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LIMITING DISTRIBUTIONS OF ERGODIC CONTINUOUS-TIME
QUANTUM WALKS ON PERIODIC GRAPHS

ANNE BOUTET DE MONVEL, KIRAN KUMAR A.S., MOSTAFA SABRI

ABSTRACT. In this expository note, we study several families of periodic graphs which
satisfy a sufficient condition for the ergodicity of the associated continuous-time quantum
walk. For these graphs, we compute the limiting distribution of the walk explicitly. We
uncover interesting behavior where in some families, the walk is ergodic in both horizontal
and sectional directions, while in others, ergodicity only holds in the horizontal (large
N) direction. We compare this to the limiting distribution of classical random walks on
the same graphs.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is concerned with studying the quantum dynamics on crystals I', i.e. con-
nected Z%periodic graphs. The vertex set takes the form
(1.1) V=V + 78,
where

Vi =A{vi,v2,...,0,}
is a finite set representing the vertices of a fundamental domain and Z‘i is the lattice Z¢
expressed in some coordinate system ai, ..., a4, i.e. (a;) are linearly independent vectors
in R If a; = ¢; is the standard basis, Z4 = Z9. In general, Z¢ := {2?21 n;a; 1 n € 7.

For example, I' = Z¢ has V; = {0} and a; = ¢;. For an infinite 1d k-strip in Z?, we can
take v; = (0,7), 9 = 0,...,k, here d = 1 and a; = 1. This example illustrates that I" is
in general embedded in a Euclidean space which may have dimension larger than d. If I’
is the honeycomb lattice, V; = {(0,0),v} with v = §(1, %), ar = a(1,0), ay = 4(1,V/3),
where a > 0.

By , any v € V takes the form v = v; + ng. For all practical purposes we may
identify ¢2(I') = (2(Z%)" via
(1.2) Y(vi +nq) > 1i(n)
for i =1,...,v and n € Z¢. For example, functions on a k-strip are identified with vector
functions on Z, each vector having length k.

The adjacency matrix on I' is defined as usual by (Af)(v) = >, f(w) for v € T,
where v ~ w means that v and w are neighbors. The continuous-time quantum walk on
I' is given by the unitary semigroup €*A. In this paper we are concerned with lattices
I' whose quantum dynamics is ergodic. In analogy to the classical setting where a walk
starts from some vertex v € I and hops at random to its neighbors at each step, here we
start from an initial state d,, where d,(w) = 1 if w = v and 0 otherwise, and study the
long-time behavior of el*A§,.

More precisely, we consider finite subsets I'y C I" given by I'y = Une]L?\, (Vi+ng), where

L4 = {0,...,N}? and consider the restriction Ay of A to 'y with periodic boundary
conditions. For example, if ' = Z, then we are approximating the graph with N-cycles. For
a fixed v € T'yy, we then consider ,u%v(w) = 7 fOT (¥4~ 6,,) (w)|? dt, which is a probability
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measure on 'y as eitAN is unitary, and we compare it with the uniform measure on 'y,
that is pV(w) = |F E A quantum walk is ergodic if NT ~ 1V when T — oo, followed by

N — 0. See [2] for more details on why one should consider the mean time average and
this particular order of limits. More broadly, we say the quantum walk is ergodic if ué\{ v

approaches a measure jiY which “has a density” with respect to the uniform measure p’"
We call /lfjv the limiting distribution of the walk, and computing it on simple examples,
when it exists, is the main purpose of the present paper.

