
ON THE FUTURE COVER OF A SOFIC SHIFT

KLAUS THOMSEN

Abstract. The paper contains a new proof of the theorem by Krieger which establishes
the canonicity of the future cover of a sofic shift. In addition the paper describes a method
to produce new canonical covers from a given one, resulting in canonical covers related to,
but generally different from the future cover.

1. Introduction

A cover of a sofic shift Y is a subshift of finite typeX together with a factor map π : X → Y
from X onto Y . Every sofic shift has a wealth of different covers, so the least one can do to
simplify considerations regarding covers is to identify two covers π : X → Y and π′ : X ′ → Y
of the same sofic shift Y when they are isomorphic in the sense that there is a conjugacy
χ : X → X ′ such that π′ ◦ χ = π. Recall that a subshift of finite type can be realized as the
edge shift XG of a finite directed graph G and that a labeling of the set of edges EG is a map
LG : EG → A, where A is a finite set. If Y = LG(XG), where LG : XG → Y ⊆ AZ is the map
obtained by reading the labels of elements in XG, we say that (G,LG) is a presentation of
Y . Then any cover of Y is isomorphic to one coming from a presentation of Y , see Theorem
3.2.1 in [LM]. But even after having reduced covers to labeled graphs, every sofic shift has an
uncanny host of different presentations. Fortunately the future cover of Wolfgang Krieger,
[Kr1], and its associated labeled graph which we denote by (K(Y ), LK(Y )), stands out because
it is canonical in the sense that a conjugacy ψ : Y → Z of sofic shifts lifts to a conjugacy
ψK : XK(Y ) → XK(Z) such that

XK(Y )

LK(Y )

��

ψK // XK(Z)

LK(Z)

��
Y

ψ
// Z

commutes. Thus the subshift of finite type XK(Y ) and the factor map LK(Y ) are both conju-
gacy invariants for Y . The same is of course also true for any other cover which is canonical
in the same way. It must be emphasized that also components of a canonical cover that are
not of maximal entropy as well as the wandering parts of the cover, which often arise even
when Y is mixing, also give rise to conjugacy invariants for Y . This observation is the main
motivation for the work and the results that are presented below.

We start by giving a new proof of Krieger’s theorem. While his proof is a tour de force
in handling sliding block codes, the proof given here is more conceptual and leads to an
abstract characterization of the future cover analogous to the abstract characterization of
the canonical cover of an irreducible sofic shift known as the minimal right-resolving cover or
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Fischer cover, [F]. Alternative proofs of parts of Krieger’s theorem have been given before;
first by Boyle, Kitchens and Marcus in [BKM] and later by Nasu in [N]. The proof presented
here is also different from those.

The main new result of the paper is a theorem which out of a given canonical cover
produces a new one. To appreciate this, recall that Krieger proved the uniqueness of the
conjugacy ψK in the diagram above. Without this additional requirement it is obvious that a
canonical cover is not unique up to isomorphism; for example the disjoint union of two copies
of the future cover will again be canonical in the sense used so far, but not with unique lifts
of conjugacies. In the following we shall therefore refer to a construction of covers as weakly
canonical when it gives lifts of conjugacies, but possibly lifts that are not unique, while a
construction which gives rise to unique lifts of conjugacies, as the future cover does, will be
called a strongly canonical cover. The main result of the paper, Theorem 4.8, describes a
method to produce a strongly canonical cover out of a given weakly canonical one.

An important virtue of the construction is that it produces new strongly canonical covers
of sofic shifts. Up to now only two strongly canonical covers for sofic shifts have been
known; at least when we for simplicity ignore the doubling coming from the passage from
right-resolving to left-resolving covers that can be achieved by ’time-reversal’. Besides the
future cover it is the minimal right-resolving cover, and only for irreducible sofic shifts. It
is therefore interesting to compare the strongly canonical covers that can be produced using
Theorem 4.8 with the future cover and, in the irreducible case, the minimal right-resolving
cover. For this we introduce a method to find the future cover of a sofic shift starting from an
arbitrary given presentation. This is based on a variation of the so-called subset construction
described in §3.3 of [LM]. More specifically, it is shown that a restriction to a subset of the
vertexes in the subset construction, applied to an arbitrary presentation of the sofic shift,
gives rise to a labeled graph whose merged graph is isomorphic to the future cover. Thus the
future cover is the factor obtained from a subgraph of the subset construction by identifying
vertexes with the same follower set. This fact is used to produce the examples occurring in
the paper, and makes it easy to show by examples that the new strongly canonical covers
that can be obtained from Theorem 4.8 in general are different both from the future cover,
and in the irreducible case, also the minimal right-resolving cover.

Acknowledgement: I thank Brian Marcus, Tom Meyerovitch and Chengyu Wu for the
collaboration that produced [MMTW]. I’m particularly grateful to Brian for renewing my
interest in sofic shifts, and I thank him also for showing me his solution to Exercise 3.2.8 (e)
in [LM].

2. Krieger’s future cover and its canonicity

2.1. Setup and notation. Let A be a finite set. The set AZ of bi-infinite sequences

x = (xi)i∈Z = · · · x−3x−2x−1x0x1x2x3 · · ·
of elements from A is a compact metric space; a metric can be defined for example as in
Example 6.1.10 of [LM]. The shift σ is the homeomorphism of AZ defined such that

σ(x)i = xi+1.

A closed subset X ⊆ AZ is shift-invariant when σ(X) = X and it is then called a subshift.
We shall mainly consider subshifts of finite type (abbreviated to SFT) and sofic shifts. See
Definition 2.1.1 and Definition 3.1.3 in[LM].
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The set W(X) of words in a subshift X consists of the finite strings a1a2 · · · an ∈ An with
the property that a1a2 · · · an = x1x2 · · · xn for some element x = (xi)i∈Z ∈ X. Given an
element x ∈ X and an integer j ∈ Z we denote by x(−∞,j] the element

· · · xkxk+1xk+2 · · · xj ∈ A(−∞,j],

and by X(−∞, j] the set

X(−∞, j] :=
{
x(−∞,j] : x ∈ X

}
.

The symbols x[j,∞) and X[j,∞) have a similar meaning. The same goes for expressions like
x[i,j) and x(i,j] when i < j or x[i,j] when i ≤ j. The set of σ-periodic points of a subshift X
will be denoted by Per(X).

Let G be a finite directed graph with edges (or arrows) EG and vertexes VG. For e ∈ EG
let sG(e) ∈ VG be the start vertex and tG(e) the terminal vertex of e. We shall always assume
that G does not contain sinks or sources; i.e. that s−1

G (v) ̸= ∅ and t−1
G (v) ̸= ∅ for all v ∈ VG.

We extend the definition of tG to finite and left-infinite paths in G, and the definition of sG
to finite or right-infinite paths in G, in the obvious way. We denote the edge shift of G by
XG. Thus XG consists of the bi-infinite sequences

(ei)i∈Z = · · · e−3e−2e−1e0e1e2e3 · · · ∈ EZ
G

of edges in G such that sG(ei+1) = tG(ei) for all i ∈ Z, and the words in W(XG) are the
finite paths in G. We shall sometimes refer to the elements of XG as rays in G. The set XG

is an SFT and every SFT is conjugate to XG for some graph G by Theorem 2.3.2 in [LM].
Let A be a finite set (the alphabet) and LG : EG → A a map considered as a labelling of

the edges in G. We extend LG to finite or infinite paths in the natural way. In particular,
when x := (ei)i∈Z ∈ XG,

LG(x) := (LG(ei))i∈Z = · · ·LG(e−3)LG(e−2)LG(e−1)LG(e0)LG(e1)LG(e2)LG(e3) · · ·
∈ AZ.

Then (G,LG) is a labeled graph, Y := LG(XG) ⊆ AZ is a sofic shift and (G,LG) is a
presentation of Y , cf. §3.1 in [LM].

The first lemma deals with factor codes, right-resolving graphs and right-closing factor
codes. We refer to page 18, Definition 3.3.1 and Definition 8.1.8 in [LM], respectively.

Lemma 2.1. Let X be an SFT and π : X → Y a right-closing factor code. There is a
right-resolving labeled graph (G,LG) and a conjugacy ψ : X → XG such that

X
ψ //

π ��

XG

LG~~
Y

commutes.

Proof. Recode, first using (the proof of) Theorem 3.2.1 of [LM] to get a labeled graph (H,LH)
and a conjugacy ψ0 : X → XH such that
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X
ψ0 //

π ��

XH

LH}}
Y

commutes. Note that LH : XH → Y is a right-closing factor code since π is. It follows
therefore from Proposition 8.1.9 in [LM] that (H,LH) is right-closing with delay as defined
in Definition 5.1.4 of [LM]. Consequently Proposition 5.1.11 in [LM] gives us a right-resolving
labeled graph (G,LG) and a conjugacy ψ1 : XH → XG such that

XH
ψ1 //

LH !!

XG

LG~~
Y

commutes. Set ψ := ψ1 ◦ ψ0.
□

2.2. Regular vertexes and rays. Let (H,LH) be a labeled graph and Y = LH(XH) the
sofic shift it presents. A vertex v ∈ VH is regular when there is an element z ∈ XH such that
tH(z(−∞,−1]) = v and

(1) {LH(x) : x ∈ XH [0,∞), sH(x) = v} =
{
y ∈ Y [0,∞) : LH(z(−∞,−1])y ∈ Y

}
.

