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SPECTRAL COMPUTATIONS ON LAMPLIGHTER
GROUPS AND DIESTEL-LEADER GRAPHS

LAURENT BARTHOLDI AND WOLFGANG WOESS

ABSTRACT. The Diestel-Leader graph DL(gq, r) is the horocyclic product of the homoge-
neous trees with respective degrees ¢+ 1 and r+1. When ¢ = r, it is the Cayley graph of
the lamplighter group (wreath product) Z,Z with respect to a natural generating set. For
the “Simple random walk” (SRW) operator on the latter group, GRIGORCHUK AND ZUK
and DICKS AND SCHICK have determined the spectrum and the (on-diagonal) spectral
measure (Plancherel measure). Here, we show that thanks to the geometric realization,
these results can be obtained for all DL-graphs by directly computing an ¢?-complete
orthonormal system of finitely supported eigenfunctions of the SRW. This allows compu-
tation of all matrix elements of the spectral resolution, including the Plancherel measure.
As one application, we determine the sharp asymptotic behaviour of the N-step return
probabilities of SRW. The spectral computations involve a natural approximating se-
quence of finite subgraphs, and we study the question whether the cumulative spectral
distributions of the latter converge weakly to the Plancherel measure. To this end, we
provide a general result regarding Folner approzimations; in the specific case of DL(q, ),
the answer is positive only when r = q.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a locally finite connected graph. Simple random walk (SRW) on X is the
Markov chain on X with transition probabilities

1/deg(z) ify~x,

xr,y) = )
p(@,y) 0 otherwise.

Here, ~ denotes neighbourhood, and deg(z) is the degree (number of neighbours) of vertex
x € X. The transition operator associated with SRW acts on real or complex functions

f on X by
Pf(x)=> plx,y)f(y).

In particular, P acts as a self-adjoint operator on the weighted ¢*-space ¢*(X,deg) and
has norm = spectral radius < 1. Here, we shall only consider regular graphs, i.e., deg is
constant, and we prefer to use the ordinary space ¢?(X), where the reference measure is
the counting measure (instead of m(z) = deg(x)).
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Associated with P there is the resolution of the identity. This is an operator-valued
measure F defined on spec(P) such that for all N > 0,

PN — / NE(dN)
spec(P)

It is characterized by the matrix elements
(1'1) ,Ux,y(d)‘) = <51‘> E(d)‘)éy> )

which in turn are characterized by their moments, which are the N-step transition prob-
abilities (matrix elements of PY),

(12) PO = [ N an YN 0.
spec(P)

Each fi, . is a probability measure, while the off-diagonal i, , are signed measures with
total mass 0. When X is a transitive graph (i.e., its group of isometries acts transitively
on the vertex set), then all i, , coincide, and we shall just write p for this measure, whose
support is the whole spectrum. This holds, in particular, for Cayley graphs of finitely
generated groups.! In the spirit of Harmonic Analysis, we call ;1 the Plancherel measure;
more recently, it has also been called the Kesten spectral measure by some authors.

Basic references for the general theory of spectra of infinite graphs and groups are the
papers of MOHAR AND WOESS [20)], DE LA HARPE, ROBERTSON AND VALETTE [I2] and
GRIGORCHUK AND ZUK [[3]. In [20] and [T2], one can also find many examples of specific
graphs and groups where spectra and (less frequently) spectral measures are computed:
in basic cases spec(P) is an interval, and the Plancherel measure has a continuous density
with respect to Lebesgue measure. This occurs for integer lattices — a classical result
from Fourier analysis, see e.g. POLYA [22] — and for free groups, resp. homogeneous trees
— see KESTEN [15] and CARTIER [B]. For other tree-like cases (infinite distance-regular
graphs), the situation is almost the same, with a possible additional isolated eigenvalue,
as was shown by KUHN AND SOARDI [I7]; see also FARAUT AND P1CARDELLO [I1]. For
Ag-buildings with arbitrary d, the situation is similar to that of homogeneous trees, see
CARTWRIGHT AND MLOTKOWSKI [7] and CARTWRIGHT [6].

The situation is different on typical fractal graphs such as the one associated with the
Sierpinski gasket, where the spectrum is pure point, i.e., the closure of the set of eigen-
values of P, see MALOZEMOV AND TEPLYAEV [I§]|, TEPLYAEV [27], SABOT [24] and,
for a generalization, KRON [I6]. These graphs are regular, but far from being transitive.
However, it turned out in recent research that a similar situation may also occur in certain
classes of fractal groups related with the construction of GRIGORCHUK and GUPTA AND
SIDKI of finitely generated infinite torsion groups with intermediate growth. For a com-
prehensive survey of these groups and their properties, see BARTHOLDI, GRIGORCHUK
AND NEKRASHEVYCH [2] and the references given there, and for the specific computation
of a pure point spectrum on such a group, see BARTHOLDI AND GRIGORCHUK [I].

Coming finally to the types of structures considered in the present paper, a pure point
spectrum with the associated Plancherel (Kesten) measure was recently detected for a

f I is a group and S = S~ C T a finite set of generators, then the Cayley graph X (T, S) has vertex
set T,and z ~yif 271y € S.
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different class of groups, namely the lamplighter groups (wreath products) F'{Z, where
F is a finite group; see GRIGORCHUK AND ZUK [I4] for Zy1Z, and DICKS AND SCHICK
[8] for the general case’. While [T4] uses approximation of the considered Cayley graph
by an increasing sequence of finite graphs, [§] applies von-Neumann-algebraic methods.

Note that the present study of random walks on '} Z depends only on the cardinality
|F'|, whence it suffices to consider ' = Z,. Now, the Cayley graphs of Z, ! Z considered
in [I4] and [§ turn out to have geometric realizations as specific examples DL(q,q) in
the family of Diestel-Leader graphs introduced by DIESTEL AND LEADER [J], i.e., the
horocyclic products DL(q,r) of two homogeneous trees with degree ¢ + 1 and r + 1,
respectively; see WOESS [29] and §2 below.

In the present paper, we exploit this geometric model to provide in § a completely
explicit and elementary construction of an ¢?-complete orthonormal system of finitely
supported eigenfunctions of the SRW-operator on DL(q,r). This comprises the lamp-
lighter groups, but holds more generally for all Diestel-Leader graphs. When g # r, the
graph DL(q,r) is transitive, but not a Cayley graph, whence the group-specific methods
of 8] do not apply here (they rely on identifying eigenfunctions as projections in the von
Neumann algebra of a group acting on the graph; here that group is non-discrete and
non-unimodular), nor can one use an approximating sequence of Schreier graphs as in
4.

We recover the spectral radius of SRW on DL(q,r), computed previously by SALOFF-
CosTE AND WOESS [25],

2, /g7
1.3 P)=—.
(1) plp) = 2
The spectrum spec(P) = [—p(P), p(P)] is the closure of the set of all eigenvalues

{)\mm:p(P)cos@W:an, lgmgn—l},
n

see Theorem This theorem can be used to find an expression for each of the spec-
tral measures, see @l In particular, the Plancherel measure can be computed explicitly
(Corollary E6]).

We then use the latter in §8lto determine the sharp asymptotic behaviour of the 2/N-step
return probabilities p@?N)(z, 2), as N — oo, see Theorem E4l (note that p@N+1 (2, z) = 0
since DL(q,r) is bipartite). For the lamplighter groups, i.e., on DL(q,q), these asymp-
totics have been determined for almost the same random walk by REVELLE [23]; one
has

pM) (z,2) ~ Ay exp(—31 N1/3) N1/6 (r=4q).

It is interesting to note that in the case r # ¢, the last (polynomial) term changes by a
factor of V:

p(2N) (LU, .CL’) ~ Al /)(P)2N eXp(—Bl N1/3) N_5/6 (7’ # q) .

