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Abstract

We introduce an algorithm for generating a random sequehftagmentation trees, which we call the
ancestral branching algorithm. This algorithm builds aarécursive partitioning structure of a tree and gives
rise to an associated family of Markovian transition kesnvethose finite-dimensional transition probabilities
can be written in closed-form as the product over partittahted Markov kernels. The associated tree-
valued Markov process is infinitely exchangeable providedssociated partition-valued kernel is infinitely
exchangeable. We also identify a transition procedure ditipas, called the cut-and-paste algorithm, which
corresponds to a previously studied partition-valued Manrocess on partitions with a bounded number
of blocks. Specifically, we discuss the corresponding famitree-valued Markov kernels generated by the
combination of both the ancestral branching and cut-arstegaansition probabilities and show results for
the equilibrium measure of this process, as well as its @ssacmass fragmentation-valued and weighted
tree-valued processes.

1 Some preliminaries

A set partition Bof the natural numberX is a collection{B;, B, ...} of disjoint non-empty subsets &¥, called
blocks such thatJ; B = N. In general, we assume the blocksBaire unordered, but whenever we wish to
emphasize that blocks are listed in a particular order we\Bri= (B1, By, ...). Write & to denote the space of
set partitions oN.

ForB e 2 andb € B, #B is the number of blocks d@ and # is the number of elements bf We write 2K
to denote the space of partitionsMfwith at mostk > 1 blocks, i.e. 2 := {B € &2 : #B < k}. For a partition
B with blocks {By,B,...} and anyA C N, let B4 denote theestrictionof Bto A, i.e. Bja := {BiNA:i > 1}

(excluding the empty set). We writé? and @}P to denote the restriction ta of 22 and 22X respectively. In

particular, fom € N, 7, and 32[(,']‘]) are the restriction tn] := {1,...,n} of & and 2" respectively.

For eacm ¢ N, we define theleletionoperationD;, : 2% — 2V which acts on subsets df by removing{n}
from A, i.e. A— DpA = A\{n} for eachA C N. In general, forA,B C N non-empty,DgA:= A\B=A—-B=
ANBC. For eacn > 1, we define the deletion operation on partiti@, 1 : jny1 — |y in terms ofDp, 1 by
Dnn+1B =By = {Dns1b:b € B} foreveryB € #|,,4), and form < ndefineDpyp ‘= Dmmi10---0Dn_1pn. The
finite space$7|,,n > 1) together with all deletiofiDy n, m < n) and permutation maps, and their compositions,
defines arojective systerof set partitions.

A sequenc€B;,...) such thaB, € Py for eachn > 1 is said to beompatibleif B, = Dy 1Bn1 for each
n>1. AnyB € & can be represented as the compatible sequence of its fisiitetiens, (B, n > 1), and we
often writeB := (Bjjy,n > 1).
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1.1 Fragmentation trees

For any subseA C N, a collection of non-empty subsefsc 24, the power set of, is anA-labeledrooted tree
if

(i) A€ T, called theroot of T and denoted ro¢T ) = A, and

(i) A,BeT impliesANBe {0,A,B}. That is, eithe’A andB are disjoint or one is a subset of the other.

If T contains all singleton subsets AfT is called afragmentation tree Throughout the rest of this paper, the
word tree andfragmentationare both understood to mean fragmentation tree. We Wfitéo denote the space
of fragmentations of and.7 = Z4 to denote the space of fragmentation$Nof

As a collection of subsets & C N, the elements of € 7 are partially ordered binclusion That is, if
A B € T such thatA C B, then the interval$A BJ, (A, B], and[A, B) are well-defined subsets &f This partial
ordering induces a natural genealogical interpretatigchefelationships among the elements of a tree. For each
t € T, the subset arft) := (t,A] ;= {s€ T :t C s} denotes the set @ncestorsof t. Note that an@root(T)) = 0
and for each +# root(T), andt) has a least element denoted bytpa= minandt), theparentof t.

Conversely, except for the singleton element3 pkacht € T is the parent of some collection of subsets
of T, called thechildren of t, which is given by pal(t) := frag(t) := {t' € T : pat’) =t}. For finteAC N
andT € Za, frag(t) forms a non-trivial partition ot for each non-singleton € T. In particular, for each
finite subsetA C N and any tre€l € 7, the children of roqfT ) form a well-definedoot partition, denoted
Mt :=rp(T) := frag(root(T)). The fragmentation degreef T is given by maxr#frag(t), which may be
infinite. Fork > 1, we writeﬂA(k) to denote the collection of trees Afwith fragmentation degree at mdst

For any subseS C A, therestrictionof T € 74 to Sis defined byTjs:= {SNt:t € T} (excluding the empty
set), theeduced sub-treef Aldous [Z]. Recall the deletion operatid@s: 2 — 2" defined above byestriction
to the complement of. $or any treel € 4 andSC A, DsT :={Dgt 1t e T} ={tNS:t € T} = Tjang. We
use the notatio®nn,1 : Jhi1 — In to denote the operatioDn 1T = Tjin on trees. Note that the apparent
overloading oD ;1 as a function on bott¥,, ;; and 7,1 should cause no confusion as it is fundamentally
defined, in both cases, as a function on collections of salgét through the set operatiddy, 1.

As in the description of partitions af, any fragmentatiom € .7 can be expressed as a compatible se-
quence(Ty,n > 1) of reduced subtrees on the projective systermplabeled tree$.7,,n > 1) together with
deletion(Dmp,m < n) and permutation maps. Fore .7, we often writeT := (Tjjy,n > 1).

2 Summary of main results

Our main result is the description of an explicit random &athe for generating a sequence of fragmentation
trees and conditions under which this algorithm charazgsran infinitely exchangeable Markov processon
which turns out to be quite general. Later, we discuss a apsabclass of this family of tree-valued processes
for which we can establish the Feller property and exist@iassociated processes on mass fragmentations
and weighted trees. This subfamily can give rise to an idipiexchangeable process on, for example, binary
trees, which could have implications in certain areas dadriice for unknown phylogenetic trees. The asso-
ciated weighted tree-valued process may also be applitalziertain aspects of hidden Markov modeling in a
phylogenetic setting.



Previously, random algorithms, e.g. subtree prune-re¢8&®R), genetic algorithms, neighbor-joining, etc.,
have been described in the context of Markov chain MonteaQMICMC) and searching the space of trees in
the context of inference of unknown phylogenetic trees esgeFelsenstein [16] for an overview. In particular,
Evans and Winteii [14] study a tree-valued process based &PRralgorithm which is reversible with respect
to Aldous’s continuum random tree (CRT) [2]. Previouslydédis and Pitmar [3] studied a tree-valued process
based on SPR and its connection to the Galton-Watson process

Below we introduce a random algorithm, which we call #recestral branchingalgorithm, which is of
a different nature than those previously studied in thistexinand generates different sample paths on the
space of fragmentation trees than its predecessors. Thiggure admits an explicit expression for finite-
dimensional Markovian transition probabilities which isam intuitive form, and can be related to the notion
of successive partitioning of a set which is common in thelsiof fragmentation processes. We subsequently
show a construction of an infinitely exchangeable processhwévolves according to ancestral branching, as
well as connections to Poisson point processes, mass fragtioais and weighted trees.

2.1 Ancestral branching kernels

A Markov kernelon a sete/ is a collection{p(x,-) : x € <7} of probability distributions onz indexed by the
elements ofe. In particular, for anyA C N, a Markov kernel on7, is a collectionPa := {p(B,-) : B€ P} of
probability distributions orng?, indexed by the elements &Pa.

Let A C N be a finite subset such thaf# 2 and let{Ps: SC A} be a collection of Markov kernels on
Psforall SC A. GivenT € 74, a fragmentation o\, generate a new fragmentatidn e .7 by the following
procedure.

Ancestral Branching (AB) Algorithm

(i) PutF :={A}.
(i) Pick anybfromF such that# > 2.

(iii) Generaterg, from pb(I'IT‘b, -), the transition measure o#f,, with initial state given by the root partition of
the reduced subtrek,, independently of everything generated previously.

(iv) If i, =1y = {b}, discard and repeat step (iii) for otherwise, put‘l% = Th, i.e. define the children dj
in T’, frag(b), by the blocks ofr,.

(v) Removeb from F and add the blocks af, to F, i.e.F — (F —b) Ufrag(b).
(vi) If there is a non-singleton element Bf i.e. #{b € F : #b > 2} > 0, go to (ii); otherwise, stop.
If we assume for each C A that py(B, 1) < 1 for eachB € 2%, then fragb) is almost surely generated in a

finite number of steps in (iii) and (iv). By assumidgs a finite set, we have that the above algorithm runs in a
finite number of steps with probability one.

