arXiv:1712.00875v1 [math.DG] 4 Dec 2017

OLLIVIER RICCI CURVATURE FOR GENERAL GRAPH LAPLACIANS: HEAT EQUATION, LAPLACIAN COMPARISON, NON-EXPLOSION AND DIAMETER BOUNDS

FLORENTIN MÜNCH, RADOSŁAW K. WOJCIECHOWSKI

Abstract. Discrete time random walks on a finite set naturally translate via a oneto-one correspondence to discrete Laplace operators. Typically, Ollivier curvature has been investigated via random walks. We first extend the definition of Ollivier curvature to general weighted graphs and then give a strikingly simple representation of Ollivier curvature using the graph Laplacian. Using the Laplacian as a generator of a continuous time Markov chain, we connect Ollivier curvature with the heat equation which is strongly related to continuous time random walks. In particular, we prove that a lower bound on the Ollivier curvature is equivalent to a certain Lipschitz decay of solutions to the heat equation. This is a discrete analogue to a celebrated Ricci curvature lower bound characterization by Renesse and Sturm. Our representation of Ollivier curvature via the Laplacian allows us to deduce a Laplacian comparison principle by which we prove non-explosion and improved diameter bounds.

Contents 1. Introduction 2 1.1. Discussion and comparison to manifolds 4 1.2. Setup and Notation 4 2. Ollivier curvature and graph Laplacians 6 2.1. Bypassing the limit 7 2.2. Ollivier curvature on combinatorial graphs 10 2.3. Ollivier curvature on birth-death chains 13 3. Gradient estimates 14 3.1. The perpetual cutoff method 14 3.2. Cutoff semigroups and Ricci curvature 17 3.3. Semigroup characterization 19 4. Laplacian comparison principle 20 4.1. Curvature comparison and associated birth-death chains 21 4.2. Stochastic completeness 23 4.3. Improved diameter bounds 26 4.4. Finiteness of the measure 28 5. Ricci curvature for continuous-time Markov processes 29

Date: December 10, 2017. 1

5.1. Discrete and continuous time Markov kernels 30

5.2. Another Ricci curvature characterization 32

1. Introduction

Ricci curvature is strongly related to the heat equation. In particular, lower Ricci curvature bounds can be characterized via gradient estimates as in the following theorem by Renesse and Sturm (see [RS05, Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.4]).

Theorem 1.1 (Ricci curvature and gradient estimates). For any smooth connected Riemannian manifold M and any K ∈ R the following properties are equivalent: (i) Ric(M) ≥ K. (ii) For all f ∈ C^∞_c (M) and all t > 0 ‖∇P_tf‖_∞ ≤ e^{−Kt}‖∇f‖_∞. (iii) For all bounded f ∈ C^{Lip}(M) and all t > 0 Lip(P_tf) ≤ e^{−Kt}Lip(f). (iv) For all x, y ∈ M and all t > 0 W (p^x_t , p^y_t ) ≤ e^{−Kt}d(x, y) where P_t denotes the heat semigroup generated by the Laplace-Beltrami operator, p^x_t denotes the heat kernel and W denotes the L_1-Wasserstein distance.

We prove that the same holds true on graphs (see Theorem 3.8). To do so, we employ a new method intertwining the heat semigroup with a cutoff function, which we call the perpetual cutoff method. Our curvature notion will be a generalized Ollivier curvature based on its modification by Lin, Lu and Yau (see [LLY11]) which we extend to the case of general graph Laplacians. In particular, we now apply this curvature notion to graphs with unbounded vertex degree. For an introduction to Ollivier curvature, see [Oll07; Oll09]. A relation between curvature and the number of triangles in a graph is given in [JL14]. Methods to compute the curvature can be found in [LR14]. Ollivier curvature has been applied to describe the internet topology [Ni+15; WJB16], wireless network theory [WJB14], economic market analysis [SGT16] and cancer networks [San+15a; San+15b; Tan+15].

The breakthrough paper of Renesse and Sturm mentioned above motivated a generalization of Ollivier curvature to semiproups compatible with Lipschitz functions and Wasserstein metrics. Approaches in this direction have been made in [Bas81; Jou07; Jou09; Vey12]). However, the problem suggested by Ollivier (see Problem D in [Oll]), namely, if a lower curvature bound implies non-explosion (also known as stochastic completeness), is still open. Non-explosion in this context means that the process remains in the state space for all time. We prove non-explosion for all locally finite graph Laplacians with Ollivier curvature decaying not faster than − log R (see Theorem 4.11). Therefore, this theorem can be seen as an initial step to solve Ollivier’s problem in a general setting. Moreover, we prove that the curvature decay rate − log R is optimal. 2

One of the main observations of our paper is that, on graphs, the limit expression for Lin, Lu and Yau’s Ollivier curvature simplifies to the limit-free expression κ(x, y) = inf_{f∈Lip(1)} ∇_{yx}f=1 ∇_{xy}Δf

where ∇_{xy}f =^{f(x)−f(y)}_{d(x,y)} , d is the usual combinatorial graph distance, Lip(1) denotes the functions with Lipschitz constant 1 with respect to this metric and Δ is the graph Laplacian (see Theorem 2.1). Furthermore, the curvature admits another limit-free expression in terms of transport costs (see Proposition 2.4) which simplifies to give an explicit formula in the case of combinatorial graph (see Theorem 2.6). These simplifications give the starting point for proving the semigroup characterization of a lower Ricci curvature bound in analogy to the work of Renesse and Sturm. Our gradient estimates for the continuous time heat equation seem to be the first result of this kind for Ollivier curvature. Indeed, these gradient estimates have been previously used as a globally defined Wasserstein curvature bound (see [Jou07, Definition 2.1]).

In contrast to Ollivier curvature, there are various gradient estimates on graphs under Bakry-Emery curvature bounds [Bau+15; GL17; Hor+14; LL15; Mün14] and under entropic Ricci curvature [EF16, Theorem 3.1]. Using a modification of Ollivier curvature, gradient estimates have been established for continuous time Markov processes in [Vey12]. In Section 5, we prove that this modification coincides with our curvature notion on locally finite graphs with a lower curvature bound (see Corollary 5.9).

The control of the Lipschitz constant of the semigroup yields stochastic completeness for all graphs with a constant lower Ollivier curvature bound (see Lemma 3.6). However, as already mentioned above, one can get even better results by employing different techniques. To do so, we first establish a Laplacian comparison principle which seems to be the first of its kind for any discrete Ricci curvature notion. The simplest version (Theorem 4.1) states that under the assumption of a lower curvature bound K ∈ R, we have

Δd(x_0, ·) ≤ Deg(x_0) − Kd(x_0, ·)

where Deg(x_0) is the weighted vertex degree of a fixed vertex x_0. This Laplacian comparison can be extended to the case of decaying curvature (see Theorem 4.4). Via the Laplacian comparison, we compare the curvature of a given graph to the curvature of the birth-death chain associated to the graph (see Corollary 4.8). Birth-death chains are Markov processes on weighted path graphs. For our purposes, we identify the birth-death chain with its associated weighted path graph, see Section 2.3. The comparison to birth-death chains allows us to reduce many problems to the case of weighted path graphs where the curvature can be easily calculated (see Theorem 2.10).

Using the Laplacian comparison principle and Khas’minskii’s criterion (see [Hua11]), we will prove stochastic completeness under the assumption that the Ollivier curvature does not decay to −∞ faster than − log R (see Theorem 4.11). This result is remarkable when comparing to known stochastic completeness results for graphs which use the Bakry-Emery curvature instead and require a constant lower bound as well as additional assumptions, such as a non-local completeness condition and a lower bounded vertex measure (see [HL17, Theorem 1.2]). As such, this article may also give inspiration to transfer the new methods presented here to discrete Bakry-Emery theory.

As another application of the Laplacian comparison principle, we can prove finiteness and improved diameter bounds. For diameter bounds under uniformly positive Ollivier curvature, see [LLY11; Oll09]. Diameter bounds under a positive average Ollivier curvature can be found in [Pae12]. Diameter bounds under uniformly positive Bakry-Emery curvature 3

are proven in [FS18; Hor+14; LMP16]. In this article we show that if the vertex degree is bounded and the curvature decays not faster than 1/R, then the graph is finite (see Theorem 4.15 and Corollary 4.16). Surprisingly, uniformly positive Ricci curvature alone does not imply finiteness (see Example 4.18). However, if we additionally assume a lower bound on the vertex measure, then uniformly positive Ricci curvature indeed implies finiteness (see Corollary 4.20).

1.1. Discussion and comparison to manifolds. The reader familiar with the manifold case might be surprised at the optimal curvature decay rates: − log R for stochastic completeness and 1/R for compactness in the case of graphs.

In [Gri99, Theorem 15.4], it is shown that, for manifolds, the optimal curvature decay rate for stochastic completeness is −R^2 which was proven in [Hsu89; Var83]. One tempting explanation for the discrepancy of the decay rate between manifolds and graphs is the choice of the metric. Frequently, intrinsic metrics introduced in [FLW14] are used to describe the geometry of graphs with unbounded vertex degrees and to give analogues to results on manifolds (see, for example, [BKW15; Fol14; Hua+13; Kel15]). However, we give an example of a stochastically incomplete graph with curvature decaying like −(log σ)^{1+ε} with respect to an intrinsic metric σ, even if the curvature is defined by incorporating the intrinsic metric, see Example 4.13.

The optimal decay rate on manifolds to guarantee compactness is C/R^2 for some constant C. Interestingly, for C >^{n−1}_4 , compactness holds, but for C ≤^{n−1}_4 , non-compact manifolds are known with the corresponding Ricci curvature decay (see [CGT82; HP07]). The discrepancy of the decay rate between manifolds and graphs here also cannot be explained via intrinsic metrics since we assume a bounded vertex degree for our result and, therefore, the combinatorial distance is intrinsic up to a factor. Hence, it might be interesting to ask for the deeper reasons for these two discrepancies.

Before introducing the setup and notations, we give a brief summary of the subsequent sections. In Section 2, we prove the limit-free simplifications of the curvature formula and compute the curvature of combinatorial graphs and birth-death chains. In Section 3, we introduce the perpetual cutoff method and non-linear cutoff semigroups which turn out to perfectly intermesh with Ollivier curvature, yielding the desired gradient estimate for the semigroup. In Section 4, we present the Laplacian comparison theorem and, as applications, we prove a birth-death chain reduction, stochastic completeness and improved diameter bounds which lead to our finiteness results. Finally in Section 5, we prove that on graphs with a lower curvature bound, our curvature notion coincides with the curvature introduced in [Vey12].

1.2. Setup and Notation. A triple G = (V, w, m) is called a graph if V is a countable set, w : V^2 → [0, ∞) is symmetric and zero on the diagonal and m : V → (0, ∞). In the following, we only consider locally finite graphs, i.e., for every x ∈ V there are only finitely many y ∈ V with w(x, y) > 0. We call V the vertex set with elements of V called vertices, w the edge weight and m the vertex measure. We will write x ∼ y if w(x, y) > 0 and say that (x, y) is an edge in the graph. We say that G is a combinatorial graph if w(x, y) ∈ {0, 1} for all x, y ∈ V and if m ≡ 1.

We define the graph Laplacian Δ : R^V → R^V via

Δf(x) := 1 m(x) ∑ y∈V w(x, y)(f(y) − f(x)). 4

We define the function spaces C(V ) := {f : V → R} = R^V , ℓ_∞(V ) := {f ∈ C(V ) : f is bounded}, C_c(V ) := {f ∈ C(V ) : f is finitely supported},

all endowed with the supremum norm ‖ · ‖_∞. We let ℓ^p(V, m) denote the ℓ^p spaces with respect to m, that is, ℓ^p(V, m) = {f ∈ C(V ) : ∑ x∈V |f(x)|^pm(x) < ∞}. We let Deg(x) := 1 m(x) ∑ y∈V w(x, y)

denote the vertex degree and let Deg_{max} := sup_x Deg(x) ∈ (0, ∞]. We remark that the Laplace operator is bounded on ℓ_∞(V ) and ℓ^p(V, m) for any p ≥ 1 if and only if Deg_{max} < ∞ (see [KL10, Theorem 11], [Hae+12, Theorem 9.3]). In this case, we will say that G has bounded vertex degree.

For a non-negative f ∈ ℓ_∞(V ), we denote by P_tf the smallest non-negative bounded continuous solution u(x, t) to the heat equation { Δu(x, t) = ∂_tu(x, t) x ∈ V , t ≥ 0 u(x, 0) = f(x) x ∈ V . A proof of the existence and uniqueness of P_tf and further details can be found in [KL12; Woj09]. Note, in particular, that P_{s+t}f = P_sP_tf which is referred to as the semigroup property and that P_t is positivity preserving, i.e., P_tf ≥ 0 for f ≥ 0. A graph is called stochastically complete or non-explosive if P_t1 = 1 for all t > 0 where 1 is the constant function which is 1 on V .

We define the combinatorial graph distance d on V × V via d(x, y) := inf{n : x = x_0 ∼ . . . ∼ x_n = y}. A graph is said to be connected if d(x, y) < ∞ for all x, y in V . We will always assume that graphs are connected. We write B_r(x) = {y ∈ V | d(x, y) ≤ r} and S_r(x) = {y ∈ V | d(x, y) = r}. We note that G is connected if and only if P_t is a positivity improving semigroup, that is, P_tf > 0 if f ≥ 0 for t > 0, see [KL12].