Furthermore, the constants A;, A;, B; > 0 are determined explicitly as functions of g
and 7.

2We denote by Zq the cyclic group Z/qZ of order g
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Next, in §0, we discuss for general vertex transitive graphs under which conditions
the cumulative spectral measures of an approximating sequence of finite graphs converge
(resp. do not converge) weakly to the Plancherel measure. A positive criterion is given
in terms of Falner sequences of approximating subgraphs, and more generally, Fglner
approximations — see Theorem .3 and Remark 4l In our setting, this applies to DL(q, q)
with the natural subgraphs (tetrahedra) used in §8 for computing the spectrum, since they
constitute a Fglner sequence. However, when r # ¢, this is not true, and the cumulative
spectral measures associated with tetrahedra do not converge to the Plancherel measure
— see Proposition G20, which is preceded by lengthy computations of the spectra of
tetrahedra. This should be seen in the light of amenability. A graph is called amenable if
it has a Fglner sequence of subgraphs, which is equivalent with p(P) = 1 for SRW. By [25],
DL(q,r) is amenable if and only if r = ¢; see ([L3)) above. The discussion of §f should be
compared with the results of SERRE [26], who studies (among other) the question under
which conditions the cumulative spectral measures of an arbitrary sequence of reqular
graphs have a weak limit. (Our tetrahedra are not regular at their boundaries.)

At the end, in § we add several observations, including random walks with drift, the
corresponding spectra, their return probabilities, and also their projections on the two
subtrees and on Z.

2. LAMPLIGHTER GROUPS AND DIESTEL-LEADER GRAPHS

This section is a short version of §2 in [29]. We explain the structure of the DL-graphs
and their relation with the groups Z,; Z.

Let T = T, be the homogeneous tree with degree ¢+ 1, ¢ > 2. A geodesic path, respec-
tively geodesic ray, respectively infinite geodesic in T is a finite, respectively one-sided infi-
nite, respectively doubly infinite sequence (x,,) of vertices of T such that d(x;, z;) = |i — j|
for all 7, j, where d(-, ) denotes the graph distance.

Two rays are equivalent if the symmetric difference of their supports is finite. An end
of T is an equivalence class of rays. The space of ends is denoted 0T, and we write
T = TUIT. For all w,z € T there is a unique geodesic w z that connects the two. In
particular, if z € T and & € OT then z € is the ray that starts at  and represents &.

For x,y € T, x # y, we define the cone 'ﬁ‘(:ﬂ,y) ={w € T y € Tw}. The collection
of all cones is the basis of a topology which makes T a compact, totally disconnected
Hausdorff space with T as a dense, discrete subset.

We fix a root 0o € T. If w,z € 'ﬁ', then their confluent ¢ = w A z with respect to the
root vertex o is defined by ow Moz = oc¢. Similarly, we choose and fix a reference end
w € JT. For z,v € T \ {w}, their confluent b = v A z with respect to w is defined by
TwNZW = bw. We write

z<v if zAv=1z.

For x € T, we describe its relative position with respect to o by the two numbers

u(z) =d(o,x Lo) and 0(x)=d(z,x X o).
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In Figure 1, u(z) and 9(x) correspond to the numbers of steps one has to take upwards
(in direction of w), respectively downwards, on the geodesic path from o to xz. Thus,
d(z,0) = u(x) +0(z).

The Busemann function bt : T — Z and the horocycles Hj with respect to w are defined
as

h(x) =0(x) —u(x) and Hy={zxeT:h(z)=~k}.

Every horocycle is infinite. Every vertex x in Hy has one neighbour =~ (its predecessor)
in Hy_; and ¢ neighbours (its successors) in Hyy1. We set 0*T = 0T \ {w}.

We label each edge of T by an element of Z, such that for each vertex, the “downward”
edges to its ¢ successors carry labels 0, . .., g—1 from left to right (say), see Figure 1. Thus,
for each x € T, the sequence (J(n))n <o Of labels on the geodesic Tw has finite support

{n : o(n) # 0}. We write ¥, for the set of all those sequences. On every horocycle,
there is exactly one vertex corresponding to each o € X,. Thus, T, is in one-to-one
correspondence with the set 3, x Z, and the k-th horocycle is Hy, = 3, x {k}.

w

Figure 1

Now consider two trees T' = T, and T? = T, with roots 0, and o0, and reference ends
wy and ws, respectively.

(2.1) Definition. The Diestel-Leader graph DL(q,r) is
DL(q,7) = {123 € Ty X T, : h(x1) + b(22) = 0},
and neighbourhood is given by x129 ~ 912 <= x1 ~y; and x5~ ys.

To visualize DL(q,r), draw T, in horocyclic layers with w; at the top and 0*T, at
the bottom, and right to it T, in the same way, but upside down, with the respective
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horocycles Hi(T,) and H_i(T,) aligned. Connect the two origins o;, 02 by an elastic
spring. It is allowed to move along each of the two trees, may expand infinitely, but must
always remain in horizontal position. The vertex set of DL, , consists of all admissible
positions of the spring. From a position x5 with h(x1)+ h(z2) = 0 the spring may move
downwards to one of the r successors of x5 in T,, and at the same time to the predecessor
of z; in T,, or it may move upwards in the analogous way. Such a move corresponds to
going to a neighbour of z125. We see that DL(q,r) is regular with degree ¢ + r. As the
reference point in DL(q, ), we choose 0 = 010,. Figure 2 illustrates DL(2,2).

The relative position of x = x1x9 € DL(q,r) with respect to o is given by the four
numbers u(zy),9(z1), u(xa), d(x2), which satisty the relation

(22) 11(5(71) + 11(1’2) = 0(5(71) + D(l’g) .
wveo a*TT
01 ‘V’VV‘V‘VAY
02
2 A o
Figure 2

The lamplighter group Z, U Z is defined as follows: Consider the group of all finitely

supported configurations
C={n:Z—2Z, |supp(n)| < oo}
with pointwise addition modulo ¢q. Then the group Z acts on C by translations k +— T}, :
C — C with Tyn(m) = n(m — k). The resulting semidirect product Z £ C is
2,7 ={(n,k):neC, keZ} with group operation (n,k)(n',k") = (n+ T, k+ k')
We identify each (1, k) € Z, ! Z with the vertex z1x2 € DL(q, q), where according to the
identification T, <+ X, X Z, the vertices z; are given by
1= (ny,k) and =x9 = (nf,—k), where

Me = Nloc,nr and 0 =nlgi1,00)
both written as sequences over the non-positive integers.

This is clearly a one-to-one correspondence between Z, ! Z and DL(q, q), and it is also
straightforward that this group acts transitively and fixed-point-freely on the graph. The
action of m € Z is given by x129 = (01, k)(02, —k) = y1y2 = (01, k+m) (o2, —k+m), and
the action of the group of configurations is pointwise addition modulo q. Write 4, for the

(2.3)
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configuration in C with value ¢ at k and 0 elsewhere. Then DL(q, q) is the (right) Cayley
graph of Z, ! Z with respect to the symmetric set of generators
{(6f> 1) ) (55, _1) WS Zq} )

i.e., an edge corresponds to multiplying with a generator on the right. This is precisely the
set of generators considered in [I4] and [§] when computing the spectrum of the associated
SRW-operator.

3. TETRAHEDRA AND HORIZONTAL FUNCTIONS

In the sequel, we shall often write DL for DL(q,r). We say that a function f : DL — C
is horizontal if it is finitely supported and

(3.1) > flxrys) = > fpes) =0  VayeTh, zye T2,

y2€T2:h(y2)=—h(z1) y1€TL:h(y1)=—b(z2)

(3.2) Lemma. The linear space of horizontal functions is dense in (*(DL).

