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DECIDABILITY OF THE ISOMORPHISM PROBLEM BETWEEN
MULTIDIMENSIONAL SUBSTITUTIVE SUBSHIFTS

CHRISTOPHER CABEZAS AND JULIEN LEROY

ABSTRACT. An important question in dynamical systems is the classification
problem, i.e., the ability to distinguish between two isomorphic systems. In
this work, we study the topological factors between a family of multidimen-
sional substitutive subshifts generated by morphisms with uniform support.
We prove that it is decidable to check whether two minimal aperiodic substi-
tutive subshifts are isomorphic. The strategy followed in this work consists
of giving a complete description of the factor maps between these subshifts.
Then, we deduce some interesting consequences on coalescence, automorphism
groups, and the number of aperiodic symbolic factors of substitutive subshifts.
We also prove other combinatorial results on these substitutions, such as the
decidability of defining a subshift, the computability of the recognizability
radius, and the conjugacy between substitutions with different supports.

1. INTRODUCTION

Isomorphic systems are indistinguishable concerning their dynamical properties,
making classification an important problem in dynamical systems. Nevertheless,
finding an isomorphism (or conjugation) between two dynamical systems has proven
to be highly challenging. We recall that an isomorphism between two symbolic
systems (X, S, Z%) and (Y, S, Z4) is a continuous and bijective map ¢ : (X, S, Z9) —
(Y, S,Z%) commuting with the action, i.e., for any n € Z¢, ¢ o S™ = S™ 0 ¢. If the
map ¢ is only surjective, it is called a factor map.

One classic approach to address the classification problem involves identifying
invariants, which are properties shared by isomorphic systems and are easily de-
terminable. However, in some cases, the existing invariants may not suffice for this
purpose. Additionally, the topological factors of a topological dynamical system
are rarely used explicitly to unravel the structure of a particular dynamical sys-
tem. Nonetheless, they contain valuable information for certain aspects and can be
employed for concrete computations or the study of specific structures, such as in
spectral theory.

We are also concerned with the decidability of certain properties. A property is
said to be decidable if there exists an algorithm that allows one to verify whether the
property is satisfied or not. In this article, our focus lies on the decidability of the
classification problem within the family of multidimensional substitutive subshifts.

One-dimensional substitutive subshifts have been extensively studied for several
decades, ever since they were introduced by W.H. Gottschalk in [27]. They represent

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 37B10; Secondary 37A35, 37B51, 68R15.

Key words and phrases. Substitutive subshifts, automomorphism groups, decidability, com-
putability, conjugacies, factor maps, recognizability, fglner sequences.

The authors acknowledge the financial support of ANR project IZES ANR-22-CE40-0011.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.11357v1

2 CHRISTOPHER CABEZAS AND JULIEN LEROY

the simplest nontrivial zero-entropy symbolic systems and are generated in a highly
deterministic manner. This simplicity has led to their presence in various fields
of mathematics, computer science, and physics, such as combinatorics of words,
number theory, dynamics of aperiodic tilings, quasi-crystals, and more (see, for
example, [1l 2 33, [34]). However, their deep understanding took several decades,
with significant contributions made by A. Cobham [I0] (who identified them as
so-called automatic sequences from a computational perspective), M. Queffélec and
others [14] 39 [37] (in terms of their spectral properties), B. Mossé [32] (focused
on recognizability, which is a sort of invertibility of substitutions), F. Durand [18]
(who classified their topological factor systems), and B. Host and F. Parreau among
several others [12] 13| [15, 29| 3T, B8] (classification of their automorphism groups).
We refer to [37, 23] for extensive bibliographies on the (earlier developments of)
the subject. Many of the aspects mentioned above remain largely unexplored in
the context of multidimensional substitutive systems.

In the multidimensional setting, substitutive subshifts find their motivation in
physical phenomena, particularly through the discovery of the aperiodic structure
of quasi-crystals, modeled by the Penrose tiling [35]. In these models, symmetries
play a fundamental role and are described using finite data. Numerous articles have
been dedicated to the study of these tilings (see [3] for an extensive bibliography on
aperiodic order). Substitutive systems have then emerged as valuable mathematical
models within this research direction. Our focus in this article is on substitutions
with uniform support, where the shape of any pattern defined by the substitution
remains the same (see [§] for basic properties on this topic, where we follow the same
notation). Within this class of substitutive subshifts, we prove that, assuming to
have the same combinatorial structure, it is decidable whether a factor map exists
between two aperiodic substitutive subshifts.

Theorem A. Let (;,(2 be two aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution
with the same expansion matrix L. It is decidable to know whether there exists a
factor map ¢ : (X¢,, S, Z%) — (X¢,, S, Z%).

The strategy followed in this article involves providing a complete description of
the factor maps between substitutive subshifts. This approach draws inspiration
from a series of works on automorphism groups of symbolic systems, which we pro-
ceed to describe. The study of factors and conjugacies between dynamical systems
is a classical problem, primarily concerning their algebraic and dynamical prop-
erties in relation to the one of the system (X,T,Z%). Automorphisms, which are
self-conjugacies of a particular system, can be algebraically defined as elements of
the centralizer of the action group (T'), considered as a subgroup of all homeomor-
phisms Homeo(X) from X to itself. Symbolic systems already exhibit significant
rigidity properties regarding factor maps and automorphisms. For instance, the
famous Curtis-Hedlund-Lyndon theorem [28] establishes that any factor map be-
tween subshifts is a sliding block code, implying that the automorphism group is
countable and discrete. Initially studied for subshifts of finite type [28], these au-
tomorphism groups were shown to be infinitely generated and containing various
groups, including all finite groups, the free group on two generators, the direct sum
of a countable number of copies of Z, and any countable collection of finite groups.
The existence of a conjugacy between two subshifts of finite type is known to be
equivalent to the notion of Strong Shift Equivalence for matrices over Z* [42], which
is not known to be decidable [30].



However, within the rich family of substitutive subshifts, factor maps exhibit
strong rigidity properties, as proven by B. Host and F. Parreau in [29]. They pro-
vided a complete description of factor maps between subshifts arising from certain
constant-length substitutions, proving that any measurable factor map induces a
continuous one. As a consequence, the automorphism group is virtually generated
by the shift action, meaning that there exists a finite set of automorphisms such
that any automorphism can be expressed as the composition of an element from
this finite set and a power of the shift. Moreover, any finite group can be realized as
a quotient group Aut(X,S,Z)/ (S) for these subshifts, as proven by M. Lemariczyk
and M. K. Mentzen in [31I]. The proof by B. Host and F. Parreau is based on
the following fact: there exists a bound (in this case, r = 2) such that any factor
map between these substitutive subshifts is the composition of a sliding block code
with a radius less than r and a power of the shift map. Using the self-induced
properties of substitutive subshifts, V. Salo and I. Térmé provided in [38] a renor-
malization process for factor maps between two minimal substitutive subshifts of
constant-length and for Pisot substitutions, extending the description obtained in
[29] within a topological framework. More recently, F. Durand and J. Leroy [20]
showed the decidability of the factorization problem between two minimal substi-
tutive subshifts, extending the results of V. Salo and I. Térmaé, giving a computable
upper bound R such that every factor map between minimal substitutive subshifts
is the composition of a power of the shift map with a factor map having a radius less
than R. The decidability of the factorization problem in the constant-length case
had previously been proved by I. Fagnot in [22] using the first-order logic frame-
work of Presburger arithmetic, without assuming minimality. In [8], an analogous
result to that of B. Host and F. Parreau for the multidimensional framework was
established. In this article, we further extend the findings in [8] to the whole class
of aperiodic minimal multidimensional constant-shape substitutive subshifts.

Theorem B. Let (1,(2 be two aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitutions
with the same expansion matrix. Then, there exists a computable constant R such
that every factor map between (X¢,, S, Z%) and (X¢,, S, Z?) is the composition of
a shift map with a factor map of radius less than R.

The constant R of the previous theorem depends on the recognizability radius of
the image substitution (». In [8] it was already established that aperiodic primitive
constant-shape substitutions are recognizable. In this article, we prove that this
constant is computable.

Theorem C. Let ¢ be an aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution with
expansion matrix L and support F. There is a computable upper bound for the
recognizability radius of (. This bound can be expressed only by the cardinality of
the alphabet |.A|, the expansion matrix L, the support F' and the dimension d.

This result is an analogue of the one proved by F. Durand and J. Leroy in [19]
for the one-dimensional case.

This article is organized as follows. The basic definitions and background are
introduced in Section Section [3] is devoted to the study of the supports of a
constant-shape substitution. We prove the decidability of whether this sequence is
Fglner (Theorem B3)), useful to define the substitutive subshift. Then, we use this
proof to deduce that the language of a constant-shape substitution is computable
(Lemma B4)) and to get a bound on their complexity function (Lemma BH). In
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Section M we deal with the conjugacy problem between two aperiodic primitive
constant-shape substitutions with the same expansion matrix but different support.
We prove that for any pair of different supports Fi, G; of an expansion matrix and
any constant-shape substitution with support F}, there exists a constant-shape sub-
stitution with support GG; such that the two substitutive subshifts are topologically
conjugate (Theorem AT]). This answer a question raised in [24], where a similar
result was showed for the one-dimensional case. Section [ is devoted to the com-
putability of the recognizability radius of constant-shape substitutions. To do this,
we study the computability of the repetitivity function for substitutive subshifts
(Lemma [54)). Finally, in Section 6l we characterize the factor maps between aperi-
odic primitive substitutive subshifts sharing the expansion matrix (Theorem [62)).
Then, we deduce the coalescence of substitutive subshifts (Proposition [6.4]), mean-
ing any endomorphism between the substitutive subshift and itself is invertible.
We also prove that the automorphism group of substitutive subshifts is virtually
generated by the shift action (Proposition [6.5). Additionally, we use Theorem
to conclude the decidability of the factorization problem between substitutive sub-
shifts having the same expansion matrix (Theorem [6:6]). Thanks to the coalescence
of substitutive subshifts, we also deduce the decidability of the isomorphism prob-
lem (Corollary [6.7]). We finish this section proving that substitutive subshifts have
finitely many aperiodic symbolic factors, up to conjugacy (Lemma [E10). Thanks
to Theorem we are able to provide a list containing these factors.

2. DEFINITIONS AND BASIC PROPERTIES

2.1. Basic definitions and notation.

2.1.1. Notation. Throughout this article, we will denote by n = (n1,...,nq) the

elements of Z% and by ® = (x1,...,74) the elements of R?. If FF C Z? is a finite

set, it will be denoted by F € Z?, and we use the notation || F|| = max |||, where
ne

|| - || is the standard Euclidean norm of R?. If L € M(d,R) is a matrix, we denote

Ll = a L(x x|| as the tri L.
L]l o [ L()/]z| matriz norm of

A sequence of finite sets (F},)n,>0 C Z< is said to be a Folner sequenceﬂ if for
any n € Z4
. |FhA(n+ F,)|
A
where | X | stands for the cardinality of the set X. For any pair of subsets E, F C Z4,
we denote F°F | as the set of all elements f € F such that f + E C F, i.e.,

FE—{fecF:.f+ECF}.

