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In causal set theory, cycles of cosmic expansion and collapse are modelled by causal sets with
“breaks” and “posts” and a special role is played by cyclic dynamics in which the universe goes
through perpetual cycles. We identify and characterise two algebras of observables for cyclic dy-
namics in which the causal set universe has infinitely many breaks. The first algebra is constructed
from the cylinder sets associated with finite causal sets that have a single maximal element and
offers a new framework for defining cyclic dynamics as random walks on a novel tree. The second
algebra is generated by a collection of stem-sets and offers a physical interpretation of the observ-
ables in these models as statements about unlabeled stems with a single maximal element. There
are analogous theorems for cyclic dynamics in which the causal set universe has infinitely many
posts.

I. INTRODUCTION

Within causal set theory, sequential growth dynamics
form a concrete theory space in which to explore ideas
for cosmology [1–12].

In this work, we explore a class of sequential growth
dynamics that is of particular interest to cosmology:
cyclic sequential growth models, in which the causal set
(causet) universe goes through perpetual cycles of ex-
pansion and contraction punctuated by breaks, where a
break is an ordered partition (Ã, B̃) of the causet that

satisfies a ≺ b ∀ a ∈ Ã, b ∈ B̃. A subclass of causets with
infinitely many breaks is that of causets with infinitely
many posts, where a post is a single causet element with
a break immediately below it and a break immediately
above it. An illustration is shown in Fig.1.

FIG. 1: An illustration of breaks and posts. The dotted
lines highlight the boundary between the past and the
future of the breaks. Left: a causal set with a single

break. The subcauset below (above) the dotted line is
the past (future) of the break. Right: a causal set with
two breaks and a post—the element 5—between them.

Cyclic models play a central role in the causal set cos-
mological paradigm, a heuristic that aims to explain the
emergence of a flat, homogeneous and isotropic cosmos
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directly from the quantum gravity era [7–9]. This pro-
posal is one of several in a recent trend to develop theories
of cyclic or bouncing cosmologies and determine their im-
plications for fundamental physics. In this work, we take
a step towards advancing this school of thought within
causal set theory. The cyclic models which we study are
those dynamics which give rise to cyclic universes and our
aim is to investigate the question: what are the physical
observables (covariant events) in these cyclic models?

We note that the cosmological paradigm within which
we will be working pertains only to the causal set space-
time, not to any matter living on it. Whether a causal
set is enough to give rise to matter degrees of freedom
[1] or whether one requires additional structure such as
a field living on the causal set [13, 14] is still unknown.
Whichever the case may be, this simplified cosmologi-
cal paradigm will act as a guide to building a causal set
cosmology.

In section II we review the concepts of sequential
growth models, events and covariant events and known
results. In section III we identify a σ-algebra Rb that
forms a complete set of covariant events in cyclic dy-
namics. We prove that Rb can be constructed using a
particular subcollection of the cylinder sets and discuss
the implications of the result for the search for classical
and quantum cyclic dynamics. However, we note that the
physical interpretation of events in Rb remains obscure
and in section IV we identify a second σ-algebra of ob-

servables, R(Ŝ) that endows each observable in a cyclic
dynamics with a physical interpretation. We prove that
this physically meaningful algebra exhausts the algebra
of covariant events in a well defined way. We will con-
sider in detail the general cyclic dynamics defined above
in which the infinitely many epochs (cycles) are sepa-
rated by breaks. At the end of the paper, in section V
we describe how our results carry over mutatis mutandis
to the special case where the epochs are separated by
posts.
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II. BACKGROUND

A. Sequential growth dynamics and covariant
events

A sequential growth dynamics is a probability space
(Ω̃, R̃, µ). Ω̃ is the set of causal sets (causets, for short)
on the ground-set N that satisfy x ≺ y =⇒ x < y
for all x, y ∈ N, where ≺ denotes the partial ordering.
Let C̃n denote a causet on ground-set [0, n−1] satisfying

x ≺ y =⇒ x < y. For each C̃n there is the cylinder set,

cyl(C̃n) := {C̃ ∈ Ω̃ | C̃|[0,n−1] = C̃n}, (1)

where C̃|[0,n−1] denotes the restriction of C̃ to [0, n− 1].

R̃ is the σ-algebra generated by the cylinder sets.
The measure µ is the extension–via the Fundamental

Theorem of Measure Theory [15]–of the measure on the
semi-ring of cylinder sets given by a random walk on
labeled poscau. Labeled poscau is a directed tree in which
each C̃n is a node and D̃m ≺ C̃n ⇐⇒ D̃m is a stem (a

finite down-set) in C̃n (Fig.2). Then µ(cyl(C̃n)) = P(C̃n),

where P(C̃n) is the probability that the random walk goes

through the node C̃n [1, 10].

FIG. 2: The first three levels of labeled poscau.

The algebra of covariant events, R, is a subalgebra of
R̃:

R := {E ∈ R̃|C̃ ∈ E and C̃ ∼= C̃ ′ =⇒ C̃ ′ ∈ E}, (2)

where ∼= denotes equivalence under order-isomorphism.
Within this framework for the dynamics of a discrete

universe, the events in R are the physical “observables”
(or beables)[3]. Each event E in R corresponds to the
question “Does E happen?” to which the measure re-
sponds: “Yes, with probability µ(E)” (or “Almost surely
no” if µ(E) = 0).

B. Rogues

Looking closely, one finds that a generic event in R
has no obvious physical interpretation. However there
exists a strictly smaller σ-algebra whose elements do have
a clear physical meaning. Let Cn denote an unlabeled
causet (or order), i.e. the order-isomorphism equivalence

class of which the causet C̃n is a representative. For each
Cn, define the stem-set,

stem(Cn) :=
⋃
cyl(D̃m), (3)

where the union is over causets D̃m that contain a stem
that is order-isomorphic to C̃n, for all m (see Fig.3 for
an illustration of stem). Let S and R(S) denote the set
of stem-sets for all n and the σ-algebra generated by S,
respectively. The elements of S have a comprehensible
physical meaning: they correspond to countable logical
combinations of statements like “the causet has a stem
isomorphic to a representative of the finite order Cn.”
R(S) is the prime example of a physically comprehensible
subalgebra of the covariant event algebra R.

