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Injective Local Rules of 1D Cellular Automata over F2
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Abstract

We discovered that certain patterns called injective patterns remain stable during the revolution process, allowing us to create many
reversible CA simply by using them to design the revolution rules. By examining injective patterns, we investigated their structural
stability during revolutions. This led us to discover extended patterns and pattern mixtures that can create more reversible cellular
automata. Furthermore, our research proposed a new way to study the reversibility of CA by observing the structure of local rule
f . In this paper, we will explicate our study and propose an efficient method for finding the injective patterns. Our algorithms can
find injective rules and generate local rule f by traversing 2N , instead of 22N

to check all injective rules and pick the injective ones.

© 2023 Published by Elsevier Ltd.

Keywords:
Cellular automata, One dimension, Injectivity, Efficient algorithm, Patterns

1. Introduction

Cellular Automata (CA) are mathematical dynamical systems consisting of a regular network of finite state cells
that will change their state simultaneously according to the states of their neighbor under a local rule. As a complicated
system, CA can be applied in encryption [1], cryptography [12], data compression [10], image encoding [5] and
quantum computing [18], while many significant scenarios require CA to be reversible.

To study self-reproducing automata, John Von Neumann first introduced Cellular Automata (CA) in [13], which
was published in the 1950s. Hedlund developed the first topological study of reversible cellular automaton in [8],
establishing essential concepts for the one-dimensional CA, such as the uniform multiplicity of ancestors and Welch
sets. Gregorio and Trautteur, in their 1975 work [6], investigated the reversibility, injectivity, and surjectivity of one-
dimensional CA and specified the effective condition of the three properties. In the early 1980s, Stephen Wolfram
led a new stage in the theoretical research of a cellular automaton by first proposing a one-dimensional elementary
cellular automaton (ECA) with a state number of 2 and a neighborhood radius of 1 in his work [19]. Tome proved
necessary and sufficient conditions for null-boundary one-dimensional CA to exit and give his tree-based algorithms
in [17]. In linear CA, Yang proposed a method by constructing the deterministic finite automata (DFA) of CA to solve
the reversibility problem in [21]. In the work [7], Du improved Yang’s method by simplifying each node of DFA and
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gave a polynomial substitution named standard basis postfix (SBP) algorithm to calculate the reversibility of linear
cellular automaton (LCA) under null boundary. Through studying number-conserving CA (NCCA), in their work
[20], Barbara and Maciej proposed a decomposition-based method, which can easily generate a relatively small set of
local rules and then verify the reversible ones.

Amoroso and Patt proposed an algorithm to determine whether the global transformation is injective in their
1972 paper [2] and gave the proof that a nontrivial rule with form 0X1(m−1)0 is injective, where m ∈ Z+. In 1976’s
work [4], Bruckner proved that the necessary condition for the global transformation to be surjective and injevtive is
“balanced”. Based on “balanced”, Maruoka and Kimura gave that the condition of the global transformation of CA
of any dimension to be injective is “hard” [11]. Klaus Sutner proposed an algorithm to use the de Bruijn diagram to
decide the reversibility of cellular automata over the finite field F2 in 1991, which can reduce the complexity of the
injective decision algorithm to quadratic complexity [16].

However, the former algorithms are not good at quickly generating a batch of CA with injective global transition
function due to the traverse process, which limits their computational complexity to the number 22N

when given a
rule with neighbor size N. If the size is getting bigger, the computational cost of these methods is unbearable. For
instance, when we need to generate a batch of reversible CA with 7-neighbor, there will be 227

= 2128 rules needed
to be traversed over F2 in the worst situation, which is impossible for any computer to complete the calculation in a
reasonable time.

To better address the problem, many researchers proposed their methods. Tim uses algebra structure to exhaustive
listing reversible one-dimensional CA [3] and proposed a method based on tree structure to calculate them. Although
they use the pruning method to simplify the tree, their method still needs lots of calculation resources. Juan Carlos
introduced a method to use the matrix to study the reversibility of one-dimensional CA which can calculate 6-states
2 neighbor size CA at most in [14], and based on it, they proposed a new algorithm to calculate a random, reversible
cellular automaton with tens of states in paper [15].

