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Abstract. Myasnikov, Ushakov and Won introduced power circuits in 2012 to construct
a polynomial algorithm for the word problem in the Baumslag group, which has a non-
elementary Dehn function. Power circuits are circuits supporting addition and operation
(x, y) = x · 2y for integer numbers. Also they posed a question about decidability of the
Diophantine problem over the structure ⟨N>0; +, x · 2y,≤, 1⟩, which is closely related to
power circuits. In this paper we prove undecidability of the Diophantine problem over this
structure.

Introduction

Power circuits have been introduced by Myasnikov, Ushakov and Won [7] as circuits
supporting addition and operation (x, y) = x · 2y for integer numbers. Using power circuits
they constructed [6] a polynomial algorithm for the word problem in the Baumslag group,
which has a non-elementary Dehn function.

Myasnikov, Ushakov and Won [7] posed a question (Problem 10.3) about decidability of
the Diophantine problem of the structure

Ñ = ⟨N>0; +, x · 2y,≤, 1⟩,
which is closely related to power circuits. The Diophantine problem asks about an algorithm
which for every finite system of atomic formulas (equations and inequalities) over Ñ decides
whether it has solution in natural numbers. The classical Diophantine problem over structure
⟨N; +,×, 1⟩ known as Hilbert’s tenth problem is undecidable, as was proved by Matiyasevich
[5] after the work of Davis, Putnam and Robinson [2]. Note that Semenov [9] proved
decidability of the first-order theory of natural numbers with addition and exponentation
⟨N; +, 2x, 1⟩. It implies that the Diophantine problem over this structure is also decidable.

In this paper we prove undecidability of the Diophantine problem over structure Ñ . As
a consequence it solves another problem from [7] (Problem 10.5): ”Is Ñ automatic?” The
answer is ”No” because an automatic structure has decidable first-order theory [3], and
therefore decidable Diophantine problem.
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1. Main result

Denote by N the set of natural numbers with zero and by N>k the set of natural numbers
greater than k. Classical Diophantine problem DP(N) ask about an algorithm recognizing
solutions of Diophantine equations from N. Consider a restricted Diophantine problem
DP(N>k) asking about solutions from N>k. Note that coefficients and constants in polyno-
mials of problem DP(N>k) can be less than k.

Lemma 1.1. For every natural number k DP(N>k) is undecidable.

Proof. Suppose DP(N>k) is decidable by an algorithm A. Then we can algorithmically
decide DP(N) in the following way. For every system of Diophantine equations S(x1, . . . , xn)
we for every subset X ⊆ {x1, . . . , xn} assign for every variable from X all values from
{0, . . . , k}. For every such system S′ we ask algorithm A about it solvability in N>k. The
number of such queries is finite. System S(x1, . . . , xn) has solution in N if and only if at
least one system S′ has solution in N>k.

Consider the structure Ñ = ⟨N>0; +, x ·2y,≤, 1⟩. To prove undecidability of Diophantine

problem over Ñ we will reduce DP(N>1) to it. For this we only need to define in Ñ
multiplication over N>1. Remind that a | b for natural a, b denotes that a divides b.

Lemma 1.2. For every natural numbers n,m it holds

m | n ⇔ 2m − 1 | 2n − 1.

Proof. Suppose m divides n and n = km with some natural k. Then

2n − 1 = 2km − 1 = (2m − 1)(2m(k−1) + . . .+ 2k + 1).

Suppose m does not divide n and n = km+ r with natural k and 0 < r < m. Then

2n − 1 = 2km+r − 2r + 2r − 1 = 2r(2km − 1) + 2r − 1

is not divisible by 2m − 1 since 2m − 1 divides 2km − 1 and 2m − 1 > 2r − 1 > 0.

Lemma 1.3. The divisibility relation x | y is Diophantine definable in Ñ .

Proof. By Lemma 1.2

x | y ⇔ ∃z 2y − 1 = z(2x − 1) ⇔ ∃z 2y + z = z · 2x + 1.

J. Robinson proved [8] that the first-order theory of natural numbers with addition
and divisibility relation is undecidable. But Beltjukov [1] and Lipshitz [4] proved that the
Diophantine problem over this structure is decidable. Due to this we need further research.

Lemma 1.4. The relation of strict order x < y is Diophantine definable in Ñ .

Proof. Note that
x < y ⇔ ∃z x+ z = y.

Remind that by [a] we denote the integer part of real number a.

Lemma 1.5. The operation of integer binary logarithm [log x] for x > 1 is Diophantine

definable in Ñ .
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Proof. Note that
y = [log x] ⇔ (2y ≤ x) ∧ (x < 2y+1).

Lemma 1.6. The operation of squaring sq(x) = x2 for x > 1 is Diophantine definable in Ñ .

Proof. The set
S(x) = {kx(x+ 1) : k ∈ N}

is Diophantine definable in Ñ as

y ∈ S(x) ⇔ (x | y) ∧ (x+ 1 | y).
Now consider the Diophantine definable in Ñ set

S′(x) = {y : y + x ∈ S(x), [log y] ≤ 2[log x] + 1}.
If k ≥ 4 then

[log kx(x+ 1)− x] = [log kx2 + (k − 1)x] ≥ [log kx2] =

= [log k + 2 log x] ≥ [2 + 2 log x] ≥ 2 + [2 log x] ≥ 2 + 2[log x].

So
S′(x) ⊆ {x2, 2x2 + x, 3x2 + 2x}.

Note that x2 ∈ S′(x) since

[log x2] = [2 log x] ≤ 2[log x] + 1.

Now to delete two possible unwanted elements from the set S′(x) consider the following

Diophantine over Ñ condition:

P (y) = (x+ 2 | y + 2x) ∧ (x+ 3 | y + 3x).

Element x2 satisfies this condition because x+ 2 divides x2 + 2x and x+ 3 divides x2 + 3x.
But 2x2 + x + 2x = (2x − 1)(x + 2) + 2 is not divisible by x + 2 for all natural x. Also
3x2+2x+2x = (3x−2)(x+2)+4 is divisible by x+2 only for x = 2. But 3x2+2x+3x = 22
for x = 2 and 22 is not divisible by x+ 3 = 5 for x = 2.

Lemma 1.7. The operation of multiplication mul(x, y) = xy for x, y > 1 is Diophantine

definable in Ñ .

Proof. Note that

z = xy ⇔ 2z = (x+ y)2 − x2 − y2 ⇔ z + z + x2 + y2 = (x+ y)2.

Theorem 1.8. The Diophantine problem over Ñ = ⟨N>0; +, x · 2y,≤, 1⟩ is undecidable.

Proof. We reduce DP(N>1) to the Diophantine problem over Ñ . Every system S of classical
Diophantine equations over N>1 can be transform to equivalent system in the Skolem form,
consisting of equations only of the following types:

(1) xi = xjxk,
(2) xi = xj + xk,
(3) xi = xj + 1.
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By Lemma 1.7 we can replace every equation of type 1 by an equivalent system of Diophantine
equations over Ñ . Also for every variable x, which is included in equations of types 2 or 3,
but not included in any equation of type 1, we add Diophantine condition x > 1. Thus we
constructed a system of Diophantine equations over Ñ which is equivalent to system S over
N>1.

Since any automatic structure has decidable first-order theory [3] we have the following
corollary of Theorem 1.8.

Corollary 1.9. Ñ is not automatic.
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