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Probabilistic cellular automata with deterministic updating are quantum systems. We employ the
quantum formalism for an investigation of random probabilistic cellular automata, which start with
a probability distribution over initial configurations. The properties of the deterministic updating
are randomly distributed over space and time. We are interested in a possible continuum limit for
a very large number of cells. As an example we consider bits with two colors, moving to the left
or right on a linear chain. At randomly distributed scattering points, they change direction and
color. A numerical simulation reveals the typical features of quantum systems. We find particular
initial probability distributions which reemerge periodically after a certain number of time steps,
as produced by the periodic evolution of energy eigenstates in quantum mechanics. Using a de-
scription in terms of wave functions allows to introduce statistical observables for momentum and
energy. They characterize the probabilistic information without taking definite values for a given
bit configuration, with a conceptual status similar to temperature in classical statistical thermal
equilibrium. Conservation of energy and momentum are essential ingredients for the understanding
of the evolution of our stochastic probabilistic automata. This evolution resembles in some aspects
a single Dirac fermion in two dimensions with a random potential.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cellular automata [1–3] have found applications in
wide areas of science [4–17]. While the cells as basic
building blocks and the updating steps of an automa-
ton can be very simple, rather complex dynamics can
emerge after many updating steps. Focusing on invert-
ible automata, our aim is the understanding of the be-
havior for a very large number of cells after many time
steps. In particular, we are interested in a possible con-
tinuum limit for which important simplifications may oc-
cur. An automaton can be described by an updating rule
how a configuration of N bits at t is mapped to a new
bit-configuration at t + ϵ. For very large N the number
of possible bit-configurations 2N grows huge and only a
probabilistic setting seems meaningful. As N increases,
the numerical simulations that we perform in this note
rapidly encounter practical limitations. For the investi-
gation of a possible continuum limit one needs to combine
simulations with an analytic understanding which could
be extrapolated to the limit N → ∞. We propose here
to use the formalism of quantum mechanics for the ana-
lytic description. We are not aware of any other methods
for this purpose which work for the case where the au-
tomaton is too complex for allowing direct combinatorial
solutions.

For invertible automata no information is lost by the
updating. This type of deterministic evolution can be
described by a unitary step evolution operator [18–20].
In turn, unitary matrices can be represented in terms of
a Hermitian Hamiltonian. The Hamiltonian description
of the evolution is used by t’Hooft for his interesting pro-
posal of a deterministic interpretation of quantum me-
chanics based on selected “ontological” observables [21–
25]. In contrast, for our approach the probabilistic set-
ting will be crucial. It is implemented by specifying at
some initial time tin a probability distribution for the
2N configurations. We associate to each configuration

τ a probability wτ (tin) and investigate how the proba-
bility distribution {wτ (t)} evolves with time as a conse-
quence of the updating. While the updating rule remains
deterministic, the probabilistic aspects enter by the ini-
tial state. The “probabilistic automata” defined in this
way are “classical statistical systems” based solely on the
standard axioms for probabilities, without any additional
input. All quantum properties will follow from this.

We do not consider a probabilistic updating, for which
the names of probabilistic or stochastic automata are
used as well [21, 26–32]. For a probabilistic updating one
deals with Markov chains for which the long time behav-
ior typically (but not always) approaches some equilib-
rium state. Probabilistic updatings have strong connec-
tions to equilibrium statistical systems [33–38].

The cells of our automaton are labeled by Nx discrete
points x on a one-dimensional chain. The updating of a
given cell x is only influenced by the bit-configurations of
the neighboring cells at x ± ϵ. This property of cellular
automata induces a causal structure with “light cones”,
as familiar from particle physics. We may actually iden-
tify the bits with fermions in an occupation number basis.
The configurations at a given time t are given by bits or
“occupation numbers” nγ(t, x) that can take the values
one or zero. For nγ(t, x) = 1 a fermion of type γ is present
at the position x at the time t, while for nγ(t, x) = 0 it
is absent. The possible bit-configurations {nγ(t, x)} at a
given t correspond to the possible basis states of a multi-
fermion quantum system. (For a more profound investi-
gation of the correspondence between probabilistic cellu-
lar automata and fermionic quantum field theories and
the corresponding general map to a functional integral
for Grassmann-variables see ref. [39–44].)

We aim here for a system that remains simple enough
to allow for numerical simulations, and complex enough
such that methods beyond explicit combinatorial solu-
tions become necessary. We choose a system of four
species of bits γ = 1...4, distinguished by two colors,
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red and green, and the property of being right- or left-
movers. For free fermions the right movers move at each
updating step one position to the right , from x to x+ ϵ,
while left-movers move to the left. The free propagation
is modified by scattering points xi(t). When a fermion
encounters a scattering point it changes direction and
color.

A certain number of scattering points is distributed
randomly at every t on positions xi(t) on the chain. Each
such distribution defines a different automaton, which we
call “random automaton” in view of the randomly chosen
distribution. We consider, however, fixed distributions
and do not consider averages over distributions of scat-
tering points. Due to the irregularity of the randomly
chosen distribution of scattering points a combinatorial
treatment becomes rapidly very involved as the number
of cells and the number of scattering points increases.
We implement a certain amount of regularity in time by
repeating the same distribution of scattering points after
time intervals ∆t which comprise a fixed number of time
steps ϵ, equal to the lattice distance ϵ. This implements
time translation invariance by “mesoscopic time steps”
∆t.

We restrict the discussion in this note to the very
simple configurations where only a single bit is occu-
pied and all others are empty. These configurations
can be labeled by the position x and the type γ of
the single fermion present. The probability distribu-
tions for these single-bit configurations are labeled by
wγ(t, x) ≥ 0,

∑
γ

∑
x wγ(t, x) = 1. Our updating rule

conserves the total number of occupied bits, such that
we can use this type of probability distribution for all t.
A numerical investigation follows the trajectory (x, γ)(t)
for the single occupied bit according to the updating rule.
The probability for each “point” on the trajectory is the
same as for the point of the trajectory (x, γ)(tin) at the
initial time tin. In this way we can construct wγ(t, x)
for arbitrary initial wγ(tin, x). We display in fig. 1 three
trajectories, for a distribution of scattering points shown
as black squares.

A single-particle state in a fermionic quantum field the-
ory is much more involved, being an excitation of a com-
plex half-filled vacuum state [20]. Our single-bit state of-
fers the advantage that the number of relevant configura-
tions is reduced from 24Nx to 4Nx and therefore amenable
to numerical studies. The random scattering points could
be interpreted as mimicking a non-trivial vacuum [45].
The one-bit stochastic automata form quantum systems
for which the Hamiltonian is not known explicitly. They
therefore offer a good starting point for an investiga-
tion how quantum properties characterize the evolution
of general probabilistic automata.

For a moderate number of points on the chain with
length L, Nx = L/ϵ, we can follow the evolution of a
given initial probability distribution numerically by fol-
lowing trajectories for all 4Nx initial configurations. The
result for a particular random probabilistic automaton,
also called “Brownian automaton”, to be specified later
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FIG. 1: Three possible trajectories of single particles. At
scattering points denoted by black squares the particles
change direction and color. The (fixed) scattering points

have been chosen randomly.

(“model A”), is shown in fig. 2. We parametrize here the
probability distribution for a given type γ by a “real wave
function” qγ(t, x) with probabilities wγ(t, x) = q2γ(t, x).
We start at tin = 0 with a smooth probability distri-
bution for which qγ(tin, x) are simple harmonics, corre-
sponding to a solution of the Dirac equation with mass
m = 2.5 · 2π/L and momentum p = 4 · 2π/L. Fig. 2
displays q1(t, x) after a certain number of time steps. At
t = ϵ only the bits at a few initial positions have encoun-
tered a scattering point, while for most initial positions
no scattering has happened and the fermion has moved
one position to the right. The scattered bits result in the
figure by the small local deviations from the harmonics
for the unscattered bits. For t = 16ϵ a plane wave for free
fermions would have moved by 16 positions to the right.
However, now a larger number of bits have scattered, and
the probability distribution shows sizeable fluctuations
in space. Averaging over short distance fluctuations one
can still perceive a harmonics. The extrema of the har-
monics have moved to the right, as expected for a wave
with positive velocity. However, the harmonics is now
displaced somewhat to the left as compared to a model
without scattering. Due to scattering the average veloc-
ity of the motion is reduced. We also compare this with
the evolution of the wave function for a Dirac fermion
with the same mass and momentum as used for the ini-
tial wave function of the Brownian automaton. As time
progresses further the probability distribution seems to
become more and more random, as shown for t = 64ϵ.

An evolution towards randomness is however, not the
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FIG. 2: Evolution of the wave function for a Brownian
automaton, model A. Parameters are given by eq. (50).
We start with a plane wave solution of the Dirac equa-
tion and display the result of the updating at three differ-
ent times. Due to the scattering at randomly distributed
scattering points the originally smooth wave function be-
comes rough. The smoothened orange curve only keeps
a few lowest Fourier modes of the distribution in space.
This may be compared with the absence of scattering
points (gray dotted curve), for which the automaton is
exactly equivalent to a free massless Dirac particle. We
also compare to the evolution of a massive Dirac particle

(blue curve).

fate of all initial probability distributions. There ex-
ist particular initial probability distributions which first
seem to move towards randomness as time progresses,
but are then returned periodically after a certain num-
ber of time steps. Quantum mechanics tells us that
this is a genuine feature, but in practice it is not easy
to find the initial probability distributions which cor-
respond to energy eigenstates. Only for rather simple
systems we have been able to construct them explicitly.
For a periodic random scattering automaton (“model
B”), a periodic distribution is shown in fig. 3 where
we display the difference of mean occupation numbers
⟨n1(t, x)−n3(t, x)⟩ = w1(t, x)−w3(t, x) at different times.
The initial form of the distribution of the difference of
mean occupation numbers is displayed in the bottom fig-
ure. After three time steps the form of the distribution
has changed substantially. Instead of getting more and
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FIG. 3: Time evolution of a stationary state, evolved
with a periodic random PCA, model B. Parameters are
given by eq. (59). We display the difference of mean
occupation numbers ⟨n1(t, x) − n3(t, x)⟩ = w1(t, x) −
w3(t, x) after different numbers of time steps. The pre-
cise reappearance of the initial distribution (bottom fig-

ure) after 1632 time steps (top figure) is striking.

more random or chaotic, the initial distribution is re-
covered at each integer multiple of 17 time steps, albeit
displaced to the right. After 1632 time steps one finds
precisely the initial distribution. The periodicity in time
of this probability distribution is characteristic for an en-
ergy eigenstate in quantum mechanics.

Quite generically, the time evolution of classical statis-
tical systems can be described by a generalized quantum
formalism [18, 19] with wave functions and operators for
observables. For probabilistic automata the time evolu-
tion is unitary. In this case the generalized quantum for-
malism reduces to the standard quantum formalism. In
the presence of suitable complex structure the real wave
function qγ(t, x) can be encoded in a complex wave func-
tion ψα(t, x). In our case the two colors are associated
to the real and imaginary parts of ψ. Probabilistic au-
tomata are then quantum systems in the usual complex
formulation [20]. Based on this insight we will be able to
construct for our random automaton observables for mo-
mentum and energy, as familiar for single-particle quan-
tum mechanics. Momentum and energy conservation will
be the key for the understanding of many features of the
dynamics of our random cellular automata.

While our random probabilistic automata are defi-
nitely quantum systems, there is no guarantee that the
corresponding Hamiltonian is “smooth enough” to per-
mit a simple continuum limit. One may speculate that
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the roughness of a strong but rare random scattering
could be overcome by some averaging over space and
time. For establishing a continuum limit one may hope
that at least the low energy eigenstates of the Hamilto-
nian may have eigenfunctions that are smooth in some
coarse grained sense. The present paper develops several
tools for describing coarse graining in space and time.
Again, the full power of the quantum formalism with
density matrices and a change of basis is needed for this
purpose. So far, we have not succeeded to construct a
smooth continuum limit that remains valid for large time.
It remains open if this is due to the limited number of
points Nx available for numerical simulations, the prac-
tical limitation to find energy eigenstates, or if the quan-
tum system itself does not admit a smooth continuum
limit.

We start in section II by a short discussion of dis-
crete quantum mechanics. It introduces the concepts
and notations that we will employ for the analysis of
the random probabilistic automata. We briefly review
one-particle states for Dirac fermions in one space and
one time dimension that will be employed for comparison
with the quantum description of the random automaton.
In sect. III we discuss the quantum formalism for cel-
lular automata based on wave functions and a discrete
Schrödinger equation. We introduce the particular ran-
dom probabilistic cellular automata studied in this work.

Section IV is devoted to the momentum observable and
the associated quantum operator. This type of observ-
able may at first sight not be expected for the automaton,
while it is a basic notion for quantum systems of particles.
The momentum observable does not have a fixed value for
a given bit-configuration {nγ(t, x)}. It is rather charac-
terizing properties of the probability distribution or wave
function and belongs therefore to a class of “statistical
observables” without sharp values in the “microstates” of
the statistical ensemble. For such observables Bell’s in-
equalities [46, 47] for classical statistical correlations do
not apply[20]. The momentum observable requires the
probabilistic setting for the automaton. The associated
momentum operator may have a somewhat complex form
in the position basis. Its simplicity becomes apparent in
the momentum basis after a Fourier transform. Again,
only the quantum formalism enables the powerful tool of
basis transformations for cellular automata.

