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Abstract. The definition of period in finite-state Markov chains can be
extended to regular languages by considering the transitions of DFAs
accepting them. For example, the language (ΣΣ)∗ has period two be-
cause the length of a recursion (cycle) in its DFA must be even. This
paper shows that the period of a regular language appears as a cyclic
group within its syntactic monoid. Specifically, we show that a regular
language has period p if and only if its syntactic monoid is isomorphic to
a submonoid of a semidirect product between a specific finite monoid and
the cyclic group of order p. Moreover, we explore the relation between
the structure of Markov chains and our result, and apply this relation
to the theory of probabilities of languages. We also discuss the Krohn-
Rhodes decomposition of finite semigroups, which is strongly linked to
our methods.

1 Introduction

Numerous algebraic approaches to formal languages have been conducted. For
example, the algebraic characterization of star-free languages by Schützenberger
[13] is one of the most famous results of such studies. Most of algebraic ap-
proaches to regular languages over an alphabet Σ are based on the fact that a
language L ⊆ Σ∗ is regular iff there exist a finite monoid M , a monoid homo-
morphism η : Σ∗ →M and a subset S ⊆M such that L = η−1(S). The smallest
monoid M that satisfies this condition is called the syntactic monoid of L, and
the corresponding η is called the syntactic morphism of L. The relation between
a regular language L and its syntactic monoidM is described by a Cayley graph
as follows. The Cayley graph of the syntactic monoid M is the directed labeled
graph such that the set of vertices isM and the set of edges consists ofm1

a−→ m2

where m1 · η(a) = m2 with m1,m2 ∈M and a ∈ Σ. Then, the Cayley graph can
be regarded as the DFA A recognizing L defined as: A accepts w ∈ Σ∗ iff there
is a path eM

w−→ m where eM is the identity element of M and m is contained
in the image η(L).

In this paper, we focus on periods of regular languages. We say that a regular
language L ⊆ Σ∗ has a period P ≥ 1 with respect to Γ ⊆ Σ if the Cayley graph
of the syntactic monoid of L satisfies: if m

w−→ m is a path with some m ∈ M ,
then the number of occurrences of letters in Γ in w is a multiple of P . (The reason
for focusing on Cayley graphs will be explained in Section 2.3.) For example, the
syntactic monoid of (ΣΣ)∗ is the cyclic group C2 = {0, 1} and the set of edges
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of the Cayley graph is {0 a−→ 1, 1
a−→ 0 | a ∈ Σ}. Therefore, (ΣΣ)∗ has period

2 with respect to Σ because w must be of even length if m
w−→ m is a path

for each m ∈ {0, 1} and w ∈ Σ∗. Note that a period of a language L ⊆ Σ∗ is
defined for any given non-empty subset Γ ⊆ Σ. As another example, we consider
the language L1 = {w | the numbers of occurrences of a and b in w are both
even} ⊆ {a, b}∗. Then, the syntactic monoid of L1 is the direct product C2 ×C2

of two cyclic groups C2. One C2 counts the occurrences of a and the other C2

counts the occurrences of b. Therefore, L1 has period 2 with respect to both of
Γ1 = {a} and Γ2 = {b}.

Now, how are these periods represented by syntactic monoids? In the exam-
ples mentioned in the last paragraph, each period is simply represented by the
corresponding syntactic monoid. In the first example, the period of (ΣΣ)∗ with
respect to Σ is 2, and it is represented by the cyclic group C2. In the second
example, the periods of L1 with respect to Γ1 and Γ2 are represented by two
cyclic groups C2, respectively. However, a general case is not always as simple
as these examples. As we will see in later sections, there is a language that has
period 2, and its syntactic monoid is the symmetry group S3, which consists of
all permutations on {0, 1, 2}. Of course, S3 is not isomorphic to cyclic groups or
their direct products. How does the syntactic monoid explain the period in such
a case?

One of our goals is to provide an algebraic decomposition of the syntactic
monoid of a periodic language. As the main result of this paper, we show that
every syntactic monoid of a regular language with periods P1, . . . , Pn > 1 with
respect to Γ1, . . . , Γn ⊆ Σ can be decomposed into a submonoid of the semidirect
product NG⋊G where N is a specific finite monoid and G is the direct product of
cyclic groups of orders P1, . . . , Pn. The second componentG of the decomposition
clearly contains the period Pi as the i-th cyclic group for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and the
first component NG simulates the behavior of each periodic class of the syntactic
monoid with states of which number is smaller than its order. The contributions
of our results and related studies are as follows.

(i) Our decomposition explains an iteration property of regular languages.
Our definition of period is inspired by period in the context of Markov
chains. For an irreducible Markov chain, its period is defined as the greatest
common divisor of the lengths of all recursions (cycles) whose probabilities
are positive. Period is a crucial concept in the analysis of Markov chains (see
e.g., [8]). For example, the existence of the limit distribution of a Markov
chain depends on its period. We extend the concept of period in Markov
chains to regular languages by considering the transitions of DFA accepting
them. An essential idea of the extension is using syntactic monoids rather
than minimal DFAs or other DFAs. Our study highlights several advantages
of syntactic monoids in explaining a specific iteration property of regular
languages.

(ii) Periods of Markov chains are strongly related to the probability of regular
languages, and therefore, our results have applications in the study of the
probability of regular languages. The probability µL(ℓ) of a language L for
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length ℓ is the probability that w belongs to L when a word w ∈ Σℓ is ran-
domly chosen. For example, the probability of L = aΣ∗ where Σ = {a, b}
is 1

2 for every length ℓ ≥ 1. Probabilities of languages have been studied
in many different contexts. The most classical results on probabilities were
obtained as an application of formal power series [12]. In recent years, there
have been several approaches to probabilities using syntactic monoids (e.g.,
[14,15]), and our study contributes to this body of work.

(iii) Our decomposition theorem provides a partial Krohn-Rhodes decomposi-
tion of the transformation semigroup (ML,ML) where ML is the syntac-
tic monoid of a periodic regular language L. A transformation semigroup
(X,M) is the pair of a set X and a semigroup M that acts on X. The
Krohn-Rhodes prime decomposition theorem [5] states that every finite
transformation semigroup can be decomposed into a wreath product of fi-
nite monoids having only trivial subgroups1 and finite groups. This is a
famous result in semigroup theory, and several related studies have been
conducted (e.g., [4,3,11]). Because the wreath product of two semigroups
N and G is defined as the transformation semigroup (N × G,NG ⋊ G),
our decomposition of the form NG ⋊G with a group G provides a partial
Krohn-Rhodes decomposition of syntactic monoids. Note that DFAs can be
regarded as transformation semigroups, and therefore, the Krohn-Rhodes
decomposition has been studied in the context of formal language theory.
In particular, the holonomy decomposition is known as a decomposition
of finite state automata [2,16]. However, the holonomy decomposition is a
decomposition of automata, not a decomposition of syntactic monoids.

