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Abstract

A Cayley graph on the symmetric group S, is said to have the Aldous property if
its strictly second largest eigenvalue (that is, the largest eigenvalue strictly smaller
than the degree) is attained by the standard representation of S,. For 1 < r <
k < n, let C(n,k;r) be the set of k-cycles of S,, moving every point in {1,...,7}.
Recently, Siemons and Zalesski [J. Algebraic Combin. 55 (2022) 989-1005] posed a
conjecture which is equivalent to saying that for any n > 5 and 1 < r < k < n the
nonnormal Cayley graph Cay(S,,, C(n, k;r)) on S,, with connection set C'(n, k;r) has
the Aldous property. Solving this conjecture, we prove that all these graphs have
the Aldous property except when (i) (n,k,r) = (6,5,1) or (ii) n is odd, k =n — 1,
and 1 <7 < 5. Along the way we determine all irreducible representations of S,

that can achieve the strictly second largest eigenvalue of Cay(S,,C(n,n — 1;7)) as
well as the smallest eigenvalue of this graph.

1 Introduction

We only consider finite simple undirected graphs in this paper. Suppose I is such a graph
and A(I") is the adjacency matrix of I'. Since A(I") is real and symmetric, all its eigenvalues
are real numbers, and they are called the eigenvalues of I'. We usually arrange them in a
non-increasing manner as \; > X\ > --- > )\, and denote the distinct ones among them
by a1 > ag > -+ > . Asin [17], we refer to ay as the strictly second largest eigenvalue
of I'. Whenever we want to stress the dependence of the i-th largest eigenvalue (strictly
i-th largest eigenvalue, respectively) of I' or a real symmetric matrix M, we write \;(I")
or \i(M) (a;(T') or a;(M), respectively) in place of \; («ay, respectively). The spectrum of
M, written Spec(M), is the collection of the eigenvalues of M with multiplicities.

Let G be a finite group with identity element 1, and S an inverse-closed subset of
G\ {1}. The Cayley graph on G with respect to S, denoted by Cay(G,S), is the |S|-
regular graph with vertex set G and edge set {{g,gs} | ¢ € G,s € S}. It is readily seen
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that Cay(G, S) is connected if and only if its connection set S is a generating subset of
G. We say that Cay(G,S) is a normal Cayley graph if S is closed under conjugation;
otherwise it is called a nonnormal Cayley graph.

In [1, 2, 8, 20], it has been shown that the second largest eigenvalue of a regular graph
reflects to some extent how well connected the overall graph is. An expander, roughly
speaking, is a graph with small degree but strong connectivity properties. The second
largest eigenvalue of Cayley graphs has been a focus of study for a long time as many
important expanders are Cayley graphs. See [13] for a survey on expander graphs with
applications and [19, Section 8] for a collection of results on the second largest eigenvalue
of Cayley graphs. The celebrated Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture asserts that the second
largest eigenvalue of any connected Cayley graph on the symmetric group S,, with respect
to a set of transpositions is attained by the standard representation of S,. This conjecture
in its general form was proved in [0] after nearly twenty years of standing. In general,
a Cayley graph Cay(S,,S) on S, is said to have the Aldous property [17] if its strictly
second largest eigenvalue is attained by the standard representation of S,. In [17], the
authors of the present paper identified three families of normal Cayley graphs on S,, with
the Aldous property, one of which can be considered as a generalization of the normal
case of Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture. Refer to [12, 23] for further generalizations of
Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture for normal Cayley graphs on symmetric groups.

One specific way to generalize Aldous’ spectral gap conjecture is to verify whether
the Cayley graph on a symmetric group with connection set formed by cycles of certain
length has the Aldous property. Let C'(n, k) be the conjugacy class of all k-cycles in S,
for 2 < k < n. With the help of the representation theory of symmetric groups, Siemons
and Zalesski [20] determined the strictly second largest eigenvalue of Cay(S,,C(n,k))
for k = n or n — 1. Their results indicate that when k£ is n or n — 1, the normal
Cayley graph Cay(S,,C(n,k)) does not possess the Aldous property. In [21, Theorem
1.2], Maleki and Razafimahatratra proved that if n — k > 2 is relatively small compared
to n then Cay(S,,C(n,k)) has the Aldous property. They conjectured [21, Conjecture
1.4] that the same result holds for any k between 2 and n — 2, that is, for any n > 4
and 2 < k < n — 2, the strictly second largest eigenvalue of Cay(S,,C(n,k)) is attained

by the standard representation of S, and its value is =1 (Z) (k — 1)!. This conjecture

n—1
was proved to be true for k = 2 [9], K = 3 [11] (see also [17, Remark 4.1]), k = 4 [12]
and k = 5 [21]. Recently, this conjecture was fully proved in [18], where the authors of

the present paper discussed the strictly second largest eigenvalue of Cay(S,,, C'(n, I)) with
C(n,I) = UgerC(n, k) and I C {2,3,...,n}.

Determining the strictly second largest eigenvalue of nonnormal Cayley graphs is quite
challenging in general but has been settled for several families. For 1 < i < j < n, let
ri; € S, be the permutation which maps 4,7 +1,...,7 — 1,7 to 7,7 —1,...,i + 1,4,
respectively, and fixes all other points in [n] = {1,2,...,n}. The Cayley graphs on S,
with connection sets {r;; | 2 <j <n}and {r;; | 1 <i < j < n} are called the pancake
graph P, and reversal graph R, respectively. In [5], Cesi determined the second largest
eigenvalue of P, for n > 3, which was proved to be attained by the standard representation



of S,. Thus the pancake graphs have the Aldous property, which is called Property (A)
in [5]. Then Chung and Tobin in [7] determined the second largest eigenvalue of R, by
recursively decomposing R,, into P, and copies of R,_1, where one can tell from the proof
that the reversal graphs also have the Aldous property.

The method used in [7] for dealing with R,, was further utilized by Huang and Huang
[11] to determine the second largest eigenvalues of the Cayley graphs on the alternating
group A, with connection sets {(124),(1i2) [3<i<n},{(1ij),(1ji)|2<i<j<n}
and {(i j k), (i k j) | 1 <i<j <k <n}, respectively. Here (i j k) denotes the 3-cycle
in A, sending ¢ to j, 7 to k and k to i. Suppose r, k,n are three integers satisfying
1 <r <k <mn In[20], Siemons and Zalesski defined H := C(n, k;r), as a subset of
C(n, k), to be the set of k-cycles of S,, moving every point from 1 to r, and they determined
all the eigenvalues of H* := Y, h € CS, on the natural permutation module M ™~11)
of S, among which the second largest one is

pia(n, ) = (k:—2)!<z_r> ! ((k;—l)(n—k)— <k_7’_1><k_r>>.

—rjn—r n—r—1

Then ps(n, k;r) provides a lower bound for the strictly second largest eigenvalue of the
nonnormal Cayley graph Cay(S,,, C(n, k;r)) (see [26, Theorem 1.3]). Siemons and Zalesski
[26] then conjectured that ps(n, k;r) is exactly the strictly second largest eigenvalue of
Cay(Sy, C(n, k;r)) for all triplets (n, k,r) satisfying 1 < r < k < n. Since the natural
permutation module M ™11 decomposes into one trivial representation and one stan-
dard representation, pus(n, k;r) actually is the largest eigenvalue of H™ on the standard
representation of S,,. Thus their conjecture can be restated in the following form.

Conjecture 1.1 ([26]). Suppose n > 5 and 1 < r < k < n. The strictly second largest
eigenvalue of Cay(S,, C(n, k;r)) is ua(n, k;r), attained by the standard representation of
Sn. In other words, Cay(Sy,C(n, k;r)) has the Aldous property.

The case k = r+1 with 2 <r < n—2 of this conjecture has been confirmed in [26, The-
orem 1.4]. A recent result in [11] also indicates that as(Cay(S,,C(n,3;2))) = ua(n, 3;2).
Combining these with the very early work in [10] about Ay(Cay(S,,C(n,2;1))) =n — 2,
we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. ([10], [I1] and [26, Theorem 1.4]) Suppose n >5 and2 < k <n—1. The
strictly second largest eigenvalue of Cay(S,,C(n,k;k—1)) is (k—1)!(n — k), attained by
the standard representation of S,,. In other words, Cay(S,,C(n,k;k —1)) has the Aldous
property.

Further evidence supporting Conjecture 1.1 can be found in [1 1], where one can deduce
that as(Cay(S,,C(n,3;1))) = n? — 5n + 5, which is equal to ps(n,3;1). Combining this
with Theorem 1.2, we see that Conjecture 1.1 is true for £ = 2, 3. In this paper we solve
Conjecture 1.1 in the general case where 4 < k < n — 1. We prove this conjecture is
almost always true and determine exactly when the conjecture is not true. The following
is a summary of our main results.



Theorem 1.3. Supposen >5, k>4 and1 <r <k <n—1. Then Cay(S,,C(n,k;r))
has the Aldous property except for the following cases:

(1) n=6,k=5andr=1;
(2) n>bisodd, k=n—1and1<r <%,

The overall method used in this paper is induction. One induction base is the case
r = k — 1 and the Aldous property of Cay(S,,C(n,k;k — 1)) as seen in Theorem 1.2.
We then build another induction base in Section 3, dealing with the case k =n — 1. As
we can see from Theorem 1.3, there are some exceptions in the case k = n — 1. Thus
in Section 4 we first build some additional induction base in the case k = n — 2 and
then we do induction on both n — k and n — r to show that Cay(S,,C(n, k;r)) has the
Aldous property whenever 4 < k < n — 2. Here this induction method is similar to
that used in [7] for dealing with the reversal graphs. We decompose Cay(S,,, C(n, k;))
into one Cay(S,,C(n,k;r + 1)) and n copies of Cay(S,_1,C(n — 1,k;r)). Thanks to a
recurrence relation for po(n, k;r) (see (10)), we can finally prove in Theorems 4.4 and 4.6
that as(Cay(S,,C(n, k;r))) = pa(n, k;r) forany 4 <k <n—-2and 1 <r < k.

