arXiv:2201.06452v3 [math-ph] 13 Apr 2022

ULTRAMETRIC DIFFUSION, RUGGED ENERGY LANDSCAPES AND TRANSITION NETWORKS

W. A. ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO

Abstract. In this article we introduce the ultrametric networks which are p-adic continuous analogues of the standard Markov state models constructed using master equations. A p-adic transition network (or an ultrametric network) is a model of a complex system consisting of a hierarchical energy landscape, a Markov process on the energy landscape, and a master equation. The energy landscape consists of a finite number of basins. Each basin is formed by infinitely many network configurations organized hierarchically in an infinite regular tree. The transitions between the basins are determined by a transition density matrix, whose entries are functions defined on the energy landscape. The Markov process in the energy landscape encodes the temporal evolution of the network as random transitions between configurations from the energy landscape. The master equation describes the time evolution of the density of the configurations. We focus on networks where the transition rates between two different basins are constant functions, and the jumping process inside of each basin is controlled by a p-adic radial function. We solve explicitly the Cauchy problem for the master equation attached to this type of networks. The solution of this problem is the network response to a given initial concentration. If the Markov process attached to the network is conservative, the long term response of the network is controlled by a Markov chain. If the process is not conservative the network has absorbing states. We define an absorbing time, which depends on the initial concentration, if this time is finite the network reaches an absorbing state in a finite time. We identify in the response of the network the terms responsible for bringing the network to an absorbing state, we call them the fast transition modes. The existence of the fast transition modes is a consequence of the assumption that the energy landscape is ultrametric (hierarchical), and to the best of our understanding this result cannot be obtained using standard methods of Markov state models. Nowadays, it is widely accepted that protein native states are kinetic hubs that can be reached quickly from any other state. The existence of fast transition modes implies that certain states on an ultrametric network work as kinetic hubs.

1. Introduction

A central paradigm in physics of complex systems (such proteins or glasses) asserts that the dynamics of such systems can be modeled as a random walk in the energy landscape of the system, see [15]-[17], [45], see also [23], [27], and the references therein. By a complex system we understand one that can assume a very large number of non-identical conformations (states) that are organized hierarchically. Fluctuations and relaxations correspond to jumps

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35S05, 60J76, 82C44.

Key words and phrases. Ultrametricity, p-adic diffusion, Markov processes, energy landscapes, protein folding, p-adic mathematical physics.

The author was partially supported by the Lokenath Debnath Endowed Professorship, UTRGV. 1

2 ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO

between states. The hierarchical structure of the energy landscapes of the mentioned systems was discovered in the 80s by Parisi et al in the context of the spin glass theory [31], see also [36], and by Frauenfelder in the context of protein physics [15].

These landscapes have a huge number of local minima. It is clear that a description of the dynamics on such landscapes require an adequate approximation. The interbasin kinetics offers an acceptable solution to this problem. By using this approach an energy landscape is approximated by an ultrametric space (a rooted tree) and a function on this space describing the distribution of the activation barriers, see e.g. [6], [37]-[38].

The dynamics is controlled by a master equation of the form

(1.1) d dt p_I (t) = ∑ J {w_{I,J} p_J (t) − w_{J,I} p_I (t)} , where I, J runs through the leaves of the disconnectivity graph (a rooted tree), w_{I,J} ≥ 0 is the transition rate peer unit of time from state J to state I, and p_I (t) is the probability of finding the system at state I at time t, see e.g. [23], [27], and the references therein. In practical applications, the matrices [w_{I,J} ] are very large, consequently, the study of the qualitative behavior of complex systems via the master equation approach is extremely difficult.

A finite rooted tree is the most basic example of an ultrametric space. A metric space (M, d) is called ultrametric if the metric d satisfies d(a, b) ≤ max {d(a, b), d(c, b)} for any three points a, b, c in M. The ultrametric spaces constitute the natural language to formulate models of phenomena where hierarchy plays a central role.

In this article we introduce a new p-adic exactly solvable models for the dynamics of certain complex systems, and provide an application to protein folding. The field of p-adic numbers Q_p has a paramount role in the category of ultrametric spaces. From now on p denotes a fixed prime number. A p-adic number is a series of the form

(1.2) x = x_{−k}p^{−k} + x_{−k+1}p^{−k+1} + . . . + x_0 + x_1p + . . . , with x_{−k} ≠ 0,

where the x_j s are p-adic digits, i.e. numbers in the set {0, 1, . . . , p − 1}. The set of all possible series of form (1.2) constitutes the field of p-adic numbers Q_p . There are natural field operations, sum and multiplication, on series of form (1.2), see e.g. [24]. There is also a natural norm in Q_p defined as |x|_p = p^k, for a nonzero p-adic number x of the form (1.2). The field of p-adic numbers with the distance induced by |·|_p is a complete ultrametric space. The ultrametric property refers to the fact that |x − y|_p ≤ max { |x − z|_p , |z − y|_p } for any x, y, z in Q_p . The field of p-adic numbers has a fractal structure, see e.g. [1], [44].

The construction of a mathematical theory for master equations of type (1.1) over arbitrary finite ultrametric spaces (for instance general graphs) is a natural step in understanding the dynamics of complex systems. In our view there are two approaches to this problem. The first one is to study master equations on arbitrary graphs as discrete objects. The second one is to construct ‘continuous versions’ of master equations of type (1.1) over arbitrary graphs. The first approach is based almost exclusively on knowing the spectra of the matrices [w_{I,J} ]. Since these matrices are typically very large, this approach is useful only in computer simulations.

ULTRAMETRIC TRANSITION NETWORKS 3

The second approach is based on the fact that matrices [w_{I,J} ] can be realized as p-adic operators acting on suitable functions spaces. We discuss this construction in the Section 5. The p-adic continuous versions of the master equations of form (1.1) are equations of type

(1.3) du (x, t) dt = ∫ K {j(x | y)u(y, t) − j(y | x)u(x, t)} dy, where K is an open compact subset of Q_p , x ∈ K, t ≥ 0, u (x, t) is the population (or density) of state x at time t, and the functions j(x | y), respectively j(y | x), give the transition density rate (per unit of time) from y to x, respectively from x to y, and dy is the normalized Haar measure of the group (Q_p , +).

For the sake of simplicity, we take K = ⨆ a∈G (a + pZ_p), where G ⊂ {0, 1, . . . , p − 1}. Each ball a + pZ_p corresponds to a basin, and the states belonging to a + pZ_p are organized in an infinite tree with root a. Under mild hypotheses, all the equations of the form (1.3) are p-adic diffusion equations, which means that there is a Markov process with state space K attached to each of these equations, see Theorem 3.1. The dynamics complex system attached to (1.3) can be described as random transitions in the state space K. The fact that the dynamics of certain complex systems can be modeled using p-adic reaction diffusion equations in Q_p was presented in [2], see also [3], [23], [47], [48], [49], and the references therein. Indeed, an equation of type (1.3), but with Q_p instead of K was proposed in [2]. The dynamics of this type of equations is radically different to the dynamics of (1.3).

The function u (x, t) : K × [0, ∞) → R is completely determined by the restrictions u_a (x, t) = u (x, t) for x ∈ a + pZ_p, t ≥ 0, i.e. u (x, t) = ∑ a∈G u_a (x, t). Similarly, j(x | y) = ∑ a∈G ∑ b∈G j_{a,b}(x | y), where j_{a,b}(x | y) : (a + pZ_p) × (b + pZ_p) → R. It is more convenient to perform the change of variables x → a + x, and work with the functions ~u_a (x, t) = u_a (a + x, t) with x ∈ pZ_p, and ~j_{a,b}(x | y) = j_{a,b}(a + x | b + y) with x, y ∈ pZ_p. With this notation equation (1.3) can be written as

(1.4) d~u_a(x, t) dt = ∑ b∈G ∫ pZ_p {~u_b(y, t) − ~u_a(x, t)} ~j_{a,b}(x | y)dy − ~u_a(x, t) ~S_a(x) for a ∈ G.

This systems of integro-differential equations is the master equation of a p-adic transition network (or simply a network). Notice that we can attach to equation (1.4) an oriented graph whose vertices are {a_1, , . . . , a_{#G} }. If ~j_{a,b}(x | y) ≠ 0, there is a directed edge from b to a. In this article, a network is a model of a complex system consisting of three components: an energy landscape, a Markov process on the energy landscape, and a master equation. The energy landscape consists of a finite number of basins a+pZ_p, a ∈ G. The transitions between the basins are determined by the transition density matrix of the network as [ ~j_{a,b}(x | y) ] a,b∈G , and the sink function as [ ~S_a(x) ] a∈G . The solution of the Cauchy problem attached to (1.4) is the key tool to understand the qualitative behavior of the p-adic transition networks. To obtain precise description of the

4 ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO

solutions u(x, t), it is necessary to impose restrictions to the transition functions j_{a,b}(x | y), j_{b,a}(y | x). We assume that the restriction of the functions j(x | y), j(y | x) to the set (a + pZ_p) × (a + pZ_p) have the form j(x | y) = w_a(|x − y|_p) and j(y | x) = v_a(|x − y|_p), and that the restriction of the functions j(x | y), j(y | x) to the set (a + pZ_p) × (b + pZ_p), with a ≠ b, have the form j_{a,b}(x | y) = λ_{a,b}Ω ( p |x − a|_p ) Ω ( p |y − b|_p ) , j_{b,a}(y | x) = μ_{b,a}Ω ( p |x − a|_p ) Ω ( p |y − b|_p ) , where Ω ( p |x − a|_p ) denotes the characteristic function of the ball a + pZ_p. This choice means that we assume that the transition rates between different basins are constant functions, while the jumping process inside of the ball a + pZ_p is controlled by an operator of the form

W_aφ (x) = ∫ pZ_p {φ(y, t) − φ(x, t)} w_a(|x − y|_p)dy, where φ is a function supported in the ball pZ_p. These operators are pseudo-differential and their spectra can be computed explicitly:

W_aΨ_{rmj} (x) = ( ^w_a(p^{1−r}) − γ_a ) Ψ_{rmj} (x) , where the radial function ^w_a is the Fourier transform of w_a, γ_a is a positive constant and the functions {Ψ_{rmj} } are an orthonormal basis of L^2(pZ_p).

The solution of the Cauchy problem is

(1.5) u_a (x, t) = p^{12} C^{(a)}_0 (t) Ω ( p |x − a|_p ) + ∑ rmj e(^{^wa}(^{p1−r} )^{−p−1μa})^t Re ( C^{(a)}_{rmj} (0) Ψ_{rmj} (x) ) , a ∈ G, where [ C^{(a)}_0 (t) ] a∈G = e^{Λt} [ C^{(a)}_0 (0) ] a∈G . The constants C^{(a)}_0 (0) are real, while the

constants C^{(a)}_{rmj} (0) are complex . Here Λ is a matrix determined by the λ_{a,b} and the μ_{b,a}, and ^w_a (p^{1−r}) − p^{−1}μ_a ≤ 0 for any a ∈ G.

