
EXTENDED BRANCHING RAUZY INDUCTION

FRANCESCO DOLCE AND CHRISTIAN B. HUGHES

Abstract. Branching Rauzy induction is a two-sided form of Rauzy induc-
tion that acts on regular interval exchange transformations (IETs). We intro-
duce an extended form of branching Rauzy induction that applies to arbitrary
standard IETs, including non-minimal ones. The procedure generalizes the
branching Rauzy method with two induction steps, merging and splitting, to
handle equal-length cuts and invariant components respectively. As an appli-
cation, we show, via a stepwise morphic argument, that all return words in
the language of an arbitrary IET cluster in the Burrows-Wheeler sense.

1. Introduction

Interval exchange transformations, or IETs, were initially introduced by Oseledec
in [27], following an earlier idea of Arnold [1]. They have long been a subject of
interest in the area of dynamical systems due to their wide applicability, ranging
from symbolic dynamics to ergodic theory. Such transformations are defined as
bijections of an interval which are piecewise translations. Each such translation is
specified by a permutation on a finite set of sub-intervals and a length vector, which
together determine the order and lengths of the exchanged intervals. IETs preserve
Lebesgue measure and have topological entropy 0, but can display rich behavior.
The simplest non-trivial IETs are equivalent to rotations on a circle.

Given the partition of the interval into exchanged sub-intervals, we code the
orbit of a point in the interval by recording, at each iterate of the IET, the label of
the sub-interval it lands in. This produces infinite words, called trajectories, over
the alphabet associated to the sub-intervals. The set of all finite factors of these
trajectories is called the language of the IET. We analyze these languages using
tools from combinatorics on words and formal language theory.

Such transformations admit geometric induction via Rauzy induction [28] (also
called Rauzy-Veech induction [30]), and other induction schemes, including induc-
tion on unions of (possibly disjoint) sub-intervals (see, e.g., [31]). The induction
arguments used in the literature often employ some assumption of regularity of the
transformation. The most common one is the Keane condition, also known as the
infinite disjoint orbit condition (or i.d.o.c.). The presence of periodic components
and the reducibility of the permutation often disrupt the ability to induce on a
given sub-interval in a manner which respects the underlying symbolic coding of
the system. In [9] a two-sided version of Rauzy induction was introduced.

In this paper, we develop an extended branching Rauzy induction that allows
induction on a cylinder for all standard IETs, without any assumption of regular-
ity (nor minimality) of the transformation. This procedure augments the typical
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left/right induction steps of the original branching Rauzy induction with two in-
duction steps: merging, which resolves equal-length right/left cuts by collapsing the
two sub-intervals involved in the cut into one interval, and splitting, which separates
invariant components (minimal or periodic) of the IET.

This construction has two principal consequences. Firstly, for every cylinder
Iw, with w in the language of the IET T , there exists a finite induction chain of
extended branching Rauzy induction steps χ such that χ(T ) is the first-return map
of T to Iw. Secondly, each step is associated to a morphism on words, so the entire
composed chain of step-associated morphism yields a morphism which "transports"
the induced coding back to that of the original system. In particular, the procedure
yields constructive descriptions of the set of return words in the language generated
by an IET. These additional morphisms clarify how geometric cuts manifest in the
symbolic coding.

We phrase much of the language-theoretic part of this paper in terms of extension
graphs, which are bipartite graphs that describe how factors can be extended on
the left and right by letters of the alphabet in the underlying language. A language
such that all its extension graphs are trees is called dendric (see, e.g. [2] or [11, 18]
where the notion of dendricity is applied to shift spaces.).

The Burrows-Wheeler transform, introduced by Burrows and Wheeler in [5],
was originally investigated in the context of data compression and has since been
studied from a symbolic and combinatorial point of view (see, e.g., [7, 16, 17]).
We use ordered alsinicity (the notion of an extension graph being a forest) to
obtain an application to Burrows-Wheeler clustering in symbolic codings of IETs. In
particular, we generalize a result in [7] by showing that, for any standard IET with
permutation π, every return word in its language is π-clustering in the Burrows-
Wheeler sense. This settles a question originally raised in [21], in which the author
asked whether this result holds when π is the symmetric permutation. Note that
this result was recently shown independently in [17] using different arguments.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall basic notions and
notation of combinatorics on words. These notions will be used both to connect
the studied dynamical systems to their symbolic coding, and to formulate questions
concerning their link to the Burrows-Wheeler clustering property in combinatorial
terms. In Section 3, we state some classical results concerning Interval Exchange
Transformations. In Section 4, we define our extended induction steps and show
that they behave as expected. Section 5 is devoted to the link between ordered
alsinicity and clustering; there we provide the necessary background for the proof
of the Theorem 6.1 in Section 6, which serves as a key application of this paper.

2. Combinatorics on Words

For all undefined terms, we refer the reader to [23].

2.1. Words. An ordered alphabet A = {a1 < a2 < . . . < ak} is a set of symbols
called letters together with a total order of its elements. The number of distinct
letters in A is called the cardinality of the alphabet A and is denoted by Card (A).
In this paper, we only consider finite alphabets.

The set of finite words A∗ over A is the free monoid over A with neutral element
the empty word, denoted by ε. The product of two words u, v ∈ A∗ is given by their
composition u · v, also written uv. We denote the free semigroup over A by A+.
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That is, A+ = A∗ \ {ε}. When it is possible to write w = pus, with p, u, s ∈ A∗,
we call p (resp., s, u) a prefix (resp., suffix, factor) of w.

The lexicographic order naturally extends the order on A to A∗. In particular,
given two distinct words u = u0 · · ·um and v = v0 · · · vn, in A∗, we say that u < v
if and only if either u is a prefix of v, or the inequality between letters ui < vi holds
at the smallest index i at which u and v differ.

For a given word w = w0w1 · · ·wn−1, where each wi ∈ A, we denote its length n
by |w|, and the number of times u ∈ A+ appears as a factor of w by |w|u. The Parikh
vector of a word w ∈ A∗ is the vector ΨA(w) ∈ Nk defined as (ΨA(w))a = |w|a for
each letter a ∈ A. A word w ∈ A∗ is pangrammatic (in A) if ΨA(w) is a positive
vector, i.e., if |w|a > 0 for every a ∈ A. These vectors can be generalized to multisets
of words over the same ordered alphabet in a natural way (see Example 2.5 below).

We call a contiguous sequence of identical letters in a word a run.
The kth power of a word u, for k ∈ N, is defined as u0 = ε and uk = uk−1u for

k > 0. A word w is said to be primitive if it is not the integer power of another
word, i.e., if w = uk implies k = 1. Two words w,w′ are conjugate if w = uv
and w′ = vu for some u, v ∈ A∗. If a word w is primitive, then it has exactly |w|
distinct conjugates. A Lyndon word is a primitive word that is minimal for the
lexicographic order among its conjugates. The class of conjugates of a word w is
also called a circular word or necklace and is denoted by [w].

A (right) infinite word (resp., bi-infinite word) over A is a sequence w = w0w1w2 · · ·
(resp., w = · · · a−1a0a1 · · · ), with wi ∈ A for all i ∈ N (resp., for all i ∈ Z). Sim-
ilarly to finite words, we can define the set of infinite words A∞ and extend the
notions of prefix, suffix and factor to Aω = A∗ ∪ A∞ in a natural way. An infinite
word w ∈ A∞ is eventually periodic if w = uvω = uvvv · · · for some u, v ∈ A∗. We
say that w is purely periodic when u = ε. An infinite word that is not eventually
periodic is called aperiodic.

2.2. Languages. By language, we mean a factorial and bi-extendable set L ⊂ A∗,
i.e., a subset of the free monoid such that for every w ∈ L, we have v, aw,wb ∈ L
for every factor v of w and for some a, b ∈ A. The language of an infinite word w
is the set L(w) of all its factors, while the language of a finite word w is defined as
L(wω). Note that, in this context, the language of a finite word contains infinitely
many elements.

A language L is recurrent if, for every v ∈ L, vuv ∈ L for some word u ∈ A∗. It
is uniformly recurrent if for every v ∈ L, there exists N = N(v) ∈ N such that v
appears as a factor of every element of length N in L.

