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Abstract

Mossé proved that primitive morphisms are recognizable. In this paper we give a
computable upper bound for the constant of recognizability of such a morphism. This
bound can be expressed using only the cardinality of the alphabet and the length of
the longest image of a letter under the morphism.
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1 Introduction

Infinite words, i.e., infinite sequences of symbols from a finite set, usually called the alphabet,
form a classical object of study. They have an important power of representation: they
provide a natural way to code elements of an infinite set using finitely many symbols, e.g.,
the coding of an orbit in a discrete dynamical system or the characteristic sequence of a set
of integers. A rich family of infinite words, with a simple algorithmic description, consists of
the words obtained by iterating a morphism o : A* — A* [3], where A* is the free monoid
generated by the finite alphabet A.

If o is prolongable on some letter a € A, that is, if o(a) = au for some non-empty word u
and lim,,_, ;o |0™(a)| = +oo, then 0" (a) converges to an infinite word z = 0% (a) € A" that
is a fixed point of 0. Two-sided fixed points are similarly defined as infinite words of the
form 0“(a - b) € A%, where o(a) = ua and o(b) = bv with u,v € A* and lim,, , o, |0"(a)| =
lim, 100 [0™(b)] = +00. Such a fixed point is said to be admissible if ab occurs in o™ (c)
for some n € N and some ¢ € A. When the morphism is primitive, i.e., there exists k € N
such that b occurs in o%(c) for all b,c € A, then x is uniformly recurrent: each finite word
u that occurs in x occurs infinitely many times in  and the gaps between two consecutive
occurrences of u in x are bounded [16]. The converse almost holds: if z = ¢“(a) is uniformly
recurrent, then there exist a primitive morphism ¢ : B* — B*, aletter b € B and a morphism
¥ @ B* — A* such that x = ¥(¢*(b)) [4]. We let L(z) denote the set of factors of z, i.e.,
L(x) ={ue€ A* | Ip € A*,w € AV : z = puw} (with an analogous definition for two-
sided fixed points). We also let p, : N — N denote the complexity function of z defined by
pz(n) = Card £,,(z) where L, (z) = L(xz) N A". A primitive morphism o is aperiodic if its
fixed points are not periodic, i.e., are not of the form u* = vuu - - -.

Recognizability is a central notion when dealing with fixed points of morphisms. It roughly
means that any sufficiently long finite word that occurs in ¢*(a) has a unique pre-image
under o, except for a prefix and a suffix of bounded length. Recognizability of a morphism
is linked to the existence of long powers u* in £(z) [13]. An infinite word x € AZ is said
to be k-power-free if there is no non-empty word u such that u* belongs to £(z). We refer,
for example, to [1, 5, 7, 8]. A fundamental result concerning recognizability is due to Mossé,
who proved that aperiodic primitive morphisms are recognizable [14, 15]. In this paper, we
present a detailed proof of this result. This allows us to give a bound on the constant of
recognizability.

2 Recognizability

Recognizability of a morphism deals with uniqueness of pre-images of words. More precisely,
given a morphism o, an admissible fixed point x of o and a sufficiently long word w € L(x),
we would like to find some word u € L(x) such that w appears in o(u) and such that any
other word «’ € L(z) satisfying the same property has a large part in common with u. This
large common part is the pre-image that the notion of recognizability is concerned with.



To find such a pre-image, it suffices to consider the pre-images of the letters. As a letter
a can appear in several images o(b) and at different positions in o(b), we need to consider
it in some contezt of length ¢, i.e., to consider a word uav € L(x) with |u| = |v| = ¢. We
would like that the length of the context ensures the uniqueness of b and of the position
i€{0,1,...,]o(b)| — 1} such that (o(b)); = a. This length ¢ will be defined as the constant
of recognizability in Definition 1.

