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Abstract

We aim at understanding the evolution of the genetic composition of cancer cell populations.
To this aim, we consider a branching individual based model representing a cell population where
cells divide, die and mutate along the edges of a finite directed graph (V,E). The process starts
with only one cell of trait 0. Following typical parameter values in cancer cell populations we
study the model under large population and power law mutation rates limit, in the sense that
the mutation probabilities are parameterized by negative powers of n and the typical sizes of the
population of interest are positive powers of n. Under non-increasing growth rate condition, we
describe the time evolution of the first-order asymptotics of the size of each subpopulation on the
log(n) time scale, as well as in the random time scale at which the initial population, resp. the total
population, reaches the size nt. In particular, such results allow for the perfect characterization
of evolutionary pathways. Without imposing any conditions on the growth rates, we describe
the time evolution of the order of magnitude of each subpopulation, whose asymptotic limits are
positive non-decreasing piecewise linear continuous functions.

Keywords: cancer evolution, multitype branching processes, finite graph, long time behavior, power
law mutation rates, population genetics.
MSC2020 subject classifications: 60J80, 60J27, 60F99, 92D15, 92D25.

1 Introduction and presentation of the model

Consider a population of cells characterized by a phenotypic trait, where the trait space V is finite.
For all v ∈ V denote by (Zv(t))t∈R+ the number of cells of trait v at time t in the population, and(
Z(t) := (Zv(t))v∈V

)
t∈R+ the global process. Assume that 0 ∈ V and

∀v ∈ V,Zv(0) = 1{v=0}, almost surely.

Cells with trait 0 are called wild-type cells, and all cells with trait v ∈ V \{0} are called mutant cells.
The population dynamics will follow a continuous time branching process on NV0 . More precisely cells
divide to give birth to two daughter cells and die with rates depending only on their phenotypic trait.
The birth, death and growth rate functions are respectively

α : V −→ R+, β : V −→ R+ and λ := α− β.

During a division event of a cell of trait v ∈ V , independent mutations over the two daughter cells
are considered. Mutation landscape across traits is encoded via a graph structure (V,E) on the trait
space. E ⊂ {(v, u),∀v, u ∈ V 2} is a set of ordered pairs over V satisfying for all v ∈ V , (v, v)∩E = ∅,
and such that for all trait v it exists a path from 0 to v. In other words, (V,E) is a finite oriented
graph without self-loop for which each vertex is on the connected component of trait 0. Mutation from
a trait v to a trait u is possible if and only if (v, u) ∈ E. Let µ : E −→ [0, 1] be a mutation kernel
satisfying

∀v ∈ V, µ(v) :=
∑

u∈V :(v,u)∈E

µ(v, u) ≤ 1.
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A daughter cell mutates from trait v to trait u with probability µ(v, u), meaning that µ(v) is its total
mutation probability. Notice that backward mutations are contained in this model.

Finally the exact transition rates from a state z = (zv)v∈V ∈ NV0 of the process Z are

z 7→


z − δv, at rate zvβ(v),
z − δv + δu + δw, at rate 2zvα(v)µ(v, u)µ(v, w)1{(v,u)∈E}1{(v,w)∈E}1{u̸=w},
z − δv + 2δu, at rate zvα(v)µ(v, u)

2
1{(v,u)∈E},

z + δv, at rate zvα(v) (1− µ(v))
2
+ 2

∑
u∈V :(u,v)∈E

zuα(u)µ(u, v) (1− µ(u)) ,

where ∀v ∈ V, δv =
(
1{u=v}

)
u∈V . Through the paper, the growth rate of the wild-type subpopulation

is assumed to be strictly positive λ(0) > 0, otherwise the wild-type subpopulation won’t survive almost
surely.

The biological motivation of this model is to capture the dynamics over time of the genetic com-
position of a population of cells during carcinogenesis. Tumors are detected when they reach a size
of a large amount of cells, typically 109 cells. The mutation rates per base pair per cell division is
generally estimated to be of order 10−9, see [1, 2]. Then it naturally invites to consider the frame-
work of large population and power law mutation rates limit. A parameter n ∈ N is used to quantify
both the decrease of the mutation probabilities, as negative powers of n, and also the typical size of
the population, depending on n as positive power of n, at which we are interested in understand-
ing the genetic composition. The aim is to obtain asymptotic results on the sizes of all the mutant
subpopulations when n goes to infinity. It is a classical stochastic regime studied in particular in
[3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14]. Such regime is referred in [5, 7] as the large population rare
mutations limit, but we decided to take the precision of power law mutation rates in order to distin-
guish such regime with the classical rare mutation limit where the mutation probabilities µ(n) scale
typically as e−Cn ≪ µ(n) ≪ 1

n log(n) . Indeed with the large population power law mutation rates limit,

the mutation probabilities can be of a higher order than with the rare mutation limit if for instance
µ(n) ∝ n−α with α ∈ (0, 1].

To be more precise, let L := {ℓ(v, u) ∈ R∗+,∀(v, u) ∈ E} be a set of strictly positive labels on the

edges of the graph. Introduce a sequence of models
(
Z(n)

)
n∈N, where for each n ∈ N, Z(n) corresponds

to the process described above with the mutation kernel µ(n) : E −→ [0, 1] satisfying

∀(v, u) ∈ E,nℓ(v,u)µ(n)(v, u) −→
n→∞

µ(v, u) ∈ R+. (1.1)

For all t ∈ R∗+, the stopping times corresponding to the first time that the wild-type subpopulation

Z
(n)
0 , respectively the total population Z

(n)
tot :=

∑
v∈V Z

(n)
v , reaches the level nt, are defined as

η
(n)
t := inf

{
u ∈ R+ : Z

(n)
0 (u) ≥ nt

}
and σ

(n)
t := inf

{
u ∈ R+ : Z

(n)
tot (u) ≥ nt

}
.

Two different biological interpretations in different settings can be made in order to motivate both of

them. For instance, when considering metastasis the wild-type subpopulation Z
(n)
0 may represent the

primary tumor, and the mutant subpopulations Z
(n)
v , for all v ∈ V \{0}, may correspond to secondary

tumors. As it is size and not age of a tumor that clinicians have access to, it is biologically relevant to
estimate the genetic composition of the secondary tumors when the primary one has a given size. This

is mathematically encoded in looking at the first-order asymptotics of Z
(n)
v

(
η
(n)
t

)
for all v ∈ V \{0}.

Another biological setting is when the total population Z
(n)
tot represents one tumor. It is appropriate

to obtain theoretical results about the size of the mutant subpopulations Z
(n)
v for all v ∈ V \{0} when

the tumor has reached a given size. It corresponds exactly to look at the first-order asymptotics of

Z
(n)
v

(
σ
(n)
t

)
. Every time that results can be stated either with η

(n)
t or σ

(n)
t , the following notation will

be used

ρ
(n)
t := η

(n)
t or σ

(n)
t . (1.2)

In the present work the population of cells will be studied in different time-scales: the random time-
scale (

ρ
(n)
t + s

)
(t,s)∈R+×R

; (1.3)
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and the following deterministic approximation(
t
(n)
t + s

)
(t,s)∈R+×R

, with t
(n)
t := t

log(n)

λ(0)
. (1.4)

Intuitively, the lineage of wild-type cells generated from the initial cell is the first subpopulation that
will allow to create mutations. Then understanding its growth gives the natural time scale to consider

for seeing mutations. Its birth and death rates are α(0)
(
1− µ(n)(0)

)2
and β(0) + α(0)

(
µ(n)(0)

)2
respectively. Because of the power law mutation rates regime of Equation (1.1) they are converging to
α(0) and β(0) when n grows to ∞. Meaning that this lineage should behave asymptotically as a birth
and death process with rates α(0) and β(0). Indeed such a result emerges on the natural martingale
associated to a birth and death process, see Lemma 3.1. In particular the growth rate of this lineage
is close to λ(0) thus this population reaches a size of order nt approximately at the deterministic time

t
(n)
t , see Lemma 3.2.

For any finite oriented labeled graph (V,E, L) under the following non-increasing growth rate con-
dition

∀v ∈ V, λ(v) ≤ λ(0), (1.5)

the first-order asymptotics of the sizes of all the mutant subpopulations Z
(n)
v are obtained both in

random and deterministic time scales (1.3) and (1.4), see Theorem 2.7. Assumption (1.5) can be
biologically motivated. Historically tumor dynamics has been seen under the prism of clonal expansion
of selective mutations, i.e. λ(v) > λ(0). Nevertheless the paradigm of neutral evolution of cancer has
been recently considered, see [15, 16, 17, 18, 19], meaning that the selective mutations are already
present in the initial cell and that the occurring mutations are neutral ones (i.e. λ(v) = λ(0)). With
Assumption (1.5) deleterious mutations (i.e. λ(v) < λ(0)) are also considered. This paradigm has
been introduced because the genetic heterogeneity inside a tumor could be explained only considering
neutral mutations. Various statistical methods are developed to infer the evolutionary history of
tumors, including test of neutral evolution, see [20, 21, 22] for details about that.

Without any assumption on the growth rate function λ, the study is made on the deterministic
time scale of Equation (1.4). As in [3, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14] the asymptotic behaviors are obtained
on the following stochastic exponent processes

∀v ∈ V,X(n)
v (t) :=

log+
(
Z

(n)
v

(
t
(n)
t

))
log(n)/λ(0)

. (1.6)

The results are presented in Theorem 2.9. It is the exponent as a power of n that is tracked for any
subpopulation, whereas Theorem 2.7 gives directly the size order on n, this is a refined result. Up to
our knowledge, it is the first model considering the power law mutation rates regime (1.1) capturing
this level of refinement on the asymptotic behaviors. Two new significant results emerge.

First it shows the remarkable result that under Assumption (1.5) the randomness on the first-order
asymptotics of the size of any mutant subpopulation is fully given by the stochasticity of only one
random variable W -encoding the randomness on the long time for the lineage of wild-type cells issued
from the initial cell. More precisely the stochasticity for any mutant subpopulation is fully driven, at
least at the first-order asymptotics, by the randomness on the growth of the wild-type subpopulation
and not from the dynamics of any lineage of a mutant cell, as well as the stochastic processes generating
mutations.

Second it characterizes exactly whether a mutational path on the graph structure of the trait space
asymptotically contributes to the growth of the mutant subpopulations. Whereas having asymptotic
results on the stochastic exponents only allows to discriminate some paths and not to determine exactly
whose paths are actually contributing to the asymptotic growth of the mutant subpopulations. More
precisely, if the length of a path is defined as the sum of the labels of its edges, asymptotic results on
the stochastic exponent gives that for all trait v, among the paths from 0 to v only those with the
minimal length might contribute to the asymptotic growth of trait v. On the contrary, having results
directly on the first-order asymptotics of the size of the mutant subpopulations allows to discriminate
among those paths with the minimal length those which actually contribute to the dynamics of trait
v. In particular among those paths with the minimal length only those with the maximal number
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of neutral mutations on their edges have an asymptotic impact on the growth of trait v. Indeed an
additional multiplicative factor of order log(n) for each neutral mutation of a path is captured when
looking at the first-order asymptotics and is obviously not captured with asymptotic results only on
the stochastic exponents. Broadly speaking it says that among two paths with the same mutational
burden (in the sense having the same length) only the one with the maximal number of neutral mutation
will asymptotically contribute. Such theoretical result opens the door for developing new statistical
methods to infer the underlying graph structure from data observation, i.e. to infer the evolutionary
history of tumors, as well as designing new statistical estimators for biologically relevant parameters.