In this paper, we found that if the local rule of CA conforms to some particular patterns, we can easily assert that
the local rule is injective. By using these particular patterns for extension, and mixture, we can quickly generate a
batch of reversible CA.

We organized the paper as this: Section 1 introduces the background of cellular automata. Then the definition and
explanation of relevant basic knowledge are explained in Section 2. Based on previous sections, Section 3 gives some
theorems studied in this paper and their proofs. The algorithm for constructing nontrivial injective rules we propose
in this paper will be explicated in Section 4. We give the results of our algorithm in section 5. Section 6 concludes
and proposes future work.

2. Mathematical description of Cellular Automata

Usually, we use a quadruple A = {d, S ,N, f } to describe a CA as follows:

• d ∈ Z+ denotes the dimension of the cellular automata space. A d-dimensional space is marked Zd, and each
point n⃗ ∈ Zd is called a cell.

• S = {0, 1, · · · , p − 1} is a finite set, which denotes the states of cell of CA.

• N = (n⃗1, n⃗2, · · · , n⃗m) is the neighbor vector of size m, where n⃗i ∈ Zd, and n⃗i , n⃗ j when i , j (1 ≤ i, j ≤ m). The
m neighbors of a cell n⃗ can be expressed as N(n⃗) = n⃗ + n⃗i(i = 1, 2, · · · ,m).

• f : S m → S is the local rule, which maps the current states of all neighbors of a cell to the next state of this cell.

In this paper, we focus on the CA with d = 1 over F2. We use c : Zd → S to denote the configuration of CA, and
ct represents the configuration of CA at time t, while C(C = {c|c : Zd → S }) is the set of all configuration. A local
rule uniquely defines a global transformation which we denote as τ : C → C, and then ct+1 = τ(ct) can denote the
mapping process of CA, while τ is a global transformation.

For a better explaining, here we apply a Corollary proposed in [9], which enables us to utilize some properties
of periodic one-dimensional CA to discuss our method instead of infinite one-dimensional CA. The Corollary is as
follows:
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we have among one-dimensional cellular automata τ in jective ⇐⇒ τP in jective, where τP denotes the global
transformation of periodic one-dimensional CA.

Based on above, shi f tk(c) ⇐⇒ c is obvious. The proof is mechanism moves k steps of the index of the CA, so
we leave it to interested readers.

Wolfram proposed a naming method that can succinctly represent a CA rule. We defined the local rule of primary
CA as a binary sequence, fi is a binary number which is the result of the corresponding local map, w is the rule
number, then w = Σ7

i=0 fi ∗ 2i. The w calculated by this rule is called the Wolfram number. For example, the local rule
definition table with Wolfram rule number 240 is shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Local rule definition table with Wolfram number of 11110000

Map String State Map String State
000 0 100 1
001 0 101 1
010 0 110 1
011 0 111 1

Definition 1. For any c1, c2 ∈ C, if c1 , c2, has τ(c1) , τ(c2), then τ is injective.

Definition 2. Trivial Rule is that for configuration ct, if there is a global transformation τ determined by a local rule
f , making ct+1 = τ(ct) = shi f tk(ct), where k ∈ Z, k , 0 represents the shift number of the configuration and if k < 0,
it means the configuration shift to left, while k > 0 means the opposite. Moreover, if the transformation under local
rule f changes the corresponding cell state to the complement. The local rule f is trivial as well.

Theorem 1. Global transformation τ determined by a trivial rule f is injective.

The proof here is obvious, so we leave it to the interested readers.
However, the reversibility of CA with nontrivial rules is not apparent. Thus, we need to use an algorithm like Patt

has proposed in [2] to investigate if the rule of CA is injective. Thus, we need to traverse all rules of a given neighbor
size until we find enough reversible CA. The only problem is that the method needs to traverse 22L+R+1

elements in the
worst case. For instance, when the neighbor’s size is 7, the calculation cost can be 22128 = 2128, which is unbearable.

Besides, we can also use the bigraph method proposed in [15] to generate some reversible CA. Using this method
requires complex settings and may have hidden drawbacks in CA.

We focus on creating reversible CA by defining their local rules and boundary conditions. We discovered that
non-trivial reversible CA have stable injective patterns.