FIG. 3: An illustration of the concept of stem. Left: the
sub-causet highlighted in yellow is a stem (down-set)

because it contains its own past. Right: the sub-causet
highlighted in yellow is not a stem because it contains

the element 4 but it does not contain the element 3
which lies to the past of 4.

What physics does R(S) leave out, what physical in-
formation is not captured by the stem questions? The
answer, almost by definition, is that stem questions can-
not distinguish between two causets that have the same
stems. We call an infinite causet Ũ ∈ Ω̃ a rogue if there
exists some Ṽ 6∼= Ũ such that Ṽ ∈ stem(Cn) if and only

if Ũ ∈ stem(Cn), for all stem(Cn) ∈ S. Let Θ denote
the set of rogues. In [3, 16] it was proved that Θ is mea-
surable (i.e. Θ ∈ R) and indeed that Θ ∈ R(S). The
main theorem of [3] is that for every event E ∈ R, there
is an event E ′ ∈ R(S) such that E4E ′ ⊂ Θ. It is in this
precise technical sense that the rogues make up the dif-
ference between the covariant events and the stem events
(elements of the stem event algebra R(S)).

We can go a little further and prove

Lemma 0. Let E ∈ R. Then E ∩Θc ∈ R(S) and E ∪Θ ∈
R(S), where the superscript c denotes complement in Ω̃.

Proof. Define F := E ∩ Θc ∈ R. By the theorem
mentioned above there is some F ′ ∈ R(S) such that
(F \F ′)∪ (F ′ \ F) ⊂ Θ. This implies F ′ \ F ⊂ Θ. Since
F ∩ Θ = ∅, we have F = F ′ \ Θ. And since Θ ∈ R(S),
we have E ∩Θc ∈ R(S).

Now define G := E ∪Θ ∈ R. Then there is a G′ ∈ R(S)
such that (G \G′)∪ (G′ \G) ⊂ Θ. This implies G \G′ ⊂ Θ.
And so G = G′ ∪ Θ. And since Θ ∈ R(S), we have



3

E ∪Θ ∈ R(S).

Thus, removing the rogues from a covariant event turns
it into a stem event. And adding all the rogues to a
covariant event turns it into a stem event. This motivates
the defining of another algebra that will have a direct
analogue when we come to discuss cyclic dynamics in the
next section. LetRΘ be the the σ-algebra of all covariant
events that either contain all the rogues or contain no
rogues:

RΘ := {E ∈ R |Θ ⊆ E or Θ ⊆ Ec} . (4)

In any dynamics in which the rogues have measure zero,
i.e. µ(Θ) = 0, RΘ is then a sort of doubled physical event
algebra

RΘ = (R∩Θc) t (R∪Θ) (5)

where

R∩Θc :={E ∩Θc | E ∈ R} (6)

R∪Θ :={E ∪Θ | E ∈ R} . (7)

C. CSG models, a special class

Crucially, it was also proved that in every Classical
Sequential Growth (CSG) model, the most-studied class
of sequential growth dynamics [1], the set of rogues Θ
has measure zero [3, 16]. Combined with the measure
independent theorem stated above, this means that in
every CSG model, for every covariant event there is a
stem event such that their difference is of measure zero.
Indeed, the lemma proved above says that removing the
rogues from a covariant event turns it into a stem event
and in dynamics satisfying µ(Θ) = 0, such as CSG mod-
els, µ(E) = µ(E ∩ Θc) for any covariant event E . So,
for CSG models, a physically motivated class of sequen-
tial growth dynamics, the stem observables exhaust the
physical observables in this well-defined sense.

Finally we can summarise the relations between the
σ-algebras mentioned so far:

R∩Θc ⊂ RΘ ⊂ R(S) ⊂ R . (8)

R(S) is, in this sense, an “over-complete” set of observ-
ables in dynamics in which the set of rogues has measure
zero. It is the simple physical interpretation of R(S) that
makes it the most meaningful choice of physical event
algebra, or its elements the most meaningful choice of
physical observables.

The significance of the results about R(S) is two-fold.
First, as mentioned above, we can now assign a clear
meaning to every dynamically relevant observable in dy-
namics satisfying µ(Θ) = 0: it is a logical combination of
statements about which (unlabeled) stems are contained

in the causet spacetime. For example, the statement “the
causal set universe has a unique minimal element” cor-
responds to a stem event because it is equivalent to the
statement “the causal set universe does not contain the
2-antichain as a stem”. This event is particularly inter-
esting for causal set cosmology, as it can be interpreted
as a Big Bang event. Second, this result has led to the
construction of covtree—a tree on which every random
walk corresponds directly to a measure on R(S) (and
vice versa)—a new tool for studying causal set dynam-
ics [10–12]. More generally, a better understanding of
the structure and sub-algebras of R can enable us to de-
velop new methods through which to define a measure µ
and thus to establish new avenues for seeking physically
motivated dynamics.

III. CYCLIC MODELS AND OBSERVABLES
FROM PRINCIPAL CYLINDER SETS

A. Cyclic models

Our theory space is that of the sequential growth mod-
els of section II A of which CSG models are a special case.
Our theorems make no use of the particular properties of
CSG models but we have them in mind as a physically
motivated class of models to which we can apply the the-
orems.

Let us call a causet with infinitely many breaks, a cyclic
causet and let B∞ denote the event that the causet is
cyclic, i.e.,

B∞ := {C̃ ∈ Ω̃|C̃ contains infinitely many breaks}. (9)

Lemma 1. B∞ ∈ R(S).

Proof. Let event Γn(An) be the event “the causet has a
break with past An” where An is an n-order. In [11] it
was proved that the event Γn(An) is a stem event:

Γn(An) = stem(Ân)
⋂

Xn+1 6=Ân

stem(Xn+1)c , (10)

where Ân is the covering order of An, the (n + 1)-order
formed by adding a single element that is above every
element of An, and where the intersection is over all (n+

1)-orders not equal to Ân. Now let event Γn be the event
“the causet has a break the cardinality of whose past is
n” (n > 0 by definition of break).

