (j).

Proof. Notice that for any edge {i, j}, f satisifes that f (i) = σij f (j). Then, for any i, j ∈ V,
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one has that

Ω0
ij f (j) = Ei

 T0
j

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ
· f (j)

 = Ei

T0
j −1

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ
· σXT0

j −1 j f (j)


= Ei

T0
j −1

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ
· f (XT0

j −1)

 = · · · = Ei [σiX1 · f (X1)
]
= f (i).

Mean path signatures vs Dirichlet problems The mean path signature Ω0
ij turns out to

be closely related to Dirichlet problems on connection graphs. Let (G, σ) be a connection
graph and let j ∈ V be a fixed node. Consider the map Ω0

•j : V → Rd×d sending each i ∈ V
to Ω0

ij. Using the Markov property and the uniqueness of the solution to the Dirichlet
problem (cf. Corollary 4.2), we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8. The map Ω0
•j is the unique solution to the Dirichlet problem below:{

Ω0
jj = Id×d

LΩ0
•j|V\{j} = 0d×d

. (20)

The above lemma indicates the following explicit way of calculating Ω0
ij for i, j ∈ V

using the connection Laplacian.

Proposition 4.9 (Calculation of Ω0
ij). Let (G, σ) be a connection graph and let i, j ∈ V be fixed

nodes with i ̸= j. Write L as a 2 × 2 block matrix of the form (re-order the nodes of G if necessary)

L =

[
Lj Lj,jc

Ljc,j Ljc

]
, where jc := V\{j}. Then, it follows:

Ω0
ij = −

(
(Ljc,jc)

−1Ljc,j

)
(i) (21)

where by (·)(i) we mean the d × d block matrix component of (·) corresponding to the node i.

Proof. By Lemma 4.8, Ω0
ij is the unique solution to the Dirichlet problem Equation (20). We

partition Ω0
•j (regarded as a block matrix) and L to re-write Equation (20) in block matrix

form: [
Lj Lj,jc

Ljc,j Ljc

] [
Id×d

Ω0
•j|jc

]
=

[
(LΩ0

•j)(j)
0(n−1)d×d

]
. (22)
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Focusing on the lower term of the right hand side, we can carry out block matrix multipli-
cation to write:

Ljc,j Id×d + Ljc Ω0
•j|jc = 0(n−1)d×d. (23)

Equivalently, Ljc Ω0
•j|jc = −Ljc,j. Using Corollary 4.2, we know that Ljc is positive definite

and hence Ω0
ij = −((Ljc)

−1Ljc,j)(i) for any i ̸= j. This concludes the proof.

A useful observation from Equation (22) is that

L/Ljc = deg(j)Ω0
jj − ∑

x
AjxσjxΩ0

xj = deg(j)(Id×d − Ω1
jj). (24)

4.3 Mean Path Signatures under Equivalence and Direct Sum

Let G be a graph and let σ be a signature on G. To specify the given signature, we let Ωσ,s
ij

and Ωσ,s
ij (k) denote the mean path signatures with respect to σ. The next proposition shows

that the mean path signatures are essentially “invariant” under switching equivalence.

Proposition 4.10. Assume that σ ≃ τ and let f : V → O(d) be a switching map. Then for any
i, j, k ∈ V, one has that

f (i)Ωσ,s
ij = Ωτ,s

ij f (j) and f (i)Ωσ,s
ij (k) = Ωτ,s

ij (k) f (j).

Now, we consider mean path signatures for direct sums of signatures.

Proposition 4.11. Let σ and τ be signatures on G. Then for any i, j, k ∈ V, one has

Ωσ⊕τ,s
ij = Ωσ,s

ij ⊕ Ωτ,s
ij and Ωσ⊕τ,s

ij (k) = Ωσ,s
ij (k)⊕ Ωτ,s

ij (k).

The following result provides another characterization of absolutely inconsistent signa-
tures. The proof can be found in Appendix A.

Theorem 4.12. Let (G, σ) be a connection graph. Then, σ is absolutely inconsistent iff for all
i ∈ V one has that Id×d − Ω1

i is positive definite.

5 Conductance on Connection Graphs

In this section, we utilize the Dirichlet problem and mean path signatures established in
Section 4 to develop the effective conductance in connection graphs. Just as we consider
matrix valued functions in the Dirichlet problem for connection graphs, we establish the
framework of effective conductance matrices for connection graphs, by analogy to the
classical setting.

Inspired by the relationship between the effective conductance and the Dirichlet prob-
lem in Section 3.1, we introduce the notion of the connection conductance matrix with
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respect to two nodes in G by utilizing a Dirichlet problem on connection graphs. Note
that this approach has also been implicitly adopted by [39] to define effective conductance
for directed graphs and by [37] to define effective conductance between disjoint sets of
vertices.

Now, given (G, σ), consider the following Dirichlet problem for any i, j ∈ V:{
LσVi→j|V\{i,j} = 0
Vi→j(i) = Id×d,Vi→j(j) = 0d×d

(25)

By Corollary 4.2, the above equation has a unique solution Vi→j : V → Rd×d which we
call the connection voltage function from i to j. We in particular care about (LσVi→j)(i) and
(LσVi→j)(j) as in the usual graph case, one can recover effective conductance from either
term (cf. Equation (12)). After possibly re-enumerating the nodes of G as needed, we see
that

LVi→j =

(LVi→j)(i)
(LVi→j)(j)
0(n−2)d×d

 . (26)

We can expand the preceding equation by partitioning the connection Laplacian L accord-
ing to the nodes i, j, in the style of the proof of Proposition 4.9, as follows:

[ L{i,j},{i,j} L{i,j},{i,j}c

L{i,j}c,{i,j} L{i,j}c,{i,j}c

]  Id×d
0d×d

Vi→j|{i,j}c

 =

(LVi→j)(i)
(LVi→j)(j)
0(n−2)d×d

 .