Let us consider an example with the morphism 7 defined by 7(0) = 7(1) = 021 and
7(2) = 0. The letter 0 appears at the first position in the image of 0, 1 and 2. The contexts
of length 4 of 0 are the words of length 9 that occur in z = 7¥(1 - 0) and that have 0 for
central letter, i.e.,

c1 = 00210 2100;
co = 002102102;
c3 = 021002102;
s = 1021 00210;
cs = 1021 02100.

In the contexts ¢;, ¢2 and cs, the central occurrence of 0 is the first letter in the image 7(0).

Indeed, the first occurrence of 0 in the word 00 can only be the image of 2 and the words

12, 22 and 20 do not occur in z. Therefore we necessarily have the following factorization
for ¢;:

0= L BLEL O

7(2) 7(1) 7(0) 7(2)

0.

Similar arguments show that in ¢z (resp., in ¢4) the central occurrence of 0 is the first letter
in the image 7(1) (resp., 7(2)). We have
W=ELO QLR ad =101 0 @210
7(0) 7(2) 7(1) 7(0) 7(2) (1)

Let us now formalize the precise definition of recognizability. Let = (z,,)nez € AZ be an
infinite word. Given two integers 7,7 with ¢ < j, we let @ j; (resp., x}; j)) denote the factor
i1 - Ty (T€SP., TiTiy1 -+ Tj_1) T = €, where ¢ is the empty word, i.e., the identity
element of A*.

Assume that the morphism o : A* — A* is non-erasing and has an admissible fixed point
T = (2p)nez € AL Forall p € N, we let fép) denote the function

|ap(x[0,i))|, if 7 > 0;
f 7 = Zi fP3) =10, if i = 0;
—’O'p(l'[i’o))’, if 1 <O.

We set E(z,0P) = g )(Z). When it is clear from the context, we write f®) instead of f*.
Observe that ¢ being non-erasing, all functions f;,(;p ) are increasing.



Definition 1. We say that o is recognizable on x if there exists some constant L > 0 such
that for all i, m € Z,

(Tp—rm+r) = I[f(l)(i)—L,f(U(i)—l—L}) = (I €eZ)((m= f(l)(j)) A (= ;). (1)

We say that the factor zsa);)_r r0) )1 uniquely determines the letter x;. By extension, we
say that the factor x|y ;)_p r0)(jy+r) uniquely determines the factor xy ;).

The smallest L satisfying Equation (1) is called the constant of recognizability of o for x.
When o is recognizable on all its admissible fixed points, we say that it is recognizable and
its constant of recognizability is the greatest one.

In the example above, the arguments given for the contexts of the letter 0 can be similarly
applied for the contexts of length 4 of the letters 1 and 2. Thus those contexts also have
unique factorizations as images of 7. Therefore the constant of recognizability of 7 on the
admissible fixed point 7¢(1-0) is at most 4. A careful inspection of the contexts of length 4
actually shows that the constant is at most 3 (no context of length 3 appears as a subword of
two contexts of length 4 having different factorization). We can finally show that it cannot be
equal to 2. Indeed, the word 21 021 is a context of length 2 of 0 but appears as a subword of
c1 and c3 that have different decompositions as images of 7. The constant of recognizability
of 7 is thus equal to 3.

The following result shows that any primitive aperiodic morphism is recognizable.

Theorem 2. Let 0 : A* — A* be an aperiodic primitive morphism and let x € A% be an
admissible fized point of o.

1. [14] There exists M > 0 such that, for all i,m € Z,

(0 ()= M, f D (i)+0) = Tm-Mmiar] = M € E(z,0).
2. [15] There exists L > 0 such that, for alli,j € Z,

YO @)=L fO@+L) = PO G)-LfOG)+L) = Ti = Tj-

By a careful reading of the proofs of Mossé’s results, we can improve the statements as
follows. The proof of Theorem 3 is given in Section 3. Given a morphism o : A* — A*, we
define |o| and (o) by, respectively,

pu— d p— 1 .
o] = max|o(a)]  an (o) = min|o(a)l
Theorem 3. Let o : A* — A* be a morphism with an admissible fived point x € AZ. If x is

k-power-free and if there is some constant N such that for all n € N, |o™| < N(c™), then o
is recognizable on x and its constant of recognizability for x is at most R|o??| 4 |o?|, where

o R=[N2(k+1)+2N];



¢ Q=14 p(R) (L rcicnnsarali)):
e de{l1,2,...,Card A} is such that for all words u,v € L(x), we have

o (u) £ o (v) = Y, 0" (u) # o"(v).

