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Abstract

The goal of this paper is to review the properties of a Rule 60 cellular automa-
ton on a ring with a Mersenne number circumference and to use this knowl-
edge to explicitly construct all the ground state configurations of the classical
Newman-Moore model (a particular two-dimensional spin lattice model with
a specific three-spin interaction) on a square lattice of the same size. In this
particular case, the number of ground states is equal to half of the available
spin configurations in any given row of the lattice.
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1 Introduction

Both the classical Newman-Moore model (a particular two-dimensional spin lattice model
with a specific three-spin interaction) [1] and it’s quantum counterpart [2] play an im-
portant role in studies of systems with glassy dynamics (see, for example, [3], [4], [5] and
references therein). In this paper, we review the properties of a Rule 60 cellular automaton
on a ring with Mersenne number circumference and use this knowledge to explicitly con-
struct all ground state configurations of the classical Newman-Moore model on a square
lattice of the same size.

2 Rule 60 cellular automaton

For the one-dimensional cellular automata [6], the state of the system at the instant of
time j is given by a length L string:

~xj = [x0,j , x1,j , . . . xi,j, . . . , xL−1,j] , (1)

where xi,j is the state of the i’th bit at the instance of time j. Each xi,j is either 0, if the
site is unoccupied, or 1, if the site is occupied. Consider a Rule 60 automaton [6] on a ring
of a circumference L. According to the rule, the state of the automaton at the instance of
time j + 1 is related to its state at time j by

xi,j+1 = Xor(xi−1,j , xi,j) for i = 1, 2, . . . , L− 1
x0,j+1 = Xor(xL−1,j, x0,j)
j = 0, 1, . . . .

(2)

2.1 Periodic trajectories

In what follows, we will be interested in periodic trajectories generated by the rule (2).

Definition 2.1. An initial condition ~x0 initiates a M-periodic trajectory ~xj if

~xM = ~x0 .

Definition 2.2. An initial condition ~x0 initiates a M-fundamental-periodic trajec-
tory ~xj. if

~xM = ~x0

and

for any 0 < j < M, ~xj 6= ~x0 .

2.2 Configurations and their characterization

The state of the system at a given instant of time is called a configuration. E.g. for the
trajectory

j = 0 [100]
j = 1 [110]
j = 2 [011]
j = 3 [101]

. . .

,
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[011] is the state of the size L = 3 lattice at the instance of time j = 2, given that the
initial condition at j = 0 was [100].

Definition 2.3. Let LNoccupied-type state indicate a configuration that features Noccupied

occupied sites total on a length L lattice.

E.g. [110] will be characterised as a configuration of a 32-type.

2.3 Useful lemmas

Lemma 2.1. For any L, there are as many L(even)-type as there are L(odd)-type states.

Proof. One can establish a one-to-one correspondence between L(even) and L(odd) states
simply by controlling the state of the first bit, leaving other bits intact.

Lemma 2.2. For any L, the state [00 . . . 0] is a stationary state (a 1-periodic trajectory).

Proof. This directly follows from the rule (2).

Lemma 2.3. For any ring of circumference L, both L(odd)-type and L(even)-type states
become an L(even)-type state after one time step:

L(odd) →L (even)

L(even) →L (even) .

Proof. One proof is presented in [6] as Lemma 3.1. We present an alternative proof here.
Assume that the state of the system at an instance j is

[x0,j , x1,j , . . . xi,j, . . . , xL−1,j ] .

According to the rule (2), at the next step, 1’s will be marking points where the site state
changes from 0 to 1 or vice versa, along the lattice. For example, in

~xj = [011011001]
~xj+1 = [110110101]

,

the boldface “1” at j+1 marks a lateral switch from “0” to “1”, in bold, at j. Likewise in

~xj = [011011001]
~xj+1 = [110110101]

,

the boldface “1” at j +1 marks a lateral switch from “1” to “0” (in boldface), as the ring
closes.

Observe now that on a ring, the site state can only change laterally an even number
of times. This proves the Lemma.

