arXiv:2212.10713v1 [quant-ph] 21 Dec 2022

Quantum vs classical Markov chains;

Exactly solvable examples

Ryu Sasaki

Department of Physics, Tokyo University of Science, Noda 278-8510, Japan

Abstract A coinless quantisation procedure of general reversible Markov chains on graphs is presented. A quantum Hamiltonian H is obtained by a similarity transformation of the fundamental transition probability matrix K in terms of the square root of the reversible distribution. The evolution of the classical and quantum Markov chains are described by the solutions of the eigenvalue problem of the quantum Hamiltonian H. About twenty plus exactly solvable Markov chains based on the hypergeometric orthogonal polynomials of Askey scheme, derived by Odake-Sasaki, would provide a good window for scrutinising the quantum/classical contrast of Markov chains. Among them five explicit examples, related to the Krawtchouk, Hahn, q-Hahn, Charlier and Meixner, are demonstrated to illustrate the actual calculations.

1 Introduction

Quantum versions of random walks on graphs of many varieties, continuous time [11, 7, 15, 19, 29, 6, 34, 35, 20] or discrete time with coins of different designs and numbers [32, 1, 3, 4, 21, 17, 15, 30, 8, 31] and without [18, 25], have been a hot topic in many disciplines including computer science and mathematical physics. In contrast, the quantisation of other well known stochastic processes, e.g. general Markov chains or the birth and death processes, does not seem to have gained much recognition. The non-symmetric nature of these processes appears to be the main obstacle for undertaking quantisation, which requires a hermitian or real symmetric Hamiltonian.

In this paper I present a general scheme of coinless quantisation of stationary and reversible Markov chains on graphs [2]. The reversibility condition is due to the consistency with the Schrödinger equations which are time reversal invariant. A real symmetric Hamiltonian H is defined by a similarity transformation of the fundamental transition probability matrix K in terms of the square root of the reversible distribution. The solutions of the quantum and classical time evolution problems are reduced to the eigenvalue problem of the quantum Hamiltonian H.

Detailed comparison of the classical and the newly derived quantum version of the Markov chains would reveal the merits/demerits of the quantum calculus. More than twenty explicit examples of exactly solvable Markov chains based on the hypergeometric orthogonal polynomials of Askey scheme [5, 14, 16] derived by Odake and myself about a year ago [24] are available for this purpose. The analytic expressions of all the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the transition probability matrix K and the Hamiltonian H are ready to use. I pick up five typical examples to illustrate the actual calculations. The outline of the present paper is similar to that of a previous paper offering the coinless quantisation of continuous and discrete time birth and death processes [28]. This paper is prepared in a plain style so that non-experts can easily understand.

The present paper is organised as follows. In section two the problem setting of classical Markov chains is recapitulated in order to introduce necessary notions and notation. Given the fundamental transition probability matrix K and the reversible distribution π(x), the corresponding quantum Hamiltonian H is introduced in Proposition 2.6. The evolution of Markov chains is summarised in two theorems in section three; the classical evolution in Theorem 3.1 and the quantum one in Theorem 3.2. In section four the main claim of the paper is stated in Theorem 4.1. In the rest of the section the details of 5 explicit examples of exactly solvable Markov chains are supplied. Section five is for a few comments. Basic definitions related to the (q)-hypergeometric functions are supplied in Appendix for self-consistency.

2 Problem setting, classical

In order to formulate the quantum version of the general stationary Markov chains on graphs, let us first recapitulate the well-known problem setting of the classical Markov chains on a graph G = (V, E), [2]. The set of vertices V of the graph G is is either finite or semi-infinite;

V = {0, 1, . . . , N} : finite, V = Z_{≥0} : semi-infinite. (2.1)

For analytic treatments I use x, y, .. as representing the the vertices of V , x, y ∈ V rather than the conventional n and m etc. The set of edges of G is denoted by E. In quantum mechanics with a Hamiltonian H, time evolution is usually denoted by ⟨final state|e^{−iHt}|initial state⟩.

Likewise I use the convention that the transition probability matrix per unit time interval K(x, y) on V means the transition from a initial vertex y to a final vertex x. In probability community, the opposite convention is dominant. The matrix K is non-negative and satisfies the conservation of probability K(x, y) ≥ 0, ∑ x∈V K(x, y) = 1. (2.2)

The Schrödinger equation is time-reversal invariant. With quantum treatments in mind, the following condition is imposed.

Condition 2.1 The Markov chain described by K is connected and reversible. That is, K has a stationary (detailed balanced) distribution π(x) satisfying K(x, y)π(y) = K(y, x)π(x), x, y ∈ V, π(x) > 0, ∑ x∈V π(x) = 1. (2.3)

A simple random walk on a finite connected undirected graph G = (V, E) without a self-loop becomes reversible for the following choices [31, 33], K(x, y) = {_1 d(y) if (x, y) ∈ E 0 otherwise , π(x) = d(x) 2m , (2.4)

in which d(x) is the degree of the vertex x, i.e. the number of edges connected to x, and m is the total number of edges m = #(E). Since there are d(y) vertices directly connected to y, ∑ x∈V K(x, y) = 1 and ∑ x∈V π(x) = 1. The reversibility condition (2.3) is trivially satisfied.

The right and left eigenvectors of K of eigenvalue 1 are easy to find.

