
THE ANALOGUE OF ALDOUS’ SPECTRAL GAP CONJECTURE FOR THE
GENERALIZED EXCLUSION PROCESS

KAZUNA KANEGAE AND HIDETADA WACHI

Abstract. Caputo, Ligget, and Richthammer proved Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture, which asserts that
the spectral gaps of a random walk and an interchange process on the common weighted graph are equal. In
this paper, we will prove an analogue of Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture for generalized exclusion processes,
which explicitly describes the spectral gap of a generalized exclusion process by the spectral gap of a random
walk.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Background. Spectral gaps play an important role in studying the relaxation time of continuous-
time Markov processes. Consider a finite state space 𝑆 and a continuous-time Markov process {𝑋𝑡 }𝑡≥0
on 𝑆 with transition rates 𝑞𝑥,𝑦 for 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆. The generator L of this process is given by

L 𝑓 (𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑦∈𝑆

𝑞𝑥,𝑦 ( 𝑓 (𝑦) − 𝑓 (𝑥)).

The stationary distribution of this process is the function𝜓 : 𝑆 → R≥0 such that L𝜓 = 𝜓 and
∑

𝑥∈𝑆 𝜓(𝑥) =
1. It is well known that when a continuous-time Markov process is reversible (i.e. 𝑞𝑥,𝑦𝜓(𝑥) = 𝑞𝑦,𝑥𝜓(𝑦)),
all eigenvalues of −L are real and non-negative (c.f. Lemma 2.10). If such a continuous-time Markov
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2 KANEGAE AND WACHI

process is irreducible, that is every state can be reached from every other state (c.f [Nor98, §1.2]), the
eigenvalue −𝜆𝑖 for 𝑖 = 0, . . . , |𝑆 | − 1 of −L satisfies

0 = 𝜆0 < 𝜆1 ≤ 𝜆2 ≤ · · · ≤ 𝜆 |𝑆 |−1.

The eigenvalue 𝜆1 is called the spectral gap of this process. The conditional probability that this process
is initially in state 𝑥 and will be in state 𝑦 at time 𝑡 is given by

𝑃(𝑋𝑡 = 𝑦 | 𝑋0 = 𝑥) = 𝜓(𝑥) + 𝑎𝑥,𝑦𝑒
−𝜆1𝑡 + 𝑜(𝑒−𝜆1𝑡 ), 𝑡 → ∞

for some 𝑎𝑥,𝑦 ≠ 0. The value 1/𝜆1 is often referred to as the relaxation time of this process. Therefore, to
study the time evolution of a Markov process, we need to evaluate 𝜆1. However, the evaluation of spectral
gaps is generally difficult, and no effective evaluation method is known. Therefore, the following issues
are considered.

Question 1.1. In what case is the spectral gap of the process greater than or especially equal to the
spectral gaps of other processes for which a spectral gap can be easily found?

In this paper, we evaluate the spectral gap of the following process. A complete symmetric weighted
directed graph of size 𝑛 is a pair 𝑋 = (𝑉, 𝑟) consisting of a set of vertices𝑉 such that |𝑉 | = 𝑛 and a weight
function on edges 𝑟 : 𝑉 × 𝑉 → R≥0 such that 𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑤) = 𝑟 (𝑤, 𝑢) and 𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑢) = 0 for any 𝑢, 𝑤 ∈ 𝑉 . Fix
𝑘 ∈ Z≥0, which we call the maximal occupancy, and fix 𝑙 ∈ Z≥1, which we call the number of particles.
We define 𝑆GEP = 𝑆GEP(𝑋, 𝑙, 𝑘) to be the set of assignments of 𝑙 indistinguishable particles to 𝑛 vertices,
such that there are at most 𝑘 particles at each vertex. In other words,

𝑆GEP :=

{
𝜋 : 𝑉 → {0, . . . , 𝑘}

����� ∑︁
𝑢∈𝑉

𝜋(𝑢) = 𝑙

}
.

For any state 𝜋 ∈ 𝑆GEP and 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 with 𝑢 ≠ 𝑤, if 𝜋(𝑢) > 0 and 𝜋(𝑣) < 𝑘 , we define 𝜋𝑢𝑣 to be the state
with one particle at vertex 𝑢 of state 𝜋 transitioning to vertex 𝑣 (cf. Figure1), that is

𝜋𝑢𝑣 (𝑤) =


𝜋(𝑢) − 1 𝑤 = 𝑢

𝜋(𝑣) + 1 𝑤 = 𝑣

𝜋(𝑤) otherwise,

For any 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 , we assume the transition from a state 𝜋 ∈ 𝑆GEP to 𝜋𝑢𝑣 ∈ 𝑆GEP occurs with rate
𝜇(𝜋, 𝑢, 𝑣)𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣), where 𝜇 : 𝑆GEP × 𝑉 × 𝑉 → R≥0. Then, we define the generalized exclusion process as
the Markov process with a state space 𝑆GEP and a generator

LGEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) 𝑓 (𝜋) =
∑︁

𝑢,𝑣∈𝑉
𝜇(𝜋, 𝑢, 𝑣)𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣) ( 𝑓 (𝜋𝑢𝑣) − 𝑓 (𝜋)),

where 𝑓 : 𝑆GEP → R and 𝜋 ∈ 𝑆GEP. In this paper, we consider the case 𝜇(𝜋, 𝑢, 𝑣) = 𝜋(𝑢) (𝑘 − 𝜋(𝑣)) for
𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 and 𝜋 ∈ 𝑆GEP. We refer to a generalized exclusion process with such a transition rate as a normal
generalized exclusion process
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Figure 1. GEP on𝑉 = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} with 𝑙 = 2, 𝑘 = 2. This picture shows the underlying
graph and the transition of the jump on edge (1, 2).

The transition rate of a normal generalized exclusive process means that vertices with more particles are
more likely to spit out particles and vertices with more empty spaces are more likely to accept particles.
The normal generalized exclusion process is also an example of a generalized exclusion process that
satisfies the gradient condition in a certain sense (c.f §3.2). The normal generalized exclusion process is
a special case, in which there is no ”reservoir” as studied in the processes in [FGJS23] and [JS], that is,
there is no change in the total particle number.

Caputo [Cap04] gives a lower bound on the spectral gap of generalized exclusion processes that are
not necessarily normal. In this paper, we consider only normal generalized exclusion processes, but we
explicitly describe the spectral gap of a generalized exclusion process by the spectral gap of a random
walk. A random walk is a continuous-time Markov process and is defined as follows.
Definition 1.2. A random walk on 𝑉 with transition rate 𝑟 : 𝑉 × 𝑉 → R≥0 is a continuous-time Markov
process in which a single particle jumps from 𝑢 to 𝑣 at a rate of 𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣). In other words, a state space is
𝑆𝑅𝑊 = 𝑉 and its generator is given by

LRW 𝑓 (𝑢) =
∑︁
𝑣∈𝑉

𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣) ( 𝑓 (𝑣) − 𝑓 (𝑢))

where 𝑓 : 𝑉 → R and 𝑢 ∈ 𝑉 . We note that this is the special case of the generalized exclusion process
with 𝑘 = 𝑙 = 1.