In section V we turn to the energy observable and the
associated Hamilton operator, which exists due to the
regularity implemented through a periodicity of scatter-
ing points after a time interval ∆t. The discrete time
translation symmetry by mesoscopic time intervals ∆t
induces the corresponding conservation law, as known
from quantum mechanics. The Hamiltonian H is there-
fore defined on the mesoscopic level. Arbitrary functions
of H are conserved quantities. We discuss eigenstates
of the Hamiltonian and the corresponding periodicity in
time, which we have demonstrated in fig. 3. In this
section we also make contact to combinatorial construc-
tions of energy eigenstates for cases where the number of

scattering points is not too large. “Single-orbit states”
are “probabilistic clocks” [20] and suitable states show
periodicity for the time evolution of the probability dis-
tribution. Quantum mechanics allows superpositions of
wave functions. The superposition of two different eigen-
functions to a given energy eigenvalue defines again an
energy eigenstate. This construction, which typically be-
comes important in the continuum limit, needs the wave
function for the description of the probabilistic informa-
tion. It cannot be implemented on the level of probability
distributions.

In sect. VI we enter the road towards the contin-
uum limit. We introduce for probabilistic automata the
density matrix of quantum mechanics, which allows well
known coarse graining by taking subtraces. We both dis-
cuss subtraces in position and momentum space. For
systems which are invariant under space translations by
∆x we establish a conserved coarse grained momentum
observable. The associated operator commutes with the
Hamiltonian. The coarse grained momentum is therefore
a conserved quantity. Simultaneous eigenstates of coarse
grained momentum and energy are very useful for the un-
derstanding of the dynamics of the random probabilistic
automata. In sect. VIE we address possible notions of
coarse graining in time. In contrast to coarse graining
in space this cannot proceed by a coarse grained density
matrix. A possible road could be the focus on an effective
model for small energy eigenvalues, somewhat similar to
concepts in particle physics.

Sect. VII is devoted to the continuum limit. Any
continuum limit requires a sufficient smoothness of the
wave function, at least on some coarse grained level. We
therefore perform an investigation of the fate of smooth
initial wave functions, typically plane waves which are
solutions to a corresponding Dirac fermion. As long as
the wave function remains smooth enough we can per-
form a “naive continuum limit”. In this naive continuum
limit the Hamiltonian of the random probabilistic cellu-
lar automaton coincides with the one for a massive Dirac
fermion, with mass given by the mean number of scatter-
ing points. The numerical simulation finds for the initial
stages of the evolution indeed many aspects of the one for
the Dirac fermion. Sect. VIII contains our conclusions.

II. DISCRETE QUANTUM MECHANICS

In this section, we briefly describe a discretization of
quantum mechanics for a single particle. For this pur-
pose, space points are put on a discrete lattice, and the
evolution is described by discrete time steps. There are
no new concepts here. Some type of discretization is usu-
ally done for any numerical solution of the Schrödinger
equation. We put discrete quantum mechanics into a
form that can be used directly for probabilistic cellular
automata.
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A. Discretization in space

We consider a particle in one dimension. Space points
x are put in equal distance ϵ on a circle with length L by
using periodic boundary conditions. For a finite number
Nx of space points, the wave function ψγ(t, x) belongs
to a finite-dimensional Hilbert space. With an internal
index γ for different particle species takingM values, the
wave function at a given t is specified by MNx complex
numbers. The usual infinite-dimensional Hilbert space
obtains in the limit ϵ→ 0 at fixed L, or Nx → ∞.

B. Discrete time evolution

The time evolution for a discrete time step ϵ is specified
by a unitary step evolution operator

U(t) = U(t+ ϵ, t), ψ(t+ ϵ) = U(t)ψ(t). (1)

This replaces the continuous Schrödinger equation. The
step evolution operator is related to the continuum
Hamiltonian H(c)(t) of a continuous formulation by

U(t) = exp

(
−i
∫ t+ϵ

t

dt′H(c)(t′)

)
= exp(−iϵH(t)). (2)

Inversely, the continuum formulation is recovered in
the limit ϵ→ 0,

i

ϵ
[ψ(t+ ϵ)− ψ(t)] =

1

ϵ

∫ t+ϵ

t

dt′H(c)(t′)ψ(t)

= H(t)ψ(t).

(3)

For differentiable ψ(t) the l.h.s. of the last equation reads
i∂tψ(t). We will consider settings where U(t) or H(t)
depend on time. For discrete space the derivatives ∂x
appearing in H transfer to suitable lattice derivatives.
Besides being a matrix in position space, both U and
H are also matrices in internal space. We often omit
internal indices or the space labels if the meaning is clear.

Quantum mechanics admits a real formulation with a
real wave function q(t) with a doubled number of com-
ponents,

q(t) =

(
qr(t)
qi(t)

)
, ψ(t) = qr(t) + iqi(t). (4)

The real functions qr and qi, correspond to the real and
imaginary part of the complex wave function ψ. This
real formulation helps to build the bridge to the classical
statistical formulation of cellular automata. In the real
formulation, the step evolution operator Ŝ(t) is a real
orthogonal matrix, U = Ur + iUi,

q(t+ ϵ) = Ŝ(t)q(t), Ŝ =

(
Ur −Ui

Ui Ur

)
. (5)

Inversely, one can reformulate a real evolution equation
(5) as a complex wave equation (1) provided Ŝ(t) is com-
patible with a suitable complex structure. Besides the
choice (5), different complex structures are possible, see
the discussion in [20].

C. Mesoscopic evolution operator

A certain number of time steps may be grouped into a
mesoscopic time step ∆t. Here ∆t may be much larger
than ϵ, but still small as compared to observable macro-
scopic time steps. The mesoscopic evolution operator
U(t) is defined as the sequence of step evolution opera-
tors

U(t) =U(t+∆t− ϵ)U(t+∆t− 2ϵ)

· · ·U(t+ ϵ)U(t),

ψ(t+∆t) =U(t)ψ(t).

(6)

It is guaranteed to be unitary and hence can be expressed
in terms of a hermitian Hamiltonian H(t),

U
†
(t)U(t) = 1,

U(t) = exp(−i∆tH(t)),

H†(t) = H(t).

(7)

The relation (7) defines the (mesoscopic) Hamiltonian
H(t) which will be a central concept for our investigation.
The unitarity of U implies that H(t) is hermitian.

If ψ(t) is sufficiently smooth on time scales ∆t we can
again infer from the discrete time evolution equation (6)
a Schrödinger equation, now with the mesoscopic Hamil-
tonian H(t). We will focus on a setting where H(t) is in-
dependent of t. This means that the sequence of step evo-
lution operators U (6) is repeated identically after a num-
ber of steps corresponding to ∆t. The system exhibits
discrete time-translation invariance by steps ∆t. For
a constant mesoscopic Hamiltonian H the Schrödinger
equation takes the standard form

i∂tψ(t) = Hψ(t). (8)

A solution of this differential equation with initial value
given by ψ(0) coincides with the solution of the discrete
evolution equation (1) for all discrete time points t =
n∆t, with integer n.

D. Single free Dirac particle in two dimensions

In one space and one time dimension the complex wave
function of a single free Dirac fermion with massm obeys
the Dirac equation ( ∂0 = ∂t, ∂1 = ∂x, µ = (0, 1), sum-
mation over repeated indices always implied),

γµ∂µψ +mψ = 0, ψ =

(
ψR

ψL

)
. (9)

Here ψ has two complex components and we choose a
real representation of the Dirac matrices

γ0 = −iτ2 =

(
0 −1
1 0

)
, γ1 = τ1 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
. (10)
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The corresponding continuous Schrödinger equation,

i∂tψ = H(c)ψ, H(c) = −i∂xτ3 +mτ2, (11)

does not mix the real and imaginary parts of ψ

(∂t + ∂x)ψR = −mψL,

(∂t − ∂x)ψL = +mψR.
(12)

The step evolution operator U(t) is therefore a real or-
thogonal 2 × 2 matrix in internal space. For the corre-
sponding real formulation of quantum mechanics, Ŝ(t) is
a real 4 × 4 matrix in internal space, with Ui = 0 in eq.
(5).

For a massless particle, m = 0, the upper component
ψR describes a right-moving particle with general solu-
tion

ψR(t, x) = fR(t− x). (13)

After a time step ϵ the wave function is displaced in space
by ϵ in the positive x-direction. Correspondingly, ψL is
a left mover. For m = 0, the step evolution operator is a
real block diagonal matrix (we omit the time argument,
since H(c) does not depend on t),

Uf =

(
UR 0
0 UL

)
,

UL(x, x
′) = δx,x′−ϵ, UR(x, x

′) = δx,x′+ϵ,

(14)

realizing

ψR(t+ ϵ, x) =
∑

x′

UR(x, x
′)ψR(t, x

′)

= ψR(t, x− ϵ).

(15)

The corresponding free HamiltonianHf is defined for the
discrete setting by

Uf = exp(−iϵHf ). (16)

It involves a suitable lattice derivative ∂x as expected
[45].

For m ̸= 0 we take for the step evolution operator the
product

U = UmUf ,

Um(x, x′) = exp(−iϵHm)δx,x′ = exp(−iϵmτ2)δx,x′

=

(
cos(ϵm) − sin(ϵm)
sin(ϵm) cos(ϵm)

)
δx,x′ .

(17)

The step evolution operator U for the Dirac particle is a
real orthogonal matrix. It does not mix the real and
imaginary parts of ψ which therefore evolve indepen-
dently. We can associate these independent parts with
Majorana fermions.

The corresponding discrete Hamiltonian H obeys

U = e−iϵH = e−iϵHme−iϵHf

= e−iϵ(Hm+Hf ) +O(ϵ2[Hf , Hm]).
(18)

For wave functions that are sufficiently smooth on the
scale ϵ, the commutator term ∼ ϵ2 becomes negligible
and the continuum Hamiltonian (11) is recovered. For
fixed ∆t and different ϵ we have compared the solution
of the discrete evolution with step evolution operator (17)
with a leap frog integration of the continuous Schrödinger
equation (11) or analytic solutions. For ϵm in the order of
magnitude used for the remainder of this paper, we found
good agreement and therefore an acceptable continuum
limit for this discretization of the Dirac equation.
The physical properties of the system do not change if

we subtract from H a constant piece m. The correspond-
ing continuum Hamiltonian,

H̃(c) = −iτ3∂x +m(τ2 − 1), (19)

is no longer purely imaginary, such that the evolution
mixes now real and imaginary parts of the wave func-
tion. Correspondingly, in the discrete formulation Um is
multiplied by a phase

Ũm(x, x′) = eiϵmUm(x, x′). (20)

In this version a space-independent wave function,

ψ(x) =
1√
2Nx

(
1
i

)
, (21)

does not change in time, Ũmψ = ψ, Ufψ = ψ.

III. RANDOM PROBABILISTIC CELLULAR
AUTOMATA

An automaton is defined by a deterministic updating
of a “state” ρ to a new state τ(ρ). More precisely, the
updating maps a bit-configuration ρ at time t to a unique
new configuration τ at time t + ϵ. We consider invert-
ible automata for which the map τ(ρ) is invertible. As
outlined in the introduction, we specify for single-bit con-
figurations τ or ρ by a discrete coordinate x and an in-
ternal index γ = 1...4, τ = (x, γ). They denote position
and type of the single “occupied” bit or fermion.
Probabilistic automata are characterized by a proba-

bility distribution over initial configurations. For a ran-
dom probabilistic automaton the prescription for the up-
dating steps involves elements that are chosen partly
randomly. Nevertheless, a given random automaton has
fixed updating steps such that the evolution of a given
initial configuration remains deterministic.

A. Step evolution operator and wave function for
probabilistic automata

The updating rule can be expressed in terms of a step
evolution operator Ŝ(t) acting on a real wave function
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qγ(t, x),

qτ (t+ ϵ) = Ŝτρ(t)qρ(t),

qγ(t+ ϵ, x) =
∑

x′

Ŝγδ(t;x, x
′)qδ(t, x

′). (22)

This step evolution operator has to be a “unique jump
matrix” for which in each row and column a single ele-
ment takes the value ±1, and all other elements are zero
(no sum here):

Ŝτρ = στδτ,τ(ρ), with στ = ±1. (23)

Here τ(ρ) encodes the updating map.
A deterministic automaton (e.g. a deterministic com-

puter) is at initial time t = 0 in a definite configuration
ρin. This initial configuration is characterized by a sharp
wave function with a single non-zero component

qρ(0) = ±δρ,ρin . (24)

At time ϵ the evolution (22), (23) yields again a sharp
wave function

qτ (ϵ) = ±δτ,τ(ρin), (25)

with unique non-zero element τ(ρin) corresponding to the
updated configuration ρin. This continues for further up-
dating steps such that at t = nϵ, the nonzero component
qτ (nϵ) corresponds to the sequence of updatings of the
initial configuration ρin. The different updating steps
need not be identical, such that Ŝ(t) can depend on time.
A probabilistic automaton is characterized by a proba-

bility distribution over the possible initial configurations
wρ(0). The update remains deterministic, such that

wτ (ϵ) = wρ(τ)(0), (26)

The probability for the configuration τ at t = ϵ is pre-
cisely the probability for the configuration ρ(τ) at t = 0
from which τ has originated by the updating. This con-
tinues to further time steps. The probabilities wτ (t) are
expressed in terms of the real “classical” wave function
[48, 49] as

wτ (t) = q2τ (t). (27)

The evolution law (22), (23) yields

qτ (ϵ) = ±qρ(τ)(0), (28)

and therefore accounts for the updating law (26) of the
probability distribution.

