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MIXING PROPERTIES AND ENTROPY BOUNDS OF
A FAMILY OF PISOT RANDOM SUBSTITUTIONS

GIOVANNI B. ESCOLANO, NEIL MANIBO, AND EDEN DELIGHT MIRO

ABSTRACT. We consider a two-parameter family of random substitutions and show certain combi-
natorial and topological properties they satisfy. We establish that they admit recognisable words
at every level. As a consequence, we get that the subshifts they define are not topologically mixing.
We then show that they satisfy a weaker mixing property using a numeration system arising from a
sequence of lengths of inflated words. Moreover, we provide explicit bounds for the corresponding

topological entropy in terms of the defining parameters n and p.

1. INTRODUCTION

Topological properties of symbolic dynamical systems usually boil down to combinatorial fea-
tures. Notions such as entropy, mixing, minimality, and ergodicity have combinatorial counterparts
in terms of properties of (legal) words. In particular, for shift spaces generated by primitive substi-
tutions on finite alphabets, some of these have been completely characterised: they have at most
linear complexity, hence zero topological entropy [46], are never strongly mixing [17], generate lin-
early reccurent hulls, and hence are minimal [16, 3] and admit a unique ergodic measure given by
the word frequency measure [3, 46]. In this case, they also satisfy a dichotomy that either all the
elements of X are non-periodic, or all of them are periodic with respect to the shift action [3].

There are of course several properties which have not been fully classified yet, like topological
mixing [17], which is intimately connected to the notion of C-balancedness (see [1, 8]). This
property proved to be difficult to confirm or rule out even in the deterministic case. When the
second eigenvalue of the substitution matrix Ao satisfies |A2| < 1, it is well known that the subshift
is not topologically weakly mixing and hence is not topologically mixing, since both notions are
equivalent for primitive substitutions [33]. The case when |A2| > 1 for binary alphabets was dealt
with by Kenyon, Sadun and Solomyak, which were shown to be topologically mixing [34].

There are different ways to generalise classical substitutions, both in the symbolic and geometric
settings, e.g., S-adic systems [9] and fusion rules [23], where similar tools are available to access
the properties mentioned above. In this work, we exclusively look at the generalisation where
one sends a letter to a finite set of words, instead of just a single word. We call this a random
substitution, alluding to the idea that at each inflation step one chooses independently where to map
each letter. An example is the random Fibonacci substitution 1 : a — {ab,ba} ,b — a, introduced
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in [26], where for each occurrence of a one decides independently which between ab and ba to
choose. Much less is known for spaces generated by these objects, although it has recently seen a
lot of progress [50, 27, 31, 39, 6]. Under some non-degeneracy assumptions, they exhibit positive
topological entropy and have infinitely many minimal components. Periodic and non-periodic points
can coexist in this case, which happens for example for the random period doubling; see [50, Ex. 40].
They also typically admit infinitely many ergodic measures, some of which are frequency measures.
Here, frequency measures are measures on the subshift whose values on cylinder sets defined by
finite words are the almost sure limits of these word frequencies on the subshift. These measures
arise from probability distributions one endows on the possible images of each letter, the ergodicity
of which is proved in [31]. Measure-theoretic properties of the substitutions are not discussed in
this contribution, whence we do not equip images of letters with probability distributions. For
these aspects, we refer the reader to [31, 29].

We focus here on a family {1, ,} of random substitutions first mentioned in [38] which we call
the random noble Pisa substitutions. This is a two-parameter generalisation of both the random
noble means family [5] and the Pisa family [4], and for fixed n > 2 and p > 1 is given by
{a’lj_jaiJrla{ |0<j<p}, fori#n,

(1) VYnpla;) = .
{a,}, otherwise.

Below, we provide some reasons why this infinite family of random substitutions is interesting and

why it is a natural choice for studying the robustness of other dynamical, spectral and topological

properties apart from those we have considered in this work.

B-substitutions and simple Parry numbers. It is well known that any real number 8 > 1
gives rise to a numeration system on R. When [ is Pisot one can an associate a substitution to [,
which encapsulates the dynamics of the corresponding transformation on the interval [0, 1] [18, 10].
If further g is a simple Parry number, i.e., 1 has a finite 3 expansion dg(1), the substitution is
primitive, unimodular and irreducible. In particular, when dg(1) = [p...p1] (where p occurs (n—1)
times) the associated substitution is the deterministic noble Pisa substitution ¢, , in Eq. (2). The
family of random noble Pisa substitutions can be seen as the random analogues of these determin-
istic versions tied to these specific algebraic numbers. Moreover, every deterministic substitution
which shares the same substitution matrix with &, , appears as a level-1 marginal of ¥, ).

Random p-infinibonacci substitutions. For a fixed p > 1, one can also view the sequence of
{wnm}rpo as a sequence of approximants of the random p-infibonacci substitution, which sends a;

to the same set as above and a., to {aﬁ’_jaooa{ | 0 < j < p}. These are random substitutions
on the infinite (compact) alphabet N* = N U {oco} and are random versions of the infinibonacci
substitution introduced by Ferenczi in [22]; see also [15, 45]. Using our bounds for the entropy,
one can show that the entropies of the subshifts generated by v, , converge to log(p +1)/(p + 1)
as n — 00; see Proposition 43. It is interesting to find out whether this has an implication for

the the random p-infinibonacci; compare [47]. Very few general results are known for substitutions
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on infinite alphabets and almost nothing is known about their random versions, making this an
interesting starting point for future work.

Generalised Rauzy fractals for random substitutions. The inflation multiplier A, , for any
random noble Pisa substitution is always a Pisot unit, which makes this infinite family amenable
for the study of generalised Rauzy fractals for random substitutions. Here, the generalised fractal
is no longer seen as the attractor of a standard IF'S, but that of a Galton-Watson IFS [48].

Spectral theory. Non-degenerate random substitutions typically have mixed diffraction spectra.
For a fixed ergodic measure, the almost sure diffraction 7 splits into 5 = §|E(-)\2 —i—ﬁv(_) consisting of
the component associated to square of the expectation value and the variance respectively, where
one deals with distribution-valued random variables on the line instead of weighted Dirac combs.
These are studied in detail for the random noble means substitutions {¢2,p }pZO in [6, 40, 51] where
it was shown the first component is a pure point measure and the second is a purely absolutely
continuous measure.

For general random substitutions, it is possible to apply a generalised balanced pair algorithm
to 1, ,, to conclude that the first component is pure point. An interesting property for the family
of random noble Pisa substitutions is that they all contain a marginal which is of Barge type (i.e.,
bijective on the first letters and constant on the final letters) and hence has pure point spectrum.
This might be useful in studying the spectral type of ﬁ‘E(.)‘Q [28].

The paper is organised as follows. In Sections 2 and 3, we introduce the substitutions we are
looking at and recall basic notions in symbolic dynamics. We then investigate several properties
satisfied by the set of level-k inflation words in Section 4, and conclude from there the existence
of recognisable words. Here a word u is level-k recognisable with respect to a random substitution
1) roughly means that u has a unique preimage under 1* and a unique decomposition into level-k
inflation words up to possibly a prefix and a suffix of u; see Definition 9 below. In Theorem 17,
we show that for an infinite set of parameters we indeed get such words for any level & € N. This,
together with the Pisot property, implies that the subshifts they define are not topologically mixing;
see Theorem 7.

In the same section, we also show that they nonetheless satisfy a weaker mixing property called
semi-mixing, which can be proved using a numeration system naturally arising from the lengths of
inflation words of v, p; see Theorem 20. Semi-mixing is much weaker than topological weaker but
is still invariant under topological conjugacy, which can be potentially be used to classify systems
which are both not topological mixing and cannot be distinguished by their topological entropy.
An example would be tribonacci substitution and its twisted version given in [4]. These two
substitutions have the same substitution matrix, and define hulls which are not mutually locally
derivable (MLD). They are also not topologically conjugate, the proof of which uses dimension
arguments involving their associated Rauzy fractals. It remains to find a purely combinatorial

invariant which can tell these two systems apart.
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The last section is solely devoted to topological entropy, where we apply the recent results of
Gohlke in [27] and estimates for A, to yield bounds and asymptotic estimates for the topological
entropy of the corresponding subshift. As an application, we give examples of non-conjugate random
noble Pisa subshifts using the computed bounds. We give an example of a random substitution
whose topological entropy is the logarithm of a transcendental number. This negatively answers
Question 44 by Gohlke, Rust and Spindeler in [30]. We provide a refinement of this question in
Question 39 and provide families of examples for which this question of the algebraic nature might
be confirmed using the closed form of the corresponding entropy bounds.