We write f ∈ Lip(1) if |f(x) − f(y)| ≤ d(x, y) for all x, y ∈ V . The Wasserstein distance W (μ, ν) for probability measures μ and ν on V is given by

W (μ, ν) := sup f∈Lip(1)∩ℓ_∞(V ) ∫ fdμ − ∫ fdν = sup f∈Lip(1)∩ℓ_∞(V ) ∑ x∈V f(x)(μ(x) − ν(x)). We note that the supremum is well defined due to the boundedness of the functions and that it suffices to take the supremum over functions in Lip(1) when the measures are finitely supported. Equivalently (see e.g. [Vil03, Theorem 1.14]), the Wasserstein metric can be defined as

W (μ, ν) := inf_ρ ∑ x,y∈V ρ(x, y)d(x, y) where the infimum is taken over all ρ : V^2 → [0, 1] which satisfy ∑ y∈V ρ(x, y) = μ(x) and ∑ x∈V ρ(x, y) = ν(y) for all x, y ∈ V . We call such a ρ a coupling between μ and ν. 5

2. Ollivier curvature and graph Laplacians

Ollivier curvature is a powerful and easy to calculate tool used to study analytic and geometric properties of a space. Until now, Ollivier curvature for graphs has only been used in the case of bounded Laplacians. In this section, we extend the definition of Ollivier curvature to the case of unbounded graph Laplacians. We then present a strikingly simple expression for calculating the curvature using only the Laplacian as well as a formula involving transport costs. Along the way, we illustrate how to calculate the curvature in a variety of situations including graphs without cycles, combinatorial graphs and birth-death chains.

For ε > 0, we let m^ε_x(y) := 1_y(x) + εΔ1_y(x) which is a finitely supported probability measure and, in particular, non-negative if ε is sufficiently small. This can be seen as

m^ε_x(y) = { 1 − ε Deg(x) : y = x εw(x, y)/m(x) : otherwise. In particular, ∫ fdm^ε_x = ∑ y∈V f(y)m^ε_x(y) = (f + εΔf)(x). We remark that m^ε_x can be seen as a first order approximation to the heat kernel P_ε1_x. This connection will be further explored in Section 5.

In the case of the normalized Laplacian, that is, when w : V^2 → {0, 1} and m(x) = d_x := #{y ∼ x}, for α := 1 − ε one has

m^ε_x(y) = α : y = x (1 − α)/d_x : y ∼ x 0 : otherwise

which corresponds to the definition of Lin, Lu and Yau (see [BJL12; LLY11]). Note that, in this case, Deg = 1 so that the normalized Laplacian is always a bounded operator. Following the standard definition, we let, for x ≠ y

κ_ε(x, y) := 1 − W (m^ε_x, m^ε_y) d(x, y) where W denotes the Wasserstein distance. In [Bou+17] it is shown that for the normalized Laplacian and x ∼ y, the function κ_ε(x, y) is concave and piecewise linear in ε ∈ [0, 1] with at most three linear parts. Analogous to Lin, Lu and Yau, one can prove the existence of

κ(x, y) := lim_{ε→0+} 1 ε κ_ε(x, y) by which we extend Lin, Lu and Yau’s curvature definition to arbitrary graph Laplacians. Using standard theory, the curvature κ(x, y) is uniquely determined by the induced subgraph B_1(x) ∪ B_1(y) for x ∼ y. We write Ric(G) ≥ K if κ(x, y) ≥ K for all x, y. We remark that to show Ric(G) ≥ K it suffices to show that κ(x, y) ≥ K for adjacent vertices x ∼ y as in [LLY11]. 6

As a first example, we mention that it is well-known that, in the case of the normalized Laplacian, Abelian Cayley graphs have non-negative Ollivier curvature (see e.g. [LLY14, Theorem 2]). We will give further examples later in this section.

2.1. Bypassing the limit. Our first aim is to express the curvature without the limit which turns out to be surprisingly simple. To do so, we introduce the notation of the gradient

∇_{xy}f := f(x) − f(y) d(x, y) for x ≠ y ∈ V and f ∈ C(V ) and the associated Lipschitz constant ‖∇f‖_∞ := sup_{x≠y} |∇_{xy}f| = sup_{x∼y} |∇_{xy}f| ∈ [0, ∞]. For K ≥ 0, we let Lip(K) = {f ∈ C(V ) : ‖∇f‖_∞ ≤ K}, that is, the set of functions with Lipschitz constant K or K-Lipschitz functions. We are now prepared to present our limit-free curvature formula.

Theorem 2.1 (Curvature via the Laplacian). Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph and let x ≠ y be vertices. Then, κ(x, y) = inf f∈Lip(1)∩C_c(V ) ∇_{yx}f=1 ∇_{xy}Δf.

Proof. By definition, one has

W (m^ε_x, m^ε_y) = sup_{f∈Lip(1)} ∑ z f(z)(m^ε_y(z) − m^ε_x(z)) = sup f∈Lip(1) [(f(y) + εΔf(y)) − (f(x) + εΔf(x))] = d(x, y) sup_{f∈Lip(1)} ∇_{yx}(f + εΔf). Hence, 1 ε κ_ε(x, y) = 1 ε ( 1 − W (m^ε_x, m^ε_y) d(x, y) )

= 1 ε ( inf f∈Lip(1) (1 − ∇_{yx}(f + εΔf)) )

= inf f∈Lip(1) ( 1 ε (1 − ∇_{yx}f) + ∇_{xy}Δf )

≤ inf f∈Lip(1)∩C_c (V ) ∇_{yx}f=1 ∇_{xy}Δf

To prove the other inequality, we first show the existence of a minimizer f_ε ∈ Lip(1)∩C_c(V ) of the expression^1_ε (1 − ∇_{yx}f) + ∇_{xy}Δf found above for every ε > 0 satisfying f_ε(x) = 0. This follows as, for every f ∈ Lip(1), we construct ~f ∈ Lip(1) supported on B_{2r}(x) with r := d(x, y) + 1 which satisfies 1 ε (1 − ∇_{yx}f) + ∇_{xy}Δf = 1 ε (1 − ∇_{yx} ~f) + ∇_{xy}Δ ~f. (2.1) 7

By adding a constant to f, we can assume that f(x) = 0. This yields that |f(z)| ≤ r for all z ∈ B_1(x) ∪ B_1(y) since f ∈ Lip(1). Let ϕ : V → R be given by ϕ(z) = [r ∧ (2r − d(x, z))]_+ .

Observe that ϕ(z) = r for all z ∈ B_1(x) ∪ B_1(y). Therefore, ~f := −ϕ ∨ f ∧ ϕ satisfies (2.1) as it agrees with f on B_1(x) ∪ B_1(y). Moreover, ϕ and thus ~f are supported on B_{2r}(x). This construction of ~f shows that we can restrict the infimum to functions supported on the compact set B_{2r}(x) which yields the existence of a minimizer f_ε with f_ε(x) = 0 for all ε > 0 due to continuity.

Due to the compactness of B_{2r}(x) and since f_ε(x) = 0 and f_ε ∈ Lip(1) for all ε > 0, there exists a sequence ε_n → 0 such that f_0 := lim_{n→∞} f_{εn} exists. Since^1_ε κ_ε(x, y) = 1 ε (1 − ∇_{yx}f_ε) + ∇_{xy}Δf_ε and lim_{ε→0}+^1_ε κ_ε(x, y) exists, we get that ∇_{yx}f_ε → 1 as ε → 0^+. Therefore, f_0 ∈ Lip(1) ∩ C_c(V ), ∇_{yx}f_0 = 1 and since ∇_{yx}f_ε ≤ 1, we get

κ(x, y) = lim_{ε→0+} 1 ε (1 − ∇_{yx}f_ε) + ∇_{xy}Δf_ε ≥ lim_{n→∞} ∇_{xy}Δf_{εn} = ∇_{xy}Δf_0 ≥ inf f∈Lip(1)∩C_c (V ) ∇_{yx}f=1 ∇_{xy}Δf.

Putting together the upper and lower estimates yields κ(x, y) = inf f∈Lip(1)∩C_c(V ) ∇_{yx}f=1 ∇_{xy}Δf as desired. □

Following [BM15, Lemma 2.2], it suffices to optimize over all integer valued Lipschitz functions f which yields the following corollary.

Corollary 2.2. Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph and let x ≠ y be vertices. Then, κ(x, y) = inf f:B_1(x)∪B_1(y)→Z f∈Lip(1) ∇_{yx}f=1 ∇_{xy}Δf

Moreover, on combinatorial graphs, the curvature κ(x, y) is integer valued for all x ∼ y.

Proof. The proof of the first part follows [BM15, Lemma 2.2]. For the integrality of the curvature in the case of combinatorial graphs, observe that ∇_{xy}Δf ∈ Z whenever f is integer valued, x ∼ y and Δ is the combinatorial graph Laplacian. □

We now explicitly calculate the curvature of large girth graphs in our setting by using Theorem 2.1.

Example 2.3. Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph and let x ∼ y be vertices. Suppose that the edge (x, y) is not contained in any 3-,4- or 5-cycles. Then, an optimal 1-Lipschitz function f is given by an extension of

f(z) = 0 : z ∼ x and z ≠ y 1 : z = x 2 : z = y 3 : z ∼ y and z ≠ x 8

yielding the curvature κ(x, y) = 2w(x, y) ( 1 m(x) + 1 m(y) ) − Deg(x) − Deg(y).

We now give another limit-free expression of our extension of Lin-Lu-Yau’s Ollivier curvature via transport costs.

Proposition 2.4 (Curvature via transport cost). Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph and let x_0 ≠ y_0 be vertices. Then,

κ(x_0, y_0) = sup_ρ ∑ x∈B_1(x_0) y∈B_1(y_0) ρ(x, y) [ 1 − d(x, y) d(x_0, y_0) ] (2.2)

where the supremum is taken over all ρ : B_1(x_0) × B_1(y_0) → [0, ∞) such that ∑ y∈B_1(y_0) ρ(x, y) = w(x_0, x) m(x_0) for all x ∈ S_1(x_0) and

(2.3) ∑ x∈B_1(x_0) ρ(x, y) = w(y_0, y) m(y_0) for all y ∈ S_1(y_0).

(2.4)

Remark 2.5. We remark that ρ is defined on balls, but we only require the coupling property on spheres. We additionally do not assume anything concerning ∑ x,y ρ(x, y). Proof. We will write

F (ρ) = ∑ x∈B_1(x_0) ∑ y∈B_1(y_0) ρ(x, y) [ 1 − d(x, y) d(x_0, y_0) ]

for any coupling ρ. We wish to show that κ(x_0, y_0) = sup_ρ F (ρ) where the supremum is taken over all couplings ρ satisfying (2.3) and (2.4). Using that ∑ x,y ρ(x, y) = 1 for all couplings considered in the transport definition of W , we have

κ_ε(x_0, y_0) = 1 −

W (m^ε_{x0} , m^ε_{y0} ) d(x_0, y_0)

= 1 − inf_ρ ∑ x,y ρ(x, y)d(x, y) d(x_0, y_0)

= sup_ρ F (ρ)

where the supremum is taken over all ρ : B_1(x_0) × B_1(y_0) → [0, ∞) such that ∑ y∈B_1 (y_0)

ρ(x, y) = m^ε_{x0} (x) = 1_x(x_0) + εΔ1_x(x_0) for all x ∈ B_1(x_0) and ∑ x∈B_1(x_0)

ρ(x, y) = m^ε_{y0} (y) = 1_y(y_0) + εΔ1_y(y_0) for all y ∈ B_1(y_0).

Dividing ρ by ε yields 1 ε κ_ε(x_0, y_0) = 1 ε ( 1 − W (m^ε_{x0} , m^ε_{y0} ) d(x_0, y_0) ) = sup_ρ F (ρ)

with the supremum taken over all ρ : B_1(x_0) × B_1(y_0) → [0, ∞) such that ∑ y∈B_1(y_0) ρ(x, y) = 1 ε 1_x(x_0) + Δ1_x(x_0) for all x ∈ B_1(x_0) and

(2.5) ∑ x∈B_1(x_0) ρ(x, y) = 1 ε 1_y(y_0) + Δ1_y(y_0) for all y ∈ B_1(y_0).

(2.6)

We remark that (2.3) and (2.4) hold for all ρ satisfying (2.5) and (2.6) as Δ1_x(x_0) =^{w(x0,x)}_{m(x0)} for x ≠ x_0. Therefore,^1_ε κ_ε(x_0, y_0) is less than or equal to the right hand side of (2.2). We now show that if we modify ρ satisfying (2.3) and (2.4) appropriately, then the value of F (ρ) in the right hand side of (2.2) does not change and the modified ρ satisfies (2.5) and (2.6) which will show that^1_ε κ_ε(x_0, y_0) is larger than or equal to the right hand side of (2.2) for small ε.

Suppose that ρ satisfies (2.3) and (2.4). We define

ρ_ε(x, y) := ρ(x, y) + 1_x(x_0)1_y(y_0) ( 1 ε − ∑ u,v ρ(u, v) )

which is non-negative if ε is small. We observe that

F (ρ) = ∑ x,y ρ(x, y) [ 1 − d(x, y) d(x_0, y_0) ] = ∑ x,y ρ_ε(x, y) [ 1 − d(x, y) d(x_0, y_0) ] = F (ρ_ε)

since ρ_ε(x, y) and ρ(x, y) only differ at (x_0, y_0) where the latter factor in the sums vanishes. Moreover, ∑ x∈B_1(x_0) ∑ y∈B_1(y_0) ρ_ε(x, y) = 1 ε .

We now show that ρ_ε satisfies (2.5). Since^1_ε 1_x(x_0) = 0 on S_1(x_0), we see that (2.3) implies (2.5) for x ∈ S_1(x_0). For the remaining case x = x_0, equation (2.5) follows since by (2.3), ∑ y∈B_1(y_0)

ρ_ε(x_0, y) = 1 ε − ∑ x∈S_1(x_0) ∑ y∈B_1(y_0) ρ(x, y) = 1 ε − ∑ x∈S_1(x_0) w(x_0, x) m(x_0) = 1 ε + Δ1_{x0} (x_0).

