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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a new notion of curvature on the edges of a graph that is defined in terms
of effective resistances. We call this the Ricci–Foster curvature. We study the Ricci flow resulting from
this curvature. We prove the existence of solutions to Ricci flow on short time intervals, and prove that
Ricci flow preserves graphs with nonnegative (resp. positive) curvature.

1 Introduction

Recent years have seen considerable work in taking ideas from differential geometry and applying them to
discrete settings on graphs. Of particular significance in this realm has been defining notions of curvature
for graphs. The notions of Ricci curvature and scalar curvature are critical tools in differential geometry for
understanding manifolds. Of particular note is the notion of Ricci flow associated with curvature, which was a
principal tool in the proof of the Poincaré conjecture [Per02]. Various notions of curvature have been defined
for graphs, including the so-called Bakry–Émery curvature [BE85], Ollivier curvature [Oll09], Lin–Lu–Yau
curvature [LLY11], Forman curvature [For03], and combinatorial curvature [Hig01]. For some of these,
particularly for the Ollivier and Forman curvatures, an associated Ricci flow has been studied [NLLG19,
BLL+21, CKL+23].

Recently, Devriendt and Lambiotte [DL22] introduced a notion of Ricci curvature for graphs, based on
effective resistance (defined in Section 2 below). They defined a curvature for the vertices and edges of a
graph, and studied some properties of Ricci flow resulting from this notion of edge curvature.

The main contribution of this work is to introduce a variant on the edge curvature of Devriendt and
Lambiotte [DL22] which yields the same vertex curvature (which we view as a scalar curvature) of that
paper, but which leads to a more natural notion of Ricci flow.

Classically, the Ricci curvature and Ricci flow satisfy several key properties, including:

1. The Ricci tensor is invariant under uniform scaling of the metric [Top06].

2. Total volume is weakly decreasing under Ricci flow on a closed manifold with nonnegative scalar
curvature [Top06, Corollary 3.2.6].

3. Nonnegative (or positive) scalar curvature is preserved under Ricci flow on a closed manifold [Top06,
Corollary 3.2.3].
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4. Ricci flow has no periodic orbits, on the space of Riemannian metrics modulo diffeomorphism and
scaling [Per02].

The Ricci flow we introduce on graphs satisfies the first three of these properties; see Proposition 3.10,
Proposition 4.2, and Theorem 1.3. The analogue of the fourth property we leave open, but conjecture that
it also holds.

In this paper, we accomplish the following:

• We introduce a new notion of resistance-based Ricci curvature on the edges of a graph, which we call
the Ricci–Foster curvature.

• We show the existence of Ricci flow for this curvature on an arbitrary edge-weighted graph, for a short
time interval.

• We show that under this notion of Ricci curvature, Ricci flow preserves nonnegatively curved graphs.

On a graph G = (V,E), for each edge e = uv let ℓe denote the resistance of e, which is a positive real
number. For any vertices u, v in G, let ωuv denote the effective resistance between u and v.

Definition 1.1 (Ricci–Foster curvature). If e = uv is an edge in a weighted graph, let Ke denote the
following Ricci–Foster curvature of e:

Ke =
1

degu
+

1

degv
−

ωuv

ℓe
.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose (G, ℓ(0)) is an edge-weighted graph. Consider the Ricci–Foster flow on {ℓe(t) : e ∈
E(G)} defined by the system of differential equations

d

dt
ℓe(t) = −Ke(ℓ(t)) and ℓe(0) = ℓ(0)e (1.1)

for each edge e ∈ E(G). Then for some T > 0 there exists a unique solution to this system of differential
equations on the interval t ∈ [0, T ).

Say an edge-weighted graph (G, ℓ) is nonnegatively curved (resp. positively curved) if every edge of G has
nonnegative (resp. positive) Ricci–Foster curvature.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose (G, ℓ(0)) is a finite, edge-weighted graph, and let (G, ℓ(t)) for t ∈ [0, T ) denote the
family of graphs obtained from (G, ℓ(0)) by applying Ricci–Foster flow (1.1). If (G, ℓ(0)) is nonnegatively
curved, then so is (G, ℓ(t)) for all t ∈ [0, T ).
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2 Effective resistance

In this section, we recall the definition and some properties of effective resistance. We consider a graph
G = (V,E) where each edge e has a resistance ℓe. The resistance is always a positive real number. We will
sometimes also refer to ℓe as the length of edge e.