Henceforth, we shall assume the partition-valued kerfipi$-,-) : b C N} satisfy py(-,1p) < 1 for every
b € N. Under this condition, it is straightforward to show thag¢ #ibove algorithm culminates in a transition



probability Qa(T,-) on Za, which we can express in closed form by

Po (M, M)

QA(TvT/) = 1 A~ A 1\
beT":#b>2 1- pb(rlT‘b)lb)

(1)

the product of Markov kernels on the root partitions of théueed subtrees of all parents ©f conditioned to
be non-trivial, i.e. not the one block partitidg.

To see this, note that for eable T’ we generatﬂ% independently of all other random partitions generated
by this algorithm. Therefore, we can wri@, as a product ovefb € T’ : #b > 2} of conditional probabilities
]Pb(l'lt‘/b =mT =t), i.e.

Qa(t,t") = Ry(My, = T =1).

bet”:#b>2

From (iii) and (iv), we have that

0 . pb(rlt 77-‘5)
I-I 5= T =t)= rl ) I_I ’1 = #
Pl T 7| ) i; Pollhy: 76)Po(T 1o 1— po(My,, 1)

for eachb € t’, which gives us[{1). By a straightforward induction argutneme can easily show that the sum
of (@) over the elements afs equals one, and spbl(1) defines a Markov kerneban

We call any Markov kernel ot of the form [1) amancestral branching (ABMarkov kernel onZ,. Itis
clear that transition3 — T’ on 9 governed by an AB kerndéDa(-,-) can be generated according to the AB
algorithm by taking the transition probabilities in steip) o be thepy(-,-) used in the product of[1).

For A C N with 2 < #A < o, the form of [1) admits the recursive expression

n_ Pa(lr,Mr) /
QA(T,T ) = mbe 3 Qb(T|b>T‘b)7 (2)

which has an intuitive interpretation in terms of indepamndself-similar transitions on the space of reduced
subtrees of the children of the root ®f. The reader familiar with the literature on fragmentationgesses
may draw parallels to the usual description of a fragmemtagirocess in terms of successive partitioning of
fragments, see e.d.l[8,121]. Indeed, the specificatiof]ins(t&lated to this specification, but has the added
feature of including a Markovian dependence on the previtai® in a sequence of fragmentation trees, which
has not previously appeared in the study of tree-valuedegsas.

The Markovian branching algorithm in section]2.1 only regsiassociated”-valued transition probabil-
ities to be defined o’s\{1s} for eachSC A. However, in our treatment we always assume that we have a
family of transition probabilities which is well-defined dhe full space#’s and satisfieps(-,1s) < 1. This
distinction becomes necessary when we consider infinitetiiangeable processes of AB type later on.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In sedtionediscuss general conditions under which the
AB algorithm gives rise to an infinitely exchangeable treéised process. Sectidh 4 introduces an algorithm
on set partitions, theut-and-pastgCP) algorithm, and draws parallels to an infinitely excheatgie partition-
valued process i [11]. Sectiéh 5 shows some special piepeart the associated tree-valued process based on
the combination of both the AB and CP algorithms.



3 Infinitely exchangeable processes

Infinitely exchangeable random partitions and partitiatsed processes have been studied in some detail in
the literature. Eweng [15] first introduced his samplingnfata as a model in population genetics, which
was later studied as a process on set partitions by KingimZhadd several others. Coalescent processes
[13,/19,/20], fragmentation processes([5,16, 7, 21], fragatem-coalescence processes |4, 12], and other gen-
eral processes [11] are partition-valued processes fochwtonditions for infinite exchangeability have been
discovered. Given the form of the finite-dimensional tréosiprobabilities in[(1L) and its apparent relationship
to partition-valued processes, we study conditions undechnthis tree-valued process is infinitely exchange-
able.

3.1 Exchangeable ancestral branching Markov kernels

A collection of Markov kernel€ := {Qa(-,-) : AC N} on (Za,A C N) isfinitely exchangeablé for eachn > 1,
A,BC Nwith#A=#B=n, andt € 9,

Qalt,) = Qa(¢™(t).0"(-)) (3)

for every one-to-one injection map: A — B, where¢* : 95 — g is its associated injectio¥a — g. In
other wordsQg = Qa¢* 2, the distribution induced o by Qg and the injectionp. In this case, there exists
a mapoa : A— [n] such thatQa(+,-) = Qn(oa(-),0a(:)) =: Qnoa(:,-), theexchangeable transition probability
functionfor n.

We define thecanonical injection A— [n] as follows. Suppose, without loss of generality, that
{a1,...,an} with a; < ap < ... < a,. Then we define the canonical injection By : A — [n|,a — i. For
eachA C N such that A = n, we haveQa(-,-) = QnPa(-,-). Therefore, for a finitely exchangeable family of
Markovian transition probabilities, we need only specifiyamsition probabilityQn(-,-) on %, for eachn > 1.

Theorem 3.1.Let n> 1 and for each AC N with#A=nlet Qua(,-) be a branching Markov kernel ofia defined
by the family{P : SC A}, where R := {ps(B,-) : B € & = #s\{1s}}. Assume further that for every finite
A, B C Nwith#A =#B and injectiony* : Za — g, pa(1,1a) = ps(P*(m),1s). Then the familyfQa: AC N}

is finitely exchangeable if and only if the restricted cdilee {PS : SC N} is finitely exchangeable.

Proof. Let A C N be a finite subset arfd:= {Ps: SC A} be some family of Markov kernels on??s : SC A}.
From (1), the AB Markov kernel o, based orP is

pb(nT\b? n'ﬂ{))

Qa(T, T = _
beT":#b>2 1- pb(nT\wlb)

For A B C N with #A = #B and injection map : A — B with associated injectiopp* : . I5 — 95, we also
write ¢* to denote the associated injectiofy, — &g, which should cause no confusion since it is clear from
context to which we are referring.

Forn=2 andA,B C N such that & = #B = 2 with injection map¢ : A — B and associated injection
W Pa— Pp. Inthis case, #2, = #9%5 = 2 so that we can writdy, A, as the elements af2, with #A; = 1
and #A, = 2. Likewise, we writeB; and B, for one and two block (respectively) elements#g. Hence,
Y*(A) =Bjfori=12. Itisassumed thadg (¢*(11),1g) = pa(TT, 1a) for eachire Za. Hencepg(Y*(m),1g) =
pe(¥*(1m),B1) = Pa(7, A1) and 1— pg(P*(m),B1) = pa(Y*(1),B2) = pa(T,A2) = 1— pa(7,A1) and pg =
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pa 1 for #A = #B = 2. So{pa(-,-) : #A = 2} is exchangeable. Also,% = #7 = 1 implies fort € ),
Qal(t,t) = Qg(yw*(t), Y*(t)) = 1 trivially. So we have thafQa(-,-) : #A = 2} is exchangeable.

Now, fix n > 2 and suppose that for any p&irB C N with #A = #B < n and any injective magp : A— B
we have thaQg = Qa¢* L implies thatpg = pa¢*~* on 2. Now, considey*, B* C N with #A* = #B* =n+1
and lety : A* — B* be the unique injective mafy* — B* whose restriction té&\ — B corresponds tg. Write
w* . In — I for its associated injectio¥y — g+

Assume thaQa: = Qg-* and lett,t’ € Jx-. We have the following.

Pa: (M, My) )
() = A tip,t 4
Qn (t1) 1— pa-(Mt, 1a) bely: ZZQb( ° lb) @

= Qo(¢* ()b, ¢ (1)) (5)
1-ps: (nw 1g) bEM o ) #0>2 | |

p * I_I * I_I *(t/ * *(t/
_ P (Mg My ”) Qo (15 ¥ (1)) ©)

1- pB*(nl,U 1) bEM o ) #0>2

pB*(nw* nw* t/)) ,
= Qo(tp,t (7)
1- pB*(I'Iw 1e) bel'll{:_l#bzz (i)

which implies that
pa (L) pe (' (), g (7))
1-pa(mla) 11— pe(@*(m), 1)
for all one-to-one functiong* : Za- — Pg- and allm, W € Pa-\{1a } =: 4., which establishes that

pA*(T[, Tl[) = pB*(w*(n)7w*(#))

by assumption thapg- (¢*(+),1s-) = pa (-, 1a-) for all A*,B* such that A* = #B* and any injective mapping
y: A" — B*.

