arXiv:2203.04849v2 [math.GR] 2 Jun 2023

QUADRATIC DIOPHANTINE EQUATIONS, THE HEISENBERG GROUP AND FORMAL LANGUAGES

ALEX LEVINE

Abstract. We express the solutions to quadratic equations with two variables in the ring of integers using EDT0L languages. We use this to show that EDT0L languages can be used to describe the solutions to one-variable equations in the Heisenberg group. This is done by reducing the question of solving a one-variable equation in the Heisenberg group to solving an equation in the ring of integers, exploiting the strong link between the ring of integers and nilpotent groups.

1. Introduction

Equations in nilpotent groups, and equations in the ring of integers are deeply linked. This has been demonstrated repeatedly since Roman’kov used Matijasevič’s result that the satisfiability of systems of quadratic equations in integers is undecidable [28] to show that the satisfiability of systems of equations in various free nilpotent groups is undecidable [33]. The proofs that many other nilpotent groups have an undecidable satisfiability of equations involve a similar method of reducing the question to systems of quadratic equations in integers [14,19,34]. After this Matijasevič’s result can be applied. Duchin, Liang and Shapiro’s positive result that the satisfiability of single equations is decidable in class 2 nilpotent groups with a virtually cyclic commutator subgroup [14], involves reducing the problem to single quadratic equations in integers, and then applying Siegel’s result that the satisfiability of such equations is decidable [38]. There are other aspects of equations that can be studied beyond decidability, such as the structure of the set of solutions, and one way of investigating this is to express the set of solutions as a formal language, which is the purpose of this paper.

Formal languages have been used in group theory in a variety of settings for over the last few decades. Perhaps one of the most striking uses of languages in groups was Anisimov’s result of 1971 showing that the set of words over a given finite generating set for a group G that represent the identity (called the word problem of G) forms a regular language if and only if G is finite [2]. Muller, Schupp and Dunwoody later showed that a group has a context-free word problem if and only if it is virtually free [15, 29]. Following Muller, Schupp and Dunwoody’s result, the word problem has been generalised in a number of different ways, including to semigroups [10, 20, 24].

Languages have also been used in a number of other different settings. Groups that admit regular geodesic normal forms must have rational growth series. Regular languages can be used to describe (λ, μ)-quasi-geodesics in hyperbolic groups if λ and μ are rational [21]. Languages have also been used to study conjugacy in various classes of groups [9, 22]. The complement of the word problem has also been studied for a wide variety of groups, including Thompson’s groups, the Grigorchuk group and Baumslag-Solitar groups [3, 4, 8, 23, 25].

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 03D05, 20F10, 20F65, 20F18, 68Q45, 11D09. Key words and phrases. quadratic Diophantine equations, equations in groups, EDT0L languages, nilpotent groups. 1

In 2016, Ciobanu, Diekert and Elder showed that the solutions to a system of equations in a free group can be expressed as an EDT0L language [6]. This led to a number of results showing that solutions to systems of equations in various classes of groups are EDT0L, starting with right-angled Artin groups in the same year [13]. Virtually free groups [12], hyperbolic groups [7], virtually abelian groups [18], and virtually direct products of hyperbolic groups [27] all followed later.

We consider single equations in the Heisenberg group in one variable. The fact that satisfiability of equations with one variable in the Heisenberg group is decidable was first shown by Repin [32]. Duchin, Liang and Shapiro generalised this to all single equations in any number of variables in a class 2 nilpotent groups with a virtually cyclic commutator subgroup [14], however Roman’kov showed that the restriction on the commutator subgroup cannot be relaxed [34]. We show that the solutions to these equations, when written as words in Mal’cev normal form are EDT0L, with an EDT0L system constructible in non-deterministic polynomial space.

Theorem 6.5. Let L be the solution language to a single equation with one variable in the Heisenberg group, with respect to the Mal’cev generating set and normal form. Then

(1) The language L is EDT0L;

(2) An EDT0L system for L is constructible in NSPACE(n → n^8(log n)^2), where the input size is the length of the equation as an element of H(Z) ∗ F (X).

Proving Theorem 6.5 involves reducing the problem of solving one-variable equations in the Heisenberg group to describing solutions to two-variable quadratic equations in the ring of integers. This uses a similar construction to the method of Duchin, Liang and Shapiro, which was used to show that the satisfiability of single equations in any class 2 nilpotent group with a virtually cyclic commutator subgroup is decidable [14].

Despite the extensive use EDT0L languages have had in describing solutions to group equations, there have been no attempts to describe solutions to equations in the ring of integers using EDT0L languages, other than linear equations, which are just equations in an abelian group. In order to make progress studying equations in the Heisenberg group, we will have to first learn to what extent EDT0L languages can be used to describe solutions to quadratic equations in the ring of integers. Our result for equations in the Heisenberg group involves reducing to the two-variable case of quadratic equations in integers.

Theorem 5.15. Let

(1) αX^2 + βXY + γY^2 + δX + ϵY + ζ = 0

be a two-variable quadratic equation in the ring of integers, with a set S of solutions. Then

(1) The language L = {a^x#b^y | (x, y) ∈ S} is EDT0L over the alphabet {a, b, #}; (2) Taking the input size to be max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|, |ζ|), an EDT0L system for L is constructible in NSPACE(n → n^4 log n).

We prove this theorem using Lagrange’s method. This involves reducing an arbitrary two-variable quadratic equation to a generalised Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = N. This again reduces to Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = 1, the set of solutions of which is well-understood. The reduction involves writing solutions to the two variable quadratic equation (1) in the form^{λx+μy+ξ}_η , where (x, y) is a solution to some computable Pell’s equation, and λ, μ, ξ, η ∈ Z with η ≠ 0 are all computable.

Showing that the set of solutions to Pell’s equation can be expressed as an EDT0L language is not too difficult. However, studying^{λx+μy+ξ}_η requires more work, particularly when the signs of λ, μ and ξ are not all the same, or when |η| ≥ 2. To deal with the division, we use the concept of #-separated EDT0L systems, first introduced in [27], and work in the world of EDT0L languages.

Understanding λx + μy + ξ, when λ, μ and ξ are not all the same sign is more difficult to resolve by manipulating EDT0L systems. This is because we represent the integer n by a^n; that is, a word of length n comprising n occurrences of the letter a (when n ≥ 0) or n occurrences of the letter a^{−1} (when n ≤ 0). Adding 4 to −2 corresponds to concatenating a^4 with a^{−2}, resulting in a^4a^{−2}, which is not equal as a word to a^2. We cannot simply ‘cancel’ a’s and a^{−1}s either; in general the language obtained by freely reducing all words in an EDT0L language is not EDT0L (it need not even be recursive). Therefore, we work with facts about the solutions themselves to show that for fixed integers λ, μ and ξ, the set

{λx + μy + ξ | (x, y) is a solution to X^2 − DY^2 = 1}

is sufficiently well-behaved that we can describe it using an EDT0L language. We can then apply our method for the ‘division’ to obtain the desired language.

EDT0L languages were defined by Rozenberg in 1973 [36] as members of the broad collection of languages called L-systems. L-systems were introduced by Lindenmayer for the study of growth of organisms. A key aspect of L-systems is their ability to perform parallel computation, which was useful for the study of organisms, but has also been effective for expressing solutions to equations, as the solutions to each individual variable can be computed in parallel. EDT0L systems interested computer scientists in the 1970s, with a variety of papers proving different results from pumping lemmas to alternative definitions [16, 17, 30]. Since Ciobanu, Diekert and Elder’s paper showing solutions to systems of equations in free groups can be expressed as EDT0L languages, interest in the class has been reinvigorated, leading to a number of recent publications on EDT0L languages [5, 8], in addition to the previously mentioned papers on equations.

We cover the preliminaries of the considered topics in Section 2. In Section 3, we prove our result about ‘division’ of EDT0L languages by a constant that is a key part of the proof that the solutions to two-variable quadratic equations in the ring of integers are EDT0L, which appears in Section 5. In Section 4, we study the solutions to Pell’s equation, and their images under linear functions. The proof of the fact that solutions to two-variable quadratic equations are EDT0L involves reducing to the case of Pell’s equation. This reduction is contained in Section 5. Section 6 includes the reduction from equations in the Heisenberg group to quadratic equations in the ring of the integers, and the proof that single equations in one variable in the Heisenberg group are expressible as EDT0L languages.

Notation 1.1. We introduce a variety of notation we will frequently use.

(1) Functions will be written to the right of their arguments; (2) If S is a subset of a group, we define S^± = S ∪ S^{−1}; (3) We use ε to denote the empty word;

(4) For elements g and h of a group G, the commutator is defined by [g, h] = g^{−1}h^{−1}gh.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Nilpotent groups. We start with the definitions of a nilpotent group and the Heisenberg group. For a comprehensive introduction to nilpotent groups we refer the reader to [11].

Definition 2.1. Let G be a group. Define γ_i(G) for all i ∈ Z_{≥0} inductively as follows: γ_0(G) = G γ_i(G) = [G, γ_{i−1}(G)] for i > 0.

The subnormal series (γ_i(G))_i is called the lower central series of G. We call G nilpotent of class c if γ_c(G) is trivial.

Definition 2.2. The Heisenberg group H(Z) is the class 2 nilpotent group defined by the presentation H(Z) = ⟨a, b, c | c = [a, b], [a, c] = [b, c] = 1⟩. Note that whilst the generator c is redundant, it is often easier to work with the generating set {a, b, c} than {a, b}. The Mal’cev generating set for the Heisenberg group is the set {a, b, c}.

2.2. Mal’cev normal form. We now define the normal form that we will be using to represent our solutions. This is used in [14], and we include the proof of uniqueness and existence for completeness.

The following facts about commutators in class 2 nilpotent groups will be used to induce the methods for ‘pushing’ bs past as in the Heisenberg group. Lemma 2.3. Let G be a class 2 nilpotent group, and g, h ∈ G. Then

(1) [g^{−1}, h^{−1}] = [g, h], (2) [g^{−1}, h] = [g, h]^{−1}.

Proof. For (1), since commutators are central, [g^{−1}, h^{−1}] = ghg^{−1}h^{−1} = ghg^{−1}h^{−1}ghh^{−1}g^{−1} = gh[g, h]h^{−1}g^{−1} = [g, h]ghh^{−1}g^{−1} = [g, h]. Similarly, for (2), we have

[g^{−1}, h] = gh^{−1}g^{−1}h = gh^{−1}g^{−1}hgg^{−1} = g[g, h]^{−1}g^{−1} = gg^{−1}[g, h]^{−1} = [g, h]^{−1}. □

Using Lemma 2.3, we now have a number of useful identities for ‘pushing’ bs past as in expressions over the Mal’cev generating set.

Lemma 2.4. The following identities hold for the Mal’cev generators of the Heisenberg group: ba = abc ba^{−1} = a^{−1}bc^{−1} b^{−1}a = ab^{−1}c^{−1} b^{−1}a^{−1} = a^{−1}b^{−1}c.

Proof. We have ba = abb^{−1}a^{−1}ba = abc ba^{−1} = a^{−1}bb^{−1}aba^{−1} = a^{−1}b[b, a^{−1}] = a^{−1}bc^{−1} b^{−1}a = ab^{−1}ba^{−1}b^{−1}a = ab^{−1}[b^{−1}, a] = ab^{−1}c^{−1} b^{−1}a^{−1} = a^{−1}b^{−1}bab^{−1}a^{−1} = a^{−1}b^{−1}[b^{−1}, a^{−1}] = a^{−1}b^{−1}c. □ The following lemma allows us to define the Mal’cev normal form for the Heisenberg group. Lemma 2.5. For each g ∈ H(Z) there exists a unique word of the form a^ib^jc^k that represents g, where i, j, k ∈ Z. Proof. Existence: Let w ∈ {a, b, c, a^{−1}, b^{−1}, c^{−1}}^∗. To transform w into an equivalent word in the form a^ib^jc^k, first note that c is central, so w is equal to uc^k, where u ∈ {a, b, a^{−1}, b^{−1}}^∗, and k ∈ Z, which is obtained by pushing all cs and c^{−1}s in w to the right, then freely reducing. We can then look for any bs or b^{−1}s before as or a^{−1}s, and use the rules of Lemma 2.4 to ‘swap’ them, by adding a commutator.

