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1 Introduction

The Kolmogorov complexity H(s) of a finite binary sequence s is the size, in bits, of the
shortest program for a universal algorithm U to calculate s. The concept of Kolmogorov
complexity plays an important role in characterizing the randomness of an infinite binary
sequence. In [CJ], the four concepts of randomness in an infinite binary sequence (Chaitin,
weak Chaitin, Martin-Lo6f, and Solovay randomness) are considered. These four concepts
are shown to be equivalent to one another. In this paper, we first generalize these four
concepts of randomness in order to deal with the degree of randomness of an infinite binary
sequence. The degree of randomness is specified by a real number D with 0 < D < 1. As D
becomes larger, the degree of randomness increases. In the case when D = 1, the concept
of the degree of randomness becomes the same as that of randomness. The relationship
among the generalized concepts of randomness is investigated. Chaitin’s halting probability
Q2 is an example of a random real number. We generalize € to 2 so that the degree of
randomness of QP is precisely D. Although the first n bits of € can solve the halting
problem for a program of size not greater than n, the first n bits of QF can solve the
halting problem for a program of size not greater than Dn. Moreover, QP is infinitely
differentiable as a function of D, and each derivative d*Q” /dD* has the same properties
as OP.

On the basis of this generalization, we next study the relationship between the degree
of randomness and Hausdorff dimension. Hausdorff dimension is closely related to Kol-
mogorov complexity, as studied by several researchers e.g., [RT], [R2], [5t1], [CH], and [5t7].
In these previous studies however, the normalized Kolmogorov complexity lim,, o, H(x,)/n
of a real number x was considered, where z,, is the first n bits of the base-two expansion of
x, and Hausdorff dimension was related to the normalized Kolmogorov complexity. That is
to say, in [R1], [RT], [St1l], and [5tT], the Hausdorff dimension of a subset F of R was com-
pared with the maximum value, or supremum, over the normalized Kolmogorov complexity
lim,, o H(x,)/n for all points z in F. (We recommend reading [St1]] as a monograph.) On
the other hand, [[CH] considered the Hausdorff dimension of the graph of the normalized
Kolmogorov complexity lim,, ., H(x,)/n as a function of z.

If an inifinite binary sequence is random, then its normalized Kolmogorov complexity
is equal to one; however, the converse is not necessarily true. Thus, although the concept
of normalized Kolmogorov complexity is related to randomness it alone cannot capture
randomness. Corresponding to this fact, the concept of the degree of randomness which
we introduce in this paper is more insightful than that of the normalized Kolmogorov com-
plexity. Consideration of the degree of randomness allows us to classify infinite sequences
which have the same normalized Kolmogorov complexity. Hence, we study the relationship
between Kolmogorov complexity and Hausdorff dimension using a more rigorous system
than previous work.

We introduce six “algorithmic dimensions”, 1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th, upper, and lower al-
gorithmic dimensions as fractal dimensions for a subset F' of RY. These dimensions are
defined by means of Kolmogorov complexity. On the one hand, the 3rd, 4th, upper, and
lower algorithmic dimensions are related to the maximum value, or supremum, over the



normalized Kolmogorov complexity for all points in F' and were, in essence, researched by
[R7) and [Btl]. On the other hand, the 1st and 2nd algorithmic dimensions are related to
the maximum value over the degree of randomness for all points in F. Therefore, they
are stronger concepts with regard to the possibilities of their existence than the former
four algorithmic dimensions. We show that all six algorithmic dimensions are equal to the
Hausdorff dimension for any self-similar set that is computable in a certain sense. The
class of such self-similar sets includes familiar fractal sets such as the Cantor set, von Koch
curve, and Sierpinski gasket.

Based on the relationship between the definition of QP and the mathematical theory
of self-similar sets (e.g., [Hu], [Hd]), we define the self-similar subset Fj,;; of [0, 1] by using
the halting set of a universal algorithm U. We may regard Fj as the set of an endless
succession of coded messages sent through a noiseless binary communication channel. From
the property of QP it is shown that Fj.; has a Hausdorff dimension of one and a zero-
Lebesgue measure.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we review some basic concepts
from algorithmic information theory. We then treat the definition of Hausdorff dimension.
Section 3 is devoted to a generalization of the concepts of randomness in an infinite binary
sequence through the introduction of a real number D. Chaitin’s halting probability €2
is also generalized. In section 4, the six algorithmic dimensions for a subset of R are
defined by means of Kolmogorov complexity, and their properties are investigated. The
halting self-similar set Fj.y is introduced in section 5. The Hausdorff dimension and all
six algorithmic dimensions of Fj,y; are evaluated.

2 Preliminary definitions

In this section, we first recall some basic notations from algorithmic information theory
or the theory of Kolmogorov complexity. According to [CJ]|, we use some variant of Kol-
mogorov complexity, i.e., Kolmogorov complexity based on self-delimiting programs; we
recommend reading [CT].

#5S is the cardinality of S for any set S. N = {0,1,2,3,...} is the set of natural
numbers, and N is the set of positive integers. Z is the set of integers, and Q is the set of
rational numbers. RY denotes N-dimensional Euclidean space, where R! = R is just the
set of real numbers. X = {A,0, 1,00,01, 10, 11,000,001, 010, ...} is the set of finite binary
sequences, and X is ordered as indicated. For any s € X, |s| is the length of 5. X is
the set of infinite binary sequences. For any a € X*°,| «,, is the prefix of « of length n,
especially, o is the empty word A. For any S C X, J(S) denotes the set of infinite binary
sequences beginning with a finite sequence that belongs to S, i.e.,

JS)={aeX>|IneNa, €S }. (1)

We write “r.e.” instead of “recursively enumerable.”
A subset S of X is called a prefix-free set if no sequence in S is a prefix of another
sequence in S. For any partial recursive function C': X — X, the domain of C' is denoted



by domC, i.e., domC = {p eX ‘ C(p) is defined } A computer is a partial recursive
function C': X — X such that dom C' is a prefix-free set. Let C' be a computer. For any
s € X, Ho(s) is defined as

He(s)=min{ |p| [pe X & C(p) =5} (may be co). (2)

It is shown that there exists a computer U such that for each computer C' there exists a
constant sim(C') with the following property: if p € dom C, then there is a g for which
U(q) = C(p) and |g| < |p| + sim(C). We choose any one of such a computer U and
define H(s) = Hy(s), which is referred to as the algorithmic information content of s,
the program-size complexity of s, or the Kolmogorov complexity of s. Thus H(s) has the
following property:

VC :computer H(s) < Heo(s) + sim(C). (3)
We see that there is ¢ € N such that for any s # A,
H(s) < |s| + 2logy|s] + . (1)

For any n € N, H(n) is defined to be H(the nth element of X).
Chaitin’s halting probability €2 is defined as

Q= Z 29Il (5)

pedom U

It is then shown that 0 < Q < 1.

Normally, o(n) denotes any one function f: N — R such that lim,_,., f(n)/n = 0.

Let D be a real number. D mod 1 denotes D — | D], where | D] is the greatest integer
less than or equal to D, and D mod 'l denotes D — [D] + 1, where [D] is the smallest
integer greater than or equal to D. Hence, D mod 1 € [0,1) but D mod 'l € (0, 1]. We say
that D is computable if the base-two expansion of D can be generated by an algorithm,
i.e., if there exists a total recursive function f: Nt — {0, 1} such that

0.f(FR)FB)FAE). ...

is the base-two expansion of D mod 1. The following three conditions are equivalent to
one another.