Γn =
⋃
An

Γn(An) , (11)

where the union is over all n-orders.
Bc∞ is the event that the causet has finitely many

breaks. A causet has finitely many breaks if there ex-
ists a k ∈ N such that it has no break whose past has
cardinality greater than k. Let ∆k be the event that the
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causet has no break whose past has cardinality greater
than k.

∆k =

∞⋂
n=k+1

Γc
n . (12)

And then

Bc∞ =

∞⋃
k=0

∆k . (13)

Hence, B∞ and its complement are elements ofR(S).

SinceR(S) ⊂ R, every event inR(S) is measureable in
any sequential growth model. Therefore, it is a corollary
of lemma 1 that B∞ is measureable in any sequential
growth model. This result enables us to define a cyclic
model as follows: a cyclic model is a sequential growth
model in which µ(B∞) = 1.

A cyclic model may or may not be a CSG model and a
CSG model may or may not be cyclic, though the best-
understood growth dynamics—Transitive Percolation—
is both, since it is a CSG model in which the causet
spacetime almost surely has infinitely many posts [17–
21].

Our motivation for studying cyclic models is the key
role that they play in the the causal set comological
paradigm that aims to explain the emergence of a flat, ho-
mogeneous and isotropic cosmos directly from the quan-
tum gravity era [7–9]. Our goal in this paper, is to classify
the observables in these models.

Now, in analogy to definition 4, we define Rb to be the
σ-algebra of all covariant events that either contain all or
none of the causets which are not cyclic:

Rb :={E ∈ R|Bc∞ ⊆ E or Bc∞ ⊆ Ec}
= (R∩ B∞) t (R∪ Bc

∞) ,
(14)

where Bc∞ denotes the complement of B∞, i.e. the set
of causets which are not cyclic. It follows from our def-
inition of cyclic models that µ(Bc∞) = 0 in any cyclic
model, and therefore Rb exhausts the covariant events in
a cyclic model in the same way thatRΘ does in dynamics
which satisfy µ(Θ) = 0. Note, however that the events in
Rb are not necessarily stem events and so do not in gen-
eral have a physical interpretation. In section IV we will
prove a theorem in exactly analogous form to the result
of [3] and identify the covariant, physically interpretable
observables in a cyclic dynamics.

B. Rb is generated by principal cylinder sets

In this subsection, we prove that Rb contains exactly
the covariant events in the sigma algebra that is gener-
ated by a strict subset of the set of all cylinder sets.

The following terminology will be useful. We call C̃n a
principal causet if (i) it is a causet on ground-set [0, n−1]
satisfying x ≺ y =⇒ x < y, and (ii) it has a unique

maximal element. If a principal causet C̃n is a subcauset
of some C̃ ∈ Ω̃ then C̃n is a stem in C̃ and we say that
C̃n is a principal stem in C̃. We call cyl(C̃n) a principal

cylinder set if C̃n is a principal causet. Let R̃b denote
the σ-algebra generated by the set of all principal cylinder
sets.

As we will prove below, the notion of principal causets
and principal cylinder sets is closely related to the no-
tion of observables in cyclic dynamics. At this stage, we
can already develop an intuition for why this is the case.
Suppose the left hand diagram of Fig.1 represents a break
(Ã, B̃) in a cyclic causet C̃, and let n := |Ã|. Then ele-

ment n is a minimal element in B̃ and the causet Ã∪{n}
is a principal causet and a principal stem in C̃. One can
also see that every stem of cardinality n+ 1 in C̃ is iso-
morphic to Ã ∪ {n}. So, every cyclic causet C̃ contains
countably many principal stems — one for each break
— and every stem in C̃ is contained within some prin-
cipal stem in C̃. The intuition is that all the physical
information about C̃ is encoded in the principal stems it
contains. In the rest of this section, we make this intu-
ition mathematically precise.

We can now state our theorem:

Theorem 2. Rb = R̃b ∩R ,

and we spend the rest of this subsection proving it.
We will use the following terminology when discussing

breaks. Given a break (Ã, B̃), Ã and B̃ are called the
past and the future of the break, respectively. If a causet
C̃ contains more than one break we order its breaks by
the cardinality of their pasts: (Ã1, B̃1), (Ã2, B̃2), ... where

|Ã1| < |Ã2| < .... The pasts of the breaks are a nested in-

creasing sequence of stems (finite down sets): Ã1 ⊂ Ã2 ⊂
Ã3 . . . . The futures of the breaks are a nested decreasing
sequence of infinite up sets: B̃1 ⊃ B̃2 ⊂ B̃3 . . . .

A segment (or epoch) is a subcauset that lies be-

tween two consecutive breaks (i.e. the segments of C̃ are

A1, A2 \ A1, A3 \ A2, ...). If C̃ contains exactly k breaks
where 0 < k <∞ then Bk is also a segment, the infinite
final epoch. If C̃ contains no breaks then C̃ itself is the
only segment in C̃.

Let F̃ ⊂ Ω̃ denote the set of all infinite causets that
contain finitely many principal causets as stems (i.e. C̃ ∈
F̃ ⇐⇒ ∃ m ∈ N such that, for all n > m, C̃|[0,n]

contains at least two maximal elements).

Lemma 3. C̃ ∈ Bc∞ if and only if there exists some

D̃ ∈ F̃ such that D̃ ∼= C̃.

Proof. Note that F̃ ⊂ Bc
∞, since a causet with infinitely

many breaks necessarily contains infinitely many prin-
cipal causets as stems. Therefore, if there exists some
D̃ ∈ F̃ such that D̃ ∼= C̃ then C̃ ∈ Bc∞.

To prove the converse, let C̃ ∈ Bc∞ and let N be the

cardinality of the past of the last break in C̃. Suppose C̃
contains infinitely many principal causets as stems and
consider the infinite sequence,

n1 < n2 < ... ≡ (ni)



5

of integers ni > N + 1 for which the restriction C̃|[0,ni] is
a principal causet (i.e. ni � x ∀ x < ni).

