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BADZIAHIN-POLLINGTON-VELANI’'S THEOREM
AND SCHMIDT’S GAME

JINPENG AN

ABSTRACT. We prove that for any s,t > 0 with s +¢ = 1 and any 6 € R with
infgen q%HqHH > 0, the set of y € R for which (0,y) is (s,t)-badly approximable is
5-winning for Schmidt’s game. As a consequence, we remove a technical assumption in
a recent theorem of Badziahin-Pollington-Velani on simultaneous Diophantine approxi-

mation.
1. INTRODUCTION
Let r = (71,...,74) be a d-tuple of nonnegative real numbers with Zd_l r; =1, and let
Bad(r) = {(z1,...,24) € R?: inf max ¢"i[|qz;]| > 0} (1.1)
q€N 1<i<d
be the set of r-badly approzimable vectors in RY, where || - || denotes the distance of a real

number to the nearest integer. It is known that:

e Bad(r) has Lebesgue measure zero.

e Bad(r) is a thick subset of R?, that is, it has full Hausdorff dimension at any point

in RY ([7, ).
e Whenr = (4,...,1), Bad(r) is §—W1nn1ng for Schmidt’s game ([, [9]).
e In the general case, Bad(r) is a winning set for a modified Schmidt game ([5]).
When d = 2, W. M. Schmidt conjectured in [10] that Bad(r) N Bad(r') # 0 for any r

and r’. This conjecture was recently proved by D. Badziahin, A. Pollington and S. Velani
[1]. They actually proved the following much more general theorem. For a pair r = (s,t)
of nonnegative numbers with s +¢ =1 and 6 € R, denote

Bad(s,t;0) = {y € R: (0,y) € Bad(s,t)}.
Theorem 1.1 (Badziahin-Pollington-Velani [I]). Let (sy,t,)5; be a countable sequence
of pairs of nonnegative numbers with s, +t, =1, and let s = sup,,cy Sp- Suppose that
lim inf min{s,, t,} > 0. (1.2)

n—o0
Then for any 6 € R with inf ey qEHqHH > 0, the set (>, Bad(sy,tn;0) is thick in R.

Badziahin, Pollington and Velani wrote in [I] that it would be desirable to remove
assumption (2] from the theorem. On the other hand, it is natural to expect that the
theorem can be established using Schmidt’s game. In this paper we prove that these are
possible. Our main result is:

Theorem 1.2. Let s,t > 0 be such that s+t =1, and let € R be such that
inf ¢+|/gd|| > 0. (1.3)
qeN
Then Bad(s, t;0) is &-winning.
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Some remarks about assumption ([3]) are in order.

e When s = 0, the left hand side of (L3]) is understood to be oo.
e If s > 0 and (I.3]) does not hold, then Bad(s,t;6) =0 ([1]).
e If 9 € Bad[l then (L3) automatically holds.

The definition of winning sets will be reviewed in Section [3l Here we recall that for any
a € (0,1), a countable intersection of a-winning sets is also a-winning, and an a-winning
subset of R? is thick ([8]). In view of these facts, it follows from Theorem [.2]that Theorem
[ remains true without assumption (I.2]). In other words, we have

Corollary 1.3. Let (sp,tn)o2, be a countable sequence of pairs of nonnegative numbers

with sy, +t, =1, and let s = sup, ey Sp. Then for any 6 € R with inf ey q%HqHH > 0, the
set (oo, Bad(sy,tn;0) is thick in RA

It was proved in [I] that under assumption (L2)), the set (o2, Bad(sy,,t,) is thick in
R2. This was derived from Theorem [T using Marstrand’s slicing theorem ([3,[4]) and the
thickness of Bad. By the same reasons, Corollary [[.3] implies the following result.

Corollary 1.4. Let (sp,t,)02 be a countable sequence of pairs of nonnegative numbers
with s, +t, = 1. Then (o2, Bad(sy, t,) is a thick subset of R%.

The proof in [I] of Theorem [[ T uses the dual form representation of Bad(r) and is based
on estimates of numbers of certain good intervals. Our proof of Theorem [[.2] uses some
ideas from [1], especially the idea of constructing good intervals. But we work with the
simultaneous form ([LI]) directly. This enables us to obtain better estimates for numbers
of good intervals. With the help of the estimates, we prove that when playing Schmidt’s
game, the first player can choose good intervals and win the game.

