About Strongly Universal Cellular Automata

Maurice MARGENSTERN

Université de Lorraine,
LITA EA3097,
Campus du Saulcy,
57045 Cédex, RANCE

maurice.margenstern@univ-lorraine.fr, \margenstern@gmail.com

In this paper, we construct a strongly universal cellulaoeaton on the line with 11 states and the
standard neighbourhood. We embed this construction iveraktilings of the hyperbolic plane and
of the hyperbolic ® space giving rise to strongly universal cellular automaith &0 states.

1 Introduction

Many papers about universality of cellular automata, a@gfigchose which try to minimize the number
of states preserving this property, consider what is calledkly universal cellular automata. This term
means that the initial configuration of the cellular autamainay be infinite, provided the following
requirement is satisfied: the initial configuration must baqalic outside a bounded domain. In the case
of the one dimensional line, it is accepted that the peritydin the left-hand side infinite part may be
different from the periodicity of the right-hand side one.

In this paper, we consider deterministic cellular autoniratearious settings. First, on the line with
the standard neighbourhoodwhich means, for each cell, the cell itself and its left- algéht-hand side
neighbours. Second, we shall implement the results fourntbeline into deterministic cellular automata
in several tilings of the hyperbolic plane and one tilinglwd tiyperbolic B-space.

For these automata, we consider the constructionstfangly universal cellular automaton. There
are two constraints in order to obey this definition which aketfrom Codd’s own definition, seel [2].
The first restriction means that the initial configurationtlod cellular automaton must be finite. This
means that all cells except finitely many of them must be iniasgpent state at the initial state. We
remind the reader that a stadés quiescent if and only if a cell is is and its neighbours are also all
in sthen it remains irs at the next time. We shall also refer to this situatiorstasting from a blank
background. The second restriction is about the halting: the compartatif the cellular automaton
halts if and only if there is the occurrence of two conseeutilentical configurations. Now, it is in the
definition of universality that when the simulated devickd)dhe simulating device has also to stop. This
is the counterpart of the situation when the simulated dedlaes not halt: then, by the very notion itself,
the simulating device cannot halt. Now, few papers take @&timount this halting condition, although it
is a natural one. Most papers follow different definitionsiniversality. Probably, the most studied case
is what is calledveak universality by this author and also a few ones, se€ [16] for further refms.

In weak universality, both above constraints are removedite halting, it is enough that the simulated
machine halts, the simulating one may not halt. For theahitonfiguration, infinite ones are accepted
provided they are not arbitrary. The usual constraint ighencase of aR-cellular automaton that the
configuration be periodic in both directions, starting francertain point. It is not required that the
periodic pattern should be the same on both sides. Accdydmgch striking results were obtained.
Among them, the most notable one is the cellular automatdm Rale 110, see [3, 15]. In this case we
shall also say that the cellular automaton works on a nonkigeeriodic background.
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94 About Universal Cellular Automata

The paper considers the cellular automaton with 7 statesticaed in[[9] which we later refer to
as.Z./". This cellular automaton is weakly universal. [n [9], thégim that with two additional states,
they obtain from%.4" a strongly universal cellular automaton. However, they dbgive any hint on
how these additional states are used and, moreover, thegtdmnsider the halting of the their cellular
automaton as mentioned above. Accordingly, such a re$ualhyi cannot be taken into consideration.
Our construction starts fron¥’.4” to which we append four states in order to be strongly unaleas
stated in the above definition. Then we transport the cocisruinto two tessellations of the hyperbolic
plane and one of the hyperboli©Zpace.

In Sectiori:2, we remind the construction [of [9] for self-ainedness. Also in this section, we clarify
the status ofZ.4" with respect to weak universality. Indeed, it was suspetidok not possible, due
to a confusion about the Turing machine simulated®y/". In Sectiori B, we show how the additional
states allow us to transfort’.#” into a strongly universal cellular automaton with 11 states

In Sectior 4, we extend the result to cellular automata irehyplic spaces. There, it is possible to
obtain strongly universal cellular automata with 10 stately in the tilings of the spaces which we shall
consider.

2 Implementing a Turing machine in a one-dimensional celludr automa-
ton

Weak universality results for cellular automata are rade®y to obtain from the simulation of a Turing
machine. The idea is to embed the Turing tape into the cela#gomaton by regularly putting the
symbols of the Turing machine, two neighbouring symbolshef tape being separated by the same
number of blanks of the cellular automaton.

In order to obtain a strongly universal cellular automatumly a finite part of the Turing tape can be
embedded in such a way. In order to perform the computatgpeaally if the computation turns out to
be infinite, we have also to implement the continuation oftheng tape. For the present moment, let
us ignore this point to which we go back in Sectidn 3. In Suttise[2.1 we remind the general scheme
of simulation, summarizing the presentation[df [9]. In Sdutior 2.2, we explicitly indicate the Turing
machine we consider, showing that it is strongly univeraat] how it is implemented as inl[9].

2.1 The guideline for the simulation

Consider a Turing machingZ whose blank symbol is denoted loy Later, we shall explicitly indi-
cate which Turing machine will play the role o#. Now, for each such machine?, we construct a
deterministic cellular automaton which simulates and we denote this automaton#y.#).

Let us first indicate how? (.#) works, following the technique given inl[9]. We say that al ¢=l
blank if it is in the quiescent state. Accordingly, if a cell is bkaas well as its left- and right-hand side
neighbours, it remains blank at the next step of the comipuatat

The Turing tape is implemented by inserting the squareseofape at regular places of the cellular
automaton, leaving the same amount of blank cells in betweertonsecutive places. This means that
outside a finite interval of the support of the cellular autoom, the pattera _¥, wherek is the number
of blank cells of.Z(.#) in between two symbols o#Z. In [9], k is fixed as at least 2. Here, we also fix
k =2, as the valud = 2 will play an important role in Sectidd 3. Accordingly, thatial configuration
of Z(.#) looks like this:(_x _)*
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However, in this representation, we do not know where is #edhof the Turing machine and in
which state it is. The Turing head is representedrbjollowing the notation of([9], assuming that
is not a letter of 7. In order to indicate the statd,is accompanied by an auxiliary symbol which
represents the state. But this representation is not difectn many papers, the basic ideaof [9] is to
mimic the space-time diagram of the Turing machine by thattif#). Under this consideratiort
appears as a moving symbol which changes its neighbourettikdnd side or the right-hand side one,
depending on the direction of the move defined by the currestiuction. The idea of [9] is to append a
symbol to the left ofT for the instructions moving to right and to append a symbdhtoright of T for
the instructions moving to left. Followin@|[9], we call a p&i a ora T animpulsion, to left or to right
respectively. As the impulsions travel on the supporif # ), they meet with symbols of M. Such a
meeting is called &ollision in [9] and it is desirable to organize it in such a way thatratte collision
the support shows us the next configuration of the Turing nactthe result of the collision will be the
application of the corresponding instruction.

Below, Table$ 1l and 2 show us how the impulsions travel intppart of #(.#), and how instruc-
tions are performed. Note that in these tables the blank’(0f# ) is denoted by the character ‘.. The
same convention will be used for tables based on executypascbmputer program.

TABLE 1 Standard situation for an impulsion whose direction is rfmrged by the collision. Left-hand side: impulsion to
right; right-hand side: impulsion to left.

Table[1 shows the execution of an instruction in the case wheeapplication of the instruction does
not change the direction of the motion of the Turing head. &ytast, Tablel2 shows the situations when
the execution of the instruction results in a change in thectiobn of the motion of the Turing head. This
situation is usually called kalf-turn of the Turing head.

TABLE 2 Situations of a standard half-turn. Left-hand side: haifrt to left; right-hand side: half-turn to right.

.u.aT.v..x. .y .. .u. .v.Ta.x..y..

.0 .Tb . w. .x. .y .. .u. .w.bT.x. .y..

In Tabled1 andl2, we can say that the upper line represengattang point of the collision and
that the lower line, below the double bars, representéilaépoint. We can notice that the starting point
represents a configuration @# and that the final one represents the next configuratiow oHowever,
the final point is never the next configuration of the starfeant for £ (.#). As can be noticed on
the figures, the final point occurs at least three steps &ligestarting point. In_[9], the number of steps
of Z(.#') between the starting point and the final one can be highertrésdill also be the case in our
simulation.

Say that a configuration by the end of a collision istandard one if it is of the formz . y T or
T y . z, wherez is the new state after the collision which corresponds teetezution of the current
instruction of the Turing machine on the currently scanngdi®l. From Table§]1 arld 2, we can see
that if we consider three consecutive Turing symbols whieeentiddle one is scanned by an impulsion
then, after the collision is completed, the positions ofékizemal Turing symbols are unchanged. This
ensures that the working of the cellular automaton faithfsimulates the Turing machine.

Now, there are a few exceptional situations illustrated alld@ 3, where the new state of the scanned
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symbol appears one step later with respect to a standardyacation.
However, if we look at the extension in space, we may haveithat®n illustrated by Tablgl3, but
no more. We shall check them in Sectidn 3. This indeed ocoy@] with a few collisions.