For any element z ∈ XH with tH(z(−∞,−1]) = v, the inclusion

{LH(x) : x ∈ XH [0,∞), sH(x) = v} ⊆
{
y ∈ Y [0,∞) : LH(z(−∞,−1])y ∈ Y

}
always holds, so the real condition in (1) is that the opposite inclusion,

{LH(x) : x ∈ XH [0,∞), sH(x) = v} ⊇
{
y ∈ Y [0,∞) : LH(z(−∞,−1])y ∈ Y

}
,

also holds.
In order to work with regularity of vertexes we introduce the following notation. Given

an element y ∈ Y , set

(2) F (y) :=
{
w ∈ Y [0,∞) : y(−∞,−1]w ∈ Y

}
,

and given a vertex v ∈ VH , set

fH(v) := {LH(x) : x ∈ XH [0,∞), sH(x) = v} .
Then v ∈ VH is regular when there is an element z ∈ XH such that tH(z(−∞,−1]) = v and

(3) fH(v) = F (LH(z)).

The set fH(v) will be called the follower set of v and F (y) the follower set of y.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that (H,LH) is right-resolving. Let γ be a finite path in H, and assume
that sH(γ) is regular. Then tH(γ) is regular.

Proof. Let z ∈ XH be an element such that tH(z(−∞,−1]) = sH(γ) and

(4) {LH(µ) : µ ∈ XH [0,∞), sH(µ) = sH(γ)} =
{
y ∈ Y [0,∞) : LH(z(−∞,−1])y ∈ Y

}
.

Set γ′ := z(−∞,−1]γ and note that γ′ = z′(−∞,−1] for some z′ ∈ XH with tH(z
′
(−∞,−1]) =

tH(γ). If y ∈ Y [0,∞) and LH(z
′
(−∞,−1])y = LH(z(−∞,−1])LH(γ)y ∈ Y , then (4) implies
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that LH(γ)y = LH(ν) for some ν ∈ XH [0,∞) with sH(ν) = sH(γ). Since (H,LH) is right-
resolving, ν = γν ′ for some ν ′ ∈ XH [0,∞) with sH(ν

′) = tH(γ). Note that LH(ν
′) = y. □

A labeled graph will be called regular when all vertexes are regular. Adapting Definition
3.3.7 in [LM] we say that a labeled graph (H,LH) is follower-separated when fH(v) =
fH(w) ⇒ v = w.

Example 2.3. The following labeled graph (G,LG) is right-resolving and follower-separated.
But it is not regular; the vertex 1 is not regular.

1 2 3

a

b

a

a
d

c

Figure 1. A right-resolving follower-separated labeled graph which is not
regular.

Remark 2.4. Every synchronized graph in the sense of Jonoska, cf. §4 in [Jo], is regular. By
Lemma 3.3.15, Proposition 3.3.16 and Corollary 3.3.19 in [LM] the minimal right-resolving
presentation of an irreducible sofic shift is synchronizing in the sense of Jonoska and therefore
also regular. The labeled graph in Figure 3 depicts the future cover of the even shift and it
is regular, but it is not synchronizing. To give an irreducible example consider the following
labeled graph which is strongly connected, right-resolving, and presents the even shift.

a b c d

0

0 1

1

0

0

Figure 2. A strongly connected labeled graph which is right-resolving and
regular, but not synchronizing.

Let x ∈ XH . We are interested in the condition that

(5)
{
LH(µ) : µ ∈ XH [0,∞), sH(µ) = tH(x(−∞,k])

}
=

{
y ∈ Y [0,∞) : LH(x(−∞,k])y ∈ Y

}
,

or

(6) fH(tH(x(−∞,k])) = F (σk+1(LH(x))),

for all k ∈ Z. Let X be a subshift and d a metric for the topology of X. For x ∈ X, set

U(x) :=
{
z ∈ X : lim

i→−∞
d
(
σi(z), σi(x)

)
= 0

}
= {z ∈ X : zi = xi, i ≤ N, for some N ∈ Z} .
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This set is sometimes called ’the unstable manifold’ of x.

Lemma 2.5. Assume that (H,LH) is right-resolving. Let x ∈ XH . Then LH : U(x) →
U(LH(x)) is surjective if and only if (5) holds for all k ∈ Z.

Proof. Assume first that (5) holds for all k ∈ Z and consider an element y ∈ U(LH(x)).
Then y(−∞,L] = LH(x(−∞,L]) for some L ∈ Z. Thanks to (5) this implies that y[L+1,∞) ∈
fH(tH(x(−∞,L])), and hence also that there is an element z ∈ XH such that z(−∞,L] = x(−∞,L]

and LH(z[L+1,∞)) = y[L+1,∞). Then z ∈ U(x) and LH(z) = y.
Assume then that LH : U(x) → U(LH(x)) is surjective, and consider k ∈ Z and an

element y ∈ Y [0,∞) such that LH(x(−∞,k])y ∈ Y . Then LH(x(−∞,k])y ∈ U(LH(x)) and there
is therefore an element z ∈ U(x) such that LH(z) = LH(x(−∞,k])y. Choose L < k such that
z(−∞,L] = x(−∞,L]. Since (H,LH) is right-resolving, it follows that z(−∞,k] = x(−∞,k]. Hence

y = LH(z[k+1,∞)) ∈ fH(tH(x(−∞,k])).

□

An element x ∈ XH will be called regular when LH : U(x) → U(LH(x)) is surjective.
Then the following clearly holds.

Lemma 2.6. Assume that x ∈ XH is regular. Then sH(xk) ∈ VH is regular for all k ∈ Z.

We denote in the following the set of regular rays in XH by R(LH).

Example 2.7. In the labeled graph H depicted in Figure 3 the vertex c is regular and hence
all the vertexes are regular by Lemma 2.2. However, XH contains non-regular rays; the two
elements of XH of period 2 are not regular.

a b

c

0

0

1

1

0

Figure 3. A regular labeled graph with non-regular rays.

Lemma 2.8. Assume that (XH , LH) is right-resolving and follower-separated. Then LH is
injective on R(LH).

Proof. If x, y ∈ R(LH) and LH(x) = LH(y), it follows first from (6) that tH(xk) = tH(yk)
for all k ∈ Z because we assume that (XH , LH) is follower-separated. Since (H,LH) is
right-resolving it follows that x = y. □
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2.3. The future cover and Krieger’s theorem. Let A be a finite set and Y ⊆ AZ a sofic
subshift. To define the future cover of Y we use the following notation. When D ⊆ AN is a
subset of AN and a ∈ A, we let D

a
denote the set

D

a
:=

{
x1x2x3 · · · ∈ AN : x0x1x2 · · · ∈ D, x0 = a

}
=

{
x ∈ AN : ax ∈ D

}
;

i.e. D
a
is the set of elements of AN that are obtained from the elements of D that start with

a by deleting the first coordinate. More generally, when w ∈ Am, we set

D

w
=

{
x ∈ AN : wx ∈ D

}
.

Let y ∈ Y . Recall from (2) that

F (y) =
{
z[0,∞) : z ∈ Y, zj = yj, j ≤ −1

}
⊆ AN.

Set
VK(Y ) := {F (y) : y ∈ Y } .

This is a finite set because Y is sofic. VK(Y ) is the set of vertexes in a labeled graph
(K(Y ), LK(Y )) where there is a labeled arrow

F (y)
a→ F (z)

from F (y) to F (z) in K(Y ) precisely when F (z) = F (y)
a

. The labeled graph (K(Y ), LK(Y )) is
then clearly right-resolving. Since

F (σi+1(y)) =
F (σi(y))

yi
,

there is an element αY (y) ∈ XK(Y ) determined by the two conditions:

a) sK(Y )(αY (y)i) = F (σi(y)), i ∈ Z, and
b) LK(Y )(αY (y)) = y.

The map αY : Y → XK(Y ) commutes with the shift, i.e. αY ◦ σ = σ ◦ αY , but it is not
continuous.

Lemma 2.9. LK(Y )(XK(Y )) = Y .

Proof. Let x = (xi)
∞
i=−∞ ∈ XK(Y ) and consider an N ∈ N. By definition sK(Y )(x−N) = F (y)

for some y ∈ Y and

LK(Y )(x−N)LK(Y )(x−N+1)LK(Y )(x−N+2) · · · ∈ F (y).

In particular,
LK(Y )(x−N)LK(Y )(x−N+1) · · ·LK(Y )(xN)) ∈ W(Y )

for all N ∈ N, implying that LK(Y )(XK(Y )) ⊆ Y . The reversed inclusion, Y ⊆ LK(Y )(XK(Y )),
follows from the observation b) above. □

Thus (K(Y ), LK(Y )) is a presentation of Y , and it is known as the future cover of Y , cf.
Exercise 3.2.8 on page 75 of [LM]. 1

1Krieger introduced the word ’future’ in [Kr1], and called an equivalent version of (K(Y ), LK(Y )) ’the
future state chain’. The terminology ”future cover” was used in [BKM], but only for a component of
(K(Y ), LK(Y )), and only for transitive sofic shifts. In Exercise 3.2.8 of [LM] the quotation marks were

deleted and (K(Y ), LK(Y )) was called the future cover for general sofic shifts.
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We can now formulate Krieger’s theorem on the canonicity of the future cover. In our
notation Theorem 2.14 in [Kr1] reads as follows:

Lemma 2.10. (Theorem 2.14 of [Kr1]) Let Y and Z be sofic shifts and ψ : Y → Z a
conjugacy. There is a unique conjugacy ψK : XK(Y ) → XK(Z) such that

(a) ψ ◦ LK(Y ) = LK(Z) ◦ ψK, and
(b) ψK ◦ αY = αZ ◦ ψ.

When Y (and Z) are transitive, Krieger was able to partly dispense with condition (b) in
Lemma 2.10, cf. Corollary 2.16 in [Kr1]. And in Theorem 2.2 of [Kr2] he removed condition
(b) entirely by showing that it follows from (a). In this way he proved

Theorem 2.11. (W. Krieger, 1984, 1987) Let Y and Z be sofic shifts and ψ : Y → Z a
conjugacy. There is a unique conjugacy ψK : XK(Y ) → XK(Z) such that

XK(Y )

LK(Y )

��

ψK // XK(Z)

LK(Z)

��
Y

ψ
// Z

commutes. This conjugacy ψK has the property that also

(7) XK(Y )
ψK // XK(Z)

Y
ψ

//

αY

OO

Z

αZ

OO

commutes.