The main results of this work are the theorems 7.1, 7.2, and 7.3. Here we provide an overview of the meaning of these results. If the Markov process attached to the network is conservative, then for any continuous initial datum u^0(x) ∈ [0, 1], the solution of the Cauchy problem u(x, t) ∈ [0, 1] can be expanded as (1.5) for t ∈ [0, ∞), cf. Theorem 7.1. The matrix Λ satisfies Λ1 = 0 or Λ1 ≠ 0, cf. Theorem 7.2. In the first case { e^{tΛ} } t≥0 is a Markov semigroup of matrices and Λ is the infinitesimal generator of a time-continuous Markov chain with states #G. In the second case, { e^{tΛ} } t≥0 is a substochastic semigroup of matrices, and by introducing a terminal state Δ, Λ becomes the infinitesimal generator of a time-continuous Markov chain with states 1 + #G. The long-term behavior of the network is controlled by the Markov chain attached to Λ, see Theorem 7.3.

If the Markov process attached to the network is not conservative, the network may have absorbing states. Given an continuous initial datum u^0(x) ∈ [0, 1], we introduce an absorbing time τ = τ (u^0). Then solution of the Cauchy problem u(x, t) ∈ [0, 1] can be expanded as (1.5) for t ∈ [0, τ], cf. Theorem 7.1. If τ = ∞, the network does not have absorbing states and lim_{t→∞} u(x, t) = 0, which means that the Markov process dies at infinity, cf. Theorem 7.3. If τ < ∞, at the time t = τ ( u^{(0)} ) the network reaches an absorbing state. We call the

ULTRAMETRIC TRANSITION NETWORKS 5

terms e(^{^wa}(^{p1−r})^{−p−1μa})^t Re ( C^{(a)}_{rmj} (0) Ψ_{rmj} (x) ) the fast transition modes because they give rise to fast transitions that drive the network to an absorbing state (an open compact subset) in a finite time, cf. Theorem 7.1. The transitions modes are produced by the ultrametric structure of the basins.

On the other hand, each term e(^{^wa}(^{p1−r})^{−p−1μa})^t Re ( C^{(a)}_{rmj} (0) Ψ_{rmj} (x) ) corresponds to the response of a second order type system, which has a time constant σ_{a,r} = 4 − ( ^w_a (p^{1−r}) − p^{−1}μ_a) . We argue that the dynamics of each basin is determined by the interaction of a countable number of second order type systems, each of them with particular time constant σ_{a,r}, a ∈ G, r ≤ 1. The dynamics between basins is controlled by a Markov chain determined by the matrix Λ. The network has a countable number of time scales: {σ_{a,r}}, and^{−4}_μ , where μ runs through the eigenvalues of Λ.

As an application, in Section 8, we present a toy model of protein folding using a binary network with states U (unfolded state), N (native state). We give an initial concentration v^0(x) so that the average concentration at the time zero in the basin U is non-zero while the average concentration, at time zero, in the basin N is approximated zero. We determine explicitly the absorbing time τ < ∞ such that the network gets trapped in an open compact subset of the basin N.

Simulation techniques based on Markov state models and transition network models are widely used to analyze systems evolving in time, for instance, in molecular dynamics, and particularly in protein folding, see [9], [19], [21], [33], [35], and the references therein. Our results fit perfectly in this framework. We start with ‘directed kinetic transition network model’ based on a master equation as in [46], but we construct a solvable model instead of a simulation model. According to Bowman and Pande [10], protein native states are kinetic hubs that can be reached quickly from any other state. The existence of fast transition modes implies that certain states on an ultrametric network work as kinetic hubs. Here we mention again that the existence of kinetic hubs is a consequence of the hierarchical structure of the energy landscape, and that this type of conclusion cannot be obtained, as far as we know, by using standard techniques of Markov state models and transition network models. Furthermore, a native hub allows rapid folding but proteins can still get stuck in a web of nonnative states, [10]. The long-term behavior of an ultrametric network allows explaining this phenomenon.

Avetisov, Kozyrev et al and Bikulov, Zubarev developed p-adic models of relaxation of complex systems and applied them to protein dynamics [2]-[3], [8], see also [23], [27] and the references therein. The final purpose of these works is to provide a p-adic analytical description of experiments on the kinetics of CO binding to myoglobin, which were carried out by the group of Frauenfelder more than 30 years ago. The p-adic description of protein dynamics fits also in the experiments of J. Friedrich’s group on the spectral diffusion in proteins. Therefore, ultrametric diffusion fits the protein dynamics well over an extremely

6 ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO

large range of time scales from microseconds to weeks, see e.g. [4] and the references therein. In this article we consider the protein dynamics from a different perspective, furthermore, the reaction-diffusion equations used in the above mentioned works involve the Vladimirov operator, while the reaction-diffusion equations used here involve a transition kernels, see [41].

The study of p-adic heat equations and the attached Markov processes is a relevant mathematical matter [7], [11], [13], [27], [41], [42], [44], [47], [48], [49], and the references therein. Recently new models in geophysics and epidemiology has been formulated using p-adic diffusion and p-adic master equations, see [28]-[30]. The p-adic model of ultrametric diffusion with sink functions was earlier introduced and studied in the context of Eigen’s paradox in prebiotic evolution, which is an analog of the Levinthal paradox in protein folding [5]. For an in-depth discussion of Eigen’s paradox the reader may consult [50] and the references therein.

The study of p-adic heat equations on p-adic manifolds is an open research area. The heat equations considered here are heat equations on p-adic compact manifolds. Indeed, a p-adic compact manifold is a disjoint union of a finite numbers of open compact balls, see e.g. [22, Lemma 7.5.1].

2. Basic facts on p-adic analysis

In this section we collect some basic results about p-adic analysis that will be used in the article. For an in-depth review of the p-adic analysis the reader may consult [1], [39], [44].

2.1. The field of p-adic numbers. Along this article p will denote a prime number. The field of p−adic numbers Q_p is defined as the completion of the field of rational numbers Q with respect to the p−adic norm | · |_p, which is defined as

|x|_p = 0 if x = 0

p^{−γ} if x = p^{γ a}_b ,

where a and b are integers coprime with p. The integer γ := ord(x), with ord(0) := +∞, is called the p−adic order of x.

Any p−adic number x ≠ 0 has a unique expansion of the form x = p^{ord(x)} ∞∑ j=0 x_j p^j , where x_j ∈ {0, . . . , p − 1} and x_0 ≠ 0. By using this expansion, we define the fractional part of x ∈ Q_p , denoted as {x}_p, to be the rational number

{x}_p = 0 if x = 0 or ord(x) ≥ 0 p^{ord(x)} ∑_{−ordp(x)−1} j=0 x_j p^j if ord(x) < 0.

ULTRAMETRIC TRANSITION NETWORKS 7

In addition, any non-zero p−adic number can be represented uniquely as x = p^{ord(x)}ac (x) where ac (x) = ∑_∞ j=0 x_j p^j, x_0 ≠ 0, is called the angular component of x. Notice that |ac (x)|_p = 1. For r ∈ Z, denote by B_r(a) = {x ∈ Q_p ; |x − a|_p ≤ p^r} the ball of radius p^r with center at a ∈ Q_p , and take B_r(0) := B_r. The ball B_0 equals Z_p, the ring of p−adic integers of Q_p . We also denote by S_r(a) = {x ∈ Q_p ; |x − a|_p = p^r} the sphere of radius p^r with center at a ∈ Q_p , and take S_r(0) := S_r. We notice that S_0 = Z^×_p (the group of units of Z_p). The balls and spheres are both open and closed subsets in Q_p . In addition, two balls in Q_p are either disjoint or one is contained in the other.

The metric space ( Q_p , |·|_p ) is a complete ultrametric space. As a topological space (Q_p , | · |_p) is totally disconnected, i.e. the only connected subsets of Q_p are the empty set and the points. In addition, Q_p is homeomorphic to a Cantor-like subset of the real line, see e.g. [1], [44]. A subset of Q_p is compact if and only if it is closed and bounded in Q_p , see e.g. [44, Section 1.3], or [1, Section 1.8]. The balls and spheres are compact subsets. Thus (Q_p , | · |_p) is a locally compact topological space.

Notation 1. We will use Ω (p^{−r}|x − a|_p) to denote the characteristic function of the ball B_r(a) = a + p^{−r}Z_p.

2.2. Some function spaces. A complex-valued function φ defined on Q_p is called locally constant if for any x ∈ Q_p there exist an integer l(x) ∈ Z such that

(2.1) φ(x + x^′) = φ(x) for any x^′ ∈ B_{l(x)}.

A function φ : Q_p → C is called a Bruhat-Schwartz function (or a test function) if it is locally constant with compact support. In this case, we can take l = l(φ) in (2.1) independent of x, the largest of such integers is called the parameter of local constancy of φ. The C -vector space of Bruhat-Schwartz functions is denoted by D(Q_p ). We will denote by D_R(Q_p ), the R-vector space of test functions.

Since (Q_p , +) is a locally compact topological group, there exists a Borel measure dx, called the Haar measure of (Q_p , +), unique up to multiplication by a positive constant, such that ∫ U dx > 0 for every non-empty Borel open set U ⊂ Q_p , and satisfying ∫ E+z dx = ∫ E dx for every Borel set E ⊂ Q_p , see e.g. [18, Chapter XI]. If we normalize this measure by the condition ∫ Z_p dx = 1, then dx is unique. From now on we denote by dx the normalized Haar

measure of (Q_p , +).

Given an open subset U ⊂ Q_p , we denote by L^ρ (U), with ρ ∈ [1, ∞), the C −vector space of all the complex valued functions g defined on U satisfying

‖g‖_ρ = ∫ U |g (x)|^ρ dx 1 ρ < ∞.

The corresponding R-vector spaces are denoted as L^ρ_R (U).

8 ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO

Let U be an open subset of Q_p , we denote by D(U) the C -vector space of all test functions with support in U. Then D(U) is dense in L^ρ (U), with ρ ∈ [1, ∞), see e.g. [1, Proposition 4.3.3].

