arXiv:2512.06446v1 [math.NT] 6 Dec 2025

UNIFORM BOUNDS FOR DIGIT-APPENDING FIBONACCI WALKS

SCOTT DUKE KOMINERS

ABSTRACT. Building on the work of Miller et al. [2], we show that it is impossible to “walk
to infinity” along the Fibonacci sequence in any integer base b > 2 when at most N digits are
appended per step. Our proof method is base-independent, yielding the bound

L < 2Nlog,b + O(1),
uniformly in the starting term, without relying on base-specific periodicity computations (here,

p= %‘/5) Our approach extends to certain Lucas sequences.

1. INTRODUCTION

An at-most-N -digit-appending walk along the Fibonacci sequence in base b > 2 proceeds as
follows: start from a Fibonacci number M, := F,, and, at each step My, M7, M, ..., append
between 1 and N base-b digits to the right (leading zeros in the appended block are allowed),
producing

My = b My, + 7, (1<t<N;0<r<bh,

with the requirement that each M} be a Fibonacci number. The central question we consider
is whether such a walk can continue indefinitely, i.e., is it possible to walk to infinity along the
Fibonacci sequence in base b?

In base 10, Miller, Peng, Popescu, and Wattanawanichkul [2] proved that every at-most-N-
digit-appending walk terminates and obtained sharp bounds on the maximum-possible walk
length using base-10-specific modular information—specifically, the base-10 Pisano period.

In this paper we give a unified, base-independent proof of termination that avoids any base-
specific periodicity. Using only standard Fibonacci identities and a simple rigidity argument,
we obtain an explicit bound that is linear in N: The maximum number of steps L in a base-b
at-most- N-digit-appending walk along the Fibonacci sequence is

(1) L < 2Nlog,b + O(1);

in particular, any such walk is finite.

Making the argument base-independent entails a nontrivial trade-off in terms of efficiency:
for base 10, our bound (1) is weaker than the O(log N) bound obtained by Miller et al. [2], but
our method applies verbatim to any base b > 2 and extends qualitatively to Lucas sequences.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

We write (F),) for the Fibonacci sequence, defined by Fy =0, Fy =1, and F,,41 = F), + F—1.
We denote ¢ = H'T‘@
We begin by recalling two Fibonacci identities that were core to the argument of [2].

Lemma 2.1 ([2, Lemma 2.1]). For all integers m > 1 and k > 1,
(2) Fr1 By < Fogr < Frgo F.
Lemma 2.2 ([2, Lemma 2.2]). For all integers m >k > 2,

Fotr = (Fopo — Fre2)F + ()" E, .

Lemma 2.1 shows that the Fibonacci number at index m + k grows roughly like the product
of the m-th and k-th Fibonacci numbers. Meanwhile, Lemma 2.2 shows how to “jump ahead”
by k positions in the Fibonacci sequence: the answer is almost a multiple of the starting value
F,,,, with a correction term from £ steps back.

We also use the elementary growth bound

(3) PP < By < ™ (m>1),

which follows from Binet’s formula.

3. BOUNDING BASE-b FIBONACCI WALKS

We first state our main result (Theorem 3.1), then derive two intermediate lemmata (Lem-
mas 3.2 and 3.3), and then finally give the proof of the main theorem.

Theorem 3.1. We fixb> 2 and N > 1, and define
K = {1 + logw(QbN)—‘, ne := max{n >0: F, < pN — 1}.

No base-b, N-digit-appending step to a Fibonacci number is possible from any F,, with m >
ny + K + 1.2 Consequently, any at-most-N -digit-appending walk along Fibonacci numbers in
base-b can have at most

L < n.+K < 2Nlog,b + log,2 + 4
steps. In particular, L = O(NlogCP b) uniformly in the starting term.

The proof of Theorem 3.1 relies on two results that tightly constrain the circumstances under
which we can reach a Fibonacci number from another Fibonacci number by appending at most
N base-b digits. Lemma 3.2, building on Lemma 2.2, shows that such a step cannot jump “too
far ahead” in the sequence: the jump size k is at most logarithmic in V. Lemma 3.3, meanwhile
shows that once a Fibonacci index is large enough, the only way to step to another Fibonacci
number is if the scaling coefficient Fy o — Fj_o in (2) exactly equals b’ and the remainder equals
F,,,_1; this rigidity arises because large Fibonacci numbers dominate the step expression, leaving
no room for variation.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that m > 1 and F, 41 = B'F, +r withl <t<N and 0 <r < b'. Then
B < 20,

and hence
k < 141log,(2b") = Nlog,b + log,2 + 1.

