arXiv:2406.17344v1 [math.CO] 25 Jun 2024

RECURRENCE AND TRANSIENCE FOR NON-ARCHIMEDEAN AND DIRECTED GRAPHS

MATTHIAS KELLER, ANNA MURANOVA

Abstract. We introduce the notion of recurrence and transience for graphs over non-Archimedean ordered field. To do so we relate these graphs to random walks of directed graphs over the reals. In particular, we give a characterization of the real directed graphs which can arise is such a way. As a main result, we give characterization for recurrence and transience in terms of a quantity related to the capacity.

Keywords: weighted graph, Markov chain, capacity, recurrence, transience, non-Archimedean field, ordered field, random walk, directed graph

Mathematics Subject Classification 2020: 60J10, 05C22, 31C20, 47S10, 05C50, 12J15, 46N3, 47N30

1. Introduction

The study of random walks on graphs is a classical topic going back to the last century. The name was coined by Karl Pearson in 1905 [11] to model a mosquito infestation in a forest. Since then this has become a vibrant field of mathematics connecting probability, potential theory, graph and geometric group theory, see e.g. the monographs [12, 13, 14] and references therein as well as [2, 3, 6] for recent developments.

In this work we take on the study of random walks arising from graphs over non-Archimedean fields. Such graphs have been recently introduced and studied in [8, 9, 4]. In particular, in [4] the notion of capacity on infinite graphs was studied in great depth. Classically the notion of capacity is closely related to questions of the behavior of random walks. Indeed vanishing capacity at a vertex is equivalent to fact that the random walk returns to this vertex over time infinitely often almost surely – a property which is known as recurrence. Conversely, if the capacity is positive the random walk only returns finitely many times almost surely which is known as transience.

However, for non-Archimedean graphs the situation is significantly more subtle. First of all, while the sequence of capacities along an exhaustion of an infinite graph is still monotone decreasing its limit does not necessarily exist. So, the classical dichotomy of zero or positive capacity is extended by the case of divergent capacity. Secondly, convergence to zero is much harder to realize in non-Archimedean fields as the sequence is not only required to be eventually smaller than any positive rational but also than any infinitesimal. On the other hand, in terms of non-Archimedean probability a property is said to hold almost surely if it holds outside of an event which has probability less than every positive rational [10, p. 25]. Thus, expecting to equate zero capacity with recurrence would be also conceptually problematic.

1The first author acknowledges the financial support of the DFG. The second author acknowledges financial support by the NCN (National Science Center, Poland), grant nr. 2022/06/X/ST1/00910. 1

Thus, we have to take heed in two ways. First of all, we define random walks and the notions of recurrence and transience in accordance to the proper viewpoint of probability on non-Archimedean fields. This leads us to relate our non-Archimedean graphs to certain directed graphs over the reals. For such graphs, there is a rich theory of their corresponding random walks, see e.g. [14], which we will exploit. However, it is crucial to align the proper notions in the non-Archimedean and the corresponding directed real setting. In particular, this relates to paths in the non-Archimedean graph with directed paths and consequently with (strongly) connected components. For directed graphs the study of connected components is more subtle and a specific importance comes to so called essential components. These are also called absorbing components and are characterized by the fact that they do not have paths leaving this component. We use these notions to obtain a first result on determining whether a vertex is recurrent or transient. This result, Theorem 3.15, says that vertices in non-essential components are necessarily transient. This basically leaves us with the study of the type of the vertex in the essential components of the graph. Furthermore, we characterize the directed graphs over the reals which arise from non-Archimedean graphs in Theorem 3.22.

Secondly, we consider a quantity which relates the capacity to recurrence and transience. For real graphs the diagonal of the Green’s function is equal to the reciprocal of the capacity normalized by the measure. As discussed above neither of these quantities necessarily exists for infinite non-Archimedean graphs. However, as the normalized capacities of a vertex a along an exhaustion are bounded by values less than one, we can take their real part – that is the unique real number in the field which differs only by an infinitesimal. This gives not only a real number between zero and one but also the limit exists within the reals. Hence, also its reciprocal called G(a) exists and is finite or positive infinite. For vertices in the essential components this allows us to characterize recurrence and transience in terms of infiniteness or finiteness of G(a), Theorem 5.4. See also Corollary 5.5 which brings this together with the findings of Theorem 3.15 and therefore provides a full characterization of recurrence and transience. Moreover, for vertices in any non-essential component, one direction of this characterization remains true, Corollary 5.2, namely that G(a) < ∞ implies transience of a. Of course, this raises the question whether a full characterization of recurrence and transience is possible in terms of G(a). That this is not the case is shown in Examples 5.6 and Example 5.7.

The paper is structured as follows. In the next section we provide all the basic notions and facts for graphs over non-Archimedean fields first and random walks over directed graphs over the reals second. In Section 3 we then construct directed real graphs from non-Archimedean ones together with their random walks. This also allows us to define recurrence and transience for vertices in the original graph. We then give a first criterion for recurrence and transience, Theorem 3.15 and also characterize the directed real graphs which can be obtained from non- Archimedean ones, Theorem 3.22. In Section 4, we then introduce the quantity G(a) for a vertex a discussed above and study its basic properties. Finally, in Section 5 we characterize recurrence and transience of vertices in the graph with the help of G(a) in Theorem 5.4 and Corollary 5.5.

2. Set up and preliminaries

2.1. Weighted graphs over ordered field. An ordered field (K , ≻) is called non-Archimedean if there exists an infinitesimal, i.e., τ ≻ 0 in K such that τ ≺ 1 n = 1 1 + · · · + 1

n times

for any n ∈ N ⊆ K . Otherwise, the field is called Archimedean. Any element N with N ≻ N for all N ∈ N is called infinitely large. Obviously, the field is non-Archimedean if and only if there exists an infinitely large element.

We denote the positive elements of K by K^+ = {x ∈ K | x ≻ 0}. The absolute value |k| of k ∈ K is an element of K^+ ∪ {0} defined as |k| = { k, : if k ⪰ 0 −k : otherwise.

Clearly, also the rationals Q are a subfield of any ordered field. For two elements k_1, k_2 ∈ K^+ we fix the following notation: We write k_1 ≺≺ k_2 if k_1 k_2 is an infinitesimal, i.e.,

k_1 ≺≺ k_2 :⇐⇒ k_1 k_2

≺ c for all c ∈ Q^+ .

We write k_1 ≾ k_2 if k_1 k_2 is at most finite, i.e.,

k_1 ≾ k_2 :⇐⇒ k_1 k_2

≺ c_0 for some c_0 ∈ Q^+ .

We write k_1 ≃ k_2, if k_1 ≾ k_2 and k_1 ≿ k_2, i.e.

k_1 ≃ k_2 :⇐⇒ c_1 ≺ k_1 k_2

≺ c_2 for some c_1, c_2 ∈ Q^+

Note that ≃ is an equivalence relation. Further, we say that k ∈ K is at most finite, if k ≾ 1, i.e., k is not infinitely large. We denote by K_{≾1} the set of all at most finite elements in the field K .

Definition 2.1. Let (K , ≻) be an ordered field. A weighted graph over an at most countable set V , whose elements are called the vertices, is a symmetric map b : V × V → K^+ ∪ {0} with vanishing diagonal, (i.e., b(x, y) = b(y, x) and b(x, x) = 0 for all x, y ∈ V ).

Having zero diagonal means that that graphs have no loops. We write x ∼ y whenever b(x, y) ≻ 0 and say that there is an edge between x and y.