After doing these swaps, we can push the ‘new’ cs and c^{−1}s to the back, to assume our word remains within {a, b, a^{−1}, b^{−1}}^∗({c}^∗ ∪{c^{−1}}^∗). By repeating this process, we will eventually have no more as or a^{−1}s occurring after any b or b^{−1}, and so will be in the form a^ib^jc^k, where i, j, k ∈ Z. Uniqueness: Suppose i_1, i_2, j_1, j_2, k_1, k_2 ∈ Z are such that a^{i1} b^{j1} c^{k1} =_{H(Z)} a^{i2} b^{j2} c^{k2} . Then 1 =_{H(Z)} a^{i1} b^{j1} c^{k1} (a^{i2} b^{j2} c^{k2} )^{−1} =_{H(Z)} a^{i1} b^{j1} c^{k1} c^{−k2} b^{−j2} a^{−i2} =_{H(Z)} a^{i1} b^{j1−j2} a^{−i2} c^{k1−k2} =_{H(Z)} a^{i1} a^{−i2} b^{j1−j2} c^{−i2(j1−j2)}c^{k1−k2} =_{H(Z)} a^{i1−i2} b^{j1−j2} c^{−i2(j1−j2)+k1−k2} . As 1 ∈ ⟨c⟩, we have that the above word lies in ⟨c⟩. But since c commutes with a and b, a^ib^j ∈ ⟨c⟩ if and only if i = j = 0. Thus i_1 − i_2 = j_1 − j_2 = 0. It follows that the above word equals c^{k1−k2} . Since this is a freely reduced word in ⟨c⟩ as a power of c, this represents the identity if and only if k_1 − k_2 = 0. Thus k_1 − k_2 = 0, and the two words represent the same element of H(Z). □ Definition 2.6. The Mal’cev normal form for the Heisenberg group is the normal form that maps an element g ∈ H(Z) to the unique word of the form a^ib^jc^k, where i, j, k ∈ Z, that represents g.

2.3. Space complexity. We give a short definition of space complexity. For a more detailed introduction, we refer the reader to [31].

Definition 2.7. Let f : Z_{≥0} → Z_{≥0}. We say that an algorithm runs in non-deterministic fspace (often written as NSPACE(f)) if it can be performed by a non-deterministic Turing machine with a read-only input tape, a write-only output tape, and a read-write work tape such that no computation path in the Turing machine uses more than O((n)f) units of the work tape, for an input of length n.

2.4. Group equations. We start with the definition and some examples of equations in groups.

Definition 2.8. Let G be a finitely generated group, V be a finite set and F (V ) be the free group on V . An equation in G is an element w ∈ G ∗ F (V ) and denoted w = 1. A solution to w = 1 is a homomorphism ϕ: G ∗ F (V ) → G that fixes elements of G, such that wϕ = 1. The elements of V are called the variables of the equation. A system of equations in G is a finite set of equations in G, and a solution to a system is a homomorphism that is a solution to every equation in the system.

We say that two systems of equations in G are equivalent if their sets of solutions are equal.

Given a choice of generating set Σ for G, we say the length of w = 1 is the length of the element w in G ∗ F (V ), with respect to the generating set Σ ∪ V . This will be our input size for any algorithm that takes a group equation as an input.

Remark 2.9. We will often abuse notation, and consider a solution to an equation in a group G to be a tuple of elements (g_1, . . . , g_n), rather than a homomorphism from G ∗ F (X_1, . . . , X_n) → G, where X_1, . . . , X_n are variables. We can recover such a homomorphism ϕ from a tuple by setting gϕ = g if g ∈ G and X_iϕ = g_i. The action of ϕ on the remaining elements is now determined as it is a homomorphism.

Example 2.10. Equations in the group Z are linear equations in integers, and thus elementary linear algebra is sufficient to show that their satisfiability is decidable. A similar argument works for any finitely generated abelian group.

For example, if we use a as the free generator for Z, then X^2a^2X^{−3}aY^2 = 1 is an equation in the group Z. We can rewrite this using additive notation to get

2X + 2 − 3X + 1 + 2Y = 0.

Using the fact that Z is commutative, the above equation is equivalent to −X + 2Y + 3 = 0. Thus the set of solutions can be written as {(2y + 3, y) | y ∈ Z}. 2.5. Equations in the ring of integers. We briefly define an equation in integers.

Definition 2.11. An equation in the ring of integers is an identity (X_1, . . . , X_n)f = 0, where (X_1, . . . , X_n)f ∈ Z[X_1, . . . , X_n] is a polynomial. The indeterminates X_1, . . . , X_n are called variables. An equation is called quadratic if the degree of (X_1, . . . , X_n)f is at most 2.

A solution to an equation (X_1, . . . , X_n)f = 0 is a ring homomorphism ϕ: Z[X_1, . . . , X_n] → Z that fixes Z pointwise, and such that ((X_1, . . . , X_n)f)ϕ = 0.

A system of equations in integers is a finite set of equations. A solution to the system is any ring homomorphism that is a solution to every equation in the system.

When we create algorithms that take equations in integers as input, we will explicitly state the size of the input.

Remark 2.12. As with group equations, we will usually use a tuple (x_1, . . . , x_n) rather than a ring homomorphism ϕ: Z[X_1, . . . , X_n] → Z. The homomorphism ϕ can be obtained from the tuple by defining X_1ϕ = x_i for all i, and nϕ = n for all n ∈ Z. Since ϕ is a ring homomorphism, the action of ϕ on the remainder of Z[X_1, . . . , X_n] is now determined.

2.6. Solution languages. Since solutions to group equations are homomorphisms (or tuples of group elements), in order to express our sets of solutions as languages we need a method of writing our solutions as words. We start by defining a normal form.

Definition 2.13. Let G be a group with a finite generating set Σ. A normal form for G with respect to Σ is a function η : G → (Σ^±)^∗ that fixes Σ^±, such that gη is a word representing g for all g ∈ G.

Note that as our definition of a normal form uses functions, our normal form associates a unique word representative for each group element.

We now define the solution language to a group equation, with respect to a specified normal form. Definition 2.14. Let G be a group with a finite generating set Σ and a normal form η with respect to Σ. Let E be a system of equations in G with variables X_1, . . . , X_n. The solution language of E, with respect to Σ and η, is the language {(X_1)ϕη# · · · #(X_n)ϕη | ϕ is a solution to E} over the alphabet Σ^± ∪ {#}, where # is a symbol not in Σ^±.

Note that the solution language to an equation in a single variable will not require the use of the letter #, as it is used to separate words representing the solutions to individual variables.

We now define an analogous notion for systems of equations in the ring of integers. We pick a letter as a generator, and write the non-negative integer n as this letter to the power of n. For negative integers, we introduce an ‘inverse’ of this letter, and express each n < 0 as the inverse letter to the power of |n|.

Definition 2.15. Define μ: Z → {a}^∗ ∪ {a^{−1}}^∗ by nμ = a^n.

Let E be a system of equations in the ring of integers, with variables X_1, . . . , X_n. The solution language to E is the language {(X_1)ϕμ# · · · (X_n)ϕμ | ϕ is a solution to E} over {a, a^{−1}, #}. 2.7. EDT0L languages. We now define EDT0L languages, which are the class of languages we will use to represent solutions. For a more detailed description of EDT0L languages, and where they fit in within the collection of languages called L-systems, we refer the reader to [35]. Definition 2.16. An EDT0L system is a tuple H = (Σ, C, ω, R), where

(1) Σ is an alphabet, called the (terminal) alphabet; (2) C is a finite superset of Σ, called the extended alphabet of H; (3) ω ∈ C^∗ is called the start word;

(4) R is a regular (as a language) set of endomorphisms of C^∗, called the rational control of H.

The language accepted by H is L(H) = {ωϕ | ϕ ∈ R} ∩ Σ^∗.

A language that is accepted by some EDT0L system is called an EDT0L language.

We continue with an example of an EDT0L language.

Figure 1. Rational control for L = {a^{2n+1} | n ∈ Z_{≥0}}, with start state q_0 and accept state q_1.

q_0 q_1 ϕ: a → a^2 θ : c → a

Example 2.17. The language L = {a^{2n+1} | n ∈ Z_{≥0}} is EDT0L over the alphabet {a}. To see this, consider the EDT0L system ({a}, {a, c}, ac, R) where R is defined by the finite-state automaton in Figure 1, where ϕ, θ ∈ End({a, c}^∗) satisfy aϕ = a^2 aθ = a cϕ = c cθ = a. Alternatively, R can be defined by the rational expression ϕ^∗θ.

The class of EDT0L languages is stable under five of the six standard operations on languages. The fact that there are non-EDT0L languages which are pre-images of EDT0L languages under free monoid homomorphisms means that EDT0L languages are not a full algebraic family of languages, like regular, context-free or ET0L languages. When dealing with equations, or other ‘parallel’ languages, these five operations often prove to be sufficient.

Lemma 2.18 ([27], Lemma 2.15). The class of EDT0L languages is closed under the following operations:

(1) Finite unions;

(2) Intersection with regular languages; (3) Concatenation; (4) Kleene star closure;

(5) Images under free monoid homomorphisms.

Moreover, if the EDT0L systems used in any of these operations can be constructed in NSPACE(f), for some f : Z_{≥0} → Z_{≥0}, then there is a computable EDT0L system accepting the resultant language that can also be constructed in NSPACE(f). For images under homomorphisms (5), this requires the homomorphism to be able to be written down in NSPACE(f).

3. ‘Dividing’ EDT0L languages by a constant

The purpose of this section is to show that given an EDT0L language where all words are of the form a^i#b^j, ‘dividing’ the number i of as and the number j of bs in a given word by constant values γ and δ respectively, and removing all words a^i#b^j where i is not divisible by γ and j is not divisible by δ yields an EDT0L language. We proceed in a similar fashion to the arguments used in [27], Section 3, using #-separated EDT0L systems.

The concept of #-separated EDT0L systems was used in [27] to show that solution languages to systems of equations in direct products of groups where systems of equations have EDT0L solution languages are also EDT0L. We use a slightly different definition here: we only need a single # rather than arbitrarily many, so our definition is less general, and we also insist that the start word is of a specified form. The latter assumption does not affect the expressive power of these systems; preconcatenating the rational control with an appropriate endomorphism can convert a #-separated system with an arbitrary start word into one with a start word of the form we use.

Definition 3.1. Let Σ be an alphabet, and # ∈ Σ. A #-separated EDT0L system is an EDT0L system H with: an extended alphabet C, a terminal alphabet Σ and a start word ω of the form ω =⊥_1 # ⊥_2 where: ⊥_1, ⊥_2∈ C\{#}, and cϕ = # if and only if c = #, for every c ∈ C and ϕ in the finite set of endomorphisms over which the rational control is a regular language.

For space complexity purposes, we will need bounds on the size of extended alphabets, and the size of images of letters under endomorphisms in the rational control in many of the EDT0L systems we use. We define the term g-bounded to capture this.

Definition 3.2. Let H = (Σ, C, ⊥_1 # ⊥_2, R) be a #-separated EDT0L system, and let g : Z_{≥0} → Z_{≥0} be a function in terms of a given input size I. Let B be the finite set of endomorphisms of C^∗ over which R is regular. We say that H is g-bounded if (1) |C| ≤ (I)g; (2) max{|cϕ| | c ∈ C, ϕ ∈ B} ≤ (I)g. We will need the fact that the class of languages accepted by #-separated EDT0L systems is closed under finite unions, with space complexity properties being preserved when taking these unions.

Lemma 3.3. Let L and M be languages over an alphabet Σ, accepted by #-separated EDT0L systems H and G, that are both g-bounded and constructible in NSPACE(f), for some f, g : Z_{≥0} → Z_{≥0}. Then

(1) There is a #-separated EDT0L system F for L ∪ M; (2) The system F is constructible in NSPACE(f); (3) The system F is (2g + 2)-bounded.

Proof. Let H = (Σ, C, ⊥_1 #$_1, R) and G = (Σ, D, ⊥_2 #$_2, S). Let B_1 and B_2 be the finite sets of endomorphisms over which R and S are regular. We can assume without loss of generality that endomorphisms in B_1 ∪ B_2 fix elements of Σ, and also that C\Σ and D\Σ are disjoint.

Let ⊥ and $ be symbols not already used, and let E = C ∪ D ∪ {⊥, $}. For each ϕ ∈ B_1, define ϕ̄ to be the extension of ϕ to E by dϕ̄ = d for all d ∈ E\C. Similarly extend each ϕ ∈ B_2 to ϕ̄ ∈ End(E∗) by cϕ̄ = c for all c ∈ E\D. Define θ_1, θ_2 ∈ End(E∗) by

cθ_1 =

⊥_1 c =⊥ $_1 c = $ c otherwise, cθ_2 =

⊥_2 c =⊥ $_2 c = $ c otherwise.

By construction, L ∪ M is accepted by the #-separated EDT0L system F = (Σ, E, ⊥ #$, θ_1R ∪ θ_2S).

Note that θ_1 and θ_2 can both be constructed in constant space, and thus the rational control of F is constructible in NSPACE(f). The start word is constructible in constant space. As a union of C and D with a constant number of additional symbols, E can be constructed using the same information required to construct C and D, and is thus constructible in NSPACE(f).

We have that |E| = |C| + |D| + 2, and so is bounded by 2g + 2. In addition, B = B_1 ∪ B_2 ∪ {θ_1, θ_2}, and so max{|cϕ| | c ∈ E, ϕ ∈ B} = max(g, 2) ≤ 2g + 2. □

We can now prove the central result of this section, about ‘division’ of certain EDT0L languages by a constant. To show the space complexity properties, we need the EDT0L system we start with to be exponentially bounded by the space complexity in which is can be constructed. We will need the following notation:

Notation 3.4. Let Σ be an alphabet, a ∈ Σ, and w ∈ Σ^∗. Define #_a(w) to be the number of occurrences of the letter a within w.

