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ABSTRACT

Unitarity oftheglobalevolution isan extrem ely stringentcondition on �nitestatem odels
in discrete spacetim e. Quantum cellularautom ata,in particular,are tightly constrained.
In previous work we proved a sim ple No-go Theorem which precludes nontrivialhom o-
geneousevolution forlinearquantum cellularautom ata.Here we carefully de�ne general
quantum cellularautom ata in orderto investigate the possibility thatthere be nontrivial
hom ogeneousunitary evolution when the localrule isnonlinear.Since the unitary global
transition am plitudesareconstructed from theproductoflocaltransition am plitudes,in�-
nitelatticesrequiredi�erenttreatm entthan periodicones.W eproveUnitarity Theorem s
forboth cases,expressingtheequivalencein 1+ 1dim ensionsofglobalunitarityand certain
sets ofconstraints on the localrule,and then show thatthese constraints can be solved
to givea variety ofm ultiparam eterfam iliesofnonlinearquantum cellularautom ata.The
Unitarity Theorem s,togetherwith a Surjectivity Theorem forthein�nitecase,also im ply
thatunitarity isdecidable forone dim ensionalcellularautom ata.

KEY W ORDS:Quantum cellularautom aton;nonlineardynam ics;unitarity.
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1. Introduction

Already presentin Feynm an’sinspirationalessay on quantum physicsand com putation [1]
istheconceptofa binary quantum cellularautom aton (QCA):a discretespacetim earray
ofquantum processors,each ofwhich hastwo eigenstates(un/occupied orspin up/down)
and is coupled to som e set ofneighboring processors. He explicitly recognizes the di�-
cultiesofreconciling discretenessand locality ofinteraction with Lorentz invariance| the
sam e problem which m ust be solved in the causalset approach to quantum gravity [2].
G r�ossing,Zeilinger,etal.,discovered a sim ilarcon
ictwith group invariance in theirat-
tem ptsto apply QCAsasquantum sim ulators,i.e.,forquantum ratherthan determ inistic
com putation.* Being unable to reconcile discretenessand locality with translation invari-
ance and unitarity,they were led to study a class ofCAs whose evolution is,although
‘probability’preserving,both nonunitary [6]and nonlocal[7].

Near the beginning of our investigation into exactly unitary| and therefore truly
quantum | CAswe proved thatthese physically reasonable requirem ents are actually in-
com patible forthisclassofCAs. M ore precisely,taking the de�nition ofQCA to include
unitarity,discretenessand locality,weproved [8]:

N O -G O TH EO REM .No nontrivialhom ogeneous linear binary QCA exists on Euclidean
latticesin any dim ension.

W e showed,however,that weakening the hom ogeneity condition slightly to require
invariance under only a subgroup of translations allows the existence of linear binary
QCAs[9].Thesim plestofthesepartitioned [10]QCAsm odelstheevolution ofa quantum
particleand,in theappropriatelim it,sim ulatesthe1+ 1dim ensionalDiracequation.This
physicalinterpretation m otivatestwo reform ulationsoftheQCA [9]:

Asa quantum lattice gasautom aton. The QCA m ay be form ulated asa lattice gas
with a single particle. G eneralizing to m ultiple particlesforcesthe autom aton to be
nonlinear ifwe im pose an exclusion principle. The dim ension ofthe Hilbert (Fock)
space ofthe theory isnow exponentialin the cardinality ofthe lattice.Ifthere isno
particle creation/annihilation,the one particle sectorofthe Fock space isequivalent
to the originalQCA.

As a hom ogeneous linear ternary QCA.In the Dirac equation the am plitudes for
the particle to be left/right m oving at a point are com bined into a two com ponent
�eld.Equivalently,theQCA m ay beform ulated tohavethreeeigenstatesateach cell,
corresponding to em pty,left m oving,and right m oving. Coupling two copies ofthe
originalQCA m akesthe new one hom ogeneous.

Both generalizationsevade theNo-go Theorem ;the �rstby being both nonlinearand not
quitehom ogeneousand the second by being ternary.

* Feynm an [3],M argulis[4],and m orerecently,Lentand Tougaw [5]haveinvestigated thepossiblilities

fordeterm inistic com putation using Q CA s.
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Em ulating M orita and Harao’sconstruction ofa com putation universalreversibleone
dim ensionalCA [11],W atrous has recently constructed a one dim ensionalQCA which
is quantum com putation universal[12]in the sense that it e�ciently sim ulates the uni-
versalquantum Turing m achine de�ned by Bernstein and Vazirani[13],which in turn
e�ciently sim ulates any quantum Turing m achine as originally de�ned by Deutsch [14].
Both M orita and Harao’s and W atrous’universalCAs are hom ogeneous,but since each
m ay be considered to consist ofthree coupled partitioned CAs,* they m ay also be de-
scribed aspartitioned.They arenot,therefore,binary| farm oreeigenstatesarerequired.
Since a prim ary m otivation forconsidering QCA m odelsforquantum com putation isthe
likelihood thatm assiveparallelism willoptim izenanoscalecom puterarchitecture[16]and
the m ost plausible nanoscale devices have only a few eigenstates [17],it is ofinterest to
ask ifthe No-go Theorem m ay also be evaded by hom ogeneous nonlinear binary QCAs.
In thispaperwe answerthatquestion a�rm atively and,asa �rststep toward exploring
the com putationalpowerofsuch architectures,we explicitly param eterize the rule spaces
forthe sim plestsuch QCAs.

W e begin in Section 2 by carefully de�ning whatitm eans fora CA to be quantum
m echanical.Ratherthan restrictingaQCA tohaveonly�nitecon�gurationsasdoW atrous
[12]and D �urr,Thanh and Santha [18],we consider both periodic and in�nite lattices.
In order for the globaltransition am plitudes to be wellde�ned as the product oflocal
transition am plitudes we m ust distinguish m ore carefully between these two situations
than isnecessary in thedeterm inisticcase.Thedistinction isem phasized in thefollowing
section bytheobservation thatin�niteQCAsm ustbeasym ptoticallydeterm inistic,though
notnecessarily quiescent.

In Section 3 we prove a seriesofresultsexpressing the equivalence ofunitary global
evolution and setsofconstraintson the localtransition am plitudes. Utilizing a bijection
between con�gurations/pairs ofcon�gurations and paths on weighted graphs G 1/G 2 we
proveUnitarity Theorem s3.9 and 3.10.These show thatunitarity isequivalentto setsof
constraintson theweightsofsuch pathsarisingfrom thecondition thattheglobalevolution
be norm preserving and,in the in�nite case,from the additionalindependent condition
thatthe globalevolution be surjective;the latteristhe content ofSurjectivity Theorem
3.18.

W e observe in Section 4 thattheUnitarity and Surjectivity Theorem s,togetherwith
the�nitenessofthegraphsG 1 and G 2,provethatunitarity isdecidablein onedim ension.
D �urr and Santha have obtained the sam e result by di�erent m ethods [19]. Our m ain
interestin thissection,however,isto extractfrom thesetheorem sa procedure for�nding
m ultiparam eterfam iliesoflocalruleswhich de�ne QCAs. W e do so,and apply itin the
caseswhere the localneighborhood hassize 2 or3.

At the beginning ofSection 5 we show that a pattern observed in the derivation of

* M orita subsequently constructed a sim pleruniversalreversible one dim ensionalCA which com prises

two coupled partitioned CA s[15];presum ably the analogousconstruction also worksin the quantum

context.

3



Unitarity in nonlinear Q CAs David A.M eyer

the sm alllocalneighborhood rules in Section 4 generalizes to give fam ilies ofQCAs for
any size localneighborhoods. W e conclude by discussing connections with determ inistic
reversible CAs and point in directions for further research to explore the com putational
powerand physicalinterpretation ofnonlinearQCAs.

2. D e�nitions

A hom ogeneousCA isde�ned by a 4-tuple(L;Q ;f;E ):Forthepurposesofthispaperwe
willtakethelatticeofcellsL to betheintegersZ (possibly with periodicidenti�cationsto
ZN );such a CA isonedim ensional.Q isa �nitesetofstatesf0;:::;q� 1g;con�gurations
arem aps� :L ! Q ,theargum entofwhich willbedenoted by a subscript.Thelocalrule
f :Q � Q k ! C de�nesthe dynam icsofthe CA which itwillbe convenientto encode as
a setofam plitudevectors:foreach localcon�guration � = (i1;:::;ik)2 Q k,

j�ii:=
�
f(0ji1;:::;ik);:::;f(q� 1ji1;:::;ik)

�
2 C

q
:

W eusethevariation j�iiofthefam iliarDiracnotation [20]to denotea vectorin Cq while
distinguishing it from a state vector ofsom e quantum system . The sesquilinear inner
producton Cq isdenoted hh�j�ii.Also,thenotation fortheargum entsoff hasbeen chosen
toevokethatofconditionalprobabilitysothatf(ij�)istheith com ponentin theam plitude
vector,given that� isthe localcon�guration.

Ifthe range off is f0;1g � C and each am plitude vector has exactly one nonzero
com ponent,theCA isdeterm inistic:thereisa globalevolution m ap F :LQ ! LQ de�ned
by

�
0= F � ( ) 8x 2 L;f(�0xj�x+ E )= 1; (2:1)

where the localneighborhood E := fe1;:::;ekg is a �nite set oflattice vectors which
de�nesthe E -subcon�gurations �x+ E := (�x+ e1;:::;�x+ ek )2 Q k.F iswellde�ned since
for each E -subcon�guration �x+ E there is a unique �0x such that f(�0xj�x+ E )= 1. It is
convenient to take the localneighborhood to be connected;this is no loss ofgenerality
since the am plitude vectors can be independent ofpart of the localcon�guration. In
one dim ension thism eansthe localneighborhood isa sequence ofk consecutive integers
and localcon�gurations can be written as strings i1 :::ik,ij 2 Q ,indicating states of
consecutive cells.

