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Abstract. The study of Lipschitz equivalence of fractals is a very active topic in recent years. In
2023, Huang et al. (Topology automaton of self-similar sets and its applications to metrical clas-
sifications, Nonlinearity 36 (2023), 2541-2566.) studied the Hölder and Lipschitz equivalence of a
class of p.c.f. self-similar sets which are not totally disconnected. The main tool they used is the so
called topology automaton. In this paper, we define topology automaton for Barański carpets, and
we show that the method used in Huang et al. still works for the self-affine and non-p.c.f. settings.
As an application, we obtain a very general sufficient condition for Barański carpets to be Hölder
(or Lipschitz) equivalent.

1. Introduction

To determine whether two metric spaces are homeomorphic, quasi-symmetric or Lipschitz equiv-
alent is an important and active topic in analysis. In recent years, there are a lot of works devoted
to the quasi-symmetric equivalence of fractal sets, see [6–8,12,18,32]. Since 1990, the study of bi-
Lipschitz classification of self-similar sets becomes hot and abundant results have been obtained,
see [10, 13, 14, 20, 27, 29, 31, 35]. However, most of the studies in literature focus on self-similar
sets which are totally disconnected.

Lately, Huang,Wen,Yang and Zhu [16] introduced a notion of topology automaton for posted-
critically finite (p.c.f.) fractals. Using this new tool, they give sufficient conditions for Hölder or
Lipschitz equivalence of a class of self-similar sets, called fractal gaskets, which are not totally
disconnected.

In this paper, we define topology automaton for Barański carpets. Then following the apporach
of Huang et al., we use topology automaton to study the Hölder and Lipschitz equivalence of
Barański carpets.
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Two metric spaces (or pseudo-metric spaces) (X, dX) and (Y, dY) are said to be Hölder equivalent,
denoted by X

Hölder
≃ Y , if there is a bijection f : X → Y , and constants s,C > 0 such that

(1.1) C−1dX(x1, x2)1/s ≤ dY
(
f (x1), f (x2)

)
≤ CdX(x1, x2)s, ∀ x1, x2 ∈ X.

In this case, we say f is a bi-Hölder map with index s. If s = 1, we say X and Y are Lipschitz
equivalent, denoted by X ≃ Y , and call f a bi-Lipschitz map.

First, let us recall the definition of Barański carpet. Let n,m ≥ 2 be two integers. Let ( fi)n−1
i=0 and

(g j)m−1
j=0 be two collections of contracting similarities of [0, 1] with positive contraction ratios such

that
[0, 1) = f0[0, 1) ∪ · · · ∪ fn−1[0, 1) and [0, 1) = g0[0, 1) ∪ · · · ∪ gm−1[0, 1)

be two partitions of [0, 1) from left to right. We shall call ( fi)n−1
i=0 and (g j)m−1

j=0 the base horizontal
IFS and the base vertical IFS, respectively.

Let D = {d1, . . . ,dN} ⊂ {0, . . . , n − 1} × {0, . . . ,m − 1}. We call D a digit set. For each d j =

(d j,1, d j,2) ∈ D, define

(1.2) φ j (x, y) = ( fd j,1(x), gd j,2(y)).

Then φ =
(
φ j

)N

j=1
is a self-affine IFS, and we call its attractor K = Kφ a Barański carpet, see [4].

For simplicity, we denote by B(n,m,D) the collection of Barański carpets with division num-
bers n,m and digit set D. If all maps in ( fi)n−1

i=0 and (g j)m−1
j=0 have contraction ratios 1/n and 1/m

respectively, then Kφ = K(n,m,D) is called a Bedford-McMullen carpet, see [5, 22]. If in addition
n = m, then Kφ = K(n,D) is called a fractal square, see [19, 36].

Let K ∈ B(n,m,D) and denote Σ = {1, . . . ,N}. For 1 ≤ j ≤ N, we denote K j = φ j(K) and
we call it a first order cylinder. If d j = (p, q), then we say K j locates in the p-th row and the q-th
column.

In this paper, we confine ourselves to Barański carpets satisfying the following separation con-
ditions.

We say K satisfies the cross intersection condition, if for any i, j ∈ Σ, Ki∩K j , ∅ implies that Ki

and K j either locate in a same row, or in a same column. Especially, we say K satisfies the vertical
separation condition, if Ki ∩ K j , ∅ implies that Ki and K j locate in a same row.

We say K satisfies top isolated condition, if the top row of D has only one element, say, D ∩
{0, 1, . . . , n− 1} × {m− 1} = {d j∗}, and K j∗ ∩Ki = ∅ for all i , j∗. (We shall call K j∗ the top cylinder
of K.)

Remark 1.1. It is not hard to show that if K satisfies the top isolated condition or the vertical
separation condition, then any non-trivial connected component of K must be a horizontal line
segment.

Next, we define horizonal blocks of Barański carpets.
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Definition 1.1. Let K ∈ B(n,m,D) be a Barański carpet.

(i) We call I ⊂ Σ a horizontal block (H-block) of K if all Ki, i ∈ I, are located in a same row,⋃
i∈I φi([0, 1]2) is connected, and I is maximal with this property. We call #I the size of I.

(ii) An H-block of size n is called a full H-block.

(iii) We call I a left H-block (resp. right H-block) if it is not a full H-block and
⋃

i∈I φi([0, 1]2)
intersects the left side (resp. right side) boundary of [0, 1]2.

(iv) Let I′ be a left H-block and I′′ be a right H-block. If they locate in the same row, then we
call (I′, I′′) a H-block pair, and call (#I′, #I′′) the size of the pair.

Figure 1. (a) E = K(5,DE) is a fractal square which satisfies the top isolated condi-
tion. (b) F = K(5, 7,DF) is a Barański carpet which satisfies the vertical separation
condition.

The main result of this paper is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let E ∈ B(n,m1,DE) and F ∈ B(n,m2,DF) be two Barański carpets satisfying
the cross intersection condition, and assume that E, and also F, satisfies either the top isolated
condition or the vertical separation condition. If there is a bijection between the H-blocks of E and
F preserving their sizes, and there is a bijection between the H-block pairs of E and F preserving
their sizes, then E is Hölder equivalent to F.

If in addition that n = m1 = m2, that is, both E and F are fractal squares, then E ≃ F.

Example 1.1. Figure 1 illustrates two Barański carpets E and F. It is easy to see that both E and
F satisfy the cross intersection condition. Moreover, E satisfies the top isolated condition and F
satisfies the vertical separation condition. Each of them contains one full H-block, one H-block
with size 2, two H-blocks with size 1 and one H-block pair with size (1,1). Therefore, E is Hölder
equivalent to F by Theorem 1.1. Consequently, E is homeomorphic to F.

Example 1.2. The essence of Theorem 1.1 is, if two cylinders in adjacent rows intersect, we can
decouple them.
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(a) K1 (b) K2

(c) K3 (d) K4

Figure 2. K1 ≃ K2 and K3 ≃ K4.

Figure 2 (a) and (b) illustrate two fractal squares, where the small polygons are convex hulls of
the first order cylinders. By Theorem 1.1, K1 ≃ K2.

