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2D MOORE CA WITH NEW BOUNDARY CONDITIONS AND ITS

REVERSIBILITY

B.A. OMIROV1, SH.B. REDJEPOV2, AND J.B. USMONOV3

Abstract. In this paper, under certain conditions we consider two-dimensional cellular automata
with the Moore neighborhood. Namely, the characterization of 2D linear cellular automata defined
by the Moore neighborhood with some mixed boundary conditions over the field Zp is studied.
Furthermore, we investigate the rule matrices of 2D Moore CA under some mixed boundary conditions
by applying rotation. Finally, we give the conditions under which the obtained rule matrices for 2D
finite CAs are reversible.

1. Introduction

It is known that a cellular automaton (CA) is a set of cells arranged in a grid of a specific shape.
Each cell changes its state over time based on a predetermined set of rules determined by the states of
neighboring cells. Cellular automata (CAs) have been proposed for potential applications in public-key
cryptography, as well as in the fields of geography, anthropology, political science, sociology, physics,
and others (refer to [1], [2], [3]). Cellular automata were studied in the early 1950s as a possible
model for biological systems by J. Von Neumann and Stan Ulam ([20], [19], [21]). Two most common
types of CA used by different authors are: one-dimensional CA (1D CA) and two-dimensional CA (2D
CA). As a famous example of 2D CA, John Conway’s Game of Life (also known simply as Life) is a
two-dimensional, totalistic CA that introduces more complexity than an elementary CA, since each
cell in the grid has a bigger neighborhood. It is a computation-universal CA since it can effectively
emulate any CA, Turing machine, or other systems that can be translated into a system known to be
universal ([7], [13]). If the grid is a linear array of cells, is called 1D CA and if it is a rectangular
or hexagonal grid of cells then it is called 2D CA. One-dimensional cellular automata have now been
investigated in several ways [22]. A CA with one central cell and four near neighborhood cells is called
a von Neumann neighborhood CA whereas a CA having one central cell and eight near neighborhood
cells is called the Moore neighborhood CA.

A configuration of the system is an assignment of states to all the cells. Every configuration
determines the next configuration via a transition rule that is local in the sense that the state of
a cell at time (t+1) depends only on the states of some of its neighbors at time t. When the transition
rule is linear and under some boundary conditions there are several results (see [17]). Usually, 2D CA
is considered with triangular, square, hexagonal, and pentagonal lattices (see [4], [14], [15], [16], [8]).
In the paper [18] investigated the evolution of image patterns corresponding to the uniform linear rules
of 2D CA with the reflexive and adiabatic boundary conditions over Z2. Moreover, the linear rules of
CA can be found to be some image copies of a given first image depending on the special boundary
types. The mathematical representation of 2D finite cellular automata (CA) allows us to determine the
description of the studied CA. The more critical aspect is determining the reversibility or irreversibility
of these CAs. The reversibility is the important character of the CAs which characterizes the non
existence of Gardens of Eden. A reversible cellular automaton is a cellular automaton in which every
configuration has a unique predecessor. It has been demonstrated that determining the reversibility of
cellular automata (CA) for dimensions greater than or equal to two is undecidable (see [10], [11], [14],
[15], [17]). This implies that, in general, obtaining the inverse of a given cellular automaton (CA) for
higher dimensions through an algorithm is unattainable due to its complex structure. Consequently,
it can be observed that determining inverses or cases of reversibility for 2D finite CAs is a complex
challenge in the general scenario ([6]).

In this paper, we study 2D linear CA for Moore neighbors on the square lattice. Since the local
rule is a linear function, we obtain transition rules as matrices. Then we investigated CA under new
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2 1, 2, AND 3

types of boundary conditions with the p-state spin value case, i.e., over the field Zp. We obtain the
transition rule matrices of the Moore finite CA over some mixed boundary conditions. Then we give
the algorithm for computing the rank of obtained rule matrices for the Moore neighborhood. Finally,
we give the conditions under which the obtained rule matrices of 2D finite CAs are reversible.

2. Preliminary

The 2D finite CA consists of m× n cells arranged in m rows and n columns, where each cell takes
one of the values of the field Zp. From now on, we will denote 2D finite CA order to m × n by 2D
CAm×n. A configuration of the system is an assignment of the states to all cells. Every configuration
determines a next configuration via a linear transition rule that is local in the sense that the state of
a cell at time (t+ 1) depends only on the states of some of its neighbors at the time t using modulo p
algebra.

Figure 1. von Neumann and Moore neighborhoods

2.1. The von Neumann and Moore neighborhood on CA lattice. In 2D CA’s theory, there
are some classic types of neighborhoods, but in this paper we only restrict ourselves to the Moore
neighborhood. This neighborhood was used in the well known Conway’s Game of Life. It is similar to
the notion of 8-connected pixels in computer graphics. In Figure 1, we illustrate the von Neumann and
Moore neighborhoods. The von Neumann neighborhood the center cell is surrounded by four square
cells (see Figure 1 (left)). The Moore neighborhood comprises eight square cells which surround the
center cell x(i;j) (see Figure 1 (right)). From now on, we deal only with Moore neighborhood. Then

the state x
(t+1)
i;j of the cell (i; j)th at time (t+ 1) is defined by the local rule function Ψ : Z8

p → Zp as
follows:

(2.1)

x
(t+1)
i,j = Ψ(xi−1,j−1, xi−1,j , xi−1,j+1, xi,j+1, xi+1,j+1, xi+1,j , xi+1,j−1, xi,j−1)

= ax
(t)
i−1,j−1 + bx

(t)
i−1,j + cx

(t)
i−1,j+1 + dx

(t)
i,j+1 + ex

(t)
i+1,j+1 + fx

(t)
i+1,j

+gx
(t)
i+1,j−1 + hx

(t)
i,j−1 (mod p)

where a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ Z
∗

p = Zp \ {0}
The value of each cell for the next state may not depend upon all eight neighbors.

Remark 2.1. If we assume a = c = e = g = 0, then all obtained above results hold for von Neumann
neighborhood.

Note that it is impossible to simulate a truly infinite lattice on a computer (unless the active region
always remains finite). Therefore, we have to prescribe some boundary conditions (BC). Regarding
the neighborhood of the boundary cells, four approaches exist:

• If the boundary cells are connected to 0-state, then CA is called null boundary (NB) CA (see
Table 1).

• If the boundary cells are adjacent to each other, then CA is called periodic boundary (PB) CA
(see Table 2).

• An Adiabatic Boundary (AB) CA is duplicating the value of the cell in an extra virtual neighbor
(see Table 3).

• A Reflexive Boundary (RB) CA is designed for the value of the left and right neighbors to be
equal concerning the boundary cell (see Table 4).
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Table 1. Null boundary condition on a 2D finite CA3×3.

