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Asynchronous dynamics of isomorphic Boolean networks
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Abstract

A Boolean network is a function f : {0, 1}n → {0, 1}n from which several dynamics
can be derived, depending on the context. The most classical ones are the synchronous and
asynchronous dynamics. Both are digraphs on {0, 1}n, but the synchronous dynamics (which
is identified with f) has an arc from x to f(x) while the asynchronous dynamics A(f) has an
arc from x to x+ ei whenever xi 6= fi(x). Clearly, f and A(f) share the same information,
but what can be said on these objects up to isomorphism? We prove that if A(f) is only
known up to isomorphism then, with high probability, f can be fully reconstructed up to
isomorphism. We then show that the converse direction is far from being true. In particular,
if f is only known up to isomorphism, very little can be said on the attractors of A(f). For
instance, if f has p fixed points, then A(f) has at least max(1, p) attractors, and we prove
that this trivial lower bound is tight: there always exists h ∼ f such that A(h) has exactly
max(1, p) attractors. But A(f) may often have much more attractors since we prove that,
with high probability, there exists h ∼ f such that A(h) has Ω(2n) attractors.

1 Introduction

A Boolean network with n components is a function

f : {0, 1}n → {0, 1}n, x = (x1, . . . , xn) 7→ f(x) = (f1(x), . . . , fn(x)).

Many dynamics can be derived from f , the most two common ones being the synchronous and
the asynchronous dynamics, denoted S(f) and A(f), respectively. Both are digraphs with vertex
set {0, 1}n but they differ in their arcs: S(f) has an arc from x to f(x) for every x ∈ {0, 1}n

(and is usually identified with f), while A(f) has an arc from x to y whenever x and y only
differ in component i and fi(x) 6= xi. See Figure 1 for an illustration.

The choice of dynamics depends on the context. Notably, Boolean networks are very classical
models for the dynamics of gene networks, introduced in the seminal papers of Kaufman [10] and
Thomas [16]; but Kaufman proposed to use the synchronous dynamics while Thomas argued
that the asynchronous dynamics is more realistic. Since then, both dynamics are used to model
the same object, which is disturbing since the two dynamics often describe radically different
behaviors. It then seems natural to compare these dynamics, see e.g. [14, 5, 4, 6, 7, 11].

Many important dynamical parameters are invariant by isomorphism such as the number of
and size of attractors1, the transient length and so on. In other words, one often consider that
the important part of the behaviors described by S(f) or A(f) is contained in the structure of
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1The attractors of a digraph are its terminal strong components.
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Figure 1: Synchronous (left) and asynchronous (right) dynamics of the shift f(x1, x2) = (x2, x1).

the state transitions rather than in state labels. This leads us to study the relationships between
S(f) and A(f) up to isomorphism (the isomorphic relation is denoted ∼). In other words, given
two Boolean networks f, h, we are interested in the following two questions:

• What can be said on h when A(h) ∼ A(f)?

• What can be said on A(h) when h ∼ f?

Our first result shows that A(h) ∼ A(f) almost always implies h ∼ f : the unlabelled syn-
chronous dynamics can almost always be fully reconstructed from the unlabelled asynchronous
dynamics.

Theorem 1. Taking f uniformly at random, the probability that A(h) ∼ A(f) implies h ∼ f
for every h tends to 1 as n → ∞.

Our second result shows that, on the other direction, the unlabelled asynchronous dynamics
cannot be fully reconstructed from the unlabelled synchronous dynamics, except if this latter
corresponds to a constant or the identity.

Theorem 2. If f 6= cst, id and n ≥ 3, there exists h ∼ f such that A(h) 6∼ A(f).

However, we may ask if at least some important parameters of the unlabelled asynchronous
dynamics can be reconstructed from the unlabelled synchronous dynamics. Arguably, one of
the most important parameters is the number of attractors in A(f) [12, 13, 9, 17], and we thus
focus on this parameter. A basic observation is that f(x) = x if and only if x is of out-degree
0 in A(f). In other words, fixed points of f correspond to attractors of A(f) of size one. Since
A(f) has always at least one attractor, we deduce that

A(f) has at least max(1, fp(f)) attractors, (1)

where fp(f) is the number of fixed points of f . This is thus a lower bound on the number of
asynchronous attractors that only depends on the unlabelled synchronous dynamics. But can
we say something stronger? We provide a negative answer, showing that this trivial lower bound
is always tight.

Theorem 3. If f has a fixed point, there exists h ∼ f such that A(h) has exactly fp(f) attractors.
Otherwise, there exists h ∼ f such that A(h) has a unique attractor, which is of size ≤ 4.

Even if we cannot extract a non-trivial lower bound on the number of asynchronous attractors
from the unlabelled synchronous dynamics, we may ask if a non-trivial upper bound should be
obtained. However, we will prove that, most often, any such upper-bound is in Ω(2n). Indeed,
we will prove that if f2 has d images, then there exists h ∼ f such that A(h) has at least
⌊d/10⌋ attractors, each of size ≤ 4 (Lemma 17). Since the expected value of d is asymptotically
(1 − e−1+e−1

)2n ≃ 0.468 · 2n [3], and since the limit distribution of d is a Gaussian distribution
with variance c · 2n for some constant c > 0 [1], we obtain the following.
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Theorem 4. Taking f uniformly at random, the probability that there exists h ∼ f such that
A(h) has at least 0.046 · 2n attractors, each of size ≤ 4, tends to 1 as n → ∞.

Concerning attractor sizes, the upper bound 4 in Theorems 3 and 4 is tight, in that if f is
a permutation without limit cycle of length ≤ 2, then the attractors of A(f) are all of size ≥ 4
(Remark 2). On the opposite direction, if f is a permutation without fixed point (derangement),
then A(f) may contain a unique attractor spanning the 2n configurations.

Theorem 5. If f is a derangement, there exists h ∼ f such that A(h) is strongly connected.

All these results indicate that, from the unlabelled synchronous dynamics, almost nothing
can be said on the number and the size of the asynchronous attractors.

The paper is organized as follows. The main definitions are introduced in Section 2. Then,
Theorems 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 are proved in Sections 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 respectively. The most technical
proofs are that of Theorems 1 and 3.

2 Definitions

In the following, n is always a positive integer, and [n] = {1, . . . , n}. Elements of {0, 1}n are
called configurations, and those of [n] are called components. Let x, y ∈ {0, 1}n. The addition
x+y is computed component-wise modulo 2. We denote by 0 (resp. 1) the configuration x such
that xi = 0 (resp. 1) for all i ∈ [n]. We set x̄i = xi + 1 and x̄ = x+ 1. For i ∈ [n] we denote by
ei the configuration z such that zi = 1 and zj = 0 for all j 6= i. More generally, given distinct
i1, . . . , ik ∈ [n], we set ei1 ,...,ik = ei1 + · · · + eik . The weight w(x) of x is the number of i ∈ [n]
with xi = 1. The distance d(x, y) between x and y is the number of i ∈ [n] such that xi 6= yi.
Hence, d(x, y) = w(x + y). The partial order ≤ on {0, 1}n is defined by x ≤ y if and only if
xi ≤ yi for all i ∈ [n]. Given X ⊆ {0, 1}n, we set X̄ = {0, 1}n \ X. Given a, b ∈ {0, 1}n, we
denote by (a ↔ b) be the permutation of {0, 1}n that transposes a and b, that is, (a ↔ b)(a) = b,
(a ↔ b)(b) = a and (a ↔ b)(x) = x for all x 6= a, b.

Given a graph (resp. digraph) G, we denote by V (G) its vertex set and E (G) its edges (resp.
arcs). If G is undirected and has an edge between u and v we write uv ∈ E(G) or vu ∈ E(G)
indifferently. If G is directed and has an edge from u to v we write uv ∈ E(G) or u → v ∈ E(G).
Given two digraphs G,V , we write G∼H to mean that that G and H are isomorphic, that is,
there exits a bijection π : V (G) → V (H) such that, for all u, v ∈ V (G), we have uv ∈ E(G) if
and only if π(u)π(v) ∈ E(H); then π is an isomorphism from G to H. We denote by Cℓ the
(unlabelled) directed cycle of length ℓ, and Pℓ the (unlabelled) directed path of length ℓ (with
ℓ+ 1 vertices). Given an (unlabelled) digraph G and k ≥ 1, we denote by kG the (unlabelled)
digraph which consists of k vertex-disjoint copies of G. Given (unlabelled) digraphs G and H,
the disjoint union of G and H is denoted G + H. Given U ⊆ V (G), we denote by G [U ] the
subgraph of G induced by U .

We denote by F (n) the set of functions f : {0, 1}n → {0, 1}n. Let f ∈ F (n). The synchronous
graph of f is the directed graph S(f) on {0, 1}n with an arc from x to f(x) for all x ∈ {0, 1}n.
A limit cycle of f is a cycle of S(f). A periodic configuration of f of period p is a configuration
that belongs to a cycle of S(f) of length p. A fixed point of f is a configuration x such that
f(x) = x. Equivalently, it is a periodic configuration of period 1. We denote by FP(f ) the set
of fixed points of f and fp(f ) = |FP(f)|. The asynchronous graph of f ∈ F (n) is the digraph
A(f) on {0, 1}n with an arc from x to x + ei for all x ∈ {0, 1}n and i ∈ [n] with fi(x) 6= xi.
An attractor of A(f) is an inclusion-minimal non-empty set X ⊆ {0, 1}n such that A(f) has no
arc from X to X̄. Given two functions f, h ∈ F (n), we write f ∼ h to means that f and h are
isomorphic, that is, S(f) ∼ S(h).
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3 Synchronous reconstruction

In this section, we prove Theorem 1, that for almost all Boolean networks f , if A(h) ∼ A(f)
then h ∼ f : the unlabelled synchronous dynamics can be fully reconstructed from the unlabelled
asynchronous dynamics.

First, remark that this is not true for all Boolean networks as shown in Figure 2. In this
example, where n = 3, the asynchronous dynamics only contains 3 arcs among the n2n = 24
possible arcs, and is thus very sparse. Usual asynchronous dynamics are not sparse: they contain
n2n−1 arcs in average. We will prove that isomorphisms between such usual asynchronous
dynamics preserve the distance between configurations, which allows the reconstruction of the
synchronous dynamics without possible ambiguity (up to isomorphism).
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000

f h
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A(f) A(h)

Figure 2: Example of non-isomorphic Boolean networks with isomorphic asynchronous graphs.

To proceed to the details, we need some definitions. Let Qn denotes the n-cube, that is, the
graph on {0, 1}n where two configurations x, y are adjacent iff d(x, y) = 1. An isometry is an
automorphism of Qn, that is, a permutation π of {0, 1}n such that π(x)π(y) ∈ E(Qn) for all
xy ∈ E(Qn). We say that two graphs or digraphs G,H on {0, 1}n are isometric if there exists
an isomorphism between G and H which is an isometry.

