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How do cellular automata behave in the limit of a very large number of cells? Is there a continuum
limit with simple properties? We attack this problem by mapping certain classes of automata to
quantum field theories for which powerful methods exist for this type of problem. Indeed, many
cellular automata admit an interpretation in terms of fermionic particles. Reversible automata
on space-lattices with a local updating rule can be described by a partition function or Grassmann
functional integral for interacting fermions moving in this space. We discuss large classes of automata
that are equivalent to discretized fermionic quantum field theories with various types of interactions.
Two-dimensional models include relativistic Thirring or Gross-Neveu type models with abelian or
non-abelian continuous global symmetries, models with local gauge symmetries, and spinor gravity
with local Lorentz symmetry as well as diffeomorphism invariance in the (naive) continuum limit.

The limit of a very large number of cells needs a probabilistic description. Probabilistic cellular
automata are characterized by a probability distribution over initial bit-configurations. They can
be described by the quantum formalism with wave functions, density matrix and non-commuting
operators associated to observables, which are the same for the automata and associated fermionic
quantum theories. This formalism is crucial for a discussion of concepts as vacuum states, spon-
taneous symmetry breaking, coarse graining and the continuum limit for probabilistic cellular au-
tomata. In particular, we perform explicitly the continuum limit for an automaton that describes a
quantum particle in a potential for one space dimension.
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I. Introduction

Since the pioneering work by von Neumann [1], Ulam [2]
and Zuse [3] cellular automata have found applications in
many areas of science [4–12]. One often describes the states
of the automaton by a configuration of bits, or equivalently
fermionic occupation numbers or Ising spins. Deterministic
classical cellular automata map a bit-configuration at time
t to a new bit-configuration at the next discrete time step
t+ ε. The bits are grouped into cells x, and the updating
is such that only the state of a few neighboring cells at
t influences the values of the bits in the cell x at t + ε.
We restrict our discussion here to reversible or invertible
cellular automata [11, 13–17] for which the inverse of the
updating map exists.

We concentrate on automata that admit a simple parti-
cle interpretation. Bit configurations, with bits nα(t) tak-
ing values of one or zero, can be viewed as the states of
fermionic many body systems in the occupation number
basis. In this view nα(t) = nγ(t, x) = 1, 0 denotes the oc-
cupation number of a fermion α. The index α = (x, γ)
involves a discrete position variable x, as well as internal
properties as “colors” or “flavors” γ. Local configurations
of the bits or occupation numbers nγ(x) at the position x
are used to define the state of the cell x. We are interested
in automata that can be interpreted in terms of propaga-
tion and scattering of fermionic particles. They will de-
scribe the dynamics of fermionic quantum field theories or
many body systems.

We are interested in the continuum limit of a very large
number of cells. This requires a probabilistic description,
as given by a probability distribution for initial bit config-
urations. A possible mapping of the probabilistic cellular
automaton to a quantum field theory for fermions can be
an important help for the continuum limit, both on the
conceptual side and more quantitatively by the existence
of powerful methods for the investigation of the continuum
limit in quantum field theories. In this respect one would
like to know which types of automata can be mapped to
fermionic quantum field theories, and vice versa.

Generic fermionic models cannot be represented as au-
tomata. For the representation as a probabilistic cellular
automaton it is necessary that a discretization exists for
which the evolution operator for a discrete time step ε takes
the particular form of a “unique jump operator”. One of
the aims of this paper is to find out which types of fermionic
quantum field theories with interactions can be represented

as cellular automata. For this purpose we have to cast can-
didate automata into the language of Grassmann variables
and Grassmann (functional) integrals that are usually em-
ployed for fermionic many body systems and quantum field
theories. We will employ a general bit-fermion map [18, 19]
which can be implemented whenever the “global map” or
“overall map” for the updating of the whole bit configu-
ration is known explicitly. This general map will be il-
lustrated by a number of rather simple automata that give
rise, nevertheless, to interacting discrete quantum field the-
ories with various global or local symmetries. As compared
to previous work [20–22] this extends considerably the class
of two-dimensional fermionic quantum field theories which
have a cellular automaton representation. In particular,
they include models with local gauge symmetries as well as
a large family of Lorentz-invariant models with non-abelian
global continuous symmetries.

The behavior of the investigated automata for a small
number of cells remains very simple. We are interested
here in a very large number of cells for which interesting
collective phenomena can emerge. The fermionic picture
for automata constitutes a bridge to the highly developed
formalism of quantum field theory which precisely deals
with these collective phenomena. Cellular automata are
equivalent to particular discretizations of fermionic quan-
tum field theories. The limit of the number of cells going to
infinity corresponds to the continuum limit of the discrete
quantum field theories. For many discrete models the con-
tinuum limit can show new symmetries as Lorentz symme-
try. In the continuum limit one often observes universality
of the macroscopic behavior which becomes independent
of the particular discretization. New phenomena as order
parameters, spontaneous symmetry breaking, phase tran-
sitions or topological excitations can emerge.

For a very large number of cells only a probabilistic ap-
proach is meaningful. We therefore focus on “probabilistic
cellular automata”. In our context the probabilistic aspects
enter only by a probability distribution over initial condi-
tions, while the deterministic updating remains unchanged.
This differs from stochastic cellular automata [6, 7, 9, 12]
for which the updating is described by a Markov process
with probabilistic properties itself. Our models preserve
the important property that the initial probabilistic in-
formation is processed but not lost after arbitrarily many
updatings. In contrast, the loss of information is a char-
acteristic feature of Markov chains (except for determinis-
tic limiting cases). Since stochastic cellular automata are
sometimes called probabilistic cellular automata as well,
a more specific naming for our models could be “unitary
probabilistic cellular automata”.

Unitary probabilistic cellular automata share many fea-
tures of discrete real quantum mechanics, for which time
is discretized and the complex wave function or density
matrix is written in terms of real quantities. For discrete
quantum mechanics the evolution is encoded in a unitary
step evolution operator that describes the change for a min-
imal discrete time step from t to t+ε. A discrete evolution
equation replaces the continuous Schrödinger- or von Neu-
mann equation. We introduce the formalism of discrete
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quantum mechanics for the description of probabilistic cel-
lular automata, based on wave functions, operators for ob-
servables, and the density matrix. The “quantum law” for
expectation values follows from its standard classical sta-
tistical definition. The particular feature of a cellular au-
tomaton is the specific form of the step evolution operator
which is a “unique jump matrix”.

For unitary probabilistic cellular automata the step evo-
lution operator is an orthogonal matrix acting on a real
wave function. For invertible automata is is a “unique
jump matrix” with exactly one element equal to ±1 in
each row and column, and all other elements zero. The
step evolution operator of a fermionic quantum field the-
ory can be derived from a Grassmann functional integral.
If this fermionic step evolution operator has the unique
jump property, both the wave function and the step evo-
lution operator, as well as the operators for observables,
are the same for the probabilistic cellular automaton and
its fermionic equivalent. “Classical” probabilistic cellular
automata are then formulated as real discrete quantum sys-
tems. In the presence of a suitable complex structure, that
we associate here to a map between particles and holes,
this becomes standard discrete quantum mechanics with a
complex Hilbert space.

The construction of a discrete quantum field theory for
fermions which is equivalent to a cellular automaton is
highly non-trivial. In one direction one needs to com-
pute first the step evolution operator for a given discretized
fermionic model. In general, this will be an orthogonal ma-
trix in a real formulation, but it will not be a unique jump
matrix. One has to find particular discretizations that real-
ize the automaton property of a unique jump step evolution
operator. In the opposite direction, one may translate for
a given automaton the updating rule and unique jump step
evolution operator to an expression in terms of Grassmann
variables. The challenge is now to find out which updating
rules can realize the wanted symmetries and other proper-
ties of the fermionic quantum field theory that one wants
to construct. The present paper describes some general
strategies to realize this goal. In addition, an educated
guess is often necessary to find a solution.

From the point of view of quantum field theory the quan-
tum mechanics of a single particle (or a few particles)
is associated to isolated local “particle excitations” of a
given “vacuum state”. The setting is precisely the same
for probabilistic automata. Our approach to probabilis-
tic automata includes single-particle quantum mechanics,
e.g. a particle in a potential, as a particular limiting case.
Typically, the dynamics of a single quantum particle is dic-
tated by the collective properties of the vacuum state. One-
particle quantum mechanics refers to a subsystem which is
influenced by the properties of its “environment”, associ-
ated here to the vacuum. It is not an isolated automaton
by itself. Single-particle quantum mechanics arises in the
continuum limit of the probabilistic automaton and the as-
sociated fermionic quantum field theory.

The focus of this paper concerns the continuum limit for
a very large number of cells. The existence of this limit
may be expected if the change of the wave function re-

mains small for a “macroscopic time interval” ∆t which is
much larger than the microscopic time step ε. In this case
the limit ε → 0 can be formulated which transforms the
discrete updating into a continuous differential equation
in the form of a Schrödinger or von Neumann equation.
The probabilistic setting is crucial for this purpose since
it permits a continuous change of the wave function. The
argument is simple: If the discrete time evolution is well
approximated by a continuous time evolution, the contin-
uum limit has to produce a differential equation for the
time evolution. Similarly to the discrete evolution the con-
tinuous evolution equation is linear in the wave function
or density matrix. If the unitary character of conserved
information remains valid in the continuum formulation, a
linear time evolution equation has to be of the type of a
Schrödinger or von Neumann equation.

For the fermionic quantum field theories discussed here
we first establish the naive continuum limit. This corre-
sponds to formally taking ε → 0 in the Grassmann func-
tional integral. In this limit one recovers the continuum
quantum field theory that the discretization is thought to
represent. It is not guaranteed that the true continuum
limit shares the same properties as the naive continuum
limit. Both for the true and the naive continuum limit
the step evolution operator has no longer the unique jump
property of a cellular automaton. The continuum evolution
maps no longer a given bit configuration to a unique new
bit configuration. It can evolve into many different config-
urations with certain probabilities. One has to understand
how this typical feature of quantum theories arises. The
key to this understanding is averaging or coarse graining.

Steps towards the continuum limit need to proceed by
some form of coarse graining which preserves the unitary
character of the evolution. Using the discrete quantum
formulation this coarse graining can be done by choosing
suitable subtraces of the density matrix. In this case the
orthogonal or unitary form of the step evolution operator
can be preserved on the coarse grained level. On the other
side, the unique jump property of the step evolution oper-
ator is lost on the coarse grained level. After coarse grain-
ing we do no longer have an automaton. A given coarse
grained state evolves to different coarse grained states with
certain probabilities. We do not deal with a Markov chain,
however, since the coarse grained evolution still preserves
the probabilistic information of the appropriate subsystem
specified by the coarse grained density matrix. The off-
diagonal elements of this density matrix are needed to for-
mulate a linear evolution law on the coarse grained level.
The probability distribution at a given time t alone is not
sufficient to determine the coarse grained evolution. We
provide first simple examples demonstrating explicitly the
loss of the automaton property on the coarse grained level.

Considerable simplifications occur for the continuum
limit of one-particle states. We mimic the effect of or-
der parameters in an interacting fermionic quantum field
theory by studying a “random cellular automaton” for the
one-particle state. For this type of cellular automaton one
distributes randomly “disorder points” in the space-time
lattice. In one space dimension a particle moving towards
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increasing or decreasing x reverses its direction if it en-
counters a disorder point. For a sparse enough distribution
of these scattering events we can perform the continuum
limit explicitly. The result is a two-dimensional Dirac equa-
tion with a potential V (x). This potential is determined
by the distribution of the scattering events. In the non-
relativistic limit this random cellular automaton yields the
Schrödinger equation for a quantum particle in a potential.
This realizes a classical statistical system for the quantum
particle in one space dimension.

Beyond the one-particle state the continuum limit for
automata with a very large number of cells is largely unex-
plored terrain. The present work is a new step in this direc-
tion. This part should be considered only as a beginning,
demonstrating directly only a few important conceptual
issues. Considerable effort remains necessary for establish-
ing the true continuum limit of the models presented here.
Fortunately, the automata introduced in this paper have
rather simple updating rules. This will allow to study di-
rectly the behavior as the number of cells is increased, as
far as this number remains numerically tractable. Already
for the simple quantum field theories discussed here the
equivalence to cellular automata offers interesting new av-
enues. This concerns, in particular, non-equilibrium quan-
tum field theory. The automaton can be initialized with
an arbitrary wave function or density matrix. Following
its evolution either analytically or numerically describes
directly the time-dependence in the quantum field theory
with the corresponding initial conditions.

II. Outline

The first aim of this paper is a demonstration that clas-
sical automata admit a description in terms of fermionic
many body systems with a particular form of the evolu-
tion operator. In consequence, probabilistic automata will
be equivalent to fermionic quantum systems. This gen-
eral equivalence is sufficient for the use of the powerful
concepts of quantum many body theory or quantum field
theory for probabilistic automata. The first part of this pa-
per in sects. III- XIV establishes a rich family of fermionic
quantum field theories which have a representation as prob-
abilistic cellular automata. These models constitute the
basis for the approach to the continuum limit which is dis-
cussed in the second part of this paper in sects. XV- XXI.

Our basic setting applies to general automata. The
cellular property will be discussed explicitly for the par-
ticular models. We begin with deterministic general au-
tomata which are characterized at each step in their evolu-
tion by some specific configuration of bits ρ. An updating
rule maps this bit-configuration to a new bit-configuration
τ̄(ρ) at the next evolution step. We associate the bit-
configurations with states of a many body model for
fermions in the occupation number basis. A bit value one
corresponds to a fermion present at the “position” of the
bit, while for a bit value zero no fermion is present. Here
the general notion of “position” typically (but not neces-
sarily) includes a position in space. It may further refer

to “internal properties” for different “species” of bits or
fermions. A chain of updatings of the automaton can be
associated with a time-evolution with discrete time steps
ε.

Deterministic cellular automata have been proposed for
a deterministic setting of quantum theory [23–27]. In con-
trast, we investigate here probabilistic cellular automata
for which the initial state is characterized by a probabil-
ity distribution over the possible bit-configurations. We
will find that the probabilistic information and its evolu-
tion gives rise to quantum features. The continuity of the
probabilistic information accounts for the wave aspect in
particle-wave duality. Probabilistic cellular automata can
be associated to quantum many body theories or quan-
tum field theories for fermions [20–22, 28]. Our discussion
remains within classical statistics. We do not investigate
“quantum cellular automata” [29].

Simple cellular automata acting on a chain of bits have
been shown to be equivalent to specific free or interacting
quantum field theories for fermions in 1+1-dimensions [18–
20, 22]. The present paper generalizes this approach to
large classes of automata that are equivalent to fermionic
models with various forms of interactions. The specific
models discussed here have one space and one time dimen-
sion. While our approach can be implemented in arbitrary
dimensions the focus on 1 + 1-dimensional systems helps
for a simple presentation of the key points.

The equivalence between cellular automata and
fermionic systems is based on a general “bit-fermion”
map [19, 22] which exists in arbitrary dimensions. This
map associates classical bits or Ising spins [30–32] to oc-
cupation numbers of fermions. Grassmann elements in the
fermionic description of Grassmann functional integrals are
associated to bit-configurations. This general bit-fermion
map differs from other particular maps between fermions
and Ising spins in two dimensions [33–38] or other forms
of fermion-boson equivalence for particular models [39–42].
We exploit the bit-fermion map in order to construct for
arbitrary updatings of bit-configurations in a cellular au-
tomaton an associated transformation between correspond-
ing Grassmann elements. This transformation can be in-
terpreted as a particular discrete time evolution step of the
fermionic model that is equivalent to the cellular automa-
ton. A chain of updatings in the cellular automaton can
be represented by a Grassmann (functional) integral.

Instead of a general formal discussion we often demon-
strate key features of the fermionic picture for cellular au-
tomata by two classes of models. The first are fermionic
quantum field theories with interactions of a type of
Thirring model [43–46] or Gross-Neveu model [47–51]. This
includes models with continuous non-abelian symmetries.
The second class of models implements local gauge symme-
tries. In particular, we construct an automaton for a dis-
cretization of two-dimensional spinor gravity [52–55]. For
this model the discrete fermionic action is invariant un-
der local Lorentz transformations. The continuum limit
realizes diffeomorphism symmetry. Together with general
construction rules these examples should demonstrate that
probabilistic cellular automata can indeed describe a wide
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variety of fermionic models.

In sect. III we start with a single updating step of an au-
tomaton and map it to a product of Grassmann variables
at neighboring times t and t+ ε. Sect. IV deals with local
updatings for which the updating of a cell involves only the
cell itself. This will be combined subsequently with other
updating steps inducing non-trivial propagation dynamics.
In sect. V we discuss chain automata that involve bits po-
sitioned at a chain of discrete locations x. We focus on
automata described by local elementary processes which
only involve bits in a certain neighborhood of positions.
They constitute cellular automata. Sect. VI considers the
sequence of updatings and represents the corresponding au-
tomaton as a Grassmann (functional) integral.

In sect. VII we introduce probabilistic cellular automata.
The probabilistic aspects arise from a probability distribu-
tion over initial bit-configurations for the automaton. This
is directly related to the probabilistic features of quantum
mechanics. We introduce the wave function for the proba-
bilistic cellular automaton. It is identical to the one for the
associated fermionic quantum system. The probabilistic
formulation gives access to discrete and continuous sym-
metries that we discuss in sect. VIII. This includes abelian
and non-abelian continuous global symmetries as well as
local gauge symmetries. These symmetry concepts are not
easily visible in the usual formulation of automata. As fa-
miliar from quantum field theories they constitute powerful
tools for an understanding of the dynamics, in particular
for the continuum limit of the automata.

In sect. IX we turn to the construction of automata that
constitute interesting discrete fermionic quantum field the-
ories. We begin by sequences of updatings for propagation
and scattering, rather analogous to the Feynman path inte-
gral for quantum field theories. In sect. X we focus on the
automata with non-abelian continuous symmetries. The
fermionic quantum field theories corresponding to the au-
tomata discussed in sects. IX, X are generalized Thirring or
Gross-Neveu models. Sect. XI investigates different forms
of the propagation step of the updating. This includes
disorder and its possible relation to a mass term for the
fermions. Sect. XII discusses an updating by shifted blocks.
This is employed for the realization of local gauge symme-
tries in sect. XIII. In sect. XIV we present a particular
automaton that represents spinor gravity [52–55]. The as-
sociated quantum field theory exhibits local Lorentz sym-
metry. Diffeomorphism symmetry is realized in the naive
continuum limit.

The second part of this paper discusses important as-
pects of the continuum limit. We begin by introducing the
operators playing an important role for this limit, as the
Hamiltonian, the momentum operator and fermion bilin-
ears that may play the role of order parameters. Subse-
quently, we discuss the concepts of “vacuum” and sponta-
neous symmetry breaking. The continuum limit is con-
structed explicitly for one-particle states which may be
considered as excitations of a given vacuum. Finally, we
address the general mechanisms how coarse graining leads
to a loss of the automaton property on the averaged level.
The map to quantum theory is completed by a discussion

of the complex structure.
In sect. XV we deepen the quantum formalism by in-

troducing operators for observables. The association of
operators to observables and the quantum rule for expec-
tation values follow directly from the classical statistical
setting for the automaton. Fermionic operators familiar
from quantum field theories are translated to the prob-
abilistic automata in sect. XVI. For given observables in
the fermionic quantum system we construct the equiva-
lent observables for the probabilistic cellular automaton.
The operators associated to these observables need not to
commute. In sect. XVII we employ concepts familiar from
quantum field theory, as vacua and spontaneous symme-
try breaking, for the description of stationary states of the
probabilistic cellular automaton.

Sect. XVIII discusses the one-particle excitations for var-
ious vacua. We introduce the complex wave function and
the Fourier transform to a momentum basis for the cor-
responding states of the cellular automaton. The explicit
continuum limit for the one-particle states in one space
dimension is performed in sect. XIX based on a random
cellular automaton. This yields a Dirac equation with
a potential. In the non-relativistic limit this results in
the Schrödinger equation for a particle in a potential. In
sect. XX we turn to conceptual issues of the continuum
limit and the associated coarse graining which averages
over microscopic states. On the coarse grained level the
one-particle state follows a unitary evolution, but is no
longer described by a cellular automaton. A given state
evolves with various probabilities to different states and the
uniqueness of the automaton is lost. With this insight we
address the emergence of one-particle quantum mechanics
in sect. XXI. In sect. XXII we present our conclusions.

III. Fermion picture for updating

In this section we translate the updating rule for cellular
automata to a fermionic expression in terms of Grassmann
variables. We take an overall perspective on the states of all
cells at a given “time” of the updating. They are character-
ized by a configuration of M bits or fermionic occupation
numbers. There are therefore 2M possible overall states at
a given time. In an overall view the updating is realized
by mapping each bit configuration to a new one. We cast
this map into the form of a step evolution operator. This
setting of general automata is more general than the one
for cellular automata where the updating is determined by
the states of a well defined set of neighboring cells. In the
following we will describe case by case for our examples
which are the neighbors that determine the updating in a
given cell. This will relate the overall view to the standard
view of local updatings of cells.

Grassmann elements for bit configurations

Our first task is an expression of the updating rule of the
automaton in terms of Grassmann variables for fermions.
For this purpose our starting point is the association of
every configuration of M bits (or Ising spins) to a Grass-
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mann basis element for M Grassmann variables [19, 21].
We characterize the bits by fermionic occupation numbers
nα that can take the values zero or one, α = 1 . . .M . Cor-
responding Ising spins are given by sα = 2nα − 1. On
the other hand we consider M anticommuting Grassmann
variables ψα, {ψα, ψβ} = 0. A Grassmann basis element
gτ is a product of these Grassmann variables,

gτ [ψ] = s̃τ

M∏
α=1

ãα , (1)

with factors ãα either given by ψα or one, and s̃τ = ±1 a
conveniently chosen sign factor. We can associate ãα = 1
with a particle α present or nα = 1, and ãα = ψα with
no particle α present or nα = 0. A bit configuration
is a sequence of zeros and ones, or occupation numbers
{nα} = {n1, n2 . . . nM}. To every Grassmann basis ele-
ment gτ one associates a unique bit configuration. Every
factor ψα in gτ corresponds to a zero in the bit configu-
ration at the position α. All other bits equal one. The
number of different bit configurations or Grassmann basis
elements is given by N = 2M , τ = 1 . . . N . We can use
the sequence of occupation numbers {nα} to label τ . For
example, we can order τ by using binary numbers.

State vector and step evolution operator

We focus first on deterministic cellular automata with
some given specific initial bit-configuration. At every step
in the updating chain one therefore has a specific bit-
configuration τ̄ . It is convenient to denote this bit con-
figuration by a state vector q. This is an N -component
unit vector with components qτ = ±δτ,τ̄ . The only non-
vanishing component of q therefore directly indicates a par-
ticular bit configuration τ̄ . The change of the bit config-
uration according to the updating rule is described by a
change of the state vector

q′τ = Ŝτρqρ . (2)

The “step evolution operator” Ŝ is a real N × N matrix.
We restrict our discussion to reversible or invertible cellu-
lar automata for which the inverse process also constitutes

an automaton. In this case Ŝ is given by a “unique jump
matrix” that has only elements ±1 or 0, with a single ele-
ment ±1 in each row and column. Unique jump operators
are orthogonal matrices

ŜT Ŝ = 1 , (3)

and therefore invertible.
An updating rule ρ → τ̄ or τ̄ = τ̄(ρ) is realized by ele-

ments

Ŝτρ = ±δτ,τ̄(ρ) = ±δρ,ρ̄(τ) , (4)

with ρ̄(τ) the inverse map of τ̄(ρ). This realizes for every
configuration ρ̄ the jump or updating q → q′, with q′τ =
±qρ̄(τ). The association between gτ and τ in eq. (1) does
not depend on the sign s̃τ . The Grassmann description is
redundant in this respect. As a consequence, the signs of

the non-zero elements of Ŝ do not matter for the association
of Ŝ to a cellular automaton. Also the sign of the non-zero
component of q will not be relevant at the present stage.

The step evolution operator specifies the updating rule
completely. It provides for an overall picture for the simul-
taneous updating of all cells of an automaton. As such it
is a very general concept. We will have to specify a lo-
cal structure of cells and its neighbors in order to realize
particular cellular automata.

Grassmann expression for updating rule

As a basic fermionic expression for the updating rule

encoded in Ŝ we introduce a “local factor” K̃[ψ,ψ ] which
depends on two sets of Grassmann variables ψα and ψα. It
is defined in terms of the step evolution operator by

K̃[ψ,ψ ] = gτ [ψ]Ŝτρg
′
ρ[ψ ] . (5)

Here we introduce for the convenience of sign-
manipulations of Grassmann elements

g′τ [ψ] = ετgτ [ψ] , ετ = (−1)
mτ (mτ−1)

2 , (6)

with mτ the number of ψ-factors in gτ . This allows us to
employ the convention of summing over double indices in
eq. (5), or for the identity

exp
(
ψαψα

)
=
∏
α

(
1 + ψαψα

)
= gτ [ψ]g′τ [ψ ] . (7)

Every arbitrary K̃[ψ,ψ] defines a matrix Ŝ by a double
expansion in Grassmann basis elements (5). What singles

out the fermionic description of an automaton are those K̃
for which Ŝ is a unique jump operator.

As an example we consider three Grassmann variables
ψ1, ψ2, ψ3 and a local factor

K̃ =1 + ψ1ψ2 + ψ2ψ3 + ψ3ψ1 − ψ1ψ2ψ2ψ3

− ψ2ψ3ψ3ψ1 − ψ3ψ1ψ1ψ2 − ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ1ψ2ψ3 .
(8)

The step evolution operator is an 8× 8 matrix that decays
into four blocks. The first term 1 is the product of two
Grassmann elements gτ [ψ] = 1 and g′τ [ψ] = 1. The to-
tally filled bit configuration (1, 1, 1) is not changed by the
updating rule,

Ŝ(111),(111) = 1 . (9)

Similarly, the last term is a product of the basis elements
ψ1ψ2ψ3 and ψ1ψ2ψ3 for the totally empty configuration.
The totally empty state remains invariant under the up-
dating

Ŝ(000),(000) = 1 . (10)

Next we have the three products of single Grassmann
variables ψαψβ . With ψ1, ψ2, ψ3 associated to the con-
figurations (011), (101), (110), respectively, we infer the
elements

Ŝ(011),(101) = Ŝ(101),(110) = Ŝ(110),(011) = 1 . (11)
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In this sector Ŝ is a 3× 3 matrix

Ŝ =

0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0

 . (12)

For example, it maps the state vector for the configuration
(101) to the one for the configuration (011),

q′ = Ŝq(101) = Ŝ

0
1
0

 =

1
0
0

 = q′(011) . (13)

We can associate the configurations (011), (101), (110)
with a “hole” or “antiparticle” of type 1, 2, 3, or h1, h2,
h3 respectively. The cellular automaton maps h2 → h1,
h3 → h2, h1 → h3. Looking at eq. (8), we can say that

a factor ψα in K̃ annihilates a hole hα, while ψα creates

a hole α for the updated configuration. This part of Ŝ
therefore describes an automaton for which the colors of
single holes are changed in a cyclic way.

Finally, associating the factors ψ1ψ2, ψ2ψ3, ψ3ψ1 with
the configurations (001), (010), (100) one infers

Ŝ(001),(100) = Ŝ(100),(010) = Ŝ(010),(001) = 1 . (14)

This part accounts for a cyclic color rotation of the single
particle states, p1 → p3, p2 → p1, p3 → p2. As compared to
eq. (13) this part obtains by exchanging particles and holes,
corresponding to an exchange nα = 0 ↔ nα = 1 between
eqs. (11) and (14). With a similar exchange relating eqs. (9)
and (10) the automaton exhibits a particle-hole symmetry.

Elementary processes

The construction of the fermionic local factor K̃ accord-
ing to eq. (5) is possible for arbitrary cellular automata.
It becomes, however, rather involved for a high number M

of particle species, with K̃ involving a sum over 2M terms.
This issue is rather cumbersome for automata formulated
on a space lattice with MD

x points, for which M is propor-
tional to MD

x and becomes typically very large. We want
to reduce the updating rule to a local “elementary process”
that at once gives a rule for configurations at arbitrary lat-
tice points.

Elementary processes can be defined for cellular au-

tomata for which K̃ can be expressed as an exponential

K̃[ψ,ψ ] = exp
{
− L[ψ,ψ ]

}
. (15)

The quantity L will describe the “elementary processes” for
the cellular automaton, from which the updating rule can
be computed by exponentiation. For the simple cellular
automaton (8) one has

L = −
(
ψ1ψ2 + ψ2ψ3 + ψ3ψ1

)
. (16)

This expression is simpler than the expression for K̃ in
eq. (8). The elementary process in this case is the cyclic
permutation of holes.

Clock systems

This structure generalizes to an arbitrary number M of
Grassmann variables ψα. For this purpose we choose

L = −Fαβψαψβ , (17)

where Fαβ is an M ×M -matrix with all elements zero or
one, and a single element one in each row and column. The
matrix F is again a unique jump matrix, but now in the
M -dimensional space of Grassmann elements, as compared

to Ŝ which acts in the 2M -dimensional space of Grassmann
basis elements. For a non-zero element F38, for example,
the elementary process changes a hole of type 8 to a hole
of type 3.

For the construction of the step evolution operator asso-
ciated to F we expand the exponential

K̃ =

∞∑
n=0

1

n!

(
ψαFαβψβ

)n
=
∑
n

K̃n . (18)

For n = 0 the term 1 maps the totally filled state to the
totally filled state. The term with n = 1 generates the
permutation of single holes encoded in F . For

K̃2 =− 1

2
FαβFγδ ψαψγψβψδ

=−
∑
α

∑
β

∑
γ 6=α

∑
δ>β

FαβFγδ ψαψγψβψδ
(19)

we observe that only pairs of different Grassmann variables

contribute since ψ2
α = 0, ψ

2

β = 0. Every bilinear ψβψδ with

given β̄ and δ̄ appears in the sum. It actually appears twice,
once for β = β̄ and a second time for δ = β̄. The two terms
in the sum are identical. We restrict the sum to δ > β,
absorbing in this way the factor 1/2. The bilinears ψβψδ,
δ > β, denote bit configurations with precisely two holes,
one of type β and the other of type δ. The part of the

step evolution operator corresponding to K̃2 maps every
two-hole state (β, δ) to a new two-hole state (ᾱ(β), γ̄(δ))
according to the non-zero elements of F . The change of
color of two holes is the same as for the single hole, now
applied to each hole separately.

This simple discussion demonstrates once more the cor-
respondence between bit-configurations and Grassmann
basis elements. A bit-configuration can be characterized
by the position of zeros or holes in the configuration {nα}.
Correspondingly, Grassmann basis elements can only have
a single (or no) factor ψα for every α, as guaranteed by

ψ
2

α = 0. Furthermore, the Grassmann rule ψδψβ = −ψβψδ
implies that ψδψβ and ψβψδ are not independent, such
that a full set of basis elements describing two-hole states
or bit-configurations with two zeros are ψβψδ, δ > β.

The continuation of the expansion series is straightfor-
ward. The term n = 3 accounts for the map of three-hole
states to color changed three-hole states, and so on. The
term n = M − 1 involves M − 1 ψ-factors and M − 1 ψ-
factors. At this level each element gτ [ψ] and g′τ [ψ ] has only
a single factor 1, and therefore corresponds to a single par-
ticle of the type for which no ψ and ψ factor is present. The
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corresponding part of the step evolution operator induces
for the single particles the same color change as for single
holes. This cellular automaton exhibits again particle-hole
symmetry. Accordingly, the totally empty state for n = M
remains invariant.

As a special case, for Fαβ = δαβ one obtains the unit step
evolution operator. This coincides with the identity (7).

In contrast, a local factor K̃ = 1 does not correspond to
a unique jump matrix. The corresponding step evolution
operator has almost all elements vanishing, except a single
one that maps the totally filled state onto itself.

In the general case F can describe cycles with different
periods. The maximal period is M , realized for FM = 1.
It is sufficient to consider the one-hole states which are per-
muted by F . The same permutation holds for the single-
particle states. More complex states are simply composed
by the corresponding permutations of particles or holes. If
F is block diagonal, the permutation of single holes decays
into different sectors, with maximal period in each sector
given by the size of the block. The general clock character
of the elementary process (17) can be understood as fol-
lows: One can start with a given α1 that is mapped to a
color that we denote by α2, which in turn transforms to
α3, and so on. At the latest after M steps the cycle is
complete by reaching again α1. For a smaller cycle α1 is
already reached after M ′ steps, with M ′ < M . In the sub-
sector of species αj belonging to this chain the period is
M ′. For the remaining part one can start again with some
β1 among the colors not belonging to the ones of the first
cycle, and repeat the procedure for the remaining M −M ′
colors. One may call the simple automata of this type
“cyclic automata” or “clock systems”. If the system has
more than one period it consists of several synchronized
clocks.

For clock systems the possible structures of cellular au-
tomata are easily identified. One may group a family of
bits into a cell, denoting the cell by x and the bits be-
longing to this cell by ᾱ(x). We assume that every bit α
belongs to precisely one cell. If we arrange the cells x as
positions on a D-dimensional lattice we can define which
cells y(x) are neighbors of x. Since clock systems only ex-

change bits we can determine from Fαβ which bits β̂ at t
have moved inside the cell x at t+ ε. They are character-
ized by Fᾱβ̂ = ±1 for one of the ᾱ belonging to the cell. A

cellular automaton is realized if all β̂ belong to cells y in
a suitable neighborhood of x. The updating is such that

only the bits β̂ in the neighboring cells {y} (which may
include x) influence the values of the bits ᾱ in the cell x
at time t + ε. For each bit ᾱ in the cell x the non-zero
element of the unique jump matrix Fᾱβ defines a bit β̂(ᾱ).
The updating rule is nᾱ(t + ε) = 1 if nβ̂(ᾱ)(t) = 1, and

nᾱ(t+ ε) = 0 if nβ̂(ᾱ)(t) = 0.

IV. Local updatings

The clock automata are equivalent to fermionic models
for which the action involves only terms that are quadratic

in the Grassmann variables. This can describe a general-
ized propagation of particles, but no scattering. We will
discuss in sect. XI several interesting aspects of a general-
ized propagation, as the propagation in a potential. Here
we will turn to the issue of scattering which will involve
fermionic models for which the action contains terms with
more than two Grassmann variables.

We start with a zero-dimensional automaton. The up-
dating in each cell depends only on the state of the cell
- possible other neighbors play no role. This is not yet
a cellular automaton in the usual sense. We will turn to
one-dimensional automata in the next section. The zero-
dimensional automaton is useful, however, to introduce the
implementation of updating rules for scattering by maps
between elements of a Grassmann algebra as the basis for
the fermion picture. In sect. IX we will combine the local
updatings of the present section which describe scattering
with a propagation of particles. This can be realized by se-
quences of different updating steps. For the present section
a given state of a single cell is characterized by a config-
uration of M bits or fermionic occupation numbers. The
number of possible states in a cell is therefore 2M .

For an automaton with local updatings the only neighbor
of a cell is the cell itself. Every unique jump operator

Ŝ describes a consistent reversible automaton. It can be
translated to a local factor K̃[ψ,ψ ] by the rule (5). What

is not guaranteed, however, is an expression of K̃[ψ,ψ ] by
a local process L[ψ,ψ ] by eq. (15) such that L remains
simple. We will proceed first in the inverse direction and
investigate which simple forms of L lead to a unique jump
step evolution operator. In the second part of this section
we discuss the construction of L for simple scattering rules

as encoded in a simple for of K̃.
On the level of fermion bilinears (17) for clock automata

arbitrary unique jump matrices Fαβ are associated to au-
tomata. Such a general feature does no longer hold if L
contains higher powers of Grassmann variables, as appro-
priate for scattering. A general form of fermion interaction
encoded in L will not correspond to an automaton. In this
section we discuss recipes for the construction of interac-
tions that render a fermion model equivalent to a cellular
automaton. In later sections we will present more concrete
examples.

Scattering processes

As a next more general and more complex class of au-
tomata built on elementary processes we take L as a sum
of products of Grassmann basis elements gτ̄ [ψ] and g′ρ̄[ψ ],

L = −Bτ̄ ρ̄gτ̄ [ψ]g′ρ̄[ψ ] . (20)

Here we restrict the number of indices ρ̄ for which Bτ̄ ρ̄
differs from zero to P , with typically P much smaller than
N . Similarly, Bτ̄ ρ̄ differs from zero only for P values of the
index τ̄ . Within the restricted index spaces B is taken as
a P × P unique jump matrix.

We focus on particle number conserving automata for
which Bτ̄ ρ̄ vanishes whenever gτ̄ [ψ] and gρ̄[ψ ] have a dif-

ferent number of ψ or ψ factors. As a first example we



9

take only Grassmann basis elements with precisely two ψ-
factors

gρ̄[ψ ] =ψβψδ , δ ≥ β ,
gρ̄[ψ ] =ψαψγ , γ ≥ α .

(21)

This yields

L = −
∑

α,β,γ>α,δ>β

Bαγ,βδψαψγψβψδ . (22)

The first term in the expansion (18) for n = 0 maps the to-
tally filled state into itself. The term n = 1 maps two-hole
states onto two-hole states. It is similar to the expres-
sion (19), which obtains as a special case

Bαγ,βδ = FαβFγδ . (23)

It is more general, however, since the rule how a pair of
holes transforms into another pair of holes is left free, in-
stead of being specified by the combination of single hole
transformations in eq. (19).

The process (22) describes an “elementary scattering
process” where two holes of type β and δ are changed into
two holes of type α and γ. From this elementary 2 → 2
scattering higher order scatterings follow by higher order
terms in the expansion of the exponential.

The term n = 2 in the exponential expansion maps four-
hole states into four-hole states. For the Grassmann basis
elements corresponding to four holes ψβψδψβ′ψδ′ all colors
β, δ, β′, δ′ must be different. This arises from the expan-
sion for the products ψβψδ with ψβ′ψδ′ which differ from
zero only if no indices coincide. The cellular automaton is
defined only for those four-hole states that appear in the
expansion of the exponential. Each independent Grass-
mann basis element ψβψδψβ′ψδ′ must be multiplied with

a unique Grassmann basis element ψαψγψα′ψγ′ in K̃, with

a coefficient ±1. Otherwise Ŝτρ is not a unique jump op-
erator in the four-hole sector.

This generalizes to higher orders n. First the Grass-
mann basis elements gτ [ψ ] appearing in the exponential
expansion define the space of bit configurations on which
the cellular automaton acts. In our case these are configu-
rations with an even number of zeros or holes, and colors
of the holes dictated by B. Second, each Grassmann ba-

sis element gτ [ψ ] appearing in K̃ must be multiplied with
a unique Grassmann basis element gρ[ψ]. Otherwise the
uniqueness and completeness of the updating is lost.

Restrictions for cellular automata

Arbitrary elementary 2 → 2 scatterings do not neces-
sarily define a cellular automaton. There are restrictions
on the allowed Bαγ,βδ in eq. (22) which result from the

requirement that Ŝτρ must be a unique jump operator. Al-
ready at the level n = 2 a problem becomes immediately
visible, namely that a given four-hole configuration can be
constructed by several distinct combinations of two-hole
Grassmann elements. For example, ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4 can be ob-
tained from the products

(
ψ1ψ2

)
·
(
ψ3ψ4

)
,
(
ψ1ψ3

)
·
(
ψ2ψ4

)

or
(
ψ1ψ4

)
·
(
ψ2ψ3

)
. There can therefore be three distinct

terms in the sum contributing to ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4 for

K̃2 =
1

2

(
Bτ̄ ρ̄gτ̄ [ψ]gρ̄[ψ ]

)2

. (24)

The sum of the different contributions could be mul-
tiplied by a sum of different basis elements gτ [ψ], de-

stroying uniqueness and thereby preventing Ŝ to be a
unique jump operator in this sector. (In addition there
is the standard factor two since each of the three com-
binations can be realized by exchanging contributions
from the two factors in the square (24). This removes
the prefactor 1/2, as discussed previously.) As an ex-
ample we can take L = −

(
ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4 + ψ3ψ4ψ1ψ2 +

ψ1ψ5ψ2ψ4 + ψ2ψ6ψ1ψ3 + other terms
)
. For K̃2 one ob-

tains K̃2 =
(
ψ1ψ2

)(
ψ3ψ4 + ψ5ψ6

)
ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4 + . . . . While

the two-hole states are scattered to unique two-hole states,
a particular four-hole state is scattered to two different
four-hole states. This is not a cellular automaton.

There are different ways how a valid unique jump step
evolution operator can be obtained. In the present sec-
tion we focus first on the possibility that not all possi-
ble combinations ψβψδ are contained in the list of those
contributing non-vanishing elements to Bτ̄ ρ̄ in eq. (20) or
Bαγ,β,δ in eq. (22). By restricting the space of states the
step evolution operator can be a unique jump operator for
the remaining states. Instead of eliminating the states not
participating in the scattering one can also implement a
unit evolution for those states, as discussed below and in
sect. IX. As a first example for restricted states we can take
L = −

(
ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4 +ψ3ψ4ψ1ψ2

)
. The automaton acts only

on the two-hole states corresponding to ψ1ψ2 and ψ3ψ4, as
well as ψ1ψ2 and ψ3ψ4. On the level of four-hole scattering
there is then a unique four-hole state that is left invari-

ant, according to K̃2 = ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4. This can be
accompanied by other terms involving sets of Grassmann
variables different from α = 1, . . . 4.

For a somewhat more complex example that we will use
later, the Grassmann variables ψα may be split into two
classes ψ+a and ψ−a, a = 1 . . .M/2. Suppose that the
sum (20) or (22) contains only terms with one factor ψ+

and the other ψ−, and similar for ψ,

L = −Bac,bdψa+ψc−ψ
b

+ψ
d

− . (25)

A given four-hole combination ψ1
+ψ

2
−ψ

3

+ψ
4

− could still arise

from two different products
(
ψ

1

+ψ
3

−
)
·
(
ψ

2

+ψ
4

−
)

or
(
ψ

1

+ψ
4

−
)
·(

ψ
2

+ψ
3

−
)
. We may divide the index a into even and odd,

and choose B such that it differs from zero only if the pairs
(ac) and (bd) contain each one even and one odd index. In

this case ψ
1

+ψ
2

−ψ
3

+ψ
4

− can only be realized by the product(
ψ

1

+ψ
4

−
)
·
(
ψ

2

+ψ
3

−
)
.
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Simple scattering automaton

We may consider for eight Grassmann variables, a =
1 . . . 4, a model based on

L =−
(
ψ1

+ψ
4
−ψ

2

+ψ
3

− + ψ2
+ψ

3
−ψ

1

+ψ
4

−

+ ψ1
−ψ

4
+ψ

2

−ψ
3

+ + ψ2
−ψ

3
+ψ

1

−ψ
4

+

)
.