The main theorem of this paper is that the spectral gap of a normal random walk is equal to 𝑘 times the
spectral gap of a random walk on a common graph as follows.
Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 4.4). Let 𝜆RW

1 be the spectral gap of a random walk on 𝑋 = (𝑉, 𝑟). We have

𝜆
GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋)
1 = 𝑘𝜆RW

1 .

In particular, the spectral gap of the normal generalized exclusion process is independent of the number
of particles 𝑙.
Remark 1.4. Jara and Salvador study the generalized exclusion process with“reservoirs” and indepen-
dently prove Theorem 1.3 for these processes. However, our proof is different from theirs, and the purpose
of this paper is to introduce a new strategy for studying the spectral gap.

To prove this theorem, we apply Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture. Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture is a
theorem that asserts that the spectral gap of an interchange process is equal to that of the corresponding
random walk, as follows:
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Definition 1.5. An interchange process on 𝑉 with rate 𝑟 : 𝑉 × 𝑉 → R≥0 is a continuous-time Markov
process with state space 𝑆IP which gives the assignments of 𝑛 labeled particles to 𝑉 such that each vertex
is occupied by exactly one particle. For any state 𝜂 ∈ 𝑆IP, we let 𝜂𝑢𝑣 denote a state in which the labels
of vertices 𝑢 and 𝑣 of 𝜂 are swapped. We assume that a transition from 𝜂 ∈ 𝑆IP to 𝜂𝑢𝑣 occurs with rate
𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣). Then, the generator of the interchange process is defined by

LIP 𝑓 (𝜂) =
∑︁

𝑢,𝑣∈𝑉
𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣) ( 𝑓 (𝜂𝑢𝑣) − 𝑓 (𝜂)).

The statement of Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture is as follows.

Theorem 1.6 ([CLR10, Theorem 1.1]). Let 𝜆IP
1 be the spectral gap of the interchange process on

𝑋 = (𝑉, 𝑟). We have
𝜆IP

1 = 𝜆RW
1 .

Remark 1.7. Our main result Theorem 1.3 for the special case 𝑘 = 1 and 𝑙 = 𝑛 follows directly from
Theorem 1.6.

The theorem was first predicted by Aldous [Ald] for unweighted graphs and finally proved for arbitrary
symmetric weighted graphs by Caputo, Ligget, and Richthammer [CLR10] in 2009. Moreover, they also
proved, as a consequence of Aldous’s spectral gap conjecture, that the spectral gap of the colored exclusion
process is equal to the spectral gap of the random walk. In addition, several generalizations and analogues
of Aldous’s spectral gap conjecture have been proposed. For example, Piras [Pir10] gave a generalization
of simple block shufflings. Kim-Sau [KS23] gave an analogue for simple inclusion processes without
symmetry, such as the interchange and the colored exclusion processes.

1.2. Strategy. One of the most surprising aspects of Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture is that although the
state space of a random walk is much “simpler” than that of an interchange process, their spectral gaps
are equal. Therefore, if we can find a suitable continuous-time Markov process 𝑃 whose state space is
more“complex” than that of the random walk, but “simpler” than that of the interchange process, Aldous’
spectral gap conjecture leads to the equality

𝜆RW
1 = 𝜆𝑃

1 = 𝜆IP
1 .

In this paper, to prove this equality, we consider the group action on the interchange process and prove
that the generalized exclusion process is the quotient of the interchange process by the group action. The
key proposition of this paper is Theorem 1.3, which gives a partial answer to Question 1.1.

As studied by Cesi [Ces10], Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture was reformulated using Cayley graphs.
Moreover, a generalization and analogue of Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture in the context of Cayley
graphs has been studied by Parazanchevski and Puder [PP20], Li, Xia, and Zhou [LXZ23]. In §2, we
study the spectral gap of complete weighted directed graphs and their quotients. We will restate the
results of classical continuous-time Markov processes in our setting. In §3, we describe the generalized
exclusion process as the quotient of a Cayley graph associated with an interchange process. Finally, we
apply the theorem to generalized exclusion processes and prove Theorem 1.3.

2. Spectral gaps of complete weighted directed graphs

In this section, we study the spectral gap of complete weighted directed graphs and their quotients.
These results are similar to classical continuous-time Markov processes (cf. [AF]).
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2.1. Complete weighted directed graph. We define a complete weighted directed graph S = (𝑆,𝑊)
to be a pair consisting of a finite set 𝑆 of vertices and a weight on the edge 𝑊 : 𝑆 × 𝑆 → R≥0 such that
𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑥) = 0 for any 𝑥 ∈ 𝑆. For simplicity, we assume that |𝑆 | > 1. We define the Laplacian on S as
follows.

Definition 2.1. We define the linear operator LS on S∗ := Map(𝑆,R) by

LS 𝑓 (𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑦∈𝑆

𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑦) ( 𝑓 (𝑦) − 𝑓 (𝑥)), 𝑓 ∈ S∗,

which we call the Laplacian of S.

In this paper, we will consider the eigenvalues of the Laplacian of S. We then define the morphisms
of weighted complete graphs, which are important for comparing eigenvalues of the Laplacian of two
complete weighted directed graphs.

Definition 2.2. Let S𝑖 = (𝑆𝑖 ,𝑊𝑖), 𝑖 = 1, 2 be complete weighted directed graphs. We define a morphism
from S2 to S1 to be a map 𝜑 : 𝑆2 → 𝑆1 such that

LS2 ( 𝑓 ◦ 𝜑) = (LS1 𝑓 ) ◦ 𝜑

for any 𝑓 ∈ S∗
1 . A morphism 𝜑 is an isomorphism if 𝜑 is a bijection.

Example 2.3. Let S1 = (𝑆1,𝑊1) be a weighted graph on 𝑆1 = {1, 2, 3} with the weight

𝑊1(𝑥, 𝑦) =
{

1 𝑥 ≠ 𝑦

0 𝑥 = 𝑦.

We let S2 = (𝑆2,𝑊2) be a weighted graph on 𝑆2 := {(𝑥, 𝑖) | 𝑥 ∈ 𝑆1, 𝑖 = 1, 2} with the weight

𝑊2((𝑥, 𝑖), (𝑦, 𝑗)) =
{

1 𝑥 ≠ 𝑦 and 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗

0 otherwise.

Then the map 𝜑12 : 𝑆2 → 𝑆1 such that 𝜑12((𝑥, 𝑖)) = 𝑥 is an morphism 𝜑12 : S2 → S1.

Example 2.4. Let S3 = (𝑆3,𝑊3) be a weighted graph on 𝑆3 = {1, 2} with the weight

𝑊3(𝑥, 𝑦) =
{

2 𝑥 ≠ 𝑦

0 𝑥 = 𝑦.

We let S4 = (𝑆4,𝑊4) be a weighted graph on 𝑆4 := {(𝑥, 𝑖) | 𝑥 ∈ 𝑆3, 𝑖 = 1, 2} with the weight

𝑊4((𝑥, 𝑖), (𝑦, 𝑗)) =
{

1 𝑥 ≠ 𝑦

1 𝑥 = 𝑦.