The use of the wave function is a redundant descrip-
tion since the sign of qτ does not affect the probability
wτ . The freedom in the choice of signs for qτ corresponds
to a local discrete gauge symmetry. The evolution law
remains invariant if a change of signs in the wave func-
tion is accompanied by a corresponding change of signs
in the step evolution operator. A given sign convention

for the step evolution operator can be considered as a
gauge fixing. Observables do not depend on the choice
of signs[20].
There is no additional physical information in the signs

of qτ . Nevertheless, the use of the wave function offers
several important advantages. First, the updating cor-
responds to a rotation of the unit vector q. This guar-
antees the normalization of the probability distribution.
Eq. (27) guarantees positive probabilities, wτ (t) ≥ 0.
Second, from the wave function one can construct a den-
sity matrix and apply the coarse graining procedures of
quantum mechanics. Third, and most important for our
purpose, the formulation in terms of a wave function al-
lows us to apply the full formalism of quantum mechan-
ics to probabilistic automata. In particular, the linear
evolution law (22) implies the superposition principle of
quantum mechanics.

B. Probabilistic cellular automata

For a cellular automaton the updating of the configu-
ration of a given cell only depends on the configuration
of a few neighboring cells. In our context we identify the
cells with the positions x. For a cellular automaton the
step evolution Ŝγδ(x, x

′) differs from zero only for x′ in
the neighborhood of x (including x′ = x). The cellular
property implies a causal structure and the concept of
(generalized) light cones.
The propagation part of the step evolution operator

for the Dirac fermion, Uf in eq. (14) is already a unique
jump matrix. For the corresponding cellular automaton
one has two species of right-movers and two species of
left-movers, denoted as red and green. A complex struc-
ture is easily introduced by encoding qγ(t, x) in a two-
component complex wave function ψ(t, x),

ψ =

(
ψR

ψL

)
, ψR = q1 + iq2, ψL = q3 + iq4. (29)

The phase of the complex wave function encodes the rel-
ative probability of finding a red or green particle, with
an invariance under complex conjugation and negation,
both of which do not alter the individual probabilities
w1 = Re(ψR)

2, w2 = Im(ψR)
2.

In the complex language, the step evolution operator
for this automaton is given by a 2× 2 matrix in internal
space. For Ŝf transporting q1 and q2 one position to the
right, and q3 and q4 to the left, the corresponding matrix
Uf is given by eq. (14). For Um = 1, the probabilistic
automaton describes precisely the time evolution of a free
massless Dirac particle. In contrast, the part Um for the
Dirac particle, eq. (17) or (20), is not a unique jump
matrix for non-zero ϵm≪ 1. For the automata discussed
in this paper, we have to replace Um by a unique jump
matrix. More precisely, we consider a structure similar
to eq. (17)

U(t) = Us(t)Uf , (30)
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with Us(t) a unique jump matrix which may depend now
on t. For the “scattering operator” Us(t), we take a local
structure given in the complex picture by

Us,αβ(t;x, x
′) =Wαβ(t, x)δx,x′ . (31)

The 2× 2 matrices W (t, x) are either given by ητ2 or by
the unit matrix. The choices η = ±i or η = ±1 ensure
the unique jump property.

For η = −i the matrix Us is real. Similar to the Ma-
jorana basis for a Dirac fermion the real and imaginary
parts of ψ evolve independently. Nevertheless, following
simultaneously the evolution of both parts of the wave
function will allow us to employ the complex formulation
for a simple implementation of the Fourier transform. In
contrast, for η = 1 the matrix Us is purely imaginary
and therefore mixes real and imaginary parts of ψ. In
the real formulation one easily verifies the unique jump
property

q =



qRr

qRi

qLr

qLi


 =



q1
q2
q3
q4


 , Ŝm =



0 0 0 1
0 0 −1 0
0 −1 0 0
1 0 0 0


 δx,x′ .

(32)
The choice η = 1 is closer to eq. (19). Indeed, the
space-independent wave function (21) does not change
with time. In contrast to the choice η = ±i it is an
eigenstate of the Hamiltonian with eigenvalue zero. For
this reason we concentrate on η = 1 in the following.
The internal part of the matrix Ŝm in eq. (32) has

two eigenvalues +1 and two eigenvalues −1. The lin-
early independent eigenfunctions for the eigenvalue +1
are q4 = q1, q2 = q3 = 0, corresponding to eq. (21),
and q3 = −q2, q1 = q4 = 0, which multiplies eq. (21)
by i. For wave functions close to these eigenfunctions
and with only a small variation in space, one expects
that Us(t)Uf results only in a small change of the wave
function. This may be an interesting starting point for a
continuum limit.

C. Random probabilistic cellular automata

We consider a spacetime region (∆t,∆x) of space and
time points in the intervals 0 ≤ x < ∆x, 0 ≤ t < ∆t.
Within this region, we distribute a certain number of
scattering points (tj , xj). For any scattering point, we
take W (tj , xj) = ητ2, and choose W (t, x) = 1 otherwise.
The combined step evolution operator U(t) in eq. (30)
is still a unique jump matrix, such that we describe an
automaton. The updating of the cell x only involves the
cells x− ϵ and x+ ϵ, which ensures the cellular property.

At every scattering point, a right-mover is scattered
into a left-mover and vice versa, whereas without a scat-
tering point, the particle continues its motion. The idea
is that this occasional scattering somehow mimics effects
of a mass term which likewise switches between right-
movers and left-movers. We take this pattern periodic

in x, with period ∆x, and periodic in t, with period ∆t.
(For convenience we may shift the boundaries of the in-
tervals keeping the number of sites in the interval, or ∆x
and ∆t fixed.) A given cellular automaton is then com-
pletely defined by the distribution of scattering points in
the interval [∆t,∆x]. If we specialize to ∆x = L (keep-
ing in mind periodicity in x) we have to specify for the
∆t-interval the distribution of scattering points over the
whole range of x. Each distribution defines a quantum
system with a mesoscopic HamiltonianH, defined by eqs.
(6), (7). Indeed, each U(t) is a unitary matrix, such that
U is unitary as well. This guarantees H† = H. The
periodicity in time makes H independent of t. Different
distributions of scattering points define different quan-
tum systems with different Hamiltonians H.

The distribution of scattering points in the interval
(∆t,∆x) is kept fixed. Intuitively, rare scattering points
may be considered as the analogue of a small mass. In
the absence of scattering points, we recover the automa-
ton that precisely describes the quantum system of a free
massless Dirac fermion. In the other extreme, if every
point in the interval is a scattering point, all right-movers
are turned to left-movers at every time step and vice
versa. As a result, the wave function is the same af-
ter two time steps, such that for ∆t comprising an even
number of time steps, one has H = 0. This rather trivial
automaton does not describe a propagating particle. If a
large fraction of points in ∆x are scattering points, one
does not expect a behavior close to a Dirac particle.

If the total number of scattering points ntot in the in-
terval (∆t,∆x) is much smaller than ∆x/ϵ, within any
time interval ∆t most trajectories of particle positions
do not involve a single scattering, and therefore remain
as straight lines. The mesoscopic Hamiltonian of this
type of automaton is expected to deviate again strongly
from the one for a massive Dirac fermion. On the other
hand, one may envisage large ∆t with only a small mean
number of scatterings at any point x, at a given t. The
mean number of scattering points at a given t reads
n̂ = ntotϵ/∆t, and the mean number per site obeys
n = n̂(t)ϵ/∆x. For n≪ 1 the rare scattering may corre-
spond to small mϵ, while the total number of scatterings
in the interval (∆t,∆x), namely ntot = ∆t∆xn/ϵ2, can
be much larger than ∆x/ϵ, such that almost every parti-
cle trajectory undergoes at least one scattering in every
time interval ∆t. One may ask if such an automaton
could mimic certain aspects of a massive Dirac fermion.
We recall, however, that the Dirac particle can be seen
as a homogeneous distribution of small scatterings at ev-
ery point, while the probabilistic automata have maximal
scattering at rare points.

The significance of particular space points or time
points might be reduced by distributing a large number
of scattering points ntot ≫ ∆x/ϵ randomly in the interval
(∆t,∆x). The corresponding automaton may be called
a random probabilistic automaton (RPCA). We will dis-
cuss two types of RPCA. For the “Brownian automaton”
we take ∆x = L, without additional periodicity in the
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space direction. For the “periodic random probabilis-
tic automaton” we assume periodicity in the distribution
of scattering points by a certain ∆x = Mxϵ ≪ L in
the x-direction. These automata show a discrete space-
translation invariance by ∆x.

For a random automaton with large ntot it seems very
hard to gain analytic understanding by following ex-
plicitly the trajectories of particle positions. Neverthe-
less, we will see that important insight on many char-
acteristic features of the automaton can be obtained.
This builds on the fact that probabilistic automata are
quantum systems and uses the power of the quantum
formalism. Naively, one could expect that due to the
random scattering the probability distribution always
reaches for large time a kind of equilibrium state, typi-
cally with equal mean occupation numbers for right- and
left-movers. This is prevented, however, by the presence
of conserved quantities as momentum and energy. These
conserved quantities become visible in the quantum for-
malism.

IV. MOMENTUM OBSERVABLE

The momentum is a key observable for the descrip-
tion of quantum particles. We may therefore investigate
its role for the RPCA. It may seem rather unfamiliar
to use the notion of a momentum observable for a cel-
lular automaton. However, our description of the au-
tomaton as a quantum system permits us to employ all
the operators of quantum mechanics. This requires the
probabilistic setting and the formulation in terms of a
complex wave function. We also can exploit the relation
between symmetries and conserved quantities, the latter
being represented by operators which commute with the
Hamiltonian. We will base our definition of the momen-
tum operator on a Fourier transform. Again, the pow-
erful instrument of basis transformations relies on the
formulation with a complex wave function. (There exist
generalizations to real wave functions without a complex
structure [20].)

A. Discrete Fourier Transform

A complex wave function ψ(x) for discrete lattice
points x on a circle with length L = Nxϵ can be expanded
in terms of its Fourier components ψ(q),

ψ(x) = N
− 1

2
x

∑

q

exp(iqx)ψ(q),

ψ(q) = N
− 1

2
x

∑

x

exp(−iqx)ψ(x).
(33)

The momenta are discrete and their number equals Nx,

q =
2πk

ϵNx
, x = ϵj, (34)

with k and j integers in the interval [−Nx

2 ,
Nx

2 ]. (For even
Nx, the boundaries are identified. We identify

∑
x with

the sum over j and
∑

q with the sum over k.)

As familiar for lattices, q is periodic, with k and k+Nx

identified. Writing ψ(x) = ψ(j), ψ(q) = ψ(k), the Fourier
transform corresponds to a basis transformation with the
unitary Nx ×Nx matrix D,

ψ(j) =
∑

k

D−1(j, k)ψ(k),

D−1(j, k) = N
− 1

2
x exp(

2πi

Nx
jk).

(35)

This employs the identity

1

Nx

∑

j

exp(
2πi

Nx
j(k − l)) = δ̃k,l, (36)

where δ̃k,l = 1 for l = k mod Nx, and δ̃k,l = 0 otherwise.

B. Momentum operator

The momentum operator is defined in the Fourier basis
as

P (q, q′) = qδ̃q,q′ , P (k, k′) =
2πk

ϵNx
δ̃k,k′ . (37)

The expectation value of an arbitrary function of P obeys
the quantum rule

⟨f(P )⟩ =
∑

q,q′

ψ†(q)(f(P ))(q, q′)ψ(q)

=
∑

k

ψ†(k)f(
2πk

ϵNx
)ψ(k).

(38)

We can identify the momentum distribution

w(q) = ψ†(q)ψ(q), ⟨f(P )⟩ =
∑

q

f(q)w(q), (39)

where w(q) denotes the probability for a given momen-
tum q. In terms of the momentum operator the free part
of the step evolution operator (16) takes the simple form
[44]

Hf = Pτ3. (40)

This underlines the usefulness of the Fourier transform
for the cellular automaton description of free particles.
The simple form (40) and the direct relation to the
Fourier transform are the main reason for this choice
of the momentum operator (Alternative definitions are
based on the lattice derivative [44].)
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One may express the momentum operator in the posi-
tion basis

P̃ (j, j′) =
∑

k,k′

D−1(j, k)P (k, k′)D(k′, j′)

=
∑

k

2πk

ϵN2
x

exp(
2πik(j − j′)

Nx
)

=
1

Nx

∑

q

q exp(iq(x− x′)).

(41)

In the continuum limit this becomes the usual expression

P̃ (x, x′) = −i∂xδ(x− x′). (42)

We will not need the explicit discrete expression (41)
since it is much simpler to transform first the wave func-
tion to the Fourier basis.