Due to an analogous argument, ρ_ε also satisfies (2.6). Putting everything together proves that^1_ε κ_ε(x_0, y_0) equals the right hand side of (2.2) for small ε. Taking ε → 0^+ finishes the proof. □

2.2. Ollivier curvature on combinatorial graphs. We now show how the transport cost expression for the curvature simplifies on combinatorial graphs. We first describe the curvature on combinatorial graphs intuitively. We note how this case complements Example 2.3 which considered the case of graphs with no cycles.

• Given an edge x ∼ y, we have initial curvature κ(x, y) = 2. • Every triangle containing x, y increases κ(x, y) by one. • Adding 4-cycles containing x, y does not change κ(x, y). • Adding 5-cycles containing x, y decreases κ(x, y) by one. • Every additional neighbor of both x and y decreases κ(x, y) by one.

The following theorem gives a precise expression for the curvature of combinatorial graphs making the above intuition explicit.

Theorem 2.6 (Transport and combinatorial graphs). Let G = (V, w, m) be a combinatorial graph and let x_0 ∼ y_0 be adjacent vertices. Let B_{x0y0} := B_1(x_0) ∩ B_1(y_0), B^{y0}_{x0} := B_1(x_0) \ B_1(y_0) and B^{x0}_{y0} := B_1(y_0) \ B_1(x_0). Let Φ_{x0y0} := {ϕ : D(ϕ) ⊆ B^{y0}_{x0} → R(ϕ) ⊆ B^{x0}_{y0} : ϕ bijective}. For ϕ ∈ Φ_{x0y0} write D(ϕ)^c := B^{y0}_{x0} \ D(ϕ) and R(ϕ)^c := B^{x0}_{y0} \ R(ϕ). Then,

κ(x_0, y_0) = #B_{x0y0} − inf_{ϕ∈Φx0y0}

#D(ϕ)^c + #R(ϕ)^c + ∑ x∈D(ϕ) [d(x, ϕ(x)) − 1] . 10

We remark that Φ_{x0y0} ≠ ∅ since Φ_{x0y0} always contains the empty function.

x_0y_0S_1(x_0) ∩ S_1(y_0) B_{x0y0} D(ϕ) D(ϕ)^c B^{y0}_{x0} R(ϕ)R(ϕ)^cB^{x0}_{y0} ϕ

Figure 1. The figure is a scheme of the terms used in Theorem 2.6 providing a simple method to compute the curvature for combinatorial graphs.

To prove the theorem, we first show that the coupling function ρ which gives κ(x_0, y_0) via the expression found in Proposition 2.4 can be assumed to be integer valued for combinatorial graphs. As in the proof of Proposition 2.4 and since we assume that x_0 ∼ y_0, we let F (ρ) = ∑ x,y ρ(x, y)(1 − d(x, y)) for ρ : B_1(x_0) × B_1(y_0) → [0, ∞). We note that in the case of combinatorial graphs, (2.3) and (2.4) become

(2.7) ∑ y∈B_1(y_0)

ρ(x, y) = 1 ∀x ∼ x_0 and ∑ x∈B_1(x_0) ρ(x, y) = 1 ∀y ∼ y_0. In particular, as we assume that x_0 ∼ y_0, we have ∑ x ρ(x, x_0) = ∑ y ρ(y_0, y) = 1.

Lemma 2.7. Let G = (V, w, m) be a combinatorial graph and let x_0 ∼ y_0. Then, there exists ρ : B_1(x_0) × B_1(y_0) → {0, 1} satisfying (2.7) such that κ(x_0, y_0) = F (ρ). Furthermore, ρ can be chosen to satisfy ρ(z, z) = 1 for all z ∈ B_{x0y0} .

Proof. We first show that ρ can be chosen to take values in {0, 1}. Suppose not. Let ρ be a coupling which satisfies (2.7) such that κ(x_0, y_0) = F (ρ) and so that ρ has the minimal number of non-{0, 1} entries. Denote by

M = {(x, y) ∈ B_1(x_0) × B_1(y_0) : ρ(x, y) /∈ {0, 1}}.

By assumption M ≠ ∅. We first note that (x_0, y_0) ∉ M as, if (x_0, y_0) ∈ M, then we could replace ρ by a coupling whose value at (x_0, y_0) is 0 without changing the value of F (ρ).

By using (2.7) repeatedly, we can then construct a maximal sequence S = ((x_A, y_A), . . . , (x_B , y_B)) in M with B ≥ A ≥ 0 which has the following properties:

(1) x_{2n+1} = x_{2n} ≠ x_k for all k /∈ {2n, 2n + 1}. (2) y_{2n} = y_{2n−1} ≠ y_k for all k /∈ {2n, 2n − 1}.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that either x_B = x_{B−1} or A = B.

Now, suppose that y_B ≠ y_0. Then, by (2.7) there exists (x_{B+1}, y_B) ∈ M with x_{B+1} ≠ x_B since ∑ x ρ(x, y_B ) = 1. Due to the maximality of S, we cannot add (x_{B+1}, y_B ) to S and the only possible reason for this is that there exists A^′ < B with x_A′ = 11

x_{B+1} where we choose A^′ to be maximal. In this case, we replace S by the loop L = ((x_A′ , y_A′ ), . . . , (x_B , y_B ), (x_{B+1}, y_B )). We proceed analogously if y_B = y_0 and x_A ≠ x_0 and replace S by the loop L = ((x_{A−1}, y_A), . . . , (x_B′ , y_B′ )). In case we do not replace S by a loop, the sequence starts with (x_0, y_A) or (x_A, y_0) and ends with (x_0, y_B ) or (x_B , y_0).

Given a sequence S or a loop L as constructed above, we can change ρ on S or L while preserving (2.7). We do this by letting ρ_C (x_n, y_n) := ρ(x_n, y_n) + C(−1)^n and ρ_C (x, y) := ρ(x, y) otherwise. It is easy to check that (2.7) also holds for ρ_C . The objective function F is linear. Therefore, F (ρ_C ) ≥ F (ρ) for all negative or all positive C. Without loss of generality, we assume that F (ρ_C ) ≥ F (ρ) for all positive C. We choose C maximal such that ρ_C ≥ 0. Then, there exists (x, y) in the sequence with ρ_C (x, y) = ρ(x, y) − C = 0 so that ρ_C (x, y) ∈ {0, 1} but ρ(x, y) /∈ {0, 1}. This contradicts the minimality of the number of {0, 1} entries of ρ. The contradiction finishes the proof of the first part of the statement.

We now show the furthermore statement, that is, that ρ can additionally be chosen so that ρ(z, z) = 1 for all z ∈ B_{x0y0} = B_1(x_0) ∩ B_1(y_0). Suppose that ρ(z, z) ≠ 1 for some z ∈ B_{x0y0} . Then, ρ(z, z) = 0.

Case 1. We first assume that z ∈ S_1(x_0) ∩ S_1(y_0). Then, there exists x_z ∈ B_1(x_0) and y_z ∈ B_1(y_0) with ρ(x_z, z) = 1 = ρ(z, y_z) and thus ρ(x_z, y_z) = 0 by (2.7). Define ~ρ(z, z) = ~ρ(x_z, y_z) = 1 and ~ρ(x_z, z) = ~ρ(z, y_z ) = 0 and ~ρ(x, y) = ρ(x, y) otherwise. Then, ~ρ also satisfies (2.7). Moreover, F (ρ̃) = F (ρ) + d(x_z, z) + d(z, y_z) − d(x_z, y_z) ≥ F (ρ).

Case 2. If z = x_0, there exists x_z ∼ x_0 with ρ(x_z , x_0) = 1. Now, set ~ρ(x_0, x_0) = ~ρ(x_z, y_0) = 1 and ~ρ(x_z, x_0) = 0 and ~ρ(x, y) = ρ(x, y) otherwise. Then, ~ρ also satisfies (2.7). Moreover, F (ρ̃) = F (ρ) + 2 − d(x_z , y_0) ≥ F (ρ). An analogous argument works in the case z = y_0.

Therefore, in both cases, ~ρ is also a {0, 1}-valued function satisfying (2.7) such that κ(x_0, y_0) = F (~ρ) and ~ρ(z, z) = 0. Repeating the argument yields the existence of a ~ρ such that ~ρ(z, z) = 1 for all z ∈ B_{x0y0} . □

Remark 2.8. One can also prove the integrality of the transport function ρ in Lemma 2.7 by using the theory of linear programming. In particular, the constraint matrix is a submatrix of the constraint matrix of a classical assignment problem and, therefore, totally unimodular. By standard theory and due to the integrality of all parameters, this implies the existence of an integral optimal solution ρ.

We are now prepared to prove Theorem 2.6 expressing the curvature for combinatorial graphs via transport costs.

Proof of Theorem 2.6. Due to Lemma 2.7, we can assume that the optimizing function ρ satisfying (2.7) and κ(x_0, y_0) = F (ρ) = ∑ x,y ρ(x, y)(1 − d(x, y)) takes values in {0, 1} and satisfies ρ(z, z) = 1 for all z ∈ B_{x0y0} . Therefore, ρ(x, x_0) = 0 for all x ∼ x_0, ρ(y_0, y) = 0 for all y ∼ y_0 and ρ(z, y) = ρ(x, z) = 0 for all z ∈ S_1(x_0) ∩ S_1(y_0) where x, y ≠ z. Thus,

F (ρ) = ∑ x,y ρ(x, y)(1 − d(x, y)) = ∑ x≠x_0,y≠y_0 ρ(x, y)(1 − d(x, y)) + ρ(x_0, x_0) − ∑ y∈B^{x0}_{y0} ρ(x_0, y) + ρ(y_0, y_0) − ∑ x∈B^{y0}_{x0} ρ(x, y_0) = #B_{x0y0} − ∑ x∈B^{y0}_{x0} ρ(x, y_0) − ∑ y∈B^{x0}_{y0} ρ(x_0, y) + ∑ x∈B^{y0}_{x0} ,y∈B^{x0}_{y0} ρ(x, y)(1 − d(x, y)).

If x ∈ B^{y0}_{x0} , then x ∼ x_0 so that ∑ y ρ(x, y) = 1 by (2.7). Therefore, as ρ(x, z) = 0 for all z ∈ S_1(x_0) ∩ S_1(y_0), either ρ(x, y_0) = 1 or there exists a unique y ∈ B^{x0}_{y0} such that 12

ρ(x, y) = 1. In the second case, y ∈ B^{x0}_{y0} is unique as ∑ x ρ(x, y) = 1 by (2.7). Hence, ρ can be uniquely associated with a bijection ϕ_ρ ∈ Φ_{x0y0} by letting

D(ϕ_ρ) = {x ∈ B^{y0}_{x0} : there exists a unique y ∈ B^{x0}_{y0} such that ρ(x, y) = 1} and ϕ_ρ(x) = y for x ∈ D(ϕ).

Note, by the dichotomy above, that D(ϕ_ρ)^c = {x ∈ B^{y0}_{x0} : ρ(x, y_0) = 1} and R(ϕ_ρ)^c = {y ∈ B^{x0}_{y0} : ρ(x_0, y) = 1}. Therefore,

κ(x_0, y_0) = F (ρ) = #B_{x0y0} −

#D(ϕ_ρ)^c + #R(ϕ_ρ)^c + ∑ x∈D(ϕ_ρ) [d(x, ϕ_ρ(x)) − 1]

≤ #B_{x0y0} − inf_{ϕ∈Φx0y0} #D(ϕ)^c + #R(ϕ)^c + ∑ x∈D(ϕ) [d(x, ϕ(x)) − 1] . On the other hand, if ϕ ∈ Φ_{x0y0} , we can reverse the process above to define ρ_ϕ : B_1(x_0) × B_1(y_0) → {0, 1} by letting ρ_ϕ(z, z) = 1 for all z ∈ B_{x0y0} , ρ_ϕ(x, ϕ(x)) = 1 for all x ∈ D(ϕ), ρ_ϕ(x, y_0) = 1 for all x ∈ D(ϕ)^c, ρ(x_0, y) = 1 for all y ∈ R(ϕ)^c and ρ_ϕ(x, y) = 0 otherwise. As above, it follows that ρ_ϕ satisfies (2.7) and that F (ρ_ϕ) = #B_{x0y0} − ( #D(ϕ)^c + #R(ϕ)^c + ∑ x∈D(ϕ)[d(x, ϕ(x)) − 1] ) . Therefore,

κ(x_0, y_0) = sup_ρ F (ρ) ≥ F (ρ_ϕ) = #B_{x0y0} −

#D(ϕ)^c + #R(ϕ)^c + ∑ x∈D(ϕ) [d(x, ϕ(x)) − 1] for all ϕ ∈ Φ_{x0y0} . Combining the two inequalities completes the proof. □

2.3. Ollivier curvature on birth-death chains. The curvature of birth-death chains is easy to compute. Moreover, as we will see later, many problems of interest concerning Ollivier curvature can be reduced to the case of birth-death chains. Definition 2.9. A graph G = (N_0 , w, m) is called a birth-death chain if w(m, n) = 0 whenever |m − n| ≠ 1.

Theorem 2.10 (Curvature of a birth-death chain). Let G = (N_0 , w, m) be a birth-death chain and let f(r) := d(0, r) = r. Then for 0 ≤ r < R, κ(r, R) = ∇_{rR}Δf = Δf(r) − Δf(R) R − r = w(r, r + 1) − w(r, r − 1) (R − r)m(r) − w(R, R + 1) − w(R, R − 1) (R − r)m(R) where we set w(r, r − 1) := 0 if r = 0.

