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Abstract

Determining properties of an arbitrary binary sequence is a challenging task if only local processing is allowed.
Among these properties, the determination of the parity of 1s by distributed consensus has been a recurring
endeavour in the context of automata networks. In its most standard formulation, a one-dimensional cellular
automaton rule should process any odd-sized cyclic configuration and lead the lattice to converge to the homogeneous
fixed point of Os if the parity of 1s is even and to the homogeneous fixed point of 1s, otherwise. The only known
solution to this problem with a single rule was given by Betel, de Oliveira and Flocchini (coined BFO rule after
the authors’ initials). However, three years later the authors of the BFO rule realised that the rule would fail for
some specific configuration and proposed a computationally sound fix, but a proof could not be worked out. Here
we provide another fix to the BFO rule along with a full proof, therefore reassuring that a single-rule solution to
the problem really does exist.
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Introduction

p—

Determining properties of an arbitrary binary sequence is a challenging task if only local processing is allowed. Among
these properties, the determination of the parity of 1s has been a recurring endeavour in the context of automata
networks. In its most standard formulation, a one-dimensional cellular automaton rule should process any odd-sized
cyclic configuration and lead the lattice to converge to the homogeneous fixed point of Os if the parity of 1s is even and
to the homogeneous fixed point of 1s, otherwise. As such, the solution is achieved by a process of distributed consensus
that is reached by all cells in the lattice. Many attempts to find a single rule that would solve this so-called parity
problem have been reported, the most successful one being [12], where an evolutionary search process allowed to find
various extremely good, though not perfect rules. The only known solution to the problem with a single rule was given
in |2], coined BFO rule after the authors’ alphabetically ordered initials. The BFO rule is a radius-4 one-dimensional
cellular automaton, ¢.e., with its state transitions acting on nine neighbouring cells. It has also been shown that any
solution to the classical parity problem cannot be too simple, as it requires a neighbourhood containing at least 7
cells [9].

Alternative formulations to tackle the problem, quite often and surprisingly with the much simpler rules of the
elementary space — where neighbourhoods of only 3 cells are considered — have appeared in the literature. Among
them, it is worth mentioning the use of a non-uniform cellular automaton |11]; the employment of distinct rules at
different moments along the time evolution [7, 18]; a rule (the local parity of the elementary space) updating the lattice
in a deterministic asynchronous fashion [10]; automata networks operating not on the regular connection pattern of
the cells that characterise cellular automata but on a family of connection graphs [1, 4]; and the use of stochastic
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asynchronous updating [5]. These efforts testify that the parity problem remains relevant today and they provide a
benchmark view on the possibilities and limitations of computing in a totally local distributed fashion.

Back to the aforementioned BFO solution, three years after its proposal, the authors of [2] realised that the
rule would not work for the specific initial configuration 0001110101001 of size 13. The same counterexample was
independently discovered and presented in [6]. The problem occurs because three tasks simultaneously perform joint
transformations in the configuration that end up leading the configuration back to itself, with a spatial displacement,
in a periodic regime. As soon as the authors realised the issue they proposed a fix that led to a new rule they named
BFOm rule. This rule was then computationally probed for all configurations up to size 35 and all the details of the
fix were explained in detail in [3], which was kept unpublished because a proof could not be worked out. Here we
provide another fix to the BFO rule along with a full proof, therefore reassuring that (at least) one single-rule solution
to the problem really does exist, contrarily to a recent conjecture about this possibility [6].

In the next section, we provide the necessary background for this paper (definitions and notations), together with
results on the original BFO rule that remain valid. In Section [3] we consider the mechanisms underlying the temporal
evolution associated with the alleged solution and amend the one that was failing in the original BFO rule. Section @
contains the proof that the new rule indeed solves the parity problem for any arbitrary initial configuration. In the
last section we finish with some concluding remarks.

2 Notation and main definitions

We consider one-dimensional binary cellular automata on finite grids with periodic boundary conditions. For a positive
integer n, the n-cell grid (or lattice) G,, refers to the grid of cells numbered by 0,1,...,n — 1, from left to right, i.e.,

G, ={0,1,...,n—1},

and we assume that the last (rightmost) cell n — 1 is adjacent to the first cell 0 (the cells are arranged along a circle).
Any n-tuple x = (g, 21,...,2n-1) € X;, = {0,1}™ is called a configuration (of length n) and represents the states of
the cells in G,,: the state of cell i € G, in a configuration x is denoted by x;. For the sake of brevity, we will often
express configurations in a more compact form and write them without commas. We will also drop the index n and
write G instead of G,,, whenever the context is clear.

To consider the parity problem, we will not limit ourselves to a single grid, but we will consider an entire family
of grids at the same time. For this purpose, we consider the following set of configurations:

Xodd = U Xop_1= U {07 1}2’”717
n=1 n=1

i.e., the set of all configurations of all possible odd lengths. The parity of a configuration x € X, is denoted by Par(x),
i.€.,
Par(x) =20 a1 Bxa® ... D Tp_1.

In other words, Par(x) equals 0 or 1, depending on whether there is an even or an odd number of 1s in the configuration
X.