The remaining sections of this paper are organized as follows. Section 2 pro-
vides basic definitions of monoids, languages, and periods. In addition, we pro-
vide some examples of periodic regular languages that will be discussed in the
later sections. In Section 3, we first prove the main theorem (Theorem 1). In the
latter part of the section, we focus on periods with respect to a given alphabet
Σ and explain that the syntactic monoid can be decomposed into monoids cor-
responding to each residual of the period (Theorem 2). In Section 4, we discuss
the applications (i) and (ii) described above in detail. Specifically, we discuss the
connection between the periods of languages we defined and the periods in the
context of Markov chains (Theorem 3). Moreover, we extend the characteriza-
tion of zero-one languages presented in [14] by applying our results (Theorem 4).
In section 5, we consider the wreath products described in the application (iii),
and provide a partial Krohn-Rhodes decomposition of periodic regular languages
(Theorem 5).

2 Preliminaries

Let |X| denote the cardinality of a set X. For sets X and Y , let X ⊔ Y and Y X

denote the disjoint union of X and Y , and the set of all functions from X to Y ,

1 Such monoids are usually said to be aperiodic, but we don’t use this term to avoid
confusion with period of a language, the key concept of this paper.
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respectively. A function from X to itself is called a transformation on X. For a
positive integer K, K is sometimes regarded as the set {0, . . . ,K − 1}.

2.1 Monoids

A monoid is a setM equipped with an associative binary operation · :M×M →
M , and containing the identity element eM ∈ M . If the monoid M is clear
from the context, eM is simply denoted as e. For monoids M and N , we say
that h : M → N is a monoid homomorphism if h satisfies: (i) h(eM ) = eN ,
and (ii) h(m1 · m2) = h(m1) · h(m2) for each m1,m2 ∈ M . We say that a
subset N ′ ⊆ N is a submonoid of N if N ′ also forms a monoid. Note that for
every monoid homomorphism h : M → N , the homomorphic image h(M) is
a submonoid of N . Moreover, M is isomorphic to the submonoid h(M) if h is
injective. Therefore, we also say that M is a submonoid of N if there exists an
injective monoid homomorphism h : M → N . In this case, we identify M with
h(M), and each m ∈ M with h(m) ∈ N if the embedding h : M → N is clear
from the context. We say that N is a quotient of M if there exists a surjective
monoid homomorphism ψ :M → N . Also, N is a divisor of M if N is a quotient
of a submonoid of M .

Example 1. Let K be a positive integer. The followings are examples of monoids
used in this paper.

– Let UK = {e, ι1, . . . , ιK} be the monoid such that all of non-identity elements
are right-zero. That is, s · ιi = ιi for each 1 ≤ i ≤ K and s ∈ UK .

– Let UK = {e, ι1, . . . , ιK} be the monoid such that all of non-identity elements
are left-zero.

– Let CK = {0, . . . ,K − 1} be the cyclic group of order K. That is, i · j = i+ j
mod K for each i, j ∈ CK . We write + for the operation of CK .

– Let SK be the symmetric group of order K!. That is, SK consists of all
permutations on K, and the operation · is the composition of functions.

– Let TK be the monoid such that the carrier set consists of all transformations
on K, and the operation is the composition of functions. ■

Note that any finite monoid is a submonoid of TK for some integer K. This is
because every element m in a monoid M can be regarded as the transformation
τ :M →M such that τ(s) = s ·m for each s ∈M .

Let M be a finite monoid and S ⊆ M be a generator of M . We say that
(V,E) is the Cayley graph of M where V = M is the set of vertices and E =
{(m1, s,m2) ∈M × S ×M | m1 · s = m2} is the set of edges labeled by S.

2.2 Semidirect Products

Let X be a set and M be a monoid. A left action on X from M is a function
∗ :M ×X → X satisfying: (i) eM ∗ x = x, and (ii) m1 ∗ (m2 ∗ x) = (m1 ·m2) ∗ x
for each m1,m2 ∈ M and x ∈ X. A right action is defined as the dual of a left
action. In particular, the operation ofM is a left (or right) action onM fromM .
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When considering an action on M from M , the action refers to the operation of
M unless otherwise specified.

For monoids M and N , a left action ∗ on M from N is distributive if n ∗
(m1 ·m2) = (n ∗m1) · (n ∗m2) for all n ∈ N and m1,m2 ∈M . In this paper, all
actions on monoids are supposed to be distributive. A left action ∗ on M from
N is unitary if n ∗ eM = eM for all n ∈ N .

Let ⊗ and ⊕ be the operations of monoids M and N , respectively. For a
distributive left action ∗ : N ×M →M , the monoid with operation · on M ×N
defined as

(m1, n1) · (m2, n2) = (m1 ⊗ (n1 ∗m2), n1 ⊕ n2) (1)

for each (m1, n1), (m2, n2) ∈M×N is called the semidirect product (with respect
to ∗) of M and N , and denoted by M ⋊∗ N . By the distributivity of the action
∗, the operation · of M ⋊∗ N is associative, and

(m1, n1) · (m2, n2) · · · · · (mk, nk) = (
⊗

1≤i≤k

(
⊕

1≤j<i

nj) ∗mi,
⊕

1≤i≤k

ni) (2)

for each (m1, n1), . . . , (mk, nk) ∈M ×N .

Example 2. – The direct product M ×N of any two monoids M and N is the
semidirect product with respect to the trivial action ∗ where ∗ is defined as
n∗m = m for each n ∈ N,m ∈M . See the closed form (2), whose right-hand
becomes (

⊗
1≤i≤kmi,

⊕
1≤i≤k ni) when n ∗m = m. That is, each element

m ∈M is not affected by any n ∈ N in this action ∗.
– The symmetric group S3 is isomorphic to C3 ⋊∗ C2 where ∗ is the unitary

action defined as 0 ∗m = m and 1 ∗m = −m for each m ∈ C3. ■

LetM be a monoid with an operation ⊗, and ∗ : Y ×N → Y be a right action
on a set Y from a monoid N . Let MY be the monoid defined as (f · g)(y) =
f(y) ⊗ g(y) for each f, g ∈ MY . Then, the left action ⊛ : N ×MY → MY is
induced as

(n⊛ f)(y) = f(y ∗ n) (3)

for each n ∈ N, y ∈ Y and f ∈ MY . That is, ⊛ is a pointwise extension of ∗
from M to MY . We let MY ⋊N denote the semidirect product of MY and N
with respect to this action ⊛. Note that when considering the case Y = N (i.e.,
considering MN ⋊N), the action ∗ : Y ×N → Y refers to the operation on N .
This special semidirect product is remarkable because of the following known
fact.

Proposition 1. Let M and N be monoids. The semidirect product M ⋊∗ N is
a submonoid of MN ⋊ N for every unitary left action ∗ : N × M → M . In
particular, M ×N is a submonoid of MN ⋊N .

