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Abstract

An aperiodic tile set was first constructed by R. Berger whileving the undecidability of the
domino problem. It turned out that aperiodic tile sets appeanany fields, ranging from logic (the
Entscheidungsproblem) to physics (quasicrystals).

We present a new construction of an aperiodic tile set tHadsed on Kleene's fixed-point construc-
tion instead of geometric arguments. This constructiomdlar to J. von Neumann'’s self-reproducing
automata; similar ideas were also used by P. Gacs in thextootfterror-correcting computations.

This construction is rather flexible, so it can be used in maays. We show how it can be used to
implement substitution rules, to construct strongly agatid tile sets (in which any tiling is far from any
periodic tiling), to give a new proof for the undecidabilafthe domino problem and related results, to
characterize effectively closed one-dimensional subshifterms of two-dimensional subshifts of finite
type (an improvement of a result by M. Hochman), to constauiite set that has only complex tilings,
and to construct a “robust” aperiodic tile set that does agtlperiodic (or close to periodic) tilings even
if we allow some (sparse enough) tiling errors. For the tatte develop a hierarchical classification of
points in random sets into islands of different ranks. Hyhate combine and modify our tools to prove
our main result: There exists a tile set such that all tilihgse high Kolmogorov complexity even if
(sparse enough) tiling errors are allowed.

Some of these results were included in the DLT extendedatistt(0] and in the ICALP extended
abstract[[11].
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1 Introduction

In this papertiles are unit squares with colored sides. Tiles are considerguaistypes: we may place
translated copies of the same tile into different cells oélhmaper (rotations are not allowed). Tiles in the
neighbor cells should match (i.e., the common sides shadt bave the same color).

Formally speaking, we consider a finite §20f colors A tile is a quadruple of colors (left, right, top,
and bottom ones), i.e., an elementt A tile setis a subsetr  C*. A tiling of the plane with tiles front
(1-tiling) is a mappindJ : Z? — T that respects the color-matching condition.

A tiling U is periodicif it has aperiod, i.e., a nonzero vectdF € Z? such that) (x+T) = U (x) for all
x € Z2. Otherwise, the tiling isiperiodic The following classical result was proved fin [3]:

Theorem 1. There exists a tile satsuch thatr-tilings exist and all of them are aperiodic.

The construction from the proof of Theoréim 1 was usedlin [8hasnain tool to prov8erger’s theorem
Thedomino problen{to find out whether or not a given tile set has tilings) is widable.

The first tile set of Berger was rather complicated. Latemynather constructions were suggested.
Some of them are simplified versions of Berger’s construc{j@9]; see also the expositions [n [1,8] 22]).
Some others are based on polygonal tilings (including theofss Penrose and Ammann tilings; se€ [15]).
An ingenious construction suggested.in/[19] is based oniphigktion in a kind of positional number system
and gives a small aperiodic set of 14 tiles (and in [6] an imedoversion with 13 tiles is presented). Another
nice construction with a short and simple proof (based eijylion ideas of self-similarity) was recently
proposed in[[27].

In this paper, we present yet another construction of ari@pettile set. It does not provide a small tile
set; however, we find it interesting for the following reason

e The existence of an aperiodic tile set becomes a simplecagioin of the classical construction used
in Kleene’s fixed-point (recursion) theorem, in von Neumarself-reproducing automata [26], and,
more recently, in Gacs’ reliable cellular automatal [17], ¥8 do not use any geometric tricks. An
aperiodic tile set is not only an interesting result but apomant tool (e.g., this construction was
invented to prove that the domino problem is undecidabla);construction makes this tool easier to
use.

e The construction is rather general, so it is flexible enowglichieve some additional properties of the
tile set. We illustrate this flexibility by providing new pués for several known results and proving
new results; these new results add robustness (resistarspatse enough errors) to known results
about aperiodic tile sets and tile sets that have only caxrpiegs.

It is unclear whether this kind of robustness can be achiéwepreviously known constructions of tile
sets. On the other hand, robustness properties appear toploetéant. For example, mathematical models
for processes such as quasicrystal growth or DNA computatiimuld take errors into account. Note that
our model (with its independent choice of places where sraoe allowed) has no direct physical meaning;
it is just a simple mathematical model that can be used asygnoland to develop tools for estimating the
consequences of tiling errors.

The paper is organized as follows:

e In Section 2, we present the fixed-point construction of agriagic tile set (new proof of Berger's
theorem), and we illustrate the flexibility of this constiian by several examples.
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e In Section8, we show that any “uniform” substitution rulendae implemented by a tile set (thus
providing a new proof for this rather old result).

e In Sectiorl 4, we use substitutions to show that there aragliy@periodic tile sets (which means that
any tiling is strongly aperiodic, i.e., any shift changegeast some fixed fraction of tiles).

e The fixed-point construction of Sectibh 2 provides a setfilsir tiling: Blocks of sizen x n (“macro-
tiles”) behave exactly as individual tiles, so on the nextlave haven? x n? blocks made oh x n
macro-tiles that have the same behavior, etc. In SeCliore%nake some changes in our construction
that allow us to get variable zoom factors (the numbers eftih macro-tiles increase as the level
increases).

Variable zoom factor tilings can be used for simulating catapions (with higher levels performing
more computation steps); we use them to give a simple protfieoindecidability of the domino
problem. The main technical difficulty in the standard pre@fs to synchronize computations on
different levels. In our construction this is not needed. dWew also that other undecidability results
can be obtained in this way.

e This technique can be used to push the strong aperiodicitg timmits: The distance between every
tiling and every periodic configuration (or between evelingi and its nontrivial shift) can be made
arbitrarily close to 1, not only separated from 0. This is@am Sectiori b using an additional tool:
error-correcting codes.

e In [[7], a tile set was constructed such that every tiling hasimal Kolmogorov complexity of frag-
ments Q(n) for nx n squares); all tilings for this tile set are noncomputableigby implying a
classical result of Hanf [17] and Myelis [25] as a corollarfhe construction in_[[7] was rather com-
plicated and was based on a classical construction of amodpetile set. In Sectiof]7, we provide
another proof of the same result that uses variable zoomrfadt is simpler in some respects and can
be generalized to produce robust tile sets with complexgtilivhich is our main result (Sectionl13).

e In Section 8, we use the same technique to give a new proobfoegesults by Simpson [32] and
Hochman[[18] about effectively closed subshifts: Every-dmeensional effectively closed subshift
can be obtained as a projection of some two-dimensionah#tb$finite type (in an extended alpha-
bet). Our construction provides a solution of Problem 9oinf{18]. (Another solution, based on the
classical Robinson-type construction, was independenifygested by Aubrun and Sablik; see [2].)

e To prove the robustness of tile sets against sparse errotssa@ hierarchical classification of the
elements of random sets into islands of different levels€thod that goes back to Gacs|[13], 14]). This
method is described in SectibnP.1. In Seclion 9.2, we gifiaitiens and establish some probabilistic
results about islands that are used later to prove robustifés show that a sparse random se#Zdn
with probability 1 (for Bernoulli distribution) can be reggented as a union of “islands” of different
ranks. The higher the rank, the bigger is the size of an isl#mal islands are well isolated from
each other (i.e., in some neighborhood of an island of iaitkere are no other islands of rarkk).
Then, in Sectiof 913, we illustrate these tools using stahoesults of percolation theory as a model
example. In Sectidn 9.4, we modify the definition of an islagdllowing two (but not three!) islands
of the same rank to be close to each other. This more comgdicfinition is necessary to obtain the
most technically involved result of the paper in Sectioh G8dan be skipped if the reader is interested
in the other results.



¢ In Section 1D, we use a fixed-point construction to get anioghertile set that is robust in the fol-
lowing sense: If a tiling has a “hole” of sizg then this hole can be patched by changing only an
O(n)-size zone around it. Moreover, we do not need for this agtiihthe entire plane. A®(n) zone
(with bigger constant i© notation) around the hole is enough.

e In Sectior 11, we explain how to get robust aperiodic tils 8éth variable zoom factors. Again, this
material is used in Sectién 13 only.

e In Sectiori 1P, we combine the developed techniques to éstadsle of our main results: There exists
a tile set such that every tiling of the plane minus a spars@fse&ndom points is far from every
periodic tiling.

e Finally, Sectiori 1B contains our most technically diffia@sult: a robust tile set such that all tilings,
even with sparsely placed holes, have linear complexityagfrhents. To this end we need to combine
all our techniques: fixed-point construction with variabteom factors, splitting of a random set into
doubled islands (we shall call them bi-islands), and “r¢ification” with filling of holes.

2 Fixed-point aperiodic tile set

2.1 Macro-tiles and simulation

Fix a tile setr and an integeN > 1 (zoom facta). A macro-tileis anN x N square tiled byr-tiles matching
each other (i.e., a square blockf tiles with no color conflicts inside). We can consider maiiies as
“preassembled” blocks of tiles; instead of tiling the plawiéh individual tiles, we may use macro-tiles. To
get a correctr-tiling in this way, we need only to ensure that neighbor roddes have matchingnacro-
colors, so there are no color mismatches on the borders betweemw+tilas: More formally, by macro-color
we mean a sequence Nfcolors on the side of a macro-tile (i.e., the right macracdd a sequence of the
right colors of the tiles on the right edge of a macro-tiled #ime same for the left, the top, and the bottom
macro-color). Each macro-tile has four macro-colors (ame#fch side). We always assume that macro-tiles
are placed side to side, so the plane is split Mte N squares by vertical and horizontal lines.

In the following we are interested in the situation whetilings can be split uniguely into macro-tiles
that behave like tiles from some other tile petFormally, let us define the notion of a simulation.

Let T andp be two tile sets, and l&\ > 1 be an integer. Bgimulation ofp by T with zoom factor Nve
mean a mappin of p-tiles intoN x N T-macro-tiles such that the following properties hold:

e Sisinjective (i.e., different tiles are mapped into diffetenacro-tiles).

e Two tilesr; andr, match if and only if their image§(r1) and S(r2) match. This means that the
right color ofr; equals the left color of; if and only if the right macro-color 08(r1) equals the left
macro-color ofS(rz), and the same is true in the vertical direction.

e Everyt-tiling can be split by vertical and horizontal lines iMbx N macro-tiles that belong to the
range ofS, and such a splitting in unique.

The second condition guarantees that eyetiling can be transformed into &tiling by replacing each
tile r € p by its image, macro-til&S(r). Taking into account other conditions, we conclude thatyeve
tiling can be obtained in this way, and the positions of grié$ as well as the correspondipgtiles can be
reconstructed uniquely.



Example 1 (negative). Assume that consists of one tile with four white sides. Fix soriNe> 1.
There exists a single macro-tile of sikex N. Does this mean that simulates itself (when its only tile is
mapped to the only macro-tile)? No. The first and second tiongiare true, but the third one is false: The
placement of cutting lines is not unique.

Figure 1: Tiles and macro-tiles for Example 2.

Example 2(positive). In this example consists of one tile with all white sides. The tile satonsists of
N2 tiles indexed by pairsi, j) of integers moduldN. A tile from T has colors on its sides as shown on Flg. 1
(each color is a pair of integers moduih so sefC of all colors consists oN? elements). The simulation
maps the singlg-tile to a macro-tile that has colo(®,0),...,(0,N — 1) and (0,0),...,(N—1,0) on its
vertical and horizontal borders, respectively (see[Big. 1)

Definition. A self-similartile set is a tile set that simulates itself.

The idea of self-similarity is used (more or less expligily most constructions of aperiodic tile sets
(but [19, 6] are exceptions). However, not all of these aorasions provide literally self-similar tile sets in
our sense.

It is easy to see that self-similarity guarantees aperiydic

Proposition 1. A self-similar tile setr may have only aperiodic tilings.

Proof. Let S be a simulation oft by itself with zoom factorN. By definition, everyt-tiling U can be
uniquely split intoN x N macro-tiles from the range & So every period of U is a multiple ofN (since
the T-shift of a cut is also a cut, the shift should respect bordetsveen macro-tiles). Replacing each
macro-tile by itsS-preimage, we get a-tiling that has period’ /N. Therefore,T /N is again a multiple of
N. Iterating this argument, we conclude tfais divisible byNX for everyk, soT. O

Note also that every self-similar tile set has arbitrardygke finite tilings. Starting with some tile, we
apply Siteratively and get a big tiled square. The standard conmgastargument guarantees the existence
of a tiling of the entire plane. Therefore, to prove the etise of aperiodic tile sets it is enough to construct
a self-similar tile set.

Theorem 2. There exists a self-similar tile set

Theoren{ 2 was explicitly formulated and proven by Olling2¥]f in his proof a self-similar tile set
(consisting of 104 tiles) is constructed explicitly. Thie tset is then used to implement substitution rules
(cf. TheoreniB below). Another example of a self-similag slet (with many more tiles) is given in/ [8].
(Note that the definition of self-similarity used (n [8] is & stronger.)

We prefer a less specific and more flexible argument basededixtd-point idea. Our proof works for
a vast class of tile sets (though we cannot provide expliaitl aperiodic tile set of a reasonably small size).
The rest of this section is devoted to our proof of TheorémefoRe we prove this result, we explain a few
techniques used in our construction and show how to simalgteen tile set by embedding computations.
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2.2 Simulating a tile set

Let us start with some informal discussion. Assume that we laatile seto whose colors ar&-bit strings
(C ={0,1}*) and the set of tilep  C*is presented as a predic&écy, Cy, C3, C4) With four k-bit arguments.
Assume that we have some Turing machifieghat compute®R. Let us show how to simulate using some
other tile setr.

This construction extends Example 2, but it simulates a#l@ that contains not a single tile but many
tiles. We keep the coordinate system modidlembedded into tiles af, these coordinates guarantee that all
T-tilings can be uniquely split into blocks of sidéx N and every tile “knows” its position in the block (as
in Example 2). In addition to the coordinate system, now a#&ln T carries supplementary colors (from a
finite set specified below) on its sides. These colors formaa“feyer” which is superimposed with the old
one; i.e., the set of colors is now a Cartesian product of kth@me and the set of colors used in this layer.

On the border of a macro-tile (i.e., when one of the cooréisa zero) only two supplementary colors
(say, 0 and 1) are allowed. So the macro-color encodes g st bits (whereN is the size of macro-tiles).
We assume that is much bigger thak and letk bits in the middle of macro-tile sides represent colors from
C. All other bits on the sides are zeros. (This is a restrictinrtiles: Each tile “knows” its coordinates so it
also knows whether nonzero supplementary colors are allgwe

Now we need additional restrictions on tilestrthat guarantee that macro-colors on the sides of each
macro-tile satisfy relatiolR. To achieve this, we ensure that bits from the macro-tilesate transferred to
the central part of the tile where the checking computatioggas simulated (Fig.12).

Turing

machine

Figure 2: Wires and processing zones; wires appear quitevaainceN > k.

For that we need to fix which tiles in a macro-tile form “wird#tiis can be done in any reasonable way;
we assume that wires do not cross each other) and then relaireach of these tiles carries equal bits on
two sides (so some bit propagates along the entire wire)ndkgis is easy to arrange since each tile knows
its coordinates.

Then, we checlR by a local rule that guarantees that the central part of aoriderrepresents a time-
space diagram a#’s computation (with the tape being horizontal, and timeeasing upward). This is done
in a standard way: The time-space diagram (tableau) of adumiachine computation can be described by
local rules, and these rules can be embedded into a tﬂe(m details in, e.g.[[L, 15]). We require that
computation terminates in an accepting state; if not, thmgtcannot be formed.

1Speaking about local rules, we mean that one can check thectess of the time-space diagram by looking througii -
size window; in the standard representation width 3 andht&gs enough. However, our definition of a tile set is evenarocal:
We compare colors on matching sides only. It is easy to seendaan still simulate any local rules by tiles. Each tilege¢he
contents of the corresponding window, and colors are usedduore that overlapping windows are consistent.



To make this construction work, the size of the macro-til¢ ghould be large enough; we need enough
space fok bits to propagate and enough time and space (= height and)vidtall accepting computations
of Z to terminate.

In this construction the number of supplementary colorseddp on the maching (the more states
it has, the more colors are needed in the computation zoreavdid this dependency, we replagtby
a fixed universal Turing maching that runs gorogramsimulating%. Let us agree that the tape of the
universal Turing machine has an additional read-only lagach cell carries a bit that is not changed during

Universal
Turing

machine

program

Figure 3: Checking tiles with a universal Turing machine.

the computation; these bits are used as a program for thersalvmachine. (We may assume that the
program bits occupy some part of the reserved read-only,l&yg., the leftmost bits on this layer; see
Fig.[3.) In terms of our simulation, the columns of the conagioh zone carry unchanged bits (considered
as a program fad), and the tile set restrictions guarantee that the centra zepresents thecord (time-
space diagram) of an accepting computatior#o{with this program). In this way, we get a tile sethat
simulatesp with zoom factoN usingO(N?) tiles. (Again we need to be large enough, but the constant
in O(N?) does not depend dN.)