The family of good intervals has the structure of a rooted tree (such a family is called
“tree-like” in [4, [5]). In this paper, we use the language of trees and represent intervals as
vertices of a rooted tree. By doing this, we can employ Konig’s lemma in graph theory to
give a simple proof of a structural property of the family of good intervals. In Section 2]
we will give some preliminaries on rooted trees. Theorem will be proved in Sections

BH4l

2. PRELIMINARIES ON ROOTED TREES

We first fix some notation and terminology. Recall that a rooted tree is a connected
graph 7 without cycles and with a distinguished vertex 7y, called the root of 7. We
identify 7 with the set of its vertices. Any vertex 7 € T is connected to 79 by a unique
path. The length of the path is called the height of 7. The set of vertices of height n is
called the nth level of T and is denoted by T,. Thus Typ = {r9}. Let 7,7’ € T. We write
7 < 7’ to indicate that the path between 79 and 7 passes through 7/. In this case, T is
called a descendant of 7/, and 7' is called an ancestor of 7. By definition, every vertex is a
descendant and an ancestor of itself. For V C T, we write 7 < V if V contains an ancestor
of 7. If 7 < 7/ and the height of T is one greater than that of 7/, then 7 is called a successor
of 7/, and 7’ is called the predecessor of 7. Let T(7) denote the rooted tree formed by
all descendants of 7. The root of T (7) is 7. Denote Tgue(7) = T (7)1, which is the set of
all successors of 7. More generally, for V C T, we denote Tsuc(V) = U,cp Tsue(7). In this

'As usual, Bad = {z € R : infyen gl|gz|| > 0} denotes the set of badly approximable numbers.

2After a preliminary version of this paper was circulated, the author learned from Barak Weiss that
E. Nesharim [6] has proved that under the conditions of Corollary 3] the set (), Bad(sn,tn;6) has a
nonempty intersection with the support of every measure on R satisfying a power law, and in particular is
uncountable.
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paper, we use the convention that a subtree of 7 has the same root as 7. Thus 7 (7) is
not regarded as a subtree of 7 unless 7 = 7.

Let N € N. We say that a rooted tree is N-regular if every vertex has exactly N
successors. Note that an N-regular rooted tree is necessarily infinite. The following
proposition will be needed later.

Proposition 2.1. Let 7 be an N -regular rooted tree, S C T be a subtree, and 1 <m < N
be an integer. Suppose that for every m-regular subtree R of T, SNR is infinite. Then S
has an (N —m + 1)-regular subtree.

This proposition is motivated by [I] and can be proved using the method in [I, Section
7.3]. Here we give a proof using Kénig’s lemma (see [2, Lemma 8.1.2])B In our context,
Konig’s lemma states that if every level of an infinite rooted tree is finite, then the tree
has an infinite path starting from the root. It is worth noting that the m = N case of
Proposition 2.1l reduces to a special case of Konig’s lemma.

We first prove a finite version of Proposition 211 For N,h € N, we say that a finite
rooted tree T is (N, h)-reqular if Tp11 = ) and every vertex of height less than h has
exactly N successors.

Lemma 2.2. Let T be an (N, h)-regular rooted tree, S C T be a subtree, and 1 < m < N
be an integer. Suppose that for every (m,h)-reqular subtree R of T, Sp N Ry # 0. Then
S has an (N —m + 1, h)-regular subtree.

Proof. We proceed by induction on h. The h = 1 case is obvious. Assume h > 2 and the
lemma holds if h is replaced by h — 1. Let

S} = {7 € 81 : for every (m, h — 1)-regular subtree R of T (7),
S(T)h—1 N Rp—1 # 0}.

