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Abstract. We present a family of automata networks that solve the
k-parity problem when run in parallel. These solutions are constructed
by connecting cliques in a non-cyclical fashion. The size of the local
neighbourhood is linear in the size of the alphabet, and the convergence
time is proven to always be the diameter of the interaction graph. We
show that this family of solutions can be slightly altered to obtain an
equivalent family of solutions to the k-synchronisation problem, which
means that these solutions converge from any initial configuration to the
cycle which contains all the uniform configurations over the alphabet, in
order.

1 Introduction

Automata networks are general, distributed and discrete models of computation
that are studied for their capacity for complex behaviour despite simple local
rules. They are widely used as models of gene regulatory networks [5/15]2]. Cellu-
lar automata are a related family of discrete models with uniform geometry and
local rule. with wide applications for the simulation of real-world phenomena [4].
Examples inclue disease spread [9], urban growth [I] or fluid dynamics [16].

The parity problem is a classical benchmark problem in artificial intelligence,
dating back to [10], where it referred to the challenge of computing the parity
of a binary sequence without resorting to scanning the entire sequence. It has
been adapted to a problem over cellular automata [TTJI4J17], in which solutions
have been found using a specific pair and a specific triplet of rules in different
positions for both the parity problem and the synchronisation problem. Other
solutions exist that allow the local rule to change over time [6[7], which were
generalised to the modulo 3 case in [I§] and the modulo N case in [§], meaning
that the decision is about whether the number of 1s in the configuration is a
perfect multiple of N. Finally, conditional solutions using single rules have been
found using rule 60 [12] and rule 150 [13].

In this paper we present automata network solutions to particular distributed
problems, namely the parity problem and the synchronisation problem. The for-
mer is solved by any Boolean network that converges, from any starting config-
uration, to the uniform configuration made by the parity of the values of the



initial configuration. The latter is solved by any Boolean network that always
converges to the limit cycle containing the uniform configurations 0™ and 1™ for
n the size of the network. Both of these problems are generalised for larger al-
phabets; in this case, instead of computing the parity of the values of the initial
configuration which are in {0, 1}, the network must converge to the sum modulo
k of the values of the initial configuration which are in {0,...,k — 1}. We call
this the k-parity problem. Similarly, the k-synchronisation problem requires the
solution to always converge to a limit cycle of size k containing all of the uniform
configurations. While there is no canonical order in which these configurations
must proceed in the limit cycle, the solutions presented in this paper will cycle
through them in increasing order.

Section [2] goes through all the background definitions needed. Section
presents our solution to the parity problem, and its equivalent in the synchroni-
sation case, and Section [f] shows their generalisations for alphabets of any finite
size. Section 5| details properties and proof over the convergence times of the
solutions, and describe how it can be made faster at the cost of the size of local
neighbourhoods.

2 Definitions

2.1 Background definitions

Let X' be a finite alphabet. We call a configuration of size n any vector x € X™.
For i € {1,...,n}, we denote by z; the value of the component of index 7 in z.
For I C {1,...,n}, we denote x|; the projection of x over the indexes I, which
is a vector over X7,

A directed graph is a pair G = (V, E), where V is the set of vertices and
E C V xV is the set of edges. A set V! C V is called a clique if and only
if V! x V' C E, that is, there is an edge between every pair of vertex in V’,
including from every edge to itself.

For G = (V, E) a directed graph and v € V, the neighbourhood of radius r of
v is defined as the set of vertices at distance no more than r from v; that is, v’
is in the neighbourhood of radius r of v if and only if there exists a path from v
to v’ or from v’ to v that takes r edges, or less.

2.2 Automata networks

An automata network (AN) is a function F' : X™ — X™ where n is the size of the
network. Such a network is typically divided into components, called automata;
for any ¢ € {1,...,n}, we denote f; : ™ — X the local function such that

Ezample 1. Let X = {0,1}, and F be an automata network of size n = 3 with
local functions f1(z) = —xa V 23, fo(x) = 21 and f3(x) = zs.