C. Plane waves and wave packets

Plane waves are particular solutions of the Dirac equa-
tion

ψp(t, x) = N
− 1

2
x exp(ipx− i

√
p2 +m2t)

(
f(p)
if(−p)

)
,

(43)
with

f(p) =

(
1

2
(1 +

p√
p2 +m2

)

) 1
2

. (44)

They are eigenstates to the momentum operator with
eigenvalue p, and eigenstates of the Hamiltonian with

energy
√
p2 +m2. For the continuous Dirac equation

these are exact solutions.
One expects similar stationary solutions for our dis-

crete setting for Dirac fermions. For this discrete setting
the normalization condition reads

∑

x

ψ†
p(x)ψp(x) = 1. (45)

The mean occupation number of right-movers is given by

⟨nR(x)⟩ = ψ†
R(x)ψR(x) =

1

2Nx

(
1 +

p√
p2 +m2

)
,

(46)
while for the left-movers one switches the sign of p. For
positive p one observes an imbalance in favor of the right-
movers.

The Dirac equation has solutions with positive and
negative energy. The solutions with negative energy can
be associated with antiparticles. We focus here on par-
ticles. By the constant shift in the Hamiltonian (19) the
plane wave solutions are then given by

ψp(t, x) = N
− 1

2
x exp{ipx− iE(p)t}

(
f(p)
if(−p)

)
, (47)

with

E(p) =
√
p2 +m2 −m. (48)

The discrete Fourier transform shows a sharp momentum

ψp(q) = exp(−iE(q)t)

(
f(q)
if(−q)

)
δ̃p,q. (49)

Wave packets replace the δ̃-distribution by a smooth
function wp(q), for example a Gaussian centered around
p.
For the RPCA we can still consider plane waves as

momentum eigenstates and consider, for example, initial
plane waves (43). These plane waves are no longer eigen-
states of the Hamiltonian, however. Initial plane waves
will change to different wave functions in the course of
the evolution, as visible in fig. 2. For a comparison with
the Dirac particle one may start with a plane wave at
t = 0 and follow the evolution according to the discrete
step evolution operator either for the Dirac particle or
the random cellular automaton. As an example, we take
the Brownian automaton with parameters

Nx = 512, Mt =
∆t

ϵ
= 16,

m = 2.5 · 2π
L
, p = 4 · 2π

L
.

(50)

We call this parameter set “model A”. The results of the
comparison are displayed in fig. 2. For the Dirac particle
the wave function remains smooth as t increases, whereas
the rare but strong scattering events of the random au-
tomaton lead rather fast to a roughening of the wave
function. This may not be surprising since momentum is
not conserved and the initial state is a superposition of
many energy eigenstates, see later.

D. Momentum conservation

For a free Dirac particle, momentum is a conserved
quantity. In continuous quantum mechanics, this results
from the vanishing commutator of the momentum opera-
tor with the Hamiltonian [P,H] = 0, expressing the fun-
damental connection between translation symmetry and
conserved momentum. For the discrete setting, one re-
tains the connection between symmetries and conserved
quantities. The issue is conveniently formulated in the
Heisenberg picture for operators. In the Heisenberg pic-
ture, the momentum operator becomes time-dependent

PH(t) = U
−1

(t)PU(t), (51)

where we take for t multiples of ∆t. For PH(∆t) =
P (0) = P the expectation values of arbitrary functions
f(P ) are the same for all t = m∆t, m integer.
Let us first consider ∆t = ϵ,

PH(ϵ) = U−1
f U−1

intPUintUf . (52)
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For the Dirac particle, one has Uint = Um, c.f. eq. (17),
while for the random cellular automaton, eq. (30) yields
Uint = Us(0). From eq. (41) follows directly [Um, P ] = 0.
For the free part, we transform Uf to Fourier space

Uf (k, k
′) =

∑

j,j′

D(k, j)U(j, j′)D−1(j′, k′)

=
1

Nx
exp(

2πi

Nx
(j′k′ − jk))U(j, j′).

(53)

With

Uf (j, j
′) =

(
δj,j′+1 0

0 δj,j′−1

)
, (54)

this yields

Uf (q, q
′) =

(
exp(−iqϵ) 0

0 exp(iqϵ)

)
δ̃q,q′ (55)

such that [Uf , P ] = 0. For the Dirac particle, U com-
mutes with P and momentum is therefore conserved.
This does not hold for the random automaton, since
Us(0) does not commute with P .

For the periodic random automaton, the invariance un-
der translations by ∆x is reflected by the conservation of
momentum modulo 2π/∆x. From U(j+Mx, j

′ +Mx) =
U(j, j′), Mx = ∆x/ϵ, one infers in momentum space

U(k, k′) = exp(
2πiMx

Nx
m(k′ − k))U(k, k′), (56)

for any integer m in the interval
[−Nx/(2Mx), Nx/(2Mx)]. (We assume an integer
number of ∆x-intervals Nx = Nx/Mx contained in L.)
Taking an average of eq. (56) over these intervals yields

U(k, k′) =
1

Nx

∑

m

exp(
2πi

Nx

m(k′ − k))U(k, k′)

= δ̃k,k′U(k, k′).

(57)

Here, δ̂ is the δ-function modulo Nx = Nx/Mx, which
equals one for k′ = k + lNx, integer l, and vanishes oth-
erwise.

An initial plane wave with momentum p becomes after
∆t a superposition of momenta pl = p + 2πl/∆x. The
wave function in momentum space ψ(∆t, q) vanishes for
all momenta q different from pl. This continues after an
arbitrary number of ∆t steps. Correspondingly, in the
Heisenberg picture, one has for the momentum operator
in Fourier space

PH(∆t)(k, k′) =
∑

k′′

U
−1

(k, k′′)
2πk′′

Nxϵ
U(k′′, k′). (58)

This operator has non-zero elements only for k′ =
k + lNx. One concludes that momentum is conserved
mod 2π/∆x. In sect. VI we will explicitly construct
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FIG. 4: Momentum distribution at four different time
steps, evolved with a periodic random PCA, model B
(59). We indicate the probabilities for given momenta,
as encoded in the diagonal elements ρ(q, q) of the density
matrix in the momentum basis. The initial plane wave
with a sharp momentum distribution evolves into a su-
perposition of momentum states with momenta (Nx +
1)(2π/L), m integer, Nx = Nx/Mx = 32. We indicate
the momentum values of the prominent momentum peaks

at the top of each subfigure.

a coarse grained momentum operator which commutes
with the Hamiltonian.
For large enough ∆t and ntot, it may happen that for

the stochastic automaton U becomes approximately in-
variant under translations by ϵ. The breaking of trans-
lation symmetry by the distribution of scattering points
may average out. In this case we can repeat the steps
above for ∆x = ϵ. Momentum becomes a conserved
quantity in this case. This would bring the RPCA even
closer to the Dirac fermion.

E. Time evolution of momentum distribution

We solve numerically the discrete evolution equation
(30) for the random probabilistic cellular automaton, us-
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ing a given fixed random distribution of scattering points.
In fig. 4 we display the momentum distribution for a pe-
riodic RPCA (model B), with parameters

Nx =
L

∆x
= 32, N t =

T

∆t
= 128,

ntot = 16, n =
1

17
,

Mx =
∆x

ϵ
= 16, Mt =

∆t

ϵ
= 17.

(59)

The distribution of the 16 scattering points is shown in
fig. 1. We start at t = 0 with an initial wave function
given by a momentum eigenstate ψ(0, x) = ψp(0, x), p =
2π/L. In momentum space this sharp momentum state is
a δ- distribution. At later times we see how contributions
with different momenta are generated during the evolu-
tion. All these momenta correspond to the same coarse
grained momentum, being equal mod 2π/∆x. The nu-
merical solution clearly reproduces the conservation of
the coarse grained momentum.

This conservation law for RPCAs may not easily be
visible without the quantum formalism. Conserved quan-
tities provide an obstruction for an approach to a ho-
mogeneous equilibrium state. Such a state could only
be reached by choosing the initial wave function as an
eigenstate of the coarse grained momentum with eigen-
value zero. Conserved quantities are a robust way for
storing memory of initial conditions even for rather com-
plex automata and initial probability distributions.

V. ENERGY OBSERVABLE

For quantum systems the energy is a central observ-
able. This extends to probabilistic cellular automata, for
which this observable may be less familiar. The operator
for the energy is given by the Hamiltonian H, as defined
by the meso-step evolution operator U in eq. (7) with
U(t) given by (30). The real eigenvalues of the hermitian
operator H are the possible measurement values of the
energy. In our discrete setting, the spectrum of eigenval-
ues of H is discrete. We recall that H does not depend
on time. By its definition, H commutes with U . In the
Heisenberg picture, one has for integer nt

HH(nt∆t) = H. (60)

The energy is therefore a conserved quantity.

A. Periodic evolution for stationary states

The description of probabilistic cellular automata as
quantum systems leads to a striking feature. If we start
at initial time t = 0 with an eigenstate of H,

Hψn(0, x) = Enψn(0, x), (61)

the time evolution for t = nt∆t is very simple

ψn(t, x) = exp(−iEnt)ψn(0, x). (62)

Up to an overall phase, the distribution in space is the
same for all t = nt∆t. This phase drops out for the
probability distribution or the mean occupation number
of right- or left-movers

⟨nR,L(nt∆t, x)⟩ = ⟨nR,L(0, x)⟩. (63)

The phase remains visible in the separate real and
imaginary parts of the complex wave function, and there-
fore in the probabilities wγ(t, x) for finding at x a parti-
cle of type γ, or in the corresponding mean occupation
number for this particle ⟨nγ(t, x)⟩ = wγ(t, x). The initial
mean occupation numbers reappear after a full period
⟨nγ(tin + 2π/En, x)⟩ = ⟨nγ(tin, x)⟩.
For our random automaton, the mean occupation num-

bers deviate substantially from the initial values af-
ter a certain number of steps of size ϵ. Nevertheless,
there exist particular initial distributions for ⟨nR(x)⟩
and ⟨nL(x)⟩ which reappear precisely after a mesoscopic
time step ∆t. In fig. 3 we follow the time evolution of
⟨nR1(x)− nL1(x)⟩ for one of the energy eigenstates dis-
cussed later in this section. One observes a change of the
distribution of red right- and left-movers after the first
updating steps. After ∆t/ϵ = 17 time steps the original
distribution reappears, now shifted in space. We display
exemplarily t = 544ϵ = 32∆t. After a full period, for
t = 1632ϵ = 96∆t, the initial distribution is recovered.

This generic periodic behavior in ∆t for particular ini-
tial probability distributions would be rather hard to
guess without the quantum formulation at hand. This
is a simple, striking example for the usefulness of the
quantum formalism for cellular automata. We empha-
size that this phenomenon can be observed by updating
the probability distribution in the real formulation. The
use of wave functions is convenient in order to understand
what happens, but not mandatory for the presence of this
periodic behavior of suitable probability distributions.

B. Energy spectrum and eigenstates

For the Dirac fermion, H commutes with P and we can
find simultaneous eigenfunctions to H and P . Since the
hermitian 2Nx× 2Nx matrix H has 2Nx eigenvalues and
P has Nx different eigenvalues p, we expect two energy
eigenvalues for each p. Without subtraction of the con-
stant part m, time reversal symmetry implies that both
E(p) and −E(p) belong to the energy spectrum. Parity
implies the same energy for p and −p. For the random
automaton these issues are more complex, since the ex-
plicit form of U or H is not known.
The question arises how to find for the random au-

tomaton the wave functions and associated probability
distributions which correspond to energy eigenstates. We
are also interested in the energy spectrum of the random



13

automaton, which may be compared to the one for the
discrete quantum mechanics for the Dirac fermion. The
Hamiltonian is a complex 2Nx × 2Nx matrix with up to
2Nx different eigenvalues. For large Nx direct diagonal-
ization of H becomes difficult. For periodic RPCAs we
may exploit the fact that H exhibits periodicity in posi-
tion space

H(x, x′) = H(x+∆x, x′ +∆x). (64)

This leads to a block diagonal structure of H in momen-
tum space that we use for diagonalization below. We may
in addition realize parity conservation and time rever-
sal invariance by imposing additional constraints on the
distribution of scattering points in the region (∆t,∆x).
For large enough ∆t, it is also possible that these dis-
crete symmetries are realized approximately. Finally, if
the number ntot of scattering points is not too large we
can construct explicitly particular energy eigenstates as
single-orbit states, see below.

C. Transition element

A first approach for finding the spectrum of H em-
ploys a Fourier type transform to frequency space for the
transition element

B(t; t) =
∑

x

ψ†(t, x)ψ(t+ t, x). (65)

We plot the transition element B(t) = B(t; 0) for the
Brownian automaton (model A) in fig. 5. The beginning
oscillating behavior is damped. We perform a Fourier
transform to frequency space in order to extract the en-
ergy distribution. For this purpose we select t and t as
integer multiples of ∆t, with t extending over N t+1 dis-
crete values. We define the discrete Fourier transform to
frequency space by

B(ω) =
1

N t + 1

∑

t

eiωtB(t; t). (66)

The real part of B(ω) for the Brownian automaton
(model A) is shown in fig. 6 for t = 0. One finds a broad
peak at small frequencies, with almost no contribution of
frequencies |ω| >∼ 10 · (2π/L).