Note that (7) says that the right-inverse αY of LK(Y ) is canonical in the same sense as
(K(Y ), LK(Y )). It can therefore also be used to get conjugacy invariants for Y .

Before we can give the proof of Theorem 2.11 we need some preparations. First of all we
need the relation

(8) fK(Y )(F (y)) = F (y)

in which F (y) is first considered as a vertex in K(Y ) and next as a subset of AN. In more
detail,

Lemma 2.12. (K(Y ), LK(Y )) is follower-separated. In fact, for all y ∈ Y ,{
LK(Y )(w) : w ∈ XK(Y )[0,∞), sK(Y )(w) = F (y)

}
= F (y).

Proof. This follows directly from the definition of K(Y ). □

Lemma 2.13. (K(Y ), LK(Y )) is regular.

Proof. Let F (y) ∈ VK(Y ) and consider the element αY (y) ∈ XK(Y ). Then tK(Y )(αY (y)(−∞,−1]) =
F (y). Note that LK(Y )(αY (y)(−∞,−1]) = y(−∞,−1], which implies that{

y′ ∈ Y [0,∞) : LK(Y )(αY (y)(−∞,−1])y
′ ∈ Y

}
= F (y).

Thanks to (8) this is all we need to show, cf. (3).
□
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Lemma 2.14. αY (y) is regular in XK(Y ) for all y ∈ Y , i.e. αY (Y ) ⊆ R(LK(Y )).

Proof. We must check that

fK(Y )

(
tK(Y )(αY (y)(−∞,k])

)
= F (σk+1(αY (y)))

for k ∈ Z. This is a direct check, using (8):

fK(Y )

(
tK(Y )(αY (y)(−∞,k])

)
= fK(Y )

(
sK(Y )(αY (y)k+1)

)
= fK(Y )(F (σ

k+1(y))) = F (σk+1(y)) = F (σk+1(αY (y))).

□

Lemma 2.15. Let γ : Y → XK(Y ) be a map such that γ(Y ) ⊆ R(LK(Y )) and LK(Y )◦γ = idY .
Then γ = αY .

Proof. By definition and by Lemma 2.14 αY has the same properties as γ. Since LK(Y )(αY (y)) =
y = LK(Y )(γ(y)) for all y ∈ Y , and since (K(Y ), LK(Y )) is follower-separated by Lemma 2.12,
it follows from Lemma 2.8 that γ = αY . □

Given an element w ∈ Am we denote in the following by w∞ the m-periodic element w∞

in Per(AZ) with the property that (w∞)[0,m−1] = w.

Lemma 2.16. Let d be a metric for the topology of XK(Y ), let x ∈ XK(Y ) and let N ∈ Z.
There is a periodic point p ∈ Per(Y ) and an element x′ ∈ XK(Y ) such that x′i = xi, i ≥ N ,
and limi→−∞ d(σi(x′), σi(αY (p))) = 0. In particular, x′ ∈ R(LK(Y )).

Proof. Choose y ∈ Y such that F (y) = sK(Y )(xN). By the pigeon hole principle there are
integers {ni}i∈N such that

· · · < n3 < n2 < n1 < n0 < 0

and sK(Y )(αY (y)nj
) = sK(Y )(αY (y)n0) for all j. Let qj := LK(Y )(αY (y)[nj ,n0−1]) = y[nj ,n0−1]

and note that pj := q∞j ∈ Y . We claim that F (σn0(y)) ⊆ F (pj) for all j ∈ N. To see this,
let z ∈ F (σn0(y)). Since F (σn0(y)) = sK(Y )(αY (y)nj

) = sK(Y )(αY (y)n0) = F (σn0(y)) and

LK(Y )(αY (y)[nj ,n0−1]) = qj, it follows that F (σ
n0(y)) = F (σn0 (y))

qj
, and hence also that

F (σn0(y)) =
F (σn0(y))

(qj)k

for all k ∈ N. Hence
F (σn0(y)) =

{
w ∈ F (σn0(y)) : (qj)

kw ∈ F (σn0(y)) ∀k ∈ N
}
,

which implies that pj(−∞,−1]z ∈ Y , i.e. z ∈ F (pj). We claim next that F (σn0(y)) = F (pl) for

some l ∈ N. By passing to a subsequence we may assume for this that F (pj) = F (p1) for all
j. If F (p1)\F (σn0(y)) ̸= ∅, there is an element z ∈ Y [0,∞) such that y[nj ,n0−1]z ∈ Y [0,∞)
for all j > 1, but y(−∞,n0−1]z /∈ Y , which is impossible. This proves the claim. It follows that
αY (y)[n0,−1] is a path, labeled by y[n0,−1], which starts at F (σn0(y)) = F (pl) = sK(Y )(αY (p

l)0)
and ends at sK(Y )(αY (y)0) = F (y) = sK(Y )(xN). Set p := σ−n0(pl) and

x′ := αY (p)(−∞,n0−1]αY (y)[n0,−1]x[N,∞) ∈ XK(Y ).

Then p and x′ have the desired properties, and x′ is regular because U(x′) = U(αY (p)) and
αY (p) ∈ R(LK(Y )) by Lemma 2.14.

□
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Corollary 2.17. For every element x ∈ XK(Y ) and every N ∈ Z there is a regular ray
x′ ∈ R(LK(Y )) such that x′i = xi for i ≥ N .

Proof. This follows from Lemma 2.16. □

In the following we shall work with labeled-graph homomorphisms, cf. Definition 3.1.2
of [LM]. Let (G,LG) and (H,LH) be labeled graphs. A labeled-graph homomorphism θ :
(G,LG) → (H,LG) is a graph homomorphism θ : G → H such that LH ◦ θ(e) = LG(e) for
all e ∈ EG. The sliding block code XG → XH induced by θ, which we also denote by θ, has
the property that LH ◦ θ = LG on XG.

Lemma 2.18. Assume that (G,LG) is a right-resolving and regular presentation of Y . It
follows that there is a labeled-graph homomorphism θ : (G,LG) → (K(Y ), LK(Y )) such that

θ (R(LG)) ⊆ R(LK(Y )).

If (G,LG) also is follower-separated, θ : G→ K(Y ) is injective.

Proof. Let v ∈ VG. Since v is regular there is an x ∈ XG such that tG(x−∞,−1]) = v and
fG(v) = F (LG(x)). Define θ(v) such that

θ(v) := F (LG(x)) ∈ VK(Y ).

This is well-defined: If x′ has the same properties as x, it follows that F (LF (x
′)) = fG(v) =

F (LG(x)).
Let e ∈ EG. Choose x ∈ XG such that tG(x−∞,−1]) = sG(e) and fG(sG(e)) = F (LG(x)).

Set x′i = xi+1, i ≤ −2, x′−1 = e and let x′i, i ≥ 0, be arbitrary subject to the condition that
x′ ∈ XG. Then tG(x

′
(−∞,−1]) = tG(e) and by using that (G,LG) is right-resolving it follows

that

fG(tG(e)) =
fG(sG(e))

LG(e)
=

{
y ∈ Y [0,∞) : LG(x(−∞,−1])y ∈ Y

}
LG(e)

=
{
y ∈ Y [0,∞) : LG(x

′
−∞,−1])y ∈ Y

}
.

Hence θ(tG(e)) = F (LG(x
′)) and F (LG(x

′)) = F (LG(x))
LG(e)

. There is therefore an edge e′ in

K(Y ) from θ(sG(e)) = F (LG(x)) to θ(tG(e)) = F (LG(x
′)) with label LK(Y )(e

′) = LG(e).
Since (K(Y ), LK(Y )) is right-resolving this arrow is unique and we set θ(e) = e′. Then
θ : G→ K(Y ) is a labeled-graph morphism.

When x ∈ R(LG), it follows from the definition of θ and the defining relation (5) for
regular rays that θ(x) ∈ XK(Y ) is the path

· · · LG(xk−1)→ F (LG(σ
k(x)))

LG(xk)→ F (LG(σ
k+1(x))) · · · .

Thus θ(x) = αY (LG(x)) and hence θ(x) ∈ R(LK(Y )) by Lemma 2.14.
Finally, assume that v, w ∈ VG are such that θ(v) = θ(w). There are elements x, x′ ∈ XG

such that tG(x(−∞,−1]) = v and tG(x
′
(−∞,−1]) = w, fG(v) = F (LG(x)) and fG(w) = F (LG(x

′)).

By definition of θ this implies that fG(v) = θ(v) = θ(w) = fG(w) and hence that v = w
when (G,LG) is follower-separated. □
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2.4. Proof of Krieger’s theorem, Theorem 2.11. Let ψ : Y → Z be a conjugacy of sofic
shifts. The future cover (XK(Y ), LK(Y )) of Y is isomorphic to the cover (XK(Y ), ψ ◦ LK(Y )) of
Z in the sense that

XK(Y )

LK(Y )

��

XK(Y )

ψ◦LK(Y )

��
Y

ψ // Z

commutes. Note that ψ ◦ LK(Y ) is right-closing because LK(Y ) is right-resolving and ψ is a
conjugacy. By Lemma 2.1 there is therefore a right-resolving labeled graph (G,LG) and a
conjugacy ϕ : XK(Y ) → XG such that

XK(Y )
ϕ //

ψ◦LK(Y )

��

XG

LG

��
Z Z

commutes. Hence also

XK(Y )
ϕ //

LK(Y )

��

XG

LG

��
Y

ψ // Z

commutes. If LK(Y ) : U(x) → U(LK(Y )(x)) is surjective, then so is LG : U(ϕ(x)) →
U(LG(ϕ(x))) = U(ψ(LK(Y )(x))), showing that

(9) ϕ
(
R(LK(Y ))

)
⊆ R(LG).