2. NOBLE PISA SUBSTITUTIONS

Consider a finite set A = {aq,...,a,} of letters, which we call an alphabet. A finite sequence
u=1uy...u; over A is called a word, whose length is denoted by |u| := ¢t. By convention, if ¢t = 0
then u is just the empty word e. The set A* of all words over A is a monoid under concatenation
ie. for u = wuy,...,us and v = vy,...,vs one has uv = uy ... u; ...vs. The set AT := A*\ {¢}
consists of all non-empty finite words over A. The full-shift A% is the collection of all bi-infinite
sequences over A and forms a compact metrisable space under the product topology. A word is a
finite or infinite sequence over A. We say that a word u occurs in a word v, written as u < v, if
there exists an index ¢ such that u = vy g4 (ju—1)] = Ve - - - Vet (ju/-1); in such case, u is a subword of
.

A substitution is a map o: A — AT and extends to o: A” — A” by concatenation, i.e., o(u) =
...0(u_1).0(up)o(u1) . ... This also allows one to define the powers o* for k € N. Given u € A*, we
define the Abelianisation of u to be the vector ®(u) € ZL; with ®(u); = |ula,, where |ul,, denotes
the number of occurrences of a; in u. The language L(g) of a substitution o consists of all finite
words which occur in ¢¥(a) for some k € N and a € A. We call an element of £(p) a legal word of
o or p-legal. The subshift X, associated to g is the set of all elements in AZ all of whose subwords
are legal. The (left) shift operator S : AZ — A” is defined pointwise via S(u); = u;+1. Note that
the subshift X, is a closed, S-invariant subspace of the full shift .AZ. Equipped with S, the subshift
becomes a topological dynamical system (X,,S). For further information regarding substitutions
and subshifts, we refer the reader to the monographs [3, 45, 37].

The family of noble means substitutions consists of substitutions o}, : {a,b}* — {a,b}? is the
extension of a substitution rule o, : {a,b}* — {a,b}*, given by o,(a) = aPb, and 0,(b) = a, where
p € N. The family of Pisa substitutions as defined by Baake and Grimm [4] is a set of substitutions
of the form ¢, : A% — AZ, induced by a substitution rule ¢, : A* — A*, where ¢,(a;) = a1a;11
if i # n, and ¢,(a,) = a1, which are also called n-bonacci substitutions in the literature; compare
[24, 45]. Here, we consider the following generalisation which essentially combines the structures

of these two families.



Definition 1. Given n > 2 and p € N, consider the alphabet A = {ai,...,a,}. The noble Pisa
substitution &, ,: AZ — AZ is induced by a substitution rule &, ,: A — A% given by

ala; 1 fori#n,
(2) nplai) =4

ay otherwise.

The Pisa substitution ¢, is the noble Pisa substitution £, 1. For example, the Fibonacci sub-
stitution is &2 ;1 while the tribonacci substitution is {3 1. Similarly, a noble means substitution o,
corresponds to the noble Pisa substitution &2 .

The substitution matrix M, of a substitution ¢ encodes the occurrence of a; in p(a;), i.e.,
(M,);; = ®(o(a;))i- If there exists a natural number k such that all the entries of (Mg)k are
positive, then p is said to be primitive. A substitution g is said to be irreducible if the characteristic
polynomial s, of M, is irreducible in the ring Q[z]. If [det (M,)| = 1, then g is said to be
unimodular. A primitive substitution g is Pisot if the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue A of M, is a
Pisot—Vijayaraghavan number, i.e., an algebraic integer greater than 1 while all of its algebraic
conjugates are less than 1 in modulus.

Proposition 2. Fvery noble Pisa substitution &, , is primitive, irreducible, unimodular, and Pisot.

Proof. For fixed n and p, the substitution matrix of &, , is given by the n x n matrix

ppp - pl
100 - 00
(3) Mp,=1010 - 00
000 --- 10
n—2
Its characteristic polynomial x,, is given by xp () = 2" — px (Z acr) — 1. Direct computation
r=0

yields (M, )" > 0. By Brauer’s result [12, Thm. II], x;,, is an irreducible polynomial over the field
Q and x4, has a unique root A, , at the exterior of the unit circle and all other roots in the interior
of the unit circle. Since &, , is primitive, by a result from Canterini and Siegel [14, Proposition 1.2],
one can conclude that &, ) is indeed a Pisot substitution. Lastly, since x,,(0) = —1, any noble
Pisa substitution is unimodular. g

Since xnp is irreducible over @, the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue of M,, ,, is irrational; thus, the
subshift induced by &, is aperiodic [3].

Remark 3. The family of noble Pisa substitutions belong to the class of substitutions associated to
B-numerations of real numbers, in particular, to the subclass where 3 is a simple Parry number,
i.e., where the S-expansion dg(1) of 1 is finite; see [10, 21] for more details on S-substitutions. For

the deterministic substitution &, ;, one has dy, (1) = pp---pl, with p occurring (n — 1) times. <
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3. RANDOM SUBSTITUTIONS

In this section, we define the main objects in this paper—the random noble Pisa substitutions.
We first recall some standard definitions and notions about random substitutions; for more details,
we refer the reader to the monograph [3] and the works of Rust and Spindeler [50], and Gohlke
[27].

Let P(A™) the power set of AT. By abuse of notation, we will view a letter a both as an element
of A and of P(AT) (as a singleton set). A random substitution 9: P(AT) — P(A") is defined
inductively where a letter is no longer simply mapped to a single word but to a set of finite words.
Define /(@) = @. For singletons {w} € P(A*), we have that ¥(w) = {u® - (D | 4(9) € P(wy)} .
For a finite set of words W one has

(4) IW) = J 9 (w).
weW
We call an element of 9% (w) a level-k realisation of ¥ on w or a level-k inflation word. As in the
deterministic case, ¥ extends to a map 9: P(A%) — P(AZ), where for {y} € P(AZ) one has

Iy) = {:1: eAl |z =2zt 2Oz .0 where 2 € ﬁ(yl)}

The image of a collection of bi-infinite words under ¢ can be written as in Eq. (4). We now define
the random analogues of the deterministic substitutions we have in the previous section, which
were first mentioned in the previous work of the second and third authors [38].

A random substitution ¥ is called compatible if for all a € A, all elements of ¥(a) have the
same Abelianisation, i.e., if u,v € ¥(a), then ®(u) = ®(v). If ¥ is compatible, one can define the
substitution matrix of 1 via ® as in the deterministic case. This allows one to extend the notion
primitivity, irreducibility, unimodularity and the Pisot property to compatible random substitu-
tions. A marginal o: A — AT of a random substitution ¥ is a deterministic substitution which
satisfies o(a) € ¥(a) for all a € A. Compatibility is equivalent to all marginals ¢ of ¥ having the
same substitution matrix.

One can also extend the notion of legality in the random setting. A word w € AT is said to be
legal with respect to ¥ if there exist a natural number k£ € N and a letter a € A such that w < u
for some u € ¥¥(a); in such case, we write w € L£(¥9), where L£(0)) is the language of the random
substitution ¥. The set of length-¢ legal words £/(¥9) is the collection of ¥-legal words of length £.
As in the deterministic setting, we define the subshift Xy of ¥ via the language, i.e., all bi-infinite
sequences all of whose subwords are legal with respect to 9.

The language L(Xy) of the subshift Xy is the set {u < v | v € Xy}, and elements u of L(Xy) are
said to be admitted or admissible. The set £L(Xy) is the collection of admissible words of length £.
The language of a random substitution is not necessarily the same as the language of the subshift.
Nevertheless, for primitive random substitutions, legality and admissibility are equivalent.

By construction, all random noble Pisa substitutions are compatible; hence, the deterministic

and the random substitutions matrices are the same. Thus, 1,4, is also primitive, irreducible,
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unimodular, and Pisot. For ease of notation, we let X,, , be the subshift of the random noble Pisa
substitution 1y, ;. Since A, ¢ N, X, ,, does not contain periodic points for any pair of parameters
n, p; see [49, Prop. 26]. We also have L(v¢y, ) = L(Xp,p) for ¢y, ; compare [50, Lem. 9].