0 0 0 0 0

0 x(i−1,j−1) x(i−1,j) x(i−1,j+1) 0

0 x(i,j−1) x(i,j) x(i,j+1) 0

0 x(i+1,j−1) x(i+1,j) x(i+1,j+1) 0

0 0 0 0 0

Table 2. Periodic boundary condition on a 2D finite CA3×3.

x(i+1,j+1) x(i+1,j−1) x(i+1,j) x(i+1,j+1) x(i+1,j−1)

x(i−1,j+1) x(i−1,j−1) x(i−1,j) x(i−1,j+1) x(i−1,j−1)

x(i,j+1) x(i,j−1) x(i,j) x(i,j+1) x(i.j−1)

x(i+1,j+1) x(i+1,j−1) x(i+1,j) x(i+1,j+1) x(i+1,j−1)

x(i−1,j+1) x(i−1,j−1) x(i−1,j) x(i−1,j+1) x(i−1,j−1)

Table 3. Adiabatic boundary condition on a 2D finite CA3×3.

x(i−1,j−1) x(i−1,j−1) x(i−1,j) x(i−1,j+1) x(i−1,j+1)

x(i−1,j−1) x(i−1,j−1) x(i−1,j) x(i−1,j+1) x(i−1,j+1)

x(i,j−1) x(i,j−1) x(i,j) x(i,j+1) x(i,j+1)

x(i+1,j−1) x(i+1,j−1) x(i+1,j) x(i+1,j+1) x(i+1,j+1)

x(i+1,j−1) x(i+1,j−1) x(i+1,j) x(i+1,j+1) x(i+1,j+1)

Table 4. Reflexive boundary condition on a 2D finite CA3×3.

x(i,j) x(i,j−1) x(i,j) x(i,j+1) x(i,j)

x(i−1,j) x(i−1,j−1) x(i−1,j) x(i−1,j+1) x(i−1,j)

x(i,j) x(i,j−1) x(i,j) x(i,j+1) x(i,j)

x(i+1,j) x(i+1,j−1) x(i+1,j) x(i+1,j+1) x(i+1,j)

x(i,j) x(i,j−1) x(i,j) x(i,j+1) x(i,j)

3. The rule matrix of Moore CA and mixed boundary condition associated with

non-bijective map

Now, we can study the rule matrix under null boundary conditions. In order to characterize the
corresponding rule, first we represent each matrix of size m× n as a column vector of size mn× 1. If
the same rule is applied to all the cells in each evaluation, then those CA is called uniform or regular.
Throughout the paper we deal with uniform CA.

Thus, the problem of finding a rule matrix of the corresponding rule is taken from the space ofm×n
matrices to the space of Zmnp . In order to describe this problem more detailly we define the following
map:

Φ: Mm×n(Zp) −→ Mmn×1(Zp)

which takes the t-th state X(t) given by

(3.1) C(t) :=













x
(t)
11 x

(t)
12 . . . x

(t)
1n

x
(t)
21 x

(t)
22 . . . x

(t)
2n

...
...

...
...

x
(t)
m1 x

(t)
m2 . . . x

(t)
mn













−→ X(t) := (x
(t)
11 , . . . , x

(t)
1n , . . . , x

(t)
m1, . . . , x

(t)
mn)

T .

where the superscript T denotes the transpose and Mm×n(Zp) is the set of matrices with entries
{0, 1, 2, . . . , p− 1}.

Thus, local rules will be assumed to act on Z
mn
p rather than Mm×n(Zp). The matrix C(t) is called

the configuration matrix (or information matrix) of the 2-D finite CA at the time t and C(0) is the
initial information matrix of the 2-D finite CA. Therefore, one can conclude that Φ(C(t)) = X(t).
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Using the identification (3.1), we can define

TR ·X(t) = X(t+1) (mod p).

This matrix TR is called the rule matrix of 2D CA such that TR operating on the current CA state
X(t) generates the next state X(t+1).

Let ei,j ∈ Mm×n(Z
∗

p) be the matrix units. Consider the following two sets:

X = {ei,j , 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ m} ,

Y = {e0,i, em+1,i, ej,0, ej,n+1, 0 ≤ i ≤ n, 0 ≤ j ≤ m} .

We define α, η, π, ρ : Y → X mappings by the boundary conditions in the tables 1, 2, 3 and 4. Namely,
α is adiabatic BC, η is null BC, π is periodic BC and ρ is reflexive BC.

Now consider a mapping ϕ : Γ → Γ where Γ = {α, η, π, ρ}.Then we study the CA under boundary
conditions that depends on the mapping ϕ. In other words, the boundary cells are evaluated depending
upon ϕ(x), x ∈ Γ (see Figure 2). In the paper [9] for the bijective function ϕ the characterization
problem of 2D finite von Neumann CA is completely solved. Let us define φ, ψ, τ , σ, λ, and ξ are
non-bijective maps on Γ as

(3.2) φ(α) = φ(ρ) = η, φ(η) = φ(π) = ρ,

(3.3) ψ(α) = ψ(ρ) = η, ψ(η) = ψ(π) = π,

(3.4) τ(α) = τ(ρ) = η, τ(η) = τ(π) = α,

(3.5) σ(α) = σ(ρ) = ρ, σ(η) = σ(π) = α,

(3.6) λ(α) = λ(ρ) = ρ, λ(η) = λ(π) = π,

(3.7) ξ(α) = ξ(ρ) = π, ξ(η) = ξ(π) = α,

where each map describes some mixed boundary condition for the finite 2D CA.
Note that if we consider Moore neighborhood under the condition (3.2) there is ambiguity with

setting boundary condition in the cells x0,n+1, xm+1,0. In order to distinguish this unclearness on the
condition (3.2) we define strong left null and strong right reflexive boundary conditions for those cells,
i.e. there is null boundary condition in the cells x0,n+1 and x0,n, also the cells xm+1,0 and xm+1,1 have
reflexive boundary condition. Later this progress carries out for the boundary conditions (3.3), (3.4),
(3.5), (3.6) and (3.7).

Figure 2. Mixing boundary condition
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To establish the transition rule matrix TR structure, it is needed to specify the action of TR on the
basis matrices ei,j , respectively. Firstly, let us take the linear transition TR from m× n matrix space
structure to itself. The images TR(ei,j) of ei,j are connected to the four nearest neighbor elements
considering the Moore neighborhood. Note that the boundary condition φ does not play role for non-
border cells. Hence, TR(ei,j) elements are equal to a linear sum of its eight neighbor elements. Thus,
for non-border elements we have

(3.8)
TR(ei,j) = aei−1,j−1 + bei−1,j + cei−1,j+1 + dei,j+1 + eei+1,j+1

+ fei+1,j + gei+1,j−1 + hei,j−1.