Then, we give some computable bounds for N, R, k, () and d in the case of primitive
morphisms. These bounds are not sharp but can be expressed using only the cardinality of
the alphabet and the maximal length |o|. The proof is given in Section 4.

Theorem 4. Fach aperiodic primitive morphism o : A* — A* that has an admissible fized
point x € A% is recognizable on x and the constant of recognizability for x is at most

2 28(Card A)2
2|0_|6(CardA) +6(Card A)|o]| + |O_|CardA'

The bound given in the previous theorem is far from being sharp. When the morphism
o is injective on A, we can take d = 1 in Theorem 3 and the computation in the proof of
Theorem 4 gives the bound

2|0|6(CardA)2+6|a|28(Card A)? +o|.

The notion of recognizability is also known as circularity in the terminology of DOL-
systems [10]. Assume that o : A* — A* is non-erasing (i.e., o(a) # ¢ for all a € A)
and that a € A is a letter such that the language Fac(o,a) defined as the set of factors
occurring in ¢"(a) for some n is infinite. Given a word u = uy---up € Fac(o,a), we
say that a triple (p,v,q) is an interpretation of u if v € Fac(o,a) and o(v) = pug. Two
interpretations (p, v, q), (p/,v',q’) are said to be synchronized at position k if there exist 4, j
such that 1 <7 < |v|, 1 <j <|v'| and

o(vi---v) =puy-u, and  o(vy---v)) = plug - up.

The word u has a synchronizing point (at position k) if all its interpretations are synchronized
(at position k). The pair (o, a) is said to be circular if o is injective on Fac(o, a) and if there
is a constant C such that all words of length at least C' have a synchronizing point. The
smallest such C' is called the synchronizing delay of o. Thus, despite some considerations
about whether we deal with fixed points or languages, recognizability and circularity are
roughly the same notion and the synchronizing delay C' is associated with the constant of
recognizability L through L < C' < 2L + |o| + 1. Using the terminology of DOL-systems,
Klouda and Medkova obtained the following result which greatly improves our bounds, but
for restricted cases.

Theorem 5 ([11]). If Card A = 2 and if (0,a) is circular with o : A* — A* a k-uniform
morphism for some k > 2, then the synchronizing delay C' of (0,a) is bounded as follows,
where d s the least divisor of k greater than 1:



1. C<8, ifk=2;
2. C < k?>+3k—4, if k is an odd prime number;

3. C <k* (% —1) + 5k — 4, otherwise.

3 Proof of Theorem 3

As is the case in Mossé’s original proof, the proof of Theorem 3 goes in two steps.

As a first step, we express the constant M of Theorem 2 in terms of the constants N, R,
k and @ of Theorem 3. This is done in Proposition 7 with a proof following the lines of the
proof of [12, Proposition 4.35]. The difference is that we take care of all the needed bounds
to express the constant of recognizability.

As a second step, we show that the constant L of Theorem 2 can be taken equal to
M’ + |o?|, where d is defined as in Theorem 3 and M’ is such that for all i, m € Z,

x[f(d)(i)_M/J(d)(i)_,'_M/] = x[m_MerM] = m & E(l‘, Ud).
We first start with the following lemma.

Lemma 6. Let 0 : A* — A* be a non-erasing morphism, u € A* be a word and n be a
positive integer. If v = vg-- v € A* is a word of length t + 2 such that o™(v[1,t]) is a
factor of o™(u), and o™(u) is a factor of c"(v), then

(")

o™

"]

(o)
Proof. Indeed, since o™ (v[1,t]) is a factor of 0" (u) we have t(0") < |0™(vpq)| < |o"(u)] <

|u|lo™|. Hence t < |u||o™|/(c™). Similarly, since ¢™(u) is a factor of ¢™(v), we have |u| <
(t+2)|0"|/{c™). We thus have

lul —2 <t < |ul.