By the induction hypothesis, if 7 € S}, then S(7) has an (N —m+1, h—1)-regular subtree.
It suffices to prove that #S8] > N —m + 1. Suppose on the contrary that #S; < N — m.
Let V be a subset of 71 \ 8] with #V = m. By the definition of Sj, for every 7 € V, we
can choose an (m,h — 1)-regular subtree R, of 7(7) such that S(7)p—1 N (R;)p—1 = 0
whenever 7 € S;1. Let R be the unique (m, h)-regular subtree of 7 such that Ry =V and
R(7) = R, for every 7 € Ry. Then

SinRu= |J S@OnanR@m1= |J SEh1n(Re)ur =0.
TES1NR1 T7€S1NY

This contradicts the assumption of the lemma. O
Now we derive Proposition 2] from Lemma and Ko6nig’s lemma.

Proof of Proposition [2]]. Since every (m,h)-regular subtree of 7 can be extended to an
m-regular subtree, it follows from Lemma [2.2] that S has an (N —m+ 1, h)-regular subtree
for every h > 1. We construct a rooted tree .# as follows. The root vertex of .# is the
one point set {19}, where 7y is the root of 7. For h > 1, %, is the nonempty finite
set of (N —m + 1, h)-regular subtrees of S, and F € % is a successor of F' € Fy_ if
and only if F/ = UZ;(l) Fn. Then .7 is an infinite tree. By Konig’s lemma, .# has an
infinite path starting from the root {79}. This means that there exists a family of subtrees
{F(h) € #, | h > 1} of S such that F(h) = UZ:O F(h +1),. It follows that |J;2, F(h)
is an (N — m + 1)-regular subtree of S. O

3Nesharim [6] has a proof which is essentially the same as ours.
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3. THE WINNING STRATEGY

We first recall the definitions of Schmidt’s game and winning sets introduced in [§]. The
game is played by two players, say Alice and Bob Given a complete metric space X and
two numbers «, 8 € (0,1). Bob starts the game by choosing a closed ball By C X. After
B,, is chosen, Alice chooses a closed ball A,, C B,, of radius a times the radius of B,,,
and Bob chooses a closed ball B, 1 C A, of radius £ times the radius of A,,. Then we
have a nested sequence Bg D Ag D By D Ay D ---. A subset Y C X is (o, 3)-winning
if Alice can play so that the single point in (),~, A, lies in Y, and is a-winning if it is
(a, B)-winning for any 8 € (0,1). In the setting of Theorem [[.2] we have X = R. Thus
A, and B,, are compact intervals. In this section, we describe the winning strategy for
Alice and derive Theorem from Proposition B.1] below.

Firstly, we have

Bad(0,1) =R x Bad, Bad(1,0) = Bad x R (3.1)

So Bad(0, 1;0) = Bad and, when # € Bad, Bad(1,0;0) = R. By [8], Bad is %—winning.
Thus, in proving Theorem [[.2] we may assume that s,¢ > 0.

Let 6 € R be such that (L3]) holds, and let 8 € (0,1). We want to prove that Bad(s, ;)
is (%, B)-winning. In the first round of the game, Bob chooses a compact interval By. Let
Alice choose the closed subinterval Ag C Bg with |Ag| = %|By| arbitrarily, where | - |
denote the length of an interval. In what follows, we describe a strategy for the choice of
A, (n > 1) such that ", A, C Bad(s,t;0).

Let | = |Ag|, R = 16374,

c= min{inf q% lg0]] 1lR_l 11*2_2_?35} (3.2)
g€N 4 '8 ' '
Then R > 16, ¢ > 0. We assume that when a rational point in R? is expressed as (g, g),
then ¢ > 0 and the integers p, ¢, r are coprime. Let

(P

For P = (£, 7) € &, denote

s~ fren -] <5}

Note that if y ¢ (Jpep A(P), then max{q®|q0 — p|,¢'|qy — r|} > ¢ for every (%, g) € Q2.
Thus

R\ |J A(P) c Bad(s, ;). (3.4)
pPez
Let 7 be an [R]-regular rooted tree with root 7y, where | - | denotes the integer part of a

real number. We choose and fix an injective map Z from 7 to the set of closed subintervals
of Ay satisfying the following conditions:
e For any n > 0 and 7 € T, |Z(7)| = IR™™. In particular, Z(79) = Ao.
e For 7" € T, if 7 < 7/, then Z(7) C Z(7').
e For any 7/ € T, the interiors of the intervals {Z(7) : T € Tgue(7')} are mutually
disjoint, and (U, 7., () Z(7) is connected.
4Here we follow [5] for the names of the players.
5In some literatures, (3.1 is used as definition. As is well known, this can be also derived from ().
For this, it suffices to show that if inf,cy g||gz|| = 0, then inf,eny max{q|lgz||, |gy||} = O for every y. For
any ¢ > 0, choose ¢ € N such that g||gz|| < 3. By Dirichlet’s theorem, there exists n € N, n < ¢!, such