The set Rleft
L (w) of left return words to w in L ⊂ A∗ is the set of words u such

that uw ∈ L has exactly two occurrences of w as factor: as a prefix and as a suffix.
Formally

Rleft
L (w) = {u ∈ A∗ : uw ∈ (L ∩ wA∗) \ A+wA+}.

Similarly, we can define the set of right return words to w in L by

Rright
L (w) = {v ∈ A∗ : wv ∈ (L ∩ A∗w) \ wA+w}.

The two sets are related, since for every w ∈ L we have

wRleft
L (w) = Rright

L (w)w.
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Throughout the remainder of the paper, we will only deal with left return words.
Thus, when the language L is clear, we will write R(w) instead of Rleft

L (w). Evi-
dently, our results can be rephrased in terms of right return words.

2.3. Morphisms. A morphism between two alphabets A and B is a map φ : A∗ →
B∗ such that φ(ε) = ε and φ(uv) = φ(u)φ(v) for every u, v ∈ A∗.

Given two distinct letters a, b ∈ A, we define the morphisms αa,b, α̃a,b : A∗ → A∗

as

αa,b =

{
a 7→ ab

c 7→ c, c ̸= a
and α̃a,b =

{
a 7→ ba

c 7→ c, c ̸= a
.

With an abuse of notation, we also define the same morphisms from A∗ to (A ⊔ {b})∗if
b /∈ A. Given two disjoint alphabets A,B let ιA,B : A∗ → (A ⊔ B)∗ be defined as
the identity restricted to A∗.

2.4. Permutations. A permutation of A = {a1 < . . . < ak} is a bijective auto-
morphism of A. We denote the set of such permutations by SA.

To describe an element π ∈ SA, we will use either the one-line notation or the
cyclic notation. For instance, the symmetric permutation defined by π(ai) = ak−i+1

for every 1 ≤ i ≤ k will be denoted either as

(ak, ak−1, . . . , a1)

or as the composition of the 2-cycles

(a1ak)(a2ak−1) · · · (a k
2
a k

2+1)

when k is even, and

(a1ak)(a2ak−1) · · · (a k−1
2
a k+1

2 +1)(a k+1
2
)

when k is odd.
A permutation is circular if it has only one cycle. It is reducible if the ordered

alphabet Ai,j = {ai < ai+1 < . . . < aj} is invariant under π for some i ≤ j with
j − i < k − 1, i.e., i > 0 or j < k. Note that our definition of reducibility of a
permutation generalizes the classical one where i = 0. Evidently, if Ai,j is invariant
under π, then so is the alphabet {a1 < . . . < ai−1 < aj+1 < . . . < ak}.

2.5. Burrows-Wheeler transform. The Burrows-Wheeler transform is the map
sending a word w ∈ A∗ to the word bwtA (w) obtained by concatenating the last
(not necessarily distinct) letters of the |w| conjugates of w sorted lexicographically
on A. Explicitly, let w = w0 · · ·wn−1 be a word of length n over the alphabet
A, and let w(0) ≤ w(1) ≤ . . . ≤ w(n−1) be its conjugates. Then bwtA (w) =

w
(0)
n−1w

(1)
n−1 · · ·w

(n−1)
n−1 is the last column of the n× n matrix

MA(w) =


w

(0)
0 w

(0)
1 · · · w

(0)
n−1

w
(1)
0 w

(1)
1 · · · w

(1)
n−1

...
...

. . .
...

w
(n−1)
0 w

(n−1)
1 · · · w

(n−1)
n−1

 .
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Example 2.1. Consider the word w = levkoy over the standard ordered English
alphabet E = {a < b < . . . < z}. We compute its matrix of cyclic rotations, sorted
lexicographically by row, from top to bottom.

ME(w) =


e v k o y l

k o y l e v

l e v k o y

o y l e v k

v k o y l e

y l e v k o

 .

Concatenating the letters of the last column of ME(w), beginning with the first
row, we obtain bwtE (w) = lvykeo.

Example 2.2. Let us consider the two words w′ = peterbald and w′′ = bambino

over the same alphabet E as in Example 2.1. We compute bwtE (w
′) = brltpadee

and bwtE (w
′′) = bombain.

The Burrows-Wheeler transform of the word bwtE (w) = lvykeo in Example 2.1
has six distinct runs of length one. In Example 2.2, bwtE (w) = brltpadee has
seven runs of length one and one run of length two: ee.

The following results are well known (see, e.g.,[6, 24, 25]).

Proposition 2.3. Two words u, v over the same ordered alphabet A are conjugate
if and only if bwtA (u) = bwtA (v).

Proposition 2.4. Let u ∈ A∗ and p ∈ N. A word w is a conjugate of up if and
only if bwtA (u) = b1 · · · b|u| and bwtA (w) = bp1 · · · b

p
|u|, with bi ∈ A.

In [24] it is shown that, given an ordered alphabet A, an extended version of
the Burrows-Wheeler transform, denoted ebwt, gives a bijection between A∗ and
the multiset of Lyndon words (equivalently, to the set of powers of Lyndon words)
over A, where the conjugates, possibly of different lengths, are ordered using the
ω-order instead of the lexicographic order: u ≤ω v if uω ≤ vω.

Example 2.5. Let W be the multiset {aac, ab, ab} of Lyndon words over the alpha-
bet A = {a < b < c}. The Parikh vector of W is ΨA(W ) = (4, 2, 1). The extended
Burrows-Wheeler transform of the multiset is ebwtA (W ) = cbbaaaa. Indeed, the
conjugates of W are: aac <ω ab ≤ω ab <ω aca <ω ba ≤ω ba <ω caa.

Let π be a permutation over an ordered alphabet A. A word w ∈ A∗ is said to
be π-clustering for A if

bwtA (w) = ak1

π(a1)
· · · akr

π(ak)
,

where ki = |w|π(ai) and k = Card (A). A word is perfectly clustering (for its
alphabet) if it is π-clustering with π ∈ SA the symmetric permutation. Thus, a
word is clustering if its image under the Burrows-Wheeler transform is clustered,
i.e., the number of runs in it corresponds to the number of distinct letters.

Note that it is also possible to define the clustering property in terms of two
permutations (starting with an unordered alphabet), as done, e.g., in [17].

Example 2.6. Let us consider the two words w,w′ and w′′ in Examples 2.1 and 2.2.
The words w and w′ are clustering, while w′′ is not.
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The notions of clustering and perfectly clustering can be extended to multisets
of words.

Example 2.7. The multiset W of Example 2.5 is (perfectly) clustering, while the
multiset W ′ = {aab, ab, ab}, defined over the same ordered alphabet, is not. Indeed,
one has ebwtA (W ′) = babbaaa, since the conjugates of W ′ are: aab <ω aba ≤ω

ab <ω ab <ω baa ≤ω ba <ω ba.

The clustering property evidently depends not only on the word (resp., multiset
of words), but on the order of the alphabet as well.

Example 2.8. Let us consider the three alphabets

A = {a < b < n}, A′ = {a < n < b}, and A′′ = {n < a < b}.
The word w = banana is pangrammatic for all three alphabets. One has

bwtA (w) = nnbaaa, bwtA′ (w) = bnnaa and bwtA′′ (w) = aabna.

So, w is perfectly clustering for A and A′, but not clustering for A′′.

Over a binary alphabet (perfectly) clustering words coincide with powers of
Christoffel words and their conjugates (see [24]). A characterization over larger
alphabets in terms of factorization into palindromes is given in [22] (see also [29]).

The following result follows immediately from Propositions 2.3 and 2.4.

Proposition 2.9. Let w = up ∈ A∗ with u a primitive word and p ∈ N. Then w
is π-clustering for A if and only if u is π-clustering for A.

3. Interval Exchange Transformations

By a (real) interval we mean a left-closed and right-open interval over the real
line. Let A be an ordered alphabet of cardinality k and π a permutation on A. An
ordered partition (Ia)a∈A of an interval I is a finite sequence of mutually disjoint
sub-intervals of I such that Ia is to the left of Ib when a < b, and such that⋃

a∈A Ia = I. We assume that |Ia| > 0 for every letter a ∈ A.
The k-interval exchange transformation (or k-IET or just IET in short) T as-

sociated with a partition (Ia)a∈A of I = [ℓ, r) and a permutation π ∈ SA is the
piecewise translation defined by

T (x) = x+ τa if x ∈ Ia,

where
τa =

∑
π−1(b)<π−1(a)

|Ib| −
∑
b<a

|Ib|.

