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CONSERVATION STRENGTH OF THE INFINITE

PIGEONHOLE PRINCIPLE FOR TREES

C. T. CHONG, WEI WANG, AND YUE YANG

Abstract. Let TT
1 be the combinatorial principle stating that

every finite coloring of the infinite full binary tree has a homoge-
neous isomorphic subtree. Let RT

2

2
and WKL0 denote respectively

the principles of Ramsey’s theorem for pairs and weak König’s
lemma. It is proved that TT

1 + RT
2

2
+ WKL0 is Π0

3
-conservative

over the base system RCA0. Thus over RCA0, TT1 and Ramsey’s
theorem for pairs prove the same Π0

3
-sentences.

1. Introduction

Let RCA0 be the system in the language of second-order arithmetic
consisting of the usual arithmetic laws, the recursive comprehension
axiom, and the Σ1-induction scheme. The main objective of reverse
mathematics is to investigate the proof-theoretic strength of a mathe-
matical theorem formulated in this language over a base system such
as RCA0. This approach has proved to be very fruitful as can be seen
from numerous examples in the literature. Of particular relevance to
the subject of this paper are weak König’s lemma (WKL0) and Ram-
sey’s theorem for pairs (RT2

2), two theorems which, when coupled with
RCA0, constitute major subsystems of second-order arithmetic. WKL0

states that every infinite binary tree has an infinite path. Its proof-
theoretic strength was shown by Harrington (unpublished, see Simpson
[13]) to be Π1

1-conservative over RCA0, i.e. every Π1
1-sentence provable

in WKL0 is already provable in RCA0. RT
2
2 states that for every two-

coloring of pairs of natural numbers, there is an infinite set in which all
pairs of numbers have the same color. It was shown by Hirst [6] that
RCA0 + RT

2
2 implies the Σ2-bounding scheme BΣ2 whose strength lies

strictly between Σ1- and Σ2-induction (Paris and Kirby [11]). Princi-
ples related to, or inspired by, RT2

2 are arguably the most intensively
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CHONG, WANG, AND YANG

studied combinatorial principles in reverse mathematics in the past 25
years. It is a long standing open problem whether, over RCA0, RT

2
2

is Π1
1-conservative over BΣ2. A significant step towards resolving the

open problem was taken by Patey and Yokoyama [12] who showed that
RT

2
2 + WKL0 is Π0

3-conservative over RCA0. This result motivated the
study of the corresponding problem, discussed in this paper, on finite
coloring of the full binary tree.

Let TT1 be the principle stating that every finite coloring of nodes in
the full infinite binary tree has an isomorphic subtree that is homoge-
neous (or monochromatic), i.e. a tree in which all nodes have the same
color. TT

1 is a deceptively simple principle: Given an instance of TT1

in a standard model of RCA0, i.e. one whose first order part is the set
of standard natural numbers, a straightforward argument shows that
above some fixed node there is a dense set of nodes computable in the
coloring (viewed as a function on the full binary tree) with the same
color, and this offers an immediate solution to the instance. However,
as proved in Corduan, Groszek and Mileti [4], the picture is very dif-
ferent for TT

1 in a model of RCA0 in which Σ2-induction (IΣ2) does
not hold.

Recent studies show that TT
1 shares an important property with

RT
2
2 (Chong, Li, Wang and Yang [1], Chong, Slaman and Yang [3]):

Over RCA0, the inductive strength of TT
1 and RT

2
2 each lies strictly

below IΣ2. In fact, by combining the constructions in [1] and [3], one
can derive the same result for TT

1 + RT
2
2 + WKL0, although the two

coloring principles are long known to imply BΣ2. On the other hand, it
was shown in [1] that RCA0 +TT

1 is Π1
1-conservative over PΣ1 +BΣ2,

where PΣ1 is a Π0
3-sentence shown by Kreuzer and Yokoyama [9] to

be equivalent to a number of principles, including the totality of the
Ackermann function as well as the bounded monotone enumeration
principle BME1, introduced in Chong, Slaman and Yang [2] for the
separation of stable Ramsey’s theorem principle SRT

2
2 from RT

2
2. It is

not known if RCA0 + RT
2
2 is Π1

1-conservative over PΣ1 + BΣ2.
In this paper, we show in Theorem 3.2 that TT

1 + RT
2
2 + WKL0 is

Π0
3-conservative over RCA0. This exhibit yet another common property

shared by TT
1 and RT

2
2. It follows (Corollary 3.3) that this system does

not imply PΣ1.
Apart from being of independent interest, Theorem 3.2 also sheds

light on the problem comparing the strengths of TT
1 and RT

2
2 over

RCA0. First, since TT
1 holds in every model of RCA0 + IΣ2, one con-

cludes immediately that RCA0 + TT
1 6→ RT

2
2. The converse is not

known. One may investigate the problem from the angle of relative
conservation strength. Thus, if TT1 is not Π0

3-conservative over RCA0,
then it would follow that RT2

2 does not imply TT
1 over RCA0. Theorem

3.2 shows that this approach does not resolve the problem.
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THE INFINITE PIGEONHOLE PRINCIPLE FOR TREES

Our strategy to establish Theorem 3.2 is broadly speaking similar
in outline to that in Ko lodziejczyk and Yokoyama [8], although the
details are naturally different. In Section 2, we prove a combinatorial
result (Theorem 2.3) which states that if a “very large” finite tree is
finitely colored then it contains an almost homogeneous subtree which
is “sufficiently large”. The combinatorial theorem is then applied in
Section 3 to prove the conservation result.

We conclude this section by fixing or recalling some standard no-
tations. Given a set X , let [X ]n denote the collection of n-element
subsets of X . When n = 2, elements of [X ]2 are identified with or-
dered pairs (x, y) where x < y. Greek letters ρ, σ, τ, η, . . . denote finite
binary strings. Given σ and τ , write σ � τ (respectively σ ≺ τ) if σ is
a (respectively proper) initial segment of τ . The length of σ is denoted
|σ|, and the initial segment of σ of length n (if it exists) is denoted
σ ↾ n. Two strings are compatible if one is an initial segment of the
other. A tree is a set of finite strings closed under initial segments. A
subset S is compatible with σ if all members of S are compatible with
σ. By abuse of notation, we write 2i for both 2i as a natural number
and as the set of all strings of length i, which will be clear from the
context to which object the notation refers.