4. MIXING PROPERTIES

In this section, we investigate the mixing properties of the dynamical systems induced by random
noble Pisa substitutions.

4.1. Topological mixing. A topological dynamical system (M, f) is called topologically mizing if
for every pair (U, V') of open sets there exists a natural number N > 0 such that f™(U)NV # @ for
all m > N. When one considers a subshift (X,.S) over a finite alphabet, this topological definition
is equivalent to a combinatorial condition in terms of legal words. More formally, we have the
following.

Proposition 4 (Mixing for subshifts). A subshift X is topologically mizing if for every ordered
pair of legal words u,v € L(X) there exists a natural number N € N such that if m > N, there
exists a legal word w € L™(X) of length m such that vwv € L(X), i.e., it is also a legal word. O

This property has been studied for several classes of deterministic substitutions [17, 34] and,
recently, for random substitutions [39]. A sufficient condition for a Pisot random substitution
subshift (Xy,S) to not be topologically mixing in terms of recognisable words is given in [39] as
follows.

Theorem 5 ([39, Thm. 35]). A random substitution O that is Pisot and has recognisable words at
all levels induces a dynamical system (Xy,S) that is not topologically mizing. g

The proof of Theorem 5 uses C-balancedness (which comes from the Pisot property) and the

existence of level-n recognisable words, say u, to demonstrate that consecutive occurrences of u

admit a hierarchy of “missing lengths” between them, hence violating the condition in Proposition 4.

Remark 6. The notion of C-balancedness for substitutions was introduced by Adamczewski in
[1] as a generalisation of balancedness for binary alphabets introduced by Morse and Hedlund.
When C' = 1, a 1-balanced word z is simply called balanced, which is exactly the notion used to
characterise Sturmian words. An infinite word = € AN over a finite alphabet is called C-balanced
if for every finite subword u,v of w with |u| = |v|, one has ||u|, — |v|s| < C for all a € A. One can
also talk about Cy,-balancedness on a specific finite word w, where one replaces a with w. We refer
the reader to [8] for a more comprehensive account on C-balancedness for subshifts. &

In what follows, we show that the random noble Pisa substitution 1, , admits recognisable
words at all levels for {n,p} C N\ {1}; that is, for any natural number k£ > 0, there exists a level-k
recognisable legal word; see Theorem 17. Since all random noble Pisa substitutions are Pisot, the
next result follows directly from Theorem 5.



Theorem 7. Given {n,p} C N\ {1}, the random noble Pisa substitution 1y, induces a dynamical
system (Xpp,S) that is not topologically mizing. O

The concept of recognisable words is derived from the general question of recognisability: given
a substitution 9 and a 1¥-legal word u, can we uniquely decompose u as a concatenation of inflation
words Ugea ¥(a)? As in the deterministic setting, a random substitution ¢ is said to be globally
recognisable if for each bi-infinite word x € Xy there is a unique preimage y € Xy such that
Sk(z) € 9(y) for some unique natural number k [49]; see [11] for the analogue for S-adic systems.
But unlike deterministic substitutions, where aperiodicity is equivalent to global recognisability [41],
known examples of random substitutions like the random Fibonacci and, in general, the random
noble Pisa are not recognisable; see Proposition 32. Fortunately, as stated in Theorem 5, we do
not need global recognisability to establish absence of mixing.

Here, we formally define the notion of level-k recognisability for ¥-legal words introduced in [39].
We first define the level-k inflation word of a given legal word.

Definition 8 (Level-k inflation word decomposition, [39]). Let k € N, ¢ a random substitution, and
u € L(V) alegal word. A level-k inflation word decomposition of u is a tuple ([u(l), . ,u(h")] 71)),
where v is a legal word and u = u(V) - - ("D such that u® € ¥*(v;) for all 2 < i < o] — 1, uV is
a suffix of a realisation in ¥*(v;), and u(" is a prefix of a realisation in ﬂk(vw). We let Dy (u)
denote the set of all level-k inflation word decompositions of wu.

The tuple [u(l), ... ,u(|”|)] is called a ¥*-cutting of u, while the word v is called a level-k root of
u associated to a ¥F-cutting of w.

Definition 9. Let ¥ be a random substitution on A. A legal word u € £(9) is said to be a level-k
recognisable word with respect to ¥ if the ¥*-cutting of w is unique and u uniquely determines its

central root vy - - - v}y if [v] > 2; or if |v] < 2, u uniquely determines its root v.

It should be noted that our definition of recognisable word is stronger than the definition given
in [39], where a legal word u is defined as level-k N-recognisable if for all legal words of the form
w = uWuu) with [u®| = |u)| = N, all level-k inflation word decompositions of w induce a unique
level-k inflation word decomposition on u. In fact, if u satisfies the conditions in Definition 9, then
it is level-k O-recognisable.

Example 10 (Level-2 recognisability). Consider ¢31 : P ({a,b,c}T) = P ({a,b,c}T) and its square
1/13’1, which are given by

abac, baac, baca, abca,
a — {ab,ba} a—
Y31 =4 b {ac,ca} wi%,l =

c— {a}

acab, acba, caba, caab
b — {aab, aba, baa}

¢ — {ab,ba}
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The word abaccaba has a unique 1/1%71—cutting [abac, caba] which determines the unique root
aa. Hence, Dwg!l(abaccaba) = {([abac, caba],aa)}, and so abaccaba is a level-2 recognisable word.
However, a unique cutting does not necessarily imply that one has a unique root. For example,
although the word bb admits a unique w§71—cutting [b, b], yet its root could have easily been any
pair of letters. Conversely, a unique root is not always associated to a unique cutting. Take the
word cac, which has aa as a unique root under %2),1 but is associated to two wil—cuttings [ca, c]
and [c, ac].

For longer words with a unique cutting whose associated roots are of length at least 3, level-k
recognisability is only up to some prefix and suffix. For example, the set of all level-2 decompositions
of the word babaccabaa is given by

[b, abac, caba, a], aaaa), ([b, abac, caba, a], aaab),
[b, abac, caba, al, aaac),
)

( B

( b, abac, caba, a], baaa),
Dwg,l (babaccabaa) = ([b, abac, caba, a), baabd), ],

(l

[

q

[b, abac, caba, a], baac), o,
b, abac, caba, a, caaa), ([b, abac, caba, al, caab),

([b, abac, caba, a], caac)

\ Vs

from which it is clear that its unique wil—cutting [b, abac, caba, a] determines a unique central root
aa. Hence, the word babaccabaa is level-2 recognisable with respect to 131 &

We are now ready to discuss a specialised construction that will allow us to construct recognisable
words at all levels with respect to a random noble Pisa substitution v, ,. The construction uses
a map 'y 0 L(¢¥np) = L(Ynp) with left radius 1, where a legal word w is sent to a specific
element I'y, ,(w) € ¥y p(w). For w = wy ---wr, we define this realisation via I'y, p(wiws -+ - wr) =

Lop(wow1 ) T p(wyw2) - Tpw, ,wr) with wg = €, which is determined by

ai, if wj = ap,
(5) Coplw;_yws) = § aip1a], if wj = a; # a, and wj_1 # an,

a{'aiﬂ, it w; = a; # a, and w;_1 = ay,.

This means that to decide which realisation of a letter within a word w one picks, one has to look
at the letter to its left. Omne can also view this map as I',, = f o o, where g is a deterministic
substitution on the alphabet A®) of left-collared letters 4b coming from length-2 legal words in
L(Xy,p), and f is the forgetful map, which erases the collar, i.e., f(4b) = b, for all ;b € L2(X,, ).
We refer to this construction as the I'-construction and, when no possible confusion may arise, we

simply write I" for I'y, .

Example 11. Consider 133 : a — {aaab, aaba, abaa, baaa},b — {aaac, aaca, acaa, caaa}, c — {a},
which is a random noble Pisa substitution. Applying the I'-construction to the 3 3-legal word
acbaa, one has

'(acbaa) = T'(ea)T (ac)T'(cb)T'(ba)T (aa) = baaalalaaac|baaalbaaa.
9



One can also iterate the map to define the powers I'* for k& € N. For example, the images I'*(a) for
1 < k < 3 are given by I'(a) = ba3,T?(a) = ca®(ba®)?, and I'3(a) = a(a3b)(ba®)?(caba?)3. <&

We have the next Lemma that highlights the following useful properties of the I'-construction
that follow immediately from the definitions; hence, we omit its proof.