Let v ∈ VG and consider an element x ∈ XG with sG(x0) = v. Then x = ϕ(z), where
z = ϕ−1(x). Since ϕ is a conjugacy of shift spaces, it is given by a sliding block code defined
on blocks of a given size, say D ∈ N, cf. §1.5 in [LM]. It follows that v = sG(ϕ(z

′)0)
for all z′ ∈ XK(Y ) with the property that z′i = zi for i > −D. By Corollary 2.17 there
is a regular ray z′ ∈ R(LK(Y )) such that z′i = zi, i > −D. Then ϕ(z′) ∈ R(LG) by (9)
and hence v = sG(ϕ(z)0) = sG(ϕ(z

′)0) is regular by Lemma 2.6. This shows that (G,LG)
is regular. It follows then from Lemma 2.18 that there is a labeled-graph homomorphism
θ0 : (G,LG) → (K(Z), LK(Z)) such that θ0(R(LG)) ⊆ R(LK(Z)) and

XG
θ0 //

LG

��

XK(Z)

LK(Z)

��
Z Z

commutes. All together we get a sliding block code ϕ′ : XK(Y ) → XK(Z) such that

ϕ′ (R(LK(Y ))
)
⊆ R(LK(Z))

and

XK(Y )
ϕ′ //

LK(Y )

��

XK(Z)

LK(Z)

��
Y

ψ
// Z
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commutes.
Now apply this with ψ replaced by ψ−1. This gives us a sliding block code ϕ′′ : XK(Z) →

XK(Y ) such that

ϕ′′ (R(LK(Z))
)
⊆ R(LK(Y ))

and

XK(Z)
ϕ′′ //

LK(Z)

��

XK(Y )

LK(Y )

��
Z

ψ−1
// Y

commutes. Then
ϕ′′ ◦ ϕ′ (R(LK(Y ))

)
⊆ R(LK(Y ))

and

XK(Y )
ϕ′′◦ϕ′ //

LK(Y )

��

XK(Y )

LK(Y )

��
Y Y

commutes. Let x ∈ R(LK(Y )). Then LK(Y )(x) = LK(Y )(ϕ
′′ ◦ϕ′(x)) and ϕ′′ ◦ϕ′(x) ∈ R(LK(Y )).

Since (K(Y ), LK(Y )) is right-resolving and follower-separated, Lemma 2.8 implies that x =
ϕ′′ ◦ ϕ′(x). Since R(LK(Y )) is dense in XK(Y ) by Corollary 2.17, it follows that ϕ′′ ◦ ϕ′ = id.
By exchanging the roles of Y and Z it follows that also ϕ′ ◦ ϕ′′ = id. Set ψK := ϕ′.
Uniqueness: If ϕi : XK(Y ) → XK(Z), are conjugacies such that LK(Z) ◦ ϕi = ψ ◦ LK(Y ),

i = 1, 2, then
ϕi

(
R(LK(Y ))

)
= R(LK(Z)).

Let x ∈ R(LK(Y )). Since LK(Z) ◦ ϕ1(x) = ψ ◦ LK(Y ) = LK(Z) ◦ ϕ2(x) and LK(Z) is injective on
R(LK(Z)) by Lemma 2.8, it follows that ϕ1(x) = ϕ2(x). Since R(LK(Y )) is dense in XK(Y ) by
Corollary 2.17, it follows that ϕ1 = ϕ2.
Finally, to get the commuting diagram (7), set γ := ψ−1

K ◦ αZ ◦ ψ. By using Lemma 2.14,
and that ψ−1

K and ψ both are conjugacies, we find that γ(Y ) ⊆ R(LK(Y )). Since

LK(Y ) ◦ γ = ψ−1 ◦ LK(Z) ◦ αZ ◦ ψ = ψ−1 ◦ ψ = idY = LK(Y ) ◦ αY ,
it follows from Lemma 2.15 shows that γ = αY . □

As noted in the introduction an alternative proof of Theorem 2.11, without the uniqueness
part and the diagram (7), was given by Nasu in [N].

2.5. The terminal component in the future cover of an irreducible sofic shift. The
material in this section is probably folklore to experts, but I haven’t found it in the literature.

Let H be a finite directed graph without sinks or sources. A vertex v ∈ VH is recurrent
when there is a path γ in H such that sH(γ) = tH(γ) = v, and it is called transient otherwise.
Let V r

H denote the set of recurrent vertexes and V t
H the set of transient vertexes. Two vertexes

v, w ∈ VH communicate, and we write v ⇝ w, when there is a path γ in H with sH(γ) = v
and tH(γ) = w. When v, w ∈ V r

H , v ⇝ w and w ⇝ v, we write v ∼ w. This an equivalence
relation ∼ on V r

H and the elements C ∈ V r
H/ ∼ define a strongly connected subgraph HC

of H with VHC
= C and EHC

= {e ∈ EH : sH(e), tH(e) ∈ C}. The elements of V r
H/ ∼ and

the corresponding graphs HC , C ∈ V r
H , will be referred to as the components in H and the

irreducible subshifts XC := XHC
, C ∈ V r

H/ ∼, as the components in XH .
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The components C ∈ V r
H/ ∼ are vertexes in a directed graph CH where there is an arrow

from C to C ′ when v ⇝ w for some elements v ∈ C, w ∈ C ′. While there are no sinks or
sources in H by assumption, the graph CH of its communicating components always have
both. A terminal component (source component) in H is a sink (source) C in CH and the
associated subshift XC is a terminal component (source component) in XH .

Lemma 2.19. Let (H,LH) be a right-resolving and follower-separated labeled graph and C a
terminal component in H. Then (HC , LH) is isomorphic, as a labeled graph, to the minimal
right-resolving presentation of LH(XC)

Proof. Note that (HC , LH) is right-resolving and follower-separated. The lemma follows
therefore from Corollary 3.3.19 in [LM]. □

Let Y be a sofic subshift. When w ∈ W(Y ), set

F (w) := {z ∈ Y [0,∞) : wz ∈ Y [0,∞)} .

A dual version of the following lemma has appeared as Lemma 4.7 of [J].

Lemma 2.20. For every y ∈ Y there is an N ∈ N such that

F (y[−n,−1]) = F (y)

for all n ≥ N .

Proof. Note that F (y[−n−1,−1]) ⊆ F (y[−n,−1]) for all n and that

F (y) =
⋂
n

F (y[−n,−1]).

Since {F (w) : w ∈ W(Y )} is a finite set there must be a sequence n1 < n2 < · · · in N such
that F (y[−ni,−1]) = F (y[−n1,−1]) for all i. Set N := n1. □

A word w ∈ W(Y ) is synchronizing when u, v ∈ W(Y ), uw,wv ∈ W(Y ) ⇒ uwv ∈ W(Y ).

Lemma 2.21. Let (H,LH) be a right-resolving, regular and follower-separated labeled graph
and C a terminal component in H. For each v ∈ C there is a finite path γ in H such that
tH(γ) = v and LH(γ) is synchronizing for LH(XH).

Proof. Let v ∈ C. Since (H,LH) is regular there is an element z ∈ XH such that tH(z(−∞,−1]) =
v and fH(v) = F (LH(z)). By Lemma 2.20 there is an N ∈ N such that F (LH(z[−N,−1])) =
F (LH(z)). By Proposition 3.3.16 in [LM] there is a word u ∈ W(LH(XH)) such that
LH(z[−N,−1])u is synchronizing for LH(XH). Since u is a prefix of an element from F (LH(z)) =
fH(v) there is a path γ1 in H such that sH(γ1) = v and LH(γ1) = u. Note that tH(γ1) ∈ C
since C is a terminal component. Since HC is strongly connected there is a path γ2 in HC

such that sH(γ2) = tH(γ1) and tH(γ2) = v. Set γ := z[−N,−1]γ1γ2 and note that LH(γ) is
synchronizing for LH(XH) because LH(z[−N,−1])u is a prefix of LH(γ).

□

Proposition 2.22. Let Y be an irreducible sofic shift space. There is only one terminal
component C in K(Y ) and (K(Y )C , LK(Y )) is isomorphic to the minimal right-resolving pre-
sentation of Y .
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Proof. Let v, w both be vertexes of a terminal component in K(Y ). By Lemma 2.21 there
are synchronizing words s, t for Y such that v = F (s) and w = F (t). Let u ∈ W(Y ). Since Y
is irreducible there is a word x ∈ W(Y ) such that u = x[i,j] for some i ≤ j and sxt ∈ W(Y ).
By definition of K(Y ) there is therefore a path in K(Y ) with label xt from v = F (s) to
w = F (t). It follows that v and w lie in the same component C of K(Y ). Furthermore, since
the word u was arbitrary it follows that LK(Y )(XC) = Y . It follows then from Lemma 2.19
that (K(Y )C , LK(Y )) is isomorphic to the minimal right-resolving presentation of Y . □

Lemma 2.23. Let G and H be directed graphs with unique terminal components, C and C ′,
respectively. Assume that χ : XG → XH is a conjugacy. It follows that χ(XC) = XC′.

Proof. The periodic points p ofXC are characterized by the property that for all x ∈ XG there
is an element y ∈ XG and a natural numbers k ∈ N such that limi→∞ d(σ−i(x), σ−i(y)) = 0
and limi→∞ d(σi(y), σi+k(p)) = 0. There is a similar characterization of the periodic elements
of XC′ and we conclude therefore that χ(PerXC) ⊆ Per(XC′). Since the periodic points of
XC are dense in XC it follows that χ(XC) ⊆ XC′ . Hence, by symmetry, χ(XC) = XC′ . □

Corollary 2.24. Let ψ : Y → Z be a conjugacy of irreducible sofic subshifts. Let C and C ′

be the terminal components in K(Y ) and K(Z), respectively, and let ψK : XK(Y ) → XK(Z) be
the conjugacy from Theorem 2.11. Then ψK(XC) = XC′.