Figure 2 (c) and (d) illustrate two Bedford-McMullen carpets. By Theorem 1.1, K3 and K4 are
Hölder equivalent. However, according to Rao, Xu and Zhang [28], K3 and K4 are not Lipschitz
equivalent, since both of them are not totally disconnected, and the fiber sequence of K3 is not a
permutation of that of K4. (Let s j be the number of cylinders of K in the j-th row, then we call
(s j)m−1

j=0 the fiber sequence of K.)

Example 1.3 (Lipschitz classification of fractal squares with expanding factor 3). Luo and Liu [21]
raised the question to give a complete Lipschitz classification of fractal squares with expanding
factor 3. Let E = K(3,DE) and F = K(3,DF) with #DE = #DF = N.

The case N ≤ 4 was settled by Wen et al. [33], the case N = 6 was settled by Rao et al. [25],
and the cases N = 7, 8 were settled by Ruan and Wang [30]. Luo and Liu [21] dealt with the case
N = 5, but they were not able to determine the Lipschitz equivalence relation about the 6 fractal
squares depicted in Figure 3. Later, Zhu and Rao [37] showed that F1 ≃ F3, Zhu and Yang [38]
showed that F1 ≃ F2.

We remark that F1 ≃ F3 can be obtained by Theorem 1.1. Clearly F1 satisfies the vertical
separation condition, and F3 satisfies the top isolated condition. Moreover, both of them contain 1
full H-block and two H-blocks of size 1, therefore, F1 ≃ F3.

4



We conjecture that F1 ≃ F4, but F1, F5 and F6 are not Lipschitz equivalent to each other.

(a) F1 (b) F2

(c) F3 (d) F4

(e) F5 (f) F6

Figure 3. Some fractal squares with n = 3, #D = 5.

Remark 1.2. The result and proof of this paper is inspired by [16], which dealt with a class of self-
similar sets called fractal gaskets. One can easily define topology automaton for Barański carpets
(see Section 3), and the topology automaton plays a crucial role in our discussion as it does in [16].
It is still unclear how to define topology automaton for general self-similar sets or self-affine sets.

This article is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce the pseudo-metric spaces induced
by feasible Σ-automata. We define topology automaton of Barański carpets in Section 3, and intro-
duce the notion of cross automaton in Section 4. In Section 5, we study the one-step simplification
of cross automaton. Theorem 1.1 is proved in Section 6. In Section 7, we recall the universal map
g on symbolic space given by [16]. Finally, we prove Theorem 5.1 in Section 8, which is crucial
in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2. Σ-automaton and pseudo-metric space

In this section, we recall some basic definitions and facts about Σ-automaton and pseudo-metric
spaces, which were introduced by Huang et al. [16].
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2.1. Pseudo-metric space.
Let us recall the definition of pseudo-metric space, see for instance, [23].

Definition 2.1. A pseudo-quasi-metric space is a pair (A, ρ) whereA is a set and ρ : A×A → R≥0

satisfying for all x, y, z ∈ A, it holds that ρ(x, x) = 0, ρ(x, y) = ρ(y, x), and

ρ(x, z) ≤ C′
(
ρ(x, y) + ρ(y, z)

)
,

where C′ ≥ 1 is constant independent of x, y, z.

If in addition x , y implies ρ(x, y) > 0, then (A, ρ) is called a pseudo-metric space.

There is a standard way to construct a pseudo-metric space from a pseudo-quasi-metric space
(A, ρ): First, define x ∼ y if ρ(x, y) = 0; clearly ∼ is an equivalence relation. Denote the equivalent
class containing x by [x]. Set

Ã := A/ ∼

to be the quotient space. Secondly, for [x], [y] ∈ Ã, define

ρ̃([x], [y]) = min{ρ(a, b); a ∈ [x], b ∈ [y]}.

Theorem 2.1 ( [16]). The quotient space (Ã, ρ̃) is a pseudo-metric space.

Let (A, ρ) be a pseudo-metric space. In the same manner as metric space, we can define con-
vergence of sequence, dense subset and completeness of A. (See [23].) Recall that the Hölder
and Lipschitz equivalence of pseudo-metric spaces are defined in (1.1). The following theorem is
obvious.

Theorem 2.2 ( [16]). Let (A, ρ) and (A′, ρ′) be two complete pseudo-metric spaces. Suppose
B ⊂ A is ρ-dense inA and B′ ⊂ A′ is ρ′-dense inA′. If B ≃ B′, thenA ≃ A′.

2.2. Σ-automaton.
Recall that a finite state automaton (FSA) is a 5-tuple

(Q,A, δ, q0, P),

where Q is a finite set of states,A is a finite input alphabet, q0 ∈ Q is the initial state, P ⊂ Q is the
set of final states, and δ is the transition function mapping Q×A to Q. That is, δ(q, a) is a state for
each state q and input symbol a. (See for instance, [15].)

Let Σ = {1, . . . ,N} be a finite set which we call an alphabet. For a ∈ Σ, we shall use ak to denote
the word consisting of k numbers of a. Denote Σ∞ and Σk to be the sets of infinite words and words
of length k over Σ, respectively. Let Σ∗ =

⋃
k≥0 Σ

k be the set of all finite words.

Definition 2.2 ( [16]). A finite state automaton M is called a Σ-automaton if

M = (Q,Σ2, δ, Id, Exit),
6



where

(i) the state set is Q = Q0 ∪ {Id, Exit}, the initial state is Id, the final state is Exit;

(ii) the input alphabet is Σ2;

(iii) the transition function δ satisfies

δ(Id, (i, j)) = Id ⇔ i = j.

2.3. Surviving time.
Now inputting symbol string (x, y) ∈ Σ∞ × Σ∞ to M, we obtain a sequence of states (S i)i≥0 and

call it the itinerary of (x, y). If we arrive at the state Exit, then we stop there and the itinerary is
finite, otherwise, it is infinite. We define the surviving time of (x, y) to be

(2.1) TM(x, y) = sup{k; S k , Exit}.

Definition 2.3. We say a Σ-automaton M is feasible, if there exists an integer T0 ≥ 0 such that

min{TM(x, y),TM(x, z)} ≤ TM(y, z) + T0, ∀x, y, z ∈ Σ∞.

2.4. Pseudo-metric space induced by Σ-automaton.
Let 0 < ξ < 1, we define a function ρM,ξ on Σ∞ × Σ∞ as

ρM,ξ(x, y) = ξTM(x,y).

If a Σ-automaton M is feasible, then

ρM,ξ(y, z) ≤ ξ−T0
(
ρM,ξ(x, y) + ρM,ξ(x, z)

)
.

Hence (Σ∞, ρM,ξ) is a pseudo-quasi-metric space. Let

(AM, ρM,ξ)

be the pseudo-metric space obtained from (Σ∞, ρM,ξ) by the standard way in Section 2.1, and we
call it the pseudo-metric space induced by M.

Lemma 2.1 ( [16]). Let M be a feasible Σ-automaton and let (AM, ρM,ξ) be the pseudo-metric
space induced by M. Let κ ∈ Σ. Then the set Ω̃ = {[ωκ∞]; ω ∈ Σ∗} is ρM,ξ-dense inAM.

3. Topology automaton of Barański carpet

Let K ∈ B(n,m,D) be a Barański carpet generated by {φ j}
N
j=1, see (1.2). For I = i1 · · · ik ∈ Σ

k,
denote φI = φi1 ◦ · · · ◦ φik and we call KI = φI(K) a k-th cylinder. We remark that in this section,
we do not assume that K satisfies the cross intersection condition.
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3.1. Companion IFS.
Let K = K(n,m,D) be a Barański carpet, which is the attractor of {φ j}

N
j=1. For each d j =

(d j,1, d j,2) ∈ D, define

φ̃ j(x, y) =
(

x + d j,1

n
,

y + d j,2

m

)
.