:O,

In the case E is a discrete ball centered at the origin, meaning E = [B(0,r) N Z%

for some r > 0, we will denote FelB(0)NZ) simply by F°". Note that the Fglner
assumption implies that for any F € Z¢,

. F°EAF,
(1) lim " Ak =1.
n—oo0 |Fn|
n the literature, especially group theory, it is common to also ask that the union of the

sequence of sets (Fy)n>0 is equal to 74 for a sequence to be Fglner, but we will not use it in this
article.
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2.2. Symbolic Dynamics. Let A be a finite alphabet, and let d > 1 be an inte-
ger. We define a topology on A by endowing A with the discrete topology and
considering on AZ" the product topology, generated by cylinders. Since A is finite,
AZ" is a metrizable compact space. The additive group Z? acts on this space by
translations (or shifts), defined for every n € Z¢ by

S"(;v)k = Tn+k, T E .Azd, ke Zd.

The Z%-action (A%", S, Z%) is called the full-shift.

Let P C Z% be a finite set. A pattern is an element p € A”. We say that P is the
support of p, denoted P = supp(p). We say that a pattern p occurs in z € AZif
there exists n € Z? such that p = x|, p (identifying P with m + P by translation).
In this case, we denote it p C z, and we call such n an occurrence in x of p.

A subshift (X, S,Z%) is given by a closed subset X C AZ* that is invariant under
the Z%action. In this article, even if the alphabet changes, S will always denote
the shift map, and we usually say that X itself is a subshift. A subshift can also
be defined by its language. For P € Z%, we define

Lp(X)={pec A’ :Ixrc X, pC a}.
We define the language of a subshift X by

LX)= J Lp(X).

Pez

We say that the subshift (X,S,Z?) is minimal if it does not contain proper non-
empty subshifts. The subshift is aperiodic if there are no nontrivial periods; that
is, if SPx = x for some p € Z? and z € X, then p = 0.

Let B be a finite alphabet, and consider a subshift ¥ C BZ. A map
¢ (X,8,29) — (Y,S,7Z9) is a factor map if it is continuous, surjective and com-
mutes with the actions, i.e., p0S™ = S™o0¢ for all n € Z%. In this case, we say that
(Y, S,Z%) is a factor of (X, S,Z%). If ¢ is also injective, we say it is a conjugacy (or
an isomorphism). When ¢ : (X, S,Z%) — (Y, S,Z%) is a factor map, there exists a
finite subset P € Z¢ and a P-block map ® : Lp(X) — B such that for any n € Z¢
and © € X, ¢(z)p, = ®(x|n+p). This is known as the Curtis-Hedlund-Lyndon
theorem [28]. We call such P the support of ® and a support of ¢. Observe that if
¢ is induced by ®, we can define another block map @’ also inducing ¢ and whose
support is a discrete ball of the form [B(0,r)NZ%, for r € N. We define the radius
of ¢ (and denote it 7(¢)) as the infimum of r € N such that ¢ is induced by a block
map with support [B(0,r) N Z%].

2.3. Multidimensional constant-shape substitutions. We recall some basic
definitions and results about multidimensional substitutive subshifts of constant-
shape that will be used throughout this article. We refer to [8] for basic properties on
this topic, where we follow the same notation (see also [25] for spectral properties of
these substitutive subshifts). Let L € M(d,Z) be an expansion integer matrix, i.e.,
there exists A > 1 such that for every € R?\{0}, we have that || L(z)|| > A||z|. Let
F be a fundamental domain of L(Z?) in Z¢, meaning a set of representative classes
of Z4/L(Z%) (with 0 € F), and let A be a finite alphabet. A multidimensional
constant-shape substitution is a map ¢ : A — AF. The set F is called the support of
the substitution. The following shows an example of a constant-shape substitution:
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Example 2.1 (Triangular Thue-Morse substitution). The triangular Thue-Morse
substitution is defined with L = 2idg2, F = {(0,0),(1,0),(0,1),(—1,—1)} and
A= {a,b} as

OATM :© G +> a b, b — b a.
a b

In the literature, constant-shape substitutions with a positive diagonal expan-
sion matrix L = diag(l;)i=1,...4 and support equal to the standard d-dimensional

d
parallelepiped Fy = [][0,!; — 1] are called block substitutions. These substitutions
=1

have a characteristié block structure defined by the shape of F}. Moreover, when
L = pidg2 is equal to some positive multiple of the identity, and the support is
equal to F' = [0, p—1]?, we use the term square substitution to describe such cases.

Given a substitution ¢, we let L+ denote its expansion matrix, and Ff its support.
For any n > 0, we define the n-th iteration of the substitution ¢" : A — AF . by
induction: ¢"*' = ( o (™, where the supports of these substitutions satisfy the
recurrence

2) FS = Le(FY) + Ff, ¥n>1.

n

Observe that we trivially have L¢n = L.
The language of a substitution is the set of all patterns that appear in ("(a), for
some n >0, a € A, ie.,

L ={p: pLC ("(a), for somen >0, a € A}.

For such a language to define a subshift, we need the sequence (F},), >0 to be Fglner,
as it is exactly that condition that ensure that the language contains patterns
of support arbitrarily large. Hence we will always assume that the sequence of
supports (Fy,)n>o is Fglner. We prove in the next section that the Fglner property
is decidable (see Theorem [B3)).

The following shows the first three iterations of the substitution given in Exam-

ple 211

Example 2.2 (Iterations of a constant-shape substitution). The first three itera-
tions of the substitution o7y illustrated in Example 2]

Q ot o Q

o Q
s}

a +— a b —

S Q
S o



b
a b
a a b
b a a b
a b a a b
b a b a a b
b b b a a a b
— a b b a b a a b
a b a b a b a
b a a b b a
b b a a b
a b b a
b a b
a b
a

FIGURE 1. An example of application of the first three iterations
of the substitution illustrated in Example 211

We define the subshift X associated with ¢ as the set of all sequences x € A
such that every pattern occurring in z is in L. We call this subshift a substitutive
subshift. We recall that in this case, the substitutive subshift is minimal if and only
if the substitution is primitive.

A substitution ( is called primitive if there exists a positive integer n > 0, such
that, for every a,b € A, b occurs in ("(a). Each substitution ¢ : A — AP can
be naturally associated with an incidence matriz denoted as M¢. For any a,b € A
as (M¢)ayp is defined as |{f € FC: ((a)§ = b}, i.e., it is equal to the number of
occurrences of b in the pattern ((a). The substitution ¢ is primitive if and only if
its incidence matrix is primitive. A matrix is primitive when it has a power with
strictly positive coefficients.

If ¢ is a primitive constant-shape substitution, the existence of periodic points
is well-known, i.e., there exists at least one point zy € X, such that ¢?(z¢) = zo
for some p > 0. In the primitive case, the subshift is preserved by replacing the
substitution by a power of it, meaning X¢» is equal to X for any n > 0. Thus,
we may assume that the substitution possesses at least one fixed point. As in the
one-dimensional case, the supports do not need to cover all the space. Nevertheless,
up to adding a finite set and taking its images under power of the expansion map
L, they cover the space. This property is explained in the following proposition. It
is similar to the notion of rest in numeration theory and will be technically useful.

Proposition 2.3. [8, Proposition 2.10] Let L € M(d,Z) be an expansion matriz,
and Fy be a fundamental domain of L(Z%) in Z? (containing 0). Then, the set
Kir = U ([d=L™)7Y(F,) NZ%) is finite and satisfies
m>0
U L"(&Lr) + Fu =127,
n>0
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using the notation FOC = {0}.

If ¢ is a constant-shape substitution, we denote K, = KLoFf' The set K¢ con-
trols, in some way, the number of periodic points that a constant-shape substitution
has. More specifically, it can be proved that a primitive constant-shape substitution
has at most |Lx (K ¢)| ¢-periodic points.

n

Remark 2.4. Observing that the sets |J ((id—L™)"Y(F,)NZ%), n > 1, are

m=1

J
nested, Proposition implies that K, g, is equal to |J ((id —L™)~Y(F,,) N Z4)

for some j > 0. Therefore, whenever ( is primitive, up to replacing ¢ by a power
of itself, we may assume that K is equal to (id —L¢) ™1 (F¢) N Z4,

For the triangular Thue-Morse substitution, the set Karp is equal to
{(=1,0),(0,0),(0,-1),(1,1)}.

The proof of Proposition 23] is inspired by the Fuclidean Division algorithm,
which was used to obtain finite sets satisfying particular properties as shown in the
following result that we will use in the rest of this article.

Proposition 2.5. [8, Proposition 2.12] Set A € Z? containing 0 € Z¢ and let
F € 7% containing a fundamental domain Fy of an integer expansion matriz L.
Then, there exists a (computable) finite subset B C Z containing 0 and such that
(1) A+ FC B+ A+ FCL(B)+ Fi.
(2) More generally, for anyn >0
. L"(B+A+F) + F, CL""Y(B) + Fyq1

(B
e B+ Z L{(A+F) C L""Y(B) + Fpy1.
En)n>

(8) The sequence of sets (L™(B) + Fy,)n>0 is nested.
(4) 1Bl < (IL7HA+ P)|[ + |L-HF)ID/ (= |27

Proof. We define the sequence (Bj,),>0 of finite sets by By = {0} and, for every
n >0,
By =LY (B, + A+ F—F).

One easily checks by induction that B, C B, for all n and a quick computation
shows that
LA+ F)| + 1271 (R

1=l L=1] '
As a consequence, the sequence (By,),>0 stabilizes and we set B = By where N is
such that B, = By for every n > N.

Let us now check that the set B satisfies all items. The set B contains 0 by
construction, which directly implies that A+ FC B+ A+ F. fne€ B+ A+ F,
then n belongs to B, + A+ F for some n € N. We can thus write n =n' =a+ f
aswell asn = L(m)+ f/, for some n’ € B,,a € A, f € F and f' € F;. We deduce
that L(m) € B, + A+ F — Fy, hence m € B. Item follows by induction and
implies Item [(3)} as 0 € AN F. O

Remark 2.6. Note that if we change the pair (L, Fy) by (L", F,,) for any n > 1,

then set B given by Proposition[2.5lis the same for fixed A and F'. Using the notion

of digit tile defined in Section 2.7 of [§], we note that ||L™"(F,)|| —— | T(z,m)-
n—oo

Hence, the sequence (||~ (Fp)||/(1 = ||IL7"|]))n>1 is uniformly bounded.

[[Bnll <
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From now on, we denote C, g, to the set given by Remark[Z6lusing A = {0}, and
F = F1+F;. By [8 Remark 2.13 (2)], we have that foranyn € N, Cp g, + F,+F, C
Ln(CLFl) + F,.

Every element of Z¢ can be expressed in a unique way as p = L(j) + f, with
j €Z%and f € F, so we can consider the substitution ¢ as a map from X to itself
given by

C@)rg)+p = C(x(d))s-

This map is continuous. Moreover, when the substitution is aperiodic and prim-
itive, Proposition [£.7] below ensures that this map is actually a homeomorphism.
This property is satisfied, even in the case where the substitution is not injective
on letters, i.e., when there exist distinct letters a,b € A such that ((a) = ¢(b). This
comes from the notion of recognizability of a substitution (see Section []).

