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ORTHOGONAL POLYNOMIALS AND PERFECT STATE

TRANSFER

R. BAILEY

Abstract. The aim of this review paper is to discuss some applications of
orthogonal polynomials in quantum information processing. The hope is to
keep the paper self contained so that someone wanting a brief introduction to
the theory of orthogonal polynomials and continuous time quantum walks on
graphs may find it in one place. In particular, we focus on the associated Jacobi
operators and discuss how these can be used to detect perfect state transfer.
We also discuss how orthogonal polynomials have been used to give results
which are analogous to those given by Karlin and McGregor when studying
classical birth and death processes. Finally, we show how these ideas have been
extended to quantum walks with more than nearest neighbor interactions using
exceptional orthogonal polynomials. We also provide a (non-exhaustive) list
of related open questions.

1. Introduction

The pursuit of quantum computation has inspired much work both in applied
physics and in mathematics. Quantum computers process information in a funda-
mentally different way than any classical device, and they promise an exponential
speedup over the classical computers for solving certain types of problems, aiding
in the development cryptography, machine learning and AI. They could also prove
useful for modeling quantum physical systems. Understanding and managing the
interactions of quantum particles is a key challenge of implementing quantum com-
putation, and one can model the existence of physical interactions between particles
as edges connecting vertices in a graph. This paper will focus on path graphs rep-
resenting quantum spin chains, i.e. linear arrangements of quantum particles. Spin
chains serve as simplified representations of more complex systems and thus we
can gain a lot of insight into quantum behavior by studying these models. We will
study an extension to a larger class of graphs in Section 6.

To begin, recall that a quantum bit (qubit) is the fundamental unit of information
in quantum computing, similar to an ordinary bit except that where a bit takes
on the value 0 or 1, a qubit can be in a superposition of both 0 and 1. We only
can determine the probability that after observation, the qubit will be 0 or 1. The
state of a qubit is then represented by a vector v = (c0, c1)

⊤ ∈ C2 where |v| = 1.
Then |c0|

2 is the probability that after measuring, the qubit is 0, and |c1|
2 is the

probability the qubit is 1. Putting n qubits together, the state of a spin chain with
n qubits is likewise a unit vector in C2n that encodes how the qubit systems are
oriented.
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To study the evolution of a quantum system over time, we consider the evolution
operator, U(t) = eitH , where H is the Hamiltonian of the system (a unitary op-
erator representing the total energy of the system). For continuous time quantum
walks on graphs, the Hamiltonian is taken to be the adjacency matrix or the graph
Laplacian. We provide more detail in Section 4.

The subject of transferring a quantum state from one location to another within
a quantum computer is an important task and has gained much interest from the
mathematical community (see [11], [14], [17]...) In particular, it is desirable to say
with probability one, that the state of one qubit is transferred to another after
some time. This phenomenon is called perfect state transfer (PST) and in what
follows, we will highlight how the theory of orthogonal polynomials has played an
important role in the study of PST. We begin by reviewing important properties
of orthogonal polynomials and Jacobi matrices.

2. Orthogonal Polynomials

Definition 2.1. Let L be a complex valued linear functional on the vector space
of all polynomials P. A sequence of polynomials, {Pn(x)}

∞
n=0, is an orthogonal

polynomial sequence (OPS) with respect to L provided for all m,n = 0, 1, 2 . . .

(1) Pn(x) is a polynomial of degree n,
(2) L[Pn(x)Pm(x)] = 0 for n 6= m,
(3) L[P 2

n(x)] 6= 0.

Often, the linear functional L takes the form

L[p] =

∫ b

a

p(x)w(x) dx

where a and b may be infinite and w(x) is a nonnegative function which is positive
on a subset of (a, b) of positive Lebesgue measure. The function w(x) is called the
weight function.

Because the purpose of this paper is to study applications of OPS in continuous
time quantum walks on finite graphs, we will focus on finite sequences of orthogonal
polynomials, which are families of polynomials {Pn(x)}

N
n=0 satisfying the above

properties for all n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N .
A well known example of finite orthogonal polynomials are the Krawtchouk

polynomials, introduced by Mykhailo Kravchuk when studying a discrete analogue
of the Hermite polynomials (an OPS with respect to the Gaussian density function).