2Note that n. >2since Fo=1<b¥ —1for N>1,b>2.
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Proof. By hypothesis, we have

(4) Fpor =b'Fp+7 < BNFp + 0N 1) < 20VE,,  (F,>1).
Using Lemma 2.1 and (4), we see that Fjy1Fy, < Frym < 20Y Fp, s0 Fjyq < 207, as desired.
Using Fj1 > @F+D=2 = oF=1 from (3) gives the claimed bound on k. O

Lemma 3.3. We fixr b > 2 and N > 1, and let
m. = [log,(2")] +4.
For all m > my, if
Foig = bFp+r  (1<t<N,0<r<b, k>1),
then necessarily k > 2, Fyio9 — Fy_o = b, k is odd, and r = F,,_}.
Proof. First, we note that if k = 1, then by hypothesis, b'F},, + r = Fy,.1 = Fy, + Fy,_1, s0
(5) (V' —1)Fp = Fpq — .

For t > 1, we have b' > 2; hence, the left side of (5) is at least F},, while the right side satisfies
F1—1r < F,_1< Fp,. This is impossible, so we must have k # 1; thus, k > 2.

Now, for k > 2, we set A := Fjyo — Fy_o — b'. We suppose for the sake of seeking a
contradiction that A # 0. Then, since A € Z, we must have A > 1 or A < —1.

By Lemma 3.2, we must have k < K := [1+10g<p(2bNﬂ. Since m > m, = [logw(QbN)] +4> K
and k < K, we have m > k, so in particular m > k > 2 and Lemma 2.2 applies. Thus, we have

Foik = (Fiso — Fyea)Foy + (1) Ey s

hence, our hypothesis that F,, . = b'F,,, + r implies that

(6) r = (Fyy2 — Fyeo — W) Fp + (-1)"'Fy = AF, + (-1 F, .
Moreover, for m > my., (3) gives

(7) E, 5 > ¢(m72)72 > (pmf4 > (p[logw(2bN)] > N = pN > bt.
And finally, as m > k, we have

(8) Fp > 0.
If A > 1 then (6) gives:

Y

kodd: r > F,+ Fn_k bt (by (7) and (8)),
keven: r > Fp,—Fp_i > Fp—Fpo1 = Fyp_o > bt (by (7)),

contradicting our hypothesis that r < b.
Meanwhile, if A < —1 then (6) gives:
kodd: r < —Fp+Fy i < —Fp+Fnh1 = —F,_9 <0,
keven: r < —F,, — Fp_p < 0,

contradicting our hypothesis that » > 0.
Thus, we see that we must have A = 0, i.e., Fy o — Fj_p = b, and then r = (=1)*1F,,_;.
Since r > 0 (by hypothesis) and F,,—r > 0 (by (8)), we must have k odd, so r = F),_. O

With Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 in hand, we can now combine them to prove our main result.
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Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let m > n, + K + 1. Suppose, for the sake of seeking a contradiction,
that a step to another Fibonacci number appending at most N base-b digits is possible, i.e.,
there exist k, t (1 <t < N), and r (0 < r < b?) such that

Frgr = 0'Fyy + 1.
By Lemma 3.2, we know that & < K. Since n, > 2 (as W _1>1= F,), we have
m > n+K+1 > K+3 = [1+log,(20")] +3 > [log,(2b™)] +4 = m.,

so Lemma 3.3 applies and yields k > 2, Fy,9 — Fy_o = b, and r = F},,_j. Consequently, since
m>n,+ K+1and k < K, we have

9) r = Fnk 2 Fogrr)-x = Fuotr

By the definition of n, as the largest index n such that F;,, < bN — 1, we have .41 > bN —1;
hence, F,, 11 > bY. Thus (9) implies that » > b~ > b* — 1, i.e., r > b* — 1. Since r < b’ and
r is an integer, we have reached a contradiction. Thus, no step to another Fibonacci number
appending at most N base-b digits is possible once m > n, + K + 1.