An (undirected) path between any vertices x, y ∈ V is a sequence (x_1, . . . , x_n), n ∈ N such that x = x_0 ∼ x_1 ∼ x_2 ∼ · · · ∼ x_n = y.

A graph is called connected, if there is a path between any two vertices. Furthermore, a subset U ⊆ V is called connected if the restriction b |_{U×U} is connected. A graph is called locally finite, if for all x ∈ V we have #{y ∈ V | y ∼ x} < ∞. Assumption 2.2. In the following, b always denotes a connected locally finite graph over an at most countable set V taking values in an ordered field K .

For any U ⊆ V and x ∈ V , we denote b(U) = ∑ z∈U ∑ y∈V b(z, y) and b(x) := b({x}) = ∑ x∈V b(x, y). The normalized weight p : V × V → K of a graph b over V is defined as p(x, y) = b(x, y) b(x) .

Moreover, for U ⊆ V , we define the following set of functions: F(U) = {f | f : U → K } and C_c(V ) = {ϕ | ϕ : V → K , ϕ has finite support} where the support of the function is the set of vertices where this function does not vanish. For the compactly supported functions C_c(V ), the characteristic functions 1_x of vertices x ∈ V form a basis. We define a transition operator by P : F(V ) → F(V ), P f(x) = ∑ y∈V f(y)p(x, y). By local finiteness, we can define P^n for n ∈ N inductively and let P^0 = I. The matrix elements of P^n with respect to the standard basis are denoted by p^{(n)}(x, y). Note that, for n ≥ 2, p^{(n)}(x, y) = ∑ {x_1,...,x_{n−1}}⊆V p(x, x_1)p(x_1, x_2) . . . p(x_{n−1}, y). The capacity can be defined via limit involving solutions of Dirichlet problems or via the infimum of energies over compactly supported functions. The equivalence of either definition is shown in [4] and we present here the main concepts.

The Laplace operator is defined on the set of all functions F(V ) by Δf(x) = 1 b(x) ∑ y∈V b(x, y)(f(x) − f(y)). and the corresponding quadratic form or energy form for ϕ ∈ C_c(V ) is defined as Q(ϕ) = 1 2 ∑ x,y∈V b(x, y)(ϕ(x) − ϕ(y))^2, which is connected to Δ via Green’s formula for f ∈ F(V ) and ϕ ∈ C_c(X), cf. [8, Theorem 22] ∑ x∈V (bϕΔf)(x) = ∑ x∈V (bfΔϕ)(x) = 1 2 ∑ x,y∈V b(x, y)(f(x) − f(y))(ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)) =: Q(f, ϕ). Let ∅ ≠ K ⊆ V be a finite connected subset of V and a ∈ K. The Dirichlet problem for K and a then looks for a solution v : V → K of the equation

(DP) Δv = 0 on K \ {a}, v = 1 on {a}, v = 0 on V \ K. Proposition 2.3 (Maximum principle [8]). Let K ⊆ V be finite and connected and a ∈ K. The Dirichlet problem (DP) has a unique solution v which satisfies 0 ≺ v ⪯ 1 on K and Q(v) = Δv(a)b(a) = − ∑ x∈V \K Δv(x)b(x). Moreover, for any function f ∈ C_c(V ) with f(a) = 1 and f = 0 on V \ K, Q(v) ⪯ Q(f), i.e., the solution of the Dirichlet problem minimizes the energy.

For a set U ⊆ V , we denote by π_U : F(V ) → F(U) the canonical projection and by ι_U : F(V ) → F(U) the embedding via extension by zero. For an operator A : F(V ) → F(V ), we then denote by A_U = π_U Aι_U the corresponding operator on F(U). The matrix elements p^{(n)}_U (x, y), x, y ∈ U of powers of the restricted transition operator P^n_U satisfy p^{(1)}_U (x, y) = p_U (x, y) and, for n ≥ 2, p^{(n)}_U (x, y) = ∑ {x_1,...,x_{n−1}}⊆U p(x, x_1)p(x_1, x_2) . . . p(x_{n−1}, y). However, observe that one does not longer have ∑ y∈U p(x, y) = 1 for x ∈ U but only ∑ y∈U p(x, y) ⪯ 1 which is a strict inequality whenever there is y ∈ V \ U with x ∼ y.

For K ⊆ V finite and a ∈ K, the renormalized Dirichlet problem looks for ~v ∈ F(K) such that (~DP) Δ_K ~v = 1_a and we call Δ_K the Dirichlet Laplacian for K. There is the following connection to the Dirichlet Problem (DP).

Lemma 2.4 (Renormalized Dirichlet problem, Lemma 2.5 and 4.5 in [4]). Let K ⊆ V be finite and connected and a ∈ K. The Dirichlet problem (~DP) has a unique solution ~v which satisfies ~v = v Δv(a) and v = ~v ~v(a) , where v is the solution of the Dirichlet problem (DP). Furthermore, the Dirichlet Laplacian Δ_K is invertible and ~v = Δ^{−1}_K 1_a ⪰ 0.

Definition 2.5 (Capacity, Definition 2.3 [4]). The capacity cap_K for a finite and connected set K ⊆ V and a ∈ K is defined as cap_K (a) = Δv(a)b(a), where v is the solution of the Dirichlet problem (DP).

From the definition, Lemma 2.4 and Green’s formula, we can immediately conclude at

cap_K (a) = b(a) Δ^{−1}_K 1_a(a) = Q(v). Lemma 2.6 (Lemma 2.6 in [4]). Let K ⊆ V be finite and connected and x, y ∈ K. Let v^x, respectively v^y, be solutions of (DP) for K and x, respectively y. Then, v^x(y) cap_K (x) = v^y(x) cap_K (y) . Lemma 2.7 (Monotonicity of capacity). If a ∈ K ⊆ L ⊆ V , and K, L are finite, then cap_L(a) ⪯ cap_K (a).

Proof. Follows from the maximum principle, Proposition 2.3 as this shows Q(v_L) ⪯ Q(v_K ), where v_L and v_K are the solutions of Dirichlet problem (DP) on L and on K respectively. □

We call an increasing sequence of finite connected subsets K_n ⊆ V an exhaustion of V if V = ⋃ n K_n. Definition 2.8 (Effective Capacity, Definition 17 in [9]). Let (K_n) be an exhaustion of V . If for a fixed vertex a ∈ K_0 ⊆ V the limit of the sequence (cap_{Kn} (a)) exists in the order topology of K , we call it effective capacity of a and denote it by cap(a) := lim_{n→∞} cap_{Kn} (a).

The following theorem shows that existence of the limit is independent of the base vertex a.

Theorem 2.9 (Theorem 2.9 in [4]). If cap(a) exists for some a ∈ V , then it exists for all x ∈ V . Moreover, if cap(a) = 0 for some a ∈ V , then cap(x) = 0 for all x ∈ V .

The previous theorem gives rise to the following definition of the capacity type of a graph.

Definition 2.10 (Definition 2.10 in [4]). The graph is said to have

(1) null capacity, if cap(a) = 0 for some (all) a ∈ V , (2) positive capacity, if cap(a) exists and cap(a) ≠ 0 for some (all) a ∈ V , (3) divergent capacity, if cap(a) does not exist for some (all) a ∈ V .

2.2. Random walks and directed graphs over the reals. In this subsection we recall the basic notions of random walks over the Archimedean field of the reals. We will use this theory later on to connect it to graphs over non-Archimedean fields.

Definition 2.11 (Transition matrix). A transition matrix over an at most countable set V , called the state space, is a map π : V × V → R^+ ∪ {0} such that ∑ y∈V π(x, y) = 1 for any x ∈ V .