Subsets of N are denoted X, Y, Z,Xi, Yi, Zi etc. Very often, we will
restrict our attention to a finite section {σ ∈ 2<ω : |σ| ∈ X} of a
“large” finite set X , large in the sense of Ketonen and Solovay [7].
Recall that a nonempty set X is ω-large if |X| > minX . Given x, X
and Y , write X < Y if X = ∅ 6= Y or maxX < minY , and write
x < X (respectively X < x) if {x} < X (respectively X < {x}).
Given n ∈ N, a stack of sets {Xm : m < n} (of size n) is a collection
of nonempty finite sets such that Xm < Xm+1 for m < n− 1. We say
that X is ωd · n-large if X is the union of a stack of n many ωd-large
sets; and X is ωd+1-large if X = {minX}∪X1 where minX1 > minX
and X1 is ωd · minX-large. The following property of α-largeness will
be used, sometimes implicitly, in the subsequent discussion:

Fact 1.1. If X is ωn-large and f : X → Y is an injection such that
f(x) ≤ x for all x, then Y is also ωn-large.

In particular, a superset of an ωn-large set is also ωn-large.

Let exp(x) = 2x and expn+1(x) = exp(expn(x)). The following useful
bound is given in [8, §2].

Fact 1.2. If X is ω3-large then |X| > expminX(minX).

In Section 2, we introduce two notions of largeness for finite trees:
persistence and superpersistence. A tree with either of these properties
is large in the sense that, even after a thinning operation, the resulting
tree continues to contain a subtree that is homogeneous for a given
coloring and of sufficiently large size.

October 13, 2021 3
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2. Persistence and a key combinatorial theorem

This section is devoted to proving Theorem 2.3 which is used in an
essential way to establish our main result in the next section. The proof
of Theorem 2.3 applies a number of combinatorial lemmata concerning
a largeness notion for trees called persistence and its generalization
superpersistence.

For a model M |= RCA0, we let N denote the first-order part of
M and call it the set of natural numbers (in the model). Reference to
standard natural numbers will be explicitly stated to avoid any possible
ambiguity. The reader familiar with fragments of Peano arithmetic will
observe that the discussion in this section can be carried out in any
model of RCA0.

We begin with defining some notions concerning trees.

Definition 2.1. Let X = {x0 < . . . < xn} be a subset of N. A finite
binary tree T is X-quasistrong if

(i) T ∩ 2xi 6= ∅ for every xi ∈ X ;
(ii) for each i < n, every σ ∈ T ∩ 2xi has exactly two incompatible

extensions in T ∩ 2xi+1.

Intuitively, the nodes on an X-quasistrong tree are required to split in
a well-controlled manner determined by X . More precisely, every node
of length xi has incompatible extensions of length xi+1. This allows
one to measure the largeness of such trees in terms of the α-largeness
of X .

Definition 2.2. Given X = {x0 < . . . < xn} ⊆ N and a coloring C of
2<N, a tree T ⊆ 2<N is (C,X)-prehomogeneous for color c if for every
i < n, σ ∈ T ∩ 2xi and σ ≺ τ ∈ T ∩ 2xi+1, there exists a ζ ∈ T such
that σ � ζ � τ and C(ζ) = c. A tree is (C,X)-prehomogeneous if it is
(C,X)-prehomogeneous for some color.

The main combinatorial theorem states:

Theorem 2.3. Let d, k ∈ N. If X is an ω2d+1-large finite set with
minX > max{4, k} and C is a k-coloring of an X-quasistrong finite
binary tree T , then there exist an ωd-large Y ⊆ X and an S ⊆ T such
that S is both Y -quasistrong and (C, Y )-prehomogeneous.

The proof of the theorem requires the use of two types of tree thin-
ning operation. The notion of persistence is related to the first type of
thinning which is induced by coloring of the leaves.

Definition 2.4. Let n, d, k ≥ 1, α = ωd · n and let X be a nonempty
finite subset of N. Then

(i) X is (α, k, 0)-persistent if X is α-large;
(ii) X is (α, k, i)-persistent, for i ≥ 1, if X contains an (α, k, i− 1)-

persistent subset Y such that for any X-quasistrong tree T and

4 October 13, 2021
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any coloring of the leaves C : T ∩ 2maxX → k, there exist a
c < k and a Y -quasistrong finite tree S ⊆ T , such that every
leaf of S has an extension in C−1(c).

From now on, α is always of the form ωd ·n. The persistence property
bears some resemblance to that of α-largeness:

Proposition 2.5.

(i) If k′ ≥ k, i′ ≥ i and X is (α, k′, i′)-persistent, then X is (α, k, i)-
persistent.

(ii) Every (α, k, i)-persistent set is α-large.
(iii) Every superset of an (α, k, i)-persistent set is (α, k, i)-persistent.
(iv) Suppose that X is (α, k, i)-persistent, f : X → Y is injective

and f(x) ≤ x for all x ∈ X. Then Y is also (α, k, i)-persistent.

Proof. (i) and (ii) are immediate.
(iii). Suppose X ⊇ Y and Y is (α, k, i)-persistent. The case where

i = 0 follows from Fact 1.1. Assume that i > 0. Let Z ⊆ Y witness Y
being (α, k, i)-persistent as in Definition 2.4, in particular, Z is (α, k, i−
1)-persistent. Let T be an X-quasistrong tree and C : T ∩ 2maxX → k.
Let TY = T ∩ 2≤maxY . Then, we may assume that TY is Y -quasistrong
(by deleting some nodes if necessary). For σ a leaf of TY , let ζ(σ) ∈
T ∩ 2maxX be the leftmost extension of σ. Define

CY (σ) = C(ζ(σ)).

By the persistence of Y , there exist S and c < k such that S is a
Z-quasistrong subtree of TY and every leaf of S has an extension in
C−1

Y (c). By the definition of CY , every leaf of S has an extension in
C−1(c). Hence Z witnesses X being (α, k, i)-persistent.

(iv). By (iii), we may assume that f is bijective. We prove (iv) by
induction on i. The case where i = 0 follows from Fact 1.1. Below,
assume that i > 0.

Let Z ⊆ X witness X being (α, k, i)-persistent. We prove that f(Z)
witnesses Y being (α, k, i)-persistent. As Z is (α, k, i − 1)-persistent,
f(Z) is (α, k, i − 1)-persistent as well by induction hypothesis. Let T
be a Y -quasistrong tree. As f is bijective, there is an X-quasistrong
tree TX and a bijection g such that g : TX ∩⋃

x∈X 2x → T ∩⋃
y∈Y 2y

and σ ≺ τ in TX if and only if g(σ) ≺ g(τ) in T . Thus g is an
isomorphism in a sense (after we ignore some irrelevant nodes). For
C : T ∩ 2maxY → k, define CX : TX ∩ 2maxX → k by

CX(σ) = C(g(σ)).