Definition 2.2. Let 0 < p < 1 and let M ∈ Z+. Then for n = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,M , the
n-th degree monic Krawtchouk polynomial is defined by

Kn(x; p,M) = (−M)np
n
2F1

[

−x − n

−M
; 1/p

]

=

n
∑

j=0

(−n)j(−M + j)n−j

j!
pn−j(−x)j

(2.1)

where (a)n is the Pochhammer symbol

(a)n =

{

1 (n = 0)

a(a+ 1) . . . (a+ n− 1) (n = 1, 2, . . . )
.
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The Krawtchouk polynomials are orthogonal with respect to the following linear
functional,

(2.2) L[p] =

M
∑

x=0

(

M

x

)

px(1− p)M−xp(x).

Below are the first few monic Krawtchouk polynomials for M = 4 and p = 1/2.

K0(x) = 1

K1(x) = x− 2

K2(x) = x2 − 4x+ 3

K3(x) = x3 − 6x2 +
19

2
x− 3

K4(x) = x4 − 8x3 + 20x2 − 16x+
3

2
It is evident from their weight function that the Krawtchouk polynomials have many
applications in probability, and in particular, are linked to the binomial distribution
and random walks. We will exploit this application in Section 5 and discuss how it
has been used to study perfect state transfer in quantum walks on path graphs.

3. Finite Orthogonal Polynomials and Jacobi Matrices

Given an N ×N Jacobi matrix J ,

(3.1) J =



















b0 a0 0 · · · 0 0
a0 b1 a1 · · · 0 0
0 a1 b2 · · · 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
0 0 0 · · · bN−2 aN−2

0 0 0 · · · aN−2 bN−1



















with an 6= 0, n ≥ 0, one may associate to it a family of orthonormal polynomials,
{Pn(x)}

N
n=0, defined via the following three-term recurrence relation:

(3.2) anPn+1(x) + bnPn(x) + an−1Pn−1(x) = xPn(x), n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1

with P−1(x) := 0 and P0(x) := 1 (see Favard’s Theorem, [6]). Here, aN−1 can be
chosen to be an arbitrary constant so we take it to be 1.

If an > 0 for all n = 0, 1, . . . , aN−2, then the linear functional corresponding to
{Pn(x)}

N
n=0 is positive-definite on span(1, x, x2, . . . , xN−1) and takes the form

L[p] =

N−1
∑

k=0

p(λk)w(λk)

for a weight function w(x) which is positive on the λk. In this case, we obtain the
following important properties of the zeros of {Pn(x)}

N
n=0 (one may refer to [1] for

more information on discrete orthogonal polynomials).

Proposition 3.1. The zeros of the {Pn(x)}
N
n=0 are real and simple.

Proposition 3.2. Let xn,k denote the k-th zero of Pn(x). Then the zeros of Pn(x)
and Pn+1(x) interlace, i.e.

xn+1,1 < xn,1 < xn+1,2 < · · · < xn,n < xn+1,n+1
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for all n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1.

Remark 3.3. We note that Favard’s theorem, Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2
also hold in the case J is a semi-infinite Jacobi matrix, but we restrict ourselves to
the finite case due to the nature of the application in quantum computing which
we review.

As a consequence of the uniqueness of orthogonal polynomial sequences, it is of-
ten convenient to work with the monic polynomials pn(x) := a−1a0a1 . . . an−1Pn(x)
where a−1 := 1. These polynomials satisfy

(3.3) xpn(x) = pn+1(x) + bnpn(x) + a2n−1pn−1(x), n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1

which corresponds to the following monic Jacobi matrix,

J =

















b0 1 0 0 · · ·
a20 b1 1 0

0 a21 b2 1
. . .

...
. . .

... 1
0 0 0 a2N−2 bN−1

















.

