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Abstract

We consider a general class of branching processes in discrete time, where particles
have types belonging to a Polish space and reproduce independently according to their
type. If the process is critical and the mean distribution of types converges for large
times, we prove that the tree structure of the process converges to the Brownian Con-
tinuum Random Tree, under a moment assumption. We provide a general approach
to prove similar invariance principles for branching processes, which relies on deducing
the convergence of the genealogy from computing its moments. These are obtained
using a new many-to-few formula, which provides an expression for the moments of
order k of a branching process in terms of a Markov chain indexed by a uniform tree
with k leaves.

1 Introduction

1.1 Context and motivation

This article is concerned with scaling limits of the tree structure of spatial branching
processes. In discrete time, a spatial branching process is a particle system where each
particle has a type in some Polish type space E, which we think of as a set of spatial
locations. At each generation a particle at x ∈ E is replaced by its offspring, encoded as a
point process

Ξx =

|Ξx|∑
i=1

δξx,i , (1)

with the interpretation that the parent has |Ξx| children, located at (ξx,i)i≤|Ξx|. The next
generation is obtained by carrying out this step independently for each particle. This
formalism encompasses many well-studied branching models such as multi-type branching
processes, branching random walks, or any branching diffusion observed at discrete time
points [6, 70, 66]. Envisioning the particles as vertices and connecting each vertex to its
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parent, this procedure constructs a random tree T augmented with a collection of random
variables (Xv)v∈T giving the types. Our objective is to study scaling limits of the marked
tree (T, (Xv)v∈T ).

Such scaling limits have already been investigated extensively in some special cases. In
the absence of types, that is when E is made of a single element, we recover Bienaymé–
Galton–Watson processes. Scaling limits of their tree structure have received considerable
attention, starting with seminal work of Aldous on the Brownian Continuum Random Tree
(CRT) [3] and subsequently leading to a full classification in the near-critical case and the
introduction of Lévy trees [56, 26]. One can extend these results to a special family of spatial
branching processes by assuming that the number of offspring |Ξx| in (1) does not depend
on x. In this case, the tree structure T remains distributed as a Bienaymé–Galton–Watson
tree and the spatial locations (Xv)v∈T can be obtained by running a Markov chain indexed
by the vertices of that tree. It is then possible to describe the joint scaling limit of the
genealogy and particle locations as a Markov process indexed by a continuous tree, which
is tightly connected to the notion of snake [53, 54, 58] and corresponds to the genealogy of
the so-called Dawson–Watanabe superprocesses [23, 65, 28]. An important example of such
processes is the branching Brownian motion and its scaling, the super-Brownian motion.

However, for general offspring distributions T fails to be a Bienaymé–Galton–Watson
tree and known results become much scarcer, with a few notable exceptions [63, 50, 11, 68].
In this case, the tree structure T and the particle locations (Xv)v∈T become strongly de-
pendent: vertices carrying a successful type are typically expected to have a larger degree
and more descendants. Several techniques based on encoding trees as paths become diffi-
cult to apply because of this dependence, making the analysis of T challenging. Beyond
the technical challenge, letting the number of descendants depend on the particles loca-
tion leads to a much richer class of random trees T and opens the possibility of observing
new interesting behaviour emerging from the addition of a spatial structure. The refer-
ences above already provide interesting examples of binary branching diffusions where the
presence of highly successful types drives the system to the universality class of α-stable
branching processes [11, 71, 34], with the emergence of infinite branch points in the limit.
This is in sharp contrast with Bienaymé–Galton–Watson trees where, in the absence of
type, α-stable branching processes can only arise if the offspring distribution has heavy
tail. A general theory for these spatial branching processes is still missing, which seems to
be an interesting avenue and motivates the introduction of new tools to study their tree
structures.

Quite recently, starting with the work of Harris and Roberts [41], some new techniques
have been developed under the name of many-to-few formulas to study the genealogical
properties of general spatial branching processes. They rely on expressing the law of
the subtree spanned by k typical particles in the population using an appropriate random
change of measure, in the spirit of the celebrated spinal decomposition results for branching
processes [19, 59, 14]. These techniques seem very promising and have already been applied
successfully in various contexts [40, 46, 39, 33, 15, 69, 34]. We can now express the main
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two goals of the present work.

• Provide a general approach to study scaling limits of the marked tree (T, (Xv)v∈T )
that relies on a many-to-few formula and a method of moments.

• Prove an invariance principle to the Brownian CRT for a large class of critical spatial
branching processes with an ergodic mean behaviour.

We describe the invariance principle and the assumptions under which it holds in the
next section. Our moment approach extends that proposed in [33], which is restricted
to studying the reduced tree spanned by a single generation. It relies on an adaptation
of the method of moments to infinite measures developed in [30] and on a new many-
to-few formula, which is another contribution of our work. It is described informally in
Section 1.3 and made precise in Section 3. We also refer to the recent work of [37] for a
different expression in the same direction.

Before ending this section let us mention that, in addition to being a natural prob-
abilistic problem, extending our understanding of the tree structure of spatial branching
processes beyond the class of tree-indexed Markov chains is strongly motivated by appli-
cations. Types can be used to model a wide variety of features of interest, ranging from
spatial locations, traits, and age in population biology [8, 17, 45, 29], clinical status in
epidemiology [16, 31], to positions and velocities in neutron transport [43]. Modeling most
real-world phenomena requires to have the offspring law depend on the location, and study-
ing the resulting tree structure often leads to a deeper understanding of the dynamics of
the process. This is especially true in population genetics, where genealogies are key to
analysing the patterns of genetic diversity. In addition to that, trees and marked trees are
central to the study of many combinatorial objects [18, 61, 2], an important example being
planar maps, and progress in our understanding of spatial branching processes might also
be relevant in that direction.

1.2 Invariance principle for critical spatial branching processes

The invariance principle that we derive holds for a class of spatial branching processes such
that the average particle location reaches an equilibrium. Our assumptions are almost
directly borrowed from [35, 38], which themselves trace back to early work of Asmussen
and Hering on general branching processes [42, 5, 4]. We will use the notation µ[f ] or ⟨µ, f⟩
for the integral of f against some measure µ, and let Px be the law of the process started
from a single ancestor at x ∈ E.

Assumption 1. The following three points hold.

(i) There exists a continuous bounded harmonic function h : E → (0,∞) and a stationary
measure π on E for the mean semi-group of the process, namely

∀x ∈ E, h(x) = E
[
⟨Ξx, h⟩

]
, π(dx) =

∫
E
E[Ξy(dx)]π(dy).
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They are renormalised so that π is a probability measure and ⟨π, h⟩ = 1.

(ii) For any continuous bounded f : E → R,

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈E

∣∣∣Ex[ ∑
v∈T,|v|=n

f(Xv)
]
− h(x)⟨π, f⟩

∣∣∣ = 0. (2)

(iii) For any k ≥ 1,
sup
x∈E

E
[
|Ξx|k

]
<∞ (3)

and the map x 7→ E
[
|Ξx|2

]
is continuous.

Point (i) provides the existence of a pair (h, π) of right eigenfunction and left eigenmea-
sure for the mean semi-group corresponding to the eigenvalue 1. Point (ii) is a stability
condition for this semi-group, requiring that it has a Perron–Frobenius-like behaviour as
n → ∞. These two conditions serve as a notion of criticality for our spatial branching
processes. The measure π corresponds to the asymptotic distribution of particles, and
the harmonic function h quantifies the “success” of a type: a particle of type x will have
asymptotically on average h(x) descendants. Point (iii) will be required for applying our
method of moments. We introduce

Σ2 :=

∫
E
E

[ |Ξx|∑
i,j=1
i ̸=j

h(ξx,i)h(ξx,j)

]
π(dx),

which is the key parameter driving the dynamics of the process. It acts as a spatial notion
of variance and is clearly finite under Assumption 1.

Let us illustrate rapidly these conditions with a few examples. If E is finite as in [63],
the Perron–Frobenius theorem readily ensures that (i) and (ii) are fulfilled whenever the
process is critical, irreducible, and aperiodic. A second example is obtained by observing a
branching diffusion killed upon reaching the boundary of a domain E ⊆ Rd at discrete time
steps. (Continuous or discrete time makes no difference in our approach, but we chose the
latter because it is notationally more convenient for manipulating trees.) If the domain E
is bounded, spectral theory for elliptic operators entails that (i) and (ii) hold if the process
is critical [66, 68]. These points also hold for some branching diffusions on unbounded
domains if the potential decays sufficiently fast at infinity [20]. Two last examples that we
want to mention are critical growth–fragmentation processes [13] and stochastic neutron
transport [43], the latter being one the original motivation of [38]. Finally, see [10, 24] for
general results allowing one to establish (2).

Assumption 1 is sufficient to derive a first version of our invariance principle. In order
to discuss scaling limits of trees, we need to view our branching process as a random marked
metric measure space. The appropriate state space and topologies are introduced formally
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in Section 4. Recall that a spatial branching process defines a random tree T decorated
with a collection of types (Xv)v∈T , and let T be rooted at the initial particle ρ. The tree
T is naturally endowed with its graph distance d and with a measure µ on T × E defined
as

µ =
∑
v∈T

δ(v,Xv).

This measure encodes both the number of individuals and their types. In the terminology of
[25], T = (T, d, ρ, µ) is a (pointed) marked metric measure space representing the genealogy
and types of the population. We rescale edge lengths by n and particle masses by n2 to
define

T̄n :=
(
T, dn , ρ,

µ
n2

)
, (4)

and let Lx(T̄n) denote the law of this rescaled metric space, when starting from a single
particle at x. Finally, we let Tb,π = (Tb, db, ρb, µb ⊗ π) denote a free Brownian CRT with
variance Σ2 and marks π, which is the tree encoded by a Brownian excursion with variance
4/Σ2 whose leaves are marked independently according to π. This object is constructed
precisely in Section 4.3. We let L (Tb,π) be its “distribution,” which is the law of this
random variable under the infinite excursion measure of Brownian motion.

Even if it is not our main focus here, it comes at no cost with our approach to derive
the scaling limit of a second tree: the reduced tree spanned by a given generation. Fix
n ≥ 0 and let us denote by Un the n-th generation of the process defined as

Un := {v ∈ T : |v| = n}.

Let dn be the restriction of the graph distance d to Un and µ̃n be the empirical measure of
labels and types at generation n, namely

µ̃n =
∑
v∈Un

δ(v,Xv).

The marked metric measure space (Un, dn, ρ, µ̃n) is an ultrametric space that encodes the
genealogy and types of the n-th generation of the spatial branching process. We rescale it
as above to define

Ūn :=
(
Un,

dn
n , ρ,

µ̃n
n

)
. (5)

Note the change in mass rescaling compared to (4). Let Ub,π = (Ub,π, db,π, ρb,π, µb ⊗ π) be
the Brownian coalescent point process (CPP) [67, 51] with variance Σ2 and marks π. This
ultrametric space corresponds to the sphere of radius 1 of a Brownian CRT conditioned
to have height at least 1, see Section 4.3 for a precise definition. Finally, let us denote by
Zn = |Un| the number of particles at generation n ≥ 0.
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Theorem 1.1. Suppose that Assumption 1 is fulfilled.

(i) The convergence
∀x ∈ E, nLx

(
T̄n

)
−−−−→
n→∞

h(x)L (Tb,π)

holds vaguely in the marked Gromov-vague topology, where Tb,π is a free Brownian
CRT with variance Σ2 and independent marks π.

(ii) There exists (ηn)n≥1 with ηn → 0 such that

∀x ∈ E, lim
n→∞

nPx(Zn ≥ ηnn) −−−−→
n→∞

2h(x)

Σ2
. (6)

Moreover, conditional on {Zn > nηn} and starting from one particle at x ∈ E,

Ūn −−−−→
n→∞

Ub,π

in distribution for the marked Gromov-weak topology, where Ub,π is a Brownian CPP
with variance Σ2 and marks π.

Remark 1. We conjecture that the assumptions of this result can be relaxed as long as
Σ2 < ∞. In particular h need not be bounded and |Ξx| need only have finite moments
of order k = 2. Our approach could lead to the latter improvement with some additional
effort by truncating the process as in [15], but we restrain from doing so to keep the proofs
more transparent. Conversely, we believe that relaxing the former assumption would lead
to new behaviours. If h is unbounded, it is possible that Σ2 = ∞ even if |Ξx| has finite
variance. Several examples have shown that, in this case, α-stable genealogies can arise
due to rare excursions of particles to infinity, generating a large offspring in a small number
of generations [11, 71, 34]. We believe this to be a generic behaviour of spatial branching
processes and that relaxing our assumption to include unbounded h is an interesting avenue
to investigate.