Moreover it is the first time that this power-law mutation rates limit is studied in the random time-
scale of Equation (1.3) up to our knowledge. From the biological point of view it is more interesting to
get results on such random time scale instead of the deterministic one. We obtain that the randomness
on the first-order asymptotics of the size of any mutant subpopulation is fully given by the stochasticity
on the survival of the lineage of wild-type cells issued from the initial cell.

In [5, 7] Cheek and Antal study a model that can be seen as an application of the model of
the present work via a specific finite oriented labeled graph (V,E, L). Among their results, they
fully characterize in distribution the asymptotic sizes of all the mutant subpopulations around the
random time at which the wild-type subpopulation reaches the typical size allowing mutations to

occur. In their setting it corresponds to
(
η
(n)
1 + s

)
s∈R. In particular they obtain that the asymptotic

sizes of all the mutant subpopulations around this random time η
(n)
1 are finite almost surely, following

generalised Luria-Delbrück distributions, see Theorem 5.1 in [7]. The initial Luria and Delbrück model
has generated many subsequent works, see in particular [23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 5, 7]. Two major features
explain the latter result. The first one is that asymptotically only a finite number of mutant cells are

generated from the wild-type subpopulation until time η
(n)
1 , following a Poisson distribution. The

second one is that all the lineages of the mutant cells generated from the wild-type subpopulation have

only, up to time η
(n)
1 , asymptotically a finite random time to grow, which is exponentially distributed.

We extend their results to larger times, typically when the total mutation rate from the subpopulation
of a trait v to the subpopulation of a trait u is growing as a positive power of n, instead of remaining
finite.

In [3] Durrett and Mayberry study the exponentially growing Moran model. They consider the
same mutation regime, their size of the total population is growing exponentially fast at a fixed rate,
and new individuals in the population chose their trait via a selective frequency dependent process. In
Theorem 2.9 a similar result is obtained for the case of a multitype branching population. In particular,
for this setting the exponential speed of the total population (and of the dominant subpopulations)
is evolving through time. More specifically, we show that the speed is a non-decreasing piecewise
constant function going from λ(0) to max

v∈V
λ(v), and taking values only on the set {λ(v),∀v ∈ V }.

In [5, 4, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14], the authors are considering the large population and power law
mutation rates limit of Equation (1.1) in the special case where all different traits mutate with the
same scaling of a fixed order of a negative power of n. Whereas in the present work the power law
mutation rates are more general by allowing traits to mutate with different scalings, as in [7, 13].

As in [5, 7], compared to the different models in [3, 4, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14], the initial population
Z(n)(0) is not assumed to have a macroscopic size. It introduces a supplementary randomness on
how the wild-type subpopulation is stochastically growing to get a macroscopic size. But contrary to
[5, 7], we do not condition on the survival of the wild-type subpopulation or on the stopping times of
Equation (1.2) to be finite.

In [29] Nicholson and Antal study a similar model under a slightly less general non-increasing
growth rate condition. More precisely, in their case all the growth rates of the mutant populations are
strictly smaller than the growth rate of the wild-type population: ∀v ∈ V \{0}, λ(v) < λ(0). But the
main difference remains the mutation regime. In their case, only the last mutation is in the power law
mutation rates regime, all other mutations have a fixed probability independent of n. In Theorem 2.7
the case where all mutations are in the power law mutation rates regime is analysed. Also Nicholson
and Antal are interested in obtaining the distribution of the first time that a mutant subpopulation
gets a mutant cell. Whereas in the present work the first-order asymptotics of the sizes of the mutant
subpopulations over time are studied.

In [30] Nicholson, Cheek and Antal study the case of a mono-directional graph where the time
tends to infinity with fixed mutation probabilities. In particular they obtain the almost sure first-order
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asymptotics of the sizes of the different mutant subpopulations. Under the non-increasing growth rate
condition, they are able to characterized the distribution of the random variables they obtained at the
limit. Without any condition on the growth rates, they study the distribution of the random limit
they obtained under the small mutation probabilities limit, using the hypothesis of an approximating
model with less stochasticity. Notice that the mutation regime they study is not the large population
power law mutation rates limit of Equation (1.1) as considered in the present work. Under the latter
regime both the size of the population goes to infinity and the mutation probabilities to 0, through
the parameter n.

In [31] Gunnarson, Leder and Zhang study a similar model as the one in the present work and are
also interested in capturing the evolution over time of the genetic diversity of a population of cells,
using in their case the well-known summary statistic called the site frequency spectrum (SFS). The
main difference is the mutation regime because they are not considering the power law mutation rates
limit. In their case the mutation probabilities are fixed. Also, they restrict the study to the neutral
cancer evolution case. In particular, as in the present work, they capture the first-order asymptotics
of the SFS at a fixed time and at the random time at which the population first reaches a certain size.
Two noticeable similarities in the results are that the first-order asymptotics of the SFS converges to
a random limit when evaluated at a fixed time and to a deterministic limit when evaluated at the
stochastic previous time. One could argue that in the present work the correct convergence in the
latter case is actually a stochastic limit. But the randomness is fully given by the survival of the initial
lineage of cells of trait 0, so conditioned on such an event at the end the limit is a deterministic one.
In particular the results of Gunnarson, Leder and Zhang are all conditioned on nonextinction of the
population.

In [13] Gamblin, Gandon, Blanquart and Lambert study a model of an exponentially growing asex-
ual population that undergoes cyclic bottlenecks under the large population and power law mutation
rates limit. Their trait space is composed of 4 subpopulations 00, 10, 01 and 11, where two paths of
mutations are possible 00 7→ 10 7→ 11 and 00 7→ 01 7→ 11. They study the special case where one
mutation (10) has a high-rate but is a weakly beneficial mutation whereas the other mutation (01)
has a low-rate but is a strongly beneficial mutation. In particular they show the noticeable result that
due to cyclic bottlenecks only a unique evolutionary path unfolds but modifying their intensity and
period implies that all paths can be explored. Their work relies on a deterministic approximation of
the wild-type subpopulation 00 and some parts of the analysis of the behavior of the model is only
obtained due to heuristics. The present work, and more specifically Theorem 2.9, because they are
considering selective mutations, can be used and adapted to consider the case of cyclic bottlenecks in
order to prove rigorously their results, in the specific trait space that they consider as well as on a
general finite trait space.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 the results and their biological inter-
pretations are given. Sections 3 and 4 are dedicated to prove Theorem 2.7, which assumes Equation
(1.5). In Section 3 the mathematical definition of the model is given for an infinite mono-directional
graph as well as the proof in this particular case. The generalisation of the proof from an infinite
mono-directional graph to a general finite graph is given in Section 4. In Section 5, Theorem 2.9 is
proved adapting results from [3].

2 Main results and biological interpretation

In Subsection 2.1 the first-order asymptotics of the size of each mutant subpopulation in the time
scales (1.3) and (1.4) are given under the non-increasing growth rate condition (1.5). In Subsection
2.2 the asymptotic result on the stochastic exponent of each mutant subpopulation is given without
any assumption on the growth rate function λ. In each subsection, biological interpretations of the
results are made.

2.1 First-order asymptotics of the mutant subpopulation sizes under non-
increasing growth rate condition

In this subsection assume that (V,E,L) satisfies the non-increasing growth rate graph condition of
Equation (1.5).

Heuristics:

5



Figure 1: Graphical representation of the two traits model without backward mutation

Figure 2: Heuristics for the first-occurrence time of mutant cells

The next definitions, notations and results are first motivated using some heuristics for the simplest
graph that one can think of, i.e. a wild-type and a mutant population where only mutations from
wild-type to mutant cells are considered. More precisely (V,E, L) = ({0, 1}, {(0, 1)}, {ℓ(0, 1)}) as in
Figure 1.

Under the power law mutation rates regime, the inner birth and death rate of the wild-type subpop-

ulation, respectively α(0)
(
1− µ(n)(0, 1)

)2
and β(0) + α(0)

(
µ(n)(0, 1)

)2
, are so close to α(0) and β(0)

respectively that its natural martingale asymptotically behaves as the one of a birth and death process
with rates α(0) and β(0) (Lemma 3.1). This fact allows to approximate the growth of the wild-type

subpopulation as an exponential growth of parameter λ(0). Then if it survives, at time t
(n)
t (see (1.4))

its size is of order O (nt) (Lemma 3.2). From this fact, one understands why it is necessary to wait for

time t
(n)
ℓ(0,1) before seeing any mutation. Indeed, with a mutation probability which scales as n−ℓ(0,1),

the total mutation probability up to time t
(n)
t scales as

∫ t
0
nun−ℓ(0,1)d

(
u log(n)
λ(0)

)
= n−ℓ(0,1)

λ(0) (nt − 1) which

starts to be of order 1 for t ≥ ℓ(0, 1). This is made formal by D. Cheek and T. Antal in [5, 7] and an
illustration can be found at Figure 2.

It is also possible to get some heuristics for the size of the mutant subpopulation for time t
(n)
t ,

for t ≥ ℓ(0, 1). Let ℓ(0, 1) ≤ u ≤ t, the number of new mutations generated at time t
(n)
u scales as

exp
(
λ(0)(u− ℓ(0, 1)) log(n)λ(0)

)
. The remaining time for these new mutant cells to grow exponentially fast

at rate λ(1) until time t
(n)
t is t

(n)
t−u. This implies that their lineages get at time t

(n)
t a size of order

O
(
exp

(
[λ(1)t+ (λ(0)− λ(1))u− λ(0)ℓ(0, 1)]

log(n)

λ(0)

))
. (2.1)

Then two scenari are possible:

(i) If λ(1) < λ(0): Equation (2.1) is maximal for u = t and equal to nt−ℓ(0,1). This means that the
dynamics of the mutant subpopulation is driven by the mutation from the wild-type subpopula-

tion and not from its inner growth. More precisely its size order at time t
(n)
t is fully given by the
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Figure 3: Heuristics for the size of the mutant subpopulation after time t
(n)
ℓ(0,1)

mutations generated at this time -and so is of order nt−ℓ(0,1)- and not from the lineages issued
from mutations at strictly previous time. Biologically these mutations are called deleterious.

(ii) If λ(1) = λ(0): Equation (2.1) is independent of u and equal to O
(
nt−ℓ(0,1)

)
for any ℓ(0, 1) ≤

u ≤ t. This means that these lineages have the same size order at time t
(n)
t than any other lineage

of mutant cells generated from mutational events at any other time between t
(n)
ℓ(0,1) and t

(n)
t . To

put it differently, in the dynamics of the mutant subpopulation there is a balance between the
contribution of mutations and its inner growth. This is a consequence of assuming λ(1) = λ(0).
These mutations are referred as neutral mutation, even if biologically speaking it would have
exactly mean the more restrictive condition α(1) = α(0) and β(1) = β(0). Hence to capture

the total size of the mutant subpopulation at time t
(n)
t , it remains to integrate all the lineages

issued from mutational events over time t
(n)
u , for ℓ(0, 1) ≤ u ≤ t. It gives exactly the order

O
(
(t− ℓ(0, 1)) log(n)nt−ℓ(0,1)

)
.