W hen any oftheam plitudevectorshasm orethan asinglenonzerocom ponenttheCA
iscalled indeterm inistic [21];probabilisticCA m odelsforparallelcom putation,considered
already in the originalwork ofvon Neum ann and Ulam [22],fallinto this class. Here
we are interested in the quantum m echanicalsituation so the valuesoff are probability
am plitudesand thestateoftheCA isdescribed ateach tim estep by a con�guration vector
�(t) 2 CLQ , the com plex vector space with a basis fj�i j � 2 LQ g labelled by the
con�gurations.Theglobalevolution m ap F :CL Q ! CLQ isde�ned on thecon�guration
basisby

F j�i:=
X

�02L Q

F�0�j�
0i; (2:2a)

4
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where
F�0� :=

Y

x2L

f(�0xj�x+ E ); (2:2b)

and then extended linearly to allofthe con�guration space CLQ . Although the global
evolution islinearon the con�guration space,the localdynam icsofthe CA isnonlinear
unlessthelocalruleisconstantoradditive[23],i.e.,unlesstheam plitudevectorisalinear
function ofthelocalcon�guration.

W hen the CA is determ inistic,each factor in the product (2:2b)is either 0 or 1. If
any is0 theproductis0,otherwiseitis1.Thusde�nition (2.2)subsum esde�nition (2.1).

W hen theCA isindeterm inistic,however,wem ustbem orepreciseaboutthem eaning
ofthe productin (2:2b).There aretwo possiblities:

IfL = ZN there is no problem . Allthe transition am plitudes F�0� are de�ned by
�nite products. To study the CA on an in�nite lattice,we m ay take the usualstatistical
m echanicsapproach ofcom putingsom eproperty(e.g.,acorrelationfunction)onasequence
oflatticesofincreasingsizeand investigatingthelim itingbehaviourofthatproperty.W ith
thism ethodology in m ind wereferto a fam ily ofCAs(ZN ;Q ;f;E )forallpositiveintegers
N asa periodic CA and calla con�guration adm issible fora periodic CA ifitisperiodic
with any �nite period N .

IfL = Z,the in�nite product (2:2b)is de�ned as the lim it ofa sequence ofpartial
products. A nonzero lim itonly existsifthe successive factorsin the productconverge to
1.Since the range off isatm ostqk+ 1 pointsin C,thiscan only happen ifbeyond som e
stageallthefactorsin the productare 1.Forany con�guration � de�ne thelim itset


+ (�):= f� 2 Q
k j8R > 0;9x > R :�x+ E = �g;

and de�ne 
 � (�) sim ilarly,i.e.,by conditioning on the existence ofx < �R. W e will
refer to the two m axim al sem i-in�nite subcon�gurations of � which contain only E -
subcon�gurations from the respective lim it set as the ends of�. Then � has a nonzero
transition am plitudeto som econ�guration only ifforeach � 2 
 � (�)som ecom ponentof
the am plitudevectorj�iiis1.Forany localrule f,let

Bf := f� 2 Q
k j9i2 Q :f(ij�)= 1g;

be the setoflocalcon�gurationswith big am plitude vectors.Thisdescription isjusti�ed
by theobservation thatforeach � 2 Bf,thelength ofitsam plitudevectorisgreaterthan
orequalto 1.Calla setofcon�gurationsA � Z

Q adm issible i�

(i) 8�;�02 A,F�0� iswellde�ned.
(ii) 8� 2 A,9�02 A such thatF�0� 6= 0.
(iii) 8� 2 A,�02 Z

Q ,ifF�0� 6= 0 then �02 A.

W eallow in�nite CAsonly when thesetofadm issiblecon�gurationsisnonem pty.Several
sim ple factsfollow im m ediately:
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LEM M A 2.1. A is closed under the evolution. Furtherm ore,if� 2 A then 
� (�)� Bf,
and if 
� (�0)= 
� (�)then �02 A.

Them ostfam iliarin�niteCAshaveauniquequiescentstate[22],say 0,de�ned by the
property thatf(ij0:::0)= �i0,i.e.,Bf = f0:::0g.(These are the only QCAsallowed in
[12]and [18,19].) Forsuch CAsadm issible con�gurationshave �nite supportin the sense
thatthe only nonquiescent cells lie in som e �nite dom ain. Itis clear thatthe collection
ofcon�gurationswith �nite supportisclosed under the globalevolution and,depending
on f,m ay satisfy the adm issibility conditions (i){(iii);in Section 3 we show that these
propertiescan hold form ore interesting setsofcon�gurationsaswell.

Considerthe subspace ofCLQ with basisthe adm issible con�gurationsA. Thiswill
becom e a Hilbert space, the physical con�guration space H , once we de�ne an inner
product. Again using Dirac notation [20],but now for vectors j�i;j i 2 CA denoting
statesofa quantum system ,

h�j i:=
X

�2A

�� �;

where j�i=
P

�2A
��j�iand sim ilarly forj i. H � CA isthe setofvectorswith �nite

norm . A periodic or in�nite CA is a quantum CA ifthe globalevolution preserves this
innerproductand istim ereversible (which isa distinctcondition forin�nite dim ensional
Hilbertspace[24]),i.e.,isunitary.Thephysicalinterpretation isthatwhen thesystem is
described by thecon�guration vectorj�iwith h�j�i= 1,theprobability ofobserving itto
bein con�guration � is����.Theinvarianceoftheinnerproductim pliesconservation of
probability [20,24].

3. T he unitarity constraints

The condition thatthe globalevolution ofa QCA be unitary placesstrictconstraintson
the localrule f. These constraints can be expressed directly in term s ofthe am plitude
vectors:

TH EO REM 3.1.F isunitary i� foralladm issiblecon�gurations�0 and �00,

Y

x2L

hh�00x+ E j�
0
x+ E ii= ��00�0; (3:1)

and,in thein�nite case,F issurjective.

Proof.F isunitary i� itpreservesinnerproductsand issurjective.For�nitedim ensional
F the form ercondition im pliesthe latter,aswellasthatF � 1 = F y. In the in�nite case
both conditions are necessary and su�cient to reach this conclusion [25]. The condition
thatF preservesinnerproductsisequivalentto I = F yF ;in com ponentsthisbecom es:

��00�0 =
X

�2A

(F y)�00�F��0 =
X

�2A

F ��00F��0
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=
X

�2A

Y

x2L

f(�
x
j�00

x+ E
)
Y

y2L

f(�yj�
0
y+ E )

=
X

�2A

Y

x2L

f(�
x
j�00

x+ E
)f(�xj�

0
x+ E )

= � � �
X

�x i2Q

� � �
Y

x2L

f(�
x
j�00

x+ E
)f(�xj�

0
x+ E );

(where theellipsesdenote sum sforeach xi 2 L and by adm issibility condition (iii),only
� 2 A m akenonzero contributions)

=
Y

x2L

X

�x 2Q

f(�
x
j�00

x+ E
)f(�xj�

0
x+ E )

=
Y

x2L

hh�00x+ E j�
0
x+ E ii;

which is, ofcourse, no m ore than the fam iliar condition for unitarity we described in
[8]from the perspective ofthe sum -over-histories approach to quantum m echanics [26],
written in term softhe transition am plitudes(2:2b).

A prioriTheorem 3.1 tellsusonly thatinnerproductinvariancerequiresa constraint
foreach pairofadm issiblecon�gurations.Tobeabletoverifyunitarity forarbitrarilylarge
orin�nitelatticesgiven a localrulewem ustreducethenum berto som ething independent
ofthe cardinality ofL. W e do so in Subsections 3.1 and 3.2;then in Subsection 3.3 we
consider the surjectivity condition which m ust also be satis�ed for in�nite lattices. Our
results in this section are sim ilar to those obtained independently by D �urr,Thanh and
Santha [18,19].

3.1.The norm alization constraints:::

There isonediagonalconstraintin (3.1)foreach adm issible con�guration:

1=
Y

x2L

hh�x+ E j�x+ E ii: (3:2)

That is,for each adm issible con�guration,the product ofthe lengths ofthe am plitude
vectors ofitsE -subcon�gurations m ust be 1. So to understand the structure ofthis set
ofconstraints,we m ustunderstand which setsofE -subcon�gurationscan occurtogether.
Sinceourcon�gurationsareonedim ensionalthey m ay beconstructed by appending (and
prepending)oneelem entofQ afteranother;each successiveelem entistheright(left)m ost
com ponentofacorresponding E -subcon�guration which isdeterm ined by thenew elem ent
togetherwith the previousk� 1 elem ents.

Thisconstruction m ay be realized by a directed graph (known asa de Bruijn graph
[27])which isweighted [28]:LetG 1(Q ;k)bethe(q;q)-valentdirected graph with vertices
labelled by theelem entsofQ k� 1 and directed edgeslabelled by ik 2 Q connecting vertices
labelled i1i2 :::ik� 1 to verticeslabelled i2 :::ik� 1ik.(SeeFigures1 and 3 in Section 4 for

7
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exam ples.) A path oflength lin G 1(Q ;k)isa sequence ofldirected edgesin the graph,
each ofwhich (butthe�rst)isdirected away from thevertex to which thepreviousedgeis
directed.Pathsoflength lcorrespond bijectively to subcon�gurationsoflength l+ k� 1;
each edge correspondsto an E -subcon�guration.* A cycle in a directed graph isa closed
path which passesthrough no vertex m orethan once.

Assign the weight hhi1i2 :::ikji1i2 :::ikii to each edge labelled ik leaving a vertex
labelled i1i2 :::ik� 1 and de�netheweightofapath in thedirected graph tobetheproduct
ofthe weightsofitsedges.Then the weightofthe path corresponding to con�guration �
isgiven by therighthand side of(3.2).

LEM M A 3.2.If(3.2)holdsforevery adm issiblecon�guration then theweightofevery cycle
in G 1(Q ;k)is1.