Corollary 2.25. (Corollary (2.16) in [Kr1]) Let ψ : Y → Z be a conjugacy of irreducible
sofic subshifts. Let (G,LG) and (H,LH) be the minimal right-resolving presentations of Y
and Z, respectively. It follows that there is unique conjugacy ϕ : XG → XH such that

(10) XG

LG

��

ϕ // XH

LH

��
Y

ψ
// Z

commutes.

Proof. The existence of ϕ follows from Corollary 2.24, Proposition 2.22 and Theorem 2.11.
The uniqueness follows here by the same argument which was used by Krieger in [Kr1]:
The elements of Y that contain synchronized words arbitrarily far ’to the left’ have unique
pre-image under LG because they are magic for (G,LG) by Exercise 3.3.3 in [LM] or Lemma
4.3 in [MMTW]. (These elements were called F -finitary in [Kr1].) Since G is strongly
connected it follows from Proposition 3.3.16 in [LM] that they are dense in XG. Thus the
elements x ∈ XG for which L−1

G (LG(x)) = {x} are dense in XG. Denote this set by XG. If
ϕ : XG → XH is a conjugacy such that (10) commutes, ϕ(XG) = XH . If ϕ1 and ϕ2 are both
conjugacies that make the diagram (10) commute, and x ∈ XG, we have that ϕi(x) ∈ XH

and

LH(ϕ1(x)) = ψ(LG(x)) = LH(ϕ2(x)),

implying that ϕ1(x) = ϕ2(x). Since XG is dense in XG, it follows that ϕ1 = ϕ2. □

As noted in the introduction, an alternative proof of Corollary 2.25, without the uniqueness
part, was given in [BKM].
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3. Additional properties of the future cover

3.1. A universal property of the future cover (K(Y ), LK(Y )). Let (H,LH) be a labeled
graph. A subset U ⊆ VH of vertexes in H is a hereditary subset when e ∈ EH , sH(e) ∈
U ⇒ tH(e) ∈ U . When this holds we let HU denote the graph with VHU

:= U and
EHU

:= {e ∈ EH : tH(e) ∈ U}. By restriction the labeling LH defines a labeling of HU and
we denote the resulting labeled graph by (HU , LH). We call this a heritary labeled subgraph
of (H,LH). Lemma 2.18 can then be improved to the following.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that (G,LG) is a right-resolving and regular presentation of
the sofic shift Y . It follows that there is a labeled graph homomorphism θ : (G,LG) →
(K(Y ), LK(Y )) such that

θ (R(LG)) ⊆ R(LK(Y )),

and θ(VG) is a hereditary subset of VK(Y ). If, furthermore, (G,LG) is also follower-separated,
θ is a labeled graph isomorphism of (G,LG) onto the hereditary labeled subgraph

(K(Y )θ(VG), LK(Y )).

Proof. By Lemma 2.18 and its proof there is a labeled-graph homomorphism θ : (G,LG) →
(K(Y ), LK(Y )) such that θ(v) = F (LG(x)) where x ∈ XG, tG(x(−∞,−1]) = v and fG(v) =

F (LG(x)). Let F (θ(v))
a→ F (z) be an arrow in K(Y ). Then a is the first letter in an

element w ∈ F (LG(x))) = fG(v), and there is therefore a right-infinite path γ in G such that
sG(γ) = v and LG(γ) = w. The first arrow in γ is an arrow e ∈ EG with sG(e) = v and

LG(e) = a. There is therefore an arrow F (θ(v))
a→ θ(tG(e)) in K(Y ). Since (K(Y ), LK(Y )) is

right-resolving this implies that F (z) = θ(tG(e)), proving that θ(VG) is a hereditary subset
of VK(Y ). The remaining assertions follow now from Lemma 2.18.

□

Corollary 3.2. Let Y be a sofic shift. Any labeled graph which presents Y and is right-
resolving, regular and follower-separated is isomorphic to a hereditary labeled subgraph of
(K(Y ), LK(Y )).

Corollary 3.3. Let Y be a sofic shift space. For any presentation (G,LG) of Y which
is right-resolving, regular and follower-separated, the number #VG of vertexes is less than
or equal to the number of follower sets in Y . The future cover (K(Y ), LK(Y )) is the only
presentation of Y , up to isomorphism of labeled graphs, which is right-resolving, regular and
follower-separated, and for which the number of vertexes is equal to the number of follower
sets in Y .

The future cover has one more property which seems worthwhile to point out; it is
predecessor-separated: Consider a labeled graph (H,LH), and v ∈ VH a vertex in H. The
predecessor set of v is the set

pH(v) := {LH(z) : z ∈ XH(−∞,−1], tH(z) = v} .
(H,LH) is predecessor-separated when pH(v) = pH(w) ⇒ v = w.

Lemma 3.4. Let (H,LH) be a right-resolving, regular and follower-separated labeled graph.
Then (H,LH) is predecessor-separated.

Proof. Assume v, w ∈ VH and pH(v) = pH(w). Since v is regular there is a z ∈ XH such that
tH(z(−∞,−1]) = v and fH(v) = F (LH(z)). Then LH(z(−∞,−1]) ∈ pH(v) = pH(w), so there is
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a u ∈ XH(−∞,−1] such that tH(u) = w and LH(u(−∞,−1]) = LH(z(−∞,−1]). It follows that
fH(w) ⊆ F (LH(z)) = fH(v). By symmetry fH(v) ⊆ fH(w) and hence fH(v) = fH(w), which
implies that v = w since we assume that (H,LH) is follower-separated. □

Corollary 3.5. The labeled graph (K(Y ), LK(Y )) is both follower-separated and predecessor
separated.

Proof. Combine Lemma 2.12, Lemma 2.13 and Lemma 3.4. □

Example 3.6. If we denote the sofic shift presented by the labeled graph in Figure 1 by Y
the future cover (K(Y ), LK(Y )) of Y is isomorphic to the following labeled graph.

1

2 3

a

bb c
d

c

a
da

Figure 4. The future cover of the sofic shift presented by the labeled graph
in Figure 1.

The labeled graph in Figure 1 is not isomorphic to that in Figure 4 although the two
graphs have the same number of vertexes. Thus regularity is a crucial assumption both in
Corollary 3.3, and indeed in Proposition 3.1.

Example 3.7. The following labeled graph (G,LG) is right-resolving, follower-separated
and regular (synchronizing, in fact). It is the minimal right-resolving presentation of the
even shift.

a b

0

0

1

Figure 5. A right-resolving, regular and follower-separated presentation of
the even shift.

The future cover of the even shift is depicted in Figure 3. It has one vertex more than
the minimal right-resolving presentation, showing that the condition of maximality of the
number of vertexes in Corollary 3.3 can not be dropped.
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3.2. A universal property of the future cover LG : XK(Y ) → Y . By Proposition 4
in [BKM] the minimal right-resolving cover of an irreducible sofic shift has the following
universal property:

Proposition 3.8. Let Y be an irreducible sofic shift and (G,LG) the minimal right-resolving
presentation of Y . Let X be an irreducible SFT and π : X → Y a right-closing factor map.
There is a sliding block code ρ : X → XG such that

X
ρ //

π
��

XG

LG}}
Y

commutes.

This property can be considered as a minimality condition with respect to irreducible and
right-closing covers. In general, or more specifically when Y is not of almost finite type,
the minimal right-resolving cover is not minimal with respect to arbitrary irreducible covers
by Corollary 13 in [BKM]. It is also not minimal with respect to general right-resolving
covers; for example the future cover of the even shift which is depicted in Figure 3 does not
factor through the minimal right-resolving cover of the even shift. However, its minimality
property can be used to characterise it up to isomorphism.

Proposition 3.9. Let Y be an irreducible SFT and π : X → Y a factor map with X an
SFT. Then π is isomorphic to the minimal right-resolving cover of Y if and only if

a) X is irreducible,
b) π is right-closing,
c) π is injective on the set of doubly transitive points in X, and
d) π : X → Y is minimal with respect to irreducible right-closing covers of Y .

Proof. The following arguments are all implicitly contained in [BKM]. First, it is well-
known from [BKM] and [LM] that the minimal right-resolving cover has all four properties,
and hence so has any cover isomorphic to it. So assume that π : X → Y is a cover for
which they all hold. We must show that π is then isomorphic to the minimal right-resolving
cover LG : XG → Y of Y . For this note that there are sliding block codes ρ : X → XG and
ρ′ : XG → X such that

XG
ρ′ //

LG !!

X
ρ //

π
��

XG

LG}}
Y

and

X
ρ //

π
!!

XG
ρ′ //

LG

��

X

π
}}

Y

both commute. An application of Lemma 9.1.13 in [LM] shows that ρ and ρ′ both maps
doubly transitive points to doubly transitive points, so condition c) implies that ρ◦ρ′ = idXG

and ρ′ ◦ ρ = idX , first on doubly transitive points and then all over by continuity. □



ON THE FUTURE COVER OF A SOFIC SHIFT 18

We need some preparations in order to discuss a similar characterization of the future
cover.

Lemma 3.10. Let (H,LH) be a regular right-resolving presentation of the sofic shift Y . For
x ∈ XH and N ∈ N there is a y ∈ R(LH) such that yi = xi for i ≥ −N .

Proof. Let N ∈ N. Since sH(x[−N,∞)) is regular there is a z ∈ XH such that tH(z(−∞,−1]) =
sH(x[−N,∞)) and fH(sH(x[−N,∞))) = F (LH(z)). It follows from Lemma 2.20 that there is an
M ∈ N such that F (LH(z)) = F (LH(z[−M,−1])). Set w1 := z[−M,−1]. Since sH(w1) is regular
we can repeat the argument to get a finite path w2 in H such that tH(w2) = sH(w1) and
F (LH(w2)) = fH(sH(w1)). Repeat this argument inductively and set

y := · · ·w3w2w1x[−N,∞).

