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SPARSE REGULAR SUBSETS OF THE REALS

JASON BELL AND ALEXI BLOCK GORMAN

Abstract. This paper concerns the expansion of the real ordered additive group by a predicate
for a subset of [0, 1] whose base-r representations are recognized by a Büchi automaton. In the case
that this predicate is closed, a dichotomy is established for when this expansion is interdefinable
with the structure (R, <,+, 0, r−N) for some r ∈ N>1. In the case that the closure of the predicate
has Hausdorff dimension less than 1, the dichotomy further characterizes these expansions of (R, <
,+, 0, 1) by when they have NIP and NTP2, which is precisely when the closure of the predicate
has Hausdorff dimension 0.

1. Introduction

This paper concerns how geometric and model-theoretic notions of tameness interact for expan-
sions of the real ordered additive group by a subset of [0, 1] that is r-regular. Notions from the
theory of finite automata are adapted to the real additive group setting, and used to establish a
partial tameness dividing line for these expansions. Key tools include examining the interactions
of automaton-theoretic properties and topological properties of subsets of the real numbers.

A finite automaton is a machine with finitely many states, some subset of which are called
accepting states, with the remaining states being called rejecting states. The machine takes finite-
length strings over a fixed finite alphabet Σ as input, and, beginning at a fixed starting state, it
moves from state to state based upon simple transition rules as it reads the string from left-to-right.
The machine then either accepts or rejects a string depending upon whether or not it arrives in an
accepting state after it has finished reading the word.

Büchi automata differ from classical finite automata in that they take infinite-length strings
over Σ as input. This is accomplished by taking a finite automaton and imposing the acceptance
condition that an infinite string w ∈ Σω is accepted precisely if a run of the automaton on w enters
an accept state infinitely often. For both kinds of automata, we say that an automaton recognizes
a set X (either a subset of Σ∗ or, if it is a Büchi automaton, a subset of Σω) if every element of X is
accepted by the automaton, and no element of Xc (the complement) is accepted. Büchi automata
have long been an important object of study in logic, combinatorics on words, and theoretical
computer science. Much of the context for the results of this paper and many of the connections
between Büchi automata and topological phenomena on the reals come from [CLR15].

We borrow the notion of “sparse” sets recognized by automata. These sets arise naturally in
many contexts, including: Derksen’s [Der07] extension of the Skolem-Mahler-Lech theorem on zero
sets of linear recurrences to positive characteristic base fields; the isotrivial case of the Mordell-Lang
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2 JASON BELL AND ALEXI BLOCK GORMAN

conjecture [BGM20, BM19]; the characterization of which k-automatic sets S ⊆ N form an additive
basis for the natural numbers [BHS18]; Kedlaya’s description of the algebraic closure of function
fields in positive characteristic [Ked06], [Ked17]; as well, as other uses in theoretical computer
science [GKRS10, IR86, Tro81].

We introduce a natural analog for sparsity in the setting of Büchi automata, one which we
demonstrate is useful in the setting of real r-regular sets. Among other things, the notion of sparsity
for Büchi automata allows for the development of a definability dividing line simultaneously in terms
of fractal dimension and model-theoretic notions.

To state this result formally requires first defining what it means for a subset of [0, 1] ⊆ R to
be r-regular. Below, let r ∈ N be greater than one, and set [r] := {0, . . . , r − 1}. We also let [r]ω

denote the set of all functions from the ordinal ω to the set [r].

Definition 1.1. Say that A ⊆ [0, 1] is r-regular if there is a Büchi automaton A with alphabet
{0, . . . , r − 1} that recognizes a set L ⊆ {0, . . . , r − 1}ω such that (wi)i<ω ∈ L if and only if there
is x ∈ A such that

x =

∞
∑

i=0

wi

ri+1
.

Moreover, if this holds say that A recognizes A.

Definition 1.2. Say that A ⊆ [0, 1] is r-sparse if it is r-regular and whenever A is an automaton
that recognizes A, the set of strings in {0, . . . , r−1}n with an infinite prolongation that is accepted
by A grows at most polynomially in n.

It is not hard to show that in Definition 1.2, if one automaton recognizing the set A has the
property that the set of strings that have an infinite prolongation that is accepted by the automaton
grows polynomially, then this holds for all automata recognizing A.

Recall that in [vdD85], van den Dries proves that the expansion of both the real additive group
and the reals as an ordered field by a predicate for 2Z has desirable tameness properties, including
d-minimality (see [Mi05] for an introduction to the notion) and decidability. The results of [vdD85]
and the following interdefinability result imply many desirable properties hold for the expansion
RA of (R, <,+, 0, 1) by a predicate A that picks out an r-sparse subset of [0, 1]. Below, set RA :=
(R, <,+, 0, 1, A), and set Rr,ℓ := (R, <,+, 0, 1, r−ℓN).

Theorem 1 (Corollary 3.10). Let r > 1 be a natural number, and suppose A ⊆ [0, 1] is r-sparse.
Then there exists ℓ ∈ N such that A is ∅-definable in Rr,ℓ, and the set r−ℓN is ∅-definable in RA.

Recall that X ⊆ Rd is called a Cantor set if it is compact, has no isolated points, and no interior.
From d-minimality, we can conclude that for an r-sparse set A the structure RA does not define
a Cantor set. Theorem 1, in conjunction with the following result, gives us a characterization of
what kind of definable sets show up in expansions of the real ordered additive group by a predicate
for an r-regular subset of [0, 1]. Below, for X ⊆ R let dH(X) denote the Hausdorff dimension of X.

Theorem 2 (Theorem 4.5). If A is a closed r-regular subset of [0, 1] such that 0 < dH(A) < 1,
then there is a Cantor set definable in RA.

Theorem 2 demonstrates the connection of fractal dimension, namely Hausdorff dimension, to
definability of a more “pathological” set, in this case a Cantor set. What makes a Cantor set
“pathological” in this setting is that work of Hieronymi and Walsberg in [HW19] shows that the
expansion of (R, <,+, 0) by a Cantor set is not model-theoretically tame.
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A couple notions of Shelah-style tameness in the context of model theory include NIP (also
known as not the independence property) and NTP2 (also known as not the tree property of the
second kind). These notions correspond to combinatorial properties of formulas modulo a specific
theory, or of the sets definable in the models of a given theory. The property NIP for formulas
corresponds to finiteness of V-C dimension, a notion of interest to some computer scientists. For
definitions of NIP and NTP2, see [Sim15].

Let πi : R
n → R denote the projection of ~x ∈ Rn onto the i-th coordinate. Connecting the work

of Hieronymi and Walsberg with Theorem 2, we obtain a theorem that solidifies the notion that
for these structures, tameness in the model-theoretic sense and tameness in the sense of fractal
geometry completely coincide.

Theorem 3 (Theorem 4.6). For A ⊆ [0, 1]d an r-regular set such that dH(πi(A)) < 1 for all i ∈ [d],
the following are equivalent:

(1) A is r-sparse;

(2) dH(πi(A)) = 0 for all i ∈ [d];
(3) RA is d-minimal;
(4) The theory of RA has NIP;
(5) The theory of RA has NTP2.

Note that in this final theorem, we have dropped the assumption that A is closed, illustrating
how well the topological closures of these r-regular sets reflect or control the behavior of even the
non-closed r-regular sets.

Acknowledgements

We thank Rahim Moosa and Christa Hawthorne for many valuable contributions to this project
and for many helpful comments. Many thanks also to Philipp Hieronymi for his insightful comments
and suggestions.

1.1. Background on automata theory. Throughout this paper, all terminology, notation, and
definitions relating to model theory are drawn from [M02], unless stated otherwise. In recent years,
there have been new applications of automata theory to the model theory of tame structures. Uses of
finite automata in recent works of model theorists include the introduction of F -sets by Moosa and
Scanlon in [MS02] and [MS04] with applications to isotrivial Mordell-Lang in positive chracteristic,
which were shown to be recognized by finite automata in a particular sense by Bell and Moosa in
[BM19]. Other applications include tameness results, namely stability, of the expansion of (Z,+) by
a predicate for a subset of Z recognized by an automaton with a specific form of alphabet [Haw20].

The connections between model theory and automata theory have inspired the work in this
paper centered around expansions of the real ordered additive group by sets recognized by Büchi
automata. Recent work in this area includes chracterizing continuous functions in expansion of
the real additive group by sets recognized by Büchi automata; in [BG et al.20], the authors show
that a continuous real-valued function on a closed interval whose graph is recognized by a Büchi
automaton must be locally affine.

As is standard, if X is a set, then Xω denotes the set of all sequences of elements of X indexed by
ω, or equivalently all functions from the ordinal ω to the set X. The following facts and definitions
about finite automata can all be found in [Sip13]. A finite automaton is a 5-tuple (Q,Σ, δ, q0, F )
such that:

• Q is a finite set of states,
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• Σ is a finite alphabet,
• δ : Q×Σ → Q is a transition function, or rather partial function; (qi, α) 7→ qj or (qi, α) 7→ ∅,
• q0 is the initial state,
• F ⊆ Q is the set of accept states (also called final states).

If A is a finite automaton and w = σ1 . . . σn is a finite string generated from Σ, i.e. σi ∈ Σ for each
i ≤ n, then a run of A on w is a sequence of states q0 . . . qn where each qi is a state in A, the state
q0 is the start state, and for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n we have δ(qi−1, σi) = qi. Say that a finite automaton
A accepts a finite string w generated from Σ precisely if a run of A on w terminates in an accept
state, i.e. a state in F .

The definition above is of a deterministic finite automaton. We can generalize this definition to
nondeterministic finite automata by changing δ from a partial function δ : Q × Σ → Q to a full
function onQ×Σ that takes values in P(Q), the powerset of Q. In other words, we allow δ : Q×Σ →
P(Q) for the transition function. The notion of a “run” is adapted accordingly. Conveniently, for
finite automata the class of deterministic finite automata and the class of nondeterministic finite
automata are equivalent, in the sense that for each non-deterministic finite automaton there is a
deterministic one that accepts precisely the same words, and vice versa.