We call {φ̃ j}
N
j=1 the companion IFS of {φ j}

N
j=1 (or K). Clearly the attractor of the companion IFS is

either a fractal square, or a Bedford-McMullent carpet.

3.2. Topology automaton.
Let K ∈ B(n,m,D) be a Barański carpet generated by the IFS {φ j}

N
j=1. Let {φ̃ j}

N
j=1 be the compan-

ion IFS of {φ j}
N
j=1 and let K′ be the corresponding attractor. For I, J ∈ Σk, if φ̃I([0, 1]2)∩φ̃J([0, 1]2) ,

∅, then there are 8 possible positions between φ̃J([0, 1]2) and φ̃I([0, 1]2), which we will indicate by
elements in

Q0 = {±e1,±e2,±(e1 + e2),±(e1 − e2)}.

Definition 3.1 (Topology automaton [16]). Let Σ = {1, . . . ,N}. We define the topology automaton
of a fractal squre or a Bedford-McMullen carpet K′ to be the Σ-automaton

MK′ = {Q0 ∪ {Id, Exit},Σ2, δ, {Id, Exit}}

satisfying the following condition: for i , j and S ∈ Q0 ∪ {id},

δ
(
S , (i, j)

)
=

 φ̃
−1
i (φ̃ j(0) + S ), if φ̃i(K) ∩ (φ̃ j(K) + s) , ∅,

Exit, otherwise,

where we regard id as 0 in the right hand side of the above formula.

Definition 3.2. We define the topology automaton of a Barański carpet K to be the automaton of
K′, that is, MK := MK′ .

For x = x1x2 · · · ∈ Σ
∞, denote by x|k = x1 . . . xk the prefix of x with length k.

Theorem 3.1. The topology automaton MK of a Barański carpet K is a feasible Σ-automaton.
Precisely,

(3.1) min{T (x, y),T (x, z)} ≤ T (y, z) + 1, ∀x, y, z ∈ Σ∞.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that K is a fractal square or a Bedford-McMullen
carpet. Let x, y, z be three different points in Σ∞. Denote k = T (y, z). Then k is the smallest integer
such that Ky|k ∩ Kz|k = ∅.

Suppose on the contrary that (3.1) does not hold. Then φx|k+2([0, 1]2) intersects both φy|k+2([0, 1]2)
and φz|k+2([0, 1]2), which implies that φy|k([0, 1]2) ∩ φz|k([0, 1]2) , ∅.

Case 1. φy|k(K) and φz|k(K) are located in the same row (or column) of oder k.
8



Since φx|k([0, 1]2) intersects both φy|k([0, 1]2) and φz|k([0, 1]2), without loss of generality, we
may assume that φx|k([0, 1]2) locates under φy|k([0, 1]2) and φz|k([0, 1]2) locates on the right side
of φy|k([0, 1]2), see Figure 4. This forces

xk+1 = (n − 1,m − 1) ∈ D and zk+1 = (0, 0) ∈ D.

(See the blue rectangle and red rectangle in Figure 4.) We argue that yk+1 , (n−1, 0), for otherwise,
φz|k(0) ∈ φy|k(K) ∩ φz|k(K), which contradicts the maximality of k. (See the yellow rectangle in
Figure 4.)

Figure 4. Illustration of proof of Theorem 3.1: Case 1.

To guarantee φx|k+2[0, 1]2 ∩ φz|k+2[0, 1]2 , ∅, we must have xk+2 = (n − 1,m − 1), but then
φx|k+2([0, 1]2) and φy|k+2([0, 1]2) are disjoint, which contradicts to our assumption.

Case 2. φy|k([0, 1]2) ∩ φz|k([0, 1]2) is a single point.

By a similar argument as Case 1, one can show that (3.1) holds in this case. □

3.3. Coding and projection.
Let K be the attractor of an IFS {φ j}

N
j=1. Define πK : Σ∞ → K, which we call a projection, by{
πK(x)

}
=

⋂
k≥1

φx1···xk(K).

If πK(x) = x ∈ K, then we call the sequence x = x1x2 · · · ∈ Σ
∞ a coding of x.

Let ξ ∈ (0, 1). Let (AMK , ρMK ,ξ) be the pseudo-metric space induced by MK , see Section 2.4. The
following lemma is obvious.

Lemma 3.1. That πK(x) = πK(y) if and only if ρM,ξ(x, y) = 0.
9



We define π : AMK → K by

π([x]) = πK(x).

For φ j = ( fd j,1 , gd j,2), we denote φ′j = ( f ′d j,1
, g′d j,2

) = (a j, b j), and denote

r∗ = max{a j, b j; 1 ≤ j ≤ N}, r∗ = min{a j, b j; 1 ≤ j ≤ N}.

Lemma 3.2. There is a constant C3 > 0 such that if I, J ∈ Σk and KI ∩ KJ = ∅, then dist(KI ,KJ) >
C3rk

∗.

Proof. If φI([0, 1]2∩φJ([0, 1]2) = ∅, then clearly dist(KI ,KJ) ≥ rk
∗. So in the following, we assume

that φI([0, 1]2 ∩ φJ([0, 1]2) , ∅. Let

δ0 = min ({dist (K,K + b); b ∈ ±{e1, e2, e1 + e2, e1 − e2},K ∩ (K + b) , ∅}) .

We will show that

(3.2) dist(KI ,KJ) ≥ δ0rk
∗.

Recall that φ′I = (aI , bI), φ′J = (aJ, bJ).

Case 1. φI([0, 1]2) and φJ([0, 1]2) locate in the same row or in the same column.

Without loss of generality, let us assume that KI and KJ locate in the same row, then bI = bJ.
Again, without loss of generality, let us assume aI ≤ aJ. Notice that KI ∩ KJ = ∅ implies that
K ∩ (K + e1) = ∅. Since

φ−1
I φJ(K) = e1 + diag

(
aJ

aI
, 1

)
· K,

we obtain dist(K, φ−1
I φJ(K)) ≥ dist(K,K + e1) ≥ δ0. Consequently, (3.2) holds.

Case 2. φI([0, 1]2) and φJ([0, 1]2) meet at a corner.

Without loss of generality, let us assume that the most right-bottom point of φI([0, 1]2) coincides
with the most left-top point of φJ([0, 1]2). Denote the intersection point by z. Let f (x) = r−k

∗ (x− z).
Then f (KI) and f (KJ) meet at 0, and

f (KI) = diag
(
aI

rk
∗

,
bI

rk
∗

)
· (K − e1), f (KJ) = diag

(
aJ

rk
∗

,
bJ

rk
∗

)
· (K − e2),

Therefore, dist ( f (KI), f (KJ)) ≥ dist(K,K + (e1 − e2)) ≥ δ0, and (3.2) follows. The lemma is
proved. □

Theorem 3.2. Let K be a Barański carpet, Let s =
√

log r∗/ log r∗ and ξ = (r∗)s. Then π :
(AMK , ρMK ,ξ)→ K is a bi-Hölder map with index s. In particular, if K is a fractal square, then π is
bi-Lipschitz.