We now construct a bijection g : C̃ → N and define
D̃ ∈ Ω̃ to be the infinite causet in which x ≺ y ⇐⇒
g−1(x) ≺ g−1(y) in C̃. The definition of D̃ ensures that

D̃ ∼= C̃ and our construction of g ensures that D̃ ∈ F̃ .
This proves the claim.

Set g(x) = x ∀ x < n1. Set g(n1) = n1+1 (this ensures

that D̃|[0,n1] will not be a principal causet). Let n∗1 denote
the smallest integer greater than n1 that satisfies both
n∗1 6� n1 and n∗1 6� y for at least one y < n1 − 1 in

C̃. (Such an integer surely exists because otherwise C̃
would contain a break with past [0, n1 − 1], which is a
contradiction.) Set g(x) = x + 1 ∀ n1 < x < n∗1 and
g(n∗1) = n1.

Now, define m2 to be equal to the smallest entry in
(ni) that is larger than n∗1. Set g(x) = x ∀ n∗1 < x < m2.

Set g(m2) = m2 + 1 (this ensures that D̃|[0,m2] will not
be a principal causet). Let n∗2 denote the smallest integer
greater than m2 that satisfies both n∗2\m2 and m∗2 6� y

for at least one y < m2−1 in C̃. Set g(x) = x+1 ∀ m2 <
x < n∗2 and g(n∗2) = m2. Repeat this process with m2 →
m3, n

∗
2 → n∗3 etc.

FIG. 4: Illustration of lemma 3. C̃ ∈ Bc∞, since it

contains no breaks. C̃ 6∈ F̃ , since C̃|[0,2n] is a principal

causet ∀ n ∈ N. D̃ ∈ F̃ , since D̃|[0,n] is not a principal
causet ∀ n > 0.

Corollary 4. If E ∈ R and F̃ ⊂ E then Bc∞ ⊆ E.

Lemma 5. Let E ∈ R̃b ∩R. E ∩ Bc∞ 6= ∅ =⇒ Bc∞ ⊆ E .

Proof. For each principal causet C̃n let S(C̃n) denote the
set of principal causets with cardinality greater than n
whose restriction to [0, n− 1] is C̃n, and define

ΓC̃n
:= cyl(C̃n) \

⋃
D̃m∈S(C̃n)

cyl(D̃m). (15)

ΓC̃n
is the set of infinite causets that (i) contain the prin-

cipal causet C̃n as a stem and (ii) contain no principal
causet of cardinality greater than n as a stem. We will
use the following properties:

1. Each ΓC̃n
is an atom of R̃b (i.e. the elements of

ΓC̃n
cannot be separated by the principal cylinder

sets).

2. The collection of all the ΓC̃n
is a partition of F̃

(since every C̃ ∈ F̃ is contained in some ΓC̃n
and

for any two principal causets C̃n 6= D̃m we have
ΓC̃n
∩ ΓD̃m

= ∅).

Given a principal causet C̃n, let X̃C̃n
∈ Ω̃ denote the

infinite causet whose restriction to [0, n − 1] is C̃n and
in which all elements m ≥ n are unrelated to all others.
Let X̃ ′

C̃n
denote a causet isomorphic to X̃C̃n

in which the

element 0 is unrelated to all others. Then X̃C̃n
∈ ΓC̃n

and X̃ ′
C̃n
∈ ΓC̃1

.

Suppose ΓC̃1
⊂ E ∈ R̃b ∩ R. Since ΓC̃1

⊂ E we have

X̃ ′
C̃n
∈ E for all principal causets C̃n. Since E is covariant,

X̃C̃n
∈ E for every principal C̃n. Hence, by property 1,

ΓC̃n
⊂ E for every principal C̃n. By property 2, F̃ ⊂ E

and by corollary 4, Bc∞ ⊆ E .

Now, consider any E ∈ R̃b∩R for which E∩Bc∞ 6= ∅ and

let C̃ ∈ E ∩Bc
∞. Then there exists some D̃ ∼= C̃ and some

C̃n such that D̃ ∈ ΓC̃n
and therefore ΓC̃n

⊂ E . Hence

X̃C̃n
∈ ΓC̃n

. Since E is covariant, X̃ ′
C̃n
∈ E . Therefore

ΓC̃1
⊂ E , which completes the proof.

Corollary 6. R̃b ∩R ⊆ Rb.

Lemma 7. B∞ ∈ R̃b.

Proof. Consider the collection of C̃n that contain no
breaks. We enumerate these causets using the label
i ∈ N, so that C̃ni

is the ith causet that contains
no breaks and its cardinality is ni. We will use the
string C̃ni1

...C̃nik−2
C̃nik−1

to represent the finite princi-

pal causet which has k segments and whose jth segment is
(canonically order-isomorphic to) C̃nij

for 1 ≤ j ≤ k− 1.

For each causet C̃ni1
that contains no breaks, define

the set,

B1(C̃ni1
) :=

∞⋂
k=2

⋃
cyl(C̃ni1

C̃ni2
...C̃nik−1

C̃nik
), (16)

where the union is over all sequences (i2, ...., ik) of natural

numbers. Note that if C̃ ∈ B1(C̃ni1
) then C̃ni1

is the

first segment in C̃, and therefore C̃ contains at least one
break. Additionally, if C̃ ∈ B∞ and C̃ni1

is the first

segment in C̃ then C̃ ∈ B1(C̃ni1
).