(a) D is a computable real number.
(b) If f: Nt — Z with f(n) = | Dn| then f is a total recursive function.

(c) There exists a total recursive function f: N* — Z such that |D — f(n)/n| < 1/n for
all n € NT.



Let z € RY and use the coordinate form z = (z',2?%,...,2"). Foreach i = 1,..., N
we denote z° mod 1 in base-two notation with infinitely many zeros:

7' mod 1 = 0.xixbal. ... .. . (6)

We then define codey: RY — X ag

coden(z) = wja?t .. aVogas . adwiad o : (7)

Throughout the rest of the paper, where there is no likelihood of confusion, codey(x) may
be denoted simply by z. Thus x,, is the first n bits of the infinite binary sequence codey ()
for any z € RY. We will identify any point of RY with an infinite binary sequence in this
manner.

Definition 2.1 (Hausdorff dimension). If U is any non-empty subset of RY, the diam-
eter of U is defined as [U| = sup { |z — y| | #,y € U }. Suppose that F C RY and D > 0.
If {U;} is a countable (or finite) collection of sets of diameter at most ¢ that cover F, i.e.,
F c |J,U; with 0 < |U;] < ¢ for each i, we say that {U;} is a d-cover of F'. For any 6 > 0
we define

HP (F) = inf{ Z \U;| P ‘ {U;} is a d-cover of F } (8)

We then define
HP(F) = lim HP(F). (9)

This limit exists for any subset F' of RV, though the limiting value can be 0 or co. It is
shown that HP is an outer measure on RY. HP is called D-dimensional Hausdorff outer
measure. Finally, the Hausdorff dimension dimyg I’ of F' is defined as

dimy F=inf { D >0|H"(F)=0}. (10)

See e.g., the book [FJ] for a treatment of the mathematics of Hausdorff dimension and
self-similar sets.

3 D-Randomness

This section is, for all intents and purposes, a generalization of Chapter 7 in [CJ].

Definition 3.1 (weakly Chaitin D-random). Let D be a real number and D > 0, and
let @« € X*°. v is called weakly Chaitin D-random if

dceR VneN Dn—c<H(ay). (11)

If 7 is a subset of N x X and i € N, we write 7; = { s | (i,s) € T }.
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Definition 3.2 (Martin-Lof D-test). Let 7 C Nx X and D > 0. 7 is called Martin-Lo6f
D-test if T is an r.e. set and

VieN Y 27Pkl<om (12)
seT;

Definition 3.3 (Martin-L6f D-random). Let D > 0 and o« € X*°. We say « is Martin-
Lof D-random if
VT : Martin-Lof D-test 31 € N o & 3(7;). (13)

In the case where D = 1, the weak Chaitin D-randomness and Martin-Lof D-randomness
result in weak Chaitin randomness and Martin-Lof randomness respectively, which are de-

fined in :

Remark 3.1. Suppose that D is a computable real number and D > 0. Then there exists
a universal Martin-Lof D-test UP, i.e.,

JUP : Martin-Lof D-test VT : Martin-Lof D-test
(3(T) c () auP).

ieN ieN
Thus, « is not Martin-Léf D-random if and only if a € (), oy I(UP).

Theorem 3.1. Let D be a computable real number and D > 0. For any a € X*°, « is
weakly Chaitin D-random <= « is Martin-Lof D-random.

The proof of Theorem B.] is given in Appendix [A]].

Definition 3.4 (D-compressible). Let o € X* and D > 0. We say that o is D-
compressible if

H(om) < Dn+ o(n), (14)
which is equivalent to
i Alew) o p (15)
n—o0o n

We generalize Chaitin’s halting probability €2 as follows.

Definition 3.5 (Generalized halting probability).

Qb= > 275 (D>0). (16)

Thus, Q = Q' If 0 < D < 1, then QF converges and 0 < QP < 1, since QP < Q < 1.



Theorem 3.2. Let D be a real number.

(a) If 0 < D < 1 and D is computable, then QP is weakly Chaitin D-random and D-
compressible.

(b) If 1 < D, then QP diverges to infinity.

Proof. (a) Suppose that 0 < D <1 and D is a computable real number.

We first show that QF is weakly Chaitin D-random. The proof is a straightforward
generalization of Chaitin’s original proof that € is weakly Chaitin random. Let py, po, p3, . ..
be a recursive enumeration of the r.e. set domU. Let « be the infinite binary sequence
such that 0.« is the base-two expansion of QP with infinitely many ones. Then, since D is
a computable real number, there exists a partial recursive function £: X — N with the

property that
£(an)

0.0 < Y 215 (17)
=1

It is then easy to see that Dn < |p;| for all i > £(«,) (i.e., given a,, one can calculate all
programs p of size not greater than | Dn| such that U(p) is defined). Hence, Dn < H(s)
for an arbitrary s € X such that s # U(p;) for all i < &(«v,). Therefore, given a,, by
calculating the set { U(p;) ‘ i < (o) } and picking any finite binary sequence that is not
in this set, one can obtain an s € X such that Dn < H(s).

Thus, there exists a partial recursive function ¥: X — X with the property that

Dn < H(V(ay,)). (18)
Using (B)), there is a natural number ¢y such that
H(V(av,)) < H(ay,) + cy. (19)

Therefore, « is weakly Chaitin D-random. It follows that a has infinitely many zeros, which
implies that a = code; (Q2P). Thus, QP (i.e., code; (2P)) is weakly Chaitin D-random.

Next, we prove that QP is D-compressible. We note that there exists a total recursive
function f: N* x N — N such that

k

Zz—'ﬁ' — 2 f(k,n) | <27 (20)

i=1

Let 3 be the infinite binary sequence such that 0.5 is the base-two expansion of the halting
probability §2.

Given n and Brpn (i.e., the first [Dn] bits of 3), one can find a kg with the property
that

ko
0.Brpm < y_ 277, (21)
1=1



It is then easy to see that

o0

> ol <o (22)

i=ko+1

Using the inequality for real numbers a + b° < (a + b)° (a,b > 0, ¢ > 1), it follows that

ko
QP =y 2
=1

From (R0), (3), and |Q” — 0.c,,| < 27™ it is shown that

|p4]
D

<2 (23)

| 0.a, — 27" f(ko,m) | < 3-27" (24)

Hence
an = f(ko,n), f(ko,n) £ 1, f(ko,n) £ 2, (25)

where «,, is regarded as a dyadic integer. Based on this, one is left with five possibilities
of a,, so that one needs only 3 bits more in order to determine «,,.
Thus, there exists a partial recursive function ®: N* x X x X — X such that

VneN" JseX |[s|=3 & ®(n,Bpn;s) = . (26)
From () it follows that
H(an) < [Brom)| + 0(n) < Dn + o(n), (27)

which implies that QP is D-compressible.