For any finite alphabet Σ, let Σ∗ denote all finite length strings Σ generates. Given any set X of
finite length strings, let X∗ = {x1x2 . . . xn : xi ∈ X,n ∈ N}, where xixj denotes the concatenation
of xi by xj on right. We call X∗ the Kleene star of X. Call any subset L ⊆ Σ∗ a language. Say that
automaton A recognizes L if for all w ∈ Σ∗, A accepts w if and only if w ∈ L. Regular languages,
the subsets of Σ∗ recognized by some finite automaton, are closed under complementation, taking
finite unions and intersections, concatenation, and the Kleene star operation.

We will often conflate regular languages with what are called regular expressions. Regular ex-
pressions of a finite alphabet Σ are a class of strings generated from Σ via union, concatenation,
and Kleene star. In other words, the regular expressions on Σ include the empty set ∅, the empty
string ε, and each character σ ∈ Σ, as well as all expressions one can generate by starting with those
symbols and iteratively applying the operations union, concatenation, and Kleene star. For more
details on finite-state automata, regular languages, and regular expressions, we refer the reader to
[AS03].

Büchi automata are still given by 5-tuples of the form (Q,Σ, δ, q0, F ) as defined above, the
difference is that their inputs are strings from Σω = {(σi)i∈ω : σi ∈ Σ} rather than Σ∗, and the
acceptance condition differs. We define a run of a Büchi automaton A on an element w ∈ Σω in an
analogous manner; a run of A on w is a sequence of states (qi)i<α where α ∈ ω∪{ω} and each qi is
a state in A, the state q1 is the start state q0, and for each i < α we have δ(qi, σi) = qi+1. We say
that a Büchi automaton A accepts a string w ∈ Σω precisely if a run of A on w includes an accept
state infinitely often. Note that in the definition of a run for Büchi automata, if α < ω, then the
string w cannot be accepted, since the run terminates despite w being an infinite string.

Since for Büchi automata the alphabet Σ is still a finite set, the languages that Büchi automata
recognize can all be viewed as subsets of a Cantor space, namely the space {0, . . . , n−1}ω if |Σ| = n.
Now we can restate Definition 1.1 more clearly, and for subsets of [0, 1]m. Set [r] := {0, . . . , r−1}, so
that ([r]m)ω = {{0, . . . , r−1}m}ω. For (x1, . . . , xm) ⊆ [0, 1]m, say that (w1,i, . . . , wm,i)i<ω ∈ ([r]m)ω

is an r-representation of (x1, . . . , xm) if for each j ≤ m the following holds:

xj =

∞
∑

i=0

wj,i

ri+1
.



SPARSE REGULAR SUBSETS OF THE REALS 5

Definition 1.3. For m, r ∈ N>0 with r > 1, say that X ⊆ [0, 1]m is r-regular if there is a Büchi
automaton A such that the following holds:

(1) for each w ∈ ([r]m)ω, if w is not an r-representation for any x ∈ X, then A does not accept
w;

(2) for each x ∈ X, there exists a w ∈ ([r]m)ω such that w is an r-representation of x and A
accepts w.

If such an A exists, say that A recognizes X.

Note that unlike with finite automata, reversing the accept and non-accept states of a Büchi
automaton does not yield an automaton that recognizes the complement of the language that the
original automaton recognized. Just as there is a correspondence between finite automata and
regular languages, there is an analogous correspondence between Büchi automata and regular ω-
languages. Call any set L ⊆ Σω an ω-language. Say that the Büchi automaton A recognizes L if
for all w ∈ Σω, A accepts w if and only if w ∈ L. Say that L ⊆ Σω is a regular ω-language if there
is a Büchi automaton that recognizes L. It is again true, though less easy to show, that regular
ω-languages are closed under the boolean operations union, intersection, and complementation.
Suppose that V ⊆ Σ∗ is a regular language and L ⊆ Σω is a regular ω-language. Then the folowing
are regular ω-languages as well:

• V L = {vw ∈ Σω : v ∈ V,w ∈ L},
• V ω = {v1v2v3 . . . ∈ Σω : vi ∈ V }.

There is an important theorem of Büchi’s that makes working with regular ω-languages signifi-
cantly easier. We will use the following theorem frequently in this paper without direct reference.

Theorem 1.4 ([Büc62]). For every L ⊆ Σω recognized by a Büchi automaton, there are regular
languages V1, . . . , Vk,W1, . . . ,Wk ∈ Σ∗ such that

L =
k
⋃

i=1

ViW
ω
i .

This theorem allows us to understand what regular ω-languages look like in terms of regular lan-
guages on the same alphabet. We can define regular ω-expressions analogously to regular expres-
sions, though by the above theorem every regular ω-expression is equivalent to one of the form

v1w
ω
1 ∪ · · · ∪ vnw

ω
n

where v1, . . . vn, w1, . . . , wn are each regular expressions generated from Σ, and wω
i is the infinitary

version of Kleene star.

Definition 1.5. Suppose that A is a Büchi automaton.

(1) For states p and q in an automaton, say q is accessible from p if there exists a run of some
non-trivial word from p to q.

(2) Say that A is weak if for any states p and q in A, whenever p and q are accessible to and
from each other, then one is an accept state precisely if the other is an accept state.

(3) Say that A is trim if each state is accessible from the start state and some accept state is
accessible from each state (via a nontrivial path).

(4) If A is trim, say that A is closed if every state is an accept state.
(5) Let A be the automaton resulting from making every state of A accepting.

Fact 1.6 ([CLR15, Remark 59]). If the set X ⊆ [0, 1] is recognized by a Büchi automaton A, then
its closure in the order topology X is recognized by A.
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Some of the earliest connections made between Büchi automata and model theory come from
the work of Boigelot, Rassart, and Wolper in [BRW98]. In that extended abstract, the authors
introduce the following ternary predicate.

Definition 1.7. Let Vr(x, u, k) be a ternary predicate on R that holds precisely if u = r−n for
some n ∈ N>0 and the n-th digit of a base-r representation of x is k.

By examining the expansion of the real ordered additive group by this predicate, they prove the
following definability result.

Theorem 1.8 ([BRW98]). A subset X ⊆ [0, 1]n is r-regular if and only if X is ∅-definable in
(R, <, 0,+, Vr).

This theorem has given rise to many further applications of automata theory to model theory.

1.2. Background on fractal dimensions. Finally, we will recall the definitions of Hausdorff
measure and Hausdorff dimension for subsets of R. For X ⊆ R and ε > 0, let Bε be the collection
of all countable covers of X by closed intervals of diameter at most ε. We let Diam(U) ∈ R ∪ {∞}
denote the diameter of U ⊆ R. Define Hausdorff s-measure of X ⊆ R as follows:

µsH(X) = lim
ε→0

inf
B∈Bε

{

∞
∑

i=1

(DiamUi)
s : Ui ∈ B

}

.

The Hausdorff dimension of X is written dH(X), and is the unique s ∈ R≥0 such that if s′ > s,

then µs
′

H(X) = 0 and if s′ < s, then µs
′

H(X) = ∞. Note that it is quite possible that µsH(X) = 0,
and it is possible that s = 0 (indeed, if X is a single point, then dH(X) = 0). If X ⊆ Rn, the
Lebesgue measure of X is positive and finite if and only if µnH(X) is positive and finite. Thus it is
not possible that µsH(X) = ∞ for all s > 0.

Hausdorff dimension behaves well with respect to subsets and unions, as shown by this fact:

Fact 1.9 ([Fal03]). Let X, Y , and (Yi)i<ω be subsets of R.

(1) If X ⊆ Y , then dH(X) ≤ dH(Y ).
(2) If X = Y1 ∪ Y2, then dH(X) = max(dH(Y1), dH (Y2)).
(3) If X =

⋃

i<ω Yi, then dH(X) = maxi<ω{dH(Yi)}.

1.3. Background on S-unit theory. In this brief section we give an overview of the theory of S-
unit equations. Specifically, we require a quantitative version of a result due to Evertse, Schlickewei
and Schmidt (see [ESS02, Theorem 1.1] and also [EG15, Theorem 6.1.3]).

Definition 1.10. Let L be a field and let a1, . . . , am ∈ L be nonzero elements of L. Then a solution
x1, . . . , xm ∈ L to the equation

a1x1 + · · ·+ amxm = 1

is called nondegenerate if the left side has no non-trivial vanishing subsums; i.e., if
∑

i∈I

aixi 6= 0 for

each non-empty subset I of {1, . . . ,m}. In general, we will say a sum
∑m

i=1 xi is nondegenerate if
it has no non-trivial vanishing subsums.

The following theorem is usually referred as the S-unit theorem.

Theorem 1.11. Let L be a field of characteristic zero, let a1, . . . , am be nonzero elements of L,
and let H ⊂ (L×)m be a finitely generated multiplicative group. Then there are only finitely many
nondegenerate solutions (y1, . . . , ym) ∈ H to the equation a1y1 + · · · + amym = 1.
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(See Theorem 6.1.3 in [EG15]—although this theorem is only stated for m ≥ 2, the case m = 1
is immediate.)

To show that sparse k- and ℓ-regular sets have finite intersection when k and ℓ are multiplicatively
independent, we will also use the following thoerem of Evertse, Schlickewei, and Schmidt (2002)
(see [EG15, Theorem 6.1.3]).

Theorem 1.12. Let K be a field of characteristic zero, let n ≥ 2, r ≥ 1, let Γ ≤ K∗ be a finitely
generated subgroup of rank r, and let a1, . . . , an be nonzero elements of K. Then the number of
nondegenerate solutions to

a1x1 + · · ·+ anxn = 1

with (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Γn is at most exp((6n)3n(r + 1)).

2. Preliminaries on sparsity

Let r ∈ N>1, and set [r] := {0, 1, . . . , r − 1} for the remainder of this paper. Note that we will
often switch between elements of [0, 1] and their r-representations, and may sometimes say that an
automaton A accepts the r-representation of x ∈ [0, 1]. For the countable subset of [0, 1] whose
elements have multiple (i.e. exactly two) r-representations, we mean that A accepts at least one of
the r-representations of x. For ease of switching between x and its r-representation, we will define
a valuation for elements of [r]ω.

Definition 2.1. Define νr : [r]
ω → [0, 1] by:

νr(w) =
∞
∑

i=0

wi

ri+1

where w = w0w1w2 . . . with wi ∈ [r] for each i ∈ N.

