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Common substring with shifts in b-ary expansions
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Abstract

Denote by S,,(x, y) the length of the longest common substring of z and y with shifts in their first
n digits of b-ary expansions. We show that the sets of pairs (xz,y), for which the growth rate of
Sp(z,y) is alogn with 0 < o < oo, have full Hausdorff dimension.
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1. Introduction

Fix a positive integer b > 2. Every = € (0, 1] admits a unique non-terminating b-ary expansion:

:L‘_' E-_(xlal‘%”'))
=1
where 7; € A := {0,1,---,b— 1} for each i > 1. The infinite sequence (21,25, --) € AV is

called the digit sequence of .

For (x,y) € (0,1] x (0,1] and n € N, the length of the longest common substring L, (z, y),
and the length of the longest common substring with shifts S, (x, y) of z and y in the first n digits
of b-ary expansions are defined as

Ly(z,y) =max{l > 1: 2! =yt forsome 0 <i <n—I},

Sp(z,y) =max{l > 1: 2} = yjfl forsome 0 < i,j <n —1[},
where /! denotes the substring (z;,1, - , Ti41).
It is worth mentioning that the longest common substring problem concerns the shortest dis-
tance between two orbits of a dynamical system 7" : X — X over a metric space (X, d). The
shortest distance between two orbits is defined as

do(z,y) = min (d(T'z, Ty)).

i,j=0, n—1
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Barros, Liao, and Rousseau [1, Section 3] pointed out that S,,(x,y) < —logd,(x,y) < Son(z,y)
for almost all pairs (z, y). Therefore, S,,(x, y) and — log d,,(z, y) have the same asymptotic behav-
ior. Moreover, It is showed [1, Theorem 7] that if the Rényi entropy H> exists, then for Lebesgue
almost all (z,y) € (0, 1] x (0, 1],

n—oo logn Hy

Li and Yang [2] proved that for Lebesgue almost all (x,y) € (0, 1] x (0, 1],

L
. n(,y)

n—o00 1Ogb n

Then, it is natural to study the points for which L, (z,y) and S,(z,y) increase with various
speeds. For 0 < a < oo, we define the level sets

L(a) = {(x,y) € (0,1] x (0,1] : lim Ll y) = a}.

n—oo logb n

In [2], Li and Yang proved that all these level sets have full Hausdorff dimension.

However, despite a number of contributions dealing with the sets linked with L, (x,y), there
is few conclusion taking S,,(x, y) into account. To fill this gap, we aim to extend Li and Yang’s
results to the level sets associated with S, (z, y). Different from Li and Yang’s method, we mainly
exploit the estimation of the spectral radius of the matrix, see Lemma 2.2.

For 0 < a < oo, we define

S(a) = {(x,y) € (0.1] x (0.1] : Tim 22:9) _ a}. (1.1)

n—yoo logb n

The following result shows that all the level sets associated with b-ary expansions have full Haus-
dorff dimension.

Theorem 1.1. Let S(«) be defined as in (1.1). Then
dimy S(a) = 2, Va € [0, 00].

Denote

S(0, 00) = {(:c,y) € (0,1] x (0, 1] lim inf %b’s) =0, limsup %b’s) - oo}.

We also investigate the “sizes” of S(a) and S(0, co) from a topological point of view.
Theorem 1.2. For 0 < a < oo, the set S(«) is of the first category. The set S(0, 00) is residual.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we compile several lemmas crucial for
subsequent proofs of the main theorems. In Sections 3 and 4, we give the proofs of Theorem 1.1
and Theorem 1.2 respectively.



2. Preliminaries

To let our exposition be self-contained, before giving the proof of Theorem 1.1, we present
some useful lemmas.

Let M be a subset of N and let # denote the cardinality of a set. We say that the set M is of
density O if

: <
hm#{zeM z_n}:
n—oo n

Write N\M = {n; < ny < ---} and define a self-mapping ¢y on (0, 1] by

0.

0.z129 - = 0.2, X0, -+ - .

Let J C (0, 1]. The following lemma describes the relation between the Hausdorff dimensions of
Jand oy (J) = {om(z) : z € J}.

Lemma 2.1. (/3, Lemma 2.3]) Suppose that the set M is of density zero in N. Then, for any set
J C (0, 1], we have dimy, J = dimy pu(J).

For an n x n matrix A of 0’s and 1’s having a specified number 7 of 0’s, the next lemma
gives a lower bound of the spectral radius of A when 7 < |n/2][n/2], where |n]| denotes the
largest integer no larger than n, and [n] denotes the smallest integer no smaller than n. Denote by

p(A) = lim,,_,., |A"||* the spectral radius of the matrix A.