(b) Suppose that D > 1. We then choose a computable real number d satisfying
D >d > 1. Let us first assume that Q7 converges. Based on an argument similar to the
first half of the proof of Theorem B.J (a), it is easy to show that Q¢ is weakly Chaitin
d-random, i.e., there exists ¢ € R such that dn — ¢ < H((29),,). It follows from () that
dn —c < n+o(n). Dividing by n and letting n — oo we have d < 1, which contradicts the
fact d > 1. Thus, Q7 diverges to infinity. By noting Q¢ < QP it is shown that Q diverges
to infinity. O

Suppose that 0 < D < 1 and D is a computable real number. From Theorem -7 (a)
it follows that lim, .., H((Q2P),)/n = D. Also, (27),, solves the halting problem for a
program of size not greater than Dn, as is shown in the proof of Theorem B.3 (a).

Moreover, as shown in the following theorem, Q¥ is infinitely differentiable as a function
of D € (0,1), and each derived function d*QP /dD* has the same properties as QF.

Theorem 3.3. Let f: (0,1) — R with f(D) = QP. For anyp € domU, let f,: (0,1) = R
with f,(D) = 271PV/D.



(a) f is a function of class C*°, and for each k € NT,

vDe(0,1) fPD)= > fHD (28)

pedom U

where f*) and fzgk) are the k-th derived functions of f and f, respectively.

(b) Let k € N* and D be a computable real number in (0,1). Then f*)(D) is weakly
Chaitin D-random and D-compressible.

Proof. 1t is shown that for each k € N*,

(D) = Qk(‘p' m) >'p (20)

where Qr(z) is the polynomial of degree k with integer coefficients such that Qr(z) =
2K —k(k—1)2" 4 (=) R

(a) We note that for each k there exists L such that if |p| > L then for any D € (0, 1),
fzgk)(D) > 0. We wish to show by induction on k that the k-th derived function f* of f
exists and (R§) holds. The result is obvious for & = 0 from the definition of Q. Suppose
that the hypothesis is true for & = i. We see that there is L such that if |p| > L then
D), (D), £572(D) > 0 for any D € (0,1). Let D € (0,1). We then choose Dy
so that D < Dy < 1. Using the mean value theorem, it is shown that if |p| > L then

; 1) (Do) = 15"(D) _ 1 (Dy)
fi D) < F=pr == < ——p. (30)

Hence

Z f(2+1 DO - Z f (Dy). (31)

|p|>L \p\>L

By the inductive hypothesis, Zp f,gi)(Do) is convergent. Thus > féHl)(D) is convergent
for any D € (0,1). Since F5% i5 a monotone increasing function for any p with lp| > L,
it is easy to see that ) f, (ZH)(D) is uniformly convergent on (0,1) in the wider sense.
Therefore, Zp fp (D) is termwise differentiable, which implies that the hypothesis is true

for k =1+ 1 as desired.
(b) Let k € NT. We then note that there exists L € N such that if [p| > L then

VD e (0,1) 1§$Qk(|p|ll)n2) (32)

e ("5 5

and




is a monotone increasing function of D € (0,1). Let py, pa, p3, ... be a recursive enumera-
tion of the r.e. set {p } p € domU & |p| > L}. Also, let St = {p ‘ p€domU & [p| < L},
which is a finite set. The proof is similar to the case of Q7.

Suppose that D is a computable real number in (0, 1). We then note that ZPESL f,gk)(D)
is also a computable real number.

We begin by showing that f*)(D) is weakly Chaitin D-random. Let o be the infinite
binary sequence such that 0.« is the base-two expansion of f*)(D) mod 'l with infinitely
many ones.

Given a,,, one can find a G € N with the property that

G
[FODN =1+ 0.0, < Y fPD)+) f(D). (34)
peESL =1
It is then easy to see that
> (D) <27 (35)
i=G+1
Hence, from (B7), Dn < |p;| for all i > G. One can then calculate the set
{UW) |pes.yu{Um)|i<a} (36)

and therefore pick an s € X that is not in this set. It follows that Dn < H(s).
Thus, there exists a partial recursive function ¥: X — X such that

Dn < H(W(a,)). (37)

Based on an argument similar to the case of 2, we see that a is weakly Chaitin D-
random. Since f)(D)mod 1 = f® (D) mod’l = 0.q, it follows that f*)(D) is weakly
Chaitin D-random.

Next, we prove that f*)(D) is D-compressible. We note that there exists a total
recursive function g: Nt x N — Z such that

> APD) = LFM(D)] + Z fi(D) =2 "g(m,n) | <27 (38)

PESL

Let d be any computable real number with D < d < 1, and let 8 be the infinite binary
sequence such that 0.3 is the base-two expansion of f*)(d) mod 1. We then note that

D pess fé’“’(d) is a computable real number.
Given n and Bip,/q) (i-e., the first [Dn/d] bits of 3), one can find an M € N with the
property that

LI +0Bronsar < D2 [+ 3 £0(d). (39)

peESL
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It is then easy to see that

o0

> f(d) <27 (40)

1=M+1

Raising both sides of this inequality to the power d/D and noting the way of choosing L,

|p;| In 2 /D —ips
2 n 2 pz‘/D
> % [wo ("

i=M+1

oo (41)
SN
i=M+1
It follows that u
' DD+ KD = fP(D) | <27 (42)
pESL i=1
From (B8), (E3), and
| LfP(D)] + 0.0, — fO(D) | <277, (43)
it is shown that
|an_g(M>n)|§2> (44)
where «,, is regarded as a dyadic integer.
Thus, there exists a partial recursive function ®: N* x X x X — X such that
VneNT JseX |[s|=3 & ®(n,Bipnja,s) = . (45)

Using an argument similar to the case of QF, we see that « is D/d-compressible. Since d is
any computable real number with D < d < 1, it follows that f*)(D) is D-compressible. [

Remark 3.2. Suppose that W is an infinite r.e. subset of X. Chaitin proved that both

Z 9 lIpl (46)

U(p)eWw

> 27 (47)

seWw

and

are weakly Chaitin 1-random as ). Corresponding to this fact, it is shown that both

Z 9-=Ipl/D (48)

U(p)eWw

Z 9~ H(s)/D (49)

seWw

and
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have the same properties as Q7 i.e., the following results hold: (i) If D > 1 then both
(E]) and (E9) diverge to infinity. (ii) As a function of D, each of (§) and (£9) is infinitely
termwise differentiable on (0, 1). (iii) If £ € N and D is a computable real number in (0, 1)
then, for each of (§) and ([9), the value of its k-th derived function at D is weakly Chaitin
D-random and D-compressible.

Definition 3.6 (Chaitin D-random). Let D be a real number and D > 0, and let
a € X, ais called Chaitin D-random if

lim H(w,) — Dn = cc. (50)

n— o0

Definition 3.7 (Solovay D-test). Let T C Nx X and D > 0. T is called Solovay D-test

if 7 is an r.e. set and
> 27k < oo, (51)
(3,8)€T

where the sum is over all i and s such that (i,s) € T.

Definition 3.8 (Solovay D-random). Let D > 0 and o € X*°. We say that « is Solovay
D-random if
VT :Solovay D-test dmeN Vi>m o ¢ I(T;). (52)

In the case where D = 1, the Chaitin D-randomness and Solovay D-randomness result
in Chaitin randomness and Solovay randomness respectively, which are defined in [CJ].