Note that the equivalence relation v ≡ w ⇐⇒ νr(v) = νr(w) is not only a finite equivalence
relation, but moreover each equivalence class has size at most two. As noted above, only countably
many elements in [r]ω are not the unique element of their νr-equivalence class. For L ⊆ [r]ω an
ω-language, we set νr(L) := {νr(w) : w ∈ L}. If L ⊆ ([r]m)ω, set

νr(L) := {(νr(w1), . . . νr(wm)) : w1, . . . , wm ∈ [r]ω, (w1,i, . . . , wm,i)i<ω ∈ L}.

We can now expand Definition 1.2 to languages in ([r]m)ω.

Definition 2.2. Say that L ⊆ ([r]m)ω is sparse if it is regular (as an ω-language) and the set of
length-n prefixes of the elements of L grows at most polynomially in n.

Say that X ⊆ [0, 1] is r-sparse if X = νr(L) for some sparse L ⊆ ([r]m)ω, and say that a Büchi
automaton is sparse if the language that it recognizes is sparse.

There is a dichotomy for the set of length-n prefixes of an r-regular ω-language: either the set
of length-n prefixes grows polynomially in n, or it grows exponentially in n (see Remark 2.5).

For any word w = (s1, . . . , sd) ∈ ([r]m)∗, where sj ∈ [r]∗ for each j ≤ d, say that w is a uniform
word if |s1| = |s2| = · · · = |sd|; i.e., the length of each coordinate word sj is the same for all j ≤ d.
Suppose L ⊆ ([r]m)ω is r-regular. We will see that a characterization of sparseness in [BM19]
implies that if L is sparse, then L is a finite union of sets of the following form:

(1) u1v
∗
1u2v

∗
2 . . . ud−1v

∗
d−1udv

ω
d

where ui and vi are all uniform words in ([r]m)∗ for all i ≤ d, and v1, . . . , vd are non-empty
strings. If L is sparse and a union of n sets of form (1), let WL := {u1,1, v1,1, . . . , um,d, vm,d} be the
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words in ([r]m)∗ as specified below (1) that witness this. Let ℓL be the least common multiple of
{|w| : w ∈WL}.

By Theorem 1.4, L is a finite union of sets of the form ViW
ω
i where Vi,Wi ⊆ ([r]m)∗, so we can

reduce to showing that if one such VW ω is not of the form (1), then the set of length n prefixes of
L grows exponentially in n. We will sometimes call these ViW

ω
i subsets of L the V-W components

of L.

Proposition 2.3. A language L ⊆ ([r]m)ω is sparse if and only if L is a finite union of sets of the
form

u1v
∗
1u2v

∗
2 . . . v

∗
d−1udv

ω
d

where the ui and vi are all uniform words in ([r]m)∗ for i ≤ d, and v1, . . . , vd are non-empty strings.

Proof. For the forward direction, we prove the contrapositive, namely that if L is not a finite union
of sets of the form u1v

∗
1u2v

∗
2 . . . v

∗
d−1udv

ω
d , then the set of length n prefixes of L grows exponentially

in n.

First, for any finite Σ, we observe that if a, b ∈ Σ∗ and {a, b}∗ contains at most one word of length
k for each k ∈ N, then ab = ba. So by Corollary 6.2.5 in [Lot02], we conclude that {a, b}∗ ⊆ c∗ for
some word c ∈ Σ∗. We consider one of the V-W components of L, say VW ω, and fix this component
for the remainder of the proof. Note that if V is not of the form u1v

∗
1u2v

∗
2 . . . v

∗
d−1udv

∗
d, then by the

characterization of sparseness in [BM19] for subsets of ([r]m)∗, the length n prefixes of V will grow
exponentially in n, and hence so too will the length n prefixes of L. If V is of the above form, but
W is not generated by a single word, i.e. W ∗ contains more than one word of length k for some
k ∈ N, call them a and b, then for some v ∈ V the set of words of the form v{a, b}ω is contained in
VW ω, and the length n prefixes of these words are the same as those of v{a, b}∗, whose length n
prefixes grow exponentially with respect to n, as shown in [BM19].

For the backwards direction, if L is a finite union of sets of the form u1v
∗
1u2v

∗
2 . . . v

∗
d−1udv

ω
d ,

then the length n prefixes are the same as those of u1v
∗
1u2v

∗
2 . . . v

∗
d−1udv

∗
d, which by [BM19] grow

polynomially in n, as desired. �

Assuming the automata for our regular sets are trim, the closure of the automaton accepts the
closure of the regular set. For r-sparse subsets of [0, 1]m, we will see that the closures of these sets
are finite unions of sets of this form:

νr(u1v
∗
1 . . . unv

ω
n) ∪ νr(u1v

∗
1 . . . un−1v

ω
n−1) ∪ · · · ∪ νr(u1v

ω
1 ).

For the remainder of this section, we restrict our attention to the set of closed r-regular subsets
of [0, 1]m. The characterization of non-sparse regular languages from [BM19] implies that if X ⊆
[0, 1]m is closed but not r-sparse, thenX contains a set of the form Y = νr(u{a, b}

ω), i.e., a translate
of a Cantor set. It is not clear a priori that Y is definable in the language of ordered additive
groups expanded by a predicate for X.

The following lemma will be crucial for a subsequent characterization of expansions of the real
ordered additive group by a predicate for an r-regular set, among other things.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that X is a closed r-regular subset of [0, 1]m. The following are equivalent:

(1) X is r-sparse;
(2) X ⊆ Qm;
(3) X is countable;
(4) the set of accumulation points of X is countable.
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Proof. Let L ⊆ ([r]m)ω be such that νr(L) = X. For (1) =⇒ (2), we observe that since X is
r-sparse, by Proposition 2.3 it is a finite union of sets of the form νr(u1v

∗
1 . . . unv

ω
n ). Hence each

element of L is tail-equivalent to one of finitely many sequences of the form vωn . Recall that an
r-representation of a real number is eventually periodic if and only if that number is rational. Since
vωn is by construction a periodic r-representation, anything element of ([r]m)ω that is tail-equivalent
to it is eventually periodic as well, and thus in Qm.

It is obvious that (2) =⇒ (3). For (3) =⇒ (4), since X is closed, it contains all of its accumulation
points. So as a subset of a countable set the accumulation points of X are countable as well. Finally,
for (4) =⇒ (1), if the set of accumulation points of X is countable, then there is no subset of L of
the form νr(u{a, b}

∗wvω) with a, b, u, v, w ∈ ([r]m)∗ and |a| = |b| but a 6= b. If there were, the set
νr(u{a, b}

ω) would all be accumulation points of X. So we deduce by Proposition 2.3 that X is
r-sparse.

�

Remark 2.5. As a corollary of Lemma 2.4, it is immediate that for any r-regular ω-language
L ⊆ ([r]m)ω, either the size of the set of length-n prefixes of words in L eventually is bounded by
a polynomial in n, or eventually grows exponentially.

Fact 2.6 ([CHM02]). If there is a V-W set X contained in [0, 1] such that W contains two distinct
words of the same length, then d ·X := X +X + · · ·+X contains a closed interval [a, b] with b > a
for some d.

The above fact means that there is another characterization of sparseness: a closed r-regular
subset X of [0,1] is sparse if and only if there is some d = d(X) ≥ 1 such that

d ·X := {x1 + · · ·+ xd : x1, . . . , xd ∈ X}

contains an interval [a, b] with b > a.

Finally, we establish the connection between Hausdorff dimension and closed, r-sparse subsets
of [0, 1]m.

Lemma 2.7. If X is a closed regular subset of [0, 1]m, then X is r-sparse if and only if dH(πi(X)) =
0 for all i ≤ m.

Proof. Suppose that X ⊆ [0, 1]m is recognized by the automaton A. First suppose that the set
of words that A accepts includes some of the form u{a, b}∗wvω with a 6= b and |a| = |b|. Then
the automaton must also accept all words of the form u{a, b}ω , due to the fact that in a closed
automaton all states with a path to itself are accept states. We can write this set as follows:

(u1, . . . um){(a1, . . . , am), (b1, . . . , bm)}ω

where for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m we have ui, ai, bi ∈ [r]∗ and for any 1 ≤ j ≤ m, we have |ui| = |uj |, |ai| =
|aj |, and |bi| = |bj|. We observe that by the pigeonhole principle, there exists some i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}
such that the words in coordinate i are of the form ui{ai, bi}

ω with ai 6= bi. Otherwise, it would
have to be the case that for each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} we have ai = bi, which contradicts the fact that
we supposed a and b are distinct elements of ([r]m)∗.

Let Xi ⊆ R denote the set recognized by the “projection” of the automaton onto the i-th
coordinate, which we will call Ai. We observe that ui{ai, bi}

ω, the language that Ai accepts,
corresponds to a shift of a Cantor-like set. Any such Cantor-like set can be expressed as a Moran
construction [Mor66], i.e. the limit set of a geometric construction that starts with finitely many
basic sets, and such that each basic set is the closure of its interior, at each level the interiors are
disjoint, each basic set is geometrically similar to a basic set one level above, and moreover the
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diameters of the basic sets each successive level is 1
k
that of a basic set from the previous level.

For the set νr(u{a, b}
ω), we take k = rℓ where ℓ = |a| = |b|. Then results of Moran [Mor66] tell

us the Hausdorff dimension of the limiting set is the unique root of n(1/k)x = 1, where n < k
is the number of initial basic sets. Since n is at least 2 (there must be distinct initial basic sets
corresponding to the words a and b) this root is always nonzero.

Now suppose X is sparse. Then X ⊆ Qm by Lemma 2.4. Since Hausdorff dimension is an
increasing function with respect to the subset relation, and Hausdorff dimension of projections of
Qm are all zero, we are done. �

3. r-sparse sets and d-minimality

In this section, we look more directly at the structure and properties of sparse automata them-
selves, rather than just the sets that they recognize.

Lemma 3.1. For every sparse Büchi automaton, there is a weak Büchi automaton that recognizes
the same language.

Proof. Suppose A is sparse. Then A recognizes a finite union of sets, each of which is recognized
by an automaton Ai of the following form:

q0start q1 . . . qn−1 qn
u0

v1

u1 un−1 un

vn−1 vn

where the labels of transition arrows ui and vi are a shorthand for a finite string on the alphabet Σ,
and the states qi are shorthand for the finite sequence of states that allows through only the strings
with the corresponding ui as a substring, and which loop on the corresponding vi substrings.