Proposition 2.2 The right and left eigenvectors of K of eigenvalue 1 are π(x) and 1, ∑ y∈V K(x, y)π(y) = π(x) ∑ y∈V K(y, x) = π(x), (2.5) ∑ y∈V K(y, x)v_0(y) = ∑ y∈V K(y, x) = 1 = v_0(x), v_0(x) ≡ 1. (2.6)

It should be stressed that v_0(x) ≡ 1 is not an eigenvector when the graph G is infinite, as it is not square summable v_0(x) /∈ ℓ^2(V ).

As a sequel to v_0(x), let us consider the general solutions of the left eigenvalue problem of K, ∑ y∈V K(y, x)v_n(y) = κ(n)v_n(x), n ∈ V, κ(0) = 1. (2.7)

Next let us introduce the square root of the stationary distribution π(x) and a diagonal matrix Φ on V,

ϕ̂_0(x)^{def}= √ π(x), Φ(x, x)^{def}= ϕ̂_0(x), Φ(x, y)^{def}= 0 (x ≠ y). (2.8)

Proposition 2.3 By dividing both sides of the reversibility condition (2.3) by √ π(x)π(y), a non-negative and real symmetric matrix T is obtained,

T (x, y)^{def}= 1 √ π(x) K(x, y) √ π(y) = 1 √ π(y) K(y, x) √ π(x) = T (y, x), (2.9)

T = Φ^{−1}KΦ, (2.10) ⇒ ∑ y∈V T (x, y) √ π(y)v_n(y) = √ π(x) ∑ y∈V K(y, x)v_n(y) = κ(n) √ π(x)v_n(x), n ∈ V, (2.11) ⇒ ( T ϕ_n ) (x) = κ(n)ϕ_n(x), ϕ_n(x)^{def}= √ π(x)v_n(x) = ϕ̂_0(x)v_n(x), n ∈ V, (2.12) ( Kϕ̂_0ϕ_n ) (x) = ∑ y∈V K(x, y)π(y)v_n(y) = π(x) ∑ y∈V K(y, x)v_n(y) = κ(n)π(x)v_n(x) (2.13)

= κ(n)ϕ̂_0(x)ϕ_n(x), n ∈ V. (2.14)

The non-negative and real symmetric matrix corresponding to T was reported in [2].

The vectors {ϕ_n} are eigenvectors of T for finite graphs G. For infinite graphs they have to be square summable, ϕ_n ∈ ℓ^2(V ),

(ϕ_n, ϕ_m)^{def}= ∑ x∈V ϕ_n(x)ϕ_m(x) = ∑ x∈V π(x)v_n(x)v_m(x) = 1 d^2_n δ_{n m}, n, m ∈ V. (2.15) Here the normalisation constants {d_n} are positive d_n > 0. In case of degenerate eigenvalues, the orthogonalisation is assumed. For the exactly solvable examples introduced in section four, the orthogonality of the eigenvectors is guaranteed.

This leads to the following

Proposition 2.4 K and T share all the eigenvalues {κ(n)} (2.7) which are real and Perron- Frobenius theorem tells − 1 ≤ κ(n) ≤ 1, n ∈ V, (2.16) and the eigenvectors are related by the multiplication of ϕ̂_0(x), ( T ϕ_n ) (x) = κ(n)ϕ_n(x), ( Kϕ̂_0ϕ_n ) (x) = κ(n)ϕ̂_0(x)ϕ_n(x), n ∈ V. (2.17)

If K is a positive matrix, −1 does not belong to the set of eigenvalues, −1 < κ(n). In all the exactly solvable examples to be introduced in section four, K is a positive matrix. A candidate for a possible quantum Hamiltonian H of the classical Markov chain K is introduced in the following.

Proposition 2.5 A real symmetric and positive semi-definite matrix H on the Hilbert space ℓ^2(V ) is defined by

H^{def}= 1 − T = Φ^{−1} (1 − K) Φ. (2.18)

It shares all the eigenvectors with T , ( Hϕ_n ) (x) = E(n)ϕ_n(x), 0 ≤ E(n) = 1 − κ(n) ≤ 2, n ∈ V. (2.19)

Here 1 is the identity matrix on ℓ^2(V ). In theories of random walk on infinite graphs [33] K − 1 is the Laplacian and the negative Laplacian is a good candidate of a quantum Hamiltonian. In terms of the orthonormal basis {ϕ̂_n(x)} of ℓ^2(V ), ϕ̂_n(x)^{def}= ϕ_n(x)d_n, n ∈ V, (2.20)

the spectral representations of H and K read as follows, Proposition 2.6 H(x, y) = ∑ n∈V ( 1 − κ(n) )^ ϕ_n(x)ϕ̂_n(y), x, y ∈ V, (2.21) K(x, y) = ϕ̂_0(x)ϕ̂_0(y)^{−1} ∑ n∈V κ(n)ϕ̂_n(x)ϕ̂_n(y), x, y ∈ V. (2.22) 3 The evolution of Markov chains

Some fundamental formulas of the evolution of the reversible Markov chains described by K(x, y) (2.2)–(2.22) are listed here, classical vs quantum.

3.1 Classical evolution

Let P(x; ℓ) ≥ 0 ( ∑ x∈V P(x; ℓ) = 1) be the probability distribution over V at ℓ-th time step.

The next step distribution is given by

P(x; ℓ + 1) = ∑ y∈V K(x, y)P(y; ℓ), (3.1) and the condition ∑ x∈V K(x, y) = 1 (2.2) guarantees the conservation of probability ∑ x∈V P(x; ℓ + 1) = 1 during the evolution.