Proof. It is sufficient to show that every point mass can be approximated in the ¢?>-norm
by horizontal functions. Furthermore, by vertex-transitivity, it is sufficient to show this
for 8§, where 0 = 0y09. Let by = b} € T! be a vertex on H!  (horocycle in T') for which
u(by) =n+1 and 9(b;) = 1. Define a function f; = f7* on T! by

1 if 1 = 01,
fl(ilfl) = —1/(]” if bl <Xx € H&,
0 otherwise.

In the same way, but replacing ¢ with r, we define a function f, = f3 on T?. Then the
function f = f,, given by f(z122) = fi(z1)f2(x2), is horizontal, and

1 1 1
||fn_5oH2: +_+—n—>0 as n — oo O
T

(3.3) Definition. Let a; € T' and ay € T? be two vertices with —h(az) = h(a1) + n,
where n > 0. Then the (induced) subgraph of DL given by

S =S(ar,a2) ={x1x2 € DL: a1 S x1, as < 22}
is called a tetrahedron in DL with height n(S) = n.

0% S,

ai

R Q

a2

J* S,
Figure 3
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We shall only be interested in computations on tetrahedra with height n > 2.

If for i = 1,2 we write S* = Si(a;) = {z; € T : a; < z;, d(z;,a;) < n}, then
S = {z1x9 € S1 x Sy : h(x1) + b(x3) = 0}. The boundary of S* in T is {a;} U 9*S*, where
0*S* = {b; € S* : biay € S}, respectively 9*S? = {by, € S? : a;b, € S}, and the boundary
of S'in DL is

05 = ({ar} x 9°5%) U (9°5" x {as}) .

Imagining S as a tetrahedron, two of its faces are copies of S! that meet at the common
bottom side 9*S; x {as}, and the other two faces are copies of S? that meet at the common
top side {a1} x 0*Ss. For k =0,...,n, the k-th level of S = S(ay,as) is the set

Lk = Lk(al,ag) = {1’11’2 c S . [](1'1) = [](0,1) + k‘} = (Sl N Hé(al)—i-k) X (52 N Hg(ag)—i-n—k) .

It has ¢*r"* elements. Furthermore, we write vy, for the successor of a; where the edge
lar, vy ] of T! has label s € Z,, and analogously v, for the successor of a; where the edge
[ag, va] of T? has label t € Z,.

We identify functions on S with their extensions to DL, where the latter have value 0
on DL\ S. In particular, every horizontal function on S must be 0 on 9S. We now choose
non-zero functions ¢! on Z, and ¢? on Z, such that

B =0 =0 ad S (¢'s) =3 (L0) =1.

(Later on, we shall make specific choices for o' and ¢?.) Using these two functions, we
define functions f}! = fll¢'] on T'(ay) = {z; € T' : a; < 71} and f? = f2[¥?] on
T?(az) = {x2 € T' : ay < 22} by fd =0, respectively fZ =0, and for k > 1,
i) = {Spl(s)q(l_w fon <21 € Hywpier g
0 otherwise,
(3.5)

gpz(t)r(l_k)/2 if Vot X Tg € Hg(ag)—i-k ,

fi(xa) = {

0 otherwise.

For k > 1, these functions have ¢?>-norm 1. Now we define for 0 < k <n

(3.6) frn(@) = filS. 0", @%(@) = fe(@) fi_x(@2), =212 € S = S(a1,02).

Recall that n = —h(as) — h(ay) > 2 is the height of S. The following is a straightforward
exercise.

(3.7) Lemma. The functions fyn, k= 1,...,n— 1, are horizontal and orthonormal in
(*(S). The SRW-operator P satisfies

r
Pfk,n = q% (.fk—l,n + fk—i-l,n)-
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Thus, since fro = fin = 0, the action of P on the linear space spanned by fj ,,
k=1,...,n—1,is described by the (n — 1) x (n — 1) tridiagonal matrix

0 1
(3.8) M, = YT |1
q+r 1

1 0

Its eigenvalues A, ,, and associated orthonormal eigenvectors v, , (the latter written as
functions on {1,...,n — 1}) are

A = YT

m
cos —m and

(3.9) qzr k"
Ymn(k) = \/jsin—mﬂ, m,k=1,...,n—1
n n

(3.10) Corollary. The functions gm, on S, m=1,...,n—1, defined by

n—1
Imn = Z wm,n(k)fk,n
k=1

are horizontal and orthonormal in (*(S) as well as in (*(DL). They satisfy
Pgm,n = )\m,n *Imn and
span{gmn:m=1,...,n—1} =span{fy, : k=1,...,n —1}.
Once more, recall that besides depending on the height n of S, each g, , depends on
a, az, 801 and 3027
Imn = gm[Sa ()01> sz] .
(3.11) Lemma. Let S(ai,as) and S(ai,az) be two tetrahedra of heights n and 7
2, respectively. Let o' and ¢?, respectively @' and @ be as in B). Write fi.,
frlar, ag, 0", %] and fin = filar, o, ', &%) If one of

(i) (a1,a2) # (a1, a2),  or
(i) (a1,a2) = (a1,a2) and @' L §! orp® L &7

holds, then

v

span{fkm:k::1,...,n—1}J_span{fM:lzl,...,ﬁ—l}.

Proof. (i) If S(ay,az) N S(ay,as) = 0 then perpendicularity is obvious.

If S(ay,as)NS(ay,as) # O then both ay,a; and as, @ must be comparable with respect
to the partial order <. Assume that a; < a; and a; # a;. (The other three cases are
treated analogously). Let k = h(a;1) — b(aq).

If £ # Kk + [ then we certainly have f;, L .fln (since the two functions have disjoint
support).

If k = k + [ then by construction, the function f! on T!(ay), as defined in ([B3), is
constant on supp f}!, where the latter is given as in (B3), but on T"(&;). Since 3 f = 0, we
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have f! L f!l, Therefore, with f? and f? defined in the same way on T?(as), respectively

']1“2(&2)’
> fen@) fra(@) = fr(@a) foy(22) Y filan) fi(z) = 0.
x 2
=0
(ii) If (a1,a2) = (@1,a2) then 7 = n, and fi,, L fi,, if | # k, since the functions have
disjoint support. Finally,

<fk,n7 fk,n> = <§017@1><§027¢2> =0 O
We now specify our choices for the functions ¢! and p?. Fori=1,...,¢—1 and s € Z,,
let
_q ! —, s=1—1,
) \/(q—l)(q1+1—2)
(312) PIOES S i g1,
Vi0e=9)(g+1-1)
0, otherwise.

These functions are orthogonal and satisfy (B4l). Analogously, replacing i with j and ¢
with 7, we define the orthogonal functions ¢?(t), j = 1,...,7 =1 (t € Z,). We shall write

(3.13) £ = S 0l 03 and ¢S = g[S, o, ¢
(3.14) Proposition. The set
%s:{gf’i’j] CSCS mell,.. 08 —1};ie{l,....q—1); je{l,...,r—l}}

constitutes an orthonormal basis of the linear space of all horizontal functions on the
tetrahedron S. Here, S runs through all tetrahedra in DL(q,r) that are contained in S
and have height n(S) > 2.

Proof. Instead of the functions gln ] , we may equivalently work with the functions f 153 ],

since they are also linearly mdependent and span the same space as Bg.

