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Abstract. The main result of this paper states that the isomorphisnwfao-
tomatic trees of finite height is at least has hard as secoet-arithmetic and
therefore not analytical. This strengthens a recent réguttjorth, Khoussainov,
Montalban, and Nies [HKMNO8] showing that the isomorphigroblem forw-
automatic structures is not ii; . Moreover, assuming the continuum hypothesis
CH, we can show that the isomorphism problem deautomatic trees of finite
height is recursively equivalent with second-order arigtim On the way to our
main results, we show lower and upper bounds for the isonenpproblem for
w-automatic trees of every finite height: (i) It is decidabl&’tcomplete, resp,)
for height 1 (2, resp.), (i)71-hard and inI} for height 3, and (iii)IT}_5-
and X} _;-hard and inIl3,,_, (assumingCH) for all n > 4. All proofs are
elementary and do not rely on theorems from set theory.

1 Introduction

A graph is computable if its domain is a computable set ofr@humbers and the edge
relation is computable as well. Hence, one can computetafédein the graph. On the
other hand, practically all other properties are undedelfdy computable graphs (e.qg.,
reachability, connectedness, and even the existencelafasamodes). In particular, the
isomorphism problem is highly undecidable in the senseithatomplete forX} (the
first existential level of the analytical hierarchy [Odi89%ee e.g. [CK06, GK02] for
further investigations of the isomorphism problem for catgble structures. These al-
gorithmic deficiencies have motivated in computer scieheestudy of more restricted
classes of finitely presented infinite graphs. For instapeshdown graphs, equational
graphs, and prefix recognizable graphs have a decidableditosecond-order theory
and for the former two the isomorphism problem is known to éeidbble [Cou89] (for
prefix recognizable graphs the status of the isomorphistl@no seems to be open).
Automatic graphs [KN95] are in between prefix recognizaht@omputable graphs.
In essence, a graph is automatic if the elements of the s@w&n be represented as
strings from a regular language and the edge relation caadognized by a finite state
automaton with several heads that proceed synchronoudlgr#atic graphs (and more
general, automatic structures) received increasingastesver the last years [BG04,
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IKR02,KNRS07,KRS05, Rub08]. One of the main motivationsifivestigating auto-
matic graphs is that their first-order theories can be decidgformly (i.e., the input

is an automatic presentation and a first-order sentenceth®ather hand, the isomor-
phism problem for automatic graphsig -complete [KNRS07] and hence as complex
as for computable graphs (see [KL10] for the recursion théocomplexity of some
more natural properties of automatic graphs).

In our recent paper [KLL10], we studied the isomorphism jeabfor restricted
classes of automatic graphs. Among other results, we prihadi) the isomorphism
problem for automatic trees of height at mest- 2 is complete for the levelld,
of the arithmetical hierarchy and (ii) that the isomorphisrablem for automatic trees
of finite height is recursively equivalent to true arithnaetn this paper, we extend our
techniques from [KLL10] tav-automatic treesThe class ofv-automatic structures
was introduced in [BlIu99], it generalizes automatic stnoes by replacing ordinary
finite automata by Buchi automata anwords. In this way, uncountable graphs can
be specified. Some recent results wmautomatic structures can be found in [KLO8,
HKMNO8, KRB08, Kus10]. On the logical side, many of the postresults for au-
tomatic structures carry over te-automatic structures [Blu99, KRB08]. On the other
hand, the isomorphism problemofautomatic structures is more complicated than that
of automatic structures (which i5;-complete). Hjorth et al. [HKMNO8] constructed
two w-automatic structures for which the existence of an isomisrp depends on the
axioms of set theory. Using Schoenfield’s absoluteness¢hedhey infer that isomor-
phism ofw-automatic structures does not belong’t. The extension of our elemen-
tary techniques from [KLL10] tov-automatic trees allows us to show directly (without
a “detour” through set theory) that the isomorphism probfemv-automatic trees of
finite height is not analytical (i.e., does not belong to ahyhe levelsX!). For this,
we prove that the isomorphism problem forautomatic trees of height > 4 is hard
for both levelsX! . andII!_, of the analytical hierarchy (our proof is uniform in
n). A more precise analysis moreover reveals at which hefghtomplexity jump for
w-automatic trees occurs: For automatic as well asf@utomatic trees of height 2,
the isomorphism problem i§{-complete and hence arithmetical. But the isomorphism
problem forw-automatic trees of height 3 is hard ffi] (and therefore outside of the
arithmetical hierarchy) while the isomorphism problemdatomatic trees of height 3
is I19-complete [KLL10]. Our lower bounds fav-automatic trees even hold for the
smaller class of injectively-automatic trees.

We prove our results by reductions from monadic secondr@hdgments of) num-
ber theory. The first step in the proof is a normal form for gfiehl predicates. The
basic idea of the reduction then is that a subsetC N can be encoded by an-
word wx over{0, 1}, where thei-th symbol isl if and only ifi € X. The combina-
tion of this basic observation with our techniques from [KlI0] allows us to encode
monadic second-order formulas o\&¥, +, x) by w-automatic trees of finite height.
This yields the lower bounds mentioned above. We also givepger bound for the
isomorphism problem: fap-automatic trees of height, the isomorphism problem be-
longs tol13, _,. While the lower bound holds in the usual systéRC of set theory, we
can prove the upper bound only assuming in addition the couath hypothesis. The



precise recursion theoretic complexity of the isomorphfmmblem forw-automatic
trees remains open, it might depend on the underlying axfomset theory.

Related work Results on isomorphism problems for various subclasseatofraatic
structures can be found in [KNRSO07, KRS05, KLL10, RubO4n8aompleteness re-
sults for low levels of the analytical hierarchy for decisjgroblems on infinitary ratio-
nal relations were shown in [Fin09].

2 Preliminaries

LetN, = {1,2,3,...}. With T we denote a tuplé¢z,...,xz,,) of variables, whose
lengthm does not matter.

2.1 The analytical hierarchy

In this paper we follow the definitions of the arithmeticaldaanalytical hierarchy
from [Odi89]. In order to avoid some technical complicasoit is useful to exclude
0 in the following, i.e., to consider subsets Nf,. In the following, f; ranges over
unary functions olN,, X; over subsets d\,, andu, x,y, z, x;, . . . over elements of
N, . The class¥? C 2N+ s the collection of all setsl C N of the form

A:{xEN-ﬁ- | (N7+7X) ):Hyl vy?"'Qyn:So(x’yla---vyn)}a

where@ =V (resp.Q = J) if n is even (resp. odd) and is a quantifier-free formula
over the signature containingandx. The clasdI is the class of all complements of
X9 sets. The classes?, IT0 (n > 1) make up therithmetical hierarchy

The analytical hierarchy extends the arithmetical hidrarand is defined analo-
gously using function quantifiers: The clas&d C 2N+ is the collection of all sets
A C N, of the form

A:{$€N+ | (N7+7X) ':Eflvaanw(xvflvvfn)}a

where@ =V (resp.Q) = 3) if n is even (resp. odd) andis a first-order formula over
the signature containing, x, and the functiongy, ..., f,.. The clasdI} is the class
of all complements of} sets. The classes;, IT} (n > 1) make up theanalytical
hierarchy, see Figure 1 for an inclusion diagram. The clasaraflytical setdis exactly
Unzl 2711

As usual in computability theory, a Godel numbering of allté objects of interest
allows to quantify over, say, finite automata as well. We alivays assume such a
numbering without mentioning it explicitly.

% Here the notion ofnalytical setds defined for sets of natural numbers and is not to be con-
fused with theanalytic setstudied in descriptive set theory [Kec95].
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2.2 Bichi automata

For details on Buchi automata, see [GTWO02, PP04, Tho9#]/Lbe a finite alpha-
bet. With ' we denote the set of all finite words over the alphabetThe set of all
nonempty finite words i§'*. Anw-word overl” is an infinite sequence = ajazaz - - -
with a; € I'. We setw[i] = a; for i € N,.. The set of allv-words overl” is denoted by
re.

A (nondeterministic) Biichi automaton is a tugle = (Q, I, A, I, F'), whereQ is
a finite set of stated,, F' C @ are resp. the sets of initial and final states, and @ x
I" x Q is the transition relation. If' = X™ for some alphabeX’, then we refer td\/ as
ann-dimensional Bchi automaton oveE'. A run of M on anw-wordw = ajazas - - -
is anw-wordr = (q1,a1,q2)(q2, a2,q3)(qs3,a3,q4) - - - € A¥ such thatg; € I. The
run r is acceptingif there exists a final state frord that occurs infinitely often in.
The languagd.(M) C I'* defined byM is the set of allv-words for which there
exists an accepting run. An-languagel. C I'“ is regular if there exists a Buchi
automatonM with L(M) = L. The class of all regulaw-languages is effectively
closed under Boolean operations and projections.