Lemma 1. Let f, h ∈ F (n) and suppose that A(f) and A(h) are isometric. Then f ∼ h.

Proof. Given x ∈ {0, 1}n, let Af (x) be the out-neighbors of x in A(f). For all i ∈ [n], we have
fi(x) 6= xi iff A(f) has an arc from x to x+ ei. Hence,

f(x) = x+
∑

x+ei∈Af (x)

ei (2)

= x+
∑

y∈Af (x)

(x+ y). (3)

Suppose that some isomorphism π from A(f) to A(h) is an isometry. Then, there exists
a permutation σ of [n] and a configuration a ∈ {0, 1}n such that π(x) = σ(x) + a for all
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x ∈ {0, 1}n, where σ(x) = (xσ(1), . . . , xσ(n)); see [8, 15, 2] for instance. Given x, y ∈ {0, 1}n,
we have σ(x + y) = σ(x) + σ(y). Thus, π(x + y) = σ(x + y) + a = σ(x) + σ(y) + a =
π(x) + a + π(y) + a + a = π(x) + π(y) + a. We deduce that, for every odd integer k and
x1, . . . , xk ∈ {0, 1}n, we have π(x1 + · · · + xk) = π(x1) + · · · + π(xk). Since (3) is a sum of
2|Af (x)| + 1 terms (in which the term x appears |Af (x)| + 1 times), and since y ∈ Af (x) iff
π(y) ∈ Ah(π(x)) (because π is an isomorphism from A(f) to A(h)), we have

π(f(x)) = π(x) +
∑

y∈Af (x)

(π(x) + π(y)) = π(x) +
∑

π(y)∈Ah(π(x))

(π(x) + π(y)) = h(π(x)).

Thus, π is an isomorphism from f to h.

The above lemma allows us to translate Theorem 1 into a problem concerning spanning
subgraphs of Qn (that is, subgraphs of Qn obtained by deleting edges only). So let Ωn be
the set of spanning subgraphs of Qn and G ∈ Ωn. An embedding of G is a permutation π of
{0, 1}n such that π(x)π(y) ∈ E(Qn) for all xy ∈ E(G). An edge xy ∈ E(Qn) is solid in G if
π(x)π(y) ∈ E(Qn) for all embedding π of G. We denote by G̃ the graph obtained from G by
adding all the edges of Qn that are solid in G. Clearly, every edge of G is solid, that is, G ⊆ G̃.
We say that G is solid if G̃ = Qn; equivalently, all the embedding of G are isometries.

Let UA(f) be the undirected version of A(f) that is, the graph in Ωn with an edge between
x and y if and only if A(f) has an arc from x to y or from y to x. Our interest for solid
spanning subgraphs of Qn comes from the following property, which is an easy consequence of
Lemma 1. It shows that if UA(f) is solid, then the unlabelled synchronous dynamics of f can
be reconstructed from its unlabelled asynchronous dynamics.

Lemma 2. For every f, h ∈ F (n), if UA(f) is solid then

A(f) ∼ A(h) =⇒ f ∼ h.

Proof. Let π be an isomorphism from A(f) to A(h). Then, π is an isomorphism from UA(f) to
UA(h), and thus π is an embedding of UA(f). Since UA(f) is solid, π is an isometry. So A(f)
and A(h) are isometric and thus f ∼ h by Lemma 1.

Consequently, to prove Theorem 1 it is sufficient to prove that, taking f ∈ F (n) uniformly
at random, the probability that UA(f) is solid tends to 1 as n → ∞. Given xy ∈ E(Qn) and
f ∈ F (n) taken uniformly at random, the probability that A(f) has no arc from x to y and no
arc from y to x is 1/4. Hence, for all xy ∈ E(Qn), the probability that xy is an edge of UA(f)
is 3/4 and these events are pairwise independent. Hence, to prove Theorem 1 it is sufficient to
prove that if G is a random spanning subgraph of Qn obtained by selecting each edge of Qn

with probability p = 3/4 then the probability that G is solid (G̃ = Qn) tends to 1 as n → ∞.
We will actually prove something slightly stronger, Theorem 6 below, that p ≥ 0.72 is enough
for this property.

Let us first fix some notations. If A ⊆ E(Qn) and G ∈ Ωn, we abusively write A ⊆ G instead
of A ⊆ E(G), and we denote by |G| the number of edges in G (thus |Qn| = n2n−1). Given an
underlying fixed probability 0 ≤ p ≤ 1 of edge selection in Qn, we denote by Pr the probability
function over the sample space Ωn where the probability of an outcome H ∈ Ωn is

Pr[G = H] = p|H|(1− p)|Qn|−|H|.

Theorem 6. For 0.72 ≤ p ≤ 1 we have

lim
n→∞

Pr[G̃ = Qn] = 1.
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We begin with a simple observation.

Lemma 3. For every G,H ∈ Ωn, if G ⊆ H then G̃ ⊆ H̃.

Proof. Let xy ∈ E(G̃) and let π be an embedding of H. Since G ⊆ H, π is also an embedding
of G, and since xy is solid in G, we have π(x)π(y) ∈ E(Qn), and thus xy ∈ E(H̃).

For A,B ⊆ E(Qn), it is rather intuitive that Pr[B ⊆ G | A ⊆ G̃] ≥ Pr[B ⊆ G]: the fact that
a set A of edges is solid in G only increases the probability that a set B of edges is contained
in G. It is equivalently intuitive that Pr[B 6⊆ G | A ⊆ G̃] ≤ Pr[B 6⊆ G] as the event B 6⊆ G is
simply the negation of the event B ⊆ G. We prove this below in a stronger form.

Lemma 4. Let A ⊆ E(Qn) and disjoint sets B1, . . . , Bk ⊆ E(Qn). Let P be the set of G ∈ Ωn

with Bi 6⊆ G for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and suppose that A ⊆ G̃ for some G ∈ P . Then,

Pr[G ∈ P | A ⊆ G̃] ≤ Pr[G ∈ P ].

Proof. Let P0 = Ωn and, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let Pi be the set of G ∈ Ωn with Bj 6⊆ G for 1 ≤ j ≤ i.
We have,

Pr[G ∈ P | A ⊆ G̃] =
k
∏

i=1

Pr[Bi 6⊆ G | A ⊆ G̃ ∧G ∈ Pi−1]

=
k
∏

i=1

1− Pr[Bi ⊆ G | A ⊆ G̃ ∧G ∈ Pi−1]. (4)

Fix 1 ≤ i ≤ k and let us prove, by induction on |Bi|, that

Pr[Bi ⊆ G | A ⊆ G̃ ∧G ∈ Pi−1] ≥ Pr[Bi ⊆ G]. (5)

For |Bi| = 0 this is obvious so suppose that |Bi| > 0. Let e ∈ Bi and X := Bi \ e. Let also

pX := Pr[X ⊆ G | A ⊆ G̃ ∧G ∈ Pi−1],

pe := Pr[e ∈ G | A ⊆ G̃ ∧G ∈ Pi−1 ∧X ⊆ G].

Hence, (5) says
pX · pe ≥ Pr[Bi ⊆ G] = Pr[X ⊆ G] · Pr[e ∈ G].

By induction, pX ≥ Pr[X ⊆ G] thus it is sufficient to prove that pe ≥ Pr[e ∈ G] = p. Let R be
the set of H ∈ Pi−1 such that A ⊆ H̃ and X ⊆ H. Let R0 be the set of H ∈ R with e 6∈ H and
R1 := R \R0. Hence,

pe = Pr[G ∈ R1 | G ∈ R].

If R0 is empty, then R = R1 thus pe = 1 and we are done. So suppose that R0 is not empty.
For every H ∈ R0, let H ′ be obtained from H by adding e. We have X ⊆ H ⊆ H ′ and thus
A ⊆ H̃ ⊆ H̃ ′ by Lemma 3. Furthermore, if i = 1 then H ′ ∈ Pi−1 and otherwise, since e 6∈ Bj

for 1 ≤ j ≤ i − 1, we have H ′ ∈ Pi−1. Thus, H ′ ∈ R1. Hence, H 7→ H ′ is an injection from R0

to R1. For every H ∈ R0,

Pr[G = H] = p|H|(1− p)|Qn|−|H| =

(

1− p

p

)

p|H
′|(1− p)|Qn|−|H′| =

(

1− p

p

)

Pr[G = H ′].
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Hence, since H 7→ H ′ is an injection from R0 to R1,

Pr[G ∈ R0] =
∑

H∈R0

Pr[G = H]

=

(

1− p

p

)

∑

H∈R0

Pr[G = H ′]

≤

(

1− p

p

)

∑

F∈R1

Pr[G = F ]

=

(

1− p

p

)

Pr[G ∈ R1].

Consequently, setting r0 := Pr[G ∈ R0] and r1 := Pr[G ∈ R1], we have

pe = Pr[G ∈ R1 | G ∈ R] =
r1

r0 + r1
≥

r1
(

1−p
p

)

r1 + r1
= p.

This proves (5). Plugging (5) into (4) we obtain

Pr[G ∈ P | A ⊆ G̃] ≤
k
∏

i=1

1− Pr[Bi ⊆ G]

=
k
∏

i=1

Pr[Bi 6⊆ G]

= Pr[G ∈ P ].

The fact that an edge is solid in G is somewhat evanescent. This leads us to find a concrete
sufficient condition for an edge to be solid. We need some definitions. A staple S on an edge
xy of Qn is a path of Qn of length 3 between x and y, that is, three edges in Qn of the form
{xx′, x′y′, y′y}. Hence, there are n−1 staples on xy, and they are pairwise disjoint; see Figure 3.
The crucial observation is that if G contains at least 4 staples on xy, then xy is solid. Actually,
the weaker condition that G̃ contains at least 4 staples on xy is still sufficient for xy to be solid:

0000 1000

0100

0010

0001

1100

1010

1001

Figure 3: The three staples on 0e1 for n = 4.

Lemma 5. Let G ∈ Ωn and xy ∈ E(Qn). If G̃ contains at least 4 staples on xy then xy ∈ E(G̃).

Proof. Let π be an embedding of G. Suppose that G̃ contains 4 distinct staples on xy, say
S1, . . . , S4, and let Si = {xxi, xiyi, yiy}. Then, Pi := π(x)-π(xi)-π(yi)-π(y) is a path of length
3 in Qn between π(x) and π(y), and thus d(π(x), π(y)) ≤ 3 and d(π(x), π(y)) is odd. If

7



d(π(x), π(y)) = 3 then Qn has exactly 3 edges-disjoint paths of length 3 between π(x) and π(y),
which is a contradiction since P1, P2, P3, P4 are edges-disjoint paths of length 3 between π(x)
and π(y). Thus, d(π(x), π(y)) < 3 and this forces d(π(x), π(y)) = 1. Consequently, xy ∈ G̃.