We denote the corresponding operator on the space of compactly supported functions V → R by Π. For Π, we can take again powers and we denote the matrix elements of Π^n by π^{(n)}(x, y) for x, y ∈ V . A transition probability π gives rise to a random walk X = (X_n) via

P(X_n = y | X_0 = x) = π^{(n)}(x, y).

Note that we can consider π as a directed graph over V which is said to be locally finite if #{y ∈ V | π(x, y)} < ∞ for all x ∈ V . We write x ⊏ y if π(x, y) ≠ 0. We write x ↭ y if x ⊏ y and y ⊏ x.

Further, we write x → y, i.e., y can be reached from x, if x = y or there exists a directed path from x to y, i.e., there exists (x_i)^n_{i=0} ⊆ V, n ∈ N such that x = x_0 ⊏ x_1 ⊏ x_2 ⊏ · · · ⊏ x_n = y.

We write x ↔ y if x → y and y → x. Clearly, ↔ is an equivalence relation. We call an equivalence class an irreducible class. In graph theoretical terminology, one also speaks of a strongly connected component [14, p.28].

We extend the use symbol → to irreducible classes as follows: for two irreducible classes C_1, C_2 ⊆ V , we write C_1 → C_2 if for some (all) x ∈ C_1 and for some (all) y ∈ C_2 we have x → y. The following classical fact holds, see e. g. [14, 2.4 Lemma]:

Lemma 2.12. The set of all irreducible classes is a partially ordered set with respect to the relation →.

Definition 2.13 (Essential classes). A maximal element in the set of irreducible classes with respect to order → is called essential class (or absorbing class).

Lemma 2.14. Let π be a transition matrix over V . A state x ∈ V is in an essential class if and only if x → y implies y → x for any y ∈ V .

Proof. This is clear from the definition. □

Definition 2.15 (Closed sets and absorbing states). A subset W ⊆ V is called closed, if no element outside W can be reached from any state x ∈ W . A single state x, forming a closed set, is called absorbing.

Assumption 2.16. We assume that π(x, x) > 0 if and only if π(x, x) = 1, i.e., we do not have loops, except for absorbing states.

The definition of recurrence and transience is classical, see e.g. [14, Chapter 3], i.e., for a random walk X = (X_n) on a state space V with transition matrix π, a state x ∈ V is called recurrent if P[X_n = x for infinitely many n] = 1 and transient otherwise. In fact, in case of transience we have P[X_n = x for infinitely many n] = 0, see e.g. [14, 3.2. Theorem].

The classical theory gives the following connection between the type of a state and convergence of sums over π^{(n)}, see e.g. [14, 3.4. Theorem (a)] Theorem 2.17. Let π be a transition matrix over V . Then the following holds:

(a) A state x ∈ V is transient if and only if ∞∑ n=0 π^{(n)}(x, x) < ∞. (b) A state x ∈ V is recurrent if and only if ∞∑ n=0 π^{(n)}(x, x) = ∞. It is known, that being recurrent or transient is a property of an irreducible class, see e.g. [14, Theorem 3.4 and p. 45] Theorem 2.18. All the vertices of the same class are recurrent or transient simultaneously.

Therefore, the type – recurrent or transient – is defined for irreducible classes. The following theorem is found in [14, 3.4. Theorem (b) and (c)] Theorem 2.19. Every recurrent class is an essential class and every finite essential class is recurrent.

Corollary 2.20. Let V be finite and π be a transition matrix over V . A state x ∈ V is recurrent if and only if x → y implies y → x for any y ∈ V .

Proof. Clearly, if x is recurrent, then there must be a path to return to x from any y which can be reached by x. On the other hand, if x → y implies y → x for all y ∈ V , then x is in an essential class. □

3. A correspondence between non-Archimedean graphs and random walks It is known that real graphs stand in a one-to-one relationship to reversible random walks.

In this section we identify a class of random walks which stand in a one-to-one correspondence to graphs over non-Archimedean fields. In turn many of the investigations for the probability theory on non-Archimedean graphs can draw from the rich theory of those random walks.

3.1. Constructing a random walk for a non-Archimedean graph. In this subsection we construct a mapping between a non-Archimedean graph and a random walk. To this end recall the set K_{≾1} of at most finite elements which is an ordered ring and which we will map to R as described below. To this end, we are looking for the unique real number, from which an element k ∈ K differs by an infinitesimal. Note that K includes Q as K is an ordered field.

Lemma 3.1. For any k ∈ K_{≾1} , there is a unique real number ρ(k), which differs from k only by an infinitesimal in an ordered field extension including K and R.

Proof. Let F be an ordered extension which includes K and R, e.g. one can take the surreal numbers, which contains all non-Archimedean fields as subfields (see [1, Theorem 24.29]). For k ∈ K_{≾1} , let L(k) = {q ∈ Q | q ⪯ k} and U(k) = {q ∈ Q | q ⪰ k} Then, L(k) and U(k) are also subsets of R in which they have a supremum l = sup_R L(k) and an infimum u = inf_R U(k). Since l and u both exist in F, they differ from k only by an infinitesimal and are therefore equal in R. Then, this is the number ρ(k) we are looking for. Uniqueness is clear by the triangle inequality in F. □

Definition 3.2 (Real part). We define the map ϱ : K_{≾1} → R so that ϱ(k) is the unique real number such that k − ϱ(k) is infinitesimal in an ordered field extension including K and R.

We collect the following basic properties of the map ρ.

Lemma 3.3 (Basic properties of ρ). The map ρ is an order preserving ring morphism, i.e., for k_1, k_2 ∈ K_{≾1} , we have ϱ(k_1 + k_2) = ϱ(k_1) + ϱ(k_2), ϱ(k_1 · k_2) = ϱ(k_1) · ϱ(k_2) and if k_1 ⪰ k_2, then ϱ(k_1) ≥ ϱ(k_2). Furthermore, we have the following properties for k_1, k_2 ∈ K_{≾1} .

(1) ϱ maps infinitesimal elements to zero. (2) if ρ(k_1) < ρ(k_2), then k_1 ≺ k_2. (3) if ϱ(k_1) ≠ 0, then ϱ(1/k_1) = 1/ϱ(k_1).

(4) If a sequence (k_n) in K_{≾1} converges to k in K , then the sequence (ρ(k_n)) is eventually constant and equal to ρ(k) in R.

Proof. The proof is straightforward. □

To relate a random walk to a non-Archimedean graph b we recall the normalized weight p(x, y) = b(x, y)/b(x), x, y ∈ V . Clearly, p takes values in K_{≾1} .

Definition 3.4. Let U ⊆ V . We let π = π^b_U be the real transition matrix for b given by

π(x, y) = ϱ(p(x, y)), x ∈ U, 1, x ∈ V \ U and x = y, 0, x ∈ V \ U and x ≠ y. Note, that if K = R, then π^b_U = p_U is the classical transition matrix for graphs with boundary (or without boundary if U = V ).

Lemma 3.5. Let U ⊆ V . Then π = π^b_U is a transition matrix whose diagonal vanishes outside of the absorbing states which are exactly the elements of V \ U.

Proof. For every x ∈ U, we obtain 0 ≤ ρ(p(x, y)) ≤ 1 by the properties of the mapping ϱ, since 0 ⪯ p(x, y) ⪯ 1. For x ∈ U, we have by linearity and local finiteness of ϱ that ∑ y∈V π(x, y) = ∑ y∈V ϱ(p(x, y)) = ϱ ∑ y∈V p(x, y) = ϱ(1) = 1.

