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Abstract. Monitored recurrence of a one-parameter set of three-state quantum walks

on a line is investigated. The calculations are considerably simplified by choosing a

suitable basis of the coin space. We show that the Polya number (i.e. the site recurrence

probability) depends on the coin parameter and the probability that the walker is initially

in a particular coin state for which the walk returns to the origin with certainty. Finally,

we present a brief investigation of the exact quantum state recurrence.
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1. Introduction

Quantum walks [1, 2, 3] are generalizations of classical random walks to evolution of a

quantum particle on a graph or a lattice. Similar ideas appeared already in 1960’s in the

works of Feynman and Hibbs on discretization of the Dirac equation [4] and in the 1980’s in

the work of Gudder on quantum graphic dynamics [5, 6]. Quantum walks became versatile

tools in various field of physics and computation, for a recent review see [7].

One of the interesting questions in stochastic processes is the problem of recurrence.

For classical random walks, this was studied in detail by Polya [8] who proved that in

1 and 2 spatial dimensions the balanced walk returns with certainty, i.e. is recurrent,

while for d ≥ 3 the recurrence probability (also called Polya number) is strictly less than

unity, implying transience. Nevertheless, walks on infinite line and square lattice are null-

recurrent, since the expected recurrence time is infinite. On the other hand, irreducible

walks on finite graphs are positive-recurrent since the expected recurrence time is finite.

In fact, for finite state space Kac shown [9] that it is an integer.

Studying recurrence of quantum walks requires a detailed description of the

measurement process since it has a nontrivial effect on the wavefunction of the quantum

walker. To minimize the influence of measurement we have proposed a scheme [10, 11]

where the quantum walk evolves freely for a certain number of steps, then a measurement

detecting the presence of the walker at the origin is performed, after which the process is

restarted. In this concept the recurrence or transience of a quantum walk can be decided

from the behaviour of the probability of finding the walker at the origin after t steps

(without prior measurement) in the same way as for the classical random walk. In fact, for

classical random walks this scheme is equivalent to the Polya approach, where we monitor

the origin after each step, in the sense that the walk is recurrent in one approach if and only

if it is recurrent in the other scheme. This stems from the fact that in the classical setting,

the fundamental role is played by probabilities and there is a direct relation between the

return probabilities without prior measurement and the first return probabilities of the

monitored walk. However, this does not hold anymore in the quantum case. Due to the

effect of measurement on the wavefunction the two probabilities cannot be accessed in

the same experiment and they are not related to each other. Nevertheless, there exists a

relation between the return amplitudes of the unitary quantum walk and the first return

amplitudes of the monitored walk, as shown in [12, 13] for a much broader setting of

iterated unitary evolutions. Note that some particular examples were investigated before

the general theory was developed, e.g. the monitored recurrence of the Hadamard walk on

a line [14] which was shown to be equivalent to the absorption of the walk on the half-line

[15]. In the monitored recurrence approach, the expected return time to the exact initial

state (state recurrence) of a finite system is an integer [12] as in the classical case. This

holds even for iterated open quantum evolutions [16, 17]. Note that in the coined quantum

walks return to the initial position can be understood as a subspace recurrence, since we

are not interested in the exact state of the quantum coin. For finite systems the expected

return time for a subspace recurrence is a rational number [13]. We point out that in the

recent years the study of recurrence was considerably broadened to open quantum systems,
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quantum Markov chains and open quantum walks, see eg. [18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24].

In contrast to the classical case the two schemes for detecting recurrence (restart after

measurement vs monitored after each step) are not equivalent for quantum walks. As

an example, the Hadamard walk on a line is recurrent in the restart scheme [10] while

transient in the monitored case [14]. This was also demonstrated in an optical experiment

[25] where the quantum walk was simulated by a weak laser pulse cycling in a time-delay

loop, utilizing time-multiplexing to encode the position and number of steps of the walk into

the time of detection of a photon. It was a considerable experimental challenge to perform

the local measurement at the origin without disturbing the rest of the pulse sequence. The

deterministic out-coupling from the loop was achieved by a programmable fast-switching

electro-optical modulator, which allowed to address specific time slots corresponding to

the walker being at the origin.

