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FRACTAL DIMENSIONS OF THE MARKOV AND LAGRANGE
SPECTRA NEAR 3

HAROLD ERAZO, RODOLFO GUTIERREZ-ROMO, CARLOS GUSTAVO MOREIRA,
AND SERGIO ROMANA

AsTRACT. The Lagrange spectrum £ and Markov spectrum J{ are subsets
of the real line with complicated fractal properties that appear naturally in
the study of Diophantine approximations. It is known that the Hausdorff
dimension of the intersection of these sets with any half-line coincide, that is,
dimy (£ N (=0, 1)) = dimy (M N (=00, 1)) =: d(¢) for every t > 0. It is also
known that d(3) = 0 and d(8 + &) > 0 for every & > 0.

We show that, for sufficiently small values of & > 0, one has the approxi-

0
MDlloge)) (10g ‘ logfl ), where W denotes the Lam-
[log ] [log 2]

bert function (the inverse of f(z) = ze®) and ¢y = —loglog((3 + V5)/2) ~
0.0383. We also show that this result is optimal for the approximation of
d(8 + &) by “reasonable” functions, in the sense that, if F(¢) is a C2 function

such that d(83 + &) = F(g) +o (lo‘gl(l;osglf\ ), then its second derivative I’ (¢)

changes sign infinitely many times as ¢ approaches 0.

mation d(3+¢) =2

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The Lagrange spectrum. The Lagrange spectrum is a subset of the real
line which appears naturally in the study of Diophantine approximations of real
numbers.
Consider an irrational real number x € R \ Q. By Dirichlet’s approximation
theorem, there exist infinitely many pairs of integers p, ¢ with ¢ > 0 satisfying
1
X — B < —5-
q q
The previous result is not tight. Indeed, Hurwitz’s theorem states that the fol-
lowing holds for infinitely many such pairs p, ¢:
p‘ 1
r—-=| < ——.
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This is the best possible inequality of this type that holds for every irrational

number x. Indeed, if x = 1+2\/3 , the constant V5 cannot be replaced by a larger

constant while preserving the existence of infinitely many such pairs p, ¢ for
which the corresponding inequality holds. However, for other irrational values
of x we may hope for better results. Following this idea, we define L(x) as the
supremum of the set of all £ > 0 such that

‘ p
X

1
ql g
holds for infinitely many pairs of integers p, ¢ with ¢ > 0 (possibly with L(x) =

o). The number L(x) is known as the Lagrange value of x, and the Lagrange
spectrum is defined as the set of all finite Lagrange values:

L ={L(x) <o | xeR\Q}.
By means of the continued fraction expansion of z, it is possible to obtain a

symbolic-dynamical characterization of the Lagrange spectrum. Indeed, con-
sider the infinite sequence (¢,),>0 such that

<

x = [co;c1,c9,¢8,...] =co+ ,

c1 +
1

c9 +
63+.'-

that is, (¢, )n>0 is the continued-fraction expansion of x. It is well-known that

, , 1
T - & — (_1)n 5
Gn ((Yn+1 + :8n+1)QM
where we set @41 = [Ca4150042, Cns3, - - -1, Bns1 = (0564, ¢p-1,...,¢1], and
where p, /g, = [co;c1,¢9, ..., c,]. Itis also known that these convergents p,/q,

of the continued-fraction expansion of x are the best rational approximations
of x for instance in the following sense: if p, ¢ are integers with ¢ > 0 and
lx —p/q| < Tig, then p/q = p,/q, for some n € N. From these facts, we obtain

the following expression for the Lagrange value of x:
Lix) =Tlim sup(@usi + Buer)-

If we define B/ | =[0;¢y, ¢h-1,...,¢1, 1,..., 1,...], we also have that
L(x) = limsup(au+1 + B, ,),

n—oo

since the trailing sequence of 1’s does not change the value in the limit.
It follows that

£ = {lim sup A (0" (w)) | w € (N*)Z},

Where: for w = (wn)nGZ € (N*)Z’ /1((‘)) = [‘U+] + [O;w_]’ with ™ = (wn)nz()
and 0™ = (W-p)n>1-



DIMENSION OF THE LAGRANGE AND MARKOV SPECTRA NEAR 3 3

We refer the reader to the expository article by Bombieri [Bom07] and to
the books by Cusick-Flahive [CF89], and by Lima—Matheus—Moreira—Romana

[Lim+21] for a more detailed account on these constructions.

1.2. The Markov spectrum. The Markov spectrum is another fractal subset of
the real line which is very closely related to the Lagrange spectrum. Using the
symbolic-dynamical definition of the Lagrange spectrum a starting point, it can
be defined similarly as

= {sup/l(O'”(a))) | we (N*)Z} .
neZ
We denote by m(w) = sup,,c7 A (0" (w)) the Markov value of w € (N*)Z.

This set is also related to some Diophantine approximation problems. In-
deed, it encodes the (inverses of ) minimal possible values of real indefinite qua-
dratic forms with normalized discriminants (equal to 1). Nevertheless, through-
out this article we will only use the symbolic-dynamical definitions of & and /(.

1.8. Structure of the Lagrange and Markov spectra. Both the Lagrange and
Markov spectra have been intensively studied since the seminal work of Markov
[Mar80a]. In particular, it is well-known that

2n[0,3)=4n]0,3) = {«/‘ <V8 < @ }

that is, £ and Jl coincide below 3 and consist of a sequence of explicit quadratic
surds accumulating only at 3. Moreover, it is also possible to explicitly charac-
terize the sequences w € (N*)Z associated with Markov values less than or equal
to 8 [Bom07, Theorem 15].

On the other hand, the behavior of these sets after 3 remains somewhat mys-
terious. Indeed, it is known that £ C Jl and some authors conjectured that
these sets are equal; Freiman disproved this conjecture only in 1968 [Fre68].
Much more is now known in this regard: the Hausdorfl' dimension of the com-
plement 4l \ £ lies strictly between 0 and 1 [MMZ20].

Even if the previous paragraph suggests that these sets are somewhat differ-
ent, they are known to coincide before 3 and after large enough values. In-
deed, Hall showed in 1947 that & (and thus also J{) contains a half-line [¢, o)
[Hal47]; any such ray is hence known as a Hall ray. After several years, Freiman
found the largest Hall ray to be [cp, o), where cp ~ 4.5278 . . . is an explicit qua-
dratic surd known as Freiman’s constant [Fre75]. These results in turn imply
that £ and 4l coincide starting at cg, so they both contain the half-line [cp, o).

There are more striking similarities between these two sets. In particular,
their Hausdorff dimensions coincide when truncated: the third author showed
that

dimp (£ N (=00, t)) = dimy (M N (=00, 1))
for every t > 0 [Morl8]. Clearly, this result shows that, when studying the
HausdorfI dimension of such truncated versions, one can choose to use either

< or J.
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Let
d(t) := dimy (£ N (—o0, ) = dimy (M N (=00, £)).
Moreira also proved [Mor18] the following nice formula:
d(t) =min{l, 2-D(¢)},
where D(t) = dimy(K,), and
K, ={[0;¢1,...,¢n,...] | there exists (c_y)ns0 € (N*)N such that
[C/e;ck+1’ R ] + [O;C}C—li Ck-95 - - ] < t7Vk € Z}
In fact, he showed [Mor18, Lemma 2] that D(¢) = dimp(K,) = dimp(K,)
and dimp(K; + K,) = dimyg (K, + K;) = min{l, 2 - dimyg(K,)}, where dimg

denotes the upper box dimension. Indeed, that lemma states that, given any
n > 0, there is a Gauss—Cantor set K(B) C K; such that

dimy(K(B)) > (1 - n)dimp(K,),

SO
(1 -n)dimp(K,) < dimy(K(B)) < dimp(K,) < dimp(K,).
Letting . — 0 shows the first equality. The second equality follows from the
fact that
MN(—o0,t) C(N"N[1,¢t]) + K, + K,

and the inequalities
d(t) = dimy (M N (=00, 1))
< dimp(K; +K,) < dimp(K, + K;) < 2 - dimp(K;) = 2 - dimp (K,).

1.4. The Hausdorff dimension near 3. The goal of this article is to determine
the behavior of d(t) near t = 3. By work of the third author [Mor18], we have
that d(¢) > 0 for every ¢t > 3. On the contrary, d(t) = 0 for every ¢t < 3, as
£ N (=00, 3] = M N (-0, 3] is countable.

Our main objective is to determine the modulus of continuity of d(¢) near 3.
The first result we obtained in this direction was the following:

There exist constants C1, Cg > 0 such that, for any sufliciently small & > 0,
one has

log|log ¢| log|log &|

(1.1) <d(8+e) < Cy

log ] [log ]

Let us explain how this partial result is obtained. Our methods are mainly
combinatorial and the proofs of the upper and lower bounds on d(t) are done
in separate sections.

To establish the upper bound, we extend some results in Bombieri’s article
[BomO07] to (factors of) sequences with Markov value slightly larger than 3. In
this way, we can analyze the sequences w € {1, 2}4 C (N*)Z that produce such
Markov values; we show that they are not that different from those with Markov
value less than or equal to 3.
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To make this more precise, let 2(¢) = {w € (N)? | sup, .z A(c"(w)) < t}.
We define X(t, n) to be the set of length-n subwords of sequences in Z(¢). We
have the following:

Theorem 1.1. There exists a constant B > 1 such that
2(B3+B™",n)=2(3,n)=2(83-B7", n)

for every sufficiently large integer n. In fact we can take B = 63 = 216 and n > 68.

The previous theorem can be interpreted as follows: given a bi-infinite word,
whose Markov value is exponentially close to 8 (smaller than 8+B™" = 3+673"),
then its length-n subwords are indistinguishable from those in X(3, n). That
is to say, a length-n window cannot detect the patterns of symbols that make
their Markov values different from 3; they are only present when considering
windows of larger lengths.

Since the words before 8 are well understood, we will construct alphabets
that allow us to write words in (8 + B™", n) as weakly renormalizable words (see
Definition[3.18). This construction is inspired by the “exponent-reducing” con-
struction by Bombieri, which is detailed in Section Indeed, the inductive
procedure of reducing exponents can also be regarded as replacing the alphabet
in which a word is written with a more complicated alphabet (so some exponents
are “captured” by the letters of the new alphabet). The construction is inductive,
so we will develop it as a renormalization algorithm (Lemma[3.21)). This algorithm
is used to obtain a proof Theorem [L.1l

Theorem allows us to reduce the proof of the upper bound to a simple
counting. Indeed, we show in Corollary [B.18] that |Z(8, n)| = O(n®), which
implies that |Z(3 + B", n)] = O(n®). This is enough to establish the upper
bound by covering K, with small intervals in the standard way and using this
counting.

To show that the lower bound holds, we prove that d(3+e™") (where r € N*) is
larger than the Hausdorff dimension of a suitable Gauss—Cantor set; recall that a
Gauss—Cantor set is a subset of the real line defined by numbers with continued-
fraction expansions that obey certain patterns. Finally, the Hausdorff dimension
of a Gauss—Cantor set can be estimated by the (relatively elementary) methods
in the book by Palis—=Takens [PT93, Chapter 4], and, hence the proof of
is complete.

While these methods are enough to prove inequalities (I I), they are actually
sufficient to obtain an asymptotic approximation of d(¢). In fact, to prove (I.I),
only the results in Section[3]and (a simplification of the results) in Section[5lare
needed.

We will now state our main results, which give more precise estimates of d (¢)
for t close to 8. Let f: [-1, +00) — [—e~!, +o0) be given by f(z) = xe® and
recall that the Lambert /# function is the function # : [—e™!, +00) — [=1, +00)
given by W = f~1. Our main result is the following:
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Theorem 1.2. Let d(t) = dimy (£ N [0, ¢)) = dimy (M N [0, t)). Then, for all

sufficiently small &, we have

dB+s)=2-

W (e®]logel) log|log&|
|log & |log ]2

where ¢o = —loglog((3 + V5)/2) ~ 0.0383.

The main idea behind the upper bound of Theorem[I.2]is again the construc-
tion of alphabets that allow us to write finite subwords of X(38 + ¢™") as weakly
renormalizable words. Then, using the fact that windows of sizes comparable to r
must have a very similar structure with those before 3 (that are well understood
because of the work of Bombieri [Bom07]), we can find long forced continua-
tions of finite subwords of size comparable to r of words of 2(3+¢7"). Here, by
size we no longer mean the length of a word, but rather the size of the interval it
induces by continued fraction expansions. Using the covering of K; constructed
with finite subwords of (8 + ¢7"), we can control the size of a subcovering by
smaller intervals (associated with longer words), depending on the structure of
each word, so intervals with few continuations contribute less to the dimension.
It turns out that there are some configurations which contribute more than oth-
ers to the dimension of these sets, namely configurations obtained by alternate
concatenations of large blocks of 1’s with blocks 22.

To be more precise about this last statement, define the Gauss—Cantor set

Gy = K({221", 1) ={[0; 71, y2, ... 1 | 7i €{221", 1}, ¥i > 1},

and let &, := max L(C,), so &, is of the order of ((8+V5)/2)~". We have, from
Theorem [I.2]and from the proof of its lower bound (Section [3)), that

€0
d(3+6,) zg.w (lgll_gzl)
|log &, |loggn|
=2-dimy(C,) +O (logllﬂ)
|log &,
= dimpg (L(C,)) + O [ 28108 2]
|10g8n|2
= d(3 + 87[—1) +0 (logllﬂ)
|10g‘9n|2

One natural follow-up question is if it is possible to find a better approxi-
mation of d(¢) near 8. The next theorem shows that this is not possible for
“reasonable” (or explicit) approximations: for such reasonable approximations,
the error term is optimal. We prove the following:

Theorem 1.3. Let d(t) = dimy (£ N [0,t)) = dim (M N [0, t)). There exists
sequences (x3), (vp) and constants 0 < Cy < Co, with 0 < Cro~* =2, < %xk <
e = Coo* where ¢ = (1 +V5)/2 is the golden mean, such that

dB+y) -dB+x) =0 (kiz) .
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In particular, if F is a twice continuously-differentiable function satisfying
log|1
d(3+6) = F(e) +o 28110821}
|log &
then its second derivative F" (&) changes sign infinitely many times as € approaches 0.

In fact, we will prove that d(8 + ;) —d(3 + ;) = O (k%) =0 (logk), while

kZ
W (ellogyl) W (e|loga|)  _logk
- > ¢ ,
[log | [ log x| k?

for a positive constant ¢, which implies that the error term in the approximation
log | log €|
[Toge|2 *
In this sense, (3 + a3, 8 + ;) is an “almost plateau” for the dimension function
d(t) (the variation of d(t) in these intervals is much smaller than the variation
of its reasonable approximations). Indeed, we have proven that d(3 + &) is very

well approximated by

of d(3 + &) by any reasonable function of ¢ is at least of the order of

W (e®]logel)

a(e)=2-
log |

and that it is also asymptotic to the simpler function g9 (&) = 2- % More-

over, given constants 0 < ¢ < cg, we have, that

g(c26) g (e15) = (2log(eafer) +0(1)) ELBE]
lloge?

for j € {1, 2}, so reasonable functions g(&) which are asymptotic to g; and go

should satisty g(cog) — g(c1€) = log(co /cl)blglog—_oj;l

While the estimates in the third author’s work [Mor18] in principle would
allow us to obtain some information regarding the modulus of continuity, those
estimates are very far from being optimal (this is particularly true for the upper
estimates). Thus, we rely on the methods described above instead of on the
general methods in the third author’s previous work.

This article is organized as follows: Section 2 contains some preliminary no-
tations and facts that we will use later on. By analyzing the combinatorics of
finite words, we develop a renormalization algorithm which we use to prove
Theorem [L.Ilin Section 8. Using the understanding of finite subwords, we will
find large forced extensions which by a delicate analysis of the sizes and count-
ing of them, will give us the upper bound of Theorem in Section 4. In
Section 5 we present the construction and analysis of a suitable Gauss—Cantor
set, which allows us to establish the lower bound in Theorem and, thus, to
finish the proof of the main theorem. Finally, we study how the bad cuts pro-
duce gaps in their respective Markov values in Section 6, which allow us to prove
the optimality of our approximation in Theorem
Acknowledgements: We would like to thank Carlos Matheus and Jamerson
Bezerra for helpful conversations about the subject of this paper. We also would
like to thank Moubariz Garaev, Harald Helfgott and Lola Thompson for orga-
nizing and inviting us to the meeting Number Theory in the Americas/Teoria

for £ > 0 small enough.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Our goal is to study the function
d(t) := dim (£ N (=00, t)) = dimg (M N (—c0, 1))

near t = 8. If a sequence w € (N*)Z contains 8, then A (w) > 3.52, which is
“much larger” than 3, so we can ignore such sequences. Thus, throughout the
entire article, a word is made up of letters of the alphabet {1, 2}. Words can be
either finite, infinite or bi-infinite. If w is a finite word, we denote its length by
|w|, that is, the amount of letters 1 or 2 that are needed to write w.

We will also consider sections of words, which consist of a word together with
a choice of a splitting point marked with a vertical bar. A section of a bi-infinite
word can be interpreted as a shift of the original word. We usually write sections
as w = P*|Q, where P € (N)N and Q e (N*)N are an infinite words, and
P* e (N*)™N denotes the transpose of P, that is, P, =P for every k € N".

2.1. Words in X(3). Bombieri [Bom07] showed that bi-infinite words in X(3)
have to follow very special patterns (which is essentially a restatement of much
older results by Markov [Mar80b], as stated in the book by Cusick—Flahive
[CE89]). Indeed, he showed [Bom07, Lemma 9] that w is a word in the let-
ters a = 22 and b = 11 (that is, the number of consecutive ones or twos is always
even or infinite), and he also showed [Bom07, Lemma 11] that, if v € Z(3),
then w has to be of four possible forms:

e Constant, that is, w = a*® or w = b*;

e Degenerate, that is, w = b*ab*® or w = a®ba®™;

e Type I, thatis, w = ... ab%ab%1a... with every ¢; > 1; or
e Type II, that is, w = ... ba%ba%+1b ... with every ¢; > 1.

The exponents (e;);cz that appear in Type I and Type II elements of X(3) also
have to be of some special forms, but we will not use them explicitly.
Now, let U and /" be the Nielsen substitutions given by

a +— ab a — a

b b V:b — ab.

This substitutions have inverses defined in the free group F{a, b) given by

U

1.a ab~! 1a e a
N

Bombieri also proved [Bom07, Lemma 14] that if w € X(3), then both U(w)
and V' (w) belong to X(3). These words can be described explicitly. Indeed, if
we write w = ... ab%ab%a ... where each ¢; > 0, then

U(w) =...ab" ab* g . .
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Similarly, if we write w = ... ba%ba%+'h ... with each ¢; > 0, then
V(w)=...ba"* ba*1p ...

Furthermore, we have that if w is of Type I, then U~ (w) is well-defined and
belongs to £(8). Similarly, if w is of Type II, then ' ~!(w) is well-defined and
belongs to (3). These can be described by

U Nw)=...ab% tab g . ..

and
V' w)=...ba""ba "1
where ¢; > 1 for each i € Z by definition.
We will now include an useful lemma which is implicit in Bombieri’s work.

Lemma 2.1. A nonempty finite word w belongs to (3, |w|) if and only if there exists
W e (U, V) such that w is a factor of W (ab).

Proof. We will first show that if w is a factor of W (ab) for some W € (U, V),
then it belongs to X (8, |w]|). This is shown by Bombieri [Bom07, Theorem 15],
as the word w = ... W (ab)W (ab)W (ab) . .. belongs to Z(3).

We will now show that if w € (3, |w|), then it is a factor of W (ab) for some
W eU,V).

Let w be a bi-infinite word in 2(8) containing w as a factor. We know that w
can only be constant, degenerate, of Type I or of Type II.

Assume first that w is constant. Then, w is a factor of af or b* for some
k > 1. Observe that U*~1(ab) = ab* and V*~1(ab) = a*b, so the result follows
in this case. Assume now that w is degenerate. If w is constant, we reduce to the
previous case. Otherwise, w is factor of b¥ab* or a*ba* for some k > 0. Since
UMV (ab) = abtab**! and V*U (ab) = a**'ba*b, we also obtain the result in this
case.

We will then suppose that w is of Type I or of Type II. Hence, U~ (w) or
V~1(w) is well-defined and belongs to £(8). Recall that these automorphisms
act by reducing all exponents by 1.