Hence, π is a transition matrix. Moreover, for x ∈ U, we have π(x, x) = ρ(p(x, x)) = ρ(b(x, x)/b(x)) = ρ(0) = 0 since b vanishes on the diagonal. Finally, for x ∈ V \U, we have π(x, x) = 1 by definition of π which finishes the proof. □

The lemma shows that we are indeed dealing with a transition matrix which gives rise to a random walk. This allows us to give a definition of whether a vertex in a weighted non- Archimedean graph is recurrent or transient.

Definition 3.6 (Recurrent and transient vertices). Let b be a weighted graph over V , U ⊆ V and π = π^b_U be the corresponding transition matrix. We call a vertex x ∈ U recurrent (respectively transient) with respect to U if x is a recurrent (respectively transient) state with respect to π.

3.2. Strongly connected and essential components. We start by exploring some properties of the transition matrix π arising from a weighted non-Archimedean graph. Our aim is to relate directed paths with respect to π to specific paths with respect to b. This will lead us to our first criterion on recurrence and transience, Theorem 3.15 dependent on the type of component vertices are found in.

Lemma 3.7. Let b be a graph over V , U ⊆ V and π = π^b_U be the corresponding transition matrix. Then π(x, y) > 0 (i.e., x ⊏ y) if and only if one of the following condition holds: (a) x ∈ V \ U and x = y, (b) x ∈ U and p(x, y) ≃ 1. In particular, for x, y ∈ U, we have π(x, y) > 0 if and only if p_U (x, y) ≃ 1. Moreover, if b(x, y) ≺≺ b(x) for x, y ∈ V , x ≠ y, then π(x, y) = 0. Proof. If (a) holds then π(x, x) = 1 by definition. If (b) holds then p(x, y) ⪰ c for some c ∈ Q^+ . Hence, π(x, y) ≥ c since ρ is order preserving.

Assume π(x, y) > 0 and (a) does not hold. If x = y and x ∈ U, then p(x, y) = 0 and, thus, π(x, y) = 0. If x ≠ y and x ∈ V \ U, then π(x, y) = 0 by definition. Hence, x ≠ y and x ∈ U. Finally, from 0 < π(x, y) = ρ(p(x, y)), we infer that p(x, y) ≃ 1. This shows the equivalence.

The first “in particular” statement is immediate and the second is also clear as p(x, y) = b(x, y)/b(x) is infinitesimal in this case. □

Recall that we denote x → y for two vertices if there is a directed path from x to y with respect to a transition matrix.

Lemma 3.8. Let a graph b over V , a subset U ⊆ V and π = π^b_U be given. For two vertices x, y ∈ U, we have x → y if and only if there exist n ∈ N_0 such that p^{(n)}_U (x, y) ≃ 1.

Proof. If x = y, then p^{(0)}_U (x, x) = 1 and x → x by definition, so there is nothing to prove.

So, let x ≠ y. Note that p^{(n)}_U (x, y) ≃ 1 is equivalent to the existence of c ∈ Q^+ such that p^{(n)}_U (x, y) ≻ c. Let x → y. Then there exists a directed path between x and y

x = x_0 ⊏ x_1 ⊏ x_2 ⊏ · · · ⊏ x_n = y,

and we can assume that x_i ≠ x_j for i ≠ j on the path. Then by (b) of Lemma 3.7 and since y ∈ U we obtain that x_0, . . . , x_n ∈ U and that there are c_0, . . . , c_{n−1} ∈ Q^+ such that p_U (x_i, x_{i+1}) = p(x_i, x_{i+1}) ≻ c_i for i = 0, . . . , n − 1. Therefore, we obtain p^{(n)}_U (x, y) ≃ 1 since

p^{(n)}_U (x, y) ⪰ p(x, x_1)p(x_1, x_2) . . . p(x_{n−1}, y) ≻ c_0 · c_1 . . . c_{n−1} =: c.

Assume now p^{(n)}_U (x, y) ≃ 1, i.e., p^{(n)}_U (x, y) ≻ c ∈ Q^+ . Assume, that for a fixed n all paths x = x_0 ∼ . . . ∼ x_n = y in U with respect to b one has p_U (x, x_1)p_U (x_1, x_2) . . . p_U (x_{n−1}, y) ≺≺ 1.

Then, due to the local finiteness there exists an infinitesimal τ ∈ K^+ such that for any such path we have p_U (x, x_1)p_U (x_1, x_2) . . . p_U (x_{n−1}, y) ⪯ τ and consequently p^{(n)}_U (x, y) ⪯ #{undirected paths from x to y}τ is infinitesimal, which is a contradiction. Therefore, there exists an undirected path x_0 ∼ . . . ∼ x_{n−1} in U from x to y such that p_U (x, x_1)p_U (x_1, x_2) . . . p_U (x_{n−1}, y) ≻ c^′ ∈ Q^+ .

Now, since all the factors are smaller than 1, any of those factors can be bounded from below with a positive rational number. Hence, x = x_0 ⊏ x_1 ⊏ x_2 ⊏ · · · ⊏ x_n = y which gives x → y. □ The next theorem relates paths for π to paths for b with certain additional properties.

Theorem 3.9. Let b be a graph over V , U ⊆ V , x, y ∈ U and π = π^b_U . Then the following holds:

(a) We have x → y if and only if there exists a path x = x_0 ∼ x_1 ∼ · · · ∼ x_n = y in U (with respect to b) such that for all i = 0, . . . , n − 1 b(x_i, x_{i+1}) ≃ b(x_i). In particular, in this case b(x_{i+1}) ≿ b(x_i), i = 0, . . . , n−1 and b(y) ≿ b(x). Furthermore, in this case this path is also a directed path (with respect to π) x = x_0 ⊏ x_1 ⊏ · · · ⊏ x_n = y and any such directed path is a path with respect to b with the properties above.

(b) Let x → y. Then y → x if and only if b(x) ≃ b(y). (c) We have x ↔ y if and only if b(x) ≃ b(y) and there exists a path x = x_0 ∼ x_1 ∼ · · · ∼ x_n = y in U such that for all i = 0, . . . , n − 1 with b(x_i, x_{i+1}) ≃ b(x). In particular, this path is also a directed path form x to y and from y to x.

Proof. Observe that if v, w ∈ U, then p_U (v, w) = p(v, w) which we will apply throughout the proof.

(a) Assume x → y. By Lemma 3.8 p^{(n)}_U (x, y) ≃ 1 for some n ∈ N, i.e,. there exist n ∈ N, c ∈ Q^+ such that p^{(n)}_U (x, y) ≻ c. Then there exists a path x = x_0 ∼ x_1 ∼ · · · ∼ x_n = y with p_U (x, x_1) . . . p_U (x_{n−1}, y) ≻ c^′ for some c^′ ∈ Q^+ (if all the paths would be infinitesimal, then p^{(n)}_U would be infinitesimal). Since p_U ⪯ 1, we have 1 ⪰ b(x_i, x_{i+1}) b(x_i) = p(x_i, x_{i+1}) = p_U (x_i, x_{i+1}) ≻ c^′ and we immediately get b(x_i, x_{i+1}) ≃ b(x_i) for i = 0, . . . , n − 1.

For the other direction, assume there exists a path (x_1, . . . , x_n) as described. By finiteness of the path, there exist c ∈ Q^+ such that

1 ⪰ p(x_i, x_{i+1}) = p_U (x_i, x_{i+1}) = b(x_i, x_{i+1}) b(x_i) ≻ c. Thus, we have x_i ⊏ x_{i+1} due to Lemma 3.7 and, hence, x → y.