Then it follows from a straightforward block matrix calculation that(
L{i,j} −L{i,j},{i,j}cL−1

{i,j}cL{i,j}c,{i,j}

) [ Id×d
0d×d

]
= L/L{i,j}c

[
Id×d
0d×d

]
=

[
(LVi→j)(i)
(LVi→j)(j)

]
.

Note that the invertibility of L{i,j}c follows from Corollary 4.2.
Based on the discussion above, we now define the connection conductance matrix.

Definition 5.1 (Connection Conductance Matrix). Let (G, σ) be a connection graph and let
i, j ∈ V be any two nodes. Then the connection conductance matrix Cσ(i, j) ∈ R2d×2d is given by
the Schur complement of L with respect to {i, j}c, as follows:

Cσ(i, j) = L/L{i,j}c .

where L/L{i,j}c = L/L{i,j}c,{i,j}c by convention. For later use, and with a small abuse of notation,

we explicitly write the d × d blocks of Cσ(i, j) in the form Cσ(i, j) =

[
Cσ

ii Cσ
ij

Cσ
ji Cσ

jj

]
.
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Note that from the calculation preceding Definition 5.1, it follows that

Cσ(i, j) = L/L{i,j}c =

[
(LVi→j)(i) (LVj→i)(i)
(LVi→j)(j) (LVj→i)(j)

]
. (27)

Remark 5.2 (Conductance matrices for classical graphs). If (G, σ) is a connection graph with
the trivial one-dimensional signature σ = ι1, then L = L and for any fixed i, j ∈ V, one has that

Cσ(i, j) =
[

cij −cij
−cij cij

]
, where cij is the effective conductance between i, j (as defined in Section 3).

This is a well-known result; see, e.g., [34].

Following the continuity of Schur complement, we note that the conductance matrix is
continuous with respect to change of signatures.

Proposition 5.3. When the graph G is connected, the conductance matrix Cσ(i, j) is continuous
with respect to change of signatures σ.

Conductance matrix vs mean path signatures Before moving on to more in-depth
discussions of its properties, we establish some straightforward relationships between
blocks in Cσ(i, j) and the mean path signatures. We first note that Cσ

ii is invertible from
Lemma 5.11 which we will introduce later.

Lemma 5.4. For any i ̸= j ∈ V, one has that Ω0
ij = −(Cσ

ii)
−1Cσ

ij .

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that i = 1 and j = 2. Then, by Lemma 4.8, we
have that Ω0

ij satisfies the following equation:

[ L{1,2},{1,2} L{1,2},{1,2}c

L{1,2}c,{1,2} L{1,2}c,{1,2}c

]


Ω0
12

Id×d
Ω0

32
...

Ω0
n2

 =


0d×d

(LΩ0
•,i)(2)

0d×d
...

0d×d

 .

Therefore, one has that

L/L{1,2}c

[
Ω0

ij
Id×d

]
=

[
0d×d

(LΩ0
•,i)(2)

]
, and hence

[
Cσ

ii Cσ
ij

Cσ
ji Cσ

jj

] [
Ω0

ij
Id×d

]
=

[
0d×d

(LΩ0
•,i)(2)

]
.

This implies that Cσ
ii Ω

0
ij + Cσ

ij = 0d×d and thus we conclude the proof.

It turns out that the Schur complements of Cσ(i, j) are related to the mean path signature
as well.
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Lemma 5.5. For the conductance matrix Cσ(i, j) =

[
Cσ

ii Cσ
ij

Cσ
ji Cσ

jj

]
, one has the following results

regarding Schur complements:

Cσ(i, j)/Cσ
jj = deg(i)(Id×d − Ω1

i ) and Cσ(i, j)/Cσ
ii = deg(j)(Id×d − Ω1

j ).

Proof. This follows from the quotient formula for Schur complements (cf. Equation (2))
and Equation (24):

Cσ(i, j)/Cσ
jj = L/Lic = deg(i)(Id×d − Ω1

i )

5.1 Conductance Matrix under Equivalence and Direct Sum

In this subsection we will establish some properties of the conductance matrix under
equivalence and direct sum of signatures. Proofs are elementary and can be found in
Appendix A.

Proposition 5.6 (Conductance matrix under equivalence). Assume that σ ≃ τ and let
f : V → O(d) be a switching map. Then for any i, j ∈ V, one has that

FijCσ(i, j) = Cτ(i, j)Fij, where Fij :=
[

f (i) 0d×d
0d×d f (j)

]
.

Directly from the result above, we also obtain the following relationships for blocks of
the conductance matrix:

(i) f (i)Cσ
ii = Cτ

ii f (i) and f (j)Cσ
jj = Cτ

jj f (j);

(ii) f (i)Cσ
ij = Cτ

ij f (j) and f (j)Cσ
ji = Cτ

ji f (i).

Proposition 5.7 (Conductance matrix under direct sum). Let σ and τ be two signatures on G.
Then for any i, j ∈ V, one has that Cσ⊕τ(i, j) is similar to Cσ(i, j)⊕ Cτ(i, j).

In the manner of Theorem 2.9, given a decomposition of any signature σ on G: σ ≃
(
⊕ρ

i=1 ι1)⊕ τ, where τ is absolutely inconsistent, as a result of the Proposition 5.7 and
Remark 5.2, one can decompose the conductance matrix as follows:

Cσ(i, j) ≃
(

ρ⊕
l=1

[
cij −cij
−cij cij

])
⊕ Cτ(i, j).