We are now in position to prove Theorem 6.

Proof of Theorem 6. If p = 1 the result is obvious so suppose that 0.72 ≤ p < 1. Let
x1y1, . . . , xmym be an enumeration of the m = n2n−1 edges of Qn in such a way that for all
1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ m we have w(xi) < w(yi) and w(xi) ≤ w(xj). Let A0 = ∅ and, for 1 ≤ i ≤ m, let
Ai be the set of edges xjyj with 1 ≤ j ≤ i. We have

Pr[G̃ = Qn] =

m
∏

i=1

Pr[xiyi ∈ G̃ | Ai−1 ⊆ G̃]

=

m
∏

i=1

1− Pr[xiyi 6∈ G̃ | Ai−1 ⊆ G̃]. (6)

Let

q = 1− p3 + 0.01, ℓ =
1− p

1− p3
,

and note that q < 1 since p ≥ 0.72. In order to lower bound the probability that G̃ = Qn, we
will give an upper bound on the probability that xiyi 6∈ G̃ under the condition Ai−1 ⊆ G̃, which
only depends on w(xi): for n large enough,

Pr[xiyi 6∈ G̃ | Ai−1 ⊆ G̃] ≤ qnℓw(xi). (7)

Let S+ be the set of staples {xix, xy, yyi} on xiyi with w(xi) < w(x), and S− be the set of
staples {xix, xy, yyi} on xiyi with w(x) < w(xi). We have |S+| = n−w(xi)−1 and |S−| = w(xi).
Given a staple S = {xix, xy, yyi}, we set S′ = {yyi} if S ∈ S− and S′ = S otherwise. The
crucial observation is that if S ∈ S− then xix, xy ∈ Ai−1 so

Ai−1 ⊆ G̃ =⇒
(

S ⊆ G̃ ⇐⇒ S′ ⊆ G̃ ∀S ∈ S+ ∪ S−
)

. (8)

Given B ⊆ S+ ∪ S−, let P (B) be the set of G ∈ Ωn such that S′ 6⊆ G for all S ∈ B. For
S ∈ B, the probability that S′ ⊆ G is p3 if S ∈ S+ and p otherwise, so

Pr[G ∈ P (B)] = (1− p3)|B∩S
+|(1− p)|B∩S

−|.

By Lemma 5, if xiyi 6∈ G̃ then G̃ contains at most 3 staples on xiyi. Equivalently, there
exists a set B ⊆ S+ ∪ S− of size at least n− 4 such that S 6⊆ G̃ for all S ∈ B; by (8), under the
condition Ai−1 ⊆ G̃, this is equivalent to G̃ ∈ P (B), which implies G ∈ P (B). Consequently,
denoting by Λ the set of B ⊆ S+ ∪ S− of size at least n− 4, we deduce, using the union bound
for the first inequality and Lemma 4 for the second, that

Pr[xiyi 6∈ G̃ | Ai−1 ⊆ G̃] ≤
∑

B∈Λ

Pr[G ∈ P (B) | Ai−1 ⊆ G̃]

≤
∑

B∈Λ

Pr[G ∈ P (B)]

=
∑

B∈Λ

(1− p3)|B∩S
+|(1− p)|B∩S

−|.
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Since |B| ≥ n − 4 we have |B ∩ S+| ≥ n − w(xi) − 4 and |B ∩ S−| ≥ w(xi) − 3. Furthermore,
|Λ| =

∑3
k=0

( n−1
n−1−k

)

≤ n3. We deduce that

Pr[xiyi 6∈ G̃ | Ai−1 ⊆ G̃] ≤ n3(1− p3)n−w(xi)−4(1− p)w(xi)−3.

Since 1− p3 < q, for n large enough we have n3(1− p3)n−4(1− p)−3 ≤ qn and thus

Pr[xiyi 6∈ G̃ | Ai−1 ⊆ G̃] ≤ qn(1− p3)−w(xi)(1− p)w(xi) = qnℓw(xi).

This proves (7).

Pulgging (7) in (6) and noting that, for any integer 0 ≤ w ≤ n − 1 there are (n − w)
(

n
w

)

edges xiyi with w(xi) = w, we obtain, using the rough bound (n− w)
(n
w

)

≤ n(en/w)w,

Pr[G̃ = Qn] ≥
m
∏

i=1

1− qnℓw(xi)

=
n−1
∏

w=0

(1− qnℓw)(n−w)(nw)

≥ (1− qn)n
n−1
∏

w=1

(1− qnℓw)n(en/w)w . (9)

Since 1− x ≥ e−2x for any 0 ≤ x ≤ 1/2, and since 0 ≤ qnℓw ≤ qn ≤ 1/2 for n large enough,
we have 1− qnℓw ≥ e−2qnℓw and 1− qn ≥ e−2qn . Combining this with (9) we obtain

Pr[G̃ = Qn] ≥ e−2nqn
n−1
∏

w=1

e−2qnℓwn(en/w)w .

The derivative of the real function x 7→ ℓx(en/x)x is x 7→ (eℓn/x)x ln(ℓn/x). Hence, this
derivative has a unique root, namely ℓn, and is positive for x < ℓn and negative for x > ℓn.
Consequently, the maximum of ℓx(en/x)x is obtained for x = ℓn. We deduce that

Pr[G̃ = Qn] ≥ e−2nqn
n−1
∏

w=1

e−2qnℓℓnn(en/ℓn)ℓn

= e−2nqn
n−1
∏

w=1

e−2n(qeℓ)n

≥ e−2[n2(qeℓ)n+nqn].

Since p ≥ 0.72 we have qeℓ < 1. Hence, n2(qeℓ)n + nqn tends to 0 as n → ∞ and thus

lim
n→∞

Pr[G̃ = Qn] = 1.

9



4 Asynchronous reconstruction

In this section, we prove Theorem 2, that if f is neither constant nor the identity and n ≥ 3,
then there exists h ∼ f with A(h) 6∼ A(f): the unlabelled asynchronous dynamics cannot be
fully reconstructed from the unlabelled synchronous dynamics.

For every f ∈ F (n), we denote by ∆+(f) the set of configurations x such that f(x) = x̄;
equivalently, ∆+(f) is the set of configurations with out-degree n inA(f). Similarly, let ∆−(f) be
the set of configurations with in-degree n in A(f). We say that f contains 2P1 if its synchronous
graph contains two vertex-disjoint paths of length 1; equivalently, there exist configurations x, y
such that x, y, f(x), f(y) are all distinct. The next lemma shows that the presence of 2P1 is
sufficient for the existence of h ∼ f such that |∆+(h)| 6= |∆+(f)|, which implies A(h) 6∼ A(f).

Lemma 6. If f ∈ F (n) contains 2P1, then there exists h ∼ f with |∆+(h)| 6= |∆+(f)|.

Proof. Suppose that f contains 2P1. Hence, there are configurations a, b such that a, b, f(a), f(b)
are all distinct. Let x, y ∈ {0, 1}n with 0 < d(x, y) < n (so x, y, x̄ and ȳ are all distinct). Let

π = (a ↔ x) ◦ (b ↔ y) ◦ (f(a) ↔ x̄) ◦ (f(b) ↔ ȳ)

and

h1 = π ◦ f ◦ π−1, h2 = (y ↔ x̄) ◦ h1 ◦ (y ↔ x̄), h3 = (x̄ ↔ ȳ) ◦ h1 ◦ (x̄ ↔ ȳ).

See Figure 4 for an illustration.

For all i ∈ [3], let ∆i = ∆+(hi). We will prove that either |∆2| < |∆1| or |∆3| < |∆1|, which
proves the lemma (because f ∼ h1 ∼ h2 ∼ h3). Let X = {x, y, x̄, ȳ} and Y = {0, 1}n \X. For
all i, j ∈ [3], if z ∈ ∆i ∩ Y then hi(z) = z̄ ∈ Y thus hi(z) = hj(z) since (y ↔ x̄) and (x̄ ↔ ȳ) act
as the identity on Y , so that z ∈ ∆j ∩ Y . Consequently, ∆i ∩ Y ⊆ ∆j ∩ Y and thus

∆1 ∩ Y = ∆2 ∩ Y = ∆3 ∩ Y.

Hence, to prove that |∆2| < |∆1| or |∆3| < |∆1|, we have to prove that |∆2 ∩ X| < |∆1 ∩ X|
or |∆3 ∩X| < |∆1 ∩X|. Since |∆1 ∩X| ≥ 2 (because h1(x) = x̄ and h1(y) = ȳ), it is actually
sufficient to prove that |∆2∩X| ≤ 1 or |∆3∩X| = 0. Suppose first that h1(x̄) 6= ȳ or h1(ȳ) 6= x̄.
Then h2(y) 6= ȳ or h2(ȳ) 6= y, and since h2(x) = y 6= x̄, h2(x̄) = ȳ 6= x we have |∆2 ∩ X| ≤ 1.
Suppose now that h1(x̄) = ȳ and h1(ȳ) = x̄. Then, h3(x̄) = ȳ 6= x and h3(ȳ) = x̄ 6= y, and since
h3(x) = ȳ 6= x̄, h3(y) = x̄ 6= ȳ we have |∆3 ∩X| = 0.

a f(a)

b f(b)

x x̄

y ȳ

x y

x̄ ȳ

x ȳ

y x̄

f h1 h2 h3

Figure 4: Illustration for Lemma 6.

We now give another sufficient condition for the existence of h ∼ f with |∆+(h)| 6= |∆+(f)|.

Lemma 7. Let f ∈ F (n) with f 6= id and n ≥ 3. If f does not contain 2P1 and has at least 2
periodic configurations, then there exists h ∼ f with |∆+(h)| 6= |∆+(f)|.
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Proof. Suppose that f satisfies the conditions of the statement. Since f 6= id, there exists a
configuration a such that a 6= f(a) and such that f(a) is a periodic configuration; if f has a
limit cycle of length at least 2, we chose a in this limit cycle so that both a and f(a) are periodic
configurations. Let g = (ā ↔ f(a)) ◦ f ◦ (ā ↔ f(a)). Then, g(a) = ā and |∆+(g)| ≥ 1. We prove
below that there exists h ∼ g with |∆+(h)| < |∆+(g)|, which implies the lemma.

Suppose first that all the periodic configurations of g are fixed points (thus, a is a non-
periodic configuration). Let X be the non-periodic configurations of g distinct from a. Then,
ā is a fixed point of g and since g does not contain 2P1, either g(X) = {a} or g(X) = {ā}.
Furthermore, since g has at least two periodic configurations, it has a fixed point b 6= ā. We
then consider two cases, illustrated in Figure 5.