Now, we define the action of TR on the border elements. All border cells have three neighbors
out of the configuration, but we should define what is the boundary condition in the neighbor cells
e0,0, e0,n+1, em+1,0, em+1,n+1 of e1,1, e1,n, em,1, em,n out of the configuration. Without loss of generality,
we obtain

T
φ
R(e1,1) = de1,2 + ee2,2 + fe2,1,

T
φ
R(e1,n) = (h+ d)e1,n−1 + (e+ g)e2,n−1 + fe2,n,

T
φ
R(em,1) = (b + f)em−1,1 + (c+ e+ g)em−1,2 + dem,2,

T
φ
R(em,n) = (a+ c+ e + g)em−1.n−1 + (b + f)em−1,n + (d+ h)em,n−1,

where a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ Zp.
Moreover, the border elements excepting e1,1, e1,n, em,1, em,n have three neighbors out of the con-

figuration. Thus, we get the following:

T
φ
R(e1,i) = de1,i+1 + ee2,i+1 + fe2,i + ge2,i−1 + he1,i−1,

T
φ
R(em,i) = (a+ g)em−1,i−1 + (b + f)em−1,i + (c+ e)em−1,i+1

+dem,i+1 + hem,i−1,

T
φ
R(ej,1) = bej−1,1 + cej−1,2 + dej,2 + eej+1,2 + fej+1,1,

T
φ
R(ej,n) = (a+ c)ej−1,n−1 + bej−1,n + (d+ h)ej,n−1

+(e+ g)ej+1,n−1 + fej+1,n,

where 2 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, 2 ≤ j ≤ m− 1 and a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ Zp.
Set

P =



















0 1 0 . . . 0 0
0 0 1 . . . 0 0
0 0 0 . . . 0 0
...

...
...

...
...

...
0 0 0 . . . 0 1
0 0 0 . . . 0 0



















, Q =



















0 0 0 . . . 0 0
1 0 0 . . . 0 0
0 1 0 . . . 0 0
...

...
...

...
...

...
0 0 0 . . . 0 0
0 0 0 . . . 1 0



















,

A = dP + hQ, B = fI + eP + gQ, C = bI + cP + aQ,

where P,Q, I ∈ Mn×n(Zp), I is the identity matrix and a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ Z
∗

p.
Let φ be the function in (3.2), then the following result is true.

Theorem 3.1. Let T φR : Zmnp → Z
mn
p be the rule matrix which takes the finite Moore CA over the

configuration C(t) of order m × n to the configuration C(t + 1) under the boundary condition of φ.

Then T φR has the following matrix form:

(3.9) T
φ
R =



















A1 B1 O O . . . O O O

C1 A1 B1 O . . . O O O

O C1 A1 B1 . . . O O O
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
O O O O . . . C1 A1 B1

O O O O . . . O D1 A1



















,

where A1 = A+ dǫn,n−1, B1 = B+ eǫn,n−1, C1 = C + cǫn,n−1, D1 = B+C +(c+ e)ǫn,n−1 + gǫ1,2,

O, ǫ1,2, ǫn,n−1 ∈ Mn×n(Zp), O is the zero matrix and ǫ1,2, ǫn,n−1are unit matrices.
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Proof. Firstly, let us take the linear transition TϕR : Mm×n(Zp) → Mm×n(Zp). The image TϕR(ei,j) of
ei,j is connected to the four nearest neighbor elements considering the von Neumann neighborhood.
Hence TϕR(ei,j) elements are equal to a linear sum of its five neighbor elements.

Let us denote by E(i−1)n+j = ei,j , 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ n, the column vector mn× 1 whose has the
((i− 1)n+ j)-th (or (i, j)-th in matrix form) entry equals to 1 and the others are equal to zero. Then
we have

T
φ
R ·





















E1

...
En

...

...

...
Emn





















= T
φ
R ·



























e1,1

...
e1,n

...
ei,j

...
em,1

...
em,n



























=































T
φ

R
(e1,1)

...
T

φ

R
(e1,n)

...
T

φ

R
(ei,j)

...
T

φ

R
(em,1)

...
T

φ

R
(em,n)































=

































de1,2+ee2,2+fe2,1

...
(h+d)e1,n−1+(e+g)e2,n−1+fe2,n

...
aei−1,j−1+bei−1,j+cei−1,j+1+dei,j+1

+eei+1,j+1+fei+1,j+gei+1,j−1+hei,j−1

...
(b+f)em−1,1+(c+e+g)em−1,2+dem,2

...
(a+c+e+g)em−1.n−1+(b+f)em−1,n+

+(d+h)em,n−1

































=





















































































0 d 0 ... 0 0
h 0 d ... 0 0
0 h 0 ... 0 0
...
...
...
...

...
...

0 0 0 ... 0 d
0 0 0 ... h+d 0

f e 0 ... 0 0
g f e ... 0 0
0 g f ... 0 0

...
...
...
...

...
...

0 0 0 ... f e
0 0 0 ... g+e f

. . .

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
...
...
...
...
...
...

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
...
...
...
...
...
...

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0

b c 0 ... 0 0
a b c ... 0 0
0 a b ... 0 0
...
...
...
...

...
...

0 0 0 ... b c
0 0 0 ... a+c b

0 d 0 ... 0 0
h 0 d ... 0 0
0 h 0 ... 0 0
...
...
...
...

...
...

0 0 0 ... 0 d
0 0 0 ... h+d 0

. . .

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
...
...
...
...
...
...

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
...
...
...
...
...
...

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0

...
...

. . .
...

...

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
...
...
...
...
...
...

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
...
...
...
...
...
...

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0

. . .

0 d 0 ... 0 0
h 0 d ... 0 0
0 h 0 ... 0 0
...
...
...
...

...
...

0 0 0 ... 0 d
0 0 0 ... h+d 0

f e 0 ... 0 0
g f e ... 0 0
0 g f ... 0 0

...
...
...
...

...
...

0 0 0 ... f e
0 0 0 ... g+e f

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
...
...
...
...
...
...

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0
...
...
...
...
...
...

0 0 0 ... 0 0
0 0 0 ... 0 0

. . .

b+f c+e+g 0 ... 0 0
a+g b+f c+e ... 0 0
0 a+g b+f ... 0 0

...
...

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 ... b+f c+e
0 0 0 ... a+g+c+e b+f

0 d 0 ... 0 0
h 0 d ... 0 0
0 h 0 ... 0 0
...
...
...
...

...
...

0 0 0 ... 0 d
0 0 0 ... h+d 0





















































































·













































































E1

E2

...
En

En+1

En+2

...
E2n

...

E(m−2)n+1

E(m−2)n+2

...
E(m−1)n

E(m−1)n+1

E(m−1)n+2

...
Emn













































































=



















A1 B1 O O . . . O O O

C1 A1 B1 O . . . O O O

O C1 A1 B1 . . . O O O
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
O O O O . . . C1 A1 B1

O O O O . . . O D1 A1



















·



















E1

...

...

...
Emn



















.