The Gromov-vague convergence obtained above is equivalent to the Gromov-weak con-
vergence (also known as Gromov–Prohorov convergence) of the tree below a height of order
n. This result already covers many interesting applications, including deriving the limit in
law of the subtree spanned by k individuals sampled uniformly from the population before
or at a fixed generation, in the spirit of coalescent theory in population genetics [48, 12]. It
also provides a weak estimate on the survival probability (6), which gives the probability
that the population reaches a “macroscopic” size of order n.

However, the topologies used above are too weak for other applications, as many natural
geometric quantities (such as the diameter and the total height) are not continuous func-
tionals of the Gromov-weak topology. This provides motivation for reinforcing this result
to the stronger Gromov–Hausdorff–Prohorov topology. In the context of spatial branching
processes, we will show that reinforcing the convergence amounts to sharpening the esti-
mate (6) on the survival probability. This leads us to formulate a second assumption on
our branching process, which should be thought of as reinforcing (6).
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Assumption 2. Suppose that

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈E

∣∣∣nPx(Zn > 0)− 2h(x)

Σ2

∣∣∣ = 0. (7)

Remark 2. In a slightly different setting, [38, 44] have shown that (7) follows from Assump-
tion 1 provided that the process goes extinct almost surely and verifies a mild irreducibility
condition. In our notation, the latter condition is that there are some K,M > 0 such that

∀f : E → R+,

∫
E
Ex

[
1{|Ξ|≤M}

|Ξ|∑
i,j=1,i ̸=j

f(ξi)f(ξj)
]
π(dx) ≥ K⟨π, f⟩.

We believe that the proof of [38, 44] could be adapted to the present setting. Since this is
not our focus here, we prefer to leave (7) as an additional condition to verify rather than
reproducing the arguments in [44].

For Bienaymé–Galton–Watson processes, the asymptotic (7) is known as Kolmogorov’s
estimate. More generally, it is expected to hold for critical branching processes with a finite
“variance.” For instance, (7) is known to hold in most of the examples mentioned above.
With Kolmogorov’s estimate at hand, we can reinforce Theorem 1.1 to the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that Assumption 1 and Assumption 2 are fulfilled.

(i) The convergence
∀x ∈ E, nLx

(
T̄n

)
−−−−→
n→∞

h(x)L (Tb,π)

holds vaguely in the marked Gromov–Hausdorff–Prohorov topology.

(ii) Conditional on {Zn > 0} and starting from one particle at x ∈ E,

Ūn −−−−→
n→∞

Ub,π

in distribution for the marked Gromov–Hausdorff–Prohorov topology.

Point (i) of the above result might remain daunting as it involves infinite measures
and vague convergence. As a direct corollary, we can deduce two more standard types
of convergence to the Brownian CRT. The first one is the convergence of the branching
process conditioned to survive for a long time tn to the Brownian CRT conditioned to
have height larger than t. The second one is the convergence of the forest obtained by
starting the population from n ancestors to the forest encoded by a reflected Brownian
motion. Let us introduce some notation for the latter case. Suppose that the population
starts from a set of z0 ancestors with positions (xi)i≤z0 , which we record as a measure
z0 = δx1 + · · ·+δxz0 . Each ancestor grows an independent tree, and we denote by (T̄n,i)i≤z0
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the collection of metric measure spaces obtained by applying the rescaling (4) to each tree
and re-ordering them in decreasing order of total mass,

|T̄n,1| ≥ |T̄n,2| ≥ . . . ,

breaking ties arbitrarily. We let ht(T ) denote the height of a tree T , see (37).

Corollary 1.3. Suppose that Assumption 1 and Assumption 2 are fulfilled.

(i) For any t > 0 and x ∈ E,

Lx(T̄n | Ztn > 0) −−−−→
n→∞

L
(
Tb,π | ht(Tb,π) ≥ t

)
in distribution for the marked Gromov–Hausdorff–Prohorov topology.

(ii) Suppose that the population starts from an initial configuration of particles z0,n such
that 1

nz0,n → ν0 weakly as n → ∞ for some finite measure ν0 on E. Let (Tb,i)i≥1

be the atoms of a Poisson point process with intensity measure ⟨ν0, h⟩L (Tb,π), in
decreasing order of their total mass. Then

(T̄n,1, T̄n,2, . . . ) −−−−→
n→∞

(Tb,1, Tb,2, . . . )

in distribution in the finite-dimensional sense, where each coordinate is endowed with
the marked Gromov–Hausdorff–Prohorov topology.

1.3 Main proof ideas: moments and many-to-few formula

Our proof of the invariance principle relies on two main ingredients. First, we will deduce
the convergence in the Gromov-vague topology from a method of moments. The moments
of order k ≥ 1 of the random marked tree T are quantities of the form

Ex[Φ(T )] := Ex

[ ∑
v∈Tk

φ
(
d(v), Xv

)]
, (8)

for a continuous bounded φ : Dk × Ek → R+, where Dk is the set of (k + 1) × (k + 1)
distance matrices, and where for v = (v1, . . . , vk) we have defined

Xv = (Xvi)1≤i≤k, d(v) = (d(vi, vj))0≤i,j≤k, v0 = ρ.

Roughly speaking, the moments encapsulate the law of the (rooted) subtree spanned by k
typical vertices in the tree. The method of moments states that, under a mild technical
condition, convergence of the moments for k ≥ 1 is sufficient to deduce vague convergence
of the law of the tree in the Gromov-weak topology. These notions are made precise in
Section 4, where the definitions of the appropriate topologies are recalled. This section
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also contains some adaptations of known results on random metric spaces to the specific
features of our problem (infinite measures and vague convergence, marks, Gromov-vague
topology).

The second ingredient of our proofs is a new many-to-few formula to compute these
moments. It provides an expression for (8) in terms of a Markov process indexed by the
vertices of a “uniform tree” with k leaves. In our application, in between branch points,
this Markov process reduces to a Markov chain (ζn)n≥0 defined as the h-transform of the
mean semi-group of the branching process, namely

∀x ∈ E, E
[
f(ζ1) | ζ0 = x

]
=
E
[
⟨Ξx, hf⟩

]
h(x)

,

for any measurable f : E → R+. (This process arises in several formulations of spinal
decomposition theorems and is sometimes referred to as the spine process.) Upon reaching
a branch point of degree d, the chain splits in d daughters whose random locations depend
on the d-th moment of the point process Ξx, described in Section 2.2. Let τ be a tree and
(Xτ

v )v∈τ be this Markov process indexed by τ . Let τv be the subtree spanned by v ∈ T k.
The many-to-few formula establishes that

Ex

[ ∑
v∈Tk

v1<···<vk

φ
(
τv, (Xw)w∈τv

)]
=

∑
τ∈Tk

Ex

[
(∆kφ)

(
τ, (Xτ

w)w∈τ
)]
,

where φ is a test function and ∆k is a bias term defined in (16) that only depends on the
spatial locations at the leaves and branch points of τ . For the previous expression to make
sense, T will be endowed with a natural planar ordering of its vertices and the sum on
the right-hand side runs over the set Tk of planar rooted trees with k labeled leaves. The
variables (Xτ

v )v∈τ and ∆k are constructed formally in Section 3, where the many-to-few
formula (Theorem 3.1) is proved.

Finally, in Section 5, we use Assumption 1 and the many-to-few formula to compute the
limit of the moments of our class of spatial branching processes. By the method of moments,
this will prove Theorem 1.1. The rest of the section is dedicated to deriving tightness in the
Gromov–Hausdorff–Prohorov topology from Assumption 2, which will prove Theorem 1.2.
The key is to use an adaptation of the tightness result derived in [7].

2 Preliminaries on planar trees

2.1 Discrete planar trees

A rooted planar tree is a tree with a distinguished vertex and a total order on the offspring
of each vertex. It is standard to encode rooted planar trees as subsets of the set of finite
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words

V := {∅} ∪
∞⋃
n=1

Nn.

As usual, we write vw for the concatenation of v and w, and |v| for the length (or the
generation) of v. The set V is naturally endowed with the lexicographical order ≤, and
with a partial order ⪯ such that v ⪯ w if v is an ancestor of w, that is if w = vv′ for some
v′ ∈ V. We write v∧w for the most-recent common ancestor of v and w, that is the longest
word u such that u ⪯ v and u ⪯ w.

A subset τ ⊆ V is a planar tree if

(i) for every v ∈ τ , if w ⪯ v then w ∈ τ ; and

(ii) for every v ∈ V there is an integer dv(τ) such that

vi ∈ τ ⇐⇒ i ≤ dv(τ).

The integer dv(τ) is called the (out-)degree of v in τ . We introduce

L(τ) = {v ∈ V : dv(τ) = 0}, B(τ) = {v ∈ V : dv(τ) > 1},

the set of leaves and branch points of τ . We denote by Tk the set of planar trees with k
leaves

Fix a vector of k vertices v = (v1, . . . , vk) ∈ Vk. We will denote by

τv =
k⋃
i=1

{w ∈ V : w ⪯ vi}

the subtree spanned by v. Note that, strictly speaking, τv is not a planar tree as defined
above since the children of a given vertex might not be indexed by consecutive integers and
hence might not fulfill (ii). However, there is a unique way to relabel the elements of τv to
a planar tree that preserves for each vertex its degree and the ordering of its children. In
practice, we do not make a distinction between τv and this relabeling.

2.2 Two constructions of discrete planar trees

In this section, we provide two ways to generate a planar trees with k leaves. The first
one is a recursive construction obtained by decomposing a tree into the branch leading to
the first branch point and the subtrees attached to it. It will allow us to obtain recursive
formulas for the moments of branching processes in terms of lower order moments. The
second one is an encoding of a planar trees as elements of N2k−1, obtained by recording
the heights of successive leaves and branch points. It is this second construction that will
allow us to take a limit to continuous trees.

10
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π1 π2 π3

b5

ℓ5

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
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ℓ3

ℓ4 ℓ6

ℓ7b1

b3 b6

b2 =b4

S1 S2 S3

0

1

w

Figure 1: Left : A tree is decomposed at its first branch point into three subtrees S1, S2, and
S3; the corresponding leaf partition is displayed on top. Right : Point process construction
of the same tree.

Recursive construction. We will need a few definitions, which are all illustrated in the
left part of Figure 1. Fix some tree τ ∈ Tk with leaves v1 < · · · < vk and let w = v1∧· · ·∧vk
be the first branch point. We construct a partition π(τ) as

i ∼π(τ) j ⇐⇒ vi ∧ vj ̸= w.

In words, removing w splits τ into smaller children subtrees, and i ∼π(τ) j if and only if
the leaves vi and vj belong to the same subtree. We let |π(τ)| denote the number of blocks
of the partition, and (πi(τ))i be these blocks, ordered according to their least element.
Note that, due to the order structure, the blocks of π(τ) are made of consecutive integers.
Equivalently, we could have recorded the vector of lengths of those blocks as c = (|πi(τ)|)i,
which is a vector summing to k referred to as a composition of k. Finally, for i ≤ dw(τ),
let us define Si(τ) as the i-th subtree attached to w. Namely,

∀i ≤ dw(τ), Si(τ) = {v ∈ V : (w, i, v) ∈ τ}.

It should hopefully be clear that the map

τ 7→
(
|w|,

(
Si(τ)

)
i≤|π(τ)|

)
11



is a bijection from Tk to the set⋃
π

N×
(
T|π1| × · · · × T|π|π||

)
,

where the union runs over all partitions of [k] with blocks made of consecutive integers,
except the partition into singletons {{i}, i ≤ k}. A short proof is given in Lemma A.1.

Point process construction. Fix a tree τ ∈ Tk with leaves v1 < · · · < vk. We define

∀i ≤ k, ℓi(τ) = |vi|, ∀i ≤ k − 1, bi(τ) = |vi ∧ vi+1|.

The vectors ℓ(τ) = (ℓi(τ))i≤k and b(τ) = (bi(τ))i≤k−1 encode, respectively, the heights
of the leaves and the heights of the branch points between consecutive leaves. These are
illustrated on the right part of Figure 1. Again, it is not hard to see that the map

τ 7→
(
ℓ(τ),b(τ)

)
is a bijection from Tk to{

(ℓ,b) ∈ Nk ×Nk−1 : bi < ℓi ∧ ℓi+1, i ≤ k − 1
}
.