The idea of the proof of the following lemma is to index every letter in the start word with k(|γ|−1) �s and k $s, for some k ∈ Z_{≥0}, and ensure this fact is preserved under the action of the rational control (possibly changing the value of k). We then add a new endomorphism to map �-indexed letters to ε, and $-indexed letters to a (or a^{−1} if γ < 0).

Lemma 3.5. Let X ⊆ Z^2_{≥0} be such that for each x, y ∈ Z_{≥0} there is at most one x^′ ∈ Z_{≥0} such that (x, x^′) ∈ X, and at most one y^′ ∈ Z_{≥0} with (y^′, y) ∈ X. Let γ, ζ ∈ Z be non-zero. Let L = {a^x#b^y | (x, y) ∈ X}. (1) If L is EDT0L, then so is the language L_{γ,ζ} = {a^{xγ} #b^{yζ} | (x, y) ∈ X, γ|x, ζ|y}; (2) If L is accepted by a #-separated EDT0L system H = (Σ, C, ⊥_1 # ⊥_2, R) that is exp(f)- bounded and constructible in NSPACE(f), where f : Z_{≥0} → Z_{≥0} is at least linear, then L_{γ,ζ} is accepted by an EDT0L system that is constructible in NSPACE(fgh), where g is linear in |γ|, and h is linear in |ζ|.

Proof. We will use H to define an EDT0L system for M = {a^{x|γ|} #b^y | (x, y) ∈ X, γ|x}. Firstly note that if |γ| = 1, then M = L, and thus M is accepted by H, which satisfies the conditions in (2). So assume |γ| ≥ 2. Let � and $ be symbols not already used. Let ĉ^ν be a distinct copy of c for each c ∈ C and ν ∈ {�, $}^∗. Let C^{ind} = {ĉ^ν | ν ∈ {�, $}^∗, |ν| ≤ |γ|} ⊔ C ⊔ {F }, where F is a new symbol. We will use F as a ‘fail symbol’.

Let B ⊆ End(C^∗) be the finite set over which R is a regular language. For each ϕ ∈ B, the finite set Φ_ϕ ⊆ End((C^{ind})^∗) is defined as follows. If ν ∈ {�, $}^∗ satisfies |ν| ≤ |γ|, and c ∈ C is such that cϕ = d_1 · · · d_n, with n ≥ 1, d_1, . . . , d_n ∈ C (in particular, cϕ ≠ ε), then let ψ ∈ End((C^{ind})^∗) be defined by ĉ^ν ψ = d̂^{α1}_1 · · · d̂^{αn}_n , for some α_1, . . . , α_n ∈ {�, $}^∗ such that |α_i| ≤ |γ| for all i, and one of the following holds:

(1) #_$(α_1 · · · α_n) = #_$(ν), and #�(α_1 · · · α_n) = #�(ν); (2) #_$(α_1 · · · α_n) = #_$(ν) + 1, and #�(α_1 · · · α_n) = #�(ν) + |γ| − 1.

If cϕ = ε, then

ĉ^ν ψ = { F ν ≠ ε ε ν = ε. In addition, ψ fixes F , and acts the same way as ϕ on letters in C. We take Φ_ϕ to be the set of all such ψ, as α_1, . . . , α_n vary for each c ∈ C, satisfying the stated conditions. Let R̄ be the regular set of endomorphisms defined by replacing each occurrence of ϕ within R with Φ_ϕ. Now define θ ∈ End((C^{ind})^∗) by

ĉ^ν θ = c c ∈ Σ, ν = $ ε c ∈ Σ, ν = � F otherwise, F θ = F, cθ = c for all c ∈ C. Let G = (Σ, C^{ind}, ^⊥_1# ⊥_2, R̄θ). By construction, any word in ^⊥_1R̄ either contains an F , or is a word in ⊥_1 R with hats on letters and indices that concatenate to form a word ν ∈ {�, $}^∗ of length n|γ| for some n ∈ Z_{≥0}, with #�(ν) = n(|γ| − 1), and #_$(ν) = n. Thus the set of words in ^⊥_1R̄θ ∩ Σ equals {a^x|γ| | (x, y) ∈ S, γ|x}. It follows that G accepts M.

We now consider the space complexity in which G can be built. Firstly, note that to output C^{ind} we simply need to output (2^{|γ|+1} − 1) (the number of words of length at most |γ| over a two letter alphabet) additional copies of C, plus the letter F . Doing this simply requires us to track the copy we’re on, and since log(2^{|γ|+1} − 1) is linear in |γ|, this can be done in NSPACE(f). The start word can be output in constant space.

We now consider the rational control. To construct R̄, we need to follow the process to construct R, except we need to construct Φ_ϕ whenever the finite-state automaton for R constructs ϕ. Let ψ ∈ Φ_ϕ, and note that if c ∈ C and ν ∈ {�, $}^∗ is such that |ν| ≤ |γ|, then there are at most (max{|cφ| | c ∈ C, φ ∈ B})^{|ν|} ≤ (max{|cφ| | c ∈ C, φ ∈ B})^{|γ|} possible values that ĉ^ν ψ can take. As a result, |Φ_ϕ| ≤ (max{|cφ| | c ∈ C, φ ∈ B})^{|γ|} · |C| · (2^{|γ|+1} − 1). Thus log |Φ_ϕ| ≤ |γ| log(max{|cφ| | c ∈ C, φ ∈ B}) + log |C| + (|γ| + 1) log 2. To construct Φ_ϕ, we simply need to store the information required to construct ϕ, together with a counter to tell us how many ψ in Φ_ϕ we have already constructed. Since log |Φ_ϕ| is bounded by fg for some linear function g in |γ|, we can construct Φ_ϕ, and hence R̄ in NSPACE(fg). As θ can be constructed in constant space, it follows that the rational control, and hence G, can be constructed in NSPACE(fg).

To see that the language accepted by G is in fact M, first note that for any ϕ̄ ∈ R̄, ^⊥_1ϕ̄ will be obtained from a word ⊥_1 ϕ, for some ϕ ∈ R by attaching k(|γ| − 1) � indices and k $ indices, for some k ∈ Z_{≥0}. This will only be accepted if (⊥_1 # ⊥_2)ϕ ∈ Σ^∗, and every letter in ⊥_1 ϕ has precisely one index on it. In such a case, | ⊥_1 ϕ| = k|γ| (in fact ⊥_1 ϕ = a^{±k|γ|}), and precisely k of these letters will be indexed by $, the rest being indexed by �. Hitting such a word with θ will delete all letters indexed with a single �, and map the $-indexed as to a and $-indexed a^{−1}s to a^{−1}, leaving the word a^{±x}#b^y to be accepted. Thus M is accepted by G.

We now show that N = {a^{xγ} #b^y | (x, y) ∈ X, γ|x} is accepted by an EDT0L system, constructible in NSPACE(fg). Note that if γ ≥ 0, then M = N, and there is nothing to prove. Otherwise, γ < 0. Define π ∈ End((C^{ind})^∗) by aπ = a^{−1}, a^{−1}π = a and all other letters are fixed by π. Then (Σ, C^{ind}, ⊥_1 # ⊥_2, R̄θπ) accepts N, as we have just flipped the sign of the as in M. Moreover, as G is constructible in NSPACE(fg), so is our system for N. In addition, the stated bounds on the size of the extended alphabet and the images of endomorphisms of G hold for our system for N as well.

To obtain an EDT0L system for {a^{xγ} #b^{yζ} | (x, y) ∈ X, γ|x, ζ|y}, we simply apply the same method we used to obtain N from L to N, except modifying ⊥_2 and b, rather than ⊥_1 and a. □

4. Pell’s equation

The purpose of this section is to study solutions to Pell’s equation, which eventually allows us to show that the solution language to a quadratic equation in the ring of integers is EDT0L.

We start with a lemma that shows languages that arise as part of recursively defined integer sequences with non-negative integer coefficients are EDT0L. We will later show that solutions to Pell’s equation are of this form.

Lemma 4.1. Let (p_n)_{n≥0}, (q_n)_{n≥0} and (r_n)_{n≥0} be integer sequences, defined recursively by a relation p_n = α_1p_{n−1} + α_2q_{n−1} + α_3r_{n−1}, q_n = β_1p_{n−1} + β_2q_{n−1} + β_3r_{n−1}, r_n = γ_1p_{n−1} + γ_2q_{n−1} + γ_3r_{n−1} where α_1, α_2, α_3, β_1, β_2, β_3, γ_1, γ_2, γ_3 ∈ Z_{≥0}. Suppose also that p_0, q_0, r_0 ∈ Z_{≥0} or p_0, q_0, r_0 ∈ Z_{≤0}. Then

(1) The language L = {a^{pn} | n ∈ Z_{≥0}} is EDT0L;

(2) Taking the input size to be I = max(α_1, α_2, α_3, β_1, β_2, β_3, γ_1, γ_2, γ_3, p_0, q_0, r_0), an EDT0L system H for L is constructible in non-deterministic logarithmic space;

(3) The system H is f-bounded for some linear function f;

(4) The rational control of H is of the form θφ^∗ψ, and ⊥ θφ^nψ = a^{pn} , where ⊥ is the start word of H.

Proof. We will define an EDT0L system to accept L. Let Σ = {a, a^{−1}}. Our extended alphabet will be C = Σ ∪ {a_p, a^{−1}_p , a_q, a^{−1}_q , a_r, a^{−1}_r , ⊥}, and our start word will be ⊥. Define θ ∈ End(C^∗) by cθ = { a^{p0}_p a^{q0}_q a^{r0}_r c =⊥ c otherwise.

Define φ ∈ End(C^∗) by a^{±1}_p φ = a^{±α1}_p a^{±β1}_q a^{±γ1}_r a^{±1}_q φ = a^{±α2}_p a^{±β2}_q a^{±γ2}_r a^{±1}_r φ = a^{±α3}_p a^{±β3}_q a^{±γ3}_r and fix all other letters. Finally, define ψ ∈ End(C^∗) by a^{±1}_p ψ = a^{±1} a^{±1}_q ψ = a^{±1}_r ψ = ε, and all other letters are fixed. Our rational control will be θφ^∗ψ.

First note that u =⊥ θφ^n contains either a_p or a^{−1}_p , but not both, and the same holds for a_q and a^{−1}_q , and a_r and a^{−1}_r . So we can abuse notation and take the definition of #_{ap} when applied to such a word to be #_{ap} (u) if u contains an a_p, −#_a−1_p (u) if u contains an a^{−1}_p , and 0 if it contains neither. We similarly abuse notation with #_{aq} and #_{ar} .

We will show by induction that u =⊥ θφ^n satisfies #_{aq} (u) = p_n, #_{aq} (u) = q_n, and #_{ar} (u) = r_n. This holds by definition for n = 0. Inductively suppose it is true for some k − 1. Then ⊥ θφ^k = u, for some u ∈ {a_p, a^{−1}_p , a_q, a^{−1}_q , a_r, a^{−1}_r }^∗, with #_{aq} (u) = p_{k−1}, #_{aq} (u) = q_{k−1}, and #_{ar} (u) = r_{k−1}. Using the definition of φ, and our inductive hypothesis we have

#_{ap} (uφ) = α_1#_{ap} (u) + α_2#_{aq} (u) + α_3#_{ar} (u) = α_1p_{k−1} + α_2q_{k−1} + α_3r_{k−1} = p_k #_{aq} (uφ) = β_1#_{ap} (u) + β_2#_{aq} (u) + β_3#_{ar} (u) = β_1p_{k−1} + β_2q_{k−1} + β_3r_{k−1} = q_k #_{ar} (uφ) = γ_1#_{ap} (u) + γ_2#_{aq} (u) + γ_3#_{ar} (u) = γ_1p_{k−1} + γ_2q_{k−1} + γ_3r_{k−1} = r_k.

It now follows that ⊥ θφ^nψ = a^{pn} , and thus (1) and (4) are true.

We now show that the EDT0L system (Σ, C, ⊥, θφ^∗ψ) is constructible in non-deterministic linear space. Writing down Σ, C, ψ and the start word can be done in constant space. Writing down θ can be done by remembering p_0, q_0 and r_0, and thus can be done in non-deterministic logarithmic space, since storing an integer r requires log(r) plus a constant bits. It remains to show that φ can be defined in non-deterministic logarithmic space. To write down φ, we simply need to know the coefficients α_i, β_i and γ_i for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Since these can all be stored using log α_i, log β_i and log γ_i bits, respectively plus constants, (2) follows.

Finally note that |C| = 8, which is constant. In addition, |cφ|, for c ∈ C, is bounded by a linear function of the values α_i, β_i and γ_i, |cθ| ≤ p_0 + q_0 + r_0, and |cψ| ≤ 1. We have now shown (3). □

To show that the solution language to a general quadratic equation in two variables is EDT0L, we follow Lagrange’s method to reduce it to the generalised Pell’s equation, and then to Pell’s equation. This reduction is detailed in [37]. We start with the definition of Pell’s equation.

Definition 4.2. Pell’s equation is the equation X^2 − DY^2 = 1 in the ring of the integers, where X and Y are variables, and D ∈ Z_{>0} is not a perfect square. The fundamental solution to Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = 1 is the minimal (with respect to the ℓ^1 metric on Z^2) non-negative integer solution that is not (1, 0).

