arXiv:1406.0347v2 [quant-ph] 17 Jul 2014

Local subgraph structure can cause localization in continuous-time quantum walk

Yusuke Ide

Department of Information Systems Creation, Faculty of Engineering, Kanagawa University

Kanagawa, Yokohama 221-8686, Japan

e-mail: ide@kanagawa-u.ac.jp

Abstract In this paper, we consider continuous-time quantum walks (CTQWs) on finite graphs determined by the Laplacian matrices. By introducing fully interconnected graph decomposition of given graphs, we show a decomposition method for the Laplacian matrices. Using the decomposition method, we show several conditions for graph structure which return probability of CTQW tends to 1 while the number of vertices tends to infinity.

1 Introduction

Quantum walks (QWs) have been attractive research topic in this decade [11,12,23] as quantum counterparts of the random walks which play important roles in various fields. For QWs, there are two types of time evolution, discrete-time and continuous-time. In this paper, we focus on continuous-time quantum walks (CTQWs) on finite graphs. There are a lot of studies of CTQWs on various deterministic graphs, such as the line [8], path graph [3], star graph [20, 24], cycle graph [2, 5, 16], dendrimers [15], spidernet graphs [21], the dual Sierpinski gasket [1], direct product of Cayley graphs [22], quotient graphs [18], odd graphs [19], trees [6, 9] and ultrametric spaces [10]. Also there are studies of CTQWs on probabilistic graphs, such as small-world networks [17], Erdős-Rényi random graph [25] and the threshold network model [4, 7].

Here we give the definition of our CTQW. Let G_n be a simple (undirected) graph with n numbers of vertices. In this paper, we use V (G_n) = {1, . . . , n} for the vertex set and E(G_n) ⊂ V (G_n) × V (G_n) for the edge set of the graph G_n. For a pair of vertices i, j ∈ V (G_n), we write i ∼ j if (i, j) ∈ E(G_n), i.e., the pair of vertices i and j is connected by an edge. Let A_{Gn} be the adjacency matrix of the graph G_n which is an n × n matrix whose (i, j) component (A_{Gn} )_{i,j} equals 1 if i ∼ j and 0 otherwise. The Laplacian matrix L_{Gn} of G_n is defined by L_{Gn} = D_{Gn} − A_{Gn} where D_{Gn} be the n × n diagonal matrix given by D_{Gn} = diag(d_{Gn} (1), . . . , d_{Gn} (n)) with d_{Gn} (i) = ∑_n j=1(A_{Gn} )_{i,j} , i.e., the degree of the vertex i, for i ∈ V (G_n). The time evolution operator U_{Gn,t} of a CTQW on G_n at time t ≥ 0 is defined by U_{Gn,t} ≡ e^{√−1tLGn} = ∞∑ k=0 ( √ −1t)^k k! L^k_{Gn} , (1.1)

where √ −1 be the imaginary unit. Let {Ψ_{Gn,t}}_{t≥0} be the probability amplitude of the quantum walk, i.e., Ψ_{Gn,t} = U_{Gn,t}Ψ_{Gn,0}, where Ψ_{Gn,0} =^T [ Ψ_{Gn,0}(1) . . . Ψ_{Gn,0}(n) ] is an n dimensional unit vector which we call the initial condition where^T A is the transpose of a matrix A. Then the probability that the quantum walker on G_n is in position y ∈ V (G_n) at time t with initial condition Ψ_{Gn,0} is defined by P(Y^{ΨGn,0} G_n,t = y) ≡ |(UGn,tΨGn,0)(y)| 2, where Y^{ΨGn,0}_{Gn,t} be the random variable representing the quantum walker’ s position at time t on G_n with initial condition Ψ_{Gn,0}. In this paper, we only deal with Ψ_{Gn,0}(x) = 1 for some specific vertex x ∈ V (G_n)

Keywords: Continuous-time quantum walk, Laplacian matrix, Decomposition, Localization

and Ψ_{Gn,0}(x^′) = 0 for x^′ ≠ x case. Note that this corresponds to the case that the walker starts from the vertex x. Hereafter, we use P^x_{Gn,t}(y) instead of P(Y^{ΨGn,0}_{Gn,t} = y) for simplicity.

In this paper, we call strong localization for x ∈ V (G_n) occur when the return probability tends to 1 in n → ∞, i.e., lim_{n→∞} P^x_{Gn,t}(x) = 1. It is known that CTQWs defined by the Laplacian matrix on complete graphs (see e.g. [11]), star graphs [20,24] and the threshold network model [4,7] have the same transition probabilities from the vertices which connect with all other vertices and also strong localization for the vertices occur. But it seems that there are no comprehensive treatments for relationships between graph structure and the transition probabilities of such graphs.

