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A loally �nite tree that behaves like an in�nite

star

Mykhaylo Tyomkyn

November 3, 2018

Abstrat

We onstrut a tree T of maximal degree 3 with in�nitely many leaves

suh that whenever �nitely many of them are removed, the remaining tree

is isomorphi to T . In this sense T resembles an in�nite star.

1 Introdution and general remarks

The famous Rado graph R (see [2℄,[3℄) has the property of being isomorphi to

R − W , where W ⊂ V (R) is any �nite set of verties. A similar property of a

ountable tree T with in�nitely many leaves would be T ∼= T −W for any �nite

set of leaves W . Trivially, this property is satis�ed by an in�nite star, but what

happens if we restrit ourselves to loally �nite trees? If suh a tree exists, it must

be fairly �large�. In this artile we onstrut suh a tree T of maximal degree 3,
whih is best possible.

The problem is motivated by the work of Bonato and Tardif [1℄ and the au-

thor [4℄ on mutual embeddings of in�nite trees. Call two trees twins or mutually

embeddable if eah of them ontains an isomorphi opy of the other as a sub-

tree. De�ne the twin number of a tree T , in notation m(T ), to be the number of

isomorphism lasses of trees twinned with T . Bonato and Tardif [1℄ asked, what

values the twin number an take, i.e. how many pairwise non-isomorphi trees

an be mutually embeddable. Their onjeture was that the twin number of a

tree is always either 1 or in�nite. In [4℄ the author onsidered this problem for

the lass of loally �nite trees. While it is easy to onstrut loally �nite trees

of twin number 1, we ould not �nd a loally �nite tree T of m(T ) = 1 whih

has a non-surjetive self-embedding, other than the one-way in�nite path. It an

be shown that suh a tree must be isomorphi to T − x for in�nitely many of its

leaves x, so the natural question to ask is, if suh a tree exists. The aim of this

paper is to give an a�rmative answer, and in fat the statement we prove is muh

stronger. Our onstrution might be helpful for solving the orginal problem and,

we believe, it should be interesting in its own right.

The additional restrition of having in�nitely many leaves is not substantial,

as the only tree with �nitely many leaves and the above property is a ray, i.e. a

one-way in�nite path. More dramatially, a ray is the only tree T with �nitely

many leaves satisfying T ∼= T − x for some leaf x. Indeed, the removal of a leaf
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from a tree with �nitely many leaves either dereases the number of leaves by 1
or does not a�et it. In the latter ase the vertex next to the removed leaf must

have had degree 2. Therefore, if T has a vertex of degree at least 3 and we start

removing leaves of T one by one in any order, we will at some point obtain a

tree with fewer leaves than originally. In partiular, repeated appliation of the

isomorphism between T and T −x would result in a tree with fewer leaves than T
but isomorphi to T , a ontradition.

We now desribe the onstrution of the desired tree T . First of all, observe that
it su�es to ensure T ∼= T − x for any single leaf x, for then the desired property

follows by iteration. We build up T indutively as a union of an asending hain of

trees T0 ⊂ T1 ⊂ T2 ⊂ · · · with∆(Tn) = 3 for all n. To be preise, we set T = (V,E)
where V =

⋃

∞

i=0
V (Ti), noting that the sequene {V (Ti)}

∞

i=0 is asending as well,

and let e ∈ E if and only if e ∈ E(Ti) for some i. It is immediate that T is another

tree of maximal degree 3.
Let the ore c(T ) of a tree T be the graph spanned by all verties v suh that

T −v has at least two in�nite omponents. It is not hard to see that the ore must

be onneted, i.e. c(T ) is a subtree of T . Note also, that the ore is invariant under
any isomorphism φ : T → T −x, i.e. φ restrited to c(T ) de�nes an automorphism

of c(T ), whih we also denote by φ. Consequently, the inverse map φ−1 : T−x → T
gives rise to the inverse automorphism φ−1 : c(T ) → c(T ).

Let S and T be two trees with verties v ∈ S and w ∈ T . The sum of two rooted

trees (S, v) + (T, w) is onstruted by identifying v with w and �gluing together�

S and T aordingly. Similarly, if W ⊂ V (T ), we an de�ne (T,W ) + (S, v) by
attahing a opy of S to eah w ∈ W identifying v with w.

