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Abstract

In a multi-type totally asymmetric simple exclusion pracc€BASEP) on the line, each site Biis
occupied by a patrticle labeled with a number and two neighbgparticles are interchanged at rate
one if their labels are in increasing order. Consider thegss with the initial configuration where
each particle is labeled by its position. Itis known thatiscase a.s. each particle has an asymptotic
speed which is distributed uniformly or 1, 1]. We study the joint distribution of these speeds: the
TASEP speed process

We prove that the TASEP speed process is stationary witlece$p the multi-type TASEP dy-
namics. Consequently, every ergodic stationary measuwigds as a projection of the speed process
measure.

By relating this form to the known stationary measures fottrtype TASEPs with finitely many
types we compute several marginals of the speed proceksglimg the joint density of two and three
consecutive speeds. One striking property of the disidhus that two speeds are equal with positive
probability and for any given particle there are infinitehamy others with the same speed.

We also study the (partially) asymmetric simple exclusioocpss (ASEP). We prove that the
ASEP with the above initial configuration has a certain sytmnd his allows us to extend some of
our results, including the stationarity and descriptioralbfergodic stationary measures, also to the
ASEP.

1 Introduction

The exclusion process on a graph describes a system oflpantierforming continuous time random
walks, interacting with other particles via exclusion:eatpted jumps to occupied sites are suppressed.
When the graph i€ and particles jump only to the right at rate one the processlied thetotally
asymmetric simple exclusion procéS8SEP). We denote configurations wijke {1, co}* where particles

are denoted by 1 and empty sitesdoﬂ The TASEP is a Markov process with generator

Lt = ), f(own) ~ 1) (1)

n
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whereo, is the operation that sorts the coordinates,at+ 1 in decreasing order:

(O'nn)n = max@n, 77n+1), (O'nn)ml = min(ﬂn, 77n+1), (O'nn)k = Tk ifk¢nn+1 (2)

A second class particles an extra particle in the system trying to perform the saamelom walk
while being treated by the normal (first class) particles mempty site. It is an intermediate state
between a particle and an empty site, and is denoted tE/ as means that the second class patrticle
will jump to the left if there is a first class particle there eviecides to jump onto the second class
particle. This is still a Markov process, with the same gatwr{1) and state spa¢g, 2, co}*. Note that
empty sites can just be considered as particles with theebigiossible class. Thus we can equally well
consider state spa¢#, 2, 3}* with holes represented by 3s.

More generally, we shall consider the multi-type TASEP Whii@as the same generator with state
spaceR?. Thus we allow particle classes to be non-integers or negatimbers. If there are particles
with maximal class they can be considered to be holes. A sbease is thd\-type TASEP (without
holes) where all particles have classeglin. ., N}. If particles of clasd are interpreted as holes instead
of maximally classed patrticles, this process becomes élaitimnal (N — 1)-type TASEP (with holes). To
avoid confusion, from here on all multi-type configuratiaiall be without holes. (Holes will appear
only in individual lines in the multi-line configurations fileed below.)

The following result is this paper’s foundation. We ¥t) denote the TASEP configuration at time
t, with Y,(t) the value at position. This strengthens results of Ferrari and Kipnis [7] thatthetsame
limit in distribution.

Theorem 1.1(Mountford-Guiol, [13]) Consider the TASEP with initial condition

1 n<0,
Yn(0) =<2 n=0,
3 n>0.

Let X(t) denote the position of the second class particle at timefinele by Y (t) = 2. Then@ ta—s> U,
where U is a uniform random variable ¢r1, 1].

Thus a second class particle with first class particles tteftsand third class particles to its right
“chooses” a speed, uniform in [-1, 1] and follows that speedX(t) ~ Ut. (See [9, 10] for alternative
proofs of Theorem 1]1.)

Now, consider any other starting configuration such ¥aé) < Yo(0) for all n < 0 andY,(0) > Y,(0)
for all n > 0. The particle starting at O does not distinguish betweghédri classes, or between lower
classes, so its trajectory has the same law. This applieariicplar to every particle in a multi-type
TASEPY with starting configuratiory,(0) = n. Let X,(t) be the location of particle at timet, so that
Yx,@(t) = n (X(t) is the inverse permutation &f(t)). An immediate consequence is the following:

2kth class particles will be denoted kyeven fork = 0. That is why it is convenient to use for holes rather than 0.
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Figure 1: The speed process: Simulatiorgffor 1 < n < 5000, from a simulation run to time 700000.

Corollary 1.2 (The speed processin the TASEP with starting configuration(9) = n, a.s. every parti-

cle has a speed: For every n
Xn(t) —N as
— — U,

t t—oo

where{Un}z is a family of random variables, each uniform i, 1].
Definition 1.3. The proces$U,}.z is called theTASEP speed procedss distribution is denoted hby.

Thusu is a measure supported onl 1]%. It is clear from simulations (and our results below) that
is not a product measure, i.e. that the speeds are not indeperriguré L shows a portion of the process.
Some aspects of this process were studied in [6].

1.1 Main results

In order to study the TASEP speed process we prove two readiish are our main tools in understand-
ing the joint distributions of speeds. These results aregrfiicant interest in and of themselves. The
following is a new and surprising symmetry of the TASEP. Asien of this theorem was proved in [2], in
the context of the TASEP on finite intervals. We extend it ladse to the ASE@’(defined in Sectioh 11.3).

Theorem 1.4. Consider the starting configuration,(f) = n and X(t) as above. For any fixed: 0 the
process Xn(t)}nez has the same distribution ¥,(t)}nez. This holds also for the ASEP.

At any timet we have thaX(t) andY(t) are permutations d¢f, one the inverse of the other. Thus this
theorem implies thaY(t) as a permutation has the same law as its inverse. It is ndttbaee that this
holds only for a fixed, and not as processestife.g.Xo(t) changes by at most 1 at each jump).

3Some sources use PASBSEP respectively for what other sources call AGESSEP (PASEP stands for Partially. . .).
We adopt the latter convention.
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Figure 2: The joint distribution oy, U;: Based on 5000 pairs from a simulation run to time 25000.

The next result gives additional motivation for considgrihe speed process, as it relates its let@
stationary measures of the multi-type TASEP (and ASEP).

Theorem 1.5. u is itself a stationary measure for the TASEP: the unique digstationary measure
which has marginals uniform or-1, 1].

This means that if we consider a TASEP with initial configimaty (0) in [-1, 1]* with law u then at
any timet the distribution ofY(t) is also given byu.

It is known that theN-type process has ergodic stationary measures, and thdistiibution ofY,,
among the classes determines this distribution uniquéandard techniques (see below) can be used to
show that the same holds also with infinitely many classesc¢i8pally, for any distribution ofR there is
a unigue ergodic stationary measure for the TASEP ¥jtfand anyY,,) having that distribution. For any
two non-atomic distributions oR, these measures are related by applying pointwise a naeakog
function to the particle classes ($ee Lemma 5.3), so evetymgeasure can be deduced from the measure
with marginals uniform on+{1, 1]. If a distribution has atoms then the corresponding@tatly measure
can still be deduced from the speed process’ daw the same way, but the operation is non-reversible.
Thus we have the following characterization:

Corollary 1.6. Every ergodic stationary measure for the TASEP can be deldinom u by taking the
law of {F(Up)}nez for some non-decreasing function:f-1,1] — R.

1.2 Results: joint distribution

Computer simulations suggested early on th@tU; are not independent (see Figlfe 2). Recent results
of Ferrari, Goncalves and Martin [6] confirm this predictidrhey proved (among other things) that the
probability that particle O eventually overtakes partitléve identify a particle with its class) ig 2. It
follows thatP(Uy > U;) > 2/3 (not necessarily equal sintky = U; does not a priori imply overtaking).
Our first theorem describing the joint distribution of speesithe following:
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Theorem 1.7. The joint distribution o{U, U,), supported ori—1, 1]?, is
f(x y) dxdy+g(x)L(x = y)dx

with

Al

>, 1-x
T ng,’ g(x)_ 8 .

In particular, P(Uy > U,) = 1/2, P(Ug = U;) = 1/6 andP(Uy < U,) = 1/3.

f(xy) = {y_x

Remarks Note that the density iflUy < U,} (linear inU; — Ug, so that there is repulsion between
the speeds) can be deduced using énly Theorem 1.4 (we doahadénthis argument here). However,
proving the — seemingly simpler — constant density{dg > U} and deriving the singular component
on the diagonal requires the powef of Theoren 1.5. It is &stémg to compare the powerlof Theorem 1.4
with that of the methods of [6]. It appears that both methaotsinto similar dfficulties and have similar
consequences, suggesting a fundamental connection &feea¢éso some parallels in the proofs). Specif-
ically, can the density in the regidiyy < U3} can be derived using the techniques of [9]? Finally, it is
interesting that our proof relies non-trivially on the eng@n of the TASEP to infinitely many flilerent
classes of particles, though the question and answer canblegbosed using only 4 classes (including
holes). A similar remark holds about some other resultsiba®well.

Additional information about the joint distribution of sgas is derived in Sectidn 7. We derive certain
properties of the-dimensional marginals gf and infTheorem 717 we compute the joint distribution of
three consecutive speeds.

