Color code: \problem, \yoann, \luidnel.
Luidnel, you can prove the lemmas with the To do ! tag from p.35 to p.35.

1 FIELDS

For the Coq implementation, the fields are computed using booleans but the
results will be proven using propositions (cite Software Foundations ?). The
definition are simplified (quantifier elimination) for the implementation, as
opposed to the paper (cite finitization).

The boolean function gen is given with the evolution, and or, and and
if ... then ... else ... will be the standard booleans operations.

Definition 1.1 (Input Field).

. def
inpg(c) = gen(c)

inp;, 1 (c) def inp,(c — 1) or inp,(c) or inp,(c+ 1)

Inpg(c) Lt gen(c) = true
def
Ian_l(c) = Inp,(c — 1) V Inp,(c) V Inp,(c + 1) (nH
Like this definition, the boolean fields will be written with lowercase, and

the proposition fields in uppercase. The Coq file contains the proof of equiv-
alence, but they will be admitted in this report.

Lemma 1.2 (Equivalence for Inp).
Vte, Inp,(c) < inp,(c) = true

We assume in the following that the cells are labeled from 1 to n. For
the sake of clarity, the = and < will not be distinguished from their boolean
equivalent, as it is in Coq. The recursive definition of the proposition fields
is:



Definition 1.3 (Proposition Fields).

Brd?(c) def Inp,(c) A (1 =cVec=n)
Brd*'(c) ¥ Brd!(c) v Mid!(c) @)
Insg(c) def Inp,(c) ANl <ecAhc<n
Tns{ ™ (¢) 4 False

g1,y def o g ¢
Ins;Ti(c) = Insy,q(c) A Stay(c)

A (dstfﬂ(c) <dstf(c—1)Vv dstfﬂ(c) < dsti(c— 1))

3)
Stal(c) % Brdl(c)
Staf,1(c) © Brdf,,(c)
\Y (dstfH(C) =1+ dstf(c—1) AStal(c — 1))
Vv (dstf+1(c) =1+ dsti(c+1) AStal(c+ 1)) 4)
Mid§(c) 4 False
Midf+1(c) def (dstfﬂ(c) > max (dstf(c —1),dsti(c+ 1))
A Stal(c —1) A Stal(c + 1))
\Y (dstfﬂ(c) = max (dstf(c —1),dst(c+ 1))
A Stal(c — 1) A Stal(c) A Stal(c + 1)> (5)

where dst is an integer field computed along the booleans fields.

Coq cannot guess™ how to compute such an intricated recursion, so the
recursive definition of the booleans fields is sliced into abstract parts for dif-

ferent given levels. Firstly, using the input field, the border and inside fields
are defined for the level O:

*At least at my knowledge...



Definition 1.4 (Border and Inside Fields at level 0).

brd0(t, c) Lof inp,(¢) and (1 =c or ¢ =n)

ins0(¢, ¢) of inp,(c) and 1 < ¢ and ¢ <n

Then, the distance, stability and middle fields are defined for every level /,
assuming that the border and inside fields are defined too at this level:

Definition 1.5 (Distance, Stability and Middle Fields).

dstL(0, ¢, insL) e
dstL(t + 1, ¢, insL) def i insL(t + 1,¢)
then 1+ min (dstL(t, c¢—1),dstL(t,c + 1))

else 0

staL(0, ¢, brdL, dstL) % brdL(0, c)

staLi(t + 1, ¢, brdL, dstL) def brdL(t + 1, ¢)

or (dstL(t +1,¢) =1 +dstL(t,c — 1) and staL(t,c — 1))

or (dstL(t +1,¢) =1+ dstL(t,c+ 1) and staL(t, ¢+ 1))

midL(0, ¢, dstL, stal.) 4 false

midL(¢ + 1, ¢, dstL, staL) def (dstL(t +1,¢) > max (dstL(t7 c—1),dstL(t,c + 1))
and staL(t,c — 1) and staL(t,c+ 1))
or <dstL(t +1,¢) = max (dstL(t7 c—1),dstL(t,c+ 1))
and stali(t,c — 1) and staL(t,¢) and staL(¢,c+ 1))

Finally, the border and inside fields for the level £ + 1 are defined using
the fields defined for the level ¢:



Definition 1.6 (Border and Inside Fields at level £ + 1).

brdS(¢, ¢, brdL, midL) <ef brdL(¢, ¢) or midL(t, ¢)

insS(0, ¢, insL, dstL, stalL) 4 false

insS(t + 1, ¢, insL, dstL, staL) % insL(¢ + 1,¢) and staL(t + 1, c)
and (dstL(t +1,¢) < dstL(t,c — 1) or dstL(t + 1,¢) < dstL(¢, ¢ — 1))

So the boolean fields should be defined by this mutual recursion:

brd(c) def brd0(t, ¢)

brd;*!(c) = brdS(t, ¢, brd", mid")

ins?(c) L inso (t,c)

inst ™ (c) &t insS(t, ¢, ins’, dst’, sta’)
dsté(c) = dstL(t, ¢, ins®)
stal(c) tef staLi(t, ¢, brd®, dst)
mid!(c) = midL(t, ¢, dst, sta’)
But Coq cannot guess the decreasing argument. So, instead, we substi-

tute the schemata to obtain only one mutual recursion for brd and ins, and
thereafter define the other fields:



Definition 1.7 (Boolean Fields).

brd® % brdo

brd“! & brds (brdf,midL (dstL (insf),staL (brdf, dstL ( ins ))))

. def .
ins® = ins0

ins! 2 insS (inse7 dstL (inse ) ,stalL (brdz, dstL (inse )))

dst’ ¢ dstL(ins®)

stal! & staL(brd", dst)

mid! % midL(dst’, sta’)

where f(g1, ..., gr) denotes the field (¢,¢) — f(t, ¢, g1, .-, gk)-

In particular, we obtain the equivalence between the respective boolean
and proposition fields, and the specification of dst:

Lemma 1.8 (Equivalence Lemma).

Velte, Brdi(c) < brd!(c) = true

Vite, Inst(c) < inst(c) = true
Vite, Stal(c) & stal(c) = true
)

Vite, Mid!(¢) < mid!(c) = true
Lemma 1.9 (Distance Field).
dsté(c) =0
Ins, ,(c) = dst’, ,(c) = 1 + min (dstf(c — 1), dst{(c + 1))

~1Inspq(c) = dstfﬂ(c) =0 (6)

2 TECHNICAL LEMMAS

The following lemmas are general and are not from our framework of fields :



Lemma 2.1.
Vndldg,(n:2d1 \/n=2d1—|—1)/\(n=2d2 \/n=2d2—|—1) = d; = dy
Proof. Coq ! The proof is made by case on n:

e In this case, n is even.
Because n = 2d; V n = 2d; + 1 and n is even, we have that n = 2d;.
Because n = 2d; V n = 2ds + 1 and n is even, we have that n = 2ds.

So 2d; = 2d», therefore d; = ds.

e In this case, n is odd.
Because n = 2d; Vn = 2d; +1 and n is odd, we have that n = 2d; +1.
Because n = 2dyVn = 2dy+1 and n is odd, we have that n = 2d,+1.
So 2d; + 1 = 2ds + 1, therefore d; = ds.

The following lemmas are from our framework of fields :
Lemma 2.2 (Local Distance).
Vite, dstfH(c) <1+ min (dstf(c —1),dst(c+ 1))
Proof. Let/,t and c. By case :

o If Ins’ +1(c) then (6) the equality holds, so does the inequality.

o If ~Ins;,  (c) then (6) dst? +1(c) =0, so the inequality holds.