Let ωxy denote the effective resistance between vertices x and y. There are many equivalent ways to
define the effective resistance in a graph. We make use of the following.
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Definition 2.1 (Effective resistance via spanning trees [Gri10, Exercise 1.1]). The effective resistance be-
tween vertices x and y satisfies

ωxy =
τ(G/xy; ℓ)

τ(G; ℓ)
(2.1)

where G/xy denotes the graph obtained from G by identifying x and y, and τ(G) is the weighted sum over
all spanning trees

τ(G; ℓ) =
∑

T

∏

e6∈T

ℓe.

When uv = e is an edge, we sometimes use ωe to mean ωuv.

If uv is itself an edge, then the effective resistance ωuv takes into account the resistances of all edges on
all paths connecting u and v, rather than just the edge uv itself. Recall that ℓe denotes the resistance of an
edge e. In general, if e = uv is an edge, we have

ωuv ≤ ℓe.

To be more precise, if uv = e forms an edge, then by the rule for combining resistances in parallel [Gri10,
Chapter 1.3] we have

ωuv = ωuv(G) =
ℓe ωuv(G \ e)

ℓe + ωuv(G \ e)
,

whereG\e denotes the edge-deleted graph. In this formula, if e is a bridge (an edge whose removal disconnects
the graph) then ωuv(G \ e) is infinite and the expression above is indeterminate. We take ωuv = ℓe in this
case, as we see from the following rewriting of this formula.

ωuv

ℓe
=

ωuv(G \ e)

ℓe + ωuv(G \ e)
= 1−

ℓe
ℓe + ωuv(G \ e)

. (2.2)

Proposition 2.2 (Rayleigh’s monotonicity law). For any edge e and any vertices x and y, we have
∂ ωxy

∂ ℓe
≥ 0.

For a proof, see Grimmet [Gri10, Theorem 1.29] or Doyle and Snell [DS84, Chapter 1.4].

Remark 2.3. In fact, we can be more precise concerning the value of
∂ ωxy

∂ ℓe
. Suppose we let ixye denote the

amount of current flowing through edge e, when one unit of current is sent from x to y. Then according to

[DS84, Exercise 1.4.7], we have
∂ ωxy

∂ ℓe
= (ixye )

2
.

3 Edge curvature

In this section, we recall the definition of curvature based on effective resistance from the introduction, and
explore some of its properties.

Definition (Ricci–Foster curvature). Suppose (G, ℓ) is an edge-weighted graph where ℓe denotes the resis-
tance of e for each edge in E(G). Consider the edge curvature defined as follows: on each edge e = uv
let

Ke =
1

degu
+

1

degv
−

ωuv

ℓe
(3.1)

where ωuv denotes the effective resistance between vertices u and v. We call Ke the Ricci–Foster curvature
of e.

3



Remark 3.1. Devriendt and Lambiotte [DL22] define the scalar curvature pu at a node u as

pu = 1−
1

2

∑

v:v∼u

ωuv

ℓuv
.

One could view our definition of Ricci–Foster curvature as arising from thinking of an edge e = uv as
consisting of two directed arcs −→uv and ←−uv (= −→vu), and then assigning each directed arc the curvature

K−→uv =
1

degu
−

1

2

ωuv

ℓe
,

from which we see that Ke = K−→uv +K←−uv. Then we see that the scalar curvature at a node can be expressed
as a sum of Ricci curvatures on the outgoing edges:

pu =
∑

v:v∼u

K−→uv.

Remark 3.2. The scalar curvature pu of [DL22] is further studied in [DOS24], with a different normalizing
factor, where the curvature is shown to satisfy nice properties analogous to the situation on manifolds.

3.1 Examples

Example 3.3 (Trees). If G is a (weighted) tree, then ωuv = ℓe for every edge uv = e. Thus the edge
curvature is

Kuv =
1

degu
+

1

degv
− 1.