A surprising aspect df Theorem 1.7 is that there is a posfiiedability (1/6) thatU, = U;, even
though each is uniform on-fl, 1]. Indeed, for any two particles there is a positive proligttihat their
speeds are equal. This phenomenon can be thought of as aspous formation of “convoys”: sets of
particle that have the same asymptotic speed, so theictoajes remain close. Our next result gives a
full description of such a convoy.

Theorem 1.8. Let the convoy 0@ be G = {] : U; = Uy}, i.e. the set of all j with the same speed(as
Then G is u-a.s. infinite withO density. Moreover, conditioned ornylCy is a renewal process, and the
non-negative elements of Gave the same law as the times of last increase of a randomoeatktioned
to remain positive, with step distribution

1- U2
4 9

1+U3
P(X=0)= 2.

P(X = 1) = P(X = -1) =

The “times of last increase” of a walk are those indicen for whichm > nimpliesZ,, > Z,. In
particular the convoys are infinite and they provide a trai@h invariant partition of the integers into
infinitely many infinite sets. The convoys are essentially pinocess with 0 density for second class
particles, seen from a second class patrticle, as studieetogirk; Fontes and Kohayakawa in [5].
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1.3 The ASEP

As the name suggests, the totally asymmetric simple exalysiocess is an extremal case of #sym-
metric simple exclusion procesthe ASEP. The ASEP is defined in terms of a parampter(1/2, 1],
with p = 1 being the TASEP. While most quantities involved depengboime dependence will usually
be implicit.

In the ASEP particles jump one site to the right at nate (1/2,1] and to the left atratg@ = 1 - p
(we use the conventio® = 1 — x). The generator of this Markov process is

LfG) = ) p(f(ewn) - ) + B(F(om) - T () 3)

n

whereo, ando; sort the values im, n + 1 in decreasing and increasing order respectively.

While some of the questions above make sense also in thisgsettere is a key diiculty in that the
analogue of Theorem 1.1 for the ASEP — conjectured below —tilisiaproved. Using the methods of
Ferrari and Kipnis [7] it can be proved th&§(t)/t converges in distribution to a random variable uniform
in [-p, p], where hereafter we dengte= 2p — 1. Note that the particles in the exclusion process try to
perform a random walk with drift (and they cannot go faster than that), that explains whyuppart of
the limiting random variable is changed. In fact, in many svthe ASEP behaves similarly to the TASEP
slowed down by a factor gf.

Conjecture 1.9. In the ASEPim_,., Xo(t)/t exists a.s. (and the limit is uniform ¢rp, p]).
By the discussion preceding Corollaryll.2 this is equiviterhe following:

Conjecture 1.10. The ASEP speed process meagih®Pis well defined and translation invariant with
each U, uniform on[—p, p].

In order for statements about tASEPspeed process to make sense we must assume this conjecture,
and so some of our theorems are conditional on Conjecturelt.Should be noted that with minor
modifications our results also hold assuming a weaker agsompamely a joint limit in distribution of
{Xn(t)/t}nez. In that case, the speed process measure is still definewl tleeegh the particles may not
actually have an asymptotic speed.

As noted there,_Theorem 1.4 holds also for the ASEP, with riitiadal condition.[Theorem 1.5
becomes conditional:

Theorem 1.11.Assumé Conjeciure 1.9 holds. Thet?EPis a stationary measure for the ASEP: the
unique ergodic stationary measure which has marginalsaunifon[—p, p].

As in the case of the TASEP, this can be interpreted as folldfvan ASEP is started with initial
configuration in fp, p]* with distributiony”SEF, then at any timeé > 0 the distribution of the process
is also given by”SEP Note that both the dynamics and the meagifieFP depend implicitly on the
asymmetry paramete.

A useful tool in studying the speed process is the understgraf the stationary measures of the
N + 1 type TASEP in terms of a multi-line process described betteveloped by Angel [1] and Ferrari
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and Martin [8]. There is no known analogue for these restki dlescribes the stationary measure of
the multi-type ASEP. Thus we need to use other (and weakepigues to extract information about
the marginals of the ASEP speed process. This explains thteasd in the level of detail between the
following results and the corresponding theorems abovetadhe TASEP.

Theorem 1.12.We have the following limit:

lim () < Xa(0) = 2.

Theorem 2.3 of [6] proves that the probability that parsdleand 1 interact at least once (i.e. one of
them tries to jump onto the other) %}’ In the next section we will show that this is equivalent te th
just stated theorem.

Our next theorem provides information about the joint dsttion of {Ug, U;}, assuming Conjec-

ture[1.9 holds.

Theorem 1.13.Assumg Conjecture 1.9 holds. Let the meag(ft@n[—p, p]? be the marginal ofUy, U;}
underu”SEP. Denote byi® the reflection of® about the line x=y. Then on(x,y) : —p < X<y < p}
we have

- - X
p-u®-p-i®= y—4 > dxdy
O
We finish this section with a statement concerning the thse U,. Consider the total amout
of time that particles and j spend next to each other, i.&; = fooo L(Xi(t) = X;(t)] = 1)dt

Theorem 1.14.In the TASEP, g} =  if and only if Uy = U;. If Conjecture_ LD holds then the same
holds for the ASEP.

In the TASEPJy1 = oo implies that there is at least one interaction between 0 awtith means
that they are a.s. swapped. (See the next section for a mtaedediscussion.) Thus Wy = U; then
eventuallyXy(t) > X(t). In fact, this holds for any two particles in the same convinyLemma 9.9
we will prove that in the TASEP, particle O will eventuallyeake all the particles in its convoy with
positive index.

1.4 Overview of the paper

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. _Sectjon 2 gesvsome of the background: construc-
tions of the processes and the multi-line description ostagonary measure for the multi-type TASEP.
includes the proof of the symmetry propdrty (TBeol.4) and Sectiod 4 proves the station-
arity of the speed process (Theorems 1.5[and|/1.11). Se@ianslT include the results about various
finite dimensional marginals of the TASEP speed proqd dbei deals with the proof ¢f Theorem 1..8.

Finally, in[Section B we prove our results on the ASEP speedgss.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Construction of the process

There are several formal constructions of the TASEP and ASE&one that best suits our needs seems
to be Harris’s approach [12]. We include the constructioesithere are several variations and the exact
details are used in some of our proofs. The process is a imétdefined orZ x R*. Y,(t) will denote
the class of the particle at positirat timet. The configuration at timeis Y(t) = {Yk(t)}xez. The classes
of particles will be real numbers, hence the configuraticangtgiven time is irR”. Settingt = O gives
the initial configuratior'(0).

We define the transposition operatgr acting onR? by exchangingy, andY,.1, while keeping all
other classes equal. Using this we can alternately desitrésorting operatar, by

?w Y < Yot

onY = .

Y otherwise.

Thuso, has the ffect of sortingY,, Y,.1 in decreasing order, keeping other classes the same.

The TASEP is defined using the initial configuration and theatmn of “jJump” points. The prob-
ability space contains a standard Poisson process »iR*, i.e. a collection of independent standard
Poisson processes @, denotedT,. If (n,t) is a point of T,,, then at timet the values ofY,(t) and
Yn:1(t7) may be switched. In the TASEP they are sorted,X(€) = Y(t7) - . This can be described as
applying each of the operatars at rate 1 independently. A simple percolation argument stibat this
dynamics is a.s. well defined. (For any fixed O there are a.s. infinitely many integerso that there are
no Poisson points ofm} x [0, t] which means that to define the process up to timeuffices to consider
finite lattices.)

The ASEP. Defining the partially asymmetric exclusion process rezpiadditional randomness. Given
the parametep € (1/2, 1], we attach to each point,t) in the Poisson process an independent Bernoulli
random variablex,; with P(X,; = 1) = p. We can now define the probabilistic sorting operatpas
follows:
O-nY If Xn’t = 1
pnY = y .
oY if Xop = 1.

Thus with probabilityp the smaller classed particle is moved to the right positimh &ith probability

1 - pitis moved to the left position. When such an event happensayehaty,(t) andY,,:(t) have an
interaction(regardless of whether they were actually swapped). Nateitiparticlesi, j interact in this
way, then their order after the swap is independent of therdvdfore the swap. The key observation is
that afteri < | interact in this way at least oncehas probabilityp of being to the right ofj, and this is
unchanged by further interactions. Moreover, if we cooditbnJ, ;(t) = fooo L(IXi(s) — Xj(9)| = 1)ds(the
total timei, j spend next to each other until timethen

P(X(0) < Xj(013(0) = €410 + (1 - e0) = P+ pe i (@)
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where the expression on the right is just the probability thare were no interaction betweeand |
until timet plus the probability that there was some interaction andved t particlei is to the left ofj.
One of the consequences Df (4) is that

lim P(X,(t) < X;() = P+ pEe™. (5)

Thus[Theorem 1.12 impliep + pEe™? = Z2 which gives 1- Ee %1 = 13+—pp But 1- Ee ™ is exactly the
probability that there is at least one interaction betweam® 1 which shows why Theorem 2.3 of [6]
and ouf Theorem 1.12 are equivalent.
In the TASEP case if there is an interaction betweenj thenX(t) > X;(t) after that. Thus in that
case from[(b) we get
P(eventuallyX;(t) > Xj(t) | Jjj =) =1

which explains the remark after Theorem 1.14.