2.3 Simulating itself

We know how to simulate a given tile set(represented as a program for the universal Turing machine)
another tile set with a large enough zoom factdf. Now we wantrt to be identical tgo in which case
Propositior ]l guarantees aperiodicity). For this we usensteoaction that follows the proof of Kleene’s
recursion (fixed-point) theorem.

We cannot refer here to theatemenbf the theorem; we need to recall its proof and adapt it to our
framework. Kleene’s theorem [20] says that for every coraplg transformatiornr of programs one can
find a programp such thatp and ri(p) are equivalent, i.e., produce the same output. (For siityphkee
consider programs with no input, but this restriction doesneally matter.) In other words, there is no



guaranteed way to transform a given progrgnnto some other programi(p) that produces different
output. As a sketch of the proof, first we note that the stat¢iisdanguage-independent since we may use
translations in both directions before and afteiTherefore, without loss of generality, we may assume that
the programming language has some special properties, Wwasssume that it has a functigatText ()

that returns the text of the program (or a pointer to a memddress where the program text is kept).
Second, we assume that the language contains an interfinretdion Execute (string s) that interprets
the content of its string argumesatas a program written in the same language. It is not difficuttevelop
such a language and write an interpreter for it. Indeed,ntexpreter can access the program text anyway,
S0 it can copy the text into some string variable. The int&tgralso can recursively call itself with another
program as an argument when it seesBRkecute call. If our language has these properties, it is easy to
construct the fixed point forr. Just take the prografixecute (1T(GetText ())).

This theorem shows that a kind of self-reference, in whichwriée the program as if its full text is
already given to us, is still acceptable. A classical exanmgph program that prints its own text. The proof
shows a way how to do this by using a computation model wherantimutable text of the program is
accessible to it.

Constructing a self-similar tiling, we have the same kingadblems. We have already seen how to
construct a tile set that simulates a given tile spt [Counterpart: It is easy to write a program that prints
any given text.] What we need is to construct a tile set thmtuktesitself. [Counterpart: What we need is
to write a program that printiss owntext.]

Let us look again at our construction that transforms thenjgson of p (a Turing machine that com-
putes the corresponding predicate) into a tilersthiat simulate. Note that most rules af do not depend
on the program forZ, dealing with information transfer along the wires, thetioat propagation of un-
changed program bits, and the space-time diagram for theensal Turing machine in the computation
zone. Making these rules a part@t definition (by lettingk = 2logN -+ O(1) and encodingd(N?) colors
by 2logN + O(1) bits), we get a program that checks that macro-tiles behkeeritiles in this respect.
Macro-tiles of the second level (“macro-macro-tiles”) raanl them would have the correct structure, wires
that transmit bits to the computation zone, and even therdemiosome computation in this zone, but this
computation could have an arbitrary program. Thereforthethird level all the structure is lost.

What do we need to add to our construction to close the cinote get self-simulation? The only
remaining part of the rules far (not implemented yet at the level of macro-tiles) is the haned program.
We need to ensure that macro-tiles carry the same programties do. For that our program (for the
universal Turing machine) needs to access the bits of itstemin As we have discussed, this self-referential
action is in fact quite legal: The program is written on theetaand the machine can read it. The program
checks that if a macro-tile belongs to the first line of the patation zone, this macro-tile carries the correct
bit of the program.

How should we choosi (hard-wired in the program)? We need it to be large enoughesodmputation
described above (which deals wii{logN) bits) can fit in the computation zone. Note that the compurtati
never deals with the list of tiles in or a truth table of the corresponding 4-ary relation on bihgs; all
these objects are represented by programs that describe T computation needs to check simple things
only: that numbers in the,0..,N — 1 range on four sides are consistent with each other, thed fal wires
and computation time-space diagram are observed, thatgmoiits on the next level coincide with actual
program bits, etc. All these computations are rather simphey are polynomial in the input size, which is
O(logN)), so for largeN they easily fit inQ(N) available time and space.

This finishes the construction of a self-similar aperiod& get.

Remark. Let us also make a remark that will be useful later. We defatite set as a subset 6f,



whereC is a set of colors. Using this definition, we do not allow diffiet tiles to have the same colors
on their sides. The only information carried by the tile ipken its sides. However, sometimes a more
general definition is preferable. We can define a tile set asita BetT together with a mapping dF into

C*. Elements ofT are tiles, and the mapping tells us for each tile which caldnas on its four sides.

One can easily extend the notions of macro-tiles and simuldb this case. In fact, macro-tiles are
well suited to this definition since they already may carifgimation that is not reflected in the side macro-
colors. The construction of a self-similar tile set also t@nadapted. For example, we can construct a
self-similar tile set where each tile carries an auxiliaity be., exists in two copies having the same side
colors. Since the tile set is self-similar, every macre-ait every level of the hierarchy also carries one
auxiliary bit, and the bits at different levels and in difet macro-tiles are unrelated to each other. Note that
the total density of information contained in a tiling idldnite, since the density of information contained
in auxiliary bits assigned to high-level macro-tiles deses with level as a geometric sequence.

3 Implementing substitution rules

The construction of a self-similar tiling is rather flexildad can be easily augmented to get a self-similar
tiling with additional properties. Our first illustratios the simulation of substitution rules.

Let A be some finite alphabet amd> 1 be an integer. Aubstitution rulds a mappings: A — A™M,
This mapping can be naturally extended@onfigurations. ByA-configurationwe mean an integer lattice
filled with A-letters, i.e., a mapping? — A considered modulo translations. A substitution rsiEpplied
to a configurationX produces another configuratisfX) where each lettes € A is replaced by amx m
matrix s(a).

We say that a configuratiaX is compatiblewith substitution rules if there exists an infinite sequence

S S S S
e Xg = X = X — X,

whereX; are some configurations. This definition was proposed_in. [ZFiE classical definition (used, in
particular, in[24]) is slightly different: Configuratiod : Z? — Ais said to be compatible with a substitution
rule sif every finite part ofX occurs inside of somg™" (a) (for somen € N and somea € A). We prefer
the first approach since it looks more natural in the contéxilings. However, all our results can be
reformulated and proven (with some technical efforts) far ¢ther version of the definition; we do not go
into details here.

Example 3 LetA= {0,1},

S0 =098, s1=(33.

It is easy to see that the only configuration compatible withthe chess-board coloring where zeros and

ones alternate horizontally and vertically.
Example 4(Fig.[4). LetA= {0,1},

S0 =323, sB=(51)

One can check that all configurations that are compatiblé thits substitution rule (calle@hue—Morse
configurationsin the following) are aperiodic. (In Sectiom 4 we will provesgionger version of this fact.)
One may note, for example, that every configuration comieatilith this substitution rule can be uniquely
decomposed into disjoint22 blocks(9 §) and(} 9) by vertical and horizontal lines; since neighbor cells
of the same color should be separated by one of those lirepp#ition of the lines is unique. Then, we can
apply the argument from Propositibh 1 (with= 2).
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Figure 4: Three steps of Thue—Morse substitution.

The following theorem goes back to Mozes|[24]. It says tharggubstitution rule can be enforced by
a tile set.

Theorem 3. Let A be an alphabet and let s be a substitution rule over AnTtinere exist a tile set and a
mapping e T — A such that

(a) the e-image of any-tiling is an A-configuration compatible with s

(b) every A-configuration compatible with s can be obtained i way.

A nice proof of this result for % 2 substitutions is given in [27], where an explicit constinrt of a tile
setT for every substitution ruleis provided. We prove this theorem using our fixed-point argat. In this
way we avoid the boring technical details; but the tile skt tan be extracted from our proof contain a
huge number of tiles.

Proof. . Let us maodify the construction of the tile sefwith zoom factorN) by takingsinto account. First
consider a very special case when

e the substitution rule maps eaéHetter into anN x N matrix (i.e.,m= N) and

¢ the substitution rule is easy to compute: Given a laiterA and (i, j), we can compute thé, j)-th
letter ofs(u) in a time much less thaN.

In this case we proceed as follows. In our basic construdigary tile knows its coordinates in the
macro-tile and some additional information needed to geafwires” and simulate calculations of the
universal Turing machir@.Now, in addition to this basic structure, each tile keepslgtiers ofA. The first
is the label of a tile itself, and the second is the label ofithe N macro-tile it belongs to. This means that
we keep additional 2log\| bits in each tile, i.e., multiply the number of tiles b§2. It remains to explain
how the local rules work. We add two requirements:

(i) The second letter is the same for neighbor t{lesless they are separated by a border of some N
macro-tile). This constraint can be easily enforced by colors on sifléles. We multiply the number

2We use this anthropomorphic terminology in the hope it makesproof more intuitive. By saying “each tile knows its
coordinates,” we mean that the tile set is split iit® disjoint groups; each group corresponds to tiles that appeane of N2
positions in the macro-tiles. The correct positioning & thes is ensured (as we have seen) by side colors. Theisel&sty
guarantees that the same is true for macro-tiles, wheratiupdi.e., the coordinates in a macro-tile of the next [gigadletermined
by the content of the computation zone and correspondisgtiacro-colors) on the sides.
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of colors in our basic construction B#|; now each color of the new construction is a pair: its first
component is a color from the basic construction and itsrsb@mmponent is a letter gk. The
second component of the new color guarantees that everydigbhor tiles keep the same “father”
letter (unless these tiles are separated by a border andtdelomg to the same father macro-tile, in
which case we do not exhibit the letter to those borders).

(i) The first letter in a tile is determined by the second letted #me coordinates of the tile inside the
macro-tile, according to the substitution ruléndeed, each tile “knows” its coordinates in a macro-
tile. Therefore, its first letter must appearsiisecond letterat the corresponding position. We do not
need to extend the set of colors to enforce this propertys fdguirement is only a restriction on tiles.
It explains which combinations

(coordinates in the father macro-tiferst letter, second letter
can be combined in one tile of our tile &t.

We want the new tile set to be self-similar. Therefore, weusthguarantee that the requirements (i)
and (ii) hold also for macro-tiles. Fortunately, both reguoients are easy to integrate in our basic self-
referential construction. In each macro-tile, two letiefré\ are encoded by strings of bits in some specially
reserved locations on the tape of the Turing machine (siedlia the computation zone of this macro-tile).
Requirement (i) is enforced by adding extra [Agbits to macro-colors; to achieve (ii), a macro-tile should
check that its first letter appearssfsecond letterat the required position. This is possible whes easy
to compute. (Knowing the coordinates and the second ldtterprogram computes the required value of
the first letter and then compares it with the actual value.)

Requirements (i) and (ii) ensure that if we take first letfeosn A assigned to each tile, we get an
configuration that is as-image of some other configuration. Also (because of saiflarity) we have the
same property on the level of macro-tiles. But this is notugiio We need to guarantee that the first letter on
the level of macro-tiles is identical to the second lettetlanlevel of tiles. This is also achievable. The first
letter of a macro-tile is encoded by bits in its computatione, and we can require that those bits match the
second letter of the tiles at that place. (Recall that thersgtetter is the same across the tiles that constitute
one macro-tile; note also that each tile “knows” its cooati#s and can determine whether it is in the zone
for the first letter in the macro-tile and which bit should bere.) By self-similarity, the same arguments
work for macro-tiles of all levels. It is easy to see that nbw tile setr has the required properties (each
tiling projects into a configuration compatible witand vice versa).

However, this construction assumes tRgthe zoom factor) is equal to the matrix size in the subgbitut
rule, which is usually not the case. In fact, usually the gadfim (a parameter of the substitution rule) is
fixed in advance, and we have to chodsevhich needs to be large enough. To overcome this difficuléy,
letN be equal tank for somek, and we use the substitution ride i.e., thekth iteration ofs (a configuration
is compatible withs® if and only if it is compatible withs). Now we do not need to be easily computable:
For everys, if kis large enough, the computationssfwill fit into the available space (exponentialkh O

3A natural question arises: What does it mean to add a letatrigidetermined by other information? Adding a letter means
that we creatéA| copies of the same tile (with different letters); but thdw testriction prohibits all of them except one, so is there
any change at all? In fact, the actual change is occurringgirehlevels: We want the macro-tiles to have both letteigevr on
the tape as binary strings (in some prearranged placesy.igtmportant for checking consistency between levels.
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4 The Thue—Morse lemma and strongly aperiodic tile sets

Let a > 0 be a real number. We say that a configuratibnZ? — A is a-aperiodicif for every nonzero
vectorT € Z? there existN such that in every square whose side is at ldbste fraction of points such
thatU (x) #£ U (x+ T) exceedsy.

Remark. If U is a-aperiodic, then the Besicovitch distance betwBeand any periodic pattern is at
leasta /2. (The Besicovitch distance between two configurationgisdd as limsupdy, wheredy is the
fraction of points where two configurations differ in thiex N centered square. It is easy to see that the
distance does not depend on the choice of the center point.)

Theorem 4. There exists a tile sat such thatr-tilings exist and every-tiling is a-aperiodic for every
a<1/4

Proof. The proof is obtained by applying Theoréin 3 to the Thue—Metasstitution ruleT (Example 4).
Let C be a configuration compatible with. We have to show tha& is a-aperiodic for everya < 1/4. Itis
enough to prove that every configuration compatible withlthee—Morse substitution rule &s-aperiodic.
Informally, we can reduce the statement to the one-dimaasicase, since Thue—Morse substitution is
anxor-combination of two one-dimensional substitutions. Herethe details.
Consider a one-dimensional substitution system with twesiu0— 01 and 1— 10. Applying these
rules to 0 and 1, we get

0—+01—0110— 01101001 ...,
1—-10—1001— 10010110 ...

Let a, andb, be thenth terms in these sequenceg &£ 0,a; =01, ...,bp =1, b; =10, etc.); itis easy to
see that,, 1 = anby andb,, 1 = bhap.

For somen we consider thecor-combination of these strings, where tfigj)-th bit is xor of theith
bit in the first string and théth bit in the second string. Sind® is a bitwise negation of,, we get only
two different combinations (one obtained from two copiespbr two copies oby,, and the other obtained
from different strings), which are bitwise opposite. It &sg to see (e.g., by induction) that these two square
patterns are images of 0 and 1 aftesteps of two-dimensional Thue—Morse substitution.

To prove the statement for aperiodicity of the Thue—Morseafigaration, we start with an estimate for
(one-dimensional) aperiodicity af, andby:

Lemma 1 (folklore). For any integer u> 0 and for any n such that & |a,|/4 the shift by u steps to the
right changes at leasty|/4 positions in g and leaves unchanged at ledaf|/4 positions. (Formally, in
the rangel, ..., (2" — u) there exist at least1/4) - 2" positions i such that the ith and ti{e+ u)-th bits in
a, coincide and at leasl/4)2" positions where these bits differ.

Proof. Stringa, can be represented abbabaab wherea = a,_3 andb = b,_3. One may assume without
loss of generality that > |a| (or otherwise we apply Lemna 1 separately to the two halveg)ofNote that

ba appears in the sequence twice: once preceded by a capgprd once preceded by a copylfSince
these copies have opposite bits, the shifted bits matcharobthe cases and do not match in the other one.
The same is true faab, which appears preceded bothdwndb. O

Now consider a largé\N x N square in a two-dimensional Thue—Morse configuration amdesshift
vectorT. We assume thatl is much bigger than components Bf(since we are interested in the limit
behavior as\ — ). Moreover, we may assume that some power of 2 (let us aallis small compared to
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N and large compared . Then, theN x N square consists of a large numbenok m Thue—Morse blocks
and some boundary part (which can be ignored by changislightly). Then, we can consider eaghx m
block separately to estimate the fraction of positions #ratchanged by th€-shift. If T is horizontal or
vertical, we can use the statement of the lemma directlyedst 1/4 of all positions are changed. If not (i.e.,
if the shift has two nonzero components), we are interesteldd probability of some event that is aor
combination of twandependenevents with probabilities in the interval/4,3/4). It is easy to check that
such an event also has probability(ity4,3/4) (in fact, even in(3/8,5/8), but we do not need this stronger
bound).