This establishes finite exchangeability fgua(-,-) : #A < n+1}. Induction implies this holds for ali > 1
and hence also implies finite exchangeability{ pi(-,-) : A C N,#A < oo}

The reverse implication is obvious. In fact, {iP : SC N} is finitely exchangeable, thepa(m,1a) =
pe(Y*(m),1g) for anyA, B with #A = #B and any injectiony* : #x — . So the additional assumption in the
statement of the theorem is implicit. O

Theoren 3.1 establishes a correspondence between aniieaif exchangeable Markov kernels &)
such thatpy(B,1,) < 1 for eachn > 1 and exchangeable ancestral branching Markov kernelsionFor
all practical purposes, it is sufficient to have an exchabligeMarkov process o). There are several
known results for exchangeable processes on the projeytstem( % ,n > 1), e.g. exchangeable coagulation-
fragmentation (EFC) process [4], the Gf-Markov process [11] which we shall call the cut-and-pasteess
in light of the exposition in sectidd 4, and any propertiethefinduced? -valued process associated with either
of these are of interest. As we see in secfiibn 5, the the aipante ancestral branching process lends itself to
certain extensions.



3.2 Consistent ancestral branching kernels

Let AC N. A family of Markov kernels{Qs: SC A} defined on the projective systen¥s: SC A} is consistent
ifforall @ #C C BC A t € Z andt* € Dog(t),

QeDc(t,-) :=Qs(t*,Dep() = Qc(t, ). (8)

In other words, for an C B and injection¢ : C — B with associated projectiog™ : 75 — ¢, we have

Qc=Qgp* L.

Theorem 3.2. Let Q:= {Qs: SC A} be a family of ancestral branching Markov kernels based onlkection
P:={Ps: SC A}. The family Q is consistent if eacly(gr, -) is consistent for allt such thatrt # 1s.

Moreover, if, in addition, p (7, es) + ps (1%, 1s ) = ps(T1, 1s) for every SC S* with #S=#S* — 1 and
everynme Ysandm e Dgg(n), then Q consistent impliess@, -) is consistent for all & A.

Proof. ForSC A andx € SNAS, write S := SU {x}.

SupposeQ is consistent anghs (1T, exx) + ps< (1T, 1sx) = ps(1T, 1s) for everyme Psand i € D;lg(n).
Then we show tha® is consistent by induction. F@C A such that £= 2, we have thats contains exactly
one element, which we dendig It is clear thaiQs(ts,ts) = 1 and for anyS* C A we have that

Z Q ('[* // ; Q '[* // pg(l'lt*,n)
t//

=1
teDgk(ts) M-, 1s)

&g 98

for anyt* € Jx by the fact thaQs: is a transition probability. By our assumption, we have

1-ps(Mee,1s) = Ps (Mg, 1) + [ps(Mt, 1s) — Psx (M, 1sx)]
neDng(l'It/)
ps(Mi, My ) + ps(My, 1s) = Ps (Mg, M) + ps(My, 1s)
meDg (My)
ps(Me,My) = ps (M=, 1),
meDg & (My)

andps is consistent withps for #S= 2 andS-.

Now, for eachSC A with #S= m < #A, assume thapr (-, ) is consistent for all C S, and letS* = SU {x}
for somex € AnNSC. Assumet,t’ € Jsand lett* € Dgg (t). For a partitionrT € &s andb € 1, write b* € 1* €



Dsg( 1) to denote the block off to whichx is added to obtaimr*. We have
Qs (t",t") = 9)
t"eDgg (1)
pS‘(nt*JTk) x4/ x4l pS((nt*>e9<) /
= == 2 t ot th ot ) + ——>-Qg(t,t') (10
Y o e, ] [Qultiy th) | Qo) + 7 =325 Qslt ) (1)

1 €Dg g (My) €Dy i (t,) bem:bAb

My, My,

- ey, J1, @l Y Qutheth) + X EN0s(tt) ()
H*EDS:LQ<( t’ qS< try LS bem t”EDE,éx(tfb) QS< try LS

= Pod[le, 1) Qb (ti,tip) + 7ps<(l'lt*,eg) Qs(t,t') (12)
DSk, qg(nt*,lsf) A, Oz (M, 1)

Ps<(M+, €1 Ps<(My-, 1) gs(My, 1s)

= tt) | =————<+ 13

Qslt.t) Os(Me1s) Dz(nt,)qg(”mls) ps(Me, M) 49

Here, [10) follows by noticing that the restrictiqg andt"b is unaffected unlesk = b* and thatt” ¢ Dgg (t"

can be broken down into a sum over € Dgé(l‘lt/) and a sum over trees in the inverse image of the reduced
subtreet,. Line (11) follows by bringing factors that do not dependadoutside of the sum. Liné¢ (12) follows
by the induction hypothesis th&, is consistent for alb C S. And line (13) follows by the recursive expression

of (@).

Consistency requires thﬁft,,eD Ly Qe t") = Qs(t,t') for all t* € Dg & (t) and hence we must have

ps (M-, ex) Ps (Mg, 1) as(M, 1s) _1

Os (M, 1sx) n*eDgé%mt/)qg(ﬂt*,lg) ps(Me, M)
above, which is equivalent to
M, 1
P (Mees) + 20 5 ps (e, T) = s (M. Is).
Ps{tle, Hy meDg (My)

Suppose thaf ;- .p 1, ) Ps(Mee, 1) # ps(Te, My, then

G5l 1) P (Mg, T°) # as(M, 1s)
ps(Mt, My) w5,
and
Ps<(Mt+, €ny1) Psc (M, T°) as(M, 1s) 21
O (M, 1s) D L) Os<(Me+, 1sc) ps(Me, M)

by the assumption thatr (-, -) is consistent for all C Sand our additional assumption. Hence, we conclude
that consistency oRs and Qs, along with our additional assumption, implies tht,-) and ps<(71*,-) are
consistent for alit € s with #1> 1 andrmr* € Dgé((n).

Reversal of the above argument shows that consistenpy(af -) for mwith #r > 1 is enough foQsto be
consistent in[(113). O

A priori, it is not obvious that either of the implicationstime above theorem must hold, and it is potentially
useful to know that a consistent family of partition-valueshsition kernels is sufficient to construct a consistent
family of tree-valued processes by the AB Algorithm, pr@ddhatp(B, 1) < 1 for everyB.
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Infinitely exchangeable kernels A tree-valued procesd;, j > 1) on.7 isinfinitely exchangeabli its finite-
dimensional distributions are both finitely exchangeabledveryn > 1 and consistent. More precisely, for
eachn > 1 let K, be a probability measure ofi, and letF := (F,,n > 1) be the family of finite-dimensional
distributions on(.%,,n > 1). The collection of space§Z,,n > 1) forms a projective system, i.e. for every
m < n and injection ma@mn : [ — [n], there is an associated projectipp,, - Zn — Im. The collection of
finite-dimensional measurésis infinitely exchangeabld for eachm < n and injection magmn

Fn=F, ,Tq_nl
That is, the measure induced 6f by ¢mn, Fn¢,’;jnl, corresponds té,.

A family of Markov kernels{pn(-,-),n > 1} is infinitely exchangeable ipm(t,-) = pn(t*, ¢, (-)) for all
m < nand injection map®mn : [m — [n] [L0]. Putting together theorerhs B.1 dnd] 3.2 we arrive at dition
for the infinite exchangeability of in terms of associated partition-valued Markov kernels. pamticular,
if {ps: SC A} are finitely exchangeable and consistent, @a(l,1s) < 1 for everyS, thenQ is infinitely
exchangeable and there is a unique transition mea3tren .7, the space of fragmentation treesNof such
that for everyn > 1 andt,t’ € .7,

Qr(tt) =Q (", {t" € T 1t =t'})

for anyt” e {t* :tﬁn] =t}. The coalescent process does not satisfy this conditicausedt becomes absorbed in
the one-block state almost surely, but other known prosedsge.g. exchangeable fragmentation-coalescence
(EFC) processes [4] amal,-Markov processes [11]. We now turn our attention togheMarkov process.

4 Cut-and-Paste algorithm

We now consider an algorithm for generating a random seguehset partitions. A special realization of this
algorithm has been presented|in|[11], which is calleddgf#larkov process for its connection to the paintbox
process of Kingmarl [18]. Here we outline a more general @hlgor which we call thecut-and-pastqCP)
algorithm, and we shall henceforth refer to the aforemeetip, -process by the more descriptive title aift-
and-pasteprocess with parameter, or CRv) process.

ForACN, let{R,: b C A} be a collection of probability measures 6, for eachb C A, and letu denote a
probability measure on an at most countable set of labelghwte without loss of generality take to be the set
of natural number®!. Given a set partitiont:= {m,..., Tk} € A, We generater € P, by the cut-and-paste
algorithm as follows.