If Ly is the k-th level of S (where S is assumed to have height n) and f is any horizontal
function with support in Ly, then f must satisfy each of the following ¢* +r"* equations

Z f(l‘l.i(fg) =0 and Z f(l‘ll'g) =0.
x2:T122€LY x1:T1T2€ LY

Thus, the dimension of the linear space of all horizontal functions with support in Ly is
(¢" = 1)(r"* = 1). ~

On the other hand, we can count all fS”] where S C S and supp £ C L. We
find (¢ — 1)(r — 1) functions of this type (one for each pair (7, j)) associated with every
tetrahedron S = S(ay,as), where a; < a; and d(@p,a1) < k — 1, and at the same time
as < ap and d(ag,as) < n —k — 1. There are precisely

(-1t -
= Z G- —1)

I



Spectral computations 11

choices for (@i, az). Thus, the number of all functions j}[,f with support in Ly (which are
linearly independent) coincides with the dimension of the space of all horizontal functions
on L, and we have a basis of that space. Putting together the different levels of .S, we
obtain the proposed result. O]

72‘7-]‘]

Thus, we obtain the following spectral decomposition of ¢*(DL).

(3.15) Theorem. The spectrum of of the SRW-operator P on DL(q,r) is the interval

[—p(P), p(P)], where p(P) = 2/7/(q + 7).
It is a pure point spectrum, being the closure of the set

{)\mm:p(P)cosmﬂ:nZQ, 1§m§n—1}.
n
Furthermore, the set of all functions
B = ) glsial . S tetrahedron in DL; m € {1,...,n(S) — 1} ;

m ie{l,....q—1}; je{l,....,r—1} ’
constructed in Corollary [Z10, respectively BI3), is a complete orthonormal system in
(*(DL) consisting of finitely supported functions; we have

Pglsil — - gl
where n = n(S) is the height of S.

Proof. 1f f is any horizontal function on DL, then there is some tetrahedron S containing
its support. By Proposition BTl f is a linear combination of elements of Bg. Thus,
B = [JgBs is an orthonormal system that spans the space of all horizontal functions.
Now Lemma completes the proof. O

4. THE SPECTRAL MEASURES

Using Theorem BIH, we can compute the spectral measures ([CIl). Indeed, if x €
DL(q,r), then the Fourier expansion of §, with respect to the orthonormal system of

BID) is

n(S)—1 g—1 r—1

=% > ol ) g5

S m=1 i=1 j=1
Therefore, for z,y € DL,

PN (@,y) = (6, PVo,) =D AN i) 9o (@) gl (y)
~ .

and comparing this with (C2), we find that for any continuous function f on spec(P), its
integral with respect to ji,., is

(4.1) / ROISOESDS Eumns)) 9159 (2) gl5991(y)
spec(P g -
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a countable sum of point masses. Since DL is transitive, we only need the measures fi, .,
where x € DL. Let = xyx with u; = u(z;) and 9; = 9(z;). Furthermore, for i = 1,2 let
¢; = x; X 0, so that S(cq,¢y) has height s = u; +uy =01 + 05 = (d(a:l, 01) + d(xo, 02))/2,
see Figure 4.

Wi
\«

ul ...................................................

Us

)

Figure 4

Since A, depends only on m/n, we choose m and n relatively prime (1 <m < n). In
order to compute the mass fi,.(Am.n), Wwe have to consider all tetrahedra S = S(ay,as)
with height n(S) = ¢n that contain S(c1,cy), that is, a; € ¢, w; for i = 1,2. For those
S, note that g,[g’i’ﬂ(o) = 0 when (4,7) # (1,1). Therefore, denoting by [-] the next larger
integer, (EJ]) now yields

(4.2) Hoahmn) = D D G (0) g (@),

l=[s/n] S2S5(c1,c2)
n(S)=4In

and if we set
ki = ki(S) = d(a;, ¢;) = b(ei) — blai), =12,
then by Corollary B10

G (1) g 1(0) = Cly gy g7 0/2 e Colf2

(4.3) 2
X % Sil’l((lﬁ + 111)%7’(’) Sin((lﬁ + 01)%77') .
where n(S) = fn and

(q—1)(r—1), if ky >0 and ke >0,

(44) C _ _(T_1)7 if k=0 and ke >0,
. o —(qg—1), if k>0 and ko =0,
17 if k1:k220.

The last case occurs only when a; = ¢; and ay = ¢3. Also, note that ky + ko = n(S) — s
and that w; +90; = d(z;,0;), i = 1,2. We obtain



Spectral computations 13

(4.5) Proposition. If 1 < m < n and m and n are relatively prime, then with constants
as in (E4),
,U/o,x(>\m,n)

9] In—s

= 3 B Curnaa o in (0w e) sin (0 20 37).

=fom] " k=0

Elementary computations yield the following.
(4.6) Corollary. The Plancherel measure = pi,, s given by

log(1 —r~™) —log(1 —¢™™) 2qr(q+7)(q—1)(r — 1) sin® 27

— — 42 4 2 m
11Omn) = o1 n(r —q) (r —q)* + 4qrsin® 7
q" —1

, if r#q,

, if T=q,

where A\, = 2q*f? cos ' and m and n are relatively prime (1 <m <n).

Note that Ay = —Amn and p(Ap—mn) = p(—Am.n), that is, the Plancherel measure
is symmetric, as it has to be, since DL(q,r) is a bipartite graph (it has no odd cycles).
The formula for p in the case r = ¢ (lamplighter group) was obtained previously in [I4]
and [§]. For x # o, the inner sum in Proposition EZ0l can be computed in (lengthy) closed
form, but in general not the outer one.

5. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOUR OF THE RETURN PROBABILITIES

Combining (CZ) with Corollary EE0, we can determine the exact asymptotic behaviour
of the return probabilities p™)(0,0) as N — oco. For odd N, these probabilities are = 0.
For dealing with pV) (0, 0), the following standard technical lemma will be useful.

(5.1) Lemma. Fork € N and v € R and any sequence e, tending to 0, let

o0

Y(N) =X(N;k,vy) = Z (L4e,)n" ¢ " cos®™ £
n=2k+1
Then
S(N) ~ € (27/C)M exp(— B NY3) NOFI/6 46 N oo,
where

)2 )2 1/3
Du(6) = elogg + T g = (2““ >) ;

£’ log ¢
(log q>2)2/3

el 2/3
T og(]) , D(&%) =0 and C, =)&) =6 ( =

2

By = ©4(&) =3 (

(Here, as usual, ~ denotes asymptotic equivalence, i.e., quotients tending to 1. It
will always be clear from the context whether ~ means neighbourhood in a graph or
asymptotic equivalence.)
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Proof. We decompose X(N) = 31(N) + X5(N), where the sum »;(N) ranges over all n
with 2k < n < kN3 and ¥5(N) ranges over all n > KN/ and where x = &,/2.
We start with o(N). For n — oo,

cos™ £ = exp(—(k7r)2N(n_2 + O(n_4))) :
Therefore, we have as N — oo

(52) 22(N) ~ Nﬁ//3 Z g7\/,n exp (_Nl/gq)k(gN,n)) ’ where gN,n =

n>kN1/3

n

N1/3°

The point where @} attains its minimum is &, and we compute the values @ (&) = By
and @} (&) = Ck, as given above. Therefore

C
P4(§) = Br + Tk(f —&)° + R() (€~ &)’
with R(&) continuous for £ > 0. We now “substitute”
TN,n = Nl/ﬁ(&v,n — fk), With A’TN,n = TN(TL—I— 1) _TN,n = N_1/6 — 0.
Then we can rewrite (B.2)) as
55 (N) ~ exp(—By N'/3) NOF2/6
(5.3) X Z (& + N7Vo7y )7 exp {—%vam — Ry (Tnm)} ATnp
7—N,7L271:"‘d\71/6

where Ry (1) = N"VOR(& + N~V67) 73,

It is now standard that the sum in (B.3)) converges to & ffooo e~ Cvm* /2 47 = &/ 2m/C.
(One has to use dominated convergence in a suitable central piece of the sum and control

the two tails.) Thus, ¥3(N) has the asymptotic behaviour that we have proposed for
Y(N).