Theoreni ¥ is proved. O

In fact, the bound 24 can be replaced by/3 if we use a more professional analysis of the Thue—Morse
sequence (see, e.d., [33]). However, if we want to get tlemgést result of this form and make the bound
close to 1, this substitution rule does not work. We can useesather rule (in a bigger alphabet) as Pritykin
and Ulyashkina have showin [28], but we prefer to give anatbastruction with variable zoom factors (see
Sectior6).

5 Variable zoom factor

The fixed-point construction of an aperiodic tile set is fiidxienough and can be used in other contexts. For
example, the “zoom facto could depend on the level. This means that instead of oneditewe have

a sequence of tile sets, 11, T2, .. ., and instead of one zoom factrwe have a sequence of zoom factors
No, N,.... The tile setry simulatesr; with zoom factop, the tile setr; simulatesr, with zoom factomy,

etc.

In other words 1p-tilings can be uniquely split (by horizontal and vertidaks) intoNp x Ng macro-tiles
from some list, and the macro-tiles in this list are in on@t® correspondence (which respects matching
rules) with ;. So 1p-tilings are obtained front;-tilings by replacing each-tile by the corresponding
To-macro-tile, and eacty-tiling has a unique reconstruction.

Further, everyr;-tiling can be split into macro-tiles of sia¢; x N; that correspond ta,-tiles. So after
two steps of zooming out, every-tiling looks like at,-tiling; only a closer look reveals that eacjitile is
in fact at;-macro-tile of sizeN; x N1, and an even closer look is needed to realize that emetije in these
macro-tiles is in fact ag-macro-tile of sizeNy x Np.

For such arp-tiling we can say that it consists of level 1 macro-tiles iaedNg x Ng (isomorphic tory);
at the same time it consists of level 2 macro-tiles of dig; x NgN; (isomorphic tor,), etc.

This is what we want to achieve (together with other thingsedeel to get the tile set with desired
properties). How do we achieve this? Each macro-tile shtaldw” its level: A macro-tile that simulates
a 1-tile and is made ofy_;-tiles, should havé& in some place on the tape of the Turing machine simulated
in this macro-tile. To make this information consistentwmtn neighborsk is exhibited as a part of the
macro-colors at all four sides. The valuekok used for the computations. Macro-colors on the sides of a
macro-tile encode the coordinates of this macro-tile imdisl father, and the computation should check that
they are consistent moduld (i.e., thex coordinate on the right side should be equal toxXlkeeordinate on
the left side plus 1 modulbly, etc.). This means thal should be computable froky moreover, it should be
computable fast enough to fit into the computation zone (wbarries only®(N_1) steps of computation).
After Nk is computed, there should be enough time to perform thenagitic operations modull, and so
on.
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Let us look at these restrictions more closely. We need tp ke¢hk and the coordinates (moduid)
on the tape of levek macro-tiles, and log+ O(logNy) bits are required for that. Both Idgand logNk
should be much less thad_1, so all the computations could fit in the available time fraffieis means that
Nk should not increase too fast or too slowly. Sldy— logk is too slow (in this cas& occupies almost all
available space in macro-tiles of ledel 1, and we do not have enough time even for simple computafions
and Ny = 2M-1 js too fast (in this case Idy is too large compared to time and space available on the
computation zone of a macro-tile of ledgdl Also we need to computs whenk is known, so we assume
that not only the size dfl (i.e., logNk) but also the time needed to compute it (giv@iis small compared to
Ni_1. These restrictions still allow many possibilities: Sklycould be proportional te/k, k, 2%, 2(2k), ork!
Note that we say “proportional” sindé, needs to be reasonably large even for siéie need some space
in the macro-tile for wires and all our estimates for compatatime are not precise but only asymptotic,
so we need some reserve for snidll

There is one more problem: It is not enough to ensure thatahewfk is the same for neighbor macro-
tiles. We also need to ensure that this value is correct,i$.4. for level 1 macro-tiles made af-tiles, is
2 for level 2 macro-tiles made af;-tiles, etc. To guarantee this, we need to compare somehs\levl|
information that is present in a macro-tile and its sonsng#he anthropomorphic terminology, we say that
each macro-tile “knows” its level, since it is explicitly itten on its tape, and this is, so to say, “conscious”
information processed by a computation in the computatgion of the macro-tile. One may say also that
a macro-tile of any level contains “subconscious” inforimat(“existing in the mind but not immediately
available to consciousnesg34]). This is the information that is conscious for its spgrandsons, and so
on (all the way down to the ground level). The problem is that thacro-tile cannot check consistency
between conscious and subconscious information sinceattex is unavailable (the problem studied by
psychoanalysis in a different context).

The solution is to check consistency in the son, not in thieefat Every tile knows its level and also
knows its position in its father. So it knows whether it ishe tplace where its father should keep level bits,
and it can check whether indeed the level bit that its fatkeepk in this place is consistent with the level
information the tile has. (In fact we used the same trick wivensimulated a substitution rule: A check
that the father letter of a tile coincides with the lettertuf father tile is done in the same way.) The careful
reader will also note here that now the neighbor tiles witbaatically have the same level information, so
there is no need to check consistency between neighbors.

This kind of “self-similar” structure with variable zoomders can be useful in some cases. Though
it is not self-similar according to our definition, one caifl giasily prove that any tiling is aperiodic. Note
that now the computation time for the Turing machine simadan the central part increases with level, and
this can be used for a simple proof of undecidability of thendw problem. The problem in the standard
proof (based on the self-similar construction with fixed mofactor) is that we need to place computations
of unbounded size into this self-similar structure, andtifiat we need special geometric tricks (s€e [1, 3]).
With our new construction, if we want to reduce an instancthefhalting problem (some machii) to
the domino problem, we add to the program embedded in outrcation the parallel computation & on
the empty tape; if it terminates, this destroys the tiling.

In a similar way we can show that the existence of a periodiiegtis an undecidable property of a
tile set, and, moreover, the tile sets that admit periodiicgs and tile sets that have no tilings form two
inseparable sets (another classical result; [see [16])alRbat two setsA andB are called (computably)
inseparableif there is no computable s€tsuch thatA ¢ C andBNC = 0.

Here is an example of a more exotic version of the latter téadiich probably is of no interest in itself
but just serves as an illustration of the technique). We salyd tile setr is m-periodicif t-tilings exist and
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for each of them the set of periods is the sealbimultiples ofm, in other words, if the group of periods is
generated by0, m) and(m,0). Let E [respectivelyO] be all m-periodic tile sets for all evem [respectively
oddm].

Theorem 5. The sets E and O are inseparable enumerable sets.

Proof. It is easy to see that the property “to berarperiodic tile set” is enumerable (both the existence of
anm-periodic tiling and enforcing periodsn, 0) and (0, m) are enumerable properties).

It remains to reduce some standard pair of inseparable s®tsrachines that terminate with output O
and 1) to(E,O). Itis easy to achieve this by using the technique explaihed@ Assume that the numbers
Nk increase, being odd integers as long as the computation igEa ghachine does not terminate. When
and if it terminates with output O [respectively 1], we ragyperiodicity with odd [respectively even] period
at the next level. O

Another application of a variable zoom factor is the proaothef following result obtained by Lafitte and
Weiss (se€ [21]) using a Turing machine simulation insidesyBr—Robinson construction.

Theorem 6. Let f be a total computable function whose arguments andegadue tile sets. Then, there
exists a tile set that simulates a tile set(T).

Here we assume that some computable encoding for tile sketeds Since there are no restrictions on
the computation complexity df, the choice of the encoding is not important.

Proof. Note that for identity functionf this result provides the self-simulating tile set of Setfb3. To
prove it in the general case, we may use the same kind of figed-fgchnique. However, there is a problem:
The computation resources inside a tile are limited (byizis)svhile time needed to computecan be large
(and, moreover, depends on the tile size).

The solution is to postpone the simulation to large levdls tlle setty simulatest;, which simulates
T, which simulates, etc., up t, thentg simulatesr,, too. Therefore we may proceed as follows.

We use the construction explained above with a variable zfamtor. Additionally, at each level the
computation starts with a preliminary step that may occupyau(say) half of the available time. On this
step we read the program that is on the tape and convert ithetdile set. (Recall that each program
determines some tile sef such thatrp-tilings can be uniquely split into macro-tiles, and thisgnam is
written on a read-only part of the tape simulated in the cdatmn zone of all macro-tiles, as was explained
in Sectiorf Z.R.) Then, we appliyto the obtained tile set.

This part of the computation checks also that it does not use tihan half of the available time and
that the output is small enough compared to the macro-tke. df this time turns out to be insufficient or
the output is too big, this part is dropped and we start a nbcoraputation for the variable zoom factor, as
explained above. In this case, the zoom factor on the neat $would be greater than the zoom factor on the
current level (e.g., we may assug= Ckfor some large enough const&@)t However, if the time is large
enough and the result (the list of tiles that correspond§dmutput) is small compared to the macro-tile
size, we check that the macro-tile (of the current levelpbgs to the tile set computed. The hierarchy of
macro-tiles stops at this level. The behavior of macrstéethis level depends dn They are isomorphic
to f(1p)-tiles. Since the program is the same at all levels and thepatation of f should be finite (though
may be very long), at some (big enough) level the second Iitissis activated, and we get a macro-tile
set isomorphic td (1), wherer is the tile set on the ground level. O
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Another application of the variable zoom factor techniguthe construction of tile sets with any given
computable density. Assume that a tile set is given and, overethat all tiles are divided into two classes,
say, A-tiles andB-tiles. We are interested in a fraction Aftiles in a tiling of an entire plane or its large
region. If the tile set is flexible enough, this fraction caaryw However, for some tile sets this ratio tends
to a limit value when the size of a tiled region increases.sThienomenon is captured in the following
definition: We say that tile sat divided into A- and B-tiles has a limit densityx if for every € > 0 there
existsN such that for any > N the fraction ofA-tiles in any tiling of then x n square is betweem — € and
a+e.

Theorem 7. (i)If atile set has a density, thena is a computable real number [, 1]. (i) Any computable
real numbera € [0, 1] is a density of some tile set.

Proof. The first part of the proof is a direct corollary of the defimits. For each we can consider all tilings
of the n x n square and look for the minimal and maximal fractionsAdiles in them. Let us denote the
minimal and maximal fractions kb, andM,, respectively. These rational numbers are computable given
It is easy to see that the limit frequency (if it exists) ishe intervallm,, Mp]. Indeed, in a large square split
into squares of siza x n the fraction ofA-tiles is betweerm, and M, being at the same time arbitrarily
close toa. Therefore,a is computable (to get its value with precisionwe increasa until the difference
betweenM,, andm, becomes smaller thes).

It remains to prove (ii). Since is computable, there exist two computable sequences ohedthum-
bersl; andr; that converge tar in such a way that

l1,r1) D [l2,r2] D [la,rs] D ---.

Our goal will be achieved if macro-tiles of the first level kadensity of eithet; or r1, macro-macro-tiles
of the second level have density of eithgror ro, and so on. Indeed, each large square can be split into
macro-tiles (and the border that does not change the demsith), so in any large square the fraction of
Atiles is (almost) inl,r1]. The same argument works for macro-macro-tiles, etc.

However, this plan cannot be implemented directly. The rddficulty is that the computation df and
ri may require a lot of time whereas the computation abilitieacro-tiles of level are limited. (We use
variable zoom factors, e.g., we may Mgt= Ck, but they cannot grow too fast.)

The solution is to postpone the switch from densitiesdr; to densitied; 1 andr; 1 to the higher level
of the hierarchy where the computation has enough time tgaterall these four rational numbers and find
out in which proportiorij- andri-tiles should be mixed i, 1- andr;,1-tiles. (We need the denominators
in both fractiond; 1 andr;;; to be equal to the number dfevel macro-tiles in the¢i + 1)-level macro-tile,
but this restriction can always be satisfied by a slight changhe sequencdg andry, which leavesa
unchanged.) So, we allocate, say, the first half of the availéme for a controlled computation of all these
values; if the computation does not finish in time, the déssitor the next level are the same as for the
current level. (We require that all macro-tiles in the saathdr tile have the same density, eitharrr;). If
the computation terminates in time, we use the result of timepritation to have two types of the next level
tiles: one with densityi.1 and one with density;, 1. They are made by using prescribed amountk-of
andri-tiles. (Since each tile knows its coordinates, it can fintivaloether it should be of the first or second
type.) This finishes the construction. O

6 Strongly aperiodic tile sets revisited

In Sectior{ 4 we constructed a tile set such that every tilr@raperiodic for eveng < 1/4. Now we want
to improve this result and construct a tile set such thatyetiamg is, say, 099-aperiodic (here.99 can be
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replaced by any constant less than 1). It is easy to see tsatahnot be achieved by the same argument,
with Thue—Morse substitutions, nor with any substitutiona two-letter alphabet; we need a large alphabet
to make the constant close to 1.

It is possible to achieve.99-aperiodicity with a carefully chosen substitution r(ifea bigger alphabet),
as recently proposed by Pritykin and Ulyashkina [28], by applying Theorernl3 (similarly to the argument
for the Thue—Morse substitution presented in Sedtion 4}hiksection we present an alternative proof of
this result. We exploit substitution rules with variableomo factors (and different substitutions on each
level) and use the idea of an error-correcting code.

Instead of one single alphabét,we now consider an infinite sequence of finite alphal®eis\, Az, . . .;
the cardinality ofAy will grow ask grows. Then, we consider a sequence of mappings:

51:A1—>A§°XN°, 52:A2—>A'I'1XN1, se,:A3—>A2'2XN2,...,

whereNg, N1, Ny, ... are some positive integers (zoom factofd)will increase ak increases.

Then, we can compose these mappings. For example, ad@itép can be first replaced by ay x N;
squaresy(2) filled by As-letters. Then, each of these letters can be replaced bl arNy square filled by
Ap-letters according te;, and we get afNgN; x NgN; square filled byAq-letters; we denote this square by
s1(2(2)) (slightly abusing the notation).

We call all this (i.e., the sequence A§, Ng, sk) a substitution family Such a family defines a class of
Ao-configurations compatible with it (in the same way as in Be@). Our plan is to construct a substitution
family such that

e every configuration compatible with this family is9®-aperiodic, and

e there exists a tile set and projection of it omtg such that only compatible configurations (and all
compatible configurations) are projections of tilings.

In other words, we use the same argument as before (proviagréii_ 4) but use a substitution family
instead of one substitution rule. This substitution fammifif have two special properties:

A. Symbols used in different locations are different. Thieams thatAc-letters that appear in a given
position of the squares. 1(z) for somez € Ai,1 never appear in any other places of these squares
(for any 2); thus, setAy is split into Nk x Nk disjoint subsets used for different positionsNg x N
squares.

B. Different letters are mapped to squares that are far awtgrins of Hamming distance. This means that
if zw e A1 are different, then the Hamming distance between imagas$z) ands.;1(w) is large:
The fraction of positions in thil x Nk square, wherg_1(z) ands;1(w) have equal letters does not
exceeds.

Hereg; will be a sequence of positive reals such tiaty & < 0.01.

This implies that composite images of different letters @eo far apart. For example, the fraction of
positions in theNgN; x NoN; square whereg;(s;(z)) ands; (s;(w)) coincide does not exceeg+ €1 < 0.01.
Indeed, ins;(z) ands,(w) we have at most;-fraction of matching letters; these letters geneeat&Faction
of matchingAy-letters on the ground level; all other (nonmatching) paild y-fraction. In fact, we get
even a stronger bound-1(1— &)(1— &1).
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For the same reasons, if we take two different lettergiand then drop to the ground level and obtain
two squares of sizBlgN7 - - - Nk_1 x NgNz - - - Nx_1 filled by Ag-letters, the fraction of coincidences is at most
&+ +&-1<0.01.

This property of the substitution family implies the dedipgoperty:

Lemma 2. If an Ap-configuration U is compatible with a substitution familyireg propertiegA) and (B),
then U is0.99-aperiodic.

Proof. Consider a shift vectorF. If T is not a multiple ofNg (one of the coordinates is not a multipleNy),
then property (A) guarantees that the original configuraéind itsT shift differ everywhere. Now assume
thatT is a multiple ofNy. Then, T induces & T /Np)-shift of anA;-configurationU; that is ans;-preimage
of U. If T is not a multiple ofNgN3, thenT /Ng is not a multiple ofN; and for the same reason thi /No)-
shift changes all the letters iy. Different letters inA; are mapped tdy x Ng squares that coincide in at
mosté&p-fraction of positions.