Since Z witnesses the persistence of X , there exist c < k and SX such
that SX is a Z-quasistrong subtree of TX and each leaf of SX has an
extension in C−1

X (c). Let

S = {σ ∈ T : σ has an extension in g(SX)}.
October 13, 2021 5
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Then S is f(Z)-quasistrong and each of its leaves has an extension in
C−1(c). �

To prove the existence of (ω, ·, ·)-persistent sets, we begin with a
lemma whose proof is inspired by an idea from Kuc̆era-Gács coding
([10] [5]) in algorithmic randomness.

Lemma 2.6 (Kuc̆era-Gács coding). There exists a primitive recursive
function g : N×Q → N such that if n = g(m, δ) ≥ m ≥ 1 ≥ δ > 0 and
X ∈ [N]≥n, then there exists a Y ∈ [X ]m such that

(i) min Y = minX, and
(ii) for every X-quasistrong tree T and every A ⊆ T ∩ 2maxX with

|A| ≥ δ|T ∩ 2maxX |, there exists a Y -quasistrong tree S such
that S ⊆ T and every leaf of S has an extension in A.

Proof. Let e := e(δ) be the least integer with

(2.1) 2−e < δ.

Define a sequence (ep)p∈N by

e0 = 0, ep =

p∑

r=1

(e + r) = ep−1 + e + p.

Let

(2.2) g(m, δ) = em−1 =

m−1∑

r=1

(e + r) = (m− 1)e +
(m− 1)m

2
.

Fix n = g(m, δ) and X ∈ [N]≥n. We may further assume that X has
exactly n elements

x0 < x1 < . . . < xn−1.

For i < m, let yi = xei , and let

Y = {yi : i < m}.
Let x = maxX . Fix an X-quasistrong tree T and A ⊆ T ∩ 2x such

that |A| ≥ δ|T ∩ 2x| > 2−e|T ∩ 2x|. For each ρ ∈ T , let

Tρ = {σ ∈ T : σ is compatible with ρ}.
Let ρ ∈ T ∩ 2y0 be such that

|A ∩ Tρ ∩ 2x| > 2−e|Tρ ∩ 2x|,
such ρ exists because |A| ≥ δ|T ∩ 2x| and because of the additivity of
the measure. Let

S0 = {σ : σ � ρ}.
Clearly S0 is {y0}-quasistrong.

Suppose that p < m− 1, Sp is a subtree of T ∩ 2≤yp such that Sp is
{yi : i ≤ p}-quasistrong, and

(2.3) |A ∩ Tσ ∩ 2x| > 2−e−p|Tσ ∩ 2x|
6 October 13, 2021
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for each σ ∈ Sp ∩ 2yp.
For each σ ∈ Sp ∩ 2yp, there exist incompatible τ(σ, 0) and τ(σ, 1) ∈

T ∩ 2yp+1 such that

|A ∩ Tτ(σ,i) ∩ 2x| > 2−e−p−1|Tτ(σ,i) ∩ 2x|.
The reason is that if not, the total number of nodes in A ∩ Tσ ∩ 2x

would be at most

t +
2e+p+1 − 1

2e+p+1
t = 2t− 1

2e+p+1
t

where t = |Tτ ∩ 2x| for some (or any) τ ∈ T ∩ 2yp+1, contradicting

|A ∩ Tσ ∩ 2x| > 2−e−p|Tσ ∩ 2x| = 2t.

Let

Sp+1 = {ρ : ∃σ, i(σ ∈ Sp ∩ 2yp ∧ i = 0, 1 ∧ ρ � τ(σ, i))}.
Then Sp+1 ⊆ T is quasistrong with respect to {yi : i ≤ p + 1}. It
follows that S = Sm−1 satisfies the requirement. �

Applying the above, we now show that (ω, ·, ·)-persistent sets exist.

Lemma 2.7. Let g be as in Lemma 2.6. Define

ḡ(x, k, 0) = x + k + 1, ḡ(x, k, i + 1) = g(ḡ(x, k, i), 1/k).

Then for each i,

(i) ḡ(x, k, i) ≤ (x + k + i + 1)2
i

for x ≥ k > 0;
(ii) If |X| > ḡ(minX, k, i), then X is (ω, k, i)-persistent.

Proof. We prove the lemma by induction on i.
(i). First,

ḡ(x, k, 0) = x + k + 1 ≤ (x + k + 1)2
0

.

Suppose i > 0 and let e be the least such that 2−e < 1/k. Then e ≤ k;
and an easy induction on i shows that k < ḡ(x, k, i)/2. Hence

ḡ(x, k, i) = g(ḡ(x, k, i− 1), 1/k)

= (ḡ(x, k, i− 1) − 1)
2e + ḡ(x, k, i− 1)

2
by (2.2)

< ḡ(x, k, i− 1)2 by 2e ≤ 2k < ḡ(x, k, i− 1)

≤ ((x + k + i)2
i−1

)2 < (x + k + i + 1)2
i

.

(ii). If |X| ≥ ḡ(minX, k, 0) ≥ |minX| + 1, then X is ω-large by
definition, and thus (ω, k, 0)-persistent.

Suppose that i > 0 and |X| ≥ ḡ(minX, k, i). Let m = ḡ(minX, k, i−
1). Let Y ∈ [X ]m be as in the conclusion of Lemma 2.6. Note that
m = ḡ(minY, k, i− 1) since minY = minX . By induction hypothesis,
Y is (ω, k, i − 1)-persistent. Let T be an X-quasistrong tree and let

October 13, 2021 7
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C : T ∩ 2maxX → k be a k-coloring for some positive k. Choose c < k
such that

|C−1(c)| ≥ |T ∩ 2maxX |/k.
By Lemma 2.6, there exists a Y -quasistrong tree S ⊆ T whose leaves
have extensions in C−1(c). Thus X is (ω, k, i)-persistent. �

Next, we construct (ωd+1, ·, ·)-persistent sets through the process of
stacking. We introduce a notion generalizing that of quasistrongness.

Definition 2.8. For a stack
−→
X = (Xm : m < n), a tree is

−→
X -

quasistrong if it is Xm-quasistrong for each m < n.

Note that an
−→
X -quasistrong tree T may not be

⋃−→
X -quasistrong

since an element of T ∩ 2maxX0 may not have distinct extensions in
2minX1 . However, the lack of splits between Xi and Xi+1 is the only
missing ingredient.

Lemma 2.9. Suppose that i > 0,
−→
X = (Xm : m < n) is a stack of

(α, k, i)-persistent sets and the persistence of each Xm is witnessed by

Ym. If T is
−→
X -quasistrong and C : 2maxXn−1 → k, then there exist a

c < k and a tree S ⊆ T such that S is (Ym : m < n)-quasistrong and
every leaf of S has an extension in C−1(c).

Proof. We may assume that n > 0. Let X−1 = {0}. If 0 ≤ m < n and
ρ ∈ 2maxXm−1 . Let

Tρ(= Tm
ρ ) := {σ ∈ T : |σ| ≤ maxXm ∧ σ is compatible with ρ}.