1. First, suppose that g(X) = {a} (see Figure 5-1). Let h = (ā ↔ b)◦g ◦(ā ↔ b). If x 6= h(x)
and x 6= a then h(x) = a and x 6= ā (since ā is a fixed point of h). Since h(a) = b 6= ā this
proves that |∆+(h)| = 0.

2. Second, suppose that g(X) = {ā} (see Figure 5-2). Let h = (a ↔ b) ◦ g ◦ (a ↔ b). If
x 6= h(x) then h(x) = ā and x 6= a (since a is a fixed point of h). Thus, |∆+(h)| = 0.

Suppose now that g has a limit cycle L of length 2. Since we chose a so that both a and f(a)
are periodic configurations of f , we have that a and g(a) = ā are periodic configurations of g, so
the configurations of L are a and ā, which implies |∆+(g)| ≥ 2 (see Figure 5-3). Furthermore,
since g does not contain 2P1, all the periodic configurations x 6= a, ā are fixed points. Let X be
the set of non-periodic configurations of g. Since g does not contain 2P1, either g(X) = {a} or
g(X) = {ā}. The two cases being symmetric, we assume, without loss, that g(X) = {a}. Let
b 6= a, ā and h = (ā ↔ b) ◦ g ◦ (ā ↔ b). Since h(a) = b and h(b) = a, we have a, b 6∈ ∆+(h). If
x 6= h(x) and x 6= a, b then h(x) = a, and thus x ∈ ∆+(h) if and only if x = ā. We deduce that
∆+(h) is either empty or only contains ā. Hence, |∆+(h)| ≤ 1 < |∆+(g)|.

Suppose finally that g has a limit cycle L of length ℓ ≥ 3. Since g does not contain 2P1, we
have ℓ = 3 and all the configurations outside of L are fixed points, so g is a permutation and L
contains a, ā and a third configuration b (see Figure 5-4). Let c be a fixed point of g distinct from
b̄, which exists since n ≥ 3, and let h = (ā ↔ c)◦g◦(ā ↔ c). We have h(a) = c 6= ā, h(c) = b 6= c̄
and h(b) = a 6= b̄. Furthermore, h(x) = x 6= x̄ for all x 6= a, b, c, and thus, |∆+(h)| = 0.

By the two previous lemmas, it remains to treat the case where f does not contain 2P1 and
has a unique periodic configuration. We prove below that these properties forces |∆+(f)| = 1.
However, if f is not constant there exists h ∼ f with |∆−(h)| 6= |∆−(f)|. This finishes the proof
of Theorem 2.

Lemma 8. Let f ∈ F (n) with f 6= cst and n ≥ 3. If f does not contain 2P1 and has a unique
periodic configuration, then |∆+(f)| = 1 and there exists h ∼ f with |∆−(h)| 6= |∆−(f)|.

Proof. Suppose that f does not contain 2P1. Let b be the unique periodic configuration of f ,
which is thus a fixed point, and let a be a pre-image of b. Since f 6= cst and f does not contain
2P1, for all x 6= a, b we have f(x) = a. We then easily check that ∆+(f) = {a} if b = ā and
∆+(f) = {ā} otherwise.

Let π1, π2 be permutations of {0, 1}n such that π1 sends a, b on 0,1, and π2 sends a, b on
0, e1,2. Let h1 = π1 ◦ f ◦ π−1

1 and h2 = π2 ◦ f ◦ π−1
2 . See Figure 6 for an illustration. We will

prove that
∆−(h1) = {0, e1, e2, . . . , en}, ∆−(h2) = {0}.

and thus |∆−(h1)| 6= |∆−(h2)|, which implies the lemma. Let k ∈ {1, 2} and i ∈ [n]. Since
hk(ei) = 0, A(hk) has an arc from ei to 0, and thus 0 ∈ ∆−(hk). Let x with w(x) ≥ 2. Then,
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X
• •

ā

a

b •

X
• •

b

a

ā •

g h

(5-1)

X
• •

ā

a

b •

X
• •

ā

b

a •

g h

(5-2)

X
• •

ā

a

b •

X
• •

b

a

ā •

g h

(5-3)

a ā b c • a c b ā •

g h

(5-4)

Figure 5: Illustration for Lemma 7.

there exists j ∈ [n] such that xj = 1 and x + ej 6= e1,2. Then, hk(x + ej) = 0 and thus A(hk)
has no arc from x+ ej to x, so that x 6∈ ∆−(hk). Hence, so far, 0 ∈ ∆−(hk) ⊆ {0, e1, . . . , en}.
Since h1(0) = 1, A(h1) has an arc from 0 to ei. Furthermore, for j 6= i we have ei,j 6= 1
(since n ≥ 3) so h1(ei,j) = 0 and we deduce that A(h1) has an arc from ei,j to ei. Hence,
ei ∈ ∆−(h1) and this proves ∆−(h1) = {0, e1, e2, . . . , en}. Finally, since h2(0) = e1,2, A(h2) has
no arc from 0 to {e3, . . . , en} and since h2(e1,2) = e1,2, A(h2) has no arc from e1,2 to {e1, e2}.
Thus, ∆−(h2) = {0}.

Remark 1. For n = 2, there is, up to isomorphism, a unique Boolean network which does not
satisfies Theorem 1, namely, the one with a fixed point and a limit cycle of length 3; see Figure 7.
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• •

b

a

• •

1

0

• •

e1,2

0

f h1 h2

Figure 6: Illustration for Lemma 8.

f ∼
• •

•

• ⇐⇒ A(f) ∼
•

• •

•

Figure 7: Illustration for Remark 1.

5 Few and small attractors

5.1 Asynchronous convergence toward fixed points

In this subsection we prove the first assertion in Theorem 3: if f has at least one fixed point,
there exists h ∼ f such that A(h) has fp(f) attractors. Since fp(f) = fp(h), this is equivalent
to say that A(h) has a path from any configuration to a fixed point of h. We actually prove
something stronger; the precise statement, Theorem 7 below, needs some definitions. An arc
from x to y in A(f) is increasing if x < y and decreasing otherwise. A path is decreasing if all
its arcs are decreasing. Hence, a decreasing path from x to y is of length d(x, y) ≤ n. A path is
almost decreasing if all its arc, except possibly one, are decreasing. Hence, an almost-decreasing
path from x to y is of length at most d(x, y) + 1 ≤ n+ 1.

Theorem 7. Let f ∈ F (n) with at least one fixed point. There exists h ∼ f such that A(h) has
an almost decreasing path from any configuration to FP(h).

To illustrate the proof technic, suppose that f has a unique fixed point, say z, and no other
periodic configurations, that is f is a nilpotent function. Then S(f) is an in-tree plus a loop
on the root z. Let � be a topological order of this is in-tree, that is, a total order on {0, 1}n

such that f(x) ≺ x for all x 6= z. There is then a permutation π of {0, 1}n such that x � y
implies w(π(x)) ≤ w(π(y)), we say that such a permutation is monotone. Since z is the �-
minimal element, we have π(z) = 0 by monotonicity, and thus 0 is the unique fixed point of
h = π ◦ f ◦ π−1. Furthermore, for every x 6= 0, we have π−1(x) 6= z, thus f(π−1(x)) ≺ π−1(x)
so that w(h(x)) ≤ w(x) by monotonicity. Since x is not a fixed point of h, we deduce that
hi(x) < xi for some i ∈ [n], that is, A(h) has a decreasing arc starting from x. It follows that
A(h) has a decreasing path from any configuration to 0. See Figure 8 for an illustration.

With a similar but more technical argument, we can obtain a more general result of con-
vergence by decreasing paths, Lemma 9 below. The statement is kept as general as possible, in
order to be used later to treat the case where f has no fixed point, and it involves the several
definitions.

Let f, h ∈ F (n) and X ⊆ {0, 1}n. We say that h is X-converging (by decreasing paths) if
A(h) has a decreasing path from any configuration to X ∪ FP(h). We say that h is robustly

13



• • • • • • • • (a)

000 001 010 100 011 101 110 111 (b)

000 001 010 100 011 101 110 111 (c)

Figure 8: (a) Unlabelled synchronous dynamics of a nilpotent function f ∈ F (3) with a topo-
logical order, increasing from left to right. (b) Function h ∼ f obtained with a monotone
permutation. (c) Decreasing transitions of A(h), showing that there is a decreasing path from
any configuration to 000.

X-converging if π ◦ h ◦ π−1 is X-converging for every permutation π of {0, 1}n acting as the
identity on X̄. Taking π = id, we see that if h is robustly X-converging, then h is X-converging.
We write h ∼X f to means that h ∼ f and that, for all x ∈ X,

• h(x) = f(x) if f(x) ∈ X;

• h(x) 6∈ X otherwise.

In other words, h ∼X f iff and only if h ∼ f and the subgraph of S(h) induced by X is equal to
the subgraph of S(f) induced by X. Finally, we say that X is an down set if x ∈ X and y ≤ x
implies y ∈ X; and X is an upper set if X̄ is a down set.

Lemma 9. Let f ∈ F (n) and let X ⊆ {0, 1}n be a non-empty down set with f(X̄) 6= X̄. Suppose
that, for all 1 < ℓ < n, X̄ contains at least

(n−1
ℓ−1

)

+ 1 configurations of weight ℓ. There exists a
robustly X-converging function h ∼X f .

This lemma will be proved later (in Section 5.3); for the moment we show that it easily
implies Theorem 7.

Proof of Theorem 7 (assuming Lemma 9). We consider two cases.

1. Suppose that f is not a permutation. Since f has a fixed point, there exists g ∼ f such
that g(0) = 0. Let X = {0}, which is a down set. Since g is not a permutation, we
have g(X̄) 6= X̄. Furthermore, for all 1 < ℓ < n, the number of x ∈ X̄ with w(x) = ℓ is
(

n
ℓ

)

>
(

n−1
ℓ−1

)

. Thus, by Lemma 9, there exists a robustly X-converging function h ∼X g.
Hence, A(h) has a decreasing path from any configuration to {0} ∪ FP(h). Since h ∼X g
we have h(0) = g(0) = 0 and thus A(h) has a decreasing path from any configuration
to FP(h).

2. Suppose that f is a permutation. If f = id the result is obvious so suppose that f 6= id.
Since f has a fixed point and f 6= id, there exists g ∼ f such that g(0) = 0 and g1(e1) = 0.