Forw-wordswn, . .., w, € I'*, theconvolutionuw; @ we ® - -+ @ w, € (I'"™)¥ is
defined by
w1 @ we Q-+ @wy = (wi[l], ..., wy[1])(w1[2], ..., wa[2]) (w1 [3], ..., w,[3]) -
Forw = (w1, ..., w,), we write®(w) forw; ® - - - ® wy,.

An n-ary relationR C (I'“)™ is calledw-automaticif the w-language® R =
{®(w) | w € R} is regular, i.e., it is accepted by somedimensional Buchi au-
tomaton. We denote witliR(AM) C (I'“)™ the relation defined by an-dimensional
Buchi-automaton over the alphaliét

To also define the convolution of finite words (and of finite d®mwith infinite
words), we identify a finite word: € I'* with the w-word u¢®, wheres is a new
symbol. Then, fot,v € I'*, w € I'*, we writeu ® v for thew-word u ¢* Quvo* and
u® w (resp.aw ® u) for u o¥ w (resp.w & uo®).

In the following we describe some simple operations on Bacitomata that are
used in this paper.

— Given two Biichiautomat&/y = (Qo, I, I, Ao, Fo) andM; = (Q1, [, I, Aq, Fy),
we useM, ¥ M, to denote the automaton obtained by taking the disjointrunfo
My and M;. Note that for any word: € ', the number of accepting runs of
My W M, onu equals the sum of the numbers of accepting runklgfand M, on
Uu.



— Let, again,M; = (Q;, [, I;, A;, F;) for i € {0,1} be two Biichi automata. Then
the intersection of their languages is accepted by the Biwdbmaton

M = (Qo x Q1 x{0,1}, I I x I x {0}, A, Fy x Q1 x {0}),

where((po, p1,m), a, (g0, q1,n)) € Aif and only if

e (po,a,qo) € Ay and(p1,a,q1) € 41, and

e if p,, € F,,, thenn = m and ifp,, € F,, thenn =1 —m.
Hence the runs a#/ on thew-word u consist of a run of\/; and of M; onu. The
“flag” m € {0,1} in (po, p1, m) signals that the automaton waits for an accepting
state ofM,,,. As soon as such an accepting state is seen, the flag togglediie.
Hence accepting runs df/ correspond to pairs of accepting runs/af, and of
M. Therefore, the number of accepting runsiéfon v equals the product of the
numbers of accepting runs af, and of M; on . This construction is known as
the flag or Choueka construction (cf. [Cho74, Tho90, PP04]).

— Let ¥ be an alphabet and/ = (Q,I,1, A, F) be a Buchi automaton. We use
Y“ ® M to denote the automaton obtained frathby expanding the alphabet to
X x I

YYOM=(Q, X xII,A"F),

where A’ = {(p, (0,a),q) | (p,a,q) € A,oc € X}. Note thatL(X¥ @ M) =
XY ® L(A).

2.3 w-automatic structures

A signatureis a finite setr of relational symbols together with an arityy € N, for
every relational symba$ € 7. A 7-structureis a tupled = (4, (S*)se, ), whereA is
a set (thauniverseof A) andS“# C A™s. When the context is clear, we dendité with
S, and we writen € A fora € A. Let E C A2 be an equivalence relation oh Then
Eis acongruencen A if (u1,v1),..., (Ung,Vng) € Eand(u,...,u,s) € Simply
(v1,...,vn4) € Sforall S € 7. Then thequotient structured/E can be defined:

— The universe ofd/ E is the set of allE-equivalence classés| for u € A.
— Theinterpretation of € 7 is the relation{([u1], ..., [ung]) | (u1,...,ung) € S}.

Definition 2.1. Anw-automatic presentatianver the signature is a tuple
P = (Fa M, MEa (MS)SET)
with the following properties:

— I'is afinite alphabet

— M is a Buchi automaton over the alphabEt

— ForeveryS € 7, Mg is anng-dimensional Bchi automaton over the alphabBt

— M= is a 2-dimensional Bchi automaton over the alphabEtsuch thatR(M=) is
a congruence relation ofL.(M), (R(Ms))ser)-

Ther-structure definedly thew-automatic presentatiof? is the quotient structure

S(P) = (L(M), (R(Ms))ser)/R(M=) .



If R(Mz=) is the identity relation o™, then P is calledinjective A structureA is
(injectively) w-automaticif there is an (injectivelyl-automatic presentatioR with
A= S(P). In [HKMNO8] it was shown that there existautomatic structures that are
not injectivelyw-automatic. We simplify our statements by saying “givenipaite an
(injectively) w-automatic structurel” for “given/compute an (injectively)-automatic
presentation” of a structureS(P) = A”. Automatic structure$kKN95] are defined
analogously tav-automatic structures, but instead of Buchi automatanami finite
automata over finite words are used. For this, one has to patesistrings with the
padding symbob when defining the convolution of finite strings. More detailsw-
automatic structures can be found in [BG04, HKMNO08, KRBO&Jparticular, a count-
able structure is;-automatic if and only if it is automatic [KRBO08].

Let FO[3%0, 32™°] be first-order logic extended by the quantifiérsz... (x €
{Rg, 2%0}) saying that there exist exactlymanyz satisfying. ... The following theo-
rem lays out the main motivation for investigatinngautomatic structures.

Theorem 2.2 ( [Blu99, KRB08]).From anw-automatic presentation
P = (Fa Ma MEa (MS)SET)

and a formulap(z) € FO[3%0, HQNO] in the signaturer with n free variables, one can
compute a Bchi automaton for the relation

{(ala-“aa’n) € L(]\/[)n | S(P) ': (P([Gl], [a2]a"'a[an])}'

In particular, theFO[3%0, HQNO] theory of anyw-automatic structure4 is (uniformly)
decidable.

Definition 2.3. Let K be a class ofv-automatic presentations. Tligmorphism prob-
lemlso(K) is the set of pairg P, ») € K? of w-automatic presentations frofd with
S(P) =2 8(P).

If S; andS, are two structures over the same signature, we \iteS, for the disjoint
union of the two structures. We usé to denote the disjoint union ef many copies of
the structureS, wherex is any cardinal.

The disjoint union as well as the countable or uncountablegp@f an automatic
structure are effectively automatic, again. In this paperwill only need this property
(in a more explicite form) for injectivelyw-automatic structures.

Lemma 2.4. Let P, = (I, M*, ML, (M})se-) be injectivev-automatic presentations
of structuress; for ¢ € {1,2}. One can effectively construct injectivelyautomatic
copies ofS; ¥ S,, 83, andS2™” such that

— The universe of the injectively-automatic copyS of S; W S, equalsL(M?!) U
L(M?) and the relations are given b§® = R(M}) U R(M?2) providedL(M?)
and L(M?) are disjoint.

— The universe of the injectively-automatic copys of S1° is $* @ L(M') where$
is a fresh symbol. For € N, the restriction ofS to {$‘} ® L(M*!) forms a copy of
Si.

— The universe of the injectively-automatic copys of $2"° is {$;, $2}* @ L(M?)
where$; and $, are fresh symbols. Fow € {$;,$2}*, the restriction ofS to
{w} ® L(M?") forms a copy of;.



2.4 Trees

A forestis a partial ordef” = (V, <) such that for every € V, the set{y | y < z}
of ancestors ofr is finite and linearly ordered b¥. Thelevel of a nodex € V is
{y | v < z}| € N. Theheightof F is the supremum of the levels of all nodeslin
it may be infinite. Note that a forest of infinite height can bellvfounded, i.e., all its
paths are finite. In this paper we only deal with forestéimfe height For allu € V,
F(u) denotes the restriction df to the sefv € V' | u < v} of successors af. We will
speak of thesubtree rooted at. A treeis a forest that has a minimal element, called the
root. For a forestF' andr not belonging to the domain df, we denote with- o F' the
tree that results from addingo F' as a new root. Thedge relation® of the forestF is
the set of pairgu, v) € V2 such that is the largest element ifw | < v}. Note that
a forestF’ = (V, <) of finite height is (injectively)vo-automatic if and only if the graph
(V, E) (whereE is the edge relation aoF) is (injectively) w-automatic, since each of
these structures is first-order interpretable in the ottracture. This does not hold for
trees of infinite height. For any nodec V, we useFE (u) to denote the set of children
(or immediate successors) of

We useT,, (resp.7,}) to denote the class of (injectively)}automatic presentations
of trees of height at most. Note that it is decidable whether a giverautomatic
presentatior” belongs td7,, andT,}, resp., since the class of trees of height at most
can be axiomatized in first-order logic.