Lemma 12. Let 1, be a random noble Pisa substitution over the alphabet A = {a; | 1 <i < n}.
Then, for any natural number k, T* is well defined and T*(u) is a realisation in thp(u), for any
u € AT. Moreover, for any a; € A, one has that T'*(a;) € wﬁ,p(ai), where W = Wiy Wy * W1 18
the image of w = wy - - - wy,,| under reflection. O

Example 13. Consider the random noble Pisa substitution g2 : a +— {aab,aba,baa},b — {a}
and its square

aaabaab, aaababa, aaabbaa,
aabaaab, aabaaba, aababaa,
w%,z :a— ¢ aabbaaa, abaaaab, abaaaba, p, b {aab,aba,baa}.

abaabaa, ababaaa, baaaaab,

\ baaaaba, baaabaa, baabaaa )

The first two iterates of I' on the letter a are given by I'(a) = baa and I'?(a) = aaabbaa. It can be
readily verified that I'(a) and f(\aJ) are realisations in ¥ 2(a) while I'*(a) and 1/“_2\(;) are realisations
in ¢%,2(a)-

Both I:Gjl“(a) = aabbaa € Yy 2(aa) and EQ\(C_LSIﬁ(a) = aabbaaaaaabbaa € w%}Q(aa) are 19 o-legal

P U

words, as aa is a 19 2-legal word. Moreover, we can show that I'(a)I'(a) and I'?(a)['%(a) are level-1
and level-2 recognisable words, respectively. For mF(a) = aabbaa, since no 1 o-inflation word
contains the word bb, there must be a cutting between the two b’s and each b must come from an
inflation word in ¢ 2(a) resulting in a unique level-1 inflation word decomposition Dy, ,(aabbaa) =
{([aab, baa], aa)} or, equivalently, Dy, , (f@f)l“(a)) = {([%,F(a)} ,aa) } Hence, the 19 2-legal

_

word I'(a)I'(a) = aabbaa is level-1 recognisable.
Now, for I'}(a)I'?(a) = aabbaaaaaabbaa, we first note that the central word aaaaaa is not con-
tained in any w%z—inﬂation word and so there must be a 1/1572—cutting within aaaaaa. It can be

verified that the only possible w%z—cutting of aaaaaa within aabbaaaaaabbaa is in the middle, i.e.
[aabbaaa, aaabbaa] which is exactly [FQ(Q), 1“2(@)}. Further, we note that I'?(a) (and hence I'%(a))

is longer than any inflation word in 1/1%72(b), so they are not, respectively, a prefix nor a suffix of
any inflation word in 1,[)%72(6). Conversely, no inflation word in 1/)%72(17) is a prefix of I'?(a) or a suffix

—_

of T'2(a). These observations allow us to conclude that

Dw%,g (FQ\(QJ)FZ(@)) = {([aabbaaa, aaabbaal, aa)} = {([%,F(a)] ,aa)} ,

_

which implies that I'?(a)I'?(a) = aabbaaaaaabbaa is a level-2 recognisable word. <&
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We now prove the key idea illustrated in the previous example in the general case. Specifically,
for any natural number k, we show in Theorem 17 that I'*(a)I"*(a) is a level-k recognisable word
with a unique inflation word decomposition ([Fk (a), I‘k(a)} ,aa). To this end, we first need some

technical results.

Proposition 14. Let 1, ), be a random noble Pisa substitution over A = {a; | 1 <1i < n}, where
{n,p} C N\ {1}. One then has the following:

(1) The word T*(ay) is never shorter than any inflation word in Y (a;) for all i # 1.
(2) If y is an inflation word in wﬁm(ai) for any i # 1, then y is not a prefix of I'*(ay) nor a

suffiz of T* (an).

Sketch of proof. The first statement follows from the I'-construction and definition of the mapping
Ynp. To prove the second statement, we use induction on k relying on the assertion that, given a
suffix z of a word y € ¢7]§7p(ai) such that z is not longer than a prefix = of I'*(a;) and z is not a prefix
of z, one has that any realisation u in 1, ,(z) cannot be a prefix of I'(x) whenever |u| < |T'(x)|.
Then one checks all possible cases of letter configurations of  and z to show that each configuration
produces a position where u and I'(x) differ. Since we require that z is not a prefix of x, there is a
1 < D < |z| such that zp # zp. We then split it into the following cases:

Case 1. There is an 1 < £ < D — 1 such that T' (zg_12/) # t(f), where u = t() ... (2D Here one
immediately gets that a letter differs somewhere among the sites I' (z,_;2¢) and t() of I'(z) and u,

respectively.

Case 2. For all 1 < £ < D — 1 such that T (z,_12,) = (), where u = t(1) ... #(2), Here one needs
to look farther into xp, the letters around it, as well for the counterparts of these letters in z, and

prove that for all of these subcases, a mismatch always occurs.

Notice that Case 1 deals with the possibility that « and z might have the same letter at the
same position (i.e. xy = z7) and yet it might be the case that the specific realisation t® of 2p
used to form w is different from I'(zy_1x¢). On the other hand, Case 2 deals with the more general
and complicated case where xp # zp so it is now possible that t® and [(z¢_1x¢) are not of
equal lengths so comparisons are more difficult to facilitate. For a more detailed treatment of each
branching case, we refer the reader to [20, Lemma 3.25]. O

Working with the random substitution in Example 13, we illustrate the assertion in the sketch

of proof for Proposition 14 in the following example.

Example 15. Consider z = aab =y € w%z(b) and = = aaa a prefix of I'>(a) = aaabbaa. We then
have 192(2) = {aabaaba, abaaaba, baaaaba, aababaa, abaabaa, baaabaa, aabbaaa, ababaaa, baabaaa}
and T'(z) = (baa)3aa(aab)(baa). Note that all the elements of 192(z) are of length 7 and the
7-letter prefix of I'(z) is baabaab. Also notice that the 7-letter prefix of I'(z) and the word baabaaa
in 17 2(z) differ only on their last letters, which shows how precarious and technical the assertion

is. O
11



The first statement of Proposition 14 implies that I'*(a) is not a prefix of any inflation word in

—_—

¢§7p(ai) for i # 1 and T'*(a) is not a suffix of any such inflation words making the wﬁvp—cutting in

—_—

Figure 1 (b) of the word I'*(a)I"*(a) in Figure 1 (a) not possible. Meanwhile, the second statement
of Proposition 14 allows us to rule out the zpflvp—cutting in Figure 1 (c) of the same word.

—~—

Fi(al) Fji(al)
a) I, \Ir \I
b) Ik g Jik Y j
U p(ai) 5 np(05) ij#1
c) I { T ; L f !
fL,p( Z): ﬁp(aj) ), ]
:¥n, 6j #1
a e |
vk (ay) j=1,...,n

FIGURE 1. Cuttings of the word I'*(a)I'"*(a).

The next result implies that the @D,’;p-cutting in Figure 1 (d) is impossible, that is, any level-k
inflation word cannot straddle between I'*(a1) and I'*(a;). In what follows, we let Lj, be the length
of Fk (al).

Lemma 16. Let 1y, ) be a random noble Pisa substitution over the alphabet A = {a; | 1 < i < n}
for {n,p} C N\ {1}. For any 1 <i<n and any w € wf%p(ai), there are no non-empty prefiz v of

I'*(ay) and non-empty suffiz u of TF(ay) satisfying w = uwv.

Sketch of Proof. We only prove the statement with w € 1, ,(a;) by considering two cases on the
first letter of (Fk(al))l.
Case 1. Assume (Fk(al))1 =T ((F’“_l(al))l)l = a1. Then, by the definition of the I'-construction,
we have that (Fk_l(al))l = a,. Now, the fact that (Fk_l(al))l
k = 1 leads to the contradiction (Fkil(al)) L= (a1)1 = an. We know from the definition of the 1, ),

mapping that (Fk_l(al))[m] = apay. Applying I' yields

(6) r <<Fk_1(a1)>[ 2}) = a1dfay = <Fk(a1))[1,p+2] :

To the contrary, suppose that for some 1 < ¢ < n there exists a w € ¥y, p(a;), such that for some
1 <s,t < Ly it is the case that

= a, forces k > 1, since having

)

w =T"(a1) 5,y T (a1) 1,4,
12



_

that is, suppose u = I‘k(al)[&Lk] and v = Fk’(al)[l’ﬂ.

