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FLEXIBLE TOGGLES AND SYMMETRIC INVERTIBLE ASYNCHRONOUS
ELEMENTARY CELLULAR AUTOMATA

COLIN DEFANT

ABSTRACT. A sequential dynamical system (SDS) consists of a graph G with vertices v1,...,vn,
a state set A, a collection of “vertex functions” {f,,}i=;, and a permutation 7 € S, that specifies
how to compose these functions to yield the SDS map [G, {fv, }i=1,7]: A" — A™. In this paper, we
study symmetric invertible SDS defined over the cycle graph C,, using the set of states F2. These
are, in other words, asynchronous elementary cellular automata (ECA) defined using ECA rules 150
and 105. Each of these SDS defines a group action on the set F3 of n-bit binary vectors. Because
the SDS maps are products of involutions, this relates to generalized toggle groups, which Striker
recently introduced. In this paper, we further generalize the notion of a generalized toggle group
to that of a flexible toggle group; the SDS maps we consider are examples of Coxeter elements of
flexible toggle groups.

Our main result is the complete classification of the dynamics of symmetric invertible SDS
defined over cycle graphs using the set of states F2 and the identity update order # = 123---n.
More precisely, if T' denotes the SDS map of such an SDS, then we obtain an explicit formula for
|Per,.(T")|, the number of periodic points of T of period r, for every positive integer r. It turns out
that if we fix r and vary n and T, then |Per,(T)| only takes at most three nonzero values.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Suppose we wish to model a finite system in which objects have various states and can update
their states in discrete time steps. Moreover, assume that the state to which an object updates
depends only on the current state of that object along with the states of other nearby or connected
objects. This rough idea is the basis for a graph dynamical system. A graph dynamical system
contains a base graph used to represent the connectivity of objects, a set of states, and a collec-
tion of vertex functions that determine how a vertex updates its state depending on its current
state and the current states of its neighbors. In addition, a graph dynamical system contains some
rule determining the scheme by which vertices update their states. In a series of papers published
between 1999 and 2001, Barrett, Mortveit, and Reidys introduced the notion of a sequential dy-
namical system (SDS), a graph dynamical system in which vertices update their states sequentially
1L B, ©, 22]. Subsequently, several researchers have worked to develop a general theory of SDS
(see, for example, [2 B, 4, 10, [15] 18, 19, 23]). The recent article [I0] is particularly interesting
because it shows how SDS, originally proposed as models of computer simulation, are now being
studied in relation with Hecke-Kiselman monoids in algebraic combinatorics. We draw most of our
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terminology and background information concerning SDS from [2]], a valuable reference for anyone
interested in exploring this field.

An SDS is built from the following parts:

e An undirected simple graph G with vertices v, ..., vy,.

o A set of states A. We typically let A = Fy (the field with 2 elements). Let ¢(v;) denote the
state of vertex v;.

e A collection of vertex functions {f,, }I_,. Each vertex v; of G is endowed with its own vertex
function f,,: Ades(v)+l _ A,

e A permutation 7w € S,,. The permutation 7 is known as the update order of the SDS.

Our attention will be directed primarily toward SDS defined over the cycle graph C,,. We label
the vertices of C), as vy, ..., v,, where v; is adjacent to v; if and only if i — j = 1 (mod n).

The following notation and definitions will prove useful. We always assume n > 3 is an integer.
Let Sq denote the symmetric group on a set €2, and let Sy, = S{1_ ). If p is a polynomial or a
vertex of a graph, let deg(p) denote the degree of p. A function g: F5* — [y is called symmetric
if g(x1,...,2m) = 9(oy,- .., X0,,) for any (z1,...,2,) € F5* and any permutation oy - - - o, € Sy,
(in this article, we write permutations as words). If X is a set and f: X — X is a function, we say
an element x of X is a periodic point of f of period r if f"(x) = x and f*(x) # z for all positive
integers s < r. Define Per,(f) to be the set of periodic points of f of period r. If X is finite, then
[Pery (f7)| = >_g, [Pera(f)[. By Mébius inversion,

(1) [Per, (f)] = Y p(r/d)|Pers(f9)],

d|r
where p is the number-theoretic M6bius function.

Consider a general SDS as defined above. Suppose a vertex v; is adjacent to vertices vj,,...,vj,,
where d = deg(v;). When it is time for v; to update, the vertex function f,, takes as its inputs the
states q(vi), q(vj,), - .., q(vj,) and outputs the new state to which v; should update. How should the
states q(vs), q(vj,), ..., q(v;,) be ordered when used as arguments of the function f,,? In general,
the answer to this question can vary depending on the problem one wishes to solve or the behavior
one wishes to model. Here, we need not to worry about this issue because we will only deal with
symmetric vertex functions.

The vector (q(v1),...,q(vy)), which lists all of the states of the vertices of G in the order corre-
sponding to the vertex indices, is known as the system state of the SDS. For each vertex v; of G,
we define the local update function F,: Fy — 4 by

F’L)i(m:[) ce. 73311) - ($1, cee 71:7;717]01)7;(332'71’]'17' . 'axjd)7xi+17 cee )xn)v

where vj,, ..., v;, are the neighbors of v;. The local update function F}, represents the change in the
system state that occurs when the vertex v; updates its state using the vertex function f,,. From
the local update functions and the update order m = my - - - m,,, we define the SDS map F': Fy — Fy
by

F:Fvﬂ_no...oF

Uﬂ-l .

Applying the map F' is known as a system update; it represents the change in the system state that
occurs when each vertex v; updates in the sequential order specified by the permutation .
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FIGURE 1. A system update of the SDS of Example Block A shows the inital state of the
SDS. Blocks B, C, and D show the intermediate steps of the system update. Block E shows the
system state obtained after completing the system update.

To emphasize that an SDS is defined over the graph G using the collection of vertex functions
{fv;}?-, and the update order m, it is common to denote the SDS map by |G, {fy, }1-y,7]. If all
of the vertex functions f,, are equal to the same function f, we simply write [G, f, 7| for the SDS
map.

Example 1.1. Consider the graph Cy shown in block A of Figure[I] Define an SDS over Cy using
the update order m = 1234, the set of states [y, and the vertex function f given by f(z,y,z) =
x +y+ z. The initial system state of this SDS is (1,0, 1,1), as shown by the blue labels in block A
of Figure [I} We will perform a system update in order to find [Cy, f,7](1,0,1,1). Because m; =1,
we first apply the local update function F,,. We have

Fy (x1, 22,23, 24) = (f(24, 21, 22), T2, T3, T4),

=)

F, (1,0,1,1) = (£(1,1,0),0,1,1) = (0,0,1,1).
Similarly, one can calculate that F,,(0,0,1,1) = (0,1,1,1), F,,(0,1,1,1) = (0,1,1,1), and
F,,(0,1,1,1) = (0,1,1,0). Letting F = [Cy, f, ], we find that F'(1,0,1,1) = ( ,1, 1,0), as shown

in block E of the figure. In other words, through a sequence of local updates, the system update
transforms the system state (1,0,1,1) into the new system state (0, 1,1,0). ¢

The SDS map [G, { fu, }i_1, 7] tells us how the states of the vertices of the graph G' change when
we update the graph in a sequential manner. A natural aim is to analyze the long-term behavior
of the states of the vertices as we continually update the system. To do this, we make use of a
directed graph known as the phase space of the SDS map. The phase space of a function F': X — X
denoted I'(F'), is a directed graph with vertex set V(I'(F)) = X and edge set

E(U(F)) = {(x,y) € X x X: y = F(x)}.