(26)

The second term in the expansion of the exponential reads

1

2
L2 = ψ1

+ψ
2
+ψ

3
−ψ

4
−ψ

1

+ψ
2

+ψ
3

−ψ
4

−

+ψ1
−ψ

2
−ψ

3
+ψ

4
+ψ

1

−ψ
2

−ψ
3

+ψ
4

+

+ψ1
+ψ

2
−ψ

3
+ψ

4
−ψ

1

−ψ
2

+ψ
3

−ψ
4

+

+ψ1
−ψ

2
+ψ

3
−ψ

4
+ψ

1

+ψ
2

−ψ
3

+ψ
4

−

+ψ1
+ψ

1
−ψ

4
+ψ

4
−ψ

2

+ψ
2

−ψ
3

+ψ
3

−

+ψ2
+ψ

2
−ψ

3
+ψ

3
−ψ

1

+ψ
1

−ψ
4

+ψ
4

− .

(27)

The six terms are different products of Grassmann basis
elements for four-hole states. The step evolution operator
in this sector is therefore indeed a unique jump matrix.
The four terms in third order,

−1

6
L3 = ψ2

+ψ
3
+ψ

4
+ψ

1
−ψ

2
−ψ

3
−ψ

1

+ψ
3

+ψ
4

+ψ
1

−ψ
2

−ψ
4

−

+ψ1
+ψ

3
+ψ

4
+ψ

1
−ψ

2
−ψ

4
−ψ

2

+ψ
3

+ψ
4

+ψ
1

−ψ
2

−ψ
3

−

+
(
ψ+ ↔ ψ− , ψ+ ↔ ψ−

)
,

(28)

involve products of Grassmann basis elements correspond-
ing to six-hole states. For eight different Grassmann vari-
ables ψa± the six-hole states correspond to two-particle
states. The four terms (28) are the particle-hole trans-

formed terms of eq. (26). Indeed, for the product ψ
1

+ψ
3

+ψ
4

+

the missing ψ+-factor is ψ
2

+ etc. Finally, the term 1
24L

4 is
a product of the Grassmann elements containing all eight
spinors. The totally empty state is left invariant. With
eq. (27) being invariant under the particle-hole transfor-
mation the step evolution operator for the model (26) is
particle-hole invariant.

We conclude that eq. (26) defines a unique jump step
evolution operator acting on the particular states with 0,
2, 4, 6, 8 holes that appear in the expressions (26)(27)(28),
plus totally filled and empty states. If we restrict the bit-
configurations to this subset, eq. (26) defines a cellular au-
tomaton. The strategy followed for this model is to employ
only a sparse set of Grassmann basis elements in eq. (20),
such that for all of the terms appearing in the expansion
of the exponential there is a unique product from which
it is obtained. In our case, only four out of the 28 pos-
sible bilinears for eight Grassmann variables are used. In
this restricted sector the elementary process is a two-hole
to two-hole scattering. The restricted cellular automaton
involves 1 + 4 + 6 + 4 + 1 = 16 bit-configurations, out of
the 28 = 256 possible bit-configurations for eight bits. The
restriction operates by appropriate selection rules for the
“allowed” states. The updating rule for this automaton is
simple. Pairs of “occupied bits” (nα = 1) of the types +

and − with appropriate colors are scattered into pairs of
occupied bits with associated colors, according to

(1, 4)↔ (2, 3) , (4, 1)↔ (3, 2) . (29)

Here the first color stands for n+ and the second for n−.
The same rule holds for pairs of “empty bits” or “holes”
(nα = 0).

It is straightforward to build other automata based on
the structure (26). For example, the four bilinears

(
ψ1

+ψ
4
−
)
,(

ψ2
+ψ

3
−
)
,
(
ψ1
−ψ

4
+

)
and

(
ψ2
−ψ

3
+

)
can be permuted arbitrar-

ily. The exchange
(
ψ1

+ψ
4
−
)
↔
(
ψ2

+ψ
3
−
)

can be achieved by

a simple transformation of variables ψ1
+ ↔ ψ2

+, ψ4
− ↔ ψ3

−.
This does not change the structure of the automaton, the
other two pairs

(
ψ1
−ψ

4
+

)
and

(
ψ2
−ψ

3
+

)
remaining unaffected.

One also can perform more general variable transforma-
tions on ψα at the price of changing the space of allowed
bit configurations after the updating steps.

Complete local scattering automata

So far we have achieved the unique jump property of the
step evolution operator by restricting the states of the au-
tomaton to the ones participating in the scattering. This

leads to a restricted local factor K̃sc. It defines the bit-
configurations taking part in the scattering by those for
which the associated Grassmann elements appear in the

double expansion of K̃sc according to eq. (5). The Grass-
mann elements not appearing in this expansion define the
bit-configurations in the complement of the scattering bit-

configurations. We can define K̃com by a unique jump step
evolution operator in the sector of the complement states.
If it is defined for all states in the complement we can de-
fine the “complete local scattering automaton” by a local
factor

K̃[ψ,ψ ] = K̃sc[ψ,ψ ] + K̃com[ψ,ψ ] . (30)

For the example (26) the 16 scattering bit-configurations
have a complement of 240 bit-configurations. The factor

K̃com has to involve all 240 Grassmann elements in the
complement for ψ. Each such element has to be multiplied
by precisely one element from the complement of ψ. The
complete local scattering automaton is defined for all 28

bit configurations formed from 8 bits.
A simple type of complete automaton takes a unit step

evolution operator in the complement sector. For this type
of updating all bit-configurations in the complement re-
main invariant, while the other configurations take part in

the scattering according to K̃sc. While very simple on the
level of the automaton or the step evolution operator, this
type of automaton often takes a somewhat more complex
form of L in the exponential expression (15). One has to
realize the restricted unit operator by a suitable local factor

Kcom = exp
{
ψγψγ

}∣∣
restr.

= exp
{
ψγψγ

}
− K̃cor .

(31)

The correction factor K̃cor becomes necessary since the ex-
pansion of exp{ψγ , ψγ} also involves products of Grass-
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mann elements ψ that belong to the scattering configu-
rations. These products have to be subtracted in order to
restrict the unit step evolution operator to the complement.

Subsequently, one has to find L according to

exp
{
ψγψγ

}
−K̃cor+K̃sc = exp

{
−L
}

= exp
{
ψγψγ−Lint

}
.

(32)

If K̃sc contains a constant term, K̃sc = 1 + . . . , we

subtract it such that K̃cor does not contain a constant
term either. Assume next that the remaining K̃sc con-
tains as leading terms in an expansion in ψ an expression

K̃sc = 1
2Aαβ [ψ]ψαψβ , Aαβ = −Aβα. We then have to sub-

tract the identity contribution in the sector ψαψβ for those
pairs (α, β) for which Aαβ [ψ] does not vanish,

K̃cor = −1

2

∑
(α,β)

ψαψβψαψβ + . . . . (33)

This yields a leading term

L(0)
int = −1

2

∑
(α,β)

(
Aαβ [ψ]− ψαψβ

)
ψαψβ , (34)

where the sum extends only over those pairs (α, β) for

which Aαβ 6= 0. One next expands exp{ψγψγ−L
(0)
int

}
in the

order ψαψβψγ . The difference to the expansion of the l.h.s.
of eq. (32) in the same order yields the first subleading term

L(1)
int . This procedure can be repeated in order to obtain an

expansion Lint = L(0)
int + L(1)

int + L(2)
int + . . . in powers of ψ.

Typically the expansion terminates because only a finite
number of different ψα is available. While the procedure is
systematic, the result for Lint can be somewhat involved.
Examples are discussed in sects. IX, X, XII. We observe

that K̃sc needs not be in an exponential form. For example,

we can describe with K̃sc a pure two-hole to two-hole scat-
tering without introducing the multi-hole scattering which
would be induced by an exponential expression.

Automata without particle number conservation

For particle number conserving automata both L and K̃
have only terms with an equal number of factors ψ and ψ.
The fermion picture is not limited to this case. Often a
simple scattering process generates a somewhat more com-
plex form of L. Consider four bits, α = 1 . . . 4, and a 2
to 4 scattering together with its inverse. For definiteness
assume that species 1 and 2 are scattered to four particles.
Together with the inverse process this amounts to

K̃sc = ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4ψ1ψ2 + ψ1ψ2ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4 . (35)

With

K̃cor = −ψ1ψ2ψ1ψ2 + ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4 (36)

this yields

K̃ = 1 + ψαψα −
1

2
ψαψβψαψβ + ψ1ψ2ψ1ψ2 (37)

− 1

6
ψαψβψγψαψβψγ + ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4ψ1ψ2 + ψ1ψ2ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4 .

Following the procedure outlined before one obtains for the
interaction part in eq. (32)

Lint = −
{
ψ1ψ2ψ1ψ2 + ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4ψ1ψ2 + ψ1ψ2ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4

−ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ1ψ2ψ3 − ψ1ψ2ψ4ψ1ψ2ψ4

−ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4ψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4

}
. (38)

V. Chain automata

Chain automata are defined by an ordering of bits on a
chain of “space points” x = mxε, mx integer. The lattice
distance ε can be used to introduce units of length for x.
The integers mx or the positions x label the cells of the
automaton. Neighbors are defined in an obvious way. For
example, the next neighbors of the cell mx are the cells
mx + 1 and mx − 1. We will often take the chain to be
periodic, with a total number of space points Mx. On each
point x one may have several species, denoted by an index
γ = 1 . . .M . The occupation numbers or bits are therefor
nγ(x), and the associated Grassmann variables are ψγ(x).
There are 2M possible states of a cell, and a total of 2MxM

different possible bit configurations for the overall state of
the automaton at any given time t.

We focus on chain automata which are based on “local
elementary processes”. This means that L is a sum of local
terms

L =
∑
x

L(x) , (39)

with L involving only Grassmann variables in the neigh-

borhood of x. As a result, the local factor K̃ becomes a
product

K̃ =
∏
x

exp{−L(x)} . (40)

We assume that L(x) is chosen such that K̃ is associated
to a unique jump step evolution operator and therefore to
an automaton.

In appendix A we establish that every local chain au-
tomaton defined by eq. (40) is a cellular automaton. This
general establishment of the cellular property of all local
chain automata may seem somewhat involved. In practice,
it will be very straightforwards to establish for our con-
crete models from which positions y a fermion of a given
species γ at position x can have originated, and to classify
the different possibilities for η to lead to a given σ. The
proof that local chains are cellular automata relies on the

property that K̃ generates an overall unique jump operator

Ŝ. We will have to understand the conditions on L(x) for

K̃ to generate a unique jump step evolution operator.

Transport automata

If L(x) contains only one factor ψ and one factor ψ the
updating retains the structure (17), provided every factor
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ψγ(x) and every factor ψγ(x) appears in the sum
∑
x L(x).

A simple example is the “right-transport automaton”

L(x) = −ψγ(x+ ε)ψγ(x) . (41)

The local elementary process transports a hole of type γ
at x to a hole of type γ at x + ε. This is done for all
colors γ and all positions x. By exponentiation every hole
in the bit configuration is transported by one unit ε to the
right (i.e. to increasing x). As a consequence, the whole
bit configuration is displaced by one unit to the right. The
right-transport automaton is particle-hole symmetric. The
corresponding left-transport operator replaces in eq. (41)
x+ ε by x− ε.

One can combine the right-transport with a color rota-
tion by defining

L(x) = −Fγδ(x)ψγ(x+ ε)ψδ(x) , (42)

with Fγδ(x) a unique jump matrix for every x. The sim-
ple bilinear form (42) offers a rather rich variety of trans-
port operators. One can combine right-transport and left-
transport by having them act on different species of holes or
particles, that may be named right-movers or left-movers.
While pure right-transport or left-transport has for the up-
dating of the cell x a single neighbor x − ε or x + ε, a
combined right- and left-transport describes a cellular au-
tomaton with two neighbors of x, namely x− ε and x+ ε.

Local scattering automata

One may combine transport with local scattering in a
next step of the updating, cf. sect. IX. Rather interesting
automata can be constructed in this way. In the remaining
parts of this section we discuss different local scattering au-
tomata. They may or may not be combined with transport
or other local scattering automata in subsequent steps.

A particularly simple form of local chain automata is
realized for “strictly local” scattering for which L(x) in
eq. (39) involves only ψγ(x) and ψδ(x) at the point x.
The updating proceeds for every point x separately. The
only cell neighboring x is the cell x itself. If L defines a

unique jump operator, K̃ leads to a unique jump operator.
For the local scattering automata we can employ the zero-
dimensional automata discussed in the preceding section.

Next neighbor scattering

Instead of local scattering one can consider “next-
neighbor scattering”. The elementary process maps two
neighboring holes at x and x+ ε to two neighboring holes
with different colors. This is encoded in

L(x) = −Bγδ,ηϕ(x)ψγ(x+ ε)ψδ(x)ψη(x+ ε)ψϕ(x) , (43)

with Bγδ,ηϕ a unique jump operator in the space spanned
by the index pairs (ηϕ) and (γδ). We have to find forms of
Bγδ,ηϕ for which L(x) generates a unique jump step evolu-
tion operator.

Consider first the case that Bγδ,ηϕ(x) vanishes for all
odd x (x = mxε , mx odd). In this case the sum over x in
eq. (39) extends effectively only over even x. The factors

exp
(
− L(x)

)
contain all fermions at different positions,

such that

K̃ =
∏
x even

exp
(
− L(x)

)
(44)

involves independent local automata for all even x. From
the point of view of updating the neighbors of the cell x
are the cells x and x+ ε. The same holds for the cell x+ ε.
We could also consider extended cells (x, x + ε) for which
the updating is strictly local.

The local automata are of the type of the two-hole scat-
tering (25), with

(
ψ+, ψ−

)
are replaced by

(
ψ(x+ε), ψ(x)

)
,

colors b, d corresponding here to η, ϕ, and similar for ψ. We
can realize local automata of the type (26) by

L(x) =−
{[
ψ1(x+ ε)ψ4(x)ψ2(x+ ε)ψ3(x) + (ψ ↔ ψ)

]
+
[
x+ ε↔ x

]}
. (45)

The corresponding automaton acts on all bit configurations
for which all zeros can be grouped into neighboring pairs
at x + ε and x (for x even), with an additional selection
rule for the allowed color combinations of the pairs.

Adding non-zero B(x) at odd x the structure becomes
more complicated. The terms L(x) and L(x+ ε) both con-
tain Grassmann variables ψγ(x+ε). Similarly, the variables
ψγ(x) appear in L(x) and L(x − ε). For the updating of
the cell x the neighbors are (x−ε, x, x+ε). As a result, the

factors in K̃ =
∏
x exp{−L(x)} are no longer disconnected,

and the automaton looses its (almost) strictly local struc-
ture. Propagation can now be implemented by the next-
neighbor scattering alone, even if no additional transport
steps are implemented.

One may guess that the fermion model (45) describes an
automaton for which the allowed states are pairs of holes
or bits in two neighboring cells, in the color combinations
(1, 4), (4, 1), (2, 3), (3, 2). The updating changes (1, 4) ↔
(2, 3), (4, 1) ↔ (3, 2). We will see that this is indeed the

case. For a proof one needs to establish that K̃ generates a
unique jump step evolution operator with these properties.
The exponential expansion (44) indicates which overall bit
configurations take part in the scattering.

The connection of different cells raises the question if ev-
ery Grassmann basis element gτ [ψ ] appearing in the dou-

ble expansion of K̃ emerges in a unique way from factors
in the exponential expansion for exp(−L), being then mul-
tiplied by a unique gρ[ψ]. For the local automaton (45)
this is the case, such that a cellular automaton is realized
according to our general argument.

A proof of this statement is rather instructive for the
construction of cellular automata and is therefore given in
some detail. (We consider here open boundary conditions.)
The automaton property of the first term in the expansion
which describes the scattering of a pair of holes is rather
obvious. For the second term in the expansion of the ex-
ponential the new types of terms induced by L-factors at
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neighboring x correspond to

1

2
L(x+ ε)L(x) = ψ1(x+ 2ε)ψ4(x+ ε)ψ1(x+ ε)ψ4(x)

×ψ2(x+ 2ε)ψ3(x+ ε)ψ2(x+ ε)ψ3(x) + . . .

(46)

They describe the transformation of states with two holes
at x+ε, one hole at x and another hole at x+2ε, to similar
states with different colors. The fermion bilinear at x + ε
does not arise in a unique way from the expansion of the
exponential. For example, the factor ψ4(x + ε)ψ1(x + ε)
could be generated by the product of ψ1(x+ 2ε)ψ4(x+ ε)
from L(x+ε) and ψ1(x+ε)ψ4(x) from L(x). Alternatively,
it could arise from ψ4(x+2ε)ψ1(x+ε) in L(x+ε) and ψ4(x+
ε)ψ1(x) in L(x). The two possibilities are distinguished,
however, by different Grassmann variables at x+2ε and x.
The Grassmann basis element ψ1(x+ 2ε)ψ1(x+ ε)ψ4(x+
ε)ψ4(x) has a unique origin from the expansion.

This generalizes to all other terms in second order in the
expansion. Indicating by (n1, n2, n3) the number of holes
at neighboring points x + 2ε, x + ε, x, the mixed terms
have the structure (1, 2, 1). The origin of a particular color
combination is dictated by the colors of the “exterior sites”
with one hole. The color at x contributes a hole with a def-
inite color at x+ε according to the pairs appearing in L(x).
Also the color at x + 2ε contributes another hole at x + ε
with color dictated by L(x + ε). Non-vanishing contribu-
tions require that the two colors at x+ ε are different.

At higher levels of the expansion the mixed terms from
products of neighboring L(x) generate hole-configurations
of the type (1, 2, 2, 1), (1, 2, 2, 2, 1), (1, 3, 3, 1), (2, 3, 3, 2),
(2, 3, 4, 3) etc. The unique origin of a given color com-
bination from the various factors of L(x) can be inferred
stepwise. One starts at x. If there is a single hole at x
the factor L(x) contributes a particular color for the holes
at x + ε. If there are several holes at x, several colors at
x+ ε are fixed by L(x). Subtracting the colors of the holes
at x+ ε that arise from these factors L(x) one remains at
x + ε with a certain combination of colors for holes. The
subtraction of the contribution from L(x) leads to reduced
hole configurations for x+ε, x+2ε etc. They are given for
the examples above by (1, 2, 1), (1, 2, 2, 1), (1, 3, 2), (2, 3, 1)
and (2, 3, 1). We can now repeat the procedure in a second
step. The remaining colors of holes at x+ε contribute par-
ticular colors for the holes at x+ 2ε, according to the pairs
allowed for L(x + ε). Subtracting those again one obtains
reduced configurations for x+2ε, x+3ε . . . , which are given
for our examples by (1, 1), (1, 2, 1), (1, 1), (2, 2), (2, 2). If
only pairs with equal numbers remain, as (1, 1) or (2, 2) in
our case, the possible color combinations are dictated by
L(x+ 2ε). In this case the color-assignment process ends,
with the color content for all factors of L(x), L(x+ ε) and
L(x+ 2ε) fixed uniquely. If not, one proceeds to a further
reduction step. If the assignment procedure ends before all
holes are accounted for one starts a new cluster at the next
value for x for which a hole is present.

In summary, if L(x) is of a type where for every ψγ(x)

the accompanying color of ψδ(x + ε) is uniquely fixed,

we can define L(x) =
∑
x L(x) by a sum over all x, and

exp
(
−L(x)

)
defines a local factor for which the step evolu-

tion operator is a unique jump operator. This is realized by
a matrix B in eq. (43) which differs from zero only if every
index η and ϕ belongs uniquely to a given pair, and similar
for γ and δ. The bit-configuration on which the cellular au-
tomaton acts have an even number of zeros. The colors of
the bit-configurations obey selection rules that correspond
to the pairs appearing in L(x). A large variety of cellular
automata can be constructed in this way.

For the particular local chain automaton (45) the up-
dating rule is finally very simple. Once one restricts the
allowed overall configurations to the ones where all holes
or bits with value zero can be grouped into neighboring
pairs with color combinations (1, 4), (4, 1), (2, 3) and (3, 2),
the updating proceeds by a simple exchange (1 ↔ 2) and
(3↔ 4) in each cell x. For the restricted configurations the
neighbors at x− ε and x+ ε actually do not influence this
updating. The only point beyond this almost trivial updat-
ing is the restriction to a subset of allowed configurations
which remains preserved by the updating. We could “com-
plete” the updating by a unit operator for the remaining
configurations not belonging to the restricted set. Then
the neighbors at x − ε and x + ε are needed in order to
decide if the holes at x belong to one of the restricted con-
figurations or not, and therefore if colors are exchanged or
not.

We can further combine the next-neighbor scattering
with transport. This is achieved by replacing L(x) in
eq. (43) by

LR(x) = −B(R)
γδ,ηϕ(x)ψγ(x+ 2ε)ψδ(x+ ε)ψη(x+ ε)ψϕ(x) .

(47)

The resulting step evolution operator Ŝ is a product of the
operator for the next-neighboring scattering (43) with the
right-transport operator restricted to the allowed configu-
rations. The two operators commute. The neighbors of the
cell x for the updating are shifted by one position to the
left, e.g. yi = (x − 2ε, x − ε, x). Left-transport is realized
in a similar way

LL(x) = −B(L)
γδ,ηϕ(x)ψγ(x)ψδ(x− ε)ψη(x+ ε)ψϕ(x) . (48)

In general, LR(x)+LL(x) will not generate an automaton.
One can, however, assign some of the indices ϕ, η to right-
movers, and the other to left-movers. In this case cellular
automata based on LR(x) + LL(x) become possible. The
neighbors for updating x are the five cells (x − 2ε, x −
ε, x, x+ ε, x+ 2ε).

Next-neighbor double-hole scattering

As a last example for chain automata we discuss next-
neighbor double-hole scattering. A process of this type will
be employed for spinor gravity in two dimensions. The el-
ementary process maps four holes situated at two neigh-
boring x and x+ ε to similar four-hole configurations with
different colors. On each site one has a double-hole con-
sisting of one hole of type + , and a second of type −.
The elementary process is described by a product of four



14

Grassmann variables ψa±(x) and four Grassmann variables

ψ
a

±(x),

L(x) =−Babcd,efgh(x)ψa+(x+ ε)ψb−(x+ ε)ψc+(x)ψd−(x)

× ψe+(x+ ε)ψ
f

−(x+ ε)ψ
g

+(x)ψ
h

−(x) ,

(49)

with B an appropriate unique jump matrix in the allowed
color index space. We choose non-vanishing elements of B
such that every index pair (gh) is uniquely associated to an
index pair (ef), and similarly for the pairs (ab) and (cd).
The structures for the neighboring cells for the updating is
the same as for next-neighbor scattering.

As an example we take for the non-zero elements

B1234,1342 = B4321,3124 = B3412,4213 = B2143,2431 = 1 .
(50)

The elementary four hole scattering process maps the pairs

(12)(34) (43)(21) (34)(12) (21)(43)
↑ ↑ ↑ ↑

(13)(42) (31)(24) (42)(13) (24)(31)
. (51)

Here the first pair is at x, the second at x + ε. Within
each pair the first color is for ψ+ and the second for ψ−.
Summing first only over even x the scattering of pairs at
(x , x + ε) gets disconnected from (x + 2ε , x + 3ε) etc.,

and K̃ is composed of factors K̃(x) without common Grass-

mann variables. For the local scattering factors K̃(x) we
observe that any combination of 0, 4, 8, 12 or 16 holes
that can be formed from the color pairs (13), (31), (24)
or (42) at x and x + ε has a unique origin from the ex-
pansion of exp

(
− L(x)

)
in the sense that the product of

factors which yields a given hole configuration is unique.
We observe the selection rule that every color 1, 2, 3,
4 appears an equal number of times in the allowed hole-
configurations. For example, an allowed eight-hole config-
uration is (1 + 2 , 3 + 4)(3 + 4 , 1 + 2). The unique product
that yields this configuration is (13)(42) · (24)(31). The
corresponding product of ψ-variables multiplies a unique
color combination for ψ-variables.

Adding the sum over odd x we can proceed as for the
next-neighbor scattering. For products of factors L(x +
ε) and L(x) the allowed color combinations at x indicate
uniquely which colors at x+ ε originate from factors L(x).
Subtracting them yields again reduced hole configurations,
for which the remaining colors at x+ ε have to arise from
L(x + ε), and so on. We conclude that L(x) =

∑
x L(x),

with L(x) given by eqs. (49)(50), yields indeed a cellular
automaton.

Spinor gravity automaton

An interesting automaton that we will discuss later in
more detail combines the index combinations (13)(42) and
(24)(31) with right-transport, and the index combinations
(31)(24) and (42)(13) with left-transport. We place the
right-transport and the left-transport on different sublat-
tices such that these two parts do not interfere and can be
treated separately. For the double-holes taking part in the

x x+ ε x+ 2ε x+ 3ε

– (12) – (34) ψ t+ 2ε

(13) – (42) - ψ t+ ε

– (21) – (43) ψ t+ 2ε

(24) – (31) – ψ t+ ε

(34) – (12) – ψ t+ 2ε

– (42) – (13) ψ t+ ε

(43) – (21) – ψ t+ 2ε

– (31) – (24) ψ t+ ε

Fig. 1: Elementary local process for next-neighbor
double-hole scattering with right and left transport. The
pairs indicate the colors of first ψ+ and second ψ− and we

place the double-hole pairs at the positions indicated.
The time labels will be discussed in sect. XIV.

right transport the variables ψ are placed at even x and
x + 2ε, and the variables ψ at x + ε and x + 3ε. On the
other hand, for the double-holes that move to the left we
place ψ at x+ε and x+3ε, and ψ at x and x+2ε. Together
with the color content of the double-holes this assignment
is shown if Fig. 1. We choose periodic boundary conditions
with a number of x-points Mx = 4 mod 4. The correspond-
ing model is given by terms with eight Grassmann variables
according to

L =
∑
x even

ψ1
+(x+ ε)ψ2

−(x+ ε)ψ3
+(x+ 3ε)ψ4

−(x+ 3ε)

× ψ1

+(x)ψ
3

−(x)ψ
4

+(x+ 2ε)ψ
2

−(x+ 2ε)

+ three more terms.

(52)

The updating for the cellular automaton can be directly
read off from Fig. 1. On the restricted set of configurations
for which the holes can be grouped into the appropriate
double pairs one needs for the updating of the right-movers
in cell x+ ε only the configurations in the cell x to its left.
For the species + the colors are exchanged according to
(1 → 1, 2 → 2, 3 → 4, 4 → 3), while for the species −
one has (1 → 3, 2 → 4, 3 → 2, 4 → 1). The left-movers
obey the same rule of color changes. We observe that the
double-pairs after the updating are not the same as before
the updating. We therefore will need a second step of up-
dating with different incoming pairs. For the spinor gravity
automaton this will be described in sec. XIV.

The updating rule is invariant under the exchange of
particles and holes. In order to see this we begin with
the first two elementary processes in Fig. 1 which realize
right-handed transport. This part maps particles and holes
at even x to particles and holes at odd x. We first con-
struct the totally empty state on the sublattice of even x
by products of ψ-variables arising from appropriate prod-
ucts of L(x). For this purpose we place on every even x
two pairs of double-holes as indicated in Fig. 2. The as-
signment of factors from L(x) and L(x + 2ε) is unique.
The totally empty state on the even sublattice obtains in
the expansion of the exponential in order n = Mx, with
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x x+ 2ε x+ 4ε x+ 6ε x+ 8ε x+ 10ε

(13) (42) (13) (42) (13) (42)

(24) (31) (24) (31) (24) (31)

(42) (13) (42) (13) (42) (13)

(31) (24) (31) (24) (31) (24)

(a)

x− ε x+ ε x+ 3ε x+ 5ε x+ 7ε x+ 9ε

(34) (12) (34) (12) (34) (12)

(43) (21) (43) (21) (43) (21)

(12) (34) (12) (34) (12) (34)

(21) (43) (21) (43) (21) (43)

(b)

Fig. 2: Totally empty state for even x for next-neighbor
double-hole scattering. We show the assignment of ψ in
part (a). This is mapped to the totally empty state for

odd x, for which we show the assignment in part (b). For
part (a) the first two lines arise from L(x) according to
the first two processes in Fig. 1, and the last two lines

emerge from L(x+ 2ε). Periodic boundary conditions are
assumed.

assignment of colors for ψ shown in Fig. 2a. This state
is uniquely mapped to the totally empty state on the odd
sublattice, with colors for ψ shown in Fig. 2b. The scat-
tering of two neighboring two-particle pairs with the same
colors as the scattering for the neighboring two-hole pairs
obtains by omitting the corresponding factor L(x) out of
the Mx factors for the empty state. In this subsector the
next-neighbor double-particle scattering for four particles
involves Mx−1 factors in the expansion of the exponential.

The discussion of the complementary lattice for the left-
moving pairs of double-holes proceeds in complete analogy
to the right-moving part. Now the totally empty state in
the odd sublattice in x is transported to the totally empty
state in the even sublattice. Altogether, the scattering pro-
cesses for 4p particles omit p-factors L(x) from the 2Mx

factors of the totally empty state for the whole lattice.

In summary, we have provided in this section a toolbox
of local chain automata for which a formulation in terms
of Grassmann variables for fermions is possible. Different
updatings can be combined sequentially in order to con-
struct fermionic quantum field theories that are equivalent
to cellular automata. Most of the automata discussed in
this section show particle-hole symmetry, which will be an
important symmetry for the fermion models.

VI. Sequence of updatings and
Grassmann functional integral

In this section we discuss sequences of updatings of cel-
lular automata. This provides for an overall view of the au-

tomaton for all steps of its evolution. The correspondence
in the fermion picture is a Grassmann functional integral.
This integral is over variables at all times, as familiar in the
functional integral formulation of quantum field theory.

For cellular automata updating rules are applied in a
sequential way. We may label the steps by a time t =
mtε with integer mt. The updating at t changes the bit
configuration {nα(t)} to a new bit configuration {nα(t +
ε)}. This change is encoded in the rotation of the state
vector q(t) to q(t+ ε) according to

qτ (t+ ε) = Ŝτρ(t)qρ(t) , (53)

with step evolution operator Ŝ(t). The next step of the
updating from {nα(t + ε)} to {nα(t + 2ε)} is encoded in

the step evolution operator Ŝ(t + ε). The sequence of the
two evolution steps obtains as a matrix product

U(t+ 2ε, t) = Ŝ(t+ ε)Ŝ(t) . (54)

Both Ŝ(t) and Ŝ(t + ε) have to be unique jump matrices.
Furthermore, the ranges of allowed bit-configurations have

to match. For t+ε the bit-configurations τ for which Ŝτρ(t)
has non-zero entries have to be the same as the ones for
which Ŝστ (t + ε) has non-zero entries. There is no need

that Ŝ(t+ ε) and Ŝ(t) are identical.
Rather complex automata can be constructed by a se-

quence of different step evolution operators, for example a
sequence of transport operations and scattering operations.
The updating can be continued to large t by continuing

U(t+ 4ε, t) = Ŝ(t+ 3ε)Ŝ(t+ 2ε)Ŝ(t+ ε)Ŝ(t) etc. For many
automata one requires repetitivity. In this case the matrix
U(t+ qε, t) = U will be repeated, such that (p, q integer)

U(t+ pqε, t) = Up , qτ (t+ pqε) =
(
Up
)
τρ
qρ(t) . (55)

One may treat U as a t-independent combined updating
operator.

Light cones and causality

If every step in a sequence of updating is a cellu-
lar automaton, the hole sequence can be considered as
a new cellular automaton, typically with a larger num-
ber of neighbors. Consider a cell x at the last step of
the updating. Its neighbors are yi(x). In turn, the
neighbors of yi in the second to last steps are zji(yi).
Taking the two last steps together the neighbors of x
are

(
zj1(y1(x)), zj2(y2(x)), . . . zjk(yk(x))

)
. Continuing this

procedure spans the “past light cone” of the cell x. Only
bit-configurations (“events”) within the past light cone can
influence the configuration in the cell x at the end of the
sequence.

In the other direction towards the future the configu-
rations in the cell x can only influence configurations in
“future neighboring cells” ȳi(x). Repeating this constructs
the “future light cone” of the events in the cell x. This is a
causal structure, as familiar from Lorentz-invariant quan-
tum field theories. The precise shape of the light cones
depends on the particular updating mechanism, but the
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causal structure is a built in feature for sequences of local
chain automata. The border of the light cones defines the
“light-velocity”.

Modulo two property of Grassmann functional
integrals

On the level of step evolution operators the sequence
of updatings proceeds by simple matrix multiplication.
We want to transfer this to the formulation with Grass-
mann variables. This is slightly more complicated due to
the modulo two property of Grassmann functional inte-
grals [19].

For the combined updating U(t+ 2ε, t) we would like to
construct a combined local factor K(t+ 2ε, t). This should
depend on Grassmann variables ψα(t) and ψα(t+2ε). The
idea is to use a product of local factors K[ψ(t+ε), ψ(t)] and

K̃[ψ(t+2ε), ψ(t+ε) ], and to integrate over the intermediate
Grassmann variables ψ(t+ ε),

K(t+ 2ε, t) = K[ψ(t+ 2ε), ψ(t)]

=

∫
Dψ(t+ ε)K̃(t+ ε)K(t)

=

∫
Dψ(t+ ε)K̃[ψ(t+ 2ε), ψ(t+ ε) ]K[ψ(t+ ε), ψ(t)] .

(56)

We will employ the definition (5) for odd t+ ε (or even t),

where K̃[ψ, ψ ] corresponds to K̃(t+ε), ψ to ψ(t+2ε), ψ to

ψ(t+ ε), and therefore Ŝ to Ŝ(t+ ε). We have to find out
the form of K(t) for even t that reproduces the appropriate
K(t+ 2ε, t).

In general, employing the definition (5) also for even t
will not work since the integral

∫
Dψg′ρ[ψ ]gτ [ψ ] has no

simple properties. For the relation between Grassmann el-
ements and the step evolution operator we therefore chose
for even t a different definition in terms of conjugate Grass-
mann basis elements

K(t) = ḡ′τ (t+ ε)Ŝτρḡρ(t) . (57)

The conjugate Grassmann basis elements are defined by
the relation ∫

Dψḡτ [ψ]gρ[ψ] = δτρ . (58)

This ensures the appearance of the matrix product in the
expression∫

Dψ(t+ 2ε)K(t+ 2ε)K̃(t+ ε)

= ḡ′τ (t+ 3ε)
(
Ŝ(t+ 2ε)Ŝ(t+ ε)

)
τρ
g′ρ(t+ ε) .

(59)

The elements ḡ′τ are defined similar to eq. (6),

ḡ′τ = ε′τ ḡτ = (−1)
m′
τ (m′

τ−1)
2 ḡτ , (60)

with m′τ the number of ψ-factors in ḡτ . They obey∫
Dψg′τ [ψ]ḡ′ρ[ψ] = δτρ , (61)

where we omit an additional minus sign [22] appearing if
the total number of Grassmann variables equals 2, 3 mod 4.
Eq. (61) ensures the expression∫

ψ(t+ ε)K̃(t+ ε)K(t) = gτ (t+ 2ε)
(
Ŝ(t+ ε)Ŝ(t)

)
τρ
ḡρ(t) .

(62)
We can produce in this way sequences of arbitrary length
by chains of local factors, for example

gτ (t+ 4ε)Uτρ(t+ 4ε, t)ḡρ(t)

=

∫
Dψ(t+ 3ε)Dψ(t+ 2ε)Dψ(t+ ε)K̃(t+ 3ε)

×K(t+ 2ε)K̃(t+ ε)K(t) .

(63)

Grassmann functional integrals

Let us define the expression

K̂(t) = K̃(t+ ε)K(t) = K̂[ψ(t+ 2ε), ψ(t+ ε) , ψ(t)] . (64)

Its integration over ψ(t + ε) yields K(t) in eq. (56). We
further encode the initial bit-configuration in the initial
state vector q(tin), and define the Grassmann wave function
for even t by

g(t) = qτ (t)gτ [ψ] . (65)

Setting initial conditions at tin = 0 we obtain for even mf

the relation

qτ (mfε) = Uτρ(mfε, 0)qρ(0)

=

∫
DψDψ ḡτ (mfε)K̂

(
(mf − 2)ε

)
K̂
(
(mf − 4)ε

)
. . .

× K̂(2ε)K̂(0)g(0) .

(66)

For the “Grassmann functional integral” on the r.h.s. of
eq. (66) the integration

∫
DψDψ involves an integration

over all Grassmann variables ψ(t′) for even t′ between 0
and mf , and over Grassmann variables ψ(t′ + ε) for odd
t′ + ε between ε and (mf − 1)ε. The l.h.s. of eq. (66)
expresses directly the bit-configuration of the automaton
after mf updatings. The relation (66) constitutes the gen-
eral Grassmann functional integral expression for the cel-
lular automaton. One can find a similar expression for odd
mf , which will not be needed here, however.

We can further employ the exponential form

K̂(t) = exp
{
−
(
L(t+ ε) + L(t)

)}
, (67)

where we define for t even

K(t) = exp
{
− L(t)

}
. (68)

This yields for the state vector after mf updatings

qτ (mfε) =

∫
DψDψḡτ (mfε)e

−Sg(0) , (69)

with action

S =
∑
t

(
L(t+ ε) + L(t)

)
. (70)
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Here the sum is over all even t from zero to (mf − 2)ε.

If L(t + ε) and L(t) involve simple sums of polynomials
of Grassmann variables, as for the simple elementary pro-
cesses discussed above, eq. (69) is a rather standard form of
a Grassmann functional integral. It is tailored here for an
initial value problem, as encoded in g(0). The “readout”
of the state after mf steps is achieved by multiplication of
the integral for g(mfε) with ḡτ (mfε) and integration over
ψ(mfε).

For chain automata obeying eq. (39), and similarly
L(t) =

∑
x L(t, x), the Grassmann functional integral is

formulated on a two-dimensional quadratic lattice, with
variables ψγ(t, x) and ψ(t+ ε, x) and local action

S =
∑
t

∑
x

(
L(t+ ε, x) + L(t, x)

)
. (71)

This is a standard expression for quantum field theories for
fermions.

Particle-hole conjugation

Up to signs the conjugate Grassmann basis elements
ḡτ [ψ] obtain from gτ [ψ] by replacing every factor ψα by
1, and every 1 by ψα. In this way the product ḡτ [ψ]gτ [ψ]
(no sum here) contains all Grassmann variables ψα, and
the Grassmann integral over this product equals one. In
contrast, for ρ 6= τ the product ḡτ [ψ]gρ[ψ] either vanishes
because at least one Grassmann variable appears twice or it
does not contain all variables ψα such that the integral (58)
vanishes. The map from gτ to ḡτ replaces particles by holes
and vice versa. It can be associated to particle-hole conju-
gation.

The alternating relations between the step evolution op-

erator and the local factors K and K̃ imply that for the

same choice of K̃ and K (up to time translation of the vari-
ables) the step evolution operator switches between parti-
cles and holes. More precisely, we denote the particle-hole

conjugate of Ŝ by Ŝc, and the switch is between Ŝc and Ŝ.

The particle-hole conjugate Ŝc obtains from Ŝ by exchang-
ing particles and holes for each species γ and location x of
the fermions or bits. For a particle-hole invariant updat-
ing, as encountered in many of the examples discussed so
far, this alternation is not effective. In this case it does not

matter if we evaluate Ŝ from eq. (5) or (57).
For the automaton the particle-hole transform of a

given state at t replaces in the bit-configuration all oc-
cupation numbers nγ(x) = 1 by nγ(x) = 0, and vice
versa. Expressed in terms of configurations of Ising
spins sγ(x) = 2nγ(x) − 1 the particle-hole transformation
switches the signs of all Ising spins. Correspondingly, the

particle-hole transform Ŝc(t) of the step evolution operator

Ŝ(t) corresponds to a switch of sign of all Ising spins at t
and t+ ε.

More formally, we define the particle-hole conjugate
Grassmann basis elements gcτ by

gcτ = εcτ ḡτ , εcτ = ±1 , (72)

where the sign is chosen such that gcτ is one of the Grass-
mann elements gρ without any additional minus sign. Writ-

ing

gcτ = Kτρgρ , (73)

the matrix K is a unique jump operator with only positive
elements, obeying

K2 = 1 , KT = K . (74)

We will later use the involution K for the definition of
complex conjugation.

Assume now that we use for K(t) the same form as for

K̃(t + ε), with the replacements ψ(t + ε) → ψ(t), ψ(t +
2ε)→ ψ(t+ ε),

K(t) =gτ [ψ(t+ ε)]Ŝτρ(t+ ε)g′ρ[ψ(t)]

=ḡ′τ [ψ(t+ ε)]Ŝτρ(t)gρ[ψ(t)] .
(75)

For the relation between Ŝ(t) and Ŝ(t+ ε) we write

gτ =
(
KD1

)
τα
ḡ′α , g′ρ =

(
KD2

)
ρβ
ḡβ , (76)

where the “sign matrices” D1, D2 are diagonal matrices
with elements ±1. They account for possible relative minus
signs. Insertion into eq. (75) yields

Ŝ(t) = D1KŜ(t+ ε)KD2 = D1Ŝ
c(t+ ε)D2 . (77)

The matrix Ŝc(t + ε) = KŜ(t + ε)K is the particle-hole

conjugate of the matrix Ŝ(t + ε), for which all holes are
transformed to particles and vice versa. For a particle-hole

symmetric cellular automaton one has Ŝc(t+ε) = D3Ŝ(t+
ε)D4, where D3 and D4 are again sign matrices. The signs

of the elements of Ŝ do not play a role for the association
to an updating rule. We conclude that for particle-hole
symmetric automata it does not play a role for the updating

rule if we extract Ŝ according to the rule (5) or (57). If
the automaton is not particle-hole invariant and we want
to use for K the same dependence on ψ up to a shift of the

variables in t, the matrix Ŝ(t) for even t is related to the

matrix Ŝ(t + ε) by an exchange of particles and holes, up
to irrelevant signs.