The most subtle case k = n — 1 will be handled in Section 3, where the approach
used is to decompose the nonnormal connection set C'(n,n — 1;7) into some mutually
disjoint subsets P; := C'(n,n — 1) N G; with r + 1 < i < n. Here G, is the stabilizer of
i € [n] in S,. This kind of decomposition works well when r is large. For small r, we
decompose C(n,n — 1;r) in another way by deleting P; := C(n,n—1)NG; with 1 <i <r
from C(n,n —1). Now each P; is normal not in S,, but in some subgroup of S,, which is
isomorphic to S,_;. With these decompositions, we can apply Branching Rule and use
irreducible characters of S,,_; to express the eigenvalues of each irreducible representation
of S, on every P" = 3 ,cp h € CS,. Then by Weyl Inequalities, we can make use of
these eigenvalues to bound that of each irreducible representation of S,, on C'(n,n — 1;7)
and finally identify the strictly second largest eigenvalue of Cay(S,, C(n,n — 1;7)).

The main results in Section 3 are Theorems 3.3 and 3.5, which are summarized in
the following Table 1. The third column of this table shows the partitions of n with
their corresponding irreducible representations attaining the strictly second largest eigen-
value of Cay(S,, C(n,n—1;r)) and the last column demonstrates the multiplicity of that
eigenvalue. Note that the standard representation of S, just corresponds to the partiton
(n —1,1). Thus from Table 1 we know exactly when Cay(S,,C(n,n — 1;r)) has the Al-
dous property. As byproducts of Theorems 3.3 and 3.5, we also determined the (second)
smallest eigenvalue of Cay(.S,,C(n,n — 1;7)) in Corollaries 3.4 and 3.7.

Theorem 1.3 will follow from Theorems 3.3, 3.5, 4.4 and 4.6 with no effort.

2 Preliminaries

The representation theory of finite groups plays a critical role in studying eigenvalues of
Cayley graphs, as will be seen shortly in Propositions 2.1 and 2.2. For basic concepts and



Cn,n—1;r) withn>7 Partitions Multiplicity
r=1 (2,1772%) n—1
2<r<g (2,1"72) (n—1)(r—1)
n is odd
5<r<n-—2 (n—1,1) n—1)(n—r—1)
(n—1,1), (2,1"?%)
r=1,2 Unknown
n is even ((n - 27 12)7 (37 1n—3) )
3<r<n-—2 (n—1,1), (2,1"?%) 2n =1 (n—r—-1)

Table 1: Summary of Theorems 3.3 and 3.5. The partitions enclosed in parentheses are
the potential candidates for attaining the strictly second largest eigenvalue.

properties of representations and characters of groups, the reader is referred to [14, 16,
, 25]. In what follows, for any finite group G we use

G ={p1,pa,- o}

to denote a complete set of inequivalent (complex) irreducible matrix representations of
G, with the assumption that p; is the trivial representation. For any p; € G, the map

Xi : g — Trace(pi(g)), g€ G

is the character of p;, and the ratio

is known as the normalized character of p; on g € G, where x;(1) equals the dimension
dim p; of p;. Note that dim p; = 1 for the trivial representation p;.

It is known [22] that the adjacency matrix of Cay(G, S) equals Y- cg Rreg(s), where reg
is the right regular representation of G and R,e(s) is the permutation matrix depicting
the multiplication on G from the right by s. The regular representation of G decomposes
as a direct sum of all irreducible representations of GG, each appearing with multiplicity
identical to its dimension. Therefore, we have the following proposition, where

pi(S) == 3 pils)

seS

and @ denotes the direct sum of matrices.

Proposition 2.1. [22, Proposition 7.1] The adjacency matriz of Cay(G,S) is similar to
di1p1(S) © dapa(S) & -+ - © dipr(5),
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where d; is the dimension of p; € G and

dipi(S) = pi(S) ® pi(S) @ - @ pi(S) .
d;

This implies that the multiset of eigenvalues of Cay(G, S) is the union of d; multisets
of eigenvalues of p;(S) for 1 < i < k. If a fixed number A is an eigenvalue of each p;(5)
with multiplicity m;, which could be 0, then as an eigenvalue of Cay(G, S) its multiplicity
equals % , d; - m;. In the case that Cay(G,.S) is normal, by Schur’s Lemma, all p;(S)’s
are scalar matrices (see [9, Lemma 5]) and the eigenvalues of Cay(G, S) can be expressed
in terms of the irreducible characters of G in the following way.

Proposition 2.2 ([9, 28]). Let {x1,X2,---,Xx} be a complete set of inequivalent irre-
ducible characters of G. Then the eigenvalues of any normal Cayley graph Cay(G,S) on
G are given by

Aj

: Sxi(s)=>_x;(s), i=12,...k

Xj(l) seS seS
Moreover, the multiplicity of A; is equal to Y21 <i<p, a—, Xi(1)*.

We say that the strictly second largest eigenvalue of Cay(G, .S) is attained or achieved
by p; € G if
ay(Cay (G, 5)) € Spec(pi(9));

when Cay(G, S) is normal, this is equivalent to

az(Cay(G, S)) = > Xi(s).
seS
Let ¢ = [G : (S)] be the index of the subgroup (S) in G. Then Cay(G, S) is the union
of ¢ copies of the connected Cayley graph Cay((S),S) with degree |S|. Thus the largest
eigenvalue |S| of Cay(G, S) has multiplicity ¢, and the strictly second largest eigenvalue
as(Cay(G, S)) just equals A.y1(Cay (G, S)).

A partition of a positive integer n is a sequence of positive integers v = (71,72, - - -, Ym)
satisfying v1 > v9 > -+ > ypand n = v +v% + -+ + ¥ We use v - n to indicate
that v is a partition of n. We say « is a hook if v = (n — m,1™) with 0 < m < n — 1,
and v = (n —m,2,1™ %) with 2 < m < n — 2 is called a near hook. Recall from
the representation theory of symmetric groups [25] that for each partition of n, we can
construct an irreducible module of S,, known as the Specht module. It is well known
that all the Specht modules corresponding to partitions of n form a complete list S, of
inequivalent irreducible modules of S,,. For any subset H of S,,, define

H* =Y heCs,

heH

Lemma 2.3. [20, Lemma 6.3] Let G = S,, and let L be an irreducible G-module. Then
there is a basis of L such that the matrices of g+ g~' on L are symmetric for any g € G.
Consequently, if H C G is a subset such that H = H~!, then the matriz of H* on L is

symmetric.



For ¢  n, we use S¢ to denote the corresponding Specht module of S,, and p; the ma-
trix representation of S¢, with dimension d;, under the basis such that p;(H) is symmetric
and thus has real eigenvalues whenever H C S, is closed under inverse. The existence
of this basis is guaranteed by Lemma 2.3. The representations p(,) and p») are just
the trivial and the sign representations of S, respectively. The standard representation
of S, refers to pp,—1,1). Sometimes we say (, instead of p¢, attains the strictly second
largest eigenvalue of some Cayley graph on S,. Let x¢(-) and X¢(-) denote the character
and the normalized character of p¢, respectively. We have x()(0) = Xm)(0) = 1 and
X (o) = Xan (o) = sgn(o) for any o € S,,.

A Young diagram is a finite collection of boxes arranged in left-justified rows, with
the row sizes weakly decreasing. The Young diagram associated to the partition ( =
(C1,Cay -+, Cm) is the one that has m rows and (; boxes on the i-th row. The notation
(™ denotes any partition of n — 1 whose Young diagram is obtained by removing one box
from that of (. Denote by a = (4, 7) the box in the i-th row and j-th column of the Young
diagram of (. Then it has hook

H,=H;;={(,5) € C:j > j}U{(i,j) € (4 =1}
with corresponding hook-length
ha = hij = |Hyl.

To illustrate, if ¢ = (42,33, 1), then the dotted boxes in

are the hook Hj o with hook-length hy o = 6. The following lemma states the well-known

Hook Formula for the dimension x¢(1) of any p € S,., where 1 is the identity element of
Sh.

Lemma 2.4. [25, Theorem 3.10.2] If ( - n, then

n!
Mijyec hiy

Branching Rule describes how irreducible representations of S, decompose into irre-

x¢(1)

ducible representations of .S,,_;.
Theorem 2.5. (Branching Rule, [25, Theorem 2.8.3]) If ( b n, then S¢ g, = @ 5S¢ .

The conjugate or transpose of a partition ¢ = ((1,(s,...,(n) F n is defined as (' =
({1, ¢, -..,¢,) F n, where (] is the length of the i-th column of . In other words, the
Young diagram of ¢’ is just the transpose of that of (. The relation between p¢(-) and
per(+) is reflected in the following lemma.



Lemma 2.6. ([15, 2.1.8]) For any ¢ F n, we have

per(-) = sen(-)pc(:)-

The next two lemmas formulate the normalized characters of S, on n-cycles and
(n — 1)-cycles, respectively, which follow from [25, Lemma 4.10.3], [26, Lemma 4.3] and
Hook Formula.

Lemma 2.7. [25, Lemma 4.10.3] Suppose ( = n. If o is an n-cycle of S,, then

n! )

{(l)m"("ml)!m! if¢=Mnm—-—m,1™) with0<m<n-—1

0, otherwise.

Lemma 2.8. [26, Lemma 4.3] Suppose ( - n. If o is an (n — 1)—cycle of S,, then

1, if ¢ = (n);
Xc(o) = E—_&’lnljj—lx —m)(nm—2) m(m—2)! A, “2) i
e =L i C=(n—m,2,1"?) with2 <m <n—2;
0, otherwise.

Upper and lower bounds on eigenvalues of a symmetric matrix over the reals can be
obtained from a theorem of Hermann Weyl [27]. See also [/, Theorem 2.8.1].