Definition 2.7. Let ¢ be a substitution and z € X be a fixed point. We say that
¢ is recognizable on x if there exists some constant R > 0 such that for all 4, j € Z¢,
2|(B(Le (), mnze) = Tl B, R)nzy = Gk € Z7)((§ = Le(k)) A (x5 = z1)).

The recognizability of a substitution ¢ implies that for every x € X¢, there exist
a unique 2’ € X, and a unique j € Ff such that z = S$7¢(2’). This implies that
the set ((X¢) is a clopen subset of X, and {S7((X(): j € Ff} forms a clopen
partition of X (The proof is classical and similar to the one-dimensional case [37,
Section 5.6]). Any power of a recognizable substitution is also recognizable, so these
properties extend to (", for all n > 0. The recognizability property was first proved
for any aperiodic primitive substitution by B. Mossé in the one-dimensional case
[32], and in the multidimensional case by B. Solomyak [40] for aperiodic self-affine
tilings with an R%action. Later, in [§] it was established that the aperiodic symbolic
factors of primitive substitutive subshifts also satisfy a recognizability property.

3. DECIDABILITY OF THE F@LNER PROPERTY FOR FUNDAMENTAL DOMAINS OF
AN EXPANSION MATRIX AND COMPUTABILITY OF THE LANGUAGE OF
CONSTANT-SHAPE SUBSTITUTIONS

Let L € M(d,Z) be an expansion matrix and F; € Z% be a fundamental domain
of L(Z%) in Z? containing 0. Define the sequence of fundamental domains of L™ (Z%)
as in (@2)):

Fn+1 = L(Fn) + Fl, Vn Z 1

Consider the set K € Z? given by Proposition 23 and the set Crr € 74 given
by Proposition ZF with A = {0} and F = F; 4+ Fy. We recall that, by Item|[(2)] for
any n > 1,Cpp, + F, + F, C L"(CL ) + F,. Assume, up to replacing L by an
appropriate power of it, that K = (id —L)~!(F}) N Z<. The following result shows
a characterization, for the sequence of fundamental domains (F,),en to be Folner.
We recall that a sequence (A,,)nen of finite sets of Z? is said to be Fglner if for any
n e 7,

lim A, A(n 4+ Ay)]

n— 00 |An|

=0.

Lemma 3.1. Let L € M(d,Z) be an expansion matriz, Iy € Z¢ a fundamental
domain of L(Z%) in Z2 containing O and (Fy,)nen be the sequence of fundamental
domains defined as ([@). The sequence (Fy,)nen is Folner if and only if

(3) (BneN)@f € F) f+Crp + K CF.
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Lemma [3.T] implies that we need to check for a computable set, such that some
fundamental domain F,, contains a translation of this set.

Proof. One direction is direct. For the other direction, we recall that by Proposi-

tion U LP(K) + F, = Z% and the sequence of finite sets (LP(K) + F,)pen is
pEN
nested. To check that (F),)nen is Felner, it is enough to prove that

P
(e ) tm oAU+ Cr + 1K) + 1)

n— 00 |Fn|

=0.

Claim 1.
(AneN)3feF,) f+CLp +KCF, = (VpeN)3n(p) € N)(fp € Fop))
Jo +Crp + LP(K)+ F, C Fypy.
Proof of Claim[dl Indeed, note that
F+CLpm +KCF, = L(f)+ (L(CLr)+ F1) + L(K) C Fop1
= (L(f)+ F1) +CLp, + (L(K)+ F1) € Fuy1.

Hence, any element h € F,,;1 that can be written as L(f) + g, for some g € F}
satisfies the property for p = 1. We then conclude using induction on p € N. (]

Now, for any n € N and p € N we denote J,, , = {f € F,,: f+Cr p + LP(K)+
F, CF.}, anp = |Jnpl, bnp = anp/|Fn]. By the proof of Claim [l we note that
for any n,p € N, apt1,p > |det(L)|ay,p. Therefore, for any p € N, the sequence
(bn,p)nen is non-decreasing. To conclude that the sequence (F,)nen is Folner, we
prove that for any p € N, lim b, , = 1. We define m(p) = inf{n | a,,, > 0}. By

n—oo

hypothesis and Claim [Il we note that m(p) < oo. Recall that for any k£ > 1, any

element in Fy.p(

k-1
p) can be written as - LU™P)(f;), with f; € F(p)-

=0
Claim 2. If there exists 0 < ¢ < k — 1 such that f; € Jyp),p, then

k=1
(Z—:O Lz»m(p) (fl)) € Jk-m(p),p-

Proof of Claim[2 First, we note that m(p) > p. For any ¢ € Cr p, and n €

LP(K) + F,, we need to find (g;)¥} C Fy(p) such that
B=1 k=1
(Z L“"Wfi)) tetn= (Z L <gi>> .
i=0 =0

Let 0 < j < k — 1 be the minimal such that f; € Jy,(;),,- If 5 = 0, then the
proof is direct, noting that fo +c+mn € Fy, ). If j > 0, there exists k € K and

(hZ)i;ol C Fy(p) such that

j—1
n= L") (k) + <Z Li'm(p)(hi)> .
i=0

Then, using Proposition [20] there exists ¢; € Cr, p and (gi)z;é C Fyy(p) such
that

j—1 j—1 j—1
c+ (Z Li””“”’(ﬁ)) + <Z Li'm“’)(hi)) = D0 (e) + Y Lm(g,)

i=0 1=0 =0
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Hence

j—1
(Z Lim)(f )—l—c—i—n — (Z Limp)( ) Z L@ () | +L7 ™0 (f4c1+k).

1=0 i=j7+1
We conclude noting that f; +c1 +k € (- ]
Now, Claim 2 implies that
k-1
|Fkm(p)A(Fkm(p)+C+Lp(K)+Fp)| c {ZLzm(p)(fl) € Fk~m(p): (Vl) fi ¢ Jm(p),p} .
i=0

Hence, for any p € N

lim by, > lim b
k—oo kp = k—oo km(p).p

k=1
HZLl(ﬁ)EFk.m(p) VO<i<k-1)fi ¢ Jmn p),p}‘
>1— lim

i=0
k—o00 |Fk»m(p)|
det(L)|™®) —|J,, k
e (4D~ )
k—o0 |det(L)|’””(P)
: |Jm(p) p| :
=1- lim (1- ——mebrl
el ( | det(L)[m®
=1
We conclude that the sequence (F),)nen is Folner. O

Now, we proceed to prove the decidability of checking whether a sequence of
fundamental domains (F,)nen defined as () for an expansion matrix L € M(d,Z)
is Fglner. To do this, we consider a labelled directed graph G(L, Fy), where the
vertex set is Cr, , + K and there is an edge froma € Cr, p, + K tob e Cr p, + K
labeled with f € Fy if and only if there exists g € F; such that f +a = L(b) + g.

Note that 0 € C, g, + K has out-degree |F1| = | det(L)| and any edge from 0 is a
self-loop. Furthermore, if a € C, r, + K is an in-neighbor of 0 with an edge labeled

by f € Fi, then f+a € Fy. Let P = ag Jo, a1 ELN as be a path in G(L, Fy). By
definition, we have that fo + ao = L(a1) + go and f1 + a1 = L(az) + g1, for some
9o, g1 € Fy. This implies that L(f1) + fo +ao = L?(a2) + L(g1) + go-

Proposition 3.2. Letn > 1 and f = Z Li(f;) € F,, with f; € Fy for every i.

We have that f + Cr.p, + K C F, if cmd only if fofi--- fn_1 labels a path from
every vertex in G(L, Fy) to 0.

Proof. Assume that f+Cor +K CF, Seta € Crp + K. Then, there
exists g(a) = Z Li(gi(a)) € F, such that f + a = g(a). Note that, there exists

a1 € CrLp + K such that fo +a = L(a1) + go(a), and a straightforward induction
shows that there exists a sequence (ai)?;ll such that for any 1 < ¢ < n — 1,
fita;=L(ait1) + gi(a) and fr—1 + apn—1 = gn—1(a). This implies that, there is

apath P, = a Jo, a; EL LN An_1 % 0. All of these paths have the

same label. The other d1rect1on is direct. O
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To prove the decidability of checking whether the sequence (F,)nen is Folner, we
give the graph G(L, Fy) the structure of a DFA G(L, Fy) = (Cr p, + K, F1,0), where
Cr,r, + K is the set of states, Fy is the input alphabet, and 0 : (Cp r, + K) x F1 —
(Cr,p, + K) is the transition function given by the labeled edges of G(L, F1).

By Lemma B Proposition and the fact that 0 has only self-loops, the
Fglner property of the sequence (F),),en is equivalent to find a synchronizing word
on G(L,F1). A word in the input alphabet of a DFA is synchronizing if it sends
any state of the DFA to one and the same state. Fig. Bl represents the DFA for the
triangular Thue-Morse.

FIGURE 2. The DFA G(L,F;) for the triangular Thue-Morse.
Some edges were simplified. A synchronizing word is
(0,1)(—1,-1)(1,0)(0,1), which implies that (—2,5) in F, satisfies
@.
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The problem of finding a synchronizing word is known to be decidable and an
upper bound for the length of the shortest synchronizing word for a DFA with n
states is equal to (n® —n)/6 [26] [36]. We have proved the following result.

Theorem 3.3. Let L € M(d,Z) be an expansion matriz and Fy € Z be a funda-
mental domain of L(Z?) in Z¢ containing 0. It is decidable to check whether the
sequence of fundamental domains (Fy,)nen defined as @) is a Fplner sequence.

The proof of the decidability of the Fglner property is also useful to show the
computability of the language of a constant-shape substitution. Indeed, if n € Z,
and ny € Z%, f; € F; are such that n = L(n;) + f1, then

Il < IL7HE- [l + 127 (Fo)-
In particular, we have that
4 (vr>0)[BO,r)nZ) C LB, L7 r+ L7 (F)]) NZY) + Fr,
which implies that if n(r) = [log(r — ||[L=*(F1))||/ log(||L~1|])], then

L~ Y(F
(5) [B(0,r) Nz c L™ ([B (0, M) N ZdD + Fo(ry
If we replace K by the discrete ball Ar.r =
[B(0,[L7Y(F)I/(L = |L7)) N Z%] on the definition of the directed graph
G(L, Fy), then the length 7y g, of the shortest synchronizing word for the DFA

G(L,F1) = (Crr + AL R, I1,0)
is the smallest integer n for which a fundamental domain F), of the lattices L™ (Z%)
contains a translation of the set Cr, p, + AL r,. Hence, it is the first time a substi-
tution with expansion matrix L and support Fj, produces a pattern with support
[B (0, | L7 (F)||/(1 = ||[L7Y])) N Z4]. This implies that we can compute all the
patterns with support [B(0,7)NZ% of a constant-shape substitution, for any r > 0.
We then have the following result

Lemma 3.4. Let ( be an aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution with ex-
pansion matriz Le and support Ff Then, the language L(X¢) is computable.

Proof. Set r > 0. Using A = [B(0,r) N Z% and F = F¢ in Proposition 25 we
obtain a finite set B, € Z% such that

(6) (Vn € N) LE(B, + [B(0,7) N ZY) + F§ € LPYY(B,) + Fr .