Proof.Since any cycle correspondsto an adm issible con�guration � ofa periodic CA for
som e N ,(3.2)m usthold for�,proving the statem entin theperiodic case.In the in�nite
case, consider any cycle with edges labelled i1 :::il and a bi-in�nite path in G 1(Q ;k)
containing the cycle which corresponds to an adm issible con�guration �. � m usthave a
subcon�guration corresponding to the cycle starting after som e x0 2 Z: �x0+ j = ij for
1� j� land �x0+ l+ j = ij for0� j� k� 1.De�ne a new con�guration �0 by

�
0
x =

�
�x ifx � x0;
�x+ l ifx > x0.


� (�0)= 
� (�),so �0isadm issibleby Lem m a 2.1.Furtherm ore,theproductin (3.2)will
beidenticalfor� and �0 butforan extra productin theform eroftheweightsofedgesin
the cycle.Since (3.2)holdsforboth � and �0,the weightofthe cyclem ustbe 1.

TH EO REM 3.3. For a periodic CA,(3.2) holds for alladm issible con�gurations i� the
weightofevery cyclein G 1(Q ;k)is1.

Proof.Lem m a 3.2isthe‘only if’partofthisstatem ent.The‘if’partisalm osta tautology
sincetheonly con�gurationsin aperiodicCA correspond tocollectionsofcycles,so ifeach
hasweight1,then (3.2)holdsforalladm issible con�gurations.

The analogousresultin the in�nite case issom ewhatm ore com plicated because the
adm issible con�gurationsaredi�erent.Letusexam inethem m oreclosely:

LEM M A 3.4. Let � be any con�guration in an in�nite CA.Then 
� (�) consists ofE -
subcon�gurationscorresponding to theedgesin a collection ofcyclesin G 1(Q ;k).

* Equivalently,G 1(Q ;k)isa �nite state autom aton (FSA ;see,e.g.,[29])with statescorresponding to

length k � 1 subcon�gurations and transitions to single elem ents ofQ . Such FSA s m odelcircuits

with m em ory,likeconvolutionalcoders[30].W hen theoutputsofan FSA are(state,transition)pairs

itiscalled a M ealy m achine [31];here the outputsare E -subcon�gurations.
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Proof. W e m ustshow thatforany E -subcon�guration � 2 
 + (�)there issom e cycle in
G 1(Q ;k)containing the edge corresponding to � such thatthe E -subcon�guration corre-
sponding to each edge in the cycle isalso in 
+ (�).By de�nition,� 2 
 + (�)only ifthe
corresponding edge in G 1(Q ;k)istraversed in�nitely m any tim esby the in�nite forward
path corresponding to �.To return to thisedge the in�nite forward path m ustcontain a
cycle;to return to itin�nitely m any tim esitm ustcontain atleastoneoftheonly �nitely
m any cyclesin�nitely m any tim es.Each edgein thatcycleisthereforetraversed in�nitely
m any tim es by the in�nite forward path corresponding to � and hence the correspond-
ing E -subcon�gurations are in 
 + (�). The analogous proofwith ‘forward’replaced by
‘backward’provesthe statem entfor
� (�).

Applying Lem m a 2.1,wehave the im m ediate:

CO RO LLA RY 3.5. An in�nite CA has adm issible con�gurations only ifthere is a subset
Df � Bf oflocalcon�gurations corresponding to the edges in a collection ofcycles of
G 1(Q ;k).

Let D 1(Q ;k;f)be the subgraph ofG 1(Q ;k) consisting ofthese cycles. A m axim al
Df which isclosed underthe evolution willbe referred to asthe determ inistic sector ofa
QCA because ofthe following result:

TH EO REM 3.6.IfF isunitary then when restricted to localcon�gurationsin Df,thelocal
rule is determ inistic. IfDf is closed under the evolution then the set ofcon�gurations
de�ned by A := f� j
� (�)� Dfg isadm issible.

Proof. By Corollary 3.5,each � 2 Df � Bf corresponds to an edge in a G 1(Q ;k)cycle,
each edge ofwhich correspondsto a localcon�guration �i 2 Df,1 � i� l. By Theorem
3.1 and Lem m a 3.2,ifF isunitary,

1 =
lY

i= 1

hh�ij�iii: (3:3)

W hen we de�ned Bf we observed that for each � 2 Bf,j�ii has norm at least 1;now
(3.3) im plies that each �i in this cycle,and hence every localcon�guration in D f,has
an am plitude vector with norm exactly 1. Since each am plitude vector has at least one
com ponent equalto 1,allthe rem aining com ponents m ust be 0; thus the localrule is
determ inistic.

Since F restricted to localcon�gurations in D f is determ inistic,for any �;�0 2 A,
eithertheendsof� evolvetothoseof�0,in which caseF�0� iswellde�ned;orthey do not,
in which caseF�0� = 0,which isstillwellde�ned.Thisveri�esadm issibility condition (i).
Furtherm ore,Df is closed under the evolution m eans that for every path oflength k in
Df,corresponding to a subcon�guration i1 :::i2k� 1,theuniquelocalcon�guration i01 :::i

0
k

de�ned by f(i0jjij:::ij+ k� 1)= 1,1 � j� k,correspondsto an edgein Df.IfF isunitary

then itisnorm preserving,so forany � 2 A,there m ustbe som e �02 Z
Q with F�0� 6= 0.
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Since Df isclosed underthe evolution,
� (�0)� Df;thisveri�esadm issibility conditions
(ii)and,since Df ism axim al,(iii).

Since we only consider in�nite CAs with adm issible con�gurations,we willassum e
henceforth thateach hasa nonem pty determ inisticsectorwhich de�nesthesetofadm issi-
blecon�gurationsasin Theorem 3.6.Therem arkableconsequenceofthistheorem isthat
an in�niteQCA m ustbeasym ptotically determ inistic:theonly adm issiblecon�gurations
arethosewhich evolvedeterm inistically outsidesom e�nitedom ain.Indeterm inisticquan-
tum evolution can only occurfora �nitesubcon�guration interpolating between the ends
ofthe con�guration.ThustheanalogueofTheorem 3.3 forin�niteCAsis:

TH EO REM 3.7. For an in�nite CA,(3.2) holds for alladm issible con�gurations i� the
weight ofevery cycle in G 1(Q ;k) is 1 and the weight ofevery acyclic path in G 1(Q ;k)
term inating atverticesin D 1(Q ;k;f)is1.

Proof. By Lem m a 3.2,if(3.2)holds for alladm issible con�gurations then the weight of
every cycle in G 1(Q ;k)is1. Considerany acyclic path connecting cyclesin D 1(Q ;k;f).
By Theorem 3.6,there isan adm issible con�guration corresponding to a bi-in�nite path
contained in D 1(Q ;k;f)exceptfora �nitesegm entalong thechosen acyclicpath.If(3.2)
holdsforalladm issiblecon�gurationstheweightofthewholepath is1,asaretheweights
ofthe two endsin D 1(Q ;k;f);hence the weightofthe acyclic path isalso 1.Conversely,
by de�nition and by Lem m a 3.4,the only adm issible con�gurations are those with ends
corresponding to collectionsofcycles,connected by a �nite subcon�guration which,after
rem ovingsom e�nitenum berofsubcon�gurationscorrespondingalsotocyclesin G 1(Q ;k),
isan acyclic path term inating atverticesin D 1(Q ;k;f). Ifallthe cyclesand the acyclic
path have weight1 then (3.2)holds.

3.2.:::and the orthogonality constraints

There isone o�-diagonalconstraintin (3.1)foreach pairofdistinctadm issible con-
�gurations:

0=
Y

x2L

hh�00x+ E j�
0
x+ E ii: (3:4)

By (3.2),foreach x such that�00x+ E = �0x+ E ,the corresponding factorin (3.4)isnonzero.
Thus at least one ofthe pairs ofm ism atched E -subcon�gurations �00x+ E 6= �0x+ E m ust
contributeafactorof0in orderfortheproductin (3.4)tovanish.Tounderstand thissetof
orthogonalityconstraints,therefore,wem ustunderstand which setsofpairsofm ism atched
E -subcon�gurations can occur together. W e construct a new weighted directed graph
which generatesthese sets:

LetG 2(Q ;k)be the (q2;q2)-directed graph with verticeslabelled by the elem entsof
Q k� 1 � Q k� 1 and directed edges labelled by (i00

k
;i0
k
) 2 Q 2 connecting vertices labelled

(i001i
00
2 :::i

00
k� 1;i

0
1i
0
2 :::i

0
k� 1)to verticeslabelled (i002 :::i

00
k� 1i

00
k;i

0
2 :::i

0
k� 1i

0
k). Note thatthere

is a subgraph ofG 2(Q ;k)isom orphic to G 1(Q ;k),nam ely those vertices and edges with
both com ponentsoftheselabelsidentical;so wewriteG 1(Q ;k)� G 2(Q ;k).(SeeFigure2

10
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in Section 4 foran exam ple.)

Pathsin G 2(Q ;k)correspond bijectively to pairsofsubcon�gurations;each edgecor-
respondsto a pairofE -subcon�gurations.W eassign theweighthhi001i

00
2 :::i

00
k
ji01i

0
2 :::i

0
k
iito

each edge labelled (i00k;i
0
k)leaving a vertex labelled (i001i

00
2 :::i

00
k� 1;i

0
1i
0
2 :::i

0
k� 1)so thatthe

weightofthepath corresponding to a pairofcon�gurations�0and �00isgiven by theright
hand sideof(3.4).Two con�gurations�0and �00aredistinctonly ifthey haveatleastone
pairofm ism atched E -subcon�gurations,so a path in G 2(Q ;k)correspondsto them only
ifitintersectsM (Q ;k):= G 2(Q ;k)nG 1(Q ;k).

LEM M A 3.8.IfF isunitary then the weightofevery acyclicpath in M (Q ;k)term inating
atverticesofG 1(Q ;k)is0.

Proof.Any acyclic path in M (Q ;k)term inating atverticesofG 1(Q ;k)can be extended,
using only edgesin G 1(Q ;k),to a path in G 2(Q ;k)corresponding to a pairofdistinctad-
m issiblecon�gurations�0and �00.IfF isunitary,however,Theorem 3.1 im pliescondition
(3.2),which precludesthe weightofany edge in G 1(Q ;k)from vanishing.Thus(3.4)can
only besatis�ed for�0and �00iftheweightoftheportion ofthepath in M (Q ;k)vanishes.