Theorem 2.9. (Weyl Inequalities) Let C = A+ B be symmetric m x m matrices, and let
V1> 2 Y, Qg s > Qup, 51 > -0 > B be the eigenvalues of C) B, A, respectively.
Then for i,j5 € {1,2,...,n}, we have v;1;—1 < o; + ; wheneveri+ j —1 < m and
Vitj—m = o; + B whenever i +j — 1> m. In particular,

71§a1+61 and /szam+6m~

Remark. In this paper, we may apply Weyl Inequalities to symmetric matrices A, B, C'
satisfying C' = A — B. In this situation, the eigenvalues {7;}7, of C' are bounded by the
eigenvalues {«;}", of A and the eigenvalues {3;}; of B in the following way:

Vitj—1 < 0 — By—jy1 whenever ¢ 4 j —1 < m,

Vitj—m = 0 — Bm—jy1 Whenever ¢ +j —1 > m.

Recall that G; is the stabilizer of ¢ € [n| in S,. We use G;; to denote the set of
permutations of S, sending ¢ to j. Then all the right cosets of G},

Hz‘ . Sn:GLZ'UGQ,iU"'UGn’i (1)

form a decomposition of S,,. In [12] the edge set of a Cayley graph Cay(G, S) is defined as
{{g9,s9} | g € G, s € S}, and when composing two permutations o o 7 in S,,, the authors
in [12] do it from left to right. However, in this paper we define the edge set of Cay(G, S)
as {{g,9s} | g € G, s € S} and when composing two permutations o o 7 in S,,, we do it
from right to left. Considering this nonessential difference, we apply [12, Theorem 7] to
Cay(S,, C(n, k;r)) in the following manner.



Lemma 2.10. [12, Theorem 7] Let H = C(n, k;r) and I’ = Cay(S,, H), wheren > 5 and
1 <r <k <n. The right coset decomposition I1; of S,, given in (1) leads to an equitable
partition of I, and the corresponding quotient matriz B is symmetric and independent on
the choice of i € [n|. Moreover, if X is an eigenvalue of I other than that of B, then, for

each j € [n|, we have
A< A (Cay (G, H N Gy)) + Az (Cay (Sn, H\ (HNG))), (2)
where G is the stabilizer of j € [n] in S,.

Remark. (i) The quotient matrix B of II; for any i € [n] is exactly the permutation
matrix of HT arising from the natural permutation module M ™51 of S,. Thus
as the second largest eigenvalue of H+ on M™ 1Y i5(n, k;r) is exactly A\y(B). By
Young’s Rule, the natural permutation module M~ 1Y of S, decomposes into one
trivial module S and one S~V Thus the spectrum of H* on M1 ig the
union of the spectra of H* on S™ and S LY. Clearly, H* acting on S™ gives
the largest eigenvalue |H| of Cay(S,, H). Then the spectrum of H* on S"~1Y
is obtained by dividing the largest eigenvalue |H| from the spectrum of H* on
M@=1Y In particular, the second largest eigenvalue pig(n, k;r) of H+ on M™11),
which is also \o(B), is exactly the largest eigenvalue of H* on S™~1Y that is,

1 (pn-1,1)(H)).

(i) When j < r, the definition of H = C(n, k;r) implies that H N G; = 0, and thus the
right hand side of (2) is just Ao(Cay(S,, C(n, k;r))), which is a trivial upper bound
for \. When making use of (2), we shall take j from [n] \ [r] and mostly we just let
7 =n.

The following two lemmas on the spectrum of p(,—1,1)(C(n, k;7)) is a direct corollary

of Theorem 5.2, Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 3.2 in [20].

Lemma 2.11. Let H = C(n, k;7), where n > 5 and 2 < r < k < n. Then the distinct
eigenvalues of H on the standard representation of S, are

eulptoesa(#) = (=21~ ) (= -y - BT,

k—r)n—r n—r—1
calpo-sn(i0) = (=21 Z7) (M= 1) g

az(pm-1,1)(H)) = —(k = 2)! (k - T)-

Lemma 2.12. Let H = C(n,k;1), where n > 5 and 2 < k < n. Then the distinct
eigenvalues of H on the standard representation of S, are

nlpto-sa(#) = =21 7)ot (0= =) = 2D g

n—2

calpirsa) = ~(e- 20 ().



The following lemma gives the multiplicities of the eigenvalues of pg,—11)(C(n,n—1;7)).
The proof here is similar to that of Lemma 6.1 in [20].

Lemma 2.13. Letn > 5 and H = C(n,n — 1;7). When 2 <r < n — 2, the spectrum of
H™ on the standard representation of S, are

Spec(pp_11)(H)) = <T(” =3)! 2r—n)(n-3)! (r—mn)(n— 3)!) .

n—r—1 1 r—1

When r = 1, the spectrum of H™ on the standard representation of S, are

Spec(pm-1,1)(H)) = <(T:L - ?;)! —(nl— 2)!) |

Proof. Suppose 2 < r < n—2. From [26, Theorem 5.2|, we obtain that all the eigenvalues
of H* on the natural permutation module M®~4Y are |H|, r(n — 3)!, (2r — n)(n — 3)!
and (r — n)(n — 3)!. Clearly, the largest eigenvalue |H| is simple. Lemma 3.2 in [20]
indicates that the multiplicities x, y, z of the other three eigenvalues are such that
{2,y,2} = {1, n—r —1, r — 1}. For each ¢ € S, the trace of o on M"Y is the
number of fixed points of o. Thus the trace of HT on M"Y is |H|. Then we have

|H|+z-r(n=3)!+y-2r—n)(n—3)!+z2-(r—n)(n—3)! =|H|

If we take x =n—r—1,y=1and z = r — 1, then the quality holds. In addition, the
equality fails for any other choice of z, y, z such that {z,y,z} = {1, n—r—1, r—1}.
The proof for the case r = 1 is similar. O

Finally, we cite the following lemma, which indicates that Cay(S,,C(n,k;r)) is con-
nected if k is even and has two connected components each isomorphic to Cay(A,,, C(n, k;r))
if k is odd.

Lemma 2.14. [26, Lemma 5.1] Let 1 <r < k < n and let X be the smallest subgroup of
Sy containing C(n, k;r). Then X =S, if k is even, and X = A, if k is odd.

3 Chnn—1;r)

For every i € [n], the symmetric group Symp\ i} is isomorphic to S, under the isomor-
phism f; : Sympp iy — Sn—1, g+ (n i)g(n i), and f; sends

P :=C(n,n—1)NG,;

to C'(n—1,n —1). Thus for any ¢ - n, we have p¢(C(n—1,n— 1)) = Mip(P;))M; " with
M; = pc((n 7)). This indicates that pc(Pr), pe(P2), - .., pc(Py) share the same spectrum
with p(C(n—1,n—1)) for any fixed ( F n. Now we use Branching Rule to calculate the
eigenvalues of p.(C(n —1,n — 1)) for every irreducible representation p. of S,, except for
the trivial representation p(,) and the standard representation p(,—_11). The results are
recorded in the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. Let H=C(n—1,n— 1), where n > 7, and let { - n be such that { # (n)
or (1™).

(a) If  is not a hook or a near hook, then all the eigenvalues of p.(H) are 0.

(b) If ( = (n — m,1™) is a hook with 1 < m < n — 2, then the distinct eigenvalues of
pc(H) are (—=1)™m!(n —2 —m)! and (—1)"(m — 1)l(n — 1 —m)!.

(¢) If ¢ = (n—m,2,1™ %) with 2 < m < n — 2, then the distinct eigenvalues of p-(H)
are (=1)™ 1 (m —1)!(n — 1 —m)! and 0.

Proof. Since H = C(n—1,n—1) is normal in S,,_1, we obtain by Branching Rule p.(H) =
@D¢- pc-(H), and by Schur’s Lemma each p.-(H) is a scalar matrix. We then derive
from the definition of normalized characters and the fact that they are class functions
that p.-(H) = |H| - X¢-(0) - L, where o is any (n — 1)-cycle of S,_; and Z,, is the
identity matrix with dimension m = dimp.-. Thus the distinct eigenvalues of p.(H) are
{|H| - X¢-(0)}¢-, where X¢-(0) can be calculated by Lemma 2.7.

(a) When ( is not a hook or a near hook, (~ is never a hook. From Lemma 2.7, the
normalized character of (~ on o is 0. Then the eigenvalues of p.(H) are all 0’s.

(b) If ( = (n —m,1™) is a hook with 1 < m <n —2 then (- = (n—1—-m,1™) or
(n —m, 1™ ). By Lemma 2.7, we have |H| - X(n—1-m,1m)(0) = (=1)"m!(n — 2 — m)!
and |H| - X (n—m,1m-1y(0) = (=1)™ ' (m—1)!(n—1—m)!. Thus the distinct eigenvalues
of pc(H) are (—=1)™m!(n — 2 —m)! and (=1)""*(m — 1)!(n — 1 —m)!.

(c) It ¢ = (n—m,2,1™ ) with 2 < m < n—2, then (* = (n—m, 1™!), (n—m—1,2,1m2)
if m <n—3,or (n—m,2,1™73) if m > 3. The last two values of (™ attain 0 characters
on ¢ by Lemma 2.7 and |H| - X(—m,1m-1)(¢) = (=1)""1(m — 1)!(n — 1 — m)!. Thus
the distinct eigenvalues of p(H) are (—1)"*(m —1)!(n — 1 — m)! and 0.

This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.2. Let H =C(n,n—1;r), wheren > 7 andr € {1,2,...n—2}, and let ( - n
be such that ¢ # (n), (n —1,1), (2,1"72) or (1").

(a) Ifnis odd and 1 <1 <2, then M\(pc(H)) <2(n—2)(n —4)L
(b) Ifnis odd and 3 <1 <n/2, then A\(p;(H)) < r(n—3).
(¢) If nis odd and n/2 <r <mn—2, then \(pc(H)) < (n—1)(n—3).

(d) If n is even and 1 < r < 2, then M\(pc(H)) < r(n — 3)!; moreover, if in addition
¢ # (n—2,1%) or (3,1"73), then M (pc(H)) < r(n —3)!.

(e) If nis even and 3 <r <mn —2, then \(pc(H)) <2(n—r)(n—4).
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Proof. Recall P, = C(n,n — 1) N G; for every i € [n]. Then P; is closed under inverse
and conjugation in Symg,;;; and these P;’s are mutually disjoint. For any ¢ - n and any
i € [n], the matrix p(P;) is symmetric, guaranteed by Lemma 2.3, and shares the same
eigenvalues with p.(C(n —1,n — 1)) by the analysis above Lemma 3.1.