Consider w € Lip(0,r)nz¢(X¢). Let m > 0 be the minimal such that w C (™ (a)
for some a € A. We prove that m < My, pe+ n(r) + |A[lPrl. Indeed, if w occurs in
¢™(a), but does not occur in ("™ *(a), we can consider fn, = L¢(fm-1) + f1 € FS,
such that ("™ (a)¢, +B(0,r)nze = W, and let Wy = (™ (a)y,,+ B, By (@), there exists a
pattern Wy € Lp.(X¢) occurring in (™1 (a) and satisfies w; C ((#2). Since #; does
not occur in (™~*(a), we conclude that #; # Wy and ¥, does not occur in ("™ 2(a).
We can then, inductively, construct a sequence of distinct patterns wi,ws,... in
Lp,.(X¢), such that for any j > 1, W; C ((W;4+1), and W; occurs in (" 7+ (a) but
does not occur in (" (a). Considering that there are at most |A|/Pr! patterns in
L, (X¢), we conclude that m < Ty pé T n(r) + |AJIB-1. O
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In the multidimensional setting, we define the pattern complezity function (or
just the complexity function), denoted by p¢(r) as the number of patterns in
L5(0,r)nz4 (X¢). To simplify notation, for now on we denote €(L, F) to the set
Cr.r +ALF,.

Using (&) we deduce the following.

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢ be an aperiodic and primitive constant-shape substitution with

expansion matriz Le and support Ff. Then, there exists a constant ¢ > 0, such
that

pe(r) <c- - los(l det(L)])/ log (| L)

Proof. Set A;_ e = [B (o, 1L (FOI/ (1 - ||Lgl||)) N Zd] Then, by (&), for any
r > 0, we get that

jas

Sy 1B, 1) N2 C L (€(Le, FY)) + Fr

(r)

Let x € X¢ be a fixed point of ¢. Since z = ((x), for every pattern u €
Lp(o,r)nz4(X¢), there exists a v € LQ(LCva)(XC) and f € Fﬁ(r) such that u =
Cn(r)(v)f-l—[B(O,r)ﬁZd]' Indeed, if n € Zd is such that u = Tn4[B(0,r)NZ4]> write

n = L?(T)(nl) + f for some n; € Z% and f € Fs(T). Consider v = ‘Tln1+¢(L<,Ff)'

Since x is a fixed point of ¢, we have that ¢"(")(v) = « ¢ i .
p C C ( ) |n+L§( )(Q(LC,FIC))J,»FH(T)

In particular, u = Cn(r)(v)f_’_[B(o)r)mzd]. Now, since |‘C¢(L<,Ff)(XC)| is at most

|A|I¢(L<1F1<)|, we have that

pe(r) < JAI€ECFD] det(Lo) )

< |Allee FD| L pmtos(ldet(Lon/1os (L )

The result follows. O

4. CONJUGACY BETWEEN CONSTANT-SHAPE SUBSTITUTIONS SHARING THE
EXPANSION MATRIX

Constant-shape substitutions in dimension 1 were defined in [24] under the
name of pattern substitutions. This notion slightly differs from the one-dimensional
constant-shape substitutions by allowing the support associated with each letter to
vary. The authors proved that every biinfinite sequence which is a fixed point of a
pattern substitution is, in fact, substitutive. As a consequence, pattern substitu-
tions do not generate new aperiodic sequences beyond those produced by regular
substitutions. This raises the question of whether this fact holds in higher dimen-
sions. In this section, we prove an analogue of this result (Theorem E.T)): For a
fixed expansion matrix, the conjugacy class of a substitutive subshifts is invariant
by changing the supports of the substitution.

Let us start with an example. The triangular Thue-Morse substitution has ex-
actly 8 oara-periodic points of order 2 (or 04 1, has exactly 8 fixed points), which
are generated by the 8 patterns in Lx ., (Xoara ):
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b a a b b b a a

a b b
a b a b

b a a b a a b b

b a b

FIGURE 3. The 8 patterns in Lx ., (Xoara )-

Now, consider the following square substitution oy, with L = 2 - idg2 and F} =
[0,1]?, over the alphabet A = {0,1,...,15} defined as

8§ 6 10 11 2 4 5 0

14 11 0 10 14 9 0 8
8§ — 8 13 9 — 8 13 10 — 8 0 11 = 8 0

15 8 15 10 10 9 6 3
12 — 12 15 13 - 12 9 14 — 12 15 15 — 7 4

FIGURE 4. A square substitution conjugate to the triangular

Thue-Morse substitution.

This square substitution is conjugate to the triangular Thue-Morse substitution
via the following coding:

12 —w a 13 = a 14 — a 15 +— b

To see this, we note that oy also has exactly 8 o;-periodic points of order 2
generated by the following patterns in Lpg,172(Xo):
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0 10 8 6 3 14 11 2

13 12
4 10

—_
EN|

9 12 4 7
6 14 10

©
o
N

FIGURE 5. The patterns that generate the 8 fixed points of o?.

A standard computation shows that, if we define ¢ : X, ,,, = &(X,,) by the
coding ¢(x)n = ®(xy,) for any n € Z2, then any fixed point of o7 is mapped, via ¢,
to a fixed point of 02,,,. The minimality of (X,.;.,,,5,Z?) let us conclude that
O (Xoarn) = Xop. It can be shown that, the map ¢ : Xy,,,, — Xo, induced by
the following local map:

U: b a a a b a a a
a b — 0 b b — 1 b a — 2 a a — 3
a a a b b a a a
a b — 4 a a +— b a a +— 6 b a — 7
a b b b a b b b

b a — 8 b a — 9 b b — 10 b b — 11

b b b b a b b a
a b — 12 a a — 13 a b — 14 b b — 15,

satisfies 1 0 ¢ = idx, , 50 (Xo,,5,Z?), (Xgpy, S, Z?) are topologically conjugate.
The example above generalizes as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Let { be an aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution with
an expansion matriz L and support Fy. Now, consider G1 be another fundamental
domain of Z¢/L(Z?) with 0 € G1, and such that the associated sequence (Gp)n>0 is
Folner. There exists an aperiodic computable primitive constant-shape substitution
C with support Gy such that (X¢, 8,24 and (Xf, S, Z%) are topologically conjugate.

Proof. Using Remark 2.4 we may assume that ¢ has a fixed point T € X.. Assume
K, = (id—L)"Y(F;) N Z% and Ko = (id—L)"'(G1) N Z¢ are the ones given by
Proposition 23] for F; and G1, respectively.

First, we adapt the proof of Proposition to obtain a finite set A € Z¢ such
that for any n > 0,Ks + A+ G,, C L"(K3 + A) + F,,. Consider the sequence
(A,)n>o of finite sets in Z? as follows: set Ag = {0}, and for n > 0,

Ap1={pcZ'|3f€F1,91,9:€G1,q€ A, : L(p) + f =q+ g1 + g2}
:Lil(An-i-Gl + Gy —Fl)ﬁZd.

Claim 3. For every n > 0 and every k > 0, we have the following inclusions:
A, CApyand Ko+ A, + Gy, C LF (Ko + Apyr) + Fr.
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Proof of Claim[3 We first prove that A, C A,.1 for every n > 0. Since 0 €
Gy N Fy, we trivially have that A9 C A;. It is then a direct consequence of the
definition of the sets A,,, that if A,, C A,,+1, then A1 C A, 10.

Now, let us prove the other sequence of inclusions. The inclusion Ko+ A, +G1 C
L(Ky + Apt1) + F1 is direct for any n > 0. Suppose that Ko + A, + G C
LF(Ko + Any1) + Fy for some n > 0 and some k > 0. Since Gy, = Gy + LF(G1),
we get that

Ko+ An + Gry1 = Kz + Ay + Gy + LF(G1) € LF(K2 + Anyr, + G1) + Fi.

By the initial case, we have that Ko + A, 1k + G1 C L(K3 + Apyk+1) + Fi. Using
the equality Fy1 = Fy + LF(F),
L*(Ka + Apyr + G1) + Fi, C LN (Ko + Apgrgr) + LE(F1) + Fy,
= LkJrl(KQ + An+k+1) + Fiq1-

This completes the proof of the claim. ([

Now, we define the sequence a,, = ||A,||. This sequence satisfies
ans1 < |L7 lan + | L7HGL+ G = P,

which implies that

~1|n -1 1—[|IL7M"
an < ao - [|[L"+ |[L7H G + G — Fl)Hm-

Since ||L71|| < 1, the sequence (ay,),>0 is bounded. Therefore, the nested se-
quence (Ap)n>0 is eventually constant. Let n > 0 such that 4,, = A,, for allm > n,
and set A = A,,. By Claim[3] we have

(7) Vk>0,Ks+ A+ Gy C L¥(Ky + A) + Fy.

To define the substitution ¢, we consider the set B = Lr,a(X¢) as a new
alphabet, and we define the substitution { with support (G; on the alphabet B as
follows:

Vg € G1,(C(w))g = ((W)g+Ks+A-

Note that by (@), the substitution ¢ is well-defined. Using Claim Bl and the
primitivity of (, it is straightforward to check that (N is primitive. Let us now prove
that (X¢, S,Z%) and (X, S, Z%) are topologically conjugate. Indeed, consider the
factor map ¢ : X¢ — BZ* induced by

D £K2+A(XC) - B
= W

w

Thus, for all z € X and n € Z%, we have that ¢(z)n, = ®(@|niKk,+4). We prove
that ¢(T) is a fixed point of . Set m € Z%. There exists a unique n; € Z% and
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g € Gy such that n = L(n1) + g. Note that

(((¢(@)n O(T))) L(n1)+g
(Z))n.)g
( |n1+K2+A)>)

T n1+K2+A))g+K2+A

*@*

|
T))L(n1)+g+KatA
C(T))n+Ka2+4

n+ Ko+ A

‘1)( ln+K,ta)

= (0(@))n,

so ¢(T) € X is a fixed point of ¢. By the minimality of ¢(X) and X, we conclude
that ¢(X,) = X;. Therefore, ¢ is a factor map from X, to X¢. To prove that it is

a conjugacy, we check that the factor map ¢ : X i AZ" induced by

v £K2+A(XC) - A
W = Wo

is its inverse map. Indeed, for any n € Z%, we get that ¥(¢(T))n = V(H(T)n) =
U(TntKyta) = Tn, e, P(¢(F)) = T. The minimality of (X¢, S, Z?) implies that
Yo = idx, . Hence, ¢, ¢ are invertible and ¢! = 1. We conclude that (X¢, S, Z%)
and (X &5, 7%) are topologically conjugate. O