Lemma 2.3 (Middle Distance).
Vete, Mid., , (c) = dst!,, (c) > max (dstf (c— 1), dst!(c + 1))
Proof. Let (, t and c. By using (5), Mid! 1 1(c) implies two cases:
dst!, | (c) > max (dstf (c— 1), dst!(c + 1))

dstf_H(c) = max (dstf(c —1),dstt(c+ 1))

and the result holds in every cases. O



We could use the previous lemma in Coq to simplify the proof of the fol-

lowing:
Lemma 2.4 (Brd and Ins are exclusive).
Vete, Brd!(c) = Inst(c) = False

Proof. The proof is made by induction on ¢:

e If ¢ = 0 then Brd:(c) implies (2) that 1 = ¢ or ¢ = n, and Ins{(c)
implies (3) that 1 < ¢ < n, hence the contradiction.

o We assume that:
Vte, Brd!(c) = Ins!(c) = False (IHy)
Let ¢ and ¢, and we assume that:
Brd‘ ™ () (Hpra)
Inst T (e) (Hins)
The proof of False is made by case on ¢ :

— If t = 0 then (3) Ins!**(¢) is False, and is assumed.

- Ift = ¢’ + 1, Hy,s implies (3) that:
Ins} 4 (c) (Hins2)

dstl,q (c) < dsth (c— 1) Vst (c) < dsty(c—1) (Has)

Hg.q implies (2) that Brd?, 41(e) v Mid?, +1(c), so the proof is
made by case:

% If Brd}, ., (c), because Hi,s2, we have False by using IH .
x If Midf,H (¢), then by lemma 2.3:

dstf,_H(c) > max (dstf,(c —1),dst}, (¢ + 1))

therefore dstf,_H(c) > dst!, (c—1) and dstf,H(c) > dst!, (c+
1), which contradicts H .

O



Lemma 2.5 (Distance of a Border).
Velte, Brdi(c) = dsti(c) =0

Proof. Assuming that Brd!(c), by using the lemma 2.4, we have that — Ins’ (c).
Therefore (6) dst(c) = 0. O

Lemma 2.6 (Middles have stable neighbours).
Vite, Midfﬂ(c) = Stal(c— 1) A Stal(c+1)

Proof. Coq ! The result is obtained by hypothesis on the two cases (5) of
Mid} 4 (c). O

Use the previous lemma (introduced lately during the redaction) to sim-
plify some proofs ?

Lemma 2.7 (A middle is stable).
Vlte, Mid:(c) = Stal(c)
Proof. Coq ! Let £. The proof is made by case on t:
o Ift =0, let c. By (5), Midg(c) is False, so the implication holds.
e Else, we prove Sta’(c) by case (5) on the hypothesis Mid®(c):

— In the first case we assume:

dstf_H(c) > max (dstf(c —1),dst!(c+ 1)) (Hd)
Stal(c—1) (HSL)
Stal(c+1) (HSR)

Hd implies that:

dstf+1(6) > 1+ max <dstf(c —1),dstt(c+ 1))
> 14dsti(c—1)

And the lemma 2.2 implies that:

dstfﬂ(c) <1+ min (dstf(c — 1), dst!(c + 1))
<1+dsti(c—1)

So dstf_H(c) = 1+ dstt(c—1). But HSL, therefore (4) Stal(c).



— In the second case, Staf(c) is obtained by hypothesis.

Lemma 2.8 (A stable cell with dst = 0 is a border).
Vete, Stal(c) A dsti(c) = 0 = Brd{(c)
Proof. Coq ! Let ¢. The proof is made by case on t:

e Ift = 0, let c. We assume that Staj(c) and dst}(c) = 0. Brdj(c) is
obtained (4) with the hypothesis Staf(c).

e Else, let c. We assume that Staf+1 (c) and dsthrl (¢) = 0. The proof is
made by case (4) on the hypothesis Sta L1(e):

— In the first case Brd! 41(c) is obtained by hypothesis.

— In the second case we have dstf+1(c) = 1+ dst!(c — 1), which
contradicts dst! 4+1(c) =0.

— In the second case we have dstfH(c) =1+ dst(c + 1), which
contradicts dst? +1(c)=0.

O
Corollary 2.9 (A non-border Middle has a distance > 0).
Vete, = Brdi(c) A Mid!(c) = dsti(c) > 0

Proof. By using the contraposition of the lemma 2.8 on the hypothesis — Brdf (¢)
we have — Sta’(¢) or dst!(c) # 0.

But by using the lemma 2.7 on the hypothesis Mid’(c) we have Sta’ (c).

So dstt(c) > 0. O
Lemma 2.10 (At layer 0, the cells end up being awaken).

3t, Ve, Inp,(c)

Proof. By axiom (To do !), there exists at least one general. Therefore, the
input field propagates until every cell is awaken. To do properly ! O

An explicit formula coul be found, using the initial position of the generals.



3 MONOTONICITY

In this section we prove monotonicity properties for the fields, which means
that if the property is verified for a given ¢, then this property is verified for
every t' > t.

Lemma 3.1 (Inp is monotone).
Vete, Inps(c) = Inpy, 4 (c)

Proof. Let/,t and c.
The hypothesis Inp! (c) implies Inp! +1(c) by using the equation (1). [

Lemma 3.2 (Ins monotone implies dst is increasing).
Ve, (th Ins!(c) = Insfﬂ(c)) = (Vtc, dstt(c) < dstfﬂ(c))
Proof. Let ¢, and we assume:
Vtc, Inst(c) = Ins};(c) (Hins)
The proof is made by induction on ¢:
e If t = 0, then (6) dst!(c) = 0, therefore dst’(c) < dstfﬂ(c).

e We assume that:
Ve, dstt(c) < dstf+1(c) (IHy)

Let c. We proove by case that dstf+1 (c) < dstf+2(c):

— IfInst, () then (6) dst’, () = 1+min (dstf i(e—1),dstly (c+ 1)).

But by using /H,; we have that dst!(c — 1) < dstfﬂ(c — 1) and
dsté(c+1) < dstf+1(c + 1), s0:

1+ min (dstf(c —1),dstt(c+ 1)) < dstf+2(c)

Therefore, by using the lemma 2.2, we have dst? 41(0) < dst? 1a(c).

- If = Ins! 4o(c) then (6) dst? 42(c) = 0. Moreover, by using the
contraposition of H,,s we have —Ins;_ ;(c), so dst? 41(c) =0
too. Therefore, in any cases, dst? 41(0) < dst? 4o(c).

O

10



Lemma 3.3 (Brd and Ins monotone implies a stable dst is constant).

Ve, (Vtc, Brd!(c) = Brdfﬂ(c)) = (Vtc, Inst(c) = Insf+1(c)>

= (Vtc, Staf(c) = dstf(c) = dstf_H(c))
Proof. Let ¢. We assume that:
Vtc, Brd;(c) = Brdy,(c) (HBra)
Vte, Inst (¢) = Insfﬂ(c) (Hins)
We prove Vitc, Stal(c) = dst!(c) = dst! +1(c) by induction on ¢:

e If t = 0 then (4) the hypothesis Staf(c) implies Brd(c), so according
to Hpyq we have Brdi (¢) too. Therefore, according to the lemma 2.5,
we have dst}(c) = 0 = dst{(c).

e We assume the induction hypothesis:
Ve, Stal(c) = dstt(c) = dstf_H(c) (IHy)
Let c. We assume the hypothesis:
Stay(c) (Hsta)
We prove dstf_s_1 (c) = dstf+2(c) by case (4) on Hga:

- If Brd! +1(c) then according to Hp,q we have Brd! 42(c) too.
Therefore, according to the lemma 2.5, we have dstf 41(c)=0=

¢
dsty, 5 (c).
— In that case, we have:

dStf-H(C) =1+ dStf(C -1) (Hast)

Stal(c—1) (Hsta2)

Firstly, by using Hg,2 and the induction hypothesis /H; we have
dsti(c—1) = dstfH(c — 1), so by using Hgst, we have :

dstfH(C) =1+dsti(c—1)=1+ dstf+1(c -1)
Moreover, by using the lemma 2.2, we have:

dsthrz(c) <14 min (dstfﬂ(c -1, dstfﬂ(c + 1))
< 14dsth g (c—1)
< dStf+1(C)

11



Secondly, by using Hr,s and the lemma 3.2:
dstfﬂ(c) < dstf+2(c)

Therefore, we proved the equality.

