
REMARKS ON UNIFORM RECURRENCE PROPERTIES FOR

BETA-TRANSFORMATION

YANN BUGEAUD

Abstract. We complement the recent paper of Zheng and Wu [Uniform
recurrence properties for beta-transformation, Nonlinearity 33 (2020), 4590–
4612], where the authors study, from the metrical point of view, the uniform
recurrence properties of the orbit of a point under the β-transformation to the
point itself.

1. Introduction

Let β > 1 be a real number. The β-transformation Tβ on [0, 1) is defined by

Tβ(x) = βx mod 1.

In a recent paper, Zheng and Wu [9] have introduced the following exponents of
approximation rβ and r̂β.

Definition 1.1. Let β > 1 be a real number. For x in [0, 1), set

rβ(x) := sup{r ≥ 0 : |Tnβ x− x| < (βn)−r for infinitely many integers n ≥ 1}
and

r̂β(x) := sup{r̂ ≥ 0 : for every sufficiently large integer N,

there exists n such that 1 ≤ n ≤ N and |Tnβ x− x| < (βN )−r̂}.

Said differently, rβ(x) is the supremum of the real numbers r for which the
inequality

|Tnβ x− x| < (βn)−r

has infinitely many solutions in positive integers n, while r̂β(x) is the supremum
of the real numbers r̂ such that, for every large enough integer N , the inequality

|Tnβ x− x| < (βN )−r̂

has a solution n with 1 ≤ n ≤ N . The exponents rβ and r̂β should be compared
with the exponents vβ and v̂β introduced in [6], which are defined analogously,
but with |Tnβ x−x| replaced by |Tnβ x|. Roughly speaking, vβ(x) and v̂β(x) measure

the sizes of large blocks of 0 (or of the digit ⌈β⌉ − 1) in the β-expansion of x,
while rβ(x) and r̂β(x) measure repetitions of prefixes in the β-expansion of x.
Throughout, we let ⌈·⌉ and ⌊·⌋ denote the upper integral part and the lower
integral part, respectively.
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For r and r̂ with 0 ≤ r, r̂ ≤ +∞, set

Rβ(r̂, r) := {x ∈ [0, 1) : r̂β(x) = r̂, rβ(x) = r} .
Observe that Rβ(+∞,+∞) is equal to the (countable) set Per(β) of real numbers
x in [0, 1) whose β-expansion is purely periodic. Zheng and Wu [9, Theorem 1.2]
have determined the Hausdorff dimension of the sets Rβ(r̂, r) when r̂ ≤ r/(1+r).
They also claimed that the sets Rβ(r̂, r) are countable when r̂ > r/(1 + r). In
the present note, we explain why this is not the case and correct their result. We
establish the following theorems.

Theorem 1.2. Let β > 1 be a real number. There exists an uncountable set
of real numbers R such that, for every r in R, there are uncountably many real
numbers x with r̂β(x) = 1 and rβ(x) = r.

Theorem 1.2 is a consequence of classical results on Sturmian sequences re-
called in Section 3. It shows that the set Rβ(1, r) is uncountable for uncountably
many values of r and that, consequently, the second assertion of [9, Theorem 1.2]
is incorrect. To fully characterize the triples (β, r̂, r) in R>1 × R>0 × R>0 with
r̂ > r/(1+r) such that the set Rβ(r̂, r) is uncountable is a very difficult question,
even when β is an integer.

Theorem 1.3. For every real number β > 1 and every real number x in [0, 1)
whose β-expansion is not purely periodic, we have r̂β(x) ≤ 1.

Recalling that r̂β(x) is infinite for every real number x in [0, 1) whose β-
expansion is purely periodic, Theorem 1.3 shows that, for every real number
r̂ > 1, the set {x ∈ [0, 1) : r̂β(x) = r̂} is empty. Theorem 1.3 is well-known when
β is an integer; see Section 3. There is, however, a small difficulty to overcome
to treat the general case.

Theorem 1.4. For every real number β > 1, the set of real numbers x in [0, 1)
such that r̂β(x) > rβ(x)/(1 + rβ(x)) has Hausdorff dimension 0.