Let Jn be the truncated n×n upper left sub-matrix of J and In be the n×n identity
matrix. Define polynomials of degree n by qn(x) = det(xIn − Jn). Then the qn(x)
satisfy (3.3) with q1(x) = x− b0 = p1(x) and q2(x) = (x− b0)(x− b1)− a20 = p2(x),
hence we must have that qn(x) = pn(x) for all n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N . Therefore, the
OPS corresponding to J may also be defined by

pn(x) = det(xIn − Jn), n = 1, 2, . . . , N.

Using this view, it is clear that pN (x) is the characteristic polynomial of J and
thus it’s zeros (and hence the zeros of Pn(x)) are the eigenvalues of J , which must
be simple and real by Proposition 3.1.

Remark 3.4. We remark here that the realness of the eigenvalues of J also follows
from the fact that J is similar to J and J is Hermitian. Thus, J (and hence J )
has real eigenvalues. However, the theory of orthogonal polynomials gives a quick
proof as to the multiplicity of the eigenvalues.

It can also be seen that the eigenvectors of J are given in terms of the corre-
sponding orthogonal polynomials in the following way. Let {λk}

N−1
k=0 be the zeros

of PN (x). Then (3.3) gives
(3.4)


















b0 a0 0 · · · 0 0
a0 b1 a1 · · · 0 0
0 a1 b2 · · · 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
0 0 0 · · · bN−2 aN−2

0 0 0 · · · aN−2 bN−1





































P0(λk)
P1(λk)
P2(λk)

...
PN−2(λk)
PN−1(λk)



















+



















0
0
0
...
0

PN (λk)



















= λk



















P0(λk)
P1(λk)
P2(λk)

...
PN−2(λk)
PN−1(λk)



















where PN (λk) = 0, thus equation (3.4) is equivalent to

(3.5) Jvk = λkvk where vk = [P0(λk), P1(λk), . . . , PN−1(λk)]
⊤

where v⊤ denotes the transpose of v. We highlight here that vk is indeed an
eigenvector since by Proposition 3.2, PN−1(λk) 6= 0 for any k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1.
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Example 3.5. (Krawtchouk Jacobi Matrix) We recall the monic Krawtchouk poly-
nomials given in Definition 2.2. They satisfy the following three-term recurrence
relation
(3.6)

xKn(x; p,M) = Kn+1(x; p,M) +
M

2
Kn(x; p,M) +

(M + 1− n)n

4
Kn−1(x; p,M).

For example, when M = 4 and p = 1/2, the associated monic Jacobi matrix is

J =













2 1 0 0 0
1 2 1 0 0
0 3/2 2 1 0
0 0 3/2 2 1
0 0 0 1 2













.

Then K5(x; 1/2, 4) = det(xI−J ) = −x5+10x4−35x3+50x2−24x which has zeros
at x = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 hence the eigenvalues of J are 0, 1, 2, 3 and 4 with corresponding
eigenvectors vk = (K0(k),K1(k),K2(k),K3(k),K4(k))

⊤, k = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4.

4. Perfect State Transfer

Recall that at path graph G with N vertices is a connected, undirected graph
where two end vertices have degree 1 and the remaining N − 2 vertices have degree
2. This means that G may be drawn so that its vertices all lie on a straight line and
are only connected to their nearest neighbors. We can associate Jacobi matrices
to path graphs in the following way. Label the vertices of G by 0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1,
and let wjk denote the weight of the edge connecting vertex j to vertex k. We will
assume the weights satisfy wjk > 0 for j 6= k. Then the adjacency matrix of G is

the N × N matrix defined by J = (wjk)
N−1
j,k=0. One can see that since each vertex

is connected to only its nearest neighbors, J will be tridiagonal and hence a Jacobi
matrix. In the case of path graphs, G is undirected, hence wjk = wkj and therefore
J is symmetric.

It is natural to use graph theory to model quantum communication by letting the
vertices represent qubits and the edge weights represent couplings (how one qubit
interacts with another). In the case of path graphs, J represents the Hamiltonian
of a spin chain.