2.3. Fourier transform. Set χ_p(y) = exp(2πi{y}_p) for y ∈ Q_p . The map χ_p is an additive character on Q_p , i.e. a continuous map from (Q_p , +) into S (the unit circle considered as multiplicative group) satisfying χ_p(x_0 + x_1) = χ_p(x_0)χ_p(x_1), x_0, x_1 ∈ Q_p . The additive characters of Q_p form an Abelian group which is isomorphic to (Q_p , +), the isomorphism is given by ξ → χ_p(ξx), see e.g. [1, Section 2.3].

If f ∈ L^1 (Q_p ) its Fourier transform is defined by (Ff)(ξ) = ∫ Q_p χ_p(ξx)f(x)dx, for ξ ∈ Q_p .

We will also use the notation F_{x→ξ}f and ^f for the Fourier transform of f. The Fourier transform is a linear isomorphism (algebraic and topological) from D(Q_p ) onto itself satisfying

(2.2) (F(Ff))(ξ) = f(−ξ),

for every f ∈ D(Q_p ), see e.g. [1, Section 4.8]. If f ∈ L^2, its Fourier transform is defined as (Ff)(ξ) = lim_{k→∞} ∫ |x|_p≤p^k χ_p(ξx)f(x)dx, for ξ ∈ Q_p ,

where the limit is taken in L^2(Q_p ). We recall that the Fourier transform is unitary on L^2(Q_p ), i.e. ||f||_2 = ||Ff||_2 for f ∈ L^2(Q_p ) and that (2.2) is also valid in L^2(Q_p ), see e.g. [39, Chapter III, Section 2].

3. A class of p-adic heat equations

Let K ⊂ Z_p be a compact open subset. Then, K is a finite union of balls contained in Z_p. We assume that K = ⨆ a∈G (a + pZ_p) , where G ⊂ {0, 1, . . . , p − 1} is a fixed set. All our results can be easily extended to the general case ⨆ a∈G ( a + p^{la} Z_p ) , but taking l_a = 1 allows us to get simpler formulas without sacrificing generality.

We set C(K, R) := {f : K → R; f continuous} .

Then (C(K, R), ‖·‖_∞) endowed with the norm ‖f‖_∞ = max_{x∈K} |f (x)| is a Banach space. Notice that

(3.1) C(K, R) = ⨁ a∈G C (a + pZ_p, R) ,

ULTRAMETRIC TRANSITION NETWORKS 9

and similarly

(3.2) C(K × K, R) = ⨁ a∈G ⨁ b∈G C ((a + pZ_p) × (b + pZ_p) , R) . We set R_+ := {t ∈ R; t ≥ 0}. We now pick two functions j(x | y), j (y | x) ∈ C(K × K, R_+ ). The function j(y | x) gives the transition density rate (per unit of time) from x to y, i.e. P(x, B) = ∫ B j(y | x)dy is the transition probability from x into B (per unit of time), where B is a Borel subset of K. In general the functions j(x | y), j (y | x) are different.

We now define the operator

(3.3) Jf(x) = ∫ K {j(x | y)f(y) − j(y | x)f(x)} dy, f ∈ C(K, R).

Lemma 3.1. The mapping f → Jf gives rise to a well-defined, linear, bounded operator from C(K, R) into itself.

Indeed, by using that |j(x | y)f(y) − j(y | x)f(x)| ≤ ( max x,y∈K j(x | y) + max_{x,y∈K} j(y | x) ) ( max_{x∈K} |f(x)| ) 1_K (y)

= A ‖f‖_∞ 1_K (y) ,

it follows from the dominated convergence theorem that J is a bounded operator from C(K, R) into itself.

We now assume that

(Hypothesis 1) j(x | y) ≤ j(y | x) for any x, y ∈ K.

Under the Hypothesis 1, the operator J satisfies the positive maximum principle, i.e. if h ∈ C(K, R) and max_{x∈K} h (x) = h(x_0) ≥ 0, then (Jh) (x_0) ≤ 0. Now, for any fixed λ > ‖J‖, the operator^1_{1− 1λ J} = 1 + λ J+ λ^2J^2 + · · · + λ^nJ^n + · · · is linear and bounded, consequently rank ( 1 −^1_λ J ) = C(K, R). Now, by using the Hille-Yoshida-Ray theorem, see e.g. [40, Theorem 2.18], J generates a strongly continuous, positive, contraction semigroup { e^{tJ} } t≥0 on C(K, R), which is a Feller semigroup. For the sake of completeness we recall de definition of Feller semigroup here.

Definition 1. A family of bounded linear operators P_t : C (K, R) → C (K, R), t ≥ 0, is called a Feller semigroup if (i) P_{s+t} = P_sP_t and P_0 = I;

(ii) lim_{t→0} ||P_th − h||_∞ = 0 for any h ∈ C (K, R);

(iii) 0 ≤ P_th ≤ 1 if 0 ≤ h ≤ 1, with h ∈ C (K, R) and for any t ≥ 0.

10 ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO

The Hille-Yoshida-Ray theorem characterizes the Feller semigroups. Now by using the correspondence between Feller semigroups and transition functions, there exists a uniformly stochastically continuous C_0-transition function p_t (x, dy) satisfying condition (L), such that

e^{tJ} u_0 (x) = ∫ K u_0(y)p_t (x, dy) for u_0 ∈ C (K_N , R) ,

see e.g. [40, Theorem 2.15]. Now, by using the correspondence between transition functions and Markov processes, there exists a strong Markov process X whose paths are right continuous and have no discontinuities other than jumps, see e.g. [40, Theorem 2.12]. Then we have established the following result:

Theorem 3.1. Assuming Hypothesis 1, with T ∈ [0, ∞]. Consider the Cauchy problem:.

(3.4) u (·, t) ∈ C^1 ([0, T ] , C (K, R)) ; du(x,t) dt = ∫ K {j(x | y)u(y, t) − j(y | x)u(x, t)} dy, t ∈ [0, T ] , x ∈ K;

u (x, 0) = u_0 (x) ∈ C (K, R_+ ) .

There exists a probability measure p_t (x, ·), t ∈ [0, T ], with T = T (u_0), x ∈ K, on the Borel σ-algebra of K, such that the Cauchy problem (3.4) has a unique solution of the form h(x, t) = ∫ K u_0(y)p_t (x, dy) .

In addition, p_t (x, ·) is the transition function of a Markov process X whose paths are right continuous and have no discontinuities other than jumps.

Assuming that u_0(y) is the characteristic function of a Borel set B, and that at time zero the system was in a state belonging to B, then, h(x, t) is the probability that the system be in a state belonging to B at the time t, with t ≤ T .

3.1. Further remarks. The points of K are the states of a Markovian system which moves randomly between these states. Let B(K) denote the Borel σ-algebra of K. Then, for x ∈ K, E ∈ B(K), p_t (x, E) gives the transition probability that the system starting at state x will move to a state belonging to set E at time t. A Markov transition function p_t (x, ·) is said to be conservative if it satisfies

p_t (x, K) = 1 for t ≥ 0 and each x ∈ K.

The transition function given in Theorem 3.1 is not necessarily conservative, i.e. p_t (x, K) ≤ 1 for t ≥ 0 and each x ∈ K. In this case, the stochastic process X may die, which means that the system may get trapped in a terminal state Δ /∈ K. We take K_Δ := K ⨆ {Δ}, and extend

ULTRAMETRIC TRANSITION NETWORKS 11

p_t (x, ·) to a Markov transition function ~p_t (x, ·) on K_Δ as follows: ~p_t (x, E) = p_t (x, E) , x ∈ K, E ∈ B(K); ~p_t (x, {Δ}) = 1 − p_t (x, K) , x ∈ K; ~p_t (∂, K) = 0; ~p_t (Δ, {Δ}) = 1, for any t ≥ 0.

Intuitively, the system assumes configurations in space K until it gets trapped in the configuration Δ. The random variable

κ (ω) := inf {t ∈ [0, ∞] ; X_t(ω) = Δ}

is called the lifetime of the process X. Notice that T ≤ κ (ω) in Theorem 3.1, which means that the integro-differential equation in (3.4) does not have physical meaning for t > κ (ω). The state Δ is a particular case of an absorbing state, which is a Γ ∈ K_Δ such that ~p_t (Γ, {Γ}) = 1, for any t ≥ 0, see [14, Lemma 5.3].

Finally, the integro-differential equation in (3.4) is a master equation in an ultrametric space, see [43, Chaptre V], [2].

4. p-Adic heat equations on balls

Given a function f ∈ C(pZ_p, R), we extend it to Q_p by taking f(x) = 0 for x /∈ pZ_p. In this way f ∈ L^1(pZ_p) ∩ L^2(pZ_p) ⊂ L^1(Q_p ) ∩ L^2(Q_p ), and thus the Fourier transform ^f is defined in the standard way.

Given a radial function w ∈ C(pZ_p, R_+ ), we define the operator W f (x) = ∫ pZ_p {f(y) − f(x)} w(|x − y|_p)dy for f ∈ C(pZ_p, R). Since pZ_p is an additive group, W is a linear bounded operator from C(pZ_p, R) into itself. We set γ = ∫ pZ_p w(|y|p)dy ≥ 0, then W f (x) = f(x) ∗ w(x) − γf(x), and W f (x) = F^{−1}_{ξ→x}(( ^w(ξ) − γ) F_{x→x}f), i.e. W is a pseudodifferential operator with symbol ^w(ξ) − γ.

The function ^w(ξ) = ^w(|ξ|_p) is radial and integrable, furthermore, it verifies that

^w(ξ) − γ = 0 if |ξ|_p ≤ p

− (1 − p^{−1}) −ord(ξ)−1 ∑ j=1 p^{−j}w(p^{−j}) − p^{ord(ξ)}w ( p^{1+ord(ξ)} ) if |ξ|_p ≥ p^2.

12 ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO

Indeed, ^w(ξ) = ∫ pZ_p χ_p (xξ) w(|x|_p)dx = ∞∑ j=1 p^{−j} w(p^{−j}) ∫ Z^×_p χ_p ( p^j yξ ) dy

= ∞∑ j=1 p^{−j}w(p^{−j}) 1 − p^{−1} if −ord(ξ) ≤ j −p^{−1} if −ord(ξ) = j + 1 0 if −ord(ξ) ≥ j + 2

= (1 − p^{−1})^∞ ∑ j=1 p^{−j}w(p^{−j}) if |ξ|_p ≤ p

(1 − p^{−1})^∞ ∑ j=−ord(ξ) p^{−j}w(p^{−j}) − p^{ord(ξ)}w ( p^{1+ord(ξ)} ) if |ξ|_p ≥ p^2. (4.1)

The announced formula follows from (4.1).