(")

o]
o] ")

(o)

—2<t< |ul

Jul

]

Proposition 7. Let 0 : A* — A* be a morphism with an admissible fized point x € A”.
Assuming that x is k-power-free and that there is some constant N such that for alln € N,
lo™| < N{(c™), we consider the constants

e R=[N%*(k+1)+2N7;

e Q=1+p.(R) <Z%§1§RN+2 pz(’£)>



The constant M = R|o®| is such that for all i,m € Z,

ZE[f(U(i),M’f(l)(i)JrM] = Tm—M,m+M)] = m c E(.I',O'). (2)

Proof. We follow the lines of the proof of [12, Theorem 2]. Obviously, if Equation (2) is
true when we replace M by some [ < M, then it is true with M. Let us show such an [
exists. We proceed by contradiction, assuming that for all [ < M, there exist i, j such that
Tt = Tj—154+ With i € E(z,0) and j ¢ E(x,0). For each integer p such that 0 < p < @,
we consider the integer I, = R|o?| < M. Let i, and j, be some integers such that

m[ip*lp»ifrlp] = x[jp*lp:jp+lp]7 with ip < E(:E’ U) andjp §é E(x’ U)'
We let 1, and s, denote the smallest integers such that
. . R
Card ([ip — 1rp,ip) N E(z,07)) = 9 ;
o R
Card ([ip, ip + sp] N E(z,07)) = 3 + 1.
There is an integer ¢, such that
fO) =i, —r,  and P+ R) =i, + s,
We set
Up = Tfif,it,+R)-
We have o?(u,) = T, —ryipts,)-

Notice that any interval of length [, contains at least R — 1 elements of E(z,0?). We
thus have i, — [, <1, —r, <1, + s, <1, +[,. Consequently we also have

‘r[jp_rpvjp+sp) = Up(up)’ (3)

However, j, —r, does not need to belong to E(x,o"). Let j, and t, denote the unique integers
such that y . y
FPG) < dp—rp <SP0, +1); )
JOUG +t,+1) < jp+s, <[P0, +1,+2).
Consequently, the word o®((j;11,144,]) is a factor of oP(u,) and the word o®(u,) is a factor
of o?(xj1 js +1,+1))- By Lemma 6, we have

(5)

Hence



Let v, = @ js +1,+1). The number of possible pairs of words (uy, v,) is at most

Pa(R) Y. wnl)|<Q

R -
B <i<RN+2

Therefore, there exist p and ¢ in [1, Q] such that p < ¢ and (uy,, v,) = (ug,v,). In particular,
we also have t, = t,. We write

t=1t,, U= Uy, vV = Uy, V= L1415+
Using the above notation we recall that we have

U= Thit+R) = L[il,i,+R); (6)

Tjpiptttt] = Tl grt+1]- (7)

Let A,, B,, A, and B, be the words

Ap = Ty ) (1)
B, = LLF@) (jpA+t+1) jp+sp)
Ay = Ty @)
Bq - x[f(q>(jll1+t+1)7jq+3q)'
We thus have
Lljp—rp.ptsp) — Ap0p<6)Bp and Lljg—rqdatsq) = Aq0q<6)Bq? (8)
with, using (4),
max{[4,|, [By|} <[o”|  and  max{|A,],|B,|} < |0 (9)

From (3) and (8), we obtain
ot P(Ap)o?(0)o"P(B,) = Ag0(0) By

We claim that
A, =07P(A,) (and hence B, = d?7P(B,)). (10)

If not, the word ¢?(9) has a prefix which is a power w” with r = L%J. Since,
using (5) and (9),

02t > (5 -2) (07 and 4] = oA <o



we deduce from the choice of R that r > k + 1, which contradicts the definition of k. We
thus have A, = 097P(A,) and B, = 07 ?(B,).