Proof. We define h : M ⋊∗ N → MN ⋊N as h(m,n) = (f, n) for each m ∈ M
and n ∈ N where f ∈ MN is defined as f(n′) = n′ ∗m for each n′ ∈ N . Since
f(eN ) = eN ∗ m = m for each m ∈ M , h is injective. Because ∗ is unitary,
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h(eM , eN ) = (fe, eN ) = eMN⋊N where fe is the constant function that maps
every n′ ∈ N to eM . Furthermore,

h((m1, n1)) · h((m2, n2)) = (f1, n1) · (f2, n2)
= (f1 ⊗ (n1 ⊕ f2), n1 ⊕ n2)

where f1 (resp. f2) is defined as f1(n
′) = n′ ∗ m1 (resp. f2(n

′) = n′ ∗ m2) for
each n′ ∈ N . Because (f1 ⊗ (n1 ⊕ f2))(n

′) = f1(n
′)⊗ (n1 ⊕ f2)(n

′) = (n′ ∗m1)⊗
(n′ ∗ (n1 ∗m2)) = n′ ∗ (m1 ⊗ (n1 ∗m2)) for each n

′ ∈ N ,

h((m1, n1)) · h((m2, n2)) = (f1 ⊗ (n1 ⊕ f2), n1 ⊕ n2)

= h(m1 ⊗ (n1 ∗m2), n1 ⊕ n2)

= h((m1, n1) · (m2, n2))

holds. Therefore, h is an injective monoid homomorphism and M ⋊∗ N is a
submonoid of MN ⋊N . It also holds for the direct product M ×N because the
trivial action N ×M →M is a unitary action. □

2.3 Periods of Regular Languages

Let Σ be a (finite) alphabet. For w ∈ Σ∗, |w| denotes the length of w. We let |w|a
denote the number of occurrences of a ∈ Σ in w ∈ Σ∗, and |w|Γ =

∑
a∈Γ |w|a

for Γ ⊆ Σ. For example, |w|a = 3, |w|{a,b} = 4 and |w| = |w|Σ = 5 with
w = aabac ∈ {a, b, c}∗.

For a regular language L ⊆ Σ∗, we say that a monoid M fully recognizes L if
there is a surjective monoid homomorphism η : Σ∗ →M such that L = η−1(S)
with some S ⊆ M . The smallest monoid that fully recognizes L is called the
syntactic monoid of L, and the corresponding homomorphism is called the syn-
tactic morphism of L. The uniqueness of the syntactic monoid and the syntactic
morphism is guaranteed by the following proposition (see [6] in detail).

Proposition 2. Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language, and let ML and ηL be the
syntactic monoid and the syntactic morphism of L, respectively. For any monoid
M , ifM fully recognizes L with a homomorphism η, then there exists a surjective
homomorphism ψ : M → ML such that ηL = ψ ◦ η. That is, the following
commutative diagram holds:

Σ∗ ∀η // //

ηL """" ""

M

∃ψ
����

ML .
■

Because Σ∗ is generated by Σ, the syntactic monoid ML is generated by ηL(Σ).
When we illustrate the Cayley graph ofML, the label ηL(a) is often abbreviated
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as a for each a ∈ Σ. It is well known that the syntactic monoid of L is isomorphic
to the transition monoid2 of the minimal DFA of L.

We define periods of regular languages, which is the key concept of this paper.
As discussed in Section 1, the concept of periods is inspired by studies on finite
state Markov chains. Therefore, it is natural to define periods based on the graph
structure of a DFA. However, there are more than one DFAs that recognize the
same regular language. In this paper, we opt for the Cayley graph of the syntactic
monoid to define periods. (Note that the Cayley graph of the syntactic monoid
of a regular language L can be regarded as a DFA recognizing L.) This is because
the syntactic monoid more appropriately represents the periodicity of a regular
language than the minimal DFA and other DFAs. For example, Lemmas 1 and
3, mentioned later, demonstrate essential properties of periods, but the same
results do not hold for the minimal DFA. We will discuss this aspect in detail in
Section 4.1.

Definition 1. Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language, and let ML and ηL be the
syntactic monoid and the syntactic morphism of L, respectively. For a non-empty
subset Γ ⊆ Σ, we say that L has a period P with respect to Γ if P satisfies: for
every w ∈ Σ∗ such that t · ηL(w) = t for some t ∈ML, |w|Γ is a multiple of P .
■

By the definition of period, every language has period one with respect to
each subset of Σ. We are mainly interested in the maximum number of all the
periods for each subset of Σ. For example, all periods mentioned in Example 3
below are maximum periods. We often say that a language L ⊆ Σ∗ is periodic if
there is a period greater than one with respect to some non-empty subset Γ ⊆ Σ.
In the rest of the paper, ML and ηL always represent the syntactic monoid and
the syntactic morphism of a regular language L.

Example 3. The followings are examples of periodic regular languages.

(1) Let L1 ⊆ {a, b}∗ be the language defined by DFA A1 (see Figure 1-1). The
syntactic monoid of L1 is ML1 = C2×C2, and the Cayley graph of ML1 has
the same shape as A1. Therefore, L1 has period 2 with respect to {a}, {b}
and {a, b}.

(2) Let L2 ⊆ {a, b}∗ be the language defined by DFA A2 (see Figure 1-2). The
syntactic monoid of L2 is ML2

= S3, and the Cayley graph of ML2
is shown

in Figure 2-2. We can easily show that ηL2(a) is an odd permutation and
ηL2(b) is an even permutation. Therefore, L2 has period 2 with respect to
{a}.

(3) Let L3 ⊆ {a, b}∗ be the language defined by DFA A3 (see Figure 1-3). By
the shape of the Cayley graph of ML3

shown in Figure 2-3, L3 has period 2
with respect to {a, b}.

2 For a DFA A with the set of states Q, the transition monoid of A is defined as
T (A) = {τw ∈ Q → Q | w ∈ Σ∗} where τw(q) = q′ iff q

w−→ q′ is the transition of A
for each q, q′ ∈ Q.
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a

a

a

a

bb bb

Figure 1-1. DFA A1

a

b
b

a, b

a

Figure 1-2. DFA A2

a, b

ba

a, ba, b

Figure 1-3. DFA A3

b b

b

b b

b

aa aa aa

Figure 2-2. Cayley graph of ML2

a, ba, b

ba

a, ba, b

Figure 2-3. Cayley graph of ML3

3 Decompositions of Periodic Regular Languages

Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language with periods P1, . . . , Pn > 1 with respect to
Γ1, . . . , Γn ⊆ Σ, respectively. We define the monoid homomorphism ρ : Σ∗ →
(CP1

× · · · × CPn
) as ρ(w) = (r1, . . . , rn) where

ri = |w|Γi mod Pi

for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We call ρ(w) the residual of w (modulo P1, . . . , Pn). For
example, let Σ = {a, b} and let L have periods P1 = 2 and P2 = 2 with respect
to Γ1 = {a} and Γ2 = {a, b}, respectively. Then, ρ(aabac) = (1, 0) holds.

The next lemma states that the syntactic monoid is partitioned into Nr =
ηL({w ∈ Σ∗ | ρ(w) = r}) for residuals r ∈ CP1

× · · · × CPn
. Note that this

property does not hold for the minimal DFA. (Compare the DFAs in Figures
1–3 and 2–3 in Example 3.)

Lemma 1. Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language, and ML and ηL be the syntactic
monoid and the syntactic morphism of L. Let L have periods P1, . . . , Pn > 1
with respect to Γ1, . . . , Γn ⊆ Σ, respectively. Then, it holds that

ML =
⊔

r∈CP1
×···×CPn

Nr

where each Nr ⊆ML is defined as Nr = ηL({w ∈ Σ∗ | ρ(w) = r}).