If T is a multiple ofNpgN; but notNoN; N, we get ar /(NpN; ) shift of Ao-configurationU, that changes
all its letters, and different letters give squares thatlar€ ey + £1) apart. The same argument works for the
higher levels. O

It remains to construct a substitution family that has prige (A) and (B) and can be enforced by a
tile set. Property (B) (large Hamming distance) is standardoding theory, and the classical tool is the
Reed-Solomon code.

Let us recall the idea of the Reed—Solomon code (for dete#s s.g.,[[4]). The codewords of the
Reed-Solomon code are tables of (values of) polynomial®ohthed degree. More precisely, we fix some
finite field Fy of sizeq and an integed > 0. Let p(x) = ap+ a1X+ - -- 4+ ag_1x4~1 be a polynomial over
[Fq of degree less thad. Then the codeword corresponding p¢x) (i.e., the encoding of the sequence
ao,...,ad—1) is a vector in(Fy)Y (i.e., a sequence ofelements of the field), which consists of the values of
this polynomial computed at all pointsc . Thus, for given parametedsandg, the code consists af
codewords. Since two polynomials of degree less thean coincide in at mogt — 1) points, the distance
between any two codewords is at legstd -+ 1. Of course, this construction can be used even if the dksire
length of the codewords is not a size of any finite field; we daoose a slightly larger field and use only
part of its elements.

Now we embed these codes in a family of substitution rulesstHet By be a finite field (the size of
which is specified below) and I& be equal tdBy x {0,1,...,Nx— 1} x {0,1,... , Ny — 1}; let us agree that
we use lettergb,i, j) only in the(i, j)-position of ans1-image. This trivially implies requirement (A).

Then, we construct a code that encodes eagh-letterw by a string of Iength\lif made ofBy-letters
(arranged in a square); adding the coordinates, we gefthemage ofw. Thus, we need a sequence of
codes:

s1: AL — By such thas; (w) ands; (W) coincide at most irg fraction
of all positions (ifw # w),

s Ay — BN such thas(w) ands(W) coincide at most irg; fraction
of all positions (ifw # w),

To satisfy requirement (B), we need a code with the Hammistadce (between every two codewords) at
least(1— &)NZ2. The Reed—Solomon code works well here. The size of the faeicbe equal to the length
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of the codeword, i.eN2. Let us decide thaltl is a power of 2 and the size of the fiei is exactlyNZ.
(There are fields of size' 2or everyt = 1,2,3,...; we could also us&/pZ for prime p of an appropriate
size.) To achieve the required code distance, we use polat®of degree less th&mez. The number of
codewords (polynomials of degree less tlmez) is at least &\ (even if we use only polynomials with
coefficients 0 and 1). This is enough if

[Aia| < 250

Recalling thatAx 1| = |Bks1| - Nk2+1 and thatBy_ ; is a field of sizeleH, we get the inequality
le-i-l < Zskaz, or 4logNg 1 < Ekaz.

Now let Ny = 2%+ for some constart; we see that for large enougtthis inequality is satisfied fog, with
sum less than.01 (or any other constant), since the left-hand side is timel while the right-hand side is
exponential.

Now it remains to implement all this scheme using tiling sul&s we have discussed, the zoom factor
N = 2¢t¢ is acceptable for the construction. This factor leaves ghapace to keep on the tape two
substitution letters (for the tile itself and its fatheejil since these letters require linear sizekfinVioreover,
we have enough time to perform the computations in the firétddineeded to construct the error-correction
code mappings. Indeed, irkdevel macro-tile we are allowed to use exponential (in thaike of the field
element) time. Recall that one can operate with elementweifield of size 2using polynomial (irr) time;
to this end, we need to construct some irreducible polynbmiaf degreer over the field of two elements
and then perform arithmetic operations (on polynomialsylalo p. All these operations can be done by
deterministic algorithms in polynomial time (see, e.g3])2 Thus, we can reuse here the construction of
the proof of Theorerl3.

The construction above works with every constant 1 instead of 9. So, we get a stronger version
of Theoreni4:

Theorem 8. For everya < 1there exists atile satsuch thatr-tilings exist and every-tiling is a-aperiodic.

Remark. We can also get ao-aperiodic tile set (for everg < 1) as a corollary of the result of the
next section; indeed, we construct there a tile set suchathatiling embeds a horizontal sequence with
high-complexity substrings, and such a sequence cannathnitaelf well after a shift (in fact, to get-
aperiodicity we would need to replace a binary alphabet targel finite alphabet in this argument). We
can superimpose this with a similar9fbtated construction; then, any nonzero translation stiift either
a vertical or a horizontal sequence and therefore changé ohdise positions. Note that in this way we
can also get a tile set that s-far from every periodic pattern (a slightly different appch to defining
“strong aperiodicity”). However, the arguments used int®edZ are more complicated than the proof of
this section. So we preferred to present here a simpler amel dieect proof of Theoreinl 8.

7 Tile sets with only complex tilings

In this section we provide a new proof of the following regtim [7]):

Theorem 9. There exist a tile sat and constants;c> 0 and ¢ such thatr-tilings exist and in every-tiling
T every Nx N square has Kolmogorov complexity at leagtlie- .
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Here Kolmogorov complexity of a tiled square is the lengthhaf shortest program that describes this
square. We assume that programs are bit strings. Formagkapm, Kolmogorov complexity of an object
depends on the choice of programming language. (Consulti¢8the definition and properties of Kol-
mogorov complexity.) However, in our case the choice of pogning language does not matter, and you
may think of Kolmogorov complexity of an object as the lengfithe shortest program in your favorite
programming language that prints out this object. We nedeaép in mind only two important properties
of Kolmogorov complexity. First, the Kolmogorov complexitunction is not computable, but it ispper
semicomputableThis means that there is an algorithm that for a gimemumerates all objects that have
complexity less than. The enumeration can be done by a brute force search ovéialldescriptions. We
cannot say in advance which programs stop with some outplavhith do not, but we can run all programs
of length less thanin parallel, and enumerate the list of their outputs, as smmgrams terminate. Second,
any computable transformation (e.g., the change of engddimanges Kolmogorov complexity at most by
O(1). We refer tol[7] for a discussion of Theorérh 9 (why it is optinvehy the exact value of; does not
matter, etc.) and other related results.

7.1 A biinfinite bit sequence

Proof. We start the proof in the same way as(in [7]: We assume that tdadkeeps a bit that propagates
(unchanged) in the vertical direction. Then, any tiling tzams a biinfinite sequence of bitg (wherei € Z).
Any N x N square contains ax-bit substring of this string, so if (for large enouyh everyN-bit substring
of w has complexity at leasi N for some fixedc;, we are done.

We say that a sequence hasLevin’s propertyif every N-bit substringx of w has complexityQ(N).
Such a biinfinite sequence indeed exists (5ée [7]; anotloaf gan be obtained by using the Lovasz local
lemma; see [30]). So our goal is to formulate tiling rulesuicls a way that a correct tiling “ensures” that
the biinfinite sequence embedded in it indeed has this proper

The set of all “forbidden” binary strings, i.e., stringsuch thak (x) < ¢;|x| — ¢, (whereK(x) denotes
the Kolmogorov complexity ok, and|x| denotes the length of) is enumerable: There is an algorithm that
generates the list of all forbidden substrings. It would e o embed into the tiling a computation that
runs this algorithm and compares its output strings withsthigstrings otw; such a computation blows up
(creates a tiling error) if a forbidden substring is found.

However, there are several difficulties.

e Our self-similar tiling contains only finite computationg.he higher is rankk, the bigger are the
k-level macro-tiles, and the longer computations they carain. But at any level the computation
remain finite. This is a problem since for a given strnge do not knowa priori how much time the
shortest program fox uses, so we never can be sure that the Kolmogorov complekityisolarge.
Hence, each substring of should be examined in computations somehow distributedinfiaitely
many macro-tiles.

e The computation at some level deals with bits encoded in éfis of that level, i.e., written on the
computation tape. So the computation cannot access theflite sequence (that are “deep in the
subconscious”) directly and some mechanism to dig themsougéded.

Let us explain how to overcome these difficulties.
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7.2 Delegation of bits

A macro-tile of levek is a square whose sidelig = Ng- Nz - - - Nx_1, S0 there ar&y bits of the sequence that
intersect this macro-tile. Let us delegate each of thesetbibne of the macro-tiles of levklit intersects.
(We do it for everyk.) Note that the macro-tile of the next level is madeNpfx Nk macro-tiles of levek.
We assume thatl, is much bigger thahy (see the end of this subsection for more details on the clofice
Nk); this guarantees that there are enough macro-tiles df ke the next level macro-tile) to serve all bits
that intersect them. Let us decide that ttre(from bottom to top) macro-tile of levédin a (k+ 1)-level
macro-tile serves (consciously knows, so to say)ithebit (from the left) in its zone (see Figl 5). Since
Nk > Lk, we have many more macro-tiles of lewe{inside some macro-tile of levél+ 1) than needed to
serve all bits. So somelevel macro-tiles remain unused.

N tiles of sizely x Lk

Figure 5: Bit delegation.

Thus, each bit (each vertical line) has a representativevery devel—a macro-tile that consciously
knows this bit. However, we need some mechanisms that giegrdhat this information is indeed true
(i.e., consistent on different levels). On the bottom et is easy to achieve, since the bits are available
directly.

To guarantee the consistency we use the same trick as im8&ctAt each level a macro-tile keeps not
only its own bit but also its father’s bit, and makes necgssansistency checks. Namely, each macro-tile
knows (has on its computation tape):

¢ the bit delegated to this macro-tile;

¢ the coordinates of this macro-tile in its father macro-{iehich are already used in the fixed-point
construction); note that thgcoordinate is at the same time the position of the bit deésh#o this
macro-tile (relative to the left boundary of the macrojtile

o the bit delegated to the father of this macro-tile; and

o the coordinates of the father macro-tile in the grandfathecro-tile.

This information is subject to consistency checks:
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¢ The information about the father macro-tile should coiraidth the same information in the neighbor
tiles (unless they have a different father, i.e., one of thardinates is zero).

¢ If the bit delegated to the father macro-tile is from the samical column as the bit delegated for
this macro-tile, these two bits should match.

o If the macro-tile occupies a place in its father macro-tileeve the bit delegated to the father or some
bits of the father’s coordinates (inside the grandfathecnmdile) are kept, then this partial information
on the father level should be should be consistent with tferimation about father coordinates and
bit.

These tests guarantee that the information about the fetige same in all brothers, and some of these
brothers (which are located on the father tape) can chedjaihat actual father information; at the same
time some other brother (that has the same delegated b &sttier) checks the consistency of the delegated
bits information.

Note that this scheme requires that not only Npgout also lod\ky1 is much less thafN¢_;. This
requirement, together with the inequality= NgN;z - - - Nk_1 < Nk (discussed earlier), is satisfied\f = Qck,
whereQ is a large enough constant (which is needed also to make rikrgof the first level large enough)
andc > 2 (S0 1+c+ 24 -+t < ).

Later, in Section 13, the choice ohas to be reconsidered: We need 2 < 3 to achieve error correction,
but for our current purposes this does not matter.

7.3 Checking bit blocks

We explained how macro-tile of any level can have true infion about one bit (delegated to it). However,
we need to check not bits but substrings (and artificiallsoithtice a tiling error if a forbidden string appears).
Note that it is acceptable to test only very short substrowapared to the macro-tile sizBy). If this test

is done on all levels, this restriction does not prevent omfdetecting any violation. (Recall that short
forbidden substrings can appear very late in the genergtiocess, so we need computation at arbitrary
high levels for this reason, t00.)

So we need to provide more information to macro-tiles. This loe done in the following way. Let us
require that a macro-tile contains not one bit awgroup of bits to checka group of bits that starts at the
delegated bit and has length depending on the leyahd growing very slowly wittk; e.g., logloglod is
slow enough). If this group is not completely inside a madmfi.e., it extends out of the region occupied
by the macro-tile), we ignore the outstanding part.

Similarly, a macro-tile should have this information foetfather macro-tile (even if the bits are outside
its own region). This information about the father macte-8hould be the same for brothers (which is
checked by matching macro-colors of neighboring brothe#d3o each macro-tile checks (on its compu-
tational zone) that the value of its ovdelegated biis coherent with its father’s string difits to check A
macro-tile knows its coordinate in the father macro-tile &me coordinates of the father tile in the grandfa-
ther, so it knows whether its delegated bit makes a part ofetitier’s bits to check.

The computation in the computation zone generates theflit forbidden strings (strings that have too
small Kolmogorov complexity) and checks the generatedidoidn strings against all the substrings of the
group of bits available to this macro-tile. This processaarmed in time and space, but this does not matter
since every string is considered on a high enough level.

Our construction has a kind of duplication: We first guararttee consistency of information for indi-
vidual bits, and then, we do the same for substrings. Thegadtof the construction is still needed, since
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Figure 6: Degenerate case: An infinite vertical line is a lolaup between macro-tiles of all levels.

we need arbitrarily long substrings to be checked by mates-{of high enough level); thus delegation
of substrings cannot start from the ground level where ibesize is limited, so we need to deal with bits
separately.

7.4 Last correction

The argument just explained still needs some correction. clden that every forbidden string will be
detected at some level where it is short enough comparedtteviel parameters. However, some strings
may never become a part of one macro-tile. Imagine that tiseseme vertical line that is a boundary
between macro-tiles of all levels (so we have bigger anddri¢jtes on both sides, and this line is still the
boundary between them; see Hig. 6). Then, a substring tbases this line will never be checked and
therefore we cannot guarantee that it is not forbidden.

There are several ways to get around this problem. One caded#mat each macro-tile contains in-
formation not only about blocks inside its father macre-tiut in a wider region (say, three times wider,
including “uncle” macro-tiles); this information shoule lchecked for consistency between “cousins”, too.
This trick (extending zones of responsibility for macried) will be used later in Sectidn 8.

But to prove Theorern]9 a simpler solution is enough. Notedkan if a string on the boundary is never
checked, its parts (on both sides of the boundary) are, sodbeaplexity is proportional to their length.
One of the parts has length at least half of the original kengp we still have a complexity bound, though
the constant will be twice smaller.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 9. O

8 Subshifts

The analysis of the proof in the previous section shows thedin be divided into two parts. We defined
forbiddenstrings as bit strings that are sufficiently long and havemerity at mosta - (length). We started

by showing that biinfinite strings without forbidden factdisubstrings) exist. Then, we constructed a tile
set that embeds such a biinfinite string in every tiling.
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The second part can be separated from the first one, and walyisve get new proofs for some results
of Simpson([32] and Hochmah [18] about effectively closelstufts.

Fix some alphabéh. LetF be a set ofA-strings. Consider a s& of all biinfinite A-sequences that have
no factors (substrings) iR. This set is &losed one-dimensional substufterA, i.e., a closed shift-invariant
subset of the space of all biinfinite-sequences. If the sét is (computably) enumerabl&r is called an
effectively closed one-dimensional substifer A. If F is finite, & is called asubshift of finite type

We can define two-dimensional subshifts in a similar way. éprecisely, letF be a set of two-
dimensional patterns (squares filled witHetters). Then, we can consider a Sgetof all A-configurations
(= mappingsZ? — A) that do not contain any pattern from This is a closed shift-invariant set 8¢
configurations (= two-dimensional closed subshift o&grIf F is (computably) enumerabl& is calleda
two-dimensional effectively closed subshiferA. If F is finite, S is calleda two-dimensional subshift of
finite type

As we have mentioned, subshifts of finite type (interpretedbaal rules) are closely related to tilings.
Each tile set determines a subshift whéres the set of tiles and forbidden patterns are pairs of neighb
nonmatching tiles. Going in the other direction, we shoutdntore careful. A tile set in our definition
cannot contain two different tiles with exactly the sameocl This leads to some problems. For example,
the full shift over a two-letter alphabet (i.e., the set dftainfinite sequences over a two-letter alphabet)
cannot be represented by a set of two tiles. However, amhgtbgfinite type can be represented by some
tile set. More precisely, for any subshpf finite type over alphabei there is a tile set and some mapping
E: 1 — Asuch thaE induces aijection between the set of atl-tilings and the set of all configurations of
the subshiftS: we applyE pointwise to ar-tiling and get somé\-configuration from the subshift; for each
configuration in the subshift there exists exactly arding in the E-preimage of this configuration. Such
a tile set can be constructed as follows: Tiles are squartsgd enough size filled b-letters (a square
with no patterns forbidden for this subshift); each tileresgents a part of the configuration, and side colors
are used to ensure that neighbor tiles overlap correctlg. riipping extracts (say) the central letter from a
square.