3. The Special Patterns

We will define the prefix sub-strings and suffix sub-strings of map string e−L · · · X · · · eR, where L,R ∈ Z+, L is its
left radius, R is its right radius, and L and R are not need to be equal.

Definition 3. The Prefix Sub-strings of a given map string e−L · · · X · · · eR are e−L · · · e−L+i, where 0 ≤ i ≤ L + R − 1.
The Suffix Sub-strings are eR− j · · · eR, where 0 ≤ j ≤ L + R − 1. Examples of prefix sub-strings and suffix sub-strings
are shown in Table 2. In order to simplify our writing, we take X to represent e0 and e0.

Since the pattern we built does not limit L and R to be equal, the prefix sub-strings and suffix sub-strings in the
table do not correspond to each other in equal length.

Definition 4. Injective Pattern is a map string e−L · · · X · · · eR that every prefix sub-string of the map string, containing
X, is unequal to its suffix sub-string with the same length, assuming L ≤ R, while exchange the prefix and the suffix
when L > R.

3
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Table 2. Prefix sub-strings and suffix sub-strings of a given map string.

Prefix sub-strings Suffix sub-strings
e−L eR

e−Le−L+1 eR−1eR

· · · · · ·

e−L · · · X X · · · eR

e−L · · · Xe1 e−1X · · · eR

· · · · · ·

e−L · · · X · · · eR−1 e−L+1 · · · X · · · eR

For instance, given a map string with L = 1 and R = 3, the algorithm proposed in this paper can identify that the
injective patterns are 0X011, 0X110, 1X001 and 1X100.

Definition 5. Injective Pattern-Induced Rule f is that given an injective pattern e−L · · · X · · · eR, and then we confirm
two local maps of a local rule f with L + R + 1 neighbor size and 2L+R+1 local maps, that are e−L · · · e0 · · · eR → e0,
where e0 = 1 − e0 over F2, and the local rule has e−L · · · e0 · · · eR → e0 correspondingly, while other local maps
will keep the form: a−L · · · a0 · · · aR → a0. Besides, the rule f must be a “balance” rule either. Moreover, we split
the whole local maps (the number is 2L+R+1) of an injective pattern-induced local rule into two sets. One of which
contains injective pattern corresponding local maps is called Pattern Set, while the other contains other 2L+R+1 − 2
local maps is called Common Set.

An example of injective pattern-induced local rule is 4278318856 (Wolfram number, induced by injective pat-
terns 0X011), which has local maps 00011 → 0 and 01011 → 1, while other local maps of this rule will keep the
corresponding state unchanged.

Theorem 2. A revolution local rule f of a one-dimensional cellular automaton is injective if the local rule is induced
by an injective pattern.

Proof. Given a configuration c of the CA, introduced in Theorem 3.1, it contains injective patterns e−L · · · X · · · eR, as
follows:

c : · · · a−L−1e−L · · · X · · · eRaR+1 · · · ,

where ai ∈ S , i ∈ N and −∞ ≤ i ≤ −L − 1 or R + 1 ≤ i ≤ ∞ represents the state of the cell in configuration c that can
be 0 and 1 over F2, while e j ∈ S , j ∈ N and −L ≤ j ≤ R is a specific state of the cell that must be 0 or 1. According to
the definition of CA, we have map functions:

f : S L+R+1 → S ,

f (a−L · · · a0 · · · aR) = a
′

0,

where S is the state set of cells in the CA, the neighbor size is L + R + 1 and the revolution local rule is f . So we get
the map function of injective pattern

f (e−L · · · X · · · eR) = X
′

,

where X represents the cell state e0 and e0, and Table 3 shows the map strings, whose corresponding cell (denoted as
red) is every element of injective pattern e−L · · · X · · · eR.