We decompose H into n — r parts as H = U;_, 1 P;. Then for any ( F n we have
pc(H) =37, 1 pc(P;) and by Weyl Inequalities, the following bound for Ay (p¢(H)) holds:

M(pc(H)) < (n=m)hi(pe(Cln —1,n = 1))). (3)
Now substitute the results of Lemma 3.1 into (3).
e If ¢ is not a hook or a near hook, then A\;(p-(H)) < 0.

o If ( = (n—m,1™) with 2 <m < n — 3 and m is even, then

(n—r)(n—23)!, if nis odd,;

Mpe(H)) < (n—r)ml(n—2—-m)! < {2(n —7)(n—4)!, if n is even.

If ( =(n—m,1™) with 2 <m <n—3 and m is odd, then \i(p;(H)) < (n—1)(m —
Di(n—1—m)! <2(n—r)(n—4)..

e If ( =(n—m,2,1™?%) with 2 <m <n—2and m is even, then A\ (p:(H)) < 0.

If ¢ =(n—m,2,1m2) with 2 <m <n—2 and m is odd, then

M(pc(H)) < (= r)m = )10 1 —m)! < {<” — e =k H s odd
2(n —r)(n—4)!, if n is even.

To sum up, when n is odd, the largest eigenvalue of p.(H) is no larger than (n—r)(n—3)!;
when n is even, the largest eigenvalue of p.(H) is no larger than 2(n — r)(n — 4)!. This
completes the proof of (¢) and (e).

We now express H as H = C(n,n — 1) \ (U;_,F;). Then for any ¢ - n, we have
pc(H) = pe(C(nyn — 1)) — X4, pe(Pr). By Weyl Inequalities, we have the following
bound for A\ (pc(H)):

M(pe(H)) < Mlpg(Cn,n = 1)) =7 - Apin(pc(C(n = 1,0 = 1))). (4)

As C(n,n — 1) is a conjugacy class of S, the matrix p.(C(n,n — 1)) is a scalar matrix
and the unique eigenvalue of p-(C(n,n — 1)) is given by |C(n,n — 1)| - X¢(0), where o
is any element in C'(n,n — 1) and X¢(0) can be calculated by Lemma 2.8. Substituting
Lemma 3.1 into (4) gives us the following results:

e Suppose (¢ is not a hook or a near hook. The eigenvalues of p.(C(n,n — 1)) and
pc(C(n—1,n —1)) are all 0. Thus from (4) we derive that \(p(H)) < 0.

o If ( = (n—m,1™) with 2 < m < n—3 and m is even, then all eigenvalues of
pc(C(n,n —1)) are 0 and thus M\ (pc(H)) <r-(m—-—Dl(n—1—-—m)! <r(n—-3)L If
in addition ¢ # (n — 2,1?), then A\ (pc(H)) < r(n — 3)!.
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o If (=(n—m,1™) with 2 <m <n —3 and m is odd, then we have

2r(n —4)!, if nis odd;

r(n—3)!, ifnis even.

Mpe(H)) <r-mlln—2-m)! < {

Here if in addition n is even and ¢ # (3,1"7?), then A\ (pc(H)) < r(n — 3)!.

e If ( = (n—m,2,1™?) with 2 < m < n — 2 and m is even, then the unique
eigenvalue of p.(C(n,n—1))is —(n—m)(n—2—m)!m(m—2)! and thus A\ (pc(H)) <
—(n—m)(n—2—m)!m(m-=2)14r-(m—1)!(n—1-m)! < (r—1)-(m—1)(n—1—m)! <

(r—1)(n—23).

o If( =(n—m,2,1™?) with 2 < m < n—2 and m is odd, then the unique eigenvalue
of pc(C(n,n—1)) is (n —m)(n — 2 — m)!m(m — 2)! and thus

2(n —2)(n—4)!, ifnisodd;
A H)) < (n-— —2—m)! -2) <
1pc(H)) < (n=m)(n m)tm(m =2) < {3(n —3)(n—>5)!, ifnis even.
Ifnisoddand 1 <r <2, then A\(p;) < min{(n—r)(n—3)!,2(n—2)(n—4)!} = 2(n—2)(n—
. If nis odd and 3 < r < n/2, then A\;(p;) < min{(n—7)(n—3),r(n—3)!1} =r(n—3)..
If nis even and 1 < r < 2, then \(p;) < min{2(n —r)(n —4)!,r(n — 3)!} = r(n —3)!;
moreover, if in addition ¢ # (n — 2,12) or (3,1"73), then A\ (p¢) < r(n — 3)!. O

Theorem 3.3. Let I' = Cay(S,,C(n,n — 1;7)) withn > 5 odd and r € {1,2,...n — 2}.
Then T' is connected and bipartite with Ao(I') = ao(T") such that the following statements
hold:

(a) If n =5 and r = 1, then X\o(T) = 6 with multiplicity 14, attained exactly by (2,1%)
and (2,2,1).

(b) If n > 7 and r = 1, then X\o(T') = (n — 2)! with multiplicity n — 1, attained uniquely
by (2,1"72).

(c¢) If 2 <r <n/2, then \o(T") = (n—r)(n — 3)! with multiplicity (n —1)(r — 1), attained
uniquely by (2,1"72).

(d) Ifn/2 <r <n—1, then \o(T") = r(n—3)! with multiplicity (n—1)(n—r—1), attained
uniquely by (n —1,1).

Proof. Let H = C(n,n—1;r) with 1 <r <n—2. Since n is odd, all permutations in H are
odd and thus I' = Cay(S,,, H) is a connected regular bipartite graph with Ao(I') = as(I).
When n =5 and 1 <r <n — 2, we verify A\y(I") by computation in MAGMA [3]. For the
remainder of this proof, suppose n > 7.

It is clear that if ( = (n), then matrix p.(H) has only one eigenvalue, which is
|H| = (n—r)(n—2)!; if = (1"), then p, is the sign representation and sends H to —|H]|.
With I' a connected regular bipartite graph, we know that |H| and —|H| are the simple
largest and smallest eigenvalues of I', respectively.
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By Lemma 2.13, we get A\i(pm-1,1)(H)) = r(n — 3)! with multiplicity a :==n —r —1
and
—(n—r)(n-=3)!, f2<r<n-2
—(n—2)!, ifr=1

)‘min(p(n—l,l)(H)) = {

with multiplicity

b r—1, if2<r<n-2;
R if r=1.

Since Lemma 2.6 implies that p in-2) only differs from pg,—11) at odd permutations by
the sign, we have p 1n—2)(H) = —p(n-1,1)(H), which implies

(n—r)(n—-3), if2<r<n-2;
M (p,in-2)(H)) =
1(/)(2,1 2)( )) {(n_2)|’ ifr=1

with multiplicity b and Amin(p2,1n-2)(H)) = —r(n — 3)! with multiplicity a.

First suppose 7 = 1 or 2. From Lemma 3.2 (a) we know that if ( - n and ¢ #
(n),(1™),(n — 1,1) or (2,1"7%), then \(pc(H)) < 2(n — 2)(n — 4)!, which is strictly
smaller than (n — 2)!. Thus X\o(T') = (n — 2)!, attained uniquely by (2,1"72).

Next suppose 3 < r < n/2. We have verified in Lemma 3.2 (b) that if ( - n and
C#(n), (n—1,1), (2,1"2) or (1"), then A\ (pc(H)) < r(n — 3)!, which is strictly smaller
than (n —7)(n — 3)!. Thus X\o(T') = (n — r)(n — 3)!, attained uniquely by (2,1"72).

Now suppose n/2 < r < n — 2. We have verified in Lemma 3.2 (c) that if {( - n and
¢ # (n), (n—1,1), (2,1"2) or (1™), then A\ (pc(H)) < (n —r)(n — 3)!, which is strictly
smaller than r(n — 3)!. Thus A\o(I") = r(n — 3)!, attained uniquely by (n —1,1).

Finally, we apply Proposition 2.1 to derive the conclusion on the multiplicity of Ay(T").
If r = 1, then \y(I') = (n — 2)! is attained uniquely by (2,1"72) and has multiplicity
dion—2y-b=n—1. 1f 2 <r <n/2, then \2(I') = (n —r)(n — 3)! is attained uniquely
by (2,1"72) and has multiplicity d(sin-—2y-b = (n —1)(r —1). If n/2 <r < n — 2, then
Ao(I') = r(n — 3)! is attained uniquely by (n — 1,1) and has multiplicity d,—1,1)-a =
(n—1)(n—r—1). O

The following corollary is about the two smallest eigenvalues of Cay(.S,,, C(n,n—1;7))
with odd n.

Corollary 3.4. Let I' = Cay(S,,C(n,n—1;r)) withn > 5 odd and r € {1,2,...,n—2}.
The smallest eigenvalue of T' is —(n — r)(n — 2)!, which is simple and attained uniquely
by (1™).

(a) If n =5 and r = 1, then the second smallest eigenvalue of T' is —6 with multiplicity
14, attained ezactly by (4,1) and (3,2).

(b) If n > 7 and r = 1, then the second smallest eigenvalue of I is —(n — 2)! with
multiplicity n — 1, attained uniquely by (n — 1, 1).

(¢) If 2 < r < n/2, then the second smallest eigenvalue of T' is —(n — r)(n — 3)! with
multiplicity (n — 1)(r — 1), attained uniquely by (n — 1,1).
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(d) If n/2 < r < n —1, then the second smallest eigenvalue of T' is —r(n — 3)! with
multiplicity (n — 1)(n —r — 1), attained uniquely by (2,1"72).