Thus, subshifts of finite type and tilings are essentialeygsame kind of objects. On the other hand, the
effectively closed subshifts of dimension make a more gar@ass of objects than subshifts of finite type.
E.g., every nonempty one-dimensional subshift of finiteetyquist contain a periodic configuration; for one-
dimensional effectively closed subshifts this is not theecadowever, the following theorem shows that two-
dimensional subshifts of finite type are powerful enoughnautate any effectively closed one-dimensional
subshift in the following sense (i.e., to simulate an effedy closed subshift, we need a subshift of finite
type of dimension higher by 1):

Theorem 10. Let A be some alphabet and let S be a one-dimensional effigctiosed subshift over A.
Then, there exist an alphabet B, a mappindr— A, and a two-dimensional subshift@ finite type over B
such that r-images of configurations ih&@e (exactly elements of S extended verticaliertically aligned
cells contain the same A-letler

(As we have mentioned, this result was independently obtblby Aubrun and Sablik using Robinson-
style aperiodic tilings.]2].)

Proof. The proof uses the same argument as in Thegdem 9. Each celtorttains arA-letter that prop-
agates vertically. Computation zones in macro-tiles geesd(in available space and time) elements of the
enumerable set of forbiddeftsubstrings and compare them withsubstrings that are made available to
them. It remains to note that tiling requirements (matcldalprs) are local; that is, they define a finite type
two-dimensional subshift.
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Note that now the remark of Sectibn 17.4 (the trick of extemsib zones of responsibility for macro-
tiles) becomes crucial, since otherwise the image of a cordigpn fromS may be a concatenation of
two sequences (a left-infinite one and a right-infinite onejther sequence contains forbidden patterns but
forbidden patterns may appear at the point of concatenation O

A similar argument shows that every two-dimensional effety closed subshift can be represented as
an image of a three-dimensional subshift of finite type (afteatural extension along the third dimension),
any three-dimensional effectively closed subshift is angmof a four-dimensional subshift of finite type,
etc.

This result is an improvement of a similar one proved by Hoghr(iTheorem 1.4 in [18], where the
dimension increases by 2), thus providing a solution of rtd.1 from [18]. Note also that it implies the
result of Simpson [32] where one-dimensional sequencesrabedded into two-dimensional tilings but in
some weaker sense (defined in terms of Medvedev degrees).

One can ask whether a dimension reduction is essential fr@neexample, is it true that every two-
dimensional effectively closed subshift is an image of sawm-dimensional subshift of finite type? The
answer to this question (as well as related questions inehidimensions) is negative. This follows from
an upper bound in_[7] saying that every tile set (unless iti@agilings at all) has a tiling such that all
n x n squares in it have complexi®(n) (a result that immediately translates for subshifts of dirjtpe)
and a result from [30] that shows that some nonempty effelgtivlosed two-dimensional subshift has n
squares of complexit@2(n?). Therefore the latter cannot be an image of the first one (texity can only
decrease when we apply an alphabet mapping).

9 Random errors

9.1 Motivation and discussion

In what follows we discuss tilings with faults. This meanattthere are some places (faults) where colors of
neighbor tiles do not match. We are interested in “robust”dets: those that maintain some structure (for
example, can be converted into an error-free tiling by chranpg small fraction of tiles) if faults are sparse.

There are two almost equivalent ways to define faulty tilinge can speak aboetrors (places where
two neighbor tiles do not match) dioles(places without tiles). Indeed, we can convert a tiling emnto
a hole (by deleting one of two nonmatching tiles) or converha-tile hole (one missing tile) into a small
number of errors (at most 4) by placing an arbitrary tile ¢héfoles look more natural if we start with a set
of holes and then try to tile the rest; however, if we imagiome process similar to crystallization when a
tiling tries to become correct by some trial-and-error pohare, it is more natural to consider tiling errors.
Since it makes little difference from the mathematical poirview, we use both metaphors.

We use a hierarchical approach to hole patching that carabedrack to Gacs, who used it in a much
more complicated situation [13]. This means that first wetdrpatch small holes that are not too close to
each other (by changing small neighborhoods around thenmg.(if we are lucky enough) makes larger (and
still unpatched) holes more isolated since there are fematlholes around. Some of these larger holes
(which are not too large and not too close to each other) cgratmhed again. Then, the same procedure
can be repeated again for the next level. Of course, we nard sonditions (that guarantee that holes are
not too dense) to make this procedure successful. Theséioosdare described later in full detail, but the
important question is the following: How do we ensure thasthconditions are reasonable (i.e., general
enough)? Our answer is as follows: We prove that if holes aregated at random (with each position
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becoming a hole independently of other positions with smadlugh probabilitye), then the generated set
satisfies these conditions with probability 1.

From the physics viewpoint, this argument sounds rathekkwdfiwe imagine some crystallization
process, errors in different positions are not independerl. However, this approach could be a first
approximation until a more adequate one is found.

Note that patching holes in a tiling could be considered anaiglization of percolation theory. Indeed,
let us consider a simple tile set made of two tiles: one witbhlakk sides and the other with all white sides.
Then, the tiling conditions reduce to the following simplendition: Each connected component of the
complement to the set of holes is either completely blackoonmletely white. We want to make small
corrections in the tiling that patch the holes (and theeefmrake the entire plane black or white). This
means that initially either we have small black “islands ainvhite ocean or vice versa, which is exactly
what percolation theory says (it guarantees that if holegganerated at random independently with small
probability, the rest consists of one large connected compioand many small islands.)

This example shows also that simple conditions such as lowite(in the Besicovitch sense) of the
hole set are not enough. A regular grid of thin lines can hawe density but still splits the plane into
nonconnected squares; if half of these squares are blactharmthers are white, no small correction can
patch the holes.

One can define an appropriate notion of a sparse set in theefirark of algorithmic randomness
(Martin-Lof definition of randomness) by considering widual random sets (with respect to the Bernoulli
distributionB,) and their subsets as “sparse.” Then, we can prove that angespet (in this sense) satisfies
the conditions that are needed to make the iterative pajgbiocedure work. This algorithmic notion of
“sparseness” is discussed lin [5]. However, in the currepepave do not assume that the reader is familiar
with algorithmic randomness and restrict ourselves tosatas probability theory.

So our statements become quite lengthy and use probabidissintifiers “for almost all” (= with prob-
ability 1). The order of quantifiers (existential, univdrsand probabilistic) is important here. For example,
the statement “a tile sat is robust” means thahere existssomee > 0 such thaffor almost all E (with
probability 1 with respect to the distribution where eacinpimmdependently belongs © with probability
¢) the following is true:For every(t, E)-tiling U there exista 1-tiling U’ (of the entire plane) that is “close”
toU. Here by(t,E)-tiling we mean a tiling ofZ? \ E (where existing pairs of neighbor tiles match).

9.2 Islands of errors

In this section we develop the notion of “sparsity” based lmniterative grouping of errors (or holes) and
prove its properties.

Let E C Z? be a set of points; points i are calleddirty; other points arelean Letf > a > 0 be
integers. A nonempty set C E is an(a, 3)-islandin E if

(1) the diameter oK does not exceed and

(2) in theB-neighborhood oK there is no other point frork.

(The diameter of a set is a maximal distance between its elesnthe distancd is defined ad., i.e.,
the maximum of distances along both coordinates Bmeighborhood oK is a set of all pointy such that
d(y,x) < B for somex € X.)

It is easy to see that two (different) islands are disjoimid(¢he distance between their points is greater
thanp).

Let (a1,0B1),(02,B32),... be a sequence of pairs of integers anck G for all i. Consider the following
iterative “cleaning” procedure. At the first step we find @, 3;)-islands ¢ank 1 island$ and remove
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Figure 7: Explanation tree; vertical lines connect diffeneames for the same points.

all their elements fronk (thus getting a smaller s&;). Then, we find all(a, B2)-islands inE; (rank 2
island9; removing them, we geE, C E;, etc. The cleaning process ssiccessfulf every dirty point is
removed at some stage.

At the ith step we also keep track of tifi=neighborhoods of islands deleted during this step. A point
x € Z? is affectedduring theith step ifx belongs to one of these neighborhoods.

The sefE is calledsparse(for a given sequence;, 5) if the cleaning process is successful, and, more-
over, every poink € Z?2 is affected at finitely many steps only (i.&.is far from islands of sufficiently large
ranks).

The values ofyj and3; should be chosen in such a way that for sufficiently small0 aB.-random set
is sparse with probability 1. (As we have said, this justiffegt our notion of sparsity is not unreasonably
restrictive.) The sufficient conditions are provided by thiéowing statement:

Lemma 3. Assume that

SZBk<an§Bn for every n and zlog—iﬂi<oo
|

k<n

Then, for all sufficiently smalt > 0 a B;-random set is sparse with probabilify

Proof. Let us estimate the probability of the everti$ not cleaned aften steps” for a given poink (the
probability of this event does not dependx)n|f x € E,, thenx belongs toE,_; and is not cleaned during
the nth step (wher(a,, B,)-islands inE,_; are removed; by definition we I&, = E). Then,x € E,_1 and,
moreover, there exists some other poipte E,_; such thatd(x,x;) is greater tharo,/2 but not greater
than 3, + a,/2 (note thatB, + an/2 < 23,). Indeed, if there were no suct in E,_1, then the(an/2)-
neighborhood ok in E,_; would be an(an, 3y)-island inE,_; andx would be removed.

Further, we apply the same argument on leével 1). Each of the pointg; andx (we use notatiorng
for x, to make the notation more uniform) belong€ggp 1; therefore it belongs t&,_, together with some
other point (at a distance greater than ;/2 but not exceeding(®_1). Denote these two other points in
En_» by Xo1 (which exists because € E,_1) andx;1 (which exists because € E,_1) respectively. Thus,
we have at least four points denotedXgy = Xg = X, Xo1, X10 = X1, @andxzs in E,_». Then, we repeat the same
argument for levelgn— 2), (n— 3), etc. In this way we get a tree (Fig. 7) that “explains” whigelongs to
En.

The distance betweegy andx; in this tree is at least,/2 whereas the diameter of the subtrees starting
at xp andx; does not exceed;_,205. Therefore, the lemma’s assumption guarantees that thedeas
cannot intersect. Since it is true on all levels, all the é&sauf the tree are different. Note that dlll2aves
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of the tree belong t& = Ey. As every point appears B independently of other points, each “explanation
tree” is valid with probabilitye?". It remains to estimate the number of possible explanat&estfor a given
pointx.

To specifyx; we need to specify the difference (vertical and horizonisiatices) betweexy andx;.
Neither distance exceed# therefore we need about 21@Y3,) bits to specify them (including the sign
bits). Then, we need to specify the difference betwegrandxy1 as well as the difference betweryy and
x11; this requires at most 41¢4[3,-1) bits. To specify the entire tree we therefore need

210g(4By) +410g(40—1) +810g(4Bn—2) + -~ + 2"log(4By)

bits. Reversing the sum and taking out the factyn# can rewrite this expression as

2"(log(4p1) +log(4B2)/2+ -+ ).

Since the serie§ log 3,/2" converges by assumption, the total number of explanatesstior a given point
(and givenn) does not exceed®®", so the probability for a given pointto be inE, for a B¢-randomE
does not exceed? 2°(2") which tends to O (even super-exponentially fasthas o, assuming that is
small enough.

We conclude that the evenk s not cleaned” (for a given poind) has zero probability; the countable
additivity guarantees that with probability 1 all pointsZA are cleaned.

It remains to show that every point with probability 1 is &fied at finitely many steps only. Indeedxif
is affected at step, then some point in it§,-neighborhood belongs ,, and the probability of this event

is at most
O(BnZ)EZ"ZO(Z”) _ 22 IoanJrO(Z”)rog(l/s)Z”;

the convergence conditions guarantees thaBlog o(2"), so the first term is negligible compared to the
others, the probability series converges (for small en@)gmnd the Borel-Cantelli lemma gives the desired
result. O

For our next step, we note that by definition a sparse setitdrsjol a union of islands of different ranks.
Now we prove that these islands together occupy only a sradligh the plane. To formalize this statement,
we use the notion of Besicovitch size (density) of aBet Z2. Let us recall the definition. Fix some point
O of the plane and consider squares of increasing size cdragf® For each square consider the fraction
of points in this square that belong Eo The limsup of these frequencies is called Besicovitch density
of E. (Note that the choice of the center podidoes not matter, since for any two poil@s andO; large
squares of the same size centere@aandO, share most of their points.)

By definition the distance between two raaislands is at leagdc. Therefore théS«/2)-neighborhoods
of these islands are disjoint. Each of the islands contaim;oatorlf points (it can be placed in a rectangle
that has sides at mosif). Each neighborhood has at Iezﬂk?t points (since it contains By x Bk square
centered at any point of the island). Therefore the unionllafaak k islands has Besicovitch density at
most(ax/B«)?. Indeed, for a large square the islands near its border caymbeed, and all other islands are
surrounded by disjoint neighborhoods where their densityounded byay/B«)?, see FiglB.

One would like to conclude that the overall density of atirgls (of all ranks) does not excegg(ak/ﬁk)z.
However, the Besicovitch density is in general not countaleimiadditive (for example, the union of finite
sets having density 0 may have density 1), but in our case avbedped by the second requirement of the
definition of a sparse set (each point is covered by only finiteany neighborhoods of islands).
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Figure 8: Rank islands form a set of low density. (In this picture each idlemshown as a rectangle, which
is not always the case.)

Lemma 4. Let E be a sparse set for a given family @f and Bx. Then, the Besicovitch density of E is

O(3 (at/B)?).-

Proof. Let O be a center point used in the definition of Besicovitch dgn®ly definition of sparsity, this
point is not covered byc-neighborhoods of rank islands ifk is greater than somi€. Now we split the
setE into two parts: oneE<) formed by islands of rank at moktand the otherk.) formed by all islands

of bigger ranks. As we have just seen, in a large square the sh&- is bounded byngK(ork/Bk)2 up

to negligible (as the size goes to infinity) boundary eff¢eteere we consider eadh< K separately and
then sum over alk < K). A similar bound is valid for rank islands withk > K, though the argument is
different and a constant factor appears. Indeedpiheeighborhood of every islanddoes not contain the
center poinO. Therefore, any squafecentered aD that intersects the island also contains a significant part
of its (Bx/2)-neighborhoodN: The intersection oN and S contains at leastB«/2)? elements, see Figl 9.
Therefore, the share &. in Sis bounded by &« (ak/B«)?. O

Remark. It is easy to choosey and 3 satisfying the conditions of Lemnia 3 and having arbitrarily
small 5 (ax/B«)? (by taking geometric sequences that grow fast enough). eférer we get the following
well-known result as a corollary of Lemmak 3 ddd 4: For ewery O there exist€ > 0 such that with
probability 1 aB.-random set has Besicovitch density less thar(In fact, a much stronger result is well
known: By the strong law of large number8arandom set has Besicovitch densityvith probability 1.)

In fact we will need a slightly more complicated version ofri@al4. We are interested not only in
the Besicovitch density of a sparse &but also in the Besicovitch density of a larger set: the umibn
w-neighborhoods of rankislands inE. Herey are some parameters; in most applications weisetcay
for some constant. The same argument gives the bourfgl(4ay + 2y)/B«)?. Assuming thayk > ax, we
can rewrite this bound &3(5 (y/B«)?). So we arrive at the following statement:

Lemma 5. Let E be a sparse set for a given family @f and Bx and let w > ax be some integers.
Then, the union ofi-neighborhoods of level k islandever all k and all islands has Besicovitch density

O(3 (W/Bx)?).
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part of thef/2-neighborhood
of an island

part of thef/2-neighborhood

of the island that is guaranteed
to be insideS

Figure 9: Together with a point in a rarkkisland, every squar8 contains at leastf«/2)? points of its
(Bx/2)-neighborhood.

9.3 Islands as a tool in percolation theory
Let us show how some basic results of percolation theory egordved using the island technique.

Theorem 11. For someay and S satisfying the requirements of Lemfda 3 the complement ofjpamgse
set E contains exactly one infinite connected componenté&cdimplement of C has Besicovitch density

O(3 ax/Bx)?.

Proof. Let y = 2ak. (The choice ofax and ¢ will be discussed later.) For evekyand for every ranlkk
island fix a point in this island and consider tireneighborhood of this point. It is a square containing the
entire island plus an additional “security zone” of widtfy contained in thegy-neighborhood of the island,
see Figl1D.

| M( | M( |
[ . ——]
(ofX

Figure 10: A point in a rank island, itsy-neighborhood, and the security zone of width
It is enough to prove the following three statements:

e The union U of all these squardfor all ranks contains the set E and has Besicovitch density

O(3 (aw/Pr)?)-
e The complement of U is connected

e There are no other infinite connected component in the cangaiés of E
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The first statement is a direct corollary of Lemiia 5 above.