VII. Probabilistic cellular automata

Quantum theories are probabilistic theories. This holds
for the quantum field theories for fermions described here.
Typical statements are about expectation values of observ-
ables that often take discrete values. An example is the
occupation number nγ(t, x) for a fermion of type γ located
at x at time t. The expectation value for this observable is
a real number between zero and one.

For a deterministic cellular automaton nγ(t, x) either
takes the sharp value one or zero, depending on the precise
initial condition. For any initial bit-configuration nγ(t, x)
can be computed by following the updating rule of the au-
tomaton. The probabilistic aspects of a quantum theory
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emerge from probabilistic initial conditions. Instead of a
unique initial bit configuration one specifies a probability
distribution over all possible initial bit configurations. We
call this setting a “probabilistic cellular automaton”. We
will see that probabilistic initial conditions are sufficient for
an implementation of the probabilistic quantum features.
They are crucial for the existence of a continuum limit.

In the present section we introduce the wave function.
It is identical for the automaton and its fermionic coun-
terpart. At this stage we deal with a real formulation of
quantum systems in a setting with discrete time steps. Fur-
ther basic concepts of the quantum formalism as the den-
sity matrix, operators for observables, a complex structure
and continuous time evolution will be described in later
sections.

Wave function for cellular automata

We have described in sect. III the deterministic initial
condition of a given bit-configuration by a state vector
q(tin). For this “sharp initial condition” q(tin) is a vec-
tor with only one particular component equal to ±1, and
all other components zero, qτ = ±δτ,τ̄ . A probabilistic cel-
lular automaton is described by a more general initial state
vector q(tin). It only needs to be a real unit vector,

qτ (tin)qτ (tin) = 1 . (78)

The initial probabilities are defined by

pτ (tin) = q2
τ (tin) . (79)

The positivity of the probabilities is ensured by the square
of a real quantity in eq. (79), and eq. (78) guarantees the
normalization.

The time evolution (2) of the state vector according to
the updating rule of the cellular automaton generalizes to
probabilistic initial conditions,

qτ (t+ ε) = Ŝτρ(t)qρ(t) . (80)

This reproduces indeed the updating of the probability dis-
tribution for the cellular automaton. If we know at a given
time t the probability pρ(t) for every bit-configuration ρ, we
can infer the probabilities pτ (t+ε) for all bit configurations
τ at t+ ε. If the updating rule maps a given configuration
ρ to τ̄(ρ), the probability for this updated configuration is
the same as the one for the original configuration,

pτ̄(ρ)(t+ ε) = pρ(t) , pτ (t+ ε) = pρ̄(τ)(t) . (81)

Generalizing eq. (79) to arbitrary t,

pτ (t) = q2
τ (t) , (82)

and employing the evolution law (80) yields

pτ (t+ ε) =
∑
ρ,ρ′

Ŝτρ(t)qρ(t)Ŝτρ′(t)qρ′(t)

=
∑
ρ,ρ′

δτ,τ̄(ρ)qρ(t)δτ,τ̄(ρ′)qρ′(t)

=
∑
ρ

δτ,τ̄(ρ)q
2
ρ(t) =

∑
ρ

δτ,τ̄(ρ)pρ(t)

=
∑
ρ

δρ̄(τ),ρpρ(t) = pρ̄(τ)(t) ,

(83)

in accordance with eq. (81). Here we employ the fact that

Ŝ is a unique jump operator Ŝτρ = ±δτ,τ̄(ρ) = ±δρ,ρ̄(τ).

Since Ŝ is an orthogonal matrix the length of the vector
q(t+ε) is the same as for q(t), such that the normalization
condition holds for all t,

qτ (t)qτ (t) = 1 . (84)

The time evolution finds a simple expression as a rotation
of the state vector. We will associate the state vector q(t)
with the wave function of quantum mechanics in a real for-
mulation. In general, a complex quantum wave function
can be written as a real unit vector with twice the num-
ber of components. In this real representation the unitary
evolution becomes an orthogonal evolution or rotation of
the real wave function. Furthermore, for particular cases as
Majorana-Weyl spinors the wave function can be taken real
anyhow. The conditions (84), (80) account for the proper-
ties of the real representation of quantum mechanics. The
state vector q(t) for the probabilistic cellular automaton
is an example for a “classical wave function” [56], or the
appearance of concepts of quantum mechanics in classical
statistics [57, 58]. In presence of a suitable complex struc-
ture it can be written as a complex wave function with half
the number of components, see later.

Wave function for fermionic quantum field theory

So far we have found Grassmann functionals for fermions
that have the same step evolution operator as a cellular au-
tomaton. We will next establish that also the state vector
of the probabilistic automaton can be identified with the
wave function of an associated fermionic quantum model.
For these models the quantum wave function q(t) is the
same as for the probabilistic cellular automaton.

For a given wave function q(t) of the cellular automaton
we can define for even t the Grassmann wave function

g(t) = qτ (t)gτ [ψ(t)] . (85)

Inversely, every Grassmann element g(t) formed with the
Grassmann variables ψα(t) can be expanded in terms of
the Grassmann basis elements gτ [ψ(t)]. The expansion co-
efficients qτ (t) are associated with the components of the
wave function. The evolution of the Grassmann wave func-
tion from t to t+ε is given by multiplication with the local
factor K(t), and integration over the Grassmann variables
ψ(t),

g(t+ ε) =

∫
Dψ(t)K(t)g(t)

=

∫
Dψ(t)ḡ′τ (t+ ε)Ŝτρ(t)ḡρ(t)qσ(t)gσ(t)

=Ŝτρ(t)qρ(t)ḡ
′
τ (t+ ε) = qτ (t+ ε)ḡ′τ (t+ ε) .

(86)

We therefore use for odd t+ ε a different expansion of the
Grassmann wave function

g(t+ ε) = qτ (t+ ε)ḡ′τ [ψ(t+ ε)] . (87)



19

In the next step the evolution is obtained by multiplication

with K̃(t+ ε) and integration over ψ(t+ ε),

g(t+ 2ε) =

∫
Dψ(t+ ε)K̃(t+ ε)g(t+ ε)

=

∫
Dψ(t+ ε)gτ (t+ 2ε)Ŝτρ(t+ ε)g′ρ(t+ ε)

× qσ(t+ ε)ḡ′σ(t+ ε)

=Ŝτρ(t+ ε)qρ(t+ ε)gτ (t+ 2ε) = qτ (t+ 2ε)gτ (t+ 2ε) ,

(88)

in accordance with eq. (85) for even t + 2ε. The modulo
two property of Grassmann functional integrals is reflected
in the alternating expansions (85) and (87) for even and
odd t.

For a given probabilistic cellular automaton we can con-
struct the Grassmann wave function g(t) directly from the
wave function q(t). On the other hand the Grassmann
wave function can be extracted from the Grassmann func-
tional integral with a suitable boundary term. In eq. (69)
we choose for tin = 0

g(0) = qτ (0)gτ [ψ(0)] . (89)

The Grassmann wave function obtains by restricting the
range of integration to Grassmann variables ψ(t′) with t′ ≤
t− ε, with corresponding restriction of the action

g(t) =

∫
Dψ(t′ ≤ t− ε)e−S<g(0) ,

S< =

t−2ε∑
t′=0

(
L(t′ + ε) + L(t′)

)
.

(90)

Here we have taken t even, with a simple extension to t+ε
odd given by eq. (86). The Grassmann wave function g(t)
is a Grassmann element formed from the variables ψ(t), as
it should be. Indeed, L(t − ε) involves ψ(t), which is not
included in the integration variables.

The identity (90) is found easily by expressing the lo-

cal factors K̃(t + ε) and K(t) by L(t + ε) and L(t), and
using a chain of identities (86) (88) involving integrations
over products of local factors, starting with g(0). We can
extract the wave function by

qτ (t) =

∫
Dψ(t)ḡτ (t)g(t) , (91)

which coincides with eq. (69) for mfε = t, S< = S. The
derivation of the identities (90) (69) makes no assumption
on the form of the wave function q(t) and is therefore not
restricted to “sharp” or deterministic initial conditions.

In conclusion, the wave function extracted from the
Grassmann functional integral by eqs. (90), (91) follows
the same discrete time evolution as the wave function of the
probabilistic automaton. We choose the initial wave func-
tion (89) to be identical with the one that defines the prob-
abilistic initial condition of the automaton. The fermionic
wave function is then identical to the wave function of the
automaton for all times.

VIII. Symmetries

Having mapped the time history of probabilistic au-
tomata to the functional integral for a fermionic quantum
field theory many powerful concepts of quantum field the-
ory become applicable to cellular automata. Some of them
are very familiar for quantum field theories, as the momen-
tum of particles or Fourier transforms, while they are not
commonly employed for the description of automata. In
the present section we start with the concept of symme-
tries.

Symmetries are key concepts for an understanding of
quantum field theories or many body quantum theories.
They are less frequently used for the description of cellular
automata. In this section we discuss symmetries acting on
the Grassmann variables for the fermion picture of the up-
dating and indicate consequences for the properties of the
cellular automaton. More precisely, we focus on symme-
tries that act as variable transformations on ψγ(x), ψγ(x)

which leave L[ψ,ψ ] invariant. These symmetries include
continuous global symmetries as well as local gauge sym-
metries. We will explicitly construct automata that realize
such symmetries.

Discrete symmetries

Simple discrete symmetries are permutations of the “col-
ors” γ of ψγ(x), γ → δ(γ), and similarly for ψγ̄ , γ̄ → δ̄(γ̄),
or

ψγ(x)→ ψδ(γ)(x) , ψγ̄(x)→ ψδ̄(γ̄)(x) . (92)

These permutations have a direct analogue on the level of
bit-configurations for the automaton. A bit configuration
is transformed to a new bit configuration for which the col-
ors of all bits are permuted correspondingly. Invariance of
L[ψ,ψ ] implies invariance of the updating under the cor-
responding color permutation of the ingoing and outgoing
bit configuration. It is a simple way of stating this permu-
tation symmetry. In view of the freedom of choice of signs
the invariance of L[ψ,ψ ] under the discrete transformation

ψγ(x)→ sδ(γ)ψδ(γ)(x) , ψγ̄(x)→ sδ̄(γ̄)ψδ̄(γ̄)(x) , (93)

with sδ(γ) = ±1, sδ̄(γ̄) = ±1, leads to the same invariance of
the updating under color permutations of the bits. Discrete
symmetries of this type can be extended to transformations
that combine color permutations and changes of position
by generalizing on the r.h.s. of eqs. (92), (93) ψδ(γ)(x) to

ψδ(γ)

(
y(x)

)
, or more general permutations among all the

Grassmann variables ψγ(x), and similar for ψγ(x).

There are further discrete symmetries of L[ψ,ψ ] that
have no direct correspondence as transformations among
bit configurations of the automaton. As a simple example
consider the simultaneous sign reflection for a particular γ,

ψγ(x)→ −ψγ(x) , ψγ(x)→ −ψγ(x) , (94)

applied simultaneously to all x. If L[ψ,ψ ] is invariant un-
der this discrete transformation it has to contain only terms
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with an even number of ψγ(x) or ψγ(x). Any term with
an odd number of factors ψγ(x) has to be mutiplied by an

odd number of factors ψγ(x), while even numbers of ψγ(x)

come with even numbers of ψγ(x). This extends to the

local factor K̃[ψ,ψ ] = exp
{
−L[ψ,ψ ]

}
. As a consequence,

the number of particles or holes of the species γ can change
only by an even number - it is conserved modulo two. As

an example, a term ∼ ψγ(x)ψγ(y) in K̃ changes a hole of

type γ at y to one at x, while ψγ(x1)ψγ(x2)ψγ(x3)ψγ(y)
produces instead three holes at x1, x2 and x3.

There is no transformation among bit configurations
which reflects the discrete symmetry (94). Nevertheless,
this symmetry encodes a simple rule that the updating
obeys. There are many other discrete symmetries of a simi-
lar type. If L is invariant under the simultaneous reflection
of a family (γ1, γ2 . . . γN ) of Grassmann variables similar
to eq. (94), the updating rule conserves the number of par-
ticles or holes belonging to one of the species (γ1 . . . γN )
modulo two. If the number of Grassmann variables is even
for all terms in L[ψ,ψ ] one has a reflection symmetry (94)
acting simultaneously on all γ. In consequence, the total
particle number is conserved modulo two.

Global continuous symmetries

Continuous transformations among the Grassmann vari-
ables correspond to well defined transformations within the
Grassmann algebra. In particular, we may consider in-
finitesimal global transformations

ψγ(x)→ ψγ(x) + δψγ(x) , ψγ(x)→ ψγ(x) + δψγ(x) ,

δψγ(x) = εγδψδ(x) , δψγ(x) = ε̄γδψδ(x) . (95)

If L[ψ,ψ ] remains invariant under the infinitesimal trans-
formation (95), it is invariant under a global continuous
transformation generated by integrating the infinitesimal
transformation. The specification “global” indicates that
the transformation (95) acts simultaneously for all t, x with
εγδ, ε̄γδ independent of t and x.

The right transport automaton (41) (and similarly for
left transport) is invariant under global SO(M) transfor-
mations for M species γ = 1 . . .M . The corresponding
M(M − 1)/2 infinitesimal transformations are realized by
antisymmetric infinitesimal parameters,

εγδ = ε̄γδ = −εδγ , (96)

for arbitrary pairs (γ, δ). In turn, the SO(M)-symmetry
restricts the possible terms appearing in L[ψ,ψ ]. This in-
duces restrictions or selection rules for the updating con-
sistent with SO(M)-symmetry. We can combine transport
automata for N right-movers and N left-movers, M = 2N .
Automata with SO(N)-symmetry for fermion models with
interactions will be discussed in sect. X.

A particularly simple transformation is a global scaling
of all ψγ(x) and ψγ(x) in opposite directions

δψ = εψγ(x) , δψγ(x) = −εψγ(x) . (97)

Invariance of L[ψ,ψ ] under this transformation implies
that every term in L has to involve an equal number of fac-

tors ψ and ψ. This extends to the local factor K̃, implying
that the total particle number is conserved. The updating
of the automaton conserves the total number of bits having
the value zero. This is a simple example how a continuous
symmetry leads to a conserved quantity. Of course, one
can state the conservation law directly for the updating
rule. A relation to a continuous symmetry is usually not
given for cellular automata, however. The formulation of
rules and restrictions for updating rules in terms of contin-
uous symmetries can become a rather useful tool for more
complex situations, where the power of group theory for
Lie groups can be exploited.

Another simple global symmetry is realized if two species
of Grassmann variables ψa and ψb appear in L only in
the combination ψa(x)ψb(y)− ψb(x)ψa(y). Indeed, for the
infinitesimal transformation

δψa(x) = εψb(x) , δψb(x) = −εψa(x) (98)

one finds

δ
[
ψa(x)ψb(y)− ψb(x)ψa(y)

]
= 0 . (99)

The corresponding continuous transformations are abelian
SO(2)-transformations.

In particular, L could contain only pairs ψa(x)ψb(x), e.g.
x = y. In this case the SO(2)-symmetry is local, see below.
The consequence of this symmetry for the updating rule is
that holes of the colors a and b can only be produced in
pairs. A similar symmetry acing on ψ implies that the au-
tomaton is defined only for configurations where the num-
ber of bits of type a being zero equals the corresponding
number of bits of type b.

As an example, a local scattering automaton based
on eq. (26) is invariant under several abelian sym-
metries of this type, based on the pairs (ψa, ψb) =
(ψ1

+, ψ
4
−), (ψ1

−, ψ
4
+), (ψ2

+, ψ
3
−), . . . etc. Another example is

realized by suitable pairs for the spinor graviton automaton
in eq. (52).

Finally, global symmetries could mix the variables ψγ(x)

and ψγ(x). An example is the infinitesimal transformation

δψγ(x) = εψγ(x) , δψγ(x) = −εψγ(x) , (100)

acting simultaneously on all ψγ(x), ψγ(x). This

symmetry is realized if L[ψ,ψ ] only involves terms
with an equal number of ψ-factors and ψ-factors in
the combination ψγ(x)ψδ(y) + ψδ(y)ψγ(x), or factors

ψγ(x)ψδ(y) + ψγ(x)ψδ(y)., according to

δ
[
ψγ(x)ψδ(y) + ψδ(y)ψγ(x)

]
= 0 ,

δ
[
ψγ(x)ψδ(y) + ψγ(x)ψδ(y)

]
= 0 . (101)

We briefly describe in appendix B how the symmetry (100)
can be expressed in terms of complex Grassmann variables.

Local gauge symmetries

Local gauge symmetries are a central ingredient for the
fundamental interactions in particle physics. Using the
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concepts of ref [59] one can implement these local con-
tinuous symmetries for the fermion picture of cellular au-
tomata. For each local gauge symmetry the parameters
εγδ and ε̄γδ in eq. (95) depend on the position x. We will

later associate ψ and ψ to different times. Independent
transformations of ψ and ψ (i.e. independent εγδ and ε̄γδ)
can be viewed as infinitesimal transformations depending
on spacetime - they are local infinitesimal gauge transfor-
mations.

The building blocks for cellular automata with lo-
cal gauge invariance are local composite invariants
bi(x) = bi[ψγ(x)] and b̄i(x) = b̄i[ψγ(x)] formed from ψγ(x)

and ψγ(x) respectively. We construct L(t) from building

blocks involving products bi(x)b̄j(x) or similar. The unique
jump character of the step evolution operator will be vio-
lated if bi(x) and b̄j(x) consist of sums of several terms. For
a simple straightforward possibility each bi and b̄j involves
only one Grassmann element.

As an example we consider the gauge group SO(4) with
four Grassmann variables ψγ(x), γ = 1 . . . 4, in the four-
dimensional vector representation. An invariant involving
only a single Grassmann element is

b(x) =ψ1(x)ψ2(x)ψ3(x)ψ4(x)

=
1
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εγ1γ2γ3γ4ψγ1(x)ψγ2(x)ψγ3(x)ψγ4(x) . (102)

We base the automaton on independent blocks of two
neighboring cells of sites,

L(t) =
∑
x even

L(x) , (103)

with

L(x) = −
[
b(x+ ε)b̄(x) + b(x)b̄(x+ ε)

]
, (104)

and

K(x) = exp
{
− L(x)

}
=1 + b(x+ ε)b̄(x) + b(x)b̄(x+ ε)

+ b(x)b(x+ ε)b̄(x)b̄(x+ ε) . (105)

The corresponding automaton is very simple. It acts
only on bit-configurations for which at each position x
all bits take equal values, either all zero or all one.
The combined two sites x and x + ε can therefore be
in the four states (0, 0), (0, 1), (1, 0) and (1, 1), where
(0, 1) denotes n1(x) = n2(x) = n3(x) = n4(x) = 0,
n1(x + ε) = n2(x + ε) = n3(x + ε) = n4(x + ε) = 1,
and similar for the other three possibilities. The updating
rule for a single block is

(0, 0)→ (0, 0) , (1, 1)→ (1, 1) ,

(1, 0)→ (0, 1) , (0, 1)→ (1, 0) . (106)

The updating is particle-hole symmetric.
In sect. XII we will discuss more complex models with

local gauge symmetries. At the present stage it should have
become clear that the fermion picture for cellular automata
can accommodate a rich variety of symmetries, including
local gauge symmetries.

Symmetries of functional integral

If a symmetry is shared by each updating step, it is a
symmetry of the Grassmann functional integral. In this
case the action is invariant under symmetry transforma-
tions that act on the Grassmann variables. This is a sym-
metry in the usual sense of quantum field theory or many
body quantum theory for fermions. A given symmetry
may not be shared by the initial conditions and therefore
the overall state of the system. This situation represents
“spontaneous symmetry breaking”, for which the symme-
try of the (ground-) state is smaller than the symmetry of
the action.

To be more precise, the updating at t encoded in L(t)
involves the same Grassmann variables ψα(t+ε) as for the
updating at t + ε encoded in L(t + ε). A symmetry of
the Grassmann functional integral requires that the same
transformation is applied on ψα(t+ε) in L(t) and L(t+ε).
In case of global symmetries this typically links the trans-
formations of ψα(t) and ψα(t + 2ε). The global character
of the symmetry therefore has not only a global character
in space but also in time.

For local gauge symmetries the transformation of
ψα(t + 2ε) is independent of the transformation of
ψα(t+ ε). Also the transformation of ψα(t) is independent
of ψα(t+ ε). For L(t+ ε) we associate the transformation
parameters εγδ(x) in eq. (95) with εγδ(t+2ε, x) and ε̄γδ(x)
with εγδ(t+ε, x). Similarly, the transformation of ψγ(x) in

L(t) is given by local parameters εγδ(t, x). Taking things

together, and identifying ψγ(t+ε, x) = ψγ(t+ε, x), a local
gauge transformation transforms all Grassman variables at
different space-time points (t, x) independently

δψγ(t, x) = εγδ(t, x)ψδ(t, x) . (107)

This is the usual meaning of a local gauge symmetry in
quantum field theory.

Continuous symmetries for probabilistic cellular
automata

Probabilistic automata allow for a direct implementation
of continuous symmetries. Continuous transformations of
bit-configurations are not defined. One may formally define
a continuous transformation of the step evolution operator,
but the transformed object has no longer the unique jump
form for an automaton. In contrast, a continuous wave
function admits continuous transformations. Those do not
respect the form of a deterministic sharp wave function,
such that a probabilistic setting is mandatory for this pur-
pose. In short, two wave functions that are related by a
symmetry transformation remain related by the same sym-
metry transformation after the updating. In section XV
we will introduce operators for observables. They can be
related by continuous symmetry transformations as well.
Two operators related by a symmetry transformation lead
to the same expectation value for the associated observ-
ables. All these features are well known from quantum
mechanics. In our probabilistic setting they appear directly
in the description of cellular automata.

Let us start with the local factor K(t) = K[ψ(t), ψ(t)]
which is related to the step evolution operator by eq. (57).
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Continuous transformations of Grassmann variables, or
more generally of Grassmann elements, are well defined
within the Grassmann algebra. We take this fermionic rep-
resentation of continuous symmetries as a starting point
and translate it here to the wave function which has a
direct interpretation for cellular automata. Consider the
transformation of the Grassmann basis elements

h̄τ [ψ(t)] = D−1
τρ ḡρ[ψ(t)] . (108)

These transformations may be generated by transforma-
tions of the Grassmann variables ψα(t) from which ḡτ is
constructed, but our setting here is more general. Simi-
larly, one has a transformation

h̄′τ [ψ(t+ ε)] = ḡ′ρ[ψ(t+ ε)]Dρτ (109)

which may be generated by the transformation of ψα(t+ε).
These transformations induce a transformation of the

local factor

K′ =h̄′τ [ψ ]Ŝτρh̄ρ[ψ]

=ḡ′τ [ψ ]DτσŜσµD
−1
µρ ḡρ[ψ]

=ḡ′τ Ŝ
′
τρḡρ[ψ ] , (110)

resulting in a transformed step evolution operator

Ŝ′ = DŜD−1 . (111)

By definition, a symmetry transformation does not change
the local factor and therefore leaves the step evolution op-
erator invariant,

K′ = K , Ŝ′ = Ŝ , (112)

or

D(t+ ε)Ŝ(t) = Ŝ(t)D(t) . (113)

Let us define the symmetry transformation of the wave
function by

q′(t) = D(t)q(t) , q′(t+ ε) = D(t+ ε)q(t+ ε) . (114)

The evolution of q′ obeys

q′(t+ ε) =Ŝ(t)q′(t) = Ŝ(t)D(t)q(t) = Ŝ′(t)D(t)q(t)

=D(t+ ε)Ŝ(t)q(t) = D(t+ ε)q(t+ ε) . (115)

If q′(t) and q(t) are related by a symmetry transformation,
then also q′(t + ε) and q(t + ε) are related by this sym-
metry transformation. The evolution is compatible with
the symmetry. In particular, if D(t + ε) = D(t) = D, the
transformation matrix commutes with the step evolution
operator [

D, Ŝ(t)
]

= 0 . (116)

This is typically realized for global symmetry transforma-
tions. Typical symmetry transformations result in orthog-
onal transformations, DT (t)D(t) = 1, such that the norm
of the wave function is not changed.

The symmetry transformation of a Grassmann element
g(t) = qτgτ [ψ(t)] can be realized equivalently either by a
transformation of the wave function or by a transformation
of the Grassmann basis elements

g′(t) = gτ [ψ(t)]q′τ (t) = gτ [ψ(t)]Dτρ(t)qρ(t) = hρ[ψ(t)]qρ(t) ,
(117)

with

hρ[ψ(t)] = gτ [ψ(t)]Dτρ(t) . (118)

This is compatible with the relation (58)∫
Dψh̄τ [ψ]hρ[ψ] =

∫
DψD−1

τσ ḡσ[ψ]gµ[ψ]Dµρ

=D−1
τσDσρ = δτρ . (119)

In summary, we can realize symmetry transformations ei-
ther by a transformation of the Grassmann variables or,

more generally, Grassmann basis elements at fixed Ŝ and
q. Alternatively, we can employ an equivalent transfor-
mation of the wave function, keeping now the Grassmann
variables fixed. It is the second version that applies directly
to probabilistic cellular automata.

The concept of a continuous wave function for probabilis-
tic cellular automata constitutes an important advantage
for the realization of continuous symmetries. This extends
to other important ingredients of quantum mechanics, as
a change of basis [60, 61]. For a sufficiently smooth wave
function the discrete evolution equation can be cast in the
form of a continuous Schrödinger equation. One then ob-
tains the usual realization of symmetries for quantum sys-
tems with symmetry operators commuting with the Hamil-
tonian. All this is not possible for the sharp wave functions
of deterministic automata.

IX. Alternation of propagation and
scattering

In the next part of this work we discuss various quantum
field theories that are equivalent to probabilistic cellular
automata. This includes models with global and local non-
abelian continuous symmetries. We also indicate general
strategies how cellular automata describing fermion models
with interactions can be constructed.

A simple construction for automata describing fermion
systems with interactions alternates a step evolution op-
erator for propagation at even t and another one for the
interaction at odd t. In other words, for t even the local

factor K(t) accounts for the propagation, while K̃(t + ε̃)
describes the interaction. For a simple example of a prop-
agation a particle will move by ±ε in the x-direction for a
time step ε̃. The interaction entails no motion such that
the particle has moved by ±ε in the combined time inter-
val 2ε̃ for propagation and interaction. For automata based
on the alternation of propagation and interaction steps we
choose time units ε̃ = ε/2 such that the overall motion
for the two combined steps amounts to ∆x = ±∆t. More
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complex settings with several interaction steps are possible
as well.

This setting is appropriate if we want to construct au-
tomata for which bilinear terms in the fermionic action de-
scribe the propagation, while terms involving products of
more than two Grassmann variables account for the inter-
action. If we want to realize step evolution operators that
act on arbitrary bit configurations, the interaction term
may be a complete local scattering in the sense of sect. IV.
In consequence, L will be somewhat more complicated than
for the examples discussed so far. In sects. XII, XIV we will
give an example for an alternative construction for which
the fermionic action contains no fermion bilinear.

For the propagation we consider two types of bits or
fermions, namely right-movers with occupation numbers
nR,a or associated Grassmann variables ψR,a, and left-
movers with nL,a or ψL,a. The index a distinguishes be-
tween possible additional internal properties as “colors”.
At even t the step evolution operator for a free propagation
acts independently on the right-movers and left-movers.
Right-movers move one position in x to the right, such
that a particle at (t, x) will be found at (t+ ε̃, x+ε). Simi-
larly, all left-movers move one position to the left. The step
evolution operator for this propagation is very simple. All
bits (and holes) of right-movers move one position to the
right, such that the whole configuration of right-moving
bits is displaced by one unit to larger x, and similarly for
the left-movers to lower x. On the fermionic level we deal
with the structure (17), leading to

L(t) = −
∑
x

∑
a

{
ψR,a(t+ ε̃, x+ ε)ψR,a(t, x)

+ψL,a(t+ ε̃, x− ε)ψL,a(t, x)
}
.

(120)

Thirring scattering

The alternation of propagation and scattering is a very
general recipe for the construction of automata represent-
ing fermion models with interactions. For the interaction
step we can take any of the strictly local interactions, as
the examples discussed in sect. IV. One can also employ
the scattering steps discussed in sect. V, provided they are
promoted to complete scattering. In the present section
we recall one example [22] for which the fermionic picture
is a type of discretized Thirring or Gross-Neveu model. It
is based on two colors of right- and left-movers and a sim-
ple updating rule: whenever a single right-mover meets a
single left-mover the colors are exchanged.

For odd t + ε̃ (even t) we realize local scattering by in-
dependent local factors for every position x

Ŝ(t+ ε̃) = Ŝ(x = 1)⊗ Ŝ(x = 2)⊗· · ·⊗ Ŝ(x = Mx) . (121)

We focus on two colors a = 1, 2 = red, green. The local
step evolution operator is therefore a 16×16-matrix acting
on the states denoted by (nR,1, nR,2, nL,1, nL,2). The up-
dating rule for the Thirring automaton [22] exchanges the
colors whenever a single right-mover encounters a single

left-mover. This is realized for

Ŝ(1001),(0110) = Ŝ(0110),(1001)

=Ŝ(1010),(0101) = Ŝ(0101),(1010) = 1 .
(122)

For all other sectors Ŝ(x) is the unit matrix.
The translation to the fermionic picture reads [22]

L̃(t+ ε̃) =
∑
x

L(t+ ε̃, x) ,

L(t+ ε̃, x) =−
[ 4∑
γ=1

ψγψγ + Q̃
]
(1− Q̃) ,

(123)

with

Q̃ =
(
ψ1ψ4 − ψ2ψ3

)(
ψ1ψ4 − ψ2ψ3

)
+
(
ψ1ψ3 + ψ2ψ4

)(
ψ1ψ3 + ψ2ψ4

)
.

(124)

Here the shorthands (ψ1, ψ2, ψ3, ψ4) stand for
(ψR1, ψR2, ψL1, ψL2) taken at (t+2ε̃, x) and (ψ1, ψ2, ψ3, ψ4)
are the corresponding Grassmann variables taken at
(t+ ε̃, x). The first term in the square bracket in eq. (123)
accounts for the unit step evolution operator in the sector
of configurations not involved in the scattering (122).

The second term Q̃ entails the scattering and subtracts
the unit matrix in the sector of the scattered particles.

The multiplication with the factor (1 − Q̃) yields the
expression (123) somewhat more complicated than the
elementary processes discussed before. It is necessary to
ensure for the local factor the simple form

K̃(t+ ε̃) = exp
{
−L̃(t+ ε̃)

}
=
∏
x

[
exp(ψγψγ+Q̃

]
. (125)

The updating for the cellular automaton which combines
propagation and Thirring scattering involves for the cell x
the two neighbors x − ε and x + ε. The four scattering
processes are shown in Fig. 3. Here v, w, x, y stand for
arbitrary values of the bits 0 or 1. We also indicate in
this figure the remaining 12 processes without scattering,
with (nR1, nR2, nL1, nL2) the values of bits in the cell x in
the combinations not appearing in the first four scattering
processes.

We observe that the relation between a simple K̃(t + ε)

and a somewhat more complex L̃(t + ε) is an alternative
construction to the choice of restricted states discussed in
sect. V. It can combine the scattering of a subclass of states
with a unit step evolution operator for the other states. In
this way a restriction to a subclass of states is avoided.
The price to pay is a slightly more complicated form of
the fermionic action for the scattering process. Arbitrary
forms of invertible 2→ 2 scattering can be implemented in
this way.

Combining eqs. (120) and (123) we can write

L(t) + L̃(t+ ε̃)

= ε
∑
x

∑
a

[
ψR,a(t+ ε̃, x+ ε)

(
∂t + ∂x

)
ψR,a(t+ ε̃, x+ ε̃)

+ ψL,a(t+ ε̃, x− ε)
(
∂t − ∂x

)
ψL,a(t+ ε̃, x− ε̃)

]
+ Lint ,

(126)
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0101 1010

0110 1001

10vw xy10 01vw xy01

10vw xy01 01vw xy10

(nR1, nR2, nL1, nL2)

(nR1, nR2, v, w) (x, y, nL1, nL2)

Fig. 3: Updating for the Thirring automaton

where the interaction term Lint involves all terms with
more than two Grassmann variables and we employ the
lattice derivatives(ε̃ = ε/2)

ψ(t+ ε, x± ε)−ψ(t, x) = ε
(
∂t±∂x

)
ψ(t+ ε̃, x± ε̃) . (127)

Continuum model and Lorentz symmetry

We can consider our discrete setting as a particular dis-
cretization of a continuum model. This continuum model
obtains by neglecting terms in subleading order in an ex-
pansion in ε. In the continuum formulation the lattice
derivatives (127) become partial derivatives with respect to
continuous time t and position x. Correspondingly, we can
drop the differences between ψ(t+ nε, x+mε) and ψ(t, x)
beyond leading order for small n and m. Furthermore, we
replace sums by integrals

∑
t,x = 1/(2ε2)

∫
t,x

, taking into

account that the distance between two positions x at fixed
t amounts to 2ε. We finally renormalize the Grassmann

variables ψ →
√

2εψ. Then the factor (1− Q̃) in eq. (123)
can be replaced by one. One arrives at the continuum ac-
tion for fermions

S =

∫
t,x

{∑
a

(
ψR,a

(
∂t + ∂x

)
ψR,a + ψL,a

(
∂t − ∂x

)
ψL,a

)
+ Lint

}
, (128)

where the Grassmann variables are taken at (t, x) and we
keep first the distinction between even and odd t, such that

Lint =− 2ε2Q̃ (129)

=− 2
{(
ψR1ψL2 − ψR2ψL1

)(
ψR1ψL2 − ψR2ψL1

)
+
(
ψR1ψL1 + ψR2ψL2

)(
ψR1ψL1 + ψR2ψL2

)}
.

The action (128) is invariant under Lorentz transforma-
tions. We combine ψRa and ψLa into a two-component
spinor

ψa =

(
ψRa
ψLa

)
, ψa =

(
ψLa,−ψRa

)
. (130)

It transforms under infinitesimal global Lorentz transfor-
mations

δψa = −ηΣ01ψa , δψa = ηψaΣ01 , Σmn =
1

4

[
γm, γn

]
,

with two-dimensional Dirac matrices obeying

{γm, γn} = 2ηmn , ηmn = ηmn = diag(−1, 1) , (131)

given explicitly by the Pauli-matrices

γ0 = −iτ2 , γ1 = τ1 , Σ01 =
1

2
τ3 . (132)

Here ηmn is the invariant signature tensor or Lorentz-
metric. Using for flat space γµ = γm the action (128)
takes a manifestly Lorentz-invariant form

S =

∫
t,x

{
− ψaγµ∂µψa −

1

2
ψaγ

µψaψbγµψb

+ ψaγ
µψbεabψcγµψdεcd

}
,

(133)

with antisymmetric tensor ε12 = −ε21 = 1 and summation
over repeated indices.

In the continuum limit one may identify for certain pur-
poses

ψγ(t, x) = ψγ(t+ ε̃, x) = ψγ(t, x) , ψ = ψT γ0 . (134)

The action (133) describes a type of generalized Thirring
model [43–46] for Majorana fermions with two colors. It
is invariant under SO(2)-color rotations. Introducing a
suitable complex structure this is the Thirring- or Gross-
Neveu-model with U(1)-symmetry.

X. Automata with non-abelian or abelian
continuous symmetries

In this section we discuss cellular automata for which
the fermion picture describes generalized Gross-Neveu or
Thirring models with non-abelian or abelian continuous
symmetry. This will serve as a basis for a subsequent in-
vestigation in sect. XV how many features of the fermionic
quantum field theories, as conserved charges correspond-
ing to the non-commuting generators of the group, find a
useful application for the dynamics of the probabilistic au-
tomaton. A discussion of the possible continuum limit of
the fermionic model sheds light on the questions that arise
for the continuum limit for cellular automata with a very
large number of cells.

SO(N)-symmetric scattering

As an example for a continuous symmetry we discuss
models with global SO(N)-symmetry. For N > 2 the
symmetry group is non-abelian. The degrees of freedom
are right-moving and left-moving bits with N colors each,
nγ(x) =

(
nRa(x), nLa(x)

)
, a = 1 . . . N . They are repre-

sented by Grassmann variables ψRa, ψLa, ψRa, ψLa. For

the local factor we take K̃(t+ ε̃) =
∏
xK(x),

K(x) = exp
{
−
(
Lint + L0 + ∆L

)}
, (135)

with

− Lint = ψLaψRbψRaψLb + ψRaψLbψRaψLb , (136)
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and

− L0 = ψRaψRa + ψLaψLa . (137)

Here we use the shorthands ψγ = ψγ(t + ε, x),

ψγ = ψγ(t + ε̃, x). The term ∆L contains “corrections”
involving six or more Grassmann variables that are needed
to ensure the unique jump property of the step evolu-
tion operator. The setting is similar to the Thirring type

model (123), with Lint playing the role of −Q̃. The global
SO(N)-invariance of L0 and Lint is manifest, such that
K is SO(N)-invariant for SO(N)-invariant ∆L. Further-
more, the interaction term is invariant under the exchange
ψγ ↔ ψγ , and it is L ↔ R symmetric, ψRa ↔ ψLa,

ψRa ↔ ψLa.
The updating rule for the automaton can be obtained by

expanding the exponential in eq. (135). We start with the
two-particle sector, noting that one has a unit evolution in

the zero- and one-particle sectors. In the order ψ2ψ
2

one
finds a two-to-two scattering

K2,2 = −ψRbψLaψRaψLb . (138)

Whenever a single right-mover encounters a single left-
mover they exchange colors. This includes the unit evolu-
tion if the colors are identical. The second term in eq. (136)
cancels a similar contribution in L2

0/2. The remaining part
of L2

0/2 leads to a unit step evolution operator in the sector
of two left-movers or two right-movers. Taking the various
contributions together we have a unique jump evolution in
the two-particle sector.

For the four-particle sector we consider in the sector with
one pair of right-movers and one pair of left-movers the
four-to-four scattering

K4,4 =
1

4
ψRcψRdψLaψLbψRaψRbψLcψLd

=
1

4

(
K2,2

)2
. (139)

This corresponds to an updating for which colors are ex-
changed if a pair of right-movers meets a pair of left-
movers. Equivalently, right-movers change to left-movers
with the same color, and vice versa. We observe that the
expansion of exp

(
K2,2

)
from eq. (135) produces a factor(

K2,2

)2
/2 instead of

(
K2,2

)2
/4. In order to guarantee the

unique jump property we include in the correction term ∆L
terms with a similar structure. This generalizes to higher
order terms.

To be specific, we concentrate on N = 4 where

∆L =
1

4
K2

2,2 −
1

9
K3

2,2 −
1

192
K4

2,2 + ∆L′ . (140)

With the addition of these corrections one has

K1 = exp
{
K2,2 −

1

4
K2

2,2 +
1

9
K3

2,2 −
11

192
K4

2,2

}
=1 +K2,2 +K4,4 +K6,6 +K8,8 , (141)

where K2,2, K4,4, K6,6, K8,8 generate unique jump step
evolution operators in the sectors with one, two, three and

four pairs of right- and left-movers. In these sectors all
colors are exchanged, or equivalently, right-movers become
left-movers with the same colors, and vice versa. We note
the relations

K6,6 =
1

36
K3

2,2 , K8,8 =
1

576
K4

2,2 . (142)

Particle-hole symmetry

The scattering in the sector spanned by K1 is particle-
hole symmetric. Indeed, we can write

K6,6 = −ψcRbψcLaψ
c

Raψ
c

La , (143)

where we define

ψcRa =
1

6
εabcdψRbψRcψRd , (144)

and similar for ψcLa, ψ
c

Ra, ψ
c

La. The expression ψcRbψ
c
La cor-

responds to a right-moving hole with color b and and left-
moving hole with color a, and similar for ψ

c

Raψ
c

Lb for the
incoming holes. Here holes are defined with respect to the
fully occupied state. Thus K6,6 accounts for an exchange
of colors if a right-moving hole encounters a left-moving
hole. This scattering is the particle-hole transform of the
scattering described by K2,2. The double-pair-double-pair
scattering K4,4 is particle hole invariant by itself. Finally,
one has

K8,8 = bRbLb̄Rb̄L , (145)

with

bR =
1

24
εabcdψRaψRbψRcψRd = ψR1ψR2ψR3ψR4 , (146)

and similarly for bL, b̄R, b̄L. By virtue of the SO(4)-
invariant totally antisymmetric tensor εabcd the quantities
bL, bR, b̄L, b̄R are SO(4)-invariant. The term K8,8 accounts
for the invariance of the totally occupied state. It is the
particle-hole conjugate of the factor 1 which encodes the
invariance of the totally empty state.

We choose the remaining correction terms such that

K(x) = K1 +K ′ , (147)

where K ′ only contributes to the step evolution operator in
the sector not spanned by K1. We also require particle-hole
symmetry for K ′. For one possible choice of the correction
terms K ′ generates the unit evolution in all sectors not
covered by K1. For this choice the updating rule of the
automaton is very simple. Scattering occurs only if one,
two or three pairs consisting of one right-mover and one
left-mover meet at a given position x. Then all colors are
exchanged between right-movers and left-movers. Equiv-
alently, right-movers become left-movers and vice versa,
keeping in this picture their colors. A given updating
rule of the automaton fixes the higher order terms ∆L
in eq. (135). They can be constructed systematically, as
outlined in appendix C.
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Naive continuum limit

The naive continuum limit can be taken in complete
analogy to the Thirring-type model with two colors dis-
cussed before. This yields again a fermionic action (128),
with indices in the kinetic term running now from one to
N . We can interpret the discrete fermion model for the
SO(N)-symmetric automaton as a discrete lattice formu-
lation of the continuum quantum field theory obtained in
the naive continuum limit. In this naive continuum limit
the higher order terms in ∆L in eq. (135) do not contribute.
Different possible forms of ∆L which are compatible with
SO(N)-symmetry correspond to different discretizations of
the continuum quantum field theory. Omitting ∆L the in-
teraction term Lint in eq. (128) is given by eq. (136). This
interaction is invariant under Lorentz transformations,

δψRa =− η

2
ψRa , δψLa =

η

2
ψLa ,

δψRa =− η

2
ψRa , δψLa =

η

2
ψLa . (148)

We can again write it as a Thirring type model, now with
four colors, with

Lint =
1

2

{(
ψaγ

µψb
)(
ψbγµψa

)
−
(
ψaγ

µψa
)(
ψbγµψb

)}
.