TABLE 3 In these cases, there is delay in the transformation of tiwestate by one step. Left-hand side: for an impulsion
to right not changed by the collision; right-hand side: fohalf-turn to right. There are no other cases involving sudietay.

u.aT.v X vy u v.Ta.x vy
u w.bT.x A u z .bT.x y
u z bcx vy u w bcx vy

Let us now look at how many symbols are needed. The impulgionmgspond to the indication of a
state and of a move. If we analyze the tablesfin this regard, there ar® states in which all instruction
go to the left,s of them, where all instructions go to the right asydstates where we meet instructions
of both kinds. Of courses+s+s, = n, wheren is the number of states of7. Let us setn, = s+,
andn, = s+s,. Then, the coding of the instructions to the left will reguiy symbols while the coding
of those to the right will require, of them. In any case, we need at least max(n;,n;) symbols to
code the number of impulsions. The same symbol may be useoll® ane impulsion to the left and
one impulsion to the right. This is why in Tables[1, 2 and 3, warmt interpret the symbol which is
appended ta@ as a state : it is simply an encoding of the impulsion. K m, wherem s the number of
letters of.#, then we need just two extra symbotsand_, the blank ofZ(.#). If m< u we still need
p—msymbols. Note that the number of collisionsign,+n; ).

In the case of [9]u = 5 andm = 4. This is why we need at least 7 symbols. It turns out thabgusi
an infinite background as indicated above, with the Turinghiree used in[9], it is enough.

2.2 Implementing Minsky’s Turing machine

Let us now turn to the Turing machine used[in [9]. In Sub-satise[2.2.1, we explain why Minsky’s
Turing machine is strongly universal. In Sub-subsedfi@iZ we remind its implementation inl[9].

2.2.1 A strongly universal Turing machine

This machine was devised by M. Minsky in [10]: it has severestand four letters and, in [10], it was
claimed to be strongly universal. We sagimedbecause the proof given in [10] cannot considered as
completely satisfactory. This is why in[14,113/12, 7], s¥@uthors, including myself, considered that
this machine is not universal: it was said that it damagesutput before halting when the simulated
machine halts. 1 [16], the authors claim that Minsky’s maehs indeed universal, but they do not give
enough details to understand why it is the case. After dsngghis point with Turlough Neary, | came
to the conclusion that the claim of [16] is correct. After ssiime, | also understood where the reason is
exactly. | think it useful to clarify this point, which | tryotdo in some general form which seems to be
interesting in itself.

Table[4 gives the table of Minsky’s machine which we lateergb as Minsky's UTM. We follow
the following notations, inspired by those 6f [10]. An ingttion of a Turing machine is of the form
pXMyq. The head readsin statep. It then replaces by y, moves to the left-, right-hand side neighbour
or remains on the same cell depending on whelthés L, R or Sand the heads is now under the state
We readx in the heads of the columns apdn the heads of the lines in the Table. The corresponding
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entry contains the tripl&lyq of the instruction. In the table, we always defideand we mentiory or q
only if it is different fromx, p respectively.

As proved in[[11| 10], this machine is universal as it is ablsitmulate a tag-system with deletion
number 2 which was proved to be universal in the same refegen& tag-system itself is a particular
kind of Post system. It consists of a finite alphaBdbgether with a mapping from A into A* the set
of words onA. The tag-system works as follows. First, it reads the first letters of the current tagged
word w, say/1£,. Then, it erase$; ¢, from the beginning ofv. This is why we say that this tag-system
has deletion number 2. Then, the tag-system appends to emains ofw the wordp(¢1): this is the
new configuration of the tagged word after the applicatiord step of the tag-system. Among the
letters ofA, one of them at least istaalting letter: when the tag-system meets such a letter as the first
letter of the current word, it performs the step and whenihtempleted, it halts the computation. When
it halts, the computation of the tag system can be describedsaquence afy, ..., W,, wherewy is the
initial tagged word andl, is the last one, subjected to the following conditien; 1 is the word obtained
by the computation of the tag-system by the completion oktep which erased the last lettervaf We
say that the transformation of into w; 1 defines gassof the tag-system ove#;. Note that a current
tagged word is not necessary one of thé&. Minsky imposes two assumptions on the tag-system as
just described: there is a single halting letter and theddggord must always be non-empty during the
computation. Itis an easy exercise, left to the reader, ¢ézlcthat these conditions are observed by the
the tag system devised by Cocke and Minsky in their proof. flilieolution is already in[[10].

TABLE 4 Table of Minsky’s Turing machine withstates andt letters, from[10].

0 1 y A
1 L L2 oL 1L
2 YR AR OL1 YR6
3 _ AL L 14
4 yR5 L7 L 1L
5 yL3 AR R 1R
6 AL3 AR R 1R
7 yR6 R OR O0R2

It is interesting to understand why some people claimedNthasky’'s UTM damages its tape and
why this is not necessary the case. Here | explain where Hsores.

Define anextended tag-systenwith deletion number 2 as given by two finite alphabétsandT,
together with a mapping from Ainto words on(A+T)*. We callT the terminal alphabet. The extended
tag-system works exactly as a tag-system with deletion murdland we have exactly the same notion
of pass. However, a halting computation is considered ad waly when a terminal letter is never the
first letter of the current word during the computation, gtqeossibly the final one, and the last current
word is inT*. A usual tag-system is of course an extended one whose w&raiphabet is the whole
alphabet. We have the following property which, | think,rigerestingper se

LEMMA 1 — Let E be an extended tag-system with deletion nurdb€&here is a tag-system P also with
deletion number 2, which simulates E in the following megnihE does not halt on w, P also does not
halt. If w=w;..wj,, is accepted by E, then P halts @nif n is odd, on @& if n is even, withw = 1.5

where sare defined by;s=Wsi1, i € {l..Ln%lJ} andac T.
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Proof. LetA andT be the alphabets dE, T being the terminal one. Lt be the mapping froniA
into (A+T)* defining the computation d&. We construcP as follows. Its alphabet ifA+ T + {z})*.
Define the mapping| of P by q(a) = p(a) for a€ A\T, aT not being the halting letter. For the halting
letterh, q(h) = p(h)zza a being any letter o *, with the addition thah is not a halting letter foP. For
bin T, g(b) = bb. The halting letter iz andq(z) = € wheree is the empty word.

From the definition oP, it is clear that when the computation Bfon w does not halt, the computa-
tion of P on the same word does not halt. If the computatiok ain w is accepted, it halts and the final
word is w with w € T*. The computation withP replacesw by wzzaas far as, by definitionew ends
with p(h) which is inT* by our assumption. Now, as all letters @fare inT, P transformswzzainto
zz&aw or zaw depending of the parity diw| as mentioned in the statement of the lemma. Accordingly,
whenP is applied tozacw or zzaw, it producesw or ac and then, it halts. O

Now, Minsky’s UTM does not simulate a tag syst@but, rather, some extensionéf Indeed, when
Minsky’s UTM simulates the halting step &% it copies the patteraAA at the end of the configuration
and it does not stop. The halting of Minsky’s UTM requirestifiesome point, the head in state 3 meets
a0 on the tape. The tape of Minsky’s UTM contains an encodingefiroductions on the left-hand side
and an encoding of the tagged word on the right-hand side avjibssible garbage ofs in between.
The computation can be divided into cycles, each one of theimgbsplit into three steps: first, the
localization of the production corresponding to the firstele second, it copies the production. During
these two steps, an appropriate marking of the configurditmn the tagged word to the productions
allows the machine to perform these tasks. The third stagsigts in removing the markings and in
detecting the first letter of the current word. The first ste@ccomplished by states 1 and 2. The
copying is performed by states 3, 4, 5 and 6. The restoratiohtlae transition to the next cycle are
performed by states 6 and 7. During the copying, state 5 s@®eand state 6 copies's, going from
the productions to the end of the current word. When the syntbor 1 is copied, the return of the
head to the productions is performed both by states 3 ancate 3tleads the head until it meets &an
at which moment state 4 takes the control, leading the heekl toathe production. It is important to
note that this transition from state 3 to state 4 is made plesbly the markings of the first steps which
marks the configuration by's andA’ s from the beginning of the current word to the last copied syimb
in the productions. State 3 removes the markings in the cuwerd and state 4 removes those of the
production, they's being still present from the current word to the produtsio State 7 changes back
thosey's to 0. When the halting letter of the tag-system is detected, kisdJTM copies the halting
production at the end of the configuration. This consisthefgattermAAA. But the machine does not
stop, so that it starts a new pass of the tag-system over thlerford. As long as codes of words remain
on the left-hand side ofAA, the computation of the tag system goes on, performing tblepass in
Lemma[l. Due to the erasing process, the machine eventuallysiiA in state 7. The leftmost read
under this state signals a new encoded letter. But the secatl under state 2 shows that the end of the
word is reached. And so there is no marking: the machine wstdéz 6 appends anat the right-hand
side end of the configuration. When it goes back in state 3illitlen meet & in this state as there is
no marking in betweenAA and the production. And so, the machine will halt.