To sum up, for this simple graph, the mutant subpopulation scales after time t
(n)
ℓ(0,1) as

O
(
nt−ℓ(0,1)

[
1{λ(0)>λ(1)} + 1{λ(0)=λ(1)}(t− ℓ(0, 1)) log(n)

] )
. (2.2)

Notice in particular that in any case, the mutant subpopulation has an exponential growth at rate

λ(0) after time t
(n)
ℓ(0,1), given by the factor nt−ℓ(0,1). An illustration of this heuristic can be found in

Figure 3.
These heuristics on this simple graph can be used as an elementary brick for getting heuristics on

a general finite graph. Considering a vertex v ∈ V \{0}, there are potentially many mutational paths
from the initial vertex 0 to v. Then it needs to be understood which ones are involved in the size order
of the mutant subpopulation of trait v. Using both the previous heuristics on the first-occurrence time
for mutations to be generated and that after this time the mutant subpopulation grows exponentially
fast at rate λ(0) as well as it gets a log(n) factor whether it is a neutral mutation, it seems natural
to iteratively apply the reasoning to get heuristics on mutational paths. Thus given one path from 0

to v, the time u in the time scale t
(n)
u to wait for seeing a cell of trait v generated due to this specific

path is the sum of the labels of the edges of this path, called the length of this path. Then, after this
time, this subpopulation of cells of trait v grows exponentially fast at rate λ(0). Moreover, as seen
in (2.2), for any neutral mutation on the path a supplementary multiplicative factor of order log(n)
is captured on the size order. These two facts are summed up as after time the length of this path,
this subpopulation grows exponentially fast at rate λ(0) and has a multiplicative factor log(n) to the

7



Figure 4: Heuristics for the contribution of paths in the size order of a mutant subpopulation: in this
example the dashed red path has a length equal to 7 whereas the dotted blue and the plain green
ones have a length equal to 4. Thus, only the two latter ones may contribute to the size order of the
mutant, and so are sub-admissible paths. But the dotted blue path has only one neutral mutation
compared to the plain green one which has two neutral mutations. Finally, only the plain green path

will contribute to the size order of the purple mutant subpopulation. For t ≥ 4, at time t
(n)
t it will

grow as log2(n)eλ(0)t
(n)
t−4 . Notice in particular that the dashed red path has the maximal number of

neutral mutations equal to 3, but since it is not an sub-admissible path the multiplicative factor of
log(n) remains 2 instead of 3.

power the number of neutral mutations there are on this path. In particular three interesting facts
for the total mutant subpopulation of trait v are brought out. First it starts having cells after a time
which is the minimum of the lengths over the paths from 0 to v. Second, after this time only the paths
whose lengths are equal to the latter minimum might contribute to the size order of the mutant cells
of trait v. This is due to the fact that having a time delay create an exponential delay in the size
order. This fact is asymptotically captured in Theorem 2.9. Thirdly, the supplementary multiplicative
factor of order log(n) due to the neutral mutations implies that over the paths from 0 to v satisfying
that their lengths are equal to the latter minimum, only those with the maximal number of neutral
mutations are actually contributing to the size order of the mutant subpopulation of trait v. More
specifically with a factor of log(n) at the power this maximal number of neutral mutations. This fact is
asymptotically captured in Theorem 2.7. Moreover for any of these admissible paths, at each neutral
mutation a supplementary time integral is obtained, as seen in (2.2). An illustration with an example
is given in Figure 4.

Notations:
Now the natural definitions issued from these heuristics are formally made before giving the results.

Definition 2.1 (Deleterious and neutral vertices). A vertex v ∈ V satisfying λ(v) = λ(0), respectively
λ(v) < λ(0), is called a neutral, respectively deleterious, vertex.

Remark 2.2. In the previous definition the neutral or deleterious denomination of a mutation origi-
nates from the comparison of its inner growth rate to the growth rate of the wild-type population. But
one could imagine a mutation from a vertex v to a vertex u satisfying λ(v) < λ(u) ≤ λ(0). This muta-
tion should theoretically be called selective, since λ(u) > λ(v), but in the previous definition it is actually
called neutral or deleterious (depending on the value of λ(u) compared to λ(0)). This nomenclature
emerges from the fact that under Assumption (1.5) any mutant subpopulation grows exponentially fast
at rate λ(0), as seen in the previous heuristics. Hence it legitimates the previous definition, assuming
(1.5).

Definition 2.3 (Path on the graph). γ = (v(0), · · · , v(k)) is said to be the path on the graph (V,E)
linking v(0) to v(k) using the edges (v(i), v(i + 1)) if for all 0 ≤ i ≤ k, v(i) ∈ V and ∀0 ≤ i ≤
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k − 1, (v(i), v(i+ 1)) ∈ E. For a path γ = (v(0), v(1), · · · v(k)) on (V,E, L) define

t(γ) :=

k−1∑
i=0

ℓ(v(i), v(i+ 1)),

γneut = {v(i), 1 ≤ i ≤ k : λ(v(i)) = λ(0)},
θ(γ) := |γneut|,

as respectively the sum of the labels of the edges of the path γ, the subset of vertices at the end of the
edges of γ that are neutral, and the cardinal of the previous subset. Introduce also wdel, wneut as

wdel(γ) :=
∏

1≤i≤k,λ(v(i))<λ(0)

2α(v(i− 1))µ(v(i− 1), v(i))

λ(0)− λ(v(i))
,

wneut(γ) :=
∏

1≤i≤k,λ(v(i))=λ(0)

2α(v(i− 1))µ(v(i− 1), v(i))

λ(0)
.

Define for all i ≤ k, tγ(i) :=
∑i−1
j=0 ℓ(v(j), v(j + 1)) as the sum of the labels over the i-th first edges of

γ. Finally introduce σ an increasing function from {1, · · · , θ(γ)} to {1, · · · , k}, such that v(σi) is the
i-th neutral vertex of the path γ. Then let for all t > 0

Iγ(t) :=

∫ t∨tγ(σθ(γ))

tγ(σθ(γ))

∫ u1

tγ(σθ(γ)−1)

· · ·
∫ uk

tγ(σθ(γ)−k)

· · ·
∫ uθ(γ)−1

tγ(σ1)

duθ(γ) · · · du1.

Finally, the weight on the path γ at time t is defined as

wγ(t) := wdel(γ)wneut(γ)Iγ(t). (2.3)

Remark 2.4. Notice that if
←
γ := (v(0), · · · , v(k − 1)) is the same path as γ but without considering

the last mutation, we have the recursive equation

wγ(t) =2α(v(k))µ(v(k − 1), v(k))

·
(
1{λ(k)<λ(0)}

1

λ(0)− λ(v(k))
wγ(t) + 1{λ(k)=λ(0)}

1

λ(0)

∫ t∨t(γ)

t(γ)

wγ(s)ds
)
.

Definition 2.5 (Admissible paths). For all v ∈ V denote by P (v) the set of all paths γ on (V,E)
linking the vertex 0 to the vertex v (of length at least 2). Define also

t(v) := min
γ∈P (v)

t(γ),

θ(v) := max
γ∈P (v),t(γ)=t(v)

θ(γ),

A(v) := {γ ∈ P (v) : t(γ) = t(v) and θ(γ) = θ(v)}.

Remark 2.6. In the previous definition A(v) is called the set of admissible paths because as seen in
the heuristics, only paths belonging to A(v) are contributing to the growth dynamics of the mutant
subpopulation of trait v. This fact is made formal in Theorem 2.7.

Results:
Now the more refined result under Assumption (1.5) can formally be stated.

Theorem 2.7. Assume that (V,E, L) satisfies both the power law mutation rates regime described

in (1.1) and the non-increasing growth rate graph condition of (1.5). Let hn = log(n)
log(log(n))θmax+φn

,

where φn →
n→∞

∞ such that hn →
n→∞

∞ and where θmax := maxv∈V \{0} θ(v). Let also ψn such that√
log(n) = o(ψn). Define for all (t, s) ∈ R+ × R

d(n)v (t, s) :=1{t∈[0,t(v)−h−1
n )} + 1{t∈[t(v)−h−1

n ,t(v))}ψn log
θ(v)−1(n) (2.4)

+ 1{t∈[t(v),∞)}n
t−t(v) logθ(v)(n)eλ(0)s.
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Let (T,M) ∈
(
R∗+
)2

and 0 < T1 < T2. Using the mathematical definition of the model given in Section
4, see (4.1) and (4.2), there exists a random variable W properly defined in (4.4) satisfying

W
law
:= Ber

(λ(0)
α(0)

)
⊗ Exp

(λ(0)
α(0)

)
such that for all v ∈ V \{0} we obtain the convergence results in probability in L∞([0, T ] × [−M,M ])
for Equation (2.5) and in L∞ ([T1, T2]× [−M,M ]) for Equations (2.6), (2.7) and (2.8):

(i) Deterministic time scale (1.4):
If λ(v) = λ(0) then

Z
(n)
v

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
v (t, s)

−→
n→∞

W
∑

γ∈A(v)

wγ(t). (2.5)

If λ(v) < λ(0) then

Z
(n)
v

(
t
(n)
t(v)+t + s

)
nt logθ(v)(n)eλ(0)s

−→
n→∞

W
∑

γ∈A(v)

wγ(t(v) + t). (2.6)

(ii) Random time scale (1.3): Take
(
ρ
(n)
t

)
t∈R+ as defined in (1.2).

If λ(v) = λ(0) then

Z
(n)
v

(
ρ
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
v (t, s)

−→
n→∞

1{W>0}
∑

γ∈A(v)

wγ(t). (2.7)

If λ(v) < λ(0) then

Z
(n)
v

(
ρ
(n)
t(v)+t + s

)
nt logθ(v)(n)eλ(0)s

−→
n→∞

1{W>0}
∑

γ∈A(v)

wγ(t(v) + t). (2.8)

For any other mathematical description, the convergences are at least in distribution in D([0, T ] ×
[−M,M ]) for Equation (2.5) and in D([T1, T2]× [−M,M ]) for Equations (2.6), (2.7) and (2.8).

The proof of Theorem 2.7 is based on a martingale approach using Doob’s and Maximal Inequalities.
The first step involves the control of the growth of the lineage of wild-type cells issued from the initial
cell both for the deterministic and random time scales (1.4) and (1.3) (Lemma 4.3 and 4.4). Then for
any vertex v ∈ V \{0}, potentially many mutational paths on the graph (V,E) can start from 0 and
lead to v. The contribution on the first-order asymptotics of the size of the mutant subpopulation of
trait v for any of these paths needs to be understood. The proof is then done in 2 steps. The first one
consists in considering an infinite mono-directional graph under Assumption (1.5) and in obtaining
the result for this particular graph, see Section 3. Doing the first step for an infinite graph allows in
particular to deal with the cycles (backward mutations for instance) for a general finite graph. The
second step consists in discriminating among all the paths from the initial vertex 0 to v the ones that
do not contribute to the first-order asymptotics of the size of the mutant subpopulation of trait v, see
Section 4.

Remark 2.8. 1. Notice that a multiplicative factor of logθ(v)(n) is captured after time t
(n)
t(v), see

Equations (2.4), (2.5), (2.6), (2.7) and (2.8). Getting result on the stochastic exponents (see
(1.6)) does not capture such a factor. For instance with the model of Figure 1 if λ(1) = λ(0)

Theorem 2.7 gives that after time ℓ(0, 1), Z
(n)
1

(
t
(n)
t

)
behaves approximately as log(n)e

λ(0)t
(n)

t−ℓ(0,1) .