We now generalise (16) to any l ≥ 1. Given a string

C̃ni1
...C̃nil

of finite causets that contain no breaks define
the set

Bl(C̃ni1
...C̃nil

) :=

∞⋂
k=l+1

⋃
cyl(C̃ni1

...C̃nil
C̃nil+1

...C̃nik
)

(17)



6

where the union is over all sequences (il+1, ...., ik) of nat-

ural numbers. If C̃ ∈ Bl(C̃ni1
...C̃nil

) then C̃ni1
, ..., C̃nil

are the first l segments in C̃ (and therefore C̃ contains at

least l breaks). Additionally, if C̃ ∈ B∞ and C̃ni1
, ..., C̃nil

are the first l segments in C̃ then C̃ ∈ Bl(C̃ni1
...C̃nil

).
Define,

Bl :=
⋃
Bl(C̃ni1

C̃ni2
...C̃nil

), (18)

where the union is over all sequences (i1, ..., il). For each

l, Bl ⊃ B∞ and if C̃ ∈ Bl then C̃ contains at least l
breaks. Therefore,

B∞ =

∞⋂
l=1

Bl. (19)

Lemma 8. Rb ⊆ R̃b ∩R.

Proof. First, we show that if E ∈ R and E ⊆ B∞ then
E ∈ R̃b ∩R.

Let E ∈ R and E ⊆ B∞. Then Θ ∈ Ec and therefore
E ∈ R(S). Moreover, E is in the restriction of R(S) to
B∞, where the restriction is defined by,

R(S) ∩ B∞ := {G ∩ B∞|G ∈ R(S)}, (20)

and is countably generated by the collection,

S ∩ B∞ := {stem(Cn) ∩ B∞|stem(Cn) ∈ S}. (21)

Using definition (3) we can write,

stem(Cn) ∩ B∞ =
(⋃

cyl(D̃m)
)
∩ B∞, (22)

where the union is over all causets D̃m for all m that
contain a stem that is order-isomorphic to a representa-
tive of Cn. Now, note that any causet in cyl(D̃m) ∩ B∞
contains infinitely many breaks and therefore has a prin-
cipal stem of cardinality > m that contains D̃m as stem.
Therefore, we can restrict the domain of the union in (22)

to the set of principal causets D̃m for all m that contain
a stem that is order-isomorphic to a representative of Cn.
Combined with lemma 7, this proves that every set of the
form (22) is contained in R̃b and hence E ∈ R̃b. Since E
is covariant by assumption, E ∈ R̃b ∩R.

Now, let A ∈ Rb. By definition (14), either Bc∞ ⊆ A
or Bc∞ ⊆ Ac. In the latter case, Bc∞ ⊆ Ac =⇒ A ⊆
B∞ =⇒ A ∈ R̃b ∩R. In the former case, Bc∞ ⊆ A =⇒
Ac ⊆ B∞ =⇒ Ac ∈ R̃b ∩R =⇒ A ∈ R̃b ∩R.

Corollary 6 and lemma 8 together imply theorem 2.

FIG. 5: The first three levels of reduced poscau.

C. Cyclic models as random walks up a new tree

In the context of random walks, the upshot of theorem
2 is that one can conceive of the cyclic models that satisfy
µ(B∞) = 1 as random walks up a new tree which we dub
reduced poscau (Fig. 5).

One can think of reduced poscau as obtained from la-
beled poscau by merging groups of nodes into one, so that
in reduced poscau each node is a collection of causets.
Principal causets are never merged with others, so each
principal causet is contained in a node on its own. Given
a principal causet, all the causets that are directly above
it in labeled poscau (except for the one that is itself a
principal causet) are merged into one node. Thus, in re-
duced poscau each principal causet has exactly two nodes
directly above it. A node that contains r causets has r+1
nodes above it: r nodes, each of which contains a single
principal causet (formed by adding a single element above
each of the r causets), and an additional node that con-
tains all other causets that in labeled poscau are directly
above any of the r causets. The meaning of each node is
“one of these causets is a stem in the growing causet”.

There is a correspondence between the nodes of re-
duced poscau and sets of Ω̃. A node that contains a
principal causet C̃n corresponds to the principal cylinder
set cyl(C̃n). A node that contains non-principal causets
corresponds to a set that is constructed recursively from
principal cylinder sets as follows. Let a be a non-principal
node directly above the node b and let C̃1

n, ..., C̃
r
n be the

principal causets contained in the remaining nodes di-
rectly above b. Then the set corresponding to a is equal
to the set corresponding to b take away

⋃r
i=1 cyl(C̃

i
n). If

b is a non-principal node then the set corresponding to
it can be constructed in the same manner. One works
recursively down the path and the process ends when
reaching a principal node.

It follows that the σ-algebra generated by reduced
poscau via this correspondence is equal to R̃b. The collec-
tion of all sets corresponding to nodes in reduced poscau
is a semi-ring, and therefore each random walk on re-
duced poscau induces a probability measure on R̃b, where
the measure of each set in the semi-ring is equal to the
probability of reaching the corresponding node. Thus,
reduced poscau can be used to define cyclic dynamics.
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Note that the set of principal cylinder sets alone does
not form a semi-ring and therefore we cannot work with
it directly to define a measure on R̃b. The sets that cor-
respond to non-principal nodes complete the collection
into a semi-ring and allow to define a measure.

Note that each walk on reduced poscau induces a walk
on labeled poscau (the proof is analogous to that of
lemma 4.9 in [10]) so that the walks on labeled poscau
and on reduced poscau yield the same class of probabil-
ity measures on the covariant Rb. However, the different
structures of the two trees could lead to different for-
mulations of physical constraints in terms of transition
probabilities and hence to identifying different classes of
physically interesting dynamics.

D. Complex Transitive Percolation

The formulation of causal set dynamics in terms of
probability measures and random walks is a precursor to
the fully quantum dynamics to be expressed as a decoher-
ence functional. In [22] it was proposed that a decoher-
ence functional can be obtained from a complex measure
on R̃, itself derived as follows: replace the real transi-
tion probabilities on labeled poscau by complex transi-
tion amplitudes A(C̃n → C̃n+1) that satisfy the sum-rule,∑

i

A(C̃n → C̃i
n+1) = 1, (23)

where i labels the nodes directly above C̃n. Denote the
amplitude of reaching C̃n by A(C̃n). Then A defines
a complex function (a “pre-measure”) on the cylinder

sets whose extension to a complex measure on R̃—if it
exists—is the desired complex measure from which the
decoherence functional can be obtained. The following
criteria for the existence of an extension to a complex
measure on R̃ were given in [23]. Let ζ be the following
real function on the ground-set of labeled poscau,

ζ(C̃n) :=
∑
i

|A(C̃n → C̃i
n+1)| − |

∑
i

A(C̃n → C̃i
n+1)|

=
∑
i

|A(C̃n → C̃i
n+1)| − 1,

(24)

where the equality follows from (23). For each n > 0,
define the maximum and minimum of ζ over level n in
labeled poscau (where level 1 contains the single-element
causet, level 2 contains the 2-element causets etc.),

ζmax
n := max

level n
ζ(C̃n),

ζmin
n := min

level n
ζ(C̃n).