Cut-and-Paste (CP) Algorithm
(i) Generate independent random partiti@as. .. ,Cy, where for eachi=1,...,k G :={Ci1,...,Cix } ~ Py
is a random partition of blockg of 1T, and we list the blocks d; in order of appearance.

(i) Generate independent random permutations. . , oy, where for eaclhh=1,... k g; is a uniform random
permutation of#C;| = [ki].

(i) Independently for each=1,...,k, generatam ;= (m; 1,...,m; x ) by drawing without replacement from
b 7k|
U (a size-biased ordering of the atomsigfand assigning labeth; ;) to blockG; j of C;.



(iv) Foreachl € N, putri = {Cjj : mj, =1}, the collection of blocks o€y, ...,Cy which are labeled in
step (iii).

(v) Putrr :={m :|1 € N}\{0}, the non-empty collection aff from step (v).

The name cut-and-paste is derived from steps (i) and (ivhisfdlgorithm which involve, respectively,
cutting (partitioning) the blocks aff independently according to some measure and then pastagylating)
blocks which are assigned the same label in step (iii). Tlosgrure can be synthesized in the form &baN
matrix, a generalization of the matrix construction of the(@) process in[[11], for ank = 1,2,... %, as
follows.

Letr,Cy,...,Ck, 01, ..., 0k My, ...,M be as above. Writegj(j) :=m ;) and(ma;) (1) :={j: m g(j) =
1} 1f (may)~1(I) = 0 then we WHLEC; (g )-1(1) = 0 in what follows. Then putt’ equal to the non-empty column
totals of the matrix

o C. C,
T (Cymoy)-11) Crmoyi2 -+ Crme-ij)
| Comoy11) Camoyi@ - Camey i)
& \Cmoyt1) Ckmogt2 - Ck(mao-1(j)

Thatisr :={m :1 =1,2,...}\{0} whererj = Uik:]_Ci.(mai)—l(U foreachl =1,2,....

The above procedure is pretty flexible, and the full extenproicesses which are generated in this way
remains to be seen. A particular process which arises dogotd a special case of the CP algorithm is the
CP(v) process where the measyueis assumed to be the uniform distribution ki for somek > 1. This
generates a tree-valued process, dbkeand-paste ancestral branchimqgocess, with some special properties,
which we now discuss.

5 Cut-and-paste ancestral branching processes

Above, we have studied the general formulation of both threestnal branching algorithm off and cut-and-
paste algorithm ot and have shown some general relationships between exdatdagad consistent Markov
kernels on partitions and their corresponding AB kernelsZanNe now turn our attention to a particular family
of partition-valued Markov processes which we previousiygied in [11]. First, we discuss some preliminaries.

Let Zm={(s1,%,...) i1 > >... >0, ;s <1} be the space atinked-mass partitiongors € Zp,
let X := (Xg,Xo,...) be independent random variables with distribution

Sj, j>1
Ps(Xi=j)=4q 1-21s% j=-1
0, otherwise.

The partition(X) generated bg throughX satisfies ~nx) j if and only if X; = X;. The distribution off1(X)
is written ps andM(X) is called thepaintbox based on.sFor a probability measure on &7y, the paintbox
based orv is thev-mixture of paintboxes, writtepy (-) := [ _ps(-)v(ds). Any partition obtained in this way
is an exchangeable random partitiomband every infinitely exchangeable partition admits a reprigtion as
the paintbox generated by someSeel[1] and[22] for more details on the paintbox process.

10



For any probability measure on L@r(,'f) ={se€ Pm:s;=0V] >k, ¥s; =1}, theranked k-simplex
let py(-) be the paintbox based anas described above. For eachr 1, define finite-dimensional transition

probabilities on@[(n'? by

ki (k—#B),)!
k—#B) LL

pn(B,B’;V) 1= Pv( ib) (14)
The collection(pn(+,-;v),n > 1) of transition probabilities characterizes an infinitelycleangeable Markov
process onZ?, called thecut-and-pasteprocess with parameter, CP(v)-process, under the usual deletion
operationDan : e@[m_l] — '@[n]- B— Dn7n+1(B) = BH”] [11].

The transition mechanism o characterized by the finite-dimensional transition pralias in (14)
admits the following useful construction. LBte 2, C:= (Cy,...,Ck) be i.i.d. p, paintboxes andr :=
(01,...,0k) be i.i.d. uniform random permutations [&f. Construct the matrix

Ca Cz cos Ck
B, C1701(1) NB1 C1701(2) nBy ... C1701(k) NB1
.Bz CZ,UZ(]-.) NBy C2.02(2.) NBy . CZ’UZ(&) N By . BACO
Bk Ck.ak(l) N By Ck,Uk(Z) NBx ... Ck,Uk(k) N By

We write CRB,C,0) := {U‘j;l(Bj ﬁCLo—j(i)),l <i< k} \0 to be the partition whose blocks are given by the
column totals oBNCY. This formulation corresponds to the finite-dimensionahsitions in[(I4) and can be
used in an alternate specification of the ancestral bragdigorithm based on these transition probabilities.

Forn> 1,k > 2 andv a probability measure oﬁr(#), let pn(-,-; v) denote the CPv) transition probability
on ,@[(n'? in (I4) andgn(-,-;v) = 1— pa(+,-;v) its complementary probability. The famifypn(-,-;v) :n>1}is
infinitely exchangeable and so defines a unique transitiobglility pa(-,-;v) on @,&” for eachA C N by
for #A < co andpa(-,-;v) = pn(-,-;v) otherwise.

Furthermore, fov non-degenerate &1,0,...,0) we have thapy(-,1p;v) < 1 for all b € N with #b > 1,
and sol(L) is well-defined and the results of sedtion 3 holghahticular, the7 -valued process induced by the
finite-dimensional transition probabilities {14) and timeastral branching algorithm is infinitely exchangeable.

For the AB algorithm based on the transition probabiliti€she CRVv) process, we can describe an alter-
native, though equivalent, formulation which is helpfulater sections.

5.1 Alternative construction of the cut-and-paste ancestl branching Markov chain

We introduce ajenealogical indexing systetm label the elements &f € Za (chapter 1.2.1 of Bertoin [8]) as
follows.

We write

U= JN"
n=0
to denote the infinite set of all indices, with conventiontthf = {0}.

11



For a fragmentation tre€, thenth generation off is the collection of children € T such that #an¢t) =
n—1. For eachu = (ug,...,Uy) = UUz---Uy € %, N is the generation ofi. Write u— := (up,...,Up_1) tO
denote the parent af andui := (u,i) := (ug,...,un,i) for theith child of u. As we are working in the context
of fragmentations of subsets b theith child oft € T is theith child to appear in a list when the elements of
frag(t), the children ot, are listed in order of their least element.

A Markov chain on.Z® which is governed by the same transition law as in the prevamction can be
constructed by genealogical branching proceduses follows.

Letk > 2 andv be a probability measure o which is non-degenerate ét0,...,0). ForT,T' € 7®),
the transitionT — T’ occurs as follows. Genera{&":ue %} i.i.d. p\sk) partition sequences, Whepé"> =
pv ® -+ ® py is the product measure of paintboxes based,cend{c" : u € % } i.i.d. k-tuples of i.i.d. uniform
permutations ofk].

Genealogical Branching Procedure

(i) PutMy = CP(Ny,B% 0?), the partition obtained from the column totals @ N (B®)°", as shown in
sectiorl 4;

(i) for AU e T/, putAY) equal to thejth block of CRMy,,,BY ¢") listed in order of least elements.

AU

In other words, eaclB" is an independeri-tuple of independent paintboxes basedwand we index this
sequence just as we index the vertices of a tree. Likewisth @dis an independerit-tuple (o7',...,0.) of
i.i.d. uniform permutations ofk]. The next statd’ is obtained fromT by a sequential branching procedure
which starts from the root and progressively branches thesaf the subtrees restricted to each child 6fThe
children of T’ are given by{ A", u € % } and for eacm > 1 the restriction tdn] of T isT‘fn] ={AN[n,ue Z}.

The genealogical branching procedure simultaneouslyrg@sesequences of trees Ghfor everyn > 1.
It should be plain that this construction is equivalent tattim sectiorl b since it uses the matrix construction
of the CRVv) transition probabilities om@/&"). The benefit to this construction is that it gives an explietipe
which will be employed in the proofs of various propertieghi$ process in later sections. For completeness,
we provide a proof that the finite-dimensional transitioalabilities of this process coincide wifh (15).