By iteratively applying the appropriate automorphism, U~! or ¥ =1, we ob-
tain a (possibly finite) sequence of bi-infinite words w = w™, w®, ... This
process only stops if w™ is constant or degenerate for some n € N*. In this
latter case, take W’ e (U, V) such that w = W’(w™). By definition, there
exists a factor @ of w™ such that #’(6) contains w. Since w™ is constant or
degenerate, we know that its factors satisfy the statement of the lemma. Thus, 6
is contained in a word of the form W (ab) for some W € (U, V). We obtain
that w is then a factor of W’W" (ab).

Finally, assume that the process never stops, so we obtain an infinite sequence
(w™®)ene of bi-infinite words. Possibly by first making w longer so it can be
written in the alphabet {a, b}, we can apply the same sequence of operations to
the finite word w, that is, reduce its exponents by 1 in the same way that the
exponents of the bi-infinite words in the sequence (w®);cn+ are being reduced
by 1. In this way, we obtain a sequence w = w'", w® ... of (possibly empty)
finite words. We claim that w™ is constant and nonempty for some n > 1.
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Indeed, if w® is not constant for some k > 1, then w®**D) is nonempty, since
only the exponents of exactly one of the letters, a or b, are reduced by the op-
eration taking w™®) to w**D . Moreover, we have that |w**D| < |w®)|, as some
exponents are reduced. If w**1) is again not constant, we can continue the pro-
cess inductively. Since w is finite, this process has to stop, so some word in the
sequence must be constant. This completes the proof as we already know that
constant words satisfy the statement of the lemma. O

2.2. Constraints for words. Fora finite word u = ujug . .. u, € (N*)", we define
u* as the transpose of u, that is, «* = u,u,_1 ...u; € (N*)". Moreover, we set

12 |ul| is even )21 |u|is even

Mu= ) w =
91 |ulis odd "EN19 Jul s odd.

Now, given a section w = «*|v of a finite word w, we define
A (w) = [om”] + [0uM,?], A7 (w) = [oM,°] + [Oum;’].

These quantities are the largest and smallest values of A that a section of a bi-
infinite word containing w can attain, respectively. Thus, they induce restric-
tions on which finite words can be factors of bi-infinite words whose Markov
values are known to be bounded in some way.

2.8. Useful notation. We will set some notation that will be used through all
the article; some of it was borrowed from the third author’s work [Mor18].

For a finite word @ € (N*)" written as @ = cjcg...c,, we define its size by
s(a) = |I(a)|, where I («) is the interval

I(a) ={xe[0,1] | x=1[0;c1,c9,...,¢n,t],t 21y U{[0,c1,c0,...,c]}

consisting of the numbers in [0, 1] whose continued fractions start with @. The
set I (a) is a closed interval in [0, 1].

If we take pg = 0, g0 = 1, p1 = 1, q1 = ¢ and, for each integer £ > 0, we
take prio = CpaoPir1 + Pr and Grao = Cproqre1 + qi, then the endpoints of I () are

[O;Cl: €y -+ vy Cn] :Pn/qn and [O;Cl; €2y oo 3Cy—1,Cp + 1] = % Thus:
_ D PntPu-1 _ 1
S((Y) O - ’
qn Gn tqn-1 qn(QH +qn—1)

since pugn-1 — pn-1¢n = (=1)"~1. We define r(a) = [log(s(a@)~")], which con-
trols the order of magnitude of the size of I(@). Observe that r(a) < r if and
only if s(a) > "1,

We also define, for r € N, the set

Qr={a=cicg...cy | r(a) =r,r(cice...cyp-1) <1}

Observe that @ € Q, if and only if s(a) < ¢! and s(a’) > ¢!, where
a’ is the word obtained by removing the last letter from a. Informally, this
means that the interval I (@) is “small”, while the interval I(a”) is “not as small”,
so the last letter of cannot be removed from @ without changing the order of
magnitude of | (a)|.
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Let us recall some estimates from the third author’s work [Mor18] that will
be useful for us. Indeed, for any finite words «, B8, we have that

1
g s(@)s(B) <s(ap) < 2s(a)s(B);

it follows that r(a) + r(B) = 1 < r(aB) < r(a) +r(B) + 2 [Morl8, Lemma
A.2]. By Euler’s property of continuants (Lemma [A.T)), if @ = ¢jce - - ¢, and
B =didg - - - d, are finite words, then we have

Qm+n(aﬁ) = Qm(a)Qn(ﬁ) +qm-1 (CICQ t Cm—l)‘]n—l(de3 T dn);
and, thus,

I (@)qn(B) < guin(a@f) < 2qn(@)g,(B).
Finally, recall that 2(¢) = {w € (N")Z | sup,czA(c"(w)) < t} and that
2 (t, n) is the set of length-n subwords of sequences in X(t). In this context, we
define £ (8 + §) as the set of the words w € Q, belonging to (8 + 6, |w]).

3. WEAKLY RENORMALIZABLE WORDS

The main goal of this section is to prove Theorem [ Il For this task, we will
prove several lemmas that allow us to understand the structure of (3, n).

3.1. Basic facts about 4. We start by showing some basic facts about the func-
tion A that will be useful throughout the article.
Lemma 3.1. Let w € X(3.06). Then, w does not contain 121 or 212 as subwords.

Proof. Assume that w € X(3.06). Observe that 27 (1]|21) > 3.15, so the word
121 does not appear in w. Now, if 212 is a subword of w, so is 2212. This is
not possible since 17(2]|212) > 3.06. O

Lemma 3.2. Let w be a bi-infinite word in 1 and 2 not containing 121 and 212
and such that w = R*w*b|awS, where w is a finite word, R = R{Rg ..., S =S5159...
and Ry # Sy, with R;, S; € {1, 2} for each i. Then

s(bwb) < sign([w, S] — [w, R])(1(w) — 3) < s(bw]l).

In particular if w has even length, Ry = 1 and S1 = 2, then

s(bwb) < A (w) — 3 < s(bwl).
Proof. First observe that [2; 2, w, R] +[0; 1, 1, w, R] = 3. Thus, we have that

A(R"w*11|22wS) = [2;2, w, S|+ [0; 1, 1, w, R]
=3+[0;1,1,w,R]-[0;1,1,w, S].

We obtain that
A(R"w*11|22wS) — 3
[0;1,1,w,R] - [0;1, 1, w, S]
sign([w, S] - [w, R]) - |[0;1, 1,w,R] - [0; 1, 1, w, S]]
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Letx=[0;1,1,w,R] andy = [0;1, 1, w, S]. We will write the continued-

fraction expansion of these numbers as

xr = [O;ulauQ; e Up, Upy ], Ups 9, "'];

y = [0;1"1; u2’ LRI} uf: T)[+1, T)[+2, .. '];
where u1 = ug = 1 and us,1 # ve,1. With this notation, we have
sign([w, S] = [w, R]) (A (w) = 3) = |z —y|.

Let (pn/qn)nen be the sequence of convergents of x. More explicitly, we have

that?n/‘]n = [O;uli u2; LRI un]-
If we put @py1 = [ugs1;ues9, uess, - . -], then

Qev1Pe + Pe-1

x=[0;ur,ue, ..., u, @p1] = .
arv1qe +qe—1

Similarly, let Bey1 = [ves1;ve42, Vess, - - -]. We then have that

_ Benipe+pey
Bes1qe +qe-1’

since the sequence of convergents of ¥ coincides with (p,/¢,)nen up ton = €.

Thus,

ee1pe+pe-1 Bearpe+pe-1
@ee1qe +qe-1  Be+1qe +qe-1
(@es1 = Bes1) (Peqe-1 — pe-19¢)
(@es19c + qe-1)(Be+19e +qe-1)
(aes1 — ﬁ£+1)(_1){_1

(@es19c +qe-1)(Be+19e +qe-1)
_ l@es1 — Beatl

" (@eqe +qe-1) (Besrge + qe-1)’

|z —

3.1)

where we used that peqe—1 — pe—1q¢ = (=11,
Since we are only interested in continued fractions whose partial quotients
are 1 or 2, we can assume, without loss of generality, that ug,1 = 2 and vey; = 1.

We denote @ = @y, B = Bes1 and A = qp_1/qg¢ € (0, 1). Thus,

a-p _i( 11 )
Zla+)(B+1) @\B+1 a+a)’

(3.2) lx—yl =

We obtain that |x — y| is (for fixed g;,—; and ¢g¢) an increasing function of «, and
a decreasing function of 8. By analyzing Equations (3.1) and (3.2) we deduce
that:
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e the quantity |x — y| is minimized when a is minimized, and 8 is maxi-
mized. This happens when

w=ay=[%21,1,1,2,2) = % V210 _ 9 3801,
B — 6+ V210
B=p0=[11,22291,1]= +T ~ 1.7076.

e the quantity |x — y| is maximized when @ is maximized, and 8 is mini-
mized. This happens when

e=a = [2T,1,1,9,2,9) = % 210 5 6306,
B=p1=11229 11,1 = % V210 1 4139,

On the other hand, bwb = ujug . ..u,11, so
s(bwb) = |[0;ur, ug, ..., ue, 1, 1] = [O;ur, ug, ..., ur, 1,1, 1]|
_ ‘QPK +pe-1 3pc+2pr

2q¢ +qe-1 3qe+2qc-1
B 1 1 1
(2q¢ +qe-1)(8ge +2qc-1)  ¢? (2+2)(8+22)°

Similarly
s(bwl) = [[O;u1, ug, ..., ue, 11 = [O;ur, ug, ..., ur, 1, 1]]

petpe-1 2P+ P
qe+qe-1  2qc+qe-1
1 1

T g+ ae-0)@ac+ o) g2 (1+2)(2+2)
We then have

v —y| (2+1)(3+22)
stah) = TP (g ) (Bo+ 1)
> (ap - o) 2 UBDB+2/8) 959551,

(a0 +1/3)(Bo+1/3)

since the maps f1(1) = 2 and f5(1) = 224 are increasing and

ap+A4 Bo+A
A =qe-1/qc = qe-1/(weqe-1 + qe-2) = qe-1/(2qe-1 +qe-2) = 1/3.
Analogously,
|z — | (I+)(2+2)
< _
sGol) = AT DB
(I+1)(2+1)
< - ~ 0.83374 < 1
<G DG+ D <b
since the maps g1(4) = ﬁl;’fﬂ and go (1) = (;Z;:l/l are increasing and 1 < 1. O
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Remark 3.3. The Markov value of w = R*11|22S coincides with the Markov value
of o (w)* = S*2|211R [Bom07, Lemma 5].

It is not difficult to adapt the proof above to obtain a more explicit (but
weaker) version of this lemma which depends only on the length of w:
Lemma 3.4. Let w be a bi-infinite word in 1 and 2 not containing 121 and 212
and such that w = R*11|22S with R = R1Ry ... and S = S1S9 ... and R # S. Let
 be the smallest nonnegative integer such that Ry # S¢. Then,

3-v3\'
5 .

%(3 — 2V2)! < sign([S] - [R]) (A (R*11|22S) — 3) < % (
In particular, if w = w* and € = |w| is even, then

1
3-7

3-V5
9

f+1
) < A((wha)®wblaw (baw)®) < 8 — ;(3 - 9V9)t+!

We will usually use the previous lemma in the following way. Consider a
finite word w in the alphabet {a, b}. Assume that ba is a factor of w. Then, we
write w = u*b|av, where the vertical bar indicates a cut, that is, the position at
which we compute the Markov value. Now, let £ be the smallest nonnegative
integer such that uy # vy and assume that #; = b and v, = a. In other words,
w contains the factor b0*b|a0a, where the vertical bar marks the same position
as the cut in w. By the previous lemma, the Markov value of any infinite word
in the alphabet {a, b} containing w is at least 3 + %(3 — 9V2)2-1 Similarly, if
w contains ab as a factor, then we can also write w = «*a|bv. Assume now that
the smallest nonnegative integer £ such that u, # v, satisfies up = a and v, = b.
Then, the Markov value of any infinite word in the alphabet {a, b} containing w
is at least 8 + %(3 — 9V2)20-1,

In particular, if we assume that w is an infinite word in the alphabet {a, b}
and that its Markov value is sufficiently small, then no finite factor w of w can
contain patterns as above. This ultimately allows us deduce that some letters are
Jorced inside an infinite word containing a finite word.

For the sake of concreteness, we will demonstrate an usage of the previous
lemma by showing that no bi-infinite word in £(3.0007) contains the factor
w = bbablaa. Let w be a bi-infinite word containing w. We start by considering
the cut bblabaa. By the previous lemma, if aa does not appear at the left of w in
w, then A (w) > 3 + %(3 - 92v2)3 > 3.0007. Thus, we assume that w contains
aabbabaa as a factor. We can now consider consider a second cut, aa|bbabaa.
This cut shows that 1 (w) > 3 + %(3 - 2v2)! > 3.0007, which completes the
example.

We now show that sequences of 1’s or 2’s of odd length are forbidden if we
assume that the Markov value of a word is sufficiently close to 8 (relative to the
size of the interval it defines).
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Lemma 3.5. Let r € Nwithr > 5. Let ¢, ¢’ € {1, 2} with ¢ # ¢’. Let w = ¢’¢"¢’,
Jor some integer n > 1, and suppose that w € Z(3+e™", |w|). If r(c") < r—4 then n
1s even.

Proof. Note that w # 121 and w # 212 by Lemmal[3.1] so n > 1. Without loss

of generality, we can assume that w is the shortest word of this form satisfying
w € X(3+e", |w]). Let w € (3 +¢™") be a bi-infinite word such that w is
a factor of w. Assume by contradiction that n = 2k + 1. We will show that
A(w)>3+e™".

Suppose ¢ = 1. We have a section w = R*11|22S with

R =R{RoRg...=1%"19 .
S =818983...=92199" .

By Lemmal[3.2] » > 0 implies that A (w) > 8+s(bb) = 3+ ﬁ, which contradicts
the assumption on w. Thus, we have that p = 0. Let ¢ be the smallest positive
integer such that R, # S;. We have two cases:

e If ¢ > 2k — 1, then ¢ = 2k. Since we are assuming that n = 2k + 1, we
have that ¢ < n. Moreover, we have that [S] > [R] since S; < R; and
¢ is even.

o If ¢ < 2k — 1, then it is even as, otherwise, it would contradict the
assumption on k. Thus, ¢ < 2k —2and £ = ¢+ 1 < n. Hence, we have
that [S] > [R] as Sy > R, and ¢ is odd.

In any case, by the assumption on n we obtain from Lemma[3.2] that
Aw) >8+s(1117111) > 8+s(1"3) > 8+5s(1")e ® > 3+,

where the last inequality holds as r(1") < r — 4.
Now suppose ¢ = 2, so we have a section w = R*11]22S with

R =RiR9R3...=17211" ...
S =818983...=2%"11. ..
If p > 0, Lemma[3.2] shows that 1 (w) > 8 +s(bb) = 8 + ﬁ, so we have that

p = 0. Let £ be the smallest positive integer such that R, # S;. We have two
cases:

e If ¢ > 2k — 1, then ¢ = 2k. Since we are assuming that n = 2k + 1, we
have that ¢ < n. Moreover, we have that [S] > [R] since S; < R; and
€ is even.

o If ¢ < 2k — 1, then it is even as, otherwise, it would contradict the
assumption on k. Thus, ¢ < 2k —2and £ = ¢+ 1 < n. Hence, we have
that [S] > [R] as Sy > R, and ¢ is odd.

In any case, by the assumption on n we obtain from Lemma[3.2] that
A(w) >8+s(1127111) > 8+5(2%e 2 > 3+

where the last inequality holds as r(2") < r — 3. O
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Whenever we want a version of some lemma that depends only on the length
of a word instead of on the size of the interval that it defines (since we want to
prove Theorem [L.I]which is stated in terms of lengths of words), we can either
repeat the proof using Lemma (3.4l instead of Lemma(3.2] or directly compare
r with the length using Lemmal[A.2l For example, we can show that sequences
of 1’s or 2’s of odd length are forbidden:

Lemma 3.6. Let n be sufficiently large so that

1 1 n
& <53 2V2)";
Jor the sake of concreteness, we can take n > 68. Let w € (3 + 67"). Then, w does

not contain 12211 or 212%+19 as subwords if 2k + 1 < n.

3.2. Nielsen substitutions and sequences with Markov value close to 8. Recall
the Nielsen substitutions

a +— ab a — a

U:b — b’ V:b — ab.

Let T be the tree obtained by successive applications of the substitutions U and
V', starting at the root ab. Let P be the set of vertices of T" and let P, for n > 0,
be the set of elements of P that whose distance to the root ab is exactly n. Recall
from Lemma [2.1] that a finite word w belongs to (8, |w|) if and only if it is a
factor of a word in P. .

Given a pair of words (u, v), we also define the operations U (u, v) = (uv, v)
and V (u, v) = (u, uv). Let T be the tree obtained by successive applications of
the operations U and 7, starting at the root (a, b). Let P be the set of vertices
of T and let P, for n > 0, be the set of elements of P that whose distance to
the root (a, b) is exactly n.

Let c be the concatenation operator, that is, c(u, v) = uv.

Lemma 3.7. Let (a, B) € P. Then, there exists W € (U, V') such that @ = W (a)
and B = W (b). In particular, the sets c(P) and P are equal.

Proof. We will prove a stronger equality: ¢(P,) = P, for eachn > 0. Itis enough
to show one inclusion as both sets have cardinality 2”.

We proceed by induction. We claim that, for every n > 0 and («,v) € P,,
there exists W € (U, V') such that u = W (a) and v = W (b). The base case, for
n =0, is clear.

Now, let (u,v) € P,_q forn > 1. We will prove the claim for (uv,v) € P,.
Indeed, we have that there exists W € (U, V') such thatu = W (a) and v = W (b).
Observe that WU (a) = W (ab) = W (a)W (b) = wo and WU (b) = W (b) = v.
The proof for (u, uv) € P, is analogous. O

To state the following lemmas, we need to fix some useful notation. Let @ and
B be finite words and assume that « starts with a, and that 8 ends with b. We
write @ = aa*t and B = B~b. Then, we define @’ = ba* and B, = B~ a. That is,
a’ is obtained by replacing the first letter of @ (which is a by assumption) with
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b, and, similarly, B, is obtained by replacing the last letter of 8 (which is b by
assumption) with a.

Lemma 8.8. For every (@, B) € P, « starts with a, B ends with b. Moreover, every
word o* B, with k > 1, starts with Bg, and every word a B*, with k > 1, ends with
ab. In particular, every sufficiently large word in (a, B) starts with B~ and ends with
a*, and we always have the equality o B = (B4)(a?).

Proof. For (a, B) = (a,b), we clearly have that @ starts with a, 8 ends with b,
at=B"=0,a"=b, B, = a, a*B = a*b starts with a = B8, for every k > 1, and
aB* = ab* ends with b = o’ for every k > 1.

By induction, if (4, B) = (a, aB) then A = « starts with ¢, and B = a8
ends with b. Since B = a8 ends with o = 4°, then, for everyk > 1, AB* also
ends with 4°. Now, fix # > 1. By induction, have that o* 8 starts with 8, so
A*B = o**1 B = aat B starts with a B, = (aB), =B,.

On the other hand, if (4, B) = (af, B), then clearly A starts with a, and B
ends with b. Since 4 = a8 starts with B, = By, then, for every k > 1, A*B starts
with B,. Furthermore, since a8* ends with a?, AB* = aB*! = aB*B ends
with @’B = (aB)” = A" for every k > 1. The inductive argument is therefore
complete.

Finally, the remaining equality @8 = (B,)(a") follows immediately since
|a;,8| = |(B4)(a?)| (and, as we have just proved, a8 starts with 8, and ends with
a?). O

Remark 3.9. Every word in P is of the form a6b, with 6 palindromic, i.e., 6 coincides
with its transpose 6%, as stated in Bombieri’s article [BomQ7, Proof of Theorem 15].
Since a starts with a and B ends with b, this is equivalent to (aB)* = ((«a ﬁ)b)a. In
other words, both o’ and B, are palindromic for every pair (a, B) € P. We will now
present an alternative proof of this fact.