There is an alternate construction for the ASEP, which véluised in Sectioln 3. Consider a Poisson
process with lower intensityg onZ x R*, but whenever it has a point,(t) we apply at time the operator
ny rather them,, wherern, is defined by

™Y Yh < VYna
Y =31Y Y, > Yh o With prob.g= (1-p)/p
Y Yn > Yhe1 With prob. g = (2p - 1)/p.

Thus if the pair is in increasing order it is always swappeli)anf it is in decreasing order it is swapped
only with probabilityq. It is easy to see that every possible swap occurs at the saménrthe two
constructions, hence the resulting processes have thegameator.

2.2 Stationary measures for the multi-type TASEP

The following theorem can be proved by standard couplindods (see e.g. [11] where the same theo-
rem is proved for the 2-type TASEP).

Theorem 2.1. Fix every0 < Ai,...,4Any < 1with 3} 4 = 1. There is a unique ergodic stationary
distributionv, for the N-type TASEP with(Yy = k) = Ax. The measures, are the extremal stationary
translation invariant measures. They are the only statignaanslation invariant measures with the
property that for each k, the distribution ¢t[Y, < K]}z is product Bernoulli measure with density

stk/li'

For the ordinary TASEP (with particles and holes) this stary distribution is just the product
Bernoulli with a fixed density. If we have aN + 1-type TASEP then the structure of the stationary
distribution is more complicated. The first descriptiowpfor N = 2 was given by the matrix method [3].
[5] gave probabilistic interpretations and proofs of theaswge and its properties. Recently combinatorial
descriptions o, have appeared as well. The{2)-type TASEP was treated by Angel [1] (and see also
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Duchi-Scha#fer [4]). These results were extended for ldllby Ferrari and Martin [8]. They give an
elegant construction of, using systems of queues.

We will now briefly describe thé\-line description ofv, for the (N + 1)-type TASEP. The 2-line
case sffices for most of our results, with the exception of the resufltSectior Y. For a more detailed
description and proofs see [8].

From here on we shall fix the parametass. .., Ay,1. ConsideN independent Bernoulli processes
onZ denotedBy, By, ..., By whereBy has parametey,;., 4; (these are the lines). From these lines we
construct a system dfl — 1 coupled queues. The lines give the service time of the qJeara the
departures from each queue are the arrivals to the next queue

It is important to observe that the time for the queues gams fight to left, i.e.B;(n) is followed by
Bi(n — 1) and so on. The resulting system of queues is positivelyrrent, so it can be defined starting
at co and going over the lines towardss.

Thei’'th queue will consist of the particles that departed fromitth line and are waiting for a service
in Bi;1. This queue will consist of particles of clasdés...,i}. When a service is available By, the
lowest classed particle in thih queue is served and departs (to the next queue). If theegiseempty
then a particle of class+ 1 is said to depart the queue. The departure process of eacle due. the
times and sequence of classes of departing customers)asriti@ process for the next queue.

It is convenient to think of an additional queue WRhas its service times. This queue has no arrivals
(so it is always empty). The unused services introduce fiesisgoarticles, which join the second queue
whenever there is a servicel®. These operations are evaluated for eafilom line 1 to lineN in order.
Let Q;;(n) be the number of particles of tygen theith queue after column of the multi-line process
has been used.

Note that each queue has a higher rate of service than oélsirso the queues sizes are tight, and
the state with all queues empty is positively recurrent.racpce, theth queue hastypes of particles in
it, so the whole system of queues is described‘—%ﬁ) non-negative integers.

Theorem 2.2(Ferrari-Martin) v, is the distribution of the departure processByf, with class N+ 1 (or
empty sites) at those n when there is no service.

As an example, and to clarify the graphic representationsedater, consider the following segment
of a configuration of the 3-line process for= {1, 2, 3,4}. Suppose both queues are empty at time 5.
(This is denoted by th@, @ exponent.) Here) denotes a 0 in the corresponding line, and 1. Later, in
cases where we do not care about a specific value we may taséenote that.

At time 4, reading the rightmost column from top to bottonerehis no service iB;, SO no first class
particle joins the second queue, which therefore remaingyeniihere is a service iB,, and no particles
in the first queue, so a second class particle joins the sepogge. There is service By, so the second
class particle departs immediately. Thus at time 4 the qa&aies aref), 0).

At time 3 a first class particle arrives to the first queue, aaglssthere since there is no service in
the second queue. There is no further service in column J)esatate at time 3 i1}, 0). There is no
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departure, which is denoted by a 4 (or hole). At time 2 anotingtr class particle arrives, and there is
no particle in the second queue so the servicB4rgives rise to a third class particle departing. The
states are now{, 1}, 0). Finally, at time 1 a first class particle is served at i®ttandB3, departing and
leaving queue stategl(, 0). The resulting segment of, is (1, 3,4, 2).

3 Symmetry

Recall the operators, defined above. These act randomly on configurations, and 8tePAcan be
defined by applying each of the Markov operatoyst ratep.

Formally,r; is defined as acting oM(S..): probability measures 08.,. Given a measureon S,
we letm,v be the distribution ofr, applied to a sample from Sincer; ando; also act naturally on the
measures (in the same way), one finds the operator relation

i =(qr + f]O'i.

Note thatp = 1 givesq = 0 so in that case; = 0. In the casep = 1/2 we getq = 1 andr; = 7, SO the
process reduces to a symmetric random wallSgn
The crucial observation leading[fo Theorem 1.4 is the falhg¥emma.

Lemma 3.1. Fix any p> 1/2, and sequenca,i...,i,. Then
mi o, id 2 (my o, - id)7h (6)

Thatis, applying a sequencemk in the reverse order to the identity leads to the inversepéation.
This is trivially true whenp = 1/2 andn = 1, but requires proof for othep. Whenp € {1/2, 1} the
operator is deterministic and this distributional ideni#t an equality of permutations.

Proof off Theorem 1]4The theorem follows frorh Lemma 3.1 since at any finite timeaathe there is
positive probability €) that no swap has occurred. Each suceparateg into two parts with inde-
pendent behaviour, so the state of the process is a prodticitef mutually commuting permutations.
The distribution of the sequence of applied operators batvaich inactive locations is symmetric in
time. |

We now prové Lemma 3.1. In the case of the TASEP, Lemma 3.1 hedrém 1.1 were first proved
in [2]. To prove the lemma in the general case, we start wighftiowing facts about the transposition
operators. The identities are readily verified, and thedistn is known as Matsumoto’s Lemma (see
e.g. 2, Theorem 3.3.1)).

Fact 3.2. The operatorg; satisfy the relations
=1 (7)
TiTj =TT, f0r|i—j|>1 (8)

TiTir1Ti = Tir1TiTis1 9)
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where | denotes the identity operator. With these relatithres operators(r;} generate the symmetric
group. Furthermore, itis possible to pass between any twomal words of the same permutation using

only relations(8),(9).

Then's satisfy similar relations:

Lemma 3.3. The operatorgrn;} satisfy the relations

7?2 =ql + G, (10)
) = 7T f0r|i—j|>1 (11)
T ATl = a1 (12)

Note that only the first relation flers from the corresponding relation far Whenp = 1/2 these
reduce to the relations fat. In the casep = 1 the first relation becomes’ = o. In that case, the only
non-trivial relation is[(1R) which is true since both sides&the &ect of sorting the three terms involved
in decreasing order.

Proof. (10) is easy to check, and (11) is trivial. Fbri12), using qr + Go- and expanding, we need to
show that

q3(TiTi+1Ti) + qul(TiTnlO'i + 70T + O'iTi+1Ti) + qf_lz(TiO'HlO'i + OiTiyoi + 0'i0'i+1Ti) + (_13(0'i0'i+10'i)
is unchanged by exchangingndi + 1. It is easy to verify that

TiTivaTi = Ti+1TiTiv1 TiTi+10) = Oi+1TiTi+1 Ti0i+1Ti = Ti+10iTi4+1

Oi0i+10 = Oi+10i0j+1 OiTi+1Ti = Ti+1Ti0j+1
so it remains to show
TiOi+10i T OiTi+10i + 00417 = Ti+100i+1 + Oi+1Ti0i+1 t+ 0110 Ti+1

We may assumie= 0. Since only the relative order 6§, ., n, matters, we may assume these{@&éd, 2}

in some order. Apply these operators to the 6 orders to gébHogving table. In each column, the entries
in the top half are a permutation of the entries in the bottaifi Bo adding the first three operators is the
same as adding the last three.

n 012 021 102 120 201 210
To0100-n | 210 120 210 120 120 120
ooo1To-n | 210 210 201 210 201 210
oot100-n | 210 210 210 201 210 201
7100011 | 210 210 201 201 201 204
oi0ot1-n | 210 120 210 120 210 210
o1teo1 - | 210 210 210 210 120 120
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Proof ofLemma 3]1Let X = 7, ---7;,. If this is a minimal word forX in S, then applying ther's
results inX with probability 1. Since the reverse word is a minimal reygration forX-1, the lemma
holds in this case.