The initial value problem is to determine P(x; ℓ) for given P(x; 0), P(x; ℓ) = ∑ y∈V (K)^ℓ(x, y)P(y; 0), ∑ x∈V P(x; 0) = 1, P(x; 0) ≥ 0. (3.2)

The solutions are summarised by the following well known

Theorem 3.1 In terms of the spectral representation of K (2.22) the solution of the initial value problem of the classical Markov chain is given by

P(x; ℓ) = ϕ̂_0(x) ∑ n∈V c_n ( κ(n) )_ℓ^

ϕ_n(x), (3.3)

in which {c_n} are determined as the expansion coefficients of the initial distribution P(x; 0),

P(x; 0) = ϕ̂_0(x) ∑ n∈V c_nϕ̂_n(x) ⇒ c_0 = 1, c_n = ∑ x∈V ϕ̂_n(x)ϕ̂_0(x)^{−1}P(x; 0), n = 1, . . . . (3.4)

The transition probability from y to x after ℓ steps is

P(x, y; ℓ) = (K)^ℓ(x, y) = ϕ̂_0(x)ϕ̂_0(y)^{−1} ∑ n∈X (κ(n))^ℓϕ̂_n(x)ϕ̂_n(y). (3.5)

If K is positive, the eigenvalue −1 is absent and the reversible distribution π(x) (2.3) becomes the stationary distribution after large steps,

lim_{ℓ→∞} P(x; ℓ) = π(x), lim_{ℓ→∞} P(x, y; ℓ) = π(x). (3.6)

3.2 Quantum evolution

The quantum Markov chain is described in the Hilbert space ℓ^2(V ) with the orthonormal basis |x⟩, ⟨y|x⟩ = δ_{y x}, x, y ∈ V. It is expressed in the conventional vector notation

|x⟩ ≡ e_x = 0 · · · x x + 1 · · · t( 0 · · · 1 0 · · · ) =⇒ ∑ x∈V |x⟩⟨x| = 1. (3.7)

Another orthonormal basis is the normalised eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian H, {ϕ̂_n}, (ϕ̂_m, ϕ̂_n) = δ_{m n}, n, m ∈ V (2.20). By using the notation |x⟩, it can be expressed by ‖n⟩⟩, ‖n⟩⟩^{def}= ∑ x∈V ϕ̂_n(x)|x⟩ ⇐⇒ ⟨x‖n⟩⟩ = ϕ̂_n(x), ⟨⟨m‖n⟩⟩ = δ_{m n}, n, m ∈ V. (3.8) Corresponding to (3.7) one has ∑ n∈V ‖n⟩⟩⟨⟨n‖ = 1, (3.9) which is the completeness relation ∑ n∈V ⟨x‖n⟩⟩⟨⟨n‖y⟩ = ∑ n∈V ϕ̂_n(x)ϕ̂_n(y) = δ_{x y}, x, y ∈ V. (3.10) The spectral representations of the Hamiltonians H (2.21) in this notation reads H = ∑ n∈V ( 1 − κ(n) ) ‖n⟩⟩⟨⟨n‖ ⇐⇒ H(x, y) = ⟨x|H|y⟩ = ∑ n∈V ( 1 − κ(n) )^ ϕ_n(x)ϕ̂_n(y). (3.11) The evolution of the discrete time system is governed by a unitary matrix U ∈ ℓ^2(V ) which is the exponentiation of H, |ψ(ℓ + 1)⟩ = U|ψ(ℓ)⟩, U^{def}= e^{−iH} = ∑ n∈V e^{−i(1−κ(n))}‖n⟩⟩⟨⟨n‖ . (3.12) The normalised general initial states |ψ(0)⟩ can be represented as |ψ(0)⟩ = ∑ z∈V φ(z)|z⟩, φ(z) ∈ C , ∑ z∈V |φ(z)|^2 = 1. (3.13) Corresponding to Theorem 3.1, the quantum version is the following Theorem 3.2 In terms of the spectral representation of the quantum Hamiltonian H (2.21), the solution of the initial value problem is given by |ψ(ℓ)⟩ = U^ℓ|ψ(0)⟩ = ∑ n∈V e^{−i(1−κ(n))ℓ}‖n⟩⟩⟨⟨n‖ψ(0)⟩ (3.14) = ∑ n,z∈V e^{−i(1−κ(n))ℓ}‖n⟩⟩ϕ̂_n(z)φ(z). (3.15) The time evolution is causal and the non-causal effects of branching appear at the measurements. For the initial state |ψ(0)⟩ = |y⟩ (φ(z) = δ_{z y}) at ℓ = 0, the probability amplitude of arriving at the state |x⟩ at ℓ-th step is Ψ(x, y; ℓ)^{def}= ⟨x|U^ℓ|y⟩ = ∑ n∈V e^{−i(1−κ(n))ℓ}⟨x‖n⟩⟩⟨⟨n‖y⟩ = ∑ n∈V e^{−i(1−κ(n))ℓ}ϕ̂_n(x)ϕ̂_n(y). (3.16)

The probability of measuring the state |x⟩ at ℓ-th step is

|Ψ(x, y; ℓ)|^2 = ∑ n∈V ϕ̂_n(x)^2ϕ̂_n(y)^2 + 2 ∑ n>m∈V cos[ ( κ(n)−κ(m) ) ℓ]ϕ̂_n(x)ϕ̂_m(x)ϕ̂_n(y)ϕ̂_m(y). (3.17)

Various stochastic quantities can be calculated based on these expressions. Since pure state quantum mechanics is time-reversal invariant, the above expressions do not converge as ℓ → ∞. In other words, there is no stationary (or terminal, limiting) distribution. The long time average is lim_{T →∞} 1 T T∑ ℓ=0 |Ψ(x, y; ℓ)|^2 = ∑ n∈V ϕ̂_n(x)^2ϕ̂_n(y)^2, (3.18)

which is symmetric in x and y.