(149)
Here an additional factor of two arises for Lint from the
continuum normalization of the Grassmann variables [22].
The continuum action

S =

∫
t,x

{
− ψaγµ∂µψa + Lint

}
(150)

is Lorentz invariant.
This structure holds for an arbitrary number of colors

N . The SO(N)-symmetry is manifest since all contractions
are done with the SO(N)-invariant tensor δab. For N = 2
we obtain a Thirring-type model different from eq. (133).
The reason is a different updating rule for the automaton.
Now a pair with an incoming right-mover and left-mover
with the same color remains unchanged, instead of chang-
ing color as for the model (133). For N > 4 the series
of scattering terms (141) gets now extended by additional
higher order terms Km,m, with m ≤ 2N . Also the series of
correction terms in ∆L comprises additional higher order
terms. For N < 4 the series are shorter, since for N ≤ 3
one has K8,8 = 0, and for N = 2 also K6,6 = 0. For N = 1
there is no scattering since K2,2 = 0. The updating rule
remains the same for all N . Whenever a number of pairs
of right-movers and left-movers meet at x, and no other
particles are present, the colors are exchanged.

By a different ordering of the Grassmann variables we
can also write Lint in the form

Lint = −1

2

{(
ψaψa

)(
ψbψb

)
−
(
ψaγ̄ψa

)(
ψbγ̄ψb

)
−
(
ψaψb

)(
ψbψa

)
+
(
ψaγ̄ψb

)(
ψbγ̄ψa

)}
, (151)

with γ̄ = −γ0γ1 = τ3. This is a type of generalized Gross-
Neveu model [47–51]. We observe that for N = 1 we

have no interaction since Lint = 0. The different terms in
eq. (151) are necessary in order to ensure the unique jump
property of the step evolution operator for the automaton.
For L = −

(
ψaψa

)(
ψbψb

)
/2 the unique jump property is

not realized.

Majorana and Dirac fermions

There are two different ways to treat the relation between
ψγ(x) and ψγ(x) in the naive continuum limit. One may
either keep them as distinct Grassmann variables, as for the
original formulation for which ψ corresponds to Grassmann
variables at t+ ε, and ψ denotes Grassmann variables at t
(with t even). Alternatively, one may encounter situations
for which the difference between t and t + ε is no longer
resolved. Therefore one identifies in the continuum limit

ψγ(t, x) = ψγ(t, x) . (152)

In this case the fermionic scattering describes a quantum
field theory for N Majorana fermions.

For Majorana fermions the interaction term simplifies
further and eq. (136) becomes

−Lint =2ψRaψLaψRbψLb

=− 1

2

(
ψRaψRb − ψRbψRa

)(
ψLaψLb − ψLbψLa

)
.

(153)

In particular, for N = 2 this yields

− Lint = 4ψR1ψL1ψR2ψL2 . (154)

This is the most general local interaction for Majorana
fermions with two colors. The right-movers and left-movers
are Majorana-Weyl fermions.

For even N we can introduce complex Grassmann vari-
ables by

ζa = ψa + iψN
2 +a , a = 1 . . .

N

2
. (155)

They will describe N/2 Dirac fermions. In terms of the
complex Grassmann variables the action of the fermionic
quantum field theory reads in the naive continuum limit

S =

∫
t,x

{
ζ∗Ra
(
∂t+∂x

)
ζRa+ζ∗La

(
∂t−∂x

)
ζLa+Lint

}
. (156)

Using the standard two-component notation for the Dirac
spinors

ζ =

(
ζL
ζR

)
, ζ = ζ†γ0 =

(
ζ∗L,−ζ∗R

)
, (157)

we can write the continuum action in a manifestly Lorentz-
invariant form

S = −
∫
t,x

{
ζaγ

µ∂µζa +
1

2

(
ζaζa

)(
ζbζb

)}
. (158)

Here we employ the identity

N/2∑
a=1

ζaζa = −2

N∑
a=1

ψRaψLa . (159)
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In particular, for N = 2 the interaction term takes the
form of the Gross-Neveu model

Lint = −1

2

(
ζζ
)2
. (160)

With the choice (152) the automaton for N = 2 can be
interpreted as a discretization of the Gross-Neveu model
with a particular strength of the interaction. With the
continuum identification ψ = ψ also the model (133) of
the previous section is a discretization of the Gross-Neveu
model, now with a different strength of the interaction,
larger by a factor of two.

Continuum limit in fermionic quantum field theory

The true continuum limit for the SO(N)-invariant au-
tomaton is more complex than the naive continuum limit.
It is best discussed in the fermion language where we deal
with a discrete quantum field theory. For the true con-
tinuum limit one has to include the effects of fluctuations.
This is done conceptually by computing the quantum ef-
fective action, from which exact field equations can be de-
rived by variation. These field equations correspond to
macroscopic evolution equations. Furthermore, the quan-
tum effective action generates the one-particle irreducible
correlation functions for the quantum field theory. For
small momenta or large distances the effective action is
typically a continuum object, even of one starts at short
distances with a discrete setting. The transition from the
microscopic or short-distance action to the effective action
is typically given by flow equations for running couplings,
which now depend on a renormalization scale k. A suit-
able approach can proceed by functional renormalization,
starting at k ∼ π/ε with the discrete fermion model for
the cellular automaton. In this setting k is an effective in-
frared cutoff which can be lowered continuously. For k → 0
all fluctuations are included and one obtains the quantum
effective action.

For a continuum formulation the dimension of the renor-
malized Grassmann variables ψ, ψ is (mass)1/2. The terms
appearing in eq. (149) correspond to (naively) renormaliz-
able interactions, that may be multiplied by dimensionless
running couplings. Due to the flow the macroscopic cou-
plings can deviate from the value 1/4. There is no sym-
metry reason why the two terms in eq. (149) need to have
equal couplings. (We assume here a scale-dependent renor-
malization of the Grassmann variables such that the ki-
netic term retains its canonical form.) The full symmetries
do not allow further quartic couplings, however. Besides
Lorentz invariance, translation symmetry in space and time
and SO(N)-symmetry, these symmetries include a chi-
ral symmetry that guarantees that the numbers of right-
movers and left-movers are conserved separately. There are
further discrete symmetries as parity or the transformation
ψ ↔ ψ.

The terms omitted for the naive continuum limit cor-
respond to (naively) non-renormalizable interactions. For

example, the couplings of terms ∼ ψ4ψ
4

have dimension
(mass)−2. In the short distance limit they are ∼ ε2. If they
would retain values of this size for the effective action, they

would be indeed negligible in the continuum limit. The flow
of these couplings typically leads, however, to an increase
of their absolute values as the (renormalization) momen-
tum scale k decreases. For low kε the effective couplings
will be fluctuation dominated, rather than being given by
the “classical” or microscopic values. For example, typi-

cal couplings for terms ∼ ψ4ψ
4

are ∼ k−2 instead of ε2.
If the higher order couplings correspond to irrelevant pa-
rameters for the renormalization flow their values become
predictable for kε� 1.

The chiral symmetry together with the Lorentz-
symmetry forbids a mass term for the fermions. The
question arises if the quantum effective action becomes
Lorentz-invariant, as suggested by the naive continuum
limit. The interaction part of the step evolution operator
is not Lorentz-invariant if we include the correction terms
in ∆L. Some correction terms (e.g. the ones canceling the
contribution (C5) in appendix C) contain different powers
of right-movers and left-movers, thereby violating Lorentz
symmetry. Also the kinetic term with lattice-derivatives in-
stead of partial derivatives breaks the Lorentz-symmetry.
Lorentz-invariance of the continuum limit requires that the
Lorentz-invariant partial fixed point for the flow of cou-
plings is approached for k → 0.

The chiral symmetry requires an equal number of fac-
tors ψR and ψR in each term, as well as an equal number
of factor ψL and ψL. This symmetry is respected in the
discrete setting. With ∆L being chiral invariant, the local
factor K(x) is chiral invariant, and also the sequence of
step evolution operators is chiral invariant. We conclude
that a Lorentz-invariant continuum limit, together with the
absence of spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking, leads in
the continuum limit to an interesting quantum field theory
with massless fermions.

Universality classes

The fermion interactions in the quantum effective ac-
tion need no longer to obey a unique jump condition for
the associated evolution operator. Including fluctuations
amounts effectively to some sort of coarse graining or av-
eraging. We will see explicitly in sect. XX how the unique
jump property is lost in the course of coarse graining.

The continuum limit of a quantum field theory is typi-
cally related to a fixed point (sometimes approximate fixed
point) in the flow of couplings. These fixed points define
universality classes. In general, the universality classes de-
pend only on the species of massless (or very light) parti-
cles and the symmetries (and dimension) of a model. A
quantum field theory with the same symmetries as our
SO(N)-invariant automaton is the N -component Gross-
Neveu model for which only the first term in eq. (151)
is included in the microscopic action. It is an interesting
question if our automaton belongs to the same universality
class as these Gross-Neveu models.

The answer to this question is not trivial. For the case
N = 1 the answer is negative. Our automaton describes
a free-theory, in contrast to the Gross-Neveu model. A
free theory is indeed a local fixed point and defines its own
universality class. For N = 2 the naive continuum limit
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with the identification ψ = ψ is the Gross-Neveu model.
This case could belong to the same universality class as the
asymptotically free Gross-Neveu model. Nevertheless, it is
possible that the particular discretization corresponding to
an automaton constitutes a new universality class differ-
ent from the Gross-Neveu model. If not, and if Lorentz-
symmetry is realized in the continuum limit, one expects
that the continuum limit of the SO(2)-invariant automa-
ton is given by the Gross-Neveu model. For N > 2 the
universality class of the SO(N)-invariant automata may
be generalizations of the Gross-Neveu model with non-
abelian continuous SO(N)-symmetry. For N even an in-
teresting subgroup of SO(N) is SU(N/2). The SU(N/2)-
transformations are compatible with a complex structure.

XI. Modified propagation and particles in
a potential

So far we have only considered a very simple propagation
where at each updating step the right-movers jump one
position to the right and left-movers one position to the left.
This propagation can be modified in many ways. One may
further combine the modified propagation with interaction
steps. In this section we concentrate on the propagation.
This will lead to an action that is quadratic in the fermion
fields. Higher order terms for interactions can be added by
interaction steps. We also take for simplicity a single color,
with straightforward generalization.

The simple propagation for right-movers and left-movers
corresponds to massless fermions. A modified propagation
could induce a mass term such that massive fermions can be
described. Spatial inhomogeneities could describe a mas-
sive particle in a potential. This shows the way towards an
automaton that realizes the motion of a massive particle in
a potential, as described by the standard Schrödinger equa-
tion. Characteristic quantum effects as tunneling through
a potential barrier or dispersion of the wave function should
become visible in this way.

The evolution of a quantum particle in a potential is
no longer described by an automaton for which a particle
at a position x is moved in the next step to a definite
position. The one-particle step evolution operator is no
longer a unique jump matrix. This loss of the automaton
property is related to the coarse graining associated with
the one-particle subsystem in the continuum limit. We
argue that the motion of a quantum particle in a potential
is of a random nature, where the randomness may be due
to expectation values of fermion composites.

Reflection and delay layers

One possibility to modify the propagation is the intro-
duction of particular “layers” at certain values of t for
which the propagation differs from the “standard propa-
gation” for right-movers and left-movers. For such a layer
a particle at a certain position x may propagate “normally”
while a particle at a neighboring position x+ ε propagates
“exceptionally”. For a coarse graining corresponding to an

averaging over space the distinction between the two po-
sitions is lost. On the coarse grained level both a normal
and an exceptional propagation become possible, similar
to the behavior of a massive quantum particle. In this sec-
tion we start by discussing homogeneous layers, and turn
to inhomogeneities later.

A reflection layer at a particular (even) t̄ is realized by
replacing the step evolution operator for the standard prop-
agation by a modified operator. In the step from t̄ to t̄+ ε
the right-movers move one position to the left and become
left-movers, and the left-movers move one position to the
right and become right-movers. Every particle changes the
direction of its trajectory when it hits the reflection layer.

In the fermion language one has for t̄

L(t̄) =
∑
x

[
ψR(t̄+ε̃, x+ε)ψL(t̄, x)−ψL(t̄+ε̃, x−ε)ψR(t̄, x)

]
.

(161)
The choice of sign is, in principle, a matter of convention.
A given choice, as the one in eq. (161), may permit a simple
formulation of certain structures, in particular the contin-
uum limit, as compared to alternative choices.

If we combine the reflection layer with a standard prop-
agation (c = 1) or unit step evolution operator (c = 0) at
the next evolution step from t̄+ ε̃ to t̄+ 2ε̃ one adds

L̃(t+ ε̃) = −
∑
x

[
ψR
(
t+ 2ε̃, x+ (1 + c)ε

)
ψR(t̄+ ε̃, x+ ε)

+ψL
(
t+ 2ε̃, x− (1 + c)ε

)
ψL(t̄+ ε̃, x− ε)

]
.

(162)

The sum

L(t̄) + L̃(t̄+ ε̃) = (163)∑
x

[
ψR(t̄+ ε̃, x+ ε)

(
ψR
(
t+ 2ε̃, x+ (1 + c)ε

)
+ ψL(t̄, x)

)
+ψL(t+ ε̃, x− ε)

(
ψL
(
t+ 2ε̃, x− (1 + c)ε

)
− ψR(t̄, x)

)]
can no longer be written as a lattice derivative. Also the
naive continuum limit is not Lorentz invariant.

For a delay double-layer we combine two reflection layers
at neighboring t̄ and t̄+ ε̃. The trajectory for every particle
changes first direction at t̄, and again subsequently at t̄+ ε̃.
As a result, it will not change its position for the combi-
nation of the two evolution steps. After the two evolution
steps the right-movers are again right-movers and the left-
movers are again left-movers. As compared to the standard
evolution at t̄ and unit-evolution at t̄ + ε̃, for which par-
ticles would have moved by one position to the right or
left, the particles have not moved in the presence of the
delay double-layer. Their trajectories are “delayed” in this
sense. We will use this simple system as an example that
the naive continuum limit can fail to reproduce the correct
behavior.

In the fermion picture one adds to L(t̄) in eq. (161) the
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term

L̃(t̄+ ε̃) =
∑
x

[
ψR(t̄+ 2ε̃, x)ψL(t̄+ ε̃, x− ε)

− ψL(t̄+ 2ε̃, x)ψR(t̄+ ε̃, x+ ε)
]
. (164)

For the combination of the two evolution steps one obtains

L(t̄) + L̃(t̄+ ε̃) =∑
x

[
ψR(t̄+ ε̃, x+ ε)

(
ψL(t̄+ 2ε̃, x) + ψL(t̄, x)

)
−ψL(t̄+ ε̃, x− ε)

(
ψR(t̄+ 2ε̃, x) + ψR(t̄, x)

)]
. (165)

For an automaton with double layers for all t the naive
continuum action becomes

S =
1

ε2

∫
t,x

(
ψRψL − ψLψR

)
. (166)

For a continuum normalization ψ →
√
aεψ similar to

sect. IX this reads

S = −
∫
t,x

m̄
(
ψLψR − ψRψL

)
= −

∫
t,x

m̄ψψ , (167)

with

m̄ =
a

ε
. (168)

For the last term in eq. (167) we use the two-component
spinors (130). This makes the Lorentz-invariance manifest
and identifies m̄ with a particle mass up to multiplicative
normalization. There is no propagation in this case.

We can combine a delay double-layer at t̄ and t̄+ε̃ with a
standard propagation at t̄+2ε̃ and unit evolution at t̄+3ε̃.
This leads to a type of delayed propagation. Instead of
moving two positions to the right or left for the combined
evolution from t̄ to t̄+ 4ε̃ = t̄+ 2ε the particle now moves
by only one position. In the fermion picture this adds to
eq. (165) the terms

L(t̄+ 2ε) + L̃(t̄+ 3ε̃) =∑
x

[
ψR(t̄+ 3ε̃, x+ ε)

(
ψR(t̄+ 4ε̃, x+ ε)− ψR(t̄+ 2ε̃, x)

)
+ ψL(t̄+ 3ε̃, x− ε)

(
ψL(t̄+ 4ε̃, x− ε)− ψL(t̄+ 2ε̃, x)

]
= ε

∑
x

[
ψR(t̄+ 3ε̃, x+ ε)

(
∂t + ∂x

)
ψR(t̄+ 3ε̃, x+ ε̃)

+ ψL(t̄+ 3ε̃, x− ε)
(
(∂t − ∂x

)
ψL(t̄+ 3ε̃, x− ε̃)

]
.

(169)

A naive continuum limit neglects the detailed positions
of the various Grassmann variables after transmuting the
lattice derivatives in eq. (169) to partial derivatives. We
may build an automaton by iteration of the four layers
for the delayed evolution. For a continuum normalization

ψ → 2
√
εψ the combination of eqs. (165) and (169) be-

comes in terms of the two-component spinors

S = −
∫
t,x

(
ψγµ∂µψ +mψψ

)
, (170)

with

m =
2

ε
. (171)

This is the Lorentz-invariant action for a free massive parti-
cle. The particle mass is proportional to the inverse lattice
distance and diverges for ε→ 0.

The naive continuum limit is not a valid true contin-
uum limit for this setting, however. The reason is that the
mass term does not act as a small change. In contrast to a
massive quantum particle the displacement after four evo-
lution steps remains unique. The overall effect of the delay
double layer is simply a change of the velocity. For real-
izing a quantum particle the lack of commutativity of the
step evolution operators for the double delay layers and the
normal propagation should become a negligible effect. In
our case the non-commutativity is important, the order of
the operators matters and invalidates the naive continuum
limit. At the present stage there should only be a warning
that a naive continuum limit can give a misleading picture.

Inhomogeneous propagation and potential

It is possible to conceive automata that are not homoge-
neous in the space position x. For the example of a filter
layer one employs at even t a reflection layer for which
eq. (161) is used only for even x. For odd x one employs
instead a standard propagation (120) for right- and left-
movers. Only half of the particles are reflected, while the
other half passes this layer without reflection. For odd t̄+ ε̃
we may add a reflection layer only for odd x, while now for
even x a standard propagation is chosen. As a result of the
combination of the two layers one half of the particles is
reflected to the right and left and vice versa, and therefore
effectively stopped. The other half propagates freely.

If for all t one has sequences of these two layers the par-
ticles are filtered into freely moving particles and particles
that are not displaced in the average. The filter acts ac-
cording to odd or even x at even t. We can describe this
as a homogeneous cellular automaton with larger cells. If
a coarse graining averages over the positions x and x + ε
both propagation and stop become possible for the coarse
grained particle.

If we consider only two of these subsequent partial reflec-
tion layers the particles are filtered into freely propagating
particles and delayed particles. In the naive continuum
limit this filtering can be seen as the effect of some peri-
odic potential V (x) that causes the delay of those particles
that at even t̄ are situated at even x.

This concept of a potential can be generalized by placing
the “delay points” at positions that differ from the simple
location at every even x. In general, the homogeneity of
the automaton is lost in this case. The potential can be
seen as a type of x-dependent mass term V (x)=̂ m̄(x). For
a simple filtering the potential has only two possible values,
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zero and∼ ε−1. The positions of the non-zero values can be
chosen arbitrarily. A larger range of different “delays” can
be obtained by placing different inhomogeneous layers at
different t. While these simple examples do not yet describe
a quantum particle they provide for simple illustrations
how coarse graining can induce the property of different
possible motions.

Disorder and mass term

Consider a particular point (t̄, x̄) with even t̄ at which the
updating rule is modified such that the right-movers move
to the left and become left-movers, and the left-movers
move to the right and become right-movers. Every parti-
cle whose trajectory hits this point changes its direction.
For this automaton with a disorder point (t̄, x̄) the step
evolution for the propagation is modified to

Ŝfree(t̄)→ Ŝfree(t̄)ŜLR(t̄, x̄) , (172)

where Ŝfree describes the free propagation of right-movers

and left-movers, and ŜLR(t̄, x̄) exchanges right-movers and
left-movers at the particular position x̄. In the fermionic
language we still have the structure (17), but L(t̄) obtains
an additional piece ∆L(t̄)

∆L(t̄) = ψR(t̄+ ε̃, x̄+ ε)ψL(t̄, x̄)− ψL(t̄+ ε̃, x̄− ε)ψR(t̄, x̄)

+ ψR(t̄+ ε̃, x̄+ ε)ψR(t̄, x̄) + ψL(t̄+ ε̃, x̄− ε)ψL(t̄, x̄) .

(173)

The second term in eq. (173) cancels a similar term in
eq. (120) at the position x̄, such that the matrix F in
eq. (17) and the step evolution operator indeed remain
unique jump matrices. We did not write here color in-
dices. At the disorder point the direction change may act
on all colors or only on specific colors.

A single disorder point makes the cellular automaton
somewhat more complicated, but it remains still rather
straightforward to follow the evolution of a given spin con-
figuration. This changes in the presence of many disorder
points that are distributed at places (t̄i, x̄i) in the two di-
mensional lattice without a particular order. We have in
mind very large lattices with a random distribution of dis-
order points. The trajectories change now randomly the
directions. If the disorder points are rare and the time
interval ∆t for the evolution is not too large, the right-
movers at most points (∆t, x) will originate from initial
right-movers at (0, x − ∆t). Those particles have average
velocity ∆x/∆t = 1. For some positions x̂ at ∆t the right-
movers may originate from particles that have hit disorder
points where they have changed direction. Those parti-
cles originate from initial particles within the past light
cone of the point (∆t, x̂), i.e. from within the interval
[x̂−∆t, x̂+ ∆t] at t = 0. For those particles the absolute
value of the average velocity is smaller than one.

One would like to make some averaged statements for
this situation, working with a probability distribution for
the initial bit-configurations. We will discuss this issue in
sect. XVIII in the context of the one-particle wave function.
In section XIX we will construct a cellular automaton for a

quantum particle in a potential based on this idea. There
we will also make a connection between disorder and possi-
ble expectation values for fermion composites. In a theory
with interactions a term quartic in the fermion fields may
reduce effectively to a quadratic term in the presence of
expectation values of fermion bilinears. The propagation
in the background of the expectation values can induce the
propagation with disorder.

If the effect or disorder is in some sense small the naive
continuum limit may become a more reliable guide. This
will be shown in sect. XIX in case of one -particle states.
In the continuum formulation a single disorder point at
(t̄, x̄) adds to the free action a term proportional to a δ-
distribution

S =

∫
t,x

{(
ψR
(
∂t + ∂x

)
ψR + ψL

(
∂t − ∂x

)
ψL
)

×
(
1− 2ε2δ(t− t̄)δ(x− x̄)

)
+2ε

(
ψRψL − ψLψR

)
δ(t− t̄)δ(x− x̄)

}
.

(174)

If the disorder points are distributed randomly and we con-
sider averages over a large enough volume Ω(x) around x
we may replace 2ε2δ(t − t̄)δ(x − x̄) by a function p̄(t, x)
which is proportional to the average number of disorder
points per site. This results in

S =

∫
t,x

{
Z
(
ψR
(
(∂t + ∂x

)
ψR + ψL

(
∂t − ∂x

)
ψL
)

+m̄
(
ψRψL − ψLψR

)}
,

(175)

with

m̄ =
p̄(t, x)

ε
, Z = 1− p̄(t, x) = 1− εm̄ . (176)

For rare disorder points or small p̄(t, x) the “mass param-
eter” m̄ can be small as compared to the inverse lattice
distance 1/ε.

For p̄ independent of x the interpretation of m = m̄/Z as
a particle mass becomes apparent if we cast eq. (175) into a
standard Lorentz-invariant form. We can renormalize ψ →
Z−1/2ψ, ψ → Z−1/2ψ and obtain for the two component
spinors (130)

S = −
∫
t,x

{
ψγµ∂µψ +mψψ

}
, m =

m̄

Z
. (177)

This is the standard form of the Lorentz-invariant action
for a free massive Dirac fermion in 1 + 1-dimensions. For
ψ identified with ψ we deal with a Majorana fermion. An
interaction term can be added by using the step evolution
for odd t+ ε̃, as discussed above. A perhaps more familiar
form of the Grassmann functional uses e−S = eiSM , with
“Minkowski action” SM = iS.

The naive continuum limit leading to eq. (177) is not
guaranteed to provide for a correct description of the au-
tomaton. One has to investigate under which circum-
stances it applies. The formal issue is related to non-
commuting pieces of the Hamiltonian, see sect. XV. In any
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case a probabilistic description will be necessary for a con-
tinuum description. It is the small change of the wave
function for changes of spacetime locations of the order ε
that allows for a formal limit ε→ 0.

If a valid continuum limit allows for a mass term for
fermions, the generalization to particles in a potential is
straightforward. A potential is simply an inhomogeneous
part of the mass term, as realized by an average num-
ber of disorder points p̄(x) varying over space-distances
much larger than ε. We will return to these issues in
sects. XVIII, XIX for the restricted setting of one-particle
states.

XII. Updating by shifted blocks

So far we have constructed automata corresponding to
fermionic quantum field theories with interactions by a se-
quence of propagation and interaction steps. In view of
the possibilities of modified propagation and large classes
of local interactions a rather rich variety of fermionic quan-
tum field theories are equivalent to probabilistic cellular
automata. In the following we will introduce a second ef-
ficient method for the construction of invertible cellular
automata, namely updating by shifted blocks. This will be
particularly useful for the implementation of models with
local gauge symmetries for which no gauge invariant terms
bilinear in the fermion fields exist.

We have encountered in sect. V simple updating rules
that operate within a block of neighboring positions. As
an example, the updating in two neighboring cells x and
x − ε may only depend on the same cells at x and x − ε.
We can group the two cells of the block into a larger com-
mon cell at x − ε. A simple updating of the block-cell
can be strictly local, not being influenced by neighboring
block cells. This allows for a rather trivial construction
of fermion models which are equivalent to such “block au-
tomata”, for example realizing particular symmetries. No
spread of information through the lattice occurs, however,
for such “ultralocal” models.

Assume that we employ in the next updating step again
a similar block structure, but now grouping the positions
x and x+ ε into a common block-cell at x. In this case the
automaton cannot be divided into local pieces anymore,
since the neighbors of the cells at x and x+ε two updating
steps before are x − ε, x, x + ε, x + 2ε, and so on. Both
updating steps can have a simple fermionic equivalence,
while a rather rich dynamical behavior can emerge. The
naive continuum limit is the same for shifted blocks and
the ultralocal setting. This points again to the importance
of understanding the relation between the true continuum
limit and the naive continuum limit.

For shifted blocks one has to guarantee that the possible
outgoing bit configurations at the first step match precisely
all ingoing configurations at the second step. This condi-
tion is not always trivial to implement, restricting some-
what the possibilities. Shifted blocks are an interesting al-
ternative to the sequence of propagation and scattering for
constructing cellular automata with interesting dynamics.

In the next section we will establish in this way a fermionic
quantum field theory with local SO(M)-gauge symmetry.

Shifted blocks

Assume that the updating from t to t+ε (even t) involves
blocks combining the cells x and x − ε (even x). In the
fermion language we write

L(t) =
∑
x even

L(t, x− ε) , (178)

where L(t, x−ε) involves the Grassmann variables ψγ(t, x−
ε), ψγ(t, x), ψγ(t+ ε, x− ε) and ψγ(t+ ε, x). The cell x− ε
has two neighbors at x − ε and x which matter for its
updating. Also the cell x has the two neighbors at x − ε
an x. The updating in the block denoted by even x is
independent of the state of all other blocks at y 6= x. It is
rather straightforwards to construct an invertible updating
for the blocks. If the state of each cell involves M bits, the
composite states of the two neighboring sites at x− ε and
x are configurations of 2M bits. The updating within a
block is given by a unique jump 2M × 2M -matrix. We
have encountered already several automata of this type.

For the updating from t + ε to t + 2ε we use a similar
block structure, but with blocks shifted by one unit,

L(t+ ε) =
∑
x even

L(t+ ε, x) , (179)

where L(t+ ε, x) involves the Grassmann variables ψγ(t+

ε, x), ψγ(t + ε, x + ε), ψγ(t + 2ε, x) and ψγ(t + 2ε, x + ε).
The block updates the cells at x and x+ ε from their two
neighbors at x and x + ε. For the sequence of the two
steps different positions are now connected over a larger
range, since the updating of the cell x+ ε involves the cell
x, which in turn involves the cell x − ε in the previous
step. The overall automaton can no longer be decomposed
into separated local parts, as visible from Fig. 4. Similar
to the sequence of propagation and scattering each cell is
influenced by a non-trivial past light cone, and influences
itself a non-trivial future light cone.

In general, the updating rules for the steps at t and t+
ε can be chosen differently. The only thing required is
that all allowed ingoing bit configurations for the step at
t + ε can be generated as outgoing bit configurations for
the step at t, and that the bit configurations generated
by the updating at t do not include bit-configurations for
which the updating at t + ε is not defined. This matters
for automata with constrained bit configurations. Similar
properties have to hold for the updating from t+ε to t+2ε.
A simple structure uses for all even t the same L(t, x− ε)
with variables shifted from t to t + 2ε and so on, while
for all odd t + ε one employs the same L(t + ε, x) in this
sense. Already this simple setting can generate rather rich
dynamics, for which the updating at (t, x) is influenced by
a past light-cone, and the state at (t, x) influences the cells
in the future light-cone. The light cones are easily visible
from Fig. 4.
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L(t, x− ε) L(t, x+ ε) L(t, x+ 3ε)

L(t+ ε, x) L(t+ ε, x+ 2ε)

L(t+ 2ε, x− ε) L(t+ 2ε, x+ ε) L(t+ 2ε, x+ 3ε)

Fig. 4: Updating with shifted blocks. The dots denote the locations of the different cells, and the lines indicate which
cells belong to a given block-cell for a given updating step. The past light cone of the two cells in the center of the top
time-layer at t+ 3ε comprises all six cells in the lowest time layer at t. Similarly, the future light cone of the two cells in
the center at t consists of all six cells in the top layer. For the layers at t+ ε and t+ 2ε it includes the four cells shown

in the figure.

Conditional propagation

Shifted blocks are convenient for a description of condi-
tional propagation. Suppose we want to describe a propa-
gation of particles that is influenced by their environment.
This propagation is conditional in the sense that it depends
on the state of the environment. An example is a particle
that moves to the right if certain conditions for the en-
vironment are met, and to the left or not at all if other
conditions are obeyed. We can describe this situation by
a set of system variables ψγ(x) and the associated occu-
pation numbers and additional variables ϕδ(x) accounting
for the environment. The automaton acts on the com-
bined configuration of the system- and environment-bits.
The configuration of the environment-bits influences the
updating of the system bits.

As a simple example we consider blocks with two sites
at x and x + ε. We choose a single system variable and
use shorthands ψ(x) = ψ, ψ(x + ε) = ψ′. We also restrict
the discussion to a single environment variable ϕ(x) = ϕ,
ϕ(x+ε) = ϕ′, and use similar shorthands for ψ and ϕ̄. For
our model the particles associated to ψ move for most con-
figurations of the environment from x before the updating
to x + ε after the updating, and similarly from x + ε to
x. If this would be the updating for all states of the en-
vironment, the shifted blocks would describe free particles
moving on straight trajectories corresponding to the diag-
onals. We will, however, select specific combinations of the
environment-bits for which the particles do not move. This
realizes a conditional propagation.

The updating rule for our model is shown in table I. For
our notation (nψ, nϕ, nψ′ , nϕ′) the first two entries indicate
the value of the system-bit and environment-bit at x, the
second two entries at x + ε. The lower line specifies the
state of the block before the updating, the upper line af-
ter the updating. We specify only the updating for eight
out of the sixteen configurations. We assume particle-hole
symmetry, such that the updating of the other eight con-
figurations can be extracted from the table by exchanging
ones and zeros. Inspecting the change in the first bit of
each pair (the system-bit) we observe “normal propaga-
tion” of ones or zeros along the diagonals of the block for
most entries in the table. There is only one entry for an

11, 11 10, 11 11, 10 10, 10

11, 11 11, 10 10, 11 10, 10

00, 11 01, 10 11, 01 10, 00

10, 01 11, 00 01, 11 11, 01

Table I: Updating rule for conditional propagation. The
lower configuration is updated to the upper configuration.

“exceptional propagation” for which a single particle at x
does not move. It corresponds to the last entry of the ta-
ble. If the environment-bits (second entries in the pairs)
take the value one at both positions a single particle at x
does not change its position. By particle-hole symmetry a
single particle at x + ε does not move if the environment-
bits are zero at both positions. In a wider sense this model
describes the motion of particles in the presence of “im-
purities”. The updating rule in the table also specifies the
updating of the environment, which depends in turn on the
state of the system-particle.

The fermion picture for this model is given by

−L =ϕϕ̄′ + ϕ′ϕ̄+
(
1− ϕϕ̄− ϕ′ϕ̄′

)
ψψ′ψ ψ

′

+
(
1 + ϕϕ̄+ ϕ′ϕ̄′ − ϕϕ̄′ − ϕ′ϕ̄+ ϕϕ′ϕ̄ϕ̄′

)
ψ′ψ

+
(
ϕϕ̄+ ϕ′ϕ̄′ + ϕϕ′ϕ̄ϕ̄′

)
ψψ
′

+ ϕϕ′ψ′ψ
′
+ ϕ̄ϕ̄′ψψ . (180)

The exponential K = exp(−L) indeed describes the updat-
ing in the block according to the rules of sect. III. Reading
out the motion of the particle we find normal propagation

with factors ψ′ψ or ψψ
′

for most terms. The exceptional
propagation arises from the last two terms.

The corresponding Grassmann functional for the ar-
rangement of shifted blocks is already a rather complicated
discrete many fermion model with a variety of interactions.
Looking at the action it is a priori not directly visible
that such a model can find an exact description in terms
of a cellular automaton and becomes “solvable” in this
sense. With several system-bits and several environment-
bits rather complex updating rules can be implemented. In
turn, the functional integral description may provide meth-
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ods for an investigation of the continuum limit for complex
automata with a large number of cells.

XIII. Cellular automata for local gauge
theories

The basic fundamental interactions in elementary parti-
cle physics are all described by local gauge theories. Pi-
oneered by electromagnetism and general relativity the
gauge principle governs today’s understanding of the
electro-weak and strong interactions. This raises the ques-
tion if cellular automata can realize local gauge symmetries
as well. The answer is positive. Yang-Mills theories of the
type of quantum chromodynamics can be based on gauge
invariant objects constructed from fermions. The unique
jump property of the step evolution operator requires that
these gauge invariant objects correspond to a single Grass-
mann element, rather than a sum of different Grassmann
elements. This seems, at first sight, a strong restriction.
We will, however, find an equivalent formulation in terms
of composite link variables, rather close to lattice gauge
theories. In the continuum limit the unique jump prop-
erty is no longer required such that many different gauge
invariant terms in the effective action become possible.

Non-abelian local gauge symmetry

The aim of this section is an existence proof of automata
realizing a non-abelian local continuous symmetry. This is
done by constructing a simple example. We will employ
the updating with shifted blocks for the construction of an
automaton for which the fermion picture is invariant under
local SO(4)-gauge transformations. For this purpose we
associate L(x) in eq. (104) with L(t + ε, x) and choose a
similar form for L(t, x− ε), with t and x even,

L(t, x− ε) = −
[
b̄(t+ ε, x)b(t, x− ε)
+ b̄(t+ ε, x− ε)b(t, x)

]
,

L(t+ ε, x) = −
[
b(t+ 2ε, x+ ε)b̄(t+ ε, x)

+ b(t+ 2ε, x)b̄(t+ ε, x+ ε)
]
. (181)

Here b and b̄ are the SO(4)-invariants defined in eq. (102).
For this automaton the states “0” with four bits zero at a
given position x and “1” with all four bits at x equal to
one propagate on straight lines spanned by the diagonals
of the blocks. This amounts to constrained scattering in
the sense of sect. V. The automaton acts only on the gauge
invariant four-fermion configurations. Due to the shifting
of the blocks the gauge invariant four-particle states prop-
agate on diagonals through the whole space-time lattice.

This very simple setting can easily be generalized to
SO(N)-gauge theories with arbitrary N where b involves
N Grassmann variables

b(t, x) = ψ1(t, x)ψ2(t, x) . . . ψN (t, x) . (182)

(We omit the bars on objects at odd t + ε since the time
label suffices to designate them.) For N odd we can take

b(t, x) as a collective Grassmann variable. More complex
gauge invariant automata can be constructed by introduc-
ing further Grassmann variables that are invariant under
the gauge transformations, or different gauge singlets bi(x)
built from different variables. These extensions are also
possible for even N . The only difference is that the collec-
tive variables bi(x) commute with all other variables.

The formulation of local gauge theories in terms of gauge
singlets seems almost trivial. In quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) this would correspond to a formulation in terms of
microscopic gauge invariant objects as plaquettes. For a
large range of scales the continuum limit of QCD is better
described by the dynamics of gluons, the gauge fields of the
gauge group SU(3). The gluons are not gauge invariant
objects. They are related in a lattice formulation to link
variables. We discuss next that composite link variables
can also be used for a description of cellular automata with
local gauge symmetry.

Link variables

Composite link variables are Grassmann elements built
from Grassmann variables at neighboring sites in x or t.
If the number of Grassmann variables is even, the link
variables are commuting objects. In their simplest form
the link variables are bilinears in the Grassmann variables.
For a block or plaquette with four sites (t, x), (t, x + ε),
(t+ ε, x), (t+ ε, x+ ε) we may define the link variables

l+1
γδ (t, x) =ψγ(t, x)ϕδ(t, x+ ε) ,

l−1
γδ (t+ ε, x+ ε) =ψγ(t+ ε, x+ ε)ϕδ(t+ ε, x) ,

l+0
γδ (t, x+ ε) =ψγ(t, x+ ε)ϕδ(t+ ε, x+ ε) ,

l−0
γδ (t+ ε, x) =ψγ(t+ ε, x)ϕδ(t, x) . (183)

In this notation the upper indices indicate the direction of
the link, i.e. +1 corresponds to the positive x-direction
and −0 the the negative t-direction. The position argu-
ment denotes the “origin” of the link, while the color in-
dices indicate the colors of the variables ψ and ϕ involved.
One may view the link variables as matrices in color space
associated to the directed links of the lattice.

In general, the variables ϕγ(x) may be composites of the
variables ψγ(x). They may also be Grassmann variables of
a different species. For an implementation of local gauge
transformations we suppose the infinitesimal transforma-
tion

δψγ(t, x) = εγδ(t, x)ψδ(t, x) ,

δϕγ(t, x) =− ϕδ(t, x)εδγ(t, x) . (184)

In consequence, the link variables transform with two dif-
ferent transformation parameters

δl+1
γδ (t, x) = εγη(t, x)l+1

ηδ (t, x)−l+1
γη (t, x)εηδ(t, x+ε) , (185)

as familiar from lattice gauge theories. We may write this
in a matrix form, with

(
A(t, x)

)
γδ

= εγδ(t, x),

δl+1 = A(t, x)l+1(t, x)− l+1(t, x)A(t, x+ ε) . (186)
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The plaquette product of four link variables is gauge in-
variant,

p(t, x) = l+1(t, x)l+0(t, x+ ε)l−1(t+ ε, x+ ε)l−0(t+ ε, x) ,

δp(t, x) = 0 . (187)

We cannot always use the plaquette product directly for
the construction of a cellular automaton with local gauge
symmetry. The reason is that the matrix product contains
sums,

p(t, x) =− ψγ1(t, x)ϕγ1(t, x)ψγ2(t, x+ ε)ϕγ2(t, x+ ε)

× ψγ3(t+ ε, x+ ε)ϕγ3(t+ ε, x+ ε)

× ψγ4(t+ ε, x)ϕγ4(t+ ε, x) , (188)

where the minus sign is absent if ϕ commutes with ψ. This
may not be compatible with the unique jump property of
the step evolution operator. For ϕγ(x) = ψγ(x) the plaque-
tte product vanishes due to ψ2

γ(x) = 0. There is a simple
particular choice for which

ψγ(x)ϕγ(x) = ψ1(x)ψ2(x) . . . ψN (x) = b(x) , (189)

e.g. ϕ1(x) = ψ2(x) . . . ψN (x) etc. In this case one has

p(t, x) = −N4b(t, x)b(t, x+ε)b(t+ε, x+ε)b(t+ε, x) , (190)

such that p̃(t, x) = p(t, x)/N4 is a single Grassmann basis
element. One can therefore use p̃(t, x) together with b(t, x)
as gauge invariant building blocks for gauge invariant cel-
lular automata. In particular, we could choose an action
which is a sum over plaquettes, S =

∑
t,x p̃(t, x), similar

to lattice gauge theories. The gauge coupling takes a fixed
value due to the required unique jump property. As before,
more complex gauge invariant automata can involve sev-
eral p̃i(t, x) and bi(x) combined with Grassmann variables
that are gauge singlets.

At first sight one may wonder what is the use of link
variables since the identity (190) seems much simpler than
the expression (187). This issue changes if one considers a
possible continuum limit. We will see in sect. XX that the
coarse graining involved in this limit leads to step evolution
operators that are no longer unique jump operators. Once
the unique jump property is no longer required there are
a larger number of possibilities to construct gauge invari-
ant objects from link variables. It is well conceivable that
for suitable models the link variables and associated gauge
fields play a dominant role for the continuum limit, similar
to QCD.

On a coarse grained level the variables ψ and ϕ constitut-
ing the composite link variable may be combinations of sev-
eral objects with the same transformation property (184).
The gauge coupling is no longer fixed - it can become a
scale-dependent “running coupling”. There is still a long
way to go in order to decide if it is possible to construct an
automaton that realizes in four dimensions a unified gauge
group as SO(10) with propagating fermions in chiral rep-
resentations. Our first investigation here seems to indicate
that there is no barrier in principle.