But what is captured with X
(n)
1 (t) is asymptotically λ(0)(t−ℓ(0, 1)) after time ℓ(0, 1), see Theorem

2.9.
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2. The random variable W is explicitly defined as the almost sure limit of the natural positive
martingale associated to a specific birth and death branching process with rates α(0) and β(0),
see (4.4). The martingale associated to the lineage of wild-type cells issued from the initial
cell is shown to behave as the one associated to the latter birth and death branching process
(Lemma 4.3). Thus W quantifies the randomness of this lineage over the long time. Due to the
power law mutation rates regime mutations arise after a long time such that the stochasticity
of this lineage is already given by W . Notice that under Assumption (1.5) the randomness in
the first-order asymptotics of any mutant subpopulation is summed up in W . Meaning that the
stochasticity of these subpopulations are driven more by the randomness in the growth of the
wild-type subpopulation than by the one of both the mutational process and any lineage of mutant
cell. In particular if instead of starting the process with only one wild-type cell it starts with
a large number of wild-type cells, then the first-order asymptotics of the mutant subpopulations
would be completely deterministic.

3. It seems more than natural not to obtain such a result when considering selective mutation
(λ(v) > λ(0)). Indeed, a selective mutation would mean that any time advantage is an ad-
vantage into growth. Thus the stochasticity of the mutational process can not be ignored as well
as the one of the lineages of the mutant cells. Hence hoping to control the stochasticity of the
mutant subpopulation controlling only the randomness of the wild-type subpopulation and not the
one of the mutational process as well as the one of the lineages of the mutant cells is vain. More
precisely, using a martingale approach to get the first-order asymptotics can not be successful for
a selective mutation. Technically, it comes from the fact that the order of the expectancy of the
size of the selective mutant subpopulation is of a higher order than its typical asymptotic size.
Indeed, the rare event, that asymptotically disappears, of the initial cell mutates to the selective
trait extremely fast is responsible for this difference of order between the expectancy and the typ-
ical asymptotic size of the selective mutant subpopulation. Nevertheless looking at the stochastic
exponent (1.6) the martingale approach allows to get convergence results given in Theorem 2.9,
because the previous rare event only contributes to a factor proportional to its probability for the
expectancy of the stochastic exponent, meaning that it actually does not asymptotically contribute
both for the typical size as well as for the expectancy of the selective mutant subpopulation.

4. In view of Theorem 2.7, the mathematical definition of neutral mutation λ(v) = λ(0) is well
understood instead of the more restrictive but biologically more meaningful condition α(v) = α(0)
and β(v) = β(0). Indeed, taking the growth rate λ(v) equal to λ(0) when changing birth and
death rates α(v) and β(v) modify the distribution of any lineage of mutant cells. Consequently
one could naturally believe that it should impact the stochasticity of the size order of the mutant
subpopulation. This is not the case, the randomness on the first-order asymptotics is fully summed
up by W . Hence it is fully consistent with getting for the neutral assumption only a condition on
the growth rate function instead of on the birth and death rate functions.

5. Considering the time-scale t
(n)
t , notice that the result slightly differs depending on whether the

vertex is neutral or deleterious. Indeed, when looking at the asymptotic behavior for a deleterious
vertex v our result is true strictly after time t(v), whereas in the case of a neutral vertex all the
trajectory from the initial time can be dealt with. Mathematically, this difference originates from
the supplementary multiplicative log(n) factor in the first-order asymptotics when considering a
neutral mutation. It allows to control the quadratic variation at time t(v) for the martingale
associated to the mutant subpopulation. Then exactly three different regimes are obtained, see
(2.4) and (2.5) :

(i) Up to time t(v) − h−1n : with high probability no mutational path from 0 to v has generated
a mutant cell of trait v. Since hn → ∞ and satisfies hn = o(log(n)), t(v) can be interpreted
as the first time -when considering the time scale accelerated in log(n)- at which it becomes
asymptotically possible to see the first occurrence of a mutant cell of trait v. This result is
actually also true for deleterious mutations, see Lemma 3.6.

(ii) For t ∈
[
t(v)− h−1n , t(v)

)
: in this time interval, some mutants cells of trait v are produced,

but the time interval length is not enough to get any power of n for the size of the mutant
subpopulation of trait v. We succeed to dominate its growth by ψn log

θ(v)−1(n), with a well
chosen ψn. Heuristically what happens is that the total number of mutant cells of trait v
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issued from a mutational event up to time t is of order O
(
logθ(v)−1(n)

)
. Moreover with

the remaining time for the lineages of these mutant cells to grow, we succeed to control the
size of the mutant subpopulation of trait v by at most

√
log(n) logθ(v)−1(n). Consequently

dividing by any function ψn satisfying
√
log(n) = o(ψn) the asymptotic limits is 0. Again,

this result is also true for deleterious mutations, see Lemma 3.7. The factor
√
log(n) in

the growth control comes from the mathematical analysis made from a martingale approach,
and more specifically because we are considering the time scale accelerated in log(n). With
a refined work, we conjecture that the actual size of the mutant subpopulation at time t(v)

is of order O
( (
1{λ(0)=λ(v)} log(log(n)) + 1{λ(0)>λ(v)}

)
logθ(v)−1(n)

)
.

(iii) For t ∈ [t(v),∞): with high probability the number of mutant cells of trait v grows exponen-
tially fast at rate λ(0). A supplementary multiplicative logθ(v)(n) factor is present due to the

neutral mutations on the paths of A(v). Then it globally scales as n(t−t(v)) logθ(v)(n)wv(t).

6. When comparing point (i) and (ii) of Theorem 2.7 notice that the result is transferred from the

deterministic time scale t
(n)
t into the random time scale ρ

(n)
t by switching only W to 1{W>0}.

This a priory surprising fact can be explained by the essential role ofW . As mentioned in Remark
2.8 (ii), W encodes the stochasticity on the long time for the lineage of wild-type cells issued from

the initial cell. By showing that the time scale t
(n)
t is the right deterministic approximation of

ρ
(n)
t (Lemma 4.4), one shows that having an asymptotic result on time scale t

(n)
t allows to get

it for the time scale ρ
(n)
t . This idea is made formal using a similar technique as in [32] Lemma

3. Then the switch from W to 1{W>0} in the result is due to the fact that the time scale ρ
(n)
t

already bears by definition the stochasticity of the random variable W . Consequently the only
randomness that needs to be kept is the survival of the lineage issued from the initial cell, which
is asymptotically given by 1{W>0}.

2.2 Result for a general finite oriented labeled graph

This subsection is free from the non-increasing growth rate condition (1.5). Without this assumption,
the martingale approach fails in order to get the first-order asymptotics of the sizes of the mutant
subpopulations. But the stochastic exponents, as defined in (1.6), of the mutant subpopulations can
be uniformly tracked over time. In particular, we show that under the event {W > 0} the limits are
positive deterministic non-decreasing piecewise linear continuous functions. Such limits are defined via
a recursive algorithm tracking their slopes over time. More precisely, we show that the slopes can only
increase and take values of the growth rate function.

Two different kinds of updates can be made. The first one is when a non-already born trait becomes
alive and take the slope the maximum between its inner growth rate and the slope of the subpopulation
that is giving birth to it (actually it could also happen that many subpopulations are giving birth to it
at the same time, in this case it is the maximum of their slopes that is compared to the inner growth
rate of the born trait). The second one is when an already born trait v increases its slope because
another born trait u among its upcoming neighbors with a higher slope has reached the typical size
making the growth of trait v now driven by the mutational contribution from trait u, and consequently
trait v now takes the slope of trait u (again potentially many traits u among the upcoming neighbors of
trait v can reach at the same time the typical size for the mutational contribution to drive the growth
of trait v, in this case the growth of trait v is now driven by the trait u with the maximal slope).
During the algorithm these two different kinds of updates can happen at the same time for different
vertices. This heuristic is made formal in the following theorem. The complexity of such an algorithm
comes from the generality both on the growth rate function and on the trait structure. Considering
the non-increasing growth rate condition (1.5), the limiting functions (xv)x∈V have an explicit form
(see Corollary 2.10), as well as when the graph structure is mono-directional (see Corollary 2.11).

Theorem 2.9. Let 0 < T1 < T2, the stochastic exponents defined in (1.6) satisfy((
X(n)
v (t)

)
v∈V

)
t∈[T1,T2]

−→
n→∞

1{W>0}

((
xv(t)

)
v∈V

)
t∈[T1,T2]

,

in probability in L∞[T1, T2]. Where for all v ∈ V, xv is a positive deterministic non-decreasing piecewise
linear continuous function that is obtained via a recursive approach tracking its slope over time. In
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particular it exists k∗ ∈ N and 0 = ∆0 < ∆1 < · · · < ∆k∗ <∞ such that the slopes of (xv)v∈V change
only at these times. For j ∈ {0, · · · , k∗} at time ∆j two kind of changes in the slope can happen:
either a new trait starts to grow or an already growing trait increases its slope due to a growth driven
by another more selective trait. Along the algorithm the following different quantities are going to be
tracked for all j ∈ {0, · · · , k∗} at time ∆j:

• the set of alive traits, Aj,

• the set of not already born traits, Uj,

• the slope of xv, λj(v),

• and the set of traits whose growth are driven by trait v, Cj(v).

Initialisation: Set A0 = {0}, U0 = V \{0} and for all v ∈ V

xv(0) = 0, λ0(v) = λ(0)1{v=0}, and C0(v) = ∅.

Induction: Let j ∈ {0, · · · , k∗ − 1}. Assume that it exists times 0 = ∆0 < ∆1 < · · · < ∆j < ∞ such
that (xv)v∈V are positive deterministic non-decreasing piecewise linear continuous functions defined on
[0,∆j ], where their change of slopes happened only on the discrete set {∆1, · · · ,∆j}. Also assume that
it exists λj(v), Aj, Uj, and Cj(v), respectively the slope of xv, the set of alive vertices and not already
born vertices, and the set of vertices whose growth are driven by v, everything at time ∆j.

Then it exists ∆j+1 ∈ (∆j ,∞) such that (xv)v∈V are constructed during the time period [∆j ,∆j+1]
according to the following schedule. For all v ∈ V and for all t ≥ ∆j let the following function

yv(t) = (t−∆j)λj(v) + xv(∆j).

For all v ∈ Uj define

∀u ∈ Aj , such that (u, v) ∈ E, δu,v := inf{t ≥ ∆j : yu(t) ≥ λ(0)ℓ(u, v)},
δv := inf

u∈Aj :(u,v)∈E
δu,v,

ν(v) := {u ∈ Aj : (u, v) ∈ E and δu,v = δv}.

For all v ∈ Aj define

Bj(v) := {u ∈ Aj : (v, u) ∈ E and λj(v) > λj(u)},
∀u ∈ Bj(v), δv,u := inf{t ≥ ∆j : yv(t) ≥ yu(t) + λ(0)ℓ(v, u)},
δv := inf

u∈Bj(v)
δv,u,

ν(v) := {u ∈ Bj(v) : δv,u = δv}.

Then define ∆j+1 := infv∈V δv and νj+1 := {v ∈ V : δv = ∆j+1}. Then proceed to the following
updates:

(i) Let Aj+1 := Aj ∪ (νj+1 ∩ Uj) and Uj+1 = Uj\ (νj+1 ∩ Uj) . Also let ∀v ∈ Uj+1, λj+1(v) =
λj(v) = 0, Cj+1(v) = Cj(v) = ∅.