In other words, a directed edge is drawn from z to F'(x) for each x € X. The phase space of the
SDS map given in Example is shown in Figure

In Example we used the update order m = 1234. Henceforth, we let id denote the identity
permutation 123 ---n; this will be the primary update order we will consider. Our example also
used the vertex function f: F3 — Fy given by f(z,y, 2) = x +y + 2. Following [21], we denote this
specific function by paritys. Similarly, we define the function (1 + parity)s: F3 — Fy by

(1 + parity)s(z,y, 2) = 1 + paritys(z,y,2) =1+ + y + 2.
More generally, for a positive integer k, the function parity; : F’g — 3 is defined as the sum of the
bits modulo 2, and (1 + parity);: F5 — Fy is its negation.

We say an SDS is symmetric if all of its vertex functions are symmetric (as mentioned before,
this is the only type of SDS we will consider). Call an SDS invertible if its SDS map is a bijection.
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FIGURE 2. The phase space of the SDS map from Example Note that we have written
vectors as binary strings in order to improve the aesthetics of the image.

An SDS defined over a cycle graph using the set of states Fy is also known as an asynchronous
elementary cellular automaton. The goal of this paper is to fully describe the dynamics of symmetric
invertible asynchronous elementary cellular automata (SIAECA) with the identity update order.
The following proposition, which provides one reason why the maps parity, and (1+ parity); merit
special attention in the theory of SDS, will help us accomplish our goal.

Proposition 1.1 ([21, Prop. 4.16]). Suppose { fu, }I"1 is a collection of symmetric vertex functions.
The SDS map [G,{ fv, }1q,7]: Fy — FY is bijective if and only if

fvi € {paritYdeg(vi)Jrl’ (1+pa‘rity)deg(vi)+1}
for each i€ {1,...,n}.

There are a total of 256 functions from F3 to Fa. These are the possible vertex functions that can
be used in an elementary cellular automaton, so they are called the elementary cellular automaton
(ECA) rules [21I]. These rules are typically numbered with the integers from 0 to 255; the functions
paritys and (1 + parity)s are ECA rules 150 and 105, respectively.

Two functions f: X — X and ¢g: Y — Y are said to be dynamically equivalent (or conjugate) if
there is a bijection h: X — Y such that ho f = goh. If f and g are dynamically equivalent, then
their phase spaces are isomorphic as directed graphs. If X and Y are finite, then the maps f and g
are said to be cyclically equivalent if |Per,(f)| = |Per,(g)| for every positive integer r. The notions
of dynamical equivalence and cyclical equivalence coincide if X and Y are finite and f and ¢ are
bijections.

Let us fix a base graph C,, and a collection { f,, }I_; of vertex functions that are all either paritys

or (1 + parity)s. In Section 4, we consider only the identity update order id. It may seem as
though this restricts our results to only one of n! different update orders. However, some theorems
of Macauley and Mortveit [19] show that varying the update order can give rise to at most [n/2]
dynamically nonequivalent SDS maps. Indeed, these authors show that 6(C),), the number of
connected components of a certain graph D(C),), is an upper bound for the number of dynamically
nonequivalent SDS maps obtainable by varying the update order. Combining Propositions 5.1 and
5.9 from [19] shows that §(C,) = |n/2].

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss the notions of
“toggles” and “generalized toggles,” which have attracted recent attention among combinatorialists.
We further generalize the notion of a generalized toggle to that of a “flexible toggle” and show that
symmetric invertible SDS provide examples of flexible toggles. In Section 3, we recall some facts
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from linear algebra and discuss how they can be used to analyze the dynamics of affine self-maps
of Fa-vector spaces. In Section 4, we give a formula for |Per,(T")| for any positive integer r» when T
is the SDS map of an STAECA with the identity update order. To prove our theorems, we borrow
many techniques from Elspas [14] and Milligan and Wilson [20] (which we discuss in Section 3). In
[14] and [20], the authors determine the dynamics of affine maps from the elementary divisors of
certain linear maps. Our methods are slightly different, and they are notable because they illustrate
that it is not actually necessary to know all of the elementary divisors of these linear maps. With
the help of Mobius inversion, we need only know the invariant factors of these linear maps. In other
words, it is not necessary to factor the invariant factors into irreducibles.

2. TOGGLES

Suppose F is a set and .Z is a fixed collection of subsets of E. For each e € E, define the
generalized toggle to: & — £ by

X U{e}, ifeg X and X U{e} € .Z;
te(X) =< X\{e}, ifee X and X\ {e} € %;
X, otherwise.

The generalized toggle group of E with respect to .Z is the subgroup of the symmetric group S¢
generated by {t.: e € E}. In the case that E is a partially ordered set and £ is the collection
of order ideals of F, the functions t. are simply called toggles. In this case, the generalized toggle
group of E with respect to .Z is known as the toggle group of E.

Toggles and toggle groups were originally studied by Cameron and Fon-der-Flaass in 1995 [7],
though they were not given these names until the article of Striker and Williams in 2012 [27]. Since
the work of Cameron and Fon-der-Flaass, researchers in the growing field of dynamic algebraic
combinatorics have studied interesting toggle groups and related concepts [, 11}, 12} 13, 16}, [17]. So-
called Cozeter elements have received special attention. A Coxeter element of the toggle group of an
m-element poset E is an element of the form ¢t tc, - --t.,,, where ejes - - - e, € Sg is a permutation
of the elements of E. If ejeq - - - ey, is a linear extension of E, then the Coxeter element ¢, t¢, - - - te,,
is a special operation known as rowmotion. Cameron and Fon-der-Flaass defined rowmotion (as
with toggles, the name “rowmotion” had to wait for Striker and Williams [27]) and showed that
it does not depend on the choice of the linear extension ejes - - - e,,. Another important operation
known as promotion is defined by a different Coxeter element of the toggle group of a poset [25].

Recently, Striker [26] defined generalized toggles and generalized toggle groups, proving struc-
ture theorems for certain generalized toggle groups and collecting several examples of actions that
are elements of these groups. Roby’s delightful survey article [24] discusses connections between
generalized toggle groups and an interesting property of certain group actions called homomesy.

Our motivation for mentioning these notions stems from an observation that the SDS maps we
consider in this article resemble elements of generalized toggle groups; they are not quite the same,
however. We will need the following more flexible notion of toggling. In the following definition,
let AAB denote the symmetric difference of the sets A and B.

Definition 2.1. Suppose FE is a set and .Z is a fixed collection of subsets of E. If e € F, then a
flexible toggle of E at e is a function 7, : ¥ — £ satisfying

(i) Z2(X) =X
(ii) XAZ(X) € {e}
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for all X € Z. 1If, for each e € F, we fix 7, to be a specific flexible toggle of E at e, then the
subgroup of the symmetric group S¢ generated by the set {7;.: e € E} is a flexible toggle group of
E. If |[E| = m < oo, then a Cozxeter element of this flexible toggle group is an element of the form
TerTey -+ Te,,, Where ereg--- e, € Sp.

