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The asymmetric simple exclusion process (ASEP) is a paradigmatic nonequilibrium many-body
system that describes the asymmetric random walk of particles with exclusion interactions in a
lattice. Although the ASEP is recognized as an exactly solvable model, most of the exact re-
sults obtained so far are limited to one-dimensional systems. Here, we construct the exact steady
states of the ASEP with closed and periodic boundary conditions in arbitrary dimensions. This
is achieved through the concept of transition decomposition, which enables the treatment of the
multi-dimensional ASEP as a composite of the one-dimensional ASEPs.

Introduction.— Exactly solvable models play a funda-
mental role in understanding the physics of interacting
many-body systems [1–3]. The asymmetric simple exclu-
sion process (ASEP) is a minimal exactly solvable model
for investigating interacting many-body systems far from
equilibrium [4–36]. The ASEP describes an asymmetric
random walk of particles with exclusion interaction in
a lattice. Despite its simplicity, the ASEP captures a
range of nonequilibrium phenomena, such as vehicular
traffic flow [30, 31] and biological transport phenomena
[32, 33], and involves many crucial concepts in nonequi-
librium physics, including the KPZ universality class [34–
36] and boundary-induced phase transition [6]. One of
the most outstanding features of the ASEP is its solv-
ability. By employing mathematical physics approaches
such as the matrix product ansatz [4–8] and the Bethe
ansatz [9–26], we can evaluate physical quantities with-
out approximation. However, most of the exact results
obtained so far are limited to one-dimensional systems.

Many natural phenomena in the real world occur in
systems beyond one dimension. For example, in highway
traffic flow, roads are often not single-lane but multi-
lane, and there may also be designated passing lanes.
In this case, we need to consider the effect of car lane
changes, which is absent in a one-dimensional system.
To understand more diverse and realistic phenomena,
such as traffic flow on multi-lane highways and the dy-
namics of pedestrian crowds, it is vital to investigate the
ASEP in multi-dimensional spaces. The extension of the
ASEP to various types of two-dimensional systems has
been actively studied [37–76]. However, unlike the one-
dimensional case, studies on the two-dimensional (2D)
ASEP are mostly based on the mean-field approxima-
tion. Despite the numerous studies, exact results are few
and limited to specific situations [69–76].

In this Letter, we construct the exact steady state
for the ASEP in an arbitrary dimensional lattice with
closed and periodic boundary conditions. The property
of the steady states depends on boundary conditions. In
the one-dimensional (1D) ASEP, the density distribution
in a steady state is spatially homogeneous in periodic

boundary conditions (Fig. 1(a)) [6], while that is inho-
mogeneous in the closed boundary conditions (Fig. 1(b))
[28]. In higher dimensions, there are more patterns of
boundary conditions. Here, we consider the combina-
tions of periodic and closed boundary conditions. In the
two-dimensional case, there are three types of combina-
tions depending on the choice of boundary conditions for
the horizontal and vertical directions (Fig. 1(c)-(d))):
(1) periodic×periodic boundary conditions (torus), (2)
periodic×closed boundary conditions (multi-lane ASEP),
and (3) closed×closed boundary conditions. In the fol-
lowing, we demonstrate that steady states corresponding
to such various boundary conditions can be exactly con-
structed in any dimension.

Model.— The ASEP is a continuous-time Markov pro-
cess that describes the asymmetric diffusion of particles
with hardcore interactions. The ASEP is usually consid-
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FIG. 1. ASEP under various boundary conditions. The
1D ASEP with (a) periodic boundary conditions and (b)
closed boundary conditions. The 2D ASEP with (c)
periodic×closed boundary conditions (multi-lane ASEP) and
(d) closed×closed boundary conditions.
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ered in a one-dimensional lattice. The updating rule of
the 1D ASEP is defined as follows. Each particle moves
to the nearest forward (backward) site with a hopping
rate p (q). Due to the exclusion interactions, each site
can contain at most one particle. In periodic boundary
conditions (Fig. 1(a)), a particle at site 1 (L) hops to
site L (1) with rate q (p) and to site 2 (L− 1) with rate
p (q). On the other hand, in closed boundary conditions
(Fig. 1(b)), a particle at site 1 (L) hops only to site 2
(L− 1) with rate p (q).
In this study, we consider the multi-dimensional ASEP,

whose updating rule is given below. We consider a d-
dimensional lattice with the system size L1×L2×· · ·×Ld.
Each particle moves to the nearest forward (backward)
site in the i direction (1 ≤ i ≤ d) with a hopping rate pi
(qi). Each site can contain at most one particle because of
the exclusion interactions. For a given ℓ (0 ≤ ℓ ≤ d), we
consider closed boundary conditions for i ≤ ℓ direction
and periodic boundary conditions for i ≥ ℓ+1 direction.
The position of a site r is denoted as r =