As in the previous lemma, we will proceed by induction; the base case is clear. Sup-

pose that a® and B, are palindromic. Then (aB)" is palindromic, since both the
word (@)’ = B and the word ((aB)’)* = (a’B)* = B*a’ are obtained from
aB = (Bo)(a) by replacing the first letter (which is a) with b, and therefore coin-
cide. Similarly, (ap), is also palindromic. Thus, the result holds for both (af, B)
and (@, af), which completes the inductive proof.
Lemma 3.10. Suppose that a word w can be written as a concatenation Ta B’ for
some words T, T/, a and B, with (a, B) € P, andn € N. If there exist (A, B) € P,
k>1and wy,...,w, € {A, B} such that w = wi ...wy, then (A,B) = (a, B)
and there exists 1 < j < k such that wy ... wj—1 = 7, w; = @, wjy1 = B and
Wiy ... wp =7

Proof. As usual, we proceed by induction. The result is trivial for the base case
(a, B) = (a,b) € Py. Assume now that (a, B) = (wv,v) for (u,v) € P,_1,
where n > 1. Let w be a word such that w = ra 87’ for some words 7, 7" and
assume that there exist (A4, B) € P, k>1landwy,...,w € {4, B} such that
W=Ww ... W
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Since w = taB1’ and @B = uvv, there exist o = 7 and o’ = v7’ such that
w = ouvo’. Thus, by induction, if w can be written as concatenation of words
from a pair in P,_1, then the pair is necessarily («, v) and the words «, v and
v appear consecutively in this decomposition. This is indeed the case as each
w; for 1 < j < k is a concatenation of words from a pair in P,_1, so w can be
written in this way as well.

We conclude that (4, B) = U(u,v) = (uv,v) or (4, B) =V (u,v) = (u, uv).
Indeed, if this did not hold, then we would be able to find a different pair in P,
whose words can be concatenated to obtain w. Finally, if (4, B) = V («, uv),
then it would not be possible for the words «, v, v to appear consecutively. We
conclude that (4, B) = (a, B).

The case where (e, B) = («, wv) for (u,v) € P,_1 is analogous. O

We can now relate the length of a factor of a word in P with the length of the
smallest word in P containing it:
Lemma 3.11. Let w be a factor of a word in P. Then, the length of the shortest word
in P containing w is strictly smaller than 3|w|.

Proof. Let (a, B) € P such that @8 contains w and such that || is minimal
for this property. We will assume |a| > |B] (the case || < |B] is analogous,
and the case || = |B] only occurs in the trivial case @ = a, § = b, in which
we may replace the constant 3 with 2). Hence, we may write @« = @g" for
some r > 1, where (&, 8) € P and |@| < |B]. We then have the bounds
(r+ DBl < laB| < (r+2)IB].

Observe that w must intersect both @ and # by minimality of |a8]|. Indeed,
if w only intersects @ = @ 8" or B, then the shorter word @8”~! 8 correspond-
ing to the pair (@B""!, B) € P contradicts the minimality of |@8|. Now, if w
intersects the prefix & of @, then it contains 8" strictly, and so the ratio |w|/|a 8|
is larger than r/(r+2) > 1/8. Thus, from now on we may assume that w is con-
tained in B7*1. Moreover, r is minimal for this property as, otherwise, the pair
(@B"1, B) € P again contradicts the minimality of |@8]. Thus, w = uB" v,
where u is a nonempty suffix of 8 and v is a nonempty prefix of 3.

Assume that 7 > 2. By Lemma [8.8] we have that @8 = (B,)(a’). We
now claim that |z| > |@"]. Indeed, assume that this is not the case. Then, w is
contained in @ = @B, since any proper suffix of @” is also a proper suffix of @.
This contradicts the minimality of |a 8] as before. Thus, since |&°| = |@], the
ratio |w|/|aB|is atleast ((r—1)|B|+|&|)/((r+1)|B|+]|&|), which is larger than
(r=1/(r+1)>1/3sincer > 2.

We will now address the remaining case where » = 1. First observe that if
|@| = |B], then @ = a and B = b. Hence, @ = ab and w = b%. We then have that
lw|/|laB| = 2/3. We can therefore assume from now on that |8| > |&| and we
may write 8 = @ 8 for some j > 1, where (&, 8) € P and | 3] < |a|.

We have that w is a factor of 82 = @ &/ and that it intersects both copies
of B. Hence, w = uv, where u is a nonempty suffix of 8 = @ and v is a
nonempty prefix of 8 =@ 8 = aa’~1 4.
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By Lemma[3.8] @/ 8 ends with @’. We claim that @ is a suffix of «. Indeed,
if this were not the case, then « would be a suflix of @ and, hence, w would be
contained in the shorter word @@/ 8 corresponding to the pair (&, @) € P,
which is not possible by the minimality of |a8]. Similarly, Lemma[3.8limplies
that @/ 8 = @@’~' § starts with @~ 8,. We claim that &/~! 3, is a prefix of v.
Indeed, if this were not the case, then v would be a prefix of @~! 3 and, hence,
w would be contained in the shorter word @’ a&/~!  corresponding to the pair
(@ f,a"'B) e P, which is not possible by the minimality of |@3]. Finally,
we conclude from |@°| = |@| and |B,| = | ], that the ratio |w|/|a 8] is at least
Glal+ 18D /(27 + 1)|@| + 2| 3]), which is larger than j/(2j + 1) > 1/3. O

Remark 3.12. The general bound in the previous lemma cannot be improved. Indeed,
for the word w = bab**'a for k > 1, we have that |a B is minimal for the pair
(@, B) = (abtab**!, ab**1) € P. Since |w| = 2(k +4) and |aB| = 2(3k + 5), the
ratio |w|/|a B is arbitrarily close to 1/3 when k is sufficiently large.

The previous example corresponds to the first case of the proof of the previous lemma,
namely when w intersects the prefix & of @« = @B". In the two remaining cases of the
proof, nevertheless, the bound can be improved as we do below.

Assume then that w does not intersect &. As in the previous proof, we first consider
the case where r > 2. Then, we may replace the constant 3 with 2 + € for any € > 0.
Indeed, observe first that if |&| = |B|, then @ = a and B = b, so @ = ab” and
w = b, Thus, the ratio |w|/|aB|is (r + 1)/(r +2) > 8/4 > 1/2. Otherwise, if
18] > |@|, we write B = & f for j > 1 and (&, B) € P. We have that w = uv,
where w is a suffix of B = @ B B and v is prefix of B = &' f. By Lemmal3.8) &’
ends with @ and we claim that @ B"~V is a suffix of u. Indeed, if this were not the
case, then u would be a suffix of @B, so w would be contained in the shorter word
a = @B" corresponding to the pair (& 8", B) € P. Similarly, if we put B = @~
we have that (&, B) = (&, @) € P, so Lemma implies that & B starts with
Ba. We claim that B, is a prefix of v. Indeed, if we assume otherwise, then v is a
prefix of B and, thus, w is contained in the shorter word (@f)" B corresponding to the
pair (&, (@B) ' B) € P, a contradiction. Therefore, the ratio |w|/|a B is at least
((r=D)IBI+al+18D/((r+ D)IBI+1@l) =781/ ((r+ 1)|B|+|al), which is larger
thanr|/(r+2) > 1/2.

Finally, we analyze the case where r = 1 and show that we can replace the constant
3 with 5/2 + & for any & > 0. Recall that 8 = &' 3, so the result is clear when j > 2
as j/(2j+1) > 2/5. Thus, we will assume that j = 1, so & = @@ and that B = @p.
Ifj=1and|@| = |8, thena =a, B =b, @ = aab and B = ab. Since w intersects
both @ and B, we have that |w| > 4, so we obtain |w|/|aB| = 2/5 once again. We
will then assume that | B| < |@|. We have that w is a factor of & & f3, which is in turn
a factor of the shorter word @ BaB B corresponding to the pair (a8, aBf) € P, a
contradiction.

The previous lemma allows us to control the size of the set (3, n):
Corollary 8.18. Foralln > 1, we have |X(3,n)| < 9n®.
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Proof. If w € 2(8, n), then there is (e, ) € P with |a8| < 8n such that w is a
factor of @ by Lemmas and Notice now that the pair (@, 8) € P is
determined by the irreducible fraction |a|/|8]: indeed, |a| = |B] if and only if
@ =aand B = b; if |a| > |B], then @ = @B* for some positive integer k with
(@, B) € Pand |@| < |B], and, thus, |a|/|B| = k+|@|/|B]; and, if |a| < | B, then
B =a*f and |e|/|B] = 1/(k+|B]/]|). Hence, our claim follows by induction
on the number of elements of the continued fraction of |a|/|B].

The number of such fractions |@|/|8]| is bounded by the number of pairs
(i, j) of positive numbers with i + j < 8n, which is 8n(3n — 1)/2 < 9n?/2.
Since a word of size smaller than 3z has at most 2n factors of size n, there are
at most 2n - 9n?/2 = 9n? elements in 2(3, n). O

Recall that U and /" are the Nielsen operators given by U (a) = ab, U (b) = b,
V(a)=aand V (b) = ab.
Lemma 3.14. For any finite word w in the alphabet {a, b}, we have the identities
bU (w*) = U(w)*b and V (w*)a = aV (w)*. In particular, if w is a palindrome, then
bU (w) and V (w)a are palindromes as well.

Proof. This was already done by Bombieri [Bom07, Proof of Theorem 15], but

for the sake of completeness we include a short proof by induction.
These identities are trivial if |[w| = 0. We then assume that they hold for
words of length n — 1 for n > 1; let w be a word of such length. If @ = aw, then

bU (@) = bU (w*a) = bU (w*)ab = U(w)*bab = U (®)*b
V(@ )a=V(w'a)a=V(w)aa =adV(w)*a=aV(w)".
On the other hand, if @ = bw, then
bU (@*) = bU (w*b) = bU (w™)b = U(w)*bb = U (@)*b
V(@ a=Vwb)a=V(w")aba = aV (w)*ba = aV (®)".
Assume now that w is a palindrome. Then,
bU(w))* =U(w)*b = bU (w*) = bU (w)
V(w)a)" =aV(w) =V (wa =V (w)a.
m}
The following lemma shows that bi-infinite words with Markov value expo-

nentially close to 3 (relative to the size of the interval they induce) cannot con-

tain both e and BB if (@, B) € P. Recall that
r(w) = [log(s(a)™")] = Llog(|I(a)| ™).

Lemma 3.15. Let (a, B) € P. If w is a finite word in the alphabet {«, B} starting
with aa and ending by B such that r(w) < r, then the Markov value of any bi-
infinite word containing w as a factor is larger than 3 + e™". Moreover, if w contains
aa BB asa factor and r(w) < 2r, we have that the Markov value of any bi-infinite

word containing w as a factor is larger than 3 + e™".
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Proof. We will present this proof in several steps. The first step, that we label
as “Step 07, is not strictly necessary; it is contained in the other more general
steps. In this step we make an estimate depending on |w|, and it is weaker than
the estimate of the statement, which depends on r(w). However, we included it
since it contributes to the understanding of the overall strategy.

Step 0: Assume that @ = e and 8 = b. Without loss of generality, we can assume
that w = aa(ba)*bb, since, otherwise there is a factor of w of this form and we
may replace w by this factor. We will consider two cuts of this word. One cut,
to which we will refer as the “first cut” is aa(ba)*|bb, while the "second cut” is
aa(ba)*bb|. We start by applying Lemma[3.4] to the first cut. This immediately
shows that £ > 1, as, otherwise, any bi-infinite word containing w has a Markov
value of at least 3 + % (in the general case this is not immediate; it is treated in
Step 2). Hence, we assume that £ > 1.

Let w be a bi-infinite word containing w and assume by contradiction that
its Markov value is smaller than 3 + %(3 - 2V2)l. We continue drawing con-
clusions from Lemma[3.4} the first cut shows that w must contain an a to the
right of w. Thus, w contains w’ = aa(ba)*|bb|a, where we again marked both
cuts. We now use these cuts to conclude inductively that w” must be followed
with (ba)*~! in w: each b is forced by the second cut (since there is a b at the
symmetric position with respect to the second cut), and it is followed with an a
by the first cut (since there is an a at the symmetric position with respect to the
first cut).

Sety = (ba)*~1. Between both cuts, we have the word bb which we will write
as b0b with @ = 0 (in the general case, 8 can be more complicated). At the left
of the first cut, we have a word of the form (8baya)*a, while the second cut is
followed with ay. Thus, w contains the word w”” = (8baya)*albOblay, where
we again marked the first and second cuts.

The structure above is precisely the configuration that we will try to replicate
the general case, as it already leads to a large Markov value. Indeed, using the
first cut again, we obtain that w’’ is followed with an @ in w. Finally, w”’ can also
be written as w”’ = (0*babbaya)*blay (where only the second cut is marked).
Since 8*babbavy starts with yb, we obtain that w”’ is followed with a b inside w,
which contradicts that it is followed with an a as we obtained before. In other
words, we have shown that any bi-infinite word containing w has a Markov value

of atleast 3+ 1(3 - 2V2)"*! > 8 + L (8 - 2v2)ll.

Step 1: We now start treating the general case, so assume that w starts with e«
and ends with B8 B. Since (a, B) € P, Lemmal[3.7 shows that there exists some
W e U,V such that @« = W (a) and B = W (b). Thus, w is the image by W
of a word in the alphabet {a, b} starting with ea and ending with 6. Without
loss of generality, we assume that w = e (Ba)f BB withk > 0, as, otherwise, w
contains a factor of this form and we may replace w with this factor.

Step 2: In this step, we assume that £ = 0, so w = aaBB. We claim that w
contains a cut of the form 7a|b0b, where 7 starts with 8¢ and 6 is a palindromic
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word. This leads to a contradiction by Lemma[3.2] as then the Markov value
of any bi-infinite word containing w is at least 8 + s(b0b) which is larger than
3 + ¢7" by the following computation.

By hypothesis, we have that s(w) > ¢7"7', so we obtain that s(ea B B)
e =1 Write § = 6;...6,. By (&I) we have the inequalities s(afa)!
961¢,(0)%, and s(bb)~! < 162q¢, (6)%. Therefore,

2r—1

vV IV

e ! < s(eaBp) < s(ababbh) < 2s(aba) s(bob) < % S(b08)"

hence s(b8b) > e~ ".

We proceed by induction: in the base case, we have § = 0 and 7 = a. Now,
observe that

U(tab8b) = U(1)albbU(8)b = Ta|bbb,

where ¥ = U(t) and § = bU(6), and we have adjusted the position of the cut.
We claim that #* = U (7)* starts with bU (8)a = Ga. Indeed, since 7* starts with
fa, we have that 7 ends with a6*. Thus, U(7) ends with abU (6*). Therefore,
U(t)* starts with U(6*)*ba, which is equal, by Lemma[3.14] to bU(8)a = fa
(since @ is a palindrome).

On the other hand, observe that

V (tab8b) =V (t)aalbV (0)ab = ta|béb,

where ¥ =V (t)a and 8 = V' (8)a, and we have adjusted the position of the cut.
We claim that 7* = al/(7)* starts with /' (8)aa = fa. Indeed, first observe that,
by Lemma[3.14] ¥ = V' (t*)a. Now, we consider two cases. If 7* = fa, then
* =V (0a)a =V (0)aa = fa. Otherwise, T* starts with 8ac where ¢ € {a, b}, so
7* starts with V" (8ac) = V (8)aV (c). Since V (c) starts with a whether ¢ = a or
¢ = b, we obtain that ¥* starts with /' (0)aa = fa.

Since, by Step 1, there exists W € (U, V') such that W (a) = @« and W (b) = 3,
this concludes the proof when £ = 0.

Step 3: In this step we leverage the structure found in Step 0 when £ > 1
and shows that it also leads to a large Markov value in a more general context.
Assume now that we have a word w with two cuts of the form w = 7a|b8b| such
that:

(1) there exists a word y such that 7 ends with (8baya)*; and
(2) 0*baBbay starts with yb.

We have shown that and hold for the base case w = aa(ba)*bb with
7 =aa(ba)* b and 6 = 0.

Then, as before, the Markov value of any bi-infinite word w containing w is
at least 3 + e™". To see this, we will again use that, by Lemma[3.2] some of the
letters surrounding w are forced in w for the Markov value to remain below this
value; eventually this will not be possible anymore. Indeed, an « is forced after
w by the first cut, since T ends with (6ba)*. Moreover, Lemma[3.5] shows that
the configuration Ta|b0b|a is followed by y: each a of 7y is forced by the first cut
(since T ends with (8bay)*), while each b of y is forced by the second cut (since
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0*babbay starts with yb). Finally, the first cut forces an « after Ta|b0b|ay (since
7 ends with (8baya)*), while, on the contrary, the second cut forces a b after
Talbfblay (since 8*baBbay starts with yb). Thus, we obtain that the Markov

value of any bi-infinite word containing w is at least 3 +¢™".

To be more precise about this last part, observe that y cannot be followed
by 12 or 21, because otherwise we will find a sequence of the form ¢’¢*c” where

c,c’ € {1,2} with ¢ # ¢’ and s odd, but using Lemma [A.4] the fact that s is
monotone and the fact that w ends with (8baya)*(ab0b)

s(c*) = s(aya) = 27 s(ay*ab8*) = 272 s(abb) ' s(w) = (775/2) s(w)

whence r(¢®) < r — 4, a contradiction with Lemma[3.5l If y is followed by
b, then writing the first cut as w* = R*bn*blanaS with n = Obay we have, by
Lemmal8.9] that

A(w) = A(w*) = 3 +s(bnbd).

Since an*ab@b is a subword of w, we have that r(an*ab8b) < r by Lemmal[A.3l
In particular, s(an*ab8b) > ¢="~!. On the other hand, by Lemma[A.4] one has
that s(an*ab6b) < 4 s(ana)s(b0b) < s(bnb)/3, whence s(bnb) > e™".

Similarly, if the word vy is followed by «a, then, by writing the second cut as
w = R*by*blayasS, we have

A(w) = 3 +s(byb).

Finally, since y is a subword of n = 6bay, by Lemma [A.3] again we get that
s(byb) > s(bnb) = e™".

Step 4: We now show inductively that the previous structure (namely properties
(I and @)) persists when we apply U or V" to w = ta|b@b|. First, observe that,
after adjusting the position of the cuts, we have that

(3.3) U(w) =U(1)albbU(0)b] and V(w) =V (1)aalbV (8)ab|.
Thus, we have that U(w) = Fa|bfb|, with # = U(t) and 6 = bU (). Let
7 = bU (). Then, since w satisfies (1)), ¥ = U(7) ends with
U((8baya)*) =U(ay*ab8*) = abU (y*)abbU (6)
= aU(y)*babU (6)*b = (6baya)*
where we used Lemma [8.14] This shows that holds for U(w). Similarly,

this lemma shows that
G*babbay = U(0)*bbabU (0)babU (y)
=bU(0")babU (0)babU (vy)
=bU(0babBbay).

This word starts with bU (vb) = bU (y)b = ¥b, since 8*babbay starts with yb, as
w satisfies (2)). Hence, we obtain that (2)) also holds for U (w).
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Now, from (8.8, we have V' (w) = Ta|b@b|, with ¥ = V' (t)a and § =V (0)a.
Let 7 =V (y)a. Then, since w satisfies (I), ¥ = /" (7)a ends with

V((8baya)*)a = aV (Bbaya)* = a(V (8)abaV (y)a)* = (Gbaya)*

where we used Lemma [8.14l This shows that (I) holds for /" (w). Similarly,

this lemma shows that

G*babbay = (V(0)a)*baV (0)abaV (y)a
=alV () baV (0)abaV (y)a
=V (0" abaV (0)abal (y)a
=V (0"babBbay)a.

This word starts with V' (yb) =V (y)ab = ¥b, since 8*babbay starts with yb, as
(@) holds for w. Hence, we obtain that (2)) also holds for /" (w).

Since, by Step 1, there exists W € (U, V') such that W (a) = @« and W (b) = ,
this concludes the proof when £ > 1. O

In order to consider other possible cases, such as words starting with 88 and
ending with @@, we will show some symmetry properties of the pairs in P.
Lemma 8.16. Let (u,v) € P. If (a, B) = (u, uv), then o* B = (uakv,)*. Simi-
larly, if (a, B) = (uv, v), then a B* = (4’ B*v,)*.

Proof. Assume first that (@, 8) = («, uv). We have that («, u*v) € P for any
k > 1. Now, recall that, by Lemma[3.8] uuky = (ukv)aub = utv,u’. Moreover,
both «* and w*v, are palindromic by Remark[3.9] Thus,

B = uutv = Wtou’ = (W) (W)t = (Wlutv) = (Wbatv,)*.

