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1 Introduction

A self-descriptive sequence (un)n∈N is an infinite concatenation of finite powers of a letter (usually called
runs) (wn)n∈N such that |wn| = un where |x| denotes the length of the finite word x. The best known
self-descriptive sequence is certainly the Oldenburger word O1,2 = (kn)n∈N [9, 8] defined by u0 = 1,
w2n = 1u2n and w2n+1 = 2u2n+1 for all n ∈ N. Until recently, the Oldenburger word was still called the
Kolakoski word in reference to [8], but actually, it first appeared in [9].

The Oldenburger word is a special case of a self-descriptive sequence. Indeed, the run wn is entirely
determined by knowledge of its index n: its length is equal to un and its single letter is determined by the
parity of n.

In [3], the authors focus on a larger family of self-descriptive sequences where the wn’s are deter-
mined not only by their index n but also by another sequence, namely the directing sequence of u. In
practice, given a sequence t = (tn)n∈N on the alphabet A ∈ {1,2, . . .}, the sequence directed by t is the
sequence u defined by: u = t0

u0t1
u1 · · · tnun · · · For example, the Oldenburger word O1,2 = 1u0 2u1 1u2 2u4 · · ·

is directed by the sequence t = (12)ω .
One of the most fascinating questions about the sequence O1,2 concerns the existence and possible

value of the frequencies of occurrences of each of its letters [7]: Do the letters 1 and 2 have frequencies

of occurrences f1 and f2 in O1,2? If so, does f1 = f2 =
1
2? Recall that the frequency of occurrences of

the letter a in the sequence u is the limit, when n tends to +∞, of the average number of a in the prefix
u0 · · ·un−1 of u.

The notion of self-descriptive sequence is related to that of differentiable word and smooth word
[2, 4]. A sequence over A is differentiable over A if it is the infinite concatenation of runs whose lengths
have values in A . More precisely, a sequence (un)n∈N over a finite alphabet A ⊂ N is differentiable if
there exist two sequences (xn)n∈N and (αn)n∈N over A , such that u = x

α0
0 x

α1
1 x

α2
2 · · · with xn 6= xn+1 and

αn 6= 0 for all n ∈ N. The sequence (αn)n∈N is the derivative sequence of u. Finally, the sequence u is
smooth if it is infinitely differentiable.

The sequence O1,2 is a fixed point for differentiation. It is self-descriptive, differentiable and smooth
over {1,2}. As with the sequence O1,2, the question of the existence of frequencies of occurrences
and their values in smooth words on the alphabet {1,2} is still open. The first significant result on this
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question is due to V. Chvátal [6]: for n large enough,

0.49916 ≤ |k0 · · ·kn−1|1
n

≤ 0.50084,

where |w|1 denotes the number of occurrences of the letter 1 in w. These bounds have been slightly
improved by M. Rao [10] using a method quite similar to Chvátal’s but with greater computing power:

0.49992 ≤ |k0 · · ·kn−1|1
n

≤ 0.50008.

This is the best currently known bound for O1,2 and for the set of smooth words on the alphabet {1,2}.
In other words, neither the existence nor the values of the frequencies of occurrences are known for any
smooth word on the {1,2} alphabet. On the other hand, over the {a,b} alphabets where a and b have the
same parity, it is possible to determine the frequencies of certain smooth words. This is the case at least
for the Oldenburger word O1,3 (resp. O3,1) defined on the alphabet {1,3} directed by (13)ω (resp. by
(31)ω ) [1] and for the extreme smooth words (in the sense of lexicographic order) [5].

Since the work of V. Chvátal [6] and M. Rao [10], it is reasonable to expect that the frequencies
of occurrences of each letter in O1,2 are equal to 1

2 . In other words, it is reasonable to assume that the
frequencies of occurrence in O1,2 and in its directing sequence are identical.

As far as we know, none of the works on smooth words or on the Oldenburger word has shown the
existence or the non-existence of frequencies of occurrences in a non-trivial deterministic self-descriptive
sequence over the alphabet {1,2}.

Similarly, none of these works has proved the existence of a non-trivial deterministic self-descriptive
sequence that shares (resp. does not share) its frequencies of occurrences with its directing sequence.

