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SELF-REACHABLE CHIP CONFIGURATIONS ON TREES
BENJAMIN LYONS, MCCABE OLSEN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we explore the notion of a self-reachable chip configuration on a sim-
ple graph, that is a chip configuration which can be re-obtained from itself after a (nonempty)
sequence of vertex firings. In particular, we focus on the case of trees and provide a character-
ization for such configurations, as well as show that all self-reachable configurations with the
same number of chips on a tree are reachable from one another. We conclude with a recursive

enumeration formula for the number of self-reachable configurations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a graph. The chip firing game on G is a rather simple way to explain a discrete
dynamical system on the graph: To each vertex, associate a nonnegative integer (often viewed
as a commodity such as poker chips). Then choosing a vertex which has at least as many chips
as its degree, we “fire” the vertex. That is, we transfer one chip to each of its neighbors. We
then continue this process as long as we want or are able to. The notion of chip firing developed
both as a combinatorial game (see, e.g. [2l4.[6]) and via the abelian sandpile model, which was
first studied by Bak, Tang, and Wisenfeld (see [3]). The mathematics of chip firing is quite
rich encompassing combinatorics, statistical physics, and algebraic geometry via Riemann-Roch
theory (see [5] for a broad overview of chip firing).

In this paper, we ask a rather naive question: given a graph G and an initial configuration
chips on its vertices, what must be true in order to return to this configuration after a nonzero

number of vertex firings? We call such a configuration of chips a self-reachable configuration.
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We particularly focus on analyzing these configurations in trees, where one can prove stronger
results.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2] we outline necessary background, definitions
and notation. In Section [B] we state and prove general results of chip firing configurations.
Section Ml focuses on the main results of the paper on self-reachable configurations, particularly

those concerning trees. Lastly, we conclude briefly in Section B with an enumerative result.

2. BACKGROUND AND DEFINITIONS

We begin by setting notation which will be used throughout.

e For a,b € Z, we define the sequences N, = {a,a+1,a+2,...}, and Ny = {a,a+1,a+
2,...,b}.

Given two finite sequences ® and ¥, we let {®, U} be the sequence obtained by appending

the sequence ¥ to the end of the sequence ®.

For a vector € R", we clarify the dimension of @ by writing (™.

Given vectors & = (x1,x2,...,2,) € R" and y = (y1,y2,...,Ym) € R™, we let

($,’y) = ($17$27"' s Ly Y1, Y2, - - 7ym) € Rn—l—m.

Unless otherwise specified, we will label the vertices of an n-vertex graph as vy, va, ..., vy.
Throughout this paper, we will only work with graphs that have at least one vertex.
e We will let deg(G) (vq) refer to the degree of the vertex v, on the graph G. When the

graph is clear from context, we will denote this as simply deg(vg).

We will now review some basic definitions from graph theory and chip firing. For additional
background and detail beyond what is provided here, we refer the reader to the excellent book
of Klivans [5]. Let a simple graph G on n vertices. Recall that the Laplacian matrix of G,
denoted A(G), is the n X n matrix given by
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-1 i #j and (v;,v5) € E
Aji(G) = ( deg(vs) i=

0 otherwise.

A chip configuration on G is a vector ¢ e ZX,, where we interpret ¢; as the number of chips
on vertex v;. If G has n vertices with chip configuration ¢, the vector d™ that results from

firing the ith vertex v; is
d™ =™ — A(G)ez(-n).

This has the effect of moving a chip from v; to each vertex neighboring v;. We say that it is
legal to fire v; on G starting from ¢ if d(™ is a chip configuration, which is to say the ith
component of d™ remains nonnegative. Equivalently, it is legal to fire v; provided egn) e >
deg(v;). A firing sequence is a sequence of integers which represent a sequence of legal chip
firings. Throughout this paper, firing sequences will be assumed to be finite. Given a starting

configuration ¢(™ and a firing sequence @, the resulting configuration is

FlY (c<">) =c —A@)Y el (2.1)

jed
We say that a firing sequence ® = {¢1, ¢o,...,dn} is legal on G starting from a chip config-
uration ¢ if it consists entirely of legal vertex firings. That is, it is legal to fire Vg, on G
starting from ¢, it is legal to fire Vg, on G starting from qui)} (c(”)), it is legal to fire vy, on
G starting from F{(fl) b2} (c(”)), and so on. Let R(®) (c(”)) to be the set of chip configurations
on G that can be reached via nonempty legal firing sequences on G starting from ¢(™. We can

now introduce a critical definition for this work.

Definition 2.1. Let G be a connected simple n-vertex graph. The chip configuration s(™)
is called self-reachable on G if s e R(G) (s(")). Let SlgG) denote set of all self-reachable

configurations on G with exactly ¢ chips.
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3. FIRING SEQUENCES

In this section, we detail several important background results pertaining to chip firing. Many
of these results are relatively straightforward and implicit from prior work on chip firing. Our
purpose in stating and proving these results here is to create all necessary tools and techniques
for general firing sequences needed to prove the main results in Section Ml

We first recall a well-known result from chip firing theory, that chip firing is an abelian process.