An edge has positive curvature if degu = 1 or degv = 1, and has zero curvature if degu = degv = 2.
Otherwise, the edge curvature is negative.

For an explicit example, the tree in Figure 1 has its edge curvatures indicated. We highlight positively-
curved edges in blue, and negatively-curved edges in red.

1
2 − 1

6 − 1
6

0 1
2

1
3

Figure 1: A tree with its Ricci–Foster edge curvatures.

Example 3.4 (Infinite regular tree). Suppose G is the infinite regular tree where each vertex has degree d.
Then for each edge,

Ke =
2

d
− 1 =

2− d

d
.

If d ≥ 3 then each edge has negative curvature.

Example 3.5 (Cycles). If G is a cycle on n vertices and edges, then Ke = 1
n

for each n. We omit the
calculation, which is simplified by applying Proposition 3.9.

More generally, if G is a cycle with edge resistances {ℓ1, . . . , ℓn}, then the curvature of the i-th edge is

Ki =
1

2
+

1

2
−

ωi

ℓi
=

ℓi
∑

j∈E ℓj
.

In other words, the curvature of each edge is proportional to its length.

Example 3.6 (Barbell graph). Suppose G is the graph shown in Figure 2. The single bridge edge has
negative curvature, while the other edges have positive curvature.

Example 3.7 (House graph). Suppose G is the graph shown in Figure 3. The edge curvatures are indicated
in the figure next to each edge.
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1
6

1
3

1
6

− 1
3

1
6

1
3

1
6

Figure 2: Barbell graph and its edge curvatures.

3
11

7
66

4
33

7
66

13
66

13
66

Figure 3: House graph and its edge curvatures.

3.2 Properties

In this section, we note some basic properties of the Ricci–Foster curvature.

Proposition 3.8. For any edge e, the curvature satisfies |Ke| ≤ 1.

Proof. For a lower bound on curvature, we have

Ke =
1

degu
+

1

degv
−

ωuv

ℓe
≥ −

ωuv

ℓe
≥ −1.

The last inequality follows from (2.2).
As an upper bound for curvature, we consider two cases. First suppose that some endpoint of e has

degree one; we may assume by symmetry that degu = 1. In this case, e is a bridge edge, which means that
ωuv

ℓe
= 1. Thus

Ke =
1

degu
+

1

degv
−

ωuv

ℓe
=

1

degv
≤ 1.

In the second case, suppose both degu ≥ 2 and degv ≥ 2. Then

Ke =
1

degu
+

1

degv
−

ωuv

ℓe
≤

1

degu
+

1

degv
≤ 1

as desired. Note that the resistance ℓe and effective resistance ωuv are always positive (assuming u 6= v).

Proposition 3.9. For any finite weighted graph, the sum of Ricci–Foster curvatures over all edges is 1.

Proof. We have

∑

e∈E

Ke =
∑

e∈E

(

1

deg(e+)
+

1

deg(e−)
−

ωe

ℓe

)

=
∑

e∈E

(

1

deg(e+)
+

1

deg(e−)

)

−
∑

e∈E

ωe

ℓe

=
∑

v∈V





∑

e∈N (v)

1

degv



−
∑

e∈E

ωe

ℓe
= |V | −

∑

e∈E

ωe

ℓe
.
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In the last line, we use N (v) to denote the set of edges incident to v. Thus it remains to show that

∑

e∈E

ωe

ℓe
= |V | − 1.

This is a result of Foster [Fos48].

The previous result explains our choice of naming the quantity (3.1) the “Ricci–Foster” curvature. For
the rest of the paper, we will refer to the Ricci–Foster curvature simply as the curvature of an edge in a graph.
Note that for Proposition 3.9 to hold, it is necessary to assume that the graph is finite; for an infinite-graph
counterexample, see Example 3.4.

Proposition 3.10. The curvature Ke does not change under uniform rescaling of all edge resistances
{ℓf : f ∈ E}.