Proof. Take x, y ∈ K. Let x be a coding of x and y be a coding of y. Let k = T (x, y) be the
surviving time of (x, y) in the automaton MK , see (2.1). Then the k-th cylinder containing x and
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that containing y, either coincide or have non-empty intersection. Since every k-th cylinder has
diameter no larger than 2(r∗)k, it follows that

|x − y| ≤ 4(r∗)k.

On the other hand, the (k + 1)-th cylinder containing x and that containing y are disjoint, so we
have

|x − y| ≥ C3(r∗)k+1,

where C3 is the constant in Lemma 3.2. Notice that

ρMK ,ξ(x, y) = ξk = (r∗)sk = (r∗)k/s.

Set C = max{4, 1/(C3r∗)}, we obtain the theorem. □

3.4. Symmetric Σ-automaton.
Let M = (Σ,Q, δ, Id, Exit) be a Σ-automaton. We say M is symmetric, if

(i) Q0 = Q1 ∪ Q1 with Q1 ∩ Q1 = ∅, and there exist a bijection ϱ : Q1 → Q1. We call ϱ(S ) the
mirror state of S . For simplicity, hereafter we denote ϱ(S ) by −S .

(ii) By convention, we set −Id = Id and −Exit = Exit.

(iii) For any s ∈ Q, i, j ∈ Σ, it holds that

δ
(
s, ( j, i)

)
= −δ

(
− s, ( j, i)

)
.

Clearly, the topology automaton of a Barański carpet is symmetric.

4. Cross automaton

To study Barański carpets satisfying the cross intersection condition, we introduce the cross
automaton as following.

Definition 4.1 (Cross automaton). A symmetric Σ-automaton M = {Q,Σ2, δ, Id, Exit} is called a
cross automaton if Q0 = {±e1,±e2} and M satisfies the following conditions:

(i) (Uniqueness) If δ
(
S , (i, j1)

)
= δ

(
S , (i, j2)

)
, Exit, then j1 = j2.

(ii) (Self-looping property) For any S ∈ Q0 and (i, j) ∈ Σ2, δ
(
S , (i, j)

)
∈ {S , Exit}. (That is, a

state S either transfers to itself or to Exit.)

(iii) (Triple-coding-free condition) Let x, y, z ∈ Σ∞ be distinct, then at most one of TM(x, y),TM(x, z)
and TM(y, z) take the value +∞.

For S , S ′ ∈ Q0 ∪ {Id}, we define

PS→S ′ =
{
(i, j) ∈ Σ2; δ

(
S , (i, j)

)
= S

′
}
.

11



Figure 5. The transition diagram of a cross automaton.

For convenience, we denote

PH = PId→e1 , PV = PId→e2 , Pe1 = Pe1→e1 , Pe2 = Pe2→e2 .

For a set P ⊂ Σ2, we define P = {( j, i); (i, j) ∈ P}.

Figure 5 illustrates the transition diagram of a cross automaton M. Clearly, M is completely
determined by the sets PH, PV , Pe1 and Pe2 .

If (i, j) ∈ PH, then we denote i�H j and say i is the H-predecessor of j and j is the H-successor
of i; similarly, we can define i �V j, i �e1 j and i �e2 j.

The following lemma is obvious.

Theorem 4.1. Let K be a Barański carpet satisfying the cross intersection condition, then the
topology automaton MK is a cross automaton. Moreover, if K satisfies the vertical separation
condition, then PV = ∅.

Proof. We only need to show the theorem holds for a fractal square or a Bedford-McMullen carpet.
By the cross intersection condition, the states ±(e1 + e2) and ±(e1 − e2) will not occur in MK , so
Q0 = {±e1,±e2}.

Now we verify item (i)-(iii) in Definition 4.1. Item (i) holds since for every k-th cylinder KI ,
there is at most one k-th cylinder locates on the right (or left, or above, or below) of KI and adjacent
to KI . Item (ii) holds since if two k-th cylinders KI and KJ locate in the same row (resp. column),
then KIi and KJ j have no chance to locate in the same column (resp. row). Item (iii) holds since by
the cross intersection condition, no points of K has more than two codings. □

The following example shows that the class of cross automata is much wider than that of topol-
ogy automata of Barański carpets.
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Example 4.1. Let K be the fractal square consisting of 8 cylinders indicated in Figure 6(a). Let
MK be the topology automaton of K. Let M be a Σ-automaton with Σ = {1, . . . , 9} such that M is
an extension of MK , that is, all edges of MK belong to M. Moreover, we set

δ(Id, (9, 9)) = Id, δ(Id, (5, 9)) = e1, δ(Id, (9, 5)) = −e1,

and set δ(S , (i, 9)) = δ(S , (9, i)) = Exit otherwise. Precisely, we have

PH = {(1, 2), (2, 3), (3, 4), (4, 5), (5, 9)},

PV = {(7, 6), (6, 4)}, Pe1 = {(5, 1)}, Pe2 = {(8, 7)}.

Then M is a cross automaton but it is not the topology automaton of any Barański carpet.

1 2 3 4 5

6

8

7

9

(a)

1 2 3 4 5

6

8

7

9

(b)

Figure 6. (a) The cross automaton in Example 4.1. (b) The graph representation
of the cross automaton in (a). (We draw the four graphs in one picture, but we use
edges of different colors to distinct them.)

4.1. Graph representation of cross automaton.
Firstly, we recall some notions of graph theory, see [1]. Let G = (V,E) be a directed graph,

where V is the vertex set and E is the edge set. Each edge e ∈ E is associated to an ordered pair
(u, v) in V × V , and we say e is incident out of u and incident into v. Denote that e = (u, v). We
also call u and v the origin and terminus of e, respectively. The number of edges incident out of
a vertex v is the outdegree of v and is denoted by deg−(v). The number of edges incident into a
vertex v is the indegree of v and is denoted by deg+(v). If deg−(v) = 0, then we say v is maximal, if
deg+(v) = 0, then we say v is minimal. If v is both minimal and maximal, then we say v is isolated.

A directed walk joining vertex v1 to vertex vk in G is a sequence (v1, v2, . . . , vk) with (vi, vi+1) ∈ E,
in addition, if all vi(1 ≤ i ≤ k) are distinct, then we call it a path. If all vi(1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1) are distinct
and vk = v1, then we call it a cycle. Let (v1, v2, . . . , vk) be a path, if v1 is minimal and vk is maximal,
then we call it a chain.
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For a cross automaton M, we will regard (Σ,PH) a graph. Precisely, there is an edge in (Σ,PH)
from i to j if and only if (i, j) ∈ PH. A symbol j ∈ Σ is said to be H-minimal (resp. maximal) if it
is minimal (resp. maximal) in (Σ,PH).

Similarly, we define (Σ,PV), (Σ,Pe1), (Σ,Pe2) as well as V-minimal (maximal), e1-minimal
(maximal) and e2-minimal (maximal). One can refer Figure 6 as an example.

4.2. Feasibility of cross automaton.
We write the initial state by id instead of Id for clarity. we will use S

(i, j)
−→ S ′ as an alternative

notation for δ(S , (i, j)) = S ′.

The following theorem says that all cross automata are feasible.

Theorem 4.2. Let M be a cross automaton. For x, y, z ∈ Σ∞, we have

(4.1) min{TM(x, y),TM(x, z)} ≤ TM(y, z) + 1.