The proof of this result is well-known and follows immediately from the definitions.

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a simple n-vertex graph with chip configuration ¢™ . Let ® and ¥ be legal
firing sequences on G starting from ™) with the property that ® and ¥ contain each natural
number between 1 and n the same number of times (i. e. they fire each vertex of G the same

number of times). Then Fq()G) (c(")) = Fé,G) (c(")).

The following proposition describes an additive property associates with legal firing sequences.

It will be useful in subsequent results.

Proposition 3.2. Let G be a simple n-vertex graph. Then for any chip configuration ¢™ on
G, any vector x™ € Z" such that ¢ + 2™ is still a valid chip configuration, and any firing

sequence ® on G,
F9 (cm) I a:(")> = F© <c<">) + 2™,

Proof. Following from equation (2.I]), we have

F© (c<"> N a:(")) =™ 42 —AG) Y el

JjED
and
Fq()G) (c(")> +2 =M - AG) Z egn) + 2™
JjeD
which gives the desired result. O

The result to follow concerns legality of firing sequences on different starting chip configura-

tions.



SELF-REACHABLE CHIP CONFIGURATIONS ON TREES 5

Proposition 3.3. Let G be a simple n-vertex graph with chip configuration ¢™, and let ® be
a legal firing sequence on G starting from ¢™. Let d™ be a chip configuration on G with the

property that for each i € Ny, that appears in @,
() = ) el > 0
Then ® is a legal firing sequence on G starting from d™.

Proof. We let ® = {¢1, ¢2,..., ¢}, and we let j € Ny ) be arbitrary. It suffices to prove that it

F{(i)m,--q%q} (d(")). By Proposition 3.2, we have that

(@) n) _ ;@) (n) (n) _ .(n)
F{¢17¢27---7¢j71} (d ) - F{¢17¢27---7¢j—1} <C ) +d ¢

is legal to fire vy, starting from

Taking the dot product with e((;;), we obtain

F{(fl),qsz,...,%fl} <d<">) 'efﬁ): {Fﬁmw%il} <c(")> .eg;)] I [<d<">—c<">) -efg’]. (3.1)

Note that the first term in square brackets in (BI]) is nonnegative by the assumption that ® is

a legal firing sequence on G starting from ¢(™. The second term in square brackets in B is
(n)
(2

in ®. Thus, the left-hand side of (8.I]) which yeilds the desired result. O

also nonnegative by our assumption that (d(”) — c(”)) -e; ’ > 0 for each ¢ € N ,, that appears

The following lemma extends the abelian notion given by Lemma Bl to disjoint firing se-

quences.

Lemma 3.4. Let G be a simple n-vertex graph with chip configuration ¢™). Let ® and U be
legal firing sequences on G starting from ™ with the property that ® N¥ = & when ® and ¥
are viewed as multisets. Then both {®, ¥} and {V,®} are legal firing sequences on G starting

from ™.

Proof. We will prove that {®, ¥} is a legal firing sequence on G starting from ¢(™); the argument
for {¥, ®} is identical by symmetry. Note that because none of the elements of ¥ appear in ®
and vertices can only lose chips by firing, the vertices that fire in ¥ do not lose any chips when

the vertices in ® are firing. Therefore

<Fq(>G) <c(")) — c(")) -egn) >0
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for all @ € Ny, that appear in U. So by Proposition B3l ¥ is a legal firing sequence on G
starting from Fq()G) (c(")). Since we are given that ® is a legal firing sequence on G starting from

¢, we conclude that {®, U} is a legal firing sequence on G starting from ¢, as desired. O

We next prove that any legal firing sequence on a graph that fires each vertex exactly once

yields the starting chip configuration.

Lemma 3.5. Let G be a simple n-vertex graph with chip configuration ™ and let ® be a
legal firing sequence on G starting from ¢™ that contains each natural number between 1 and n

exactly once. Then Fq()G) (c(")) =™,

Proof. By definition,
Fng) (c(")> =c™ — A(G) Z e§-n).
jeD
Now note that since @ fires each vertex of G exactly once,
(n) _ q1(n

T el =10,

jED
Since 1 is in the kernel of A(G),

FlY <c<n>) — ™ — A(G)1™ = ™,

which proves the desired result. O

Our next result is a lemma that establishes a method of developing firing sequences of shorter

lengths.

Lemma 3.6. Let G be a simple n-vertex graph with chip configuration ¢™, and let ® be a legal
firing sequence on G starting from ¢™ that contains each natural number between 1 and n at
least once. Let W be the sequence obtained by removing the first occurrence of each k € Ny

from ®. Then:

(1) V is a legal firing sequence on G starting from ¢™, and

(2) F{7 (™) = F{ (™),
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Proof. To prove the first claim, suppose towards contradiction that W is an illegal firing sequence
on G starting from ¢(™). This means that at least one of the firing moves in W is illegal. Without
loss of generality, we can relabel the vertices of G such that for some m € N, the mth firing of
v1 in W is illegal. This means that 1 appears at least m times in W and at least m + 1 times
in . We can then relabel the remaining vertices of GG such that for some j € Ny 1, 1,2,...,j
appear at least once in ® before the (m + 1)th occurrence of 1, while j + 1,5 + 2,...,n do not.
We now let ®* be the sequence of elements of ® up to but excluding the (m + 1)th occurrence
of 1, and we let ¥* be the sequence of elements of ¥ up to but excluding the mth occurrence of
1. So for each k € Ny j, * contains exactly one more copy of k than U*. This means that the
sequences * and {\II*, N[l,j}} contain each natural number between 1 and n the same number

of times. So Lemma [3.I] implies that

Fq()g) (c<">> _ F{(@’NDJ]} <c<n>>

We now let d = deg(vy). Since the next firing move in ¥ after the firing moves in ¥* is the

illegal firing of v, there must be fewer than d chips on vy in the chip configuration F\9 (c(")).