For j ∈ {−N −
∑n

k=1 |wk| : n ∈ N} we have by construction that

fH(tH(y(−∞,j−1])) = F (σj(y)).

As in the proof of Lemma 2.2, by using that (H,LH) is right-resolving it follows from this
that the same holds for all j ∈ Z; i.e. y ∈ XH is regular. □

Lemma 3.11. Let (H,LH) be a right-resolving presentation of the sofic shift Y . Then
(H,LH) is regular if and only if R(LH) is dense in XH .

Proof. One implication follows from Lemma 3.10. The other from Lemma 2.6. □

Definition 3.12. Let π : X → Y be a sliding block code between subshifts. An element
x ∈ X is regular for π when π : U(x) → U(π(x)) is surjective. The set of elements x ∈ X
that are regular for π will be denoted by R(π). We say that π is regular when R(π) is dense
in X.

Proposition 3.13. Let π : X → Y be a factor code where X is an SFT. Assume that π is
right-closing and regular. There is a sliding block code ρ : X → XK(Y ) such that

X
ρ //

π

��

XK(Y )

LK(Y )||
Y

commutes.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1 there is a right-resolving labeled graph (G,LG) and a conjugacy ψ :
X → XG such that

X
ψ //

π
��

XG

LG}}
Y

commutes. Note that ψ(R(π)) = R(LG). It follows from Lemma 3.11 that (G,LG) is regular
since π is. It follows then from Lemma 2.18 that there is a sliding block code µ : XG → XK(Y )

such that

XG
µ //

LG

��

XK(Y )

LK(Y ){{
Y
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commutes. Set ρ := µ ◦ ψ. □

In the language of [BKM] which we have adopted above, Proposition 3.13 shows that the
future cover is minimal with respect to regular and right-closing factor maps. The regularity
condition on π can not be removed: The right-resolving labeled graph (G,LG) in Figure 7
presents a sofic shift Y whose future cover (K(Y ), LK(Y )) is obtained by removing the vertex
10 in Figure 7, and LG does not factor through LK(Y ). The future cover is therefore not
minimal with respect to arbitrary right-resolving factor maps in general.

Lemma 3.14. Let π : X → Y , π′ : X ′ → Y and ρ : X → X ′ be sliding block codes such that
π′ ◦ ρ = π. Then ρ(R(π)) ⊆ R(π′).

Proof. Let x ∈ R(π) and consider an element y ∈ U(π′(ρ(x)) = U(π(x)). There is then an
element z ∈ U(x) such that π(z) = y. Since ρ(z) ∈ U(ρ(x)) and π′(ρ(z)) = y, it follows that
ρ(x) ∈ R(π′). □

Proposition 3.15. Let π : X → Y be a factor map with X an SFT. Then π is isomorphic
to the future cover LK(Y ) : XK(Y ) → Y of Y if and only if

a) π is regular,
b) π is right-closing,
c) π is injective on the set R(π) of regular points, and
d) π : X → Y is minimal with respect to regular and right-closing factor maps.

Proof. LK(Y ) is regular by Lemma 3.11 and Lemma 2.13, and right-closing because the future
cover is right-resolving. By Proposition 3.13 it is minimal with respect to regular and right-
closing factor maps. That LK(Y ) is injective on R(LK(Y )) follows from Lemma 2.8.

Assume π : X → Y is a factor map with X an SFT such that a), b), c) and d) hold. It
follows that there are sliding block codes ρ : X → XK(Y ) and ρ

′ : XK(Y ) → X such that

XK(Y )
ρ′ //

LK(Y ) ""

X
ρ //

π

��

XK(Y )

LK(Y )||
Y

and

X
ρ //

π
""

XK(Y )
ρ′ //

LK(Y )

��

X

π
||

Y

both commute. It follows from Lemma 3.14 that ρ and ρ′ both map regular points to regular
points. Since π and LK(Y ) are regular it follows that ρ ◦ ρ′ = idXG

and ρ′ ◦ ρ = idX , first on
regular points and then all over by continuity. □

3.3. The relation between the future cover and the follower set graph. In this
section we show how the future cover is related to another commonly used presentation of
sofic shifts, the follower set graph, cf. page 73 in [LM].

Given a right-resolving labeled graph (H,LH), the set of its regular vertexes is a hereditary
subset by Lemma 2.2 and we denote the corresponding hereditary labeled subgraph by
(Hreg, LH). As shown by the example depicted in Figure 1, the sofic shift presented by
(Hreg, LH) can be smaller than that presented by (H,LH).
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Proposition 3.16. Let Y be a sofic shift and (G,L) the follower set graph of Y . The future
cover (K(Y ), LK(Y )) of Y is isomorphic to (Greg,L) as a labeled graph.

Proof. The proof uses the observation that two words w1, w2 ∈ W(Y ) have the same follower
sets as defined in [LM] if and only if F (w1) = F (w2). Let y ∈ Y . By Lemma 2.20 there is
an N ∈ N such that F (y) = F (y[−n,−1]) for all n ≥ N . If z ∈ Y and F (y) = F (z) there is
an M ∈ N such that F (z[−n,−1]) = F (y[−n,−1]) for all n ≥ M . It follows that we can define
a map χ : VK(Y ) → VG such that χ(F (y)) = F (y[−n,−1]) for all large n ∈ N. This map, χ,

is clearly injective. For y, z ∈ Y there is a labeled arrow F (y)
a→ F (z) in (K(Y ), LK(Y )) if

and only if F (z) = F (y)
a

if and only if F (z[−n,−1]) =
F (y[−n,−1])

a
for all large n if and only of

there is a labeled arrow χ(F (y))
a→ χ(F (z)) in G. This shows that χ is an embedding of

labeled graphs. To show that χ(VK(Y )) is a hereditary subset, let w ∈ W(Y ) and assume

that χ(F (y))
a→ F (w) in G. Then F (w) = F (y)

a
, and hence F (w) = F (z), where z ∈ Y is

any element with z(−∞,−1] = y(−∞,−1]a. It follows that F (w) = χ(F (z)).
Since (K(Y ), LK(Y )) is regular by Lemma 2.13 and since the range of χ is a hereditary

subgraph of (G,L) it follows that χ(VK(Y )) consist only of regular vertexes in G. Conversely,
if w ∈ W(Y ) and F (w) is a regular vertex in G, it follows from the defining relation (1) that
F (w) = F (z) for some z ∈ Y , proving that F (w) = χ(F (z)) ∈ χ(VK(Y )).

□

Example 3.17. Consider the following labeled graph.

a b c

de

0

2

0

3

1

0

4

1

Figure 6. The minimal right-resolving presentation of a mixing sofic shift
whose follower set graph is larger than its future cover.

The follower sets of the vertexes a, b, c, d, e are also follower sets of (synchronizing) words
in W(Y ). Besides these the follower sets of words from W(Y ) include only the follower sets
of the words 10 and 0, resulting in the following labeled graph depicting the follower set
graph of Y .
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10 a b c

de 0

0

2

0

3

1

0
4

1

2

4

2

3

4

0

0

Figure 7. The follower set graph of the sofic shift presented by Figure 6.

The vertex 10 is not regular while all the other are, and hence the future cover of Y is the
labeled graph obtained from the graph in Figure 7 by deleting the vertex 10 and the arrows
it emits.

4. An addendum to Krieger’s theorem

4.1. Subset constructions. In this section by a dynamical system we mean a pair (X,ϕ)
where X is a compact metrizable space and ϕ : X → X is a homeomorphism of X onto
itself.

Let (X,ϕ) be a dynamical system and d a metric for the topology of X. The set of non-
empty compact subsets K of X can be equipped with a metric, the Hausdorff metric dHaus,
defined by

dHaus(K,K
′) := max

{
sup
x∈K

(
inf
y∈K′

d(x, y)

)
, sup
y∈K′

(
inf
x∈K

d(x, y)

)}
.

This turns the set of non-empty compact subsets of X into a compact metric space

(X#, dHaus).

See for example Section 2.6 in [B].
When (X, d) and (X ′, d′) are two compact metric spaces and ψ : X → X ′ is a continuous

map we get a continuous map ψ# : X# → X ′# defined such that

ψ#(K) := ψ(K)

for K ∈ X#. In particular, we get from (X,ϕ) a new dynamical system (X#, ϕ#). More
generally when (X,ϕ) and (Y, ϕ′) are dynamical systems and π : X → Y is a map of
dynamical systems in the sense that π ◦ ϕ = ϕ′ ◦ π, the set

Xπ :=
{
K ∈ X# : π(x) = π(y) ∀x, y ∈ K

}
is a closed ϕ#-invariant subset of X# and (Xπ, ϕ#) is also a dynamical system. When π is
surjective and hence a factor map, then so is π# : (Xπ, ϕ#) → (Y, ϕ′).
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The following is now a straightforward observation.

Lemma 4.1. Consider two conjugacies ψ′ : (X,ϕ) → (X ′, ϕ′) and ψ : (Y, µ) → (Z, µ′) of
dynamical systems, and factor maps π : (X,ϕ) → (Y, µ) and π′ : (X ′, ϕ′) → (Z, µ′) such that

X
ψ′
//

π
��

X ′

π′

��
Y

ψ // Z

commutes. Then ψ′# : Xπ → X ′π′
is a conjugacy, and

Xπ ψ′#
//

π#

��

X ′π′

π′#

��
Y

ψ // Z

commutes.