Then the map 𝜑34 : 𝑆4 → 𝑆3 such that 𝜑34((𝑥, 𝑖)) = 𝑥 is an morphism 𝜑34 : S4 → S3.



6 KANEGAE AND WACHI

Figure 2. The left column represents the morphism of Example 2.3, and the right column
represents the morphism of Example 2.4.

We now describe the relationship between continuous-time Markov processes and complete weighted
directed graphs. Let {𝑋𝑡 }≥0 be a continuous-time Markov process with a finite state set 𝑆 and a transition
rate 𝑞𝑥,𝑦 for 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆. We define a complete weighted directed graph S = (𝑆,𝑊) by

𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑦) =
{
𝑞𝑥,𝑦 if 𝑥 ≠ 𝑦

0 otherwise.

We call S = (𝑆,𝑊) constructed in this way a complete weighted directed graph associated with a
continuous-time Markov process {𝑋𝑡 }𝑡≥0. In the following, we restate the definition and properties of
continuous-time Markov processes in terms of complete weighted directed graphs.

Lemma 2.5. Let S𝑖 = (𝑆𝑖 ,𝑊𝑖), 𝑖 = 1, 2 be complete weighted directed graphs. A map 𝜑 : 𝑆2 → 𝑆1 is a
morphism of complete weighted directed graphs if and only if 𝜑 satisfies

𝑊1(𝜑(𝑥), 𝑦) =
∑︁

𝑦′∈𝜑−1 (𝑦)
𝑊2(𝑥, 𝑦′)

for any 𝑥 ∈ 𝑆2, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆1 such that 𝜑(𝑥) ≠ 𝑦.

Proof. For sufficiency, it is sufficient to prove the commutativity of 𝜑 and the Laplacian. For any 𝑥 ∈ 𝑆2,
𝑦 ∈ 𝑆1, we assume

𝑊1(𝜑(𝑥), 𝑦) =
∑︁

𝑦′∈𝜑−1 (𝑦1 )
𝑊2(𝑥, 𝑦′).
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For any 𝑓 ∈ S∗
1 and 𝑥 ∈ 𝑆2, we have

LS2 ( 𝑓 ◦ 𝜑) (𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑦∈𝑆2

𝑊2(𝑥, 𝑦) ( 𝑓 ◦ 𝜑(𝑦) − 𝑓 ◦ 𝜑(𝑥))

=
∑︁

𝑧∈𝜑 (𝑆1 )

∑︁
𝑦′∈𝜑−1 (𝑧)

𝑊2(𝑥, 𝑦′) ( 𝑓 ◦ 𝜑(𝑦′) − 𝑓 ◦ 𝜑(𝑥))

=
∑︁
𝑧∈𝑆1

∑︁
𝑦′∈𝜑−1 (𝑍 )

𝑊2(𝑥, 𝑦′) ( 𝑓 (𝑧) − 𝑓 ◦ 𝜑(𝑥))

=
∑︁
𝑧∈𝑆1

𝑊1(𝜑(𝑥), 𝑧) ( 𝑓 (𝑧) − 𝑓 ◦ 𝜑(𝑥))

= (LS1 𝑓 ) ◦ 𝜑(𝑥).
Therefore, the map 𝜑 : 𝑆2 → 𝑆1 is a morphism of complete weighted directed graphs.

For the necessity, we fix 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆1 and define 𝑓𝑦 ∈ S∗
1 by

𝑓𝑦 (𝑧) =
{

1 𝑧 = 𝑦

0 otherwise.

For any 𝑥 ∈ 𝑆2 such that 𝜑(𝑥) ≠ 𝑦, we have

LS2 ( 𝑓𝑦 ◦ 𝜑) (𝑥) =
∑︁

𝑦′∈𝜑−1 (𝑦)
𝑊2(𝑥, 𝑦′).

Moreover, we have

(LS1 𝑓𝑦) ◦ 𝜑(𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑧∈S1

𝑊1(𝜑(𝑥), 𝑧) ( 𝑓𝑦 (𝑧) − 𝑓𝑦 ◦ 𝜑(𝑥)) = 𝑊1(𝜑(𝑥), 𝑦).

Since 𝜑 : 𝑆2 → 𝑆1 is a morphism of complete weighted directed graphs, we have

𝑊1(𝜑(𝑥), 𝑦) =
∑︁

𝑦′∈𝜑−1 (𝑥 )
𝑊2(𝑥, 𝑦′).

Since this holds for any 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆1, the desired equation is obtained. □

Next, we study the irreducibility and reversibility of complete weighted directed graphs. This definition
is an analogue of the irreducibility and reversibility in continuous-time Markov processes. Furthermore,
we note that if a continuous-time Markov process is irreducible or reversible, then the associated complete
weighted directed graph is also irreducible or reversible.

Definition 2.6. Let S = (𝑆,𝑊) be a complete weighted directed graph. We say that S is irreducible if
for any 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆, there exists a finite sequence 𝑥 = 𝑥0, . . . , 𝑥𝑘 = 𝑦 such that 𝑊 (𝑥0, 𝑥1) · · ·𝑊 (𝑥𝑛−1, 𝑥𝑛) ≠ 0.

Lemma 2.7. Let S𝑖 = (𝑆𝑖 ,𝑊𝑖), 𝑖 = 1, 2 be complete weighted directed graphs. If S1 is irreducible, then
any morphism 𝜑 : S2 → S1 is surjective.

Proof. By Lemma 2.5, for any 𝑥 ∈ 𝑆2 such that 𝜑(𝑥) ≠ 𝑦, we have

𝑊1(𝜑(𝑥), 𝑦) =
∑︁

𝑦′∈𝜑−1 (𝑦)
𝑊2(𝑥, 𝑦′).

If there exists 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆1 such that 𝑦 ∉ 𝜑(𝑆2), then 𝑊1(𝜑(𝑥), 𝑦) = 0 for any 𝑦 ∉ 𝜑(𝑆2). This contradicts the
assumption that S1 is irreducible. Therefore, 𝜑 is surjective. □
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Definition 2.8. Let S = (𝑆,𝑊) be a complete weighted directed graph. We say that S is reversible if
there is 𝜓 ∈ Map(𝑆,R≥0) such that

𝑊 (𝑦, 𝑥)𝜓(𝑥) = 𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑦)𝜓(𝑦)
for any 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆.

Lemma 2.9. Let S𝑖 = (𝑆𝑖 ,𝑊𝑖), 𝑖 = 1, 2 be complete weighted directed graphs. We assume that a
morphism 𝜑 : S2 → S1 is surjective.

(1) If S2 is irreducible, then S1 is also irreducible.
(2) If S2 is reversible, then S1 is also reversible.