TH EO REM 3.9.Fora periodicCA,F isunitary i� allofthe following are true:

(i) The weightofevery cyclein G 1(Q ;k)is1.
(ii) The weightofevery cyclein M (Q ;k)is0.
(iii) Theweightofevery acyclicpath in M (Q ;k)term inating atverticesin G 1(Q ;k)is0.

Proof.IfF isunitary then Theorem 3.1 and Lem m a 3.2 im ply (i)whileTheorem 3.1 and
Lem m a 3.8 im ply (iii).Any cyclein M (Q ;k)correspondsto a pairofdistinctadm issible
con�gurations �0 and �00 ofa periodic CA for som e N . Theorem 3.1 im plies (3.4)m ust
hold for�0 and �00;thisim plies(ii).

Conversely,by Theorem 3.3,(i)im plies(3.2)holdsforalladm issiblecon�gurationsin
a periodic CA.Furtherm ore,pairsofdistinctadm issible con�gurationsin a periodic CA
correspond to collectionsofcyclesin G 2(Q ;k),atleastone ofwhich intersects M (Q ;k).
Thus(3.4)holdsifeach cycle which intersectsM (Q ;k)hasweight0;(ii)and (iii)im ply
thatthisisthe case.By Theorem 3.1,(3.2)and (3.4)im ply F isunitary.

Beforestating theanalogousresultin thein�nitecase,wede�neD 2(Q ;k;f)to bethe
subgraph ofG 2(Q ;k)consisting oftheedgescorresponding to pairsoflocalcon�gurations
each ofwhich isin Df.

TH EO REM 3.10.Foran in�niteCA,F isunitary i� allofthefollowing aretrue:

(i) The weightofevery cyclein G 1(Q ;k)is1.
(ii) Theweightofevery acyclicpath in G 1(Q ;k)term inating atverticesin D 1(Q ;k;f)is

1.
(iii) Theweightofevery acyclicpath in M (Q ;k)term inating atverticesin G 1(Q ;k)is0.

11
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(iv) The weightofevery cyclein D 2(Q ;k;f)\ M (Q ;k)is0.
(v) F issurjective.

Proof. IfF isunitary then Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.7 im ply (i),(ii)and (v),while
Theorem 3.1 and Lem m a 3.8 im ply (iii). Any cycle in D 2(Q ;k;f)\ M (Q ;k) can be
repeated in�nitely and then correspondsto a pairofdistinctadm issible con�gurations�0

and �00(sincetheendsofeach arecontained in Df).Theorem 3.1 im plies(3.4)m usthold
for�0 and �00;thisim plies(iv).

Conversely,by Theorem 3.7,(i)and (ii)im ply (3.2)holds foralladm issible con�g-
urationsin an in�nite CA.Furtherm ore,pairsofdistinctadm issible con�gurationsin an
in�niteCA correspond tobi-in�nitepathsin G 2(Q ;k)which consistofcyclesin D 2(Q ;k;f)
at both ends. Ifany one ofthese cycles lies in D 2(Q ;k;f)\ M (Q ;k) then (iv) im plies
(3.4) holds. Ifnone ofthe cycles contains only edges corresponding to m ism atched E -
subcon�gurationsthen there m ustbe an acyclic path in M (Q ;k)term inating atvertices
in G 1(Q ;k). In this case (iii)im plies (3.4)holds. By Theorem 3.1,(v),(3.2)and (3.4)
im ply F isunitary.

3.3.Surjectivity

To com plete theprogram ofdeterm ining a collection ofconstraintson the am plitude
vectors which is equivalent to unitarity ofthe globalevolution we m ust show that for
in�niteCAs,condition (v)ofTheorem 3.10| surjectivity| isequivalentto som ecollection
ofsuch constraints.

By Theorem 3.6 each � 2 A has a m inim allength interior subcon�guration I(�)=
�x0+ 1 :::�x0+ n,de�ned by the condition that ifj < x0 + 1 or j > x0 + n + k � 1 then
�j� k+ 1 :::�j 2 
� (�),respectively. W e willrefer to the sem i-in�nite subcon�gurations
:::�x0 and �x0+ n+ 1 :::as the determ inistic ends of�. For exam ple,ifDf = f000;111g
(k = 3) then a possible adm issible con�guration is � = :::0�1 :::�n1:::and I(�) =
�1 :::�n,provided �1 6= 0 and �n 6= 1. LetA n := f� 2 A jjI(�)j= ng. Then A = [An,
0 � n < 1 . W e will�nd a necessary and su�cient set ofconstraints on f such thatF
m apsonto A n foreach nonnegative integern;since A isan orthonorm albasisforH this
isequivalentto F m apping onto H .

W e begin by observing thatF already m aps onto the com pletely determ inistic con-
�gurationsA 0.M ore precisely,

LEM M A 3.11. For an in�nite CA,ifF is norm preserving (i.e.,ifconditions (i)| (iv)of
Theorem 3.10 hold)then F :A 0 ! A 0 issurjective.

Proof.IfF isnorm preserving itisinjectiveon H � A 0.By de�nition,allE -subcon�gura-
tionsofA 0 arein Df,soF isdeterm inisticon A 0.* Everycon�guration � 2 A 0 corresponds

* N otice that neither M oore and M yhill’s G arden of Eden Theorem [32]nor H edlund’s result that

injectivity im pliessurjectivity forendom orphism sofshiftdynam icalsystem s[33]m ay be applied to

12
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to a sequence ofcyclesin D 1(Q ;k;f)since I(�)= ;. Butinjectivity im pliessurjectivity
forF restricted to cyclesin D 1(Q ;k;f):Each cycleoflength m m ustm ap to aclosed path
oflength m which,by injectivity,m ustalso be a cycle.There are only a �nite num berof
length m cyclesand by injectivity F m apsno two to the sam e one;hence F issurjective
on cyclesin D 1(Q ;k;f).

Thisresulthasan im m ediatecorollary once we m akesom e suitablede�nitions:

CO RO LLA RY 3.12.Foran in�niteCA,ifF isnorm preserving then therestriction ofF to
sem i-in�nite com pletely determ inistic adm issiblesubcon�gurationsissurjective.

To de�netherestriction ofF on subcon�gurationsitwillbeconvenientin therestof
thissubsection to takeneighborhoodsofsizek to bede�ned by E := f0;:::;k� 1g.Any
other connected localneighborhood ofthe sam e size is equivalent to this choice after a
translation,so thereisno lossofgenerality.Having m adethischoiceforE ,wem ay de�ne
the restriction ofF to any subcon�guration �a :::�b ofany adm issible con�guration by

F j�a :::�bi:=
X

�0

a :::�
0

b� k + 1

j�0a :::�
0
b� k+ 1i

b� k+ 1Y

i= a

f(�0ij�i:::�i+ k� 1); (3:5)

which iswellde�ned even when eithera = �1 orb= 1 since�a :::�b isa subcon�gura-
tion ofan adm issiblecon�guration.((3.5)isequivalentto (2:2a;b)when a = �1 ;b= 1 .)
Now we can prove Corollary 3.12:

Proof.By de�nition,a sem i-in�nite com pletely determ inistic adm issible subcon�guration
isa determ inistic end ofatleastonecon�guration in A 0.By Lem m a 3.11,F issurjective
on A 0;whence the restriction ofF de�ned by (3.5)to subcon�gurationsofcon�gurations
in A 0 isalso surjective.

Thism eansthatF restricted to thedeterm inisticendsofadm issiblecon�gurationsis
surjective and indicates thatwe m ay concentrate just on interiorsubcon�gurations. For
� = �0 :::�k� 1,� = �0 :::�k� 1 2 Df de�ne

A
(�)
n := fi1 :::in�0 :::�k� 2 jij 2 Q ;1� j� ng

A
(�;�)
n := f�1 :::�k� 1i1 :::in�0 :::�k� 2 jij 2 Q ;1� j� ng:

Considering an elem entofA (�;�)
n to be a subcon�guration ofan adm issible con�guration

we m ay use (3.5)to de�ne the action ofF on A (�;�)
n .

TH EO REM 3.13.Foran in�niteCA with F norm preserving,F m apsontoA n for0 < n 2 Z

i� forall�;�02 Df,itsrestriction F
(�;�

0
)

n :A (�;�)
n ! A

(�
0
)

n issurjectivewhen f(�0k� 1j�)= 1.

conclude that F is surjective on A 0 since A ,and hence A 0,is only a proper subset ofthe set ofall

possible con�gurations.
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Proof.Each con�guration �02 A n hasan interiorsubcon�guration oflength n extended by
determ inistic ends:�0= :::�0k� 1i

0
1 :::i

0
n�

0
0 :::where �

0
x0
= i01,say,and �

0
j� k+ 1 :::�

0
j 2 Df

forj� k� 1,�0j:::�
0
j+ k� 1 2 Df forj� 0.F m apsonto A n i� forall�02 A n,

j�0i= F
X

cm j�
m i (3:6)

forsom eelem ent
P

cm j�
m i2 H .By Corollary 3.12,thereexistsem i-in�nitedeterm inistic

con�gurations :::�k� 1 and �0 :::such thath�0jF j�m i6= 0 only for con�gurationsofthe
form �m = :::�0 :::�k� 1i

m
1 :::imn �0 :::,where �x0 = �1 and

F j:::�0 :::�k� 1i= j:::�0k� 1i

F j�0 :::i= j�00 :::i:
(3:7)

Forthese con�gurations(3.5)im pliesthat

h�0jF j�m i= hi01 :::i
0
n�

0
0 :::�

0
k� 2jF j�1 :::�k� 1i

m
1 :::i

m
n �0 :::�k� 2i: (3:8)

Com bining (3.6),(3.7)and (3.8)we�nd

ji01 :::i
0
n�

0
0 :::�

0
k� 2i= F

X

cm j�1 :::�k� 1i
m
1 :::i

m
n �0 :::�k� 2i; (3:9)

which is exactly the statem ent that F (�;�
0
)

n is surjective. Since �0 := �00 :::�
0
k� 1 2 Df

is arbitrary and f(�0
k� 1

j�) = 1 (from (3.7)) de�nes a unique � := �0 :::�k� 1 2 Df by
Corollary 3.12, � is an arbitrary determ inistic localcon�guration. Furtherm ore, (3.7)
im plies f(�0

k� 1
j�) = 1 for � := �0 :::�k� 1;this com pletes the \only if" direction ofthe

proof. Conversely,ifforall�;�0 2 Df with f(�0k� 1j�)= 1,(3.9)holdsforsom e cm 2 C,
then using Corollary 3.12 we can construct arbitrary determ inistic ends satisfying (3.7)
and conclude that(3.6)holdsforall�02 A n.