In particular, we point out that for the blocks of the conductance matrix, one has that

(i) Cσ
ii ≃

⊕ρ
l=1

[
cij
]
⊕ Cτ

ii and Cσ
jj ≃

⊕ρ
l=1

[
cij
]
⊕ Cτ

ii ;

(ii) Cσ
ij ≃

⊕ρ
l=1

[
−cij

]
⊕ Cτ

ij and Cσ
ji ≃

⊕ρ
l=1

[
−cij

]
⊕ Cτ

ji.

It is then particularly interesting to study the conductance matrix of the absolutely
inconsistent signature τ.
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5.2 A Physical Perspective on the Conductance Matrix

Motivated by the physical origin of classical effective resistance/conductance, in this
section, we provide a physical interpretation of the Dirichlet problem Equation (25) and
hence the corresponding conductance matrix.

We write down explicitly Equation (26) at each vertex i ∈ V as follows to obtain
current-balance equations:

Cσ
ii = ∑

x
Aix(Vi→j(i)− σixVi→j(x)),

Cσ
ji = ∑

x
Ajx(Vi→j(j)− σjxVi→j(x)),

0d×d = ∑
x

Akx(Vi→j(k)− σkxVi→j(x)), ∀k ̸= i, j.

The equations above should be interpreted as follows: the current from external source
injecting into i (resp. j) should be equal to the total current from all edges incident to i
(resp. j); and if there is no external source, the total current from all edges incident to k
should sum up to 0d×d. See Figure 2 for an illustration.

In this way, given a “unit” voltage at i (specifically: a matrix-valued voltage equal to
Id×d) and “zero” voltage at j, there will be a current Cσ

ii going into i and −Cσ
ji current going

out of j. Similarly, given a “unit” voltage at j and “zero” voltage at i, there will be a current
Cσ

jj going into j and −Cσ
ij current going out of i.

External source

i

xσix

Cσ
ii

Id×d − σixVi→j(x)

Figure 2: An illustration of the current balance equation at i.

5.3 A Probabilistic Interpretation of the Connection Conductance Ma-
trix

In Theorem 3.6, we recalled the relationship between effective conductance between two
nodes in G and the “escape probability” of a random walk starting at i. It turns out
that both the connection voltage function and the connection conductance matrix can be
expressed explicitly using escape probability and mean path signatures.
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Theorem 5.8. Let (G, σ) be a connection graph and i, j ∈ V be two fixed vertices. For any x ∈ V,
we have that

Vi→j(x) = Px[T0
i < T0

j ] · Ω0
xi(j). (28)

Alternatively, Vi→j(x) can be characterized as follows. Let T0
ij := T0

{i,j} be a stopping

time (cf. Definition Equation (13)), and let the generalized indicator function χi : V → Rd×d

be given by χ(i) = Id×d and χ(x) = 0d×d otherwise. For each x ∈ V, we have that (see
Appendix A for a derivation)

Vi→j(x) = Ex

χi

(
XTij

) T0
ij

∏
s=0

σXsXs+1

 . (29)

For any i, j ∈ V, recall that we let cij denote the graph effective conductance between
the two nodes and let Pi[T1

j < T1
i ] represent the escape probability. Then,

Theorem 5.9. For the conductance matrix Cσ(i, j) =

[
Cσ

ii Cσ
ij

Cσ
ji Cσ

jj

]
, one can interpret the blocks

using escape probability and mean path signatures as follows:

Cσ
ii = deg(i) ·

(
Id×d − (1 − Pi[T1

j < T1
i ]) · Ω1

ii(j)
)

Cσ
ji = −deg(j) · Pj[T1

i < T1
j ] · Ω1

ji(j).

Then, by the fact that cij = deg(i) · Pi[T1
j < T1

i ] = deg(j) · Pj[T1
i < T1

j ], we have that

Cσ(i, j) = cij

[
Id×d −Id×d
−Id×d Id×d

]
+

[
(deg(i)− cij) · (Id×d − Ω1

ii(j)) cij · (Id×d − Ω1
ij(i))

cij · (Id×d − Ω1
ji(j)) (deg(j)− cij) · (Id×d − Ω1

jj(i))

]
.

This result successfully separates the classical effective conductance based on graph
structure from the mean path signature based on graph signatures and hence helps us to
appreciate the definition of the conductance matrix.

Proof. Using the current balance equation in Section 5.2, one has that

Cσ
ii = ∑

x
(Vi→j(i)− σixVi→j(x))Aix

= deg(i) · (Vi→j(i)− ∑
x

Pi,xσixVi→j(x))

= deg(i) ·
(

Id×d − ∑
x

Pi,xσixPx[T1
i < T1

j ] · Ex[σpx,x1,x2,...,xn ,i |T
1
i < T1

j ]

)

= deg(i) ·
(

Id×d − ∑
x

Pi[T1
i < T1

j ] · Ei[σpi,x,x1,x2,...,xn ,i |T
1
i < T1

j ]

)
= deg(i) ·

(
Id×d − Pi[T1

i < T1
j ] · Ω1

ii(j)
)

.
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Here in the fourth equality, the expectation is over all paths starting at i, going to x in the
next step, and finally coming back to i before hitting j. The formula for Cσ

ji can be similarly
derived and we defer the details to Appendix A.

As a direct consequence, one has the following result regarding cycle graphs.

Example 5.10 (Cycle Graphs). If G is a cycle graph, then Cσ
ii = Cσ

jj = cij · Id×d. This follows
directly from the fact hat Ω1

ii(j) = Id×d for any i, j in a cycle graph. We postpone the discussion of
the off diagonal entries to later Example 5.14.