Ergodicity is a strong and very precise result of delocalization. Let us discuss this con-
nection a bit further. In general the spectrum of A on the periodic graph I' consists of
m < v bands of absolutely continuous spectrum, and possibly a finite number of eigen-
values which are called flat bands, see [11, Section 2| and references therein. There is no
singularly continuous spectrum. It is easy to show that p7 y(w) := % fo I( 1tAw w)|? dt —
S | (Peth)(w)|? as T — oo, where Py is the orthogonal prOJectlon onto the distinct eigen-
values of A. In particular, in the regime of spectral delocalization where A has no eigen-
values, one gets that pr,(w) := 7 fo (e46,)(w)|? dt converges to zero everywhere. Er-
godicity implies more strongly that this decay to zero is approximately the same at all
vertices when considering an approximating sublattice I'y, namely ,uTv (which

N
v

|F |
goes to zero when N — o0). As we mentioned earlier, in general the limiting measure i

f(v,w)
Tn| -

Let us mention that, when working directly on the infinite graph I', since ur,, 20
in the absence of eigenvalues, one can be interested in studying the speed of decay and
properly normalizing the process to obtain a nontrivial limit. There is a large literature on
this topic, known as limit theorems in the quantum walks community. In this framework
it is not necessary to consider time averages, one can study my,(w) = |(e!*A)(w)|?
directly. Then the correct scaling is linear (the motion is ballistic), and if we study
the process per unit time (i.e. study the limit of the random variable %, where X; has
distribution m ), then the limit is nontrivial. We refer to [5] for one of the earliest results
in the case of discrete-time quantum walks on Z. As this is not the topic of this paper,
for further extensions we only mention [3] for a multi-dimensional analog, [4] for certain
results on crystals and [, Section 5] for limits theorems of continuous-time quantum walks

on periodic graphs I'. See e.g. [6] for a more comprehensive survey of this topic.

may have a density, so that the mass on each vertex w is some

1. The “black box” theorem. In an earlier paper [2] we proved a general criterion
for the ergodicity of continuous-time quantum walks. This result holds more generally for
unitary semigroups e * where H is a periodic Schrérindger operator, H = A + Q. To
state the result, let us recall that using Bloch-Floquet theory, H is unitarily equivalent to
a multiplication operator My on ¢%(T%)", where (M f)(0) = H(0)f(#) for § € T¢ and
H(9) is a v x v matrix. Here T? = [0,1)%. Denote the eigenvalues of H(#) by E(f),
s =1,...v, these are also known as band functions, Ps(8) the corresponding orthogonal
eigenprojections and Pg,_(6) the orthogonal eigenprojections onto the distinct eigenvalues,
that is Pp,(0) = >_,,. g, (0)=E. () Pw(0). Let V' < v be the number of distinct eigenvalues
(it is independent of # on a subset of full Lebesgue measure [I1, Lem. 2.2]). Then we have
the following;:

Theorem 1.1 (From [2]). Assume that for any 1 < s,w < v, we have

#{rc LY : B,(M2) - B, (%) =0}
(1.3) Isnt;% N ]]\[Vd N — 0

as N — oo. Then for a large family of observables,

IR ’
lim | lim / (e NS, pyae TN G, Y dE — (a),| =0,
0

N—oo | T—oo
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where, denoting (aq) := ﬁ Zkeﬂ‘ﬁi\r aq(k),

(1.4) (ahp = w7 3 fj<aq>fj Pe.(5) 0. )

reld, a=1 s=1

‘ 2

The initial state dnp = dy, @ On, is a point mass at v = v, + n,. That is, dny is the
vector on Z® will all entries zero except at n, where the p-th coordinate is 1E| Observe
that

O T Zaq (7N 61 ) ()2
keld, a=1
and
2
0= 5k 5 3 X a3 [pe () )
rel¢, 9=1 kel
The class of observables is sufficiently large to deduce that if

1 T —i 1 T —1
WayemOea 1) = [ 1€ 80,4007t = o [ 1€ 6, @ By o+ ),

then

(15) 1y ime (a4 00) oy S z]PE (%)@ ~ 5 / D |Pe.(O)@.q) do
s=1

rELd s=1

as T — oo followed by N — o0, for any ng and k,. This says that the limiting distribution
has a density d(q,p) = [ra > oy |PE,(0)(p, q)|* d6 with respect to the uniform measure.
Since all a4(k) are multiplied by the same weight as k varies, we see that the weight is
fixed on each “horizontal layer” L, = {kq + v, : k € L%}, but the weight can be different
from one layer to another and may depend on the starting point v,, but not on n,.