In the present paper we take the monitored approach to the recurrence problem and

apply it to the three-state quantum walks on a line with a particular one-parameter family

of coins [26]. We show that there is a unique initial coin state for which the walk stays

at the origin in the first step, so in this case the walk is recurrent. We then choose

this initial state as one of the basis vectors in the coin space and complement the basis

with two vectors from orthogonal complement. This leads to significant reduction of the

complexity of the follow-up analytical calculations. We show that the subspace recurrence

probability is determined by the coin parameter and the probability that the walker is

initially in the unique recurrent state. For the exact quantum state recurrence we provide

a numerical investigation. In particular, we identify initial states for which the state

recurrence is greater than the subspace recurrence, a paradoxical feature of monitored

quantum evolution which was already discussed previously in the literature [13].

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews the basic concepts and tools

for investigation of monitored recurrence. Section 3 is dedicated to the study of site

recurrence for a one-parameter family of three-state quantum walks. In Section 4 we

present a numerical investigation of the state recurrence. We conclude and present an

outlook in Section 5.

2. Monitored site recurrence of a quantum walk

We begin by a brief overview of the methods for studying recurrence developed in [12, 13],

adopted for a coined quantum walks with constant coin. Consider a discrete time quantum

walk on a lattice starting from the origin. The Hilbert space is a tensor product of the

position and the coin spaces

H = Hp ⊗Hc.

We denote the evolution operator by U , it has the usual decomposition

U = S · (Ip ⊗ C), (1)

where S is the shift operator and C is the coin. Return of the quantum walker to the

original site can be understood as a subspace recurrence [13], since we are not interested
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in the internal state of the coin, only the position of the quantum walker. Let us denote

the orthogonal projector onto the origin subspace as

Π0 = |0⟩⟨0| ⊗ Ic. (2)

The evolution of the monitored quantum walk is given by the operator

Ũ = (I − Π0)U,

i.e. the walk continues if we do not find the walker at the origin. Normalized state after n

steps of the monitored walk reads

|ψn⟩ =
1

√
sn
Ũn|ψ⟩, |ψ⟩ = |0⟩ ⊗ |ψc⟩,

where sn is the survival probability until the n-th step

sn = ∥Ũnψ∥2.

sn is the probability that the walker has not returned to the origin in the first n steps.

Hence, the complement of the limiting value of sn

P (ψ) = 1− lim
n→∞

sn,

corresponds to the probability that the walker ever returns, i.e. the site recurrence

probability (or Polya number). Alternatively, we can derive the Polya number from the

first return probabilities. Let us denote the probability of first return to the origin after n

steps as qn. Since these events are mutually exclusive, the overall site recurrence probability

is given by the sum

P (ψ) =
∞∑
n=1

qn.

In case of iterated unitary evolution the first return probability after n steps is given by

qn = ∥Π0UŨ
n−1ψ∥2 = ∥anψ∥2,

where we have introduced the first return amplitude operator (note that Π0ψ = ψ)

an = Π0UŨ
n−1Π0.

The Polya number of a quantum walk for a given initial state is therefore given by

P (ψ) =
∞∑
n=1

∥anψ∥2.

Determining the operators an directly is rather difficult, however, they can be related

to the n-th step return amplitude operators without prior monitoring, which we denote as

µn = Π0U
nΠ0.
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We define the operator valued generating functions (for complex variable z with |z| < 1)

µ(z) =
∞∑
n=0

µnz
n, a(z) =

∞∑
n=1

anz
n.

Note that µ(z) is also called the Stieltjes operator and the first return generating function

a(z) is related to the Schur function f(z) by

a(z) = zf †(z),

which is more extensively used in the literature [12, 13, 20, 23]. Introducing the resolvents

G(z) =
∞∑
n=0

Unzn = (I − zU)−1, G̃(z) =
∞∑
n=0

Ũnzn = (I − zŨ)−1,

we see that the generating functions can be written in the form

µ(z) = Π0G(z)Π0, a(z) = zΠ0UG̃(z)Π0. (3)

Using the resolvent identities

G(z)− G̃(z) = zG(z)Π0UG̃(z) = zG̃(z)Π0UG(z),

we can derive the renewal equations [12, 13]

µ(z)a(z) = a(z)µ(z) = µ(z)− Π0. (4)

In the above equation all operators act on the origin subspace (see (2) and (3)), i.e. they

are of the form

µ(z) = |0⟩⟨0| ⊗ µc(z), a(z) = |0⟩⟨0| ⊗ ac(z),

where µc(z) and ac(z) act on the coin space. Thus, we can rewrite (4) into operator

equation on the coin space

ac(z) = Ic − µc(z)
−1. (5)

Hence, we can express the first return generating function ac(z) from the return generating

function µc(z), which is easier to obtain. All functions can be extended to the unit circle

in the complex plane by the radial limit. The site recurrence probability is expressed in

terms of the boundary values [12, 13] by

P (ψc) =

2π∫
0

∥ac(eit)ψc∥2
dt

2π
= ⟨ψc|R|ψc⟩, (6)

where we have denoted the recurrence probability operator

R =

2π∫
0

a†c(e
it)ac(e

it)
dt

2π
. (7)
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In summary, the recipe to obtain the Polya number is to find the Stieltjes operator µc(z),

from (5) we find the first return generating operator, construct the recurrence probability

operator (7) and find its average value for a given initial state of the coin ψc (6).