Proof. From (3.1) it suffices to show that ωuv/ℓe is invariant under uniform rescaling. The effective resistance
ωuv = ωuv(ℓf : f ∈ E) is a homogeneous degree-one function of the edge resistances (e.g., doubling the
resistance of every edge will double ωuv). This property of effective resistance follows from Definition 2.1.
Therefore the ratio ωuv/ℓe is invariant under uniform rescaling.

We next consider how the curvature of an edge changes as a result of changing the length of a single
(possibly different) edge. In words, we find that the resistance of any edge is positively correlated with its
curvature, and negatively correlated with the curvature of any other edge.

Proposition 3.11.

(a) For a fixed edge e, we have
∂

∂ ℓe
Ke ≥ 0.

(b) For distinct edges e 6= f , we have
∂

∂ ℓf
Ke ≤ 0.

Proof. We first consider two special cases, when e is either a loop edge or a bridge edge. If e is a loop edge,
we have ωe

ℓe
= 0 since the numerator vanishes, hence Ke =

1
deg(e+) +

1
deg(e−) is constant. If e is a bridge edge,

we have ωe

ℓe
= 1 so again Ke = 1

deg(e+) +
1

deg(e−) − 1 is constant. In both cases, ∂
∂ ℓf

Ke = 0 for f = e and

f 6= e, which satisfies parts (a) and (b).
For the rest of the proof, suppose e is not a loop or bridge edge, so that we can use the expressions (2.2)

for the effective resistance ratio ωe/ℓe. For part (a),

∂

∂ ℓe
Ke =

∂

∂ ℓe

(

1

deg(e+)
+

1

deg(e−)
−

ωe(G \ e)

ℓe + ωe(G \ e)

)

=
ωe(G \ e)

(ℓe + ωe(G \ e))2
≥ 0.

Here we use the fact that ∂ ωe(G\e)
∂ ℓe

= 0, since the edge e does not appear in G \ e.

For part (b), since e and f are assumed distinct we have ∂ ℓe
∂ ℓf

= 0. Thus

∂

∂ ℓf
Ke =

∂

∂ ℓf

(

1

deg(e+)
+

1

deg(e−)
− 1 +

ℓe
ℓe + ωe(G \ e)

)

=
∂

∂ ℓf

(

ℓe
ℓe + ωe(G \ e)

)

= −
ℓe

(ℓe + ωe(G \ e))2
·
∂ ωe(G \ e)

∂ ℓf
≤ 0.

The last inequality applies Rayleigh’s law (Proposition 2.2), ∂ ωe(G\e)
∂ ℓf

≥ 0.
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3.3 Edge refinement

In this section, we show that the Ricci–Foster curvature is nicely compatible with a notion of edge refinement
on edge-weighted graphs. If (G, ℓ) is an edge-weighted graph, we say (H, ℓ′) is obtained by subdivision of an
edge e = uv of (G, ℓ) if H is obtained by adding two new edges e1 = ux and e2 = vx to G \ e and assigning
lengths ℓe1 and ℓe2 such that ℓe = ℓe1 + ℓe2 .

An equivalence class of edge-weighted graphs under repeated edge refinement is often referred to as a
“metric graph” or “metrized graph” or “quantum graph” [Fri05, BR07, BK13].

Definition 3.12 (Foster coefficient). Given a weighted graph (G, ℓ), the Foster coefficient of an edge e ∈
E(G) is

F (e) =
ℓe

ℓe + ωe(G \ e)
.

In terms of Foster coefficients, the curvature satisfies

Ke =
1

deg(e+)
+

1

deg(e−)
− 1 + F (e). (3.2)

Foster’s work [Fos48] implies that
∑

e F (e) = |E| − |V |+ 1.

Lemma 3.13. Suppose G contains an edge e, and H is obtained from G by subdividing e into two edges
e1 ∪ e2. Then FG(e) = FH(e1) + FH(e2).

Proof. Suppose e = uv, and the subdivided graph H is shown in Figure 4, with x the new vertex after
subdivision.

e1 e2· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·u x v

Figure 4: Edge after subdivision.

We have

ωux(H \ e1) = ℓe2 + ωuv(G \ e) and ωxv(H \ e2) = ℓe1 + ωuv(G \ e).