Let en = (0, 0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0)⊤ be the standard basis vector of CN with 1
in the n + 1-th entry and zeros elsewhere, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1. For example,
e0 = (1, 0, 0, . . . , 0)⊤ and eN−1 = (0, 0, . . . , 0, 1)⊤.

Definition 4.1 (Perfect State Transfer). Let j and k be vertices of a finite graph
and J be its adjacency matrix. Then perfect state transfer (PST) from vertex n to
vertex m occurs if there exists some time t0 > 0 such that

∣

∣e⊤m exp(it0J)en
∣

∣

2
= 1.

Remark 4.2. PST between vertices n and m means that an initial state where only
qubit n is excited, evolves with probability 1 to a state where only qubit m is
excited.

Remark 4.3. We also note that definition 4.1 is equivalent to

eit0Jen = eiφem

for some real number φ.
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Many results have been formed concerning quantum spin chains with N qubits.
It was shown in [8] that for unweighted paths where the Hamiltonian is represented
by the adjacency matrix, PST between endpoints can only occur for N ≤ 3. There-
fore, considering weighted paths became of interest and in 2005, Christandl et al
showed that it is possible to achieve PST between endpoints in this case by allowing
couplings between qubits which correspond to adding specific weights to the edges
of the path (see [7]). Because the graph Hamiltonian for a path graph with positive
weights is an N × N Jacobi matrix with positive off-diagonal entries, there is a
deep connection between PST and the theory of orthogonal polynomials. Below,
we provide several examples of where OPSs have proven to be useful for studying
PST in spin chains.

Lemma 4.4. Let G be a path graph on N vertices, J its weighted adjacency matrix
and {Pn(x)}

N
n=0 be the OPS generated by J . Denote the zeros of PN (x) by λk,

k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1. If there is PST between vertices n and m at time t0, then

Pm(λk) = e−iφeit0λkPn(λk)

for all k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1 and some phase factor φ ∈ R.

The proof utilizes the fact that J can be diagonalized as J = PDP⊤, where
D = diag{λ0, λ1, . . . , λN−1} is a diagonal matrix whose entries are the zeros of
PN (x), and P is an N × N matrix whose columns are orthonormal eigenvectors
ṽk = vk

‖vk‖
corresponding to λk, where the vk are as in (3.5) (see [17] or [20]).

Remark 4.5. In the case of PST between endpoints, the converse of the Lemma 4.4
is also true and thus PST occurs between nodes 0 and N − 1 at time t0 if and only
if PN−1(λk) = e−iφeit0λk (see Theorem 6.1 of [9] for a detailed proof).

The following well known theorem translates the question of PST into a question
about the eigenvalues of J .

Theorem 4.6. Let J be the weighted adjacency matrix of a path graph on N vertices
and let {λk}

N−1
k=0 denote the (distinct) eigenvalues of J . If J achieves PST at time

t0 then the eigenvalues satisfy λk−λk−1 = (2mk+1)π/t0 where mk is a nonegative
integer.

As in Lemma 4.4, the proof uses the fact that the eigenvalues and eigenvectors
of J can be given in terms of the corresponding orthogonal polynomials. It also
uses the interlacing property of the zeros of Pn(x) and Pn+1(x) which is illustrated
below.

Proof. Assume PST is realized at time t0. Then by Remark 4.5,

(4.1) PN−1(λk) = e−iφeit0λk , k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1.

Since the J is real, the corresponding OPS is real and therefore

(4.2) PN−1(λk) = ±1.

Recall that by proposition 3.2, the zeros of PN (x) and PN−1(x) interlace and thus
(4.2) is equivalent to

(4.3) PN−1(λk) = (−1)N−1+k, k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1.

Hence, (4.1) implies

e−iφeit0λk = (−1)N−1+k
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and thus
eit0(λk−λk−1) = −1

for k = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1. Therefore,

t0(λk − λk−1) = (2mk + 1)π

for all k = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1. �

In [14], it was shown that the above behavior of consecutive eigenvalues along
with mirror symmetry (symmetry about the anti-diagonal) of the Jacobi matrix ac-
tually characterize the spin chains with nearest neighbor interactions which exhibit
PST.