This working reminds us that of an extended tag-system. Fwyomlemma, it is plain that if we
can present the computation of the execution of an exteratpdytstem and if we haww = @ for the
final word w, then we can recover the production of the initial tag-syst# is namely possible for the
tag-system7 devised by Cocke-Minsky to prove that tag-system with dmbetumber 2 can simulate
any Turing machine of0, 1}. This tag-system encodes the configuration of a Turing machith four
letters as follows:
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Aa(aa)"Bb(bb)™

wheren andm are non-negative integers which encode the left- and th-Hgnd part, respectively, of
the Turing tape, starting from the position of its head. Waeld@hangeia (aa)"Bb (bb) ™ to:

AA(aa)"BB(bb)™

in order to be compatible with Lemnid 1. This does not changeptivof of [11,/10]. Now these
four letters represent the states of the Turing machine:nvereinstruction of the Turing machine is
performed, a new group of four letters appear, representiagnew state of the head of the Turing
machine. Accordingly, the final state is associated to amuaoddour letters :

Hh (hh) "Kk (kk)™

whereH is the halting letter of7. Note thath, X andk never trigger a production of the tag-system.
Note that here todih (hh) "Kk (kk)™ can be changed t#H (hh) "KK (kk)™ without altering the proof.
Accordingly, the simulation of the Turing machine 3% can be presented as the computation in an
extended tag-system. Moreover, this tag system has cld@lyroperty thaiv = w for all current
word w during the computation. So that the lemma tells us how tostoam .7 into a standard tag-
systemP which computes exactly the same thing4s From the proof of the lemma and the behaviour
of Minsky’s UTM as we presented above show us that Minsky'sM8xactly execute®, which proves
the strong universality of Minsky's UTM.

2.2.2 The Lindgren-Nordahl cellular automaton with 7 states

The implementation of Minsky's UTM in a cellular automatomsvperformed in [9] as mentioned in
Subsection 2]1.

For the sake of the reader, we mention the exact implementati

From Tabld #, we can see that we have the following impulsiomight: states 2, 5, 6 and 7 and that
we have five impulsions to left: states 1, 2, 3, 4 and 7. Thewecerdingly encoded ag, 0T, 1T, AT
andTy, TO, T1, TA, TB respectively.

TABLE 5 Table of the collisions induced by the table of Minsky’s fignnachine, see Tad impulsions to right.

yT_0 yT _1 yT _y yT _ A
y_yT A _yT Ty — y 1T
0T _0 0T _1 0T _y 0T _ A
T1_y A_OT y_0T 1_0T
1T_O0 1T _1 1T _y 1T_A
T1_A A_1T y_1T 1 _1T
AT_oO AT _ 1 AT _ AT _ A
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TABLE 6 Table of the collisions induced by the table of Minsky’s fignnachine, see Tal® impulsions to left.

0 _Ty 1 _Ty y_Ty A_Ty
Ty _0 TO_1 Ty _0 Ty -1
0_TO 1_TO y_TO A_TO
y_yT A_yT Ty _0 y 1T
0_T1 1_T1 y_T1 A_TI1
_ 0 _ T1_A T1 _y TA_1
0 _TA 1 _TA y —TA A_TA
y_0T TB_1 TA _y TA_1
0_TB 1 _TB y_TB A_TB
y_1T 1 _ AT _ AT 0_yT

Tabled b and6 represent the collisions of the various ingmndsat the meeting with a symbol of
Minsky’s UTM in a cell as we have seen in Sub-secfibn 2. In #i#es, note that there may be states
with impulsions of both kinds. This is the case for states @ amexactly. Accordingly, there are two
times four collisions devoted to each state, which meartanbdnave a total of 36 collisions.

TABLE 7 Table of the cellular automaton with seven states as statfQ] i

| 0O1yABT 0| 0O1yABT 1| 0O1yABT

o LT 0| OyyOB1. 1] 1B1T1A4A
0. | y 00| 1A01y oL | T .

1. | 1 10| B 1B 1 11| 00y OBA
y. | y yo| A y 1 yi|l yAO1ly
A | 1 A T Ay Al | AAOABYy1
B. | .. BO| y. O Bl | 1 Ay .
T.| TBOBA TO | . . T1 | B ..

y | 01yABT A 01yABT B | 01yABT
.yl yATy OB LAl A10AO0B Bl yyATyy1
Oy | AOTOA1 OA|l TO yTO OB| By Ay
1y | y14a11 1A ] AO 1 1B| TO AB.
yv | y11B1A yol 0 B 1 yBIl T1 y.

Ay | A M| T1 o0y AB| yAyA.
By | 0yB y BA| 1A A BB | A 1
Ty | . B . TA | . B | .. 0

T | 0O1yABT

T | 01yAB

OT | © 0

1T | 1

yI Iy

AT | A

BT | B

TT | 0



M. Margenstern 101

TABLE 8 Execution of the rules for the collisions of a right-handesithpulsion with a Turing letter. Note that the blank is
represented by

.0T . O .0T . 1. .0T .y . .0T . A
.0BO .001. .0By .0AA
lyy .y O0T. .1A0 BTT. .
.T1y .A . 0T .10T . . 1.0T.

.T1 .y .B.OT. .

.y 0T .

.1T.O0. 1T .1 .1 T Ly . .1 T . A
.1BO. .101 .. .. 1By. .1 AA ..
. A0y . B1T.. AAO. 11T. .

1yA. A.1T. .01T . . 1.1T.

.. T10. .y - 1T.

.. T1BB.

.T1 . .A.

.y T . O .y T o1, .y T .y . .y T . A

. .yBO .yo01. .yBy. . .y AA
.B1y. .AyT. . .Byo. 01T. .
.A Ay . .A Ly T. . TyA. y . 1T.
.00A . . Ty . 0.

.yyT.

.y .y T

.AT . O. AT L1 AT .y . AT . A
.ABO . .A01 .ABy. .AAA.
.BAy. .1AT. .BAO. .0y T. .
.y AA. .1 .AT. .yAT . . .0 .y T.
.01T. . .1 AT .0 .AT.

.y 1T .1, A

Table[T gives the rules o4 as described ir [9]. Our presentation is slightly differefite table
in[7 is split into seven small tables labelled by a stateof¥”. The sub-tablex gives all rules of the
form1l x r — y, wherex is the state of the celll, r the state of its left-, right-hand side neighbour
respectively, ang is the new state of the cell after the application of the rulée entryy is at the
intersection of the rovtx and the columrz.
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TABLE 9 Execution of the rules for the collisions of a left-hand siaulsion with a Turing letter. Here too, the blank is
represented by

.0.TO. .1 .TO. .y . TO. .A.TO..
.0y o0 .. .110 .. .yyo .. .A10. ..
.004A .. .10B . . .y 1A. .0AB . ..
.yy T .. .B1B .. .. TyA. .BOy . ..
.y .y T. Ay T .. .Ty . 0. .y O0OA . ..
A Ly T .A1T . L.
.011T. .
.y . . 1T.
.0 . T1 .1.T 1. .y . T 1. .. A . T1.
.0y 1. 111 .. .yy 1., .. A1 1.
.0Ty .1y0 .y ly. ..000 ..
. 0 .T1A .T1y. ..yA1L .
.T1 . A .T1 . y. . .0BA . .
o1y 1oL
.. TAy . .
.TABA . .
.TA . .1 ..
.0 . Ty. .1 . Ty . .y . Ty. .. A . Ty.
.0yy .. .11y L .Yy Yy .- . .. A1y ..
.00y . .10y . .yBy. . .0Ay . .
.y 1A. .BBA. .ByoO. . .ByA ..
.. TyA. .y11. .TyA. .. TyoO0 ..
. Ty . 0. .TOO. . Ty . O . TyBA . .
.TO . 1. Ty . .1 ..
.0 . TA. .1 .TA .y . TA. .. A.TA.
.0y A .. .11A. .yyA .. .. A1 A ..
.0AO0 . . .1BA. .y10.. .. 0BA.
.BOT . . .AB1. .TAB .. o1y 1.
.y . 0T. .By1. .TA .y .. .. TAYy.
.. 0T ..TBy. . .. TABA.
R AN . TBOO. TA. . .y .. .TA . . 1.
..y TB. . 1. A ...y ..
.0.TB. .1 .TB. y . TB. .A . TB.
.0y B. .118B yyB.. .A1B.
.01T. . .1AT . . yAT. . .0y T . .
.y 1T .1 .AT. 0.AT. .0 .y T.

Tabled 8 an]9 reproduce thoseldf [9]. They were produced bgnaater program mimicking? .4,
applying the rules of Tablg 7. This allows us to check thatcibiésions depicted by Tablés 5 ahd 6 can
be performed according to the guidelines of Subsegtidn 2.1.

3 Strongly universal cellular automata on a one-dimensionidine

In this section, we complete the description @t /" so that it now satisfies the requirements of strong
universality as defined in Sectidh 1.

As mentioned in Section 2.27.4" is not yet strongly universal: it works in an infinite non-ika
background. The idea is to start with a finite initial configiion, but we modify it in such a way that it
constructs the background so that each time the Turing heesl gut from the current configuration to
the right, it meets the required pattern of the background.

We can improveZ .4 by providing a construction of the background during the potation of the
automaton. There is a very simple way to do that by using thdeitional states, sa, $ ands.

From the explanations of Sub-subsecfion 2.2.1, as Minddy'M simulates a tag-system, there is
a squarec of the Turing tape such that the head of the machine nevertgdée left ofc. And so, we
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can consider that all cells to the left ofare blank. As the initial configuration of finite, there is 8 ak
such that all cells on the right-hand sidedfre blank. And so we can choodeso that the interval
[c,d] contains the encoding of the initial configuration of Minsk TM. From Sub-subsectian 2.2.1
again, we remark that when Minsky’s UTM halts, the head isdatwieen the final tagged word and the
productions, looking at a.

Consider the leftmost which is on the right-hand side of Replaceo by #. Table[10 provides us
with a scheme of execution which shows how it is possible tstract the background needed &t/
during its computation :

TABLE 10 Using three states to construct the background.$6r#”.

