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On Interpretations in Büchi Arithmetics

Alexander Zapryagaev⋆

National Research University Higher School of Economics, 6, Usacheva Str., Moscow,
119333, Russian Federation

Abstract. Büchi arithmetics BAn, n ≥ 2, are extensions of Presburger
arithmetic with an unary functional symbol Vn(x) denoting the largest
power of n that divides x. Definability of a set in BAn is equivalent
to its recognizability by a finite automaton receiving numbers in their
n-ary expansion. We show that Büchi arithmetics BAn and BAm are bi-
interpretable for any n,m. Furthermore, we establish that any interpre-
tation of some structure in BAn is isomorphic to some one-dimensional
interpretation; however, this isomorphism must not be BAn-definable.

1 Preliminaries

A Büchi arithmetic BAn, n ≥ 2, is the theory Th(N,=,+, Vn) where Vn is an
unary functional symbol such that Vn(x) is the largest power of n that divides
x (Vn(0) is defined to be 0). They form a family of decidable extensions of
Presburger arithmetic PrA = Th(N,=,+) [5].

These theories were proposed by J. Büchi [3] in 1960 in order to describe the
recognizability of sets of natural numbers by finite automata through logic. This
relation is made explicit in the following classic result by Véronique Bruyère
[1,2]:

Theorem 1.1. Let ϕ(x1, . . . , xm) be a BAn-formula. Then there is an effec-
tively constructed automaton A such that (a1, . . . , am) is accepted by A iff N |=
ϕ(a1, . . . , am).

Contrariwise, let A be a finite automaton working on m-tuples of n-ary natu-
ral numbers. Then there is an effectively constructed BAn-formula ϕ(x1, . . . , xm)
such that N |= ϕ(a1, . . . , am) iff (a1, . . . , am) is accepted by A. Furthermore, this
formula is of complexity class not surpassing Σ2 [4].

.
We consider the multi-dimensional non-paramentic interpretations [7, pp. 20–

21] in BAn. An interpretation ι of some first-order language K in a structure
B of language L is the translation of K-formulas into L-formulas defined the
following L-formulas:

1. Dι(y) defining the set Dι ⊆ B (the domain formula);
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2. Pι(x1, . . . , xn) for predicate symbols P (x1, . . . , xn) of K;
3. fι(x1, . . . , xn, y) for functional symbols f(x1, . . . , xn) of K.

Here, all fι’s are required to define graphs of some functions (modulo in-
terpretation of equality). This definition naturally extends to the translation of
any K-formulas. Naturally, ι and B give a model A of the language K with the
domain Dι/∼ι, where equivalence relation ∼ι is given by =ι (x1, x2). A is called
the internal model of K.

If A |= T, then ι is an interpretation of the theory T in B. If for a first-order
theory U an interpretation ι is an interpretation of T for any B |= U, then ι is
called an interpretation of theory T in U.

Two theories are called bi-interpretable if there is an interpretation of both
into the other one. We study the interpretations in the Büchi arithmetic BAn.
We note that, as BAn is the true theory of (N; =,+, Vn), it suffices to consider
the interpretations in (N; =,+, Vn).

2 One-Dimensional Interpretations

Unlike Presburger arithmetic, in the Büchi case it makes no difference whether to
consider one-dimensional or multi-dimensional interpretations; that is, whether
the elements of the internal model are natural numbers or k-tuples of them. In
fact, we are able encode k-tuples into single natural numbers as long as k is
known and fixed beforehand.

Theorem 2.1. Let the structure A be m-dimensionally interpreted in Büchi
arithmetic BAn, m ≥ 2, under interpretation ι. Then there is a one-dimensional
interpretation ι′ such that the internal models of A given by ι and ι′ are isomor-
phic.

Proof. We work in BAn. We will give a general construction that converts an
automaton accepting a set S ⊆ N

m into an automaton accepting a set S′ ⊆ N.
Specifically, the new automaton will accept numbers sequentially, instead of in
m-tuples, by inputting all the zeroth digits, then all the first digits, and so on
until all the natural numbers from the tuple are input.

Assume that {q0, . . . , qN−1} are the states of the automaton A, q0 being the
initial one.

We start with the same set of states and add the following new states: for
each qi, we first append the new states qi,0, . . . , qi,n−1 and the rules qi, k → qi,k,
k = 0, . . . , n− 1. Next, we add states qi,0,0, . . . , qi,0,n−1, . . . , qn−1,0, . . . , qn−1,n−1

with the corresponding rules qi,j1 , k → qi,j1,k. The process of extending states
continues up until we add the states of the type qi,j0,...,jm−2

for each (m − 1)-
tuple j0, . . . , jm−2. All the newly added states are non-final; only q0 is initial
while only those original states which were final in A remain final.