This is still true for FE? N (c(")) since v; fires an additional time and each neighbor of
(1,5
vy fires at most one additional time. Therefore, it is illegal to fire v;1 on G starting from
(@)

{w Ny ) (C(n)) = Fq(f) (c(”)). This contradicts the fact that ® is a legal firing sequence since

1 is the first element of ® that is not part of ®*.

To see the second claim, note that

PO () By () < 2 (R0 ()

by Lemma 3.1l as ¢ and {\I/, N[Ln}} contain each natural number the same number of times. By

Lemma [3.5],

R (5 () =7 ()

Thus,
F () = F (),

as desired. O
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Next, we present a lemma that concerns firing a vertex of a graph that is attached to a vertex

of degree 1.

Lemma 3.7. Let G be a simple n-vertex graph (n € Ng) where v, is a vertex of degree 1
connected to v,_1. Suppose G has initial chip configuration (c(”_2),cn_1,cn), where ¢, > 1. If
it is legal to fire v,—1 on G \ v, starting from (c("_z),cn_l), then:

n—2)

(1) The firing sequence {n,n — 1} is legal on G starting from (c( , Cn—1, cn), and

(2)

F{(Szl_l} ((c(”_2),cn_1,cn)> = (F{(S_\tljzf) <<C("_2),Cn—1>> 7Cn) (3.2)

Proof. For the first claim, since ¢, > 1, the firing of v, on G starting from (c("_z),cn_l, cn) is
legal, so we only need to show that the firing of v,,_1 on G starting from (c("_z), Ch_1+1,¢cn, — 1)

is legal. First note that
deg@ (v,_1) = deg@\) (v,,_1) + 1

since v,—1 and v, share an edge. Because it is legal to fire v,y on G \ v, starting from

("2, ¢,_1), we have that c,_1 > deg@\) (v, _1). Thus,

Cp—1+12> deg(G\vn)(Un—l) +1= deg(G) (Un—l)'

(n_2)70n—1 +1,¢, — 1), which proves (1).

Thus, it is legal to fire v,_1 on G starting from (c

To show the second claim, note that first n — 2 components of the chip configurations in (3.2
are the same because v,_1 fires once in both firing sequences and these components are not
affected by the presence or absence of v,. The second-to-last component is also the same in
both cases because the firing of v, on G replenishes the chip that v,_1 sends to v, on G. Finally,

the last component of the left-hand side is ¢, since v, loses a chip when it fires on G and regains

it when v,,_1 fires. This completes the proof.

4. SELF-REACHABLE CONFIGURATIONS

In this section, our focus lies with self-reachable configurations. In particular, we will prove

the following results on self-reachable configurations on trees.
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Theorem 4.1. Let T be an n-vertex tree. Then the configuration s\ is self-reachable on T if

and only if s"™ has at least m — 1 chips on every m-vertex subtree of T.

Theorem 4.2. Let T be an n-vertez tree, and let s be a self-reachable chip configuration on T.
Then for any chip configuration c¢™ with the same number of chips as s, ¢ ¢ R(™T) (s(”))

if and only if ¢™ is also self-reachable.

The significance of this second result in particular is that, in the case of trees, all self-reachable
configurations lie in the same orbit. Therefore, one can simultaneously consider all self-reachable
configurations on a tree with the same number of chips. In order to show these results, we need
to build up some machinery regarding self-reachable configurations, not only on trees, but on
connected simple graphs in general. We begin with the following existence result on legal firing

sequences for self-reachable configurations.

Proposition 4.3. Let G be a connected simple n-vertex graph, and let s be a self-reachable
configuration on G. Let v; be a vertex that can legally fire on G starting from s™. Then there

exists a legal firing sequence ® = {¢p1, pa,...,dn} on G starting from s such that:

(1) ® contains each natural number between 1 and n exactly once, and

(2) ¢1 = 1.

Proof. First we show that there exists a legal firing sequence ¥ on G starting from s(™ that

satisfies (1). By Definition 2] for some legal n-vertex firing sequence II,
Fr([G) (s(”)> = s,

Suppose towards contradiction that II does not contain each integer between 1 and n the same
number of times. Then by Lemma [3.6] we can assume without loss of generality that for some
t € Npp), t ¢ II, meaning v; never fires, and also that Il # @. Since v; never fires, we know
that none of the neighbors of v; can fire or else v4 will end up with more chips than it started
with. By the same logic, the neighbors of these neighbors cannot fire either. By iterating this
argument, we deduce that no vertex on G can ever fire because G is connected, so Il = &, which
is a contradiction. Thus, II contains each integer between 1 and n the same number of times,

and thus by Lemma [B.6] we can reduce II to a legal n-vertex firing sequence that fires each



10 BENJAMIN LYONS, MCCABE OLSEN

vertex exactly once by removing all but the last occurrence of each element of Ny ,, from II. We
let ¥ be the resulting firing sequence, which satisfies (1).