Proof. Note that I' is a connected bipartite graph when n is odd. Thus the spectrum of
I' is symmetric about 0, that is, if A is an eigenvalue of I' with multiplicity m,, then —A\
is also an eigenvalue of I' with multiplicity m,. Since n is odd, all the permutations in
C(n,n — 1;r) are odd and thus by Lemma 2.6, po(H) = —p(H) for any ¢ - n. Hence A
is an eigenvalue of p(H) with multiplicity mg\ if and only if —\ is an eigenvalue of po/ (H)
with multiplicity mé. Note also that p. and po have the same dimension by Lemma 2.4.
Now this corollary follows from Theorem 3.3 and Proposition 2.1. O

Theorem 3.5. Let I' = Cay(S,,C(n,n—1;r)) withn > 6 even andr € {1,2,...,n—2}.
(a) Ifn =06 andr =1, then az(I") = 9 with multiplicity 160, attained uniquely by (3,2,1).
(b) If (n,r) # (6,1), then as(I") = r(n — 3)!I. Moreover, the following statements hold:

(b.1) If r < 2, then ao(T) is attained by (n — 1,1) and (2,1"72), and can only be
attained by (n —1,1), (2,1"72), (n — 2,1?) and (3,1"3).

(b.2) If3 <r <n-—2, then as(I') has multiplicity 2(n —1)(n —r —1) and is attained
exactly by (n — 1,1) and (2,1"72).

Proof. Since n is even, all permutations in H = C(n,n — 1;r) are even. The graph
I' = Cay(S,, H) has two connected components and both are isomorphic to Cay(4,, H).
Thus the degree |H| = (n — r)(n — 2)! is the largest eigenvalue of I" with multiplicity 2,
attained by p,) and p@ny simultaneously. When n = 6 and 1 < r < 4, we verify ay(I)
via computation in MAGMA [3]. Now suppose n > 8.

We write a = n —r — 1. By Lemma 2.13, we get Ai(pp-1,1)(H)) = r(n — 3)!
with multiplicity a. Since Lemma 2.6 implies that pgin—2y(H) = pu—1,1)(H), we have
A (pein—2y(H)) = M(pn—1,1)(H)) = r(n — 3)! with multiplicity a.

First suppose 1 < r < 2. According to Lemma 3.2 (d), if ( F n is such that { #
(n), (n —1,1), (2,1"72) or (1"), then the eigenvalue A\i(p;(H)) < r(n — 3)!, and if in
addition ¢ # (n — 2,12) or (3,1"7?), then \(pc(H)) < r(n — 3)!. Thus we conculde that
as(T) = r(n — 3)!, which is attained by (n —1,1) and (2,1"72), and can only be attained
by (n —1,1), (2,1"°2), (n — 2,12) and (3, 1"3).

Next suppose 3 < r < n—2. Lemma 3.2 (e) implies that, when ¢ F n such that { # (n),
(n —1,1), (2,1"2) or (1), the eigenvalue M\ (pc(H)) < 2(n —7r)(n — 4)! < r(n — 3)..
Thus we conclude that as(I") = r(n — 3)!, which is attained exactly by (n — 1,1) and
(2,1"72), and that its multiplicity equals d(,—1,1) - a +d(g,1n-2y-a = 2(n — 1)(n —r —1) by
Proposition 2.1. O

Remark. In item (b.1) of the above theorem, we cannot rule out (n—2,1%) and (3, 1"3)
for attaining oy (Cay(S,, C(n,n — 1;r))). For example, the strictly second largest eigen-
value of Cay(Sg, C(6, 5;2)) is 12 with multiplicity 50, attained exactly by (5,1), (4, 1%),(3,13)
and (2,1%); for Cay(Ss, C(8,7;7)) with » = 1 or 2, its strictly second largest eigenvalue
is attained exactly by (7,1), (6,12), (3,1°) and (2, 15). However, we also cannot confirm
that (n—2,1%) and (3,1"7?) always attain ay(Cay(S,, C(n,n—1;r))) in the case of (b.1).
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Lemma 3.6. Let H=C(n,n—1;r), wheren > 7 and r € {1,2,...n—2}, and let (Fn
be such that ¢ # (n), (n—1,1), (2,1"2) or (1"). The following bounds for A (pc(H))
hold:

(@) Ifn is odd and 1 < r <2, then Amin(pc(H)) > —2(n — 2)(n — 4).

(b) Ifn is odd and 3 < r < n/2, then Anin(pc(H)) > —r(n — 3)!.

)
(c) If n is odd and n/2 <r <mn —2, then Apin(pc(H)) > —(n —r)(n —3)L.
(d) Ifnis even and 1 <r <mn —3, then Apin(pc(H)) > —2(n —2)(n —4)!.
)

(e) Ifniseven andr = n—2, then Amin(pc(H)) > —(n—r)(n—3)!; moreover, if in addition
¢ # (n—2,1%), (3,1"?), (n—2,2) or(2,2,1"%), then Apin(pc(H)) > —(n—r)(n—3)L.
Proof. Recall P, = C(n,n — 1) N G; for every i € [n], and that for any ¢ - n and any
i € [n], the matrix p¢(F;) is symmetric and has the same eigenvalues as pc(C(n—1,n—1)).
We apply Weyl Inequalities to two different decompositions of H. The first decompo-
sition is H = U;_, ., P;. Applying Weyl Inequalities, we obtain:
Amin(pc(H)) Z (1 = 1) Amin(pc(C(n — 1,0 — 1))). (5)
Now we substitute Lemma 3.1 to (5).
e If ¢ is not a hook or a near hook, then A, (pc(H)) > 0.
o If ( = (n—m,1™) with 2 < m < n— 3 and m is even, then A\n(pc(H)) >
—(n—r)m—-1l(n—1—m)! > —(n—r)(n—3)!, and if in addition ¢ # (n —2,1?),
then Apin(pc(H)) > —(n —1r)(n —3)L
o If (= (n—m,1™) with 2 <m <n—3 and m is odd, then

—2(n—r)(n—4)!, ifnis odd;

Amin(pc(H)) > —(n —r)m!(n — 2 —m)! > {_(n —r)(n—3)!, ifnis even.

When n is even, if in addition ¢ # (3,1"%), then A\pin(pc(H)) > —(n —r)(n — 3)..

e If ( = (n—m,2,1m %) with 2 < m < n—2 and m is even, then A\yin(pc(H)) >
—(n—r)m—-—1(n—1-—m)! > —(n—r)(n—3)!. When n is even, if in addition
C#(n—2,2)or (2,2,1"%), then Apin(pc(H)) > —(n —r)(n — 3).

o If (= (n—m,2,1m2) with 2 <m <n—2and m is odd, then A\pnin(pc(H)) > 0.

To sum up, we have Apin(pc(H)) > —(n — r)(n — 3)!. For even n, if in addition ¢ #
(n—2,1%), (3,1"7?), (n — 2,2) or (2,2,1"%), then Apin(pc(H)) > —(n —r)(n — 3)..
The second decomposition of H is H = C'(n,n — 1) \ (U;_; P;). This implies p.(H) =
pc(C(n,n —1)) = XL, pe(P,) for any ¢ Fn. By Weyl Inequalities, we have:
Amin (P¢(H)) 2 Amin(p(C(n,n = 1)) =7 M(p(Cln = 1,n = 1))). (6)

The unique eigenvalue of p.(C(n,n — 1)) is given by |C(n,n — 1)| - X¢(0), where o is
any element in C(n,n — 1) and X¢(0) can be calculated by Lemma 2.8. Substituting
Lemma 3.1 into (6) gives us the following results:
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e If ¢ is not a hook or a near hook, then the eigenvalues of p:(C(n,n — 1)) and
pc(C(n—1,n—1)) are all 0, and thus by (6) we derive Apin(pc) > 0.

e If ( = (n—m,1™) with 2 < m < n—3 and m is even, then all eigenvalues of
pc(C(n,n — 1)) are 0 and thus

—r(n —3)! if nis odd:
Amin(pe(H)) > —r-ml(n — 2 —m)! > r(n—3)\, if n is odd;
—2r(n —4)!, if n is even.
e If ( = (n—m,1™) with 2 < m < n— 3 and m is odd, then A\yi,(pc(H)) >
—r - (m — 1)'(n —1—- m)' > _27«(” _ 4)!'

o If ( = (n—m,2,1™2) with 2 < m < n — 2 and m is even, then the unique
eigenvalue of pc(C'(n,n—1)) is —(n —m)(n —2—m)!m(m —2)! and Apnin(pc(H)) >
—(n—m)(n —2—m)m(m —2)! > =2(n —2)(n —4)L.

o If( =(n—m,2,1™?) with 2 < m < n—2 and m is odd, then the unique eigenvalue
of pc(C(n,n—1))is (n —m)(n —2 —m)lm(m — 2)! and

Amin(pc(H)) > (n —m)(n =2 —m)m(m —2)l —r- (m —1)l(n — 1 —m)!
>—(r—1)-(m—=1l(n—-1—-m)!

- —(r—1)(n—3), if n is odd;
T | 2(r—=1)(n—4)!, ifnis even.

To sum up, if n is odd and 1 < r < 2, then A\in(pc(H)) > —2(n — 2)(n —4)!; if n is
odd and 3 <r <n — 2, then A\pin(pc(H)) > —r(n — 3)!; if n is even, then Apin(pc(H)) >
—2(n —2)(n —4)L

Combining the bounds we built via the two decompositions, we have the following
results. If n is odd and 1 < r < 2, then A\yin(pc(H)) > max{—(n —r)(n — 3)!, —2(n —
2)(n—4)!} = =2(n —2)(n —4)!. If nis odd and 3 < r < n/2, then A\uin(pc(H)) >
max{—(n —r)(n—3),—r(n—3)!} = —r(n—3)!. If nis odd and n/2 < r <n — 2, then
Amin(pc(H)) > max{—(n—r)(n—3)!, —r(n—3)!} = —(n—r)(n—3)!. If nis even and 1 <
r < n—3, then Ayin(pc(H)) > max{—(n—r)(n—3)!, =2(n—2)(n—4)!} = —=2(n—2)(n—4)!.
If nis even and r = n—2, then A\ (pc(H)) > max{—(n—r)(n—3)!, —2(n—2)(n—4)!} =
—(n—r)(n—3)!, and if in addition ¢ # (n—2,12%), (3,1"73), (n—2,2) or (2,2,1""%), then
Amin (pc(H)) > —=(n —r)(n = 3)L. 0

Corollary 3.7. Let ' = Cay(S,,C(n,n—1;r)) withn > 6 even andr € {1,2,...,n—2}.