To prove the second statement, consider two poirgady outsideU. We need to prove thatandy
can be connected by a path that is entirely outkldd.et us conneck andy by some path (say, one of the
shortest paths) and then push this path old ofConsider squares of maximal rank that intersect this path.
For each of them, consider the first moment when the path gitshe square and the last moment when
the path goes out, and connect these two points by a pathleuts square, see Fig.11.

| M( | M( |
e
ag

Figure 11: Pushing a path out of the square.

Now the new path isr,-separated from this island of rakk Providedfx — y > ai, the path after the
correction isag-separated from all other islands of rank greater tharl. Indeed, the “modified” part of
the corrected path (the points of the path involved into treection procedure) remains at a distance of at
most y from the giverk level island; hence, it must remain at a distance at leg$tom all other islands
of rankk and higher. Note also that the shift (the distance betweeotiiginal path and the corrected one)
does not exceedyk

Then, we can do the same for islands of r&nk1 (pushing the path out of surrounding squares). Note
that since at each step the drift is bounded fgy 2 we will not bump into islands of rank

Repeating this process for decreaskgve finally get a path that connectsandy and goes entirely
outsideU. For this we need only the total drift on the smaller levelith is bounded by Z;_y ) to be
less tharo. This is easy to achieve iy, Bk, andy are suitable geometric sequences.

It remains to show that every infinite connected set intéssie complement af. To show this, let us
take a big circular path centered at the origin and then pumlt iof U as described above. Since the center
is outside theBk-neighborhoods of islands for large enouglwe may assume that the sizes of islands that
intersect this circle are small compared to its radius (&g than 1% of it, which can be guaranteed if the
geometric sequencex, Bk, andy grow fast enough). Then, after the change the circle wllleticircle a
large neighborhood of the origin, so any infinite connectamhgonent should cross such a circle. O

9.4 Bi-islands of errors

In the proof of our main result (Sectiénl13) we need a morecdtdi version of the definition of islands.
In fact we need such a definition that some counterpart of Lafrmould be applied even if the sequence
log B, grows much faster tharf'Ze.g., forB, = c29"). In this section we define bi-islands (a generalization
of the notion of islands from Sectién 9.2) and prove bi-idlarsions of Lemmds 8] 4, ah#l 5. The reader
can safely skip this section for now and return here befaading Section 13.

Let E C Z2 be a set of points. As in Sectién 9.2, we call pointEirirty, and the other pointslean
Let 8 > a > 0 be integers. A nonempty s¥tC E is an(a, 3)-bi-islandin E if X can be represented as the
union of some setXy, X; such that

(1) in the B-neighborhood oK = Xy U X; there are no points frorl \ X;
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(2) the diameters oXg andX; do not exceedr; and
(3) the distance betweefy andX; does not exceefl.
(See FiglIR.) In particular, g, 3)-island is a special case of &a, 3)-bi-island (by lettingX; be empty).

Figure 12: A bi-island, a union of two “islands” that are @ds each other.

Note that one may split the same bi-island iXpandX; in different ways.

Obviously, every two different bi-islands are disjoint. Mover, the distance between them is greater
thanB. The diameter of a bi-island is at md&o + 3).

Let (a1,B1),(02,B2),... be a sequence of pairs of integers and< G for all i. We define an iterative
cleaning procedure for bi-islands. At the first step we find @i, 5;)-bi-islands and remove all their ele-
ments fromE (getting a smaller sef;). Then, we find irg; all (ay, 32)-bi-islands; removing them, we get
E, C Ey, etc. The cleaning processsaccessfulf every dirty point is removed at some stage.

Similarly to the case of islands, we say that a poirt Z? is affectedduring stepi if x belongs to the
Bi-neighborhood of one of the bi-islands of rank

The setE is calledbi-sparse(for a given sequence;, 3;) if the cleaning process defined above is suc-
cessful, and, moreover, every poine Z?2 is affected at finitely many steps only (which means thistfar
from bi-islands of sufficiently large ranks).

We choose the values of and S in such a way that for sufficiently smadl > 0 a B.-random set is
bi-sparse with probability 1. The main achievement heréas the convergence condition is now weaker
than in the corresponding statement for islands (Leinma 3):

Lemma 6. Assume that

lZZBk<an§anoreveryn,and zlog—iﬂi<oo
|

k<n

Then, for all sufficiently smalt > 0, a B;-random set is bi-sparse with probabiliy

Proof. The proof of Lemmal6 is very similar to the proof of Lempia 3. Astfiwe estimate the probability
of the event X is not cleaned aften steps” for a given poink. If x € E,,, thenx belongs toE,_1 and is
not cleaned during theth step (wher{an, 3,)-bi-islands inE,_; are removed). Therx € E,_1. Moreover,
we show that there exi$tvo otherpointsxy, X, € En_1 such that the three distanceéx, x1), d(x,x2), and
d(x1,X2) are all greater thano, /2 but not greater than3 + 2(an/2) < 3Bn.
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Let Xp be the(ay/2)-neighborhood ok in E. If Xo were an island, it would be removed. Since this does
not occur, there is a point outsideXg but in the8,-neighborhood oK.

Let X; be the(an/2)-neighborhood ok; in E. Again Xy andX; do not form a bi-island. Both sebd
andX; have diameter at most,, and the distance between them is at nf§stSo the only reason why they
are not a bi-island is that there exists a po#t E outsideXy U X; but in the,-neighborhood of it. The
pointsx; andx, have the required properties (the distandesx; ), d(X,x2), andd(x1,X) are greater than
0n/2 but not greater than3).

To make the notation uniform, we denotdy xg. Each of the pointsg,x1,X> belongs toE,_1. This
means that each of them belongsHg » together with a pair of other points (at a distance greatan th
an-1/2 but not exceeding3,_1). In this way we get a ternary tree that “explains” whigelongs toEp.

The distance between every two points amaggx;, andx, in this tree is at leastr,/2 whereas the
diameters of the subtrees startingxgtx;, andx, do not exceed;_,36. Thus, the lemma’s assumption
guarantees that these subtrees cannot intersect andlttieg Edaves of the tree are different. The number
of leaves in this ternary tree i¢,3and they all belong t& = Ep. Every point appears i& independently of
other points; hence, one such “explanation tree” is valith wiobabilitye3". It remains to count the number
of all explanation trees for a given poixt

To specifyx; andx, we need to specify horizontal and vertical distances batwgandx;,x,. These
distances do not excee@y3 therefore we need about 41@f,) bits to specify them (including the sign
bits). Then, we need to specify the distances betwggandxg1, Xp2 as well as the distances betweap
andxy1, X12 and betweemyo andxz1, X22. This requires at most 121063,-1) bits. To specify the entire tree
we therefore need

4log(6Bn) +12log(6By_1) +36log(6Bn_2) + - - - +4- 3" Llog(6B1),

which is equal to 43"~1(log(6f,) + log(6B2)/3+ - ). The seriesy log,/3" converges by assumption;
so, the total number of explanation trees for a given poind @venn) does not exceed®®"). Hence, the
probability for a given poink to be inE, for a Bg-randomE does not exceed®'2°(3") which tends to 0
asn — oo (assuming that is small enough).

We conclude that the evenk is not cleaned” (for a given poirk) has zero probability; hence, with
probability 1all points inZ? are cleaned.

It remains to show that every point with probability 1 is atfed by finitely many steps only. Indeedxif
is affected by step, then some point in it§,-neighborhood belongs ,, and the probability of this event

is at most
O(Br12)£3“20(3”) _ 22|oan+O(3“)—|og(1/s)3”.

From the convergence conditions we havefgpg- o(3"), so the first term is negligible compared to others.
The probability series converges (for small enogyjland the Borel-Cantelli lemma gives the result. [J

By definition, a bi-sparse set is split into a union of bi4gla of different ranks. Such bi-islands occupy
only a small part of the plane:

Lemma 7. Let E be a bi-sparse set for a given familyaf and B«. Then, the Besicovitch density of E is
O(3 (ax/Br)?)-
Proof. The proof of Lemmal7 repeats the proofs of Lenitha 4. O

Recalling Lemmal5, we may consider a sequence of numpsteh thatk > ay. Then, the Besicovitch
density of the union of4-neighborhoods of rank bi-islands (for allk and for all islands) is bounded by

O(3 (W/Bx)?).
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However, this statement is not enough for us. In Sedtidn 13villeneed a kind of “closure” of the
V-neighborhood of a bi-island:

Definition. Let S be a k-level bi-island. We say tliaty) € Z? belongs to thextendedy-neighborhood of
S if there exist two pointgx,y'), (x,y") € Z? (with the same first coordinatesuch thatdist(S, (x,y')) <,
dist(S (x,y")) <y,andy <y <y’ (see Fig[IB).

9
[

Figure 13: An extended neighborhood of a bi-island consifthie neighborhoods of its two parts and a
zone between them.

The meaning of the last definition is quite simple: We takeamdy the points that are close 8but also
those points that are placed somehow between the neighimsltdS, andS; .

Lemma 8. Let E be a hi-sparse set for a given familyaf and B¢ satisfying the conditions of Lemrnh 6.
Lety be a sequence of numbers such tak y, and the serie§ (y/B«x) converges. Then, the Besicovitch
density of the union of extendggneighborhoods of rank k bi-islands in E is bounded & O/ Bx)).

Proof. The arguments are similar to the proof of Lemima 5. An extenglenkighborhood of &-level
island can be covered by a rectangle of wi@ify) and heightO(f« + W); so its area iO(ypPB«) (since
W < Bx). The distance between any two bi-islands of r&ng at leasiBx. Hence, the fraction aéxtended
y-neighborhoods of islands &y y/Bx) (this is similar to the boun®(s (w/Bx)?), which holds for simple
ya-neighborhoods). O

Lemmag B8 will be used in Sectipbn]13. (The arguments of @etLOEIR do not refer to bi-islands.)
These lemmas will be used fo, B¢ such that logy, ~ ¢ for q > 2, Bk ~ Qk.1, andyx = O(ay) or Y =
O(a?). Note that we cannot apply Lemmis 3 dnd 4 (atislaindg for these parameters because fiog
grows faster than'2 So we need to deal with bi-islands.

In the definition of sparse sets in Section]9.2 each singiadsbf rankk must be isolated from other
islands of rankk. In this section we modified this definition and allowed a@nsl to be close to at most
one other island of the same rank. In a similar way, we coufthés-islands for anys > 2, assuming that
clusters ofsislands of rankk (rather close to each other) are authorized. A set that caedresented as a
union ofs-islands of different ranks can be calledparse. A generalization of Lemnids 6 can be proven: A
random set is-sparse with probability 1 if (logf3)/(s+ 1)' converges. However, we do not develop here
the general theory afsparse sets. The concept of bi-islands and bi-sparsity {ne cass = 2) is enough
for all our applications in Sectidn 113.
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10 Robust tile sets

In this section we construct an aperiodic tile set whereaisol defects can be healed.

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
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Figure 14: Patching holes.

Let c; < ¢, be positive integers. We say that a tile sd6 (¢, C)-robustif the following holds: For
everyA and for everyr-tiling U of the(c,A)-neighborhood of a squafex A excluding the square itself there
exists a tilingV of the entire(c,A)-neighborhood of the square (including the square itskHj toincides
with U outside of the/c;A)-neighborhood of the square (see Eig. 14).

Theorem 12. There exists a self-similar tile set that(is;, cz)-robust for some cand .

Proof. For every tile setu it is easy to construct a “robustified” versiqr of p, i.e., a tile sety’ and
a mappingd: pu’ — u such that (a)p-images ofpu’-tilings are exactlyu-tilings and (b)u’ is “5-robust”:
Every u'-tiling of a 5x 5 square minus 8 3 hole (see Fid._15) can be uniquely extended to the tilinh®f t
entire 5x 5 square.

Figure 15: Filling a 3< 3 hole.

Indeed, it is enough to keep in opé-tile the information about the 55 square inu-tiling. Matching
rules will guarantee that the information about the intetisa (4x 5 rectangle) is consistent in neighbor
tiles. Then, a X 3 hole (as shown in the picture) is not fatal. It is easy to batthe tiles at its border (gray)
are consistent and contain all the information the missileg should have. (In fact, using more careful
estimates one can replace in our argument thé& Squares by 4 4 squares; but we do not care much about
constants.)

This robustification can be easily combined with the fixe@¥poonstruction. In this way we can get a
“5-robust” self-similar tile seft if the zoom factoN (which is considered to be fixed in this argument) is
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large enough. It remains to explain that “5-robustnessthi@sense described above) implies dtsoc;)-
robust for some; andc,. (The values o€; andc, depend orlN, butN is fixed.)

Indeed, assume that a tiling of a large enough neighborhanohd aA x A hole is given. Denote biythe
minimal integer such that* > A (so thek-level macro-tiles are greater than the hole under corusiider).
Note that the size of thielevel macro-tiles is linear i@(A) sinceNK < N-A.

In the tiling around the hole, aN x N block structure is correct except for thieneighborhood of the
centralA x A hole. Indeed, the colors encode coordinates, so in everyeobed tiled region the coordinates
are consistent. For similar reasonsNfx N structure is correct except for tiill + N?)-neighborhood of
the hole, etc. Hence, for the chodewe get ak-level structure that is correct except for (at most; 9 x 3
squares of levek, so we can delete everything in these squares and use Sfebsigo replace them with
macro-tiles that correspond to replacement tiles.

To start this procedure (and fill the hole), we need a coritang only in the O(NK) neighborhood of the
hole. (Technically, we need to have a correct tiling in Bi)-neighborhood of the hole; as\§ < 3NA,
we letc, = 3N.) The correction procedure involves changes in ano®@*)-neighborhood of the hole.
(Technically, the changes tou¢BNK)-neighborhood of the holeN¥ < 2NA, so we letc; = 2N.) O

11 Robust tile sets with variable zoom factors

The construction from the previous section works only faf-sienilar tilings with a fixed zoom factor. It
is enough for simple applications, as we will see in Sedtiin However, in the proof of our main result
in Sectior 1B we need a variable zoom factor. So here we deweetechnique suitable for this case. This
section can be skipped now but it should be read before $¢t80

Now we explain how to get “robust” fixed-point tilings with nable zoom factordN;,No,.... As well
as in the case of a fixed zoom factor, the idea is kHatrel macro-tiles are “responsible” for healing holes
of size comparable with these macro-tiles.

Let Ag < A; <A, < ... be a sequence of integers. lagt< ¢, be positive integers. We say that a tile
set1 is (c1,Cy)-robust against holes of sizi, A, ... if the following holds: For evenyn and for every
T-tiling U of the coA¢ neighborhood of a squad x Ag excluding the square itself there exists a tilvig
of the entirecoAx neighborhood of the square (including the square itse#f) thincides withJ outside of
the c;Ax neighborhood of the square. The difference from the dedimitif Sectio 1D is that we take only
valuesA € {Ag, A, ...} instead of holes of arbitrary size.

Lemma 9. Assume a sequence of zoom factogsghdws not too fast and not too slofit is enough to
assume that N> Clogk and AogNk. 1 < Nk for a large enough C; cf. the discussion in Secfi§nBhen,
there exists a tile set with variable zoom factorg (K-level macro-tiles of sizeyl= Np---N¢_1) that is
(c1,¢p)-robust(for some ¢ and ¢) against holes of sizegl Ly, .. ..

Proof. First, we apply the fixed-point construction from Sectidonrl @et a tile set that is “self-similar”
with variable zoom factorsl;, No, . ... Denote byuy the family ofk-level macro-tiles corresponding to this
tile set.

Further we make a “robustified” version of this tile set. Tstend we basically repeat the arguments
from Sectior 1D (the proof of Theordm]|12). The differencenmdrgument is that now we deal with variable
zoom factors, and sizes of holes are taken from the sequenkte, .. ..

Denote by, the family ofk-level macro-tiles for the new tiling. We need that therestesxee mapping
O: M, — Mk such that (a)-images ofpy-tilings are exactlyu-tilings and (b)yy is “5-robust”: Everypy-

37



tiling of a 5x 5 square minus a 8 3 hole (see again Fif. 1L5) can be uniquely extended to ting tilf the
entire 5x 5 square.

To get such a robustification, it is enough to keep in eygymacro-tile the information about the
5 x 5 square in theu-tiling and use the colors on the borders to ensure thattifiisration is coherent in
neighbor macro-tiles.