Hence, the transition of the representation of matrix related to the equations above presented in
(3.9) is obtained. So, the proof is complete. �

Now we formulate TR structure for the functions ψ, τ , σ, λ, and ξ as follows:

• the case of ψ:

T
ψ
R (e1,1) = de1,2 + ee2,2 + fe2,1,

T
ψ
R (e1,n) = de1,1 + ee2,1 + fe2,n + ge2,n−1 + he1,n−1,

T
ψ
R (em,1) = bem−1,1 + cem−1,2 + dem,2 + ee1,2 + fe1,1 + ge1,n,
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T
ψ
R (em,n) = aem−1,n−1 + bem−1,n + cem−1,1 + dem,1 + ee1,1 + fe1,n + ge1,n−1 + hem,n−1,

T
ψ
R (e1,i) = de1,i+1 + ee2,i+1 + fe2,i + ge2,i−1 + he1,i−1,

T
ψ
R (em,i) = aem−1,i−1 + bem−1,i + cem−1,i+1 + dem,i+1 + ee1,i+1 + fe1,i + ge1,i−1 + hem,i−1,

T
ψ
R (ej,1) = bej−1,1 + cej−1,2 + dej,2 + eej+1,2 + fej+1,1,

T
ψ
R (ej,n) = aej−1,n−1 + bej−1,n + cej−1,1 + dej,1 + eej+1,1 + fej+1,n + gej+1,n−1 + hej,n−1;

• the case of τ :
T τR(e1,1) = de1,2 + ee2,2 + fe2,1,

T τR(e1,n) = de1,n + (e + f)e2,n + ge2,n−1 + he1,n−1,

T τR(em,1) = bem−1,1 + cem−1,2 + (d+ e)em,2 + (f + g)em,1,
T τR(em,n) = aem−1,n−1 + (b+ c)em−1,n + (d+ e+ f)em,n + (g + h)em,n−1,

T τR(e1,i) = de1,i+1 + ee2,i+1 + fe2,i + ge2,i−1 + he1,i−1,

T τR(em,i) = aem−1,i−1 + bem−1,i + cem−1,i+1 + (d+ e)em,i+1 + fem,i + (g + h)em,i−1,

T τR(ej,1) = bej−1,1 + cej−1,2 + dej,2 + eej+1,2 + fej+1,1,

T τR(ej,n) = aej−1,n−1 + (b + c)ej−1,n + dej,n + (e + f)ej+1,n + gej+1,n−1 + hej,n−1;

• the case of σ:
T σR(e1,1) = (a+ c+ e+ g)e2,2 + (b+ f)e2,1 + (h+ d)e1,2,
T σR(e1,n) = (a+ c+ g)e2,n−1 + (b+ e+ f)e2,n + de1,n + he1,n−1,

T σR(em,1) = (a+ c)em−1,2 + bem−1,1 + (d+ e+ h)em,2 + (f + g)em,1,
T σR(em,n) = aem−1,n−1 + (b + c)em−1,n + (d+ e+ f)em,n + (g + h)em,n−1,

T σR(e1,i) = (a+ g)e2,i−1 + (b+ f)e2,i + (c+ e)e2,i+1 + de1,i+1 + he1,i−1,

T σR(em,i) = aem−1,i−1 + bem−1,i + cem−1,i+1 + (d+ e)em,i+1 + fem,i + (g + h)em,i−1,

T σR(ej,1) = (a+ c)ej−1,2 + bej−1,1 + (d+ h)ej,2 + (e + g)ej+1,2 + fej+1,1,

T σR(ej,n) = aej−1,n−1 + (b + c)ej−1,n + dej,n + (e + f)ej+1,n + gej+1,n−1 + hej,n−1;
• the case of λ:

T λR(e1,1) = (a+ c+ e + g)e2,2 + (b+ f)e2,1 + (h+ d)e1,2,
T λR(e1,n) = (a+ c+ g)e2,n−1 + (b + f)e2,n + de1,1 + ee1,2 + he1,n−1,

T λR(em,1) = (a+ c)em−1,2 + bem−1,1 + (d+ h)em,2 + ee1,2 + fe1,1 + ge1,n,

T λR(em,n) = aem−1,n−1 + bem−1,n + cem−1,1 + dem,1 + ee1,1 + fe1,n + ge1,n−1 + hem,n−1,

T λR(e1,i) = (a+ g)e2,i−1 + (b + f)e2,i + (c+ e)e2,i+1 + de1,i+1 + he1,i−1,

T λR(em,i) = aem−1,i−1 + bem−1,i + cem−1,i+1 + dem,i+1 + ee1,i+1 + fe1,i + ge1,i−1 + hem,i−1,

T λR(ej,1) = (a+ c)ej−1,2 + bej−1,1 + (d+ h)ej,2 + (e + g)ej+1,2 + fej+1,1,

T λR(ej,n) = aej−1,n−1 + bej−1,n + cej−1,1 + dej,1 + eej+1,1 + fej+1,n + gej+1,n−1 + hej,n−1;

• the case of ξ:

T
ξ
R(e1,1) = aem,n + bem,1 + cem,2 + de1,2 + ee2,2 + fe2,1 + ge2,n + he1,n,

T
ξ
R(e1,n) = aem,n−1 + bem,n + cem,1 + de1,n + (e + f)e2,n + ge2,n−1 + he1,n−1,

T
ξ
R(em,1) = aem−1,n + bem−1,1 + cem−1,2 + (d+ e)em,2 + (f + g)em,1 + hem,n,

T
ξ
R(em,n) = aem−1,n−1 + (b+ c)em−1,n + (d+ e+ f)em,n + (g + h)em,n−1,

T
ξ
R(e1,i) = aem,i−1 + bem,i + cem,i+1 + de1,i+1 + ee2,i+1 + fe2,i + ge2,i−1 + he1,i−1,

T
ξ
R(em,i) = aem−1,i−1 + bem−1,i + cem−1,i+1 + (d+ e)em,i+1 + fem,i + (g + h)em,i−1,

T
ξ
R(ej,1) = aej−1,n + bej−1,1 + cej−1,2 + dej,2 + eej+1,2 + fej+1,1 + gej+1,n + hej,n,

T
ξ
R(ej,n) = aej−1,n−1 + (b + c)ej−1,n + dej,n + (e + f)ej+1,n + gej+1,n−1 + hej,n−1,

where 2 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, 2 ≤ j ≤ m− 1 and a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ Zp.
Applying the above forms of matrix rule we give the following theorem without proof.