Similarly, if (@, B) = (uv, v), we have that (uvf,v) € P forany k > 1. Now,

. . . b
using Lemma[3.8]again, we obtain that uvkv = v, (uvk) = v ubot
and u’v* are palindromic by Remark[3.9] Hence,

, where both v,

a Bt = uvtv = vt = (v)* (Woh)* = (WPt = (Wl Bruy) .

Lemma 8.17. Let (u,v) € Pandletey, ..., e > 1. If (a, B) = (u, uv), then
WBa Ba?B ... atv, = (a*Ba' B ... Ba" BB),
while if (a, B) = (uv, v), then

BB ... Bhav, = (@aB%aB% ... af) .
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Proof. Assume first that (a, 8) = (u, uv). Then, by Lemmas[3.8]and [3.16]
W Ba Ba?B ... a%v, = u’ (uv)a® (wv) . . . (wv)av,
@) (vau?)a® (va) . . . (vau®)a v,
= (ubva)(uba/”lva)ub ..Uy (uba/ekva)
= (uv)" (@ B)" ... (a"B)"
= (a%*Ba* 1B ... Ba" 1 BB)".
Now, take (@, B) = (uv,v). Then, by Lemmas[3.8]and [3.10]
B ... Bhav, = (¥ B () . .. B (uv)v,
= (@) B (w”) . .. B (vau"vq
= (' B1va)u” ... Bva(u'v,)
= (@) ... (af™) (uv)"
= (aaB%a B .. aB)".

O

The three previous lemmas imply that we obtain a large Markov value in the
case where (@, B) = (u, uv) for any word of the form «*8 ... @av,, and in the
case where (a, B) = (uv, v) for any word of the form «’B B . . . av,.

We now define the notion of a weakly renormalizable word, which is central

to our methods as it is used to find suitable alphabets in which words can be
written. .
Definition 3.18. Let (a, B) € P and w € {a, b) be a finite word. We say that w is
(a, B)-weakly renormalizable if we can write w = w)ywg where y is a word (called
the renormalization kernel) in the alphabet {a, B} and w, we are (possibly empty)
finite words with |wi|, lwe| < max{|a|, |B|} such that wy is a prefix of @B and w;
is a suffix of a B, with the following restrictions:

If (@, B) = (u,uv) for some (u,v) € P and y ends with a, then |v| < |wsl. If
(@, B) = (uv,v) for some (u,v) € P and y starts with B, then |u| < |w;|.
Definition 8.19. Let (o, B) € P and w € (1, 2) be a finite word. We say that w
is (a, B)-semi renormalizable if there is an extension @ of at most two digits, one to
the left and one to the right such that @ is («, B)-weakly renormalizable.

The previous definition is motivated by the following ideas. Given an al-
phabet {@, B} with (@, B) € P, it may not be possible to write a word w in
terms of @ and B. Nevertheless, it may very well be possible to write “most”
of w in terms of @ and B, preceded by and followed by some short trailing
words. These words are wi and w9 in the previous definition, and the condition
ensuring that they are short is that |wi|, [we| < max{|a/|, |B8|}. Indeed, if, for
example, |wi| > max{|a|, |B]|}, then either w; ends with @ or B in {a, B} (so
our choice of renormalization kernel was spurious; it should be longer), or it
does not (so w is actually not well described by the alphabet {a, 8}). To further
ensure that w; and wy are well-adjusted to the chosen alphabet, we also require
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them to be a prefix or suffix of @ 8; then w is contained in @ 8ya B, where the
renormalization kernel y can be written in the alphabet {«, 8}.

Finally, we need to ensure that the first and last letters of the renormalization
kernel are chosen appropriately. This follows from the following lemma (which
is essentially already contained in Definition [3.18).

Lemma 8.20. Let (o, B) € P and w € {(a, b) be an (a, B)-weakly renormalizable
word. Write w = wyywsg as in Definition

If (@, B) = (u, uv) for some (u,v) € P and y ends with @ = u, then wy starts
with v, # v. Moreover, the word 6 consisting of the last |u| letters of y followed by the
first |v] letters of wy is different from B.

Similarly, if (', B) = (uv, v) for some (v, v) € P and y starts with B = v, then w;
ends with u® # u. Moreover, the word 0 consisting of the last |u| letters of w1 followed
by the first |v| letters of y is different from .

Proof. Assume first that (a, 8) = (u, uv) and that v ends with @ = u. Then,
Definition [3.18] ensures that |v] < |wg|. Since wy is a prefix of a8 of length at
least |v|, Lemmal[3.16]implies that wq starts with v, # v (since v ends with b, and
v, is palindromic by Remark[3.9). Now, 8 ends with the first |v| letters of wg, so
it ends with v, # v. Therefore, it cannot be equal to 8 = uv.

Similarly, if (a, B) = (uv, v) and y starts with = v, then Definition[3.18]en-
sures that |u| < |w1]. Since w is a suffix of @B of length at least #, Lemmal3.16
implies that w; ends with «® # u (since u starts with a, and «® is palindromic by
Remark[3.9). Now, 6 starts with the last u letters of w1, so it starts with «® # «.
Therefore, it cannot be equal to a = uw. O

The previous lemma can be understood as follows. Since the renormalization
kernel 7y is the part of w = wiywsg that can be written in the alphabet (a, B), it
should be as long as possible (in the sense that w; and wy are just “short trailing
words”). Hence, if (@, B) = (u, uv) and y ends with @ = u, then the word wg
should not start with v since, otherwise, ¥ should instead end with 8 = uv (and
we should be shorter). Similarly, if (@, 8) = (uv,v) and y starts with 8 = v,
then the word w; should not start with « since, otherwise, y should instead start
with @ = uv (and w; should be shorter). All of these undesirable cases are ruled
out by the previous lemma.

Exhibiting a word as being (@, B)-weakly renormalizable is nontrivial in gen-
eral and, to complicate matters even further, the choice of alphabet (@, 8) € P
is not clear to begin with. Nevertheless, any word in the alphabet {a, b} is triv-
ially (@, b)-weakly renormalizable (by setting the renormalization kernel equal
to the entire word).

On the other hand, there are subwords of words in {(a, ) that can fail to be
weakly renormalizable (for any alphabet) with nontrivial kernel, because they
are missing one digit at one (or both) of their ends. For example, the word of
even lengthw = 21 ... 1 isasubword of #*ab*, and hence it belongs to (3, n).
However it can only be exhibited as an (a, B)-weakly renormalizable word by
w = wiwe. This is why we introduce the notion of (@, 8)-semi renormalizable
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in Definition [3.19 Indeed, the previous example w is (a, b)-semi renormaliz-
able (with nontrivial kernel), since 2w1 € {(a, b).

With these considerations, we will now present a renormalization algorithm:

if we have a (u, v)-weakly renormalizable word with a nonempty renormaliza-
tion kernel, we can exhibit this word as being (@, 8)-weakly renormalizable for
(a, B) € {(uv,v), (u, uv)} chosen appropriately.
Lemma 3.21 (Renormalization algorithm). Let w € (3 + e, |w|) satisfying
r(w) < r. If wis (u, v)-weakly renormalizable as w = wyywe with v # 0, then
w is (a, B)-weakly renormalizable for some (a, B) € {(uv, v), (u, uv)}. Moreover,
if v starts with u or ends with v, then wy or we, respectively, does not change for the
renormalization with alphabet (a, B).

Before proving the previous lemma, we will discuss the intuition behind this
algorithm. The main inspiration is the “exponent-reducing” procedure dis-
cussed in Section[2.1l Indeed, if a word w is (u, v)-weakly renormalizable, then
it is of the form w = w;ywy, where y is written in terms of u and v. The
word y cannot contain factors of the form uu ...vv or vu...uu (as discussed
in the proof below), so it is written as powers of « (respectively, v) followed by
single instances of v (respectively, ). Hence, we can choose a new alphabet
(a, B) = (u, uv) (respectively, (a, B) = (uv,v)) so that all exponents are now
reduced by 1 when vy is written in the new alphabet (a, 8). This simplifies the
structure of the renormalization kernel at the cost of making the alphabet more
complex. The renormalization algorithm should be, hence, applied inductively
a certain number of times to ensure that the complexity of both the renormaliza-
tion kernel and the alphabet remain reasonable (see for example Corollary([3.23]
and the proof of Theorem [ 1] to see how this is used).

Proof. We will explicitly exhibit w as being (@, 8)-renormalizable as w = @ 19
for some (a, B) € {(uv,v), (u, uv)}.

By Lemma[8.15l and the comments after Lemma[3.17] some patterns on a
weakly renormalizable word imply that w ¢ X(3+e™", |w|), and so are forbidden:
this holds if y contains both the factors ux and vv (in any order), and also in the
following situations:

(1) If («,v) = (17, n6) for some (57, ) € P, y starts with v and contains the
factor uu, and |wq| > |u|.
(2) If (u,v) = (no, 0) for some (1, ) € P, v ends with # and contains the
factor vv, and |wg| > |v].
We first assume that w does not contain the factor vv and we analyze the
following subcases (where s and ¢; are positive integers for 1 < j < k):
Case 1: If y = uTvu®v ... u%v, we take @ = u, 8 = uv and

)7=ael_l,3a62_lﬂ...(lek_ll3, W =wy, W9 =wy.

Indeed, @ = w; is a suffix of v by hypothesis, so it is also a suffix of @ 8 = u?v.

Moreover, @y = wy is a prefix of uv by hypothesis and to show that it is also a
prefix of @ 8 we consider two cases. If |wg| < |v|, then wy is a prefix of v,, since
uv starts with v, by Lemma 3.8l The same lemma also shows that #%v starts
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with v,, so wy is a prefix of @ = u®v. Otherwise, we must have |ws| < |u/,
since |wg| < max{|u|, |v|}. Thus, W9 = wy is a proper prefix of u and, hence, of
af = u?v.

Case 2: If y = vu®'vuv . ..u%v we consider two cases. If |wi| < |u|, we take
a =u, f =uvand

j?:cy"’l_lﬂa'@_lﬁ...a/ek_lﬂ, W] =wiv, W9 =wy.

Indeed, recall that v ends with «? and that w; is a suffix of uv. Since |w;| < |u,
wy is also a suffix of « (as u® and  are equal up to the first letter). We obtain that
wy is a suffix of u, so @1 = wyv is a suffix of @8 = u®v. Moreover, s is a prefix of
a B = u’v by the exact same proof of the previous case: it is either shorter than
v (in which case it is a proper prefix of v, and, hence, of #?v by Lemma[3.8)), or
shorter than « (in which case it is a prefix of « and, hence, of ©2v).

Otherwise, we have |u| < |wi| < |v],so («, v) = (7, n6) for some pair (17, 8) €
P. Since wy is a suffix of wv = n%6 and |wi| > |u| = |n|, we have that w; ends
with 7° by Lemma B8l If ¢; > 1 for some 1 < j < k, then w contains a
factor of the form n%v. .. uu6,. In fact, since w; ends with ?, we have that w
contains a word of the form w’ = n%v . . . u%~2uuv, where 1 < j < k is chosen so
e; > 1. Moreover, v = 16 starts with 6, by Lemmal[3.8] so w’ contains, in turn,
a word of the form n’v...uu6,. This contradicts that w € (3 + e, |w|) by
Lemmas to

We assume then that ¢; = 1 for every 1 < j < k and take a = uv, § =v and
y=pat, W =w, wy=uws.

Indeed, we have that @ = ws is a prefix of uv? since it is a prefix of uv. Moreover,
if |w;| < || then @; = w; is a suffix of uv? as it is a suffix of v, and if |w;| < ||
then wy is a proper suffix of «” (by Lemma[8.8), so it is also a suffix of uv? (by
Lemma again). Finally, since ¥ starts with g and (@, B) = (uv, v), we have
to check that |u| < |@| = |w1], but this holds by hypothesis.
Case 3: If v = u“vu?v ... u%vu’, we must have that |v| < |uwg|. Indeed, if
|v] > |uwsl, then (u, v) = (17, n0) for some alphabet (17, 8). Since y ends with «,
by definition of (u, v)-weakly renormalizability we have that |0] < |wg|. Hence,
[v] = 78| = |uB]| < |uws|, a contradiction.

Let 7 € {0, 1} then be such that |v| < |[¢"we| < |uv| < |u+'wg|. Then, we
choose @ = u, B = uv and

7=a" 1 Ba?7 1B . 2% BT, @ =wi, w9 =uws.

Indeed, 1 = wy is a suffix of @ 8 = u?v since it is a suffix of uv. Now, if 7 = 0,

then |wg| < |u| since |wg| < max{|u|, |v|} and |v| < |wg| by hypothesis. Since

we is a prefix of uv, it is actually a prefix of « and, hence, of @8 = u?v. If r = 1,

we have that we is a prefix of zv and, thus, @9 = uws is a prefix of @8 = u?v.
Since 7 ends with a if » = 0, we have to check that |v| < |@g]. This holds

since |v| < |We| = |we| in this case.

Case 4: Finally, if y = vuvuv. .. u%vu’, we combine the discussions of the

previous two cases. More precisely, we assume first that |u| < |wy| < |v]. If
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e; > 1 forsome 1 < j < kors > 1, then we obtain a contradiction with
the hypothesis that w € (3 + ¢™", |w|) by Lemmas to Indeed,
in this case we have that (x,v) = (17,76) for some (7,0) € P, so w con-
tains a factor of the form v ... uu8, as in the second case if e; > 1 for some
1 < j < k. On the other hand, if s > 1, then w contains a word of the form
w’ = nlv. .. 0 2uuwe. Now, observe that the fact that y ends with « and the
definition of (u, v)-renormalizability imply that wg starts with 8,. Hence, w’
contains a word of the form n%v . . . uu6,. This leads to the same contradiction
with Lemmas to

In the case where |u| < |w1]| < |v],¢j = 1 forevery 1 < j <kands =1, we
take @ = uv, B =v and

- k - -
vy=pa’, w =w), wWy=uwy.

Since w1 is a suffix of wv, then @1 = wy is a suffix of @8 = u?v. Now, observe
that |u| < |wy| < |v| implies that |wg| < |v|, since by hypothesis we have that
lwi], lwe| < max{|«|, |v|}. Thus, by Lemmal[3.8] wyq is a proper prefix of v,, so
it is also a prefix of v. We then obtain that @9 = uws is a prefix of @8 = uv?.

Otherwise, if |wy| < |u| we take @ = u, 8 = uv and argue as in the third case.
More precisely, let r € {0, 1} be such that |v] < |¢"w9| < |uv| < |u" we| and
take

7=a"1Ba?7 1B . % BT, @ =wiv, W9 =u ws.

We have that w9 = «"wy is a prefix of @ by the same arguments of the third
case, and 7 is chosen so |v] < |@s|. Moreover, @1 = wv is a suffix of a8 = u?v
since Lemma[3.8]and the fact that |w;| < |u| imply that w; is a proper suffix of

u?, so that it is also a suffix of . This finishes the last subcase.

We now assume that w contains the factor vv, so, in particular, it does not
contain the factor uu. We analyze the following subcases (where s and ¢; are a
positive integers for 1 < j < k):

Case 1: If y = wvuv®? . . . uv%, we take @ = uv, 8 = v and

j=aplape !t aptT, @ =wr, Wy = ws.
Case 2: If y = wv®'uv® . . . uvu, we take @ = uv, B = v and
’)7=a,3€1_1(lﬁe2_1...(lﬁek_l, "(17)1=w1, l@gzuwg.

Case 3: If y = v'uvue® ... uv%, we take r € {0, 1} such that |u| < |wo"| <
luv| < lwiv™*1|, and define @ = uv, B = v and

7=BTaB ... g aBAT ) @ = w0, W9 = ws.

Case 4: If y = v'uvue® . .. uv%u, we take r € {0, 1} such that |u| < |w;v"| <
luv| < lwiv™*1|, and define @ = uv, B = v and

g=p"ap " a.. g1 a gy =wiv”, Wy = wws.

Observe that the cases where ¢j = 1 forall 1 < j < k cannot arise in the
previous subcases, since we are explicitly assuming that w contains the factor
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vv. The arguments showing that these choices satisfy the definition of (a, B)-
renormalizabilty are analogous to those of the previous cases (where the factor
vv was not present). Thus, this concludes the proof. O

Once again, this lemma could be stated in terms of the length of w, as in the
following corollary:
Corollary 3.22. Let w € £(38 + (8 + 2V2)~(l+D) "\w)|) be a finite word. If w is
(u, v)-weakly renormalizable as w = wiywe with y # 0, then w is («, B)-weakly
renormalizable for some (a, B) € {(uv,v), (v, uv)}.

Proof. We have that r(w) < (n + 1)log(3 + 2V2) by Lemma[A.2] Taking r =
(n+1)log(8+2V2) and applying the previous lemma we obtain this result. 0O

We will now present a series of corollaries of the renormalization algorithm.
We start with the version that is needed for the proof of Theorem [L.1l
Corollary 8.23. Let n > 68 and let w € (3 + 67", 8n). Then, there exists an

alphabet (a, B) € P satisfying ||, |B] < n and |@B| > n such that w is (a, B)-semi
renormalizable.

Proof. Since n > 68, Lemma[3.6] holds, so, possibly up to adding one letter to
the left and one to the right, w is a word in the alphabet {a, b}. As previously
discussed, w is trivially (a, b)-weakly renormalizable with w; = w9 = @ and
vy = w. Observe that w satisfies the first hypothesis of Corollary[3.221 Indeed,
this follows from the fact that 673" < (8 + 2v2)~®"*3) for every n > 61. By
Corollary[3.22] we can apply the renormalization algorithm inductively as long
as the renormalization kernel is nonempty; this produces a a finite sequence
of alphabets. We will show that the sought-after alphabet (@, 8) is the first
alphabet in the sequence that satisfies |a 8| > n.

We will first show that such an alphabet exists. Assume that (z, v) € P is one
of the alphabets of the sequence. If |uv| < n, then |w1], |wg| < n, since

[wi], lwg| < max{|ul, [v]} < |uv| < n,

where w; and wy are the words obtained in this step of the algorithm by the
decomposition w = wywe. Hence, v # @, since

ly| = |w| = |wi]| — |we| > 8n —n —n =n.

Thus, we can apply the algorithm again if |uv| < n. Since the length of an alpha-
bet increases with each inductive application of the algorithm, we will eventually
find an alphabet (@, B) € P satisfying |a 8| > n. Assume that (e, B) € P is the
first alphabet in the sequence satisfying this condition.

It remains to show that |«|, |8| < n. Assume by contradiction that this is
false. Assume further that (, 8) = (uv, v) for some alphabet (z, v) € P; the
case where (@, B) = (u, uv) is similar. We then have that |a| > n.

Observe that the alphabet (u, v) satisfies that |uv| = |a|, which contradicts
that (a, B) is the first alphabet in the sequence of inductive applications of the
algorithm satisfying this inequality. Thus, the proof of the corollary is complete.

m}
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Remark 8.24. Clearly, the previous corollary holds for any w € (8 + B~3", 3n),
where B > 3 + 2V2 and n € N* is large enough (depending on B).

The following corollaries are straightforward consequences of the renormal-
ization algorithm and are thus presented here. Nevertheless, they are not used
in the proof of Theorem [I.1] and will be only used in the next section. Recall
that a word belongs to =2 (8 + ¢7") if it belongs to both (8 + ¢, |w|) and
Qr—?-

Corollary 8.25. Let r € N and let w € 202 (8 + ¢7") be a finite word. If w is
(u, v)-weakly renormalizable as wiywy with y # @, then w is («a, B)-weakly renor-
malizable for some (a, B) € {(uv,v), (u, uv)}.

Proof. Observe thatifw =c¢y...c, € Q,, thenr(cy...cy—1) <r -3, s0
s(w) ' < 2s(e,) Vser .. .epm1) Tt < 120772

which implies that r(w) < . We then use Lemma[3.21] |

Corollary 8.26. Let (o, B) € P and let w € 202 (8 + ¢7") be a word starting
with a or B. Then, by extending w by at most one digit to the right, w is («, B )-weakly
renormalizable for some alphabet (a, B) satisfying |a 8| = r/6.