The solutions to Pell’s equation have long been understood. The following lemma details one of several ways of constructing them.

Lemma 4.3 ([1], Theorem 3.2.1). There are infinitely many solutions to Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = 1, and these are {(x_n, y_n) | n ∈ Z_{≥0}}, where (x_0, y_0) = (1, 0), and (x_n, y_n) is recursively defined by x_n = x_1x_{n−1} + Dy_1y_{n−1}, y_n = y_1x_{n−1} + x_1y_{n−1},

where (x_1, y_1) is the fundamental solution.

We give an explicit example of Pell’s equation and its solutions.

Example 4.4. Consider Pell’s equation X^2 − 2Y^2 = 1. It is not hard to check using brute force that the fundamental solution is (3, 2) (although there are more efficient methods of doing this: see for example [1]). Thus by Lemma 4.3, we can construct the set of all solutions using the sequence (x_n, y_n) ⊆ Z^2, defined recursively by (x_0, y_0) = (1, 0), and

x_n = 3x_{n−1} + 4y_{n−1}, y_n = 2x_{n−1} + 3y_{n−1}.

At this point, we could just apply Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 2.18 to show that the language {a^x#a^y | (x, y) ∈ Z^2_{≥0} is a solution to X^2 − 2Y^2 = 1} is EDT0L, however we will explicitly construct an EDT0L system. Our extended alphabet will be C = {a_x, ā_x, a_y, ā_y, a, #} and our start word

Figure 2. Rational control for L = {a^x#a^y | (x, y) ∈ Z^2_{≥0} is a solution to X^2 − 2Y^2 = 1}, with start state q_0 and accept state q_1.

q_0 q_1 φ θ

will be a_x#ā_x. Let φ ∈ End(C^∗) be defined by

a_xφ = a^3_xā^2_y ā_xφ = ā^3_xa^2_y

a_yφ = ā^4_xa^3_y ā_yφ = a^4_xā^3_y, aφ = a #φ = #. Define θ ∈ End(C^∗) by a_xθ = a_yθ = aθ = a ā_xθ = ā_yθ = ε #θ = #.

Our rational control will be φ^∗θ (alternatively, see Figure 2). By construction, #_{ax} (a_x#ā_xφ^n) = #_{āx} (a_x#ā_xφ^n) = x_n and #_{ay} (a_x#ā_xφ^n) = #_{āy} (a_x#ā_xφ^n) = y_n, and thus a_x#ā_xφ^nθ = a^{xn} #a^{yn} .

In addition to the recursive structure of all solutions, we need a bound on the size of the fundamental solution. This allows us to give a bound on the space complexity in which the EDT0L system can be constructed.

Lemma 4.5 ([26], Section 3). Let (x_1, y_1) be the fundamental solution to Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = 1. Then log(x_1 + y_1 √ D) < √ D(log(4D) + 2).

Understanding solutions to arbitrary two-variable quadratic equations using Lagrange’s method requires us to have an understanding of the images of the solutions to Pell’s equation under linear functions: that is αx + βy + γ for constant α, β, γ ∈ Z, where (x, y) is a solution. If α, β and γ are either all non-negative or all non-positive, this corresponds to concatenating EDT0L languages in parallel, which is not too difficult using standard EDT0L constructions.

On the other hand, if the signs of these three integers are not all the same, more work needs to be done. This occurs because we represent the integer n ∈ Z by a^n, where a is a letter. Thus if we want to ‘add’ −3 and 5, this corresponds in language terms to trying to concatenate a^{−3} and a^5, which results in a^{−3}a^5, which is not equal (as a word) to a^2. One cannot, in general, freely reduce all words in an EDT0L language to form an EDT0L language. There are in fact cases where such a reduction will result in a language that is not recursive; that is a language which is not accepted by a Turing machine, or whose complement is not accepted by a Turing machine.

To tackle the harder cases presented to us by ‘subtraction’, we instead study the integer sequences themselves, and show they satisfy recurrence relations that can be used to define EDT0L systems.

Lemma 4.6. Let (x_n), (y_n) ⊆ Z_{≥0} be sequences of solutions to Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = 1. Let α, β ∈ Z_{≥0}. Let (z_n) ⊆ Z be the sequence defined by z_n = αx_n − βy_n. Then, for all n ∈ Z_{≥2}

(1) x_n = 2x_1x_{n−1} − x_{n−2}; (2) y_n = 2x_1y_{n−1} − y_{n−2}; (3) z_n = 2x_1z_{n−1} − z_{n−2}.

Proof. We will proceed by induction on n to show (1) and (2). First note that 2x_1y_1 − y_0 = x_1y_1 + y_1x_1 = y_2.

Additionally, 2x_1x_1 − x_0 = x^2_1 + (x^2_1 − 1) = x^2_1 + Dy^2_1 = x_2.

Thus (1) and (2) hold when n = 2. Suppose the result holds when n = k. Then x_{k+1} = x_1x_k + Dy_1y_k

= x_1(2x_1x_{k−1} − x_{k−2}) + Dy_1(2x_1y_{k−1} − y_{k−2}) = 2x_1(x_1x_{k−1} + Dy_1y_{k−1}) − (x_1x_{k−2} + Dy_1y_{k−2}) = 2x_1x_k − x_{k−1}.

y_{k+1} = y_1x_k + x_1y_k

= y_1(2x_1x_{k−1} − x_{k−2}) + x_1(2x_1y_{k−1} − y_{k−2}) = 2x_1(y_1x_{k−1} + x_1y_{k−1}) − (y_1x_{k−2} + x_1y_{k−2}) = 2x_1y_k − y_{k−1}.

It remains to show (3). We have, using (1) and (2), z_n = αx_n − βy_n = α(2x_1x_{n−1} − x_{n−2}) − β(2x_1y_{n−1} − y_{n−2}) = 2x_1(αx_{n−1} − βy_{n−1}) − (αx_{n−2} − βy_{n−2}) = 2x_1z_{n−1} − z_{n−2}. □

Using Lemma 4.6, we can now prove some results about the sequence (z_n) that show that it is indeed a type of sequence as mentioned by Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.7. Let (x_n), (y_n) ⊆ Z_{≥0} be sequences of solutions to Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = 1. Let α, β ∈ Z_{≥0}. Let (z_n) ⊆ Z be the sequence defined by z_n = αx_n − βy_n. Then

(1) If N = ⌈ log_2^α_β ⌉ , then (z_n)_{n≥N} ⊆ Z_{≥0} or (z_n)_{n≥N} ⊆ Z_{<0};

(2) The sequence (w_n)_{n≥1} ⊆ Z defined by w_n = z_n − z_{n−1} satisfies for all n ∈ Z_{≥2}, z_n = (2x_1 − 1)z_{n−1} + w_{n−1}, w_n = (2x_1 − 2)z_{n−1} + w_{n−1};

(3) If (z_n)_{n≥N} is a sequence of non-negative integers then (w_n)_{n≥N} is, and if (z_n)_{n≥N} is a sequence of non-positive integers then (w_n)_{n≥N} is;

(4) The sequence (w_n)_{n≥N} is monotone; (5) If γ ∈ Z and M = ⌈ log_2^{(γ+3)α}_β ⌉ , then (z_n + γ)_{n≥M} , (w_n + γ)_{n≥M} ⊆ Z_{≥0} or (z_n + γ)_{n≥M} , (w_n + γ)_{n≥M} ⊆ Z_{≤0}. Proof. We start by showing (1). Let γ =^{β√}_D . Then, if n ∈ Z_{≥0}, z_n = αx_n − βy_n = αx_n − γ √ Dy_n.

We have that z_n ≥ 0 if and only if z_n(γx_n + α √ Dy_n) ≥ 0. Note that

z_n(γx_n + α √ Dy_n) = (αx_n − γ √ Dy_n)(γx_n + α √ Dy_n) = αγx^2_n + α^2 √ Dx_ny_n − γ^2 √ Dx_ny_n − αγDy^2_n = αγ(x^2_n − Dy^2_n) + √ Dx_ny_n(α^2 − γ^2) = αγ + √ Dx_ny_n(α^2 − γ^2).

If α ≥ γ, the above expression must be at least 0, so z_n ≥ 0 for all n ∈ Z_{≥0}, and there is nothing to prove. Otherwise, suppose γ > α, and write γ = α + δ for some δ > 0. Then

z_n(γx_n + α √ Dy_n) = αγ + √ Dx_ny_n(α^2 − γ^2)

= α(α + δ) + √ Dx_ny_n(α^2 − (α + δ)^2)

= α^2 + αδ − √ Dx_ny_n(δ^2 + 2αδ).

It follows that z_n < 0 if and only if α^2 + αδ − √ Dx_ny_n(δ^2 + 2αδ) < 0. That is,

x_ny_n > α^2 + αδ √ D(δ^2 + 2αδ) .

Noting that x_n and y_n are both strictly increasing, and if n ≥ 1, x_ny_n > 1, it suffices to find N ∈ Z_{>0} such that if n = N the above inequality holds. By Lemma 4.3, we have that x_n ≥ x_1x_{n−1} and y_n ≥ x_1y_{n−1}, and so x_ny_n ≥ x^{2n−1}_1 y_1. Noting that x_1 ≥ 2 and y_1 ≥ 1, it follows that x_ny_n ≥ 2^n.

Note that^α_β =^{αγ√}_D =^{α2+αδ√}_D ≥^{α2+αδ√}_{D(δ2 +2αδ)} , and so choosing N = ⌈ log_2^α_β ⌉ will satisfy the stated

conditions.

For (2), let n ∈ Z_{≥2}. Then, using Lemma 4.6,

z_n = 2x_1z_{n−1} − z_{n−2} = (2x_1 − 1)z_{n−1} + w_{n−1}.

w_n = z_n − z_{n−1} = 2x_1z_{n−1} − z_{n−2} − z_{n−1} = (2x_1 − 2)z_{n−1} + w_{n−1}.

We now show (3). As with our proof of (1), let γ =^{β√}_D . Then, for all n ∈ Z_{>0},

w_n = z_n − z_{n−1} = αx_n − γ √ Dy_n − αx_{n−1} + γ √ Dy_{n−1} = α(x_n − x_{n−1}) − γ √ D(y_n − y_{n−1}).

Since x_n and y_n are both strictly increasing, w_n ≥ 0 if and only if w_n(γ(x_n − x_{n−1}) + α √ D(y_n − y_{n−1})) ≥ 0. Let u_n = w_n(γ(x_n − x_{n−1}) + α √ D(y_n − y_{n−1})). Write v_n = (α^2 − γ^2) √ D(x_n − x_{n−1})(y_n − y_{n−1}). We have

u_n = (α(x_n − x_{n−1}) − γ √ D(y_n − y_{n−1}))(γ(x_n − x_{n−1}) + α √ D(y_n − y_{n−1})) = αγ((x_n − x_{n−1})^2 − D(y_n − y_{n−1})^2) + (α^2 − γ^2) √ D(x_n − x_{n−1})(y_n − y_{n−1}) = αγ(x^2_n − 2x_nx_{n−1} + x^2_{n−1} − Dy^2_n + 2Dy_ny_{n−1} − Dy^2_{n−1}) + v_n

= αγ((x^2_n − Dy^2_n) + (x^2_{n−1} − Dy^2_{n−1}) + 2Dy_ny_{n−1} − 2x_nx_{n−1}) + v_n = 2αγ(1 + Dy_ny_{n−1} − x_nx_{n−1}) + v_n = 2αγ(1 + D(y_1x_{n−1} + x_1y_{n−1})y_{n−1} − (x_1x_{n−1} + Dy_1y_{n−1})x_{n−1}) + v_n

= 2αγ(1 + Dy_1x_{n−1}y_{n−1} + Dx_1y^2_{n−1} − x_1x^2_{n−1} − Dy_1y_{n−1}x_{n−1}) + v_n

= 2αγ(1 + Dx_1y^2_{n−1} − x_1x^2_{n−1}) + v_n

= 2αγ(1 − x_1(x^2_{n−1} − Dy^2_{n−1})) + v_n = 2αγ(1 − 1) + v_n

= (α^2 − γ^2) √ D(x_n − x_{n−1})(y_n − y_{n−1}). Note that (α^2 − γ^2) √ D(x_n − x_{n−1})(y_n − y_{n−1}) ≥ 0 if and only if α ≥ γ; that is^α_β √ D ≥ 1. As we saw in the proof of part (1),^α_β √ D ≥ 1 implies (z_n)_{n≥N} is a sequence of non-negative integers, and α β √ D < 1 implies (z_n)_{n≥N} is a sequence of non-positive integers, as required.

For (4), we show (w_n)_{n≥N} is monotone. First note that (w_n)_{n≥N} and (z_n)_{n≥N} are both sequences of non-negative integers or sequences of non-positive integers. In addition, w_n = w_{n−1} + 2x_1z_{n−1} for all n ∈ Z_{>0}. So if n ∈ Z_{≥N}, then |w_n| = |w_{n−1}| + |2x_1z_{n−1}| ≥ |w_{n−1}|. As (w_n)_{n≥N} is a sequence of non-negative integers or a sequence of non-positive integers, it must be monotone.