Consider a symmetric invertible SDS defined over a graph G with vertex set V- = {vq,...,v,}.
Suppose the set of states of the SDS is o, and let {f,,}~; be the collection of vertex functions.
According to Proposition each vertex function fy, is either paritygeg(y,)41 OF (1+parity) deg(vi)+1-
Therefore, each local function F,,: Fy — F3 is an involution. There is a natural correspondence
between the system states of the SDS and the subsets of V; the system state (q1, . .., g,) corresponds
to the set {v; € V: ¢ = 1}. If we use this correspondence to view each local function F, as a
map from 2" to 2V, then F,, is actually a flexible toggle of V at v; (with respect to the fixed
set .Z = 2V). Let H be the flexible toggle group of V generated by {F,,,...,F,, }. The Coxeter
elements of H are precisely the SDS maps of the form [G, { f., }I',, 7| for 7 € S,,.

The preceding paragraph suggests that one might be able to study certain flexible toggle groups
by recasting them in the language of SDS. Results from the paper [19] give upper bounds on
the number of cyclically nonequivalent SDS maps one can obtain by varying the update orders
of certain sequential dynamical systems; these results then yield upper bounds for the number of
dynamically nonequivalent (these SDS maps are bijective, so cyclical equivalence is the same as
dynamical equivalence) Coxeter elements in certain flexible toggle groups.

3. DYNAMICS OF AFFINE TRANSFORMATIONS

An affine transformation of a vector space V' is a map T: V — V given by T(v) = L(v) + b for
some linear map L: V — V and some fixed b € V. In this section, we review some results and
terminology from linear algebra and discuss previous work of Elspas [14] and Milligan and Wilson
[20] concerning the dynamics of affine transformations of Fa-vector spaces.

If R is a commutative ring and M is an R-module, we say an element a of R annihilates an
element z of M if az = 0. We say a annihilates a subset Z of M if az = 0 for all z € Z. Suppose V is
a finite-dimensional vector space over a field F' and that L: V' — V is a fixed linear transformation.
The linear map L makes V into a module over the polynomial ring F'[z]. The action of a polynomial
p(z) = apz® + -+ a1 +ag on v € V is given by p(z)v = axL¥(v) + - - + a1 L(v) + agv. For any
p(x) € F[z], the set of vectors in V' that p(z) annihilates forms a vector subspace of V. We say that
L satisfies p(x) if p(x) annihilates V. There is a unique monic polynomial of minimum degree that
L satisfies. This polynomial, denoted mp,(z), is called the minimal polynomial of L. A polynomial
p(z) € Flz] is divisible by mp (z) if and only if L satisfies p(z).

Let I,, denote the m x m identity matrix over a field F'. The characteristic polynomial of an
m x m matrix M is the polynomial det(zl,, — M). If M is a matrix of L with respect to some
basis for V, then the characteristic polynomial of L, denoted xr(z), is simply the characteristic
polynomial of M. The Cayley-Hamilton theorem states that L satisfies xr(z). Equivalently, m (x)
divides xr(z) in Flx].

For each fixed L, there exist monic polynomials o (), ..., a:(x) such that aq(x) | -+ | ay(x) and

V = P Fla]/(ai(x)
i=1
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(this is an isomorphism of F[z]-modules). Moreover, [['_; ai(z) = xr(x) and ay(z) = mz(z).
It follows that if p(z) is a separable polynomial (a polynomial with no repeated factors) that
divides xr(z), then p(z) divides mpr(z). The polynomials a;(x) are called the invariant factors
of L, and the sequence «aj(z),...,a(x) is the invariant factor decomposition of L. If a;(x) =
gi1(x)Vt - g ()70 is the factorization of «;(z) into a product of powers of monic irreducible
polynomials, then the polynomials g; j(x)¥7 are the elementary divisors of L.

In [14], Elspas showed how to completely determine the dynamics of the linear transformation
L from the list of elementary divisors of L provided F' is a finite field. Elspas’ work is neatly
summarized and extended in [28]. Milligan and Wilson built upon Elspas’ results to determine
the dynamics of an affine transformation 7": Fy — F5. Their results also require knowledge of the
clementary divisors of a certain linear map T obtained from T (see Definition below for the
definition of f) In contrast, our method only requires knowledge of the invariant factors of these
linear transformations. This method makes heavy use of the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let V' be a finite-dimensional vector space over a field F. Let L: V — V be a
linear transformation whose invariant factor decomposition is ai(x),...,o(x). For each positive
integer r, the set Peri (L") of fixed points of L" is a vector subspace of V' of dimension

Z deg(ged(z" — 1, ai(x))).
i=1

Proof. Fix a positive integer r. It is clear that Per;(L") is a vector subspace of V since L" is
a linear map. In fact, if we make V into an F[z]-module via the linear transformation L, then
Per; (L") is precisely the subspace of all vectors annihilated by the polynomial " — 1. There is
an F[z]-module isomorphism h: V — @!_, F[z]/(ai(z)), and h(Per;(L")) is the set of elements
of @!_, F[z]/(a;(x)) annihilated by " — 1. Let Y; denote the set of elements of the F[z]-module
Flz]/(i(z)) annihilated by " — 1. We have h(Pery(L")) = @!_, Vi, so it suffices to show that Y;
is an F-vector space of dimension deg(ged(z" — 1, a;(x))).

Let Q;(x) = ged(2™ — 1, (). A coset p(z) + («;(x)) is an element of Y; if and only if a;(z)
divides (2" — 1)p(z). This occurs if and only if a;(z)/Q;(x) divides p(x). As a consequence, one
may easily verify that the map g: Y; — F[z]/(Q:(x)) given by

9(p(z) + (ai(z))) = p(2)Qi(z)/ai(z) + (Qi(z))
is a well-defined isomorphism of F-vector spaces. The desired result follows since the dimension of

Flz]/(Qi(x)) is deg(Qi(x))- .

Proposition and the classical number-theoretic Mobius inversion formula allow us to deter-
mine the dynamics of any vector space automorphism of Iy provided we know the invariant factor
decomposition of the automorphism. Suppose, however, that we wish to study the dynamics of a
bijective affine transformation 7': Fyy — Fy. Following [20], we make the following definition.

Definition 3.1. If M is an n x n matrix with entries in Fo and b = (b1,...,b,) € F, let
1 0 --- 0
— b1
My =
M



8 COLIN DEFANT

Suppose T': 3 — F4 is an affine transformation given by T'(v) = L(v) 4+ b, where L: F} — F4 is a
linear map whose matrix with respect to the standard basis for F5 is M. Define T: FS’H — FZH
to be the linear map whose matrix with respect to the standard basis for FSH is Mp.