At last, for each transition rule qi, (j0, . . . , jm−2, jm−1) → ql in A we add
an arrow qi,j0,...,jm−2

, jm−1 → ql. Clearly, the movement from qi to ql along
the chain of (non-final) states qi,j0 , . . . , qi,j0,...,jm−2

happens under the series of



inputs j0, . . . , jm−1 and corresponds exactly to the movement from qi to ql under
the tuple (j0, . . . , jm−1).

As an example, we provide the transformation of the automaton checking
the equality of two binary numbers.
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Fig. 1. Automaton for = (x, y) before transformation
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Fig. 2. Automaton for = (x, y) after transformation

Clearly, after applying this transformation procedure to each of the automata
involved in the definition of the interpretation ι, we obtain new automata (which
are the same as BAn-definitions) of the domain and the necessary predicate and
functional symbols. They define a new interpretation ι′ of A in BAn obtained
by the application of the bijective correspondence ϕ : Nm → N, where

x = ϕ(x0, . . . , xm−1)
def

⇐==⇒ Digitn(xi, l) = Digitn(x,m ∗ l + i).

As ϕ defines a bijection between N
m and N, the new interpretation is isomorphic

to ι by ϕ.

We note that while the interpretation ι′ thus constructed is isomorphic to ι,
it is not definably isomorphic; that is, it is impossible to express the bijection ϕ
giving the isomorphism using a Büchi formula. Indeed, the following holds:

Lemma 2.1. Let n = 2, m = 2, ϕ : N2 → N the bijection given by x =
ϕ(x0, . . . , x1) ⇔ Digit2(xi, l) = Digit2(x, 2l + i). Then ϕ is not BA2-definable.

Proof. Assume the contrary. Let there be an automaton checking x = ϕ(x0, x1)
for the inputs (x, x0, x1) in binary. Let us fix the value x0 = 0 and consider



x1 = 2k. In this case, x = 22k. Hence, there is an automaton B accepting pairs
(2k, 22k) for all k. It should accept the following series of inputs: (0, 0) k times,
then (1, 0), then (0, 0) k − 1 times, then (0, 1), moving to a final state after the
last one (where it should remain on receiving further (0, 0) inputs only), while
being in a non-accepting state for any other sequence of inputs.

Let us denote the state of the automaton after receiving (0, 0) k times and
then (1, 0) as qk. As the number of states is finite, we can see that for some
k < m, qk = qm. Now consider the state of the automaton after receiving (0, 0)
k times, then (1, 0), then (0, 0) m − 1 times, then (0, 1). After receiving (1, 0),
the automaton is in qm; this means that upon receiving (0, 0) m− 1 times and
then (0, 1) it must come to a final state. However, this also implies B has just
accepted the pair (2k, 2k+m), which does not belong to the accepting set of B,
a contradiction.

3 Bi-Interpretability of BAn and BAl

Now we prove that for all Büchi arithmetics, each of BAn is bi-interpretable
with BAl. This follows from the two statements below.

Theorem 3.1. Each BAk2 can be interpreted in BAk.

Proof. The idea of the proof is to encode the k2-ary digits as pairs of k-ary digits
seeded into the automaton sequentially. We start from an automaton A perform-
ing some procedure on k2-ary numbers. We apply the following transformation.

We start with the original states q0, . . . , qs of A. First, each state qi is sup-
plemented by a series of non-final states called qi,0, . . . , qi,k−1 with transitions
qi, a → qi,a. Then, for each transition qi, k ∗ l +m → qj of A, we apply a new
transition qi,l,m → qj . Thus, each k2-ary digit is entered into the new automa-
ton as a sequence of two k-ary digits, k ∗ l + m encoded as l followed by m,
l,m ∈ {0, . . . , k − 1}.

By applying the procedure described to the automata defining the predicates
= (x, y),+(x, y, z), Vk2 (x, y) in BAk2 , we interpret (with full domain) BAk2 in
BAk.

Theorem 3.2. Each BAk can be interpreted in BAk+1, k ≥ 2.

Proof. We start with the automata expressing = (x, y),+(x, y, z), Vk(x, y) in
BAk. For each of them, we attach a new non-final “dead-end” state qt such that
it cannot be escaped: for all s ∈ {0, . . . , k} we define qt, s → qt. To each state qi of
the former automaton we add a new transition qi, k → qt: upon encountering an
occurrence of digit k, we transfer to qt and stay there. The resulting automata in
BAk+1 define an interpretation of BAk with the domain consisting of all those
numbers that are written without digit k.

Now, given BAk and BAl, we first use Theorem 3.2 a sufficient number of
times to interpret BAk in some BAl2

p where p is such that l2
p

> k, then apply
Theorem 3.1 p times to interpret BAl2

p in BAl. This establishes:

Theorem 3.3. Each BAk is interpretable in any of BAl, k, l ≥ 2.
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