We finally consider (5). It suffices to show that |z_M | > |γ| and |w_M | ≥ |γ|, then together with the fact that M ≥ N, and using the fact that (z_n)_{n≥N} is monotone by (3), and w_n is monotone by (4), we have that (z_n)_{n≥M} and (w_n)_{n≥M} are both sequences of non-positive or non-negative integers. We know that |z_{n+N} | > 2^{n−1} and w_n ≥ 2^{n−2} using (2), together with the fact that x_1 > 1, and so 2x_1 − 1 > 2, so taking any M ≥ N + log_2(|γ| + 2) suffices. As N = ⌈ log_2^α_β ⌉ , taking M = ⌈ log_2^{(|γ|+3)α}_β ⌉ , as per the statement of the lemma, satisfies the desired condition. □

Before we apply Lemma 4.1 to show that some of these solution languages are EDT0L, we need to add constants to the differences of multiples of solutions.

Lemma 4.8. Let (x_n), (y_n) ⊆ Z_{≥0} be sequences of solutions to Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = 1. Let α, β ∈ Z_{≥0} and γ ∈ Z. Let (z_n), (t_n) ⊆ Z be sequences defined by z_n = αx_n − βy_n and t_n = z_n + γ. Then

(1) The sequence (s_n)_{n≥1} ⊆ Z defined by s_n = z_n − z_{n−1} + γ satisfies for all n ∈ Z_{≥2},

t_n = (2x_1 − 1)z_{n−1} + s_{n−1}, s_n = (2x_1 − 2)z_{n−1} + s_{n−1};

(2) If γ ∈ Z and M = ⌈ log_2^{(γ+2)α}_β ⌉ , then (t_n)_{n≥M} ⊆ Z_{≥0} or (t_n)_{n≥M} ⊆ Z_{≤0};

(3) If (t_n)_{n≥M} is a sequence of non-negative integers then (s_n)_{n≥M} and (z_n)_{n≥M} are, and if (t_n)_{n≥M} is a sequence of non-positive integers then (s_n)_{n≥M} and (z_n)_{n≥M} are;

Proof. We start with (1). Let w_n = z_n − z_{n−1}, for all n ∈ Z_{>0}. If n ∈ Z_{>0}, then using Lemma 4.7 t_n = z_n + γ = (2x_1 − 1)z_{n−1} + w_{n−1} + γ = (2x_1 − 1)z_{n−1} + s_{n−1}, s_n = w_n + γ = (2x_1 − 2)z_{n−1} + w_{n−1} + γ = (2x_1 − 2)z_{n−1} + s_{n−1}.

Parts (2) and (3) follow by Lemma 4.7 (5). □

To allow us to show space complexity properties, we need bounds of many of the integers we have introduced.

Lemma 4.9. Let S be the set of all non-negative solutions (as ordered pairs) to Pell’s equation X^2 −DY^2 = 1. Let α, β ∈ Z_{>0} and γ ∈ Z, and M = max ( 2, ⌈ log_2^{(|γ|+3)α}_β ⌉) . Let z_n = αx_n −βy_n and t_n = z_n + γ for all n ∈ Z_{≥0}. Let w_n = z_n − z_{n−1} and s_n = w_n + γ for all n ∈ Z_{>0}.

Then there is a function f that is logarithmic in α, β and |γ|, and a function g that is linear in D, such that log(x_M ), log(y_M ), log |z_M |, log |w_M |, log |t_M | and log |s_M | are all bounded by fg.

Proof. Lemma 4.6, together with the fact that (x_n) is strictly increasing, implies that x_n ≤ (2x_1)^n for all n ≥ 1. Thus x_M ≤ (2x_1)^M = (2x_1) ⌈ log_2^{(|γ|+3)α}_β ⌉ = ⌈_{(|γ|+2)α} β ⌉ x ⌈ log_2^{(|γ|+2)α}_β ⌉ 1 . Using Lemma 4.5, we have that

log(x_M ) ≤ log ⌈ (|γ| + 3)α β ⌉ + ⌈ log_2 (|γ| + 3)α β ⌉ log(x_1)

≤ log(α + 1) + log(|γ| + 4) + log(β + 1) + (log(α + 1) + log(|γ| + 4) + log(β + 1)) √ D(log 4D + 2) ≤ (log(α + 1) + log(|γ| + 4) + log(β + 1))(2 + 3D).

Since y_M < x_M , we have that log(y_M ) is also bounded by (log(α + 1) + log(|γ| + 4) + log(β + 1))(2 + 3D).

Let n ≥ 1. Then, using the fact that αx_n and β(y_n + 1) are both at least 1, we have log |z_n| = log |αx_n − βy_n| = log(α) + log(x_n) + log(β) + log(y_n + 1) ≤ log(α) + log(x_n) + log(β) + log(y_n) + 1.

Using the fact that x_M and y_M are bounded by (log(α + 1) + log(|γ| + 4) + log(β + 1))(2 + 3D), we now have that z_M ≤ 2(log(α + 1) + log(|γ| + 4) + log(β + 1))(2 + 3D) + log(α) + log(β) + 1.

We have that w_M = z_M − z_{M−1}. Noting that M − 1 ≥ 1, x_{M−1} ≤ x_M and y_{M−1} ≤ y_M , it follows that

log |w_M | = log |z_M − z_{M−1}| ≤ log |z_M | + log |z_{M−1}| ≤ 2 log(α) + 2 log(β) + 4(log(α + 1) + log(|γ| + 4) + log(β + 1))(2 + 3D)(2 + 3D) + 2.

Since t_M = z_M +γ and s_M = w_M +γ, we have that t_M and s_M are bounded by the same expressions as z_M and w_M if γ = 0. Otherwise,

log |t_M | ≤ log |z_M | + log |γ| ≤ 2(log(α + 1) + log(|γ| + 4) + log(β + 1))(2 + 3D) + log(α) + log(β) + 1 + log(|γ|), log |s_M | ≤ log |w_M | + log |γ| ≤ log(α) + 2 log(β) + 4(log(α + 1) + log(|γ| + 4) + log(β + 1))(2 + 3D) + 2 + log |γ|.

Taking f = 4(log(α + 1) + log(|γ| + 4) + log(β + 1)) + 2 and g = 2 + 3D, the result follows. □

We have now completed the set up to show that the solution language to Pell’s equation is always EDT0L. More than that, we can show that applying linear functions to the variables will still give this outcome. We need the bounds on the size of our extended alphabet and images of endomorphisms so that we can apply Lemma 3.5 later on.

Lemma 4.10. Let S be the set of all non-negative solutions (as tuples) to Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = 1, and α, β, γ, δ, ϵ, ζ ∈ Z. Then (1) The language L = {a^{αx+βy+γ} #b^{δx+ϵy+ζ} | (x, y) ∈ S} is EDT0L;

(2) A #-separated EDT0L system H for L is constructible in NSPACE(fg), where f is loga- rithmic in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|, |ζ|), and g is linear in D; (3) The system H is h_1h_2-bounded, where h_1 is linear in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|, |ζ|), and h_2 is exponential in D.

Proof. Let z_n = αx_n + βy_n and t_n = z_n + γ for n ∈ Z_{≥0}, and s_n = z_n − z_{n−1} + γ for n ∈ Z_{>0}. Let M_γ = max ( 2, ⌈ log_2^{(|γ|+3)α}_β ⌉) , M_ζ = max ( 2, ⌈ log_2^{(|ζ|+3)α}_β ⌉) , and M = max(M_γ , M_ζ ). We will first construct an EDT0L system for K = {a^{tn} | n ∈ Z_{≥M)}}. If α ≤ 0 and β ≥ 0, or α ≥ 0 and β ≤ 0, Lemma 4.8 tells us that the sequences (t_n)_{n≥M} , (z_n)_{n≥M} and (s_n)_{n≥M} satisfy the conditions of Lemma 4.1, and thus K is accepted by an EDT0L system H = ({a, a^{−1}}, C, ⊥, θφ^∗ψ). If α and β are both non-negative or non-positive, then

z_n = α(x_1x_{n−1} + Dy_1y_{n−1}) + β(y_1x_{n−1} + x_1y_{n−1}) = (αx_1 + βy_1)x_{n−1} + (αDy_1 + βx_1)y_{n−1}.

This, together with the recurrence relations in Lemma 4.3, gives that (z_n)_{n≥M} , (x_n)_{n≥M} and (y_n)_{n≥M} satisfy the conditions of Lemma 4.1, and so in we also have in this case that L is accepted by an EDT0L system H = ({a, a^{−1}}, C, ⊥, θφ^∗ψ).

We next consider the space complexity in which H can be constructed. By Lemma 4.5, log(x_1) and log(y_1) are both bounded by 2 + 3D. By Lemma 4.9, log(x_M ), log(y_M ), log |z_M |, log |t_M | and log |s_M | are all bounded by fg, where f is logarithmic in |α|, |β|, |γ| and |ζ|, and g is linear in D. Thus we can use Lemma 4.1 (2) to say that H is constructible in NSPACE(fg). We also know from Lemma 4.1 (4), that |C| and max{|cϕ| | c ∈ C, ϕ ∈ {ψ, θ, φ}} are both bounded in terms of an exponential function of fg. Thus |C| and max{cϕ | c ∈ C, ϕ ∈ {ψ, θ, φ}} are both bounded by h_1h_2 where h_1 is linear in |α|, |β|, |γ| and |ζ|, and h_2 is exponential in D.

Let ẑ_n = δx + ϵy and t̂_n = ẑ_n + ζ for n ∈ Z_{≥0}, and ŝ_n = ẑ_n − ẑ_{n−1} + ζ for n ∈ Z_{>0}. With the same arguments we used to show K is accepted by H, we have that {b^{t̂n} | n ∈ Z_{≥M}}, is accepted by an EDT0L system Ĥ = ({b, b^{−1}}, D, $, σρ^∗τ). In addition, Ĥ is constructible in NSPACE(f̂ĝ), and |D| and max{|cϕ| | c ∈ D, ϕ ∈ {σ, ρ, τ}} are both bounded by ĥ_1ĥ_2, where f̂ and ĥ_1 are logarithmic and linear respectively in |δ|, |ϵ|, |γ| and |ζ|, and ĝ and ĥ_2 are linear and exponential respectively in D. Redefining f, g, h_1 and h_2 to be the sum of themselves and their hatted versions, gives that both H and Ĥ are constructible in NSPACE(fg). In addition, |C|, |D|, max{|cϕ| | c ∈ C, ϕ ∈ {ψ, θ, φ}} and max{|cϕ| | c ∈ D, ϕ ∈ {σ, ρ, τ}} are all bounded by h_1h_2. Without loss of generality, we can assume that C and D are disjoint, and # /∈ C ∪ D. For each endomorphism ϕ ∈ {ψ, θ, φ, σ, ρ, τ}, let ϕ̄ ∈ End (C ∪ D ∪ {#})^∗ be defined to be the extension of ϕ to C ∪ D ∪ {#} which acts as the identity on wherever it was not previously defined on. It follows that P = {a^{tn} #b^{t̂n} | n ∈ Z_{≥M}} is accepted by the #-separated EDT0L system G = ({a, a^{−1}, b, b^{−1}, #}, C ∪ D ∪ {#}, ⊥ #$, θσ(φρ)^∗ψτ). Since H and Ĥ are constructible in NSPACE(fg), so is G. In addition, |C ∪ D ∪ {#}| is bounded by h_1h_2 + 1, and max{|cϕ̄| | c ∈ C ∪ D ∪ {#}, ϕ ∈ {ψ, θ, φ, σ, ρ, τ}} is bounded by h_1h_2. Redefining h_2 to be h_2 + 1, gives that G satisfies all of the conditions of the lemma.

We now consider the language Q = {a^{tn} #b^{t̂n} | n ∈ {0, . . . , M − 1}} Note that using Lemma 3.3, it now suffices to show that Q is accepted by a #-separated EDT0L system that is constructible in NSPACE(fg), and whose extended alphabet and images of letters under endomorphisms in the alphabet of the rational control are bounded by h_1h_2.

Let E = {⊥_1, ⊥_2, a, a^{−1}, b, b^{−1}, #}. We will use E as our extended alphabet, and ⊥_1 # ⊥_2 as our start symbol. For each n ∈ {0, . . . , M − 1}, define π_n ∈ End(E^∗) by cπ_n = a^{tn} c =⊥_1 b^{t̂n} c =⊥_2 c otherwise.

It follows that Q is accepted by the #-separated EDT0L system F = ({a, a^{−1}, b, b^{−1}, #}, E, ⊥_1 # ⊥_2, {π_0, . . . , π_{M−1}}). Note that t_0 = α + γ, t̂_0 = δ + ζ. Thus log |t_0| and log |t̂_0| are both bounded by a logarithmic function f_1 in terms of |α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ| and |ζ|. By redefining f to be f + f_1, we have that log |t_0| and log |t̂_0| are bounded by fg. In addition, log |t_M | and log |t̂_M | are both bounded by fg. Since (t_n) and (t̂_n) are monotone, and terms are effectively computable by Lemma 4.8, each π_n can be constructed in NSPACE(fg). As E and ⊥_1 # ⊥_2 are constructible in constant space, it follows that F is also constructible in NSPACE(fg).