We define D(T ) =

{∑
b<a

|Ib| : a ∈ A

}
\ {ℓ} as the set of formal discontinuities

of T . The orbit of a point x ∈ I under T is the set {T k(x) | k ∈ Z}. An IET
is periodic if the orbit of any point x ∈ I is finite. It is minimal if the orbit of
any point x ∈ I is dense in the interval (with respect to the standard Euclidean
topology). It is regular, or satisfies the Keane condition or i.d.o.c., if the orbits of
the formal discontinuities are infinite and disjoint. A regular IET is minimal and
aperiodic ([20]), while the inverse is not true (see, e.g., [3]).

A connection of an IET T is a triple (x, y, n) where x ∈ D(T−1), y ∈ D(T ),
n ≥ 0 and Tn(x) = y. When n = 0, we call the point x = y a 0-connection.
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Given an IET T , define the set

C(T ) =
{
T i(x) : (x, y, n) is a connection, i ≥ 0

}
.

The set C(T ) is finite, since the alphabet is finite, and thus D(T ) is finite too.
Clearly, C(T ) is empty if and only if T is regular.

Given an IET T on I, we can assign an infinite word ΩT (x) = w0w1w2 · · ·
describing the orbit of each point x ∈ I by setting wi = a if T i(x) ∈ Ia. This word
is called the trajectory of x under T or the natural coding of T relative to x. When
T is clear from the context, we write Ω(x) instead of ΩT (x). The language of an
IET T is

L(T ) =
⋃
x∈I

L(Ω(x)).

When T is minimal or has only one periodic component (i.e., there is only one pos-
sible trajectory up to a shift), L(T ) does not depend on the choice of x. Moreover,
in this case L(T ) is uniformly recurrent (see, e.g., [9]) and thus recurrent.

Given an IET T over [ℓ, r) and a word w = w0w1 · · ·wn−1 ∈ L(T ), we define the
cylinder corresponding to w

Iw = Iw0
∩ T−1(Iw1

) ∩ · · · ∩ T−(n−1)(Iwn−1
).

By convention, we have Iε = [ℓ, r). For every point x ∈ Iw, the trajectory Ω(x) has
w as a prefix.

Let T be a k-IET on interval [ℓ, r). We recall the following definitions from [9].
Let J = [u, v) ⊆ [ℓ, r). For a point z ∈ [ℓ, r) the forward and backward return times
of z to J are respectively

ρ+J,T (z) = min{n > 0 : Tn(z) ∈ (u, v)} and ρ−J,T (z) = min{n ≥ 0 : T−n(z) ∈ (u, v)}.

We write
EJ,T (z) = {−ρ−J,T (z), . . . , ρ

+
J,T (z)− 1}

and
NJ,T (z) = {T i(z) : i ∈ EJ,T (z)}.

Finally, we set
Div(J, T ) =

⋃
γ∈D(T )

NJ,T (γ).

We say the interval J = [u, v) is admissible if u, v ∈ Div(J, T )∪{r}. Every cylinder
Iw with w ∈ L(T ) is admissible ([9]).

A region of an IET T on the interval I is a sub-interval of I between two con-
secutive 0-connections or between ℓ and the first 0-connection or between the last
0-connection and r. Following [4], we define a component of T as the union of the
sub-intervals having as endpoints consecutive points in C(T )∪{0, ℓ} whose interior
is intersected by the orbit of a point x ∈ I. Such components comprise equivalence
classes of points in I. On each component, T is either minimal or periodic.

It is known that every IET can be decomposed into minimal and periodic com-
ponents (see, e.g., [4, 26]).

Example 3.1. Let T be the IET on the interval [0, 1) associated with the partition
indexed by {a < b < c < d < e}, with |Ia| = |Id| = |Ie| = 1/6, |Ib| = (1 − α)/2,
|Ic| = α/2 and α < 1 an irrational; and permutation is π = (e, c, b, d, a) (see
Figure 1).
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The IET T has three components: Ia ∪ Ie, Id and Ib ∪ Ic, the first two being
periodic and the last minimal. It has three 0-connections: 1

6 ,
2
3 and 5

6 and no other
connection. The four regions are Ia = T (Ie), Ib ∪ Ic = T (Ic) ∪ T (Ib), Id = T (Id)
and Ie = T (Ia).

Note also that π is reducible since {b < c} and {d} are invariant under the
permutation.

a b c d e

e c b d aT

Figure 1. An IET with three components and four regions (for
simplicity we denote with the letter a both by Ia and T (Ia).

Example 3.2. Let T be the IET defined in Example 3.1, with α = 3−
√
5

2 . One can
check that

L(T ) = L((ae)ω) ∪ L((d)ω) ∪ L(f),
where f = bcbbcb · · · is the well-known Fibonacci word over the alphabet {b < c}.

The discrete interval exchange (or DIET in short) associated with the composi-
tion (n1, n2, . . . , nk) of n =

∑k
i=1 ni and the permutation π ∈ Sk is the map

T (h) = h+ ti, if
∑
j<i

nj < h ≤
∑
j≤i

nj ,

where
ti =

∑
π−1(j)<π−1(i)

nj −
∑
j<i

nj .

Every such a DIET correspond to a standard IET associated with a partition
(Ia)a∈A and a permutation π ∈ SA, where A = {a1 < . . . < ad} and |Iai

| = ni (see
Figure 2 below). Note that each component of this corresponding IET is periodic;
thus, in particular, this associated IET cannot be minimal or regular.

Cylinders for DIETs are defined analogously to the IET case.
There is a strong connection between clustering multisets of words and DIETs.

In fact, if a multiset W ⊂ A∗ is π-clustering, then its Parikh vector yields a compo-
sition of n =

∑
w∈W

|w| that, along with π, defines a DIET. Similarly to IETs, we can

encode the (periodic) trajectories by encoding each integer h ∈

∑
j<i

nj ,
∑
j≤i

nj

 by

the ith letter of the alphabet.
In a symmetric way, it is possible to show that every DIET corresponds to a

unique multiset of Lyndon words.

Example 3.3. Let W be the multiset of Example 2.5. We can define a DIET T
associated with the composition (4, 2, 1) of 7 and the permutation π = (c, b, a). The
action of the DIET over {1, 2, . . . , 7} is given by

µ = (1, 4, 7)(2, 5)(3, 6) ∈ S7,
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where one can clearly identify S7 with SB with B = {1 < 2 < · · · < 7} (see left
of Figure 2). Note that each cycle corresponds to one of the primitive words in
W . For instance, the trajectory of 4 is given by Ω(4) = (aca)

ω, i.e., the infinite
repetition of a conjugate of aac. One can check that

Ia = {1, 2, 3, 4}, Iab = {2, 3}, and Iaac = {1}.
The corresponding IET is shown on the right of Figure 2.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
T

a b c

c b aT

Figure 2. A DIET (on the left) and its associated IET (on the right).

In particular, one can interpret every primitive π-clustering word w ∈ A∗ as a
DIET associated with the composition ΨA(w) of |w| and the permutation π, the
permutation µ describing the action of such a DIET being circular (see [16] for a
characterization of π-clustering words in terms of trajectories in IETs or DIETs).

4. Induced Interval Exchange Transformations

Let A = {a1 < . . . < ak} be an ordered alphabet and let π ∈ SA be a permuta-
tion on A. Let T be an IET over I = [ℓ, r) associated with a partition (Ia)a∈A of
I and a permutation π ∈ SA. The transformation induced by T on a sub-interval
J ⊂ I is the map T ′ : J → J defined by T ′(z) = T ν(z)(z), where

ν(z) = min{n > 0 : Tn(z) ∈ J}
is called the first return map of T to J . Note that ν(z) is well-defined because IETs
do not have wandering intervals (see, e.g., [14]).