In the present work, we exhibit a class of self-descriptive sequences that can be explicitly computed
and whose frequencies are known. In particular, as a corollary of our main result, we prove that the
sequence introduced in [3] has the expected frequencies of occurrences.

2 Definitions and basic notions

Let A be a finite alphabet. The set of finite words over A is denoted by A
⋆. If w = w0 · · ·wk ∈A

⋆ is a
finite word over the alphabet A with wi ∈A for i = 0,1, · · · ,k. Let |w| stand for the length of w, that is
the number of letters occurring in w. If w = w0 · · ·wk, then |w|= k+1. In particular, |ε |= 0. Let w ∈A

⋆

and let a ∈A . We set |w|a = #{i ∈ {0,1, . . . , |w|−1}| wi = a}.
Definition 1 (Self-descriptive sequence). Let A ⊂ N

⋆ be a finite alphabet. The infinite sequence u =
(un)n∈N ∈A

N is said to be self-descriptive if there exists a sequence δ = (δn)n∈N over A such that

u = δ
u0
0 δ

u1
1 δ

u2
2 · · ·δ un

n · · · (1)

The sequence δ is called the directing sequence of u and one says that u is directed by x.

In other words, the sequence u is self-descriptive if it is the concatenation of runs of size u0, u1, u2,
. . . respectively. Note that in the definition of self-descriptive sequences, unlike that of differentiable or
smooth words, it is not necessary that xn 6= xn+1. Furthermore, if 0 /∈ A , then the sequence (xn)n∈N is
entirely determined by u. In other words, there exists a canonical bijection between sequences over A

and self-descriptive sequences over A .
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Let u = δ
u0
0 δ

u1
1 δ

u2
2 · · ·δ un

n · · · be a self-descriptive sequence over the alphabet {1,2}. Let (mk)k∈N
(resp. (nk)k∈N) be the increasing sequence over N such that ui = 1 (resp. ui = 2) if and only if there
exists k ∈N such that i = mk (resp. i = nk). In other words, (mk)k∈N (resp. (nk)k∈N) is exactly the ordered
sequences of the indices where u is equal to 1 (resp. 2). Let T1 = (δmk

)k∈{1,2}N and T2 = (δnk
)k∈{1,2}N .

In the present work, since we are only interested in frequencies of letters, we assume, without loss of
generality, that u0 = u1 = 2. The sequence u and its directing sequence δ are then computable from T1

and T2 as follows:

def OK(T1 , T2):

u = [2,2]

delta = [2]

k = 1

while len(T1) > 0 and len(T2) > 0:

if u[k] == 1:

c = T1.pop (0)

u += [c]

else:

c = T2.pop (0)

u += [c] * u[k]

delta += [l]

k += 1

return u,delta

Program 1: Python function computing u and δ from T1 and T2.

One then says that u is also directed by sequences T1 and T2. For instance, if T1 = 121 · · · and T2 = 12 · · ·,
then

u = 22
2
· 11

2
· 1

1
2
1
· 1

1
22
2
· · · (2)

= 22 ·12 ·1121 ·1122 · · · (3)

= 22
2
· 11

w0

· 12
w1

· 122
w2

· · ·= 22 · w0 · w1 · w2 · · · (4)

with wi ∈ {a,b,c,d}∗, for i ∈ N, a = 1, b = 2, c = 1 and d = 1.

3 Main result

The main result of the present work is:

Theorem 1 (Main result). Let u ∈ {1,2}N be a sequence over {1,2} directed by two periodic sequences

T1 = (x1)
ω ∈ {1,2}N and T2 = (x2)

ω ∈ {1,2}N, with x1,x2 ∈ {1,2}∗. Let p1 =
|x1|1
|x1|

and q2 =
|x2|2
|x2|

. One

has

f1 := lim
n→∞

|u0 · · ·un−1|1
n

=
(1−q2)(p1 +2q2 +

√
∆)

2+
√

∆− p1

with ∆ = (p1 +2q2)
2−8(p1 +q2−1).

If δ = (δn)n∈N ∈ {1,2} is directing u, then

lim
n→∞

|δ0 · · ·δn−1|1
n

= p1 f1 + p2(1− f1).