14



Let X = {0, e1}, which is a down set. Since g(e1) 6= e1 and g(e1) 6= 0 = g(0) (because g is
a permutation), we have g(e1) ∈ X̄ and thus g(X̄) 6= X̄ . Furthermore, for all 1 < ℓ < n,
the number of x ∈ X̄ with w(x) = ℓ is

(n
ℓ

)

>
(n−1
ℓ−1

)

. Thus, by Lemma 9, there exists
a robustly X-converging function h ∼X g. Hence, A(h) has a decreasing path from any
configuration to {0, e1} ∪ FP(h), and since h ∼X g we have h(0) = g(0) = 0. We then
consider two subcases:

2.1. Suppose that h1(e1) = 0. Then A(h) has a decreasing arc from e1 to 0. Thus, A(h)
has a decreasing path from any configuration to FP(h).

2.2. Suppose that h1(e1) = 1. Then h(e1) 6∈ X: since h ∼X g, if g(e1) ∈ X then h1(e1) =
g1(e1) = 0, a contradiction; so g(e1) 6∈ X and thus h(e1) 6∈ X. Let π = (0 ↔ e1)
and h′ = π ◦ h ◦ π. Since h is robustly X-converging and π acts as the identity
on X̄ , h′ is X-converging: A(h′) has a decreasing path from any configuration to
{0, e1} ∪ FP(h′). Furthermore, h′(e1) = π(h(π(e1))) = π(h(0)) = π(0) = e1 and
h′(0) = π(h(π(0))) = π(h(e1)) = h(e1), where the last equality holds since h(e1) 6∈ X.
So h′1(0) = h1(e1) = 1. Thus, A(h′) has an increasing arc from 0 to e1 and we deduce
that A(h′) has an almost decreasing path from any configuration to FP(h′).

5.2 Asynchronous convergence toward a unique small attractor

In this subsection we prove the second assertion of Theorem 3 for n ≥ 5, with additional
information on the paths reaching the unique small asynchronous attractors; the case n ≤ 4 is
treated in Appendix A.

Theorem 8. Let f ∈ F (n) without fixed point, n ≥ 5. There exists h ∼ f such that A(h) has
an attractor A of size ≤ 4 and A(h) has an almost decreasing path from any configuration to A.

The proof technic follows that of Theorem 7. To explain the analogy, let us first give a rough
summary of the proof of Theorem 7. First, we obtain g ∼ f by “plugging” in X a “pattern”,
which is either a fixed point 0 (case 1) or a fixed point 0 and e1 with g1(e1) = 0 (case 2); the
choice is done so that g(X̄) 6= X̄ and A(g) has a decreasing path from any configuration in X
to a fixed point. We then use Lemma 9 to obtain a robustly X-converging function h ∼X g. If
A(h) still has a decreasing path from any configuration in X to a fixed point then we are done
(case 1 and 2.1). Otherwise, we apply a “correction”: we swap configurations in X to obtain
h′ ∼ h so that A(h′) has an almost decreasing path from any configuration in X to a fixed point
(case 2.2). Since h is robustly X-converging, h′ is still X-converging and we are done.

To prove Theorem 8 we proceed similarly, except that we obtain g ∼ f by “plugging” in X
more sophisticated “patterns”. Any such pattern forces A(g) to contain an attractor A ⊆ X of
size at most 4 and an almost decreasing path from any configuration inX to A. Furthermore, the
pattern is chosen so that g(X̄) 6= X̄ . We then use Lemma 9 to obtain a robustly X-converging
function h ∼X g. Then A is still an attractor of A(h), and if A(h) still has an almost decreasing
path from any configuration in X to A then we are done. Otherwise, we apply a “correction”:
we permute configurations in X to obtain h′ ∼ h so that A(h′) has an almost decreasing path
from any configuration in X to an attractor A′ with the same size as A. Since h is robustly X-
converging, h′ is still X-converging and we are done. Actually, this works well except if f2 = id,
and for that case we have a direct proof (Lemma 13).

There are 16 possibles patterns: patterns P1 ,P2 ,P3 ,P4 ,P5 ,P6 are described in Figure 9
and called closed patterns; for a = 0, 1, patterns Pa

1 ,P
a
2 ,P

a
3 ,P

a
4 ,P

a
5 are described in Figures 10

and 11 and called a-open patterns. A closed pattern Pk is a digraph with vertices in {0, 1}n, and
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we say that f contains Pk if Pk is a subgraph of S(f). An a-open pattern Pa
k is a digraph with

vertices in {0, 1}n plus a special arc, which is x → a∗ for some configuration x. We then say
that x is the special configuration of the pattern and that S(f) contains x → a∗ if f1(x) = a.
Then f contains a pattern Pa

k if S(f) contains every arc of Pa
k , including the special arc.

Each pattern P is associated with an asynchronous pattern A(P), described in Figures 9, 10
and 11; we easily check that if f contains P then A(P) is a subgraph of A(f). This asynchronous
pattern A(P) has a unique attractor, denoted A(P), which is of size at most 4 (represented in
blue in Figures 9, 10 and 11). The vertex set of A(P) (which does not include the configurations
a∗ of the a-open patterns) is denoted X(P) and X̄ (P) is its complement. Note that A(P) has
an almost decreasing path from any configuration in X(P) to A(P). Note also that X(P) is a
down set.

P1 0 e1 A(P1) e10

P2

e2 e1,2

e10

A(P2)

e1

e2

0

e1,2

P3
e1

e2

0 e1,2 A(P3)

e1

e2

0

e1,2

P4

e2 0 e1,2

e1,3e1e3
A(P4)

e2

0

e1,2

e1,3

e1

e3

P5

e2 0 e1,2

e1,3e1e3
A(P5)

e2

0

e1,2

e1,3

e1

e3

P6

e2 0 e1,2

e1,3e1e3
A(P6)

e2

0

e1,2

e1,3

e1

e3

Figure 9: Closed patterns.

The following is straightforward to check, and show that patterns produce small attractors.

Lemma 10. If f ∈ F (n) contains a pattern P then A(P) is an attractor of A(f) of size ≤ 4
and A(f) has an almost decreasing path from any configuration in X(P) to A(P).

We say that f properly contains a pattern P if f contains P and X = X(P) satisfies the
condition of Lemma 9; since X is always a down set, this condition is: f(X̄) 6= X̄ and, for all
1 < ℓ < n, X̄ contains at least

(

n−1
ℓ−1

)

+1 configurations of weight ℓ. We now show that patterns
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e2

0

e2,3

e1,3

e1

e3

e1,2

e1,2,3

P0
5

e2 0 e2,3 e1,3 e3 e1 0∗ A(P0
5 )
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Figure 10: 0-open patterns.

are unavoidable (this corresponds to the first step in the sketch of the proof of Theorem 8 given
above):

Lemma 11. Let f ∈ F (n) without fixed point, and suppose that f2 6= id and n ≥ 5. There
exists g ∼ f such that g properly contains a closed or 0-open pattern P.

Proof. Let P be any pattern and X = X(P). Firstly, for 4 ≤ ℓ < n, since X contains no
configuration of weight ℓ, X̄ contains

(n
ℓ

)

>
(n−1
ℓ−1

)

configurations of weight ℓ. Secondly, since X

contains at most one configuration of weight 3, X̄ contains least
(n
3

)

−1 configurations of weight

3; this exceeds
(

n−1
2

)

since n ≥ 5. Thirdly, since X contains at most three configurations of

weight 2, X̄ contains at least
(

n
2

)

− 3 configurations of weight 2; this exceeds
(

n−1
1

)

since n ≥ 5.
Consequently, g properly contains P iff g contains P and g(X̄) 6= X̄. So we only have to prove
that there exists g ∼ f such that g contains a closed or 0-open pattern P with g(X̄) 6= X̄ , where
X̄ always means X̄(P). We proceed case by case, denoting ℓ and L the minimum and maximum
length of a limit cycle of f :

• ℓ = 2. If L ≥ 3 then, considering a cycle of length 2 and a path of length 3 in the
cycle of length L, we deduce that there exists g ∼ f containing P = P0

1 , and g(X̄) 6= X̄
since the image (0∗) of the special configuration (e1) is in X̄. If L = 2 then f is not a
permutation since otherwise f2 = id. Furthermore, there exists g ∼ f containing P = P1,
and g(X̄) 6= X̄ since g is not a permutation.
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Figure 11: 1-open patterns.

• ℓ = 3. If L ≥ 4 then, considering a cycle of length 3 and a path of length 4 in the cycle
of length L, we deduce that there exists g ∼ f containing P = P0

2 , and g(X̄) 6= X̄ since
the image of the special configuration is in X̄ . If L = 3 then f is not a permutation, and
we have two cases. If f has at least two limit cycles, then there exists g ∼ f containing
P = P4, and g(X̄) 6= X̄ since g is not a permutation. If f has a unique limit cycle then,
since f is not a permutation, there exists g ∼ f containing P = P3, and g(X̄) 6= X̄ since
all the periodic configurations of g are in X.

• ℓ = 4. If f has at least two limit cycles then, considering a cycle of length 4 and a path
of length 4 in a second cycle, we deduce that there exists g ∼ f containing P = P0

3 , and
g(X̄) 6= X̄ since the image of the special configuration is in X̄. If f has a unique limit
cycle then f is not a permutation. Furthermore, there exists g ∼ f containing P = P2,
and g(X̄) 6= X̄ since g is not a permutation.

• ℓ = 5. If f has at least two limit cycles then, considering a cycle of length 5 and a path
of length 4 in a second cycle, we deduce that there exists g ∼ f containing P = P0

4 , and
g(X̄) 6= X̄ since the image of the special configuration is in X̄. If f has a unique limit
cycle then f is not a permutation. We deduce that there exists g ∼ f containing P5, and
g(X̄) 6= X̄ since all the periodic configurations of g are in X.

• ℓ = 6 and L = 6. Then f is not a permutation. Furthermore, there exists g ∼ f containing
P = P6, and g(X̄) 6= X̄ since g is not a permutation.

18



• ℓ ≥ 6 and L ≥ 7. Considering a path of length 6 in a cycle of length L, we deduce that
there exists g ∼ f containing P = P0

5 , and g(X̄) 6= X̄ since the image of the special
configuration is in X̄.

The proof Theorem 8 is now an easy consequence Lemma 11 and the following lemma, which
is proved assuming Lemma 9.

Lemma 12. Let g ∈ F (n) without fixed point. Suppose that g properly contains an open or
0-pattern P. There exists h ∼ g such that A(h) has an attractor A of size ≤ 4 and an almost
decreasing path from any configuration to A.

Proof of Lemma 12 (assuming Lemma 9). Let X = X(P). Since g properly contains P,
by Lemma 9, there exists a robustly X-converging function h ∼X g. If h contains P then, by
Lemma 10, A(P) is an attractor of A(h) of size ≤ 4 and A(h) has an almost decreasing path
from any configuration in X to A(P), so we are done.

