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Abstract

We consider a Feller diffusion (Z,,s > 0) (with diffusion coefficient /23 and drift
6 € R) that we condition on {Z; = a,}, where a, is a deterministic function, and we
study the limit in distribution of the conditioned process and of its genealogical tree as
t — 4+o00. When a; does not increase too rapidly, we recover the standard size-biased
process (and the associated genealogical tree given by the Kesten tree). When a,
behaves as a3%t> when 6 = 0 or as a e¢??1°!* when 0 # 0, we obtain a new diffusion, as
already proved by Overbeck in 1994 in the case § = 0. We give a new representation of
this diffusion using an elementary SDE with a Poisson immigration. The corresponding
genealogical tree is described by an infinite discrete skeleton (which does not satisfy
the branching property) decorated with Brownian continuum random trees given by a
Poisson point measure.

As a by-product of this study, we introduce several sets of trees endowed with
a Gromov-type distance which are of independent interest and which allow here to
define in a formal and measurable way the decoration of a backbone with a family of
continuum random trees.
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1 Introduction

1.1 The discrete case motivation

In [1], for the geometric reproduction law, and in [5], for general super-critical
reproduction laws with finite mean and some special sub-critical reproduction laws,
the authors consider the limit of a Galton-Watson (GW) process (Z,,n € IN) started at
Zy = 1 conditionally on Z,, = a,, as n goes to infinity, provided the event {Z, = a,} has
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Brownian CRTs

positive probability. They also consider more generally the local limit of the GW tree,
which in particular allows to study condensation phenomenon (on this latter subject,
see [29, 28, 4]). Depending on the growth rate of a,, as n goes to infinity, they observe
different regimes for the limiting random tree: if a,, = 0 for n large, the limiting tree
corresponds to the GW tree conditioned on the extinction event; if a,, is strictly positive
but grows slowly (including the case a,, bounded), then the limit is the so-called Kesten
tree, which consists in an infinite spine decorated with independent GW trees with the
initial reproduction law; if a,, grows at a moderate speed (given in the super-critical
case of finite variance by a,, ~ am™ with a > 0 and m the mean of the reproduction
law), then the limit is a skeleton given by an immigration process decorated again with
independent GW trees with the initial reproduction law; if a,, grows faster than m™ (that
is limy, oo m~"a, = oco) then results are known only for the geometric reproduction law
(the limit exhibits a condensation at the root, that is, the root has an infinite number
of children, and then those children generate independent trees) and for bounded
reproduction laws (the limit is the regular b-ary tree, with b the possible maximum
number of children).

We mention that the local limit distributions of the GW tree with geometric reproduc-
tion also appear when considering the local limit of trees having n vertices with a Gibbs
distribution where the energy is the height of the tree, see [21].

This work is a first step to extend those results to random real trees called Lévy trees
introduced by Duquesne and Le Gall in [18, 19] which are scaling limits of (sub)critical
GW trees and can be seen as genealogical trees for (sub)critical continuous state branch-
ing processes (CSBP); see also [3, 20] for the extension of this latter representation to
the super-critical case. We shall only consider Feller diffusions, which correspond to
CSBPs with quadratic branching mechanism and whose genealogy can be described
using the Brownian continuum random tree introduced by Aldous [9]. Our results belong
also to the family of works dedicated to the description of limits of conditioned random
real trees, in this direction, see [34, 33, 17, 2].

1.2 Feller diffusion with Poisson immigration

We consider a (nonnegative) quadratic CSBP Z = (Z;,t > 0) associated with the
branching mechanism:

Yo(N) = BA? + 250,

with f > 0 and 6 € R. The process Z is a solution to the stochastic differential equation
(SDE):
dZzZ; = +/ 2ﬁZt dB; — Q,BQtht, fort > 0,

where (B;,t > 0) is some standard Brownian motion. The CSBP is sub-critical (resp.
super-critical) if # > 0 (resp. # < 0). The time scaling parameter  will be fixed, but
we shall stress in the notations the size scaling parameter ¢, and denote by P? the
distribution of Z starting at Zy =« > 0.

Let a = (at,t > 0) be a non-negative function. We shall consider the local limit of the
process Z conditionally on {Z; = a;} as t goes to infinity, that is the possible limiting
distribution of Zjy ;) = (Z,,r € [0, s]), with s fixed, conditionally on {Z; = a;} as ¢ goes to
infinity. We recall that this question is related to the description of the Martin boundary
of Markov processes and extremal time-space harmonic functions, see [22]. We have for
t > s> 0and H, a bounded o(Z|y . )-measurable random variable:

E{ [Hy | Z = a)] = B{ [Hs K (s, Zs; t, ar)]

where K is the so-called Martin kernel, see (2.22) for an explicit formula. Then, all the
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extremal time-space harmonic functions h appear as the limit of:

h(s,z) = tiigloo K(s,x;t,a;) forall s,z € Ry (1.1)

for some non-negative function a = (a;,t > 0). Overbeck [36] gives, up to a normalizing
constant, all the extremal time-space harmonic functions A for the critical Feller diffusion
(that is 8 = 0), and gives also the SDE solved by the Doob h-transform of the process Z,
see Lemma 2.7 for the extremal harmonic functions and Corollary 4.2 for the SDE (1.2)
below with # € R which includes the sub-critical and super-critical cases. For keeping
the introduction as simple as possible, we shall stick to the critical case § = 0 considered
in [36], and choose 8 = 1 (the general case can be deduced using a deterministic time
change or a Girsanov transformation of 7). In this case, the extremal harmonic functions
h are, with B defined in (2.13) and a different normalizing constant than in [36] for
a>0:

+ Extinction case a; = 0 for t large: h%(s,z) = 1;

+ Low regime a; > 0 and a; = o(t?): h%(s,z) = z;

« Moderate regime a; ~ at? with « € (0, +00): h%(s,x) = e~ ** B(ax)/a.

In particular for the three regimes, for all z > 0, all s > 0 and all bounded o(Z )-
measurable random variable Hy, we get:
h*(s, Zs
lim FO [H,|Z = a)] = BY | a1, 105 Z5)
t—+o00 he (0, z)
The case z = 0 is trivial as it is an absorbing state for Z.

For a € [0,+0), the Doob h-transform of the process Z using the harmonic func-
tion h®, denoted by Z* = (Z,t > 0), satisfies the following SDE according to [36,
Theorem 3]:

dZy = \/2Z8dB: +29,(Z)dt, t>0, Z§ >0, (1.2)
where the function g, is, for a = 0, constant equal to 1, and for « > 0 with H*(s,y) =
e~ B(ay)/a, equal to:

B'(ay)
ay

B(ay)
The process Z¢ is nonnegative, and using Feller’s conditions for the classification of
boundaries of one-dimensional diffusion, see [30, Table 6.2 p.234], we easily get that for
any « € [0,400), 0 is an entrance boundary point for Z, that is, 0 is not accessible but it
is possible to start the process Z¢ from 0, and also +o0 is a natural boundary point for
Z“, and thus inaccessible.

Motivated by the backbone decomposition of the corresponding genealogical tree
given in the next section, we provide a new representation of the process Z¢ using a
Poisson immigration given in Corollary 4.2 which is stated for the general case 6 € R.

9a(y) =y Oy log(H*(,y)) =

Proposition 1.1 (Representation using a Poisson immigration, case # = 0). Leta > 0
and (Sgt,t > 0) be a Poisson process with intensity adt, independent of the Brownian
motion (B¢,t > 0). The process Z“ starting at Z§ = 0 is distributed as the solution
Y= (Y,*t>0)of:

dY® = \/2Y 2 dB, +2(S* + 1)dt with Y& =0. (1.3)

The proof of this result, given in Section 4.2, uses a result from Rogers and Pitman
[39] for a transformation of a Markov process to still be a Markov process. When the
process Z“ starts at Z§ = = > 0, the constant 1 in the drift term of (1.3) must be
replaced by a random constant independent of B and 5S¢, see the beginning of the proof
of Corollary 4.2 in Section 4.3.
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1.3 Decomposition of the Brownian CRT with respect to n leaves taken at
random at a given height

We denote by IN? the canonical o-finite measure associated with the CSBP Z under PY.
Intuitively, under INY, the population starts with an infinitesimal individual at time ¢ = 0.
Let 7 denote under IN? the genealogical tree of the process Z, it is the so-called Brownian
continuum random tree (CRT) introduced by Aldous. In this context, the random tree 7
can be easily built from a Brownian excursion, and the measure IN’ can then be identified
with the excursion measure of the reflected Brownian motion. We write p for the root
of 7. In [19, Theorem 4.5], Duquesne and Le Gall give a decomposition of the critical
or sub-critical Brownian tree 7 by taking a leaf uniformly at random at level ¢ > 0 and
decorating the branch from the root to this leaf with independent Brownian CRTs. There
is no difficulty to extend this result to the supercritical case, see Corollary 5.9. We then
extend this representation by giving a decomposition of the Brownian CRT when taking
n leaves uniformly at random at level ¢ > 0 and decorating the discrete tree spanned by
the n leaves and the root with independent Brownian CRTs, see Theorem 5.8. This result
completes the description of [20] where one chooses theses vertices at random without
condition on their level.

Stating and proving this result relies on a lengthy study of various spaces of trees
and the measurability of various maps defined on those sets of trees, which are detailed
in Section 6. We shall present informally the mathematical objects and state the theorem
in the critical case # = 0 with 3 = 1 for simplicity; we also write IN for IN°. Let A; denote
the local time at level ¢ associated with the Brownian tree 7 (its total mass is equal to Z;
the size of the population at level t): this measure allows to sample random individual
“uniformly” at level ¢; the measure A, is supported by the leaves of 7 at level . Under
IN[dT] AP™(dv*) we can sample the Brownian CRT 7 with n leaves v* = (v1,...,v,) € T"
at level ¢. To those n distinguish vertices, we shall add the root ¢ of 7 and set v = (g, v*),
and shall see (7,v) as an element of the Polish metric space of the complete locally
compact n + 1-pointed trees, ']l“l(;"c)_K, equipped with the local Gromov-Hausdorff distance
(and where all n 4 1-pointed trees which are isomorphic are identified), see Section 6 for
precise details. We describe the rooted tree spanned by the root and the distinguished
v* vertices using a combinatorial construction on growing discrete planar trees with
fixed height ¢ defined in Section 5.4.1 where starting from one branch of height ¢, we
graft uniformly successively branches with their leaf at height ¢. Let us stress that we
use the planar structure of the trees in this section only, and that the grafting of the new
branch is uniformly done on the right or on the left. After n such steps, we obtain the
random n + 1-pointed tree (T v,), where the distinguished vertices v,, are first the
root, and then the leaves ranked in their arrival order (and not in the planar order). Then,
very informally, on this discrete tree, for all « € I a countable set of indices, we graft
at ; € Ty a subtree T;, where M(dz, dT) = 3,/ 8(s,,73)(dz, dT) is a Poisson point
measure with intensity 2 d.#(dz) IN[dT], where d.Z is the length measure on TU"f, This
grafting procedure, Graft,, is rigorously defined in Section 7.2.2 based on the technical
material from Section 6. So we are now able to state Theorem 5.10 for # = 0 and g = 1.
Recall v = (p,v*) € T+, with o the root of 7.

Theorem 1.1 (Generalized n-leaves decomposition, case § = 0). Lett > 0 and n € IN*.
For every non-negative measurable function I’ defined on 'JPI(:C)_K, we have:

N { T;/\;@"(dv*) F(T, v)] =nlt" 'K [F (Graftn((Tznif,vn),M)ﬂ .

For n = 1, see Theorem 5.8, this is the so-called Bismut decomposition which appears
in [19] stated in the framework of the contour process of the Lévy trees. As pointed out
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by a thorough referee it is possible to state Theorem 1.1 using the contour process given
by the Brownian excursion, providing an interesting shorter proof. We however choose to
stick to the tree framework presentation in order to clarify measurability issues such as
the grafting procedure for random complete locally compact trees, which is a commonly
used operation on trees. We believe those topological technical results postponed to
Sections 6 and 7 will be useful for future works on continuum random trees.

Let us mention here that there have been several works on skeletal/backbone decom-
positions for (spatial) branching processes and their corresponding genealogical trees,
for example see [2, 10, 12, 20, 26, 27, 32] and the references therein. In particular, in
[26], coupled systems of SDEs were established to represent the skeletal decompositions
for continuous-state branching processes (conditioned on survival), where the skeletons
are determined by continuous-time Galton-Watson processes. And we refer to [20] for
the reconstruction of a Lévy tree from a backbone tree, which could be formed by leaves
taken at random in a Poissonnian way from the Lévy tree according to the so-called mass
measure; see Remark 5.4 there and [18]. For representations of branching processes
(with immigration) via SDEs, we also refer to [15] and references therein.

1.4 Local limit of conditioned Brownian CRT

The Brownian CRT T gives the genealogical structure of the CSBP Z. We shall
give a description of the genealogical structure of the CSBP associated with the Doob
h-transform and prove that it appears naturally as local limit of the Brownian CRT T
conditioned to be large. We stress that the local limits obtained here are different from
the one obtained by conditioning on the non extinction at large time, see [2] in this
direction. We denote by Tio.—x = ng?:f}( the set (of equivalence classes) of complete
locally compact rooted real trees, see Section 6 for more details.

Recall that in the critical case # = 0 the Brownian CRT 7T is compact. In the
introduction, we simply denote by t; the real tree t truncated at level t. We denote by
G; the o-field generated by 7; for ¢ > 0; in particular the process Z is adapted to the
filtration (G;,t > 0). Let F' be any bounded continuous function defined on T,._k.

« Extinction case: a; = 0 for t large. We have:

Jim N[F(T) 17,-0,y] = N[F(T.)].
The result is obvious for the critical case as the tree 7 is compact IN-a.e., that
is 7y = T for t large enough. We obtain the same result in the sub-critical case
0 > 0. In the super-critical case 6 < 0, using the Girsanov transformation from [3]
to define the super-critical Lévy tree, see also (5.6), we get that:

lim IN? [F(T3) 12,20y ] = N/l [F(T3)]-

t—o0

Those results hold also in general for any compact Lévy trees.

« Low regime: q is positive and a; = o(t?). We recall that the Kesten tree 7* is
informally obtained by grafting the trees (73,7 € I) respectively at levels (h;,i € I)
on an infinite spine, where the point measure ), _; o5, 1, (dh,dT) is a Poisson point
measure with intensity measure 21y,-0;dhIN[d7]. See Lemma 7.2 for a more
formal definition of the Kesten tree. The Kesten tree appears already as the local
limit of general compact Lévy trees when conditioning instead by {Z; > 0}, see [2].
The next result is Theorem 5.14 restricted to the critical case § = 0 with 79¢ = 7*
(notice therein the difference of the limit between the super-critical case and the
sub-critical one).
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Theorem 1.2. We have in the low regime, a; = o(t?) and a; > 0, that:

lim N[F(T,) | Zy = a] = E[F (T])].

t—o00

« Moderate regime: a; ~ at?, where a € (0,+00). We first consider a backbone
tree T*° representing in some sense the genealogy associated with a Poisson
immigration with rate «, see Section 5.6 for a more precise description. Secondly,
let the point measure ), ; 0., 1,(dz,d7T) be, conditionally given 79, a Poisson
point measure with intensity rate 2.2 (dz) N[dT] with .Z(dz) the length measure
on %0, Then, the random tree 7% is obtained by grafting, for i € I, the tree
T, at vertex z; on the backbone tree 0. (As, for a = 0, T%9 can be seen as an
infinite spine, the Kesten tree is indeed distributed as 790y The next result is
Theorem 5.13 restricted to the critical case 6§ = 0.

Theorem 1.3. We have in the moderate regime, a; ~ at? with o € (0, +00), that:

lim N[F(7;) | Z = a)] =E[F (T™")].

t—o0

Let us stress that the backbone tree does not enjoy the branching property, as
already observed by [1, 5] in a discrete setting. In a forthcoming paper, we shall
recover the branching structure in the backbone by considering a weighted tree.

» High regime: lim, ..t 2a; = +oo (or limy_o e 2?1 q, = 400 if § # 0). The
description of the possible limit in this regime is still an open question. As in the
discrete setting studied in [1], one could ask if there is a condensation phenomenon
at the root. However, to study such local limits, which would not be locally compact
(at least at or near the root), one would require a non trivial extension of the
current topology developed for complete locally compact trees.

1.5 Outline of the paper

Section 2 is devoted to some notations and elementary facts for the quadratic CSBP,
the transition kernel under the canonical measure IN?, and the Martin boundary for
the process Z (under ]Pg and the excursion measure IN?). We then present families of
martingales for the process Z and then the local limits of the process Z conditionally
on Z; = a; for t large and some deterministic function (a;,t* > 0) (under P? and the
excursion measure IN?) in Section 3. We prove Proposition 1.1 on the representation
of the Doob h-transform of the process Z with h harmonic extremal using a Poisson
immigration in the general case 6 € R in Section 4, see Corollary 4.2. We provide the
backbone decomposition in Section 5, with the decomposition with respect to n leaves
from Theorem 1.1 in Section 5.5 and the local limit of Brownian CRT conditioned to
Zy = ay from Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 in Section 5.6. We have made the choice to use some
intuitive (but abusive) definition in Section 5, in particular considering the Graft,, map
in order to state the result without burdening the reader with too much technicalities;
we clarify all the definitions in Section 7 using the lengthy technical Section 6.

Let us mention that the introduction is written with the time scale parameter g =1
and for the critical case # = 0. The general cases 8 > 0 and 6 € R could be deduced
in finite time from the particular case by scaling or using the Girsanov transform on
CSBP. However, if those computations are not that complicated, they are lengthy and
treacherous; so we decided to treat the general cases but for the introduction.

An index of all the (numerous) relevant notations is provided at the end of the
document.
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2 General quadratic CSBP

2.1 Notations

We set Ry = [0,+00), R} = (0, +00), N={0,1,2,---} and N* = {1,2,--- }.

For z € R, we set zy = max(0,z) and z_ = max(0, —z), so that z = z; —z_. We write
6, for the Dirac mass at z.

Let (E,&) be a measured space. For a (nonnegative) measure p on E and A € &,
we denote by i 4(dx) the measure 14 (z)u(dz). We write u(f) = (f,p) = [ fdp = (f, )
for the integral of the measurable real-valued function f with respect to the measure g,
whenever it is meaningful.

We say that a function from a measurable space to a measurable space is bi-
measurable if it is measurable and the image of any measurable set is a measurable set
(when the function is one-to-one this is equivalent to the function and its inverse being
measurable).

2.2 Quadratic CSBP

Most results in this section can be found in [18, 16, 3, 20]. Let 5 > 0 be fixed. Let
# € R. We consider the quadratic branching mechanism 1y given for A € R by:

Vo(N) = BA? + 280 (2.1)

The corresponding CSBP Z = (Z;,t > 0) is the unique strong solution to the following
stochastic differential equation (SDE):

dZ, = \/2B7,dB; — 280Z,dt fort >0, (2.2)

where B = (B;,t > 0) is a standard Brownian motion and Zy, = « > 0. For ¢t > 0, let F; be
the o-field generated by (Z,,t € [0,t]). We write P? to stress the value of the parameter
6, and the initial value of the process Z, Zy = x. We denote by IN’ the canonical measure
of the process Z with Z; = 0, normalized in such a way that for A\ > 0:

N [1—e 7] =, (N),

where o = fooo Z, dt is the total size of the population under the canonical measure IN?
and 77!;0_1()\) is the only solution ¢ to ¥»(t) = A such that ¢ > 26_. In particular, the process

(Z;,t > 0) under PY is distributed as the process (Zie[ Zt(i),t > 0) where >

a Poisson point measure with intensity x]Ne(dZ). We refer to [18] for 6§ > 0 (critical
and sub-critical case) and to [16, 3, 20] for § < 0 (super-critical case) for a detailed
presentation of the CSBP process Z and the corresponding continuum Brownian random
tree 7.

With a slight abuse, we say that two random variables or functionals Y’ and Y have
the same distribution under IN? if the pushed forward measures of IN’ by Y’ and Y are
equal.

We introduce the following positive functions ¢/ and ¢’ defined for ¢t € (0, +oc0) by
&) =& =1/t and for 0 # 0:

20 N _ 20
c?:m and cf:ct":m.

iel (SZ(i) is

(2.3)

Remark 2.1 (Scaling property of 7). In this remark, we write Z18:9 for Z under N? or
P in order to stress the dependence in 3 > 0 and § € R. LetY = (Y, s > 0) be a Feller
diffusion that is, Y = Z!#=1.0=0_ Under PP,, it is given as the unique strong solution to
the SDE, with initial condition Yy = x:

dY; = /2Y,dB;, fors>0. (2.4)
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We denote by (Q;,t > 0) the semi-group of the diffusion Y and recall that it is a Feller
semi-group with the so-called following branching property:

Qi(x+2',) = Qi(x,") * Q4(a’,-) forall t>0 and z,2’' € R,. (2.5)

We shall denote by IN the canonical measure of Y.
For f > 0 and § € R, the process Z!%Y! under N? (resp. P?) is distributed as the
process:
<e—2ﬁ9t Yy /e, t > o) (2.6)

under N (resp. P, ), with the convention that 1/cf =0 fort = 0. Notice that the range of
1/c? ast runs in R, is [0,1/(26_)). Even though, using this scaling and time change, it is
(almost) enough to state the forthcoming results for the particular case § =1 and 6 = 0,
we shall keep general values for the parameters in order to better understand their role.
This ends the remark.

The functions ¢’ and & are decreasing with:

lim ¢ = lim & =400, lim ¢/ =20_ and lim & =26,. (2.7)
t—0+ t—0+ t——+oc0 7 t—+4o00

We also have for ¢ > 0:

& == 4 20. (2.8)
We define for t > 0 and \ > —¢&:
pYes el
% t 6 t -t
Mt) = = =cf - - : 2.9
v AT A (2.9)

and set u’(\,0) = A for ¢ = 0. This gives that for t > 0 and \ > —¢&’:

20\
if 0
W) = @0+ N)e2B ) 70,
A (14 ABt), if = 0.

For r > 0 and ¢t > 0, we have that:
0/.0 0
u’(cp,t) = Ciype

We recall from the above mentioned references ([18, 16, 3, 20]) for A > 0 and by analytic
continuation for A < 0, that for ¢t > 0 and x > 0:

N’ [1—e %] =u’(\t) and E?[e %] = e # A0  forall A > —&. (2.10)

We denote by ¢ = inf{t > 0; Z; = 0} the lifetime of the process Z. We recall that for
all ¢t > 0:
INY[¢ > t] = lim uf(\t) = P(1).
A—00

By considering the series in A in (2.9) and (2.10), we deduce that forall £ > 0 and n € IN*:
N [(&2)"] = nief. (2.11)

We now give a martingales related to the CSBP Z. Since u’(\,t) = u=%(\ 4 26,t) — 20
for A > ¢ — 26, we deduce that the process (e2’?, t € I) is a martingale with respect to
the filtration (F;, ¢ > 0) under N with I = R* and under PY with I = R.. Furthermore,
according to [3, Section 4], we have that for 6 € R, ¢t > 0 and x > 0:

N~[dZ) 7 = e*? N[dZ]|7, and E °[dZ]z =e*"% =) EI[dZ] £, (2.12)

EJP 31 (2026), paper 96. https://www.imstat.org/ejp
Page 8/70


https://doi.org/10.1214/26-EJP1555
https://imstat.org/journals-and-publications/electronic-journal-of-probability/

Brownian CRTs

Recall that & is decreasing in ¢, and thus —¢/,, > —¢?. The next lemma is an easy
consequence of (2.10) and the following elementary equality:

u(—¢&),,,t) = & forallt>0andr > 0.

Lemma 2.2. Letf € R, € R, r > 0 and the quadratic CSBP (Z;,t > 0) solution of (2.2).
The process <e5f+rzf, te I) is a martingale with respect to the filtration (F;,t > 0) under
IN’ with I = R’ and under P? with I = R.

2.3 Transition densities and Martin kernel

We first provide the densities of the entrance law IN?[Z; € dxz, ¢ > t] and the transition
kernel N?[Z,, , € dy| Z, = ] of the (homogeneous) CSBP Z under its excursion measure
fort > 0, z > 0 and y > 0. We shall consider the function By and B on R, defined by:

=y R and B(z) = 2Bo(z) = vV I, (2V7), (2.13)
keN ’
where I1(z) = Y, . (2/2)%"! /il(i + 1)! is the Bessel function. Notice that By(0) = 1.

Lemma 2.3 (Entrance law and transition densities of 7). Let € R. Let s,t > 0 and
y > 0. We have N?[Z,, , € dy| Z, = 0] = §o(dy) and for = > 0:

NY[Z; € dz, ¢ > t] = ¢{(x) dx,
N'[Zy 1, € dy| Z, = o] = P(Z; € dy) = e~ 5o(dy) + af (2, y) dy,
where:
¢! (z) = ] e, (2.14)
9% (z,y) = xf& e —(ety)el 20y B (o:ycféf) . (2.15)

Notice that for x = 0 the transition kernel of Z is a Dirac mass at 0; this amount to
take q?(0,y) = 0 for all ¢t > 0 and y > 0, which is consistent with (2.15). We also mention

6
that f(O,oc) qg(l’, y) dy =1—-e"%.
The case # = 0 and S = 1 is in [36]. We provide a short proof for any parameters for
the reader convenience.