(ii) For all v ∈ νj+1 ∩ Aj, introduce the set ν(−)(v) := {u ∈ ν(v) : ∃w ∈ νj+1 ∩ Aj , λj(w) >
λj(v), and u ∈ ν(w)}.
Then let Cj+1(v) := Cj(v)

⋃
u∈ν(v)\ν(−)(v) ({u} ∪ Cj(u)) . For all u ∈ ν(v)\ν(−)(v) and w ∈

Cj(u), λj+1(u) = λj+1(w) = λj(v).

(iii) For all v ∈ Aj whose slope has not been updated yet, let λj+1(v) = λj(v). And for all v ∈ Aj
whose set Cj(v) has not been updated yet, let Cj+1(v) := Cj(v).

(iv) For all v ∈ νj+1 ∩ Uj, let λj+1(v) := max
(
λ(v),maxu∈ν(v) λj+1(u)

)
, and Cj+1(v) = Cj(v) = ∅.

If λj+1(v) ≥ λ(v), introduce the set ν+(v) := {u ∈ ν(v) : λj+1(u) = maxw∈ν(v) λj+1(w)}, and
for all u ∈ ν+(v), Cj+1(u) := Cj+1(u) ∪ {v}.
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For any other mathematical description as the one given in Section 4, see (4.1) and (4.2), the conver-
gences are at least in distribution in D ([T1, T2]) .

The proof of this theorem is given in Section 5. It is heavily based on the proofs of [3], where
we exploit the stochastic construction of such a model, given in the beginning of Section 4, to adapt
the proofs of the previous article to the situation of the present work. More precisely, we introduce
lemmas and explain in the proofs how the adaptations from the proofs of [3] are made, without
reproving them. This theorem is the counterpart of the study made in [9] in the case of branching
subpopulations, instead of having competition between the subpopulations. One difference is that the
power law mutation rates regime is a bit more general in the present work, allowing each mutation
probability to scale differently. But, the result in [9] can be adapted with this more general regime, as
mentioned by the authors, giving more complexity in their algorithm.

Theorem 2.9 is more general than Theorem 2.7 in the sense that there is no assumption on the
growth rate function, but it is a less refined result. In Remark 2.8 (i) we explicit one contribution of
Theorem 2.7 about capturing a multiplicative factor of log(n) using the example of Figure 1. Here
we are going to do a full comparison of Theorem 2.7 and 2.9 on the example of Figure 4. For this
example, the asymptotic function x obtained due to Theorem 2.9 for the purple plain trait is x(t) =
1{t≥4}λ(0)(t − 4). In the caption of Figure 4 it is already made explicit that only the plain green
path will contribute to the size order of the purple plain mutant subpopulation. If one denotes by
1, 2 and 3 respectively the vertices on the plain green path such that this path is exactly (0, 1, 2, 3),
where 3 is the purple plain vertex, it follows that Theorem 2.7 gives that the asymptotic limits for

the vertex 3 is for all t ≥ 4, 2α(0)µ(0,1)
λ(0) · 2α(1)µ(1,2)

λ(0) · 2α(2)µ(2,3)
λ(0)−λ(3) W

∫ t
3

( ∫ u
1
ds
)
du · nt−4 log2(n) =

(
t2

2 −
t − 3

2

) 8α(0)α(1)α(2)µ(0,1)µ(1,2)µ(2,3)
λ2(0)(λ(0)−λ(3)) Wnt−4 log2(n). In particular Theorem 2.9 captures only the power

of n which is t − 4 and with Theorem 2.7 we capture the stochasticity W , a supplementary scaling

factor log2(n), a time polynomial t2

2 − t − 3
2 and also a constant depending only on the parameters

of the visited vertices 8α(0)α(1)α(2)µ(0,1)µ(1,2)µ(2,3)
λ2(0)(λ(0)−λ(3)) . Capturing this level of refinement under the large

population power law mutation rates limit is, up to our knowledge, the first time that it is done. It
opens future works of inference of the graph structure using data, as well as designing statistical tools
for the estimation of parameters.
Now we explicit the form of the limiting functions (xv)v∈V in the special cases where we consider first
the non-increasing growth rate condition and then a mono-directional graph structure.

Corollary 2.10 (Theorem 2.9 applied with the non-increasing growth rate condition of (1.5)). Assume
the non-increasing growth rate condition of (1.5). Then the limiting functions (xv)v∈V of Theorem 2.9
get the simplified following form

∀t ∈ R+, xv(t) = λ(0) (t− t(v))+ ,

where ∀x ∈ R, x+ := x1{x∈R+}.

Corollary 2.11 (Theorem 2.9 applied on a mono-directional graph). Assume (V,E) = (N0, {(i, i +
1), i ∈ N0}) and that ℓ∗ := inf{ℓ(i, i+1), i ∈ N0} > 0. Then the limiting functions (xi)i∈N0 of Theorem
2.9 get the simplified following form

∀t ∈ R+, xi(t) := λmax(i)(t− t̃(i))+,

where λmax(i) = maxj∈{0,··· ,i} λ(j) and t̃(i) :=
∑i−1
j=0

ℓ(j,j+1)λ(0)
λmax(j)

.

Remark 2.12. Using the previous corollary, the limits (xv)v∈V defined in Theorem 2.9 can be rewritten
by using the decomposition via the paths. More specifically, let v ∈ V , then for all path γ ∈ P (v) defined
xγ the limit obtained by applying the previous corollary to the mono-directional graph indexed by this
path γ. Then we have xv = maxγ∈P (v) xγ . The maximum is well defined because for all t ∈ R+ the set
{γ ∈ P (v) : xγ(t) > 0} is finite.
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3 First-order asymptotics of the mutant subpopulations for an
infinite mono-directional graph

In this section consider the model described in Section 1 in the particular following infinite mono-
directional graph setting

(V,E) = (N0, {(i, i+ 1), i ∈ N0}) .

Studying this special case will allow to deal with cycles (in particular cycles generated due to backward
mutations) in the general finite graph case. Assume the non-increasing growth rate condition (1.5). For

simplicity of notation consider for all i ∈ N0 the new notations µ
(n)
i := µ(n)(i, i+1) and ℓ(i) := ℓ(i, i+1).

In other words the following mutation regime is considered

∀i ∈ N0, n
ℓ(i)µ

(n)
i −→

n→∞
µi. (3.1)

Assume that ℓ∗ := inf{ℓ(i) : i ∈ N0} > 0. For i ∈ N0 denote by αi, βi and λi the division, death
and growth rates associated to trait i instead of α(i), β(i) and λ(i). With this setting three different
scenari can happen during a division event of a cell of trait i ∈ N0:

• with probability
(
1− µ

(n)
i

)2
each daughter cell keeps the trait i of its mother cell,

• with probability 2µ
(n)
i

(
1− µ

(n)
i

)
exactly one of the daughter cell mutates to the next trait i+ 1

when the second daughter cell keeps the trait i of its mother cell,

• with probability
(
µ
(n)
i

)2
both of the daughter cells mutate to the next trait i+ 1.

A graphical representation of the model can be found in Figure 5. In particular any lineage of a

Figure 5: Dynamical representation of the infinite mono-directional graph

cell of trait i follows a birth-death branching process with rates αi
(
1 − µ

(n)
i

)2
and βi + α

(n)
i

(
µ
(n)
i

)2
respectively. Thus introduce the birth, death and growth rate of any lineage of a cell of trait i as

α
(n)
i := αi

(
1− µ

(n)
i

)2
, β

(n)
i := βi + α

(n)
i

(
µ
(n)
i

)2
and λ

(n)
i := α

(n)
i − β

(n)
i = λi − 2αiµ

(n)
i .

Compared to the general finite graph, for any trait i ∈ N there is only one path from trait 0 to i for
this mono-directional graph implying that

t(i) =

i−1∑
i=0

ℓ(i) and θ(i) = |{j ∈ {1, · · · , i} : λj = λ0}|.

Also denote by wi := w(0,1,··· ,i) the weight on the path (0, · · · , i). The sequence
((
Z

(n)
i

)
i∈N0

)
n∈N

is mathematically constructed using independent Poisson Point Measures (PPMs). Let Qb0(ds, dθ),
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Qd0(ds, dθ), (Qi(ds, dθ))i∈N, (Ni(ds, dθ))i∈N0
, and (Qmi (ds, dθ))i∈N0

be independent PPMs with inten-
sity dsdθ. The subpopulation of wild-type cells is

Z
(n)
0 (t) := 1 +

∫ t

0

∫
R+

1{
θ≤α(n)

0 Z
(n)
0 (s−)

}Qb0(ds, dθ) (3.2)

−
∫ t

0

∫
R+

1{
θ≤β0Z

(n)
0 (s−)

}Qd0(ds, dθ)−H
(n)
0 (t),

and for all i ∈ N

Z
(n)
i (t) :=

∫ t

0

∫
R+

(
1{

θ≤α(n)
i Z

(n)
i (s−)

} − 1{
α

(n)
i Z

(n)
i (s−)≤θ≤

(
α

(n)
i +βi

)
Z

(n)
i (s−)

})Qi(ds, dθ)
+K

(n)
i−1(t) + 2H

(n)
i−1(t)−H

(n)
i (t),

where for all i ∈ N0

K
(n)
i (t) :=

∫ t

0

∫
R+

1{
θ≤2αiµ

(n)
i

(
1−µ(n)

i

)
Z

(n)
i (s−)

}Ni(ds, dθ),
H

(n)
i (t) :=

∫ t

0

∫
R+

1{
θ≤αi

(
µ
(n)
i

)2
Z

(n)
i (s−)

}Qmi (ds, dθ).

The processes
(
K

(n)
i (t)

)
t∈R+ and

(
H

(n)
i (t)

)
t∈R+ count the number of mutations up to time t from the

subpopulation of trait i leading to exactly one, respectively two, mutated daughter cells of trait i+ 1.
Let (Z0(t))t∈R+ be the birth-death branching process with rates α0 and β0 respectively, constructed

in the following way

Z0(t) := 1 +

∫ t

0

∫
R+

1{θ≤α0Z0(s−)}Q
b
0(ds, dθ)−

∫ t

0

∫
R+

1{θ≤β0Z0(s−)}Q
d
0(ds, dθ). (3.3)

Notice that with such a construction it immediately follows the monotone coupling

∀t ≥ 0, Z
(n)
0 (t) ≤ Z0(t) a.s. (3.4)

Denote by

W := lim
t→∞

e−λ0tZ0(t), (3.5)

the almost sure limit of the positive martingale
(
e−λ0tZ0(t)

)
t∈R+ , whose law is

W
law
= Ber

(λ0
α0

)
⊗ Exp

(λ0
α0

)
, (3.6)

see [33], Section 1.1, or [34], Theorem 1.

3.1 The wild-type subpopulation dynamics

Using the same PPMs Qb0 and Qd0 in the construction of
(
Z

(n)
0

)
n∈N and Z0, see Equations (3.2) and

(3.3), allows to control the size dynamics over time of the previous sequence by comparing it with the

size of Z0. More precisely, we show that the natural martingale associated to Z
(n)
0 can be compared to

the natural one of Z0. It comes from the fact that
(
α
(n)
0 , β

(n)
0

)
−→
n→∞

(α0, β0). The control is obtained

along the whole trajectory and in probability. The rate of convergence is quantified to be at most of

order O
(
µ
(n)
0

)
.