Note that iy Pr (0)6,|?d8 = [ra ||6,]|?dd = 1. So in general,
T =1 s P Td 119 g

while MT’% Jrna(k + vq) may not be perfectly uniform (weight ﬁ = ﬁ), the sum

ZZ:I u%vp+na (ka +1vq) = ﬁ for all ng, i.e. the total mass in each copy of V} is constant.

Assumption (1.3)) essentially says that for any 0 # o € T?, the set
{6 cT?: E,(0+ o) = E,(0)}

should be an event of measure zero. When applied to s = w, this means that E should
have no nontrivial periods. For s # w, it is permissible to have F; = F,, i.e. to have a
band function of multiplicity larger than one (as we assume nothing for &« = 0). What is
important is that F,; doesn’t meet E,, on a nontrivial subset of positive measure. This
assumption can either be checked by hand if the Floquet matrix is sufficiently simple, or
using some tools from the theory of irreducibility of Bloch varieties, see [§] and [7, §5.3].
Assumption rules out the possibility that H has eigenvalues, since ‘H has an eigen-
value iff a certain band function Es(6) = c is constant, and if this happens, then the
assumption is trivially violated for w = s, the underlying fraction being identically 1 and
not converging to zero. In other words, we are already assuming the spectrum of H is
purely absolutely continuous (AC), which is somehow natural since we are looking for a

IThe theorem is stated slightly differently in [2, Thm 3.1], where 6 is written as 6y, in the basis (b;) of
coordinates dual to (a;). Here, we use instead the identification to simplify the notations, as in [I1].
The operator P(6), which was regarded as acting on £2(V}), is also now regarded as a v x v matrix, so
that (P(0y)6y,)(vp) = P(6)(p,q) is the (p, q) entry of the matrix.
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dynamical delocalization result. However, assumption is stronger than simply assum-
ing the spectrum is AC, and this stronger assumption seems to be essentially necessary
for ergodicity, see [7, Prp. 1.5] for a related result.

Some basic examples were given in [2, §3.2]: if v = 1, i.e. the fundamental cell is simply
one vertex, then the limiting measure is uniform. This covers the continuous quantum
walk ¢4 on Z¢ and the triangular lattice for example. The same property is true for the
hexagonal lattice and the infinite ladder, both of which have v = 2. It was also shown
that in the cases where I' is a 1d strip of width 3, or a cylinder Z ] (Y4, then the limiting
distribution is not uniform.

1.2. Main results. In this note we analyze further families of graphs which satisfy our
assumptions, and compute the limiting average (a), explicitly.
We first give the following result, extracted from [7].

Proposition 1.2 (Case of Cartesian and Tensor Products). Suppose Iy is a periodic graph
with v =1 (for example Tg = Z% or the triangular lattice), and let Gp be any finite graph
with vp = |G| vertices. Let Ty = ToOGF be the Cartesian product , T'o = To x G be the
tensor product and I's = T'o K G be the strong product of 'y and Gp. Let Er,(0) be the
band function of I'y, (w;) an orthonormal eigenbasis of Ag, and (p;) the corresponding
etgenvalues, j < vp. Then

(1) The band functions of Ar, are given by E;(0) = Er,(0) + ;.

(2) The band functions of Ar, are given by E;(0) = pu;Er,(6).

(3) The band functions of Ar, are given by E;(0) = (1 + pj)Er,(0) + 1.

(4) Assumption is satisfied for Ar, but not necessarily for Ar, or Ar,.

(5) For each of Ar,, Ar, and Ar,, we have

/

(a)p =Y (a(-+v9)) Y [P (vp, 09,
q=1 s=1

where Py, (vp,vq) = 3_; o wj(vp)w;(vg) is the (kernel) of the orthogonal projec-
tion for the distinct eigenvalues of the finite graph.

For example, if Ty = Z%, then Er,(0) = 22?:1 cos2md; and if Iy is the triangular
lattice, then Er,(0) = 2 cos 278 + 2 cos 2wz + 2 cos 2w (01 + 02), for §; € [0,1). Here I' 2 3
are viewed as periodic graphs with fundamental domain containing vp vertices, cf. [7,
Lemma 3.1, §3.4], with (v;) the vertices of Gp.