Proof. We omit the parameter 6 in the proof. On one hand, we get that for A > 0:
Nle M 1ny] = -N[1-e ] + N[C> ] = ct) — u()\ 1)
On the other hand, using (2.9), we get:

/ crip e CFNT g — () — u(A t).
0

Then use that finite positive measures on R are characterized by their Laplace transform
to obtain that N?[Z; € dx, ¢ > t] = ¢;(x) dz with ¢; given by (2.14).
For the transition kernel, we get that for A > 0:

a

where, thanks to (2.9), a = z¢;¢; and b = ¢;. Notice that:

1 a " oo
=1 — =1 Ty,
=14 (k+ 1) <b+)\> —|—aZ/ k+1 ¢ dy

Using (2.3), we deduce that N[ 7, , € dy| Z, = z] = e =% §o(dy) +q¢(z, y) dy, with q;(z,y)
given by (2.15). O
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Let us notice that q?(z, ) is also the transition density of the CSBP Z under IP? , for
every o > 0. As fort > s > 0 and x,y € R, the probability measure P%(Z;,_, € dy)
is absolutely continuous w.r.t. P{(Z; € dy), the Martin kernel is defined by the Radon-

Nikodym derivative:

PY(Zi—s € dy)
1(Zi € dy)

2.4 Martin boundary
According to Overbeck [36], see also [22, Section 10], all extremal (non-negative)
time-space harmonic functions for the CSBP Z appear as the limit of the Martin kernel
K(s,z;t,a;), see (2.16), as t goes to infinity and where (a;,¢ > 0) is a non-negative
function. To study the possible limits:
lim K(s,x;t,at), (2.17)

t—o0

we shall consider the functions on ]R%r:

B (ax P05
H%(s,2) =2 €% and H*Y(s,z) = emo/ed Q, (2.18)
o
for a > 0 and with B defined in (2.13). Notice that lim,_,o H*? = H?,
We consider the following intermediary result with the functions ¢ and q given
in (2.14) and (2.15).

Lemma 2.4. Let s > 0 and v > 0. If (a;,t > 0) is positive and lim;_, o, a; /& = a €
[0,+00), then we have:

1. qg—s(l‘vat)
m ————

_ . —20_z pyo,|0]
=e H S, ). (2.19)
t—o00 qf(at) ( )

Proof. We omit the superscript 6 in the proof. We get from (2.15) and (2.8) that for
t>s>0andy > 0:

9 ~
M — pe Ct—s g—Y(ci—s—ct) MB

= — o (Tyct—sCi—s) -
Qto(y) CtCt (@yce—si-s)

Recall from (2.7) that lim;_, o ¢ = 26_ so that:

lim e~ "¢t = ¢~ 20~ (2.20)
t—o0
It is elementary to check that:
23|0|s -1 1
. . = 2pl0ls : _ G T4 L
Jim Ci—sCis/CiCr =€ and tlggo(Ct_s cr)/ciCy 200] T
where the latter limit is simply s if 6 = 0. The result is then immediate. O

The result below for # = 0 appears in [36, Section 5], and the proof for general 6,
based on (2.16) and Lemma 2.4 is similar.

Lemma 2.5 (Martin boundary). Let s > 0 and z > 0.

(i) Extinction case. If a; = 0 fort large enough, then the limit (2.17) exists and is
equal to:
h®’0(87$) _ h@,@(x) _ e—29,(:1;—1) )

EJP 31 (2026), paper 96. https://www.imstat.org/ejp
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(i) Low and moderate regimes. If the sequence (a;,t > 0) is positive and
lim; 1 o a; & = a € [0, +00), then the limit (2.17) exists and is equal to:

H~10l(s, x)
a0 _ 10,0 ) .
h (S,Z) =h (SC) HO"W‘(O,l)

(iii) High regime. Iflim;_, o a; ¢/¢) = +oo, then the limit (2.17) exists and is equal to:

hoo(s’ l) = 1{3:07 r=1}-

By considering the accumulation points of the sequence (a; c/¢?,t > 0), we deduce
from Lemma 2.5 that there is no other possible case for the existence of the limit (2.17).

Remark 2.6 (Equivalent condition for the moderate regime). The moderate regime
condition lim;_, ., a; /& = a € (0,+0oc), which appears in Lemma 2.5 (ii), is in fact
equivalent to:

% t? if6 =0,
§ ~ (2.21)

«(20)72 28101t iF g £ 0.

Proof. We omit the superscript ¢ in the proof. The low and moderate regimes are a direct
consequence of Lemma 2.4. In the extinction case, use that K (s, x;t,0) = e %¢t-sT¢
and (2.20) to get the result. For the high regime, using that for y > 0:

0 ifx =0,
K(s,z;t,y) = e % 5 { B(aycpby—s)
B(y cict)

2.22
e ¥le—a—ct) if 4 5 0. ( )

Equation (2.13), the asymptotics of the Bessel function [;(z) ~ e* /v/27z as z goes to
infinity and (2.20), we deduce that lim; o K (s, ;t,at) = 1{s=0, 2=1}- O

Using similar arguments as in [36, Section 5] stated for § = 0, the Girsanov transform
(2.12) to reduce the cases 6 < 0 to 6 > 0 and then Remark 2.1 to reduce those latter
cases to the case § = 0, we get the following result.

Lemma 2.7 (Extremal harmonic functions). Let 3 > 0 be fixed. Let § € R. The
extremal time-space harmonic functions of Z!%%! are the functions h*? for o € A where

A= {0} [0, +00).

Proof. Notice that h*° is not an harmonic function. According to [22, Section 10], the
functions h*? with a € A are the only possible extremal harmonic functions. Thanks
to (2.12) it is enough to consider the case 6 > 0. Thanks to Remark 2.1, for § > 0, we
have that:

,0 o ,0 —280s a _
EY [Pzl ) ne? (1,207 = B [PV, g, € [0,6) (1,072 v, )]

— C,F [F(e—w"s Yijeo,s € [0,8]) e/ B(aYl/Ctg)} ,
where for o« = 0, C,B(ax) is simply replaced by Cj z, and C,, is a finite positive constant.

Then use that 1, (Y;,s > 0) and (e~ B(aY;),s > 0) for a € (0,+00) are martingales,
see [36], to conclude when 6 > 0. O
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3 Local limits for the process 7

3.1 Some martingales

We present in this section two martingales which will naturally appear in the local
limits for the Brownian continuum random tree (CRT). Let o > 0. Define:

HY(s,y) =e ** yBo(ay), s>0,y>0, (3.1)

where By is defined in (2.13). Recall # € R. Let M*? = (Mf"e,t > 0) be the process
defined by:
MO =1 (1), 2P0 7,) = H*O(t, Z,), (3.2)

where the last equality is a direct consequence of (2.18) on the definition of H 0 For
0 = 0, this formula corresponds to [36, Eq. (19)] up to a normalizing constant.

Using Theorem 3 of [36] and Remark 2.1, we get the following result (where a
martingale under the o-finite excursion measure is understood to be a process with
integrable marginals).

Proposition 3.1. Let € R, « > 0 and x € R,. The process (Mta’o, te I) is a non-

negative martingale under N’ with I = (0, +oc0) and under P% with I = R,.

Proof. The case 6§ = 0 under P, is in [36, Section 5]. For # # 0, use Remark 2.1 to get
the result under P, for all 6 € R.
Moreover, for all t > 0, we have, using (2.11) and &7 /¢! = %%, that:

N’ [M;*ﬁ} =1 (3.3)

Then use the Markov property under the excursion measure to conclude the result also
holds under INY. O

_ We introduce an other family of related martingales. For # € R and a > 0, we set
M*? = (M™% ¢ > 0) with:

B = 2% M0 = O (LRl e Z,) 34

using (3.2) and ct_e = &’ for the second equality. We then deduce from Proposition 3.1
the following corollary.

Corollary 3.2. Letf € R, a > 0. The process MY js a martingale under IN?, and for
t > 0 and any non-negative F;-measurable random variable H,, we have:

N[H, M) = N~° {Ht Mﬁ"ﬂ . (3.5)
Remark 3.3 (The case § =0 and o« = 0). Lett > 0. For 8 = 0, we have:
M = M0 = H (Bt Zy)-
For a = 0, we have:
MY = 2,e* and M’ = 7,e* %5 (3.6)

Then for o« = 6 = 0, we have:
MY = M) =z,

Remark 3.4 (The case a < 0). We consider the process MY defined by (3.2) and (3.1)
with a negative. Using |Mta’6| < e2lal/ef Mtla"a, we get the integrability of the process
M®?Y, Using that By is a converging series with positive terms, we deduce that the
martingale property of the process M holds as in Proposition 3.1 for a negative.
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3.2 Local limit

We first consider the Poisson regime, whose name is inherited from the representation
given in Proposition 4.1 based on a Poisson immigration. Let a = (a¢, ¢t > 0) be a positive
function.

Proposition 3.5 (Poisson regime). Letf € R, s > 0 and H, be a bounded F-measurable
random variable. Let « € (0, +00). Assume the function a is such that as t — oo large:

a2t ifo =0,
a+ ~
" a(20)"2e280t jFo £ 0.

Then we have:

IN[H, M) if >0,

N 3.7
IN[H, M) if6 < 0. 7

lim N°[H,| Z; = a;] = NV {HS M;%l@l} - {
t— o0

Proof. Let s > 0 and H; be fixed. For ¢t > 0, thanks to (2.14) on the entrance law density
and (2.15) on the transition kernel density, we have:
N? [qut(ZSa at+8)]

]Ne[Hs| Ziys = Qpys| = :
qt+s(at+s)

Then use Lemma 2.4 to get the existence of the limit:

lim (3.8)

G(Zs,aps) | M if 6 >0,
t=+oo quis(apys)

M0 if g <0.

The Markov property, Proposition 3.1 (see (3.3) in its proof) and Corollary 3.2 (with
H, = 1) give that the IN?[q.(Zs, arys)/Grrs(arss)], NO[M®P] and IN?[M 9] are all equal
to 1. To conclude use that, for nonnegative functions, the a.e. convergence and the
convergence of the integrals imply the L' convergence in (3.8). This concludes the
proof. O

The same proof can be used for the Kesten regime.

Proposition 3.6 (Kesten regime). Letf € R, s > 0 and H, be a bounded non-negative
Fs-measurable random variable. Assume the function a is positive (a; > 0) and such that

ast — oo:
o(t?) if0 =0,
ar =
! o(e2Pl01ty if g £ 0.

Then we have:

IN?[H, M%) if§ >0,

- (3.9)
IN[H, M9 iff <0.

lim N°[H,| Z, = a;] = N/’ |:Hs Z, 62ﬁ|9\s:| _ {
t—o0

For completeness, we add the well known extinction case, that is the function a; = 0
for large t, which is a direct consequence of (2.12). Since the event {Z; = 0} has infinite
measure under IN?, we consider the restriction instead of the conditioning.

Proposition 3.7 (Extinction regime). Letf € R, s > 0 and H, be a bounded non-negative
Fs-measurable random variable. Then we have:

INP[H,] if0 >0
lim N’ [H 144,y = NIP[H,] = ° -7 (3.10)
Jm, N[ He 1z=01) ] N-Y[H,] if6 <o0.
EJP 31 (2026), paper 96. https://www.imstat.org/ejp
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4 Change of measure

We give a representation of the distribution of the process Z under the change of
measure given by the martingale M ¢ using a Poisson immigration; and we identify
it with the solution of the SDE from [36, Theorem 3]. Even if Proposition 4.1 and
Corollary 4.2 below are a direct consequence of Proposition 5.11 and Theorem 5.13
(see Remarks 5.12 and 5.15), we provide an independent proof in Sections 4.2 and 4.3
which is interesting by itself. The proof will be done for 5 = 1 and # = 0, and then use a
time-change, see Remark 2.1, to get 6 € R.

4.1 SDE representation

Let 8 > 0and 0 € R. Let B = (B;,t > 0) be a standard Brownian motion. Let o > 0
and S*(dt) be a Poisson point measure on R, with intensity o3 e?#%* dt, independent
of the Brownian motion B. We set S*? = §2:9(]0,¢]) for t € R... We define the process
Yol = (Y{’"e,t > 0) under P? as the unique strong solution (conditionally on S) of the
following SDE:

Ay = /28y AB, — 280V, dt + 28 (S +1)dt fort >0, and Y? =0. (4.1)

Notice that by definition, we have S;°* = 0.

Proposition 4.1 (An SDE with Poisson drift). Leta > 0, 8 € R and ty > 0. The process
(Zs,t € [0,t0]) under IN? [o Mto‘o’a} is distributed as the process (Y,*? .t € [0, t]).

The proof of this proposition is detailed in Section 4.2. Notice that Corollary 3.2
provides a Girsanov transform between the law of Y*? and Y ~? starting from 0.
As 0, log(H*(t,y)) does not depend on t, we simply write J, log(H*(-,y)).

Corollary 4.2 (The SDE with Poisson drift is a diffusion). Let « > 0 and 6 > 0. The
process (Yf"e,t > 0) satisfies the stochastic differential equation with initial condition
Yoa’e =0:

Ay = /2pY7 dB, — 280V, dt + 28 e*71 Y0 0, log(HO (-, e Y 0)) dt, t > 0.
(4.2)

The proof of this corollary is detailed in Section 4.3. We mention that the solution to
the SDE (4.2) is path-wise unique, see Theorem IX.3.5.(iii) in [38], and thus the SDE (4.2)
has a unique strong solution.

In [36, Theorem 3] when 8 = 1 and 6§ = 0 (the function & therein is given by
y~ 1 H%(s,y) up to a multiplicative constant), it is already proven that the solution of (4.2)
is the Doob h-transform of the Feller diffusion. Proposition 4.1 and Corollary 4.2 give
an alternative proof of this result. Equation (4.1) gives a more useful description of this
process which will be translated in terms of genealogical trees in the next sections.

4.2 Proof of Proposition 4.1

Following Remark 2.1, we first use a scaling argument to remove the parameters
and 6.

Let a > 0. We simply write (Y, S%) for (Y*? $*%) when § = 0 and 3 = 1, that is,
S* = (S¢,t > 0) is a Poisson process with parameter « independent of the Brownian
motion B and Y* = (Y#,¢ > 0) is the unique strong solution (conditionally on S) of the
following SDE.:

dY® = /2Y*dB; +2(S; + 1)dt fort >0, and Yy =0. (4.3)
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Let 3,a > 0 and 6 € R. Recall that (Y*? §*%) depends also on 3. Define the process
(Y7o, 5%) = ((¥J, 5¢),s € [0,1/(26-))) by:

Y/ =20y *? and S =50 with s= (4.4)

1
of
Then, it is elementary that this deterministic time change yields the following result.

Lemma 4.3. Let 3,a > 0 and § € R. The process (Y'*,5'*) under PY (whose law
depends on (f3,0) and «) is distributed as ((YSO‘, 5¢),s €0, 1/(29,))).

Let (P;,t € Ry) be the transition semi-group on R, x IN of the Markov process
(Y, S%). The next result is necessary when checking conditions from [39] to ensure that
a projection of a Markov process is still a Markov process. Let (Y (resp. Cj) denotes
the set of continuous real-valued functions defined on R} x IN which are bounded (resp.
which vanish at infinity, with R4 x IN endowed with the L*>° norm).

Lemma 4.4. The semi-group (P;,t € R ) has the Feller property, that is P,C, C C}, for
allt > 0. The semi-group (P;,t € R;) is also a Feller semi-group, that is, P,Cy C Cy for
allt > 0 and lim;_,04 P f(y, k) = f(y, k) forall f € Cy and (y, k) € Ry x IN.

Proof. Let ((Yta’(y’k), SRy ¢ > 0) denote the solution of the SDE (4.3) starting from

(y,k) € Ry x N, that is, " = S2 + k and (conditionally on S*®*)) the process
Y (¥:%) is a strong solution to the SDE:

Ay @R =\ oy @k qp, 4 2(sWk L 1ydt fort >0, and VUM =y

Let (X/,t > 0) be a Feller diffusion starting from y (it is distributed as a solution to the
SDE (2.4)), independent of the (Yta’(y’k), S;”(y’k))tzo. By the branching property, see (2.5),
we have the equality in distribution for the processes:

(@ 50 4> 0) @ (v 00 4 xp, 5709 > 0).

Recall Q; denote the semi-group of the process X*, see Remark 2.1. Then for every
t>0, z,y € Ry, k € N and every bounded continuous function f defined on R, x IN, we
have:

Pif(x, k) — Pif(y, k) = {f (}/t“’(g”’k)75f’(f””“)) —f (y;a’(y’k% Sf"(y’k))}
- [f (Ka,(o,k) +Xf’5?,(o,k)) _y (Ytoz.,((),k) +X§’,Sf’(o’k))}

= [Qtf(ma‘(o,k))sta,(o,k)) (CE) — Qtf(yta,(o,k))séwo,k)) (y):| )

where f(, 1 is the continuous map z + f (y + =, k). By the Feller property of the semi-
group Q; and the dominated convergence theorem, we deduce that lim,_,, P, f(z, k) —
P, f(y,k) = 0. This gives the Feller property of the kernel P;.

The continuity lim;_0+ P,f(y,k) = f(y,k), for f € C,, is a direct consequence of
the path right-continuity at time ¢ = 0 of the process (Y ¥k §*W:k)) Since P,Cy C
P,Cy C Cy, to conclude that the semi-group (P;, ¢ € R;) is Feller, it is enough to prove
that P f vanish at infinity for f € Cy. Let f € Cy. Notice that Sf“’(y’k) = S + k and
Sy is nonnegative. It is well known that on can define the family of Feller diffusions

(X7, (t,y) € R2) in such a way that a.s. lim, . X/ = 4oco. Using that v,k s also

nonnegative, we deduce that Lim,.(y k)00 f (Yta’(y’k),Sf’(y’k)) = 0 a.s. and we get
limyax(y,k)—o0 P2f (¥, k) = 0 by dominated convergence. This finishes the proof. O
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We now give the density of (Y,*, S5"). Recall that Y* = S§ = 0. Let N be the counting
measure on IN.

Lemma 4.5. Lett¢ > 0. The random variable (Y%, S¥) has a density f on R, x IN with
respect to dy ® N(dk) given by:

1 k, k+1 .
Fly, k) = = - d— o)y >0 ke N (4.5)

T2 EE+1)
Proof. Conditionally on S, by (4.3), we can see Y as a quadratic CSBP (with g = 1)
with immigration whose rate is 2(S§* + 1)d¢. This implies that, conditionally on S¢, the
process Y ¢ is distributed as (Ziel i<ty Yt(_i)hi,t > 0), where > ;6 vy (dt,dY) is
a Poisson point measure on Ry x C(R4,R4) with intensity 2(S5 + 1)d¢ IN[dY] and IN is
the excursion measure of a CSBP with branching mechanism 1 (\) = \2.
We deduce that for A\, u > 0:

—“AY S —pSY —nSY = [L2(SEH)N|1—e™ Me—r | dr —pS&—2 [H(SY41) 2 dr
e I B e R R

where we used (2.10) for the last equality (with 8 = 1 and § = 0). Denote by (§;,i € IN*)
the increasing sequence of the jumping times of the Poisson process S, and set {; = 0.
Then, we have on {S;* = k}:

k

t N A ) i1t A
/O(ST+1)1+(t_T)/\dr—Z(z+l)/ e

=0 i
k Eip1 At
== (i+1)log(1+ (t—7)\)
i=0 &i
k
= log(1+ (t = &)N).
=0

Conditionally on {S® = k}, the random set {¢1,...,&} is distributed as {tU,...,tU;}
(notice the order is unimportant and is not preserved), where Uy, ..., U are independent
random variables uniformly distributed on [0, 1]. We deduce that:

k
[T+t —0)N) ] (1 +x)72

i=1

E [e*/\Yt”*MS?} _ Z (at)k e=at—nk .
k!

-3 /]R dy fly, k) e vk,

kelN

where for the last equality, we used the definition of f given in (4.5). This finishes the
proof. O

Recall that Y* = S = 0. Let p; be the distribution density of Y,* for ¢t € R;. We have
po = ¢ the Dirac mass at 0, and for ¢t > 0, we deduce from Lemma 4.5 that p;(dy) has a
density on R with respect to the Lebesgue measure given by:

pi(dy) =t e VP HA(L, y)dy, t>0,y>0, (4.6)
where H® is defined in (3.1). We now give some properties of the conditional law of .S;

given Y;. Recall By defined in (2.13).
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Lemma 4.6. Lety € R,. The law of S{* conditionally on {Y,* = y} does not depend on t.
More precisely, we get forallt > 0, k € N and y > 0:

1 (ay)*

" Bolay) Kl(k+1) .7

P(Sy = kY =)

Proof. Using Lemma 4.5, we directly have (4.7) for ¢t > 0. Notice that for y = 0, we have
Bo(0) =1 and

1 () _
Bo(ay) kl(k+1)! =0
As (Yy, S§) = (0,0), we deduce that (4.7) also holds for ¢t = 0. O

We can now prove the Markov property of the process Y = (Y2, ¢ > 0).

Lemma 4.7. The process Y“ from (3.2) with initial condition Y§* = S§ = 0 is a Markov
process on R, and its transition semi-group (Q:,t € R4) is the unique semi-group
on Cy(R+, Ry ) with the Feller property and such that p, = poQ; for t € R, where the
probability measure p; is defined in (4.6).

Proof. We say that a probability kernel K is continuous if for all continuous and bounded
function f, K f is also continuous (and bounded). We say that a collection of probabilities
L on a metric space is determining if for two bounded continuous functions f and g,
w(f) = u(g) for all u € £ implies f = g. The proof is base on [39, Lemma 1], which we
recall:

Let E and E’ be metric spaces endowed with their Borel o-fields, X = (X;,t > 0) a
FE-valued continuous time Markov process with fixed initial distribution \ and transition
semigroup (P;,t > 0) that we suppose to be Feller (that is P, is continuous for every
t > 0), ¢ a continuous function from E to E’, A a continuous probability kernel from E’
to E (thatis A : (y,A) — A(y,A), y € E' and A € B(F)), and p; the distribution of ¢ o X;.
Suppose further that:

(i) for eacht > 0 a conditional distribution for X; given ¢ o X; =y is A(y,-), y € E';
(ii) the collection {p; : t > 0} is determining.

Then ¢ o X, is Markov with initial law py and transition semigroup (Q; : t > 0), which is
the unique semigroup on E’ with the Feller property such that p; = poQ;, t > 0.

We now check hypothesis from this lemma with the notation £ =R, x N, E' = Ry,
X = (Y*,8%), A=, and ¢(y, s) = y. The semi-group (P;,t > 0) is Feller, see Lemma
4.4. The probability kernel A(y; dz,dk) = P(S¢ = k| Y, = y)d,(dz) N(dk) does not
depend on t by Lemma 4.6 and is clearly continuous. This gives condition (i). We now
check condition (ii), that is the one-dimensional marginal distributions of Y%, (p;,¢t € R),
are determining. To prove this, notice that:

ee By = [ o HE,
R+

where H(y) = h(y)yBo(ay). As the Laplace transform characterizes bounded continuous
functions, we deduce that if E[h(Y;*)] = E[g(Y;*)] for all t € R,, then H = G (with
G(y) = g(y)y Bo(ay)) and thus h = g on (0, +00) and by continuity on R,..

As the assumption of [39, Lemma 1] are satisfied, we deduce that Y* is a Markov
process, and that its transition semi-group (Q;,¢ € R, ) is the unique Feller semi-group
such that p, = poQ: for t € R, with p, the distribution of Y,*. O
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Remark 4.8. Let us stress that if we consider the Markov process (Y W) go(w:k)),
the solution of the SDE (4.3) starting from (y, k) € Ry x IN, then there is no guarantee
that Y*W:*) js Markov if y > 0. However, fory > 0, if &, is a N-valued random variable
with distribution given by (4.7), and we consider the process (Ya’(y’gy), Sa’(y’fy)) with
random initial condition (y,¢,), according to Lemma 4.6 and the Markov property, we
deduce that Y*(:&) is indeed Markov with transition semigroup (Q;,t € R ) and initial
condition y.

We now compare the distribution of Y* and the distribution of the Feller diffusion Y
defined in Remark 2.1, which is a CSBP with parameter 8 = 1 and 6 = 0. Following (3.2),
we set for ¢ > 0:

MY =H*(t, V) = et Y: Bo(aY:).
Let IN denote the canonical measure of Y.

Lemma 4.9. Let« > 0. Let to > 0. The process (Y,*,t € [0,]) has the same distribution
as the process (Y;,t € [0,t]) under N [e M ].