Proof. (1) Since the morphism 𝜑 : 𝑆2 → 𝑆1 is surjective, for any 𝑥′, 𝑦′ ∈ 𝑆1, there exist 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆2 such
that 𝜑(𝑥) = 𝑥′, 𝜑(𝑦) = 𝑦′. Since S2 is irreducible, there exists 𝑥 = 𝑥0, 𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛 = 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆2 such that

𝑊2(𝑥0, 𝑥1) · · ·𝑊2(𝑥𝑛−1, 𝑥𝑛) ≠ 0.

Therefore, we have

𝑊1(𝜑(𝑥𝑖), 𝜑(𝑥𝑖+1)) =
{ ∑

𝜑 (𝑧)=𝜑 (𝑥𝑖+1 ) 𝑊2(𝑥𝑖 , 𝑧) ≥ 𝑊2(𝑥𝑖 , 𝑥𝑖+1) if 𝜑(𝑥𝑖) ≠ 𝜑(𝑥𝑖+1)
0 if 𝜑(𝑥𝑖) = 𝜑(𝑥𝑖+1).

We define a sequence of elements 𝑥′ = 𝑧0, . . . , 𝑧𝑚 = 𝑦′ by removing elements 𝜑(𝑥𝑖+1) such that 𝜑(𝑥𝑖+1) =
𝜑(𝑥𝑖) from the original sequence 𝜑(𝑥0), 𝜑(𝑥1), . . . , 𝜑(𝑥𝑛). Then, we have

𝑊1(𝑧0, 𝑧1) · · ·𝑊1(𝑧𝑚−1, 𝑧𝑚) ≠ 0,

hence S1 is irreducible.
(2) SinceS2 is reversible, there exists𝜓2 ∈ Map(𝑆2,R≥0) which satisfies𝑊2(𝑥, 𝑦)𝜓2(𝑥) = 𝑊2(𝑦, 𝑥)𝜓2(𝑦).

We define 𝜓1 ∈ Map(𝑆1,R≥0) as
𝜓1(𝑥) =

∑︁
𝑥′∈𝜑−1 (𝑥 )

𝜓2(𝑥′)

for every 𝑥 ∈ 𝑆1. Take 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆1, and fix 𝑥2 ∈ 𝜑−1(𝑥) and 𝑦2 ∈ 𝜑−1(𝑦).

𝑊1(𝑥, 𝑦)𝜓1(𝑥) =
©­«

∑︁
𝑦′∈𝜑−1 (𝑦)

𝑊2(𝑥2, 𝑦
′)ª®¬ ©­«

∑︁
𝑥′∈𝜑−1 (𝑥 )

𝜓2(𝑥′)
ª®¬

=
∑︁

𝑥′∈𝜑−1 (𝑥 )

∑︁
𝑦′∈𝜑−1 (𝑦)

𝑊2(𝑥′, 𝑦′)𝜓2(𝑥′)

=
∑︁

𝑥′∈𝜑−1 (𝑥 )

∑︁
𝑦′∈𝜑−1 (𝑦)

𝑊2(𝑦′, 𝑥′)𝜓2(𝑦′)

=
©­«

∑︁
𝑥′∈𝜑−1 (𝑥 )

𝑊2(𝑦2, 𝑥
′)ª®¬ ©­«

∑︁
𝑦′∈𝜑−1 (𝑦)

𝜓2(𝑦′)
ª®¬

= 𝑊1(𝑦, 𝑥)𝜓1(𝑦).
Therefore, S1 is reversible. □

The following lemma is well known in the context of continuous-time Markov processes.

Lemma 2.10. If a complete weighted directed graph S is reversible with respect to 𝜓, all eigenvalues of
−LS are real and non-negative.
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Proof. Since −LS is a linear operator on S∗, let 𝐴 ∈ Mat( |𝑆 |,R) denote the representative matrix of
−LS with respect to the standard basis of S∗. Then, it suffices to show that all eigenvalues of 𝐴 are real
and non-negative. Fix a bijection 𝜉 : {1, . . . , 𝑛} → 𝑆 where 𝑛 = |𝑆 |. We define matrices 𝐵 and

√
𝐵 by

𝐵 =
©­­«
𝜓(𝜉 (1))

. . .

𝜓(𝜉 (𝑛))

ª®®¬ ,
√
𝐵 =

©­­«
√︁
𝜓(𝜉 (1))

. . . √︁
𝜓(𝜉 (𝑛))

ª®®¬ .
We put

𝐴 :=
√
𝐵
−1
𝐴
√
𝐵 =

√
𝐵
−1
𝐴𝐵

√
𝐵
−1
.

Since S is reversible with respect to 𝜓, the matrix 𝐴𝐵 is symmetric. Therefore, 𝐴 is also symmetric.
Since eigenvalues of 𝐴 and 𝐴 are equal, we may assume that 𝐴 is symmetric.

Since 𝐴 is symmetric, its eigenvalues are real. Moreover, the quadratic formula corresponding to 𝐴 is

⟨ 𝑓 ,−LS 𝑓 ⟩ = −
∑︁
𝑥,𝑦∈𝑆

𝑓 (𝑥)𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑦) ( 𝑓 (𝑦) − 𝑓 (𝑥))

=
1
2

∑︁
𝑥,𝑦∈𝑆

𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑦) ( 𝑓 (𝑦) − 𝑓 (𝑥))2 ≥ 0.

Therefore, eigenvalues of 𝐴 are non-negative. □

If a complete weighted directed graph S = (𝑆,𝑊) is irreducible and reversible, by Perron-Frobenius
theorem and Lemma 2.10, the eigenvalues 𝜆0, 𝜆1, . . . , 𝜆𝑛 of −LS satisfies

0 = 𝜆0 < 𝜆1 ≤ · · · ≤ 𝜆𝑛−1,

where 𝑛 = |𝑆 |. Then we can define the spectral gap as follows.

Definition 2.11. Let S be an irreducible, reversible complete weighted directed graph. We define the
spectral gap 𝜆S

1 of S to be the second smallest eigenvalue of −LS .

As is well known, the spectral gap can be characterized as the solution to a certain minimization
problem.

Lemma 2.12. Let S be an irreducible complete weighted directed graph. We assume that S is reversible
with respect to 𝜓 : S → R≥0. If we define ⟨ 𝑓 , 𝑔⟩𝜓 =

∑
𝑥∈𝑆 𝑓 (𝑥)𝑔(𝑥)𝜓(𝑥), then we have

𝜆S
1 = min

{
−
⟨ 𝑓 ,LS 𝑓 ⟩𝜓
⟨ 𝑓 , 𝑓 ⟩𝜓

����� ⟨ 𝑓 , 1⟩𝜓 = 0

}
.

The main purpose of this paper is to introduce a method for evaluating the spectral gap of a given
complete weighted directed graph S by applying Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture (c.f. Theorem 1.6). If
one Markov process 𝑃1 is a sub-process of another Markov process 𝑃2, then spectral gaps 𝜆𝑃1

1 , 𝜆𝑃2
1 satisfy

𝜆
𝑃2
1 ≤ 𝜆

𝑃1
1 (cf. [CLR10, §1.1]). This property is expressed in terms of complete weighted directed graphs

as follows.