Theorem 3.4. Let D be a computable real number and D > 0, and let « € X*°. Then «
is Chaitin D-random <= « is Solovay D-random.

The proof of Theorem B4 is immediately obtained by generalizing the proof of Theorem
R3 in [C]].

Theorem 3.5. Let D > 0 and a € X*°. « is Chaitin D-random = « is weakly Chaitin
D-random.

Proof. This is immediately apparent from the definitions. O

Remark 3.3. The converse of Theorem B.J holds for D = 1, because all Martin-Lof 1-
random sequences are Solovay 1-random, as is shown in [C3]. However, whether the con-
verse of Theorem B.5 also holds for any computable real number D with D < 1 is an open
problem.

Definition 3.9 (semi D-random). Let D > 0 and a € X*°. We say « is semi D-random
if
H
D < lim 1),

n—o0o n

(53)
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Proposition 3.6. « is weakly Chaitin D-random —> « is semi D-random.

Proof. This is obvious from the definitions. O

In general, the converse of Proposition B.g does not necessarily hold. For example,
although the infinite binary sequence rrors. ... .. considered in the proof of Theorem p.]|
is semi 1-random, it is not weakly Chaitin 1-random.

Proposition 3.7. The following four conditions are equivalent to one another.

(a) « is semi D-random.

(b) Dn+o(n) < H(ay,).

(c) VdeR (0<d< D= « is Chaitin d-random ).

(d) VdeR (0<d< D= «a is weakly Chaitin d-random ).

Proof. The above equivalences follow immediately from the definitions. O

4 Algorithmic Dimensions

We introduce the six fractal dimensions which are related to the degree of randomness or
the normalized Kolmogorov complexity.

Definition 4.1 (algorithmic dimensions). Let F be a subset of RY.
(a) The 1st algorithmic dimension of F'; which is denoted by dim 4; F', is defined as D € R

such that D
VeeF xis N-compressible (54)
and D
Jdx € F z is Chaitin N—random. (55)

(b) The 2nd algorithmic dimension of F', which is denoted by dimgs F', is defined as
D € R such that

D
VeeF xis N—compressible (56)
and

D
Jdx € F x is weakly Chaitin N-random. (57)

(¢) The 3rd algorithmic dimension of F', which is denoted by dimus F, is defined as
D € R such that

D
VereF xis N-compressible (58)

and

dx e F xis semi N—random. (59)
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(d) The 4th algorithmic dimension of F', which is denoted by dima4 F', is defined as
D € R such that

D
VeeF xis N—compressible (60)
and D
Vd < N Jdx € F x is Chaitin d-random. (61)

(e) The lower and upper algorithmic dimensions of F' are respectively defined as

D
dim 4 F' = sup { D >0 ‘ Jx € F' z is Chaitin N—random } (62)
= sup lim 63
and

—— : . D :

dimyF = mm{ D>0 ‘ VeeF xis N—compresable } (64)
— H(z,

= sup lim () (65)

Z.EFn—)OO n/N )

Although the upper and lower algorithmic dimensions always exist unless F'is the empty
set, the existences of the 1st, 2nd, 3rd, and 4th algorithmic dimensions of F' are nontrivial.
However, the uniqueness of each algorithmic dimension of F' is trivial for any non-empty
set . Note that the condition (f)) in the definition of the 4th algorithmic dimension is
equivalent to D < sup,cplim, . H(x,)/(n/N). Also, from Proposition B.7, the condition
“Chaitin d-random” in (1)) can be equivalently replaced by “weakly Chaitin d-random” or
“semi d-random”. Thus, we need not consider the alternative definitions which are obtained
by such replacements in the definition of the 4th algorithmic dimension. The ‘dimension’
N of Euclidean space RY appears in the definition of each algorithmic dimension. If we
identify any point in RY with an infinite sequence over an alphabet that consists of 2V
elements instead of an infinite binary sequence, and redefine Kolmogorov complexity using
a computer whose range is the set of finite sequences over such an alphabet, then N vanishes
from these definitions.

The properties of the 3rd, 4th, upper, and lower algorithmic dimensions were, in essence,
studied by [RT] and [StI]. As more restrictive concepts, we introduce the 1st and 2nd algo-
rithmic dimensions which are related to the degree of randomness instead of the normalized
Kolmogorov complexity.

Proposition 4.1. The algorithmic dimensions satisfy the following properties.

(a) For each k =1,2,3,4, if dimyy F' exists then 0 < dimg, F' < N.
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(b) If dimgy F' exists then dimgas F' also ezists and is equal to dimaq F'. Similarly, for
k=23, if dimay F exists then dim 11y F' also exists and is equal to dim gy F.

(c) There is E C RN such that dimyy E exists and dimys E does not exist. Also, there
is F C RY such that dimas F exists and dimas F does not exist.

(d) Foreachk =1,2,3,4, if E C F and both dimay E and dim 4, F' ezist then dim s, £ <
dimAk F.

(e) For each k = 1,2,3,4, if both dima, E and dimay, F' ezist then dimag(E U F) also
exists and is equal to max{dimay E, dimay F'}.

(f) If dimay F; exists for all i € Nt then dimas(U;2, F;) also exists and is equal to

(g9) If F is an open subset of RN then dimy, ' = N for k =1,2,3,4.

(h) If 0 < D <1 and D is computable then dima,{QP} = D for k = 2,3, 4.
(i) 0 < dim,F < dimsF < N.

(j) For each k =1,2,3,4, if dimy, F eists then dim 4, F = dimyF = dimyy, F.

dim = dimy en dimay F' exists an ese three algorithmic dimensions are
k) If dim , F' = dims F' then d F t d th th lgorith d
equal to one another.

Proof. These properties are obvious consequences of the definitions. The proof of Propo-
sition fL.1] (c) is given as follows. Let 0 < D < 1 and

E={Q¢ ‘ 0 <d < D and d is computable } . (66)

Then dimay F = D but dimas F does not exist. Also, Fj, (introduced in the next section)
is an example of a set [ such that dim 43 I exists but dim 4, F does not. See Theorem p.1].
Proposition [I.] (g) follows from the fact that for any s € X there is a Chaitin 1-random
infinite binary sequence whose prefix is s. O

Corresponding to Remark B.3, it is an open problem whether or not there is a set F
such that dim 49 F' exists and dim 4; F' does not.

If dim 43 F' exists, which follows from the existence of either dim4; ' or dim 4o F', then
dim g3 F' = max,ep lim, o H(x,)/(n/N), where the maximum is over all = € F' such that
limy, 00 H(x,)/(n/N) exists. Note that from the definition of codey, z, corresponds to
the first n/N digits of the base-two expansions of all components of x € RY. This implies
that dim 4z F' is the maximum value over the program-size complexity per digit in base-two
notation for all points in F'.

Let A be a non-empty closed subset of RY. A transformation S: A — A is called a
contraction on A if there is a number ¢ with 0 < ¢ < 1 such that |S(z) — S(y)| < c¢|z — y|
for all z, y in A. Let ¢ denote the class of all non-empty compact subsets of A. It is shown
that the following theorem holds for contractions Si,...,S,, on A (for its proof, see e.g.,

E2).
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Theorem 4.2. Let Sy, ...,S,, be contractions on A. Then there exists a unique non-empty
compact set F' which satisfies

F=JS(F). (67)

S(E) = U Si(E) (68)

and write S* for the k-th iterate of S given by S°(E) = E, S*(E) = S(S*Y(E)) fork > 1,
then

F= ﬁ SH(E) (69)

for any set E in ¢ such that S;(E) C E for each i.