Remark 3.3 It should be stressed that in the coinless quantum formulations, the continuous time and the discrete time results look almost identical when expressed in terms of the spectral representations.

4 Explicitly solvable examples; Quantum cases

In [24] Odake and myself reported about two dozens of reversible classical Markov chains of finite and infinite dimensions. They are explicitly solved in the sense all the eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenvectors are obtained analytically. These Markov chains are generated by five different types of convolutions of the orthogonality measures [9] of hypergeometric polynomials of the Askey scheme [5, 14, 16, 22], e.g. the Krawtchouk, Hahn and q-Hahn polynomials etc. Some of these Markov chains are generalisations of the earlier works [13, 12, 10]. Those including q-polynomials are totally new. The K of these solvable Markov chains contain many adjustable free parameters so that they could enjoy wide ranges of applications in various disciplines. The eigenvalues are terminated (q)-hypergeometric functions and most of them are expressed as monomials of the powers and (q)-shifted factorials of the contained parameters. The eigenvectors are the orthogonal polynomials themselves.

The main claim of this paper is the following.

Theorem 4.1 All of the classical reversible Markov chains reported by Odake and myself [24] provide exactly solvable quantum Markov chains without a coin. Since the entire set of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors is available analytically, the formulas of Theorem 3.2 apply directly. Various quantities, e.g. hitting time, mixing time, sampling time, filling time, dispersion time etc [1] can be calculated explicitly.

Below I replicate some typical examples of the solvable Markov chains from [24] to show how the formulas in Theorem 3.2 look like. The first three correspond to finite Markov chains and N is the maximal coordinate of the vertices. The next two are infinite ones. Throughout this section, the N dependence in the notation of the finite polynomials and the normalisation constant d_n is suppressed for simplicity of presentation.

4.1 Type (i) convolution, q-Hahn

The type (i) convolution for constructing K was employed in (3.1) of [13] and (1.1) of [12] in connection with the ‘cumulative Bernoulli trials’ of Krawtchouk processes. But the convolution works for other finite polynomials. Here I demonstrate it for the q-Hahn polynomials, see §4.1.3 of [24] for more details. The fundamental transition probability matrix K for the q-Hahn is

K_{qH} (x, y) = min(x,y) ∑ z=0 π_{qH} (x − z, N − z, b, c)π_{qH} (z, y, a, b), x, y ∈ V, (4.1) in which π_{qH} is the normalised orthogonality measure of the q-Hahn polynomial, 0 < π_{qH} (x, N, a, b) = [ N x ] (a ; q)_x (b ; q)_{N−x}a^{N−x} (ab ; q)_N , [ N x ]_{def} = (q ; q)_N (q ; q)_x (q ; q)_{N−x}

, (4.2) ∑ x∈V π_{qH} (x, N, a, b) = 1, with the parameter ranges 0 < a < 1, b < 1. It is easy to see the conservation of the probability ∑ x∈V K_{qH} (x, y) = 1. The reversible distribution is π_{qH} (x, N, ab, c), K_{qH} (x, y)π_{qH} (y, N, ab, c) = K_{qH} (y, x)π_{qH} (x, N, ab, c). (4.3) It can be verified by using (4.2) without performing the summation explicitly. The eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenvectors are κ(n) = b^n(a ; q)_n(c ; q)_n (ab ; q)_n(bc ; q)_n , P̌_n(x, ab, c), (4.4) ∑ y∈V K_{qH} (x, y)π_{qH} (y, N, ab, c)P̌_n(y, ab, c) = κ(n)π_{qH} (x, N, ab, c)P̌_n(x, ab, c). (4.5)

The explicit form of the polynomial P̌_n(x, a, b) and its normalisation constant are P̌_n(x, a, b) = P_n(η(x), a, b) =_3ϕ_2 (q−n, abqn−1, q−x a, q^{−N} | | q ; q), η(x) = q_{−x} − 1, (4.6) ∑ x∈V π_{qH} (x, N, a, b)P̌_n(x, a, b)P̌_m(x, a, b) = 1 d_n(a, b)^2 δ_{n m}, n, m ∈ V, (4.7) d_n(a, b)^2 = [ N n ] (a, abq^{−1} ; q)_n (abq^N , b ; q)_n a^n 1 − abq^{2n−1} 1 − abq^{−1} . (4.8)

The normalised eigenvectors {ϕ̂_n(x)} of the Hamiltonian H_{qH} are H_{qH} (x, y) = 1 √ π_{qH} (x, N, ab, c) (1 − K_{qH} (x, y)) √ π_{qH} (y, N, ab, c), (4.9) ϕ̂_n(x) = √ π_{qH} (x, N, ab, c) d_n(ab, c) P̌_n(x, ab, c), (4.10) ( H_{qH}ϕ̂_n ) (x) = ∑ y∈V H_{qH} (x, y)ϕ̂_n(y) = ( 1 − κ(n) )^ ϕ_n(x). (4.11)

The probability amplitude Ψ(x, y; ℓ) (3.16) becomes simple when y = 0, since P̌_n(0) = 1.