Proof. < By Lemma we know that w does not contain “internal” blocks of
I’s or 2’s with odd length, that is, words of the form ¢’c"¢’ for ¢, ¢’ € {1, 2}
with ¢ # ¢’ for some odd n € N. Since w starts with & or B, it starts with an
even block as well. On the other hand, w can possibly end with an odd block
of I’s or 2’s. If w ends with an odd block of 2’s, then w = ywy is (a, b)-weakly
renormalizable where v € (a, b) and wg = 2. In case that it ends with an odd
block of 1’s, we just need to extendw = ¢y ...c, tow =wl =¢;...c,1. In this
case

ser.o.en )7V < 2s(er . en) s(1, )T < 120772

which gives r(cy...c,1) < r.

We claim that w or @ is (@, 8)-weakly renormalizable for an alphabet (a, 8)
satisfying ||, |8 < |w| with |@B]| = |w|/2. Indeed, if |@B| < |w|/2, then
writing w = wyyws gives |w| + |wg| < 2|aB| < |w|. We obtain that y # 0, so
we can continue applying the algorithm. Here, we skipped most details as this
is very similar to the proof of Corollary[3.23l

We remark that if, for some iteration of the algorithm, we obtain y = "
(respectively, y = B7), then the algorithm increases the size of the alphabet, but
does not change the renormalization kernel y. In these cases, we have that w
is a subword of @ Ba”a B and of @™ Ba’™1 B (respectively, of @ 88" @B and of
aB ™ a B, and so it belongs to (8, |w]).

Now, let (@, B) be such an alphabet. If r < 24, then |@ 8| = 4 > r/6 since
lal, |B| = 2. If r > 24, we have that

laB| = |w|/2 = (r — 2)/(210g(3+2‘/§)) -1/2>r/6,
where we are using Lemmal[A,2] i
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Corollary 8.27. Let (o, B) € P with || <r/6andw € S (8 +¢™"). Ifw
contains a B, then w is (a, B)-semi renormalizable, say @ = wiywg. Moreover, if w
starts (ends) with a B, then w1 = 0 (wg = 0).

Proof. First note that w is trivially (@, b)-semi renormalizable, say @ = yo where

vo € {a, b). Now we apply inductively the renormalization algorithm (Lemmal3.21))
to obtain a sequence of alphabets (4}, Bj) € Fj such that forall 0 < j < m, the
word @ is (A;, Bj)-weakly renormalizable for each j and |4,,B,,| > r/6.

On the other hand, since (@, 8) € P there exists a sequence of alphabets
(@, Bi) € P; such that a8 € (e, B;) forall 0 < i < n and (an, B.) = (@, B).
Since a B starts with @ = a¢ and ends with b = 8¢ (Lemma[3.8), inductively we
obtain that a 8 starts with @; and ends with B;. In particular @ 8 contains «; ;.

Write @ = w;yjwg as in the definition of (A4}, Bj)-weakly renormalizable.
Using the fact that @8 contains a; 3}, gluing some words 7 and 7" we get

Ta’jﬂjT’ :Aij’)/jAij € <Aj,Bj>,

hence by Lemma[3.10l we obtain that (4}, Bj) = (aj, Bj) forall 0 < j < n. In
particular m > n, because otherwise 7/6 < |A4,B,| = |, S| < r/6. This shows
that @ is (@, B)-weakly renormalizable.

Now assume that w starts with a 8 (the other case is analogous). Observe that
there is no need to complete the word to the left. We will show thatw; = 0 for all
0 < j < n. Note that we already showed that wy is empty for (aq, Bo) = (a, b).
If w; becomes nonempty for £ + 1 for some 0 < k < n, it must happen that
W = ypwy starts with B;, (because of the renormalization algorithm). But w starts
with @8, which in turn starts with @} 8, which leads to a contradiction because
it starts with (8;), by Lemma[3.8] Since (a,, 8,) = («, B) this finishes the
proof. O

Finally, to end this section we prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [I.I] Consider n > 68, then we claim that £(8 + 673", n) =
¥(8,n). Indeed, let 6 an element of (8 + 672", n). By definition, 6 can be
continued indefinitely to the left and right so, in particular, there exists a word
7 € X(8 + 672", 3n) obtained by gluing words of size n at each side of 6. By
Corollary B.23] there exists (@, 8) € P with ||, |8| < n and || > n such
that 7 is (@, 8)-semi renormalizable. Writing ¥ = w;yws as in the definition of
weak renormalization, we have |w1|, [we| < max{|a|, |B|} < n, so 8 is a factor
of y. Considering the smallest sequence n of (a, B)-letters of y containing 6 as
a factor, the sequence obtained by removing the first and the last («, B8)-letter
of n has size smaller than n and thus cannot contain a8 or Sa as factors, and
thus 7 is of the form a”, B, "B, B"a, Ba" B, aB a, Ba” or aB” for some
positive integer r.

In any of these cases, n € (3, |n]). Indeed, since (@, B) € P, all of these
words are factors of words in c(P) = P (where recall that c is the concatenation
operator c(u,v) = uv). Since, by Lemma [2.1] the set of factors of words in
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P coincides with the set of words w satistying w € X(3, |w|), we obtain that
n € (3, |n|). Therefore, 6 € (3, n).

To complete our proof, we need to show that, for every sufficiently large in-
teger n, we have (8 — 673" n) = %(8,n). Indeed, given w € X(8,n), by
Lemmas (2.1l and [3.11] there exists I1 € P containing w such that |II| < 3|w]|.
Since (3 +2V2)3 < 62, if n is sufficiently large then Lemma [8:4] shows that
[I° e X(8-673"),sow e Z(3 - 673", n). O

4. IMPROVING THE ESTIMATES

Bombieri [Bom07, Lemma 18] characterized the words in £(8) by stating
the conditions that the sequence of exponents (¢;);cz has to satisfy for a Type |
or Type II bi-infinite word to belong to £(8) (where we are using the terminol-
ogy of Section [2.1). We begin this section by stating an analog of this fact for
words in X(8 + ¢™", n). The proof is essentially applying the renormalization
algorithm to a word of the form w = a%Ba%'1 B or w = B%a B a, but we
need to be careful about the magnitude of r(w).

Lemma 4.1 (Bombieri’s characterization). Let (a, B) € P. Consider a word y
of the formy = a®Ba’ B ... Ba* ory = BPaB%...aB% withe; > 1 for all
1 <i< -1 Assumethat y € Z(3+e™ ", |y|) and let 0 = « in the first case and
0 = B in the second case. If r(0%) < r — 2|a B, then
o for 1 <i <€ -2, wehave |e; —ejy1]| < 1.
e fori = 0, we have ey > eg — 1 when 0 = a. When 6 = B, if moreover
r(B°) <r—=6|laB|or|a| <|B|, then ey > ey — 1.
o fori=C—1, wehavee, < ep_1 + 1 when 6§ = B. When 6 = a, if moreover
r(a-1) <r—6lap|or|B| < |a|, then e, < ep—y + 1.

Before proceeding with the proof, we must comment why we need r(6%) to
be smaller at the end of the word in the last two bullet points. Observe thatif 8 =
a'v for some (a, v) € P, then clearly ¢; can be much larger than e,_;, because
all powers a“~%-1 could belong to the (potential) next letter 8. Similarly, when
a = up® for some (u, B) € P, the power B0~ could belong to the (potential)
preceding letter a.

Proof. Let w be a bi-infinite word containing y and such that w € Z(3 +¢7").
Note that if {6, 0} = {a, B} then r(8%9) < r — 2laB| +2|6] +4 < r by
LemmalA.2]

Supposey = a®Ba’1 .. .. Takek < ;1 maximal such that r(a% Bat) < r.
If e; > k then r(a) <r — 2|aB]| as well, so actually k = ¢ because, otherwise,

r(aeiﬂak“) <r(a) +r(Ba)+ r(ak) +4
<r—-2apl+r(Ba)+r—-2laB|+4 < 2r,

where we used LemmalA.2]to guarantee that r(a8) < 1.8|B«a|+1.8. Similarly,
weuse r(B) < 1.8|8|+ 1.8 (for B = b use r(b) = 1 instead) to get

r(@%Ba™ B) < 2r — 4laBl+2r(B) +6 < 2r.
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Hence, letting (&, ) = (@, a“*1 8) we obtain that
7 = a’eiﬂ(l()’”lﬂ — d€i—ei+1lgﬁ~
is a subword of a word w € Z(3 +e7™"), so if ¢; — ¢;;1 > 2 it will contradict

the second part of LemmaB.I5l If ¢; < k, then let (z,v) = (a, %" !8) and
(&, B) = (u, uv) thus by the first case of Lemma

aBfa’ Bai' B = aﬁgaml—&ﬂ‘ — ﬂaubgd8i+l_eivaub — Ba(&em—eilg’ﬁ)*ab

is a subword of y wheni < £—1. If ¢j11 —e; > 2, then we would have that @@ 8 8
is a subword of y* with r(@@BB) = r(a“*2Ba’B) < 2r, which contradicts
Lemma This finishes the first bullet point for § = «. In the particular
case where i = £ — 1, we do not necessarily have 8 after a*. If || < ||, then
(@) (a1~ B B)(B,)" is a subword of y* after removing a 8* at the beginning,
so we still get that @@ 8 is a subword of y*.

When (a, B8) = (u, uv) we need to extend the word Ba‘-!Ba‘ by using
Corollary[3.27] We will extend this word to the left and then to the right. Since
luv| = |B| <r/6and r(B) < r —2 (because 0 < r(a®-1) <r — 6|laB]), consider
the (u, v)-semi renormalizable continuation w € X2 (8 + ¢7") inside w that
contains and ends in the leftmost 8 of Ba®-1 Ba* (one begins with 8 and then
one starts to add the digits of w that are to the left of that 8 until one obtains
a word w with r(w) > r — 2, which by minimality must be in £ ~2)(8 + ¢7"));
in particular it has a («, v)-weakly renormalizable extension @ = @y where
v € {u,v) and @ is a suflix of uv. We claim that || < |@;]. Otherwise, we use

LemmalA.2]to obtain that

r—2

1.8

which is a contradiction. Hence |u| < |@1| and @ ends with #°. Therefore there
must be a u’a’ with f > 0 before the first 3.

Now we want to extend the word to the right. Consider now the continuation
w € L2 (3 + ¢7") that begins at @Ba®. In particular it has an extension @

that is («, B)-weakly renormalizable by Corollary[3.27l Since

r(eBa’ "l ap) <r(aBa)+r(@t) +r(aB) +4
< 3.6laB|+1.8la|+r—-6laB|+8 <r—-2

—1s|w|s|w1ﬁ|§|aﬁl—1§%—l

we deduce that @ contains all @ 8a®-1*2 if ¢, > e,_1 + 2 and after it must come

a @8 B or a®wy where wg starts with v, and g > 0. In conclusion
uba,fﬂa/eg_lﬁaleg_1+2+gva

is a subword of w € (8 + ¢7"). In this situation the first case of Lemma[3.17]
yields

ubafﬁaef‘lﬂa'e“ﬁ%gva — (aee—1+2+g’3a,€e—1ﬁa,f’3)*
so we still get that @@ = a®-'*2Ba’-1 B is a subword of w* € (8 +¢77),
contrary to Lemmal[3.15labove. This finishes the case 6 = a.
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Now assume y = B%a B« .... Take the maximal integer £ < e;,] satisfy-
ing r(B%aB*) < 2r. If ¢; < k, then letting (@, B) = (aB%, B) one gets that
aBtiaBt =aapft ¢ is a subword of a word w € (3 +e"). Observe that

r(@BaB™?) < (@) +r(BY) +r(@p®) +r(B%) +6
2r —4laB| +r(a) + r(a,32) +6 < 2r,

where we used r(a) + r(e8?) < 8.6|af| + 8.6 for |@B] > 24 and the explicit
values for | B| < 24. Since k < e;41, if e;41 —¢; > 2, we have a contradiction
again with Lemmal[B.I3l If ¢; > &, then r(B*%) < r —2|aB]| so k = e as before,
hence let (z,v) = (aB% "1, B) and (&, B) = (uv, v) so by the second case of
Lemma one gets that
aBiaBiap = d’ﬁei_e"”&aﬂ — vaubﬁei_ei“&vaab — ﬁa(&&ﬁei_ei“)*ab

is a subword of y. If e;—¢; 1 > 2 then one would get that @ 3§ = B¢+ a Bi+1+2
is a subword of y* with r(a@a@ S ) = r(aB%+'a B51*2) < 9r, which is impossible.
This finishes the first bullet point for 8 = 8. In the particular case where i = 0,
we do not have « before . In the case where |a| < |B] this is no problem
because then (?)*@a %4+ (B,)* is a subword of y after removing a @* at the
end, so we still get that @@ is a subword of y. When (e, 8) = (uv,v), an
analogous argument as before shows that the word 8% a8 has a continuation to
the left that is (@, 8)-weakly renormalizable. So before there is either a a8/
or a @18/, where @ is a suffix of @ that ends with «*. Similarly there is a
B8, to the right of B¢ @. In resume the word «? B0+ a 1%8v, is a subword of
w € (3 +¢7"). But the second case of Lemma[3.17 implies that

W' B aplaptu, = (@aplapapt)

So again if eg —e1 > 2, then @@ = B a B is a subword of w* € Z(8 +
e~"), which contradicts once more Lemmal[3.15]

IA

IA

O

4.1. Constructing renormalizable extensions. We start by considering local
extensions. More precisely, if we have a word w that starts (ends) with a8 where
(@, B) € P, then the alphabet is uniquely determined, and the beginning (end)
of w should be (a, B8)-weakly renormalizable. This is a consequence of Corol-
lary[3.27]

Now we want to consider extensions of renormalizable words. The next
lemma says that if we have a power (uv)* with (u, v) € P, then it will have a large
extension w that is “almost” (u#, v)-weakly renormalizable consisting mostly of
powers (uw)%. This is explained since exponents can only decrease linearly, in
fact, they may only decrease by 1 when below some threshold by Lemma [4. 11
We say that w = ywg is almost (u, v)-weakly renormalizable, because the tail wg
satisfies now the condition |wg| < 2|uv| and wg is a prefix of a word in {uuv, uvv}.
Lemma 4.2. Let w € X772 (3 + ¢7") be a finite word starting with 6°, where
0 = uv and (u,v) € P, r(6°) < r —4|0), |uv| < r/9 and also

Tr < s%10|log((8 + V5)/2)/2.



36 H. ERAZO, R. GUTIERREZ-ROMO, C.G. MOREIRA AND S. ROMANA

Then, w = ywy, where y = (uv)"01(uv)?0y ... (uv)%, s; > 0, each 0; belongs to
{uuv, uvv} and wy is a prefix of a word in {uuv, wvv}. Moreover, ¢ < 2.1Tr/|0%|+1.

Proof. Let y be the largest prefix of the word w than can be written in the form
¥ = (wv)*101(uv)209 . .. (uv)* where each 6; belongs to {uuv, uvv} and s; > 0.
Then, we claim that:

o If r((uv)'*') <r—6luv|,then 0; = 0,1, for 1 <j <€ -2.

o Ifr((uv)%) <r—10[uv|, then |s; —sj1| < 1for1 <j <€ -2.

osi>s—j,foralll <j<{-1.

Indeed, to see the first claim, if ; # 6,1 note that
r(0;(wv)'6;,1) <r(0;)+r((uv) ™) +r(041) +4
< 1.8Juuv| +r — 6luv| + 1.8|luvv|+ 7.6 <r — 2,

which is clear for |uv| > 16, while for |uv| < 16 we computed the explicit values
of r(uuv) + r(uvv) to check that the inequality r(6;(uv)16;,1) < r — 2 still
holds. If 8; = uuv, let (a, B) = (u, uv) and, if 6; = wvv, let (e, B) = (uv,v).
So aft’ = 6;(uv)*1 6,1 is a subword of a word in T=2)(8 + ¢7"). Then
Corollary[3.27] says that this word is contained in a word that can be written in
the alphabet {@, B}. But, if 6,1 # 6}, this would be impossible.

To prove the second claim, consider the subword 6;_1 («v)%6;(uv)*i*'. Since

0j-1 = 0;, using the appropriate pair (a, ) € P this whole word can be written
in that alphabet. An application of Bombieri’s characterization (Lemma [4.1)
yields 6; = 6;,1 and also the second claim. Indeed, if (@, 8) = (, uv) then
0;_1(uv)%0;(uv)i'u = a B aBiin* @ is a subword of a word in Z(8 +¢7") so
the first bullet point of Lemmald Tl gives |s; —sjs1] < 1. If (@, B) = (v, v) then
0;_1(uv)%0;(uv)iv! = aBa’i*! Bati+1, so the third bullet point of Lemma 1]
gives that s;,1 <'s; + 2. Therefore,

r((uv)'™) < r((uv)¥) + r((uv)?) + 2
<r—10uv| + 1.8|uv| + 3.8 < r — 6luv],

which is clear for |uv| = 10, while for |uv] < 10 we checked the inequal-
ity r((uv)?) + 2 < 4|uv| directly. The previous item gives 6; = 6,41, hence
0;i_1(uv)%0;(uv)*16;q = aBa’it! Bati+1*1 B and finally we use the first bullet
point of Lemma 4.1l

We now prove the third claim. Observe that s; > s — 1 by construction of vy.
If s; > s — 2 then we are done. Note that, if s; < s — 3, then

r((uv)¥) < r — 4uv| — r((w0)®) + 1 < r - 6|uv]

where we used r((«v)®) > 2.8]uv| — 3 for |luv| > 4 and for (u,v) = (a,b)
we used r((uv)®) = 16. Hence the first claim gives that sj < s — 3 implies
0; = 6;_1. In particular (uv)%-16;_1(uv)6; can be written in the appropriate
alphabet (e, B) € P as a’-1*1 Ba%*!1 B or Bi-1a Bt aB. Since s5; < 5-3
implies r((uv)¥) < r — 2|eB] by hypothesis, then the Lemma [ 1] gives 5; >

sj—1 — 1. This proves the three claims.
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Now, note that s > 2, since, if s = 1, we get a contradiction because
r(0) <r(w) <Tr <|6]|/2

gives |0| < 8, but r(ab) = 5 and r(ab) < r(0) < 160]/2 < 4.
On the other hand using Lemma[A.2] one has that

-1
( (3+\/3
log 3

Tr+d 2 fol 2 [yl = (14 +s0)luwl +101]+ - +10¢]

> (s14+---+sp+0)|6]

If ¢ > s then one gets that
-1
(1og(3+2‘/3 Tr+d> (s+(s—1)+---+1)|0]

s?101 slo] _ s%|6
> +— 2
2 2 2

contradicting the hypothesis (we used irrationality). Thus ¢ < s. Hence

-1
(10g(3+2\/3 Tr+d > (L=1)(s—£/2)]6]

This shows that £ < 2.1Tr/|6°| + 1 (for £ = 2 we use instead r(6%) < Tr).

Now, write w = ywg. We have two cases to consider. When s, < 1, we
choose @ € 22 (8 + ¢7") starting with 8,_;. On the other hand, when s, > 2,
we choose @ € (=2 (8 + ¢7") starting at the last occurrence of uvuv. Since
luv| < r/6, Corollary[8.27] gives that it is (, v)-semi renormalizable. We know
that @ is (&, 8)-semi renormalizable for some (&, ) € P with |&f| > r/6,
because of Corollary[3.26l Since |uv| < /6 and @ has uv, the word @ is (a, B8)-
semi renormalizable for some (a, 8) € {(uv, v), («, uv)}. Possibly adding one
digit to the right, write @ = ywy with ¥ € (u, v) and Wy a prefix of uv. Observe
that 5|luv| < r/1.8 < |@|, thus |§| = |[@| — || > 4|uv|.

We will find a continuation of ¥y’ of vy of the form

v € {uv, uwv, uvv} N {a, B, af}.

By the maximality of v, we have that wg is contained in y” which will finish the
proof of the lemma. When s, > 2, then if uvuv = aa we have that a8 =
uv(uvv) extends and eaa = (uv)? extends (uv)* to (uv)**'. If uvuv = B B then
BBB = (uv)? extends (uv)* to (uv)**! while if there is @@ after B8, then it
must come a*v, (if there is no B after @ then wy starts with v,). But note that

BBa‘v, = v’ Batv, = vi(a* B B)"
so aa B B is a subword of w*, a contradiction with Lemmal[8.15l In the situation
where sy = 1, we have that uvvuv = aBa, so if there is an a afterwards, then
a B aa extends (uv)* while @ a8 gives a contradiction because before 8, there
is sp_1 > 2 and we have aaaBap = eaf . When 0, uv = uuvuv = a8,
if there is 8 afterwards then a8B88 = 6,_1(uv)? extends while aBBaB =

+4,
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0¢_1(uv)8, also extends, but if there is aa after 8 we have the same contra-
diction with Lemma [8.1J] in the transpose word. In the situation s, = 0, we
have uvuvf,_1 € {aaa B, B BaB} and we arrive at the same contradictions or
extensions as before. In summary, wg is a subword of y’, so it is a subword of a
word in {uv, uuv, uvv}.