We now show that we can reorder the elements of ¥ to form a new firing sequence that
satisfies (2) while preserving legality. Without loss of generality, we can relabel the vertices of
G such that ¥ = Njj ;,), and we assume that v; is chosen under this new vertex labeling. Then
¢ = {i,1,2,...,i— 1,9+ 1,...,n} satisfies both (1) and (2), so we only need to check that ®
is a legal firing sequence on G starting from s(™. Because U = N [1,n] is a legal firing sequence
on G starting from s the sequence N [1,i—1] is also a legal firing sequence on G starting from
s(") . Since the firing sequence {i} is legal on G starting from s(™ | Lemma 3] guarantees that
{{i},N[Li_H} = {i,1,2,...,i — 1} is a legal firing sequence on G starting from s™. Also note
that

F{(i)}vN[l,ifl]} <3(”)) - FI\(I[CITV)Z] (3("))

by Lemma BIl Since ¥ is a legal firing sequence on G starting from s, we have that N [i+1,n]
is a legal firing sequence on G starting from FI\(I?.] (s(”)). This guarantees that Nj; ;) is a legal

: : (@) ’ : . .
firing sequence on G starting from F{{i}7N[1,i71]} (S(n)) as well, meaning {{z},N[Li_l],N?H} is
a legal firing sequence on G starting from s(™. But {{z’},N[M_”,N?H} = &, so the proof is
complete.

0

The following technical lemma shows that a legal firing of a vertex in a self-reachable configu-
ration yields another self-reachable configuration. More significantly, this allows us to conclude
that only self-reachable configurations can be obtained from a self-reachable configuration and

further that these self-reachable configurations are mutually reachable from one another.

Lemma 4.4. Let G be a connected simple n-vertex graph, and let s be a self-reachable con-

figuration on G. Suppose it is legal to fire v; on G starting from s™. Then:

(1) s ¢ R(©) (F{(g) (s("))), and
2 (s 15 self-reachable on G.
F{(C}"’ (n) If-reachable on G
(8) For all ™ € R(®) (s(")), c™ is self-reachable.

(4) For all ¢™ € R(@ (s(”)), s e R (c("))
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Proof. The case of n = 1 is trivial, so let n > 2. To show (1), let d™ = F{(g) (s(”)). We know
by Proposition [4.3] that there exists a legal firing sequence ® = {¢1, ¢2,..., ¢, } that fires each

vertex of G exactly once with
RO () = s
and ¢1 = i. Then if we let ¥ = {¢2, ¢3,...,Pn}, we have that

s = 7 (a).

Since ¥ is nonempty for n > 2, this proves (1).
To see (2), observe that

Fiy (4) = FG (s0) = d®,

which implies d™ is self-reachable on G. Moreover, note that (3) follows immediately by
repeated application of this observation.
To see (4), let ® = {¢;}¥_, be a legal firing sequence on G such that ¢ = Fy (s(")). By (1),

we know that for each j € Ny g,

Fionizt (S(n)> € R (F {6:¥, (s(n))) ‘

Therefore, we can reach F{ biyk—1 (s(”)) from ¢, F{ Si}r—2 (s(”)) from F{

(n)
i=1 ko (s™), and so on,

¢i §;11
until we can reach s(™ from Fiyh (s(")). This completes the proof.

O

As an aside, the results of Lemmal[4.4limmediately yield that reachability forms an equivalence

relation on the set of self-reachable configurations.

Corollary 4.5. Let G be a connected simple n-vertex graph. Define a relation ~ on SéG) as

follows: sgn) ~ sgn) if sgn) e R©) <sg")>. Then ~ 1is an equivalence relation on SéG).

We now have the necessary tools to prove the first main result of this section, Theorem [4.11

Proof of Theorem [{.1l To prove sufficiency, we assume that ¢ is such that for some subtree
T* of T with m vertices, ¢ has fewer than m — 1 chips on T*. We choose T* to have the

smallest possible number of vertices while still satisfying this property. Without loss of generality,



12 BENJAMIN LYONS, MCCABE OLSEN

suppose the vertices of T* are vy, va, . .., Um. Note that if m = 1, then ¢(™ must have fewer than
0 chips on vy, which is impossible because we are assuming ¢(™ is a valid chip configuration.
Therefore, we can assume m > 2. Suppose towards contradiction that on some vertex v; of T,
¢™ has at least d = deg(T*)(vi) chips. Note that the graph 7™\ v; contains d disjoint trees. Let
T, T5,...,T; be the disjoint trees in 7™ \ v;, and let m7 be the number of vertices on T for
each j € Njj 5. Because we chose T to have the smallest possible number of vertices, we know

that for each j € Ny 4, c™ has at least m7 — 1 chips on T7". This makes for a total of at least

d

d
Zm —1)=d- d—l—Zm =m-1

j=1
chips on T*. This contradicts our assumption that ¢(™ has fewer than m — 1 chips on T*.
Therefore, for each i € N 1, c™ has fewer than deg(T*)(vi) chips on v;. Now suppose towards
contradiction that ¢(™ is self-reachable on T". Then by Proposition @3] there is a legal n-vertex

firing sequence ® that fires each vertex of T' exactly once such that
Fyl (c(”)> =cm.