Proof. The last equality is a straightforward computation. We now prove the first equality. Due to Theorem 2.1, as f ∈ Lip(1) and ∇_{Rr}f = 1, it is clear that κ(r, R) ≤ ∇_{rR}Δf = Δf(r) − Δf(R) R − r . We will now show the other inequality to complete the proof. Let g ∈ Lip(1) be such that ∇_{Rr}g = 1, i.e., g(R) − g(r) = R − r. Therefore, g(n + 1) − g(n) = 1 for all r ≤ n ≤ R − 1 so that, in particular, g(r+1)−g(r) = 1 = g(R)−g(R−1). Moreover, a := g(r)−g(r−1) ≤ 1 and b := g(R + 1) − g(R) ≤ 1 since g ∈ Lip(1). As m(r)Δg(r) = w(r, r + 1) − aw(r, r − 1) ≥ m(r)Δf(r) 13

and m(R)Δg(R) = bw(R, R + 1) − w(R, R − 1) ≤ m(R)Δf(R) it follows that Δg(r) − Δg(R) R − r ≥ Δf(r) − Δf(R) R − r . Therefore, Theorem 2.1 yields that κ(r, R) ≥ Δf(r) − Δf(R) R − r which implies the claim of the theorem. □

Remark 2.11. We note that it is easy to see from the above that κ(0, r) = 1 r r−1∑ n=0 κ(n, n + 1). In particular, κ(r − 1, r) = K if and only if κ(0, r) = K for all r ≥ 1.

3. Gradient estimates

Our proof of the gradient estimate of the semigroup under a Ricci curvature bound deeply relies on the maximum principle which requires taking maxima over compact sets. For applying this technique to infinite, and hence, non-compact graphs, we employ a cutoff method. However, standard cutoff techniques like taking Dirichlet boundary conditions on a finite subgraph do not work since the gradient of a function may leave the subgraph. Also cutting off with a finitely supported function after taking the semigroup appears to be not successful since we do not have control over the semigroup before taking the cutoff. The idea to overcome these difficulties is to deeply intertwine the semigroup with a finitely supported cutoff function. We call this the perpetual cutoff method which will result in a non-linear cutoff semigroup whose general properties we first develop below. For general theory on non-linear semigroups, see e.g. [Bar76; Kat67; Miy92]. We will then apply this general theory to prove our main characterization which connects a lower Ricci curvature bound with a gradient decay of the semigroup.

3.1. The perpetual cutoff method. The intuition of the non-linear cutoff semigroup presented below is that it behaves exactly as the heat semigroup whenever the heat does not surpass the cutoff threshold. The name perpetual cutoff method comes from the fact that the cutoff threshold is not only applied once, but perpetually for all times t > 0.

Definition 3.1 (Cutoff semigroup). Let ϕ ∈ C_c(V ) be a non-negative function and let f ∈ [0, ϕ] := {g ∈ C_c(V ) : 0 ≤ g ≤ ϕ}. For t ≥ 0, we define Q^ϕ_t f := P_tf ∧ ϕ and the cutoff semigroup P^ϕ_t f := inf t_1+...+t_n=t Q^ϕ_{t1} . . . Q^ϕ_{tn} f. We note, by checking cases, that Q^ϕ_t Q^ϕ_s ≤ Q^ϕ_{t+s} and, as P_t is positivity preserving, the infimum exists.

Let W ⊂ V be finite. We will show that P^ϕ_t f is a generalization of the semigroup e^{tΔW} with Δ_W f := 1_W Δ(1_W f) corresponding to the Dirichlet problem ∂_tu = Δu on W and 14

u = 0 on V \ W . In particular, P^ϕ_t = e^{tΔW} when we take ϕ = 1_W as the cutoff function. Furthermore, P^ϕ_t solves the heat equation at all vertices x where P^ϕ_t (x) < ϕ(x). We collect these and some other useful properties of P^ϕ_t in the following theorem. We write

∂^±_t G(t) := lim sup_{h→0±} G(t + h) − G(t) h and ∂^±_t G(t) := lim inf_{h→0±} G(t + h) − G(t) h for a function G depending on t.

Theorem 3.2 (Properties of the cutoff semigroup). Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph and let ϕ ∈ C_c(V ) be non-negative. The family P^ϕ_t : [0, ϕ] → [0, ϕ] is a nonlinear contraction semigroup with respect to ‖ · ‖_p for all p ∈ [1, ∞] and t ≥ 0. In particular, for f, g ∈ [0, ϕ] and s, t ≥ 0, we have:

(i) P^ϕ_t P^ϕ_s = P^ϕ_{t+s}, (ii) ‖P^ϕ_t f − P^ϕ_t g‖_p ≤ ‖f − g‖_p, (iii) P^ϕ_0 f = f, (iv) P^ϕ_t f ≥ P^ψ_t g whenever ϕ ≥ ψ ≥ f ≥ g, (v) e^{−t Deg}f ≤ P^ϕ_t f ≤ P_tf, (vi) P^ϕ_t f is Lipschitz in t, (vii) ∂^±_t P^ϕ_t f ≤ ΔP^ϕ_t f, (viii) ∂_tP^ϕ_t f(x) = ΔP^ϕ_t f(x) whenever P^ϕ_t f(x) < ϕ(x), (ix) P^ϕ_t f = e^{tΔW} f whenever ϕ = 1_W for W ⊂ V finite.

Proof. By definition, Q^ϕ_t maps [0, ϕ] to [0, ϕ], and so does P^ϕ_t . We prove the semigroup property (i) by observing that P^ϕ_t P^ϕ_s f = inf_{t1+...+tn=t} Q^ϕ_{t1} . . . Q^ϕ_{tn} inf_{s1+...+sm=s} Q^ϕ_{s1} . . . Q^ϕ_{sm} f = inf_{t1+...+tn=t} s_1+...+s_m=s Q^ϕ_{t1} . . . Q^ϕ_{tn} Q^ϕ_{s1} . . . Q^ϕ_{sm} = inf t_1+...+t_{n+m}=t+s Q^ϕ_{t1} . . . Q^ϕ_{tn+m} f = P^ϕ_{t+s}f. where the second equality follows from the montone convergence of Q^ϕ_t and the third equality follows from Q^ϕ_t Q^ϕ_s f ≤ Q^ϕ_{t+s}f.

To prove the contraction property (ii), observe that for p ∈ [1, ∞], P_t is contracting on ℓ^p(V, m) so that ‖Q^ϕ_t f − Q^ϕ_t g‖_p ≤ ‖P_tf − P_tg‖_p ≤ ‖f − g‖_p implying that ‖P^ϕ_t f − P^ϕ_t g‖_p ≤ ‖f − g‖_p. It is clear that P^ϕ_0 f = f since f ≤ ϕ. This proves (iii).

To prove (iv), observe that Q^ϕ_t f ≥ Q^ψ_t g whenever ϕ ≥ ψ ≥ f ≥ g as P_t is positivity preserving. This property is immediately transmitted to P^ϕ_t . To prove (v), i.e., the lower and upper estimate of P^ϕ_t f, we use e^{−t Deg}f ≤ Q^ϕ_t f ≤ P_tf 15

which implies that e^{−t Deg}f ≤ P^ϕ_t f ≤ P_tf. as desired.

By using the estimates directly above and applying Taylor’s theorem to P_tf at t = 0, we can deduce the existence of a constant C_ϕ > 0 such that for all f ∈ [0, ϕ] and t ≥ 0, −C_ϕt ≤ 1_{supp ϕ}(e^{−t Deg} − 1)f ≤ P^ϕ_t f − f ≤ 1_{supp ϕ}(P_t − 1)f ≤ C_ϕt

implying that P^ϕ_t f is Lipschitz in t by using the semigroup property (i), thus proving (vi). Furthermore, due to Taylor’s theorem again, there exists a constant C^′_ϕ > 0, such that for all t > 0 and all f ∈ [0, ϕ], 1 t ( P^ϕ_t f − f ) ≤ 1_{supp ϕ} 1 t (P_tf − f) ≤ Δf + C^′_ϕt since 1_{supp ϕ}Δf ≤ Δf for f ∈ [0, ϕ]. This directly implies that

∂^+_t P^ϕ_t f = lim sup_{ε→0+} 1 ε ( P^ϕ_ε P^ϕ_t f − P^ϕ_t f ) ≤ ΔP^ϕ_t f by using the semigroup property and the fact that P^ϕ_t f ∈ [0, ϕ]. Similarly,

∂^−_t P^ϕ_t f = lim sup_{ε→0−} 1 −ε ( P^ϕ_{−ε}P^ϕ_{t+ε}f − P^ϕ_{t+ε}f ) ≤ lim sup ε→0^− ( ΔP^ϕ_{t+ε}f − C^′_ϕε ) = ΔP^ϕ_t f.

Putting these two inequalities together yields (vii). In order to do prove (viii), we first define Δ^x : C(V ) → C(V ) via

Δ^xf(y) := { Δf(x) if y = x − Deg(y)f(y) otherwise and let P^x_t := e^{tΔx} . We remark that Δ^x is an asymmetrization of Δ and that P^x_t u does not give a solution to the Dirichlet problem ∂_tu(x) = Δu(x) and u = 0 on V \ {x}. We also note that P^x_t is positivity preserving.

Lemma 3.3. Let t > 0 and let f ∈ [0, ϕ]. If P_sf(x) ≤ ϕ(x) for 0 ≤ s ≤ t, then P^x_t f ≤ P^ϕ_t f. Proof. Obviously, P^x_s f ≤ P_sf. Observe that P^x_s f ≤ ϕ since P^x_s f(y) = e^{−s Deg(y)}f(y) ≤ f(y) ≤ ϕ(y) for y ≠ x and since P^x_s f(x) = P_sf(x) ≤ ϕ(x) by assumption. Hence, P^x_t f ≤ Q^ϕ_t f. Induction over n for s_1 + . . . + s_n = t yields P^x_t f = P^x_{s1+...+sn} f = P^x_{s1} . . . P^x_{sn} f ≤ Q^ϕ_{s1} . . . Q^ϕ_{sn} f ≤ Q^ϕ_t f. Taking the infimum over all such s_1, . . . , s_n finishes the proof of the lemma. □

We now prove (viii). Since we already proved (vii), it suffices to show that ∂^±_t P^ϕ_t f(x) ≥ ΔP^ϕ_t f(x). whenever P^ϕ_t f(x) < ϕ(x).

Due to Taylor’s theorem with Lagrange remainder term, there exists a constant C^{′′}_ϕ > 0 such that for all g ∈ [0, ϕ] and all ε ∈ (0, t], there exists δ ∈ [0, ε] such that 1 ε (P^x_ε g − g)(x) = Δ^xg(x) + ε 2 ∂^2_s P^x_s g(x)|_{s=δ} ≥ Δg(x) − C^{′′}_ϕε. (3.1) since ∂^2_s P^x_s g(x) = Δ^xΔ^xP^x_s g(x) is uniformly bounded on [0, t] × [0, ϕ] and x is fixed.

Choose g = P^ϕ_t f. Since we have assumed that g(x) = P^ϕ_t f(x) < ϕ(x), by continuity of P_s, there exists ε ∈ (0, t] such that P_sg(x) ≤ ϕ(x) for all s ∈ [0, ε]. By Lemma 3.3, we then have that P^x_ε g ≤ P^ϕ_ε g proving that ∂^+_t P^ϕ_t f(x) ≥ ΔP^ϕ_t f(x) by using (3.1). We next prove the same inequality for the left derivative.

We note that for ε < 0 small enough, we have that P^ϕ_{t+ε}f(x) < ϕ(x) so by using continuity of P_s as above, we may apply Lemma 3.3 and (3.1) again to get

∂^−_t P^ϕ_t f(x) ≥ lim inf_{ε→0−} 1 −ε ( P^x_{−ε}P^ϕ_{t+ε}f(x) − P^ϕ_{t+ε}f(x) )

≥ lim inf ε→0^− ( ΔP^ϕ_{t+ε}f(x) − C^{′′}_ϕε ) = ΔP^ϕ_t f(x).

Putting this together with ∂^+_t P^ϕ_t f(x) ≥ ΔP^ϕ_t f(x) and (vii) yields (viii).

We finally prove (ix). Let ϕ = 1_W . First, we suppose that f ≤ 1 − ε. Then, P^ϕ_t f solves the Dirichlet problem ∂_tu = Δu on W and u = 0 on V \ W due to (viii) as P_sf(x) < 1 = 1_W (x) for x ∈ W and s ∈ [0, t] implies that P^ϕ_s f(x) < ϕ(x) for all x ∈ W . This shows that P^ϕ_t f = e^{tΔW} f since e^{tΔW} f is the unique solution to the Dirichlet problem.

For a general function f ∈ [0, ϕ], the claim follows by approximation since both P^ϕ_t and e^{tΔW} are contraction semigroups with respect to ‖ · ‖_∞. This proves (ix) and finishes the proof of the theorem. □

3.2. Cutoff semigroups and Ricci curvature. Using the above observations, we can deduce a Lipschitz decay of the cutoff semigroup under lower curvature bounds. We observe that the cutoff semigroup P^ϕ_t defined on [0, ϕ] = {g ∈ C_c(V ) : 0 ≤ g ≤ ϕ} canonically extends to functions f : V → [0, ∞) via P^ϕ_t f := P^ϕ_t (f ∧ ϕ). In particular, P^ϕ_0 f = f ∧ ϕ whenever we do not assume that f ≤ ϕ.