Proof. It holds that ML =
⋃

r∈CP1
×···×CPn

Nr because ηL is surjective. There-

fore, we show that Nr1 ∩Nr2 = ∅ for each r1 ̸= r2. We assume that Nr1 ∩Nr2 ̸= ∅
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for some r1 ̸= r2. Then, there exist w1, w2 ∈ Σ∗ and Γi ∈ {Γ1, . . . , Γn} such that
ηL(w1) = ηL(w2) and |w1|Γi

̸= |w2|Γi
mod Pi. By concatenating an appropriate

suffix to w1 and w2, we can assume that |w1|Γi is a multiple of Pi, and |w2|Γi is
not a multiple of Pi without loss of generality.

Note that there are j1 ≥ 0 and j2 ≥ 1 such that ηL(w1)
j1 · ηL(w1)

j2 =
ηL(w1)

j1 because ML is finite. Since ηL(w1) = ηL(w2), it holds that

ηL(w1)
j1 = ηL(w1)

j1 · ηL(w1)
j2

= ηL(w1)
j1 · ηL(w1)

j2−1 · ηL(w2)

= ηL(w1)
j1 · ηL(wj2−1

1 w2) .

However, |wj2−1
1 w2|Γi

is not a multiple of Pi, and it contradicts the fact that L
has period Pi with respect to Γi. □

Let Nr be the subset defined in Lemma 1 for each r ∈ CP1
× · · · × CPn

. We
define ρ : ML → CP1

× · · · × CPn
as ρ(t) = ρ(w) with any w ∈ Σ∗ such that

t = ηL(w). By Lemma 1, ρ is well-defined and is a monoid homomorphism. We
call ρ(t) the residual of t (modulo P1, . . . , Pn).

3.1 Semidirect Product Decompositions with Cyclic Groups

Our goal is to show thatML can be decomposed into a submonoid ofNCP1
×···×CPn⋊

(CP1 ×· · ·×CPn) for some appropriate monoid N described below. This decom-
position means that when a residual r (modulo P1, . . . , Pn) is given, we can
obtain the fragment of ML with respect to r (Nr in Figure 3) as follows: First,
retrieve information from N (by using r as a retrieval key) and then take the
semidirect product of the retrieved fragment and r. By Lemma 1, ML can be
represented as the disjoint union of Nr for every residual r modulo P1, . . . , Pn.
That is, Nr is exactly the information onML with respect to r mentioned above.
To embed Nr for every residual r into N , we set N = TK for an appropriate
number K ≥ 1. In fact, taking K = maxr{|Nr|} suffices.

Figure 3. The definition of ft
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Theorem 1. Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language, and ML and ηL be the syn-
tactic monoid and the syntactic morphism of L. For any non-empty subsets
Γ1, . . . , Γn ⊆ Σ, the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) L has periods P1, . . . , Pn with respect to Γ1, . . . , Γn ⊆ Σ, respectively.

(ii) ML is a submonoid of T CP1
×···×CPn

K ⋊ (CP1 × · · · × CPn) where K =

max{|Nr| | r ∈ CP1
× · · · × CPn

}. Furthermore, ηL(w) ∈ T CP1
×···×CPn

K ×
{ρ(w)} for each w ∈ Σ∗.

Proof. Suppose (ii) holds. Note that (f1, r1) · (f2, r2) = (f1 · (r1 + f2), r1 + r2)
for each (f1, r1), (f2, r2) ∈ ML. (See (1) in the definition of ⋊∗ and (3) in the
definition of ⋊.) Therefore, if t · ηL(w) = t for some t ∈ ML and w ∈ Σ∗, then
ρ(w) = (0, . . . , 0) because (f1, r1) · (f2, r2) = (f1, r1) implies r2 = (0, . . . , 0).
Hence, |w|Γi

= 0 mod Pi for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and (i) holds.
We show (i)⇒(ii). It suffices to prove that if L has periods P1, . . . , Pn with

respect to Γ1, . . . , Γn ⊆ Σ, then there is an injective homomorphism Can :

ML → T CP1
×···×CPn

K ⋊(CP1
×· · ·×CPn

) such thatCan(t) ∈ T CP1
×···×CPn

K ×{ρ(t)}
for each t ∈ML.

Let θr : |Nr| → Nr be an arbitrary bijection for each r ∈ CP1
× · · · × CPn

.
Intuitively, θ−1

r provides a total ordering ofNr. For each t ∈ML, defineCan(t) =

(ft, ρ(t)) ∈ T CP1
×···×CPn

K ⋊ (CP1
× · · · × CPn

) where

ft(r)(k) =

{
θr+ρ(t)

−1(θr(k) · t) if k < |Nr| ,
k if k ≥ |Nr|

for each c ∈ CP1
× · · · × CPn

and 0 ≤ k < K. We show that Can is a homo-
morphism, that is, Can(s) ·Can(s′) = Can(t) for each s, s′, t ∈ ML such that
t = s · s′. Let Can(s) = (fs, ρ(s)) and Can(s′) = (fs′ , ρ(s

′)). Then,

Can(s) ·Can(s′) = (fs, ρ(s)) · (fs′ , ρ(s′))
= (fs · (ρ(s)⊛ fs′), ρ(s) + ρ(s′))

= (fs · (ρ(s)⊛ fs′), ρ(t))

where (fs · (ρ(s) ⊛ fs′))(r) with r ∈ CP1 × · · · × CPn is a transformation such
that

(fs · (ρ(s)⊛ fs′))(r)(k) = ((ρ(s)⊛ fs′)(r) ◦ fs(r))(k)
= fs′(r+ ρ(s))(fs(r)(k))

= fs′(r+ ρ(s))(θr+ρ(s)
−1(θr(k) · s))

= θr+ρ(s)+ρ(s′)
−1(θr+ρ(s)(θr+ρ(s)

−1(θr(k) · s)) · s′)
= θr+ρ(s·s′)

−1(θr(k) · (s · s′))
= θr+ρ(t)

−1(θr(k) · t)

for each 0 ≤ k < |Nr|. Therefore, Can(s) ·Can(s′) = Can(t).
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Finally, we show that Can is injective. Let Can(t) = (ft, r) and Can(t′) =
(ft′ , r

′). By the definition of ft, it holds that

ft(0)(θ0
−1(eML

)) = θr
−1(θ0(θ0

−1(eML
)) · t) = θr

−1(eML
· t) = θr

−1(t)

where 0 = (0, . . . , 0). In the same way, ft′(0)(θ0
−1(eML

)) = θr′
−1(t′). Now, if

Can(t) = Can(t′), then ft = ft′ and r = r′. Therefore,

θr
−1(t) = ft(0)(θ0

−1(eML
)) = ft′(0)(θ0

−1(eML
)) = θr′

−1(t′) = θr
−1(t′).

Thus, t = θr(θr
−1(t)) = θr(θr

−1(t′)) = t′ holds. □

This theorem claims that the syntactic monoid can be decomposed into the

first component T CP1
×···×CPn

K and the second component CP1 × · · · × CPn of
the semidirect product stated in (ii). The significance of this decomposition
is as follows. For the second component CP1

× · · · × CPn
, the last condition

ηL(w) ∈ T CP1
×···×CPn

K × {ρ(w)} in the statement of the theorem is crucial.
Intuitively, this condition says that the periodicity of the syntactic monoid is
explicitly extracted as CP1 ×· · ·×CPn . Next, let us consider the first component

T CP1
×···×CPn

K . If we naively consider the behavior of each element in ML as
an action on the set ML, the corresponding transformation monoid is T|ML|.
On the other hand, Theorem 1 states that by fixing a residual r, each element
can be described as an action on a set of size at most K < |ML|, and the
order of TK is much smaller than that of T|ML|. More intuitively, to describe a
periodic regular language, it suffices to have at most K states for each residue
r. Nevertheless, TK is still a large monoid. The possibility of replacing the first

component T CP1
×···×CPn

K with a simpler monoid needs further investigation.