The unique non-empty compact set F satisfying (B7) is called the invariant set of the
contractions S1,...,Sy,.

A contraction S on A is called a similarity on A if there is a number ¢ with 0 < ¢ < 1
such that |S(z) — S(y)| = ¢|z — y| for all z, y in A (c is called the ratio of ). The invariant
set of a collection of similarities is called a self-similar set.

Let Si,...,S,, be similarities on A. We say that Si,...,.S,, satisfy the open set condi-
tion if there exists a non-empty bounded open set V' C A such that

v s (70)
i=1
and S;(V)NS;(V) = ¢ (i # j).
Theorem 4.3. Let S, ..., S,, be similarities on R with ratios cy, . . ., ¢, respectively. We

then note that each S; is an affine transformation, i.e., for each i there exist N x N matriz
M; and v; € RN such that Sj(x) = Mz +v;. We assume that all matriz elements of M; and
all components of v; are computable real numbers for each i. Furthermore, suppose that
the open set condition ([Q) holds for Si,...,Sm. If F is the invariant set of Sy, ..., Sm,
then dima; F exists and dim s F = dimyg F' = D, where D is given by

icf =1. (71)
=1

Therefore, all siz algorithmic dimensions of F' exist and are equal to dimpy F'.

The proof of Theorem (.3 is given in Appendix [A.], and here we only present some
examples of familiar self-similar sets F' which are shown to satisfy dim 4, F' = dimg F" as a
consequence of Theorem [.3.
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Example 4.1.

(a)

The middle-third Cantor set is the invariant set F' of the similarities S, Sy on R with
ratios 1/3,1/3 such that

1 1 2

= -, -r+ .

3 3 3
The open set condition ([/7]) holds for S;, Sy with V' as the open interval (0,1). All of
the real constants which appear in affine transformations ([[2) (i.e., 0, 1/3, and 2/3)

are computable real numbers. Thus, by Theorem [L.3, dimy F = dimyg F = log, 2,
which is the solution of (1/3)” + (1/3)” = 1.

The Sierpiriski gasket with vertices at the points (0,0), (1,0), and (1/2,+/3/2) is the
invariant set F of the similarities S, So, S3 on R? with ratios 1/2,1/2,1/2 such that

()= (
2 ()= (

)()
) () ()

5

O N~ O N~ O

Ok O+~ ONi-

5 ()-G 9 0) ()

The open set condition ([[() holds for S, S, S3, taking V' as the interior of the
equilateral triangle with vertices at (0,0), (1,0), and (1/2,v/3/2). All of the real
constants which appear in affine transformations ([3J) (i.e., 0, 1/2, 1/4, and +/3/4)
are computable real numbers. It follows from Theorem that dimy; F = dimy F =
log, 3, which is the solution of (1/2)” + (1/2)” + (1/2)” = 1.

A modified von Koch curve F' C R? is constructed as follows. Fix a computable real
number r with 0 < r < 1/3. Initially, consider a line segment which has endpoints
(x1,71) and (x2,ys) such that all of 1,41, s, yo are computable real numbers. Con-
struct a curve F' by repeatedly replacing the middle proportion r of each line segment
by the other two sides of an equilateral triangle. (In the case where r = 1/3, F results
in the von Koch curve.) Then we can select the four similarities S, S, S3, Sy with
ratios 5(1—r),7,r, 5(1—r) which have the following properties: (i) The curve F is the
invariant set of Si,...,Ss. (ii) The open set condition holds for Si,...,Sy. (iii) All
of the real constants which appear in each affine transformation .S; are computable
real numbers. Thus, from Theorem we see that dimy; F' = dimy F' = D, where
D satisfies 2rP +2(3(1 —r))? = 1.

Halting self-similar sets

The halting self-similar set Fj.y is defined as

Foa = {0.q1q2q3 . ‘ ¢; € dom U for each i } ) (74)
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Fhai is a compact subset of [0,1]. Let S,(z) = 271Plz 4+ 0.p for each p € dom U. Then Fja;
satisfies
Fraie = U Sp(Fhalt)- (75)

pedom U

Thus, since dom U is a countably infinite set, Fj.; is a self-similar set in the sense that
Fla¢ is a union of a countably infinite number of smaller similar copies of itself. Also, since
dom U is a prefix-free set, the function family {S,} satisfies an open set condition in the
sense that there exists a non-empty bounded open set V' (i.e., the open interval (0, 1)) such
that V' 2 (J,5,(V) and Sp(V) N Sy(V) = ¢ (p # q). Using the fact that dom U is an r.e.
set and not a recursive set, it is easy to show that { seX ‘ I(s) N Fhay # ¢ } is also an
r.e. set and not a recursive set, where I(s) = [0.s,0.5 + 271)).

Remark 5.1. As considered in [C1|], think of U as decoding equipment at the receiving
end of a noiseless binary communication channel. Regard its programs (i.e., finite binary
sequences in dom U) as code words and regard the result of the computation by U as the
decoded message. Since dom U is a prefix-free set, such code words form what is called
an “instantaneous code,” so that successive messages sent through the channel can be
separated. Then Fj,) is the set of = € [0, 1] such that the base-two expansion of z is an
endless succession of coded messages sent through the channel.

Theorem 5.1. dimy Fja; = 1 and LY(Fha) = 0, where L' is Lebesque measure on R.
Neither dim gy Fap nor dim ao Frey exists, but dimyg Fley = dimay Frop = 1.

Proof. To begin with, we show that dimgy FL.y = 1. Let py,p2,ps3,... be a recursive
enumeration of the r.e. set dom U, and let

P, = {O.q1q2q3 . } ¢ € {p1,p2,-..,pm} for each 1 } ) (76)

Then P, is the invariant set of S,,, Sp,, ..., S,.. Since the open set condition ([(0) holds
for S, Spas -+ s Spy,s from Theorem in Appendix it is shown that dimy P,, = D,,,

where D,, is given by

> ol =, (77)

i=1

Now, from the definition of QP
v =Y 270kl (78)
i=1

From Theorem B.9 (b), this sum diverges to infinity for each D € (0,1). Hence, given
e > 0, for all sufficiently large m

m

22_(1_5)|Pi| >1 (79)

i=1
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and .
d ot <ol <1, (80)
i=1

which implies that 1 — e < D,,, < 1. Thus, lim,,_,o, D,, = 1. Since P,, C Fi.y, it follows

that dlmH Fhalt =1.
Second, we prove that £!(F.;) = 0. We see that for each n € NT,

L (Fha) < L ({ 0.q1 ...q« ‘ qi,...,qp €domU & o € X })

- Z 9—la1...qn| (81)

q1,e--sqn€dom U

= (@)

Since 0 < Q! < 1, letting n — oo gives L' (Fa) = 0.