Arguing as before, we get for these more special graphs that

1 <
(1.6) H%v,ﬁna(ka +vg) ® N Z | Py, (vp, vg) | =

s=1

1

Nad®.q)-

whenever is satisfied. This gives a more satisfactory concept of a quantum limiting
distribution than in [7] where quantum ergodicity was assessed by the behaviour of eigen-
vector bases, and it was shown in [7, §4.5] that such a limiting distribution depends on
the eigenvector basis. In contrast, here the RHS of depends only on the graph.

Our main target now is to compute the weights d(p,q) for specific finite graphs Gp.
Because of point (4) above, the theorems are illustrated only for the Cartesian product,
but some hold more generally. For definiteness, the reader can assume 'y = Z in all these
results, which is already interesting. However, nothing changes for any I'g having a single
vertex in its fundamental domain, such as Z¢ and the triangular lattice.

A nice simplification in the family of Cartesian products is that the limiting weight
d(p,q) in depends only on the finite graph G, compared to the general case ,
where the weight depends on the full Floquet matrix and computations become more
daunting. Still, as we will see, Cartesian products already offer interesting contrasting
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behaviors, depending on the choice of Gp. In the following results, Ty is any Z%-periodic
graph with a single vertex in its fundamental domain.

1.2.1. Cycles. We start our analysis with cycles, Gp = C,,. The graph Z [ C, then looks
like a cylinder with base C,,.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose I'y = T'o0C,,, where C,, is a cycle of order v.
(1) If v is odd, then d(p,p) = 2‘;—;1 and d(p,q) = ”7_21 for all q # p.
(2) If v is even, then d(p,p) = d(p,p+%) = 2(1 — §) and d(p,q) = (1 — 2) for all
other q.

1.2.2. Path Graphs. Consider the path graph P, on v vertices numbered {1,2,...,v}.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose I'y = ToO P,, where P, is the path graph on v vertices. Then

s ifp=a="
dp,q) =y F0=ap+a#v+1)or(p#qpta=v+1)

1 .
AT otherwise.

The convention here is that if v is even, the first branch never occurs.

FI1cURE 1. The limiting distribution of the continuous-time quantum walk
on graphs of the form ZOGF for Gp as the cycle Cy (left) and the path
Ps (right). In both figures, the walk starts at a red vertex, and it is the
vertex where most of the weight concentrates. All the green vertices have
the same weight, lower than the red vertices.

1.2.3. Stars. Star graphs behave very differently, see §[1.2.5] for more comments.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose I't = I'0[O K, 1, where K, 1 is the star graph on v + 1 wvertices
with v + 1 as the central vertex. Then

—1)2 .
oL if1<p<vandq=np,

ifl<p<vandqg=v+1,
fl<p<vandl1<qg<vandq#p,
ifp=q=v+1.

d(p,q) =

‘wlg"—‘

N DD
)

1.2.4. Hypercubes. Recall that the m-dimensional hypercube H,, has vertex set Z3'. Two
vertices are adjacent if they differ by a single digit, hence H,, is m-regular. Graph products
'O H,, have Gr = H,,, as fundamental domain. Up to renumbering the vertices within
G, we may start the quantum walk from v, = (0,0,...,0).
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j_ Tﬁj_ ’_,Gj_ ’_,(v}j_ —

FIGURE 2. The graph Z[J K3 1. No matter how many edges the star K, 1
has, if we launch the walk from a red vertex, half the mass spreads over
the line of red vertices, while the remainder gets equidistributed over the
leaves. The situation is more dramatic if the walk is launched from a leaf
vertex: if v = 10, then 0.815 of the mass spreads over the layer of this leaf.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose I'ty =T'gOH,,, where H,,, = Z3' is the m-dimensional hypercube.
Let vg = (0,...,0). Define By, C Z35' as the subset of vertices having exactly u entries
equal to 1. Then for any vy € By,

o e S (Ser))