3 w-automatic trees of height 1 and 2

Forw-automatic trees of height 2 we need the following result:

Theorem 3.1 ([KRBO08]).Let.4 be anw-automatic structure and let(x1, . .., zn, y)

be a formula oFO[3%, 32™°]. Then, for allas, . .., a, € A, the cardinality of the set
{be A| A p(ay,...,a,,b)} belongs taN U {Rg, 280},

Theorem 3.2. The following holds:

— The isomorphism problefso(7;) for w-automatic trees of height 1 is decidable.

— There exists a tre€/ such that{ P € T3 | S(P) = U} is II?-hard. The isomor-
phism problemsso(73) andlso(73) for (injectively)w-automatic trees of height 2
are I19-complete.

Proof. Two trees of height 1 are isomorphic if and only if they have same size. By
Theorem 3.1, the number of elements inaautomatic tre&s(P) with P € Ty is either
finite, 8y or 2% and the exact size can be computed using Theorem 2.2 (byiolgeck
successively validity of the sentencé#sr : = x for k € NU {Rg, 28014,

Now, let us take two tre€f; andT; of height 2 and let; be the edge relation of
T; andr; its root. Fori € {1,2} and a cardinah let x ; be the cardinality of the set
of all uw € E;(r;) such tha{E;(u)| = A. ThenTy = Ty ifand only if Ky 1 = k2 for

* Where3"z : ¢(z) for n € N is shorthand for the obvious first-order formula expressiag
there are exactly elements satisfying.



any cardinal. Now assume thaf; and7; are bothw-automatic. By Theorem 3.1, for
alli € {1,2} and everyu € E;(r;) we have E;(u)| € NU {Rg, 2% }. Moreover, again
by Theorem 3.1, every cardingl ; (A € N U {Rg, 2% }) belongs taN U {®,, 2%} as
well. HenceT = T; if and only if, for all x, A € NU {Xg, 2%0}:

T =32 ((r,z) € EATy: (2,y) € E)
ifand only if T, }= 3%z : ((r2,z) € EA Ty : (z,y) € E).

By Theorem 2.2, this equivalence is decidable for<al\. Since it has to hold for all

K, A, the isomorphism of twav-automatic trees of height 2 is expressible byré-
statement. Hardness fdf? follows from the corresponding result on automatic trees
of height 2. a

4 A normal form for analytical sets

To prove our lower bound for the isomorphism problenwedutomatic trees of height
n > 3, we will use the following normal form of analytical sets. Arfnula of the
formz € X orz ¢ X is called aset constraintThe constructions in the proof of the
following lemma are standard.

Proposition 4.1. For every oddresp. evehn € N, and everylI} (resp.X}) relation
A C N7, there exist polynomials;, ¢; € N[Z, y,Z] and disjunctions); (1 <1 < ¢) of
set constraints (on the set variabldsg, . .., X,, and individual variables, y, Z) such
thatz € A if and only if

4

Qle Q2X2 e Qan EJy VZ /\pi(Tayvz) 7& Qi(fvyaz)vwi(fayaza X17 cee 7Xn)a
=1

whereQ+, Qo, ..., Q, are alternating quantifiers witiy),, = V.

Proof. For notational simplicity, we present the proof only for tese whem is odd.
The other case can be proved in a similar way by just addingiateatial quantification
3X, at the beginning. We will write”,,, (SC, REC) for the set of%,,,-formulas over set
constraints and recursive predicaték, (SC, REC) is to be understood similarly and
BX,,(SC,REC) is the set of boolean combinations of formulas fram, (SC, REC).
With Cj, : N’j — Ny we will denote some computable bijection.

Fix an odd number. It is well known that everylI}-relation A C N, can be
written as

A={TeN, |Vfi3fo---VfIy: P(T,y, f1,..., fa)}, (1)

whereP is a recursive predicate relative to the functigps . ., f,, (see [0di89, p.378]).
In other words, there exists an oracle Turing-machine wicimmputes the Boolean
valueP(z,y, f1,..., f») frominput(z,y). The oracle Turing-machine can compute a
value f;(a) for a previously computed numbere N in a single step. Therefore we
can easily obtain an oracle Turing machihe which halts on inputz if and only if
Jy: P(Z,y, f1,..., ) holds.



Following [Odi89], we can replace the function quantifierg1) by set quantifiers
as follows. A functionf : Ny — N_ is encoded by the st (x,y) | f(z) = y}. Let
func(X) be the following formula, wher& is a set variable:

func(X) = (Va,y, z,u,v : Co(z,y) =uACa(z,2z) =vAu,v € X - y=2)A
(Ve Jy,z: Co(x,y) = 2Nz € X)

Hence,func(X) is a IT(SC, REC)-formula, which expresses thaf encodes a total
function onN. Then, the sefl in (1) can be defined by the formula

VX5 : =func(X1)V3IXs : func(Xa)A- - - VX, : =func(X,,)VR(Z, X1,...,Xn). (2)

The predicateR can be derived from the oracle Turing-machieas follows: Con-
struct fromM a new oracle Turing machin® with oracle setsXy, ..., X,,. If the
machineM wants to compute the valyg(a), then the machiné&/ starts to enumerate
all b € N until it findsb € N with Cy(a, b) € X;. Then it continues its computation
with b for f;(a). Then the predicat&(z, X1, ..., X,,) expresses that machiié halts
on inputz.

Fix a computable bijectio® : N, — Fin(N,), whereFin(N, ) is the set of all
finite subsets o, . Letin(x, y) be an abbreviation for € D(y). This is a computable
predicate.

Next, consider the predicafe(z, X1, ..., X,). In every run of the machind on
inputz, the machingV makes only finitely many oracle queries. Hence, the preglicat
R(z, X1,...,X,) is equivalent to

b 3(s1,---58n) : S(@, b, (81, -,8n)) A /\Vz <b(in(z,8;) ¢ z € X;),
i=1

where the predicaté is derived from the Turing-machin& as follows: LetT be
the Turing-machine that on inp(t, b, (s1, . .., s,)) behaves a®, but if N asks the
oracle whethet € X;, thenT first checks whether < b (if not, thenT diverges) and
then checks, whethéri(z, s;) holds. ThenS(z, b, (s1, ..., s,)) if and only if T' halts
on input(z, b, (s1, ..., sn)). Hence, the predicaté(z, b, (s1, ..., sn)) is recursively
enumerable, i.e., can be described by a formula ffafREC, SC). Hence the predicate
R can be described by a formula frafy (REC, SC).
Note that the formula from (2) is equivalent with a formula

VX13Xs VX, 1 0T, X), A3)

where is a Boolean combination aR and formulas of the fornfunc(X;). Since
all these formulas belong ti>(REC, SC) U X»(REC, SC), the formulap belongs to
BX5(REC,SC) C II3(REC, SC). Hence (3) is equivalent with

VX1 3X,---VX,VadbVe: B (4)

whereg is a boolean combination of recursive predicates and seatizonts.
We can eliminate the quantifier blot# by merging it withv.X,,: First, we can
reduceva to a single quantifie¥a. For this, assume that the length of the tuplis k.



Then,va- - - in (4) can be replaced bya 3a : Cy(@) = a A ---. SinceCy(a) = a is
again recursive and since we can mefgé b into a single block of quantifiersh, we
obtain indeed an equivalent formula of the form

VX, 3X, - VX, VaIbVe: B (5)

wheres’ is a boolean combination of recursive predicates and seticints.
Next, we encode the pa(iX,,, a) by the sef{2z | z € X,,} U {2a + 1}. Leta(X)
be the formula

a(X)=(Va,ya Y e=2"+1Ay=2y+1Az,y € X - a=y)A
Fz,u:ze XN =2u+1)

Hence,«(X) expresses thaX contains exactly one odd number. Hence, we obtain a
formula equivalent to (5) by

— replacingvX,, Va - - - withVX,, : ma(X,)V3a,d’;a” :a”" € X, Na”" =d' +1A
a =2aA--- and

— replacing every existential quantifigb; - - - (resp. universal quantifiefc; - - - ) in
(5) with 3b; 3b;, : b}, = 2b; A - -+ (respVe; V¢, : ¢, # 2¢; Vv ---), and

— replacing every sub-formulac X,,, b; € X,, or¢; € X, witha’ € X,,, b, € X,,,
andc; € X,,, resp..