Note that Tρ is Xm-quasistrong.
For 0 ≤ m ≤ n−1, define in succession colorings Cm. Let Cn−1 = C.

Suppose that Cm : 2maxXm → k is defined and m − 1 ≥ 0. As Ym

witnesses the persistence of Xm and each Tρ with ρ ∈ 2maxXm−1 is Xm-
quasistrong, we can select cρ < k and a tree Uρ ⊆ Tρ such that Uρ

is Ym-quasistrong and every leaf of Uρ has an extension in C−1
m (cρ).

Define Cm−1 : 2maxXm−1 → k by Cm−1(ρ) = cρ. Define a sequence of
trees {Sm : m < n} as follows:

Let c = c∅, and let S0 = U∅. For m < n, suppose that

• Sm is a subtree of T ∩ 2≤maxXm ;
• Sm is (Yℓ : ℓ ≤ m)-quasistrong;
• every leaf of Sm has an extension in C−1

m (c).

Suppose that m < n− 1. By the definition of Cm, for each leaf σ of
Sm, we can select ρ(σ) ∈ 2maxXm such that σ � ρ(σ) and cρ(σ) = c. Let
Sm+1 be the union of Sm and the trees Uρ(σ)’s for σ ranging over the
leaves of Sm. Then S = Sn−1 is the required tree. �

To obtain an (α ·n, k, i)-persistent set by the process of stacking, we
may need more than n-many (α, k, i)-persistent sets to succeed. The
additional stacks are used to supply the missing splits mentioned after

8 October 13, 2021
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Definition 2.8. Roughly speaking, we keep the even layers in the stack
and discard the odd layers to produce the splits, which reduces the size
by a factor of two. The next lemma provides a sufficient condition.

Lemma 2.10. Suppose that (Xm : m < 2in − 2i + 1) is a stack of
(α, k, i)-persistent sets. Then

⋃
m Xm is (α · n, k, i)-persistent.

Proof. For i = 0, (α · n, k, i)-persistence and α · n-largeness are the
same, and the conclusion holds trivially. Hence assume that i > 0.

Let n̄ = 2in − 2i + 1 and X =
⋃

m<n̄ Xm. For each m, let Ym be
a subset of Xm witnessing the persistence of Xm. Thus, each Ym is
(α, k, i − 1)-persistent. By induction hypothesis, Y =

⋃
2ℓ<n̄ Y2ℓ is an

(α · n, k, i− 1)-persistent subset of X .
Let C : 2maxX → k and let T be an X-quasistrong tree. Then T is

(Xm : m < n̄)-quasistrong. By Lemma 2.9, there exist c < k and a tree
S ′ ⊆ T such that S ′ is (Ym : m < n̄)-quasistrong and every leaf of S ′

has an extension in C−1(c).
Let S0 = S ′∩2≤maxY0, which is Y0-quasistrong. Suppose that 2m < n̄

and Sm is a
⋃

ℓ≤m Y2ℓ-quasistrong subtree of S ′ ∩ 2≤maxY2m .
If 2m = n̄− 1 then let S = Sm.
Suppose that 2m < n̄ − 1. As n̄ is odd, 2m + 1 < n̄ − 1 as well. If

σ is a leaf of Sm, |σ| = max Y2m. For each such σ, select two distinct
extensions of σ in S ′∩2maxY2m+1 , and denote them by ρ(σ, 0) and ρ(σ, 1).
The ρ(σ, j)’s exist because of S ′ being Y2m+1-quasistrong. Let

Sm+1 = {τ ∈ S ′ : |τ | ≤ max Y2m+2, τ is compatible with some ρ(σ, j)}.
Then Sn̄−1 is the Y -quasistrong subtree that we wanted. �

The lemma below allows us to construct (ωd+1, ·, ·)-persistent sets by
stacking a sufficient number of (ωd, ·, ·)-persistent sets.

Lemma 2.11. If X is (ωd · (minX + 1), k, i)-persistent, then it is
(ωd+1, k, i)-persistent.

Proof. If X is (ωd·(minX+1), k, 0)-persistent, then X is ωd·(minX+1)-
large and thus ωd+1-large. So X is (ωd+1, k, 0)-persistent.

Suppose that i > 0 and X is (ωd · (minX + 1), k, i)-persistent. Let
Y ⊆ X witness the persistence of X . Then Y is (ωd · (minX +1), k, i−
1)-persistent. Let

Z = {minX} ∪ (Y − {minY }).

By Proposition 2.5, Z is (ωd · (minX + 1), k, i− 1)-persistent as well.
By the induction hypothesis and the fact that minZ = minX , Z is
(ωd+1, k, i− 1)-persistent.

Let T be an X-quasistrong tree and C : T ∩ 2maxX → k. As Y
witnesses the persistence of X , there exist a c < k and an S such that
S is a Y -quasistrong subtree of T and every leaf of S has an extension
in C−1(c). Let

y1 = min(Y − {minY }).

October 13, 2021 9
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By the Y -quasistrongness of S, we can select two distinct elements in
S ∩ 2y1 , say σ0 and σ1, which extend a string in S ∩ 2minY . Then σ0

and σ1 extend a common string in S ∩ 2minX as well. Let

U = {τ ∈ S : τ is compatible with one of σ0, σ1}.
Then U is Z-quasistrong and has all its leaves extended by elements of
C−1(c). It follows that Z witnesses X being (ωd+1, k, i)-persistent. �

The following which shows a connection between α-largeness and
persistence is of independent interest. It will not be used in our subse-
quent discussion.

Corollary 2.12. Suppose that d > 0. If X is ω2d+1-large and minX >
max{k, i, 2}, then X is (ωd, k, i)-persistent.

Proof. Suppose that d = 1, X is ω3-large and x0 = minX > max{k, i, 2}.
Then

X = {x0} ∪X1 ∪X2 ∪X3,

where x0 < X1 < X2 < X3 and the Xj’s are ω2-large. For j = 1, 2, 3,
let xj = minXj . Straightforward calculations show that x2 > 2x1 and

|X2 ∪X3| > 2(x2+2)2x2 > (4x2)
2x2 ≥ ḡ(x2, k, i),

where ḡ is as in Lemma 2.7. By Lemma 2.7, X2 ∪ X3 is (ω, k, i)-
persistent. Thus X is (ω, k, i)-persistent as well, by Proposition 2.5.

