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Abstract

In this work, we propose a variant of non-uniform cellular automata, named
as Temporally Non-Uniform Cellular Automata (t-NUCAs), which tempo-
rally use two rules, f and ¢ in a sequence R. To observe reversibility in
t-NUCAs, we study their injectivity and surjectivity properties. Unlike clas-
sical CAs, some irreversible t-NUCAs show the behavior similar to reversible
t-NUCAs. To study this behavior, we define restricted surjectivity of t-NUCA
and introduce restricted reversibility which shows reversibility of t-NUCA for
a set of initial configurations. By further investigating the remaining irre-
versible t-NUCAs, some t-NUCAs are found which have many-to-one map-
ping in their configuration space, but do not have non-reachable (Garden-
of-Eden) configurations. We name these t--NUCAs as weakly reversible t-
NUCAs. Under finite lattice size, a t-NUCA, like any classical CA, shows
cyclic behavior. We explore this cyclic behavior and discuss its relation with
rule sequence. Finally, we note down the possible longest cycle length of a
t-NUCA, based on the lattice size and rule sequence.
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I. Introduction

Cellular Automaton (CA) is a discrete dynamical system that consists
of a regular network of cells and the cells update their states depending on
the current states of the cell itself and the neighboring cells. Classically,
cellular automata (CAs) use a single local rule to update the states of all
cells synchronously during evolution [I]. In this work, we study a class of
non-classical cellular automata, where different rules at different time steps
can be used to update their cells. We name these automata as temporally
Non-Uniform Cellular Automata (t--NUCAs).

Non-uniformity in cellular automata was first introduced in 1986 [2],
which allows the cells to use different rule. These non-uniform CAs were
characterized by a number of researchers with a target to use them in VLSI
design & test and other related application domains [3], 4], B [6] [7, ). Later,
this class of non-uniform CAs have been generalized and defined in [9, 10].
Dynamical behavior of these CAs, such as injectivity, surjectivity, permu-
tivity, equicontinuity, decidability, structural stability etc. have also been
investigated in [9], 10, II]. Another class of non-uniform CAs, called asyn-
chronous cellular automata, has been studied, which do not force all the cells
to be updated simultaneously [12]. A number of variations of ACAs have
been proposed over the time [13] 14] [15, [16], and their dynamical behavior
have also been studied [14} 17, 18] [19].

However, in all the above cases the local rule are not changed during
evolution of the CA. The present works deals with a different class of non-
uniformity where local rules are changed during evolution. In this work, we
assume only two rules , say f and ¢, which are used to update the states of the
cells in a temporal sequence during evolution. The behavior of a t-NUCA
depends on both the rules (f and g) and the sequence in which the rules
are applied. In literature, we find that such a non-uniform CA ({-NUCA)
was first used to solve density classification problem [20]. Recently, some
dynamical behavior of a special class of t--NUCA have been studied in [21].
We have also studied a sub-class of --NUCAs, named Temporally Stochastic
Cellular Automata, where the system uses a default rule (f) for evolution,
but is stochastically affected sometime by a noise (g) [22]. The present work
generalizes this model.

We start our investigation by exploring the set theoretic properties of
t-NUCAs, keeping an eye on the reversibility of them. We first investigate
injectivity, surjectivity and bijectivity of --NUCAs in classical sense. As usual,



bijective t-NUCAs are reversible and we find that when individual CAs with
local rules f and g are reversible then, a --NUCA consists of f and g with a
rule sequence is reversible.

We investigate the behavior of irreversible t--NUCAs, and observe that
some of them exhibit reversible CA-like behavior. We find that, some ir-
reversible t--NUCAs shows injectivity (reps. surjectivity) for a set of initial
configurations. We name such t-NUCAs as restricted injective (resp. re-
stricted surjective) t-NUCAs (see Section [[V).

A t-NUCA behaves in a way that is similar to being reversible for a set of
initial configurations if it is both restricted injective and restricted surjective.
This sort of t-NUCAs was given the name restricted reversible t-NUCAs.
In addition to this, we find more by looking at the remaining irreversible
t-NUCAs. We observe that certain t-NUCAs do not have non-reachable con-
figurations despite having many-to-one mapping in their configuration space.
These t-NUCAs have weak resemblance with the reversibility and name them
as weakly reversible t-NUCA.

A t-NUCAs, like any classical CA, exhibits cyclic behavior when the lat-
tice size is finite. In Section [V] we investigate the cyclic behavior of --NUCAs
with finite lattice size. We analyze the relationship between cycles and rule
sequences. Finally we discuss the Hamiltonian cycle related to the transition
diagram of t-NUCA and we report the Eular cycle length of t-NUCA.

II. The Proposed Model

Like classical cellular automata, the proposed temporally Non-Uniform
Cellular Automata (t-NUCAs) are also defined as a quadruple (£, N,S,R)

where,
e L C 7ZP is the D-dimensional lattice. Elements of £ are called cells.

o N = (U),0s,- - ,Uy) is the neighborhood vector of each cell ¢ of the
lattice and (U + v;) € L, where m is the number of neighbors.

e S is the finite set of states.

e R = (Ri)>1 is the temporal rule sequence of local rules, where the
rule R; : ™ — S is applied to all cells at the time step t. If sz is
the present state of cell ¥ € £, then the next state of the cell at ¢ is

Ri(Sirt1> Sirans "+ > Siit)-



The primary difference of t-NUCA and classical CA is, a classical CA
uses a single rule during evolution, whereas a t-NUCA uses a set of rules
temporally in some sequence. In this sense, classical CAs are a special case
of t-NUCAs. Although a t-NUCA can use any set of local rules, we use only
two local rules in this work, f and g, which act in some sequence.

A configuration, denoted by ¢ : £ — S, is a snapshot of the states of all
cells at a specific time instance, which can be represented as ¢ = (s7)zer,
where sz is the state of cell ¥ € £. We denote C = S* as the set of all
configurations of the CA.