In this paper, the injective homomorphism Can : ML → T CP1
×···×CPn

K in
the proof of Theorem 1 is called the canonical homomorphism.

Example 4. As mentioned in Example 3-(1), L1 has period 2 with respect to both
of Γ1 = {a} and Γ2 = {b}. Therefore,ML1

is a submonoid of T C2×C2
1 ⋊(C2×C2).

(Where K = 1 for TK because max{|N(r1,r2)| | r1, r2 ∈ C2} = max{1} = 1.) In

fact, ML1
= C2 × C2 is isomorphic to T C2×C2

1 ⋊ (C2 × C2). ■

Example 5. As mentioned in Example 3-(2), L2 has period 2 with respect to
Γ1 = {a}. Therefore, ML2 is a submonoid of T C2

3 ⋊ C2. Note that ML2 = S3 =
C3 ⋊∗ C2 with a unitary action ∗ (see Example 2). By Proposition 1, ML2

is a
submonoid of CC2

3 ⋊ C2, and also a submonoid of T C2
3 ⋊ C2. ■

The following is a corollary of Theorem 1 for n = 1 and Γ1 = Σ.

Corollary 1. Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language, and ML and ηL be the syn-
tactic monoid and the syntactic morphism of L. The following conditions are
equivalent:

(i) L has a period P > 1 with respect to Σ.
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(ii) ML is a submonoid of T CP

K ⋊ CP where K = max{|ηL(Σr(ΣP )∗)| | r ∈
CP }. Furthermore, ηL(w) ∈ T CP

K × {ρ(w)} for each w ∈ Σ∗. ■

Example 6. As mentioned in Example 3-(3), L3 has period 2 with respect to
Σ = {a, b}. Therefore,ML3 is a submonoid of T C2

3 ⋊C2 and ηL3(Σ) ⊆ T C2
3 ×{1}.

We can show thatML3 is a submonoid of U2×C2 by the mapping ηL3(a) 7→ (ι1, 1)

and ηL3
(b) 7→ (ι2, 1). Furthermore, U2 × C2 is a submonoid of U

C2

2 ⋊ C2 by
Proposition 1, and also a submonoid of T C2

3 ⋊ C2. ■

3.2 Residual Monoids

In this subsection, we focus on periods with respect to a fixed alphabet Σ. Let
L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language that has a period P with respect to Σ. Our goal
is to extract a monoid Tr that recognizes Lw = {u ∈ (ΣP )∗ | wu ∈ L} with
w ∈ Σr for each 0 ≤ r < P , where Tr is designed to treat a word of length P as
a single letter. Intuitively, Lw is the ‘periodic image’ of L with residual r = ρ(w).
For each 0 ≤ r < P , we define the subset Tr ⊆ TK as

Tr = {τ ∈ TK | τ = f(r) with (f, 0) ∈ML} .

Note that (f, 0) is the abbreviation of Can−1(f, 0) for the canonical homomor-
phism Can : ML → T CP

K ⋊ CP (see the first paragraph of Section 2.1). We call
Tr the residual monoid (with residual r), and this definition is justified by the
following fact.

Lemma 2. Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language that has a period P with respect
to Σ. For each 0 ≤ r < P , the residual monoid Tr forms a monoid.

Proof. Because Tr is a subset of the monoid TK , it suffices to show that the
monoid generated by Tr is equal to Tr itself. Therefore, we show that (i) Tr has
the identity element of TK , and (ii) Tr is closed under the composition ◦.

(i): LetML be the syntactic monoid of L, and let Can :ML → T G
K ⋊G be the

canonical homomorphism. For the identity element e of ML, Can(e) = (fe, 0)
satisfies that

fe(r)(k) =

{
θr+0

−1(θr(k) · e) = θ−1
r (θr(k)) = k if k < |Nr| ,

k if k ≥ |Nr|

for each 0 ≤ r < P . Therefore, fe(r)(k) = k for each k ∈ K, and fe(r) is the
identity map on K. Because Can(e) = (fe, 0) ∈ML, Tr has the identity element
fe(r).

(ii): Let f1(r), f2(r) ∈ Tr with (f1, 0), (f2, 0) ∈ML. Because

(f1, 0) · (f2, 0) = (f1 · (0 ∗ f2), 0 + 0) = (f1 · f2, 0),

(f1 · f2, 0) ∈ ML and (f1 · f2)(r) ∈ Tr. By the definition of the operation of the
monoid T CP

K , (f1 · f2)(r) = f2(r) ◦ f1(r) ∈ Tr. □
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Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language that has a period P with respect to Σ. Note
that

L =
⊔

w∈Σ<P

L ∩ w(ΣP )∗

where Σ<P =
⋃

0≤i<P Σ
i. That is, L can be partitioned into L ∩ w(ΣP )∗ for

each w ∈ Σ<P . We can show that each language Lw = {u ∈ (ΣP )∗ | wu ∈ L} ⊆
(ΣP )∗ is fully recognized by the residual monoid Tρ(w).

Theorem 2. Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language that has a period P with respect
to Σ. For each w ∈ Σ<P , let Lw = {u ∈ (ΣP )∗ | wu ∈ L} be the language over
ΣP . Then, the residual monoid Tr fully recognizes Lw where r = ρ(w).

Proof. We show that there exists a surjective monoid homomorphism ηw : (ΣP )∗ →
Tr such that Lw = η−1

w (S) for some S ⊆ Tr. Let ML and ηL be the syntactic
monoid and syntactic morphism of L, and let Can : ML → T CP

K ⋊ CP be the
canonical homomorphism.

We define the homomorphism ηw as ηw(u) = f(r) with Can(ηL(u)) = (f, 0)
for each u ∈ (ΣP )∗. By the definition of Tr, ηw is surjective. Next, we define
S = {τ ∈ Tr | θr(τ(θ−1

r (ηL(w)))) ∈ ηL(L)}. We show that Lw = η−1
w (S). Let

u ∈ (ΣP )∗ and τ = ηw(u). Then,

τ(θ−1
r (ηL(w))) = ηw(u)(θ

−1
r (ηL(w)))

= f(r)(θ−1
r (ηL(w)))

= θr+0
−1(θr(θ

−1
r (ηL(w))) · ηL(u))

= θ−1
r (ηL(w) · ηL(u))

= θ−1
r (ηL(wu))

and therefore θr(τ(θ
−1
r (ηL(w)))) = ηL(wu). Thus,

u ∈ η−1
w (S) ⇐⇒ τ ∈ S

⇐⇒ θr(τ(θ
−1
r (ηL(w)))) ∈ ηL(L)

⇐⇒ ηL(wu) ∈ ηL(L)

⇐⇒ wu ∈ L (by η−1
L (ηL(L)) = L)

⇐⇒ u ∈ Lw ,

that is, Lw = η−1
w (S). □

For a regular language L ⊆ Σ∗ that has a period P with respect to Σ, we let
Lw and ηw denote the language and the homomorphism mentioned in Theorem 2
for each w ∈ Σ<P . Also, let MLw

and ηLw
be the syntactic monoid and the

syntactic morphism of Lw ⊆ (ΣP )∗. By Theorem 2 and Proposition 2, there
is a surjective homomorphism ψ : Tρ(w) → MLw . The following commutative
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diagram illustrates the relationship among the above monoids:

(ΣP )∗
ηw // //

ηLw $$$$ $$

Tρ(w)

ψ
����

MLw .