We call interaction digraph of F the digraph with the automata {1,...,n}
for nodes and (u,v) is an edge if and only if there exist x, 2’ € X™ such that x; #
x; < i=wand f,(z) = f,(2'). In other terms, 2 and 2’ are only distinct in node
u, and that is sufficient to change the evaluation of f, over both configurations.
It means that the value of the configuration in node u has a decisive role on the
evaluation of v. The interaction graph of the network detailed in Example [1] is
illustrated at the top of Figure

The parallel dynamics of F, also called the configuration space of F, is the
graph with node set X", such that (z,y) is an edge if and only if F(x) = y.
A trap set of the dynamics is a subset T C X™ such that z € T = F(z) € T.
We call the minimal trap sets of F' the attractors of F, and the subgraph of
the dynamics containing the attractors is called the limit dynamics of F. In the
parallel dynamics case, the limit dynamics are a collection of cycles, called limit
cycles. A limit cycle is said to have size c if ¢ is the minimal integer such that
Fe(x) = z for all z in the limit cycle. In particular, limit cycles of size 1 are
called the fized points of the network.

Given an automata network F : X" — X" x € X" is said to converge to a
limit cycle C if there is an integer ¢g such that, for any integer t > to, Ft(z) € C.

Ezample 2. The dynamics of the automata network detailed in Example [1| are
illustrated as part of Figure[ll The limit dynamics of this network are the fixed
point 111, and the limit cycle of size 3 composed of 110, 011 and 101.

2.3 Network convergence problems

We now describe the parity, k-parity and synchronisation problems.

We say that F' decides if its limit dynamics are restricted to the fixed points
{s™ | s € X'}. In the Boolean case where X' = B = {0, 1}, these fixed points are
0™ and 1". A deciding Boolean network converges to either all Os or all 1s from
any starting configuration. More precisely in the Boolean case, we say that F
decides parity if it decides, and if for any starting configuration x, F' converges
to 1™ if x has an odd number of 1s, and converges to 0™ otherwise. Note that
this implies that n is odd, as otherwise 1™ would itself have an even number of
1s, and would then have to converge to 0.

In the more general case in which X = {0,1,--- ,k—1}, F decides k-parity if
it decides and any configuration x € X" converges to {(s)"}, where s € X is the
k-parity of x, that is, the sum of the values of the initial configuration modulo k&
is s € X, then convergence should be to s™. In that case, n cannot be a multiple
of k, otherwise the problem is not well-defined.

We say that F' synchronises if its limit dynamics are restricted to one limit
cycle of size |X| containing all the configurations in {s” | s € X'}. For example,
a Boolean synchronising network starting from any configuration will converge
to either 0™ or 1™, and then swap between them at each step.



f1 (ilf) = xo V I3
fo(x) = 21
fs(x) = @2

filz) =1 ®z2 B 23
f5(z) =21 P2 D23
f3(z) =21 B a2 D3

1'(z) = ~fi(x)
2 () = ~f2()
5 (x) = ~f3(x)

Fig.1. Representations of different examples of automata networks composed of
their respective local functions (left), interaction graph (center) and parallel dynam-
ics (right). These automata networks are, respectively, the one detailed in Example
(top), a parity deciding network (center), and a synchronising network (bottom).

3 The solutions

3.1 Their basis

We now define our solution to the k-parity decision problem in the Boolean case,
for any odd value of n, on a family of networks we refer to by Clique Trees, or
CTs. Let us define them.