The aim of this paper is to clarify relationships between graph structure and the transition probabilities of CTQWs on graphs. In order to do so, we introduce fully interconnected graph decomposition (Definition 2.1) which is a generalization of the graph operation “join” in Sec. 2. We should note that the decomposition procedure for the Laplacian matrix proposed in Sec. 2 is motivated by Merris’ s work [13, 14]. After that we derive a decomposition formula for transition probabilities of CTQW with related to the decomposition (Lemma 2.2). As a consequence, we find that the limit of the return probabilities of the CTQW on graph with the decomposition starting from a vertex in a growing subgraph are equal to that of the subgraph (Theorem 2.3). This means that local subgraph structure can cause localization in the whole graph. We show two concrete examples of CTQWs which cause strong localization for some vertices in Sec. 3. The first one (Sec. 3.1) includes complete graphs, star graphs and the threshold network model cases. The second one (Sec. 3.2) shows that growing clique can cause the strong localization. It can be interesting future problems that to find necessary and sufficient condition of graph structure for the strong localization and to build a discrete-time version of this decomposition method.

2 Fully interconnected graph decomposition

In this paper, we consider the following decomposition of the graph G_n:

Definition 2.1 (Fully interconnected graph decomposition) Let G_n be a simple graph. Then (G_{n1} , . . . G_{nk} ) is said to be a fully interconnected graph decomposition of G_n if it satisfies the following conditions:

1. Each G_{ni} is an induced subgraph of G_n, i.e., if v ∼ w in G_n then v ∼ w in G_{ni} for all v, w ∈ V (G_{ni} ) ⊂ V (G_n), on n_i numbers of vertices for i = 1, . . . k.

2. V (G_n) = V (G_{n1} ) ∪ · · · ∪ V (G_{nk} ) and V (G_{ni} ) ∩ V (G_{nj} ) = ∅ for i ≠ j.

3. For each pair of subgraphs (G_{ni} , G_{nj} ) for i ≠ j, one of the following conditions is hold:

(a) All pairs of vertices (v, w) ∈ V (G_{ni} ) × V (G_{nj} ) are connected. In this case, we call the pair of subgraphs (G_{ni} , G_{nj} ) is fully interconnected and represent G_{ni} ∼ G_{nj} .

(b) All pairs of vertices (v, w) ∈ V (G_{ni} ) × V (G_{nj} ) are disconnected. In this case, we call the pair of subgraphs (G_{ni} , G_{nj} ) is fully interdisconnected and represent G_{ni} ≁ G_{nj} .

Remark that (G_n) is a trivial fully interconnected graph decomposition of G_n.

Now we consider a (k blocks × k blocks) block matrix ~L_{Gn} of G_n with a fully interconnected graph decomposition (G_{n1} , . . . G_{nk} ) defined as follows:

(~L_{Gn} )_{i,j block} = ~d_iI_{ni} , if i = j, −J_{ni,nj} , if G_{ni} ∼ G_{nj} , O_{ni ,nj} , otherwise, (2.2) where ~d_i = ∑ G_{ni} ∼G_{nj} nj , In is the n × n identity matrix, Jl,m is l × m all 1 matrix and Ol,m is l × m

all 0 matrix. The Laplacian matrix L_{Gn} of G_n with related to a fully interconnected graph decomposition (G_{n1} , . . . G_{nk} ) is decomposed into two (k blocks × k blocks) block matrices as follows:

L_{Gn} = diag(L_{Gn1} , . . . , L_{Gnk} ) + ~L_{Gn} . (2.3)

In order to analyze the time evolution operator of CTQW, we discuss about the eigenspace of L_{Gn} . Let {λ_{i,li} }_{li=1,...,ni−1} be the eigenvalues of L_{Gni} except for the trivial eigenvalue 0 corresponding to n_i dimensional all 1 vector 1_{ni} for i = 1, . . . , k. The corresponding eigenvectors {v_{i,li} }_{li=1,...,ni −1} can be n_i dimensional real unit vectors and orthogonal to each other and orthogonal to 1_{ni} since each L_{Gni} is an real symmetric matrix. By Eqs. (2.2), (2.3), if we define