Theorem 3.2. Let the boundary conditions generated by ψ, τ , σ, λ and ξ. Then TψR , T τR, T
σ
R , T

λ
R and

T
ξ
R have the following matrix forms:
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T
ψ
R =



















Anp Bnp O O . . . O O O

Cnp Anp Bnp O . . . O O O

O Cnp Anp Bnp . . . O O O
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
O O O O . . . Cnp Anp Bnp
Dnp O O O . . . O Cnp Anp



















, T τR =



















Ana Bna O O . . . O O O

Cna Ana Bna O . . . O O O

O Cna Ana Bna . . . O O O
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
O O O O . . . Cna Ana Bna
O O O O . . . O Cna Dna



















,

T σR =



















Ara Era O O . . . O O O

Cra Ara Bra O . . . O O O

O Cra Ara Bra . . . O O O
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
O O O O . . . Cra Ara Bra
Dra O O O . . . O Cra Ara



















, T λR =



















Frp Erp O O . . . O O O

Crp Arp Brp O . . . O O O

O Crp Arp Brp . . . O O O
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
O O O O . . . Crp Arp Brp
Drp O O O . . . O Crp Arp



















,

T
ξ
R =



















Apa Bpa O O . . . O O Epa
Cpa Apa Bpa O . . . O O O

O Cpa Apa Bpa . . . O O O
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
O O O O . . . Cpa Apa Bpa
O O O O . . . O Cpa Dpa



















,

where
Anp = A+ dǫn,1, Bnp = B + eǫn,1,

Cnp = C + cǫn,1, Dnp = B + eǫn,1 + gǫ1,n,

Ana = A+ dǫn,n, Bna = B + eǫn,n,

Cna = C + cǫn,n, Dna = A+B + gǫ1,1 + (d+ e)ǫn,n,
Ara = A+ hǫ1,2 + dǫn,n, Bra = B + gǫ1,2 + eǫn,n,

Cra = C + aǫ1,2 + cǫn,n, Dra = A+B + gǫ1,1 + hǫ1,2 + (d+ e)ǫn,n,
Arp = A+ hǫ1,2 + dǫn,1, Brp = B + gǫ1,2 + eǫn,1,

Crp = C + aǫ1,2 + cǫn,1, Drp = B + eǫn,1 + gǫ1,n,

Frp = A+ hǫ1,2 + dǫn,1 + eǫn,2, Erp = B + C + (a+ g)ǫ1,2 + cǫn,n−1 + eǫn,n,

Apa = A+ hǫ1,n + dǫn,n, Bpa = B + gǫ1,n + eǫn,n,

Cpa = C + aǫ1,n + cǫn,n, Dpa = A+B + gǫ1,1 + hǫ1,n + (d+ e)ǫn,n,
Epa = C + aǫ1,n + cǫn,1, Era = B + C + (a+ g)ǫ1,2 + cǫn,n−1 + eǫn,n.

where O, ǫ1,1, ǫ1,2, ǫ1,n, ǫn,1, ǫn,n−1, ǫn,n ∈ Mn×n(Zp), O is the zero matrix and ǫ1,1, ǫ1,2, ǫ1,n,
ǫn,1, ǫn,n−1, ǫn,n are unit matrices.

3.1. The rule matrices for boundary conditions by rotating φ on the lattice. In this subsec-
tion, we consider the rule matrices the boundary conditions generated by rotating ϕ (more precisely,
for the case φ) on the lattice. We distinguish the following 4 cases: φ ≡ φ0◦ , φ90◦ , φ180◦ , φ270◦ .

After rotate to 90◦ degrees of the function φ on the lattice(see Figure 3) then we define

φ90◦(α) = φ90◦(η) = η, φ90◦(ρ) = φ90◦(π) = ρ.

Above we have defined strong left null and strong right reflexive for the cells x0,n+1, xm+1,0. If we
consider φ90◦ then ambiguity with defining boundary conditions in the cells x0,n+1, xm+1,0 moves to
x0,0, xm+1,n+1. That is why, we define the conditions strong up null and strong down reflexive in the
cells xm+1,n+1 and x0,0, respectively. Therefore, reflexive condition acts in the cell x0,0 and there is
null condition in xm+1,n+1. Then we conclude
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Figure 3. The mixed boundary conditions by rotating 90◦ the functions φ.

T
φ90◦

R (e1,1) = (a+ g + e)e2,2 + (d+ h)e1,2 + fe2,1,

T
φ90◦

R (e1,n) = fe2,n + ge2,n−1 + he1,n−1,

T
φ90◦

R (em,1) = (a+ c+ e+ g)em−1,2 + (b+ f)em−1,1 + (d+ h)em,2,

T
φ90◦

R (em,n) = (a+ g)em−1,n−1 + (b+ f)em−1,n + hem,n−1,

T
φ90◦

R (e1,i) = de1,i+1 + ee2,i+1 + fe2,i + ge2,i−1 + he1,i−1,

T
φ90◦

R (em,i) = (a+ g)em−1,i−1 + (b+ f)em−1,i + (c+ e)em−1,i+1 + dem,i+1

+hem,i−1,

T
φ90◦

R (ej,1) = (a+ c)ej−1,2 + bej−1,1 + (d+ h)ej,2 + (e + g)ej+1,2 + fej+1,1,

T
φ90◦

R (ej,n) = aej−1,n−1 + bej−1,n + fej+1,n + gej+1,n−1 + hej,n−1,

where 2 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, 2 ≤ j ≤ m− 1 and a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ Zp.
For non-border elements TR(ei,j) is computed as in (3.8). The following theorem forms the transition

rule matrix T φ90◦

R .

Theorem 3.3. Let T φ90◦

R : Zmnp → Z
mn
p be the rule matrix which takes the finite Moore CA over the

configuration C(t) of order m× n to the configuration C(t+ 1) under the boundary condition of φ90◦ .

Then T φ90◦

R has the following matrix form:

(3.10) T
φ90◦

R =



















A2 F2 O O . . . O O O

C2 A2 B2 O . . . O O O

O C2 A2 B2 . . . O O O
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
O O O O . . . C2 A2 B2

O O O O . . . O D2 A2



















,

where A2 = A+hǫ1,2, B2 = B+gǫ1,2, C2 = C+aǫ1,2, D2 = B+C+(a+g)ǫ1,2, F2 = B+(a+g)ǫ1,2,

O, ǫ1,2 ∈ Mn×n(Zp), with O is the zero matrix and ǫ1,2 is a unit matrix.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.1. �
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Now we shall consider rotation to 180◦ degrees of the function φ on the lattice as

φ180◦(η) = φ180◦(π) = η, φ180◦(α) = φ180◦(ρ) = ρ.

If we consider rotating to 180◦ degrees for the matrices P , Q, I, ǫ1,2, ǫn,n−1 and the parameters
a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ Z

∗

p we have

rot180
◦

(P ) = Q, rot180
◦

(Q) = P, rot180
◦

(I) = I,

rot180
◦

(ǫ1,2) = ǫn,n−1, rot180
◦

(ǫn,n−1) = ǫ1,2, rot180
◦

(d) = h,

rot180
◦

(h) = d, rot180
◦

(e) = a, rot180
◦

(g) = c,

rot180
◦

(f) = b, rot180
◦

(a) = e, rot180
◦

(c) = g,

rot180
◦

(b) = f.

Table 5. Situation of parameters of the function φ on the boundary cells.

a b c
h d
g f e

→
e f g
d h
c b a

By above denotations we can give the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4. Let T φ180◦

R : Zmnp → Z
mn
p be the rule matrix which takes the finite Moore CA over the

configuration C(t) of order m×n to the configuration C(t+1) under the boundary condition of φ180◦ .