The site recurrence probability of a two-state quantum walk on a line, where the

walker can move to the right or left in each step, was evaluated explicitly in [12]. The

unitary coin operator was parameterized in the following way

C =

(
ρ −γ
γ ρ

)
, ρ =

√
1− |γ|2. (8)

Since the considered walk is translationally invariant, one can use Fourier transformation

to diagonalize the step operator and evaluate the Stieltjes operator with the formula

µc(z) =

2π∫
0

dp

2π
(Ic − zU(p))−1. (9)

Here U(p) is the evolution operator (1) in the Fourier picture

U(p) = S(p) · C =

(
eip 0

0 e−ip

)
·

(
ρ −γ
γ ρ

)
,

which is a multiplication operator. Using the substitution eip = x, dp = dx
ix

the RHS of (9)

is turned into an integral over the unit circle in the complex plane, which can be evaluated

with the residue theorem. After some calculations it is found that the recurrence operator

(7) for a two-state walk is a multiple of identity, i.e. the Polya number does not depend on

the initial coin state, only on the quantum coin. Explicitly, the site recurrence probability

for a two-state quantum walk on a line with the coin (8) is given by [12, 27]

P =
2
(
|γ|
√

1− |γ|2 − (1− 2|γ|2) arcsin |γ|
)

π|γ|2
.

3. Site recurrence of a three-state walk on a line

Let us now consider a three-state walk on a line, where the walker can move to the right,

stay, or move to the left. This corresponds to the standard basis of the coin space |R⟩, |S⟩
and |L⟩. We choose the following one-parameter set of coins [26, 28]

C =

 −ρ2 ρ
√
2(1− ρ2) 1− ρ2

ρ
√

2(1− ρ2) 2ρ2 − 1 ρ
√

2(1− ρ2)

1− ρ2 ρ
√

2(1− ρ2) −ρ2

 , 0 < ρ < 1, (10)

which reduces to the 3x3 Grover matrix for ρ = 1√
3
. Before turning to the derivation of the

Polya number, we make the following observation. Since the coin operator (10) is equal to

its inverse, the initial coin state

|α1⟩ = C|S⟩ = ρ
√

2(1− ρ2)(|R⟩+ |L⟩) + (2ρ2 − 1)|S⟩ =

ρ
√

2(1− ρ2)

2ρ2 − 1

ρ
√

2(1− ρ2)

 ,
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is mapped to |S⟩. Hence, if we take |α1⟩ as the initial coin state, the walker is absorbed

with certainty after one step, i.e. for this initial state the site recurrence probability is one.

Numerical simulations indicate that for all coin states in the orthogonal complement to

|α1⟩ the Polya number has the same value, which is less than unity. Let us complete the

orthonormal basis in the coin space by

|α2⟩ =
2ρ2 − 1√

2
(|R⟩+ |L⟩)− 2ρ

√
1− ρ2|S⟩ =


2ρ2−1√

2

−2ρ
√

1− ρ2
2ρ2−1√

2

 ,

|α3⟩ =
1√
2
(|R⟩ − |L⟩) = 1√

2

 1

0

−1

 .

The discussion above indicates that the recurrence probability operator should be diagonal

when expressed in the basis formed by {|α1⟩, |α2⟩, |α3⟩}. From now on all matrices will be

expressed in this basis. For this we will utilize the transition matrices T and T †, where

T =

ρ
√

2(1− ρ2) 2ρ2 − 1 ρ
√

2(1− ρ2)
2ρ2−1√

2
−2ρ

√
2(1− ρ2) 2ρ2−1√

2
1√
2

0 − 1√
2

 .

We denote the matrix M in the α basis as αM .