However, this scheme is not suitable for our purpose: wheiftiiing machine halts, a signal should
be sent in order to reach & or # in order to stop the construction of the background /. But this
cannot be achieved: The maximal speed of a signal is 1 andtiia¢ above symbols in the scheme of
Table[10 is also 1, so that it can never be reached. We usesaupztiern given by Table 11 which makes
use of two additional states only.

TABLE 11 Using an appropriate pattern to construct the backgrounddesl by? 4.

cdcacacacaca

The advantage of this new pattern is that its speeﬁj, iso that it will be reached by a signal sent

later at speed 1. But the pattern has also to be not too slawmust provide the background in advance
and so, it must go faster than the advance of the computasielf. iWe can see in Tables 9 dnd 8 that the

. : 1 1
speed of the computation of 4 oscillates betweeg and=.

This pattern leaves a whole interval @§ growing to the right-hand side and which starts from the
right-hand side neighbour of the cell

We also have to implement the signal which will reach thegpattonstructing the background. An
additional states is used to erase th#s until reaching the last occurrence Bfvhich is erased too. We
call it the stopping signal Note that3 is raised by the neighbouringly of .Z.4". We simply replace
the rule0Ty — 0 by the rule0Ty — 3. But there is an additional constraint: sigiastarts from the
left-hand end of the final tagged word and it has to reach tilg-hiand side end of the configuration.
Accordingly, it must cross the tagged word without damagtng-or this purpose, we introduce two
more states4 andV. States3 and4 replace and then restoote 1 respectively, whil&J andv perform the
same operations opnandA respectively.

Now, when the Turing head starts to examine thedehe rules we have seen in Sub-subsedtion2.2.2
do not apply. So that we have to append new rules for the ingmigyoing to the right and meetinga
now, U has the meaning of @ Another state is needed, also interpreted a& The role of statd is to
create the two blanks which separate the Turing symbols emagpe. Tablé 15 shows how this works.
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Table[12 also contains the corresponding rules and Tableaksoltained by a computer applying the
rules of TabléIP.

TABLE 12 Table of the rules to complete the cellular automatsn” into the rules forZ .4 11.

| .01yABT34TUV 0l .01yABT34UV 1] .01yABT34UYV
o . T . .0l 0Oyyo0oB1.0 1] 1B1T1A .1
0. | y . 00l 1A01y o1 | T .
1. | 1. 10| B 1B 1 11| 00y O0OBA.
y. | y . yo| A y 1 yil yAO1ly
A | 1. A T Ay A | AAOABVy1
B. | .. . BO|l y. O B1 | 1 Ay
T.| TBOBA B TO | . . TL | . B .
3.1 33333 30 | 3 31| 4
4. | 3 40 | 41 |
U. | B uo | Ul |
v. | 3 Vo | Vi |
yl .01yABT34UV Al .01yABT34UYV Bl .01yABT34UV
.yl yATyO0OB .y LAl A10A0B . A Bl yyATyy1
Oy | AOTOA1 A OAl TO yTO OBl By Ay y
1y | y1A11 vy 1A ] AO 1 1B| TO AB. 0
yvy | y11B1A. y yAl 0 B 1 0 yBIl T1 y. 1
Ay | A AA AA|l T1 Oy T AB| yAyA. A
By | 0yB vy BA| 1A A BB | A 1
Ty | B TA | B TB | 0
3y | U 3|V 3B |
4y | 4a | 4B | .
Uy | UA | UB| U
vy | VA | VB | 3
T| .01yABT34TUYV 3] .01yABT34UV 4] .01yABT34UV
.T | 01yAB 31 0 401
oT | O 3 03 | 04 |
1T | 1 13 | 14 |
yT | y y3 | ya |
AT | A A3 | Ad |
BT | B B3 | B4 |
TT | 0 T3 | T4 |
3T | 33 | 34 |
4T | 43 | 44 |
UT | U3 | U4 |
VT | V3 | va |
U | 01yABT34UV V| 0O1yABT34UV
Ul v U VoA y
ou | ov |
10 | 1V |
yu | 4 yv |
AU | AV |
BU | y BV |
TU | v |
3U | 4 3 3V |
4U | 4 . 4v |
Uu | U 9) 9) uv |
VU | A

Table[13 shows how the states are used for this crossing. techaical reason, the crossing of a
is slightly more complex: as we need the rule. . — B, we cannot have arule U . — yas
the other patterns of the Table would require. Instead, weehes simultaneous occurrencevodndB to
avoid any conflict with the rules defining the motion indichtey Table 11L.
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The rules given in Table 12 perform the computations givefainles 111 and 13. They also allow to
perform the computations given in Tablg 14 which show howstbpping signal halts the progression of
the background.

TABLE 13 The progression of the stopping signal across the final tdggerd. The first line of the right-hand side table
reproduce the last line of the left-hand side one for clarigson.

3.y..y..A..0. 1 y .y .3A . .0. .1.
.3y ..y..A..0. 1 y .y ..V .0, 1.
.0, .y. . A . .0. 1 y .y . .A3.0. .1.
VB.y..A..O. 1 y .y . .A.30..1.
y3.y..A..0. 1 y .y . AL 3. 01
y.3y..4A..0. 1 y .y . . A . .03 .1.
y..U..A..O0. 1 y .y . .A..0.31.
y..VB.A..O. 1 y .y .. A . .0. .4 ..
y..y3.4A..0..1.. ..y ..y . .A . .0..13.
y..y.34A. 0 . 1. . ..y . .y..A . .0..1.3

Let us now call¥.4"11 the cellular automaton with 11 states whose rules are givdiable 12. As
Tablel7, the table is organized in two-dimensional subesbdccording to the same pattern.

It can be noticed that there are a lot of empty entries. Thisesponds to the fact that the table
of Z.# 11 is constructed for specific configurations attached to oupgee. The configurations we
consider are assumed to encode the current configuratiomuwfrag machine so that not any triple of the
states occurs during these configurations. This partitylaill be useful for the adaptation o 411
to a strongly universal cellular automaton in the hypeibtlings we shall consider in Sectidh 4.

TABLE 14 When the stopping signal arrives to the end of the zorngsof

TABLE 15 Execution of the rules of TablE for collisions with the zone afs.

.y T.UUU. .. .0T.UUU. .. .1T.0U0UG0U. .. LAT.UUU....
.yBUUUB . . .0BUUUB . . .1BUUUB. . .ABUUUB . . .
.B1yUUU. .1yyUuuvu. . .AOyUUU. . BAyUUU. ..
.AAy4UUB .. T1y4UUB. .1yA4UUB. yAA4UUB . .
.00A. .UU. .T1 .y . .U00U. .T10. .U0UU. .01T. .UU. .
.yyT. .UUB. .. T1BB UUB .y . 1T .UUB.
.y .yT . UUU. .T1. . A Uuuvu .y .1BUUU.
.y .yBUUUB

Accordingly, .Z.4"11 allows us to prove:

THEOREM 1 There is a deterministic cellular automaton on the line whie standard neighbourhood
and11 states which is strongly universal.

We have an interesting corollary:

COROLLARY 1 There is a deterministic cellular automaton on the linehiite standard neighbourhood
and9 states whose halting problem when starting from a finite gondition is undecidable.
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Proof. If we look only at the halting problem, when the sintethmachine halts, it is no more
necessary to keep the final result of the tag-system. Thig/sllis to spare the additional stageandV.
However, we need a stopping signal. This can be performedaby4s We replace the ruleTy — 3
by 0Ty — 4. Later, we can decide that statedestroys any symbol. The rules involvidgandV are
cancelled. We have the following new rules:

4a—- _ 40_—>4 __ 4 - _ 4__ —- _ 4U—-4 _4B —-_ 4B _ — _,

wherea stands foi0, 1, y, or A, asB andT disappeared and as far as the simulated machine halted. We
keep the rules 4U — _and4UU — _. O

4 Strongly universal cellular automata in hyperbolic spacs

We shall start from the automatdf. 4+ to which we appended the stateand: with the rules producing
Tabled Il an@15. This automaton, call4t /g has 9 states but it does not halt when the simulated
machine halts.

The idea is to implemen¥’.4"g on a line which is continued in such a way that, taking adgmta
of the hyperbolic structure, we can simplify the processohtliialts the computation. We shall take the
approach given in_[7]. There, the construction of a line sufipg the computation of-cellular au-
tomaton is performed starting from a finite initial segmefrthe cells which contains the implementation
of the finite initial configuration of the Turing machine. $u& construction can be viewed as an inde-
pendent cellular automato#”. The simple juxtaposition of both automat#, and the implementation
of £+, leads to a new cellular automaton. With some minor tunihig, will allow us to prove the
results claimed in the introduction, see Theofém 3.

In Sub-sectiom 4]1, a minimal presentation of the tilingsvimch we implement cellular automata
is given. In Sub-sectioh 4.2 we remind the reader the magsliof the construction of?. In Sub-
section4.B, the combination o with .#.4"g is performed, proving the results stated by Theokém 2
and(3.

4.1 Tilings of the hyperbolic plane and cellular automata

It is not possible to remind here all the properties from higpkc geometry needed for the paper. | very
sketchily remind here what is needed to understand the angisnaleveloped in this section. The reader
is referred tol[5], 8] for a more informative introduction teetfield, especially suited for the paper.