Now suppose that d > 1, X is ω2d+1-large and x0 = minX >
max{k, i, 2}. Then X = X0 ∪ X1, where X0 and X1 are ω2d-large
sets such that X0 < X1. Let n = 2i(minX + 1) − 2i + 1. As
minX0 = minX ≥ i, maxX0 ≥ n by an easy calculation and that
2d > 2. Then X1 is the union of the following sets

{minX1} < Y0 < . . . < Yn−1 < Yn,

where each Ym is ω2d−1-large. Let f be the map sending every j + 1-th
element of X1 to the j-th element of X . For m < n, each f(Ym) is ω2d−1-
large with min f(Ym) > max{k, i, 2}, and thus (ωd−1, k, i)-persistent;
and min f(Y0) = minX0 = minX . By Lemma 2.10, Z =

⋃
m<n f(Ym)

is (ωd−1 · (minZ + 1), k, i)-persistent. By Lemma 2.11, Z, and thus X ,
is (ωd, k, i)-persistent. �

To incorporate the property of persistence into the construction of
prehomogeneous trees, we introduce another persistence notion similar
to that of α-largeness. This notion will handle colorings of an entire
tree, instead of simply its leaves as in Definition 2.4.

Definition 2.13. A set X is (α, k, i)-superpersistent, if for any collec-
tion {Tρ : ρ ∈ 2minX} of X-quasistrong trees and any C : 2<N → k,
there exist Y ⊆ X and Sρ ⊆ Tρ for each ρ such that Y is (α, k, i)-
persistent, and Sρ is Y -quasistrong as well as (C, Y )-prehomogeneous.
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Observe that, apart from the obvious difference that superpersistence
of X concerns families of trees {Tρ : ρ ∈ 2min X} while persistence
concerns only single trees T , there is the additional point that for the
former one considers colorings of each Tρ rather than just its leaves,
which is the case for th latter, i.e. the leaves of T .

A superpersistent set shares properties similar to those given in
Proposition 2.5 for persistent sets. We state them below without proof:

Proposition 2.14.

(i) If k′ ≥ k, i′ ≥ j and X is (α, k′, i′)-superpersistent, then X is
(α, k, i)-superpersistent.

(ii) Every (α, k, i)-superpersistent set is α-large.
(iii) Every superset of an (α, k, i)-superpersistent set is also (α, k, i)-

superpersistent.
(iv) Suppose that X is (α, k, i)-superpersistent, f : X → Y is in-

jective and f(x) ≤ x for all x ∈ X. Then Y is also (α, k, i)-
superpersistent.

We begin proving the existence of (ω, ·, ·)-superpersistent sets with
the following two lemmata.

Lemma 2.15. Let Y ⊂ N, ǫ, δ ∈ (0, 1) be rational, S be a finite set
and let {Ry : y ∈ Y } be a family of subsets of S with |Ry| ≥ δ|S|. For
p ∈ [S]2, let Yp = {y ∈ Y : p ∈ [Ry]

2}. Let P = {p ∈ [S]2 : |Yp| ≥
ǫ|Y |}. Then

|P | > (δ|S| − 1)2 − ǫ|S|2
2(1 − ǫ)

.

In particular, if (δ−√
ǫ)|S| > 1 then there is a p such that |Yp| > ǫ|Y |.

Proof. We do a counting argument. Consider the set

Q = {(p, y) : p ∈ [Ry]
2}.

On the one hand, as |Ry| ≥ δ|S|, there are at least 2−1δ|S|(δ|S| − 1)
many elements in each [Ry]

2, thus

|Q| ≥ 2−1δ|S|(δ|S| − 1)|Y | > 2−1(δ|S| − 1)2|Y |.
On the other hand, Q = {(p, y) : p ∈ [Ry]

2} = {(p, y) : y ∈ Yp}, thus

|Q| =
∑

p∈P

|Yp| +
∑

p 6∈P

|Yp| < |P ||Y | + (2−1|S|2 − |P |)ǫ|Y |.

Hence

|P | > (δ|S| − 1)2 − ǫ|S|2
2(1 − ǫ)

.

In particular, when (δ−√
ǫ)|S| > 1, P is nonempty, the result follows.

�

Fix a subset X of N.
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Lemma 2.16. There is a primitive recursive function h : N2×Q → N

such that for any Y , {Tk : k < ℓ} and {Ak,y : k < ℓ, y ∈ Y } satisfying

(a) Y is a (finite) subset of X and |Y | ≥ h(ℓ,m, δ);
(b) {Tk : k < ℓ} is a family of X-quasistrong trees and Tk ∩ 2minX

has a single element ρk;
(c) Ak,y ⊆ Tk ∩ 2y and |Ak,y| ≥ δ|Tk ∩ 2y|,

there exist a Z ∈ [X ]m and a family of trees {Sk : k < ℓ} such that

(i) minZ = minX;
(ii) Sk is a Z-quasistrong subtree of Tk, and

(iii) if (x, z) ∈ [Z]2 and σ ∈ Sk ∩ 2z, then σ ↾ y ∈ Ak,y for some
y ∈ Y ∩ [x, z].

In fact the most important property of h that we will need is the
following: for all m, ℓ > 0, 0 < δ ≤ 1 rational,

(2.4) h(ℓ,m, δ) ≥ h(2ℓ,m− 1, δ/4)23ℓ(e+2) + e + 3,

where e is the least such that 2−e < δ.

Remark. The informal idea is that h(ℓ,m, δ) offers enough space to
accommodate a desired Z of size m. If m− 1-many members of Z are
determined, then in the course of obtaining the mth-member of Z, the
number ℓ of leaves of Sk is doubled to 2ℓ and the density δ may be
reduced by some factor, say 1/4. In the above inequality, the numbers
23ℓ(e+2) and e + 3 come from combinatorial calculations that show up
in the proof below.

There exist primitive recursive functions satisfying (2.4). For in-
stance, we may take

(2.5) h(ℓ,m, δ) = exp{eℓ exp(5m)},
where e is the least integer such that 2−e < δ. If ℓ and m are positive,
then

h(2ℓ,m− 1, δ/4)23ℓ(e+2) = exp{(e + 2)ℓ exp(5m− 4) + 3(e + 2)ℓ}
≤ exp{eℓ(exp(5m− 2) + 9)}
≤ h(ℓ,m, δ) − (e + 3).

Hence h satisfies (2.4).

Proof. Suppose that Y , {Tk} and {Ak,y} satisfy (a)–(c). Then |Y | ≥
h(ℓ,m, δ) > e+ 3. Let Y0 be obtained by removing the first e+ 3 many
elements from Y , and let y0 = minY0. Clearly, by (2.4)

(2.6) |Y0| ≥ h(ℓ,m, δ) − (e + 3) ≥ h(2ℓ,m− 1, δ/4)23ℓ(e+2).