XIV. Discrete spinor gravity in two
dimensions

In this section we further explore cellular automata for
which the action does not contain terms quadratic in the
Grassmann variables. In continuous spacetime this type of
models is needed for spinor gravity [52–55] for which local
Lorentz symmetry and diffeomorphism symmetry are re-
alized in a purely fermionic setting. The vierbein and the
metric emerge then as composite objects. In the absence of
quadratic terms the single fermion excitations of a vacuum
without condensates of fermion composites do not have a
well defined propagator. Condensates are therefore needed
for a realistic model. The setting without quadratic terms
for the fermions still allows for a well defined Grassmann
functional integral. What is missing are appropriate meth-
ods to deal with this situation. A formulation in terms of
an equivalent cellular automaton may provide for an in-
teresting starting point for particular models of this type.
We will focus here on the structure of the next-neighbor
double-hole scattering discussed in sect. V. The action (49)
involves only terms with eight Grassmann variables. We
will show that the fermionic model associated to this cel-
lular automaton is a discrete version of two-dimensional
spinor gravity.

Next-neighbor double-particle scattering

For a sequence of updating steps the allowed configura-
tions after the updating of the first step have to match the
starting configurations of the second step. As an example,
the outgoing configurations in Fig. 1 do not coincide with
the allowed ingoing configurations. We want to use the
updating of Fig. 1 for odd t+ ε (or even t), say from t+ ε
to t + 2ε as indicated in the last column in Fig. 1. The
updating at even t has to be different in order to avoid a
mismatch. We indicate a possible updating rule for even t
in Fig. 5. With this rule the configurations match at t+ ε.
The outgoing configurations for ψ or ψ(t + ε) in Fig. 5
match the ingoing configurations for Fig. 1.

The elementary processes for the updating shown in
Fig. 5 have the interpretation of scattering of neighboring
pairs of two particles. For the first line a particle (+, 2) and
a particle (−, 1) at x−ε, together with particles (+, 4) and
(−, 3) at x+ ε, are scattered to particles (+, 1) and (−, 3)
at x and particles (+, 4) and (−, 2) at x + 2ε. Due to the
modulo-two property with respect to particles and holes
a Grassmann variable ψγ(t, x) gives now a non-vanishing
contribution if at t and x a particle of type γ is present.
The elementary processes described by L(t) are scatterings
of four particles into four particles. This seems to contrast
with the elementary process of four-hole scattering associ-
ated to L(t + ε), which appears together with L(t) in the

combined local factor K̂(t) in eq. (67). Due to particle-
hole symmetry of the particular next-neighbor double-hole
scattering chosen in sec. V we can equally interpret the ele-
mentary processes at t+ ε as four-particle scattering, with
the same color-content as for the holes. Interpreting all
elementary processes as particle scatterings facilitates the
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x− ε x x+ ε x+ 2ε

– (13) – (42) ψ t+ ε

(21) – (43) - ψ t

– (24) – (31) ψ t+ ε

(12) – (34) – ψ t

(42) – (13) – ψ t+ ε

– (43) – (21) ψ t

(31) – (24) – ψ t+ ε

– (34) – (12) ψ t

Fig. 5: Updating for next-neighbor double-hole scattering
for even t. This updating rule can be combined with the

one for Fig. 1 for odd t.

t

x

t

t+ ε

t+ 2ε

t+ 3ε

t+ 4ε

x− ε x x+ ε x+ 2ε x+ 3ε x+ 4ε x+ 5ε

(12) (34)

(24) (31)

(21) (43)

(13) (42)

(12) (34)

Fig. 6: Sequential updating for a four-particle state for
next-neighbor double-particle scattering. The motion is

periodic in t→ t+ 4ε, x→ x+ 4ε.

discussion.
We can now draw the time history of a four-particle state

at tin by a sequence of updatings according to L(t) for t
even and L(t + ε) for t + ε odd. An example is shown in
Fig. 6. The whole four-particle bloc moves to the right,
with changing colors. The same color combinations are
found again at t+ 4ε, with x displaced by four units to the
right. This state can be characterized by a wave function
q(t, x), where x−ε denotes the position of the particle pair
on the left, and x + ε the particle pair on the right, and
we omit color indices. This wave function is periodic with
period 4ε,

q(t+ 4ε, x+ 4ε) = q(t, x) . (191)

The evolution of this particular four-particle state finds
a rather simple description for this cellular automaton.
We will describe later the evolution of more complex bit-
configurations.

The updating of the spinor gravity automaton in the
second step of the sequence can be read from Fig. 5. On
the space of restricted spin configurations the updating of
the cell x for right-movers involves only the cell x− ε, and

similarly x+ ε for left-movers. Combining two steps in the
sequence amounts to the simple exchange of colors 1↔ 2,
3 ↔ 4 for the appropriate neighbors. This is also visible
in fig. 6. We conclude that the spinor gravity automaton
is rather simple. Nevertheless, we can discuss non-trivial
structures for the associated discrete quantum field theory
for fermions.

The Grassmann functional integral (71) for this automa-
ton is specified by

L(t, x) + L(t+ ε, x)

=−
{
ψ1

+(t+ ε, x)ψ3
−(t+ ε, x)ψ4

+(t+ ε, x+ 2ε)

× ψ2
−(t+ ε, x+ 2ε)ψ2

+(t, x− ε)ψ1
−(t, x− ε)

× ψ4
+(t, x+ ε)ψ3

−(t, x+ ε) + three more terms
}

−
{
ψ1

+(t+ 2ε, x+ ε)ψ2
−(t+ 2ε, x+ ε)ψ3

+(t+ 2ε, x+ 3ε)

× ψ4
−(t+ 2ε, x+ 3ε)ψ1

+(t+ ε, x)ψ3
−(t+ ε, x)

× ψ4
+(t+ ε, x+ 2ε)ψ2

−(t+ ε, x+ 2ε)

+ three more terms
}
. (192)

The first four terms (first curly bracket) arise from L(t, x),
while the second four terms (second curly bracket) emerge
from L(t+ ε, x). The color assignments of the three terms
not indicated explicitly can be inferred from Figs. 1, 5.
Eq. (192) constitutes a discrete functional integral for
fermions for which the action contains terms with eight
Grassmann variables. We will below understand its rather
simple structure, which describes a lattice discretization for
a continuum model which is invariant under local Lorentz
transformations.

Local Lorentz transformations

The action for the model (192) is invariant under local
infinitesimal transformations

δψa+(t, x) = −1

2
η(t, x)ψa+(t, x) ,

δψa−(t, x) =
1

2
η(t, x)ψa−(t, x) .

(193)

The invariance under this opposite multiplicative rescaling
of ψ+ and ψ− at every position (t, x) is manifest from the
fact that at each site of the lattice each variable ψa+(t, x)

is accompanied by a variable ψb−(t, x). Due to the relative

minus sign in eq. (193) the products ψa+(t, x)ψb−(t, x) are
invariant under the transformation (193). These transfor-
mations are local gauge transformations since they can be
performed independently at every space-time point (t, x).

The gauge transformations (193) are local Lorentz-
transformations in 1 + 1 dimensions, forming the group
SO(1, 1). This can be seen by grouping the variables ψa+
and ψa− into a two-component spinor

ψa(t, x) =

(
ψa+(t, x)
ψa−(t, x)

)
. (194)
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Local infinitesimal Lorentz transformations act on ψa as

δψa = −η(t, x)Σ01ψa , Σmn =
1

4
[γm, γn] . (195)

The components ψ+ and ψ− are Weyl spinors, which are
irreducible representations of SO(1, 1). Since we have not
introduced a complex structure for the Grassmann vari-
ables they are actually Majorana-Weyl spinors.

Local Lorentz symmetry is a central ingredient for grav-
itational theories with fermions. This is the reason why
we have chosen examples with particle pairs (or hole pairs)
at each site. The second symmetry ingredient of gravita-
tional theories, namely diffeomorphism symmetry, will be
seen for a naive continuum limit to be discussed below.

Lattice derivatives

Lattive derivatives for Grassmann variables are defined
by

(∂t + ∂x)ψ(t+
ε

2
, x+

ε

2
) =

1

ε

[
ψ(t+ ε, x+ ε)− ψ(t, x)

]
,

(∂t − ∂x)ψ(t+
ε

2
, x− ε

2
) =

1

ε

[
ψ(t+ ε, x− ε)− ψ(t, x)

]
.

(196)

In terms of these derivatives we write

ψ(t+ ε, x+ ε)ψ(t, x) =ε∂+ψ(t+
ε

2
, x+

ε

2
)ψ(t, x)

ψ(t+ ε, x− ε)ψ(t, x) =ε∂−ψ(t+
ε

2
, x− ε

2
)ψ(t, x) ,

(197)

where

∂+ = ∂t + ∂x , ∂− = ∂t − ∂x . (198)

This relation follows from the Grassmann identity
ψ(t, x)ψ(t, x) = 0.

The discrete fermionic model for the next-neighbor
double-particle scattering automaton is given by eight
terms

ε−2
{
L(t, x) + L(t+ ε, x)

}
=

8∑
i=1

li . (199)

The first two terms contain derivatives of ψ1
+ and ψ1

−,

l1 = ψ1
+(t+ ε, x)∂+ψ

1
+(t+

3ε

2
, x+

ε

2
)

× ψ2
−(t+ ε, x+ 2ε)∂−ψ

2
−(t+

3ε

2
, x+

3ε

2
)

× ψ3
+(t+ 2ε, x+ 3ε)ψ3

−(t+ ε, x)

× ψ4
+(t+ ε, x+ 2ε)ψ4

−(t+ 2ε, x+ 3ε)

(200)

and

l2 =− ψ1
+(t+ ε, x+ 3ε)∂−ψ

1
+(t+

3ε

2
, x+

5ε

2
)

× ψ2
−(t+ ε, x+ ε)∂+ψ

2
−(t+

3ε

2
, x+

3ε

2
)

× ψ3
+(t+ 2ε, x)ψ3

−(t+ ε, x+ 3ε)

× ψ4
+(t+ ε, x+ ε)ψ4

−(t+ 2ε, x) .

(201)

The remaining six terms are displayed in appendix D. The
expression (199) is the exact formulation of the discretiza-
tion of spinor gravity which is described by a cellular au-
tomaton.

Continuum limit

A naive continuum limit can be taken as ε → 0, with
lattice derivatives replaced by partial derivatives. We will
discuss the conditions for the true continuum limit in more
detail in later sections. In the naive continuum limit we
can neglect the remaining differences in time- and space-
points which are of higher order in an expansion in ε. The
continuum model based on eq. (199) simplifies considerably

L(t, x) + L(t, x) = ε2
{
ψ3

+ψ
3
−ψ

4
+ψ

4
−

×
(
ψ1

+∂+ψ
1
+ψ

2
−∂−ψ

2
− − ψ1

+∂−ψ
1
+ψ

2
−∂+ψ

2
−
)

+ ψ1
+ψ

1
−ψ

2
+ψ

2
−
(
ψ3

+∂+ψ
3
+ψ

4
−∂−ψ

4
− − ψ3

+∂−ψ
3
+ψ

4
−∂+ψ

4
−
)

−
(
ψ+ ↔ ψ−

)}
. (202)

Here all Grassmann variables are taken at the same point
(t, x). We further use the identity (ε01 = −ε10 = 1, ε00 =
ε11 = 0)

∂+ψγ∂−ψδ − ∂−ψγ∂+ψδ =− 2
(
∂tψγ∂xψδ − ∂xψγ∂tψδ

)
=− 2εµν∂µψγ∂νψδ ,

(203)

and replace ∑
t

∑
x

= ε−2

∫
dtdx = ε−2

∫
t,x

. (204)

This yields the continuum expression for the fermionic ac-
tion

S =− 2

∫
t,x

εµν
{
ψ1

+∂µψ
1
+ψ

2
−∂νψ

2
−ψ

3
+ψ

3
−ψ

4
+ψ

4
−

+ ψ3
+∂µψ

3
+ψ

4
−∂νψ

4
−ψ

1
+ψ

1
−ψ

2
+ψ

2
− −

(
ψ+ ↔ ψ−

)}
.

(205)

We use here the usual convention xµ = (t, x) and
∂µ = ∂/∂xµ. With respect to general coordinate transfor-
mations the Grassmann fields ψ(t, x) transform as scalars,
and ∂µψ as covariant vectors. Due to the contraction of the
derivatives with the antisymmetric ε-tensor this continuum
action is invariant under diffeomorphisms or general coor-
dinate transformations. Together with the local Lorentz
symmetry it has all ingredients for a model of spinor grav-
ity.

In the opposite direction we consider eq. (199) as
a discretization for the continuum model (205). Such
a discretization guarantees that the Grassmann func-
tional integral is well defined. The particular discretiza-
tion (199) preserves the gauge symmetry of local Lorentz-
transformations. Diffeomorphism symmetry is not main-
tained by the discretization. Only lattice-diffeomorphism
invariance [62] can be realized. Our particular discretiza-
tion (199) results in a rather simple cellular automaton.
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The local Lorentz-symmetry remains visible in the con-
tinuum limit. With

ψ
a

= ψa T γ0 =
(
ψa−,−ψa+

)
, (206)

we can construct Lorentz scalars

ψ
a
ψb =ψa−ψ

b
+ − ψa+ψb− ,

ψ
a
γ̄ψb =ψa−ψ

b
+ + ψa+ψ

b
− ,

(207)

where γ̄ is the analogue of γ5 in two dimensions

γ̄ = −γ0γ1 = τ3 . (208)

The factors ψa+ψ
a
− in eq. (205) involve the Lorentz scalars

(no summation over the color index here)

H̃a = ψa+ψ
a
− = −1

2
ψ
a
ψa . (209)

Furthermore, two-component Lorentz-vectors can be
constructed as usual by

V m,ab =ψ
a
γmψb ,

V ab =

(
V 0,ab

V 1,ab

)
=

(
−
(
ψa−ψ

b
− + ψa+ψ

b
+

)
ψa−ψ

b
− − ψa+ψb+

)
.

(210)

Its infinitesimal Lorentz-transformation reads

δV m,ab = ε̃mnV
n,ab , ε̃01 = −ε̃10 = η ,

ε̃mn =ηmpε̃pn , ε̃0
1 = −η , ε̃1

0 = −η .
(211)

These objects exist in the discrete version of spinor grav-
ity as well. We conclude that the continuum limit does
not effect the local gauge symmetry connected to Lorentz
transformations. Only the realization of diffeomorphism
symmetry is non-trivial.

Zweibein

In the continuum version we introduce fermion bilinears
that have the same transformation properties as zweibeins
(no sum over a)

Ẽ m,a
µ = ψ

a
γm∂µψ

a . (212)

They transform as vectors under local Lorentz transfor-
mations since the inhomogeneous part vanishes due to
(ψa)2 = 0,

− ψaγmΣ01ψa∂µη = 0 . (213)

With respect to diffeomorphisms the generalized zweibein-

bilinears Ẽ m,a
µ transform as covariant vectors. The com-

ponents of the zweibein-bilinears read explicitly

Ẽ 0,a
µ =−

(
ψa−∂µψ

a
− + ψa+∂µψ

a
+

)
,

Ẽ 1,a
µ =ψa−∂µψ

a
− − ψa+∂µψa+ .

(214)

What is new as compared to a standard definition of
zweibeins is the additional color index a. The generalized
zweibein transforms non-trivially with respect to additional

color transformations - for a discussion of geometric conse-
quences see refs. [52–55].

We can use the generalized zweibeins in order to build
Lorentz-invariants by contraction with the invariant anti-
symmetric tensor εmn,

εmnẼ
m,a
µ Ẽ n,b

ν = Ẽ 0,a
µ Ẽ 1,b

ν − Ẽ 1,a
µ Ẽ 0,b

ν

=2
(
ψa−∂µψ

a
−ψ

b
+∂νψ

b
+ − ψa+∂µψa+ψb−∂νψb−

)
.

(215)

The objects

Ẽab =
1

2
εµνεmnẼ

m,a
µ Ẽ n,b

ν

=− εµν
{
ψa+∂µψ

a
+ψ

b
−∂νψ

b
− −

(
ψ+ ↔ ψ−

)} (216)

transform under diffeomorphisms as scalar densities, simi-
lar to the determinant of the zweibein.

One concludes that terms of the form

Sab =

∫
t,x

Ẽabfs (217)

are invariant both under local-Lorentz transformations and
diffeomorphisms for fs an arbitrary function of Lorentz in-
variant scalars. The action (205) takes precisely this form

S =2

∫
t,x

(
Ẽ12H̃3H̃4 + Ẽ34H̃1H̃2

)
=

∫
t,x

εmnε
µν
(
Ẽ m,1
µ Ẽ n,2

ν H̃3H̃4 + Ẽ m,3
µ Ẽ n,4

ν H̃1H̃2
)
.

(218)

We can consider the fermion-bilinears Ẽ m,a
µ and H̃a as

composite bosons. In terms of these composite bosons
the diffeomorphism- and Lorentz-invariant continuum ac-
tion (218) takes a rather simple form. What is per-
haps new is the appearance of “colored” or “flavored”
zweibeins [52, 53] which carry a color index a in addition
to the world index µ and Lorentz index m. A composite
metric can be introduced as a color-neutral object

gµν = Ẽmaµ Ẽnaν ηmn . (219)

As usual, it is invariant under local Lorentz transforma-
tions and transforms as a symmetric tensor under diffeo-
morphisms.

XV. Operators for observables

We have presented a rather rich variety of cellular au-
tomata for which the fermion pictures are interesting two-
dimensional quantum field theories. In the next part of
this work we address the approach to the continuum limit.
For this purpose we use the equivalence between automata
and quantum field theories in order to demonstrate how
many characteristic concepts of quantum mechanics find
a useful application for cellular automata. This concerns
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notions as the Hamiltonian or possible order parameters
built on fermionic bilinears which play an important role
for the continuum limit of a very large number of cells.

In this section we address one more key concept of the
quantum formalism that is realized by the use of wave func-
tions, namely the association of operators to observables,
and the quantum rule for expectation values. These oper-
ators do not need to commute. We will find useful opera-
tors for the description of probabilistic automata that do
not commute with the operators which correspond to ob-
servables constructed from occupation numbers at a given
time. In particular, we discuss the Hamilton operator. As
familiar for quantum mechanics it is a key object for a de-
scription of the evolution in continuous time, and therefore
essential for the understanding of the continuum limit.

Quantum rule for expectation values

In quantum mechanics the expectation value of an ob-
servable A at t is given by the quantum rule, which reads
in the real representation

〈A(t)〉 = 〈q(t)Âq(t)〉 = qτ (t)Âτρqρ(t) . (220)

Here Â is a suitable operator associated to A. In princi-
ple, it can depend on t, while it is t-independent for many
simple observables. For the probabilistic cellular automa-
ton the quantum rule can be derived from the general law
for expectation values in classical statistics. For time-local
observables this is given by

〈A(t)〉 = pτ (t)Aτ , (221)

with Aτ the value of the observable for the bit-
configuration τ . Time-local observables are, for exam-
ple, the occupation numbers nα(t) or nγ(t, x). The value
Aτ = (nα)τ of such an observable for the bit-configuration
τ equals one if the bit α in this configuration equals one,
and zero if the bit-configuration hat nα = 0. Thus (nα)τ
simply “reads out” the corresponding bit of the configura-
tion τ .

We associate to the observable nα(t) the diagonal oper-

ator N̂α with elements(
N̂α
)
τρ

= (nα)τδτρ . (222)

The equivalence of the quantum rule (220) with the classi-
cal statistical rule (221) is manifest

〈nα(t)〉 =qτ (t)
(
N̂α
)
τρ
qρ(t)

=
∑
τ,ρ

qτ (t)(nα)τδτρqρ(t)

=
∑
τ

(nα)τq
2
τ (t) =

∑
τ

(nα)τpτ (t) .

(223)

This generalizes immediately to all observables that are
functions of nα(t). Examples are the equal-time correla-
tions 〈nγ(t, x)nδ(t, y)〉. The derivation of the quantum rule
for expectation values is very simple, but may seem here
somewhat trivial. We will extend the applicability of the

quantum rule to a much larger set of observables, including
associated operators that are no longer diagonal.

As a first set of observables beyond the time-local observ-
ables we take observables that involve occupation numbers
at different times, nα(t1)nβ(t2), whose expectation value is
the unequal-time correlation function 〈nα(t1)nβ(t2)〉. We
discuss in appendix E that expectation values can again be
computed in terms of the wave function by the quantum
rule (220). For the particular case of cellular automata
the operators associated to this type of observables remain
diagonal and therefore commute with operators for time-
local observables. This would not hold for a more general
form of the step evolution operator.

Non-commuting operators

The quantum rule for expectations values can also be
used for observables that are represented by operators B̂
with non-vanishing off-diagonal elements, B̂τρ 6= 0 for
τ 6= ρ. Examples are the momentum operator [22] or the
Hamiltonian. We discuss the momentum operator for the
particular case of one-particle states in sect. XVIII, while
the Hamilton operator is described in the present section.
We also will discuss in the next section typical fermionic
observables whose associated operators do not commute
with the operators for time-local observables. For prob-
abilistic automata the observables corresponding to non-
diagonal operators typically do not have fixed values for a
given bit-configuration. They rather describe properties of
the probabilistic information, such as periodicity. In the
present section we discuss the Hamiltonian and operators
for time derivatives of observables, while further useful “off-
diagonal” operators will appear in subsequent sections.

Hamilton operator

The Hamiltonian is known to be a very useful observable
for the description of fermionic quantum systems. Hav-
ing established an equivalence of probabilistic cellular au-
tomata with suitable fermionic quantum systems we may
use the Hamiltonian as well for an understanding of prop-
erties of automata.

The orthogonal step evolution operator Ŝ can be written
in an exponential form with hermitian Hamilton operator
H(t),

Ŝ(t) = exp
{
− iεH(t)

}
, H†(t) = H(t) . (224)

This general property is easily seen if we diagonalize Ŝ by
a suitable unitary transformation D,

Ŝ′ = DŜD−1 , D†D = 1 . (225)

All eigenvalues of Ŝ have absolute value one, such that the
diagonal form can be written as

Ŝ′ = diag
(
λi
)

= diag
(

exp(−iεHi)
)

= exp
(
− iεH ′

)
,

(226)
with real Hi and

H ′ = diag
(
Hi

)
. (227)
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The Hamilton operator H obtains by transforming back-
wards

H = D−1H ′D . (228)

This proves the existence of H. For a concrete form for
some particular step evolution operators, in particular the
right-transport and left-transport operators, see ref. [22].

Since D may be a complex unitary matrix the eigenstates
of H are typically complex functions, given by

Hϕi = Hiϕi . (229)

In the presence of a complex structure (see later sections)
the real wave function q is mapped to a complex wave func-
tion ϕ with half the number of components. The eigen-
states of H can then be realized directly in this complex
language. They may be translated back to the real formula-
tion if needed. For H independent of t the time-dependence
of the eigenstates obeys

ϕ(t) = exp
{
−iHi(t−t0)

}
ϕ(t0) = exp

{
−2πi

t− t0
∆i

}
ϕ(t0) ,

(230)
which agrees with the discrete evolution law for t−t0 = mε
with integer m. These are periodic oscillations with period
|∆i| given by

∆i = Piε =
2π

Hi
, Pi ∈ Z , (231)

as appropriate for orthogonal step evolution operators.
(See the clock automata in sect. III for a simple concrete re-
alization.) The eigenstates of H are the complete analogue
to the solutions of the stationary Schrödinger equation for
atoms. Knowing them explicitly, or their properties, can
be an important step for the understanding of the time
evolution of automata, in particular if the number of cells
is very large.

If the eigenstate ϕ is a multicomponent vector with com-
ponents ϕα the stationary solutions have time independent
|ϕα|2. The periodic evolution involves only oscillations be-
tween the real and imaginary parts of ϕ. One may want
to associate H with an energy observable E that takes
the sharp values Hi for suitable probabilistic states (e.g.
the periodic eigenstates). A suitable “measurement” of Hi

could determine the period |Pi| of a given periodic proba-
bility distribution or associated wave function. This deter-
mines |Hi| = 2π/(ε|Pi|). The sign of Hi is a more subtle
issue to which we will turn later. We emphasize that the
energy observable H is not an observable that takes fixed
values Hτ for a particular bit-configuration τ . It may be
called a “statistical observable” [56] whose values are de-
termined by properties of the probability distribution or
the wave function {qτ}, or more generally the whole time
evolution of {qτ (t)}, such as periodicity.

Independently of the interpretation of energy E as an
observable the operator H constitutes an important tool
for the understanding of automata. In particular, it is a
conserved quantity if H does not depend on time, in the

sense that the expectation value 〈E〉 computed according
to the quantum rule

〈E〉 = qT (t)Hq(t) (232)

is time-independent. The same holds for all powers of E
of functions f(E), that are represented by operators f(H).

This follows from eq. (224) since H commutes with Ŝ.

Energy spectrum

The spectrum of eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian H is
called the energy spectrum. It is a characteristic feature of
a given evolution law, rather than a property associated to
particular bit configurations τ . Up to the factor ε−1, which
only sets units of energy or inverse time, the spectrum {Hi}
reflects directly the possible periods Pi of the evolution,

Hi =
2π

Piε
. (233)

For long periods Pi � 1 the energy eigenvalues can be
much smaller than the microscopic energy scale ε−1. En-
ergy differences can be even smaller,

∆Eij = Hi −Hj =
2π

ε

Pj − Pi
PiPj

. (234)

The time evolution of every finite invertible automaton is
a periodic clock system [28]. For MMx bits and N = 2MMx

bit-configurations the updating of a given configuration τ1
has to return to this configuration at the latest after N
updating steps. The maximal period is therefore given by
Pmax = N . If the system returns to τ1 after less steps, one
has P1 < N . For the remaining N − P1 configurations one
can pick a particular configuration τ2. Again, the updating
has to return to this configuration at the latest after N−P1

updating steps, implying a second period P2 ≤ N − P1.
Repeating this process we conclude that the automaton is
a sum of clocks with periods Pi obeying

∑
i Pi = N .

Generic periods grow proportional to N . In the contin-
uum limit Mx → ∞ the energy differences typically de-
crease exponentially

εEij ∼ exp
{
− cMx

}
. (235)

A generic energy spectrum becomes continuous. This does
not contradict the possibility that certain subsystems, or
even the whole system, can have a discrete energy spec-
trum. Also for some particular automata the characteris-
tic energy differences decrease with an inverse power of Mx

instead of the exponential decrease,

εEij ∼M−bx . (236)

Even though not realized necessarily in all cases the con-
tinuous energy spectrum is a characteristic feature for the
continuum limit.

In the limit Mx → ∞ we can discuss the behavior of
certain “equilibrium states” of the automaton from a ther-
modynamic point of view. It is the same as the thermo-
dynamics of the associated fermionic quantum field theory.



40

Equilibrium states are stationary in the sense that char-
acteristic macroscopic expectation values and correlations
do not depend on time. Such states typically involve only
a few parameters, as temperature or chemical potentials.
Those are related to the expectation values of the energy
〈E〉 and suitable conserved particle numbers.

Operators for time derivatives of observables

For an observable A(t) that is represented by a t-

independent operator Â we define a hermitian derivative
operator

∂tÂ = i
[
H, Â

]
. (237)

Let us also define the discrete time-derivative observable(
∂tA

)
+

=
1

ε

(
A(t+ ε)−A(t)

)
. (238)

The expectation value of this observable obeys

〈
(
∂tA

)
+

(t)〉 =
1

ε

(
qT (t+ ε)Âq(t+ ε)− qT (t)Âq(t)

)
=

1

ε
qT (t)

(
Ŝ−1ÂŜ − Â

)
q(t)

=
1

ε
qT (t)

(
eiεHÂe−iεH − Â

)
q(t)

=qT (t)
(
i
[
H, Â

]
+O(ε)

)
q(t) . (239)

For a sufficiently smooth wave function one can take the
continuum limit and neglect the term O(ε). In this con-
tinuum limit the expectation value of

(
∂tA

)
+

(t) can be ex-

tracted from the quantum rule for the associated operator
∂tÂ.

We could define a different discrete derivative observable,
as (

∂tA
)
s

=
1

2ε

(
A(t+ ε)−A(t− ε)

)
. (240)

In the continuum limit its expectation value coincides with
the one for

(
∂tA

)
+

and can therefore be represented by

the same derivative operator ∂tÂ. Nevertheless, the two
“classical observables”

(
∂tA

)
+

and
(
∂tA

)
s

differ. These

derivative observables do not take a fixed value for a given
bit-configuration at t. Their possible measurement values
involve the bit-configurations at two different times. The
spectrum of possible measurement values is different for
the two “classical” derivative observables. If Aτ are the
possible measurement values of A(t), i.e. the spectrum of

the diagonal operator Â, the possible measurement values
of
(
∂tA

)
+

are (Aτ1−Aτ2)/ε, while
(
∂tA

)
s

has values (Aτ1−
Aτ2)/(2ε). This is a simple example that different classical
observables can be represented by the same operator.

Unless A is a conserved quantity the step evolution op-

erator Ŝ does not commute with A, and we infer[
H, Â

]
6= 0 . (241)

We may take Â to be one of the diagonal operators for
observables that can be constructed as functions of occu-
pation numbers. Unless Ŝ is unity both Ŝ and H have

off-diagonal elements. In general, the derivative operator
∂tÂ does not commute with Â either[

∂tÂ, Â
]

= i
(
HÂ2 + Â2H − 2ÂHÂ

)
. (242)

We conclude that both H and ∂tÂ constitute simple exam-
ples that non-commuting operators play a useful role for
the understanding of probabilistic cellular automata.

Under certain circumstances it may be possible to de-
vice a measurement procedure such that the only possible
outcomes are the eigenvalues of the operator ∂tÂ. In this
case this measurement procedure defines a genuine quan-
tum observable. The expectation value of this quantum
observable will again be given by the quantum rule for the
operator ∂tÂ. The usefulness of the operator ∂tÂ does
not depend on the existence of a genuine quantum observ-
able, however. This situation is the same as for quantum
mechanics. There may be useful hermitian operators as
∂tÂ for which a measurement procedure yielding only its
eigenvalues cannot be found. As common in quantum me-
chanics, we sometimes call “observable” a quantity whose
expectation value is given by the quantum rule for the as-
sociated operator, being aware that this neither means a
unique classical observable nor the existence of a genuine
quantum observable in the sense of outcomes of individual
measurements. Observable designates in this case rather an
equivalence class of possible observables [28]. The common
expectation value can be rather useful, as demonstrated for
〈∂tÂ〉.

Conserved quantities

Let us consider observables A(t) that are represented for

every t by the same operator Â. The time dependence of
the expectation value 〈A(t)〉 arises then uniquely from the
time evolution of the wave function. An observable cor-
responds to a conserved quantity if 〈A(t)〉 is independent

of time for arbitrary wave functions. This is realized if Â
commutes with the step evolution operator,[

Â, Ŝ(t)
]

= 0 =⇒ 〈A(t+ ε)〉 = 〈A(t)〉 . (243)

Similar to quantum mechanics, this relation is easily estab-
lished by the quantum rule for expectation values,

〈A(t+ ε)〉 =qT (t+ ε)Âq(t+ ε) = qT (t)Ŝ−1(t)ÂŜ(t)q(t)

=qT (t)Âq(t) = 〈A(t)〉 . (244)

This property translates directly to the Hamiltonian. If
an observable is associated to an operator Â which com-
mutes with H, it is conserved,[

Â, Ĥ
]

= 0 ⇐⇒ ∂t〈A〉 = 0 . (245)

The first direction follows from the definition (224): if Â
commutes withH, it also commutes with the step evolution

operator Ŝ. The opposite direction follows from eq. (239):

if 〈∂tA〉 6= 0 the operator Â has necessarily to commute
with H.
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Grassmann operators

So far we have defined operators acting on the wave func-
tion. They are identical for the automaton and the asso-
ciated fermionic quantum field theory. For a Grassmann
functional integral we can also define Grassmann operators
A as functions of the Grassmann variables. The expecta-
tion value of an observable A can be evaluated by inserting
the Grassmann operator A into the Grassmann functional
integral. Thus to a given observable one can associate both
a quantum operator Â and a Grassmann observableA. The
expectation value can be computed equivalently from the
quantum rule (220), or by insertion of A into the functional
integral. In appendix F we discuss this relation in detail.
In particular, we establish the quantum operator Â that is
associated to a given Grassmann operator A. Typically Â
does not commute with the time local operators.

XVI. Fermion operators

We are used from fermionic quantum systems to employ
operators that cannot be expressed in terms of occupa-
tion numbers. In view of the identical wave function for
the probabilistic automaton and the associated fermionic
quantum system it is our aim to show the usefulness of such
operators for a description of cellular automata as well.

Switch operators

Switch operators interchange two components of the
wave function. We start with the extremely simple system
of a single bit. The wave function has two components q1

and q2 for the occupied and the empty state respectively.
The switch operator is represented by the Pauli matrix
Âs = τ1 and interchanges q1 ↔ q2. It is a hermitian oper-
ator and thereby a potential observable. The eigenvalues
are ±1. We leave the question open under which circum-
stances a measurement procedure is possible for which a
yes/no question decides between the two possible eigenval-
ues. This may require to embed the one-bit system into a
larger system including some “apparatus”, as exemplified
by quantum mechanics where τ1 can be associated to the
spin in a particular direction.

The eigenvectors of the two eigenvalues are only distin-
guished by the sign of a component of the wave function

Asq± = ±q± , q± =
1√
2

(
1
±1

)
. (246)

They lead to identical probabilities p1 = p2 = 1/2. Thus
the decision between the two eigenvalues cannot be based
on the value of the occupation number. The expectation
value

〈As〉 = qT τ1q = 2q1q2 = ±2q1

√
1− q2

1 , (247)

contains information about the expectation value of the
occupation number 〈n〉 = q2

1 according to

〈As〉2 = 4〈n〉
(
1− 〈n〉

)
. (248)

It is only the sign of 〈As〉 that cannot be determined by 〈n〉.
In particular, if As corresponds to a conserved quantity, the
combinations (247), (248) are conserved. This implies that(

2〈n〉 − 1
)2

=
(
1− 〈As〉2

)
(249)

is conserved, such that for each discrete step either 〈n〉 re-
mains invariant or changes as 〈n〉 → 1− 〈n〉. A conserved
switch operator can be useful information for the under-
standing of the evolution of a probabilistic automaton.

The expectation value 〈As〉 changes if the sign of q1 or
q2 changes. We have stated that the choice of signs of com-
ponents of the wave function for a probabilistic automaton
is arbitrary. One may therefore wonder if the expectation
value 〈As〉 is a meaningful concept. We can perform a
simultaneous change(

q1

q2

)
→
(
q1

−q2

)
, Âs → −Âs . (250)

All relations remain invariant under this change. In this
sense the choice of sign of q2 remains indeed arbitrary. For
the two different choices we have to use two different opera-
tor representations for the switch observable. This freedom
of choice can also be seen as a freedom of choice of signs for
the Grassmann elements gτ . The above simple setting is a
particular case for a more general similarity transformation
related to the choice of signs [61].

Annihilation and creation operators

One often describes observables and the dynamics of
fermionic quantum systems in terms of annihilation op-
erators a and creation operators a†,

a =

(
0 0
1 0

)
, a† = aT =

(
0 1
0 0

)
. (251)

The switch operator for the one bit systems reads

Âs = a+ a† . (252)

For several species of fermions α this extends to fermionic
annihilation operators aα and creation operators a†α, which
obey the usual anti-commutation relations

{a†α, aβ} = δα,β , {aα, aβ} = {a†α, a
†
β} = 0 , (253)

and allow us to express the particle number operators as

N̂α = a†αaα . (254)

For our real representation (see app. B and ref. [22] for
detailed conventions) one has

a†α = aTα . (255)

For two species for fermions, α, β = 1, 2, we may consider
the hermitian operator

f̂ = a†1a2 +a†2a1 , f̂2 = n̂1

(
1− n̂2

)
+ n̂2

(
(1− n̂1

)
. (256)
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This is again a type of switch operator. In the sector of
one-particle states it switches between the two species. Ap-
plied to the zero- and two-particle states this switch opera-
tor yields zero. Again, the operator (256) has off-diagonal
elements and does not commute with the operators for the
occupation numbers for the two species. Explicit represen-
tations of the fermionic switch operators are displayed in
appendix G.

Grassmann operators and conditional observables

Simple Grassmann operators as ψβ(t + ε)ψα(t) corre-
spond often to conditional observables. Such observables
have no fixed values for a given bit-configuration τ . Their
values typically involve properties of the step evolution op-

erator Ŝ(t). For example, the observable Aβα(t) associated
to the Grassmann operator ψβ(t + ε)ψα(t) equals one if a
particle α is present at t and a particle β is present at
t+ ε only under the condition that the updating rule at t
changes a hole of type α to a hole of type β. Otherwise it
vanishes. Expectation values 〈Aβα(t)〉 are well defined for
the cellular automaton and can be computed according to
the quantum rule (220). The associated quantum operator

Âβα has, however, off-diagonal elements and does not com-
mute with the time-local observables. We discuss this issue
in detail in appendix H. In this appendix we also present
the general rule which maps Grassmann operators A to
quantum operators Â. For off-diagonal quantum operators
the sign of the wave function matters. In appendix H we
show that the choice of signs of the initial wave function
is an arbitrary convention. Different choices of signs are
a type of gauge transformation that does not affect the
expectation values of observables.

Symmetry generators as conserved quantities

The generators of continuous symmetries commute with
the step evolution operator and therefore also with the
Hamiltonian. They constitute conserved quantities. For
non-abelian symmetries they do not commute among them-
selves. Symmetry generators are another important exam-
ple for useful non-commuting operators.

As an example we may take the automata with global
SO(N)-symmetry discussed in sect. X. Infinitesimal sym-
metry transformations act on the Grassmann variables as
(η = L,R)

δψηa(t, x) = εzL
z
abψηb(t, x) , Lba = −Lab . (257)

Here the matrices Lzab are antisymmetric matrices in color
space and εz are the infinitesimal transformation param-
eters. For SO(N) there are N(N − 1)/2 antisymmetric
matrices. The generators of SO(N) are linear combina-
tions of Lz. The transformation acts at all positions x and
for all times t. In the language of sect. VIII it has therefore
the same action on ψ and ψ.

For a given z the map ψ → Lzψ translates to the Grass-
mann basis elements, defining the matrices Mz similarly
to eq. (118) by

gτ [Lzψ] = gρ[ψ]Mz
ρτ . (258)

The matrices Mz commute with the step evolution oper-
ator, cf. eq. (116) for D = εzT

z. They therefore also
commute with the Hamiltonian. Let us assume next the
existence of some matrix Ĩ which commutes with Mz and
the step evolution operator or Hamiltonian, such that the
products T z = ĨMz are symmetric matrices. The “expec-
tation values”,

〈T z〉(t) = qτ (t)T zτρqρ(t) , (259)

are independent of t. We can associate T z to conserved
quantities. The matrices T z are the generators of the sym-
metry group acting on the wave functions. The introduc-
tion of Ĩ is necessary if the matrices Mz are not symmetric.
It typically reflects a multiplication with i in the complex
picture.

It is an interesting question if a measurement prescrip-
tion can be devised which has as possible outcomes the dis-
crete eigenvalues of the non-abelian charges T z. In this case
these charges are quantum observables in a strict sense. In-
dependently of this issue the presence of conserved quan-
tities (259) is a rather useful tool for the understanding of
the dynamics of the probabilistic automata. The matrices
Mz obey the same commutation relations as Lz,[

Lx, Ly
]

= f̃xyzL
z =⇒

[
Mx,My

]
= f̃xyzM

z , (260)

with f̃xyz related to the structure constants of the Lie
group. For a non-abelian symmetry group the non-abelian
charges do not commute[

T x, T y
]

= Ĩ f̃xyzT
z . (261)

As familiar in fermionic quantum field theories one can
express T z in terms of annihilation and creation operators.

XVII. Vacua, order parameters and
spontaneous symmetry breaking

Having translated the formal concepts of quantum me-
chanics and quantum field theory to the probabilistic cellu-
lar automata we will next see how key features of quantum
field theory are realized for probabilistic automata. Our
aim is to describe these automata in terms of propagat-
ing particles with scattering. In quantum field theory the
properties of propagating particles depend on the vacuum
state. We therefore discuss in the present section the no-
tion of “vacuum states” or “ground states”.

A possible vacuum or ground state of a probabilistic cel-
lular automaton is characterized by a time-translation in-
variant wave function. Depending on the precise setting
this requires in a discrete formulation q(t + 2ε) = q(t), or
q(t + 4ε) = q(t), or similar for more complex sequences of
updatings. In case of chain automata we also require trans-
lation invariance in the position x, e.g. q(t, x+4ε) = q(t, x).
These requirements are not strong enough to select a
unique ground state. For given automata one may im-
pose additional conditions as half-filling and particle-hole
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symmetry. More generally, one may impose stability re-
quirements on possible ground states, but this will not be
addressed systematically in the present paper.

In quantum field theory or many body quantum mechan-
ics the notion of the ground state is usually also associated
with the stability provided by the minimum of the Hamil-
tonian. Even with this condition the ground state may not
be unique. A wave function of the ground state that has
less symmetries than the symmetries of the Hamiltonian
or the action indicates spontaneous symmetry breaking.
The selection of the true state of a system may then de-
pend on particular initial conditions or small disturbances
(“sources”). A ground state is often associated with the
zero-temperature limit of thermal equilibrium. In this pa-
per we will not address the question if and how thermo-
dynamic equilibrium states are reached effectively by the
dynamics of probabilistic automata. We rather discuss
“candidate ground states” which obey the restrictions of
stationarity and homogeneity.

The discussion of the vacuum or ground state has to
be carried out for each particular automaton separately.
Since this key issue for the associated quantum field theory
is typically a complex issue we only highlight here a few
conceptual issues for one particular example, namely the
spinor gravity automaton.

Half-filled vacua for the spinor gravity automaton

As our example we investigate for the spinor gravity au-
tomaton given by the updating rules shown in Figs. 1 and 5
the possible half-filled vacua. At every position x one has
eight bits or occupation numbers na±(x). We require that
on each site of the (t, x)-lattice four particles, and corre-
spondingly also four holes, are present. We also require
Lorentz invariance of the vacuum, which imposes two par-
ticles of the type + and two particles of the type −. Thus
the occupation number for the half-filled vacuum states
obey ∑

a

na+(t, x) =
∑
a

na−(t, x) = 2 . (262)

Since left-movers and right-movers live on different sublat-
tices we can discuss them separately.