5. COMPUTABILITY OF THE RECOGNIZABILITY RADIUS

The recognizability property of substitutions is a combinatorial property that of-
fers a form of invertibility, allowing the unique decomposition of points within the
substitutive subshift. This property was initially established for aperiodic primi-
tive substitutions by B. Mossé in [32]. This proof implies the existence of a natural
sequence of refining (Kakutani-Rokhlin) partitions which is a key tool when study-
ing substitutive systems and more general S-adic systems. Subsequently, in [5], it
was extended to cover non-primitive substitutions. Later, F. Durand and J. Leroy
proved the computability of the recognizability length for one-dimensional primi-
tive substitutions [I9], which was then generalized by M.-P. Beal, D. Perrin, and A.
Restivo in [4] for the most general class of morphisms, including ones with erasable
letters. In the multidimensional setting, B. Solomyak showed in [40] that aperi-
odic translationally finite self-affine tilings of R? satisfy a recognizability property,
referred to as the unique composition property. Furthermore, in [§], it was demon-
strated that aperiodic symbolic factors of constant-shape substitutive subshifts also
exhibit a recognizability property. In this section, we provide a computable upper
bound for the recognizability radius of aperiodic primitive constant-shape substi-
tutions (Theorem [G.I). This upper bound can be expressed solely in terms of
|A|, L, | FS|| and d. This result will be instrumental in the subsequent section,
where we establish the decidability of the factorization problem between minimal
substitutive subshifts. To achieve this, we will adapt some of the proofs presented
in [§] in order to obtain computable bounds. We prove the following.
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Theorem 5.1. Let ¢ be an aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution on an
alphabet A, with expansion matriz Le and support Ff admitting a fized point x €
X¢. Define t = —log(||L<||)/10g(||Lgl||). Then ¢ is recognizable on x and the
constant of recognizability is at most

1 d 1.4
w2t a-estn
-3-9‘HLgl(Ff)H‘HFfH-HLCHS‘A‘( ¢ o) ¢

44
2- 9| LM (EDFIFSI - (1L
In B. Mossé’s original proof, a key argument for the proof of the recognizability
property is the existence of an integer p > 0 with the following property: for all
a,b € A, if ("(a) = ¢"(b) for some n > 0, then (P(a) = (P(b). This result was
proved in [2I]. Notably, this property holds true for p = 1 when the substitution is
injective on letters. The original proof concerns only one-dimensional morphisms.
Nevertheless, it is possible to adapt the proof to the multidimensional context. The
proof is left to the reader.

Theorem 5.2. [2I] Theorem 3]. Let { be a constant-shape substitution. Then for
any patterns u,v € AF, for some P € Z¢, we have that

¢ (w) # M () = W, M (w) # ¢ (0),
We recall that ¢ is primitive if and only if its incidence matriz M, defined for
all a,b € Aas (M¢)ap = |{f € FC: C(a)s = b}| is primitive, i.e., there exists k > 0

such that M é“ only contains positive integer entries. The following is a well-known
bound for this k.

Lemma 5.3. [41] A non-negative d X d matriz M is primitive if, and only if, there
is an integer k < d*> — 2d + 2 such that M* only contains positive entries.

Following the proof of the recognizability property of multidimensional substi-
tutive subshifts in [§], we first study the computability of the growth of the repet-
itivity function. We recall that the repetitivity function of a minimal subshift is
the map Rx : Ry — R, defined for » > 0 as the smallest radius such that
every ball B(n, Rx(r)) contains an occurrence of every pattern with a diameter
diam(supp(p)) < r. We recall that €(L, F) denotes the set Cr p, + AL F,, where
Ap. F, is the discrete ball [B(0, | L=(Fy)||/(1— || L~!))NZ%] and Cf, p, corresponds
to the set defined by Proposition 25 such that Cp g + F1 + F1 C Le(CLpy ) + Fi.

Lemma 5.4. Let ¢ be an aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution. Then,

d tos( el
et /a-ncgtnd - -1

R (r) < gl gy Tos(IECTD

Proof. Set r > 0. Following the proof of Lemma B3 we know that for every

pattern u € Lp(o,,nze(X¢), there exists v € EG(LC Ff)(XC) and f € Fs(T) such

that u = Cn(r)(v)er[B(O,r)ﬁZd]'
Set v € Ly, pe)(X¢) and consider n > 0 as the minimal such that v C (" (a)

for some a € A. We recall that ﬁLQ FS is the smallest integer m for which a
translation of the set €(Lc, Ff) is contained in a support of (™. We prove that
n <N et |A||€(L4’F1<)|. Indeed, if v occurs in ¢"(a), but does not occur in
¢"(a), we can consider f, = L¢(fn—1)+ f1 € FS such that ("(a)

Hence, there exists a pattern vy € EQ(

fote(LeFe) = v

LC,Ff)(XC) occurring in ("~!(a) and satisfies



20 CHRISTOPHER CABEZAS AND JULIEN LEROY

vy := v C ((v2). Since v; does not occur in ("~1(a), we conclude that v; # vo
and v does not occur in ¢("~2(a). We can then, inductively, construct a sequence
of distinct patterns vi,vs,... _in ‘CQ(LC,FIC)(XC)’ such that for gny j=>1v; C
((vjt1), and v; occurs in ("7/T!(a) but does not occur in ("77(a). Considering
¢
that there are at most |A||¢(L<’F1)| patterns in Ly #¢)(X¢), we conclude that
R
¢

n <7y e+ ASETDL

Now, by Lemma [(F3] for any pair of letters a,b € A, we have that a C

2
¢MI7(b). Hence, for any letter a € A, any pattern v € LQ(Lc Fg)(XC) occurs in

(R

<
2 = [€(Le FT)I
|A| +nL<’F1<+|.A\ ¢ Fr

Since for any n > 0, LZ(Z) is || L¢||"-relatively dense, any ball of radius || L¢||™ +
2| FS| - [L¢||™ contains a set of the form L (m) + FS for some m € Z%, which
implies that any pattern of the form ¢"(a) for some a € A occurs in any pattern
in £3||L<||n||Ff|\(XC)' In particular, for n = 3|A||¢(L<7F1<)|, we conclude that any

(L FY)
ball of radius 3||L<||3|“4‘IQ el |F¢|| contains an occurrence of any pattern v €

- n(r) sraleemdl e
EG(LC,Ff)(XC)' Hence, by (@), any ball of radius || L¢||™"™)-3|| L¢|| JIET |+
2|| L) - | F¢| contains an occurrence of any pattern u € Li(o,r)nze(Xc¢)-

To finish the proof, we need to bound ‘@(Lc, Ff)‘ By Proposition [Z5] we know
that

1L (75|
I€(Le, FY)|| < 4————=pr,
' 1= [IL

and using classical upper bounds for the cardinality of the discrete balls [B(0,r) N
d

74), we have that |€(L¢, FS)| < (12||L51(Ff)||) /(1= ILZY)%. With this new

bound, we get that for any r > 0,

—1,.¢ d —1,\d
(12\IL< (Fl)\l) /A=NIL 7D

R (r) < 3| )" 1B 7.

O

As pointed out in [8], the growth of the repetitivity function has a direct con-
sequence on the distance between two occurrences of a pattern in a point z € X¢,
called repulsion property. This is an analogue to the k-power-free property of one-
dimensional primitive substitutions. We add the proof for completeness.

Proposition 5.5 (Repulsion property). Let ¢ be an aperiodic primitive constant-

shape substitution, x € X¢ and set t = —log(|| L¢||)/ 1og(||L<_1||). Then, if a pattern

p C = with [B(s,7)NZ%] C supp(p), for some s € Z¢ andr > 0, has two occurrences
et EOIN) Y a-L g

j1,92 € Z¢ in  such that r > 3||L<||3‘A|( D ¢ ||F1<|| g1 = g2lI%,

then j1 is equal to jo.
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B(ji,m) [ IN{)
\\\ .12

FIGURE 6. Illustration of a forbidden situation given by the repul-
sion property (Proposition [5.3]).

Proof. For any k € Z%, we consider the pattern wj = T|kU(k+jo—gr)- Note that
diam(supp(wg)) = ||j2 — J1||. We are going to prove that the statement is true
for N > 0 such that Mx (|72 — 71]]) < N|j2 — j1l|" < r. By Lemma .4 such
N > 0 exists. Indeed, since r > Mx_(|[j2 — j1||), then the support of the pattern
p contains an occurrence in x of any pattern wg. Since j; is an occurrence of p in
x, we get that for any k € Z¢, there exists ng € Z¢ such that 2, tn,+k = Tk and
T, fmp+(ja—jitk) = Tja—ji+k, Which implies that xj,n,+k = Zj,—j, +&- The fact
that j2 is an occurrence of p in x let us conclude that for any k € Z%, xj,_j, 1, is
equal to g, i.e., jo — J1 is a period of x. Since ( is aperiodic, we conclude that
J1 = J2. 0

Now, we proceed to give a computable upper bound for the recognizability radius
of constant-shape substitutions. As mentioned in [19], the proof of the recogniz-
ability property has two steps. Here, we adapt the proofs in [§].

Proposition 5.6 (First step of the recognizability property of substitutive sub-
shifts). Let ¢ be an aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution from an alpha-

bet A with expansion matriz L and support Ff Let x € X¢ be a fized point of €.
Consider the constants

o t = —log(|Lc])/ log (I [).
. 7o [3 YL E ES] - Ll

— d —
(rzie O sa-net nd

_ d —d
o N = |.A|4 R
Then, R = || L¢|™ 417 + ((2||LEI(F1C)||)/(1 — 1L D) + 2) L [7HAT- |FE|| is such
that for all 3,5 € 72,
Zlre@)41B0,R)NzY = Tljs B0 RNz = J € Lc(ZY).

Proof. Using Proposition with A = {0} and F = F} — F, there exists a finite
set D C Z% such that for every n > 0, FS — FS$ C LE(D) + FS. Set

LA e e e
¢
T =

LES I A=Y L 1 A=D 9t L (B!
(L= 1L '

Note that » < 7. We prove the statement by contradiction. Assume the contrary,
then for every |A| <n <7 + |A| there exist i, € L¢(Z?), jn ¢ Lc(Z4) such that

I|z'n+L2(D+[B(O,r)ﬁZd])+F§] = ‘T|jn+L2(D+[B(O,r)ﬁZd])+Fn<'
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For any |A] < n < |A| + 7, we consider a,, € Z? and f,, € FS$ such that
LE(an) + fo = in. Note that L (a,) + LZ([B(0,7) N Z9)) + F§ C 4, + LE(D +
[B(0,7) N Z9) + F§. Let un € Lip(0,1nz4(X¢) be such that

Ilin+L?([B(o,r>mzd]>+F§ =("(un) = x'jﬁLﬂg([B(o,rmZd]HFé'

" )

L dn

¢ (un ) )

| dn

FIGURE 7. Illustration of the pattern (™(u,) around the coordi-
nates i, (black) and j, (blue).

Note that j, — f, is not necessarily in L?(Zd), so we set b, € Z4 and g,, € FS

such that L?(bn) +Gn = jn — fn. Now, for any n > 0 and E C Z¢ we define the
following sets

Gup = {n € Z%: (L{(n) + F3) N (G — fo) + LE(E) + F; # 0}
Hyp={n€Z" (L{(n)+ Fy) C (jn — fu) + L(E) + Fy}.
Since z = ((z), there exist a pattern v, € Lg_ (B (0.2~ bn (X¢), with

L¢(b,) being an occurrence of ¢"(vy) in x, such that j, + LZ([B(0,7) N 7)) C

éz(%_’[B(oﬂr)mzd]) + FS. 1In particular, ("(u,) occurs in ("(v,) as illustrated in
ig.