Turning to the derivation of the Polya number, we begin by expressing the Stieltjes

operator through the Fourier transformation (9), where αU(p) is given by

αU(p) = T ·

eip 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 e−ip

 · C · T †

=

 2ρ2 − 1 −2ρ
√
1− ρ2 cos p −2iρ

√
1− ρ2 sin p

−2ρ
√

1− ρ2 (1− 2ρ2) cos p i(1− 2ρ2) sin p

0 −i sin p − cos p

 .

The resolvent in the Fourier space is equal to

α(Ic − zU(p))−1 =
1

(z − 1)(1 + z(2− 2ρ2 + z) + 2ρ2z cos p)
× u(z)− 2ρ2z cos p 2ρ

√
1− ρ2z(cos p+ z) 2iρ

√
1− ρ2z sin p

2ρ
√

1− ρ2z(z cos p+ 1) w(z)(z cos p+ 1) −izv(z) sin p
−2iρ

√
1− ρ2z2 sin p i(u(z) + z + 1) sin p zv(z) cos p+ w(z)

 ,

where to shorten the formula we have denoted

u(z) = z2(1− 2ρ2)− 1, v(z) = 1− 2ρ2 + z, w(z) = z(2ρ2 − 1)− 1.
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The integral in (9) can be again evaluated with residues. We will utilize the following

integrals (with n = 1, 0,−1)

I(n) =
2π∫
0

dp

2π

einp

(z − 1)(1 + z(2− 2ρ2 + z) + 2ρ2z cos p)
=

1

2πi

∮
xndx

b(x)
,

where we have denoted

b(x) = (z − 1)(ρ2z + (1 + 2(1− ρ2)z + z2)x+ ρ2zx2).

The roots of the equation b(x) = 0 are

x± =
2(ρ2 − 1)z − z2 − 1±

√
(1 + 2(1− ρ2)z + z2)2 − 4ρ4z2

2ρ2z
,

with |x−| > 1 for |z| ≤ 1. Hence, for n = 0, 1 there is only the residue at x+ and we find

I(0) = Res

(
1

b(x)
, x+

)
=

1

(z2 − 1)g(z)
,

I(1) = Res

(
x

b(x)
, x+

)
=

(z + 1)g(z)− 1− 2(1− ρ2)z − z2

2ρ2z(z2 − 1)g(z)
,

where we have used the notation

g(z) =
√
1 + 2(1− 2ρ2)z + z2.

For n = −1 there is an additional residue at x = 0 and we obtain

I(−1) = Res

(
1

xb(x)
, x+

)
+Res

(
1

xb(x)
, 0

)
=

2ρ2z

(z2 − 1)g(z)[(z + 1)g(z)− 1− 2(1− ρ2)z − z2]
+

1

ρ2z(z − 1)
.

After some algebra, we express the Stieltjes operator in the form

αµc(z) =
1

(z − 1)g(z)


2(ρ2 − 1)z − g(z)

√
1−ρ2(g(z)+w(z))

ρ
0√

1−ρ2z(g(z)−v(z))
ρ

w(z)(g(z)−v(z))
2ρ2

0

0 0 v(z)g(z)−1−z(z+2−4ρ2)
2ρ2

 . (11)

From (5) we find the first return generating operator

αac(z) =

 (2ρ2 − 1)z −2ρ
√
1− ρ2 − 4ρ3

√
1−ρ2(z−1)

g(z)−v(z) 0

−2ρ
√
1− ρ2z 1− 2ρ2 + 2ρ2(2ρ2−1)(z−1)

g(z)−v(z) 0

0 0 − j(z)
2(ρ2−1)

 .

Here we have denoted

j(z) = 1− 2ρ2z + z2 + (z − 1)g(z).
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For the product αa†c(z)
αac(z) we obtain a diagonal matrix as expected

αr(z) =α a†c(z)
αac(z) =

|z|2 0 0

0 |j(z)|2
4(ρ2−1)2

0

0 0 |j(z)|2
4(ρ2−1)2

 . (12)

To determine the matrix of the recurrence probability operator in the α basis αR we have

to take z = eit and perform the integral (7). The first diagonal entry in (12) is 1, and so

is the result of the integral, corresponding to the fact that for the |α1⟩ state the walker

returns to the original site with certainty. Then we are left with evaluating

Q =

2π∫
0

dt

8π(ρ2 − 1)2
|j(eit)|2.

We have to carefully express g(eit) and j(eit). We find the following

g(eit) =


e

it
2 sgn (sin t)

√
2(cos t+ 1− 2ρ2), cos t ≥ 2ρ2 − 1

−ie it
2

√
−2(cos t+ 1− 2ρ2), cos t < 2ρ2 − 1

.