Let us now look at (V). Set M = sup,, |1 +¢&,|n? ¢~ ™. Then

km (km)?
1/3 2N N 1/3 _ 1/3
Y1 (N) < Mkr N cos (/@Nl/?’) M~k N exp( - N ) .

With our choice x = &,/2, one checks that (km)?/k? > By. Therefore X1 (N)/Xa(N) — 0
as N — oo. O]

For the following, recall from Theorem BT that p(P) = 1 when r = q. When r # ¢, it
is enough to consider only r > q.

(5.4) Theorem. Let &1, By and Cy be as defined in Lemma [
(i) If r > q then
p*V(0,0) ~ Ay p(P)*N eXp(—Bl Nl/?’) N6 as N — oo,

where
Ay =477 2n/C) P qr(g+r)(g = D(r = 1) /(r —q)*.
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(ii) If r = q then
p*(0,0) ~ A, exp(—BlN1/3) N1/6 as N — oo,

where
Ay =2(qg—1)*(2r/Cy)Y2.

Proof. We decompose (using A\p,—pmn = —Amn and Ay 2 = 0)

0 n—1
p*(0,0) =) ) Ao, = S1(N) 4 S5(N)
n=3 gcd(r;ln:,rlL):l
where
0 e’} n—2
Si(N) =2 p(Aia) MY and  Sh(N) =)~ 1) AN
n=3 n=4 m=2
ged(m,n)=1

Case r > q. Then, for n — oo,

2pu(Ain) =27 Aon ¢ (1+0(n?)) where Ay =2qr(q+7r)(g—1)(r—1)/(r—q)*.
Therefore, using Lemma b1,

(5.5) S1(N) = Ao p(P)2N B(N31,-3)

has the asymptotic behaviour that we have proposed for p®¥) (o, 0). Thus, it remains to
show that Sy(N) is dominated by S;(/N). Note that for 2 < m < n — 2, we have

N < 0(P)? cos* 2

and
n—2

> imn) < Ag(log(1—r") —log(1— ¢ ™)) = Ag(1+e,) g ",

gcd%:ﬁ)ﬂ
where ¢, — 0 as n — oo . Therefore,
(5.6) S2(N) < Ag p(P)* B(N;2,0).

Since By > By, Lemma Bl shows that 3(N;2,0)/%(N;1,—3) — 0, and comparing (5.5
with (B8), we see that Sa(N)/S1(N) — 0 as N — oo.

Case r = q. The proof is basically the same. The only difference is that in this case,
Theorem B1H yields

pAn) ~ (@ =1)%q",

while in case r > ¢, we had the additional factor n=3. Therefore
S1(N) =2(q = 1)*%(N;1,0) and  Sy(N) < (¢ —1)*X(N;2,1),

whence Lemma Bl implies the result. O
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It is quite surprising that the polynomial terms N~°/¢ versus N/ are different when
r # q, respectively r = ¢. The asymptotics in case r = ¢ were computed previously
by REVELLE [23] for a very similar random walk on the lamplighter group: in terms of
DL(q,r) this is SRW on the graph obtained by adding edges in the first tree (T,), so that
each vertex is connected to each of the siblings of its predecessor and then taking the
horocyclic product as before. It turns out that for ¢ = r, the N-step return probabilities
of that random walk are just 2 p™™) (0, 0), see [29], §5 for details. The specific computations
of [23] are very similar to ours, although [23] does not use the Plancherel measure.

6. PLANCHEREL MEASURE AND CUMULATIVE SPECTRAL MEASURE

Let (X, 0) and (X', 0') be locally finite, infinite graphs with respective roots o and o'.
Let R(X, X’) be the largest radius R for which there is a root-preserving isomorphism
between the balls Bx (o, R) and Bx/ (o', R) in the respective graph metrics. A sequence of
rooted graphs (X,,, 0,) is said to converge to the graph (X, o), if R(X,X,,) — oco. In this
situation, given vertices x,y € X, we can consider them via the respective isomorphisms
as elements of X,, for all n > n(z,y), and we have the corresponding spectral measures
,u;n; associated with the SRW operator P, on X,,, as well as the measure p, , associated
with P on X. (In particular, we consider o as the common root of all graphs in the
sequence. )

In this setting, it is a well known fact regarding operator convergence that

(6.1) ,ui”; — gy weakly, asn — 00}

see e.g. GRIGORCHUK AND ZUK [I3]. The main interest here is in the diagonal elements
,u;"g)c — bz 5, in particular in the case when X is vertex-transitive, and fiy , = o, V2 € X.
When the X, are finite graphs, another type of spectral measure is of interest in the

place of ,ut(fo), namely the cumulative spectral measure

o o

x€Xn | "| A€Espec(Py)

where mult()) is the multiplicity of A as an eigenvalue of P,. If X, is vertex-transitive

then fi,, = ,u((,"g In general, the following two questions are of interest.

(a) Does the sequence (fi,,) converge weakly to some probability measure fi ?
(b) Is fu = po0 7

In case of a positive answer to question ([E2a), we call it the cumulative spectral measure
of (X, 0) with respect to the sequence (X,,0). Recently, the names Von Neumann and
Serre have been associated with that measure.

All this applies, in particular, when each X, is an induced subgraph of X. (“Induced”
means that when x,y € X, are neighbours in X, then also  ~ y in X,,.) In this situation,
it may have advantages to use instead of P, the restriction (truncation) P, = P|x, of P
on X,,. Note that P, and P, coincide in the interior of X,,, while they differ in the points
of the boundary 0X,, of X,, (i.e., the points of X, having a neighbour in X \ X,,), where
B, is strictly substochastic. The operator P, acts on the same (?-space as P, while P,
uses different weights (vertex degrees) at the boundary points. The spectral measures of

(6.2)



Spectral computations 17

P, also converge weakly to the respective spectral measures of X, and one can as well
study the cumulative spectral measures ji,, associated with P, and their possible limit,
again denoted fi.

We remark that in the literature, the distinction between Plancherel (Kesten) and
cumulative spectral measures has not always been very clear.

Question (E2) has first been dealt with explicitly by McKAy [19], who showed that
when the X, are (¢+1)-regular graphs with (asymptotically) few cycles, then the sequence
fi, converges weakly to the Plancherel measure of the tree T,. A systematic answer to
question (G2a) is given by SERRE [26]. In [I4], the spectrum of SRW on the lamplighter
group ZZ (i.e., DL(2,2)) is computed via an approximating sequence of Schreier graphs,
and it is shown that the corresponding cumulative spectral measure coincides with .

The sequence (X,,) of subsets of X is called a Folner sequence, if inf, |0X,|/|X,| = 0.
It is called expanding, if that infimum is positive. Recall that a graph is called amenable if
it has a Fglner sequence. By Dopziuk [I0)], this holds if and only if the spectral radius of
SRW satisfies p(P) = 1. This notion comes from group theory; a group is called amenable
if it carries a finitely additive, left-invariant probability measure, and a finitely generated
group is amenable if and only if one (equivalently, each) of its Cayley graphs with respect
to a finite, symmetric generating set is amenable. For more details in the context of
random walks, see e.g. [2§], §10 and §12.

(6.3) Theorem. Let X be an infinite, connected locally finite vertex-transitive graph, and
(X,) an increasing subsequence of finite subgraphs whose union is X.

(a) If (X,) is a Folner sequence then both fi, and fi, converge weakly to the Plancherel
measure of X.

(b) If (X,,) is an expanding sequence then fi,, does not converge to the Plancherel measure
of X.