Lemma 3.1. It exists C(α0, λ0) > 0 and N ∈ N such that for all ε > 0 and n ≥ N

P
(
sup
t∈R+

∣∣∣e−λ0tZ0(t)− e−λ
(n)
0 tZ

(n)
0 (t)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)
≤ C(α0, λ0)

ε2
µ
(n)
0 −→

n→∞
0.
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Proof of Lemma 3.1. Notice that
(
e−λ0tZ0(t) − e−λ

(n)
0 tZ

(n)
0 (t)

)
t∈R+ is a martingale as the difference

between the two martingales
(
e−λ0tZ0(t)

)
t∈R+ and

(
e−λ

(n)
0 tZ

(n)
0 (t)

)
t∈R+ . Let (f(m))m∈N be a non

decreasing sequence satisfying f(m) →
m→∞

∞. Using Doob’s Inequality in L2 (see [35] Proposition

3.15) we get

P
(

sup
t∈[0,f(m)]

∣∣∣e−λ0tZ0(t)− e−λ
(n)
0 tZ

(n)
0 (t)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)
≤ 4

ε2
E
[
e−2λ0f(m)Z0(f(m))2 (3.7)

+ e−2λ
(n)
0 f(m)Z

(n)
0 (f(m))2 − 2e−(λ0+λ

(n)
0 )f(m)Z0(f(m))Z

(n)
0 (f(m))

]
.

Ito’s formula and (3.4) give E
[
Z0(t)Z

(n)
0 (t)

]
= 1 +

∫ t
0

(
λ0 + λ

(n)
0

)
E
[
Z0(s)Z

(n)
0 (s)

]
ds +

∫ t
0

(
α
(n)
0 +

β0
)
E
[
Z

(n)
0 (s)

]
ds. Solving this equation we obtain for all t ≥ 0

E
[
Z0(t)Z

(n)
0 (t)

]
=
α0 + α

(n)
0

λ0
e

(
λ0+λ

(n)
0

)
t − α

(n)
0 + β0
λ0

eλ
(n)
0 t. (3.8)

Similarly we have

E
[
(Z0(t))

2 ]
=

2α0

λ0
e2λ0t − α0 + β0

λ0
eλ0t ≤ 2α0

λ0
e2λ0t, (3.9)

E
[(
Z

(n)
0 (t)

)2]
=

2α
(n)
0

λ
(n)
0

e2λ
(n)
0 t − α

(n)
0 + β

(n)
0

λ
(n)
0

eλ
(n)
0 t ≤ 2α

(n)
0

λ
(n)
0

e2λ
(n)
0 t.

Consequently combining (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9) gives that

P
(

sup
t∈[0,f(m)]

∣∣∣e−λ0tZ0(t)− e−λ
(n)
0 tZ

(n)
0 (t)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)

≤ 4

ε2

(2α0

λ0
+

2α
(n)
0

λ
(n)
0

− 2
α0 + α

(n)
0

λ0
+ 2

α
(n)
0 + β0
λ0

e−λ0f(m)
)
.

The event
{
supt∈[0,f(m)]

∣∣e−λ0tZ0(t) − e−λ
(n)
0 tZ

(n)
0 (t)

∣∣ ≥ ε
}
is increasing in the parameter m. Then

taking the limit m→ ∞ and by monotonicity of the measure it follows

P
(
sup
t∈R+

∣∣∣e−λ0tZ0(t)− e−λ
(n)
0 tZ

(n)
0 (t)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)
≤ 4

ε2

(2α0

λ0
+

2α
(n)
0

λ
(n)
0

− 2
α0 + α

(n)
0

λ0

)
.

Recalling that λ
(n)
0 = λ0 − 2α0µ

(n)
0 it easily follows that

2α
(n)
0

λ
(n)
0

= 2α0

λ0
+ 4β0α0

λ2
0
µ
(n)
0 +O

((
µ
(n)
0

)2)
as well

as 2
α0+α

(n)
0

λ0
= 4α0

λ0
− 4α0

λ0
µ
(n)
0 +O

((
µ
(n)
0

)2)
. Finally we have

P
(
sup
t∈R+

∣∣∣e−λ0tZ0(t)− e−λ
(n)
0 tZ

(n)
0 (t)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)
≤ 4

ε2

(4β0α0

λ20
+

4α0

λ0

)
µ
(n)
0 +O

((
µ
(n)
0

)2)
=

16α2
0

ε2λ20
µ
(n)
0 +O

((
µ
(n)
0

)2)
,

which concludes the proof.

The next Lemma gives an asymptotic comparison between the random stopping times η
(n)
t at which

the wild-type subpopulation reaches the size nt, and the deterministic times t
(n)
t . This asymptotic is

given in probability and is conditioned on {W > 0}. It explains why these deterministic times are the
natural deterministic candidates for studying the asymptotic behavior of the mutant subpopulations
at the random stopping times. The result is obtained uniformly in time on intervals whose lengths
tend to infinity not too quickly.

Lemma 3.2. For all ε > 0, (T1, T2) ∈ R+ and φn such that log(n) = o(φn) and φn = o
(
nℓ(0)

)
, we

have

P
(

sup
t∈[T1,T2

φn
log(n) ]

∣∣∣η(n)t −
(
t
(n)
t − log(W )

λ0

)∣∣∣ ≥ ε
∣∣∣W > 0

)
−→
n→∞

0.
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Proof of Lemma 3.2. Let ε > 0 and for all n ∈ N introduce the event

A(n) :=
{

sup
t∈[T1,T2

φn
log(n) ]

∣∣∣η(n)t −
(
t
(n)
t − log(W )

λ0

)∣∣∣ ≥ ε
}
.

Step 1: We start by showing that for all 0 < δ1 < δ2

P
(
A(n) ∩ {δ1 < W < δ2}

)
−→
n→∞

0. (3.10)

Let ν > 0 and ε̃ < δ1
2 . Firstly, since e

−λ0tZ0(t) →
t→∞

W almost surely, Y (t) := sups∈[t,∞]

∣∣e−λ0sZ0(s)−
W
∣∣ −→
t→∞

0 almost surely and as a consequence in probability. Thus introducing for all t > 0 the

event Bt := {Y (t) ≤ ε̃}, it exists t1 > 0 such that for all t ≥ t1, P (Bt) ≥ 1 − ν
3 . Secondly using

Lemma 3.1, we have that it exists n1 ∈ N such that for all n ≥ n1 P
(
C(n)

)
≥ 1 − ν

3 with C(n) :={
supt∈R+

∣∣e−λ0tZ0(t) − e−λ
(n)
0 tZ

(n)
0 (t)

∣∣ ≤ ε̃
}
. Combining these two facts, we obtain the following

inequality for all n ≥ n1

P
(
A(n) ∩ {δ1 < W < δ2}

)
≤ P

(
A(n) ∩ {δ1 < W < δ2} ∩Bt1 ∩ C(n)

)
+

2ν

3
. (3.11)

It remains to show that P
(
A(n) ∩ {δ1 < W < δ2} ∩Bt1 ∩ C(n)

)
≤ ν

3 for n large enough.
Under the event Bt1 we have

∀s ≥ t1, (W − ε̃) eλ0s ≤ Z0(s) ≤ (W + ε̃) eλ0s.

Using that λ
(n)
0 ≤ λ0, we get that under the event C(n) for all n ≥ n1

∀s ∈ R+,
(
e−λ0sZ0(s)− ε̃

)
eλ

(n)
0 s ≤ Z

(n)
0 (s) ≤

(
e−λ0sZ0(s) + ε̃

)
eλ

(n)
0 s ≤ Z0(s) + ε̃eλ0s.

Combining the two previous inequalities it follows that under {δ1 < W < δ2} ∩Bt1 ∩ C(n) we have

∀s ≥ t1,∀n ≥ n1 (W − 2ε̃) eλ
(n)
0 s ≤ Z

(n)
0 (s) ≤ (W + 2ε̃) eλ0s ≤ (δ2 + 2ε̃) eλ0s.

Notice that by definition of ε̃, we have that W − 2ε̃ > 0 under the event {δ1 < W}. Now introduce
the following quantities, which almost surely increase with time

T
(n)
δ2,t

:= inf{s > 0 : (δ2 + 2ε̃)eλ0s ≥ nt},

T
(n)
t := inf{s > 0 : (W + 2ε̃)eλ0s ≥ nt},

T
(n)

t := inf{s > 0 : (W − 2ε̃)eλ
(n)
0 s ≥ nt}.

We have that it exists n2 ∈ N such that for all n ≥ n2, t1 ≤ T
(n)
δ2,T1

. Moreover under the event

{δ1 < W < δ2} ∩Bt1 ∩ C(n) we have for all n ≥ max(n1, n2) and for all t ∈
[
T1, T2

φn

log(n)

]
T

(n)
δ2,T1

≤ T
(n)
δ2,t

≤ T
(n)
t ≤ η

(n)
t ≤ T

(n)

t .

Using that λ0/λ
(n)
0 = 1/

(
1−2α0µ

(n)
0 /λ0

)
, and the previous equation we derive that ∀t ∈

[
T1, T2

φn

log(n)

]
and ∀n ≥ max(n1, n2)

t log(n)

λ0
− log(W )

λ0
− log (1 + 2ε̃/W )

λ0
≤ η

(n)
t

≤
( t log(n)

λ0
− log(W )

λ0
− log(1− 2ε̃/W )

λ0

)(
1− 2α0µ

(n)
0 /λ0

)−1
,

from which we obtain

− log(1 + 2ε̃/W )

λ0
≤ η

(n)
t −

( t log(n)
λ0

− log(W )

λ0

)
≤
(
1− 2α0µ

(n)
0 /λ0

)−1(( t log(n)
λ0

− log(W )

λ0

)2α0µ
(n)
0

λ0
− log(1− 2ε̃/W )

λ0

)
.
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In particular it implies that for all n ≥ max(n1, n2)

sup
t∈[T1,T2

φn
log(n) ]

∣∣∣η(n)t −
( t log(n)

λ0
− log(W )

λ0

)∣∣∣ ≤ max
{ log(1 + 2ε̃/W )

λ0

;
(
1− 2α0µ

(n)
0 /λ0

)−1((T2φn
λ0

− log(W )

λ0

)2α0µ
(n)
0

λ0
− log(1− 2ε̃/W )

λ0

)}
.

Denote by D(n) the right hand side of the last inequality. Then it directly follows that

P
(
A(n) ∩ {δ1 < W < δ2} ∩Bt1 ∩ C(n)

)
≤ P

(
{D(n) ≥ ε} ∩ {δ1 < W < δ2}

)
. (3.12)

Because φn was defined such that φnµ
(n)
0 →

n→∞
0 it is possible to find an adequate ε̃ > 0 and n3 ∈ N

such that for all n ≥ n3, P
(
{D(n) ≥ ε} ∩ {δ1 < W < δ2}

)
≤ ν

3 . In addition with (3.11) and (3.12) we
deduce (3.10).

Step 2: We are going to prove that P
(
A(n) ∩ {W > 0}

)
−→
n→∞

0. We have

P
(
A(n) ∩ {W > 0}

)
≤ P

(
A(n) ∩ {δ1 < W < δ2}

)
+ P (0 < W < δ1) + P (W > δ2) .

Using Equation (3.10) we obtain that

lim sup
n→∞

P
(
A(n) ∩ {W > 0}

)
≤ P (0 < W < δ1) + P (δ2 < W ) .