For i € Fy, put Z; = {(20,21,...,2n) € ]FSH : 20 = i}, and let P;: Z; — FJ be the bijection
given by P;(i,21,...,2,) = (z1,...,2,). Preserve the notation from Definition Each set Z;
is invariant under T (meaning T(Z;) C Z;). Furthermore, T|z,: Zo — Zo and Tz, : Z1 — Z, are
dynamically equivalent to L and T', respectively. Indeed, L = PooTv| Zo0Fy LandT = P, oTV| z, 0P L
Consequently, we can deduce the dynamics of T" from the dynamics of T and L. More precisely,

(2) |Pery (T7)| = |Pery(T7)] — |Pery(L7)|  and  |Per,(T)| = |Per,(T)| — |Per,(L)|

for all positive integers r.

Many of the results in [20] relate the invariant factors and the dynamics of L to those of T. The
following proposition summarizes those results that we need. Note that part of this proposition
follows from the proof of Lemma 4 in [20] rather than the lemma itself.

Proposition 3.2 ([20], Lemmas 2 and 4). Preserve the notation from Definition[3.1] Let a1 (x),
..., ag(x) be the invariant factor decomposition of L, and let B1(x), ..., Byu(x) be the invariant factor
decomposition of T. The maps L and T are cyclically equivalent if and only if T has a fized point.
If T has a fized point, then w =t + 1, f1(x) = z + 1, and o;(x) = Bit1(x) whenever 1 < i < t.
If T does not have a fized point, then u = t. In this case, there exists j € {1,...,t} such that
Bj(z) = (x + 1)aj(z) and oi(z) = Bi(z) whenever i # j.

If T has a fixed point a, then L and T are actually dynamically equivalent. The map n: Fy — Fy
given by 1(z) = z + a is a bijection such that T'on =no L. Indeed, for any z € F%,

T(n(z)=T(z+a)=L(z)+ L(a) + b= L(z) + T(a) = L(2) + a = n(L(z)).

The equation T'(a) = a is equivalent to b = L(a) + a. Therefore, the affine transformation T
has a fixed point if and only if b is an element of the subspace {L(z) + z : z € F3} of F3. This
observation shows that it is often not too difficult to see whether or not T" has a fixed point, which
illustrates why Proposition [3.2]is so powerful.

4. DYNAMICS OF SYMMETRIC INVERTIBLE ASYNCHRONOUS ELEMENTARY CELLULAR
AUTOMATA

Throughout this section, fix T to be the SDS map of an SIAECA with the identity update order.
Equivalently, T' = [Ch,, { fu, }I"1,1d]: F§ — F5, where f,, € {paritys, (1 + parity)s} for all 1 <i <n.
To ease notation, let L, = [C,, paritys,id]. The following lemma, whose straightforward proof
we omit, illustrates why we needed to discuss the dynamics of affine linear transformations in the
previous section.

Lemma 4.1. The map L, : Fy — Fy is an Fa-linear map given explicitly by

Lo(yi,--ooyn) = (W1 + 92+ Yo V1 H Y3+ Un, Y1 Y4+ Yoo Y1+ Yno1 + Yns Y1, Y2).
The map T': Fy — FY is an affine transformation given by T'(v) = Ly (v) + b for some fized b € Fy.
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In order to study the dynamics of the affine map T', we first analyze the linear map L,. Let
B,, denote the matrix of L,, with respect to the standard basis for Fy. Keeping in mind that the
entries in B,, are elements of Fy, we can compute the characteristic polynomial of L, as follows.
First, add the first column of B,, + xI, to the last column of B, + xI,. Next, add the last row of
the resulting matrix to its first row. Let D,,(x) be the matrix obtained after performing these two
operations. For example, in the case n = 4, we have

z+1 1 0 1 z+1 0 0 O

1 r 1 1 1 z 1 0

By+xly = 1 0 2 0 and Dy (m) = 1 0 z 1
0 1 0 =z 0 1 0 =z

The first row of D,,(x) is the n-tuple whose first entry is z + 1 and whose other entries are all 0’s.
Let I}, denote the m x m matrix whose (i, j)-entry is 1 if j = i+1 (mod m) and is 0 otherwise. The
matrix obtained by deleting the first row and the first column of D,,(z) is I},_; +xI,—1. Therefore,

XL, () = det(B,, + z1,,) = det(D,(z)) = (x + 1)det(I],_; + xI_1).

Using cofactor expansion along the first column, we easily find that the determinant of I) | +x1,_1
is "~ — 1. Consequently,

3) XL, (2) = ( +1) (=" - 1).

To determine the invariant factor decomposition of L,,, we need to know a bit more information
about the dynamics of L,,. To obtain this information, we follow Chapter 5 of [21I] and make the
following definitions.

Definition 4.1. Define a map ¢,: Fj — Fa"~2 by
tn(at, ... an) = (a1,...,an,a1 + az + ap,a1 + ag + ap, ..., a1 + ap_1 + ap).
Let ﬁg”_Q = 1 (F%) be the image of F§ under ¢y,.
Definition 4.2. Define a shift map o9, _o: an—z — F%T“Q by
Oon—2(a1, ..., 02p-2) = (Ant1, Ant2s -y Q2p—2, A1, .., p).

Let Gop—2a: F%nd — anfz be the restriction of os,_o to Fg”*Q.

One may easily verify that if z € ﬁg”ﬁ, then o9, _2(2) € @3”*2. This means that the range of
Tan—o 1s indeed contained in IF%”_Q, so it is valid to write Top_o: IF%"_Q — F%”_Q.

The following fact, whose proof appears within the proof of Proposition 5.23 in [21], provides
useful information about the dynamics of L,.

Fact 4.1. The map v,: Fy — F%"_Q is a vector space isomorphism such that v, 0 Ly, = Gop_2 0 Ly.

Thus, the maps Ly, and Gan—2 are dynamically equivalent.

The following corollary to Fact is essentially Proposition 5.25ﬂ in [21].

Corollary 4.1. If L,, has a periodic point of period r, then r | 2n — 2. If, in addition, n is even,
then r | n— 1.

1The statement of Proposition 5.23 in [21] is slightly mistaken. However, it is clear from the proof how to amend the
proposition, and we have done so in the statement of Corollary
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Lemma 4.2. The invariant factor decomposition of L, is x + 1,z" "t — 1 if n is even and
(x4 1) (2" = 1) if n is odd. In particular, mp, (x) = xr, () if n is odd.

Proof. First, assume n is even. The derivative of 2”1 —1is (n—1)2" "2 = 2”2, which is relatively
prime to "' — 1. Tt follows that 2"~! — 1 is a separable polynomial that divides xz, (), so
2"~ — 1 divides mp, (z). Corollary tells us that L, satisfies the polynomial z"~! — 1, so
myp, () = 2" 1 — 1. Because xr,(x) = (z+1)(z" ! — 1), the invariant factor decomposition of L,
isx+ 1,271 —1.