The local rule (say, f) of a classical CA induces a global transition func-
tion Gy : C — C of the CA, where,

G(V) |ser = [(So00, Soans "+ Sotan) (1)

Although the results presented here are applicable to any D, S and NV, the
examples given in this article mostly adhere to ECA (Elementary Cellular
Automata) settings and employs f and g as two ECA rules. ECAs are one-
dimensional, two-state, three-neighborhood cellular automata, in which a cell
changes its state based on its left neighbor, self, and right neighbor. Updates
are made synchronously at each time step in accordance with a local rule,
such as f:8% — S. A global function G, : S — S* is defined such that,
for a given local rule f and a set of cells £, the image y = (vi)icc = G¢(c),
where c is a configuration, ¢ = (¢;);er € S©. Rule f can be defined as,

Vie L,y = f(cio1, i, Civ1) (2)

Each rule f is associated with a ‘decimal code’ w, where w = f(0,0,0) -
20 + £(0,0,1) - 21 + .-+ + f(1,1,1) - 27, for the naming purpose. Following
examples use ECA rules to show working of t-NUCAs.

Example 1. Let us consider a finite t-NUCA with ECA rules 14 and 243.
The number of cells (lattice size) is assumed as 4 and the boundary con-
dition is periodic. Suppose the rules are used in the following sequence:
14,14,243,14,14,243, - --. That is, rule 14 1s applied twice, and then the rule
243 is used once, and this repeats. In Figure (1, we can find the transition
diagram of 4-cell ECA rule 14 and rule 243 in Figure[{j(a) and Figure[1(b)
respectively. The transition diagram of t-NUCA is shown in Figure (c) In
this diagram, if a transition is due to rule 14, it is marked by black edge,
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if by rule 243 then marked by blue edge. Figure (d) 1 a derived transition
diagram, named as partial transition diagram of the t-NUCA where only the
configurations, marked by white circle are considered as initial configurations,
from where the execution starts and the intermediate conﬁgumtionsﬂ (marked
by gray circle) are reached during evolution.

Figure 1: Transition diagram of two ECAs and a {-NUCA with lattice size 4. Configura-
tions are noted by their decimal equivalents with first bit as LSB; (a) Transition diagram
of a 4-cell ECA 14; (b) Transition diagram of a 4-cell ECA 243; (c¢) Transition diagram
of a 4-cell --NUCA (14,243)[A001651]; (d) Partial transition diagram of the t-NUCA
(14,243)[A001651], where the configurations, marked by gray circle is the intermediate
configurations that are reached during evolution from initial configurations (marked by
white circle). The black and blue arrow indicate the transitions by rule 14 and rule 243
respectively.

'In a partial transition diagram, an intermediate configurations is not considered as
initial configuration. However, the configuration is reached during evolution of a t-NUCA
from an initial configuration.



The sequence of rules (R) affects the dynamics of a --NUCA. Any se-
quence of f and g can be used in a t-NUCA. Sometime some well-defined
condition on time step may be used to get a sequence. Let us consider that
©(t) is such a condition, which if holds the rule f is applied, otherwise rule
g is applied. That is,

(3)

We generally identify a t-NUCA by the notation (f,g)[R]. If we note
down the time ¢ when O(¢) holds, then we can get a sequence of integers.
These integers mean the time steps when f is applied. For example, let us
assume that O(t) holds if ¢ is odd. That is, the series for ¢ is: 1,3,5,7,9,---.
The series of ¢ when O(t) holds can represent the rule sequence. So, in our
further reference, we shall call this series as rule sequence. Some time, it is
difficult to represent a rule sequence in the notation of t-NUCA when the
sequence is long enough. Hence, we need to consider a rule sequence identifier
to represent a rule sequence.

A rule sequence can be identified in various way, e.g., using binary bits:
101010 - - - (©(t) holds if t is odd), where 1 (resp. 0) represents the application
of f (reps. g). Since, in the sequence 101010 - -, the term 10 repeats over
and over, one can consider the sequence as (10)™ or 10, hence, the notation of
the t-NUCA is (f, ¢)[(10)"]. Alternatively, in the database of OEIS [23], the
integer sequences are designated by some lexicographical ordering number.
The rule sequence of a t-NUCA can be identified by such an ordering number,
say x, then a t-NUCA with two ECAs f and g can be identified as t-NUCA
(f, 9)x]-

For example, a t-NUCA with two ECAs f and g and the series of t,
when f is applied: 1,3,5,7,9,---, i.e., A005408 [23] can be identified as
(f,9)[A005408]. This paper considers such notations to represents a t-NUCA,
where the lexicographical ordering numbers are considered as the identifiers
of the rule sequences.

The rule sequences can be classified as, periodic and aperiodic,

Periodic : A periodic sequence (cyclic sequence) is a sequence for which
the same terms are repeated over and over: For example, R, Ro, ..., R,
Ri,Ra, ..., Ri, R1, Ray ..., Ry, ... is a periodic rule sequence where (R1, Ra, ..., R;)
is repeated in the sequence. The [ number of repeated terms is called the

period. That is, R = (R)i>1 = (R1, Ra, ..., Ri)™".

g otherwise

R { # ©O(t) holds
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ECA 90 ECA 73 (90, 73)[A001651]
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Figure 2: Space-time diagram of a t--NUCAs (90, 73)|A001651], where the rule sequence
is OEIS A001651, that is, f is applied twice, and then the rule g is used once, and this
repeats. Here the rule sequence is periodic.

For example, let us assume a t-NUCA, where R, € {f, g}.

= (4)

o) = {True t is not divisible by 3,

False otherwise,

Hence the time steps of applying f is as follow : 1,2,4,5,7,8,--- (OEIS
A001651). That is, rule f is applied twice and the rule g is used once, and
this repeats (see Figure [1)). This represents a periodic rule sequence with
period length 3. Alternatively, to examine the detailed transitions of a t-
NUCA with periodic rule sequence, we present the space-time diagram of a
t-NUCA (90, 73)[A001651] in Figure[2] Here, the cells with states 1, updated
by f or g, are marked by blue or red, respectively. The cells with state 0 are
represented by white cells.

Aperiodic : A sequence, which is not periodic, is called aperiodic se-
quence. For example, let us assume, a t-NUCA consists of two rules f and
g, where ¢ is applied when ¢ is prime, rule f is applied otherwise; that is,

o) = ()

True t is not prime.
False otherwise,

Hence the series of ¢t when O(¢) holds is as follow : 1,4,6,8,9,14,---, i.e.,
OEIS A018252. Figure [3] shows the space-time diagram of the t-NUCAs
(90, 73)[A018252] and (164, 131)[A018252].