Proof. Clearly, (4.1) holds if any two of x, y, z are identical, or TM(y, z) = ∞. Now we assume
x, y, z are distinct and q = TM(y, z) < ∞.

Suppose on the contrary that (4.1) is false. Then TM(x, y) ≥ q + 2 and TM(x, z) ≥ q + 2.

Denote the itinerary of (x, y), (x, z) and (y, z) by (S k)k≥0, (S ′k)k≥0 and (Uk)k≥q+1, respectively. Here
we have S 0 = S ′0 = U0 = id. Notice that Uq+1 = Exit.

Case 1. S q+1 = Id or S ′q+1 = Id.

Without loss of generality, let us assume that S q+1 = Id. This means that x|q+1 = y|q+1. So
(S ′k)

q+1
k=0 = (Uk)

q+1
k=0. Since S ′q+1 , Exit, we deduce that Uq+1 , Exit, which contradicts to TM(y, z) =

q.

Case 2. S q+1 , Id and S ′q+1 , Id.

Dentoe S q+1 = s and S ′q+1 = s′. By the self-looping property, we have S q+2 = s, so

s
(xq+2,yq+2)
−→ s.

By the same reason, we have s′
(xq+2,zq+2)
−→ s′. Set

x′ = (x1 . . . xq+1)(xq+2)∞, y′ = (y1 . . . yq+1)(yq+2)∞, z′ = (z1 . . . zq+1)(zq+2)∞, .

Then the itinerary of (x′, y′) is id 7→ (S 1 . . . S q)(s)∞, and it follows T (x′, y′) = ∞. Similarly,
T (x′, z′) = ∞. This contradicts to the triple-coding-free condition.

The contradictions in the two cases prove the theorem. □

5. Simplification of cross automaton

In this section, we study the simplification of cross automaton.
14



5.1. Cross automaton of Class 0, Class 1, and Class 2.
We will confine ourself to three special classes of cross automata.

Definition 5.1. Let M be a cross automaton.

(i) We say M is of Class 0 if PV = ∅.

(ii) We say M is of Class 1 if M is the topology automaton of a Barański carpet satisfying the
cross intersection condition as well as the top isolated condition, but does not satisfy the vertical
separation condition.

Let K be a Barański carpet satisfying the cross intersection condition as well as the top isolated
condition, but does not satisfy the vertical separation condition. Let γ ∈ Σ be the letter such that
φγ(K) is the top cylinder of K. There exists λ ∈ Σ such that φλ(K) locates in the same column as
φγ(K) and in the bottom of [0, 1]2.

Lemma 5.1. Let M be a cross automaton of Class 1. Then

(i) There exists γ , λ ∈ Σ such that Pe2 = {(γ, λ)}; we call γ the top vertex and λ the bottom
vertex of M.

(ii) γ is H-isolated, V-isolated and e1-isolated.
(iii) For any θ1 , λ and θ2 ∈ Σ, the inputs (λλ, θ1θ2) and (θ1θ2, λλ) lead id to Exit.
(iv) PV , ∅ and the graph (Σ,PV) has no cycle.

Proof. (i) and (ii) are obvious. Item (iii) means that Kλλ does not intersect other cylinders Kθ. If Kλ
intersects the right boundary of [0, 1]2, then Kλλ locates on the most right-bottom corner of [0, 1]2,
so it does not intersect any other cylinder Kθ. If Kλ intersects the left boundary of [0, 1]2, the result
holds by the same argument. If Kλ does not intersect the right and the left boundaries of [0, 1]2,
then Kλλ does not intersect the right and the left boundaries of Kλ, so the result is also true.

(iv) That (a, b) ∈ PV implies that ϕb([0, 1]2) is adjacent and above ϕa([0, 1]2), so there is no
cycle. □

Definition 5.2. Let M be a cross automaton and let {γ, λ} ∈ Σ. If all the items (i)-(iv) in Lemma
5.1 hold for M, then we call M a cross automaton of Class 2.

Clearly, Class 1 is a sub-family of Class 2, and the later one is much wider.

5.2. Simplification of cross automaton.
Let M be a cross automaton of Class 2. Since PV , ∅ and the graph (Σ,PV) has no cycle, we

can pick (τ, κ) ∈ PV such that κ is V-maximal.

Let

(5.1) P′V = PV \ {(τ, κ)}, P′H = PH, P
′
e1
= Pe1 and P′e2

= Pe2 .
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Let M′ be the cross automaton determined by P′H,P
′
V , P′e1

and P′e1
, and we call it the one-step

simplification of M by deleting (τ, κ).

Lemma 5.2. Let M be a cross automaton of Class 2. If M′ is a one-step simplification of M by
deleting (τ, κ) in the graph (Σ,PV). Then we have

(i) M′ is a cross automaton of Class 0 if P′V = ∅, and is of Class 2 otherwise;

(ii) τ is V-maximal and κ is V-isolated in M′.

Proof. (i) Notice that (Σ,P′H) = (Σ,PH), (Σ,P′ei
) = (Σ,Pei)(i = 1, 2), and (Σ,P′V) is a subgraph of

(Σ,PV), we infer that M′ satisfies uniqueness property, the self-looping property and triple-coding-
free condition in the definition of cross automaton. By the same reason, M′ satisfies item (i)-(iv)
in Lemma 5.1.

(ii) That κ is V-maximal in M means κ is maximal in (Σ,PV) and thus also is maximal in (Σ,P′V),
so κ is V-maximal in M′. The process of one-step simplification breaks one edge of (Σ,PV) from
τ to κ, therefore, by uniqueness property, τ is V-maximal in M′ and κ is V-isolated in M′. □

(a) K1: before simplification. (b) K2: after simplification.

(c) K2: before simplification. (d) K3: after simplification.

Figure 7. MK2 is a one step simplification of MK1 , and MK3 is a one step simplifica-
tion of MK2 .

Theorem 5.1. Let M be a cross automaton of Class 2, and let M′ be a one-step simplification of
M. Then for any x, y ∈ Ω = {ωκ∞;ω ∈ Σ∗} there exists a bijection g : Ω→ Ω such that

(5.2) |TM(x, y) − TM′(g(x), g(y))| ≤ 4.
16



Theorem 5.1 is the most important theorem in this paper, and the proof is rather technical. We
will prove it in Section 8. As a corollary of Theorem 5.1, we have

Theorem 5.2. Let M be a cross automaton of Class 2 and let M′ be a one-step simplification of
M. Then (AM, ρM,ξ) ≃ (AM′ , ρM′,ξ) for any ξ ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Recall that Ω = {ωκ∞;ω ∈ Σ∗}. Let Ω̃ = {[ωκ∞];ω ∈ Σ∗}. Let g : Ω → Ω be the bijection
map given in Theorem 5.1. Since for any x, y ∈ Ω,

|TM([x], [y]) − TM′([g(x)], [g(y)])| ≤ 2 + 2 + 4 = 8.

which implies that ξ8ρM(x, y) ≤ ρM′(g(x), g(y)) ≤ ξ−8ρM(x, y). Hence g : Ω̃ → Ω̃ is a bi-Lipschitz
map.