We also note the following useful algebraic consequence.

Lemma 5.11. The matrix Cσ
ii is invertible.

Proof. As Ω1
ii(j) is the convex combination of orthonormal matrices and is symmetric,

one has that Id×d − Ω1
ii(j) is positive semidefinite. Furthermore, we have that cij =

deg(i) · Pi[T1
j < T1

i ] ≤ deg(i). Hence, Cσ
ii = cij Id×d + (deg(i) − cij) · (Id×d − Ω1

ii(j)) is
positive definite and hence invertible.

5.4 Some Examples of Conductance Matrices

In this final subsection we cover two examples of effective conductance matrices. They
are counterparts to the famous series and parallel combination of resistors in classical
electrical networks.

Example 5.12 (Series combination). Consider a line graph shown in Figure 3a. Then, for vertices
1 and n, one has that

Cσ(1, n) =
1

∑n−1
l=1 w−1

l,l+1

[
Id×d −∏n−1

l=1 σl,l+1
−∏2

l=n σl,l−1 Id×d

]
.

This follows directly from the observation that Ω1
11(n) = Id×d and Ω1

n1(n) = ∏n−1
l=1 σl,l+1.

1 n2 · · ·
w12

σ12 σn−1,n

wn−1,n

(a) A line connection graph with n vertices

i j

L1

L2

· · ·

Lm

(b) A parallel combination of m line connection
graphs Ll with l = 1, . . . , m

Figure 3: Series combination and parallel combination

22



Example 5.13 (Parallel combination). Consider a combination of several line graphs shown in
Figure 3b. We numerate each line using index l = 1, . . . , m and let Cσ,l(i, j) denote the conductance
matrix for the l-th line graph. Then, one has that (see Appendix A for a proof):

Cσ(i, j) =
m

∑
l=1

Cσ,l(i, j). (30)

Now, we use the above examples to continue our computation of the conductance
matrix for a cycle graph in Example 5.10.

Example 5.14 (Cycle Graphs - continued). As shown in Example 5.10, if G is a cycle graph,
then for any distinct vertices i, j ∈ V, we have Cσ

ii = cij · Id×d. Now, we specify the off diagonal
blocks in Cσ(i, j) using the previous examples. In this case, the two vertices result in a combination
of two line graphs. Based on Proposition 2.11, we assume that only one edge incident to i has the
signature σ, while all other edges have the identity matrix as the signature. Consequently, we
obtain:

Cσ(i, j) =
[

(c1 + c2)Id×d −(c1σ + c2 Id×d)
−(c1σT + c2 Id×d) (c1 + c2)Id×d

]
where c1 is the effective conductance between i and j in the line graph containing one edge with
signature σ and c2 is the effective conductance between i and j in the other line graph.

6 Resistance on Connection Graphs

Given the conductance matrix, one naturally wonders how to define a “resistance matrix”.
This question is more involved than its classical counterpart where the effective resistance
is simply the reciprocal of the effective conductance. Instead of naively defining the
resistance matrix as the pseudoinverse of the conductance matrix, we choose to first
establish a Poisson type problem based on the Dirichlet problem studied in Equation (25)
and hence define a resistance matrix that is “consistent” with the classical definition
in a certain sense. The resistance matrix we obtain is almost the pseudoinverse of the
conductance matrix (cf. Proposition 6.2) and presents clean formulation for absolutely
inconsistent signatures (cf. Proposition 6.6).

Note that for the solution Vi→j of the Dirichlet problem, we have that

(LVi→j)(x) =


Cσ

ii x = i
Cσ

ji x = j

0 otherwise

.

Just as in the Poisson problem Equation (10) where the source terms are units, we hence
normalize the right hand side by right multiplying it with Cσ

ii and obtain the following
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Poisson type problem:

(LWi→j)(x) =


Id×d x = i
−(Ω0

ij)
T x = j

0 otherwise

. (31)

Note that the appearance of the mean path signature follows from Lemma 5.4. There
are two issues that immediately arise when constructing W in this manner: existence and
uniqueness of Wi→j. The existence follows directly from the fact that Wi→j := Vi→j · (Cσ

ii)
−1

is a solution to Equation (31) and hence that a solution Wi→j exists in general.
Uniqueness does not hold in general. To resolve this we simply choose Wi→j to

be the unique solution to Equation (31) with minimum Euclidean norm, i.e., using the
pseudoinverse of L [5, Ch. 3]:

Wi→j := L†

 Id×d
−(Ω0

ij)
T

0(n−2)d×d

 . (32)

Henceforth for any fixed i, j we use the notation Wi→j to refer to the specific solution
constructed in the manner Equation (32).

Furthermore, by direct calculation, similar to the proof of Lemma 5.4, we find that[
Wi→j(i)
Wi→j(j)

]
= (L/L{i,j}c)†

[
Id×d

−(Ω0
ij)

T

]
. (33)

With the setup of Wi→j in hand, we define the resistance matrix as follows:

Definition 6.1. For any i, j ∈ V, we define the resistance matrix Rσ(i, j) as follows:

Rσ(i, j) :=
[
Wi→j(i) Wj→i(i)
Wi→j(j) Wj→i(j)

]
.

In the underlying graph G, as described in Section 3, the effective conductance and
resistance are related by reciprocal: cij = r−1

ij . The following result shows that the resistance
matrix is almost the pseudoinverse of the conductance matrix and it follows directly from
Equation (33) and the definition of Cσ(i, j).
Proposition 6.2. For any i, j ∈ V, one has that

Rσ(i, j) = Cσ(i, j)†

[
Id×d −(Ω0

ji)
T

−(Ω0
ij)

T Id×d

]
.