that |ngy|| < e. Let ¢ = ng. Then ¢'||¢'z|| < n?q|lqz| < e %€* = e. Hence max{q'||¢z, |¢'y||} < e.
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Note that for n > 1 and 7" € 7,1, any closed subinterval of Z(7') of length 2/R~™ must
contain an Z(7) for some 7 € Tguc(7'). Suppose that &2 is partitioned into a disjoint union

P = G P, (3.5)

n=1

We inductively define a subtree S of T associated with the partition. Let S = {m}. If
Sn—1 (n > 1) is defined, we let

Sn=A{7 € Tewe(Sn1) : (1) | A(P) =0} (3.6)
pPez,
Then S = |J;~, Sy is a subtree of 7. Note that

I(r)cR\ | J A(P), Vn=17€S, (3.7)
pPeZy,

The point is that for a suitable partition of &2, the intervals {Z(7) : 7 € S,,} can serve as
candidates for Ay,. This can be assured by the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. There exists a partition ([B.35) such that the associated tree S has an
([R] — 5)-regular subtree.

The proof of Proposition B.Ilwill be given in the next section. In the rest of this section,
we assume Proposition B.1] and prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem from Proposition 31 [ Let 22 = UrZ; 2, be a partition such that
S has an ([R] — 5)-regular subtree, say S’. We inductively prove that for every n > 0,

Alice can choose Ay, = Z(r,) for some 7, € S,. (3.8)

Since Ag = Z(70), [B.8) holds if n = 0. Assume n > 1 and Alice has chosen Ay(,_) =
Z(7n—1), where 7,1 € S,_;. We call the 5 intervals {Z(7) : 7 € Touc(Tn—1) \ Shye(Tn=1)}
dangerous intervals. We first prove that

For j € {0,1,2,3}, Alice can play so that Ay(,_1)4;, and hence

By(n—1)+j+1, contains at most [5 - 277] dangerous intervals. (3.9)
If j = 0, there is nothing to prove. Assume 1 < j < 3 and (B.9) holds if j is replaced by
j — 1. Thus By(,_1)4; contains at most [5 - 277+1] dangerous intervals. Divide Bin—1)4j
into two closed subintervals of equal length. Then Alice can choose A(,_1)4; to be one of

the subintervals so that it contains at most [$[5-27971]] < [5-27J] dangerous intervals.

This proves (3.9).

By letting j = 3 in (3.9)), we see that Alice can play so that By, contains no dangerous
intervals. Since By, has length 2lR™", it contains an Z(7;,) for some 7,, € Tguc(Tn—1). It
follows that 7,, € S),. So Alice can choose Ay, = Z(7,,). This completes the proof of (B.8)).

In view of B8], (B1) and ([B3.4]), we have
n=0 n=1 n=1

n=1 PE:@'M
=R\ [ A(P) C Bad(s,t;0).
Pe»
This proves the theorem. O

6This proof is motivated by discussions with Nikolay Moshchevitin.
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4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [B.1]

In order to construct the partition (3.5]) required in Proposition Bl we consider non-
vertical rational lines in R? of the form

L(A,B,C’):{(m y)eR?:y A”“’JFC},

B
where A, B,C € Z and B > 0. We assume that when such a line is expressed as above,

then A, B,C are coprime. With this convention, A, B,C are uniquely determined by
L(A, B,C). We need a lemma from [1]. Here we reproduce the proof for completeness.