- If dstfH (¢) = 14+dst!(c+1) and Stal(c+1), the proof is similar
to the previous case.

O

Until this point, the proofs have been successfully implemented in Coq,
except for the three technical lemmas with the “Coq !” mark.

Lemma 3.4 (Brd and Ins monotone implies Sta monotone).

Ve, (Vtc7 Brd(c) = Brdfﬂ(c)) = (Vtc, Ins(c) = Insfﬂ(c))

= (Vtc, Stal(c) = Staf+1(c))
Proof. Let £. We assume that:
Vte, Brdy(c) = BrdL,(c) (Hgra)
Vtc, Inst(c) = Inst, (c) (Hins)
We prove Vtc, Stal(c) = Stal +1(c) by induction on ¢:

e If t = 0 then (4) the hypothesis Sta§(c) implies Brdj(c), so according
to Hpyq we have Brd?(c) too. Therefore, we have (4) the first case of
Staf (c).

e We assume the induction hypothesis:
Ve, Stat(c) = Staj, ;(c) (IH:)
Let c. We assume the hypothesis:
Stay 41 (c) (Hsta)
We prove Staf+2 (c) by case (4) on Hgyy:

- If Brd! +1(c) then according to Hp.q we have Brd! 4o(c) too.
Therefore, we have (4) the first case of Sta’ 1o(0).

12



— In that case, we have:
dstf+1(c) =1+dsti(c—1) (Hast)
Stal(c— 1) (Hsta2)
By using Hp,q, Hins and the lemma 3.3, Hgy,2 implies that:

dstf(c —1) :dstfH(c— 1) (H)

Firstly, by using the lemma 2.2 then H then H g, we have:

dsthrQ(c) <14 min (dstfﬂ(c -1, dstfﬂ(c + 1))

< 14dsthq(c—1)

=1+4dsti(c—1)
= dstfﬂ(c)

Secondly, by using Hi,s and the lemma 3.2, we have:
dsty 41 (c) < dstiyo(c)
Therefore dstf+1 (c) = dstf+2(c). So, by using Hgg then H:

dstyy2(c) = dstiy(c)
=1+dsti(c—1)
=1+dstf, (c—1)
Moreover, by using Hgt,2 and the induction hypothesis IH; we
have StaLfJrl (¢ — 1). Therefore (4) we proved Stauf+2 (¢).

- If dstf+1 (¢) = 14dstt(c+1) and Stal(c+1), the proof is similar
to the previous case.

O
Lemma 3.5 (Brd and Ins monotone implies Mid monotone).
Ve, (Vtc, Brd!(c) = Brdfﬂ(c)) = (Vtc, Inst(c) = Insfﬂ(c))
- (wc, Mid?(c) = Mid?, , (c))
Proof. Let {. We assume that:
Vtc, Brdy(c) = BrdL,,(c) (Hgra)
Vie, Inst (c) = Insf+1(c) (H1ns)

We prove Vtc, Mid!(c) = Midf_s_1 (c) by case on t:

13



e If t = 0 then (5) Mid!(c) is False, so the implication holds.
o Ift =t 4 1, let ¢, and we assume the hypothesis:
Mid} 4 (c) (Hytia)
We prove Midf,+2(c) by case (5) on Hyiq:
— In the first case, we have:

dstf,_H(c) > max (dstf, (c—1),dst (c+ 1)) (Hast)

Stay, (c — 1) (HsiaL)
Stal,(c+1) (HstaR?)
By using Hp,q, Hiys and the lemma 3.3:
% Hggo L implies that dst!, (¢ — 1) = dstfurl(c -1)
% Hggo R implies that dst}, (c + 1) = dstf, (¢ + 1)

Therefore, we have:

max (dstf, (c—1),dst (c+ 1)) = max (dstf,+1(c -1, dstfurl(c + 1))

(Hmax)
So, by using Hi,s and the lemma 3.2, then H gy, then Hyp,y, wWe
have:

dstf/_,’_z(c) Z dstf/+1(c)
> max (dst’ (¢ — 1), dst’ (c + 1))
= max dstf/H(c - 1),dstf,+1(c + 1))

Moreover, by using Hp,q, Hins and the lemma 3.4:
* Hgy, L implies that Stafurl(c -1)
% Hgyo R implies that Stay, ,; (c + 1)

Therefore, we have the left part of Mid?, 4o(0).

— In the second case, we have:

dstfurl(c) = max (dstf, (¢ —1),dst, (c+ 1)) (Hagst)

Staf, (C - 1) (Hstal)
Stal, (c) (Hsta0)
Stal (c+1) (HstaR)

By using Hp,q, Hins and the lemma 3.4:

14



% Hgya L implies that Staf, ., (c — 1)

* Hgy,C implies that Stal, 41(0)

* Hgio R implies that Staf,+1(c +1)
Therefore, to obtain the right part of Mid/, 4o(c), it remains only
to prove that dstf/+2 (¢) = max (dstf/+1(c - 1), dstf,+1(c + 1))

By using Hg,q, Hins and the lemma 3.3, Stafurl (c) implies that:
dstlr 1 (c) = dsthro(c) (Hast2)

By using Hp,q, Hins and the lemma 3.3:
s Hggo L implies that dst!, (¢ — 1) = dstfurl(c -1
s Hgyo R implies that dst?, (c 4+ 1) = dstf,_H(c +1)

Therefore, we have:

max (dstf,(c —1),dst}, (¢ + 1)) = max (dstf,ﬂ(c —1), dstfurl(c + 1))

(Hmax)
So, by using Hggt2, then Hgst, then Hpax, We have:

dstfur? (c) = dstfurl(c)
= max (dst}, (¢ — 1), dstl (¢ + 1))
= max dstfurl(c -1), dStf/+1(C + 1))

Therefore, we have the right part of MidY, 1a(c).

O
Lemma 3.6 (Brdl and Ins’ monotone implies Brd‘*! monotone).
Ve, (Vtc, Brd!(c) = Brdfﬂ(c)) = (Vtc, Inst(c) = Insf+1(c))
= (Vtc, Brd!™(¢) = Brdfﬂ (c))
Proof. Let ¢. We assume that:
Vte, Brd:(c) = Brdy,(c) (Hgra)
Vtc, Inst(c) = Inst (c) (Hins)

Let t and c. We prove Brdfﬁ (¢) by case (2) on the hypothesis Brd! ™ (¢):

15



e In the first case, we have Brdf(c), so by using Hp,q we have Brdf 41(0).

Therefore (2), we proved the left part of Brdﬁj (o).

e In the second case, we have Mid(c).
So, by using Hp;q, Hins and the lemma 3.5 we have Midf+1 (o).
Therefore (2), we proved the right part of Brdf_flL (¢).

O
Lemma 3.7 (Brd® and Ins monotone implies Ins*! monotone).
Ve, (Vtc, Brd!(c) = Brdfﬂ(c)) = (Vtc, Inst(c) = Insf+1(c))
= (Vtc, Ins{ ™ (c) = Insffr%(c))
Proof. Let £. We assume that:
Vtc, Brdy(c) = BrdL,(c) (Hpra)
Vtc, Inst(c) = Inst, (c) (Hins)
We prove Ins; ™ (c) = Ins; | (c) by case on t:
e Ift = 0 then (3) Inst ™! (c) is False, so the implication holds.
e Ift =t + 1, let c. The hypothesis Insf,trll(c) implies (3):
Ins} 4 (c) (Hins2)
Staf,_H (c) (Hsta)

dstf,+1(c) <dst(c—1)Vv dstf/_H(c) <dsth(c—1)  (Has)
By using Hiys, Hins2 implies that Insf,+2(c).
Moreover, by using Hp.q, Hins and the lemma 3.4, Hgq, implies that
Stal, 1a(c).
Therefore, to obtain Insf,il2 (c) , it remains only to prove that dst?, 4o(e) <
dstflﬂ(c —-1)v dSt§/+2(0) < dstf,ﬂ(c —1).