To justify Definition 6.1, we present a physical interpretation of the resistance matrix.
In Section 5.2, we offer an interpretation of the conductance matrix as a representation
of currents flowing between vertices i and j when “unit” voltages are applied. Building
upon this, we provide a dual interpretation of the resistance matrix. Specifically, when
a source at vertex i generates a “unit” current (i.e., a matrix-valued current with a value
of Id×d) and a sink at vertex j receives a current of ΩT

ij, the resistance matrix records the
corresponding voltages at vertices i and j.
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6.1 Resistance Matrix under Equivalence and Direct Sum

In this section we discuss how the effective resistance matrices operate at the level of
signature equivalence classes and direct sums of signatures. Most proofs are elementary
and can be found in Appendix A.

Proposition 6.3 (Resistance matrix under equivalence). Assume that σ ≃ τ and let f : V →
O(d) be a switching map. Then for any i, j ∈ V, one has that

FijRσ(i, j) = Rτ(i, j)Fij, where Fij :=
[

f (i) 0d×d
0d×d f (j)

]
.

Proposition 6.4 (Resistance matrix under direct sum). Let σ and τ be signatures on G. Then
for any i, j ∈ V, one has that Rσ⊕τ(i, j) is similar to Rσ(i, j)⊕Rτ(i, j).

Example 6.5 (Consistent Graphs). When (G, σ) is consistent, by Example 2.8 and Proposi-
tion 5.7, we have σ ≃ ⊕d

i=1 ι1. Then, for any i, j ∈ V, one has that

Rσ(i, j) ≃
d⊕

i=1

1
2

[
rij −rij
−rij rij

]
.

This follows from

Cσ(i, j)†

[
Id×d −(Ω0

ji)
T

−(Ω0
ij)

T Id×d

]
≃

d⊕
i=1

[
cij −cij
−cij cij

]† [ 1 −1
−1 1

]
=

d⊕
i=1

1
2

[
rij −rij
−rij rij

]
Similarly to the case of conductance matrices, given the decomposition (cf. Theorem 2.9)

of any signature σ on G: σ ≃ (
⊕ρ

i=1 ι1) ⊕ τ, where τ is absolutely inconsistent, using
Example 6.5, one obtains the following characterization of Rσ(i, j):

Rσ(i, j) ≃
(

ρ⊕
i=1

1
2

[
rij −rij
−rij rij

])
⊕Rτ(i, j).

We now study Rσ(i, j) when the signature is absolutely inconsistent.

Proposition 6.6. Let σ be absolutely inconsistent. Then, for any i, j ∈ V,

Rσ(i, j) =

[
(Cσ

ii)
−1 0d×d

0d×d (Cσ
jj)

−1

]
.

Proof. As we know that Vi→j · (Cσ
ii)

−1 is a solution to Equation (31) such that (Vi→j ·
(Cσ

ii)
−1)(j) = 0d×d. When σ is absolutely inconsistent, we know that Lσ is invertible.

Hence, Vi→j · (Cσ
ii)

−1 is the unique solution to Equation (31). Note that Vi→j(i) = Id×d and
Vi→j(j) = 0d×d. Therefore, we have that

Wi→j(i) = Vi→j(i) · (Cσ
ii)

−1 = (Cσ
ii)

−1 and

Wi→j(j) = Vi→j(j) · (Cσ
ii)

−1 = 0d×d.
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6.2 Connection Resistance: A Scalar Version of the Resistance Matrix

Finally, we would like to end this paper with a definition of a scalar version of the resistance
matrix. Recall that in Section 3.1 we showed how the effective resistance appears as the
Dirichlet energy of a solution to the Poisson problem L f = ei − ej (cf. Equation (10)):
rij = E( f ) = f TL f .

Motivated by this insight, one might define the scalar connection resistance between i
and j as the Dirichlet energy of a solution to Equation (31): 1

2 Tr(WT
i→jLWi→j). We note,

however, that this term is asymmetric in i and j. To ensure symmetry, it is natural to
consider 1

2 Tr(WT
i→jLWi→j +WT

j→iLWj→i), which turns out to be our final definition up to
certain normalization3.

Definition 6.7 (Connection effective resistance). For any i, j ∈ V, we define the connection
effective resistance between i and j as

rσ
ij :=

1
2d

Tr
(
WT

i→jLWi→j +WT
j→iLWj→i

)
.

Just as the classical effective resistance can be written as rij = (ei − ej)
TL†(ei − ej), we

can also characterize the connection effective resistance is a similar manner.

Proposition 6.8. If we let Nij =
[
0d×d, · · · , Id×d, · · · ,−Ω0

ij, · · · , 0d×d

]T
for any i, j ∈ V, then

we have that
rσ

ij =
1

2d
(Tr(NT

ijL†Nij) + Tr(NT
jiL†Nji)).

We next specify some relationship between NT
ijL†Nij and the conductance matrix and

an explicit formula for computing the connection effective resistance.

Lemma 6.9. Let σ ≃ (
⊕ρ

i=1 ι1)⊕ τ where τ is absolutely inconsistent. Then,

NT
ijL†Nij = (Cσ

ii)
−1 ≃

(
ρ⊕

i=1

[rij]

)
⊕ (Cτ

ii)
−1 and

NT
jiL†Nji = (Cσ

jj)
−1 ≃

(
ρ⊕

i=1

[rij]

)
⊕ (Cτ

jj)
−1.

Proof. We prove the first equality below (the same proof applies to NT
jiL†Nji) and the rest

follows from the decomposition results of blocks in conductance matrices (see Proposi-
tion 5.7 and the discussion thereafter).