For an extraction of information on the energy spec-
trum we expand ψ(t, x) in energy eigenstates (61),

ψ(t, x) =
∑

n

αnψn(x). (67)

For an orthonormal system of eigenfunctions,
∑

x

ψ†
m(x)ψn(x) = δmn, (68)

one finds

B(t; t) =
∑

n

|αn|2 exp(−iEnt). (69)
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FIG. 5: Transition element B(t) of the Brownian PCA,
model A (50), with an initial plane wave. One observes a
type of damped oscillations, rather than a smooth decay

towards some equilibrium state.
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FIG. 6: Short term energy spectrum ReB(ω) of the
Brownian PCA, model A (50), with an initial plane wave.
For N t = 1024 intervals ∆t we compare this with the
discrete generalization of the δ− function, which charac-
terizes a single eigenstate. For the Brownian automaton
the initial plane wave is a superposition of different en-
ergy eigenstates. The peak of the energy distribution is

close to the mean value ⟨E⟩.

This yields in frequency space

B(ω) =
∑

n

|αn|2δNt(ω,En), (70)

with

δNt(ω,En) =
1

N t + 1

∑

t

exp(i(ω − En)t). (71)

The frequencies ω are periodic with ω and ω + 2π/∆t
identified. We consider N t + 1 discrete values ω =
2πkω/((N t + 1)∆t), with integers kω in the range[
−Nt

2 ,
Nt

2

]
. In general, B(ω) depends on t and N t.

The coefficients |αn|2 do not change during the evolu-
tion and are therefore independent of t, due to

ψ(t+ t, x) =
∑

n

αne
−iEntψn(x) =

∑

n

α′
nψn(x),

|α′
n|2 = |αn|2.

(72)
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They reflect the probabilities for the different energies
En of the initial state. This energy distribution is pre-
served in time. The conserved mean energy and energy
fluctuation are given by

⟨E⟩ =
∑

n

|αn|2En,

⟨E2⟩ − ⟨E⟩2 =
∑

n

|αn|2E2
n − ⟨E⟩2.

(73)

The extraction of the spectrum depends, however, on

t and N t through the range of the summation for δNt .
If the range of t is symmetric around zero (i.e. t in the
middle of the interval covered by t) the imaginary part

of δNt vanishes. For large N t the function δNt(ω,En)
decreases rapidly for |ω−En| > ∆t−1 from the maximal
value 1, that it takes for ω = En. On the other hand, it
remains close to one for |ω − En| ≪ (N t∆t)

−1. We con-
clude, that B(ω) yields a smeared energy distribution. It
cannot resolve energy differences smaller than (N t∆t)

−1.

In fig. 6 we indicate Re(δNt(ω,E)) for the energy as

predicted for a Dirac fermion E =
√
m2 + p2 − m ≈

2, 22 · (2π/L) and N t = 64, t = 0. We conclude that

ReB(ω) is substantially broader than δNt(ω,E). The
initial plane wave state therefore involves an extended
range of energy eigenvalues of the Brownian automaton.

D. Energy variance and variational approach to
energy eigenstates

For a given initial state we can employ the evolution
for four mesoscopic time steps ∆t in order to analyze how
close it is to an energy eigenstate. One computes the vari-
ance (mean quadratic fluctuation) of a simple function of
the Hamiltonian.

Let us define the operator

H̃ =
1

∆t
sin(H∆t). (74)

Its expectation value obeys

⟨H̃⟩(t) =
∑

x

ψ†(t, x)
1

∆t
sin(∆tH)ψ(t, x)

=
∑

x

ψ†(t, x)
i

2∆t

(
e−i∆tH − ei∆tH

)
ψ(t, x)

=
∑

x

ψ†(t, x)
i

2∆t
(ψ(t+∆t, x)− ψ(t−∆t, x)) .

(75)
In the last line we recognize a discrete time derivative.
Since [H̃,H] = 0, the expectation value ⟨H̃⟩ actually
does not depend on time.

Similarly, we may compute

⟨H̃(t)2⟩ = − 1

4∆t2

∑

x

ψ†(t, x)[ψ(t+ 2∆t, x)

− 2ψ(t, x) + ψ(t− 2∆t, x)]

(76)

We define the variance of H̃,

D = ⟨H̃2⟩ − ⟨H̃⟩2 = ⟨(H̃ − ⟨H̃⟩)2⟩. (77)

For eigenfunctions of H̃, H̃ψn = Ẽnψn, one has D = 0,
and vice versa D = 0 implies that ψ is an eigenfunction
of H̃. Eigenfunctions of H̃ are also eigenfunctions of H
with eigenvalues related by Ẽn = 1

∆tsin(En∆t).
If one finds a state with D = 0, one has established

an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian. Correspondingly, the
size of D measures how far a given initial state is from an
eigenstate of H. As long as energies En with |∆tEn| ≪ 1
dominate one can take D as a direct measure for the vari-
ance of H, D = ⟨H2⟩−⟨H⟩2− ∆t2

3 (⟨H4⟩−⟨H⟩⟨H3⟩)+ ...
Similarly, we can approximately determine the expecta-
tion value of H, ⟨H̃⟩ = ⟨H⟩ − ⟨H3⟩∆t2/6 + ...
One can use the values of the wave function for four

steps in ∆t for a variational approach to find energy
eigenvalues, such as machine learning techniques. To this
end, one might choose some trial wave function and calcu-
late Dα by evolving the automaton from t = 0 to t = 4∆t
and calculate Dα, taking in eqs. (75), (76) t = 2∆t.
Optimization of Dα may then yield approximate eigen-
functions of H. We have not taken this path. Instead
we calculate eigenfunctions using a numerical diagonal-
ization of the step evolution operator, which is feasible
for sufficiently small systems. In this case, computation
of D = 0 can serve as a verification that a proposed state
actually is an eigenfunction of the Hamiltonian.

E. Static states

Probabilistic cellular automata with a time-
independent deterministic updating rule typically
admit many static states. For static states the prob-
ability distribution and wave function do not change
with time. In our context this applies to the meso-
scopic level, such that static wave functions obey
qγ(t + nt∆t, x) = qγ(t, x). A general construction rule
allows us to classify the static states.
A finite, invertible cellular automaton with a time inde-

pendent updating is a clock system, and the PCA there-
fore a probabilistic clock system [20]. A clock system
is characterized by its orbits or clocks. Let us start at
tin with a sharp state for which a particle of type γ1 is
located at a given position x1. According to the up-
dating rule it will be found at tin + ϵ at position x′1
and have color γ′1, and so on for further steps. After
a number N1 of time steps it will return to the position
x1 with color γ1. The ensemble of one-particle config-
urations (x1, γ1), (x

′
1, γ

′
1), (x

′′
1 , γ

′′
1 )... constitutes the orbit

associated to (x1, γ1). The length of the orbit is given
by the number of one-particle configurations in the en-
semble or orbit, and equals N1. The maximal length of
the orbit amounts to the total number of configurations
of the automaton. In our case it equals Nmax = 4Nx.
For N1 < Nmax we can start with a new configuration
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(x2, γ2), which does not belong to the orbit of (x1, γ1).
Following the same procedure we construct the orbit
of (x2, γ2) with length N2 obeying N2 ≤ Nmax − N1.
Repeating the procedure decomposes the total number
of one-particle configurations into m orbits with length
Nm,

∑
mNm = Nmax. The evolution within the mem-

bers of a given orbit proceeds independently of the other
orbits.

For periodic PCAs we may define a reduced orbit which
ends if a one-particle trajectory starting at (xm, γm) has
reached the configuration (xm+s∆x, γm) for some integer
s. For s = 0 and s = Nx the reduced orbit coincides
with the full orbit. For s ̸= 0 periodicity implies that
the orbit continues in the same way, now shifted by s∆x.
For 0 < s < Nx the full orbit can be constructed by
attaching reduced orbits to each other until νms∆x =
µmL, with νm and µm integers. The length of the reduced
orbits counts the number ns of time steps needed to reach
(xm + s∆x, γm). The length of the full orbit is given by
Nm = nsνm.

The configurations belonging to the orbit m may be
denoted collectively by (x(m), γ(m)), i.e. the members of
this set are the pairs (xm, γm), (x′m, γ

′
m) etc... Static

wave functions, and correspondingly static probability
distributions, obtain by associating at tin the same value
to all components which correspond to members of a
given orbit

qγ(m)(tin, x
(m)) = q(m). (78)

Here we can identify q(m) with the component of the
initial wave function qγm

(tin, xm) for the state (xm, γm)
from which we have constructed the orbit m.
In order to show that a wave function with initial value

(78) is static, we note that the component of the wave
function qγ(m)(tin + ϵ, x(m)) for any given (x(m), γ(m))
belonging to the orbit m equals the component of the
initial wave function for the configuration from which
the configuration (x(m), γ(m)) has originated. Since this
original state belongs to the orbit m, it is given by q(m).
By virtue of eq. (78) one infers time-independence. This
holds similarly for all components associated to the orbit
m. Thus the wave function remains invariant under the
updating.

All normalized linear superpositions of static wave
functions are again static wave functions. The static wave
functions form a subspace of Rm with coordinates q(m)

and the additional normalization condition
∑

m

Nm(q(m))2 = 1. (79)

The dimension of Rm equals the number of independent
orbits. There typically exists a large number of static
wave functions.

We show a typical reduced orbit in fig. 7. The scat-
tering points are indicated by the black squares, which
are continued periodically in x with ∆x = 16ϵ, and in
t with ∆t = 17ϵ. The particular distribution of scatter-
ing points for a periodic RPCA is the same as for fig. 1
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FIG. 7: Orbits for the periodic cellular automaton, model
B. The blue and orange orbit can be followed by periodic
continuation in ∆x and ∆t. The two orbits shown are

shifted by ∆x to each other.

and corresponds to model B. The trajectory is indicated
by straight lines that change direction at the scattering
points. The lines are continued periodically in ∆x and
∆t. The members of the orbit are at points x which are
hit by the periodic trajectory at t = 0, 17, 34, ..., with
colors γm not indicated in the figure. The reduced orbit
closes after 2∆x, s = 2. The length of this reduced orbit
is ns = 18. After the time ns∆t the trajectory repeats
its pattern, by that time however shifted by 2∆x. A tra-
jectory which starts at a position shifted by 2∆x is hence
part of the same “full orbit”. For orbits with s = 2 there
exists a similar orbit of equal length obtained by a shift
by ∆x.

F. Construction of energy eigenstates

One can find explicit recipes for the construction of
energy eigenstates for a small enough number of one-
particle configurations and scattering points. This can
be used to find explicitly all stationary states and to de-
termine the complete energy spectrum. As the number
of possible configurations increases to large numbers, the
practical use of this approach may find its limitations.
Nevertheless, this construction principle gives insight into
the general structure of the energy spectrum of cellular
automata. The construction principle is based on single-
orbit states.

The updating rule does not mix different (full) orbits.
This means that the Hamiltonian is block-diagonal in a
basis organized by the different orbits. The components
qγm(t, x(m)) evolve independently of the components as-
sociated to different orbits. After Nm steps ∆t the con-
figuration returns to its original value. Every component
corresponding to (γ, x) belonging to the orbit m obeys

qγ(m)(t+Nm∆t, x(m)) = qγ(m)(t, x(m)). (80)

We can therefore construct wave functions with a pe-
riodic time evolution as “single-orbit states” by setting
qγ(n)(tin, x

(n)) = 0 for n ̸= m. The single-orbit states



16

show a periodic time evolution with period Nm∆t. The
linearly independent single-orbit states constitute a com-
plete basis for the general real wave function. For a given
orbit m one has Nm linearly independent periodic single-
orbit wave functions. They can be constructed as lin-
ear combinations of the sharp wave functions for the Nm

one-particle configurations (x(m), γ(m)) belonging to the
orbit. In turn, the number of single-orbit wave functions
for all orbits is given by

∑
mNm = Nmax and equals the

number of basis functions for the general wave functions.
For our particular updating rule and the simple com-

plex structure ψR = q1 + iq2, ψL = q3 + iq4, the no-
tion of orbits and single-orbit wave functions carries
over to the complex formulation. For the starting point
(xm, γm) of the orbit m we define the associated start-
ing point (xm, γm), where the pair (γm, γm) is given by
(1, 2), (2, 1), (3, 4), (4, 3). After Nm steps both (xm, γm)
and (xm, γm) have returned to the same values. If
γm and γm correspond both to right-movers (the pairs
(1, 2), (2, 1)), they encounter the same scattering points,
such that (xm, γm) is mapped to (xm, γ

′
m). Furthermore

γ′m corresponds again to a right-mover. Since invertibil-
ity forbids γ′m = γm, the only possibility is γ′m = γm.
The same holds for initial left-movers. The automaton
property then implies for the complex one-particle wave
function ψ(m) the periodicity property

ψ(m)
α (t+Nm∆t, x) = exp{−iNm∆tH}ψ(m)

α (t, x)

= ψ(m)
α (t, x).