Then T φ180◦

R has the following matrix form:

(3.11) T
φ180◦

R =



















A3 D3 O O . . . O O O

C3 A3 B3 O . . . O O O

O C3 A3 B3 . . . O O O
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
O O O O . . . C3 A3 B3

O O O O . . . O C3 A3



















,

where A3 = A+ hǫ1,2, B3 = B + gǫ1,2, C3 = C + aǫ1,2, D3 = B + C + (a+ g)ǫ1,2 + cen,n−1,

O, ǫ1,2, ǫn,n−1 ∈ Mn×n(Zp), O is the zero matrix and ǫ1,2, ǫn,n−1 are unit matrices.

Proof. First let us rotate the matrix with blocks then we rotate each block matrices A1, B1, C1, D1.

rot180
◦

(

T
φ
R

)

= rot180
◦



















A1 B1 O O . . . O O O

C1 A1 B1 O . . . O O O

O C1 A1 B1 . . . O O O
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
O O O O . . . C1 A1 B1

O O O O . . . O D1 A1



















=



















rot180
◦

(A1) rot180
◦

(D1) . . . O O O

rot180
◦

(B1) rot180
◦

(A1) . . . O O O

O rot180
◦

(B1) . . . O O O
...

...
. . .

...
...

...

O O . . . rot180
◦

(B1) rot180
◦

(A1) rot180
◦

(C1)

O O . . . O rot180
◦

(B1) rot180
◦

(A1)



















.

Now we compute rot180
◦

(A1), rot
180◦ (B1), rot

180◦(C1) and rot
180◦(D1):
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rot180
◦

(A1) = rot180
◦

(A+ dǫn,n−1) = rot180
◦

(dP + hQ+ dǫn,n−1)

= rot180
◦

(dP ) + rot180
◦

(hQ) + rot180
◦

(dǫn,n−1)

= rot180
◦

(d)rot180
◦

(P ) + rot180
◦

(h)rot180
◦

(Q)

+rot180
◦

(d)rot180
◦

(ǫn,n−1) = hQ+ dP + hǫ1,2 = A+ hǫ1,2 = A3,

rot180
◦

(B1) = rot180
◦

(B + eǫn,n−1) = rot180
◦

(fI + eP + gQ+ eǫn,n−1)

= rot180
◦

(fI) + rot180
◦

(eP ) + rot180
◦

(gQ) + rot180
◦

(eǫn,n−1)

= rot180
◦

(f)rot180
◦

(I) + rot180
◦

(e)rot180
◦

(P ) + rot180
◦

(g)rot180
◦

(Q)

+rot180
◦

(e)rot180
◦

(ǫn,n−1) = bI + aQ+ cP + aǫ1,2 = C + aǫ1,2

= C3,

rot180
◦

(C1) = rot180
◦

(C + cǫn,n−1) = rot180
◦

(bI + aQ+ cP + cǫn,n−1)

= rot180
◦

(bI) + rot180
◦

(aQ) + rot180
◦

(cP ) + rot180
◦

(cǫn,n−1)

= rot180
◦

(b)rot180
◦

(I) + rot180
◦

(a)rot180
◦

(Q) + rot180
◦

(c)rot180
◦

(P )

+rot180
◦

(c)rot180
◦

(ǫn,n−1)

= fI + eP + gQ+ gǫ1,2 = B + aǫ1,2 = B3,

rot180
◦

(D1) = rot180
◦

(B + C + (c+ e)en,n−1 + gǫ1,2) = rot180
◦

(B) + rot180
◦

(C)

+rot180
◦

((c+ e)en,n−1) + rot180
◦

(gǫ1,2) = C +B

+rot180
◦

(c+ e)rot180
◦

(ǫn,n−1) + rot180
◦

(g)rot180
◦

(ǫ1,2)

= C +B + (a+ g)ǫ1,2 + cǫn,n−1 = D3.

Hence, the matrix has the form


















A3 D3 O O . . . O O O

B3 A3 C3 O . . . O O O

O B3 A3 C3 . . . O O O
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
O O O O . . . B3 A3 C3

O O O O . . . O B3 A3



















.

�

By rotating 270◦ the function φ we obtain the following results similar those given above.

Theorem 3.5. Let T φ270◦

R : Zmnp → Z
mn
p be the rule matrix which takes the finite Moore CA over

the configuration C(t) of order m × n to the configuration C(t + 1) under the boundary condition of

rot270
◦

(φ(α)) = rot270
◦

(φ(ρ)) = η, rot270
◦

(φ(θ)) = rot270
◦

(φ(π)) = ρ. Then T
φ270◦

R has the following
matrix form:

(3.12) T
φ270◦

R =



















A4 D4 O O . . . O O O

C4 A4 B4 O . . . O O O

O C4 A4 B4 . . . O O O
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
O O O O . . . C4 A4 B4

O O O O . . . O F4 A4



















,

where A4 = A + dǫn,n−1, B4 = B + eǫn,n−1, C4 = C + cǫn,n−1, D4 = B + C + (c + e)ǫn,n−1,

F4 = C + (c+ e)ǫn,n−1, O, ǫn,n−1 ∈ Mn×n(Zp), O is the zero matrix and
ǫn,n−1 is a unit matrix.

The proof of the theorem is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.3.
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4. Dynamics of CAs

The global transition function is a defining characteristic of a cellular automaton. This function
shows how each configuration is changed in one time step. In our case, the global transition function is
TR : Zmnp → Z

mn
p , i.e. the rule matrix of CA, where Z

mn
p are all configurations in 2D CAm×n. Conse-

quently, a cellular automaton (CA) can be conceptualized as a discrete-time dynamical system denoted
by 〈TR, Zp〉. The attractors explain how a dynamical system behaves assymptotically. Attractors are
states of the system towards which the system is attracted. The system may converge to a specific
fixed-point attractor or to a periodic limit cycle attractor. Sometimes, the system represents chaotic
behavior. Limit sets have been proposed as potential formalizations of attractors within the cellular
automata theory. In the context of a cellular automaton, a limit set encompasses all configurations
that can arise after arbitrarily long computations. The concept of ”nilpotency” plays a crucial role in
the dynamical behavior of CAs. A cellular automaton is called nilpotent if its limit set contains just
one configuration. [5] have shown that for two or more dimension, the nilpotency of CAs is undecid-
able. In this section, we study some aspects of dynamical systems of 2D CA with mixed boundary
conditions. In particular, for reasons of convenience, we consider the von Neumann neighborhood,
and, in accordance with Remark 2.1, we assume a = c = e = g = 0.

If a square matrix T is nilpotent, it means that there exists a positive integer k such that T k = O,
where O is the zero matrix. In fact, for a given rule matrix T of 2D CAm×n we have the following:
if T is nilpotent, then for any initial configuration, the trajectory will ultimately converge to the zero
state.

Proposition 4.1. Let If T φR be a rule of 2D CA with the boundary condition (3.2) and d = f = 0.

Then T φR is nilpotent.