W ith Lem m a 3.11 and Theorem 3.13 wehavereduced theproblem ofthesurjectivity
ofthe in�nite dim ensionalm ap F to the equivalent problem ofthe surjectivity ofthe
�nite dim ensionalm aps Fn for all1 � n 2 Z (we willsupress the superscripts (�;�0) in
the following). But Fn is onto i� detFn 6= 0. To understand these conditions we m ust
explicate the structure ofFn.Notice �rstthatasan im m ediate consequence ofde�nition
(3.5)each colum n ofFn hasa com m on factor.M ore precisely,

LEM M A 3.14.For�;�02 Q n,

(Fn)� 0;� = (~Fn)� 0;� �

�
h�00 :::�

0
k� 2

jF j�
n� k+ 2

:::�n�0 :::�k� 2i; if n � k� 1;
h�00 :::�

0
k� 2jF j�n+ 1 :::�k� 1��0 :::�k� 2i; if 0 � n < k� 1;

(3:10)
where ~F isthe reduced transition m atrix de�ned by

(~Fn)� 0;� := h�0jF j�1 :::�k� 1�i: (3:11)
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These com m on factorscan be pulled outofeach colum n in the determ inant:

CO RO LLA RY 3.15.detFn = cn det ~Fn,where

cn :=

� Q


2Q k � 1h�
0
0 :::�

0
k� 2jF j
�0:::�k� 2i

q
n � k + 1

; if n � k� 1;
Q

�2Q n h�
0
0 :::�

0
k� 2jF j�n+ 1 :::�k� 1��0 :::�k� 2i; if 0� n < k� 1.

(3:12)

Proof. W hen n � k � 1,foreach 
 2 Qk� 1 there are qn� k+ 1 colum nsin Fn labelled by
subcon�gurationshaving 
 astheirlastk� 1 states.According to Lem m a 3.14,thefactor
in (3.10)occursin each.W hen 0 � n < k� 1,foreach � 2 Q n thereisexactly onecolum n
in Fn labelled by �.Again,by Lem m a 3.14,thiscolum n containsthe factorin (3.10).

Second,for
 2 Qk� 1,let

�(
):=

0

B
@

j
0ii
...

j
(q� 1)ii

1

C
A 2 M q(C): (3:13)

Now we can �nd a recurrence relation (with initialcondition ~F0 = 1) for the reduced
transition m atrix:

LEM M A 3.16. ~Fn+ 1 can beexpressed in term sof ~Fn and the�(
) as

(~Fn+ 1)� 0j;�i = (~Fn)� 0;� �

(

�
(� n � k + 2:::� n )

ij ; if n � k� 1;

�(�n + 1:::�k � 1�)

ij ; if 0 � n < k � 1;
(3:14)

where �;�02 Q n and i;j2 Q .

Proof.Apply de�nition (3.11):

(~Fn+ 1)� 0j;�i = h�0jjF j�1 :::�k� 1�ii

= h�0jF j�1 :::�k� 1�i�

�
f(jj�n� k+ 2 :::�ni); ifn � k� 1;
f(jj�n+ 1 :::�k� 1�i); if0 � n < k � 1;

where the second equality followsfrom de�nition (3.5). De�nition (3.13)givesthe result
(3.14).

Justasthecom m on factorsin Lem m a 3.14 could bepulled outofthedeterm inantof
Fn in Corollary 3.15,so too can the determ ininants ofthe com m on tensor factors �(
).
W e need two sim ple propertiesofdeterm inants:

15
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1. For i;j 2 f1;:::;m g,let X ij 2 M n(C) be m � m m atrices over C. Suppose
X i1 = xiB with xi 2 C and B 2 M n(C).Then

det

0

@

X 11 � � � X1m
...

...
X m 1 � � � Xm m

1

A = detB det

0

@

x1I X 12 � � � X1m
...

...
...

xm I X m 2 � � � Xm m

1

A ; (3:15)

forI then � n identity m atrix.

2. LetX 2 M m (C).Then
det(X 
 I)= (detX )n (3:16)

where I isagain the n � n identity m atrix.

CO RO LLA RY 3.17.det ~Fn+ 1 = dn+ 1[det ~Fn]q,where

dn+ 1 :=

( Q


2Q k � 1[det�(
)]q
n � k + 1

; if n � k� 1;
Q

�2Q n det�(�n + 1:::�k � 1�); if 0 � n < k� 1.
(3:17)

Proof.By Lem m a 3.16 the colum nsof ~Fn+ 1 com e from the colum nsof ~Fn tensored with
the corresponding �(
).Applying (3.15)wehave:

det ~Fn+ 1 = det ~Fn 
 I�

( Q


2Q k � 1[det�(
)]q
n � k + 1

; ifn � k � 1;
Q

�2Q n det�(�n + 1:::�k � 1�); if0� n < k� 1

(where I is the q� q identity m atrix),by exactly the sam e reasoning as in the proofof
Corollary 3.15,butnow using theresultofLem m a 3.16forthecom m on tensored m atrices.
Applying (3.16)givestheresult(3.17).

Putting theseresultstogethergivestheSurjectivity Theorem sum m arizing thecondi-
tionsthatforall1� n 2 Z,detFn 6= 0:

TH EO REM 3.18. An in�nite CA with norm preserving F and determ inistic sector Df is
surjective i� forall�;�;�02 Df such thatf(�0k� 1j�)= 1,none ofthefollowing vanish:

(i) h�00 :::�
0
k� 2

jF j
�0 :::�k� 2i

(ii) det�(
)

forany 
 2 Qk� 1,0 � n < k � 1.

Proof.By Corollaries3.15 and 3.17,detFn 6= 0 foralln � 0 i� none ofthe cn de�ned in
(3.12)nor the dn de�ned in (3.17) vanish. This is ensured by (i) and (ii),respectively,
since

fj�n+ 1 :::�k� 1��0 :::�k� 2ij� 2 Q
n
;0� n < k� 1g� fj
�0:::�k� 2ij
 2 Q

k� 1g

and
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f�(�n + 1:::�k � 1�) j� 2 Q
n
;0� n < k� 1g� f�(
)j
 2 Q

k� 1g:

W e willrefer to the nonvanishing ofthe expressions in (i) and (ii) as the surjectivity
constraints. Each isa closed condition,so as we willsee in the nextsection,when they
are not inconsistent with constraints (i){(iv) ofTheorem 3.10,they do not reduce the
dim ension ofthe solution space.

4. Solutions

Theorem s3.9 and 3.10,to which wewillreferastheUnitarity Theorem s,and Surjectivity
Theorem 3.18,togetherwith the�nitenessofthegraph G 2(Q ;k),show thatgiven a local
rulef wecan determ ine,by checkingonly a�nitenum berofconditions,whethertheglobal
evolution isunitary,i.e.,whetherf de�nesa QCA.Thisproves:

TH EO REM 4.1.Unitarity isdecidable for1 dim ensionalCAs.

As yet we have no proposed localrule f for which to check unitarity. In the next two
subsectionswewritedown theconstraintsresultingfrom theUnitarityTheorem sforbinary
(i.e.,q = 2) CAs in the two sim plest cases and show that they can be solved to give
m ultiparam eterfam iliesofQCAs.

Beforedoing so,however,itisusefulto discusssom esym m etriesofQCAs.First,note
thatthesym m etry group ofa onedim ensionallatticeL hastwo generators:T,translation
by one and P , re
ection in the origin/parity reversal. P acts on localcon�gurations,
sending � = i1 :::ik to P � = ik :::i1.(To beprecise,thisisthecasewhen k isodd;when
k iseven thistransform ation isTP iftheorigin istaken to beatthebk=2cposition in the
localneighborhood.Itwillcauseno confusion,however,to denoteboth by P .) P m ay be
de�ned to acton a localrule f by:(P f)(ij�):= f(ijP �);hence P ji1 :::ikii:= jik :::i1ii.
W ewillrefertoP f astheparity transform off.SinceP 2f = f,any localrulewhich isnot
sym m etric,i.e.,invariantunderthisre
ection,willpairwith a distinctparity transform ed
localrule.

Second,note thatthe sym m etric group Sq actson the setofstatesQ ofa QCA.For
q = 2 the sym m etric group isgenerated by the transposition � which interchanges0 and
1.* � actson a localcon�guration � = i1 :::ik to give�� = �i1 :::�ik,so itactson a local
rule in two ways:

(�inf)(ij�):= f(ij��)

(�outf)(ij�):= f(�ij�):

These transform ationswillbe m ostusefulin the discussion ofin�nite,and hence asym p-
totically determ inistic,QCAs.

* From a m ore physicalperspective,� isanalogous to charge conjugation.
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4.1.k = 2

0 1

0|10

1|01

0|00 1|11

Figure 1. G 1 for binary CA s with localneigh-

borhoods ofsize 2. Each vertex and edge is la-

belled,the latterby the num berto the leftofthe

slash. The weight of each edge is the squared

norm ofthe am plitude vectorofthe localcon�g-

uration indicated to the rightofthe slash.