In each subsequent time step, each cell i € G updates its state based on its current state and the states of its r left
and r right neighbours, where r € {0,1,2,...}. Formally speaking, there is a local rule f : {0,1}?"** — {0, 1}, which
generates the global rule F' : X, 434 — Xoqq in the following way:

F(x)i = f(@imr Ticri1s -+ oy Tigr—1, Tigr)

for any x € X,qq. Further, F*(x) denotes the result of the ¢-th application of F' to the configuration x, corresponding
to the ¢-th time step.

Definition 1. A local rule f is said to solve the parity problem if for each x € X,qq there exists a time step tg > 0
such that for all t > to the configuration F*'(x) is homogeneous and consists either of 1s if Par(x) = 1, or consists of
0s if Par(x) = 0.

This paper focuses on the proof that there exists such a local rule that can solve the parity problem. In fact, such
a rule has been described in |2] and is referred to as the BFO rule. This local rule has radius 4 (i.e., its neighbourhood
consists of nine cells) and, in general, the idea underlying the BFO rule design is to reduce the number of blocks of
Os and 1s present in the initial configuration. This is accomplished by propagating blocks of 1s to the right side, two
cells per iteration, combined with the simultaneous propagation of Os to the left. Actually, the BFO rule is much more
complicated, as it must include appropriate stopping conditions for these two major trends to coexist.



However, in its original formulation in [2] a slight inaccuracy was present that can easily be corrected; namely, the
sentence “Local shift: a (101) block is transformed into (110) if there are a 0 on its left and at least two Os on its right
(combination of transitions 77 and Tg)” should be in fact “Local shift: a (101) block is transformed into (011) if there
are at least two Os on its left and a 0 on its right (combination of transitions T7 and Tg)”. As will become clear below,
T7 and Ty refer to condensed representations of a subset of the active state transitions (ATs) of the rule, which are
those associated with a state change in the central cell of the neighbourhood.

Consequently, Tr and Tg had to be properly redefined, which is achieved by simply mirror-reflecting them.
Such a corrected version of the BFO rule is the subject of this paper; and although the correction is quite sim-
ple, the proof of its correctness ended up leading to a completely new proof technique. Since the state transi-
tion table of the BFO rule contains 512 values, it is not necessary to specify it in full, but only the active state
transitions, as indicated in Table [I already with the corrected versions of T7 and Tg. In terms of its represen-
tation in the space of binary cellular automata with radius 4 (neighbourhoods with 9 cells), its rule number is:
127660195799278877488283086536631092773016039152209679333377850527379642733523952685217154493686311891
41265922117328783160550362758681395203209811341541376 (following Wolfram’s lexicographic ordering of the neigh-
bourhoods).

T, : [011100eee] Ts : [eee01100e]
Ty : [11100eeee] Ts : [e001100ee]
Ts : [e00100eee] Ts : [000010104]
T, : [00100eeee] Ty : [e00111010]
T; : [0001010e0] Tio : [111010eee]

Ty : [1110111ee]

T12 . [001110110]

Table 1: The state transition table of the BFO rule, from the viewpoint of its active transitions; the central position
in the neighbourhood is indicated in boldface and the symbol e refers to don’t care positions.

The explicit blocks in the ATs allow to define seven pairs of ATs, each one acting on a block that leads to a
corresponding image, as shown in Table [ (with both kinds of blocks represented between vertical dashes).

T1,2 T3,4 Ts.6 T7 8 T9,10 To,11 To,12
|11100]  |00100|  [0110]  [001010]  [111010]  [1110111]  [1110110]
|70711] 27711 [7007|  |770177]  [707707|  |7077077  [7007777]

Table 2: The seven AT pairs.

We refer to each of the blocks at the top as the domain D of the corresponding AT pair, and denote them by D »,
D3 4 and so on; analogously, we refer to each of the blocks at the bottom as the image V' of the corresponding AT
pair, and denote them by V; 2, V54 and so on. With the use of Table[I] we can partially complete the image blocks
as shown in Table 3]

Generally, in place of every question mark in V the same value as above should appear, unless some domains
overlap. Since by convention we view each configuration from left to right, then we say that, for example, in the
configuration x = 111001010 the domain D 2 is overlapped by the domain D7 g (or that D7 g overlaps D »).

In [2] it has been shown that the following theorems hold (the correction of the BFO has no influence on these
results).

Theorem 1. The BFO rule preserves the parity of the configuration.
Theorem 2. The only fixed points of the BFO rule are the homogeneous configurations.



D12 D3 4 D56 D7 g Dy 10 Doy 11 Dg 12

)

[11100/  |00100|  |0110]  [001010]  [111010]  [1110111]  [1110110]
71111  |?7111]  [?000|  [?70110|  [?01000|  [?01007?|  |7000000]
Via V3.4 V5.6 Vzg Vo, 10 Vo,11 Vo, 12

’

Table 3: The domains and partially completed images of all seven AT pairs.

The latter theorem means that if x € X,4q is not homogeneous, then at least one AT pair will act during the next
update of x.