Third, we prove that dimyz Flax = dimay Fray = 1. Fix a weakly Chaitin 1-random
sequence (3 such as the base-two expansion of ). For each &k € NT, let r;, be any one of
the shortest ¢ such that U(q) is equal to the k bits sequence from (k — 1)k/2 + 1th bit to

k(k +1)/2th bit of 8. Also, let y = 0.ry7rorg....... It follows that y € Fay.
Given ¥, one can find ry, 79,73, ..., 7y, t such that y, = rirars .. .7t and t is a proper
prefix of 7,11, possibly ¢ = A. One can then calculate SB,,(m41)/2 from ri,72,73,. .., 7.

Hence, there exists a partial recursive function ¥: X — X such that for each n € NT,
U(yn) = Bim(m+1)/2 Where m is the greatest integer with the property that |rirors...1p| <
n. Using (f), it is easy to show that there is d € N such that

m(m + 1)

- < H(p) (52)

However, using (), |rx| < k + 2log, k + ¢ for any k£ € N*. Thus

n < |rirers. .. TmTmi1l

< (m + 1)2(m—|—2) +logy(m + 1)l +c(m+1). (83)

Since letting n — oo implies m — oo, it follows that

| < fim MED, (84)

n—00 n
Combining with (B9) this implies that y is semi 1-random.

Now, it follows from (§) that x is 1-compressible for all x € R. Thus, dimaz F.: = 1,
which shows, from Proposition -] (b), that dimag Fhar = 1.

Finally, we show that neither dimy; Fiax nor dim o Fiae exists. If dimgo Fla¢ exists
then, by Proposition 1] (b), dimas Fhay = dimas Fhae = 1, which implies that there
is ¢ € Fa; such that z is Martin-Lof 1-random. However, we will show that x is not
Martin-Lof 1-random for any x € Fla;.

19



Choosing a € Q with Q! < a < 1 it follows that

> 2l <gn, (85)

q1,--- qn€dom U

Let f: N — N be a total recursive function such that a/® < 277 for all i € N. The r.e. set

T= {(i,qlqg...qf(,-)) } i e N&q,q, ..., q50) € domU} (86)

is then Martin-Lof 1-test. For any x € Fhu, Vi € N x € J(7;) and hence x is not
Martin-Lof 1-random.

Thus, dim gy Fhae does not exist. From Proposition [L.1] (b), dima; Fla also does not
exist. Ol

We say that f : X — X is an optimal code if for each s € X, f(s) is one of the shortest
program for U to calculate s, i.e., U(f(s)) = s and |f(s)| = H(s). For any optimal code f
and W C X, Fope(f, W) is defined as

Fopt (f; W) = {0.f(s1) f(s2) f(s3) ... | s; € W for each i } . (87)
The following theorem, which is similar to Theorem [.1], then holds.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that f is an optimal code and W is an infinite r.e. subset of X.
Then
dimA3 Fopt(f7 W) = dimA4 Fopt(fv W) = dln/lH Fopt(f7 W) = 1

and LY(Fop(f,W)) = 0. However, neither dima; Fopi(f, W) nor dimag Fop(f, W) exists.

Proof. The sum
Z 9—H(s)/D (88)

seW

diverges to infinity for any D > 1, as we mentioned in Remark B.J. Thus, using an
argument similar to the case of Fiy, we see that dimpy Fop(f, W) = 1.

Note that Fope(f, W) C Fhai. Thus, LY (Fop(f, W)) < LY(Fhai) = 0.

Next, we prove dimgas Fopt(f, W) = 1. Fix a weakly Chaitin 1-random sequence f.
For each k € N*, let r, be any one of the shortest ¢ such that U(q) is equal to the k
bits sequence from (k — 1)k/2 + 1th bit to k(k + 1)/2th bit of 8. Since W is an infinite
r.e. set, there exists a one-to-one total recursive function £: X — W. Let y = 0.f(£(r1))
f(&(ra)) f(E(r3)) o vnnt It is then shown that y € F,,(f, W) and there is ¢, € N such that
for any k € N*, | f(&(rk))| < k4 2logy k + ce. Moreover, one can calculate S,(m+1)/2 from
f(&(r)), f(&(r2)), f(&(rs)), ..., f(&(rm)). Thus, making an argument similar to the case
of Fhar it is shown that y is semi 1-random. Hence, dimas Fopi(f, W) = 1, and therefore
dimA4 Fopt(f> W) =1.

As was shown in the proof of Theorem p.J], there is no Martin-Lof 1-random sequence
in Fha. Since Fopy(f, W) C Fharn, there is no Martin-Lof 1-random sequence in Fop(f, W).
Thus, neither dimay Fope(f, W) nor dimas Fope(f, W) exists. O
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For each W C X, we define
FatW) = {0.q1¢0g3 - . . ... } U(g;) € W for each i }, (89)
which is a generalization of Fly, i.e., Fhay = Fha(X). Note that
Fopt(f, W) G Fra(W) C Fhany (90)

for any optimal code f and any infinite r.e. set W C X. The following generalization of
Theorem [5.]] holds.

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that W is an infinite r.e. subset of X. Then
dim g Fra(W) = dimay Fran(W) = dimy Frau(W) =1
and LY (EFpa;(W)) = 0. However, neither dimay Fpa(W) nor dim o Fyau (W) exists.
Proof. This follows immediately from Theorem p.J], Theorem p.2, and (PQ). O

Remark 5.2. [R1] showed that for any r.e. set L C X,
dim L = dimy L™ (91)

where L>° = {0.11lyl3... | I; € L for each i } (see also [STT]]). Suppose that f is an optimal
code and W is an infinite r.e. subset of X. Since {q e X } Ul e W } is an r.e. set,
using (P1)) and dim a3 Fia (W) = 1 we immediately see that dimpg Fa (W) = 1. On the
other hand, since { f(s) ‘ s €W } is not an r.e. set, it would seem difficult to prove
dimy Fopi(f, W) = 1 directly from (PI]) and dimagz Fope(f, W) = 1. In Theorem .2, using
the property of the sum (f9), we proved dimpy Fopi(f, W) = 1.

A Appendix

A.1 The proof of Theorem BT

In the case where D = 1, Theorem B.1 results in Theorem R1 in [C3]. The proof of
Theorem B.]] is a straightforward generalization of the proof of Theorem R1 given in [CJ].
We need the following two theorems shown in [CT].

Theorem A.1. Let both f: N — X and g: N — N be total recursive functions. Suppose
that

D 2o < (92)
n=0
Then there exists a computer C such that

He(s) = Jnin g(n). (93)
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Theorem A.2. There is ¢ € N such that for anyn € N and k € 7Z,
#{se X ||s|=n& H(s) <k} <2t Hmte (94)

Theorem [A.1] and Theorem [A.9 are Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.2 (b) in [[C1]], respec-
tively.
The proof of Theorem B.] is as follows.

Proof of Theorem [B.1. Suppose that D is a computable real number and D > 0. Let
f: N — Nwith f(n) = |Dn]. Then f is a total recursive function.
(= (weak Chaitin) = — Martin-Ldf)

— (weak Chaitin) says that for any k& € N there is n € N such that H(a,) < f(|an|) —
k. Let T = {(k,s) e Nx X | H(s) < f(]s|]) — k — ¢ } for the natural number ¢ which is
referred to in Theorem A.9. Then o € J(Ty,) for any k € N.