We have that |t_0| and |t̂_0| are bounded by a linear function f_3 in terms of |α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ| and |ζ|. By redefining h_1 to be h_1 + f_3, we have that |t_0|, |t̂_0|, |t_M | and |t̂_M | are all bounded by h_1h_2, and thus max{|cπ_i| | c ∈ E, i ∈ {0, . . . , M − 1}} and |E| are both bounded by h_1h_2. □

5. Quadratic equations in the ring of integers

Having completed the work on Pell’s equation, we now consider more general quadratic equations in the ring of integers, working up to an arbitrary two-variable equation. Our main goal is to show that the solution language to an arbitrary two-variable quadratic equation is EDT0L, with an EDT0L system that is constructible in non-deterministic polynomial space. We start with the general Pell’s equation.

Definition 5.1. A general Pell’s equation is an equation X^2 − DY^2 = N in the ring of integers, where X and Y are variables, N ∈ Z\{0} and D ∈ Z_{>0} is not a perfect square.

A non-negative integer solution (x, y) to the general Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = N is called primitive if gcd(x, y) = 1.

Before we can generalise Lemma 4.10 to a general Pell’s equation, we first generalise it to the primitive solutions to a general Pell’s equation. The following result allows us to construct primitive solutions to a general Pell’s equation from the solutions to the corresponding Pell’s equation, and a given primitive solution.

Lemma 5.2 ([1], Section 4.1). Let (x_0, y_0) be a primitive solution to the general Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = N. Let (u_n, v_n) be the sequence of solutions (as described in Lemma 4.3) to U^2 − DV^2 = 1. Define ((x_n, y_n))_n ⊆ Z^2_{≥0} by

x_n = x_0u_n + Dy_0v_n, y_n = y_0u_n + x_0v_n.

Then (x_n, y_n) is a primitive solution to X^2 − DY^2 = N for all n ∈ Z_{≥0}.

We will put an equivalence relation on the set of primitive solutions to a general Pell’s equation. This will allow us to consider one class at a time, then use Lemma 3.3 to take the union. Definition 5.3. Let (x, y) and (x^′, y^′) be primitive solutions to the general Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = N. If there exists a primitive solution (x_0, y_0) such that (x, y) = (x_m, y_m) and (x^′, y^′) = (x_n, y_n), for some m, n ∈ Z_{≥0} (using the construction in Lemma 5.2), we say (x, y) and (x^′, y^′) are associated with each other.

Lemma 5.4. Association of primitive solutions to a general Pell’s equation is an equivalence relation.

Equivalence classes of primitive solutions, which we will call classes, have a notion of a fundamental solution, similar to the fundamental solution to Pell’s equation.

Definition 5.5. The class of a primitive solution (x, y) of a general Pell’s equation is the equivalence class of all primitive solutions associated with (x, y).

The fundamental solution of a class of primitive solutions to a general Pell’s equation is the minimal element of the class.

We will need the following bounds for the space complexity results.

Lemma 5.6 ([1], Theorem 4.1.1 and Theorem 4.12). Let (x_0, y_0) be the fundamental solution of a class of primitive solutions to the general Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = N. Let (u_1, v_1) be the fundamental solution to X^2 − DY^2 = 1. If N > 0, then

0 ≤ x_0 ≤ √ N(u_1 + 1) 2 , 0 < y_0 ≤ v_1 √ N √ 2(u_1 + 1) .

If N < 0, then

0 ≤ x_0 ≤ √ |N|(u_1 − 1) 2 , 0 < y_0 ≤ v_1 √ |N| √ 2(u_1 − 1) .

Since the size of fundamental solutions to a general Pell’s equation is bounded, there can only be finitely many, and hence only finitely many classes.

Lemma 5.7. There are finitely many classes of primitive solutions to a general Pell’s equation.

We now show that the results stated in Lemma 4.10 hold for primitive solutions to a general Pell’s equation. We use the characterisation in Lemma 5.2 to reduce the problem to Pell’s equation, and then apply Lemma 4.10.

Lemma 5.8. Let S be the set of primitive solutions to the general Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = N, and α, β, γ, δ, ϵ, ζ ∈ Z. Then (1) The language L = {a^{αx+βy+γ} #b^{δx+ϵy+ζ} | (x, y) ∈ S} is EDT0L;

(2) A #-separated EDT0L system H for L is constructible in NSPACE(fg), where f is loga- rithmic in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|, |ζ|, |N|, D), and g is linear in D; (3) The system H is h_1h_2-bounded, where h_1 is linear in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|, |ζ|, |N|), and h_2 is exponential in D.

Proof. Since finite unions of EDT0L languages are EDT0L, and the properties in (2) and (3) are preserved (Lemma 3.3), using Lemma 5.7 it is sufficient to show that for any class of primitive solutions K, the language M = {a^{αx+βy+γ} #b^{δx+ϵy+ζ} | (x, y) ∈ K} is accepted by an EDT0L system that satisfies the conditions (2) and (3). Let ((u_n, v_n))_n be the sequence of non-negative integer solutions to X^2 − DY^2 = 1. Let (x_0, y_0) be the fundamental solution in K. Then we can write elements of K as (x_n, y_n), where

x_n = x_0u_n + Dy_0v_n, y_n = y_0u_n + x_0v_n,

for some n ∈ Z_{≥0}. For any n ∈ Z_{≥0},

αx_n + βy_n + γ = α(x_0u_n + Dy_0v_n) + β(y_0u_n + x_0v_n) + γ = (αx_0 + βy_0)u_n + (αDy_0 + βx_0)v_n + γ, δx_n + ϵy_n + ζ = δ(x_0u_n + Dy_0v_n) + ϵ(y_0u_n + x_0v_n) + ζ = (δx_0 + ϵy_0)u_n + (δDy_0 + ϵx_0)v_n + ζ

Note that, by Lemma 5.6 and Lemma 4.5

log(x_0) = 1 2 log ( N(u_1 + 1) 2 ) ≤ log(N) + log(u_1 + 1) ≤ 2 + 3D + log(N),

log(y_0) ≤ log(v_1 √ N) ≤ 2 + 3D + log(N).

Thus log |δx_0 + ϵy_0| ≤ log(|δ|(x_0 + 1)) + log(|ϵ|(y_0 + 1)) ≤ log |δ| + log |ϵ| + log(x_0) + log(y_0) + 2 ≤ log |δ| + log |ϵ| + 2 + 6D + 2 log(N), log |δDy_0 + ϵx_0| ≤ log(|δ|D(y_0 + 1)) + log(|ϵ|(x_0 + 1)) ≤ log |δ| + log |ϵ| + log(D) + log(x_0) + log(y_0) + 2.

Note that the above inequalities also hold with δ replaced by α, and ϵ replaced by β. The result now follows from Lemma 4.10. □

We now consider all solutions to a general Pell’s equation. We start with a reduction from a non-primitive solution to a primitive solution.

Lemma 5.9. Let (x, y) ∈ Z^2_{≥0}, and let k = gcd(x, y). Then (x, y) is a solution to the general Pell’s equation X^2 −DY^2 = N if and only if k^2|N, and (_x k ,^y_k ) is a primitive solution to the general Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 =^N_{k2} .

Proof. We have x^2 − Dy^2 = N if and only if N k^2 = x^2 − Dy^2 k^2 = ( x k )_2 − D ( y k )_2 . □

It is now possible to generalise Lemma 5.8 to all solutions to a general Pell’s equation.

Lemma 5.10. Let S be the set of all solutions to the general Pell’s equation X^2 − DY^2 = N, and α, β, γ, δ, ϵ, ζ ∈ Z. Then (1) The language L = {a^{αx+βy+γ} #b^{δx+ϵy+ζ} | (x, y) ∈ S} is EDT0L;

(2) A #-separated EDT0L system H for L is constructible in NSPACE(fg), where f is loga- rithmic in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|, |ζ|, |N|, D), and g is linear in D; (3) The system H is h_1h_2-bounded, where h_1 is linear in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|, |ζ|, |N|, D), and h_2 is exponential in D.

Proof. First note that the following are equivalent: (1) (x, y) ∈ S; (2) (x, −y) ∈ S; (3) (−x, y) ∈ S; (4) (−x, −y) ∈ S. Since we can use Lemma 3.3 to take finite unions of EDT0L languages, and preserve space complexity of EDT0L systems, it therefore suffices to show that

M = {a^{αx+βy+γ} #b^{δx+ϵy+ζ} | (x, y) ∈ is a non-negative integer solution to X^2 − DY^2 = N} is accepted by an EDT0L system that satisfies (2) and (3). Using Lemma 5.9, all non-negative integer solutions to X^2 − DY^2 = N are of the form (xk, yk) where (x, y) is a primitive solution to X^2 − DY^2 =^N_{k2} , for some k such that k^2|N. Moreover, if (x, y) is a primitive solution to X^2 − DY^2 =^N_{k2} , then (xk, yk) is a solution to X^2 − DY^2 = N. We will therefore show two claims:

(1) The language M_k = {a^{αkx+βky+γ} #b^{δkx+ϵky+ζ} | (x, y) is a primitive solution to X^2−DY^2 = N k^2 } is EDT0L for all k ∈ Z>1 such that k 2|N; (2) The union of the languages M_k is EDT0L, and accepted by a #-separated EDT0L system H that satisfies (2) and (3);

(3) The extended alphabet and endomorphisms in H satisfy the conditions in (3).

Since M equals this union, the result follows.

First note that if k ∈ Z_{≥2} is such that k^2|N, then k < N. Thus log(αk) = log(α) + log(k) ≤ log(α) + log(N). If we use β, δ or ϵ in place of α, this inequality will still hold. Thus the first claim follows from Lemma 5.8.

For the second claim, we can apply Lemma 3.3 repeatedly, once for each k ∈ Z_{≥2} such that k^2|N. We need to do this for all such k. This could be done by cycling through all k ∈ {2, . . . , N − 1}, checking if k^2|N, and then applying the lemma in those cases. We would need to store the ‘current’ k to do this, which would use at most log(N) bits. □

Before attempting to tackle the general two-variable quadratic equations, we mention the result we can obtain so far for a general Pell’s equation. The space complexity in this case is log-linear, which is better than the log-quartic space complexity we have for arbitrary two-variable quadratic equations.

Proposition 5.11. The solution language to the general Pell’s equation X^2 −DY^2 = N is EDT0L, accepted by an EDT0L system that is constructible in non-deterministic log-linear space, with max(D, |N|) as the input size.

Proof. This follows by first taking α = β = δ = ϵ = 1 and γ = ζ = 0 in Lemma 5.10, and then applying a free monoid homomorphism that maps b to a, using Lemma 2.18. □

In order to understand the solutions to a generic two-variable quadratic equation, we must first know the solutions to the equation X^2 + DY^2 = N, where N, D ∈ Z. Whilst we have considered the ‘hardest’ case of D < 0, −D non-square and N ≠ 0, it remains to consider the remaining cases. We start with the case when D ≥ 0.

Lemma 5.12. Let S be the set of all solutions to the equation X^2 + DY^2 = N, with N ∈ Z, D ∈ Z_{≥0}, and α, β, γ, δ, ϵ, ζ ∈ Z. Then (1) The language L = {a^{αx+βy+γ} #b^{δx+ϵy+ζ} | (x, y) ∈ S} is EDT0L;

(2) A #-separated EDT0L system H for L is constructible in NSPACE(f), where f is logarithmic in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|, |ζ|, |N|, D); (3) The system H is h-bounded, where h is linear in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|, |ζ|, |N|, D). Proof. If N < 0, there is nothing to prove, as the equation has no solutions. So suppose N ≥ 0. Then all solutions (x, y) to this equation satisfy |x| + |y| ≤ N. Let (x, y) be such a solution. Then {a^{αx+βy+γ} #b^{δx+ϵy+ζ} } is accepted by the EDT0L system ({a, a^{−1}, b, b^{−1}, #}, {a, a^{−1}, b, b^{−1}, #}∪ {⊥_1, ⊥_2}, ⊥_1 # ⊥_2, φ), where φ is defined by cφ = a^{αx+βy+γ} c =⊥_1 b^{δx+ϵy+ζ} c =⊥_2 c otherwise.

We have that this EDT0L system satisfies the conditions stated in (2) and (3). Thus we can use Lemma 3.3 to obtain the result. □

We now consider the solutions to the equation X^2 − DY^2 = N when D is square.