Hence, for t ∈ (0, arccos(2ρ2 − 1)) ∪ (2π − arccos(2ρ2 − 1), 2π) , we obtain

j(eit) = 2eit
(
cos t− ρ2 + i sgn (sin t) sin(t/2)

√
2(cos t+ 1− 2ρ2)

)
,

which has a constant modulus square

|j(eit)|2 = 4(ρ2 − 1)2.

The contribution to Q is then proportional to the length of the interval and is found to be

Q1 =
arccos(2ρ2 − 1)

π
.

Turning to the case cos t < −2ρ2−1, i.e. the interval t ∈ (arccos(2ρ2−1), 2π−arccos(2ρ2−
1)), we find

j(eit) = 2eit
(
cos t− ρ2 + sin(t/2)

√
−2(cos t+ 1− 2ρ2)

)
.

The resulting integral can be evaluated directly

Q2 =

2π−arccos(2ρ2−1)∫
arccos (2ρ2−1)

dt

8π(ρ2 − 1)
|j(eit)|2

=

2π−arccos(2ρ2−1)∫
arccos (2ρ2−1)

dt

2π(ρ2 − 1)

(
cos t− 1 + sin(t/2)

√
−2(cos t+ 1− 2ρ2)

)2
= ρ

2(1 + 2ρ2)
√

1− ρ2 − ρ(2 + ρ2) arccos(2ρ2 − 1)

π
.
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In summary, we find

Q = Q1 +Q2 =
2ρ (2ρ2 + 1)

√
1− ρ2 + (1− 4ρ2) arccos (2ρ2 − 1)

π (ρ2 − 1)2
. (13)

The matrix of the recurrence probability operator in the α basis is then given by

αR =

1 0 0

0 Q 0

0 0 Q

 .

This means that the Polya number for the three-state walk with the coin (10) depends on

the probability p1 to be initially in the |α1⟩ state

p1 = |⟨α1|ψc⟩|2,

and the coin parameter ρ. The resulting formula is

P (ψc) = p1 +Q(1− p1). (14)

The site recurrence probability thus ranges between 1 and Q (13). In particular, for the

Grover walk corresponding to ρ = 1√
3
, we find

P (ψc) = p1 +
10
√
2− 3 arccos (−1/3)

4π
(1− p1)

.
= 0.67 + 0.33p1.

We illustrate our results in Figures 1 and 2. Figure 1 shows the site recurrence probability

(14) in dependence of ρ and p1. In Figure 2 we display the value of Q (13) as a function

of the coin parameter ρ.

4. State recurrence of a three-state walk on a line

Let us now briefly comment on the state recurrence [12]. In this case we are interested in

the return to the exact initial state, so the orthogonal projector (2) has the form

Π0 = |0⟩⟨0| ⊗ |ψc⟩⟨ψc|.

The recipe to determine the state recurrence probability S(ψc) is similar to the site

recurrence, but instead of the operator valued generating functions we will deal with scalars.

The matrix element of the Stieltjes operator (11) with the initial coin state |ψc⟩ yields the
generating function for return amplitudes without prior monitoring

µψc(z) = ⟨ψc|µc(z)|ψc⟩.

The generating function for the first arrival amplitudes is then given by [12]

aψc(z) = 1− 1

µψc(z)
.
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Figure 1. Density plot of the Polya number (14) of the three-state quantum walk as a

function of the probability p1 and the coin parameter ρ. Dashed lines show the contours

of P = k/10 for k = 1, . . . 9.

Figure 2. Q (13) as a function of the coin parameter ρ. Q represents the minimal value

of the recurrence probability for the walk with a given parameter ρ.

Finally, the state recurrence probability is obtained by a formula analogous to (7)

S(ψc) =

2π∫
0

|aψc(e
it)|2 dt

2π
. (15)

In contrast to the site recurrence, which was tractable, the integrand in (15) is usually a

rather complicated function and we rely on numerical integration. Below we present plots

with numerical results for several initial states.
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Figure 3. State recurrence probability for the state |α1⟩ (blue dots) and |α2⟩ and |α3⟩
(orange dots) in dependence on ρ.