Ψ(x, 0; ℓ) = √ π_{qH} (x, ab, c)π_{qH} (0, ab, c) ∑ n∈V e^{−i(1−κ(n))ℓ}d_n(ab, c)^2P̌_n(x, ab, c), (4.12) π_{qH} (0, N, ab, c) = (c ; q)_N (ab)^N (abc ; q)_N , π_{qH} (N, N, ab, c) = (ab ; q)_N (abc ; q)_N . (4.13)

It is further simplified when x = N, as P̌_n(N, ab, c) = (−ab)^nq^{n(n−1)/2} (c ; q)^n (ab ; q)_n . (4.14)

4.2 Type (ii) convolution, Hahn

The type (ii) convolution for the Hahn polynomial is a three parameter generalisation of the one parameter model of Burnside process by Diaconis and Zhong [10]. The convolution also works for the Krawtchouk polynomial but not for the q-Hahn. See §4.2.2 of [24] for more details. The fundamental transition probability matrix K for the Hahn is K_H (x, y) = min(x,y) ∑ z=max(0,x+y−N) π_H (x − z, N − y, b, c)π_H (z, y, a, b), (4.15) in which π_H is the normalised orthogonality measure of the Hahn polynomial, 0 < π_H (x, N, a, b) = ( N x ) (a)_x (b)_{N−x} (a + b)_N , 0 < a, b, ∑ x∈V π_H (x, N, a, b) = 1. (4.16)

It is easy to see the conservation of the probability ∑ x∈V K_H (x, y) = 1. The reversible distribution is π_H (x, N, a + b, b + c), K_H (x, y)π_H (y, N, a + b, b + c) = K_H (y, x)π_H (x, N, a + b, b + c), (4.17) which can be verified by using (4.16) without performing the summation explicitly. The eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenvectors are

κ(n)=_3F_2 (−n, n + a + 2b + c − 1, b a + b, b + c | | | 1 ) = n∑ k=0 ( n k ) (−1)^k

(b)_k(n + a + 2b + c − 1)_k

(a + b)_k(b + c)_k

, (4.18)

P̌_n(x, a + b, b + c), (4.19) ∑ y∈V K_H (x, y)π_H (y, N, a + b, b + c)P̌_n(y, a + b, b + c) = κ(n)π_H (x, N, a + b, b + c)P̌_n(x, a + b, b + c). (4.20) The explicit form of the polynomial P̌_n(x, a, b) and its normalisation constant are

P̌_n(x, a, b) = P_n(x, a, b) =_3F_2 (−n, n + a + b − 1, −x a, −N | | 1), (4.21) ∑ x∈V π_H (x, N, a, b)P̌_n(x, a, b)P̌_m(x, a, b) = 1 d_n(a, b)^2 δ_{n m}, n, m ∈ V, (4.22) d_n(a, b)^2 = ( N n ) (a)_n (2n + a + b − 1)(a + b)_N (b)_n (n + a + b − 1)_{N+1}

. (4.23)

The normalised eigenvectors {ϕ̂_n(x)} of the Hamiltonian H_H are H_H (x, y) = 1 √ π_H (x, N, a + b, b + c) (1 − K_H (x, y)) √ π_H (y, N, a + b, b + c), (4.24) ϕ̂_n(x) = √ π_H (x, N, a + b, b + c) d_n(a + b, b + c) P̌_n(x, a + b, b + c), (4.25) ( H_Hϕ̂_n ) (x) = ∑ y∈V H_H (x, y)ϕ̂_n(y) = ( 1 − κ(n) )^ ϕ_n(x). (4.26)

The probability amplitude Ψ(x, y; ℓ) (3.16) becomes simple when y = 0, since P̌_n(0) = 1,

Ψ(x, 0; ℓ) = √ π_H (x, N, a + b, b + c)π_H (0, N, a + b, b + c) × ∑ n∈V e^{−i(1−κ(n))ℓ}d_n(a + b, b + c)^2P̌_n(x, a + b, b + c), (4.27) π_H (0, N, a + b, b + c) = (b + c)_N (a + 2b + c)_N , π_H (N, N, a + b, b + c) = (a + b)_N (a + 2b + c)_N

. (4.28)

It is further simplified when x = N, as

P̌_n(N, a + b, b + c) = (−1)^n (b + c)^n (a + b)_n

. (4.29)

4.3 Type (iii) convolution, Krawtchouk

The Markov chain generated by type (iii) convolution was, to the best of my knowledge, first introduced in [24]. Here is an example using the Krawtchouk polynomial. The convolution is applicable to the Hahn and q-Hahn polynomials as well. See §4.3 of [24] for more details. The fundamental transition probability matrix K for the Krawtchouk is K_K (x, y) = N∑ z=max(x,y) π_K (x, z, b)π_K (z − y, N − y, a), 0 < a, b < 1, (4.30) in which π_K is the normalised orthogonality measure of the Krawtchouk polynomial, π_K (x, N, a) = ( N x ) a^x(1 − a)^{N−x}, 0 < a < 1, ∑ x∈V π_K (x, N, a) = 1. (4.31)

The reversible distribution is π_K (x, N, p), K_K (x, y)π_K (y, N, p) = K_K (y, x)π_K (x, N, p), p^{def}= ab 1 − b + ab , (4.32)

which can be verified by using (4.31) without performing the summation explicitly. The eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenvectors are

κ(n) = (1 − a)^nb^n, P̌_n(x, p), (4.33) ∑ y∈V K_K (x, y)π_K (y, N, p)P̌_n(y, p) = κ(n)π_K (x, N, p)P̌_n(x, p). (4.34)