To express how different a given configuration is from a homogeneous one, we will use a slightly modified measure
of the one introduced in |2]. More explicitly, instead of counting all places where 0 changes to 1 or vice versa in the
entire configuration, we propose to first extract some parts of the configuration and only then count such changes in
the retained part.

Definition 2. Let x € X,qq. We say that x;x;41 s a box if x;x;41 =01, x;—1 = 1 and ;42243 = 00.

In other words, a box is the pattern ‘01’ preceded by 1 and followed by 00.
In a given configuration there might be one or more boxes, but there might also be no box at all. Below we give
some sample configurations with all boxes (if they appear) marked with gray rectangles:

1110101(01j000111, 111[01001[0100111, 111011100001111.

Definition 3. Let x € X,qq4. We say that x has a b-switch (block switch) at position i if ;11742 is a box. We say
that x has an r-switch (regular switch) at position i if x; # x;+1 and both x; and x;11 do not belong to any box. By
s(x) we denote the number of all switches in x.

The following are sample configurations with all switches numbered, and the boxes identified by gray rectangles.
Note that if a given switch is at position ¢, its identifying number is placed in between the cells ¢ and i 4 1, at the top:

234

11101010T000111,  1110T0010700111,  111011100001111.

Note that x is a homogeneous configuration if and only if s(x) = 0.

Figure [1l presents a sample configuration x in which all switches have been numbered. This allows us to track
how they are affected by the action of the BFO rule. One should note that, as time evolves, the switches from the
initial configuration subsequently move to the right or to the left, or simply disappear; but no new ones appear. As
a result, after 27 updates, all switches disappear and F?7(x) is a homogeneous configuration. This is reflected in the
sequence (S(F t (x)))zo, which is monotonically decreasing, reaching zero for ¢ > 27. As will become apparent later
in the paper, the same scenario unfolds for any configuration x € X,44.

3 The dynamics of switches

In this section we study how every particular AT pair affects the total number of switches. Our goal is to show
that the number of switches is non-increasing, i.e., that for any configuration x € X,qq the sequence (s(F* (X)))Zo
monotonically decreases.

In the following subsections, we compare the switches in every domain D and corresponding image V in detail to
justify that every switch present in V' is actually a switch from D, which may have moved to the left or to the right
(in order to make it easier to track the movement of the switches, they are identified with markers from the set of
symbols {x, o, 7, o, b}, also placed in between the corresponding cells, at the top). This task is complicated by the
fact that sometimes we cannot resolve what type of switch is in D, or some domains may overlap, all of which require
consideration of cases.

In what follows, we assume that x € X,q¢ and y = F(x), and that all values given in V are calculated based on
Table [
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00000101110010111171
1100010111111011111

11110101 11107001111

11070001 101000071 111
101000000001h0001 111

00000000001 11001101
0000000000111110001°
1100000000111111101

11110000001111 10100
1111110000111010000
1111111160101000000
1111111111011000000
11111111H0000000000
1111111111000000000
1111111111116000000
1111111111111100000
1111111111111111000
1111111111111111110
0111111111111111010
0111111111111107000
0111111111110100000
0111111117070000000
0111111101000000000
0111110100000000000
0111010000000000000
0101000000000000000
0011D00000000000000
0000000000000000000

Figure 1: The space-time diagram for the sample configuration x = 0000010111001011111 with all switches numbered.



3.1 The pairs 71, and 754

The pair T} 2 acts always when the configuration x contains D; o2 = [11100]. Without loss of generality, we can assume
that |z1xezszaws| = [11100|. Note that the pair T3 o changes z425 = 00 to y4ys = 11, thus it can only affect switches
at positions 3 and 5; therefore, we do not need to care about the question mark at position y;. If ys = 0, then V; » has
a switch at position 5, but it is the switch from position 3 in D; > that has moved two cells to the right (Figure [2a]).
If ys = 1, then V2 neither has a switch at position 3 nor at position 5, which means that both switches from D; o
disappear, since two blocks of 1s merge (Figures 2h).

x_...|1l1*oo|?..- x=---l1170071 -
y =---|7111170- - y=---[?71111]1 -
(a) (b)

Figure 2: The effect of T3 5 on switches in Dj 5 in the case (a) ys = 0, (b) yg = 1.

We can recognize both situations in Figure [[l when going from ¢ = 0 to ¢ = 1: switch 4 disappears, while switch 8
moves two cells to the right. We summarize our analysis below.

Lemma 1. The action of the pair T} 2 does not produce new switches. Moreover, if as a result of its action two blocks
of 1s merge, then this leads to a reduction in the number of switches.

Analogous considerations for the pair T5 4 are presented in Figure Bl

x—mloif‘ool?m x=...looToc"l1 -
y=---]?711170 - -- y =---]?771111- -
(a) (b)

Figure 3: The effect of T5 4 on switches in D3 4 in the case (a) yg =0, (c) ys = 1.

As a result we get the following conclusion.

Lemma 2. The action of the pair I3 4 does not produce new switches. Moreover, if as a result of its action two blocks
of 1s merge, then this leads to a reduction in the number of switches.