Note that if i = n, then w € ¥y, ,(an) = {a1} and so it follows that w = a1, contradicting the
assumption that v and v must be both non-empty words. Hence, we now assume that i # n. Since
w € Py pla;) = {al a;41a5 | 0 < s < p}, we have that for some 0 < sp < p,

(7) w = ajlostaHla‘iD,

and that |w| = p + 1. However, from Eq. (6), we have

(8) (Tk(a1)>[Lr(p+1>,Lk] (Tk(al))[l i azayar| arafas.

Since u = Fk(al)[s,Lk] and v = Fk(al)[w must both be non-empty, it follows that u = a]lg_tJrl and
v = a! implying that w = uv = a?™' which contradicts Eq. (7).
Case 2. Assume that (Fk(al))l =T ((Fkil(al))l)l = a; # a1. Then, we have that

Fk(a1>LkPk(a1>1 = a;Q;.

Suppose, to the contrary, that for some 1 < i < n, there exists a w € ¥y, ,(a;), such that for
some 1 < s,t < Ly, we have

Y k
w = I"(a1) 5,0, (a1)[1,g-
Then this requires a;a; to be a subword of w, which is a contradiction since there is no occurrence

of a;a; in any level-1 realisation of a single letter. The statement of the lemma with w € 1?7]37,3(611‘)
can be proven similarly; for details, we refer the reader to [20]. O

Theorem 17. Let ¢y, be a random noble Pisa substitution over the alphabet A = {a; | 1 <i < n}
for {n,p} C N\ {1}. Then w® :=T"*(a;)*(a;) € @bf{’p(alal) is a level-k recognisable word.

Proof. For p > 1 and a; # a, one has aja; < dajait1 € ¥, p(a;) and so aja; is legal. It follows
that w®) ¢ wﬁ’p(alal) is legal, being an image of a legal word under @wa. Let us consider an
arbitrary level-k inflation word decomposition (v, [u(l), ey u(|”|)]) of wk) = %Fk(al). Since
I'*(ay) € ¢k (a1), by Proposition 14 we see that 1 < M| < Ly < |[w®| = 2L,. Thus, by
Definition 8, |v| # 1, i.e., w*) cannot be an inflation word.

Now since |v| > 1, Lemma 16 guarantees that there exists a 1 < j < |v| — 1 such that

uM -9 =Tk (ay)

wItD (0D = TR ()

—_—

with u() € ¢*({v;}) by Definition 8. Since u?) is a suffix of T'*(ay), by Proposition 14, one has
j =1, = a; and v = I'’*(qy). Similarly, since u(?) is a prefix of I'*(a;), by Proposition 14,
lv| = 2,v2 = a; and u® = I'*(ay). This proves that (aiai, [[*(a1),*(a1)]) is the unique level-k

decomposition of w®), thus completing the proof. O
13



Remark 18. It can be seen that the result above excludes the case when p = 1. This is because,
when p = 1, level-k recognisability is difficult to establish for words whose roots are a1a, and a,a;.
Simply consider the 1o substitution and the level-1 inflation word aba, whose root we cannot
determine among ab, ba, and aa. To construct recognisable words, one needs a more specialised
map than I', which requires one to look at letters which precede and follow a letter a within a
word w to deduce the appropriate realisation for a; see [39, Ex. 38] for the construction for random
Fibonacci 9 1. &

4.2. Topological semi-mixing. In Theorem 7, we showed that the random noble Pisa substitu-
tion 1, , induces a dynamical system (X, ;, S) that is not topologically mixing, i.e., there exist legal
words t,w € L(X,,p) such that, for all K € N, there is at least one k > K such that tvw ¢ L(X,, ;)
for all v € £¥(X,,,). We now show that (X, ,,S) satisfies a property that is weaker than mixing
called semi-mixing, which was first introduced and studied for certain types of random noble Pisa
substitutions in [52, 38]. Even though it is a weaker property, it is still preserved under topological
conjugacy, and thus is a well-defined invariant; see [52, Prop. 4.2].

We say that a topological dynamical system (M, f) is semi-mizing with respect to a proper
clopen subset U C M if for every open set V in M there exists a natural number N such that for
every m > N, f™(V)NU # @. Alternatively, we say that (M, f) is U-semi-mixing. We note here
that if (M, f) is topologically mixing, then (M, f) is semi-mixing with respect to any clopen set U.
For a subshift (X, S) over a finite alphabet, semi-mixing is equivalent to the following combinatorial
definition.

Definition 19. A subshift X is W-semi-mixzing if and only if there exists a length ¢ and a proper
subset W C L£¢(X) such that for any word ¢t € £(X), there exists a natural number K such that
for every k > K, there exists a word v of length k& and a word w € W such that tvw € L£(X). Here,
we say that X is semi-mixing with respect to W.

In [38], the generalised Zeckendorf representation of natural numbers was used to show that
some well-known random noble Pisa substitutions (namely, the random Fibonacci substitution
12,1, random tribonacci substitution 93 1, and random metallic means substitutions 1, ) are semi-
mixing. We now show that every random noble Pisa substitution v, , gives rise to a numeration
system and utilise this numeration system to prove that all random noble Pisa substitutions are
semi-mixing. Formally, we have the following result.

Theorem 20. The random noble Pisa substitution vy, , induces a dynamical system (X, S) that
n—1

is topologically semi-mizing with respect to W = |J ¥np(a;) € LPTH( X, ). O
i=1

We will need the following generalisation of the Zeckendorf and Ostrowski numerations, which

is satisfied by the noble Pisa family; compare [18, 38]. One can also view this as a generalisation

of Brown’s criterion [13] for complete sequences of integers.

14



Proposition 21. Consider a sequence of non-negative integers { Ly }q>0 with Lo = 1. If there exists
a constant C' € N such that Ly < Ly < CLy, then, for any natural number N, there exists a

natural number d > 0 and a sequence of natural numbers 0 < g, ..., < C — 1 such that
d
N=> g,
q=0
where eg > 1. ]
Note that Proposition 21 only asserts the existence of a sequence 0 < €g,...,eq < C — 1, so the

uniqueness of the sequence is not crucial in any way.
Now, fix n and p and let L,, be the length of any level-m realisation of v, , on a;. Note that
Ly, does not depend on the chosen realisation because of compatibility. One can show that these

lengths satisfy the linear recursion
Ly, =pLm—1+pLlm—2+--- +me—(n—1) + Lin—n,
with initial conditions L, = (p+ 1)™ for 0 < m < n — 1. The next result states that the sequence

{Lm}m>0 of lengths of inflation words satisfies the conditions of Proposition 21.

Proposition 22. Let ¢y, be a random noble Pisa substitution over A = {a; | 1 < i < n}. Then
the sequence { Ly, }m>o0 satisfies Ly, < L1 < (p+ 1) Ly,. O

Proposition 22 is easily verified from the linear recursion and initial conditions above so the proof
is omitted. This result implies that given a natural number N € N, the set of (n, p)-representations
of N, [N]pp={ea---c0| N= fo:o gqLq}, is non-empty.

Example 23. Recall from Example 13 that for 92 we have Ly = 1, L1 = 3, and Ly = 7. Now,
7=2(3)+1(1) = 1(7) + 0(3) + 0(1); thus {21,100} C [7]2,2. &

The next result follows immediately from definitions.

Lemma 24. Given ¢q---€g € [Nl p, for any word u € (ngvp(al))gd - (U)) (a1)®0, the length of u
is |ul = N. O

We now note an important and useful property of this numeration—the digit-retention property,
which means that if a natural number m > L, for some ¢ € Ny, then there exists s € N such that
s> qand as---ag € [m]yp. This effectively states that if x > y,  has a representation that has at
least as many digits as y with respect to the numeration. The next result could be easily gleaned
from the definitions.

Lemma 25. Given fized (n,p) and t € L(1y ), there exist a natural number g € Ny and a pair of
words {h,y} C A* such that hty € YL+ (ay). O

Lemma 26 and Lemma 27 are simply generalisations of ideas first proposed in [38] regarding
random noble means substitutions. These lemmas first appeared and were proven as Lemma 4.5
n—1
and Lemma 4.6, respectively, in [20]. Recall that W = |J ¢n p(ai).
i=1
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Lemma 26. Let u € A*,w € W and d € Ny such that w;‘f,p(al)uw C L(Ynyp). For any 0 < j < p,
there exists w' € W such that g ,(a1)thnp(u) (5 ,(a1))” w' C L(¥n,y). O

Lemma 27. Given (n,p) and N € N such that eq---€g € [N]pp, for any

u€ (Vi p(a1)% - (v p(a1),

there exist w € W and z € Ibgzj;zz(al) such that uw is a prefiz of z. O

Example 28. We use these preceding Lemmas to illustrate the proof of Theorem 20 via the
example given in Example 13. For the random noble Pisa substitution 122, we have the set
W =g 9(a) = {aab, aba, baa}.