(r1, r2, · · · , rd) (1 ≤ ri ≤ Li for 1 ≤ i ≤ d). The state of
a site r is represented by a Boolean number nr, which is
set to nr = 0 (nr = 1) if the site is empty (occupied).
A configuration n is described by a series of the Boolean
numbers (n(1,··· ,1), n(1,··· ,2), · · · , n(L1,··· ,Ld)). We denote
the probability of the system being in a configuration n
at time t as P (n, t). The time evolution of P (n, t) is
determined by the master equation

d

dt
P (n, t)

=
∑
n′ ̸=n

[P (n′, t)W (n′ → n)− P (n, t)W (n → n′)]

=
∑

n′∈In

P (n′, t)W (n′ → n)−
∑

n′∈Dn

P (n, t)W (n → n′),

(1)

where W (n → n′) is a transition rate from a configura-
tion n to n′, In represents a set of all configurations that
can transition to a configuration n, and Dn denotes a set
of all configurations that can transition from a configu-
ration n.

It is helpful to express the master equation (1) in vec-
tor form. The state of a site r is described by a two-
dimensional vector |nr⟩, which equals |0⟩ for empty and
|1⟩ for occupied. A configuration n is represented by

|n⟩ =
⊗L1

r1=1

⊗L2

r2=1 · · ·
⊗Ld

rd=1 |nr⟩, which forms an or-
thonormal basis of the configuration space under nor-
malization. A stochastic state vector |P (t)⟩ is described
by

|P (t)⟩ =
∑
n

P (n, t)|n⟩. (2)

The master equation (1) is given by

d

dt
|P (t)⟩ = H|P (t)⟩, (3)

where H is the Markov matrix, which is expressed as a
non-Hermitian spin chain as follows

H =

 ℓ∑
i=1

Li−1∑
ri=1

∑
{r1,··· ,rd}\ri

+

d∑
i=ℓ+1

∑
{r1,··· ,rd}


[
pi

{
Ŝ+
r Ŝ−

r+ei
− n̂r (1− n̂r+ei

)
}

+qi

{
Ŝ−
r Ŝ+

r+ei
− (1− n̂r) n̂r+ei

}]
.

(4)

Here, we consider the half of the Pauli matrices Ŝx,y,z
r

that act on a site r, and introduce the ladder operators
Ŝ±
r = Ŝx

r ± iŜy
r and the number operators n̂r = I/2− Ŝz

r .
ei represents the unit vector in i direction. The sum
range corresponds to the boundary conditions. The
first sum represents closed boundary conditions, and∑

{r1,··· ,rd}\ri =
∑L1

r1=1 · · ·
∑Li−1

ri−1=1

∑Li+1

ri+1=1 · · ·
∑Ld

rd
.

The second represents periodic boundary conditions, and∑
{r1,··· ,rd} =

∑L1

r1=1 · · ·
∑Ld

rd=1. When the hopping rates
are symmetric, the Hamiltonian of the ASEP is equiv-
alent to that of the spin-1/2 Heisenberg model. In this
sense, the ASEP is regarded as a non-Hermitian exten-
sion of the Heisenberg model by introducing asymmetric-
ity.

Steady state.— In the AESP, any initial state relaxes to
the steady state. Since the number of particles N is con-
served in closed and periodic boundary conditions, the
Hamiltonian is block diagonalized, and one steady state
exists for each N . In the following, we fix the particle
number N and consider a

(
L1···Ld

N

)
-dimensional subspace.

We denote the position of an i-th particle (1 ≤ i ≤ N) as
ri = (ri;1, ri;2, · · · , ri;d). A configuration n is represented
by a set of the N partile positions {r1, r2, · · · , rN}.

The probability distribution in a steady state Pst(n) is
the solution of the master equation (1) with d

dtP (n, t) =
0:∑
n′∈In

Pst(n
′)W (n′ → n)−

∑
n′∈Dn

Pst(n)W (n → n′) = 0

(5)

In vector form, the steady state |Pst⟩ corresponds to the
eigenvector of the Markov matrix (4) with an eigenvalue
zero

H|Pst⟩ = 0. (6)

We express the steady state vector |Pst⟩ as

|Pst⟩ =
1

Z

∑
n

P̃st(n)|n⟩, (7)

where P̃st(n) is the weight of the probability distribution
that satisfies Pst(n) = P̃st(n)/Z, and Z =

∑
n P̃st(n)

is the normalization constant to satisfy
∑

n Pst(n) = 1.