O

In the case where we have a power a° or b¢, then its extensions are not nec-

essarily (a, b)-weakly renormalizable, because we could have odd powers of a
digit {1, 2} appearing after. Neverthless, it takes a long time for these powers
to decay, which gives us the next extension lemma.
Lemma 4.8. Let w € X772 (8 + ¢7") be a finite word starting with ¢*, where ¢ €
{1, 2} and r(¢*) < r—2. Suppose that Tr < s*(logx) /4 where x = (3+V5)/2 and
x=38+2V2 forc = 1 and ¢ = 2 respectively. Thenw = c¢*10'¢20’ ... 0'c*, 6’ = ¢'c,
¢ e{l,2,c#c andTr > (s — € + 1)logx (in particular € < 2T'r/(slogx)).
Moreover if r(¢'i) < r — 8 then s; is even and |sj.1 —s;| € {0, 2}.

Proof. Observe that we only have to prove that in w there is no ¢’¢’c’c’, since

the sequence cc’c’c’c is forbidden by Lemmal[3.5l Define y = ¢16’¢%26” ... 0'c*
to be the longest sequence inside w starting with ¢ that does not contain (8”)2.
The fact that r(¢%) < r — 8 implies s; even and [sj,1 — 5| € {0, 2}, is because of
Lemmas and The inequality for ¢ = 2 and the inequality
forc=1givesus Tr > £(s — € + 1) logx. Since € < s/2 — 1 (by hypothesis), we
can bound the length ¢ < 2T'r/(slogx). If w # y, then v must end with 8’cc6’,
but this would imply that £ > 5/2.

m}

The next situation is where we have an («a, B8)-renormalizable word w that

does not contain big powers of @ or . In this case there is an extension that can
be written in the same alphabet (a, 8). In fact, this extension is almost (@, B8)-
weakly renormalizable, in the sense that its tail is small; it is a prefix of a word
in (@, B) but is not necessarily a prefix of a .
Lemma 4.4. Let w € 2 "2(8 +¢7") be an («, B)-weakly renormalizable word
with |aB| < r/40. Suppose that for every factor of the form o' or B° of w, we have
lo¥| < 6|w]| and |B°] < &|w| where 0 < & < (1/2)log((8 + V5)/2) is a constant.
Assume further that w contains an a 8. If w € T (8+¢7") is an extension of w with
T+2 < 6r/(16|aB|) where 6’ = 1 —26/1og((3 + V5)/2)), then ww = wyyt’
where y € (a, B), |t'| < |aB] is a prefix of some word in {a, B) and wy is a suffix
of ap.

Proof. Write w = w1yws as in the definition of (@, B)-weakly renormalizable.
Take vy’ to be the largest word inside ww starting with y which can be written
in the alphabet (@, B). Write ww = w;y’t’. We will show that 7/ is a prefix
of some word in (@, B) and |t’| < |aB]|. Take the last factor of @ in y’, say
vy’ =napBn’. In particular by Lemmal[3.10l we obtain n’ = 6° with € {a, B}.
Consider the factor @ € X~2) (8 + ¢7") (that possibly extends ww) starting at
this last occurrence of @ 8. By Corollary[8.27] after possibly adding one digit
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to the right, it can be written as @ = ywy, ¥ = @B ... with y € (a, B) and
wo a prefix of aB. If @B 6° is strictly contained on ¥, then if |t/| > |aB] we
will get that there is at least one more letter {a, B} of ¥ inside ww after v/,
a contradiction with the maximality of ’. Hence |7/| < |a 8| and a86°1" is a
subword of ya 8, so 7/ is the prefix of a word in (@, 8) as claimed. Now suppose
that @ 86° contains 7, so r(6*) > r — 4|aB| — 6. We will get a contradiction by
considering an extension in the transpose word (ww)*.

We need the identity ((«0)*)* = u’(uv)*~1v,. For k = 1 this is consequence
of Lemma To prove the identity for k¢ > 2, let (a, 8) = (uv,v), so
(wo)* = vaub (wv)f 2ot = vl @*28,u’. Now using that ub,v,, &k B, are all
palindromic, one gets that ((uv)*)* = ua*~2Bulv, = u’ (wv)*~'o,.

In resume there is a 6°~! inside (w@)*. Let 6* be the maximal suffix of 67!
that satisfies r(8°) < r — 4|6|. Since r(6*) > r — 6|a | - 10, by Lemma[A.2]
we have that s'|6] = |6*| > r/2. Observe that r((ww)*) < (T + 2)r — 4 by
LemmalA.4] which gives

> (T+2)r

(")%101/4 = (r/8) - 3101 >

since T +2 < #IGW by hypothesis. Note that (T + 2)r < (s")2/8 also holds.

If 6 = uv with (z,v) € P we use Lemma@.9to find a 7 = 6160,0% ...6%
starting with this * = (uv)*, where each 6; € {uuv, wvv} and such that (ww)* =
fywe with Wy a prefix of some word in {uuv, uvv}. When |0 = 2, we write
0 = cc with ¢ € {1,2}, ' € {a, b} and use Lemma [4.3] to find an extension
7 =¢0’c20’ . .. ¢ starting with 6 such that (w)* = 77.

Since (ww)* = w'w*, when 6 = uv we have that 8% (or at least some factor
of it) is inside of w*. Similarly, when || = 2, we have that ¢? (or at least some
factor of it) is inside w*, so 8% is inside w where sp = 2| e/2].

In any case 8! is inside of w (because of the identity proved above). In any
case we will also get that s, > s’ — 1 — £ and also € < 2.1T7/|6* | + 1. But note
that using [8*'| > r/2 and Lemma[A.2]

1071 > |01 = 167 | = |07 = /2 — (€ + 1)|6)]
>r/2 - (2.1Tr/|es’| +2) 6] > r/2 - 2(2.1T + 1)
>r/2 - % 26T +6]0] > (1/2)(1 - 6")r +6]6] > 5|w|

which is a contradiction with the existence of those factors inside w. In conclu-
sion ww = wyyt’ where |7/| < |aB] is a prefix of some word in (@, 8) and w;
is a suflix of 3. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem[I.2l This section will be devoted to the proof of The-
orem The main idea is to find a subcovering of the natural covering of K.
Indeed, recall from the introduction that

d(t) = min{1, 2 - dimy;(K,)} = min{1, 2 - dimp(K,)}.
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In order to prove that the Hausdorfl dimension of K, is at most d we will start
with a covering of K, by a finite union of intervals and then replace each of these
intervals by a suitable union of smaller subintervals such that the sum of the d-
th powers of the sizes of the subintervals is smaller than the d-th power of the
size of the initial interval.

The proof is quite long, so it is divided into several subsections. Moreover,
we will need the following combinatorial lemma.
Lemma4.5. Let U be a positive integer, and let m be a positive real number. I[fU < m

then the number of solutions (€,x1,x9, ..., x¢) of x1+x9+---+xp < (U —€)m with
each x; € N* is at most
(1—&u)(U+1)
U [£mem e U+ e _ 7 7 () (U1)
1-¢, ’

where &, is the solution in (0, 1) of the equation log (%) = %
In general (including the case when U > m), this number of solutions is at most

W (m—1) . . L_m_ -
UeUml"" " For m > 1, this upper bound is equal to UeV 7=t "=V " and for

.. logm . _ logm )
m > b, this is at most UeV = oUW m=1) « [7oU-=m oUW (m)

Inparticular lfU =0 (logm e(logm—loglogm+o(1))(U+l)
’ m -

), then this number is at most

Proof. We should have 1 < ¢ < U. Given such ¢, the number of solutions of this
inequality is the number of natural solutions of xg +x1 + -+ -+, = [(U = {)m/],
where x¢ is included to transform the inequality into an equality. This is equal

to (L(U_?m“[), and using the inequalities (}) < Z—/,e < (%)k, which hold for
1 < k < n, this number of solutions is at most

(e(L(U—f)mJ +e))f 5 (e((U —€)m+€))€
¢ = ¢ '

IfU <m,then ¢ <U <mand (U—-¢m+¢ < (U+1-{)m, so the previous
upper estimate is at most

(T —ym)\*
(=)

where U := U + 1. Let & € (0, 1) such that € = (1 — &)U, so % = 1=. The
T ¢ T )
derivative of g(€) = log (—e((L /)m)) ={log (—e((U/)m)) is

’

log(e(((]—f)m)) B U log( eme ) 1

¢ U_fz 1-¢/) &

and so g(¢) is maximized for ¢ = (1 — &,)U. Moreover, since there are U
possible values of ¢, the number of solutions we are estimating is at most

U - o8((1=2m0) _ 17,(0=ea) U+1) /o0

eMmEy Fl/s,,,

since, by definition, {72
m
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Notice that, since g,, is the solution in (0, 1) of the equation log (""‘9) =

1

1 , we have — = x, + 1, and thus log(””) = a2, +1,
m

1
<, writing x, = —=

Em
and log (xﬂm) = ay,. It follows that x,e™ = m, and thus x,, = W (m), and
Ue(l_sm)(U"'l)/sm — Ue(U"'l)Im — UeW(m)(U"'l).

In the general case, let us estimate

e((U=0m+0)\"
h(€) = .
0=
o B e(U-0m+e) \& _ e(U=0)m+0) \ -

The derivative of logh({) = log (——F—=) ={log|—F—] is

1 (U—-€m+¢ £(m—1) 1 m—1

8 ¢ U-m+¢ 08% z
where z = w is a decreasing function of £ and so A(£) is maximized when
logz = 2=, whlch is equivalent to zlogz = m — 1 and to logz = W (m — 1).
In this case, we have h(€) = (ez)! = ef1°8(2) | Since ¢ = z+lr;z”i1 and log(ez) =
l+logz=1+21= % we have ¢log(ez) = U'” = eW({”fl",I), which gives our

upper estimate for h(€):

W (m-1)
eUm/e ,

and as before, since there are U possible values of £, the number of solutions we
are estimating is at most

UeUm/eW('"’l)
Form > 1, we have ¢/ (=1 = _m=1__ ¢, our estimate becomes
W (m-1)

UeUmW(m—l)/(m—l) — UeU-#W(m—l).

We have 2/ (m — 1) = W (m — 1) + LD g6

W(m-1)
el 7 (m=1) _ 17U 58 U0 (m=1)

and for m > 5, we have % < ]();f—lm (indeed, this is equivalent to

(m - 1) 10gmm(m_1)/m _ (m - 1) logme(nt—{'ilognl - 1’
m m

which is equivalent to logm > m!/™ and thus holds for every m > 5). Thus, in

this case, our upper estimate becomes

QU 52 JU-W (m=1) _ 17, U-E2 U-W (m)

U = o(5) then U = o(elogm=loglogm) “and thus, since —SW(m—1) =
gm m
Wm-1)+o0(1) =W (m)+o0(1) =logm —loglogm + o(1), we have
e(U+l) W(m=-1) _ logm—loglogm+o(l)eU W (m-1)

ml ml

= (1 +o(1))—1 DU (=) 5 g oU-gth (m=1)
ogm
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which was our previous upper estimate, and we have
e(U+1)~LW(m—l) — e(logm—loglogm+o(l))(U+1)

m—1

which concludes the proof.
m}

Remark 4.6. In the proof of Theorem[1.2we only use the case U < m of Lemma
We use the general case of Lemmal4. O only on Section

Proof of Theorem[1.2] We start by recalling some notation. We denote by
m(w) = sup,cz A (0" (w)) the Markov value of w, and we have

Qr={a=ciecg...cp | r(a)=r,r(crcg...cp-1) <1},
that is, & belongs to Q, if and only if s() < e~ and s(e’) > ¢!, where o’
is the word obtained by removing the last letter from w.

We now recall how the covering of K, is constructed. We define the sets of
words

Cit,ry={a=c1...c,€0Q, | KkNnI(a)# 0}
={a €Q, | a subword of a word w € (N*)Z with m(w) < t}.

Here, K; = {[0;v] | v € n,(Z(2))} where 7,: ¥ — X7 is the projection
associated with the decomposition T = 2~ x * = (N*)%- x (N*)N, That is,

(L. C_9C_160C1C9 . . .) =COCICY - ..
Moreover, £(t) = {w € (N)Z | m(w) < t}. Itis clear that
M (—o0,t) € (N N1, [£]]) +K; + K,.

Observe that K; is covered by all I(a) where @ € C(¢, r) for any fixed r.

If r < s, then the set C(¢, r) covers the set C(t, s), in the sense for any interval
I(a)witha=c;...c, € C(t,s) thereism < nsuchthat& =¢...c, € C(t,7)
and I (@) € I(a).

Given d depending on r, we can prove that the Hausdorff' dimension of K,
is at most d, by we replacing an interval [ (corresponding to a word in C(t, 1))
with several intervals /; contained in it, but smaller and of different sizes, each
one corresponding a word in C(¢, Tr), where T' € {10, |_10g2 r|, |r/5]}, whose
union still contains the intersection of K, with I and that satisfy ;|1 j|d < |I]4.
Since this process can be iterated, this shows that the d-dimensional Hausdorfl
measure of K; is finite for large enough 7.

By Corollary [3.26] if w € Z*2)(8 + ¢77~%), then there is a sequence of al-
phabets (a;, ;) such that, forall 0 < j <m,w is (aj, B;)-semi renormalizable,
with

(a0, Bo) = (a,b) and  (a@j41, Bjr1) € {(ajBj, B)), (@), @;B))},

foreach 0 < j < m and |a,,B,| = /6.
We consider such a renormalization (a;, 8;) with

r/ylogr < |a| +|B:] < 2r/+/logr.
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We will consider words @ € =) (8 +¢7"~*%) such that w@® € Z(3+e" 4, |ww)).
Then, depending on w®, we will consider continuations w € 77 (8 + ¢7%)
for some T € {10, |_10g2 r|, l7/5]} such that wiw € X(8 + ¢4, |waw]).

The strategy is the following: if w (or, more generally, w®) contains a factor
a, B, we may consider the factor @ € Q,,9 of w@ starting at this factor @, 8;; it
should be (a;, B;)-renormalizable. We will attempt to use this argument several
times in order to cover the whole word w@ by («;, 8;)-renormalizable words.
To determine @, we only need to estimate the number of words in (a;, ;)
after the last factor equal to @, 8, in w. For this sake, we consider several cases
according to the size of @}, B} as a factor of w, for some integer s.

In Case 1 and Case 2 below, we choose T' = 10, while in Case 3 we initially
choose T = |log?r]. Furthermore, in all of the following cases, except for
Case 3.2.2, we take d = M' In Case 3.2.2, corresponding to when
@, = 11 and @w contains a relatively long factor @], we initially choose the

estimated = ]()gr_loglorg rreoto) '\ here co = —loglog (%ﬁ) > 0. This is already

enough to obtain the upper bound

logr —loglogr + ¢y +0(1)

d(B+e) <2
.

The only case that produces a “bad” estimate is then Case 3.2.2. This estimate
can be actually improved by a refined analysis using 7" = | T'/5], giving rise to
Case 8.2.3. Our final upper bound in Theorem [I.2]is derived in this way.

Case 1: Suppose first that, for every factor of the form @] or B} of w, we have
la}| < |w]/3 and |B]| < |w|/3. In this case we take T' = 10.

Then there is a factor a, B; in the first half of w, and until the next appearence
of @,, (which happens before the end of w), we have a factor with total size
smaller than |w|/2 of the type @, B,@] B, or a,B]a, B, for some positive integer
j. Suppose we are in the first case, without loss of generality.

Then, given a continuation @w of w with @ € () (3 + ¢ %) and W €
>0 (3 + ¢774), Lemma gives that waow = tyt’ with vy € (@, B;), T a
suffix of @; B; and 7’ a prefix of some word in {«;, B;) with |t’| < |a;B;|. Thus,
the continuation of the first factor of the form @, 8, of w in w@w is a concatena-
tion of factors of the form &/ B, or @, 8. The number of such factors is at most
|lwww|/|a;B:| < (18r+10)/|a;B;| < 25+/logr. Moreover, if we have to consec-
utive such factors a{‘ﬁt and cx?ﬂ[ (or atﬂljl and atﬁ{b), then |71 — jo| < 1, and
if we have two consecutive factors g,a!' 8, and @, 8*a, then 2 < |j;| + |jo| < 8.

This implies that each of these factors of the form &/ B, or @,/ has at most 3
continuations of this form, and so the number of such continuations ww of w

is at most 82VI8” < Since the number of possible w € ) (3 + ¢7"4) is
O(r?) then the number of possible continuations w@w is this case is O(r?).

Case 2: Suppose now that w has a factor @] with |]| > |w|/3 (the case of w
having a factor B; with |B]| > |w|/3 will be analogous).
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Let us check that we can apply Lemmas and to this factor. Observe
thatr/6—1/3 < |w|/8 < s|a;| whence s > y/logr/12, so the condition (T+2)r <
s?|a,|/8 holds for T = 10 and r large. In particular £ < 2.1Tr/|a}| + 1 < 150.
Hence one has that (s — €/2)|a,] > r/7 for sufficiently large ». Going back
to the inequality 1.17r +4 > (£ — 1)(s — €/2)|a;| we get a stronger bound
(< (1 1Tr+4)/((s=€/2)|ay]) + 1 < 80. We consider two subcases depending
on the length of «,.

Case 2.1: Suppose that |a;| > r!%/16 and @, = wv with («, v) € P.

For big r we can assume further that r(e}) < r —4|a,| holds, since 9/10|w| <
r + 3. Then, we claim that after @] = (uv)’ the word to be renormalizable with
alphabet {«, v}, and the first appearance of uu or vv determines the new alphabet
({u, uv} or {uv, v}). To prove that, let @ € Z((T+2)) (3 4+ ¢=7=*) be the factor of
www starting at that factor . Therefore Lemmald.2|gives that @ = y1e, where

v = (u0) 01 (uv)*0qg . .. (uv)*,

and each 60; belongs to {uuv, uvv} and moreover £ < 80.
In particular given a continuation @w of w with @ € ) (3 + ¢~*) and
w e XU (8 +¢774), from the first such factor (zv)*, the sequence should be

(u0)*101 (uv)20y . .. (uv)*,

with 0; € {uuv, uvv}, £ < 80 and 51 +---+5, < 2071716 56 we have in total at
most 280 choices for the 6;, and, given ¢ < 80, the number of choices for the s;
is at most the number of natural solutions of x1 +xg+- - -+x¢41 = [20rY/16] == M
which is (M;f) < (2171/16)80 = 9180,:5 "and so the total number of such words
wivw is O(r3 - 280 .80 - 218979) = O(r3).

Case 2.2: Suppose |@;| < r!9/10 and that the largest factor @ of wi satisfies
r(a)) <r—170|al.

We claim there is 8 such that (a;, 8) € P, 8 (a;")B is a subword of ww, and
the continuation w@w has the form B ()" B (@) ... (a,)* with |s; —sj1| < 1
and forall 1 < j < ¢ < 80. By hypothesis there is 8,(a;)°B; inside ww. If
(@1, Bi) = (uv,v) for some (u,v) € P or (ay, B) = (a, b) then we set B = B,
while if 8, = o § with (o, B) € P and |,8| < |ay|, then we set 8 = 3.

If (a;, B) = (uv,v) with (z,v) € P then we use Lemma [1.2] to obtain a
continuation @ with ¥ = (uv)*10 (uv)*20q . .. with §; € {uuv, uvv} and @ = yws.
Moreover ¢ < 80. Since r(a;') < r — 170|e,|, by induction r(a/tsj) <r-(172-
27)|a;| and since £ < 80 by the proof of that Lemma we get that all 8; are
equal to 0; = @, 8 = uvv (since a;; = (uv)/v for some f > 1 and the fact that
uuv and uv start with v,) and that |s; —sj.1| < 1 forall j > 1.