So suppose that h does not contain P. Since g contains P and h ∼X g, we deduce that P
is a 0-open pattern, say P = P0

k , and that S(h) contains all the arcs of P except its special arc
x → 0∗, that is: S(h) contains the induced subgraph P[X] but h1(x) = 1 6= g1(x); since x ∈ X
and h(x) 6= g(x), we have h(x) 6∈ X. Let P ′ = P1

k . Since P[X] and P ′[X] are isomorphic, there
exists a permutation π, acting as the identity on X̄ , such that h′ = π ◦ h ◦ π−1 contains P ′[X].
Since x is the unique vertex of out-degree zero in P[X], π(x) is the unique vertex of out-degree
zero in P ′[X], that is, π(x) is the special configuration of P ′. Since x ∈ X and h(x) 6∈ X,
we have h′(π(x)) = h(x), thus h′1(π(x)) = h1(x) = 1 and thus S(h′) contains the special arc
π(x) → 1∗ of P ′. Hence, h′ contains P ′ (see Figure 12 for an illustration). Since h is robustly
X-converging and π acts as the identity on X̄ , the function h′ is X-converging: A(h′) has a
decreasing path from any configuration to X. By Lemma 10, A(P ′) is an attractor of A(h′) of
size ≤ 4 and A(h′) has an almost decreasing path from any configuration in X to A(P ′), so we
are done.

e1e1,2

e20

0∗
−→

e1e1,2

e20

1∗

π
−→

e1 e1,2

e2 0 1∗

g h h′

Figure 12: Correction step in the proof of Theorem 8 for P = P0
1 .

It remains to treat the case f2 = id, which is easy.

Lemma 13. Let f ∈ F (n) with no fixed point and f2 = id. There exists h ∼ f such that A(h)
has an attractor A of size ≤ 4 and an almost decreasing path from any configuration to A.

Proof. Since f has no fixed point and f2 = id, S(f) consists of exactly 2n−2 cycles of length 2.
For n = 2, we consider the negation h, that is h(x) = x̄ for all x ∈ {0, 1}2; then h ∼ f and A(h) is
strongly connected so we are done. So suppose that n ≥ 3. Let X = {0, 1}n \{0, e1, e2, ē1, ē2,1}
and let h ∈ F (n) defined by:

h(0) = e1
h(e1) = 0

h(1) = e2
h(e2) = 1

h(ē1) = ē2
h(ē2) = ē1

h(x) = x̄ for all x ∈ X.
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One easily check that S(h) consists of 2n−2 cycles of length 2, so h ∼ f , and that {0, e1} is an
attractor of A(h). If x 6∈ {0, e2}, then there exists i ∈ [n] with hi(x) < xi and thus A(h) has
the decreasing arc x → x + ei. We deduce A(h) has a decreasing path from any configuration
to {0, e2}. Since A(h) has the almost decreasing path e2 → e2,3 → e3 → 0, A(h) has an almost
decreasing path from any configuration to 0.

5.3 Decreasing Lemma

In this subsection, we prove Lemma 9, used several times above. Let us first give a rough
description of the proof. Let f ∈ F (n) and let X ⊆ {0, 1}n be a down set with f(X̄) 6= X̄ .
First we consider a total order � on X̄ , called good order, which is a kind of topological sort of
the subgraph of S(f) induced by X̄. Roughly, each cycle correspond to an interval, and � is a
topological sort on the acyclic part; see Figure 13(a). The important point is that the cycles are
not intertwined, and that the maximal element is in the acyclic part (the acyclic part is non-
empty because f(X̄) 6= X̄). We then consider a permutation π of {0, 1}n, acting as the identity
on X, such that x � y implies w(π(x)) ≤ w(π(y)); such a permutation is said monotone. Setting
h = π ◦ f ◦ π−1, and taking x ∈ X̄ with h(x) ≺ x, we have w(h(x)) ≤ w(x) by monotonicity,
and thus A(h) has a decreasing arc starting from x. Also, if f(x) ∈ X then there is decreasing
transition starting from x since X is a down set. Actually, if x is not a fixed point and there
is no decreasing arc starting from x, that is x < f(x), then x ≺ f(x) and thus x is in a cycle;
see Figure 13(b). We can however fix this problem by swapping h(x) and a configuration y ∈ X̄
with the same weight; for that we need enough elements in X̄, so the counting condition in
the statement of Lemma 9. This swap keeps the monotonicity and adds a decreasing transition
starting from x; see Figure 13(b). Since cycles are not intertwined, with several such corrections,
we eventually obtain a permutation π, acting as the identity on X, such that h = π ◦ f ◦ π−1

is X-converging; and because X is a down set and π acts as the identity on X, h is robustly
X-converging and h ∼X f .

We now proceed to the details. Let f ∈ F (n) and Y ⊆ {0, 1}n. A good order of f on Y is a
total order � on Y such that

x ≺ y � f(x) ⇒ f(y) ≺ y.

Lemma 14. Let f ∈ F (n) and Y ⊆ {0, 1}n. Then, f has a good order on Y and, for every
x ∈ Y \ f(Y ), f has a good order on Y whose maximal element is x.

Proof. Let S1, . . . , Sr be the connected components of the subgraph of S(f) induced by Y . For
1 ≤ i ≤ r, let Ti be defined as follows. If Si is acyclic then Ti = Si. Otherwise, Si has a unique
cycle; we take any x in this cycle and let Ti be obtained from Si by deleting the arc from x to
f(x). In both cases, Ti is a tree with a unique vertex of out-degree zero, denoted xi. Hence, Ti

has a topological order �i, that is, a total order on the vertex set of Ti with f(x) ≺i x for all
x in Ti distinct from xi. Let � be the total order on Y defined as follows: for all x, y ∈ Y , let
1 ≤ i, j ≤ r such that x is in Ti and y in Tj ; then x � y if and only if either i < j or i = j and
x �i y. Then � is a good order of f on Y . Indeed, suppose that x ≺ y � f(x). Since x and f(x)
are in the same component, say Si, we have x ≺i f(x) thus x = xi. Let Sj be the connected
component containing y. Since x ≺ y � f(x) we have i ≤ j ≤ i. Thus, y and f(y) are in Si and
since y 6= x = xi we have f(y) ≺i y and thus f(y) ≺ y. Furthermore, given x ∈ Y \ f(Y ) we can
re-order the connected components so that x is in Sr. Since x has in-degree zero in Tr, we can
choose �r so that x is its maximal element. Then x is the maximal element of �.

We need another lemma, giving a sufficient condition to obtain the conclusion of Lemma 9.
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0000 1000 0100 0101 1010 1001 0001 1100 0010 1111 1110 0011 1101 0111 1011 0110

X X̄

(a)

0000 1000 0100 0010 0001 1100 1010 1001 0110 0101 0011 1110 1101 1011 0111 1111

X X̄

(b)

0000 1000 0100 0010 0001 1100 1001 1010 0110 0101 0011 1110 1101 1011 0111 1111

X X̄

(c)

0000 1000 0100 0010 0001 1100 1001 1010 0110 0101 0011 1110 1101 1011 0111 1111

X X̄

(d)

Figure 13: (a) Down set X ⊆ {0, 1}4 and function f ∈ F (4) represented with a good order on X̄ ,
from left to right. (b) Function h ∼ f obtained with a monotone permutation: configurations in
X̄ have non-decreasing weight. h is not X-converging: there is no decreasing transition starting
from 0001 since 0001 < h(0001) = 1001. (c) Function h′ ∼ h obtained by swapping 1001 and
1010. h′ is X-converging since there is no configurations x ∈ X̄ with x < h′(x). (d) Subgraph
of A(h′), showing that h′ is X-converging.
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Lemma 15. Let f ∈ F (n) and X ⊆ {0, 1}n be a non-empty down set. Suppose that there exists
a permutation π of {0, 1}n, acting as the identity on X, such that h = π◦f ◦π−1 is X-converging.
Then h is robustly X-converging and h ∼X f .

Proof. The fact that h ∼X f simply follows from the fact that π acts as the identity on X.
So it remains to prove that h is robustly X-converging. Let σ be any permutation of {0, 1}n

acting as the identity on X̄ , and let h′ = σ ◦ h ◦ σ−1. We have to prove that h′ is X-converging,
which is equivalent to prove that A(h′) has a decreasing arc starting from each configuration in
X̄ \FP(h′). Suppose, for a contradiction, that there exists x ∈ X̄ \FP(h′) with x < h′(x). Since
x ∈ X̄ and since X̄ is an upper set, we have h′(x) ∈ X̄. Since σ acts as the identity on X̄ we
obtain h(x) = h′(x). Thus, x < h(x), and this contradicts the fact that h is X-converging. So
h′ is X-converging, and thus h is robustly X-converging.

We are now ready to prove Lemma 9, that we restate.

Lemma 9. Let f ∈ F (n) and let X ⊆ {0, 1}n be a non-empty down set with f(X̄) 6= X̄. Suppose
that, for all 1 < ℓ < n, X̄ contains at least

(n−1
ℓ−1

)

+ 1 configurations of weight ℓ. There exists a
robustly X-converging function h ∼X f .

Proof. Let Y = X̄ which is an upper set since X is a down set. Since f(Y ) 6= Y , there exists
a ∈ Y \f(Y ). By Lemma 14, there exists a good order � of f on Y whose maximal element is a.
Given a permutation π of {0, 1}n, we denote by �π the total order on π(Y ) defined as follows:
for all x, y ∈ Y ,

π(x) �π π(y) ⇐⇒ x � y.

Let Π be the set of permutations π of {0, 1}n such that π acts as the identity on X and �π

is monotone, that is
x �π y ⇒ w(x) ≤ w(y).

It is obvious that Π 6= ∅. Furthermore, for all π ∈ Π we have π(Y ) = Y (since π acts as
the identity on X), so �π is a monotone total order on Y . In addition, �π is a good order
of h = π ◦ f ◦ π−1. Indeed, let x, y ∈ Y and suppose that π(x) ≺π π(y) �π h(π(x)), which
is equivalent to x ≺ y � f(x). Since � is a good order of f , we have f(y) ≺ y, and thus
h(π(y)) = π(f(y)) ≺π π(y).

Given π ∈ Π, we set fπ = π ◦ f ◦ π−1 and

Zπ = {x ∈ Y | x < fπ(x)}.

Suppose that there exists π ∈ Π such that Zπ = ∅, and let h = fπ. Since Zπ = ∅, for all
x ∈ Y , we have x 6< h(x) thus either h(x) = x or hi(x) < xi for some i ∈ [n], that is, A(h)
has a decreasing arc starting from x. Thus, h is X-converging. By Lemma 15, h is robustly
X-converging and h ∼X f so the lemma holds.