Notice that by using Hp,q, Hins and the lemma 3.3, Hgq, implies that:
dstfurl(c) = dstfurz (c) (H)
We prove dstf,+2(c) < dstfurl(c -1V dstf,+2(c) < dstfurl(c -1

by case on Hggt:

16



— In the first case, we have dst/, 41(0) < dst, (¢ — 1).
So, by using H, then the case hypothesis, then Hy,s and the
lemma 3.2, we have:

dstlro(c) = dsthr (c)
< dstl(c—1)
< dstf,H(C -1

Therefore, we proved the left part of dst?, 4o(c) < dst?, 41(e—
1) Vdsty, o(c) < dsth,q(c — 1).

— The case dst/, 4110 < dst?, (c+1) is similar, and proves the right
part of dstf/+2 (c) < dstfurl(c—l)\/dstfurz (c) < dstfurl(c—l).

O

Proposition 3.8 (Brd and Ins are monotone).
Ve, (Vtc, Brd{(c) = Brdf+1(c)) A (Vtc, Inst(c) = Insﬁﬂ(c))

Proof. The proof is made by induction on ¢:
e If ¢ = 0, we prove the two parts separately:

— Let t and c. The hypothesis Brd} (c) implies (2) that Inp, (c) and
l=cVec=n.
So, by using the lemma 3.1, we have Inp, ;(c) and 1 = cVc = n.
Therefore (2) we proved that Brdy, ; (c).

— Let t and c. The hypothesis Ins(c) implies (3) that Inp, (c) and
l1<ce<n
So, by using the lemma 3.1, we have Inp,  ;(c) and 1 < ¢ < n.
Therefore (3) we proved that Ins}, ; (c).

e We assume the induction hypothesis:
Vte, Brd:(c) = Brdy,(c) (IH%, 1)

Vtc, Ins}(c) = Insj 4 (c) (IHT,,)

By using IHfgrd, Ians and the lemma 3.6, we have:

Vie, Brdi (¢) = Brdfi% (c)

17



By using IHfgrd, Ians and the lemma 3.7, we have:
Ve, Insi T (¢) = Insfﬁ (c)

Therefore, we proved the induction step.

Corollary 3.9 (Brd is monotone).
Vete, Brd! (c) = (w’, ¥ >t= Brdf,(c))

Proof. Let (, t and c. We assume the hypothesis Brd! (c).
Let t'. We prove Brd/, (¢) by case on the hypothesis ¢’ > ¢:

e Ift' = t then Brd’ (¢) by hypothesis.

o If ' = t” + 1 with # > ¢ such that Brd’, (c), then by using the left
part of the proposition 3.8 we have Brd’,, 41(c). Therefore Brd/, (c).

O

Corollary 3.10 (Ins is monotone).
Vete, Inst (c) = (Vt', t' >t = Ins, (c))

Proof. The proof is similar to the previous one, and uses the right part of the
proposition 3.8. O

Corollary 3.11 (Sta is monotone).
Vite, Stal(c) = (Vt',t' >t = Stal, (c))

Proof. Let ¢, t and c. We assume the hypothesis Staf(c).
Let t'. We prove Stal, () by case on the hypothesis ¢’ > ¢:
e Ift = t then Stal, (c) by hypothesis.

o Ift/ =t 4 1 with t > t such that Sta’,, (c), then by using both parts
of the proposition 3.8 and the lemma 3.4 we have Sta’,, 11(0).

Therefore Stal, (c).
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Corollary 3.12 (Mid is monotone).
Vete, Mid!(c) = (Vt’, ¥ >t= Midf,(c))

Proof. The proof is similar to the previous one, and uses both parts of the
proposition 3.8 and the lemma 3.5. O

Corollary 3.13 (dst is increasing).
Vitet' ,t' >t = dst’ (¢) > dstl(c)
Proof. Letl, t,cand t’.
We prove dst’, (¢) > dst?(c) by case on the hypothesis ¢’ > ¢:
o Ift/ =t then dst!, (¢) = dst!(c), therefore dst’, (¢) > dst’(c).
e In that case t' = t” + 1 with ¢ > ¢ such that dst’, (¢) > dst!(c).

Therefore, by using the right part of the proposition 3.8 and the lemma
3.2, then the hypothesis, we have:

dstt (c) = dstf,,+1(c)
> dstt, (c)
> dst!(c)

Corollary 3.14 (A stable dst is constant).
Vite, Stal(c) = (Vt’, >t = dsth(c) = dstf(c))
Proof. Let ¢, t and c. We assume the hypothesis Staf(c).
Let t'. We prove Brd!(c) by case on the hypothesis ¢’ > ¢:
o Ift’ = ¢ then dst’, (c) = dst’(c).
e In that case t = + 1 with ¢ > ¢ such that dst’, (¢) = dst!(c).

By using the hypotheses Stal(c) and ¢ > t, and the lemma 3.11, we
have Stal, (c).

So, by using both parts of the proposition 3.8 and the lemma 3.3 we
have dst,, (¢) = dst’, +1(c). Therefore:
dstt, (¢) = dstf,,+1(c)
- dstf// (C)
= dsté(c)
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4 LIGHT CONES

The condition b; + 2 < by ensures not only that b; < bo, but also that there
is a cell between them, because boundaries between light cones are not light
cones themselves. This excludes the regions of the final layer to be called
light cones, so the results of this section are only for the phase transition.

The choice to exclude the final regions can be justified by the fact that
this is the first time the region alone cannot determine the middle, because a
middle needs 3 cells to appear and not only 2.

Insert pictures to justify the last condition and the name “light cone”.

Definition 4.1 (Light Cones).

LCf(bl, bg) déf b1 +2<by A Brdf(bl) A\ Brdf(bg)
A (Vc, b <c<by= Insf+1(c)> 7

Corollary 4.2 (Light Cone at layer 0).
3t, LCY(1,n)

Proof. Firstly, by axiom (Todo !) n > 2.
Secondly, by using the lemma 2.10 there exists ¢ such that for every cell ¢,
Inp,(c). So:

e We have (2) that Brd? (1) and Brd} (n)

e We have (3) for every 1 < ¢ < n that Ins?(c). So, by using the corol-
lary 3.10, for every 1 < ¢ < n we have that Ins}  (c).

Therefore (7) LCY(1, 7). O

In the following, § will denote the floor function of the half : the half of a
if a is even, and the half of @ — 1 if a is odd.

Proposition 4.3 (Running of a Light Cone).

by — b
Vltbiby, LCL(b1,by) = V0 < d < 22 L

dstt, (b1 +d) = d A Stay, 4(by + d)
Adste, 4(ba —d) = d A Stal, 4(bs — d)

A (v by+d < c<by—d,dstl, 4(c) > d)
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Proof. Let {4, by, by and t. We assume that LCf(bl, ba).
The proof is made by induction on d :
e In this case, d = 0.

Because LCY(by,by), we have that Brd!(b;) and Brd!(by). So, by
using the lemma 2.5 we have that dst (b;) = 0 and dst(by) = 0, and
by definition (4) we have that Sta! (b;) and Sta’(by).

Moreover, for every by < ¢ < by we have dst!(c) > 0 because dst is

an integer field.

e We assume that d + 1 < %. Sod < % too, and we have the
induction hypothesis:

dsty, 4(by +d) = d A Stal4(by + d)
Adstl4(by — d) = d A Stal, 4(by — d)
A (Vb1 +d << by—ddstl, ,(c) > d)
Firstly, we prove that for every by + (d+1) < ¢ < by — (d+ 1), we have :
dstf+(d+1)(c) =1+ min (dstf+d(c -1, dstf+d(c + 1)) (H,.)

Indeed, if by + (d+1) < ¢ < by — (d+1) then by transitivity we have b; <
¢ < by. So, because LCL(by,by) we have InsfH(c). So, by monotonicity
(lemma 3.10) we have Insf +(a+1)(c). Therefore, by using the equation (6),
we have that dstf+(d+1)(c) =1+ min (dsthrd(c - 1), dstf+d(c + 1))

The proof is made by case on c :

e Inthat case,c = by + (d + 1).