w_{i,li} =^T[ n_1+···+n_{i−1} 0, . . . , 0 , v_{i,li} (1), . . . , v_{i,li} (n_i), n_{i+1}+···+n_k 0, . . . , 0 ], (l_i = 1, . . . , n_i − 1), for i = 1, . . . , k, where v_{i,li} (j) denotes the j-th component of v_{i,li} , then it is easy to see that L_{Gn} w_{i,li} = ( diag(L_{Gn1} , . . . , L_{Gnk} ) + ~L_{Gn} ) w_{i,li} = (λ_{i,li} + ~d_i)w_{i,li} . Thus we have (n − k) numbers of eigenvalues and corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors of L_{Gn} from the Laplacian matrices L_{Gni} (i = 1, . . . , k) of subgraphs G_{n1} , . . . , G_{nk} .

The remaining k numbers of eigenvectors are corresponding to all 1 vectors 1_{n1} , . . . , 1_{nk} . Let

x_i =^T[

n_1 α_i(1), . . . , α_i(1), n_2 α_i(2), . . . , α_i(2), . . . , n_k α_i(k), . . . , α_i(k)], (2.4) for i = 1, . . . , k, where α_i(1), . . . , α_i(k) ∈ R. Then we have

L_{Gn} x_i = ( diag(L_{Gn1} , . . . , L_{Gnk} ) + ~L_{Gn} ) x_i = ~L_{Gn} x_i.

Note that from Eqs. (2.2), (2.4), the eigen equations ~L_{Gn} x_i = ν_ix_i are equivalent to L_{Gn} x_i = ν_ix_i with a k × k matrix L_{Gn} such that ( L_{Gn} ) i,j = ~d_i, if i = j, −n_j , if G_{ni} ∼ G_{nj} , 0, otherwise,

and a k-dimensional vector

x_i =^T[α_i(1), . . . , α_i(k)].

Because we can take the set of eigenvectors as an orthonormal base, the following matrix B_{Gn} can be an orthogonal matrix: B_{Gn} ≡ w_{1,1}, . . . , w_{1,n1−1}, . . . , w_{k,1}, . . . , w_{k,nk −1}, x^1√ ∑_k l=1 n_lα_1(l)^2 , . . . , x_k √∑_k l=1 n_lα_k(l)^2 .

After diagonalization of the time evolution operator U_{Gn,t} of CTQW on G_n (Eq. (1.1)) by using B_{Gn} , we have the following spectoral decomposition of U_{Gn,t}: (U_{Gn,t})_{x,y}

=

n_i−1∑

j=1 exp {√ −1t(λ_{i,j} + ~d_i) } v_{i,j} (x)v_{i,j} (y)

+ k∑ j=1 exp (√ −1tν_j ) α_j (i)^2 ∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2 if x, y ∈ V (G_{ni} ),

k∑ j=1 exp (√ −1tν_j ) α_j (i)α_j (i^′) ∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2 if x ∈ V (G_{ni} ) and y ∈ V (G_{ni′} ) (i ≠ i^′).

Therefore we have the transition probabilities of CTQW as follows:

Lemma 2.2 Let (G_{n1} , . . . , G_{nk} ) be a fully interconnected graph decomposition of a graph G_n. Then the transition probabilities of CTQW are given as follows: P^x_{Gn,t}(y) = | | |(UG_n,t)_{x,y} | | |^2

=

P^x_{Gni ,t}(y) + ~P^x_{Gni ,t}(y) − 1 n^2_i − 2 n_i n_i−1∑

j=1 v_{i,j} (x)v_{i,j} (y) cos(tλ_{i,j} )

+2 n_i−1∑

j=1 k∑ j^′ =1

v_{i,j} (x)v_{i,j} (y)α_j′ (i)^2 cos { t(λ_{i,j} + ~d_i − ν_j′ ) } ∑_k l=1 n_lα_j′ (l)^2 if x, y ∈ V (G_{ni} ),

~P x_{Gni ,Gni′ ,t}(y) if x ∈ V (G_{ni} ) and y ∈ V (G_{ni′} ) (i ≠ i′). (2.5)

where P^x_{Gni ,t}(y) = n_i−1∑

j=1 v_{i,j} (x)^2v_{i,j} (y)^2 + 1 n^2_i + 2 ∑ 1≤j<j^′ ≤n_i−1 v_{i,j} (x)v_{i,j} (y)v_{i,j}′ (x)v_{i,j}′ (y) cos {t(λ_{i,j} − λ_{i,j}′ )}