(90, 73)[A018252] (164, 131)[A018252)
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Figure 3: Space-time diagram of two t-NUCAs (90, 73)[A018252] and (164, 131)[A018252].
The rule sequence is OEIS A018252, where g is applied when t is prime, rule f is applied
otherwise. Here the rule sequence is aperiodic.

III. Injectivity and Surjectivity

A classical CA with rule f is injective (resp. surjective) if its global
transition function Gy is injective (resp. surjective). In classical finite CAs,
injectivity implies surjectivity, hence bijectivity. A surjective CA has no non-
reachable (Garden-of-Eden) configurations. In this section, we investigate the
existence of non-reachable configurations in a t-NUCA through the injectivity
and surjectivity of CA f and CA g.

Definition 1. A configuration of a CA s non-reachable if the CA can not
reach to the configuration during its evolution from any initial configuration.

Figure (a) shows the transition diagram of a non surjective CA, where
the configurations 7, 11, 13, 14, and 15 are non-reachable configurations.
This is not a surjective CA. For a non-surjective CA, we always get a set
of non-reachable configurations. In case of t-NUCA, non-surjectivity follows
the same.

Theorem 1. Let Xy and X, be the sets of non-reachable configurations of
Gy and G, respectively. Then, there exist non-reachable configurations in a
t-NUCA for any rule sequence if Xy N X, # 0.

Proof. Let X; and X, be the sets of non-reachable configurations of Gy and
G, respectively, and X;N X, # 0. Now if x € Xy N X, and C is the set of all
configurations of a t-NUCA, then both of the following statements are true:

1. Vy €C.Vk €N, z # Gi(y)



2. VzeCVleN, z#Gi(z)

From the above statements, we get the following -
Let us consider (G):>1 be the sequence of rules that are used in a t-NUCA.
Here, G; is either Gy or G,. Hence,

Vt € N,Z’ ¢ thct(ct)

This implies, the configuration = can not be reached from any configuration.
Hence, for a t-NUCA consists of f and g, x is a non-reachable configuration.
]

Theorem [T}, however, does not state the sufficient condition for existence
of non-reachable configuration in a t-NUCA. There exists non-reachable con-
figuration even if CAs f and g do not have any non-reachable configurations
in common (that is, Xy N X, = 0). Following example illustrates the case.

Example 2. Let us consider a finite t-NUCA (3,15)[A001651], where 3 and
15 are two ECA rules. The number of cells (lattice size) is assumed as 4 and
the boundary condition is periodic. The ECAs 3 and 15 do not have non-
reachable configurations in common; that is X3 N X15 = () (see Figure .
However, the t-NUCA has non-reachable configurations, where the series of
sequence is 1,2,4,5,7,8 -+ (Figure (c))

Theorem 2. A t-NUCA with any rule sequence has no non-reachable con-
figuration sequence iff Gy and Gy both are bijective.

Proof. Let us consider (Gy);>1 be the sequence of CAs used in a t-NUCA.
Here, G, is either Gy or G,. If Gy and G, both are bijective, then each
(G4)>1 remains bijective. For a rule sequence of a t-NUCA, the compositions
of G; and G,y for all t > 1 are bijective. Hence, all the configurations are
reachable.

Let us now consider that the -NUCA has no non-reachable configuration.
By contradiction, let us assume that G is not surjective and it has non-
reachable configurations. That is, G4(C) C C.

Now consider another t-NUCA with the same couple of CAs f and g,
consists of a trivial rule sequence where only rule f is used in each step. Then,
obviously, the --NUCA has non-reachable configuration, i.e., not surjective.
This contradicts our consideration that the t-NUCA has no non-reachable



b. ECA 15 c. t-NUCA (3,15)[A001651]

Figure 4: Transition diagram of two ECAs and transition diagram a t-NUCA where the
lattice size is 4; (a) Transition diagram of a 4-cell ECA 3; (b) Transition diagram of a
4-cell ECA 15; (c) Transition diagram of a 4-cell t--NUCA (3,15)[A001651].

configuration. Hence G is to be bijective. With the similar argument, G is
also to be bijective. Hence the proof.
O

Example 3. Let us consider an infinite t-NUCA with ECA rules 51 and
204. Suppose the rule 51 is used in the following sequence 1,3,5,7, -,
(OEILS A005408). The t-NUCA (51,204)[A005408] shows bijectivity. Here,
the ECAs 51 and 204 both are bijective. Figure [ illustrates some transitions
of the t-NUCA. All other transitions behave similarly.

Although the proof of Theorem [2] considers trivial rule sequence (only
one rule is used in each time step), there are a number of rule sequences for
which a t-NUCA can have non-reachable configurations when Gy and G, are
not bijective.

Corollary 1. Let, a t-NUCA with a rule sequence consists of two rules f
and g, then each configuration of the t-NUCA 1is reached by both f and g
during evolution iff both the rules are bijective.

Let us now extend the definition of injectivity of classical CAs to the
t-NUCA. From the above discussion, we get that a t-NUCA behaves like
an injective (resp. surjective) CA if Gy and G, both are injective (resp.
surjective). This observation leads us to the following definition.
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Figure 5: Transitions of infinite t-NUCA (51, 204)[A005408].

Definition 2. A t-NUCA is injective (resp. surjective) iff Gy and G, both
are injective (resp. surjective).

Similar to injectivity, if G; and G, both are surjective then a t-NUCA
consists of f and g remains surjective. Surjectivity of a t-NUCA implies that,
each configuration has k predecessor for k£ number of different rules using in
it. In this work, two rules are utilized, that is, each configuration ¢ € C of a
t-NUCA is reached by both the rules during evolution.

Example 4. Let us consider a 4-cell t-NUCA consists of ECA rules 170
and 85 with periodic boundary condition. Suppose the rule sequence is OFIS
A005408. Here, both the ECAs 170 and 85 are injective. Hence, the t-NUCA
(170, 85)[A005408] is injective and all the configurations are reached by both
the rules, hence surjective (Figure @

Example 5. Let us consider a 3-state t-NUCA where each rule (say f) is
associated with a ‘decimal code’ ws, where ws = f(0,0,0) - 3° + £(0,0,1) -
3L+ £(0,0,2)-3% + -+ + f(2,2,2) - 3%, for the naming purpose. Suppose
the t-NUCA consists of two CA rules 1470343891115 and 5594248657947,
and the rule sequence is OEIS A001651. Hence, the t-NUCA 1is denoted as
(1470343891115, 5594248657947)[A001651]. The number of cells (lattice size)
is assumed as 3 and the boundary condition is periodic. Figure [](c) shows
the partial transitions of the t-NUCA. Since, the CAs, 1470343891115 and
5594248657947 both are injective and surjective, the t-NUCA 1is injective and
surjective.
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Figure 6: Transition diagram of a 4-cell reversible t-NUCA (170, 85)[A005408]; (a) Tran-
sition diagram of a 4-cell t-NUCA (170, 85)[A005408]; (b) Partial transition diagram of
the t-NUCA (170, 85)[A005408], where the configurations, colored by gray (resp. white)
is the intermediate configuration (resp. initial configuration).