3.2 The pair T54

Assume that |z1zexszs| = 0110| = D5 6. Since the pair T5 ¢ only changes x2x3 = 11 to yays = 00, it can only effect
switches at positions 1 and 3. However, we should be careful, because the switch at position 3 can be a b-switch,
in which case its coverage is wider. For this reason, it is convenient to consider two variants of the domain Ds g:
Dt ¢ = [0110| with @sz627 # 100, and Df ¢ = |0110100]. In D% 4 there are two r-switches, while D ¢ contains one
r-switch and one b-switch.

Figure ] shows the effect of the pair 756 on the switches when assuming that y; = 0. In the case of D g, both
r-switches at positions 1 and 3 disappear (Figure [fa)). In the case of Dgﬁ, both the r-switch at position 1 and the
b-switch at position 4 move to the right; moreover, the b-switch turns into an r-switch (Figure 4h).

x:~--|0*1100|~-~ x:~-~|0*11m|00|--~
y = ---10000] - - - y = ---|0000100] - - -
(a) (b)

Figure 4: The effect of T on the switches in the case y1 = 0 and (a) D g, (b) D} ¢.

We can also recognize both situations in Figure[ll switches 3 and 6 move to the right at time step 4, and disappear
at time step 12.



Next, assume that y; = 1, which must have resulted from T5 or Ty (Table [l); so, as described in the previous
subsection, the switch at position 1 in V5 ¢ is in fact the switch from D; 2 or Ds 4, respectively, which has moved two
cells to the right. Figure [l depicts the situation in the case of T5.

X = 111°0|0*11°0| - X =--- 11100|O*1100| s
y = ---7111]1000] - - - y = ---7111]1000100] - - -
(a) (b)

Figure 5: The effect of T5 6 on the switches in the case y1 = 1 and (a) D% 4, (b) DS .

We summarize our analysis below.

Lemma 3. The action of the pair Ts ¢ does not produce new switches. Moreover, if T5 ¢ acts on Dy g, then it leads to
a reduction in the number of switches.

3.3 The pair T

Let |x1zox3z4xs26| = |001010] = D7 5. Since the pair Tr g only changes z3z4 = 10 to ysys = 01, it can only effect
switches at positions 2, 3 and 4. Thus, there is no need to consider the switches at positions 1 and 5. As before, it is
convenient to distinguish two variants of the domain Dz g: D} ¢ = |0010101| and D2 = [0010100].

Let us first assume that yo = 0. In the case of D7 g = |0010101][, all three switches at positions 2, 3, 4 are regular;
as shown in Figure[Gal the action of T7 g on D g reduces the number of these switches. In turn, D} ¢ = [0010100| has
an r-switch at position 2 and a b-switch at position 3, which in the next time step both move to the right while the
b-switch turns into an r-switch. Moreover, as a result we obtain Dg,G in y (Figure [6L).

x = ---log10101! - - x = ---|oo1fagool - - -
y = ---|?001107] - - - y = ---|7001100] - - -
(a) (b)

Figure 6: The effect of T7 g on the switches in the case y = 0 and (a) Dj g, (b) D 4.

Next, assume that yo = 1, then it must be the result of T or T4, so, the switch at position 2 in Vs ¢ is in fact the
switch from D; 2 or D34 (overlapped by the considered D7 g), which moved two cells to the right. We present such a
situation in Figure [[in the case of Ts.

x = ---117°lo010101! - - - x = ---111°lo0ToT00] - - -
y =---711]1101107] - - - y =---711]1101100] - - -
(a) (b)

Figure 7: The effect of T on the switches in the case yo = 1 and (a) D¥ g, (b) D} g.

We summarize our analysis below.

Lemma 4. The action of the pair Tz g does not produce new switches. Moreover, if T7 g acts on D7 g, then it leads to
a reduction in the number of switches; if it acts on D%S, then Dy ¢ is created in the next time step.

Note that, due to Lemma [B] the action of the pair T7 g always leads to a reduction in the number of switches,
either immediately or after two time steps.

3.4 The pair Ty

To compare the switches in Dg 19 = |z122x3242526) = |111010| and Vg 10, we need to consider three variants of this
domain: Dj 1, = [1110101] with @gag # 00, Db ;o = [1110100], and Dg?o = [111010100].



Let us first assume that y; = 1. In Dg ;, there are three r-switches at positions 3, 4 and 5. In the next time step,
the first one moves two cells to the left and turns into a b-switch, whereas the others disappear (Figure[Sa). In Dg 10
there is only one b-switch at position 3, which moves two cells to the left (Figure D). In Dgf’lo there are two r-switches
at positions 3 and 4 and a b-switch at position 5. In y, the first moves two cells to the left and turns into a b-switch,
whereas the other ones move two cells to the right and the b-switch turns into an r-switch (Figure Bd).

x=-.. 1111070l - .. x = ---|111fogoo] - - - x = --- [1110oTo0] - - -
y = ---|1loto00] - - - y = ---|1fatooo00] - - - y = ---|1foT000100] - - -
(a) (b) ()

Figure 8: The effect of Ty 19 on the switches in the case y; = 1 and (a) D§ ¢, (b) D§ 14, (¢) Dg%,.