All new quantifiers can be merged with either the bladkor the blockve in (5). We
now have obtained an equivalent formula of the form

VX, 3Xy VX, IbVe: g7 (6)

where” is a Boolean combination of recursive predicates and sedtcints.
The block3b - - - can be replaced byb b : Cy(b) # bV ---, wherel is the length
of the tupleb. SinceC,(b) # b is a computable predicate, this results in an equivalent
formula of the form
VX1 3X5-- VX, IbVe: 37

wheregs”” is a Boolean combination of recursive predicates and sestrints.

Note that the set of recursive predicates is closed undeleBoa@ombinations and
that the set of set constraints is closed under negatios.dlliws to obtain an equiva-
lent formula of the form

14
VX1 33Xy VX, Ve N\ (R Vi),
i=1

where theR; are recursive predicates and theare disjunctions of set constraints.
Since the recursive predicatBs are co-Diophantine, there are polynomiglsg; €
N[b, ¢, z] such thatR;(b,c) is equivalent withvz : p;(b,¢,z) # ¢;(b,¢,%). Replacing
R; in the above formula by this equivalent formula and mergimg new universal
quantifiersvz with Ve results in a formula as required. a

It is known that the first-order quantifier bloély vz in Proposition 4.1 cannot be re-
placed by a block with only one type of first-order quantifisee e.g. [Odi89].
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5 w-automatic trees of height at leasu

We prove the following theorem for injectively-automatic trees of height at leaist

Theorem 5.1. Letn > 1 and® € {X, IT}. There exists a tre#,, o of heightn + 3
such thatthe setP € 7! 5 | S(P) = U, e} is hard for©;,. Hence,

— the isomorphism probleriso(7,, ;) for the class of injectively-automatic trees
of heightn + 3 is hard for both the classe! and X},

— and the isomorphism problelso(77) for the class of injectively-automatic trees
of finite height is not analytical.

Theorem 5.1 will be derived from the following propositioh@se proof occupies Sec-
tions 5.1 and 5.2.

Proposition 5.2. Letn > 1. There are tree$/[0] and U[1] of heightn + 3 such that
for any setA C N, thatis I} if n is odd andX’} if n is even, one can compute from
x € N an injectivelyw-automatic treel’[z] of heightn + 3 with T'[z] = U[0] if and
onlyifx € AandT'[z] = U[1] otherwise.

Proof of Theorem 5.1 from Proposition 512etn > 1 be odd. LetA be an arbitrary
set from/1} and set,, ; = U[0] andU,, x> = U[1]. Then the mapping — T[z] is

a reduction fromA to {P € 7! 5 | S(P) = U, 1} and, at the same time, a reduction
fromtheX}-setN; \ Ato{P € T 5 | S(P) = U, x}. SinceA was chosen arbitrary
from I1}, the first statement follows for odd. If n is even, we can proceed similarly
exchanging the roles @f[0] andU|[1].

We now derive the second statement. By the first one, the ffg@sandU[1] are
in particular injectivelyw-automatic and of height + 3, so letP, and P, be injective
w-automatic presentations of these two trees. TRers> (P, P;) is a reduction from
the set{P € T\, s | S(P) & U, i1} toIso(T,}, 3) which is therefore hard fofZ} ;.
Analogously, this isomorphism problem is hard 5} . .

Finally, we prove the third statement. For any- 1, the sef7!  ; is decidable (since
the set of trees of height at most 3 is first-order axiomat&@abvith P, P € 7, 4
arbitrary withS(P') 2 S(P"), the mapping

(Pl,Pg) ifPl’P2€7;i+3
(P',P") otherwise

(Pl,PQ) — {

is a reduction fromso(7,:, 3) to Iso(7"). Hencelso(7") is hard for all levelsZ} and
therefore not analytical. a

The construction of the tre€B[x], U[0], andU[1] is uniform inn and the formula
definingA. Hence the second-order theory(df, +, x) can be reduced tg), ., {n} x

Iso(7,;) and therefore to the isomorphism problém(,,~, 7,,).

Corollary 5.3. The second-order theory ¢N, +, x) can be reduced to the isomor-
phism problentso(U,, <, T.}) for the class of all injectivelw-automatic trees of finite
height.
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We now start to prove Proposition 5.2. Létbe a set that i97} if n is odd and>}
otherwise. By Proposition 4.1 it can be written in the form

4

A= {.I' € N+ | Qle .. Qanﬂy vz /\pi(xayag) 7& Qi(‘rayvz) sz‘(%yazy)}
i=1

where
- Q1,Qo,...,Q, are alternating quantifiers wit§,, =V,
- pi, g (1 <4 < {)are polynomials ilN[z, y, Z] wherez has lengthk, and

— everyy; is a disjunction of set constraints on the set variables. . ., X,, and the
individual variablese, y, Z.

Lety_q(z,y, X1,...,X,) be the formula

14

vz : /\pi(‘rayvz) 7é qi(x7y17) \/wz‘(%ya?,y) .
=1

For0 < m < n, we will also consider the formula,, (z, X1, ..., X,,—,,) defined by
Qn+1—an+l—m .. Qan EJy : 90—1(557 Y, X17 ey Xn)

such thatpg(z, X1, ..., X,) is a first-order formula ang,, (x) holds if and only if

T € A.

To prove Proposition 5.2, we construct by inductiorlod m < n height{m + 3)
treesT,,[X1,. .., Xn—m,z] andU,,[i]| whereX;,..., X,,—,, € Ny, z € N, and
i € {0, 1} such that the following holds:

Unl0]  if o (z, X) holds
Un[l] otherwise

VX € (V)M Yr € Ny« T [X, 2] & { (7)

SettingT'[z] = Ty, [z], U[0] = U,[0], andU[1] = U,[1] and constructing fromx an
injectively w-automatic presentation @f[z] then proves Proposition 5.2.
5.1 Construction of trees
In the following, we will use thénjectivepolynomial function
C: N7 = Ny with C(z,y) = (z+y)* + 3z + y. (8)

Forei,es € Ny, let S[eq, ea] denote the height-1 tree containi@e, , e2) leaves. For
(X, 2,9,Z, z141) € (2¥+)" x N3 and1 < i < ¢, define the following height-1 tree,
where/, p;, andg; refer to the definition of the set above®

T/Y,l', 1272 ’i = i
[ Yy k+1 ] {S[pz(x7 y’z) + Zk+1, ql(x7 y’f) + Zk-i-l] OtheI‘WISe

(9)

® The choice 0fS[1, 2] in the first case is arbitrary. An§[a, b] with a # bwould be acceptable.

12



Next, we define the following height-2 trees, wherec N, U {w} (we consider the
natural order olN, U {w} withn < w foralln € N):

No
L—H{S[el,eg] | e # 62} ()
H{Tl[yaxay7za Zk-i—lai] | zZ € Niwzk-‘rl € N+1 1<:i< f}

(10)

T"[X,z,y] =ro (

No

U'lk] =710 (L—Ij{S[el,eQ] |e1 # e} &JL—Ij{S[e,e] |k <e< w}) . (112)

Note that all the tree®” [ X, x, y] andU"[x] are build from trees of the forifi[ey, e].
Furthermore, ifS[e, e] appears as a building block, théfle + a, e + o] also appears
as one for alk € N. In addition, any building blocl§|e;, e5] appears either infinitely
often or not at all. In this sens#&,”[x] encodes the set of paif$e;, es) | e1 # ea} U
{(e,;e) | k < e < w}andT”[X, z,y] encodes the set of paif$e,ea) | e1 # ea}U
{(pi(@,y,2) + 2kt1, (2,9, Z) + 2641) | 1 <i < L2, y, 2641 € Ny, Z € N} These
observations allow to prove the following:

Lemma5.4. Let X < (2"+)" andz,y € N,. Then the following hold:

(@) T"[X,z,y] = U"[x] for somex € N U{w}
(b) T"[X,z,y] = U"|w] ifand only ifp_1 (2, y, X) holds

Proof. Let us start with the second property. Supppse(z,y, X) holds. Letz € N’jr,
zr+1 € Ny and1 < ¢ < {. Sincep;(z,y,Z) # ¢:(z,y,%), there are natural numbers
e1 # ea With T'[ X, 2,9, Z, 2x41,1) = S[e1, ea]. HenceT”[X, z, y] = U [w].
Conversely, suppose”’[X,z,y] = U,. Letz € N*¥, 2., € N,andl < i <
0. ThenT'[X,z,y,%, zt1,1] is @ height-2 subtree ¢f”[X,z,y] = U”[w]. Hence
there are natural numbees # e, with 7'[X, 2,9,%, 2z141,4] = S[e1, e2]. By (9),
this impliesp;(z,vy,2) # qi(z,y,2) V ¥;i(z,y,%Z, X). Hence we showed thatz :
Nie1 Pil@,y,2) # ai,y,%) V ¢i(w, 3. %, X) holds. _
Now it suffices to prove the first statement in casg (z, y, X ) does not hold. Then
there exist some € N* and1 < i < ¢ with

pi(l',y,f) = Qi(xa yvz) A jwi(‘%‘?yaza y) .