Lemma 2.2. ([4, Theorem 2.1]) Let n be a positive integer and let T be an integer with 0 < 7 <
|n/2][n/2]. Denote by C(n,T) the class of all n x n matrices of 0’s and 1’s with exactly T 0’s.
Then

p(A) > %(n+\/n2—4r), VA e C(n,T).

The following lemma giving a refinement of the Mass Distribution Principle, is usually called
Billingsley’s lemma. For z € (0, 1], let I,,,(z) denote the m-th generation, half-open b-adic interval
of the form [£=1, -1 containing = and |,,,(z)| denote the length of the interval ,,,(z).

Lemma 2.3. ([5, Lemma 1.4.1]) Let A C (0, 1] be a Borel set and 1 be a finite Borel measure on
(0, 1]. Suppose ju(A) > 0. If

8, < liminf 28 #Un(z))

<
e Tog (o] =

forall x € A, then B; < dimy(A) < [s.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Theorem 1.1 follows from a series of propositions.
Let p > 2 be a positive integer. Define

E,:={x€(0,1]:2; =0, ifi = kp® + j forsome k € Nand j € [1,p + 1]}. (3.1)
3



We obtain the Hausdorff dimension of £, by the above Billingsley’s lemma immediately.

Proposition 3.1. Let E, be defined as in (3.1). Then for any p > 2,

2
. p—(p+1)
Proof. Denote J = {kp*+j: k € Nand j € [p+ 2,p?|}. Then E, can be expressed as

i
Ep:{xe(o,l]:xzzy, xieA}. 3.2)
icJ
The set £, is covered by exactly p#(0{Lmb) many closed b-adic intervals of generation m. Let
1 be the probability measure on £, that assigns equal measure to the m-th generation covering

intervals. That is, for any m > 1, we have
(@) = b0,

This measure makes the digits {x;};c; in (3.2) to be independent and identically distributed uni-
form random bits. For any = € £,

log w(Ln(x))  logb #UNtmb) (T {1,--- ,m})
log |In(z)| log b—™ B m '

Obviously, lim ZU0{Lwmb)  p2—(p+1)
m P

m—r00

. Then by Billingsley’s lemma 2.3, we obtain

log 1i(1 2 _(p+1
dimgy B, = lim og i(In(z)) _ "= (p+1)

m—o log | L ()| P
(]
Define A
E,i={x € (0,1]: 2™ # 0PT Vi > 1}, (3.3)
where 0P denotes the substring (0,0, - - - ,0) with p + 1 zeros. The following lemma gives the

Hausdorff dimension of F,,.

Proposition 3.2. Let F,, be defined as in (3.3). Then for any p > 2,

. log p(A
dimy F, = %ép),

where A is a matrix of size P x b°, with pbP~1 — (p — 1)bP=2 zeros and all other entries equal to
one.

2p+i—1
i

Proof. Foranyi > 1 and z € A%, there exist non-negative integers 0 < , 2}, | < — 1

4



2p4i—1

; 4 x! . . .
such that > gg—j = ;T; + %55 » which means every 2p digits in b-ary expansion can be expressed
j=i

as 2 digits in bP-ary expansion. Without loss of generality, we can assume ¢ = 1.
(1) If 22" = 0P, then 2y = 0 and 2, € {0, ---b"~' — 1}. Thus (2, 2) has b"~! values.

(2) If 25? = 07!, then 2, € {0,---b—1} and 2, € {0,---b"~2 — 1}, when 2, = 0, the values
of (', z%,) have already been counted in case (1), so there are (b— 1)bP~2 values for (2}, z5),
which are different from case (1).

(3) Forany 2 < k < p,if 2yt = 0*1, then 2 € {0, --b¥ —1}and 2, € {0, - P~ *~1 1},
When 2 € {0, ---b*~1—1}, the values of (2, z,) have been appeared in the previous cases,
so there are (b* — bF~1)pP~k~1 = (b — 1)bP~2 distinct values for (2}, 2).

If there exists 0P*! in 2y - - - 29, then from the preceding discussion, we deduce that (2, x) can
take pb?~ — (p — 1)bP2 distinct values. Denote the set of these (2, x5) by A((2), z5)). Then

#A((2], 74)) = pbP " — (p — 1)b" >

Define a b” x b” matrix A = (4;;), 0 < 4,5 <’ — 1 as follows:

L Joo i) € At )
v 1, otherwise.