Because d+1 < %, we have 2d+2 < bg—b1, 50 b1 +d+2 < by —d.
So b1 +d < by +d+2 < by —d, and by using the induction hypothesis
we have dstf+d(b1 +d+2)>d.

Moreover, by using the induction hypothesis, we have dst’ Lalbi+d) =
d, so dsty, 4(by +d + 2) > dsty, 4(by + d).

By using H, with ¢ = b; + d + 1, we have :

dstyy (gy1)(b1 +d+1) =1+ min (dstf+d(bl +d), dsty, 4(by +d+ 2))

=1+ dsty, 4(by +d)
=1+d
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Moreover, because dStf+(d+1)(b1 +d+1)=1+ dstf+d(b1 +d) and
by induction hypothesis Sta, ,(b; + d), we have by definition (4) that
Staf+(d+1) (bl + d + 1)

e The case ¢ = by — (d + 1) is similar, by using the induction hypothesis
dstr, 4(bo — d) = d and Stal, 4(bs — d).

o Ifby +(d+1) < ¢ < by — (d+1), then we have :
bi+d<c—1<by—d—2<by,—d

bi+d<bi+d+2<c+1<by—d

So, by using the induction hypothesis we have dstf 4+q(c—=1) > dand
dstt, 4(c+1) > d.

Therefore, by using H. we have (lemma for min ?) :

dstf+(d+l)(c) =1+ min (dstf+d(c — 1), dsth, 4(c + 1))
> 1+ min (d, d)
—1+d

Corollary 4.4 (End of a Light Cone).

by — b
Vithiba, LCf (b, by) = ¥ < 22,

dsty, v, (b1 +d) = d A Stag, s, (by +d)

/\dStfJr ba=by (be — d) =dA Staf+b2;b1 (ba —d)

Proof. By using the corollaries 3.11 and 3.14, this is a direct corollary of the
previous proposition. O

Notice that for a Light Cone LCf (b1, b2), ba — by + 1 is the number of cells
forming the Light Cone, boundaries included.

Corollary 4.5 (Middle of an odd Light Cone).
Vltby by, LCL(by, by) A by — by + 1odd

b1+bz)
2

0
= Mldt+ 52;5’1 (
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Proof. Because LCf(bl7 ba) we have by + 2 < bo, so @ > 1.
Because by — by + 1is odd, we have :

by +ba+1 by +bo

2 2
bg—bl b1+b2
b —-1) = -1
1+< 5 > 5
by — by b +b
b1_< 5 —1>— 5 +1

Because LC! (b1, by ), by using the proposition 4.3 for d = @ —1 we have:

b1 + bs by + b2

by — by
dStf+b2;b1,1( 2 — ) = 5 —1/\Staf+b2gbl_1( 9 -1)
b1+bg b27b1 b1+62
dStf+b2;b171( B +1) = —1/\Staf+b2;bl _1( B +1)

Because LCf(bl, bs), by using the proposition 4.3 for d = % we have:

b1 + by
2

by — b
2

)=

£
dSttJr b2;b1 (

So, by denoting m = 2522 we have :

¢ ¢ ¢
dstt+%(m) > max (dstH@_l(m— 1),dstt+b2;b1_1(m+ 1))

with Staer b2ty _,(m—1)and Staf+ b=ty _,(m+1).
Therefore by definition (5) Mid® (m). O

bo—b
t+ 22 1

Corollary 4.6 (Middles of an even Light Cone).

Vetb by, LCE (b1, by) A by — by + Leven

by +by—1
2

b1 +b2+1

= Mid* ., s,
1t+lzg+1( 2 )

) A Mldf+ bp=b1+1 (

Proof. Because LCf(bl, bs) we have by + 2 < b, so because by — by is odd
we have % > 1.
Because by — b1 + 1 is even, we have :

by +by+1 by +by—1
2 - 2

+1
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by —b; — 1 by +by—1
- 1) =—— -1
b1+( ' ) '

by —b; — 1 by +bs+1
R - Bk Sl B I e T S |
1 ( 5 ) 5 +

bo—bi—1
2

Because LC (b1, bs), by using the proposition 4.3 for d = — 1 we

have:
b1+b2—1_ _bQ—bl—l_

L
dStt_i_bzfglfl_l(f 1) = B 1

by +by —1

2

b1 +by+1 by —b; —1

Y 1 2 2 1
dStt-‘rW#—l(iz 1) = 72 —
b1 +by+1

2
So, by monotonicity (lemmas 3.11 and 3.14), we have :

with Staf+b2—gl—171( 1)

1

Wlth Staf+b2712)171_1( + 1)

by +by—1 by —b; — 1
dstf+b273171 (f — 1) = f -1

. bi +by—1
with Staf+ by o1 (f -1)

dst? 7[)1 that1

by — by — 1
t+b2_gl_1( 9 =5

1
+1) 5

1
b1 +b2+1

1
2 U

. ‘
with StaH_ by=bi=1 (

bo—b1—1
2

Because LCf(bl, by ), by using the proposition 4.3 for d = we have:

b1 +bs —1 by — by — 1
¢ 1 2 02 1
dStH,bz*gl*l( 9 ) - 9

by +by—1
2
by +b2+1 by — by —1
2 )T
by + bs + 1)
2
Notice that I’Q_l’#l_l +1= l”_éﬁ. So, by monotonicity (lemma 3.14), we
have :

)

: L
with Stat+52_gl—1 (

J4
dStt+b2*1271*1 (

: 4
Wlth StaH bz*gl 1 (

b1+b2—1)_b2—b1—1
2 B 2

L
dStH_bz*gﬁrl (
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by +b+1 bo — by — 1

¢ 1+ by b=l

dStH_ b2*1271+1 ( 9 ) - 9

So, by denoting m; = 2422=1 and m, = tL2tl we have :

L L £
dStt+b27gl+1 (m1) = max (dStt+b27;171 (m1 - 1),dStt+ b273171 (m1 + 1))

Wlth Staf+ 527;171 (m1 — 1), Staf+ b2—;1—1 (ml) and Staf+ b273171 (m1 —+ 1)
Therefore by definition (5) Midf Lo (M)
2

dstf+b2—gl+1 (m2) = max (dstf+b271;171 (mg — 1),dstf+ ba=by =1 (ma + 1))

Wlth Staf+ by—by—1 (TTLQ — 1), Staf+ by —by—1 (TILQ) and Staf+ bg—by—1 (m2 —+ 1)
2 2 2
Therefore by definition (5) Midf+ byttt (ma2). O

bi+bo+1 )
2

i

In every case, we have MidfJr bay+1 (25E2) A MidfJr by—by 41 (
2 2

but we thought the presentation clearer by separating both cases.

Lemma 4.7 (The other cells of a Light Cone are not Middles).

Vlthyby, LCL(by, bo) = V' >t + bz ; b Ve,

by +bay by +by+1
2 v 2 <

<b1 <c< c< b2) = - Mid} . (c)
Proof. Let{, t, by and by. We assume the hypothesis LCf(bl, ba).

Lett' >t + % and let ¢ be a cell.