Next, assume n is odd. For each j € {0,1,...,n — 1}, let w; be the (2n — 2)-tuple of 0’s and
I’s whose i*" entry is 1 if and only if j +1 < i < j+n — 1. Let z be the n-tuple whose n'"
entry is 0 and whose other entries are all 1’s. Observe that wy = ¢,,(2). Since n is relatively prime
to 2n — 2, the forward orbit of wg under 79,9 contains all 2n — 2 cyclic shifts of the tuple wy.
In particular, wq, w1, ...,w,—1 are all in the forward orbit of wg under 72, 2. As a consequence,
W, Wy e nn, W1 € IAan_Q. The vectors wg, w1, ...,w,—1 are linearly independent, so they form a

basis for the n-dimensional space This shows that the forward orbit of wy under To,_9

generates the vector space ﬁgn_Q, so it follows from Fact that the forward orbit of z under L,
generates . This means that L, cannot satisfy a polynomial in Fao[z] of degree less than n, so
the degree of mp, (2) is at least n. Thus, my, () = Xz, (x) = (x +1)(z" 1 = 1). O

If k¥ and m are nonzero integers, we write k |, m if m/k is an odd integer. Recall that we fixed
an STAECA with an SDS map 7" at the beginning of this section. When calculating |Per;(7)]| for
positive integers r, we must pay special attention to the case in which r |, 2n — 2. The following
lemma will allow us to use Proposition to understand this case.

Lemma 4.3. Let r be a positive integer such that r |, 2n — 2. In Falz], we have

(i) ged(z" —1,2" 1 —1) = 2"/2 — 1 if n is even;
(ii) ged(x” — 1, (z 4+ 1) (2" = 1)) = (z 4+ 1)(2"/? — 1);
(ii) ged(z” — 1, (x +1)2(2" 1 = 1)) = (z + 1)%(2"/2 — 1) if n is odd.
r_ r/2 _ n—1 _ n—1 _
Proof. Let q1(x) = G _— ! and g2(x) = (z+ Dz 1 =7 1. Note

(x4 1)(2"/2 - 1) z+1 (x+1D)(z/2-1) a/2-1
that ¢1(z) € Falz]. Moreover, ga(x) € Fao[x] because r/2 divides n — 1. In order to prove (ii),
it suffices to show that ¢i(x) and g2(z) are relatively prime. Because r |, 2n — 2, we may write
n — 1 =rs/2 for some odd integer s. We have

Q2(33) -1 -I—SL‘T/Q + (xr/2)2 NI (xr/Q)s—l — (1 +$T/2)(1 + 2" +$2r 4. +x((s—3)/2)r) + (1,7'/2)3—1

_ q1<m)(x + 1)(1 "+ .’L'QT 4t x((sfS)/Z)r) + (mr/Z)sfl.
It follows that the greatest common divisor of ¢;(z) and go(x) divides (27/2)*~1, so it must be 1.

From (i), we deduce that ged(z” — 1,21 — 1) is either 27/2 — 1 or (x + 1)(2"/?> — 1). Suppose
n is even. The polynomial z”~! — 1 has no repeated factors because it is relatively prime to its
derivative. Because (z + 1)? divides (x + 1)(z"/2 — 1), it follows that (z + 1)(2"/2 — 1) cannot be
the greatest common divisor of " — 1 and 2"~ — 1. This proves ().

Suppose n is odd. Using (ii) again, we see that ged(a” — 1, (x 4+ 1)%(z" ! — 1)) is either
(z+1)(z"/? = 1) or (z + 1)%(z"/?2 — 1). To prove (iii), it suffices to show that z" — 1 is divisible
by (z + 1)?(z"/? — 1). Equivalently, we must show that (z 4+ 1)? divides '/2 — 1. Because n is
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odd and r |, 2n — 2, r is a multiple of 4. This shows that /2 is even, so 2% — 1 is divisible by
22 —1=(z+1)~% O

We are now in a position to compute |Per; (7")|. By Proposition mg(x) divides (z+1)mg,, (7).
If n is even, then it follows from Lemma [4.2] that mgz(z) divides (z 4 1)(z"~! — 1), which in turn
divides #?"~? — 1. Similarly, if n is odd, then mz(x) divides (z 4 1)?(z"~! — 1), which divides
2?2 —1. In either case, mz(z) divides *"~? —1. This shows that Per; (T?7~2) = F2H!. According
to ([2), Per;(T?"~2) = F3. We find that Per;(T") = Per;(T54("2=2)) for all positive integers r.
Thus, when computing |Per;(77)], it suffices to consider the case in which r | 2n — 2.

Lemma 4.4. Let r be a positive integer such that v | 2n — 2. Let T = [Cy, {fv, }1-1,1d], where
fu, € {paritys, (1 + parity)s} for alli. If T has a fized point, then
2l ifr|n—1andn=0 (mod 2);
|Peri(T7)| = ¢ 27, ifr|n—1andn=1 (mod 2);
25t ifrin—1.
If T does not have a fized point, then

0 ifr|n—1,
Pery (T7)| = { ) ’
[Per:(T7) {22+1, if rin—1.

Proof. Suppose first that 7" has a fixed point. We know by Proposition [3.2] that T" and L, are
cyclically equivalent, so |[Per;(7")| = |Per1(L},)|. Recall from Lemma that the invariant factor
decomposition of L, is z + 1,2 ! — 1 if nis even and (z + 1)(z" ! — 1) if nisodd. If r | n— 1
and n is even, Proposition tells us that Per;(L},) is a vector subspace of Fy of dimension

deg(ged(z” — 1,2 + 1)) + deg(ged(z” — 1,2"1 — 1)) = deg(z + 1) + deg(z” — 1) =7 + 1.
Similarly, if r | n — 1 and n is odd, then
dim(Pery(L")) = deg(ged(z" — 1, (z 4+ 1)(z" ' — 1)) = deg(z” — 1) = r.

Now suppose r { n — 1. Equivalently, r |, 2n — 2. If n is even, then we know from Lemma that
the dimension of Per;(L]) is

deg(ged(z” — 1,z + 1)) + deg(ged(a” — 1,271 — 1)) = deg(x + 1) + deg(z"/? — 1) = g + 1.
If n is odd, then we may use Lemma [4.3 once again to find that

dim(Per; (L)) = deg(ged(s” — 1, (z + 1)(z"~ = 1))) = deg((z + 1)(a"> = 1)) = = +1.

Now assume that T' does not have a fixed point and that n is even. According to Proposition
the invariant factor decomposition of T is either (z +1)%,z" ' =1 or z + 1, (z 4+ 1)(z" — 1).
The first case is impossible since (x4 1)? does not divide "1 —1 (z"~! — 1 has no repeated factors
because n is even). It follows that the invariant factor decomposition of T is z+1, (z+1) (2" — 1),
so we may invoke Proposition to find that Per; (TT) is a vector subspace of Fg“ of dimension

deg(ged(z” —1,241)) +deg(ged (2" — 1, (z+1)(z" 1 —1))) = 1 +deg(ged(z" — 1, (x+1) ("1 —1))).