¢"(vn)

| ] et

FIGURE 8. Illustration of the patterns (" (v, ) and ¢"(u,) around j,.

Claim 4. For any n > 0, b, € H, p(0,r)nz4 and (G, [B(0,r)nz¢ — bn) is a bounded
set.
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Proof of Claim[j. Note that b, € H, p(ornz¢ if and only if there FS —g, C
L?([B(O,r)ﬁZd])+F,§, which is true since r > || D||. Now, set m € (G, 1p(0,r)nz4] —
b,), i.e., there exists h,, € F§, 7, € [B(0,7) NZ] and l,, € F§ such that L} (m) +
B = L2(bn) + Go + L2(ra) + b, iy M — by = Ty + LZ"(gn + L — hy,), which
implies that |[m — b,|| < r+ [[L;"(gn + ln — hy)|. Note that [[L."(gn + 1n —
h,)| < 3||L51(F1<)||/(1 — ||Lgl||), which let us conclude that ||m — b,| < r +
BILC EOI/ (= L) 0

Since |G, (5(0.mrza —ball < r+3I L (ED/ (L= [[LZM]), then |G, (5 (0.r)nze) —
b| < 3%(r+3| L (F)| /(1 —|ILM)?, which implies that LG, oz, (X¢) <
LA[EHIL EDA=IL D Ginee 7 > |A|E+OIE FON/A-IE D! there are
two indices 0 < n < m < 7, some finite sets G, H € Z¢ such that G =
(G 1B0,r)nza) — bn) = (G Bor)nza) — bm) and H = (H,, 1po,rnze — bn) =
(Hp B(0,r)nzd) — bm) and some patterns u € Lipg,nze(X¢), v € La(X¢) such
that w = u, = u, and v = v, = vy,. Consider w € Ly(X) such that
x|L2(bn)+L2(H)+Fn< = ("(w). Note that L¢(by) is an occurrence of ("(w) in  and

set a,, = ‘T|(jnffnJr(Lg(F,§+[B(0,r)mZd]))\(Lg(bn)+Lg(H)+F5) as illustrated in Fig.

¢"(v)

FIGURE 9. Tllustration of the patterns (" (w) and a, in j,.

Applying (™™™ to ¢"(u), we obtain the patterns ("™ (a,) and ("™ "(¢"(w)) =
¢ (w).

Claim 5. For any n > 0 and any F C Z¢, the set Gy, g is included in Hy, g +
CLC»Ff +OL4+F1< + D.

Proof of Claim[3. First, we prove that for any n > 0 and £ € Z%, we have that

GnEr C Hn7E+CL tC, + D. Set m € G, . Then, there exists h,, € FS,
¢ ¢

e, € E, 1, € F§ such that L} (m) + h,, = L} (by) + gn + L2 (en) + 1y Set d,, € D

such that I, — h, + g, = L?(dn). Hence m = b, + e, + d,,. We prove that

m—d, € H, .
n n7E+CL<,F1C +CL<,F1<
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Set 0, € FS. Then
L¢(m —d,) + 0, = L¢(m) + hy, — L{(dy) — hy + 0p
= L¢(bn) + gn + L (en) +1n — Lg(dn) — ha + 0
= L¢(bn) + Li(en) +on

Let g, € Fﬁ and ¢, € CLc ¢ be such that g, + g, = L’g(cn). We get that
s
L¢(m —dy) + 0o, = LE(bn) + gn + L¢(€n + ¢n) + (0n + @n). Since FS+q, C
L¢(Cp, ps) + FS, we conclude that m € H”’E+CL<,F1<+C + D.
To finish the proof, we note that a straightforward computation shows that for

anyn > 0and A,B € Z¢, we have that H, ayp C Hy 4o+ B. We then, conclude
that G">EgH"7E+CLC,Ff+CL<7Ff+D' O

If (™ "(a,) and a,, are different, then the pattern (" (v) contains two oc-
currences of (™(w). By Theorem (2] these patterns come from two pat-
terns wi,wa € Lp(X¢) such that (A=) = ¢(M=1(wy) = ¢4 (w), occur-
ring in ¢(I=1(v). The distance between these two occurrences is smaller than

|-A]—1 |Al-1
max LT O < IO, i+ Co s + DIl

Claim 6. For any r > 0, we have that LZ(B(0,r)) N 2% C Lg([B(0,r +
1L EDI/ (L= 12 N 2) + F.

Proof of Claim[@. Set n € L¥(B(0,7)) NZ*% Then, there exists m; € Z¢ and
f € FS such that m = Lg(ma) + f, which implies that ||mq + L. "(f)|| < r. We
then get that

Il < v+ 1L <+ 1L EDI/ Q= IEED-
O

By Claim [ we have that L2A|_1([B(0,7‘) N Z) < supp(¢=t(w)), so

supp(¢AI=1(w)) contains a discrete ball of radius 1/||Lgl||‘““|_1

-r. By the re-
pulsion property (Proposition [5.5]), this is a contradiction, so ("™ "(a,) = a,, as

illustrated in Fig.

FIGURE 10. Illustration of the patterns (™" (an) in L " (jn).
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To finish the proof, we note that since ("(u) T (™(v), there exists p,, €
L2 (bm) + L(G) 4+ F§ such that $|pm+L2([B(0,r)mZd])+F5 = ("(u), which implies
that w'LZ‘*"(pm)+L“g‘([B(0,r)mZd])+F§1 = ("™ (u). Using the fact that ("™ "(a,) = am,
we get that L7 ™" (p)+ L7 ([B(0,7)NLZ))+Ff, = jm— fn+ L7 ([B(0, 1) NZY))+F,,
Le, Jm — fm = L7 "(Pm) € L’C"(Zd). Since @, fn € L¢(Z%) we conclude that
Jm € Lc(Z9). O

In Proposition we compute a constant such that we can recognize patterns
of the form ((a) for a € A. But it does not give information on the letter such
that the pattern ((a) comes from. To finish the proof of Theorem Bl we prove
the second step of the recognizability property. We recall that if the substitution
is injective on letters, the second step is a direct consequence of the first one.

Proposition 5.7. [Recognizability property of constant-shape substitutive subshifts]
Let ¢ be an aperiodic primitive substitution from the alphabet A and x € X¢ be a
fized point of C. Consider Rj4 > 0 as a recognizability radius from Proposition [5.0

for (Al and define R = R4 + AIFE| - |Le|A Then, for any 4, € 74

‘Tl[B(LC(i),E)ﬁZd] = x'[B(LC(j)7§)mzd] — I = ZTj.

Al
Proof. Let k € Z% and f = Y. Li(f;) € F{y be such that L7'(k) + f = L¢(3),
=1

B Al
Hence, we have that L‘{”il(k) + ; szl(fi) = 1. By the definition of R| 4 > 0, we
have the existence of m € Z% such that L‘CA|(m) + f = L¢(j), which implies that
Al —
j= LLA‘_l(m) + > Lz_l(fi). Note that, by the definition of R > 0, we get that
i=1

Hence ¢Ml(zg) = ¢A(2p,), which then implies
14|
that z; = z;. 0

T, |A = T|,l1A .
|L‘C \(l)+Fy, |L‘< m)+F¢

Remark 5.8. We recall that if R is a recognizability radius for (. Then | L,| R¢
is a recognizability radius for (2. Indeed, note that if B, = [B(0, R¢) N Z%], then

x|LC(LC(i)+BR<)+BR< = $|L<(L<(j)+BR<)+BR< == T; = Tj.

Proof of Theorem[51l. Finally to get an upper bound we just need to make the
computation. By Remark 5.8 we have that if R, is given by Proposition 5.0l for ¢,
then

2 Rel|Lell A+ 2| FY 1|

is a recognizability radius for (. By Proposition we then get that the recogniz-
ability radius for ¢ is at most

_ d 1.4
2zt EON Y a-is
d-s-s’fuLgl(Ff)Hf\|F§\|-\|L<\|3‘A‘( ¢ ) ¢

4
29" L ED BT - L)
O
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6. RIGIDITY PROPERTIES OF TOPOLOGICAL FACTORS BETWEEN APERIODIC
MINIMAL SUBSTITUTIVE SUBSHIFTS

In this section, we study factor maps between multidimensional substitutive
subshifts. The main theorem (Theorem [6:2) shows that if (;,(s are two aperi-
odic substitutions with the same expansion map L and there exists a factor map
7 (Xe,, S, Z%) — (X¢,, S,Z%) between two substitutive subshifts, then, there ex-
ists another factor map ¢ : (X¢,,S,Z%) — (X¢,,S,Z%) given by a local map of a
computable bounded radius that only depends on the support and the constant of
recognizability. We recall that, by Theorem 1] if two substitutions are defined
with the same expansion matrix, we can assume, up to conjugacy, that they also
share the same support. We then deduce the following consequences: every aperi-
odic minimal substitutive subshift is coalescent (Proposition [6.4]) and the quotient
group Aut(X¢, S,Z%)/ (S) is finite, extending the results in [§] for the whole class
of aperiodic minimal substitutive subshifts, given by constant-shape substitutions.
Next, we prove the decidability of the factorization and the isomorphism problem
between aperiodic minimal substitutive subshifts (Theorem and Corollary 6.7]).
We finish this section proving that aperiodic minimal substitutive subshifts have
finitely many aperiodic symbolic factors, up to conjugacy (Lemma [6.10) and pro-
viding an algorithm to obtain a list of the possible injective substitutions factors of
an aperiodic substitutive subshift.

6.1. Factor maps between substitutive subshifts. We prove a multidimen-
sional analogue of [20, Theorem 8.1]: There exists a computable upper bound R
such that any factor map between two aperiodic minimal substitutive subshifts
is equal to a shift map compose with a sliding block code of radius less than R.
This was first done in the measurable setting under some extra combinatorial as-
sumptions for the substitutions (in particular for bijective substitutions) in the
one-dimensional case in [29] and in the multidimensional case in [§]. A similar
result was also proved for factor maps between two minimal substitutive subshifts
of constant-length and Pisot substitutions in [38]. This last result was extended
in [20] for the whole class of aperiodic minimal substitutive subshifts. They also
gave a computable bound for the radius of a factor map between two minimal
substitutive subshifts. We prove a similar result of [20] for the multidimensional
constant-shape case, where the expansion matrices of the constant-shape substitu-
tions are the same. We start with the following property about factor maps between
substitutive subshifts.

Proposition 6.1. Let (1, (2 be two aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitutions
with the same expansion matriz L and the same support Fi, and ¢ : (X¢,, S, 74y —
(X¢,, S, Z%) be a factor map. Then, for any n > 0 there exists a unique f € F,
such that if v € (}(X¢,), then ¢(x) € Sf (P (Xe,).

Proof. Set x € (}(X¢,). Then, there exists f,,(z) such that ¢(x) € ST (I (X,,).
We prove that f,(z) is constant on (7'(Xc,). Note that S™z € (7'(X¢,) if and
only if n = L¢(m), for some m € 74, Hence, ¢(SE¢(™(z)) = SLcMgp(z) €
Sfp(Xe,). Now, if y € ((X¢,), we use the minimality of (X, S,Z%) to obtain
a sequence (SLg(mP)(x))pw converging to y. By continuity of ¢, we conclude that

$y) € ST g(x). 0
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The following theorem states the rigidity properties that factor maps between
substitutive subshifts with the same expansion map satisfy.