We now show that the elements of E(x, o) occur in the two intervals [i, — ry, i, + 5, and
[Jg — T¢s Jq + Sq) at the same relative positions, i.e.,

g = 7q:Jq + 8 N E(x,0) = ([tg = 74, i + 5] N E(,0)) — (ig — Jg)- (11)

This will contradict the fact that i, belongs to E(x,0) and j, does not.
By (7), we have
(V) = Tip) (jy), £ Gpat+2) = T (5), FO) Gy r42)
Since o®(u) is a factor of o”(v), we deduce from (4) that there exists m, € Z such that
f(p)(j;) <mq—7"p<mq—|—sp<f(p)(j;+t—|—2) (12)
and
Lmg—rp,mgtsp) = ap(u) = Ap(fp(ﬁ)Bp.
By applying ¢97P, we obtain
«T[f(q—p) (mq_rp),f(q_p)(mq+5p)) = Aqaq(ﬁ)Bqa
and, from (12),
FO) < £ (my 1) < £ (my + ) < FO+142).

As we also have
x[jq_rqvjq"‘sq) = Ang(@)Bq

with, by (4),
PO < g =7 < FOU+1) < FOG+t41) g+ g < fO0+E+2),

we apply the same argument as to show (10) and get j, — r, = f@P(m, — 1,) (hence
Jq+ 84 = f9P(m, +s,)). We thus get that j, — r, belongs to E(z,0%?) C E(z,0). Since
we also have
—p—1 —p—1 ~
T Ggmrg) SO gtsg) = O Tlmgmrpmatsy) = 01T (Apa? (0) By),
T iy ) f O gt = O @ligagrr) = 07T (Apo?(0) By),
we get
Tip1y—1,. =1 =T, (1)1, -1
[FD 7 (Gg=7q),f D™ (Jg+3q)) [FO 7 (ig=rq),fD) ™" (ig+sq))’

with j, — r,,i, — 7, belonging to E(z,0). By applying o to these two words, we thus
obtain (11), which ends the proof. O



Proposition 7 gives a more precise statement than Item 1 in Theorem 2. It also makes
Item 2 more precise in the case of morphisms that are injective on A by taking L = M +
|o|. For non-injective morphisms, a key argument in Mossé’s original proof is to prove the
existence of an integer d such that for all a,b € A, if ¢"(a) = ¢"(b) for some n, then
od(a) = o%(b). Theorem 8 below ensures that we can take d = (Card A) — 1.

Theorem 8 ([6, Theorem 3|). Let o : A* — A* be a morphism such that o(A) # {e}. For
all words u,v € A*, we have

O_(CardA)—l(u) ?é O_(CardA)—l(U) :>vn70_n<u> 7é0'n(1)>.
We now give the proof of Item 2 in Theorem 2.

Proposition 9. Let o : A* — A* be a morphism with an admissible fived point x € AZ. Let
de{1,2,...,Card A} be such that for all words u,v € L(x),

o (u) # o (v) = Vn, 0™ (u) # o"(v).
If M is a constant such that for all i,m € 7Z,
T M fo(0) M) = Tpmomt ) = M€ Bz, 0%),
then o is recognizable on x and its constant of recognizability for x is at most M + |o.

Proof. Let i,m € 7Z such that

L) (i) =M —|o|,f D (i) +M+|od]] = Lm—M—|o?|m+M+|od]]-

By the definition of M, there exists j € Z such that m = f((5). Our goal is to show that
Tr; = Z’j.
There exists k € Z such that

FU@) = o < f k) < fO0) < fDk+1) < FOE) + o).
In particular, this implies that f¢=1 (k) <4 < fO=D(k 4 1).
Consider ¢ = fM (i) — f D (k) and d = f@D(k+ 1) — fD(i). We have
L D) =M fOR)+M] = PO (G) e M,fDO () et M5
@Ot 1) =M fO 1) +M] = LD ) 4d=M,f D () +d+M]:
By the definition of M, there exists [ € Z such that
FO = fY0) —c and fOU+1) = fO() +d.
We thus have f@V (1) < j < f@D(I+ 1), and,