Theorem 4.7 (Kay [14]). For a spin chain on N vertices, PST between endpoints
occurs at time t0 if and only if J is mirror symmetric and the eigenvalues satisfy
λk − λk−1 = (2mk + 1)π/t0.

The proof relies on analysis of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of J , however it
was shown in [20] that this characterization can also be stated explicitly in terms
of the associated OPS.

Lemma 4.8 (Vinet and Zhedanov 2012 [20]). Let J be the weighted adjacency
matrix of a path graph with N vertices and let w(x) be the weight function of the
corresponding OPS. Then J exhibits PST at time t0 if and only if λk − λk−1 =
(2mk+1)π

t0
and the orthogonality weights satisfy w(λk) =

kN−1

‖P ′

N
(λk)‖

where

PN (x) = (x − λ0)(x − λ1) . . . (x− λN−1) and kN−1 is a normalization constant so

that
∑N−1

k=0 w(λk) = 1.

This equivalent condition is useful in multiple ways. First, it provides a way
to construct a Jacobi matrix with the PST property when given a specific set of
eigenvalues. Second, it helps provide a method to obtain new spin chains exhibiting
PST from old ones by removing points from the spectrum (see “spectral surgery” in
[20]). This is related to the well known Christoffel transformation, which provides
conditions when one can modify the orthogonality measure of an OPS and obtain
a new OPS with respect to this new measure (see [3] and [4] for information on
discrete Darboux transformation).

Since conditions on the eigenvalues of J are crucial to determining if PST occurs,
analyzing the behavior of eigenvalues has drawn interest. In [17], Kirkland et al.
state that if a weighted path has no potentials (loops), then the graph must be
bipartite. They then then use properties of bipartite graphs to conclude that the
eigenvalues of the corresponding Jacobi matrix are symmetric about zero. One may
come to the same conclusion bypassing graph theory and using only facts about
OPSs.

Lemma 4.9. Let J be an N × N Jacobi matrix with positive off diagonal entries
and zeros along the main diagonal. Then its eigenvalues are symmetric about zero.

Proof. Suppose J has zeros along the diagonal and let {Pn(x)}
N
n=0 be the corre-

sponding OPS. Then the associated recurrence relation becomes

xPn(x) = anPn+1(x) + an−1Pn−1(x), n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1.

We claim that if n is odd (even), then Pn(x) is an odd (even) function. Let n = 1.
Then P1(x) = a−1

0 x hence is odd. Similarly, P2(x) = a−1
2 [xP1(x)− a0P0(x)] where

P0(x) and xP1(x) are both even, hence P2(x) is even.
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Now assume the statement holds for all n ≤ k. Then Pk+1(x) = xPk(x) −
ak−1Pk−1(x), thus if k is odd, xPk(x) and Pk−1(x) are even, thus Pk+1(x) is even.
A similar argument holds for k even.

Therefore, if x0 is a zero of Pk(x), then Pk(−x0) = ±Pk(x0) hence −x0 is also
a zero of Pk(x). Since the zeros of Pk(x) are real, we have that the zeros of Pk(x)
are symmetric about 0. In particular, since the zeros of PN (x) are the eigenvalues
of J , we have that the eigenvalues of J are symmetric about zero. �

Kirkland et. al also made the observation that PST between endpoints, implies
PST between interior vertices.

Proposition 4.10 (Kirkland et. al [17]). For a weighted path of length N with or
without potentials, PST between vertices 1 and N implies PST between vertices j
and N + 1− j for each j = 2, . . . , N − 1. If for some 2 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, there is PST
between vertices j and N +1− j, and if in addition none of the eigenvectors of the
Hamiltonian has a zero entry in the j-th position, then the converse holds.

The proof of the proposition 4.10 uses Lemma 4.4 and the realness of the OPS
corresponding to a real Jacobi matrix. It also uses the fact that J must be mirror
symmetric and hence the eigenvectors must be symmetric or antisymmetric, i.e. of
the form (vk)j = ±(vk)N−j+1, j = 1, 2, . . . , N .