4.1. p-Adic wavelets. We now recall that the set of functions {Ψ_{rmj}} defined as

(4.2) Ψ_{rmj} (x) = p^{−r2} χ_p ( p^{−1}j (p^rx − m) ) Ω ( |p^rx − m|_p ) , where r ∈ Z, j ∈ {1, · · · , p − 1}, and m runs through a fixed set of representatives of Q_p /Z_p, is an orthonormal basis of L^2(Q_p ). Furthermore,

(4.3) ∫ Q_p Ψ_{rmj} (x) dx = 0, see e.g. [23, Theorem 3.29] or [1, Theorem 9.4.2].

By using that Ω ( |p^rx − m|_p ) = 1 ⇔ x ∈ p^{−r}m + p^{−r}Z_p, one gets that the wavelets supported in pZ_p are exactly those satisfying

(4.4) r ≤ −1 and m ∈ p^{r+1}Z_p ∩ Q_p /Z_p.

The wavelets satisfying pZ_p ⫋ supp Ψ_{rmj} , i.e. (4.5) pZ_p ⫋ p^{−r}m + p^{−r}Z_p, are those with m = 0, r < −1, j ∈ {1, . . . , p − 1}. Indeed, from (4.5), 0 ∈ p^{−r}m + p^{−r}Z_p, and then p^{−r}m + p^{−r}Z_p = p^{−r}Z_p, and p^{−r}m ∈ p^{−r}Z_p, i.e. m = 0. Finally, pZ_p ⫋ p^{−r}Z_p implies that r < −1. Now the the restriction of these wavelets to pZ_p is exactly

p^{−r2} Ω ( p |x|_p ) . Finally, under condition (4.5), with m ≠ 0, the restriction of Ψ_{rmj} to pZ_p is the constant function zero.

Any function f from C(pZ_p, R) admits an expansion of the form

(4.6) f(x) = ∫ pZ_p f (x) dx p^{12} Ω ( p |x|_p ) + ∑ rmj C_{rmj} Ψ_{rmj} (x) ,

ULTRAMETRIC TRANSITION NETWORKS 13

where r and m satisfy (4.4) and j ∈ {1, · · · , p − 1}. This result is a variation of a classical result, see e.g. [50, Proposition 1] and the references therein. Furthermore, the wavelets appearing in (4.6) satisfy

(4.7) W Ψ_{rmj} (x) = ( ^w(p^{1−r}) − γ ) Ψ_{rmj} (x) , where Ψ_{rmj} (x) is a wavelet supported in pZ_p, see e.g. [23, Theorem 3.29], [1, Theorem 9.4.2]. Notice that ^w(p^{1−r}) − γ ≤ 0 for r ≤ −1.

5. p-adic Models of Relaxation of Complex Systems

5.1. Random walks on complex landscapes. It is widely accepted that the dynamics of a large class of complex systems such as glasses and proteins can be described by a random walk on a complex energy landscape, see e.g. [16], [17], [27, and the references therein], [45]. An energy landscape (or simply a landscape) is a continuous function U : X → R that assigns to each physical state of a system its energy. In many cases we can take X to be a subset of R^N . The term complex landscape means that function U has many local minima. In this case the method of interbasin kinetics is applied, in this approach, the study of a random walk on a complex landscape is based on a description of the kinetics generated by transitions between groups of states (basins). Minimal basins correspond to local minima of energy, and large basins have a hierarchical structure. Procedures for constructing hierarchies of basins and models of interbasin kinetics from an arbitrary energy landscape have been studied extensively, see e.g. [6], [37], [38]. By using these methods, a complex landscape is approximated by a disconnectivity graph (a rooted tree) and by a function on the tree describing the distribution of the activation energies. For further details the reader may consult [27, and the references therein], see also [23].

The dynamics of the system is described by a master equation on simple finite graph T (for instance a disconnectivity graph). Given two vertices I, J ∈ V (T ), w_{I,J} ≥ 0 denotes the transition rate peer unit of time from state J to state I. We set

w_I := ∑ K∈V (T ) w_{K,I} and W = [W_{I,J} ]_{I,J∈V (T )} , where W_{I,J} = w_{I,J} − w_I δ_{IJ} , where δ_{IJ} denotes the Kronecker delta. The dynamics of the system is then encoded in a system of kinetic equations (the master equation) of the form:

(5.1) d dt p_I (t) = ∑ J∈V (G) {w_{I,J} p_J (t) − w_{J,I} p_I (t)} , for I ∈ V (T ), where p_I (t) is the probability of finding the system at state I at time t. We denote by p(t) the column vector [p_I (t)]_{I∈V (T )}, then the master equation takes the form

(5.2) d dt p (t) = W p (t) .

14 ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO

Notice that W is Q-matrix, i.e. W_{I,J} ≥ 0 for I ≠ J, and ∑ I∈V (T ) WI,J = 0. This implies

that p(t) = e^{tW} p(0) is the transition function of a time-homogeneous continuous Markov chain, with initial probability distribution p(0).

In practical applications the matrices W are very large, then the determination of their spectra is a highly non-trivial problem.

5.2. p-adic continuous versions. In order to construct a p-adic continuous version of master equation (5.2), it is sufficient to find a linear bounded operator J : C (K_N , R) → C (K_N , R), where K_N is an open compact subset, such that its restriction J_N = J |_{XN} to a finite dimensional vector space X_N ⊂ C (K_N , R) be represented by the matrix W in (5.2).

We set G_N := Z_p/p^N Z_p for N ≥ 2.

We identify G_N with the set of representatives of the form

(5.3) I = I_0 + I_1p + . . . + I_{N−1}p^{N−1},

where the I_js are p-adic digits. We now identify each vertex of T with a p-adic number of the form (5.3). From now on, we take V (T ) = G^0_N ⊂ G_N . Here N is a fixed positive integer such that #G^0_N ≤ p^N .

We denote by Ω ( p^N |x − I|_p ) the characteristic function of the ball centered at I with radius p^{−N} , which corresponds to the set I + p^N Z_p. Now, we attach to T the open compact subset K_N = ⨆ I∈G^0_N I + p^N Z_p,

and the R-vector space X_N generated by the functions { Ω ( p^N |x − I|_p )} I∈G^0_N . Then X_N is the R-vector space consisting of all the test functions supported in K_N having the form

φ (x) = ∑ J∈G^0_N φ (J) Ω ( p^N |x − J|_p ) , where φ (J) ∈ R. This is the space of continuous functions on T . Notice that X_N ⊂ C (K_N , R). We now define j_N (x | y) = p^N ∑ I,K∈G^0_N I≠K w_{I,K} Ω ( p^N |x − I|_p ) Ω ( p^N |y − K|_p ) ,

j_N (y | x) = p^N ∑ I,K∈G^0_N I≠K w_{I,K}Ω ( p^N |x − K|_p ) Ω ( p^N |y − I|_p ) ,

where x, y ∈ Q_p , and W = [w_{I,J} ]_{I,J∈G}0_N . Notice that j_N (x | y), j_N (y | x) are test functions from D(K_N × K_N , R).

ULTRAMETRIC TRANSITION NETWORKS 15

We also define the operator Jφ (x) = ∫ K_N {j_N (x | y)φ (y) − j_N (y | x)φ (x)} dy, for φ ∈ D(K_N , R). By using that ∫ K_N j_N (x | y)φ (y) dy = ∑ I∈G0N ∑ J∈G^0_N J≠I w_{I,J} φ (J) Ω ( p^N |x − I|_p ) ,

∫ K_N j_N (y | x)φ (x) dy = ∑ I∈G0N ∑ J∈G^0_N J≠I w_{J,I} φ (I) Ω ( p^N |x − I|_p ) . one gets that

J_N φ (x) = ∑ I∈G0N { ∑ J∈G^0_N w_{I,J} φ (J) − w_{J,I} φ (I) } Ω ( p^N |x − I|_p ) , which implies that the operator J_N : X_N → X_N is represented by the matrix W , and (5.4) d dt u (x, t) = Ju (x, t) , x ∈ K_N , t ≥ 0 is a continuous version of (5.2). To construct solvable models we look for operators J such that (5.4) be a p-adic heat equation, i.e. Theorem 3.1 holds true for (5.4). In the continuous approach, the matrices W are replaced by the operators J. The determination of the spectra of a large class of these operators can be obtained using p-adic wavelets. This section is based in our work [49], see also [32].

6. p-Adic transition networks 6.1. Some formulae. We rewrite the equation (3.4) as

(6.1) du (x, t) dt = ∫ K j(x | y) {u(y, t) − u(x, t)} dy − u (x, t) S(x), where S(x) := ∫ K j(y | x) − j(x | y) dy ≥ 0. By using (3.1) and assuming that u (·, t) ∈ C(K, R), u (x, t) = ∑ b∈G u_b(x, t), where u_b(·, t) ∈ C (b + pZ_p, R) , and u_b(x, t) = u (x, t) for x ∈ b + pZ_p. Now by using (3.2), j (x | y) = ∑ a∈G ∑ b∈G j_{a,b}(x | y), where j_{a,b}(x | y) ∈ C ((a + pZ_p) × (b + pZ_p) , R_+ ) ,

16 ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO and j (y | x) = ∑ a∈G ∑ b∈G j_{b,a}(y | x), where j_{b,a}(y | x) ∈ C ((a + pZ_p) × (b + pZ_p) , R_+ ) .

We set

J_0f(x) := ∫ K j(x | y) {f(y) − f(x)} dy for f (x) = ∑ b∈G f_b(x) ∈ C (K, R) . The following formula for operator J_0 holds true: (6.2) J_0f_a(x) = ∑ b∈G ∫ b+pZ_p {f_b(y) − f_a(x)} j_{a,b}(x | y)dy. Indeed, for x ∈ a + pZ_p, f(x) = f_a(x) and

J_0f_a(x) = ∫ K (f(y) − f_a(x)) j(x | y)dy = ∫ K

( ∑ b∈G f_b(y) − f_a(x) ) j(x | y)dy

= ∫ K ∑ b∈G f_b(y)j(x | y)dy − ∫ K f_a(x)j(x | y)dy

= ∫ K ∑ b∈G f_b(y)j_{a,b}(x | y)dy − ∫ K f_a(x)j(x | y)dy

= ∑ b∈G ∫ b+pZ_p f_b(y)j_{a,b}(x | y)dy − ∑ b∈G ∫ b+pZ_p f_a(x)j_{a,b}(x | y)dy

= ∑ b∈G ∫ b+pZ_p (f_b(y) − f_a(x)) j_{a,b}(x | y)dy. By using (6.1)-6.2), and the fact that S (x) = ∑ b∈G S_b(x), with S_b ∈ C (b + pZ_p, R), one obtains that (6.1) is equivalent to

(6.3) du_a (x, t) dt = ∑ b∈G ∫ b+pZ_p {u_b(y, t) − u_a(x, t)} j_{a,b}(x | y)dy − u_a(x, t)S_a(x), for a ∈ G.