We provide a short proof of this fact in Lemma A.2. The inverse application is obtained
starting from a branch of length ℓ1 + 1, and iteratively gluing a branch of length ℓi+1 − bi
at the right-most vertex of the tree with height bi, see Figure 1.

An interesting consequence of this construction is that the set of all planar trees with
k leaves at height ℓ, called ultrametric trees, has a natural bijection with {0, . . . , ℓ− 1}k−1.
This observation is at the heart of the coalescent point process construction of the genealogy
of branching processes [67, 51], and more generally of the comb encoding of ultrametric
spaces [52, 32].

2.3 Continuous trees, distance matrices

Continuous trees. The point process encoding of planar trees allows us to embed Tk

into a subset of N2k−1. By extending this construction to R2k−1
+ , we obtain a convenient

notion of continuous trees with k leaves and a topology for these objects. More precisely,
define a continuous planar tree as an element θ ∈ Tk,c, where

Tk,c :=
{
(ℓ,b) ∈ Rk+ ×Rk−1

+ : bi < ℓi ∧ ℓi+1, i ≤ k − 1
}
.

We write ℓ(θ) and b(θ) for the leaves and branch points heights of θ = (ℓ,b). As in
the discrete case, the tree θ = (ℓ,b) can be obtained by starting from an initial branch

12



corresponding to the interval [0, ℓ1] and inductively gluing an interval [bi, ℓi+1] on the right-
most vertex at height bi of the tree constructed at step i. We say that a sequence of planar
trees (θn)n≥1 converges to θ if(

ℓ(θn),b(θn)
)
−−−−→
n→∞

(
ℓ(θ),b(θ)

)
.

Moreover, if a > 0, we let aθ = (aℓ(θ), ab(θ)) be the tree obtained by rescaling the branch
lengths of θ by a. Finally, Tk,c is endowed with two natural measures. The first one is a
“uniform” measure Λk defined as∫

Tk,c

f(θ)Λk(dθ) =

∫
Rk

+

dℓ

∫
Rk−1

+

db
k−1∏
i=1

1{bi<ℓi∧ℓi+1}f(ℓ,b). (9)

Note that this measure is infinite and only puts mass on binary trees. The second one is a
uniform measure Λ̃k on the set of ultrametric trees with k leaves at height 1, defined as∫

Tk,c

f(θ)Λ̃k(dθ) =

∫
[0,1]k−1

f(1k,b) db, (10)

where 1k = (1, . . . , 1).

Distance matrices. The (pointed) Gromov-weak topology relies on studying the metric
structure of a sample of size k chosen uniformly from a metric measure space. In its
usual formulation, this metric structure is given by a (k + 1)× (k + 1) matrix of pairwise
distances between the vector made of the k points and the root. Let us denote by Dk the
set of (k + 1)× (k + 1) distance matrices:

Dk = {(dij)0≤i,j≤k : dii = 0, dij = dji, dij ≤ dip + dpj , 1 ≤ i, j, p ≤ k}. (11)

Since all the metric spaces that we consider in this work are trees, it more natural to
encode a sample of size k as an element of Tk,c rather than as a distance matrix. The two
points of view are of course equivalent. To make the connexion explicit, we let D(θ) be the
(k + 1)× (k + 1) matrix of pairwise distances between the leaves and the root of θ ∈ Tk,c,

∀0 ≤ i < j ≤ k, Dji(θ) = Dij(θ) =

{
ℓj if i = 0,

ℓi + ℓj −min{bi, . . . , bj−1} if i ≥ 1,
(12)

and Dii(θ) = 0.

2.4 Marked trees

The class of branching processes that we are interested in defines a planar tree structure
augmented with types (that we also call marks or locations) on the vertices. Formally, if E
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is a fixed mark space we define a (discrete) marked tree as a pair τ∗ = (τ, (xv)v∈τ ), where
τ is a planar tree and xv ∈ E for each v ∈ τ . We let T ∗

k be the set of all discrete marked
trees with k leaves. Without further mention, we extend all of the operations that we have
defined on trees to their obvious counterparts for marked trees.

In the continuous setting, the natural extension of this definition would be that a
marked tree is a pair (θ, (xv)v∈θ) where the second coordinate is a collection of marks
indexed by θ. Although this notion is intuitive, giving a formal definition would rapidly
become cumbersome. For our purpose we will only need to record the types of the k leaves
of θ. Accordingly, we define a continuous marked tree as a pair θ∗ = (θ, (xi)i≤k), with the
interpretation that xi is the type of the i-th leave of θ, and let T ∗

c,k = Tk × Ek. We also

let D∗
k = Dk × Ek be the set of marked distance matrices.

3 The moments of branching processes

3.1 Notation and tree-index Markov chain

Construction of the branching process. We give a brief construction of the spatial
branching processes that are described in the introduction. Recall that Ξx stands for the
point process encoding the offspring of a particle at x ∈ E. We construct iteratively a tree
Tn corresponding to the first n generations of the branching process as follows:

• Let T0 = {∅} and X∅ = x0.

• For n ≥ 0, conditional on (Tn, (Xv)v∈Tn), let (Ξv)v∈Tn,|v|=n be independent point
processes such that Ξv =

∑
i ξv,i ∼ ΞXv . Define

Tn+1 = Tn ∪
⋃

v∈Tn,|v|=n

{
vi : i ≤ |Ξv|

}
, Xvi = ξv,i.

• Let T = ∪n≥0Tn and T ∗ = (T, (Xv)v∈T ).

Recall that Px is such that T ∗ starts from a single ancestor at X∅ = x under Px. It
will considerably ease the notation to let Ξ be a generic point process such that, under Px,
Ξ is distributed as Ξx. We will write its atoms as

Ξ =

|Ξ|∑
i=1

δξi .

Biasing function ψ and spine. All our results in this section depend on fixing a positive
function ψ : E → (0,∞) that “weights” the contribution of individuals in the population
according to their types, in the spirit of [9, 62]. As we shall see later, two important
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examples that will lead to simplifications are ψ ≡ 1, which provides a Feynman–Kac
representation of the moments, and ψ ≡ h where h is a harmonic function of the dynamics.

Suppose that ψ has been fixed. Define the d-th factorial ψ-moment of the offspring law
as

∀d ≥ 1, ∀x ∈ E, mψ
d (x) = Ex

[ |Ξ|∑
i1,...,id=1

(ip)p distinct

d∏
i=1

ψ(ξi)
]
, (13)

and, provided that mψ
d (x) <∞, let (χi,d)i≤d be the random variables with distribution

∀x ∈ E, Ex
[
f(χ1,d, . . . , χd,d)

]
=

1

mψ
d (x)

Ex

[ |Ξ|∑
i1,...,id=1

(ip)p distinct

d∏
i=1

ψ(ξi)f(ξ1, . . . , ξd)
]
. (14)

In words, these random variables are obtained by first biasing the offspring distribution by
its d-th ψ-moment and then sampling d particles, each with probability proportional to ψ.

The case d = 1 will play an essential role. We let (ζn)n≥0 denote the Markov chain
with transition probability

E[f(ζ1) | ζ0 = x] = Ex[f(χ1,1)] =
1

mψ
1 (x)

Ex

[ |Ξ|∑
i=1

ψ(ξi)f(ξi)
]
.

We call (ζn)n≥1 the spinal Markov chain (or spinal process). It is the usual Markov chain
that arises in the study of many classes of branching process, through a many-to-one
formula or a spinal decomposition result [49, 14, 70]. Let us introduce a final notation

∀x ∈ E, λψ(x) =
Ex[⟨Ξ, ψ⟩]
ψ(x)

=
mψ

1 (x)

ψ(x)
,

which gives the expected growth of the population size, starting from one particle at x and
when size is measured according to ψ.

Tree-indexed Markov chain. Our final task before stating the many-to-few formula is
to define the notion of a Markov chain indexed by a tree. It is a simple procedure to assign
a collection of types (Xτ

v )v∈τ to the vertices of a fixed tree τ ∈ Tk, which is described for
instance in [60]. For τ ∈ Tk, define (Xτ

v )v∈τ as follows:

• Start from Xτ
∅ = x.

• Conditional on (Xτ
v )|v|≤n, the variables (Xτ

vi)i≤dv are distributed as

(Xτ
v1, . . . , X

τ
vdv)

(d)
= (χ1,dv , . . . , χdv ,dv) under PXv ,

independently for different vertices v.
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We denote by Qψx,τ the distribution of the random marked tree (τ, (Xτ
v )v∈τ ), which is a

probability measure on T ∗
k .

The trees that we consider will typically have a large height of order n but a fixed
number of leaves k, and thus most of their vertices have degree 1. The image that one
should keep in mind is that the process indexed by such a tree is obtained by running
independent copies of the spinal process (ζn)n≥0 along the branches of the tree, allocating
the offspring types as in (14) whenever a branch point is reached.

3.2 The many-to-few formula

Fix k ≥ 1. We define the k-th planar (factorial) moment of the branching process as the
measure Mk

x on the space T ∗
k of marked trees with k leaves such that

Mk
x[F ] = Ex

[ ∑
v∈Tk

v1<···<vk

F
(
τ∗v
)]
, (15)

for any non-negative map F : T ∗
k → R+ and where τ∗v = (τv, (Xw)w∈τv) is the marked

subtree spanned by τv. Note that τv might fail to have k leaves. In that case we use the
convention that F (τ∗v) = 0, which amounts to removing the corresponding terms from the
sum.

We can now state the main result of this section, which gives an expression for Mk
x

in terms of the Markov chain indexed by a “uniform” element of Tk and an appropriate
biasing term defined as

∀τ∗ ∈ T ∗
k , ∆ψ

k (τ
∗) =

∏
v∈τ

λψ(xv)
∏

v∈B(τ)

mψ
dv
(xv)

dv!ψ(xv)λψ(xv)

∏
v∈L(τ)

1

ψ(xv)λψ(xv)
. (16)

Recall that Qψx,τ denotes the distribution of the pair (τ, (Xτ
v )v∈τ ) started from x, where

(Xτ
v )v∈τ is Markov process indexed by τ .

Theorem 3.1 (Many-to-few at all times). Fix some functional ψ : E → (0,∞). Then,

Mk
x[F ] = ψ(x)

∑
τ∈Tk

Qψx,τ [∆
ψ
kF ],

for any non-negative functional F : T ∗
k → R+.

Remark 3. The idea of using trees to compute the moments of branching processes appears
as early as in the work of Dynkin [27] in the superprocess literature, see also [28, Section 2.1].
Our many-to-few formula is very similar in spirit. An important distinction, however, is
that the trees appearing here provide information about the genealogy of the branching
process, whereas they are only used as a formal tool to compute the moments in [27, 28].
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Another interpretation of this result is that the bias term ∆ψ
k is the Radon–Nikodym

derivative of Mk
x with respect to the infinite measure

∑
τ∈Tk

Q
ψ
x,τ . The latter measure is

the Markov chain indexed by a “uniform tree” with k leaves.
This result is proved in the following section. As an intermediate step, we will obtain

an equivalent formulation of the many-to-few formula (Proposition 3.3) which can be of
independent interest. It provides a recursive expression of the moment measure Mk

x in
terms of lower order moment measures. Before moving to the proofs, let us give a few
important examples of choices for ψ.

Harmonic function. Suppose that there exists λ > 0 (fixed) and h : E → (0,∞) such
that

∀x ∈ E, Ex[⟨Ξ, h⟩] = λh(x).

The pair (λ, h) can be seen as a solution to an eigenproblem for the mean semi-group of
the branching process and h is a harmonic function. In that case, letting ψ ≡ h, we see
that λψ(x) ≡ λ and the biasing term (16) simply becomes

∀τ∗ ∈ T ∗
k , ∆k(τ

∗) = λ|τ |−k−b
∏

v∈B(τ)

mdv(xv)

dv!h(xv)

∏
v∈L(τ)

1

h(xv)
.

The corresponding spine Markov chain (ζn)n≥0 is Doob’s harmonic transform of the mean
semi-group of the branching process.

Feynman–Kac formula. If ψ ≡ 1, (ζn)n≥0 is simply obtained by size-biasing the off-
spring point process and jumping to the location of a uniformly chosen particle. The
many-to-one formula (for k = 1) then becomes

Ex

[ ∑
|v|=n

f(Xv)
]
= Ex

[
f(ζn)

n−1∏
m=0

Eζm [|Ξ|]
]
,

which is the usual Feynman–Kac formula for the mean semi-group of the branching process.
For k ≥ 1, the bias term becomes

∆k(τ
∗) =

∏
v∈τ

v /∈L(τ)

1

dv!
Exv

[
|Ξ|(dv)

]
,

where n(d) = n(n − 1) . . . (n − k + 1). It only depends on the factorial moments of the
offspring point process.
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3.3 Proof of the many-to-few formula

It will be more convenient to work with the factorial moment of the process biased by ψ,
which we define as the measure Mk,ψ

x on T ∗
k such that, for any F : T ∗

k → R+,

Mk,ψ
x [F ] = Ex

[ ∑
v∈Tk

v1<···<vk

F
(
τ∗v
) k∏
i=1

ψ(Xvi)
]
.