However, it follows from Theorem X3 that # { s € Ty | |s| = n } < 2P HW=F for any
k,n € N. Hence, for any k € N we get

22 Dlsl — Z#{seﬂ‘|s|—n}2 D
SETy
—k <Z2—H(n)> §2—k‘Q<2—k‘
n=0

Since f is a total recursive function, 7 is an r.e. set. Thus, 7 is Martin-Lof D-test, and
hence « is not Martin-Lof D-random.
(= Martin-Léf = — (weak Chaitin))

Suppose that there exists a Martin-Lof D-test T such that a € 3(7,) for any n € N.
Then

(95)

Z S ol < Z(gnﬂ 3 2—D\s\>

n=2 s€7 2 s€T, 2

< Z 2—n2+n+1 < 1.

n=2

(96)

Since T is an r.e. set, there exists a bijective total recursive function g from N to the
set { (n,s) | n>2 & s € T, }. Let n(k) and s(k) be total recursive functions such that
g(k) = (n(k), s(k)) for all k € N. Then

ig-[f(lS( —n(k)] Z Z o lflsh—nl < 1 (97)
k=0

n=2 s€7T 2

Since f is a total recursive function, by Theorem [A]], there is a computer C' such that

He(s) = min {f(Js(k))) =n(k)} (98)
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Using (B)), it follows that
n>2 & seT, = H(s)<Dls|—n+sim(C). (99)
Thus, since o € J(T,,2) for all n > 2, we see that for all n > 2 there exists k € N such that
H(ag) < Dlag| —n+sim(C) = Dk — n + sim(C), (100)
which implies that « is not weakly Chaitin D-random. O
A.2 The proof of Theorem

For each D > 0, we define T}, and T3 by

TL‘BE{IERN

D
x is not Chaitin N—random} (101)

T%E{xERN

D
x is not weakly Chaitin N—random} . (102)

Theorem A.3. Let D > 0. If D is a computable real number, then T}, and T? are Borel
sets and HP (T}) = HP(T3) = 0.

Proof. In the case that D = 0, the results are obvious from the fact that Ty = T¢ = ¢.
Thus we assume that D > 0.

We first show that H”(T},) = 0. Suppose that T is Solovay D/N-test. For any s € X,
we write U(s) = { z € [0,1)" | s is the prefix of z }. It follows that D is)eT U (s)|P < 0.
Also, we let I(T) = {z € [0,1)" | Vm €N 3i>m z € J(T;) }. Then, for any 6, ¢ > 0,
it is shown that there exists a d-cover {U(sy)}x of I'(T) such that 3, |[U(sz)|” < e. Hence,
HP(T(T)) < e. Tt follows that HP(T(T)) = 0.

On the other hand, Theorem B4 implies that 75 N [0,1)Y = |JI'(T), where the union
is over all Solovay D/N-test T. Since there are only countably many Solovay D/N-tests,
it follows that HP (T} N [0,1)") = 0. By noting the fact that Hausdorff outer measures
are translation invariant (i.e., HP(F + z) = HP(F), where F+z={z + 2 |z € F} ), we
see that HP(T}) = 0.

From Theorem B.4 it follows that

7= U {2 eRY | coden(z) € () } . (103)

T n=0i=n

where the leftmost union is over all Solovay D/N-test 7. Thus, T} is a Borel set.
Similarly, using Theorem B}, it is shown that HP(T3) = 0 and T% is a Borel set. [

In the case where N = 1 and D = 1, HP(T}) = HP(T3) = 0 states the well-known
fact that the set of all non-random real numbers has a zero-Lebesgue measure.

23



For each D > 0, we define T3 by

ng{zeRN

D
x is not semi N-random} . (104)

Corollary A.4 (Staiger [Stl]], Cai and Hartmanis [CH]). If D > 0 then T3 is a
Borel set and HP(T3) = 0.

Proof. In the case that D = 0, the results are obvious from the fact that 73 = ¢. Thus we
assume that D > 0. Let Dy, Do, ... be a sequence of computable real numbers such that
lim, o D, = D and for any n, D, < D. Using the equivalency between (a) and (c) in
Proposition B, we see that T = |~ T[l)n. Hence, by Theorem [K3, T is a Borel set.
Since HP is non-increasing with D, it follows that HP(T3) = 0. O

Corollary A.5 (Ryabko [RI)]). dimy F < dim,F, and for each k = 1,2,3,4, if dima;, F
exists then dimy F' < dim gy, F'.

Proof. Let D = dimpy F'. Since the results are trivial for D = 0, we assume that D > 0.
For any ¢ > 0, we choose a computable real number d such that D —e < d < D. From
Theorem it follows that HI(F\T}) = HY(F) > 0. Hence, F\T} # ¢ and therefore
there is x € F such that x is Chaitin d/N-random. Thus, we see that D — e < dim 4 F' for
any £ > 0, from which the results are easily produced. O

Definition A.1 (r.e. condition). Suppose that F is a subset of RY. We first define

Fmodl1l= {(xl mod 1,2° mod 1,.. ., 2" mod 1) ‘

(xl,:cQ,...,xN)eF}. (105)

For any s € X, we define I(s) = [0.5,0.5 + 2715y and I(s) = [0.s — 27151 0.5 + 271 +
2715l) mod 1. We also generalize I(s) and I(s) to intervals on RV by the following manner.

I(s1,80,...,5n) = I(s1) x I(s3) X -+ x I(sn), (106)
I(s1,89,-..,5n) = 1(s1) x I(s3) X - x I(sn). (107)
Finally, we define
and
M(F) = {(s1,-,n) | [s1] =+ = |sn| &

(109)

~

I(sy,...,sn)N(Fmod1)# ¢ }.

We say that F satisfies the r.e. condition if there exists an r.e. set L such that
M(F) C L CM(F).
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The meaning of the r.e. condition is as follows. First we note that F mod 1 C [0,1)".
For all n € N, divide [0,1)" into 2"" pieces of N dimensional subintervals in the form
I(s1,89,...,sn) with [s;| = |s2] = -+ = |sy| = n. Then, intuitively, the r.e. condi-
tion is that all of the subintervals I’s intersecting F' mod 1 and some of the subintervals
neighboring to these I's form an r.e. set.

Let F be a bounded subset of RY, and let Ns(F') be the smallest number of closed balls
of radius ¢ that cover F'. The upper box-counting dimension of F' is defined as
= log N;(F)

dimgF = lim

11
=0 —logd (110)

Theorem A.6 (Kolmogorov). If F is a bounded subset of RN and satisfies the r.e.
condition, then x is (dimpF')/N-compressible for any x € F, i.e.,

dimgF
N

Proof. The essential part of the proof is due to Kolmogorov.
For each m € N, we consider the collection of cubes in the 2~-coordinate mesh of RV,
i.e., the collection of sets of the form

Vee F VneN H(xz,) <

n+o(n). (111)

127™, (L 4+ 1)27™) % - x [Iy27™, (I + 1)27™), (112)

where [y, ..., [y are integers. Let M,,(F") be the number of 27-mesh cubes that intersect
F'. It is then shown that loge M. (F
dimpF = Im logy M (F)

m—00 m

(113)
(see e.g., [F9)). 1 "

Suppose that z = (z',...,z") is any point in F. Since the r.e. condition holds for
F, there exists an r.e. set L such that M(F) C L C 9MM(F). We consider the following
procedure in order to calculate x,,.