Let us next assume that y; = 0. This must be the result of Ty, thus the considered domain Dy 19 overlaps
the domain Dy ;1 in such a way that |x_szx_sx_1x0x12223] = Dg 11 = |[1110111] (Table d). But then, as shown in
Figure [ the number of switches in V';, decreases, whereas it does not increase in Vgljlo and Vg’:l{O, since the switch at
position 2 stems from the domain Dg ;; being overlapped. (It will be shown in the next subsection that the r-switch
®in Dg1; = |1110111] in such situations always moves two cells to the right.)

x=---11101111010! - - - x = ---1110°|111fomo0] - - - x = ---1110°|1110aTo0] - - -
y = ---7010] 001000 - - - y = ---7010]0010000] - - - y = ---7010]001000%100] - - -
(a) (b) (c)

Figure 9: The effect of T 19 on the switches in the case y1 = 0 and (a) D§ 1, (b) D} 14, (c) Dg%,.

Lemma 5. The action of the pair Ty 19 does not produce new switches. Moreover, if Ty 10 acts on Dg 14, then it leads
to a reduction in the number of switches.

3.5 The pair Ty

The consideration of the pair Ty 17 is a bit more involved, because there are three question marks in Vg 11. Let
|z1x2230405627| = [1110111| = Dy 11. The pair Ty 11 changes the values 23 = x5 = 1 to y2 = y5 = 0.

Let us first assume that y; = 1, then ysys = 01 is a box, so in Vg 11 there is a b-switch at position 1, which
was previously an r-switch at position 3 in Dy 11. If yeyr = 11, ysyr = 01 or ysyr = 00, then there may be at
most one more switch in Vjy 11, since the switch at position 4 in Dg 11 has simply moved to the right or disappeared

(Figures [[0al, [T0B] M0Od respectively).

x=---]1110111] - - x=---11110111l - - x = ---11110111] - -
y =---l1lomoo11] - .- y = ---|1latloo0] - -- y = ---[1lazoooo] - - -
(a) (b) (c)

Figure 10: The effect of Ty 11 on switches in Dg 11 in the case y; =1 and (a) ysy7 = 11, (b) ysyr = 01, (¢) yeyr = 00.

If ygy7 = 10, then the change from z7 = 1 to y; = 0 must be the result of Ty (Table[d]). Therefore, the considered
domain is overlapped by one of the domains Dy 19, Dg 11 or Dg 12. In these situations, the switch at position 6 in Vg 11
stems from position 3 of the domain that overlap the considered domain (Figures [[Tal [1H and [MId respectively).
Next, let us assume that y; = 0, then the considered domain overlaps another Dg 11 in such a way that |z_sx_sz_1x0212223] =
[1110111] (Table d). Also then the number of switches in the considered Vg 11 does not increase, since the switch at
position 2 stems from the domain being overlapped, as we have shown during the analysis of Dy 1.

Lemma 6. The action of the pair Ty 11 does not produce new switches.



%0 b * 0 b * 0 b
x:-~-|1110111|1010-~- x:~-~|1110111|10111--~ x:--~|1110111|10110-~-

J ! !

y = - |1lomod’falmooo - - - y = - - - |1lomooilofmoo? - - - y = - - -|110m0010] 00000 - - -
(a) (b) ()

Figure 11: The effect of Ty 11 on switches in Dg 11 in the case y; = 1 and ysy7 = 10, being overlapped by (a) Dy 10,
(b) Do 11, (c) Do 12.

3.6 The pair Tj 9

To describe the effect of the pair Ty 12 on the switches in Dg 19 = |z1222374052627|= |1110110|, we need to consider
two variants of this domain: D§ ;, = [1110110| with zszez10 # 100 and D§ ;, = [1110110100].

In Dg 1, = [1110110] there are three r-switches at positions 3, 4 and 6. The latter two disappear and the first one
moves to the left: if y; = 1, then only two cells (Figure [[2al), whereas if y; = 0, then more than two cells, thus landing
in front of Vg';, or disappearing (Figure [I2h).

x =---1111011%0! - - x = ...11117011%] . - .
y = ---[1000000] - - - y = ---10000000] - - -
(a) (b)

Figure 12: The effect of Ty 12 on the switches in Dy ;,: (a) if y1 =1, (b) if y1 = 0.

In D8’12 = |1110110100| there are two r-switches at positions 3 and 4 and one b-switch at position 6. The latter
two move to the right and the b-switch turns into an r-switch. As for the first one, it moves to the left: if y; = 1, then
two cells (Figure [[3al), while if y; = 0, then more than two cells, thus landing in front of Vg';, or disappearing (Figure

[I30).

x = ---|11101150T00] - - - x = ---|1117011%0100] - - -
y = ---|1000000700] - - - y = - 00000007100 - - -
(a) (b)

Figure 13: The effect of Ty 12 on the switches in D 15: (a) if y1 =1, (b) if y1 = 0.

Lemma 7. The action of the pair Ty 12 does not produce new switches. Moreover, the action of Ty 12 on D§712 leads
to a reduction in the number of switches.

The results of this section can be summarized as follows.