Firstly, we prove that c = by +dorc =by —dwith0 < d < bz%bl. The
proof is made by case on c:

o Ifb; <c< %, b1 < c implies that ¢ = b; + d. Moreover:

b b
Wehaveb1+d:c<%
b b b b 2b
Therefore d < 1+2—b1: 10 20y
2 2
b by —2b by — b
Therefore (Todo !) d < 1t Z L 22 1
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o If bl*‘%ﬂ < ¢ < ba, ¢ < by implies that ¢ = by — d. Moreover:

by +bo+1

We have by —d =c < 2

by +bo+1 2b b1 +b 1
Therefore d < by — % = 72 - %

by —by—by  bo—by
2 2

2
Therefore (Todo !) d <

By using the hypothesis LCY(by, by) and the corollary 4.4 on ¢ = by + d or
¢ = by — d, we have that:

¢ )
dStt+b2gb1 (C) =dA Stat+ bngl (C)
Therefore, because t’ +1 > t' > t+ 22=b1 by using the lemma 3.14 we have

2
that:

dstf ., 1(c) =d (Ha)

Secondly, because 0 < d < %, we havethat 0 < d+1 < bngl.
So, by using the hypothesis LCf(bl, b2) and the corollary 4.4 with d + 1,
we have that:

dsty, sy-v, (b1 + (d+ 1)) =d+ 1 AStay 0, (b +(d+ 1)) (Hp)

¢

t+

dst? oo (ba — (d+1)) =d+1AStal o (by— (d+1)) (Hpg)
t+ 25 =

We prove that d + 1 < max (dstf/(c —1),dst} (¢ + 1)) by case on c:

o If); <c< bl;bQ,wehavec:bl+d,sob1+(d+1):c+1.

Therefore, by using Hy,, we have that:

¢ ¢
dstterQ;b1 (c+1)=d+1 /\Stat+b2gb1 (c+1)

So, because t' >t + bz;bl , by using the lemma 3.14 we have that:

dsté(c+1)=d+1

Therefore: d + 1 < max (dstf, (c—1),dsth (c+ 1))
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o If bitbetl o < by wehavec=by —d,s0by — (d+ 1) =c— 1.

Therefore, by using Hp, we have that:
dstf+@(c— D=d+1A Staf+@(c— 1)
So, because t' >t + %, by using the lemma 3.14 we have that:
dst!/(c—1) =d+1
Therefore: d + 1 < max (dstf/ (c—1),dst (c+ 1))

We prove — Mid,, +1(c) by contradiction. If Mid?, 41(c) then, by using the
lemma 2.3, we have that:

dstf,_H(c) > max (dstf,(c —1),dst}, (¢ + 1))
So, by using H;, we have that:

max (dstf,(c — 1), dst} (c+ 1)) <d

Butd + 1 < max (dstf, (¢ —1),dstl (¢ + 1)), hence the contradiction. [J

The remaining (To do !) marks in the previous lemma come from par-
ity problems to fix... The previous lemma can be generalized by using the
monotonicity of the Mid field:

Corollary 4.8 (The other cells of a Light Cone are not Middles).
Vltby by, LCE (by, by) = Vit'c,

by+by  by+by+1
5 T a2 ©

<b1 <c< c< 62) = —Mid, (c)

Proof. The proof is made by case on t':

o Ift! <t+ %, we prove — Mid?, (¢) by contradiction.

We assume that Mid, (c). So, by using the lemma 3.12 we have that
Y
MldH— bz;b1 +1(C).
But, by using the previous lemma with t—l—@, we have that - Mider ba=by (¢),
2
hence the contradiction.
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o Ift/ >t 225br 4

By using the previous lemma with ' — 1 > ¢ + @, we have that
-~ Mid?, (c).

O
Lemma 4.9 (Each true Middle comes from a Light Cone).
Vetm, = Brd:(m) A Mid!(m)
= LC! ,(m —d,m +d)
Y LCf_(dH)(m —(d+1),m+4d)
VLC;_(gr1y(m —d,m+ (d+1))
where d = dst!(m)
Proof. To do ! I already proved it, I will recopy soon. O
Corollary 4.10 (A Middle induces a new Light Cone).
Vetmd, Mid? (m) A dst(m) =dAd > 2
=Vt (Brdf,(m —d) = LCH (m — d, m))
A (Brdf, (m+d) = LCH (m,m + d))

Proof. Because dst(m) = d > 2, Mid’(m), by using the contraposition of
the lemma 2.5, we have that — Brd! (m).

The proof is made by case on the border. We assume Brdf, (m — d), but
the proof in the case Brd’, (m + d) is similar.

Because — Brd!(m) and Mid!(m), by using the previous lemma we have
that LC;_ y(m—d, m+d) or LC{_ (4, 1) (m—(d+1), m+d) or LC{_ (4, 1) (m—
d,m+ (d+1)).

By definition (7), if LC;_ (4, 1)(m — (d+ 1), m+ d) then Ins;_,(m — d).
So, by case t' < t —d ort —d < t and by monotonicity, we obtain a
contradiction dy using the lemma 2.4. So we have :

LC{_y(m —d,m + d) \/chf(dJrl)(m —d,m+ (d+1)) (Hre)

In every case, by using the lemma 4.4 we have for every ¢ < d that
dsté(m — d +1i) = i and Stal(m — d + i).
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So, by using the monotonicity, for every m — d < ¢ < m, we have
dstr, () + 1 = dsti(c+ 1).

Moreover, by using the monotonicity, Sta. 11(0).

Moreover, by using H, ¢ and the definition (7) and the monotonicity, we
have Insf+1 (o).

Therefore, by definition (3), we have Insfﬂ (o).

Moreover, by using Hj, ¢ and the definition (7) and the monotonicity, we
have Brd_ ; (m — d). So, by definition (2) Brd{{{ (m — d).

Moreover, by using Hy ¢ and (the lemma 4.5 or the lemma 4.6) and the
monotonicity, we have Mid? +1(m). So, by definition (2) Brdfj;% (m).

Moreover, by hypothesis d > 2, s0 (m —d) + 2 < m.

Therefore, by definition (7) we have LCfJrl (m —d,m).

To do properly ! O

Lemma 4.11 (One Brd and one Mid at previous layer of a Light Cone).
Vetby by, LCEH (b1, by)
- (Brdf (b1) A = Brd’ (b2) A Mid’(by) A dst’ (bs) = by — b1>

v (ﬁ Brd’ () A Mid’(b1) A Brd!(by) A dst!(by) = by — b1>

Proof. To do ! T already proved it, I will recopy soon. O

5 MIDDLES

Lemma 5.1 (Paired Middles appear at the same time with the same distance).

Vltitomimea, Midfl (ml) A\ Nﬁdf2 (mg) A (mg =mi+1Vms =ms+ 1)
= Midy, (ms) A dstf, (m1) = dstf, (m2)

Proof. We assume that mo = m1 +1 (the case m; = mgy-+1 is symmetrical).
For sake of simplicity, we note ¢; = m; — 1 and ¢ = mg + 1.

We assume that ¢; < ¢ and we prove the result both for ¢; and ¢,. Notice
that because of the middles, we have t1,ts > 1.

We note d; = ds‘cf1 (my) and dy = dstf2 (mg), and we prove that d; = ds:

By using the lemma 2.3 on Midf1 (mq) we have that :

d; > max (dstfl_l(cl), dstfl_l(mg)) > dstfl_l(mg)
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By using the lemma 2.6 on Midf1 (mq), we have Staflfl(mg). So, by
monotonicity (lemma 3.14), dstflfl(mg) = dy. Therefore d; > d».
By using the lemma 2.3 on Midf2 (mg) we have that :

dy > max (dstfrl(ml)7dstfrl(cQ)) > dstfrl(ml)

We have two cases on t1 < 5 :

e In the case t; = to, by using the lemma 2.6 on Midf2 (ms), we have
Stafrl(ml). So, by monotonicity (lemma 3.14), dstfrl(ml) =d;.

e In the case t; < t5, by using the lemma 2.7 on Midf1 (m1) we have
Staf1 (mq). So, by monotonicity (lemma 3.14), dstfz_l(ml) =d;.

In every case, we have do > d;, and because we proved d; > dy, we have
dy = ds. So, in the following d; and dy will be denoted by d.

Because dstf1 (my) =d= dstfl_l(mg), the middle m; verifies the sec-
ond case of the equation (5). In particular, we have that Staf1 _1(mq). So, by
monotonicity (lemma 3.14) we have dstfl_1 (mq) = dstff1 (mq) =d.