By Lemma 2.1, Ω̃ is dense inAM, soAM ≃ AM′ by Lemma 2.2. □

6. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Recall that a cross automaton M of Class 2 admits a one-step simplification, so there exists a
sequence

M = M0, M1, . . . , Mq = M∗

such that M j, 0 ≤ j < q are of Class 2, M j+1 is a one-step simplification of M j and Mq is of Class
0. We call M∗ the final-simplification of M.

By using Theorem 5.2 repeatedly, we obtain

Corollary 6.1. Let M be a cross automaton of Class 2 and let M∗ be the final-simplification of M.
Then (AM, ρM) ≃ (AM∗ , ρM∗).

Let K be a Barański carpet satisfying the cross intersection condition. If K satisfies the top-
isolated condition but not satisfies the vertical separation condition, we set M∗K be the final-simplification
of MK; if K satisfies the vertical separation condition, we set M∗K = MK .

Lemma 6.2. Let E and F be two Barański carpets satisfying the assumptions in Theorem 1.1.
Then there exists a map f : (AM∗E ,ξ, ρM∗E ,ξ)→ (AM∗F ,ξ, ρM∗F ,ξ) which is an isometry.

Proof. Let I = {a1, a2, . . . , ak} ⊂ Σ be a H-block of E. By our assumption in Theorem 1.1, there is
a size-preserving bijection from the collection of H-blocks of E to that of F, which we denote by
ĥ. That is, for any H-block I = {a1, a2, . . . , ak} of E,

ĥ(I) = {b1, b2, . . . , bk}

is an H-block of F, and if (I1, I2) is an H-block pair of E, then (̂h(I1), ĥ(I2)) is an H-block pair of F.
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Define h : Σ→ Σ by h(a j) = b j, that is, if a j is the j-th element of an H-block I of E, then define
h(a j) be the j-th element of ĥ(I). Clearly, for any r, s ∈ Σ,

(6.1) r �H s⇔ h(r) �H h(s) and r �e1 s⇔ h(r) �e1 h(s).

Now we define f : Σ∞ → Σ∞ by f
(
(xi)i≥1

)
=

(
h(xi)

)
i≥1. Clearly, f is a bijection. Moreover, by

(6.1), for any x, y ∈ Σ∞ we have

TM∗E (x, y) = TM∗F

(
f (x), f (y)

)
.

It follows that [x] 7→ [ f (x)] is an isometry fromAM∗E toAM∗F . □

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 6.1, we have

(E, | · |)
Hölder
≃ (AME ,ξ, ρME ,ξ) ≃ (AM∗E ,ξ, ρM∗E ,ξ)

and
(F, | · |)

Hölder
≃ (AMF ,ξ, ρMF ,ξ) ≃ (AM∗F ,ξ, ρM∗F ,ξ),

Therefore, by Lemma 6.2, we have E
Hölder
≃ F.

If both E and F are fractal squares, by setting ξ = 1/n, we obtain that E ≃ F. □

7. A universal map

Let N ≥ 3 be an integer. Let Σ = {1, . . . ,N} and let γ, λ, κ ∈ Σ be three distinct letters. Let
τ ∈ Σ \ {γ, κ}, that is, it can happen that τ = λ.

Set
Ω = {ωκ∞,ω ∈ Σ∗}

as in Section 5. In this section, we recall a bijection map g : Ω → Ω introduced by Huang et
al. [16]. We emphasize that the discussion of this section is purely symbolic, and is irrelevant to
metric or automaton.

7.1. Segment decomposition.
The article [16] introduced two decompositions of sequences in Σ. Set

(7.1) CM := {τγk; k ≥ 2} ∪ {κλkκγ; k ≥ 0}.

Definition 7.1 (M-initial decomposition). Let x = (xi)∞i=1 ∈ Ω. The longest prefix X1 of x satisfying
X1 ∈ CM ∪ Σ is called the M-initial segment of x.

Inductively, each x = (xi)∞i=1 ∈ Ω can be uniquely written as x =
∏∞

j=1 X j := X1X2 · · · Xk · · · ,

where Xk is the M-initial segment of
∏

j≥k X j. We call (X j) j≥1 the M-decomposition of x.

Next we define M′-initial segment and M′-decomposition. Set

(7.2) CM′ = {κλ
kκγ; k ≥ 0} ∪ {κλkκγγ; k ≥ 0} ∪ {τγγ},
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Definition 7.2 (M′-initial decomposition). Let u = (ui)∞i=1 ∈ Ω. A word U1 is called the M′-initial
segment of u, if it is the longest prefix of u such that U1 ∈ CM′ ∪ Σ. Similar as above, we define
the M′-decomposition of u.

Two words are said to be comparable, if one word is a prefix of another one.

Remark 7.1. Here are two useful observations.

(i) If two elements in CM are comparable, then both of them are of the form τγk. If two elements
in CM′ are comparable, then one of them is κλkκγ and another one is κλkκγγ.

(ii) Let W ∈ CM ∪ CM′ . Then W is initialled by a word in {κλ, κκ, τγ}. Moreover, these words
cannot appear in W except as a prefix.

7.2. Construction of g.
First we define g0 : CM ∪ Σ→ CM′ ∪ Σ by

(7.3) g0 :



τγk 7→ κλk−2κγ, k ≥ 2;

κλkκγ 7→ κλk−1κγγ, k ≥ 1;

κκγ 7→ τγγ;

i 7→ i, ∀ i ∈ Σ.

It is easy to see that g0 : CM ∪ Σ→ CM′ ∪ Σ is a bijection. Now we define g : Ω→ Σ∞ by

(7.4) g(x) =
∞∏
j=1

g0(X j),

where (X j)∞j=1 is the M-decomposition of x.

Any ω ∈ CM is not ended with κ, so the M-decomposition of x = x1 . . . xkκ
∞ ∈ Ω is (X j)ℓj=1(κ)∞

for some ℓ. Consequently, g(x) = (
∏ℓ

j=1 g0(X j))(κ)∞ ∈ Ω. Thus g(Ω) ⊂ Ω.

Proposition 7.2 ( [16]). Let x = x1x2 . . . ,u = u1u2 · · · = g(x).

(i) If (X j)∞j=1 is the M-decomposition of x, then the M′-decomposition of g(x) is
∏∞

j=1 g0(X j).

(ii) Similarly, if (U j)∞j=1 is the M′-decomposition of u, then the M-decomposition of h(u) is(
g−1

0 (U j)
)

j≥1
, where h(u) =

∏∞
j=1 g−1

0 (U j).

(iii) The map g : Ω→ Ω is a bijection.

For x, y ∈ Σ∞, denote by x ∧ y the maximal common prefix of x and y ∈ Σ∞. For I ∈ Σ∗, we
denote by |I| the length of I.

Lemma 7.3 ( [16]). Let x = (xk)k≥1, y = (yk)k≥1 ∈ Ω. Then

|g(x) ∧ g(y)| ≥ |x ∧ y| − 2.

In other words, u1 · · · uk is determined by x1 · · · xk+2, where k ≥ 1.
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The following lemma is our new observation.

Lemma 7.4. Let a = (ai)i≥1 ∈ Ω. If k ≥ 3 and γ does not occur in a1 . . . ak, then g(a)|k−2 = a|k−2.

Proof. Let (Ai)i≥1 be the M-decomposition of a. Let p be the largest integer such that |Ai| = 1 for
all i ≤ p. (Here p may equal 0.) If p ≥ k − 2, then the lemma holds.