The explicit form of the polynomial P̌_n(x, a) and its normalisation constant are

P̌_n(x, a) = P_n(x, a) =_2F_1 (−n, −x −N | | | a^{−1} ) , P_n(x, a) = P_x(n, a), (4.35) ∑ x∈V π_K (x, N, a)P̌_n(x, s)P̌_m(x, a) = 1 d_n(a)^2 δ_{n m}, n, m ∈ V, (4.36) d_n(a)^2 = ( N n )( a 1 − a )_n . (4.37)

The normalised eigenvectors {ϕ̂_n(x)} of the Hamiltonian H_K are H_K (x, y) = 1 √ π_K (x, N, p) (1 − K_K (x, y)) √ π_K (y, N, p), (4.38) ϕ̂_n(x) = √ π_K (x, N, p) d_n(p)P̌_n(x, p), (4.39) ( H_Kϕ̂_n ) (x) = ∑ y∈V H_K (x, y)ϕ̂_n(y) = ( 1 − κ(n) )^ ϕ_n(x). (4.40)

The probability amplitude Ψ(x, y; ℓ) (3.16) becomes simple when y = 0, since P̌_n(0) = 1,

Ψ(x, 0; ℓ) = √ π_K (x, N, p)π_K (0, N, p) ∑ n∈V e^{−i(1−κ(n))ℓ}d_n(p)^2P̌_n(x, p), (4.41)

π_K (0, N, p) = (1 − p)^N , π_K (N, N, p) = p^N . (4.42)

It is further simplified when x = N, as P̌_n(N, p) = (−1)^n(p^{−1} − 1)^n, (4.43)

=⇒ Ψ(N, 0; ℓ) = ( ab(1 − b) )_{N/2} (1 − b + ab)^N ∑ n∈V (−1)^ne^{−i(1−(1−a)n bn)ℓ} ( N n ) . (4.44)

4.4 Type (i) convolution, Charlier

The Charlier polynomial is obtained from the Krawtchouk polynomial by a certain limit including N → ∞ [16]. This Markov chain is obtained from that of type (i) Krawtchouk, §4.1.1 [13]. The fundamental transition probability matrix K for the Charlier is,

K_C (x, y) = min(x,y) ∑ z=0 π_C (x − z, b)π_K (z, y, a), x, y ∈ V, 0 < a, b, (4.45) in which π_C is the normalised orthogonality measure of the Charlier polynomial, π_C (x, a) = a^xe^{−a} x! , 0 < a, ∑ x∈V π_C (x, a) = 1. (4.46)

The reversible distribution is π_C (x, p),

K_C (x, y)π_C (y, p) = K_C (y, x)π_C (x, p), p^{def}= b 1 − a . (4.47)

It can be verified by using (4.46) without performing the summation explicitly. The eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenvectors are

κ(n) = a^n, P̌_n(y, p), (4.48) ∑ y∈V K_C (x, y)π_C (y, p)P̌_n(y, p) = κ(n)π_C (x, p)P̌_n(x, p). (4.49)

The explicit form of the polynomial P̌_n(x, a) and its normalisation constant are P̌_n(x, a) = P_n(x, a) =_2F_0 (−n, −x − | | −a_{−1}), P_n(x, a) = P_x(n, a), (4.50)

∑ x∈V π_C (x, a)P̌_n(x, a)P̌_m(x, a) = 1 d_n(a)^2 δ_{n m}, d_n(a)^2 = a^n n! , n, m ∈ V. (4.51)

The normalised eigenvectors {ϕ̂_n(x)} of the Hamiltonian H_C are H_C (x, y) = 1 √ π_C (x, p) ( 1 − K_C (x, y) )√ π_C (y, p), (4.52)

ϕ̂_n(x) = √ π_C (x, p) d_n(p)P̌_n(x, p), (4.53) ( H_Cϕ̂_n ) (x) = ∑ y∈V H_C (x, y)ϕ̂_n(y) = ( 1 − κ(n) )^ ϕ_n(x). (4.54)

The probability amplitude Ψ(x, y; ℓ) (3.16) becomes simple when y = 0, since P̌_n(0) = 1,

Ψ(x, 0; ℓ) = √ π_C (x, p)π_C (0, p) ∑ n∈V e^{−i(1−κ(n))ℓ}d_n(p)^2P̌_n(x, p), (4.55)

π_C (0, p) = e^{−p}. (4.56)

4.5 Type (ii) convolution, Meixner

This Markov chain is obtained from that of Hahn (4.15) in §4.2 by fixing a, b with c → N(1 − c)c^{−1} (⇒ 0 < c < 1) and taking the limit N → ∞,

K_M (x, y) = min(x,y) ∑ z=0 π_M (x − z, b, c)π_H (z, y, a, b), (4.57) in which π_M is the normalised orthogonality measure of the Meixner polynomial, π_M (x, a, b) = (a)_x b^x(1 − b)^a x! , ∑ x∈V π_M (x, a, b) = 1, 0 < a, 0 < b < 1. (4.58)

The reversible distribution is π_M (x, a + b, c), K_M (x, y)π_M (y, a + b, c) = K_M (y, x)π_M (x, a + b, c). (4.59) It can be verified by using (4.58) without performing the summation explicitly. The eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenvectors are κ(n) = (a)_n (a + b)_n , P̌_n(y, a + b, c), (4.60) ∑ y∈V K_M (x, y)π_M (y, a + b, c)P̌_n(y, a + b, c) = κ(n)π_M (x, a + b, c)P̌_n(x, a + b, c). (4.61)