(25)

Then, an extension to a complex measure on R̃ exists if∑∞
n=1 ζ

max
n <∞. An extension to a complex measure on

R̃ does not exist if
∑∞

n=1 ζ
min
n =∞.

We now apply this technology to the discussion of
Complex Transitive Percolation, a family of cyclic models
defined by

A(C̃n) = pLq(
n
2)−R, (26)

where p ∈ C, q = 1 − p, and L and R are the number
of links and relations in C̃n, respectively. In these mod-
els, an extension to a measure on R̃ exists if and only if
p ∈ [0, 1] (i.e. when the amplitude A reduces to a real
probability) [22, 23]. But, with our new understanding
of Rb as the algebra of covariant events in this model, we
can ask whether there exists an extension to the strictly
smaller R̃b when p 6∈ [0, 1]. (Note that this question is

equivalent to asking whether there are measures on R̃b

that do not extend to a measure on R̃. When the mea-
sures are real probability measures, the answer is no: ev-
ery measure on R̃b extens to a measure on R̃. However,
here we are concerned with complex measures, and it is
unknown to the authors whether an analogous theorem
holds in this case.) To this effect, we can apply equa-
tions (23-25) and the above criteria for extension by re-

placing R̃ with R̃b and the C̃n with the nodes of reduced
poscau. This generalisation is possible since the results
of [23] rely only on the fact that labeled poscau is a finite-
valency tree with no maximal elements, see [24] for fur-
ther discussion. The transition amplitudes on reduced
poscau are fixed by requiring that (26) holds for princi-
pal causets and by imposing (23). We solved numerically
for ζmin

n as a function of p for n = 2, 3, 4. Our results
(Fig.6) suggest that for any p, there is a level m above
which the function ζ takes its minimum on the nodes that
contain principal causets, i.e. ζmin

n = |p|+ |1− p| − 1 for
all n > m. If this is borne out then

∑∞
n=1 ζ

min
n = ∞

when p 6∈ [0, 1] and no extension to R̃b exists, meaning
that Complex Transitive Percolation does not give rise
to a well-defined quantum dynamics in this framework.
Whether other classical cyclic dynamics can give rise to
quantum dynamics via this formalism is an open ques-
tion.

IV. OBSERVABLES FROM PRINCIPAL
STEM-SETS

In section III we identified Rb as a complete set of
observables in cyclic dynamics, but it is unclear what
is the physical meaning of each observable in this set.
In this section, we identify a second algebra that forms
a complete set of observables in cyclic dynamics and in
which each observable has a clear physical interpretation.

We begin with terminology. We say that an order C is
a principal order if its representative is a principal causet.
We say that stem(C) is a principal stem-set if C is a prin-

cipal order. We define Ŝ ⊂ S to be the set of principal

stem-sets and write R(Ŝ) to denote the σ-algebra that
they generate. We can now state our theorem:
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n ≥ 2
n ≥ 3
n ≥ 4

FIG. 6: The coloured regions indicate the values of
p ∈ C for which ζmin

n = |p|+ |1− p| − 1 on reduced
poscau for n = 2, 3, 4 in Complex Transitive Percolation

models.

Theorem 9. Given E ∈ R, there exists some E ′ ∈ R(Ŝ)
such that E4E ′ ⊂ Bc∞.

In perfect analogy to the result of [3], the upshot of

lemma 9 is that R(Ŝ) exhausts the set of observables in
any cyclic dynamics, since the measure of any E ∈ R is

fixed by the measure of some E ′ ∈ R(Ŝ) via µ(E) = µ(E ′).
Importantly, each event in R(Ŝ) is equivalent to a log-

ical combination of statements about which principal or-
ders are contained as stems in the growing causet, giv-
ing the observables in cyclic dynamics a clear physical
interpretation. We will make the notion of “an order
contained as a stem” precise after lemma 11.

We now prove theorem 9 through a series of lemmas.

Lemma 10. Let X denote a set of points and let ∼ de-
note an equivalence relation on X. Let (X,R) denote a
standard Borel space. Let (X,T ) denote the Borel space
derived from (X,R) via the “covariance” property:

T := {E ∈ R|a ∈ E and b ∼ a =⇒ b ∈ E}. (27)

Let F ⊂ T denote a countable family of sets that sepa-
rates X up to equivalence under ∼, i.e. for any a 6∼ b ∈
X there exists a set in F that contains a but not b. Then
F generates T .

Proof. Let X ′ denote the set of equivalence classes of el-
ements of X under ∼ and let φ : X → X ′ denote the
projection that maps each a ∈ X onto its equivalence
class. Given (X,R), the quotient Borel space induced
by φ is denoted by (X ′, R′), where R′ is the set of all
A′ ⊂ X ′ such that φ−1(A′) ∈ R.

The quotient Borel space (X ′, R′) is analytic when-
ever it is countably separated (second theorem on p.74
in [25]). In an analytic Borel space, any countable sep-
arating family is a generating family (corollary on p.73

in [25]). Therefore, any countable separating family in
(X ′, R′) is a generating family.

Since T is derived from R via the “covariance” prop-
erty, φ induces a bijection between T and R′. Under this
bijection, F ⊂ T is mapped onto a countable separat-
ing family F ′ in R′. Since F ′ generates R′, and since
bijections preserve countable set operations, F generates
T .

Lemma 11. For any D̃ 6∼= Ẽ ∈ B∞ there exists a princi-
pal order Cn such that D̃ ∈ stem(Cn) and Ẽ 6∈ stem(Cn).