LD ®),F @ k+1)) = LD ), fD (1+1))-
Hence o(x;,) = 0%(x;). By the definition of d, we also have 09 1(z) = 091 (z;). Hence

LLEA=1) (k), f =D (k+1)) = L[FA=D (1), fd=1)(14+1))

Since we have f()(i) — f@D(k) = fO(5) — f@(1), we also have i — f4=1 (k) = j — fE=1(]).
Hence x; = x;. O

10



4 Proof of Theorem 4

In this section, we show that the constants appearing in Theorem 3 can all be bounded by
some computable constants. In all what follows, we assume that o : A* — A* is a primitive
morphism. By taking a power of ¢ if needed, we can assume that it has an admissible fixed
point z € A% Furthermore, we have L(z) = L(y) for all admissible fixed points y of o.
We let L(o) denote this set and we write £,(c) = L(c) N A%2. The constants appearing
in Theorem 3 are thus the same whatever the admissible fixed point we consider and the
morphism is recognizable.

With the morphism o, one associates its incidence matriz M, defined by (My).p =
|o(b)]a, where |u|, denotes the number of occurrences of the letter a in the word u. If o is a
primitive morphism, it is well known that for all a € A there exists a constant ¢, such that
lo™(a)| < cua™ for all n, where « is the dominant eigenvalue of M, (see [2] for a detailed
study of |0"(a)|).

Lemma 10 ([9]). A dxd matriz M is primitive if and only if there is an integer k < d*>—2d+2
such that M* contains only positive entries.

Given an infinite word z € A% and a word u € L(z), a return word to u in x is a word
r such that ru belongs to L£(x), u is a prefix of ru and ru contains exactly two occurrences
of u. The infinite word x is linearly recurrent if it is recurrent (all words in L(z) appear
infinitely many times in x) and there exists some constant K such that for all u € £(x), any
return word to u has length at most K|ul.

The next two results give bounds on the constants appearing in Theorem 3.

Theorem 11 ([5]). If x € AZ is a aperiodic and linearly recurrent sequence for the constant
K, then x is (K + 1)-power-free and p,(n) < Kn for all n.

Proposition 12 ([4]). Let 0 : A* — A* be an aperiodic primitive morphism and x be one
of its admissible fixed points. Then, for all n, we have

|0'n| < |O_|(CardA)2 <Un>
Furthermore, x is linearly recurrent for some constant
Ko‘ < |0_|4(CardA)2‘

Proof. Durand [4] showed that the constant of linear recurrence K, is at most equal to
TNlo|, where

e N is a constant such that || < N{c") for all n;

e T is the maximal length of a return word to a word in Ly(0).

11



Here we only prove that N < |0|(CardA)2 and T' < 2|0|2(Card‘4)2. The constant of linear
recurrence is thus at most 2|g|!+3(Card4)* | 5|4(Card 4)

Let us write d = Card A. By Lemma 10, the matrix Mf contains only positive entries.
For all n > 0 and all @ € A, we have |o""% (a)| = Y e |09 ()]0 (b)| > |0"|. Since this is
true for all a, we get [0"] < (6" < [o%|(0™), so N < |o%].

Let a € A such that o is prolongable on a. Thus for all n, any word that occurs in ¢"(a)
also occurs in 6™ (a). Let us show that for all n > d?, any word u € L3(0) occurs in o™ (a).
For all n, the words of £5(c0) that occur in ¢""!(a) occur in images under o of the words of
L5(0) that occur in 6"(a). As any word occurring in ¢™(a) also occurs in ¢! (a), the words
of Ly(o) that occur in 0™ (a) are those that occur in 0" (a) together with those occurring in
the images under o of these words. Thus, if there is a word of £5(0) that does not occur in
o"(a), there is a sequence (uq, ug, . .., u,) of words in Lo(c) such that for all i < n, u; occurs
in 0(a) and does not occur in o*~!(a). Hence all words uy, ..., u, are distinct. For n > d?,
this is a contradiction since there are at most d* words in L£5(0). Thus, for any letter b € A,
all words u € Ly(c) occur in 024 (b). We deduce that T' < 2|0 O