Starting with n = 1, we define C'I} as the singleton containing the network
of size 1, with F(z) = z. For any n € N, we define the elements CT, 2 as
extensions of the elements of CT,: for F' € CT,, for any i € {1,...,n}, we
define F’ : B"*2 — B"*2 such that:

— V] € {1, . ’n}7j 75 7 = F/(.’lﬁ)j = F(-T‘{l,...,n})j
- Fl(x)l = F(x‘{l,,n})z S¥ Tn41 (&) Tn42



- Fl(x)n+1 = F/(x)n+2 =x; D Tn+1 ® Tn+2,

where @ denotes the XOR function, or sum modulo two, also known as the parity
function. As even sized solutions are not possible, we also note that CTy,, = &
for n € N. Finally, we collect all the solutions in the set CT such that

CT = U CT,.
neN

Ezample 3. Let F' € C'T1; be composed of the automaton {1,...,11} with local
functions as follows:

fi(z) =21 @22 @ 23 D 25 D 79
fol) =1 D xo D s DayDas
f3(z) =21 @22 © v3 D 24 B 75
fa(x) =22 ® 24 ® x5

fs(x) =zo®as D s

folz) =23 B 6 B 27

fr(z) = 23 © w6 © 27

fa(x) =21 @ a3 ® w9

fo(z) =21 © 28 29 ® 210 D 211
fio(z) = 29 D 210 © 711

J11(x) = 29 ® 210 D 211.

This solution is constructed from the initial network containing {1}, to which
we add new automata two-by-two, in order; first 2 and 3 are added to 1, then
4 and 5 added to 2, and so on, until 10 and 11 are added to 9. The interaction
digraph of the resulting automata network is illustrated in Figure

Note that the AN described in Example [3]is only one of all possible ANs in
CT11, as the vertex at which the new automata are added at each step may vary.

Some preliminary remarks and properties of this solution are that every au-
tomaton is auto-regulated, in the sense that, for any F' € CT and u an automaton
of F, (u,u) is an edge in the interaction digraph, and that every automaton w is
influenced by an odd number of automata in F. This can be seen by construc-
tion. First, it is true for F' € CTy; second, our construction of C'T;, o involves
two operations: it adds two new automata n + 1 and n + 2, both with 3 inter-
actions, and it adds both of them as new influences to an automaton ¢, keeping
the amount of influences an odd number. Finally, we note that all influences are
both ways; if (u,v) is an edge in the interaction graph, so is (v,u).

Another set of remarks concern the overall structure of the graph. Our
method of constructing the solutions generates bigger solutions from smaller
ones. It can be seen as growing a solution from CT7; in this process of growth, it
is important to remark that the distance between two automata is never reduced;



Fig. 2. Interaction digraph of the network in CT11 detailed in Example [3] Each local
function is the XOR function of its influencing neighbors.

that is because while new automata are added at each step of the construction,
these automata are only connected to one automaton of the graph and never
create any new smaller path within that graph. As such, when considering any
clique (u,v,w), the rest of the network can be partitioned in sets V,,,V,, Vi,
depending on closest proximity to each automaton in (u, v, w). We remark that
there is no possible ambiguity when doing this decomposition, and that any path
connecting u to any automaton in V,, or V,, must go through v or w, respectively.

3.2 Solution to k-parity
Theorem 1. All F' € CT decide parity.

Proof. Let F € CT be of size n. For u € {1,...,n} and r € N, we denote by
N,.(u) the neighbourhood of radius r of u. That is, No(u) = {u}, and N,1(u)
is defined as the union of N,(u) with the set of automata that influence the
automata in N, (u).

We claim the following: from any starting configuration z € B", for any
number of steps r and for any automaton i € {1,...,n}, F"(z); = @ z|n,q)-
That is, after r steps, the value of every automaton of the network is the sum
modulo 2 of their neighbourhood of radius r over the initial configuration.

This is evidently true for r = 0, as FO(xz); = 2; = @z|qy = D aln,q)- We
shall now assume the claim to be true for some r, and need to prove it for r + 1.

By hypothesis, every value in F"(x) is the sum modulo 2 of a neighbourhood
of radius r in z. Let ¢ € {1,...,n} be an automaton, and Ny () its immediate



neighbourhood. When updating i, we take the sum modulo 2 of the neighbour-
hoods of size r of every automaton in Nj(z). We will now show that this XOR,
over the neighbourhoods of radius r merge to form a sum modulo 2 over the
neighbourhoods of radius r + 1.