Proof. Notice that Y; = 0 and that the process (Y;,t¢ € [0,tp]) is continuous IN-a.e. and
thus IN [o Mg } -a.e. We first check that the two processes have the same one-dimensional
marginals. Clearly Y* = Yy = 0. Let ¢t > 0. According to Lemma 2.3, the entrance law of
Y; under IN has density y — t~2 e ¥/*. Recall the density p; defined in (4.6). We deduce
that for A > 0:

N [e " M| = /

Ry

e M H(t,y) t 2 e ¥/t dy = /

e ™ py(dy) =E [e*)‘yta} .
R

Since the Laplace transform characterizes the probability distribution on R, we obtain
that Y* has the same distribution as Y; under IN [e M?].

Using Doob’s h-transform, we get that the process (Y;,t € [0,%]) under IN [o M;ﬂ
is Markov. Using that M“ is a martingale under IN (see Proposition 3.1 and use that
Y is distributed as Z when 8 = 1, § = 0), that M} is a function of ¥;, and that Y is
Markov under IN, we get that (Y;,t € [0,%]) under IN [o Mt‘ﬂ is also Feller. We deduce
from the uniqueness property of Lemma 4.7 and the identification of the one-dimensional
marginals from the first step of the proof, that (Y,*,t € [0,¢0]) has the same distribution
as (Y;,t € [0,to]) under IN [e M ]. O

We can now give the proof of Proposition 4.1. Let 3,a > 0, § € R and t; > 0. Using the
time changes given by Remark 2.1 and (4.4), we deduce that the process (Y,*? ¢ € [0, ])

is distributed as the process (Z;,t € [0,t]) under IN? {o Mt‘?‘)’ﬂ .

4.3 Proof of Corollary 4.2

We first consider the case 6 = 0. Recall that Y§* = S5 = 0. Since Y'“ satisfies (4.3),
then by Lemma 4.6 and Remark 4.8, the Markov process (Y, ¢ > 0) starting from y > 0
with the same semigroup as Y solves the following equation:

AV, Y = \/2Y Y dB; 4+ 2(S¥ + ¢¥)dt, t>0, and Y Y =y,
where 5% and &Y are independent and (since S§ = 0) for k € IN:

1 (ay)®

PE =k =50 1)
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We deduce that E[¢Y] = g, (y) with:

1 ()t o
92) = Botam) kZ:O (= Y0y los(M7(.v)),

where 0, log(H*(t,y)) does not depend on ¢.

As g, is finite, we deduce that E[Y;*"Y] = 2g,(y)t + at? is also finite. Since Y is a
Feller process by Lemma 4.7, we can consider its semi-group, say (Q;,t € R.), which is
also the semi-group of Y ¥, and its corresponding infinitesimal generator, say .4, whose
domain is a subset of the set () of real-valued continuous function defined on R, and
vanishing at infinity. Notice the process Y is continuous. We consider the Dynkin'’s
characteristic operator U defined by, for y € R.:

B FYEn)] - fy)
Mf(y) N l‘flﬁ)l E, [Ty,s] ’

when the limit exists, and 7, . = inf{t > 0: |[Y*¥ — y| > £}. The domain Dy, is defined
to be the set of those f € Cy for which U f(y) exists for all y € Ry and U f € Cy, see [40,
Section II1.12]. According to Dynkin’s theorem, see Theorem II1.12.2 therein, we also
have that A = U (with the same domain).

Let C'%¥ be the set of all infinitely differentiable functions f with compact support in
R, . By conditioning on (5%,£¥) and applying It6’s formula, one easily get that for any
felCg andy > 0:

Af(y) =y f"(y) + 294 (y) f'(y).

Now for the second order differential operator y 65 + 294 (y) 0y, using Feller’s conditions
for the classification of boundaries of one-dimensional diffusion, see [30, Table 6.2 p.234],
we easily get that 0 is an entrance boundary point (that is, 0 is not accessible but it is
possible to start the process from 0) and that 4oc0 is a natural boundary point; thus both
0 and +o0 are inaccessible.

The drift coefficient g, has a continuous derivative; but it is not bounded, so one can
not directly use [23], see Theorem 1.1 in Section 8.1 and Theorem 2.1, to completely
identify the generator. However, stopping the process Y*¥ when it reaches a large
level, say M, one can show that up to this stopping time the process Y ®¥, with y < M,

is a diffusion which is distributed as the solution of the SDE dY,*¥ = {/2V,*¥dB; +

294 (YY) dt starting from Y*¥ = 0. We leave this details to the interested reader.
We then deduce that Y is a diffusion starting from Y;* = 0 and for ¢ > 0:

dY,” = \/2Y 2 dB; + 2ga (V) dt.

That is, the proces Y© is a solution to the SDE (4.2) with # = 0. Recall from (4.4) that
YVl = o280t yo with s = 1/¢f = (e2#%* —1)/20. With this deterministic time-change, we
deduce that the process Y09 satisfies (4.2).

5 Backbone decomposition

We introduce basic facts on the space of real trees in Section 5.1. We recall some
properties of the Brownian CRT in Section 5.2. We give in Section 5.4 a recursive
construction of some discrete random trees using a grafting procedure defined in
Section 5.3. Let us stress that the measurable and topological properties of the grafting
procedure, as well as its formal definition, are discussed in detail in Section 6.3. In
Section 5.5, we provide a decomposition of a (sub)critical Brownian CRT according to
n leaves at a given distance from the root and uniformly chosen at random, this is a
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generalization of the case n = 1 from [19, Theorem 4.5]. We prove our main results in
Section 5.6 on the local convergence of the Brownian CRT conditioned to have a large
population at time ¢, as ¢t goes to infinity.

5.1 Notations for trees
5.1.1 Real trees

We use the framework of real trees to encode the genealogy of a continuous state
branching process. We refer to [24] for a detailed introduction to real trees.

A real tree (or simply a tree in the rest of the text) is a metric space (7, d) that
satisfies the two following properties for every u,v € T":

(i) There is a unique isometric map f,, , from [0, d(u,v)] into T such that:
fuw(0) =1u and fuw (d(u, 11)) = 0.

(ii) If ¢ is a continuous injective map from [0, 1] into 7" such that ¢(0) = u and ¢(1) = v,
then the range of ¢ is also the range of f,, ,.

The range of the map f, , is denoted by [u, v]. It is the unique continuous path that links
u to v in the tree. We will write [u, v[ (resp. Ju, v], Ju, v]) for [u,v] \ {v} (resp. [u,v]\ {u},
[, o]\ {u, 0}).

A rooted tree is a tree (7,d) with a distinguished vertex denoted by ¢ and called
the root. We always consider rooted trees in this work. For an element x of a rooted
tree (T, d, 0), we denote by H(z) = d(p, x) its height, and we set H(T') = sup ., H(x) the
height of the tree T

An element x of T'\ {p} is a leaf if T'\ {«} has only one connected component; by
convention the root is a leaf if and only if T is reduced to the root. We denote by Lf(T)
the (non-empty) set of leaves of 7. The skeleton of the tree is the set Sk(T") = T\ L{(T).
The set of branching points (or vertices) Br(T) is the set of x € T such that T\ {z} has
at least 3 connected components if x # o or at least 2 components if = = p.

For a vertex = € T, we define the subtree T, “above” x as:

T,={yeT: zeloy]}

The real tree T, is endowed with the distance induced by T and will be rooted at z. If
u,v € T, we denote by u A v the most recent common ancestor of v and v, i.e. the unique
vertex of T such that:

Lo, u] N o, v] = [o,uAv].
If (T,d, o) is a rooted real tree and «a is a positive real number, we define the scaled tree
al as:
aT = (T, ad, o) (5.1)
where all the distances in the tree T" are multiplied by the factor a.

The trace of the Borel o-field of T on Sk(7') is generated by the sets [s, s'], s, s’ € Sk(T)
(see [25]). Hence, there exists a o-finite Borel measure .#7 on T, such that:

LT(LET)) =0 and £7([s,s]) =d(s,s).

This measure .#7 is called the length measure on 7. When there is no ambiguity, we
simply write .Z for .£7.
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5.1.2 Gromov-Hausdorff distance and sets of trees

We endow the set of (isometry equivalence classes) of rooted real trees with the classical
Gromov-Hausdorff distance whose definition (with the notion of correspondences) is
described below. We refer to [31] for general results on Gromov-Hausdorff metrics.

Let (T,d, 0) and (T",d’, ¢') be two rooted compact real trees. A correspondence R
between T and 7" is a subset of T' x T” such that:

(i) for all x € T, there exists 2’ € T’ such that (z,2') € R,
(ii) for all 2/ € T”, there exists x € T such that (z,2') € R,
(i) (o, 0) € R.
The distortion of such a correspondence R is defined as:
dist(R) = sup {|d(z,y) — d'(z',¢)|; (z,2"),(y,9') € R} .

For two compact rooted trees (7T, d, o) and (17,d’, o) we set:
1
deu (T, T/) = inf idiSt(R)’

where the infimum is taken over all the correspondences between (7, d, ) and (7", d’, ¢').
The function dgy is the so-called Gromov-Hausdorff pseudo-distance, see [35]. Fur-
thermore, we have that dgu(7,7") = 0 if and only if there exists an isometric bijection
from (T,d) to (1”,d’) which preserves the root. The relation dgu(7,7’) = 0 defines
an equivalence relation between compact rooted trees. The set Tk of equivalence
classes of compact rooted trees endowed with dgy is then a metric Polish space, see [35,
Proposition 9]. We shall consider below the trivial tree Ty € Tk reduced to its root.

We can generalize this definition to compact n-pointed rooted trees where a n-pointed
rooted tree is a triplet (T, d, v) where (T, d) is a rooted real tree and v = (vg, v1, ..., y)
with that v9 = p is the root of 7" and v4,...,v,, are n distinguished (possibly equal)
vertices. A correspondence between two n-pointed rooted trees (7, d,v) and (T",d’,v’)
is a correspondence between (7', d, o) and (7”,d’, o) which satisfies moreover (v;,v}) € R
foralli € {1,...,n}, where v/ = (v, v],...,v),) with v{ = ¢/, the root of T'. The distance
dg}){ on the space ’JP%? ) of equivalence classes of compact n-pointed rooted trees is then
defined in the same way as dgy on Tk, and following the arguments of [35] one get that
the metric space (’Jl“%?), dgg) is Polish; and notice that (T, dgu) = (’]I‘;?), d(c(;)l){)'

For a rooted n-pointed tree (7,d,v) and t > t7 = maX;cqo,... n} d(0, v;), we define the
rooted n-pointed tree T truncated at level ¢ as (r(7T,v), d, v) with:

r(T,v)={xeT: H(z) <t}, (5.2)

and the distance on (7, v) is given by the restriction of the distance d. We shall simply
write (T, v) for (r¢(T,v),d,v). By the Hopf-Rinow theorem, the tree r;(T, v) is a compact
n-pointed rooted tree for all ¢ > ¢ if the rooted n-pointed tree (T, d, v) is complete and
locally compact, see [6] and references therein. Two complete locally compact trees
(T,d,v) and (T",d’,v') are equivalent if and only if there exists an isometric one-to-one
map from (T,d) to (T”,d') which preserves the distinguished vertices. This defines
indeed an equivalence relation. The set ’]I‘l(:C)_K of equivalence classes of complete

locally compact rooted trees is then endowed with a distance d(angH in the spirit of
[6], see Section 6.2 below and more precisely Proposition 6.4, so that it is a metric
Polish space and T%) is an open dense subset of ”Jl“l(:g_K. For n = 0, we simply write

Tioe—k and drqy for Tl(:c)fK and d(LrgH We shall consider below the infinite spine tree
Ty = (R4, - |,0) € Tioc—k, where | - | is the usual Euclidean distance.
EJP 31 (2026), paper 96. https://www.imstat.org/ejp
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5.1.3 Grafting operation

We recall the grafting operation of [2]. Let (T, d, (0, x)) be a complete locally compact
rooted 1-pointed tree and (77, d’, ¢’) be complete locally compact rooted trees. We define
the tree T'®, T’ as the tree obtained by grafting 7" on the tree T at vertex z. We set:

T, T'=TuU(T'\{}), (5.3)
d(y,y") ify,y €T,
Yy, €T ®, T', d®(y,y') = < d'(y, ) ify,y €T, (5.4)

d(y,z) +d'(d",y') ifyeT, y T,

where U denotes the disjoint union of two sets. By construction (T ®, T”,d®, p) is a
complete locally compact rooted tree. It is easy to see that the equivalence class of
T ®, T’ does not depend of the choice of the representatives in the equivalence classes of
T and 7" and hence the grafting operation is well-defined on T),._x; it is even continuous,
see Lemma 7.1. We also refer to Section 6.3 for a more general grafting procedure and
its topological properties.

Let (T,v) € ”Jl“l(:g_K be either the infinite spine tree T; (and n = 0) or a discrete tree
(and n € IN*), that is, a compact rooted real tree with all its leaves being distinguished,
see (6.11) for a more formal definition. Let M =}, _; 6, ) be a point measure on the
T X Tioc—k- We define intuitively the tree Graft,, ((7,v), M) as the tree:

Graft, ((T,v), M) = (T &4, i1 (Ti,i € I),v) (5.5)

obtained by grafting each complete locally compact rooted tree 7; on T at point z;
(and keeping the n distinguished elements v of T'). It is not clear that the resulting
tree belongs to "JFI(;LC)_K (some assumptions must be added to M) nor that this infinite
grafting procedure can be proceeded in a measurable way (so that we get indeed a
random tree when the tree T and the point measure M are random). We give a formal
definition of this procedure in Section 7.2 and check that it is well defined (after some
lengthy topological preliminaries) with good measurable property in Tl(c?c)fK' where
M is a particular Poisson point measure considered in the context of the backbone
decomposition from Section 5.5. Even if the presentation (5.5) is abusive, we stick to

this informal definition for simplicity.

5.2 Brownian CRTs and Kesten trees

Brownian CRTs are random trees in T),._k that encode the genealogy of continuous-
state branching processes.

Before recalling the definition of such trees, we give some additional notation. For a
complete locally compact rooted tree t, we define the population at level a as the subset:

Zi(a) ={u e t, H(u) = a}.

We denote by (t()* i € I) the connected components of the open set t \ r,(t). For
every i € I, let p; be the MRCA of t(V-*, which is equivalently characterized by [o, 0;] =
Nuet(r.+ [0, u]; notice that o; € Z¢(a). We then set t) = t()* U {o;} so that t(¥) is a
complete locally compact rooted tree with root p;, and we consider the point measure on

Zt(a) X Tloc—K3
N’; - Zd(gi)t“>).
il
We then recall the definition of the excursion measure IN’ for 8 > 0 and 6§ > 0
associated with a Brownian CRT from [19]. The underlying parameter 3 is fixed, and will
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be omitted from the notation. There exists a measure IN? on Tk (and hence on Tjyc_k)
such that:

(i) Existence of a local time. For every a > 0 and for N’[d7]-a.e. T, there exists a
finite measure A, on 7 such that

(a) Ag =0 and, for every a > 0, A, is supported on Z7(a).
(b) For every a > 0, N?[dT]-a.e., we have {A, # 0} = {H(T) > a}.

(c) For every a > 0, N?[dT]-a.e., we have for every continuous function ¢ on 7:

S R
(Ao, ) = Elggmg//\/a (du, dT")p(u) 1 (T7)>e}

T
= lim —/Nj,s(du,dT’)sﬂ(u)l{HU')zs}-

e—0+ Cg

(ii) Branching property. For every a > 0, the conditional distribution of the point
measure N/ (du,d7”), under the probability measure N?[d7 | H(7) > a] and
given r,(7), is that of a Poisson point measure on Z7(a) x Tjo.—x with intensity
Ay (du)IN?[AT7].

(iii) Regularity of the local time process. We can choose a modification of the
process (A,,a > 0) in such a way that the map a — A, is N?[d7]-a.e. continuous
for the weak topology of finite measures on 7.

(iv) Link with CSBP. Under IN?[d7], the process ((A,,1),a > 0) is distributed as a
CSBP under its canonical measure with branching mechanism:

P(N) = BAZ 260N, A >0.

We now extend the definition of the measure IN? (only on T, k) for 8 < 0 by a
Girsanov transform, following [7]. For ¢ > 0, set G; = o(r4(T)) and Z; = A;(T), the latter
notation is consistent with Section 2.2. The CSBP process Z = (Z;,t > 0) is Markov with
respect to the filtration (G;,¢ > 0). For § < 0 and ¢ > 0, we set:

N=?[dT]jg, = **?* N°[dT]g,. (5.6)

Then properties (i) to (iv) still hold for every # € R. This Girsanov transform is consistent
with the Girsanov transform of CSBPs given by (2.12). Let us stress that the measure IN?
on T,._k depends also on the parameter S > 0.

The so-called Kesten tree with parameters (3,0) € R x R, which appears first in
[8] for # = 0 and B = 1/2 as the self-similar continuum random tree, can also be obtained
as the genealogical tree associated with the continuous-state branching process with
the same parameters, conditioned on non-extinction (see for instance [33]). This latter
process can also be constructed by adding to the initial process a particular immigration.
We use this second approach to extend the definition of the Kesten tree for 6 < 0.

Using our framework, the Kesten tree with parameters (3,60) € R% x R is built as
a countable family of trees defined by a Poisson point measure grafted on the infinite
spine tree T:

T* = Grafto(Ty, M), (5.7)

with M(dh, dT') a Poisson point measure on R x T,k with intensity 281,-0ydh IN?[aT.
We refer to Section 7.2 for a more formal presentation which in particular implies that
the Kesten tree is a T),._k-valued random variable, see Lemma 7.2.
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5.3 The set of (planar) discrete trees

A discrete tree is a compact rooted tree with a finite number of leaves. We denote
by Tfﬁs) the subset of n-pointed discrete tree whose leaves are distinguished (see (6.11)

for a formal definition): for (t,v) € ’]Pg?b) with v = (vg = ¢,...,v,), we have that
Lf(t) C {vo,...,vs}. According to Lemma 6.11, the set ’]I‘g'fb) is closed. We can consider a

discrete tree with a planar structure by enumerating its leaves, or more precisely its
distinguished vertices, “from the left to the right”. This will allow us to define oriented
grafting; this will be used in the next section. Intuitively a discrete tree (t,v) € Tfﬁg is
a planar tree if for all x € t, there exists 0 < iy < iq < n such that v; € t, if and only if
i € {ig,...,%a}; we check in Section 7.3 that the set of (equivalence classes of) n-pointed

planar tree Tfﬁ;n c T is also closed.

Figure 1: A tree (t,v) € T}, with v = (o,1,3,2).
We now define an oriented grafting of a discrete tree t’ on a discrete tree t at point
x € t; we shall use later on this construction for planar trees; this is similar to the
first grafting defined in Section 5.1.3 but for the ordering of the distinguished vertices.

Formally, if (t,v) be an n-pointed discrete tree with v = (vg = 9,v1,...,v,), (t/,v') an
m-pointed discrete tree with v/ = (v{, = ¢/, v}, ...,v},) and z € t, we define for e € {g,d}:
(6, v) @ (t,v)) = (t®, t',ve v') e T{ ™ (5.8)

with t ®, t’ defined in (5.3) and:

/ / /
V@2V = (Vo,. .., Vig—1, V], Uy Vigs oo, Un)s (5.9)

d 7/ / /
V@V = (V0,0 s Vigy VUl eevy Uy Vigtds - -5 Un), (5.10)
where:

ig =min{i € {0,...,n}: v; €t} and iqg =max{i € {0,...,n}: v; € t,}, (5.11)

and the convention that if i; = 0 (that is, z = p), then v @& v/ = (v, v{,..., U, V1,...,Vp),

) m?
and if iq = n, then v ® v’ = (vg,...,v,,0},...,v),). Let us stress that i, and iq are well
defined as all the leaf are distinguished. Notice also that if (t,v) and (t’,v’) are planar,
so is (t,v) ®3 (t',v').
Furthermore, fori € {1,...,n} and h < H(v;), we shall consider the grafting of t’ at
x; 5 € t the point of [p, v;] at height h:

(t,v) &5, (£, V) = (t,v) &, (t', V). (5.12)

Notice this latter grafting is well defined on the equivalent classes of discrete trees, and
it is measurable thanks to Lemma 7.3.
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5.4 A discrete random tree constructed by successive grafts

5.4.1 A random tree

In this section, for a > 0, we denote by ([0,a], (0,a)) € Télii the (equivalent class of the)
tree [0, a] endowed with the usual distance on R, rooted at ¢ = 0 and pointed at a; and
when there is no possible confusion we simply denote it by [0, a].

Let t > 0 and let v be a probability measure on [0,t]. Let £ = (£, kK € IN*) be a
sequence of independent random variables with distribution v and let ((K k,Ek), k€ ]N*)
be a sequence of independent random variables independent of the sequence &, with K,
uniformly distributed on {1, ..., k} independent of & uniformly distributed on {g,d}. For

every integer n > 2, we set (5§"), e 75,(:1)1) the increasing order statistic of (&1,...,&,—1).

Then we define the family of pointed planar trees ((TE"),VY")), el (T%"),V%"))), with

(T, vy e T | recursively by:

plan’

. Tgn) = [O,t], that is, (Tﬁ”%vﬁ’”) = ([O’t]’ (O’t)) € T(l)

plan*
« For every k € {1,...,n — 1}, conditionally given the random variable (T\",v{")
in ’]I‘gfin, we define the ’]I‘I(C]Jc Ct 1I)<-Va1ued random variable (T,(ﬁgl, v,(:gl) by grafting a

branch of length ¢ — ,(c") uniformly on the left or on the right of a uniformly chosen
vertex among the k vertices of T,(C") at level f,i”), and the new leaf (which is, as
all the other leaves, at level t) is added to the vector recording the distinguished
vertices. Formally, using the grafting procedure (5.12) we set:

(n) (n)
(Tk+17 Vi+1

)= v e [0t -6 (5.13)

Figure 2: The trees T§4), T§4), T:(f) and Tff) obtained from the se-
quences (K7 = 1,Ky = 1,K3 = 2) and (67 = g,e2 = d,e3 = d). The
dashed lines represent the levels §§4)7 554)7 £§4).

By construction, we get that (T,in),v,(cn)) belongs to T for all k € {1,...,n}. To

plan
simplify the notations, we set T,, = (T%”), v )).

Recall that for a rooted tree 7', .#7 denotes its length measure; and we simply write
% when there is no ambiguity. The next lemma relates the distributions of T,, and of

T,,+1; its proof is given in the next section. Recall that ']P}(Jfgn is a subset of T{".
Lemma 5.1. Lett > 0. Assume that the probability distribution v has a positive density

faens With respect to the Lebesgue measure on [0,t|. For n € N*, G a measurable non-

negative function defined on ’]I‘S?SH), and ¢ a random variable uniformly distributed on
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{g,d} and independent of T,,, we have:

E M L) faens(H(2)) G(T 5 [0, - H(x)])} =" R e(mn)]. 5.14)

2

Remark 5.2. We comment on the left-hand side of (5.14). First notice the grafting on
T,, is oriented, which is consistent with the fact that the discrete tree T,, is a planar
tree. Second, we check that the integral

7= / L(d2) faens(H () G(T, ©5 0,1 — H(x)))
T,

is a non-negative random variable. Recall that T,, = (T%"), v%")). Then, we can write

as follows:

n t
=% / o faens () G (T &5, [0, h]).
k=1 k—1

with the convention that 5(()") = 0. Therefore, using the continuity of the grafting function,

see Lemma 7.3, we obtain that 7 is a non-negative real-valued random variable, and thus
its expectation is well defined.

5.4.2 Proof of Lemma 5.1

The proof is based on two technical lemmas. We first consider the case ¢t = 1 and v
the uniform distribution on [0, 1]. Let us denote by Tu"f for T,, when v is the uniform
distribution on [0, 1].

Lemma 5.3. Forn € IN*, G a measurable non-negative functional defined on ”Jl“g?:l),
and ¢ a {g, d}-valued uniform random variable independent of T'"f, we have:

n+1

E x(dx)G(Tgnif @ [0t — H(x)])] = E [G(T)] . (5.15)

2

unif
Tn

Remark 5.4. From (5.15), we see “}! is just the mean length of T1"if,

Proof. To simplify notation, we write T,, for Ti", We give a proof by induction. Forn = 1,
this is a direct consequence of the construction of Ty = T§2) from T§2> =T, =[0,1]
given by (5.13).