6.2. Definition of p-adic transition network. A p-adic transition network (or an ultrametric network, or simply a network) is a model of a complex system consisting of three components: an energy landscape, a Markov process on the energy landscape, and a master equation. The energy landscape consists of a finite number of basins a + pZ_p, a ∈ G. Each basin is formed by infinitely many network configurations organized hierarchically in a tree. We use the words state, conformational substate as synonyms of configuration. The transitions between the basins are determined by the transition density matrix of the network as [j_{a,b}(x | y)]_{a,b∈G} , and the sink function as [S_a(x)]_{a∈G} . The function j_{a,b}(x | y) ≥ 0 is the

ULTRAMETRIC TRANSITION NETWORKS 17

transition density (per unit of time) that the network goes from configuration y ∈ b + pZ_p to configuration x ∈ a + pZ_p.

The Markov process in the energy landscape encodes the temporal evolution of the network as random transitions between configurations from the energy landscape. The master equation describe the time evolution of the density of the configurations. Some authors use the term population instead of density. We denote by u_a(x, t), for x ∈ a + pZ_p, the density of configurations in the basin a + pZ_p at the time t. The master equation of the network is given by the system (6.3).

We now set ~u_a(x, t) := u_a(a + x, t) for x ∈ pZ_p, ~j_{a,b} (x | y) := j_{a,b} (a + x | b + y) , ~j_{b,a} (y | x) := j_{b,a} (b + y | a + x) , for x, y ∈ pZ_p, and ~S_a(x) := S(a + x) for x ∈ pZ_p.

Notation 2. We use the variable x ∈ K to denote the state of a network. If the variable x appears in a function having the decoration ~·, like ~u_a(x, t), then x ∈ pZ_p, i.e. the symbol ~· means that the change of variables of type x → a + x has been performed. The purpose of this notation is to avoid introducing additional variables to denote the states of the networks.

With this notation master equation (6.3) can be rewritten as

(6.4) d~u_a(x, t) dt = ∑ b∈G ∫ pZ_p {~u_b(y, t) − ~u_a(x, t)} ~j_{a,b}(x | y)dy − ~u_a(x, t) ~S_a(x) for a ∈ G. The densities u_a(x, t), for a ∈ G, may exist in times where the underlying Markov process does not exist due to fact that the network got trapped in an absorbing state. This type of solutions of the master equation must be discarded. This restriction makes the study of the master equation a very involved task. An ultrametric network is a generalization of Markov chain with #G states, as we will see in the next sections.

6.3. Some additional remarks. The problem of determining the functions [j_{a,b}(x | y)]_{a,b∈G} , [S_a(x)]_{a∈G} starting with a free energy landscape of some system is an open problem that requires to extend the ideas and techniques presented in [6], [45]. This problem is not considered here. On the other hand, the transition from a state y ∈ b + pZ_p to a state x ∈ a + pZ_p can be perceived as overcoming the energy barrier separating these states. Following [2] , it is natural to propose using an Arrhenius type relation, to approximate j_{a,b} (x | y), more precisely,

(6.5) j_{a,b} (x | y) ∼ exp { − U_{a,b} (x, y) kT } , where U_{a,b} (x, y) is the function describing the height of the activation barrier for the transition from the state y ∈ b + pZ_p to state x ∈ a + pZ_p, k is the Boltzmann constant and T is the temperature. It is important to emphasize that we are not choosing a reaction coordinate to describe j_{a,b} (x | y). Formula (6.5) establishes a relation between the structure of the energy landscape U_{a,b} (x, y) and the transition function j_{a,b} (x | y).

18 ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO

7. Transition networks, fast transition modes, and Markov chains

In this section we assume that the restriction of the functions j(x | y), j(y | x) to the ball (a + pZ_p) × (a + pZ_p) have the form j(x | y) = w_a(|x − y|_p) and j(y | x) = v_a(|x − y|_p), and that the restriction of the functions j(x | y), j(y | x) to the ball (a + pZ_p) × (b + pZ_p), with a ≠ b, have the form j_{a,b}(x | y) = λ_{a,b}Ω ( p |x − a|_p ) Ω ( p |y − b|_p ) , j_{b,a}(y | x) = μ_{b,a}Ω ( p |x − a|_p ) Ω ( p |y − b|_p ) . We set λ_{a,a} := p ∫ pZ_p w ( |z|_p ) dz and μ_{a,a} := p ∫ pZ_p v ( |z|_p ) dz. Now, if x ∈ a + pZ_p then ∫ K j(x | y)dy = ∑ b∈G b≠a p^{−1}λ_{a,b} + ∫ pZ_p w_a ( |z|_p ) dz = p^{−1} ∑ a,b∈G λ_{a,b} := p^{−1}λ_a.

Similarly, if x ∈ a + pZ_p then ∫ K j(y | x)dy = ∑ b∈G b≠a p^{−1}μ_{a,b} + ∫ pZ_p v_a ( |z|_p ) dz = p^{−1} ∑ a,b∈G μ_{a,b} := p^{−1}μ_a.

For x ∈ a + pZ_p we have S_a(x) = p^{−1} ( μ_a − λ_a ) . The master equation (6.4) takes the form d~u_a(x, t) dt = ∑ b∈G b≠a λ_{a,b} ∫ pZ_p {~u_b(y, t) − ~u_a(x, t)} Ω ( p |x|_p ) Ω ( p |y|_p ) dy (7.1)

+ ∫ pZ_p {~u_a(y, t) − ~u_a(x, t)} w_a(|x − y|_p)dy − p^{−1} ( μ_a − λ_a ) ~u_a(x, t), for a ∈ G. With the notation and Aver ~u_a(·, t) = ∫ pZ_p ~ua(x, t)dx, (7.1) becomes d~u_a(x, t) dt = ∑ b∈G b≠a λ_{a,b}Ω ( p |x|_p ) Aver ~u_b(·, t) − p^{−1} (μ_a − λ_{a,a}) ~u_a(x, t) (7.2)

+ ∫ pZ_p {~u_a(y, t) − ~u_a(x, t)} w_a(|x − y|_p)dy, for a ∈ G.

Remark 1. Notice that μ_a = 0, implies that μ_{b,a} = 0 for a, b ∈ G and since λ_{a,b} ≤ μ_{b,a} for a, b ∈ G, by Hypothesis 1, we conclude that λ_{a,b} = 0 for a, b ∈ G. For this reason from now on we assume that μ_a ≠ 0 for some a ∈ G.

ULTRAMETRIC TRANSITION NETWORKS 19

7.1. The Cauchy problem. We now consider the Cauchy problem associated with master equation (7.2). We look for a complex-valued solution of the form

~v_a(x, t) = p^{12} C^{(a)}_0 (t)Ω ( p |x|_p ) + ∑ rmj C^{(a)}_{rmj}(t)Ψ_{rmj} (x) for a ∈ G, thus, ~u_a(x, t) = Re (~v_a(x, t)) for a ∈ G. By substituting in (7.2) one gets

(7.3) d dt C^{(a)}_0 (t) = ∑ b∈G b≠a λ_{a,b}C^{(b)}_0 (t) − p^{−1} (μ_a − λ_{a,a}) C^{(a)}_0 (t), for a ∈ G,

i.e.^d_{dt} [ C^{(a)}_0 (t) ] a∈G = Λ [ C^{(a)}_0 (t) ] a∈G , with Λ = [Λ_{a,b}]_{a,b∈G} , where

Λ_{a,b} = λ_{a,b} if a ≠ b −p^{−1} (μ_a − λ_{a,a}) if a = b. Now, by using (4.7),

(7.4) d dt C^{(a)}_{rmj}(t) = ( ^w_a ( p^{1−r} ) − p^{−1}μ_a ) C^{(a)}_{rmj} (t), for a ∈ G.

Therefore C_0(t) = e^{Λt}C_0(0),

C^{(a)}_{rmj} (t) = e(^{^wa}(^{p1−r})^{−p−1μa})^tC^{(a)}_{rmj} (0), for a ∈ G, and [u_a (x, t)]_{a∈G} = p^{12} [ C^{(a)}_0 (t) Ω ( p |x − a|_p )] a∈G (7.5) + [ ∑ rmj e(^{^wa}(^{p1−r} )^{−p−1μa})^t Re ( C^{(a)}_{rmj} (0) Ψ_{rmj} (x) ) ] a∈G , where [ C^{(a)}_0 (t) ] a∈G = e^{Λt} [ C^{(a)}_0 (0) ] a∈G . Notice that ^w_a (p^{1−r}) − p^{−1}μ_a ≤ 0 for any a ∈ G. Notice that u (x, t) is a real-valued continuous function on K× [0, ∞).

7.2. Existence of fast transition modes. We set u^{(0)} (x) = u (x, 0) for the initial value of u (x, t), see (7.5). Take 0 ≤ u^{(0)} (x) ≤ 1. We first notice that since

(7.6) u(x, t) = ∫ K u^{(0)}(y)p_t (x, dy) , then u(x, t) ≥ 0 for any (x, t) ∈ K× [0, ∞). We now recall that if the Markov process X attached to the network is conservative, i.e. if ∫ K 1_K(y)p_t (x, dy) = 1_K(x),

20 ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO

then by (7.6), u(x, t) ≤ 1 for any (x, t) ∈ K× [0, ∞).

We now suppose that the Markov process X attached to the network is not conservative. If the range of u (x, t) contains an interval of the form [1, 1 + δ] for some δ > 0, we define τ = τ ( u^{(0)} ) = min T ∈(0,∞) {T ; u (x_0, t) ≥ 1 for some x_0 ∈ K, and t ∈ [T, T + ϵ] for some ϵ > 0}

= min_{a∈G} min_{T ∈(0,∞)} {T ; u_a (x_0, t) ≥ 1 for some x_0 ∈ a + pZp, and t ∈ [T, T + ϵ] for some ϵ > 0} .