The proof of this result leads from the fact that T φR is a strictly lower triangular matrix under the
condition d = f = 0.

On the other hand, the dynamical system 〈TR, Zp〉 is over the finite field Zp and the field with
the usual topology induced by the metric is not compact. That is why, the dynamics of 2D CA

over Zp is different from real or complex cases. Now, let us find fixed points. Since T φR is a linear
operator, 0 ∈ Z

mn
p is a fixed point. Therefore, we check for other fixed points and we shall analyse the

homogeneous linear system

(4.1) (T φR − I ′)x = 0,

where I ′ ∈Mmn×mn(Zp) is an identity matrix.

The block matrix form of T φR − I ′ is

(4.2) T
φ
R − I ′ =



















A1 − I fI O O . . . O O O

bI A1 − I fI O . . . O O O

O bI A1 − I fI . . . O O O
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
O O O O . . . bI A1 − I fI

O O O O . . . O (b+ f)I A1 − I



















.

Let us assume f = 0. Then det(T φR − I ′) = (det(A1 − I))m.

A1 − I =



















−1 d 0 0 . . . 0 0 0
h −1 d O . . . 0 0 0
0 h −1 d . . . 0 0 0
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
0 0 0 0 . . . h −1 d

0 0 0 0 . . . 0 h+ d −1



















.

By using methods of evaluating higher-order determinants, for the determinant of A1 − I we obtain
the following result.

Proposition 4.2. Let A1 − I be a matrix n× n. Then

det(A1 − I) = −∆n−1 − d(h+ d)∆n−2
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where ∆n =

[n
2

]∑

k=0

C
2k+1
n+1 (−1)n−2k(1−4hd)k

2n and [n2 ] is the integer part of n
2 . Moreover, we can simplify

this determinant under some conditions:

• if d = 0, then det(A1 − I) = (−1)n;
• if d 6= 0 and h = 0, then det(A1 − I) = (−1)n−1(d2 − 1);

• if dh 6= 0, d+ h = −1, and d 6= h then det(A1 − I) = dn−hn

d−h
h;

• if dh 6= 0, d+ h = −1 and d = h, then det(A1 − I) = ndn.

By using proposition 4.2 we get solutions of the system (4.1), i.e. Fix(TφR) is the set of fixed points

T
φ
R .

Proposition 4.3. Let T φR be a rule of 2D CAm×n with the boundary condition (3.2) and f = 0. Then

• if d = 0, then Fix(TφR) = {0};

• if d 6= 0, 1 and h = 0, then Fix(TφR) = {0};

• if dh 6= 0, d+ h = −1 and d 6= h, then Fix(TφR) = {0};

• if dh 6= 0, d+ h = −1 and d = h, then Fix(TφR) = {0}.

Example 4.4. Let m = n = 3 and d = 1, b = f = h = 0. Then

A1 − I =

























−1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 −1 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 −1 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 −1

























According to the Proposition 4.2, det(A1 − I) = 0. By the theorem on homogeneous lin-

ear systems, there are some solutions of (T φR − I ′)x = 0 except for 0 and these solutions are
(x1, x1, x1, x4, x4, x4, x7, x7, x7, ), xi ∈ Zp.

5. Reversibility of the rule matrix T
φ
R.

In the present section, we shall establish an algorithm to decide whether the 2D (linear) CA deter-
mined by the Moore rule under the boundary conditions of non-bijective function φ is reversible or

not. We already have found the rule matrix T φR corresponding to the 2D finite CA with the function

φ. Thus, we can state the following relation between the column vectors X(t) and the rule matrix T φR:

X(t+1) = T
φ
R ·X(t) (mod p).

If the rule matrix TR is non-singular, then we have

X(t) = (T φR)
−1 ·X(t+1) (mod p).

Thus, our main aim is to study whether the rule matrix T φR in (3.9) is invertible or not. It is well

known that the 2D finite CA is reversible if and only if its rule matrix T
φ
R is non-singular. If the

rule matrix T
φ
R has full rank, then it is invertible, so the 2D finite CA is reversible, otherwise it is

irreversible.
Further, we use the following auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let T ∈ Mmn×mn(Zp) be a matrix of the following form:


















Am X O . . . O O

Bm−1 Am−1 X . . . O O

O Bm−2 Am−2 . . . O O
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
O O O . . . A2 X

O O O . . . B1 A1



















,(5.1)
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where all submatrices are n× n, O is the zero matrix. If the submatrix X has full rank, then

rank(T ) = (m− 1)n+ rank(Pm),

with P1 = A1, P2 = −B1 −A1X
−1A2, Pk = −Pk−2X

−1Bk−1 − Pk−1X
−1Ak, k ∈ {3, . . . ,m}.

Proof. Assume that we are given the matrix T . Firstly, we multiply the (m − 1)th row block by
−A1X

−1 from the left and add it to the last row block. Thus, we get














Am X O . . . O O O

Bm−1 Am−1 X . . . O O O
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

O O O . . . B2 A2 X

O O O . . . O B1 A1















→















Am X O . . . O O O

Bm−1 Am−1 B2 . . . O O O
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

O O O . . . B2 A2 X

O O O . . . −A1X
−1B2 B1 −A1X

−1A2 O















.

Now, let us use the denotations P2 = B1 − A1X
−1A2, Q2 = −A1X

−1B2. Then, we multiply the
(m− 2)th row block by −P2X

−1 from the left and add it to the last row block. Thus, we get














Am X O . . . O O O

Bm−1 Am−1 X . . . O O O
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

O O O . . . B2 A2 X

O O O . . . Q2 P2 O















→















Am X O . . . O O O

Bm−1 Am−1 X . . . O O O
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

O O O . . . B2 A2 X

O O O . . . P3 O O















.

Similarly, in the k-th step we multiply the (m − k)th row block by −PkX
−1 from the left and add it

to the last row block. Thus, we get




























Am X . . . O O . . . O O

Bm−1 Am−1 . . . O O . . . O O

O Bm−2 · O O . . . O O
...

...
. . .

. . .
...

...
...

...
O O . . . Ak+1 X . . . . . . O
...

...
...

...
. . .

. . .
...

...
O O . . . O O · A2 X

O O . . . Pk+1 O . . . O O





























.

Finally, in the last step we multiply the first row block by −Pm−1X
−1 from the left and add it to the

last row block. Hence, we obtain


















Am X O . . . O O

Bm−1 Am−1 X . . . O O

O Bm−2 Am−2 . . . O O
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
O O O . . . A2 X

Pm O O . . . O O



















=



















Am
Bm−1

... ∆
O

O

Pm O O . . . O



















.