(81)

This periodicity property determines the energy spec-
trum. Since the evolution does not mix single-orbit states
with different m, the Hamiltonian is block diagonal in a
basis of single-orbit states. For a given orbit m the block
H(m) is a HermitianNm×Nm-matrix withNm real eigen-

values E
(m)
k obeying the condition

E
(m)
k =

2πk

Nm∆t
, |k| ≤ Nm

2
, (82)

with integer k. The restriction |k| ≤ Nm/2 reflects
the periodicity in E of 2π/∆t. We conclude that the
block for single-orbit states for a given orbit m has an
equidistant energy spectrum. The number of energy
levels equals Nm. Combination with energy eigenval-
ues of the single-orbit states for different m can result
in a rather rich energy spectrum if Nmax is very large.
For the rather moderate values of Nmax used for our
numerical simulations we expect that substantial restric-
tions on the energy spectrum remain. The energy spec-
trum obtained by combining the energy eigenvalues of all
single-orbit states is complete, corresponding to the com-
pleteness of the “single-orbit basis”. Indeed, the num-
ber of energy levels (which may be degenerate) amounts

to
∑

mN
(c)
m = N

(c)
max, which is the dimension of the (fi-

nite) Hilbert space. In the complex picture two “real or-
bits” are combined into one “complex orbit”, such that

N
(c)
max = Nmax/2 = 2Nx. (We often omit the superscript

(c).)

Eigenstates to the energy eigenvalues E
(m)
k can be con-

structed in a straight-forward way. For this purpose we
order the one-particle configurations (corresponding to
sharp states) τ = (x, γ). For a given orbit m we de-

note by τ
(m)
0 the configuration (xm, γm) used to start

the orbit. The configuration obtained by j updatings is

denoted by τ
(m)
j , with τ

(m)
Nm

= τ
(m)
0 . Then the eigenstate

for E
(m)
k has at tin the nonzero components

ψ
τ
(m)
j

(tin) = φ0exp{
2πikj

Nm
} , |ϕ0|2 =

1

Nm
. (83)

This implies indeed

ψ
τ
(m)
j

(t+∆t) = ψ
τ
(m)
j−1

(t) = exp{−iE(m)
k ∆t}ψ

τ
(m)
j

(t),

(84)
as appropriate for the eigenstate.
Single-orbit wave functions for orbits with Nm ≪

Nmax are rather sparse since ψτ vanishes for all τ except
the ones belonging to the orbit. They will be far from
the smooth wave functions needed for a possible contin-
uum limit. For orbits with large Nm and |k| of the order
Nm one expects strong variations of the wave function on
distance scales <∼ ∆t. The best chances for smooth eigen-
functions of H correspond to Nm near Nmax and small
k. The automaton for a free massless Dirac fermion and
∆t = ϵ realizes this setting, with Nm = Nx = N

(c)
max/2

and energy equal to momentum E(k) = p(k).

G. Velocity and momentum for single-orbit states

One can associate a velocity v(m) to a given orbit m.
This extends naturally to a velocity of single-orbit states.
Single-orbit states may sometimes also be eigenstates of
momentum or coarse-grained momentum. In this case
one obtains a relation between velocity and momentum,
and a dispersion relation for the relation between energy
and momentum. For single-orbit states which are simul-
taneously eigenstates of energy and momentum this dis-
persion relation is linear.
Let us consider periodic automata for which the step

evolution operator is invariant under space translations
by ∆x. For periodic boundary conditions the maximal
value of ∆x equals L = Nxϵ, while our setting also
includes the case L = Nx∆x with an integer number
of ∆x-intervals Nx. Once a one-particle configuration
τ = (x, γ) is mapped by the evolution after a certain
number ns of time steps ∆t to a point (x + s∆x, γ),
translation invariance in space and time implies that the
trajectory has to repeat itself in the following, shifted in
x by s∆x. For s larger than Nx, the trajectory winds
around the circle. We can now associate ns with the
length of a reduced orbit. This property allows us to
associate to each sharp one-particle state an average ve-
locity v. Counting the number ns of ∆t-steps needed for
reaching (n + s∆x, γ), the average velocity of the sharp
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single particle is given by

v =
s∆x

ns∆t
. (85)

It determines how fast a sharp particle propagates in
time in the average. (For a single interval, ∆x = L, the
“stride” s coincides with the winding number. Note, that
s∆x is not periodic in L). For s = 0 (no winding) the
one-particle configuration is static in the average, v = 0.
For s ̸= 0 the number ns is proportional to s such that it
plays no role at which s the velocity is measured. For a
large number Nx of ∆x-intervals and small s the velocity
becomes a local property. For our automaton the max-
imal velocity equals ±1, defining the “light cone”. The
average velocity of a sharp single-particle configuration
does not depend on time. One may start at the configura-
tion (x(∆t), γ(∆t)) reached after a time step ∆t. After
ns steps ∆t this one-particle configuration has reached
(x(∆t) + s∆x, γ(∆t)).

By virtue of time translation invariance by ∆t all
points of the orbit constructed from (xm, γm) must have
the same v. The average velocity v(m) is therefore a
property of the orbit m. We can therefore associate an
average velocity to an arbitrary single-orbit wave func-
tion. This holds, in particular, for the energy eigenstates.
The average for the velocity is taken over a time ns∆t.
We may define for a sharp one-particle state a generalized
average velocity vw(t, x) by

vw(t, x
(m)) =

x(m)(t+ w∆t)− x(m)(t)

w∆t
. (86)

Here xm(t + w∆t) adds to x(m)(t + wt) the number of
windings times L. The velocity vw differs for the different
positions x(m) belonging to the orbit m, and it depends
on time. For all x(m) on the orbit one has, however

vns(t, x
(m)) = v(m). (87)

Consider next the possibility that single-orbit energy
eigenstates are simultaneously momentum eigenstates.

For an energy E
(m)
k we want to find the allowed values

of the momentum p(E
(m)
k ). One finds a linear dispersion

relation

p(E
(m)
k ) = (E

(m)
k − nE∆E)/v(m). (88)

In order to establish this relation we use periodicity in
space and time for a wave function that is simultaneously
an eigenstate of P and H,

ψα(t, x) = ψ0,α exp{i(px− E(t− t0))}. (89)

Such a wave function can be realized by a single-orbit
state only if the orbit covers all positions x. Orbits for
which not all positions are reached are necessarily super-
positions of momentum eigenstates.

Let us consider single-orbit states for which the wave
function returns to itself when a reduced orbit is closed
after ns time steps ∆t,

ψα(t0 + ns∆t, x+ s∆x) = ψ0,α exp{ipx}. (90)

For ∆x < L this reflects a subset of energy eigenvalues.
Nevertheless, our construction also covers the full orbit
and arbitrary energies if one chooses ∆x = L, ns = Nm,
where the integer s is the winding number. Eq. (90)
implies the relation

ps∆x− Ens∆t = −2πk, (91)

or

pv = E
(m)
k − 2πk

ns∆t
. (92)

Here the integer k is chosen such that E
(m)
k and E

(m)
k −

2πk/(ns∆t) yield the same value of p, taking into account
the periodicity of p. This establishes eq. (88) with

∆E =
2πv

∆x
. (93)

Non-zero integers nE occur if the length of the orbit ns
exceeds Nx/ϵ.
If the step evolution operator is invariant by space-

translations ∆x, one can introduce a coarse grained mo-
mentum operator P which commutes with H. One can
find simultaneous eigenstates of H and P , given for the
eigenvalues E and p by

ψα(t, x) =
∑

l

ψ
(l)
0,α exp{i(p+ 2πl

∆x
)x− iE(t− t0)}, (94)

with integer l in the interval [−∆x/(2ϵ),∆x/(2ϵ)]. Let us
assume a single-orbit energy eigenstate which is simulta-
neously an eigenstate of the coarse grained momentum.
The dispersion relation is again linear, with a replace-
ment in eq. (88) of p by p and modified ∆E,nE . We
have found numerically these relations for automata with
suitable orbits.

H. General eigenstates of energy and momentum

This picture of simultaneous eigenstates of energy and
coarse grained momentum is, however, not complete.
There is no need that a simultaneous eigenstate of H
and P is a single-orbit state. Neither is it guaranteed
that every single-orbit energy eigenstate is an eigenstate
of the coarse grained momentum. First, there may be
different orbits with the same length Nm, and therefore
the same spectrum of energy eigenvalues. The eigenstate
of P can then be a linear combination of the single-orbit
states. This is what we have found typically for simula-
tions of simple automata which have distinct orbits with
the same length. For full orbits with the same length and
winding number the velocity v is the same and the lin-
ear dispersion relation continues to hold. A much richer
structure arises if the same energy eigenvalue E occurs in
two orbits of different length or winding number. In this
case there is no unique velocity associated to this energy.
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The eigenstate of P can be a superposition of single-orbit
states with different orbit-velocity. If this type of mix-
ing of orbits with different v is realized, one may find a
non-linear dispersion relation. Such a non-linear relation
may be expected, in particular, if the mixing of orbits
depends on the energy eigenvalue E.
For systems close to a continuum limit the energy spec-

trum is almost continuous. Such systems have a very
large number of states and may have many different very
long orbits with different v. One expects many energy
eigenvalues to occur for orbits of different length. Eigen-
states of (coarse grained) momentum are typically no
longer single-orbit states. There could then be simul-
taneous eigenstates of energy and momentum which are
superpositions of single-orbit states for orbits with differ-
ent length and no linear dispersion relation.

An energy eigenstate which is a superposition of two
or more single-orbit states follows a periodic evolution,
as given by the energy eigenvalue. This is a simple con-
sequence of the superposition principle in quantum me-
chanics. This periodicity can no longer be understood
in a simple way on the level of the time evolution of
the probability distribution. Only for single-orbit states
the periodicity finds a simple explanation on the level
of probabilities. For linear combinations of single-orbit
states the superposition law holds on the level of wave
functions, but not for probability distributions. This
demonstrates once more the important advantage of the
quantum formalism with wave functions for the under-
standing of probabilistic cellular automata.

I. Eigenstates of coarse grained momentum and
energy

The eigenstates of the coarse grained momentum with
eigenvalue p are plane waves – they are the eigenstates of
momentum for the values of p = pmod2π/∆x. Since the
coarse grained momentum is conserved, one can find si-
multaneous eigenstates of energy and coarse grained mo-
mentum. For this purpose one has to diagonalize the
evolution operator restricted to the eigenstates of coarse
grained momentum . If the dimension of this subspace is
not too large, this diagonalization can be done explicitly,
as demonstrated here by simple examples.

For the periodic stochastic automaton the mesoscopic
evolution operator in momentum space takes a block di-
agonal form

U(q, q′) = U(q,Q; q′, Q′) =W (q;Q,Q′)δq,q′ . (95)

This is a direct consequence of the conservation of
the coarse grained momentum q. The block matrices
W (q;Q,Q′) depend, in general, on q such that U does
not take a direct product form. For a given q one may
diagonalize the unitary matrix W (q) by a basis transfor-
mation,

W ′(q) = diag(e−iαλ(q)), (96)

with eigenvalues directly related to the eigenvalues of the
Hamiltonian Eλ(q),

αλ(q) = Eλ(q)∆t, En = Eλ(q). (97)

The dimension of the matrix W (q) depends on the num-
ber of sites in the interval ∆x, i.e. Mx = ∆x/ϵ, and on
the number of internal degrees of freedom in the complex
formulation.

The 2Mx×2Mx matrixW (q) can be extracted by start-
ing at initial time t = 0 with plane waves with momenta
q + Q′. One computes at ∆t the Fourier components of
ψ(∆t) with momenta q+Q. For the plane waves at t = 0
we use for each q+Q′ two wave functions ψβ with inter-

nal components

(
1
0

)
and

(
0
1

)
, respectively. For a given

initial q +Q′ and β one finds then

ψα(∆t, q +Q) =Wαβ(q;Q,Q
′). (98)

We have performed the diagonalization for the param-
eters of model B (59). The matrix W (q) is a complex
32× 32 -matrix in this case. For a demonstration we dis-
play graphically the elements of the 16 × 16 -submatrix
that corresponds to right movers in fig. 8. The energy
eigenstate whose evolution is shown in fig. 3 is one of the
energy eigenstates found by this diagonalization. It is a
superposition of two different single-orbit states for the
orbits which are shown in fig. 7.

VI. DENSITY MATRIX AND COARSE
GRAINING

Our setting for the periodic random probabilistic cellu-
lar automaton combines randomness and irregularity on
short distance scales with regularity on larger distance
scales. For the periodic RPCAs the evolution operator
is invariant under space-translations by ∆x. It seems
therefore natural to “average out” the short distance ir-
regularity in order to achieve a more regular behavior on
some coarse grained level. The quantum formalism offers
the appropriate tools for this coarse graining in form of
the density matrix. Coarse grained subsystems can be
defined by suitable subtraces of the density matrix.

A. Density matrix

From the complex wave function ψα(x) or ψα(q) one
can form a pure-state density matrix ρ in the standard
way, α, β ∈ {1, 2} = {R,L},

ραβ(x, x
′) = ψα(x)ψ

∗
β(x

′),

ραβ(q, q
′) = ψα(q)ψ

∗
β(q

′).
(99)
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FIG. 8: Reduced mesoscopic evolution operator of model
B (59). We display the submatrix WR,R(q;Q,Q

′) for the
right-moving component for q/(2π/L) = 1. The domi-
nant components are the real parts of the elements (0, 0)

and (−8,−8), which are opposite in sign.

The density matrix in momentum space and position
space are related by a discrete Fourier transform

ραβ(q, q
′) = N−1

x

∑

x,x′

exp
{
− i(qx− q′x′)ραβ(x, x

′)
}
.