Finally, to bound the walk length L from an arbitrary starting index mg: We first note that,
by the preceding argument, if mg > n. + K + 1, then L = 0. Otherwise, if mg < n. + K + 1,
then each valid step increases the index by at least 1 (as & > 1 in any step), so after at most
(n« + K + 1 —my) steps we reach an index > n, + K + 1, at which no further step is possible.
Hence L < n, + K.

Using (3), we have n. <2+ Nlog,b and K <2+ Nlog, b+ log,, 2, which gives

L <n.+K < 4+2Nlog,b+1log,2 = 2Nlog,b + log,2 + 4,
as claimed. O

Remark 3.4 (Comparison with the Miller et al. [2] Base-10 Bounds). For b = 10, Theorem 3.1
gives L < 2N log,, 10 + O(1) ~ 9.57N + O(1), whereas [2] gives an O(log N) bound with sharp
constants by using the periodicity of the Fibonacci sequence modulo 10. Our method trades
sharpness for universality: it applies to any base without periodicity computations.

4. EXTENSION TO OTHER SECOND-ORDER LINEAR RECURRENCES

The proof strategy in Theorem 3.1 relies on three key properties of the Fibonacci sequence:

(i) an addition formula expressing F,j in terms of F,,, Fj, and F,,,_j (Lemma 2.2);

(ii) a product bound showing F,, ) grows like F},, - F, (Lemma 2.1); and

(iii) exponential growth with explicit constants (equation (3)).
These properties are not unique to Fibonacci numbers. Indeed, they hold for a much broader
family of sequences—and as we show, all such sequences satisfy a version of our Theorem 3.1.

We consider the family of sequences known as Lucas sequences. For integer parameters (P, Q),
the Lucas sequence of the first kind U, = U,(P,Q) and the companion Lucas sequence of the
second kind V,, = V,(P, Q) are defined by

Up=0,U1=1, Upp1=PU,—QUpn1,
VWw=2 V=P Vop=PV,—QVy1,
respectively. The Fibonacci numbers arise in the case (P, Q) = (1,—1), yielding U,, = F,, and
Vi, = Ly, where (L,) denotes the classical Lucas number sequence.
Throughout this section, when we refer to “the Lucas sequence” (U,,) without qualification,

we mean the sequence of the first kind. (The sequence (V},) appears in our proofs through the
addition formula relating U1« to Uy, Vi, and U,,_.)
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4.1. Lucas Sequence Properties. When the characteristic polynomial 22 — Pz + Q = 0 has
distinct real roots p > 1 and 0 = Q/p, the sequence (U,,) exhibits exponential growth—the
condition |Q| = 1 ensures that |o| = p~! < 1, so the smaller root’s contribution decays expo-
nentially. Moreover, all Lucas sequences satisfy versions of the addition and product formulas
satisfied by the Fibonacci numbers.

Lemma 4.1. Let (Uy,) be a Lucas sequence with integer parameters (P, Q) satisfying |Q| = 1
and P? —4Q > 0. Let p > 1 be the larger root of 2> — Px + Q = 0. Then:

(a) For allm >k >0, we have
(10) Unik = UnVi = Q" Unm;
moreover, since |Q| = 1, the coefficient Q¥ is bounded (indeed, Q* € {—1,+1}).
(b) There exist constants A, B > 0 depending only on (P, Q) such that
AUpt1Un < Upyry < BUpy2 Uy (m>k>1).
(c) There exist constants c1,ca > 0 depending only on (P, Q) such that
cap”t < U, < ept (n>1).