S. Akiyama, D. Jamet, I. Marcovici, M.-L. Trân-Công 21

Sketch of proof. Let us recode T1, T2 and u over {a,b,c,d} as follows: rewrite T1 (resp. T2) as the image
of T1 (resp. T2) by the morphism 1 7→ a, 2 7→ b (resp. 1 7→ c, 2 7→ d). In u, let us substitute a (resp. b) for
isolated 1’s (resp. isolated 2’s) and cc (resp. dd ) for double 1’s (resp. double 2’s).

1. Let u = (un)n∈N = 22 ·w0 ·w1 · · · · ·wn · · · · , where wn+1 is the image of wn by the recoding rule
along T1 and T2 (see (4) for an example).

2. Let Let p2 = 1− p1 and q1 = 1−q2. Let

A =









p1 0 p1 0
p2 0 p2 0
0 2q1 0 2q1

0 2q2 0 2q2









and vn =









|wn|a
|wn|b
|wn|c
|wn|d









=⇒ vn+1 = A · vn + en,

where en is an "error" vector and is bounded.

3. A is primitive with exactly two eigenvalues 0 < |α2| ≤ 1 < α1. By the Perron-Frobenius theo-
rem, there exists a right (resp. left) eigenvector vectors r (resp. ℓ) of A such that: ℓr = 1 and
limn→∞ α

−n
1 An = r · tℓ.

4. One cuts the sequence u into words (gn)n∈N following Algorithm 1 and shows:

• |w0 · · ·wℓn
|= o(|gn|) and lim

n→∞
|gn|=+∞

•
|u0 · · ·un|a
|u0 · · ·un|

=
|w0 · · ·wln−1|a + |gn|a
|w0 · · ·wln−1|+ |gn|

=

|gn|a
|gn| +o(1)

1+o(1)
−→
n→∞

r0

Algorithm 1: Cutting the sequence O into (gn)n∈N
Input: u = w0w1 · · ·wn · · ·= u0u1 · · ·

1 ℓ0← 0 // initial left index

2 for each n ∈N do

3 gn← uℓn
· · ·un // |gn|= (n+1)−|w0 · · ·wℓn−1|

4 if |gn|+1 > |w0 · · ·wℓn
|2 then

5 ℓn+1← ℓn +1 // increment left index

6 else

7 ℓn+1← ℓn // keep left index

As a direct consequence of Theorem 1, we prove the existence of the frequencies in the sequence
introduced in Section 5 of [3]:

Definition 2 (BJM sequence [3]). Let U = (un)n∈N be the self-descriptive sequence U = x
u0
0 x

u1
1 x

u2
2 · · ·

defined by x0 = u0 = u1 = 2, and for all n ∈N
⋆:

i) if un = 1, then xn = 1 (resp. xn = 2) if |u0 · · ·un|1 is odd (resp. even),

ii) if un = 2 then xn = 1.

In other words, the runs of size 2 (except the first one) are filled by 1, and the runs of size 1 are filled
alternatively by 1 and 2. The sequence X = (xn)n∈N is the directed sequence of U .
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In [3], the authors showed that the frequencies of occurrence in U cannot be equal to those of its
directing sequence X . However, the authors did not prove the existence of the frequencies but only that
they cannot be identical... if they exist. Since U is directed by T1 = (12)ω and T2 = 1ω , it directly follows
from Theorem 1 that:

Corollary 1. Let U be the sequence directed by T1 = (12)ω and T2 = 1ω . Then

lim
n→∞

|U0 · · ·Un−1|1
n

=
7−
√

17
4

and lim
n→∞

|X0 · · ·Xn−1|1
n

=
1+
√

17
8

.

Proof. In that present case, p1 = 0.5 and q2 = 0.

4 Conclusion and perspectives

In the present work, we have shown that self-descriptive sequences directed by two periodic sequences
have frequencies. We have also given an explicit expression for these frequencies.

In future work, it will be interesting to extend this result to non-periodic sequences. For example,
Sturmian words, namely the aperiodic sequences with the least number of finite factors, are good candi-
dates for directing sequences.
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