Corollary 2.3.1. Type L(odd) can not initiate a periodic motion.

Proof. For an M -periodic motion, the state must return to itself after M steps. But
according to the Lemma 2.3, an L(odd)-type state can never become an L(odd)-type
state.

3
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Lemma 2.4. Let Mmax be the maximum fundamental period for a given L. Let MP be
the period which the L1 system converges to. Then

Mmax = MP .

Other periods divide Mmax.

Proof. The Lemma 2.4 appears in [7] as Theorem 1. An alternative formulation related
to cyclotomic polynomials is given in [8], Proposition 3.6.

An explicit form of a propagator, for L = 2n − 1 (n = 2, 3, . . .) is given by equation 9
in Theorem 3.6.

Lemma 2.5. Let k and n be positive integers. Then, the binomial coefficient
(2n

k

)

is even
for all 0 < k < 2n.

Several proofs for this property are known, the following is perhaps the simplest one,
adapted from [9] with minor changes.

Proof. According to the binomial theorem,

(x+ 1)2
n

=

2n
∑

k=0

(

2n

k

)

xk .

Therefore the lemma will be established if we prove that for all positive integer n there is
some integer ak with 0 < k < 2n such that

(x+ 1)2
n

= x2
n

+ 1 +

2n−1
∑

k=1

2ak x
k . (3)

We will prove this by induction on n. First we prove the base case where n = 1, so that

(x+ 1)2
n

= (x+ 1)2 = x2 + 1 + 2x .

which has the form of 3 with a1 = 1.
The induction hypothesis is that this property holds for n = m, for a given m ≥ 1, so

that

(x+ 1)2
m

= x2
m

+ 1 +

2m−1
∑

k=1

2ak x
k .

We now prove the property holds for m+ 1:

(x+ 1)2
m+1

=
(

(x+ 1)2
m
)2

By the induction hypothesis this is

(

(x+ 1)2
m
)2

=

(

x2
m

+ 1 +

2m−1
∑

k=1

2ak x
k

)2

=
{

(

x2
m

+ 1
)2
}

+

{

2
(

x2
m

+ 1
)

(

2

2m−1
∑

k=1

ak x
k

)}

+







(

2

2m−1
∑

k=1

ak x
k

)2






= x2
m+1

+ 1 + 2x2
m

+ 4







(

x2
m

+ 1
)

2m−1
∑

k=1

ak x
k +

(

2m−1
∑

k=1

ak x
k

)2





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The first two terms to the right of the final equality are the first two terms of 3 with
n = m+ 1. The binomial theorem applied to (x+ 1)2

m+1

produces these same two terms,
and then a polynomial in x with powers running from 1 to 2m+1 − 1, inclusive. Because
all terms in this particular remainder are multiplied either by two or by four, they are all
explicitly even, and the resulting polynomial will be sums of even numbers, which must
therefore also be even. So it is possible to find numbers bk such that

(x+ 1)2
m+1

= x2
m+1

+ 1 +

2m+1−1
∑

k=1

2bk x
k .

In particular,

bk =































2a1, for k = 1;

2ak +
∑k−1

m=1 ak−mam, for k = 2, . . . , 2m − 1;

1 + 2
∑2m−1

m=1 a2m−mam, for k = 2m;

2ak−2m +
∑2m−1

m=k−2m+1 amak−m, for k = 2m + 1, . . . , 2m+1 − 2; and

2a2m−1, for k = 2m+1 − 1.

Lemma 2.6. For the Rule 60 automaton on a ring of circumference L = 2n (n = 2, 3, . . .),
the only allowed fundamental period is M = 1.

This result is well known [5–7]. However, in what follows, we will be proving a state-
ment concerning temporal periods on a L = 2n− 1 ring, and we are going to use the proof
of the Lemma above as a model.

Proof. [7] Lemma 1, Corollary 1; [5] Eq. 13.

3 Fundamental periods and a propagator for the Rule 60 on

a ring of a Mersenne number circumference

3.1 Fundamental periods

Definition 3.1. A domain is the maximal contiguous set of sites having the same occu-
pation state bounded by a right domain boundary and a left domain boundary.