Proof. Part a is a standard identity in the theory of Lucas sequences (see, e.g., [4, Equa-
tion (2.8)]). Part c follows from Binet-type formulas for Lucas sequences (see [1, Theorem 10.1]
or [4, Equation (2.1)]).
For Part b, we use Part c: Since Uy, x > c1p™* 1 and Uy, Upy 1 < c2p™*~1, we have
Unst > % UnUis1,
)

giving the lower bound with A = % Similarly, since Uy, x < cop™ =1 and U, Ug 1o > c2p™
we have

C2
Um-‘rk < 5 UmUk-i—la
ap
proving the upper bound with B = CCTQP' ]

1

4.2. Walking Along a Lucas Sequence. As the intuition given at the start of this section
suggests, the three properties established in Lemma 4.1 imply a version of Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 4.2. Fizb> 2 and N > 1, and let (U,) be a Lucas sequence with integer parameters
(P, Q) satisfying:

e |Q| =1 (ensuring the tail term in the addition formula is bounded);

e P2 —4Q > 0 (ensuring exponential growth); and

e U, > 0 for all sufficiently large n (ensuring positivity).

Then every at-most-N -digit-appending walk on (U,) terminates after at most L steps, where
L < CiNlog,b + Cy

for constants C1,Cy > 0 depending only on (P, Q).

Proof Sketch. The proof follows the same strategy as in our proof of Theorem 3.1, replacing
Fibonacci-specific identities with their Lucas sequence analogues from Lemma 4.1:

Index jump bound: Using the product comparability from Part b of Lemma 4.1, we
see that if Uyyp = b'Uy + 7 with » < b' < bV, then Uy < 20NU,,. This gives
AUps1Up < 26NU,,; hence, Uy < 20V /A. Combined with the exponential growth
bound from Part ¢ of Lemma 4.1, we obtain

k < CiNlog,b + Cy=: KU
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for constants C7, C% depending on (P, Q).

Rigidity: We choose a threshold m&U") so that, for all m > m&Un): (i) Up—2 > b
(ii) Uy > 0 and U, is strictly increasing for all n > m; and (iii) if @ = 1, then
also Uy — Uyt > Y. (Such an miU") exists by the exponential growth in Part c
of Lemma 4.1, combined with our positivity hypothesis.) Now, we suppose that for

some m > miU") there is a valid step U,y = b'Uy, + 7 with 1 <t < N and 0 < r < bt

By the index-jump bound, k is bounded independently of m; in particular, for m > mSKU")

we have m > k. Using the addition formula (Part a of Lemma 4.1), we then obtain
r= (Vi =0 Un — Q" Upy.

Taking A := V}, — bt € Z, for m > 'mka”), the main term AU, dominates while U,,,_; <
Unn—1; a brief sign/size check as in the proof of Lemma 3.3 shows that A > 1 would
force r > b' and A < —1 would force 7 < 0—both impossible. Hence, like in the proof
of Lemma 3.3, we must have A = 0, which implies rigid structure on the specific Lucas

sequence member reached by a valid step: Vi, = b*, and therefore r = —Q¥U,,_;. Then,
because U,,_r > 0 and r > 0, we conclude that if Q = —1, then k must be odd and
r = Upn—r (the exact Fibonacci analogue); if @ = 1, then r = —U,,_; < 0, which is

impossible—so no step can occur for m > meJn) in the case Q = 1.

Termination: We define nSKU”) :=max{n >0:U, <bN —1}. For m > niUn) + KWUn) 41,
rigidity forces the remainder to exceed b, contradicting the digit-appending constraint.

As each step increases the index by at least 1, the walk terminates in at most nka") +
KWUn) 41 = Opg(Nlog,b) steps. O

4.3. Illustration and Discussion. The Fibonacci sequence satisfies all three conditions of
Theorem 4.2 with (P,Q) = (1,—1), so our Theorem 3.1 is a special case of the result (with
explicitly derived constants). Meanwhile, the Pell numbers P, (defined by Py = 0, P, = 1,
and P11 = 2P, + P,_1) form a Lucas sequence with (P,Q) = (2,—1), satisfying |Q| = 1
and growing like p” where p = 1 4+ /2 ~ 2.414. Therefore, Theorem 4.2 guarantees that any
at-most- N-digit-appending walk on the Pell sequence terminates in O(N logb) steps.

It also seems likely that analogous identities and rigidity phenomena may hold for higher-
order linear recurrences, although we do not pursue that here. The key obstacle is that for order
¢ > 2, the analogue of (10) would involve ¢ terms, so the rigidity step would need to match ¢ —1
coefficients simultaneously, which would require more delicate analysis.
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