Thus

FH(e1) =
ℓe1

ℓe1 + ωux(H \ e1)
=

ℓe1
ℓe1 + ℓe2 + ωuv(G \ e)

=
ℓe1

ℓe + ωuv(G \ e)
,

and similarly FH(e2) =
ℓe2

ℓe + ωuv(G \ e)
. The result follows, since ℓe = ℓe1 + ℓe2 .

Remark 3.14. The previous lemma also follows from the fact that on the underlying metric graph of (G, ℓ),
there exists an absolutely continuous measure µ such that the Foster coefficient F (e) is equal to µ(e). (The
measure µ(A) is defined for all Borel sets of the metric graph.) The measure µ is the continuous part of the
canonical measure of (G, ℓ) [BR07], a construction which was motivated by arithmetic geometry [CR93].

Theorem 3.15. Suppose G contains an edge e, and H is obtained from G by subdividing e into two edges
e1 ∪ e2. Then KG

e = KH
e1

+KH
e2
.

Proof. Suppose e = uv, and the subdivided graph H is shown in Figure 4, with x the new vertex after
subdivision.
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By (3.2), we have

KH
e1

+KH
e2

=

(

1

degu
+

1

2
− 1 + FH(e1)

)

+

(

1

2
+

1

degv
− 1 + FH(e2)

)

=
1

degu
+

1

degv
− 1 + FH(e1) + FH(e2),

so it suffices to recall that FH(e1) + FH(e2) = FG(e) (Lemma 3.13).

Example 3.16 (Subdividing edges and curvature). Consider the graph (G, ℓ) shown in Figure 5, with edge
resistances indicated on the left. The edge curvatures are shown on the right.

3

1

ℓe = 2

16
33

4
33

Ke =
13
33

Figure 5: Graph with edge resistances (left) and curvatures (right).

The house graph, in Figure 3, is a repeated edge subdivision of (G, ℓ). It is straightforward to check that
the curvatures on (G, ℓ) are equal to sums of the corresponding curvatures in Figure 3.

4 Ricci flow

In this section, we define and study a flow on edge-weighted graphs that uses the edge curvatures from the
previous section. This flow is inspired by Ricci flow [Ham82] in geometry: starting with a smooth manifold,
we may try making it “rounder” by shrinking the parts with positive curvature, and expanding the parts
with negative curvature.

Definition 4.1. The Ricci(–Foster) flow on a weighted graph (G, ℓ(0)) is the system of differential equations
on {ℓe(t) : e ∈ E(G)} defined by

d

dt
ℓe(t) = −Ke(t) and ℓe(0) = ℓ(0)e (4.1)

for each edge e ∈ E(G), where Ke(t) depends on {ℓf(t) : f ∈ E} via (3.1).

From this definition, the intuition that we see from Proposition 3.11 is that applying the Ricci flow will
have the effect of making the graph “rounder,” i.e. evening out extreme curvatures. If an edge has very high
positive curvature, the Ricci flow will decrease the length of that edge and thus decrease its curvature, and
will likewise increase the length of a very negatively curved edge.

Earlier in Proposition 3.8, we showed that the curvature always lies in the range −1 ≤ Ke ≤ 1. Thus
under Ricci flow,

ℓe(0)− t ≤ ℓe(t) ≤ ℓe(0) + t

for all t where the flow is defined.

Proposition 4.2. Under Ricci flow, the total length of a graph decreases at rate one.

(We use “length” and “resistance” interchangeably for ℓe.)

Proof. From Proposition 3.9, we know that the edge curvatures Ke sum to one.
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We record the following result for later use.

Lemma 4.3. Under Ricci flow,
d

dt
Ke = −

ωe

ℓ2e
Ke −

1

ℓe

dωe

dt
.

Proof. Using the definition of curvature, we have

d

dt
Ke = −

d

dt

(

ωe

ℓe

)

= −
1

ℓe

dωe

dt
+

ωe

ℓ2e

d ℓe
dt

= −
1

ℓe

dωe

dt
−

ωe

ℓ2e
Ke.