Note that by the quasistrongness of Tk,

(2.7) y ∈ Y0 → |Tk ∩ 2y| ≥ 2e+3.
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For each y ∈ Y0, let

Bk,y = {σ ∈ Tk ∩ 2y : ∃x ∈ Y0 ∩ [0, y](σ ↾ x ∈ Ak,x)}.
We chop the (density) interval [0, 1] into 2e+2 many subintervals and

consider the interval [ v
2e+2 ,

v+1
2e+2 ) that

|Bk,y|

|Tk∩2y |
falls into and define:

fy : ℓ → 2e+2, fy(k) = max
{
v < 2e+2 : |Bk,y| ≥

v

2e+2
|Tk ∩ 2y|

}
.

Since there are 2ℓ(e+2) many such fy’s, by (2.6) and the Pigeonhole
Principle we can select Y1 ⊆ Y0 such that

(2.8) |Y1| ≥ h(2ℓ,m− 1, δ/4)22ℓ(e+2),

and for all y, y′ ∈ Y1, fy = fy′ . Let y1 = minY1 and Bk = Bk,y1. Note
that for each y ∈ Y1 and k < ℓ,

(2.9) |{σ ∈ Ak,y : σ ↾ y1 ∈ Bk}| > (δ − 2−e−2)|Tk ∩ 2y| > 3δ

4
|Tk ∩ 2y|.

The first inequality uses the fact that

|{σ ∈ Ak,y : σ ↾ y1 6∈ Bk}| <
1

2e+2
|Tk ∩ 2y|,

since otherwise, the number
|Bk,y|

|Tk∩2y|
would fall into some interval [ v′

2e+2 ,
v′+1
2e+2 )

with v′ > v, contradicting the definition of Y1. For each ζ ∈ Tk ∩ 2y1 ,
let

Tk,ζ = {σ ∈ Tk : σ is compatible with ζ},
and let

Ak,ζ,y = Ak,y ∩ Tk,ζ.

For k < ℓ and y ∈ Y1, let

Dk,y =

{
ζ ∈ Bk : |Ak,ζ,y| ≥

δ

4
|Tk,ζ ∩ 2y|

}
.

Then for y ∈ Y1,

|{σ ∈ Ak,y : σ ↾ y1 ∈ Bk}| =
∣∣ ⋃

ζ∈Dk,y

Ak,ζ,y

∣∣ +
∣∣ ⋃

ζ∈Bk−Dk,y

Ak,ζ,y

∣∣

<

( |Dk,y|
|Tk ∩ 2y1| +

δ

4

)
|Tk ∩ 2y|.

Putting this together with (2.9), we obtain

(2.10) |Dk,y| ≥ 2−1δ|Tk ∩ 2y1 |.
By (2.7) and (2.10), we can apply Lemma 2.15 to Y1, ǫ = δ2

42
, δ

2
, S =

T0 ∩ 2y1 and the family (D0,y : y ∈ Y1). Since (δ −√
ǫ)|S| > 1 because

|S| ≥ 2y1 > 2e+2, we obtain p = (ζ(0, 0), ζ(0, 1)) and Z0 which is the
Yp in Lemma 2.15 such that ζ(0, 0) and ζ(0, 1) are distinct elements
of T0 ∩ 2y1, ζ(0, i) ∈ D0,y for y ∈ Z0 ⊆ Y1 and |Z0| ≥ 2−4δ2|Y1|. By
(ℓ − 1)-many inductive applications of Lemma 2.15, from T1 to Tℓ−1

consecutively, we have Zℓ ⊆ Z0 ⊆ Y1 and (ζ(k, i) : k < ℓ, i < 2) such
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that ζ(k, 0) and ζ(k, 1) are distinct elements of Tk ∩ 2y1 , ζ(k, i) ∈ Dk,y

for y ∈ Zℓ and |Zℓ| ≥ 2−4ℓδ2ℓ|Y1|.
Let X ′ = X ∩ [y1,∞), Y ′ = Zℓ. By (2.8) and 2−e < δ,

|Y ′| ≥ h(2ℓ,m− 1, δ/4).

Applying the induction hypothesis to X ′, Y ′, the Tk,ζ(k,i)’s and Ak,ζ(k,i),y’s,
we conclude that there exist Z ′ ∈ [X ′]m−1 and Sk,ζ(k,i) (i = 0, 1) such
that

• minZ ′ = minX ′ = y1;
• Sk,ζ(k,i) is a Z ′-quasistrong subtree of Tk,ζ(k,i);
• If (x, z) ∈ [Z ′]2 and σ ∈ Sk,ζ(k,i) then σ ↾ y ∈ Ak,ζ(k,i),y for some
y ∈ Y ′ ∩ [x, z].

Finally, let Z = {minX} ∪ Z ′ ∈ [X ]m, and for each k < ℓ, let

Sk = {σ : ∃i < 2(σ ≺ ζ(k, i))} ∪ Sk,ζ(k,0) ∪ Sk,ζ(k,1).

It is straightforward to verify that Z and the Sk’s satisfy conditions (ii)
and (iii). �

Lemma 2.17. There is a primitive recursion function h̄ : N3 → N

such that for all X, (Tρ : ρ ∈ 2minX) and C such that

(a) X is a finite set with |X| ≥ h̄(minX, n, k),
(b) (Tρ : ρ ∈ 2minX) is a collection of trees where each Tρ is X-

quasistrong and compatible with ρ,
(c) C :

⋃
ρ Tρ → k is a coloring,

there exist a Z ∈ [X ]n and a family (Sρ ⊆ Tρ : ρ ∈ 2minX) satisfying

(i) minZ = minX;
(ii) Each Sρ is Z-quasistrong and (C,Z)-prehomogeneous.

Proof. We verify that

h̄(x, n, k) = h(2x, n, 1/k)k2x

works. For each x ∈ X , define fx : 2minX → k as follows:

fx(ρ) = min

{
c < k : |Tρ ∩ 2x ∩ C−1(c)| ≥ |Tρ ∩ 2x|

k

}
.

By (a) and the Pigeonhole Principle, we can select Y ⊆ X such that
|Y | ≥ h(2minX , n, 1/k) and fx = fy for all (x, y) ∈ [Y ]2. Let f = fy for
any y ∈ Y .

For each ρ ∈ 2minX and y ∈ Y , let

Aρ,y = Tρ ∩ 2y ∩ C−1(f(ρ)).

It is easy to verify that X, Y , and the Tρ’s as well as Aρ,y’s satisfy the
hypothesis of Lemma 2.16 for ℓ = 2minX , m = n and δ = 1/k. Hence
there exist Z ∈ [X ]n and (Sρ : ρ ∈ 2minX) satisfying the conclusions of
Lemma 2.16. Then Z and the Sρ’s are as required. �
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We are now ready to show the existence of (ω, ·, ·)-superpersistent
sets.

Lemma 2.18. If |X| ≥ h̄(minX, ḡ(minX, k, i), k) then X is (ω, k, i)-
superpersistent.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemmata 2.7 and 2.17. �

Lemmata 2.7 and 2.18 imply the following.