Let n € IN* and assume that (5.15) holds for n replaced by any k € {1,...,n — 1}. We
will use for the proof a special representation of planar binary trees. Let 7" be a compact
planar binary tree rooted at p, with all leaves at height 1; in particular the tree T has
a finite number of leaves. If T has at least two leaves, since it is compact with a finite
number of leaves, there exists a lowest branching vertex, say . We set h = H(z) and Ts
(resp. T9) the left (resp. right) subtree above x. In our settings, we have:

h=H(z) and T = ([o,2] ®, T%) ®2T? = ([o: 2] ®s TY) @8 15,

where, with a slight abuse of language (see Lemma 6.6 for formal justification), one has
removed the vertex x from the distinguished vertices after the graftings. For convenience,
we consider the scaled left and right trees 7% = (1 —h)~'7% and 79 = (1 — k)~ 'T (recall
(5.1) for the definition of a scaled tree), so that 7% and 7¢ are rooted bounded binary
planar trees with all their leaves at height 1. We call (h, 7%, T) the decomposition of T'
according to its lowest branching vertex.
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Let ({YLH), T, ., T%H) be the decomposition of T,,; according to its lowest branch-
ing vertex (which is indeed at height §§"+1) by construction). Denote by I,,; the number
of leaves of T% +1- Using a Polya urn starting with two balls of color g and d, we get that,
by construction, I, is the number of balls of color g in the urn after n draws. Thus I,,4;
is uniform on {1,...,n} and independent of 5;"“). Notice that if U is a uniform random
variable on [0, 1], for every h € (0,1), conditionally given {U > h}, the random variable
(1 — h)~Y1(U — h) is still uniformly distributed on [0,1]. This gives that, conditionally
on {§§"+1) = h} and {I,41 = i}, the two trees T%, and T}, are independent and
distributed respectively as T; and T,,1_;.

We consider a measurable non-negative functional G defined on the space of rooted
compact binary planar trees with a finite number of leaves, all of them at height 1 of the

form:

G(T) = gi(h) g2(T®) g3(T?), (5.16)

where the g;’s are measurable non-negative functionals and (h, 7%, Td) is the decomposi-
tion of T" according to its lowest branching vertex. Setting f;(¢) = E [g;(T;)] for j € {2, 3},

we have since 557’“) is distributed according to a 8(1, n) distribution (as the minimum of
n independent uniform random variables):

E[G(T)] = ( [ antwyaa =y dh) LS B+ 1- )

- ( [ o (1—h>"-1dh) > RO+ 1-9) (5.17)

On the other hand, let (65”),Tg T?L) be the decomposition of T,, according to its

n?

lowest branching vertex. Let € T, and set h = H(z).

e Ifh < 5%"), the decomposition of T,, ®& [0, 1 — h] according to its lowest branching
vertex is given by (h,[0,1],(1 — h)~*T/,) where T/, is as the tree T,, but for its
lowest branch whose length is d") — h instead of §§"). Notice that the shapes of
the tree T/, and T,, are the same. Then using again the property of conditioned
uniform random variables, we deduce that conditionally on {f&") > h}, the tree
(1 — h)~'T/, is distributed as T,. Thus, we get:

(n)
1

0

g1(h) dh] f2(1) f3(n).
(5.18)

E {/T Ly <ety £ (dx) G(Ty ®5 (0,1 — h])} =F

By symmetry, we have:

5gn)

g1(h) dh] fa(n) f3(1).
(5.19)

" UT Lp1(a)<emy £ (d2) G (T @5 0.1 - h])} =B/

» Forx ¢ ’i‘%, the decomposition of T,, ®Z [0,1 — h] according to its lowest branching
vertex is given by (¢ (1 — h)=177, T9), where 7/ = T% ® [0,1 — h]. Notice that

the length measure on the tree T% is obtained by scaling by (1 — f;n))_l the length
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measure on T, restricted to T&. We deduce that:

E [/T 1peqsy £ (dz) G(T, @5 0,1 - h])}

n

= B[g1(¢{")s(T) /T Lpperny 2™ (de) g (1 - €)1 (T5 @5 [0,1 - H(x)]))}

=B _91(55"))93(Ti)/

T3

:E:(l—d")) (")] ngn—z {/ ZLTi(dy) 92 [,1—H(y)})}

(1 - )2 (dy) g2 (T8 @5 [0.1 - H(w])]

where we used the distribution of (T%, T%) conditionally on §§") and I, for the last
equality. Using that, by induction, (5.15) holds for n = i, we get:

E [/T 1y, e, 2(d2) G(T, @5 [0,1 - h])]

1.

n

n n 1 1. . )
=E[(1-Nae”)] —= Y S B+ 1) fn—i)
- (5.20)
=B [(1—§§ Ngi (€l ))} —T Z%fz(l) fa(n—i+1).
i=2
* By symmetry, for z € Tg, we get:
E[Anl{xeig}f(dx) G(T, @ [O,l—h})]
=B [(1 - 6Man(")] g 3 5 oli) faln =i+ 1)
= 1 (5.21)
n—1+

=B [(1- )0 (6)] fali) faln —i +1).

2
1

.
Il

Summing (5.18) times P(e = g) = 1/2, (5.19) times P(¢ = d) = 1/2, (5.20) and (5.21),
and using that 51”) has distribution 8(1,n — 1) so that:

(n)
1

E -
n—1

91<h>dh] = —— B[ - ")) = / g (h)(1 = h)"dh,

0

we deduce that:

E M i”(da:)G(Tn ®; [0,1 —H(x)])}
= 1gl(h)(1—h)"_1dh Z”+1fz( )f3(n+1—1).
y )

i=1

Thanks to (5.17), we deduce that (5.15) holds for G given by (5.16). Then use a monotone
class argument to conclude that (5.15) holds for any measurable non-negative G. This
concludes the proof by induction. O
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We now consider ¢t > 0 and assume that the probability distribution » has a positive
density f4ens With respect to the Lebesgue measure on [0,t]. Let F' denote the cumulative
distribution function of v. By the assumptions on fgens, F' is a bijection from [0, ¢] onto
[0,1] and its inverse F'~! is continuous. For a compact rooted real tree (7', d, o), we
define:

Vo € T, Hlens (z) = F~1(H(z)),
Yo,y eT, d.fdcns(x7 y) — Hfdcns(x) 4 H faens (y) — 9 [ faens (x A y)

The scaling map R/ : (T, d, 0) — (T,d%4s, 9) is then well-defined from {7 € Tk :
H(T) < 1} to Tk. We shall now prove it is continuous.

Lemma 5.5. The map R/ from {T € Tk, H(T) < 1} to Tk is continuous.

Proof. Let € > 0. As F~! is uniformly continuous with our assumptions, there exists
4 > 0 such that, for every z,y € [0, 1]:

z—yl<d= |F'(z) - F ()| <

| ™

Let T, T’ € Tk with H(T) < 1 and H(T") < 1 such that dgu(T,T’) < §/8. Then, there
exists a correspondence R between (elements in the equivalence classes) T and T” such
that dist (R) < 2dgu(T,T") +6/4 < §/2.
For every (z,2'), (y,y’) € R, we have:
|dfdens (‘/I:, y) _ d/fdens (.I'/7 y/) ‘
— |Hfdens (z) + Hfdens(y) _ 2Hfdens(‘,1: Ay) — Hfdens(l,/)
_ Hfaens (y/) + 9 | faens (x/ A y/)’
< [P (H(@) — P (HE)| + [P (HE) - P (HE))|

+2‘F71(H(:c/\y)) — F ' (H(a' /\y’))’.
As (z,2') € R, we have |H(z) — H(2')| < dist (R) < 6 and consequently,
‘F*l(H(x)) - F*l(H(x’))‘ <e/2.
Similarly, we have

p|F 1 (H(y) = P (HE))| < /2.

We also have:

|H(z Ay)— H(z Ay)| = %|H(x) +H(y) —d(z,y) — H@') — H(y' )+ d'(«', /)|
< glH@) ~ H@)| + | H) ~ HE)| + ld,y) - d @y
< gdist (R)

< 6.

This gives ‘F—l (H(z Ay)) — F~(H(' A y’))‘ <e/2.

To conclude, we have dist/4»s (R) < 2¢ which implies that dé]‘H (T, T'") < e. This gives
the continuity of the map Rfaen:, O
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We now prove Lemma 5.1. Recall that T,, denotes the trees constructed with the
probability measure v(dz) = fqens(z) dr and TUMf the trees constructed with the uniform
distribution on [0,1] as studied in the first step. By construction, for all n € IN*, the
random variables Rfans(TUnf) and T,, have the same distribution. Notice also that, for
every T' € Tk and every non-negative measurable function g on R} x Tj,._x, we have:

/ z" (dy) g(H(y), T) = / e (1) (dz) faens (Hfdens (I)) g(Hfdens (2), Rfaens (T)) :
T Rfdens (T)

Let G be a measurable non-negative functional defined on the space of rooted compact
binary planar trees with a finite number of leaves, all of them at height . We first have:

B[ [ () fune (1) G 55 00 - 1))
T
—E |:/ ngdcns (T:‘L"if) (dx) fdens (Hfdens (.’L‘))
Rfdens (Tunit)
G (Rf(lens (T};{nlf) ®; [0, t _ Hfdens (x)] ):|

=

gTznif(dy) Go Rfdens (T;anif @Z [0, 1-— H(y)])] :

if
T%m

Applying Lemma 5.1, and then that Rfdens (TBL‘j;fl) and T, ; have the same distribution,
we get the result.

5.4.3 An infinite tree with no leaves

Let fint be a positive locally integrable function on [0,+00). Let S be a Poisson point
measure on R, with intensity fin(¢) dt. We denote by (&;,7 > 1) the increasing sequence
of the atoms of S and by N the process (N, = S([0,]), t > 0).

Let (en,m > 1) be independent random variables uniformly distributed on {g,d} and
let (K,,,n > 1) be independent random variables uniformly distributed on {1,2,...,n}
respectively, all these variables being independent and independent of S.

We define a tree-valued process (T;,t > 0) where, for every ¢t > 0, the random tree T,
is compact, has height ¢ and NV, + 1 leaves, all of them at height ¢. Before going into this
construction, we first define a growing procedure on rooted n-pointed trees for n € IN*:

Growth, (T, v),h) € T(?) with (T,v) € T} and heR,, (5.22)
as the tree obtained by grafting on all the distinguished vertices of T, but the root (that
is, on v* = (v1,...,v,)) a branch of length h, distinguishing the new leaves with the
order naturally induced by v* and removing the vertices v* from the list of distinguished
vertices. This function is formally defined in Section 7.5, see also Lemma 7.4 for its
measurability.

We can now construct the process (%;,t > 0) inductively. For 0 < t < &, we set
% = ([0,],(0,t)) and N, = 0.

Let n € N* and assume that (T, v,) is a tree of height £,, with n leaves, all of them
at height &, and distinguished (i.e. the vector v,, is composed of the root of T¢, and all
its leaves). Then, we define the process on (&, &,+1] by setting, for every ¢t € (&, &n+1]:

St = GI‘OWthn ({Ién 7t - €7L) ®§gn,§n [O,t - €7L] and Nt =nNn.

Standard properties of Poisson processes give the following result.
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Lemma 5.6. For everyn > 1 and everyt > 0, conditionally given N, = n — 1, the tree T,
is distributed as the tree T,, of Section 5.4.1 associated with the density fqens 0n [0, ]
given by:

fdens(u) - fl]?,t(s:;)

t
li,(uw) with F(t) = / fint () du. (5.23)
0

We now view the tree T; as a real-tree of T,._k (we forget about the distinguished
leaves which is a continuous operation thanks to Lemma 6.6). It is easy to see that the
process (T, t > 0) satisfies the Cauchy property in T)o._k as 7s(T;) = rs(Ty) for every
s <t < t'. Thus this sequence converges a.s. in T,._k, and we write:

ke — lim T,. (5.24)
t——+o0

The tree T5€ is a T),._k-valued random variable which has no leaves. The tree Tk¢ will
serve as a backbone for the description of the genealogical tree of the conditioned CSBP.
We present now an ancillary result which is interesting by itself; it is a consequence of
Lemma 5.1 on two tree-valued processes that have the same one-dimensional marginal.
We first consider the process (T;,t > 0) associated with the intensity fi,s = 1, that
is, fint(t) = 1 for all ¢ > 0. Then we construct a sequence t = (t,,,n > 1) of increasing
real trees, with t,, € ’]I‘%") for every n > 1, all of them of height 1. Let (ex,k > 1) be
independent random variables uniformly distributed on {g,d}. We define the sequence
t by induction by setting first t; = ([0,1],(0,1)). Let n > 1 and assume that (t,,, v,) is
a tree of T%? ) with height 1 and with n leaves all of them at height 1. Conditionally
given t,, let V1 be a random element on t,, uniformly chosen according to the length
measure; that is V1, is distributed according to the measure ¢, .Z, with .Z the length
measure on t,, and the normalization ¢, = 1/.2(t,). Notice that V,,;; is a.s. not a leaf

nor the root of t,,. Then we set:

tog1r =t @7 [0,1 = H(Vig)].

Vit

In particular, for every measurable nonnegative function G, we have:

Z(d
E[G(tny1)| b1, tnsEng1] :/t g((tx)) G(tn ®5+ 0,1 —H(I)D. (5.25)

From Definition (6.12), we see that the measurable function Nt records the number
of vertices at level t of a tree without leaves: N;(7T') = Card ({m €eT: H(z) = t}) Let us

consider the continuous (see Lemma 6.6) canonical projection II7 : ’JT%” ) — Tk defined
by TI8 (t,v) = t. We write T5%¢ = r,(T°) for ¢t > 0.

Proposition 5.7. Letn > 1 and fi,; = 1. For all measurable non-negative functional G
defined on T((i?s), we have, with .Z the length measure on t,,:

2n—1
E

E[G(Sl)‘len—l} - =

n—1
G(tn) I X(tk)] : (5.26)

k=1

and for all measurable non-negative functional G defined on Tk (or on T),c_k):

E [G(Eikc) ‘ Ny (F5ke) = n] —-F [G o II°(T;) ‘ Ni=n— 1} . (5.27)

Proof. By construction, we have that the process <(T§ke, Ny(Tke)),t > O) is distributed

as the process ((H?\,ﬁl(it),Nt + 1),t > O). This gives (5.27).
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We now prove (5.26) by induction. Thanks to Lemma 5.6, conditionally given N; =
n — 1, the tree T is distributed as T, For n = 1, we have T = t, = (]0,1], (0, 1))
hence Equation (5.26) holds. Let us suppose that (5.26) holds for some n > 1. Applying
Lemma 5.1, one gets:

; 2
E[G(T5)] = ——F

: LT (dx)
Tumf
B |2 /

punie TR (Tonif)

G(T;;“if ®: [0,1— H(m)})] .

Now we apply the induction assumption for the right-hand side of the previous equation
to get:

E[G(T30)]
B 2 271—1 . D‘Zt" (dx) _— n—1 .
= |20 | mc(tn@ 0.1~ H()]) kl;[lg (t)
T T gt
= ® | Gttnn) TL2 ).

by definition of the tree t,,.; and by (5.25). This gives that (5.26) holds with n replaced
by n + 1. This concludes the proof by induction. O

5.5 The n-leaves decomposition of the Brownian CRT

The decomposition of a (sub)critical Brownian CRT 7 according to a spine [0, z],
where x € T is a leaf picked at random at level ¢ > 0, that is according to the local
time A;(dz), is given in Theorem 4.5 in [19]. In our setting, it can be rephrased in the
next theorem. Notice that, for ¢ > 0, the (planar discrete) 1-pointed tree [0,?] € ’]Tl(;():_K
denotes the segment [0, t] endowed with the Euclidean distance, with the root 0 and the
distinguished vertex t. Recall that the grafting operation Graft,, on a n-pointed discrete
tree of trees formalized by atoms of a Poisson point measure M has been intuitively
presented in (5.5) (or (7.3)) and formally defined in Section 7.2.2, see (7.4) therein, using
the theoretical background of Section 6.8, so that Graft,([0,¢], M) in (5.28) below is a
well defined Tl(ig_K-vaIued random variable.

Theorem 5.8 ([19]). Let 5> 0,0 >0 andt > 0. Let M be under It a Poisson measure
with intensity 23 19 4 (s)dsIN?[dT]. For every non-negative measurable functional F on

T . (or T\})), we have, with ¢ the root of T:

INY [/T A(dv) F(T, (0,v)) | = e 2P E [F(Graft,([0,t], M))] . (5.28)

We extend this result to the super-critical case 6 < 0.

Corollary 5.9 (One-leaf decomposition). Let 3 > 0,0 € R andt > 0. Let M be underE a
Poisson measure with intensity 23 1o 4 (s)dsIN’[dT]. For every non-negative measurable

functional F on ”JFSLK, Equation (5.28) holds.

Proof. Let (T,v) € ’JI‘I(C}CLK with v = (p,v). We denote by (T7,: € I) the connected
components of the set T'\ [o, v]. For every = € T, there exists a unique z; € T such that
Nzere [0, 2] = o, x:] and we set T; = Ty U {z;} viewed as a real tree rooted at x;. Then

we define the point measure M(7T,v) on Ry X Tjoc—k by:

M(T V)= Sn).r-

icl
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This map is well defined according to Corollary 6.34. Even if we shall not use it as
such, let us mention that a.s. M(Graft;([0,t], M)) = M; this can be easily deduced from
Proposition 6.33.

We first prove (5.28) for functionals F' of the form:

F(T,v) = e~ (&MTV) (5.29)

where (T,v) € TSLK, ® is a continuous non-negative function with bounded support
defined on Ry x Ty . (with T}, = Tiee—k \ {To} where Ty € Tjoc—k is the tree
reduced to its root, see Section 6.9).

For simplicity, we write (7, v) for the 1-pointed tree (7, (o,v)). Let 6 > 0. Using (5.6),

we have for every s > ¢ that:
nN—? |:/ At(dv) e—(@,M(r;(T,v)))j| — IN? |:/ At(dv) eQF)Zs—(@,M(rs(T,v)))
T T

We apply then (5.28) to get:

N—° [/ At(dv)e<¢,M(T5(T,v))):|
T

= <2 [6 F(r,(Grafta([0,1], M))]

t
= exp {269t —-2p / da IN? [1 — e ®(@me—a(T >>+2*‘)Zs?a] }
Ot
= exp {25915 - QB/ da (IN*Q [1 - e*ﬂwsw(’”)] +IN 1 - emm]) }
0
t
= exp {2,80t - 26/ da N7 [1 = e e (D] } :
0

where we used standard property of Poisson point measures for the second equality,
(5.6) again for the third one, and that IN? [1 — e?/%«] = u(—26,a) = —26, see (2.8) and
(2.9), for the last one. As ® has bounded support, we get taking s large enough:

t
N-° U At(dv)e@’M(T’”))} = exp{Qﬂ@t 25/ da N~ {1 fe*‘P(aﬂ} }
T 0

Then the result follows from the definition of Graft; ([0, ¢], M), that is (5.28) holds for F’
given by (5.29).

As (T,v) is a measurable function of M(T,v), see Section 7.6, we then conclude by
the monotone class theorem that Equation (5.28) holds for any non-negative measurable
function F defined on Tl(: C)_K. O

Let 3> 0,0 € Randt > 0. Recall & = (20)/(1 — e~ 2%) defined in (2.3). We consider
the probability measure on [0, t]:

2&0 e2595

V(dS) = M

1j0,4(s)ds = B¢ (0) e 2P0(t=s) 10,4 (s) ds. (5.30)

Let (T,,v,) be, under P%?, the planar tree, element of ’JI‘ESS) defined in Section 5.4.1

associated with the measure v and ¢ > 0 (recall that all the distinguished vertices from
v, but the root are at distance ¢ from the root). The following theorem is a generalization
of Theorem 5.8 when picking n leaves uniformly at random at level ¢.
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Theorem 5.10 (Generalized n-leaves decomposition). Let 5 > 0, § € R, t > 0 and
n € IN*. For every non-negative measurable function F' defined on ’JI‘I(ZCLK, we have:

N° [ / AP (V) E(T )| = nl (&) " e B9 [F(Graftn (T, v,), M) )|, (5.31)

where v = (o,v*) € Tn+l with o the root of T, and, under Eft, conditionally given
(T,,vn), M(dx,dT) is a Poisson point measure on T, x T,._x with intensity
Qﬂd,an(dx)]Ne[dT].

We stress again that measurability of the grafting map Graft,, on a discrete tree is
formally stated in Section 7.2.2, so that Graft,, (T, v,), M) is indeed a T{")  -valued
random variable (see in particular (7.3) and (7.4) therein). The proof of this theorem
is postponed to Section 8 as it heavily relies on the topological setting developed in
Section 6.

5.6 Local limit of conditioned Brownian CRT

Let 8> 0, 6, € R, and let S be a Poisson point measure on [0, c0) with intensity
measure fiy(t) dt, where:
fins(t) = aB e > 0. (5.32)

We first consider the case a > 0. Denote by (§;,i € IN*) the increasing sequence of
jumping times of the inhomogeneous Poisson process (N = §%¢([0,t]),¢ > 0). We
consider the ’JFE{IL: -valued random variable T, of Section 5.4.3 for n > 1 associated with
fint. In particular, recall that, for every n > 1, T¢ is a discrete tree with n distinguished
leaves, where all of them are at height &,,. Recall the construction of the infinite backbone
Tk in Section 5.4.3 from the sequence of trees T, . Notice its distribution depends
on « and # (and also 3 which is fixed). We informally define 7% as the tree obtained
by grafting on T%k¢ (whose distribution depends on « and 6) a tree 7; at point z; where,
conditionally given T°¢, the family ((x;, 7;),i € I) is the atoms of a Poisson point measure
on T8¢ x T)o._xk with intensity 282" (dz)IN?(dT).

For o = 0, the infinite backbone rooted tree T has only one branch and is identified
with (R,,0), and the tree 7 is then identified with the Kesten tree with parameter
(8,0) defined in Section 5.2 and formally in Section 7.2.1.

Since we are considering equivalence class of trees, it is ambiguous to present T
as a subtree of 7*?. This motivates the introduction of marked trees in Section 6.4; and
to avoid confusion, we shall denote T the subtree of 7*; it is in the same equivalence
class as T in T},._k. We refer to Section 7.7 for a formal and more rigorous definition
of the trees (7, T*f). We then define the random process (7,“?,¢ > 0) by setting:

7;0,9 — Tt(Ta,G).

Recall that the Tj,._k-valued function 7 is under IN’ a Brownian tree; and we write
T; = r4(T). We now give the main result of this section.

Proposition 5.11 (Representation of an h-transform of the CRT). Let f € R%, 0,a € R
andt > 0. For every non-negative measurable functional F' on T\,._k (or Tx), we have:

o (7)) =3¢ [ ) 7]

Remark 5.12 (On the h-transform of Z). By considering the size population at level t
of T*Y, the above proposition gives a representation of the process (Z;,t > 0) under
IN?[- M %] as a quadratic CSBP with a Poisson immigration given by T°¢ and the grafting
intensity 28 £ (dx)IN?(dT). As (N,(T%¢), ¢ > 0) is distributed as (N? +1,¢ > 0), that
is, as (Sf"e -+ 1,¢ > 0), this provides another proof of Proposition 4.1.
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Proof of Proposition 5.11. We first consider the case o > 0. Let us fix £ > 0, and write
N; for N, Recall Ny(T) is the number of vertices of T at level ¢. Since Tsk¢ = T
in To._x, we get that N,(T*%) = N, (%) is distributed as N, + 1. The fact that
(T, N;(T*%)) is a well defined random variable is detailed at the end of Section 7.7.
We shall also consider the truncated backbone if’g =r(TY) for t > 0, and see if’g as
a subtree of 7,.
Let (T,,,n > 0) be the sequence of trees defined in Section 5.4.1 associated with the
function:
faens(s) = BE(0) e 2P0t=5) 11 4(s). (5.33)

Recall the continuous canonical projection II7 : "JF%? N Tk defined by II¢ (t,v) = t. Set
Grafty, = II} o Graft,. Then we have:

’ [F (7;&}9)} - Z B|F (7;&)0) ‘ Ny(T40) =n + 1} P(N™? = n)
neN
= %E :F(Tt (Graftfﬁl(ff?»@?/\/lt))) ’ Net = n} W
. neZ]NE F(r1(Grafts, . (Toy1, M) )| W

where we used that N;(*?) is distributed as Nf“"9 +1 for the first equality, that condition-
ally on N;(T*%) = n + 1, the random tree 7, is distributed as r; (Graft2+1(lf’0, /\/lt)>

conditionally on Nta’e = n where, conditionally given %;, M; (resp. /\;lt) is a Poisson
point measure on T2/ x Tk (resp. Tp41 x Tx) with intensity 23 .L”T?’e(dx)]Ne(dG) (resp.
28 . Tn+1(dz)IN?(d6)), and that N is distributed as a Poisson process with intensity
a at time 1/c? (see Lemma 4.3) for the second one, and that Tf’e conditionally on
Nta’e = n is distributed as T,,; with fi,; and fyens in (5.23) given by (5.32) and (5.33)
(see Lemma 5.6) for the last one. Using Theorem 5.10 and that v(ds) in (5.30) is exactly
faens(8) ds with fgens given by (5.33), we have:

B[P (e (Gratia (Tan, 10))] = S0 [ [ 20wy P

<0\ 286t
(é)"e 0 ®(n+1) 3«
=— N A dv*®) F
| [ A Fo
S0\ 280t
(Ct) © 0 [rn+l
=——N'|Z'"F
as Z; = A;(1) is the total local time of 7 at level ¢. Thus, using the definition of M’ in
(3.2), we obtain:
(Ef)" 0260t

o[ (%)) = X D o oy
nelN

(afcf)r /et

nl = [F (7)) M.