3.3.1 Many-to-one formula

We start by deriving an expression for the case k = 1. In that case, M1,ψ
x can be identified

as a measure on the space of (discrete) paths ∪n≥0E
n+1.

Proposition 3.2 (Many-to-one at all times). For any functional F : ∪n≥0 E
n+1 → R+,

∀x ∈ E, M1,ψ
x [F ] = ψ(x)

∑
n≥0

Ex

[
F
(
(ζi)i≤n

) n−1∏
i=0

λψ(ζi)
]
.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that the identity holds for functionals F whose support in
included in the set of paths with length smaller than n, for any n ≥ 0. We prove the result
by induction on this length n ≥ 0. For n = 0, by definition

M1,ψ
x [F ] = Ex

[
F (X∅)ψ(X∅)

]
= ψ(x)F (x).

For n ≥ 1, applying the branching property after the first reproduction event,

M1,ψ
x [F ] = Ex

[∑
v∈T

F
(
(Xw)w⪯v

)
ψ(Xv)

]

= ψ(x)F (x) + Ex

[ |Ξ|∑
i=1

M1,ψ
ξi

[
F
(
(x, ·)

)]]
(†)
= ψ(x)F (x) + Ex

[ |Ξ|∑
i=1

∑
n≥0

ψ(ξi)Eξi

[
F
(
(x, ζj)j≤n

) n−1∏
j=0

λψ(ζj)
]]

(‡)
= ψ(x)F (x) +

∑
n≥0

Ex
[
⟨Ξ, ψ⟩

]
Ex

[
Eζ1

[
F
(
(x, ζj)j≤n

) n−1∏
j=0

λψ(ζj)
]]

= ψ(x)

(
F (x) + λψ(x)

∑
n≥0

Ex

[
F
(
(ζj)j≤n+1

) n∏
j=1

λψ(ζj)
])

= ψ(x)
∑
n≥0

Ex

[
F
(
(ζj)j≤n

) n−1∏
j=0

λψ(ζj)
]
,

where we have used our induction in (†) and the definition of (ζn)n≥0 in (‡).
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Remark 4. One could obtain a more precise result. Note that

∀n ≥ 0, Wψ
n =

∑
v∈T,|v|=n

ψ(Xv)
∏
w≺v

λψ(Xw)

is a martingale. Standard arguments would show that the martingale change of measure
WndPx can be represented as the law of a spine with distribution (ζn)n≥0 on which are
grafted independent subtrees distributed as the original process. The many-to-few formula
is simply the projection of this result on the law of the spine, see [70, Chapter 4] for
instance.

3.3.2 Many-to-few formula: factorized form

We establish a first version of our many-to-few formula which provides an inductive ex-
pression for the k-th moment measure in terms of lower order moments. It relies on
decomposing a marked tree τ∗ ∈ T ∗

k at its first branch point. Recall the notation of Sec-
tion 2.2, in particular that (Si(τ

∗))i are the marked subtrees obtained by removing the
first branch point of τ , and that π(τ) is the corresponding partition of the leaves. We will

evaluate the moment measure Mk,ψ
x at product functionals of the form

∀τ∗ ∈ T ∗
k , F (τ∗) = 1{π(τ)=π}F0

(
(xv)v⪯w

) |π|∏
i=1

Fi(τ
∗
i ), (17)

for some partition π of [k], functionals Fi : T ∗
|πi| → R+, and F0 : ∪n≥0 E

n+1 → R+. (In

this expression w = v1 ∧ · · · ∧ vk.)

Proposition 3.3 (Many-to-few, factorized form). Let F be a functional of the form (17).
Then

Mk,ψ
x [F ] = ψ(x)

∞∑
n=0

Ex

[( n−1∏
m=0

λψ(ζm)
)F0((ζm)m≤n)

|π|!ψ(ζn)
Eζn

[ |Ξ|∑
r1,...,r|π|=1

(ri) distinct

|π|∏
i=1

M
|πi|,ψ
ξri

[
Fi
]]]

,

where (ζn)n≥0 is the spine Markov chain.

Proof. Fix some v1 < · · · < vk. If π(τv) = π and w = v1 ∧ · · · ∧ vk, there exist |π| integers
r1 < · · · < r|π| giving the labels of the children of w that correspond to the roots of the
subtrees (Si(τ

∗))i. More formally, π(τv) = π if and only if there is (a unique) w ∈ V and
r1 < · · · < r|π| such that

∀i ≤ |π|, ∀j ∈ πi, (w, ri) ⪯ vj .

Thus, we can write

1{π(τv)=π} =
∑
w∈V

∑
r1<···<r|π|

1{∀i≤|π|, ∀j∈πi, (w,ri)⪯vj}.
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Therefore,

Mk,ψ
x [F ] = Ex

[ ∑
v∈T

v1<···<vk

F (τ∗v)

k∏
j=1

ψ(Xvj )
]

= Ex

[ ∑
w∈V

F0

(
(Xv)v⪯w

) ∑
r1<···<r|π|

∑
v∈T

v1<···<vk

|π|∏
i=1

Fi(Si(τ
∗
v))

∏
j∈πi

ψ(Xvj )1{(w,ri)⪯vj}

]
.

Now, note that (w, ri) ⪯ vj if and only if there exists v′j ∈ V such that vj = (w, ri, v
′
j), and

that in this case Si(τ
∗
v) is the subtree spanned by v′

i = (v′j)j∈πi . Therefore,

∑
v∈T

v1<···<vk

|π|∏
i=1

Fi(Si(τ
∗
v))1{∀j∈πi, (w,ri)⪯vj} =

∑
v′∈V

v1<···<vk

|π|∏
i=1

Fi(τ
∗
v′
i
)1{∀j∈πi, (w,ri,v′j)∈T}.

The branching property applied at vertices (w, r1), . . . , (w, r|π|) yields that

Mk,ψ
x [F ] = Ex

[ ∑
w∈V

F0

(
(Xv)v⪯w

) ∑
r1<···<r|π|

|π|∏
i=1

1{(w,ri)∈T}M
|πi|,ψ
X(w,ri)

[
Fi
]]

= Ex

[ ∑
w∈V

F0

(
(Xv)v⪯w

)
1{w∈T}

1

|π|!
EXw

[ |Ξ|∑
r1,...,r|π|=1

(ri) distinct

|π|∏
i=1

M
|πi|,ψ
ξri

[
Fi
]]]

.

The proof is now ended by applying the many-to-one formula (Proposition 3.2) to the
above expression, to obtain that

Mk,ψ
x [F ] =

∑
n≥0

ψ(x)Ex

[( n−1∏
m=0

λψ(ζm)
)F0

(
(ζm)m≤n

)
ψ(ζn)|π|!

Eζn

[ |Ξ|∑
r1,...,r|π|=1

(ri) distinct

|π|∏
i=1

M
|πi|,ψ
ξri

[
Fi
]]]

.

3.3.3 Completing the proof

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Fix a partition π, some trees τi ∈ T|πi| for i ≤ |π|. Consider a
functional F of the form (17), where each Fi is itself of the form

∀τ∗ ∈ T ∗
|πi|, Fi(τ

∗) = F̃i(τ
∗)1{τ=τi}.

Since Mk,ψ
x is obtained by biasing Mk

x by the product of the weights at the leaves, it is
sufficient to prove that

Mk,ψ
x [F ] =

∑
τ∈Tk

Qψx,τ [∆̃k · F ], ∆̃k(τ
∗) = ∆k(τ

∗)
∏

v∈L(τ)

ψ(xv).
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For k = 1, this identity is the content of the many-to-one formula, Proposition 3.2. By an
induction on the number of leaves and Proposition 3.3,

Mk,ψ
x [F ] =

∑
n≥0

ψ(x)Ex

[( n−1∏
m=0

λψ(ζm)
)F0

(
(ζm)m≤n

)
ψ(ζn)|π|!

Eζn

[ |Ξ|∑
r1,...,r|π|=1

(ri) distinct

|π|∏
i=1

M
|πi|,ψ
ξri

[
Fi
]]]

(†)
=

∑
n≥0

ψ(x)Ex

[( n−1∏
m=0

λψ(ζm)
)F0

(
(ζm)m≤n

)
mψ

|π|(ζn)

ψ(ζn)|π|!
Eζn

[ |π|∏
i=1

M
|πi|,ψ
χi,|π|

[
Fi
]

ψ(χi,|π|)

]]

=
∑
n≥0

ψ(x)Ex

[( n−1∏
m=0

λψ(ζm)
)F0

(
(ζm)m≤n

)
mψ

|π|(ζn)

ψ(ζn)|π|!
Eζn

[ |π|∏
i=1

Qψχi,|π|,τi

[
∆̃|πi|Fi

]]]
,

(18)

where (†) follows by definition of (χi,d)i≤d in (14). The result now follows from two obser-
vations. First, if G is a product functional, namely,

∀τ∗ ∈ T ∗
k , G(τ∗) = 1{π(τ)=π}G0

(
(xv)v⪯w

) |π|∏
i=1

Gi(τ
∗
i ),

by construction of the tree-indexed Markov chain and a Markov property at the first branch
point of τ

Qψx,τ
[
G
]
= Ex

[
G0

(
(ζm)m≤|w|

)
Eζ|w|

[ |π|∏
i=1

Qψχi,|π|,τi
[Gi]

]]
. (19)

Second, the bias ∆̃k is itself of the product form:

∆̃k(τ
∗) =

∏
v≺w

λψ(xv)
mψ

|π|(xw)

|π|!ψ(xw)

|π|∏
i=1

∆̃|πi|(τ
∗
i ).

Therefore, taking as product functional

G(τ∗) =
( ∏
v≺w

λψ(xv)
)F0

(
(xv)v⪯w

)
mψ

|π|(xw)

|π|!ψ(xw)

|π|∏
i=1

∆̃|πi|(τ
∗
i )Fi(τ

∗
i )

= ∆̃k(τ
∗)F0

(
(xv)v⪯w

) |π|∏
i=1

Fi(τ
∗
i ) = ∆̃k(τ

∗)F (τ∗)

in (19) and plugging the result into (18) yields that

Mk,ψ
x [F ] = ψ(x)Qτ,ψx

[
∆̃k · F

]
.

This concludes the proof.
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4 Marked metric measure spaces

4.1 Gromov topologies

Following [36, 25, 7], a pointed marked metric measure space (mmm-space) is a quadruple
X = (X, d, ρ, µ) where (X, d) is a complete separable metric space, ρ ∈ X is a pointed
element (the root) and µ is a finite measure on X × E. We let X denote the set of
equivalence classes of mmm-spaces, where X and X ′ are equivalent if there exists a bijective
isometry

ι : {ρ} ∪ suppX µ→ {ρ′} ∪ suppX′ µ′

such that ι(ρ) = ρ′ and µ ◦ ι̃−1 = µ′, where ι̃(x, e) = (ι(x), e). Here we have used the
notation suppX µ for the support of the projection of µ on its first coordinate X. For a
Borel set A ⊆ X we will write |A| = µ(A×E) for its mass. We briefly recall the definition
of three topologies on X that we will need. Recall that D∗

k stands for the set of marked
distance matrices defined in (11).

Gromov-weak topology. For k ≥ 1 and φ : D∗
k → R, define a functional Φ: X → R as

Φ(X ) =

∫
(X×E)k

φ
(
d(u), e

)
µ⊗k(du, de), (20)

where
∀u = (ui)1≤i≤k ∈ Xk, d(u) =

(
d(ui, uj)

)
0≤i,j≤k, u0 = ρ.

In the terminology of [36, 25], Φ is called the monomial corresponding to φ. The space of
(equivalence classes of) mmm-spaces can be endowed with a topology such that (Xn)n≥1

converges to X if and only if
Φ(Xn) −−−−→

n→∞
Φ(X )

for all Φ of the form (20) with φ bounded and continuous. This topology is called the
(pointed marked) Gromov-weak topology.