We will need the following terminology. Given a finite
order C and a (finite or infinite) causet D̃, we say that C

is a stem in D̃ if there exists a stem in D̃ that is order-
isomorphic to a representative of C. If C is a stem in D̃
and D̃ is a representative of D, then we say that C is a
stem in D. The cardinality |C| of an order C is defined to
be equal to the cardinality of a representative of it. We
use the term n-stem to mean a stem of cardinality n. We
say than an order contains a break if its representative
contains a break. The covering causet of C̃ is the prin-
cipal causet formed from C̃ by placing an element above

all x ∈ C̃. The covering order Ĉ of C is the order whose
representative is a covering causet of some representative
of C.

Proof. Let D̃, Ẽ ∈ B∞. Let Di denote the unlabeled past
of the ith break in D̃, so Di is an order that is a stem in
D̃. Note that Di may or may not be principal. Define Ei

similarly for Ẽ. Note that Di and Ei each contain i− 1
breaks and therefore either Di = Ei or Di 6= Ek∀k ∈ N.

Let D̃ 6∼= Ẽ. Then there exists an n ∈ N such that
Di 6= Ei for all i ≥ n.

Without loss of generality, let |Dn| ≥ |En|. We will

show that Ẽ /∈ stem(D̂n). Suppose for contradiction

that D̂n is a stem in Ẽ. Then Ên is the only |Ên|-stem

in D̂n =⇒ Ên is the only |Ên|-stem in D̃ (since D̂n is

the only |D̂n|-stem in D̃, and “not a stem in any stem
is not a stem”) =⇒ En is an unlabeled past of a break

in D̃ =⇒ there exists some i ∈ N such that Di = En,
which is a contradiction.

Corollary 12. The countable family of sets,

Ŝ ∩ B∞ := {stem(C) ∩ B∞|stem(C) ∈ Ŝ}, (28)

separates B∞ up to equivalence under order-
isomorphisms, i.e. for any D̃ 6∼= Ẽ ∈ B∞ there

exists a set in Ŝ ∩ B∞ that contains D̃ but not Ẽ.

Lemma 13. R(Ŝ) ∩ B∞ = R∩ B∞.

Proof. We will show that both the LHS and the RHS are

generated by the family Ŝ ∩ B∞, and the result follows.
We begin with the RHS. Note that (Ω̃, R̃) is a Pol-

ish space (lemma 6 in [3]), and therefore its subspace

(B∞, R̃ ∩ B∞) is a standard Borel space (definition 1 on

p.71 in [25]). The Borel space derived from (B∞, R̃∩B∞)
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via the “covariance” property (27) with respect to equiv-
alence under order-isomorphism is equal to (B∞,R∩B∞)

and contains the countable family of sets Ŝ ∩ B∞. To-
gether, corollary 12 and lemma 10 imply that the family

Ŝ ∩ B∞ generates (B∞,R∩ B∞).
For the LHS, note that if a Borel space (X,S) is gen-

erated by a family F then its Borel subspace (Q,S ∩Q)
is generated by the family F ∩Q.

Proof of theorem 9. Consider some E ∈ R. Then E ∩
B∞ ∈ R ∩ B∞ =⇒ E ∩ B∞ ∈ R(Ŝ) ∩ B∞ =⇒ ∃E ′ ∈
R(Ŝ) such that E ′ ∩B∞ = E ∩B∞, i.e. E4E ′ ⊂ Bc∞.

V. POSTS

In the special case when the epochs are separated by
posts, the dynamics satisfy µ(P∞) = 1, where P∞ ∈ R
is the event that the causet spacetime contains infinitely
many posts, and the σ-algebra,

Rp := {E ∈ R|Pc
∞ ⊆ E or Pc

∞ ⊆ Ec} (29)

exhausts the covariant events, by analogy to the discus-
sion of (4) and (14). The strictly stronger analogue of
theorem 2 is,

Theorem 14. Rp = R̃p ∩R.

Here, R̃p denotes the σ-algebra generated by the cylin-

der sets associated with those principal causets C̃n whose
restriction C̃n|[0,n−2] is itself a principal causet. We call

such a causet C̃n, and the cylinder set, order and stem-
set associated with it, doubly principal. The analogue of
theorem 9 is,

Theorem 15. Given E ∈ R, there exists some E ′ in
the σ-algebra generated by the doubly principal stem-sets
such that E4E ′ ⊂ Pc

∞.

Let us define a principal break to be a break whose
past is a principal stem. Then there is a post if and only
if there is a principal break: the post is the maximal
element of the past of the principal break. The proof of
theorems 14 and 15 can be obtained from the proofs of
theorems 2 and 9 respectively, mutatis mutandis i.e. by
replacing “break” with “principal break” and “principal
stem” with “doubly principal stem”. So, for example, a
segment is now defined to be the portion of the causet
between two principal breaks and is always a principal
causet.

Measures on R̃p correspond to walks up doubly-reduced
poscau whose description is obtained from the description
of reduced poscau (see section III C) by replacing “prin-
cipal” with “doubly principal” (so only doubly principal
causets are contained in nodes of their own). Thus, cyclic
models in which the epochs are separated by posts can be
conceived of as random walks on this novel tree. Com-
plex Transitive Percolation is such a cyclic model, and

so we can extend the discussion in section III D by ask-
ing whether there exists an extension of the measure to
the strictly smaller σ-algebra R̃p ⊂ R̃b. We do so by
modifying equations (23-25) and the criteria for exten-

sion by replacing R̃ with R̃p and the C̃n with the nodes
of doubly-reduced poscau, but their application to Com-
plex Transitive Percolation is inconclusive. On the one
hand, we cannot prove that an extension exists since ζ is
equal to |p|+ |1− p|− 1 on every doubly principal causet
so ζmax

n ≥ |p| + |1 − p| − 1 > 0 for all n when p 6∈ [0, 1].
On the other hand, we can cannot rule out an extension,
since every level n > 1 in doubly-reduced poscau con-
tains nodes with valency equal to 1 and on these nodes
ζ vanishes and therefore

∑
n ζ

min
n = 0.