Note that P̃st(n) also satisfies the master equation for a
steady state (5).
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In the one-dimensional case, the exact steady state is
constructed for both periodic [6] and closed boundary
conditions [28]. The weight of the probability distribu-
tion for a steady state under periodic boundary condi-
tions is given by

P̃st,p(n) = 1 for ∀n. (8)

From the master equations (5), the following relation is
satisfied∑

n′∈In

Wp(n
′ → n)−

∑
n′∈Dn

Wp(n → n′) = 0, (9)

where Wp(n → n′) represents the transition probability
in the 1D periodic ASEP. On the other hand, the weight
of the probability distribution for a steady state under
closed boundary conditions is given by

P̃st,c(n) =

(
p1
q1

)∑N
j=1 rj;1

. (10)

Based on the master equation (5), we obtain

∑
n′∈In

(
p1
q1

)∑N
j=1 r′j;1

Wc(n
′ → n)

−
∑

n′∈Dn

(
p1
q1

)∑N
j=1 rj;1

Wc(n → n′) = 0,

(11)

where Wc(n → n′) denotes the transition probability in
the 1D closed ASEP.

In this Letter, we construct the exact steady state for
the multi-dimensional ASEP with closed and periodic
boundary conditions (4). The weight of the probability
distribution for a steady state is given by

P̃st,m(n) =

ℓ∏
i=1

(
pi
qi

)∑N
j=1 rj;i

. (12)

In the following, we show that this gives a stationary so-
lution to the master equation (5). The key is the decom-
position of the multi-dimensional ASEP to the 1D ASEP.
All transitions of a configuration in the multi-dimensional
ASEP can be regarded as those of the corresponding 1D
ASEP. Fig. 2 shows, as an example, the transition from
a configuration n = {(1, 1), (2, 2), (2, 3)} in the 2D (2×3)
ASEP with ℓ = 1. In this case, we find two 1D ASEPs ex-
tending in the 1-direction (r2 = 1, 2) and three 1D ASEPs
extending in the 2-direction (r1 = 1, 2, 3). By considering
the configuration transition in each 1D ASEP (Fig, 2(a)-
(e)) and aggregating all these transitions, we obtain all
configurations that can transition from the configuration
n in the 2D ASEP.
When the coordinates {r1, · · · , rd} except ri (denote

them as {r} \ ri := {r1, · · · , rd} \ ri) are fixed, we can
specify a series of cells arranged on a one-dimensional

(e) 𝑖 = 2, 𝑟! = 2

(d) 𝑖 = 2, 𝑟! = 1

(a) 𝑖 = 1, 𝑟" = 1 (b) 𝑖 = 1, 𝑟" = 2 (c) 𝑖 = 1, 𝑟" = 3

configuration 𝑛

1 2

3

1
2

𝑟!
𝑟"

FIG. 2. Example of the transition of states from a configu-
ration n = {(1, 1), (2, 2), (2, 3)} in the 2D (2× 3) ASEP with
ℓ = 1. All configurations that can transition from a configu-
ration n in the 2D ASEP can be regarded as the transition of
the five 1D ASEPs (a)-(e).

line extending i direction. Regarding the cells as the 1D
ASEP, we consider the transition of states for a given
configuration n. We denote a set of all configurations
that can transition to (from) a configuration n in the 1D
ASEP extending i direction with fixed {r}\ri as Iin;{r}\ri
(Di

n;{r}\ri). The decomposition of the multi-dimensional
ASEP to the 1D ASEP means that the configuration
set In (Dn) for the multi-dimensional ASEP can be ex-
pressed as the sum of the sets Iin;{r}\ri (D

i
n;{r}\ri) for the

1D ASEPs

In =

d⋃
i=1

⋃
{r}\ri

Iin;{r}\ri , Dn =

d⋃
i=1

⋃
{r}\ri

Di
n;{r}\ri .

(13)

Based on this picture, we decompose the master equa-
tions of the multi-dimensional ASEP (1)

d

dt
P (n, t)

=

d∑
i=1

∑
{r}\ri

 ∑
n′∈Ii

n;{r}\ri

P (n′, t)W i
n;{r}\ri(n

′ → n)

−
∑

n′∈Di
n;{r}\ri

P (n, t)W i
n;{r}\ri(n → n′)

 ,

(14)

whereW i
n;{r}\ri(n → n′) represents a transition rate from
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a configuration n to n′ in the 1D ASEP extending i di-
rection with fixed {r} \ ri. Then, we substitute Eq. (12)
for the right-hand side of the master equation (14)

d∑
i=1

∑
{r}\ri

 ∑
n′∈Ii

n;{r}\ri

P̃st,m(n′, t)W i
n;{r}\ri(n

′ → n)

−
∑

n′∈Di
n;{r}\ri

P̃st,m(n, t)W i
n;{r}\ri(n → n′)