Now let a € Njy 5, be the index of the first vertex in 7™ that fires in ®, and let N = deg(T) (vq) —
deg(T*)(Ua). Note that N counts the number of vertices that neighbor v, in 7" that are not in
T*. Based on what we just showed, ¢ has at most deg™)(v,) — 1 = deg™ (v,) — N — 1 chips
on v,. Because v, is the first vertex to fire in 7™, at most N neighbors of v, can fire in ® before
v, must fire itself. Therefore, v, can have at most deg(”) (vq) — 1 chips right before it fires. This
implies that the firing of v, is not legal, contradicting the legality of ®. Therefore, ¢™ cannot
be self-reachable on T', which proves sufficiency.

To prove necessity, we induct on the number of vertices in 7. On a tree with one vertex, any
configuration with 0 or more chips is trivially self-reachable because firing the single vertex is
legal (the vertex has degree 0) and produces the same chip configuration. This completes our
base case. For our induction hypothesis, we suppose that on any tree T' with k vertices, a chip

k) is self-reachable on T only if ¢*) has at least m — 1 chips on every m-vertex

configuration ¢!
subtree of T'. We now suppose T is a tree with k + 1 vertices. Without loss of generality, we

can assume v,1 is a leaf, and we let v; be the vertex with which it shares an edge. We let
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(c(k), ck+1) be a chip configuration on 71" with the property that on every m-vertex subtree of

T, (c(k), ck+1) has at least m — 1 chips. To complete the proof, we must consider the following

two cases:
(1) Cky1 > 0
(2) Ck+1 = 0

To handle (1), note that because all subtrees of T\ vi4; are also subtrees of T, we know that
c® has at least m — 1 chips on every m-vertex subtree of T'\ v41 and is therefore self-reachable
on T\ vky1 by our induction hypothesis. We let ® be a legal firing sequence on 7'\ vi11 that

fires each vertex in 7'\ vy exactly once such that

Fq(,T\”’““) <c(k)> _ k)

Without loss of generality, we can label the vertices of 7'\ vy such that ® = Ny ;). We create
a k + l-vertex firing sequence ¥ by adding k+ 1 before ¢ in ®,s0 ¥ = {1,2,...,t—1,k+1,¢,t+
1,...,k}. Note by Lemma that

FéfT) <(C(k)70k+1>> = <c(k)7ck+l) .

Therefore, all that is left to prove is the legality of W. Because v1,v9,...,v;—1 do not neighbor
Vg1, the legality of the first ¢ — 1 firing moves in ¥ follows from the fact that ® is a legal firing
sequence on G starting from ¢(™. The legality of ® also implies that it is legal to fire v; on

T\ vgy1 starting from Fl\(li\fj]l) (c(k)). So by Lemma 3.7 {k+ 1,t} is a legal firing sequence on

T starting from Félﬁ\ttfﬂ;]»l)

By ((#200)) = (R0 (69) )

Due to this equality, the legality of the remaining firing moves in ¥ (which all involve vertices

(c(k)), and furthermore,

that are not and do not neighbor vy11) follows from the legality of ®. Therefore, (c(k), ck+1) is
self-reachable on T in this case.

For (2), suppose towards contradiction that on some subtree T of T'\ vp41 with m vertices,

the chip configuration ¢*) — egk) has fewer than m — 1 chips. Because (c(k), ck+1) must have at

least m — 1 chips on T* by assumption, this is only possible if v; is a vertex of T* and ¢*) — egk)

has exactly m — 2 chips on T™*. Then if we let T** be the subtree of T" formed by joining vgi1
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to vy on T™, we see that (c(k),ckH) has m — 1 chips on 7%, an (m + 1)-vertex subtree, which
is a contradiction. This means that ¢(*) — egk) has at least m — 1 chips on all m-vertex subtrees
of T'\ vky1. Therefore, ck) — eik) is self-reachable on T'\ vj11 by our induction hypothesis. We

let ® be a legal k-vertex firing sequence that fires each vertex in 7'\ vi41 exactly once such that
FCIET\Uk+1) (C(k) _ eﬁ’“) O eﬁk)‘

Without loss of generality, let ® = Ny 3. We create a k + 1-vertex firing sequence ¥ by adding
k + 1 to the end of ®, so ¥ = N ;1) By Lemma[3.5]

FéfT) <(C(k)70k+1>> = <c(k)7ck+l) .