Starting with the right-movers on the odd sublattice we
recall that the updating rule always propagates two pairs
of particles to the right, as displayed in Fig. 6. Space-
translation invariance by 4ε is guaranteed if we repeat the
structure of Fig. 6 in x. At this stage we have only a
quarter filling, since

∑
a n

a
+(t, x) =

∑
a n

a
−(t, x) = 1. The

half-filled vacua are obtained if we add a second set of two
pairs of particles. There are four possible sets of two pairs
placed at (t, x − ε) and (t, x + ε) that are consistent with
the updating rule,

(A) : (12), (34) , (B) : (34), (12) ,

(C) : (21), (43) , (D) : (43), (21) . (263)

For the combination of two of these sets there are six
possibilities, corresponding to six possible vacua of this
type for the right-moving sector. The two sets have to be

t

x

t

t+ ε

x− ε x x+ ε x+ 2ε x+ 3ε x+ 4ε

(13, 24) (13, 24) (13, 24)

(23, 14) (23, 14) (23, 14)

Fig. 7: Half-filled vacuum for right-movers of type (AB).

t

x

t

t+ ε

x− ε x x+ ε x+ 2ε x+ 3ε x+ 4ε

(12, 12) (34, 34) (12, 12)

(12, 34) (34, 12) (12, 34)

Fig. 8: Half-filled vacuum for right-movers of type (AC).

different, such that the possible combinations of two sets
are (AB), (AC), (AD), (BC), (BD), (CD). The combi-
nations (AB) and (CD) are invariant under t → t + 2ε
and x → x + 2ε. The combination (AB) yields the struc-
ture of the vacuum shown in Fig. 7, where (ab, cd) de-
notes na+ = nb+ = nc− = nd− = 1. For this vacuum
the combinations (12, 34) at even t and odd x alternate
with the combinations (23, 14) at odd t and even x. The
particle-hole transformation of the vacuum (AB) replaces
(13, 24) → (24, 13), (23, 14) → (14, 23). This corresponds
to the combination (CD). The combination (AC) is in-
variant under the shift t→ t+ 2ε, x→ x+ 4ε. It is shown
in fig. 8, while the similar combination (AD) is displayed
in Fig. 9. The particle-hole transform of (AC) is (BD),
while (AD) changes to (BC) by an exchange of particles
and holes. For these vacua the particle-hole transformation
is equivalent to a shift in x by 2ε.

Particle-hole symmetric vacua can be obtained by linear
superpositions of wave functions. We denote by q(AB) the
wave vector that equals unity precisely for the half-filled
combination (AB), and similar for the other combinations.

t

x

t

t+ ε

x− ε x x+ ε x+ 2ε x+ 3ε x+ 4ε

(14, 23) (23, 14) (14, 23)

(24, 24) (13, 13) (24, 24)

Fig. 9: Half-filled vacuum for right-movers of type (AD).
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This leaves us with three particle-hole symmetric vacua in
the sector of right-movers

q
(1)
R =

1√
2

(
q(AB) + q(CD)

)
, q

(2)
R =

1√
2

(
q(AC) + q(BD)

)
,

q
(3)
R =

1√
2

(
q(AD) + q(BC)

)
.

(264)

The treatment of the sector of left-movers can be done
in complete analogy, resulting in particle-hole symmetric

wave functions q
(i)
L . There are therefore nine different over-

all half-filled, Lorentz-invariant, and particle-hole symmet-
ric vacuum states, given by the products

q(ij) = q
(i)
R q

(j)
L . (265)

At every site (t, x) the probability to find a particle of
a given type equals the probability to find a hole of this
type. The different vacua are distinguished by different
correlations to find different species at neighboring sites.

Order parameters

We can characterize the different half-filled vacua by or-
der parameters or vacuum expectation values. Among the
possible order parameters are the expectation values of par-
ticle numbers of different colors. We restrict the discussion
here to the right-movers, with obvious extension to the
left-movers. For the vacuum (AB) one has

〈n1
+〉1 =〈n3

+〉1 = 〈n2
−〉1 = 〈n4

−〉1 = 1 ,

〈n2
+〉1 =〈n4

+〉1 = 〈n1
−〉1 = 〈n3

−〉1 = 0 ,
(266)

and

〈n2
+〉2 =〈n3

+〉2 = 〈n1
−〉2 = 〈n4

−〉2 = 1 ,

〈n1
+〉2 =〈n4

+〉2 = 〈n2
−〉2 = 〈n3

−〉2 = 0 ,
(267)

where we use the shorthands (for t and x even and nt, nx
integer)

〈na±〉1 =〈na±
(
t+ 2ntε, x+ (2nx − 1)ε

)
〉 ,

〈na±〉2 =〈na±
(
t+ (2nt + 1)ε, x+ 2nxε

)
〉 .

(268)

The particle-hole symmetric vacuum with wave function

q
(1)
R in eq. (264) has for all sites of the odd sublattice

〈na+〉 = 〈na−〉 =
1

2
. (269)

For the half-filled vacuum (AC) the mean particle num-
bers differ from the vacuum (AB). Nevertheless, for the

particle-hole symmetric combination q
(2)
R in eq. (264) the

equipartition (269) holds again. The different particle-hole
symmetric vacua are not distinguished by the mean par-
ticle numbers for different species of particles. We can
differentiate between them, however, by different correla-
tion functions. We display a few correlation functions for
diagonal neighbors at (t, x − ε) and (t + ε, x) in table II.
For the particle-hole symmetric vacuum with wave function

AB AC AD BC BD CD

〈n1′
+n

1
+〉 0 1 0 0 0 0

〈n2′
+n

2
+〉 0 1 0 0 0 0

〈n3′
+n

3
+〉 1 0 0 1 1 0

〈n4′
+n

4
+〉 0 0 1 0 1 1

〈n1′
−n

1
−〉 0 0 0 1 0 0

〈n2′
−n

2
−〉 0 0 1 0 0 0

〈n3′
−n

3
−〉 0 0 0 0 0 1

〈n4′
−n

4
−〉 1 0 0 0 0 0

Table II: Correlation functions for diagonal neighbors at
(t+ ε, x) and (t, x− ε) for different vacua. Here na±

stands for na±(t, x− ε) and na′± stands for na±(t+ ε, x).
These correlations are evaluated for even t and even
x/ε = 0 mod 4. For x/ε = 2 mod 4 the correlation
functions change for the vacua AB, AD, CD, BC.

Translation of x by 2ε switches AB ↔ CD, AD ↔ BC.

q
(2)
R this implies for all a

q
(2)
R : 〈na+(t+ ε, x)na+(t, x− ε)〉 =

1

2
,

〈na−(t+ ε, x)na−(t, x− ε)〉 = 0 .
(270)

In contrast, for q
(1)
R one finds

q
(1)
R : 〈n3,4

+ (t+ ε, x)n3,4
+ (t, x− ε)〉

=〈n3,4
− (t+ ε, x)n3,4

− (t, x− ε)〉 =
1

2
,

〈n1,2
+ (t+ ε, x)n1,2

+ (t, x− ε)〉
=〈n1,2

− (t+ ε, x)n1,2
− (t, x− ε)〉 = 0 .

(271)

The correlation functions for these two vacua are different.
We can use these correlations as “order parameters” which

distinguish the particle-hole symmetric vacua q
(1)
R and q

(2)
R .

We observe that the connected correlation functions differ
from zero, e.g. for q

(1)
R

〈na+(t+ ε, x)na+(t, x− ε)〉− 〈na−(t+ ε, x)na−(t, x− ε)〉 =
1

4
.

(272)

Half-filled random vacuum

For the half-filled random vacuum the wave function is
a product of a wave function qR for right-movers and a
similar wave function qL for left-movers. We focus on qR,
which is a product of wave functions at positions x,

qR(t) =
∏
x

qR(t, x) . (273)

The product is over odd x for t even and over even x for
t odd. For each position x the local wave function qR(t, x)
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A 1 2 3 4 5 6

t (12, 12) (34, 34) (13, 24) (24, 13) (14, 23) (23, 14)

t+ ε (12, 34) (34, 12) (23, 14) (14, 23) (24, 24) (13, 13)

t+ 2ε (12, 12) (34, 34) (24, 13) (13, 24) (23, 14) (14, 23)

Table III: Non-zero particle numbers for the local wave

functions q
(A)
R (t, x) for even t.

is a linear superposition of six wave functions, which cor-
respond each to four particles and four holes.

qR(t, x) =
1√
6

6∑
A=1

q
(A)
R (t, x) . (274)

We list the particles present for q
(A)
R in table III, in the

notation (ab, cd) denoting na+ = nb+ = nc− = nd− = 1, with
all other occupation numbers zero. The wave function is
stationary in the sense qR(t + 2ε) = qR(t). The evolution

of q
(A)
R can be followed from table III where x is displaced

by one unit at every time step.
For the half-filled random vacuum the particles are ran-

domly distributed

〈na+(t, x)〉 = 〈na−(t, x)〉 =
1

2
. (275)

The diagonal correlation functions obtain for even t and x
as

〈n1
+(t+ ε, x)n1

+(t, x− ε)〉 = 〈n2
+(t+ ε, x)n2

+(t, x− ε)〉
=〈n1

−(t+ ε, x)n1
−(t, x− ε)〉 = 〈n2

−(t+ ε, x)n2
−(t, x− ε)〉

=〈n3
−(t+ ε, x)n3

−(t, x− ε)〉 = 〈n4
−(t+ ε, x)n4

−(t, x− ε)〉

=
1

6
, (276)

and

〈n3
+(t+ ε, x)n3

+(t, x− ε)〉 = 〈n4
+(t+ ε, x)n4

+(t, x− ε)〉 =
1

2
.

(277)
For the correlations 〈na±(t+2ε, x+ε)na±(t+ε, x)〉 one finds
a result similar to eqs. (276), (277) with colors (1, 2) ex-
changed with (3, 4). Finally, if one exchanges in these cor-
relation functions x+ε by x−ε this exchanges the occupa-
tion numbers na+ ↔ na−. Averaging over four neighboring
pairs yields

1

4

〈
na±(t+ ε, x)na±(t, x− ε)

+na±(t+ 2ε, x+ ε)na±(t+ ε, x)

+na±(t+ ε, x)na±(t, x+ ε)

+na±(t+ 2ε, x− ε)na±(t+ ε, x)
〉

=
1

4
.

(278)

The connected correlation function for these averages van-
ishes.

Spontaneous symmetry breaking

Averaging over all x and two neighboring t-layers the
half-filled random vacuum obeys the relations (275) with
vanishing diagonal connected two-point functions. It
obeys the symmetries of color-exchange, exchange between
na+ ↔ na−, and particle-hole transformations. The corre-
sponding symmetries of the action are preserved, and we
may associate this wave function with the “symmetric vac-
uum”.

One the other hand, the wave function q(AB) breaks some
of these symmetries, for example particle-hole symmetry
and some of the color-exchanges, cf. eqs. (266), (267).

Also the particle-hole symmetric vacuum q
(1)
R breaks part

of these symmetries for the correlation functions. We can
associate these half-filled vacuum states with spontaneous
symmetry breaking: the symmetry of the state is lower
than the symmetry of the action.

We conclude from this simple example that character-
istic features of quantum field theories as different vacua,
order parameters and spontaneous symmetry breaking are
visible for probabilistic automata. For the discrete spinor
gravity automaton the vacuum solutions discussed here are
all exact solutions for appropriate initial conditions. The
vacuum structure in the continuum limit for some coarse
grained formulation remains to be investigated. The dis-
cussion of particle-hole symmetric vacua highlights the im-
portance of the probabilistic aspects for our setting.

The present section should be considered as only opening
the discussion on the important aspects of order parame-
ters and spontaneous symmetry breaking. For example, we
have not yet addressed if there are vacua of the spinor grav-

ity model for which the zweibein bilinear Ẽm,aµ introduced
in sect. XIV acquires an expectation value. This would per-
mit the discussion of geometry for spinor gravity. As we
will briefly discuss in sect. XIX such an expectation value
gives rise to interesting simple fermion excitations obeying
the Dirac equation.

XVIII. Single-particle wave functions

Particles are local excitations of a given vacuum state.
This means that the wave function differs in a region
around the particle position xp from the vacuum wave func-
tion. For a single particle the wave function equals the
vacuum wave function for all x far enough away from the
particle position. This basic concept of a particle makes it
already clear that particle properties depend on the vac-
uum, as familiar in quantum field theory.

Sharp single-particle excitations of a given vacuum can
be characterized by the sharp position xp of the particle.
In a probabilistic setting this is replaced by a wave function
q(x) which has support in a region around xp. It equals
the vacuum wave function q0 for x far away from the par-
ticle’s position. The one-particle wave function qγ(x) may
also carry labels for color etc., that can distinguish between
different species of particles. The one-particle excitations
can be of various types. For the Thirring-automaton we
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can add a right-moving or left-moving particle. They are
described in ref. [22]. For the spinor gravity automaton,
the four-particle state depicted in Fig. 6 can be taken as
a composite single particle, with x the position of the pair
at the right. For the half-filled vacua in spinor gravity
we can add or subtract right-moving or left-moving double
pairs to or from the vacuum. We can also replace for all
components of the vacuum wave function at tin the two
double-pairs at given neighboring positions by other fixed
double-pairs. This default will propagate to the right or
to the left. Single particles cannot interact. Without the
presence of vacuum expectation values or, perhaps equiv-
alently, effective disorder their evolution is given by the
right-transport or left-transport operators.

For deterministic cellular automata the single-particle
state is a given bit configuration that can be character-
ized for every t by a sharp position x(t). This defines a
trajectory. For free non-interacting particles in our 1 + 1-
dimensional cases (without disorder) this is a straight line
either to the right or to the left. For probabilistic cellu-
lar automata we specify the wave function q(t, x) whose
square defines the probability to find the particle at t at
the position x. Sharp deterministic wave functions involve
a δ-function q(t, x) ∼ δ

(
x − x̄(t)

)
, with x̄(t) the trajec-

tory of the particle. For probabilistic cellular automata
the wave function is typically a smooth function centered
around x̄(t). For our 1 + 1-dimensional cellular automata
there is no dispersion of the wave function in the absence
of disorder or other forms of modified propagation.

For free massless particles the propagation of single par-
ticle states seems rather trivial. Nevertheless, important
concepts of quantum field theory as a complex structure
or the momentum representation and momentum operator
find a direct application and simple interpretation for cel-
lular automata. In the next section the one-particle states
will also be a good example how the cellular automaton
property of unique jump step evolution operators is lost
once one proceeds to coarse graining.

We start without disorder and discuss the effects of dis-
order in the next section. For many forms of a modified
propagation, in particular for disorder, a dispersion of the
wave function is expected unless one starts initially with
the sharp wave function of a deterministic automaton.

Discrete setting for single-particle system

Single-particle quantum mechanics arises in a quantum
field theory by restricting the wave function to one-particle
states. The same holds for the probabilistic automaton.
The momentum operator and the Fourier transform from a
position representation to a momentum representation are
standard tools in quantum mechanics. We want to discuss
the emergence of these concepts in the context of proba-
bilistic cellular automata. In order to be specific we work
with a discrete setting, as appropriate for the basic formu-
lation of the automaton. In consequence, we deal with a
discrete version of momentum and discrete Fourier trans-
forms, as familiar in solid state physics. The continuum
limit can be taken at the end.

There are different versions to formulate the discrete set-

ting. For the sake of concreteness and for later use we
choose here one for which right-movers and left-movers are
placed on different sublattices. This is not mandatory. A
placement of all species on the same lattice is valid as well
and used in other places of this paper. Consider a lat-
tice with sites (t, x) and lattice distances ε, e.g. x = mxε,
t = mtε. We assume periodicity in x, mx = 0 . . . 2Mx − 1,
with (2Mx+mx)ε and mxε identified and integer Mx equal
to half the number of x-positions. We place the right-
movers on the odd lattice sites, mx +mt odd, and the left-
movers on the even lattice sites, mx +mt even. For t even
the positions of the right-movers are specified by integers
mR, x = (2mR−1)ε). The wave function qR(x) = qR(mR)
has Mx components. Similarly, for the left-movers the wave
function qL(x) = qL(mL) with x = 2mLε has also Mx

components, while a combined one-particle wave function
q(x) =

(
qR(x), qL(x)

)
has 2Mx components.

We will consider evolution steps in time from t to t+ 2ε,
such that t is always even. This has the advantage that the
possible x-positions of the right-movers and left-movers are
the same at every evolution step. We denote the combined

step evolution operator by S(t) = Ŝ(t+ ε)Ŝ(t). The right-
transport operator SR moves the particles to the right

qR(t+2ε, x) =
∑
y

SR(x, y)qR(t, y) = qR(t, x−2ε) , (279)

or

qR(t+2ε,mR) =
∑
nR

SR(mR, nR)qR(t, nR) = qR(t,mR−1) .

(280)
The right-transport and left-transport operators(

SR
)
mn

=δm,n+1 = δm−1,n ,(
SL
)
mn

=δm,n−1 = δm+1,n ,
(281)

have non-zero elements neighboring the diagonal. (We omit
indices mR, mL etc. if the meaning is clear.)

Particle-hole transformation and complex
structure

Let us assume that the automaton has particle-hole sym-
metry and consider the single-particle states as excitations
of a particle-hole symmetric vacuum. We can then intro-
duce hole wave functions qcR(t, x), qcL(t, x) that follow the
same evolution law (279)-(281) as the particle wave func-
tions qR(t, x), qL(t, x). The particle-hole transformation
maps qcR ↔ qR, qcL ↔ qL. We can employ this involution
to define a complex structure. For the map (qR, q

c
R)→ ϕR,

ϕR(t, x) =
1 + i√

2
qR(t, x) +

1− i√
2
qcR(t, x) , (282)

and similar for ϕL(t, x), the particle-hole transformation
translates to complex conjugation for the complex wave
function ϕ→ ϕ∗. The map q → q′ = qc, qc → qc′ = −q re-
alizes in the complex formulation the multiplication with i,
ϕ → iϕ. For more details on the complex structure based
on the particle-hole transformation and generalization to
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multi-particle states see ref. [22]. In the following we will
work with the complex one-particle wave functions ϕR and
ϕL. They describe a generalized one-particle concept com-
prising single (possibly composite) particles and holes. In
sect. XXI we discuss a somewhat modified complex struc-
ture in more detail. The discussion in the present section
takes over to other choices of a complex structure.

Momentum representation

The right transport operator SR in eq. (281) can be di-
agonalized by a discrete Fourier transformation,

ϕR(t, x)→ ϕ′R(t, p) =
∑
x

DR(p, x)ϕR(t, x) ,

ϕR(t,m)→ ϕ′R(t, q) =
∑
m

DR(q,m)ϕR(t,m) .
(283)

The Mx ×Mx matrix D,

DR(p, x) =
1√
Mx

exp(−ipx) =
1√
Mx

exp
{
− iεp(2m− 1)

}
,

DR(q,m) =
1√
Mx

exp
{
− iπ

Mx
q(2m− 1)

}
,

(284)

is unitary, D†D = 1. The values of the momentum p are
discrete, given by integers q

p =
πq

εMx
, |p| ≤ π

2ε
, |q| ≤ Mx

2
, (285)

with periodic q and p identifying Mx + q with q. The in-
verse of this similarity transformation is the inverse Fourier
transform

ϕR(t, x) =
∑
p

D−1
R (x, p)ϕ′R(t, p) , (286)

with

D−1
R (x, p) = D†R(x, p) = D∗R(p, x) =

1√
Mx

exp(ipx) .

(287)
With respect to this similarity transformation the step

evolution operator (281) transforms as

SR → S′R = DRSRD
†
R , (288)

with

S′R(q, q′) =
∑
m,n

DR(q,m)
(
SR
)
mn
D∗R(q′, n)

= exp
(
− 2πi

Mx
q
)
δq,q′ .

(289)

(Here δq,q′ is taken modulo Mx.) This is indeed a diagonal
matrix, with absolute value of all eigenvalues equal to one.

The Fourier transform in the left-moving sector is anal-
ogous, with

DL(q,m) =
1√
Mx

exp
{
− 2πiqm

Mx

}
. (290)

This yields the diagonal form of the left-transport operator

S′L(q, q′) = DL(q,m)D∗L(q′, n)
(
SL
)
mn

= exp
(2πi

Mx
q
)
δq,q′ .

(291)
The different sign of the angle in the phase factor as com-
pared to S′R reflects the opposite direction of transport.

As familiar from quantum mechanics we can take the
Fourier components as a new complex basis for the wave
function, with

ϕR(t,m) =
∑
q

D−1
R (m, q)ϕ′R(t, q) . (292)

The stepwise time evolution of the Fourier components
is very simple, given by a phase rotation according to
eq. (289)

ϕ′R(t+ 2ε, q) = exp

(
−2πi

Mx
q

)
ϕ′R(t, q) . (293)

This demonstrates the applicability and usefulness of ba-
sis transformations for probabilistic automata. The prob-
abilistic nature of the description is crucial for this pos-
sibility since sharp position states are not transformed to
sharp momentum states, and vice versa. Basis transforma-
tions can only be performed in the formulation with wave
functions. They do not exist on the level of the probability
distribution.

Momentum operator

In the discrete setting there are different ways to define
the momentum operator. They will coincide in the limit
of small momentum. A first definition uses the momentum
basis in which P̃ ′ is defined as the diagonal operator

P̃ ′(q, q′) =
πq

εMx
δq,q′ , (294)

with integer q obeying the bound |q| ≤ Mx/2. (For the
boundary of the interval we take q = Mx/2 in eq. (294).)
In the position basis this operator reads for the left-movers

P̃ (m,n) = D†L(m, q)P̃ ′(q, q′)DL(q′, n)

=
∑
q

πq

εMx
D∗L(q,m)DL(q, n)

=
∑
q

πq

εM2
x

exp
{2πi(m− n)q

Mx

}
. (295)

The expression for the right-movers is identical. Combining
the contributions of q and −q one finds

P̃ (m,n) =
2πi

εM2
x

Mx/2−1∑
q=1

{
q sin

(2π(m− n)q

Mx

)}
+

π

2εMx
(−1)m−n . (296)

The first part of this operator is antisymmetric and purely
imaginary, and therefore hermitian as it should be. The
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second part is real and symmetric and therefore also hermi-
tian. It vanishes in the continuum limit due to the opposite
sign of two neighboring n or m.

For large values of |m−n| the sine in the imaginary part

of P̃ varies rapidly with q. The resulting contribution to
P̃ is small due to the cancellation of contributions with
opposite signs in the summation over q. Thus P̃ (m,n) is
dominated by small |m − n|. In particular, for m = n ± 1
one has

P̃ (n±1, n) = ± 2πi

εM2
x

Mx/2−1∑
q=1

q sin

(
2πq

Mx

)
− π

2εMx
. (297)

This yields for the difference

P̃ (n− 1, n)− P̃ (n+ 1, n) = − 4πi

εM2
x

Mx/2−1∑
q=1

q sin

(
2πq

Mx

)
,

(298)
which is a quantity of the order −i/ε. In comparison, the
diagonal part is suppressed by a factor M−1

x ,

P̃ (n, n) =
π

2εMx
. (299)

For large Mx we can identify P̃ with some type of a
smoothened lattice derivative ∂̃x,

P̃ = ∂̃x . (300)

In the momentum basis the step evolution operator has
a simple expression in terms of P̃ ′,

ϕ′ =

(
ϕ′R
ϕ′L

)
, Ŝ′ =

(
S′R 0
0 S′L

)
, (301)

with

Ŝ′ = exp
(
− 2iεH ′f

)
, H ′f = P̃ ′τ3 . (302)

The operator H ′f is the Hamilton operator for a free sin-
gle particle. Since the transition between the position and
momentum basis is a similarity transformation the expo-
nential form also holds in position space

Ŝ = exp
(
− 2iεHf

)
, Hf = P̃ τ3 . (303)

While the Hamilton operator has a very simple expression
in momentum space, its form in position space (296) is
more complex.

An alternative definition of the momentum operator with
a simpler expression in position space can be defined as

P̂ ′(q, q′) =
1

2ε
sin
(2πq

Mx

)
δq,q′ . (304)

For |q| � Mx the definitions P̃ ′ and P̂ ′ coincide approxi-
matively. In position space one finds the Fourier transform

of P̂ ′ as

P̂ (m,n) =
1

2εMx

∑
q

{
sin
(2πq

Mx

)
exp

(2πi(m− n)q

Mx

)}
.

(305)

This momentum operator can be expressed in terms of the

lattice derivative operator ∂̂x,

P̂ (m,n) = −i∂̂x(m,n) , ∂̂x(m,n) =
1

4ε
(δm,n−1−δm,n+1) .

(306)
Indeed, one has (for left-movers and x = 2mε)

(∂̂xϕ)(x) = (∂̂xϕ)(m) =
1

4ε

[
ϕ(m+ 1)− ϕ(m− 1)

]
=

1

4ε

[
ϕ(x+ 2ε)− ϕ(x− 2ε)

]
. (307)

We recall that the factor i is replaced in the real formu-

lation by the antisymmetric matrix I, such that I∂̂x is a
symmetric matrix in the real formulation.

Neither P̃ nor P̂ commutes with the position operator

X̂,

X̂(m,n) = 2εmδm,n . (308)

Indeed, for P̂ one obtains

P̂ X̂ = − i
2

[
(m+ 1)δm,n−1 − (m− 1)δm,n+1

]
,

X̂P̂ = − i
2

[
mδm,n−1 −mδm,n+1

]
, (309)

and therefore the commutator[
P̂ , X̂

]
= − i

2 (δm,n−1 + δm,n+1) . (310)

In the continuum limit this yields the usual commuta-

tion relation [P̂ , X̂] = −i. The commutator [P̃ , X̂] is
more involved. In the continuum limit it reduces again

to [P̃ , X̂] = −i.
We can relate P̂ to the step evolution operators (281),

P̂ = − i

4ε
(SL − SR) . (311)

With S−1
L = SR, we obtain the evolution equation ex-

pressed in terms of the lattice derivative ∂̂t,

4ε∂̂tϕL(t, x) = ϕL(t+ 2ε, x)− ϕL(t− 2ε, x) (312)

=
(
SL(x, y)− S−1

L (x, y)
)
ϕL(t, y) = 4εiP̂ (x, y)ϕL(t, y) .

In the continuum limit this identifies

i∂tϕL = HLϕL , HL = −P̂ . (313)

Similarly, the Hamilton operator for the right-movers reads

HR = P̂ . (314)

Comparing with eq. (303) shows that for the continuum

limit P̂ and P̃ coincide.
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Momentum observable

For a fermionic quantum field theory the momentum is
a central observable for the characterization of the one-
particle states. This also has to hold for the associated
probabilistic cellular automaton. We will find that for the
automaton the momentum observable is a type of “statisti-
cal observable” characterizing properties of the probability
distribution rather than being a property of a given bit
configuration.

In position space the eigenstates of the momentum oper-
ator are periodic functions. For the left-movers they read
explicitly

ϕp(x) =
1√
Mx

exp(ipx) =
1√
Mx

exp
(2πimq

Mx

)
, (315)

while for the right-movers one has an additional factor
exp(−iπq/Mx) due to the different positioning. (For ex-
plicit expressions for the corresponding probability distri-
bution in the real formulation see ref. [22].) The period
of these eigenfunctions is Mx/|q|. If one can “measure”
the period of such an eigenfunction one can extract the
value of |q|. We may assign positive q to the right-movers
and negative q to the left-movers, such that the Hamilto-
nian (303), (313),(314) is positive.

With given q we know the eigenvalues of P̃ or P̂ in
the eigenstates, as given by the diagonal elements in

eqs. (294),(304). We can interpret P̃ or P̂ as an operator
for a momentum observable. This momentum observable
takes the sharp value πq/(εMx) or sin(2πq/Mx)/(2ε) for an
eigenstate with given q. It does not have a fixed value in
anyone of the bit-configurations, however. The momentum
observable is rather a “statistical observable” [56], which
measures properties of the probabilistic state, as the peri-
odicity of wave functions and probability distribution. In
this sense it has a comparable status to temperature or
entropy in equilibrium systems, which do not have a well
defined meaning for a given microstate. While the values
of probabilistic observables can be determined by observa-
tion, they are not classical observables in the sense that
they do not have fixed values for the bit-configurations,
neither the time-local ones nor the overall ones. A clas-
sical correlation function for momentum and position ob-
servables does not exist. One can define “measurement
correlations” [57, 58, 63] for sequences of ideal measure-
ments. These correlation functions cannot be expressed by
classical correlation functions. They therefore do not have
to obey Bell’s inequalities [64, 65].

Continuum limit for free massless fermions

The continuum limit for the simple quantum system of
a right-moving or left-moving single particle is straightfor-
ward. We may keep a fixed length of the chain L with
discrete momentum spectrum p = 2πq/L according to
eq. (285). The limit Mx → ∞ corresponds to ε → 0. A
wave function whose Fourier components have support in a
restricted momentum interval |p| < pmax becomes smooth
for ε → 0. Lattice derivatives can be replaced by partial
derivatives. The momentum operator becomes the con-
tinuum momentum operator −i∂x, with eigenvalues given

by p. In the continuum limit the wave functions become
complex vectors in a Hilbert space.

At this stage we have seen how all the familiar concepts
of quantum mechanics have emerged very naturally for the
one-particle states of the probabilistic automaton. This in-
cludes complex wave functions, non-commuting hermitian
operators for observables, the quantum rule for expecta-
tion values, the probabilistic interpretation of quantum me-
chanics, change of basis and unitary time evolution. Still,
our physical system is very simple, namely a free massless
particle. We next investigate if a modified propagation,
in particular disorder, can induce a mass for the particle
and a potential, such that contact to the usual quantum
mechanics in one space-dimension can be made.

XIX. Quantum mechanics for particle in
potential

In this section we propose a probabilistic automaton that
realizes quantum mechanics for a particle in a potential in
one space-dimension. This automaton is supposed to re-
produce quantitatively all the simple textbook examples
as tunneling through a potential barrier, the reflection and
transmission laws etc. We want to establish a continuum
limit for which the wave function of the probabilistic au-
tomaton obeys precisely the Schrödinger equation for a
non-relativistic quantum particle. For this purpose we first
derive the Dirac equation for a massive fermion in a poten-
tial, and take the non-relativistic limit subsequently.

Our proposal is based on the evolution in the presence of
disorder discussed in sect. XI. With the formalism of suit-
able quantum operators for single particle states discussed
in the preceding section we can now make progress in the
discussion of the continuum limit. The setting with ran-
domly distributed disorder points may at first sight seem
somewhat artificial. We will argue that precisely this type
of scenario arises for fermionic models with interactions
in the presence of suitable expectation values for fermion
composites, as discussed in sect. XVII. We believe that
at the end a solution of the continuum limit for fermionic
quantum field theories with interactions will be the most
straightforward way to understand the quantum behavior
of single particles. Nevertheless, the key issues can be un-
derstood from single-particle states of cellular automata
with random disorder.

Disorder

The propagation of a single particle gets more compli-
cated in the presence of disorder. The particle changes
direction whenever it hits a disorder point. If the disor-
der points are randomly distributed with a constant aver-
age number per site over a large enough volume one still
expects a rather simple evolution for averaged quantities.
We consider here generalized single particle excitations of a
half-filled ground state. For simplicity we place for this dis-
cussion the right-movers and the left-movers on the same
sublattice.
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Starting from eq. (172) a single disorder point at (t̄, x̄)
induces for the evolution at t̄ an additional change

q′(t̄, x̄) = ŜLR(t̄, x̄)q(t̄, x̄) . (316)

For the one-particle wave functions this amounts to

q′R(t̄, x̄) = −qL(t̄, x̄) , q′L(t̄, x̄) = qR(t̄, x̄), (317)

and similar for a single hole. In the complex language the
additional jump at x̄ reads

ϕ′R(t̄, x̄) = −ϕL(t̄, x̄) , ϕ′L(t̄, x̄) = ϕR(t̄, x̄) , (318)

which yields in the two-component notation

ϕ′(t̄, x̄) = −iτ2ϕ(t̄, x̄) = exp
{
− iεV (x̄)τ2

}
ϕ(t̄, x̄) , (319)

where

V (x̄) =
π

2ε
, ϕ(t̄, x̄) =

(
ϕR(t̄, x̄)
ϕL(t̄, x̄)

)
. (320)

Combining several possible disorder points x̄i at a given
t̄, and a unit transformation for all positions x different
from the disorder points, one obtains

ϕ′(t̄, x) = exp
{
− iεHV (x)

}
ϕ(t̄, x) , (321)

where

HV (x) = Ṽ (x)τ2 , Ṽ (x) =
∑
i

π

2ε
δx,x̄i . (322)

We may call a disorder point x̄i(t̄) at time t̄ a “disorder
event” at the position x̄i at time t̄.

Writing also the propagation part of eq. (172) in expo-
nential form one arrives at

ϕ(t̄+ε̃, x) =
∑
y

exp
(
−iεHf

)
(x, y) exp

{
−iεHV (y)

}
ϕ(t̄, y) ,

(323)
with

exp
(
− iεHf

)
(x, y) =

(
δx,y+ε 0

0 δx,y−ε

)
=
∑
p

D−1(x, p) exp
(
− iεH̃f (p)

)
D(p, y) , (324)

and

H̃f (p) =pτ3 , p =
πq

εMx
,

D−1(x, p) =
1√
Mx

exp(ipx) , D(p, y) =
1√
Mx

exp(−ipy) ,

x =mxε , y = myε . (325)

For simplicity we neglect a possible interaction term in the
step from t + ε̃ to t + 2ε̃ = t + ε, such that ϕ(t̄ + ε, x) =
ϕ(t̄+ ε̃, x). In position space one has

Hf = P̃ τ3 , (326)

with P̃ given by eq. (296). In the absence of disorder (Ṽ =
0) we recover after two steps eq. (303).

Random Schrödinger equation

The propagation part Hf and the potential part HV do
not commute. Nevertheless, since the step from ϕ(t, x) to
ϕ(t+ ε, x) is a unitary transformation, we can write

ϕ(t+ ε) = exp
{
− iεH(t)

}
ϕ(t) , (327)

where ϕ is a Mx-component complex vector and H(t) a
hermitian Mx ×Mx matrix. So far, we have taken posi-
tion space with components of ϕ labeled by x or mx, but
eq. (327) holds as well in momentum space or for any other
basis. Here H(t) is t-independent within a given time in-
terval from t to t + ε, but it may take different values in
different t-intervals since the locations x̄i(t) of the disorder
points may be different for different evolution steps.

Eq. (327) is a solution of the continuous Schrödinger
equation

i∂tϕ(t) = H(t)ϕ(t) , (328)

withH(t) piecewise constant for the intervals from t to t+ε.
For randomly distributed disorder points x̄i(t) eq. (328) is
a type of Schrödinger equation with random disorder. For
every time interval the particle is reflected at different x̄i(t),
which may be interpreted as the action of a stochastic force.

Consider next a time interval ∆t much larger than ε,
∆t/ε� 1, and write the result of many evolution steps as

ϕ(t+ ∆t) = exp
{
− i∆tH

}
ϕ(t) . (329)

The hermitian matrix H is a type of time-averaged Hamil-
tonian. This time-averaging entails an effective averaging
over the stochastic potential. Unitarity of the evolution im-

plies H
†

= H. For large enough ∆t/ε one may assume that
H becomes time-independent and is no longer a stochastic
quantity. The challenge consists in relating H to Hf and
HV (t, y) in eq. (323). We further assume that the wave
function is sufficiently smooth in x such that we can re-
place lattice-derivatives by partial derivatives ∂x acting on
continuous functions ϕ(t, x).

Dirac fermion in a potential

We want to show the existence of a continuum limit for
which

H = Zϕ
[
− iτ3∂x +

(
m+ V (x)

)
τ2
]
. (330)

This will lead to the Dirac equation for a particle with mass
m in a potential V (x). We start from eq. (323) where HV

depends on t̄ since the disorder points x̄i(t̄) depend on t̄.
Performing a sequence of evolution steps one arrives at the
exact defining relation for H,

exp
{
−i∆tH

}
=

Nt−1∏
nt=0

[
exp

(
−iεHf

)
exp

(
−iεHV (t+ntε)

)]
,

(331)
where

Nt =
∆t

ε
. (332)
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The order of the operators is with increasing nt to the left.
The time-averaged Hamilton operator H can be written

in the form

H = H0 + ∆H , (333)

where

H0 =
1

Nt

Nt−1∑
nt=0

(
Hf +HV (t+ ntε)

)
. (334)

The “correction term” ∆H vanishes if the nonzero commu-
tator of Hf and HV can be neglected. It will be discussed
below. Using the definition (322) for HV one obtains

H0 = Hf + V (t, x)τ2 , (335)

where

V (t, x) =
π

2ε
n̄(t, x) . (336)

Here

n̄(t, x) =
1

Nt

Nt−1∑
nt=0

∑
i

δx,x̄i(t+ntε) (337)

is the time averaged number of disorder events at x for the
interval between t and t+ ∆t. The intuitive interpretation
of H0 is

H0 = 〈Hf 〉+ 〈HV 〉 , (338)

where the brackets stand for time averaging. For simplic-
ity we will take a disorder distribution for which n̄(t, x)
does not depend on time. The generalization to a time-
dependent potential is straightforward.

We next restrict the discussion to sufficiently smooth
wave functions for which Hf can be expressed in terms of
a partial derivative

Hf = −i∂xτ3 . (339)

Such wave functions are dominated in momentum space
by small |q| � Mx, such that the two definitions of the

momentum operator P̃ and P̂ effectively coincide. We fur-
ther replace the average number n̄(x) of disorder events at
the discrete points x by the average number density n(x)
depending on a continuous variable x,

n(x) =
〈n̄(x)〉

2ε
, (340)

such that
∑
m n̄(m) = 1/(2ε)

∫
dx n̄(m) =

∫
x
n(x). This

yields the continuum version

H0 = −i∂xτ3 + V (x)τ2 , V (x) = πn(x) . (341)

For the identification H = H0 one has Zϕ = 1, m+V (x) =
πn(x). Modified values of Zϕ and m + V (x), as well as
additional terms in eq. (330), could arise from the so far
neglected piece ∆H or from residual discretization effects.

Continuum Hamiltonian

We next want to show that in the continuum limit ε→ 0
the correction term ∆H vanishes. This correction term
arises from the non-zero commutator of Hf and HV . For
a single time step one may use a formal expansion in ε,

exp
(
− iεHf

)
exp

(
− iεHV

)
= exp

(
− iε(Hf +HV )

)
+O

(
ε2
[
Hf , HV

])
. (342)

The commutator term can be neglected only if for the
stochastic average the commutator

[
Hf , HV

]
remains con-

stant for ε → 0, or increases less fast than ∼ ε−1. We
will next investigate the conditions under which ∆H can
be neglected.

Using the Hausdorff formula one has for a single time
step

exp
(
−iεHf

)
exp

(
−iεHV

)
= exp

{
−iε

(
Hf+HV

)
−iε2∆

}
,

(343)
with

∆ = − i
2

[
Hf , HV

]
+O(ε) , (344)

where the term O(ε) in ∆ involves higher order commuta-
tors.

This generalizes to a chain of updating steps

exp
(
− i∆tH

)
=

Nt−1∏
nt=0

[
exp

(
− iεHf

)
exp

(
− iεHV (nt)

)]

= exp
{
− iεNtH0 −

ε2

2

[
Hf ,

Nt−1∑
nt=0

(
Nt − 2nt

)
HV (nt)

]
+O(ε3)

}
. (345)

The different HV (ns) are distinguished by the different dis-
order events at times t+ nsε and stand for mutually com-
muting diagonal matrices in position space. Comparison
with eqs. (331), (333) defines ∆H in leading order in ε.

In order to gain intuition we first consider a distribution
of disorder events which is time-reflection invariant within
the interval ∆t. For HV (Nt − 1− nt) = HV (nt) one finds

Nt−1∑
nt=0

(
Nt − 2nt

)
HV (nt) =

Nt−1∑
nt=0

HV (nt) , (346)

and therefore

∆H = − iε

2Nt

[
Hf ,

Nt−1∑
nt=0

HV (nt)
]

+O(ε2) . (347)

This type of relation obtains actually under much wider
circumstances. It is sufficient that time reflection symme-
try in the interval ∆t holds in the average. Deviations of
∆H from eq. (347) involve the commutator of Hf with
sums of differences of HV at different nt. For sufficiently
large Nt, and random distributions of disorder events the
average value of these differences vanishes or is small. One
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may also switch the order of Hf and HV between consec-
utive time steps. In this case ∆H only involves differences
of HV at different nt.

We base our estimate of ∆H on eq. (347) and neglect
the terms O(ε2),

∆H = − iε
2

[
Hf , V (x)τ2

]
. (348)

We next assume sufficiently smooth wave functions and
smooth V (x) such that Hf can be approximated by
eq. (339),

∆H =− ε

2

[
τ3∂x, τ2V (x)

]
=ετ1

{
V (x)i∂x +

i

2

(
∂xV (x)

)}
. (349)

If V (x) remains finite and differentiable for ε→ 0 at fixed
∆t, i.e. Nt →∞, the term ∆H vanishes in this limit.

Conditions for continuum limit

At this point we can state conditions for a continuum
limit of the disordered one-particle automaton. First, the
random disorder points should be sufficiently rare such that
V (x) remains finite in the limit ε→ 0 at fixed Ntε. For this
limit the total number of disorder events n̂(x) per site x or
m in the interval ∆t should be kept fixed to a finite value
as ε→ 0, such that n̄(x) = n̂(x)/Nt decreases proportional
to ε ∼ N−1

t as Nt diverges. Then n(x) and V (x) become
independent of ε.

Second, the number of disorder events should be suffi-
ciently large and randomly distributed such that n(x) and
V (x) can be approximated by sufficiently smooth functions
of a continuous variable x. We may consider an interval
∆x for a typical resolution in space. A smooth description
typically averages over ∆x and requires a large number of
disorder events in the combined interval ∼ ∆t∆x. With
∆x = 2Nxε we therefore require∑

x′∈Ix

n̂(x′) = 〈n̂(x)〉Nx � 1 , (350)

where the sum is over all positions within the interval Ix
around x with size ∆x, and 〈n̂(x)〉 is the space-averaged
number of disorder events in the time interval ∆t. For an
almost homogeneous distribution of disorder events one has

V (x) =
π

2εNt
n̂(x) ≈ π

2∆t
〈n̂(x)〉 ≈ m . (351)

If we want to investigate time intervals ∆t with m∆t� 1
this requires 〈n̂(x)〉 � 1. For large enough Nx there is no
contradiction between the two constraints (350) and (351).
For 〈n̂(x)〉 � 1 most sites in the interval ∆x have no dis-
order event for the whole time interval ∆t. Smoothness is
only realized by space-averaging due to the large number
Nx which diverges for ε → 0 as ∆x/(2ε). In contrast, for
disorder distributions with 〈n̂(x)〉 � 1 our treatment of a
continuum limit is only valid for time intervals ∆t� m−1.