We construct the automaton that recognizes this union via the automaton union construction.
This involves creating a new automaton in which the states are labeled by elements of Q1×· · ·×Qm

where Qi is the set of states of Ai for each i ≤ m, and there is a transition from (q1, . . . , qm) to
(q′1, . . . , q

′
m) on character σ precisely if there is qi and q′i such that δi(qi, σ) = q′i where δi is the

transition function of Ai. Similarly, (q1, . . . , qm) is an accept state if at least one qi is in Ai.

Consequently, in the resulting automaton of the union construction, the accepting states are
only those which include as a coordinate one of the states in Ai that were in the cycle of states
corresponding to qn in the diagram. Since each qn in the above diagram denotes a strongly connected
component of accept states, any state in the union construction with a coordinate state from qn
inherits that strongly connected component. If a state in the union is not an accept state, then by
the nature of the union construction it cannot be accessed from any of the accept states. It follows
that the resulting automaton is weak. �

Lemma 3.2. If X ⊆ [0, 1]m is r-sparse, then X is r-sparse as well.

Proof. By the above remark, it is evident that each sparse Büchi automaton is equivalent to a weak
and trim Büchi automaton, since in the proof of the above remark it is clear all states are accessible
from the start state, and co-accessible from a final state. We can now apply Remark 59 in [CLR15],
which says if X is recognized by a trim automaton A, then X the topological closure is recognized
by A. The closure of the automaton A is constructed by making all states final states. Hence, the
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resulting automaton A for a sparse automaton A is equivalent to the union construction applied
to the closed automata of the following form:

q0start q1 . . . qn−1 qn
u0

v1

u1 un−1 un

vn−1 vn

as explained in the remark above. Fix one such sub-automaton of this form. The closure of this
sub-automaton is equivalent to the union construction applied to automata of this form:

q0start q1 . . . qi−1 qi
u0

v1

u1 ui−1 ui

vi−1 vi

where i ranges over {0, . . . , n}, effectively unioning over truncations of the sub-automaton in ques-
tion at each state preceding qn. Hence, the closure Ā is yet again an r-sparse automaton, and
recognizes X̄ . �

The first step toward proving Theorem 1 is establishing the ∅-definability of each r-sparse subset
of [0, 1]m in Rr,ℓ = (R, <,+, 0, 1, r−ℓN) for some ℓ ∈ N. In fact that, we can take this ℓ to be the
natural number ℓL described below form (1). Below, if v = (v1, . . . , vm) ∈ ([r]m)∗ with |v| = k,
then let ν̃r(v) denote

(v1,0r
k + v1,1r

k−1 + . . .+ v1,k−1r + v1,k, . . . , vm,0r
k + vm,1r

k−1 + . . .+ vm,k−1r + vm,k).

Throughout, we say a set X ⊆ R is discrete if for every x ∈ X there is an open interval I ⊆ R such
that {x} = X ∩ I. Note that in any linearly ordered structure (with the ordering symbol < in the
language) if X is a definable and discrete set, the graph of the predecessor function on X is defined
as follows:

PX(x) = y ⇐⇒ x ∈ X ∧ y ∈ X ∧ y < x ∧ ∀z(y < z < x→ z 6∈ X).

Remark 3.3. If k is a divisor of ℓ, then r−kN is definable in r−ℓN. In particular, r−N is definable
in r−ℓN.

Proposition 3.4. Every r-sparse set A ⊆ [0, 1]m is ∅-definable in Rr,ℓ for some ℓ ∈ N.

Proof. Below, let ~0 denote (0, . . . , 0) ∈ [0, 1]m. Let L ⊆ ([r]m)ω be such that νr(L) = A. Let ℓL
be the least common multiple of the lengths of words in the set WL as described below form (1).
Since A is r-sparse, we can express L as a finite union of ω-languages of the form

u0v
∗
0u1v

∗
1 . . . unv

ω
n

where n ∈ N, and each ui and vi is in ([r]m)∗. Fix one such sub-language of L, and note that
by showing that the image of this sub-language under νr is definable, we can infer that νr(L) is
definable, since L is a finite union of such sub-languages.

Recall that for each k ∈ N we have the following identity:

1

rk − 1
=

1

rk
+

1

r2k
+

1

r3k
+ . . . .
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Note that since the set νr({10
ω , 010ω , 0010ω , . . .}) is definable in Rr,ℓL , then so too is the following,

where k ∈ N is fixed, using that 1
rk−1

= νr((0
k1)ω):

νr({0
∗(0k1)ω}) =

1

rk − 1
· r−N.

Let |vn| = mn, and observe νr(v
ω
n ) = ν̃r(vn) ·

1
rmn−1 .

For each ui, if |ui| = ℓi observe that νr({~0
∗ui~0

ω}) is equal to the following:

(2)

{

ν̃r(ui)

rℓi
x : x ∈ r−N

}

.

Similarly, for each vi if |vi| = mi, then we observe that the set νr({~0
∗v∗i~0

ω}) is equal to the following:

(3)
⋃

k∈[mi]

{

ν̃r(vi)

rk(rmi − 1)
(z − x) : x, z ∈ r−miN ∧ x < z

}

.

Note that in the above expression for νr({~0
∗v∗i~0

ω}), the number 1/(rmi −1) is a fixed constant that

depends only on the length of vi. Finally, we observe that νr({~0
∗vωn}) is defined by

(4)

{

ν̃r(vn)

rmn − 1
· z : z ∈ r−N

}

.

For brevity, we let φi(x, ~y) denote the Lr-formula such that ∃xφi(x, ~y) defines the set νr({0
∗ui0

ω})
as seen in expression (2). Let ψi(x, ~y, z) denote the Lr-formula such that ∃x∃zψi(x, ~y, z) defines the
set νr({0

∗v∗i 0
ω}) as seen in expression (3). Let θ(z, ~y) denote the Lr-formula such that ∃zθ(z, ~y)

defines the set νr({0
∗vωn}) as seen in expression (4). To define the set of elements of precisely the

form νr(u0v
∗
0u1v

∗
1 . . . unv

ω
n ), we consider the following formula:

ϕ(v) := ∃x0, x1, . . . x2n−1, x2n∃z0, . . . zn∃~y0, ~y1, . . . , ~y2n−1, ~y2n, ~y2n+1

(

v =

2n
∑

i=0

~yi ∧
n
∧

i=0

φi(x2i, ~y2i)∧

n−1
∧

i=0

ψi(x2i+1, ~y2i+1, zi) ∧ θ(zn, ~y2n+1)∧ x0 > x2 > . . . > x2n ∧ z0 > z1 > . . . > zn ∧

n
∑

i=0

rℓi − 1

rℓi(r − 1)
x2i+

n−1
∑

i=0

1

r − 1
(zi − x2i+1) +

1

r − 1
zn =

1

r − 1

)

.

Observe that the final conjunct, which essentially dictates that the (slightly weighted, to compen-
sate for the lengths of the ui’s and vi’s) sum over the witnesses that mark the spacing for the ui’s
and vi’s has the repeating r-representation 1ω, since 1/r + 1/r2 + 1/r3 + . . . = 1/(r − 1). In other
words, it ensures that the components yi that contribute the ui’s and vi’s do not overlap, nor leave
gaps. Additionally, the required ordering of the x2i’s and zi’s ensures that the subwords appear in
the correct order. This is sufficient to conclude that any element that satisfies ϕ(v) must be in the
set νr({u0v

∗
0u1v

∗
1 . . . unv

ω
n}). Conversely, we have designed ϕ(v) so any such element will satisfy it.

Note that although ϕ(v) is defined with parameters, all of these parameters are elements of Q which
are ∅-definable in the structure Rr,ℓL , so there is an equivalent formula without parameters. �

We note that the above result is optimal in the sense that if A is an r-sparse set definable in
Rr,ℓ with ℓ > 1, in general A will not also be definable in Rr,m for some 1 ≤ m < ℓ. To see this,
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let Tr := Th(R, <, 0, r−N). Consider (R,<, 0,+, P ) |= Tr where R ⊆ R, and define λ : R → R as
follows:

t 7→











1, t ≥ 1

0, t ≤ 0

min([t, 1) ∩ P ), t ∈ (0, 1).

Effectively, the function λ maps any element t of (0, 1) to the smallest element of P greater than P ,
and all other positive t get mapped to 1, while all non-positive t are sent to 0. Note that all models
of Tr are interdefinable with a model of Tλ := Th(R, <, 0,+, λ) that has the same underlying set,
and vice versa. Observe that Tλ is axiomized by the axioms of ordered divisible abelian groups plus
the following axioms, which are adapted from [MT06]:

(i) s ≤ t→ λ(s) ≤ λ(t),
(ii) t ≥ 1 → λ(t) = 1,
(iii) t ≤ 0 → λ(t) = 0,
(iv) t ∈ (0, 1) → 1

r
λ(t) < t ≤ λ(t),

(v) 1
r
λ(t) < s ≤ λ(t) → λ(s) = λ(t),

(vi) t ∈ [0, 1] → (λ(t) = t↔ λ( t
r
) = t

r
).

Note that these axioms are a bit redundant, but it will be helpful to have them written this way.
Below, let x≪ 1 denote the statement ∀q ∈ Q(0 < x < q), i.e. the property that x is infinitesimal
with respect to the real numbers. For a subset X of an expansion of R, let X≪1 denote the set of
infinitesimal elements in X (with respect to R).

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that S := (S,<,+, 0, λ) is a |R|-saturated elementary extension of the struc-
ture Rr = (R, <,+, 0, λ) |= Tλ. Let L = {<,+, 0}, and let Lλ = {<,+, 0, λ} where the interpreta-
tion of λ(R) in Rr is r−N ∪ {0}. Suppose b and b′ are in λ(S) and satisfy the same L-type over R.
Then b and b′ satisfy the same Lλ-type over R.