Proof. All involved measures are probability measures on R with compact support. There-
fore, weak convergence holds if and only if for each N € N, the N-th moment of f,
(resp. fij,) converges to the N-th moment of the Plancherel measure. The latter is
My (to,0) = p™N)(0,0) = p™)(z,z) for all z € X (by transitivity), while

My (fin) = |prnxzz

zeXn

(analogously for fi,,). Now consider
ONXp ={z € X,, : d(z,0X,) < N/2}
If z € X, \ OnX,, then pg?i) (z,2) = p‘()]\gz (z,7) = p™)(z, r). Therefore

X (P2 = 5f (o)

SCEX'!L

- ; D> (p<N><x,x> S E)

n r€EONXn

MN(MO,O) MN ,U/\n -
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Now, if (X,,) is a Fglner sequence then
| Mn(tto,0) = My (fyn)| < 2|0nX0|/|Xn] =0 (n — 00),

and the same holds for fi,,. This proves (a).
To see (b), first note that p™)(z, z) — p‘(gz(x,a:) > 0 for every x € 0X,,. The involved
transition probabilities regard only what happens in the ball B(x, N/2), and the restriction
to X,, means that only a part of that ball is admitted for the walker, while the rest is taboo.
By transitivity, all these balls are isomorphic, and up to isometry, there are only finitely
many ways to subdivide a ball into the admitted and taboo parts. Hence, as = varies,
while N is fixed, there are only finitely many different values of p&z (x,z). Consequently,

there is ey > 0 such that

pM(z, z) —p&z(:ﬁ,x) >ey VneNzedX,.
Therefore
MN(:UO,O) - MN(ﬁ\n) > EN |8Xn|/|Xn| )
which does not tend to zero as n — oo. O

(6.4) Remark. (1) Theorem 3 is of course also valid for the adjacency matrix of X and
its restriction to X, acting on *(X), resp. (*(X,) C (*(X).

(2) Part (a) can also be formulated for a sequence of finite graphs X,, converging to X
that are not necessarily subgraphs of X. In that case, define

o™X, = {x € X,,: Bx,(r, N/2) is not isomorphic with By (0, N/2)}.

Then we call (X,,) a Folner approzimation of X if |0VX,|/|X,.| — 0 as n — oo for every
N eN.

This condition requires that X is vertex-transitive. If (X,,) is a Folner approximation of
X, then the above argument shows that the cumulative spectral measures of X,, converge
weakly to the Plancherel measure of X.

(3) As mentioned above, GRIGORCHUK AND ZUK [14] consider Zy 1 Z, i.e., DL(2,2),
and use an approximation by Schreier graphs and the associated cumulative spectral
measures. They show that the latter converge to the Plancherel measure. This can also
be interpreted in terms of a Fglner approximation. Indeed, the graphs X, defined by
the action of the automaton considered in [I4] can be defined alternatively as follows:
let m be the smallest power of 2 that is > n, and consider the group I', = Z% x Z,,,
with Z,, acting as a matrix with 1’s on the diagonal and just above, 0’s elsewhere. This
is the permutation group acting on level n. The generator a generates Z,,, and b = oa
where o is any non-trivial element of Z'. The Schreier graph is the homogeneous space
Xn =2Z\Iy.

The elements in X,, can be naturally identified with vectors in Z3. Fix an integer N,
and let Y,, denote those vectors that are not periodic of period less than N. On one
hand, |Y,|/|X,] — 1 as n — oo, and on the other hand, any ball of radius N around
y € Y, embeds in the lamplighter group Z5° x Z; therefore the graphs X,, have the Fglner
approximation property. U
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Our computation of the spectrum of SRW on DL(q,r) in §lis linked with tetrahedra.
In this context, it is natural to take for X,, an increasing family of tetrahedra S, with
height n — oo, whose union is DL, and consider the associated cumulative measures fiy,.

If r = g, i.e., for the lamplighter group, we have |S,| = (n + 1)¢" and |0S,| = 2¢".
Therefore (S,,) is a very natural Fglner sequence in DL(q, q), which is indeed a Cayley
graph of an amenable group.

On the other hand, if r > ¢ then |S,| ~ r"*/(r —q) and |0S,,| ~ 7", as n — oo, whence
(S,) is an expanding sequence. We know that in this case DL(q, r) is a nonamenable graph
25

(6.5) Corollary. If r = q then for S,, both sequences fi,, and [i, converge weakly to the
Plancherel measure of DL(q, q).

If r # q then [i,, does not converge to the Plancherel measure of DL(q,7).

We remark that we did not compute the actual limit of fi,,, when r # ¢. This can be
done along the lines of the following computations.

Let us now consider the sequence fi,, corresponding to SRW on the graphs S, for r # q.

We shall always suppose that r > q.

Let S = S(aq,ay) be any tetrahedron with height n. We want to compute the cumula-
tive spectral measure of SRW Pg on S. We define

015 = {blag 1 b € Tq, bias € DL} and 825 = {a1b2 1 by € TT», arby € DL}

(the lower and upper parts of 9S). Then Pg coincides with P in the interior S\ 95 of S,
while

ps(brag, 1125) = 1/r if biag € 0'S, 21 = by, x5 = ay, and

ps(&lbg,l’lxg) = l/q if a1by € 825, T =ap, Tg = 62_ .

In order to compare with P acting on ¢?(X), it is more natural to consider Ps as a
self-adjoint operator on ¢%(S, mg), where

| 125 € S\ 09,
mg(zixe) = r/(r+q), ifzize €99,
q/(r+gq), ifxzy € 0%,

instead of using the reference measure degg = (¢ + 7)mg.

We already know part of the spectrum of Pg, namely, the spectrum of Pg acting on
the space of all horizontal functions with support in S. We need further eigenfunctions
besides the horizontal ones. Recall the functions fks’i’j l'and gl,f’i’j I constructed in B13),
1=1,...,q—1,5=1,....,r—1, with k,m=1,...,n— 1. We can also include k£ = 0,n
with f(gs’i’j - f,LS’i’j = 0. We shall now extend the range of ¢ and 7, adding also the values
i =0 and j = 0. Namely, in analogy with (B:H) and (B.0), and using (BI2), we define for
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k=0,....,nand x = 2129 € S

—k/2 . —(n—k)/2
00 (I1$2) = q [ it 11 € Hh(al +k
k 0 otherwise,

—k/2

. if 7, € H1
6.6 [5,0,5] _ )4 n— k[%](@) Lz hlar)+k >
(6.:6) fe o) 0 otherwise (j=1,...,r=1),

f[s,z',o} (2122) = fzi[%pﬂ(fﬂ1)r—(n_k)/2 ifx, € H;(al)%,
b 0 otherwise (i=1,...,9—1).

The different functions f,LS’i’j I are all orthogonal, and when k € {1,...,n — 1}, then they
have norm one. On the other hand,

67 [S,O,j] 2 — q and [S,Z’,O} 2 —
(6.7) IA50P = A and A =

As usual, we also think of all functions of (GH) as being extended to the whole of DL,
with value 0 outside of S. It is also convenient to set f,LS’Z’]] =0 when k < 0or k > n.
Let p = p(P) = 222 One has for all pairs (i, )

in (S, mg).

g+r
VkeZ, ifi,7 #0,
i i, i, VkeZ\{£+l}, ifti=0,7#0,
PkaJ B(f[s ]]"‘fks J) \ {£1} . ]75
2 VkeZ\{nt1}, ifi #0,7=0,

(6.8) VikeZ\{£l,nt1}, ifi=j=0,

P f[SO] \/’F (ES,OQ f[SO]
Vi
f (S 0 \/7 f[S i 0]
2 B
Case 1. 4,j # 0. In this case, (EX) was stated in Lemma B, and we find the corre-
sponding eigenvalues and eigenfunctions as in §3l

and

P f[SZO]

Case 2. i = j = 0. None of fOSOO] nd f[s0 vanish. The action of Ps on the space
spanned by f[SOO (k=0,...,n) is described by the (n+ 1) x (n + 1)-matrix
0 1
qtr
q
p 1
MSH =5
2 1
.oatr
10
over the indices £ = 0,...,n. In general, if we have an eigenvalue A of M, ; and an asso-

ciated left eigenvector v, wrltten as a function on {0, ..., n}, then we obtain a normalized



Spectral computations 21

eigenfunction g of Pg and its norm in ¢?(S, mg) by setting

—(n)?