The combination of time-averaging and space-averaging
in the combined interval ∆t∆x is of great help for guaran-
teeing the effective time reversal symmetry leading to the

estimate (347) and therefore to the relative suppression of
∆H proportional to ε. It is sufficient that this effective
symmetry holds in a space-averaged sense. More generally,
it is sufficient that one can effectively replace in eq. (345)
HV (nt) by a space averaged quantity 〈HV (nt)〉, and space
averages 〈HV (t1)−HV (t2)〉 vanish approximately. The x-
dependence of V (x) is then due to different space averages
for different x-intervals. In particular, if 〈HV (nt)〉 becomes
independent of nt one obtains directly eq. (346) and there-
fore the estimate (349) for ∆H.

For a complementary view one may consider an “in-
finitesimal evolution step” by ε which acts on a space aver-
aged wave function. If the action of Hf and HV produces
only a finite change of the averaged wave function one can
expand

exp
(
− iεHf

)
exp

(
− iεHV

)
=
(
1− iεHf

)(
1− iεHV

)
+O(ε2) (352)

=
(
1− iε(Hf +HV )

)
+O(ε2) = exp

(
− iεH0

)
+O(ε2

)
.

This implies that ∆H is indeed of the order ε and vanishes
in the continuum limit ε→ 0.

The third condition for the continuum limit requires
that the x-dependence of the wave function is sufficiently
smooth. An averaging over ∆x is only appropriate if
the wave function only undergoes small changes on this
length scale. With typical momenta of the wave function
p ∼ 1/∆x one has for the momentum operator

|q| ∼ εMx|p| ∼
εMx

∆x
∼ Mx

Nx
. (353)

For large Nx this value is much smaller than Mx, such that
discretization effects become negligible. This implies that
we can approximate Hf = −i∂xτ3. Taking things together,
the double hierarchy,

1� Nt, Nx �Mt, Mx , (354)

guarantees that we can combine a smooth evolution with
time and a space resolution ∆t and ∆x much smaller than
the total size of the system in time and space. As one
may perhaps have expected the discretization effects are
suppressed by N−1

t or N−1
x .

Dirac equation

We finally divide V (x) into a homogeneous part m and
an inhomogeneous part V (x),

V (x) = m+ V (x) . (355)

According to the problem, there may be different criteria
for this division. For example, if for large |x| one has the
same constant value of V , one may define m by the condi-
tion V (|x| → ∞) = 0. Another possibility is to take for m
the average of V (x) over the whole space. The time evo-
lution is independent of the split (355), but expansions in
V (x)/m may depend on the detailed definition.

For H independent of t the wave function with evolu-
tion (329) is a solution of the Schrödinger equation

i∂tϕ = Hϕ . (356)
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A possible factor Zϕ in the somewhat more general
form (329) can be absorbed into a rescaling of the time
variable, resulting in

i∂tϕ =
[
− iτ3∂x +

(
m+ V (x)

)
τ2
]
ϕ . (357)

This equation is the two-dimensional Dirac equation with
a potential V (x). Indeed, using the Dirac matrices γ0 =
−iτ2, γ1 = τ1 it takes the form(

γµ∂µ +m+ V (x)
)
ϕ = 0 . (358)

For V (x) = 0 this evolution is compatible with Lorentz-
symmetry, describing the free propagation of a Dirac-
fermion with mass m. We will see that V (x) corresponds to
a potential in which the particle moves. In quantum field
theory this type of equation is found for a Dirac fermion
with Yukawa coupling to a scalar field, which has an x-
dependent expectation value. This underlines the possible
identification of effective disorder with a suitable vacuum
expectation value. The scalar field may correspond to a
composite of fermion fields.

Schrödinger equation for particle in a potential

The Schrödinger equation for a particle in a potential
V (x) obtains as the non-relativistic limit of the evolution
equation (358) for the one-particle wave function. Let us
assume |V (x)/m| � 1 and a weak dependence of ϕ(t, x)
on x. In this limit the approximate solution of eq. (358)
is obtained from a solution of the standard Schrödinger
equation,

i∂tχ = − ∂2
x

2m
χ+ V (x)χ . (359)

In order to see this we start from the Dirac equation with
a potential (358)

γµ∂µϕ = −(m+ V )ϕ . (360)

Applying on both sides the operator γµ∂µ one obtains a
Klein-Gordon type equation

(−∂2
t + ∂2

x)ϕ = (m+ V )2ϕ− τ1(∂xV )ϕ . (361)

We write

ϕ(t, x) = exp(−imt)χ̃(t, x) , (362)

resulting for χ(t, x) in the evolution equation

i∂tχ̃ =
(
− ∂2

x

2m
+ V

)
χ̃+ Cχ̃ , (363)

with

Cχ̃ =
( V 2

2m
− ∂xV

2m
τ1 +

∂2
t

2m

)
χ̃ . (364)

The Schrödinger equation obtains in the limit where the
term Cχ can be neglected. It becomes valid for∣∣∣V

m

∣∣∣� 1 , | − ∂2
xχ| � |m2χ| , (365)

and either ∣∣∣∂x lnV

m

∣∣� 1 (366)

or

|∂xV χ̃| � |∂2
xχ̃| . (367)

If these relations hold we can compute ∂2
t iteratively from

the Schrödinger equation

1

m
∂2
t χ̃ =

( ∂2
x

2m2
− V

m

)(
− ∂2

x

2m
+ V

)
χ̃ , (368)

such that the last term in eq. (364) is small as compared
to the first term ot the r.h.s of eq. (363) by virtue of the
relations (365).

If the term ∼ ∂xV τ1 can be neglected the upper and
lower component of χ̃ obey the same equation. In or-
der to determine the relative size and phase of the two
components one has to reinsert into the Dirac equation.
Indeed, with the approximations (339)- (341) the Dirac
equation (357), (358) is solved by

ϕ+ =
1√
2
e−imt

(
χ+ − i∂x

2mχ+

iχ+ − ∂x
2mχ+

)
, (369)

with χ+ a solution to the Schrödinger equation. This re-
lates the two components of χ̃, expressing them in terms of
the single complex wave function χ+. The normalization
of χ+ is given by∫

x

χ∗+

(
1− ∂2

x

4m2

)
χ+ = 1 . (370)

After multiplicative renormalization we identify χ+ with
the non-relativistic wave function χ for a quantum particle
in a potential.

Neglecting i∂x and V as compared to m the wave func-
tion ϕ+ corresponds to the eigenvalue m of the Hamilto-
nian. There exists a second solution ϕ− ∼ eimtχ− which
corresponds in this limit to the eigenvalue −m. The wave
function ϕ∗− describes the one-particle state for the an-
tiparticle. As well known, the Dirac equation describes
both particles and antiparticles.

We conclude that a rather simple probabilistic cellular
automaton with disorder describes the evolution of a quan-
tum particle in a potential in one space-dimension, pro-
vided that the continuum limit described before is a good
approximation. Furthermore, the initial wave function has
to be sufficiently smooth in x, and the parameters for the
disorder need to be in a suitable range, such that eqs. (365)-
(367) hold. It would be an interesting (numerical) ex-
periment on probabilistic cellular automata to reproduce
the well known quantum features of the one-dimensional
Schrödinger equation for a particle in a potential.

Particle mass from spontaneous symmetry
breaking

For models with interactions the role of disorder can be
played by expectation values of fermion composites. Or-
der parameters can induce mass terms for the one-particle
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propagation. In the presence of interactions the motion of
a single particle can be influenced by vacuum expectation
values for fermion bilinears or more complex composites of
an even number of fermions. This is similar to the Higgs
mechanism for which the lepton and quark masses are in-
duced by the vacuum expectation value of a scalar field.
In our case the scalar would be a fermion composite. Scat-
tering processes involving the fields constituting the order
parameter can indeed change the direction of a given sin-
gle particle. We can interpret n̄(x) and therefore m as the
average number of such direction-changing scatterings per
site, caused by the presence of the particles represented by
the expectation values. In this case the “disorder” reflects
spontaneous symmetry breaking by a suitable expectation
value. This mechanism offers the potential for explain-
ing small parameters as mε. They can arise if the corre-
sponding expectation value is small. Furthermore, we may
encounter states where the expectation value is position-
dependent. This can induce the potential V (x).

A simple example is the Gross-Neveu model and general-
izations thereof. If one replaces in eq. (158) the interaction
term by a mean field expression

S = −
∫
t,x

(
ζ̄aγ

µ∂µζa + ζ̄aζa〈ζ̄bζb〉
)

(371)

one obtains indeed the action of a massive Dirac fermion,
with mass

m = 〈ζ̄bζb〉 . (372)

The order parameter corresponds to spontaneous chiral
symmetry breaking. This effect is well established in three
or four dimensions in the corresponding Jona-Nambu-
Lasinio models. We leave it open here for which type
of two-dimensional models this type of spontaneous chiral
symmetry breaking can be realized.

We briefly discuss here possible expectation values for
the spinor gravity automaton. For our model of spinor
gravity the insertion of a condensate

〈Ẽνn,2H̃3H̃4〉 = Z1δ
n
ν (373)

into the action(218) would lead to the Lorentz invariant
kinetic term

S = −Z1

∫
t,x

ψ
1
γµ∂µψ

1 , (374)

and therefore to a well defined propagator for the fermion
with a = 1. Similar condensates can provide for propaga-
tors for the other fermions. A mass term for the fermions
with a = 1 could be generated by a condensate

εµνεmn〈Ẽµm,3Ẽνn,4H̃2〉 = 2m1 . (375)

A propagation in a non-trivial geometric background be-
comes possible if the expectation value (373) takes a more
general t-and x-dependent form.

XX. Continuum limit and coarse grained
subsystems

The time-continuum limit can be taken if the time-
dependence of the wave function or density matrix is suffi-
ciently smooth on a scale given by ε. In this case the limit
ε → 0 can be taken, and discrete lattice-time-derivatives
become partial derivatives with respect to continuous time.
Performing a continuum limit is not trivial, however. One
typically averages over certain time intervals. Information
can be lost by this averaging or “coarse graining”. Dis-
carding probabilistic information that is not needed for the
continuum limit one arrives at a type of coarse grained sub-
system.

For the coarse grained subsystems the evolution with t
will again be given by an evolution operator. One finds,
however, that even for discrete time steps the evolution op-
erator is no longer a unique jump operator. On the coarse
grained or continuum level the probabilistic cellular au-
tomaton does no longer follow the deterministic evolution
of a cellular automaton. A given coarse grained state can
evolve with certain probabilities to different coarse grained
states. The continuum evolution becomes probabilistic.

We have seen this feature explicitly for the computation
of the averaged Hamiltonian in the preceding section. If
the wave function is smooth enough such that the order
of the propagation and the scattering at disorder points
plays no longer a role, one effectively averages over two
different evolutions with or without scattering. A given
continuum wave function at t evolves with certain prob-
abilities to different continuum wave functions at t + ∆t.
One easily verifies that exp

(
− iεH

)
or exp

(
− i∆tH

)
are

not unique jump matrices. The coarse grained evolution
remains unitary but has replaced the automaton property
by the characteristic quantum property of different possible
paths.

Besides coarse graining in time a continuum limit also
involves effective averaging in space. Again, the space-
averaging leads to a loss of the unique jump property on
the coarse grained level. This basic feature can be visu-
alized by our automata with right-movers on odd lattice
sites and left-movers on even lattice sites. Knowing only
that a particle is within a given interval in x does not tell
if it is on an even or odd site, and therefore if it will move
to the left or to the right. On the coarse grained level, it
will move with a certain probability to the left, and with
another probability to the right, or with still another prob-
ability stay within the interval.

In quantum field theories many highly developed meth-
ods are available for computing the continuum behavior of
discrete lattice theories. They typically correspond to a si-
multaneous coarse graining in time and space. An efficient
tool is the computation of the quantum effective action.
This leads to macroscopic field equations in the continuum
which include all effects of fluctuations. The most efficient
methods are based directly on the functional integral and
no not employ explicitly the quantum wave function or the
density matrix.

For the conceptual understanding of what happens for
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probabilistic automata we present in this section the coarse
graining procedure in the operator formalism. While in
general much less efficient than the direct functional inte-
gral approach in practice, it nevertheless permits impor-
tant insights on the mechanisms that lead to the charac-
teristic probabilistic quantum features in the propagation
of particles. A standard method employs the evolution of
a quantum system in terms of the density matrix. Coarse
graining in quantum systems proceeds by taking a sub-
trace of the density matrix. This has to be done in a basis
where the evolution of the density matrix of the subsys-
tem can be described by a suitably reduced step evolution
operator. The evolution of the subsystem should only in-
volve the probabilistic information encoded in the density
matrix for the subsystem, being independent of the “envi-
ronment”. For a definition of suitable subsystems for the
continuum limit of the probabilistic cellular automaton the
quantum formalism is essential. It is also crucial that we
treat with probabilistic cellular automata. No continuum
limit exists for the sharp wave functions of a deterministic
automaton. The quantum formalism with wave function
of density matrix is a key element for these types of coarse
graining.

Density matrix and subsystems

For classical statistics in a real formulation we can define
a density matrix ρ in analogy to quantum mechanics. For
pure states it reads

ρτρ(t) = qτ (t)qρ(t) . (376)

It obeys

ρT = ρ trρ = 1 (377)

and has a positive semidefinite spectrum of eigenvalues.
The evolution reads

ρ(t+ ε) = Ŝ(t)ρ(t)Ŝ T (t) , Ŝ T (t)Ŝ(t) = 1 , (378)

and expectation values of time-local observables are ex-

pressed in terms of the associated operator Â(t),

〈A(t)〉 = tr
{
ρ(t)Â(t)

}
. (379)

These relations continue to hold beyond pure states for
which ρ is a more general positive hermitian and normal-
ized matrix.

In the presence of a complex structure that is compat-
ible with the evolution the pure state density matrix is a
bilinear in the complex wave function ϕ,

ρτρ = ϕτϕ
∗
ρ , ρ† = ρ , trρ = 1 , (380)

with unitary evolution

ρ(t+ ε) = U(t)ρ(t)U†(t) , U†(t)U(t) = 1 . (381)

Observables which are compatible with this complex struc-

ture are expressed by hermitian operators Â(t), with expec-
tation values given by eq. (379). Again, general complex

density matrices have a positive semidefinite spectrum of
eigenvalues. In the following we use the complex formu-
lation. The real formulation is a special case for which ρ,

U and Â are real matrices. The complex density matrix
allows for a straightforward implementation of similarity
transformations. For

ρ′(t) = D(t)ρ(t)D†(t) , D†(t)D(t) , (382)

and

U ′(t) = D(t)U(t)D†(t) , Â′(t) = U(t)Â(t)U†(t) , (383)

all relations remain invariant.
The density matrix is a suitable object for defining gen-

eral subsystems that are compatible with the evolution [28].
Assume that one can find a suitable basis such that U ′(t)
becomes block diagonal

U ′(t) = UE(t)⊗ US(t) . (384)

In this basis we can employ a double index notation
τ = (α, γ), ρ = (β, δ) such that

U ′αγ,βδ = (UE)αβ(US)γδ . (385)

In this notation the evolution equation reads

ρ′αγ,βδ(t+ ε) =
(
UE
)
αα′(t)

(
US
)
γγ′(t) (386)

× ρ′α′γ′,β′δ′
(
U†S
)
δ′δ

(t)
(
U†E
)
β′β

(t) .

We introduce the density matrix for the subsystem by a
partial trace

ρ
(S)
γδ (t) = ρ′αγ,βδ(t)δ

αβ . (387)

The evolution of this coarse grained density is independent
of the “environment”, determined by the evolution opera-
tor US , as can be seen by taking a partial trace of eq (386).

ρ
(S)
γδ (t+ε) = ρ′αγ,βδ(t+ε)δ

αβ =
(
US
)
γγ′(t)ρ

S
γ′δ′(t)

(
U†S
)
δ′δ

(t) .

(388)

We observe that even for real ρ and U = Ŝ the density
matrix ρ(S) is, in general, a hermitian complex matrix and
US is a complex unitary matrix. The unitary matrix D

that brings U = Ŝ to the block diagonal form (384) is, in
general, a complex unitary matrix, such that ρ′ and U ′ are
no longer real.

Not every local observable is compatible with the subsys-
tem in the sense that its expectation value can be computed
from ρ(S). Subsystem observables are independent of the
environment. Their associated operators read

Â′(t) = 1E ⊗ Â(S)(t) , Â′αγ,βδ(t) = Â
(S)
γδ (t)δαβ , (389)

such that

〈A(t)〉 = tr
{
ρ(S)Â(S)

}
, (390)

where the trace is now over indices of the subsystem.
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For cellular automata the subsystem is, in general, no
longer described by a probabilistic cellular automaton. The
evolution operator U (S) for the subsystem is unitary, but
it is no longer a unique jump matrix. Even if we start with
a deterministic automaton for which at t a particular state
τ(t) is realized

ρτρ(t) = δτ,τ(t)δρ,τ(t) , (391)

one has in the basis where U ′ is block diagonal

ρ′τρ(t) = Dτ,τ ′ρτ ′ρ′D
†
ρ′ρ = DττD

∗
ρτ . (392)

This is a pure state matrix of the type (381), with ϕτ =
Dττ . The coarse grained density matrix is, in general, a
mixed state density matrix

ρ
(S)
γδ =

∑
α

Dαγ,τD
∗
αδ,τ . (393)

We conclude that coarse graining leads rather generically
to a probabilistic description. Some of the precise informa-
tion needed to specify a sharp deterministic state is lost
by the coarse graining. For an implementation of coarse
graining a probabilistic description seems mandatory. The
“quantum formalism for classical statistics” [60, 61] em-
ployed here yields a simple and appropriate description.
We emphasize that coarse graining needs, in general, the
notion of the density matrix. A description in terms of local
probabilities alone is insufficient. This is seen directly for
the evolution (388) for the subsystem: If US is no longer a
unique jump matrix, the evolution of the diagonal elements
of ρ(S), which correspond to the local probabilities for the
subsystem, involves on the r.h.s. also off-diagonal elements
of ρ(S). There is no closed evolution equation for the local
probabilities of the subsystem.

We finally state a necessary condition for the existence
of a subsystem. The unitary transformation (383) does not

change the spectrum of eigenvalues {λi} of U or Ŝ. In the
“direct product basis” the eigenvalues of U ′ are products

of eigenvalues of UE and US , denoted by λ
(E)
k and λ

(S)
l .

This implies that every eigenvalue of U can be written as
a product

λi = λ
(E)
k λ

(S)
l , (394)

for suitable k and l. On the other hand, every product

λ
(E)
k λ

(S)
l must be an eigenvalue λi of U . Possible subsys-

tems and their environments must have the property that
the spectrum of U coincides with the product spectrum of
UE and US . This includes the degeneracies. This condition
is also sufficient for the existence of corresponding subsys-
tems. We can diagonalize U and use the relation (394) in
order to write the diagonal matrix in the direct product
form for diagonal matrices UE and US . The direct prod-
uct form will not be affected by separate similarity trans-
formations of the subsystem and the environment. For
many practical circumstances the division into subsystem
and environment may not be perfect but constitute a good
approximation.

In the remainder of this section we will demonstrate
these general properties by simple examples. In particu-
lar, we address subsystems for the one-particle states of
the cellular automata discussed in the preceding section.
The matrix D will typically be some type of Fourier trans-
form.

Coarse grained subsystem

Let us discuss the general issue of coarse grained sub-
systems [28] for a simple example. We consider a periodic
space lattice with eight sites. Right-movers are placed at
even t on odd sites, and left-movers on even sites. We
consider single-particle states, where the particle can be
either a right-mover or a left-mover. The single-particle
wave function q(t) is an eight component vector, corre-
sponding to the particle being placed on one of the eight
positions. Since the right-movers and left-movers evolve
independently we write the single-particle step evolution
operator in a block diagonal form

Ŝ =

(
SR 0
0 SL

)
, SR =

0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0

 , SR =

0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0

 ,

(395)
noting

SL = STR , SLSR = 1 , S2
L = S2

R , S4
L = S4

R = 1 .
(396)

Both SR and SL are orthogonal matrices.With

S2
R = S2

L =

(
0 1
1 0

)
= τ1 ⊗ 1 , (397)

their eigenvalues are (±1,±i). We could choose a different
basis where the order of rows and columns follows the po-
sition on the lattice, but the block diagonal form (395) is
more convenient for our purpose.

We want to find a similarity transformation

S̃ = DŜD† , D†D = 1 , (398)

such that S̃ can be written in a direct product form

S̃ = SE ⊗ SS . (399)

In this case SS can describe the evolution of the coarse
grained subsystem while SE evolves the “environment”. In
this form we will be able to perform subtraces in order to
define a subsystem whose evolution is independent of the
environment [28]. For our system this can be realized by

SS = U =
1√
2

(
e−

iπ
4 SR+e

iπ
4 SL

)
, SE =

(
1 0
0 i

)
. (400)

With

U =
1√
2
e−

iπ
4

(
SR + iSL

)
, U2 = 1 , (401)

the eigenvalues of U are ±1. All eigenvalues of Ŝ can be
represented as products of eigenvalues of U and SE , which
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is a necessary condition for the possibility of a direct prod-
uct form (399).

The unitary matrix DU has to obey(
U 0
0 iU

)
= DU

(
SR 0
0 SL

)
D−1
U . (402)

This matrix has to exist because the eigenvalues of Ŝ and S̃
coincide. It is obvious that the evolution operator U for the
subsystem is no longer a unique jump matrix, in contrast

to Ŝ. Also U is not a real matrix anymore. This simple ex-
ample demonstrates the emergence of more general unitary
step evolution operators for subsystems.

Coarse graining in momentum space

An example illustrating the change of character of the
step evolution operator on the way towards the continuum
limit of one-particle states is given by coarse graining in
momentum space. Coarse graining in momentum space
can be achieved by lowering the resolution or by elimi-
nating high momentum modes. We give here examples in
the context of the one-particle states. In the momentum
basis the step evolution operator for the propagation of
one-particle states (without disorder) (289) (291) reads

S′ =

(
S′R 0
0 S′L

)
,

S′R =diag
(

exp{−2πiq

Mx
}
)
, S′L = diag

(
exp{2πiq

Mx
}
)
.

(403)

The diagonal form of the step evolution operator in the
momentum basis facilitates greatly the construction of sub-
systems since it permits directly to implement relations for
eigenvalues (394).

Our first example for coarse graining lowers the resolu-
tion in momentum space. We employ

S′R = S′RS ⊗ S′RE , S′L = S′LS ⊗ S′LE (404)

with

S′RE =

(
1 0
0 exp

(
− 2πi

Mx

)) , S′LE =

(
1 0
0 exp

(
2πi
Mx

)) .

(405)
The step evolution operators for the subsystem S′RS and
S′LS remain in the form (403), but the range of q only covers
even q such that we deal now with reduced Mx/2×Mx/2
matrices.

We may translate the coarse grained subsystem back to
position space. Since the wave function of the subsystem
has only half the number of components as for the orig-
inal system, the same has to hold for the subsystem in
position space. We achieve this by restricting the Hilbert
space in position space to functions that are periodic in
Mx/2 instead of Mx. For this purpose we turn back to
arbitrary integers q̃ = q/2, replacing the factors 2πiq/Mx

in eqs. (403) by 4πiq̃/Mx or 2πiq̃/(Mx/2), |q̃| ≤ Mx/4. A
separate Fourier transform (286) to position space for the

right-movers and left-movers, with

D′R =

√
2

Mx
exp

(
− 2πi

Mx
q̃(2m− 1)

)
=

√
2

Mx
exp

(
− iεpq̃(2m− 1)

)
,

(406)

and similar for D′L with 2m−1 replaced by 2m, leads again
to the step evolution operators (281), now with periodic
m, n restricted to |m| ≤ Mx/4. The only effect of this
type of coarse graining is the identification of points m
and m + Mx/2. The subsystem discards the information
contained in the part of the wave function that does not
have the restricted periodicity. This way of coarse graining
keeps right-movers and left-movers separate.

A second possibility of coarse graining in momentum
space restricts the momentum range of the subsystem by
taking

S′L = S′E ⊗ ŜL , S′R = S′E ⊗ ŜR , S′E =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
.

(407)

The Mx/2×Mx/2 matrix ŜL has the same diagonal form
as S′L in eq. (403), with values of q now restricted to the in-
terval [+0,Mx/2]−, where the upper value is not included.
The missing eigenvalues of S′L not contained in the spec-

trum of ŜL obtains from the latter by multiplication with

(−1). For ŜR we find the same eigenvalues as for ŜL if we
restrict the q-interval to the negative of the q-interval for

ŜL. In view of the periodicity of q we could have chosen for
the coarse graining a different range of q-values character-
izing the subsystem. For a range symmetric around zero
the subsystem corresponds to a Hilbert space with less res-
olution. This type of subsystem averages effectively over
neighboring points in position space.

We have chosen the ranges of q for the subsystem in
order to describe a subsystem that mixes right- and left-
movers. Indeed, we can keep the resolution and cover all

values of q either by ŜL or ŜR by shifting q for ŜR by one
unit, defining

ŜR = diag
(

exp
{
− 2πi(q + 1)

Mx

})
. (408)

The interval for q for ŜR is then given by [+−Mx

2 , 0]−. We

can combine ŜL and ŜR into S′S , such that

S′ = S′E ⊗ S′S , (409)

with

S′S(q, q′) =
[

exp
(2πiq

Mx

)
θ(q)θ

(Mx

2
− 1− q

)
+ exp

(
− 2πi(q + 1)

Mx

)
θ
(Mx

2
+ q
)
θ(−1− q)

]
δqq′ .

(410)

The range of q-values of S′S covers the whole periodic range
of Mx values with |q| ≤Mx/2.
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An inverse Fourier transform yields the coarse grained
evolution operator in a (periodic) position basis, |m| ≤
Mx/2,

SS(m,n) = D†(m, q)S′(q, q′)D(q′, n) , (411)

where

D(m, q) =
1√
Mx

exp
{
− 2πiqm

Mx

}
. (412)

Performing the sums in the appropriate ranges yields

SS(m,n) =
1

Mx

[Mx/2−1∑
q=0

exp
{
− 2πiq

Mx
(m+ 1− n)

}
+ exp

(
− 2πi

Mx

) −1∑
q=−Mx/2

exp
{2πiq

Mx
(m− 1− n)

}]
.

(413)

This evolution operator is no longer a unique jump opera-
tor. As expected, particles can move to the left or to the
right with certain probabilities.

This can be seen explicitly for the case Mx = 4 where
one finds

SS =
1

2

1 + i 1 0 −i
−i 1 + i 1 0
0 −i 1 + i 1
1 0 −i 1 + i

 , (414)

with S2
S = U as given by eq. (401). With eigenvalues (1, i)

identical to S′S one has S4
S = 1. This unitary evolution

operator yields a certain probability that the particle stays
at its position (n = m), and somewhat smaller probabilities
that it moves to the right (m = n+ 1) or to the left (m =
n− 1).

For general Mx one can write SS(m,n) in the form

SS(m,n) =
1

Mx

Mx/2−1∑
q=0

exp
{2πiq

Mx

}[
exp

{2πiq

Mx
(m− n)

}
+ exp

{
− 2πi

Mx

}
exp

{
− 2πiq

Mx
(m− n)

}]
. (415)

In particular, the diagonal elements read

SS(m,m) =
2

Mx

Mx/2−1∑
q=0

exp
(2πiq

Mx

)
, (416)

and for the neighboring off-diagonal elements one finds

SS(m,m+ 1) =
1

Mx

Mx/2−1∑
q=0

[
1 + exp

{2πi

Mx
(2q + 1)

}]
,

SS(m,m− 1) = exp
(
− 2πi

Mx

)
SS(m,m+ 1) .

(417)

This demonstrates that the coarse grained step evolution
operator SS is no longer a unique jump matrix.

Coarse graining and quantum formalism

The coarse grained subsystem is no longer an automaton
with a deterministic evolution. The step evolution opera-
tor remains unitary but is no longer a unique ump ma-
trix. We can express the step evolution operator for the
coarse grained subsystem again in the fermion language.
The general bit-fermion map is defined for a general form
of the step evolution operator. We will not do this exercise
explicitly here. The general outcome coincides with our ob-
servation that the naive continuum limit in the fermionic
picture loses the automaton property.

The quantum formalism for classical statistics, based on
wave functions and density matrices, is a central ingredient
for the construction of subsystems. No similar construction
exists for probability distributions. For the coarse grain-
ing of the density matrix this becomes apparent since the
time evolution of the coarse grained subsystem involves the
off-diagonal elements of the density matrix. It cannot be
formulated on the level of the diagonal elements, which en-
code a probability distribution on the coarse grained level.
Similarly, the coarse graining in time by construction of an
effective averaged Hamiltonian involves an object acting
on wave functions. We conclude that an encoding of the
time-local probabilistic information in wave functions or
the density matrix becomes crucial for the construction of
appropriate subsystems that lead towards the continuum
limit.

XXI. Complex structure and quantum
mechanics

We have expressed probabilistic cellular automata as dis-
crete quantum field theories for fermions. These are quan-
tum systems with all the formalism of quantum theory.
The usual quantum mechanics for a single particle obtains
from the quantum field theory as the special case of a one-
particle excitation of some vacuum state. Furthermore,
one deals with a continuum limit in space and time. The
detailed dynamics of the one-particle quantum system will
depend both on the updating rule for the automaton as
reflected by the action in the Grassmann functional in-
tegral for fermions, and on the properties of the vacuum
state. Usual quantum mechanics for a single particle is for-
mulated in terms of a complex wave function or complex
density matrix. We therefore have to specify the imple-
mentation of a complex structure.

There are different possible complex structures that are
compatible with the evolution. For all of them the orthog-
onal step evolution operator of the automaton is mapped
to a unitary matrix, guaranteeing the unitary evolution of
the quantum system. We have encountered in sect. XVIII
a complex structure based on the particle-hole transforma-
tion, while for the Grassmann variables a complex struc-
ture has mapped two Majorana fermions to a Dirac fermion
in sect. X. These complex structures can be combined, and
we will use the combined structure for a description of
charged particles.
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Let us start with the complex conjugation Kc based on
the particle-hole transformation. For every configuration
τ ′ of the occupation numbers at t we define the particle-
hole conjugate configuration τ c by exchanging occupied
and non-occupied bits, nγ(x)↔

(
1−nγ(x)

)
. In a formula-

tion with Ising spins sγ(x) the particle-hole transformation
flips the spin of all sγ(x). The particle-hole transformation
Kc is an involution, K2

c = 1. Correspondingly, we can de-
fine the particle-hole transformation for the wave function
of the probabilistic automaton q(t),

Kc : q(t) 7→ qc(t) , qcτ ′(t) = qτc(t) . (418)

The τ ′-component of qc is given by the τ c-component of q.
We can split the configurations {τ} into two parts {τ ′}

and {τ c} which are mapped onto each other by the particle-
hole transformation [22]. Let us consider particle-hole in-
variant automata for which the particle number is con-
served. We focus on a half-filled vacuum or ground state.
If the configurations with one additional occupied bit be-
long to {τ ′}, the configurations with one missing occupied
bit or additional hole belong to {τ c}. We will combine
these configurations into a generalized one-particle sector.
In this sector we can write the one-particle wave function
in a two-component notation

q
(1)
τ ′ =

(
qτ ′

qcτ ′

)
, q(1) =

(
q′

qc

)
, (419)

where τ ′ = (γ, x) denotes the different possibilities to have
the generalized particle of type γ at the position x. We can
choose signs such that

Kcq
(1) =

(
0 1
1 0

)
q(1) , (420)

with a block-diagonal step evolution operator

Ŝ(1)q(1) =

(
Ŝ′ 0

0 Ŝ′

)
q(1) , (421)

given by the restriction of Ŝ to the one-particle sector. The
map of q(1) to a complex vector ϕ by

ϕτ ′ =
1√
2

[
qτ ′ + qcτ ′ + i

(
qτ ′ − qcτ ′

)]
(422)

identifies the multiplication with i to a matrix multiplica-
tion with

Ic =

(
0 1
−1 0

)
, ϕ

(
Icq

(1)
)

= iϕ
(
q(1)
)
. (423)

A second possible complex structure associated to the
combination of two Majorana spinors into a Dirac spinor
can be formulated if the species of particles γ can be di-
vided into two classes, γ = (η, δ), η = 1, 2. Writing in the
one particle sector

q(1) =

(
q1

q2

)
=

(
qη=1,δ

qη=2,δ

)
, (424)

the complex conjugation KM reverses the sign of q2,

KMq
(1) =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
q(1) =

(
q1

−q2

)
. (425)

Defining a complex wave function by

ϕ = q1 + iq2 (426)

the multiplication by i is realized by the map IM ,

IM =

(
0 −1
1 0

)
, ϕ

(
IMq

(1)
)

= iϕ
(
q(1)
)
. (427)

We can identify q1, q2 with the real wave functions for two
Majorana spinors, and ϕ with the complex wave function
for a Dirac spinor. Both the pairs (Kc, Ic) and (KM , IM )
obey the defining relations for a complex structure,

K2 = 1 , I2 = −1 ,
{
K, I

}
= 0 . (428)

A combined complex structure can be defined by

K : q′1 ↔ qc1 , q′2 ↔ −qc2 . (429)

This involves for q2 an additional minus sign as compared
to Kc in eq. (420). Consistent with the complex conjuga-
tion we can define two complex wave functions

ϕ+ =
1√
2

(
q′1 + qc1 + i(q′2 + qc2)

)
ϕ− =

1√
2

(
q′2 − qc2 − i(q′1 − qc1)

)
. (430)

The multiplication by i is achieved by the map I

I : q′1 7→ −q′2 , q′2 7→ q′1 ,

qc1 7→ −qc2 , qc2 7→ qc1 . (431)

In a direct product notation one has

K = KM ⊗Kc , I = IM ⊗ 1 . (432)

One can impose a Majorana constraint

qc1 = q′1 , qc2 = q′2 , ϕ− = 0 . (433)

In this case only the Dirac spinors ϕ+ remain. This choice
corresponds to the identification ψa = ψa in eq. (152). In
the following we will focus on the complex structure (432)
with the constraint (433). In this case the one-particle
wave function is particle-hole invariant, qc = q. We can
concentrate on q for which the complex structure is given
by (KM , IM ) once we keep in mind the identification qc =
q. The momentum eigenstates are now periodic oscillations
between the two species.

As an example we take the Gross-Neveu model corre-
sponding to N = 2 in sect. X. The one-particle wave func-
tion has two components ϕR and ϕL for the right- and
left-movers. For the continuum limit in the absence of in-
teractions the evolution is given by the Schrödinger equa-
tion

i∂tϕ = Hϕ = P̂ τ3ϕ , P̂ = −i∂x . (434)
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The general solution reads

ϕR(t, x) =

∫
p

e−ip(t−x)ϕR(p) ,

ϕL(t, x) =

∫
p

e−ip(t+x)ϕL(p) . (435)

We associate the Fouries components to particles with
positive energy, HϕR,L = pϕR,L. For the components
with negative p we consider the complex conjugate wave
functions ϕ∗R,L(t, x). The corresponding components have
again positive energy and are associated with antiparticles.
We recall that complex conjugation is realized by the mod-
ified particle-hole transformation (429). The description of
particles and antiparticles is related directly to the pres-
ence of particles and holes in the generalized one-particle
wave function. We observe that the complex conjugation
of eqs. (434), (435) can also be achieved by the simultane-
ous reversal of the time and space coordinate. This reflects
the CPT -theorem of quantum field theory.

We can keep the same complex structure in the pres-
ence of interactions. Depending on the ground state or
vacuum this may introduce a mass term and potential in
the Schrödinger equation, replacing eq. (434) by eq. (357).

XXII. Conclusions

This paper addresses basic properties of the continuum
limit of reversible cellular automata for a very large num-
ber of cells. For this purpose we develop the fermion pic-
ture for large classes of cellular automata, or more gen-
eral automata. This maps probabilistic automata to quan-
tum field theories for fermions for which powerful methods
exist for the computation of the continuum limit. The
bit-fermion map from an automaton which processes bit-
configurations to an equivalent fermion model is not limited
to a particular dimension or a particular type of model. It
exists whenever the global updating rule for the automa-
ton is known. The equivalence with a fermionic quantum
model helps to formulate the conceptual steps towards the
continuum limit on the level of the propagation of the prob-
abilistic information for the automaton. We have found
that the quantum formalism for classical statistics, which
introduces wave functions and the density matrix, is cru-
cial for the definition of coarse grained subsystems on the
way towards the continuum limit. On the coarse grained
level the automaton property of an updating to a unique
bit configuration is lost. It is replaced by a more general
unitary evolution where a given coarse grained configura-
tion can evolve with certain probabilities to many other
configurations.

Our focus has been on rather simple reversible automata
which allow for a straightforward interpretation in terms
of propagating and interacting fermions. Despite the sim-
plicity of the automata rather interesting discrete quan-
tum field theories for interacting fermions have been found.
This includes fermionic models with local gauge symme-
tries as, for example, local Lorentz symmetry. The very

simple realization of local gauge symmetries by an automa-
ton may be an interesting direction for the understanding
of the fundamental interactions in nature [59]. Several of
our models have an interesting naive continuum limit, as a
Lorentz-invariant two-dimensional model with Thirring- or
Gross-Neveu-type interactions with abelian or non-abelian
continuous symmetries, or two-dimensional spinor gravity
with diffeomorphism symmetry and local Lorentz symme-
try. The aim of this part of the investigation is to show
that fermionic quantum field theories which admit a cellu-
lar automaton formulation are particular, but not limited
to very special cases concerning the degrees of freedom and
the symmetries of possible models.

The continuum limit requires a probabilistic setting for
the cellular automaton. A continuous probability distribu-
tion or wave function for the bit-configurations may un-
dergo only (“infinitesimally”) small changes for an indi-
vidual updating step, even though the change of the bit-
configuration is discrete and cannot be taken as infinites-
imally small. If this is the case, the discrete time evolu-
tion of the wave function by the step evolution operator
turns to a differential time evolution equation. This type
of continuum limit is not possible for deterministic cellu-
lar automata characterized by sharp bit-configurations at
every discrete time step. For deterministic automata one
could get a continuous evolution by interpolating between
the discrete updating steps of the automaton. The dis-
crete type of the evolution in fixed time intervals remains,
however, in this case.

For typical continuous processes in nature no discrete
time evolution of the type of an automaton is observed.
For a description of this situation by an automaton the
time step of the updating should be much smaller than the
characteristic time for the change of observable quantities.
Small changes of quantities during a single updating step
are rather easily understood in terms of small changes of
the probabilistic information. The expectation value for
a particular occupation number can change continuously,
while a sharp value can only jump between zero and one.

For the type of probabilistic automaton considered in
this work the probabilistic aspect only enters by a proba-
bility distribution over initial bit-configurations. The up-
dating remains the deterministic rule of the automaton.
This contrasts the stochastic cellular automata for which
the updating to different new configurations is done with
certain probabilities. The latter are Markov chains, for
which the initial information is diluted as the updating
progresses with many steps. In our case the step evolution
operator remains an orthogonal matrix such that the ini-
tial information is not lost. In the presence of a complex
structure which is compatible with the evolution the time
evolution of the complex wave function or density matrix
is unitary. We may call this type of information preserving
probabilistic setting a unitary probabilistic automaton. Of
course, an orthogonal or unitary evolution does not for-
bid an approach to an effective equilibrium. The issue is
similar to the approach to thermal equilibrium of a pure
many body quantum state. An approach to equilibrium
is not mandatory, however, in contrast to many Markov
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chains for which the probability distribution converges to
an equilibrium distribution.

The unitary probabilistic automata are discrete quantum
systems, as reflected by the associated discrete fermionic
quantum field theories. Quantum mechanics emerges from
classical statistics [57, 58]. A priori, we deal with real quan-
tum mechanics, but a suitable complex structure which is
appropriate for standard complex quantum mechanics is
often found. In particular, we have indicated a rather gen-
eral complex structure based on the particle-hole transfor-
mation. It is compatible with the evolution whenever the
updating respects particle-hole symmetry.

A central issue for which we only have taken first steps
concerns the continuum limit. A priori, it is not clear if the
naive continuum limit reported here for several fermionic
models corresponding to cellular automata reflects the
main characteristics of the true continuum limit. Beyond
the expected renormalization of couplings for models with
interactions also qualitative questions arise. For typical
continuum fermionic quantum field theories with interac-
tions, including the ones for the naive continuum limit of
our models, the time evolution for arbitrary discrete evolu-
tion steps is not of the type of an automaton. A given bit
configuration does not evolve to a new fixed configuration.
The step evolution operator remains unitary, but it is no
longer a unique jump matrix. With more than one non-
zero element in a column a given component of the wave
function at t contributes to more than one component at
t+ ε.

The continuum limit has to account for this change of
character of the step evolution operator. This will bring
the cellular automata even closer to standard quantum
mechanics. In generic quantum systems the step evolu-
tion operator is unitary, but not a unique jump matrix.
The change of character of the step evolution operator can
be seen by coarse graining. We have given several exam-
ples in section XX. For the coarse grained evolution we
find indeed that the unitary evolution can be maintained,
while the unique jump character of the step evolution oper-
ator is not preserved. The quantum formalism for classical
statistics is a key ingredient for the construction of coarse
grained subsystems.

Explicit coarse graining of the step evolution operator
can become rather cumbersome in the presence of inter-
actions. It is, fortunately, not the only way to perform a
continuum limit for a discrete quantum field theory. In
quantum field theories the relevant information can be ex-
tracted from expectation values and correlation functions,
or the associated effective action as a generating functional.
The continuum limit can be established by integrating out
the short-distance fluctuations. Powerful renormalization
group techniques exist for this purpose. They are typically
much easier to handle than coarse graining of the Hamil-
tonian or step evolution operator.