Proof of Theorem 4. We just have to carry out the computation. Using Theorem 11, Propo-
sition 12 and the notation of Theorem 3, we can take d = Card A and we successively have
k
N
R = [N*(k+1)+2N] < [o]"(|o]*" +1) +2Jo|" < 2[0]*";

1+ K, < |0|4d2;

<
2
< Jo|*;

|o

Q = 1+p.(R) > pali) | € K200 > ik, | <60

R <i<RN+2 0<i<2+2|c|7?
We finally get that the constant of recognizability of o is at most

2 2
2’U|6d2|0_|6d|a|28’1 + |J|d _ 2|0_’6d2+6d|a|28d + |U|d.

5 Recognizability of powers of morphisms

Theorem 3 gives a general bound on the constant of recognizability of recognizable mor-
phisms. Powers of a recognizable morphism o are obviously recognizable. However, the
bound given in Theorem 3 applied to ¢ is far from being optimal. In this section we give
two results concerning the constant of recognizability of o?.

Proposition 13. If o : A* — A* is recognizable on x € A% and if L is the constant of
recognizability of o for x, then for all p > 0, oP s recognizable on x and its constant of
recognizability for x is at most L f;ol lot].

12



Proof. The result holds by induction on p > 0. The case p = 1 is trivial. Let us assume
that the result holds for p — 1 and let us prove it for p. The infinite word x is obviously an
admissible fixed point of o?. With L, = LYY~ [0"|, let us show that for all i € Z, the word

L@ (i) =Ly, fP) (5)+Ly)

uniquely determines the letter x;.
Let m and M be, respectively, the smallest and the largest integer such that

fOi) = Ly < f270(m) = Ly—y < fO7V(M) + Loy < fP0) + L, (13)

and let us show that
m < fO6E) —L< fO30)+L < M. (14)

We consider the first inequality with m > 0; the other cases are similar. The integer m being
the smallest one satisfying (13), we have

FO D~ 1)~ Ly < fO0) ~ I,
Since we have f*~1(m) = f®=Y(m — 1) + |6 *(2,_1)| and L, — L, 1 = L|oP~!|, we get
FO@) > f270(m) + Llo?!| = 0" (1) = fP7V (m) + (L= 1)]o™ | (15)

Assume by contradiction that f)(i) < m + L, hence that f)(i) < m+ L — 1. The function
f®=1 being increasing, we have

OO = fO0) < FOD (m+ L— 1) = F7D(m) + 0" (@)

We thus get
£0) < £ m) + (L = Dlo” )

which contradicts (15).

Let us now finish the proof of the result. Using the induction hypothesis, the word
Tfo1) (m)— L1, f P~V (M)+L,_,] Wniquely determines @, a). AS T (m)—1,_, 70D (M)+L,_1] 1
a factor of (e y_r, r0) (1)1, BY (13) and Ty (i)—1, 0 (i)41) 18 @ factor of xp, an by (14),
the word z(se)(i)—1,.f0 i)+, uniquely determines zpu) ) s )4r)- We conclude by the
definition of recognizability. O

Corollary 14. Ifo : A* — A* is aperiodic primitive and if L is its constant of recognizability
on x € AZ, then oP is recognizable on x and its constant of recognizability for x is at most
LC’Of:II, where « is the dominant eigenvalue of M, and C' is a constant such that |o?| < Ca®
for all p. In particular, the constant C' can be taken equal to

maxj<kg<Card A Yk

. )
MmNy <k<Card A Yk
where y = (Yr)1<k<Card A @S @ positive eigenvector of M,.

Proof. The proof directly follows from [9, Corollary 8.1.33]. O

13
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