The “in particular” statement follows from the fact, that b(x_{i+1}) ⪰ b(x_i, x_{i+1}) for all i = 0, . . . , n − 1 and transitivity of ⪰. The final statement of (a) was shown along the proof.

(b) Let x → y. Then, by Lemma 3.8, x → y implies the existence of c ∈ Q^+ such that p^{(n)}_U (x, y) ≻ c. Since, p^{(n)}_U (y, x) = b(y) b(x) p^{(n)}_U (x, y) a lower bound by a positive rational on p^{(n)}_U (y, x) is equivalent to a corresponding lower bound on b(y)/b(x) (as p_U ⪰ 1). On the other hand, the “in particular” statement also yields an upper bound by a rational on b(y)/b(x) in the case y → x.

(c) This follows directly from (a) and (b). □ Corollary 3.10. If x ↔ y and (x_0, x_1, . . . , x_n) is a directed path from x to y, then (x_n, x_{n−1}, . . . , x_0) is a directed path from y to x, i.e., y = x_n ∼ x_{n−1} ∼ · · · ∼ x_0 = x.

Proof. This follows from proof of (a) of Theorem 3.9, since b(x) ≃ b(y) by (b). □ These relations between a graph b and its transition matrix π give rise to the following definition.

Definition 3.11 (Strongly connected components). Let b be a graph over V and U ⊆ V . A strongly connected component with respect to U is a maximal subset C ⊆ U (with respect to inclusion) such that for any x, y ∈ C there exists a path x = x_0 ∼ x_1 ∼ · · · ∼ x_n = y in U such that for all i = 0, . . . , n − 1 b(x) ≃ b(x_i, x_{i+1}) ≃ b(y). The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.9.

Corollary 3.12. Let b be a graph over V and U ⊆ V . The strongly connected components of π^b_U , which are not absorbing states, are exactly the strongly connected components of b restricted to U.

Furthermore, we can now define the notion of an essential or absorbing component. Definition 3.13 (Essential components). Let b be a graph over V and U ⊆ V . A strongly connected component C with respect to U is called essential (or absorbing) if for every x ∈ C and every path x = x_0 ∼ x_1 ∼ · · · ∼ x_n = y in U such that for all i = 0, . . . , n − 1 we have b(x_i, x_{i+1}) ≃ b(x_i), we also have b(x) ≃ b(y). The next corollary shows that essential components are exactly the essential classes of the corresponding random walk.

Corollary 3.14. Let b be a graph over V and U ⊆ V . The essential components of π^b_U , which are not absorbing states, are exactly the strongly connected components of b restricted to U. Proof. This an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.9 and the definition of an essential class. □

This corollary allows for a first necessary condition on recurrence.

Theorem 3.15 (A first recurrence/transience criterion). Let b be a graph over V , U ⊆ V and π = π^b_U .

(a) If a vertex is recurrent, then it is in an essential component. Furthermore, if an essential component is finite, then every contained vertex is recurrent.

(b) If a vertex is not in an essential component, then it is transient.

Proof. The result follows directly from Corollary 3.14 and Theorem 2.19. □

3.3. Characterizing the random walks obtained by the construction. In the previous section we constructed a transition matrix π = π^b_U of a random walk for a graph b over V and a subset U ⊆ V . These random walk are directed weighted graphs and we next turn to the question which kind of directed graphs are obtained in terms of combinatorics.

We start with a result which is a consequence of Lemma 3.8 and Theorem 3.9. It shows that distance minimizing paths with respect to π and the specific paths identified above with respect to b coincide.

Theorem 3.16. Let b be a graph over V and U ⊆ V . Let x, y ∈ U such that x ↔ y. Then the shortest directed paths from x to y and from y to x with respect to π^b_U are of the same length.

Proof. It follows immediately, since by Corollary 3.10 and Theorem 3.9 (c), all the directed paths from x to y can be reverted to a directed path from y to x. □

This theorem allows us to give an example to exclude certain phenomena.

Example 3.17. In a graph b over a vertex set V with #V > 2 the directed graph π^b_U , U ⊆ V , never includes a directed cycle of vertices x_1 ⊏ x_2 ⊏ · · · ⊏ x_n ⊏ x_1 but x_{i+1} ⊏̸ x_i for some i = 1 . . . , n − 1, e.g. see Figure 1 below.

x_1x_2x_3 x_4

Figure 1. Directed cycle with 4 vertices which cannot arise from a non- Archimedean graph.

Indeed, by Corollary 3.10, since for any i, j paths from x_i to x_j cannot be reversed, so, we obtain that #U = 1. Assume w.l.o.g that U = {x_1}. Then by definition of π_U we get π_U (x_n, x_1) = 0, and, hence, x_n ⊏̸ x_1, which is a contradiction.

The next lemma makes the observation of the example even more precise.

Lemma 3.18. Let b be a graph over V , U ⊆ V and x, y ∈ V , x ≠ y. If x ⊏ y (respectively x → y), then exactly one of the following holds:

• y ⊏ x (respectively y → x), which implies y ∈ U. • y ∈ V \ U, i.e., y is an absorbing state.

• y ∈ U, b(x) ≺≺ b(y) and they belong to different strongly connected components.

Proof. First observe, that x ⊏ y implies that x is not an absorbing state, and x ∈ U by Lemma 3.5. Reversing the roles of x and y, says that we cannot have both y ⊏ x and y ∈ V \ U.

If y ⊏̸ x and y is not an absorbing state, i.e., y ∈ U, then p(x, y) > 0 leads to b(x, y) ≃ b(x), while p(y, x) = 0 leads to b(x, y) ≺≺ b(x), from where the inequality b(x) ≺≺ b(y) and the statement about strongly connected component follow.

Finally, if b(x) ≺≺ b(y), then y ⊏̸ x by Theorem 3.9.

The corresponding statement for x → y follows by repeating the above argument inductively along some path from x to y given by Theorem 3.9. □

Next, we state the criterion for a directed graph to arise from a non-Archimedean graph. To this end, we to need some basic facts on theory of partially ordered sets. Note that irreducible classes of any directed graph together with relation → form a partially ordered set. We treat the finite and infinite case separately.

Definition 3.19. For a partially ordered set (A, →) and two elements a, b ∈ A a chain of length n from a to b is any finite sequence (a_1, . . . , a_n) in A such that

a = a_0 → a_1 → · · · → a_n = b.

The height h(a) of a ∈ A is the supremum of the lengths of paths from any element of A to a.

Observe that if A is finite then h(a) is the maximal length of chains from minimal elements to a and, in particular, finite. In this case, it is immediate to see that h is order preserving, i.e., if a → b, then h(a) < h(b).

Theorem 3.20. Let π be a transition matrix over a finite set V . Then, there exists a weighted graph b over V with respect to a non-Archimedean ordered field K and U ⊆ V such that π = π^b_U if and only if there is a function β : V → R^+ such that for any irreducible class C and x, y ∈ C π(x, y)β(x) = π(y, x)β(y) and π(x, x) = 0 if x is not an absorbing state. Furthermore, for a given transition matrix, β can be chosen such that β(a) = 1 for some a ∈ C and β(x) = ρ(b(x)/b(a)) for all x ∈ C.