=

ℓ∑
i=1

∑
{r}\ri

ℓ∏
k ̸=i

(
pk
qk

)∑N
j=1 rj;k

 ∑
n′∈Ii

n;{r}\ri

(
pi
qi

)∑N
j=1 r′j;i

W i
n;{r}\ri(n

′ → n)

−
∑

n′∈Di
n;{r}\ri

(
pi
qi

)∑N
j=1 rj;i

W i
n;{r}\ri(n → n′)


+

d∑
i=ℓ+1

∑
{r}\ri

ℓ∏
i=1

(
pi
qi

)∑N
j=1 rj;i

 ∑
n′∈Ii

n;{r}\ri

W i
n;{r}\ri(n

′ → n)

−
∑

n′∈Di
n;{r}\ri

W i
n;{r}\ri(n → n′)


= 0.

(15)

Here, we use Eq. (9) and Eq. (11), which are the relation
of the steady state for the 1D ASEP. Therefore, Eq. (12)
is a stationary solution of the master equation.

Here, it is worth mentioning that in the case of periodic
boundary conditions, it can be extended to non-uniform
lanes. In other words, even if the hopping rates in i
directions (ℓ+ 1 ≤ i ≤ d) are extended to depend on co-
ordinates {r1, · · · , rd} except ri (that is, pi = pi({r}\ri),
qi = qi({r}\ri)), Eq. (12) still gives a stationary solution
of the master equation (5). Since the weight of the sta-
tionary probability distribution under periodic boundary
conditions (8) is independent of the configuration, we can
show this through a parallel discussion.

Example.— In the following, as an example, we con-
sider the quasi-one-dimensional flow in the 2D ASEP
with ℓ = 1 (Fig. 3(a)) and show the effect of two-
dimensionality. We introduce two types of lanes (fast
lane and slow lane) by setting inhomogeneous hopping
rates in the 2 direction (p2(r1)). For simplicity, we as-
sume q2(r1) = 0. From Eq. (12), the steady state of the
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FIG. 3. (a) 2D ASEP with ℓ = 1. We set (L1, L2) = (3, 8),
p2(r1) = 0.3 for r1 = 1, 2 and p2(r1) = 1.0 for r1 = 3, and
q2(r2) = 0. (b) Relation between the quasi-one-dimensional
current j and the density ρ for various hopping rates (p1, q1)
in the 2D ASEP.

ASEP is given by |Pst⟩ = 1
Z

∑
n

(
p1

q1

)∑N
j=1 rj;1

|n⟩. The

expectation value of a physical quantity Â in the steady
state is expressed as ⟨Â⟩ = ⟨s|Â|Pst⟩ where ⟨s| =

∑
n⟨n|.

Here, we introduce a quasi-one-dimensional current op-
erator in the 2 direction at the cross-section r2 = k as

ĵk =

L1∑
r1=1

p2(r1)⟨n̂(r1,k)(1− n̂(r1,k+1))⟩ (16)

and define a quasi-one-dimensional current as j = ⟨ĵ1⟩.
Then, the current is given by

j =
1

Z

L1∑
r1=1

∑
ñ

p2(r1)

(
p1
q1

)∑N
j=1 rj;1

, (17)

where
∑

ñ represents the sum over all configurations with
n(r1,1) = 1 and n(r1,2) = 0.
Fig. 3(b) shows the relation between the quasi-one-

dimensional current j and the density ρ = N
L1L2

for
various hopping rates in the 1 direcrtion (p1, q1). In
the case of symmetric rates p1 = q1 (blue dots), two-
dimensionality does not significantly affect, and the rela-
tion is almost equivalent to that in the 1D ASEP. Namely,
the current j reaches its maximum value when the den-
sity ρ equals 1/2. Conversely, when the hopping rate is
asymmetric p1 ̸= q1, two-dimensionality alters the prop-
erties of the flow. Specifically, the value of the density
ρ at which the current j reaches its maximum deviates
from 1/2.
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Conclusion.— In this Letter, we presented the exact
results of the ASEP in more than one dimension. We
introduced the multi-dimensional ASEP with closed and
periodic boundary conditions, which describes a range
of situations, such as asymmetric diffusion in a box and
quasi-one-dimensional flow in a tube. We constructed
the exact steady states of the ASEP in arbitrary dimen-
sions, and, as an example, we revealed the effect of two-
dimensionality on quasi-one-dimensional flow by calcu-
lating the current in the 2D inhomogeneous ASEP with
slow and fast lanes. The central concept was the de-
composition of transitions, which enabled us to treat the
multi-dimensional ASEP as the combination of the 1D
ASEPs. This would be applicable to investigate other
exactly solvable models in higher dimensions.
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