First, let us remark that any automaton at distance r — 1 or less from i is at
distance r from any node in Ny (); that is because every automaton in Ny (%) is by
definition at distance (at most) 1 of i. Thus, when updating ¢, every automaton
at distance r — 1 is added as many times as there are automata in N;(7), which
is always an odd number.

Second, any automaton at distance exactly r from i is also at distance r
from an odd number of automata in Ny (¢). If |N1(¢)| = 3, then it is at distance
r from all three automata in Ni(¢). If [N1(¢)] > 3, then it depends in which
direction this automaton is; it will be at distance r — 1 of an even number of
automata in Nq(7), exactly at distance r from 4, and at distance r + 1 from any
other neighbour in Nj(¢). This is true because of the way the graph has been
generated; the distances between two given automata is never reduced. Overall,
it means that the values of the automaton at distance r of i are added an odd
number of times in the update of i.

Finally, any automaton at distance r + 1 from ¢ must be at distance r of
exactly one automata in Nq(7), and it gets added exactly once in the update of
i.

Gathering all this, the update of i after r 4+ 1 is an addition modulo 2 of the
values in the initial configuration x of all of the automata at distance r + 1 from
i, each added an odd number of times. This cancels out to simply be @ N,.11(4).

Now that our claim is proven, simply consider that after a number of steps
greater than the diameter of the graph, every automaton has converged to the
sum modulo 2 of the initial configuration, which is both uniform and with every
node in the state of the parity of the initial configuration. O

Figure |3 illustrates the main argument of the proof of Theorem [I| From
this proof we can directly extract the convergence time of the network, which is
always less or equal than the diameter of its interaction graph. This is clearly
optimal over these particular interaction graphs, as any amount of time shorter
than the diameter prevents information from getting from one end to the other.
Further arguments over the convergence time of the solutions can be found
in Section [} The temporal evolution of a solution of size 289 is illustrated in
Figure [

Our second result is that any deciding Boolean network that is negation
invariant provides a simple solution to the synchronisation problem. A network
is negation invariant if -F(x) = F(—x), for all x € B". Notice that both of
these conditions are always true in the case of a parity solution built on the
XOR function.

3.3 Solution to k-synchronisation

Theorem 2. If F is a deciding automata network such that —F(x) = F(—z),
then F' = = o F is a solution to the synchronisation problem.



Fig. 3. Illustration of the recursion argument in the proof of Theorem [I| after one
iteration of the network. Labels such as x3 indicate that this particular automaton
is to be counted 3 times in the next evaluation of the center automaton, which itself
is labelled by x5. By hypothesis, every automaton in the network has as value the
sum modulo 2 of their neighbourhood of radius 1, illustrated here as dashed circles.
In the next update, the center cell will thus take the sum modulo 2 of all these neigh-
bourhoods. As each automaton in the neighborhood of this sum is counted in an odd
number of neighbourhoods, this overall sum turns out to be the sum modulo 2 over
the neighbourhood of radius 2 of the center automaton over the initial configuration.
The conclusion of this argument is that after enough updates, every automaton will
be evaluated as the sum modulo 2 of a neighbourhood that spans the entire network,
proving the result.

Proof. Since —F(x) = F(—x), we have that
FI(F'(z)) = ~F(=F(z)) = =~F(F(z)) = F(F(z)).

As F decides, F'o F also decides, which means that I’ o F decides, which means
that it always converges. Note that on 0™ or 1", F’ is simply the negation, and
thus it synchronises. O



Fig. 4. Temporal evolution of a parity solution of size 289, with convergence time 144.
This image is obtained from a solution in CTsg9 which is constructed as a single chain
of cliques, and to flatten its graphical representation into a line. Each line in the image
represents a configuration of the network, where white means 1 and black means 0.
Time goes down.