Let x1, x2, . . . , xn be leaves of a tree T suh that T ∼= T − xi for eah i and
let φi be the orresponding isomorphism between T and T − xi. Denote by Φ
the set {φ1, φ2, . . . , φn}. For Y ⊂ c(T ), de�ne the losure Φ(Y ) of Y under Φ as

the set of all verties w ∈ c(T ) that an be mapped to some y ∈ Y by �nitely

appliations of φ1, . . . , φn and φ−1

1 , . . . , φ−1
n , that is, Φ(Y ) is the image of Y under

〈

Φ
〉

, the free group generated by Φ. Furthermore, given a rooted tree (S, s) we
de�ne ∗(T, Y, S, s; Φ), the onvolution of (T, Y ) and (S, s) via Φ, to be the tree

(T,Φ(Y )) + (S, s). As Y ⊂ Φ(Y ), the onvolution ∗(T, Y, S, s; Φ) extends the sum
(T, Y ) + (S, s). More importantly, ∗(T, Y, S, s; Φ) − xi

∼= ∗(T, Y, S, s; Φ) for all i
suh that the underlying isomorphism extends the one between T and T − xi and

onversely, the onvolution ∗(T, Y, S, s; Φ) is the minimal extension of (T, Y )+(S, s)
preserving the above isomorphism.

The onstrution of the desired tree T omprises two major parts. First we

onstrut the sequene {Tn}. Then we show that its union T has the needed

property.

2 Construting the sequene

Our aim is to onstrut an asending sequene of trees T0 ⊂ T1 ⊂ T2 ⊂ · · · along
with a sequene of verties x0, x1, x2, . . . suh that for all n the following onditions

are satis�ed:

1. ∆(Tn) = 3.
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2. xi is a leaf of Tn for all i ≤ n + 1.

3. Tn
∼= Tn−xi for all i ≤ n. Moreover, for i ≤ m < n the isomorphism between

Tn and Tn − xi extends the isomorphism between Tm and Tm − xi.

4. Writing φn
i for the isomorphism between Tn and Tn − xi, as in 3. and Φ for

the set {φn
0 , . . . , φ

n
n} , there exists a vertex y ∈ c(Tn) suh that eah vertex

y′ ∈ Φ(y) has degree 2 in Tn.

5. Among all leaves in Tn apart from x0, x1, . . . , xn the leaf xn+1 has the minimal

distane from x0.

Let T0 be a doubly in�nite ray, labeled by the integers . . . ,−1, 0, 1, 2, . . . with
a leaf attahed to eah even non-negative vertex. If we let x0 and x1 be the

leaves attahed to the verties labeled by 0 and 2, then a trivial hek on�rms

properties 1�5 for T0.

Suppose that we have onstruted Tn along with xn+1. We wish to extend Tn

to Tn+1. Note that, by property 3 and the fat that Tn is not a ray (whih is

implied by property 1) Tn must have in�nitely many leaves, as explained in the

�rst setion. Thus, one we have onstruted Tn+1 suh that properties 1�4 are

satis�ed, we an hoose xn+2 aording to 5.

We want to onstrut Tn+1 as a union of another asending sequene of trees

U0 ⊂ U1 ⊂ U2 ⊂ · · · where U0 = Tn and for all i the tree Ui should have the

following properties:

(i) ∆(Ui) = 3.

(ii) x0, x1, . . . , xn+1 are leaves of Ui.

(iii) If i is even, then Ui
∼= Ui−xj for j = 0, 1, . . . n. If i is odd, then Ui

∼= Ui−xn+1.

In both ases the orresponding isomorphism between Ui and Ui−xj extends

the one between Ui−2 and Ui−2 − xj .

At the same time we onstrut a sequene of vertex sets Wi ⊂ Ui−1, whose

meaning will beome lear later on.

Choose a vertex y as in 4. Attah a new path P of length 2 to y, whose other
end we denote by y′. Attah a new doubly in�nite path R to y′. Let R1 and R2

denote the two rays, into whih y′ divides R. Now to eah vertex on R1 exept y
′

attah a opy of (P, y) + (Tn, y) in the same way as it is attahed to y′. To eah

vertex on R2 attah a opy of (P, y) + (Tn − xn+1, y). Call the resulting tree U1

and let W1 = {y} and S = U1 − (U0 − y). In other words, U1 = (U0, y) + (S, y).
To obtain U2i from U2i−1, set U2i = ∗(U2i−2,W2i−1, S, y; Φ2i−2) where Φ2i−2

is the set of isomorphisms removing x0, . . . , xn from U2i−2 (note that U2i−1 =
(U2i−2,W2i−1)+(S, y) so U2i extends U2i−1). De�ne W2i to be Φ2i−2(W2i−1)\W2i−1,

in other words W2i is the set of those verties in U2i−1 to whih we attahed a new

opy of (S, y).
Similarly, to obtain U2i+1 from U2i, set U2i+1 = ∗(U2i−1,W2i, S, y; Φ2i−1) where