The sim plest nontrivialbinary CAs
have localneighborhoodsofsize 2.* Fig-
ure 1 shows G 1. (The argum ents Q =
f0;1g and k = 2 are suppressed in this
subsection.) Here allthe relevant paths
can beidenti�ed by inspection.M orefor-
m ally,de�ne the transfer m atrix A 1 for
G 1 to be the 2 � 2 m atrix with ijth en-
try the weight ofthe edge from vertex i

to vertex j:

A 1 =

�
w0 w1

w2 w3

�

;

where w� := hh�j�ii and � is the base 10 (say) representation ofthe localcon�guration
bitstring.The ijth entry in A n

1 isthe sum ofthe weightsofthe pathswith n edgesfrom
vertex ito vertex j,so itisusefulto de�ne the generating function

A 1(t):=
X

n� 0

A
n
1t

n
:

Theith diagonalentry in A 1(t)isthesum oftheweightsofthepathsoflength n beginning
and ending at vertex i,tim es tn,for alln � 0;hence TrA 1(t) is the corresponding sum
overallclosed pathsin G 1. Itisstraightforward to show [28]thatifZ(t):= det(I� tA)
then

TrA(t)= �
tZ 0(t)

Z(t)
: (4:1)

Evaluating the righthand side of(4.1)forA 1 we �nd

TrA 1(t)=
(w0 + w3 + 2w1w2t)t� 2w0w3t

2

1� (w0 + w3 + w1w2t)t+ w0w3t
2
: (4:2)

W e can read o� the weights ofthe cycles in G 1 directly from the positive term s in the
num eratorand the negativeterm sin the denom inatorof(4.2):w0,w3,and w1w2.(That
these arethe rightterm sbecom esclearupon expanding (4.2)in powersoft:

TrA 1(t)= (w0 + w3)t+ (2w1w2 � 2w0w3 + w
2
0 + 2w0w3 + w

2
3)t

2 + O (t3);

where the cancelling coe�cients oft2 have been included to indicate the function ofthe
other term s in (4.2).) This ism ore m achinery than we need to �nd the cycles in G 1,of
course,butitwillbecom e usefulin m ore com plicated situations.

* These are som etim escalled ‘one-way’autom ata [15]since the localneighborhood ofx extendsonly

to one side,although H illm an haspointed outthatthisterm inology issom ewhatm isleading [34].
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0|00
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1|01
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0|00
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1|01
0|00

1|11
1|01

0|10
0|00
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0|10

1|01
1|11

0|00
1|01

Figure 2. G 2 for binary CA s with localneighborhoods ofsize 2. The edges in the subgraph

isom orphic to G 1 are grey and unlabelled;each otheredge islabelled by the pairofnum bersto

the leftofthe slash and weighted by the innerproduct ofthe pair ofam plitude vectorsofthe

two localcon�gurationsto the rightofthe slash.

Foreitheraperiodicoran in�niteQCA,each ofthesecyclesm usthaveweight1| this
iscondition (i)in the Unitarity Theorem s.Thus

1= w0 (4:3a)

1= w3 (4:3b)

1= w1w2: (4:3c)

Thatis,both j00iiand j11iim usthavenorm 1,whilehh10j10ii= hh01j01ii� 1.

Figure2 showsG 2 with only theedgesin M labelled and weighted;thesubgraph iso-
m orphicto G 1 isindicated with grey unlabelled edges.Sincetheorthogonality constraints
are determ ined by the weightsofpathsin M ,to sim plify the transferm atrix we m ay set
theweightsoftheedgesfrom vertex (0;0)to itselfand from vertex (1;1)to itselfto 0 and
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the weightsoftheedgesbetween these two verticesto 1.Then

A 2 =

0

B
@

0 w01 w01 1
w02 w03 w12 w13

w02 w12 w03 w13

1 w23 w23 0

1

C
A ; (4:4)

wherew�� := hh�j�iiand �;� areagain base10 (say)representationsofthelocalcon�gu-
ration bitstrings.Now,

Z2(t):= det(I� tA 2)

= 1� 2w03t+ (�1� 2w01w02 + w
2
03 � w

2
12 � 2w13w23)t

2

+ 2(w03 + w01w02w03 � w01w02w12 � w01w13

� w02w23 + w03w13w23 � w12w13w23)t
3

+ (�w 2
03 + w

2
12 + 2w01w03w13 � 2w01w12w13 + 2w02w03w23 � 2w02w12w23)t

4
;

which we m ay use in (4.1)to conclude thatthe weights ofthe parts ofthe cycles in G 2

which liein M arew03,w 2
12,w01w02,w13w23,w01w13 and w02w23.

The �rst two ofthese are weights ofcycles entirely in M ,while the last four are
weightsofacyclicpathsin M term inatingatverticesofG 1.Condition (iii)in theUnitarity
Theorem sforces

0 = w01w02

0 = w13w23

0 = w01w13

0 = w02w23:

(4:5)

Recallthatw�� := hh�j�ii,so thatw �� = 0 m eansthatj�iiand j�iiareorthogonal.Thus
the only solutionsto (4.5)satisfy exactly one ofthefollowing setsofrelations:

j00ii? j01ii ^ j10ii? j11ii (4:6a)

j00ii? j10ii ^ j01ii? j11ii; (4:6b)

where ^ is the boolean relation ‘and’. These two sets ofrelations transform into one
anotherunderthe action ofP ;hence we need only considerone,say (4:6a).

To obtain a periodic QCA,condition (ii)ofTheorem 3.9 m ustalso be satis�ed,i.e.,
forthe cyclesin M :

0= w03 (4:7a)

0= w
2
12: (4:7b)

Since the am plitude vectorsfora binary CA lie in C
2 and by (4.3)are nonzero,no m ore

than two can bem utually orthogonal.Thism eansthattheconstraints(4.7)restrict(4:6a)
to thesingle fram e:

j00iikj10ii ? j01iikj11ii; (4:8)
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whereby fram e wem ean a pairS0,S1 ofsetsofvectorsin C
2 such thateach vectorin S0

isorthogonalto each vectorin S1. W e willdenote the fam ily oflocalrulessatisfying the
relations(4.8)subjectto the norm alization constraints(4.3)by f2;1:the subscript2 isk;
the1 indicatesthatlocalcon�gurationsi� k=2 :::i� 1i1 :::ik=2 with thesam estatei1 have
parallelam plitude vectors. An explicit param eterization ofthis localrule gives the rule
tableforf2;1(ij�):

f2;1 0 1

00 ei� cos� ei�isin�

01 ei�1�e� i�isin� ei�1�e� i� cos�

10 ei�2�� 1ei� cos� ei�2�� 1ei�isin�

11 e� i�isin� e� i� cos�

(4:9)

where � labels the rows and ithe colum ns. The four entries in rows 00 and 11 form an
arbitrary SU (2) m atrix: �;�;� 2 [0;2�);the rem aining degree offreedom is an overall
phase which hasbeen divided outasithas no e�ecton probabilities. j10iiisparallelto
j00ii,di�ering by an arbitrary factor �� 1ei�2 2 C. j01ii is parallelto j11ii with length
� and phase angle �1 2 [0;2�). The only other possible periodic localrule,satisfying
(4:6b),isthe the parity transform : f2;� 1 = P f2;1,obtained by interchanging the m iddle
two rowsin (4.9).The state transposition � leadsto no new rules:�in isim plem ented by
� ! �=2� �,� ! �=2� �,� ! �=2� �,�1 $ �2 and � ! �� 1,while�out isim plem ented
justby � ! �=2+ �,� ! �=2+ � and � ! �=2� �.

To obtain an in�nite QCA,by Corollary 3.5 and Theorem 3.6,a localrule f m ust
have a nonem pty determ inistic sector consisting oflocalcon�gurations corresponding to
the edgesin a collection ofcyclesin G 1. The sim plestpossibility isthat0 isa quiescent
state,so thatj00ii= (1;0).Conditions(ii)and (iv)ofTheorem 3.10im poseno additional
constraintsbeyond (4.3)and (4.5)if00 isthe only localcon�guration in D f;using (4:6a)
again we �nd the localrule f2;1;00 (where the subscript 00 is the determ inistic sector),
which m ay be param eterized as:

f2;1;00 0 1

00 1 0

01 0 ei�1�

10 �� 1ei� cos� �� 1ei�isin�

11 ei�3e� i�isin� ei�3e� i� cos�

(4:10)

since j01iiisorthogonalto j00ii,with arbitrary nonzero com ponent�ei�1 2 C,while the
entries in rows 10 and 11 would form an arbitrary U (2) m atrix �(1) but for the length
�� 1 of j10ii: �;�;�1;�3;� 2 [0;2�) and the overallphase has been set by the choice
j00ii= (1;0).Finally,surjectivity constraint(i)ofTheorem 3.18 requiresin addition that
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f(0j10)6= 0,i.e.,cos� 6= 0;surjectivity constraint(ii)isalready satis�ed because ofthe
orthogonality relations.Again,theparity transform f2;� 1;00 = P f2;1;00 isalso a solution.

Condition (ii)ofTheorem 3.10 willim pose additionalconstraintsonly ifthe vertex
labelled 1 in Figure 1 isalso in D 1.Thisoccursiff00;11g � Df orf00;01;10g� Df.In
eithercase w1 = 1 = w2,since :::01:::and :::10:::are adm issible con�gurationsin the
form erand :::0101:::isan adm issiblecon�guration in thelatter.Furtherm ore,in the�rst
caseD 2\M containsthecycleswith weightsw03 and in thesecond casetheonewith weight
w 2
01,so condition (iv) ofTheorem 3.10 im poses constraint (4:7a)or (4:7b),respectively,

eitherofwhich restricts(4:6a)to (4.8).Thisleavesonly thecom pletely determ inisticlim it
� = 0 = � = �1 = �2,� = 1 oftheperiodicrule (4.9),which wewilldenote by f2;1;D (the
subscript D indicates thatthe rule iscom pletely determ inistic),together with its parity
transform .Injectivity im pliessurjectivity in thiscase[32,33],so Theorem 3.18 im posesno
additionalconstraints.