Since the revolution local rule f is an injective pattern-induced rule, we have the map functions as follows.

f (a−L · · · a0 · · · aR) = a
′

0,

a
′

0 =

 a0, when a−L · · · a0 · · · aR = e−L · · · X · · · eR

a0, others
,

4
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Table 3. The map strings of every element of injective pattern.
Map strings of elements before X Map strings of elements after X

a−L−1e−L · · · e−1 · · · eR−1 e−L+1 · · · e1 · · · eRaR+1
a−L−2a−L−1e−L · · · e−2 · · · eR−2 e−L+2 · · · e2 · · · eRaR+1aR+2

· · · · · ·

a−2L · · · a−L−1e−L · · · eR−L e−L+R · · · eRaR+1 · · · a2R

where a−L · · · a0 · · · aR is the map string we have introduced previously, that is the map strings shown in the Table 3
and the injective pattern e−L · · · X · · · eR. So, we have the map functions of these map strings as follows:

f (a−2L · · · a−L−1e−L · · · eR−L) = e
′

−L,

· · ·

f (a−L−1e−L · · · e−1 · · · eR−1) = e
′

1,

f (e−L · · · e0 · · · eR) = e
′

0,

f (e−L+1 · · · e1 · · · eRaR+1) = e
′

1,

· · ·

f (e−L+R · · · eRaR+1 · · · a2R) = e
′

R.

In addition, the map strings in the Table 3 will not equal to the injective pattern e−L · · · X · · · eR no matter what
value ai takes, because of the definition of injective pattern. Thus, we get e

′

j = e j, where j ∈ N and −L ≤ j ≤ R,
except for e

′

0 which is e0. That is:

ct : · · · a−L−1e−L · · · e0 · · · eRaR+1 · · · ,

ct+1 = τ(c) : · · · a−L−1e−L · · · e0 · · · eRaR+1 · · · ,

ct+2 = τ(τ(ct)) = ct : · · · a−L−1e−L · · · e0 · · · eRaR+1 · · · ,

where c represents the configuration of CA, while t is time t and so as t+ 1, t+ 2, and τ is the global transformation of
CA. f is injective and the total number configuration of the CA with injective pattern-induced local rule f is 2, which
is a notable feature.

Definition 6. Extended Pattern can be generated by adding k elements to the left end of injective pattern and h
elements to the right end of injective pattern e−L · · · X · · · eR, where k, h ∈ N.

To better explain, we noted each element as a that can represent all states in S and the given injective pattern is
e−L · · · X · · · eR, then we have a−L−k · · · a−L−1 e−L · · · X · · · eR aR+1 · · · aR+h, that is extended pattern. Since h, k ∈ N, the
extended pattern can be any length, we specify a local rule diameter D = L+R+ 1+ k+ h here to assist us in studying
the rule f .

We give a specific example here. A extended pattern based on injective pattern 0X011 with k = 1, h = 2 is
a0X011aa, which represents 0001100, 0011100, 00001101, 00101101, 00001110, 00101110, 00001111, 00101111,
10001100, 10101100, 10001101, 10101101, 10001110, 10101110, 10001111, 10101111, and will in the pattern set
while others map strings will in the common set.

Similar to the injective pattern-induced local rule, we can also induce the corresponding local rule f using the
extended pattern and get the pattern set and the common set.

Definition 7. Extended Pattern-Induced Rule f is that as long as the map string denoted as a1 · · · X · · · aD equals to
extended pattern a−L−k · · · a−L−1 e−L · · · X · · · eR aR+1 · · · aR+h, have f (a−L−k · · · a−L−1 e−L · · · X · · · eR aR+1 · · · aR+h) = x,
where X represents e0 or e0. otherwise the state will be still, that is f (a1 · · · X · · · aD) = X.

For example, given an extended pattern 10X1a, which is extended by injective pattern 10X1, the Wolfram number
of extended pattern-induced local rule f is 1007612144, corresponding to binary number 111100000011101111000011110000.

5
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If and only if the map string is equal to extended pattern 10X1a, the state of X will change after mapping, where
X, a ∈ {0, 1}, so we have 10X10→ X, 10X11→ X. Otherwise, the state will be stable.

Theorem 3. An extended pattern-induced local rule f of the CA is injective.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.1, we first define a CA with an extended pattern-induced rule f . As we
introduced previously, the neighbor size is D and the map functions are as follows:

f : S D → S ,

f (a1 · · · X · · · aD) = X
′

,

where S is the state set of cells, and the neighbor size is D. The map string a1 · · · X · · · aD is equal to a−L−k · · · X · · · aR+h,
and e−L · · · X · · · eR is injective pattern, if and only if a−L−k · · · X · · · aR+h = a−L−k · · · a−L−1e−L · · · X · · · eRaR+1 · · · aR+h,
we get a map function:

f (a−L−k · · · a−L−1e−L · · · X · · · eRaR+1 · · · aR+h) = e
′

0, e
′

0 = e0.