Consider the set of words that satisfy the lemma. It contalhsinimal words. The proof now
proceeds by induction. Take some non-minimal word, andk leé maximal such thaX = 7, --- 7,
is minimal word, letX = 7j,---1; be another representation ¥fwith j, = ix.1. By the induction
hypothesis, the claim holds fofy. .., jk-1,iki2,---»in) @nd (1,. .., Jk-1, iks1»- - -»in). By relation 1 we
can replacer?k by a linear combination of;, andl, so the claim also holds foi{, .. ., jk, ik+1, - - -, 1n). By
applying relationd (11),(12) to the firkterms we find that our original word also satisfies the claim.

Note: The proof actually shows that any word in tfie can be reduced (as an operator) to some
convex combination of words corresponding to minimal words

Corollary 3.4. Consider the infinite type TASEP with initial conditiof{®) = n. Then( Y”t“) Inez CONVErges
weakly tou as t— oo.

Proof. For anyt this process has the same Iaw{é%g}nez, which converges a.s. to a process with law
. i

4 Stationarity

We will give two different proofs of the stationarity of the distribution of thpeed process. The first
is specific to the TASEP, and is reminiscent of coupling fréva past. It uses the Harris construction
directly. The second proof is based on the symmetry betWXgt)} and{Y,(t)} (or more specifically
Corollary[3.4). The second proof holds also for the ASEP,dalmy word, under the assumption that
Corollary[3.4 is true for the ASEP (which is weaker then Conjee[1.9).

4.1 Coupling proof

Lemma 4.1. Consider two TASEPS Y’ defined via the Harris construction as the function of thesam
Poisson process i x R*. We set the initial conditions as,(0) = n and Y(0) = oY(0) (i.e. particles

0 and 1 are switched initially in Y. Let{U,} = {lim\_. Xy(t)/t} denote the speed process of Y, and
{U/} = {lim. X[ (t)/t} denote the speed process 6f Yhen U = ooU.

Proof. All particles other tharf0, 1} are either larger or smaller than both 0 and 1, so any swapk/ing
a particle other thaf0, 1} will occur or not occur equally ity andY’. It follows that for anyi ¢ {0, 1}
we haveX;(t) = X/(t)and henceJ; = U/. Similarly, since 0 and 1 must fill the only vacant trajectsti
{Uo, U1} = {U(, U7} as an unordered pair.

In Y” particle O is always to the right of particle 1, & = maxUo, U;} andU] = min{Uo, U4},
completing the proof. |



The TASEP speed process Amir, Angel & Valko 14

Proof of Theorem 115 using couplin@onsider a Poisson process@i R. Half of the process, namely
the restriction t& x R* is used in the Harris construction of the TASEP. Similarby,dnys € R we can
translate the Poisson processdf.e. take all points of the forrn(t + s) where ,t) is in the original
process), and take the restrictioria R*, which can be used in the Harris construction to geti@dint
(though highly dependent) instance of the TASEP.

Let Uy(s) be the speed process resulting from the Harris construcising the translated Poisson
process. Clearly for every, U(s) has the same lay, so we are done if we show thit,(s) evolves as
a TASEP (with time parametey). Consider the fect of an infinitesimal positive shift The shift adds
newo operations, to be applied before the original sequence efabipns. These are added at rate 1 at
each location. By the previous lemma, tHEeet on the resulting speeds of applyimgbefore using the
same Poisson process is to applyto the speeds, which is exactly what we need. |

It is interesting to note that in the Poisson procéssR, the part orZ x R* is used to determine the
“initial” speed proces$)(0), and the restriction td x R~ is used exactly as in the Harris construction to
generate the TASEP dynamicsld(s).

4.2 Symmetry based proof

Proof of Theoremis_1.5 and 1]11 using symmeWie write the proof fog, but it holds verbatim fou”S EP
underf Conjecture 11.9.

Let P be the evolution operator for the Markov process corresipgnim the generatdr onR” (see
(). To prove stationarity it is enough to show that for g¢M@< s and every bounded continuous local

functionf : RZ —» R we have
fPsfd,u = f fdu. (13)

Consider the proced¥,(t)}nz started fromY,(0) = n and denote the distribution cﬁ@} by v;. By

Corollary[3.4 the weak limit of; is 4 which means that for every local bounded continuous functio
f : RZ - R we have

By the continuity ofPs we get that for any fixed

fpsfdl/tt—>fpsfd/.l

But [ Psfdy = &2 [ fdv,s which (for a fixeds) converges td fdu. Thus [IB) and the theorem follow.
O

5 Basic properties of stationary distributions

In this section we present a medley of simple results comugithe (T)ASEP and its stationary distribu-
tions. These are only weakly related to each other, and dlextad here for convenience.
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Proposition 5.1. 1 is ergodic for the shift. Undér Conjecture 1L..9,squfS EP.

Proof. Consider the setup of Corollary 1.2 and use the Harris coctsdn with independent standard
Poisson processds on the interval [Qoo) to definey,(t) and the variableX,(t). Then the limit process
{Untnez is measurable with respect to thealgebra# generated by the i.i.d. processgs(n € Z). Since
¥ is generated by i.i.d. processes any translation invaerat in# has to be trivial. But then the same
thing must be true for any translation invariant event indhalgebra generated 4y,}nz as this is a
subeo-algebra off . ]

There are three possible “reflections” for the ASEP. One meagnse the direction of space, so that
(low classed) patrticles flow to the left and not right; one cansider the time reversal of the dynamics,
and one can reverse the order of classes, (or keep the sameamerbut replace clagswith —k, or
N+1-Kk, etc.) Itis easy to see that reversal of both space and aldssareserves the original dynamics.
This is called the space-class symmetry of the TASEEP.

The following proposition is thespace-classymmetry of the speed process, and follows directly
from the corresponding symmetry of the ASEP process.

d

Proposition 5.2. For the TASERU } ez
holds.

{—U_n}nez. This also holds for the ASEP, assunjing Conjecturg 1.9

The following observation and its corollary provide an imat connection between the distribution
of the speed process and the stationary measures of mudtiABEP. These connections will be used to
extract information on the joint distribution of the speediseveral particles in Sectiohs 6 did 7.

Lemma 5.3. Let{n,(t)}n: be an ASEP, and let FR — R be a non-decreasing function. Thgf(m,(t))}n:
is also an ASEP (with the same asymmetry parameter).

Proof. The ASEP is defined as applyingri(t) each of the operators, independently at rate 1. Applying
a non-decreasing function to each coordinate commutesewetyr;, henceF (7,(t))}n is just the ASEP
with initial configuration{F (17,(0)}. O

Corollary 5.4. If F : [-1,1] — {1,...,N} is non-decreasing then for the TASEP the distribution of
{F(Up)} is the unique ergodic stationary measure of the multi-typSHP with typegl,..., N} and
densitiest; = 3 ¢ebF(i)).

This also holds for the ASEP (and its corresponding mupietstationary measure) under Conjecturg 1.9.

Proof. Let ur denote the distribution off(U,)}. Sinceu is ergodic, so isur. The marginals are as
claimed since eacl,, is uniform on [-1, 1].

To prove thajr is stationary, start a TASEWR\(t) with initial configurationY,(0) = U,. ByLemma 5.8
{F(Yn(t))}ntis aN-type TASEP. Sincg is stationaryy (t) also has lavw, and sqF (Yy(t))}nt g {F(Ya(0))}nts
henceur is also stationary.

The result for the ASEP follows the same way. |
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The next proposition shows that a TASEP started with uniform. classes must converge to the
speed process. In particular, even though classes in ttieimitial distribution are a.s. all eferent, the
process converges to the speed process which has infinkey=oaf particles with the same class (see
Section(8). Thus the TASEP dynamics has thea of aggregating particles with increasingly closer
speeds next to each other.

Proposition 5.5. Consider a TASEP wherg,(0) are i.i.d. uniform o—1, 1]. Then{Y,(t)},cz cOnverges
weakly tou. The same holds for the ASEP unfder Conjecture 1.9

Proof. Lety; be the distribution o¥(t) for the proces¥ of the lemma. We need to show tkﬁgdvt —

t—oo
fgd,u for any fixed bounded and continuous functpn[-1, 1]* — R.

If we start theN-type TASEP with an i.i.d. product measure initial disttiba then its distribution
converges to an ergodic stationary measure with the sanmadndional marginal. (This can be shown
by standard coupling arguments introduced by Liggett, sgd®1] or [12, Chapter 8].)

Using Lemma5.3 and Corollary 1.6 it follows that for any nieereasing step functidhon [-1, 1]
the process$F(Yy(t))}n converges in distribution teF(Uy)}n.