+ 2 n_i n_i−1∑

j=1 v_{i,j} (x)v_{i,j} (y) cos(tλ_{i,j} ),

~P^x_{Gni ,t}(y) =^k ∑ j=1 α_j (i)^4 (∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2

)_2 + 2 ∑ 1≤j<j^′ ≤k α_j (i)^2α_j′ (i)^2 cos {t(ν_j − ν_j′ )} (∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2 ) (∑_k l=1 n_lα_j′ (l)^2

) , (2.6)

~P^x_{Gni ,Gni′ ,t}(y) =^k ∑ j=1 α_j (i)^2α_j (i^′)^2 (∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2

)_2 + 2 ∑ 1≤j<j^′ ≤k α_j (i)α_j (i^′)α_j′ (i)α_j′ (i^′) cos {t(ν_j − ν_j′ )} (∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2 ) (∑_k l=1 n_lα_j′ (l)^2 ) .

The first term P^x_{Gni ,t}(y) in Eq. (2.5) is the transition probability of CTQW on the graph G_{ni} . The second term ~P^x_{Gni ,t}(y) and the last term ~P^x_{Gni ,Gni′ ,t}(y) are the transition probabilities determined only by ~L_{Gn} which is not depend on the detailed structures of the subgraphs G_{n1} , . . . , G_{nk} . Because the number of vertices n_i in G_{ni} plays an important role in Theorem 2.3, we explicitly describe n_i in Eqs. (2.5) and (2.6). The following theorem shows that the terms in Eq. (2.5) except for P^x_{Gni ,t}(y) vanish in n_i → ∞ for return probability cases (x = y):

Theorem 2.3 Let (G_{n1} , . . . , G_{nk} ) be a fully interconnected graph decomposition of a graph G_n. If lim_{ni→∞} P^x_{Gni ,t}(x) with x ∈ V (G_{ni} ) exists then lim n_i→∞ P^x_{Gn,t} (x) = lim_{ni →∞} P^x_{Gni ,t}(x). (Proof of Theorem 2.3) From B_{Gn}^TB_{Gn} = I_n, we have n_i−1∑

j=1 v_{i,j} (x)v_{i,j} (y) + k∑ j=1 α_j (i)^2 ∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2 = { 1 if x = y, 0 otherwise,

(2.7) for x, y ∈ V (G_{ni} ), and also we have n_i−1∑

j=1 v_{i,j} (x)v_{i,j} (y) + 1 n_i = { 1 if x = y, 0 otherwise,

(2.8)

for x, y ∈ V (G_{ni} ) because {v_{i,li} }_{li=1,...,ni−1} ∪ {^{1√}_{ni} 1_{ni} } is a set of orthonormal eigenvectors of L_{Gni} . Combining Eqs. (2.7) and (2.8), we obtain k∑ j=1 α_j (i)^2 ∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2 = 1 n_i . (2.9)

In particular, we obtain the following uniform bound from Eq. (2.9):

α_j (i)^2 ∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2 ≤ 1 n_i for ∀i, j ∈ {1, . . . k}. (2.10) By substituting Eq. (2.9) into Eq. (2.6) and using Eq. (2.10), we have ~P^x_{Gni ,t}(y) =^k ∑ j=1 α_j (i)^4 (∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2

)_2 + 2 ∑ 1≤j<j^′ ≤k α_j (i)^2α_j′ (i)^2 cos {t(ν_j − ν_j′ )} (∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2 ) (∑_k l=1 n_lα_j′ (l)^2 )

≤ 1 n_i k∑ j=1 α_j (i)^2 ∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2 + 2 k∑ j=1 α_j (i)^2 ∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2 2 = 3 n^2_i .

On the other hand, by using Eqs. (2.7) and (2.9), we have 2 n_i n_i−1∑

j=1 v_{i,j} (x)^2 cos(tλ_{i,j} ) ≤ 2 n_i 1 − k∑ j=1 α_j (i)^2 ∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2 = 2 n_i ( 1 − 1 n_i ) ,

2 n_i−1∑

j=1 k∑ j^′ =1

v_{i,j} (x)^2α_j′ (i)^2 cos { t(λ_{i,j} + ~d_i − ν_j′ ) } ∑_k l=1 n_lα_j′ (l)^2 ≤ 2 1 − k∑ j=1 α_j (i)^2 ∑_k l=1 n_lα_j (l)^2 k∑ j^′ =1

α_j′ (i)^2 ∑_k l=1 n_lα_j′ (l)^2 = 2 n_i ( 1 − 1 n_i ) . As a consequence, we have the following estimation on the return probabilities: | | |P^x_{Gn,t} (x) − P^x_{Gni ,t}(x) | | | ≤ 4 n_i , for x ∈ V (G_{ni} ). This implied that lim n_i→∞ P^x_{Gn,t} (x) = lim_{ni →∞} P^x_{Gni ,t}(x), if lim_{ni→∞} P^x_{Gni ,t}(x) exists. □ 3 Local subgraph structure can cause localization

In this section, we show two examples of CTQWs which cause strong localization for some vertices.