It follows from Theorem 1.4 that all the metrical results of [9] are correct. In
particular, for β > 1 and r̂ in [0, 1], we have

dim{x ∈ [0, 1) : r̂β(x) ≥ r̂} = dim{x ∈ [0, 1) : r̂β(x) = r̂} =

(
1− r̂

1 + r̂

)2

,

where dim stands for the Hausdorff dimension.
The present paper is organized as follows. We discuss β-expansions from a

combinatorial point of view in Section 2, mostly following [9]. We recall classical
results on Sturmian sequences in Section 3 and use them to establish Theorem
1.2. The last two sections are devoted to the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4,
respectively.

2. Diophantine approximation and combinatorics on words

Every real number x in [0, 1) can be uniquely expanded as

x =
ε1(x, β)

β
+ · · ·+ εn(x, β)

βn
+ · · · ,
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where εn(x, β) = ⌊βTn−1
β (x)⌋ for n ≥ 1. The integer εn(x, β) is called the n-th

digit of x. We call the sequence ε(x, β) := ((εn(x, β))n≥1 the β-expansion of x.
When there is no ambiguity, we simply write εn for εn(x, β).

We now extend the definition of the β-transformation to x = 1. Let Tβ(1) =
β − ⌊β⌋. We have

1 =
ε1(1, β)

β
+ · · ·+ εn(1, β)

βn
+ · · · ,

where εn(1, β) = ⌊βTnβ (1)⌋. If the β-expansion of 1 is finite, that is, if there is an

integer m ≥ 1 such that εm(1, β) > 0 and εk(1, β) = 0 for all k > m, then β is
called a simple Parry number. In this case, set

ε∗(β) := (ε∗1(β), ε
∗
2(β), . . .) = (ε1(1, β), ε2(1, β), . . . , εm(1, β)− 1)∞,

where ω∞ = (ω, ω, . . .). If the β-expansion of 1 is not finite, set ε∗(β) = ε(1, β).
In both cases, we have

(2.1) 1 =
ε∗1(β)

β
+ · · ·+ ε∗n(β)

βn
+ · · · .

The sequence ε∗(β) is called the infinite β-expansion of 1.
As in [9], for any x in [0, 1) whose β-expansion is not periodic and such that

rβ(x) > 0, there exist two integer sequences (nk)k≥1 and (mk)k≥1 such that
(mk − nk)k≥1 is increasing,

rβ(x) = lim sup
k→+∞

mk − nk
nk

and

(2.2) r̂β(x) = lim inf
k→+∞

mk − nk
nk+1

.

To see this, let us set

n′1 = min{n ≥ 1 : εn+1 = ε1}, m′
1 = max{n ≥ n1 : |T

n′
1

β x− x| < β−(n−n′
1)}.

Suppose that, for some k ≥ 1, the integers n′k and m′
k have been defined. Then,

set

n′k+1 = min{n ≥ n′k : εn+1 = ε1},

m′
k+1 = max{n ≥ n′k+1 : |T

n′
k

β x− x| < β−(n−n′
k)}.

Since rβ(x) > 0, the digit ε1 occurs infinitely often in the word ε(x, β), thus n′k is
well defined. Since ε(x, β) is not periodic, m′

k is well defined. By the definitions
of n′k and m′

k, for all k ≥ 1, we have

β−(m′
k−n

′
k)−1 ≤ |Tn

′
k

β x− x| < β−(m′
k−n

′
k).

Now, put i1 = 1. Assume that ik has been defined. Let

ik+1 = min{i > ik : m
′
i − n′i > m′

ik
− n′ik}.

For k ≥ 1, we put mk = m′
ik

and nk = n′ik . In particular, the sequence (mk −
nk)k≥1 is increasing.
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The exponent rβ is close to the initial critical exponent (ice), which has been
introduced by Berthé, Holton, and Zamboni [2]. For an infinite word x over

a finite alphabet, we let ice(x) (resp., îce(x)) denote the supremum of the real
numbers ρ such that there are arbitrarily large integersN (resp., for all sufficiently
large N), there exists n such that 1 ≤ n ≤ N and the prefix of x of length ⌊ρn⌋
is a power of the prefix of x of length n. Observe that ice(x) = îce(x) = +∞ if
and only if x is purely periodic.