Hence there is somee N, such thatS|e, e] appears in the definition &' [ X, z, y].

Let m = min{e € Ny | S[e,e] appearsir¥”’[X,z,y|}. Then, for alla € N, also

S[m + a,m + o] appearsirt”’[X, z,y]. HenceT” [ X, x, y] = U"[m]. O

In a next step, we collect the tre€4[X, =, y] andU” [«] into the treed [ X, =], Up|0],
andUy[1] as follows:

TfX, ) = ro (U m] | m € N,y 0 T [K,2,0) [y €M)
No
Uol0] = 7o (U W] | 1 € Ny U {w}})

Uof1] = ro (" m] [ m e N,Y)™
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By Lemma 5.4(a), these trees are build from copies of the i/é¢<] (and are therefore
of height 3), each appearing either infinitely often or ncdlht

Lemma5.5. LetX € (2V+)" andz € N,.. Then

To[X, 2] & Uol0] if Lpo(:c,-X) holds and

Uo[l] otherwise.
Proof. If Ty[X,«] = Uy[0], then there must be somec N, such thafl”'[X, z, y] =
U"[w]. By Lemma 5.4(b), this means tha§(x, X) holds.

On the other hand, suppo%g[X, x| % Uy[0]. ThenT”[ X, z,y] % U"|w] for all

y € N4. From Lemma 5.4(b) again, we obtain foralE N.: 77X, z,y] = U"[m,]

for somem, € N,. HenceT[X, ] 2 Up[1] in this case. O
Now, we come to the induction step in the construction of oeed. Suppose that for
some0 < m < n we have heightm + 3) treesT,,[X1, ..., Xy—m, 2], Unn[0] and
U, [1] satisfying (7). LetX stand for(X,..., X, _,—1) and leta. = m mod 2. We
define the following heightm + 4) trees:

Tm1[X, 2] =710 (Um[a] O tl-J {Tm[Y, Xn—m, 2] | Xn—m C N+})2 i
Umsr]i] = 7o (Unla] W Un i) fori e {0,1}

Note that the tree®,, . 1[X, x|, Up,+1[0], andU,,[1] consist of2% many copies of
U,.[a] and possibl2® many copies ot/,,,[1 — a.

Lemmab5.6. Let Xq,..., X m-1 € N, andz € N,.. Then

Um+1[0] if gDm+1($C, Xq,.. -Xn—m—l) holds

To1l X1 X 12 2] & .
w1l bl {Um+1[1] otherwise.

Proof. We have to handle the cases of odd and eweseparately and start assuming
m to be even (i.e.« = 0) such that the outermost quantifi€r, _,, of the formula
Om+1(z, X1, .., Xn_m—1) IS universal.

Suppose thap,,+1(X1, ..., Xn—m—1, ) holds. Then, by the inductive hypothesis,
for eachX,,_,, C Ny, T,,[X1,..., Xn—m,z] = Up,[0]. Hence all heightm + 3)
subtrees off},,+1[ X7, . .., Xsu—m—1, x] are isomorphic td/,,, [0] and thus

Tt (X1, Xnome1,2] 270 Up 0] = Uy 0]

On the other hand, suppose that,,+1(X1,. .., Xn—m—1, z) holds. Then there exists
some setX,,_,, such that-y,,(X1,..., X,—m,x) is true. Hence, by the induction
hypothesis,

Ton( X1, ..o, Xnem,x) 2 Upny[1],

i.e.,Trms1(X1,..., X0 m_1,z) contains one (and therefa2& many) heightm + 3)
subtrees isomorphic t&,,[1]. This impliesT,,+1 (X1, .., Xn-m—1,2) = Uny1[1]
sincem is even.

The arguments fom odd are very similar and therefore left to the reader. O
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The following lemma follows from Lemma 5.6 with = n and the fact thap,, ()
holds if and only ifx € A.

Lemma5.7. For all z € N, we haveT, [z] = U,[0] if x € AandT,[z] = U,[1]
otherwise.

5.2 Injective w-automaticity

Injectively w-automatic presentations of the trégs[ X, x|, U, [0], andU,,,[1] will be
constructed inductively. Note that the constructiorfpf, ;[ X, z] involves all the trees
TmlX, Xp—m,z] for X,,_,,, € N;. Hence we needne single injectively-automatic
presentatiorfor the forest consisting of all these trees. Therefore, \iledeal with
forests. To move from one forest to the next, we will alwaysgeed as follows: add a
set of new roots and connect them to some of the old nwbtsh results in a directed
acyclic graph(or dag) and not necessarily in a forest. The next foresttivdh be the
unfolding of this dag.

The heightof a dagD is the length (number of edges) of a longest directed path
in D. We only consider dags of finite height.rdot of a dag is a node without incoming
edges. A dag = (V, E) can be unfolded into a foreahfold(D) in the usual way:
Nodes ofunfold(D) are directed paths i® that start in a root and the order relation
is the prefix relation between these paths. For a roet V' of D, we define the tree
unfold(D, v) as the restriction afinfold(D) to those paths that startinWe will make
use of the following lemma whose proof is based on the imntedibservation that the
set of convolutions of paths i is again a regulav-language.

Lemma 5.8. From a givenk € N and an injectivelyw-automatic presentation for a
dag D of height at mosk, one can construct effectively an injectivelyautomatic

presentation forunfold(D) such that the roots ofinfold(D) coincide with the roots
of D andunfold(D,r) = (unfold(D))(r) for any rootr.

Proof. LetD = (V, E) = S(P), i.e.,V is anw-regular language and the binary relation
E C V x V is w-automatic. The universe for our injectively-automatic copy of
unfold(D) is the setl of all convolutionsyy ® v1 ® v2 @ - - - ® vy, Wherev is a root
and(v;,v;+1) € E forall 0 < i < m. Since the dad has height at most, we have
m < k. Since the edge relation dp is w-automatic and since the set of all roots in
D is FO-definable and hence-regular by Theorem2.2, is indeed anv-regular set.
Moreover, the edge relation ahfold(D) becomes clearly-automatic or’. O

For a symbok and a tuplee = (eq,...,ex) € Ni, we writea® for thew-word
a* ®a®? ®---®a® = (a®0¥) ® (a?0¥) ® - ® (a®o¥).

For anw-languageL, we write ® (L) for ®(L*). The following lemma was shown
in [KLL10] for finite words instead ofu-words.

Lemma 5.9. Given a non-zero polynomialz) € N[z] in k variables, one can effec-
tively construct a Bchi automatoi8[p(7)] over the alphabefa, o}* with L(B[p(7)]) =
@i (a™) such that for alle € N% : B[p(z)] has exactly(¢) accepting runs on input®.
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Proof. Buichi automata for the polynomialgx) = 1 andp(x) = x; are easily build.
Inductively, letB[p1(Z) + p2(T)] be the disjoint union oB[p, (Z)] andB[p2(Z)] and let
Blp1(Z) - p2(T)] be obtained fronB[p, (7)] andB[p2(T)] by the flag construction. O

ForX C N4, letwx € {0,1}* be the characteristic word (i.eux[i] = 1 if and only

if i € X)and, forX = (X1,...,X,) € (2¥)", write w for the convolution of the
wordswy;, .

Lemma 5.10. From a given Boolean combinatian(z, . .., zm,, X1, ..., X, ) of set
constraints on set variableX+, ..., X,, and individual variables:, ..., z,, one can

construct effectively a deterministidiBhi automatonA,, over the alphabef0,1}" x
{a,o}™ such that for allX, ..., X,, € N, ¢ € N, the following holds:

wy, ® - Qwyx, ®a® € L(Ay) < (¢ X1,...,X,) holds.