We have two cases on d :

o If dstfl_l(mg) = d = 0, because Stafl_l(mg), by (4) we have
Brdfl_l(mg) To do ! May not be necessary, because it cannot hap-
pen in the case £ = 0 by axiom n > 2 and the definition (2) of Brd,
and this lemma is only used in that case.

o If dstfl_l(mg) = d > 0 (In that case, because the distance is 0 at t =
0, we have t; —1 > 0, so we can write t; — 2.), because Stafl_l(mg),
by (4) we have two cases:

— dsty,_y(m2) = 1 +dstj, _,(m1) A Stag, _o(m1)
In that case, because Stauf1 _5(m1), by monotonicity (lemma 3.14)
we have dstfl_Q(ml) = ds‘cf1 (mq) = d.
Therefore d = dstfrl(mg) =1+ dstflfz(ml) = 1+ d, hence
the contradiction.

- dstflfl(mg) =1+ dstfﬁQ(cQ) A Stafli2(02).
So dstfl_z(CQ) = d — 1, and by monotonicity (lemma 3.14) we
have dstfl_l(CQ) =d-1.
Moreover, because Stafl_z(@), by monotonicity (lemma 3.11)
we have Staf1 _1(c2).
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Finally, because dstflfl(mg) = dy and Staflfl(mz), by mono-
tonicity (lemma 3.14) we have dstf1 (mg) =d= dstf1 (mq).

Therefore, we have :

* dstfl_l(ml) = d and dstfl_l(CQ) =d—1,s0:
dst!, (ms) = d = max (d,d — 1) = max (dstfl_l(ml), dstfl_l(q))
* Stafl_l(ml) and Stafl_l(mg) and Stafl_l(CQ)
So, by the definition (5), we have Midf1 (ma).
The result can be prove for t» too by using the monotonicity. O

Lemma 5.2 (A Middle has the same distance over time).
Vet tam, Midf1 (m) A Midf2 (m) = dstf1 (m) = dstf2 (m)

Proof. Two cases t1 < t3 and to < t;. In every case, a middle is stable,
therefore the distance is the same.
To do properly ! O

Proposition 5.3 (Middles appear at the same time with the same distance).

V(tlml, - Brdfl (ml) AN 1\/Ildf1 (ml)

= (mmg, Mid’, (my) = Mid?, (ms) A dst!, (m) = dst’, (mz))
Proof. The proof is made by induction on ¢:

e In this case £/ = 0.
Let ¢; and m; such that — Brd?1 (my) and Mid?1 (my).
Let t5 and mq such that Mid?2 (ma).

Because ¢ = 0, by using the lemma 4.2 there exists trc such that
LCY (1,n). We prove Midf1 (mg) and dstf1 (my1) = dstf1 (mg) by

tLc
case on the parity of n:

— If n =n — 1+ 11is odd, then by using the corollary 4.5 we have

- 10 -+
thatMldthJrnT,l("2 ).

By contradiction, if m; # &L, then by using the lemma 4.8 we
have that — Mid?1 (my), which contradicts the hypothesis Midg1 (mq).

Som1 = HTH
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By contradiction, if my # &L, then by using the lemma 4.8 we
have that - Mid(t)2 (ma2), which contradicts the hypothesis Mid?2 (ma).
So mo = %H

Therefore, m; = mg, then by hypothesis Midg1 (mg), and we

have dstg1 (my) = dst,?1 (ma2).
— If n =n — 1+ 1is even, then by using the corollary 4.6 we have
that Midy, _, » (%) and Mid}, 4 (5 +1).
By contradiction, if m; # % and m; # 5 + 1, then by using
the lemma 4.8 we have that — Mid?1 (my), which contradicts the
hypothesis Midg1 (m1). Som; = 5 orm; =4 + 1.
By contradiction, if my # % and my # 5 + 1, then by using
the lemma 4.8 we have that — Mid?2 (mg), which contradicts the
hypothesis Midg2 (m2). Somy = 5 ormy = 4§ + 1.
The proof is made by case:

x If m; = mo, then by hypothesis Mid?1 (ms), and we have
dSt?l (ml) = dst?l (mg)

* If my # mso, then mo = mqy + 1 0or my = my + 1. So,
because Midg1 (my) and Midg2 (ms), by using the lemma 5.1
we have Mid?1 (mg) and dst?1 (my) = dst?1 (m2).

o We assume the induction hypothesis:
Vtymy, = Brdy, (m1) A Midj, (m1) (IH )
= (wgmg, Mid!, (ms) = Mid’, (ms) A dst!, (my) = dst!, (m2))
Let t; and m; such that — Brdf;|r1 (my) and Midfj'l (my),andletd; =

dstfj'l (my).

By using the lemma 4.9, there exists tj = t; — dj or ¢y — (dy + 1),
by =mq —dyormy — (dl + 1),andb’1 =mq+diormq + (dl -‘rl)
such that LCf;rl (b1, 0)).

Notice that the case by = m; — (dy + 1) and b] = my + (d1 + 1) is
excluded, so b} — by = 2dy or 2d; + 1, but not 2d; + 2.

Because LCf,rr1 (b1,b}), by using the lemma 4.11, we have that:
either Brdy, (b1) A = Brdg, (b) A Midy, (b)) A dsty, (b)) = b} — by

or = Brdy (b1) A Mids, (by) A Brdg, (07) Adsty, (b1) = b} — by
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We denote the border by b and the middle by m¥. In particular, we
have that dstf/1 (mf) = b} — by = 2d; or2d; + 1.

Let t5 and mo such that Midfjl(mg), and let dy = dstfjl(mg).

By using the same arguments, we have that LCf;r 1(by, ), and at the
previous layer we denote the border by b4 and the middle by m%, with

dstf, (m5) = by — by = 2dy or 2da + 1.

Because — Brdf,1 (m!) and Midf/1 (m!) and Midf/2 (m$), by using the
induction hypothesis IH ¢, we have that Midf,1 (m$) and dstf,1 (mf) =
dstf/1 (m4).

Because Midf/1 (m%) and Midfé (m$), by using the lemma 5.2 we have
that dstf,l (mf) = dstf/z (m).

Therefore dstf/1 (mf) = dstf/1 (mb) = dstf/2 (m5).

So, because dstf,1 (mt) = 2d; or 2d;+1 and dstfé (mb) = 2dy or 2da+
1, by using the lemma 2.1 we have that dy = d5.

Therefore dstflﬂ(ml) =dy=dy = dStf:l(mg).

It remains to prove that Midf;|r1 (ma).

Because — Brdfjl(ml) and Midffrl(ml), by using the lemma 2.9 we
have that ds = d; = dstffl(ml) > 1.

So dsty, (mf) = dsty, (mf) = 2d; or 2dy + 1 > 2.

Moreover, because dstf/l (mf) = dstf,z (mf) = bl — bo, where by and
b, are b and m4 or the reverse, we have b5 = mb — dstf,l (m%) or
bs =mb + dstf/1 (mb).

Moreover, Midf,1 (m%) and Brdf/2 (b5).

Therefore, by using the lemma 4.10, we have LCf,:r by, bh).

We prove Midfj'1 (mg) by case on the parity of b, — bs :

— If b, — by is even, because by — by = 2ds or 2dy + 1, we have

b/2 — bQ = 2d2 SO béng = dQ.

Because b, — by is even, b, — ba + 1 is odd. So, by using the

+1 bz 4b)
d b’z—bz( 2 )
==

lemma 4.5, we have that Mi

1
In that case (by using the previous results of the lemma 4.9), we

have (To do !) t} = ¢ —d; and by = mg — dg and by = mg + da,
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SO

! b/2_b2_/ d Y di =
t1+T—tl+ o=t +di =1t
bg+bl2 (mg—d2)+(m2+d2) 2meo
2 2 T g TR

Therefore Midf;|r1 (ma).
— If b, — by is odd, because by — ba = 2ds or 2dy + 1, we have

by — by = 2dy + 150 2=2F — g, 1 1.