As usual, this robustification can be combined with the figeiht construction. We get 5-robust macro-
tiles for all levels of our construction. “Self-similaritguarantees that the same property holds for macro-
tiles of all levels, which implies the required property eingralized robustness.

Indeed, assume that a tiling of a large enough neighborhamahd aA x A hole is given, and < L for
somek. In the tiling around the hole, gy x L) block structure, is correct except for only theneighbor-
hood of the hole. For similar reasons @n x L) structure is correct except for tlie; 4+ L,) neighborhood,
etc. So we get &-level structure that is correct except for (at most=3 x 3 squares of sizéy x L.
Because of 5-robustness, this hole can be filled WAitiwvel macro-tiles. Note that reconstruction of ground-
level tiles inside a high-level macro-tile is unique afteg Wwnow its “conscious known” information, i.e.,
the content of the tape of the Turing machine simulated orcdineputation zone of this macro-tile. (This
information is reconstructed from the consciously knownrmation of the neighbor macro-tiles.) [For the
maximal complexity tile set (Sectidd 7) it is not the case] #re absence of this property will become a
problem in Sectiof_13 where we robustify it. To solve thiskbeon, we will need to use error-correcting
codes.]

To implement the patching procedure (and fill the hole) wedrteehave a correct tiling in th®(Ly)
neighborhood of the hole. The correction procedure in®blenges in anoth€(Ly) neighborhood of the
hole. More technically, we need to have a correct tiling ia (BLx)-neighborhood of a hole of sidg,, so
we letc, = 3. Since the correction procedure involves changes irf2bg)-neighborhood of the hole, we
letc, = 2. |

We can robustify tiling not only against holes but agajaits of holes To this end we slightly modify
our definition of robustness. L& < A; <A, < ... be an increasing sequence of integers, and;let ¢,
be positive integers. We say that a tile sés (c;, Cz)-robust against pairs of holes of si?g,A,... if the
following holds: Let us have two setd;,H, C Z?2, each of them of diameter at masg (for somek > 0).
For everyt-tiling U of the c,A¢ neighborhood of the uniofH; U Hy) excludingH; and H, themselves
there exists a tilingy of the entirecoA¢ neighborhood ofH; UH>) (including H; andH, themselves) that
coincides withJ outside of thec;Ax neighborhood ofH; U Hy).

A robustification against pairs of holes can be done in theesamay as the robustification against a
single isolated hole. Indeed, if these two holes are fartdpan each other, we can “correct” them inde-
pendently; if they are rather close to each other, we cotheeh as one hole of (roughly) doubled size. So
we can employ the same robustification technique as bef@eesd only to take a large enough “radius of
multiplication” D (and useD-robustness instead of 5-robustness). So we get the foltpgéneralization of
Lemmd9:

Lemma 10. Assume a sequence of zoom factorgdws not too fast and not too slof@.g., N > Clogk
and ClogNk.1 < Nk for a large enough & Then, there exists a tile set with zoom factogs(ie., with
k-level macro-tiles of sizexl= No- - - Nx_1) that is(cy, ¢z)-robust(for some ¢ and @) against pairs of holes
of size lg,L4,... for some ¢ and ¢.

Of course, similar propositions can be also proven fordtglquadruplets, and any other sets of holes of
bounded cardinality. However, in this paper we considey pairs of holes; this is enough for our argument
in Sectior 18.
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12 Strongly aperiodic robust tile sets

Now we are ready to apply the islands technique to construgbast strongly aperiodic tile set. We start
with a formal definition of a tiling with errors (see the matiion and discussion in Sectibn B.1).

Definition. For a subset E- 72 and a tile setr we call by a(t, E)-tiling any mapping
T:(Z*\E)—T1

such that for every two neighbor cellsyxc Z?\ E, tiles T(x) and T(y) satisfy the tiling rulegcolors on
adjacent sides matghWe may say that T is &tiling of the plane with holes at points of E.

Theorem 13. There exists a tile sat with the following properties(1) t-tilings of Z2 exist and(2) for all
sufficiently smalk for almost everywith respect to B) subset EcC Z? every(t,E)-tiling is at least1/10
Besicovitch apart from every periodic mapping:Fz2 — T.

Remark 1. Since the tiling contains holes, we need to specify how wattthe holes when defining
the Besicovitch distance. We amt count points irE as points where two mappings differ; this makes our
statement stronger.

Remark 2. The constant 110 is not optimal and can be replaced by any other constantl.

Proof. Consider atile set such that (a) alt-tilings area-aperiodic for everyr < 1/4 and (b)t is (c1,C2)-
robust for somes; andc,. Such a tile set can be constructed by combining the arguemesad for Theo-
remd 12 and 4. More precisely, we take as the “basic” construthe tile set from the proof of Theordm 4
(which simulates the Thue—Morse substitution). Then, vebdstify” it by the procedure from the proof of
TheoreniIR. For the robustified tile set we know that each oatiler in a tiling keeps the conscious infor-
mation that was given (in the “basic” tile set) to all macileg in its 5x 5-neighborhood; so the new tiling
is not only strongly aperiodic but also 5-robust. It remamshow that this construction implies claim (2)
of the theorem.

We want to apply our probabilistic lemmas concerning “idlaf errors”. We need to choosg and 3«
such that

o the conditions of Lemmla 3 (p._28) are satisfied, and therefaeadom error set with probability 1 is
sparse with respect to thegg andfS;

o for every sparse sdE C Z?, every (t,E)-tiling can be iteratively corrected (by changing it in the
neighborhoods of islands of all ranks) inta-iling of the entire plane; and

¢ the Besicovitch distance between the tilings before arat afirrection is small.

Then, we conclude that the original, E)-tiling is strongly aperiodic since the corrected tilingtsongly
aperiodic and close to the original one.
To implement this plan, we use the following lemma that dessrthe error-correction process.

Lemma 11. Assume that a tile satis (¢, Cz)-robust, B« > 4cay for every k, and a set E 772 is sparse
(with parameters, B«). Then, everyt,E)-tiling can be transformed into a-tiling of the entire plane by
changing it in the union of2c; ai)-neighborhoods of rank k islandfor all islands of all ranks).
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Proof. Note that(f/2)-neighborhoods of rank islands are disjoint and large enough to perform the error
correction of rankk islands, sinceBx > 4c,ax. The definition of a sparse set guarantees also that every
point is changed only finitely many times (so the limit tiligwell defined) and that the limit tiling has no
errors. ]

The Besicovitch density of the changed part of a tiling caastenated using Lemnia 4. Heye= 2¢; ay
is proportional toag, so the Besicovitch distance between the original and ctadetilings (in Lemma_1l1)
is O(S k(ak/B«)?). (Note that the constant i@ notation depends oty .)

It remains to choos@y and k. We have to satisfy all the inequalities in Lemnia$ 3, 4, [add Td
satisfy Lemmas$]4 and 111, we may |8t = ckay for large enouglc. To satisfy Lemmal3, we may let
Ox+1=8(B1+---+ B«) + 1. Then,ax andB« grow faster than any geometric sequence (kkmultiplied by
some exponent iRk), but still logBk is bounded by a polynomial ikand the series in Lemnia 3 converges.

With these parameters (and takio¢arge enough) we guarantee that the Besicovitch distarnweeba
the original(t, E)-tiling and the corrected-tiling does not exceed, say/100.

Now assume that sonie, E)-tiling V is at a distance less thafi2l0 from some periodic configuratiohl
(with a periodv). As we just explained, the origingt, E)-tiling V must be at a distance at mogtlDO from
some correct-tiling V’'. Let us consider the-shift of both configuration¥ andV’ (W is shifted to itself).
It is easy to see that the distance between the initial andHtified copies of configuratiow’ is not greater
than the sum digv¥’,V) + dist(V,W) taken twice. Since the corrected tilivg must be ¥4-aperiodic, and
1/4 >2(1/10+ 1/100), we get a contradiction. O

13 Robust tile sets that enforce complex tilings

In this section we prove the main result of the paper. We coaoisa tile set that guarantees large Kolmogorov
complexity of every tiling and that is robust with respectandom errors.

Theorem 14. There exists a tile satand constantsicc, > 0 with the following properties:

(1) a t-tiling of Z?2 exists;

(2) for everyt-tiling T of the plane, every & N square of T has Kolmogorov complexity at least
C]_N — Cz;

(3) for all sufficiently smalle for almost everywith respect to the Bernoulli distribution B subset
E C 72, every(t,E)-tiling is at most1/10 Besicovitch apart from sonetiling of the entire planeZ?;

(4) for all sufficiently smalks for almost every Brandom subset E 7?2, for every(t,E)-tiling T the
Kolmogorov complexity of centered squares of T of sizeNNis Q(N).

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of this theoréncombines almost all technique de-
veloped in this paper: self-similar tile sets with variabem factors, embedding a sequence with Levin's
property (i.e., with linear Kolmogorov complexity of alldors) into tilings, bi-sparse sets, incremental error
correcting, and robustness against doubled holes.

In this section the basic idea of incremental error comgcis applied in a slightly modified form.
Here we cannot apply directly the technique(of,c;)-robustness from Sectidn]10. Instead we use the
idea of robustness against holes of some sequence offgjz&s A, . . ., as explained in Sectidn f11. More
precisely, we do it as follows: We split the set of random exiiato bi-islands of different ranks. Then,
we eliminate them one by one, starting from lower ranks. Wercorrect an isolated bi-island of rakk
we need a precondition (similarly to the argument in Sedfi@h In a large enough neighborhood of this
bi-island there are no other errors. Elimination dkt-evel bi-island involves corrections in iextended
O(Ax)-neighborhood (with all parameters as specified below).
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13.1 The main difficulties and ways to circumvent them

We want to combine the construction from Secfidn 7 with ecarecting methods based on the idea of
“islands” of errors. There are two main difficulties in thip: fast growing zoom factors and gaps in
vertical columns. Let us discuss these two problems in scetedld

The first problem is that our construction of tiling with higgmlmogorov complexity from Sectionl 7
requiresvariable zoom factorsWhat is even worse is that zoom factddg must increase very fast (with
logarithms growing faster thark2 Hence, we cannot directly apply the technique of islamdsfSec-
tion[9.2 since it works only whefy 'ngﬁk < oo (wheref is the parameter from the definition of islands,
which, in our construction, must be of the same order as tteedfik-level macro-tiles). To overcome this
obstacle, we replace islands by bi-islands (the technigueldped in Section 9.4).

The second problem is that now we cannot reconstruct a néerem the information “consciously
known” to this macro-tile. The missing information is thegence of bits assigned to the vertical columns
(with each vertical column of tiles carrying one bit of a higbmplexity sequence). Random errors make
gaps in vertical columns, so now the columns are split inttspavhicha priori can carry different bits. To
overcome this problem we organize additional informatiowf between macro-tiles to guarantee that each
infinite vertical column carries in most of its tiles one ahd same bit value.

13.2 General scheme

Here we explain the general ideas of our proof. First, we ugermtiles with variable zoom factofé =
Q12~5kJ for a large enough integ€) > 0. This means that evekylevel macro-tile is arfNx_1 x Nx_1) array

of (k—1)-level macro-tiles. So the size (the number of columns aadtimber of rows) of &-level macro-
tile is Ly = Np---Nk_1, andLg < Nk. (The constant 3 in our construction can be replaced by any rational
number between 2 and 3.)

To get tilings with high Kolmogorov complexity, we reuse tbenstruction from Sectionl 7 with the
zoom factors defined above. Let us recall the idea of thattaari®on (proof of Theorerhl9). In a correct
tiling, in theith column all tiles keep some hig, and we want everi-bit substring in the corresponding
biinfinite sequencew to have Kolmogorov complexitf2(N). To enforce this property we organize our
computation on macro-tiles of all levels. The crucial paifithe construction is propagation of bitgto the
computation zones of macro-tiles of high levels. Let usli¢isa main points of this construction (following
the argument from Sectidn 7):

e We say that for each (infinite) column of tiles in a tiling thés anassignedoit ¢y, which is “known”
to each tile in the column. (In other words, there is a mapfirag attributes to each tile the corre-
sponding bitcy ; vertically neighboring tiles must keep the same value eftit.)

e For ak-level macro-tile (of sizék x L) its zone of responsibilitis the sequence & bits «y assigned
to all columns of this macro-tile. Vertically aligned masiles of the same level have the same zone
of responsibility.

e Forsome Kevel macro-tileM there is onalelegated bitthis is a bitey from the zone of responsibility
of this macro-tile. This bit must be known to the “conscioessi of the macro-tile; that is, it must be
presented explicitly on the tape in the computation zonéisfrnacro-tile. For technical reasons, we
decide that the position of the delegatedditin the zone of responsibility dil (this position is an
integer between 0 arid, — 1) is equal to the position (vertical coordinate)\fin its father macro-tile
(see Fig[b). The father is a macro-tile of lekel 1, which consists oNy x Nx macro-tiles of level
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k (thus, the vertical coordinate oflalevel macro-tile in its father ranges over.0 ,Nx — 1). In our
settings,Nx > Lx_1. If a k-level macro-tileM has a vertical coordinate in its father greater thian
thenM does not have a delegated bit.

¢ If a k-level macro-tileM has a delegated bit in its computation zone, it also con&gmeup of bits
to checkthat starts at the delegated bit and has rather small lesgth 16gloglod). If this group of
bits leaves the responsibility zone, we truncate it. Thenbumachine simulated in the computation
zone ofM enumerates the forbidden strings of “too small Kolmogoromplexity” and verifies that
the checked group of bitdoes not contain any of them. This process is bounded by tidespace
allocated to the computation zone ofk-#evel macro-tile.

The last item requires additional comments. Technically,fiw constantsx € (0,1) andc and check that
for every stringx in zones of responsibility of all macro-tild§(x) > a|x| — c. To check this property, a
macro-tile enumerates all string®f complexity less tham |x| — ¢. This enumeration requires infinite time,
though computations in each macro-tile are time-boundexnlveier, this is not a problem since every such
x is checked in macro-tiles of arbitrarily high levels (i.#.x is covered by a macro-tile of levk] then it is
also covered by macro-tiles of all levels greater tRarThus, we guarantee the following property:

For every k-level macro-tile Mk=1,2,...), and for every substring x @b
that is contained in M’s zone of responsibil{fys horizontal projectioly it (%)
holds that Kx) > a|x| —c.

Notice thatk(x) > a|x| — ¢ holds only for stringsc covered by some macro-tile (i.e., strings that belong to
some macro-tile’s zone of responsibility). In “degeneréitangs there can exist an infinite vertical line that
is a border line for macro-tiles @l levels (see Fid.]6). A stringthat intersects this line is not covered by
any macro-tile of any level. Hences)(does not guarantee for such a strittat its Kolmogorov complexity

is greater thamr|x| — c. However, as we noticed in Section]7.4, the parts of both sides of the boundary
are covered by some macro-tile. Hence, it follows frefthatK (x) > 5 [x| — O(1) = Q(|x|) for all factors

x of the biinfinite stringew.

Thus, we reuse the argument from Secfidbn 7, and it works vvélleire are no errors, but when we
introduce random errors, the old construction is brokededul, vertical columns can be damaged by islands
of errors. Now we need to make an effort to enforce that caplieg consciously kept by different macro-
tiles are coherent (at least for macro-tiles that are nadgslly damaged by local errors). To this end we will
use some checksums, which guarantee that neighbor miasddiep coherent conscious and subconscious
information. We discuss this topic in the next section.

To deal with random errors we use the technique of bi-isldsee Section 914). Our arguments work if
diameters ok-level bi-islands are comparable with the siz&dé&vel macro-tiles. Technically, we sat =
26Ly_1 andfk = 2Lk. (In the following we will see that this choice 6f is important for the error-correcting
procedure;y is set to 1B_1, so that lemmas on bi-islands can be applied.) RecallNpat Q25 and
Lk = No---Nk_1. Note that Lemmds|6 amd 7 can be used with these values of eam, 3. We will also
employ Lemmal withx = O(ay).