We now develop the induction machinery necessary to extend the results of [28]
and [9]. From any standard IET T , we obtain "related" IETs, i.e., IETs associated
either with the same alphabet A (possibly reordered) or with a sub-alphabet of it
(possibly circularly reordered). We do this via an analysis of IET first-return map
dynamics.

Assume first that π is irreducible.

4.1. Right Rauzy step. A right Rauzy step is a mapping ρ sending T to the
induced transformation T ′ on I ′ = [ℓ, r′), where r′ is the rightmost among the
points in D(T ) ∪D(T−1).

Assume that π(ak) ̸= ak.
If r′ is not a connection, that is, if |Iak

| ̸= |Iπ(ak)|, we call the step non-degenerate.
This case corresponds to the classical right Rauzy induction introduced by Rauzy
in [28].

If |Iak
| > |Iπ(ak)| then Ω(x) starts with π(ak)ak for every x ∈ Iπ(ak).

If |Iak
| < |Iπ(ak)| then Ω(x) starts with π(ak)ak for every x ∈ T−1(Iak

).
We first consider the former case (i.e., when |Iak

| > |Iπ(ak)|). Let h = π−1(k).
Then ρ(T ) is the IET associated with A and π′ ∈ SA defined as

(1) π′(i) =


π(i) if i ≤ h

π(k) if i = h+ 1

π(i) + 1 if i > h+ 1

.
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In the latter case (i.e., when |Iak
| < |Iπ(ak)|) ρ(T ) is the IET associated with

A′ = {a1 < . . . < ah < ak < ah+1 < . . . < ak−1} and π ∈ SA′ defined as

(2) π′(i) = π(i) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

It is well-known that if T is regular, we can apply this step infinitely many times
and always obtain a new regular IET over the same alphabet (possibly reordered).

Let us now consider the degenerate case, which occurs when r′ is a connection.
Equivalently, the degenerate case occurs when we have |Iak

| = |Iπ(ak)|. In such a
case, π can be either reducible or irreducible.

For every point x ∈ Iπ(ak), the trajectory Ω(x) starts with π(ak)ak. The first
return map of T to I ′ = [ℓ, r′) coincides with T for every point x /∈ Iπ(ak) and with
T 2 for x ∈ Iπ(ak). In this case, we define ρ(T ) to be the IET on I ′, partitioned by
(Ia)a∈A′ , with the permutation π′ ∈ SA′ , where A′ = {a1 < . . . < ak−1} and

(3) π′(a) =

{
π(ak) if a = π−1(ak)

π(a) otherwise
.

The following proposition shows that this new map is truly an IET and behaves
as expected, including in the degenerate case.

Proposition 4.1. Let T be a k-IET on the interval I over the alphabet A with
associated permutation π ∈ SA. Suppose that |Iak

| = |Iπ(ak)| and ak ̸= π(ak).
Then, the map ρ(T ) on I ′ = [ℓ, r − |Iak

|) over the alphabet A′ = A \ {ak} with the
permutation π′ as in Equation 3 is a (k − 1)-IET.

Moreover, for all x ∈ I ′, ΩT (x) = φ(Ωρ(T )(x)), where φ is the morphism φ :
A′ω → Aω defined by φ(π(ak)) = π(ak)ak and φ(c) = c for every letter c ̸= π(ak).

Proof. Consider the first-return map ν of T to I.
If x ∈ Iπ(ak) ⊂ I ′, then T (x) ∈ Iak

̸⊂ I ′, but T 2(x) ∈ I ′. Thus, ν(x) = 2.
Otherwise, if x ∈ Ia with a ̸= π(ak), then T (x) ∈ T (Ia) ⊂ I ′. Thus, ν(x) = 1.
Let us denote this first-return map by T ′. For each each x ∈ Ia ⊂ I ′, with

a ̸= π(ak), we have T ′(x) = T (x). For all x ∈ Iπ(ak), we have T ′(x) = T 2(x).
Hence,

T ′(x) =

{
T 2(x) if x ∈ Iπ(ak)

T (x) otherwise
.

Consequently, we obtain the induced map on I ′ with the domain alphabet A′ =
A\{ak}. In particular, T ′ is an IET over the alphabet A′, with |A′| = k−1. Thus,
T ′ is a (k − 1)-IET.

Reading the image sub-intervals of T ′ in I ′ gives a permutation of A′ obtained
precisely by removing ak from π and replacing the single occurrence of ak in the
image of π by π(ak), and removing the π(ak) in the image of π. This is exactly the
definition of π′.

Thus, T ′ = ρ(T ) is a (k − 1)-IET on I ′ over the alphabet A′ with permutation
π′, proving the first part of the statement.

Let us now consider a point x ∈ I ′. The trajectory of x is Ωρ(T )(x) = c0c1c2 · · · ,
with every cn ∈ A′. Let us define the sequence of return times ν0 = 0 and

νn+1 =

{
νn + 2 if cn = π(ak)

νn + 1 if cn ̸= π(ak)
.
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By construction, T νn(x) = T ′n(x) ∈ I ′, and there is no visit to I ′ at any interme-
diate time between νn and νn+1. We claim that

ΩT (x) = φ(c0)φ(c1)φ(c2) · · · = φ(Ωρ(T )(x)).

In particular, we claim that for each n ≥ 0, the factor of ΩT (x) from position νn up
to position νn+1 − 1 equals φ(cn). To show the equality, we deal with the following
two cases.

First, suppose cn ̸= π(ak). An application of T to T ′n(x) ∈ Icn results in a T (x)
which remains in I ′. Consequently, the return to I ′ occurs at time νn + 1 and the
letter at position νn is exactly φ(cn).

Now suppose cn = π(ak). We have T (Iπ(ak)) = Iak
̸⊂ I ′. The first application of

T to an x ∈ Iπ(ak) therefore results in an occurrence of π(ak) in the trajectory. The
second application of T returns x to I ′ and results in an occurrence of ak in the
trajectory. Hence, the two letters at positions νn and νn+1 are π(ak)ak = φ(π(ak)),
and the return occurs exactly at time νn + 2.

Concatenating over all n yields the desired equality. □

Example 4.2. Let T be the IET defined in Example 3.1. The IET ρ(T ) is asso-
ciated with (Ia)a∈A′ and π′, where A′ = {a < b < c < d} and π′ = (acbd) (see
Figure 3).

a b c d

a c b dρ(T )

Figure 3. The IET in Example 3.1.

Remark 4.3. Another possible choice would be to "preserve" ak instead of π(ak).
The procedure would be similar, with a simpler description of π′, but a more
complicated description of A′.

4.2. Left Rauzy step. We symmetrically define the left Rauzy step λ sending T
to the induced transformation T ′ on I ′ = [ℓ′, r), where ℓ′ is the left-most point of
(ℓ, r) belonging to D(T ) ∪D(T−1).

Assume π(a1) ̸= a1.
If ℓ′ is not a connection, that is, if |Ia1 | ̸= |Iπ(a1)|, we call the step non-degenerate.

This is the mirror of the classical right Rauzy induction of [28] (see also [9]). Sym-
metrically as seen above, if T is regular, we can apply this step infinitely many times
and always obtain a new regular IET on the same (possibly reordered) alphabet.

If |Ia1
| > |Iπ(a1)| then Ω(x) starts with π(a1) a1 for every x ∈ Iπ(a1).

Similarly, if |Ia1
| < |Iπ(a1)|, then Ω(x) starts with π(a1)a1 for every x ∈ T−1(Ia1

).
We first consider the former case (i.e., when |Ia1

| > |Iπ(a1)|). Let h = π−1(1).
Then λ(T ) is the regular IET associated with A and π′ ∈ SA defined as

(4) π′(i) =


π(i)− 1 if i < h− 1

π(1) if i = h− 1

π(i) if i ≤ h

.
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In the latter case (i.e., when |Ia1
| < |Iaπ(1)

|) λ(T ) is the IET associated with
A′ = {a2 < . . . < ah−1 < a1 < ah < . . . < ak} and π ∈ SA′ , where

(5) π(i) = π′(i)

for every 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
Let us now consider the degenerate case, which occurs when ℓ′ is a connection.