3A normalization is necessary as if the d-dim signature is consistent, this term coincides with d · rij.
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Recall from Lemma 5.4 that −Ω0
ij = (Cσ

ii)
−1Cσ

ij. Without loss of generality, we assume
that i < j. Then, we have that

NT
ijL†Nij = [Id×d,−Ω0

ij]Cσ(i, j)†[Id×d,−Ω0
ij]

T

= [(Cσ
ii)

−1, 0d×d]Cσ(i, j)TCσ(i, j)†Cσ(i, j)[(Cσ
ii)

−1, 0d×d]
T

= [(Cσ
ii)

−1, 0d×d]Cσ(i, j)Cσ(i, j)†Cσ(i, j)[(Cσ
ii)

−1, 0d×d]
T

= [(Cσ
ii)

−1, 0d×d]Cσ(i, j)[(Cσ
ii)

−1, 0d×d]
T = (Cσ

ii)
−1.

Based on this result, we establish the following explicit formula for the effective resis-
tance under decomposition of signatures.

Theorem 6.10. Given (G, σ), let 1 ≤ ρ ≤ d be the dimension of the kernel of Lσ, and let τ be the
absolutely inconsistent component of σ. Then it holds:

rσ
ij =

ρ

d
rij +

1
2d

Tr
(
(Cτ

ii)
−1 + (Cτ

jj)
−1
)

.

Proof. This follows from applying Lemma 6.9 to Proposition 6.8.

One immediate consequence of the above theorem is that the effective resistance is
invariant under equivalence of signatures: this follows from Proposition 5.6 and the fact
that the trace of a matrix is invariant under similarity transformations. Another direct
result is that when the signature is consistent, then the connection effective resistance is
equal to the classical definition of the effective resistance.

Finally, we establish that the effective resistance is continuous with respect to change
of signatures.

Theorem 6.11. Given (G, σ), let i, j ∈ V be fixed nodes, and let rij be the effective resistance
between i, j for the underlying graph G. Then the function σ 7→ rσ

ij is continuous.

Proof. Note from Lemma 6.9 that

rσ
ij =

1
2d

(
Tr((Cσ

ii)
−1) + Tr((Cσ

jj)
−1)
)

. (34)

Then, the result follows from continuity and invertibility of both Cσ
ii and Cσ

jj.

Note that the new connection resistance is defined for every pair of vertices and is
continuous with respect to the signature. This is in contrast to the definition by [14] and
help justify our definition.

We end with one counterintuitive property of rσ
ij comparing the connection resistance

with the effective resistance of underlying graphs. The proof is in Appendix A.

Proposition 6.12. For any i, j ∈ V, it holds that rσ
ij ≤ rij.
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The equality does not hold in general (see experiments in Section 6.2.1). This result
indicates that the presence of inconsistency in the signature reduces the energy of the
solution to the Poisson problem, which is counterintuitive. Inconsistency is typically seen
as obstacles in random walks within connection graphs, which should typically increase
the energy. The interpretation of this phenomenon remains an open problem.

6.2.1 Numerical Experiments on the Connection Resistance

We conduct three numerical experiments contrasting our connection resistance rσ
ij, as

defined in Definition 6.7 and implemented using Equation (34), with the standard ef-
fective resistance and the connection resistance measure proposed by Chung et al. [14].
These experiments involve a dumbbell graph (Figure 4a) and a Wheatstone-bridge graph
(Figure 4b), where we assign 3-dimensional signatures to specific edges.

For these experiments, most edges are assigned the identity matrix I3×3, with chosen
edges assigned signatures of the form:

σij(θ) =

1 0 0
0 cos(θ) − sin(θ)
0 sin(θ) cos(θ)

 .

In the case of the dumbbell graph (Figure 4a), the edge (1, 2) is assigned a signature
σ12, with θ12 sampled from a grid over the interval [0, 2π]. Beyond edge (1, 2), edge (2, 3)
is given two different signature configurations: θ23 is chosen to be either 0 or π/2. For the
Wheatstone-bridge graph (Figure 4b), the edge (2, 4) is assigned a signature σ24, with θ24
sampled from a grid on the interval [0, 2π].

(a) Dumbbell graph (b) Wheatstone-bridge graph

Figure 4: Illustration of graphs considered in the numerical experiments

We observe the following properties of rσ
ij from these experiments.

(i) rσ
ij varies continuously with signature changes, unlike the CR from [14].

(ii) rσ
ij ≤ rij in accordance with Proposition 6.12;
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(iii) rσ
ij = rij when the graph is consistent.
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(b) Dumbbell graph with fixed rotation θ = 90o for the signature on edge (2, 3).
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(c) Wheatstone-bridge graph

Figure 5: Numerical comparison of different notions of effective resistance. For clarity, ‘ER’ in the
figures corresponds to the standard effective resistance, while ‘CR’ refers to the connection effective resistance
as per Definition 6.7 and Chung et al. [14], respectively. (a) A dumbbell graph where θ on edge (1, 2) is
varied over [0, 2π]. (b) A dumbbell graph similar to (a), but with θ fixed at π/2 for edge (2, 3). (c) A
Wheatstone-bridge graph where θ for the edge signature on edge (1, 3) is varied over [0, 2π].

7 Discussion

We introduced a novel concept of effective resistance specifically tailored for connection
graphs, featuring desirable attributes like continuity relative to graph signature and invari-
ance under signature equivalence. Several potential research avenues below conclude our
paper.
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Properties of the Connection Resistance While we have established certain properties,
further examination of connection resistance is intriguing. For instance, given that graph
effective resistance is a metric, we can explore if this extends to connection resistance. A
probabilistic viewpoint on connection resistance, perhaps via a commute time notion for
connection graphs, could also be valuable.