If the range of 0 ≤ u (x, t) ≤ 1 for any t ≥ 0 and any x ∈ K, we define τ = τ ( u^{(0)} ) = ∞. If τ < ∞, the network with master equation (7.2) moves in the energy landscape, until it gets trapped in some absorbing state for t ≥ τ. Since u(x, t) is a locally constant function in x for each t, see (7.5), the condition u (x_0, T ) = 1 is valid in ball around x_0. Notice that the process does not die because x_0 ∈ K. Furthermore, the solution u(x, t) does not have probabilistic meaning for t > τ ( u^{(0)} ) . By using Theorem 3.1, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 7.1. Assume that the Markov process X attached to the master equation (7.2) is not conservative. Take u^{(0)} (x) ∈ C(K, R_+ ) such that 0 ≤ u^{(0)} (x) ≤ 1. Then, the solution u(x, t) of the Cauchy problem attached to the master equation (7.2), with initial datum u^{(0)} (x), is given by (7.5) for t ∈ [ 0, τ ( u^{(0)} )] . In the case τ ( u^{(0)} ) < ∞, the terms

e(^{^wa}(^{p1−r} )^{−p−1μa})^t Re ( C^{(a)}_{rmj} (0) Ψ_{rmj} (x) ) = (7.7) e(^{^wa}(^{p1−r} )^{−p−1μa})^t { Re ( C^{(a)}_{rmj} (0) ) cos ({ p^{r−1}jx } p ) − Im ( C^{(a)}_{rmj} (0) ) sin ({ p^{r−1}jx } p )} , for a ∈ G, which originate due to the ultrametric structure of the basins, give rise to fast transitions that drive the network to an absorbing state (an open compact subset) in a finite time. We call these terms fast transition modes.

Assume that Markov process X attached to the master equation (7.2) is conservative. Then, the solution u(x, t) of the Cauchy problem attached to the master equation (7.2), with initial datum u^{(0)} (x), is given by (7.5) for t ∈ [0, ∞).

7.3. Some results about semigroups of matrices. We now study the connections between the matrix semigroup e^{tΛ} and continuous-time Markov chains.

Definition 2. A real matrix B = [B_{ij} ]_{i,j∈I} , I = {1, . . . , n}, is said to be diagonally dominant, if |B_{ii}| ≥ ∑ j≠i |B_{ij} | for any i ∈ I. It is strictly diagonally dominant if |B_{ii}| > ∑ j≠i |B_{ij} | for any i ∈ I.

ULTRAMETRIC TRANSITION NETWORKS 21

Proposition 7.1 ([20, Theorem 6.1.10]). Let B = [B_{ij} ]_{i,j∈I} be a strictly diagonally dominant matrix. Then (i) B is non singular; (ii) if B_{ii} > 0 for all i ∈ I, then every eigenvalue of B has a positive real part; (iii) if B is symmetric and B_{ii} > 0 for all i ∈ I, then B is positive definite.

Definition 3. A square matrix A = [A_{ij} ]_{i,j∈I} is called a Z-matrix if the off diagonal elements of A are non positive, i.e. A_{ij} ≤ 0 for i ≠ j. In the case in which A is nonsingular, A is called a M-matrix if it is a Z-matrix, and its inverse is a nonnegative matrix.

We denote by 1 the column vector having all its entries equal to one. For a column vector v = [v_j ]_{j∈I} , we set |v| = max_{j∈I} |v_j |. If A = [A_{ij} ]_{i,j∈I} , B = [B_{ij}]_{i,j∈I} are matrices, we use the notation A ≤ B to mean A_{ij} ≤ B_{ij} for all i, j ∈ I.

Definition 4. A semigroup of matrices {Q_t}_{t≥0} is called a substochastic Markov semigroup if the Q_t are nonnegative matrices and Q_t1 ≤ 1, with strict inequality at some coordinate. If Q_t1 = 1 for all t, {Q_t}_{t≥0} is called a Markov semigroup.

Proposition 7.2 ([12, Theorem 5.34-(ii), Theorem 2.27]). (i) A is a diagonally dominant Z-matrix if and only if Q_t = e^{−tA} is a non-negative semigroup and for all t ≥ 0 it verifies that Q_t1 ≤ 1.

(ii) If A is nonsingular, then A is a diagonally dominant M-matrix if and only if Q_t = e^{−tA} is a substochastic semigroup. Furthermore, there is a constant 0 < ρ < 1 such that for every v = [v_j ]_{j∈I} ∈ R^n and t ≥ 0, |Q_tv| ≤ |v| ρ^{t−1}. 7.4. Markov chains, ultrametric networks and time scales. We identify a master equation of type (7.2) with a point (λ_{a,b}, μ_{a,b}) in

N := { (λ_{a,b}, μ_{a,b}) ∈ R^{(#G)2}_+ × R^{(#G)2}_+ ; λ_{a,b} ≤ μ_{b,a} for a, b ∈ G } . From now on we will identify a network with a point from N . Given J ⊂ G, we set

N^{(1)}_J := { (λ_{a,b}, μ_{a,b}) ∈ R^{(#G)2}_+ × R^{(#G)2}_+ ; p^{−1}μ_a + (1 − p^{−1})λ_{a,a} = λ_a for all a ∈ J } , N^{(2)}_J := { (λ_{a,b}, μ_{a,b}) ∈ R^{(#G)2}_+ × R^{(#G)2}_+ ; p^{−1}μ_a + (1 − p^{−1})λ_{a,a} > λ_a for all a ∈ J } , with the the convention N^{(1)}_∅ = N^{(2)}_∅ = R^{(#G)2}_+ × R^{(#G)2}_+ . Now, given

(7.8) G_1, G_2 ⊂ G, with G_1 ∩ G_2 = ∅ and G_1 ⨆ G_2 = G,

we set

N_{G1,G2} := { (λ_{a,b}, μ_{a,b}) ∈ R^{(#G)2}_+ × R^{(#G)2}_+ ; λ_{a,b} ≤ μ_{b,a}, a, b ∈ G } ∩ N^{(1)}_{G1} ∩ N^{(2)}_{G2} .

22 ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO

Theorem 7.2. Assume Hypothesis 1. We denote by {P_t}_{t≥0} the Feller semigroup associated with the master equation (7.2). The set of all possible networks N is the disjoint union of the sets N_{G1,G2} , where G_1, G_2 satisfy (7.8). In the set

N_{G,∅} =

(λ_{a,b}, μ_{a,b}) ∈ R^{(#G)2}_+ × R^{(#G)2}_+ ; λ_{a,b} ≤ μ_{b,a}, a, b ∈ G and

p^{−1}μ_a + (1 − p^{−1})λ_{a,a} = λ_a, a ∈ G ,

it verifies that Λ1 = 0, which implies that {P_t}_{t≥0} is a Markov semigroup. More precisely, Λ is the transition rate matrix (or infinitesimal generator matrix) of a continuos time Markov chain with #G states. Furthermore, Λ1 ≠ 0 in any set N_{G1,G2} , with G_1 ⫋ G.

In the set N_{∅,G} = (λ_{a,b}, μ_{a,b}) ∈ R^{(#G)2}_+ × R^{(#G)2}_+ ; λ_{a,b} ≤ μ_{b,a}, a, b ∈ G and

p^{−1}μ_a + (1 − p^{−1})λ_{a,a} > λ_a, a ∈ G ,

under the condition μ_a > λ_{a,a}, for all a ∈ G,

(7.9) lim_{t→∞} | | |e^{tΛ} [ C^{(a)}_0 (0) ] a∈G | | | = 0, which means that the Markov process attached to the network dies at infinite time. In the set N_{G1,G2} ,with ∅ G_1 G, ∅ ⊆ G_2 G, and under the condition that Λ is not singular, P_t = e^{tΛ} is a substochastic semigroup if and only if −Λ is a M-matrix. In this last case, the limit (7.9) holds true.

Proof. We first notice that Hypothesis 1 implies the restrictions λ_{a,b} ≤ μ_{b,a} for a, b ∈ G. We already established in Theorem 3.1 that the semigroup {P_t}_{t≥0} attached to a general master equation of type (3.4) or (7.2) is Feller. In particular 0 ≤ P_t1_K ≤ 1 where 1_K(x) = ∑ a∈G Ω ( p |x − a|_p ) ∈ C (K, R) is the characteristic function of K. We now use 1_K(x) as an initial datum, then by (7.5), with C^{(a)}_{rmj} (0) = 0 for any rmj, we have 0 ≤ e^{tΛ}1 ≤ 1 for all t, where 0 = [0]_{a∈G} . Which means that e^{tΛ} is a nonnegative matrix semigroup and for all t ≥ 0 it verifies that e^{tΛ}1 ≤ 1. Now, by Proposition 7.2-(i), −Λ is a row diagonally dominant Z-matrix, which implies that p^{−1} |μ_a − λ_{a,a}| ≥ ∑ b∈G, b≠a λ_{a,b}, for all a ∈ G.

Since μ_a ≥ μ_{a,a} ≥ λ_{a,a} for every a ∈ G, We rewrite this condition using the following two inequalities:

(7.10) p^{−1}μ_a − p^{−1}λ_{a,a} = ∑ b∈G, b≠a λ_{a,b} ⇔ p^{−1}μ_a + (1 − p^{−1})λ_{a,a} = λ_a,

(7.11) p^{−1}μ_a − p^{−1}λ_{a,a} > ∑ b∈G, b≠a λ_{a,b} ⇔ p^{−1}μ_a + (1 − p^{−1})λ_{a,a} > λ_a.

ULTRAMETRIC TRANSITION NETWORKS 23

The existence of the sets N_{G1,G2} comes from the fact that −Λ is a row diagonally dominant Z-matrix, and the above discussion. Notice that in N_{G,∅}, it verifies that Λ1 = 0, which means that Λ is the infinitesimal generator of a conservative Markov process, see e.g. [14, Lemma 2.3], more precisely of a continuous time Markov chain with #G states.

In the set N_{∅,G}, −Λ is nonsingular, and under the condition μ_a > λ_{a,a}, for all a ∈ G, all the elements in the diagonal of −Λ are positive, then by Proposition 7.1-(ii), all the eigenvalues of Λ have positive real part, which implies the limit (7.9). In the set N_{G1,G2} ,with ∅ G_1 G, ∅ ⊆ G_2 G, and under the condition Λ is not singular, P_t = e^{tΛ} is a substochastic semigroup if and only if −Λ is a M-matrix, cf. Proposition 7.2-(ii). □

Theorem 7.3. (i) Assume that the Markov process X attached to the network is conservative. For any u^{(0)} (x) ∈ C(K, R_+ ) such that 0 ≤ u^{(0)} (x) ≤ 1,it verifies that τ ( u^{(0)} ) = ∞, and the solution u(x, t) ∈ [0, 1] of the Cauchy problem attached to the master equation (7.2), with initial datum u^{(0)} (x), is given by (7.5) for t ∈ [0, ∞). Furthermore,

lim_{t→∞} [u_a (x, t)]_{a∈G} = p^{12} lim_{t→∞} e^{Λt} [ C^{(a)}_0 (0) ] a∈G , where Λ is the infinitesimal generator of a continuous-time Markov chain with #G states.