4.1 Existence of Ricci flow

In this section, we prove that the Ricci flow (4.1) exists and is unique for an arbitrary initial graph (G, ℓ(0)).
We apply the following theorem on ordinary differential equations.

Theorem 4.4 (Picard–Lindelöf). Suppose D ⊂ R×R
n is a closed rectangle with (t0, y0) in its interior, and

suppose f : D → R
n is continuous in t and Lipschitz continuous in y. Then, there exists some ǫ > 0 such

that the initial value problem
d

dt
y(t) = f(t, y(t)), y(t0) = y0

has a unique solution y(t) on the interval [t0 − ǫ, t0 + ǫ].

For a proof, see Teschl [Tes12, Theorem 2.2].

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For each edge e, the curvature Ke(t, ℓ(t)) is a rational function of the edge lengths
{ℓf : f ∈ E} and time t. The denominator is nonzero when all edge lengths are positive. Thus for an initial
choice of positive edge lengths ℓ(0), there is a closed rectangle D0 ⊂ R

E(G) containing ℓ(0) such that the
denominator of Ke does not vanish onD0 for any e. OnD = {t = 0}×D0 ⊂ R×RE(G), the curvature Ke(t, ℓ)
is differentiable with a continuous derivative. Since D is compact, this implies that Ke(t, ℓ) is Lipschitz on
D.

Remark 4.5 (Flow on metric graphs). In Theorem 3.15, we showed that the edge curvature is compatible
with edge refinement. As a consequence, Ricci flow defines a flow on the space of metric graphs.

4.2 Examples

Example 4.6 (Trees). Consider the tree shown in Figure 1, which has unit edge resistances. Under Ricci
flow, the lengths of the edges will change as indicated in Figure 6. The flow is defined on the interval
t ∈ [0, T ) for T = 2.

1− 1
2 t 1 + 1

6 t 1 + 1
6 t

1 1− 1
2 t

ℓe = 1− 1
3 t

Figure 6: A tree under Ricci–Foster flow.

In general, on any tree G, the curvature Ke depends only on the vertex degrees and not on the lengths
ℓe. Thus under Ricci flow,

• edges incident to a leaf vertex (“terminal” edges) will contract,

• non-terminal edges next to a branching vertex (degree ≥ 3) will expand,

• all other edges will remain the same length.

9



Example 4.7 (Cycles). If (G, ℓ) is a cycle on n vertices and edges, with edge lengths
{

ℓ
(0)
1 , . . . , ℓ

(0)
n

}

, then

under Ricci flow each edge contracts at a rate proportional to its starting length. By Proposition 3.10, this

implies that the curvatures remain constant over time, Ke(t) = K
(0)
e . Hence

ℓi(t) = ℓ
(0)
i −

ℓ
(0)
i

ℓ
(0)
1 + · · ·+ ℓ

(0)
n

t = ℓ
(0)
i (1− λ t) where λ =

1
∑

j ℓ
(0)
j

.

This flow is defined on t ∈ [0, T ) for T =
∑

i ℓ
(0)
i .

In this case, the graph at time t differs from the initial cycle by a global rescaling. A Riemannian
manifold that has this property under (classical) Ricci flow is called an Einstein manifold; see Section 6 for
more discussion.

Example 4.8 (Barbell graph). Consider applying Ricci flow to the barbell graph in Figure 2, which has
unit edge lengths. In light of Theorem 3.15 and Remark 4.5, we may replace the graph with its minimal
metric graph representative, which has two vertices and three edges, with edge lengths as shown in Figure 7.

ℓe = 3
1

3 Ke =
2
3

− 1
3 2

3

Figure 7: Barbell graph and its edge curvatures.

The edges curvatures are also indicated in the figure. Note that the edge curvatures depend only on the
vertex degrees, and not on the lengths. Under Ricci flow, each loop edge has ℓe(t) = 3− 2

3 t, while the bridge
edge has ℓe(t) = 1 + 1

3 t. As t→ T = 9
2 , each loop collapses to a point.