Proposition 5.1. Let T— T’ € .7 X be a transition generated by the above genealogical branchrocedure.
For n > 1, the finite-dimensional transition probability of the nested transition Ty — Tlfn] is

Po (M, M7 v)

Qn(T, T v) = -
n( ) o1, ap(Mr,, 1o v)

(15)

Proof. Write pn(+,-) = pn(+,-;v) andan(+,-) = an(+,-;v). Forn > 1, the branching of the root dlf"[n] given
for u(m) € % such thatu(m) = (1,...,1,0,...) andm s the smallestm > 1 such that
N——

u(m)

Tjm is given byAHn]

mtimes
A“(r]”) ¢ {[n],0}, i.e. the first non-trivial partition ofn] obtained by the above procedure. The distribution of the

I[n

branching of the root o ﬁn] givenT;, obtained in this way is

Pn(Mr, My )

i
iZopn(nT‘[n]’nT‘/["])pn(nT‘[n]’ln) = a7, 1) .
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By independence of the steps of the procedure, we can weta@istribution of the transitiom — T’

recursively as

Pn(M1,My/) )
1,7y = Pl ) T, TL).
T ) oh(M7,1n) L2 T 7% (e Tio)

Iterating the above argument yiel@s{15). O

5.2 Equilibrium measure

The form of Qn(T,T’;v) in (I5) is a product of independent transition probabditid the branching at the root
in each of the subtrees ®f. It is known that forv non-degenerate ét,0,...,0) € 2, pn(-,+;v) has a unique

equilibrium distribution for eacim > 1 [11]. Sincepn(B,B’;v) > 0 for everyn > 1 andB,B’ € L@[(n‘?, we have

that Q,(t,t’;v) > 0 for all t,t’ € 7% and so eaclQy(-,-;v) is aperiodic and irreducible for non-degenerate
Ve L@r(rlﬁ. The following proposition is immediate.

Proposition 5.2. Let v be a probability measure or?¥ such thatv((1,0,...,0)) <1 and let Q(-,-;v) be
the CRv)-ancestral branching Markov kernel, then there exists ajuaimeasurgn(-;v) on 7% which is

stationary for Q(-,-;v) for each n> 1.

It is easy to see that the above proposition can be genatatizgeneral Markov chains by modifying the
above condition o # (1,0,...,0) to statepn(B,B) > 0 for everyn > 1 andB € &, andpn(, ) is irreducible
for everyn > 1.

The existence gb,(+; v) and the finite exchangeability and consistenc®gf-,-; v) for eachn > 1 induce
finite exchangeability and consistency for the collectipp(-; v),n > 1) of equilibrium measures.

Proposition 5.3. Let (Qn(+,-),n > 1) be an infinitely exchangeable collection of ancestral brang Markov
kernels(T)) on (Z,,n > 1) and suppose for eacha 1 p,(-) is a unique stationary distribution for (-, -). Then
the family(pn(-),n > 1) is infinitely exchangeable.

Proof. ForT” € Fh.1
pns2(T") = Pn1(T*)Qnia (T, T")

T*€Ih1

by stationarity.

Let T’ € 7, and for I< m< nlet ¢ : [m — [n] be an injection with associated projecti¢t : T, — .
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Then

™) = Y T pa(THQ(THTY) (16)
T”E(ﬁ**l(T/) T”eq)**l(T')T*e%

(Png="H)(T")

-y 3 pn<T*>[

TETmTredp* 1(T)

Qn(T*,T”)] (17)

T//ed)*—l(T/)

Qn¢* (T, T")=Qm(T.T)

= E Qm(TyT/) Z Pn(T™) (18)
TETm Trep™1(T)
N—— —
pnd*~Y(T)
= 0@ (T)Qm(T, T). 19
Te}{/m(prﬁ )(T)Qm(T, T') (19)

The expression il (17) follows fromh (1L6) by changing the omesummation and noting that eadt € .,
corresponds to exactly offec .7y, through the mapping*; (18) follows from [17) by the consistency Q%(-, -)
for eachn > 1; and [19) follows[(I8) by the definition of induced measukésnce, the induced measymgp*—*
is stationary forQ,. By uniquenesspn¢* ! = pn, for every injective mapping : [m] — [n]. Hence,(p,,n > 1)
is an infinitely exchangeable family of measures(6f,n > 1). O

The existence of an infinitely exchangeable equilibrium sneap(-) on N-labeled trees,7, is a direct
consequence of the finite exchangeability and consistehityesysteni{pn(-),n > 1) shown in proposition 513
and Kolmogorov’s extension theoref [9]. In this case, thasneep(-) satisfies

pn(Th) =p ({T €7 T|[n] = Tn})

for everyn > 1.

The above results for the equilibrium measyre) apply specifically to the C®) ancestral branching
process under the condition thats non-degenerate &t,0,...,0) € @,ﬁi‘%

Corollary 5.4. For v non-degenerate 4t,0,...,0) € @,ﬁl‘), the collection of stationary measurgs(-;v),n >
1) in proposition5.2 is infinitely exchangeable.

Although the existence of a unique stationary measureZdf is implicit in the construction of the tran-
sition at the beginning of this section, the form of the firdimensional and infinite-dimensional stationary
measure remains unknown. Note that, though the transitioimapilities [[1) are conditionally dfagmentation
type i.e. givenT andb € T’ the children ofb are distributed independently of the restTdf the equilibrium
measure need not be of this form. Furthermore, it is of isteréhether or not some subclass of the(CP
ancestral branching Markov chains is reversible and, iisder what conditions this property holds.

5.2.1 Continuous-time ancestral branching process

An infinitely exchangeable collectiof@Q,,n > 1) of ancestral branching transition probabilities can be eanb
ded in continuous time in a straightforward way by defining Ktarkovian infinitesimal jump rates(-,-) on
I by

N[ AQK(T, T, T#T
(T, T) = { 0, otherwise, (20)
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for someA > 0.

Definition 5.5. A process T.= (T (t),t > 0) is an ancestral branching Markov process if for eack 1, the
restriction Ty, = (T (t),t > 0) is a Markov process oi¥, with infinitesimal transition ratesq(-, -).

A process onZ7 whose finite-dimensional restrictions are governedogan be constructed by running a
Markov chain onZ, governed by[(15) in which only transitiois— T’ for T # T’ are permitted, and adding
a hold time which is exponentially distributed with meafXL— Ar,(T,T)]. The following proposition is a
corollary of theorems 3|1 and 3.2.

Corollary 5.6. For measurev on 2% the collection(Ry,n > 1) of finite-dimensional Q-matrices based on
(20) are consistent.

The existence of a continuous-time process with embeddag fthain governed by (15) is now clear by
the corollanf 5.6 and the discussion at the end of seCiion 3.

Theorem 5.7. There exists a continuous-time Markov proc€Bg&),t > 0) on.7 ¥ governed by ® such that
QUT.T)=Q (T {T" e 7U:Tjfy =T,

foreach ™ e {T* e 70 : Ti, =T}

Proof. Corollary[5.6 establishes that the finite-dimensional itésimal jump rategr,,n > 1) is finitely ex-
changeable and consistent. Kolmogorov’s extension thearglies the existence & with finite-dimensional
restrictions given byr,,n> 1). Furthermore, for each> 1 andT € 7, 1—rp(T,T) =A(1-Qn(T,T)) <A <
o s0 that the finite-dimensional paths are cadlag for eaathich implies the paths ofT (t),t > 0) governed
by Rare cadlag. O

The transition rates above are defined in terms of a colleatfanfinitely exchangeable transition proba-
bilities (Qn(+,-),n > 1). If Qn has unique equilibrium measupé-), then so does its associated continuous-time
process. We have the following corollary for the stationagasure of the continuous-time process.

Corollary 5.8. Let(T(t),t > 0) be a continuous-time process governed by an infinitely exgdwble collection
(Qn,n > 1) of ancestral branching transition probabiliti]). Further suppose that for each>a 1, Q, has

unique equilibrium measurg, and the characteristic measure Q ¢f has unique equilibrium measupeas in

proposition5.8. ThefT (t),t > 0) has unique equilibrium measure

For our purposes, we now restrict our attention to théugBubfamily of ancestral branching processes on

7K with v some measure o@r(#) for somek > 1. We index transition measures and stationary measures by
v to make this explicit. As we show, the QP associated ancestral branching process is a Feller pranéss
has an associated mass fragmentation process.