For Figure 3 we consider the basis states |αi⟩ and plot the state recurrence probability

as a function of the coin parameter ρ. For |α2⟩ and |α3⟩ the integral in (15) can be evaluated

analytically and we find that the state recurrence is equal to the site recurrence. In fact,

numerical simulations reveal that for the initial state |α3⟩ the walker always returns to the

origin in the |α3⟩ state. However, for |α2⟩ the situation is more complicated - the walker

returns to the original site in a superposition of |α1⟩ and |α3⟩ with different weights in

every time step. Nevertheless, the state recurrence probability equals (13). For |α1⟩ the

state recurrence probability is smaller than site recurrence probability (which equals 1),

except for the boundary cases of ρ = 0, 1.

Figures 4 and 5 focus on the three-state Grover walk (ρ = 1√
3
). In Figure 4 we consider

the initial state 1√
2
(|α1⟩ + eiϕ|α2⟩) and plot S as a function of the angle ϕ. Note that for

superpositions 1√
2
(|α1⟩ + eiϕ|α3⟩) and 1√

2
(|α2⟩ + eiϕ|α3⟩) the angle ϕ does not affect the

state recurrence probability due to the block-diagonal form of the Stieltjes operator (11).

Figure 5 shows state recurrence probability for superposition states a|α1⟩ +
√
1− a2|α2⟩,

a|α1⟩+
√
1− a2|α3⟩ and a|α2⟩+

√
1− a2|α3⟩ as a function of a.

Finally, we point out that the three-state walk shows similar paradoxical behavior

as reported in [13] for a walk on a half-line or some 2D quantum walks, where the state

recurrence probability can be greater than the site recurrence probability. In Figure 6 we

consider the initial coin state

|ψc⟩ =
√

1− ρ2

2
|R⟩+ ρ|S⟩+

√
1− ρ2

2
|L⟩ = ρ|α1⟩ −

√
1− ρ2|α2⟩, (16)

which is one of the eigenvectors used in the construction of coin operator [26]. The plot

indicates that the site recurrence probability, depicted by the orange curve, is smaller than

the state recurrence probability up to ρ ≈ 0.79.
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Figure 4. State recurrence probability of the Grover walk (ρ = 1/
√
3) for the state

1√
2
(|α1⟩+ eiϕ|α2⟩) as a function of the angle ϕ.

Figure 5. State recurrence probabilities of the Grover walk (ρ = 1/
√
3) for the states

a|α1⟩+
√
1− a2|α2⟩ (blue dots), a|α1⟩+

√
1− a2|α3⟩ (orange dots) and a|α2⟩+

√
1− a2|α3⟩

(green dots) as a function of a.

5. Conclusions

The presented results demonstrate that in contrast to the simple two-state quantum walks

the site recurrence of the three-state model depends on the initial state. For the selected

one-parameter family of coins we were able to derive the site recurrence probability in

closed form. Extension to an arbitrary 3x3 unitary coin seems to be intractable due to the

complexity and large number of free parameters. Nevertheless, for all three-state walks

there will be an initial coin state with Polya number equal to one, namely the state given

by C−1|S⟩. Indeed, such state will remain on the initial position after the first step, and

thus is absorbed with certainty. It is an open question if such behaviour of site recurrence

is possible for models without the staying put option in the shift operator, e.g. in quantum

walks driven by Wigner rotation matrices of order 2j +1 studied in [29, 30] for the case of
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Figure 6. State recurrence (blue dots) versus site recurrence (orange curve) for the initial

coin state (16).

half-integer j.

As discussed in Section 4, obtaining closed formulas for state recurrence probability

was possible only for particular initial coin states due to the complexity of the involved

integrals. The same applies to both site and state recurrence for quantum walks on higher

dimensional lattices, since in such cases already the evaluation of the Stieltjes operator

through multidimensional Fourier transform cannot be easily reduced to calculation of

residues as in the one-dimensional case. Nevertheless, the formulas allow to obtain

approximations through numerical evaluation. It would be interesting to find if there

exists site recurrent initial conditions e.g. for 2D quantum walks with Grover coin and its

extensions. Additional twist can come from considering coined quantum walks combined

with some form of classical randomness resulting in iterated open quantum evolution,

e.g. quantum walks on dynamically percolated lattices [31, 32, 33]. Recent extension of

monitored recurrence to arbitrary iterated closed operators on Banach spaces [20] and

quantum Markov chains [23] allows to investigate such scenarios.
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open quantum dynamics. Phys. Rev. A, 91:042108, 2015.
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[30] I. Bezděková, M. Štefaňák, and I. Jex. Suitable bases for quantum walks with wigner coins. Phys.

Rev. A, 92:022347, 2015.
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