Consequently, it is sufficient to prove that Zπ = ∅ for some π ∈ Π. Suppose, by contradiction,
that Zπ 6= ∅ for all π ∈ Π. Given π ∈ Π, we set

wπ = min
x∈Zπ

w(x).

Let π ∈ Π which maximizes wπ and h = fπ. Let x ∈ Zπ with w(x) = wπ. Since x < h(x) and
Y is an upper set, we have h(x) ∈ Y . Since a is the maximal element of �, and since 1 is the
maximal element of �π, we have π(a) = 1. Thus if h(x) = 1 we have

a = π−1(1) = π−1(h(x)) = π−1(π(f(π−1(x)))) = f(π−1(x)),
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and since x ∈ Y , we have π−1(x) ∈ Y so a ∈ f(Y ) and this contradicts our choice of a.
Consequently, h(x) < 1. Furthermore, since |Y | < 2n (because X is non-empty) and since Y is
an upper set, we have 0 6∈ Y . Thus,

0 < x < h(x) < 1.

Let us prove that there exists y ∈ Y such that w(y) = w(h(x)) and x 6≤ y. Let k = w(x) and
ℓ = w(h(x)). By the above inequality, we have 1 < ℓ < n. Let A be the set of y ∈ {0, 1}n with
w(y) = ℓ, and let B be the set of y ∈ A such that x ≤ y. We have |B| =

(n−k
ℓ−k

)

. By hypothesis,

|Y ∩A| >
(

n−1
ℓ−1

)

≥ |B|. Thus, there indeed exists y ∈ (Y ∩A) \B such that w(y) = w(h(x)) and
x 6≤ y.

Let σ = (h(x) ↔ y). Since y, h(x) ∈ Y , σ acts as the identity on X. Furthermore, it
preserves the weight, and thus σ ◦ π ∈ Π. Note that σ = σ−1 and thus fσ◦π = σ ◦ h ◦ σ.

We will prove that wσ◦π > wπ, which is the desired contradiction. First, we have x 6∈ Zσ◦π

since x 6≤ y and
fσ◦π(x) = σ(h(σ(x))) = σ(h(x)) = y.

Let any z ∈ Zσ◦π; so z 6= x. Suppose, by contradiction, that w(z) ≤ w(x). Then w(z) <
w(y) = w(h(x)), thus σ(z) = z and fσ◦π(z) = σ(h(z)). Since σ preserves the weight and since
z < fσ◦π(z) we have w(z) < w(h(z)). Since w(z) ≤ w(x) < w(h(x)) and z 6= x we obtain, by
monotonicity,

z ≺π h(z), z ≺π h(x), x ≺π h(x).

Since �π is a good order for h, we cannot have x ≺π z ≺π h(x) and this forces z ≺π x. Similarly,
we cannot have z ≺π x ≺π h(z) and this forces h(z) �π x. Thus, since �π is monotone,

w(z) < w(h(z)) ≤ w(x).

Consequently, fσ◦π(z) = σ(h(z)) = h(z). Thus, z < h(z), but then z ∈ Zπ and since w(z) <
w(x) this contradicts the choice of x. Thus, w(z) > w(x) for all z ∈ Zσ◦π. But then wσ◦π > wπ,
which is the desired contradiction.

6 Many small attractors

In this section we prove Theorem 4, that taking f ∈ F (n) uniformly at random, the probability
that there exists h ∼ f such that A(h) has at least 0.046 · 2n attractors, each of size ≤ 4, tends
to 1 as n → ∞. We start by showing that if the synchronous dynamics has many limit cycles
of length ≤ 2 and many vertex-disjoint paths of length 2, then the asynchronous dynamics can
have many small attractors.

Lemma 16. Let f ∈ F (n) and suppose that there exists a collection of d ≤ 2n−3 vertex-disjoint
subgraphs of S(f), each isomorphic to C1, C2, or 2P2. There exists h ∼ f such that A(h) has
at least d attractors, each of size ≤ 4.

Proof. Let A ⊆ FP(f) and let B be a set of periodic points of f of period 2 with f(B)∩B = ∅.
Let P 1, . . . , P 2c be vertex-disjoint paths of length 2 contained in S(f) \ (A∪B ∪ f(B)), and let
xk, yk, zk be the vertices of P k in order. Let d = |A|+ |B|+ c and suppose that d ≤ 2n−3. We
have to prove that there exists h ∼ f such that A(h) has at least d attractors.

Since d ≤ 2n−3 there is an injection φ from A∪B∪ [c] to the set of configurations x ∈ {0, 1}n

with x1 = x2 = x3 = 0. Let h = π ◦ f ◦ π−1 where π is any permutation of {0, 1}n such that:

• π(a) = φ(a) for all a ∈ A,

23



e2 0 e1,2

e1,3 e1 e3

e2

0

e1,3

e1

Figure 14: Labelling of 2P2 producing the asynchronous attractor {0, e1, e2, e1,3}.

• π(b) = φ(b) and π(f(b)) = φ(b) + e1 for all b ∈ B,

• π(xk) = φ(k) + e2, π(y
k) = φ(k) and π(zk) = φ(k) + e1,2 for all k ∈ [c],

• π(xc+k) = φ(k) + e1,3, π(y
c+k) = φ(k) + e1 and π(zc+k) = φ(k) + e3 for all k ∈ [c].

Then, for any a ∈ A, b ∈ B and k ∈ [c], {φ(a)}, {0, e1} + φ(b) and {0, e1, e2, e1,3} + φ(k) are
attractors of A(h); see Figure 14 for an illustration. Thus, A(h) has at least d attractors.

We now prove that if f2 has many images, then S(f) has a large collection of vertex-disjoint
subgraphs isomorphic to C1, C2 or 2P2, and thus, by the preceding lemma, the asynchronous
dynamics can have many small attractors.

Lemma 17. Let f ∈ F (n) and let d be the number of images of f2. There exists h ∼ f such
that A(h) has at least ⌊d/10⌋ attractors, each of size ≤ 4.

Proof. Since ⌊d/10⌋ ≤ 2n/10 ≤ 2n−3, by Lemma 16, it is sufficient to prove that there exists a
collection of at least ⌊d/10⌋ vertex-disjoint subgraphs of S(f), each isomorphic to C1, C2 or 2P2.
Let A be the fixed points of f , let B be the set of periodic points of f of period 2 (which has even
size), and let S ′ = S(f)\(A∪B). It is sufficient to prove that S ′ has at least ⌊d/10⌋−|A|−|B|/2
vertex-disjoint subgraphs isomorphic to 2P2 or, equivalently, ⌊d/5⌋ − 2|A| − |B| vertex-disjoint
paths of length 2.

Let X be the image set of f2 and for each x ∈ X, let x̃ be a pre-image of x by f2. Let
X0 = X \(A∪B). Since FP(f2) = A∪B, for each x ∈ X0 we have x̃ 6= x and thus x̃ → f(x̃) → x
is a path of S ′ of length 2, denoted Px. Given y ∈ X0, the paths Px and Py are vertex-disjoint
if and only if y 6∈ {x̃, f(x̃), x, f(x), f2(x)}. Thus, we find a collection of vertex-disjoint paths
of length 2 in S ′ by selecting x ∈ X0, removing {x̃, f(x̃), x, f(x), f2(x)} from the set X0, and
repeating the process until the set is empty. More precisely, let us write |X0| = 5k + r where
0 ≤ r < 5 is an integer, and, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, consider a sequence x1, . . . , xk of configurations in
X0, and a sequence X1, . . . ,Xk of subsets of X0 such that, for i = 1, . . . , k:

• xi ∈ Xi−1,

• Xi = Xi−1 \ {x̃i, f(x̃i), xi, f(xi), f2(xi)}.

These sequences exist since |Xi−1| ≥ |X0| − 5(i − 1) ≥ |X0| − 5(k − 1) = 5 − r ≥ 1. By the
argument above, the paths Px1 , . . . , Pxk are vertex-disjoint, and we are done since

k =

⌊

|X0|

5

⌋

=

⌊

d− |A| − |B|

5

⌋

≥

⌊

d

5

⌋

− 2|A| − |B|.

Taking φ : [N ] → [N ] uniformly at random, it is proved in [1] that the limit distribution of
the number of images of φk is a Gaussian distribution with mean value (1− τk)N , where τ0 = 0
and τk+1 = e−1+τk (the mean was previously determined in [3]), and with variance ck · N for
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some explicit constant ck > 0 that only depends on k. Hence, taking f ∈ F (n) uniformly at
random, the limit distribution of the number of images of f2 is a Gaussian distribution with
mean value (1− e−1+e−1

)2n ≃ 0.468 · 2n and variance c2 · 2
n. Hence, for any d < (1− e−1+e−1

),
the probability that f2 has at least d · 2n images tends to 1 as n → ∞. Combining this with
Lemma 17, we obtain Theorem 4.

Remark 2. The upper bound 4 on attractors sizes in Theorems 3 and 4 is tight. Indeed, suppose
that f is a permutation without limit cycles of length ≤ 2. Then it is clear that all the attractors
of A(f) are of size ≥ 3. If A(f) has an attractors A of size 3, then A = {x, x + ei, x+ ej} for
some x ∈ {0, 1}n and distinct i, j ∈ [n]. But then, since A is an attractor, we have f(x+ ei) =
f(x+ ej) = x, a contradiction. Thus all the attractors of A(f) are of size ≥ 4.

7 One big attractor

For which f ∈ F (n) does there exist h ∼ f such that A(h) has a large attractor? If f has a
fixed point, then it is clear that A(h) has an attractor of size one for every h ∼ f . So we have
to forbid fixed points. In this section, we show that this basic necessary condition is sufficient
when f is a permutation: if f is a permutation without fixed point (derangement), then there
exists h ∼ f such that A(h) is strongly connected, that is, A(h) has an attractor spanning the
2n configurations; this is Theorem 5.

The proof is based on the existence of a particular coloring of the synchronous graph. We
need some definitions. Given digraphs G,H, an H-coloring of G is a map φ : V (G) → V (H) such
that φ(u)φ(v) ∈ E(H) for all uv ∈ E(G). An H-coloring φ of G is balanced if |φ−1(u)| = |φ−1(v)|
for any u, v ∈ V (H), that is, color classes have the same size. Let H4 be the following digraph:

H4

0 1

3 2

We prove below that if f is a derangement, that is if S(f) consists of a disjoint union of
cycles of length ≥ 2, then there exists a balanced H4-coloring of S(f). For inductive purpose,
we prove something stronger:

Lemma 18. If G is a digraph on 4n vertices that consists of a disjoint union of cycles, each of
length ≥ 2, then G has a balanced H4-coloring.