In this paper, we again use Poincaré’s disc model of thertgtie plane as well as its generalization
to the I ball as a model of the hyperboli®3space.

Poincaré’s disc model is illustrated by Figlte 1. The moftthe hyperbolic plane are the points of
a fixed open dis® whose bordepD is drawn in the figure. The points oD are called thgoints at
infinity and they do not belong to the hyperbolic plane. The linesepeesented by the traceshnof
diameters or of circles which are orthogonaldd. In the figure, a lin¢ is represented together with a
point A out of £. Three kinds of lines are represented in the figure. The fingt &f lines is represented
by s: they all cut/ and are thus calledecantwith ¢. Two lines constitute the second kind: they share
with ¢ a point at infinity. They are illustrated hyandq in the figure. The linep andq pass througti
and meet exactly at the points at infinitl> andQ respectively. Accordingly, they do not megin the
hyperbolic plane and are therefore calfgtallel to . And so, in the model, through each point out of
a line, we can draw two distinct parallels to the line. Now veedna third kind of lines which has no
counterpart in Euclidean geometry. It consists of the lpessing througl® which do not meet at all:
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neither in the hyperbolic plane, nor at infinity, nor outsitde closure oD in the model. These lines are
illustrated in the figure byn and are callechon-secantwith /. Non-secant lines are characterized by the
fact that they have a unigue common perpendicular.

FIGURE 1 Poincaré’s disc. The three kinds of lines passing througloiat out of a given line.

A tessellation is defined by the following process. We staminfa convex regular polygoR, the
basisand we replicatd® by reflection in its sides and, recursively, the images iir thides. We calP
and these images &fcopiesof P. We say that this process definessellationif and only if the copies
do not overlap and they cover all points of the plane. In thelile@an plane, up to similarity, there are
three tessellations exactly. The bases are the squareghkar hexagon and the equilateral triangle.

The important news is that in the hyperbolic plane, therardmaitely many tessellations. A basis
of such a tessellation is defined by two numbers: the numloéisides ofP and the numbeq of copies
of P which can be put around a poiatin order to cover a neighbourhood Afwith no overlapping. The
tessellation itself is denoted Hy, g}. A fundamental theorem proved by Poincaré saysRgenerates

a tessellation of he hyperbolic plane if and only if

1,11 “
p q 2

Note that we recover the Euclidean tessellations by ramdaciby = in (x).

In the hyperbolic plane, the smallest valuesdare 3 and 4 and the smallest corresponding values
of p such that(x) holds are 7 and 5 respectively. The corresponding tilingscalledheptagrid and
pentagrid respectively, see Figuié 2.

As mentioned in the introduction of the sub-section, Pai@sadisc model generalizes to the hy-
perbolic D space and, in fact, to any higher dimension. Planes aredbe in the unit open baB of
diametral planes or spheres which are orthogonal to theebdiiof B. Lines are intersections of secant
planes. There are four tessellations in the hyperbdlicsBace and we shall consider one of them, only,
the dodecagrid It is based on what is called Poincaré’'s dodecahedronhnikiconstructed upon the
convex rectangular regular pentagon in the same way as @&@Eacldodecahedron is constructed upon
a convex regular pentagon. It turns out that this dodecahetiles the hyperbolic B space.
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FIGURE 2 Hyperbolic tessellations. To left: the pentagrid; to rigtiie heptagrid.

Figurel3 illustrates how we represent dodecahedra and thexegrid in this setting. For our purpose,
we need to fix two perpendicular plandsandV which support faces of dodecahedra of the tiling.

FIGURE 3 To left: the numbering of the faces of a cell. Félde on the planes?, facelis on the plane/. By construction,
the non-blank faces a@ 1, 6, 7. In a cell of the yellow line, facezand5 may be blank but no both at the same time.

Middle and to right: the representation of the dodecagriging projection of the tiles in contact with H onto H. Middle
picture: projection of the tiles which stand above H. Rigand side picture: projection of the tiles which hang below H

In all these figures, we use the projection of a dodecahedndheoplane of its face 0. It is a central
projection from a point which we can imagine on the vertiaa Which passes through the centre of the
face, in the direction of face 11 which is opposite to face llisprojection was first devised by Schlegel,
a geometer of the #™century: accordingly, the projection is called a Schlegaghm. The leftmost
picture of the figure indicates how the faces of a dodecalmedre numbered. The other two pictures
illustrate the representation of the part of the dodecaghith is used by the construction of the cellular
automaton. The dodecahedra are aligned along the line vghibbk intersection dfl andV. The middle
picture represents the dodecahedra which are aHotiee right-hand side picture represents those which
are belowH. In both cases, each dodecahedron is projected on its fatech vby definition is the face
in contact withH.
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In this representation, the faces which are along an edgadielg to two neighbouring faces 0 are
represented twice as the face they represent belongs talbddtahedra which share it. This property is
used to indicate the state of a cell in the pictures of thi@ecln the pictures, states are represented by
colours. As a face perpendicular & appears twice, it takes the colour of the cell to which it does
belong. This is why the state of a celappears in the picture as a ring of faces of the same colowhwhi
surround the face 0 af

The correspondence between the colours and the statesvgivén later.

Now, it is clear that on a tessellation we can construct Ellautomata. In our constructions, we
shall deal withrotation invariant cellular automata. This means that if we perform a rotatimuiad a
cell which leaves the tiling globally invariant, this doest khange the state of the cell. In the case of
the plane, such a rotation is simply a circular permutatiohe numbers of the neighbours of the cell.
Checking that a set of rules is rotation invariant amountshteck that any circular permutation on the
neighbours does not change the new state: the correspondimgule also belongs to the set. In the
hyperbolic D space, the characterization is more complex as the grodgg ebtations leaving the tiling
globally invariant is in fact the groufs. However, checking the rotation invariance of a set of rokas
be performed by a computer program according to a rathersiaigorithm, see for instancel! [8].

For implementation purposes, it is important to locate tbéscas more conveniently as possible.
We refer the reader to[5] 6] 8] where such a convenient systgmmoposed, based on a tree structure.
It is there illustrated by many applications, in particular[8] by the construction of many weakly
universal cellular automata. However, for the presemaicthis work, we do not need to introduce this
localisation system as the concerned cells are mainly glalmng a line.

4.2 Continuing a segment

In this sub-section, we remind the construction[of [7] fontiouing a segment along a given lidewe
call theguideline.

The constraint of the construction lies in the fact that wehaio construct aotation invariant
cellular automaton. From this constraint, the cells do rmavka priori their orientation, so that we
have to provide them such information. In all the tilings vemsider, the cells are constructed along a
line which does not cross the cells but which defines theirmomborder. Sub-subsectidns 412.14.2.2
and4.2.8 deal with the implementation in the pentagrid hiygtagrid and the dodecagrid respectively.

4.2.1 Inthe pentagrid

The guidelined is defined by the common side shared by a yellow cell and a redaod it is also
shared by the two green cells when they appear. The guidddifiees two half-planes; and /s whose
intersection is the guideline itself. The key of the procesghat the guideline is continued by the
construction of two sequences of cells in parallel. One eegg lies inrm while the other lies inms.

This is illustrated by figurels| 4. In this figure, we assume thatinitial configuration consists of six
cells: see the leftmost picture in the first row of picture&igure[4.

The process is the following. We have five states denoted byr, py andg, which we callblank,
yellow, red, pale yellowandgreenrespectively. The blank is the quiescent state of our autmman
the figure, the blank is represented by a blue colour and weawsal hues of blue in order to remember
the tree structure of the tiling.

The rules are indicated in Tablel16 after the following formagw,wowswawswg wWherewg is the
current state of the cell; is the state of its neighbouri in {1..5} andwg is the new state of the cell
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after the application of the rule. The neighbours are irgirggly numbered by counter-clockwise turning
around the cell. As the rules are rotation invariant, it isimgortant which is neighbour 1.

FIGURE 4 The continuation process in the pentagrid.

We can formulate the rules as follows. The initial configumais given by the first picture. It consists
of three red cells, a yellow one and two green ones in the amaflign indicated by the picture. A blank
cell with a single green neighbour becomes pale yellow. Aegreell with a red, yellow neighbour
becomes red, yellow respectively. A pale yellow cell withiregke non blank neighbour becomes blank.
A pale yellow cell with three blank neighbours and a paleowelbne becomes green. Yellow and red
cells keep their colour.

TABLE 16 Rules for the continuation of the line in the pentagrid. Thies are rotationally independent.
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4.2.2 Inthe heptagrid

Due to the anglezsﬂ, the guideline is not defined by the side of a tile. It is defibgdhe line which

joins the midpoints of consecutive sides belonging altetgdo the same and the consecutive heptagons,
see[[5[ 8]. Consequently it crosses the tiles of both se@sawbose growth consists in the continuation
of the process. We have again five states and we use the sapoescas in the case of the pentagrid to
represent the states.

This is illustrated by Figurgl5. In this figure, we assume thatinitial configuration consists of five
cells: see the leftmost picture of the first row in Figure 5thaligh each rule is longer than those for the
pentagrid, we shall see that the rules for the heptagridiamgler than those of Sub-subsectfon 412.1.



M. Margenstern 111

The format of the rules is alike that for the pentagrid: hew;h cell has simply seven neighbours
instead of five of them. Hence the new state taken by the dell tife rule is applied igg in Table[1T.

FIGURE 5 The continuation process in the heptagrid.