(ii) Assume that the Markov process X attached to the network is not conservative. If τ ( u^{(0)} ) = ∞, with u^{(0)} as in part (i), the solution u(x, t) ∈ [0, 1] of the Cauchy problem attached to the master equation (7.2), with initial datum u^{(0)} (x), is given by (7.5) for t ∈ [0, ∞). Furthermore,

lim_{t→∞} [u_a (x, t)]_{a∈G} = p^{12} lim_{t→∞} e^{Λt} [ C^{(a)}_0 (0) ] a∈G = 0,

where { e^{Λt} } t≥0 is a substochastic semigroup. By introducing a terminal state Δ ⨆ G, Λ becomes the infinitesimal generator of a killed continuous-time Markov chain with 1 + #G states.

(iii) Assume that the Markov process X attached to the network is not conservative. If τ ( u^{(0)} ) < ∞, with u^{(0)} as in part (i), the solution u(x, t) ∈ [0, 1] of the Cauchy problem attached to the master equation (7.2), with initial datum u^{(0)} (x), is given by (7.5) for t ∈ [ 0, τ ( u^{(0)} )] . Furthermore, at the time t = τ ( u^{(0)} ) the network reaches an absorbing state.

Proof. The result follows from Theorems 7.1, 7.2, by using that the restriction of e^{tJ} to the space ⨁ a∈G R Ω (p |x − a|) is e^{tΛ}. □ Remark 2. Each term e(^{^wa}(^{p1−r} )^{−p−1μa})^t Re ( C^{(a)}_{rmj} (0) Ψ_{rmj} (x) ) corresponds to the response of a second order type system, which has a time constant σ_{a,r} = 4 − ( ^w_a (p^{1−r}) − p^{−1}μ_a) . Based on this fact, we argue that the dynamics of each basin is determined by the interaction of a countable number of second order type systems, each of them with particular time constant σ_{a,r}, a ∈ G, r ≤ 1. The dynamics between basins is controlled by a Markov chain

24 ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO

determined by the matrix Λ. The network has a countable number of time scales: {σ_{a,r}}, and^{−4}_μ , where μ runs through the eigenvalues of Λ.

8. Binary Networks and a toy model for protein folding

8.1. A class of linear systems in the plane. For α, β, γ > 0, with β ≥ α, γ ≥ α, we set d dt [ z_1 (t) z_2 (t) ] = Γ [ z_1 (t) z_2 (t) ] , where Γ := [ −β α α −γ ] . Take A := √ 4α^2 + (β − γ)^2 > 0. The eigenvalues of Γ are negative real numbers: −1 2 (β + γ + A) , 1 2 (A − γ − β) . On the other hand,

e^{tΓ} = e^t(^{− 12 β− 12 γ+ 12 A})× 1 2A (β − γ + A) e^{−tA} +^1_{2A} (−β + γ + A)^1_A α −^1_A αe^{−tA}

−^α_A e^{−tA} +^α_A^1_{2A} (β − γ + A) −^1_{2A} (β − γ − A) e^{−tA} . where . Now for t > 0 and A sufficiently large, we use the approximation:

e^{tΓ} ≃ e^t(^{− 12 β− 12 γ+ 12 A}) 1 2A (−β + γ + A)^1_A α α A 1 2A (β − γ + A) . 8.2. A class of binary networks. We now consider a network with two basins, denoted as U, N. The master equation for this network is

(8.1)

∂~v_U (x,t) ∂t = λ_{U,N} Ω ( p |x|_p ) Aver~v_N (·, t) − p^{−1} (μ_U − λ_{U,U} ) ~v_U (x, t)dy + ∫ pZ_p {~v_U (y, t) − ~v_U (x, t)} w_U (|x − y|_p)dy;

∂~v_N (x,t) ∂t = λ_{N,U} Ω ( p |x|_p ) Aver~v_U (·, t) − p^{−1} (μ_N − λ_{N,N} ) ~v_N (x, t) + ∫ pZ_p {~v_N (y, t) − ~v_N (x, t)} w_N (|x − y|_p)dy, where λ_U = λ_{U,U} + λ_{U,N} , λ_N = λ_{N,N} + λ_{N,U} , μ_U = μ_{U,U} + μ_{U,N} , μ_N = μ_{N,N} + μ_{N,U} , and S_a (x) = p^{−1} ( μ_a − λ_a ) , a ∈ {N, U} and λ_{a,b} ≤ μ_{b,a}, a, b ∈ {N, U} . For convenience we use ~v(x, t) instead of ~u(x, t). The matrix Λ is Λ = −p^{−1} (μ_U − λ_{U,U} ) λ_{U,N} λ_{N,U} −p^{−1} (μ_N − λ_{N,N} ) ,

ULTRAMETRIC TRANSITION NETWORKS 25

we assume that λ_{N,U} = λ_{U,N} . Using (7.5), we now pick a solution of the form ~v_U (x, t) ~v_N (x, t) = p^{12}

C^{(U)}_0 (t) Ω ( p |x|_p )

C^{(N)}_0 (t) Ω ( p |x|_p ) + 0 C^{(N)}r e(^{^wN} (^{p1−r})^{−p−1μN} )^t cos ( {p^{−r−1}x}_p ) ,

where r > 1, and

C^{(U)}_0 (t)

C^{(N)}_0 (t) = e^{tΛ} p^{−1}2 0 .

We apply the results of the previous section with β = p^{−1} (μ_U − λ_{U,U} ), α = λ_{N,U} = λ_{U,N} , and γ = p^{−1} (μ_N − λ_{N,N} ):

C^{(U)}_0 (t)

C^{(N)}_0 (t) = e^{tΛ} p^{−1}2 0 ≃

e^t(^{− 12 β− 12 γ+ 12 A}) 1 2A (−β + γ + A)^1_A α α A 1 2A (β − γ + A) p^{−1}2 0

= e^t(^{− 12 β− 12 γ+ 12 A})

p^{−1}2 2A (A − β + γ) p^{−1}2 A α .

Which implies that

(8.2) ~v_U (x, 0) ~v_N (x, 0) = 1 2A (A − β + γ) Ω ( p |x|_p )

α A Ω ( p |x|_p ) + 0 C^{(N)}r cos ( {p^{−1−r}x}_p ) .

Notice that A − β + γ > 0.

The function ~v_U (x, 0) gives the concentration (or population) at time zero for the basin U. In particular, the average concentration of basin U at time zero is ∫ ~v_U (x, 0) dx = 1 2Ap (A − β + γ). The function ~v_N (x, 0) gives the concentration at time zero for the basin N. The average concentration for basin N at time zero is ∫ ~v_N (x, 0) dx =^α_{Ap} ≃ 0. Notice that the functions ~v_U (x, 0), ~v_N (x, 0) cannot be interpreted as probability densities since they do not satisfy ∫ ~v_U (x, 0) dx + ∫ ~v_N (x, 0) dx = 1. We do not use this last normalization, since the calculation without imposing this normalization is simpler.

Our goal is to show that the network (8.1), with initial density (8.2) gets trapped in the basin N in a finite time.

26 ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO

8.3. Computation of T (v (x, 0)). In order to compute T (v (x, 0)), we require the conditions: 0 ≤ 1 2A (A − β + γ) ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ α A + C^{(N)}_r cos ({ p^{−1−r}x } p ) ≤ 1, for every x ∈ pZp. The first condition is true. The last condition is satisfied if 0 ≤^α_A +C^{(N)}r ≤ 1, with C^{(N)}r > 0. Indeed, for x = x_1p + x_2p_2 + · · · + x_rp^r + · · · ∈ pZp, { p^{−1−r}x } p = x_1 p^r + x_2 p^{r−1} + · · · + x_rp^r, and since the x_i ∈ {0, . . . , p − 1}, we have

(8.3) { p^{−1−r}x } p ∈ [ 0, 1 − p^{−r} ] , and thus cos ( {p^{−1−r}x}_p ) > 0.

We now look for solutions of the condition:

(8.4) e^t(^{− 12 β− 12 γ+ 12 A}) α A + C^{(N)}_r e(^{^wN} (^{p1−r} )^{−p−1μN} )^t cos ({ p^{−1−r}x } p ) ≥ 1. We set σ := max { − 1 2 β − 1 2 γ + 1 2 A, ^w_N ( p^{1−r} ) − p^{−1}μ_N } < 0, then e^{tσ} ( α A + C^{(N)}_r cos ({ p^{−1−r}x } p )) ≥ e^t(^{− 12 β− 12 γ+ 12 A}) α A + C^{(N)}_r e(^{^wN} (^{p1−r} )^{−p−1μN} )^t cos ({ p^{−1−r}x } p ) ≥ 1, and in order to find solutions for condition (8.4), we can find solutions for e^{tσ} ( α A + C^{(N)}_r cos ({ p^{−1−r}x } p )) ≥ 1,

i.e., cos ({ p^{−1−r}x } p ) ≥ 1 C^{(N)}r ( e^{−tσ} − α A ) . Now 1 C^{(N)}r ( e^{−T σ} − α A ) = 1 ⇔ T = 1 −σ ln ( C^{(N)}_r + α A ) . Then, by using the fact that e^{−tσ} −^α_A is an increasing function in [0, ∞), given δ > 0 sufficiently small, there exists ϵ = ϵ (δ) such that^1_{C(N)r} ( e^{−tσ} −^α_A ) ∈ [1 − ϵ, 1] for t ∈ [T − δ, T ]. We now look for solutions of

(8.5) cos ({ p^{−r−1}x } p ) ∈ [1 − ϵ, 1] ⇔ { p^{−r−1}x } p ∈ [ 0, ϵ^′ ] . for some ϵ^′ = ϵ^′ (ϵ). Taking −r is sufficiently large and using (8.3), we conclude that {p^{−r−1}x}_p ∈ [0, 1 − p^{−r}] ⊂ [ 0, ϵ^′ ] , and consequently, there exists x_0 satisfying (8.5). We now use that {p^{r−1}x}_p is locally constant and that {0}_p = 0 to obtain a ball B_l(x_0) such that {p^{r−1}x}_p = 0 for any x ∈ B_l(x_0).