The convention here is that (j:b) =0ifj<borj—b>m-—u.
In particular, d(0,0) = 22m( ) = d(0,m), while d(0, q) = 221m[(2nT) —4(2m 1)+4(2m 2)]

for vy € By. We also have the symmetry d(0,q) = d(0,q") if vy € By and vy € By

Let us calculate (|1.7]) explicitly in simple cases. The graphs H; and Hy give a segment
P, and a 4-cycle Cy, respectively, which are covered by previous theorems. So let us
consider the cases of the cube and tesseract:

Corollary 1.7. Define B, as in Theorem . In case of the cube Hs, we get
5/16  if g € By

1/16  ifq€ By

1/16  if g € By and

5/16  if g € Bs.

d(07 Q) -

In case of the tesseract Hy, we get

35/128 if q € By
5/128  ifq e By
d(0,q) =14 3/128  ifqe€ By
5/128 if ¢ € Bz and
35/128  if g € Bu.

1.2.5. Understanding the results. The previous theorems illustrate that the limiting mea-
sure, though spread out (all vertices carry a weight < N~—%), is not uniform: the weight
d(p,q) # %, instead, it depends on the initial point p, and the masses vary over the
fundamental domain (as ¢ varies).

However, there is a large contrast in the limiting behaviors across the graphs: in case
of yOC, and T'o 0 P,, the mass is almost uniform, d(p, q) is of order % everywhere. In
case of I'o 0 H,,, on the other hand, the mass is highly concentrated on the starting vertex
0=(0,..., ) and the one diametrically opposite to it, 1 = (1,...,1): on both vertices,
the mass if 22m (Qm) which is of order \F much larger than the uniform Welght . The

situation is even worse in star graphs K1 ,, where if we take v > 1, the mass concentrates
macroscopically over the line from which the walk was launched.

We can say that in Theorems [[.3]andd [1.4] we have ergodicity both in the “horizontal”
direction (the mass spreads as N~ ) and the “vertical” or “sectional” direction (all vertices
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actually carry a weight ~ ﬁ), while in Theorems and ergodicity only holds in
the horizontal direction.
Theorems [I.3] and [I.6] offer a stark contrast with the following:

Fact. Consider a classical random walk on a finite graph with n vertices and m edges,
where a particle at vertex v hops uniformly at random to a neighbor w with probabil-
1 deg(v)

ity Toa (o) Then the distribution m(v) = =5~ is stationary, and if the graph is non-

bipartite, this distribution is also the limiting distribution that the particle ends up at v,
ie. limy, o0 Pyp(n) = 7(v).

See [10] for details. In particular, if the graph is d-regular, the limiting distribution of the
classical walk must be uniform if it exists, 7 (v) = % = % In our case, the graphs G = C,,
and Gr = H,, are regular. Since we are considering periodic boundary conditions, this
implies the corresponding graphs I'y are also regular. So contrary to Theorems [I.3] and
the classical walk would equidistribute on these graphs. The theorems seem to indicate

an interesting quantum effect.

2. PROOFS

Proof of Proposition[1.3. Claims (1) and (2) are proved in [7], Sections 3.2 and 3.4, re-
spectively and (3) follows directly from (1) and (2). For point (4), the validity of the
Floquet assumption for the Cartesian product is part of Proposition 1.3 in [7], while its
failure is obvious in the tensor product case if G has an eigenvalue p; = 0 (e.g. G = Cy,
the 4-cycle), since in this case Ej(#) = Er,p; = 0 is constant, so that I'y has a flat band
and the Floquet assumption is violated. Similarly, if u; = —1, we get a flat band for I's.
To see the validity of Claim (5), note that the Floquet matrices for I'y and I'y are given
by Ar,(0) = Er,(0)I,, + Ag, and Ar,(0) = Er,(0)Ag,, respectively. In particular, they
share the same eigenvectors as Ag,, with Ar, (8)w; = (Er, + pj)w; and Ar,(§)w; =
Ery(8)pjw;. This gives Py(0) = (-, ws)ws. Moreover, E;(0) = E;(6) iff pj = pi. So

Pp,(0) = Zw;uszuj<'ij>wj and [Pg, (0)dy,](vp) = Zw:us:uj wj(vp)w;(vg)- O

Proof of Theorem[1.3 As the cycle is homogeneous, we may assume without loss that the
starting point p = 0 (enumerate the vertices starting from vy,).