Proof. To prove the claim, it suffices to show that if e : S → S is an L-elementary map that fixes
R pointwise and maps b to b′, then e is also an Lλ-elementary map. Note that any L-embedding
e : S → S is also an L-elementary map because the reduct of Sr to L has quantifier elimination. By
Blum’s criterion (see, for example, [M02]), to show quantifier elimination for Tλ it suffices to show
the following: if A = (A,<,+, 0, λ),B = (B,<,+, 0, λ) |= Tλ and S is an |A|+-saturated elementary
extension of A, then for any b ∈ B there is b′ ∈ S such that there is an Lλ embedding e : B → S of
dcl(A∪{b}) into S that maps A to A pointwise, maps b to b′, and the image of e in S is dcl(A∪{b′}).
Hence, both to prove quantifier elimination for Tλ and to prove the claim, it suffices to show that
for any b ∈ B \ A, if b′ ∈ S satisfies the same cut over A as b and λB(b) = b ⇐⇒ λS(b′) = b′,
then any L-embedding e : dcl(A ∪ {b}) → S that fixes A pointwise and maps b to b′ is also an
Lλ-embedding.

Let B = (B,<,+, 0, λ) |= Tλ, let A be a substructure of B, and let (S, λ∗) be an |A|+-saturated
elementary extension of A. Suppose that b ∈ λ(B) \ λ(A), and note that by saturation of S, there
is an element b′ ∈ λ∗(S) such that b and b′ satisfy the same cut over A. Let e : dcl(A ∪ {b}) → S
map A to itself pointwise, and let e(b) = b′. We note that e is indeed an L-embedding over
A, since the fact that b and b′ satisfy the same cut over A implies that they satisfy the same
L(A)-formulas. To demonstrate that e is also an Lλ-embedding over A, it suffices to show that
λ(dclL(A∪{b})) ⊆ dclL(A∪{b}) and e(λ(x)) = λ∗(e(x)) for all x ∈ dclL(A∪{b}), because from this
we conclude e respects all atomic Lλ(A)-formulas, and thus all quantifier-free ones by induction.

Given s ∈ S, define rZs := {rzs : z ∈ Z}, and for any X ⊆ S let H(X) denote the convex hull of
X in S. Recall the following fact from [MT06]: If s≪ 1 and A ∩H(rZs) = ∅, then
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(5) {x ∈ dclL(A ∪ {s}) : x≪ 1} ⊆
⋃

{a∈A≪1}

H(rZλ(a)) ∪H(rZs).

Suppose that c ∈ C := dclL(A ∪ {b}). If c ∈ dclL(A), then it is immediate that λ(c) ∈ A since A
is a substructure of B. So suppose that c ∈ C \ dclL(A), and suppose also that 0 < c ≪ 1, since
otherwise it is clear by definition of λ that λ(c) ∈ dclL(A ∪ {b}). By axiom (iv), we observe that
c < λ(c) < rc, hence λ(c) ∈ H(rZc). Since we assume c ∈ {x ∈ dcl(A∪{s}) : x≪ 1}, we know that
either c ∈ H(rZλ(a)) for some a ∈ A, in which case there is z ∈ Z for which rzλ(a) ≥ c > rz+1λ(a)
so by axiom (v) we conclude λ(c) = λ(rza). Otherwise, we know c ∈ H(rZb), so by a similar
argument, and the fact that b = λ(b), we conclude λ(c) = rzb for some z ∈ Z. In either case, we
conclude that λ(c) ∈ C, as desired.

Finally, suppose that x ∈ C, and for contradiction we suppose that e(λ(x)) 6= λ∗(e(x)). Without
loss of generality, we may assume that e(λ(x)) < λ∗(e(x)). Since e(a) = a for all a ∈ A, we know
λ(a) = λ∗(a) for all a ∈ A. Note also that e preserves cuts over A ∪ {b}, so the cut of e(x) over
A ∪ {b∗} is the image under e of the cut of x over A ∪ {b}. If x > q for some q ∈ QS , then it must
be the case that λ∗(e(x)) = e(λ(x)), since e(qA) = qS for all q ∈ Q, and for each q ∈ Q we know
that λ(q) is the least power of 1

r
greater than q. So we cnclude that x≪ 1. By (5), we obtain the

following:

x ∈
⋃

1≫a∈A

H(rZλ(a)) ∪H(rZb).

Since e is L-elementary, we conclude the following:

e(x) ∈
⋃

1≫a∈A

H(rZλ(a)) ∪H(rZb∗).

If x ∈ H(rZλ(a)), then by definition, there exist z, z′ ∈ Z such that rz
′

λ(a) ≤ x ≤ rzλ(a) for
some a ∈ A. Hence there is some k ∈ N with z < k ≤ z′ such that rk−1λ(a) ≤ x ≤ rkλ(a).
Since rk−1λ(a), rkλ(a) ∈ λ(A), we conclude that 1

r
λ(rkλ(a)) ≤ x ≤ λ(rkλ(a)). So by axiom

(v), we know λ∗(x) = λ(rkλ(a)). As e is a L-elementary map preserving A, we conclude that
1
r
λ(rkλ(a)) ≤ e(x) ≤ λ(rkλ(a)). Hence we know λ∗(e(x)) = λ(rkλ(a)) = λ∗(x).

Otherwise, we must conclude x ∈ H(rZb) and e(x) ∈ H(rZb∗). In this case we similarly conclude
that there is some k ∈ Z such that rk−1b < x ≤ rkb, and that there is some k′ ∈ Z such that
rk

′−1b∗ < e(x) ≤ rkb∗. Since λ(b) = b and λ(b∗) = b∗, we see that rk−1λ(b) < x ≤ rkλ(b) and

rk−1λ(b∗) < x ≤ rkλ(b∗). Hence 1
r
λ(rkb) < x ≤ λ(rkb) and 1

r
λ(rk

′

b∗) < e(x) ≤ rkλ(rk
′

b∗), by

repeated application of axiom (vi). So by axioms (v) and (vi), we see λ(x) = rkb and λ∗(e(x)) =

rk
′

b∗. If e(λ(x)) < λ∗(e(x)), then e(rk−1b) = rk−1b∗ < e(x) ≤ e(λ(x)) = e(rkb) = rkb∗ < λ∗(e(x)).

As rk
′−1b∗ < e(x) ≤ λ∗(e(x)) = rk

′

b∗, we conclude that rkb∗ < λ∗(e(x)) = rk
′

b∗. Yet this yields

both e(x) ≤ rkb∗ < rk
′

b∗ and also rkb∗ ≤ rk
′−1b∗ < e(x), a contradiction. So it must be the case

that e(λ(x)) = λ∗(e(x)), and we conclude that e is in fact an Lλ-embedding over A. �

Fact 3.6. For m > 1 the set r−mN is not definable in the structure (R, <,+, r−N).

Proof. Assume for sake of contradiction that the set r−mN is defined by the Lλ-formula φ(x), with
parameters in R. Let (R∗, λ∗) be an ω-saturated elementary extension of (R, <,+, r−N), and let
b ∈ λ∗(R∗) be such that b ≪ 1 and (R∗, λ∗) |= φ(b). Let b′ ∈ λ∗(R∗) be the largest element of
λ∗(R∗) less than b. Then ¬φ(b′) holds, since m > 1. Yet we know by Lemma 3.5 that b and b′ have
the same Lλ(R)-type, a contradiction. So no such φ exists, and hence none exists in the language
(<,+, r−N) either. �
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Say a structure is d-minimal if for every (m+ 1)-ary definable set A, there is N ∈ N such that
for each m-tuple x the fiber {t : (x, t) ∈ A} either has interior or is the union of at most N discrete
sets, as defined in [Mi05]. The Cantor-Bendixson derivative of a set X ⊆ Rd is X \ Xiso, where
Xiso are the isolated points of X. The Cantor-Bendixson derivative of X is often denoted by X ′,
and for α an ordinal, let X(α) denote the result of taking the Cantor-Bendixson derivative α times.
The Cantor-Bendixson rank of X is the least ordinal α such that X(α) = X(α+1). If the Cantor-
Bendixson rank of X is α and X(α) = ∅, then we say that X has vanishing Cantor-Bendixson
derivative.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that A ⊆ [0, 1]d is r-regular and closed. Then A has vanishing Cantor-
Bendixson derivative and finite Cantor-Bendixson rank if and only if A is r-sparse.

Proof. First, we observe that Proposition 3.4 tells us that A is definable in a d-minimal structure,
namely Rr. Since A is a finite union of discrete sets definable in a d-minimal structure, it has
finite Cantor-Bendixson rank; see [Mi05] or [MT18]. Moreover, a closed subset of Rd has vanishing
Cantor-Bendixson derivative if and only if it is countable [Kec95, §6.B]. The backward direction
follows from putting together that A must have vanishing Cantor-Bendixson derivative, and the
Cantor-Bendixson rank must be finite.

For the forward direction, we suppose that A is closed but not r-sparse. Then Lemma 2.4 tells
us that A is uncountable, and hence does not have vanishing Cantor-Bendixson derivative by the
above “if and only if” statement. �

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that A ⊆ [0, 1]d is r-sparse and infinite. Let Aacc denote the accumulation
points of A, i.e. non-isolated points in Ā. Then Aacc has an isolated point.

Proof. By Lemma 3.7, we know that Ā has vanishing Cantor-Bendixson derivative, and finite
Cantor-Bendixson rank. This means there is n ∈ N such that the n-th Cantor-Bendixson derivative
is ∅. Since Ā is an infinite compact subset of Rd, it must have at least one accumulation point
(by the Bolzano-Weierstrass theorem). Since taking the Cantor-Bendixson derivative removes the
isolated points, the first Cantor-Bendixson derivative of Ā is Aacc 6= ∅. Taking the second Cantor-
Bendixson derivative, it cannot be the case that we get Aacc again, because this would contradict
the fact that Ā has vanishing Cantor-Bendixson derivative. So we conclude there is at least one
isolated point in Aacc. �

We now establish some notation concerning subwords. For any u, v ∈ ([r]m)∗, write u ⊆ v if u is
a prefix of v. If it does not hold that u ⊆ v, then we write u 6⊆ v.

We are now able to prove the last result needed for Theorem 1. For the rest of this chapter, set
RA := (R, <,+, 0, 1, A) with A a unary predicate.

Proposition 3.9. The set r−N is ∅-definable in RA, whenever A ⊆ [0, 1]d is infinite and r-sparse.