Taking the limit when (δ1, δ2) −→
n→∞

(0,∞) and because W is finite almost surely (see (3.6)) we

conclude.

Remark 3.3. From Lemma 3.2, it follows the useful results

P
(

sup
t∈[T1,T2

φn
log(n) ]

∣∣∣ η(n)t

log(n)
λ0 − t

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
∣∣∣W > 0

)
−→
n→∞

0,

and

P
(

sup
t∈[T1,T2

φn
log(n) ]

∣∣∣e−λ0

(
η
(n)
t −t

(n)
t

)
−W

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
∣∣∣W > 0

)
−→
n→∞

0. (3.13)

3.2 The mutant subpopulations dynamics in the deterministic time scale
(Theorem 2.7 (i))

In this subsection, Equations (2.5) and (2.6) are proven for the mono-directional graph. It will be
done in two steps. The first one will consist in showing the result for a fixed s ∈ R and uniformly
in the parameter t. Then in the second step, the result will be proved uniformly in the parameter s,
adapting a method developed in [32], Lemma 3.

3.2.1 Uniform control on the time parameter t

In this subsection we are going to prove the following proposition, which is a less refine result of (2.5)
and (2.6), because the result is not uniform on the parameter s.

Proposition 3.4. Let i ∈ N, (ψn(i), hn(i)) →
n→∞

∞ such that it exists φn(i) →
n→∞

∞ such that

hn(i) =
log(n)

log(log(n))θ(i−1)+φn(i)
and

√
log(n) = o(ψn(i)). For all (t, s) ∈ R+ × R define

d
(n)
i (t, s) :=1{t∈[0,t(i)−h−1

n (i))} + 1{t∈[t(i)−h−1
n (i),t(i))}ψn log

θ(i)−1(n)

+ 1{t∈[t(i),∞)}n
t−t(i) logθ(i)(n)eλ(0)s.

Let T > 0, 0 < T1 < T2, and s ∈ R. We have
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(i) If λi = λ0 then t 7→ Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
/d

(n)
i (t, s) converges in probability in L∞([0, T ]) to Wwi(t).

(ii) If λi < λ0 then t 7→ Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i)+t + s

)
/nt logθ(i)(n)eλ0s converges in probability in L∞([T1, T2]) to

Wwi(t(i) + t).

The proof is done by induction on i ∈ N. As long as the proof is similar for the initialization and
the inductive part the step considered will not be specified. To make the proof the clearer possible
it is cut using several lemmas. All the results are obtained using a martingale approach. In the next
Lemma the martingales that are considered for all the mutant subpopulations are introduced, and
their quadratic variations are computed.

Lemma 3.5. For all i ∈ N define

M
(n)
i (t) := Z

(n)
i (t)e−λ

(n)
i t −

∫ t

0

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1e

−λ(n)
i sZ

(n)
i−1(s)ds. (3.14)

(
M

(n)
i (t)

)
t≥0 is a martingale, with quadratic variation

〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
=

∫ t

0

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1e

−2λ(n)
i sZ

(n)
i−1(s)ds+

(
α
(n)
i + β

(n)
i

) ∫ t

0

e−2λ
(n)
i sZ

(n)
i (s)ds. (3.15)

Since the proof of this Lemma is rather classical, it is found in the Appendix. Now we can prove
Proposition 3.4.

Proof of Proposition 3.4. Let i ∈ N. For i ≥ 2 assume that Proposition 3.4 is true for i− 1. We start
by showing the result when i is a neutral trait, that is to say we are going to prove Proposition 3.4 (i).
All the lemmas that we are mentioning in the proof are free from such neutral assumption, and work
also for deleterious mutant traits.

(i) Neutral case: Assume that λi = λ0. Let (ψn(i), hn(i)) as in Proposition 3.4 and ε > 0. Notice
that

P
(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣Z(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
i (t, s)

−Wwi(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ 3ε

)
≤ P

(
sup

t∈[0,t(i)−h−1
n (i))

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
≥ ε
)

(3.16)

+ P
(

sup
t∈[t(i)−h−1

n (i),t(i))

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
ψn(i) log

θ(i−1)(n)
≥ ε
)

(3.17)

+ P
(

sup
t∈[t(i),T ]

∣∣∣ Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
nt−t(i) logθ(i)(n)eλ0s

−Wwi(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)
. (3.18)

We are going to show that (3.16), (3.17) and (3.18) converge to 0 when n goes to infinity.
Step 1: Convergence to 0 of (3.16): The characterisation of t(i) as the first time to see mutant

cells of trait i in the time scale t 7→ t
(n)
t is made explicit in the next Lemma. More precisely, we

exactly show that up until time t(i) − h−1n (i), asymptotically no mutant cell of trait i are generated.
In particular the convergence to 0 of (3.16) is deduced from the next lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Let i ∈ N, and hn(i) = log(n)
log(log(n))θ(i−1)+φn(i)

where φn(i) →
n→∞

∞ such that hn(i) →
n→∞

∞, and s ∈ R. For i ≥ 2 we prove that if Proposition 3.4 is true for i− 1 then

P
(

sup
t∈[0,t(i)−h−1

n (i)]
Z

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
= 0
)

−→
n→∞

1. (3.19)

For i = 1, we prove (3.19) without condition.
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Proof of Lemma 3.6. Notice first that{
sup

t∈[0,t(i)−h−1
n (i)]

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
= 0
}
= A(n) ∩B(n), (3.20)

where A(n) :=
{
K

(n)
i−1
(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+s
)
= 0
}
and B(n) :=

{
H

(n)
i−1
(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+s
)
= 0
}
. Indeed the event

in the left hand side of (3.20) is satisfied if and only if there is no mutant cell of the subpopulation

Z
(n)
i generated from the subpopulation Z

(n)
i−1 up until time t

(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+s. It corresponds almost surely

to A(n) ∩ B(n). In what follows, we will detail the proof of P
(
A(n)

)
−→
n→∞

1. Proving P
(
B(n)

)
−→
n→∞

1

can be done using a similar method, so the proof will not be detailed. This will conclude the proof of
Lemma 3.6. So we deal with the proof of P

(
A(n)

)
−→
n→∞

1 which will be slightly different depending on

whether i = 1 or i ≥ 2.
(i) Case i = 1: For all t̃ ∈ R+ and ε ∈ R+, let Cε,t̃ :=

{
sups∈[t̃,∞]

∣∣e−λ0sZ0(s)−W
∣∣ ≤ ε

}
. Using

the a.s. inequality (3.4), under the event Cε,t̃ we have

K
(n)
0

(
t
(n)

t(1)−h−1
n (1)

+ s
)
≤
∫ t̃

0

∫
R+

1{
θ≤2α0µ

(n)
0 supv∈[0,t̃] Z0(v)

}N0(du, dθ) (3.21)

+

∫ t
(n)

t(1)−h
−1
n (1)

+s

t̃

∫
R+

1{
θ≤2α0µ

(n)
0 eλ0u(ε+W )

}N0(du, dθ).

Let set the following notations

D
(n)

t̃
:=
{∫ t̃

0

∫
R+

1{
θ≤2α0µ

(n)
0 supv∈[0,t̃] Z0(v)

}N0(du, dθ) = 0
}
,

E
(n)

ε,t̃
:=
{∫ t

(n)

t(1)−h
−1
n (1)

+s

t̃

∫
R+

1{
θ≤2α0µ

(n)
0 eλ0u(ε+W )

}N0(du, dθ) = 0
}
.

Using Equation (3.21) we have that

P
(
A(n)

)
≥ P

(
A(n) ∩ Cε,t̃

)
≥ P

(
Cε,t̃ ∩D

(n)

t̃
∩ E(n)

ε,t̃

)
.

It remains to show that the right hand side converges to 1. By definition of W as the almost sure time
limit of the positive martingale e−λ0tZ0(t) it follows that P

(
Cε,t̃

)
−→
t̃→∞

1. We have that supv∈[0,t̃] Z0(v)

is finite almost surely. In addition with the fact that Z0 and N0 are independent we deduce that

P
(
D

(n)

t̃

)
−→
n→∞

1, because µ
(n)
0 −→

n→∞
0. Recall the distribution of W , which is given in (3.6). Since W

and N0 are independent, we have

P
(
E

(n)

ε,t̃

)
=
β0
α0

P
(∫ t

(n)

t(1)−h
−1
n (1)

+s

t̃

∫
R+

1{
θ≤2α0µ

(n)
0 eλ0uε

}N0(du, dθ) = 0
)
+
λ0
α0

(3.22)

·
∫ ∞
0

λ0
α0
e−

λ0
α0
wP
(∫ t

(n)

t(1)−h
−1
n (1)

+s

t̃

∫
R+

1{
θ≤2α0µ

(n)
0 eλ0u(ε+w)

}N0(du, dθ) = 0
)
dw

=
β0
α0

exp
(
−
∫ t

(n)

t(1)−h
−1
n (1)

+s

t̃

2α0µ
(n)
0 eλ0uεdu

)
+
λ0
α0

∫ ∞
0

λ0
α0
e−

λ0
α0
w exp

(
−
∫ t

(n)

t(1)−h
−1
n (1)

+s

t̃

2α0µ
(n)
0 eλ0u(ε+ w)du

)
dw

≥ β0
α0

exp
(
−

2α0

(
nt(1)µ

(n)
0

)
λ0

εeλ0se−h
−1
n (1) log(n)

)
+
λ0
α0

∫ ∞
0

λ0
α0
e−

λ0
α0
w exp

(
−

2α0

(
nt(1)µ

(n)
0

)
λ0

(ε+ w)eλ0se−h
−1
n (1) log(n)

)
dw

−→
n→∞

1,
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where we use first that for all w ≥ 0,
2α0

(
nt(1)µ

(n)
0

)
λ0

(ε + w)eλ0se−h
−1
n (1) log(n) −→

n→∞
0. This fact comes

from the choice of hn(1) which implies that h−1n (1) log(n) −→
n→∞

∞. Then we apply the dominated

convergence theorem to get

∫ ∞
0

λ0
α0
e−

λ0
α0
we

(
−

2α0

(
nt(1)µ

(n)
0

)
λ0

(ε+w)eλ0se−h−1
n (1) log(n)

)
dw →

n→∞

∫ ∞
0

λ0
α0
e−

λ0
α0
wdw = 1.

Finally we have proven that P
(
A(n)

)
−→
n→∞

1, which concludes the proof in the case i = 1.

(ii) Case i ≥ 2: Let t̃(i) := t(i)+t(i−1)
2 and Ψn −→

n→∞
∞. For ε > 0 let

C(n)
ε :=

{
sup

t∈[0,t(i)]

∣∣∣Z(n)
i−1

(
t
(n)
t

)
d(n)(t)

−W1{t≥t̃(i)}wi−1(t)
∣∣∣ ≤ ε

}
,

with

d(n)(t) = 1{t∈[0,t̃(i))}n
t̃(i)−t(i−1) logθ(i−1)(n)Ψn + 1{t∈[t̃(i),t(i)]}n

t−t(i−1) logθ(i−1)(n).