Gromov-vague topology. The Gromov-vague topology is obtained by restricting the
Gromov-weak topology to balls of finite radius around the pointed element of the mmm-
space. For an mmm-space X and R > 0, let X (R) be the restriction of X to the closed
ball BR(X ) of (X, d) with center ρ and radius R. Namely, X (R) is the equivalence class of
(X, d, ρ, µ(R)), where

∀A ∈ B(X × E), µ(R)(A) = µ
(
A ∩ (BR(X )× E)

)
.

Following the definition of [7], a sequence (Xn)n≥1 of mmm-spaces converges to X in the
(pointed marked) Gromov-vague topology if

X (R)
n −−−−→

n→∞
X (R)
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in the Gromov-weak topology for a.e. R > 0. It will be convenient to reformulate the
Gromov-vague convergence in terms of functionals Φ of the form (20). We say that a
function φ : D∗

k → R has bounded support if there exists R > 0 such that

suppφ ⊆ D∗
k,R :=

{
((dij)i,j , (ei)i) ∈ D∗

k : ∀i ≤ k, d0i ≤ R
}
. (21)

The set appearing in the right-hand side is the set of distance matrices such that the
distance of each vertex to the pointed element (with index 0) is at most R. This definition is
designed in such a way that, if φ has bounded support and X is an mmm-space, φ(d(u), e) =
0 whenever d(ρ, ui) > R for some i ≤ k. Let Πb denote the set of all functionals Φ of the
form (20) with k ≥ 1, such that φ is continuous, bounded, and with bounded support. It
should be clear that Φ(X ) = Φ(X (R)), and therefore (Xn)n≥1 converges Gromov-vaguely
to X if and only if

∀Φ ∈ Πb, Φ(Xn) −−−−→
n→∞

Φ(X ).

Gromov–Hausdorff-weak topology. Finally, we define a straightforward extension
to marked spaces of the Gromov–Hausdorff-weak topology of [7]. We say that (Xn)n≥1

converges to X∞ in the (pointed marked) Gromov–Hausdorff-weak topology if there exist

1. a complete separable metric space (Z, dZ);

2. isometries ιn : {ρn} ∪ suppXn
µn → Z, n = 1, 2, . . . ,∞;

such that

ιn(ρn) −−−−→
n→∞

ι∞(ρ∞), ιn(suppXn
µn) −−−−→

n→∞
ι∞(suppX∞ µ∞),

in (Z, dZ) and in the Hausdorff topology respectively, and

µn ◦ ι̃−1
n −−−−→

n→∞
µ∞ ◦ ι̃−1

∞

weakly as measures on Z × E, where ι̃n(x, e) = (ιn(x), e). If the mmm-spaces have full
support, this notion of convergence coincides with the more standard convergence in the
(pointed marked) Gromov–Hausdorff–Prohorov topology [64, 1]. In this case, we can use
the two notions of convergence interchangeably, see the discussion in Section 5 of [7]. Al-
though less standard, the Gromov–Hausdorff-weak topology is defined on the same equiv-
alence classes as the Gromov-weak topology, making it a more natural choice when trying
to reinforce a Gromov-weak convergence.

4.2 Vague convergence and method of moments

Each of the previous three topologies comes with a notion of weak convergence of finite
measures on X . However, since the limiting measure in our application (the free Brownian
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CRT) is infinite, we need to work with an appropriate notion of vague convergence. We
follow that considered in [30], which is obtained by restricting the measures to sets of
mmm-spaces with a large mass, of the form {|X| ≥ η} for some η > 0. More formally, a
measure M on X is called locally finite if

∀η > 0, M(|X| ≥ η) <∞.

A sequence (Mn)n≥1 of locally finite measures converges vaguely toM for one of the above
topologies if

Mn

[
F (X ); |X| ≥ η

]
−−−−→
n→∞

M
[
F (X ); |X| ≥ η

]
,

for any bounded function F : X → R which is continuous in the corresponding topology.
Here, we have used the notation µ[F ;A] =

∫
F (x)1A(x)µ(dx). We refer to [34] for a more

detailed exposition.
We can now state our method of moments, which provides a connexion between con-

vergence of the moments and vague convergence in the Gromov-vague topology. It is a
straightforward adaptation of the main result in [34].

Proposition 4.1 (Method of moments). Let (Mn)n≥1 be a sequence of locally finite mea-
sures on X . Suppose that

∀Φ ∈ Πb, Mn[Φ] −−−−→
n→∞

M[Φ], (22)

for some limit measure M on X . Suppose in addition that

∀R > 0,
∑
k≥1

M
[
|X (R)|k

]− 1
2k = ∞. (23)

Then (Mn)n≥1 converges to M vaguely in the Gromov-vague topology.

Proof. For k ≥ 1 we can construct some measures (Mk
n)n≥1 and Mk on D∗

k such that

∀φ : D∗
k → R+, Mk

n[φ] =Mn[Φ], Mk[φ] =M[Φ],

where Φ is as in (20). Recall the notation D∗
k,R in (21). Our assumption (22) can be

reformulated as saying that
Mk
n −−−−→

n→∞
Mk

in the sense of weak# convergence of measures of [21, Section A2.6], where a set A ∈ D∗
k

is called bounded if A ⊆ D∗
k,R for some R > 0. (This convergence is also called vague

convergence in [47, Chapter 4].) It is now standard (see [21, Proposition A2.6.II]) that the
restriction of Mk

n to D∗
k,R converges weakly to that of Mk, for a.e. R > 0. Reformulating
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this in terms of mmm-spaces, we obtain that, for a.e. R > 0 and any continuous bounded
φ : D∗

k → R with corresponding polynomial Φ,

Mn

[
Φ(X (R))

]
= Mk

n

[
φ;D∗

k,R

]
−−−−→
n→∞

Mk
[
φ;D∗

k,R

]
=M

[
Φ(X (R))

]
.

The method of moments for vague convergence in the Gromov-weak topology [30, Theo-
rem 4.2] shows that the “law” of X (R) underMn converges vaguely to that underM. (Here
we have used that Carleman’s condition (23) is fulfilled for each X (R).) This proves the
result.

Remark 5. An equivalent reformulation of the condition (22) is that the measures (Mk
n)n≥1

appearing in the proof need to converge vaguely to Mk. This is the point of view followed
in [34], and Mk is the k-th moment measure of M. These moment measures can be seen
as the unplanar versions of the planar factorial moment defineds in (13).

4.3 The Brownian CRT, CPP and their moments

In this section, we provide a brief construction of the Brownian CRT and of the Brow-
nian CPP to set some notation up and give an expression for their moments. For our
purpose, it is more natural to work with the “free” Brownian CRT (obtained under the
infinite excursion measure) than with the usual Brownian CRT obtained from a normalized
excursion.

The Brownian CRT. We refer to [57] for a careful exposition. An excursion is a con-
tinuous function f : R+ → R+ such that there is some ω > 0 (the length of the excursion)
verifying that f(u) > 0 for u ∈ (0, ω) and f(u) = 0 otherwise. Define a (pseudo) metric on
[0, ω] as

∀u < v ∈ [0, ω], df (u, v) = df (v, u) = f(u) + f(v)− 2 inf
w∈[u,v]

f(w).

Up to taking a quotient, Tf := ([0, ω], df , 0,Leb) is a metric measure space rooted at 0.
This construction defines a map C : f 7→ Tf (the contour map) from the space of excursions
to the space of metric measure spaces. If a > 0, let us also define the rescaled contour map
as Ca(f) = C(af).

Following [55], we let let n be Itô’s excursion measure of a variance one reflected Brow-
nian motion, normalised in such a way that

n
(

sup
x∈[0,ω]

f(x) ≥ t
)
=

1

2t
.

We let the Brownian CRT with variance Σ2 be the random variable Tb = (Tb, db, ρb, µb)
with “distribution”

2

Σ

(
n ◦ C−1

2/Σ

)
, (24)
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which is obtained by taking the pushforward of the excursion measure n through the
rescaling by Σ/2 of the contour map C. (Note that it corresponds to the excursion measure
of a Brownian motion with variance 4/Σ2.) In what follows, the expectation of some
function of Tb should be interpreted as the integral of that function against the (infinite)
measure (24).

For a probability measure π on E, we let Tb,π be the mmm-space obtained by assigning
independent marks distributed as π to the leaves of Tb,π. More formally, it is defined as

Tb,π =
(
Tb, db, ρb, µb ⊗ π

)
.

Before stating the result, recall that Λk stands for the uniform measure on binary trees
with k leaves defined in (9), and that D(θ) ∈ Dk is the (k+1)× (k+1) matrix of pairwise
distances between the k leaves and the root of θ defined in (12). For a functional φ : D∗

k → R

and a permutation σ of [k], we let φσ be the functional obtained by relabeling the leaves
according to σ, namely

∀
(
(dij)i,j , (ei)i

)
∈ D∗

k , φσ
(
(dij)i,j , (ei)i

)
= φ

(
(dσi,σj )i,j , (eσi)i

)
, σ0 = 0.

The set of all permutations of [k] is denoted by Pk. The following expression for the
moment is merely a reformulation of [55, Theorem 3].

Proposition 4.2 (Moment of the Brownian CRT). For any functional φ : D∗
k → R+, the

moment of the Brownian CRT for the corresponding polynomial Φ is

E
[
Φ(Tb,π)

]
=

(Σ2

2

)k−1 ∑
σ∈Pk

∫
φσ

(
D(θ), (Xi)i≤k

)
Λk(dθ),

where (Xi)i≤k are i.i.d. and distributed as π.

Proof. Since the sampling measure is of the form µb ⊗ π, it is sufficient to prove the result
for functionals φ that are independent of the marks, see [33, Corollary 1]. For such a
functional, if Φ is the corresponding polynomial in (20) and Tb,π,

E
[
Φ(Tb,π)

]
=

2

Σ

∫ (∫
[0,ω]k

φ
(
d2f/Σ(u)

)
du

)
dn(f)

=
2

Σ

∑
σ∈Pk

∫ (∫
0≤u1<···<uk≤ω

φσ
(
2
Σdf (u)

)
du

)
dn(f).
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By [56, Theorem 4 of Chapter III] (which is a reformulation of [55, Theorem 3]),

2

Σ

∑
σ∈Pk

∫ (∫
0≤u1<···<uk≤ω

φσ
(
2
Σdf (u)

)
du

)
dn(f)

= 2k−1 2

Σ

∑
σ∈Pk

∫
φσ

(
2
ΣD(θ)

)
Λk(dθ)

=
2k

Σ

(Σ
2

)2k−1 ∑
σ∈Pk

∫
φσ

(
D(θ′)

)
Λk(dθ

′),

where we have used the change of variable θ′ = 2θ/Σ in (9).

Remark 6. Note that the balls of the Brownian CRT fulfill Carleman’s condition, since
their moments can be bounded as

E
[
|T (R)

b |k
]
≤ k!R2k−1

(Σ2

2

)k−1
.

The Brownian CPP. The Brownian coalescent point process corresponds to the sphere
at height 1 of the Brownian CRT, under the conditional measure that the CRT has height
greater than 1. By Itô’s theory of excursions, it can be constructed directly from a Poisson
point process P on R+ × [0, 1] with intensity du⊗ ds

s2
, which corresponds to the depths of

the downwards excursions below level 1 of a Brownian motion, see [67, 33] for more details.
Define a distance on R+ as

∀u ≤ v, dP (u, v) = dP (v, u) = 2 sup{s : (w, s) ∈ P, u ≤ w ≤ v}

(The factor 2 accounts for the fact that the graph distance is twice the time to the most-
recent common ancestor.) Let Z be an independent exponential random variable with mean
1. The Brownian CPP with variance Σ2 is the random mmm-space Ub = (Ub, db, ρb, µb)

which is the equivalence class in X of ([0, Z], dP , ρ,
Σ2

2 Leb), where ρ is a point lying at
distance 1 from all other points in [0, Z].

As above, we let Ub,π be obtained by assigning independent marks distributed as π to
the leaves of a Brownian CPP, Ub,π =

(
Ub, db, ρb, µb ⊗ π

)
. The expression below is proved

in [33, Corollary 1], where we recall that Λ̃k stands for the uniform measure on ultrametric
trees with k leaves defined in (10).