(6.9) g—Czw SOO], where C? = +Z¢

r+q r+q

(using (67)), as in §8 Applying this recipe, we start with the following eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions of M7, resp. Pg.

k n_n\ ~1/2
Non =1, tonlk) = Va7, @) = (200575 ) L and
(6.10) N i
Mo = =1, anlk) = (—va/r) . gF0%) = (-1 (20r 5525)
where z € S. Next, form=1,...,n—1, set
o q+r m
o — arctan( tan —7T) .
’ q—r n

Some computations yield the same eigenvalue as in (B) and the following corresponding
eigenfunction of Ps:

61]_ )\mn— 0OS —7 s [SOO] - ( o > [ ’ 7}‘
( ) , P COS n gm g - \/ﬁSIH " Tl —}—ﬁ " L

Case 3.1 =0, j#0. Then f; 15031 does not vanish, while f, 15031 = 0. The action of Pg
on the space spanned by fk 0.30] (k=0,...,n—1) is described by the (n x n)-matrix

0 1
qtr
q
P
M =T
5 1
1
1 0
over the indices kK = 0,...,n — 1. Computations are slightly more involved in this case;

we present the results.

Case 3.A n > %Z.

A.1If n > ™9 then there is precisely one oo = oy, > 0 that solves the equation
r—q )
q—re®@

(6.12) e =
qges —r

(If n < % then there is no such solution.) We get

o = p cosh g, , [SO’] = Zsmh ((n—k)aon) f,LS’O’j]
(6.13)

n—1
/

n—ln = P cosh Qon s g’][’LS %J} = 7/7/—17n Z(_l)k Slnh((n - kf)ao,n) flgio,j] .
k=0
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A2Ifn= % then we find, setting o, =0 and o1, = T,

n—1
/ — — [SOJ] <1 _ E) [S,O,]]
0,n p P COS Qg p , 90 OnkZ:O n -fk
(6.14) o .
5,0, 5,0,
;L—l,n = =P =pPCOSUp_-1n, gr[z 01]] — Yn—-1,n Z(_l)k<1 - 5) fl£ 0 :
k=0
In both subcases A.1 and A.2, the equation
(6.15) cot(na) = — Leota, aec (0,
q
has exactly n — 2 distinct solutions o, ,, m =1,...,n — 2. For each vy, ,, we get
(6.16) )\’mm = p COS W SO’]] =C/, Zsm n— k), n) is’o’j} )

In (ET3), (ET4) and (ETH), the normalizing constants C, , are computed as C' in (E3).
Case 3.B n < %.
In this case, the equation (GIH) has exactly n distinct solutions o, ,, m =0,...,n—1.
Associated with each of those a,, there is a solution of the form (GIG).

Case 4.7 # 0, 7 =0. Then f; 549 qoes not vanish, while fo[s’i’o} = (0. The action of Pg
on the space spanned by f 15,4,0] (k=1,...,n) is described by the (n x n)-matrix

0 1
1
M” — B *. T
n =5 |
oo
10
over the indices k = 1,...,n. This is analogous to Case 3.B, exchanging ¢ with r and
k,m with n — k, m — k. The equation
—q
6.17 cot(ny) = — coty, e,
(617) () = —Leory, e
has exactly n distinct solutions v, ,, m = 1,...,n. Associated with each of them, we find
(6.18) )\gm = p COS Vo » gn‘j”’o C’” Z sin(kYm.n) f S”’O ,

with normalizing constant C, . according to (E.3).
We set
= {gI500  m =0,...,n},
={g5%  m=0,....n—1,j=1,...,r =1},
=gl =1, n,i=1,...,q—1}.
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(6.19) Lemma. The orthogonal complement of the subspace of horizontal functions in
(%(S), where S = S(a1, az), is spanned by

As = AL U LJ{AS(%C2 : S(ar, ) CS}PU U{AS(C1 a) t Sler,a2) C S},

where ¢y and ¢y vary. The functions in Ag are all orthonormal with respect to each other.

Proof. Orthonormality follows from the straightforward verification that this is true for
the corresponding functions f,, in the place of the g,,. To prove that Ag spans the
orthogonal complement of horizontal functions, we proceed as in the proof of Proposition
BT and consider the k-th level L, of S. The space of functions supported in L has
dimension ¢*r"*, whence the codimension of the space of horizontal functions supported
in L* is ¢* +7"~% — 1. Direct counting shows that this is precisely the number of functions
fr[ns(cl’cﬁ’i’j] with S(ci,c) €S, ¢; = ay or ¢; = ay, and i = 0 or j = 0, that do not vanish
on Ly. ]

Thus, our long computations lead to the following result, which also shows that ji,, does
not converge to the Plancherel measure when r # q.

(6.20) Proposition. If r > q, then the cumulative spectral measures fi, associated with
(non-truncated) SRW on S, converge weakly to the measure i + v, given as follows.

ﬂz(q—lxr—lz‘NZ(SAMH—QXT—D > ‘“Zm

2<N< 7

N—-2
+r—gr=1) 3 VY
m=1

N>Itd
with A,y = p(P)cos(§m) and X, y = p(P)cosayn given by (EI3).
p=(r—a)r=1) 3 N (S i)

N>Itd
with Ny x = p(P) coshagn given by ([E13).
The support of the measure fi is the interval [—p(P), p(P)].
The support {+Xy @ N > :—J_FZ of U is contained in [—1, —p(P)| U [p(P), 1]. The
sequence (\g ) is strictly increasing with limit 1.

Proof. First of all, |S,,| = (r"** — ¢" ™) /(r — q).

If we fix n and consider N € {2,...,n}, then S, = S(a,as) contains (r
¢ NtY /(r — q) different tetrahedra S(cy,cy) with height N. With each of those, and
eachi e {l,...,¢g—1}and j € {1,...,r — 1}, we associate each of the eigenvalues A, v,
m=1,..., N — 1. Thus, taking into account all those tetrahedra of height N, we count
each A\, v precisely (¢ — 1)(r — 1)(r"= N1 — ¢g"=Nt1) /(r — ¢) times. If we divide by |5,
and let n — oo, we get the first of the three parts of i (with an implicit use of dominated
convergence).

Also, S, contains v~ different tetrahedra S(ay,c;) with height N, where only ¢, is
allowed to vary. Associated with each of them, and with each 7 € {1,...,7 — 1}, we have

n—N+1 __
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each of the eigenvalues A, n, m = 1,..., N — 1. Again, taking into account all those
tetrahedra, dividing by |S,|, and letting n — oo, we obtain the second and third parts of
fi, plus 7. The subdivision is according to whether [\ | < p(P) or > p(P), respectively.

The contributions to the spectrum of SRW on S, that come from Ag(ahaz) and Ag(c 1,a2)
(where S(cy1,a2) € S(ay,az) and ¢; varies) vanish as n — oo, because ¢"/r™ — 0. O

7. FINAL OBSERVATIONS

A. Random walks with drift. Besides SRW on DL(q, ), it may also be instructive
to consider the following variant. If the actual position is x = x;x9 € DL(q, ), then we
first toss a coin, where “head” comes up with probability o € (0, 1). If head comes up,
then we step at random to one among the ¢ neighbours y = y;y2 of x with y; = x; (i.e.,
downwards in Figure 2). Otherwise, we step at random to one among the r neighbours
y of x with y; = 5. Thus, we obtain the following generalization P, of simple random
walk on DL(q,r). For x = x5,y = y1y2 € DL(q, )

a/q ify; =z and yo = 25
(7.1) Pa(z,y) =< (1 —a)/r ify; =27 and y5 = 29
otherwise.