Now we assume that p ≤ k − 3. Since Ap+1 ∈ CM, it does not end at or before ak by the
assumption, we have Ap+1 < {τγ

ℓ; ℓ ≥ 2} ∪ {κκγ}. So the only choice is Ap+1 = κλ
ℓκγ, and we

further have ℓ ≥ k − p − 2. Therefore,

g(a) = (a1 . . . ap)g(Ap+1) · · · = (a1 . . . ap)κλℓ−1κγγ . . . ,

it follows that |g(a) ∧ a| ≥ p + 1 + ℓ − 1 ≥ k − 2. The lemma is proved. □

8. Proof of Theorem 5.1

Let M be a cross automaton of Class 2 with top and bottom vertices γ and λ respectively, let M′

be a one-step simplification of M by deleting (τ, κ), see (5.1).

For x, y ∈ Ω = {ωκ∞;ω ∈ Σ∗}, denote u = g(x) and v = g(y). Let (X j)∞j=1, (Y j)∞j=1 be the
M-decompositions of x, y respectively, and (U j)∞j=1, (V j)∞j=1 be the M′-decompositions of u, v re-
spectively.

In M (or M′), for S , S ′ ∈ Q and (i, j) ∈ Σ2, we will use S
(i, j)
−→ S ′ as an alternative notation for

δ(S , (i, j)) = S ′. One should keep in mind that, in both M and M′,

(8.1) e2
(i, j)
−→ e2 if and only if (i, j) = (γ, λ),

and except that e2
(γ,λ)
−→ e2, −e2

(λ,γ)
−→ −e2 and Id

(γ,γ)
−→ Id, we have

(8.2) S
(γ,θ)
−→ Exit, S

(θ,γ)
−→ Exit, ∀θ ∈ Σ.

(See Lemma 5.1).

Lemma 8.1. Let a = (ai)∞i=1,b = (bi)∞i=1 ∈ Ω with a1 , b1. If a = λkκγ · · · (k ≥ 0), then

TM(a,b),TM′(a,b) ∈ {0, 1, 2}.

Proof. Since M′ is a simplification of M, we have TM′(a,b) ≤ TM(a,b). So we only need to prove
TM(a,b) ≤ 2. Suppose TM(a,b) > 0, then S 1 = δ(id, (a1, b1)) ∈ {±e1,±e2} since a1 , b1.

① If k = 0, then a1 = κ and a2 = γ. Since κ is V-maximal in M, we have S 1 , e2, which forces
S 1 = ±e1. So (a2, b2) leads the state S 1 to Exit in M by (8.2), hence TM(a,b) ≤ 1.

② If k = 1, then a1 = λ, a2 = κ and a3 = γ. Suppose S = e2, then (a2, b2) = (γ, λ), which
contradicts to a2 = κ. So S 1 = ±e1, and the next state is also ±e1 by the self-looping property.

Thus ±e1
(a3,b3)
−→ Exit since a3 = γ, so TM(a,b) ≤ 2.
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③ If k ≥ 2, then a1 = a2 = λ. By item (iii) of Lemma 5.1, we have id
(λλ,b1b2)
−→ Exit, so

TM(a,b) ≤ 1. The lemma is proved. □

Recall that CM = {τγ
k; k ≥ 2} ∪ {κλkκγ; k ≥ 0}, see (7.1).

Lemma 8.2. (i) Let x, y ∈ Ω. If x1 = y1 and X1 , Y1, then

(8.3) TM(x, y) ≤ |x ∧ y| + 2.

(ii) Let u, v ∈ Ω. If u1 = v1 and U1 , V1, then

(8.4) TM′(u, v) ≤ |u ∧ v| + 2.

Proof. (i) Let k = |x ∧ y|, then k ≥ 1 and

TM(x, y) = k + TM(xk+1xk+2 . . . , yk+1yk+2 . . . ).

Note that X1 , Y1, at least one of X1 and Y1 is in CM, say X1 ∈ CM.

Case 1. X1 = τγ
ℓ(ℓ ≥ 2).

In this case, k ≤ ℓ + 1, for otherwise X1 = Y1, a contradiction. If k ≤ ℓ, then (xk+1, yk+1) = (γ, θ),
where θ , γ; if k = ℓ + 1, then Y1 = τγ

s with s ≥ ℓ + 1 and we have (xk+1, yk+1) = (θ, γ) with θ , γ.
So by (8.2), TM(xk+1 . . . , yk+1 . . . ) = 0 and TM(x, y) = k.

Case 2. X1 = κλ
ℓκγ(ℓ ≥ 0).

In this case, we have k ≤ ℓ + 2, for otherwise X1 = Y1. If k ≤ ℓ + 1, then xk+1xk+2 · · · =

λpκγ · · · (p ≥ 0), by Lemma 8.1 we have

TM(x, y) = k + TM(xk+1xk+2 . . . , yk+1yk+2 . . . ) ∈ {k, k + 1, k + 2}.

If k = ℓ + 2, then xk+1 = γ and (xk+1, yk+1) = (γ, θ) with θ , γ, so by (8.2) we have TM(x, y) = k.
Consequently, (8.3) always hlods.

(ii) Using item (i) we have

TM′(u, v) ≤ TM(u, v) ≤ |u ∧ v| + 2,

where the first inequality holds since M′ is a simplification of M. □

Lemma 8.3. Let x, y ∈ Ω. If X1 , Y1, then

(8.5) TM(x, y) − TM′(u, v) ≤ 4.

Proof. Let k = TM(x, y). Obviously, the lemma holds when k ≤ 4, so in the following we assume
that k ≥ 5. Let S M,1 = δM(id, (x1, y1)) be the first state of the itinerary of (x, y) in M. In the
following we prove (8.5) by 3 cases.
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Case 1. S M,1 = Id.
In this case we have x1 = y1, so TM(x, y) ≤ |x∧y|+2 by Lemma 8.2 (i). Besides, |u∧v| ≥ |x∧y|−2

by Lemma 7.3. So

TM(x, y) − TM′(u, v) ≤ (|x ∧ y| + 2) − |u ∧ v| ≤ 4.

Case 2. S M,1 = e1 or −e1.
By symmetry, we assume that S M,1 = e1. The itinerary of (x, y) in M is id → (e1)k → Exit,

so by (8.2), γ neither occurs in x1 . . . xk nor in y1 . . . yk. Then by lemma 7.4, we have u1 . . . uk−2 =

x1 . . . xk−2 and v1 . . . vk−2 = y1 . . . yk−2. So TM′(u, v) ≥ k−2 since P′H = PH and P′e1
= Pe1 , and (8.5)

follows.

Case 3. S M,1 = e2 or −e2.
By symmetry, we assume that S M,1 = e2. The itinerary of (x, y) in M must be id → (e2)k → Exit.

Recall that Pe2 = {(γ, λ)}, so (x1, y1) ∈ PV and(
x
y

)
=

(
x1γ

k−1xk+1 . . .

y1λk−1yk+1 . . .

)
and

(
xk+1

yk+1

)
,

(
γ

λ

)
.

① If x1 , τ, then y1 , κ by the uniqueness property of the cross automaton. So |Xi| = |Yi| = 1
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, which implies that (

u
v

)
=

(
x1γ

k−1 . . .

y1λk−1 · · ·

)
.

The itinerary of (u, v) in M′ must be id → (e2)k → · · · since (u1, v1) = (x1, y1) ∈ P′V . Thus
TM′(u, v) ≥ k and (8.5) follows.