The simpler case o = 0, which is left to the reader, can also be handled in a similar
way. O
As a conclusion, we deduce the following result for o > 0.
Theorem 5.13 (Local limit of CRT in the Poisson regime). Let a, 5 > 0, § € R. Assume
that the function a is such that ast — oco:
afB%t?, if0 =0,
a+ ~
' a(20)72 28101t jf g £ 0.
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For every non-negative measurable function F' on Tk and s > 0, we have:

Jim N [F(T,) | 2 = ai) = B [F (T2,
—00

Proof. Clearly, Proposition 3.5 still holds if H; is G; = o(rs(7T)) measurable, that is
H, = F(T;) with F non-negative defined on T),._x, and Z; is the total local time of 7 at
level ¢, see Section 5.2. We deduce that:

lim N[F(T5)| Z; = a;] = NV [F(Ts)]VISO‘"g‘] =E [F(ﬁa»\f?l)} ’

t—o0

where we used Proposition 5.11 for the last equality. O

Similarly, we also get the following result for a = 0. Recall that 7% is a Kesten tree
with parameter (3, 0).

Theorem 5.14 (Local limit of CRT in the Kesten regime). Let 8 > 0, 6 € R. Assume that
the function a is positive such that as t — oo:

o(t?), if§ =0,
a+r =
! o(e2Pl01t) if§ #£ 0.

For every non-negative measurable function F' on Tk and s > 0, we have:

Jim N[F(T,) | Z = )] = B [F (7;0490] .
— 00

Remark 5.15. Using [36], Corollary 4.2 on the SDE for the size-population process Z,
is a direct consequence of Theorems 5.13 (for a € (0,+00)) and 5.14 (for « = 0) and
Remark 5.12.

6 Set of trees, topology and measurability

In a nutshell, the main objective of this section is to define the grafting and splitting
functions, as well as the decorating and de-decorating functions in a measurable way
on the set of complete locally compact rooted real trees, so that we can properly define
in Section 7 the random variables used the in the previous sections. An index of all the
(numerous) relevant notations of this section is provided at the end of the document.

We keep the basic definitions and notations for rooted real trees from Section 5.1.
In Section 6.1 we consider the regularity of the spanning of subtrees. In Section 6.2,
we study the Polish spaces of equivalent classes of compact (resp. complete locally
compact) rooted trees with distinguished vertices endowed with the Gromov-Hausdorff
distance. We define various grafting measurable operations (denoted by ®7) of a tree
on an another tree in Section 6.3. Motivated by the fact that some random trees are
obtained as decorated backbone trees, we introduce in Section 6.4 the space of marked
trees, that is of trees with a distinguished subtree (or backbone tree). We also establish
in this section the measurability of various truncation maps. The short Section 6.5 is
devoted to special case of the backbone tree being reduced to an infinite spine (this
is the case for the Kesten tree). In Section 6.6, we consider specifically discrete trees
which are spanned by n distinguished vertices, and describe them as a set of branches
indexed by all the possible subsets of the n distinguished vertices. This description
is then used in Section 6.7 to split (with a function Split,) a complete locally compact
tree with n distinguished vertices as subtrees supported by the different branches of
the discrete tree spanned by the distinguished vertices. Then, we provide in a sense
the inverse construction in Section 6.8 where (with a function Graft,,) we decorate the
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branches of a discrete trees with subtrees. In Section 6.9, we describe a measurable
procedure to decorate a branch with a family of subtrees given by the atoms of a point
measure on the set of trees (the function Tree) and a measurable procedure to describe
the decoration of a distinguished branch of a tree (the function M) through a point
measure on the set of trees.

We shall use many times Lusin’s theorem from [37] or [11, Exercise 6.10.54 p.60]
which states that, if f is a measurable function defined on a Borel subset A of a Polish
space to a Polish space, then f(B) is a Borel set for all Borel subsets B C A if and only if
the set of all values y, such that f~!({y}) is uncountable, is at most countable.

6.1 Continuity of the map span

Recall the definition of the set T%? ) of n-pointed compact rooted tree in Subsection

5.1.2, endowed with the distance dg?{ Recall also the definition of the tree spanned by
n vertices. For a rooted n-pointed tree (7', d,v), with v = (g,v; ..., v,), we denote the
corresponding spanned tree Span°®(T, v) as:

Span®(T,v) = U Lo, vi]- (6.1)
k=1

The tree (Span®(T,v), d, ¢) will be simply denoted by Span®(T,v), whereas we will denote
by Span(7, v) the rooted n-pointed tree (Span®(7,v),d,v). For y € T, we also define
pv(y), the projection of y on Span®(T,v), as the only point of Span®(T,v) such that:

[o, y] N Span®(T,v) = [o, pv(y)]- (6.2)
Let us state a technical result which will be used several times in what follows.

Lemma 6.1. Letn € N. Let (T,d,v) and (T’,d’,v') be two compact rooted n-pointed
trees and let R be a correspondence between them. For every (z,z') € R with «’/ €
Span°®(T”,v'), we have:

d(z,py(x)) < %dist (R).

Proof. Let (z,2') € R with ' € Span®(7”,v’). First remark that there exist k,¢ €
{0,...,n} such that py(z) € Jvg,v,] and 2’ € [v},, v;]. Indeed, let us set:

A={vy: pv(z) € [o,vx]} and A = {vj: 2’ € [d,v;]}.

Notice that A # () and A’ # (. If there exists k£ > 1 such that v, € A and v}, € A’, then
one can take ¢ = 0 so that v, = ¢ and v, = ¢’. Otherwise, take k and ¢ with k # ¢ such
that v, € A and v; € A’. In this case, we get vy ¢ A. Clearly we have p, (z) € [vg,v,] and
by a similar argument, 2’ € [v},, v;]. Therefore, we have:

2d(m,pv(x)) = d(z,vg)+d(z,ve)—d(vg, ve) < d' (2, v),)+d (2, vp)—d (v}, v))+3 dist (R).

Then, use that d'(2',v},) + d' (2, vy) — d'(v,,vy) =0, as =’ € v}, v;], to conclude. O

If (T,v) and (T’,v’) belong to the same equivalence class in Tg), then so do Span(7, v)

and Span(7”,v’) in T;? ). Therefore, the function (T,v) — Span(T,v) is well defined

from ’]I‘E? ) to ’JI‘%? ). A first consequence of Lemma 6.1 is that this function is Lipschitz

continuous; this result will be completed in Lemma 6.7.

Lemma 6.2 (Continuity of the map Span). Letn € N. The map (T,v) — Span(T,v) is
4-Lipschitz continuous from ’]I‘%? ) to ’]I‘;? ),
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Proof. Let (T,v),(T",v') be two compact rooted n-pointed trees and let R be a corre-
spondence between them. Let us set with obvious notations:

R = {(gc,pi,, (2'): (z,2") €R, z € SpanO(T,v)}
U {(pv(:v),m’): (z,2') €R, 2’ € Spano(T’,v/)}. (6.3)
Clearly, R is a correspondence between Span(T, v) and Span(7”,v’). We now compute its

distortion. We consider the case = € Span(T,v), ¥’ € Span(7’,v’) and (z,2'), (y,v') € R,
so that (x,pl.(2")) and (pv(y),y’) belong to R. We have:

e (3) - 26 ).1)

= ’d(w, y) —d(y,pv(y) —d' (@) + d' (2, pur (2))

< |d(z,y) = d'(@" )| + d(y.pv(y)) + d' (', pv (2"))
< 4dist (R),

where we used Lemma 6.1 for the last inequality. The other cases can be treated similarly.
This implies that dist (R) < 4dist (R) and thus, by definition of dgll){:

di (Span(T, v), Span(T",v")) < 4d3 (T, v), (T',v")).

O

6.2 Set of (equivalence classes of) rooted n-pointed complete locally compact
trees

Recall the definition of the height H(z) = d(p, ) of a vertex x in a rooted tree (T, d, p).
For a rooted n-pointed tree (T,d,v) and ¢t > 0, we define the rooted n-pointed tree T'
truncated at level ¢ as (r(T,v), d, v) with:

r(T,v)={ze€T: H(x) <t} U{Span®(T,v)}, (6.4)

and the distance on r(7T,v) is given by the restriction of the distance d. We shall
simply write (T, v) for (r;(T,v),d,v). (Notice that for ¢t > t7 = max;cy,... n} d(0,v;) the
truncated operations defined by (6.4) and (5.2) coincide.)

If (T,v) and (T”,v’) are in the same equivalence class of rJF](K"), so are r4(T,v) and
r¢(T",v"). Thus the function r, can be seen as a map from ']I‘%") to itself. When n = 0, we
shall simply write r;(T") for r.(T, o). The next lemma is about the continuity of r;.

.....

Lemma 6.3 (Continuity of r;). Letn € IN. For s,t > 0 and (T,v), (T",v') € T%"), we have:
A5 (ro (T, V), rias (T V) < 4dS (T, v), (T, V) + . (6.5)

The map (t,(T,v)) — r(T,v) is continuous from Ry x T to T,

Proof. Let (T,d,v),(T’,d’,v') be two compact rooted n-pointed trees. Firstly, notice that
i (re4s(T,v),r¢(T,v)) < s. Secondly, recall Definition (6.2) of the projection p, on
Span®(T,v). For y € T, we also define the projection p;(y) of y on r4(T,v) as the only
point of (T, v) such that:

Lo, yl N re(T,v) = o, pe(y)]-

We first prove the analogue of Lemma 6.1. Let R be a correspondence between (7, v) an
(T",v"). Let (z,2’) € R with 2’ € r,(T",v’). By construction, we have p;(z) € [py(z),z].
If 2/ € Span(T”,v’), then we deduce from Lemma 6.1 that d(z,p;(z)) < d(z,py(z)) <
3dist (R). If 2’ € ry(T',v') \ Span(T”,v’), then we have H(z') < t and thus H(z) =

[oR
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d(o,z) < d'(¢',2') + dist (R) <t + dist (R), which implies that d(z, p;(z)) < dist (R). In
conclusion, we get d(z,p;(z)) < 3dist (R). Now, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 6.2,
we deduce that d{} (re(T,v),m (T, v)) < 4dgL})I((T, v),(T",v’)). This gives the result. O

If a rooted n-pointed tree (7', d, v) is complete and locally compact, then the rooted
tree r4(7T,v) is compact for all ¢t > 0. Following [6], we set for two complete locally
compact rooted n-pointed trees (T, v) and (77, v’):

diau (T, v), (T',v)) = / e tdt (1 A dYh (Tt(T,V)v'l"t(T/,V/))> .
0

Furthermore, we have that dggH(( v), (T, v’ )) = 0 if and only if there exists an iso-

metric bijection from (7,d) to (T”,d’ ) which preserves the distinguished vertices (this
can easily be proved with similar arguments as for [6, Proposition 5.3]). The relation
d(L%)H (( v), (T, v’)) = (0 defines an equivalence relation. Arguing as in [6] where n = 0,
we get the following result. Following the notations in [6], for n = 0, we simply write

Toe—x and dy,qy for T k and dggH

loc—

Proposition 6.4 (’]I‘IOC k is Polish). The set ']I‘I(;LC) k of equivalence classes of complete
locally compact rooted n-pointed trees endowed with d(LGH is a metric Polish space.
Furthermore, the set T&" ) of equivalence classes of compact rooted n-pointed trees is an

open dense subset of T\")_ .

We first provide a short proof for the following inequalities.

Lemma 6.5 (Inequalities for dg‘})l and dggH). Letn € IN. For (T,v),(T",v') € ’]T%), we

have:
A0y (T, v), (T',v)) < 1A4dS) (T, v), (T',v)). (6.6)

For (T,v),(T',v') € T\")_,. and s,t > 0, we have:

loc

AV (re(T,v), 7o (T V') < 4d{0 (T, v), (T, V") + 5, (6.7)
A8 (r(T, ), 1 (T' V') < et dl0y (T, v), (T', V). (6.8)

The map (t,(T,v)) — r(T,v) is continuous from Ry x T . toT\")_ . (and to T\").

loc—

Proof. Equation (6.6) is a direct consequence of (6.5) with s = 0 and the definition
of di"ch Equation (6.7) follows from similar arguments, using also that ry o7, =
T 0Ty = rypy. Fort < s, we have 4~ dgl})l (re(T,v),m(T",¥v")) < dé})l (rs(T,v),rs(T',V')).

Integrating with respect to e~* ds gives (6.8). The continuity of the map (¢, (T, v)) — r(T)
is a direct consequence of (6.7). O

We deduce from (6.6) and (6.8) that all the measurable sets of (’JP%? ), dgl})l) are mea-

surable sets of (T\")_,,d"),), and that a converging sequence in (T, d{}}) is also

converging in ("11“1(O C) K> dggH) We also we deduce from (6.6) that the restriction to T (")

of a continuous function defined on (Tf:c) K dggH) is also continuous on (Tgl), dgﬂ)
Removing from v some of the distinguished vertices (but the root) is continuous, see

the next lemma. For (T, v = (vg = 9,...,v,)) € ’]I’l(fc)_K and0 € A C{0,...,n}, we set:
24T, v) = (T,va) with vy = (v;,i € A). (6.9)

For simplicity, we shall write II° for 1124 when A is reduced to {0}, so that II° corre-
sponds to removing all the distinguished vertices but the root.
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Lemma 6.6 (Removing some distinguished vertices is continuous). Let n € IN and
0c Ac{0,...,n}. The map I1>* from 'II‘I(:LK to Tl(c’fc)fK, with k the cardinal of A, is
1-Lipschitz continuous.

Proof. First, notice that the equivalence class of (7', v4) in rJl“l(clfc)_K does not depend of the

choice of (T, v) in its equivalence class in ’H‘l(f C)_K. Thus the map 1124 is well defined from

']I‘I(ZCLK to Tl(fc)fx- It is clearly 1-Lipschitz continuous since a correspondence between

the trees (7, v) and (7", v’) is also a correspondence between (T, v4) and (T, v/,). O
We give an immediate consequence on the continuity of the maps Span and Span®.

Lemma 6.7 (Continuity of the maps Span and Span®). Let n € IN. The map (T,v) —
Span(T,v) and (T,v) — Span®(T,v) are 4-Lipschitz continuous from Tl(:C)_K to ’JTI(ZC)_K
and to T\,._k respectively.

Proof. Notice that dggH(Span(T, V),Span(T',v)) = dgl})I(Span(T,v),Span(T’,v)), and

thus the map Span from Tl(:CLK to 'JTI(Z)LCLK is 4-Lipschitz continuous, thanks to Lemma 6.2.
Then use Lemma 6.6 on the continuity of IT2 and the fact that Span® = II2 o Span to

conclude. O

Next, we check that rerooting or reordering the distinguished vertices is a continuous

operation. For a vector v = (vg,...,v,) and a permutation 7 of {0,...,n}, we set
s

ve = (vﬂ(0)7 s )Uﬂ'(’fb))'
Remark 6.8. One can see that the map (T,v) — (T,v™) is an isometry on ']I‘g"). The
next lemma is an extension to complete locally trees.

Lemma 6.9 (Permuting the distinguished vertices is continuous). Letn € IN and let m be
a permutation on {0, ...,n}. The map (T,v) — (T,v™) defined on ']PI(ZCLK is continuous.

Proof. First notice that if (T, v) and (7”,v’) are rooted n-pointed trees belonging to the
same equivalence class of Tl(:c)fK' so do (T,v™) and (7”,v'™). Thus, the map (T,v) —

(T,v™) is indeed well-defined on 'IPI(;"C)_K. We shall use the following notation: we denote
by r7 the truncation r, when one forgets about the distinguished vertices (but the root):
ry = II7 ory. (Take care that Il or; # r; o II7.) To prove the continuity of the map, we
consider two cases.

1st case: No rerooting, 7(0) = 0. In that case, for every ¢ > 0 and every (T,v) €
TI(;LC)—K' we have that 70 (T, v) = r2(T,v™) and thus we get that:

i (T, (T'v'7) = diigy (T, v), (T, V).

This trivially implies the continuity of the map.

2nd case: With rerooting, n(ko) = 0 for some ky # 0. Let (T,v), (T',v') € Tl(gl)_K,
with v = (vg = 0,...,v,) and v/ = (v) = ¢',...,v},), such that d(ﬂgH((T, v), (T',v')) < 1/2.
As vy, and vy, are always in correspondence as well as ¢ and ¢, we have, for every ¢ > 0
that:

|H (vg,) — H(v},)| < 2455 (ro (T, v), me(T',V")).

Multiplying by e~! and integrating yields:
1A [H(vk,) — H(vp)| < 2400 (T, v), (T, V') < 1,
and hence:

H(U;C()) S H(Uk()) + 1
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We set hg = H(vg,) + 1. Then, for every ¢ > 0, we have:
r(T,v™) C 19,y (T,v) and thus (T, v7™) =1y (rg (T, V), v”),

and the same holds for 7”. Consequently, applying Lemma 6.3, we have:
+oo
dggH ((T7 vﬂ)’ (TI’ Vlﬂ—)) <4 _/0 dt ejt (1 A dg% ((T2?+h0 (Ta V)v vﬂ-)a (Terho (T/a V/)» V/W)>)

“+oo
= 4/ dte™? (1 A dg% (Pt (T5 V), oo (T7, v')))
0

< 4e" oy (T, v), (T'.v")),

where we used for the second inequality that dg% ((T,v™),(T',v'™)) = dg’})l ((T,v),(T,v"))
for (T, v), (T’ , V') € T%’ ). The continuity of the map follows. O

We shall also consider the set of trees whose root is not a branching vertex:
T = {(T,v) e T+ 0 ¢ Br(T)}. (6.10)
We shall simply write T, for T")% when n = 0.
Lemma 6.10. The set T\")"° is a Borel subset of T\")_,..

Proof. For a rooted tree T, we define its diameter by diam (T') = sup{d(x,y) : z,y € T}.
Notice that H(T) < diam (T) < 2H(T). Clearly the function diam is constant on all
equivalent classes of T\ and thus of ’JI‘I(:(LK. If diam (T') = 2H(T) < 400, then we
deduce that the root is a branching vertex. Recall II? for (6.9). More generally, we get
that:

T % = |J Dijn with D= {T e T ¢ diam (r, o TI%(T)) = 2,5}.
nelN*

Since the functions diam , r; and II7 are continuous, we deduce that D; is closed, and
(n),0

hence T ;" is a Borel subset of T,._x. O

We now define the set of discrete trees. We say that a rooted n-pointed tree (T, d, v)

is a discrete tree if T' is equal to the tree spanned by its distinguished vertices: T' =

Span®(T,v). We define the set of (equivalence classes of) discrete trees with at most n
leaves as:

TG = {(T,v) € T ¢ (T,v) = Span(T, v)}. (6.11)

As a direct consequence of the continuity of the map Span we get the following result.

Lemma 6.11. Letn € IN. The set of discrete trees ']l“((i?’s) is a closed subset ofT%") and of
(n)
Tloc—K'

We end this section with partial measurability result on the number of vertices at a
given height of a tree.

Remark 6.12. It is immediate to check that the map (T, v) — (d(v;,v;), i,j € {0,...,n})
is injective 1/2-Lipschitz continuous from ('JPI(:C)_K, dggH) to R("+V*(n+1) endowed with
the supremum norm (i.e. the maximum of the distances between coordinates). It is also

bi-measurable thanks to Lusin’s theorem.
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Let T!°!°af he the set of trees with no leaves:
TPk — (T € Tioe_x : LE(T) = 0}

For T € Ti°!eaf and ¢ > 0, let N,(T) denotes the number of vertices at height ¢ of T":

loc—

N(T) = Card ({w € T+ H(x) = t}). (6.12)

It is easy to prove (and left as an exercise to the reader) that Nt(T) is finite using that T’
is complete locally compact without leaves. We have the following result.

Lemma 6.13 (Measurability of N;). The set T}°!*f is a Borel subset of T,._k and the

loc—

map (t,T) — N,(T) is measurable from R, x ']I‘f‘ooclcif to IN.

Proof. Lett > 0 and let O,,(¢) be the set of discrete trees such that all the distinguished
vertices (but the root) are leaves at height ¢:

On(t) = {T € T : d(o,v;) = t and d(v;,v;) > 0 forall i,j € {1,...,n}}.

Thanks to Remark 6.12, ©,,(t) is a Borel set of T ¢ T\ ¢ T") . For T € Tjoe .

18

we get that {1” € le) Il (T") = T} is finite. We deduce from Lusin’s theorem that IT3,

n) . °

restricted to Tgis is bi-measurable. This implies that the set I1%(6,,(t)) is a Borel subset

of Tioc—x. We deduce that the set of trees with no leaves, Tie!*¢f which is formally

defined by:
e N AR Ve CACHENE

kEN* neN
is a Borel subset of T,c—x. We also get that {7" € Tpoeaf Ny(T)= n}=r;"! (Hfl (@n(t))>;

this implies that the map N, is measurable. Since ¢ — N, (T') is non-decreasing and
left-continuous, we deduce that the map (¢,7) — N;(T) is measurable from R x Ttolaf
to IN. O

6.3 Grafting a discrete tree on another one

We define, in a slightly more general context than Section 5.1.3, the grafting of a
complete locally compact rooted tree at a distinguished vertex of an another compact
locally compact rooted tree. For (T, v) € TI(SLC)_K and (77,v') € ']I‘l(fc)_K and ¢ € {0,...,n},
withn, k>0, v=(vo=0o,...,v,) and v = (vj = ¢,...,v},), we define the tree T ®; T"
by (5.3) and the distance d® by (5.4) with x replaced by v;, and consider the distinguished
vertices v@ v = (vg = 0,...,Un, V], ..., 0}).

Lemma 6.14 (Continuity of the grafting map). Letn,k € N and i € {0,...,n}. The map
(T,v),(T',v")) = (T ®; T',v ® v'), is continuous from T xT® o ']P(”+k)

loc— loc— loc—

Proof. Let (Ty,v1), (T},v}) € T . and (Ty,v2), (T4, v4) € T . Set T = Ty @, T,
T =T ®; Ts, v=v1 ® vy, and v/ = v| ® v}.

First suppose that the trees are compact, that is (73, v1), (77, v}) € T%”) and (T3, vs),
(T5,vh) € ’]I‘gg). Let R, be a correspondence between (elements of the classes) (71, v1)
and (77,v}) and let R, be a correspondence between (elements of the classes) (T2, v2)
and (73, v5). We set R = R; U Ro with g2 and ), replaced respectively by v; and v}. It
defines a correspondence between (T,v) and (17",v’). For every (z,z’), (y,y') € R, we
have:

|d® (2, y) — d'®(2/,3/)| = {‘dl(%y)_d/l(x/7y/)‘ < dist (R1) if (z,2"), (y,4/) € Ru,

|da(z,y) — dy(a’,y)| < dist (Ra) if (2,2'), (y,¥) € Ra,
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and if (z,2') € Ry and (y,y’) € Rz, we have:
d®(2,y) — d'® (2, y)| = |di(z,v:) + da(p2,y) — dy(ph, y) — di(,0])|

< ‘dl(x7vi) - d1(.13/,’l)1/-)| + |d2(92ay) - dl?(Ql27y/)‘
< dist (Rq) + dist (R2).

This gives:
dglgk) ((Ta V): (T/7 Vl)) S dgll?l((Tla V1)7 (Tlla Vll)) + dg?l((TZa V2)7 (T2/7 V,2)> (613)

Now consider (T}, v1), (T},v}) € T\")_ and (T3, v2), (T}, v4) € T¥)_ .. Without loss

of generality we assume that H(v]) > H(v;). Remark that, for every ¢ > 0, we have, with
a4+ = max(a,0):
re(T,v) = 1¢(T1, V1) ®; "(t—H (), (T2, V2)
and hence
dGit™ (re(Tv), ma(T7,71)
= d(éL}JIFk) (Tt(Th Vl) ®; T(tfH(vi))+ (Tg, Vg), Tt(Tll7 Vll) ®; T(t,H(v;))+ (Té, Vlz)) .