In order to interpret this in terms of a lamplighter when r = ¢, it is best to think of the
lamps not placed at each vertex of the two-way-infinite path Z, but at the middle of each
edge. Each lamp may have ¢ different intensities or states (= elements of Z,), the state
“off” corresponding to 0 € Z,. Only finitely many lamps may be switched on. At each
step, the lamplighter tosses his a-coin. If “head” comes up, he moves “down” (from k to
k + 1) and switches the lamp on the transversed edge to a random state. Otherwise, he
moves “up” (to k — 1) and again switches the lamp on the transversed edge to a random
state.

We remark that for all values ¢, r, the random walk P, on DL(q,r) may be interpreted
as a lamplighter walk in an extended sense. Imagine that on each edge of Z, there is a
green lamp with ¢ possible intensities (including “off”) plus a red lamp with 7 possible
intensities (including “off”). The rule is that only finitely many lamps may be switched
on, and in addition, if the lamplighter stands at k, then all lamps between k and —oo
have to be in a green state, while all lamps between k& and +o0o must be in a red state.
The lamplighter tosses his a-coin. If “head” comes up, he moves “down” (from k to k+1)
and switches the green lamp on the transversed edge to a random state, while switching
off the red lamp on that edge. Otherwise, he moves “up” (to k — 1) and switches the red
lamp on the transversed edge to a random state, while switching off the green lamp on
that edge.

SRW on DL(q,r) is P, with « = —L. In order to compare DL(q,r) with DL(q, q), it

qg+r’
may be more natural to consider the same « in each case.

For arbitrary «a, we have

ar )"
12 malohale) = malpaln ), where male) = (7).
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i.e., P, is mgy-reversible. Therefore, P, acts as a self-adjoint operator on the weighted
space (?(DL, m,) with inner product

(f.9)a = f@)g(x) ma(z).

A quick computation shows that
me () da(l — a)
7pa(x>y):tap(zay) VI,yEDL, where ta:—
Ma(y) p(P)

Here, p(z,y) refers to simple random walk, and p(P) = 2,/qr/(q + r) is the spectral
radius of the latter. This can be interpreted in terms of the Hilbert space isomorphism
T, : (*(DL,m,) — ¢*(DL) (the latter with respect to the counting measure), where

Tof(x) = /my(z) f(x). We find that
ToPyf=ty-PT,f ¥V f€*DLm,).

(7.3)

(7.4) Corollary. The spectrum of the operator P, acting on (*(DL, m,) is the the interval
[—V4a(l — @), /4a(l — a)]. It is obtained by dilating the spectrum of P acting on
(*(DL) (computed in Theorem[TIA) by the factor t,. The Plancherel measure associated
with P, is the image of the Plancherel measure associated with P (computed in Corollary
[£.0) under this dilation.

(7.5) Corollary. The return probabilities of P, behave asymptotically as follows.
(i) If r > q then
p*(0,0) ~ Ay (4a(1 — )" exp(—Bs Nl/s) N—5/6 as N — oo.

(i) If r = q then
P(zN)(Q 0) ~ A (4a(1 —a)V exp(—Bl Nl/?’) N/ as N — oo.
(The constants Ay, Ay and By are as in Theorem[5.4).

This direct comparison of the P, underlines how surprising it is that for » > ¢ (red and
green lamps with different numbers of states) the asymptotics scale down by a factor of
N with respect to the case r = ¢ (only one type of lamps, or equivalently, red and green
lamps with the same number of states).

We remark here that BERTACCHI [3] has proved several basic results for general random
walks on DL(q,r), without being aware that they apply, in particular, to random walks
on Zq, 1 Z. For example, when applied to F,, one gets a rate of escape theorem and a
central limit theorem, as follows.

In Z, is the random vertex at time n according to P,, with starting point Z; = o, then
d(Z,, Z,
U2, Zo) — |2a — 1| almost surely.
n

If a # 1/2 then
d(Z,, Zy) — 2a — 1|n

— N(0,1) in law,
da(l — a)n
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where N(0, 1) is the standard normal distribution. If o« = 1/2 then
d(Zn, Zo)

N4
where M is the probability distribution on R* with density

AIM 1 ey
AL _ Lo oo (1) .
7 %(6 €)1, 00)(t)

Note that 2 — 1 and 4a(l — a) are mean and variance (respectively) of the projected
random variable I1(Z;) on Z (see definition of II a few lines below). Also note that these
results, contrary to Corollary [ do not differ when r = ¢, resp. r # q.

— M in law,

B. Projections. We have the natural projections II;, II; and Il of DL(q,r) onto T,
and T, respectively, namely, I1;(z122) = x; and II(x129) = h(x1) =ho I1;(z). Associated
with them, we have the projected random walks P, ;, Pi_,, and P,, where

alq, ify; =z, a, ifl=Fk+1,
Pag(T1,y1) =<1 —a, ifyy =27, and P,(kl)=q1—-«, ifl=k—-1,
0, otherwise. 0, otherwise.

(Pi_q, is analogous to P, ,.) The projections are compatible with these transition oper-
ators in the sense of factorization of Markov chains, i.e.,

Pag(T1,y1) = Z Palz,y) for every x with II;(z) = x;, and

1 (y)=w1
(7.6) B -
p(k,l) = Z pa(z,y) for every x with Il(x) = k.
ﬁl(y):l

Now, P, is reversible with respect to mq 4(z1) = (q(lﬁa))h(wl), where z; € T,. Also, ﬁa

is reversible with respect to m, (k) = (ﬁ)k These operators are self-adjoint on the
respective spaces (*(T,, ma,) and (*(Z,m,). Their spectra are both known to be the in-
terval [—y/4a(l — a), y/4a(l — «)]. The respective Plancherel measures are continuous

with respect to Lebesgue measure on that interval; they are

q+1+/4a(l —a)— N2 4o(1 — a)
27 T2 — N2 2y/q/(¢+1)
1 1
T\/4a(l —a) — A
This follows from the well known results for SRW on T, and Z (see e.g. [28], p. 192 and
(19.27) on p.214). To adapt the latter methods to the a-walks, one can use the same
method as used above for Corollary [[4l conjugating as in ([3)) with the square root of
the reversing measure. The corresponding dilation factors are 7, when passing to P, ,
from SRW on T, (whose spectral radius is the denominator of 7, above), and /4a(1 — «)
when passing to P, from SRW on Z.

d\ with 7, =

for P, ,on Ty,
(7.7)

2d>\ forﬁaonZ.
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The interesting fact to observe here is that the projections preserve the spectrum, while
the respective Plancherel measures differ drastically, starting with a sum of point masses
over a dense, countable subset, and ending up with measures having continuous densities
with respect to Lebesgue measure.

C. Green kernel estimates. Using the spectral measures, one may also undertake a
computation of the asymptotic behaviour of the Green kernel

> 1
Golo.t) =Y p (w) = [ e, wye DL,
N=0 spec(Fa)

in space, i.e., as d(o,x) — oo. Due to the many oscillating terms that occur in these
integrals, the spectral method becomes quite tedious, while a more probabilistic reason-
ing is more efficient and likely to admit extensions to more general random walks, see
BROFFERIO AND WOESS []. The asymptotics depend on the way (direction) in which x
tends to oo in DL, and they also differ according to whether the drift is non-zero (« # 1/2)
or zero (a = 1/2).
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