13.3 The new construction of the tile set

We take the construction from Sectidn 7 as the starting poidtsuperimpose some new structureg-tevel
macro-tiles. We introduce these supplementary structarssveral steps.
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First step (introducing checksums): Every k-level macro-tileM (in a correct tiling) consists of an
Nk—1 x Nx_1 array of (k— 1)-level macro-tiles; each of theg& — 1)-level macro-tiles may keep one del-
egated bit. Let us take one horizontal row (bits assignedktq macro-tiles of levek — 1) in this two-
dimensional array of sizdl._1 x Nx_1. Denote the corresponding sequence of bitspy...,ny, ,. We
introduce a sort oérasure coddor this string of bits. In other words, we will calculate serohecksums
for this sequence. These checksums should be suitabledosteect all bitsny, ..., nn, , if at most D of
these bits are erase(.e., if we know valueg); for only Nx_1 — D positions); herd > 0 is a constant (to
be fixed later). We want the checksums to be easily computétdee we use again the checksums of the
Reed-Solomon code (discussed in Sedtion 6).

Let us explain this technique in more detail. We take a fingllfi’y of large enough size (greater than
N¢—1+ D). Then, we calculate a polynomial of degree less tan that takes valuegy, ..., ny, , at some
Nk_1 points of the field. Further, we take as checksums the valiiisgoolynomial at some othéd points
from Fy (where all(Nx_1 + D) points of the field are fixed in advance). Two polynomials ajrée less than
Nk_1 can coincide in at mosgiN_1 — 1) points. Hence, iD bits from the sequencgy, ..., NN, , are erased,
we can reconstruct them given the other (nonerasedbigsid the checksums defined above.

These checksums conta@{logNk_1) bits of information. We next discuss how to compute them.

Second step (calculating checksums¥irst, we explain how to compute the checksums, going from
left to right along the sequenap, ..., N\, ,. This can be done in a rather standard way as follows.

Let ny,...,Nn,., be the values of a polynomigi(x) (of degree less thaNy_1) at pointsxy, ..., Xy, ;-
Assume we want to reconstruct all coefficients of this poigiad. We can do this by the following iter-
ative procedure. Far=1,...,Nx_; we calculate polynomialg;(x) andg;(x) (of degree< (i — 1) andi,
respectively) such that

pi(xj)=n; for j=1,...,i
and

Gi(X) = (X=X1) -+ (X=X).
It is easy to see that for eaghpolynomialsp;.; andg; 1 can be computed from polynomigls andg; and
the values< .1 andnj. 1.

If we do not need to know the resulting polynoma= py, , (X) but want to get only the valup(a) at
some particular poird, then we can perform all these calculations modwle a). Thus, to obtain the value
of p(x) atD different points, we run in parall& copies of this process. At each step of the computation we
need to keep in memory oni®(1) elements off, which isO(logNk_1) bits of temporary data (with the
multiplicative constant in thi®(-) notation depending on the value 0.

This calculation can be simulated by a tiling. We embed thleegaure just explained into the com-
putation zones ofk — 1)-level macro-tiles. The partial results of the calculatame transferred from one
(k— 1)-level macro-tile to another one, from the left to the rigint éach row of lengtiNy_1 in a k-level
macro-tile). The final result (for each row) is embedded th conscious information (bits on the tape of
the Turing machine in the computation zone) of the rightnikst 1)-level macro-tile of the row.

To organize these computations, we need to include intoctouns information kept byk — 1)-level
macro-tiles additionaD(logNk_1) bits and add the same number of bits to their macro-color fitd well
our fixed-point construction since zoom factdisgrow fast, and we have enough room in the computation
zone.

Third step (consistency of checksums between macro-tilesyo far, everk-level macro-tile contains
O(Nk-110gNk_1) bits of checksums an@(logNk_1) bits for every row. We want these checksums to be
the same for every two vertical neighbor macro-tiles. Ihisoinvenient to keep the checksums for all rows
only in the rightmost column (since it would create too muetffic in this column if we try to transmit the
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checksums to the neighbor macro-tiles of lek)elSo we propagate the checksums ofitheow in ak-level

macro-tileM (i =1,...,Nx_1) along the entiréth row and along the entiri¢h column ofM. In other words,
these checksums must be “consciously” known tqla# 1)-level macro-tiles in théth row and in theth

column ofM. In Fig.[16 we show the area of propagation of checksums forroaws (theith and thejth

rows).

Figure 16: Propagation of checksums inside of a macro-tile.

On the border of two neighbdelevel macro-tiles (one above another) we check that in eatlmn
i=1...,Nc1 all the corresponding checksums computed in both maas-tibincide. This check is
redundant if there are no errors in the tiling: The checksamescomputed from the delegated bits (which
come from the sequence of biisencoded into tiles of the ground level), so the correspansalues for
all vertically aligned macro-tiles must be equal to eactenthHowever, this redundancy is useful to resist
errors, as we show in the following.

Fourth step (robustification): The features just explained organized in evieevel macro-tile (bit
delegation, computing and propagating checksums, andeatdmputations simulated in the computation
zone of a macro-tile) are simulated by means of bits keptén‘tionsciousness” (i.e., in the computation
zone) of (k— 1)-level macro-tiles. Now we fix some constadtand “robustify” this construction in the
following sense: Eaclik — 1)-level macro-tileM keeps in its consciousness not only “its own” data but
also the bits previously assigned tk— 1)-level macro-tiles from it§C - Lx_1)-neighborhood (i.e., the
(2C+1) x (2C+1) array of(k— 1)-level macro-tiles centered Bt). So, the content of the consciousness
of each macro-tile is multiplied by some constant factorigNkbor macro-tiles check that the data in their
consciousness are coherent.

We choose the constafit so that everyk-level bi-island (which consist of two parts of sizg) and
even they, = O(ay)-neighborhood of everk-level bi-island (where we specify below) can involve only
a small part of theCLy_1)-neighborhood of anyk — 1)-level macro-tile. (Note that here we talk about
neighborhoods, not aboaktended neighborhoods bi-islands defined in Sectidn 9.4.)

This robustification allows us to reconstruct the consciof@mation of ak-level macro-tile and of its
(k—1)-level sons when this macro-tile is damaged by &#evel bi-island (assuming there are no other
errors).

The last remark (the number of bits in the consciousness of a atro-tile): The construction ex-
plained above requires that we put into the computation zafell (k— 1)-level macro-tiles additional
poly(logNk_1) bits of data. (The most substantial part of the data is thermnétion used to compute the
checksums.) Again, this fits our fixed-point constructionéese polylogNk_1) is much less thail,_», so
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we have enough room to keep and process all these data.

The tile setr is thus defined. Since there existsamvith Levin's property, it follows that-tiling exists,
and everyN x N square of such a tiling has Kolmogorov complex@yN). Further, we prove that this
satisfies also statement (3) of Theolerh 14.

13.4 Error-correcting procedure

Denote byt the tile set described in Sectibn 13.3. leet- 0 be small enough. Lemniall2 says th&.a
random set with probability 1 is bi-sparse. Now we assumeBha Z? is a bi-sparse set (for the chosen
values ofa; and3), andT is at-tiling of Z?\ E. Further, we explain how to correct errors and conVert
into a tiling T’ of the entire plane (wher&’ should be close td).

We follow the usual strategy. The detis bi-sparse; that is, it can be represented as a union @itézbl
bi-islands of different ranks. We correct them one by oratisig from bi-islands of low ranks. To prove
that the correction procedure converges, we need to exptanstep of this process: how to correct one
bi-island S of rankk assuming that it is well isolated, i.e., in tfig-neighborhood of this bi-island there are
no other (still noncorrected) errors.

Let us recall that &-level bi-islandSis a union of two “clusters’s, Si; the diameters of botf andS
are at mostry = O(Lx_1). Hence the cluster§ andS; touch onlyO(1) macro-tiles of levelk— 1). The
distance betwee§, andS; is at mostBy, and theB-neighborhood ofis free of other bi-islands of rark
and higher (so we can assume that flaeneighborhood ofis already cleaned of errors). Our correction
procedure aroun8will involve only points in the extendeg-neighborhood of wherey = 2ay.

Let M be one ok-level macro-tiles intersecting the extendgeheighborhood of th&-level bi-islandS.
Basically, we need to reconstruct étl— 1)-level macro-tiles iV destroyed bys. First, we will reconstruct
the conscious information in alk — 1)-level macro-tiles irM. This is enough to get all bits @b from the
“zone of responsibility” oM. Then, we will reconstruct in a consistent wayralevel macro-tiles insidé/
for all n < k.

Thus, we start with reconstructing the consciousness dfkal 1)-level macro-tilesM’ in M. First,
we recall that the consciousness (the content of the coriputzone) of everyk — 1)-level macro-tileM’
consists of several groups of bits (cf. the outline of thestruction in Section 1312, p. #1):

[A] the binary representation of the numlié&r— 1) and coordinates (integers from the range QNy_1 —
1) of M’ in the father macro-tilé;

[B] the bits used to simulate a Turing machine on the commrtatone ofM and the bits used to imple-
ment “wires” of M;

[C] the bit (from the sequenc®) delegated tdv’;
[D] the bit (from w) delegated tov;

[E] the bits used to calculate and communicate the checksontise corresponding row dk — 1)-level
macro-tiles inM; and

[F] agroup of bits to check from the zone of responsibilitMif these bits are checked by the macro-tile:
M’ checks on its computation zone that this “group of bits tockheloes not contain any factor of
low Kolmogorov complexity.
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Bits of field [A] in a small isolated group ofk — 1)-level macro-tiles are trivially reconstructed from the
surrounding macro-tiles of the same level. Fields [B], [[0]l, and [E] can be reconstructed because of the
robustification on the level ofk — 1)-level macro-tiles. (We organized the robustification oa lével of
(k — 1)-level macro-tiles in such a way that we are able to recoasthese fields for an€ x C group of
missing or corruptk — 1)-level macro-tiles.) So far the correcting procedure foiche exactly the same
steps as in Sectidn 111.

To reconstruct fields [F] ofk — 1)-level macro-tiles inM, we need to reconstruct all bits of from
the zone of responsibility df1. We can extract these bits from the neighkeevel tiles above or below
M. (Recall that bi-islands touches onlyO(1) k-level macro-tiles, and there is a “healthy” zonekekvel
macro-tiles around them.) However, a problem remains sirecare not sure that the bits aboveM, below
M, and insideM are consistent. Now we show that this consistency is gusedrty checksums.

Denote byM, andMy the k-level macro-tiles just above and bel@vSince the distance betwe&and
otherk-level bi-islands is greater thaBy = 2Ly, we know thatM, andMy must be free of errors (where we
assume that errors of ranks less thaare already corrected). See Higl 17. In what follows, outamaiions
refer to Fig[ 1V, where bi-islanfl touches only oné-level macro-tile; ifStouches severd-level macro-
tiles, substantially the same arguments work. It is enoagitdve that the bitsy assigned to corresponding
columns ofM, and inMq are equal to each other.

macro-tileM,, without errors

1 macro-tileM with an error bi-island

macro-tileMy without errors

Figure 17: Bi-island of errors in a macro-tile.

The macro-tilesvly, andMy are error free; therefore, the sequences,obits «y corresponding to the
vertical lines intersecting thesglevel macro-tiles are well defined. Since there are no gritbe conscious
information (including checksums) in all macro-tiles dflalels insideM, andMg is consistent with these
bit sequences. So, the bits assigned to the vertical columns are correctly detzhtd the corresponding
(k—1)-level macro-tiles insid®1, andMy. However, itis not evident that the sequencekdiits embedded
in My, andMy are equal to each other.

In fact, it is easy to see that bit sequencesNrand My coincide with each other at most positions.
They must be equal for all columns (from the range QLy — 1) that do not intersect bi-islang (i.e., in
nondamaged columns of tiles on the ground level, the assibitew correctly spread though macro-tiles
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My, M, andMy). Hence, the bits delegated to the corresponding 1)-level macro-tiles irvi, andMy are
equal to each other, except for oril— 1)-level macro-tiles in the “gray zone” of Fig. 117, which contthe
(k—1)-level macro-tiles involved in the correction 8fand all vertical stripes touching the involved sites.
(The width of this gray stripe is onl®(1) macro-tiles of levelk — 1).) Hence, fori =0,...,(Nk-1 — 1),

in theith rows of (k— 1)-level macro-tiles irM, andMy, the sequences of delegated bits are equal to each
other except possibly for oni(1) bits (delegated tok — 1)-level macro-tiles in the “gray zone”).

The robustness property guarantees that all checksumsoaeetty transmitted througM. Hence,
checksums for corresponding rowshify and inMyq must be equal to each other.

Thus, for every two corresponding rows(&— 1)-level macro-tiles irM, and inMgy we know that (a) all
exceptO(1) delegated bits in the corresponding positions are equaldb ether and (b) the checksums are
equal to each other. From the property of our erasure coddatfs that in factall delegated bits in these
rows are equal to each other (with evétty bit in M, being equal to théh bit in My). Therefore, all bitsy
in My andMq are the same (on the ground level). We can use these bitsdosteact subconsciousness of
M and get a consistent tiling idl.

We are almost done. Bi-islarfflis corrected; we reconstructed conscious information Herktlevel
macro-tileM and for all its(k — 1)-level sons. Now we can reconstruct fields [F] in the damadied1)-
level macro-tiles insidé. This is simple to do. We just take the corresponding &jtérom the zone of
responsibility (shared by, My, andMg). It remains only to explain why the checking procedure duss
fail for these groups of bits (i.e(k— 1)-level macro-tiles do not discover in these bit strings amwtdrs of
low Kolmogorov complexity). But this is true because mattes of levels(k— 1) (and also belowk — 1))
insideM apply exactly all the same checks to exactly the same grolubisocy as the macro-tiles in the
corresponding positions ikl, andMg. Since there is no errors i, and My, these computations do not
lead to a contradiction.

Let us inspect again the correction procedure just expdiaiwe should notice which tiles are involved in
the error-correcting process around bi-isl&hdn the (k— 1)-level macro-tiles outside the “gray zone” we
change nothing. Moreover, not all the gray zone needs to aeged—only the part between two clusters
of S(and their small neighborhoods) is affected. Indeed, itilad of M that are abové& the assigned bits
w are the same as in the corresponding columrid gfin the tiles ofM that are belows the assigned bits
w are the same as in the corresponding columnglof Hence, there is no need to correct “subconscious
information” of (k — 1)-level macro-tiles that are above or bel@vOnly the area between two clusters of
Srequires corrections. More precisely, the area involvethécorrecting procedure is inside the extended
neighborhood of. (In fact, this argument is the motivation of our definitiohestended neighborhood.)

Thus, we have proven that this step-by-step correctinggghare eliminates all bi-islands of errors and
only extended-neighborhoods df-level bi-islands are involved in this process. Now Thedfeh{part 3)
follows from Lemmd.8. It remains only to prove part 4 of thedtem. We do this in the next section.

13.5 Levin’s property for w embedded into a(t, E)-tiling

It remains to prove part (4) of Theordml14. In the previoudiseave proved that if the set of erroEsis
bi-sparse, then é&r,E)-tiling T can be converted into &tiling T’ of the entire plane, and the difference
betweenT andT’ is covered by extendeg neighbors ok-level bi-islands fronE (k= 0,1,...). Now we
want to show that, in the initial tiling , the Kolmogorov complexity of centered squares of §ize N was
Q(N).

Fix a pointO. SinceE is bi-sparseQ is covered byBg-neighborhoods of only finitely many bi-islands.
Hence, for large enough, the A x A squareQa centered a0 intersects extendeg-neighborhoods ok-
level bi-islands only ifx < A. (If the extendedk-neighborhood of some bi-island interse@gandfy > A,

a7



thenfB« — i > A/2 andO is covered by thg-neighborhood of this bi-island.) Therefore, to reconstiif
in Qa it is enough to correct there all bi-islands of bounded leyslich thap < A).

To reconstrucfl’ in Qa we need to know the original tilind in Qx and some neighborhood around
it (i.e., in some centere®(A) x O(A) squareQyu, which is only greater tha@, by a constant factor).
Indeed, given the tiling restricted orQu, we can locally correct there bi-islands of level2,1. .k (such
that B« < A) one by one. Correcting a bi-island of errors@a: we obtain the same results as in the error-
correcting procedure on the entire plafunless this bi-island is too close to the bordeiQf (and the
local correction procedure should involve informationsid¢ Qu). Thus, we can reconstrug@t-tiling not
in the entireQu but in points that are far enough from the border of this sgjudi\’ = cA for large enough
c, thenQyu provides enough information to reconstriétin Qa.

We know that Kolmogorov complexity of error-free tiling in Qa is Q(A). Therefore, the Kolmogorov
complexity of the originalT-tiling in the greater squar®, is alsoQ(A). Sinced’ is only greater thar
by a constant factor, we get that the Kolmogorov complexitshe (1, E)-tiling T restricted to the centered
(A" x A") square iQ(4A).

Theoreni 14 is proven.
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