(a) If r = 1, then the smallest eigenvalue of T is —(n — 2)! with multiplicity 2(n — 1),
attained exactly by (n —1,1) and (2,1"72).

(b) If2 <r <n-—3, then the smallest eigenvalue of I" is —(n—r)(n—3)! with multiplicity
2(n —1)(r — 1), attained exactly by (n — 1,1) and (2,1"72).
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(¢) If r =n — 2, then the smallest eigenvalue of T is —(n — r)(n — 3)!, which is attained
by (n —1,1) and (2,1"72) and can only be attained possibly by (n — 1,1), (2,1"72),
(n—2,12), (3,1"9), (n — 2,2) and (2,2, 174).

Proof. Since n is even, all permutations in H = C(n,n — 1;7) are even. The largest
eigenvalue of I" is |H| = (n — r)(n — 2)! with multiplicity 2, attained by (n) and (1")
simultaneously. When n = 6 and 1 < r < 4, we verify the samllest eigenvalue of I' via
computation in MAGMA [3]. Now suppose n > 8.

By Lemma 2.13 and Lemma 2.6, we have

)\min(p(n—lﬂ)(H)) - )‘min(p(2,1"—2)(H)) = {

with multiplicity
b r—1, if2<r<n-—2;
R ifr=1.

First suppose r = 1. We find from Lemma 3.6 (d) that for any ( - n and { # (n),
(n—1,1), (2,1"7%) or (1), we have the smallest eigenvalue Apin(pc(H)) > —2(n—2)(n—4)!,
which is strictly larger than —(n—2)!. Thus the smallest eigenvalue of I" is —(n—2)!, which
is attained exactly by (n —1,1) and (2,1"7?) with multiplicity d,—1,1) - b+ d(g,1n-2) - b =
2(n—1).

Next suppose 2 < r < n — 3. We find from Lemma 3.6 (d) that for any { - n and
¢ # (n), (n—1,1), (2,1"2) or (1"), we have the smallest eigenvalue Apin(pc(H)) >
—2(n—2)(n—4)! > —(n—7r)(n — 3)!. Thus the smallest eigenvalue of " is —(n — r)(n —
3)!, attained exactly by (n — 1,1) and (2,1"72). The multiplicity of this eigenvalue is
d(n—l,l) -b+ d(271n—2) -b= Q(n — 1)(7“ — 1).

Finally, suppose r = n—2. We find from Lemma 3.6 (e) that for any ¢ F n and { # (n),
(n—1,1), (2,1"72) or (1™), we have the smallest eigenvalue Ayin(pc(H)) > —(n—7)(n—3)!.
Thus the smallest eigenvalue of I' is —(n — r)(n — 3)!, which is attained by (n —1,1) and
(2,1"72), and can only be attained possibly by (n —1,1), (2,1"7%), (n — 2,12%), (3,1"7%),
(n —2,2) and (2,2, 1"%). O

Remark. Corollary 3.4 can also be derived based on Lemma 3.6. Moreover, when n = 6,
the smallest eigenvalue of Cay(S,, C(n,n—1;n—2)) is —12 with multiplicity 68, attained
exactly by (n—1,1), (2,1"72), (n —2,1?), (3,1"®), (n — 2,2) and (2,2,1"%).

4 C(nk;r)withk <n-2

In this section, we prove in Theorems 4.4 and 4.6 that Cay(S,,, C'(n, k;r)) has the Aldous
property whenever 4 < k <n—2and 1 <r < k—1. The cases of £ = 2 and 3 have already
been solved in [10] and [11], respectively. Before going straight to proving Theorems 4.4
and 4.6, we first solve the case of even k = n — 2, which acts as the base for induction in
the proof of Theorem 4.4.
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Lemma 4.1. Suppose that n > 8 is even and ¢ = n such that ¢ # (n), (n—1,1), (2,1"%)
or (1"). Let H=C(n,n—2;1). If ( = (n—2,2) or (n —m,1™) with2 < m <n — 3,
then \M(pc(H)) < 0; otherwise M (pc(H)) < (n—1)(n —4)L

Proof. Note that H = C(n,n —2) \ (C(n,n —2) N G;), where G; is the stabilizer of 1 in
Sy Similar to the analysis at the start of Section 3, the map f; sends C(n,n—2)NG; to
C(n —1,n —2) and thus for any ¢ - n, the spectrum of p.(C'(n,n — 2) N Gy) is the same
as that of p.(C(n —1,n —2)). By Lemma 2.3 and Weyl Inequalities, we deduce

Mlpc(H)) < Milpe(C(n, 1 = 2))) = Amin(pe(C(n = 1,0 = 2))). (7)

The set C'(n,n — 2) is the conjugacy class of (n — 2)-cycles in S, of size (Z) (n—3)L
Hence by Schur’s Lemma, p:(C'(n,n — 2)) is a scalar matrix with the unique eigenvalue
|C(n,n —2)| - X¢(0), where o is any (n — 2)-cycle of S,,. Then we can refer to Table 4 in
[18] for all nonzero characters of (n — 2)-cycles in S,,. For the reader’s convenience, we
include this table here.

Ckn dim pg x¢(0)
(n) 1 1
(1) 1 (=)
(n—1,1) n—1 1
(2,1772) n—1 (=t
(n—2,2) e -1
(22, 1n74) n(n;?)) (=1)"
(n—m,3,1m7%) 2m(n_g)(n_m)(n—yg!—n(m—g)!(n—m—s)! (=)™
(n—m,2%, 1) R T Ce ey (=D

Table 2: Nonzero characters of irreducible representations of S, on an (n — 2)-cycle o

As for C'(n—1,n—2), it is the conjugacy class of (n —2)-cycles in S,,_;. By Branching
Rule, for any ¢ = n we have p:(C(n —1,n — 2)) = ®¢-pc- (C(n — 1,n — 2)). Now each
pe-(C(n—1,n—2)) is a scalar matrix and we can get its unique eigenvalue by Lemma 2.8.

o If ( = (n—2,2), then we see from Table 2 that the unique eigenvalue of p.(C(n,n—2))
is —(n—1)(n—4)!. The eigenvalues of p.- (C(n—1,n—2)) are 0 and —2(n—3)(n—>5)!
by Lemma 2.8. Thus it follows from (7) that A;(pc(H)) < —(n—1)(n —4)!+2(n —
3)(n—5)! <0.
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o If ( = (2,2,1"%), then we have \;(pc(C(n,n — 2))) = —Anin(pmn—22)(C(n,n —
2))) = (n—=1)(n—4)!, as pc(C(n,n —2)) = —pn—2,2(C(n,n —2)) by Lemma 2.6.
Similarly, the eigenvalues of p.-(C'(n — 1,n — 2)) are 0 and 2(n — 3)(n — 5)!. Thus
M(pe(H)) < (n—1)(n —4)! follows from (7).

o If ( = (n—m,2,1™2) with 3 < m < n — 3, then we deduce from Table 2 that
AM(pc(C(n,n—2))) = 0. In this case, ¢~ has the form (n—1—s,1°) with2 < s <n—4
or (n—1—1¢,2,1"?) with 2 < ¢ < n — 3. The eigenvalues of p.-(C(n — 1,n — 2))
are 0 and (=1)""Y(n —1—1t)(n —3 —t)!t(t — 2)! with 2 <t < n—3. Thus by (7) we
deduce A\ (pc(H)) <2(n—3)(n—5)!.

o If ¢ =(n—m,3,1™?) with 3 <m < n-—3, then \;(p:(C(n,n—2))) = (=1)™m(n—
m)(n—m—1)(m—3)!(n—m—3)! by Table 2. In this case, (* = (n—1—m,3,1™73)
ifn<n-4,(n—m,3,1™ 1) if n >4, or (n —m,2,1™3). By Lemma 2.8, the
eigenvalues of p.-(C'(n—1,n—2)) are 0 or (—=1)™(n—m)(n—2—m)!(m—1)(m—3)!.
When m is even, A\(pc(H)) < m(n —m)(n —m — 1)(m — 3)(n —m — 3)! <
4(n — 4)(n — 5)(n — 7)I. When m is odd, M(pc(H)) < —m(n —m)(n — m —
Dim=3)!n—m=3)!+(n—m)(n—2—m)!(m—1)(m—3)! <0. Overall, we have
M(pe(H)) < 4(n — 4)(n — 5)(n — 7).

o If ( =(n—m,2,2,1™*) with 4 < m < n — 2, then we have A\;(p:(C(n,n —2))) =
(=1)™(m —1)(m — 2)(n —m + 1)(m — 4)!(n — m — 2)!. In this case, (- = (n —
1—m,2,2, 1™ 4 if m <n—3, (n—m,2,2,1m5) if m > 5, or (n—m,2,1m73).
By Lemma 2.8, the eigenvalues of p.-(C(n —1,n —2)) are 0 or (—1)"(n —m)(n —
m — 2)l(m — 1)(m — 3)!. When m is even, A\i(pc(H)) < (m —1)(m —2)(n —m +
(im—4)!(n—m—2)! <3(n—3)(n—4)(n—06)!. When m is odd, A\;(pc(H)) <
—(m—=1)(m=2)(n—m+1)(m—4)(n—m—2)!+(n—m)(n—m—2)!(m—1)(m—3)! < 0.
Overall, we have \(pc(H)) < 3(n—3)(n—4)(n —6).

e For any other ( F n, Table 2 and Lemma 2.8 imply that all the eigenvalues of
pc(C(n,n —2)) and p.-(C(n —1,n —2)) are 0, and thus A\;(p(H)) < 0 by (7).

To sum up, if ( = (n —2,2) or (n —m,1™) with 2 <m <n — 3, then \(p:(C(n,n —
2;1))) < 0; otherwise A (pc(C(n,n—2;1))) < (n—1)(n —4). O

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that n > 8 is an even integer. The second largest eigenvalue of
' = Cay(S,,C(n,n — 2;1)) is attained uniquely by (n — 1,1). In particular, T' has the
Aldous property.