5.3 Poissonian construction

A consequence of the above continuous-time embedding analtérnative specification of the cut-and-paste
ancestral branching algorithm given in section| 5.1 is yettlaer alternative construction via a Poisson point
process.
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LetP={(t,B':uc %)} CR" x [uex [[1'212¥] be a Poisson point process with intensity measure
dt® A Quey P, wherep is the product measure, ® -+~ p, on M., 2®. So for each(t,B") € P,

BY:=(BY,...,By) € r]‘j;l 2K is distributed asp\gk) and is labeled according to the genealogical index system
of sectiof 5.1L.

Construct a continuous time ©P-ancestral branching Markov process as follows. tet.7 X be an
infinitely exchangeable random fragmentation tree. Foneae 1, putT;; (0) = 1, and fort >0

e if tis not an atom time foP, thenT|y (t) = Ty (t—);

e if t is an atom time folP so that(t,B" : ue %) € P, generates := (0" :u€ %) € [uew [ﬂ‘leyk],
an i.i.d. collection ofk-tuples of uniform permutations gk]. PutT :=T(t—) andT’ equal to the tree
constructed fronT, {B": u € % } ando through the function C@,-,-) which is described in sectign 5.1.
If Tﬁn] # T, PUt Ty (1) = T|fn]; otherwise, puljy (t) = T (t—).

Proposition 5.9. The above process T is a Markov process with transition matrix @ defined by theorem
5.7.

Proof. By the above construction, for evemy> 1 andt > 0, T () evolves according tg) in (20),Dmn Ty (t) =
Tim(t) for all m<'n, and Ty (t) € DH:[L)(THn] (t)) for all p>n. Hence, the restrictiof;;; is a Qy-governed
Markov process for eadan> 1 and the result is clear by consistencyQjf. O

By ignoring the arrival times in the above Poissonian camsion and looking only at the embedded jump
chain, we obtain a discrete-time process which evolvesrdopto the CPv)-ancestral branching algorithm
of sectior Z2.11.

5.4 Feller process

In [11] we show that the cut-and-paste process with finiteettisional Markovian jump rates corresponding

to the transition probabilities in_(14) is a Feller processdeed, we now show that the ancestral branching
Markov process ot which is induced by the Q®) Markov process is also Fellerian, but we first need some
preliminaries.

Define the metrid : .7 x 7 — R* by
d(T,T'):=1/max{ne€ N: Tjpy =Ty}, (21)
for everyT, T’ € .7, with the convention that /o = 0.
Proposition 5.10. d is a metric on7.
Proof. Positivity and symmetry are obvious. To see that the triamggquality holds, 1eT, T',T” € .7 so that

d(T,T’) = 1/afor somea > 1. Now suppose that(T,T”) = 1/b > 1/a. Then the triangle inequality is trivially

satisfied. Ifd(T,T”) = 1/b < 1/athenT = Tlﬁ)] forb>aandT, = Tﬁa] but Tjjatq) # Tlfa+1] by assumption.

Henced(T’,T”) = 1/a and the triangle inequality holds. O

Proposition 5.11. (.7,d) is a compact space.
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Proof. Let (T1,T2,...) be a sequence ii¥. Any elementT € .7 can be written as a compatible sequence
of finite-dimensional restrictionsT := (Tjjy, Tz,...) = (T1,T2,...). The setF; is finite for eachn, and so
one can extract a convergent subsequefé®, T(?,...) of (T1, T2,...) by the diagonal procedure such that
d(TO, TW) < 1/min{i, j} forall i, j. O

Lemma5.12.Cs:={f: 7 - R:3IneNs.t. dT,T')<1/n= f(T)= f(T')} is dense in the space of con-
tinuous functions” — R under the metrip(f, f') :=sup,c 5 | f (1) — /(7).

Proof. Let ¢ : .7 — R be a continuous function. Then for every- 0 there existsi(¢) € N such thatr,o € .7
satisfyingd(t,0) < 1/n(¢) implies|¢ (1) — ¢ (0)| < €.

For fixede > 0, letN = n(¢) and definef : 7 — R as follows. First, partitionZ into equivalence classes
{te 7 N =t} for eacht € 7. For each equivalence clads choose a representative elemertU and
put f(u) := ¢ (0) for all u € U. For anyt € .7, lett denote the representative tofbtained in this way. Hence,
f(t) = f(t') = f(f) for all t,t’ such thad(t,t’) < 1/N and f € C;. Thus,

O —o(D=[0(T)—¢(1)|<¢

by continuity of¢ and
p(f.9)=sup [f(1)—¢(1)[ <€,
which establishes density. O

Let P; be the semi-group of g,-branching Markov procesE(-), i.e. for any continuoug : T8 4R
Peg (1) :=Ecp(T(1)),
the expectation o (T (t)) givenT (0) = 1.

Corollary 5.13. A CP(v)-ancestral branching Markov process has the Feller properé.

e for each continuous functiog : .7® — R, for eacht € # one has

I- ]P ==
tlio“ t¢(r) ¢(T),
e forallt >0, 7+— Pt¢(T) is continuous.

Proof. The proof follows the same line of reasoning as corollaryid.[11]. Let ¢ be a continuous function
T8 S R.

Forg e Cy, limyoP1g(1) = g(T) is clear since the first jump-time @f(-) is exponential with finite mean.
Denseness o establishes the first point.

For the second point, let> 1 andt, 7’ € .Z7® such thatd(t,7’) < 1/n, i.e. Ty = r"[n]. Use the same
Poisson point proced®, as in sectiof 5|3, to constru€t-) andT’(-) such thafl (0) = T andT’(0) = 7. By
construction, Ty = T/, andd(T(t), T'(t)) < 1/nfor all t > 0. Hence, for any continuoug, T — Py is

: ]
continuous. O
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By corollary[5.18, we can characterize the (@Rancestral branching Markov proceSg(t),t > 0) with
finite-dimensional rate@n(-,-;v),n > 1) by its infinitesimal generata¥ given by

9(Hm = [ 1= 1(0Q(r.dr)
for everyf € Cs.

Our proof of the Feller property for the CP)-ancestral branching Markov process makes use of the Pois-
sonian construction of the previous section. In light ofgpecification of the cut-and-paste algorithm in section
M4, it is straightforward to see that we can construct a gé@enat-and-paste ancestral branching process via a
Poisson point process by slight modification, and the varfmoperties shown for the C¥)-ancestral branch-
ing process herein may also apply to general cut-and-pastestal branching processes. This is beyond the
scope of the current paper, as we are principally intereistexstablishing properties of the QB-ancestral
branching process off ¥,

6 Mass fragmentations

A mass fragmentationf x € R™ is a collectionM of masses such that

(i) xe My and
(ii) there aremy,...,mg € My such thalz};lm <xand

We write.#y to denote mass fragmentationsxoEssentially, a mass fragmentationxa$ a fragmentation tree
whose vertices are labeled by masses such that the chilfleemestex comprise a ranked-mass partition of its
parent vertex. The case where childdgny, ..., m¢} of a vertexm satisfyzﬁ‘:lm < mis called adissipative
mass fragmentation. Herein, we are interestedonservativemass fragmentations which have the property
that the children{my, ... ,m} of every vertexm € My satisfyzg‘:lmi =m. Itis plain that.#y is isomorphic

to .1 by scaling, i.e.#x = x.#, and so it is sufficient to study#;. See Bertoin[[B] for a study of Markov
processes o, calledfragmentation chainsHere we construct a Markov process.@fi which corresponds
to the associated mass fragmentation valued process ofthe-@ncestral branching Markov process.@,
which has been studied in previous sections.

Definition 6.1. A subset AC N is said to have asymptotic frequentyf

A= lim PAQIN)

n—oo n

(22)

exists.

A partition B= {B1,B,,...} € & is said to possess asymptotic frequefi@{| if each of its blocks has
asymptotic frequency and we writd|| := (||By|,...)" € Zm, the decreasing rearrangement of block frequen-
cies ofB. According to Kingman'’s correspondence [[19], any infiritekchangeable partitioB of N possesses
asymptotic frequencies which are distributed according wherev is the unique measure o, such that
B~ py.
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6.1 Associated mass fragmentation process

Fix k > 2 and letv be a probability measure o@,(r'f). Let ///l(k) ={u € A1 :#A < kfor everyA € u} be the

subspace of conservative mass fragmentations of 1 suchabbf c u ¢ ///l(k) has at mosk children.

Construct a Markov chain onf/l(k) as follows. Foru e //ll(k), the transitionu — [ € ///l(k) is generated
by an i.i.d. collectionS:= {s': ue %} of v(X mass partitions, i.e := (&,...,8) € [, 2 is an i.id.
collection of mass partitions distributed according/tands” is independent of’ for all w# v, andX := {cg":
ue % }i.i.d. k-tuples of i.i.d. uniform permutations ¢.