It is easy to see that, for any β > 1 and any x in [0, 1), we have

rβ(x) ≥ ice(ε(x, β))− 1, r̂β(x) ≥ îce(ε(x, β))− 1.

At first sight, it may seem that both inequalities are equalities. However, this is
not the case (at least for the first one), because there are two admissible ways
to write 1 as a sum of powers of 1/β, namely 1 +

∑
n≥1 0/β

n and the infinite

β-expansion of 1 defined by (2.1). The situation is described in the following
lemma, extracted from [9].

Lemma 2.1. Let β > 1 be a real number. Let x be in [0, 1) with rβ(x) > 0 and
whose β-expansion is not periodic. Let (mk)k≥1 and (nk)k≥1 be as above. Set

tk = max{n > nk : (εnk+1 . . . , εn) = (ε1, . . . , εn−nk
)}.

Then tk ≤ mk + 1. If tk ≥ mk, then we have

(ε1, . . . , εmk
) = (ε1, . . . , εnk

, ε1, . . . , εmk−nk
) .

If tk < mk, then we have

(ε1, . . . , εmk
) =

(
ε1, . . . , εnk

, ε1, . . . , εtk−nk
,

εtk−nk+1 − 1, ε∗1(β), . . . , ε
∗
mk−tk−1(β)

)
or

(ε1, . . . , εmk
) = (ε1, . . . , εnk

, ε1, . . . , εtk−nk
, εtk−nk+1 + 1, 0mk−tk−1).

Let us observe that, if tk < mk in Lemma 2.1, then the first case occurs
when εtk+1 > 0 and εtk+2 = . . . = εmk

= 0, while the second case occurs when
εtk+1 < ⌈β⌉ − 1 and (εtk+2, . . . , εmk

) = (ε∗1(β), . . . , ε
∗
mk−tk−1(β)).

Let us note that, when the sequence (mk − tk)k≥1 is bounded, then we have

rβ(x) = ice(ε(x, β)) and r̂β(x) = îce(ε(x, β)).

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

3.1. Connection between the exponent rβ and rational approximation,
when β is an integer. Let x be an irrational real number in [0, 1). We denote
by w1(x) (resp., ŵ1(x)) the supremum of the real numbers w1 such that, for
arbitrarily large integers Q (resp., for every sufficiently large integer Q), there
exists q with 1 ≤ q ≤ Q and ∥qx∥ ≤ Q−w1 , where ∥ · ∥ is the distance to the
nearest integer. While w1 can take every value ≥ 2, the function ŵ1 is constant
equal to 1 on the set of irrational numbers. This was proved by Khintchine [7];
see e.g. [4].
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Let g ≥ 2 be an integer. Then, the transformation Tg satisfies

|Tng x− x| = ∥gnx− x∥ = ∥(gn − 1)x∥, n ≥ 1.

This shows that rg(x) measures the quality of approximation to x by rational
numbers whose denominator is of the form gn−1 for some positive integer n, that
is, by rational numbers whose g-ary expansion is purely periodic. Consequently,
we have

(3.1) rg(x) ≤ w1(x), r̂g(x) ≤ ŵ1(x) = 1, x ∈ [0, 1).

This establishes Theorem 1.3 when β is an integer.

3.2. Characteristic Sturmian sequences. We introduce a large class of real
numbers for which we have equalities in (3.1). Let (sk)k≥1 be a sequence of posi-
tive integers and {a, b} a two-letters alphabet. We define inductively a sequence
of finite words (Wk)k≥0 over {a, b} by the formulas

W0 = b, W1 = bs1−1a, and Wk+1 =W
sk+1

k Wk−1, k ≥ 1.

This sequence converges to the infinite word

Wφ := lim
k→∞

Wk = bs1−1a . . . ,

which is usually called the Sturmian characteristic word of slope

φ := [0; s1, s2, s3, . . .]

constructed over the alphabet {a, b}. The characters a and b will denote either
the letters of the alphabet, or distinct positive integers, according to the context.
Let g be an integer with g ≥ 2. Let ξφ denote the real number whose g-ary
expansion is given by the letters of the infinite word Wφ written over the two-
letters alphabet {0, 1}, and set

σφ = lim sup
k→+∞

[sk; sk−1, . . . , s1].