Proposition 4.3 (Moment of the Brownian CPP). For any functional φ : D∗
k → R+, the

moment of the Brownian CPP for the corresponding polynomial Φ is

E
[
Φ(Ub,π)

]
=

(Σ2

2

)k ∑
σ∈Pk

∫
E
[
φσ

(
D(θ), (Xi)i≤k

)]
Λ̃k(dθ),

where (Xi)i≥1 are i.i.d. and distributed as π.
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4.4 Tightness results

Once convergence is established in the Gromov-vague topology (typically through the
method of moments) we will be interested in reinforcing it to a Gromov–Hausdorff–Prohorov
convergence. We provide two tightness criteria that we need in this direction. The first one
will be used to go from a Gromov-vague to a Gromov-weak convergence, and amounts to
controlling the mass escaping at an infinite distance from the pointed vertex. The second
one is a simple adaptation of the tightness criterion in the Gromov–Hausdorff–Prohorov
topology of [7]. It relies on controlling the lower mass function, defined for δ > 0 and
X ∈ X as

mδ(X ) = inf{|Bδ,x(X)| : (x, e) ∈ suppµ}, (25)

where Bδ,x(X) is the closed ball of radius δ and center x of (X, d).

Lemma 4.4 (Gromov-vague to Gromov-weak). Let (Mn)n≥1 be a sequence of locally finite
measures on X that converges vaguely to M for the Gromov-vague topology. If

∀ε > 0, ∃R > 0, lim sup
n≥1

Mn

(
|X BR(X)| ≥ ε

)
≤ ε (26)

the convergence occurs vaguely in the Gromov-weak topology.

Proof. The result follows from simple but tedious manipulations. Let dGP be the (pointed
marked) Gromov–Prohorov distance, which can defined by adapting [25, Definition 3.1]
to take the pointed element into account. It is sufficient for our purpose to know that it
induces the Gromov-weak topology and that

dGP

(
X ,X (R)

)
≤ |X BR(X)|, (27)

see for instance [15, Lemma 3.3]. Fix a bounded F : X → R which is L-Lipschitz for the
distance 1 ∧ dGP. For η, η

′ > 0 such that η′ < η,

Mn

[
F (X ); |X| > η

]
=Mn

[
F (X (R)); |X(R)| > η′

]
+Mn

[
F (X )− F (X (R)); |X(R)| > η′

]
+Mn

[
F (X ); |X| > η, |X(R)| ≤ η′

]
. (28)

By the Gromov-vague convergence

lim
R→∞

lim
η′↑η

lim
n→∞

Mn

[
F (X (R)); |X(R)| > η′

]
=M

[
F (X ); |X| ≥ η

]
,

and the result is proved if we can show that the remaining two terms in (28) vanish when
limits are taken in the same order. For the last term,

Mn

[
F (X ); |X| > η, |X(R)| ≤ η′

]
≤ ∥F∥∞Mn

(
|X BR(X)| ≥ η − η′

)
,
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which by (26) vanishes under our limits. For the second term, for any ε > 0,∣∣Mn

[
F (X )− F (X (R)); |X(R)| > η′

]∣∣ ≤ LMn

[
1 ∧ dGP

(
X ,X (R)

)
; |X(R)| > η′

]
≤ LMn

[
1 ∧ |X BR(X)|; |X(R)| > η′

]
≤ εLMn

(
|BR(X)| > η′

)
+ LMn

(
|X BR(X)| > ε

)
,

where we have used (27) in the second line. We can end the proof by noting that, again
by (26),

lim sup
R→∞

lim sup
n→∞

Mn

(
|X BR(X)| > ε

)
≤ ε

and that
lim sup
R→∞

lim sup
η′↑η

lim sup
n→∞

Mn

(
|BR(X)| > η′

)
≤M

(
|X| ≥ η

)
and letting ε→ 0.

Lemma 4.5 (Gromov-weak to Gromov–Hausdorff-weak). Suppose that (Mn)n≥1 is a se-
quence of locally finite measures converging to M vaguely in the Gromov-weak topology.
Suppose that

∀η, δ > 0, lim
η′→0

sup
n≥1

Mn

(
|X| > η,mδ(X ) < η′

)
= 0 (29)

then (Mn)n≥1 also converges vaguely in the Gromov–Hausdorff-weak topology.

Proof. For ε > 0 and k ≥ 1, let εk = 2−kε and δk > 0 be such that δk → 0. By our
assumption, there exists η′k > 0 such that

sup
n≥1

Mn

(
|X| > η,mδk(X ) < η′k

)
≤ εk.

We deduce that

sup
n≥1

Mn

(
{|X| > η} A

)
≤ ε, A :=

⋂
k≥1

{mδk(X ) ≥ η′k}.

Using the vague convergence and, for instance, [47, Theorem 4.2] we can find a compact
set K ⊂ X for the Gromov-weak topology such that

sup
n≥1

Mn

(
{|X| > η} K

)
≤ ε.

Therefore,
sup
n≥1

Mn

(
{|X| > η} (K ∩A)

)
≤ 2ε,

which proves tightness of (Mn)n≥1 (and hence the result) in the Gromov–Hausdorff-weak
topology provided that we show that K ∩ A is compact in that topology. Let (Xp)p≥1 ∈
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K ∩A. Since K is compact we can assume that it admits a subsequence that converges to
some limit X in the Gromov-weak topology. For each δ > 0, mδ(Xp) > η′k for k sufficiently
large. Hence, [7, Theorem 6.1] shows that the convergence of the subsequence also holds
Gromov–Hausdorff-weakly.

Remark 7. If, for each n ≥ 1, Mn puts no mass on non-compact mmm-spaces, [7,
Lemma 3.4] and the dominated convergence theorem entail that

∀η, δ > 0, lim
η′→0

Mn

(
|X| > η,mδ(X ) < η′

)
= 0

and thus (29) can be replaced by the simpler condition

∀η, δ > 0, lim
η′→0

lim sup
n≥1

Mn

(
|X| > η,mδ(X ) < η′

)
= 0.

5 Proof of the invariance principles

We prove the invariance principles by following the approach that was outlined in the in-
troduction. First, in Section 5.1, we compute the moments of the branching process using
the many-to-few formula. We deduce convergence in the Gromov-vague topology (Theo-
rem 1.1) from this computation and the method of moments in Section 5.2. Section 5.3
contains results of a technical nature which will show tightness of the sequence in the
Gromov–Hausdorff-weak topology, which are used in Section 5.4 to deduce the Gromov–
Hausdorff–Prohorov convergence of Theorem 1.2.

5.1 Moments asymptotic

We first compute the limit of the moments of the branching process. Recall that we have
defined the moment measure Mk

x of the branching process in (15) as a finite measure on
the set T ∗

k of discrete marked planar trees with k leaves. By viewing a discrete tree as
a continuous tree, Mk

x can be seen as a measure on T ∗
k,c and we let M̄k

x,n be obtained by
rescaling mass and edge lengths as follows

M̄k
x,n[F ] :=

1

n2k
Mk
x

[
F
(
1
nθ

∗)] = 1

n2k
E

[ ∑
v∈Tk

v1<···<vk

F
(
1
nτv, Xv

)]
, (30)

for F : T ∗
k,c → R+. Note that M̄k

x,n corresponds to the moment measure of the rescaled

metric measure space T̄n defined in (4). Let us define the corresponding measure for the
ultrametric measure space Ūn of (5) obtained by restricting the summation to vertices at
height n, namely

M̃k
x,n[F ] =

1

nk
E

[ ∑
v∈Uk

n
v1<···<vk

F
(
1
nτv, Xv

)]
.
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The objective of this section is to derive the following asymptotic for these moment mea-
sures, where we recall that Λk stands for the uniform measure on continuous binary trees
defined in (9) and Λ̃k for that on binary ultrametric trees with height 1, see (10).

Proposition 5.1. Under Assumption 1, for any R > 0 and any continuous bounded
F : T ∗

k,c → R+ whose support is included in the set of trees of height at most R > 0,

lim
n→∞

nM̄k
x,n[F ] = h(x)

(Σ2

2

)k−1
∫

T ∗
k,c

E
[
F
(
θ, (Xi)i

)]
Λk(dθ),

lim
n→∞

nM̃k
x,n[F ] = h(x)

(Σ2

2

)k−1
∫

T ∗
k,c

E
[
F
(
θ, (Xi)i

)]
Λ̃k(dθ),

uniformly in x ∈ E, and where (Xi)i≤k are i.i.d. and distributed as π.

We start by showing that the types at the branch points and leaves of the tree-indexed
Markov chain are asymptotically independent and distributed as hπ. In all this section, we
use as biasing function ψ ≡ h and remove the superscript from all the quantities defined
in Section 3.

Lemma 5.2. Let (τn)n≥1 ∈ Tk be a sequence of discrete trees with k leaves such that

1
nτn −−−−→

n→∞
θ

for some binary continuous tree θ ∈ Tk,c. Then for any continuous bounded F : T ∗
k,c → R

h(x)Qx,τn
[
∆kF

]
−−−−→
n→∞

h(x)
(Σ2

2

)k−1
E
[
F (θ, (Xi)i≤k)

]
uniformly in x ∈ E, where (Xi)i≥1 are i.i.d. and distributed as π.

Proof. Since the trees are converging deterministically, it is sufficient to prove the result
for functionals that only depend on the types of the leaves, namely

∀θ∗ = (θ, (xi)i≤k), F (θ∗) =
k∏
i=1

fi(xi),

for some continuous bounded fi : E → R, i ≤ k. We prove the result by an induction on
the number of leaves k. For k = 1, the tree τn is made of a single branch of length ℓn1 with
ℓn1 → ∞. The many-to-one formula (Proposition 3.2) applied to the bias ψ ≡ h yields that

h(x)Qx,τn [∆1F ] = h(x)Ex

[f1(ζℓ1n)
h(ζℓ1n)

]
= Ex

[ ∑
v∈T,|v|=ℓ1n

f1(Xv)
]
,
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and the result is the content of our assumption (2).
Suppose that the result holds for some k ≥ 1 and let vn1 < · · · < vnk+1 be the leaves of

τn. Since θ is binary, τn is also binary for n large enough. In that case, the tree spanned
by (vn1 , . . . , v

n
k , v

n
k ∧ vnk+1) – obtained by removing the two external branches leading to vnk

and vnk+1 – has k leaves. Let us denote this subtree by τ̃n, and let τ̃∗n = (τ̃n, (Xu)u∈τ̃n)
be the corresponding marked tree. By construction of the tree-indexed Markov chain we
know that, conditional on τ̃∗n,

(Xvnk
, Xvnk+1

)
(d)
=

(
ζℓnk−b

n
k−1, ζ

′
ℓnk+1−b

n
k−1

)
,

where (ζn)n≥0 and (ζ ′n)n≥0 are two copies of the spine process, with starting points dis-
tributed as (χ1,2, χ2,2) under PXvn

k
∧vn

k+1
defined in (14), and run independently.

Unfolding the definitions,

Qx,τn

[m2(Xvnk∧v
n
k+1

)fk(Xvnk
)fk+1(Xvnk+1

)

h(Xvnk
)h(Xvnk+1

)

∣∣∣ τ̃∗n]
= EXvn

k
∧vn

k+1

[ |Ξ|∑
i,j=1,i ̸=j

h(ξi)Eξi

[fk(ζℓnk−bnk−1)

h(ζℓnk−b
n
k−1)

]
h(ξj)Eξj

[fk+1(ζℓnk+1−b
n
k−1)

h(ζℓnk+1−b
n
k−1)

]]
.