Because b, —bs is odd, by, —by+1 is even. So, by using the lemma

.0 ba+b5—1 .0 ba+bh+1
4.6, we have that M1dt;i vy (Z2H21) and Mldt:i g (2D,
2 2

In that case (by using the previous results of the lemma 4.9), we
have (Todo !) t{ =t — (dy + 1), so:

bé—bg—‘rl

5 =t +do+1=t+di+1=1t

th +
Morevover, there are two cases for by and b:
x by = mg — (do2 + 1) and by = my + ds. In that case:

b2+b’2+1_(mg—d2—1)+(m2+d2)+1_2m2
2 B 2 2

:m2

dz+ 1 bo+by—1

Therefore, because Mid™"™",, _, (==
+L
2

), we have that
1

Midg (mo).
* by = mg — do and b, = mgy + (d2 + 1). In that case:

b2+b/2—1_(mg—d2)+<m2+d2+1>—1_2m2
2 B 2 2

:m2

(bz+b'2+1
bh—bat1\ " 2
e kb

Therefore, because Mid‘+! ), we have that
th+

Mid{ ™ (ms).
O

The remaining (To do !) marks in the previous lemma come from the fact
that the cases for the form of the Light Cones “may” not be the same (in
particular even or odd length) for the two middles. Maybe we should prove
that this is the case anyway because at a layer ¢ the Light Cones have the same
length ?
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Lemma 5.4 (Middles have max distance).
Vetm, - Brd:(m) A Midt(m) = (Vc, dstf(c) < dstf(m))
Proof. To do ! O
Lemma 5.5 (Cells with the same distance than a Middle are Middles).
Vetm, = Brd:(m) A Mid!(m) = (Vc, dstt(c) = dst(m) = Midf(c))
Proof. Todo ! O
Lemma 5.6 (Middles appear when each cell is stable).
Vetm, - Brd:(m) A Mid:(m) = Ve, Stal(c)

Proof. Todo! O

6 SYNCHRONIZATION
Definition 6.1 (Output Field).
Outf(c) L False

Outfﬂ(c) ef Brd{(c — 1) ABrd!(c) A Brd!(c + 1) (8)

Lemma 6.2 (The Border Field is True or False).
Vite, Brd:(c) v = Brd!(c)
Proof. To do ! Using def or characterization of bool/Prop fields ? O
Lemma 6.3 (The Output fires for every layer).
Vete, Outy 4 (c) = Outyfi(c)

Proof. Let (, t and c. The hypothesis Out? 41(c) implies (8) that Brdf(c—1)
and Brd!(c) and Brd{(c + 1)
So (2) we have Brd! ™! (¢ — 1) and Brd:™ (¢) and Brd‘ ™! (¢ + 1).
Therefore (8) we proved Outfﬂ (o). O

Lemma 6.4 (Three non-border Middles cannot be adjacent).

Veéte, = Brdt(c) A Mid!(c — 1) A Mid!(c) A Mid{(c + 1) = False
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Proof. We obtain a contradiction by case on ¢:
e If t = 0 then (5) Mid{(c) is False.

e Else t = t' + 1. By hypothesis — Brdf,_H(c), so we can use the lemma
5.3 to prove that:

dstfurl(c -1)= dstflﬂ(c) = dstflﬂ(c +1)

This distance will be denoted by d.

By using the lemma 2.6 on Midf/_H (¢), we have that Sta!, (¢ — 1) and
Stal, (¢ + 1). So, by using the lemma 3.14 on both we have:

dstt, (c—1) = dstf,+1(c —-1)=d
dstl (c+1) = dstflﬂ(c +1)=d

Because ﬁBrdf,H(c) and Midf,_H(c), by using the lemma 2.9 we
have dstf,_H(c) > 0. So (6):

dstf,_H(c) =1+ min (dstf, (¢ —1),dsth (¢ + 1))
=1+ min (d,d)
=1+d

which contradicts dst?, 41(c) =d.

O
Lemma 6.5 (A non-border Middle adjacent to a Border has a distance = 1).
Vete, = Brd (c) A Mid’(c) A (Brdf (¢ — 1) v Brd!(c + 1)) = dst!(c) = 1
Proof. We prove the result by case on ¢:
e If t = 0 then (5) Mid{(c) is False, so we get a contradiction.

e Else t = ¢ + 1. Because ﬁBrdf,H(c) and Mid},, , (c), by using the
lemma 2.9 we have dstfurl(c) > 0. So (6):

dstf,ﬂ(c) =1+ min (dstf, (¢ —1),dsth (¢ + 1))
But (Brdf/H(C -1V Brdf,+1(c + 1)) so by using the lemma 2.5
we have (dstf/H(c —1)=0v dstf,H(c +1)= 0), and by using the
lemma 3.13 we have (dsti, (c—1)=0Vdsti(c+1) = 0).

Therefore, min (dstf, (c—1),dsth (c+ 1)) =0, and dstf,H(c) =1.
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Theorem 6.6 (The Output Field is synchronized).
Vite, Out!(c) = V', Outt(c)
Proof. We prove Vtlc, Out!(c) = ¥¢', Outt(¢) by case on t:
e Ift =0, let £ and c. By (8), Outé(c) is False, so the implication holds.

e Else, t =t + 1 and we prove Véc, Out},,; (¢) = V¢/,Outl,, (c') by
induction on /:

- Out} . (c) implies (8) Brdy, (c — 1) and Brd}, (c) and Brd}, (c +
1),so(2)wehavec—1=1Vec—1=nandc=1Vec=mn
and c+ 1 =1V c+ 1 = n, which leads to a contradiction (three
variables with distinct values, but only two available values).

— We assume the induction hypothesis:
Ve, Outy, 4 () = Ve, Outyr (') (IH )

Let c. The hypothesis Outt,H( ¢) implies (8) that Brd’™ (¢ — 1)
and Brd’,"*(¢) and Brd5™ (¢ + 1).

For each cell ¢ € {¢ — 1,¢,c + 1}, by using the lemma 6.2 we
have Brd’, (¢/) vV ~Brd% (¢). But because Brd,™ (¢/) implies
(2) that Brd’, (¢/) v Mid’ (¢/), we have two cases: Brd’ (¢/) or
- Brd!, (¢/) A Mid4 ().

We prove V¢, Outffjrll( ') for the eight possible cases:

s If Brd!, (c—1) and Brd’, (¢) and Brd’, (c+1) then (8) Outy 4 (c).
So, by using JH,; we have for every ¢ that Out?, 1(¢).
Therefore, by using the lemma 6.3, we have Outf,trll( .

s If Mid% (¢ — 1) and Mid, (¢) and Mid’, (¢ + 1), we obtain a
contradiction by using the lemma 6.4.

* The other cases are :

- Brd!, (¢ — 1) and Brd’, (¢) and Mid’ (¢ + 1)
. Brdf(c—1)and M1dt (¢) and Brd’ (¢ + 1)
Brd’ (¢ — 1) and Mid?, (¢) and Mid/, (¢ + 1)

- Mid!, (¢ — 1) and Brd, (¢) and Brd’, (¢ + 1)
: Mldf (¢ —1) and Brd’, (¢) and Mid’, (¢ + 1)
d% (¢ — 1) and Mid?, (c) and Brd’, (¢ + 1)
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In every case, there exists a cell m € {¢ — 1,¢,c + 1} with
is a middle, not a border, and is adjacent to a border. So, by
using the lemma 6.5 we have dst!, (m) = 1.

Let ¢’ be a cell. By using the lemma 5.4 we have that:

dsté (¢/) < dsth, (m) =1

We prove that Brd’," (¢/) by case on dst’, (¢/):

- In the case dst,(¢') = 0, by using the lemma 5.6 we
have that Stal, (¢’), so by using the lemma 2.8 we have
that Brd’, (¢).

- If dstl,(¢/) = 1, by using the lemma 5.5 we have that
Mid!, (¢).

Therefore, in every case Brd’,™ (¢/).

We proved it for every cell ¢/, so we have Brd,"*(¢/ — 1) and
Brd!"*(¢/) and Brd!,"* (¢ + 1), therefore Outf,tll ().

O
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