The eigenvalues of C), are p, = 2 COS(2LVT), with corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors
1 2mir 2mi(2r) 2wi(v—1)r
wrzﬁ(lve” R A )

Note that g, = py—p for 1 <r <v —1.
o If v is odd, then pug = 2 is simple and each p, with 1 <r < ”T_l has multiplicity 2. The

eigenvector for pg is wg = L.(1,...,1), and for u,, we have the two eigenvectors w, =
g /’L \/; 9 9 b :u‘ 9 g

1 2mir 2mi(2r) 2ri(v—1)r 1 —2mir —2mi(2r) _9 S(v—1)r
W(l,e v,e v ,...,e v )and wl,_r:\ﬁ(l,e vo,e v .o,e )l We

deduce that P, (vp, vg) = wo(vp)wo(vg) and Py, (vp, vg) = wr(vp)wy(vg)+wy—p(Vp)wy—r(vg)
forl1<r< ”771
Taking p = 0, we get

v—1 v—1 v—1
2

2 9 1 1< 5 1 4 9 (27rq
> 1P (00, v) P = 5 4+ —5 D wn(vg) + w0 (o) = —5 + = > cos? ()

1%
s=0 r=1 r=1

1 2 4mrq 1 2 S 4dmrq
=5+ [cos( >+1]:——|——2 cos( )
v Ve = v vV v
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Now recall the identity > ;_,coskf = % for 6 ¢ 27Z. We deduce that
2

v—1
2, cos(rf) =

vl _gin?f
2 °03 For = 47”1 , ¢ # 0, this gives =+. Thus,

0
251n5

2 l v—1 1 = 2v—1 1 =
) DIL N IR s B A
) s =5 ifqg#0 B2 ifqg#0.

s=0 V2

sin

e Now suppose v is even. Then pg = 2 and py = —2 are simple, while u, = 2008(2%)
has multiplicity 2 for 1 <r < 4. It follows that

-1

2 2 4 27rq 2 Ei 4mrq
Z\Ps(vo,vq)|2—7+ﬁ cos ( » ) - ﬁz ( >

1

[SIN

[
2

As before, 5_11 cos(rf) = , yielding —1 if § = 47r7q. Thus,

2sm§

+%(5-1) ifg=0, it ¢=0, 0
o

%

zrm@o,wz{ | )

2 if g 0, (1-2) ifg+0,
Proof of Theorem[1.J We have o(P,) = {2 cos (l/+1) 1 < j < v}, with the eigenvector
corresponding to 2 cos( ;75 ) denoted by w; = 4/ V_QH (sm(;_rgl) sm(ffl) sm(;’fl))

7"]

NN
R =R N
—~
—

|
N—
IR NIR

INEENTIS
I
—

Each eigenvalue of P, has multiplicity 1, as takes values in the first two quad-
rants, so the w; are orthogonal, and they are normahzed to have ||w;|| = 1. Indeed,
> p_qsin (”ﬂ) = Yt as we see by following the same calculations as in the proof of

Theorem (1.3, Therefore, P, (p,q) = w;(p)w;(s). Expanding sin?x = #, we get

(2.1) XV:IPS(IMJ)I2 22( — Hl))(l CO;(VH)>'
s=1

. . i1
. v sin(v+3)0—sin § 2ml sin(2m(— ) —sin 25
USlng E s=1 COS sO = W we get § 41 COS S(V+1) = 2sin :_[1 v — _1,
v
cos 27 (p+q)+cos 275 (p—q)
for ¢ = p,q. Next, cos(i’flq) cos(i’ff) = —vil o . Therefore,

v ifp+gq=v+landp—q=0,

14
21rs 2rs
ZCOS(V q)cos(y+]i)= v oif(ptg=v+Lp#EQor p+q#v+1,p=0q),
s=1 -1 otherwise.