Φ2i−1 onsists of the single isomorphism between U2i−1 and U2i−1 − xn+1. Again,

U2i = (U2i−1,W2i) + (S, y), and hene U2i+1 extends U2i. De�ne W2i+1 to be

Φ2i−1(W2i) \W2i.
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Note that W1 ⊂ c(U0) and therefore, by the invariane of the ore, W2 ⊂
Φ0(W1) ⊂ c(U0) ⊂ c(U1). Hene, W3 ⊂ Φ1(W2) ⊂ c(U1) ⊂ c(U2). It follows by

indution that Wi ⊂ c(Ui−1) for all i. This shows that a leaf of Ui remains a leaf

in Ui+1. In partiular, x0, x1, . . . , xn+1 are leaves of all Ui and (ii) holds.

Another important observation is the fat that, for even i, the set Wi lies on

the same side of P as y, whereas for odd i ≥ 3, Wi lies on the same side as y′.
We also note that property (iii) is immediate from the onstrution and the

orresponding property of the onvolution.

We now must prove (i). For U1 this follows by onstrution. Property 4 of

Tn gives us ∆(U2) = 3. To prove the general statement it su�es to show that

dUi
(w) = 2 for all w ∈ Wi+1. Indeed, sine we know that dS(y) = 1, this will

imply that at eah step we identify verties of degree 2 with verties of degree 1,
i.e. no vertex of degree 4 or greater is generated. If w ∈ Wi+1, then w = φ(w′) for
some w′ ∈ Wi and φ ∈

〈

Φ
〉

(group generated by Φ). Therefore, by the indution

hypothesis, dUi
(w) = dUi

(w′) = 2 unless w ∈ Φi−1(v) for some v adjaent to one

of x0, . . . , xn if i is odd and adjaent to xn+1 if i is even. Note, however, that

W3 6⊂ U0, whih means that for odd i we have Wi 6⊂ U0, so w or w′
annot be

mapped to a vertex adjaent to x0, . . . , xn. And if i is even, the above obstrution
an only our in the ase i = 2, however, by onstrution of U1 we know that this

annot happen. Therefore, property (i) holds.

We need to show that Tn+1, de�ned as the union of U0 ⊂ U1 ⊂ · · · , satis�es
1�4. Property 1 is immediate from (i). Property 2 follows from (ii) and the fat

that we an always hoose xn+2 aording to 5. Property 3 is a onsequene of

(iii). So the only property left to be heked is 4.

Let z be the enter of P , i.e. the vertex between y and y′. Note that, by

onstrution of Tn+1, verties in Φ(z) annot have degree 1 in Tn+1. If some

z′ ∈ Φ(z) has degree 3 then z′ has degree 3 in some Ui. But this implies that z
has degree 3 in some Uj , whih ontradits the fat that z /∈ Wj for any j.

3 Taking the union

We now de�ne T to be the union of the asending sequene {Tn}. We already

mentioned that ∆(T ) = 3. Note also that, by property 3 of the sequene {Tn}, xi

is a leaf of T for all i and property 5 implies that T has no other leaves. Finally,

by property 3, T is isomorphi to T − xi for all i. Indeed, sine the isomorphisms

φn
i : Tn → Tn − xi are �nested�, we an ombine them and de�ne φi : T → T − xi

by φi(y) = φn
i (y), where n is the smallest index satisfying y ∈ Tn. Hene, we have

shown that T is a tree with the desired properties.

4 Further remarks

The above onstrution seems to have a very high �degree of freedom�, i.e. altering

the onstrution one an obtain many pairwise nonisomorphi trees with the above

property. It would be interesting to �nd out what properties a loally �nite tree

an have in addition to T with T ∼= T − x for eah leave x . In partiular, we do

not know, whether suh a tree T must or an be isomorphi to T − X for some
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in�nite set of leaves X . This is losely related to the problem of twin numbers

and the solution ould shed more light on �paradoxial� properties of graphs.
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