4.3 Ricci flow with surgery

When applying Ricci flow to a graph (G, ℓ), we observed that the total length of the graph decreases over time
(Proposition 4.2). When the length of an edge reaches zero, Ricci flow is no longer defined on the original
graph because we do not allow negative edge lengths. However, we can consider continuing Ricci flow on
the graph obtained by contracting the edge whose length vanishes. This is reminiscent of the situation
of Ricci flow on three-dimensional manifolds, where it is sometimes necessary to perform “surgery” near
singularities [Per03].

If we continue Ricci flow in this manner, contracting edges whenever their length approaches zero, then

the flow starting from (G, ℓ(0)) will continue until time T =
∑

e ℓ
(0)
e , at which time it collapses to a single

point. This is a consequence of Proposition 3.9.

Example 4.9. Consider the tree from Figure 1, which is shown at the top of Figure 8. The figure illustrates
the process of Ricci flow starting from this tree, contracting an edge when its length becomes zero. The time
axis is shown in the middle, pointing downward. On the initial graph, Ricci flow exists for time 0 ≤ t < 2,
and at time t = 2 two terminal edges collapse. Additional edge collapses happen at times t = 3, 4, 5, and 6.
Each new graph after an edge collapse is shown along the left-hand side of the time axis. On the right-hand
side, we show how edge lengths change under Ricci flow, and the sign of the curvature by color.

5 Nonnegatively curved graphs

Recall that an edge-weighted graph (G, ℓ) is nonnegatively curved if every edge of G has nonnegative Ricci–
Foster curvature. In this section, we show that Ricci flow preserves nonnegatively curved graphs.
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Figure 8: A tree under Ricci flow with “surgery.” Edge contractions occur at the indicated times, and the
tree collapses to a point at time t = 6. Edges are not drawn to scale.

5.1 Some lemmas

Lemma 5.1. For any edge e, we have
∑

f∈E

ℓf
∂ ωe

∂ ℓf
= ωe.

Proof. The effective resistance ωe = ωe(ℓ1, . . . , ℓm), as a function of the edge lengths {ℓf : f ∈ E} =
{ℓ1, . . . , ℓm} is homogeneous of degree one. In other words, for any positive real λ we have

ωe(λℓ1, . . . , λℓm) = λωe(ℓ1, . . . , ℓm).

The claim follows from applying Euler’s homogeneous function theorem.

The following lemma concerns how the effective resistance ωe evolves under Ricci flow. Note that the
conclusion in part (b) is a strengthening of part (a), since in (a) all terms ωe, ℓe, and Ke are nonnegative.
Also, note that part (b) does not make any assumptions on the sign of the curvature.

Lemma 5.2. Under Ricci flow, the following hold.

(a) If (G, ℓ) is a nonnegatively curved, then
dωe

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0
is nonpositive for any edge e.

(b) If e is chosen such that Ke/ℓe is minimal at t = 0, then
dωe

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0
+ ωe

Ke

ℓe

∣

∣

∣

t=0
≤ 0.
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Proof. If all curvatures are nonnegative, then under Ricci flow (4.1) every edge resistance ℓe can only decrease
over time. Rayleigh’s monotonicity law (Proposition 2.2) states that this can only decrease the effective
resistance between any vertices in the graph. This proves part (a).

For part (b), we suppose that e is chosen such that Ke

ℓe
≤

Kf

ℓf
for all edges f , at time t = 0. Then

−
dωe

dt
= −

∑

f∈E

∂ ωe

∂ ℓf

d ℓf
dt

=
∑

f∈E

∂ ωe

∂ ℓf
Kf by Ricci flow (4.1)

=
∑

f∈E

ℓf
∂ ωe

∂ ℓf

(

Kf

ℓf

)

≥
∑

f∈E

ℓf
∂ ωe

∂ ℓf

(

Ke

ℓe

)

since ℓf
∂ ωe

∂ ℓf
≥ 0.

The last inequality applies Rayleigh’s monotonicity law, Proposition 2.2. By Lemma 5.1, we have
∑

f∈E

ℓf
∂ ωe

∂ ℓf
=

ωe so we conclude that −
dωe

dt
≥ ωe

(

Ke

ℓe

)

at t = 0, as desired.