Equivalently, the degenerate case occurs when we have |Ia1
| = |Iπ(a1)|. In such a

case, π can be either reducible or irreducible.
For every point x ∈ Iπ(a1), the trajectory Ω(x) starts with π(a1)a1. The first

return map of T to I ′ = [ℓ′, r) coincides with T for all points x /∈ Iπ(a1) and with T 2

for x ∈ Iπ(a1). Analogously to the right case, we define λ(T ) as the IET associated
with the partition (Ia)a∈A′ of I ′ and the permutation π′, with A′ = {a2 < . . . < ak}
and

(6) π′(a) =

{
π(a1) if a = π−1(a1)

π(a) otherwise
.

We now provide the mirror proposition of Proposition 4.1. The proof is symmetric
to that of the previous proposition.

Proposition 4.4. Let T be a k-IET on the interval I over the alphabet A with
an associated permutation π ∈ SA. Suppose that |Ia1

| = |Iπ(a1)| and a1 ̸= π(a1).
Then, the map λ(T ) on I ′ = [ℓ+ |Ia1

|, r) over the alphabet A′ = A \ {a1} with the
permutation π′ as in Equation (6) is a (k − 1)-IET.

Moreover, for all x ∈ I ′, ΩT (x) = φ(Ωλ(T )(x)), where φ is the morphism φ :
A′ω → Aω defined by φ(π(a1)) = π(a1)a1 and φ(c) = c for every letter c ̸= π(a1).

Remark 4.5. Right and left Rauzy steps "cut" the IET only around ℓ, if we identify
ℓ with r. Mutatis mutandis, it is also possible to define Rauzy steps around the
other 0-connections. Indeed, considering a 0-connection of the form

∑
b<ai

|Iai
|, it

is enough to permute the alphabet circularly sending aj 7→ a(j−i (mod k))+1.

Example 4.6. Consider the 5-IET T depicted in Figure 1. We can circularly
reorder it about the connection between Ia and Ib, obtaining an IET T ′ such that
the leftmost interval in the domain order is now Ib (see Figure 4).

b c d e a

c b d a eT ′

Figure 4. A circularly reordered IET of Figure 1.

4.3. Merging. To distinguish the behavior of the morphisms ρ and λ in the non-
degenerate case from their behavior in the degenerate case, we define the notion of
merging. Let T be a k-IET on [ℓ, r) over the alphabet A = {a1 < . . . < ak} with
associated permutation π ∈ SA.

Suppose first that a right cut on T would result in a degenerate cut. In this case,
we call ρ a right merging step.

Similarly, let T be as before, but suppose that a left cut would result in a
degenerate cut. In this case, we call λ a left merging step.

When the context makes the side on which the merging occurs clear, we drop
the specification of orientation and simply call the step a merging step.
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4.4. Splitting. We develop the splitting step to isolate periodic components of
IETs when they appear during the induction process.

Let us consider a nonempty proper contiguous sub-alphabet B = {ai < ai+1 <
. . . < aj} of A, with i < j, and such that

⋃
a∈B Ia is an interval in the domain of

T , i.e., the Ia with a ∈ B are contiguous. Set

IB =
⋃

ai∈B
Iai

= [γB, δB) ,

where γB and δB are 0-connections. We say that B is T -invariant if T (IB) = IB.
Let us also denote B = A \ B. Supposing T has such an invariant sub-alphabet

B ⊂ A, let us consider

IB = I \ IB =


[ℓ, δB) if IB is of the form [δB, r)

[γB, r) if IB is of the form [ℓ, γB)

[ℓ, γB) ∪ [δB, r) if IB is interior to I

.

Note that IB is not necessarily an interval. To "transform" it into an interval in the
case when IB is interior, we connect can translate [δB, r) to the left by |IB|, yielding
the interval [ℓ, r − |IB|). Formally, let us consider the gluing map G

G : [ℓ, γB) ∪ [δB, r) → [ℓ, r − |IB|)
defined as

G(x) =

{
x if x ∈ [ℓ, γB)

x− |IB| if x ∈ [δB, r)
.

When B ⊂ A is T -invariant, we consider the three possible decompositions of T
into two IETs — one on IB and one on IB — corresponding to the three cases of IB .

Define
SB := T |IB : IB → IB

to be the restriction of T to IB.
If IB is connected, define the second IET to be the restriction of T to IB , i.e.,

SB := T |IB : IB → IB.

If IB is disconnected, we define

SB := G ◦ T |IB ◦G−1 : [ℓ, r − |IB|) → [ℓ, r − |IB|).
We show that the two IETs SB and SB are well defined in all cases.

Lemma 4.7. Let T : [ℓ, r) → [ℓ, r) be a k-IET over the ordered alphabet A. Let
B ⊂ A be a proper T -invariant sub-alphabet whose sub-intervals Ib, b ∈ B, are
contiguous in [ℓ, r). Then, SB and SB as defined above are well defined IETs.

Proof. Let b ∈ B. Then T acts on Ib as an isometric translation back into (and
never outside of) IB. Furthermore, T is a bijection from IB to IB. Thus, T |IB (i.e.,
SB by definition) is a |B|-IET.

The same argument holds on IB. In the interior case, i.e., when IB is not an
interval, we conjugate by the order-preserving translation G, and so SB is also an
IET. In particular, it is a |B|-IET, where |B| = k − |B|. □

Furthermore, for given IET T over A and proper contiguous sub-alphabet B ⊂ A,
the |B|-IET SB and the |B|-IET SB are unique.

Lemma 4.8. The IETs SB and SB are uniquely determined by T and B.
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Proof. The domains of SB (i.e., IB) and SB (i.e., IB or [ℓ, r − |IB|)) are forced
by the choice of B by definition. Since T (IB) = IB, the restriction T |IB = SB is
unique. This forces the restriction of SB to the complement of IB, i.e., IB in the
non-internal case. In the internal case, G is an order-preserving translation, and so
SB is uniquely T |IB or its conjugate by G, G ◦ T |B ◦G−1. □

Finally, we show that the permutations of SB and T2 are exactly the restrictions
of the permutation of T to their respective sub-alphabets.

Lemma 4.9. The IETs SB and SB have respectively the permutation as T restricted
to the alphabets B and B.

Proof. The top partition of SB is (Ib)b∈B in the previous left-to-right order. Since
T (IB) = IB, the set I \ IB also disappears from the bottom ordering, which leaves
exactly the restriction

π|B ∈ SB.

Therefore, SB has the permutation π|B on B. Similarly, in the case of SB, the top
partition is (Ib)b∈B in the previous left-to-right order. Since π(B) = B, the set IB
also disappears from the bottom ordering, which leaves exactly the restriction

π|B ∈ SB.

Therefore, SB has the permutation π|B on B.
Consequently, the permutation of T is preserved on the restricted alphabets B

and B by SB and SB, respectively. □

The decomposition of T into SB and SB isolates invariant sub-alphabets of T
from the rest of T . Such invariant sub-alphabets, however, are handled neither by
left/right Rauzy steps nor the merging steps.

Given T , A and B as above, we define the splitting step σB. This map is defined
on the set of IETs having B as a proper contiguous invariant sub-alphabet, and it
takes values in the set of pairs of IETs, mapping T 7→ (SB, SB). When B is clear
from the context, we write σ instead of σB.

In the following proposition, we formally define this step and show that the
dynamics of σ(T ) behave as expected.

Proposition 4.10. Let T : [ℓ, r) → [ℓ, r) be a k-IET over an ordered alphabet A
with corresponding reducible permutation π ∈ SA. Let B ⊂ A be a proper contiguous
T -invariant sub-alphabet of A. The multi-valued map σB is well defined, uniquely
determined, and permutation preserving.

Proof. The results easily follows from the the definition of splitting and Lem-
mata 4.7, 4.8 and 4.9. □

Associated to each σB step are two morphisms:

ιB,A : B∗ → A∗ and ιB,A : B∗ → A∗

that map from the free monoid over the underlying alphabets of SB and SB to
the free monoid over the underlying alphabet of the IET T from which they were
obtained.