Fix the 13 2-legal word ¢t = bba, which is a subword of aaabbaa € 1/1%72(60. First we want to show
that there exists a natural number K and a legal word v with |v| = K such that tvw is legal for
some word w € W.

Lemma 25 ensures the existence of ¢ € Ny and words h,y such that hty € ngQ(a). In our
example, we can choose ¢ = 0 and h = y = aa since hty = aabbaaa € ¢%’2(a). We next describe
the inductive argument to get words of increasing length between ¢ and words in the set W.

Base Case. To apply Lemma 27, the only thing important in an (n, p)-representation g, - - - g is
the value of ¢, while N can be any number that has an (n, p)-representation with ¢+ 1 digits. Note
that in a (2,2)-representation in Example 23, we have Lo = 1, L; = 3, Lo = 7 and so on. Hence,
for our example, since we already have ¢ = 0, we can arbitrarily assign €y = 2 and so it follows
that N = eoLo = 2(1) = 2 and u = aa since u € (ngz(a))eo = {a}®°. Hence, by Lemma 27, a pair
of words z and w exists such that ww is a prefix of z € 12 ,(a), and in our example we find that it
is realised by z = aabaaab € w%z(a) with w = baa.

Now, we have that htyz € %%)2 (aa), which implies that tyuw is also legal since aa is legal. Thus,
for t = bba, we let v = yu and K = |y| + |u| = 4.

Inductive Step. For the inductive step, the goal is to find a word v’ with |[v'| = K +1 = 5 such that

tv'w’ is a legal word for some word w’ € W. To do this, we find a «’ such that |u'| = |u| + 1.
Since |ul is encoded in the numeration system with just ¢ + 1 digits, the digit-retention property

of this numeration system guarantees that [|u/[],, has a representation that uses at least ¢ + 1

digits. This presents two possibilities:

e [|u/|]np has a representation that uses precisely ¢ + 1 digits; or
e [|u/|]np has a representation that uses more than ¢ + 1 digits.

/ .
q
choose v’ € (¢ p(ay))%a--- (ngp(al))gé, and proceed with analogous steps when using u above in

If [|u/|]n,p has a representation e - - - &, = [|u|]n that uses precisely ¢ + 1 digits, we can simply

the base case.

However, if |u/| has a representation that uses more than ¢ + 1 digits, it can be shown that |u/|
has a representation e, --- &g that uses exactly ¢ + 2 digits. We can choose a word z from the
set (w%,p(al)){':gzr1 ~--(¢2’p(a1))8/1,, so that [|z|]np = 6:]’+1 ---¢!. Now, for any element s € ¢, ,(x),
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one has [|s]]pp = Eg 41 ---€10. Simply put, applying the random substitution to a word induces a
map to the (n,p)-numeration of the length of its image by shifting all digits to the left and adding
a zero at the first position. The word u’ can then be selected from the set ¢, ,(x) (¢27p(a1))68 so
that [[u[]np = €1 €]eg, which is just the correct length we want.

In our specific example, we have |[v/| = |u| + 1 = 3 and so [|u/[]2,2 = 10, which is composed
of ¢ + 2 = 2 numeration digits, namely: &f = 1 and ¢f = 0. We then choose a word z in
(9 p(a)! = {a}!, and so we must have z = a and [|z[]22 = ] = 1. Now we choose v’ from the set
(1/1272(55))‘57 (1/)8’2(@))68 = (12,2(a)) {€}. In particular, we can pick v = aab without any prejudice
against any of the elements of 12 2(x). We see that v’ = aab is of length 3 as desired.

By Lemma 27, there exists a w € W and a 2’ € ¢‘I+2( ) such that zw’ is a prefix of z. Here,
w' = aba and 2’ = aabaaab. Since htyxw' is a prefix of htyz' € wq+2( a), the word htyzw' is legal.
By Lemma 26, since htyxw is legal, then there exists a w” € W such that htyu'w” is also legal,
and so ultimately tyu'w” is legal as well. One checks that w” = baa satisfies this. The goal for the
inductive step is achieved in assigning the word v = yu' with |[v/| = |y| + |v/| =5 = K 4+ 1 such
that tv'w” is a legal word. &

We now formalise the arguments above to prove Theorem 20, i.e., that (X, ,,S) is topologically
semi-mixing with respect to W = U Ynp({a;}). Note that W is a proper subset of £PT1(¢, )

since aoas is always legal, and hence extendable to a legal word w of length p + 1. This new word
w is clearly not in W since the letter as appears at most once for any given w’ € W by definition.

Proof of Theorem 20. Following Definition 19, we need to show that, for every legal word T', there
exists a natural number N € N such that, for any m > N, there exists a word v € A* with |v| =
and a word w € W such that Tvw is legal.
Given a legal word T', Lemma 25 implies that we can choose the least ¢ € Ny and words J, Y € A*
such that JTY € 9%1?(a;). Now, consider the number N = |Y| + L, where as before L, = |T'Y(a1)].
For any natural number m > N, note that m — |Y| > N — |Y| = L, > 1. By the digit-retention
property, for s > ¢, we have that as---a9 € [m — |Y|],p. Consider R := Zq: eq—bLg—p, where

gq—b = as_p. Clearly, e, €0 € [R]np. -

By Lemma 27, for any u € (47 5(a1)) - - (49 ,(a1))%, there exists a w € W and a z € it (ay)
such that uw is a prefix of z. Thus, there exists a y € A*, such that vwy = z € ¢n,p (a1). Since ajaq
is a legal word, one obtains &b (a1 )uwy C ¥ih2(ay) %jf(al) = ¢2+2(a?) C L(Ynyp). Therefore,
for any B € ngf(al), the word Buwy is legal and so Buw is legal as well.

We now consider two cases on the number of digits in an (n,p)-representation of the number

—|Y]: either exactly g + 1 digits (i.e., s = ¢) or more than ¢ + 1 digits (i.e. s> q).
17



Case 1. Suppose that s = ¢. By Proposition 24, since u € (¢ p(a1))% - - (¢ ,(a1))* and g4 - - - g9 €
[R]n.p, we have that |u| = R. By assumption, it follows that as---ag = g4 - - - €9 so that

q S
R = Zeq_qu_b = Zas—bLs—b =m— |Y|
b=0 b=0

Therefore, |u| = R =m —|Y]|.

Since we have that JTY € 9t (a1) and ¥fh’(a1)uw C L(np), it follows that the word
JTYuw € L(1nyp) is legal and the word TY ww € L(vy, ;) is also legal with |[Yu| = |Y| + |u| =m
and m > N is arbitrary, as required.

Case 2. Now, suppose that s > ¢. Define u® = ={u} and for 1 <z < s —gq, let j; = as—g—z,
and w@ ) = ¢y, ,(u®) (Y9 ,(a1))’" . Since wq+2(a1)uw C L(¢np) and by Lemma 26, there exists
w® e W, such that

gj;f(‘“ﬁbn,p(u(l)) (¢2,p(a1))j1 w® - E(wn,p)'
It then follows that, if 2 < s — ¢, Lemma 26 ensures that there exists w® € W such that

23;2(6‘1)1/171,1)(“(2)) (wgp(m))” w(2) C 'C(wn,p)'
More generally, for 1 < — g, it can be said that there exists a w(") € W such that

q”(al)wn,p( ) (49, (a1))”" W™ C L(tny),

and so, for arbitrary v’ € 1y, ,(u(") (wn,p(al)) one has

o € (U3 (@)™ (0h,p(a0) ™ (45 (a0) ™ - (4 pa)

After the (s — g)-th iteration, we obtain
9) D (@) np (WD) (v y(a1)) " wlD C Lny).