Proof. In this proof, for every integer a we set [a] = a mod 4. By coloring we always mean
H4-coloring. We denote by C = {0, 1, 2, 3} the set of possible colors. Given A ⊆ C, we say that
a function φ : V → C is A-exceeding if |φ−1(a)| = |φ−1(b)| + 1 for all a ∈ A and b ∈ C \ A; and
φ is A-defecting if it is (C \ A)-exceeding.

Let Cℓ be a cycle of length ℓ ≥ 2 with vertices v0, . . . , vℓ−1 in order. We say that Cℓ is of
type t if t = [ℓ]. Let us prove that for any c ∈ C,

1. if Cℓ is of type 0 then it has a balanced coloring;

2. if Cℓ is of type 1 then it has an {c}-exceeding coloring;

3. if Cℓ is of type 3 then it has an {c}-defecting coloring;

4. if Cℓ is of type 2 then it has an {c, [c + 2]}-exceeding coloring.
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Indeed, for the type 0, color vi with [i]. For the type 1, color vi with [c+ i] for 0 ≤ i < ℓ− 5 and
color vℓ−5, vℓ−4, vℓ−3, vℓ−2, vℓ−1 with c, [c+2], c, [c+1], [c+3] respectively. For the type 3, color vi
with [c+ i] for 0 ≤ i < ℓ−3 and color vℓ−3, vℓ−2, vℓ−1 with [c+1], [c+2], [c+3] respectively. For
the type 2, color vi with [c+ i] for 0 ≤ i < ℓ− 2 and color vℓ−2, vℓ−1 with c, [c+ 2] respectively.
See Figure 15 for an illustration.

We deduce that the following digraphs have a balanced coloring:

1. a cycle of type 0, as shown above;

2. a disjoint union of 4 cycles of type 1: for each c ∈ C, color one of the 4 cycles with a
{c}-exceeding coloring;

3. a disjoint union of 4 cycles of type 3: for each c ∈ C, color one of the 4 cycles with a
{c}-defecting coloring;

4. a disjoint union of 2 cycles of type 2: color one cycle with a {0, 2}-exceeding coloring and
the other one with a {1, 3}-exceeding coloring;

5. a disjoint union of 1 cycles of type 1 and 1 cycle of type 3: color the first one with a
{0}-exceeding coloring and the other one with a {0}-defecting coloring;

6. a disjoint union of 2 cycles of type 1 and 1 cycle of type 2: color the two first ones with
a {0}-exceeding coloring and a {2}-exceeding coloring, and color the last with a {1, 3}-
exceeding coloring;

7. a disjoint union of 2 cycles of type 3 and 1 cycle of type 2: color the two first ones with
a {0}-defecting coloring and a {2}-defecting coloring, and color the last with a {0, 2}-
exceeding coloring.

Let G be a non-empty digraph on 4n vertices that consists of a disjoint union of cycles, each
of length ≥ 2. Let us prove that G contains, as a subgraph, one of the digraphs listed above.
Suppose, for a contradiction, that this is false. Let at be the number of cycles of type t in G.
Since G does not contain the digraphs described in points 1,2,3,4, we have a0 = 0, a1, a3 ≤ 3,
and a2 ≤ 1. Furthermore, since G does not contain the digraphs described in point 5 either
a1 = 0 or a3 = 0. If a1 = 0 (resp. a3 = 0) then all the odd cycles of G are of type 3 (resp.
1) and therefore a3 (resp. a1) is even (since G has an even number of vertices). Therefore,
(a1, a3) ∈ {(0, 0), (2, 0), (0, 2)}. Note that since G contains 4n vertices, [a1 + 3a3 + 2a2] = 0.
Suppose that (a1, a3) = (0, 0) then 0 = [a1 + 2a2 + 3a3] = [2a2] and therefore a2 = 0, so G
is empty, a contradiction. Now suppose that (a1, a3) = (2, 0) (resp. (a1, a3) = (0, 2)). Since
G does not contain the digraphs described in points 6 (resp. 7), we have a2 = 0. Therefore,
[a1+2a2+3a3] = [a1] = [2] = 2 ( resp. [a1+3a3+2a2] = [3a3] = [6] = 2) which is a contradiction.
This proves that G contains one of the listed digraphs.

Let us now prove, by induction on the number m of cycles in G, that G has a balanced
coloring. If m = 1 then G is a cycle of type 0, which admits a balanced coloring. Suppose that
m > 1. As proved above, G has a subgraph G1, with 4n′ vertices, which admits a balanced
coloring. IfG = G1 we are done. Otherwise, let G2 be the subgraph of G obtained by deleting the
cycles of G1. Since G2 has 4(n−n′) vertices and at most m− 1 cycles, by induction hypothesis,
G2 has a balanced coloring, and with the balanced coloring of G1 we obtain a balanced coloring
of G.

We can now prove the following strengthening of Theorem 5.

Theorem 9. Let f ∈ F (n) be a derangement. There exists h ∼ f such that, for all x, y ∈ {0, 1}n,
A(h) has a path from x to y of length at most d(x, y) + 4.
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Type 0 v0 v1 v2 v3
0 1 2 3

v0 v1 v2 v3 v4 v5 v6 v7
0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3

Type 1 v0 v1 v2 v3 v4
c [c+ 2] c [c+ 1] [c+ 3]

v0 v1 v2 v3 v4 v5 v6 v7 v8
c [c+ 1] [c+ 2] [c+ 3] c [c+ 2] c [c+ 1] [c+ 3]

Type 3 v0 v1 v2
[c+ 1] [c+ 2] [c+ 3]

v0 v1 v2 v3 v4 v5 v6
c [c+ 1] [c+ 2] [c+ 3] [c+ 1] [c+ 2] [c+ 3]

Type 2 v0 v1
c [c+ 2]

v0 v1 v2 v3 v4 v5
c [c+ 1] [c+ 2] [c+ 3] c [c+ 2]

Figure 15: Examples of coloring for the four types of cycles.

Proof. If n = 2, then S(f) is isomorphic to 2C2 or C4; in the first case, take h ∈ F (2) defined
by h(x) = x̄ and in the second case, take h ∈ F (2) defined by h(x) = (x2, x̄1). So suppose that
n ≥ 3. Then, S(f) is a digraph on 4 · 2n−2 vertices that consists of a disjoint union of cycles
of length ≥ 2. Hence, by Lemma 18, S(f) has a balanced H4-coloring φ. For all a, b ∈ {0, 1},
let Xab be the set of x ∈ {0, 1}n with x1 = a and x2 = b. Let h = π ◦ f ◦ π−1 where π is any
permutation of {0, 1}n such that, for all x ∈ {0, 1}n,

• if φ(x) = 0 then π(x) ∈ X00,

• if φ(x) = 1 then π(x) ∈ X10,

• if φ(x) = 2 then π(x) ∈ X11,

• if φ(x) = 3 then π(x) ∈ X01,

• if φ(x) = 0 then π(f(x))i 6= π(x)i for all 3 ≤ i ≤ n.

The first fourth points are possible since the 4 colors classes and {X00,X01,X10,X11} are both
balanced partitions of the configurations; and the last point is possible because f is a derange-
ment and the given constraints are independent with the previous ones.

Note that, for any x ∈ X00, A(h) contains the cycle of length 4 whose vertices are x, x +
e1, x + e1,2, x + e2 in order. Indeed, since x ∈ X00, setting x′ = π−1(x), we have φ(x′) = 0, so
φ(f(x′)) ∈ {1, 2} (since φ is an H4-coloring) thus h(x) = π(f(x′)) ∈ {X10,X11}. So h1(x) = 1
and thus A(h) has an arc from x to x+ e1. We prove the presence of the three other arcs of the
cycle similarly.

Let F4 be the cycle of length 4 whose vertices are 00, 10, 01, 11 in order, and let dF4
(a, b) be

the length of a shortest path from a to b in F4. Note that, dF4
(a, 00) + dF4

(00, b) ≤ d(a, b) + 4.
Given x, y ∈ {0, 1}n, we denote by δ(x, y) the number of 3 ≤ i ≤ n with xi 6= yi and set

D(x, y) := dF4
(x1x2, 00) + dF4

(00, y1y2) + δ(x, y) ≤ d(x1x2, y1y2) + 4 + δ(x, y) = d(x, y) + 4.
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We now prove that, for any x, y ∈ {0, 1}n, A(h) has a path from x to y of length at most
D(x, y). We proceed by induction on δ(x, y). The argument above shows that if δ(x, y) = 0
then A(h) has a path from x to y contained in a cycle of length 4 and this path is of length
dF4

(x1x2, y1y2) ≤ D(x, y). So suppose that δ(x, y) ≥ 1 and let 3 ≤ i ≤ n with xi 6= yi. Let
z ∈ X00 with zj = xj for all 3 ≤ j ≤ n. Since δ(x, z) = 0, by the same argument A(h) has a path
from x to z of length dF4

(x1x2, 00). Since z ∈ X00, setting z′ = π−1(z), we have φ(z′) = 0 and
by the fifth point hi(z) = π(f(z′))i 6= π(z′)i = zi. Thus, A(h) has an arc from z to z+ ei ∈ X00.
Since δ(z + ei, y) = δ(z, y) − 1 = δ(x, y) − 1, by induction, A(h) has a path from z + ei to y of
length at most dF4

(00, y1y2) + δ(x, y) − 1. Combining, we obtain a path from x to y of length
at most D(x, y).

A Theorem 8 for n ≤ 4

For n = 1 the theorem is obvious, and for n = 2 this is an easy exercise. For n = 3, this is
not difficult, but annoying, and as, moreover, one check this case easily by computer, we do not
present the proof. The case n = 4 is much more difficult to check by computer but, hopefully,
there is a proof almost identical to the case n ≥ 5. Indeed, one easily check that Lemma 11
holds for n = 4 with 4 exceptions.

Lemma 19. Let f ∈ F (4) without fixed point. Suppose that f2 6= id and that S(f) is not
isomorphic to P5 + 2C5, 2C5 + C6, C4 + 2C6, or 4C4. There exists g ∼ f such that g properly
contains a closed or 0-open pattern P.

Now we can prove, as in Section 5.2, that Theorem 8 holds for n = 4, with 4 exceptions.
Indeed, let f ∈ F (4) without fixed point and suppose that S(f) is not isomorphic to P5 + 2C5,
2C5+C6, C4+2C6, or 4C4. If f

2 = id then we are done by Lemma 13. Otherwise, by Lemma 19,
there exists g ∼ f such that g properly contains a closed or 0-open pattern P, and we are done
by Lemma 12.

It remains to treat the 4 exceptions. This is done in Figure 16.
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Figure 16: Functions in F (4) isomorphic to P5 + 2C5, 2C5 + C6, C4 + 2C6 and 4C4 (left), with
their asynchronous graphs (right); each contains a unique attractor A of size 4 (in blue) and an
almost decreasing path from every configuration to A.
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