A t-NUCA is bijective iff the t-NUCA is injective and surjective. In
Example [4 and Example 5] both the t-NUCAs are injective and surjective.
Hence, the t-NUCAs are bijective.

Reversibility is a property of some mathematical and physical systems
for which time-reversed dynamics are well-defined. That is, no information
loss is there during the evolution. Hence, a --NUCA can be considered as
reversible if the evolution of the t-NUCA can be inverted with respect to
time. In other word, a t-NUCA is said to be reversible if it is invertible. This
is only possible if the --NUCA is bijective.

Proposition 1. A t-NUCA is said to be reversible iff the CA 1is bijective
(injective and surjective).

Proof. In case of two bijective rules f and g, there may exist z € C, for which,
Gy(x) = Gy(y) = z, for some z,y € C, v # y. That is, the configuration z
has two predecessors for two different rules. However, since a specific rule
sequence can be found in a t-NUCA, any predecessor can be reached from
one configuration by a given rule (as per rule sequence) during inversion.
That implies, for a t--NUCA, a configuration has only one predecessor for a
specific rule. Hence, no information loss is there. So, the t-NUCAs, consist
of two bijective rules, are reversible t-NUCAs. ]
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Figure 7: Transition diagram for two 3-neighborhood 3-state CAs and a t-NUCA with
lattice size 3. Every vertex of the diagram represents decimal equivalence of a con-
figuration. (a) Transition diagram of a 3-cell CA 1470343891115; (b) Transition dia-
gram of a 3-cell CA 5594248657947; (c) Partial transition diagram of a 3-cell t-NUCA
(1470343891115, 5594248657947)[A001651], where the configurations, colored by gray
(resp. white) is the intermediate configuration (resp. initial configuration).

Example 6. Let us consider an example of a 4-cell t-NUCA consists of two
ECA rules 15 and 170. The rule sequence of the t-NUCA is OFIS A018252,
i.€., the rule 15 is used in the following sequence: when t is not prime apply
15, otherwise apply 170. The t-NUCA (15,170)[A018252] shows reversibility

(see Figure[§).

Hence the t-NUCAs, mentioned in Figure [0 Figure [7] and Figure [§] are
the examples of reversible t-NUCAs. There exists t-NUCAs where, all the
configurations are reached during evolution, however Gy and G, both are
not surjective. We discuss such interesting behavior of t-NUCA in the next
section.

13



Figure 8: Transition diagram of a 4-cell t-NUCA consists of ECA rules 15 and 170, where
every vertex of the diagram represents decimal equivalence of a configuration; (a) Transi-
tion diagram of a 4-cell ECA 15; (b) Transition diagram of a 4-cell ECA 170; (c¢) Transition
diagram of a 4-cell t-NUCA (15, 170)[A018252].

IV. Restricted and weak Reversibility

Theorem [1] has proved that there exist non-reachable configurations for a
t-NUCA consists of f and g if X; N X, # (). Example [2 has next shown that
there exist non-reachable configurations of a t-NUCA with a rule sequence
even if Xy N X, = 0. However, if one rule is bijective (then, X; N X, = 0),
we can find a rule sequence for which the t-NUCA has no non-reachable
configuration. This provides the evidence that, Xy N X, = ) is a necessary
condition for a t-NUCA which has no non-reachable configuration.

Lemma 1. There exists a t-NUCA consists of [ and g with a rule sequence,
for which the t-NUCA has no non-reachable configuration if Gy or G, is
bijective.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let us consider that G is bijective. Con-
struct a rule sequence of a t-NUCA where first rule f is used and then rule g
is used. If G, is non-bijective, then there exist some non-reachable configu-
rations in the CA g. Suppose X, is the set of non-reachable configuration of
G,4. However, all members of X, are reachable by G¢. Since G is used first
in the sequence, all the configurations, including X, are reachable during
the t-NUCA evolution. Hence the proof. m
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From the proof of Lemma [l a number of rule sequences, where one rule
is bijective, are identified for which a ¢t-NUCA has no non-reachable config-
uration.

A CA with no non-reachable configurations implies that the CA is sur-
jective. For a t-NUCA, if both the rules are not surjective then the t-NUCA
is not surjective. However, if there exists a rule sequence for which, all con-
figurations can be reached, then one can say that the --NUCA has no non-
reachable configuration for that sequence. Hence, the t-NUCA can behave
like a surjective CA, though the rules are not surjective. In this direction,
the t-NUCAs, consist of non-surjective ECAs, behaves like surjective CA for
some rule sequences. We named this type of t-NUCA as restricted surjective

t-NUCA.

Definition 3. A t-NUCA is restricted surjective if there exists a set of con-
figuration to which all the other configuration can be reached during evolution
and the t-NUCA has no non-reachable configuration.

In other word, for a t-NUCA, if all the configurations are covered during
evolution, then the t-NUCA is called restricted surjective t-NUCA. Obviously,
all surjective t-NUCAs are restricted surjective but the reverse is not true.

Let us consider that (Gy):>1 is the sequence of CAs used in a t-NUCA.
Here, G is either Gy or Gj. We can now define a restriction on G for some
set C; C C, i.e., Gile,(x) = Gi(x) for x € C;. This implies, the restriction
of Gy to C; is the same function as Gy or G,. Then we get a sequence of
restrictions (Gyle,)i>1. The following propositions are noted based on this
considerations,

Proposition 2. A t-NUCA is restricted surjective for t > 1, if it satisfies
the following conditions,

1. Ct+1 — Gt|ct(Ct)
2. Fach Gylc, : C; — Cyy1 is surjective
3. There exists an n € N, for which, U;:ll Ciy1=C

Proof. Let us assume C be a set of all configuration of t-NUCA. By condition
1, Ciy1 = Gile,(Ci) where each C; C C and G, € {Gf,G,}. Now, we suppose
that without loss of generality, each restriction Gyle, : C; — Cypq, VE > 1
have onto map, that is surjective (Condition 2).