Lemma 3.4. Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph with Ric(G) ≥ K. Let f : V → [0, 1] be non-constant, T > 0 and ϕ : V → [0, 1] be compactly supported such that ‖∇ϕ‖_∞ < ‖∇f‖_∞(1 ∧ e^{−KT} ). Then, for t ∈ [0, T ], ‖∇P^ϕ_t f‖_∞ ≤ e^{−Kt}‖∇f‖_∞. Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that κ(x, y) > K for all x, y ∈ V instead of κ(x, y) ≥ K. Furthermore, as we assume that f is non-constant, it follows that ‖∇f‖_∞ > 0. For t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ V with x ∼ y we define F (t, x, y) := e^{Kt}∇_{yx}P^ϕ_t f. We aim to show that F ≤ ‖∇f‖_∞. Suppose not.

Since the support of P^ϕ_t f is contained in the finite support of ϕ, the continuous function F attains its maximum F_{max} at some (t_0, x_0, y_0) where y_0 is in the support of ϕ. Therefore, F (t_0, x_0, y_0) = F_{max} > ‖∇f‖_∞. Since F (0, x_0, y_0) = ∇_{y0x0} (f ∧ ϕ) ≤ ‖∇f‖_∞ ∨ ‖∇ϕ‖_∞ = ‖∇f‖_∞ < F (t_0, x_0, y_0), we obtain that t_0 > 0. Furthermore, observe that P^ϕ_{t0} f(x_0) < ϕ(x_0) 17

since otherwise ∇_{y0x0} P^ϕ_{t0} f ≤ ∇_{y0x0} ϕ < ‖∇f‖_∞(1 ∧ e^{−KT} ) ≤ ‖∇f‖_∞e^{−Kt0} which would imply that F (t_0, x_0, y_0) < ‖∇f‖_∞.

This yields ∂_tP^ϕ_t f(x_0)|_{t=t0} = ΔP^ϕ_{t0} f(x_0) due to Theorem 3.2 (viii). Moreover at y_0, Theorem 3.2 (vii) gives that ∂^−_t P^ϕ_t f(y_0)|_{t=t0} ≤ ΔP^ϕ_{t0} f(y_0). Subtracting yields ∂^−_t ∇_{x0y0} P^ϕ_t f|_{t=t0} ≥ ∇_{x0y0} ΔP^ϕ_{t0} f.

Observe that ‖∇P^ϕ_{t0} f‖_∞ ≤ F_{max}e^{−Kt0} and ∇_{y0x0} P^ϕ_{t0} f = F_{max}e^{−Kt0} due to maximality. Hence, due to Theorem 2.1, we get that F_{max}e^{−Kt0} · κ(x_0, y_0) ≤ ∇_{x0y0} P^ϕ_{t0} f. Therefore, by our curvature assumption,

∂^−_t ∇_{x0y0} P^ϕ_t f|_{t=t0} ≥ ∇_{x0y0} ΔP^ϕ_{t0} f ≥ F_{max}e^{−Kt0} · κ(x_0, y_0) > F_{max}e^{−Kt0} K. Thus, ∂^−_t F (t_0, x_0, y_0) = ∂^−_t ( e^{Kt}∇_{y0x0} P^ϕ_t f ) |_{t=t0} = KF_{max} − e^{Kt0} ∂^−_t ∇_{x0y0} P^ϕ_t f|_{t=t0} < KF_{max} − KF_{max} = 0.

Due to maximality in time of F at (t_0, x_0, y_0), since t_0 > 0, we have ∂^−_t F (t_0, x_0, y_0) ≥ 0 which contradicts the above inequality. Hence, F ≤ ‖∇f‖_∞ which finishes the proof. □ Lemma 3.5. Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph with Ric(G) ≥ K. Let f : V → [0, 1] be non-constant. Then, for all t > 0, ‖∇P_tf‖_∞ ≤ e^{−Kt}‖∇f‖_∞. Proof. Let T > 0. We prove the statement for all t ∈ [0, T ] which will prove the lemma. Let W_1 ⊂ W_2 ⊂ . . . be finite subsets of V such that ⋃ W_n = V . Let ϕ_n : V → [0, 1] be functions such that ϕ_n = 1 on W_n and such that ‖∇ϕ_n‖_∞ < ‖∇f‖_∞(1 ∧ e^{−KT} ). Let x ≠ y ∈ V and t ∈ [0, T ]. For all n ∈ N, Lemma 3.4 yields ∇_{xy}P^{ϕn}_t f ≤ e^{−Kt}‖∇f‖_∞. Due to Theorem 3.2 (ix), we have e^{tΔWn} = P^{1Wn}_t on [0, 1_{Wn} ], and since 1_{Wn} ≤ ϕ_n, Theorem 3.2 (iv) yields e^{tΔWn} f = P^{1Wn}_t f ≤ P^{ϕn}_t f ≤ P_tf. Since e^{tΔWn} f converges to P_tf pointwise as n → ∞, we infer that ∇_{xy}P_tf = lim_{n→∞} ∇_{xy}P^{ϕn}_t f ≤ e^{−Kt}‖∇f‖_∞. Now the claim follows immediately since x, y and t are arbitrary. □

Using semigroup methods, we can now show that a lower curvature bound implies stochastic completeness. We want to point out that we will later independently prove stochastic completeness under even weaker assumptions using the Laplacian comparison principle (see Theorem 4.11).

Lemma 3.6. If G = (V, w, m) is a graph with Ric(G) ≥ K, then G is stochastically complete.

Remark 3.7. We note that the proof closely follows the proof of stochastic completeness under a Bakry-Emery curvature bound in ([HL17, Theorem 1.2]). 18

Proof. Let η_i : V → [0, 1] be non-constant such that η_i → 1 pointwise and ‖∇η_i‖_∞ → 0 as i → ∞. Then for all x ≠ y and t > 0, Lemma 3.5 implies that ∇_{xy}P_t1 = lim_{i→∞} ∇_{xy}P_tη_i ≤ lim_{i→∞} e^{−Kt}‖∇η_i‖_∞ = 0. Hence, ‖∇P_t1‖_∞ = 0 which implies stochastic completeness as P_01 = 1. □

3.3. Semigroup characterization. Using Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 3.5, we now give a heat semigroup characterization of lower curvature bounds.

Theorem 3.8 (Gradient of the semigroup). Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph and let K ∈ R. The following statements are equivalent: (1) Ric(G) ≥ K. (2) For all f ∈ C_c(V ) and all t > 0 ‖∇P_tf‖_∞ ≤ e^{−Kt}‖∇f‖_∞. (3) For all f ∈ ℓ_∞(V ) and all t > 0 ‖∇P_tf‖_∞ ≤ e^{−Kt}‖∇f‖_∞. (4) G is stochastically complete and for all x, y ∈ V and all t > 0 W (p^x_t , p^y_t ) ≤ e^{−Kt}d(x, y) where p^x_t :=^m_{m(x)} P_t1_x denotes the heat kernel.

Remark 3.9. We note that stochastic completeness is needed to state (4) since the Wasserstein distance W is only defined on probability measures and p^x_t is a probability measure only in the case of stochastic completeness.

Proof. We first prove (3) ⇔ (4).

For all bounded 1−Lipschitz functions f, we have ∫ fdp^x_t − ∫ fdp^y_t = ∑ z∈V f(z) (p^x_t (z) − p^y_t (z)) = P_tf(x) − P_tf(y). (3.2)

By definition, assertion (4) is equivalent to ∫ fdp^x_t − ∫ fdp^y_t ≤ e^{−Kt}d(x, y) for all bounded Lipschitz functions which is equivalent to assertion (3) due to (3.2). It is also clear that (3) implies stochastic completeness by noting that (3) implies that ‖∇P_t1‖_∞ = 0. The implication (1) ⇒ (3) follows from Lemma 3.5 if f is non-constant and Lemma 3.6 if f is constant.

The implication (3) ⇒ (2) is trivial.

We finally prove (2) ⇒ (1). Fix x ∼ y ∈ V . By Theorem 2.1, it suffices to show that inf f∈Lip(1)∩C_c (V ) ∇_{yx}f=1 ∇_{xy}Δf ≥ K.

Let f ∈ Lip(1) ∩ C_c(V ) be such that ∇_{yx}f = 1. By assertion (2), we have ∇_{yx}P_tf ≤ e^{−Kt}. 19

Hence, by taking the time derivative at t = 0,

∇_{xy}Δf = −∂^+_t ∇_{yx}P_tf|_{t=0} = lim_{t→0+} 1 t (∇_{yx}f − ∇_{yx}P_tf) ≥ lim sup_{t→0+} 1 t ( 1 − e^{−Kt} ) = K which proves assertion (1) of the theorem since f is arbitrary. □

4. Laplacian comparison principle

The classical Laplacian comparison theorem on manifolds compares the Laplacian of the distance function on the manifold to that of a model space with constant curvature. This means, for a given Riemannian manifold M with Ricci curvature bounded from below by K and for the model space H with constant Ricci curvature K, one has Δ^M d(x^M_0 , ·) ≤ Δ^H d(x^H_0 , ·).

For a survey of comparison geometry of Ricci curvature on manifolds see [Zhu97]. We give a discrete analogue of the above theorem in the sense that we upper bound the Laplacian of the distance function. As a replacement of a model space, we will associate a birth-death chain to a given graph having the same sphere measure (see Section 4.1). We will also introduce a new quantity called the sphere curvature which depends only on the distance to a fixed vertex instead of considering all curvatures between neighbors. We first give a discrete Laplacian comparison principle without a model space by explicitly estimating Δd(x_0, ·). Even though the proof is a one-liner in light of Theorem 2.1, the following discrete Laplacian comparison theorem, and its extension to the case of decaying curvature, turns out to be a foundation of a variety of applications, such as results concerning stochastic completeness and improved diameter bounds. Theorem 4.1 (Laplacian comparison). Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph. Let x_0 ∈ V and suppose that κ(x_0, ·) ≥ K for some K ∈ R. Then, Δd(x_0, ·) ≤ Deg(x_0) − Kd(x_0, ·).

Proof. Let y ∈ V , y ≠ x_0, and set f := d(x_0, ·). Note that f ∈ Lip(1) and ∇_{yx0} f = 1 so that due to Theorem 2.1, we have K ≤ κ(x_0, y) ≤ ∇_{x0y}Δf = Δf(x_0) − Δf(y) d(x_0, y) = Deg(x_0) − Δf(y) d(x_0, y) . Rearranging yields the claim. □

We next give a Laplacian comparison principle for decaying curvature. To do so, we need to measure the minimal curvature in terms of the distance to some fixed vertex x_0. Definition 4.2 (Sphere curvatures). Let x_0 ∈ V be a fixed vertex. By abuse of notation, we denote S_r := S_r(x_0) and B_r := B_r(x_0). For r ≥ 1, we let the sphere curvatures be given by κ(r) := min_{y∈Sr} max_{x∈Sr−1} x∼y κ(x, y). Remark 4.3. We remark that κ(r) ≥ min_{x,y∈Br} κ(x, y) which describes the the curvature decay in a simpler way. However, for all of our results it will suffice to have a lower bound on κ(r). 20

Theorem 4.4 (Laplacian comparison and decaying curvature). Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph, x_0 ∈ V and f := d(x_0, ·). Then, Δf ≤ Φ(f) with

Φ(R) := Deg(x_0) − R∑ r=1 κ(r) for R ≥ 1 and Φ(0) = Deg(x_0). The inequality is sharp for birth-death chains where we take x_0 = 0 so that f(r) = d(0, r) = r.

Remark 4.5. Note, in particular, that if G is a graph with Ric(G) ≥ K and H is a birth-death chain with Ric(H) = K satisfying Deg_G(x_0) = Deg_H (0), then Δ^Gd(x_0, x) ≤ Δ^H d(0, R) for all x ∈ S_R. This makes the analogy to the statement concerning manifolds mentioned above precise.

Proof. We prove the result via induction over the radius R. The claim is clear for R = 0 since Δf(x_0) = Deg(x_0). Let R > 0 and let y ∈ S_R. Let x ∈ S_{R−1} with x ∼ y be such that κ(x, y) is maximal on {(z, y) | z ∈ S_{R−1}, z ∼ y}. Due to the definition of κ(R) and Theorem 2.1, we have κ(R) ≤ κ(x, y) ≤ ∇_{xy}Δf = Δf(x) − Δf(y). By the induction assumption, we have

Δf(x) ≤ Deg(x_0) − R−1∑ r=1 κ(r). Rearranging and combining these yields

Δf(y) ≤ Δf(x) − κ(R) ≤ Deg(x_0) − R∑ r=1 κ(r) which proves the first statement.

For birth-death chains, due to Theorem 2.10, we have for r ≥ 1, κ(r) = κ(r − 1, r) = Δf(r − 1) − Δf(r). Summing this up yields

Δf(R) = Deg(0) − R∑ r=1 Δf(r) = Φ(R) = Φ(f(R)).

for all R ≥ 1 which finishes the proof. □

4.1. Curvature comparison and associated birth-death chains. We now prove that the Laplacian comparison principle is compatible with the transition to birth-death chains. 21

Definition 4.6 (Associated birth-death chain). Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph with x_0 ∈ V called the root vertex and let S_r := S_r(x_0). We define the associated birth-death chain ~G = (N_0 , ~w, ~m) via ~m(r) := m(S_r) and ~w(r, r + 1) := w(S_r, S_{r+1}) := ∑ x∈S_r y∈S_{r+1} w(x, y).

Theorem 4.7 (Associated birth-death chain and Laplacian comparison). Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph, x_0 ∈ V and f := d(x_0, ·). Let ~G be the associated birth-death chain with Laplacian ~Δ and ~f := d(0, ·). Let Φ : N_0 → R be a function. Then, Δf ≤ Φ(f) implies ~Δ ~f ≤ Φ( ~f).