If r | n — 1, then ged(2” — 1, (z + 1)(z" 1 — 1)) = 2" — 1. In this case, we know from and our
calculations above that

|Pery (T7)| = [Pery (T7)| — |Per (L)| = 27+t — 2r+t = 0.
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Suppose 7 { n — 1. Then ged(z” — 1, (z 4+ 1)(z" ! = 1)) = (z + 1)(2"/?> — 1) by Lemma so
Per; (T") has dimension 5 +2. We saw above that Per;(L},) is a vector subspace of F3 of dimension
% + 1. By ,

|Pery (T7)| = |Pery (T7)| — [Pery (L%)| = 2212 — 251 = 23+1,

Finally, assume T has no fixed points and n is odd. Proposition tells us that the invariant

factor decomposition of T'is (z 4 1)2(z"* —1) (so ma(x) = x5(x)). By Proposition Per; (T7)

is a subspace of F4™ of dimension deg(ged(z” — 1, (z + 1)2(2"~! — 1))). If r | n — 1, then
ged(z" — 1, (x + 1)2(2" "1 — 1)) = 2" — 1. In this case, we also know from above that Per; (L") is a
vector space over Fo of dimension 7. Therefore,

|Pery (T7)| = |Pery (T7)| — |Pery(L%)| = 2" — 2" = 0.

Next, suppose 71 n — 1. By Lemma ged(z” — 1, (x + 1) (2" 1 = 1)) = (x + 1)?(2"/? = 1). We
saw above that Per;(Lj},) has dimension § + 1 in this case, so

|Pery (T7)] = [Pery (T7)| — |Pery (LL)| = 2272 — 251 = 25+1, O

In what follows, let 1 denote the number-theoretic Mobius function. Recall that for positive
integers k and m, we write k |, m to mean that m/k is an odd integer. In addition, let

enk) = 2k if k| m—1;
T 254 ik fm — 1

Theorem 4.1. Let r be a positive integer. Let T = [Cy, { fv, }1—1,1d], where
fu, € {paritys, (1 + parity)s} for alli. If T has a fized point, then

Stp(r/d)2H, ifr|n—1andn=0 (mod 2);

d|r

|Per,(T)| = < S u(r/d)én(d), ifr|2n—2andn=1 (mod 2);
d|r
0, otherwise.

If T does not have a fized point, then

S u(r/d)2Etifr o 20— 2
|Per,.(T)| = <} dlor
0, otherwise.

Proof. In the paragraph preceding Lemma we saw that Pery(7?"~2) = F%. Therefore, if
r 1 2n — 2, then T has no periodic points of period r. We also know that L, has no periodic
points of period 7 if n is even and r { n — 1. Consequently, if 7" has a fixed point, n is even, and
r{n—1, then |Per,(T")| = 0 because T" and L,, are dynamically equivalent by Proposition The
remaining cases follow from Lemma and the formula in , which tells us that

Per,(T)| = u(r/d)|Pery (T7)]. O
dlr

Let us say that the triple (7', n,r) is nice if either T has a fixed point and r divides
(2n —2)/ ged(2,n) or T does not have a fixed point and r |, 2n — 2. The preceding theorem implies
that if T" has a periodic point of period r, then (T, n,r) is nice. The following corollary asserts that
the converse is true as well.
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n 112131141156 7 8 9 10 |11 |12 | 13| 14| 15| 16 | 17|18 | 19 | 20
3 2120|4010 0 0 0 0 000|000 0 0]01]O0 0
4 41012 0| 0] O 0 0 0 0 00000 0 00710 0
5 2121012010 0 16 0 0 000|000 0 0]01]O0 0
6 4/0{ 00 |60]| 0 0 0 0 0 000|000 0 0]01]O0 0
7 21216 |4|01(64] O 0 0 0 0 (60]0 [0 |0 0 00710 0
8 410{ 00| 0] 0]|22] 0 0 0 000|000 0 0]01]O0 0
9 2121012010 0 | 240 0 0 0|00 |0 |0 |256| 0] 0|0 0
10 41012 0| 0] O 0 0 1008 | O 0010100 0 00710 0
11 21210 41]307]0 0 0 0 90| 0| 0|0 |0 |O 0 0] 0] 0 |1020

TABLE 1. The values of |Per,(T")| for 3 <n <11 and 1 < r < 20, where T is as in
Theorem [.T] and T has a fixed point.

n "f1l2|3]4|5|6 |78 |of10|11| 12|13 14 [15] 16 |17 18 19 | 20
3 0/(0(0|8j0|0]0]O0O]O|O0]|O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 0|4|{0|0|0|12|0| 0 OO0 ] O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 0/0(0|0|0O| O0]0]|32]0| 0|0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 0/4(0[{0|0| O0]0]O0]0O|60]| O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7 0/0(0|8(0| 00| 0|0 0] O0]120]| 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8 0/4(0|{0j0|O0]0O]O0O]O|O0]|O 0 0 ]252| 0 0 0 0 0 0
9 0/(0j0j0j0O|O0O]0O]O]O|O0]O 0 0 0 0]512| 0 0 0 0
10 0/4(0|0|0|12]0]| 0|0 0] O 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 1008 | O 0
11 0/0(0|8j0|0|0]O0]0O|O0]|O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 2040

TABLE 2. The values of |Per,(T")| for 3 <n <11 and 1 < r < 20, where T is as in

Theorem [4.1] and T" does not have a fixed point.

Corollary 4.2. Let T and r be as in Theorem[{.1 If T has a fized point and r divides
(2n — 2)/ged(2,n), then T has at least 2 periodic points of period r. If T does not have a fized

point and r |, 2n — 2, then T has at least 4 periodic points of period r.

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem along with the inequalities

r—1
Z,u/(r/d)2d+l — 2T+1 4 Zu(r/d)2d+l Z 27‘—‘,—1 _ Z2d+1 Z 27"—‘,—1 _ Z 2k‘+1
dlr dlr dlr k=1
d<r d<r
> ulr/d)en(d) = &u(r) + Y plr/d)én(d) = 224N " u(r/d)g,(d)
d|r d|r d|r
a<r a<r
lr/2] Lr/2]
> olr/2)+1 Zgn(d > olr/2]+ Z En(k) > 2lr/2+1 Z 9%k > 9,
dlr
dir
and (assuming r is even)
r/2
Zu (r/d) 2+1—22+1+ZM (r/d)2 2+1>22+1 222+1>22+1 sz
dlor dlor dlor

d<r a<r

=4,
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Observe that the formulas for |Per,(T")| given in Theorem [4.1|do not depend on n except through
some divisibility restrictions. Consequently, if we fix r and vary T, then |Per,(T)| can only attain
finitely many values. More precisely, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3. Fiz a positive integer r. Let

Kr = Z ,u(r/d)2d,

d|r

N %u(r/d)fgﬂ(d), ifr=0 (mod 2);
' 2Ky, ifr=1 (mod 2),

and
pr=> plr/d)2s+,
dlor

Let T = [Cy, { fv, }1—1,1d], where f,, € {paritys, (1 + parity)s} for alli. If T has a fized point, then
|Per,.(T)| € {0, kr, \r }. If T' does not have a fized point, then |Per,.(T)| € {0, p,}.

Proof. If T does not have a fixed point, the result follows immediately from Theorem Thus,
assume 7" has a fixed point. Suppose further that |Per,(7")| # 0. We will show that |Per,(T)| €

{kr, A\r }.