Graph cut and Cheeger inequality in connection graphs Prior work has attempted to
define Cheeger constants and establish related inequalities for connection graphs. These
methods separate graph structures from signatures. Following [33], which links graph
Cheeger constant to effective conductance, we are interested in seeing if connection con-
ductance/resistance can be similarly used to define Cheeger constants.

Analysis of Graph Neural Networks We note that the increasing adoption of generalized
graphs, including magnetic graphs and connection graphs, in the development of neural
networks for handling complex data has been a recent trend [43, 4]. Inspired by these
advancements, it is intriguing to consider the potential application of our notion of effective
resistance in analyzing and understanding such neural networks. By leveraging insights
from recent work in [2, 17, 6], we can explore the impact of effective resistance on network
behavior and performance optimization.
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[32] László Lovász. Random walks on graphs: A survey. Combinatorics, Paul erdos is eighty,
2(1-46):4, 1993.

[33] Facundo Mémoli, Zhengchao Wan, and Yusu Wang. Persistent Laplacians: Properties,
algorithms and implications. SIAM Journal on Mathematics of Data Science, 4(2):858–884,
2022.

[34] Aaron Schild. A Schur complement Cheeger inequality. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1811.10834, 2018.

[35] Amit Singer. Angular synchronization by eigenvectors and semidefinite program-
ming. Applied and computational harmonic analysis, 30(1):20–36, 2011.

[36] Amit Singer and H-T Wu. Vector diffusion maps and the connection Laplacian.
Communications on pure and applied mathematics, 65(8):1067–1144, 2012.

[37] Yue Song, David J Hill, and Tao Liu. On extension of effective resistance with applica-
tion to graph Laplacian definiteness and power network stability. IEEE Transactions
on Circuits and Systems I: Regular Papers, 66(11):4415–4428, 2019.

[38] Daniel A Spielman and Nikhil Srivastava. Graph sparsification by effective resistances.
SIAM Journal on Computing, 40(6):1913–1926, 2011.

[39] Tomohiro Sugiyama and Kazuhiro Sato. Kron reduction and effective resistance of
directed graphs. SIAM Journal on Matrix Analysis and Applications, 44(1):270–292, 2023.

[40] Sotharith Tauch, William Liu, and Russel Pears. Measuring cascade effects in inter-
dependent networks by using effective graph resistance. In 2015 IEEE Conference on
Computer Communications Workshops (INFOCOM WKSHPS), pages 683–688, 2015.
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A Missing Proofs

Proof of Proposition 4.3. Since (DP) admits a unique solution per Proposition 4.1, we know
that L is strictly positive definite on the region

F = { f ∈ ℓ2(V; Rd×d) : f |∂H = ϕ} (35)

Therefore, E( f ) is strictly convex on F and hence has a unique minimizer f0.
Notice that if L f0|H = 0, then the gradient of ∇ f E( f0) = 0nd×d and by the strict

convexity of E( f ) on F , f0 minimizes E( f ).
On the other hand, if f0 solves (EP), it remains to show that L f0|H = 0d×d. Let

w ∈ ℓ2(V; Rd×d) be any function which satisfies w|∂H = 0d×d. Then ( f0 + w)|∂H = ϕ, and
since f0 minimizes E( f ), we have

d
dh

E( f0 + hw)
∣∣∣
h=0

= 0.

We calculate, for fixed h ∈ R,

E( f0 + hw) =
1
2

Tr
(
( f0 + hw)TL( f0 + hw)

)
(36)

=
1
2

Tr
(

f T
0 L f0 + hwTL f0 + h f T

0 Lw + h2wTLw
)

(37)

The derivative d
dh (·)|h=0 will only recover the two terms from E( f0 + hw) linear in h.

Therefore by symmetry of L and the cyclic invariance property of trace,

d
dh

E( f0 + hw)
∣∣∣
h=0

= Tr
(

wTL f0

)
= 0. (38)

Equivalently stated in the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product on Rnd×d, ⟨w,L f0⟩ = 0. Since
w|∂H = 0d×d, the inner product only depends on the values of each function on the interior
of H. Moreover, our choice of w did not specify its values on the interior of H, so it follows
that L f0 = 0d×d on H.

Proof of Proposition 4.6. For any path X0 = i, X1, . . . , Xk = j such that Xl ̸= i, j for all
l ∈ {1, . . . , k}, we have that its inverse path Yl := Xk−l satisfies that

(i) Y0 = j and Yk = i;

(ii) Yl ̸= i, j for all l ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

The path X0 = i, X1, . . . , Xk = j contributes to Ωs
ij(i) the term σiX1 · · · σXk−1 j, whereas

the inverse path Y0 = j, Y1, . . . , Yk = i contributes to Ωs
ji(j) the term σjY1 · · · σYk−1i =

(σiX1 · · · σXk−1 j)
T. In this way, it is direct to see that

Ωs
ij(i) = (Ωs

ji(j))T.
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Proof of Theorem 4.12. Note that for any i ∈ V, since Ω1
i is symmetric and positive semidef-

inite. Hence, it suffices to prove that σ is absolutely inconsistent iff for all i ∈ V one has
that eigenvalues of Ω1

i are strictly smaller than 1.
Recall that

Ω1
i = E

 T1
i

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ

∣∣∣∣∣∣X0 = i

 .

Hence,

∥Ω1
i ∥2 =

∥∥∥∥∥∥E

 T1
i

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ

∣∣∣∣∣∣X0 = i

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤ E

∥∥∥∥∥∥
T1

i

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣X0 = i

 = 1.