For establishing a continuum limit for probabilistic cel-
lular automata our formulation as discrete quantum field
theories, either in a fermionic language for Grassmann vari-
ables or in a setting for occupation numbers or Ising spins,
may prove very useful. This will reveal if all the interest-

ing features of the naive continuum limit indeed emerge
for the very simple automata discussed in this paper. For-
tunately, probabilistic cellular automata can be explored
numerically. This should allow for direct tests of our pro-
posal.

Note added

Since the first version of this paper a probabilistic cel-
lular automaton for spinor gravity in four dimensions has
been proposed in ref. [66]. The description of a quantum
particle in a potential by a probabilistic cellular automaton
has been developed further in ref. [67].
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Appendices

A. One-dimensional cellular automata,
local neighbors and updating

In this appendix we establish that all chain automata are
one-dimensional cellular automata. For this purpose we
need to establish the neighbors of the cell x in the sense of
the cellular automaton and to determine the updating rule
for each cell x. Our aim is to start from a given fermionic
model encoded in L(x) and to extract the corresponding
updating rule. Indeed, the local elementary processes en-
coded in L(x) determine the neighbors of a given cell and
specify its updating rule.

For a start we discuss the particular simple case where
L(x) only involves Grassmann variables ψγ(x + ε) and

ψδ(x). The same holds for

K(x) = exp
(
− L(x)

)
, (A1)

and we can write

K(x− ε) = gσ[ψ(x)]Bση(x)g′η[ψ(x− ε)] . (A2)

The Grassmann elements gσ[ψ(x)] and g′η[ψ(x − ε)] are
polynomials of the local Grassmann variables ψγ(x) and

ψδ(x − ε), respectively. The overall local factor can be
written as

K̃ = K(x− ε)R(x) , (A3)

where R(x) does neither involve the variables ψγ(x) nor

ψδ(x− ε).
We take the matrix B as a restricted unique jump ma-

trix, with a possible extension to a complete scattering
automaton not discussed here explicitly. If for a given

σ all elements Bση(x) vanish, no term in K̃ can contain
the particular product of Grassmann variables gσ[ψ(x)].
This implies that the bit-configuration corresponding to
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gσ[ψ(x)] cannot be generated in the updating step. All
bit configurations that have in the cell x the values of bits
corresponding to gσ[ψ(x)] have to be excluded in this case,
restricting the space of allowed states after the updating.
On the other hand, if for a given η all elements Bση vanish,
there is no bit-configuration to which the bit configuration
η in the cell x − ε could be mapped. Thus the states η
in the cell x− ε have to be excluded. The remaining (not
excluded) states define the restricted matrix B. Invertibil-
ity requires that B is a square matrix. Furthermore, for
a fixed η within the restricted set there can be only a sin-
gle non-zero element Bση with σ = σ(η). Otherwise there
would not be a unique updating. This has also to hold in
the inverse direction and we conclude that B is indeed a
restricted unique jump matrix.

The cellular automaton structure is simple. The only
neighbor of the cell x (in the sense of the updating rule) is
the cell x−ε. If the cell x−ε has at t the bit-configuration
η, the cell x has after the updating the bit configuration
σ(η), as specified by the single non-zero element of Bση
for a given η. We observe that the form of the remaining
factor R(x) in eq. (A3) is irrelevant for the updating of the
cell x. It has no influence on the state of the cell x after
the updating.

For a more complex local chain there will be several fac-
tors K(yi) in which the variables ψγ(x) appear. The cor-
responding cells yi(x) are the neighbors of x in the sense
of the updating. We define

KN (x) =
∏
i

K
(
(yi(x)

)
, K̃ = KN (x)R(x) , (A4)

where R(x) does not involve the variables ψγ(x). We can
write KN (x) in a form similar to eq. (A2)

KN (x) =
∑
σ,η

gσ[ψ(x)]Bση(x)g′η
[
ψ
(
yi(x)

)]
Cη[ψ(z)] (A5)

where η denotes now the combined bit-configuration in all
cells yi(x). (Eq. (A2) is the special case of a single neigh-
bor y(x) = x − ε.) For more than one neighboring cell
the number of bit-configurations η is much larger than the
number of bit-configurations σ. For example, for M bits
in a cell one has 2M states σ, and 22M states η in case
of two neighbors. The factor Bση can vanish for some of
the configurations η. They can be connected to bit con-
figurations in cells different from x. Furthermore, a given
g′η may not only be multiplied by factors of ψ(x), but also
by Grassmann variables ψ(z) in different cells. All this is
accounted for by the factor Cη[ψ(z)] which involves Grass-
mann variables in cells z different from x.

We can now repeat similar steps as before. We first
restrict the states σ such that Bση has at least one non-
zero element. The unique jump property of the overall
automaton implies that for every η there cannot be more
than one σ for which Bση differs from zero. Indeed, one
cannot have for σ′ 6= σ a term in KN of the form

aη =
(
cgσ[ψ(x)] + c′gσ′ [ψ(x)]

)
g′η
[
ψ
(
yi(x)

)]
Cη[ψ(z)] ,

(A6)

for both non-zero c and c′. Employing the product
from (A4) we would get a contribution where aη is multi-

plied by the same Grassmann element gR[ψ ] formed from
the factors ψ in R. The product (g′ηgR[ψ ]) defines the
bit configuration before the updating. The overall unique

jump property of the automaton requires that in K̃ this is
multiplied by a unique Grassmann element g[ψ], contra-
dicting (A6). For the configurations η with non-zero Bση
one has a unique map η → σ(η) which defines the updating
in the cellular automaton.

What is different from the first example of a single neigh-
bor is that a given σ does not need to be produced by the
same η. Two different η, η′ can produce the same configu-
ration in the cell x, σ(η) = σ(η′). This does not contradict
overall invertibility if Cη differs from Cη′ . Knowing the up-
dating map σ(η) does not allow for a simple direct assess-
ment if the cellular automaton is invertible or not. In our
approach invertibility is guaranteed by the unique jump

property of the step evolution operator Ŝ for the overall
automaton.

B. Conjugate and complex Grassmann
variables

In this appendix we briefly discuss a possible complex
structure for Grassmann variables that is based on the no-
tion of conjugate Grassmann variables. Here ψγ(x) are
considered as the variables conjugate to ψγ(x), as moti-
vated by the modulo two property of Grassmann functional
integrals. A particular complex structure brings certain
symmetries which mix ψ and ψ into the form of simple
complex transformations.

We may combine the Grassmann variables ψγ(x) and

ψγ(x) into a complex Grassmann variable

ζ̃γ(x) =
1

2

{
ψγ(x) + ψγ(x) + i

[
ψγ(x)− ψγ(x)

]}
, (B1)

such that the exchange ψ ↔ ψ results in the complex con-
jugation ζ̃ ↔ ζ̃∗. The transformation (100) results in

δζ̃γ(x) = iεζ̃γ(x) , δζ̃∗γ(x) = −iεζ̃∗γ(x) . (B2)

It is therefore compatible with this particular complex
structure. We recognize in eq. (B2) a global phase rota-

tion of all complex Grassmann variables ζ̃γ(x). Invariance
of L under this global U(1)-symmetry requires that reach

term involves an equal number of factors ζ̃α = ζ̃γ(x) and

ζ̃∗β = ζ̃∗δ (y). With

− iζ̃αζ̃∗β =
1

2

(
ψαψβ + ψβψα

)
− i

2

(
ψαψβ + ψαψβ

)
, (B3)

− i
(
ζ̃αζ̃
∗
β + ζ̃β ζ̃

∗
α

)
= ψαψβ + ψβψα , (B4)

we recover eq. (101). For α = β one has (no sum over α
here)

− iζ̃αζ̃∗α = ψαψα . (B5)
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We may also express the infinitesimal transforma-
tion (97) in terms of ζ̃, resulting in

δζ̃α = iεζ̃∗α , δζ̃∗α = −iεζ̃α . (B6)

This transformation mixes ζ̃ and ζ̃∗. We may associate a

conserved charge Q̃ to the U(1)-symmetry (100) (B2). It
differs from the total particle number which is associated
to the symmetry (97). The combination (B4) is invariant
under both symmetries (B2) and (B6). The transforma-

tion (100) and the associated charge Q̃ will not play an
important role in this paper. The reason is that the simple
transport operators are not invariant. We typically will
also employ complex structures for Grassmann variables
that are different from eq. (B1).

C. Higher order terms for automata with
global continuous symmetries

This appendix gives an example how to construct the
correction terms ∆L in the fermionic action which are
needed in order to guarantee that the local factor K gener-
ates a unique jump step evolution operator. A first example
for the complete local scattering automata (32) is given by
eq. (123). In this appendix we discuss the SO(4)-invariant
automaton (135)- (137).

The “correction term” ∆L in eq. (135) contains terms
with six or more Grassmann variables. We present here a
few features of its SO(4)-invariant construction. One part
of K ′ in eq. (147) is given by K2

K ′ = K2 +K ′′ , (C1)

where the part K2 generates a unit step evolution operator
in the sector where no pairs of right- and left-movers are
present. These are the states with only right-movers or
only left-movers. (The unit evolution of the totally empty
state is not included in K2.) We write

K2 +K ′2 = exp
(
− L0 + ∆K + ∆K2

)
− 1 , (C2)

with

∆K = −Lint −K2,2 = ψRaψLbψRaψLb . (C3)

Similarly to K2 the term ∆K2 does not contribute to scat-
tering. It only serves to guarantee a unit evolution for all
sectors with only right-movers or left-movers. The term K ′2
stands for contributions from the expansion of the exponen-
tial beyond the sectors of only right-movers or left-movers.
It is part of K ′′ in eq. (C1).

For example, the quadratic term in the expansion of
exp

(
− L0 + ∆K

)
,

1

2
L2

0 + ∆K = −1

2

(
ψRaψRbψRaψRb + ΨLaψLbψLaψLb

)
,

(C4)
yields in the two-particle sector the unit evolution of two
right-movers or two left-movers. In the three-particle sector

the same expansion yields a term

−
(1

6
L3

0 + L0∆K
)

= −1

6
ψRaψRbψRcψRaψRbψRc

+
1

2
ψRaψRbψLcψRaψRbψLc +R↔ L . (C5)

The first term generates the unit evolution in the sec-
tor with three right-movers or three left-movers and con-
tributes to K2. The second term corresponds to a unit
evolution in the sectors with two right-movers and one
left-mover, or two left-movers and one right-mover. It con-
tributes to K ′2 and therefore to K ′′.

In the four-particle sector the expansion of exp
(
−L0 +

∆K
)

contributes

1

24
L4

0 +
1

2
L2

0∆K +
1

2
∆K2 =

1

24

(
ψRaψRbψRcψRdψRaψRbψRcψRd +R↔ L

)
−1

3

(
ψRaψRbψRcψLd + ψRaψRbψRcψLd +R↔ L

)
−1

4
ψRaψRbψLcψLdψRaψRbψLcψLd . (C6)

The first term yields the unit evolution in the sector of
four right-movers or four left-movers, as appropriate for
K2. The second term contributes to the unit evolution
in the sector with three right-movers and one left-mover,
or right and left interchanged. The coefficient −1/3 is,
however, twice the coefficient needed for a unit evolution,
such that a corresponding correction is needed in ∆K2.
Finally, the third term would yield a unit evolution in the
sector with two right-movers and two left-movers. Such
a term should not be present, since we have already the
scattering contribution K4,4 in this sector. The third term
has therefore to cancel with other contributions, including
from ∆K2.

Further contributions to K(x) arise from mixed terms in
the expansion (∆L′ = −∆K2 + ∆L′′)

K(x) = exp
{
− L0 +K2,2 + ∆K − 1

4
K2

2,2 +
1

9
K3

2,2

+
1

192
K4

2,2 + ∆K2 −∆L′′
}

=K1 +K2 +K ′2 +K ′3 = K1 +K2 +K3 . (C7)

For example, in the three particle sector the mixed term
reads

−L0K2,2 = −ψRcψRbψLaψRaψRbψLc +R↔ L

=
1

2
ψRc

(
ψRaψLb − ψRbψLa

)
ψRaψRbψLc +R↔ L . (C8)

The presence of such a term in K(x) would contradict the
unique jump character of the step evolution operator. For
a given pair (a, b) of incoming right-movers there would
be two different possibilities, corresponding to ψRbψLa and
ψRaψLb. We conclude that this term has to be canceled by
∆L′′.
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A simple automaton arranges the correction terms
∆K2−∆L′′ such that K ′ = K2 +K3 yields the unit evolu-
tion in all sectors except the “scattering sectors” covered by
K1 in eq. (141). The updating rule exchanges colors only
if one, two or three pairs of right- and left-movers meet at
x. For all other sectors one has a unit evolution for the
interaction step. This updating rule fixes ∆L in eq. (135)
uniquely. Since the cancellations realized by ∆L only con-
cern SO(4)-invariant terms, ∆L itself is SO(4)-invariant,
as appropriate for an SO(4)-invariant local factor K(x),
and therefore for an SO(4)-invariant automaton. As we
have sketched here, the detailed construction of ∆L pro-
ceeds by a systematic expansion of exp(−L). In each sec-
tor of a given number of incoming particles one adjusts ∆L
such that K takes the form appropriate for the updating
rule. We observe that SO(4)-invariance allows for different
updating rules, that are realized by different forms of ∆L.

D. Discrete fermionic action for spinor
gravity in two dimensions

In this appendix we list the remaining six terms for the
discrete formulation of spinor gravity in two dimensions.
Similar to eqs. (200), (201) the next two terms involve lat-
tice derivatives of ψ4

+ and ψ3
−,

l3 = ψ4
+(t, x+ ε)∂+ψ

4
+(t+

ε

2
, x+

3ε

2
)

× ψ3
−(t, x+ ε)∂−ψ

3
−(t+

ε

2
, x+

ε

2
)

× ψ1
+(t+ ε, x)ψ1

−(t, x− ε)
× ψ2

+(t, x− ε)ψ2
−(t+ ε, x+ 2ε)

(D1)

and

l4 =− ψ4
+(t, x)∂−ψ

4
+(t+

ε

2
, x− ε

2
)

× ψ3
−(t, x)∂+ψ

3
−(t+

ε

2
, x+

ε

2
)

× ψ1
+(t+ ε, x+ ε)ψ1

−(t, x+ 2ε)

× ψ2
+(t, x+ 2ε)ψ2

−(t+ ε, x− ε) .

(D2)

The next four terms l5, l6, l7, l8 are similar in structure to
l1, l2, l3, l4, respectively. One exchanges ψ+ and ψ− and
observes an overall minus sign. Also the precise locations
of the spinors differs, according to

l5 =− ψ1
−(t+ ε, x+ ε)∂+ψ

1
−(t+

3ε

2
, x+

3ε

2
)

× ψ2
+(t+ ε, x+ 3ε)∂−ψ

2
+(t+

3ε

2
, x+

5ε

2
)

× ψ3
+(t+ ε, x+ ε)ψ3

−(t+ 2ε, x)

× ψ4
+(t+ 2ε, x)ψ4

−(t+ ε, x+ 3ε)

(D3)

and

l6 = ψ1
−(t+ ε, x+ 2ε)∂−ψ

1
−(t+

3ε

2
, x+

3ε

2
)

× ψ2
+(t+ ε, x)∂+ψ

2
+(t+

3ε

2
, x+

ε

2
)

× ψ3
+(t+ ε, x+ 2ε)ψ3

−(t+ 2ε, x+ 3ε)

× ψ4
+(t+ 2ε, x+ 3ε)ψ4

−(t+ ε, x) .

(D4)

Finally, the precise form of l7 and l8 reads

l7 =− ψ4
−(t, x)∂+ψ

4
−(t+

ε

2
, x+

ε

2
)

× ψ3
+(t, x)∂−ψ

3
+(t+

ε

2
, x− ε

2
)

× ψ1
+(t, x+ 2ε)ψ1

−(t+ ε, x− ε)
× ψ2

+(t+ ε, x+ ε)ψ2
−(t, x+ 2ε)

(D5)

with

l8 = ψ4
−(t, x+ ε)∂−ψ

4
−(t+

ε

2
, x+

ε

2
)

× ψ3
+(t, x+ ε)∂+ψ

3
+(t+

ε

2
, x+

3ε

2
)

× ψ1
+(t, x− ε)ψ1

−(t+ ε, x+ 2ε)

× ψ2
+(t+ ε, x)ψ2

−(t, x− ε) .

(D6)

Here we have employed the freedom in the choice of signs
for the Grassmann basis elements by taking a minus sign
for the third and fourth entry in Figs. 1, 5. The somewhat
lengthy expression (199) is the exact translation of the up-
dating rules in Figs. 1, 5 to a discrete model for fermions.

E. Correlation functions at different times

For the probabilistic cellular automaton we can eval-
uate correlations of bits or occupation numbers at dif-
ferent times. For the evolution of the expectation value
〈nα(t2)nβ(t1)〉 we can compute for each initial configura-
tion τ at tin = 0 the value of nα(t2) and nβ(t1) and form
the product. This value

(
nα(t2)nβ(t1)

)
τ

for the initial con-

figuration τ has to be multiplied by the probability pτ (0)
for a given initial configuration τ ,

〈nα(t2)nβ(t1)〉 = pτ (0)
(
nα(t2)nβ(t1)

)
τ
. (E1)

Instead of the initial time as a reference point we can take
any other arbitrary time. With t2 − t1 = ∆t > 0 one has

〈nα(t+∆t)nβ(t)〉 =
∑
τ

pτ (t)
(
nα(t+∆t)

)
τ

(
nβ(t)

)
τ
. (E2)

Here
(
nβ(t)

)
τ

reads our directly the occupation number for
the configuration τ at t. In contrast, for the determination
of
(
nα(t+ ∆t)

)
τ

we have to evolve the configuration τ at t
to t+∆t by employing the updating rule for the automaton.
Then

(
nα(t + ∆t)

)
τ

reads out the occupation number nα
for the updated configuration originating from τ .
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We can equivalently evaluate this correlation from the
quantum rule

〈nα(t+ ∆t)nβ(t)〉 = qτ (t)Âτρ(∆t)qρ(t) , (E3)

with operator Â given by the operator product

Â(∆t) = N̂β(∆t)N̂α(0) . (E4)

Here we define

N̂β(T ) = U−1(t+ T, t)N̂βU(t+ T, t) , (E5)

where the evolution operator U(t+T, t) is given by the ap-
propriate product of step evolution operators as described

in the beginning of sect. VI, and N̂β is defined by eq. (222).

In consequence, one has N̂α(0) = N̂α. In particular, one
infers for a single time step

N̂β(ε) = Ŝ−1(t)N̂βŜ(t) , (E6)

such that the matrix elements read for orthogonal Ŝ(
N̂β(ε)

)
τρ

=
(
Ŝ−1(t)

)
τα

(
N̂β
)
αγ

(
Ŝ(t)

)
γρ

=
∑
α

(
Ŝ(t)

)
ατ

(nβ)α
(
Ŝ(t)

)
αρ

.
(E7)

For general orthogonal Ŝ the off-diagonal elements of N̂β(ε)

do not vanish. For a unique jump matrix, however, N̂β(ε) is

again a diagonal matrix, since Ŝατ Ŝαρ = δα,ᾱ(τ)δα,ᾱ(ρ) =

δα,ᾱ(τ)δτρ. This extends to N̂β(T ), which is a diagonal
matrix.

In order to show that N̂β(ε) is the correct operator as-
sociated to the observable nβ(t + ε) we first consider the
expectation value of nβ(t + ε) according to the quantum
rule

〈nβ(t+ ε)〉 =qτ (t)
(
N̂β(ε)

)
τρ
qρ(t)

=qT (t)ŜT (t)N̂βŜ(t)q(t) = qT (t+ ε)N̂βq(t+ ε)

=
(
N̂β
)
τ
pτ (t+ ε) ,

(E8)

which coincides with the rule of classical statistics. The
construction of N̂β(ε) is analogous to the Heisenberg oper-
ators in quantum mechanics. The step evolution operator

Ŝ(t) can either be seen as evolving the wave function from
q(t) to q(t + ε). Equivalently, we may interpret its role as

“moving back” the operator N̂β to the reference point t.

Indeed, the diagonal elements of N̂β(ε) correspond pre-
cisely to the values of (n′β)τ for the configuration τ at t

which yield at t+ε configurations τ ′ with the values (nβ)τ ′ .
If the updating rule changes for a given β and given τ the
occupation number zero at t to one at t + ε, the value
(nβ)τ ′ = 1 at t + ε corresponds to (n′β)τ = 0 at t. Corre-
spondingly, for this configuration with nβ = 1 at t+ ε one

has a zero diagonal element of N̂β(ε),
(
N̂β(ε)

)
ττ

= 0. This
applies to all updatings of occupation numbers. In con-

sequence, the diagonal value of the product
(
N̂β(ε)N̂α

)
ττ

corresponds precisely to the value of nβ(t+ ε)nα(t) for the
state τ at t. Weighing with the probabilities pτ (t) yields
the correlation function, demonstrating the validity of the
quantum rule (E3) for this correlation function.

The proof for a sequence of evolution steps proceeds it-
eratively, establishing eqs. (E3)-(E5) for arbitrary ∆t. We
can also generalize these equations by replacing nα(t) and
nβ(t + ∆t) by arbitrary time-local observables at t and
t + ∆t. Furthermore, we can evaluate higher correlations
for time-local observables at different times tn. The use
of wave functions, operators for observables and the quan-
tum rule for expectation values is a rather convenient tool
for the classical statistical setting of probabilistic cellular
automata. It allows us to evaluate correlations of observ-
ables at different times for a large number of probabilistic
initial conditions. The associated operator has only to be
computed once, and the quantum rule for the expectation
value is then valid for arbitrary probability distributions or
wave functions q(t).

F. Grassmann operators

The notion of operators for observables translates to the
fermionic formulation by a Grassmann functional integral.
A general Grassmann operator A[ψ] is some Grassmann
element formed from the Grassmann variables ψ. A time-
local Grassmann operator A(t) = A[ψ(t)] only depends on
the Grassmann variables ψα(t) at t. The expectation value
associated to A[ψ] obtains by inserting the operator in the
functional integral for the partition function Z,

Z =

∫
Dψ(tin ≤ t′ ≤ tf )ḡf (tf )e−Sgin . (F1)

The partition function involves as a boundary term the
“conjugate final Grassmann wave function”

ḡf (tf ) = qτ (tf )ḡτ (tf ) . (F2)

Here qτ (tf ) can be extracted from the “final Grassmann
wave function” g(tf ) at even tf , which is given by

gf (tf ) =

∫
Dψ(tin ≤ t′ ≤ tf − ε)e−Sgin = qτ (tf )gτ (tf ) .

(F3)
With our normalization one has

Z =

∫
Dψ(tf )ḡf (tf )g(tf ) = qτ (tf )qτ (tf ) = 1 . (F4)

The expectation value associated to the Grassmann op-
erator A[ψ] is given by

〈A〉 =

∫
Dψ(tin ≤ t′ ≤ tf )A[ψ]ḡfe

−Sgin . (F5)

The general rule how to construct the Grassmann operator
A[ψ] for a given time-local observable (given function of
occupation numbers nα(t)), as well as correlations thereof,
is described in ref. [19].
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We are interested in the opposite direction: Given a sim-
ple Grassmann bilinear A(t) = ψβ(t + ε)ψα(t), for which
observable A does the expectation value obey eq. (F5)?

And what is the associated quantum operator Â? We find
that these quantum operators are typically non-diagonal
matrices. For t even the insertion of A(t) into the func-

tional integral (F5) replaces K(t) by K̂(t),

K(t)→ K̂(t) = K(t)A(t) . (F6)

For a general Grassmann operator A(t) depending on ψβ(t)
and ψα(t+ ε) we can write eq. (F5) as

〈A(t)〉 =

∫
Dψ(t+ ε)Dψ(t)ḡ(t+ ε)K(t)A(t)g(t) , (F7)

where ḡ(t+ ε) is the conjugate Grassmann wave function

ḡ(t+ ε) = qτ (t+ ε)g′τ (t+ ε) . (F8)

This expresses the expectation value 〈A(t)〉 in terms of the
Grassmann wave functions g(t) and ḡ(t+ε) and the Grass-
mann observable A.

For a proof of eq. (F7) we express ḡ(t + ε) as a partial
functional integral, similar to eq. (90),

ḡ(t+ ε) =

∫
Dψ(t′ ≥ t+ 2ε)ḡf (tf )e−S>

= qτ (t+ ε)g′τ (t+ ε) ,

(F9)

with

S> =

tf−2ε∑
t′=t+2ε

(
L(t′ + ε) + L(t′)

)
+ L(t+ ε) . (F10)

Eq. (F9) is established by evolving ḡ(t) “backwards” from
ḡ(tf ), using the evolution equations (t even)

ḡ(t+ε) =

∫
Dψ(t+ 2ε)ḡ(t+ 2ε)K̃(t+ ε)

=qρ(t+ 2ε)Ŝρτ (t+ ε)g′τ (t+ ε) = qτ (t+ ε)g′τ (t+ ε) ,

(F11)

and

ḡ(t) =

∫
Dψ(t+ ε)ḡ(t+ ε)K(t)

=qρ(t+ ε)Ŝρτ ḡτ (t) = qτ (t)ḡτ (t) .

(F12)

Given the formula (F7) we will be able to compute 〈A(t)〉
from the wave functions at t and t+ ε, and therefore make
contact with the quantum rule for expectation values. We
write

〈A(t)〉 = qτ (t+ ε)Ãτρqρ(t) , (F13)

where the operator Ã has the matrix elements

Ãτρ =

∫
Dψ(t+ ε)Dψ(t)g′τ (t+ ε)K(t)Agρ(t) . (F14)

This identifies the quantum operator Â as

Â = ŜT (t)Ã . (F15)

In general, the off diagonal elements of Â do not vanish.
The conjugate Grassmann wave function of ref. [22],

app. E, obtains by performing the integral
∫
Dψ(t+ε)g′τ (t+

ε)K(t) with argument ψ(t) instead of ψ(t) in K(t).

G. Explicit representation of fermionic
switch operators

In this appendix we briefly discuss switch operators of
the type of eq. (256). These operators have non-zero off-
diagonal elements in the occupation number basis. This is
most easily seen by an explicit representation. The opera-

tor f̂ in eq. (256) is an off-diagonal 4× 4 matrix.
With the explicit representation of app B, namely

a1 = a⊗1 =

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0

 , a2 = τ3⊗a =

0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 −1 0

 ,

(G1)
and a†α = aTα one has

f̂ = −
(
a† ⊗ a+ a⊗ a†

)
= −

0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0

 . (G2)

This operator does not commute with the occupation num-
ber operators n̂1 = n̂ ⊗ 1, n̂2 = 1 ⊗ n̂, n̂ = (1 + τ3)/2,
according to[

f̂ , n̂1

]
= −

[
f̂ , n̂2

]
= a† ⊗ a− a⊗ a† . (G3)

Here we employ the standard relations

a†n̂ = 0 , an̂ = a , n̂a† = a† , n̂a = 0 . (G4)

We observe the relation([
f̂ , n̂α

])2
= −f̂2 . (G5)

The operator f̂ has a spectrum of eigenvalues
(1, 0, 0,−1). A suitable basis of eigenfunctions (in the order
of the eigenvalues) is given by

q(1) =
1√
2

 0
1
−1
0

 , q(2) =

1
0
0
0

 ,

q(3) =

0
0
0
1

 , q(4) =
1√
2

0
1
1
0

 . (G6)

We recognize that f̂2 acts as a projection on the single-
particle states with wave functions q2 = q(10) and
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q3 = q(01). Within this subspace f̂ acts as switch oper-
ator which interchanges the two single particles. We can

view f̂ as a product of the projection f̂2 and a switch op-
erator −Âs,23. We can also view it as a product of the
exchange operator between the two particles AE = τ1 ⊗ τ1
and a subsequent projection f̂2. These features generalize
to arbitrary particle pairs (α, β) with

f̂αβ = f̂βα = a†αaβ + a†βaα . (G7)

H. Grassmann operators for fermionic
observables

In this appendix we explore simple bilinear Grassmann
operators. We establish their relation to conditional
fermionic observables and express them in terms of an-
nihilation and creation operators. We also discuss in this
context the choice of sign in the real wave function, which
is common for the fermionic quantum field theory and the
cellular automaton.

Conditional observables

In order to understand the issue in its simplest form we
will consider first a single Grassmann variable ψ(t), with
bilinear Grassmann operator

A(t) = ψ(t+ ε)ψ(t) , (H1)

and t even. We are interested in the expectation value
of the associated observable which is given by eq. (F5)
or (F13). The most general from of K(t) reads

K(t) = Ŝ00(t) + Ŝ01(t)ψ(t)

− Ŝ10(t)ψ(t+ ε)− Ŝ11(t)ψ(t+ ε)ψ(t) ,
(H2)

and one has

g(t) =q0(t)ψ(t) + q1(t) ,

ḡ(t+ ε) =q0(t+ ε)ψ(t+ ε) + q1(t+ ε) ,

g(t+ ε) =Ŝ00(t)q0(t) + Ŝ01(t)q1(t)

+
[
Ŝ10(t)q0(t) + Ŝ11(t)q1(t)

]
ψ(t+ ε) ,

(H3)

with q2
0(t) the probability for a hole (n(t) = 0) and q2

1(t) the
probability for a particle (n(t) = 1). (For an odd number
M of Grassmann variables at t one needs additional minus
signs in the relation between K and Ŝ.) Insertion of A(t)

yields for K̂ in eq. (F6)

K̂(t) = K(t)A(t) = Ŝ00(t)ψ(t+ ε)ψ(t) . (H4)

As a consequence, only configurations with n(t) = n(t +
ε) = 1 contribute to the expectation value, which is there-
fore proportional to 〈n(t + ε)n(t)〉. One infers from the
expression (F7)

〈A(t)〉 = Ŝ00(t)q1(t+ ε)q1(t) . (H5)

(For odd M there are additional minus signs in eq. (F7).)

For a cellular automaton one has either Ŝ00(t) = Ŝ11(t) = 1
and

〈A(t)〉 = 〈n(t)〉 , (H6)

or Ŝ01 = Ŝ10 = 1, Ŝ00 = Ŝ11 = 0, and 〈A(t)〉 = 0. We
conclude that the Grassmann operator ψ(t + ε)ψ(t) is as-
sociated to a “conditional observable”, which is given by
the particle number if the updating rule at t changes a hole

to a hole (Ŝ00(t) = 1), and zero otherwise (Ŝ00(t) = 0).
This generalizes to the Grassmann operators

Aβα(t) = ψβ(t+ ε)ψα(t) . (H7)

The associated conditional observable Aβα is given by the
product of occupation numbers nβ(t + ε)nα(t) whenever
the updating rule at t changes a hole of type α into a hole
of type β. For all other cases it takes the value zero. It is
easy to see that Aβα vanishes for configurations for which
at t there is no particle of type α. For these configurations
gτ (t) contains a factor ψα(t), and the Grassmann integral
over ψα(t) vanishes for

〈Aβα(t)〉 =

∫
Dψ(t+ε)Dψ(t)ḡ(t+ε)ψβ(t+ε)K(t)ψα(t)g(t) .

(H8)
Thus Aβα(t) is proportional to nα(t). For the same reasons
Aβα(t) vanishes for nβ(t + ε) = 0, since for these configu-
rations g′τ (t+ ε) in ḡ(t+ ε) contains a factor ψβ(t+ ε), and
we conclude Aβα(t) ∼ nβ(t+ε)nα(t). Furthermore, the lo-

cal factor K(t) in eq. (H8) should not contain ψβ(t+ ε) or
ψα(t). The product ψα(t)g(t) involves only basis elements
with a hole of type α, and ḡ(t+ε)ψβ(t+ε) vanishes for ba-
sis elements with a particle of type β. The matrix elements
of the step evolution operator which connect configurations
with a hole of type α at t to a hole of type β at t+ε may be

denoted as Ŝβ0,τ̃ ;α0,ρ̃, where τ̃ denotes the configurations
of occupation numbers nβ′(t + ε), β′ 6= β, and similarly ρ̃
for the configurations of nα′(t), α′ 6= α. Neighboring con-

figurations for which the hole to hole transition Ŝβ0,τ̃ ;α0,ρ̃

vanishes give no contribution to 〈Aβα〉. One concludes(
Aβα(t)

)
τ̃ ρ̃

= ±Ŝβ0,τ̃ ;α0,ρ̃(t)nβ(t+ ε)nα(t) , (H9)

where we recall that Ŝβ0,τ̃ ;α0,ρ̃ either takes the value ±1
or 0, depending on τ̃ , ρ̃. At this place we have paid no
attention to the sign since the use of quantum operators
below permits a simple bookkeeping.

Conditional observables of the type (H9) are well de-
fined for the cellular automaton. For a given automaton

the updating rule defines the step evolution operator Ŝ(t),
and the projection on the particular hole-hole transition

Ŝβ0,τ̃ ;α0,ρ̃ can be inferred for every pair of configurations
at t+ ε and t. Again, it either vanishes or equals ±1, and
can be interpreted as a condition. The conditional observ-
ables Aβα(t) do, however, not take fixed values for a given
configuration ρ at t. They involve, in addition, the step
evolution operator which transports a given configuration
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at t to a new configuration at t + ε. While being a well
defined observable for the classical statistical system of the
probabilistic cellular automaton, a conditional observable
does not need to be represented by a diagonal quantum op-
erator Âβα. We will see next that the associated quantum
operator has indeed non-zero off-diagonal elements.

Non-commuting operators

We want to find a representation of Aβα(t) by a quan-

tum operator Âβα in terms of the annihilation and creation
operators. The Grassmann wave functions g(t) have the
property [22] that multiplication with ψα at fixed quantum
wave function q(t) is equivalent to applying the annihila-
tion operator aα on q(t) at fixed Grassmann basis elements
gτ ,

ψα(t)g(t) = ψα(t)qτ (t)gτ (t) = (aα)τρqρ(t)gτ (t) . (H10)

The relation (H10) holds for even t, and we have for odd
t+ ε a similar relation for the conjugate wave function

ḡ(t+ ε)ψβ(t+ ε) =qτ (t+ ε)g′τ (t+ ε)ψβ(t+ ε)

=(aβ)τρqρ(t+ ε)g′τ (t+ ε) .
(H11)

As a result, we can write the expectation value (H8) as

〈Aβα(t)〉 = qτ (t+ ε)
(
a†βŜ(t)aα

)
τρ
qρ(t) . (H12)

Employing further q(t + ε) = Ŝ(t)q(t) we arrive at the
quantum operator for the conditional observable Aβα(t)

Âβα(t) = ŜT (t)a†βŜ(t)aα . (H13)

With this quantum operator the expectation value 〈Aβα〉
can be evaluated according to the quantum rule (220),

〈Aβα(t)〉 = qτ (t)
(
Âβα(t)

)
τρ
qρ(t) . (H14)

Only the symmetric part of the operator Âβα contributes
in eq. (H14). We could symmetrize this operator. For
simplicity of notation we keep the form (H13).

The operator (H13) encodes the conditional structure
discussed above. Since aαq(t) differs from zero only for the
components for which a particle of type α is present, and
similarly for aβq(t+ε), one concludes Aβα ∼ nβ(t+ε)nα(t).

The structure a†βŜ(t)aα projects Ŝ(t) on the subsector

Ŝβ0,τ̃ ;α0,ρ̃. The use of the operator (H13) is a rather eco-
nomical way to keep track of the conditions. It also fixes
the signs.

We may compare this operator to the operator for the
condition-less product nβ(t+ ε)nα(t),

N̂β(ε)N̂α = ŜT (t)a†βaβŜ(t)a†αaα . (H15)

While eq. (H15) results in a diagonal operator, this does not

hold for Âβα. The two operators Âβα and N̂β(ε)N̂α do not
commute. The simple rule for Aβα - annihilate a particle
α, move one step forwards, create a particle β, move one
step backwards - does not commute with the measurement
of nβ(t + ε)nα(t). The operator Âβα is an example for
observables which are well defined for a classical statistical
system and give rise to operators that do not commute
with the diagonal operators for time-local observables.

Signs in the wave function

If Âτρ has non-zero elements for τ 6= ρ, the expectation
value (H14) involves products qτ (t)qρ(t) for τ 6= ρ. They
are no longer linear in the probabilities pτ (t) = q2

τ (t), but
rather involve roots qτ = ±√pτ . The relative sign of qτ
and qρ matters for eq. (H14). We can choose the sign of the
components of the initial wave function qτ (0) arbitrarily.
For the computation of the expectation value (H14) we
need, however, to keep track of the signs in the evolution
of the wave function.

A given sign convention fixes both the signs of qτ (t) and

the signs of the non-zero elements Ŝτρ(t
′) of the step evo-

lution operator. It therefore determines the signs of all
matrix elements

(
Âβα

)
τρ

. Switching to a different sign

convention corresponds to the multiplication with diago-
nal sign matrices D(t)

q′(t) = D(t)q(t) , Ŝ′(t) = D(t+ ε)Ŝ(t)D(t) , (H16)

where the diagonal elements of D are given by signs, Dττ =
±1. This is compatible with the evolution law (80). The
sign matrices D(t′) drop out for t′ > t in the definition of

the operator N̂β(T ) in eq. (E5), or (H15). Therefore Â(∆t)
in eq. (E3) transforms as

Â′(∆t) = D(t)Â(∆t)D(t) . (H17)

This compensates the change q′(t) = D(t)q(t), and the
expectation value is indeed independent of the choice of
sign conventions. Similarly, Âβα(t) is transformed to

Â′βα(t) = D(t)Âβα(t)D(t) , (H18)

and the expectation value (H14) does not depend on the
sign convention.

General Grassmann operators

The map between Grassmann operators A and quantum
operators Â extends to a general Grassmann operator A(t)
that depends only on the variables ψα(t+ε) and ψα(t). The

associated quantum operator Â(t) can be constructed as

Âτρ(t) =
(
ŜT (t)

)
τρ

∫
Dψ(t+ε)Dψ(t)g′σ(t+ε)K(t)A(t)gρ(t) .

(H19)
Indeed, the quantum rule for the expectation value yields,

qτ (t)Âτρ(t)qρ(t)

=

∫
Dψ(t+ ε)Dψ(t)g′σ(t+ ε)K(t)A(t)qρ(t)gρ(t)

=

∫
Dψ(t+ ε)Dψ(t)ḡ(t+ ε)K(t)A(t)g(t) ,

(H20)

which agrees with eq. (F7). For A(t) in a form where all
factors ψ(t+ ε) are to the left of factors ψ(t),

A(t) = A+[ψ(t+ ε)]A−[ψ(t)] , (H21)

(and K(t) involving only terms with an even number of
Grassmann variables) we can replace in A− the factors
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ψα(t) by aα, and for A+ substitute ψβ(t + ε) by a†β , such
that

Â(t) = ŜT (t)A+[a†β ]Ŝ(t)A−[aα] . (H22)

In the other direction, we can associate to the operator

B̂ = ŜÂ the Grassmann expression

K(t)A(t) = ḡ′τ (t+ ε)B̂τρ(t)ḡρ(t) , B̂(t) = Ŝ(t)Â(t) .
(H23)

For a given step evolution operator Ŝ(t) this allows us to

construct for every quantum observable Â(t) the Grass-
mann factor K(t)A(t). The expectation value 〈A(t)〉 ob-
tains then by replacing in the Grassmann functional in-
tegral for Z the local factor K(t) by the factor K(t)A(t).
The construction (H23) can be applied even if A(t) is not
available explicitly since only the product KA is needed.
This yields a general Grassmann expression [19] for all ob-
servables for which the expectation value can be computed
from the quantum rule. We recall that the association be-

tween ŜÂ and KA holds for even t, with a different formula
for odd t given in ref. [19]. The existence of this simple
general construction relies on the modulo two property of
Grassmann functional integrals.

An interesting special case for bilinear Grassmann op-
erators (H7) arises if for a given α one can find β such
that

a†βŜ(t)aα = Ŝ(t)a†αaα . (H24)

In this case the operator Âβα equals the particle number

operator N̂α. The simplest case where this is realized is

Ŝ(t) = 1 for even t, with a possible non-trivial Ŝ(t+ ε) for
odd t+ε. In this case the particle number observables nα(t)
are represented by the Grassmann operator ψα(t+ε)ψα(t).
The Grassmann variables ψα(t+ ε) play precisely the role
of the conjugate Grassmann variables in ref. [21]. This
generalizes to the automata (17) for which L is a fermion
bilinear. In this case the index β̄(α) for which eq. (H24) is
obeyed is given by

β̄(α) = Fβ̄α . (H25)

In particular, if t and t + ε are related by right- or left-
transport automata one has a simple Grassmann repre-
sentation of the occupation number observable Nα(t, x),

namely

Nα(t, x) = ψα(t+ ε, x± ε)ψα(t, x) . (H26)

In the continuum limit this yields the familiar expression

Nα(t, x) = ψα(t, x)ψα(t, x) . (H27)

I. Conserved quantities and symmetries

The familiar relation between symmetries and conserved
quantities holds for the evolution of probabilistic cellular
automata. For a global symmetry transformation D one

has Ŝ′ = DŜD−1 = Ŝ according to eq. (113). Observables
related by symmetry transformations have the same expec-
tation value if the symmetry is not broken spontaneously.
For fixed t we can perform a simultaneous symmetry trans-
formation (114) on q and Â, such that the expectation value
remains invariant (DTD = 1)

〈A〉 = 〈qTDTDÂDTDq〉 = q′
T
Â′q′ , (I1)

with

Â′ = DÂDT . (I2)

If the wave function is invariant under the symmetry, q′ =
q, one concludes that an observable A′ associated to Â′ has
the same expectation value as A,

〈A′〉 = qT Â′q = q′
T
Â′q′ = 〈A〉 . (I3)

If further the evolution is compatible with the symmetry,

Ŝ′ = DŜDT , an invariant wave function remains invariant
under the evolution

q′(t+ ε) =Ŝ(t)q′(t) = Ŝ′(t)q′(t)

=D(t+ ε)Ŝ(t)DT (t)D(t)q(t)

=D(t+ ε)Ŝ(t)q(t) = D(t+ ε)q(t+ ε) . (I4)

These considerations are perhaps still somewhat abstract
since the transformations act in the large space with arbi-
trary particle numbers. They show, however, that all stan-
dard quantum mechanical concepts for symmetries apply
fully to probabilistic automata. Important practical sim-
plifications occur if the symmetry transformations do not
change particle numbers and the step evolution preserves
particle number as well. For one-particle states the sym-
metry transformations are just what one is used to from
one-particle quantum mechanics.
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