4.2. Subset constructions for sofic shifts. Let (H,LH) be a labeled graph and Y :=
LH(XH) the presented sofic shift. We define a labeled graph (H ′′, LH′′) as follows. The set
VH′′ of vertexes consists of the non-empty subsets F of vertexes from VH . For F, F ′ ∈ VH′′

there is an edge e′ ∈ EH′′ with sH′′(e′) = F and tH′′(e′) = F ′ when there is a symbol a ∈ A,
the alphabet of Y , such that

F ⊆ {sH(e) : e ∈ EH , LH(e) = a}

and

F ′ = {tH(e) : e ∈ EH , sH(e) ∈ F, LH(e) = a} .
We set then LH′′(e′) = a. While the graph H ′′ in principle contains all subsets of VH as
vertexes, it is clear from the definition of arrows in EH′′ that typically only a much smaller
collection of such subsets will occur in elements of XH′′ . In particular, when we consider
H ′′ in the following it will be assumed that H ′′ has been trimmed by repeatedly removing
sources and sinks to obtain a graph that does not contain neither.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that (H,LH) is right-resolving. There is a conjugacy κ : (XLH
H , σ#) →

(XH′′ , σ) such that

XLH
H

κ //

L#
H !!

XH′′

LH′′}}
Y

commutes.

Proof. Let K ∈ XLH
H . Note that K is a finite set since (H,LH) is right-resolving. Define

Fi := {sH(ki) : k ∈ K}

for i ∈ Z. For each i ∈ Z there is a unique edge ei(K) in EH′′ from Fi to Fi+1 with label
LH′′(ei(K)) = LH(ki) for all k ∈ K, and we set

κ(K) := (ei(K))i∈Z ∈ XH′′ .
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Since ei(σ(K)) = ei+1(K) we find that

κ ◦ σ#(K) = κ(σ(K)) = (ei(σ(K)))i∈Z = (ei+1(K))i∈Z = (σ(κ(K))i)i∈Z ,

proving that κ ◦ σ# = σ ◦ κ. Note also that LH′′(κ(K)) = L#
H(K).

To construct an inverse map κ−1 : XH′′ → XLH
H to κ, let x = (xi)i∈Z ∈ XH′′ . Since (H,LH)

is right-resolving, #sH′′(xi) ≥ #sH′′(xi+1), and we choose N ∈ N such that #sH′′(xi) =
#sH′′(xN) for all i ≤ N . For each v ∈ sH′′(xN) there is a unique path γv ∈ XH such that
sH(γ

v
N) = v and LH(γv) = LH′′(x). Setting

κ−1(x) := {γv : v ∈ sH′′(xN)}

we obtain a well-defined map κ−1 : XH′′ → XLH
H . It is straightforward to check that κ−1 is

the inverse of κ.
Since XLH

H and XH′′ are compact Hausdorff spaces it suffices now to show that κ is continu-
ous. For this we use the metric d on XH defined such that d(x, y) = 1

n+1
, where n = ∞ when

x = y and otherwise n = min
{
j ∈ N ∪ {0} : x[−j,j] ̸= y[−j,j]

}
. Consider then two elements

K,K ′ ∈ XLH
H . If dHaus(K,K

′) < 1
N
, it follows that

{ki : k ∈ K} = {ki : k ∈ K ′}

for −N ≤ i ≤ N , and hence also that κ(K)i = ei(K) = ei(K
′) = κ(K ′)i for −N ≤ i ≤ N .

This shows that κ is continuous. □

Corollary 4.3. Let Y and Z be sofic shifts and (G,LG), (H,LH) right-resolving presen-
tations of Y and Y ′, respectively. Assume that there are conjugacies ψ : Y → Z and
ϕ : XG → XH such that

XG
ϕ //

LG

��

XH

LH

��
Y

ψ // Z

commutes. There is a conjugacy ϕ′′ : XG′′ → XH′′ such that

XG′′
ϕ′′ //

LG′′
��

XH′′

LH′′
��

Y
ψ // Z

commutes.

Proof. Combine Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2. □

Thus (XG′′ , LG′′) is a weakly canonical cover when (G,LG) is. However, the conjugacy ϕ
′′

may not be unique and there is no analogue to the right-inverse for the labeling map as in
Krieger’s theorem. We continue therefore to identify a labeled subgraph of (G′′, LG′′) which
does give rise to a strongly canonical cover.

Since (H,LH) is right-resolving, L−1
H (y) is a finite set and hence an element of XLH

H for
each y ∈ Y . We define βH : Y → XH′′ such that

βH(y) := κ(L−1
H (y)),
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where κ : XLH
H → XH′′ is the conjugacy from Lemma 4.2. Note that

LH′′ ◦ βY = idY .

From the proof of Lemma 4.2 we get the following.

Lemma 4.4. Let y ∈ Y . Then βH(y) ∈ XH′′ is the unique element with the properties that
LH′′(βH(y)) = y and sH′′(βH(y)j) =

{
sH(xj) : x ∈ L−1

H (y)
}
for all j ∈ Z.

To proceed we need some terminology. Let X be a subshift. We say that two elements
x, y ∈ X are backward asymptotic and that x is backward asymptotic to y when there is an
N ∈ Z such that xi = yi for all i ≤ N . When A ⊆ X is a subset and x ∈ X we say that x is
backward asymptotic to A when x is backward asymptotic to an element of A. When A is a
subshift of X we say that x ∈ X is backward transitive to A when x is backward asymptotic
to A and every word w ∈ W(A) appears infinitely often to the left in x, in the sense that for
all N ∈ Z there are i ≤ j ≤ N such that w = x[i,j].

Lemma 4.5. Let C be a component in H ′′ such that there is an element y ∈ Y with βH(y)
backward asymptotic to XC, and let z ∈ XH′′ be an element backward transitive to XC. Then
z = βH(LH′′(z)).

Proof. Set y′ := LH′′(z). Then y′ is backward transitive to LH′′(XC). Let C ′ be the com-
ponent in H ′′ with the property that βH(y

′) is backward asymptotic to XC′ . Note that the
number

M(C) := #sH′′(xj)

is the same for all elements x ∈ XC and all j ∈ Z. Since LH′′(z) = y′ we have that

(11) sH′′(zj) ⊆ sH′′(βH(y
′)j)

for all j ∈ Z, implying that M(C) ≤ M(C ′) since z is backward asymptotic to XC and
βH(y

′) to XC′ . On the other hand, if w is a word in LH′′(XC) it occurs infinitely often to
the left in y′. Since L−1

H′′(w) is a finite set and LH′′(βH(y
′)) = y′ it follows that w = LH′′(w′)

for some word w′ appearing infinitely often to the left in βH(y
′). Then w′ ∈ W(XC′) and

we conclude therefore that LH′′(XC) ⊆ LH′′(XC′). It follows that there is a z′ ∈ XC′

such that y is backward asymptotic to LH′′(z′), and there is therefore a N ∈ Z such that
sH′′(z′j) ⊆ sH′′(βH(y)j) for all j ≤ N . It follows that M(C ′) ≤M(C) and therefore also that
M(C) =M(C ′). Then (11) implies that z = βH(y

′) = βH(LH′′(z)). □

Definition 4.6. We denote by H ′ the hereditary subgraph of H ′′ generated by the components
C of H ′′ with the property that there is a point y ∈ Y such that βH(y) is backward asymptotic
to XC.

To simplify the notation, set LH′ := LH′′ |H′ .

Lemma 4.7. XH′ = βH(Y ). In particular, (XH′ , LH′) is a right-resolving presentation of
Y .

Proof. By definition of H ′ every element of XH′ can be approximated by elements z with
the property that z is backward transitive to XC , where C is the component in H ′′ with
the property that βH(y) is backward asymptotic to XC for some y ∈ Y . Since z ∈ βH(Y )

by Lemma 4.5, it follows that XH′ ⊆ βH(Y ). On the other hand, every element of βH(Y )
is backward asymptotic to some XC , where C, by definition, is a component in H ′. Hence
βH(Y ) ⊆ XH′ . □
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Theorem 4.8. Let (G,LG) and (H,LH) be right-resolving presentations of the sofic shifts
Y and Z, respectively. Assume that there are conjugacies ψ : Y → Z and ϕ : XG → XH

such that

XG
ϕ //

LG

��

XH

LH

��
Y

ψ // Z

commutes. There is a unique conjugacy ϕ′ : XG′ → XH′ such that

XG′
ϕ′ //

LG′
��

XH′

LH′
��

Y
ψ // Z

commutes.

Proof. It follows from Corollary 4.3 that there is a conjugacy ϕ′′ : XG′′ → XH′′ such that

XG′′
ϕ′′ //

LG′′
��

XH′′

LH′′
��

Y
ψ // Z

commutes. When we use the same symbol κ for the two conjugacies κ : XLG
G → XG′′ and

κ : XLH
H → XH′′ from Lemma 4.2, we note that ϕ′′ = κ ◦ ϕ# ◦ κ−1. Since ϕ#(L−1

G (y)) =
L−1
H (ψ(y)) it follows that ϕ′′(βG(y)) = βH(ψ(y)) for all y ∈ Y . By Lemma 4.7 this implies

that ϕ′′(XG′) = XH′ , and we set ϕ′ := ϕ′′|XG′ . This proves the existence part. To prove
uniqueness, consider a conjugacy λ : XG′ → XH′ such that

XG′
λ //

LG′
��

XH′

LH′
��

Y
ψ // Z

commutes. Set

λ′ := κ−1 ◦ λ ◦ κ|κ−1(XG′ ).

By Lemma 4.2 also

XLG
G ∩ κ−1(XG′)

λ′ //

L#
G
��

XLH
H ∩ κ−1(XH′)

L#
H
��

Y
ψ // Z

commutes. Note that L−1
G (y) ∈ XLG

G ∩κ−1(XG′) by Lemma 4.7. It follows that λ′(L−1
G (y)) ⊆

L−1
H (ψ(y)) and λ′−1(L−1

H (ψ(y))) ⊆ L−1
G (y), implying that λ′(L−1

G (y)) = L−1
H (ψ(y)) for all

y ∈ Y and hence λ(βG(y)) = βH(ψ(y)) = ϕ′(βG(y)) for all y ∈ Y . By Lemma 4.7 this
implies that λ = ϕ′.