Starting with 0 being an ‘anti-quiescent’state,i.e.,j00ii = (0;1),forces 11 2 Df

im m ediately and leadsby exactly thesam eargum entto thelim it� = �=2= �;�1 = �2 =
0;� = 1 of(4.9),which isagain com pletely determ inistic and isim m ediately identi�able
asboth �inf2;1;D and �outf2;1;D .

This discussion could be repeated starting with 1 as a ‘quiescent’state and would
lead to the �in�out transform ation ofthe in�nite QCA rules found in the previous three
paragraphs.

Thelastpossibility foran in�niteQCA isforD f to contain only theedges01 and 10
which form a cyclein G 1.By condition (iv)ofTheorem 3.10,(4:7b)m ustbesatis�ed,i.e.,
hh01j10ii= 0,so again (4:6a)isrestricted to (4.8)and we are leftwith exactly the sam e
com pletely determ inisticlim itsalready discussed.

Note thatthese fourdeterm inistic CAs:f2;1;D ,P f2;1;D ,�inf2;1;D and P �inf2;1;D ,are
trivialin the sense thatthe localrule depends on only one ofthe cellstatesin the local
con�guration, i.e., f2;1;D (iji1i2) = �ii2. That the only determ inistic binary CAs with
neighborhoods ofsize 2 or 3 are trivialin this sense is wellknown [35](this is also the
sense in which theonly linearQCAswhich areallowed by theNo-G o Theorem aretrivial
forany size neighborhood [8]);we have justshown thatifDf containsm ore than just00
(or11)then in�nite k = 2 QCAsare trivialin the sam e way. Itism ostinteresting that
when Df = f00g (orf11g)thelocalruleisnotcom pletely determ inisticand,furtherm ore,
partitionstheam plitudevectorsinto two independentfram esratherthan thesinglefram e
ofthe periodiclocalrules.

4.2.k = 3

Thenextsim plestbinary CAshavelocalneighborhoodsofsize3.Figure3 showsG 1

(in thissubsection the argum entsQ = f0;1g and k = 3 are suppressed). The cyclesm ay
bedeterm ined asin theprevioussubsection;then condition (i)oftheUnitarity Theorem s
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00 11

01

10

0|000 1|1110|0101|101

0|1100|100

1|001 1|011

Figure 3.G 1 forbinary CA swith localneighborhoods ofsize 3.

im posestheconstraints:

1= w0

1= w7

1= w2w5

1= w1w2w4

1= w3w6w5

1= w1w3w6w4:
(4:11)

Notethatonly the�rst�veoftheseconstraintsareindependent:reading thecolum nsleft
to right,the lastequation isim plied by the three preceding.

G 2 isquite com plicated to draw,but by com puting successive powers ofA 2 (now a
16� 16 m atrix,so com puting the determ inantin Z2(t)istedious,even by com puter),we
�nd the weights ofthe parts ofthe acyclic paths oflength n � 4 in M term inating at
verticesofG 1;they are listed in Appendix A.Condition (iii)in the Unitarity Theorem s
requiresthateach ofthese weightsvanish.The only solutionsto these constraintssatisfy
one ofthe following setsofrelations:

j000ii? j001ii ^ j010ii? j011ii ^ j100ii? j101ii ^ j110ii? j111ii (4:12a)

j000ii? j100ii ^ j010ii? j110ii ^ j001ii? j101ii ^ j011ii? j111ii (4:12b)

j000iikj100ii? j010iik j110ii ^ j001iikj101ii? j011iikj111ii (4:12c)

j000iikj001ii? j010iik j011ii ^ j100iikj101ii? j110iikj111ii: (4:12d)

That any ofthese sets ofrelations im plies that the weights ofallacyclic paths ofany
length in M term inating atverticesofG 1 vanish isa consequence ofTheorem 5.1 (which
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isstated and proved in thenextsection).Justasin thek = 2 case,thesecond and fourth
setsofrelationsarem erely theparity transform softhe�rstand third,respectively,so we
need only considerthe possibilities(4:12a)and (4:12c).

To obtain a periodic QCA,condition (ii)ofTheorem 3.9 m ustalso be satis�ed,i.e.,
we m ust consider the cycles in M . There are four cycles oflength n � 2,with weights:
w07,w 2

25,w02w05 and w27w57. Ofthe eight cycles oflength n = 3,four are contained
entirely in M ,with weights:w03w05w06,w12w14w24,w17w27w47 and w35w36w56;theother
fourareacyclicpathsterm inating atverticesin G 1 and so arealready included in thelist
in Appendix A.Im posing theconstraintthateach oftheseweightsvanish im pliesthatthe
relations(4:12a)are restricted to a single fram e:

j000iikj010iik j100iik j110ii? j001iik j011iik j101iikj111ii; (4:13a)

whilethe relations(4:12c)arerestricted to the fram e:

j000iikj001iik j100iik j101ii? j010iik j011iik j110iikj111ii: (4:13c)

Note that(4:13c)isinvariantunderparity reversal(and hence isalso the consequence of
(4:12d)),while(4:13a)isnot(and hence(4:12b)leadsto itsparity transform ).Thesethree
fram esare the only possibilitiesforlocalrules.To show thatthe longercyclesin G 2 rule
outnoneofthem ,consideroneand writethetransition m atrix A 2,asin (4.4),with 0sfor
the weights which vanish in the given fram e. The resulting m atrix is su�ciently sparse
thatZ2(t)= det(I� tA 2)can be com puted easily. In each ofthese fram es we �nd that
Z2(t)= 1� t2 � 2t3 � t4.Since we m ay com pute TrA 2(t)from Z2(t)by (4.1),thism eans
thatthere areno furtherorthogonality constraintson theweights.

Thus (4:13a) subject to the norm alization constraints (4.11) gives a localrule f3;1
(fork odd welabelthelocalcon�guration i� (k� 1)=2 :::i0 :::i(k� 1)=2;thesubscript1 again
indicates that the fram e in (4.13a) partitions the am plitude vectors according to i1 in
the localcon�guration). A m ore concise description ofthis localrule than an explicit
param eterization like(4.9)isthattheam plitude vectorsforf3;1 satisfy:

j000iiand j111iiform an orthonorm albasisofC2

j010ii= z2j000ii,j100ii= z4j000ii,j110ii= z6j000ii

j001ii= z1j111ii,j011ii= z3j111ii,j101ii= z5j111ii

zi 2 C;i2 f1;:::;6g;jz2z5j= 1,jz1z2z4j= 1,jz3z5z7j= 1.

(4:14a)

Theam plitudevectorssatisfying theconstraints(4:13c)subjectto thenorm alization con-
straints(4.11)m ay be described sim ilarly,changing the m iddle two linesof(4:14a)to:

j001ii= z1j000ii,j100ii= z4j000ii,j101ii= z5j000ii

j010ii= z2j111ii,j011ii= z3j111ii,j110ii= z6j111ii.
(4:14c)

W edenotethisruleby f3;0.Finally,theparity transform f3;� 1 = P f3;1 givesthesolution
corresponding to (4:12b).Each oftheserulesm ay beparam eterized by 12 realparam eters
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and an overallphase:6 forthe�rstpairoforthogonalvectors,2 foreach additionalvector
in thefram e,and �1 foreach independentnorm alization constraint.Thesearealltherule
fam ilies for the periodic case;just as when k = 2 the state transposition � leads to no
additionalrules.

Foran in�nite QCA,the possible determ inistic sectorsare determ ined by the cycles
in G 1. Viewing Figure 3 or recalling (4.11),we see that the sets oflocalcon�gurations
appearing in cycles are: f000g, f111g, f010;101g, f001;010;001g,f011;101;110g and
f001;011;100;110g;any union ofone orm ore ofthese setsisa possibility forDf.

The sim plest possibility is Df = f000g,i.e.,0 is uniquely quiescent. In this case
j000ii= (1;0)and conditions(ii)and (iv)ofTheorem 3.10im posenoadditionalconstraints
beyond (4.11)and (4.12).(4:12a)de�nesthe rule fam ily denoted f3;1;000 with am plitude
vectorspartitioned into fourfram es:

j000ii= (1;0);j001ii= (0;z1)

j�0iiand j�1iiareorthogonalfor� 2 f01;10;11g

thenorm softhe am plitudevectorssatisfy (4.11),

(4:15a)

a 16 realparam eter fam ily of localrules. Surjectivity constraint (i) of Theorem 3.18
rules out only the codim ension 1 subm anifolds de�ned by f(0j010) = 0,f(0j100) = 0
and f(0j110)= 0,while surjectivity constraint(ii)isagain satis�ed asa consequence of
the orthogonality relations. Sim ilarly,(4:12c)would de�ne a rule fam ily with am plitude
vectorssatisfying:

j000ii= (1;0);j001ii= (z1;0);j010ii= (0;z2);j011ii= (0;z3)

j10iiiand j11jiiareorthogonalfori;j2 f0;1g

the norm softhe am plitudevectorssatisfy (4.11),

(4:15c)

except that j010ii = (0;z2) con
icts with the surjectivity constraint that f(0j010) = 0,
ruling out this possibility. Thus f3;1;000 and its distinct parity transform are the only
allowed rule fam ilies when Df = f000g. Both ofthese in�nite QCAs with 0 uniquely
quiescenthavedistinctstatetransposition transform sunder�in�out with 1 asa ‘quiescent’
state.