Proof. We construct b and U. First, we fix an infinitely large N ∈ K , i.e., 1 ≺≺ N . Furthermore, we know that the set of irreducible classes is a finite partially ordered set and has a height function h. For x ∈ V contained in a irreducible class C_x, we denote h(x) = h(C). We let U be the subset of V which are not absorbing states. To define b, we let b = 0 on (V \ U) × (V \ U). Furthermore, we define for x ∈ U, y ∈ C_x b(x, y) = π(x, y)β(x)N^{h(x)} and for y ∈ V \ C_x b(x, y) = max{π(x, y)β(x), π(y, x)β(y)}N^{min{h(x),h(y)}}. Then b is clearly symmetric and has zero diagonal. Observe, for x ∈ U, b(x, y) = { π(x, y)β(x)N^{h(x)} : x ⊏ y, i.e., π(x, y) > 0 π(y, x)β(y)N^{h(y)} : else. Note that in the second case we have b(x, y) = 0 whenever y ⊏̸ x and h(y) < h(x) whenever y ⊏ x. As π(x, x) = 0 for x ∈ U, we have b(x) = ∑ y:x⊏y b(x, y) + ∑ y:x⊏̸y, y⊏x b(x, y) = ∑ y∈V π(x, y)β(x)N^{h(x)} + ∑ y:x⊏̸y, y⊏x π(y, x)β(y)N^{h(y)}

= 1 + ∑ y:x⊏̸y, y⊏x π(y, x) β(y) β(x) N^{−(h(x)−h(y))} β(x)N^{h(x)} = (1 + τ)β(x)N^{h(x)}

for some infinitesimal τ. We obtain for π(x, y) > 0 and x ≠ y (which implies x ∈ U) π^b_U (x, y) = ρ(p(x, y)) = ρ ( b(x, y) b(x) ) = ρ ( π(x, y)β(x)N^{h(x)} (1 + τ)β(x)N^{h(x)} ) = ρ ( π(x, y) (1 + τ) ) = π(x, y) and for π(x, y) = 0 (which includes the case x ∈ V \ U and x ≠ y) where we have either π(y, x) = 0 or h(y) < h(x) π^b_U (x, y) = ρ ( π(y, x)β(y)N^{h(y)} (1 + τ)β(x)N^{h(x)} ) = ρ ( N^{−(h(x)−h(y))} π(y, x)β(y) (1 + τ)β(x) ) = 0 = π(x, y). Finally, π^b_U (x, x) = 1 by definition for x ∈ V \ U.

To prove the opposite direction we fix in each irreducible class C a vertex x ∈ C and put β(x) = 1. Further, for any y ∈ C, we prescribe β(y) = ϱ(b(y)/b(x)). Then, we have, for any y, z ∈ C, π(y, z)β(y) = ϱ(p(y, z))ϱ ( b(y) b(x) ) = ϱ ( p(y, z)b(y) b(x) ) = ϱ ( p(z, y)b(z) b(x) ) = π(z, y)β(z), where the second and last equality hold, since p ⪯ 1 and b(y)/b(x) as well as b(z)/b(x) have no infinitely large component, since y, z and x are all in the same irreducible class C, confer Theorem 3.9. □

The idea of proof for infinite graph is similar, but there is a difference: we can not necessarily map an infinite partially ordered set to natural numbers, see e.g. [7]. To this end, we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.21. Let (A, →) be a countable partially ordered set. Then, there exists an order preserving mapping h_∞ : A → Q.

Proof. Since A is countable, we can enumerate it (in an arbitrary not necessarily order preserving way), i.e., A = {a_0, a_1, a_2, . . .}. Let A_n = {a_0, . . . , a_n} and we define h_∞(a_n) inductively over n. Let h_∞(a_0) = 0. Having defined h_∞(a_0), . . . , h_∞(a_n) in an order preserving way. Then, there exists an q ∈ Q such that max b∈A_n,b→a_{n+1} h_∞(b) < q < min b∈A_n,a_{n+1}→b h_∞(b) and we put h_∞(a_{n+1}) = q. □

We now come to an analogue of Theorem 3.20 for infinite graphs.

Theorem 3.22. Let π be a locally finite transition matrix over an at most countable set V . Then, there exists a weighted graph b over V with respect to a real closed non-Archimedean ordered field and U ⊆ V such that π = π^b_U if and only if there is a function β : V → R^+ such that for any irreducible class C and x, y ∈ C π(x, y)β(x) = π(y, x)β(y) and π(x, x) = 0 if x is not an absorbing state. Furthermore, β can be chosen such that β(a) = 1 for some a ∈ C and β(x) = ρ(b(x)/b(a)) for all x ∈ C.

Proof. Lemma 3.21 allows us to reproduce the proof of Theorem 3.20 by replacing h with h_∞. Note, that we need a real closedness in order to have rational powers of an infinitesimal N . □

Remark 3.23. Given the height function h, the proof of Theorem 3.20 is an explicit construction and also h can be obtained explicitly from a finite random walk. However, in the infinite case, the inductive construction of h_∞ often does not allow for an explicit construction. In consequence, the infinite graphs arising from Theorem 3.22 are not as explicit as the crucial ingredient h_∞ is not.

4. The reciprocal of the normalized capacity

In this section we study a quantity G which corresponds to the diagonal of the Green’s function. In order to define this quantity we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let b be a graph over V . For finite connected sets K ⊆ L ⊆ V and a ∈ K, cap_L(a) b(a) ⪯ cap_K (a) b(a) ⪯ 1. Furthermore, 1 ρ ( cap_L(a) b(a) ) ≥ 1 ρ ( cap_K (a) b(a) ) = 1 ∑ x∈V (1 − ϱ(v(x)))ϱ(p(a, x)) ≥ 1.

where v is the solution of Dirichlet problem (DP) for K and a.

Proof. By monotonicity of the capacity, Lemma 2.7, and the maximum principle, Proposition 2.3, we get

cap_L(a) b(a) ⪯ cap_K (a) b(a) = Δv(a) = 1 b(a) ∑ x∈V (1 − v(x))b(a, x) ⪯ ∑ x∈V b(a, x) b(a) ⪯ 1, where v is the solution of Dirichlet problem (DP) for K and a which satisfies v ≻ 0. Thus, we can apply ϱ to the left hand side and the second statement follows as ϱ is an order preserving ring morphism and the definition of p(a, x) = b(a, x)/b(a). □

This allows us to define the quantity which is vital for the further considerations of this paper.

Definition 4.2. Let b be a graph over V . For finite connected K ⊆ V and a ∈ K, we define

G_K (a) = 1 ρ ( cap_K (a) b(a) ) .

Furthermore, for an exhaustion (K_n) of V and a ∈ K_0, we define G(a) = lim sup_{n→∞} G_{Kn} (a) ∈ [1, ∞].

Observe that due to Lemma 4.1, we have 1 ≤ G_{Kn} (a) ≤ G_{Kn+1} (a) ≤ G(a) for n ∈ N. Thus, the limit superior above is indeed a limit. Furthermore, if the graph has positive or null capacity, i.e., cap(a) exists, then G(a) = 1 ϱ ( cap(a) b(a) ) ,

where 1/0 = ∞. Next, we discuss a local Harnack inequality which will eventually allow us to conclude that G is either finite or infinite on strongly connected components.

Lemma 4.3 (Local Harnack inequality). Let b be a graph over V and let v be the solution of Dirichlet problem (DP) for a finite connected K ⊆ V and a ∈ K. If x, y ∈ V such that x → y with respect to π^b_K , then v(x) ≿ v(y). In particular, if x and y belong to the same irreducible class, then v(x) ≃ v(y). Furthermore, the constants in the two sided estimates are uniform when increasing K.