3.1 Graphs with dominating vertices

In this paper, we call a vertex i ∈ V (G_n) “dominating vertex” if d(i) = n − 1, i.e., the vertex is connected with all other vertices in V (G_n). If there are n_d numbers of dominating vertices in G_n, then the dominating vertices form a complete graph K_{nd} on n_d numbers of vertices as an induced subgraph of G_n (In other words, the induced subgraph of all dominating vertices is a clique K_{nd} ). In this case, G_n is devided into two subgraphs K_{nd} and G_{n−nd} the induced subgraph with the vertex set V (G_n) \ V (K_{nd} ). It is easy to see that (K_{nd} , G_{n−nd} ) is a fully interconnected graph decomposition of G_n. Therefore, we can apply Lemma 2.2 with k = 2, G_{n1} = K_{nd} , G_{n2} = G_{n−nd} , ~d_1 = n − n_d, ~d_2 = n_d.

The eigenvalues {λ_{1,l1} }_{l1=1,...,nd} and corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors {v_{1,l1} }_{l1=1,...,nd} of L_{Knd} are know as follows:

λ_{1,l1} = n_d, v_{1,l1} = 1 √ l_1(l_1 + 1)

1_{l1} −l_1 0_{n−l1−1} (l_1 = 1, . . . , n_d − 1),

λ_{1,nd} = 0, v_{1,nd} = 1 √ n_d 1_{nd} , where 0_n is the n dimensional all zero vector. On the other hand, it is easy to see that the eigenvalues ν_1, ν_2 and corresponding eigenvectors x_1, x_2 are given as follows:

ν_1 = n, x_1 = [ (n − n_d)1_{nd} −n_d1_{n−nd} ]

ν_2 = 0, x_2 = 1_n.

This shows that α_1(1) = n − n_d, α_1(2) = −n_d, α_2(1) = α_2(2) = 1. Therefore from Eq. (2.5), we have the following result:

Proposition 3.1 (Dominating vertices can cause strong localization) Let G_n be a graph with arbitrary numbers of dominating vertices. If we consider CTQW starting from a dominating vertex x then

P^x_{Gn,t}(y) = 1 − 2 n ( 1 − 1 n ) (1 − cos nt) if x = y, 2 n^2

(1 − cos nt) if x ≠ y.

Therefore lim_{n→∞} P^x_{Gn,t}(x) = 1. Remark 3.2 Proposition 3.1 shows that if we consider the CTQW defined by the Laplacian matrix on complete graph then strong localization always occur for all vertices. Because complete graphs, star graphs and the threshold network model have dominating vertices, then CTQWs starting from dominating vertices on these graphs have the same transition probabilities.

3.2 Graphs with growing clique

In this subsection, we show another sufficient condition for strong localization. Suppose G_n includes a clique K_{nc} . A vertex v ∈ K_{nc} is said to be a gateway vertex when there exist at least one edge (v, w) ∈ E(G_n) with w ∈ V (G_n) \ V (K_{nc} ).

Proposition 3.3 (Clique can cause strong localization) Suppose G_n includes a clique K_{nc} . Let n_g be the number of gateway vertices in K_{nc} and {i_1, . . . , i_{ng} } ⊂ K_{nc} be the set of all gateway vertices in K_{nc} . If x ∈ V (K_{nc} ) \ {i_1, . . . , i_{ng} } and (n_c − n_g ) → ∞, then lim_{n→∞} P^x_{Gn,t}(x) = 1.

(Proof of Proposition 3.3) By the assumption, (K_{nc−ng} , {i_1}, . . . , {i_{ng} }, G_{n−nc} ) is a fully interconnected graph decomposition of the graph G_n, where K_{nc−ng} be the clique with the vertex set V (K_{nc} ) \ {i_1, . . . , i_{ng} } and G_{n−nc} be the induced subgraph with the vertex set V (G_n) \ V (K_{nc} ). By Proposition 3.1, we can see that lim (n_c−n_g )→∞ P^x_{Knc−ng ,t}(x) = 1. Therefore, by the virtue of Theorem 2.3, we have desired result. □

Acknowledgments. This work was supported by the Grant-in-Aid for Young Scientists (B) of Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (Grant No. 23740093). The author thank professors Norio Konno, Iwao Sato and Etsuo Segawa for fruitful discussions on this topic.