Proof. We first note that Δf(x_0) = Deg(x_0) = ~Deg(0) = ~Δ ~f(0).

Next, we let r ∈ N and integrate Δf ≤ Φ(f) over the sphere S_r := S_r(x_0). For x ∈ S_r, we note that m(x)Δf(x) = ∑ y∈S_{r+1} w(x, y) − ∑ y∈S_{r−1} w(x, y) ≤ m(x)Φ(r) so that Φ(r) ~m(r) = Φ(r)m(S_r) = ∑ x∈S_r Φ(r)m(x)

≥ ∑ x∈S_r ∑ y∈S_{r+1} w(x, y) − ∑ y∈S_{r−1} w(x, y) = ~w(r, r + 1) − ~w(r, r − 1). Hence, ~Δ ~f(r) = ~w(r, r + 1) − ~w(r, r − 1) ~m(r) ≤ Φ(r) = Φ( ~f(r)) which finishes the proof. □

Combining this with the sharp Laplacian comparison for birth-death chains allows us to compare the curvature between a graph and its associated birth-death chain. Corollary 4.8 (Associated birth-death chain and curvature comparison). Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph, x_0 ∈ V be a root vertex and κ(r) be the sphere curvatures with respect to x_0. Let ~G = (N_0 , ~w, ~m) be the associated birth-death chain with root vertex ~x_0 = 0 and sphere curvatures ~κ(r) = ~κ(r, r − 1). Then, R∑ r=1 ~κ(r) ≥ R∑ r=1 κ(r).

Proof. Let f := d(x_0, ·) on G and ~f := d(0, ·) on ~G. Let

Φ(R) := Deg(x_0) − R∑ r=1 κ(r) and ~Φ(R) := ~Deg(0) − R∑ r=1 ~κ(r). Due to Theorem 4.4, we have Δf ≤ Φ(f) and ~Δ ~f = ~Φ( ~f) Now, Theorems 4.7 yields ~Φ( ~f) = ~Δ ~f ≤ Φ( ~f) so that ~Φ(R) ≤ Φ(R). The fact that ~Deg(0) = Deg(x_0) completes the proof. □ One might be tempted to think that the sphere curvatures can also be compared without summation, i.e., ~κ(r) ≥ κ(r) for all r. But this turns out to be wrong as demonstrated by the following example.

Example 4.9 (Graph with ~κ(r) < κ(r) = 0). Let G = (Z, w, m) with root x_0 = 0 be given by w(z, z + 1) := m(z) := 2^z and w(m, n) = 0 if |m − n| ≠ 1. It is easy to see using the same techniques as in the proof of Theorem 2.10 that G has curvature κ(r) = κ(r − 1, r) = Δf(r − 1) − Δf(r) = 0 everywhere.

The associated birth-death chain ~G = (N_0 , ~w, ~m) is then given by ~w(n, n + 1) = 2^n + 2^{−n−1} for n ≥ 0 ~m(n) = 2^n + 2^{−n} for n ≥ 1 and ~m(0) = 1.

Let ~f := d(0, ·) on ~G. Thus, for n ≥ 1, ~Δ ~f(n) = ~w(n, n + 1) − ~w(n, n − 1) ~m(n) = 2^{n−1} − 2^{−n−1} 2^n + 2^{−n} which is strictly increasing in n. Hence for r ≥ 2, ~κ(r) = ~Δ ~f(r − 1) − ~Δ ~f(r) < 0. 4.2. Stochastic completeness. To prove stochastic completeness, we will use the Khas’minskii criterion on graphs established by Huang in [Hua11, Theorem 3.3] which we restate now using our notation.

Theorem 4.10 (Khas’minskii’s criterion). Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph. If there exists a non-negative function f ∈ C(V ) with f(x) → ∞ as Deg(x) → ∞ satisfying Δf ≤ Ψ(f) outside of a set of bounded vertex degree for some positive, increasing function Ψ ∈ C^1([0, ∞)) with ∫_∞ 0 dr Ψ(r) = ∞, then G is stochastically complete.

Combining the Laplacian comparison with the Khas’minskii’s criterion using f = d(x_0, ·) yields an optimal stochastic completeness result. Theorem 4.11 (Stochastic completeness).

(i) If G = (V, w, m) is a graph with κ(r) ≥ −C log r for some constant C > 0 and large r, then G is stochastically complete. 23

(ii) For ε > 0, let G_ε = (N_0 , w, m) be a birth-death chain with m ≡ 1 and

w(R, R + 1) = 1 + R∑ r=1 r∑ k=1 (log k)^{1+ε} .

Then G_ε is stochastically incomplete and satisfies κ(r) ≥ −(log r)^{1+ε} for all r ≥ 2.

Remark 4.12. We note that the second statement shows that the first statement is optimal in the sense that the decay rate − log r cannot be replaced by the faster decay rate −(log r)^{1+ε}.

Proof. For the proof of (i), let f := d(x_0, ·). Using the Laplacian comparison, Theorem 4.4, we have Δf ≤ Φ(f) with Φ(R) = Deg(x_0) − R∑ r=1 κ(r) ≤ Ψ(R) ∈ O(R log(R))

since −κ(r) ∈ O(log(R)), where Ψ ∈ C^1([0, ∞)) is some positive increasing function to which we can apply the Khas’minskii’s criterion. In particular, ∫_∞ 0 dr Ψ(r) = ∞, so that Theorem 4.10 yields stochastic completeness as desired. To prove (ii), we let f := d(0, ·). We first observe that for R ≥ 1, Δf(R) = w(R, R + 1) − w(R, R − 1) = R∑ k=1 (log k)^{1+ε}.

Since G_ε is a birth-death chain, Theorem 2.10 yields κ(R) = κ(R − 1, R) = Δf(R − 1) − Δf(R) = −(log R)^{1+ε} for R ≥ 2 as desired. Since ∫∫ (log x)^{1+ε} ∈ Θ(x^2(log x)^{1+ε}), by definition of w, we have w(R, R + 1) ∈ Θ(R^2(log R)^{1+ε}).

(4.1) Observe that as G is a birth-death chain, it is weakly spherically symmetric with respect to x_0 = 0 ∈ V = N_0 in the sense of [KLW13, Definition 2.3]. Hence, due to [KLW13, Theorem 5], we know that G is stochastically complete if and only if ∑ r r + 1 w(r, r + 1) = ∞. Due to (4.1), we have r + 1 w(r, r + 1) ∈ Θ ( 1 r(log r)^{1+ε} )

and since ∑ r 1 r(log r)^{1+ε} < ∞ 24

we have ∑ r r + 1 w(r, r + 1) < ∞ which implies stochastic incompleteness. □

As mentioned in the introduction, the optimal curvature decay rate on Riemannian manifolds is of the order −r^2. As the use of intrinsic metrics has resolved various discrepancies between the manifold and graph settings in the past, one might think that using an intrinsic metric σ instead of the combinatorial graph metric might give stochastic completeness when assuming κ(r) ≥ −Cσ(0, r)^2 in line with the manifolds case. This turns out to be wrong as we give an example of a stochastically incomplete graph with κ(r) ∼ −(log σ(0, r))^{1+ε} for an intrinsic metric σ where f(n) ∼ g(n) means cf(n) < g(n) < Cf(n) for all n ∈ N and some C > c > 0.

We recall that a metric σ on V is called intrinsic if

Δσ(x, ·)^2(x) = 1 m(x) ∑ y∈V w(x, y)σ(x, y)^2 ≤ 2 for all x ∈ V . For various uses the intrinsic metrics in the graph setting, see [Kel15].

Example 4.13. Let G = (N_0 , w, m) be a birth-death chain with m(r) = 2^r and w(r − 1, r) = (log r)^{1+ε} · r · 2^r for ε > 0. By Theorem 2.10, we obtain that κ(r) ∼ −(log r)^{1+ε}. Moreover, one can check that σ(r, R) := R−1∑ k=r Deg_+(k)^{−1/2}

gives an intrinsic metric where Deg_+(r) := w(r, r + 1)/m(r) ∼ r(log r)^{1+ε}. In particular, σ(0, r) ∼ √ r/(log r)^{1+ε} and, thus, κ(r) ∼ −(log σ(0, r))^{1+ε}.

An objection to the example above is that the definition of the spherical curvature κ depends on the combinatorial graph distance function d. However, in analogy to Theorem 2.1, we can also define a curvature κ_σ with respect to the intrinsic metric σ via

κ_σ(x, y) = inf { ∇^σ_{xy}Δf : ∇^σ_{yx}f = 1, ‖∇^σf‖_∞ = 1 } where ∇^σ_{xy}f :=^{f(x)−f(y)}_{σ(x,y)} . On birth-death chains and intrinsic path metrics σ, for x < y this simplifies to κ(x, y) = ∇^σ_{xy}Δσ(0, ·). In our example, we have Δσ(0, ·)(r) ∼ √ Deg_+(r) ∼ √ r · (log r)^{1+ε}

and, by using the mean value theorem to estimate the difference,

κ_σ(r, r + 1) = √ Deg_+(r) · (Δσ(0, ·)(r) − Δσ(0, ·)(r + 1)) ∼ − √ Deg_+(r) · √ (log r)^{1+ε} r ∼ −(log r)^{1+ε}.

In particular, we also have κ_σ (r) ∼ −(log σ(0, r))^{1+ε}. 25

We are left to show stochastic incompleteness. Due to [KLW13, Theorem 5], G is stochastically complete if and only if ∑ r m({1, ..., r}) w(r, r + 1) = ∞. However, m({1, ..., r}) w(r, r + 1) ∼ 1 r(log r)^{1+ε} which is summable. Therefore, G is stochastically incomplete.

4.3. Improved diameter bounds. We prove that a graph with bounded degree and sphere curvatures decaying not faster than 1/R must be finite (Corollary 4.16). We also show that this decay rate is optimal (Theorem 4.17). For various diameter bounds on finite graphs see [Pae12].

On the other hand, we show that in the case of unbounded degree, even a uniform positive lower curvature bound does not imply finiteness (see Example 4.18). In contrast, if we assume that the measure is bounded from below, then a uniform positive lower curvature bound implies finiteness even in the case of unbounded degree (see Corollary 4.20). As a warm-up, we start with the following diameter bound from [LLY11, Theorem 4.1] transferred to our setting.

Proposition 4.14. Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph and let x, y ∈ V with x ≠ y. If κ(x, y) > 0, then d(x, y) ≤ Deg(x) + Deg(y) κ(x, y) . Proof. It is easy to see that W (1_x, 1_y ) = d(x, y). Furthermore, observe that for sufficiently small ε, W (1_x, m^ε_x) = ε Deg(x).

This follows as W (1_x, m^ε_x) = sup_{f∈Lip(1)} −εΔf(x) ≤ ε Deg(x) with equality for f = 1_x. Hence, by the triangle inequality,

W (m^ε_x, m^ε_y) ≥ W (1_x, 1_y) − W (1_x, m^ε_x) − W (1_y, m^ε_y) = d(x, y) − ε(Deg(x) + Deg(y)).

Thus, κ_ε(x, y) = 1 − W (m^ε_x, m^ε_y) d(x, y) ≤ ε · Deg(x) + Deg(y) d(x, y) . This yields the claim since κ(x, y) = lim_{ε→0}+^1_ε κ_ε(x, y). □

In particular, if the degree is bounded and the curvature is uniformly positive, then the graph is finite. More specifically, if we let diam(G) = sup_{x,y∈V} d(x, y) denote the diameter of G, then if Deg(x) ≤ M and Ric(G) ≥ K > 0, then

diam(G) ≤ 2M K . 26

We now improve this result in the sense that we only lower bound the sphere curvatures, which allows for some negative curvature, and consider part of the vertex degrees. For a fixed vertex x_0 ∈ V , we let for x ∈ S_r := S_r(x_0),

Deg_±(x) = 1 m(x) ∑ y∈S_{r±1} w(x, y) denote the outer and inner degree of x. Using the Laplacian comparison principle for non-constant curvature, we immediately obtain the following improved diameter bound.

Theorem 4.15 (Improved diameter bound). Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph with x_0 ∈ V . If S_R ≠ ∅ for R > 0, then R∑ r=1 κ(r) ≤ Deg(x_0) + min_{x∈SR} ( Deg_−(x) − Deg_+(x) ) . In particular, if min_{x∈Sr} ( Deg_−(x) − Deg_+(x) ) ≤ M and κ(r) ≥ K > 0 for all r ≥ 1, then

diam(G) ≤

2(Deg(x_0) + M) K . Proof. We recall that the Laplacian comparison, Theorem 4.4, gives that

Δf(x) ≤ Deg(x_0) − R∑ r=1 κ(r) for x ∈ S_R where f(x) = d(x, x_0). Now, the first statement follows as Δf(x) = Deg_+(x) − Deg_−(x) by an easy calculation. The second statement is an immediate consequence of the first statement and the triangle inequality. □ The theorem immediately gives us the following corollary.

Corollary 4.16. If G = (V, w, m) is a graph with bounded degree, then

lim sup R→∞ R∑ r κ(r) < ∞. Consequently, there is no infinite graph with bounded vertex degree satisfying

lim sup R→∞ R∑ r κ(r) = ∞.

We show that the results above are optimal in the sense that whenever we have a given summable positive sequence k_r, we can find an infinite graph with bounded degree and summable sphere curvatures κ(r) larger than k_r.