Definition 3.2. A site xi,j is said to be a right domain boundary (RDB) if the site xi+1,j

has a different occupation than xi,j. Similarly, a site xi,j is said to be a left domain
boundary (LDB) if the site xi−1,j has a different occupation. If xi,j is both a RDB and
a LDB, then it is a single-site domain. If xi,j is neither a RDB or a LDB, then it is an
interior site of a domain.

Definition 3.3. A bit flip on xi,j is an operation which changes the occupation of that
site, either from 1 to 0 or from 0 to 1, and leaves all other sites in ~xj unchanged.

Definition 3.4. A maximal state is a state of L with the maximum number of domains.

Lemma 3.1. Every ring of odd circumference L has an even number of domains for all
occupation states.

5
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Proof. Since L is odd, it is not possible to have only single-site domains on a ring. For all
states of odd L, at least one domain must contain at least two sites. For the maximal state,
only one domain will contain two sites, all others will be a single-state domain. Thus with
periodic boundary conditions, when L is odd, the maximum number of domains is L− 1,
which is even.

Any other state can be made from a maximal state by a series of bit flips on successive
sites, up to L sites. On each site there are four possible cases:

Case 1: The site xi,j is a single-site domain. By definition, this means the occupation
states of xi−1,j and xi+1,j are the same. Therefore when the xi,j site is bit flipped, its
single-site domain will merge with the two domains to the right and to the left, reducing
the total number of domains by two (three original domains become one). In a maximal
state, there are an even number of domains, and bit flipping any of the single site domains
results in a net loss of two domains, so the total number of domains remains even.

Case 2: The site xi,j is an interior site of a domain. This is essentially the reverse of
Case 1; when this site is bit flipped, it will then become a single site domain, with two
new domains on either side. The original single domain becomes three, for a net gain of
two domains. Since the number of domains in a maximal state is even, if a site interior to
a domain is bit flipped, two domains are added and the total remains even.

Case 3: The site xi,j is a LDB, but not a RDB. By definition, since xi,j is a LDB
but not a RDB it cannot be a single-site domain. Bit flipping this site will therefore shift
the domain boundary to the right one site, merging the xi,j site with the domain that
previously had the RDB at xi−1,j and creating a new LDB at xi+1,j. The total number
of domains remains the same. Since the maximal state has an even number of domains,
bit flipping a site which is a LDB but not a single-site domain results in the same even
number of domains.

Case 4: The site xi,j is a RDB, but not a LDB. Again by definition, this site cannot
be a single-site domain. Similarly to Case 3, bit flipping this site will result in the domain
boundary shifting left one site, making xi,j the RDB previously at xi+1,j. The total
number of domains again remains the same. Therefore all possible cases of bit flips from
the maximal state result in a state with an even number of domains.

Remark: The above proof can be extended to even L to formulate an alternate proof of
Lemma 2.3.

Definition 3.5. A predecessor state of ~xj+1 is any state ~xj that evolves to ~xj+1 under
the time evolution specified in (2)

Lemma 3.2. A state on a ring of circumference L has a predecessor state if, and only if,
it is even.

Proof. We have already shown in Lemma 2.3 that all Rule 60 time evolution results in
even states, so no L(odd) state has a predecessor. If a predecessor does exist, it must be
constructible by the following inverse of Rule 60. Here we construct an ~xj configuration

6
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from the knowledge of the ~xj+1 configuration. This inverse rule is

x0,j = 1
xi,j = Xor(xi−1,j, xi−1,j+1) for i = 1, 2, . . . , L− 1.

(4)

Because of the periodic boundary condition, there is also the self-consistency condition

x0,j = Xor(xL−1,j , xL−1,j+1). (5)

Note that there is a freedom in the initial choice of x0,j , we have chosen 1 for this proof,
but one can equally choose 0 and the rest of the construction goes through as above.

We will now prove that all even states have a predecessor by induction on L.