Proof. We will write L := {<,+, 0, 1} and LA := L ∪ {A} for our languages. Since A is r-sparse,
we can express A as a finite union of sets of the following form:

(6) νr(u0v
∗
0u1v

∗
1 . . . unv

ω
n )

where n ∈ N, and ui, vi ∈ [r]∗ with vi 6= ε for each i ≤ n. For each subset of A of the form (6), we
can take n to be minimal. Note that it must be the case that n > 0 for at least one such subset of
A, since otherwise the set A would consist of a finite set of points, each of the form νr(u0v

ω
0 ) ∈ Q.

Let L ⊆ [r]ω be such that νr(L) = A. Let V1W
ω
1 , . . . , VtW

ω
t be a set of V-W components whose

union is L, as given to us by Theorem 1.4. Moreover, we can take t to be minimal.
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Since we assume that A is infinite, there exists some index i ∈ [d] such that the projection of
A onto the i-th coordinate is again infinite. Moreover, the projection of an r-sparse set is again
r-sparse. Let Ai denote πi(A), the projection of A onto the i-th coordinate, and observe that Ai is
∅-definable in RA. Let Li ⊆ [r]ω be such that νr(Li) = Ai.

Let ViW
ω
i be a V-W component of Li containing the words u0v

∗
0u1v

∗
1 . . . unv

ω
n such that there is

an infinite subset of Ai that has an isolated accumulation point p ∈ A′
i. This p exists by Lemma

3.8, and p is of the form νr(wv
ω
n−1) where w ∈ [r]∗ is such that wv∗n−1un ⊆ Vi. There is an open

set U ⊆ [0, 1] that witnesses p being isolated as an element of A′
i. Let e ∈ N be sufficiently large

that the image under νr of every element in Li with prefix wven−1 is in U . Consider the subset of
elements of Ai of the form νr(wv

e
n−1v

∗
n−1unv

ω
n ), which is defined by the following formula:

νr(wv
e
n−10

ω) ≤ x ≤ νr(wv
e
n−1(r − 1)ω) ∧ x ∈ Ai.

Let this subset with initial r-representation wven−1 be called Ãi. Assume without loss of generality
that p is the infimum of this subset. Otherwise, if it is the supremum we can perform the same
proof but with the inequalities reversed, and if it is neither we restrict our definable set so that
it becomes either the infimum or supremum. Let d be the least common multiple of the minimal
(i.e., shortest choice of) generators vn for the tails vωn for the words whose image under νr are in Ãi.
Observe that via change of base from r to rd, the tails of the words (rd − 1) · νr(wv

e
n−1v

∗
n−1unv

ω
n)

are all eventually zero, for each vn. Hence, the set (rd − 1)Ãi is of the following form:

⋃

i≤m

νr(w
′v′∗u′i0

ω)

for some minimal m ∈ N and words w′, v′, u′1, . . . , u
′
m ∈ [r]∗.

We consider the following set:

Dm =
{

x− Pm(x) : x ∈ Ãi

}

and observe that each element of Dm is of the following form:

{νr(0
k′(0k)∗wj0

ω) : j ∈ [m]}

where k′ ∈ N is the length of w′ and k ∈ N is the length of v′, and νr(wj0
ω) = νr(u

′
j0

ω)−νr(v
′u′j0

ω)
for some j ≤ m.

Note that by our assumptions on the minimality of n for each V-W component of L, it must be
the case that each wj is not the empty string. At this point, we note that if m = 1, i.e. there is

only one V-W component of L whose elements are r-representations for the points in Ãi, then the
following set contains all elements of r−kN:

D1,1 :=
rk

′

ν̃r(w1)
D1 =

{ rk
′

ν̃r(w1)
νr

(

0k
′+bkw10

ω
)

: b ∈ N

}

where wj = w1 since m = 1. By inspection, any element of this set is equal to a point of the form

νr((0
k)∗10ω), and hence D1,1 is equal to the set r−kN.

Finally, we see that we can define r−N via the following observation:

r−N =
(

r−kN
⋃

r · r−kN
⋃

r2 · r−kN
⋃

. . .
⋃

rk−1 · r−kN
)

⋂

[0, 1].
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Returning to the case that m > 1, we instead consider a definable subset of the intersection the
sets obtained by multiplying Dm by rk

′

and dividing by r · ν̃r(wj) for each j ∈ [m]:

(7)







x : ∃y1, . . . , ym ∈ Dm





∧

j∈[m]

x =
rk

′−1

ν̃r(wj)
yj ∧

∧

i,j∈[m]

(

yi < yj → yi ∈ (r−kyj, yj)
)











which we aim to show only contains elements in r−kN. Observe that if x is in (7), then the following
holds:

x ∈
⋂

j∈[m]

rk
′−1

ν̃r(wj)
·Dm

but also, the elements y1, · · · , ym that witness x being in this intersection have the additional
property that none is bigger than the others by a factor of r−k or more.

Suppose that there is an element x such that x is an element of the set (7), but not of the form

νr((0
k′+bk)∗10ω). Then for each j ≤ m there is some bj ∈ N and ij ≤ m with j 6= ij such that the

following holds:

x =
rk

′

ν̃r(wij )
νr

(

0k
′+bjkwj0

ω
)

.

Without loss of generality, suppose wℓ is such that ν̃r(wℓ) is the maximum among the wj’s (this
exists because they are distinct), and similarly suppose that ν̃r(w1) is minimal among the wj’s.
Since x is in the set (7), we deduce that all the exponents bj must be the same, otherwise the
witness yi’s from the defining formula for set (7) would be off by too much. So there must be some
wiℓ such that the following holds:

1 >
ν̃r(w1)

ν̃r(wi1)
=
ν̃r(wℓ)

ν̃r(wiℓ)
.

Yet this is impossible, since for all k 6= ℓ we can deduce the following:

ν̃r(wℓ)

ν̃r(wk)
≥ 1.

So we conclude that x must be in r−kN.

�

Corollary 3.10 (Theorem 1). If A is infinite and r-sparse and L ⊆ ([r]m)ω is such that νr(L) = A,

then there is a reduct R̃ of Rr,ℓL that expands (R, <,+, r−N) and defines the same sets (without
parameters) as RA. Hence RA is d-minimal if A is r-sparse.

Proof. By Proposition 3.9, if A is r-sparse then the set r−N is ∅-definable in the language

(<,+, 0, 1, A),

and similarly by Proposition 3.4 we know such an A is ∅-definable in the language (<,+, 0, r−ℓLN).
Hence RA defines the same sets as some reduct of Rr,ℓL , and that reduct includes all sets definable

with (<,+, r−N). Moreover, the work of van den Dries [vdD85] establishes that the structure Rr,ℓL

is d-minimal, so RA is d-minimal as well. �

Corollary 3.11. The structure RA has NIP whenever A is r-sparse.

Proof. This is immediate from Theorem 1 and results from [GH11], in which the authors show that
certain d-minimal structures (which include our RA) have NIP. �
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4. A fractal geometry and tameness dichotomy

In this section, we consider the structure RA := (R, <, 0,+, A) for which we now mandate that
A be an r-regular subset of [0, 1]d, but not necessarily r-sparse. We will start by proving some
key facts about the isolated points of A, denoted Aiso, and the subset A′ of A consisting of points
that are not isolated points, but for which there exists an open interval surrounding it that only
contains a countable subset of A. Throughout this section, let L ⊆ ([r]d)ω be such that νr(L) = A,
let Liso ⊆ ([r]d)ω be such that νr(L

iso) = Aiso, and let L′ ⊆ ([r]d)ω be such that νr(L
′) = A′.

We use throughout that by Theorem 1.4 we can write L as the finite union of sets of the form
V1W

ω
1 , . . . , VnW

ω
n where each Vi and Wi are in ([r]d)∗.

We now introduce some notation and the notion of “tail-equivalence” in the context of r-
representations. Given an element x ∈ ([r]m)ω, let x[a,b] with a ∈ N and b ∈ N ∪ {∞} denote
the substring of x starting at index a ∈ ω and ending with index b ∈ ω. When b = ∞, then
x[a,∞) denotes the tail sequence of x starting at index a, and it is again an element of ([r]m)ω. For
u, v ∈ ([r]m)ω, say that u ≃k v precisely if u[0,k] = v[0,k]. Given a language L ⊆ ([r]m)ω, let [u]≃k,L

denote {v ∈ L : u[0,k] = v[0,k]}.

Definition 4.1. For x, y ∈ ([r]m)ω, say that x and y are tail equivalent, written x ≃ y, if there
exist k and ℓ in N such that x[k,∞) = y[ℓ,∞).

Lemma 4.2. Let L ⊆ [r]ω be regular. For every element x ∈ L, the element νr(x) is not in the
closure of any uncountable V-W component of L if and only if x ∈ Liso∪L′. Moreover, the elements
of L′ and Liso are in one of finitely many tail-equivalence classes.

Proof. For the backwards direction, we consider the contrapositive; suppose νr(x) is in the closure
of some uncountable V-W component of L. Fix one such component ViW

ω
i . Since x is in the

closure of ViW
ω
i , it has a r-representation that is accepted by the automaton-theoretic closure of

ViW
ω
i . Let (yk)k∈N witness this, i.e. (yk)k∈N ⊆ ViW

ω
i and (yk)k∈N → x. By discarding some yk’s

and re-indexing if necessary, we may assume that for each k ∈ N it holds that x[0,k] = yk[0,k], for
some k-representations of x and yk. For each k ∈ N, let vw1 . . . wmk

∈ ViW
∗
i be a prefix of yk that

witnesses x[0,k] = yk[0,k].

Since we know that W ω
i contains uncountably many elements, we know there is an uncountable

set of elements in W ω
i that are tail-inequivalent; let (zλ)λ<ℵ1

enumerate one such uncountable
set. Then the set of sequences given by (vw1 . . . wmk

zλ)k∈N each converge to x, and there are
uncountably many of them. We conclude that for each open interval U ⊆ R, if νr(x) ∈ U , then
U ∩A contains infinitely many elements of each sequence of the form νr({vw1, . . . , wmk

zλ : k ∈ N}),
of which there are uncountably many. Hence x cannot be in L′ nor in Liso if it is in an uncountable
ViW

ω
i component, or the closure thereof.