Theorem 4.17. For every positive sequence (k_r)_{r∈N} such that ∑ r k_r < ∞ there exists an infinite graph G = (V, w, m) with bounded degree such that

κ(r) ≥ k_r and ∑ r κ(r) < ∞. 27

Proof. We define a birth-death chain G = (N_0 , w, m) inductively with w symmetric and m satisfying m(0) = 1, w(0, 1) = 2 ∑ i>0 k_i and for r ≥ 1, m(r) = w(r, r − 1) k_{r+1} and w(r, r + 1) = 2m(r) ∑ i>r k_i. Note, in particular, that^{w(r,r−1)}_{m(r)} = k_{r+1} while^{w(r−1,r)}_{m(r−1)} = 2 ∑ i>r−1 ki. Due to Theorem 2.10, for r > 1, κ(r) = κ(r − 1, r) = w(r − 1, r) − w(r − 1, r − 2) m(r − 1) − w(r, r + 1) − w(r, r − 1) m(r) = 2 ∑ i>r−1 k_i − k_r − 2 ∑ i>r k_i + k_{r+1}

= k_r + k_{r+1} ≥ k_r which also shows that ∑ r κ(r) < ∞. Similarly, κ(1) = 2k_1 + k_2 ≥ k_1.

It is left to show that the graph has bounded degree. We have

Deg(r) = w(r, r − 1) m(r) + w(r, r + 1) m(r) = k_{r+1} + 2 ∑ i>r k_i ≤ 3C with C := ∑ r k_r < ∞ by assumption. This finishes the proof. □

Example 4.18. In contrast to Theorem 4.15, we now show that there exist graphs with uniformly positive curvature which are infinite. We note that all such graphs must have unbounded vertex degree.

We construct an infinite birth-death chain (N_0 , w, m) such that κ(x, y) = K > 0. We first let w(r, r + 1) be strictly positive and decreasing in r ∈ N_0 . By Theorem 2.10 and Remark 2.11, it suffices to find a choice of measure m such that κ(0, r) = K, that is, for f = d(0, ·) Δf(r) = Δf(0) − Kr = Deg(0) − Kr.

Choose m(0) such that Deg(0) < Kr for all r ≥ 1. For this it suffices that m(0) >^{w(0,1)}_K . Then, for r ≥ 1, choose

m(r) := w(r, r − 1) − w(r, r + 1) Kr − Deg(0) guaranteeing

Δf(r) = 1 m(r) (w(r, r + 1) − w(r, r − 1)) = Deg(0) − Kr. We remark that m(r) > 0 since w(r, r + 1) is strictly decreasing.

4.4. Finiteness of the measure. In this section, we show that a suited positive lower bound on the curvature implies finite measure, that is, m(V ) := ∑ x∈V m(x) < ∞. Theorem 4.19 (Curvature and finite measure). Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph. If

lim inf R→∞ R∑ r=1 κ(r) > Deg(x_0),

then m(V ) < ∞. 28

Proof. We first show that it suffices to prove the theorem for birth-death chains. Let ~G = (N_0 , ~w, ~m) be the birth-death chain associated to G. Due to Corollary 4.8, we also have

lim inf R→∞ R∑ r=1 ~κ(r) > Deg(x_0)

where ~κ(r) are the sphere curvatures of ~G. Assuming that the theorem is proven for birth-death chains, we obtain that m(V ) = ~m(N_0 ) < ∞ which would finish the proof. Now we prove the theorem for birth-death chains. Let f = d(0, ·). Due to Theorem 4.4 and since lim inf_{R→∞} ∑_R r κ(r) > Deg(0), we get

lim sup R→∞ Δf(R) = lim sup_{R→∞} ( Deg(0) − R∑ r=1 κ(r) ) = Deg(0) − lim inf_{R→∞} R∑ r=1 κ(r) < 0 so that there exists ε > 0 and R > 0 such that Δf(r) ≤ −ε for all r ≥ R. This implies that εm(r) ≤ w(r, r − 1) − w(r, r + 1) for r ≥ R. Summing up, we obtain ε ∞∑ r=R m(r) ≤ w(R, R − 1) which yields the finiteness of the measure of the birth-death chain. This finishes the proof. □

The theorem immediately gives the following corollary. Corollary 4.20. Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph. If lim inf_{R→∞} ∑_R r=1 κ(r) = ∞, then m(V ) is finite. If, additionally, inf_{x∈V} m(x) > 0, then G is finite.

Combining this with Corollary 4.16 we get the following dichotomy. Corollary 4.21. Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph and suppose that κ(r) ≥ C r for some C > 0 and all large r. Then either G is finite or G is infinite with unbounded vertex degree and finite measure.

5. Ricci curvature for continuous-time Markov processes

In this section, we compare our curvature notion to the curvature defined in [Vey12] for continuous time Markov processes, which generalize both locally finite graphs and Riemannian manifolds. To make the comparison clear, we recall our curvature definition

κ(x, y) = lim_{t→0+} 1 t ( 1 − W (m^t_x, m^t_y) d(x, y) )

where the discrete time Markov kernel m^t_x with laziness parameter t ∈ (0, ∞) is given by ∫ fdm^t_x = (f + tΔf)(x). Note that m^t is only non-negative if the vertex degree is bounded and if t is sufficiently small. By abuse of notation, we call m^t a Markov kernel in any case. 29

The idea to define curvature in [Vey12] is to replace the measure m^t_x by the continuous time heat kernel p^t_x which has already appeared in Theorem 3.8 and is given by ∫ fdp^t_x := P_tf(x). We note that this is equivalent to

p^t_x(y) = P_t1_y(x) = m(y) m(x) P_t1_x(y).

Due to Taylor’s theorem, it is reasonable to hope that m^t_x is a good approximation for p^t_x as t → 0^+. Criteria for this approximation will be investigated in the next subsection. Corresponding to [Vey12, Definition 6], the coarse Ricci curvature on stochastically complete, continuous time Markov processes is defined by

κ(x, y) := lim sup_{t→0+} 1 t ( 1 − W (p^t_x, p^t_y) d(x, y) )

and κ(x, y) := lim inf_{t→0+} 1 t ( 1 − W (p^t_x, p^t_y) d(x, y) ) . We recall that κ and κ do not coincide in general (see e.g. [Vey12, Example 8]). Furthermore, the above definition only makes sense in the stochastically complete case since, otherwise, p^t_x is not a probability measure and, therefore, the Wasserstein distance is not well defined.

The main result of [Vey12] is the equivalence of the lower curvature bound κ(x, y) ≥ K and the Wasserstein contraction property W (p^t_x, p^t_y) ≤ d(x, y)e^{−Kt}. We note that the same statement for a lower bound on κ was shown in Theorem 3.8. We will show in Corollary 5.9 that κ = κ = κ when assuming that κ is uniformly bounded from below. Therefore, the result in [Vey12] combined with this equality gives an alternative proof of Theorem 3.8.

5.1. Discrete and continuous time Markov kernels. We will next give conditions guaranteeing that discrete and continuous time Markov kernels approximate each other. As a convenient notation, we extend the definition of the semigroup P_t to possibly unbounded non-negative functions. Definition 5.1. For f ≥ 0, we define P_tf := sup_{0≤g≤f} g∈ℓ_∞(V ) P_tg.

The aim of this subsection is to prove that W (p^t_x, m^t_x) = O(t^2) if and only if P_td(x, ·) < ∞ for small t > 0. As a first step, we show a uniform boundedness property of the semigroup when applied to unbounded functions.

Lemma 5.2. Let x ∈ V and let f ≥ 0. If P_T f(x) < ∞ for some T > 0, then

(i) sup_{t∈[0,T ]} P_tf(x) < ∞. (ii) P_tf < ∞ for all t < T . 30

Proof. We first prove (i). Let t ∈ [0, T ] and let g ∈ ℓ_∞(V ) be such that 0 ≤ g ≤ f. Then,

P_tg(x) ≤ e^{(T −t) Deg(x)}P_T g(x) ≤ e^{T Deg(x)}P_T f(x) < ∞

independently of t and g. Taking the supremum over t ∈ [0, T ] and g yields (i).

We now prove (ii). Let t < T and y ∈ V . Let g ∈ ℓ_∞(V ) be such that 0 ≤ g ≤ f. Observe that P_T g(x) ≥ P_{T −t}1_y(x) · P_tg(y) where P_{T −t}1_y(x) > 0 due to connectedness. Hence, taking the supremum over g yields P_tf(y) ≤ P_T f(x) P_{T −t}1_y(x) < ∞ due to assumption. This proves (ii) and finishes the proof of the lemma. □

We now characterize when the ball measure m^t_x approximates the heat kernel measure p^t_x as t → 0^+.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose that G = (V, w, m) is stochastically complete and let x ∈ V . The following statements are equivalent:

(1) P_td(x, ·) < ∞ for some t > 0.

(2) P_tf < ∞ for all f ≥ 0 with ‖∇f‖_∞ < ∞ and some t > 0. (3) W (p^t_x, m^t_x) = O(t^2) as t → 0^+. (4) W (p^t_x, m^t_x) < ∞ for some t > 0.

Remark 5.4. We remark that the above properties also play an important role as a standing assumption in [Jou07] denoted by P_t(x, ·) ∈ P_1(E).

Proof. The implication (1) ⇒ (2) follows since f ≤ d(x, ·) + f(x) implies that P_tf ≤ f(x) + P_td(x, ·) < ∞. The implication (2) ⇒ (1) is obvious.

We now show that (1) ⇒ (3). Due to Kantorovich duality, we have

W (p^t_x, m^t_x) = sup f∈Lip(1)∩ℓ_∞(V ) ∑ y∈V f(y) ( p^t_x(y) − m^t_x(y) )

= sup f∈Lip(1)∩ℓ_∞(V ) ∑ y∈V f(y) (P_t1_y(x) − 1_y(x) − tΔ1_y(x))

= sup f∈Lip(1)∩ℓ_∞(V ) (P_tf − f − tΔf) (x). When optimizing, we can assume that f(x) = 1 without loss of generality. Since f ∈ Lip(1), replacing f by its positive part does not change the values of f on B_1(x) and does not decrease the values on V \B_1(x). Since p^t_x −m^t_x is non-negative on V \B_1(x), the objective function ∑ y f(y) ( p^t_x(y) − m^t_x(y) ) is not decreased when replacing f by its positive part.

Therefore, we can assume that f(x) = 1 and f ≥ 0 when optimizing. This gives

W (p^t_x, m^t_x) = sup f∈Lip(1)∩ℓ_∞(V ) f≥0,f(x)=1 (P_tf − f − tΔf)(x). (5.1)

Therefore, let f ∈ Lip(1) ∩ ℓ_∞(V ) with f ≥ 0 and f(x) = 1. Then, 0 ≤ f ≤ 1 + d(x, ·). Due to Lemma 5.2 (i) and by assumption, there exists C > 0 such that P_t(1 + d(x, ·)) ≤ C on B_2(x) for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Thus, we also have 0 ≤ P_tf ≤ C on B_2(x) for all t ∈ [0, T ]. This yields the existence of C^′ independent of f and t ∈ [0, T ] such that |ΔΔP_tf| ≤ C^′. 31

Due to Taylor’s theorem, there exists δ ∈ [0, t] such that (P_tf − f − tΔf)(x) = t^2 2 ΔΔP_δf(x) ≤ t^2 2 C^′ = O(t^2).

Putting this together with (5.1) proves that (1) ⇒ (3). The implication (3) ⇒ (4) is obvious.

We now show that (4) ⇒ (1). Let f = d(x, ·) + 1 and f_n := f ∧ n ∈ ℓ_∞(V ). Due to (5.1), we have ∞ > W (p^t_x, m^t_x) ≥ (P_tf_n − f_n − tΔf_n)(x) yielding P_tf(x) = sup_n P_tf_n(x) ≤ W (p^t_x, m^t_x) + f(x) + tΔf(x) < ∞.

Thus by Lemma 5.2 (ii), P_sf < ∞ for all s < t as desired. This finishes the proof. □

5.2. Another Ricci curvature characterization. We now prove that on locally finite graphs with Ricci curvature bounded from below, our definition of κ coincides with κ and κ as defined in [Vey12, Definition 6]. This will yield another characterization of lower Ricci curvature bounds by combining with [Vey12, Theorem 9].

As a preparation, we show the subexponential behavior of non-negative λ-subharmonic functions under the heat equation.

Lemma 5.5. Let f ≥ 0 satisfy Δf ≤ λf for some λ > 0. Then, P_tf ≤ e^{λt}f.

Proof. Let W ⊂ V be finite. Let f_W := f1_W and let e^{tΔW} be the semigroup corresponding to Δ_W with Δ_W g := 1_W Δ(g1_W ) representing Dirichlet boundary conditions. First, we observe that Δ_W f_W ≤ λf_W since Δf ≤ λf and f ≥ 0. Let ϕ := e^{t(ΔW −λ)}f_W . Then, ∂_tϕ = e^{−λt} (Δ_W − λ) e^{tΔW} f_W = e^{−λt}e^{tΔW} (Δ_W − λ) f_W ≤ 0 showing that ϕ(t) = e^{−λt}e^{tΔW} f_W ≤ f_W = ϕ(0). Since e^{tW} f_W → P_tf pointwise as W → V , we obtain the desired claim that P_tf ≤ e^{λt}f. □ Remark 5.6. We remark that the step in the proof above where we take Dirichlet boundary conditions is necessary to ensure that ΔP_tf = P_tΔf which generally only holds true on the domain D(Δ) ⊆ ℓ^2(V ) on which Δ is self-adjoint.

We next prove that a lower Ricci curvature bound implies that P_td(x, ·) < ∞. Lemma 5.7. Let x ∈ V and f := d(x, ·). If Ric(G) ≥ −K for some K > 0, then P_tf ≤ e^{Kt}(f + Deg(x)/K) < ∞. Proof. Due to the Laplacian comparison principle, Theorem 4.1, we have that Δ(f + Deg(x)/K) = Δf ≤ K(f + Deg(x)/K).