(4)

4 Probabilities of Regular Languages

For a language L ⊆ Σ∗, the probability (or density) of L for length ℓ, denoted by
µL(ℓ), is defined as |L∩Σℓ|/|Σℓ|. Note that 0 ≤ µL(ℓ) ≤ 1 for every L ⊆ Σ∗ and
ℓ ≥ 0. The probability of L, denoted by µL, is the behavior of limℓ→∞ µL(ℓ).
The probabilities of languages have been extensively studied. In particular, the
following proposition was proved in the study of formal power series [12].

Proposition 3. The probability µL of every regular language L ⊆ Σ∗ has only
finitely many accumulation points. Precisely, there exists a sequence of numbers
(µ0, . . . , µP−1) with some P ≥ 1 such that limℓ→∞ µL(ℓ · P + r) = µr for each
0 ≤ r < P . ■

For a regular language L ⊆ Σ∗ that has P accumulation points, we write µL =
(µ0, . . . , µP−1). If P = 1, we simply write µL = µ0. For example, the probability
of L3 = a(ΣΣ)∗∪bΣ∗ (see also Example 3-(3)) can be represented as µL3

= ( 12 , 1)
with two accumulation points.

4.1 Periods and Markov Chains

The probability of a regular language can be computed by a finite state Markov
chain. For a regular language L ⊆ Σ∗, let M be the finite state Markov chain
(with uniform transition probabilities) defined as:

– the state space is the set Q of states of a DFA A that recognizes L, and
– the transition matrix Π ∈ [0, 1]Q×Q is defined as Π(qi, qj) = |{a ∈ Σ | qi

a−→
qj is a transition of A}|/|Σ| for each qi, qj ∈ Q.

Then, it is clear that the probability µL(ℓ) is equal to
∑
q∈F Π

ℓ(q0, q) where q0
and F are the initial state and the set of final states of A, respectively.

Example 7. Let A3 be the DFA that recognizes L3 = a(ΣΣ)∗ ∪ bΣ∗ defined
in Example 3-(3). Then, the corresponding Markov chain M3 is as shown in
Figure 4 and the transition matrix is

Π =


0 1

2 0 1
2

0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1

 .
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The probability of L3 for length ℓ is equal to Πℓ(1, 2) + Πℓ(1, 4) because q1
and {q2, q4} are the initial state and the set of final states of A3, respectively.
For example, µL3(2) = Π2(1, 2) + Π2(1, 4) = 1/2. In fact, |L3 ∩ Σ2|/|Σ2| =
|{ba, bb}|/4 = 1/2. ■

q3 q1

q2 q4

1

1
2

1
2

11

Figure 4. Markov chain M3

A strongly connected component of a directed graph is said to be a sink if
there are no outgoing edges from itself. A sink Q′ of a Markov chain is said
to be P -periodic if P is the maximum number satisfying: ℓ is a multiple of P if
Πℓ(q, q) > 0 with some q ∈ Q′. For example, Markov chainM3 (see Figure 4) has
two sinks: 2-periodic sink {q2, q3} and 1-periodic sink {q4}. Note that for a DFA

A and the corresponding Markov chain M, Πℓ(q, q) > 0 iff there is a run q
w−→ q

for some w ∈ Σℓ. Therefore, we also say that a sink Q′ of a DFA is P -periodic
if P is the maximum number satisfying: for each w ∈ Σ∗, |w| is a multiple of

P if q
w−→ q with some q ∈ Q′. P -periodicity affects the limit distribution of the

Markov chain. In fact, we can show that for the transition matrix Π of every
finite state Markov chain, the limit distribution limℓ→∞Πℓ oscillates around P
accumulation points where P is a divisor of the least common multiple of the
periods of all sinks. By the correspondence between the probability of a regular
language and the limit distribution of the Markov chain, we have the following
property.

Proposition 4. Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language, and let A be a DFA that
recognizes L. The probability of L can be represented as µL = (µ0, . . . , µP−1)
with µ0, . . . , µP−1 ∈ [0, 1] where P is the least common multiple of {P ′ ∈ N | Q′

is P ′-periodic where Q′ is a sink of A}. ■

As can be seen from the definition, P -periodicities of sinks correspond to the
periods of a language with respect to Σ defined in Section 2.3. Actually, our
definition of period is inspired by the studies of Markov chains. The next lemma
describes this correspondence in detail.

Lemma 3. Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language, and ML be the syntactic monoid
of L. If a P -periodic sink exists in the Cayley graph of ML, then the maximum
period of L with respect to Σ is a multiple of P .

Proof. Let Q′ be a P -periodic sink of the graph. We assume that a word w ∈ Σ∗

satisfies t · ηL(w) = t for some t ∈ ML where ηL is the syntactic morphism of
L. By the definition of the period of a language, it suffices to show that |w| is
always a multiple of P . Suppose for contradiction that |w| is not a multiple of
P . Let s be an arbitrary element of Q′. Because Q′ is a sink, s · t ∈ Q′ and there
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is s′ ∈ ML such that s · t · s′ = s. Note that s · t · ηL(w) · s′ = s · t · s′ = s by
the assumption t · ηL(w) = t. Therefore, for any u ∈ η−1

L (t) and v′ ∈ η−1
L (s′),

it holds that s · ηL(u · wi · v′) = s for each i ≥ 0. As we supposed that |w| is
not a multiple of P , there is j ≥ 1 such that the length of w′ = uwjv′ is not a
multiple of P . However, this contradicts the assumption that Q′ is P -periodic
because s · ηL(w′) = s and |w′| is not a multiple of P . □

This proof implies that for any sinks Q′, Q′′ ⊆ ML, if Q′ is P ′-periodic,
then Q′′ is P ′′-periodic where P ′′ is a multiple of P ′. Therefore, the periodicity
of each sink of the syntactic monoid is equal to each other. For example, the
Cayley graph of ML3

in Example 3 has two sinks, and both are 2-periodic. For
this reason, the Cayley graph of the syntactic monoid is convenient for discussing
the periodicities and probabilities compared to the minimal DFA or other DFAs.
Moreover, by Lemma 1, we see that the subsets N0, . . . , NP−1 ⊆ML defined in
Section 3 naturally correspond to the periodic classes in the context of Markov
chains.

Note that the Cayley graph of the syntactic monoidML of a regular language
L can be regarded as a DFA that recognizes L. By Proposition 4 and Lemma 3,
we have the following fact.

Theorem 3. Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language, and P be the maximum period
of L with respect to Σ. Then, the probability of L can be represented as µL =
(µ0, . . . , µP−1) with µ0, . . . , µP−1 ∈ [0, 1]. ■

The number of accumulation points of the probability can be smaller than
the maximum period P . For example, the maximum period of the language
L = a(ΣΣ)∗ ∪ bΣ(ΣΣ)∗ ⊆ {a, b}∗ with respect to Σ is 2, and µL = ( 12 ,

1
2 )

holds. However, 1
2 is the only accumulation point, and therefore, µL can also be

represented as µL = 1
2 .