By (2),

h(y)Ey

[fk(ζℓnk−bnk−1)

h(ζℓnk−b
n
k−1)

]
−−−−→
n→∞

h(y)⟨π, fk⟩

uniformly in y ∈ E. Moreover, since

sup
y∈E

Ey[|Ξ|2] <∞,

we deduce that

Ey

[ |Ξ|∑
i,j=1,i ̸=j

h(ξi)Eξi

[fk(ζℓnk−bnk−1)

h(ζℓnk−b
n
k−1)

]
h(ξj)Eξj

[fk+1(ζℓnk+1−b
n
k−1)

h(ζℓnk+1−b
n
k−1)

]]

−−−−→
n→∞

⟨π, fk⟩⟨π, fk+1⟩Ey
[ |Ξ|∑
i,j=1,i ̸=j

h(ξi)h(ξj)
]
= ⟨π, fk⟩⟨π, fk+1⟩m2(y)

uniformly in y ∈ E. By decomposing ∆k+1 as

∆k+1(τ
∗
n) = ∆k(τ̃

∗
n)

m2(Xvnk∧v
n
k+1

)

2h(Xvnk
)h(Xvnk+1

)
,
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our induction and the above uniform convergence show that

h(x)Qx,τn [∆k+1F ]

= h(x)Qx,τn

[
∆k(τ̃

∗
n)

k−1∏
i=1

fi(Xvni
)Qx,τn

[m2(Xvnk∧v
n
k+1

)fk(Xvnk
)fk+1(Xvnk+1

)

2h(Xvnk
)h(Xvnk+1

)

∣∣∣ τ̃∗n]]

−−−−→
n→∞

h(x)
(Σ2

2

)k−1
k−1∏
i=1

⟨π, fi⟩ ×
⟨π,m2⟩

2
⟨π, fk⟩⟨π, fk+1⟩

= h(x)
(Σ2

2

)k k+1∏
i=1

⟨π, fi⟩,

uniformly for x ∈ E.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Let us proof the first part of the statement. By the many-to-few
formula (Theorem 3.1) applied to ψ ≡ h, for any functional F : T ∗

k,c → R+ we have that

nM̄k
x,n[F ] =

1

n2k−1

∑
τ∈Tk

h(x)Qx,τ
[
∆k · F

(
1
nθ

∗)]
=

1

n2k−1

∑
ℓ∈Nk

∑
b∈Nk−1

k−1∏
i=1

1{bi<ℓi∧ℓi+1}h(x)Qx,τ(ℓ,b)
[
∆k · F

(
1
nθ

∗)]
=

∫
Rk

+

∫
Rk−1

+

k−1∏
i=1

1{bi<ℓi∧ℓi+1}h(x)Qx,τn(ℓ,b)
[
∆k · F

(
1
nθ

∗)] dℓdb, (31)

where in the second line it is understood that τ(ℓ,b) is the tree corresponding to the
heights (ℓ,b) and in the last line we let τn(ℓ,b) be the (discrete) tree with leaf heights
⌊nℓ⌋ and branch point heights ⌊nb⌋.

Let θ(ℓ,b) be the (continuous) tree with leaf and branch point heights (ℓ,b). Clearly,

1

n
τn(ℓ,b) −−−−→

n→∞
θ(ℓ,b)

and θ(ℓ,b) is a binary tree for a.e. (ℓ,b). Lemma 5.2 shows that

h(x)Qx,τn(ℓ,b)
[
∆k · F

(
1
nθ

∗)] −−−−→
n→∞

h(x)
(Σ2

2

)k−1
E
[
F (θ, (Xi)i≤k)

]
.

Therefore, our result will follow by dominated convergence provided the integrand in (31)
is bounded uniformly in (ℓ,b). (Recall that the support of F is included in the set of trees
with height at most R, so that the integral in (31) can be restricted to a bounded domain.)
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It is sufficient to prove by an induction on k that

sup
τ∈Tk

sup
x∈E

h(x)Qx,τ
[
∆k

]
<∞. (32)

For k = 1, if τ is the tree made of a single branch of length ℓ+ 1,

h(x)Qx,τ
[
∆1

]
= Ex[Zℓ] −−−−→

ℓ→∞
h(x),

uniformly in x ∈ E by (2), where Zℓ is the number of particles at time ℓ. Therefore (32)
holds for ℓ large enough. For ℓ fixed, we use that

h(x)Qx,τ
[
∆1

]
= Ex[Zℓ] = Ex

[ ∑
u∈T,|u|=ℓ−1

EXu [|Ξ|]
]
≤

(
sup
y∈E

Ey[|Ξ|]
)
Ex[Zℓ−1]

and an induction on ℓ to obtain (32).
For a general k ≥ 1 and τ ∈ Tk, note that there exists Ck independent of y and τ such

that

m|π(τ)|(y)Ey

[ |π(τ)|∏
i=1

Qχi,Si(τ)[∆|πi|]
]
= Ey

[ |Ξ|∑
i1,...,id=1
(ip) distinct

d∏
i=1

h(ξi)Qξi,Si(τ)[∆|πi|]
]
< Ck,

where we have used our induction and the moment bound (3). Finally, by construction of
the tree-indexed Markov chain, if w is the first branch point of τ and |w| = p,

h(x)Qx,τ [∆k] = h(x)Ex

[ m|π(τ)|(ζp)

|π(τ)|!h(ζp)
Eζp

[ |π(τ)|∏
i=1

Qχi,Si(τ)[∆|πi|]
]]

≤ Ckh(x)Ex

[ 1

h(ζp)

]
,

and we conclude by using the case k = 1.
We now prove the second part of the statement on ultrametric spaces. By Lemma A.2

or the discussion at the end of Section 2.2, the set of all ultrametric trees with k leaves at
height n is simply obtained by choosing the depth of the k− 1 successive branching points
in {0, . . . , n−1}. Applying the many-to-few formula and discarding all trees which are not
ultrametric, we obtain that

nM̃k
x,n[F ] =

1

nk−1

n−1∑
b1,...,bk−1=0

h(x)Qx,τ(b)
[
∆k · F

(
1
nθ

∗)]
=

∫
[0,1]k−1

h(x)Qx,τn(b)
[
∆k · F

(
1
nθ

∗)]db,
where τ(b) and τn(b) are the ultrametric tree with k leaves at height n whose branch
points are at height b and ⌊nb⌋ respectively. The result follows by dominated convergence
as above, using Lemma 5.2 and the bound (32).
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5.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

We are ready to prove Theorem 1.1. For later purpose, we will need the convergences in
that result to hold uniformly in the initial condition x ∈ E. By this, we mean that the
convergence holds uniformly with respect to any metric that induces the vague convergence
on the Gromov-vague or Gromov-weak topology. For examples of such metrics, see [30,
Equation (5.1)] for the Gromov-weak topology, or [21, Equation (A2.6.1)] for general vague
convergence.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose that Assumption 1 holds. Then

nLx(T̄n) −−−−→
n→∞

h(x)L (Tb,π), nLx(Ūn) −−−−→
n→∞

2h(x)

Σ2
L (Ub,π), (33)

uniformly in x ∈ E, vaguely in the Gromov-vague and Gromov-weak topology respectively.

Proof. Let φ : D∗
k → R be continuous bounded with support included in D∗

k,R (defined in
(21)) for some R > 0. Fix a sequence (xn)n≥1 ∈ E. Since h is bounded, up to extracting
a subsequence, we assume that h(xn) → h(x) for some x ∈ E.

We start with the convergence of T̄n. The moment of T̄n evaluated at the polynomial
Φ corresponding to φ is

Exn
[
Φ(T̄n)

]
=

1

n2k
Exn

[ ∑
v∈Tk

φ
(d(v)

n , Xv

)]
. (34)

We will compare this expression to the rescaled moment measure M̄k
xn,n in (30) by removing

from the sum all terms that do not span a tree with exactly k leaves. For a tree τ , let Ak(τ)
be the number of k-tuples of vertices v = (v1, . . . , vk) ∈ τ such that τv has strictly less
than k leaves. By removing these terms from (34) and re-ordering the vertices in increasing
planar order,

Exn
[
Φ(T̄n)

]
=

∑
σ∈Pk

M̄k
xn,n[φσ ◦D] +Bxn,n, (35)

where Bxn,n can be bounded as

|Bxn,n| ≤
∥φ∥∞
n2k

Exn [Ak(T
(Rn))].

By Lemma A.3, since T (Rn) has height at most Rn we obtain the further bound

|Bxn,n| ≤
∥φ∥∞
n2k

CkRnExn [|T (Rn)|k−1] =
C ′

n2
Exn

[
|T̄ (R)
n |k−1

]
.

It will follow by an induction on k that

sup
n≥1

sup
x∈E

nEx
[
|T̄ (R)
n |k−1

]
<∞. (36)
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Therefore, by Proposition 5.1, letting n→ ∞ in (35) shows

nExn
[
Φ(T̄n)

]
−−−−→
n→∞

h(x)
(Σ2

2

)k−1 ∑
σ∈Pk

∫
E
[
φσ

(
D(θ), (Xi)i

)]
Λk(dθ),

where (Xi)i≤k are i.i.d. and distributed as π. The right-hand side is the moment of the
marked Brownian CRT with variance Σ2 computed in Proposition 4.2. The method of
moments (Proposition 5.1) shows that

nLxn(T̄n) −−−−→n→∞
h(x)L (Tb,π)

vaguely in the Gromov-vague topology. (It is straightforward to check from the explicit
expression of the moments that Carleman’s condition (23) is fulfilled.) This also shows
that (36) holds for k + 1 and the induction is complete.

The convergence of Ūn follows along the same lines. Re-ordering the terms in the sum,

Exn
[
Φ(Ūn)

]
=

1

nk
Exn

[ ∑
v∈Uk

n

φ
(d(v)

n , Xv

)]
=

1

nk
Exn

[ ∑
v∈Uk

n
vi ̸=vj

φ
(d(v)

n , Xv

)]
+ B̃xn,n

=
∑
σ∈Pk

M̃k
xn,n[φσ ◦D] + B̃xn,n.

The error term B̃xn,k is obtained by removing all k-tuples in the sum which contain du-

plicate elements of Un. By bounding the number of such k-tuples by C̃k|Un|k−1 (for some
combinatorial constant C̃k),

B̃xn,n ≤ C̃k
∥φ∥∞
nk

Exn
[
|Un|k−1

]
.

An induction similar to above will prove that B̃xn,n → 0, and thus Proposition 5.1 shows
that

nExn
[
Φ(Ūn)

]
−−−−→
n→∞

h(x)
(Σ2

2

)k−1 ∑
σ∈Pk

∫
E
[
φσ

(
D(θ), (Xi)i

)]
Λ̃k(dθ).

The right-hand side is, up to a factor h(x)Σ2/2, the moment of the marked Brownian CPP
with variance Σ2 computed in Proposition 4.3. We conclude again using the method of
moments, namely Proposition 4.1. Note that, since the metric space Ūn has diameter at
most 2, the Gromov-vague and Gromov-weak convergence coincide in that case.

Let us finally argue that these limits hold uniformly. Starting from a sequence (xn)n≥1,
we have shown that, given any subsequence of (xn)n≥1, we can extract a further subsequence
such that both limits in (33) hold. This shows that, for any metric d that induces the vague
convergence,

d
(
nLx(T̄n), h(xn)L (Tb,π)

)
−−−−→
n→∞

0, d
(
nLx(Ūn), h(xn)L (Ub,π)

)
−−−−→
n→∞

0.

Since (xn)n≥1 is arbitrary, this proves that these limits are uniform in x ∈ E.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Point (i) of the statement has already been proved in Proposi-
tion 5.3. For Point (ii), Proposition 5.3 shows that

∀x ∈ E,
nΣ2

2h(x)
Lx(Ūn) −−−−→

n→∞
L (Ub,π),

vaguely in the Gromov-weak topology. The result follows from [30, Proposition 3.4].

5.3 Tightness results

This section provides technical lemmas that will allow us to deduce tightness of the mea-
sures. We start by reinforcing the Gromov-vague convergence to a Gromov-weak one using
the estimate on the survival probability. It is useful for the proofs to recall the notation
Zm for the size of the population at generation m ≥ 0.

Corollary 5.4. Suppose that the Assumption 1 and Assumption 2 hold. Then

Lx(T̄n) −−−−→
n→∞

h(x)L (Tb,π)

vaguely in the Gromov-weak topology and uniformly for x ∈ E, where Tb,π is a free Brow-
nian CRT with variance Σ2 and independent marks π.

Proof. Since the convergence holds in the Gromov-vague topology by Proposition 5.3,
Lemma 4.4 shows that it is sufficient to prove that, for all ε > 0, there is some R > 0
such that

lim sup
n→∞

sup
x∈E

nPx

( ∑
m≥nR

Zm ≥ εn2
)
≤ ε,

Using the survival probability estimate (7), we directly obtain that

nPx

( ∑
m≥nR

Zm ≥ εn2
)
≤ nPx

(
ZnR > 0

)
−−−−→
n→∞

2h(x)

Σ2R

uniformly for x ∈ E, hence our result.

We now prove tightness in the Gromov–Hausdorff-weak topology. Let us give a verbal
description of the ideas before moving to the formal proof. The tightness criterion that
we use (adapted from [7]) relies on controlling the lower mass function mδ defined in (25).
In words, our task is to show that “long” subtrees of T (with height larger then δn) have
non-vanishing mass (larger than some εn2). We start by proving that this property holds
for the entire tree T , and then use a first moment argument and the Markov property to
show that it also holds for all subtrees of T .
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Following the notation of Section 4.1, we denote by τ (R) the restriction of a tree τ to its
first R generations and by |τ | the number of its vertices. It will be convenient to introduce
a notion of (essential) height of an mmm-space as

∀X ∈ X , ht(X ) = sup{d(ρ, x) : (x, e) ∈ suppµ}. (37)

We start with a simple lemma.