Then, we have

(3.2) w1(ξφ) = rg(ξφ) = σφ and ŵ1(ξφ) = r̂g(ξφ) = 1.

These results have been first established by Böhmer [3]; see also [1, 5]. They
imply that there exists an uncountable set of real numbers R such that, for every
r in R, there are uncountably many real numbers x with r̂g(x) = 1 and rg(x) = r.
To see this, let ψ : Z≥1 → {3, 4} and

ω : Z≥1 \ {2k − h : k ≥ 2, 0 ≤ h < k} → {1, 2}

be two arbitrary functions. Define the sequence (sψ,ωk )k≥1 by

sψ,ω
2k

= 5, sψ,ω
2k−h = ψ(h), k ≥ 2, 1 ≤ h < k,

and

sψ,ωℓ = ω(ℓ), ℓ ∈ Z≥1 \ {2k − h : k ≥ 2, 0 ≤ h < k}.
Then, w1(ξφ) = [5;ψ(1), ψ(2), . . .] does not depend on ω. This completes the
proof of Theorem 1.2 when β is an integer.
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3.3. The Fibonacci sequence. Let us discuss a bit more the particular case
of the Fibonacci sequence, obtained by taking for (sk)k≥1 the constant sequence
equal to 1. Then, the sequence (Wk)k≥0 starts with

b, a, ab, aba, abaab, . . .

and

Wϕ = abaababaabaababaababa . . . ,

where ϕ = (
√
5 − 1)/2. Let (Fk)k≥0 denote the Fibonacci sequence defined by

F0 = 0, F1 = 1, and Fk+2 = Fk+1 + Fk for k ≥ 0. Then, we check that, for
k ≥ 1, the word Wk is the prefix of Wϕ of length Fk+1. Furthermore, the word
Wϕ starts with WkWkW

′
k−1, where W

′
k−1 is obtained from Wk−1 by permuting

its last two letters. (Note that, for an arbitrary sequence (sk)k≥1 as above, we
also have WkW

′
k−1 =Wk−1Wk, and this is the key for the proof that r̂g(ξφ) = 1.)

The point here is that the length of Wk+1 = WkWk−1 is (significantly) smaller
than that of WkWkW

′
k−1.

This contrasts with the problem studied in [6], where the authors introduced
the exponents vβ and v̂β to measure the size of the blocks of the digit 0 (or of
the digit ⌈β⌉− 1) occurring near the beginning of the β-expansion of a given real
number; see Section 1 above for their precise definition. Obviously, two different
such blocks do not overlap, giving after some computation that v̂β(x) is at most
equal to vβ(x)/(1+vβ(x)), for every x in [0, 1). Here, the situation is different: we
have just seen that r̂β(x) may exceed rβ(x)/(1 + rβ(x)). However, this happens
only for very few x in [0, 1), by Theorem 1.4.

3.4. Completion of the proof of Theorem 1.2. We keep the notation from
Subsection 3.2. Let k be a positive integer. We work in the base g = 2k. Consider
the morphism fk from the set of words over {a, b} to the set of words over {0, 1}
defined by fk(a) = 0k and fk(b) = 0k−11. Let ξφ,k be the real number whose

2k-ary expansion is given by the word f1(Wφ). Observe that its binary expansion
is given by the word Vφ,k := fk(Wφ). Furthermore, the definition of fk shows
that ice(Wφ) = ice(Vφ,k).

Let β > 1 be a real number which is not an integer. If k is sufficiently large,
then the word Vφ,k and all its shifts are lexicographically smaller than ε∗(β). This
implies, by [8, Theorem 3], that the word Vφ,k is admissible, that is, there exists
a real number x whose β-expansion is given by Vφ,k. Then, by (3.2), we have

r2k(ξφ,k) = r2(ξφ,k) = rβ(x) = σφ and r̂2k(ξφ,k) = r̂2(ξφ,k) = r̂β(x) = 1.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2 when β is not an integer.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.3

By (3.2), we have r̂g(x) ≤ 1, for every integer g ≥ 2 and every irrational
number in [0, 1). This proves Theorem 1.3 when β is an integer.