For the base case, we take L = 2 at some time j + 1. There are four possible config-
urations:

[00]

[01]

[10]

[11]

Applying the inverse rule (4), we find:

[00] has predecessor [11]
[11] has predecessor [10]

The configurations [01] and [10] do not have predecessors, as application of the inverse rule
(4) can not satisfy the self-consistency condition in both cases. Thus, we have proven by
demonstration that all even states for L = 2 have a predecessor state, and no odd states
have a predecessor.

The induction hypothesis is that this holds for some L = N , so that given an ~xj+1 of
length N > 2

xi,j = Xor(xi−1,j , xi−1,j+1) for i = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1

Xor(xN−1,j , xN−1,j+1) = 1 forN (even)

Xor(xN−1,j , xN−1,j+1) = 0 forN (odd)

We now prove the property holds for N + 1. There are two cases:
Case 1: The ring of circumference N had an even occupation, so by the induction hypoth-
esis

Xor(xN−1,j , xN−1,j+1) = 1.

Extending the ring to N + 1 means adding another site, xN,j+1, which can be either
occupied or unoccupied. If the site is occupied then the total occupation of N + 1 is odd.
By (4)

xN,j = Xor(xN−1,j , xN−1,j+1) = 1

but by the self-consistency condition (5)

x0,j = Xor(xN,j , xN,j+1) = 0

which is a contradiction, and so there can be no predecessor state.

7
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If xN,j+1 is unoccupied, then again

xN,j = Xor(xN−1,j , xN−1,j+1) = 1

but now
x0,j = Xor(xN,j , xN,j+1) = Xor(1, 0) = 1

and the predecessor state has been successfully constructed using rule (4).
Case 2: The ring of circumference N had an odd occupation, so by the induction

hypothesis
Xor(xN−1,j , xN−1,j+1) = 0.

If the additional site is occupied, so xN,j+1 = 1 then the occupation of N +1 is now even,
and

x0,j = Xor(xN,j , xN,j+1) = Xor(1, 0) = 1

and the predecessor state has been successfully constructed.
If xN,j+1 = 0, then the N + 1 state remains odd and

x0,j = Xor(xN,j , xN,j+1) = Xor(0, 0) = 0

in contradiction to (5) and a predecessor state can not be constructed. Therefore, the ring
of circumference N + 1 has a predecessor state only if the occupation is even.

Lemma 3.3. Every L(even) state on a ring has two possible predecessor states, which are
related by bit flipping every site.

Proof. In Lemma 3.2 we demonstrated that every L(even) state has a predecessor, but
noted that there is a freedom in choosing the occupation of the initial site of the predecessor
state. Since the Xor operation only considers relationships between pairs of sites, xi,j and
xi−1,j, bit flipping every site preserves the outcome of the Xor operation and generates a
second predecessor. Since this is the only freedom in constructing the predecessor states,
these two states are the only predecessor states.

Lemma 3.4. On a ring of odd circumference L, every L(even) state has one L(odd) pre-
cursor.

Proof. Construct an ~xj state from a given ~xj+1 by applying (4). If the occupation is odd,
then the proof is complete. If the occupation is even, then by Lemma 3.3 the second state
can be found by bit flipping every site of the even state. Since L is odd, this flipped state
will be odd.

Theorem 3.5. For a ring whose circumference is a Mersenne number, L = 2n − 1 (n =
2, 3, . . .), every (L=2n−1)(even)-type initial state (2L−1 of them) initiates an L-periodic
trajectory. These periodic trajectories exhaust the set of periodic trajectories.

Remark: The proof that follows is not new. The most elegant one can be found in [7]
Lemma 1, Corollary 3. Our proof differs in several details from the one in [7]. In particular,
it does not rely on the properties of the propagators, and as such is technically close to
the one given in [5] for L = 2n.

Proof. Regard the state of the system at an instance of time j as a vector ~xj . Observe
that

~xj
mod 2
= (Î + ŜL)

j~x0 ,

8
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where Î is a unit matrix, ŜL is a left shift operator:

(ŜL~x)i = (~x)i−1 for i = 1, 2, . . . , L− 1

(ŜL~x)0 = (~x)L−1
.