4.2 Applications

In this section, we give an application of the algebraic decomposition discussed
in Section 3.

A monoid M is said to be zero if there exists the zero element ι ∈ M , i.e.,
ι·m = ι = m·ι for eachm ∈M . Note that every monoidM can have at most one
zero element. For a subset I of a monoidM , I is an ideal ofM if IM = I =MI.
For example, the singleton of the zero element {ι} ⊆M is an ideal of every zero
monoidM . The following proposition can be easily shown (e.g., see Chapter II-3
of [9]).

Proposition 5. Let M and N be monoids, and ψ : M → N be a surjective
monoid homomorphism. Then, the followings hold.

(i) If I is an ideal of M , then ψ(I) is an ideal of N . In particular, if ι is the
zero element of M , then ψ(ι) is the zero element of N .

(ii) If J is an ideal of N , then ψ−1(J) is an ideal of M . In particular, if ι is
the zero element of N , then ψ−1(ι) is an ideal of M .
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(iii) Let I be a non-empty ideal of M . Then, M ′ =M \ I ∪{ι} forms a monoid
with the zero element ι where the operation × of M ′ is defined as

s1 × s2 =

{
s1 · s2 if s1, s2, s1 · s2 ∈M \ I
ι otherwise

for each s1, s2 ∈M ′. ■

The monoid M ′ in Proposition 5-(iii) is called the Rees factor monoid of M
modulo I, which originates from the study of semigroups by Rees ([10]).

The following interesting fact is known as a characterization of zero syntactic
monoid.

Proposition 6 ([14]). Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language. The following condi-
tions are equivalent:

(i) µL = 0 or µL = 1.
(ii) The syntactic monoid of L is zero. ■

This proposition implies that if the probability of a regular language L has
only one accumulation point µ0, then we can determine whether µ0 ∈ {0, 1} by
examining the existence of the zero element in the syntactic monoid. We would
like to generalize this result to determine whether µr ∈ {0, 1} for arbitrary
0 ≤ r < P when µL is represented as (µ0, . . . , µP−1). Remember that Lw =
{u ∈ (ΣP )∗ | wu ∈ L} is a language over ΣP . Because

µr =
∑
w∈Σr

1

|Σ|r
µLw

holds by a simple discussion on probabilities, we have µr = 1 iff µLw = 1 for
each w ∈ Σr, and µr = 0 iff µLw

= 0 for each w ∈ Σr. Therefore, a naive
way to determine whether µr ∈ {0, 1} is to construct the syntactic monoid of
Lw ⊆ (ΣP )∗ and examine the existence of the zero element for each w ∈ Σr.
Nevertheless, we already obtain the monoid Tr that fully recognizes Lw (see
Theorem 2), and thus we can directly determine whether µr ∈ {0, 1} without
constructing the syntactic monoid of each Lw. Note that r = ρ(w) is the resid-
ual of w and hence we can uniformly use the same Tr for all w that have the
same residual. By the diagram (4) and Proposition 6, we can show the following
Theorem 4. Intuitively, the r-th accumulation point of the probability is either 0
or 1 iff there exists an ideal consisting only of either rejecting states or accepting
states in the r-th periodic class of the syntactic monoid.

Theorem 4. Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language, and let P be the maximum
period with respect to Σ. For each w ∈ Σr with 0 ≤ r < P , the limit µLw

=
limℓ→∞ µLw

(ℓ) exists and the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) µLw
= 0 or µLw

= 1.
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(ii) There exists a non-empty ideal I of Tr such that either I ∩ ηw(Lw) = ∅ or
I ⊆ ηw(Lw) holds where ηw is the homomorphism in the diagram (4).

Proof. If limℓ→∞ µLw
(ℓ) oscillates for some w ∈ Σr, µL cannot be represented as

(µ0, . . . , µP−1) and this contradicts Theorem 3. Therefore, µLw
= limℓ→∞ µLw

(ℓ)
exists. We show (i)⇔(ii).

(i)⇒(ii): LetMLw be the syntactic monoid of Lw and let ι be the zero element
of MLw , of which existence is guaranteed by Proposition 6. Let I = ψ−1(ι)
where ψ is the homomorphism in the diagram (4). Then, I is an ideal of Tr
by Proposition 5-(ii). Now, if ι ∈ ψ ◦ ηw(Lw), then I = ψ−1(ι) ⊆ ηw(Lw). If
ι /∈ ψ ◦ ηw(Lw), then {ι} ∩ ψ ◦ ηw(Lw) = ∅ and I ∩ ηw(Lw) = ∅.

(ii)⇒(i): Let I be a non-empty ideal of Tr, and let T ′
r = Tr \ I ∪ {ι} be

the Rees factor monoid modulo I (see Proposition 5-(iii)). It is clear that the
mapping ϕ : Tr → T ′

r defined as

ϕ(s) =

{
s if s ∈ Tr \ I,
ι if s ∈ I

is a surjective homomorphism. For S = ηw(Lw), it holds that Lw = (ϕ◦ηw)−1(S\
I ∪ {ι}) if I ⊆ S, and Lw = (ϕ ◦ ηw)−1(S \ I) = (ϕ ◦ ηw)−1(S) if I ∩ S = ∅.
Therefore, T ′

r also fully recognizes Lw with ϕ ◦ ηw. By Proposition 2, there is a
surjective homomorphism ψ′ from T ′

r into the syntactic monoid MLw
. Because

T ′
r is zero, MLw

is also zero by Proposition 5-(i). This implies that µLw
∈ {0, 1}

by Proposition 6. □

Example 8. Let L3 = a(ΣΣ)∗ ∪ bΣ∗ (see also Example 3-(3)). Note that the
maximum period with respect to Σ is 2, and the probability of L3 is µL3

=
( 12 , 1). For any w ∈ Σ∗, we abbreviate (L3)w as Lw in the following. We have
µLε

/∈ {0, 1} where Lε = ba(ΣΣ)∗ ∪ bb(ΣΣ)∗, and µLa
= µLb

= 1 where
La = Lb = (ΣΣ)∗. In fact, T1 is the trivial group {e}, and {e} itself is an ideal
satisfying {e} = ηa(La) = ηb(Lb). On the other hand, T0 = U2 = {e, ι1, ι2}
and ηLε

(Lε) contains only one of either ι1 or ι2. Because the only non-empty
ideals of U2 are U2 itself and {ι1, ι2}, the condition (ii) in Theorem 4 cannot be
satisfied. Intuitively, the three states in the top row of Figure 2–3 correspond to
the periodic class T0, while the two states in the bottom row correspond to the
periodic class T1. ■

5 Krohn-Rhodes Decompositions

We get back to general periods, including the cases that Γ ⊊ Σ. In Section 3, we
showed that every language with periods can be decomposed into a semidirect
product with cyclic groups. In this section, we show that every language with
periods also can be decomposed into another kind of product, called the wreath
product, with cyclic groups.
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For a right action ∗ : X ×M → X, we say that (X,M) is a transformation
monoid3. For example, (M,M) is a transformation monoid for every monoid M
with the monoid operation ∗ ofM . A transformation monoid is said to be finite if
both of X andM are finite. For two transformation monoids (X,M) and (Y,N),
a pair (ϕ, ψ) of ϕ : X → Y and ψ : M → N is a homomorphism if (i) ψ is a
monoid homomorphism, and (ii) ϕ(x∗m) = ϕ(x)∗ψ(m) for each x ∈ X,m ∈M .
We say that (ϕ, ψ) is surjective if both of ϕ and ψ are surjective. If there are
a subset X ′ of X and a submonoid M ′ of M with a surjective homomorphism
(X ′,M ′) to (Y,N), then (Y,N) is called a divisor of (X,M).