15



In a non-surjective Gy, there exists non-reachable configuration. However,
by condition 2, in each restrictions, each reachable configuration in C;;; has
a predecessor. Now, let all configurations are reachable in a t-NUCA if each
non reachable configuration of Gy |, is reachable by Gy,|c,, where t; # t.
That is, U;:ll Ci11 = C which is exactly equivalent to the condition 3.

Hence the proof. n

Example 7. Let us consider a t-NUCA with ECAs 15 and 25. Suppose
the sequence is OELS A001651, i.e., 15,15,25,15,15,25, -+ (see Figure @
In this t-NUCA, no non-reachable configuration is there. Hence the CA is
restricted surjective. However, ECA 25 is not surjective, hence the t-NUCA
is not a surjective t-NUCA.

Definition 4. A t-NUCA is restricted injective if each reachable configura-
tion of the t-NUCA has unique predecessor for an unique rule.

Note that, in a restricted injective t-NUCA both the rules may not be
injective. Restricted injectivity of a t-NUCA depends on the set of initial
configuration, where each restriction, Gyl¢, : C; — Cyyq is injective.

Proposition 3. A t-NUCA is restricted injective if the t--NUCA satisfies the
following conditions,

1. Ciy1 = G|, (Cy)

2. Each Gilc, : C; — Cyy1 is injective

3. For two functions Gyle, and Gyle,, 11 = 2 iff Gfle,(71) = Gyle,(22),
where x1 € C; and xo € C; (the same clause applies to G).

Proof. Let us first assume that each C;,; contains all reachable configurations
(Condition 1). Now we suppose that each G¢|c, : C; — Cy41 has one-to-one
map, that is injective (Condition 2). This ensures that each configuration
say = € Cyy1 has unique predecessor for each restriction Gyle,

Let us assume the configuration z are in both C;y; and Cj;1, and the
restrictions are G|c, and Gy|c;. According to condition 2, x has one unique
predecessor say 1 € C; for restriction G|c, and another unique predecessor
w3 € C; for restriction Gylc;. Now, according to the definition of restricted
injectivity, since same Gy is considered in the restrictions, z; and x, should
be same, i.e., x1 = xo which is exactly equivalent to the condition 3.

Hence the proof.
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c. t-NUCA (15,25)[A001651]

b. ECA 25

Figure 9: Transition diagram of two ECAs 15 and 25 and partial transition diagram of a
t-NUCA (15,25)[A001651] with lattice size 5, where black arrow (blue arrow) represents
the transition by rule 15 (by rule 25 respectively); (a) Transition diagram of a 5-cell ECA
15; (b) Transition diagram of a 5-cell ECA 25; (c) Partial transition diagram of a 5-cell
t-NUCA (15,25)[A001651], where the configurations, colored by gray (resp. white) is the
intermediate configuration (resp. initial configuration).

Example 8. Let us consider a 4-cell t-NUCA with ECA rules 7 and 40. Sup-
pose the rule sequence is OFIS A001651, i.e., 7,7,40,7,7,40, - (see Fig-
ure [10)). This t-NUCA, is restricted injective for C;, = {0,3,5,6,9,10,12}.
However the ECAs 7 and 40 are not injective, hence the t-NUCA is not
mjective.

Remark 1. Let us consider a t-NUCA, consist of f and g, and C, and C,
are the set of configurations, for which the CAs Gy and G, have many-to-one
map respectively. Then the t-NUCA is restricted injective if C, N C, = 0.
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Figure 10: Transition diagram of a 4-cell restricted reversible t-NUCA (7,40)[A001651].
(a) Transition diagram of a 4-cell ECA 7; (b) Transition diagram of a 4-cell ECA 40;
(c) Partial transition diagram of a 4-cell t--NUCA (7,40)[A001651], where the config-
urations, marked by white circle can be considered as the initial configurations, i.e.,
Cin = {0,3,5,6,9,10,12}.

It is obvious that, if Gy and Gy shows many-to-on map for the same set of
configurations, then there exists no restrictions for which the t-NUCA shows
restricted injectivity.

Whenever a t-NUCA shows restricted bijectivity, i.e., restricted surjective
and restricted injective for a set of initial configurations, say C;,, the time-
reversed dynamics can be observed in the t-NUCA if it starts journey from
any configuration of C;,. Although the t-NUCA is not bijective, there is
no information loss throughout evolution. Therefore, the --NUCA can be
inverted with respect to time, similar to the behavior of reversible t-NUCA.

Definition 5. A t-NUCA is said to be restricted reversible iff the t-NUCA

15 restricted surjective and restricted injective, that is restricted bijective.

For example, let us consider a 4-cell t--NUCA (7,40)[A001651]. The t-
NUCA has no non-reachable configuration (see Figure . So, it is a re-
stricted surjective t-NUCA. The t-NUCA is also restricted injective (see Ex-
ample , hence the t-NUCA is restricted reversible.

It is described that there exists a sequence for which a t-NUCA is re-
stricted reversible, if any one rule is bijective. However there exists some
t-NUCA where both the rules are not bijective. But, if all the configurations
of a set of no-reachable configurations, say Xy (resp. X,) can be reachable
by G, (resp. Gy) then, one can find that, Xy N X, = 0.

The above argument is generalized in the following proposition.
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Proposition 4. Let us assume a t-NUCA consists of two irreversible ECAs
f and g where the first rule of the rule sequence is f and C is the set of all
configurations. Let,

Sp={y ly=Gs(C)}
Sg =121 2=G4(S)}

The t-NUCA is not a restricted / week reversible t-NUCA if it satisfy any of
the following condition —

1. 8,C 8
2. Jy,y € {C — S,}, such that, y ¢ Sy

Proof. This proposition first assumes that Sy and S, are the sets of reachable
configurations of a t-NUCA by f and g respectively where f is the first rule
in the rule sequence. Let C be the set of all configurations of the t-NUCA.