Therefore, we have:
n+k
d£é}H ) ((Ta V)7 (Tlv V/))

+o0o

= / dte™ (1 /\dglgk) (re (T, v),rt(T’,v’)))
0
“+o0

< dte™? (1/\de (n(Tl,V1),7’t(T1/’V/1))>
0

+oo
+ / dte? (1 A dg% (7’(]5_H(v71))+ (TQ, VQ), T(t—H(v;))Jr(TQ/’ Vé)))
0
< d (T2, v0), (T1,v0) + 4™ 10D dgy (To, va) (T3, v5)) + H(v) — H(vy)
< 3 dggH((Tla Vl)a (T1/7 Vll)) + 4d]§_‘k(%H((T2a V2)7 (TQIa V/Q))a

where we used Equation (6.13) for the first inequality and Lemma 6.3 for the second one.
This completes the proof. O

We shall use a version of the grafting procedure where, instead of grafting on v;,
we shall graft on the branch [p,v;] at height h provided that H(v;) > h. Letn € IN
and i € {0,...,n} be given. For h € Ry and (T,v) € T, we denote by x; the
unique vertex of T that satisfies x;; € [o,v;] and H(x; ;) = H(v;) A h. Then, the map
(h,(T,v)) = (T, (v,z:5)) is clearly continuous from Ry x T\") . to T{'"). We then
define the grafting map ®; ; by:

(R (T,v),(T' V) » T@®p, T = (T ®;, T',v@ V'), (6.14)
as the composition of

[adding the vertex z;;]: (h,(T,v)) — (T,v) with v = (vg = g,...,v,) and v =
(Vizin) = (00 = 0, -+, U = Un, Unt1 = Ti ),

[graftingl: ((T,v),(T",v)) = (T ®n41 T, v ® v') and

[removing the (n+1)-th distinguished vertex]: (T" = T®, 11", v&Vv') — (T, v&v’).
Since all those maps are continuous, we get the following result.
Lemma 6.15 (Continuity of the grafting map ®; ). Letn,k € N, i € {0,...,n}. The map

(h, (T,v), (T',v")) = T @®;, T' is continuous from Ry x T . x T o T{"H).
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6.4 Set of (equivalence classes of) marked trees

We shall consider trees with a marked infinite branch; for this reason we introduce
the notion of marked trees. In this part, we do not record an order on the marked
vertices as in the n-pointed trees.

We say that (7, 5,d, 0) is a marked rooted tree if (T, d, o) is a rooted tree and the
set of marks S is a subtree of T" with the same root (that is p € S) endowed with the
restriction of the distance d. A correspondence between two compact marked rooted
trees (T,5,d,0) and (T7,5,d’, ') is a set R C T x T’ such that R is a correspondence
between (T, d, o) and (T",d’, ¢’) and RN (S x S’) is also a correspondence between (5, d, o)
and (S',d’, ¢'). Then, we set:

dey ((1,9), (17, 8")) = int % dist (R),

where the infimum is taken over all the correspondences R between (7, S,d, ¢) and
(T",d',S’, ¢'). An easy extension of [6] gives that d[é]H is a pseudo-distance, and that
dg]H(T, T’") = 0 if and only if there exists an isometric one-to-one map ¢ from (7, d) to
(T",d") which preserves the root and which is also one-to-one from S to S’. The relation
d[GQ]H((T, S),(T',S")) = 0 defines an equivalence relation. The set ’]I‘E] of equivalence
classes of compact marked rooted trees (7, S, d, ) endowed with d[é]H is then a metric
Polish space. We simply write (7, .5) for (T, S, d, o), and unless specified otherwise, we
shall denote also by (7', S) its equivalence class. Since

den(T,T') V dau(S, 8') < d2L (T, S), (T', 5")), (6.15)

we deduce that the map (7, S5) — (T,S5) from ']I‘E] to (Tk)? (endowed with the max-
imum distance on the coordinates) is continuous. For ¢ > 0, we define the trun-

cation function r?] of a marked rooted tree (T,S,d, o) as the marked rooted tree
rPUT, ) = (r(T),r¢(S),d, 0), where we recall that ry(T) = {z € T: H(z) < t}. If (T, 5)
and (7”,5’) are in the same equivalence class of ’]I‘E], so are r?] (T,S) and r?] (17,5");
thus the function 7'?] can be seen as a map from TE] to itself. Similarly to (6.5), we have

fort,s > 0and (T,5),(T",5) € TE]‘
Al ((1.8),r,(1,8)) < 4dE,((1,9), (1", 8") + . R

This implies that the map (¢, (T, S)) — r?] (T, S) is continuous from R x ’IFE] to ’]PE].
If a complete marked rooted tree (7,S,d, o) is locally compact, then the marked

rooted tree 7"?] (T, S) is compact for all ¢ > 0. Following [6], we consider for two complete
locally compact marked rooted trees (7, .5) and (77, 5"):

APl (T, 8), (1", 8") = /0 e~tdt (17 dly (7P 9) P ). ©17)

Furthermore, we have that dEéH((T, S),(T",5")) = 0 if and only if there exists an iso-
metric one-to-one map ¢ from (7,d) to (T”,d’) which is one-to-one from S to S’ and
preserves the roots. Thus the relation d[LgéH((T, S),(T’,S")) = 0 defines an equivalence

relation, see [7, Proposition 5.3]. The set T[Z]

ve_k Of equivalence classes of complete

locally compact marked rooted trees (7, .5,d, 9) endowed with dﬁ]}H is then a metric
Polish space. Furthermore, TE] is an open dense subset of Tl[i]c_K. Combining (6.15)

and the definition of dféH we get the elementary following result.
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Lemma 6.16 (Regularity of the projection). The map P: (7T,S) — T from rJl“l[f)]c_K to
Tioc—xk is 1-Lipschitz.

Similar equations to (6.6), (6.7) and (6.8) holds with d(L78H and d(é% replaced by dféH
and dg]H For future use, let us give the equations corresponding to (6.7) and (6.8). For
(1,8),(1",5") € ’]I“I[CQ)LK and s,t > 0, we have:

[2] [2] [2] A [2] ol
dfin (rPUT.9),r (1, 9)) < 4Bl (T, 9),(T,91) + 5, (6.18)
aB (P, 9),PU1, 81) < aet i (T,9),(T',8)). (6.19)
We also we have the following result consequences of (6.16) and (6.18).

Lemma 6.17 (Continuity of the truncation map). Letn € IN. The map
(8.1, 5)) = r(T.5)

is continuous from R x TE] to ”JI‘E] and from R x TELK to Tl[i]ch (and to TE]).

(2]

We give in the next lemma an example of a ']I‘E] and T} . _

k valued function.
Lemma 6.18 (Continuity of Span®). Letn € IN. The map

(T,d,v) — (H?L(T), Span®(T,v), d, Q)

loc OLK (resp. from Ty’ to TE] ) is injective, bi-measurable and 16-Lipschitz
(resp. 4-Lipschitz) continuous.

from T(”)fK to TP (n)

Proof. We first consider the compact case. Let (T,v) and (7”,v’) be rooted n-pointed
compact trees and let R be a correspondence between them. Recall the definition of
py in (6.2) as the projection on Span®(7,v) and the correspondence R from (6.3). We
set RI2) = R UR. By construction R[? is a correspondence between (T, Span®(T,v))
and (1", Span®(7T”,v')). From the proof of Lemma 6.2, we get that dist (R1?) < 4 dist (R).
This directly implies that:

d[GQ]H ((T7 Span®(T,v)), (T’, Span®(T", v’))) < 4dg%((T, v), (T",v")). (6.20)
This gives that the map (7, d,v) — (T, Span®(T,v),d, ¢) from T%") to TE] is 4-Lipschitz
continuous.

We now consider complete locally compact trees. Let (T,v) and (7”,v’) belong to
']I‘E]C_K. We have:

A% (T, Span® (T, v), (T, Span®(T',v")) )
= /0 Tetat (1 Ad2L (rE] (T, Span®(T,v)), v (1", Span° (", v'))))
<4 /OOO e tdt (1 AdP2L ((Tt(ﬂ v), Span® (T, v)), (rs(T",v'), Span® (T", V,))»
<16 /Oooet dt (1 Adl (ry(T, v),rt(T',v’)))

=16 d\0y (T, V), (T', V")),

where we used (6.16) (with T and S replaced respectively by r; (7, v) and Span® (7T, v) and
similarly for 77 and S’) for the first inequality, and (6.20) (with (7, v) replaced by (T, v))
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as well as the relation Span®(r:(7,v)) = Span° (7, v) for the second. This gives that the
map (7, d,v) — (T, Span® (T, v),d, o) from ']l“l(;"C)_K to TEL_K is 16-Lipschitz continuous.
Clearly those maps are injective and thus bi-measurable thanks to Lusin’s theorem.

O

Remark 6.19. Let us stress that for (T, v) a rooted n-pointed compact tree, the rooted
tree

TF] (T,Span®(T,v)) = (rt (T),r(Span®(T, v)) )

and the rooted tree
(rt(T), Span® (rt(T, V))) = (rt(T), Span® (T, v))
differ if and only ift is smaller than the height of Span®(T,v).

Let (T, S,d, o) be a marked complete locally compact rooted tree. To simplify, we
shall only write (T, S) for (T, 5,d, ). We define the projection of z € T on S, pg(z) € S,
as the element of S uniquely defined by:

[o,ps(2)] = e, 2] N S.

Now, we consider the truncation of a marked tree at a given height, say ¢, of the marked
subtree. Fort > 0 and € € {—, +}, we set:

T?]’g(Ta S) = (TE%E(Ta S)ﬂ“t(S)) (6.21)
with:
rﬂv‘*‘(T, S) = {x €T : H(ps(z)) < t},

it (T,8) = {l‘ €T: H(ps(r)) < t} U{zeS: H(z)=t}.

s

See Figure 3 for an instance of r?]’E(T, S), where S is an infinite branch. For

e € {+,-}, we also denote by r/***(T, S) the marked rooted tree (T?]’E(T, S),d, o) en-
dowed with the restriction of the distance d and the root p. Furthermore, if (T, S) and

(T",S’) belong to the same equivalence class of TE]C_K or TE], then so do r?]’E(T, S) and
(T, $"). Thus the map (t,(T,5)) — (T, S) is a well defined map from R x ’JTE)LK

to T[Z]C_K fore e {+,—}.

lo

Remark 6.20 (Examples). We give elementary examples. Fore € {+,—} andt > 0, we

have that /> (T, {o}) = (T,{0}) and i (T, {o}) = ({o}.{0}) as well as -t (T, {o}) =
(T,{0}). We also have fort € R, that r2E (1, T) = (re(T), r(T)).

Remark 6.21 (The map ’I“E]’E is not continuous). Let ¢ € {+,—} and ¢t > 0. The

2],

function ry ¢ is not continuous from TELK to itself. Indeed take t = 1 without loss

of generality and consider T = [0,2] and S5 = [0,4], with § € [0,2], o = 0 and the
Euclidean distance. Notice that ([0,1],[0,1]) = (S1,51) # (T,51). Then we have that
lims 1 dig; (T, S5), (T, S1)) = 0, 12P5(T, S5) = (T, S5) for § < 1, ri?(T, S5) = (51, 94) for
§>1, ri (T, 8)) = (81, 1) and (T, S1) = (T, Sy).

We have the following measurability result.

Lemma 6.22 (Measurability of some truncation maps). Let ¢ € {+,—}. The map
(t,(T,S)) — r(T,S) is measurable from Ry x T2, to T .
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N\ \\
A O S

(T, S) (T, ) (T, 8)

Figure 3: Example of restrictions of a tree 7" with a marked spine S (in bold).

Proof. Let a > 0. For a marked tree (T,S) = (T, S,d, 9), we define its partial dilatation
R,(T,S) = (T, S,dq, o) as the marked tree with d,(z,y) = ad(a:,pg(:v)) —I—d(ps(x),ps(y)) +
ad(y,ps(y)) if ps(z) # ps(y) and du(z,y) = ad(z,y) if ps(z) = ps(y). Intuitively the
distances on 7" are multiplied by a outside S. The equivalence class of R,(T’, S) in ’]TE]C_K
does not depend of the choice of (T',.5) in its equivalence class in 'IFELK ; so the map R,
is well defined on rJI‘I[(Z)]C_K to itself. Notice that the map R, is continuous and one-to-one
with inverse R; /a- 1L iS immediate to check that, for ¢ > 0:
(2], —

ri = lim R orl? OR
t a—>0 1/a t

This and Lemma 6.17 imply the measurability of the map (¢, (T, S5)) r (T, S).

Then, notice that lim,, i r?]’Jr to get the measurability of the map (¢, (T, S)) —

(T, 8). O

We end this section by proving (in a very similar way) that the map r,[f] below, which
consists in cleaning the root, that is, in erasing the bushes at the root of a marked tree
is measurable. For (7, 5) = (7,5, d, 0) a marked complete locally compact rooted tree,
we set:

[2](T S) = (rg]l(T, S’),S) with r (T S)={xzeT: ps(z) # o} U{o}. (6.22)

We also denote by 71/(T, S) the marked rooted tree (r?] (T, S),d, 0) endowed with the

restriction of the distance d and the root g. Furthermore, if (T, S) and (7", S’) belong to

the same equivalence class of ’]I‘lmC k- then so do rl? (T, S) and rl? (T",5’). Thus the map
r is well-defined from Tl[o]c K to ’ll‘l[i]c K-

(2]

Lemma 6.23 (Measurability of the root cleaning map). The map r;" is measurable from

2
T to T .

loc—

Proof. Let a > 0. For a marked tree (7,5) = (T, S,d, 0), we define its partial dilata-
tion R, (T,S) = (T,5,d,,0) as the marked tree with d (z,y) = F,(t)d(z,y) if ps(z) =
ps(y) with t = H(ps(x)), and otherwise d;,(z,y) = F,(t)d(z,ps(z)) + ad(ps(z), ps(y)) +
F,(s)d(y,ps(y)) with t = H (ps(z)), s = H(ps(y)), and the function F, defined for ¢t > 0
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by Fu(t) =t ANa+a2(a—1t)y ifa <1, and F,(t) = 1/Fy4(at) if a > 1. Notice that
for x € T\ {0}, we have, as a goes down to 0, that: d,(z,0) ~ ad(z,p) as well as
.dl1/a(337 0) ~a~td(x,p) if ps(x) # o; and d,(z, 0) ~ a~1d(z, p) as well as d,(z, 0) ~ ad(z, p)
if ps(z) = e.

The equivalence class of R, (T,.S) in ’]I‘E]C_K does not depend of the choice of (T, 5) in
its equivalence class in TELK ; so the map R/, is well defined on TELK to itself. Notice
that the map R], is continuous and one-to-one with inverse R /o Itis immediate to check
that for ¢ > 0:

2] _ 2]
ri = ag%l+ Ryjqgori oR,.
This and Lemma 6.17 imply the measurability of the map r,[?]. O

6.5 Set of (equivalence classes of) trees with one infinite marked branch

Let us denote by Ty = (o, {0}) the rooted tree reduced to its root. Notice that
rBH(T, S) = {(Ty, To)} if and only if [0, 2] N S = {0} implies z = p. Let T} = ([0, ), d, 0)
be the tree consisting of only one infinite branch. We consider the set (of equivalence
classes) of complete locally compact rooted trees with one infinite marked branch and
its subset of trees whose root is not a branching vertex:

TR = {(1.8) € TP - S =Ty in Thoex (6.23)

TR = {(1,9) e TR+ 0 ¢ Br(D)}. (6.24)

Lemma 6.24. The sets T;"™™ and T;"" are Borel subsets of ’]I‘l[i]c_K.

Proof. Consider the projection II : (T,S) — S from TELK to T)._x, which is by
construction 1-Lipschitz and thus continuous. As T;2". = II7'({T1}), we get that
;"™ is Borel.

Notice that for (T,S) € T;?™, then, by definition of r, we get that the root
is not a branching vertex of (T, S) if and only if r([)2]’+(T, S) = (To, To). Then, the
set TSP — qspine  ([214y -1 ({(TO,TO)}) is Borel as the map rl”"" is measurable
according to Lemma 6.22. O

spine,0

We shall be mainly consider elements of T\ " in what follows. For simplicity, we
shall write 7* = (T, S) for an element of T;*"%.. For t > 0 and T* = (T, S) in T}, we
have r?“(T*) = (rﬂ*(T), r¢(S)) where the rooted tree 7(S) is given by ([o, z], ¢) with
x € S uniquely characterized by d(o, z) = t. We shall consider a slight modification of

r on TP say #2* where one keeps track only of (o, z) instead of r;(S):

Ty = (hPH(T), (0,2)). (6.25)
It is left to the reader to check that f?]’e is defined on Tf&hﬁf and ']Pl(isz-valued. Similarly
to Lemma 6.22, we get the following result.

Lemma 6.25. The function (t,7*) — Ft[2]’+(T*) from R, x TSP to TV

loc—K loc—K 1S Imeasur-
able.

6.6 Another representation for discrete trees

Let n € N be fixed. Let (7,v), with v = (vy = o,...,v,), be a complete locally
compact rooted n-pointed tree. We will decompose the tree Span(7T,v) as a sequence of
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edges. To do so, we introduce some notations. Let A C {0,...,n} be non-empty. We set
va = (v;,i € A). We denote by v4 the most recent common ancestor of v 4, which is the
only element of T" such that:

lo,val = () Lo, vi]- (6.26)

k€A

Notice that vg;; = v;. Recall that for x € T, T, is the subtree of 7" above = and rooted
at z. Let P, be the set of all subsets A C {1,...,n} such that A # (. For A € P, if
T,, N Span®(T,vae) # 0 with A° = {0,1,2,--- ,n} \ A, we set wa = v,, otherwise we
define w4 € [o,v4] as the only element of T such that:

[o,wa] = Span®(T,vac) N Span® (T, (0,va)). (6.27)

Equivalently w, is the only element in [o,v] such that w4 = v4u(k,; for some kg € A°
and for all k € A°, we have vayqr) € [0, wa]. Notice that wy, . 3 = 0. We also record
the lengths of all the branches [wa,v4]:

L. (T,v) = (La(T,v), A€ P}) with (4(T,v)=d(wa,va). (6.28)

,,,,,

Figure 4: A discrete trees spanned by the leaves {1, 2, 3}.

Table 1: Quantities of interest for the discrete tree from Figure 4

l[AcPi [ {13 [ {22 | 3 [ {12 [{1,3} [ {2,3} [ {1,2,3} ]

V4 1 2 3 a a b a
WA a b b a a a 0
I d(a,1) | d(b,2) | d(b,3) 0 0 d(a,b) | d(o,a)

For instance, we record the quantity of interest in Table 1 for the discrete tree
spanned by the leaves {1,2,3} from Figure 4. We can see that each branch of the
discrete tree appears (through their length) once and only once in L3 (7, v).

Set v = (Vo = o, (va, A € P;})) € T?", so that (T, V) is a complete locally compact
rooted (2" — 1)-pointed tree with the same root ¢ as 7. Notice that all the vertices in
v appear in v (possibly more than once), and that w4 also appears in v for all A € P;".
Recall the set of discrete trees defined at the end of Section 6.3. The nex’gr lemma states
that L,, encodes discrete trees continuously. Set Im (L,,) C RE” (with Rﬁ" = ]Ri"_l) for
the image of L,,.

Lemma 6.26 (Regularity of the branch lengths as a function of the tree). Letn € IN*.

The map (T,v) — (T,v) is well defined from ”JI‘I(:C)_K to ”11“1(3:__}?, and it is continuous.
(n)

T
oe—i toIm (L) C ]RE" and is continuous. Fur-

thermore, Im (L,,) is closed and L, is a one-to-one bi-measurable map from Té?s) to

Im (L,,).

The function L,, is well defined from T
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Proof. If (T,v) and (T”,v’) belong to the same equivalence class in Tl(:c)—K' then we

deduce from (6.26) and (6.27) that (7, V) and (7”,V’) belong also to the same equivalence

class. This implies that the function (7', v) — (7', V) is well defined from Tl(:(?_K to rl[‘l(j:__é).

We deduce from (6.26) and (6.27) that this function is in fact continuous on ’JPI(Z)LC)?K. We

also get that the function L, is well defined from (" K to RE;.

loc—
We shall now precise the image of the function L,, and prove its continuity. Recall

x4 = max(z,0) denotes the positive part of x € R. We define the function L from
+
RV 1o RP by, for d = (d;,0 < 4,5 < n) and A € P;f:

1
LA(d) = Z inf {(d“/ + dij/ + dji/ + djj/ — Qdij — Qdi/j/)+ T4, g € A and i/,jl € Ac} ,
where A¢ = {0,...,n}\ A. We also define the function D from ]Rﬁ’j to ]RTH)X(TLH) by,
for{ = ({a,A€P;})and i, j€{0,...,n}:

Dy;(0) = Z Ca (Lieajgay + 1ggajeay) - (6.29)
AePt

The functions L and D are continuous. Consider the closed subset Q™)
satisfying the so-called four-point condition, that is the set of all (d;;,0 < 4,5 < n) €
]RSF"H)X(TLH) such that:

of Rs:b-i-l) x(n+1)

dij +dirj < max(d;; + djjr,dij + dji/) for all 4,7, i/,j/ S {0, R ,n}.

Notice that the four-point condition is also used to characterize metric spaces which are
real trees, see [24]. Then, one can check that the function L is one-to-one from Q"™ to
L(Q™)) with inverse D. We also get that L(Q(™) is closed (indeed if (¢* = L(d*),k € IN)
is a sequence of elements of L(Q(”)) converging to a limit, say ¢, then it is bounded
and thus the sequence (d*,k € IN) is also bounded. Hence there is a converging sub-
sequence, and denote by d its limit which belongs to Q(™) as this set is closed. Since L is
continuous, we get that L(d) = ¢ and thus / belongs to L(Q(™), which gives that L(Q(™))
is closed). Since for (T,v) € T\")_,, we have that L, (T,v) = L(d(vi,v;),0 < i,j < n),
we deduce that the function L,, is continuous from TI(SQ_K to L(Q™).

We now prove that Im (L,,) = L(Q™) and that L, is one-to-one from T{" to L(Q(™).
Let £ = ({4, A € P;f) € L(Q™). Thus, there exists a sequence d = (d;;,0 < i,j < n) €
Q™ which satisfies the four-point condition and such that L(d) = /. Since d satisfies the
four-point condition, we get that there exists a discrete tree (7, d,v) € TE{Z such that
d(vi,v;) = d;; for all 4, j € {0,...,n}. This proves that Im (L,,) = L(Q(™). Then use that
L is one-to-one from Q™ to L(Q™)) with inverse D and that two discrete trees (T, d, v)

(n) /

and (7",d’,v') are equal in T 3/ if and only if d(v;,v;) = d'(v},v}) for all i,j € {0,...,n}
to deduce that L, is one-to-one from ’JTEI?) to L(Q™) and thus bi-measurable thanks to

S
Lusin’s theorem. O

6.7 The splitting operator for a pointed tree

We want now to decompose the pointed tree (7, v) along the branches of Span°®(T,v).
We keep notations from Section 6.6.

Let (T,v), with v = (vg = g, ..., v,), be a complete locally compact rooted n-pointed
tree. Recall Definition (6.2) of the projection p, on Span(T,v). For A € P;}, consider the
rooted 1-pointed tree:

Ta(T,v) = (Ta(T,v), (0a,v4)) € T, (6.30)

lo
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with root p4 = wy and

Ta(T,v) = {x eT: py(x) E]]wA,vA]]} U{wa}.
By construction, we have that {4(T’,v) = d(0a,va).

Notice that ¢4(T,v) = 0 if and only if T4(T,v) is reduced to its root, that is,
({04}, (04, 04)). Notice also that £4 (T, v) > 0 implies that 74 belongs to TSZBK the set
of trees in Tl(jg_K such that the root is not a branching point (see Definition (6.10)). We
also define the rooted 1-pointed tree T{O}(T7 v) € Tl(jsz = (T(03 (T, v), (0, 0)) by:

Tioy(T,v) = {z € T : Jo,x] N Span®(T,v) = 0},

with root ¢ and distinguished vertex also p. If (T,v) and (7”,v’) belong to the same

equivalence class in 'IPI(:’C)_K, then we get that T4 (T, v) and 74 (7", v') belong also to the

same equivalent class in Tl(ing for A € P, = P;f U{{0}}. Thus, the map Split,, defined
on T by:

Split,, (T, v) = (TA(T7 v), A€ Pn) (6.31)

2’71
takes values in (’]I’SLK) . We give an instance of the function Split,, in Figure 5.

T{?’} (T’ V) T{Q} (T, V)

1 3 3 T{1}<T7v)

7 § T{Q,B} (T7 V)

T{1,2,3}(T7 V)

e M Tioy(T,v)

1%

Figure 5: The splitting of the left hand tree with respect to v = {p, 1,2, 3}.
In this instance, T 2} and 7} 3y are reduced to their own root.

Lemma 6.27 (Measurability of the splitting map). Let n € IN*. The map Split,, from

(n) (1) 2"
T ._x to (TIOC_K) is measurable.

Proof. The proof is divided into three steps.
Step 1: The map Ty, is measurable. Let (T,v) € T(”)fK. By construction, we

loc
have that r2"" (T, Span®(T,v)) = (T(oy(T,v), To). We deduce from Lemma 6.22 on the
measurability of r?]’a, that the map (7,v) — T{O} = (T{O}(T, v), (o, g)) is measurable.

Step 2: A measurable truncation function. Let n > 1. Let (T, v) be a rooted n-pointed
tree. Recall the definition of 7'4(7',v) from (6.30). We set ¢(T,v) = Ty 2, »}(T,V) so
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that ¢ is a map from Tl:c)—K to Tl(;g_K. Recall the measurable truncation functions r?]’Jr

and ’I“E] from (6.25) and (6.22), respectively.