We now amend the extension criteria to provide further
scrutiny in the special case where there are nodes with
valency equal to 1. Let T denote a finite-valency directed
tree that contains no maximal elements and let Tn ⊂ T
denote the set of nodes at level n. Let Dn denote a node
at level n.

Define, Sn :=
∑

Dn∈Tn
|A(Dn)|, and note that an ex-

tension exists if and only if supn Sn <∞ [23].

Let Tn ⊂ Tn be the set of level n nodes that have
valency greater than 1, and define,

ζmin
n := min

Dn∈Tn

ζ(Dn),

Sn :=
∑

Dn∈Tn

|A(Dn)|,

Sv=1
n := Sn − Sn.

(30)

Then one can use definitions (30) to generalise the proof
of claim 3.2 in [23] and thus show that,

Sn ≥
n−1∏
r=1

(1 + ζmin
r )−

n−1∑
r=1

[
Sv=1
n−r ζ

min
n−r

r−1∏
i=1

(1 + ζmin
n−r+i)

]
.

(31)

Thus, if the right hand side of (31) diverges with n then
no extension exists.

Applying this improved criterion to Complex Transi-
tive Percolation on doubly-reduced poscau, our numeri-
cal solutions for ζmin

n as a function of p for n = 2, 3, 4
(Fig.7) suggest that for any p ∈ C, there exists a level m
above which the function ζ restricted to the valency > 1
nodes takes its minimum value on the doubly principal
causets, i.e. ζmin

n = |p| + |1 − p| − 1 for all n > m. If
this is borne out then, when p 6∈ [0, 1], the first term on
the right hand side of (31) diverges as n→∞. Whether
supn Sn = ∞ depends on the behaviour of Sv=1

n−r in the
second term. We note that, since Sv=1

n−r is the sum over
absolute values of amplitudes of reaching a doubly prin-
cipal causet by stage n − r − 1, in future it could be
computed using techniques similar to those used to ob-
tain the probability of a post [17].
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n ≥ 2
n ≥ 3
n ≥ 4

(a) Doubly-reduced poscau.

FIG. 7: The coloured regions indicate the values of
p ∈ C for which ζmin

n = |p|+ |1− p| − 1 on
doubly-reduced poscau for n = 2, 3, 4 in Complex

Transitive Percolation models.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we considered how the set of covariant ob-
servables can be distilled to a smaller exhaustive set of ob-
servables under the family of cyclic dynamics. This inter-
play between the kinematic constraint of covariance and
the dynamic restriction to on-shell configurations (cyclic
causets) gives rise to interrelated systems of sets with rich
mathematical structure. In particular, we identified both

Rb and R(Ŝ) as exhaustive observable σ-algebras, and it
is natural to ask how the two are related. First, note
that both are sub-algebras of R(S), since neither sepa-
rates the set of rogues. Additionally, definition (14) ofRb

and theorem 9 combine to imply that: for any E ∈ Rb,

there exists some E ′ ∈ R(Ŝ) such that E4E ′ ⊂ Bc
∞, and

vice versa, for any E ∈ R(Ŝ), there exists some E ′ ∈ Rb

such that E4E ′ ⊂ Bc
∞. Therefore, under cyclic dynam-

ics the two algebras of observables are equal up to sets
of measure zero and can be considered equivalent. How-
ever, at the level of the kinematics the two σ-algebras are
very different since the only events that they share are
the unit and the empty set, as we now prove.

Lemma 16. Let E ∈ R(S). If E is contained in both

Rb and R(Ŝ) then E is either the empty set or the unit

element Ω̃.

Proof. Consider some causet C̃ ∈ B∞ and let Ci denote
the unlabeled past of the ith break in C̃, so Ci is an
order which is a stem in C̃. Define C̃ ′ to be the causet
which is some labeling of the disjoint union of the Ci’s.

The event
⋂

i stem(Ĉi) is the smallest event in R(Ŝ) that

contains C̃, in the sense that if C̃ ∈ E ∈ R(Ŝ) then⋂
i stem(Ĉi) ⊂ E . The event

⋂
i stem(Ĉi) is also the

smallest event in R(Ŝ) that contains C̃ ′. Therefore any

E ∈ R(Ŝ) contains either both or neither of C̃ and C̃ ′.
Suppose E ∈ Rb. By definition of Rb, either E ⊆ B∞

or Bc∞ ⊆ E . We show that in both cases, E 6∈ R(Ŝ),
which completes the proof.

Case(i): E ⊆ B∞ and E 6= ∅. Note that E contains

some C̃ ∈ B∞. Therefore, if E ∈ R(Ŝ) then E contains

C̃ ′ 6∈ B∞. Contradiction.
Case(ii): Bc∞ ⊆ E and E 6= Ω̃. Note that there exists

some causet C̃ ∈ B∞ that is not contained in E and
thefore C̃ ′ 6∈ E . Contradiction.

In particular, lemma 16 implies that B∞ 6∈ R(Ŝ).

Therefore one cannot tell from the measure on R(Ŝ)
whether the dynamics is cyclic, however if one knows

the dynamics is cyclic then R(Ŝ) is an exhaustive set of
observables. On the other hand, since B ∈ Rb, knowing
the measure on Rb is sufficient to determine whether the
dynamics is cyclic.

Finally, our motivation for studying cyclic dynamics
has been the key role that they play in the the causal
set comological paradigm that aims to explain the emer-
gence of a flat, homogeneous and isotropic cosmos di-
rectly from the quantum gravity era [7–9]. But what
form do these models take and do they occupy a signifi-
cant volume in theory space? The Transitive Percolation
family of cyclic CSG model [1, 18] has served as a starting
point for searches of cyclic models and some progress has
been made in this direction: a class of cyclic dynamics in
which epochs are separated by posts has been identified
in [20] and a conjecture of another class of such mod-
els has been put forward in [21]. But these formal results
are yet to be fully understood and implemented (e.g., via
computer simulations) and the characterisation of cyclic
dynamics remains an important open question.
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