Example 4.11. Let T ′ be the IET defined in Example 4.2 and B = {a < b < c} ⊂
A. Then, σB(T

′) = (SB, SB), where SB is the IET associated with B and SB is the
IET associated with B = {d} (see Figure 5).
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a b c

a c bSB

d

dSB

Figure 5. The IET of Example 4.2 after the application of σB.

Remark 4.12. Each minimal component is a union of sub-intervals of [ℓ, r), starting
and ending at a 0-connection, so it can be isolated using a proper sequence of
splitting steps.

Remark 4.13. The choice to define splitting as a two-valued map is purely one
of presentation. One could just as well split off all proper T -invariant contiguous
sub-alphabets in a single step whenever they appear during the induction process,
obtaining three or more IETs when possible. We chose two in the interest of clarity.

4.5. First-return maps to cylinders. In [9] it is shown that if T is a regular
IET, then for every w ∈ L(T ) the transformation induced by T on Iw is of the
form χ(T ), with χ ∈ {ρ, λ}∗. In this case, each morphism corresponds to a non-
degenerate step, the regularity hypothesis assuring that no degenerate cases or
splitting may happen.

We generalize this result to irregular IETs. We first recall the following lemmata
from the above paper.

Lemma 4.14 ([9]). Let T be a k-IET on the interval I = [ℓ, r) over the alphabet
A. For every w ∈ L(T ), Iw is an admissible interval.

Lemma 4.15 ([9]). Let T be a k-IET on the interval I = [ℓ, r). We define the sets

Z(T ) = [ℓ, r′), and Y (T ) = [ℓ′, r),

where r′ is the right-most (resp., ℓ′ is the left-most) element in D(T ) ∪D(T−1).
If an interval J is strictly included in I and J is admissible for T , then either

J ⊂ Z(T ) or J ⊂ Y (T ).

Lemma 4.16 ([9]). Let T be a k-IET on I = [ℓ, r). Then, for two admissible
intervals J1 ⊂ J2, Div(J2, T ) ⊂ Div(J1, T ).

We employ these lemmata in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.17. Let T be a k-IET on I = [ℓ, r) over the alphabet A. For every
w ∈ L(T ), there exists a finite sequence of steps χ ∈ {ρ, λ, σ}∗ such that χ(T ) is
the first-return map of T to Iw.

Proof. We split the argument into four cases.
(1) Suppose T is regular. This case is given by [9, Theorem 4.3].
(2) Suppose T is minimal, but not necessarily regular. Lemma 4.14 shows that

Iw ⊂ [ℓ, r) is admissible. Set S0 = T and J0 = [ℓ, r). By Lemma 4.15, Iw
is either contained in Z(T ) or Y (T ). The map S1 obtained from S0 after
applying ρ in the former case and λ in the latter case is an IET both when
the step is non-degenerate, as seen above (see also [9]), and when the step is
degenerate, by Propositions 4.1 and 4.4. Furthermore, it is the first-return
map to the domain of S1, denoted by J1.

We proceed inductively for m > 0 by defining Sm+1 and Jm+1 from Sm

on Jm analogously to the base case. By Lemma 4.16, every Jm containing
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Iw has endpoints in the finite set Div(Iw, T ) ∪ {r}. The inclusion chain
of the Jm is strictly decreasing among these finitely many super-intervals,
and thus terminates at Jm′ = Iw after finitely many steps. By construction,
each composite step yields a first return on its given sub-interval, and thus
the composite map is the first-return map on Iw.

(3) Suppose T is a disjoint union of periodic components. A finite chain of σ
isolates all components which do not contain Iw, since the number of such
components is bounded by k for a k-IET. A standard induction covered in
the first and second cases follows on this component.

(4) Finally, suppose T is a mix of the above, i.e., T can be decomposed into a
non-zero number of periodic components and a non-zero number of mini-
mal components. By the third point, a finite application of σ removes all
periodic components that do not contain Iw. A subsequent finite applica-
tion of (possibly degenerate) ρ and λ then isolates Iw in the domain as a
consequence of point 2. This chain of morphisms is also finite.

□

Example 4.18. Let T = T1 be the IET defined in Example 3.1. The induction
on the interval Ic begins with an application of ρ in a degenerate case, followed
by two successive applications of splitting, σ{a} and σ{b}, concluding with a (non-
degenerate) right Rauzy step ρ on the minimal IET on the interval Ic ∪ Id (see
Figure 6, where the induced IET on Ic is denoted by T7).

In a similar way, we can obtain the induced IETs on Ia and Ib by a right Rauzy
step ρ followed by a splitting step σ{a}, and by a right Rauzy Step ρ followed by two
splitting steps σ{a} and σ{b}, respectively (T3 and T5 in the figure).

a b c d e

e b d c aT1

a b c d

a b d cT2

a

aT3

b c d

b d cT4

a

aT3

b

bT5

c d

d cT6

a

aT3

b

bT5

c d

d cT7

ρ : T1 7→ T2

σ{a} : T2 7→ (T3, T4)

σ{b} : T4 7→ (T5, T6)

ρ : T6 7→ T7

Figure 6. Extended branching Rauzy induction on the interval
Ic of a non-minimal 5-IET.
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5. Extension Graphs and Alsinicity

In order to generalize the clustering result of [7] to all standard interval exchange
transformations, and to specify the specific clustering permutation, we require order
conditions and extension graphs.

Let L ⊂ A∗ be a language. The extension graph GL(w) of a word w ∈ L is the
undirected bipartite graph with vertices the disjoint union of

LL(w) = {a ∈ A : aw ∈ L} and RL(w) = {b ∈ A : wb ∈ L},

and edges
BL(w) = {(a, b) ∈ A2 : awb ∈ L}.

A word w ∈ L such that |LL(w)| > 1 (resp., (|RL(w)| > 1) is said to be left-special
(resp., right-special). A word that is both left- and right-special is called bispecial.

An extension graph GL(w) is compatible with two orders <1 and <2 on A if

∀(a, b), (c, d) ∈ BL(w), a <1 c ⇒ b ≤2 d.

When L is clear from the context, we just write G(w), L(w), R(w) and B(w).
A language L is said to be dendric if the extension graph of every w ∈ L is acyclic

and connected (whence the original name tree set in [2]). A language alsinic if the
extension graph of every word in it is a forest (see [7]). Since every forest is a planar
graph, for every word w in an alsinic language is it possible to find two order <1,w

and <2,w such that G(w) is compatible with them.
A language L is ordered dendric (resp., ordered alsinic) for two orders <1 and

<2 if every G(w), with w ∈ L, is compatible for <1 and <2 (in [3] the term planar
tree was used since the edges do not cross when drawing the vertices of L(w) on
the left ordered by <1 and the vertices of R(w) on the right ordered by <2).

An example of a family of ordered dendric languages is given by Sturmian lan-
guages, i.e., coding of an irrational rotation on a circle. On the other hand, Arnoux-
Rauzy words on more than two letters are dendric but not ordered dendric [3].

Ordered alsinic languages are strictly linked to IETs.

Theorem 5.1 ([15, 14]). Let L ⊂ A∗.
• L is the language of an IET if and only if it is a recurrent alsinic language.
• L is the language of a minimal IET if and only if it is an aperiodic, uni-

formly recurrent alsinic language.
• L is the language of a regular IET if and only if it is a recurrent ordered

dendric set.

Note that in [15, 14] the hypothesis of uniform recurrence was used for the
last point. However, as proved in [10], recurrent dendric sets are also uniformly
recurrent. As observed earlier, clustering words are associated with DIETs. Recall
also that a DIET can be viewed as an IET having sub-intervals of integral (or
rational) length. We make this link explicit via a reformulation of [13, Theorem 8].

For two total orders <1 and <2 on alphabet A, the order condition of Ferenczi,
Hubert, and Zamboni in [13] states that, for a factor w, whenever awb and a′wb′

occur with a <2 a′ and b <1 b′, the edges {a, b} and {a′, b′} do not cross. Hence, a
language is ordered alsinic for two orders exactly when it satisfies the order condition
for those two orders. In the same paper, the authors show that a primitive word w
is π-clustering iff every bispecial factor in L(wω) satisfies the order condition with
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respect to <π and <A, where <A is the order on the alphabet A and <π the order
given by a <π b when π−1(a) <A π−1(b).