Case 1: Since, f is the first rule in the rule sequence, if f is not bi-
jective then, Sy C C. The best case scenario of getting maximum number
of reachable configurations by g is that, ¢ is applied after the first f (ap-
plied second) in the rule sequence, because G%(C) € G¢(C),k > 1. Now,
Sy, ={y | y = Gy(Sy)}, if S, C Sy then the non-reachable configurations
of f, i.e., {C — St} are also non-reachable by g. There exists non-reachable
configuration in the t-NUCA, i.e., the t-NUCA is not restricted surjective.
Hence, the t-NUCA is not a restricted / week reversible t-NUCA.

Case 2: Let us assume, 3y € C,y ¢ Sy, where, y is the non reachable
configuration of f. Now, if y ¢ G,(Sy) then y become the non-reachable
configuration of the t-NUCA. There exists non-reachable configuration in
the t-NUCA, ie., C — {S; U S,;} # 0 and the t-NUCA is not a restricted
surjective. Hence, the t-NUCA is not restricted /week reversible.

Hence the proof.

O

In this direction, one can observe that the ‘reversibility’ of the t--NUCA
depends on the rules but does not depend on the rule sequence. However,
the restricted reversibility of --NUCA depends on both the rules as well as
the rule sequence. Hence, the restricted reversibility is rule sequence sensi-
tive. Further, the restricted reversibility of a t-NUCA is initial configurations
sensitive.
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Let us further explore the remaining irreversible t-NUCAs (the irreversible
t-NUCAs excluding restricted reversible t-NUCAs). We find that some of
them are restricted surjective but not restricted injective. Whenever a t-
NUCA shows restricted surjectivity then there exist no non-reachable config-
uration. If many-to-one map may exist in the --NUCA, the t-NUCA does
not show restricted bijectivity. Although all configurations are reachable,
there exist information-loss during evolution. Hence, the --NUCAs can not
be reversed with respect to time. If we consider the lattice is finite, then the
configurations of such t-NUCAs form cycles (since, no non-reachable config-
uration exists). For classical CAs under finite lattice, if all configurations
are reachable, then the CA is reversible, and the configurations form cycles.
From that resemblance with the reversibility behavior of finite CA, let us call
such t-NUCAs as weakly reversible t-NUCAs.

Definition 6. A t-NUCA is called as weakly reversible if the CA is restricted
surjective.

Proposition [I] has proved that there exists a rule sequence in a t-NUCA
for which the t-NUCA has no non-reachable configurations if Gy or G, is
bijective. Hence, one can find that there exists at least one rule sequence for
which a t--NUCA is weakly reversible if any rule is bijective.

Example 9. Let us consider a 5-cell t-NUCA consists of ECA rules 229
and 85 with a rule sequence OFIS A001651, i.e., 229,229, 85, 229, 229, 85, - - -
(Figure . The CA 1is restricted surjective, but the t-NUCA has many-to-
one map for the configurations 0 and 31, that implies the CA is not restricted
injective. Hence the t-NUCA is weakly reversible.

However, it is not mandatory that one of the rules has to be bijective in
a weakly reversible t-NUCA. There exist weakly reversible t-NUCA consist
of two rules, where Gy and G, both are not bijective. Example [I] is such
an example of a weakly reversible t-NUCA, where G and G, both are not
bijective.

There exists no non-reachable configuration in a t-NUCA if X, C C; and
Xy C C,4, where Cy and C, are the sets of reachable configurations by f and g
in the t-NUCA respectively. Such a t-NUCA is restricted surjective, that is,
all the configurations are reached during evolution. Although there exist no
non-reachable configuration, the t-NUCA is not restricted injective (many-
to-one map exists). As a result, the t-NUCAs are able to develop cycles when
the lattice is considered as finite.
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Figure 11: Transition diagram of a weakly reversible 5-cell --NUCA (229, 85)[A001651].
(a) Transition diagram of a 5-cell ECA 229; (b) Transition diagram of a 5-cell ECA 85; (c)
Partial transition diagram of a 5-cell t-NUCA (229, 85)[A001651], where the configurations,
colored by gray (resp. white) is the intermediate configuration (resp. initial configuration).

V. Cyclic behavior

Let us now turn our attention to the finite lattice size only. Under this set-
ting, we explore here cyclic behavior of a t--NUCA. To facilitate our study, we
introduce following terminologies by taking vocabulary from Markov Chain
theory.

Definition 7. For an initial configuration ¢ € S*, a configuration v € S* is
transient if the configuration can not be reachable after leaving it. In contrast,
a configuration is recurrent for c if it is not transitory and the configuration
can be reachable after leaving it.

In the transition diagram of a t-NUCA in Figure [4c), configuration 5
is transient for the initial configuration 5, whereas configurations 0 and 15
are recurrent for the same initial configuration. If the CA evolves further,
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the configurations 0 and 15 are visited again, but the configuration 5 can
never be visited. Here, configuration 5 is a non-reachable configuration.
Similarly, if the t-NUCA starts journey from 9, configurations 2 and 12 are
recurrent. However, if the t-NUCA starts journey from 4, then configuration
2, which was recurrent, becomes transient here. Note that, configuration 2
is a reachable configuration in both the scenarios.

There are three parameters to decide if a configuration of a t-NUCA is
recurrent: the rules (f and g), a rule sequence, and a set of initial configura-
tions (C;,). We next explore the recurrent configurations in a t-NUCA.

V.1. The recurrent configurations and cycles

The recurrent configurations are visited many times during evolution of
a t-NUCA. Let us call the time required to recur a configuration as recurrent
length. Then, for a recurrent configuration, we can get a sequence of recur-
rent lengths. We shall denote this sequence by AS, where x is the recurrent
configuration for the initial configuration c.

Let us consider a 4-cell --NUCA with ECA rules 7 and 40 where rule 7
is applied in the following sequence: 1,2,4,5,7,8,--- (see Figure . Here,
10 is a recurrent configuration for the initial configuration 5. One can check
that A5, = (1,1,4,1,1,4,1,---).

In some cases, it is observed that a sub-sequence of recurrent lengths
repeats in the sequence. In the above example, the lengths (1,1, 4) repeats
in A3,. Hence, this sequence is periodic. Following is an interesting result.

Proposition 5. The sequence of recurrent lengths in A of a recurrent con-
figuration c is periodic iff the rule sequence is periodic.