According to the extended pattern-induced rule and Theorem 3.1, we know the result. Then, the results of the map
functions of the CA are as follows:

f (a−2L−k · · · a−L−1e−L · · · eRaR+1 · · · aR+h−L) = e
′

−L,

· · ·

f (a−L−k−1 · · · a−L−1e−L · · · e−1 · · · eRaR+1 · · · aR+h−1) = e
′

−1,

f (a−L−k · · · a−L−1e−L · · · e0 · · · eRaR+1 · · · aR+h) = e
′

0,

f (a−L−k+1 · · · a−L−1e−L · · · e1 · · · eRaR+1 · · · eR+h+1) = e
′

1,

· · ·

f (a−L−k+R · · · a−L−1e−L · · · eRaR+1 · · · a2R+h) = e
′

R.

Since every map string shown before is unequal to extended pattern a−L−k · · · a−L−1e−L · · · e0 · · · eRaR+1 · · · aR+h,
no matter what value ai takes, we have the results that e

′

j = e j, where j ∈ N and −L ≤ j ≤ R, except e
′

0 = e0. We have
proof that even in the extended pattern, the injective pattern part can keep its structure in mapping.

In the next step, we discuss the extended part of the extended pattern. The extended parts have two situations,
which are 1) strings that can formulate injective pattern a−L−k · · · a−L−1e−L · · · X · · · eR aR+1 · · · aR+h and 2) strings that
can not formulate injective pattern. In the first situation, we can have the same solution as f (a−L−k · · · a−L−1e−L · · · e0 · · · eR

aR+1 · · · aR+h) = e0 as long as we take the extended pattern as a window and move it to the corresponding position,
and due to Definition 3, the injective pattern will always keep its structure, while in the second situation, we have the
solution shown as previous excepts the solution mentioned in the first situation, that is, the results are e

′

j = e j in all
time, except for e

′

0 which is e0 mentioned in 1).
As a result, we have the conclusion that τ(τ(c)) = shi f tek(c), and apparently, the local rule f is injective.

So far, we introduced two patterns that can induce injective local rules respectively. We discovered a unique prop-
erty that allows them to maintain the ”patterns” structure during the mapping process. The state of the corresponding
cell can only change in the next cycle if the local map matches the ”patterns.”. So, we define this property as follows,
and discuss a new way to generate more injective rules.

Definition 8. Pattern Independence is that given a set of injective patterns, 1) for the patterns with the same length,
the prefix sub-strings of each pattern, containing X, are unequal to the corresponding length suffix sub-strings of all
other patterns. 2) For the patterns with different lengths, it should conform to situation 1) at first, and also require the
shorter injective patterns not equal to any of the same length sub-strings of the longer injective patterns.

6
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To better explain, in situation 1), take e j
−L−k · · · X · · · e

j
R+h, j = 1, 2, · · · , k to represent the injective patterns, the

property is that:

e j
−L−k · · · X · · · e

j
r ,



e1
R+h−(r+L+k+1) · · · e

1
R+h,

· · ·

e j−1
R+h−(r+L+k+1) · · · e

j−1
R+h

e j+1
R+h−(r+L+k+1) · · · e

j+1
R+h

· · ·

ek
R+h−(r+L+k+1) · · · e

k
R+h

,

where r ∈ Z, 0 ≤ r < R + h, and assume R + h ≥ L + k (if R + h ≤ L + k, the “,” situation is vice versa).
In situation 2), take e j