The last step is to prove that W is a legal firing sequence on T starting from (c(k), ck+1). The
legality of the first t —1 firing moves in ¥ follows from the legality of ® (since none of these firing

moves are affected by the presence of vy or the number of chips on v;). Now note that because ®

is a legal firing sequence on 7"\ vy 41 starting from c®) —egk), it is legal to fire v; on T\ vy 1 starting

from FI\(;{\%“) <c(k) — eik)>. This means that e\" -FI\(]T\%“) <c(k) - egk)) > degT\Uk+1) (). By

1,t—1] [1,t—1]

Proposition [3.2]

k (T\vg+1) k k (T\vg41)
el B (e - el) el B () — 1

Hence,

ef) - BT\ () > deg\het) uy) + 1 = deg™ (w)

Now observe that

B ((6900)) = (R () oc0)

since vy never fires in the firing sequence Ny ;_;. Thus,

o ED_ (W) > dee Do)

which proves that the firing of v; in W is legal. In addition,

B ((60.00) = (B0 () o 1)
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since the firing of v, on T' causes v; to lose an additional chip to viy; compared to the firing of
v on T\ vi11. Due to the legality of @, the firing sequence Nl’fﬂ is legal on T'\ viy1 starting
from FR(IT;,\:’“I) (c(k) - eik)). Since v; never fires in the firing sequence N, ;, NF,; must also be
a legal firing sequence on 1T starting from <F1\(I§\:k“) <c(k) — egk)) ,Ck+1 + 1). Thus, Nf+1 is a
legal firing sequence on T starting from FI\(I?H ((c(k), ck+1)), which proves that every firing move
in W is legal, with the possible exception of the last one, the firing of v;1. But the firing of vgy1
in V¥ is also legal because it yields the legal chip configuration (c(k), ck+1). Thus, we have shown

that all firing moves in ¥ are legal, which completes this case and proves the desired claim.

0

The result of Theorem [4.1] yields the following corollaries for trees.

Corollary 4.6. Let T be an n-vertex tree, and let s be a self-reachable configuration on T.

Then the chip configuration formed by s™ on any subtree T* of T must be self-reachable on T*.

Proof. If s does not form a self-reachable configuration on some subtree T* of T', then s(™)

does not form a self-reachable configuration on T by Theorem A1l O

Corollary 4.7. Let T be an n-vertex tree (n € No) where v, is a leaf connected to v,—1. Then
the following are equivalent:

(1) s("_l) is a self-reachable configuration on T \ vy,.

(2) ( gn 11),O> is a self-reachable configuration on T.

(3) (s(” 1) ) s a self-reachable configuration on T .

Proof. Note that (3) implies (2) by Lemma [4.4] because the configuration (s(”_l) + e;"__ll),0>
can be reached via legal firing moves from (s("_l),l). Also note that (3) implies (1) by
Corollary .6l We will next show that (1) implies (2). Suppose towards contradiction that
< (n=1) 4 e(n 1),0) is not self-reachable on 7. Then there exists an m-vertex subtree T* of
T on which <s(” D+ e(n 2 0) has fewer than m — 1 chips. If T* does not contain v,, then
s(n=1) 4 eﬁl_f), and by extension "1, contains fewer than m — 1 chips on an m-vertex subtree
of T'\ vy, which contradicts Theorem [4.1l1 Therefore, 7" must contain v,. Note that since

<s("_1) + eﬁl”_‘ll), 0) contains fewer than m — 1 chips on 7%, s~ contains fewer than m — 2
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chips on 7% \ v,, an (m — 1)-vertex subtree of T"\ v,. This contradicts Theorem LIl A very

similar subtree argument shows that (1) implies (3), which completes the proof. O

We now turn our attention to proving our second main result of the section, Theorem Be-
fore we provide this proof, we must consider the following lemma for self-reachable configurations

on graphs.

Lemma 4.8. Let G be a connected simple n-vertex graph, and let s be a self-reachable chip
configuration on T'. Then for each i € Ny ), there exists a chip configuration cgn) € R© (s("))
(n)

such that it is legal to fire v; on G starting from c;
Proof. We know by Proposition 3] that there exists a legal n-vertex firing sequence ® that fires
each vertex of GG exactly once:

F(I()G) (s(”)> = s,
Without loss of generality, we let ® = {1,2,...,n}. Then v; can be legally fired starting from
s e R@) (s(”)), vy can be legally fired starting from Fyqy (s(")) e R(@ (s(”)), and so on, and
vy, can be legally fired starting from Fy;, 4 (s(")) e R (s(")). This proves the claim. g

Proof of Theorem [{.3 Lemma [A.4] proves sufficiency, so we only need to prove necessity, which
we do by induction on n. The base case of n = 1 vacuously holds. For induction hypothesis,
assume that if T is a tree with k vertices, s() is a self-reachable chip configuration on 7', and
c®) is a self-reachable chip configuration on 7' with the same number of chips as s*), then
c®) ¢ R(M) (s(k)). We now let T be a (k+ 1)-vertex tree, and we let vx1 be a vertex of degree 1
connected to v;. Now let (s(k_l), Sk, Sk+1) and (c(k_l), Cr, ck+1) be self-reachable configurations
on T with ¢ € Nj chips. Without loss of generality, suppose sp+1 > cg+1. By Lemma [4.4] it
suffices to prove that one of (c(k_l), Ck,0k+1) and (s(k_l), Sk, sk+1) is reachable from the other.
To do this, we consider three cases and construct a way to legally reach (c(k_l), Cr, ck+1) from
(s(k_l), Sk, Sk+1) in each case.