Proof. Let AS = (A1, A2, - -+ ). Suppose the recurrent length \; is obtained by
applying the rule sequence s, Ay by s and so on. So, the rule sequence for
this case is S = (s1, 89, -+ ). Suppose, S is periodic. Then s; will periodically
be observed. Since x is a recurrent configuration, at same time the CA is
to be at configuration x before following the rule sub-sequence s;. Then the
recurrent length A, is to be observed. Subsequently, the recurrent lengths

A2, Ag, - -+ will be observed. This makes AS as periodic.
Now consider AS as periodic. That is, AS = (A, A, -+, \)T for some
[ > 1 corresponding rule sequence become (sq, sa, - -, §)*. This is obviously

a periodic rule sequence. Hence the proof.
m
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We now define cycle and cycle lengths for recurrent configuration.

Definition 8. A configuration is cyclic if it repeats after a fived (say, K)
number of time steps. All the configurations, visited in the IC time steps form
a cycle, and IC is called the cycle length.

Hence, according to Proposition [5 recurrent configurations of a t-NUCA
with periodic rule sequence can form cycles. Unlike the cycle of classical
CAs, a cycle of --NUCA may contain a configuration multiple times. If
AS = (A, g, -+, AT, then the corresponding cycle length I = A\; + A\s +
<-4+ XN. A t-NUCA with aperiodic rule sequence has no such K. Hence, all
the configurations of such t~-NUCAs may cyclic in their configuration space,
but the exact cycle length can not be found.

Proposition 6. All configurations of a reversible t-NUCA with finite lattice
size and periodic rule sequence are recurrent.

Proof. Let us consider the rule sequence is periodic and the t-NUCA is re-
versible. That implies, the rules f and g are bijective. Also assume that the
t-NUCA is finite. It is obvious that, if the rule sequence consists of only one
rule (say f), then for a finite t-NUCA all configurations are recurrent (since
both the rules are bijective).

Let us consider such rule sequences, where both the rules have been uti-
lized. Since the sequence is periodic, f and g are utilized repeatedly after
fixed time interval. That implies, a configuration can be reached multiple
times (since, the t-NUCA is finite). An initial configuration can also be
reached multiple times during evolution since, there exists no non-reachable
configuration of f and g, if we consider all configurations as initial configu-
rations, then each configuration is reached multiple times during evolution.
Hence the proof. O

Let us now study the graph theoretic properties of a combined transition
diagram to explore more about cycles of a t-NUCA. Each transition dia-
gram consists of several connected components (connected sub-graphs). A
connected component of a graph is a sub-graph.

V.2. Cycles of t-NUCA from cycles of f and g

For a lattice size n, we can get transition diagram for CAs f and g. These
two diagrams can be combined into a single one, and the cyclic behavior of
the t--NUCA can be examined from this combined transition diagram. Let us
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assume G; = (V, Ey) and Gy = (V, E3) be the transition diagrams (labelled
graph) of CAs f and g respectively. This combined transition diagram is a
multigraph, which is constructed by combining GG; and G, i.e., the combined
transition diagram is defined by G = (V, E), where E = E; U E,. All the
edges of E; and Es are labelled by different indicators in the multigraph G.
The labelled multigraph G contains edges with own identity (in Figure [12]c),
the edges are labelled as black or blue for f and g respectively). A pair of
nodes may be connected by more than one labelled edge.

Example 10. Let us consider a finite t-NUCA with ECAs rules 15 and
180. The number of cells (lattice size) is assumed as 5 and the boundary
condition is periodic. The transition diagrams of two 5-cell ECAs 15 and 180
are shown in Figure [19(a) and Figure [13(b) respectively. We merge these
two diagrams into a single one, keeping all the transitions of the original
diagrams. The edges of the new diagram is labelled by the corresponding
rule. We call this diagram as combined transition diagram. The combined
transition diagram of ECAs 15 and 180 is shown in Figure (c), where the
transitions by different rules are marked by different colors. Black arrows
(resp. blue arrows) indicate the transitions by rule 15 (resp. rule 180).

A combined transition diagram can be used for a set of --NUCAs for same
f and g. It is mentioned that, a t-NUCA consists of two rules and a rule
sequence. Hence, the transition diagram of a t-NUCA can be obtained from
the combined transition diagram by traversing the diagram using the rule
sequence. Hence, the cycles of the t-NUCA also can be obtained from the
combined transition diagram and the rule sequence.

V.3. Hamiltonian cycles in t-NUCA

Recall that, a transition diagram of a classical CA is a disconnected graph,
and the diagram has several connected components. Therefore, such a di-
agram is not Hamiltonian in classical sense. In this section, we investigate
whether or not such a connected component is Hamiltonian-connected. Note
that, a graph is Hamiltonian-connected if it contains a Hamiltonian cycle
and Hamiltonian sub-graph can be Hamiltonian. A transition diagram is
referred to as a fully hamiltonian graph if all of its connected components
are Hamiltonian-connected.

Definition 9. A transition diagram is called a fully hamiltonian graph if it
contains hamiltonian cycles for each connected sub-graph.
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c. Combined transition diagram ECAs 15 and 180

Figure 12: Combined transition diagram of ECAs 15 and 180 of lattice size 5; a) Transition
diagram of a 5-cell ECA 15; b) Transition diagram of a 5-cell ECA 180; c¢) Combined
transition diagram of ECAs 15 and 180 .

Lemma 2. The transition diagram of a CA s fully hamiltonian graph if it
15 bijective.

Proof. 1f a CA is bijective, then each of the configurations have unique pre-
decessor. That is, each sub-graph in the transition diagram is hamiltonian.
Hence the transition diagram is fully hamiltonian graph. O]

Classically, for a finite CA, if the CA is bijective then each vertex is
reached only once in a cycle. Here, we consider the transition diagram of
such CA as fully hamiltonian graph.
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Lemma 3. Let G, = (V, Ey), Gy = (V, Ey) and G = (V, EyUE,). The graph
G, combining of G1 and G, is fully hamiltonian graph if any of the graph is
a fully hamiltonian graph.

Proof. Since the configurations of individual CAs f and g, and t-NUCA are
same, if CA f (or CA g) is fully hamiltonian graph, then by construction of
combined transition diagram, it remains fully hamiltonian.

]

Proposition 7. A combined transition diagram is a fully hamiltonian graph
if one rule is bijective.