Below we will use a particular obvious property of the shift operator:

(

ŜL

)L

= Î . (6)

Now, let us consider L = 2n − 1 and apply the Rule 60 L+ 1 = 2n times. We get

(Î + ŜL)
L+1 = Î +

L
∑

r=1

(

L+ 1
r

)

(ŜL)
r + (ŜL)

L+1

= Î +

2n−1
∑

r=1

(

2n

r

)

(ŜL)
r + ŜL

mod 2
= Î + ŜL .

Above, we used the properties the property (6) and Lemma 2.5. In the other words, for
any initial state ~x0,

~xL+1 = ~x1 .

Now, thanks to the Lemma 3.4, ~x1 can be represented by any L(even) state. Shifting the
time by one step back, we get that for any (L=2n−1)(even) initial state ~x0,

~xL = ~x0 .

This is exactly the property we need.
Finally, according to the Corollary 2.3.1, no other periodic motions are possible.

Corollary 3.5.1. For a ring whose circumference L = 2n − 1 = prime is a Mersenne
prime, every L(even)-type initial state diferent from all zeros (2L−1 − 1 of them) initiates
a L-fundamental-periodic trajectory.

Proof. According to the Theorem 3.5, L is always one of the periods of every periodic
trajectory. Thus, it is the maximal fundamental period Lemma 2.4 is devoted to:

Mmax = L .

The second part of the Lemma 2.4 says that all the smaller periods divide Mmax. But in
the case of L being a Mersenne prime, L is prime and as such has no factors besides unity
(and the “all zeros” initial state is the only one that is capable of producing a unit period)
and itself. Hence L is indeed the only available fundamental period.

Finally, while any (L=2n−1)(even)-type state initiates a periodic trajectory, these ex-
haust the list. Indeed, according to the Corollary 2.3.1, the L(odd)-type states cannot
initiate periodic trajectories.

3.2 Propagator

To aid in the aim of explicitly constructing all ground states of the Newman-Moore model,
let us first introduce a propagator, i.e. a solution of (2) that has only one site occupied at
j = 0. Namely let us introduce

P(i,j)←(i0,0) (7)

9
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that obeys

P(i,0)←(i0,0) = δi,i0
P(i,j+1)←(i0,0) = Xor(P(i−1,j)←(i0,0), P(i,j)←(i0,0)) for i = 1, 2, . . . , L− 1

P(0,j+1)←(i0,0) = Xor(P(L−1,j)←(i0,0), P(0,j)←(i0,0))

j = 0, 1, . . .
i0 = 0, 1, L− 1

(8)

Theorem 3.6. For L = 2n − 1 (n = 2, 3, . . .),

P(i,j)←(0,0) =











(

j
i

)

L
mod 2, 0 ≤ j ≤ L− 1

(1− δi,0), j = L

P(i,(j−1 mod L)+1)←(0,0), j > L

(9)

where
(

j
i

)

L
is the q-binomial coefficient defined as

(

n

m

)

q

=

m−1
∏

k=0

1− qn−k

1− qk+1
(10)

Proof. For the initial state, note that

(

0

i

)

L

=

{

1 i = 0

0 otherwise
(11)

so the j = 0 state has a single occupied site at i = 0 as desired.
As stated in (2), , the time evolution is given by

xi,j+1 = Xor(xi−1,j , xi,j), 0 < j ≤ L− 1. (12)

This is equivalent to addition mod 2, so

xi,j+1 = [xi−1j + xij ] mod 2. (13)

We make use of the known recursion relation for the q-binomial coefficients

(

j + 1

i

)

L

=

(

j

i− 1

)

L

+ Li

(

j

i

)

L

. (14)

Note that for L = 2n − 1
Li mod 2 = 1 ∀i (15)

since all terms in the expansion of (2n − 1)i will be powers of two and their multiples,
except the

(

i
i

)

(2n)0 (−1)i term. Thus

(

j + 1

i

)

L

mod 2 =

[(

j

i− 1

)

L

+

(

j

i

)

L

]

mod 2, (16)

which is equivalent to (13).