ULTRAMETRIC TRANSITION NETWORKS 27

8.4. Discussion. A protein is a self-organized system which is able to lower its entropy when it is in contact with a heat reservoir at appropriate temperature. The protein folding consists of a sequence of random motions in funnel-like configuration space from high entropy states to a state of minimum entropy (a native state). However, there is still the problem (the so-called Levinthal paradox), which is to know if the random transitions may get trapped in an intermediate state, and then the sequence of the transitions will not end in a state of minimum entropy. On the other hand, it is well accepted that if the temperature is too high the protein will not fold. It is also possible that the protein will not fold correctly if the temperature is too low. We assume a range of temperatures where the protein folding occurs. In our toy model the energy landscape of the protein is divided into two regions U (unfolded state), N (native state). At the time zero the concentration in the basins U, N is given by (8.2). The average concentration of the basin N is very close to zero. The time evolution of the concentrations ~v_U (x, t), ~v_N (x, t) is controlled by the master equation (8.1). The solution of the Cauchy problem attached to the master equation (8.1), with the initial datum (8.2), admits a fast mode C^{(N)}r e(^{^wN} (^{p1−r})^{−p−1μN} )^t cos ( {p^{−1−r}x}_p ) , which drives the network into an absorbing sate inside the basin N at the time τ = ln ( C^{(N)}r +^α_A ) min {_1 2 β +^1_2 γ −^1_2 A, p^{−1}μ_N − ^w_N (p^{1−r}) }. The system has two time scales (or two time constants), under the hypothesis that A is sufficiently large, the time constants are given by 1 1 2 β +^1_2 γ −^1_2 A , 1 p^{−1}μ_N − ^w_N (p^{1−r}) . The first one is associated with the matrix Λ ( the underlying Markov chain), and the second with the fast mode. Here we do not use the constant 4 that appears in the definition of the time constant of second order systems. Finally, following [2]-[3] the dependency on the temperature may be introduced by taking ^w_N (p^{1−r}) = ^w_N (p^{1−r}, kT ).

References

[1] S. Albeverio, A. Yu. Khrennikov, V. M. Shelkovich, Theory of p-adic distributions: linear and nonlinear models. London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series, 370. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2010.

[2] V. A. Avetisov, A. Kh. Bikulov, V. A. Osipov, p-adic description of characteristic relaxation in complex systems, J. Phys. A 36 (2003), no. 15, 4239–4246.

[3] V. A. Avetisov, A. H. Bikulov, S. V. Kozyrev, V. A. Osipov, p-adic models of ultrametric diffusion constrained by hierarchical energy landscapes, J. Phys. A 35 (2002), no. 2, 177–189.

[4] V. A. Avetisov, A. Kh. Bikulov, A. P. Zubarev, Ultrametric random walk and dynamics of protein molecules, Proc. Steklov Inst. Math. 285 (2014), no. 1, 3–25.

[5] V. A. Avetisov,Yu. N. Zhuravlev, An evolutionary interpretation of a p-adic equation of ultrametric diffusion, Dokl. Math. 75, no. 3 (2007), 453–455 .

[6] O. M. Becker, M. Karplus, The topology of multidimensional protein energy surfaces: theory and application to peptide structure and kinetics, J. Chem.Phys. 106 (1997), 1495–1517.

28 ZÚÑIGA-GALINDO

[7] Alexander Bendikov, Heat kernels for isotropic-like Markov generators on ultrametric spaces: a survey, p-Adic Numbers Ultrametric Anal. Appl. 10 (2018), no. 1, 1–11.

[8] A.Kh. Bikulov, A.P. Zubarev, Ultrametric theory of conformational dynamics of protein molecules in a functional state and the description of experiments on the kinetics of CO binding to myoglobin, Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications, 583 (2021) 126280, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2021.126280.

[9] Gregory R. Bowman,Vijay S Pande, Frank Noé, An Introduction to Markov State Models and Their Application to Long Timescale Molecular Simulation.Advances in Experimental Medicine and Biology, Vol. 797, Springer New York LLC, 2014.

[10] Gregory R. Bowman, Vijay S. Pande, Protein folded states are kinetic hubs, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 107 (24) 2010 10890-10895; DOI: 10.1073/pnas.1003962107.

[11] Patrick Erik Bradley, Generalised diffusion on moduli spaces of p-adic Mumford curves, p-Adic Numbers Ultrametric Anal. Appl. 12 (2020), no. 2, 73–89.

[12] Claude Dellacherie, Servet Martinez, Jaime San Martin, Inverse M-matrices and ultrametric matrices.

Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 2118, Springer, Cham, 2014.

[13] B. Dragovich, A. Yu. Khrennikov, S. V. Kozyrev, I. V. Volovich, On p-adic mathematical physics, p-Adic Numbers Ultrametric Anal. Appl. 1 (2009), no. 1, 1–17.

[14] E. B. Dynkin, Markov processes. Vols. I., Springer-Verlag, 1965.

[15] Frauenfelder H, Chan S. S., Chan W. S. (eds), The Physics of Proteins, Springer-Verlag, 2010. [16] Frauenfelder H., Sligar S.G., Wolynes P.G., The energy landscape and motions of proteins, Science 254 (1991) 1598–1603.

[17] Frauenfelder H., McMahon B. H., Fenimore P. W., Myoglobin: the hydrogen atom of biology and paradigm of complexity, PNAS 100 (15), 8615–8617 (2003).

[18] Paul R. Halmos, Measure Theory, D. Van Nostrand Company, 1950.

[19] Hongyu Zhou, Feng Wang, Doran I. G. Bennett, and Peng Tao,Directed kinetic transition network model, J. Chem. Phys. 151 (2019) 144112 https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5110896 [20] Roger A. Horn, Charles R. Johnson, Matrix Analysis, Cambridge University Press. Second Edition, 2013.

[21] Brooke E. Husic and Vijay S. Pande, Markov State Models: From an Art to a Science. Journal of the American Chemical Society 140 (7) (2018) 2386-2396.

[22] J.-I Igusa, An introduction to the theory of local zeta functions, International Press, Cambridge, MA, 2000.

[23] Andrei Khrennikov, Sergei Kozyrev, W. A. Zúñiga-Galindo, Ultrametric Equations and its Applications.

Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications (168), Cambridge University Press, 2018. [24] Neal Koblitz, p-adic Numbers, p-adic Analysis, and Zeta-Functions, Graduate Texts in Mathematics No. 58, Springer-Verlag, 1984.

[25] Anatoly N. Kochubei, Pseudo-differential equations and stochastics over non-Archimedean fields, Marcel Dekker, Inc., New York, 2001.

[26] S. V. Kozyrev, Wavelets and spectral analysis of ultrametric pseudodifferential operators, Mat. Sb. 198 (2007), no. 1, 97-116.

[27] S. V. Kozyrev, Methods and Applications of Ultrametric and p-Adic Analysis: From Wavelet Theory to Biophysics, Proceedings of the Steklov Institute of Mathematics, 274 (2011), 1-84.

[28] Andrei Khrennikov, Klaudia Oleschko, and Maria de Jesús Correa López, Application of p-adic wavelets to model reaction-diffusion dynamics in random porous media, J. Fourier Anal. Appl. 22 (2016), no. 4, 809–822.

ULTRAMETRIC TRANSITION NETWORKS 29

[29] Andrei Khrennikov, Klaudia Oleschko, and Maria de Jesus Correa Lopez, Modeling fluid’s dynamics with master equations in ultrametric spaces representing the treelike structure of capillary networks, Entropy 18 (2016), no. 7, Paper No. 249, 28 pp.

[30] Andrei Khrennikov, Klaudia Oleschko, An ultrametric random walk model for disease spread taking into account social clustering of the population, Entropy 22 (2020), no. 9, Paper No. 931, 13 pp.

[31] Mézard Marc, Parisi Giorgio, Virasoro Miguel Angel, Spin glass theory and beyond, World Scientific, 1987.

[32] Hiroya Nakao, Alexander S. Mikhailov, Turing patterns in network-organized activator-inhibitor systems, Nature Physics 6 (2010) 544-550.

[33] F. Noé, D. Krachtus, J. C. Smith, and S. Fischer, Transition networks for the comprehensive characterization of complex conformational change in proteins, J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2 (2006) 840–857.

[34] A. T. Ogielski, D. L. Stein, Dynamics on Ultrametric Spaces, Phys. Rev. Lett. 55 (15) (1985) 1634–1637. [35] Prinz J.-H., Wu H., Sarich M., Keller B., Senne M., Held M., Chodera J., Schütte C., Noé F., Markov models of molecular kinetics: Generation and validation, J. Chem. Phys., 134 (17) (2011), Article 174105, 10.1063/1.3565032.

[36] R. Rammal, G. Toulouse, M. A. Virasoro, Ultrametricity for physicists, Rev. Modern Phys. 58 (1986), no. 3, 765–788.

[37] F. H. Stillinger, T. A. Weber, Hidden structure in liquids, Phys. Rev. A 25 (1982) 978–989. [38] F. H. Stillinger, T. A. Weber, Packing structures and transitions in liquids and solids, Science 225 (1984) 983–989.

[39] M. H. Taibleson, Fourier analysis on local fields, Princeton University Press, 1975. [40] Kazuaki Taira, Boundary value problems and Markov processes. Second edition. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 1499, Springer-Verlag, 2009.

[41] Anselmo Torresblanca-Badillo, W. A. Zúñiga-Galindo, Ultrametric diffusion, exponential landscapes, and the first passage time problem, Acta Appl. Math. 157 (2018) 93–116.

[42] Anselmo Torresblanca-Badillo, W. A. Zúñiga-Galindo, Non-Archimedean pseudodifferential operators and Feller semigroups, p-Adic Numbers Ultrametric Anal. Appl. 10 (2018), no. 1, 57–73.

[43] N. G. van Kampen, Stochastic processes in physics and chemistry. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 888.

North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam-New York, 1981.

[44] V. S. Vladimirov, I. V. Volovich, E. I. Zelenov, p-adic analysis and mathematical physics, World Scientific, 1994.

[45] D. J. Wales, M. A. Miller, T. R. Walsh, Archetypal Energy Landscapes, Nature 394, (1998) 758–760. [46] Hongyu Zhou, Feng Wang, Doran I. G. Bennett, and Peng Tao, Directed kinetic transition network model, J. Chem. Phys. 151, 144112 (2019). https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5110896 [47] W. A. Zúñiga-Galindo, Pseudodifferential equations over non-Archimedean spaces. Lectures Notes in Mathematics 2174, Springer, Cham, 2016.

[48] W. A. Zúñiga-Galindo, Non-Archimedean Reaction-Ultradiffusion Equations and Complex Hierarchic Systems, Nonlinearity 31 (2018), no. 6, 2590-2616.

[49] Zúñiga-Galindo, W. A. Reaction-diffusion equations on complex networks and Turing patterns, via p-adic analysis, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 491 (2020), no. 1, 124239, 39 pp.

[50] W. A. Zúñiga-Galindo, Eigen’s Paradox and the Quasispecies Model in a Non-Archimedean Framework.

arXiv:2111.01745.

University of Texas Rio Grande Valley, School of Mathematical & Statistical Sciences, One West University Blvd, Brownsville, TX 78520, United States

Email address: wilson.zunigagalindo@utrgv.edu