Given n, one enumerates all elements (s1,...,sy) of L such that |s;| = [n/N]. There
then appears the element (¢y,...,¢y) in the enumeration with the property that

(z'mod 1,...,2"Y mod 1) € I(ty,...,ty). (114)

Assume this (t1,...,ty) is the k,th element in the enumeration order. If one knows n and

k., then one can calculate the first [n/N| bits of the base-two expansion of each z* mod 1
with infinitely many zeros and hence one can calculate x,, further.

Thus, since k, < 3V M, n(F), we see that H(xz,) < logy Mpyn(F) + o(n). Using
([13), the result is produced. O

Theorem [A.§ immediately gives the following corollary.

Corollary A.7. Suppose that F' is a bounded subset of RN and satisfies the r.e. condition.
Then dimy F' < dimgF'. Moreover, for each k = 1,2,3,4, if dim sy F' exists then dim g F' <
dimpF.
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Theorem A.8. Let F' be a bounded subset of RY. Suppose that F satisfies the r.e. condi-
tion and dimy F' = dimgF'. Let D = dimg F'.

(a) dimyy F' ezists and dimggq F' = dimy F.
(b) If HP(F) > 0, then dims F exists and dimys F = dimy F.

(c) If HP(F) > 0 and dimy F is a computable real number, then both dimy F and
dim o F' exist and dim gy F' = dimge F' = dimg F.

Proof. 1t follows from Theorem [A7f that x is (dimy F')/N-compressible for any = € F.
Using Corollary A7, we see that dimyy F' = dimy F. If HP(F) > 0 then, from Corollary
B4, HP(F\T}) = HP(F) > 0. Hence, F\T} # ¢, therefore there is © € F which
is semi D/N-random. Thus, we see that dimy3 ' = dimgy F. Moreover, if dimy F is

a computable real number, then using Theorem [A.3 in a similar manner we see that
dimAlF:dimAgF:dimHF. ]

Theorem A.9. Let Si,...,S, be contractions on RY. Suppose that each S; is an affine
transformation, i.e., for each i, S;(x) = M;x + v; where M; is an N x N matriz and v; is
a vector in RY . If all matriz elements of M; and all components of v; are computable real
numbers for each i, then the r.e. condition holds for the invariant set of Si,...,Sn.

Proof. Let F be the invariant set of S;,...,S,,. Since Si,...,S,, are contractions on R¥,
there exists [ € N such that S;(E) C E for each i where E = {z € RV | [z] <1/2}. We
write Sy, i, = Si, 0---0.S; . Using Theorem [L.9, for each k it is shown that

Fc U SualB) (115)

.....

and FN S, . (F) # ¢ for any 4y,...,4,. Let ¢1,...,¢, be the ratios of Sy,..., S,
respectively. We choose r € Q such that ¢; < r < 1 for all 7 and choose o € E N QY such
as (0,0,...,0). Then |S;, , (E)| <IrF for any k and iy, ...,i. Since all matrix elements
of M; and all components of v; are computable real numbers for all ¢, it follows that given
k,ii,..., i, and n € N one can find an f(n;k;iy,...,ix) € QY with the property that

|f(nsksdn, ..o yig) — Siy i (@0)] < (116)
It is then shown that 9(F) C L C 9%(F) holds for the set L accepted by the following
procedure, and hence F satisfies the r.e. condition.

Given (s1,...,sy) € X, one checks whether or not |s;| = -+ = |sy| holds true. If
this does not hold true, then one does not accept (si,...,sy). Otherwise when this does
hold true, one chooses k such that Ir* < §/4 and chooses n such that 1/n < §/4, where
§ =271l Let

Aj(ila s ,Zk)

i e e g g (117)
= [fl(n;k;ir, ... ix) —0/2, f(n;ksiy, ... i) +0/2]
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where f7(n;k;iy, ..., i) is the jth component of f(n;k;iy, ..., i), and let
Aliy, ... ig) = Ay, o) X - < AN(ig, .o ig). (118)

It is easy to see that

Fc |J AG.....ix) (119)

and F'N A(iy, ..., i) # ¢ for any iq,...,7. One then accepts (s1,...,sy) if and only if
one can find a (iy,..., i) such that I(sy,...,sy) N (A(iy,. .., &) mod 1) # ¢. O

We refer to the following familiar theorem on a self-similar set (e.g., Theorem 9.3 in

E2).

Theorem A.10. Suppose that the open set condition ([Q) holds for similarities Sy, ..., Sm
on RN with ratios ci, ..., ¢y respectively. If F is the invariant set of Si,..., S, then
dimy F = dimgF = D and 0 < HP(F) < oo, where D is given by

d =1 (120)

The proof of Theorem is as follows.

Proof of Theorem [[.3. Suppose that the open set condition holds for similarities S, ..., Sy,
on RY with ratios ci, ..., ¢, respectively. Let F' be the invariant set of Sp,...,S,,. From
Theorem [AI0, it is shown that dimy F = dimgF = D and 0 < HP(F) < oo, where
D satisfies ([71)). Furthermore, suppose that for each ¢ there exist N x N matrix M; and
v; € RY such that all matrix elements of M, and all components of v; are computable
real numbers and S;(z) = M;x 4+ v;. Using Theorem [A79, we see that I satisfies the r.e.
condition. Since each ¢; is a computable real number, D satisfying ([7T]) is also a computable
real number. It follows from Theorem [A.§ that dim 4; F exists and dim 4y F' = dimy F. O

Corollary A.11. Let P = {p1,pa,-..,Pm} be a finite prefiz-free subset of X, and let F be
the set of infinite binary sequences that consist of elements of P, i.e.,

F:{q1q2q3...€X°°‘qiEPforeachi}. (121)
Then
VaeFF VYVneN H(w,) < Dn+o(n), (122)
JaeF lim H(a,) — Dn = oo, (123)
n—oo

where D is given by

> 2Pl =1, (124)
=1
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Proof. For each i, let S; be the similarity on R with S;(x) = 27!z 4+ 0.p;. Since P is a
prefix-free set, it is shown that Si,...,S,, satisfy the open set condition. Note that all
of 2711 and 0.p; are computable real numbers. Let R(F) = {0.a } o € F'}. Then R(F)
is the invariant set of S,...,S,,. From Theorem .3, we see that dims; R(F) = D, and
hence the results are produced. O

Proposition A.12. Let D be a real number with 0 < D < N.
(b) If D is a computable real number then dimy T} = dimy T = D.

Proof. Since the results are trivial for D = 0, we assume that D > 0.

(a) For any € > 0, we choose a computable real number d such that D —e¢ < d < D.
Noting Theorem [£.3, we can construct similarities Si,...,S,, on RY such that dim 3 F' =
dimg F = d holds for the invariant set F' of Sy,...,S,,. Hence, ' C T3 and therefore
D — e <dimy T3. Thus, D < dimg T} and using Corollary A4 the result is produced.

(b) From the fact that T3 C T C T}, it follows that D < dimy T3 < dimg T},. Since
D is a computable real number, using Theorem [A. we see that dimy T} < D. Thus, the
result is produced. 0

Note that Proposition (a) was derived by [RT].
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