Proof. Let H = C(n,n — 2;1). If ( = (n), then the unique eigenvalue of p.(H) is

|H| = (";1) (n — 3)!, which is the largest eigenvalue of I'. Similarly, ¢ = (1") gives

the smallest eigenvalue —|H| = —(”;1) (n — 3)! of I'. By Lemmas 2.6 and 2.12, we

have Ai(ppm—1,1y(H)) = n/2(n — 3)! and Ai(pein—2)(H)) = —Amin(pn-1,)(H)) = (n —
2)!1/2. When ¢ # (n), (1"), (n — 1,1) or (2,1"?), we have seen from Lemma 4.1 that
M(pe(C(n,n—2;1))) < (n—1)(n—4)! <n/2(n—3)!. Thus the second largest eigenvalue
of Cay(S,,C(n,n —2;1)) is n/2(n — 3)!, attained uniquely by (n — 1,1). O
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Lemma 4.3. Suppose that n > 8 is even and 2 < r < (n — 1)/2. The second largest
eigenvalue of I' = Cay(S,, C(n,n — 2;r)) is attained uniquely by (n —1,1). In particular,
I’ has the Aldous property.

Proof. Let H = C(n,n — 2;r). If ( = (n), then \(pc(H)) = |H| = (";r)(n —3)! is the

largest eigenvalue of I'. If ¢ = (1"), then A\ (pc(H)) = —|H| = —("gr)(n — 3)! is the
smallest eigenvalue of I'. We then derive from Lemmas 2.6 and 2.11 that
1
M- (H)) = 5= H(n—r=1)n+7r=3)+(n—-r-3)
1

= 5(71 — 4 (n* = 3n —r?+7)

and

)\1(/)(2,1n—2)(H)) = _)\min<p(n—1,1)<H))

= %(n—él)!(n—r)(n—r—l)
= %(n —D(n* =2rm —n+ri+r)
< %(n—4)!(n2 —3n—ri4r).

Now that we have verified A (pc(H)) for ¢ = (n), (1), (n—1,1) and (2,1"?), we assume
in the following that ¢ = n such that ¢ # (n), (1"), (n — 1,1) or (2,1"72).

Notice that C(n,n — 2;i) = C(n,n — 2;i — 1) \ (C(n,n — 2;i — 1) N G;) for any
2 < ¢ < r. By a similar analysis as at the beginning of Section 3, we know that the
spectrum of p:(C'(n,n —2;i— 1) N G;) is the same as that of p.(C(n —1,n—2;i—1)) for
any ¢ Fn. Thus by Weyl Inequalities, we have for any 2 <7 < r,

M (pe(Clnn = 21))) < A(pe(Clmm — 25— 1)) = Amin(pc(Cln — L — 21 — 1),
and thus
M(pc(H)) < M(pe(Cn,n =257 = 1)) — Amin(pe(C(n — 1,0 — 2;r — 1)))

< AMi(pc(C(n,m— 21 —2))) — Ti Amin(p¢(C(n = 1,n = 2; 7))

< M(pe(Clm,n — 21))) —:Amm@w(n ~Ln—2:5).

Branching Rule implies that for 1 < j <r —1,
pcCln=1,n=2j)) = & pe-(Cln = 1,n = 2;5)),
and s0 Amin(pc(C(n —1,n — 2;7))) = ming- Apin(pe- (C(n — 1,n — 2;5))). We then have

the following inequality:

r—1

N (pelH)) < M(pe(C =2 1)) = S min A= (Cln = L =23))). (8)
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Now we make use of Lemma 4.1 to estimate A\ (pc(C(n,n — 2;1))) and Lemma 3.6 to
bound Apin(pe- (C(n—1,n—2;7))) for 1 <j<r—1<(n—3)/2.

e If ( = (n—2,2) or (n —m,1™) with 2 < m < n — 3, then by Lemma 4.1,
M(pe(Cln,n— 1))) < 0. In this case, (T = (n—3,2) or has the form (n—1—s, 1°)
with 1 < s <n — 3. Lemmas 2.6 and 2.13 give

R if j = 1
)\min n— C - 17 _27 =
(p( 2,1)( (n n .7))) {—(n—l—j)(n—4)!, 1f2§]§7“—1,

Amin(P2,1n-3)(C(n — 1,1 =25 5))) = = A(pn—21)(C(n — 1,n — 2;7))) = —j(n — 4)L.

Parts (a) and (b) in Lemma 3.6 imply that when (T = (n—3,2) or (T = (n—1—s, 1°)
with 2 < s <n —4,

(n=3)(n-=5), ifl1<j<2
|

if3<j<r—1.

)\min<p(—<C<n— 1,n — 27]))) > {_](n N 4)

Therefore, Amin(p(n—21)(C(n —1,n —2;7))) = Irclln Amin(pc-(C'(n — 1,n —2;7))) for
every j € {1,2,...,r — 1}, and by (8)

Mlpc(C(n,n = 27))) < (n = 3)! + (n — 4 E:n—l—J

1
é(n —P!2nr —r* —r — 2n)

1
< é(n — 4 (n® —=3n -1 +7).

e For any other ¢, we know from Lemma 4.1 that A\;(pc(C(n,n—2;1))) < (n—1)(n—
4)!. In this case, (T # (n— 1), (n — 2,1) or (1"~!). We have seen that

Amin(p(?,l"*?’)(c(n - 17 n— 27]))) = —](TL - 4)'

We also know from parts (a) and (b) of Lemma 3.6 that when ¢~ # (n—1), (n—2,1),
(2,1"73) or (1"71),

—2(n—=3)(n—>5)!, ifl1<j<2;
|

)\min -(C _1a _27 Z . )
(pe-(C(n n 7)) {_j(n_4),, f3<y<r-—1

Note that —2(n —3)(n —5) < —j(n —4)! for 1 < j < 2. Hence we get by (8)

M(pe(C(n.n = 2:7))) < (n = D)(n = 4+ 4d(n = 3)(n—5)! + (n.— 4)!%
= %<n —D(n® = 3n—7r* + 7).
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To sum up, the second largest eigenvalue of Cay(S,,, C'(n,n—2;r)) is attained uniquely
by (n —1,1). O

Recall from Lemma 2.10 and its remark that the eigenvalue

patbir) = (=21 ) (= -y - E=EET) g

n—r n—r—1

of Cay(S,,C(n,k;r)) discovered in [20, Theorem 1.3] is precisely Ao(B) with B the quo-
tient matrix of the equitable partition II; of Cay(S,,C(n,k;r)), and that pa(n, k;r) is
also the largest eigenvalue of the standard representation p,—11) of S, on C(n,k;r),
that is, a1(pm-1,1)(C(n,k;r))). Consequently, pis(n,k;r) provides a lower bound for
as(Cay(S,, C(n, k;r))). One can directly verify from (9) the recurrence relation

,lLQ(TL, k},T) :MQ(n_lakaT)+M2(nvkvr+1) (10)

forany 1 <r<k—-2and k <n-—2.

According to Lemma 2.14, when k is even, H = C(n, k;r) generates S,,. In this case,
forr € {1,2,...,k—2} and j € [n]\[r], the three graphs Cay(S,, H), Cay(S,, H\(HNG/))
and Cay(G;, H N G;) are all connected, and the strictly second largest eigenvalue of each
of them is exactly their second largest eigenvalue. Now we make use of Lemma 2.10 to
confirm the Aldous property of Cay(S,,C(n, k;r)) when k is even and k <n — 2.

Theorem 4.4. If k is even and 4 < k < n — 2, then Cay(S,,C(n,k;r)) has the Aldous
property for every r € {1,2,..., k—1}.

Proof. Theorem 1.2 indicates that Cay(S,,C(n,k;r)) with r = k — 1 has the Aldous
property, and thus \o(Cay(S,, C(n, ki k —1))) = pa(n, k; k —1).

First assume k = n — 2. We verify via computation in MAGMA [3] that (5,1) is the
unique partition attaining the second largest eigenvalue of Cay(Ss, C'(6,4;7)) for r = 1,
2 and 3. Thus this theorem is true when £ = 4 and 1 < r < 3. Lemmas 4.2 and
4.3 show that when £ > 6 and 1 < r < (n — 1)/2, the conclusion of this theorem
still holds. Now suppose k& > 6 and (n —1)/2 < r < k—1 = n — 3, and we prove
the theorem by induction on n —r. When n — r = 3, that is, » = n — 3, we know
from Theorem 1.2 that \y(Cay(S,,C(n,n — 2;n — 3))) = pa(n,n — 2;n — 3). Suppose
Xo(Cay(S,,C(n,n—2;n—1t))) = po(n,n—2;n—t) for some t € {3,4,...,(n—2)/2}. Let
n—r=t+1,thatis,r=n—t—1¢€ {n/2,(n+2)/2,...,n—4}, and let H = C(n,n—2;r).
By Lemma 2.10, if A is an eigenvalue of Cay(S,,, H) other than that of B, then

A < X (Cay (G, HNG,)) + X2 (Cay (S, H\ (H N G,))) . (11)

Here Cay(G,,H N G,,) is isomorphic to Cay(S,_1,C(n — 1,n — 2;r)) and Cay(S,, H \
(H N G,)) is isomorphic to Cay(S,,C(n,n — 2;r + 1)). By the induction hypothesis, we
have A\o(Cay(S,,C(n,n —2;r +1))) = pa(n,mn —2;r+1). As (n—1)/2 <r < n—4,
Theorem 3.3 (d) indicates that the second largest eigenvalue of Cay(S,,—1,C(n—1,n—2;7))
is attained uniquely by (n — 1,1), and thus A\s (Cay (G, HNG,,)) = po(n —1,n — 2;7).
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Then the right hand side of (11) is pa(n — 1,n — 2;7) + pa(n,n — 2;7 + 1), which is
exactly pa(n,n—2;r) by the recurrence relation (10). Thus (11) gives A < pa(n,n—2;7).
Combining this with [26, Theorem 1.3], which states that ps(n,n — 2;7) is a lower bound
for Ao(Cay(S,,C(n,n — 2;1))), we conclude that po(n,n — 2;r) is the second largest
eigenvalue of Cay(S,,C(n,n — 2;7)). Therefore, Cay(S,,C(n,n — 2;r)) has the Aldous
property for every r € {1,2,...,n — 3}.