However the rules are a bit simpler as can be seen on the fotidwformal presentation:

A white cell with ared and a green neighbour around the samexehe red cell first while counter-
clockwise turning around the cell, becomes pale yellow. giteen cell remains green if it has no pale
yellow neighbour. If it has a pale yellow neighbour, it be@myellow. A pale yellow cell becomes red
at the next time. A blank cell with a pale yellow and a greemhbour, in this order, sharing a common
vertex becomes green. Yellow and red cells keep their colour

TABLE 17 Rules for the continuation of the line in the heptagrid. Thies are rotationally independent.
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4.2.3 Inthe dodecagrid

Here, the guideline is again a line which does not cross tbe: tit is the intersection of the plang®
and?.

Basically, the process looks like that of the pentagrid. Esv, we have a small adaptation for the
3D situation. The guideline is shared by four tiles while, ia ttase of the pentagrid it is shared by two of
them only. This means that here, the continuation requiresaonstruction in parallel of four sequences
of tiles. The planes? and ¥ define four regions)s1, N2, N3 andny of the hyperbolic ® space. Each
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of them is the half of a half-space. Each sequence of tilssifiets own region;, different from the
regions of the others. Moreover, we distinguish a uppergadta lower with respect té¢’: two regions
are aboves# while the two others are below it.

We use again the colours defined for the pentagrid. One seguethe upper ones will be the
yellow one, the other will be mauve, a new colour, denote.bBoth sequences below” will be red.
Accordingly, each sequence knows whether it is above ombet6. But we shall see that this may
sometimes be disturbed.

FIGURE 6 The continuation process in the dodecagrid. In each pair,dft-, right hand side picture is the projection of the
cells above, below? respectively.

Figurel® illustrates the process, while Tablé 18 gives thesrwhich control the process.

Initially, there are twelve cells: six of them abow¢ and six of them belows#’. The yellow cell,
three mauve ones and two green ones which are ali6veeproduce the initial configuration for the
pentagrid, see Figuid 4. Below”, the four red cells are below the mauve and yellow ones. Tloe tw
green cells are below those which are abagte

The format of the rules is a bit different from what we havensieethe planar tilings. Here, a rule is
Written aswowow1wow3waWsWeW7WgWow10Ww11Wn, Wherew, is the current state of the cefl, with i in {0..11}
the state of the neighbouyi.e. the one which seen through the facef the cell. The new state of the
cell after the rule is applied i&,.

The rules can be formulated like this. A blank cell which seegeen one, stat#z, becomes pink,
statedy. A pink cell becomes blank unless it has two pink neighbohrsugh faces sharing an edge:
one pink neighbour is abov#&” and the other is below. In that case, the cell becomes gredast\the
green cell takes the colour of its neighbour on the same Imgarticular, if the cell is on the yellow
line, it takes the blank afZ.4"9. Mauve, yellow and red cells keep their colour. Figurk lssiitates this
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process giving, at each time two projections agta on the left-hand side, the cells above the plane, on
the right-hand side, the cells below it.

TABLE 18 Rules for the propagation of thD-structure in the dodecagrid.
The rules are rotationally independent.
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In the next subsection, the automaton defined by these riilldsevdenoted by??. Note that# has
five states in the case of the planar tilings and it has siestatthe case of the dodecagrid.

4.3 The results and their proofs

As already mentioned, we take into consideratigh4 g only. We are now with a cellular automaton

with 9 states which is actually universal up to the haltingt®fown computation. The automaton has

5 states or 6 states depending on whether we consider ther pilimgs or the dodecagrid respectively.

This means that the simple superposition®f/ ¢ with &7 would give us 14 or 15 states respectively.
Following the idea given i [7], we can improve such a resylidentifying states of”” with those

of Z .4 9. In [7], the identifications where performed according te ithemds;). In this scheme, the

first line indicates the states &f .49, the second and the third ones those®for the planar tilings and
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the dodecagrid respectively. The identified states areegdlace upon another. Of coursds identified
with any state ofZ.4"9. This means that, a priori, several states have a doublgpretation. As an
example A is a state ofZ .4 g while, by the identification, it is also the pink stated4a. The distinction
is obtained by the neighbouring of the considered cell. ke this example, a pink cell has a lot of
W-neighbours, more than a yellow cell. This entails that AamitainingA knows which rules it has to
apply: those ofZ.4"g or those of#.

_ 0 1 y A B T U 4

Y Y Y Y pY Y R W G (S1)

Y Y Y Y pY M R WG

The situation may be more intricate with other states, hbigtiiiot very difficult, we refer the reader
to [7] for corresponding explanations. There is just a défee with [7] where there was no process
of continuation in the D-cellular automaton. Here we have two continuation praeesdhe first one
concerns the construction of the hyperbolic structure. Wermtice that the speed of the growth of this

1 . . :
structure |s§, as a new cell is appended each second time. Now, in the yelidia; we also have the

. . . 1 .
continuation process a4 g which also advances at the speedthe distance between both processes

remains constant as long as the stopping signal did not thaaontinuation process ¢f .4 9. But this
raises no difficulty and can easily be absorbed by the saedapicted in[[7].
This allows us to state:

THEOREM 2 In each of the following tilings: the pentagrid and the heptd of the hyperbolic plane,
there is a deterministic, rotation invariant cellular au@ton with radiusl which hasl1l states and
which is strongly universal.

The goal of this section is to prove the following result:

THEOREM 3 In each of the following tilings: the pentagrid and the heptd of the hyperbolic plane
and also the dodecagrid of the hyperbdBD-space, there is a deterministic, rotation invariant aé&dr
automaton with radiud which hasl0 states and which is strongly universal.

Of course, Theorer 2 is also a corollary of Theoiém 3, and @s, sualso holds for the dodeca-
grid. However, following([7], it can be proved for the pentigigand the heptagrid, without reference to
Theoreni 8.

The identification which we shall now prove is given (8g).

_ 0 1 y A B T U 4
WY Y Y pY Y R G (S)
W Y Y Y pY M R G

In Sub-subsection 4.3.1 we explain why the identificatiopassible, and in Sub-subsection 413.2,
we give the rules of the automaton proving Theotém 3 afteidiatification.

Before turning to this problem, let us see why we cannot gth&urthan($;) in the identifying
process.

In [7] and in the construction we perform to prove Theoiemh®, $topping signal is a state 6P
which is captured by the red line, the mauve line in the castefdodecagrid, and which travels to
the right-hand side of the configuration. During this motitire signal destroys all states which do not
belong to the Turing machine, including the constructintigea of the lines when it reaches the pattern.
In [7] and here, the stopping signal is identifiedGtoDue to its nature, the stopping signal must not be
seen on the Turing part of the line before the end of the Tworgputation and it also must not be seen
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until this end by an ordinary red or mauve cell, otherwise, ¢hd of the computation would occur too
soon, ruining the simulation.

As shall soon be seei,is identified with the blank of#.4"9. This identification is not trivial and,
except the case of the heptagrid, it requires to modiyor the pentagrid and for the dodecagrid. Now,
it would be necessary to identifywith a state ofZ.4 g too. And this is not possible: besidésand4,
all states otZ.4"9 occur many times during the computation and are repeatedanyplaces seen by
ordinary red or mauve cells. For this reason, as it is seen fle beginning by ordinary red or mauve
cells, 4 cannot be the stopping signal. For what'jgt would occur in between two blanks of’ .4 g.
This means that two heads would be raised, starting new catigrs which are not at all connected
with the simulation. And soG remains the single candidate for the stopping signal anu fuhat we
have seen, it cannot be identified with a stateft’9. We denote by2 the new automaton resulting
from this identification and applying the rules.&f_1"g to the cells of the yellow line and the rules &t
for the cells of another type.

4.3.1 Proof of that the identification ($) holds

We successively examine the situation in the pentagridhdameptagrid and in the dodecagrid. The initial
configuration is similar in all cases and it will be precisdiscribed in the case of the pentagrid only.

Pentagrid

In this case, the identification afwith w raises a contradiction between the rules#fs g and those
of &7. During the computation, many Turing symbols remain somme tin between two blanks. This
is the case foa for instance. Now, such a state must not be changed, as loihgsa®t involved in a
collision with an impulsion. Now, according to the ident#ion, the neighbourhood of suahin the
scenario depicted in Sub-subsection 4.2.1 isw w w, as it can see only a red cell as a non-blank one.
The rule then should bet w w w w A. This is in contradiction with the rule T w w w w w telling that a
pale yellow cell seeing a single non-blank cell becomeskblan

Accordingly, the process of Sub-subsecfion 4.2.1 must hedu

Necessarily, we have to keep the rule w w w w w. The solution is to reinforce the way which
allows a cell to know for sure that it is on the yellow line. Ebat purpose, we introduce a new pattern
for the yellow cell. We decide that such a cell have a neightmad of the fornt 1 B B r, wherer, 1 is
the state of the left-, right-hand side neighbour respelstiof the considered yellow cetlwhose state
we denote by.

FigurelT illustrates the new implementation of the whole potation based on this new setting for
the yellow cells. The three rows of the figure illustrate theeé steps of the computation.