For an integeM let Fy(X) = % which maps 1, 1] to{i/M,i € [-M, M — 1]}. Define the operator
F%, on configurations, as the operator that apphgsto each coordinateEs, (n), = Fu(nn). Sinceg is
continuous we can selebt such tha1|g —go Fﬁ”w < &. By the triangle inequality we have

'fgdvt—fgdﬂ SZS-I—'ngFfadyt_fgoFfadﬂ'

go Fy, is g applied to a TASEP with finitely many types, so it can be madallemthane by takingt
large enough. |

6 Two dimensional marginals of the TASEP speed process

The key tool for analyzing the joint densities of the speeaatpss i$ Corollary 5/4. This states that if the
speed process is monotonously projected ffio. ., k, k + 1}, then the result is the stationary measure of
the multi-type TASEP with suitable densities. In the TASHR, latter is given in terms of the multi-line
process (see Subsection]2.2). More explicitly, we will dsefbllowing projections, to which we refer
as canonical projections. Lgt= (xg,..., X) be an increasing sequence taking values ja]JOwith the
conventions thax, = 0 andxy,; = 1. DefineF : [-1,1] —» {1,...,k k+ 1} by
F(U) = F(U) = minfi : 0 < %},  whereui'= %

Note that ifu is uniform on |1, 1] thenF(u) = i with probability x; — x_;. LetV; = F(U;), so eachV,
has distribution controlled by theés. It is not hard to see that the-field generated by, ..., Vi (or any
k fixed indices) for all possiblg’s is the same as the-field of Uy, ..., Uy.

The scheme of our argument should now be clear. The disoibaf V is given by a multi-line
process, and can be computed explicitly. Considering thaltieg probabilities as functions afallows
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us to recover the joint density of the corresponding speddss last step is done by taking suitable
derivatives w.r.tx’s to get the density. In order to find the joint densitykgbarticles we work with the
k-line process. In this section we use this approach to preselts about two dimensional marginals
of u. We proved Theorem 1.7 which gives the joint distribution d§,(U;) and generalize this result for
the joint distribution of any two speeds. In the next secti@ngive some results for higher dimensional
marginals.

6.1 Two consecutive speeddo, U,

Proof off Theaorem 1]7We compute the probability that, = 2 andV, is each of 12, 3 (recall that as the
highest class patrticles, 3’s are equivalent to holes). Tieeig of the two line process is a single, simple
gueue, so indices are not needed. In order to have a sec@sdealdicle at position 1 we need an unused
service. This means the queue must be emP() = 0, and there must be a particle at the bottom line
but not at the top line in position 1. The intersection of thesents has probabilitg, — x; (as this is
the density of second class particles). More importartilyytdepend only on the 2-line configuration in
positions{l, ..., co}. Since on this event the queue is also empty at position l#ssV, depends only
on the 2-line configuration at position 0.

In particular, to get a first class partic; = 1, the only possibility is to also have particles in both
lines in position 0. This leads to

P(Vo =1,V; = 2) = P() = X1 Xo(X2 — X1).

We shall also denote this probability hy(1,2) for compactness, as this is the probability of seeing
consecutive particles of classe1n the stationary measurg. Similarly we have

1(2.2) = P() = % %2(% — 1),
,Ux(3, 2) = P() = Xi(X2 — X1).

Here,® indicates no restriction on the top line in that position nd 1 —y.
To calculate the densities of the two speeds we find for exampl

P(Uo <2%-1<U; < 2% — 1) = /lx(l, 2) = X1X2(X2 - Xl).
Thus to find the density aug, u;) for uy < u; we need to take derivatives w.nt; and x;, and set
X =(1+uW)/2, % = (1+ Up)/2. Remembering the Jacobiangjlwe find

U; — Up
4

Similarly, to find the density ai, u,) for Uy > u; noting that the Jacobians now have reversed signs
we find

P(Uo € dub, U; € dun) = (3, ) (305 ) (1. 2) = dudw,  for up < us.

P(Uo € dup, Uy € dun) = (—305,) (—305,) ux(3.2) = %duodul for ug > Uy.
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1+u

Finally, to find the (singular) density along the diagonalnsideruy(2, 2) and letx;, x; — =-. We
have

/’LX(Z’ 2) _ 1 B u2

du. O
X1, %= (1+U)/2 Xo — Xq 8

P(Uo, U, e dU) = %

6.2 Two distant speedsiJg, Uy

The two line process also yields formulae for the joint dgnef two distant particles. However, the
result is not as compact as for the case of two consecutivielpar

Theorem 6.1. For any k> 0 we have:
e The joint density of il U, on{Ug > Uy} is 1/4 (soP(Up > Uy) = 1/2).
e On{Ug < Uy} the density is a polynomial of degrk — 1.

e On the diagonalU, = Uy} the density is a polynomial of degr@k. As k— oo, the density on the

diagonal{(u,u) : |ul < 1} is asymptoticallyw/%’i.

It is possible to prove exponential convergence of the dgosi{U, < Uy} to 1/4, though we do not
pursue that direction here. The fact thatkas> ~ the distributions otJ, andUy, become independent
follows from ergodicity, or can be read froin (16) below.

The theorem follows easily from the next two lemmas. {Sf be a random walk with sites {1, O}
with probabilities{p,, p_, po}, and denotéM,, = max<, S;.

Lemma6.2. Fix0< x<y< 1, andlet §, M, be as above with
Py =Xy p- = Xy R = Xy+ XY.

Then we have the following:

P(x<Uc<y<Uo)=(y-xV. (14)
P (Uo, Uk € [x)]) = (¥ = X) XYP(Mic1 = 0) (15)
P(Jo < x < Uc<y) = (y = X)Xy + (Y = ) RyYP(My-1 > 0) (16)

Note that the steps @& are the diference of two Bernoulli random variables, and thereﬁfed:
Bin(j, X) — Bin(j,y). In particular, for any fixedk < y we haveS; L°b> —oco, and asymptotically the

J—)DO

speeds are independent.

Proof. By [Corollary 5.4,P(x < Uy < y < Up) = uxy(3,2) (Whereu,, the extremal stationary 3 type
TASEP with densities, y — x,1 - y). Using the 2-line description ¢f,, we haveV, = 1,V = 2 if and

only if we see the two line configuration
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Having the hole in the bottom line at position 0 has probgbili and this is independent of having a
second class particle at positikn
Similarly, to haveU,, Uy € [X, y] we need the configuration

ole
with intermediate configuration leaving the queue emptyoaitpn 1. LetS; be the number of particles
in the top line in position$l, .. ., j} minus the number of particles in the bottom line in those fomss.

The condition that the queue ends up non empty is equivalémax.j«-1 S; > 1}. The claim follows.
Finally, the third case follows from the first two since theeth probabilities must add up B{Uy €

[X.¥]) =y-x O
Lemma 6.3. Let S,, M, be as above with p= p_. ThenP (M, = 0) = P(S, € {0,-1})
Proof. Reflection at the hitting time of 1 shows that
P(M, > 0,S, < 0) =P(M, > 0,S, > 2) = P(S, > 2) = P(S, < -2).
It follows that
P(M, > 0) = P(S, > 0) + P(M,, > 0, S, < 0) = 1 — P(S, € {0, -1}). O

Proof ofiTheorem 611The casdJ, > U, is just the double derivative of (114).
For the cas&J, = U,, note from [(15) that the density along the diagonal is

o B0 Uee Dy _ 1
xy—0 2(y-X)

—u?
P(My-1 = 0),
B(Mc1 = 0)

whereM,_; is the maximum of a symmetric random walk wiph = p_ = xX. Using the prior lemma,
sincep, = p_ we get
P(Mi-1 = 0) = P(Sk-1 € {0, -1}).

This is clearly polynomial. Using the local central limitetbrem,P(Sy_; = a) ~
{0, -1}, and our claims follow.
For the cas&J, < U, taking derivatives of_ (16) shows that the density is potyrad as claimed. O

1
Varxxk

for anya €

7 Multiple speeds

In this section we will prove some results about the jointribsition of more than two speeds. In princi-
ple, any finite dimensional marginal of the distribution ¢enderived fronh Theorem 1.5 along the same
lines as used above for the joint distributionldd, U;. This gives the joint distribution in terms of the
stationary measure of the multiple queue system. Some taspigbe joint distribution have particularly
nice formulae and we proceed to present some of these.
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1. The next subsection determines the probability that ddle first n particle a given one is the
fastest.

2. The following result shows that the speed of a fast parielindependent from those of adjacent
particles it overtakes. More precisely:cE [-1, 1] then conditioned on the event tHag > ¢ and
Ug,...,U, <c, the random vecto(, ..., U,) andUg are independent.

3. Next, we show that on the eveidyg < U; < --- < Uy} there is a pairwise repulsion between the
particles: the density function is given bytimes a Vandermonde determinant.

4. Finally, we give the full description of the joint distution of (Ug, U1, U,). Their distribution is
absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measueach of the 13 subsets of1], 1]
corresponding to a given order of these speeds (these mtthedcases where two or three speeds
might be equal). I Theorem 7.7 we determine the densitieslaf these subsets.

7.1 The fastest particle

As a first example, we compute the probability that partickell be the rightmost of(1,. .., n} for all

t > to. This proves and generalizes a conjecture of Ferrari, Geesand Martin [6] that the probability
of particle 0 overtaking particles 1 throughs Fzz Note that this is not quite the same as saying that
is the maximal ofUy, ..., U,}. Due tdLemma 919, this event allowk = U; for j > i but not forj < i.