Let β > 1 be a real number which is not an integer. Let x be in [0, 1)
and whose β-expansion is not ultimately periodic. Assume that r̂β(x) > 1. By
(2.2), there exists δ > 0 such that, for k large enough, say, for k ≥ k0, we have
nk+1(1+ δ) ≤ mk−nk and mk > (2+ δ)nk. By the observation following Lemma
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2.1, the latter inequality implies that tk ≥ mk−nk−C, for some positive integer
C depending only on β. Consequently, we have

εnk+h(x, β) = εh(x, β), for h = 1, . . . , ⌊δnk⌋.
This implies that the word ε1(x, β) . . . εnk

(x, β) is the concatenation of prefixes
of ε1(x, β) . . . εnk0

(x, β). By increasing k0 if necessary, we can assume that the

digits ε1(x, β), . . . , ε⌊δnk0
⌋(x, β) are not all 0. Let Lk denote the length of the

longest block composed solely of the digit 0 in the word

ε1(x, β) . . . εnk
(x, β)ε1(x, β) . . . εnk

(x, β).

The sequence (Lk)k≥k0 is bounded from above by nk0+⌊δnk0⌋. Consequently, the
sequence (mk − tk)k≥1 is also bounded from above. Set g = ⌈β⌉ and consider the
real number x̃ whose g-ary expansion is given by the infinite word ε(x, β). Since
the sequence (mk − tk)k≥1 is bounded, we have r̂β(x) = r̂g(x̃), which is at most
equal to 1 by (3.2). We have reached a contradiction. This proves the theorem.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.4

Let r, r̂ be real numbers such that 0 < r/(1 + r) < r̂ ≤ 1. Let ε in (0, 1/3) be
such that 0 < (r + ε)/(1 + r + ε) < r̂ − ε and

r̂ > 2ε > ε, r < 2/ε, r > 5.

We will show that the set of x in [0, 1) such that rβ(x) ≤ r and r̂β(x) ≤ r̂ has
Hausdorff dimension zero. Let x be a real number in this set. According to [9,
Lemma 3.3], if ε is small enough, then we have

nk+1 ≤ (1− ε)mk, (r̂ − ε)nk+1 ≤ mk − nk ≤ (r + ε)nk,

for k sufficiently large. Here and below, the sequences (mk)k≥1, (nk)k≥1, and
(tk)k≥1 associated to x are defined as in Section 2.

Assume first that tk ≥ nk+1 for k large enough (this is the case in particular
when (mk − tk)k≥1 is bounded). Then, we have

εnk+1 . . . εnk+⌊εnk⌋ = ε1 . . . ε⌊εnk⌋, εnk+1+1 . . . εnk+1+⌊εnk+1⌋ = ε1 . . . ε⌊εnk+1⌋.

Assume that nk+1 ≤ (1+ε(2r)−1)nk. Set u = nk+1−nk and h = ⌊2r−2⌋. Then,
ε1 . . . εu = εju+1 . . . ε(j+1)u, 1 ≤ j ≤ h− 1.

This implies that r(x) ≥ 2r − 3 > r, a contradiction. Consequently, there exists
C > 1 such that nk ≥ Ck.

Now, we use a covering argument to conclude that the Hausdorff dimension
of the set of x in [0, 1) such that rβ(x) ≤ r and r̂β(x) ≤ r̂ is 0. Assume that the
prefix of length n1 of ε(x, β) is given. Clearly, it yields the prefix of length m1

and, since n2 < m1, there are no more than m1 − n1 choices for n2. So, we get
at most (m1 − n1) · · · (mk − nk) interval of length at most β−mk+1 , thus at most

(2r)kn1 . . . nk intervals of length at most β−C
k
. Since nk ≥ Ck for k large enough,

the series
∑

k≥1(rnk)
kβ−snk converges for every s > 0. The Cantelli lemma then

implies that the Hausdorff dimension of our set is zero.
Let us explain now briefly why the same covering argument works as well in

the case of an arbitrary sequence (tk)k≥1. The point is to show that (nk)k≥1
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does not increase too slowly. If tk < nk+1 for many consecutive values of k and
(nk)k≥1 increases very slowly, then the infinite β-expansion of 1 must be periodic
and we further derive that the β-expansion of x must be periodic, a contradiction.
Consequently, (nk)k≥1 does not increase too slowly and the covering argument
given above allows us to conclude in this case.
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