If u ∈ L(wω) is a non-bispecial factor , i.e., if |L(u)| ≤ 1 or |R(u)| ≤ 1, the
extension graph G(u) is trivially a tree compatible with any pair of orders.

Thus, the only factors in this language that could possibly fail the order condition
are the bispecial factors. Replacing the order condition by alsinicity, we obtain the
following reformulation of a result in 5.2

Theorem 5.2 ([13]). A word w ∈ A∗ is π-clustering if and only if L(wω) is ordered
alsinic with respect to <π and <A.

Example 5.3. Let w and T be as in Example 3.3. Then

c <π b <π a and a <A b <A c.

The extension graphs of the empty word and the letter a are shown in Figure 7
(left and center). It is straightforward to show that G(w) contains only one edge
for every w ∈ L \ {ε, a} (e.g., right of Figure 7).

G(ε)
c

b

a

<
π

a

b

c
<

A

G(a)
c

b

a

<
π

a

b

c

<
A

G(ba)
a

<
π b

<
A

Figure 7. The extension graphs of ε, a and ba in L(T ).

Following the same argument seen in Section 3, Theorem 5.2 can be generalized
to multiset of words.

Proposition 5.4 ([7]). A multiset W ⊂ A∗ is π-clustering if and only if every for
every w ∈ W , the language L(wω) is ordered alsinc with respect to <πw and <Aw ,
where Aw = A ∩ L(w) and πw is the restriction of π to Aw.

The next result follows from the proof in [8, Lemma 2].

Lemma 5.5. Let T be an IET. Two letters a, b ∈ L(ε) are in the same left connected
component (resp., a, b ∈ R(ε) are in the same right connected component) of G(ε)
if and only if T (Ia) and T (Ib) (resp., Ia and Ib) are in the same region.

6. Return Words in IET Languages

As an application of this induction procedure, we give a proof of the follow-
ing theorem. The same result was recently showed, independently, in [17], using
different tools.

Theorem 6.1. Let T be an interval exchange transformation over the alphabet A
with a permutation π ∈ SA. All return words in the language of T are π-clustering.

Before handling the general case, in which we allow our IET to have irregular
components, we show the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Let T be a regular n-IET, n ≥ 1, with associated permutation π. Let
L(T ) be its language. All return words w ∈ L(T ) are π-clustering.
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Proof. Let u ∈ L(T ) and w ∈ R(u) ⊂ L(T ). We handle the following cases for
v ∈ L(wω) using Theorem 5.2. We denote the length |w| of the word w by r. Note
that, since T is regular, L(T ) is uniformly recurrent ordered alsinic for the orders
<A and <π.

First, suppose |u| ≥ |w|.
(1) Let |v| ≥ |w|. Then v = swp for a suffix s of w and a prefix p of w. In

the language L(wω), the word v can be extended on the left and on the
right by a single letter in a unique way. Consequently, v is neither left-
special nor right-special in L(wω). As a result, the extension graph of v
trivially satisfies the ordered alsinic condition, since it only contains one
edge between two vertices.

(2) Now suppose that |v| < |w|. Then, either v straddles two occurrences of
w, or v is a factor of w. The second case is trivial, since v rests in L(T ) by
definition. In the former case, v ∈ L(w2) \ L(w) ⊂ L(uw) ⊂ L(T ). Thus,
v ∈ L(T ), and the extension graphs of all factors of L(T ) are compatible
w.r.t. the orders <A and <π as a consequence of the regularity of T . Hence,
the extension graph of v is ordered alsinic with respect to <A and <π.

Now suppose |u| < |w|.
(1) Let |v| ≥ |w|. The argument is identical to that in the first case with

|u| ≥ |w| and |v| ≥ |w|, and the ordered alsinicity of the extension graph of
v with respect to the orders <A and <π follows.

(2) Finally, suppose |v| < |w|. If v ∈ L(w) ∪ L(u) ⊂ L, then we immedi-
ately obtain the compatibility of the extension graph of v from the ordered
alsinicity of L. Otherwise, if v ∈ L(ww) \L(w), then we can write v = sup.
In such a case, by a similar argument as above, the word v can be uniquely
extended on the left by one letter and uniquely extended on the right by
one letter. Consequently, we obtain the ordered alsinicity of the extension
graph of v with respect to the desired orders via a symmetrical argument
to that of the first case.

As a consequence of the above cases and Theorem 5.2, all return words in the
language of a regular IET with associated permutation π are π-clustering in the
Burrows-Wheeler sense. □

Remark 6.3. Note that in the proof of Lemma 6.2, the only property of T used
is that L(T ) is ordered alsinic with respect to <A and <π. In particular, the
statement of Lemma 6.2 remains valid if one replaces "regular IET" with "IET
whose language is ordered alsinic with respect to <A and <π".

Let us recall the morphisms αa,b, α̃a,b : A∗ → A∗ defined in Section 2.3 as

αa,b =

{
a 7→ ab

c 7→ c, c ̸= a
and α̃a,b =

{
a 7→ ba

c 7→ c, c ̸= a
,

with a, b ∈ A, as well as the inclusions ιB,A : B∗ → A∗ and ιB,A : B∗ → A∗ defined
in Section 4.4, with B ⊂ A.

We use these morphisms to step back from Iw to [ℓ, r). Recall that these mor-
phims are αa,b : a 7→ ab and α̃a,b : a 7→ ba, which fix all other letters, as well as the
inclusion ιA,B : A∗ → (A⊔B)∗. We begin by showing that primitivity is preserved
by these morphisms.
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Lemma 6.4. Let w be a primitive word over an ordered alphabet A. Let a ∈ A and
b ∈ A∪B, with B an alphabet disjoint from A. For every φ ∈ SA∪{αa,b, α̃a,b, ιA,B}
the word φ(w) is primitive.

Proof. Let u = φ(w).
(1) We first consider the case φ ∈ SA. Let u = vd for some primitive word

v = a1 . . . am ∈ A∗. Set v′ = φ−1(a1) · · ·φ−1(am). After applying the
inverse permutation φ−1 ∈ SA, we obtain w = v′d. By the primitivity of
w, we find that d = 1.

(2) Suppose now that φ = αa,b. We first consider the case where b ∈ A. Let
u = vd for some primitive word v ∈ A∗. We claim that v cannot end with
the letter a, since otherwise u would also end with a, which is impossible,
since by construction every a in u = αa,b(w) is followed by the letter b.
Therefore, v = v1abv2ab · · · vmc, where c ∈ A \ {a} and vi ∈ (A \ {a})∗
for every i. Let v′ = v1av2 · · · avm. We have v = αa,b(v

′). Consequently,
w = v′d, and thus, by primitivity of w, d = 1.

Now suppose that b /∈ A. Let u = vd for some primitive word v ∈ A∗.
By the same argument as above, we can write v = v1abv2ab · · · vmc with
c ∈ A\{a} and vi ∈ ((A\{a})∪{b})∗. Since in u = αa,b(w) every occurrence
of b is, by construction, preceded by the letter a, we have vi ∈ (A \ {a})∗.
We then conclude as above.

(3) The case u = α̃a,b(w) is proved in a symmetric way as in point (2).
(4) The case u = ιA,B is immediate.

□

We now show that the property of being clustered is preserved by the morphisms
defined in Section 4.

Lemma 6.5. Let w be a primitive word over A = {a1 < a2 < . . . < ak}. Suppose
w is π-clustering on A for some permutation π ∈ SA.

(1) If µ ∈ SA, then µ(w) ∈ A′∗ is π′-clustering, with π′ ∈ SA′ and A′ =
{µ(a1) < . . . < µ(ak)}.

(2) If b = a1, π−1(a) = ai, and π−1(b) = ai+1 for a certain 1 ≤ i < k, then
αa,b(w) ∈ A∗ is π′-clustering, with π′ ∈ SA.

(3) If b = ak, π−1(b) = ai and π−1(a) = ai+1 for a certain 1 ≤ i < k, then
αa,b(w) ∈ A∗ is π′-clustering, with π′ ∈ SA.