Theorem 7.1.For any n and any k [1, n]

3 2n
C(n+k-1DMN+Kk)

lim P (X(t) = maxXy(t), . ... Xa(t)})

Lemma 7.2. Let X 2 Bin(m, p) and Y d Geom() be independent binomial and geometric random
variables. Then
PY<X)=1-q(p+ pg™

Proof. We haveP(Y > X) = 3, (ri”)p‘ Pt = q(p+ po™. O

Proof off Theorem 7]1Note that since the index of the rightmost particle{(f. . ., n}) is non-increasing
in time, the event in the statement is equivalent to parkidleing the rightmost for all > t, for somet,.
By[Lemma 9.9, which we prove in Sectibh 9, particeventually passes particjdor i < j if and only if
Ui > U;. Thusk will eventually be the rightmost particle of particlgs. . ., n} if and only if U, > U; for
1<i <kandUy > U, for k < i < n. Call this eveng,.

As an intermediate step we will compute the probability tieéd happens antd, € du for some
u € [-1,1]. Integrating oveu will give the theorem. Fix = (X, X2), 0 < X; < X < 1 and consider the
eventEy 4 that for alli € [1, n] we have that

0.x] i<k
U e{lxx] i=k
0.%] i>k
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ThusE« says that up to the partition resulting from the vectothe evengy holds.

Projecting into the 2 1 type TASEP usingry, Exx is mapped to the of event of havikg- 1 first class
particles followed by a second class particle, followednby k particles of either class (but no holes).
This requires in positions 1+a configuration of the following form:

® 0 5 &
o - 000 -- O

where the first hole in the top line is in positignand the size of the queue can be no greater than the
number of holes in the top line in positiofis+ 1, . . ., n}. Since the number of holes in the rest of the top
line has the binomial distribution Bin(- k, X;) and the queue state is an independent Ggf), we
find after simplifying that

-

P(Exx) = X3 xTxSP(Geov(%) < Bin(n-k, x—l)) =X X0 - XX %
1A2
(noting thatq + pq of the previous lemma simplifies tQ/x,).
Taking a limit asx,, x; — uwe find
P(Ey, U € dy) = lim PE) =y™2((n+1-K) — (n—K)y) dy.

X2,X1—-Y Xo — X1

Finally, integrating ovey € [0, 1] gives

2n+1)

1
PE) = [ Y+ 10 - (- dy = e e :

7.2 Independence when swapped

The following result shows that the speed of a fast partladependent of speeds of adjacent particles
that it overtakes.

Lemma 7.3. Fix c € [-1, 1] and a measurable setA[-1, c]". Then we have
/l(Uo > Cl(Ul, cees Un) € A) = /l(Uo > C).
Furthermore, conditioned ond) c and(U,, ..., U,) € A we have that gis uniform on[c, 1].

Proof. Since products of intervals span thefield, it sufices to prove the analogous statement for the
M-type TASEP (in facM = n+ 1 is enough). Consider a TASEP measuravhere holes have density
1-¢€, so that speeds greater thacorrespond to holes. We need to show that for any clagses, i, < M

,UX(VQ = M|V1 = il, e ,Vn = |n) = ,UX(VQ = M) (17)

To show this we consider the multi-line process. There tlassds olV,,...,V, are determined by
the lines in positions [ko). On the other handy, = M requires only thaBy(0) = 0, hence the
independence.

To get the second claim, note thgt)y > ¢) = %C and that[(1l7) also applies (with the sameA)gfor
anyc’ > c. |
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Corollary 7.4. The(U4, ..., U,)-marginal ofu has a constant density functi@n” on the sefU; > --- >
Un}-

Proof. The events that the speeds are in small intervals around’'srere independent. |

7.3 Repulsion when unswapped

Here we derive the density function of the- 1-dimensional marginal gf on the eventU, < - - - < Uy}.
The result is given in terms of a Vandermonde determinanteléfoy

Bap() = | | (x-%).

a<i<j<b
We start with a simple lemma about these determinants.

Lemma7.5.Letxy <--- < X,. Then

2o =1t L MOy,

Proof. We use the fact thak(y) is the determinant of the Vandermonde matix;,(y) = det(y/ij‘l):]jzl.
Since the determinant is is linear in the rows and gaeippears in a single row, we can integraté row by

row to find

iy
- ] X 1
fff AT, dy: = detfff (v 1)?._1 [, dy = det(u) = — detM,
Xi—1<Yi <X Xi_1<Yi <X 2 J . n:

i,j=1

whereM = (x/_ — )(ij):j:l. ExtendM to an 1 + 1) x (n + 1) matrixM’ by

Clearly dneﬂ\/l = detM’. However, by sequentially adding each row to the one beloveifind detV’ =
det(xi"l)i o = Bon(x), completing the proof. O

Lemma 7.6.Let0 = X9 < X3 < -+ < X, < X21 = 1, anduy be the corresponding # 1 type TASEP
stationary measure. Let/{be the probability that all queues are empty at any specitiation of the n
line process. We have the following

1. ﬂx(z’ AR n) = /J(VI € [2’ n]’ lji € [Xi—l’ X|]) = Al,n(x)s
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2. ue(L,...,n) = u(Vi € [1,n], Ui € [X-1, X]) = Agn(X),
3. The density dfl;,..., U, onthe event W< --- < U, is nlAL (D).

_ A1n(X) ]
4' Q”I - l—linzl)ﬂiflxn—u
Proof. The proof is by induction on. Forn = 1, claims 1 and 4 are trivially true, and 2,3 hold since the
speeds are uniformly distributed.
The key observation is that the omyline configuration giving particles of classes 1,nis

(with all queues empty). Since the queue state is indepérmdéme configuration in these positions, we
find

(L) = Qo [ [N R
i=1

This implies equivalence of claims 2 and 4.
Similarly, the only configuration giving particles of typ2s..,nis

o0 o0?
@0 - OO
09O
00 - 80
00 -- 00

This implies equivalence of claims 1 and 4 (siigg(x) = Arn(X) [T X)-
Next, we argue that claims 2 and 3 are equivalent. Claim 2vdlfrom 3 byiLemma 715. Claim 2
also implies claim 3, since the density is the multiple detixe [T, % of the probability of claim 2.
Thus for any givem, the four claims are all equivalent. To complete the progfiiduction) we note
that claim 3 for a givem implies claim 1 fom + 1. This also follows fronh Lemma 7.5 in the same way
as claim 2. O

7.4 Joint densities for 3 consecutive particles

This section contains the complete description of the jdistribution of Ug, U1, U,). The distribution

is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measu each of the 13 subsets of1[ 1]°
corresponding to a given order of these speeds (these sthedcases where two or all three speeds
might be equal). I Theorem 7.7 we determine the densities|arf these subsets.
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Theorem 7.7. The joint distribution of i, Uy, U, is given by the following table, broken according to
their order.

| order | density | order | density |
Up <Up < U %(Uz — Up)(Uz — Up)(Uz — Up) Up=U < U 6—14(U2 —up)(1- U%)(Z + 3Up — Uy)
Up < Up < Uy | 55(Up — Uo)(2 + 4Uy — 3Up — 3Uo) || Up < Uy = Up | 25(Us — Ug)(1 — UZ)(2 — 3ug + Uy)
U < Ug < Uy 3i2(u2 —Ug)(2+ 3up + 3ug —4uy) || Uy < Ug = Up 1—16(u2 —u)(1- u%)
Uy < U < U %(Uz —Uy) Up = Up < Uz 1—16(U1 — Up)(1 - U(z))
U, < Up < Up =(Uy — Ug) U; = Uy < Ug LZ(1-u)
U, < U; < Ug 5 U, < Up = Up E(1-u)

[Uo =ty = Up| w1 - W)? I | |

Proof. Fix 0 < x; < X < X3 < 1. DefineF = F, as above, an®; = F(U;). To calculate the densities
of the various simplices and facets, we calculate parthdtbiibution ofV, and take suitable derivatives
and limits. It is interesting to note that there are seveoskjble class configurations for each case. For
example the casgJy < U; < U,} can be deduced from each @f(1, 2, 3), ux(1, 2,4), ux(1,3,4), and
ux(2, 3,4). Careful choice of the cases to consider can simplify treputations significantly.

Not all cases need to be worked out. Space-class symmetrgasthany cases to othdrs. Theorem 1.7,
Lemmag 7.8 and 7.6 and Corollary[7.4 imply several casess &hen though all 13 cases can be com-
puted using this method, only 4 are essentially new.

The following table summarizes the proofs for the 13 weales@fU,, U, U,. Here A(X) = A1 3(X).

| order | V | (V) | remarks |
Upg<Ui<Uy (1,23 X1 X2 X3A(X) [emma 7.6
Up<U,<U; | 243 (X5+ X)XA(X) | new

Ui <Ug< Uy | 21,3 Xx(x+X)AX) |space-class symmetry

Ui <Us<Up| 423 X3A(X) Theorem 1.1, Lemma 1.3
U,<Ug<U;| 231 X1A(X) space-class symmetry

U, <U;p <Up|3,2,1] X1(X — X1)(X3 — %) |[Corollary 7.4
Up=U;1<U,|223 X1 X2 X3A(X) new

Up<U;=U,|233 X1 XoX3A(X) space-class symmetry
Ui <Uyg=U,[323 XoX3A(X) new
Ug=U,<U; 23,2 X1 XA (X) space-class symmetry

Ui =U,<Ug | 4,22 XXX(X—X) |[MTheorem 1.4, Lemma 7.3
U, <Upg=U;|331] X XX(Xs—X) |space-class symmetry

|Up=U1=U;]222] X°%&(%-x) |new Theorem1l8 |

The casdUy < U; < U,} is a special case 6f Lemma .6, while the cde< U; < U} is a special

case of Corollary 7]4. The casfid; < U, < U} and{U; = U, < U} follow from joint distribution
of Uy, U, [1.7 together with lemma_7.3. Each of the five caflgs < Uy < Uy}, {U; < Uy < Uy},

{Uo < Uy = Uy}, {Upg = U, < Uy} and{U, < Ug = Uy} follows by space-class symmetfy (Proposition 5.2)
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from the casefU; < U, < Upl, {Ug < Us < Uy}, {Ug = U < Uy}, {Ugp < Ug = Uy} and{Ul = U, < Ug}
respectively.