□
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We note that in analogy with (7) in Krieger’s theorem, the diagram

(12) XG′
ϕ′ // XH′

Y

βG

OO

ψ // Z

βH

OO

commutes.
One of the possible applications of Theorem 4.8 is to the minimal right-resolving presenta-

tions of two conjugate irreducible sofic shifts. The paper finishes with three examples where
the canonical cover (G′, LG′) arising in this setup is exhibited and compared to the future
cover. For this we need a general procedure to construct the future cover.

5. Constructing the future cover

In this section we present a method to construct the future cover of a sofic shift from any
given presentation of it.

5.1. On the merging of a labeled graph. Let (H,LH) be a labeled graph. The merged
graph ([H], L[H]) of (H,LH) is then defined as follows, cf. page 78 of [LM]. The set of
vertexes V[H] is the set

V[H] := {fH(v) : v ∈ VH}
and for a ∈ A there is a labeled arrow fH(v)

a→ fH(w) when there is are vertexes v′, w′ ∈ VH
such that fH(v

′) = fH(v), fH(w
′) = fH(w) and there is a labeled arrow v′

a→ w′ in H. When
(H,LH) is right-resolving we can define a map fH : EH → E[H] such that fH(e) is the arrow
fH(e) ∈ E[H] with the properties

• s[H](fH(e)) = fH (sH(e)), and
• L[H](e) = LH(e).

Then fH : H → [H] is a labeled-graphs homomorphism.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that (H,LH) is right-resolving. Let v, w ∈ VH . There is a labeled

arrow fH(v)
a→ fH(w) in [H] if and only if there is a labeled arrow v

a→ u in H such that
fH(u) = fH(w).

Proof. Assume that fH(v)
a→ fH(w) in [H] and let v1, w1 ∈ VH be such that v1

a→ w1 in
H, fH(v1) = fH(v) and fH(w1) = fH(w). Since fH(v) = fH(v1) there is an arrow e in EH
labeled a which leaves v. Set u := tH(e). By using that (H,LH) is right-resolving we find
then that

fH(u) =
fH(v)

a
=
fH(v1)

a
= fH(w1).

This establishes the ’only if’ part. The ’if’ part is trivial. □

Lemma 5.2. Assume that (H,LH) is right-resolving. Then ([H], L[H]) is right-resolving
and follower-separated, and there is a labeled-graph homomorphism fH : H → [H] such that
fH : XH → X[H] is a factor map.

Proof. ([H], L[H]) is right-resolving by Lemma 3.3.8 of [LM]. To see that fH : XH → X[H] is
surjective, consider a finite path

(13) fH(v1)
a1→ fH(v2)

a2→ fH(v3)
a3→ · · · · · · an−1→ fH(vn)
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in [H]. Repeated applications of Lemma 5.1 give a path

v1
a1→ u2

a2→ u3
a3→ · · · · · · an−1→ un

in H which is mapped to (13) under fH . The surjectivity of fH follows therefore from
compactness of XH . The argument shows also that the follower set of fH(v1) in ([H], L[H])
is the same as the follower set of v1 in (H,LH); in symbols

f[H](fH(v1)) = fH(v1).

In particular, ([H], L[H]) is follower-separated □

We note that the morphism fH : H → [H] is injective on VH if and only if it is an
isomorphism of labeled graphs, and this happens if and only if (H,LH) is follower-separated.

5.2. A cover of the future cover. Let (G,LG) be a labeled graph and Y = LG(XG) the
sofic shift presented by (G,LG). When D ⊆ VG and a ∈ A, set

[D, a] := {tG(e) : e ∈ EG, sG(e) ∈ D, LG(e) = a} ;

the set of vertexes that can be reached from an element of D using an edge in G labeled
by a. We consider the collection 2VG of non-empty subsets of VG as the set of vertexes in a
graph G with edges

EG :=
{
(D, a) ∈ 2VG × A : [D, a] ̸= ∅

}
.

The start vertex sG(D, a) of (D, a) ∈ EG is D ∈ 2VG and the terminal vertex tG(D, a) is
[D, a]. With this definition, there is a graph morphism G → G sending a vertex v ∈ VG to
{v} ∈ 2VG and e ∈ EG to ({sG(e)}, LG(e)) ∈ EG, and we extend LG from EG to a labeling
LG of EG such that

LG(D, a) := a

when (D, a) ∈ EG. Then (G,LG) is a right-resolving labeled graph and LG(XG) = Y .
For y ∈ Y , set

Dy :=
{
tG(x) : x ∈ XG(−∞,−1], LG(x) = y(−∞,−1]

}
.

The set of vertexes VG := {Dy : y ∈ Y } is a hereditary subset of vertexes in VG; that is, if
e ∈ EG and sG(e) ∈ VG, then sG(e) ∈ VG. Hence, when we set EG := {e ∈ EG : sG(e) ∈ VG},
we have defined a graph G, and hence also a labeled graph (G,LG), when LG := LG|EG

.
Note that we can define a shift-commuting map αG : Y → XG such that

a) sG(αG(y)k) = Dσk(y) for all k ∈ Z, and
b) LG (αG(y)) = y.

In particular, LG(XG) = Y and (G,LG) is thus a presentation of Y . We show next that the
future cover of Y is the merged graph of (G,LG).

Let ([G], L[G]) be the merged graph of (G,LG). Thus the set of vertexes V[G] consists of
the set

V[G] := {fG(v) : v ∈ VG} .
By Lemma 5.2 ([G], L[G]) is right-resolving and the morphism fG : G→ [G] of labeled graphs
induces a factor map fG : XG → X[G].

Lemma 5.3. F (y) = fG(D
y) for all y ∈ Y .
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Proof. It follows from the definitions that

fG(D
y) = {LG(x) : x ∈ XG[0,∞), sG(x) = Dy}

= {LG(x′) : x′ ∈ XG[0,∞), sG(x
′) ∈ Dy}

=
{
z[0,∞) : z ∈ Y, zj = yj, j ≤ −1

}
= F (y).

□

Lemma 5.4. Let y, z ∈ Y, a ∈ A. There is a labeled arrow

(14) F (y)
a→ F (z)

in K(Y ) if and only if there is a labeled arrow

(15) fG(D
y)

a→ fG(D
z)

in [G].

Proof. By Lemma 5.3 an arrow as in (14) exists if and only if fG(D
z) =

fG(Dy)

a
, or if and

only if

{LG(x) : x ∈ XG[0,∞), sG(x) = Dz} =
{LG(x′) : x′ ∈ XG[0,∞), sG(x

′) = Dy}
a

.

The latter equality holds exactly when there is a labeled arrow Dy a→ D in G for some
D ∈ VG with fG(D) = fG(D

z). By Lemma 5.1 this happens if and only there is a labeled
arrow as in (15). □

It follows from the last two lemmas that there is an isomorphism of labeled graphs
(K(Y ), LK(Y )) ≃ ([G], L[G]) defined such that

VK(Y ) ∋ F (y) 7→ fG(D
y),

allowing us to make the following identification:

Corollary 5.5. (K(Y ), LK(Y )) = ([G], L[G]) as labeled graphs.

6. Four examples

It seems to be a well-established tradition that examples of sofic shifts start with the even
shift, and we have no reason to deviate from this. The minimal right-resolving presentation
of the even shift is shown in Figure 5 and the future cover in Figure 3. When (G,LG) is the
labeled graph from Figure 5, the corresponding labeled graph (G′, LG′) from Theorem 4.8 is
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a b

{a, b}

0

0

1

0

If instead (G,LG) is the labeled graph from Figure 3, the labeled graph (G′, LG′) becomes

{a, b, c}

{a, b} {a} {b}

{a, c}

0

0 0

1

1

0

0

Thus we see, already from the even shift, that the minimal right-resolving cover, the
future cover, the labeled graph (G′, LG′) from Theorem 4.8 applied first to the minimal
right-resolving cover and then to the future cover, are all different covers.

We end the paper by giving two examples where the future cover of a mixing sofic shift
is the same as the minimal right-resolving cover, while the canonical cover from Theorem
4.8 applied to the minimal right-resolving cover is different. The examples also show that in
some cases the labeled graph (G,LG) from Section 5.2 is the same as (G′, LG′) and in others
it isn’t.

Example 6.1. This following labeled graph (G,LG) is irreducible, right-resolving and follower-
separated and hence the minimal right resolving graph of the sofic shift Y it represents. Note
that Y is mixing.
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(16)

a b1

2

0

1

2

The graph (G,LG) is the following.

{a} {b}

{a, b}

1

2

0

1

2

2

1 0

Here the vertex {a, b} has the same follower set as {a} and the merged graph, which is the
future cover (K(Y ), LK(Y )) by Corollary 5.5, is the graph (16) we started with. The future
cover is therefore the same as the minimal right-resolving cover. In this case the labeled
graph G′ is
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{a} {b}

{a, b}

1

2

0

1

2

2

1

Thus (G′, LG′) is a proper subgraph of (G,LG) in this case.

Example 6.2. The following labeled graph (G,LG) is irreducible, right resolving and follower-
separated and hence the minimal right resolving graph of the sofic shift Y it represents. Note
that Y is mixing.

(17)

a b

0

2

0

11

2

In this case the graphs (G,LG) and (G′, LG′) are the same:
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{a} {b}

{a, b}

0

2

0

11

2

0

2 1

Since the vertex {a, b} has the same follower set as {a}, the future cover is again the
labeled graph (17) we started with, and hence equal to the minimal right-resolving cover,
while the canonical cover (G′, LG′) is bigger.
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