Hence, for arbitrary v’ € 1y, ,(u(*~9) (@/J?L’p(al))js_q , we then have

v e (15 ,(a1)% - (9350an) ™ (U0 Han)) - (0 (@)

Since we let g, := as—p and jr = as_q— for 1 <r < s — g, it follows that

Ve (W p(an)® - (Ut an) 0 (U @)™ (U pan) ™

and as as---ag € [m — |Y|],,p, we have [v'| = m — |Y'| by Proposition 24.
Now, since JTY € ¢&1%(a1) and v/ € 1y, p(u(5~) (¢27p(a1))j5*q , we have that JTY 0w~ 9 is a
legal word by Eq. (9) with m = |Y| + |[/| and w(*~9 € W, proving the result for Case 2.
In both cases, we have shown that, given any legal word T, we can find a natural number
= |Y| + L, such that for arbitrary m > N, the word Tvw is legal for some word v € A" with

|v] = m and a word w € W, thus completing the proof. d
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5. ENTROPY

Let X be a subshift over a finite alphabet defined via the language £. The topological entropy
htop(X) of the symbolic dynamical system (X, .S) is given by

htop(X) = lim log p(nT)’

m—0o0
where p: N — N is the complexity function, i.e, p(m) = #L™(X) is the cardinality of the set of all
length-m legal words; compare [2, 37, 32]. For the random Fibonacci substitution ; ;, Godreche

and Luck [26] provided a sketch suggesting that hop(X1,1) = 2,50 1ii($), where 7 is the golden
ratio, which was confirmed by Nilsson in [42]. Explicit computations for h.p(X) for random noble
means substitutions ¢ , with p > 1 are found in [42, 5, 40]. Recently, Gohlke showed [27] that one
can get explicit bounds for hop(X) for primitive semi-compatible random substitutions.

Theorem 29 ([27, Thm. 15]). Let 1) be a primitive semi-compatible random substitution on a finite
alphabet A ={ay,a,,...,a,}. Then, one has

1
(10) /\fmqu < heop(Xy) < N 1qu’
for all m > 1, where R is the normalised right Perron—Frobenius eigenvector of the substitution
matriz My, X is the PF eigenvalue and (q,,); = log (#(¢v™(q;)). O

Definition 30 (27, Def. 7]). A random substitution v satisfies the identical set condition if
u,v € Pla;) = ™" (u) =¢"(v)
for all a; € A and m € N. On the other hand, it is said to satisfy the disjoint set condition if
u,v € YP(a;),u #v = P (u)NYP"(v) = @.
for all a; € A and m € N.

Proposition 31 ([27, Cor. 16]). If ¢ satisfies the identical set (the disjoint set) condition, the
lower bound (the upper) in Eq. (10) is indeed an equality. In all other cases, the inequalities are
strict. ]

In what follows, we consider the shift X, , generated by the random noble Pisa substitution 1, ;,
where n > 2, p € N. We denote by hiop(X5,,p) the associated topological entropy.

Proposition 32. For any n,p and m = 1, the random substitution vy, satisfies neither the
identical set condition nor the disjoint set condition. In particular, the entropy bounds in Eq. (10)

form =1 are strict.

Proof. Fix n and p. To show the first claim, let u = a{a,,,v = a,a} € ¥, p(a,_,). Since ¥y ,(a,) =
ay, any image in ¢, ,(ala,) must end with a,. However, there are elements of the set 1, ,(v) =
¥ playal) which end in a,, which implies 9, ,(u) # ¥np(v). For the second claim, consider

u = alanaﬁjfl, v =a,a] €Yy, p(a,_,). Note that the substituted word a}aya, can either come from
19



a,a,, or a,a,. If one then maps the remaining (p — 1) a;s in u and v, respectively, to the same
image, one finds a nontrivial word in ¢y, ,(u) N ¥y, p(v), which proves the assertion. O

Remark 33. If the disjoint set condition is violated at m = 1, it also does not hold for all m € N,
which means the upper bound in Eq. (10) is strict for all m. The proof for this part of the previous
proposition relies on the existence of words which are not recognisable, in contrast to the words
we have constructed in Section 4. Proposition 32 also proves inter-alia that X, , is not globally

recognisable for all n and p. O

Recall that the characteristic polynomial of My, is x,, ,(#) = 2" —p(z+---+2""1) = 1. Let Ap
be the Perron-Frobenius (PF) eigenvalue of M), ,,, which is the unique real root of x,, ,(x) satisfying
A > 1. One can explicitly check that the vector (Al 1, A\n2, ... A, 1) is an eigenvector of My, to

the eigenvalue A, . Since A, > 0, this must be the unique PF eigenvector (up to normalisation).

Normalising, we then get

1 -1 —2 T
W(Az’p 5 )\Z,p geeey )\n,pa 1) .

r=0 "'n,p

R=

We briefly mention that R; is the letter frequency of a,; for any element x € X, ,, both in the
deterministic and the random setting. For m = 1, one has

q; = (log(p + 1),log(p + 1),...,log(p + 1),0)

since every letter a; has p + 1 possible images under 9, , except for a,,, which only has a;. Theo-
rem 29 implies the following bounds for the entropy in terms of A, ;.

Proposition 34. Let ¢, ), be a random noble Pisa substitution and X, , the associated subshift.
Then the topological entropy hiop(Xn.,p) admits the bounds given by

11 ] 1 Ay oo (X ] 1) A iy 1
(11) og(p + )w< top (Xn,p) < log(p + )/\n,p—l o1

for all n and p. O

Entropies of topologically mixing shifts of finite type (which can be recoded as random substi-
tutions) are always logarithms of Perron (and hence algebraic) numbers. In [30], the authors asked
whether it is true that all topological entropies of random substitution subshifts are logarithms of
Perron numbers. Here, we provide a counterexample to this and provide sufficient conditions for
which this holds.

Example 35. Let 9: a — baa,b — {ab,ba}, which is a random variant of the squared Fibonacci
substitution. Note that ¢3 ,: a — {aba, baa, aab} ,b — {ab,ba} and so ¥ can be obtained by remov-
ing aba and aab in the set of possible realisations in 1/}%71(@). Its topological entropy is computed
to be hyop(Xy) = %3 log(2), where 7 is the golden ratio. This was first computed by Nilsson in [42]
and was reconfirmed in [27] via the estimates in Theorem 29. This random substitution satisfies

the disjoint set condition, which means the lower bound for m = 1 in Eq. (10) is the entropy itself.
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1
This number is a logarithm of the transcendental number 23, where transcendence follows from

1

the Gelfond—-Schneider theorem since 2 and 5 are both algebraic and the latter is irrational.

Remark 36. Using the same argument, it is easy to see that the bounds for m =1 in Eq. (11) are
all logarithms of transcendental numbers for any n and p. However, since they do not satisfy both
the disjoint set and the identical set condition, we do not resolve the transcendence question for

this family.
We generalise the observation in Example 35 in the following result.

Proposition 37. Let ¥ be a primitive compatible random substitution over A = {ay,...,a,} with
irrational PF eigenvalue \. Let R; be the letter frequency of a;. Suppose the following conditions

are satisfied:

(1) ¥ satisfies the identical set (disjoint set) condition for some m € N.
(2) The set {1, A"™Ry, ..., \"™ Ry} (resp. {1,(\" —=1)"'Ry,...,(A™ —1)"'R,}) is linearly
independent over Q.

Then hiop(Xy) is a logarithm of a transcendental number.

Proof. The entries of q,,, are all logarithm of natural numbers. The entries of R are letter frequen-
cies, which are all algebraic numbers (in fact lying in the same Z[%]-module). Suppose 9 satisfies
the identical set condition for some m. The lower bound for htep(Xy), which in this case is the ac-
tual value of the entropy, is of the form log(klﬂ .. kﬁ"), where k; € N, and §; = /\%Ri is algebraic
for all i. We know that {1,1,...,08,} are rationally independent from the second assumption.
The transcendence of 6 in hiop(Xy) = log(f) the follows from Baker’s theorem, which states that
k’fl ... kP" is transcendental whenever kiy...,kn,B1,...,Bn are all algebraic and {1, f1,...,[0,} is
linearly independent over Q [7]. The proof for when ¥ satisfies the disjoint set condition works the

same way. O

Remark 38. Tt is well known that whenever M has an irreducible characteristic polynomial, the
entries R; of the right PF eigenvector are rationally independent. It is tempting to claim that
irreducibility implies the second condition in Proposition 37. However, this might not be true since
there are cases when {f,...,0,} is a rationally independent set but adding 1 forces them to be
dependent. As an example Y ;" | R; = 1 since R is a frequency vector, so {1, Ry,...,R,} is a
rationally dependent set. We still think that we can get the stronger linear independence property
from irreducibility since we are dividing by A" or A™ — 1, both of which are irrational, but so far

we do not have a proof of this assertion. O

Question 39. Let ¥ be a primitive compatible random substitution whose PF eigenvalue X is
irrational. Is it always true that hiop(Xy) = log(#), where 6 is a transcendental number?