Here the first inequality follows from Jensen’s inequality and the second inequality follows
from the fact that ∥σij∥2 = 1 for all (i, j) ∈ Eor. The equality above holds if and only if

∏
T1

i
ℓ=1 σXℓ−1Xℓ

is a constant almost surely given X0 = i. This implies that

N

∏
ℓ=1

σxℓ−1xℓ = Id×d

for any path (i = x0, . . . , xN = i) such that N ≥ 1 and xℓ ̸= i for all ℓ ̸= 0, N. Hence, for
any j ̸= i, we have that for any path (i = x0, . . . , xN = j), one has that ∏N

ℓ=1 σxℓ−1xℓ is a
constant, i.e., is independent of the choice of path. We denote this constant by σij for all
j ̸= i. In this way, we construct f : V → Rd by letting f (i) := ei and f (j) := σijei for all
j ̸= i. It is direct to check that L f = 0 and hence σ is not absolutely inconsistent. This
concludes the proof.

Proof of Proposition 5.6. Recall by Lemma 2.6 that FLσF−1 = Lτ where F is the block
diagonal matrix whose ith block is f (i). Then, it follows from [25, Proposition 9] that

FijLσ/Lσ
{ij}c F−1

ij = (FijLσF−1
ij )/(F{ij}cLσ

{ij}c F−1
{ij}c) = Lτ/Lτ

{ij}c ,

where F{ij}c is the block diagonal matrix whose lth block is f (l) for all l ̸= i, j. This implies
that

FijCσ(i, j) = Cτ(i, j)Fij.

Proof of Proposition 5.7. This follows from Remark 2.7 and the proof of Proposition 5.6.
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Proof of Equation (29). This can be seen easily as follows.

E

χi

(
XT0

ij

) Tij

∏
s=0

σXsXs+1 |X0 = x

 = E

χi (i)
T0

ij

∏
s=0

σXsXs+1 |X0 = x, XT0
ij
= i

Px
[

XT0
ij
= i
]

+ E

χi (j)
T0

ij

∏
s=0

σXsXs+1 |X0 = x, XT0
ij
= j

Px
[

XT0
ij
= j
]

= E

 T0
ij

∏
s=0

σXsXs+1 |X0 = x, XT0
ij
= i

Px
[

XT0
ij
= i
]

.

The Missing Part of Proof of Theorem 5.9.

Cσ
ji = ∑

x
(Vi→j(j)− σjxVi→j(x))Ajx

= deg(j) · (Vi→j(j)− ∑
x

Pj,xσjxVi→j(x))

= −deg(j) · ∑
x

Pj,xσjxPx[T1
i < T1

j ] · Ex[σpx,x1,x2,...,xn ,i |T
1
i < T1

j ]

= −deg(j) · ∑
x

Pj[T1
i < T1

j ] · Ej[σpj,x,x1,x2,...,xn ,i |T
1
i < T1

j ]

= −deg(j) · Pj[T1
i < T1

j ] · Ω1
ji(j).

Proof of Equation (30). We only show that Cσ
ji = ∑m

l=1 C
σ,l
ji . Note that for any given l =

1, . . . , m, one has that

Cσ,l
ji = −wjlP[T1

i < T1
j |X0 = j, X1 = l]E

 T1
j

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ
|X0 = i, X1 = l, T1

i < T1
j


= −wjlE

χi(T1
ij)

T1
j

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ
|X0 = i, X1 = l

 .
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Hence,

m

∑
l=1

Cσ,l
ji = −

m

∑
l=1

wjlE

χi(T1
ij)

T1
j

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ
|X0 = i, X1 = l


= −deg(j)

m

∑
l=1

P[X1 = l|X0 = j]E

χi(T1
ij)

T1
j

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ
|X0 = i, X1 = l


= −deg(j)E

χi(T1
ij)

T1
j

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ
|X0 = i


= −deg(j)Pj[T1

i < T1
j ]Ω

1
ji(j) = Cσ

ji .

Proof of Proposition 6.3. By Proposition 5.6 and Proposition 4.10, one has that

FijCσ(i, j) = Cτ(i, j)Fij and

f (i)Ωσ,0
ij = Ωτ,0

ij f (j), f (j)Ωσ,0
ji = Ωτ,0

ji f (i).

The claim then follows from Proposition 6.2 after direct calculation.

Proof of Proposition 6.4. This follows from Remark 2.7 and the observations made in the
proof of Proposition 6.3.

Proof of Proposition 6.12. By Theorem 6.10, we only need to prove that rσ
ij ≤ rij when σ is

absolutely inconsistent. In this case, we know by Theorem 5.9 that

Cσ
ii = cij Id×d + (deg(i)− cij) · (Id×d − Ω1

ii(j))

By Jensen’s inequality, we have that

∥Ω1
ii(j)∥2 =

∥∥∥∥∥∥Ei

 T1
i

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ

∣∣∣∣∣∣T1
i < T1

j

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤ Ei

∥∥∥∥∥∥
T1

i

∏
ℓ=1

σXℓ−1Xℓ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣T1
i < T1

j

 = 1.

This implies that Id×d − Ω1
ii(j) is positive semidefinite. Since deg(i) ≥ cij, we have that all

eigenvalues of Cσ
ii are lower bounded by cij. Therefore, we have that the eigenvalues of

(Cσ
ii)

−1 are upper bounded by 1/cij = rij. In this way, by Theorem 6.10 we have that

rσ
ij =

1
2d

(
Tr((Cσ

ii)
−1) + Tr((Cσ

jj)
−1)
)
≤ 1

2d
· 2drij = rij.
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