For the forward direction, we again show the contrapositive. We note that if there is no open
interval U ⊆ R containing x ∈ A for which U ∩A is countable, then there is a sequence of elements
in an uncountable V-W component whose images under νr converge to x. Otherwise, there is
k ∈ N such that x[0,k] is not the prefix of any element in any uncountable V-W component, so
U = int(νr({z : z[0,k] = x[0,k]})) is an open set that has countable intersection with A. Yet we have
seen that the existence of a sequence of elements in an uncountable V-W component whose images
under νr converge to x yields uncountably many such sequences. So every open set U ∋ x will
include elements from that uncountable set of convergent sequences.

So Liso and L′ must both be contained entirely in the countable V-W components of L, and each
such component contains only elements from one tail-equivalence class, as shown in Proposition
2.3. �
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We will see next that if ViW
ω
i is uncountable, then νr(ViW

ω
i ) has infinite Cantor-Bendixson rank,

and that the set A′ has finite Cantor-Bendixson rank.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that A is closed, and x ∈ L′ \ Liso. Then there exists some k ∈ N and some
r-sparse subset B = V ′

1W
′ω
1 ∪ . . . ∪ V ′

ℓW
′ω
ℓ such that if y ∈ L and y[0,k] = x[0,k], then y ∈ B.

Proof. We suppose for contradiction that x ∈ L′ \Liso and also that for every k ∈ N there is yk 6= x
with x[0,k] = yk[0,k] yet {z ∈ L : z[0,k] = x[0,k]} is not r-sparse. By the pigeonhole principle, we may
assume that (yk)k∈N are all contained in the same countable V-W component of L, call it ViW

ω
i .

By the proof of Proposition 2.3, the fact that ViW
ω
i is countable means that we can take W ω

i to
be generated by a single word; otherwise, Wi contains two distinct words of the same length, and
thus W ω

i is uncountable.

So for {y ∈ ViW
ω
i : y[0,k] = x[0,k]} to not be r-sparse for each k ∈ N, it must be the case

that for each yk there exist words a, b, u, v ∈ [r]∗ such that x[0,k] ⊆ v and v{a, b}∗uW ω
i ⊆ ViW

ω
i

and yk ∈ v{a, b}∗uW ω
i . Since A is closed, we know that A also contains all elements whose r-

representations are words of the form v{a, b}ω . Yet this implies that for each open interval U ⊆ R

containing νr(x), there is a prefix x[0,k] such that all elements whose r-representations have that
prefix are in U , including the uncountable set of elements with r-representations of the form v{a, b}ω .
This contradicts the assumption that x ∈ L′.

So for each V-W component there must be a prefix of x such that any other element of that
component with the same prefix is in an r-sparse subset. �

There is one last piece to put in place before we can employ these lemmas to prove the primary
result of this section. The final step is to show that for A a closed r-regular set, not only is the set
of points that accumulate to any given x ∈ A′ an r-sparse set, i.e. one with finite Cantor-Bendixson
rank and vanishing Cantor-Bendixson derivative, but also there is a uniform bound on the Cantor-
Bendixson rank of the set of elements in A that are sufficiently close to x ∈ A′. Here, “sufficiently
close” means there is an open interval containing x, and whose diameter depends on x, in which
the intersection with A has a Cantor-Bendixson rank less than the uniform bound, which does not
depend on x.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that L is closed. Then there exists N ∈ N such that for every x ∈ L′ there
is some k ∈ N such that the Cantor-Bendixson rank of νr([x]≃k ,L}) is at most N .

Proof. Recall that [x]≃k,L = {y ∈ L : y[0,k] = x[0,k]}. We suppose not, i.e. that there exists a
sequence (xn)n∈N such that for each n ∈ N and each k ∈ N the set [xn]≃k,L has Cantor-Bendixson

rank greater than n. We can decompose L into E = int(νr(L)), the closure of the interior of
L, and L \ E, the maximal subset of L that is nowhere dense on an open subset of [0, 1]. Since
the Cantor-Bendixson derivative on an interval is itself, we may disregard E when bounding the
Cantor-Bendixson rank of νr([x]≃k ,L}) for x ∈ L. So, without loss of generality, we may assume
L = L \ E, i. e. that L has no interior.

By the pigeonhole principle, we may take all of the xn’s to be in the same V-W component of
L, call it ViW

ω
i . Since we have assumed that L has no interior, for each xn there is kn ∈ N such

that [xn]≃kn ,L
is r-sparse. By Lemma 2.4, this means the Cantor-Bendixson rank of [xn]≃kn ,L

is
some finite mn with mn > n by hypothesis. Applying sequential compactness of the [0, 1] interval
to the sequence (xn)n∈N, we conclude that there is an infinite subsequence of (xn)n∈N such that
for n′ > n it holds that xn[0,n] ⊆ xn′[0,n′]. This also follows from König’s Lemma (that any infinite
finitely-branching tree has an infinite branch) because for each k ∈ N, inifinitely many xn’s have



20 JASON BELL AND ALEXI BLOCK GORMAN

the same length-k prefix, hence we can construct an infinite sequence in which xn+1 extends xn for
each n ∈ N. Without loss of generality, let (xn)n∈N now denote this subsequence.

Note that since xn+1 extends xn for each n ∈ N, it must be the case that kn+1 > kn. Otherwise
the sequence of kn’s would stabilize, implying that eventually [xn]≃kn ,L

= [x′n]≃k
n′

,L for sufficiently

large n′, which in turn implies the Cantor-Bendixson rank of these sets stabilizes. We reach a
contradiction because by definition of Cantor-Bendixson rank, removing the isolated points of
[xn]≃kn ,L

iteratively mn times should yield the empty set. Yet by definition we know that for
sufficiently large n′ > mn > n we have

[xn′ ]≃k
n′

,L = {y ∈ L : y[0,kn′ ] = xn′[0,kn′ ]} ⊆ {y ∈ L : y[0,kn] = xn[0,kn]} = [xn]≃kn ,L

since kn ≤ kn′ ensures that any such y[0,kn′ ] contains the prefix xn[0,kn]. This would mean that

removing the isolated points of (xn′)≃kn′ iteratively mn times yields the empty set, contradicting
thatmn′ > n′, the Cantor-Bendixson rank of [xn′ ]≃kn′ ,L, is strictly greater thanmn. So we conclude
that there is some N ∈ N such that for each x ∈ L′ there is eventually a k ∈ N such that the Cantor-
Bendixson rank of [x]≃k,L stabilizes to a number less than or equal to N . �

Recall that within Euclidean space a Cantor set, used in the most general sense, is a nonempty
subset of Rd that is compact, has no isolated points, and has no interior.

Theorem 4.5 (Theorem 2). If A is a closed r-regular subset of [0, 1]d and there is some i ∈ [d]
such that 0 < dH(πi(A)) < 1, then there is a unary set X definable in RA = (R, <,+, 0, 1, A) such
that X is a Cantor set.

Proof. Let i ∈ [d] be such that Ai := πi(A) witness the hypothesis of the claim, i.e. 0 < dH(Ai) < 1.
Note that the projection is compact since A is compact. We will definably remove a countable set
of points from Ai such that the remaining set X is closed and has no isolated points. Then because
dH(Ai) is between 0 and 1, we conclude the same is true for X.

Recall that we use A′
i to denote the subset of Ai such that x ∈ A′

i precisely if there is some open
interval I containing x such that Ai ∩ I is countable. By Lemma 4.4, we know that there is some
N ∈ N such that if we strip away the isolated points of Aiso

i ∪A′
i at least N times, we are left with

the empty set. By Lemma 4.2, we know that Aiso
i ∪ A′

i is the part of Ai whose r-representations
are contained in the complement of the closure of the uncountable VkW

ω
k components of L. Call

the image under νr of the closure of these uncountable components X. Hence we can write Ai as
the disjoint union of Aiso

i ∪A′
i and X. When we take the N -th Cantor-Bendixson derivative of Ai,

i.e. strip away the isolated points iteratively N times, what remains is X, since X being a closed
set without isolated points makes it a perfect set, and hence its own Cantor-Bendixson derivative.
Notably, taking the Cantor-Bendixson derivative N times is definable in the language (<,+, 0, 1),
so we can isolate X definably.

Lastly, to see that X is a Cantor set we determine that it cannot have interior. If so, it would have
a subset with Hausdorff dimension 1, since the Hausdorff 1-measure is positive whenever Lebesgue
measure is positive. �

Finally, we observe that even when A is not a closed set, its closure is definable in the structure
RA, and r-regular, and hence we get our final corollary.

Corollary 4.6 (Theorem 3). For A ⊆ [0, 1]d an r-regular set such that dH(πi(A)) < 1 for all
i ∈ [d], the following are equivalent:

(1) A is r-sparse;

(2) dH(πi(A)) = 0 for all i ∈ [d];
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(3) RA is d-minimal;
(4) RA has NIP;
(5) RA has NTP2.

Proof. As above, set Ai := πi(A) for i ∈ [d]. The equivalence of (1) and (2) follows from Lemma
2.7 and Lemma 3.2. To see that (2) implies (3), we note that if dH(Ai) = 0 for each i ∈ [d],
then by Lemma 2.7 we know that Ai is r-sparse, and hence countable, for each i ∈ [d]. We know
A ⊆ A1 × · · · × Ad since coordinate projection is a continuous open map, and the latter set is
countable. We conclude that A is countable, thus by Lemma 2.4 the set A is r-sparse. Hence by
Theorem 3.10, we conclude that RA is d-minimal.

For (3) implies (4), this follows from [GH11], in which that authors show that certain d-minimal
structures, which include RA, have NIP. That (4) implies (5) follows from the definitions of NIP
and NTP2.

Finally, to see that (5) implies (2), we show the contrapositive. Suppose that dH(πi(A)) > 0 for

some i ∈ [d]. By hypothesis, dH(πi(A)) < 1 for all i ∈ [d], so by Theorem 2 we conclude that a
Cantor set is definable in RA. By [HW19], this also means the structure interprets the monadic
second order theory of the natural numbers with the successor function, which has TP2 (and thus
does not have NTP2). �

5. Simultaneous Sparsity in multiplicatively independent bases

In this section, we consider the intersection of two sparse sets that are regular with respect to
two multiplicatively independent bases. We will show that sparse k- and ℓ-regular sets have finite
intersection when k and ℓ are multiplicatively independent and give upper bounds on the size of
the intersection in terms of the accepting Büchi automata for these sets. We note that this work
shares some overlap with the paper [AB23].