For other propagators, the translational invariance dictates

10
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Theorem 3.7.

P(i,j)←(i0,0) =

{

P(i+i0,j)←(i0,0) for i ≤ 2(L− 1)− i0
P(i+i0−(L−1),j)←(i0,0) for i > 2(L− 1)− i0

i0 = 0, 1 . . . , L− 1

i = 0, 1 . . . , L− 1

j = 0, 1 . . . , L− 1

(17)

Proof. This follows directly from the definition of the propagator.

The propagator (17) can be used to propagate the Rule 60 automaton with L = 2n−1:

xi,j =
L−1
∑

i0=0

P(i,j)←(i0,0)xi0,j

i = 0, 1 . . . , L− 1

j = 0, 1 . . . , L− 1

Note that the formulas ((9), (17)) are not directly applicable for L 6= 2n − 1.

4 Application to the Newman-Moore model

4.1 Connection between the Rule 60 automaton and the Newman-Moore

model

To connect the Rule 60 automaton and the two-dimensional spin lattices, one considers
the so-called Triangular Plaquette Model or Newman-Moore model [1, 3, 10]:

H = −J

L−1
∑

i=0

M−1
∑

j=0

σi,jσi+1,jσi+1,j+1 (18)

with periodic boundary conditions. Notice that according to the rule 60, it is always the
case that

(1− 2xi,j)(1 − 2xi+1,j)(1 − 2xi+1,j+1) = 1 .

Hence, every M -periodic trajectory of (2) will produce a ground state of the Hamiltonian
(18), whose energy is

Eground = E↑...↑ = −JLM ,

if one uses the following association:

σi,j = (1− 2xi,j) .

Notice that “all spins up” is one of the ground states.

11
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4.2 Newman-Moore results inferred from the properties of the Rule 60

automaton

We are now ready to address the principal application of our cellular automata result: the
Newman-Moore model. In what follows, we will be able to explicitly list all the ground
state configurations of the Newman-Moore model (18) with

M = L = 2n − 1

n = 2, 3, . . . ,

i.e. for a square Newman-Moore lattice with the sides equal to one of the Mersenne
numbers.

We assert the following.

Theorem 4.1. The ground state of the Newman-Moore model (18) with M = L = 2n − 1
is 2L−1 degenerate.

Proof. The proof follows directly from the Theorem 3.5.

We will now provide explicit expressions for the ground state configurations of the
Newman-Moore model (18) on an L × L square lattice with L being equal to one of the
Mersenne numbers 2n − 1.

The ground state configurations will be labeled by the state of the 0-th row:

[σ0,0, σ1,0, . . . , σL−1,0] ,

where number of spin-down sites, σ = −1 is even: there are 2L−1 such configurations,
consistent with the 2L−1-fold degeneracy.

Theorem 4.2. The ground states of the Newman-Moore model (18) on an L× L square
lattice with L = (2n − 1) (n = 2, 3, . . .) read

σi,j =
L−1
∑

i0=0

(

1− 2P(i,j)←(i0,0)
1− σi0,j

2

)

i = 0, 1 . . . , 2n − 2

j = 0, 1 . . . , 2n − 2

(19)

where the propagator P(i,j)←(i0,0) is given by (17) and [σ0,0, σ1,0, . . . , σ2n−2,0] is any of the

2L−1 spin configurations characterised by the number of the σ = −1 sites being even.

5 Summary of results

The Theorem 3.5 plays the central role in our paper. It allows to identify all the initial
conditions that lead to periodic trajectories in a Rule 60 cellular automaton on a ring whose
circumference L is given by one of the Mersenne numbers, L = 2n − 1 . Furthermore, all
periodic trajectories are shown to share the period L. The Theorem 3.6 constructs the
propagators for this model.

The above results allow us to list all the ground states of the Newman-Moore model
explicitly. These results are summarised in Theorems 4.1 and 4.2
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