The explicit form of the polynomial P̌_n(x, a, b) and its normalisation constant are

P̌_n(x, a, b) = P_n(x, a, b) =_2F_1 (−n, −x a | | 1 − b_{−1}), P_n(x, a, b) = P_x(n, a, b), (4.62) ∑ x∈V π_M (x, a, b)P̌_n(x, a, b)P̌_m(x, a, b) = 1 d_n(a, b)^2 δ_{n m}, d_n(a, b)^2 =

(a)_n b^n n! , n, m ∈ V. (4.63)

The normalised eigenvectors {ϕ̂_n(x)} of the Hamiltonian H_M are H_M (x, y) = 1 √ π_M (x, a + b, c) (1 − K_M (x, y)) √ π_M (y, a + b, c), (4.64) ϕ̂_n(x) = √ π_M (x, a + b, c) d_n(a + b, c)P̌_n(x, a + b, c), (4.65) ( H_Mϕ̂_n ) (x) = ∑ y∈V H_M (x, y)ϕ̂_n(y) = ( 1 − κ(n) )^ ϕ_n(x). (4.66)

The probability amplitude Ψ(x, y; ℓ) (3.16) becomes simple when y = 0, since P̌_n(0) = 1,

Ψ(x, 0; ℓ) = √ π_M (x, a + b, c)π_M (0, a + b, c) × ∑ n∈V e^{−i(1−κ(n))ℓ}d_n(a + b, c)^2P̌_n(x, a + b, c), (4.67) π_M (0, a + b, c) = (1 − c)^{a+b}. (4.68)

5 Comments

A few comments are in order.

• I follow the standard convention of quantum mechanics, ⟨final state|e^{−iHt}|initial state⟩.

Correspondingly, the fundamental transition probability matrix K(x, y) means the transition from the initial vertex y to the final vertex x.

• The main point of the exact solvability of the K constructed by the five types of convolutions shown in [24] is that the orthogonal polynomial P̌_n(x) is the left eigenvector of K, ∑ y∈V K(y, x)P̌_n(y) = κ(n)P̌_n(x) (n ∈ V ). ([24].2.12)

The proof is given in Appendix of [24]. In most cases, the eigenvalue κ(n) is known, without calculation, from the factorised form of the transition probability matrix K due to the convolution.

• Time averaged distributions of quantum walks were reported in many papers. It should be stressed that these results are initial state specific and not universal, cf (3.18).

• It should be noted that, because of the context, the present definition of d^2_n corresponds to d^2_n/d^2_0 in the accompanying paper on the quantum birth and death process [28] and also previous series of papers [26, 23, 22].

Appendix Basic definitions related to the (q)-hypergeometric functions

∘ shifted factorial (a)_n :

(a)_n^{def}= n∏ k=1 (a + k − 1) = a(a + 1) · · · (a + n − 1) =

Γ(a + n) Γ(a)

. (A.1)

∘ q-shifted factorial (a ; q)_n :

(a ; q)_n^{def}= n∏ k=1 (1 − aq^{k−1}) = (1 − a)(1 − aq) · · · (1 − aq^{n−1}). (A.2)

∘ hypergeometric function_rF_s : rF_s (a_1, · · · , a_r b_1, · · · , b_s | | | z )_{def} = ∞∑ n=0 (a_1, · · · , a_r)_n (b_1, · · · , b_s)_n z^n n! , (A.3)

where (a_1, · · · , a_r)_n^{def}= ∏_r j=1(a_j )_n = (a_1)_n · · · (a_r)_n.

∘ q-hypergeometric function (the basic hypergeometric function)_rϕ_s : rϕ_s (a_1, · · · , a_r b_1, · · · , b_s | | q ; z) def=^∞∑ n=0 (a_1, · · · , a_r ; q)_n (b_1, · · · , b_s ; q)_n (−1)^{(1+s−r)n}q^{(1+s−r)n(n−1)/2} z^n (q ; q)_n

, (A.4)

where (a_1, · · · , a_r ; q)_n^{def}= ∏_r j=1(a_j ; q)_n = (a_1 ; q)_n · · · (a_r ; q)_n.

References

[1] D. Aharonov, A. Ambainis, J. Kempe and U. Vazirani, “Quantum walks on graphs,” In Proceedings of the 33th ACM Symposium on The Theory of Computation (STOC’01) ACM, (2001) 50–59, arXiv:quant-ph/0012090.

[2] D. Aldous and J. A. Fill, “Reversible Markov Chains and Random Walks on Graphs,” in preparation, http://www.stat.berkeley.edu/∼aldous/RWG/book.html.

[3] A. Ambainis, J. Kempe and A. Rivosh, “Coins make quantum walks faster,” Proc. 16th ACM-SIAM SODA, (2005) 1099–1108, arXiv:quant-ph/0402107.

[4] A. Ambainis, E. Bach, A. Nayak, A. Vishwanath and J. Watrous, “One-Dimensional Quantum Walks,” In Proceedings of the 33rd ACM Symposium on The Theory of Computation (STOC’01) ACM, (2001) 60–69.

[5] G. E. Andrews, R. Askey and R. Roy, Special Functions, Encyclopedia of mathematics and its applications, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, (1999).

[6] B. A. Chase and A. J. Landhal, “Universal quantum walks and adiabatic algorithms by 1d hamiltonians,” arXiv:0802.1207[quant-ph].