References

[1] Agliari, E., Blumen, A., and Mülken, O.: Dynamics of continuous-time quantum walks in restricted geometries.

J. Phys. A 41, 445301 (2008).

[2] Ahmadi, A., Belk, R., Tamon, C., and Wendler, C.: On mixing in continuous-time quantum walks on some circulant graphs. Quantum Inf. Comput. 3, 611–618 (2003).

[3] Godsil, C.: Average mixing of continuous quantum walks. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 120, 1649–1662 (2013). [4] Ide, Y., Konno, N.: Continuous-time quantum walks on the threshold network model. Math. Struct. in Comp.

Sci. 20, 1079–1090 (2010).

[5] Inui, N., Kasahara, K., Konishi, Y., and Konno, N.: Evolution of continuous-time quantum random walks on cycles. Fluctuation and Noise Letters 5, L73–L83 (2005).

[6] Jafarizadeh, M. A., and Salimi, S.: Investigation of continuous-time quantum walk via spectral distribution associated with adjacency matrix. Ann. Phys. 322, 1005–1033 (2007).

[7] Kirkland, S., Severini, S.: Spin-system dynamics and fault detection in threshold networks. Phys. Rev A 83, 012310 (2011).

[8] Konno, N. : Limit theorem for continuous-time quantum walk on the line. Phys. Rev. E 72, 026113 (2005). [9] Konno, N.: Continuous-time quantum walks on trees in quantum probability theory. Inf. Dim. Anal. Quantum Probab. Rel. Topics 9, 287–297 (2006).

[10] Konno, N.: Continuous-time quantum walks on ultrametric spaces. Int. J. Quantum Inf. 4, 1023–1035 (2006). [11] Konno, N.: Quantum Walks. In: Quantum Potential Theory, Franz, U., and Schürmann, M., Eds., Lecture Notes in Mathematics: Vol. 1954, pp. 309–452, Springer-Verlag, Heidelberg (2008).

[12] Manouchehri, K., Wang, J.B.: Physical Implementation of Quantum Walks. Springer-Verlag, Heidelberg (2013). [13] Merris, R.: Degree maximal graphs are Laplacian integral. Linear Algebr. Appl. 199, 381–389 (1994). [14] Merris, R.: Laplacian graph eigenvectors. Linear Algebr. Appl. 278, 221–236 (1998). [15] Mülken, O., Bierbaum, V., and Blumen, A.: Coherent exciton transport in dendrimers and continuous-time quantum walks. J. Chem. Phys. 124, 124905 (2006).

[16] Mülken, O., and Blumen, A.: Continuous time quantum walks in phase space. Phys. Rev. A 73, 012105 (2006). [17] Mülken, O., Pernice, V., and Blumen, A.: Quantum tranceport on small-world networks: A continuous-time quantum walk approach. Phys. Rev. E 76, 051125 (2007).

[18] Salimi, S.: Study of continuous-time quantum walks on quotient graphs via quantum probability theory. Int.

J. Quantum Inf. 6, 945–957 (2008).

[19] Salimi, S.: Quantum central limit theorem for continuous-time quantum walks on odd graphs in quantum probability theory. Int. J. Theor. Phys. 47, 3298–3309 (2008).

[20] Salimi, S.: Continuous-time quantum walks on star graphs. Ann. Phys. 324, 1183–1193 (2009). [21] Salimi, S.: Continuous-time quantum walks on semi-regular spidernet graphs via quantum probability theory.

Quantum Inf. Process. 9, 75–91 (2010).

[22] Salimi, S., and Jafarizadeh, M.: Continuous-time classical and quantum random walk on direct product of Cayley graphs. Commun. Theor. Phys. 51, 1003–1009 (2009).

[23] Venegas-Andraca, S.E.: Quantum walks: A comprehensive review. Quant. Inf. Proc. 11, 1015–1106 (2012). [24] Xu, X.-P.: Exact analytical results for quantum walks on star graphs. J. Phys. A 42, 115205 (2009). [25] Xu, X.-P., and Liu, F.: Continuous-time quantum walks on Erdős-Rényi networks. Phys. Lett. A 372, 6727 (2008).