5. Transition Amplitudes

Recall that PST between vertices means that with probability one, an excitation
at vertex j will transition to vertex k. Therefore, it is useful to have a formula
to compute such transition probabilities. In [13], Karlin and McGregor obtained a
seminal formula relating sequences of orthogonal polynomials to transition proba-
bilities of birth and death processes. Since quantum walks are the quantum versions
of random walks, it makes sense to study this formula.

Let {Xt}t≥0 be a Markov process on the state space S = {0, 1, 2, . . .} with
transition probabilities given by

Pi,j(t) = P[Xt+s = j|Xs = i], i, j ∈ S.

Note that since {Xt} is Markov, the transition probabilities do not depend on s.
Assume that we have nearest-neighbor interactions given by

Pi,i+1(t) = λit+ o(t),

Pi,i(t) = 1− (λi + µi)t+ o(t),

Pi,i−1(t) = µit+ o(t),

Pi,j(t) = o(t) for |i− j| > 1

as t→ 0. Then we can associate the transition probabilities with the matrix

A =











−(λ0 + µ0) λ0 0 0 0 · · ·
µ1 −(λ1 + µ1) λ1 0 0 · · ·
0 µ2 −(λ2 + µ2) λ2 0 · · ·
...

...
...

...
...

. . .











.

This matrix is a Jacobi matrix with positive upper and lower diagonal entries and
thus generates a real OPS. We note that the matrix A satisfies P ′(t) = P (t)A =
AP (t), and P (0) = I. Karlin and McGregor obtained a formula for computing
transition probabilities in terms of the OPS.
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Theorem 5.1 (Karlin and McGregor [13]). Let {Qn(x)} be polynomials satisfying

−xQ0(x) = −(λ0 + µ0)Q0(x) + λ0Q1(x)

−xQn(x) = µnQn−1(x) − (λn + µn)Qn(x) + λnQn+1(x) n ≥ 1

where Q0(x) ≡ 0 and µn > 0, n > 0, µ0 ≥ 0 and λn > 0, n ≥ 0. Then there exists a
positive measure ψ on [0,∞) such that the {Qn(x)} are orthogonal with respect to
ψ and the transition probabilities Pi,j(t) may be represented by

(5.1) Pi,j(t) =

∫ ∞

0

e−xtQi(x)Qj(x)dψ(x)
∫ ∞

0

Qj(x)
2dψ(x)

.

Remark 5.2. We note here that a remarkable part of the above theorem is the
connection between birth and death processes and the Steiltjes moment problem.

The quantum analogue of a transition probability is called a transition amplitude.

Definition 5.3. The transition amplitude, cnm(t), for a state at vertex n to be
found at vertex m at time t, and is given by

cnm(t) = e⊤me
itJen, n,m = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1.

The probability of a state at vertex n to be found at vertex m is given by
|cnm(t)|2. Because J may be diagonalized using the corresponding OPS, it is quick
to derive the following formula for transition amplitudes.

Theorem 5.4. Let G be a path graph on N vertices and let {Pn(x)}
N
n=0 be the

orthonormal OPS corresponding to the weighted adjacency matrix J with weight
function w(x). Let {λk}

N−1
k=0 be the zeros of PN (x). Then the transition amplitudes

are given by

(5.2) cnm(t) =

N−1
∑

k=0

Pn(λk)Pm(λk)w(λk)e
iλkt, n,m = 0, 1, 2 . . . , N − 1.

We illustrate this idea with an explicit example utilizing the Krawtchouk poly-
nomials.

Example 5.5. Consider a spin chain with 5 qubits and let the Hamiltonian be
represented by the following Jacobi matrix:

J =













2 1 0 0 0

1 2
√

3/2 0 0

0
√

3/2 2
√

3/2 0

0 0
√

3/2 2 1
0 0 0 1 2













.