−L1 · · · X · · · e
j
R1 to be the longer injective patterns and e j

−L2 · · · X · · · e
j
R2 to be the shorter

injective patterns, where j = 1, 2, · · · , k and L1, L2,R1,R2 ∈ Z, 0 ≤ L1, L2 ≤ L + k, 0 ≤ R1,R2 ≤ R + h, and that is as
follows:

e j
−L1 · · · X · · · e

j
r , e j1

L2−(L1+r+1) · · · e
j1
L2, j1 = 1, 2, · · · , k, j1 , j,

e j
−L1 · · · X · · · e

j
R1 , S ubstring(e j1

−L2 · · · X · · · e
j1
R2), j1 = 1, 2, · · · , k, j1 , j,

where r ∈ Z, 0 ≤ r < R1, and assume R1 ≥ L1 (if R1 ≤ L1, the “,” situation is vice versa), and j1, j1 =
1, 2, · · · , k, j1 , j means we traverse k − 1 patterns. S ubstring means to get the substring with the same length
as the shorter injective patterns. Longer and shorter injective patterns have the same length, left radius, and right
radius, and satisfy pattern independence.

According to Definition 7, we can consider the injective patterns and extended patterns to be self-independence.

Definition 9. Patterns Mixture is a pattern set including injective patterns and extended patterns that satisfy pattern
independence. We use Mixture Set to denote the given set.

Assume that the rule diameter is D, and D is the longest length of all patterns. Then, the patterns mixture includes
situations as follows.

1) All elements of the mixture are injective patterns with D length.

2) The mixture set consists of injective patterns and extended patterns, and all of them are of D length.

3) All elements of the mixture set are extended patterns with a diameter D, which are extended by injective patterns
with a diameter smaller than D.

Similar to the previous, we can induce local rules based on the patterns mixtures. The definition of patterns
mixture-induced rule f is as follows.

Definition 10. Patterns Mixture-Induced Rule f , of D length and with 2D local maps, is that if and only if the map
strings of local maps in the mixture set, the state of X will change during the mapping process, that is e1 · · · X · · · eD →

X
′

, where e1 · · · X · · · eD ∈ MixtrueS et and X
′

represents the changed state of the corresponding cell.

Theorem 4. A patterns mixture induced rule f of the CA is injective.

Proof. Assume there are k, k ∈ Z+ patterns with different lengths in the mixture set, while the max length D. The
patterns in the mixture set conform to pattern independence, and according to Definition 8, this is patterns mixture.
Given a one-dimensional CA with patterns mixture induced rule f will have map functions:

f : S D → S ,

f (a1 · · · X · · · aD) = X
′

,

where D is the neighbor size, S is the state set, and a1 · · · X · · · aD represents all possible states of map strings with
a given length, that is a1 · · · X · · · aD ∈ S D, while f is local rule. Based on the different situations of elements in the
mixture set, we give our proof respectively, as follows.

7
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1) Every element in the mixture set is an injective pattern with D neighbor size, denoted as e j
−L−k · · · X · · · e

j
R+h, j =

1, 2, · · · , k.

2) The elements in mixture set are all D size, including injective patterns and extended patterns. We denote the
injective patterns as e j

−L−k · · · X · · · e
j
R+h, j = 1, 2, · · · , k. and since the extended part of the extended patterns can

represent any state, we only need to consider the injective part, which we proved in Theorem 3.2, and denoted
them as e j

−L · · · X · · · e
j
R, j = 1, 2, · · · , k.

3) The elements in the mixture set are all extended patterns with size D.

For situation 1), in the mixture set, there are k injective patterns that satisfy patterns independence, so we have
the map functions as follows:

f (a−L−k · · · a0 · · · aR+h) = a
′

0,

a
′

0 =

 a0, a−L−k · · · a0 · · · aR+h ∈ MixtureS et
a0, others

,

where a−L−k · · · a0 · · · aR+h is a string window with D length on the configuration c of the given CA, shown in Fig. 1.
The blue box is the window and the red cell represents the corresponding cell of this window.

Figure 1. The window of given CA with patterns mixture induced rule f while all elements in mixture set are injective patterns.