Lemma 5.5. The map X 7→ ht(X ) is lower semi-continuous for the Gromov-weak topology.

Proof. Let (Xn)n≥1 be a sequence of mmm-spaces converging to X in the Gromov-weak
topology and such that ht(Xn) ≤ t. Then, by Portmanteau’s theorem∫

X×E
1{d(ρ,x)>t}µ(dx, de) ≤ lim inf

n→∞

∫
Xn×E

1{dn(ρn,x)>t}µn(dx, de) = 0.

Hence {X : ht(X ) ≤ t} is closed.

Lemma 5.6. For any t > 0,

lim
η→0

lim sup
n→∞

sup
x∈E

Px(Ztn > 0, |T (tn)| < ηn2) = 0.

Proof. We decompose

Px(Ztn > 0, |T (tn)| < ηn2) = Px(Ztn > 0)− Px(Ztn > 0, |T (tn)| ≥ ηn2).

Since X 7→ ht(X ) is lower semi-continuous by Lemma 5.5, the set {X : ht(X ) > t} is open
set for Gromov-weak topology. Therefore, Portmanteau’s theorem, the vague convergence
of (T̄n)n≥1, and Kolmogorov’s estimate (7) allow us to deduce that

lim sup
n→∞

(
nPx(Ztn > 0)− nPx(Ztn > 0, |T (tn)| ≥ ηn2)

)
≤ 2h(x)

Σ2t
− h(x)P(|T (t)

b | ≥ η,ht(Tb) > t),

uniformly for x ∈ E and where Tb is a free Brownian CRT with variance Σ2. By our
definition of the Brownian CRT,

lim
η→0

P(|T (t)
b | ≥ η,ht(Tb) > t) = P(ht(Tb) > t) =

2

Σ2t
,

hence the result. (The η → 0 limit is obtained by noting that the amount of time that a
Brownian excursion hitting level t spends below level t is positive with probability one.)

Lemma 5.7. For any δ, η′ > 0,

lim
η→0

lim sup
n→∞

sup
x∈E

nPx
(
mδ(T̄n) < η, |T̄n| > η′

)
= 0.
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Proof. First, if η < η′,

{|T̄n| > η′,mδ(T̄n) < η} = {|T̄n| > η′,mδ(T̄n) < η,ht(T̄n) > δ/2},

since ht(T̄n) ≤ δ/2 implies that the diameter of the metric space is smaller than δ, in which
case mδ(T̄n) = |T̄n|. Moreover, since by (7)

lim
n→∞

nPx(ht(T̄n) > t) =
2h(x)

Σ2t

uniformly for x ∈ E, it is sufficient to show that, for any K ≥ 1 and δ > 0,

lim
η→0

lim sup
n→∞

sup
x∈E

nPx
(
m4δ(T̄n) < η,ht(T̄n) ∈ (δ,Kδ)

)
= 0.

Now, we construct a family of trees such that (1) each ball of (T, dT ) of radius 4δn
contains one such tree and (2) each tree survives for at least δn generations. To do so,
define for v ∈ T

T (2δn)
v := {w ∈ T : v ⪯ w, |w| < |v|+ 2δn}.

This tree is obtained by cutting the subtree rooted at v at height 2δn. For each u ∈ T , let
vu be its ancestor at generation ⌊δn⌋(⌊ |u|δn⌋ − 1). If |u| ≤ δn, we set vu = ∅. Clearly,

∀w ∈ T (2δn)
vu , dT (w, u) ≤ dT (w, vu) + dT (vu, u) ≤ 4δn,

from which we deduce that
T (2δn)
vu ⊆ B(u,4δ)(T̄n),

the closed ball of T̄n with center u and radius 4δ. The key point is to note that by

construction T
(2δn)
vu survives at least nδ generations. If |u| > δn, u ∈ T

(2δn)
vu and |u|− |vu| ≥

δn. If |u| ≤ δn, vu = ∅ and T
(2δn)
vu = T (2δn), which has height at least nδ since we restricted

ourselves to that event. Therefore,

{m4δ(T̄n) < η} ∩ {ht(T ) ∈ (δn,Kδn)}
= {∃u ∈ T : |B(u,4δ)(T̄n)| < ηn2} ∩ {ht(T ) ∈ (δn,Kδn)}

⊆ {∃u ∈ T : |T (2δn)
vu | < ηn2} ∩ {ht(T ) ∈ (δn,Kδn)}

⊆
K⋃
k=0

{∃v ∈ T : |T (2δn)
v | < ηn2, ht(T 2δn

v ) > δn, |v| = kδn}.
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By a union bound and the Markov property,

nPx
(
m4δ(T̄n) < η,ht(T ) ∈ (δn,Kδn)

)
≤

K∑
k=0

nEx

[ ∑
|v|=kδn

1{|T (2δn)
v |<ηn2, ht(T

(2δn)
v )>δn}

]

=

K∑
k=0

Ex

[ ∑
|v|=kδn

nPXv

(
|T (2δn)| < ηn2, Zδn > 0

)]

≤
(
sup
y∈E

nPy
(
|T (2δn)| < ηn2, Zδn > 0

)) K∑
k=0

Ex
[
Zkδn

]
.

By (2) the second term is bounded uniformly in x ∈ E as n→ ∞. Moreover, by Lemma 5.6,

lim sup
n→∞

sup
y∈E

nPy
(
|T (2δn)| < ηn2, Zδn > 0

)
−−−→
η→0

0,

which leads to our result.

5.4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By the Gromov-weak convergence obtained in Corollary 5.4 and by
Lemma 5.7, the assumptions of Lemma 4.5 are fulfilled and hence

∀x ∈ E, nLx(T̄n) −−−−→
n→∞

h(x)L (Tb,π)

vaguely for the Gromov–Hausdorff-weak topology. Note that this convergence holds uni-
formly in x ∈ E. Since each T̄n has almost surely full support, this convergence also
holds vaguely with respect to the Gromov–Hausdorff–Prohorov topology, see for instance
[7, Remark 5.2].

Proof of Corollary 1.3. We start with point (i). Let F : X → R be bounded and continu-
ous for the Gromov–Hausdorff-weak topology and write

nEx
[
F (T̄n)1{Ztn>0}

]
= nEx

[
F (T̄n)1{Ztn>0,|T̄ (t)

n |>η}

]
+ nEx

[
F (T̄n)1{Ztn>0,|T̄ (t)

n |≤η}

]
.

By Point (i) of Theorem 1.2,

lim
η→0

lim
n→∞

nEx
[
F (T̄n)1{Ztn>0,|T̄ (t)

n |>η}

]
= lim

η→0
h(x)E

[
F (Tb,π)1{ht(Tb,π)>t,|T (t)

b,π |>η}

]
= h(x)E

[
F (Tb,π)1{ht(Tb,π)>t}

]
=

2h(x)

Σ2t
E
[
F (Tb,π)

∣∣ ht(Tb,π) ≥ t
]
.
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By Lemma 5.6, the second term can be bounded by

lim
η→0

lim sup
n→∞

nEx
[
F (T̄n)1{Ztn>0,|T̄ (t)

n |≤η}

]
≤ lim

η→0
lim sup
n→∞

n∥F∥∞Px
(
Ztn > 0, |T̄ (t)

n | ≤ η
)

= 0.

Combining the two estimates, dividing by the survival probability and using (7) leads to
the result.

We move on to point (ii). Let A be a continuity set for the free Brownian CRT
(P(Tb,π ∈ A) = 0) such that A ∩ {|X| ≤ η} = ∅ for η small enough. Then,

z0,n∑
i=1

Pxi(T̄n ∈ A) =
1

n

z0,n∑
i=1

nPxi(T̄n ∈ A) −−−−→
n→∞

⟨ν0, h⟩P(Tb,π ∈ A) (38)

since the initial particle configuration converges weakly and the probabilities converge
uniformly by the proof of Theorem 1.2. Viewing the forest as a point measure, standard
theorems for superposition of independent point processes, see [22, Theorem 11.2.V], show
that (38) is enough to deduce that

z0,n∑
i=1

δT̄n,i
−−−−→
n→∞

∑
i≥1

δTb,i

in distribution for the vague topology, where (Tb,i)i≥1 are the atoms of a Poisson point
process with intensity ⟨ν0, h⟩L (Tb,π). A simple adaptation of standard arguments would
show that, if (Ti)i≥1 are mmm-spaces such that |T1| > |T2| > . . . , the map

∑
i δTi 7→ (Ti)i≥1

from the space of locally finite point measures on X to the space of sequences of mmm-
spaces with non-increasing mass is a bijection. This bijection is continuous from the vague
topology to the product topology, provided that there are no ties in the sequence of masses,
which occurs almost surely for the Brownian CRT.

Acknowledgement

The author would like to thank Emmanuel Schertzer for many discussions on topics closely
related to the present work and for his comments on an earlier version of the manuscript,
Magdalen College Oxford for a senior Demyship, and acknowledges financial support from
the Glasstone Research Fellowship.

41



References

[1] Romain Abraham, Jean-François Delmas, and Patrick Hoscheit. A note on the
Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov distance between (locally) compact metric measure
spaces. Electronic Journal of Probability, 18:1–21, 2013.

[2] Louigi Addario-Berry, Nicolas Broutin, and Christina Goldschmidt. The continuum
limit of critical random graphs. Probability Theory and Related Fields, 152(3):367–406,
2012.

[3] David Aldous. The Continuum Random Tree III. The Annals of Probability, 21(1):248–
289, 1993.

[4] Søren Asmussen and Heinrich Hering. Strong limit theorems for general supercrit-
ical branching processes with applications to branching diffusions. Zeitschrift für
Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie und Verwandte Gebiete, 36(3):195–212, 1976.

[5] Søren Asmussen and Heinrich Hering. Limit Theory for Subcritical and Critical Pro-
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A Appendix

This appendix contains several elementary results on discrete planar trees.

Lemma A.1. The application

τ 7→
(
|w|,

(
Si(τ)

)
i≤|π(τ)|

)
is a bijection from Tk to the set⋃

π

N×
(
T|π1| × · · · × T|π|π||

)
,

where the union runs over all partitions of [k] whose blocks are made of consecutive integers,
but the partition π = {i}.

Proof. We construct the inverse of the map. Let π = (πi)i≤d be a non-trivial partition of
[k], n ≥ 0, and τ1, . . . , τd such that τi ∈ T|πi| and c1 + · · · + cd = k. Let w = (1, . . . , 1),
with |w| = n. We construct the tree

τ = {v : v ⪯ w} ∪
d⋃
i=1

{(w, i, v) : v ∈ τi}.

Quite clearly, w is the first branch point of τ , it has degree dw(τ) = d, and Si(τ) = τi for
i ≤ d.
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Lemma A.2. The application

τ 7→ (ℓi(τ))i≤k, (bi(τ))i<k

is a bijection from Tk to {(ℓ,b) ∈ Nk ×Nk−1 : bi < ℓi ∧ ℓi+1, i < k}.

Proof. Let (ℓ,b) ∈ Nk ×Nk−1 be such that bi < ℓi ∧ ℓi+1. We construct a tree inductively.
At the first step, τ1 = {v : v ⪯ v1}, where v1 = (1, . . . , 1) and |v1| = ℓ1. Suppose that τi
has been constructed. Let v be the right-most (in the planar order) vertex of τi at height
|bi|. Define vi+1 = (w, 1, . . . , 1) such that |vi+1| = ℓi+1, and set

τi+1 = τi ∪ {v : v ⪯ vi+1}.

Then, vi+1 is the i+ 1-th leave and vi ∧ vi+1 = w has height bi.

Lemma A.3. There exists Ck such that, for any finite planar tree T ,

Card{v = (v1, . . . , vk) ∈ T k : τv has fewer than k leaves} ≤ Ck|T |k−1 ht(T ).

Proof. Let Dk(T ) denote the quantity that needs to be bounded. The tree τv has strictly
less that k leaves if either τv1,...,vk−1

has strictly less than k − 1 leaves, or if τv1,...,vk−1
has

k − 1 leaves and vk ∈ τv1,...,vk−1
. In the fist case, vk can be any of the |T | vertices of T .

In the second case, vk needs to be one of the vertices of τv1,...,vk−1
. There are at most

(k − 1) ht(T ) such vertices and |T |k−1 possible choices for (v1, . . . , vk−1). Together, this
shows that

Dk(T ) ≤ |T |Dk−1(T ) + |T |k−1(k − 1) ht(T ).

A simple induction now proves the result, given that D1(T ) = 0.
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