Lemma 5.13. Let S be the set of all solutions to the equation X^2 − DY^2 = N, with N ∈ Z, D ∈ Z_{≥0}, such that D is a perfect square. Let α, β, γ, δ, ϵ, ζ ∈ Z. Then

(1) The language L = {a^{αx+βy+γ} #b^{δx+ϵy+ζ} | (x, y) ∈ S} is EDT0L;

(2) A #-separated EDT0L system H for L is constructible in NSPACE(f), where f is logarithmic in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|, |ζ|, |N|, D); (3) The system H is h-bounded, where h is linear in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|, |ζ|, |N|, D). Proof. As D is square, we have that D = E^2 for some E ∈ Z_{≥0}. Define a new variable V = EY . Substituting this into X^2 − DY^2 = N gives X^2 − V^2 = N, which is again equivalent to (X − V )(X + V ) = N. If (x, v) is a solution, then x + v and x − v must both divide N, and thus |x + v| ≤ |N| and |x − v| ≤ |N|. It follows that there are finitely many solutions (x, v) to X^2 − V^2 = N, all of which satisfy |x| ≤ |N| and |v| ≤ N. Thus there are finitely many solutions (x, y) to X^2 − DY^2 = N, all of which satisfy |x| ≤ |N| and |y| ≤ |V | ≤ |N|.

We can use the same argument we used in Lemma 5.12, to show that each of the singleton languages {a^{αx+βy+γ} #b^{δx+ϵy+ζ} } are accepted by EDT0L systems satisfying the conditions in (2) and (3). We can again use Lemma 3.3 to union these to form L. □

We finally need to consider the case when N = 0.

Lemma 5.14. Let S be the set of all solutions to the equation X^2 − DY^2 = 0, with D ∈ Z_{≥0}, and α, β, γ, δ, ϵ, ζ ∈ Z. Then (1) The language L = {a^{αx+βy+γ} #b^{δx+ϵy+ζ} | (x, y) ∈ S} is EDT0L;

(2) A #-separated EDT0L system H for L is constructible in NSPACE(f), where f is logarithmic in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|, |ζ|, D); (3) The system H is h-bounded, where h is linear in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|, |ζ|, |N|, D). Proof. First note that (x, y) is a solution if and only if x = √ Dy. It follows that if D is non-square, then this admits no solutions, and there is nothing to prove. If D is square, then the result follows from Lemma 5.13. □

Combining the different cases of the equation X^2 + DY^2 = N allows us to use Lagrange’s method to show the following. The proof follows the arguments given in [37], Section 1.

Theorem 5.15. Let

(2) αX^2 + βXY + γY^2 + δX + ϵY + ζ = 0

be a two-variable quadratic equation in the ring of integers, with a set S of solutions. Then

(1) The language L = {a^x#b^y | (x, y) ∈ S} is EDT0L;

(2) Taking the input size to be max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|, |ζ|), an EDT0L system for L is constructible in NSPACE(n → n^4 log n).

Proof. Let D = β^2 − 4αγ, E = βδ − 2αϵ and F = δ^2 − 4αζ, and define new variables U = DY + E and V = 2αX + βY + δ. Then

(1) V^2 = 4α^2X^2 + β^2Y^2 + δ^2 + 4αβXY + 4αδX + 2βδY ; (2) DY^2 = β^2Y^2 − 4αγY^2; (3) 2EY = 2βδY − 4αϵY ; (4) F = δ^2 − 4αζ.

Thus

V^2 − DY^2 − 2EY − F = 4α^2X^2 + 4αβXY + 4αδX + 4αγY^2 + 4αϵY + 4αζ. It follows that (2) can be rewritten as V^2 = DY^2 + 2EY + F.

This is equivalent to DV^2 = (DY + E)^2 + DF − E^2.

By substituting U for DY + E, and setting N = E^2 − DF , we can conclude that (2) can be written as U^2 − DV^2 = N. (3) Note that Y = U − E D , X = V − βY − δ 2α = V D − βU + βE − δD 2αD . Let T be the set of solutions to (3). By Lemma 5.10, Lemma 5.12, Lemma 5.13 or Lemma 5.14 (dependent on whether D is positive and non-square, positive and square, or non-positive, and whether or not N = 0) we have that M = {a^{DV −βU+βE−δD}#b^{U−E} | (u, v) ∈ T } is accepted by a #-separated EDT0L system H, which is constructible in NSPACE(fg), where f is logarithmic in max(|D|, |β|, |βE − δD|, |E|), and g is linear in |D|. Let C be the extended alphabet of H, and let B be the finite set of endomorphisms of C^∗ over which the rational control of H is regular. Using Lemma 5.10, 5.10, Lemma 5.12, Lemma 5.13 or Lemma 5.14, we also have that |C| and max{|cϕ| | c ∈ C, ϕ ∈ B} are bounded by h_1h_2, where h_1 is linear in max(|D|, |β|, |βE − δD|, |E|), and h_2 is exponential in |D|.

We have that D = β^2 − 4αγ and N = E^2 − DF = (βδ − 2αϵ)^2 − (β^2 − 4αγ)(δ^2 − 4γζ). It follows that f is logarithmic in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|), and g is quadratic in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|). In addition, h_1 is quartic in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|, |δ|, |ϵ|), and h_2 is O(2^{n2} ) in max(|α|, |β|, |γ|).

Note that DY = U − E and 2αDX = DV − βU + βE − δD. Thus we have that M = {a^{2αDx}#b^{Dy} | (x, y) ∈ S}. By Lemma 3.5, it follows that L is EDT0L, and accepted by an EDT0L system that is constructible in NSPACE(n → n^4 log n). □

Using Lemma 2.18 to apply the free monoid homomorphism that maps b to a to a language described in Theorem 5.15 gives the following:

Corollary 5.16. The solution language to a two-variable quadratic equation in integers is EDT0L, accepted by an EDT0L system that is constructible in NSPACE(n → n^4 log n), with the input size taken to be the maximal absolute value of a coefficient.

6. From Heisenberg equations to integer equations

This section aims to prove that the solution language to an equation in one variable in the Heisenberg group is EDT0L. We do this by showing that a single equation E in the Heisenberg group is ‘equivalent’ to a system S_E of quadratic equations in the ring of integers. The idea of the proof is to replace each variable in E with a word representing a potential solution, and then convert the resulting word into Mal’cev normal form. The equations in S_E occur by equating the exponent of the generators to 0.

We start with an example of an equation in the Heisenberg group.

Example 6.1. We will transform the equation XY X = 1 in the Heisenberg group into a system over the integers. Using the Mal’cev normal form we can write X = a^{X1} b^{X2} c^{X3} and Y = a^{Y1} b^{Y2} c^{Y3} for variables X_1, X_2, X_3, Y_1, Y_2, Y_3 over the integers. Replacing X and Y in XY X = 1 in these expressions gives a^{X1} b^{X2} c^{X3} a^{Y1} b^{Y2} c^{Y3} a^{X1} b^{X2} c^{X3} = 1. (4) After manipulating this into Mal’cev normal form, we obtain a^{2X1+Y1} b^{2X2+Y2} c^{2X3+Y3+X1Y2+X1X2+Y1X2} = 1. (5) As this normal form word is trivial if and only if the exponents of a, b and c are all equal to 0, we obtain the following system over Z: 2X_1 + Y_1 = 0 (6) 2X_2 + Y_2 = 0 2X_3 + Y_3 + X_1Y_2 + X_1X_2 + Y_1X_2 = 0.

Note that the variables corresponding to the exponent of c in X and Y , namely X_3 and Y_3, only appear in linear terms in the above system.

In this specific example it is not hard to enumerate the solutions in a somewhat reasonable manner. We can start by replacing occurrences of Y_1 and Y_2 in the third equation of (6) with −2X_1 and −2X_2, respectively, to give that (6) is equivalent to Y_1 = −2X_1 Y_2 = −2X_2 2X_3 + Y_3 − 2X_1X_2 + X_1X_2 − 2X_1X_2 = 0.

This simplifies to Y_1 = −2X_1 Y_2 = −2X_2 2X_3 + Y_3 = 3X_1X_2.

We can now enumerate all values of (X_1, X_2, X_3) (across Z), and each such choice will fix the values of Y_1, Y_2 and Y_3, for which there will always exist a solution. Using this method, we have that the solution set to (6) is equal to {(x_1, x_2, x_3, −2x_1, −2x_2, 3x_1x_2 − 2x_3) | x_1, x_2, x_3 ∈ Z}.

Translating this back into the language of the Heisenberg group gives that the solution set to XY X = 1 is {(a^{x1} b^{x2} c^{x3} , a^{−2x1} b^{−2x2} c^{3x1x2−2x3} ) | x_1, x_2, x_3 ∈ Z}.

The following definition allows us to transform an equation in a single variable in the Heisenberg group into a system of equations in the ring of integers. This is done by representing the variables as expressions in Mal’cev normal form, plugging these expressions back into the equation, and then converting the resulting word into Mal’cev normal form. After doing this, the exponents of the generators can the be equated to 0, which yields a system of equations in the ring of integers. Definition 6.2. If w = 1 is an equation in a class 2 nilpotent group, consider the system of equations over the integers defined by taking the variable X, and viewing it in Mal’cev normal form by introducing new variables: X = a^{X1} b^{Y1} c^{Z1} , where the X_1, X_2 and X_3 take values in Z. The resulting system of equations over Z obtained by setting the expressions in the exponents equal to zero is called the Z-system of w = 1.

Example 6.3. The Z-system of the equation (4) from Example 6.1 is 2X_1 + Y_1 = 0 2X_2 + Y_2 = 0 2X_3 + Y_3 + X_1Y_2 + X_1X_2 + Y_1X_2 = 0.

We now explicitly calculate the Z-system of an arbitrary equation in one variable in the Heisenberg group.

Lemma 6.4. Let X^{ϵ1} a^{i1} b^{j1} c^{k1} · · · X^{ϵn} a^{in} b^{jn} c^{kn} = 1 (7) be a single equation in one variable in the Heisenberg group, where ϵ_1, . . . , ϵ_n ∈ {−1, 1}, and i_1, . . . i_n, j_1, . . . , j_n, k_1, . . . , k_n ∈ Z. Define δ_r = { 0 ϵ_r = 1 1 ϵ_r = −1.

Writing X = a^{X1} b^{X2} c^{X3} with X_1, X_2 and X_3 over Z gives that the Z-system of (7) is n∑ r=1 (ϵ_rX_1 + i_r) = 0 n∑ r=1 (ϵ_rX_2 + j_r) = 0 n∑ r=1 (ϵ_rX_3 + k_r + δ_rX_1X_2) + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (ϵ_rϵ_sX_1X_2 + ϵ_rX_1j_s) + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (i_rϵ_sX_2 + i_rj_s) = 0.

Proof. We proceed as in Example 6.1. Replacing each occurrence of X in (7) with a^{X1} b^{X2} c^{X3} gives (a^{X1} b^{X2} c^{X3} )^{ϵ1} a^{i1} b^{j1} c^{k1} · · · (a^{X1} b^{X2} c^{X3} )^{ϵn} a^{in} b^{jn} c^{kn} = 1. (8) Since c is central, we can push all occurrences of c and c^{−1} to the right, and then freely reduce, thus showing that 7 is equivalent to (a^{X1} b^{X2} )^{ϵ1} a^{i1} b^{j1} · · · (a^{X1} b^{X2} )^{ϵn} a^{in} b^{jn} c^{∑nr=1(ϵr X3+kr )} = 1. (9) Note that for all x_1, x_2 ∈ Z, (a^{x1} b^{x2} )^{−1} = b^{−x2} a^{−x1} = a^{−x1} b^{−x2} c^{x1x2} . Using this, together with the fact that c is central, gives that (9) is equivalent to a^{ϵ1X1} b^{ϵ1X2} a^{i1} b^{j1} · · · a^{ϵnX1} b^{ϵnX2} a^{in} b^{jn} c^{∑nr=1(ϵr X3+kr +δrX1X2)} = 1. (10)

We now push all as in (10) to the left. The as at the beginning do not need to move. The as with exponent i_1 will need to move past b^{ϵ1X2} , thus increasing the exponent of c by i_1ϵ_1X_2. The as with exponent ϵ_2X_1 will need to move past b^{j1} and b^{ϵ1X2} , thus increasing the exponent of c by j_1ϵ_2X_1 + ϵ_1ϵ_2X_1X_2. This continues up to the as with exponent i_n, which will need to move past all bs, thus increasing the exponent of c by i_n( ∑_n r=1 ϵ_rX_2) + i_n ∑_{n−1} r=1 j_r. Overall, we have that (10) is equivalent to

a n∑ r=1 (ϵ_rX_1 + i_r) (11)

b n∑ r=1 (ϵ_rX_2 + j_r)

c n∑ r=1 (ϵ_rX_3 + k_r + δ_rX_1X_2) + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (ϵ_rϵ_sX_1X_2 + ϵ_rX_1j_s) + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (i_rϵ_sX_2 + i_rj_s) = 1.

Equating each of the exponents to 0 (as we are now in Mal’cev normal form) gives that the Z-system of (7) is n∑ r=1 (ϵ_rX_1 + i_r) = 0 n∑ r=1 (ϵ_rX_2 + j_r) = 0 n∑ r=1 (ϵ_rX_3 + k_r + δ_rX_1X_2) + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (ϵ_rϵ_sX_1X_2 + ϵ_rX_1j_s) + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (i_rϵ_sX_2 + i_rj_s) = 0. □

We have now collected the results we need to prove the main theorem of this section. Theorem 6.5. Let L be the solution language to a single equation with one variable in the Heisenberg group, with respect to the Mal’cev generating set and normal form. Then

(1) The language L is EDT0L;

(2) An EDT0L system for L is constructible in NSPACE(n → n^8(log n)^2).