Corollary 2.19. Suppose that k > 0, X is ω3-large and minX >
max{k, i, 4}. Then X is (ω, k, i)-superpersistent.

Proof. Let k > 0 and X be ω3-large with x = minX > max{k, i, 4}.
Let e be the least such that 2−e > 1/k. So e ≤ k. Clearly, h̄ is
increasing on the second variable. By Lemma 2.7,

h̄(x, ḡ(x, k, i), k) ≤ h(2x, (x + k + i + 1)2
i

, 1/k)k2x

≤ exp{k2x exp(5(x + k + i + 1)2
i

) + k2x}.
Since x > max{k, i, 4},

k2x exp(5(x + k + i + 1)2
i

) + k2x < x exp((3x)2
x

+ x)

< exp2(x2x) < exp4(x).

Thus h̄(x, ḡ(x, k, i), k) < exp5(x). By Fact 1.2 and X being ω3-large,

|X| ≥ expx(x) > h̄(x, ḡ(x, k, i), k).

Hence X is (ω, k, i)-large by Lemma 2.18. �

Next, we climb up the ladder of (ωe, ·, ·)-superpersistence by the
process of stacking. We need the following variation of prehomogeneity
regarding stacks.

Definition 2.20. Let C be a coloring on a tree T and
−→
X = (Xm :

m < n) be a stack. We say that T is (C,
−→
X )-prehomogeneous, if it is

(C,Xm)-prehomogeneous for each m < n.

Note that a (C,
−→
X )-prehomogeneous tree T may not be (C,

⋃−→
X )-

prehomogeneous, since T could be (C,X0)-prehomogeneous with color
c0, but (C,X1)-prehomogeneous with a different color c1.

Lemma 2.21. Suppose that

(a)
−→
X = (Xm : m < n) is a stack of (α, k, i+n−1)-superpersistent
sets;

(b) {Tρ : ρ ∈ 2minX0} is a collection of
−→
X -quasistrong trees where

each Tρ is compatible with ρ;
(c) C is a k-coloring on

⋃
ρ Tρ.

Then there exist a stack
−→
Y = (Ym : m < n) and a collection {Sρ : ρ ∈

2minX0} such that
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(i) Ym is an (α, k, i)-persistent subset of Xm,

(ii) Sρ is a
−→
Y -quasistrong and (C,

−→
Y )-prehomogeneous subtree of

Tρ.

Proof. Let x0 = minX0.
If m < n and ζ ∈ Tρ ∩ 2minXm , let

T̂ζ = {η ∈ Tρ : |η| ≤ maxXm ∧ η is compatible with ζ}.
As Xm is (α, k, i + n− 1)-superpersistent for all m < n, select Y 0

m and
Uζ , where ζ ∈ 2minXm , such that

• Y 0
m is a (α, k, i + n− 1)-persistent subset of Xm;

• Uζ is a Y 0
m-quasistrong subtree of T̂ζ and

• Uζ is (C, Y 0
m)-prehomogeneous with color cζ.

For ρ with length x0, let S0
ρ = Uρ and c0ρ = cρ. Suppose that m < n

and we have the following data,

• Y m
ℓ is an (α, k, i + n− 1 −m)-persistent subset of Xm;

• −→
Y m

≤m = (Y m
ℓ : ℓ ≤ m);

• For each ρ ∈ 2x0, Sm
ρ is a subtree of Tρ ∩ 2≤maxXm ;

• Sm
ρ is

−→
Y m

≤m-quasistrong and (C,
−→
Y m

≤m)-prehomogeneous.

If m = n− 1, let Yℓ = Y n−1
ℓ and Sρ = Sn−1

ρ . Then Yℓ’s and Sρ’s are
as required.

Suppose that m < n − 1. We construct the Y m+1
ℓ ’s and Sm+1

ρ ’s as
follows.

Let Y m+1
ℓ witness the (α, k, i + n − 1 − m)-persistence of Y m

ℓ . So
Y m+1
ℓ is an (α, k, i + n− 1 −m− 1)-persistent subset of Xm. For σ a

leaf of Sm
ρ , select ζ(σ) be such that σ ≺ ζ(σ) ∈ Tρ ∩ 2minXm+1 . Let

Cm(σ) = cζ(σ).

Then Cm is a k-coloring on the leaves of Sm
ρ ’s. By Lemma 2.9, for each

Sm
ρ , there exist cmρ < k and Ŝm

ρ such that Ŝm
ρ is a subtree of Sm

ρ , Ŝm
ρ is

(Y m+1
ℓ : ℓ ≤ m)-quasistrong, and every leaf τ of Ŝm

ρ has an extension

σ(τ) in C−1
m (cmρ ). By the definition of Cm, each σ(τ) corresponds to

ζ(σ(τ)) such that |ζ(σ(τ))| = minXm+1 and cζ(σ(τ)) = cmρ . Let Sm+1
ρ

be the union of Ŝm
ρ and Uζ(σ(τ))’s, where τ ranges over the leaves of Ŝm

ρ .

Let
−→
Y m+1

≤m+1 = (Y m+1
ℓ : ℓ ≤ m + 1). As each Uζ(σ(τ)) is Y m+1

m+1 -

quasistrong, Sm+1
ρ is

−→
Y m+1

≤m+1-quasistrong; and as each Uζ(σ(τ)) is (C, Y m+1
m+1 )-

prehomogeneous with color cmρ , Sm+1
ρ is (C,

−→
Y m+1

≤m+1)-prehomogeneous.
�

With the above lemma and the pigeonhole principle, we can con-
struct (α·n, ·, ·)-superpersistent sets by stacking (α, ·, ·)-superpersistent
sets.
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Lemma 2.22. Suppose that n̂ = (2i+1n−2i+1)k2x0 +1 and j = i+n̂−1.
If (Xm : m < n̂) is a stack of (α, k, j)-superpersistent sets and x0 =
minX0, then X =

⋃
m<n̂ Xm is (α · n, k, i)-superpersistent.

Proof. Fix a family {Tρ : ρ ∈ 2x0} of X-quasistrong trees and let C be
a k-coloring. Then each Tρ is (Xm : m < n̂)-quasistrong.

By Lemma 2.21, there exist
−→
Y = (Ym : m < n̂) and Ŝρ’s such

that Ym is a (α, k, i)-persistent subset of Xm, Ŝρ is a
−→
Y -quasistrong

subtree of Tρ, and Ŝρ is (C,
−→
Y )-prehomogeneous. Let cmρ be such that

if (x, z) ∈ [Ym]2 and σ ∈ Ŝρ∩2z then C(σ ↾ y) = cmρ for some y ∈ [x, z].
For each m < n̂ and ρ ∈ 2x0, we have cmρ ∈ k. Hence there exist

L ⊆ [0, n̂− 1] and {cρ : ρ ∈ 2x0} such that |L| = 2i+1n− 2i+1 + 1 and
cℓρ = cρ for each ℓ ∈ L and ρ ∈ 2x0. List the members of L as

m0 < m1 < . . . < m2i+1n−2i+1 .