The next sim plest possibility is that Df = f000;111g. Then by condition (ii) of
Theorem 3.10,the two acylic paths in G 1 term inating at 000 and 111 m ust each have
weight1:

1= w1w3

1= w4w6:
(4:16)

W ith (4.11),the second ofthese constraintsisim plied by the �rst. By condition (iv)of
Theorem 3.10,the cyclesin D 2 \ M m usthave vanishing weights. Hence 0 = w07. This
constraintrestricts(4:12a)to the three fram e setofrelations:

j000iikj110ii? j001iikj111ii ^ j010ii? j011ii ^ j100ii? j101ii (4:17a)
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and restricts (4:12c) to (4:13c). W e de�ne the rule f3;1;000;111 by the set ofam plitude
vectors satisfying (4:17a)subject to the norm alization constraints (4.11) and (4.16)and
with Df = f000;111g,described by:

j000ii= (1;0);j110ii= (z3;0),j001ii= (0;z1);j111ii= (0;1)

j�0iiand j�1iiareorthogonalfor� 2 f01;10g

thenorm softhe am plitudevectorssatisfy (4.11)and (4.16),

a 12 realparam eter fam ily oflocalrules. Surjectivity condition (ii) of Theorem 3.18
restrictsthese param etervaluesby rem oving the codim ension 1 subm anifolds de�ned by
f(0j010)= 0,f(0j100)= 0,f(1j011)= 0 and f(1j101)= 0. Surjectivity condition (ii)is
ensured by the orthogonality ofj�0iiand j�1iifor all� 2 Q 2. f3;1;000;111 has a distinct
parity transform butisinvariantunder�in�out.Applying eitherofthe statetransposition
transform saloneproducesa distinctrule fam ily in which 0 is‘anti-quiescent’,asis1.

The rule which would be de�ned by (4:14c) with j000ii = (1;0) and j111ii = (0;1)
is ruled out by surjectivity condition (i) ofTheorem 3.18: j010ii = (0;z2) contradicts
f(0j010)6= 0,forexam ple.Sim ilarly,j000ii= (0;1)and j111ii= (1;0)failstobesurjective:
in thiscasej010ii= (z2;0)contradictsf(1j010)6= 0.

W e m ay continue to increase the size ofDf and �nd further in�nite QCA rules;the
procedure is clear. W hen the determ inistic sector gets only a little larger,there willbe
only com pletely determ inisticrules,justasin the k = 2 case ofthe previoussubsection.

5. D iscussion

The resultsofthe previoussection dem onstrate thatthe Unitarity Theorem sprovide an
e�ective procedure for �nding one dim ensionalbinary QCAs,both periodic and in�nite.
Although itisincreasingly di�cultto�nd them ostgeneralunitary solutionsforlargelocal
neighborhood size k| the procedure isnotvery e�cient| the resultsfork = 2 and k = 3
suggesta pattern forsom eparticularsolutions.Speci�cally,thesetsofrelations(4.6)and
(4.12)generalizeto largervaluesofk.Ifwegeneralize thenotion of‘fram e’to q-fram e:a
collection S0;:::;Sq� 1 ofsetsofvectorsin C

q such thateach vectorin Si isorthogonalto
each vectorin Sj fori6= j,we can statethe following:

TH EO REM 5.1.Let0 < j< k 2 Z.Foreach 
 2 Qj de�ne a q-fram e

S
(
)= fS

(
)

0 ;:::;S
(
)

q� 1g

by

S
(
)

i = fjii:::ikiiji1 :::ij = 
;ij+ 1 = i2 Q g:

Then condition (iii)oftheUnitarity Theorem s| theweightofany acyclicpath in M (Q ;k)
term inating atverticesin G 1(Q ;k)vanishes| holdswhen theam plitudevectorsareparti-
tioned into the qj fram esfS(
)g,orinto theirparity transform s.
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Proof. Considerany acyclic path in M (Q ;k)starting from a vertex (�;�)2 G 1(Q ;k)�
G 2(Q ;k),where � 2 Q k� 1.The (k� j)th edge in the path isnecessarily labelled

(i1 :::iji
00
j+ 1 :::i

00
k;i1 :::iji

0
j+ 1 :::i

0
k);

where i1 :::ij are the rightm ostj statesin � and i00j+ 1 6= i0j+ 1 since the �rst edge ofthe

path would notliein M (Q ;k)otherwise.Let
 = i1 :::ij;then ji1 :::iji
00
j+ 1 :::i

00
kii2 S

(
)

i00
j+ 1

and ji1 :::iji
0
j+ 1 :::i

0
kii2 S

(
)

i0
j+ 1

. Since allthe am plitude vectorsin S
(
)

i00
are orthogonalto

those in S(
)
i0

fori006= i0,

hhi1 :::iji
00
j+ 1 :::i

00
kji1 :::iji

0
j+ 1 :::i

0
kii= 0

and the weight ofthe path vanishes. To show thatthe parity transform ed set offram es
P fS(
)g also enforces condition (iii)ofthe Unitarity Theorem s,m ake the analogousar-
gum entusing theterm inalvertex ofthe acyclicpath ratherthan itsinitialvertex.

The specialcase q = 2 and k = 3 ofTheorem 5.1 shows that each ofthe sets of
relations(4.12)which werefound by considering only acyclicpathsoflength n � 4 im plies
thatthe weightsofallacyclic pathsofany length in M (f0;1g;3)term inating atvertices
ofG 1(f0;1g;3)vanish;(4:12a)and (4:12b)are parity dualsetsoffram esforj= 2,while
(4:12c)and (4:12d)are theparity dualsetsoffram esforj= 1.

That the converse ofTheorem 5.1 is false is dem onstrated by the existence ofthe
nontrivialk = 4 reversible determ inistic CA found by Patt[36],with localrule:

f(iji1i2i3i4)=

�
1� �ii2 ifi1 = i4 = 0,i3 = 1;
�ii2 otherwise.

Reversible CAsare a fortiori unitary and thislocalrule partitionsthe k = 4 am plitude
vectorsinconsistently with each ofthesetsoffram esdescribed in Theorem 5.1.

Consideration ofthisexam pleleadstotheobservationthatanyreversibledeterm inistic
CA can be ‘quantized’: The localrule of such a CA partitions the am plitude vectors
ji1 :::ikii into a single q-fram e according to the unique i 2 Q for which f(iji1 :::ik) is
nonzero. Any rigid rotation ofCq preservesthisq-fram e,and hence unitarity,butgives,
generically,nonzero transition am plitudes for allthe f(iji1 :::ik). The resulting global
evolution isunitarily inequivalentto the originalreversible determ inisticevolution.

Although the localrulesforthe periodic QCAsfound in Section 4 also partition the
am plitude vectorsinto a single fram e (see (4.8)and (4.13)),they have additionaldegrees
offreedom associated with the lengths ofthe am plitude vectors: 1 when k = 2 and 3
when k = 3; this should be contrasted with determ inistic localrules for which allthe
am plitude vectorshave length 1. Despite being asym ptotically determ inistic,the in�nite
QCAswith localrulesfound in Section 4 areeven furtherfrom thedeterm inisticsituation;
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theiram plitude vectorslie in m ore than a single fram e:asm any as2k� 1 forsom e ofthe
QCAswith 0 uniquely quiescent(see (4.10)and (4:15a)).

The m ultidim ensionality of the localrule spaces for even the sm allneighborhood
QCAswehaveconsidered suggeststhatbinary QCAsm ay havea widerangeofquantum
behaviors/com putationalpower. W hether any are com putationally universalrem ains to
be discovered. There is a long standing conjecture that com putationalpower willbe
m axim alatcriticalpointsofaphysicaltheory [37].Sincetherulespacesherearesm oothly
param eterized thisisa m ore naturalarena in which to investigatethisconjecture than is
the determ inisticcase.

Consideration ofQCAs as physicalm odels,possibly with criticalpoints,raises the
question ofthe continuum lim its ofthese m odels. The sim plest nontrivial* one dim en-
sionallinearbinary QCAshave the 1+ 1 dim ensionalDirac equation astheircontinuum
lim it [9]. From the perspective offundam entalphysics,it would be m ost interesting to
determ inethecontinuum lim itsofthesim plenonlinearm odelswehavefound hereand to
extend them to higherdim ensions.Thatthereversibledeterm inisticbilliard ballm odelis
com putationaluniversal[38]suggeststhathigherdim ensionalQCAsm ightalso be easier
to provecom putationally powerful.Itshould benoted,however,thattherecan beno ana-
logue ofthe Unitarity Theorem s in higher dim ensions since reversibility ofdeterm inistic
CAsisundecidable in two dim ensions[39];the bestwe can expectis,asin Theorem 5.1,
to �nd particularsetsoflocalruleswhich ensure unitarity.

Despitetheexistenceofcom putation universaldeterm inisticCAs,probablytheirm ost
im portantapplicationsare sim ulationsofphysicalsystem s[40]. Sim ilarly,itseem slikely
thatQCAswillproveoptim ally suited nottouniversalcom putation butforthesim ulation
ofspeci�cquantum m echanicalsystem sand thesolution ofparticularclassesofproblem s.
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A ppendix A

Theweightsoftheacyclicpathsoflength n � 4 in M (f0;1g;3)term inating atverticesof
G 1(f0;1g;3)are:

n = 3:
w01w02w04 w01w02w15 w01w13w26 w01w13w37

w02w04w45 w02w15w45 w13w26w45 w13w37w45

w04w23w46 w15w23w46 w23w26w57 w23w37w57

w04w46w67 w15w46w67 w26w57w67 w37w57w67

n = 4:
w01w03w04w06 w01w03w06w15 w01w04w12w24 w01w12w15w24

w01w03w17w26 w01w12w26w35 w01w03w17w37 w01w12w35w37

w03w04w06w45 w03w06w15w45 w04w12w24w45 w12w15w24w45

w03w17w26w45 w12w26w35w45 w03w17w37w45 w12w35w37w45

w04w06w23w47 w06w15w23w47 w17w23w26w47 w17w23w37w47

w04w23w24w56 w15w23w24w56 w23w26w35w56 w23w35w37w56

w04w06w47w67 w06w15w47w67 w17w26w47w67 w17w37w47w67

w04w24w56w67 w15w24w56w67 w26w35w56w67 w35w37w56w67:

These are determ ined by (A 3
2)ij and (A 4

2)ij,respectively,where i;j 2 f(00;00);(01;01);
(10;10);(11;11)g,since this is the set oflabels for the vertices in G 2 which lie in the
subgraph isom orphicto G 1.
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