Proposition 2.13. Let S𝑖 = (𝑆𝑖 ,𝑊𝑖), 𝑖 = 1, 2 be irreducible, reversible complete weighted directed
graphs. If there exists a morphism 𝜑 : S2 → S1, all eigenvalues of LS1 are also eigenvalues of LS2 . In
particular, we have

𝜆
S2
1 ≤ 𝜆

S1
1 .
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Proof. By Lemma 2.7, 𝜑 is surjective. We define 𝜑𝑀 : S∗
1 → S∗

2 by 𝑓 ↦→ 𝑓 ◦ 𝜑. Then 𝜑𝑀 is injective.
Hence S∗

1 can be seen as the vector subspace of S∗
2 . For any eigenvector 𝑓 ∈ S∗

1 of LS1 with eigenvalue
𝜆 ∈ R, we have

LS2 ( 𝑓 ◦ 𝜑) (𝑥) = (LS1 𝑓 ) ◦ 𝜑(𝑥)
= 𝜆( 𝑓 ◦ 𝜑) (𝑥)

for any 𝑥 ∈ S2. Therefore, 𝜆 is also an eigenvalue of LS2 . □

Let S1 be an irreducible, reversible complete weighted directed graph and consider its spectral gap
𝜆
S1
1 . We often want to evaluate 𝜆

S1
1 by a lower bound to give an upper bound of the relaxation time of a

continuous-time Markov process. If we find an irreducible, reversible complete weighted directed graph
S2 and a morphism 𝜑 : S2 → S1, then by Proposition 2.13 we have the lower bound

𝜆
S2
1 ≤ 𝜆

S1
1 .

However, this does not mean that the lower bound for 𝜆S1
1 is easy to compute. This is because the problem

of finding the spectral gap generally is easier with S1 than with S2. Therefore, to answer Question 1.1,
we need to find the morphism 𝜑 : S2 → S1 and further prove that these spectral gaps are equal;

𝜆
S2
1 = 𝜆

S1
1 .

In this paper, we apply Aldous’s spectral gap conjecture to overcome the obstacles in the second part of
this strategy. In the next subsection, we will show how to reduce the proof of this equality to Aldous’
spectral gap conjecture.

2.2. Group action and quotient. In this subsection, we consider the group action on a complete weighted
directed graph and the quotient with respect to the action. Let S = (𝑆,𝑊) be a complete weighted
directed graph, and let 𝐺 be a finite group. We let Aut(S) be the group of automorphisms on S whose
multiplication is given by 𝑓 · 𝑔 = 𝑔 ◦ 𝑓 for any automorphisms 𝑓 , 𝑔 of S. The action of 𝐺 on S is a
group homomorphism 𝛾 : 𝐺 → Aut(S). If 𝐺 acts on S, for any 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺 and 𝑥 ∈ 𝑆, we let 𝑥𝑔 denote
𝛾(𝑔) (𝑥) ∈ 𝑆. By Lemma 2.5, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.14. We assume that 𝐺 acts on a weighted graph (𝑆,𝑊), that is for any 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺 and 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆, we
have𝑊 (𝑥𝑔, 𝑦𝑔) = 𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑦). Then, it induces an action on S if and only if we have𝑊 (𝑥𝑔, 𝑦) = 𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑦𝑔−1)
for any 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆 and 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺.

Proof. We define the bijection 𝜑𝑔 : 𝑆 ↦→ 𝑆 by 𝜑𝑔 (𝑥) := 𝑥𝑔. Then, by Lemma 2.5, the bijection 𝜑𝑔

induces the automorphism on S if and only if

𝑊 (𝑥𝑔, 𝑦) = 𝑊 (𝜑𝑔 (𝑥), 𝑦) =
∑︁

𝑦′∈𝜑−1
𝑔 (𝑦)

𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑦′) = 𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑦𝑔−1).

for any 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆 and 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺. □

We define the quotient of a complete weighted directed graph by a group action as follows.

Definition 2.15. Let 𝐺 acts on S. We define the quotient S/𝐺 = (𝑆/𝐺,𝑊𝐺) to be the complete weighted
directed graph with weight

(1) 𝑊𝐺 (𝑥𝐺, 𝑦𝐺) =
∑︁
𝑔∈𝐺

𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑦𝑔)

for any 𝑥𝐺 ≠ 𝑦𝐺, where 𝑧𝐺 is the equivalence class of 𝑧 ∈ 𝑆 in 𝑆/𝐺.
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Remark 2.16. The sum in (1) is independent of the choices of a representative of an equivalence class.
Indeed, for any 𝑔 ∈ 𝐺, we have

(2)
∑︁
ℎ∈𝐺

𝑊 (𝑥𝑔, 𝑦ℎ) =
∑︁
ℎ∈𝐺

𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑦ℎ𝑔−1).

Now, we show that a quotient of a weighted graph induces a morphism of complete weighted graphs.

Lemma 2.17. Let 𝐺 act on S, and let 𝐻 ⊂ 𝐺 be a subgroup of 𝐺. By restricting the action of 𝐺 to 𝐻,
the subgroup 𝐻 acts on S. The natural projection 𝜑 : 𝑆/𝐻 → 𝑆/𝐺 is a morphism S/𝐻 → S/𝐺.

Proof. For any 𝑥 ∈ 𝑆, let 𝑥𝐺 and 𝑥𝐻 denote equivalence classes of 𝑥 in 𝑆/𝐺 and 𝑆/𝐻, respectively. We
let 𝑊𝐺 and 𝑊𝐻 denote weights of quotients S/𝐺 and S/𝐻. For any 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆, we have

𝑊𝐺 (𝑥𝐺, 𝑦𝐺) =
∑︁
𝑔∈𝐺

𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑦𝑔)

=
∑︁

𝑔𝐻∈𝐺/𝐻

∑︁
ℎ∈𝐻

𝑊 (𝑥, 𝑦𝑔ℎ)

=
∑︁

𝑦′𝐻∈ (𝑦𝐺)/𝐻
𝑊𝐻 (𝑥𝐻, 𝑦′𝐻).

Therefore, we have

𝑊𝐺 (𝜑(𝑥𝐻), 𝑦𝐺) =
∑︁

𝑦′𝐻∈𝜑−1 (𝑦𝐺)
𝑊𝐻 (𝑥𝐻, 𝑦′𝐻)

for any 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑆 such that 𝑥𝐺 ≠ 𝑦𝐺. This implies by Lemma 2.5 that 𝜑 is a morphism of complete
weighted graphs. □

Let 𝐺 act on S. By Proposition 2.13 and Lemma 2.17, we have an inequality

𝜆S
1 ≤ 𝜆

S/𝐺
1 .

3. Interchange Process and the Generalized Exclusion Process

In this section, we will evaluate the spectral gap of the normal generalized exclusion process using the
spectral gap of a random walk. In the following, we assume that any continuous-time Markov process is
irreducible.

Remark 3.1. The assumption of irreducibility is minor. If one wants to consider a process that is not
irreducible, one can simply apply our results to each irreducible component.