Then J generates the orthonormal Krawtchouk polynomials

K̃n(x; 1/2, 4) :=
Kn(x; 1/2, 4)

a0a1 . . . an−1

where an =
√

(4−n)(n+1)
4 andKn(x; 1/2, 4) is defined as in (2.2). Recall from Exam-

ple 3.5 that K5(x; 1/2, 4) has zeros at x = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, and thus so does K̃(x; 1/2, 4),
hence the eigenvalues of J are 0, 1, 2, 3 and 4.
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The corresponding orthogonality weight function is w(x) = 1
24

(

4
x

)

and thus the
transition amplitudes of this system are given by

cnm(t) =
4

∑

x=0

1

24

(

4

x

)

K̃n(x)K̃m(x)eixt

Using the fact that K̃0(x) = 1 and K̃4(x) = 2
3

(

x4 − 8x3 + 20x2 − 16x+ 3/2
)

,
one can see that c04(π) = 1 and thus the quantum system corresponding to the
Krawtchouk polynomials exhibits PST at t = π. This is consistent with the fact
that J is mirror-symmetric and the eigenvalues satisfy (λk − λk−1)π = π.

Remark 5.6. It is not too difficult to see that this result holds for all N +1×N+1
Jacobi matrices corresponding to the orthonormal Krawtchouk polynomials with
M = N and p = 1/2.

6. Exceptional Orthogonal Polynomials

There has been recent activity in the study of Exceptional Orthogonal Poly-
nomials (XOPs) which are generalizations of classical orthogonal polynomials but
the sequences are missing finitely many degrees (see [5], [10], [12], or [19] for re-
cent discussion and applications of XOPs). One of the properties that XOPs share
with OPSs is that they also satisfy recurrence relations, however, these are of or-
der n ≥ 4, and thus the corresponding operator is represented by an n-diagonal
matrix with n ≥ 4. Therefore, it is natural to ask if there is a relationship be-
tween XOPs and quantum walks on graphs which exhibit interactions with more
than just nearest-neighbors. In [18], the authors explore an explicit application of
X-Krawtchouk polynomials to this larger class of graphs, which we recall below.

Definition 6.1. Let N be a positive integer and let S = {0, 1, 2, . . . , N,N + 3}.

Then define the X2- Krawtchouk Polynomials {K̂
(2)
n (x; p,N)}n∈S by

K̂(2)
n (x; p,N) =

1

N + 3− n

∣

∣

∣

∣

(N − x)K2(x−N + 1; p,−N − 2)(x) Kn(x)
−(1− x)K2(x−N + 2; p,−N − 2)(x) Kn(x+ 1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

for n = 0, 1, 2, . . .N and

(6.1)

K̂
(2)
N+3(x; p,N) =

∑

0≤k,j≤2

(−2)j(−2)k(p− 1)2−kp2−j

j!k!
(−N − 3)2−j(−N − 3)2−k

×KN+k+j+1(x+ k + 1; p,N + k + j + 1)(x).

The X2-Krawtchouk polynomials form an orthogonal sequence with respect to

N
∑

x=−1

K̂(2)
n (x; p,N)K̂(2)

m (x; p,N)ŵ(x) = ĥnδn,m

where

(6.2) ŵ(x) =
w(x + 1; p,N + 1)

K2(x−N − 1; p,−N − 2)K2(x −N ; p,−N − 2)

where w(x) =
(

N
x

)

px(1− p)N−x is the weight function of the ordinary Krawtchouk

polynomials defined in (2.1) and and ĥn are constants.
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The X-Krawtchouk polynomials are formed by performing Darboux transforma-
tion to the ordinary Krawtchouk difference operator L which is given by

L[f(x)] := p(N − x) [f(x+ 1)− f(x)] + x(1 − p) [f(x− 1)− f(x)] .