Recalling ([2.1)), we have shown that

v 14
1 27sq 2mwsp
Bl = gy (v 1 L Y eos (2 os ()
521’ s (P2 @) w+ 1) v+1+ —i—SZlCOS b1 cos 1

Collecting the estimates completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem[1.5 In the adjacency matrix Ak, , the upper v x v submatrix is a

zero matrix, and the last row is all ones except the last element. It follows that w, =
Tir 2mi(2r) 2wi(v—1)r . . . .
f(l e2u ,e v ,...,e v ,0)is an eigenvector with eigenvalue 0 for 1 <r <wv — 1.

The other eigenvalues are Ay = =£,/v with eigenvectors wy = (\7217, %, cey \217, %)

Thus,

d(p,q) = |Po(p, 9)I> + [P s(p. ) + |1 P_ s(p, @) .
We have Py(p, q) = Y2021 w,(vp)w, (vg).
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Suppose 1 < p < v. Then Py(p,p) = ”771 and P,z (p, p) = P_ 5(p,p) = % Thus,

d(p,p) = (V;;) . Next, Py(p,v+1) =0, P 5 (p,v+1) = f and P_ /;(p,v+1) = f
Thus, d(p,v + 1) = % Finally, by symmetry all vertices ¢ ¢ {p,v + 1} must have the
same weight M. Slnce ZVH d(p,q) = 1, this leads to (y;21)2 tyrt o t+@—1)M=1
This implies M =

Now suppose p = 1/+ 1. Then d(v+1,p) =d(p,v+1) = ﬁ for any 1 < p < v, since the

weight function d is symmetric in its arguments. This implies d(v + 1,v + 1) = % using
Zgill d(p,q) = 1, or by direct calculation. O
Proof of Theorem|[I.6, The hypercube H,, is the Cayley graph of the group G = ZI',
with generators S = {e1,..., ey}, where e;(k) = J; . As such, the vector of characters
wy = (X(7))zeg is an eigenvector, with eigenvalue ) g x(s). The characters here are
given by x,(r) = o (—1)r#rttrmim gee [9) §2.2]. In particular,
m

Y oxels) =D (1) = #H{ri = 0} = #{ri = 1} = (m — k) —k = m — 2k,

ses i=1
where k = #{r; = 1}. We thus get 0(A¢) = {-m,—m +2,...,0,2,...,m} for even m
and o(A¢) = {—-m,—m+2,...,—1,1,...,m} for odd n. The multiplicity of pj := m — 2k

is #{r having exactly k entries 1} = ().
Recall that wy, = (x(z)) are the eigenvectors. The eigenvalues po and p,, are sim-
_1\0
ple, with P, (vo,vq) = wo(vg)wo(vo) = CU — o= and P, (v0,0g) = Win(vg)wm(vo) =

2’I1L
—1)91++am . .
%. For the remaining eigenvalues puy, we have

(2'2) Pﬂk(vo’vq) = Z wr(vq)wr(vo) = Z L(—1)rlql—i_”.—~_747"(17'1 .

2m
T'EBk TEBk
There are two easy cases: if v, € By, i.e. vy = (0,...,0), we get 2%(7;) Similarly, if
. —1)k
Uq S Bmv L.e. Vg = (17 RS 1)7 we get QLm ZTGBk(_l)T1+ trm = (277”)(7;)

To compute for v, € B, in general, we first note that since the sum is taken over
all » € By, the expression is invariant under permutations of the vertices of v,, so we
may choose v, = (1,...,1,0,...,0) to simplify the notation, where v, contains u entries
1. Expression becomes

1
Pﬂk (v07vq) = 27m Z (71)7‘14— +7y .
r€By

Let us introduce, for 0 < b < u, the set
Fur)={reBy:r+---+r,=0b}.
Clearly, {F, x(b)}}_, is a partition of By. Hence,

PMk UOﬂfq 2m Z Z 'r1+ +ry 2m Z #Fuk )

b=0 rek, k(b)
Now note that

(i) The number of ones in {r1,...,r,} is b.
(ii) The number of ones in {r1,...,7ry} is k.
(iii) Hence, the number of ones in {ry41,...,7m} is k —b.