When @, = a, we use Lemma [£.3] to find a continuation @ such that @ =
241p2%2p . ... But observe that 2°1 = cxpl/ is inside w, so by hypothesis r(2¢1) <
r— 170|at| and there is b before 2”1, so eg is even and |e; — eg| € {0, 2}. By
induction we obtain r(2%) < r—(172-2j)|e,|, which forces all ¢; to be even and
lejr1—ej| € {0, 2}. In this case B = b, so we get® = 2°162%2b ... = @' Ba,* B ..
with [sjy1 —sj| < 1forall j > 1.
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Therefore, given a continuation @w of w with@ € X" (3 + ¢ %) and w €

»(10r) (34¢77=4), there is B with (a;, B) € P such that w has a factor B (a,)" 8,
after which the continuation of w@w is a concatenation of at most 79 sequences
of the type ()% B, 2 < j < 80 with [sj.1 —s;| < 1 forevery j > 1. This gives at
most 389 continuations of B (a;)"! 8, and so, since we have at most O((r®)?) =
O(r%) choices for w@®, we have in total, O(28° - %) = O(r°%) such words waw.

logr—loglogr
e

In all the previous cases, Case 1, Case 2.1 and Case 2.2, if d =
then

-10
(e—wr)d — o~ 10(ogr-loglogr) _ r )
logr

Moreover, in these cases we have O(r®) possible such words w@ww. Notice that

PS(e10)d 2 8 ( r ) 10 _ logfor o
logr r2 r
Our third case is derived from Case 2.2, but it is more delicate.

Case 3: On the same conditions of Case 2, suppose that |e,| < 71%/16 and that
w has a factor @' satisfying r(a;") > r — 170|e,|.

We will consider in this case continuations w € 7" (3+¢"4) for T = |_log2 r]
such that w@w € (8 +e~"~*, |wiww|). Again, consider two subcases depending
on the length of «,.

Case 3.1 Suppose that that |a,| > 2.

So, a; = uv with (z,v) € P. Now let T = [(logr)%]. The condition on
@, implies that s1 > (r — 170|e,])/(2]ay]) > (1/2)r1716 — 85, so we have that
s%|cx[|/2 > s51(r — 170r19/16) /4 > (logr)?r > Tr. Let w € T+ (8 4 ¢774)
be the factor of w@w starting at that factor @,'. Lemmal4.2] guarantees that

W = (uv) 01 (uv)* . .. (uv)*“wy

where each 0; € {uuv, uvv} and € < 2.1Tr/|a;'|+ 1 < 5T +2 for r big enough.
Therefore, from this factor @,", the continuation of w@w is an initial factor
of a word of the form (uv)101 (uv)*20qg ... 0,_1(uv)*, and

Tr < r((uv)01(uv)20y . .. (uv)*) < (T + 3)r,

with 0; € {uuv, uvv}, € < 5T + 2 (and such that («v)"1601(uv)20y...60,_1 is an
initial factor of this word beginning in this factor @' and going till the end of
wdw) with r(a;j) >r—(173+T)|ay| > r - |_610g2r -6 = M (notice
that if r((«v)%) < r — 10]ay| then |sj41 = s;| < 1). Let 59 be the smallest integer
satisfying r(a;") > M. Then, s; = 5o +5; with§; > 0 foreach 1 < j < ¢.

Since ¢osja,|(@)) = q9)e,|(@)’ and q9jq, (@) > ¢q4(1122) = 12, we have
r(a]) = [1og(qgs.ja, (@))*)] = [log((12)%)] = [slog(144)] > 4s. Hence

(T +3)r > r((uv)" 01 (uv)20y . .. (uv)*) > £r(a,’) + (51 + 5o + - +5) r(,)
> (M +4(51+359+---+5¢).
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In particular £ < T + 3 for r large. Since (T +4)M = (T +4)(r — |_6log2 r-
r1316 1) > (T + 8)r, it follows that, given 1 < £ < T + 8, the number of choices
of the s;, j < € is at most the number of natural solutions of

51459+ +5 < (T+4-6)M /4,

‘ 4 Y t -
which is (L(T+4—£€)M/4J+£) < (e((T+4—§)M/4+e)) < (e((T i)M/zl)) _where T' :=

~

T + 5 (here we used the inequalities (Z) <

()", which hold for 1 < £ < n).

<
k! =
We have at most 2¢ choices for the 0j,j < ¢€; let us estimate the maximum of

~ 4 = l -
f(6)=2¢ (3((T_?M/4)) = (3((T_?M/2)) for 1 < ¢ <T —1. The derivative of

log f(¢) is log (w) - %. Since, in this range of ¢,

(6((T—5)M/2)
log B E—

) =(1+o0(1))logM = (1+0(1))logr

andT =T +5 = log2 r + O(1), we have the maximum attained for £ =

T (l - Ht?—g(rl)) =log?r — (1 +0(1))logr < T, and, for such value of ¢,

(T - f)M/Q))f _ (e((l + o(1))M/2))"

16 = ( 4 logr

3 SM T-(1+o(1)) logr
2logr '

We have at most 7' = log2 r + O(1) choices for £, and we have at most O(r®)
choices for w®, so we have at most

o rﬁlogQr SM T—-(1+o0(1)) logr 3 9 T-(1+0(1)) logr
2logr logr

such words wiw.

Notice that, for d = M, we have (¢777)4 = =T (logr-loglogr) ',
T T
2r -Tr\d _ 2r —logr+loglogr _oT
(e ") =—e =27,
logr logr

and

T-(1+o0(1))1 —(14+0(1))1 .
27‘ © o8r (e—TT‘)d < 2r © o8’ . 2]()g27”
logr “ \logr

— e—(l+o(1))log2r . elongogzr

— e—(l—log2+0(l)) 1<)g2 r

1 2
—qlog™r

<e < 1.

Case 3.2: Suppose that |a,| = 2.
Then, for some ¢ € {1, 2}, w® has a factor ¢" satisfying r(¢') > r — 170.
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Lete¢’ =3—-¢c € {1,2} and 9 = ¢/¢’. Observe that (s + 1)logx > r(¢*) =
r =170, so (T + 2)r < s2(logx)/4 holds. Using Lemma 3] from this factor
¢’! the continuation of w@w has the form ¢*10¢%20 ... 0c¢% with € < 2Tr/((s —
4)logzx) < 2Tr/(r — 170) < 3T for large r. Using this information in the
inequality £(s — € — 3)logx < T'r, gives that £ < T + 1 for large r. Therefore,
from this factor ¢'!, the continuation of w@w is an initial factor of a word of the
form ¢10c¢20 ...0c, Tr <r(c10c20 ...c%) < (T+1)r, £ < T+1 (and such that
c10c¢20 . .. =16 is an initial factor of this word beginning in this factor ¢*! and
going till the end of www) with r(c%) > r — (171 +2T) > r — |_3log2 r] =N
(notice that if r(¢%) < r — 7 then s; is even and [sjz1 — 5| € {0,2}). Let 59
minimum such that r(¢*) > N. Then s; = 59 +3; with§; > O foreach 1 < j < ¢.
Notice that, given ¢, w is determined by the choice of (¢, s1, s9, ..., s¢).

To estimate the number of the corresponding possibilities, we will make use
of Lemmal4.5l We will consider two last subcases depending on the value of ¢.

Case 3.2.1: Assume that ¢ = 2:
Since ¢;(2*) > 2°, we have
r(2') > [log(g:(2)*)] = Llog((2)*)] = slog(4)] > 45/3 - 1.
We have
(T+1Dr>r(27112211...2%) > €r(2°)+4(51 +50+---+5,)/3 - ¢
>{N+4(51+3o+---+3,)/3—¢.
Since
(T+2N =T +2)(r—|8log?r) > (T+ Dr+(T+1)> (T+Dr+¢,

it follows that, given 1 < £ < T + 1, the number of choices of the s;, j < £ is at
most the number of natural solutions of 51 +5o+- - +5, < 3(T'+2-¢)N /4. By
Lemmald.5] it is at most

e(log(3N/4—loglog(3N/4)+o(l))(T+3) — e(logN—loglogN—log(4/3)+o(1))T )
Since log N = o(T). We have at most O(r%) choices for w, so we have at most
O(rﬁe(logN—loglogN—log(4/3)+o(1))T — O(e(logN—loglogN—log(4/3)+o(l))T)

such words wdw.

Notice that, for d = m, we have (e~T7)d = ¢=T(logr-loglogr) "4 g0,
since log N =logr +o(1),

e(log N -loglog N-log(4/3)+o(1))T (e—Tr)d — eT (logr-loglogr—log(4/3)+o(1)) (e—Tr)d

T(o(1)-log(4/3)) _ —lsr
=e B <77 < 1.

Case 3.2.2: Assume thatc = 1.
Observe that

(T +Dr > r(112212922...221%) > (N + (51 +3 + ...+§g)log(3+2\/3)
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by (A.3) and (A.8). Since
(T+2)N=(T+2)(r-|3 log2 r]) > (T +1)r,

it follows that, given 1 < ¢ < T + 1, the number of choices of the s;, j < € is at
most the number of natural solutions of

S1+5g+---+5 < (T+2—€)N/log(3+2\/3).

By Lemmal4.5] it is at most

P (log(N/log( ‘5+2‘/; ) ) —log l()g(N/log( 3*55 ))+o( 1)) (T+3)

— (log(N/log( ‘5+2‘/; ) ) —log l()g(N/log( 3*55 ))+o( 1))T

’

since log N = o(T). We have at most O(r%) choices for wi, so we have at most

O (rﬁe(log(N/log( 3+2‘/3)) ~log log(N/log( 3*5/3))+0(1))T)

-0 (6(103'(‘\’/1"%(3+f))—10glog(x\’/log(%))+o(1))T)

such words wdw.

Notice that, if § > 0, ford =

logr—loglogr—log log( 3+f)+6

~ , we have

(E_Tr)d = e—dTr = e_T(IOgr—]()g]()g 7”—1<)g10g( 3+2\/3)+5)

’

and so, since log N =logr + o(1),

e(log(N/log( 3+f))—log l()g(N/log( 3+2‘/§))+o( )T (E_Tr)d

_ eT (log r—loglogr—log log( %2‘/—’ )+0( 1) —log r+log log r+log log( %2‘/—’ ) —6)

_ _(510g2r
=l (=0 £ =5~ « 1.

Since ¢p := —loglog (#) =0.03830054 ... > 0, it follows that

dB+eT) <9 logr —loglogr + ¢ +0(l).

r

Up to this point of the proof, we have shown the upper bound

d8+1)<2- log [log | —loglog|log | +co + o(1)

|log| ’

which gives us a different proof of the upper bound on the easier bounds stated
in the introduction. In fact, the only case that gives the worst bound is the last
one with ¢ = 1 (that is, Case 3.2.2).
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We can actually obtain a more precise upper estimate by choosing T = | r/5],
which is what we will do now. For the sake of exposition, we will consider this
improved estimate to be a separate case.

Case 3.2.3: We will derive a more precise estimate for the case ¢ = 1.

Observe that it is possible to chose T' = | r/5] in Lemmal4.3] because r(1%) >
r — 170 gives us that slogx > r — 170 so one has that

s2(logz)/4 > (r — 170)%/(4logx) > r2/5
for large r. Moreover
€ < 2Tr/(sloga) < 2.1Tr/(r —160) < 5/2T < r/2

for large r. Putting this again in the inequality € < Tr/((s — £ + 1) logx) gives
further that £ < 2T + 1, so £ < 2T for large r.

Let T = [r/5]. We would have a worst lower estimate for r(a;"): fori > 1,
we have r(@)") > r—2(173 +1i) > r/3. Indeed,

r2)5 47 > r(171221222 ... 221%)
min{{,r/2}
> Y (r-2(178+1)
i=1
= min{¢, r/2}(r — 847 — min{l, r/2}),

which implies ¢ < 3r/10, and thus r(e;") > r — 2(178 +i) > r/3. We will
introduce a parameter j equal to the number of values of ¢ for which r(e}") <
r—38in 11221222 ... 221%, for which we should have s;,1 € {s;, s, — 2, s; + 2}
(for the other £—j valuesof 1 < i < ¢ wehave r(a,") > r—3); if we consider these
jvaluesi] <ig < --- <ijofi, wehaves; >s)—100,s0s, >s50—-100-2¢,1 <
t <jyand X8, > j - (so— 100 = ).

Letl{=¢—jand {s;,i € I={1,2,...,}\{i, 1 <t <jt=A{81,%,...,5}
We have ¢ < 8r/10 < 2T. Given £ and j there are at most

= . <|—=| < -
J J J J
choices for the set {s;, 1 <t < j}. Since fori € {i;, 1 <t < j} we have at most

3 choices for s;,1, and the total number of these choices is at most 3/. Together
with the number of choices for the set {s;, 1 <t < j}, this gives an estimate of

j
(%) for these choices.

Let §p be the smallest integer that satisfies r(1%) > r — 3. Then, we have

S0 > (r—5)/log (#) The number of solutions of the above inequality is at
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most the number of natural solutions of

S+Sgt o+ < (T+2—i)(r—5)/1og(3+2\/3) — i (59— 100 - j)
<(T+2-F—j-(r—104 —j)/r)(r—5)/log(3+2\/3)
<(T+2 —é—j/Q)(r—5)/log(3+2\/§).

By Lemmal[4.5] the number of solutions of
S1+50+ 45 < (T+2-C0—j-(r- 104—j)/r)(r—5)/10g(3+2\/3)

is at most
(T + 2)6(1_‘9”1)(T+3_j'(7_104_j)/r)/5ﬂ1,

where g, is the solution in (0, 1) of the equation

log(lemg ):l, withm:(r—fi)/log(

- & &

3+vV5
3 .

is such that

)—j-(r—lm—j)/r

. emey r eme,,
Since e > Tlogr? the factor (_1—.9,,,

(GeT)j ( eme,, )_j'(r_l(m_j)/r

6eT b\~ 104=j)r J
J o ( ) '

j \2logr

1 -¢g,

X —1/2\J
This is smaller than % (21:)%'7) ) , and for j > r3/* this is o(1) (using T' <

r/4). For 10logr < j < r®4, the estimate

6eT( - )—(r—104—j)/r)f

j \2logr

175
will be o(1) since —(r — 104 — j)/r < =1 + 7715 and (ngg_r) =1+
o(1), so the estimate becomes ((3 +0(1))e/10)'01°87 = o(1). On the other

)—(r—l()él—j)/r)]

hand, for 0 < j < 10logr, the estimate (ﬂ (

; becomes

2logr

j j
attained at j = 9logr/e, and is equal to ?1°87/¢ < r*. So, using again the fact
that we have O(r®%) choices for ww, in any case we get an upper estimate for the
total number of words w@w which is
) (1—gn)(T+3)

; j j J
(—(3“’(1?)61"“) < (_Ql?gr) . The maximum of the function v(j) = (—gl‘fgr) is

emey,

O(rﬁ)-r4-(T+2)-(1

emey,

(1-en)T
=0 . ( ) .

—Enm —Enm



DIMENSION OF THE LAGRANGE AND MARKOV SPECTRA NEAR 3 51

As before, this gives an upper estimate for the dimension which is

(1-¢&,)log ( eme, ) + O(logr/T) (1-s,)log ( eme, ) +O(logr/r)

r r

Since g, is the solution in (0, 1) of the equation log (%) = si, with m =

(r —5)/log (54"/‘_), (1-¢,)log (@) = ls—j'" Writing z = le—f”, the equality

log ( e ) = i can be written aslog (%) = z+1, so z+log z = log m and ze* = m,

soz =W (m) = ((r - 5)/log ( %+2\/T)), where W is Lambert’s function. Since
W'(x) < 1/x,

W((r—fi)/lo (34’2\/_)) (/1 (3+2\/3))+O(1/r),

and our upper estimate for the dimension is

z/r+O(logr) ( /o (3+2‘/3))/r+o(1°§r).

5. THE LOWER BOUND

The statements and definitions below are taken from the third author’s work

[Mor18].

Definition 5.1. Given B = {81, ..., B¢}, € = 2, a finite alphabet of finite words
Bj € (N*)5, which is primitive (in the sense that B; does not begin by B; for all i # j)
then the Gauss-Cantor set K(B) C [0, 1] associated with B is defined as

K(B) ={[0;71, 72, ...1 | vi e B}.

The set K(B) is a dynamically defined Cantor set. We will now exhibit its
Markov partition and the expanding map which defines it.

For each word B; € (N*)", let I; = I(f;) be the convex hull of the set
{[0; B, 1, ¥2, .- -1 | vi € B} and ¢, == G"i|j; where

G(x) ={l/x} =1/x - |1/z]

is the Gauss map. This defines an expanding map ¢ : I(B1) U---UI(B¢) — 1.
Let I = [min K(B), max K(B)]. Then [ is the convex hull of I; U --- U I, and
W (I;) =1 forevery j < €.

Let us describe how to estimate dimy (K (B)).

According to Palis-Takens [PT93, Chapter 4], let
Aj=inf ||, Aj=sup|y’]L]
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and a, B = 0 be such that

i=1

AP =1,
J

N.
I MN
R

Then,
5.1 B < dimy(K(B)) < a.

Let us discuss how to find estimates for @ and .

The iterates of the Gauss map are given explicitly by
~aa-p?
Vi@ =55
O

)]

where % = [O;bij), .. .,b/gj)] and B; = b9 ,br(jj)).

9
Hence
’ _ (_1)rj_1
Wlp)'(®) = —5—=3 02’
ri—1 qrj—l
Lemma 5.2. Let x = [co, c1, 09, ...] and fl)—z =|co,c1,...,cn]. Then
1 1 " 1
< <|r- Pn < ,
2(1"(1"+1 Qn(QH + (In+1) qn qndn+1
and therefore
1

9 < |an _Pn| < .
qn+1 qn+1

Therefore, Lemmal[5.2limplies that

()12 o = 1

Tj—l 7"]'—1

< (2%

Thus

(g7)* < ; =inf |y'|1;| < Aj = sup |w'[1| < (24)%.

Let a = 22, s the smallest natural number such that r(1%) > r, k = 2r, B =

1¥and, for 2 < j < k+1, g; = 1¥1a1° = 1%1-792 1. Then, B
{B1, B2, ..., Brs1} is primitive.
The alphabet B = {81, B2 ..., Bi+1} as above induces a subshift
Z(B) ={(yi)iez | vi € B}.
Lemmal[3.2limplies that, for any § € (B) and every n € Z,
A(c"(0)) <3+e".
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Recall that if @ = cjco -+ - ¢, and B = B1Bg - - - B, are finite words, then
Gn(@)qn(B) < gmin(@B) < 2qu(@)qu(B).

2k
The above estimates give A1 = sup [/ |r5,)| < 4 (HT\/E) and, for 2 < j <
k+1,

X (102 X er+l)

%-9(j—2
, 1+V5 v
Aj=sup ¢ |rpH| < 8- 5

%-2(j-2)
( 1+ \/3) v u8
< B) -e

Thus, from the above lemma and the third author’s work [Mor18], we con-
clude that

d(8+e™) > dimpg(m(Z(B))) = min{1, 2 - dimy (K (B))} > 2d,

where m(w) = sup,cz 1 (0" (w)) denotes the Markov value of w € Z(B), and d
is the solution of

nd N\ -d
(4(1+2\/3)4) le((#f) o _

t=0

Since d(8+e¢™ ") = O (logr), we also have d = O (loﬁ) = 0(1). The rest of this

r r

section is devoted to finding a lower bound for d.