Case 1: sy > ¢k > 0 Start with (s(k_l),sk,skH) and begin by firing vi41 until the
configuration (s(k_l), Sk + Sk+1 — Ch+1, ck+1) is reached. We know that this will eventually occur
because sg1 > cgi1. Next, we know by Lemmad4 that (s(k_l), Sk + Sk+1 — Ck+1, ck+1) must be

self-reachable on T'. Thus, Corollary implies that (s(k_l), Sk + Sk41 — ck+1) is self-reachable
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on T\ vgy1. Also note that both (s(k_l), Sk + Sk+1 — ck+1) and (c(k_l),ck) are self-reachable
configurations on 7" with ¢ — cx41 chips. Therefore, by our induction hypothesis, it is possible to
reach (c(k_l), ck) from (s(k_l), Sk + Sk+1 — ck+1) via a sequence of legal firing moves on T'\ vj1.
We perform the same sequence of firing moves on T, except we replace each firing of vy on
T \ vk11 with a firing of vgy1 followed immediately by a firing of vy on T. By Lemma B.7] this
is legal and yields the configuration (c(k_l), Cks ck+1) on T, as desired.

Case 2: s;11 > cxr1 = 0: We know by Lemma [£8] that there exists (d(k_l),dk,dkH) S
R ((c(k_l), Ck, ck+1)) such that it is legal to fire the vertex v, 1 on T starting from (d(k_l) ,dp, dk+1),
meaning that dy,1 > 1. We can then use the same reasoning as in the previous case to deduce
that one of (d(k_l),dk,dkH) and (s(k_l),sk,skH) will be reachable from the other. So by
Lemma M(s(k_l),sk,skH) e R ((d(k_l),dk,dk+1)), which means that (s(k_l),sk,skH) S
R™) ((C(k_l),Ck,Ck+1)), as desired.

Case 3: sp11 = cxr1 = 0: As in the previous case, we can deduce the existence of

<d(k_1),dk,dk+1> e RM <<C(k_1),ckack+1>> :

<a(k_1),ak,ak+1) e RM) <<s(k_1),sk,sk+1>>

such that dipy1 > 1 and ox41 > 1. By the same argument as in Case 1, one of (d(k_l),dk,dkH)
and (a(k_l),ak,akH) is reachable from the other. Then by Lemma (4] we see that one of
(c(k_l), Cr, ck+1) and (s(k_l), Sk, Sk+1) is reachable from the other.

O

An immediate result of Theorem is the following observation on the equivalence classes of

self-reachable configurations on tress.

)

Corollary 4.9. Let T be an n-vertex tree. The equivalence relation ~ on SéT , as defined in

Corollary [{.3, has only one equivalence class, SéT) itself.
5. AN ENUMERATION RESULT

We conclude this paper with an interesting enumerative result for the number of self-reachable

configurations on trees.
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Theorem 5.1. Let T' be an n-vertex tree and let Cy,, = ‘SET)‘. Then Cyy, satisfies recurrence

relation for £ € Ng and n € Ny:
Con=Cro1n+2C1_1p-1—Cr_gpn_1. (5.1)

with Cp1 =1 for all £ € Ny, Co, = 0 for alln € Ny, C12 =2, and C1, =0 for all n € N3.

Remark 5.2. It is worth noting that the sequence from Theorem [B.I] appears in the OEIS as
sequence A049600 [1].

In order to prove this result, we must first state and prove a utility proposition.

Proposition 5.3. Let G be a connected simple n-vertex graph, and let s be a self-reachable
configuration on G. Let ¢™ be a chip configuration on G such that ¢™ has at least as many

chips on each vertex of G as 8. Then c\™ is self-reachable on G.

Proof. By Proposition FL3} there exists a legal firing sequence ® on G starting from s(™ such
that Fq()G) (s(”)) = s, By Proposition B.3] since c(™ has at least as many chips on each vertex
of G as s, & will also be a legal firing sequence on G starting from ¢™. Finally, by Lemma

[B.5] Fng) (c(")) = c™. Thus, ¢ is self-reachable on G, as claimed. O

Proof of Theorem [5.1]. The initial conditions follow as a tree with a single vertex has exactly
one self-reachable configuration with ¢ chips, a two-vertex tree with one chip has two possible
self-reachable configurations, and Theorem [Tl respectively. The initial conditions imply that
Cy,n is a well-defined quantity whenever £ <1 or n < 1, and as such Cy, depends only on ¢ and
n and not on the structure of T'. It now suffices to prove that (5.I]) holds for arbitrary but fixed
¢ € Ny and n € Na, under the assumption that Cy_; ,,, Cy—1 -1, and Cy_s ,,_1 are well-defined
quantities. Without loss of generality, suppose that v,, is a leaf connected to v,_1. To count

(n=1), Sn) on T with ¢ chips, we will divide this

the number of self-reachable configurations (s
set into three disjoint classes and enumerate each one.