Proof. We can assume that is a positive Boolean combination, since thewvord
wy,\x IS simply obtained fromvx by exchanging the symbols and 1. Then the
claim is trivial for a single set constraint. Sineelanguages accepted by deterministic
Bichi automata are effectively closed under intersediath union, the result follows.

O

Lemmab5.11.For 1 < i </, there exists a Bchi-automatonA; with the following
property: For all X € (28¥+)",z € Ni, andz, y, zr+1 € Ny, the number of accepting
runs of A; on the wordw~ ® a®¥%241) equals

C(1,2) if ¢1(z, %, X) holds
C(pi(x,y,%Z) + 2r41, (2, y,Z) + 2141)  Otherwise.

Proof. By Lemma 5.9, one can construct a Biichi automdtgnwhich has precisely
C(pi(z,y,%Z) + zr+1,¢:(,y,Z) + 2x+1) Many accepting runs on theword w ®
a®¥%2+1)  Secondly, one builds deterministic Buichi autom@tandC; accepting a
word wy ® a(®¥=#+1) if and only if the disjunctiony; (z, y, %z, X) of set constraints
is satisfied (not satisfied, resp.) which is possible by Lerbri@.

Let A be the result of applying the flag constructiorCtoand;. If X € (28+),
Z € Ni, andz,y, zr+1 € N4, then the number of accepting runs.4fon the word
wg ® al®¥32+1) equals

0 if (2, 4,7, X) holds
C(pi(z,y,Z) + 2141, qi(x,y,Z) + 2zp41)  Otherwise.

Hence the disjoint union ofl andC(1, 2) many copies of; has the desired properties.
O

Proposition 5.12. There exists an injectively-automatic forest’ = (L', E’) of
height 1 such that

— the set of roots equaldl, ..., ¢} ® ({0,1}*)" @ (®k43(at)) U (bT @ bT),
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—for1<i<¢, X € (2%, 2,9, 2141 € Ny andz € N*, we have
H (i @ wg ® a\ @ Es)) > T'(X 2.y, %, 241, 1] and
— fore,es € Ny, we have
H'(ble1e2)) = Sley ey] .

Proof. Using Lemma 5.9 (with the polynomial = C(z1,22)) and Lemma 5.11, we
can construct a Buichi-automatghaccepting{1, ..., ¢} ® ({0,1})" ® (®k+3(a™)) U
(b™ ® b™) such that the number of accepting runssobn thew-word« equals

(i) C(eq,eq)if u = bleve2),
(i) C(1,2)if u =i ® wg @ a®¥52+1) such that; (=, y, %, X) holds, and
("I) C(pl(l', y,E) + Zk+1s Qi(% y,?) + Z]H—l) ifu=i ® Wx ® a(m,y,?,zk+1) such that

¥i(x,y,z, X) does not hold.

Let Run4 denote the set of accepting runs4f Note that this is a regulas-language
over the alphabet\ of transitions of4. Now the forest{’ is defined as follows:

— Its universe equals (A4) U Run 4.
— There is an edgéu, v) if and only if v € Runy4 is a accepting run ofd onu €
L(A).

Itis clear thatH’ is an injectivelyw-automatic forest of height 1 with set of rodi$.A)
as required. Note that (i)-(iii) describe the number of k=awf the height-1 tree rooted
atu € L(A). By (i), we therefore getimmediately’ (b(¢1-¢2)) = S[e,, e5]. Comparing
the numbers in (i) and (iii) with the definition of the tr@&[X, =, y,Z, 2111, 1] in (9)
completes the proof. a

From#' = (L', E’), we build an injectivelyv-automatic dag@ as follows:
— The domain ofD is the se{(®,,({0,1}*) ® a™ ® a™) U b* U ($* ® L).
— Foru,v € L', the words$’ ® u and$’ ® v are connected if and only if= j and
(u,v) € E’. In other words, the restriction @ to $* ® L' is isomorphic taH*°.

- ForallX € (2"+)", z,y € N, the new rootu+ ® a'*¥) is connected to all nodes
in

$* ® (({1, o} R wg ®a ™Y @ (@p41(a))) U {BleeD) | e # 62}) .

— The new root is connected to all nodes #if ® {b(¢1:¢2) | e; # ey},
— For allm € N4, the new roobt™ is connected to all nodes in

$" ® {b(el’ez) | e1 # ea Ve =ey >m}.

Itis easily seen thaP is an injectivelyw-automatic dag. Let” = unfold(D) which is
also injectivelyw-automatic by Lemma 5.8. Then, for &l € (2¥+)", z,y,m € N,
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we have

H' (3 (z,y,7)
H'(wg ®a®Y) = (wg®ad®¥)o W{H (i@ wg@a )
W{H (bere2)) | eg # e}

N
|1§i§€,EeNT1}Lﬂ> ’
N
Prop. 5.12 <H{T’[X,x,y,§,i] |zeN’f1,1gige}w> ’
= T O

W{Sle1,e2] | e1 # e2}

21X, 2]

He) = o (oo ) e te)

Prop. 5.12

(a2

=" ol ({Sler,ea] | er # 82})N°

(1)

U/I[w]
1"(rm ~ m 1y (e1,e2) _ Ro
HI(b™) b™ o H'J{H(b )l er #eaVer =ey >m}
Prop. 5.12 Rg
ro (L—H{S[el,eg] le1 #eaVer=ez > m})
ay U”[m]

FromH” = (L”, E"), we build an injectivelyv-automatic dag@>, as follows:

— The domain oD, is the se{®,,{0,1}*) ® a™ U {e,b} U ($* ® L").

— Foru,v € L”, the words$? ® « and$’ ® v are connected by an edge if and only if
i = jand(u,v) € E”, i.e., the restriction oDy to $* @ L” is isomorphic taH" ™.
- ForX € (2%+)", z € N, connect the new roat+ ® a” to all nodes in

$" @ (wy®a® ®at U DT).

— Connect the new roatto all nodes irh* @ b*.
— Connect the new rodtto all nodes if* @ b™.

ThenD, is an injectivelyw-automatic dag of height 3 and we ¢t = unfold(Dy).
Then, we have the following:

— The set of roots oty is ((®,({0,1}*)) ® a™) U {e, b}.
— Forall X € (2V+)", € N, we have:
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2%

Ho(wg ®a®) Zro <H—J{H”(bm) | m € Ny}t )

W (wy @a” ®a?) |y € Ny}

~ro (L—H{U”[m] |meN; W L—H{T"[Y,:C,y] |y e N+})NO

<
O
&
—~—
X
N
=
3
m
Z,
—
N~—
Z

Ho(e) =

Ho(b) Zro

We now construct the fore$t,, Ho, Hs, . . . , H,, inductively. For0 < m < n, suppose
we have obtained an injectively-automatic fores#,,, = (L., E,,) as described in
the lemma. The fores¥,,,+1 is constructed as follows, whete= m mod 2:

— The domain ofH,;, +1 IS ®p—m—1({0,1}*) @ a* U {e,b} U ({$1,$2}¥ ® L,,).

— Foru,v € L,,, andu/, v’ € {$1, %2}, the wordsu’ ® v andv’ ® v are connected
by an edge if and only if’ = v" and(u,v) € E,,, i.e., the restriction 0D, ; to
{$1,%2}% ® L,, is isomorphic taH2. .

— Forall X € (2M+)"=m=1 2 € Ny, connect the new roat+ ® a” to all nodes
from

{$1,%21% ® (wy® (0,11 ®a® U b"‘) :

— Connect the new roatto all nodes from{$;, $2}* ® {e, b}.
— Connect the new rodtto all nodes from{$;, $2}~ ® {b, b*}.