They satisfy a 7-term recurrence relation,

(6.3) λxK̂
(2)
n (x; p,N) =

3
∑

k=−3

βn,kK̂
(2)
n+k(x; p,N), x ∈ {−1, 0, 1, 2, . . . , N}

where
λx = −K3(x−N ; p,−N − 1)

is given in terms of the ordinary Krawtchouk polynomial of degree 3. Formulas
for the coefficients βn,k may be found in [18] but we note that βN+3,k = 0 for
k = −2,−2, 1, 2 and 3. Thus, one may associate the X2-Krawtchouk polynomials
with a quantum walk onN+2 vertices, labeled 0, 1, 2, . . . , N,N+3, where transition
occurs amongst the three nearest-neighbors except for vertex N + 3 which only
interacts with vertex N .

Theorem 6.2 (Miki, Tsujimoto and Vinet [18]). The transition amplitude of a
quantum walk with Jacobi matrix corresponding to the X2-Krawtchouk polynomials
is given by

(6.4) cnm(t) =

N
∑

x=−1

Tn(x; p)Tm(x; p)e−iλxt

The proof uses the fact that the matrix associated with the orthonormal X2-

Krawtchouk polynomials, K̃
(2)
n (x; p,N), is Hermitian, and thus may be diagonalized

using the eigenvectors vx = (T1(x; p), T2(x; , p), . . . , TN+2(x; p))
T , which are given

in terms of the X2-Krawtchouk functions:

Tn(x; p) =

{

√

ŵ(x)K̃
(2)
n−1(x; p,N) n = 1, 2, . . . , N + 1

√

ŵ(x)K̃
(2)
N+3(x; p,N) n = N + 2.

As a corollary to Theorem 6.2, it can be shown that for p = 1/2, perfect return
occurs with probability one, but there is no PST between the end vertices. This is
contrary to the model associated to the ordinary Krawtchouk polynomials as stated
in Remark 5.6.

7. Open Questions

It is shown in [15] that given an unweighted path graph of length n ≥ 4, there
does not exist a potential which induces PST between the endpoints. It has also
been shown that unweighted complete graphs with n ≥ 3 vertices do not have
PST. Tamon and Kendon provide a discussion in [16] of results regarding PST for
complete graphs, path graphs, hypercubic graphs, Hamming graphs and integral
circulants, but this list is not finished, thus the search to characterize all graphs
with PST remains.

As mentioned in Section 4, the authors of [20] describe a process called “spec-
tral surgery” which allows one to construct new Jacobi matrices from old ones
exhibiting PST so that the new system also exhibits PST. The procedure involves
removing points from the spectrum and looking at new weight functions of the
form w̃(x) =

∏n

k=j(x − λk)w(x), with 0 ≤ j, n ≤ N − 1. However, there is a
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restriction that the spectral points must be chosen so that the new weights are pos-
itive. Therefore, investigation into performing spectral surgery on arbitrary points
of the spectrum is warranted. We remark that this corresponds to performing the
Christoffel transformation on a family of orthogonal polynomials at points within
the support of the orthogonality measure.

In reference to [18], a possible direction is to come up with more explicit examples
of quantum walks on graphs related to other families of XOPs. The authors suggest
looking at the dual Hahn polynomials which is another example of a finite OPS.
It could also be useful to study how to extend the applications of XOPs to higher
dimensional graphs. Thus, exploration of multivariate XOPs is a challenging but
exciting path to take.

Recall Proposition 4.10, which states that PST between end vertices implies PST
between opposite interior vertices. The converse to the statement is only proven
for graphs with Hamiltonians which have eigenvectors of a specific type. Thus, it
remains an open question as to if the converse holds for arbitrary Jacobi matrices.

Finally, in [2], the authors study Jacobi matrices which exhibit PST at time
T0 as well as have the property that there exists some time t < T0 such that the
first component of eitJe0 is 0, while the last component is not 1. The authors call
this phenomena Early State Exclusion (ESE) and show the existence of an N ×N
Jacobi matrix with ESE for any even N ≥ 4. The case for odd N ≥ 5 is still to be
determined.

While this is far from a complete list of open questions regarding PST in quan-
tum walks on graphs, we hope that it demonstrates the many directions of the topic
and possibly inspires readers to explore further paths.

Acknowledgments. I am extremely grateful to Prof. Michael Nathanson for the
helpful discussions and comments which have strengthened this paper.
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