[7] A. Childs, E. Farhi, and S. Gutmann, “An example of the difference between quantum and classical random walks,” Quantum Information Processing, 1 (2002) 35–43, arXiv:

quant-ph/0103020.

[8] A. Childs, “On the relationship between continuous- and discrete-time quantum walk,” Comm. Math. Phys. 294 (2010) 581–603, arXiv:0810.0312[quant-ph].

[9] R. D. Cooper, M. R. Hoare and M. Rahman, “Stochastic Processes and Special Functions: On the Probabilistic Origin of Some Positive Kernels Associated with Classical Orthogonal Polynomials,” J. Math. Anal. Appl. 61 (1977) 262–291.

[10] P. Diaconis and C. Zhong, “Hahn polynomials and Burnside process,” Ramanujan J.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11139-021-00482-z, arXiv:2012.13829[math.PR].

[11] E. Farhi and S. Gutmann, “Quantum computation and decision trees,” Phys. Rev. A58 (1998) 915–928, arXiv:quant-ph/9706062.

[12] F. A. Grünbaum and M. Rahman, “A System of Multivariable Krawtchouk Polynomials and a Probabilistic Application,” SIGMA 7 (2011) 119, arXiv:1106.1835[math.PR].

[13] M. R. Hoare and M. Rahman, “Cumulative Bernoulli trials and Krawtchouk processes,” Stochastic Processes and their applications 16 (1983) 113–139.

[14] M. E. H. Ismail, Classical and Quantum Orthogonal Polynomials in One Variable, Encyclopedia of mathematics and its applications, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, (2005).

[15] J. Kempe, “Quantum random walks - an introductory overview,” Contemporary Physics 44 (2003) 307–327, arXiv:quant-ph/0303081.

[16] R. Koekoek, P. A. Lesky and R. F. Swarttouw, Hypergeometric orthogonal polynomials and their q-analogues, Springer Monographs in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag Berlin- Heidelberg, (2010).

[17] N. Konno, “Quantum Random Walks in One Dimension,” Quantum Information Processing 1 (2002) 345–354. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1023413713008, arXiv:quant-ph

/0206053.

[18] D. A. Meyer, “From quantum cellular automata to quantum lattice gases,” J. Stat.

Phys., 85 (1996) 551–574, arXiv:quant-ph/9604003.

[19] O. Mülken and A. Blumen, “Slow transport by continuous time quantum walks,” Phys.

Rev. E71 (2005) 016101, arXiv:quant-ph/0410243; “Spacetime structures of continuous time quantum walks,” Phys. Rev. E71 (2005) 036128, arXiv:quant-ph/052004.

[20] O. Mülken and A. Blumen, “Continuous-time quantum walks: Models for coherent transport on complex networks,” Physics Reports 502 (2011) 37–87, arXiv:1101.2572

[quant-ph].

[21] A. Nayak and A. Vishwanath, “Quantum walk on the line,” arXiv:quant-ph/0010117.

[22] S. Odake and R. Sasaki, “Orthogonal Polynomials from Hermitian Matrices,” J. Math.

Phys. 49 (2008) 053503 (43 pp), arXiv:0712.4106[math.CA].

[23] S. Odake and R. Sasaki, “Orthogonal Polynomials from Hermitian Matrices II,” J. Math.

Phys. 59 (2018) 013504 (42pp), arXiv:1604.00714[math.CA].

[24] S. Odake and R. Sasaki, “Markov chains generated by convolutions of orthogonality measures,” J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 55 (2022) 275201 (42pp), arXiv:2106.04082

[math.PR].

[25] A. Patel, K. S. Raghunathan and P. Rungta, “Quantum random walks do not need a coin toss,” Phys. Rev. A71 (2005) 032347, arXiv:quant-ph/0405128.

[26] R. Sasaki, “Exactly Solvable Birth and Death Processes,” J. Math. Phys. 50 (2009) 103509 (18 pp), arXiv:0903.3097[math-ph].

[27] R. Sasaki, “Exactly solvable discrete time Birth and Death processes,” J. Math. Phys.

63 (2022) 063305; https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0079228, arXiv:2106.03284[math.PR].

[28] R. Sasaki, “Quantum vs classical Birth and Death processes; Exactly solvable examples,” arXiv:2212.xxxx[quant-ph].

[29] D. Solenov and L. Fedichkin, “Continuous-time Quantum Walks on a Cycle Graph,” Phys. Rev. bf A 75 (2007) 030301R, arXiv:quant-ph/0506096.

[30] M. Szegedy, “Quantum speed-up of Markov chain based algorithms,” Proc. of the 45th Annual IEEE Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS’04), 32–41 (2004).

[31] S. E. Venegas-Andraca, “Quantum walks: a comprehensive review,” Quantum Inf. Process. 11 (2012) 1015–1106, arXiv:1204.4780[quant-ph].

[32] J. Watrous, “Quantum simulations of classical random walks and undirected graph connectivity,” J. Comput. System Sci. 62 (2001) 376–391, arXiv:cs/9812012.

[33] W. Woess, “Random walks on infinite graphs and groups,” Cambridge tracts in mathematics 138, Cambridge University Press, (2000).

[34] X.-P. Xu, “Continuous-time quantum walks on one-dimensional regular networks,” Phys. Rev. E77 (2008) 061127 , arXiv:0801.4180[quant-ph].

[35] X.-P. Xu, “Exact analytical results for quantum walks on star graphs,” J. Phys. A:

Math. Theor., 42 (2009)115205, arXiv:0903.1149[quant-ph].