Theorem 6.2. Let (1,2 be two aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitutions
with the same expansion matriz L and support Fy. Suppose there exists a factor
map ¢ : (X¢y, S, 2% — (X¢,, S, Z%) with radius r. Then, there exists j € Z¢ and
a factor map ¢ : (X¢,,S,2%) — (X¢,, S, Z%) such that S7¢ = 1, satisfying the
following two properties:

(1) The factor map v is a sliding block code of radius 2||L~1(Fy)||/(1—|| L)+
Re¢, + 1, where Re, is a recognizability radius for (o.
(2) There exists an integer n > 0 and f € F, such that ST(P = (Rap.

Our proof follows a similar strategy than in [20]. We then use Theorem
to deduce some topological and combinatorial properties of aperiodic primitive
constant-shape substitutions.

Proof. For any n > 0, we denote f,,(¢) to the constant given by Proposition[G.1l We
recall that the recognizability property implies that the substitution maps (7', (5
are homeomorphisms from X¢, to (7(X¢,) and from X, to (3'(Xc,), respectively.
Hence, for any x € X, there exists a unique point ¢, (z) € X, such that

ST D¢t (@) = 5 (dn(2)).
Note that ¢,, is a continuous map. Take m € Z%. We note that
G (¢n(S™a)) = ST Do (™)
= §Fn (@) gL (m)en(y)
= SL" M)+ fn(9) gem ()
= S (gn(2))
=G (S ¢n(2)),

so ¢ is a factor map between (X¢,,S,Z%) and (X¢,,S,Z%). Now, we com-
pute the radius r of ¢,. Let P, € Z¢ be such that if x,y € X, then
z|lp, = ylp, = ¢n(T)o = én(y)o. By definition, we have that (7'(z)|rn(p, )+, 18
equal to ¢ (y)|rn(p,)+F,. We then obtain that

8) (ST (@) (Lr(Pay+Enyer—fuio) = (ST DS W) (L (Po) 4 Fu)or— £ (6)-

which implies that 3 (¢n (€))L (P)+F) —fa(6) = 6 (n(U)](Ln (P +F0)or—fu(9)-
Let R¢, be the recognizability radius of (5. By Proposition [5.7] and Remark [5.8 we
get that

(9)

D ()L (L (Pa)+Fu) = Fu ()R 02E = DY) (L (L7 (Pa)+Fn)o7 = F (8))°Fn )]
n—1

where R,, = Y. L([B(0, R¢,) N Z%]). Now, note that for ¢, to be a sliding block
i=0

code induced by a P,-block map, we need that

0 € [L7"(((L™(Pn) + Fu)*" = fu(9))°"m) N Z%.
We have that
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0 € [LT(((L™(Pa) + Fa)™ = fu(@)° ") NZ & 0 € (L"(Pa) + Fn) = fu(9))7%
& Ry C(L"(Po) + Fn)*" = fn(9)
(10) & fu(@) + Rn © (L™ (Pn) + Fo)™"
If F, + R, +[B(0,7) N Z9] C L"(P,) + F,, we get (I0). To obtain a finite set

P, C 7% satisfying (I0) we use Proposition 25l We explain the procedure in the
following:

e For n = 1, we consider P, C Z% as the set of a € Z% such that for some
f € Fi, m € [B(0,R;,) NZ% and 7y € [B(0,7) N Z%), there exists g € F}
such that

f+ri+ro=1La)+g.

With this, we have that ¢; is a sliding block code induced by a P;-local
map. We note that || Py|| < 2||[L~2(F)|| + [|[L7 Y (Re, + 7).
e Suppose now that for some n > 1, the factor map ¢,, is induced by a P,-local

map such that [P, < Z LT P @ILTHEDI + 127 Re) + L7

To get a bound for the radlus for the map ¢,4+1 we need a set P41 such
that

Fpyp1 + ZLZ (0, Re,) N ZY)) + [B(0,7) N ZY C L" Y (Pyy1) + Fry1 <

(F +ZL1 (0, Re,) N Z4)) + [B(o,r)mzd]> + L"(Fy) + L™([B(0, R,) N Z4))

(11) C L™ (Puy1) + Foya.

By hypothesis, we know that
<F + ZU (0, Re,) N Z4) + [B(0, ) mzd]> C L"(P,) + F,,

so to obtain (I it is suffice to have that L™(P,) + F, + L"(F1) +
L"([B(0, R¢,)NZ4Y) C L™ (Pyy1) + Foy1. If P+ Fi+[B(0, Re,)NZ4]) C
L(P,+1) + F1 we obtain (II)). We note that

1Pasr ] < IL7H P+ 2L HED |+ L7 R,

n—1
< |7 (Z LM ILTHED |+ 1L HIRe) + IILll"T>

=0
+ 2L (ED)] + LI Re,)

< <Z I @I ED + |L1||R<2)> L
=0
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Now, since

N 2 = VAC D )
=0
IL=H/Q =27 < 1,
and the fact that for n large enough, ||L=1|"*1r < 1, we conclude that for any n
large enough, || Pyl| < 2| L1 (F}) /(1 = | L7H]) + Re, + 1.
As in [8, 29] we note that for any n > 1, f,4+1(¢) = Fu(¢) (mod L™(Z?)). Hence,

there exists g € Fy such that f,11(¢) = fu(¢) + L™(g) (mod L""(Z)). We note
that g = f1(¢y). Indeed

S 1@ = G (Gns1)
ST @ In gl @ e ¢ = G (dn 1)

SED b1 = G (bngr)
S9PnC1 = Co(Pnt1)-

By definition of g, f1(¢n), ¢n+1 and (dy)1, we conclude that g = f1(¢,) and
(¢n)1 = Pnt1. By recurrence, we conclude that for any n,k > 0, (¢n )k = dntk-

To finish the proof, observe that for fixed alphabets A and B, there exist a finite
number of sliding block codes of radius 2| L~ (Fy)||/(1 — |L7Y) + R¢, + 1. Thus,
there exist two different integers m, k > 0 such that ¢, = ¢mtk-

Let n > m be a multiple of k. Note that (¢p)r = In+k = (Pmtk)n-m =
(¢m)n—m = ¢n. This implies that for all » € N, ¢,, is equal to (¢, )k Since ¢y, is
equal to ¢, we denote ¢ = ¢, and f = f,(¢). By definition of f, we have that
STYCr = G

Set j = fa(6) — £, then

S = ST =Tt = 57 hp = ¢,

this implies that S7¢ and 1 coincides on (J'(X¢,), hence on the whole set X¢, by
minimality. ([

6.2. Consequences of Theorem As a consequence of Theorem [6.2] we ex-
tend the results on the coalescence and the automorphism group of substitutive
subshifts proved in [8]. Specifically, we get rid of the reducibility condition for
constant-shape substitutions. We recall that a system is coalescent if any factor map
between X and itself is invertible. This was first proved in [I6] for one-dimensional
linearly recurrent subshifts (in particular aperiodic primitive substitutive subshifts).
Multidimensional linearly recurrent substitutive subshifts (such as the self-similar
ones) are also coalescent as a consequence of a result in [II]. For an aperiodic
primitive constant-shape substitution, we denote R¢ to be a recognizability radius
for (.

Since the set, of sliding block codes 2||[L~ (F)||/(1 — | L~Y)) + Re + 1 is finite,
we will assume here (up to considering a power of () that if a factor map ¥ €
End(X¢, S, Z%) satisfies Property 2 in Theorem 6.2} then it does so for n = 1, i.e.,

there exists p € F{ such that SPy¢ = Cip.
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6.2.1. Coalescence of substitutive subshifts. The coalescence of aperiodic substitu-
tive subshifts was proved in [§] for reduced aperiodic primitive constant-shape sub-
stitutions. Here, we proved it for the whole class of aperiodic primitive constant-
shape substitutions. As in [8], we use the notion of (-invariant orbits. An orbit
O(z,Z%) is called (-invariant if there exists j € Z¢ such that ((z) = S9x, i.e., the
orbit is invariant under the action of ¢ in X¢. Since for every n € Z? we have that
Co8™ = SEe™ o (, the definition is independent of the choice of the point in the
Z%orbit of . As an example, the orbit of a fixed point of the substitution map
is an example of an invariant orbit. We recall that in [8] it was proved that there
exists finitely many invariant orbits.

Proposition 6.3. [8, Proposition 3.9] Let ¢ be an aperiodic primitive constant-
shape substitution. Then, there exist finitely many C-invariant orbits in the substi-
tutive subshift X¢. The bound is explicit and depends only on d, |A|, ||Lgl||, [Ez
and det(L¢ —id).

We now prove that substitutive subshifts are coalescent.

Proposition 6.4. Let ( be an aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution.
Then, the substitutive subshift (X¢, S, Z%) is coalescent.

Proof. Set ¢ € End(X¢, S,Z%). Theorem ensures that there exists j € Z¢ such
that S7¢ is equal to a sliding block code 1 of a fixed radius satisfying SPy¢ = (1,
for some p € Ff Let © € X be in a (-invariant orbit, i.e., there exists j € 74 such
that ((T) = SI7. Note that
(h(T) = SPY((T) = SPHY(T),

so, if the orbit of z is in a (-invariant orbit, then ¢ (z) is also in a (-invariant
orbit. By Proposition [6.3] there exist finitely many (-invariant orbits, hence for
n large enough, we can find # € X, with z and ¢"(z) being in the same orbit,
i.e., there exists m € Z¢ such that S™y"(z) = x. The minimality of (X, S, Z%)
allows us to conclude that y™ = S~™. Hence v is invertible, which implies that ¢
is invertible. (]

6.2.2. The automorphism group of substitutive subshifts. The rigidity properties of
the topological factors between substitutive subshifts also allow us to conclude that
the group Aut(X¢,S,Z%)/ (S) is finite, since any element in Aut(X¢, S, Z%) can be
represented as an automorphism with radius 2||[L~*(F)||/(1 — ||L7Y]) + R¢ + 1.

Proposition 6.5. Let (X, S,Z%) be a substitutive subshift from an aperi-
odic primitive reduced constant-shape substitution (. Then, the quotient group
Aut(X¢, S,Z%)/ (S) is finite. A bound for | Aut(Xc, S,Z%)/(S)| is given by an
explicit formula depending only on d, |A|, ||LC_1||, | FEl.

We recall that this was proved in the one-dimensional case as a consequence of
the works [12] 13} [15], where they proved that the automorphism group of a minimal
subshift with non-superlinear complexity is virtually generated by the shift action.

6.2.3. Decidability of the factorization problem between aperiodic substitutive sub-
shifts. In this section, we prove that the factorization problem is decidable for
aperiodic substitutive subshifts, given by substitutions sharing the same expan-
sion matrix (Theorem [6.6). This extends the one proved by I. Fagnot [22] and
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F. Durand, J. Leroy [20] in the one-dimensional constant-length case. First, we
note that, by Theorem [£.I] we may assume that the substitutions share the same
support. Let (1,(s be two aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitutions with
the same expansion matrix L and support Fj. We describe the algorithm testing
whether there exists a factor map ¢: (X¢,,S,Z%) — (X¢,, S, Z9).