Proof. If x = a or if y ∉ K, then the statement is obvious since 0 ⪯ v ⪯ 1 = v(a) by maximum principle, Proposition 2.3. So assume x ∈ K, since otherwise x is an absorbing state and there is no y ≠ x with x → y. By Theorem 3.9 there exists a path (x_1, . . . , x_n) in K and b(x_i) ≃ b(x_i, x_{i+1}), i.e., b(x_i, x_{i+1})/b(x_i) ⪰ c for some c ∈ Q^+ .

If x_i ≠ a for all i, we have by Δv(x_i) = 0 that

v(x_i) = ∑ y∈V b(x_i, y)v(y) b(x_i) ⪰ b(x_i, x_{i+1}) b(x_i) v(x_{i+1}) ⪰ cv(x_{i+1}), since v ⪰ 0 by the maximum principle. We conclude v(x) ≿ v(y) by induction. Further observe that the path above is included in any finite set including K.

If there exists i_0 such that x_{i0} = a, then we can conclude from Δv(x_i) = 0, i < i_0, in the same way as above, that v(x) ⪰ cv(a) = c. Since v(y) ⪯ 1 by maximum principle, Theorem 2.3, the statement follows. □

Recall that a strongly connected component with respect to U is a maximal subset W ⊆ U such that for any x, y ∈ W there exists a path x = x_0 ∼ · · · ∼ x_n = y in U such that b(x) ≃ b(x_i, x_{i+1}) ≃ b(y) for all i. These are exactly the strongly connected components of π^b_U which are not absorbing states, Corollary 3.12.

Theorem 4.4. Let b be a graph over V and x, y ∈ K.

(a) If K ⊆ V is finite and connected and if x and y belong to the same strongly connected component with respect to K, then G_K (x) and G_K (y) are either both finite or both infinite.

(b) If x and y belong to the same strongly connected component with respect to V , then G(x) and G(y) are either both finite or both infinite.

Proof. By Lemma 2.6 we have v^x(y) cap_K (x) = v^y(x) cap_K (y) . and by Lemma 4.3 v^x(y) ≃ v^x(x) = 1 = v^y(y) ≃ v^y(x). Hence cap_K (x) ≃ cap_K (y). Since b(x) ≃ b(y) by Theorem 3.9, we have cap_K (x) b(x) ≃ cap_K (y) b(y) and the first statement follows due to the definition of G_K . For the second statement we observe that for an exhaustion (K_n) the capacity (cap_{Kn} ) is monotone decreasing and the constants in the two sided estimate are uniform in the increasing sequence (K_n) by the Harnack inequality, Lemma 4.3. Thus, we infer the statement also for the limit. □

We end this section with a lemma that shows that the real part of the solution of the Dirichlet problem for a vertex a is constant on all irreducible classes on which b is infinitely larger than b(a). Recall that the solution v of the Dirichlet problem (DP) satisfies 0 ⪯ v ⪯ 1 by the maximum principle, Proposition 2.3 and we can therefore study ρ(v).

Lemma 4.5. Let b be a graph over V and v be the solution of Dirichlet problem (DP) for a finite connected set K and a ∈ K. Let x ∈ V be such that b(x) ≻≻ b(a). Then ϱ(v) is constant on the irreducible class which contains x.

Proof. Let C be the irreducible class which contains x. Then b(y) ≃ b(x) for all y ∈ C by Theorem 3.9. Let x_1, x_2 ∈ C be such that π(x_1, x_2) > 0. Then b(x_1, x_2) ≃ b(x_1) ≻≻ b(a). Assume that ϱ(v(x_1)) ≠ ϱ(v(x_2)), i.e., |v(x_1) − v(x_2)| ≃ 1. Then, since cap_K (a) = Q(v), we obtain cap_K (a) b(a) = ∑ x,y∈V b(x1, x2)(v(x1) − v(x2)) 2 b(a) ≿ b(x_1, x_2) b(a) ≻≻ 1, which is a contradiction to Lemma 4.1. □

5. A characterization for recurrence and transience

In this section we study recurrence and transience in view of G. First of all notice that a first determination of whether a vertex is recurrent or transient can be made on whether it is contained in an essential component, Theorem 3.15. Hence, the open question remains to determine the type of a state in essential components which will be completely characterized in terms of G in Theorem 5.4. However, we will indeed prove more namely that the implication that finiteness of G(a) tells us that a is transient, Corollary 5.2. One may wonder whether also the reverse direction holds outside of essential components. This is not the case and will be shown by counterexamples at the end of the section.

Before we start, we recall what is classically known for graphs b over the reals. Then [14, 3.4 Theorem] tells us that b(a) cap_K (a) = ∞∑ n=0 P^n_K 1_a(a) and b(a) cap(a) = ∞∑ n=0 P^n1_a(a)

for any finite subset K ⊆ V and a ∈ K. In the second formula, the both sides are infinity if cap(a) = 0 which is the case if a is a recurrent state.

For the non-Archimedean case, these equalities do only hold if right hand sides converge, see [4, Theorems 8.2 and 8.5].

In this section we prove a more general statement, using G_K (a) (resp. G(a)) instead of capacity and the real transition matrix of the graph instead of the non-Archimedean one.

Theorem 5.1. Let b be a graph over V , let K ⊆ V be finite and connected, π_K = π^b_K and π = π^b_V . Then, for any a ∈ K G_K (a) ≥ ∞∑ n=0 π^{(n)}_K (a, a) and G(a) ≥ ∞∑ n=0 π^{(n)}(a, a), where infinity is allowed on both sides in the second inequality.

Proof. We calculate using that Δ_K = I_K − P_K is invertible and a telescopic argument

Δ^{−1}_K 1_a(a) − N∑ n=0 P^n_K 1_a(a) = ( Δ^{−1}_K − N∑ n=0 P^n_K ) 1_a(a)

= Δ^{−1}_K ( I_K − (I_K − P_K ) N∑ n=0 P^n_K ) 1_a(a) = ( Δ^{−1}_K P^{N+1}_K ) 1_a(a) ⪰ 0,

for all N due to the non-negativity in K of both matrices, Lemma 2.4 and the definition of P_K . Hence, as a consequence of Lemma 2.4 and the definition of the capacity, we get 1 cap_K (a) b(a) = b(a) cap_K (a)

= Δ^{−1}_K 1_a(a) ⪰ N∑ n=0 P^n_K 1_a(a).

We take ρ on both sides and then take the limit N → ∞. This gives the first inequality. For the second inequality, we let K be equal to an exhaustion (K_n) and take the monotone limit. □

This immediately gives rise to the following corollary. Corollary 5.2. Let a ∈ V .

(a) If a is a recurrent state, then G(a) = ∞. (b) If G(a) < ∞, then a is a transient state.

Let a graph b and π = π^b_U for U ⊆ V . Then, Theorem 3.22 gives the existence of β : V → R^+ such that π(x, y)β(x) = π(y, x)β(y), for a ∈ C ⊆ V in an irreducible class C, where β can be chosen such that for some fixed a ∈ C and all other x ∈ C

β(a) = 1 and β(x) = ρ ( b(x) b(a) ) . This allows us to define β(x, y) = π(x, y)β(x) for all x, y ∈ V . Then, β is symmetric on irreducible classes and as π is a transition matrix which sums up to 1 about each vertex β(x) = ∑ y∈V π(x, y)β(x) = ∑ y∈V β(x, y). Observe that for two irreducible classes C and C^′ and x ∈ C and y ∈ C^′ such that x ⊏ y we have β(x, y) > 0 but β(y, x) = 0. Hence, β is not necessarily symmetric on V × V whenever there is more than one irreducible class.