For two transformation monoids (X,M) and (Y,N), the transformation (X×
Y,MY ⋊N) where the action ∗ : (X × Y )× (MY ⋊N) → (X × Y ) is defined as

(x, y) ∗ (f, n) = (x ∗ f(y), y ∗ n) (5)

is called the wreath product of (X,M) and (Y,N), and denoted by (X,M)≀(Y,N).
The following property is well known.

Proposition 7. Let (X1,M1), (X2,M2), (X3,M3) be transformation monoids.
Then, ((X1,M1) ≀ (X2,M2)) ≀ (X3,M3) is isomorphic to (X1,M1) ≀ ((X2,M2) ≀
(X3,M3)). ■

Krohn and Rhodes showed the decomposition theorem of finite monoids ([5]).

Proposition 8 (Krohn-Rhodes). Every finite transformation monoid (X,M)
is a divisor of a wreath product of the form

(Y1, N1) ≀ · · · ≀ (Yk, Nk)

where each (Yi, Ni) with 1 ≤ i ≤ k is (U2, U2) or (G,G) with a nontrivial group
G dividing M . ■

Because every DFA can be regarded as a transformation monoid, Krohn-Rhodes
theorem is also referred to as the decomposition theorem of regular languages.
Nevertheless, known proofs for Proposition 8 are purely semigroup-theoretic
(e.g., [3,11]), and there is a gap between the proofs and formal language theory.
Moreover, a finite monoid is not always the syntactic monoid of a language. For
example, it is explained in [7] that UK with K ≥ 3 is not a syntactic monoid
(see Example 1 for the definition of UK). For these reasons, there is a need for
studies on Krohn-Rhodes decompositions for syntactic monoids. As an applica-
tion of the results of this paper, we give a partial Krohn-Rhodes decomposition
of syntactic monoids of periodic regular languages. More precisely, for any pe-
riodic regular language L that has periods P1, . . . , Pn, (ML,ML) is a divisor of
(TK , TK) ≀ (G,G) for some K where G is the direct product of the cyclic groups
CPi

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

3 This is a conventional term. A transformation monoid is the pair of an action and a
monoid, but not a monoid itself. Nevertheless, similarly to the existence of a monoid
simulating a DFA, there exists a monoid ‘isomorphic’ to each transformation monoid.
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Theorem 5. Let L ⊆ Σ∗ be a regular language and ML be the syntactic monoid
of L. Let L have periods P1, . . . , Pn > 1 with respect to Γ1, . . . , Γn ⊆ Σ, respec-
tively. Then, (ML,ML) is a divisor of the wreath product of the form

(TK , TK) ≀ (G,G)

where G = CP1
×· · ·×CPn

and K = max{|Nr| | r ∈ G}. Furthermore, G divides
ML.

Proof. Because ρ : ML → G is a surjective homomorphism, G is a divisor of
ML. It suffices to show that there exists a surjective homomorphism (ϕ, ψ) from
(TK , TK) ≀ (G,G) = (TK ×G, T G

K ⋊G) to ML.
Let Can :ML → T G

K ⋊G be the canonical homomorphism. Because Can is
an injective homomorphism, the inverse ψ of Can is a partial surjective homo-
morphism from T G

K ⋊ G to ML. Let ϕ̂(t) = (f(0), ρ(t)) for Can(t) = (f, ρ(t)),

then ϕ̂ is an injective homomorphism from ML to TK × G by the same reason
as the proof of Theorem 1. Therefore, the inverse ϕ of ϕ̂ is a partial surjective
mapping from TK ×G to ML. Specifically,

ϕ(f(0), c) = θc(f(0)(θ0
−1(e))) (6)

for each (f(0), c) ∈ TK ×G.
We show that ϕ(x∗m) = ϕ(x)·ψ(m) for each x ∈ TK×G andm ∈ T G

K ⋊G. Let
x = (f(0), c) and m = (g, r). By the definition of Can, it holds that g(c)(k) =
θc+r

−1(θc(k) · ψ(m)) for each 0 ≤ k < K, and hence,

θc+r(g(c)(k)) = θc(k) · ψ(m) (7)

holds. Then,

ϕ(x) · ψ(m) = θc(f(0)(θ0
−1(e))) · ψ(m)

= θc+r(g(c)(f(0)(θ0
−1(e)))) (by (7))

= ϕ(g(c) ◦ f(0), c+ r) (by (6))

= ϕ((f(0), c) ∗ (g, r)) (by (5))

= ϕ(x ∗m) .

Therefore (ML,ML) is a divisor of (TK , TK) ≀ (G,G). □

Note that this theorem provides only a partial decomposition: the monoid TK
is not represented as a wreath product of monoids of the form (U2, U2) and
groups in general. For this partial decomposition to be useful, the structure
embedded in TK needs to be simpler thanML. This aspect is related to the group
complexity, which was introduced in [4]. The smallest number of components
(Yi, Ni) of the form (G,G) in Proposition 8 over all possible decompositions is
called the group complexity of (X,M). There are several studies for computing
group complexity, but any complete algorithm has not yet been obtained (see
e.g. [11] for detail). Therefore, if the decomposition given in Theorem 5 leads to
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the minimal decomposition, that is, if the minimal decomposition of (ML,ML)
can be represented as

(Y1, N1) ≀ · · · ≀ (Yk, Nk) ≀ (G,G)

with G = CP1 × · · · × CPn , our result is beneficial for computing the group
complexity. Proving this is left for future work, but it appears to be challenging.

6 Conclusions

We have provided an algebraic decomposition of regular languages with periods
using cyclic groups and semidirect products. Furthermore, we have discussed
several applications of our results including probabilities, Markov chains, and
Krohn-Rhodes decompositions. In Sections 3 and 5, we have already outlined
the following future work:

– In the decomposition given by Theorem 1, is it possible to restrict the first

component T CP1
×···×CPn

K to a simpler monoid?
– Does the partial decomposition given in Theorem 5 lead to the minimal

Krohn-Rhodes decomposition of the syntactic monoid?

We believe that these two problems are inherently related.
In addition, further investigation is needed regarding the relation between

our decomposition and the holonomy decomposition of automata [2,16]. As men-
tioned in Section 1, the holonomy decomposition is known as a decomposition of
automata, and is closely related to the Krohn-Rhodes decomposition. Therefore,
we believe that there exists a connection between the decomposition of syntactic
monoids we provided and the holonomy decomposition.

Finally, extending the definition of periods is also left for future work. For
example, each non-empty subset Γ ⊆ Σ can be regarded as a code because
every word in Γ ∗ has a unique factorization in codewords in Γ (see e.g., [1] in
detail). Therefore, the definition of periods could be extended by the number of
occurrences of codewords in Γ with another code Γ ⊆ Σ∗.
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