It therefore remains to prove just 4 new casgds < U, < Uy}, {Ug = Uy < Uy}, {Ug < Ug = Uy}
and{Uo =U; = Uy}

For the cas¢Uy < U, < Uy}, we compute (2,4, 3). The only 3 line configurations that give these

types are
@00 oooP-?
ol and 00| .
(el e 0

Therefore

ux(2,4,3) = X% %X % (Xi + X2) ux(empty queues)
3
A13(X)

<2

=2, — 2 | ——
= XXX X5 (X1 + %) —
X1 Xo XoX5

= X (X + %) Ar(X)

Taking derivatives we find the density 0, Uy, U, in the domainUg < U, < U4} is

-0
Xo=0 axl

-0
0X3

-0
X3=0 0%,

ux(2,4,3) = (O — 0p)(2 + 40, — 3dp — 30p).
X1=flo
A linear change of variables gives the formula in termsoti, us.

For the cas¢Uy = U; < Uy}, we considefy(2, 2, 3). The only 3-line configuration giving this result
is

oo0P?
000 .
000

Thus
1x(2, 2, 3) = X3X8 X X1 pix (EMPty queuesy XixpXsAya(X).

Taking a derivative w.r.tx; and lettingx, — x, gives the density of th&;’s to be

1 -9 _
lim o 2,2,3) = 0o Uol(02 — o) (30 — o).
-l Xp — X1 0X3 X’sZCIzIUX( ) = Do Uo(02 — Uo)(302 — Do)

As above, a change of variables gives the claim.
For the cas¢U; < Ug = U,} we consideluy(3, 2, 3) The 3-line configurations giving these classes
are of the form

@000
o] Je)
000

and therefore
Hx(3, 2, 3) = XoX3A13(X).

Finally, the cas¢Uy = U, = U,} is related to the convoys studied in Sectidon 8. Indeed, thadta
follows from the density olJy, U; and the result that convoys are renewal processes. A magetdir
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approach follows. As there are no 3rd class particles indiée, we will use the projection into the-24
type TASEP using onlyy, X, (or equivalently,xs = X;). The only 2-line configuration giving classes

(2,2,2)is 0

1x(2,2,2) = X°X3(Xo — Xq).

Dividing by X, — X; and taking a limitx, — X; gives the density? X O

and therefore

8 Convoys

The convoy phenomenon is the fact that even though eaclclp&tspeed is uniform onl, 1], any
two particles have positive probability of having equalespee Indeed, a.s. there will be infinitely many
particles with the same speed as any given particle. We t@frch sets of particles as convoys. Thus
is partitioned in some translation invariant way into disfanfinite convoys.

Let Cy = {n: U, = Uy} denote the convoy of particle i.e. all particles with the same speedkas
We will restrict ourselves here to the study of a single cgntoough the multi-line description of the
multi-type stationary distribution can in principle be dge understand the joint distribution of several
convoys.

Proof off Theorem 1]8Partition the particles into three classes, with thresbrle (u,u + ). The sta-
tionary measurey, has particles of classes2 3 with respective densitiag e, 1 — u— . It is known
that the second class particles form a renewal process. &hwkhe proof is (as above) to condition on
Ug € [u,u+ &] and lete — 0.

Consider the two line process givipg, and letT,, Sy be the counting functions of particles in the top
and bottom lines respectively, so tiatis the number of particles in (R] in the top line. We may extend
S, T to negativek by havingSy be minus the number of particles ik, 0] and similarly forTy. Itis clear
that{Sy}, {T«} are random walks witkD, 1} steps withP(Sx;1 — Sk = 1) = u+eandP(Ty 1 — Tk =1) = u.
LetV € {1, 2, 3}2 denote the resulting configuration with the stationaryritigtion with these densities.

The two-line collapsing procedure implies the identity

(Vi=2}={S:=1,T; = O,rlpicpsk -Ty>0} = {rlpiglsk—Tk > 0},
(sinceSy = Tp = 0). FurtherVy = 2ifand only ifSy—Sy_; = 1, Tx—Ty.1 = 0 and minyx S,—T, = Sx—Tk.

This suggests looking at the random wBk= Sy — Ty, with steps with distribution

PRu1—-Rc=X) =3ulu+¢g)+tu+e x=0,
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Having the second class particle at 1 implies tRatays positive, while its drift i©(g). Ase — 0
the distribution ofR converges (in the product topology for sequences) to a ranglalk conditioned to
stay positive for alh > 0 with step distribution

ThusR is a lazy simple random walk, and the onlffext ofu is through the probability of making a
non-zero move. Having a second class patrticle at 1 does pehdeon values dR, for n < 0, and this is
also the case in the limit as— 0.

This random walk conditioned to stay positive will a.s. téoado asn — co. Furthermore, if we take
u = Up then ass — 0 the second class particles are exactly aith U, = Uq. In particular, the convoy
C, is equal in law to the times of the last visits®to any value:

Ci={n:m>n = Ry,=>Ry}.

The claim that the convoys are renewal processes followgreitom the corresponding fact about
the times of last visits oR conditioned to remain positive, or from the fact that for any 0 the second
class particles form a renewal process.

If the random walk were just a simple random walk (not laz@ntihe probability of having a jump
of length X + 1 (as even lengths are impossible) wouldpag; = 27V L(%). The laziness of the
random walk implies that the distance from a particle to thgtnn a convoy with speed is a sum
of K geometric random variables with meaf(2ut) whereP(K = 2k + 1) is as above. In particular,

P(dISt: m)x Fﬁf"‘/z O

Example 8.1. ConsiderP(Uy, = U; = --- = U,). The probability that all these speeds are in some
infinitesimal du is A A
P(Uo,...,U, € du) = (ul)"du.

(This can be seen easily from the corresponding dengidufor two particles and the renewal property.)
Integrating gives
ni2

P(Uo:"':Un):m.

9 Joint Distribution - ASEP

We present two variations of our argument. The first is retgtti to considering the probability that two
adjacent particles are unswapped at large time. This eseatghly equivalent tfJy < U}, with some
contribution from{Ug = U4}.

The second variation came from an attempt to extract the EIsmwint distribution of two speed.
For the ASEP it is less successful than form the TASEP, antdesanditional on a.s. existence of the
speeds process.
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9.1 Swap probabilities

The key to our analysis of swap probabilities in the ASEP idduoble count swaps happening until time
t. Let R(t) be the expected number of particles O that are swapped with O at tilg.e.

R(t) = E#{(j > 0 : Xo(t) > X;(1)}.

Recall the time speed procedd(t) is defined byJ;(t) = @ Define the empiric timé measure

by
1
"=y Z OLui-

The following is equivalent to the standard hydrodynamaititheorem for the ASEP started with the
Riemann initial condition.

Lemma 9.1. AImost surel\2pv; converges weakly to the Lebesgue measui® grj—p, o]
The following simple fact is frequently useful.

Lemma 9.2. Let X1, X, be topologlcal spaces ar(aK(t) Y(t)),t > 0 be random variables on the product

spaceX; x X,. Suppose that (X) —> x and Y(t) —> Y where xe X; and Y is anX,-valued random

variable. Then the joint limit also hold¢X(t), Y(t)) ﬂ (X Y).

The application in our case involve&t) = v;, which converges in probability to Lebesgue measure
on a stripe (in the space of measures) (il = Uy(t) which tends tdJy. The conclusion implies that
the hydrodynamic limit also holds conditioned Og.

The next lemma determines the asymptotic valuR(0f.

Lemma 9.3. R(t) ~ pt/3.

Proof. Particle 0 has swapped with partigle- O if and only if X;(t) < Xo(t), which can be written as
umo<udo—%

It follows that R(t)
T2 = B[ (1069 10 < X< Us(®) -y |

Now,[Lemma 9.P (see the subsequent discussion) shows thatwtake a joint limit as)y(t) converges
in distribution to uniform onfp, p] andy; converges weakly in probability to a fixed measure which is
1/(2p) times Lebesgue on a strip. Thus

R(0) 1

20

2
— Leb({(x,y): 0<x< U - y,y>—p})] M . |

=E
4p 3

lim —=

t—oo
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Consider now the following probability (Theorem 1.4 shotvattthe two definitions are equivalent):
Q(t) = P(Xo(t) < Xa(t)) = P(Yo(t) < Ya(t)). (18)
Q(t) measures the probability that particles 0 and 1 are unsedhpptimet — our present objective.
Lemma 9.4. Q(t) is monotone decreasing in t.