This theorem allows us to adapt our previous CT solution to the synchroni-
sation problem simply by taking any F' € C'T and adding a negation on all local
functions, providing solutions for any odd value of n. Solutions for even n can
easily be provided by adding an extra automaton that takes the negation of any
other automaton, at the price of breaking the strong connectivity of the network.
The temporal evolution of a solution of size 289 is illustrated in Figure

4 Generalisation to arbitrary alphabet sizes

We now prove that our construction generalises well to any finite alphabet Y. Let
k = |X|, we call CT* the families of solution that solve the k-parity problem.
This generalisation rests on the fact that the XOR function is also the sum
modulo 2; for an alphabet of size k, we will instead use the sum modulo k as the
local function. Where we added 2 automata for each new step of the construction
of CT?,, in general we will add k automata in the construction of CT¥,, while
CT} stays the identity network of size 1 for all k. The interaction graph of a
such a solution over the ternary alphabet is illustrated in Figure [6]

In this generalisation, deciding means always converging to any fixed point
s™ for some s € Y. The generalisation of the parity problem is now the k-parity
problem; to solve it, a network with alphabet X must always converge to the fixed
point with symbol the sum modulo k of the values of the initial configuration.



Fig. 5. Temporal evolution of a synchronisation solution of size 289, with convergence
time 144.

Fig. 6. Interaction digraph of a solution in CT7;. Each local function is the sum
modulo 3 of its influencing neighbours. The automata are numbered in one of the
possible orders of addition that construct this solution.

The generalisation of the synchronisation problem is the k-synchronisation
problem, where instead of oscillating between 0™ and 1™, a k-synchronising net-
work over an alphabet of size k must cycle through the k previously described
fixed points. While our construction cycles through these fixed points in increas-
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ing order, the order of this cycle is unimportant, as a solution with a different
order can always be converted to a solution in any order.

Theorem 3. All F € CT* solve the k-parity problem, i.e., the sum modulo k
decision problem.

Proof. This proof follows the same arguments as the binary case; given x a
starting configuration, initially every automaton computes the sum modulo k of
its neighbourhood of radius 0.

Let us suppose that for values up to some r, all automata compute the sum
modulo k of the initial configuration over their neighbourhood of radius r after
r steps. By the construction of the interaction digraph, the next update of all
automata will result in a sum modulo £ of the value in the initial configuration of
their neighbours of distance up to r + 1, each neighbour being counted m x k+1
times, for m some positive integer.

As a result, after r steps, every automaton computes the sum modulo k of
the values in the initial configuration of their neighbourhood of radius r. After
r = n steps, the network has solved the k-parity problem.

The temporal evolution of a solution to the 3-parity problem over a configu-
ration of size 289 is illustrated in Figure [7]

Fig. 7. Temporal evolution of a 3-parity solution of size 289, with convergence time
96, flowing downwards. White means 2, gray means 1 and black means 0.

Similarly, our argument that transformed the parity solution into a synchro-
nisation solution also works for any finite alphabet; but instead of the invariance
to be over the negation, we now require it to be over the 41 operator.

Theorem 4. If F decides and is +1 invariant, then F' = (+1)o F is a solution
to the k-synchronisation problem.

Proof. This proof follows the same arguments as the binary case: the k repetition
of F' is equivalent to the k repetition of F' thanks to the invariance hypothesis.
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This means that since F' converges, F'* also converges, and so F’* converges to
a uniform configuration; this also implies that F’ always converges to the cycles
that go through every uniform fixed point in increasing order.

The temporal evolution of a synchronisation solution over the ternary alpha-
bet and a configuration of size 289 is illustrated in Figure [§]

Fig. 8. Temporal evolution of a 3-synchronisation solution of size 289, with conver-
gence time 96, flowing downwards. White means 2, gray means 1 and black means
0.

Whereas our the binary solution can be described as a collection fully con-
nected cliques of size 3 lightly connected to each other, the k-parity solution
can be described as a collection of fully connected cliques of size k + 1 lightly
connected to each other.

5 Convergence times

5.1 Direct convergence

As a final analysis point, we present some facts about the convergence times of
the presented solutions.

Central to the convergence proof is the fact that each automaton computes
the sum modulo & of its neighbourhood of radius r after r steps; this means that
every automaton will have converged as soon as r is large enough to include the
entire graph. This value is exactly the diameter of the graph.