Lemma 4.1 ([, Lemma 1]). Let P = (£,7) € &. Then there exists a non-vertical
rational line Lp = L(Ap, Bp,Cp) passing through P such that

|Ap| <¢°, Bp<d". (4.1)

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that there exist A, B,C € Z with |A] < ¢®* and 0 < B < ¢!
such that Ap — Br + Cq = 0. Since the number of pairs (a,b) € Z? with 0 < a < ¢* and
0 < b < ¢! is greater than g, there exist two such pairs (a1, b1) # (a2, bs) with by > b such
that
(a1p — byir) — (agp — bar) = (a1 — a2)p — (by — bo)r

is divisible by q. Let A = a1 —as, B = by —by. Then |A| < ¢%,0< B < ¢, (A, B) # (0,0),
and there exists C' € Z such that Ap — Br + Cq = 0. It remains to prove that B # 0.
Suppose on the contrary that B = 0. Then A # 0 and % = —g. In view of (32)) and

B3), we have
C
¢ < inf ns |nf|| < [A5]A0 + C| = |A*510+ 2| < 10— Pl < e
neL A q
This is a contradiction. O

For each P € &, we choose and fix a line Lp satisfying the conclusion of Lemma .11
For n > 1, let

H, = 4cl"'R",
pr

By (B2), we have Hy = 4c/™'R < 1. So & = |J22, Z,. We prove that this partition
satisfies the requirement of Proposition 311
In view of (A1) and [@.2), for P = (£,7) € &, we have

0> HI', Bp< H,;rl (4.3)
We further partition &2, into a finite disjoint union. Let
3 1
)\ = — =
2 P iary
Py =1{P e &, HﬁflR < Bp < H1+1} (4.4)
For 2 <k <n, let
Por={Pec P, flR —(k=r < Bp < HlflR —(k=2)uy (4.5)

It is easy to check that

sn 342t

rth)\(nl) H11+Rt 21+ < 1.
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So Zn, =Up_1 Pn k- The following lemma states that “effective” points in 2, j, lie on a
single line.

Lemma 4.2. For anyn >1, 1<k <n and 7 € S,_g, the map P — Lp is constant on
Proi(1) ={P € Py (1) NA(P) # 0}.

Proof. Let P, Py € &, 1(T), P1 # P». We need to prove that Lp, = Lp,. We divide the
proof into several steps.

Step 1. Suppose P; = (%, %), Lp = L(A;,B;,C;),i=1,2. Let ¢, = Al%tci. We first
prove the following auxiliary inequalities:

b1 P2 C C
n_ P . 46
q1 g2 q%-i-s q%—i-s ( )
c c
< < —lR‘"*k, 4.7
qzl—i-t — QiBz' 4 ( )
T ] 3 —n—+k
— — 2| < SRR, 4.8
o g2 2 (4.8
|¢1 — ¢2| < QZR_n+k. (4.9)
The first two inequalities can be verified as follows:
P11 P2 1 c c
——=|<—-—=|+10—=|< ,
Qo T @| gt gt
c c c
< < — = —lR < Lignek,
@+ = 4B~ H, 4
To prove the third one, we choose y; € Z(7) N A(F;). Then, in view of (@7,
T1 2 T1 T2 C C
———=|< yl——‘+ yz——‘+ =2l < g5+ 7 H L0
ar  q2 a1 qz | | q%” q%“ )
1 3
< 513—"+’f +|Z(7)| = 513—"%.
This proves (48). By (41), we have
T |A | i q c c R
;— 0——| <=+ = — < —[RT"F,
¢ qi B; B ¢ 4B; <1
It follows from this inequality and (IZEI) that
r r reor
|p1 — ¢a| < ¢1——1‘—|— ¢y — = |+ | = — 2| < ARTF,
a1 42 a Q2
Thus we obtain (£.9).
Step 2. Assume k = 1. In view of ([@2]) and (4], it follows that
- -
Hy R < g < HY\ R (4.10)
We prove that the line Lp, passes through P,. Firstly, we have
re r
|A1p2 — Birs + C1q2| =q2 |A <— - —> By (—2 - —1> ‘
a2 q1
roor
<ol Ai| |2 - 2|4 By |2 - 2 (4.11)
a1 1 Q2
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By @.6) and @I0),
b1 P2 ¢ ¢ 92 4 1+A
qo| Aq ———<q2q <—+—>:c<—+ ><2R 4.12
On the other hand, by (£I10), (£3]) and (E.S),
3
B % - 2—2 T (4.13)

Substituting [@12)), ([EI3) into ([@I) and taking (3.2]) into account, we obtain
|A1pa — Bira + Ciga| < 8cR*™ < 1.