(100)

The diagonal elements of ρ(q, q′) correspond to the
probabilities w(q) to find the momentum q (momen-
tum distribution), where Tr denotes the trace in internal
space,

w(q) =
∑

α

ραα(q, q) = Trρ(q, q). (101)

As a consequence, the expectation values of functions of

momentum obey the quantum rule

⟨f(P )⟩ =
∑

q

f(q)w(q) =
∑

q

Trρ(q, q)f(q)

= tr{ρf(P )}.
(102)

As usual in quantum mechanics, the overall trace tr can
be evaluated in an arbitrary basis. It is straightforward
to derive for classical statistical systems the quantum rule
for expectation values

⟨A⟩(t) = tr{ρ(t)Â}. (103)

This holds for all time-local observables that are repre-
sented by an operator Â [20, 48, 50–52]. The relation
(103) demonstrates in a simple way how the quantum
rules follow from classical statistics without any addi-
tional axioms.

B. Coarse graining in position space

We label the positions x by a double index x = (x, ξ).
Here, x = j∆x, j integer, are the points of the coarse
grained lattice and ξ = hϵ, h = 0, 1, ..., (∆x/ϵ)− 1, labels
the positions within an ∆x interval. Correspondingly,
the density matrix takes the form

ρ(x, x′) = ρ(x, ξ;x′, ξ′), x = x+ ξ, x′ = x′ + ξ′. (104)

Coarse graining proceeds by taking the subtrace over the
ξ-index,

ρ(x, x′) =
∑

ξ

ρ(x+ ξ, x′ + ξ). (105)

Typically, ρ is no longer a pure-state density matrix, i.e.
ρ2 ̸= ρ. It remains normalized, however

trρ =
∑

x,α

ραα(x, x) = 1. (106)

We can identify ραα(x, x) with the mean occupation
number of right-/left movers in the interval ∆x,

wα(x) = ραα(x, x),〈
nR/L(x)

〉
= wR/L(x).

(107)

The occupation number operator n̂γ(y) for a right-/left
moving particle present in the interval y = jy∆x can
take the values one or zero. It is expressed on the coarse
grained level by a diagonal operator

(n̂γ(y))αβ(x, x
′) = δαγδαβδ(y, x)δ(x, x

′). (108)

Expectation values of observables that are functions of
these occupation numbers can be evaluated from the
coarse grained density matrix

⟨f(nγ(y))⟩ = tr{ρf(n̂γ(y))}, (109)
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where the trace sums over positions of the coarse grained
lattice and internal indices.

The notion of a coarse grained wave function is less
obvious. First, the coarse grained density matrix does,
in general, not correspond to a pure state density ma-
trix, i.e. ρ2 ̸= ρ. If ρ is a pure state density matrix one
can construct a pure state wave function by the usual
procedure of quantum mechanics. Second, the phase in-
formation in the wave function may get partially lost in
the course of the coarse graining. One may partially over-
come these issues by using the density matrix in the real
formulation of quantum mechanics. The density matrix
becomes then a real symmetric matrix, which contains
additional information as compared to the complex den-
sity matrix [19, 20]. The coarse graining can be per-
formed in this real formulation.

C. Coarse grained Fourier transform and
momentum

The coarse grained density matrix can be transformed
to Fourier space by a formula similar to eq. (100)

ραβ(q, q
′) = N

−1

x

∑

x,x′

exp[−i(qx− q′x′)]ραβ(x, x
′),

(110)
where Nx = Nxϵ/∆x is the number of ∆x intervals, e.g.
j ∈ [−Nx/2, Nx/2]. Correspondingly, q or q′ take Nx

values,

q =
2πk

ϵNx
, k ∈

[
−Nx

2
,
Nx

2

]
, q ∈

[
− π

∆x
,
π

∆x

]
,

(111)
with k +Nx and k identified. For large ∆x/ϵ the range
of q is much smaller than the range of q. The distance
between two neighboring momenta remains the same.

An arbitrary momentum q can be related to the coarse
grained momentum q by

q = q +Q, Q =
2πl

∆x
, (112)

where the integer l is in the interval [−∆x/2ϵ,∆x/2ϵ].
This identifies q with q mod 2π/∆x. As we have seen
before, the coarse grained momentum q is a conserved
quantity. The associated operator reads in momentum
space

P (q, q′) = q(q)δq,q′ , q(q) = q − 2πl

∆x
. (113)

It commutes with the Hamiltonian.

D. Coarse graining in momentum space

We can define a coarse graining in momentum space
by taking for ρ(q, q′) a subtrace over Q,

ρ̂(q, q′) =
∑

Q

ρ(q +Q, q′ +Q). (114)

One may be interested how this quantity is related to
ρ(q, q′) as obtained by a Fourier transform of the coarse
grained density matrix in position space. For this pur-
pose we express ρ(q +Q, q′ +Q) in terms of ρ(x, x′)

q̂(q, q′) =
1

Nx

∑

x,x′

∑

Q

exp{−iQ(x− x′)}

× exp{−i(qx− q′x′)}ρ(x, x′).
(115)

We next employ the relation (36)

∑

Q

exp{−iQ(x− x′)} =
∑

l

exp{−2πiϵ

∆x
l(j − j′)}

=
∆x

ϵ
δ̂(j, j′),

(116)

where δ̂(j, j′) is the delta-function modulo Mx = ∆x/ϵ.
With ∆x/(ϵNx) = 1/Nx the insertion of eq. (116) into
the double sum over j and j′ in eq. (115) results in

ρ̂(q, q′) =
1

Nx

∑

j,j
′

exp{−2πi

Nx

(kj − k
′
j
′
)}

×
∑

h

exp{−2πi

Nx
(k − k

′
)h}ρ(j∆x+ hϵ, j

′
∆x+ hϵ),

(117)

where x = j∆x, x = j∆x + hϵ, δ̂(j, j′) = δ(h, h′).
With ξ = hϵ, we infer

ρ̂(q, q′) =
1

Nx

∑

x,x′

exp{−i(qx− q′x′)}

×
∑

ξ

exp{−i(q − q′)ξ}ρ(x+ ξ, x′ + ξ).
(118)

Comparison with eq. (110) reveals that the diagonal
elements of the coarse grained density matrices in mo-
mentum spae agree

ρ(q, q′) = ρ̂(q, q). (119)

Both versions of coarse graining yield the same distribu-
tion w(q) = Trρ(q, q) of coarse grained momenta. The
off-diagonal elements of ρ and ρ̂ differ, however, due to
the factor exp(−i(q − q′)ξ) in eq. (118). Both ways of
coarse graining provide for an easy access to the proba-
bilities for the conserved coarse grained momentum.

E. Coarse grained evolution

One would like to have an evolution law which formu-
lates quantum mechanics on a coarse grained level. This
would combine an averaged evolution in time with some
type of averaging in space. The coarse grained density
matrix ρ is, however, problematic for a description of an
unitary evolution of effective pure states in quantum me-
chanics. First, ρ is, in general, no longer a pure state
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density matrix – the relation ρ2 = ρ is often not realized
even if one starts with a pure state microscopic density
matrix ρ. Second, the evolution of ρ in time is not nec-
essarily unitary. Information may be exchanged between
the subsystem described by ρ and its environment. Fi-
nally, one may not have direct access to the evolution of
ρ. An evolution operator U is compatible with the coarse
graining if it takes a direct product form, U = U ⊗ Ue,
where U acts on the coarse grained subsystem and Ue

influences only the environment. In this case the time
evolution of ρ is described by a unitary evolution encoded
in U . For the coarse graining in position or momentum
space described above this direct product property is not
realized. In this case the coarse grained density matrix
is mainly an analysis tool, rather than being used for a
coarse gained evolution law.

The main idea of some type of coarse grained evolution
is to get rid of fast oscillations in time. If a measurement
device involves a typical time scale ∆τ it cannot resolve
the oscillations of the wave function or density matrix on
time scales much smaller than ∆τ . One somehow wants
to “integrate out” or “remove” the fast oscillations. If the
energy spectrum has a clear separation between a sector
of “small energies” and “high energies”, one may discard
the fast oscillations associated to the high energies by
restricting the wave function to linear combinations of
eigenfunctions for the small energies. In particle physics
this corresponds to the concept of an effective low energy
theory. “Integrating out the heavy particles” in particle
physics can be seen as a procedure to make the Hamilto-
nian block diagonal in the small and large energies.

For the periodic RPCAs one may guess a separation
between small and large energies if Nx gets very large
and coarse grained momentum scales as p ∼ 2π/Nx, with
other parameters fixed. Indeed, for the periodic random
automaton with η = 1 one may expect that for small q
there exists an energy E(q) which vanishes for q → 0,
either ∼ q or even ∼ q2. This is motivated by the ex-
act result that an eigenvalue E = 0 exists for q = 0.
It corresponds to the static space-independent solution.
For a given q the other energy eigenvalues may be dis-
tributed over the available energy interval |E| ≤ π/∆t.
This distribution has typical distances between energy
levels ∆E ∼ π/(2Mx∆t). We could identify these other
energy eigenvalues with the large energies. If we want to
achieve a clear separation between small and large ener-
gies with q ≪ ∆E in the range where q ∼ 2π/(ϵNx), we
need

Nx ≫ 4MxMt =
4∆x∆t

ϵ2
. (120)

For numerical simulations this needs a substantial num-
ber of lattice points even for moderate ∆x/ϵ and ∆t/ϵ.

We have found these properties for the periodic RPCAs
for which we have diagonalized the Hamiltonian for given
q. These systems admit a family of small energy eigen-
values E(q) which vanish for q → 0. Since these systems
have rather moderate ∆x/ϵ and ∆t/ϵ and rare scatter-
ing points, the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian are found

to be single-orbit states or combinations of single-orbit
states for orbits with the same length. Correspondingly,
we have found a linear dispersion relation (88)(92). As
we have argued above, the linearity of the dispersion re-
lation is not expected to be maintained in the continuum
limit.

VII. CONTINUUM LIMIT

A standard continuum limit may be realized by the
limit ϵ → 0, or equivalently Nx → ∞, for fixed L. If we
also hold “physical time intervals” fixed, the continuum
limit likewise extrapolates the number of time steps to
infinity. Increasing, on the other hand, the number of
lattice sites Nx → ∞ while keeping ϵ fixed corresponds
to the “infinite volume limit” L → ∞. A smooth con-
tinuum limit requires the initial wave function to be suf-
ficiently smooth, and that this property is maintained
during the evolution in time. An approach to the infinite
volume limit allows us to explore smaller and smaller
(coarse grained) momenta p. Plane waves with small
nonzero |p| are close to the static homogeneous solution
for p = 0 which exists for η = 1. For these states with
ϕR(x) ≈ ϕL(x) an individual scattering induces only a
small change in the wave function. Also the transport by
the free part of the step evolution operator results only in
a small change of the wave function. These are the ingre-
dients for the possible realization of a naive continuum
limit. For the random automaton, one may speculate
that this smoothness extends to the energy eigenstates
with small energies.

If one multiplies Nx and L by an integer factor l, keep-
ing ∆x fixed, the length of full orbits changes from Nm to
lNm for all orbits with non-zero winding number. From
the point of view of the extended system the previous
orbits with length Nm can be interpreted as reduced or-
bits. For a single-orbit state the energy levels (82) get
denser, replacing Nm by lNm. For two orbits with differ-
ent length N1 ̸= N2 the single-orbit states have common
energy eigenvalues if there exist integers k1 and k2 such
that

k1
N1l

=
k2
N2l

, k2 =
N2

N1
k1. (121)

Since the allowed range of k1 and k2 increases ∼ l, more
and more energy levels are shared by the two single-orbit
states. This underlines our general discussion above, that
in the continuum limit the mixing of single-orbit states
becomes generic for simultaneous eigenstates of energy
and momentum.

Even for large Nx (or lNx) the existence of smooth
eigenfunctions for the small energies is not guaranteed,
however. Smoothness of the eigenfunctions may require,
in addition, large ∆t/ϵ, or it may not be realized at all
for the RPCAs investigated in this note.
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A. Evolution of plane waves

As a first step towards a possible continuum limit we
start with an initial plane wave. Since this is not an en-
ergy eigenstate of the RPCA the subsequent evolution
may drive the wave function away from an approximate
plane wave form. Still, for a certain time tp the plane
wave may remain a good approximation of the wave func-
tion, and one may investigate a possible continuum limit
which is valid for t < tp.
Consider first the action of U(0) = Us(0)Uf on the

initial plane wave (43)

ψp(0, q) =

(
f(q)
if(−q)

)
δp,q. (122)

The value ofm in f(q), eq. (44), is arbitrary at this stage
and may be chosen self-consistently later. With

Uf = exp{−iϵPτ3} (123)

the first factor yields

Ufψp(0, q) =

(
e−iϵqf(q)
ieiϵqf(−q)

)
δp,q = ψp(0, q) + δ̃ψp(q).

(124)
In lowest order of an expansion in small ϵp one finds for
the small change of the wave function

δ̃ψp(q) = −iϵp
(

f(p)
−if(−p)

)
δp,q. (125)

We next turn to the action of the second factor Us

which is best studied in position space. In position space
the initial plane wave reads

ψp(0, x) = N−1/2
x exp(ipx)

(
f(p)
if(−p)

)
, (126)

and the action of Us(0) on this plane wave yields

Us(0)ψp(0, x) =ψp(0, x) + δ̂ψp(x), (127)

with

δ̂ψp(x) =N
−1/2
x

∑

j

exp{ipxj(0)}

× (ητ2 − 1)

(
f(p)
if(−p)

)
δx,xj(0).