The interaction digraph of any solution in CT* could be described as a
collection of cliques of size k 4+ 1 connected to each other through their nodes
such as they form a tree; for any n and k, the solution in CT* with the maximal
diameter is the solution composed of cliques that together form a line. Let us
call C' the number of such components and D the diameter. In the case of a
line, the diameter is always the number of cliques: D = C. Every connected
component is of size k + 1. By construction every connected component shares a

12



node with the next, except for the last one; this means that overall, the network
hasn = (C' — 1) x k+ (k+ 1) automata. We can infer the following:

n=(C-1)xk+(k+1)=
=D-1)xk+k+1=
=Dxk+1,

which implies that D = ”T_l In the binary case this means that the convergence
times tends to 5 as n grows larger. Notice also that the convergence time de-
creases as k grows larger for a given n; this is explained by the fact that a larger
k implies larger cliques which means that the network is more connected and
has a smaller diameter relative to its size. This fact can be exploited to increase

convergence time for a given k.

5.2 Trading component size for convergence time

For a given k, we can decrease convergence time as close to 0 as desired by first
constructing a solution for an alphabet of size a multiple of k, and then projecting
that solution unto the alphabet of size k. By construction, this solution will
converge faster, and it can be checked that it stills solves the sum modulo &
problem. For m € N, we denote mpx : {0,...,mk —1} — {0,...,k — 1} the
projection which maps any v to the reminder of the Euclidean division of v by

k.
Theorem 5. If F € CT™*, then Tk, © F € CTk.

Proof. Since after r steps every automaton in F' computes the sum modulo mk
of its neighbourhood of radius r, it also follows that every automaton in 7, ;o F'
computes the sum modulo k of its neighbourhood of radius 7 in the same time.

The temporal evolution of a solution to the parity problem that converges
twice as fast compared to the base solution is illustrated in Figure [9]

Hence for a given network with n automata we can cut the convergence
time of the network by a factor of m by simply considering the solution for the
alphabet of size mk, and projecting down. The trade-off of this acceleration is
that this new solution needs to be constructed out of cliques of size mk+1, which
means that each automaton has at least mk + 1 neighbours. In other terms, the
number of edges in the interaction graph grows as a polynomial of k.

This reasoning reaches its natural conclusion by simply taking £k = n — 1
and then projecting down, in which case the interaction digraph simply becomes
the complete graph of size n, in which case computing the parity of the initial
configuration only takes one step.

All of these observations also apply to our solutions to the k-synchronisation
problem. The temporal evolution of such a solution in the binary synchronisation
case projected down from the alphabet of size 4 is illustrated in Figure

13



Fig.9. Temporal evolution of a faster parity solution of size 289, with convergence
time 72, flowing downwards. This solution is the combination of the solution CTigg
together with a projection to the binary alphabet. It is guaranteed to converge twice
as fast compared to any solution in CTisg.

Fig.10. Temporal evolution of a faster synchronisation solution of size 289, with
convergence time 72, flowing downwards. It has been obtained from a solution over the
alphabet {0, 1, 2,3} combined with a projection to the binary alphabet.
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6 Concluding remarks

In this paper we presented solutions to the parity and synchronisation problems
that are generalisable to any finite alphabet, using the flexible geometry of au-
tomata networks. The convergence time of these solutions is easy to compute
and is always the diameter of their interaction graph. Further results are pro-
vided to accelerate this convergence time by projecting down a solution over an
alphabet the size of which is a multiple of the desired solution’s alphabet.

Figures [ [B] [7 Bl O] and [I0] all use configurations of size 289 specifically
because 289 is one plus a multiple of 3 and 4, which allows these configurations
to work in the context of their specific problem, while keeping a coherent pixel
resolution throughout the illustrations of the paper.

The geometry of our solutions is more complex than the geometry of stan-
dard cellular automata lattices, yet they conserve a simple, local and repeatable
form. We believe that this showcases interesting possibilities for designing new
solutions to convergence problems in the realm of cellular automata. We believe
other problems such as the well-known density classification task [3] could be
approached this way.
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