During the first step2 performs the computation of the simulated Turing machire&hconstructs
the line needed for the computation &f.4 . At this point, we can take advantage 6t in order to
provide the needed background to the yellow line. For thip@se, we no more need the action between
the statesy andB as depicted in Sectidn 2. It is enough to decide that the wetlell produced by
the transformation of the green cell of the yellow line is stateU. Then, the rules ofZ.4"g with the
statesy and4 allow to create the needed two blanks between two occursarfgeeach time the head of
the Turing machine goes out outside the current configuraiioits right-hand side end. Accordingly,
this will slightly simplify the action of the stopping sighalso, in the initial configuration, the segment
[c,d] contains the initial configuration a¥’.4"9. Giving 1 as coordinate for the first yellow cell at the
left-hand side of the configuration,can be given the coordinate 5, cell 1 beingirthe cells 2 up to 4
being blank. We decide that contains the last Turing symbol. Then,starting frda2 until d+4 the
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cells contairy and the celd+5 is green.

The last two rows of Figuriel 7 are devoted to the propagatiadheostopping signal and its action.
The second row of the figure shows us the occurrence of theistpsignal on the yellow line,
its immediate transfer to the red line and there, its pragoestowards the right-hand side end of the
configuration. The last row shows us what happens when tippistp signal arrives very close to the

end of the configuration and how it stops its progression.

Provided that rules can be defined to perform these variotisnac we shall look at this point in
Sub-subsection 4.3.2, we can now look at the different m&igthood of these cells in order to check
that the pattern we devised for the yellow cells also avoigdsanfusion in the computation ¢?. As
we identified the states o¥” with those of.Z .49, G being excepted, we shall formulate the new rules
for & in terms of states af#.4"g andG when this latter state is involved.

FIGURE 7 The new continuation in the pentagrid. First line: before 8topping signal. Second line: the stopping signal
was just triggered. Third line: the stopping signal reaclies pattern which constructs the line.

Let us first look at the yellow line.

We decide that the neighbourhood of a yellow cell is of thet@iBBr, wherel, r is the state of the
left-, right-hand side neighbour of the cell on the yellomeli We have to check that this allows a yellow
cell to know that it is such a cell and to correctly identify ieft- and right-hand side neighbours on the
yellow line.

Indeed, if1 or r is neitherB nor T, denote bya the neighbour which is different from bothandT.
Then, necessarily is in betweerB and theT which belongs to the red line. This allows to identify
correctly whethen is 1 orr. Now, consider the case when batlandr are equal t@® or T. They cannot
be both equal t@ as there is a singl@ on the yellow line. The can be both equalBpin which case
c = 1. Butthis situation gives rise to a single rule. And so, wesider the case whefi,r} = {B,T}.
Depending on whiclt is considered as that of the red line we have to consider tighimeurhoodBcT or
TcB. Now, Tabld 1D indicates thatcannot be in_, B, U, 4. Whenc is T or 0, only the neighbourhood
BcT exists on the yellow line which fixes the correct orientationl a single rule can be applied. When
is y or A, the only neighbourhood [BeB, also giving rise to a single rule. The remaining case is 1
but the two possible rules give the same state. And so, wiiatkee choice of the red, the correct new
state will be defined.
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We remain with the other situations regarding the red ankbwdine when the computation of the
simulated machine has been completed and what happensragfitthkand side end of the configuration.
We have tow other states: the detection of the stopping kigitiaits progression and the halting of the
computation, when the stopping signal reached the end afahfiguration. Tablels 19 and]20 show the
rules in a way where these contexts are clearly separatbddraie yellow and the for the red cells. A
close examination of the tables show that the neighboushanalved in these different kinds of cells
can never be confused.

And so, we can conclude that the new automaton satisfies qo@ement of the statement of Theo-
rem[3 for what is the pentagrid. Accordingly, the theoremravpd in this case.

Heptagrid

In the case of the heptagrid, the same problem as in the célse péntagrid happens with the state
when the blank ofZ .4 g is identified with that of%. Indeed, therule T ¢ w w w w w T may be raised
in the yellow line, far from the end. This would be the casedgellow state under the statevhen the
stopping signal running over the red line arrives in frontel in U on the yellow line. For that latter
cell, weneedtherule T ¢ wwwww A.

FIGURE 8 The new continuation in the heptagrid. First line: before #topping signal. Second line: the stopping signal
was just triggered. Third line: the stopping signal reaclies pattern which constructs the line.

As in the case of the pentagrid, the solution is to reinfoheeitlentification of the yellow cells. We
decide that they have a neighbourhood of the forme w B Y T. These tw@®’s are present in the initial
configuration and the construction of the line appends teorees as indicated in the first two rows of
Figure[8. In the situation of a cell in the statewe now have two differentruless T W w w w w T
anda ¢ w B w B W T A. The new structure of the rules on the yellow line can alsod®s sn the rules
of the cellular automaton for the heptagrid as displayeddyl@21. We can check on the rules that the
cells know their position without ambiguity. The patted#B allows a more clear identification that the
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patternBB in the case of the pentagrid. This can clearly be seen fromdighbourhood y B w B v T
which we can rewrite as x B w B z T. It is plain that whatever the values nfandz among the states
of £+ 9, asB never occurs on the red line, the pattBiWB cannot be placed at another site in the word.

Dodecagrid

In the dodecagrid, the neighbourhood of ayellow cetflssz w w x w w w w w w after the identifica-
tion (S). If x = Bandz = W, the cell knows that its back is the faceTinbut it may hesitate on which
U is its face 1. If it takes one choice, it considers that it leeagdply the instruction raised B/ y W and
if it takes the othel, the instruction is raised by y B. However, Tablé 12 shows the rules — y and
_oB — 1 and a lot of other examples which are kept&y 4 .

This forces us to define a new pattern which, as previouslyfaree the identification of the yellow
cells. But this time, the new scenario will reinforce thentication of each line. The new pattern is
illustrated by Figuré]9 and it consists in putting a non-klaell on the faces 6 and 7 of the cells, see
Figure[6 in Subsectidn 4.2.

FIGURE 9 Note that now, face§ and 7 are non-blank.

As far as faces 6 and 7 are no more blank, there is a single fdaekface 9, which is surrounded by
blank faces of the dodecahedron. Face 1 is opposite to facetBat face 1 is clearly identified. Now, we
decide that in the case of yellow cells, faces 6 and 7 aeevithnich is identified with the mauve colour.
Consider again a cell of the yellow line. There is at least fage inT and two contiguous faces i
not in contact with the face il and these three faces are around face 1 which is immediatatyified.
Let us check that the cell can now identify which face is fac# €here is no neighbour of the cell in
on the yellow line, then the cell has a single neighbour @nd it is seen through face 0 necessarily.
Assume that there is another cellTnand there is necessarily at most a single one. There cannot be
another one as there is at most one celf'ian the yellow line. Necessarily, thisface is in contact
with face O and with the faces i around face 1. There could be a confusion if the fifth face rmaou
face 1 would also be iB. But the confusion cannot happen. Looking at the pattefrnsndTzs in the
computation ofZ .4y, see Tablé_12, there is no such patterns when {_,B,4,U}, one of them exist
but not the others when € {0,y,A,T}. The single case when both patterns exist is whea 1 and,
in both cases, the corresponding rule produces the sanee Aad so, in all cases, but one only, face O
is clearly identified and in all cases, the applied rule akwaglds the right result.

Let us decide that faces 6 and 7 are red on the mauve line arfeeord lines too. This allows the
cells of these lines to easily know to which line they beloog &and which is their face 0. Remember
that a cell of the yellow line has at most tweneighbours after the identification (): the face which
looks at the red line below? and possibly, either face 2 or face 5 which are shared by ighheurs on
the yellow line. A cell of the mauve line has three or fauneighbours exactly: face 0, face 6 and face 7
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and, possibly, its face 1. As its faces 2 and 5 and the celf #s2 mauve or at most one of them is green,
this allows the cell to recognize that it is mauve. A cell ¢f tled line has at least fivieneighbours: its
faces 1, 2, 5, 6 and 7. Itis not important for a cell of this linédentify its face O: the cell is always red.

Note that this argument has to be tuned for the cells whictattiee ends of the configuration. At
the fixed end, the face 2 or 5, depending on the side with respet, arew. As these cells belong to
the initial configuration, faces 6 and 7 are fitted with therappate colour. This does not change the
distinction we have noted, so that each cell knows to whinld kibelongs. Consider the other end where
we have the constructing pattern. Initially, the four celte green. They have ninkneighbours, two
green neighbours and the last one has the colour of the limdniich they belong. Accordingly, at the
next step, they take the appropriate colour. Note that adrreviously, the yellow cell has the state
The ninew-cells turn toA. Now, as can be checked on Figures$ 10[and 12 as well as in[T2pfac2s 6
and 7 take the appropriate colour: they have the colour oféfighey can see through their face 0 and
through face 1 they can see anotherell. The cell need not know which is its face 0. What is intpot
is the number of cells and the other non-blank colours. Ifgtege two of them, if the yellow colour is
among them, remember that here the yellow cologr, the cell turns to mauve, otherwise it turns to red.
Accordingly, the process described in Subsediioh 4.2 iecty implemented.

This allows us to transport the construction indicated guFe[7 in the case of the pentagrid. This
can be seen on Figurés]10)] 11 12. Each figure consistssobfseto pictures as mentioned in
Figure[3: one picture is the projection ont& from above of the cells in contact with this plane and
which lie upon it. The other picture, somehow smaller, isghgection ontos# again, but from below,
of the cells in contact with7Z and which are below the plane. In the pictures of Figlrés 1idh
showing the projection abov#’, we can see the that the computation is exactly the same agureH.