To find a factor map ¢ : (X¢,, S, Z%) — (X¢,, S, Z%), we need to test all sliding
block codes of radius 7 = 2||L~Y(F)||/(1 — |L7Y]) + Re, + 1, where R, is a
recognizability radius of (;. First, we note that if there exists one satisfying the
properties of Theorem[6.2], we may assume Item[2lis true for n = 1, replacing ¢ for an
appropriate power. Indeed, by the proof of Theorem[6.2lwe know that if ¢ is induced
by a sliding block codes of radius 7, then for n > |log(7)/log(2)| the map ¢, also
has radius T, so there exists two indices m,n € [|log(7)/log(2)], |log(7)/ log(2)| +
|B|I"] such that ¢,, = ¢,,. Now, note that, if ® is the block map with radius 7
associated with ¢,

ST (x) = ((8(x)) < (Vn € Z4)(Vg € F1), 6C1 (%) (n)+g+5 = C2(8(2)) L(n)+g
& (Vn € ) (Vg € F1), ¢C1(2) Lny1g+5 = C2(8(2)n)g
(12) & (Yn € Z) (Vg € 1), 6C1(2) L(n)+g+5 = C2(P(T|ni(Bomnz))g-
Let ¢g € C and hg € Fy be such that g+ f = L(cg)+ hg, then (I2)) is equivalent
to
(13)
(Vn € Z%)(Vg € F1),® (C1(2)| 1(n)+Licg) +hy+ (BOFNZ4]) = C2(P(Z]ni(B0r)nze))g
Using Proposition 25 with A = B(0,7) NZ¢ and F = Fy, we find a set E € Z¢
such that
Fy +[B(0,7) NZ%) C L(E) + F1,
so we can rewrite (3] as

(vn € Z4) (Vg € F1), ® (C(2)|Lin)+Leg)+L(B)+ 7 ) = C2(R(Tlni(Bonz4))g
(14) (Vn € Z%) (Vg € F1),® (C1(2|ntcy+8)) = @(P(@]ni(B0r)nz4))g
We note that diam(supp(elnse,iz)) < 2[E| < 4|L- F)| + 2|7

and  diam(supp(Z|p4(Bomnze)) < 27, so to test if a sliding block
code satisfy (I4), we consider any pattern w € L(X¢) with support

2e=tr)))?/a-L=tpd
[B(o0, 3||L||3‘A|( o) | Fy||2t7) N Z4) that, by Lemma [5.4] contains
an occurrence of any pattern of the form x|nic,+r and x|, (o mnze for any
n € Z% and g € F,. Thus we proved the following theorem

Theorem 6.6. Let (1,(2 be two aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution
with the same expansion matrix L. It is decidable to know whether there exists a
factor map between (X¢,,S,Z%) and (X¢,, S, Z%).

Using the fact that minimal substitutive subshifts from aperiodic primitive
constant-shape substitutions are coalescent (Proposition [64]), we can decide if two
aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitutions with the same expansion matrix
are conjugate.

Corollary 6.7. Let (1,(s be two aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution
with the same expansion matriz L. It is decidable to know whether (X¢,, S, Z%) and
(X¢,, S, Z%) are topologically conjugate.
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6.2.4. Aperiodic symbolic factors of substitutive subshifts. The radius of the sliding
block codes given by Theorem can be improved when the substitutions involved
are injective on letters. Indeed, under the assumption of injectivity, we can deduce
from (8) that ¢,(z) and ¢,(y) coincide on the set {m € Z¢: L"(m) + F,, C
(L™(P,) + F,)°BOMNZY _ £ (4)}. Moreover, if ¢, is given by an P,-local map
we need that

F, C(L™(Py) + Fn)°" — ful(o),

which is true if F,, + F,, + [B(0,7)NZ%] C L™(P,) + F,,. Proceeding as in the proof
of Theorem [6.2] we get that ¢, has radius at most 3(||L~1(Fy)|)/(1 — |[L71|) + 1.
As mentioned in Remark 2.6}, this bound is independent of the choices of the powers
(1 and (2. We thus have the following result.

Corollary 6.8. Let (1,(s be two aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution
with the same expansion matric L and support Fy, such that (o is injective. If
¢ X¢, — X¢, 15 a factor map, then there is a factor map ¢ : X¢, — X, with
radius at most 3(||L~*(F1)[))/(1 — |L~Y|) + 1 such that ¢ = S34p for some j € Z°.

Now, as in [20], we prove that we can always assume that the aperiodic substi-
tutions are injective on letters. Indeed, let ¢ : A — A be an aperiodic primitive
constant-shape substitution and consider B C A such that for any a € A there ex-
ists a unique b € B satisfying ((a) = ((b). Now, we define the map ® : A — B such
that ®(a) = b if and only if ((a) = ((b). Then, there exists a unique constant-shape
substitution ¢ : B — B defined by (o ¢ = ¢o (. It is clear that ¢ is primitive and
® induces a topological factor from (X¢, S, Z%) to (XQ:, S, 7Z%) denoted by ¢. The

substitution ¢ defined this way is called the injectivization of .

Proposition 6.9. [6] Let ¢ be an aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution
and ¢ be its injectivization. Then (X¢,S,Z%) and (XQ:, S, 7Z%) are topologically con-
Jjugate.

Proof. Since ¢ is a factor map, we prove that it is one-to-one. Let z,y € X be

such that ¢(x) = ¢(y). Note that {(x) = ((¢(x)) = ((#(y)) = ((y). The fact that
¢: X¢ — ¢(X¢) is a homeomorphism let us conclude that z = y. O

By construction, 5 may not be injective on letters, so we proceed in the same
way to obtain an injectivization of ¢ (and of ¢). Since in each step the cardinality of
the alphabet is decreasing, we will obtain, in finite steps, an injective substitution
¢ such that (X¢,S,Z%) and (Xz S, 7%) are topologically conjugate.

Now, let ¢ be an aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution. From [8, The-
orem 3.26], we know that any aperiodic symbolic factor of (X¢, S, Z?) is conjugate
to an aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution with the same expansion ma-
trix and support. Then, thanks to Theorem [6.2] we only need to test finitely
many sliding block codes. In particular, we prove the following result, extending
what is known [I§] for linearly recurrent shifts (in particular, aperiodic primitive
substitutions):

Lemma 6.10. Let ( be an aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitution. The
substitutive subshift (X¢,S,Z%) has finitely many aperiodic symbolic factors, up to
conjugacy.
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7. FUTURE WORKS AND DISCUSSIONS

7.1. Listing the factors and decidability of the aperiodicity of multidimen-
sional substitutive subshifts. Since substitutions are defined by finite objects, it
is natural to ask about the decidability of some properties about them. Lemma [6.10]
states that any aperiodic substitutive subshift X, has finitely many aperiodic sym-
bolic factors. Furthermore, from [8, Theorem 3.26] and Proposition [69] any such
factor is conjugate to a substitutive subshift defined by an injective constant-shape

substitution with the same support as (. Thus we would like to give a list (3, ..., (x
of injective constant-shape substitutions that define all aperiodic symbolic factors
of XC'

Corollary [6.8 allows to give a bound on the size of the alphabet of any injective
constant-shape substitution that would define an aperiodic symbolic factor of X¢.
Hence, we can produce a finite list of candidates. Furthermore, if we know that
two substitutions from that list are aperiodic, then Theorem allows us to de-
cide whether they are conjugate. Therefore, positively answering to the following
question would allow us to list all possible aperiodic symbolic factors of X¢.

Question 7.1. Is it decidable whether a primitive constant-shape substitution is
aperiodic?

7.2. To a Cobham’s theorem for constant-shape substitutions. In [22] it
was proved that if (1, (s are two aperiodic primitive constant-length substitutions,
and (X¢,, S, Z) is a symbolic factor of (X¢,, S, Z), then their lengths have a common
power (greater than 1), generalizing a well-known result proved by A. Cobham [9].
In the multidimensional framework, Theorem H] and [I7] imply that this still
remains true when the expansion matrix is equal to a multiple of the identity, but
there is no generalized version for all constant-shape substitutions, which raises the
following question.

Question 7.2. Is there a version of Cobham’s theorem for constant-shape substi-
tutions?

7.3. Connections with first-order logic theory. In the one-dimensional case,
the decidability of the factorization problem between two constant-length substitu-
tions was proved in [20] using automata theory and its connexion with first order
logic. We describe the proof in the following. Let & > 2. An infinite sequence is
called k-automatic if there is a finite state automaton with output (we refer to [2] for
definitions) that, reading the base-k representation of a natural number n, outputs
the letter z(n).

Now, consider the first-order logical structure (N,+, Vi, =), where Vi corre-
sponds to k-valuation function Vi, : N — N by V4(0) = 1 and

Vie(n) = max{p: ¢" divides n}.
A subset £ C N is called k-definable if there exists a first-order formula ¢ in

(N, +, Vi, =) such that E = {n € N: ¢(n)}. An infinite sequence = € AY is called
k-definable if for all a € A the set {n: x,, = a} is k-definable.

Theorem 7.3. [7,[10] Let A be a finite alphabet and k > 2. An infinite sequence
x € AV is k-automatic if and only if it is k-definable and if and only if it is
the image under a letter-to-letter substitution of a fived point of a substitution of
constant length k.
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Theorem 7.4. The theory (N, +, Vi, =) is decidable, i.e, for each closed formula
expressed in this first order logical structure, there is an algorithm deciding whether
1t 15 true or not.

Theorem extends to multidimensionnal constant-shape substitutions for
which the expansion matrix is proportional to the identity. Hence, in that case,
the decidability of the factorization problem can be deduced by the Biichi-Bruyere
theorem. In the general case, it is not clear that these tools can be applied. For
an integer expansion matrix L € M(d,Z), we don’t have the analogous notions of
L-automaticity and of L-definability. This raises the following questions:

Question 7.5. (1) Can we extend the notion of k-automaticity to the gen-
eral case of integer expansion matrices ¢ More precisely, can we define
L-automatic sequences so that theses sequences are exactly the image under
a letter-to-letter substitution of a constant-shape substitution with expansion
matriz L ?

(2) Can we define a logical structure depending on L and a notion of
L-definability to obtain an analogue of the Bichi-Bruyére theorem for
constant-shape substitutions?

(3) Assuming that the logical structure exists, is this theory decidable ?

7.4. Topological Cantor factors of substitutive subshifts. In the one-
dimensional case, the topological Cantor factors of aperiodic primitive substitutions
are either expansive or equicontinuous [I8]. This classification result is no longer
true in the multidimensional framework ([8, Example 4.3] is an example of an ape-
riodic primitive constant-shape substitution with a Cantor factor which is neither
expansive neither equicontinuous). Moreover, we only study the aperiodic topo-
logical factors of substitutive subshifts, leaving open the study of the topological
factors with non-trivial periods. The following are open questions:

Question 7.6. (1) Are the expansive factors of aperiodic substitutive subshifts
also substitutive?
(2) Is there a classification theorem for topological Cantor factors of constant-
shape substitutions?
(3) Do aperiodic primitive constant-shape substitutions have a finite number of
aperiodic topological Cantor factors, up to conjugacy?
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