We set:

J(Tv) = 1 o ri2ht

© T dlonogs....) (T, Span® (T, v))

Thanks to Lemma 6.18, the map (7,v) — (T,Span®(7,v)) is continuous from T
to TELK. Thanks to Lemma 6.26 and Remark 6.12, we get that the map (7,v) —

d(o,wyi,.. py) is continuous from SISO

loc—
the measurability of r?]’s and r?] to conclude that the map ¢’ from T

loc—

k to Ri. Then, use Lemmas 6.22 and 6.23 on
K to Ty is
measurable and it has the same image as the map (7, (0,v)) > (T, [o,v]) from ’]l“l(;z_K

to TELK- According to Lemma 6.18 (with n = 1), this latter map is injective and
measurable. Hence the map ¢, which is the composition of ¢’ and this latter map, is
measurable.

Step 3: Conclusion. Let A C {1,...,n} be non-empty. Notice that T4 is the image
of (T, v) by: the expansion procedure (7, v) — (T, v) from the first part of Lemma 6.26,
the rerooting at w4 from Lemma 6.9, the reducing procedure from Lemma 6.6 where
one forgets about all w4 and vy for A’ C A€, and then the function ¢ from Step 2. This
implies that the function (T, v) s T4(T,v) is measurable from ’]I‘l(:C)_K to ’]I‘l(gz_K. O

6.8 The grafting procedure

Letn € N*. Let ¢ = ({4, A € P,;f) € Im (L,,). According to Lemma 6.26, there exists
a unique (up to the equivalence in ’JP%? )) rooted n-pointed discrete tree (S, v) (that is
S = Span®(S,v)) such that L, (S,v) = £. Recall vy and w, defined in Section 6.6 for
A € P;f so that:

S = U [wa,val, (6.32)
AeP;t

where the sets (Jwa,va[, A € P;") are pairwise disjoint.

Recall that Tlscf’chief{o denotes the set (of equivalence classes) of complete locally com-
pact rooted trees with one infinite marked branch such that the root is not a branching
vertex. Let T* = (T%, A € P;") be a family of elements of equivalence classes in T;>™"%”.
Then, we define the tree (T,v) = Graft,(¢,T*), where T is the tree S with that the
branches Jwa,v4] are replaced by the trees given by the first component of rfj*(Tz)
(where the second component has been identified to Jwa, va]).

We now provide a more formal construction of Graft,, (¢,7*). Let ¢ € Im (L,,), and
consider the rooted n-pointed discrete tree (S,v) = L '(¢) € ']PE{;S) and v = (v =

0,...,Un). Setv = (Vo = o,(va,A € P;})) € T?", with v4 the most recent common
ancestor of (v;,i € A) defined in (6.26). Thus, we get that (S,v) € ']I‘ffi:*l) is a rooted
(2™ — 1)-pointed discrete tree with the same root p as S.

In a first step, we build by a backward induction an “increasing” sequence of dis-
crete trees ((Sk,vk),k: e {0,...,2" — 1}) such that (Sg, vi) € Tgifs) with root o. We set
(San_1,van_1) = (S, V). Recall that = is a leaf of a tree T" with root g if x € [o,y] C T
implies y = . Assume that (Sgy1,Vgyt1) is defined for some & > 0. We consider the
lexicographical order on the non-empty sets of IN defined recursively as follow: for
A, B C IN non empty, we write A < B: if min A < min B; or if min A = min B and A is a
singleton but not B; or if min A = min B, A and B are not singletons and A’ < B’ where
A" = A\ {min A} and similarly for B’. Notice this order is total. We set:

Apy1 =max{A € P va € viy1 and v, is a leaf of (Ski1, Vii1) -
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Then, we define v, as the sequence v, 1 where vy, , has been removed (notice that
the first element of vy, is still the root ), and we set (Si,vi) = Span(S,vy) € ’]I‘gfs). We
also set By = max{B € P, : vp = wa,,, }. By construction, vp, = w4, , belongs to the
sequence vi and is therefore an element of v for some index, and, with a slight abuse of
notation, we simply denote this index by Bj. We have, using the grafting operation from

Section 6.3 that:

(Sk+1,Ves1) = (S, Vi) ®, [0, 04, ], (6.33)
where the equality holds in Tl((’fj_ 1I)< (and in Té’f: ") and by convention [0, ] denotes the

discrete 1-pointed tree ([0,¢], (0,¢)) with root 0. Notice that £4,,, = 0 if and only if
Span®(S,vy) = Span®(S, vi11). Eventually, notice that (So,vo) = ({0}, ¢) is the rooted
tree reduced to its root o = v{0} and By = {0}. Let us stress, that in Section 6.3,
the vector v is obtained by adding the distinguished vertex /4, ,, of [0,£4, ] to v4.
However here we identify [0, (4, ] with [vp, = wa,_,,v4,,,] and add the distinguished
vertex vy, ., to v, in order to obtain v ;.

For instance, we give in Table 2 the sequences (A;,1 < k < 2" — 1) and (B;,0 < k <
2™ — 2) for the tree of Figure 4.

Table 2: The sequences (Ay41,0 <k <6), (Bg,0 <k <6)and ({4,,,,0 <k <6) for the
tree of Figure 4

k 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
A || {12} | {1,2,3} | {1,3} | {1} (2,3} | {2} | {3}

Bk {0} {173} {172} {17213} {17273} {273} {273}
La,., || d(o,a) 0 0 d(1,a) d(a,b) | d(2,b) | d(3,b)

Remark 6.28. The family {Ak7 ke {1,2" - 1}} is exactly equal to P,". Furthermore
the sequence ¢ € Im (L,,) C Rin_l provides implicitly two unique ordered sequences
A(l) = (Ag, k € {1,2" — 1}) (of all elements of P;}) and B({) = (B, k € {0,2" — 2}) (of
elements of P* = P,- U {{0}}), and an “increasing” way to built L., !(¢) recursively by
adding at step k € {0,2" — 2} a branch of length {4, ., (and graft it on v, chosen among
vi). It is obvious from the construction that if ¢ and ¢’ are two sequences in Im (L,,) with
the same zeros (that is, {4 = 0 if and only if ¢/, = 0), then we have A({) = A({') and
B(¢) = B(¢'). Thus, the sets A(¢) and B(¢) are implicitly coded by the zeros of (.

In a second step, given A(¢) and B(¢) from Remark 6.28 and a sequence 7" = (T}, A €
PY) in ngcirie}f , we build by a forward induction an “increasing” sequence of marked
complete locally compact trees ((Tk, vi), k€ {0,...,2" — 1}) such that (7, vi) belongs
to ’]I‘l(fc)fK, has root o, and the components of the vector v, can be ranked as the root
0 = 0} and (v4,,1 < i < k). Recall also the truncation function f?]’J’ given in (6.25).
We set (To, vo) = ({0}, 0) and for k € {0,2" — 2}:

~[2],+ *

(Tret1,Viet1) = Tk, Vi) @B, THRH (T, ) (6.34)
where the distinguished vertex of FZ]’CL (Tjkﬂ) is identified with v, , (and its root with
vp, ). Then, we set:

Graft,, (¢,T7") = (Ton_1,v) with v = (v,0 <k <n). (6.35)

It is easy to check that the equivalence class of (T5»_1,V) in rJI‘I((:LC)_K does not depend

on the choice of T* = (T%, A € P;}') in their own equivalence class. Thus, the map Graft,,
defined by:
(6, T*) — Graft, (¢,T7)

EJP 31 (2026), paper 96. https://www.imstat.org/ejp
Page 53/70


https://doi.org/10.1214/26-EJP1555
https://imstat.org/journals-and-publications/electronic-journal-of-probability/

Brownian CRTs

4 ;
‘ %1.2,,,,. } / T{l,Q,...,n}
| @ Y | N

Figure 6: Example of a replacement of the branch ]]w{17___7n}, U{1,...,n}]]-
Upper left: The tree S with the branch Jwy;, .}, v41,.. 3] in bold.

Upper right: The branch Jwy;, . »},vq1,... »}] Teplaced by the first component
of the marked tree TZ]I’J” }( Cimy):
Lower: The tree T{*l,---,n} with its marked infinite branch.

) Pr
is well defined from Im (L,,) x (']ng;‘ieko) to 'II‘I(;’(LK. The main result of this section is
the measurability of the map Graft,,.

Lemma 6.29 (Measurability of the grafting map). Let n € IN*. The map Graft, from

. Pl
Im (L,) x (ngg’leff) to T\")_ is measurable.

Proof. For J C P}, we write I; = {E €Im(L,): ¢4 =0ifand only if A € J}. Thus, the
closed set Im (L,,) of ]sz can be written as the union of I; over all the subsets J of
P}. Furthermore, the sets (/;,.J C P}) are Borel sets (as Im (L,,) is a Borel set), and
they are pairwise disjoint. Thanks to Remark 6.28, the maps ¢ — A(¢) and ¢ — B(¢) are
constant over I;. We deduce from Equation (6.35) and recursion (6.34), Lemma 6.14
on the continuity of the grafting procedure and Lemma 6.25 on the measurability of

) Pr o
(t,T) f£2]’+(T) that the function Graft,, from I; x (Tf&”ﬁ{o) to ’]PI(O’C)_K is measurable
(as long as I; is not empty). Since there is a finite number of such sets I;, we deduce

. P,
that the function Graft,, from Im (L,,) x (’]Pf’gclrieko) to TV is measurable. O

Remark 6.30. Since the map L, is continuous one-to-one from Té?s) to Im (L,), we
deduce that the map:
(T, T*) — Graft, (Ln(T), T*)
, P
from T x (Tf{f’cllﬁf ) " toT\")_ is measurable. Without ambiguity, we shall simply
write Graft, (T, T*) for Graft,, (L, (T),T*).

Remark 6.31. Intuitively, the maps Graft,, and Split,, should be the inverse one of the
other. More precisely, we have the following result. For every (T, (o,v)) € Tl(;ng' we
define the tree Sp(T) = (T", ') € T;" by T' = I1$ (T ® [0, 00)) with the marked spine

S =TI% ([, v] ®1 [0,00)). Then then we have, for every (T,v) € Tl(:c)—OK (that is, the root
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of T' is not a branching vertex, see Definition (6.10)), that the following equality hold in
Tl(;:)fx’

Graft, (Spann(T, v), Sp(Split,, (T, v))) =(T,v), (6.36)

where Sp(Ta, A € P,) = (Sp(Ta), A € P;).

. . . i 1
6.9 A measure associated with trees in T:"™ or T!)

Recall Ty = ({0}, 0) € Tioc—k is the tree reduced to its root. We define
Tioc—k = Tioc—k \ {To} (6.37)
endowed with the distance:
diqu(T,T") = duu(T,T") + |H(T)~" = H(T")7'|.

Clearly (T}, ._x, di ) is Polish with the topology induced by the topology on Tio—x (as H
is continuous on T),c-k), and forall ¢ > 0, the sets Br: ~_ (e) ={T € T},  : H(T) > ¢}
are closed and bounded. Furthermore, every bounded set is a subset of Br: _(¢) for
¢ > 0 small enough. Set E = Ry x T} ._, endowed with the distance dg((u,T), (v',T")) =
lu — /| + df o (T, 1), so that (E,dg) is a Polish space. Every bounded set of E is a
subset of Bg(e) = [0,e '] x By;,__ (¢) for ¢ > 0 small enough. We define M(E), the set
of point measures on E which are bounded on bounded sets, that is finite on Bg(¢) for
all e > 0. We say that a sequence (M,,,n € IN) of elements of IM(E) converges to a limit
M, if lim,, 0o My, (f) = M(f) for all continuous functions on F with bounded support.
According to [14, Proposition 9.1.IV] the space M(FE) is Polish and the Borel o-field is
the smallest o-field such that the application M — M|(A) is measurable for every Borel
set Aof E.

We build a tree from a point measure M = ), ; 6, 1,y € M(E) by grafting 7; at
height h; on an infinite spine. Recall the infinite spine T; = (R4,0) endowed with the
Euclidean distance is an element of ’]I‘fgci'leff C Tioe—k. For T € Tioe—xk, let (T, d, o) denote
a rooted complete locally compact tree in the equivalent class T'. With obvious notation,

we define the tree 7’ as follow:
T' =T Uier (T; \ {0:})

and Vx,z' € T,

di(z,x") if z,2' € Ty,i eI,
T — if 2, 2" € Ty,
d(z, z")
xz,x') = . .
di(z, 0;) + |h; — x| ifreT;, o/ € T,iel,

di(l‘, Qi) +dj(:13’,gj) + |hz — hJ| ifx € TZ', z e Tj Wlthl%]7 1,7 €1,

where U denotes the disjoint union. By construction 7" is a tree rooted at ¢ = o1,
the root of Tl. Because M is finite on bounded sets of FE, it is not difficult to check
that 7" is complete and locally compact. It is easy to see that the equivalence class
of Tree(M) = (1", T;) in ’JI‘E]C_K does not depend of the choice of the representatives
in the equivalence classes of Ty and T; for i € I. Hence, identifying Tree(M) with its

equivalence class, we get that the map Tree is well defined from M(E) into TE]C_K.

Lemma 6.32 (Regularity of the map Tree). The map Tree from M(E) to T1[(2)]C_K (or
TP ) is continuous.
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Proof. We only give the principal arguments of the proof. Let (M,,,n € IN) a sequence of
point measures, elements of IM(FE), which converges to M. Let ¢ > 0 be fixed such that
M(9Bg(e)) = 0. For n large enough, we have M, (Bg(e)) = M(Bg(e)) and the atoms of
M,, in Bg(e) converge to the atoms of M in Bg(e). Using correspondence between the
representations of the atoms, and similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 6.14, we
deduce that the distance between Tree(M,,) and Tree(M) (in ’JPE)LK) is small if € > 0 is
small (to prove this statement in detail, one can use the distance on M(FE) given in [13,
Equation (A2.6.1)]). This means that lim,, .. dEéH(Tree(/\/ln)7 Tree(M)) = 0, and thus

the map Tree is continuous on "JFELK. O

We shall now prove that the restriction of the map Tree to a subset of M(FE) is injective
and bi-measurable. For this reason, we consider the subset of T,._k of (equivalence
classes of) trees not reduced to their root and such that the root is not a branching
vertex (recall Definitions (6.37) and (6.10) with n = 0):

0,% *
Tloch = ’]Tloch N T?och' (638)

As a direct consequence of Lemma 6.10, T&;K is a Borel subset of T},._k and thus of
T} ._ k. In particular, the following subset of M(FE) is a Borel set (recall E = Ry x T}, ._):

M(E) = {M e M(E) : M(Ry x (T;}_)) =0}. (6.39)

We now introduce a map M from TP to M(E) as follow. Let T* = (T, T;) be
a rooted complete locally compact tree with an infinite marked spine. In particular,
we have Ty C T and T is equivalent to (R4,d,0). Let (7,7 € I) be the family of the
connected components of 7'\ T;. For every i € I, let us denote by x; the MRCA of T7,
that is, the unique point of T; such that for every z € T?, [o, 2] N T1 = [0, z;]. We then
set T; = TP U {z;} viewed as a complete locally compact tree rooted at x;. Then, we
define the point measure M(7™) on Ry x T} _ C Ry x Tioc—x by:

M(T*) = 1)- (6.40)

i€l

As M(T*) does not depends on the representatives chosen in the equivalence class of
T* in T}>'"%, we deduce that M : T* — M(T*) is a map from T} "% to M(E). We now
give the main result of this section.

Proposition 6.33 (Regularity of the maps Tree and M). The map M is bi-measurable
from T} to M(E) with M(E) = Im(M). The map Tree is bi-measurable from M(E)
to T}, . Furthermore, the map Tree o M is the identity map on T;* and M o Tree
is the identity map on M(E).

Proof. By construction, the roots of all the trees 7; in the point measure M (T™*) are not
branching vertices, so that M (T™) belongs to M(E) ¢ M(E). We also get by construction
that Tree(M(T*)) = T*. This implies that M is injective and thus bi-measurable thanks
to Lusin’s theorem.

We also have by construction that MoTree(M) = M for M € M(FE). This implies that
Im(M) = M(F) and also that Tree restricted to IM(F) is injective and thus bi-measurable
thanks to Lusin’s theorem. O

We extend the map T — M(T*) to Tl(;ng in the following way. For (T,v = (o, v1)) €
Tl(iz_K, we graft the infinite spine T; on v; and consider the rooted complete locally

compact tree with an infinite marked spine Sp(T) € T;"’, defined in Remark 6.31.
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Then, we define M(T,v) as M(Sp(T')). From the continuity of the grafting procedure,
see Lemma 6.14 and the continuity of IIj, see Lemma 6.6, and the measurability of
the map M, we deduce that the map (7,v) — M(T,v), which we still denote by M
is measurable. In fact, we have the stronger following result. Consider the set of
(equivalent classes of) n-pointed rooted complete locally compact tree such that the root
is not a branching vertex and the distinguished vertices are not equal to the root:

T % = {(T,v) e T - d(o,v;) > 0 foralli e {1,...,n}}, (6.41)
where v = (g,v1,...,v,). According to Lemma 6.10 and Remark 6.12, the set T\")%;

is a Borel subset of ’JI‘I(:(LK. Recall from (6.38) that the Borel set T?AZ?K is the set of
(equivalence class of) 1-pointed rooted complete locally compact trees such that the root
is not a branching vertex and the distinguished vertex is not equal to the root.

Corollary 6.34 (Recovering (7, v) from M(T,v)). The following map from Tl(ngK to

R+ x M(FE) defined by:

(T,v) — (d(o,v), M(T,v))
is measurable and its restriction to ’]I‘l(;g_og is injective and bi-measurable.
Proof. Set M*(E) = {M € M(E): M({0} x T}, ._x) = 0}. For M € M*(E), we get
that Tree(M) belongs to T;*™%?. Write [0,a] € Tl(;z_K for the tree [0,a] with root 0
and distinguished vertex a > 0. We define a map g on R, x M*(FE) by g(a, M) =
Grafty ([0, a], Tree(M)). Thanks to the continuity of the grafting procedure, see Lemma
6.29 and of the function Tree, see Lemma 6.32, we deduce that ¢ is continuous.

Let (T,v) € Tl(;zfg . As the root of T is not a branching vertex, we get that M(7,v)
belongs to M*(E), and thus g(d(e,v), M(T,v)), where v = (p,v), is well defined and
in fact equal to (7, v) thanks to (6.36) with n = 1. This implies that the map (7,v) —
(d(o,v), M(T,v)) defined on ”Jl“l(;g_og is injective, and thus bi-measurable by Lusin’s

theorem. O

We extend this result to n-pointed trees. Recall from (6.31) that, for (T, v) € ’JTI(:C)_K,
we have Split,, (T, v) = (TA(T, v), A€ Pn) and set M 4[T,v] = M(Ta(T,v)) for A € P;f.

Corollary 6.35 (Recovering (7, v) from the M4 [T, v]). The following map from ’]I‘l(g?_K
to T x M(E)P+ defined by:

(T,v) — (Spann(T, v), (MA[T, v],A € Pﬁ))

(n),0

is measurable and its restriction to T\"."}" is injective and bi-measurable.

Proof. Using the measurability of the functions Span from (") K to (") k (see Lemma

loc— loc—

2’77/
6.7), L,, from T\ to REI (see Lemma 6.26), Split,, from T, to (TI(;LK) (see

loc— loc—

Lemma 6.27) and the map (7T, v) — M(T,v) from ']I‘l(sg_K to M(E) (see Corollary 6.34),

+
we deduce that the following map, say g1, from T\")_ to T\") . x (Ry x ]M(E))P” is
measurable:

g1 : (T, v) — (Span(T, v), ((KA(T, V), M\[T,v]), A e ,P;f))

Notice that (T,v) € Tf:c)_og implies that T{o} is reduced to its root. Using the measurable
functions Graft,, and the map defined in Corollary 6.34, we easily deduce that g; re-

stricted to ’]I‘I(ZC)_O; is injective and thus bi-measurable by Lusin’s theorem. Since L, (T, v)
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is also equal to L, (Span(T,v)), we deduce that the following map g», from 'IPI(:‘C)_K to
T . x M(E)P" is measurable:

g2: (T,v) — (Span(T, v), (MA[T, v],A € ’P;f))
Furthermore, its restriction to Tl(:C)_o; is also injective and thus bi-measurable. O

7 Formal definitions of the objects informally introduced in Sec-
tion 5

In this section we check that the topological and measurability results obtained in the
previous section allows to precisely define the objects which are introduced in Section 5.

7.1 The elementary grafting operation

In Section 5.1.3, we considered the map:

((Ta (va))’(T/7Ql>) = (T ®, T’,p). (7.1)

(1)

loc—

Lemma 7.1. The map (7.1) from T, . X Tioc—x to Tioc—k is continuous.

Proof. The map (7.1) is the composition of the continuous grafting the map from
Lemma 6.14 (withn =+ = 1, £ = 0 and v; = z) with the map Il defined in (6.9)
which removes x from the distinguished vertices, as this latter map is also continuous by
Lemma 6.6. O

7.2 The grafting operation (5.5)

In this section we give a precise definition of the grafting procedure given in (5.5).
Recall Ty is the tree reduced to its root and the infinite spine tree T; € Tjoc_x is
identified as the set R, with the usual Euclidean distance and root ¢ = 0. We also recall
that T} .k = Tioc—k \ {To}, see (6.37).

Unfortunately, it is not possible to prove in general the regularity property of the
grafting procedure Graft, defined informally by (5.5). To stay close to this informal
presentation, we consider the case where n = 0 and (7, v) = Ty is just the infinite spine

and the case where (T, v) is a discrete tree, element of rJl“((;;).

7.2.1 The spine case: (T,v) =T,

This case appears in the definition of the Kesten tree in (5.7). Let M be a point measure
on F =Ry x T} ._x (or equivalently on Ty x T _ ) with the restriction that M belongs
to M(E), the set of point measures on E which are bounded on bounded sets introduced
in Section 6.9. Then the grafting procedure Grafto(T1, M) is precisely defined by:

Grafto(Ty, M) = P o Tree(M),

where the reconstruction map Tree is continuous, see Lemma 6.32 and the projection
map P is also continuous, see Lemma 6.16. More precisely, seeing T; as a distinguished
spine of Grafty(T;, M), we also have:

(Grafto(T1, M), Ty) = Tree(M) in Thl .

It is then elementary to check that the Kesten tree is well defined.
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Lemma 7.2 (The Kesten tree is well defined). Let M(dh,dT) be a Poisson point
measure on Ry x T,._x with intensity 261{h>0}dh]N(’[dT]. Then the Kesten tree
T* = Grafty(Tq, M) is a T\o.—k-valued random variable.

Proof. Since P o Tree is continuous, it is enough to check that a.s. the random variable
M belongs to M(F). Keeping the notations from Section 6.9, we get:

E[M(Bg(€))] = 28 "IN [H(T) > €] = 28 eq(e) < +oo0.
Thus the point measure M is a.s. bounded on bounded sets of F. O

Let us notice that (7*,T;) = Tree(M) is a Tl[i]C_K-valued random variable, which we
call the Kesten tree with its distinguished spine; by definition (6.23) and (6.24), it is also
a T;*" -valued and a T;"%’-valued random variable. Let us stress that the Kesten tree
has a unique spine (which is then distinguished) if § > 0 and a countable number of

spines if § < 0 with only one of them being distinguished.

7.2.2 The discrete case: (T,v) € T\

For n > 1, the construction is much more technical (even though the case n = 1 could
be still handled by hand), and we shall only consider grafting on a discrete tree, using
the theoretical background of Section 6.8. First recall the measurable map M defined
in (6.40) which intuitively from a complete locally compact rooted tree with a marked
infinite spine (T,Tl) (in the sense of Section 6.4, with T equivalent to T; and seen
as a subset of T') gives a point measure recording the heights h; and the complete
locally compact trees T; # Ty such that (7, Tl) is in the same equivalence class as the
infinite spine tree T; on which the T; are grafted at h;. See Proposition 6.33 for the
measurable property of the application M. From the proof of Lemma 7.2, we deduce
from Proposition 6.33 that, if M(dh,dT) is a Poisson point measure on R x T,.—k with
intensity 281 ;,~;dh IN[dT], then:

M(Tree(M)) = M.

For this reason, it is natural to identify M with the T;*™%’-valued random variable
(T*,T1) = Tree(M).
From Lemma 6.29 and Remark 6.30, we get that the map:

(T, T*) — Graft, (T,T*) with Graft, (T,T*) = Graft, (L, (T),T")

+

: P
from T((ﬁs) X (']I‘Spme’o) to T\ ., which consists in replacing the branches of the

loc—K loc—K”
discrete tree T with the truncated part of the complete locally compact tree with a
distinguished spine, is measurable. Now for A € P;/, identifying the complete locally
compact tree with a distinguished spine T’} with the point measure M 4 = M(T}) allow
the following identification:

Graft, (T, (MA)AEPJ) = Graft, (T, T%).