Thus, Lemma 5.5 yields P_tf ≤ P_t(f + Deg(x)/K) ≤ e^{Kt}(f + Deg(x)/K) as desired. □

We now present the main theorem of this section. 32

Theorem 5.8 (Continuous and discrete time curvature). Let G = (V, w, m) be a stochastically complete graph. Suppose that P_td(x_0, ·) < ∞ for some x_0 ∈ V and some t > 0. Then, for all x ≠ y,

κ(x, y) = lim_{t→0+} 1 t ( 1 − W (p^t_x, p^t_y) d(x, y) ) = κ(x, y) = κ(x, y). Proof. Let x ≠ y ∈ V . Due to the triangle inequality and Proposition 5.3, we have W (m^t_x, m^t_y) = W (p^t_x, p^t_y) + O(t^2) as t → 0^+. By definition,

κ(x, y) = lim_{t→0+} 1 t ( 1 − W (m^t_x, m^t_y) d(x, y) ) = lim_{t→0+} 1 t ( 1 − W (p^t_x, p^t_y) + O(t^2) d(x, y) )

= lim_{t→0+} 1 t ( 1 − W (p^t_x, p^t_y) d(x, y) ) . This finishes the proof. □

Since both stochastic completeness and P_td(x_0, ·) < ∞ are implied by a lower Ricci curvature bound (see Theorem 4.11 and Lemma 5.7), we immediately obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 5.9. Let G = (V, w, m) be a graph with Ric(G) ≥ K for some K ∈ R. Then, for all x ≠ y,

κ(x, y) = lim_{t→0+} 1 t ( 1 − W (p^t_x, p^t_y) d(x, y) ) .

Combining with [Vey12, Theorem 9], we immediately obtain that W (p^x_t , p^y_t ) ≤ e^{−Kt}d(x, y) whenever Ric(G) ≥ K. We remark that this gives an alternative method for proving Theorem 3.8.

Acknowledgments. F.M. wants to thank the German National Merit Foundation for financial support. R.K.W. gratefully acknowledges financial support from PSC-CUNY Awards, jointly funded by the Professional Staff Congress and the City University of New York, and the Collaboration Grant for Mathematicians, funded by the Simons Foundation. R.K.W. would also like to thank Fudan and Hokkaido Universities for their generous hospitality while parts of this work were completed. Furthermore, both authors want to thank the Harvard University Center of Mathematical Sciences and Applications for their hospitality.

References

[Bar76] V. Barbu. Nonlinear semigroups and differential equations in Banach spaces. Translated from the Romanian. Editura Academiei Republicii Socialiste România, Bucharest; Noordhoff International Publishing, Leiden, 1976, p. 352.

[Bas81] R. Bass. “Markov processes with Lipschitz semigroups”. In: Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 267.1 (1981), pp. 307–320.

[Bau+15] F. Bauer, P. Horn, Y. Lin, G. Lippner, D. Mangoubi, S.-T. Yau, et al. “Li- Yau inequality on graphs”. In: Journal of Differential Geometry 99.3 (2015), pp. 359–405.

[BJL12] F. Bauer, J. Jost, and S. Liu. “Ollivier-Ricci curvature and the spectrum of the normalized graph Laplace operator”. In: Mathematical Research Letters 19.6 (2012), pp. 1185–1205.

[BKW15] F. Bauer, M. Keller, and R. K. Wojciechowski. “Cheeger inequalities for unbounded graph Laplacians”. In: Journal of the European Mathematical Society (JEMS) 17.2 (2015), pp. 259–271.

[BM15] B. B. Bhattacharya and S. Mukherjee. “Exact and asymptotic results on coarse Ricci curvature of graphs”. In: Discrete Mathematics 338.1 (2015), pp. 23–42.

[Bou+17] D. Bourne, D. Cushing, S. Liu, F. Münch, and N. Peyerimhoff. “Ollivier-Ricci idleness functions of graphs”. In: arXiv:1704.04398 (2017).

[CGT82] J. Cheeger, M. Gromov, and M. Taylor. “Finite propagation speed, kernel estimates for functions of the Laplace operator, and the geometry of complete Riemannian manifolds”. In: Journal of Differential Geometry 17.1 (1982), pp. 15– 53. [EF16] M. Erbar and M. Fathi. “Poincaré, modified logarithmic Sobolev and isoperimetric inequalities for Markov chains with non-negative Ricci curvature”. In: arXiv:1612.00514 (2016).

[FLW14] R. L. Frank, D. Lenz, and D. Wingert. “Intrinsic metrics for non-local symmetric Dirichlet forms and applications to spectral theory”. In: Journal of Functional Analysis 266.8 (2014), pp. 4765–4808.

[Fol14] M. Folz. “Volume growth and stochastic completeness of graphs”. In: Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 366.4 (2014), pp. 2089–2119.

[FS18] M. Fathi and Y. Shu. “Curvature and transport inequalities for Markov chains in discrete spaces”. In: Bernoulli 24.1 (2018), pp. 672–698.

[GL17] C. Gong and Y. Lin. “Equivalent properties for CD inequalities on graphs with unbounded Laplacians”. In: Chin. Ann. Math. Ser. B 38.5 (2017), pp. 1059– 1070.

[Gri99] A. Grigor’yan. “Analytic and geometric background of recurrence and nonexplosion of the Brownian motion on Riemannian manifolds”. In: Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society 36.2 (1999), pp. 135–249.

[Hae+12] S. Haeseler, M. Keller, D. Lenz, and R. Wojciechowski. “Laplacians on infinite graphs: Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions”. In: Journal of Spectral Theory 2.4 (2012), pp. 397–432.

[HL17] B. Hua and Y. Lin. “Stochastic completeness for graphs with curvature dimension conditions”. In: Advances in Mathematics 306 (2017), pp. 279–302.

[Hor+14] P. Horn, Y. Lin, S. Liu, and S.-T. Yau. “Volume doubling, Poincaré inequality and Guassian heat kernel estimate for nonnegative curvature graphs”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:1411.5087 (2014).

[HP07] D. Holcman and C. Pugh. “The boundary between compact and noncompact complete Riemann manifolds”. In: Indiana University Mathematics Journal 56.1 (2007), pp. 437–457.

[Hsu89] P. Hsu. “Heat semigroup on a complete Riemannian manifold”. In: The Annals of Probability 17.3 (1989), pp. 1248–1254.

[Hua+13] X. Huang, M. Keller, J. Masamune, and R. K. Wojciechowski. “A note on self-adjoint extensions of the Laplacian on weighted graphs”. In: Journal of Functional Analysis 265.8 (2013), pp. 1556–1578.

[Hua11] X. Huang. “Stochastic incompleteness for graphs and weak Omori–Yau maximum principle”. In: Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications 379.2 (2011), pp. 764–782.

[JL14] J. Jost and S. Liu. “Ollivier’s Ricci curvature, local clustering and curvaturedimension inequalities on graphs”. In: Discrete & Computational Geometry 51.2 (2014), pp. 300–322.

[Jou07] A. Joulin. “Poisson-type deviation inequalities for curved continuous-time Markov chains”. In: Bernoulli 13.3 (2007), pp. 782–798.

[Jou09] A. Joulin. “A new Poisson-type deviation inequality for Markov jump processes with positive Wasserstein curvature”. In: Bernoulli 15.2 (2009), pp. 532–549.

[Kat67] T. Kato. “Nonlinear semigroups and evolution equations”. In: Journal of the Mathematical Society of Japan 19 (1967), pp. 508–520.

[Kel15] M. Keller. “Intrinsic metrics on graphs: a survey”. In: Mathematical technology of networks. Vol. 128. Springer Proc. Math. Stat. Springer, Cham, 2015, pp. 81–119.

[KL10] M. Keller and D. Lenz. “Unbounded Laplacians on graphs: basic spectral properties and the heat equation”. In: Mathematical Modelling of Natural Phenomena 5.4 (2010), pp. 198–224.

[KL12] M. Keller and D. Lenz. “Dirichlet forms and stochastic completeness of graphs and subgraphs”. In: Journal für die Reine und Angewandte Mathematik. [Crelle’s Journal] 666 (2012), pp. 189–223.

[KLW13] M. Keller, D. Lenz, and R. K. Wojciechowski. “Volume growth, spectrum and stochastic completeness of infinite graphs”. In: Mathematische Zeitschrift 274.3-4 (2013), pp. 905–932.

[LL15] Y. Lin and S. Liu. “Equivalent properties of CD inequality on graph”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:1512.02677 (2015).

[LLY11] Y. Lin, L. Lu, and S.-T. Yau. “Ricci curvature of graphs”. In: Tohoku Mathematical Journal, Second Series 63.4 (2011), pp. 605–627.

[LLY14] Y. Lin, L. Lu, and S.-T. Yau. “Ricci-flat graphs with girth at least five”. In: Comm. Anal. Geom. 22.4 (2014), pp. 671–687.

[LMP16] S. Liu, F. Münch, and N. Peyerimhoff. “Bakry-Emery curvature and diameter bounds on graphs”. In: arXiv:1608.07778 (2016).

[LR14] B. Loisel and P. Romon. “Ricci curvature on polyhedral surfaces via optimal transportation”. In: Axioms 3.1 (2014), pp. 119–139.

[Miy92] I. Miyadera. Nonlinear semigroups. Vol. 109. Translations of Mathematical Monographs. Translated from the 1977 Japanese original by Choong Yun Cho. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1992, pp. viii+231.

[Mün14] F. Münch. “Li-Yau inequality on finite graphs via non-linear curvature dimension conditions”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:1412.3340 (2014).

[Ni+15] C.-C. Ni, Y.-Y. Lin, J. Gao, X. D. Gu, and E. Saucan. “Ricci curvature of the Internet topology”. In: Computer Communications (INFOCOM), 2015 IEEE Conference on. IEEE. 2015, pp. 2758–2766.

[Oll] Y. Ollivier. “A survey of Ricci curvature for metric spaces and Markov chains”. In: Adv. Stud. Pure Math. 57 (), pp. 343–381.

[Oll07] Y. Ollivier. “Ricci curvature of metric spaces”. In: Comptes Rendus Mathematique 345.11 (2007), pp. 643–646.

[Oll09] Y. Ollivier. “Ricci curvature of Markov chains on metric spaces”. In: Journal of Functional Analysis 256.3 (2009), pp. 810–864.

[Pae12] S.-H. Paeng. “Volume and diameter of a graph and Ollivier’s Ricci curvature”. In: European Journal of Combinatorics 33.8 (2012), pp. 1808–1819.

[RS05] M.-K. von Renesse and K.-T. Sturm. “Transport inequalities, gradient estimates, entropy and Ricci curvature”. In: Communications on pure and applied mathematics 58.7 (2005), pp. 923–940.

[San+15a] R. Sandhu, S.-E. Lamhamedi-Cherradi, S. Tannenbaum, J. Ludwig, and A. Tannenbaum. “An Analytical Approach for Insulin-like Growth Factor Receptor 1 and Mammalian Target of Rapamycin Blockades in Ewing Sarcoma”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:1509.03642 (2015).

[San+15b] R. Sandhu, T. Georgiou, E. Reznik, L. Zhu, I. Kolesov, Y. Senbabaoglu, and A. Tannenbaum. “Graph curvature for differentiating cancer networks”. In: Scientific reports 5 (2015), p. 12323.

[SGT16] R. S. Sandhu, T. T. Georgiou, and A. R. Tannenbaum. “Ricci curvature: An economic indicator for market fragility and systemic risk”. In: Science advances 2.5 (2016), e1501495.

[Tan+15] A. Tannenbaum, C. Sander, L. Zhu, R. Sandhu, I. Kolesov, E. Reznik, Y. Senbabaoglu, and T. Georgiou. “Ricci curvature and robustness of cancer networks”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:1502.04512 (2015).

[Var83] N. T. Varopoulos. “Potential theory and diffusion on Riemannian manifolds”. In: Conference on harmonic analysis in honor of Antoni Zygmund, Vol. I, II (Chicago, Ill., 1981). Wadsworth Math. Ser. Wadsworth, Belmont, CA, 1983, pp. 821–837.

[Vey12] L. Veysseire. “Coarse Ricci curvature for continuous-time Markov processes”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:1202.0420 (2012).

[Vil03] C. Villani. Topics in optimal transportation. Vol. 58. Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003, pp. xvi+370.

[WJB14] C. Wang, E. Jonckheere, and R. Banirazi. “Wireless network capacity versus Ollivier-Ricci curvature under Heat-Diffusion (HD) protocol”. In: American Control Conference (ACC), 2014. IEEE. 2014, pp. 3536–3541.

[WJB16] C. Wang, E. Jonckheere, and R. Banirazi. “Interference constrained network control based on curvature”. In: American Control Conference (ACC), 2016. IEEE. 2016, pp. 6036–6041.

[Woj09] R. K. Wojciechowski. “Heat kernel and essential spectrum of infinite graphs”. In: Indiana University Mathematics Journal 58.3 (2009), pp. 1419–1441.

[Zhu97] S. Zhu. “The comparison geometry of Ricci curvature”. In: Comparison geometry (Berkeley, CA, 1993–94). Vol. 30. Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1997, pp. 221–262.

Florentin Münch, Department of Mathematics, University of Potsdam, Potsdam, Germany Currently: Center of Mathematical Sciences and Applications, Harvard University, Cambridge MA, USA chmuench@uni-potsdam.de

Radosław K. Wojciechowski, York College and the Graduate Center of the City University of New York, New York, USA rwojciechowski@gc.cuny.edu