Proof. Condition on all events except those involving partici@sl} and denote this-field by g 1.
Recall thatJy1(t) denotes the time 0 and 1 spends next to each other up td time note thady 1 (t) is
measurable itfy;. Then by [@) we hav@(Xo(t) < Xi(1)|Fo1) = P + pe*:0. Sincedya(t) is increasing,
Q(t) = P + pEe 0 is decreasing. O

Lemma 9.5. For any t we havelR(t) = pQ(t) - PQ() = p+ Q(t) - L.

Proof. Letr;(t) (resp.r; (t)) be the probability that at timeparticlei has a larger indexed particle to its
right (resp. left). By translation invariance these do nepehd on. R(t) is the expectation of a random
variable which increases by one with rgaé the particle atXy(t) + 1 has a positive index and decreases
by one with ratep if the particle atXy(t) — 1 has a positive index. Thus we have

SR = pr3(® - Pra ) (19

Consider the sef of i with a higher particle ta’s right, and the seB = {n : Yy(t) < Yn1(t)}.
By translation invariance, the density Afis r(t), and the density oB is Q(t). There is a bijection
between the sets, mapping Ato X(t) € B. Applying the mass transport principle (see e.g. [14])hio t
transportation of a unit mass from each A to X;(t) € B we find thatr{(t) = Q(t). The same argument

showsr;(t) = Q(1). O
Proof off Thearem 1.12Combining the previous three lemmas gives that
p/3=limp+Q() -1,

(where the limit exists due to monotonicity proved in Lenind) @&nd therefore lim,., Q(t) = % O

9.2 Joint density

Throughout this subsection we assume Conjediurie 1.9. Uhdeassumption we can talk about the
eventual speed of a particle, and we know that for lartfee empiric speed approximates the eventual
speed. We consider the quantity

(o)

Rap(t) = E Z 1{U; < a, Xo(t) > X;(t)} - 1[Uo > b]|.

j=1
Rup(t) = ZP(UO > b, Uj <a, Xo(t) > X(1)).
>0
Thus we ask for 0 to have speed at Idaahd count particles of speed at maghat it overtakes by time
t. This is of interest for any paip < a< b < p.
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Lemma 9.6. Assumé Conjecture 1.9 holds. Then

Ra,b(t)f»t[ b y4;2Xdydx: (p+a)(p—£3§2p+b—a)t

Note: This essentially says that the contributiofiRig from O having speed (or in dy) and j’s that
have speed is roughly%‘ :

0

Proof. Each particle moves at rate at most 1, so we #¥g(t) > X;(t) < P(Poi(2) > j). This implies

that
3t

Rup(t) = o(1) + ZP(UO >b, Uj<a, Xolt) > X(1)).

j=1
The probability that any particle deviates at titmby more thare from its eventual speed (1). It

follows that a

Rus(t) = oft) + ZP(UO(t) > b, Uj(t) < a Xot) > X(1)).

=1
From here on we argue as in the prooflof Lemma 9.3. The hydardiglimit shows thaR,y(t) is
asymptotically close to what it would be if the speeds wedependent uniform on, p]:

%Ra,b(t) = o(1) + B[ 1{Uo(t) > b} - v{(xy) : x € (0,Us(t) - y).y < & x < 3|
=0(1) + %E[l{uo(t) > b} - Leb{(x,y): xe (0,Up(t) —y),—p <y< a}]
= 0o(1) + 4—12 E[1{Uo(t) > b} - (2Uo + p - a)(a + p)|

O

Simple integration completes the proof. |

Let Q.p(t) be the probability of having at time in positions 0,1 two particles of speeds 1] and
[-1, a] respectively:
Qa,b(t) = P(Uyo(t) >b andUYl(t) < a).

We also letQ,(t) be the probability of having the same speeds but exchanged:

Gab(t) = P(UYo(t) < aandUYl(t) > b)

Lemma 9.7. Assumé Conjecture 1.9 holds. Then for anly, &

& Raslt) = (PQus(t) ~ PQus(1)

Proof. This is an analogue ¢f Lemma B.Ry(t) is the expected size of the set ¥ that are swapped
with O at timet (with some constraints ddy, U;). This set increases when 0 has speed at beastl swaps
with a particle of speed at moat Using ergodicity and translation invariance, just as imbea 9.5, we
find that the expected rate at whig¢ls are added to the set [3Q,,(t). Similarly, the expected rate at
which elements are removed from the seﬁ@ab(t). The claim follows. O
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Recall that we denote hy? the joint distribution ofJy, U; which we assume exists.

Lemma 9.8. Assumé Conjecture 1.9 holds. Then

lim Qap(t) = u®P(Ug < -b and U, > -a),
lim Quap(t) = u®(U; < -b and U, > —a).

Proof. UsingA ~ Bfor A— B — 0, we have

Qa,b(t) = P(UYo(t) > b andUYl(t) < a)
~ P(Uy,(t) > bandUy,q)(t) < a) by convergence,
= P(Yo(t) < —btandY;(t) > 1 - at) sinceXy,y(t) = j
= P(Xo(t) < —btandX,(t) > 1 — at) by symmetry,
= P(Uo(t) < —b andU,(t) > —a) by definition
~ P(Ug < —bandU; > —-a) by convergence.

Q s dealt with similarly. O

Proof offlTheorem 1.13Combining the above lemmas and taking the limit as co we find that

a O _
f i —y4 pzx dy dx= pu® (U, < ~bandU; > -a) - pu®(U; < ~bandU, > -a)
-P
= (p® - PE®)(A),

whereA = [—p, —b) x (-a,p]. These rectangles determine the measu® — pi®@ in the set{(x,y) :
—p < X < Yy < p} and diferentiating with respect taandb gives the statement of the theorem. O

9.3 Equal speeds imply interaction

Proof of_ Theorem 1.14SinceJy; = oo = Up = Uy, it suffices to to prové®(Uy = Uy, Jp1 < ) = 0.

In the case of the TASEP the proof is very simple. Ffom Thedl€i® we know that the probability
that particles 0 and 1 never swap 81 0n the other hand, TheoremI1.7 implies th@l, < U;) = 1/3,
and clearly on this event they never swap. Th(svapU, > U;) = 1, and the result follows.

The argument for the ASEP mirrors the above, but is more ateliwiti Theorem 1.13 taking the role
of[Theorem 1.7. Start with

2=P _imaQq) = lim P(Xo(t) < X ()

3
= IIm P(Xo(t) < X4(t), Jox < 00) +P(Xo(t) < Xa(t), I = o)
= P(eventuallyXo(t) < X;(1)) + PP(Jos = o). (20)
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We also have
P(eventuallyXo(t) < Xy(t)) = P(Up < Uy) + E [1[Uo = U] 1[Jos < o] (P + pe®1)|.  (21)

(Compare with[(#) and the discussion around it.) Combir#}) and[(2]l) and noting th&(Jy1 = =) =
P(Jo1 = o0, Up = U;) we get

2-p

5~ =PB(Uo <U1)+ PP(Ug = Uy) + E | 1[Uo = Ua]1[Jos < oo] pe>2 . (22)
On the other hand, integratihg Theorem 1.13 gives
2p-1
2= = pR(Uo < Uy) - PR(Up > Uy,
which implies
2 —

Tp — P(Up < Uy) + PP(Ug = Uy).

Together with[(2R) this implies
E [1[Uo = U1]1[Jo; < o] pe™| = 0
and saP(Ugp = Uy, Jp1 < o) = 0 as needed. O

This can be extended to other particles with equal speeds]; | be the total time that particlesind
j are in adjacent positions.

Lemma 9.9. For any k> i, a.s.
k:min{j>i:Uj:Ui} & Ji,kZOO.
Consequently, in the TASEP every two particles in the sameogcswap eventually.

Proof. Clearly this only depends dan—i. We proceed by induction ok—i. Fork =i + 1 this is just
Theorem 1.14. The key to the induction step is to show thelyif~ U, then there is a transformation
of the probability space that swaps the eventual trajezsasf O and 1 (and hence their speeds), keeps
all other trajectories the same, and has finite Radon-Nikodgrivative. It follows that applying this
transformation results in an absolutely continuous mesfarrthe trajectories. If we assume the lemma
for kand 1 then

P(k=min{j>1:Uj =Uj}andJy < o) =0

hence by absolute continuity the result holdsKd.

Recall theor-field Fq 1 of the trajectories of all particles except 0 and 1U§f> U, the transformation
just eliminates all interactions between 0 and 1. This hastlect of exchanging their trajectories from
some point on. Giveff, 1, the probability of no interaction between 0 and &i%:. The Radon-Nikodym
derivative is at mosg®! < co (onUq # U,).
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If Up < U; we define the transformation as follows: consider the firaetr at which either O or
1 swaps with some other particle, and replace all interastlzetween 0 and 1 by a unique interaction
between 0 and 1 at a time uniform on {l In the ASEP, we make this new interaction exchange O
and 1. The probability of this pattern of interactions besw® and 1, giverfy; is pre %1, thus the
Radon-Nikodym derivative in this case is at me%st/(pr) < co.

Finally, in the TASEP, since any pair of consecutive pagsdh a convoy a.s. swap and particles never
unswap, it follows that all pairs eventually swap. |

Acknowledgment The authors wish to thank James Martin, Pablo Ferrari aniditBérag for useful
discussions.
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