First, suppose n is even. Because |Per,(T)| # 0, it follows from Theorem that r | n — 1 and

|Per,.(T')| = Zu(r/d)ZdH. Because 7 | n — 1 and n is even, r must be odd. Therefore,
d|r

Per,(T)] = u(r/d)2H! =2k, = A,
d|r

Next, assume n is odd. Because |Per,(T')| # 0, we must have r | 2n — 2 and

[Per,(T)] = Y p(r/d)én(d)
d|r

by Theorem We have two cases to consider.

Case 1: In this case, assume 7 | n — 1. For each divisor d of r, we know that &,(d) = 2¢ because
d | n— 1. Hence,

Per, (1) = > u(r/d)2* = k,.

d|r

Case 2: In this case, assume r { n — 1. Note that this implies that r is even. Since r | 2n — 2, we
deduce that (r/2) | n — 1. Since (r/2) | r, this shows that ged(r,n — 1) > r/2. Because r { n — 1,
ged(r,n — 1) < r. Therefore, ged(r,n — 1) = r/2. Let d be a positive divisor of r. We have
d|n—1if and only if d | ged(r,n — 1). That is, d | n — 1 if and only if d | (r/2). It follows that
&n(d) = &z 41(d). This holds for any positive divisor d of r, so

|Per, (T)| =Y p(r/d)én(d) = > plr/d)éx 41 (d) = A O

d|r d|r
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Theorem (4.1 gives an explicit description of the dynamics of L, = [C,, paritys,id] since the
zero vector is certainly a fixed point of this map. Another natural SDS map worth considering is
[Ch, (1+parity)s, id], the SDS map obtained from setting all vertex functions equal to (1 -+ parity)s.
In the following theorem, we show that this map has a fixed point if and only if n is a multiple
of 4. Hence, by Theorem [4.1] we completely understand the dynamics of this map. The proof of
the following theorem also shows that it is relatively simple to determine whether or not one of the
symmetric invertible SDS maps that we have been considering has a fixed point.

Theorem 4.2. The SDS map [Cy, (1 + parity)s,id]: Fy — F3 has a fized point if and only if 4
divides n.

Proof. Let T,, = [Cy, (1 + parity)s,id]. Let

- )0, ifi=0 (mod 2);
BT, =1 (mod 2).

Put u, = (71,92, -+, Yn—1,7n—1)- For example, ug = (1,0,1,0,1,0,1,1). Using Lemma it is
straightforward to check that T),(v) = Ly (v) + u, for each v € F.

Let a, be the n-tuple of 0’s and 1’s whose i*" entry is 0 if and only if i = 1,2 (mod 4). For
example, ag = (0,0,1,1,0,0,1,1). We leave the reader to verify that a, is a fixed point of T, if
4| n.

To prove the converse, suppose 1), has a fixed point ¢ = (c1,...,¢,). We have ¢ = T,,(c) =
Ly (¢)+p, 50 uy, = Ly(c)+c. For any z € FY, let [2]; denote the 51 entry of 2. Ifi € {1,...,n—2},
then [L,(c)]; = ¢n + ¢1 + ¢i41 by Lemma Therefore, [Ly(c) + ¢]; = ¢n + ¢1 + ¢ + ¢iy1. On the
other hand, [u,]; = v; by definition. Thus, if 1 <i <n — 2, then

(4) cp+c1+ ¢+ Ci+1 = Yi-
Setting ¢ =1 in yields c2 + ¢, = 1. Furthermore,
Yn—1 = [un]n = [Ln(c) + C]n =cg+cy
by Lemma [£.1] Tt follows that 4,—; = 1, so n is even. This implies that
n—2
Z(Cn +c+c+ Ci—i—l) =c+cCp—1 = [Ln(c) + c]n—l = [Un]n—l = Yp-1=1.
i=1
Invoking , we obtain

n—2 n—2
1= Z(cn +e1+citeip) = ny,-.
i=1 i=1

This implies that 4 | n. 0

As in the proof of the previous theorem, let T, = [Cy, (1 + parity)s,id]. From Theorems [4.1] and
m we deduce that for any fixed positive integer r, there are only two possible values of |Per,(7},)|.
More precisely, let

> u(r/d)ﬁ“, ifr=0 (mod 2);

97- — dlo”"
Stpu(r/d)2¢tt, ifr=1 (mod 2).
d|r

For any positive integer n, we have |Per,(T},)| € {0,6,}.
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Indeed, suppose |Per,(T},)| # 0. If r is odd, then 7 {, 2n — 2, so it follows from Theorem {4.1| that
T, has a fixed point. By Theorem [4.2] n is a multiple of 4. Using Theorem [4.1] once again, we find
that |Per,.(T,)| = > u(r/d)2%+! = 0,.. Next, assume r is even. If 4 | n, then Theorems [4.1{ and

d|r
imply that r | n — 1. This is impossible, so 4 1 n. Theorem now tells us that 7}, does not have
a fixed point, so |Per,(T},)| = >_ ,u(r/d)2gJrl = 60, by Theorem 4.1
dlor

5. SUGGESTIONS FOR FUTURE RESEARCH

Because SDS are defined using so many parts, there are several ways to vary the problems
considered here. It is natural to consider symmetric invertible SDS defined using a different set
of states (such as [F3) or a different family of base graphs (such as wheel graphs or more general
circulant graphs). In fact, it would be interesting to develop some method for gaining information
about the invariant factor decompositions of SDS maps of the form [G, paritys, 7|, where G is an
element of some reasonably large family of base graphs and the implicit set of states is still Fs. For
example, finding the minimal polynomials of such maps would yield useful divisibility relationships
governing the sizes of orbits of the maps. In doing so, it might be useful to consider the article [9],
which proves results that allow one to compute the matrix of a linear SDS map when an explicit
formula such as that derived in Lemma [4.1]is not readily available.

It is also worth mentioning the possibility of obtaining results similar to Corollary and the
final two paragraphs of Section 4. Consider the following definition.

Definition 5.1. Let I be an indexing set, and let V' = {F;};c1 be a collection of self-maps of a set
X. Let

Ry (V) = {|Per,(F})|: i € I}.

We say the collection V' is r-orbit-restricted if R, (V') is finite, and we say V' is orbit-restricted if V
is r-orbit-restricted for all positive integers r.

Of course, any finite collection of functions from a set X to itself is orbit-restricted. Let V
denote the set of all SDS maps of STAECA with the identity update order. According to Corollary
R.(V) C {0,Ky, Ar, pr} for each r. The two paragraphs at the end of Section 4 show that
Rr({[Cn, (1 + parity)s,id]},>3) = {0,60,}. Hence, these collections of SDS maps are also orbit
restricted.

What other families of SDS maps are orbit-restricted? It seems quite difficult to answer this
question in general, but we will at least make some conjectures. Fix an integer m > 2, and define
fm: (Z/mZ)> — Z/mZ by fm(x1,22,73) = 71 +29+73. Furthermore, define (1+ f),,: (Z/mZ)® —
Z/mZ by (14 f)m(z1,z2,23) = 1+ 21 + 22 + x3. For the moment, we will define all SDS using
the set of states Z/mZ (instead of Fy). Let F), ,, and G,y denote the SDS maps [Cy, fm,1d] and
[Ch, (14 f)m,id], respectively.

Conjecture 5.1. The collections {Fy ntn>3 and {Gpmn}n>3 are each orbit-restricted.