Further, the X has full rank which implies that the matrix ∆ has full rank. Therefore, we obtain the
required result rank(T ) = (m− 1)n+ rank(Pm). �

Remark 5.2. Since the rank of the transpose of the matrix is equal to rank of itself, then we can prove
similar result to Lemma 5.1 for matrices T ∈ Mmn×mn(Zp) of the following form:



















A1 B1 O . . . O O

X A2 B2 . . . O O

O X A3 . . . O O
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
O O O . . . Am−1 Bm−1

O O O . . . X Am



















,(5.2)

where all submatrices are n×n, O is the zero matrix, I is the identity matrix. If the submatrix X has
full rank, then

rank(T ) = (m− 1)n+ rank(Pm),
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where P1 = A1, P2 = −A1X
−1B2, Pk = −Pk−2X

−1Bk−1 − Pk−1X
−1Ak, k ∈ {3, . . . ,m}.

Now, we give the algorithm of computing the rank of the rule matrix TRule. Here, we can use the
direct application of Lemma 5.1 to the rule matrices.

Theorem 5.3. Let T φR be the rule matrix in (3.9). If the matrix B1 has the full rank, then

rank(T φR) = (m− 1)n+ rank(Pm),

where the submatrix Pm is computed as in Lemma 5.1.

Proof. It is clear that any rule matrix T φRule is of the form (5.1). Therefore, we may have X = B1. In
the case B1 has the full rank, the matrix X has full rank. Hence, doing the same row block operations
as in Lemma 5.1 we find the submatrix Pm. Thus, we obtain

rank(T φR) = (m− 1)n+ rank(Pm).

�

Now we identify the conditions when the matrix B1 ∈ Mn×n(Zp) has the full rank. The matrix B1

has the following form:

B1 =



















f e 0 . . . 0 0
g f e . . . 0 0
0 g f . . . 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
0 0 0 . . . f e

0 0 0 . . . g + e f



















.

By computing the determinant via recurrence relation in Proposition 4.2 we can try to simplify the
form of the determinant of B1 for some cases:

• if e = 0 then det(B1) = fn.
• if e 6= 0 and g = 0 then det(B1) = fn−2(f2 − e2).

• if eg 6= 0, f = e+ g and e 6= g then det(B1) =
en−gn

e−g
g.

• if eg 6= 0, f = e+ g and e = g then det(B1) = nen.

Remark 5.4. We can formulate the theorem 5.3 for the rule matrix T
φ180◦

R in (3.11) by help of Remark
5.2.

For computing the rank of the rule matrix T
φ90◦

R in (3.10) we give the following theorem without
proof. It proves like Theorem 5.3.

Theorem 5.5. Let T φ90◦

R be the rule matrix in (3.10). If the matrix C2 and D2 have the full rank,
then

rank(T φR) = (m− 1)n+ rank(Pm),

where the submatrix Pm is computed as in Remark 5.2.

Example 5.6. In order to illustrate the previous theorem, we take m = 4 and n = 3 and consider the

rule matrix T φR with over the ternary field Z3. Thanks to Theorem 3.1 we have

T
φ
R =









A1 B1 O O

C1 A1 B1 O

O C1 A1 B1

O O D1 A1









,

where O is the zero matrix and

A1 =





0 d 0
h 0 d

0 h+ d 0



 , B1 =





f e 0
g f e

0 g + e f



 ,

C1 =





b c 0
a b c

0 a+ c b



 , D1 =





b+ f e+ c+ g 0
g + a b+ f c+ e

0 g + a+ e+ c b+ f



 ,

with a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ Z3.
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Now, let a = b = c = d = e = f = g = h = 1. Then,

A1 =





0 1 0
1 0 1
0 2 0



 , B1 = C1 =





1 1 0
1 1 1
0 2 1



 , D1 =





2 0 0
2 2 2
0 0 2



 .

Since B1 has the full rank (i.e. detB1 = 1) we find the matrix P4 as in the proof of Theorem 5.3.
According to the recurrence relation in Lemma 5.1, we get the following matrices:

P1 =





0 1 0
1 0 1
0 2 0



 , P2 =





1 0 2
2 2 2
1 0 0



 ,

P3 =





2 0 2
0 0 0
1 0 0



 , P4 =





2 0 1
1 1 1
0 2 1



 .

Therefore, by applying the algorithm for computing the rank of the rule matrix T φR (see Theorem 5.3)
we have

rank(T φR) = (4− 1) · 3 + rank(P4) = 9 + 2 = 11.

Hence, the rule matrix T φR does not have full rank. This implies that it is not reversible. In other

words the mapping T φR is not surjective, i.e. there exists a configuration of CA which is not an image
of any configuration. Moreover, for this CA there exists Garden of Eden.

In a cellular automaton, a Garden of Eden is a configuration that has no predecessor. It can be
the initial configuration of the automaton but cannot arise in any other way. The successor of a
configuration is another configuration, formed by applying the update rule simultaneously to every
cell. The transition function of the automaton is the function that maps each configuration to its
successor. If the successor of configuration X is configuration Y, then X is a predecessor of Y. A
configuration may have zero, one, or more predecessors, but it always has exactly one successor. A
Garden of Eden is defined to be a configuration with zero predecessors.

As it was mentioned in the introduction, computing the GOE configurations of a cellular automaton
is an important notion in cellular automata theory. Moore introduced this notion in[12]. Recently,
Ying et al.[23] have computed the number of GOE configurations of a 2D cellular automaton over the
binary field Z2.

6. Conclusions

We investigate 2D finite linear Moore CA with some mixing boundary conditions over the p-ary field
Zp (i.e. p-state spin values). We construct the transition rule matrix corresponding to the boundary
condition for Moore CA. Characterization problems for 2D finite linear Moore CA are analyzed for
p-ary spin cases. As we noted above, it is impossible to simulate a truly infinite lattice on a computer.
Usually, for 2D CA, only one of the boundary conditions was considered: null, periodic, adiabatic,
and reflexive. In [8] new type boundary condition was introduced as the mixed boundary condition.
There, mixed boundary condition contains all four boundary conditions. In this paper, we generalize
the mixed boundary condition. Suppose the boundary condition contains just two boundary conditions.
For instance, one of the adjacent sides of the lattice has a null boundary condition, another adjacent
sides has reflexive. There may be other cases. It may consider boundary conditions of opposite sides
of the lattice are the same. Or three different types boundary conditions use on the sides of the lattice.
But, in the paper we discussed mixed boundary conditions as an example above. Studying the rest
types of boundary conditions have been planned by us in the next papers.

A known fact is that determining the reversibility of 2D CA is a very difficult problem considering
the general reversibility case. Reversibility is one of the main characterization of CA. If CAs are
irreversible, then there is such a configuration that their pre-image does not exist. This configuration
is called a Garden of Eden. We mentioned such kind of CA in Example 5.6. Given special m, n
values, and some number of rows and columns of the transition matrix, we develop an algorithm for
computing the rank of the rule matrix with new types of boundary conditions for Moore neighborhood.
Therefore, some special 2D CA is reversible and some of them are irreversible as given in Example 5.6.
We present how to obtain the reversibility of 2D CA over the field Zp elements. Then the reversibility
problem of 2D Moore CA with a given mixed boundary condition is completely solved.
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