Table[22 also shows that the process illustrated by Figdie @é@rrectly implemented. In particular,
we note the rules which make the last cells of the yellow andvedines disappear, involving the
successive vanishings of the green cells: when no more gedkis generated, the process stops as the
A-cells with no support disappear.

FIGURE 10 The simultaneous construction of the lines.
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FIGURE 12 The stopping signal reaches the end and halts the compaotatio
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4.3.2 Completing the proof of Theoreni B: the rules

In this subsection, we summarize the previous analyzes\igggthe rules of the cellular automaton
which proves Theoreml 3. We have an instance of the automatagath tiling we consider. We shall
successively consider the case of the pentagrid, the héptaigd then the dodecagrid. In each case,
we consider that the format of a rulevgwiwowswawswg in the pentagridwowiwowswawswewywg in the
heptagrid andicwowiwowswawswgwywswowiowi1wn for the dodecagrid where, in that latter casgjs the
current state of the cell ang, its new state after the application of the rule. In each déeasontext of

the rulep written as a word, is the subwordsuch thaipp = Kw, wherew, is the new state of the cell.

Pentagrid

The rules for the cellular automaton in this case are listethables 1B and 20. The first table gives
the rule for the cells belonging to the yellow line and thedigihbours which do not belong to the red
one. The rules are adapted to the description of the inibiafiguration given in Sub-subsectibn 4]3.1.

Each table is divided into three parts: the continuationhefline, the occurrence of the stopping
signal and its progression on the red line to the end of thégumation and, when the end is reached,
the halting of the cellular automaton.

TABLE 19 New rules for the pentagrid: continuation of the line, trégrsof the stopping signal and completion of the
computation for the yellow cells and their non-red neighisoln the tabley replace any state o¥. 4 g. Different occurrences
of Y in the same rule may represent different states. Alsepresents the symbols of the Turing machioge1, y or A. The
rules are rotationally independent.

-- yellow line and its -- 01 2 3 4 5 6 -- 01 2 3 4 5 6
-- non-red neighbours - -
-- Y T Y B B Y Y 0O T W B B W O
-- the computation AU W W W W W x G W B B W x
-- and continuing AU B W W W B W G W B B x W
-- the line AAA U W W WG W G x B B W W
-- G G U W W W U U G W B B U W
-- 01 2 3 4 5 6 W A AW W W W B AW W WWB
-- B Y W W W W B -
W W W W W W W B Y B W W W B -- halting of the
W T W W W W W B B Y W W W B - computation
WY W W WWW U TUA A AT -
B T T B B W B -- U W W B B G W
W T B B B W W --  stopping signal: U W W A A A W
W T W B B W B - source and motion W W W B B G W
W T W B B Y W -- W W W B B W W
W G W W W W A G W W W W W W
W G B W W W A AB W W W W W
AT A W W W G

o==a+H
QA4
==Q=0
0w www
0w wmw
Q=9
o==s0®
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TABLE 20 New rules for the pentagrid: continuation of the line, trégrsof the stopping signal and completion of the
computation for the red cells and their non-yellow neighisoT he rules are rotationally independent.

-- red line and its - stopping signal: -- halting of the
-- non-yellow neighbours - source and motion - computation
-- the computation -- 01 2 3 4 5 6 -- 01 2 3 4 5 6
-- and continuing - --
-- the line T T G T W W G T GU G W W G
-- T T W G W W T T G U A A A W
-- 01 2 3 4 5 6 T G Y T W W G T T W W W W T
-- W A G W W W W W T UG W W W
T B T W W W T T T 0 G A A T G G W W W W W
T T T W W W T T T Y G A W T W W U A A AW
T T Y T W W T G T YT WWT A AW W W W W
T T U A A AT
T T U G W W T
G T G W W W T

The rules were established from a careful analysis of Fi@igoing cell after cell along the lines,
first the yellow one and then the red one. It is not difficult heck that there is no contradiction in the
rules and that they completely describe the working of thiellee automaton. This completes the proof
of Theoreni_ B for the pentagrid. They are also rotation imvari

Heptagrid

The rules for the cellular automaton in the heptagrid atedisn Tabld 2IL. They are also established
from Figure 8 exactly in the same way as the rules for the peictavere deduced from Figufé 7. As can
be seen from Figurld 8 there are much less rules than in theotétse heptagrid. This is why we have a
single table. The rules for the cells of the yellow line nesd tolumns while the last one is devoted to
the cells of the red line. Here too, we can check that the rmlesoherent, rotation invariant and they
completely describe the motion of the cellular automaton.
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TABLE 21 New rules for the heptagrid: continuation of the line, trégrsof the stopping signal and completion of the
computation. First two columns: the rules for the yellowlseaind their non-red neighbours. Third column: the rules tfoe
red cells and their non-yellow neighbours. In the tabegplace any state a#.4"g. Different occurrences of in the same
rule may represent different states. Algagpresents the symbols of the Turing machidet, y or A. The rules are rotationally
independent.

-- yellow line and its - stopping signal: -- red line and its
-- non-red neighbours - source and motion -- non-yellow neighbours
-- the computation -- 01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 -- the computation
-- and continuing - -- and continuing
-- the line T T 0 B W B y T G -- the line
-- 0O T W B WIBTT W --
-- 01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 y T TBWBWTW - 012 3 45 6 7 8
-- B G W WWWWW B --
W W W W W WwWw W W Y T Y B WIBY G Y T B T W W W W WT
W T W WWWWWW Y G Y B WIBYTY T T B T W W W W T
WY W W WWWWW U TYBWBUG W T T UG W W W W T
B B WTTTWWB W T Y B WBUG W --
W T B B W B WT W -- --  stopping signal:
Y T Y B W B Y T Y -- halting of the -- source and motion
B Y Y W WWWWB -- computation -
B GUWWWWW B -- T T W G T W W W G
W G B W WWWW W U G U B WBGT W T T G W T W W W T
W TG W W W W W A W T W B W B U W W T T Y Y G W W W T
W A G WWWW W G W T W B W B U W W T GY Y T W W W G
W G B W WWWW W UTWWBWW G W G T Y Y TWWWT
W B Y B W W W W W B U WWWWWW B --
G T U W WWWW G B G W W W W W W B -- halting of the
G A TUDBWWWU B W W W W W W W B -- computation
W G U WWW W W B W T UDB WBUW W --
W T UDB W B W W W T GU G A W W W W
AAG W W W W WW W T UG W W WWW W
G AW W B WWWW

This completes the proof of Theorérn 3 in the case of the hdadtag
Dodecagrid

Table[22 gives the rules for the computation of the cellulao@aton in the case of the dodecagrid.
The rules were established from an analysis of Figures 1andl2.

We remark that the scenario is very close to what was peridimehe pentagrid. As in the previous
tables, the states are those®t 1 9 to which we append the state As noted in the study of the figures,
most of the cells have a structure in which six faces are blamking a ring around a face in a single
way. This remarkable feature allows us to establish theiostanvariance of the cellular automaton
as well as to check the coherence of the rules. Also, the ndewletely describe the working of the
automaton.

This completes the proof of Theorér 3 in the case of the daplieca

5 Conclusion

Theorem$ 2 and 3 significantly improve the result of [7, 8].férsas known to the author, Theorém 1 is
the best result on a small strongly universal cellular awgtimm on the line.
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 91011 n

cell of the automaton and that the colummepresents its new state after the application of the rulee fiules are rotationally
0

independent.

TABLE 22 Rules for the propagation of thED-structure in the dodecagrid and for the stopping of the potation of &
once.Z./ detected the halting of the simulated computation. Remethaethe columrc represents the current state of a
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PPl s<gs<s<<MmBH HFRFHEHFEHEHBRBHBHBHEE HOHFBHBHBHOEZ=

-- halting the computation

-- stopping signal

_AAAAAAAAAWWW

“TYOGWWBGBB MDD

_BGUUUWGGG

==== MME>EHEHEDMBHEHE<IDMBEBE M>>M>HEHBEEBEEE=EEHE
==== EEEEEEEEEEEEEE=E EECaEESSE==E==E=E
==== EEEEEEEEEEEEEE=E EECaEESSE==E=E==E=E
==== EEEEEEEEEEEEEE=E EECaEESSE==E=E=E
==== EEEEEEEEEEEEEEE EESAEES<SE=E=E=E==E=E
==== a HFOomMMOMEHEEMBEEREEREEEEE=E FO<<<<bERE<<<<=E=E===
==== m HFOomMMOMEHEEMBEEREEREEEEEE ° FO<<<<bHEHR<<<<==E=E===
==== .m PEM>=EHDUVHULUED=E=EH m M><<>HEHESsBHE=E===3=
==== m.. EEEEEEEEEEEEEE=E .m EECaEESSE==E==E=E
==== ..M EEEEEEEEEEEEEE=E ..Mo EECaEESSE==E==E=E
==== m EEErPHPOMUODEHEEMEHE m M>rOM<lBHEHBR<EE=E=<=
==== .m MMOMMAMEHEEM>EHEEREEOBLY .m ~OrMNEHEHRBREREEEESBE<
=m> e .ﬂ HEHEEHEFOAOBEHEEMO>PODOODU m HFEHEHEBEM>M>>M>EFHMAM
I =EEE=1 1 1 MMAES>HEHEDMOBHEHEISOSTU | “ MMl <<t

version Complex System%(1), pp. 1-16.
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