5.2 Main proof

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose (G, ℓ(0)) is a nonnegatively curved finite graph, i.e., Ke(ℓ
(0)) ≥ 0 for every

edge e in E(G). We claim that as the edge lengths evolve under Ricci flow, the edge curvatures remain
nonnegative. To verify this, it suffices to check that the ratios Ke(t)/ℓe(t) remain nonnegative. We consider
the collection of real numbers

{

Ke(t)

ℓe(t)
: e ∈ E(G)

}

as the time t varies. We claim that, as t increases, the value mine∈E(G)

{

Ke(t)
ℓe(t)

}

cannot decrease.

For convenience, in the rest of the proof we will use Ke and ℓe to denote Ke(t) and ℓe(t), respectively.
Suppose e is chosen to minimize the value of Ke/ℓe (at some particular time t). We compute

d

dt

(

Ke

ℓe

)

=
1

ℓ2e

(

ℓe
dKe

dt
−Ke

d ℓe
dt

)

=
1

ℓ2e

(

ℓe
dKe

dt
+K2

e

)

by Ricci flow (4.1)

=
1

ℓ2e

(

−ωe

Ke

ℓe
−

dωe

dt
+K2

e

)

by Lemma 4.3 for
dKe

dt
.

Lemma 5.2 states that ωe

Ke

ℓe
+

dωe

dt
≤ 0. Thus

d

dt

(

Ke

ℓe

)

=
1

ℓ2e

(

−ωe

Ke

ℓe
−

dωe

dt
+K2

e

)

≥
1

ℓ2e
K2

e ≥ 0.

This shows that mine∈E(G)

{

Ke(t)
ℓe(t)

}

is nondecreasing over time under Ricci flow, so all curvatures Ke stay

nonnegative.

Remark 5.3. The proof of Theorem 1.3 shows that for any initial graph (G, ℓ(0)), without assumptions on

curvature, the value of min

{

Ke(t)

ℓe(t)
: e ∈ E(G)

}

is nondecreasing over time. Thus in particular, positively-

curved graphs remain positively-curved. On some domain [0, T ′) ⊆ [0, T ) this is a consequence of continuity,
but this brings the result to the full domain on which Ricci flow exists.
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6 Further questions

Here we discuss some remaining open questions which would be interesting for further investigation.
In geometry, we say a manifold (M, g) has an Einstein metric if the Ricci curvature is a multiple of the

metric, Ric = λ g. For such a manifold, Ricci flow causes the metric to shrink or expand “homothetically,”
meaning that the metric g(t) at any time t only differs from g by a constant factor. [Top06, Chapter 1.2.1].
We can make the analogous definition for Ricci–Foster curvature.

Definition 6.1. An edge-weighted graph (G, ℓ) is an Einstein network if there is a constant λ ∈ R such that

Ke = λ ℓe for all e ∈ E(G).

By Proposition 3.10, for an Einstein network the curvature Ke remains constant under Ricci flow, and
the graphs (G, ℓ(t)) shrink or expand homothetically. (By Proposition 3.9, a finite graph can only shrink
homothetically.) Earlier, we saw the n-cycle is an example of an Einstein network. By symmetry reasons, if
(G, ℓ) is any edge-transitive graph (with length-preserving symmetries), then it is an Einstein network. Are
there any other examples?

Problem 6.2. Which graphs G admit a choice of edge lengths {ℓe : e ∈ E(G)} such that (G, ℓ) is an Einstein
network?

For manifolds, Perelman [Per02] proved that Ricci flow does not have any periodic orbits on the set of
manifolds up to diffeomorphism, other than the constant orbits (e.g. Einstein manifolds).

Problem 6.3. Does Ricci flow have any periodic orbits, on the space of graphs (G, ℓ) up to scaling?

We conjecture that the answer to Problem 6.3 is “no.” Finally, we mention two additional questions.

Problem 6.4. Can any improvements be given regarding the interval on which we can show the existence
of the Ricci flow?

Problem 6.5. A discrete Ricci flow based on Olliver curvature has been applied in community detec-
tion [NLLG19]. What applications, if any, does Ricci–Foster flow defined in (1.1) admit?
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