Now we conclude the proof by induction on n — k. Suppose the conclusion holds when
n—k =i—1forsomei € {3,4,...,n—4}. Next let n—k = 4. Since Theorem 1.2 states that
Ao (Cay (S, C(n,n—i;n—i—1))) = pa(n,n—i;n—i—1), we assume r € {1,2,... n—i—2}
and let H = C(n,n — i;r). By Lemma 2.10, if A is an eigenvalue of Cay(S,, H) other
than that of B, then

A < A (Cay(S,-1,C(n—1,n —1i;7))) + A2(Cay(S,, C(n,n —i;r + 1))).

As the conclusion of this theorem holds when n — k = ¢ — 1, we have Ay(Cay(S,_1,C(n —
I,n—1471)) = pe(n — 1,n —4;7). Then based on the recurrence relation (10) and [20,
Theorem 1.3], the equality Ao(Cay(S,,C(n,n — ;7 4+ 1))) = po(n,n —i;r + 1) implies
Ao(Cay (S, H)) = pa(n,n — i;r). Hence we conclude that Cay(S,, C(n,n —i;r)) has the
Aldous property for every r € {1,2,...,n—1i — 1}.

We finally arrive at that when k is even and 4 < k <n —2, forany 1 <r < k —1,
the second largest eigenvalue of Cay(S,,C(n,k;r)) equals us(n,k;r), which is exactly
a1(pn-1,1)(C(n, k;r))). In particular, Cay(S,,C(n,k;r)) has the Aldous property. O

When k is odd, H = C(n,k;r) only generates A, according to Lemma 2.14. If
1<r<k—2andje [n]\][r], then the three graphs Cay(S,, H), Cay(S,, H \ (H N Gj))
and Cay(G;, H N G;) all have two isomorphic components and their largest eigenvalues
all have multiplicity 2. In this case, Cay(S,,, H) has the Aldous property if and only if

A3(Cay(S,, C(n, k;r))) = pa(n, kyr) for 1 <r<k<n-—2. (12)

Thus when k is odd, Lemma 2.10 is not strong enough for proving (12). Here we
have two ways to fix this situation. The first way is to make the alternating group
A, as the underlying group and apply [I2, Theorem 7] to Cay(A,,C(n,k;r)). Since
Aao(Cay (A, C(n,k;r))) = A3(Cay(S,, C(n, k;r))), to prove (12) we only need to show
Ao(Cay (A, C(n, k;r))) = pa(n, k;r). The second way, which we adopt here, is that with
some additional discussion, we can get a stronger version of Lemma 2.10, which still has
S, as the underlying group. The key point is that when k is odd, all permutations in
H = C(n,k;r) are even and thus p.(H) = p(H) for any ¢ - n. From the other point of
view, if Ao is an eigenvalue of Cay(S,, H) with f an Ag-eigenvector, then g := f - sgn is
also an Ag-eigenvector of Cay(S,,, H). In fact, for any o € S,,,

Ag(o) = Y gloh) = 3 f(oh) -sgn(oh) = 3 f(oh) -sen(o)

heH heH heH

=sgu(o) - > f(oh) =sgn(o) - Aof(0) = Aog(0),

heH
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where A denotes the adjacency matrix of Cay(S,,, H). Here we use the facts that sgn(h) =
1 for every h € H and Af(0) = Y hen f(oh) = Xof (o) for any o € S,,. In particular, the
all one vector 1 and the vector sgn with its o-entry sgn(o) are the two eigenvectors of the
largest eigenvalue |H| of Cay(S,, H). For i € [n], let P, denote the characteristic matriz
of the partition II; of Cay(S,, H) given in (1), which is the n! x n matrix with columns
the characteristic vectors of I;. If A is an eigenvalue of Cay(S,, H) other than that of B
and f is a A\-eigenvector of Cay(S,,, H), then f is not only orthogonal to the column space
of Py, for every i € [n] but also orthogonal to the column space of Pni, which is obtained
by multiplying each (o, G;;)-entry of P, by sgn(o). With these additional conditions on
f, we deduce the following lemma by applying [12, Theorem 7] to Cay(S,,, C(n, k;r)) for
odd k.

Lemma 4.5. Let H = C(n,k;r) and I' = Cay(S,, H), wheren > 5 and 1 <r < k < n.
The right coset decomposition 11; of S,, given in (1) leads to an equitable partition of T,
and the corresponding quotient matric B = By, is symmetric and independent of the
choice of i € [n]. Moreover, if k is odd and X is an eigenvalue of T other than that of B,
then, for each j € [n], we have

A < A3 (Cay (G, HN Gy)) + A3 (Cay (Sy, H\ (H N GY)))
where G is the stabilizer of j in S,,.

Using Lemma 4.5, the proof of the following theorem is similar to that of Theorem 4.4.

Theorem 4.6. If k is odd and 5 < k < n — 2, then Cay(S,,C(n,k;r)) has the Aldous
property for every r € {1,2,...,k —1}.

Proof. Theorem 1.2 indicates that Cay(S,,C(n,k;r)) with r = k — 1 has the Aldous
property, and thus \3(Cay(S,,C(n,k;k —1))) = pa(n, k; k —1).

First assume k& = n — 2. We verify via computation in MAGMA [3] that the strictly
second largest eigenvalue of Cay(S7, C(7,5;r)) with r = 1, 2, 3 and 4 is attained exactly
by (6,1) and (2,1°). Thus this theorem is true when &k = 5 and 1 < r < 4. Now
suppose k > 7and 1 <r <k —1=mn— 3. We prove the conclusion of this theorem by
induction on n —r. When n —r = 3, that is, r = n — 3, we know from Theorem 1.2
that A\3(Cay(S,,C(n,n —2;n — 3))) = ua(n,n — 2;n — 3). Suppose A3(Cay(S,, C(n,n —
2;n—1t))) = po(n,n —2;n —t) for some t € {3,4,...,n—2}. Let n —r =t + 1, that is,
r=n—t—1€{1,2,...,n—4}, and let H = C(n,n — 2;r). By Lemma 4.5, if X is an
eigenvalue of Cay(S,, H) other than that of B, then

A < \s (Cay (G, H N G)) + A3 (Cay (Su, H\ (HN GY))) . (13)

Here Cay (G, HNG)y,) is isomorphic to Cay(S,,—1,C(n—1,n—2;r)) and Cay(S,, H\ (HN
G,,)) is isomorphic to Cay(S,,C(n,n — 2;r + 1)). By the induction hypothesis, we have
A3(Cay(Sy, C(n,n —2;r+1))) = pa(n,n — 2;7 + 1). Theorem 3.5 (b) indicates that the
strictly second largest eigenvalue of Cay(S,,_1,C(n—1,n—2;r)) is attained by (n —2, 1),
and thus A3 (Cay (G, H N G,)) = pa(n — 1,n — 2;7). Then the right hand side of (13) is

25



pa(n—1,n—2;7) + pa(n,n — 2;r + 1), which is exactly po(n,n — 2;r) by the recurrence
relation (10). Thus (13) gives A < us(n,n —2;r). Combining this with [26, Theorem 1.3],
which states that us(n,n — 2;r) is a lower bound for A\3(Cay(S,,, C(n,n —2;r))), we con-
clude that ps(n,n—2;r) is the strictly second largest eigenvalue of Cay(.S,,, C(n,n—2;r)).
Therefore, Cay(S,,, C(n,n —2;7)) has the Aldous property for every r € {1,2,...,n—3}.

Now we conclude the proof by induction on n — k. Suppose the conclusion holds when
n—k =i—1forsomei € {3,4,...,n—4}. Next let n—k = i. Since Theorem 1.2 states that
A3(Cay (S, C(n,n—i;n—i—1))) = pa(n,n—i;n—i—1), we assume r € {1,2,..., n—i—2}
and let H = C(n,n — i;r). By Lemma 2.10, if A is an eigenvalue of Cay(S,,, H) other
than that of B, then

A < A3(Cay(S,-1,C(n—1,n —1i;7))) + A3(Cay(S,, C(n,n —i;r + 1))).

As this theorem holds when n — k = ¢ — 1, we have \3(Cay(S,_1,C(n — 1,n —i;7)) =
p2(n—1,n— ;7). Then based on the recurrence relation (10) and [26, Theorem 1.3], the
equality A\3(Cay(S,,C(n,n —i;r +1))) = pa(n,n — i;r + 1) implies A3(Cay(S,, H)) =
p2(n,n — ;7). Hence we conclude that Cay(S,,C(n,n — i;7)) has the Aldous property
for every r € {1,2,...,n —i— 1}.

We finally arrive at that when k£ is odd and 5 <k <n—2, forany 1 <r < k — 1, the
strictly second largest eigenvalue of Cay(S,, C(n,k;r)) equals us(n, k;r), which is exactly
a1(pn—1,1(C(n, k;r))). In particular, Cay(S,,C(n, k;r)) has the Aldous property. O

We finally propose the following conjecture on the strictly second largest eigenvalue
of Cay(S,, C(n,k;r)) with 1 <r < k <n — 2, which is stronger than Theorems 4.4 and
4.6.

Conjecture 4.7. Suppose thatn > 5 and 1 <r < k <n—2. When k is even, the second
largest eigenvalue of Cay(S,, C(n, k;r)) is attained uniquely by the standard representation
Ptm-1,1)- When k is odd, the strictly second largest eigenvalue of Cay(Sy,C(n,k;r)) is
attained exactly by pm—1,1) and pg1n-2).

The proofs of Theorems 4.4 and 4.6 rely on Lemmas 2.10 and 4.5, and we are only
able to show that if A is an eigenvalue of Cay(S,,, C(n, k;r)) other than that of B, then

A < pa(n, k). (14)

However, the above conjecture requires (14) to be a strict inequality, that is, A <
pa(n, k;r). Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 state that this conjecture is true for Cay(.S,, C(n,n—2;7))
with n even and 1 <r < (n—1)/2.
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