We let Λ be the operator for f : V → R

Λf(x) = 1 β(x) ∑ y∈V β(x, y)(f(x) − f(y)). Then, the restriction Λ_C of Λ to any irreducible class C gives rise to a symmetric graph Laplacian over the reals, confer [5]. Hence, by the classical theory of graphs over the reals [13], [14] or [5, Section 6] there is a Green’s function Γ_C : C × C → (0, ∞]. According to this theory Γ_C is finite on all of C if it is finite on one vertex of C. Furthermore, if C is not an essential component, then there is are x ∈ C and y ∈ V \ C such that x ⊏ y in which case we have that Γ_C is finite.

Lemma 5.3. Let b be a graph over V and β the real graph introduced above for a ∈ V in an essential component C. Then, G(a) = Γ_C (a, a). Proof. Observe that for x, y ∈ V β(x, y) β(x) = π(x, y) = ρ ( b(x, y) b(x) ) . Since C is an essential component, we have b(x, y) = 0 for all x ∈ C and y ∈ V \ C.

Let (K_n) be an exhaustion of C and a ∈ K_0. Let v_n be the solution of the Dirichlet problem (DP) for K_n and a. Since 0 ⪯ v_n ⪯ 1 by the maximum principle, Proposition 2.3, we can define ν_n = ρ(v_n).

Then, ν_n satisfies ν_n(a) = 1, ν_n = 0 on V \ K_n and for x ∈ K_n

Λ_C ν_n(x) = ∑ y∈V β(x, y) β(x) (ν_n(x) − ν_n(y)) = ρ (Δv_n(x)) .

Hence, ν_n solves the Dirichlet problem for Λ_C for K_n ∩ C and a over the reals. Thus, by the theory of graphs over the reals, we have Λ_C ν_n(a) > 0 and as (K_n ∩ C) exhausts C, we have

Γ_C (a) = lim_{n→∞} 1 Λ_C ν_n(a)

= lim_{n→∞} 1 ρ(Δv_n(a))

= lim_{n→∞} 1 ρ (_{capKn (a)} b(a) ) = G(a).

This finishes the proof. □

Recall that the type of a vertex – recurrent or transient – is invariant within the strongly connected component. We come now to the last main result of this paper which characterizes the type of the states in the essential components.

Theorem 5.4. Let b be a graph over V , π = π^b_V and C an essential component.

(a) C is recurrent if and only if G(a) = ∞ for some (all) a ∈ C. (b) C is transient if and only if G(a) < ∞ for some (all) a ∈ C.

Proof. The “if” direction follows from Corollary 5.2 and Theorem 4.4.

For the “only if” direction follows from Lemma 5.3 and the fact that Γ_C (a, a) = ∑_∞ n=0 π^{(n)}(a, a) by the theory of symmetric real graphs since C is assumed to be an essential component. □

We can summarize the findings of this paper on recurrence and transience in the following final corollary.

Corollary 5.5. Let b be a graph over V , π = π^b_V and C a strongly connected component.

(a) C is recurrent if and only if C is essential and G(a) = ∞ for some (all) a ∈ C. (b) C is transient if and only if C is non-essential or G(a) < ∞ for some (all) a ∈ C.

Proof. This follows directly from Theorem 3.15 and Theorem 5.4. □

Of course, Corollary 5.2 and Theorem 5.4 give rise to the question if one can characterize recurrence of a state a in terms of G(a) = ∞. We demonstrate by examples that this is not the case. First we give an example of a finite graph with a boundary.

Example 5.6. Let us consider a path graph b over V = {1, . . . , 5} as on Figure 2, with a = 3 and U = {1, 2, 3, 4}. The second graph shown in Figure 2 is the directed real graph arising from b. By series law [9, Corollary 6], we have

cap_K (a) b(a) = 1 2(τ^{−1} + 1) = τ 2 + 2τ

and, hence,

G_K (a) = 1 ϱ ( cap_K (a) b(a) ) = ∞.

On the other hand, a is a transient state which is clear from Figure 2 as there is no path to return to a.

1 23 = a4 5 τ^{−2}τ^{−1}1 1

1 23 = a4 5

Figure 2. Finite path graph, a is transient, G_K (a) = ∞.

Secondly, we give an example of an infinite graph which shows a transient state can allow for both G(a) being finite or infinite.

Example 5.7. Let us consider two path graphs as at Figure 3 with b(k, k + 1) = τ^{3−k} for k ≥ 4. Let us consider two cases: b(2, 3) = τ and b(2, 3) = τ^2. The state a will be in both cases transient, see again Figure 3, while G(a) = 1 ϱ ( 1 (b(2, 3)^{−1} + τ^{−1} + 1 + ∑_∞ i=0 τ^i)τ ) = { 2 : if b(2, 3) = τ, ∞ : if b(2, 3) = τ^2.

a123456kk + 1 τ1b(2, 3)1τ^{−1}τ^{−2}τ^{3−k}

a123456kk + 1

Figure 3. Infinite path graphs with G(a) being finite or infinite and a being transient.

References

[1] Béla Bajnok. An Invitation to Abstract Mathematics. Edition 2. Springer Cham, 2020. [2] Gianluca Bosi, Yiping Hu, Yuval Peres. Recurrence and windings of two revolving random walks. Electron. J. Probab. 27: 1-22 (2022).

[3] Peggy Cénac, Arnaud Le Ny, Basile de Loynes, Yoann Offret. Persistent random walks. I.

recurrence versus transience. Journal of Theoretical Probability Volume 31, pages 232–243, (2018).

[4] Florian Fischer, Matthias Keller, Anna Muranova, and Noema Nicolussi. Capacity of infinite graphs over non-Archimedean ordered fields. preprint arXiv:2308.13264, 2023.

[5] Matthias Keller, Daniel Lenz, and Radosław K. Wojciechowski. Graphs and discrete Dirichlet spaces, volume 358 of Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften. Springer, Cham, 2021.

[6] Shuma Kumamoto, Shuji Kijima, Tomoyuki Shirai. An Analysis of the Recurrence/Transience of Random Walks on Growing Trees and Hypercubes. preprint arXiv:2405.09102, 2024.

[7] Mathoverflow, Strictly order preserving maps into the integers,

https://mathoverflow.net/questions/103698/strictly-order-preserving-maps-into-the-integers

[8] Anna Muranova. On the notion of effective impedance. Operator and Matrices, 14(3):723– 741, 2020. http://dx.doi.org/10.7153/oam-2020-14-46.

[9] Anna Muranova. Effective impedance over ordered fields. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 62(3):033502, 03 2021.

[10] Edward Nelson. Radically Elementary Probability Theory. (AM-117), Volume 117. Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1988.

[11] Karl Pearson, The Problem of the Random Walk. Nature. 72 (1905): 294. [12] Russell Lyons and Yuval Peres. Probability on Trees and Networks, volume 42 of Cambridge Series in Statistical and Probabilistic Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, New York, 2016. Available at https://rdlyons.pages.iu.edu/.

[13] Wolfgang Woess. Random Walks on Infinite Graphs and Groups. Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, 2000.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511470967.

[14] Wolfgang Woess. Denumerable Markov Chains. EMS, 2009.

http://dx.doi.org/10.4171/071.

Matthias Keller: Institut für Mathematik, Universität Potsdam 14476 Potsdam, Germany

Email address: matthias.keller@uni-potsdam.de

Anna Muranova: Faculty of Mathematics and Computer Science, University of Warmia and Mazury in Olsztyn, ul. Sloneczna 54, 10-710 Olsztyn, Poland Email address: anna.muranova@matman.uwm.edu.pl