(i) Write p:={p":ueZ}andji:={":ue %}.
(i) Putfi® =1, the root offi.

(iii) Given iV € fi1, put 1 equal to thejth largest column total of the matrix

AUpt (RS gy B gy e BUHS Gug
AURE | RS gy BUHPS gy o HUHS g
pip ﬂu“kqiaf(l) ﬂu“k$,a;(2) ﬂu“kszowk)

o I ! .
e Y= (z!‘:1 u“u'#UiU(m),m: 1,..., k)j ,whereu?®, ... uk correspond to the mass fragmentation of
the root ofu.

Definition 6.2. For a fragmentation tree E .7, we writeM(T) to denote the associated mass fragmentation of
T, i.e. the mass fragmentation bbbtained by replacing each child of T by its asymptotic festpy, if it exists.

Theorem 6.3. Let T := (T,,n > 1) be a CRv)-ancestral branching Markov chain with transition measure
Q(-,-;v) on.7®  with initial distribution M some infinitely exchangeable measure@nLet y := (i, n > 1)

be the Markov chain oo%/l('q generated from the above procedure, thé(il') = & 1. Moreover, the transition
measurel (-, -; v) for u is given by

A, p'5v) = Q(Ty, MY (1);v)

where T, is any element d¥1~%(u) == {T € 70 : M(T) = pu}.

Proof. Fix k> 2 andv a probability measure oﬁ,(#). ForT ~ Q(-,-;v) we have that for every > 1 andt € T,,
the set of children(ts,... tn} of t forms an exchangeable partition fff C N given T,_; and so possesses
asymptotic frequencift|| almost surely by Kingman'’s correspondence.

The alternative construction of the Markov ch&inwith transition measur€(-,-;v) constructed in sec-
tion[5.1 can also be constructed as follows. Bet {s':u e %} be the collection of mass partitions in the
construction at the beginning of this section. Giv&rgenerateB := {B":ue€ %} € [yew [|‘|ik:1 @(k)] by
letting BY := (BY,...,B}) andB} ~ ps: independently of all otheB). Constructed in this wayB" :ue % } is

a collection of i.i.d.p\(,k) partitions whose asymptotic frequencies satj@j“ = s‘JJ almost surely. Furthermore,
the unconditional distribution of ead is p\gk).
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Next, we letX := {g" : u € % } be a collection of i.i.dk-tuples of i.i.d. uniform permutations ¢&] and
generate transitions & from the alternative construction of sectibn]5.1 basedzamd {B": u € % } and
generate a Markov chaipg on .#; based oz andS. Then we have th& is a Markov chain with transition

measureQ(-,-;v) on (3("),0 (Unzl ,%(k)» and, furthermore, by the above construction, we have tteat th
associated mass fragmentation cHgfi(il') := (M(Ty),n > 1) is equal tou almost surely.

By the three step construction of transitions.@ at the beginning of this section, it is clear thais a
Markov chain. Hence, the functiasl(T) is a Markov chain and so the result of Burke and Rosenblait [10
states that it is necessary that the transition measuy&(@f) satisfies

Quimntiv)= [ | QTndy

M ()
for all Tne M—Y(m) :={T € 7 : M(T) = m}.

Finally, sinceM(T) = u almost surely, we have that the transition measuef u on .#; satisfiesA =
vt O

Corollary 6.4. The associated mass fragmentation prodd$¥’) exists almost surely.

6.2 Equilibrium measure

As in sectior 5., supposeis non-degenerate ét,0,...,0) € (@,%(). Theoreni 514 states that a Markov chain
T := (Ty,n> 1) governed byQ(-,-; v) possesses a unique equilibrium meag(ev). The following theorem
follows immediately from this fact and from theorém16.3.

Theorem 6.5. Let v be a probability measure o@,(#) such thatv((1,0,...,0)) < 1. The mass fragmenta-
tion chainy := (un,n > 1) on .#; governed by ®1~(-,-;v) possesses a unique stationary measiev).

Moreover, foru € ///(k),
(p;v) =p(M(1);v)

wherep(-;v) is the unique equilibrium measure of Q,v) on.7 ) from corollary[5.2.

Proof. Let u be a Markov chain ooz with transition measurg (-, -; v) governed by the transition procedure at
the beginning of sectidd 6. By theorém16.3 we have that QM ! whereQ(-,-; v) is the transition measure of
the CRv)-ancestral branching Markov chain oi® with unique equilibrium measure(-;v) from corollary
5.4.

Furthermore, it is shown in theordm 6.3 thais equal in distribution to the associated mass fragmemtati
chain of a Markov chain ot % governed byn(-, -;v). Hence, we have

ptiv)= [ QrTiv)p(an
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and fory’ € .1

PM M (W5v) = p[M H(p);v]
= / Q(t,dt;v)p(dt;v)

44
- /j Q(nM*(u’):v)p(dr:v)
QM (u, u';v)pM (du)

A(p, 1’5 v)pMH(dp)

which shows thaf := pM~! is stationary forA. O

6.3 Poissonian construction

Just as the C)-ancestral branching process 6if*) admits a Poissonian construction, which we showed in
sectior 5.8, so does its associated mass fragmentatioaevgrocess, which we now show.

Let v be a probability measure ¥ LetS= {t,s"):ueZ} CR" X[uew [ﬂi“:l L@,(T'?] be a Poisson
point process with intensitgt © A ® .4, V¥ for someA > 0 wherev¥ := v® .- @ v is thek-fold product
measure ok, 2% ands' = (&,...,8) € k., 2 for eachu € % .

Construct a Markov procegs := (U(t),t > 0) in continuous-time on#; as follows. Letuy be a mass
fragmentation drawn from some distribution .o . Putpu(0) = o and
e if tis not an atom time fo§, u(t) = u(t—);

e if tis an atom time fof5, generate; := {o" :uc % } whereg" andg" are independent for all# wand
o':=(0f,...,0) is ani.i.d. sequence of uniform permutationgldffor eachu € 7. Given(t,s") € S,
oYandu(t—) ={u":ue #}, putu(t) ={f":ue %} where

1) i°=1and

2) givenfiY, put fi¥/ equal to thejth largest column total of the matrix
e P T P R e T
B | IS gy B gy - B gy
i ﬂu“k$7a‘f(l) ﬂu“kia;(z) ﬂuuk$:70|:’(k)

e iU = (z};lﬂuu‘#wm),m: 1,...,k> .

J

Theorem 6.6. LetT := (T (t),t > 0) be a CRv)-ancestral branching Markov process from secfion 5.2.1 and
let X := (X(t),t > 0) be the Markov process an7; generated from the above Poisson point process, then
M(T) =g X.
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Proof. Letk € N andv be a measure oﬂr(r'f).

Let S= {(t,8") :ue Z} C R" X [uew [|‘|ik:l 32,(7']‘)] be a Poisson point process with intensity®
A Queq VIV for someA > 0 as shown above and It := (X(t),t > 0) be the process ow#; constructed
above. GiverS generatd® := {(t,BY) :uc %} C R X [yew [|‘|ik:1 @(k)] where for eacht,s':ue %) e S
we letBY:= (BY,...,BY) € M., 2" be ak-tuple of partitions such th&! ~ ps for eachi = 1,...,kand all
components are independent. Thus, we haveRlisg Poisson point process BT x [Tucs [T, 2®] with
intensity measurelt ® A Qucy p\(,k). GivenP and S, generate := {o": u € %} independently oP andS

such thato" ando" are independent for all # w and eacto" = (o7, ...,0) is an i.i.d. collection of uniform
permutations ofk].

LetT := (T(t),t > 0) be the process o ¥ constructed fronX andP, as shown in sectidn 8.3, so ttiats
a CRv)-ancestral branching Markov process. LikewiseXet (X(t),t > 0) be the process am7; constructed
from X andSshown above.

Now for allt >0, letT(t—) = 1. ThenT(t) = T where

k
fwzf“m(u<rin8r:qu<,->>)
i=1

foreachue 7 andj =1,... kwhich has asymptotic frequency

k k
IIT“IIi;IIT'IIIIBi‘faiu(,-)II=u“izlu'§“piu(,-) a.s.

Hence we have that = M(T) a.s. in this construction and go=_¢ M(T). O

Corollary 6.7. The proces$/(T) := (M(T(t)),t > 0) exists almost surely.