Since (1+T\/§)4 > 812 (4 (l+—2\/3)2k)_d < (“—‘/3)_4”2 < e‘gr~, and we have

= 2
~ 1_(1+£/§)—2k3 -
(5.2) el L T T 0,
1= (l+\/§)_2d
2

In particular,

—4d -
1= 1+V5 ) -9d
1> o481 . (—2) _ - r#8)d (1 + (“_‘/3)

2

log 2
r+9

—%%kd —4rd
(“‘5) - (“‘5) <o il < o8 < 1/9

and sod > > % So we have

2 2
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and thus

ﬁ

1= 1+
,~(r48)d | ( 2

1>e _2(22 i
) e

Since d = o(1), writing ¢; = log 3+2\/E =0.9624 ..., we have

—9%kd
) o= (r+8)d

S

1+V5
2

-2d )
) =e 1 =1 —¢1d +O(d?),

-2d ~ ~ ~ ~
and therefore 1 — (HT‘/E) =c1d + O(d?) = (1 + O(d))c1d. Tt follows that

o= (r+8)d o= (r+8)d o= (r+8)d

1> — = = = > —
9 (1 B (HT\/E)—M) (2+0(d)crd 2d

and thus 0 > —(r + 8)d —log 2 — logd. It follows that —rd < logd + O(1), and
—4rd P -
thus (%) <e9rd = O(d®?). From (3.2)), we get

—%kd
1= O(@2) = o=(r+8) . - (HT\/E) i
)

. —OJ3/2 o rd
— o= (r8)d L(fl) =(1+ O(d))e_,
(1+0O(d))erd ad

and thus O(d®/%) = —rd + O(d) + co — logd and therefore
(5.8) rd = —logd + co + O(d) = |logd| + co + O(d),

where ¢y = —log c; =0.03830054 .. .. ) )
In particular, rd = (1 + O(1/]logd|))|logd| = (1 + o(1))|logd]|, and thus
logd +logr =log|logd| + o(1) and

logr = —logd +log|logd| + o(1) = (1 — o(1))|logd].
It follows that |logd| = (1 +0(1))logr and log |logd| = loglogr + o(1), and so
logd +logr = log|logd| + o(1) = loglogr + o(1)

and |logd| = —logd = logr—loglogr+o(1) =logr(1-(1+o(1)) loglogr/logr),
which implies log | logd| = loglogr — (1 + 0(1)) loglogr/logr.
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From rd = (1 +O(1/|logd|))|logd] it follows that

logJ+10gr=log|loch|+O( = )
|log d|

log|logd|+0(|11 |)

(1+o(1))loglogr
logr

=loglogr —

so |logd| = —logd = logr — loglogr + (1 + o(1))loglogr/logr and, from
rd = [logd| +co + O(d) = |logd| + co + O(logr/r), we get

|logd| + co + O(logr/r)
r
_logr —loglogr +co+ (1 +0(1))loglogr/logr

d=

r

. logr —loglogr + ¢

r

and thus

dB+eT) > 2. logr—loglogr+c0.

r

We can give a more precise asymptotic expression for d (and thus for d(3 +
¢™")), using the Lambert function # : [e~!, +00) — [=1, +00), which is the in-
verse function of f: [=1, 400) — [e7!, +00), f(x) = xe® (which is increasing in
the domain [—1, 400)): let g: (0, +0) — R given by g(x) = re+logx. We have
g(d) = rd +logd = co + O(d). Let dy € (0, +o0) be the solution of g(dy) = co.
Since g’(x) = r + 1/x > r for every x € (0, +0), and there exists ¢ between
do and d such that |g(d) - col = |g(d) - g(do)| = ¢’ (1)(d - do)| = r1d — do, it
follows that

A~ dol < +g(@ ol = O(Jr) = Ologr /)

and d = dy + O(logr/r?) = (1 + O(1/r))dy. On the other hand, since rdy +
logdy = g(dp) = co, we have dpe™™ = ¢, and so f(rdy) = rdpe’® = ret and
thus rdg = W (re), which gives a closed expression for dy: dy = %W(re‘“), from
which we get

d= W (re®).

W (re) +O(logr) _ 1+0O(1/r)

r r2 r

(for a detailed discussion on the function #, including its asymptotic expansion,
we refer the reader to the work of Corless et al. [Cor+96]).

The improved estimates of the previous section (using 7' = | r/5] in the case
of 112212 . ..) give the same asymptotic expression for %d(3 +e7"), so the
proof of Theorem [1.2is complete.
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6. THE ERROR TERM IS OPTIMAL

In the case ¢ = 1, the Markov values larger than 3 are due to two types of
“contradictions” that we analyze as two separate subcases:

Case 1: Words of the form 1°12212+19912%+1991%2 where 2k + 1 is of the order
of §y, and s7, s9 are at least §y — 4. In this case the Markov value associated with

the cut 1512212+119912+991% is 3 + z, where
= [0; 1212217 .. ] - [0; 1242479921 .. ]
2(3<p 4) ( (1) )

904k 904k+2+2 i’

=(l+o(1))———
1+\/—

, and so x belongs to an interval of the type

2(3¢ — 4 1 |
-éi%gl[U+oa»(1—aﬂ,a+ou»(1+aﬂy

Indeed, we have

[0; 12441921% ] = [0; 12%1221] + O (%)

where ¢ =

and
[0; 1244247991%2 ] = [0; 12729 221] + O (¢~ %).
Moreover, we have
1
2+ !

n (4 - QD)FH + Fn—l
SO A = G R+,
_ Fn—l/F7t+(4_§0)

S A-@F,_1/F.+5-¢

On the other hand, the identity Z‘Z:s Z‘m = m% applied fora=1,b =

d-¢,c=4-¢,d=5-¢,u=Fo/Fo and v = For,14j/Fopso4j together with
(cu+d)(cv+d) =(1+ 0(1))(0(,0_1 +d)?=(1+ 0(1))(3g0)2 gives

(U—u)—(l+0(l)) (v—u)

[0;1"221] = |0; 1", 2 +

x=(1 +o(1))

(3 )2
In order to estimate v — u, let us estimate ¥, /F, ;1 — ¢~
Fn _l_ <P _( ‘70_1)” l
Fn+1 @ n+1 ( ¢—1)n+1 @
_1\n+l -1\, ,—n
:(1+O(1))( D™ (¢+¢ )¢
S0n+2
_ = 1)"1(8¢p - 4+o(l))

2n
¥
Using this for n = 2k + 1 + j, n = 2k and subtracting, we get the above estimate
for x.

. we have
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Case 2: Words of the form 1°1221%2912%+3+1991% where 2% is of the order of
S0, and s1, s9 are at least §) — 4. In this case the Markov value associated with the
cut 1512212 99|12+3+1991% is 3 + y, where

y=[0; 1244347991% ] - [0; 12442921 .. .]
2(390—4)( L (—1)f)

3,’04 <p4k+2 ¢4k+4+2j

The proof of this estimate is analogous to the previous one, applying the above
estimate of F,,/F,,1 — ¢~ forn = 2k + 1, n = 2k + 2 + j and subtracting.
Hence, y belongs to an interval of the type

= (1+o(1))

2(3¢p —4) 1 1
Since
1 1 1
1——4>0.854>O.528> 1+—2 )
14 Y Y
and
1 1)\ o
1+—2<1.382<2.236< 1——4 w7,
¥ ¥
it follows that, for large k, none of these Markov values belong to the interval
23¢9 —4)
[B3+x,3+w] =3+ #[1.382, 2.236],

whose size is comparable to the value of its endpoints, and so there are no
sequences of the type ... 17221%2221%22 ... with 5; > 8k/2 for all j whose
Markov values belong to [3 + a3, 3 + ¥]. Indeed, we have the same charac-
terization of sequences of this type whose Markov values are smaller than y,
and whose values are smaller than x;: for s = 2k, if s; < s then s; is even and
$i—1 = 8j, 8541 — $; € {=2, 0, 2} (and there are no other restrictions).

Let again s = 2k and T = |rlogr], where r = ||logy;||. For each T' with
T/2 < T < T,let M(T) be the number of elements of the set B(T') of the
sequences 11221222 ... 221%22 with

r- (T =1) <r(17221%22...221922) < r - T,

sj > 3s/4 for every j < t, 51,5 > s and such that, for each j < ¢ with s; < s,
sj is even and s;_1 — 55, sj+1 — 5; € {2, 0, 2}. Let d = max {%} Then
d(3+ ;) > 2d. Indeed, m(Z(B(T))) € Jl N (-o0,8 + x3), where m(w) =
sup, ez A (0" (w)) denotes the Markov value of w € X(B(T)).

Let us now give upper estimates: suppose that w@ does not have a factor
1°1 satisfying r(1°') > r — 170, where r = ||logy;|] and consider an infi-
nite continuation 6 of it contained in (3 +¢™") 2 X(3 +y;). Then the pre-

vious discussion provides a continuation w € U7 (3 + ¢7") for some T €
{10, |_log2 r|} depending on @ such that w@w is the continuation of w® in 6,
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wdw € X(3 + e, |[wdw|), and the number K of these words www satisfies
K-e T < 1/r ford = logr-loglogr

-
Suppose now that w@ has a factor 1°! satisfying r(1°1) > r — 170, where

r=|llogyl] € (slog( +2\/_) (s+2) log(3+2\/3)).

3/2

Let us consider continuations w € £ (8 + ¢~") for some /%2 < m < r|rlogr]|
such that w@dw € X(3 + ¢, |[www]|) and the continuation of 1°! in www is
1512212922 . .. 1992 such that there are at least 71°/16 values of i < ¢ with s; < s,
and such that ¢ is minimum with this property. Then s, > r — 8r1%/16. We will
introduce a parameter j equal to the number of values of i < ¢t with s; < s; con-
sider these j values i1 < ig < --- <ijofi. We have j > r15/16_ There are at most
(;) < (%‘)f choices for the set {i;, 1 <t < j}. Since fori € {i,, 1 < v < j} we
have at most 3 choices for s;,1, and the total number of these choices is at most
3/. Together with the number of choices for the set {i;, 1 <t < j}, this gives an
estimate of (%)f for these choices of the set {(i;, s;,), 1 <t < j}. Lett =t —j.

The number of choices of the remaining values of the s; is at most the number

of solutions of §; + 89 + - - - + § < m/log (3“/—) —j(r = 8rB/16) < (U - 1)s,
logs ¢ X
where U =m/(r—2)—j/2 < rlogr, which is at most UeV == U ) As before,
og s rlogrlogs .
) = (1 +0(1))s/logs, and (since U <e B Odlog®s) - e°W)), the

total number K of these sequences is

O(r (6Jem) (m/r)((1+0(1))s/logs) 2V 8 W (sym/ (r—2)

— O(s—j/ﬁleW(s)m/r),

{5

and, since j > r1%/16 ford = .

_ ﬁ% we have K - e—md < e_\/;.
Consider now the remaining case where there are less than #1516 alues of i <

t withs; < s and consider the largest continuation of 1*! in wiww € L") (3+¢7"),
T = |rlogr] of the form 11221222 ... 1%, s; > s - 371516 for each j. Taking
j1 minimum and jo maximum with s;,, sj, > s (notice that jj +¢ — jo < r15/16),
the number N of such worgis is at most 3{1+‘_j2M < 3’15/16M, where M is the
number of elements of B(T'), where r - (T' = 1) < r(1'1+1221222 ... 1%1!) <
r-T. Wehave T < T = (j1 +t — jo)/2 and M(T) < " < ord(T-Ui+=j2)/2)
soN < erdT(3e_”l/2)]1” ~J2_ Since, by our lower estimates on d(8 + &), l()g N

M, it follows that d > » and thus

>

log M log r—loglogr
rT r

(8¢ U2)in+=12 < (3(logr/r)V/2)i1H 2 < 1

and, adding these estimates for all possible choices of (ji,t — jo), we get N

INIA

97T This, together with the previous estimates, implies that d(3 + y;)
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2d + O(l/r?). Indeed, (e_Tr)‘z“/r2 = ¢ Tlre=rdl el_l"gre_”ZT, and thus
QerdT(e—Tr)dH/r2 < Qel7lo8m = 961y = o(1).

Finally suppose that F' is a twice continuously-differentiable function such
that

d(8+e)=F(s)+o (—log | 1°g8|)

|log &
By the mean value theorem there is & € (xy, y;) such that
Fy) - Flw) _ (IOg | IOgykl)
Vi~ T yillogy|?
Let ¢y > 1 be a constant we will chose later. By Theorem [I.2]we have

F' (&) =

| |
F(ewy) = F(n) = g1(ciye) —g1(m) + O (M)

| log yi |2

= (2log(cr) +o(1))1°g|1°g9fjl +O
| 1og |

(1Og [log vl )
[log yi |2

By choosing ¢; > 1 large enough and using the mean value theorem, we obtain
&, € (W, c1y) such that

, = log |lo
F'(E) > C- gl gy;;l
Vil log yil

Hence for each &, we can find a point in (&, &) where the second derivative of
F is positive and also a point in (&, &) (for £ large enough) where the second
derivative of F is negative.

APPENDIX A. BASIC FACTS AND ESTIMATES ON CONTINUED FRACTIONS

Let @ = ¢;...¢c, € (N*)" be a finite word of length n > 0. We define

K(cy...cy) to be the continuant of «, that is, the denominator of the fraction
[05¢1,...,¢,]. The following lemma can be found in the book by Cusick—
Flahive [CF89, Appendix 2].
Lemma A.1 (Euler’s property of continuants). The continuant K(cy . ..cy,) is
equal to a sum of certain products of the integers cy, . .., c,. Moreover, the products
that appear in this sum can be determined in the following way. Start with the product
€1 - .cy. Now, include all products obtained by removing pairs of adjacent integers.
Continue by including all products obtained by removing two separate pairs of adjacent
integers, and follow this procedure until no pair remains. Observe that if n is even, then
the empty product, equal to 1, must be also included.

As a corollary, we obtain that

K(cy...cp) =K(cr...cm)K(epar - cn) +K(er .. 1)K (cpag ... n)

Jorany 1 <m < n.
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In particular, the previous lemma implies that

K(c1) =1
K(Clcg) =c1-c9+ 1
K(616263) =cC1-c9-cg+cyt+cg
K(616263C4) =C(C1:€9-C3:C4+C]-Co+Cl -Cq+cCg-Cqg+ 1.
Let0 =6y...0, € (N)", a=(2,2) and b = (1, 1). Using Euler’s property
of continuants we can find a gap between the size of the intervals of the following
words:

2
s(bob)™! < (5 + 93 + 93) 40 (),
1 n

(A.1)
10 10

+—
01+1 6,+1

2
s(afa)™! > (25 + ) 40 ().

Indeed, using the convention ¢p = 1 and ¢_1 = 0 we have

Qn+4(b9b) =4q¢,(0) +2q,-1(61...0,-1) +2¢,-1(62...6,)
+ QH—Q(GQ oo en—l)
2 2
< 5 - - n )
_( +91 +9n)q (0)
QH+4(a9a) = 25(]71(9) + 10(]71—1(91 cee en—l) + 1OQn—l(92 cee 9")
+4q,-9(0g...0,-1)
10 10

P n9:
61+1+0,,+1)q()

> (25+

and finally we use ¢,, (a1 ... an)% <s(ai...ay) < 2qm(ai...an)?.
Lemma A.2. Let w be a nonempty finite word in 1 and 2 of length n € N*. We have
that

3+V5

(n—3) log( )s r(w) < (n+ 1) log(3 +2V2).

Proof. Givena =cj ...c, € (N*)", we have that

1

s(a) = ——,
qn (qn + QH—I)

so s(a@) is minimized when ¢, and ¢,_1 are maximized; and maximized when
¢n and ¢,_1 are minimized. This happens, respectively, when ¢, = P, (where
P, is the n-th Pell number) and where ¢, = F,, (where F,, is the n-th Fibonacci
number). Hence,

r(1") < r(w) < r(2%).
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Moreover, we have that

S(ln)_l =1 (Fn+1 + Fn)

1 " \/34_1 (3+\/§)n+l \/3_1 (3_\/3)n+1
=—=(-1) I — -

5

10 2 10 2

1 V541 (3+\/3)"+1_\/3—1

275 10 9 9
n+1 n—1
A2 Va1 [(8+v5\" ) 345
' ~ 710 9 =172 ’

and, on the other hand, we have that

(8+2V2)" — (8 — 2V2)"

5(271)—1 = Pn(Pn + Pn—l) =

4v2
C n+l
< M < (8+2V9)r!,

4v2

Thus, we obtain that
(n—1)log (3 al \/3) < Tlogs(w)~! < (n+1)log(3 +2V2).
Finally, since 2log (#) > 1, we get that
(n —3)log (3 al \/E) <r(w) = [logs(w)™'| < (n+1)log(8 + 2V2).

O
Lemma A.8. Let w be a finite word and let v be a factor of w. Then, s(w) < s(v)
and r(w) > r(v).

Proof. Assume first that v is a prefix of w, so w = v for some word S. Then,
s(w) =s(vB) = |I(vB)| < [I(v)| = s(v), since, by definition, I(vB) C I(v).
Assume now that w = avB for some words «, B, where a is nonempty.
Then, s(w) = s(avB) < s(av) < 2s(@)s(v). Moreover, if a starts with the
letter ¢, then we have that s(a) < s(c). Since s(¢c) = 1/(c? + ¢), we have that
s(¢) < 1/2. We obtain that s(w) < s(v), as desired. O

A property that is useful to simplify some computations is
r(wikikgwg) > r(wi) +r(wg)

for any positive integers such that (&1, k9) # (1, 1) and any words w;, we. In-
deed, it follows from

s(wikikowg) < 4s(kike) s(wi) s(wg) < s(wr)s(wg)/3.
For (k1, k9) = (1, 1) we have that r(wibwg) > r(wy) + r(wg) — 1, since r(b) = 1.
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Nevertheless, we will prove some sharper bounds that we will use to get
cleaner statements of the lemmas.

Let sy, ..., s, be nonnegative integers with £ > 2. We will show that
(A.3) r(1°1221%222...221%) > (s; + -+ s, + 3(£ — 2)) log (3 +2\/§) .

and
(A.4) r(20112%211...112%) > (s1+---+s, +€ — 2)log(8 + 2\/5)

First, we will show inductively that

(A.5) q(1312213222 - 22135) > FX1+...+X€+3(5_1)+1,
and
(A.6) G(2U112211 .. 1127) > Py yoopyar

Using Euler’s property of continuants (Lemmal[A.T)
g(1921%) = g(1)q(221%) +¢(1)g(21%),
Since ¢(1°) = Fy41 one has
q(221°) = 5¢(1°) + 2¢(1°7") = 5F,41 + 2F, = 8F,,; + 2F 0,

q(21%) = 2¢(1°) +q(1'"') = 2F 41 + F.
From the identity
FoFp + Funo1Fpno1 = Fyim-1,
we get
Fur19(221") + Fq(21") = Fs1 (2F a9 + 3Fp41) + F (2F 01 + )
= 2F4m+2 + Fpamer + 2801 Fpg
(A7) = Foimaa + 2F0F 1.

Thus
q(11221%) = g(1)q(221?) +q(1"~")g(21%)
=F,,419(221%) + F,,¢(21%)
= Fysgua + 28 11 Fg41.

Hence (A5 is true for £ = 2. Assuming it for £, we use (A7) withn =s7+---+
se+3(€—1)+1and m = s, to obtain
q(1°1221222 .. 221°+1) = (1912219222 ... 221%)q(221°")+
g(1°1221%222 ... 221~ Hg(21°+)
> F,q(221°+1) + F,,_1¢g(21°+1)

2 Fs1+-~-+sg+1+3€+l
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Finally, using (A.2)
s(1°1221%222...221°) 71 > Fy y 30— 1941
(Fsp 4 oasp480-1)41 + Fyppoaspa8(0-1))

sp+etse+3(0-1)—-1
5 (3 +2\/§) .

On the other hand, using that F,,,9 < 8F, we get

3+v5)\
2

_ 3
s(ln) = Fn+1Fn+2 < ZF2n+2 < (

SO
(A.8) r(1") < nlog((3 +V5)/2).

Similarly, one has that ¢(2°) = Py, and ¢(112°) = Py,9. The Pell numbers
also satisfy the identity

PuPy + Py 1P = Prpp1.
Hence
Poig(112") + P,g(12") = Ppy1 Prvg + Py (P + Priy)
= Puimsg + Pu Py
Therefore by induction
q(27112%11...112°¢") > Py 1o eq(112°) + Py higpre— 19 (12°¢1)
> Py ebgpasp +(041)
Finally to show we use that
s(29112211...112%)7" > P? > 4(3 + 2V2)" 2

where n =51+ -+ +sp + €.
LemmaA4. Ifa =cy...c, € (N*)" then
[1;Cn+ 1] < S(a'*) < [hcn]
[1;e1] s(a) = [Lier +1]

and, hence,

—log(1+ ! 1)—13 r(a) —r(a®) Slog(l+l)+l.

Cn Cn

Proof. By Euler’s property of continuants (Lemmal[A.I) we have ¢, (¢ ...c,) =
gn(cy .. .c1) thus

s(cx*)_1 =qu(cn...c)(qn(cp...c1)+qu-1(cy...co))

1 C
I)QH (Cn o Cl)z

c1 +

2(1+

1 2
(1+Cl+1)9n(cl---cn) ’
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while
s(@)”' = qulcr .- c)(@uler ) +qu-1(c1 - - co-1))
< (1 + l) gn(c1...cn)?.
Cﬂ
Hence
s(@) __[lic,]
s(e) ~ [Lier+1]
By symmetry we obtain the lower bound. O
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