Proof. Let us first assume two CAs f and ¢ in which f is bijective. The
transition diagram of f is fully hamiltonian (by Lemma [2). Now, let us
consider a combined transition diagram is constructed based on the transition
diagrams of two CAs f and g, where one graph (transition diagram of f) is
fully hamiltonian graph. Hence, by Lemma [3] we conclude that the combined
transition diagram is a fully hamiltonian graph.
Hence the proof.
O

For example, Figure 12| shows the combined transition diagram of ECAs
15 and 180 of lattice size 5. Since, both the rules are bijective, the combined
transition diagram is a fully hamiltonian graph.

Note that, if the transition diagram of a t-NUCA is fully hamiltonian
graph then the t-NUCA can be considered as reversible or restricted reversible
t-NUCA. However, weakly reversibility of a t-NUCA does not implies that
the transition diagram of the --NUCA is fully hamiltonian graph.

V.4. Eulerian cycles in t-NUCA

This section considers the t-NUCAs with a rule sequence (10)* or (01).
Now, we explore whether a connected sub-graph is Eulerian or not. A graph
is Eulerian if there exists a Eulerian cycle. It is already mentioned that,
a transition diagram of a classical CA is a disconnected graph, and the di-
agram has several connected components. Hence, such a diagram is not
Eulerian in classical sense. However, the sub-graphs can be Eulerian. A
transition diagram is referred to as a fully Eulerian if all of its connected
components are Eulerian.
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Definition 10. A graph is fully Eulerian if contains a Eulerian cycle for
each connected sub-graph.

A t-NUCA employs two rules f and g. Since, for a bijective CA all the
configurations are reachable. If both the rules in a t-NUCA are bijective then
all the configurations can be reached twice, that is, every configuration has
in-degree of 2. Similarly, every configuration has out-degree of 2 (since we
use two rules). Euler demonstrated that the even degree of all the graph’s
vertices is a crucial need for the existence of Eulerian circuits [24]. In these
scenarios, an Eulerian cycle is contained in each connected sub-graph of the
diagram. As a result, this sort of diagram is known as fully Eulerian.

Proposition 8. A t-NUCA with a periodic rule sequence (10)* or (01)F
construct Eular cycles if both the rules are bijective.

Proof. Since, both the CAs are bijective, each vertex of the combined transi-
tion diagram has two in-degree and two out-degree. Hence, every vertex can
be reached at most twice during traversal if we are not allowed to repeat the
edges. For the best case, we can construct an Eular trails for each connected
component which covers all the edges (here, two types of edges). Hence, the
combined transition diagram is fully Eularian.

Let us assume a traversal sequence, (10)* (or (01)%). That is, the traver-
sal of two different edges are considered alternatively. Since, the graph con-
tains only two types of edges, an Eular trails can be achieved for each con-
nected component.

Hence the proof.

O

Figure shows Eular trials of a combined diagram of ECAs 210 and
51 of lattice size 5. Since both the ECAs are bijective, Each vertex of a
connected component is achieved twice and the graph is fully Eulerian.

Note that, we may identify a rule sequence for which the Eulerian cycle is
developed for each sub-graph in a fully Eulerian graph. The rule sequence
can be regarded as periodic if it has a sub-sequence of rules that repeats.
In this instance, the Euler walk on combined transition diagram might be
thought of as a tool to identify the presence of periodic rule sequences for

which t-NUCA forms cycles.
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Figure 13: T-NUCA cycles of a 5-cell t-NUCA (210,51)[(10)*]. The rule sequence is:
10101010 - - -, where 1 (resp 0) indicates the application of rule 210 (resp. rule 51). Here,
the large cycle length is 60 (Eulerian cycle).
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VI. Conclusion

In this work, we have introduced a variant of Cellular Automata, named
as Temporally Non-Uniform Cellular Automata (t-NUCA ). The proposed t-
NUCA uses two rules, f and g, and a rule sequence R. R has been con-
structed using a function O(t), where rule f was used at time ¢ in R when
©(t) holds, rule g was used otherwise. The sequence has been represented by
the series of t when O(¢) holds. As per OEIS, the sequence has been denoted
as a sequence number [23]. For a sequence number (say x), and the rules f
and ¢, one can find the notation of t-NUCA is (f, g)[x]. We have observed
that the behavior of t-NUCAs are varied based on the rule sequence. Here,
two possible rule sequences have been studied, periodic and aperiodic.

Another important issue we have discussed was the set theoretic prop-
erties of the proposed t-NUCA. To study the reversibility of --NUCA, we
have observed injectivity, surjectivity and bijectivity of --NUCA. We first di-
vided the t-NUCAs into two categories, reversible t-NUCA and irreversible
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t-NUCA. We have observed that some of the irreversible t-NUCAs, however
have shown some interesting behavior. We have imposed restriction on the
domain, that is, for a given set of initial configuration (C;,) the CA has shown
injectivity and all possible configurations was reached. In this direction, we
have introduced restricted surjective and restricted injective property of t-
NUCA. We have shown that a t-NUCA is restricted reversible if the --NUCA
is restricted injective and restricted surjective.

We have also defined weak reversibility of t-NUCAs based on the restricted
surjectivity of t-NUCA. In addition to that, we have explored the cyclic behav-
ior of the proposed CA, and found the possible recurrent lengths of t--NUCA
configurations. We have explored t-NUCA cycles for given rules and peri-
odic rule sequences when the lattice is considered as finite. We have explored
two case studies — explored the existence of Hamiltonian cycle in a combined
transition diagram of f and g, and explored the large cycle length with the
help of Eulerian cycle as case studies. Our upcoming research will focus on
the theory of obtaining the cycle structure of a t-NUCA, where the cycle
length of the t-NUCA can be estimated.

In addition to this, the following are the necessary future directions
needed to be established after this theoretical analysis of t-NUCA:

e Let us assume C;, be the set of initial configurations for which a t-
NUCA is restricted reversible, then we need to develop an algorithm
to find C;,,.

e To develop an algorithmic approach to study the reversibility, restricted
reversibility, weak reversibility and irreversibility of --NUCA.

e Our model may be useful for several areas of applications, i.e., pseudo
random number generator, pattern classification, pattern recognition,
clustering etc.

In addition to this, it is remain to explore the nature of t-NUCA when
more than two rules are used in a rule sequence. In literature, we have already
studied, the local rule can be varied temporarily as well as spatially during
evolution. The nature of stochastic cellular automata, where rules are varied
spatially, have explored in literature. However, till now we have not com-
pare the dynamical properties of these classes of non-uniform CAs. Hence,
this could be an interesting research direction to investigate the relationship
between spatial and temporal non-uniformity.
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