Class 1: s, = 0: We will show that self-reachable configurations of this form are in bijection
with the self-reachable configurations on 7'\ v,, with ¢ — 1 chips. If (s("_l),sn) is a class 1

self-reachable configuration on T" with £ chips, we have that s("~1) is self-reachable on T \ vy, by
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Corollary Note that if s(»=1) — eiln__ll) has less than m — 1 chips on an m-vertex subtree of

T \ vy, then this subtree must contain v,_; or else s(™=1) would not be self-reachable on T \ vp,
by Theorem 4.7. But if we then add v, to this subtree and form an (m + 1)-vertex subtree of
T, then (s("_l), sn) has less than m chips on an (m + 1)-vertex subtree of T', which contradicts
the fact that (s("_l), sn) is self-reachable on 7. Thus, s(»~1) — 67(1n__11), which has ¢ — 1 chips, is
self-reachable on T'\ v,. This shows that for each distinct class 1 self-reachable configuration
on T with ¢ chips, there exists a distinct self-reachable configuration on 7'\ v,, with £ — 1 chips.
On the other hand, if ("1 is a self-reachable configuration on 7'\ v, with £ — 1 chips, then
(0("_1) + e,(f__ll), 0) is a self-reachable configuration on 7" with ¢ chips by Corollary 7l This
shows that for each distinct self-reachable configuration on 7'\ v, with £ — 1 chips, there exists
a distinct class 1 self-reachable configuration on 7" with ¢ chips. Thus, we have the desired
bijection.

Class 2: s, = 1: We will show that self-reachable configurations of this form are also in
bijection with the self-reachable configurations on 7"\ v, with £—1 chips. Note that if (s(”_l), sn)

is a class 2 self-reachable configuration on T with ¢ chips, then s(~1)

is self-reachable on T\ vy,
by Corollary B8, and s~ has £ — 1 chips on T \ vp,. This shows that for each distinct class 2
self-reachable configuration on 7" with £ chips, there exists a distinct self-reachable configuration
on T\ v, with £ — 1 chips. On the other-hand, if o1 is a self-reachable configuration on
T \ v, with £ — 1 chips, then (0'(”_1), 1) is a self-reachable configuration on 1" with £ chips by
Corollary [47l This shows that for each distinct self-reachable configuration on 7'\ v,, with £ —1
chips, there exists a distinct class 2 self-reachable configuration on 1T with ¢ chips. Thus, we
have shown the desired bijection.

Class 3: s, > 2. We will show that self-reachable configurations of this form are in bijection
with the self-reachable configurations on 7" with ¢ — 1 chips that have at least one chip on
v,. We claim that if (s("_l),sn) is a class 3 self-reachable configuration on T" with £ chips,
then (s("_l), Sp — 1) is a self-reachable configuration on 7" with ¢ — 1 chips. Suppose towards
contradiction that (s("_l), Sp — 1) is not self-reachable on T'. Then by Theorem [4.]], there exists
an m-vertex subtree T of T' on which (s("_l), Sp — 1) has fewer than m — 1 chips. Without loss

of generality, we can suppose that T is chosen so that m is minimal. If 7 does not contain
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vy, then (s("_l),sn) would also have fewer than m — 1 chips on T, contradicting Theorem
EIl So T* must contain v,. Note that since s, —1 > 1, (s("_l),sn — 1) must have fewer
than m — 2 chips on the (m — 1)-vertex subtree T \ v,. But this contradicts that fact that
T* was chosen to minimize m. Thus, (s("_l), Sp — 1) is self-reachable on T'. This shows that
for each distinct class 3 self-reachable configuration on 71" with ¢ chips, there exists a distinct
self-reachable configuration on 7" with £ — 1 chips and at least one chip on v,. On the other
hand, if (0'(”_1), an) is a self-reachable configuration on 1" with £ — 1 chips and o,, > 1, then
(U("_l),an + 1) is a class 3 self-reachable configuration on T' with £ chips by Proposition (.31
Hence, we have shown the desired bijection.

Using these bijections, we can enumerate Cy,,. Since Cy_; ,,—1 is assumed to be a well-defined
quantity, the number of self-reachable configurations on 7'\ v, with ¢ — 1 chips is Cy_1 1.
Therefore, the cardinality of both class 1 and class 2 is Cy_1 ,—1. To determine the number class
3 self-reachable configurations, we must count the number of self-reachable configurations on T’
with £—1 chips that have at least one chip on v,. We can instead count how many self-reachable
configurations on 7" with £ —1 chips have no chips on v, and subtract this from the total number
of self-reachable configuration with £ — 1 chips on 1. Note that, since we are enumerating class
1 configurations with ¢ — 1 chips, reapplying the argument gives a bijection with self-reachable
configurations 7'\ v, with £ — 2 chips, which are enumerated by Cy_3,_; which is assumed
to be well-defined. Therefore there are Cy_1, — Cy_2,—1 class 3 self-reachable configurations.

Summing across the three classes, we obtain the desired result

Con=Croipn+2C—1n-1—Cr_gn_1.
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