We shall consider the case where the random variables (M 4) Aep; are independent
Poisson point measure on E with the same intensity 231;ydh IN? [dT]. In this case, the

complete locally compact n-pointed random tree Graft,, (T, (M) AGPI) is informally
obtained by grafting, for all i € I, on x; € T the tree T; € To.—k, where M'(dz,dT) =

EJP 31 (2026), paper 96. https://www.imstat.org/ejp
Page 59/70


https://doi.org/10.1214/26-EJP1555
https://imstat.org/journals-and-publications/electronic-journal-of-probability/

Brownian CRTs

Zie] d(a,,1,)(dz,dT) is, conditionally on T', a Poisson point measure on 7" x T,k with
intensity 23 d.#7T (dx)IN?[dT]; and we shall write:

Graft, (T, M) for Graft,, (T, (MA)AGW) . (7.2)

We shall stress here that the definition of Graft, (7', M’) is abusive because the measure
M’ is not clearly defined as T is an equivalence class of trees and that furthermore there
is no clear measurability property in T, which is mandatory as we want to consider 7" a
random variable in the n-leaves generalized decomposition from Theorem 5.10. So in
conclusion, the notation:

Graft,, (T, M) (7.3)

where, conditionally on T', the random measure M’ a Poisson point measure on T'x T,._ g
with intensity 23 d.#7 (dz)IN[dT] is an abusive shortcut for:

Graft, (T, T) (7.4)

with 7* = (T}) Aep+ independent Kesten trees with their distinguished spines.

Thanks to the measurability property of Graft,, in its two arguments given in Lemma
6.29, the discrete tree 7" in (7.4) can be a Té?g -valued random variable. In the setting of
the present paper the random variables 7" and 7* will be independent.

7.3 Planar trees (Section 5.3)

Recall Tfﬁs) C TI(SLK is the closed subset of (equivalence classes of) discrete trees,
that is, compact trees with all the leaves being distinguished, see (6.11). Let (t,v) €
']PESS) with v. = (vop = 9,...,v,). (Notice that the tree t has at most n leaves.) For
ke {1,...,n — 1}, let px+1 denote the projection of vxy; on Span(t, (vo, ..., vx)), that
is the only point on [g,vk+1] such that [o, pr+1] = [o, vi+1] N Span(t, (vo, . ..,vk)). The
discrete tree (t,v) is planar if py41 € [o,vx] forall k € {1,...,n — 1}. It is easy to check
this condition is equivalent to the condition used in Section 5.3: for all z € t, there exists
0 <ig <ig < nsuchthatv; € t, if and only if iy <7 <igq.

Let T;’fgn C ']P((i?s) be the set of (equivalence classes of) n-pointed planar trees. It is
(n)

elementary to check that for a discrete tree (t,v) € T, there exists a permutation
(which is not unique) 7 such that the discrete tree (t,v”) is planar. Arguing as in the
proof of Lemma 6.2, on get that the map (t,v) — (t,vy) with v = (vo,...,Vn,pr) is
5/2-Lipschitz from Tfﬂg to Té?s)- Then, since the application (t,vy) — d(o, px) +d(pk, vi) —
d(p,vy) is clearly continuous and the latter quantity is zero if and only if ps, € [o, v], we
deduce that T is a closed subset of T'[") and thus a closed subset of T".

plan dis

7.4 Oriented grafting on discrete trees (Section 5.3)

When considering planar trees in Section 7.3, we shall also be interested in a grafting
on the left or on the right of i € {1,...,n}, which is the same as the grafting (6.14), but
for the order of the coordinates of the vector v&@v’. Recall that for h > 0 and (T, v) € Tf;fs)
the vertex z; j, the unique vertex of T that satisfies x; , € [o,v;] and H(z; ) = H(v;) A h,
see Section 6.3. For € € {g,d}, we define the grafting map ®;, by (5.8) with x = z;,
and (5.9), (5.10) and (5.11), using the convention stated thereafter when i, = 0 (that
is, 7;, = o) and iq = n. Let us recall that i; = min{j € {0,...,n}: v; € T}, , } (resp.
iqg = max{j € {0,...,n}: v; € Ty, ,}) is the leftmost (resp. rightmost) distinguished
vertex being a descendant of z; j,.

Lemma 7.3 (Measurability of the left/right grafting maps). Letn,k € N, i € {0,...,n}
and e € {g,d}. The map (h, (T, v),(T",v')) = T ®; , T’ is measurable from Ry x T . x
T® o TR

loc—K loc—K~
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Proof. We recall that the map (h, (T, v)) — (T, (v, z;)) is continuous from R x T

to Tl(::il})(, see Section 6.3, and that the grafting map ®; j is continuous, see Lemma 6.15
therein. Thanks to the continuity of the permutation of the distinguished vertices (so
that i, and iq play a similar role by considering the permutation 7 on {0,,...,n} such
that 7(0) = 0 and 7(j) = n + 1 — j otherwise) and of the removing of distinguished
vertices (so that z; , can be removed from the distinguished vertices of (T, (v, z;))), see
Lemmas 6.9 and 6.6, we only need to prove that the map (7, v) +— 5, withi =nand h =0
or equivalently z;; = v,, is a measurable function from T(d?s) to {0,...,n} for n € IN*.
This latter result is obvious as {i; > k} = ﬂ?zo{vj ¢ T,,} and as v; belongs to T,, if
and only if d(p, v;) = d(o,vs) + d(vn,v;) and the map (T, v) — (d(vi,v;),0 <i < j<n)is
trivially continuous. O

7.5 The Growth,, function from (5.22)

Let n € IN*. We consider the function Growth,, defined in (5.22), which formally is
written as first attaching successively a branch ([0, ], (0,h)) € ']l“gz simply denoted [0, h)
to each distinguished vertex v* of (T, v), but the root, (notice that there are then 2n + 1
distinguished vertices) and then forgetting all the n distinguished vertices v* so that

there are only n + 1 distinguished vertices:
Growth,, ((T,v),h) = 15" o Growth), ,, ((T,v), h),
where H;;f" is defined in (6.9) with A, = (0,n+1,...,2n) and fori=1,...,n:

Growth;, ;((T,v), h) = Growth, ((T,v),h) ®; [0, h],

n,t—1

with the convention Growth;, ;((T,v),h) = (T,v). Using the continuity of the grafting

procedure (see Lemma 6.15) and the continuity of H;;LA" (see Lemma 6.6), we get the
following result.

Lemma 7.4 (Continuity of the map Growth,,). Letn € N*. The map Growth,, is continu-
ous from Tl(:C)_K x Ry to Tl(fc)_K.

7.6 A detail of the proof of Corollary 5.9

Recall Tl(;zfg defined in (6.41) is the Borel subset of TSLK of the trees such that
the root is not a branching vertex and the distinguished vertex is distinct from the root.
The map g: (T,v) — (d(o,v), M(T,v)), with v = (p,v), defined on ']I‘l(;z_o}; is injective
and bi-measurable, see Corollary 6.34. We deduce that (7, v) is a measurable function of
(d(o,v), M(T,v)) on the image of Tl(;g_oK* by g.

Furthermore the set Tl(;gfg is of full measure with respect to the distribution of (7, v)
under N?[d7] A;(dv), with v = (p,v), as IN%-a.e. the root of 7 is not a branching vertex
and d(p,v) =t > 0. Thus, as t > 0 is fixed, we get that (7,v) is a measurable function of

M(T,v).

7.7 Construction of the continuum random tree 7 *°?

Let 8> 0, 6, € R, and let S be a Poisson point measure on [0, c0) with intensity
measure fin(t)dt and fi,e given by (5.32). We first consider the case o > 0. Denote
by (&;,7 € IN*) the increasing sequence of jumping times of the inhomogeneous Poisson
process (N7 = §29(]0,t]),¢ > 0). We consider the Tfﬁs)-valued random variable ¥, of
Section 5.4.3 for n > 1 associated to fin. In particular, recall that, for every n > 1, T is
a discrete tree with n distinguished leaves, where all of them are at height &,,.
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For every n > 1, let T* = (T4, A € P;) be a family of independent Kesten trees with
parameter (5, «), independent of the tree T, . We define the random marked tree:

T = (H;’L(ﬂm),span"(ﬁ”))) with 7 = Graft, (T¢,, 7).

Thanks to Lemma 6.18 and Lemma 6.29 on the measurability of the grafting function,
we deduce that 7 is a Tl[i]CiK-valued random variable. The family of the distributions

of the Tl[iL_K-Valued random trees (7'(”), n > 1) is consistent in the sense that, for every

n > 1and every t < &,, r?] (7)) @ r?] (7(+1), It is in particular a Cauchy sequence
in TEL_K, and we denote by (7% T*%) its limit which is thus a TE]C_K-VaIued random
variable. By construction, T*¢ and T°° have the same distribution. This construction
is a formal way to define the tree obtained by grafting on the infinite discrete tree k¢
(which serves as a backbone) at x; a tree 7; where ((x;,7;),i € I) are the atoms of a
Poisson point measure of intensity 23.#(dz)IN?(d7), where .Z is the length measure on
Eske‘

For a = 0, we simply define (7'@’9, 70.%) as the Kesten tree with parameter (3, a).

We then define the Tl[i]C_K-Valued random process ((7;“’0, ‘Z?’a), t> O) by setting:

T =r(T*%) and T0 = ry(T7).

In particular, thanks to Lemma 6.13, the random variable (7, N;(T*)) is well defined.

8 Proof of Theorem 5.10

We prove Formula (5.31) by induction. For n = 1, as T; = [0, ¢] (with root o = 0 and
distinguished vertex v; = t), this is Corollary 5.9.

Let k € IN*. Recall the maps Ly, from (6.28) in Section 6.6, and Split;, from (6.31)
in Section 6.7. For (T,v) € Tl(fc)fK and A € P, we write M4[T,v](dh,dt) for the
measure M(T4(T,v)) on E = Ry x T}, i, where (T4(T,v), A € Py) = Split, (T, v) and
the measure M(T,v) is defined at the end of Section 6.9. We also recall the notation
(la(T,v),A € P) = Li(T,v), and notice that £4(7,v) = 0 implies that M [T, v] = 0.
Let n € IN* and (P4, A € P;l') be a family of non-negative measurable functions defined
(n)

on E. Let f be a bounded non-negative measurable function defined on T /

_k (or more
simply on r]l“gfs)). We shall first prove (5.31) for a non-negative function F' defined on
T(") . of the form:

F(T,v) = f(Span(T,v)) exp{f Z <<I>A,MA[T,V]>}.

AeP;t

Let n > 2 and suppose that (5.31) holds for n — 1. For k € {1,...,n}, we denote by
Tkl the tree Span (T, vy) € ’Jl“l(fg_K, where v, = (vo = 0,v}) and vi = (v1,...,v;); and we

simply write /\/l[ff] for M [T, v] and Zf] for £4(T,v}), so that under IN[d7] £2™ (dv*):

F(T,v,) = f(T["]) eXp{— Z <(I>A,MEZ]>}.

AeP;t

We also write vf] and w[:} for vs and w4 from (6.26) and (6.27) with (7, v) replaced by

(T, v;); and thus we have é[jl = d(w[:],v[f]).
Similarly, under E?%t, for k > 2, we write also MEZ,“] for the measure M (T'}) restricted

to [0,£4(Tx)] x Th_x, 94 and ©!¥ for vy and w, from (6.26) and (6.27) with (T, v)
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replaced by (T, vy), and €[k] = d(w) plk] A[k]) = {4(Ty). For n > 2, simply writing T,, for
(T, v,), we have:

F(Graft, (T, 7)) = f(T) exp{ = 3 (@4, MF) }.

AeP;t

Using the definition of the Kesten tree via Poisson point measures and the definition of
the function Graft,,, we obtain in particular that:

ESt {F(Graftn(Tn,T*))] = E%t [F/(T,)], (8.1)

where
Z[”]

F/(Tn) = f(Ty) eXP{ - 2B Z

da]N"[ *q’A(”)} . (8.2)
AeP;t 0

Recall (6.2). Set p, = py, _, (v,,) for the projection of v,, on T"=11 Since N?-a.e. p, #
o0, we deduce that there exists N?-a.e. a unique B € P,_, such that p,, €]w Eg*” , vj[gfl]]] C
T"=1], and write h,, = d(p,,w [” 1), Recall the function Tree, defined in Section 6.9 just

before Lemma 6.32, from ]M(E) into TELK and the projection II from ’JPELK to Tioc—xk,

defined just before Lemma 6.24, which forgets about the marked subtree defined in
Section 6.5. We simply write Tree’ = II o Tree. On the one hand, we have:

T = T 6 [0, = Hp).
6%71] _ Eﬂg] n ggg]u{n}7 (8.3)

M = MLy 4 MENC )8

and, to fix notation, we shall write:

MG = MB[T vaoa] = 37 Gypens pinmro

i
icIB

n—1

On the other hand, for A € P, and A # B, we have:

BcA= My U=mll L MY =0 7Y =d) L and AP =0,

(8.4)
=1l _ pqlnl pgqlnl g gln=1] gl ]
ANBe{d Ay = My =l Ml =0, T =6 ana Ay =0,
(8.5)
ANB¢{),B,A MO = pll = ]~ and A =l =]~
¢{ y s } = A AU{n} an A Au{n} ’
(8.6)
It is also easy to rebuild (M), 4 € PF) from (MG~ A e Pt ) and v,.
Set
F, =N’ U A®™(dv¥) F(T, vn)] :
EJP 31 (2026), paper 96. https://www.imstat.org/ejp
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[n—1],B

Considering that 7; is a subset of 7, we have:

F, :IN9|‘/T” 1A®(n 1) ;kl 1 Z Z / —_ d’Un (T Vn)]

Bep; | iell |

:W[ /T ATV )
Y Y 1 (T[n—l]’H(wgl—l])’ME;:_U,H(MJ[;—U)Jrh[" 1B gin=1l, B)

Bep_ielf |

xexp{_ > <1{BCA}‘I’Au{n}+1{Aﬂ3—®°rA}¢)A’MZLH>}]’
AePr \{B}

where the measure /\/l I'is the measure /\/l U without its atom at (hg’L—llaB’ Ti[n—u,B):
Mgg,;l} — MB;L*U — 6(h£n711,3’7;[n—1],3),
and, for (T7 W) Tl((?c 1})<’ (T’7 Ql) c TIOC—KI ve M(E) and b’ Z h Z 0:

FB((Tv W)a h71/, h/aT/) = f(T @minB,h' [Oat - h/D eXp{_<¢)B,h’—ha V>}

Ay (dv) exp{—<<1>{n}, M(T, (d,v)) >}7

T/
with:
(bB,h” (S,t) = 1{s§h”}q)BU{n}(s7t) + 1{S>h”}(bB(8 - hl/,t). (87)
For B € 73Jr 1, using the notation M Ziefs 6(1 n=1B =115y, we set for ¢ €
Iy

M1 = gl 5@[_”,1],3)%[”,1],3).

We deduce from the induction hypothesis (i.e. Equation (5.31) with n — 1 instead of n)
and the definition of Kesten tree, with F,, = (n — 1)!(&?)2~" =209 @, that: G, is equal to

Z Z FB( n—1, (w[n 1], )MBz , (w[n 1,8 )_|_h[n1 T[nl )

T
BeP_ ielB |

n—1

x exp{_ > <1{BcA}‘I’Au{n}+1{AﬂB voray ®a, MA 1]>}]'
AePt_ \{B}

Since for A € P;_,, the random measure M (T%,/ [" 1])(dh’ ,dT") is conditionally given

@EZ;*” a Poisson point measure on [0, £ v 1]] X rJI‘IOC,K with intensity 28dh’' IN?[dT7], we
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deduce from Palm formula that: G,, is equal to

>

BePt

n—1

i

E’ dar /]Ne[dT] I's (Tn,l,H(wE;H]),MEg*”, H@E ) +r, T)

X eXP{ Z <1{BmCA} @Au{n} + 1{AnB, =0 or A} @A7MZL—1]>}]
AeP_ \{B:}

_ R {25 / 2(da) / NATI D5, (Toms, il ), My H(2), T)
Thn_1,t

)

X eXP{— Z <1{chA} Qau(ny + 1{anB, =0 or A} ‘PA7MEZ_1]>}
AG’P:,l\{Bm}

where B, is the only element B of P | such that x belongs to the branch B of
T,_1: e]]w[l;‘*”,@%*”]], where, as T,,_; is discrete, we recall that Split,,_;(Tp_1) =
([, 01,4 € P,_1) with P,_, = P}, U {{0}}. Using (5.31) again for n = 1 (or
Corollary 5.9) gives:

/INg[dﬂ FB(Tn—l,tv h7 v, hl) T) = f(Tn—l ®min B,h' [Oa t— h/D e_<<I>h/7}“V>
t—h’'
X exp{259(t -h') - 25/ da IN? [1 - e’é{"}(“’ﬂ} }
0

With 2 chosen according to the length measure .#(dz) on T,,_1, the tree T),_1 ® iy, B, H(z)

[0, t— H(x)} is obtained by grafting a branch of length ¢t — H(z) at  on T,,_; and thus
will simply be denoted as T,,_1 ®, [O, t—H (a:)] (see also Remark 5.2 for similar notation).
Therefore, we obtain:

G, =E’

QB/T 7:2”(dx) f(TnA ®z [0, — H(:c)]) exp{—2ﬂ<t — H(:c))}

fln—11

A
—24 Z l{Bch} /O

AePt \{B.}

ZE:,—H
X exp{—QB Z lianB, =0 or 4} / da INY [1 — e_‘bA(“’T)} }
0

da N [1 - e*%u{n&(”)} }

AP \{B:}

[n—1]

H(z)—-H Wi
X exp —26/ ( ) da IN? [1 _ e7¢Bmu{n}(a7T):| }
0

H(vln—Y —H(x)
28 G5 da IN? [1 - e—%w(avﬂ}}

t—H(z)
X eXp{—?ﬂ/ da N’ [1 - e—<1>{n}(a77>} }] .

We deduce from Lemma 5.1 with the density:

260 62695 _ _ s
faens(8) = g Lo (s) = & B 727007 1y (s)
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that for a non-negative measurable function F” defined on TI(SC)_K (or Té’;ﬁ):

]Et97t

28 /T () P (T @, [0, — H())) eW“HW] — (@) nEM [F'(T,)].

Using similar equations as (8.3), (8.4), (8.5) and (8.6) stated with T,, instead of (7, v,,)
as well as an obvious choice of F”/, we obtain that:

Gn = (E§)71 nE% [F'(T,)],
where F'(T,,) is given by (8.2). Then, we deduce from (8.1) that:
G, = (&) ' nEY [F(Graftn(Tn, T*))} .

This gives:

INY U ) AP™(dvE) F(T, v)} =F,=(n-1D(&)?2 e 2 q,

nl (@) 7" e 20 B P (Grafty (T, 7))

Thus, Equation (5.31) holds for the functionals I’ we considered.
Recall that T\")%* is the Borel subset of T\"”)_, of the trees such that the root is not

a branching vertex and the distinguished vertices (but the root) are distinct from the
root. The map:

(T,v) —~ (Span(T, v), (Ma[T,v],A € Pf{))
defined on nggfg is one-to-one onto its image and bi-measurable, see Corollary 6.35.
Furthermore the set ’]I‘l(:C)_Og is of full measure with respect to the distribution of (7, v)
under N?[dT]AP™(dv*), with v = (p,v*), as IN’-a.e. the root of T is not a branching

vertex. Thus, (7,v) is a measurable function of (T["], (MEZ], AePt )) We then con-

clude by the monotone class theorem that Equation (5.31) holds for any non-negative
measurable function I defined on ’]I‘l(;lc)_K.
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Index of notation

Trees and pointed trees

T, t, T, T: generic notations for trees (or
class of equiv. trees).

d: generic distance on a tree.

o: generic notation for the root of trees.
H(z) = d(p, z): height of the vertex z.
H(T): height of the tree T

T,: subtree of T above the vertex x € T'.

[x,y]: the branch joining the vertices x
to y.

Ty: the rooted tree reduced to its root.
T: the rooted infinite branch.
% or £ length measure on the tree 7.

v = (v = g,v1,...,V,): generic notation
for distinguished vertices of a tree.

(T,v) a (or a class of equiv. of) rooted
n-pointed tree.

(T,S) = (T,S,d, o) a (or a class of equiv.
of) marked tree with p € S C T.

Grafting a tree on a tree

(T®; T',v ® V'), also denoted by T ®; 1",
is the tree obtained by grafting 7" on T
at the distinguished vertex v; € T and
identifying the root o' of 7' with v;. The
distinguished vertices v ® v’ are the con-
catenation of the distinguished vertices
v of T and the distinguished vertices v’
(but for the root) of 7".

T ®;, T, is the tree obtained by grafting
T" on T at level h on the branch [p, v;].

EJP 31 (2026), paper 96.

- T'®§, 1", with € € {g,d}, same as above

3
but for the distinguished vertices of T’

which are inserted on the left (if e = g) or
on the right of v; (if e = d).

Spanning and truncation

Span®(T,v): the discrete rooted subtree
of T spanned by the distinguished ver-
tices v.

Span(T, v): the  rooted  tree
(Span®(7,v),v) with the distinguished
vertices v.

The map II7 removes the distinguished
vertices (but the root) from an n-pointed
tree: IS (T, v) = (T, o). Thus:

IT; (Span(T, v)) = Span® (T, v).

r¢(T,v): the tree T truncated at level ¢
with the spanned tree Span®(T,v), and
the distinguished vertices v.

2 2], 2],— [2] =[2], .
T,g],rz[g]+,7“£] rL],r£]+:var10ustrun-

cation on marked trees (see Sect. 6.4 and
6.5).

’

Splitting and grafting

L, (T,v) record the lengths of all the
branches of the subtree Span(7,v)
spanned by the n distinguished vertices:

Ln(Ta V) = (KA(Ta V),A € 7),2_),

with P;" the set of all subsets A C
{1,...,n} such that A # (.

Split,, (T, v) record the subtrees of T' asso-
ciated to all the branches of Span(7T', bv):

Split, (T, v) = (TA(T,V),A e Pn) (8.8)

with P,, = P;f U {{0}}.
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Graft, (T, (T4, A € P;)): replace the
branches labeled by A, of the discrete
n-pointed tree 7" by the trees T with a
marked infinite branch cut at the length
L4(T,v). (The discrete tree (T’,v’) can
be coded/replaced by L, (7",v').)

Intuitively, we have for (T, v) a n-pointed
tree whose root is not a branching vertex
(see (6.36)):

(T,v) = Graft, (Spann(T, v), Split,, (T, v))

Set of (equiv. classes of) trees

Tk set of (equiv. classes of) rooted com-
pact trees.

T&") set of (equiv. classes of) rooted n-
pointed compact trees; T — Tk.

dgb})l the distance on T%); dg)l){ = dan.

Toc_x set of (equiv. classes of) rooted
complete locally compact trees.

Tk = Tioc—x \{To}-

T9 . i subset of Ti,._x of trees whose
root is not a branching vertex.

0,% G 0] *
TIOC—K - rEloch n Tloch‘

’]Tf:c)_K set of (equiv. classes of) rooted

n-pointed complete locally compact trees;
T =T
loc—K loc—K-

d\™),; the distance on T\ . ; d\%, =

drcu.

Tl(:g_OK subset of Tl(:c)—K of trees whose

root is not a branching vertex.

T{"* subset of T"”)_, of trees whose all
distinguished vertices (but the root) are
distinct from the root.

n),0,% n),0 n),*
TI(OC)—K = Tl(og—K n Tl(oc)—K'

’JTfﬁ) subset of ']I‘%) C T(”)fK of discrete

s loc
trees.

EJP 31 (2026), paper 96.

- TE]C_K set of (equiv. classes of) rooted

complete locally compact marked trees.

- ngcirieK subset of ']I‘E]C_K of marked trees
(T, S) such that S = Ty, with T, the infi-

nite branch.

Trees with a marked branch and point
measures

- FEF= R+ X TTOC*K'

- M(FE) set of point measures on E which
are bounded on bounded sets of E.

- Tree : M(E) — T®™ maps the mea-
sure M = ). _; 6, 1, to the marked tree
(T, Ty), with the rooted tree T obtained
by grafting the trees T; on the rooted infi-
nite branch T, at level h;.

- M : TP — M(E) maps the marked
tree (7,T;) to the measure ), ;on, 1,
where T;\{o;} are the connected com-
ponent of T\T; with root o; € T; and
h; = d(e, 0;), where ¢ is the common root
of T"and T,.

- M is also defined on TSZ?K‘

Reconstruction results
- With Id the identity map:

Treeo M =1d on ']I‘lsgci’ieK,
Mo Tree =1d on M(E) = Im(M).

- (T,v) € Tl(;g_og can be recovered in a
measurable way from (d(o,v), M(T,Vv)).

- (T,v) € T™M% can be recov-
ered in a measurable way from
(Span,,(T,v), (M4[T,v], A € P;')), where
MalT,v] = M(Ta(T,v)), with
Ta(T,v) € T\ . defined by the split-
ting operation in (8.8).

https://www.imstat.org/ejp
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