Next, we derive explicit bounds for A, , solely in terms of p. Inserting p and p + 1, one gets
n—1 (s

XnpP) =p— > 1gP" <0and xnp(p+1) =p. This means x, p(r) must have a real zero between
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p and p + 1. Since p > 1, and A, is the unique root of modulus greater than 1, this zero must be

Anp- We then get that p < A, , < p+ 1. Consequently, for a fixed n, the sequence {/\n,p}p>1 is

strictly increasing. The same estimate for a similar class of polynomials is found in [25]. Using this
estimate, one gets the following bounds which depend only on n and p; see Figure 2 and Table 1.

Corollary 40. Let hiop(Xnp) be as in Proposition 34. Then one has

(ppj-ll);_ll) < htop(Xnyp) <log(p+1) (it 1) ((p —:jz)ii - 1)

forp>1. g

(12) log(p + 1)(

Remark 41. In this work, we considered random substitutions as set-valued maps. One can equip
each possible image of a; in Eq. (1) with a probability distribution v, € M(%(a;)), which yields
a measure-theoretic dynamical system (X, ,, S, 1), where the invariant measure p depends on the
probabilities; see [31]. For this system, one can compute the metric entropy h,, (X, p), which admits

similar bounds to that given in Eq. (10), where g,, now depends on {v;}; see [29]. &
i 'g,.__ .-:.\
(A) Estimates via Eq. (12) (B) Estimates via Eq. (11)

FIGURE 2. Upper (blue) and lower (red) bounds for hiop(Xy,p,) for n = 5 and
2 < p < 100. Note that the bounds on the left look better for smaller values of p,
but both are asymptotically equivalent as p grows.

D 40 41 42 43 44 45
h;p 0.107732 0.105407 0.103190 0.101075 0.099055 0.097122
hg,, [ 0.082056 0.080815 0.079612 0.078448 0.077320 0.076226

TABLE 1. Numerical values of the entropy bounds using Eq. (12) for n = 5 and
40 < p < 45. Here, h,tp and h,, , denote the upper and lower bounds, respectively.
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The advantage of using Eq. (12) is that the bounds are given analytically in terms of n and p,
whereas one has to compute the eigenvalue X, ;, in order to use Eq. (11).

We then use the bounds we have in Proposition 34 Corollary 40 to demonstrate subshifts which
are not topologically conjugate to a given random noble Pisa subshift.

Let n = 5 and p = 3. Omne can numerically plot the derivative of the upper bound of in
Eq. (12) with respect to p, which reveals that the derivative is negative for p > 8, thus implying
that the upper bound is monotonically decreasing from p = 8 onwards. Using Eq. (12), we get
hiop(X5,3) > 0.10841 := hs 3. Since the hy 3 > h;)r,40 in Table 1, X53 and X540 necessarily have
distinct entropies and cannot be topologically conjugate. In fact, if the upper bound is indeed
monotonically decreasing for p > 8, one gets X5 3 #top X5, for p > 40.

The finer estimate in Eq. (11) yields a far better result, i.e., X5 3 %op X5, already for p > 5. This
is again under the assumption that the A5 ,-dependent upper bound is monotonically decreasing,
which we do not prove here. Moll proved in [40] that the hop(X2,) for the random noble means
family is actually strictly decreasing in p. The proof uses the closed form A3, = @, which
we obviously do not have for general n.

Remark 42. It would be interesting to find an invariant which can distinguish whether X, , and
Xm,q are topologically conjugate by just looking at the PF eigenvalue M\, ;, and A, 4. A result
along this vein in the deterministic setting is Cobham’s theorem, which says that if A and X are
multiplicatively independent Perron numbers, a sequence x € AN is both A- and N-substitutive
if  is ultimately periodic; see [19]. Of course the obstacles one has to overcome in the random
setting include the fact that Xy is not linearly recurrent for a non-degenerate random substitution
9 (although the set of linearly repetitive elements is dense in the subshift [50, Prop. 16]). <&

The following result describes the asymptotic behaviour of the sequence of entropies when one
of the parameters is fixed and the other is sent to infinity.

Proposition 43. Let n be fized. Then limy oo hiop(Xnp) = 0. On the other hand, for a fized p,

. lo, 1
limy, .00 Ptop(Xn,p) = %'

Proof. For the first claim, it suffices to show that both bounds in Eq. (12) converge to 0 as p — oo,
which we leave to the reader as an exercise; compare [40, Sec. 3.2]. For the second claim, the
upper and lower bounds in the coarser estimate involving only n and p converge to 0 and oo,
respectively, which does not reveal anything about the asymptotics. This means one has to use the
An,p-dependent estimate in Eq. (11). The crucial property here is lim, o0 App = p + 1, which we
prove below. Let x,, ,(7) be the characteristic polynomial above. For 0 < § < 1,
2 n
Xnpp+1—06)="2 UG ;_? s 1)),

which means one can choose an N € N such that x,,(p +1 —0) < 0 for all n > N. Since
Xn,p(p+1) = pfor all n, this implies that A, , € (p+1—6,p+1) for all n > N, which implies the claim

since ¢ is arbitrary. The claim for lim, o htop(Xy,p) then follows from standard arguments. O
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Corollary 44. For everyn > 2 and § > 0, there is a p € N such that the topological entropy
htop(Xnp) of Xnp is less than 6. O

Remark 45. The previous result is reminiscent of a density-result for entropies of random substi-
tutions in R>g in [30, Thm. 6.8], where it was shown that there is a random substitution ¥ with
entropy (% + n)log(2), for all n,m,¢ € N; see also [35] for a construction of shift spaces with
arbitrary entropy ¢ € [0, 1]. <&

As mentioned above, for a fixed p, one can view the family {¢n7p}n>2 of random noble Pisa

substitutions as finite approximants of the random p-infinibonacci substitution

Yoopt a; — {a{ai+1a€_j [0<j < p} y Goo 7 {ajl'aooazlj_j} ’

which can be thought of as a random substitution on a (compact) infinite alphabet (in this case given
by the one-point compactification of N* = N U {oo}. This random substitution is constant length
and primitive in some sense (note that the substitution matrix in this case is infinite-dimensional,
and so the usual notion via powers of M no longer works). To this random substitution, one can
associate a subshift X, via the corresponding language, where one needs to include limits of
sequences of 1, ,-legal words in the language. The asymptotics we get from Proposition 43 leads
to the following question.

log(p+1) o

Question 46. Is the topological entropy of the random p-infinibonacci subshift equal to o)

6. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have shown that recognisable words exist for the noble Pisa family at all levels
whenever p > 1. It is not clear whether recognisable words exist outside the ones arising from
the I'-construction, and if they do, whether they also have a hierarchical structure, i.e., shorter
recognisable words give rise to longer ones via appropriate realisations under the substitution. One
can also ask whether the techniques used in this paper can be generalised to prove the same result
for other families of substitutions. Some important features of the random substitutions which
allow one to use the I'-construction to build recognisable words are:

(1) The existence of a length hierarchy, i.e., a letter whose level-n realisations are never shorter
than the images of other letters.
(2) The reflection invariance of the level-n images 9" (a).

If another random substitution has these properties, we suspect that, under additional assumptions,
one can extend the method used here to construct recognisable words. As mentioned above, we
suspect that our results can be extended to some [-substitutions whenever 3 is a simple Parry
number. It would be interesting to see what happens when g is no longer simple. In particular,
this would imply that the random [-substitution associated to it is no longer irreducible (although
we never used irreducibility in the proofs here).

Another natural question is identifying how many length-n words or level-n inflation words are

actually level-m recognisable for a given random substitution 4. If for some N € N, all legal words
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are level-N recognisable, this implies that the subshift itself is recognisable; compare [39]. It would
also be of interest whether one can prove a quantitative relation between a notion of an “asymptotic
percentage” of recognisable inflation words, and the deviation of the actual value of the topological
entropy hiop(Xy) from the bounds in Theorem 29.
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