7 Weighted trees

A weighted treds a fragmentation tree with edge lengths. We wiite= .7 x (R* )% to denote the space
of weighted trees; i.e. eache 7 is a pair(T, {tp : b € T}) consisting of a fragmentation tr@eand a set of
edge lengths corresponding to each edge of the tree withaieention that, =0 if b ¢ T. We prefer the
term weighted tredo the alternativdragmentation proceswhich is generally thought of as a non-increasing
sequence of random partitions Bf B := (B(t),t > 0), indexed byt € R*, i.e. B(t) < B(s) for allt > s. By
referring to these objects as weighted trees, we hope toa@sigell € .7 as an object, rather than a process. In
this way, our construction of a Markov process. @i is naturally interpreted as a random walk on this space
of objects with only one temporal component, that being hawpwocess orZ (¥ evolves in time.

In sectionb we introduce the C®) family of AB transition probabilitieQ,(T,-;v) for eachk > 2, T €

79 andv a probability measure o@,ﬁl‘). The results of sectidd 3 ahd b.2 establish the existencéransition
measureQ(T,-;v) on .7 ¥ with infinitely exchangeable stationary measp(g v).

We now construct a transition probability oi¥. Let T = (T,{t,: be T}) € ¥ and generatd” =
(T' At :beT'}) e 2 by the following two-step procedure.
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Ancestral Branching with edge lengths Algorithm

(i) Generatel’ from Qn(T,-;Vv);

(i) givenT’, generate eadij from an exponential distribution with rate param@q[)(l‘lﬂb, 1y;v) (i.e. mean
1/60p(Mr,, 1p; v)) independently for eache T', for some6 > 0.

This procedure yields a transition densityﬁﬂk) given by

dn(-r_7-F/’ V) = I_l epb(nT‘b, I-IT’ . ) thQb(ﬂT‘b 1p; V)dtb (23)
beT’

The purpose of choosing each waiting titheo be an exponential random variable with paramét@(l‘lﬂb, 1p;v)
is to ensure the consistency of the process under restrictio

ConsiderT = (T,{t,:be T}) andT* = (T*,{t; : be T*}) such thafl* ¢ D, n+1(T)' ThenT* has a vertex
AU{n+ 1} with children{n+ 1} andA € T. This is the branch of on which the lea{n+ 1} is attached.
Denote this vertex b* € T* and require that; =t, for b ¢ {A*, A} andty. 4+t = ta. We denote b)Dn L)
the set ofT* satisfying these conditions.

Consistency requires that for a tréé~ Q. 1(T*,-; v), the restrictiorl’ := Tﬁ’] is distributed aQn(T* i V)-

Proposition 7.1. Letv be a probability measure o n>1,T ¢ =7+1 andT” ~ Quy1(T*, V). Then the
restriction T’ := Tﬁ’] is distributed an (T, V).

>

Proof. Let T* = (T* {t; :be T*}) € +1 ) andT” = (T" Aty :beT"}) e By construction ofn(-,; V)
on %( for eachn > 1, we have tha ” ~ Qn( n VY ) and the induced process on boolean trees is consistent.

Lett,, denote the length of the root edge™f and consider the length of the root edge of the restriction
Tﬁ’] denotedty. If Myr # eny1, thent) =1t ,. Otherwise,t; =t , +t. Hence,t) ~ 7+ 'l wheret
and 1’ are, respectively, independent exponential random Jasabith parameter€q,,1(Mt+,1,,1;v) and
Qqn(I'ITH*n] ,1n;v) for someb > 0 andA := {My» = e,+1}, the event that the children of the rdatt+ 1] in T” are
[n] and{n+ 1}, is independent of and1’.

For notational convenience, we drop the dependence and writeqy(-,-) = 0y(-,-;Vv) for anyb C N,
likewise for py(-,-; v), whereq, andp, are defined in sectidd 4.

An exponential random variable with rate parameter- O has moment generating functiefy (t) :=
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A /(A —t). The moment generating function jfis

Eet(T+T/]IA> —
= EdTEd"la (24)
O0n+1 (M7, 1n1) T i i
= E(eTAA)P(A) +E (T1A|A° ) P(AC 25
B Tt LB (€7 IA) P(A) + 5 (@758 (A @5)
__8an1(M7+,1n41) | Poya(Mre,€nia) an(I'ITH*n],ln) 1 Pni1(Mr+, €nt1) (26)
O0n 1 (M7=, 1n1) —t _Qn+1(nT*71n+1) GQH(HTH*H] ;1n) —t On+2(M1+, 1ny1)
00 (M7, dnya) [ Prea(MTe €ni0)80n(Mre s 1n) + Ans (M7, Ini2) (Bn(My  1n) — 1)
© 00n1(Mr+,1ny1) —t I Qn+1(r|T*,1n+1)(9(31n(r|'|"’[‘n]a1n) —t)
Prr1(M7+,€n41) (600 (M1x ,17) —1)
_ [n] (27)
On+a(Mrs, 1n+1)(9qn(nTﬁn] ;1n) — 1)
00n+1(Mr+,1nt1) On+2(Mr+, 1ns1) an(I'ITI[*n] ,1n) =t (Mr+, 1ns)
© 80ns1(M7+, Ingg) —t An+1(M7+, 1n+1) (O0n (M1, 1n) — 1)
tPnra(M1+,€nta)
L 28
2T L) @(r, 1) 1) )
_6Gna(M7, 1nya) On2(M7, 1n+1)GQn(nT|[*n] ,1n) — th(nTl[*n] ,1n) 29)
O0n 1 (M7=, 1n1) —t Onya(Mrs, 1n+1)(GQH(nTﬁn] ;1n) — 1)
O0n(Mt: ,1n)
[[n] (30)

an(nwn] 5 1n) —t
the moment generating function of

Line (24) follows by independence af 1’ andA; (25) uses the tower property of conditional expections;
(28) substitutes explicit expressions for the expressiof2i); [28) is obtained froni_(27) by canceling terms in
the numerator](29) follows$ (28) by fact tmft(l'lwn],ln) = Ont1(Mt+,1ns1) — Prra(Mr+,€nr1) by consistency
of (I4); finally, (30) is obtained by simplifying the express (29).

By the branching property @ (-,-;v) we have that the restrictiofy;, is distributed a@n(f'fn],-; v). O

_ Finite exchangeability is immediate by inspecting the fafn@3). The existence of a transition density on
7 X is once again immediate by Kolmogorov’s theorem.

Theorem 7.2. There exists a transition densi€y(-,-;v) on T® whose finite-dimensional restrictions are given

by (23).

The above process on weighted trees for thé\GRincestral branching process gi¥ is straightforward
to construct, mainly due to the restriction to trees with armied number of children, i.e. each parent can
have no more thak > 1 children. For this reason, we do not run into issues in oaci§ipation related to the
accumulation of an infinite number of partition events. Or band, this restriction makes the existence of the
above process uninteresting probabilistically as weigésiur attention to only a finite number of events. On
the other hand, this provides an explicit, easily impleradnprocedure for generating a random sequence of,
for example, binary trees, which could be of interest inaiarapplications.
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8 Discussion

Here we have shown an explicit construction of a Markov pgean.7 and &2 via, respectively, the ancestral
branching and cut-and-paste algorithms, and under whaitimms the AB algorithm characterizes the transition
probabilities of an infinitely exchangeable tree-valueacpss. There is potentially a wealth of interesting work
that can be done by exploring this family of processes in rdetail. We provide some details on the ancestral
branching process associated with the transition prakabilof the cut-and-paste process with parameter
wherev is a measure on the rank&dsimplex. In this case, the associated tree-valued prosesssiricted

to 7. A process based on a more general form of the cut-and-plgigtlam, which is not restricted to
trees with a bounded number of children, could be intergdtirstudy. However, the case that we study is also
interesting, in particular in the case whére 2 and we have an infinitely exchangeable process on the space o
binary trees.

For the parametric subfamily of the QB -process withv = PD(—a /k, a), the finite-dimensional transition
probabilities onZ? for n> 1, a > 0 andt,t’ € F? is given by

2per, ,(BAB')
bel‘l!/_:Jszz per, B—2pey, ,B’

where peg B represents the-permanent oB, regarded as a 0-1 valued boolean matrix.

Qﬂ(tyt/; Cf) -

Implications of this subfamily to inferring unknown phylegetic trees and also to hidden Markov modeling
in a genetic framework are potentially viable applicatiohshis process. Furthermore, the @RPk) subfamily
is known to be reversible with respect to the Pitman-Ewenslyaof distributions with parametef—a, ka),
yet it is not immediately clear whether this has implicatidor the equilibrium measure of the associated
CP(a,k)-ancestral branching process. Connections between tgegideum measures, and their relationship
to Aldous’s continuum random tregl [2] are of interest in gpsice.
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