This implies that A;ps — Bire + C1g2 = 0. Thus Lp, is the line passing through P; and
P,. Similarly, Lp, is the line passing through P, and P». Hence Lp, = Lp,. This proves
the lemma for the k = 1 case.

Step 3. In what follows we assume k > 2. In view of (€.2]) and (4£5]), we have

|Ai| < ¢ < ];Iyﬁths()""(k_1)#)7 B; < lelR A+ (k=2)p)

To simplify the calculation, we denote

MA — HﬁRS()\—F(k_l)“)a MB — Hlith ()\-l-(k 2) )
Then
|Ai|<MA, 1< B; < Mpg.

We first verify

1
M} < MEME™ < MM < gcl_lR”_k. (4.14)
In view of
MS R—35(A+(k—=2)p)
B — <1
Mi Rst()\—i-(k—l),u) ’
we have
2 1+% s\ 7 s N f2+s s\ 2
Mg, < Mp B <MB>t <1 M3iMp B <MB> <1
MjMé+s — MZME—FS - Mﬁl ’ M/}{HME—H - Mﬁ} .

Thus the first two inequalities in (ZI4]) hold. It is easy to check that
5lM}‘+tM§+t :5lHn+1R(1—t2)()\—I-(k—l)u)—(1+t)()\+(k—2),u)

—20cR™ i 'R"F < cR"F

Thus the third inequality in (£14]) holds as well.

Step 4. We prove Lp, = Lp, by contradiction. Suppose Lp, # Lp,. We first consider
the case where Lp, is parallel to Lp,. In this case, we have A; By — A2B; = 0. Thus
B1Cy — ByCq # 0. 1t follows that

C; Gy
== 22>
|1 — o] = B B,
Combining this inequality with (4.9]), we obtain

AMEZR™"TF > 1.

Lo
BiBy ~ M%’

But by (£14) and (3.2),
AMER™™F < ¢ < 1.

This is a contradiction.
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Step 5. Now we suppose that Lp, is not parallel to Lp,. Let Py = (Z—g, Z—g) € Q2 be the
intersection of L(P;) and L(P;). Then A1 By — A3 By # 0 and
po  B1Cy— BCy 1o A0y — Ay

@ Ai1By—AsBi’ qo  AiBs— A3Bi’
In particular, the nonzero integer A; By — Ay By is divisible by ¢go. Thus

q < |A1Bg — AgBl| < 2MaMp. (4.15)
We first verify that Py € &. In view of
A A A1By — AsB
lm—@b—i—i-wﬁ9=LLL—iﬂ9—@zi%k—@L
By B 9 B1Bs Q| Mg 9
we have, by (£I5]), (4.9) and (£I4]), that
gt 10 — 22 < gsME|gy — ¢ < AMEMESRTHE < ¢
Hence Py € £.
Step 6. We prove that A(Py) C A(Fy). Suppose y € A(Py). Then by (47,
1 c 1 ik
y— < £ < gtk
' q1 q%—l-t 4
In view of this inequality and (£I5), it follows that
70 ™ ™ To
oy <a Ty — |+ - —
4o q a1 dqo
< . 152 — A2 o .
IMYP MG R0 4 9MY ME| Ay By — AyBy | | — 2 4.16
a1 dqo

In order to estimate the second term of the right hand side, we note that
YT A; ;
_’__0:_Z<Zﬁ_@>7 i=1,2.
% @ Bi\da

Eliminating Z_g from the two equations, we obtain

(é_ég(ﬁ_@>:é<ﬁ_2>_&@<&_@>
By B g Qo Bi\q1 @ BiBy \q1 @

Thus by (@.6), {.7) and @.8),

70

,
|A1 By — Ay By !
q1

Ty T2
— — = |+ |44,
q1 q2 q1

q2

3

T ).