(128)

For η = 1 one finds

(τ2 − 1)

(
f(p)
if(−p)

)
= −(f(p)− f(−p))

(
1
−i

)
, (129)

which results for p2 ≪ m2 in

δ̂ψp(x) = −(2Nx)
−1/2 p

m

∑

j

exp{ipxj(0)}
(

1
−i

)
δx,xj(0).

(130)

One concludes that for small |p/m| and |ϵp| both Uf and
Us(0) only induce a small change of the plane wave. This
does not hold for η = −i.
The action of Us(0) on δ̃ψp results in

Us(0)δ̃ψp(x) =− iϵpN−1/2
x

[
eipx

(
f(p)

−if(−p)

)

−
√
2
∑

j

eipxj(0)

(
1
−i

)
δx,xj(0)

]
.

(131)

For the product Us(0)Uf we therefore obtain the leading
contribution for small |p|/m and ϵ|p|

U(0)ψp(x) = ψp(x) + δψp(x), (132)

with

δψp(x) =δ̂ψp(x) + Us(0)δ̃ψp(x)

=− iϵp2

2m
ψp(0, x)−

1√
2Nx

{
iϵpeipx

+
p

m
(1− 2iϵm)

∑

j

eipxj(0)δx,xj(0)

}(
1
−i

)
.

(133)
In the limit where the curly bracket can be neglected this
amounts to the evolution for a Dirac fermion with mass
m in the non-relativistic limit.

B. Generalized Potential

The scattering part Us(t) can be represented in terms
of a matrix valued generalized potential V (t, x)

Us(t;x, x
′) = exp{−iϵV (t, x)}δx,x′ ,

V (t, x) =
π

2ϵ
(τ2 − c)

∑

j

δx,xj(t).
(134)

Here xj(t) denote the positions of the scattering points
at a given t, and c = 0 for η = −i and c = 1 for η = 1.
In terms of this potential we write in position space

U(0) = exp{−iϵV (0, x)} exp{−iϵPτ3} = exp{−iϵH(0)},
(135)

with

H(0) = Pτ3 + V (0, x) +O(ϵ[P, V ]). (136)

Since V contains a factor 1/ϵ it is a priori not clear if
the commutator correction vanishes for ϵ→ 0. This is an
important difference between the random automaton and
the Dirac particle. For the latter one has V = m(τ2− 1),
such that the commutator term indeed vanishes for ϵ →
0. In order to estimate the role of the commutator term
for the random automaton, we compute

exp{−iϵ(Pτ3 + V (0, x))}ψp(0, x)

= ψp(0, x) + δ0ψp(x).
(137)
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For η = 1 one finds for δ0ψp(x) the expression (133) for
δψp(x) with the modification that one omits in the term
∼ δx,xj(0) the factor (1 − 2iϵm). We conclude that for
small ϵm the correction from the commutator term is
proportional to ϵm and therefore vanishes for ϵm→ 0.

The time t = 0 is not particularly singled out and our
discussion applies to arbitrary t as long as the wave func-
tion remains close to a plane wave with ϵm≪ 1, |ϵp| ≪ 1.
In this case the step evolution operator is approximated
by a microscopic Hamiltonian for a quantum particle
with a particular time- and space- dependent matrix-
potential.

C. Mesoscopic evolution and naive continuum limit

The mesoscopic evolution operator (6) involves an or-
dered product

exp(−i∆tH) = e−iϵH(t+∆t−ϵ)...e−iϵH(t+ϵ)e−iϵH(t).
(138)

The naive continuum limit neglects the non-vanishing
commutators [H(t1), H(t2)] and approximates H(t) =
Pτ3+V (t, x). In this approximation one obtains (η = 1)

H = Pτ3 +
ϵ

∆t

∑

t

V (t, x)

= Pτ3 +
π

2∆t
(τ2 − 1)

∑

t

∑

j

δx,xj(t)

= Pτ3 +M(x)(τ2 − 1).

(139)

At any given position x the quantityM(x) is proportional
to the number of scattering points at x within the interval
∆t.

Neglecting the fluctuations around the mean value of
scattering points per site we may approximate

∑

t

∑

j

δx,xj(t) ≈ n∆t/ϵ. (140)

Here we recall that n = ntot
ϵ2

∆x∆t is the mean number
of scattering points at a given x for a given t. In this
approximation one finds

M(x) =M =
πn

2ϵ
. (141)

We can now choose self-consistently m = M . For this
approximation the naive continuum limit is identical to
the discrete quantum mechanics for the Dirac particle,
with

mϵ =
πn

2
=
πntotϵ

2

2∆x∆t
. (142)

The inhomogeneity in M(x) can be avoided if we restrict
the distribution of scattering points in the interval ∆t∆x
such that every position x receives an equal number of

points. More generally, an inhomogeneous distribution
can realize a potential V (x) for the quantum particle [45].
The validity of the naive continuum limit de-

pends critically on the neglection of commutator terms
[H(t1), H(t2)] for t1 ̸= t2. It may hold approximately
as long as the wave function remains sufficiently smooth.
As long as the wave function can be approximated by a
plane wave we may employ (η = 1)

H(t) = Pτ3 + V (t, x) = Pτ3 + M̃(t, x)(τ2 − 1),

M̃(t, x) =
π

2ϵ

∑

j

δx,xj (t),

(143)
with the commutator

∆(t1, t2) = ϵ[H(t1), H(t2)]

= [Pτ3, ϵ(M̃(t2, x)− M̃(t1, x))(τ2 − 1)]

= [Pτ3, D(x)(τ2 − 1)]

= −[P,D]τ3 − i{P,D}τ1,

(144)

where

D(x) =
π

2

∑

j

(δx,xj(t2) − δx,xj(t1)). (145)

For the validity of the naive continuum limit the action
of an appropriate sum of terms ∆(ta, tb) on the wave
function has to be small as compared to the one of H =
Pτ3 +M(τ2 − 1)[44, 45].

D. Dispersion relation

For the Dirac particle with mϵ ≪ 1, pϵ ≪ 1 the plane
wave solutions are eigenstates of both momentum and
energy. The dispersion relation between energy and mo-
mentum reads

E(p) =
√
p2 +m2 −m. (146)

One could check the possible validity of the naive con-
tinuum limit for the random automaton by establishing
the dispersion relation E(p) = E(q = p) for the energy
eigenstates with small |E|.
If the energy eigenstates of the automaton are not

known explicitly, as for the Brownian automaton, one
may still get a rough impression by plotting the mean
energy ⟨E⟩ as a function of the momentum of the ini-
tial plane wave. This is done in fig. 9. For small p
the dispersion relation for the Dirac fermion becomes
quadratic, E(p) ≈ p2/(2m). Comparing ⟨E⟩(p) for the
Brownian automaton with the dispersion relation (146)
for the Dirac fermion one finds rough agreement.
The inhomogeneity of the scattering points may be

incorporated by a mean number of scattering points n
which corresponds to the mass of the continuum limit
by eq. (142), and a deviation of the actual distribution



24

−4 −2 0 2 4

Initial momentum p(t = 0)[2πL−1]

0

1

2

3

4

5
〈E
〉[2
π
L
−

1
]

p2

2m
with m = 2.5 2π

L√
p2 +m2 −m

Mean energy from eq. (73)

Mean energy from eq. (75)

FIG. 9: Mean energy for plane wave initial states with
different momenta for the Brownian automaton (50),
however with Nx = 4096,m = 20 · 2π/L, which corre-
sponds to an approaching of the large volume limit. The
different colors show different automata, corresponding
to different distributions of the randomly chosen scatter-
ing points. The continuous curve indicates the dispersion
relation for the Dirac particle with mass m = 2.5(2π/L),
corresponding to the naive continuum limit for the Brow-
nian automaton. For the initial stages of the evolution
for N t = 64∆t-intervals the naive continuum limit ap-

pears as a rough approximation.

from this mean number. Qualitatively, this may corre-
spond to a massive Dirac fermion in a random potential.
The quantum mechanics of a randomly scattered Dirac
fermion may be closer to the Brownian automaton. It
would be interesting to see if and how a continuum limit
for the randomly scattered Dirac fermion is reached.

VIII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have demonstrated how the methods
of quantum mechanics provide insight into the evolution
of probabilistic cellular automata with deterministic up-
dating. On the one side these probabilistic automata,
as characterized by a probability distribution for the ini-
tial configurations, are classical statistical systems. On
the other side, casting the probabilistic information into
the form of (“classical” or “real”) wave functions reveals
that probabilistic automata are quantum systems. This
equivalence demonstrates how quantum systems emerge
as special cases of classical statistical systems [48–52].

The description in terms of wave functions exhibits
some redundancy in form of a local discrete gauge sym-
metry associated to signs of the real wave function. For
a fixed gauge, as used here, the sign convention is fixed
and plays no further role. For all observables that take
definite values for given bit-configuration of the automa-
ton the expectation values can be found by an updating
of the probability distribution, without the use of wave
functions. The formulation in terms of wave functions
provides, however, powerful tools for the understanding

of the evolution of the probabilistic information. One can
rely on the whole apparatus of quantum mechanics.

A complex structure can be implemented for many
probabilistic automata. It only requires the presence
of two discrete symmetries, corresponding to complex
conjugation and multiplication by i, which have to be
compatible with the updating law of the automaton[50].
In the present paper we realize a rather trivial com-
plex structure associated to the two colors of the bits.
In the presence of a complex structure the probabilistic
automaton obeys all usual rules of quantum mechanics,
with complex wave functions spanning a complex Hilbert
space, Hermitian operators for observables and a complex
discrete Schrödinger equation.

Central quantities for an understanding of the time
evolution of the probabilistic information are energy and
momentum. Energy eigenstates correspond to probabil-
ity distributions which are periodic in time. The generic
existence of a very large number of periodic distribu-
tions for random probabilistic automata would be rather
difficult to infer from a description based solely on the
probability distribution. (The particular special cases of
single-orbit states are an exception.) Momentum eigen-
states show periodicity in space. As familiar from quan-
tum mechanics the conservation of energy or momentum
corresponds to translation invariance in time or space,
expressed by the vanishing commutator of the associated
operators with the Hamiltonian.

For the very simple automata described in this paper
the complex wave function corresponds to a single two-
component quantum particle in one space- and one time-
dimension. Together with the momentum operator tak-
ing the same form as for discrete one-particle quantum
mechanics we observe a strong formal analogy to one-
particle quantum mechanics. Only the Hermitian Hamil-
tonian does not take the standard form for a particle
propagating in a potential. One of our aims is the char-
acterization of the properties of the Hamiltonian for the
investigated random probabilistic automaton. We have
developed analysis tools based on the discrete Fourier
transform to frequency space for the transition element,
determination of expectation value and variance of the
energy observable, or diagonalization of the evolution op-
erator in momentum space. These methods rely crucially
on the quantum mechanical description, in particular the
possibility to perform basis transformations for the wave
function. For very simple single-orbit states we have con-
structed the Hamilton operator and its eigenstates explic-
itly.

As steps towards a possible continuum limit towards
an infinite number of cells we discuss coarse graining in
position and momentum space, as well as the notion of a
“low energy effective theory” which focuses on linear su-
perpositions of eigenstates to “low energy eigenvalues”.
Applied on smooth initial plane waves the Hamiltonian of
the random probabilistic automaton is found to be close
to the Hamiltonian for a free massive non-relativistic par-
ticle. Correspondingly, the early evolution of the wave
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function is close to the one for a free massive particle
in quantum mechanics. For the limited number of cells
and scattering points considered in the present paper the
wave function for an initial plane wave starts to become
rough after a certain time. A full continuum limit has
not been found in this case. As momenta are lowered
in the infinite volume limit the differences between dif-
ferent realizations of the Brownian automaton become
smaller. As a future way towards a smooth continuum
limit one should look for initial states that are closer to
eigenstates of the Hamilton operator. Without approach-
ing the energy eigenstates, the number of visible periods
in the evolution does not increase, such that the disper-
sion apparent in fig. 9 remains a short term phenomenon.
At present, it is not known if the particular stochastic
probabilistic automata considered in the present paper
admit a smooth continuum limit, or if some roughness of
the energy eigenfunctions remains even in the continuum
limit.

For the description of a quantum particle in a poten-
tial by a probabilistic automaton [20, 44, 45] it may be
necessary to explore more complex automata beyond our
setting with a single occupied bit. One may have to con-
sider an arbitrary number of occupied bits, and start with
half-filled vacua with all negative-energy-states filled [20].
As familiar for quantum field theories of fermions the

one-particle states can then be defined as excitations of
such a vacuum. Needless to say that a numerical inves-
tigation of this setting would require substantially larger
resources, even for a rather moderate number of cells. As
a possible intermediate step one may extend the one-bit
automaton by introducing the evolution of additional bits
which could mimic the presence of a non-trivial vacuum.
This could help to smoothen energy eigenfunctions and
to allow for an easier access to a continuum limit.
In any case, the probabilistic automata with determin-

istic updating are interesting systems in their own right.
The availability of the full formalism of quantum me-
chanics opens many new avenues for the understanding of
their evolution. On the conceptual level we have demon-
strated both that quantum mechanics constitutes a par-
ticular case of classical statistical evolution, and that the
quantum formalism with wave functions and operators
is a useful tool for the understanding of the evolution of
classical statistical systems.
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