Theorem 3. Let x € Xoqq. Then s(F(x)) < s(x), which means that the sequence (s(x"))i2, is monotonically
decreasing. Moreover, if x contains Dg g, D7 g, Dg 19, D 1o or two blocks of 1s merge according to T2 or T3 4, then

s(F(x)) < s(x).

4 The main theorem

In this section we prove that the BFO rule solves the parity problem by showing that it transforms any cyclic
configuration of odd length into a homogeneous configuration after finitely many time steps (it suffices to prove this
because the BFO rule preserves parity).

We start by proving some facts about configurations for which the number of switches remains constant during
the entire evolution of the system. We denote the set of all such configurations by X, i.e.

X, = {x € X,q4q | the sequence (s(F" (X)))toi is constant}.
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Therefore, if x € X, then
s(x) = s(F(x)) = s(F*(x)) = s(F*(x)) = ...,
thus also F(x) € X, for any ¢t > 0. Of course, all homogeneous configurations from X4, like 0, 1, 000, 111, 00000,
11111 and so on, belong to Xs. We will show that X, does not contain any other configurations, and for this purpose
we will rely upon the tool below.
Let x € Xpgqq. The block x;xi11 ... Xi40k+1 of x, for some k € Z,, will be referred to as an ordered block if it
satisfies the following three conditions:

(i) All two-symbol blocks ;2 11, Ti+2Tit+3, -y Tit2kTitak+1 delong to {00,01,11}.
(ii) TiTi4+1 = 01 and Li+2kLi4+2k+1 7é 01.
(111) If Li42kLi+2k+1 — 11, then Ti42k+2 = 0.

In words, a block z;x;y1 ... 2;42k41 is ordered if (i) it is formed by a concatenation of only the symbol pairs 00,
01 and 11, (ii) it begins with and does not end with 01, and (iii) if it ends with 11, then it has to be followed by 0.
Note that condition (ii) guarantees that k > 1, which means that an ordered block has a length of at least 4.

Furthermore, we say that an ordered block is mazimal if it is not a proper sub-block of another ordered block.
Figure [[4] depicts sample configurations from X,4q with some maximal ordered blocks marked in gray.

ODIENO0IOTO000INEONm010110
0110000000101 1 0100000TOTOINNMTO
011001100001081 0100 ORI
1110101010001010010010000110011
I¥1010101000101001081 00001 100mH

Figure 14: Sample configurations from X3; with selected maximal ordered blocks marked in gray.

Two points are worth noting. First, the choice of maximal ordered blocks is not unique, as the last two config-
urations in Figure [[4 illustrate, since they are actually the same; however, this fact can be ignored as it does not
affect our considerations. Second, the intersection of two maximal ordered blocks can be at most one cell (compare,
for example, the maximal ordered blocks marked in the fourth and fifth configurations in Figure [I4)), and thereby an
ordered block in x € X5,_1, n € N, may have a length of at most 2n.

Next, all the information about X obtained in the previous section is grouped together, with additional explanation
of what it implies for ordered blocks.

Theorem 4. Let x € X,. Then x does not contain Dgﬁ, Dy g, Dg,lo or Dg,u and the action of Th 2 and T5 4 cannot
lead to the merging of two blocks of 1s. Moreover, if b = x;Zi41 ... Titok+1 @8 an ordered block in x and y = F(x),
then there is a maximal ordered block in 'y containing Y;Yi+1 - - - Yi+2k+1-

Proof. The fact that x does not contain DgyG, D%g, D§,10 or Dg,u and that the action of 77 » and 75 4 cannot lead to
the merging of two blocks of 1s is obvious from Theorem Bl Moreover, if x contains Dl7’78 then, according to Lemma [4]
F(x) contains Df ¢, thus implying that s(F?(x)) < s(F(x)), which is impossible since F(x) € Xj.

For proving the second statement, it suffices to look at Table [4 which presents a summary of the above con-
siderations, namely, the only domains that can possibly occur in a configuration belonging to X, along with their
images.

Indeed, let b = z;x;4+1 ... Ti42k+1 be an ordered block in x € X and let y = F(x). In order to prove that there is
a maximal ordered block in y containing y;y;11 - . . ¥i12k+1, let us use Table ] to demonstrate that:

(i) Each two-symbol block y;yit1, Yit2¥i+3, - Yit2kYit2k+1 belongs to {00,01,11}.
(ii) If the first two-symbol block y;y;+1 is not 01, then it is preceded by 01.

(iii) If the last two-symbol block y;1oxyit2r+1 is equal to 01, then it is followed by 00, and if it is equal to 11, then
it is followed by 0 or 110.

For proving (i), let us choose any two-symbol block y;+2m¥it2m+1, m € {0,1,...,k}, and suppose that y;omYit2m+1
10. Since b is an ordered block, it holds that z;t2m%itam+1 € {00,01,11}. We consider each of these cases separately.