2 q1 qds

|A1] ¢ A 1B |42| ¢

3
SIMAMpR™™* 1+ |As|B
2 |ﬂ1ﬁm& N B

<2AM MR,
Substituting this into (£I6) and using (£14]), we obtain

1+t

To
490 Yy——

< BIMEFMEH R < ¢

Thus y € A(Fp). This proves A(Py) C A(P).
Step 7. Let ng > 1 be the unique integer such that Py € #,,. We prove that

no >n—k+1. (4.17)
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Suppose on the contrary that ng < n — k. Let 7/ be the unique vertex in S, such that
7 < 7/. Then by (3.4)),
I(T) N A(Pl) C I(T/) N A(Po) = (.
This contradicts Py € 2, (7).
Step 8. In view of (43]) and (£I7]), we have

@ > Hypy > Hy_y1 = 4cl” 'RV

But by (£I15]) and (4.14),
qé‘i't < 4ij+tMé+t < Cl_an_k.
This is a contradiction. Thus the proof of Lemma is completed. O

The purpose of Lemma is to establish the following estimate.
Lemma 4.3. Foranyn>1,1<k<n and 7' € S,_j, the set
{reTn:7<7,Z(1)N U A(P) # 0} (4.18)
Pe?}’n,k
contains at most two vertices.
Proof. Firstly, we claim that the set (£I8]) is a subset of
{reT:Z(nn |J AP #0} (4.19)
PeZ, (1)
In fact, if 7 € Ty, satisfies 7 < 7" and Z(7)NUpe »,  A(P) # 0, then there exists Py € P,k
such that
I(’T’) N A(Po) D) I(T) N A(Po) 75 @
It follows that Py € &, ;(7’). Thus
I(mn  |J AP DI(r)NAR) #D.
Peyn,k(T/)
This means that 7 lies in the set (£19)).
Now we prove that (£I9) contains at most two vertices. By Lemma 2] there exists
(A, B,C) € Z? with B > 0 such that for every P = (£,2) € Pni(r),
A|<¢*, B<q, Ap—Br+Cq=0, ¢B>H,.
For such P, if y € A(P), then

G B G NS 20
— = —— ) —=0—-=|<|ly—=|+—=10—=
‘y B Y74) B q Y4B q

¢ c 2c 2c 1, _.

— 4+ L < <= = )

< ql-l—t + Bql—i-s ~¢B ~ H, QZR

This implies that Upe 5, () A(P) is contained in the open interval

Ady+C 1 AO+C 1
(F5° - g 25 qim).
which has length IR™". Since the intervals {Z(7) : 7 € T,} are of length IR~ and have

mutually disjoint interiors, at most two of them intersect the interval ([@20]). Thus the set
(Z19) contains at most two vertices. O

(4.20)

We now prove Proposition Bl using Lemma [£.3] and some ideas in the proof of [I}
Lemma 4].
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Proof of Proposition [31. By Proposition [2.1], it suffices to prove that the intersection of
S with every 6-regular subtree of 7 is infinite. Let R C 7T be a 6-regular subtree, and
denote a, = #S5, N Ry. Then ag = 1. We prove the infinity of S "R by showing that for
any n > 1,

an > 2an_1. (4.21)
Let
Z/[n:{TG’Euc(Sn 1NRy— 1 U A #Q}
prez,
Then
Su N Ry ={7 € Reue(Sn—1 N Ry1) n |J AP =0}
prez,

:Rsuc(sn—l N Rn—l) \un

It follows that

ap > 6a,_1 — #U,. (4.22)
On the other hand,
:U{Teﬁuc nlmRnl U A 75(2)}
k=1 PeZ, i
CU{TE%:T%S kN Rp—i, T U A(P) # 0}
k=1 Pef]n k

:LnJ U {reTy:7<7,I(r U A(P) # 0}.

k=17€S,_xNRp_k Peﬁ”nk

By Lemma (3] we have

n
Hhy <> 2y (4.23)
k=1
From (4.22)) and ([@.23]), we obtain
n
n > 6an-1— Y 205 (4.24)
k=1

By letting n = 1 in (£24]), we see that a; > 4. So ([£21]) holds for n = 1. Assume n > 2
and (£2I)) holds if n is replaced by 1,...,n — 1. Then for any 1 < k < n, we have

Op—f < 2_k+1an—1-
Substituting this into (£.24]), we obtain

n
ap > 6a,_1 — 2ap_1 Z ok HL 205,_1.
k=1

This completes the proof of ([@2T]). O
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