We now have several cases:
o If k < b, there are more ones in (1) than in (ii), which is impossible. Thus, Fy, ;(b)
is empty and #F, (b)) =0 = ( ) ) since k — b is negative.
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o If K —b > m — u, we have more ones in (iii) than the cardinality of the set, which
is impossible. So again, we get #F, ;(b) =0 = (7;) (Z‘:Z)‘)

e If0<k—b<m—u, with 0 <b <uw, then each r € F, ;(b) is given by a choice of
b ones from {rq,...,7,} and a choice of k —b ones from {ry41,...,my,}. Therefore,

#Fu k() = (3) (h28)-

We have shown that in all cases,

Py, (vo,vq) 2mz <>< :;L>

Since d(0,q) = > it | Py, (v, vg)|?, this completes the proof of the general form.
The particular cases follow from the identity » ", (m)2 = (Qm), which settles d(0,0)

m
and d(0, m). For vy € B1, we get 53 Z;”:O((m]_l) - ("jn_ll)) = D op 0(( )(1- %))2 =
. S
7 Siol(7)” = W ()" 4+ 2 ()] = = ((0) — 40 + 4(2m ol
The symmetry B, < By,—, may be seen directly from . If v € By, then

takes the form %ZreBk(—l)”ﬁ“‘*“u. If we consider vy = (1,...,1) — vy € By,
we get 2% ZTGBk(—l)’"iu+l+"'+Tim. Here (i)}_; enumerate the ones of vy and (ig)}L, 4

enumerate the the zeros of v, (which are the ones of vy). However, (—1)"u+1tF7in =
(_1)2r¢1+~~~+2mu(_1)mu+1+~~+n’n — (_1)T1+~~~+Tn(_1)n‘1+~~+mu — (_1)k(_1)7’¢1+-~+nu‘ Thus,

P, (v0,v¢) = (—1)*P,, (vo,v,), implying d(0, q) = d(0, ¢'). O
3. FURTHER EXAMPLES

3.0.1. Complete graphs and complete bipartite graphs. For complete graphs, and complete
bipartite graphs, we observe most of the mass concentrating on the starting vertex. For the
complete graph K,,, we denote the function d : [v] X [v] — [0, 1] defined in by d,. Due
to the symmetry of the graph, d,(p,p) = dy(q, q) for all p, g and d,(p1,q1) = dy(p2, g2) for
all p1 # q1,p2 # q2. By direct computation we get dy(p, p) = 5/8, d5(p, p) = 0.68,ds(p, p) ~
0.722, d7(p,p) = 0.75 and dyo(p, p) =~ 0.98.

Ficure 3. Diagram showing the weight distribution of the continuous-
time quantum walk on graphs of the form I'¢OGF for Gr as Petersen
graph (left) and the complete bipartite graph Ky 4(right). In both the
figures, the walk starts at the red vertex, and it is the vertex where most
of the weight concentrates. The purple vertices have the second-highest
weight and the green vertices, the lowest.

For complete bipartite graphs K, ,, the vertices can be divided into three different
classes sharing the same weights on them. Similar to the case of complete graphs, most
of the mass gets concentrated on the starting vertex. The vertices non-adjacent to the
starting vertex form the second group by weight. Finally, the vertices adjacent to the
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starting vertex make up the third group, following in weight distribution, having the
least amount of weight. For the graph K,,,, we denote the function d by d,,,. Then
we have the values of d,, as dsa(p,p) = 0.59,ds55(p,p) = 0.66,dse(p,p) ~ 0.71 and
d1007100(p,p) ~ 0.98.

3.0.2. Petersen graph. The Petersen graph is a popular 3-regular non-planar graph on 10
vertices, which is also the complement of the line graph of the complete graph K5. For the
Petersen graph (see Figure , d(p,p) = 21/50 for all p, d(p, q) = 49/450 for all ¢ adjacent
to p and d(p, q) = 19/450 for all other vertices q.
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