(a) If ziromTitam+1 = 00 and yYiyom¥Yitom+1 = 10, then it must be the result of the active transition T or Ty,
but this means that z;9,Zit2m+1 = 00 is preceded by 10 (see Table ). But this is a contradiction, since the
two-symbol block 00 is part of an ordered block and therefore it cannot be at the beginning, so it cannot be
preceded by 10.
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b b
Dl,g D34 D5 6 D9,10

’ )

12 34 56 9 10
111100|  [00100]  |0110100] |1110100|
711110 |77111)0  |7000100]  |?7010000]

Dl Do 11 D§ 15
9 10 9 11 912 56
1111010100  [1110111]  |1110110100]
701000100/ [701007?| 2000000100

Table 4: The only domains that can possibly occur in a configuration belonging to X along with their images. The
numbers in boldface shown on top of each domain are the AT numbers that act at those locations.

(b) If Ziyom@itom+1 = 11 and yirom¥Yitam+1 = 10, then it must be the result of the active transition Ty, but this
means that &;9mZirom+1 = 11 is followed by 10 (see Table d]). And this is also a contradiction, since then the
two-symbol block 11 would be the end of the ordered block b, and then it cannot be followed by 1.

(¢) If ziyomTitam+1 = 01 and yirom¥Yitom+1 = 10, then two active state transitions are at play, the first one having
to be the result of Ty or Ty, but this means that x;12,,—1 = 0. If so, then the second active transition must be
Ts, which requires that z;42m+22i+om+3 = 10. But this is impossible, since the two-symbol block 01 is part of
an ordered block and therefore cannot be at its end, so it cannot be followed by 10.

In conclusion, the three contradictions above prove that for any m, y;+om¥yit+om+1 cannot be equal to 10.

Carrying on, in order to prove (ii), let us assume that y;y;11 7 01. Note that y;y;+1 cannot be 11, as this would
require the action of the pair 17 2 or 75 4 that would entail the merging of two blocks of ones. Hence, it necessarily
holds y;y;41 = 00. However, since we know that x;10x;43 # 10, if x;x;,41 = 01 and y;y;41 = 00, this must be the
result of T10 or T117 but in both cases Yi—2Yi—1YiYi+1 = 0100.

Finally, to prove (iii), let us consider the end of the ordered block b. Note that if x;op®itar+1 = 00, then
Yit2kYitak+1 cannot be 01 (since there is no active transition realizing this); also, if y;tokyitok+1 = 11, then y;1op+2 #
1, because otherwise there would be a merging of two blocks of ones. Now, if z;19rTitor+1 = 11 (and z;yop42 = 0),
then if y; 42k yit2r+1 = 01, this must be the result of Ty, but this implies that y;or+2¥it2k+3 = 00, which means that
Yi+2kYi+2k+1Yi+2k+2Yi+2k+3 = 0100, alternatively, if Yi+2kYi+2k+1 = 11, then Yi+2k+2 = 1 only if it is the result of T1
or T3, but then y;yok+2Yit2r6+3Yit+ak+4 = 110, which means that ;1 oryitor+1Yitok+2 YVitok+3Yit2k+a = 11110.

O

In order to proceed, we need to establish some facts regarding ordered blocks.
Lemma 8. Ifx € X, then x does not contain 010101.

Proof. Instead, let us suppose that x does contain 010101. Since the length of the configuration x is odd, there exists i €
G such that x;z; 112122 43%T;+4T;+5 = 010101 and z;_ox;—1 # 01. However, if x;_1 = 0, then ;12,241 Ti+2%i1 344 =
001010 = D7 g, which is impossible according to Theorem @l On the other hand, if ;_sx;,_1 = 11, then, depending
on x;—3, X contains Dy ¢ or Dy 4, which is also impossible. g

Lemma 9. Let x € X and let b be an ordered block in x. Then b does not contain 001100. Also, if b is mazximal,
then it does not end with 0011.

Proof. For the first part, it is sufficient to note that if b contains 001100, then x contains Df . The same applies to
the second part. Indeed, if b = x;xi41 ... Zitor+1 ends with 0011, then, according to (iii), z;t2xr+2 = 0. Additionally,
since b is maximal, it holds that z;or1+3 = 1 and z;1 0k +4Zit2k+5 7 00, and hence x contains Dgﬁ. O

Lemma 10. Let x € X, and let b be a mazimal ordered block in x. If b ends with 11, then F(x) contains an ordered
block longer than b.
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Proof. Without loss of generality, let b = xox1 ... x254+1 be a maximal ordered block in x € X,4q and y = F(x). If
ZTogZog+1 = 11, then, according to Lemmal[0 xor_oxor—1 # 00, and xor—1 = 1. Furthermore, condition (iii) guarantees
that zogr2 = 0 and, since b is maximal, zory3 = 1. But this entails that zog_1TorTopr1Topr22ok+s = 11101,
which implies that in the next time step the AT pairs Ty 10, T9,11 or Ty,12 will apply, leading to yortoyor+3 =
00. Consequently, according to Theorem M b (in x) will evolve into an ordered block o’ (in y) containing at least

YoY1 - - - Y2k+1Y2k+2Y2k+3- O
The following result is crucial.
Theorem 5. If x € X, then x does not contain any ordered block.

Proof. First of all, let us recall that if x € X, then, according to Theorem [l the ordered blocks in x do not get
shortened as time evolves.