Let𝑉 = {1, . . . , 𝑛}. In this section, we will consider a continuous-time Markov process on a symmetric
complete weighted complete directed graph 𝑋 = (𝑉, 𝑟) with a weight 𝑟 : 𝑉 × 𝑉 → R≥0 such that
𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣) = 𝑟 (𝑣, 𝑢) and 𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑢) = 0 for any 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 . If one wants to consider a continuous-time Markov
process on an incomplete graph, set 𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣) = 0 for any unnecessary edge (𝑢, 𝑣) ∈ 𝑉 ×𝑉 .

3.1. Interchange Process. The interchange process is the basic example of a reversible continuous-time
Markov process which is defined as follows.
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Definition 3.2 ([CLR10, 1.2.2]). We define a set 𝑆IP of states as a set of assignments of 𝑛 labeled particles
to the vertices of 𝑋 in such a way that each vertex is occupied by exactly one particle, that is 𝑆IP = 𝔖𝑛.
For any state 𝜂 ∈ 𝑆IP and 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 , we define 𝜂𝑢𝑣 := 𝜂 ◦ (𝑢𝑣) as a composition in 𝔖𝑛, that is,

𝜂𝑢𝑣 (𝑤) =


𝜂(𝑢) 𝑤 = 𝑣

𝜂(𝑣) 𝑤 = 𝑢

𝜂(𝑤) otherwise.

For any 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 , we assume that a transition from a state 𝜂 ∈ 𝑆IP to 𝜂𝑢𝑣 ∈ 𝑆IP occurs with rate 𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣).
Then we define the interchange process on 𝑋 to be a continuous-time Markov process with state space
𝑆IP and generator

LIP 𝑓 (𝜂) =
∑︁

𝑢,𝑣∈𝑉
𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣) ( 𝑓 (𝜂𝑢𝑣) − 𝑓 (𝜂)),

where 𝑓 : 𝑆IP → R and 𝜂 ∈ 𝑆IP.

Figure 3. IP on 𝑉 = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}. This picture shows the underlying graph and a
transition of interchanging particles on vertices 1 and 5.

For the interchange process on 𝑋 , a complete weighted directed graph IP(𝑋) = (𝑆IP,𝑊IP) associated to
the interchange process is given by

𝑊IP(𝜂, 𝜂′) =
{
𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣) if ∃𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 s.t. 𝜂′ = 𝜂𝑢𝑣

0 otherwise.

We note that the symmetric group 𝔖𝑛 naturally acts on 𝑆IP from the right by the composition 𝜂 ·𝑔 := 𝑔−1𝜂
in 𝔖𝑛.

Lemma 3.3. The natural action of 𝔖𝑛 on 𝑆IP induces an action of 𝔖𝑛 on IP(𝑋).

Proof. By Lemma 2.14, it suffices to show that 𝑊 (𝜂 · 𝑔, 𝜂′) = 𝑊 (𝜂, 𝜂′ · 𝑔−1) for any 𝜂, 𝜂′ ∈ 𝑆IP and
𝑔 ∈ 𝔖𝑛. For any ℎ ∈ 𝔖𝑛 such that 𝜂′ = (𝜂 · 𝑔)ℎ, we have 𝜂′ · 𝑔−1 = 𝜂ℎ. Therefore, for any 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 ,
𝜂′ = (𝜂 · 𝑔)𝑢𝑣 if and only if 𝜂′ · 𝑔−1 = 𝜂𝑢𝑣 . This implies the desired equation. □

3.2. Generalized exclusion process. In this subsection, we define the generalized exclusion process
and prove that a weighted complete directed graph associated with a generalized exclusion process is
isomorphic to a quotient of an interchange process on a certain graph. The generalized exclusion process
is a continuous-time Markov process, which is defined as follows.
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Definition 3.4. Fix 𝑘 ∈ Z≥1, which we call the maximal occupancy at 𝑣. We fix 𝑙 ∈ Z≥1, which we call
the number of particles, such that 𝑙 < 𝑁 . We define a set 𝑆GEP = 𝑆GEP(𝑋, 𝑙, 𝑘) as a set of assignments of
𝑙 indistinguishable particles to 𝑛 vertices such that each vertex has at most 𝑘 particles, that is

𝑆GEP :=

{
𝜋 : 𝑉 → {0, 1, . . . , 𝑘}

����� ∑︁
𝑢∈𝑉

𝜋(𝑢) = 𝑙

}
.

For any state 𝜋 ∈ 𝑆GEP and 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 , if 𝜋(𝑢) > 0 and 𝜋(𝑣) < 𝑘 , we define 𝜋𝑢𝑣 to be the state with one
particle at vertex 𝑢 of state 𝜋 transitioning to vertex 𝑣 (cf. Figure 4), that is

𝜋𝑢𝑣 (𝑤) =


𝜋(𝑢) − 1 𝑤 = 𝑢

𝜋(𝑣) + 1 𝑤 = 𝑣

𝜋(𝑤) otherwise.

For any 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 , we assume a transition from a state 𝜋 ∈ 𝑆GEP to 𝜋𝑢𝑣 ∈ 𝑆GEP occurs with rate
𝜇(𝜋, 𝑢, 𝑣)𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣) where 𝜇 : 𝑆GEP × 𝑉 × 𝑉 → R≥0. Then, we define the generalized exclusion process as
a continuous-time Markov process with state space 𝑆GEP and generator

LGEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) 𝑓 (𝜋) =
∑︁

𝑢,𝑣∈𝑉
𝜇(𝜋, 𝑢, 𝑣)𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣) ( 𝑓 (𝜋𝑢𝑣) − 𝑓 (𝜋)),

where 𝑓 : 𝑆GEP → R and 𝜋 ∈ 𝑆GEP. In this paper, we consider the spectral gap of the generalized
exclusion process with the special transition rate 𝜇 such that 𝜇(𝜋, 𝑢, 𝑣) = 𝜋(𝑢) (𝑘 − 𝜋(𝑣)) for 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 ,
𝜋 ∈ 𝑆. We refer to a generalized exclusion process with such a transition rate as a normal generalized
exclusion process. We call a normal generalized exclusion process as a symmetric exclusion process if
𝑘 = 1. We call a symmetric exclusion process a random walk if 𝑙 = 1.

Figure 4. GEP on𝑉 = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} with 𝑙 = 2, 𝑘 = 2. This picture shows an underlying
graph and a transition of the jump on edge (1, 2).