② If x1 = τ, then y1 = κ. In this case, by the definition of g (see (7.4)) we have(
u
v

)
=

(
κλk−3 . . .

κλk−2 . . .

)
.

The itinerary of (u, v) in M′ is id → (Id)k−2 → · · · , so TM′(u, v) ≥ k − 2 and (8.5) holds. □

Let u, v ∈ Ω. We shall show that if U1 , V1, then

(8.6) TM′(u, v) − TM(x, y) ≤ 4.

Let S M′,1 = δM′(id, (u1, v1)) be the first state of the itinerary of (u, v) in M′. If S M′,1 = Exit, it is
obvious that (8.6) holds. We will prove (8.6) for other cases in the following three lemmas.

Recall that CM′ = {κλ
kκγ; k ≥ 0} ∪ {κλkκγγ; k ≥ 0} ∪ {τγγ}, see (7.2).

Lemma 8.4. Equation (8.6) holds if U1 , V1 and S M′,1 = Id.
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Proof. That S M′,1 = Id implies that u1 = v1, so at least one of U1 and V1 is in CM′ , say U1 ∈ CM′ .

Case 1. U1 = τγγ.
In this case we have |u ∧ v| ≤ 2 and TM′(u, v) ≤ 4 by Lemma 8.2 (ii). So (8.6) holds.

Case 2. U1 = κλ
kκγ or κλkκγγ(k ≥ 0).

① If V1 = κλ
ℓκγ or κλℓκγγ(ℓ ≥ 0), it is clear that ℓ , k when U1 and V1 are of the same type. We

see that |u ∧ v| ≤ max{|U1|, |V1|} ≤ 4 +min{k, ℓ}. Applying g−1
0 (see (7.3)) to U1 and V1, we have

X1 ∈ {τγ
k+2, κλk+1κγ}, Y1 ∈ {τγ

ℓ+2, κλℓ+1κγ}.

Then TM(x, y) ≥ 1 +min{k + 1, ℓ + 1} holds for all possible combinations of X1 and Y1. Hence

TM′(u, v) − TM(x, y) ≤ |u ∧ v| + 2 − TM(x, y) ≤ 4.

② V1 = κ, write v as κλℓλ̃ . . . , where λ̃ , λ. Then |u ∧ v| ≤ 2 + min{k, ℓ}, and |Vi| = 1 for all
1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ since V1 = κ, and λλ is not a prefix of any words in CM′ (even if λ = τ). By the definition
of g, see (7.4), we have

X1 ∈ {τγ
k+2, κλk+1κγ}, y = κλℓ−1 · · · .

Then TM(x, y) ≥ 1 +min{k + 1, ℓ − 1} holds for all possible combinations of X1 and y. Thus

TM′(u, v) − TM(x, y) ≤ |u ∧ v| + 2 − TM(x, y) ≤ 4.

□

Lemma 8.5. Equation (8.6) holds if S M′,1 = e1 or −e1.

Proof. By symmetry, we assume that S M′,1 = e1. Let k = TM′(u, v) ≥ 5, then the itinerary of (u, v)
in M′ is id → (e1)k → Exit. By (8.2), γ neither occurs in u1 . . . uk nor in v1 . . . vk.

Case 1. λ is e1-isolated.

In this case, ui, vi < {λ, γ}(2 ≤ i ≤ k), then |Ui| = |Vi| = 1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 2, hence(
x
y

)
=

(
u1 · · · uk−2xk−1 · · ·

v1 · · · vk−2yk−1 · · ·

)
.

The itinerary of (x, y) in M is id → (e1)k−2 → · · · . So TM(x, y) ≥ k − 2 and (8.6) holds.

Case 2. λ is not e1-isolated.

In this case, there exists a letter θ ∈ Σ \ {γ} such that (λ, θ) ∈ Pe1 ∪ Pe1 .

We claim that κ is H-isolated. Suppose on the contrary that (κ, η) ∈ PH. Set

x′ = κλ∞, y′ = ηθ∞, z′ = τγ∞.
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Then the itineraries of (x′, y′) and (x′, z′) in M are id → (e1)∞ and id → (−e2)∞, respectively.
So TM(x′, y′) = TM(x′, z′) = +∞, which contradicts to triple-coding-free condition. Our claim is
proved.

If |U1| > 1, then U1 ∈ {κλ
ℓκγ; ℓ ≥ 2} ∪ {κλℓκγγ; ℓ ≥ 2} since ui , γ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 5, so

(κ, v1) = (u1, v1) ∈ PH, which contradicts that κ is H-isolated. So |U1| = 1. By symmetry, we have
|V1| = 1.

Let p be the largest integer such that |Ui| = 1 for all i ≤ p. We claim that p ≥ k − 2. Suppose on
the contrary p ≤ k−3. Then Up+1 ∈ {κλ

ℓκγ; ℓ ≥ 1}∪{κλℓκγ; ℓ ≥ 1} since ui , γ for all p+1 ≤ i ≤ k.
We set

x′′ = u1 . . . upκλ
∞, y′′ = v1 . . . vpvp+1θ

∞ and z′′ = u1 . . . upτγ
∞.

Obviously, x′′, y′′ and z′′ are distinct since u1 , v1 and θ , γ. Moreover, the itineraries of (x′′, y′′)
and (x′′, z′′) in M are id → (e1)∞ and id → (Id)p → (−e2)∞ respectively. It also contradicts to
triple-coding-free condition.

Therefore, x1 . . . xk−2 = u1 . . . uk−2. By symmetry, we have y1 . . . yk−2 = v1 . . . vk−2. By P′H = PH

and P′e1
= Pe1 , we obtain TM(x, y) ≥ k − 2, so (8.6) holds. □

Lemma 8.6. Equation (8.6) holds if S M′,1 = e2 or −e2.

Proof. By symmetry, we may assume that S M′,1 = e2. Let k = TM′(u, v) ≥ 5. The itinerary of (u, v)
in M′ must be id → (e2)k → Exit. So (u1, v1) ∈ P′V and by (8.1) we have(

u
v

)
=

(
u1γ

k−1uk+1 . . .

v1λk−1vk+1 . . .

)
and

(
uk+1

vk+1

)
,

(
γ

λ

)
.

By Lemma 5.2, κ is V-isolated and τ is V-maximal in M′, so u1 < {τ, κ} and v1 , κ. It follows that
|Ui| = |Vi| = 1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1. Then(

x
y

)
=

(
u1γ

k−1 · · ·

v1λk−2 · · ·

)
.

Since (u1, v1) also belongs to PV , we conclude that TM(x, y) ≥ k − 1, and (8.6) follows. □

Proof of Theorem 5.1: Let σ be the shift operation defined by σ((xk)k≥1) = (xk)k≥2. For any x, y ∈
Ω, if X1 . . . Xk = Y1 · · · Yk and Xk+1 , Yk+1, then U1 . . .Uk = V1 · · ·Vk and Uk+1 , Vk+1. Let
ℓ = |X1 · · · Xk|, we have

TM(x, y) − TM′(u, v) = TM(σℓ(x), σℓ(y)) − TM′(σℓ(u), σℓ(v)).

Since (8.5) and (8.6) hold for σℓ(x), σℓ(y), σℓ(u) and σℓ(v), we obtain (5.2) and we are done. □
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