Let us assume that some configurations from X, contain an ordered block, from which we choose those that have
the shortest length and the longest ordered block at the same time. Let x be one of them and, without loss of
generality, assume that b = xoxy ... 2241 is the longest ordered block in x (so, it is maximal).

First, we show that b cannot end with 11. Indeed, according to Lemma [I0] if b ends with 11, there should be a
longer ordered block than b in F'(x), contradicting our choice of x and b.

Next, we analyse whether b might end with 00. Thus, suppose that xorxar4+1 = 00 and let zo,,x2m+1 be the last
block in b that is not equal to 00. If o, x2m+1 = 11, then also x9,,,—1 = 1 (according to Lemma []), which means that
the end of b would look as follows:

b=7...711100...00 ;
——

2(k—m)

however, due to T} 2, after k —m time steps the ordered block b would evolve into b’ in F*~™(x), having at least
the same length as b, but ending with a block of 1s, which, as already shown, would be a contradiction. Therefore, b
cannot end with 00 either.

We are left to consider the case xo,,22m+1 = 01, which means that the end of b would look as follows:

b=7...70100...00 .
—_——
2(k—m)

Note that if b = zomTomt1 - - - TagZogr1 = 0100...00 is preceded by 111, then there would be an ordered block o’ in
F(x), at least as long as b, and ending with the longer block 0100.. .00, i.e.:

x=7...71110100...007 ,
——
2(k—m)

F(x) = 7...71010000...007 .
2(k—m)

With an induction argument, it is straightforward to assume that b is not preceded by 111, and check all other
possibilities for the part of x preceding b, which leads to four possibilities:

Case 1: If @op—1 = 0, due to T5 4, after K —m time steps the ordered block b would evolve into " ending with 11,
which, as we already know, cannot happen.

Case 2: If xom—3%2m—22T2m—1 = 001, then x contains Dy g, which is forbidden according to Theorem [l

Case 3: If z2—3%2m—2%T2m—1 = 011, then due to T5, b would evolve into b’ in F(x) with at least the same length
as b, but ending with 00b and we are in Case 1.

Case 4: If xop,—3Tam—2T2m—1 = 101, then zg,,—4 = 1 (due to Lemma []) and z3,,—5 = 1 (otherwise, x would contain
Dg ). But then F(x) would contain 00b, which leads again to Case 1.

O
As a direct consequence, we have the following corollary.
Corollary 1. If x € X, then x does not contain Dgﬁ, Dg,ma Dgf’lo, Dg 11 or Dg712.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to check that each of the domains D2 ¢, D§ 1, Dg%o and D§ 5 contains an ordered block, and
that the presence of Dg 11 in x implies an ordered block in F(x) (see Table M. O

Using the above results, proving the main theorem is very simple.
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Theorem 6. The BFO rule solves the parity problem.

Proof. As already mentioned, according to Theorem [ it is sufficient to show that for each x € X 44 there exist ¢t > 0
such that F(x) is a homogeneous configuration. Let us suppose, on the contrary, that there exists a configuration
x € Xoqq such that for each time step ¢ > 0, the configuration F'*(x) is not homogeneous, which would mean that
s(F*(x)) # 0. Since (s(F* (X)))ZO is a monotonically decreasing sequence of natural numbers, there exists a time step
to such that

S(F™(x)) = s(F*(x)) = s(F*2(x)) = s(F3(x)) = - = s 0.

Since no configuration in this sequence is homogeneous, at each time step at least one pair of active transitions has
to apply (see Theorem ). However, according to Theorem [] and Corollary [Il none of the AT pairs T5 6, T7.s, 19,10,
Ty.11 and Ty 12 is permitted, so that at each time step it would be either T o or T3 4 that should apply. However, since
both these AT pairs increase the number of 1s in a configuration by two, this leads to a contradiction with the fact
that the length of F'(x) is finite. O

5 Concluding remarks

The parity problem is an important benchmark problem in the setting of solving a global problem by means of
a consensus that has to be achieved via totally local actions. As such, it has received continued attention in the
automata network literature over the years, with various distinct formulations being proposed to solve it. Therefore,
it was imperative to correct the original BFO rule, as it was the only proposed solution to the problem (so far) by
means of a standard cellular automaton rule.

Although the corrections we had to make to the active state transitions represented by 77 and Ty were trivial
(since both patterns only had to be individually mirror reflected), this represents the actual change in 24 specific state
transitions of the original version.

As for the proof technique we employed, it departs from the original version in [2], where a form of DeBuijn graph
was used as the basic construct for the analyses. As explained, we essentially relied on the notion of symbol switches
during the time evolution, especially in the context of the block 10100 (referred to herein as the box), the reason being
that such a block is present (in reverse order) in both 77 and Ts. Our approach required a large number of detailed
analyses, but allowed us to track all possibilities of block creations and destructions until consensus is achieved.

In addition to the correct proof given, the rule was successfully tested on all odd-sized initial configurations from
3 to 29. Now, with the fix we have provided, the BFO rule remains the only known single rule solution to the parity
problem.
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