Lemma 5.1. Let k ≥ 2 be a natural number and let S be a non-empty sparse k-regular subset of
[0, 1]. Then S is a finite union of sets S1 ∪ S2 ∪ · · · ∪ Sm such that for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} there
exist s = si ≥ 0, c0, . . . , cs ∈ Q such that (kℓ − 1)ci ∈ Z for some ℓ ≥ 0, c0 + c1 + · · · + cs ∈ Z≥0

and positive integers δ1, . . . , δs such that

(8) Si ⊆
{

c0k
q + c1k

q+δsns + c2k
q+δsns+δs−1ns−1 · · ·+ csk

q+δsns+···+δ1n1 : n1, . . . , ns ≥ 0, q ∈ −N

}

.

Proof. We know that a sparse k-regular subset of [0, 1] in a finite union of sets S1, . . . , Sm with each
Si a set of the form

{[•u0v
n1

0 u1v
n1

1 · · · vns
s usv

ω
s+1]k : n1, . . . , ns ≥ 0}.

Notice this set Si is contained in the union of all sets of the form k−qTi with q ≥ 0, where Ti is the
set of rational numbers of the form

{[u0v
n1

0 u1v
n1

1 · · · vns
s us•v

ω
s+1}.

By a result of Ginsburg and Spanier [GS66], the set of natural numbers of the form [u0v
n1

0 u1v
n1

1 · · · vns
s us]k

is just the set

{c0 + c1k
δsns + c2k

δsns+δs−1ns−1 · · ·+ csk
δsns+···+δ1n1 : n1, . . . , ns ≥ 0}

for some ci, δi as above. Since [•v
ω
s+1]k is a rational number of the form c/(kp− 1) for some positive

integer c and some p ≥ 1, we may replace c0 by c0 + [•v
ω
s+1]k and we get the desired result. �
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We call a k-regular subset of [0, 1] of the form

{[•u0v
n1

0 u1v
n1

1 · · · vns
s usv

ω
s+1]k : n1, . . . , ns ≥ 0}

a simple sparse k-regular set of length s.

The following result is primarily a consequence of Theorem 1.12.

Lemma 5.2. Let k and ℓ be multiplicatively independent integers, let n,m ≥ 1, and let a0, . . . , an+m+1

be nonzero rational numbers, then there are at most

(9) exp(3(6(n +m))3n+3m)

solutions to the equation

(10) a0X0 + · · ·+ an+m+1Xn+m+1 = 0

in which each Xi is a power of k for i = 0, . . . , n and each Xi is a power of ℓ for an+1, . . . , an+m+1.

Proof. Letting a′i = −ai/a0 for i = 0, . . . ,m, we see that after dividing Equation (10) by a0X0

that a nondegenerate solution to Equation (10) of the desired form corresponds to a nondegenerate
solution (Y1, . . . , Yn+m+1) to the equation

n+m+1
∑

i=1

a′iYi = 1

in which Y1, . . . , Yn are integer powers of k, and Yn+1, . . . , Yn+m+1 are of the form kc times an
integer power of ℓ for some fixed c. (Here kc = 1/X0.) By Theorem 1.12 there are at most
exp(3(6(n + m + 1))3n+3m+1) nondegenerate solutions to this equation. Since the integer power
kc is uniquely determined by Yn+1, we can recover our original solution (X1, . . . ,Xn+m+1) from
(Y1, . . . , Yn+m). The result follows. �

Lemma 5.3. Let k and ℓ be multiplicatively independent integers, let n,m ≥ 1, and let a0, . . . , an+m+1

be nonzero rational numbers, then there are at most

(11) (n+m+ 2)n+m+2 exp(3(6(n +m+ 1))3(n+m+1))

solutions to the equation
a0X0 + · · ·+ an+m+1Xn+m+1 = 0

in which each Xi is a power of k for i = 0, . . . , n and each Xi is a power of ℓ for an+1, . . . , an+m+1

and in which no non-trivial subsum of either a0X0+ · · ·+anXn or an+1Xn+1+ · · ·+an+m+1Xn+m+1

vanishes.

Proof. Let Γ ≤ Q∗ be the rank two group generated by k and ℓ. For each solution to

a0X0 + · · ·+ an+m+1Xn+m+1 = 0

such that no subsum of eithera0X0 + · · ·+ anXn or an+1Xn+1 + · · ·+ an+m+1Xn+m+1 vanishes, we
can form a set partition of the set of variables {X0, . . . ,Xn+m+1} into disjoint non-empty subsets
V1, . . . , Vs such that the subsum corresponding to the variables in each Vi vanishes and no proper sub-
sum vanishes. By assumption, each Vi must intersect both {X0, . . . ,Xn} and {Xn+1, . . . ,Xn+m+1}
non-trivially. Then by Lemma 5.2, there are at most exp(3(6(|Vi| − 1))3(|Vi|−1)) nondegenerate
solutions to the subsum equation

∑

Xj∈Vi

ajXj = 0

with each Xj a power of k for j ≤ n and a power of ℓ for j > n.
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Thus for the set partition as above with parts V1, V2, . . . , Vs we have at most

s
∏

i=1

exp(3(6(|Vi| − 1))3(|Vi|−1)) ≤ exp(3(6(n +m+ 1))3(n+m+1))

solutions, where the last step follows from straightforward estimates for the exponential function.

Since a set partition of {0, . . . , n+m+1} with s parts naturally gives rise to a surjective map from
{0, . . . , n+m+1} to {1, . . . , s}, and since s ≤ n+m+2, we see there are at most (n+m+2)n+m+2

possible set partitions. Putting this together, we get the desired bound. �

Proposition 5.4. Let k and ℓ be multiplicatively independent positive integers and let S be a sparse
k-regular subset of [0, 1] of the form

{•[v0w
∗
1v1w

∗
2 · · · vsw

∗
svs+1w

ω
s+1]k}

and let T be sparse ℓ-automatic set of the form

{[•u0y
∗
1u1y

∗
2 · · · uty

∗
t ut+1y

ω
t+1]ℓ}.

Then

#S ∩ T ≤ 2s+t+1 · (s+ t+ 2)s+t+2 exp(3(6(s + t+ 1))3(s+t+1)).

Proof. By Lemma 5.1 we have that S is contained in a set of the form
{

c0k
−q + c1k

−q+δsns + c2k
−q+δsns+δs−1ns−1 · · ·+ csk

−q+δsns+···+δ1n1 : n1, . . . , ns, q ≥ 0
}

,

where c0, . . . , cs are rational numbers. Similarly, T is contained in a set of the form
{

d0ℓ
−q′ + d1ℓ

−q′+δ′tmt + d2ℓ
−q′+δ′tms+δ′t−1

mt−1 · · ·+ dtℓ
−q′+δ′tmt+···+δ′

1
m1 : m1, . . . ,mt, q

′ ≥ 0
}

,

where d0, . . . , dt are rational numbers.

Then an element in S ∩ T corresponds to a solution to the equation

(12) d0X0 + · · · + dtXt + dt+1Xt+1 + · · ·+ dt+s+1Xt+s+1 = 0,

where X0 = ℓ−q′ ,X1 = ℓ−q′+δ′tmt , . . . ,Xt = ℓ−q′+δ′tmt+···+δ′
1
m1 , Xt+1 = k−q, . . . , Xt+s+1 =

k−q+δsns+···+δ1n1 , and where we take dt+j = −cj−1 for j = 1, . . . , s + 1. Moreover, the element
in the intersection in this case is given by

A := d0X0 + · · · + dtXt = −(dt+1Xt+1 + · · ·+ dt+s+1Xt+s+1).

Since we are only concerned about the quantity A, we may remove a maximal vanishing subsum
of d0X0 + · · ·+ dtXt and a maximal vanishing subsum of dt+1Xt+1 + · · · dt+s+1Xt+s+1 and assume
that both subsums are nondegenerate.

Then since there are at most 2t+s+1 subsets of {X1, . . . ,Xt+s+1} there are at most 2t+s+1 choices
for the maximal vanishing subsets we remove. Once we fix these subsets, Lemma 5.3 gives there
are at most

(s+ t+ 2)s+t+2 exp(3(6(s + t+ 1))3(s+t+1))

solutions to the resulting equation of the desired form. Thus there are at most

2s+t+1 · (s+ t+ 2)s+t+2 exp(3(6(s + t+ 1))3(s+t+1))

solutions to Equation (12) of the required form. �
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Remark 5.5. In general if S and T are respectively a sparse k-regular subset of [0, 1] and a sparse
ℓ-regular subset of [0, 1], then there are p, q ≥ 1 such that S is the union of p simple sparse sets
of lengths s1, . . . , sp and T is the union of q simple sparse sets of lengths t1, . . . , tq. Moreover, we
can determine p, q, s1, . . . , sp, t1, . . . , tq from the Büchi automata that accept S and T . In fact, if
a and b are respectively the number of states in the Büchi automata that accept S and T , we have
p ≤ ka, q ≤ ℓb, s := max(s1, . . . , sp) ≤ a, and t := max(t1, . . . , tq) ≤ b. Proposition 5.4 then gives a
computable bound for S∩T purely in terms of the number of states in the Büchi automata accepting
the sets S and T .

Theorem 5.6. Let k and ℓ be multiplicatively independent positive integers and let S and T be
respectively k- and ℓ-regular sparse subsets of [0, 1]d, with d ≥ 1. Then S ∩ T is finite.

Proof. Let πi : [0, 1]
d → [0, 1] denote the projection onto the i-th coordinate for i = 1, . . . , d. Then

πi(S) is a sparse k-regular subset of [0, 1] and πi(T ) is a sparse ℓ-regular subset of [0, 1]. It follows
that Zi := πi(S) ∩ πi(T ) is a finite set by Remark 5.5. Then since S ∩ T ⊆ Z1 × Z2 × · · · × Zd, we
see that S ∩ T is finite. �

Remark 5.7. From the number of states in trim Büchi automata that accept S and T , we can
obtain bounds for the intersection πi(S) ∩ πi(T ) for i = 1, . . . , d by Remark 5.5 and so we can
determine an upper bound for S ∩ T in terms of this data.
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