Then, the number of 0’s in matrix A is pb?~* — (p — 1)bP~2. Hence, F), can be expressed as

o ’
F, = {:c €(0,1]:x= Z x;)(zzc)’ Aprar, =1, forall z}
i=1

Using the theory of shifts of finite types (see [5, Example 1.3.3] for more details), we can calculate
the Hausdorff dimension of [;:

. log p(A
dlm’}.[ Fp = Wgﬂ))

Proof of Theorem 1.1. First, let us focus on the case 0 < o < o0.
k
For k > 1,letmy, = p*-2%, 0, = |a(k+1)log, 2] and tx = > (m; +¢;). Define self-mapping
i=1



fr on (0,1] by

mi x t1 ) T
o ) 1—01
filz) = b + Z ;T b
=1 i=mi+1 i=t1+1
lg—1 - te—1tLk 00 "
B i ity
i=1 i=tp_1+1 =t 1+l +1

Then, for any = € (0, 1], the limit
fla) = lIm fi(fea(- - fi(2))), (3.4)

exists.
Foreachz € f(E,) andy € f(F,), if tx, <n < t;11, then

U < Sp(2,y) < Ligr + 207,

It follows that g
lim —~—22 (z,y) =
n—00 logb n
and hence

F(Ep) x [(Fp) € S(a).

Therefore, using [6, Product formula 7.2], we have
dimy S(av) > dimy f(E,) + dimy f(F)).

On the other hand, since klim % = 0, the assumption of Lemma 2.1 is satisfied for the sets £,
—00

and F},. Hence, we obtain
dlm’H f(Ep) = dlm'H Ep,

dimH f(Fp) = dlm'H Fp.
Therefore, utilizing Proposition 3.1 and 3.2, we have

2_5p_1 logp(A
P’ —p +ogp()

di >
imy, S(a) > pe logbr

where A is defined as in Proposition 3.2. By Lemma 2.2, we have

p(A) = S (I + /0% — 4(pbr1 — (p— 1)b»2)).

N | —



Taking p — oo yields

= 2.

2
. . pr—p—1 logp(A)
>
dimy S(a) > plLIEO e + log b7

Thus, we have shown the desired result for 0 < a < oo.
As for a = o0, the proof needs to be modified accordingly. For this case, we define my,
and ¢;, = k2 for k > 1. Then, the rest of the proof proceeds as before.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2

For av € [0, oc], set

S*(«) :{(:c,y) € (0,1)* : lim inf Log S (2, y) < a},

N—00 logbn
— 1
S.(e) ={(w.9) € (0.1 s Tmmsup % >al.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 consists of several claims.
Claim 1: For any 0 < o < 0o, S(«) is dense in (0, 1]2.

Proof. For any a € [0, o], there exists (', %) € (0, 1)* such that

1 / /
iy 1085 (@y)

n—00 log, n
For any (x,y) € (0, 1]%, we can find a sequence of points in S(«),

k [e%S)
@:z%+z%a

i=k+1

yk _Zyl z

i= k:+1

— p22k

O

such that (zy,yx) — (x,y) as n — oo. Indeed, for any & > 1, 74 (yy, respectively) and

x'(y, respectively) differ only in finitely many digits. Then

. lOg Sn(fkagk) . lOg Sn(xlay/)
hm _— = hm _— =
n—s00 ]ogb n n—00 logb n

Thus S(«) is dense in (0, 1]°.

Claim 2: For any 0 < a < o0, S*(a) and S () are residual.

7



Proof. Let a € (0,00) be fixed. From Claim 1, we can deduce that S*(«) and S () are dense.
Since (0, 1]? is a Baire space, it suffices to show that S*(a) and S () are Gy sets.
We observe that, for any £ > 0,

- m m U Bn(a7 k:)a
k=1 N=1n=N

and

g*(a): n ﬂUB a, k),

=[1/a|+1 N=1n=N
where B, («, k) and Bn(a, k) are defined by
By, k) = {(z,y) € (0,1 : S, (z,y) < n®H/FY,

and
Bo(a, k) = {(z,y) € (0,1)* : S, (x,y) > n*" Yk},

All non-empty sets B, (cv, k) and B, (c, k) are open sets, implying that S*(a) and S («) are Gy
sets.
L

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For any K € N, we have

ﬁ S*(1/K) and S ( ﬁ S

K=1 K=1

From Claim 2, we conclude that S*(1/K) and S" (K) are residual. Then S*(0) and S”(cc) are
residual. Hence the set B
S(0,00) = 8*(0)(S
is residual.
For any 0 < o < 0o, we have
c (8N (0) -
By the definition of the set of the first category, we have S(«) is of first category. O
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