In this way we obtain the injectively-automatic forest{,,,; such that:

— The set of roots 0¥, 1 1S ((®n—m—1({0,1}*)) ® a™) U {e, b}.
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— ForX € (28+)»~m~1 andx € N, we have:

2%o
Mo 1 (wg ® a®) 7o (tl—J{Hm(wY Quwx, . ®z)| Xnm C Ny} Hm(b“))

1%

ro (T, Xo o] | Xoom © Ny} Um[a])2 '

Tm+1 [X, 1']

70 (Hn(€) & Hon (b))2™°
70 (Un[0] @ Un[a])?™
Um+1[0]
Hing1(b) = 10 (Hy (b%) & Hun (b))
r o (Unla] & Un[1]) "
= Um+1[1]

Herl (5)

Rl

1%

Ro

1%

Hence we proved:

Lemma 5.13. From each0 < m < n, one can effectively construct an injectively
w-automatic forest#,,, such that

— the set of roots ot, is (®n—m ({0, 1}*) ® ™) U {e, b},

- Hp(wg ®a®) 2 T,[X,z] forall X € (2N )" ™ andz € N,
— Hm(e) 2 U, [0], and

— Hm(b) =2 U, 1]

Note thatT;, [«] is the tree irf{,, rooted ata™. HenceT,, [x] is (effectively) an injectively
w-automatic tree. Now Lemma 5.7 finishes the proof of Profmsk.2 and therefore
of Theorem 5.1.

6 w-automatic trees of height 3

Recall that the isomorphism probleso(73) is arithmetical by Theorem 3.2 and that
Iso(7;) is not by Theorem 5.1. In this section, we modify the proof be®rem 5.1 in
order to show that alreadyo(73) is not arithmetical:

Theorem 6.1. There exists a tre& such that{P € 7 | S(P) = U} is II}-hard.
Hence the isomorphism probldee(73) for injectivelyw-automatic trees of height 3 is
II}-hard.

So let4 C N, be some set fron/{. By Proposition 4.1, it can be written as

0
A= {.I' € N+ (VX EJy vz /\pi(xayag) 7& Qi(xayvz) vzpi(xayaEaX)}a

i=1

wherep; andg; are polynomials with coefficients iN and+); is a disjunction of set
constraints. As in Section 5, let_; (z, y, X) denote the subformula starting wittz,
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and letpg(z, X) = Vy : p_1(z,y,X). We reuse the treef’'[X, x,y,Z, 2x+1, 1] Of
heightl. Recall that they are all of the forSie;, eo] and therefore have an even number
of leaves (since the range of the polynontial N2 — N, consists of even numbers).
Fore € N, let S]e] denote the height-1 tree witle + 1 leaves.

Recall that the tre@”'[ X, z, y] encodes the set of paifs;, e2) € N% suchthat; #
e Or there exisE, z41, andi with ey = p;(z,y,%) + zk+1 andes = ¢;(z, ¥, Z) + 2k41-
We now modify the construction of this tree such that, in &ddij it also encodes the
setX C N;:

HiS1e) e € X} lH{Sler,ea] | 2 # ea} "
E S & , 4
T[X,I,y]:TO U e—e U ° e2k “ “ .
H-J{T/[Xv'rvyazv ZkJrlZ] | S N+3Zk+1 € N+, 1<i< g}
In a similar spirit, we definé/ [, X] for X C N, andx € N, U {w}:
o
U[K,X] e L—H{S[e] lee X} W L—H{S[el,eg] | e1 # ea}
tl-J{S[e,e] |k <e<w}

ThenT (X, z,y] = Ulw,Y] ifand only if X = Y andT”[X, z,y] = U"|w)], i.e., if and
only if X =Y andy_;(z,y, X) holds by Lemma 5.4(b). Finally, we set

T[] =ro (L—H{ﬁ[n,X] | X CNyre Ny Y w [ H(TIX, 2y) | X SNy y € N+})NO
U=ro (L—H{ﬁ[n,X] | X C Ny, 6 €Ny U {w}})NO .

Lemma 6.2. Letz € N.. ThenT'[x] 2 U ifand only ifz € A.

Proof. Supposer € A. To proveT[z] = U, it suffices to show that any height-2
subtree off'[z] is a subtree o/ and vice versa. First, lekK C N, andy € N;.
Then, by Lemma 5.4, there existse N U {w} with T[X, z,y] = U,, and therefore
TIX,z,y] = U[X,«], ie., T[X,z,y] appears inJ. Secondly, letX C N,. From
x € A, we can infer that there exists somec N, with Vz : /\lepi(:c,y,f) #*
qi(z,y,Z) V ¥i(x,y,Z, X). Then Lemma 5.4 implie¥,, = T[X,z,y] and therefore
UlX,w] = T[X,z,y],i.e.,U[X,w] appears if[z]. Thus, any height-2 subtree Bfz]
is a subtree of/ and vice versa. R

Conversely supposé€[z] = U. Let X C N,. ThenU[X,w] appears inJ and
therefore inT’[z]. SinceU,, % U,, for k € N, there exists somg € N, with U,, =

T[X, z,y]. From Lemma 5.4 we then gete A. O

6.1 Injective w-automaticity

We follow closely the procedure for. = 0 from Section 5.2.

Proposition 6.3. There exists an injectively-automatic forest’ = (L', E’) of height
1 such that
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— the set of roots equaldl, . .., ¢} ® {0,1}* ® (®43(a™)) U (BT @ bT)Uch
—for1<i<¢ X CNy, z,v,241 € Ny andz € N¥, we have
H (i @ wyx @ a®VE#+0) 2 T'[X 2.y, Z, 2js1, ]
— for ey, es € N, we have
H'(be1e2)) = Sy, eo)]
— fore € Ny, we haveH’(c?) = Sle]

Proof. Using Lemma 5.9 twice (with the polynomiél(z,x2) and with the poly-
nomial2x; + 1) and Lemma 5.11, we can construct a Bichi-automataccepting
{1,...,0y ® {0,1}* @ (@rs3(at)) U (bt @ bT) U T such that the number of
accepting runs ofl on thew-word u equals

() Cle,e) if u = blere2),

(i) 2e+1if u=-c",
(i) C(1,2)if u=1i®wyg @ a®¥*2+1) such that);(z, y,z, X ) holds, and

(V) Clpi(z,y,2) + 241, 4 (2,9, 2) + 2511) if u =i @ wg @ a(®¥->2+1) such that

¥;(z,y,z, X) does not hold.
The rest of the proof is the same as that of Proposition 5.12. a
FromH’' = (L', E’), we build an injectivelyv-automatic da@ as follows:

— The domain ofD is the se({0,1}* ® a* ® a™) U ({0,1}* ® b*) U ($* @ L).

— Foru,v € L', the words}* ® u and$’/ ® v are connected if and only if= j and
(u,v) € E'. In other words, the restriction @ to $* ® L’ is isomorphic taH '™,

— Forall X € Ny, z,y € N, the new rootwx ® a(*¥) is connected to all nodes in

$*®(({1, L @wx @Y @ (k41 (aT)) UL ey £ e} U{c e € X}) :
— Forall X C N4, the new rootvx ® ¢ is connected to all nodes in
$* @ ({blere2) | ey £ ep} U{c® | e € X}).
— Forall X C N4 andm € Ny, the new rootwx ® b™ is connected to all nodes in
$ @ ({blere2) | o) £ eaVer =ey >myU{c® | e e X}).

Itis easily seen thab is an injectivelyw-automatic dag. Le¥”” = unfold (D) which is
also injectivelyw-automatic by Lemma 5.8. Now computations analogous toetloos
page 12 (using Proposition 6.3 instead of Proposition 5yfigdyl for all X C N, and
x,y,m € Ny:

H(wx @ al™¥) = T[X, 2,y]
H'(wx @) = ﬁ[w,X]

H'(wx @b™) 2 Ulm, X|

FromH” = (L”, E"), we build an injectivelyv-automatic dag>, as follows:
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— The domain ofD, equalsa* U $* @ L".

— Foru,v € L”, the words$’ ® u and$/ ® v are connected by an edge if and only
if = 7 and(u,v) € E”. Hence the restriction dP, to $* @ L” is isomorphic to
H//NO.

— Forz € N4, connect the new roet” to all nodes in

$" @ ({0, 1}* @b U {0,1}*®a”®@a™).
— Connect the new roatto all nodes if* ® {0, 1}* ® b*.

ThenD, is an injectivelyw-automatic dag of height 3 and we ¢t = unfold(Dy).
The set of roots ol is a*. Calculations similar to those on page 20 then yiide) =
U andHo(a®) = T[z] for x € Ni. Hence,T'[z] is (effectively) an injectivelyw-
automatic tree. Now Lemma 6.2 finishes the proof of the fiedeshent of Theorem 6.1,
the second follows immediately.