Proof. Let (12) X^{ϵ1} a^{i1} b^{j1} c^{k1} · · · X^{ϵn} a^{in} b^{jn} c^{kn} = 1 be an equation in the Heisenberg group in a single variable. By Lemma 6.4, we have that the Z-system of (12) is n∑ r=1 (ϵ_rX_1 + i_r) = 0

(13) n∑ r=1 (ϵ_rX_2 + j_r) = 0 n∑ r=1 (ϵ_rX_3 + k_r + δ_rX_1X_2) + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (ϵ_rϵ_sX_1X_2 + ϵ_rX_1j_s) + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (i_rϵ_sX_2 + i_rj_s) = 0.

We consider two cases: when ∑_n r=1 ϵ_r = 0 and when ∑_n r=1 ϵ_r ≠ 0.

Case 1: ∑_n r=1 ϵ_r = 0.

Applying our case assumption to (13) gives that (13) is equivalent to n∑ r=1 i_r = 0

(14) n∑ r=1 j_r = 0 n∑ r=1 (k_r + δ_rX_1X_2) + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (ϵ_rϵ_sX_1X_2 + ϵ_rX_1j_s) + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (i_rϵ_sX_2 + i_rj_s) = 0.

The first two of the above identities only involve constants. If one of these is not satisfied, then (12) has no solutions. In such a case, L is empty, and there is nothing to prove. So we suppose that these are satisfied. It follows that they are redundant, and the above system is equivalent to the third equation in it (with the addition that X_3 can be anything, regardless of X_1 and X_2). Note that this is a quadratic equation in integers, with variables X_1 and X_2. So by Theorem 5.15

K = {a^{x1} #b^{x2} | (x_1, x_2) is part of a solution (14) for (X_1, X_2)}

is EDT0L, and accepted by an EDT0L system that is constructible in NSPACE(n → n^4 log n) in terms of the coefficients of the equation. These are n∑ r=1 k_r + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 i_rj_s, n∑ r=1 δ_r + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 ϵ_rϵ_s, n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 ϵ_rj_s, n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 i_rϵ_s. Note that |ϵ_r| = 1 and |δ_r| ≤ 1 for all r. In addition, as exponents of constants in (12), each sum ∑_n r=1 i_r, ∑_n r=1 j_r and ∑_n r=1 k_r is linear in our input. It follows that the above expression is quadratic in our input, and so an EDT0L system for K is constructible in NSPACE(n → n^8(log n)^2). Applying the monoid homomorphism that maps # to ε, followed by concatenating the above language with the EDT0L language {c}^∗, which is constructible in constant space, allows us to apply Lemma 2.18 to show {a^{x1} b^{x2} c^{x3} | (x_1, x_2, x_3) is a solution (14)} is EDT0L, accepted by an EDT0L system that is constructible in NSPACE(n → n^8(log n)^2). Since this language is L, the result follows.

Case 2: ∑_n r=1 ϵ_r ≠ 0.

Let α = ∑_n r=1 ϵ_r, β = ∑_n r=1 i_r, γ = ∑_n r=1 j_r and ζ = ∑_n r=1 k_r. Then we can rewrite (13) as

αX_1 + β = 0

(15)

αX_2 + γ = 0

αX_3 + ζ + n∑ r=1 δ_rX_1X_2 + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (ϵ_rϵ_sX_1X_2 + ϵ_rX_1j_s) + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (i_rϵ_sX_2 + i_rj_s) = 0.

If either of the first two equations have no solution, then neither does (12), and so L is empty, and there is nothing to prove. We will therefore suppose that both of these equations admit a solution. Since these are both single linear equations with one variable, they can both admit a single solution. Let x_1 be the solution for X_1, and x_2 be the solution for X_2. Plugging these into the third equation gives

αX_3 + ζ + n∑ r=1 δ_rx_1x_2 + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (ϵ_rϵ_sx_1x_2 + ϵ_rx_1j_s) + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (i_rϵ_sx_2 + i_rj_s) = 0.

(16)

Note that this is a linear equation in integers with single variable X_3. Hence by [18], Corollary 3.13 and Proposition 3.16, the language M = {c^{x3} | x_3 is a solution to (16)} is EDT0L, and accepted by an EDT0L system that is constructible in non-deterministic quadratic space in terms of an input of length |α| + |ζ| + n∑ r=1 |δ_rx_1x_2| + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (|ϵ_rϵ_sx_1x_2| + |ϵ_rx_1j_s|) + n∑ r=1 r∑ s=1 (|i_rϵ_sx_2| + |i_rj_s|). As the sums of the lengths of constants in our original equation, |α|, |β|, |γ| and |ζ| are all linear in our input. As the number of constants in our equation, n is also linear in our input. We have that |x_1| = | |^β_α | | ≤ |β| and |x2| = |_γ α | ≤ |α| are both linear in our input. Since |ϵ_r| = 1 and |δ_r| ≤ 1 for all r, and the above expression is quartic in our input, it follows that M is constructible in NSPACE(n → n^4). Applying Lemma 2.18 to concatenate M with the singleton language {a^{x1} b^{x2} }, which is constructible in linear space, gives that {a^{x1} b^{x2} c^{x3} | (x_1, x_2, x_3) is a solution to (14)} is EDT0L, and accepted by an EDT0L system that is constructible in NSPACE(n → n^4). Since this language is L, the result follows. □

Acknowledgments

I would like to thank Laura Ciobanu for incredibly helpful mathematical discussions and writing advice. I would like to thank Ross Paterson for answering various number theoretic questions, and for running simulations to test some ideas. I would like to thank Luke Elliott for some helpful comments on an earlier version. I would like to thank the reviewer for some helpful comments. I would like to thank the London Mathematical Society, the Heilbronn Institute for Mathematical Research and the University of St Andrews for their support during the writing of this paper.

References

[1] Titu Andreescu and Dorin Andrica, Quadratic Diophantine equations, Developments in Mathematics, vol. 40, Springer, New York, 2015. With a foreword by Preda Mihăilescu. MR3362224 [2] A. V. Anisimov, Group languages, Cybernetics and Systems Analysis 7 (1971), 594–601. [3] Alex Bishop and Murray Elder, Bounded automata groups are co-ET0L, Language and automata theory and applications, 2019, pp. 82–94. MR3927687 [4] Collin Bleak, Francesco Matucci, and Max Neunhöffer, Embeddings into Thompson’s group V and coCF groups, J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 94 (2016), no. 2, 583–597. MR3556455 [5] Tara Brough, Laura Ciobanu, Murray Elder, and Georg Zetzsche, Permutations of context-free, ET0L and indexed languages, Discrete Math. Theor. Comput. Sci. 17 (2016), no. 3, 167–178. MR3529277 [6] L. Ciobanu, V. Diekert, and M. Elder, Solution sets for equations over free groups are EDT0L languages, Internat.

J. Algebra Comput. 26 (2016), no. 5, 843–886. MR3536438 [7] L. Ciobanu and M. Elder, The complexity of solution sets to equations in hyperbolic groups, Israel J. Math. 245 (2021), no. 2, 869–920. MR4358266 [8] L. Ciobanu, M. Elder, and M. Ferov, Applications of L systems to group theory, Internat. J. Algebra Comput.

28 (2018), no. 2, 309–329. MR3786421 [9] Laura Ciobanu, Susan Hermiller, Derek Holt, and Sarah Rees, Conjugacy languages in groups, Israel J. Math.

211 (2016), no. 1, 311–347. MR3474966 [10] Laura Ciobanu, Derek Holt, and Sarah Rees, The generalised word problem in hyperbolic and relatively hyperbolic groups, J. Algebra 516 (2018), 149–171. MR3863474 [11] Anthony E. Clement, Stephen Majewicz, and Marcos Zyman, The theory of nilpotent groups, Birkhäuser/Springer, Cham, 2017. MR3729243

[12] V. Diekert and M. Elder, Solutions to twisted word equations and equations in virtually free groups, Internat. J.

Algebra Comput. 30 (2020), no. 4, 731–819. MR4113851 [13] V. Diekert, A. Jeż, and M. Kufleitner, Solutions of word equations over partially commutative structures, 43rd International Colloquium on Automata, Languages, and Programming, 2016, pp. Art. No. 127, 14. MR3577188 [14] Moon Duchin, Hao Liang, and Michael Shapiro, Equations in nilpotent groups, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 143 (2015), no. 11, 4723–4731. MR3391031 [15] M. J. Dunwoody, The accessibility of finitely presented groups, Invent. Math. 81 (1985), no. 3, 449–457.

MR807066 [16] A. Ehrenfeucht and G. Rozenberg, On some context free languages that are not deterministic ETOL languages, RAIRO Informat. Théor. 11 (1977), no. 4, 273–291, i. MR0483746 [17] , On the structure of derivations in deterministic ETOL systems, J. Comput. System Sci. 17 (1978), no. 3, 331–347. MR516843 [18] Alex Evetts and Alex Levine, Equations in virtually abelian groups: Languages and growth, Internat. J. Algebra Comput. 32 (2022), no. 3, 411–442. MR4417480 [19] Albert Garreta, Alexei Miasnikov, and Denis Ovchinnikov, Random nilpotent groups, polycyclic presentations, and Diophantine problems, Groups Complex. Cryptol. 9 (2017), no. 2, 99–115. MR3717096 [20] N. D. Gilbert and R. Noonan Heale, The idempotent problem for an inverse monoid, Internat. J. Algebra Comput.

21 (2011), no. 7, 1179–1194. MR2863432 [21] Derek F. Holt and Sarah Rees, Regularity of quasigeodesics in a hyperbolic group, Internat. J. Algebra Comput.

13 (2003), no. 5, 585–596. MR2027224 [22] Derek F. Holt, Sarah Rees, and Claas E. Röver, Groups with context-free conjugacy problems, Internat. J. Algebra Comput. 21 (2011), no. 1-2, 193–216. MR2787458 [23] Derek F. Holt, Sarah Rees, Claas E. Röver, and Richard M. Thomas, Groups with context-free co-word problem, J. London Math. Soc. (2) 71 (2005), no. 3, 643–657. MR2132375 [24] Mark Kambites, Anisimov’s theorem for inverse semigroups, Internat. J. Algebra Comput. 25 (2015), no. 1-2, 41–49. MR3325876 [25] J. Lehnert and P. Schweitzer, The co-word problem for the Higman-Thompson group is context-free, Bull. Lond.

Math. Soc. 39 (2007), no. 2, 235–241. MR2323454 [26] Hendrik W. Lenstra Jr., Solving the Pell equation, Algorithmic number theory: lattices, number fields, curves and cryptography, 2008, pp. 1–23. MR2467541 [27] Alex Levine, EDT0L solutions to equations in group extensions, arXiv e-prints arXiv:2108.09390 (2021). [28] Ju. V. Matijasevič, The Diophantineness of enumerable sets, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 191 (1970), 279–282.

MR0258744 [29] David E. Muller and Paul E. Schupp, Groups, the theory of ends, and context-free languages, J. Comput. System Sci. 26 (1983), no. 3, 295–310. MR710250 [30] M. Nielsen, G. Rozenberg, A. Salomaa, and S. Skyum, Nonterminals, homomorphisms and codings in different variations of OL-systems. I. Deterministic systems, Acta Informat. 4 (1974/75), 87–106. MR0359413 [31] Christos H. Papadimitriou, Computational complexity, Addison-Wesley Publishing Company, Reading, MA, 1994.

MR1251285 [32] N. N. Repin, Solvability of equations with one indeterminate in nilpotent groups, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser.

Mat. 48 (1984), no. 6, 1295–1313. MR772117 [33] V. A. Roman^′ kov, Unsolvability of the problem of endomorphic reducibility in free nilpotent groups and in free rings, Algebra i Logika 16 (1977), no. 4, 457–471, 494. MR516297 [34] Vitaly A. Roman’kov, Diophantine questions in the class of finitely generated nilpotent groups, J. Group Theory 19 (2016), no. 3, 497–514. MR3510840 [35] G. Rozenberg and A. Salomaa, The mathematical theory of L systems, Pure and Applied Mathematics, vol. 90, Academic Press, Inc. [Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, Publishers], New York-London, 1980. MR561711 [36] Grzegorz Rozenberg, Extension of tabled OL-systems and languages, Internat. J. Comput. Information Sci. 2 (1973), 311–336. MR0413614 [37] R. E. Sawilla, A. K. Silvester, and H. C. Williams, A new look at an old equation, Algorithmic number theory, 2008, pp. 37–59. MR2467836 [38] Carl Ludwig Siegel, Zur Theorie der quadratischen Formen, Nachr. Akad. Wiss. Göttingen Math.-Phys. Kl. II (1972), 21–46. MR311578 [39] Neil J. A. Sloane, The on-line encyclopedia of integer sequences, Notices Amer. Math. Soc. 65 (2018), no. 9, 1062–1074. MR3822822

Department of Mathematics, Alan Turing Building, University of Manchester, M13 9PL Email address: alex.levine@manchester.ac.uk