According to the definition, as long as the string in the window equals to e j
−L−k · · · X · · · e j

R+h, j = 1, 2, · · · , k,
where X can represent both e j

0 and e j
0, which is the injective pattern in the mixture set, the state of the corresponding

cell can change after mapping, or the state will be still.
In addition, no matter what value the ai take, the content in the window will not equal to e j

−L−k · · · X · · · e j
R+h, j =

1, 2, · · · , k, where i ∈ Z,−2L − 2k ≤ i ≤ −L − k − 1 or R + h + 1 ≤ i ≤ 2R + 2h, so in the Fig. 1, only one window
can change the state of the corresponding cell, and this situation can be extended to the whole configuration c and all
injective patterns, which are in the mixture set. That is, the injective patterns will keep their structure always. In the
next time, the situation is the same. So, we have τ(τ(c)) = shi f tk(c), which has proven the patterns mixture induced
rule f is injective.

For situation 2), the mixture set will have both injective patterns and extended patterns. However, for extended
patterns, we only need to consider the effectiveness between the shorter injective patterns which construct the extended
patterns, and the longer injective patterns. Similar to the situation 1), we define a window with the same length with
the shorter injective patterns, and the corresponding cell will just on the same situation as the first cell of the longer
injective patterns, and then move the window one cell a step to traverse all cell of injective patterns, shown as Fig. 2.

According to Definition 8, the content of the window in any step will have no chance to equal to the shorter
injective patterns, which means that the shorter injective patterns can not break the structure of the longer injective
patterns, while if do the same operation with the window change to the length of the longer injective patterns and
the corresponding cell in the first cell of the shorter injective patterns, the longer injective patterns can not break the

8
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Figure 2. The window of given CA with patterns mixture induced rule f while the mixture set includes both injective patterns and extended patterns.

structure of the shorter injective patterns as well. In addition, we have proven injective patterns with the same length
can not influence each other to break their structure in situation 1).

To sum up, firstly, given a CA with patterns mixture induced rule f , and define numerous windows with different
lengths that can represent all lengths of the injective patterns with D length or injective patterns which construct the
D length extended patterns in the mixture set. Then, use the windows to traverse the initial configuration c of the CA,
if the content of the windows is equal to any injective patterns mentioned latest, according to Definition 9, the state
of the corresponding cell of the window will change in the next time, while the structure of mentioned latest injective
patterns will remain, since all of them will not break the structure of others which we have proven previously. Do the
same operation again, the changed state cell will change its state as well, that is, the same as the initial configuration.
So, we have τ(τ(c)) = shi f tk(c), and apparently, the local rule f is injective.

For situation 3) the proof is the same as situation 2), which only needs to change the length of the window, and
the conclusion is the same as situation 2) too. Thus, in all situations, the local rule f will ensure the configuration of
the CA has τ(τ(c)) = shi f tk(c), so the local rule f is injective.

4. Algorithms

Firstly, we give an algorithm to check the pattern independence named Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: Patterns Independence Detection
input : PatternS hort(injective pattern), L1,R1(left radius and right radius);

PatternLong(injective pattern), L2,R2(left radius and right radius)
output: True or False

1 if PatternS hort equals PatternLong then
2 DetectionType← In jectivePattern;

3 for length← L1 to L1 + R1 do
4 if PrefixSubstring(PatternS hort, length) equals SuffixSubstring(PatternLong, length) then
5 return False;

6 if DetectionType is In jectivePattern then
7 return True
8 else
9 for begin← −L2 to R2 − (L1 + R1 + 1) do

10 if PatternS hort equals Substring(PatterLong, begin, begin + L1 + R1 + 1) then
11 return False

12 return True

In Algorithm 1, the function Pre f ixS ubstring and S u f f ixS ubsring are defined in Definition 3. The first augment
is the pattern, and the second augment is the length. Furthermore, the function S ubstring has 3 augments as input.
The first one is a pattern, the second one is the beginning position and the last one is the end position.

Complexity Analysis. From Algorithm 1, we get that the main cost will be the two “ f or” loops and the compar-
ison process, concerning the length of input patterns. Denote the length of patterns to be n, then the complexity will

9
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be O(n2) in the worst situation.
Secondly, we give an algorithm to generate all injective patterns of a given length.