Remark 6.4.In our previous paper [KLL10], we used an iterated applaratf a con-
struction very similar to the one in this section in order toye that the isomorphism
problem forautomatic tree®f heightn. > 2 is hard (in fact complete) for levely, .

of the arithmetical hierarchy. This construction allow$emdle a7/3-quantifier block,
while increasing the height of the trees by orlyUnfortunately we cannot iterate
the construction of this section far-automatic trees of height in order to prove a
lower bound of the formiZ3,_. for n > 3. On the technical level, its Lemma 3.2
from [KLL10], which does not hold for second-order formulae

7 Upper bounds assuming CH

We denote withCH the continuum hypothesis: Every infinite subse28fhas either
cardinality® or cardinality2. By seminal work of Cohen and Godé&H is inde-
pendent of the axiom systerAC.

In the following, we will identify anw-word w € I'* with the functionw : Ny —
I', (and hence with a second-order object) whe(é) = wli]. We need the following
lemma:

Lemma 7.1. From a given Bichi automaton\/ over an alphabef” one can construct
an arithmetical predicataccy,(u) (whereu : N — I') such thatu € L(M) if and
only if accys (u) holds.

Proof. Recall that aMuller automatoris a tupleM = (Q, I, A, I, F), whereQ, I,
A, andI have the same meaning as for Biichi automata’ut 2€. The language
L(M) accepted byl is the set of allv-wordsw € I'“ for which there exists a run
(q1,u[1],q2)(q2,u[2],q3) .-~ (@1 € I)suchthat{g € Q | I0i: q = ¢} € F. The
Muller automatonV/ is deterministic and completé |[I| = 1 andforallg € Q,a € I
there exists a unique € @ such thatq, a,p) € A.

It is well known that from the given Blichi automatdii one can effectively con-
struct adeterministic and completduller automatonM’ = (Q, I, A, {qo}, F) such
that L(M) = L(M’), see e.g. [PP04,Tho97]. For a giverword v : Ny — I'" and
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i € Nletg(u,i) € Q be the unique state that is reached\dy after reading the length-
i prefix of u. Note thatg(u, i) is computable from (if « is given as an oracle), hence
q(u, 1) is arithmetically definable. Now, the formudac,,(u) can be defined as follows:

\/ Jr e NyVy >« /\ (q(u,y)EA A EIzZy:q(u,z):p)
AeF pEA

O

Theorem 7.2. AssumingCH, the isomorphism probleiao(7,,) belongs tal73,, , for
n > 3.

Proof. Consider tree§; = S(P;) for Py, P, € T,. Define the forest’ = (V, E) as
F=T1wT,ForveVietE{w) ={w €V : (v,w) € E} be the set of children
of v. Let us fix anw-automatic presentatioR = (X, M, M=, Mg) for F. Here,Mp
recognizes the edge relatidnof F. In the following, foru € L(M) we write F'(u)
for the subtred’([u] g(as_)) rooted in thel’-nodefu] r(as_) represented by the-word
u. Similarly, we write E(u) for E([u]g(a_))- We will define all;, ,, ,-predicate
isog (u1,u2), whereuy,us € L(M) are on levek in F. This predicate expresses that
F(uy) & F(us).

As induction base, let = n — 2. Then the tree$'(u;) and F'(uz2) have height at
most2. Then, as in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we haVg@:;) = F(us) if and only if
the following holds for alls, A € N U {Rg, 2% }:

F E (EI“J:EV:(([ul],:c) EEANTY eV :(2,y) EE)) “

(El“a: eV:((ug],z) e EAFy eV : (x,y) € E)) .

Note that by Theorem 2.2, one can compute from € N U {R¢, 2%} a Bichi au-
tomaton,, » accepting the set of convolutions of pairs@fvords(u,, u2) satisfying
the above formula. HencE'(u;) = F(us) if and only if the following arithmetical
predicate holds:

Ve,A € NU {N07 QNO} : achN,A(ul,ug) .

Now let0 < k& < n — 2. We first introduce a few notations. For a sktlet count(A)

denote the set of all countable (possibly finite) subsetd.oforx € N U {Xq} we

denote with[x] the sef{0, ...,k — 1} (resp.N) in casex € N (k = ). For a function
f:(Ax B) — Canda € Alet fla] : B — C denote the function wittf[a](b) =

f(a,b).

On an abstract level, the formukay, (u1, uz) is

(Vo € E(u1) 3y € E(us) : isog11(z,y)) A (12)
(Vz € E(uz) Jy € E(uy) : isopr1(z,y)) A (13)
VX; € count(E(uq1)) VXs € count(E(uz)) : (14)
Jz,y € X3 U Xy : —isogt1(z,y) V (15)
Jr e X7 UXe Jy € (E(ur) UE(u2))\ (X1 UXo) tisogt1(z,y) V (16)
| X1 | = [Xa]. 17
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Line (12) and (13) express that the childrerugfandu, realize the same isomorphism
types of trees of height — £ — 1. The rest of the formula expresses that if a certain
isomorphism type- of height{n — k — 1) trees appears countably many times below
uy then it appears with the same multiplicity belay and vice versa. AssumingH

and the correctness @by 1, the formulaisoy (u1, u2) expresses indeed thA{(u;) =
F(UQ)

In the above definition ooy (u1, u2) we actually have to fill in some details. The
countable sek; € count(E(u;)) € 2V of children of[u;] r(as_) (which is universally
quantified in (14)) can be represented as a funcfion[| X;|] x N — X such that the
following holds:

vj € [|Xil] s aceny, (i © filj]) A Vi, L€ [|Xa]] 2 j = 1V macear (filj] @ fill])-
Hence VX, € count(E(u;)) --- in (14) can be replaced by:

VKZENU{N()}VJCZ : [Iiz] XxXN— Y.
(3 € [ri] : maceny (ui ® fild])) V
(Ej,l S [Iil] 2j #F 1 Nacep (fz[]] & fz[l])) Voeee

Next, the formuladz, y € X; U X : —isog4+1(z, y) in (15) can be replaced by:

\/ 3,1 € [ki] : misopq1 (fild], filll) V Fj € [k1] 3l € [K2] : misor1 (f1[J], f2[l]).
ie{1,2}

Similarly, the formuladz € X; UX5 Jy € (E(u1)UE(u2))\ (X1 UX32) tisogt1(z,y)
in (16) can be replaced by

\/ 35 € [ki] Jv: N = X :isopy1(fild],v) A
ie{1,2} (accprg (u1 ® v) V accy, (ue @ v)) A
VI € [rk1] : macep (f1[l] @ v) A

Vi € [FLQ] T acc_ (fg[l] ® ’U) .

Note thatin line (12) and (13) we introduce a néwsecond-order block of quantifiers.
The same holds for the rest of the formula: We introduce twivarsal set quanti-
fiers in (14) followed by the existential quantifiév : N — X in the above formula.
Since by induction, isg,; is aH%n_Q(k+1)_4-statement, it follows that isdu., uz) is
all}, . ,-statement. O

Corollary 5.3 and 7.2 imply:

Corollary 7.3. AssumingCH, the isomorphism problem for (injectively}automatic
trees of finite height is recursively equivalent to the seleorder theory of N; +, x).

Remark 7.4.For the caser = 3 we can avoid the use @H in Theorem 7.2: Let us
consider the proof of Theorem 7.2 far = 3. Then, the binary relatioiso; (which
holds between twas-wordsw«, v in F' if and only if [u] and [v] are on level 1 and
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F(u) = F(v)) is all-predicate. It follows that this relation is Borel (see gigc95]
for background on Borel sets). Now letbe arw-word on levell in F'. It follows that
the set of allu-wordsw on level 1 withiso; (u, v) is again Borel. Now, every uncountable
Borel set has cardinality®° (this holds even for analytic sets [Kec95]). It follows that
the definition ofisog in the proof of Theorem 7.2 is correct even without assuniihiy
Hence,lso(73) belongs toll} (recall that we proved/-hardness for this problem in
Section 6), this can be shown ZiC.

8 Open problems

The main open problem concerns upper bounds in case we afisemegation of the
continuum hypothesis. AssumingCH, is the isomorphism problem for (injectively)
w-automatic trees of heightstill analytical? In our paper [KLL10] we also proved that
the isomorphism problem for automatic linear orders is miphiaetical. This leads to
the question whether our techniquesdeautomatic trees can be also used for proving
lower bounds on the isomorphism problem eautomatic linear orders. More specifi-
cally, one might ask whether the isomorphism problemdautomatic linear orders is
analytical. A more general question asks for the complexithe isomorphism prob-
lem forw-automatic structures in general. On the face of it, it isXastential third-order
property (since any isomorphism has to map second-ordectsijo second-order ob-
jects). But it is not clear whether it is complete for thisssda
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