It is reasonable to expect Conjecture to hold when m is a prime (so Z/mZ is a field) since,
in that case, linear algebra similar to that exploited above in the case m = 2 could force a certain
rigidity upon the dynamics of the maps F3, , and Gy, . The conjecture is a bit more radical in the
case in which m is not a prime.
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Conjecture 5.2. Let m,n,r be positive integers with m > 2 and n > 3. Ewvery prime divisor of
|Pery (F}, )| divides m. Every prime divisor of [Per1 (G, ,)| divides m.

A small amount of numerical evidenceﬂ hints at the following conjecture.

Conjecture 5.3. Suppose m is a power of 2. If F,, has a periodic orbit of period r, then
r|m(n—1). If Gy has a periodic orbit of period r, then r | m(n —1).

6. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The author would like to express his deepest gratitude to Taom Sakal, who wrote a computer
program that was used to find the nonzero values of |Per,(7")| when n < 17 and T' = [C),, paritys;, id]
or T = [Cy, (1 + parity)s,id]. This data was paramount to the production of conjectures that the
author eventually developed into Theorem Mr. Sakal also used the program to produce data
that was used to make Conjectures and

The author thanks Dr. Padraic Bartlett for introducing him to sequential dynamical systems
and giving excellent suggestions for the improvement of this article.

The author wishes to thank the anonymous Discrete Mathematics reviewers for very helpful
suggestions. He would especially like to thank the reviewer who pointed out several relevant articles
in the literature concerning connections with generalized toggle groups and techniques that helped
streamline many of the proofs in this paper.

REFERENCES

[1] C. L. Barrett and C. M. Reidys. Elements of a theory of computer simulation I: Sequential CA over random
graphs. Appl. Math. Comput., 98 (1999), 241-259.

[2] C. L. Barrett, H. B. Hunt III, M. V. Marathe, S. S. Ravi, D. J. Rosenkrantz, and R. E. Stearns. Reachability
problems for sequential dynamical systems with threshold functions. Theoret. Comput. Sci., 295 (2003), 41-64.

[3] C. L. Barrett, H. B. Hunt III, M. V. Marathe, S. S. Ravi, D. J. Rosenkrantz, R. E. Stearns, and P. T. Tosic.
Gardens of Eden and fixed points in sequential dynamical systems. DM-CCG, (2001), 95-110.

[4] C. L. Barrett, H. B. Hunt III, M. V. Marathe, S. S. Ravi, D. J. Rosenkrantz, and R. E. Stearns. On some special
classes of sequential dynamical systems. Ann. Comb., 7 (2003), 381-408.

[5] C. L. Barrett, H. S. Mortveit, and C. M. Reidys. Elements of a theory of computer simulation II: sequential
dynamical systems. Appl. Math. Comput., 107 (2000), 121-136.

[6] C. L. Barrett, H. S. Mortveit, and C. M. Reidys. Elements of a theory of computer simulation III: equivalence of
SDS. Appl. Math. Comput., 122 (2001), 325-340.

[7] P. Cameron and D. Fon-der-Flaass. Orbits of antichains revisited. Furopean J. Combin., 16 (1995), 545-554.

[8] M. Chan, S. Haddadan, S. Hopkins, and L. Moci. The expected jaggedness of order ideals. Forum of Mathematics,
Sigma, 5 (2017).

[9] R. Chen and C. Reidys. Linear sequential dynamical systems and the Moebius functions of partially ordered sets.
Linear Algebra Appl., 553 (2018), 270-291.

[10] E. Collina and A. D’Andrea. A graph-dynamical interpretation of Kiselman’s semigroups. J. Algebraic Combin.,
41 (2015), 1115-1132.

[11] D. Einstein, M. Farber, E. Gunawan, M. Joseph, M. Macauley, J. Propp, and S. Rubinstein-Salzedo. Noncrossing
partitions, toggles, and homomesies. Electron. J. Combin., 23 (2016).

[12] D. Einstein and J. Propp. Combinatorial, piecewise-linear, and birational homomesy for products of two chains.
arXiv:1310.5294 (2013).

[13] D. Einstein and J. Propp. Piecewise-linear and birational toggling. DMTCS proc. FPSAC, AT (2014), 513-524.

2When m = 2, Conjecture follows from what we have already proven. We have also checked that Conjecture
holds for n < 9 when m = 4 and for n < 6 when m = 8.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.5294

18 COLIN DEFANT

[14] B Elspas. The theory of autonomous linear sequential networks. IRE Transactions on Circuit Theory, 6 (1959),
45-60.

[15] L. D. Garcia, A. S. Jarrah, and R. Laubenbacher. Sequential dynamical systems over words. Appl. Math. Comput.,
174 (2006), 500-510.

[16] D. Grinberg and T. Roby. Iterative properties of birational rowmotion I: generalities and skeletal posets. Electron.
J. Combin., 23 (2016).

[17] D. Grinberg and T. Roby. Iterative properties of birational rowmotion II: rectangles and triangles. Electron. J.
Combin., 22 (2015).

[18] M. Macauley, J. McCammond, and H. S. Mortveit. Dynamics groups of asynchronous cellular automata. J.
Algebraic Combin., 33 (2011), 11-35.

[19] M. Macauley and H. S. Mortveit. Cycle Equivalence of Graph Dynamical Systems. Nonlinearity, 22 (2009),
421-436.

[20] D. K. Milligan and M. J. D. Wilson. The behavior of affine Boolean sequential networks. Connection Science, 5
(1993), 153-167.

[21] H. S. Mortveit and C. M. Reidys. An introduction to sequential dynamical systems. Springer Science & Business
Media, 2007.

[22] H. S. Mortveit and C. M. Reidys. Discrete, sequential dynamical systems. Discrete Math., 226 (2001), 281-295.

[23] C. M. Reidys. On acyclic orientations and sequential dynamical systems. Adv. Appl. Math., 27 (2001), 790-804.

[24] T. Roby. Dynamical algebraic combinatorics and the homomesy phenomenon. Recent Trends in Combinatorics.

Springer, 2016. 619-652.

5] R. Stanley. Promotion and evacuation. Electron. J. Combin., 16 (2009).

6] J. Striker. Rowmotion and generalized toggle groups. arXiv:1601.03710| (2016).

7] J. Striker and N. Williams. Promotion and rowmotion. Furopean J. Combin., 33 (2012), 1919-1942.

] R. A. H. Toledo. Linear finite dynamical systems. Comm. Algebra, 33 (2005), 2977-2989.

[2
2
[2
[28

OLD ADDRESS: UNIVERSITY OF FLORIDA, 1400 STADIUM RD., GAINESVILLE, FL 32611 UNITED STATES

CURRENT ADDRESS: PRINCETON UNIVERSITY, FINE HALL, 304 WASHINGTON RD., PRINCETON, NJ 08544

FE-mail address: cdefant@princeton.edu


http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.03710

	1. Introduction
	2. Toggles
	3. Dynamics of Affine Transformations
	4. Dynamics of Symmetric Invertible Asynchronous Elementary Cellular Automata
	5. Suggestions for Future Research
	6. Acknowledgments
	References