(4) If π−1(b) = a1, a = ai and b = ai+1 for a certain 1 ≤ i < k, then α̃a,b(w) ∈
A′∗ is π′-clustering, with A′ = {ai < a1 < . . . < ai−1 < ai+1 < . . . < ak}
and π′ ∈ SA′ .

(5) If π−1(b) = ak, b = ai and a = ai+1 for a certain 1 ≤ i < k, then α̃a,b(w) ∈
A′∗ is π′-clustering, with A′ = {a1 < . . . < ai < ai+2 < . . . < ak < ai+1}
and π′ ∈ SA′ .

(6) If b /∈ A, then αa,b(w) ∈ A′∗ is π′-clustering, with A′ = {a1 < . . . < ak < b}
and π′ ∈ SA′ ; is it also π′′-clustering with π′′ ∈ SA′′ when considered as
word over A′′ = {b < a1 < . . . < ak}.

(7) If B = {b1 < . . . < bh} is disjoint from A, then ιA,B(w) ∈ A′∗ is π′-
clustering, with A′ = {a1 < . . . < ak < b1 < . . . < bh} and π′ ∈ SA′ .

Proof. We proceed by addressing each case separately.
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(1) The permutation µ sends each letter ai to µ(ai). Since w is π-clustering,
bwtA (w) consists of contiguous runs - possibly of length 0 - of each letter
of A. Since an application of µ to w simply amounts to letter renaming,
we immediately obtain clustering of µ(w). Defining π′ = µ ◦ π ◦µ−1 ∈ SA′ ,
via elementary permutation properties we see that w is π′-clustering.

(2) Define π′ ∈ SA by modifying π such that π−1(a) and π−1(b) are adjacent
in the cycle. If π−1(a) = ai and π−1(b) = ai+1, then the runs π(a) and π(b)
appear consecutively in bwtA (w). Replacing each a by ab in w connects
the runs π(a) and π(b) into a single-run adjacency in bwtA (αa,b(w)). Thus,
αa,b(w) is π′-clustering.

(3) This proof is symmetrical to that of the case (2).
(4) Let a = ai and b = ai+1, 1 ≤ i ≤ k. The letter b is the first letter

of the permutation π, so b = aπ(1) is the first letter in bwtA (w). The
morphism α̃a,b sends a to ba, so each new b is created inside the existing
run of a’s directly preceding it. We now reorder the alphabet, obtaining
A′ = {ai < a1 < . . . < ai−1 < ai+1 < . . . < ak}, such that a becomes
the smallest letter in the ordering of A′. With this order the runs appear
consecutively, and we obtain π′ ∈ SA′ by cyclically rotating π in the same
fashion. Thus, α̃a,b is π′-clustering.

(5) This case is symmetric to that case (4). In this case, b is the letter appearing
in the last run of the bwtA (w). A reordered alphabet A′ = {a1 < . . . <
ai < ai+2 < . . . < ak < ai+1} moves a to the end, resulting in a permutation
π′ that keeps the two new adjacent runs together. Clustering follows.

(6) Let b be the largest letter of the new alphabet A′ = A∪ {b} with π′ ∈ SA′

defined by inserting b immediately after a in the cyclic order of π. After
replacing every a with ab, all new b’s sit inside the run of aπ(i) = a and
nowhere else, so bwtA (w) consists of contiguous runs once the run of b’s
is appended after that of a. A similar procedure applies should we choose
to append b at the beginning of A instead of at the end. Thus, αa,b is
π′-clustering on both extended alphabets.

(7) We note that ιA,B(w) = w. No new letters appear in w, so bwtA∪B (w) =
bwtA (w) with zero occurrences of each b ∈ B. We define π′ ∈ SA∪B by
letting π′ extend π and act as the identity on each b ∈ B. This keeps the
clustering unaltered, hence w is π′-clustering over A ∪ B.

□

We are now able to prove Theorem 6.1, providing an application of this machin-
ery. With an abuse of notation, let us denote permutations of a sub-alphabet of A
as belonging to SA.

of Theorem 6.1. Let T be a k-IET on an interval I associated with a permutation
π ∈ SA. Let w ∈ L(T ) and u be a return word to w ∈ L(T ). By Proposition 4.17,
there exists χ ∈ (SA ∪ {ρ, λ, σ})∗ such that the transformation induced by T to
Iw is χ(T ). Applying Lemma 6.5, we obtain that all return words of L(T ) are
π′-clustering, with π′ ∈ SA. By Remark 6.3, we apply Lemma 6.2 with "regular"
replaced by "ordered alsinic" to find that π′ and π coincide. □

Example 6.6. Let T = T1 be the IET defined in Example 3.1. As seen in Ex-
ample 3.2, its language is L(T ) = L((ae)ω) ∪ L((d)ω) ∪ L(f), with f = bcbbcb · · ·
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the Fibonacci word. It is easy to check that R(a) = {e} and R(d) = {d}, while
R(c) = {c, cd}.

As shown in Example 4.18, the transformation induced by T1 on Ic is obtained
via two right Rauzy steps interspersed with two splitting steps. For the steps

ρ, σ{a}, σ{b}, ρ

in the induction, we obtain the respective morphisms

αa,e, ι{b,c,d},{a}, ι{c,d},{b}, α̃d,c.

The alphabet of the original IET induced on Ic is {c, d}. The corresponding return
words to Ic in the language of the original IET are obtained via the application of
the composition χc = αa,e ◦ ι{b,c,d},{a} ◦ ι{c,d},{b} ◦ α̃d,c to the subalphabet {c, d}. We
have

χc :

{
d 7→ cd

c 7→ c
.

Similarly, the transformations induced by T on Ia and on Ib are σ{a} ◦ ρ and σ{b} ◦
σ{a} ◦ ρ respectively. Applying the associated morphism compositions χa and χb to
the subalphabets {a} and {b} respectively, we obtain

χa : a 7→ ae and χb : b 7→ b.

Note that not all of these steps were necessary to reach induced IETs on the de-
sired intervals. For example, one could obtain the induced IET on Ib via a single
application of σ{b}.

In [21], Lapointe asked the following question: "Are return words of a symmetric
interval exchange transformation perfectly clustering words?"

Using Theorem 6.1 we can provide a positive answer.

Corollary 6.7. Return words in the language of a symmetric IET are perfectly
clustering.

Proof. Let T be an IET with associated permutation the symmetric permutation.
Applying Theorem 6.1 to L(T ), we obtain that all its return words are clustering
with respect to the symmetric permutation, and thus perfectly clustering. □

7. Future Work

We briefly indicate two directions suggested by this work. A first goal concerns
local commutation of the morphisms in extended branching Rauzy induction. Given
the multiple choices of morphisms at each induction step, it would be valuable to
identify a small set of local commutations (e.g., splitting on a periodic component,
then a left Rauzy step on a minimal component is the same as doing so in the oppo-
site order) that aid in understanding when segments of induction paths commute.
A natural problem is to identify other such local relations in the monoid generated
by {λ, ρ, σ}.

A second direction is to explicitly extend the construction of Gjerde and Jo-
hansen in [19] beyond the minimal case. In particular, the authors of this work
constructed a partition in towers corresponding to the Cantor version of any min-
imal standard interval exchange transformation. The incidence matrices of the
corresponding Bratteli diagram were products of morphism matrices corresponding
to individual right Rauzy steps (see also [12] for a review of the results of [19] from
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this perspective). However, traditional right Rauzy induction is not applicable to
general standard IETs. Each merging and splitting step induces a matrix, and
thus extended branching Rauzy induction could enable the explicit construction of
Bratteli diagrams (and the corresponding Bratteli-Vershik models) from the Cantor
system with multiple minimal components arising from an IET. This would also
provide a convenient method of recovering the associated dimension groups.
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[13] Sébastien Ferenczi, Pascal Hubert, and Luca Q. Zamboni. Order conditions for languages. In
International Conference on Combinatorics on Words, Lecture Notes in Computer Science,
pages 155–167. Springer International Publishing, 2023.

[14] Sébastien Ferenczi, Pascal Hubert, and Luca Q. Zamboni. Languages of general interval
exchange transformations. Annali della Scuola Normale Superiore - Classe di Scienze, 33,
2024.
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