Algorithm 2: Injective Patterns Generation
input : L(left radius), R(right radius)
output: InjectivePatternSet

1 InjectivePatternSet← ∅
2 for RMT ← 0 to 2L+R+1 − 1 do
3 MapString← RMTToMapstring(RMT)
4 if PID(MapString, MapString) is True then
5 InjectivePatternSet← InjectivePatternSet +{ MapString }

6 return InjectivePatternSet

In Algorithm 2, the function PID is defined in the Algorithm 1.
Complexity Analysis. The complexity of the function PID is O(n2). Since we define n as the length of the pattern,

we know n = L + R + 1 and the function IPG, defined in Algorithm 2, is an “ f or” loop with an exponential number,
so the complexity is O(n22n).

Then we can use the results of Algorithm 2 to generate injective pattern-induced rules, while each element of the
results set can generate an injective rule f . The algorithm here can be easily designed as follows.

Algorithm 3: Injective Rule Generation
input : Pattern, L(left radius), R(right radius)
output: InjectiveRule f

1 f ← ∅
2 for RMT ← 0 to 2L+R+1 − 1 do
3 MapString← RMTToMapstring(RMT)
4 if MapString equals Pattern then
5 LocalMap← MapString: 1− CharToNumber(Substring(MapString, 0, 0))
6 else
7 LocalMap← MapString: CharToNumber(Substring(MapString, 0, 0))

8 f ← f + { LocalMap }

9 return InjectiveRule f

Complexity Analysis. The main cost is the traverse with exponential number and the comparison process. Thus,
the complexity is O(n2n), and we can see from the Algorithm 3 that each injective pattern can generate an injective
rule. The function CharToNumber can turn a char into an integer number.

According to Definition 6, we can easily extend the injective patterns we get by Algorithm 2, and the extended
pattern-induced injective rules can be generated by Algorithm 3 too. Besides, by Definition 9, the extend patterns
and other injective patterns with the same length of extend patterns, can generate a combinatorial number of patterns
mixtures and generate a corresponding number of injective rules. The Algorithms of this generation can be realized
by simply modifying the algorithms we designed previously.

5. Experiment

Based on the algorithms we proposed, we calculate the number of injective patterns and extended patterns with
neighbor size from 3 to 10. The results are shown in Table 4.

As we can see, we can specifically calculate the number of injective patterns and extended patterns in different
neighbor sizes. In neighbor size 4, there will be 4 injective rules (except trivial rules), and in neighbor size 5, the
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Table 4. The number of results with different neighbor size.

Neighbor size Injective rules for
injective patterns

Injective rules for
extended patterns

Total injective rules
(except trivial)

3 0 0 0
4 4 0 4
5 14 8 26
6 52 40 Can’t calculate
7 148 162 Can’t calculate
8 408 528 Can’t calculate
9 1040 1562 Can’t calculate

10 2556 4268 Can’t calculate

number will be 26 (except trivial rules), while our methods can find 4 injective rules in neighbor size 4 and 22
injective rules in neighbor size 5. When it comes to neighbor size 6 or more, in traditional algorithms that aim to find
a total number of injective rules, the amount of calculation explodes to 264 in neighbor size 6 and 2128 in neighbor size
7, so we can not get the final results.

Besides, we only list the injective patterns and the extended patterns here, since patterns mixture can be a com-
bination problem with number based on the total number of injective patterns and extended patterns. So, the actual
number of injective rules our methods can find will be greater than what we show in Table 1.

6. Conclusion and Future Work

We proposed a patterns-based method that can efficiently generate injective local rule f , which constrains the
number of configurations of the CA to be 2. In our method, we simply design the elements structure of the mapping
string and prove the structure is stable in any mapping process, which enables us to induce injective local rule f .
Besides, the global transformation defined by the rule f holds τ(τ(c)) = shi f tk(c), which means the CA with the rule
f will only have 2 configuration, so the CA is reversible.

Although the CA we discuss are one-dimensional CA over F2, we can easily extend our method to CA over Fp

or even two-dimensional CA, which can be our future work. Furthermore, we found all “patterns” induced rules have
defined τ(τ(c)) = τ2(c) = shi f tk(c), which constrains the number of configurations of CA to be 2, but there are many
reversible CA with multi-configuration more than 2. Thus, another future work of ours is to extend the number 2
to be k which can include all injective situations. It is worth mentioning that implementing “Patterns” to study the
reversibility of CA is a brand new idea, which can help us efficiently generate a lot of reversible CA.
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