Remark 3.5. The normal generalized exclusion process satisfies a gradient condition in the following
sense (cf. [KL99, Remark 2.4]). Let 𝑉 = {𝑢, 𝑣}, and a weight function 𝑟 : 𝑉 × 𝑉 → R≥0 satisfy
𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣) = 𝑟 (𝑣, 𝑢) = 1. We define 𝑓𝑤 ∈ Map(𝑆GEP,R), 𝑤 ∈ {𝑢, 𝑣} to be 𝑓𝑤 (𝜋) = 𝜋(𝑤). Then 𝑓𝑤 ,



14 KANEGAE AND WACHI

𝑤 ∈ {𝑢, 𝑣} is the conserved quantity of the generalized exclusion process. Moreover, we have

−LGEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) 𝑓𝑢 (𝜋) = −
∑︁

𝑤1,𝑤2∈𝑉
𝜇(𝜋, 𝑤1, 𝑤2)𝑟 (𝑤1, 𝑤2) (𝜋𝑤1𝑤2 (𝑢) − 𝜋(𝑢))

= −𝜇(𝜋, 𝑢, 𝑣)𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣) (𝜋𝑢𝑣 (𝑢) − 𝜋(𝑢)) − 𝜇(𝜋, 𝑣, 𝑢)𝑟 (𝑣, 𝑢) (𝜋𝑣𝑢 (𝑢) − 𝜋(𝑢))
= −𝜋(𝑢) (𝑘 − 𝜋(𝑣)) ((𝜋(𝑢) − 1) − 𝜋(𝑢)) − 𝜋(𝑣) (𝑘 − 𝜋(𝑢)) ((𝜋(𝑢) + 1) − 𝜋(𝑢))
= 𝑘 (𝜋(𝑢) − 𝜋(𝑣))

Thus, it can be said that GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) satisfies the gradient condition.

The main result of this paper is the proof of an analogue of Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture for the
normal generalized exclusion process. More precisely, we explicitly presents the spectral gap of the
normal generalized exclusion process by 𝑘-times of that of a random walk on a complete graph of the
same order. To prove the main theorem, we will apply our framework and Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture.
First, we will describe the normal generalized exclusion process as the quotient of the interchange process
on an extended graph.

Let 𝑉 be the set 𝑉 × {1, . . . , 𝑘}, and let 𝜑𝑉 : 𝑉 → 𝑉 be the natural projection. We define a map
𝑟̃ : 𝑉 → R≥0 by

𝑟̃ (𝑢̃, 𝑣̃) =


𝑟 (𝜑𝑉 (𝑢̃), 𝜑𝑉 (𝑣̃)) if 𝜑𝑉 (𝑢̃) ≠ 𝜑𝑉 (𝑣̃),∑︁
𝑤∈𝑉−𝜑𝑉 (𝑢)

𝑟 (𝜑𝑉 (𝑢̃), 𝑤) if 𝜑𝑉 (𝑢̃) = 𝜑𝑉 (𝑣̃).

The complete weighted directed graph 𝑋 = (𝑉, 𝑟̃) is symmetric.
Let IP(𝑋) = (𝑆IP,𝑊IP) be the complete weighted directed graph associated with the interchange process

on 𝑋 . In the following, we will prove that the normal generalized exclusion process on (𝑋, 𝑟) is isomorphic
to a quotient of IP(𝑋).

For any 𝑙 ∈ {1, . . . 𝑛}, let 𝐻𝑙 be the subgroup of 𝔖𝑛 corresponding to the permutation group of
{1, . . . , 𝑙}, and let 𝐻𝑙,𝑛 be the subgroup of 𝔖𝑛 corresponding to the permutation group of {𝑙 + 1, . . . , 𝑛}.
Then, by Lemma 3.3, 𝐻𝑙 and 𝐻𝑙,𝑛 naturally act on IP(𝑋). We can regard 𝑆IP/𝐻𝑙 as the set of assignments
of 𝑛 − 𝑙 labeled particles to the vertices of 𝑋 in such a way that each vertex is occupied by exactly
one particle. We can regard 𝑆IP/𝐻𝑙𝐻𝑙,𝑛 as the set of assignments of 𝑙 indistinguishable particles to the
vertices of 𝑋 in such a way that each vertex is occupied by exactly one particle. Therefore, the complete
weighted directed graph IP(𝑋)/𝐻𝑙𝐻𝑙,𝑛 is isomorphic to the symmetric exclusion process on 𝑋 . We set
SEP𝑙 (𝑋) = (𝑆SEP,𝑊SEP) := IP(𝑋)/𝐻𝑙𝐻𝑙,𝑛. If 𝑙 = 1, we will especially write SEP𝑙 (𝑋) as RW(𝑋). We
naturally identify 𝑆SEP,𝑙 with the set{

𝜂 : 𝑉 → {0, 1}
����� ∑︁
𝑣∈𝑉

𝜂(𝑣) = 𝑙

}
.

Let 𝑁 = 𝑘𝑙, and let 𝑙 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑁−1}. Setℌ𝑙 := 𝐻𝑙𝐻𝑙,𝑁 . We let SEP𝑙 (𝑋) = (𝑆SEP,𝑊SEP) := IP( 𝑋̃)/ℌ𝑙.
For any 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 , put 𝐻𝑣 � 𝔖𝑘 . We next define an action of

∏
𝑣∈𝑉 𝐻𝑣 on SEP𝑙 (𝑋). We define the action

of 𝐻𝑣 on 𝑉 by

(𝑢, 𝑖) ∗ 𝑔𝑣 =

{
(𝑢, 𝑔−1

𝑣 (𝑖)) 𝑢 = 𝑣

(𝑢, 𝑖) 𝑢 ≠ 𝑣
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for any (𝑢, 𝑖) ∈ 𝑉 and any 𝑔𝑣 ∈ 𝐻𝑣 . We let H denote the product of groups
∏

𝑣∈𝑉 𝐻𝑣 . The action of H on
𝑉 induces its action on 𝑆SEP by (𝜂 ∗ 𝑔𝑣) (𝑢̃) = 𝜂(𝑢̃ ∗ 𝑔𝑣) for any 𝜂 ∈ 𝑆SEP and 𝑢̃ ∈ 𝑉 . We define a bijection

𝜑GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) : 𝑆SEP/H→ 𝑆GEP

by 𝜑GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) (𝜂) (𝑢) =
∑

𝑢∈𝜑−1
𝑉

(𝑢) 𝜂(𝑢̃). The image of this morphism is shown in Figure 5.

Figure 5. The lower part represents the particle jumps in GEP with 𝑘 = 2 and 𝑙 = 2,
while the upper part illustrates an example of corresponding state transitions in SEP on
the expanded graph.

Proposition 3.6. The map 𝜑GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) is a morphism of complete weighted directed graphs. In other
words, the generalized exclusion process GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) is a quotient of the interchange process IP(𝑋).

Proof. Let 𝜋1, 𝜋2 ∈ 𝑆GEP. We assume 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 such that 𝜋𝑢𝑣1 = 𝜋2. Fix 𝜂1 ∈ 𝑆SEP such that 𝜑GEP(𝜂1) =
𝜋1. Then, for any 𝜂2 ∈ 𝜑−1

GEP(𝜋2), there are 𝑢2, 𝑣2 ∈ 𝑉̃ such that 𝜂𝑢2𝑣2
1 = 𝜂2 if and only if there is

𝑖𝑢, 𝑖𝑣 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑘} such that 𝜂1(𝑢, 𝑖𝑢) = 1, 𝜂1(𝑣, 𝑖𝑣) = 0, and

𝜂2(𝑤, 𝑗) =


0 𝑤 = 𝑢, 𝑗 = 𝑖𝑢
1 𝑤 = 𝑣, 𝑗 = 𝑖𝑣

𝜂1(𝑤, 𝑗) otherwise.