Let Zℓ = Ym2ℓ
. By Lemma 2.10, Z =

⋃
ℓ≤2in−2i Zℓ is (α · n, k, i)-

persistent. Now, it is easy to find for each ρ a tree Sρ ⊆ Ŝρ, which is
Z-quasistrong and (C,Z)-prehomogeneous with color cρ. �

Lemma 2.23 below is an analog of Lemma 2.11.

Lemma 2.23. If X is (ωe · (minX + 1), k, i)-superpersistent, then X
is (ωe+1, k, i)-superpersistent.

Proof. Let {Tρ : ρ ∈ 2minX} be a family of X-quasistrong trees such
that Tρ ∩ 2minX = {ρ}, and let C be a k-coloring on

⋃
ρ Tρ. By the

(ωe · (minX + 1), k, i)-superpersistence of X , there exist Z ⊆ X and

{Ŝρ : ρ ∈ 2minX} such that Z is (ωe · (minX + 1), k, i)-persistent, each

Ŝρ is a Y -quasistrong and (C,Z)-prehomogeneous subtree of Tρ. For

each ρ, select σ(ρ) ∈ Ŝρ∩ 2minZ . Let Sρ be the subtree of Ŝρ consisting
of elements compatible with σ(ρ). Let

Y = {minX} ∪ (Z − {minZ}).

By Proposition 2.5, Y is (ωe · (minX + 1), k, i)-persistent as well.
By Lemma 2.11 and the fact that minY = minX , Y is (ωe+1, k, i)-
persistent. Moreover, the Sρ’s are Y -quasistrong and (C, Y )-prehomogeneous.
Thus X is (ωe+1, k, i)-superpersistent. �

We now establish a connection between α-largeness and superpersis-
tence, similar to that shown in Corollary 2.12.

Lemma 2.24. If d > 0 and X is an ω2d+1-large set with minX >
max{4, k, i}, then X is (ωd, k, i)-superpersistent.

Proof. We prove the lemma by induction on d. The case where d = 1
follows from Lemma 2.18. Suppose that d > 1 and X is ω2d+1-large.
Then X = X0 ∪X1, where X0 < X1 and both Xi’s are ω2d-large. Let
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x0 = minX , n = x0 + 1, n̂ = (2i+1n− 2i+1)k2x0 + 1, and j = i + n̂− 1.
By easy calculations and Fact 1.2,

minX1 > max{k, n̂, j}.
So X1 − {minX1} is a union of a stack (Ym : m < n̂) of ω2d−1-large
sets. By induction hypothesis, each Ym is (ωd−1, k, i)-superpersistent.
By Lemma 2.22, X1−{minX1} is (ωd·(x0+1), k, i)-superpersistent. By
Proposition 2.14 and Lemma 2.23, X is (ωd+1, k, i)-superpersistent. �

Theorem 2.3 follows immediately from Lemma 2.24.

3. Π0
3-Conservation

In this section we prove the following conservation theorem for TT1.
Unless otherwise indicated, N will denote the set of standard natural
numbers.

Theorem 3.1. WKL0 + TT
1 is Π0

3-conservative over RCA0.

Proof. Suppose that RCA0 6⊢ ∀x∃y∀zR(x, y, z), where R is a Σ0
0-predicate.

We prove that RCA0 + WKL0 + TT
1 does not imply ∀x∃y∀zR(x, y, z)

either, by exhibiting a model of RCA0 + TT
1, which does not satisfy

∀x∃y∀zR(x, y, z).
Let M = (M,S) be a countable model of RCA0 +∃x∀y∃z¬R(x, y, z),

and let a ∈ M be such that M |= ∀y∃z¬R(a, y, z). Select an M-infinite
B ∈ S such that if (b0, b1) ∈ [B]2 then

(3.1) M |= ∀y < b0∃z < b1¬R(a, y, z).

Let X be an M-finite subset of B such that X is ωd-large for some
d ∈ M \ N and minX > a. By [8] and Theorem 2.3, we can define a
sequence (Xi : i ∈ N) of M-finite sets such that

• X = X0 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Xi ⊃ Xi+1 ⊇ · · · ;
• In M , Xi is ωdi-large for some di ∈ M \ N;
• minXi+1 > minXi;
• If E is an M-finite set with |E|M < minXi then there exists a
j > i such that [minXj ,maxXj ] ∩ E = ∅;

• if C ∈ S is a k-coloring of 2<M for some k < minXi then there
exist j > i and S such that S is an M-finite Xj-quasi-strong
and (C,Xj)-prehomogeneous tree.

Let

I =
⋃

i∈N

[0,minXi].

As in [8], it is easy to verify that I is a semi-regular cut of M , and thus
N = (I,Cod(M/I)) |= WKL0. By (3.1) and the fact that a < minX0,

N |= ∃x∀y∃z¬R(x, y, z).
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To see that N |= TT
1, fix k ∈ I and a k-coloring Ĉ of 2<I . Then there

exist i ∈ N and C ∈ S such that k < minXi, Ĉ = C ∩ I and C is a k-
coloring of 2<M . By the construction of the Xi’s, let j > i and S ∈ M
be such that S is an Xj-quasi-strong and (C,Xj)-prehomogeneous tree.

Then Ŝ = S ∩ I ∈ Cod(M/I) is a Ĉ-prehomogeneous perfect tree in

N. As N |= IΣ0
1, in N there exists a Ĉ-homogeneous perfect subtree of

Ŝ. Hence, N |= TT
1. �

For readers familiar with [8], it is not difficult to see that the proof
of the above theorem can be combined with the proof of [8, Theorem
3.3] to yield a stronger result:

Theorem 3.2. WKL0 + RT
2
2 + TT

1 is Π0
3-conservative over RCA0.

In [1], it is proved that TT
1 is Π1

1-conservative over RCA0 + BΣ0
2 +

PΣ0
1. Since PΣ0

1 is a Π0
3 sentence, the following is a direct consequence

of Theorem 3.2.

Corollary 3.3. WKL0 + RT
2
2 + TT

1 6⊢ PΣ0
1.

We end this paper with two questions. The second question gener-
alizes the longstanding open question for RT

2
2:

(1) Does RT
2
2 imply TT

1 over RCA0?

(2) Is RCA0+RT
2
2+TT

1 a Π1
1-conservative system over RCA0+BΣ2?
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