Therefore, there are exactly 𝜋1(𝑢) (𝑘 − 𝜋1(𝑣)) elements 𝜂2 ∈ 𝜑−1(𝜋2) such that there is a pair 𝑢̃, 𝑣̃ ∈ 𝑉

which satisfies 𝜂𝑢𝑣̃1 = 𝜂2. This implies that∑︁
𝜂2∈𝜑−1

GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) (𝜋2 )

𝑊SEP(𝜂1, 𝜂2) = 𝜋1(𝑢) (𝑘 − 𝜋1(𝑣))𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣) = 𝑊GEP(𝜋1, 𝜋2).

Therefore, the map 𝜑GEP is a morphism of complete weighted directed graphs. □
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4. Main theorem

In this section, we will prove our main theorem. To prove our main theorem, we introduce some
important theorems about the spectral gap. First, we recall Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture. This
conjecture can be reformulated in our framework as follows.

Theorem 4.1 ([CLR10, Theorem 1.1,§4.1]). For each 𝑙 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑛}, we have the equality

𝜆
IP(𝑋)
1 = 𝜆

SEP𝑙 (𝑋)
1 .

Let 𝑋𝑘 := (𝑉, 𝑘𝑟). Another important result is the equality computed by Piras [Pir10] between the
spectral gap of a random walk on 𝑋 and the spectral gap of a random walk on 𝑋𝑘 .

Theorem 4.2 ([Pir10, Proposition 3.1]). We have the equality

𝜆
RW(𝑋)
1 = 𝜆

RW(𝑋𝑘 )
1 = 𝑘𝜆

RW(𝑋)
1 .

Proof. By [Pir10, Proposition 3.1], we have

𝜆
RW(𝑋)
1 = 𝜆

RW(𝑋𝑘 )
1 .

Moreover, for any 𝑓 ∈ Map(𝑉,R), we have

−LRW(𝑋𝑘 ) 𝑓 (𝑢) = −
∑︁
𝑣∈𝑉

𝑘𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣) ( 𝑓 (𝑣) − 𝑓 (𝑢))

= −𝑘
∑︁
𝑣∈𝑉

𝑟 (𝑢, 𝑣) ( 𝑓 (𝑣) − 𝑓 (𝑢))

= −𝑘LRW(𝑋) 𝑓 (𝑢)

Therefore, we have 𝜆RW(𝑋𝑘 )
1 = 𝑘𝜆

RW(𝑋𝑘 )
1 . □

Corollary 4.3. We have the equality

𝜆
SEP𝑙 (𝑋)
1 = 𝜆

RW(𝑋)
1 = 𝑘𝜆

RW(𝑋)
1 .

Proof. The first equality follows from Theorem 4.1, and the second equality follows from Theorem 4.2. □

We conclude our main theorem.

Theorem 4.4. We have the equality
𝜆

GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋)
1 = 𝜆

RW(𝑋𝑘 )
1 .

In other words, the spectral gap of a generalized exclusion process can be computed by computing the
spectral gap of a random walk, which has a simpler state space than the generalized exclusion process.
In particular, the spectral gap of the normal generalized exclusion process is independent of the number
of particles 𝑙.

Proof. For any 𝑖 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑁}, we 𝐻𝑖 let denote the permutation group of {1, . . . , 𝑖 − 1, 𝑖 + 1, . . . , 𝑁}.
For any ℎ ∈ 𝐻 = 𝐻𝑙𝐻𝑙,𝑁 , there exists 𝑖 = 𝑙 + 1, . . . , 𝑁 such that ℎ𝐻𝑁−1ℎ

−1 = 𝐻𝑖 . Therefore, we
have ∩𝑖=1,...,𝑁𝐻

𝑖 = 𝐻𝑙 ⊂ 𝐻𝑙𝐻𝑙,𝑁 . Moreover, the intersection ∩𝑖=1,...,𝑁−1𝐻
𝑖 is the permutation group of

{1, . . . , 𝑙, 𝑁}.
By Corollary 4.3, it suffices to show that

𝜆
SEP𝑙 (𝑋)
1 = 𝜆

GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋)
1 .
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Since there is a canonical morphism SEP𝑙 (𝑋) → GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) and Lemma 2.17, it is enough to show that

𝜆
GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋)
1 ≤ 𝜆

SEP𝑙 (𝑋)
1 .

By Corollary 4.3, there is an eigenvector 𝑓 of −LRW(𝑋𝑘 ) with the eigenvalue 𝜆
SEP𝑙 (𝑋)
1 . We regard 𝑓 as

the function 𝑉 � 𝑆RW(𝑋𝑘 ) → R. Let 𝑓 : 𝑉 → R be a map induced by pulling back 𝑓 along the canonical
surjection 𝑉̃ → 𝑉 . Then, by the proof of [Pir10, Proposition 3.1], 𝑓 is an eigenvector of −LRW(𝑋) with
the eigenvalue 𝜆RW(𝑋)

1 . We let define the function 𝐹 : 𝑆SEP𝑙 (𝑋) → R by

𝐹 (𝜂) :=
∑︁
𝑠∈𝑆𝜂

𝑓 (𝑠)

where 𝑆𝜂 := 𝜂−1(1) for any 𝜂 ∈ 𝑆SEP𝑙 (𝑋) . Then, by [CLR10, §4.1], 𝐹 is an eigenvector with the eigenvalue
𝜆

SEP𝑙 (𝑋)
1 . Moreover, if we define 𝐹 : 𝑆GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) → R by

𝐹 (𝜋) := 𝐹 (𝜂𝜋),

where 𝜂𝜋 ∈ 𝑆SEP𝑙 (𝑋) is an arbitrary lift of 𝜋 ∈ 𝑆GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) along the canonical surjection 𝑆SEP𝑙 (𝑋) →
𝑆GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) . Since 𝑓 is constant on each fiber 𝑉 → 𝑉 , this does not depend on the choice of lifts of 𝜋.
Moreover, this is an eigenvector of −LGEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) with the eigenvalue 𝜆SEP𝑙 (𝑋)

1 . Indeed, we have

−LGEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋)𝐹 (𝜋) = −LGEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) (𝐹 ◦ 𝜑GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋) ) (𝜂𝜋)

= −LSEP𝑙 (𝑋)𝐹 (𝜂𝜋)

= 𝜆
SEP𝑙 (𝑋)
1 𝐹 (𝜂𝜋)

= 𝜆
SEP𝑙 (𝑋)
1 𝐹 (𝜋).

Therefore, we conclude that
𝜆

GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋)
1 ≤ 𝜆

SEP𝑙 (𝑋)
1 .

This discussion can be summarized in the following diagram. In the diagram, arrows are drawn from the
smaller value of the spectral gap to the larger.

IP(𝑋)
quotient

&&
Theorem 4.1

��

SEP𝑙 (𝑋)

=

��

quotientxx
RW(𝑋)

OO

Theorem 4.2

��

GEP𝑘,𝑙 (𝑋)

OO

RW(𝑋𝑘)

OO

□
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