Under C
(n)
ε we have

K
(n)
i−1

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
)
≤
∫ t

(n)

t̃(i)

0

∫
R+

1{
θ≤2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1εn

t̃(i)−t(i−1) logθ(i−1)(n)Ψn

}Ni−1(du, dθ) (3.23)

+

∫ t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s

t
(n)

t̃(i)

∫
R+

1{
θ≤2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1(ε+Wwi−1(t(i)))eλ0un−t(i−1) logθ(i−1)(n)

}Ni−1(du, dθ).
Let introduce the events

D(n)
ε :=

{∫ t
(n)

t̃(i)

0

∫
R+

1{
θ≤2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1εn

t̃(i)−t(i−1) logθ(i−1)(n)Ψn

}Ni−1(du, dθ) = 0
}
,

E(n)
ε :=

{∫ t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s

t
(n)

t̃(i)

∫
R+

1{
θ≤2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1(ε+Wwi−1(t(i)))eλ0un−t(i−1) logθ(i−1)(n)

}Ni−1(du, dθ) = 0
}
.

From (3.23) we obtain P
(
A(n)

)
≥ P

(
A(n) ∩ C(n)

ε

)
≥ P

(
C

(n)
ε ∩ D(n)

ε ∩ E(n)
ε

)
. It remains to show that

the right hand side converges to 1. From assuming Proposition 3.4 for trait i − 1 it follows that

P
(
C

(n)
ε

)
−→
n→∞

1. Secondly we have

P
(
D(n)
ε

)
= exp

(
− t̃(i)

logθ(i−1)+1(n)

λ0
2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1ε

√
nℓ(i−1)Ψn

)
−→
n→∞

1,

because t̃(i) − t(i − 1) = ℓ(i − 1)/2 and also because Ψn can be chosen such that it satisfies both

Ψn −→
n→∞

∞ and logθ(i−1)+1(n)Ψn
√
nℓ(i−1)µ

(n)
i−1 −→

n→∞
0. Using a similar approach as in the computation

of (3.22) we get

P
(
E(n)
ε

)
≥ β0
α0

exp
[
−

2αi−1

(
nℓ(i−1)µ

(n)
i−1

)
λ0

ε logθ(i−1)(n)eλ0se−h
−1
n (i) log(n)

]
+
λ0
α0

∫ ∞
0

λ0
α0

· e−
λ0
α0
w exp

(
−

2αi−1

(
nℓ(i−1)µ

(n)
i−1

)
λ0

(ε+ wwi−1(t(i))) log
θ(i−1)(n)eλ0se−h

−1
n (i) log(n)

)
dw

−→
n→∞

1,

where ∀w ≥ 0,
2αi−1

(
nℓ(i−1)µ

(n)
i−1

)
λ0

(ε+ wwi−1(t(i))) log
θ(i−1)(n)eλ0se−h

−1
n (i) log(n) →

n→∞
0, because

logθ(i−1)(n)e−h
−1
n (i) log(n) = exp(θ(i−1) log(log(n))− log(n)h−1n (i)) →

n→∞
0 by hypothesis on hn(i), and
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we apply the dominated convergence theorem to get

∫ ∞
0

λ0
α0
e−

λ0
α0
w exp

(
−

2αi−1

(
nℓ(i−1)µ

(n)
i−1

)
λ0

(ε+ wwi−1(t(i))) log
θ(i−1)(n)eλ0se−h

−1
n (i) log(n)

)
dw

−→
n→∞

∫ ∞
0

λ0
α0
e−

λ0
α0
wdw = 1.

Finally we have proven that P
(
A(n)

)
→

n→∞
1, which concludes the proof.

Step 2: Convergence to 0 of (3.17): In the next Lemma we show that in the time interval
[t(i)− h−1n (i), t(i)], the size of the mutant subpopulation of trait i does not achieved any power of n.

We control its growth by the factor ψn(i) log
θ(i−1)(n), with a well chosen function ψn(i). Heuristically

what happens is that the total number of mutant cells of trait i issued from a mutational event up
to time t(i) is of order O

(
logθ(i−1)(n)

)
. Moreover with the remaining time for the lineages of these

mutant cells to grow, we succeed to control the size of the mutant subpopulation of trait i by at most√
log(n) logθ(i−1)(n). Consequently dividing by any function ψn(i) satisfying

√
log(n) = o(ψn(i)) the

asymptotic limit is 0.

Lemma 3.7. Let i ∈ N, hn(i) = log(n)
log(log(n))θ(i−1)+φn(i)

where φn(i) →
n→∞

∞ such that hn(i) →
n→∞

∞,

ψn(i) → ∞ such that
√

log(n) = o(ψn(i)), s ∈ R and ε > 0. For i ≥ 2 we prove that if Proposition
3.4 is true for i− 1 then

P
(

sup
t∈[t(i)−h−1

n (i),t(i)]

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
ψn(i) log

θ(i−1)(n)
≥ ε
)

−→
n→∞

0. (3.24)

For i = 1 we prove (3.24) without condition.

Proof. We start by showing the same result considering the more restrictive condition log(n)eφn(i) =
o(ψ2

n(i)).
Step 1: Let ψn(i) satisfying the previous equation. For all t ∈

[
t(i)− h−1n (i), t(i)

]
we have

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
ψn(i) log

θ(i−1)(n)
=
Z

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
e−λ

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t +s

)
− Z

(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
)
e
−λ(n)

i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s
)

ψn(i) log
θ(i−1)(n)e−λ

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t +s

) (3.25)

+
Z

(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
)
e
−λ(n)

i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s
)

ψn(i) log
θ(i−1)(n)e−λ

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t +s

)

=
M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
−M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
)

ψn(i) log
θ(i−1)(n)e−λ

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t +s

) +

∫ t
(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s
2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1e

−λ(n)
i uZ

(n)
i−1(u)du

ψn(i) log
θ(i−1)(n)e−λ

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t +s

)
+

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
)

ψn(i) log
θ(i−1)(n)e

−λ(n)
i t

(n)

t−t(i)+h
−1
n (i)

.
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It allows to write

P
(

sup
t∈[t(i)−h−1

n (i),t(i)]

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
ψn(i) log

θ(i−1)(n)
≥ 3ε

)

≤ P
(

sup
t∈[t(i)−h−1

n (i),t(i)]

∣∣∣M (n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
−M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
)

ψn(i) log
θ(i−1)(n)e

−λ(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t +s

) ∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)

(3.26)

+ P
(

sup
t∈[t(i)−h−1

n (i),t(i)]

∫ t
(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s
2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1e

−λ(n)
i uZ

(n)
i−1(u)du

ψn(i) log
θ(i−1)(n)e

−λ(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t +s

) ≥ ε
)

(3.27)

+ P
(

sup
t∈[t(i)−h−1

n (i),t(i)]

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
)

ψn(i) log
θ(i−1)(n)e

−λ(n)
i t

(n)

t−t(i)+h
−1
n (i)

≥ ε
)
. (3.28)

We have (3.28) ≤ P
(
Z

(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
)
≥ 1

)
, because one necessary condition for fulfilling the

interesting condition is that there is at least 1 mutant cell of trait i at time t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s. Then

applying Lemma 3.6 gives that (3.28) converges to 0. The convergence to 0 of the term (3.27) is given
by applying the following Lemma. Notice in particular that (ψn(i), hn(i)) satisfies the condition of
this lemma.

Lemma 3.8. Let i ∈ N, hn(i) = log(n)
log(log(n))θ(i−1)+φn(i)

where φn(i) →
n→∞

∞ such that hn(i) →
n→∞

∞,

ψn(i) →
n→∞

∞ such that log(n) = o(ψn(i)hn(i)), and s ∈ R. For i ≥ 2 we prove that if Proposition 3.4

is true for i− 1 then

P
(

sup
t∈[t(i)−h−1

n (i),t(i)]

∫ t
(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s
2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1e

−λ(n)
i uZ

(n)
i−1(u)du

ψn(i) log
θ(i−1)(n)e

−λ(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t +s

) ≥ ε
)

−→
n→∞

0. (3.29)

For i = 1 we prove (3.29) without condition.

Proof of Lemma 3.8. Let

a
(n)
t :=

∫ t
(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s
2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1e

−λ(n)
i uZ

(n)
i−1(u)du

ψn(i) log
θ(i−1)(n)e

−λ(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t +s

) .

Our aim is to prove that for all ε > 0

P
(

sup
t∈[t(i)−h−1

n (i),t(i)]
a
(n)
t ≤ ε

)
→

n→∞
1. (3.30)

(i) Case i = 1: We have

a
(n)
t =

e
λ
(n)
1

(
t
(n)
t +s

)
ψn(1)

∫ t
(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(1)−h
−1
n (1)

+s

2α0µ
(n)
0

[
W +

(
e−λ0uZ0(u)−W

)
+
(
e−λ

(n)
0 uZ

(n)
0 (u)− e−λ0uZ0(u)

) ]
e

(
λ
(n)
0 −λ

(n)
1

)
u
du.

Let us set

B
(n)
ε̃ :=

{
sup
u∈R+

∣∣∣e−λ0uZ0(u)− e−λ
(n)
0 uZ

(n)
0 (u)

∣∣∣ ≤ ε̃
}
,

Cx,ε̃ :=
{

sup
u∈[x,∞]

|e−λ0uZ0(u)−W | ≤ ε̃
}
.
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According to Lemma 3.1 and by definition of W (see (3.5)) we both have that P
(
B

(n)
ε̃

)
→

n→∞
1 and

P
(
C√

log(n),ε̃

)
→

n→∞
1. Then for n large enough under the event B

(n)
ε̃ ∩ C√

log(n),ε̃
we have

a
(n)
t ≤ 2α0

(
nt(1)µ

(n)
0

)
(W + 2ε̃)In,

where In := e
λ
(n)
1 (t(n)

t +s)
ψn(1)nt(1)

∫ t
(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (1)

+s
e

(
λ0−λ(n)

1

)
u
du. In the case λ1 < λ0 we have that

In ≤ e
λ
(n)
1

(
t
(n)
t +s

)
ψn(1)nt(1)

e

(
λ0−λ(n)

1

)(
t
(n)
t +s

)
λ0 − λ1

=
e
−λ0t

(n)

t(1)−teλ0s

ψn(1)(λ0 − λ1)
≤ eλ0s

ψn(1)(λ0 − λ1)
. (3.31)

In the case λ1 = λ0 remembering that λ
(n)
1 = λ0 − 2α1µ

(n)
1 we obtain

In ≤ eλ0se
−2α1µ

(n)
1

(
t
(n)
t +s

)
ψn(1)

e
2α1µ

(n)
1

(
t
(n)
t +s

)
− e

2α1µ
(n)
1

(
t
(n)

t(1)−h
−1
n (1)

+s

)

2α1µ
(n)
1

(3.32)

=
eλ0s

ψn(1)

1− e
−2α1µ

(n)
1 t

(n)

t−t(1)+h
−1
n (1)

2α1µ
(n)
1

≤ eλ0s log(n)

ψn(1)hn(1)λ0
,

where for the last inequality we use both that t
(n)

t−t(1)+h−1
n (1)

≤ log(n)/(hn(1)λ0) and the following

equation applied with a = 2α1µ
(n)
1 > 0 and x = t

(n)

t−t(1)+h−1
n (1)

∀x ≥ 0,∀a > 0,
1− e−ax

a
≤ x. (3.33)

In any case, since W is a finite random variable (see (3.6)) we find (3.30).

(ii) Case i ≥ 2: Assume Proposition 3.4 is true for i− 1. We have P
(
B

(n)
ε̃

)
→

n→∞
1 with

B
(n)
ε̃ :=

{
sup

v∈[t(i)−h−1
n (i),t(i)]

∣∣∣ Z
(n)
i−1
(
t
(n)
v + s

)
nv−t(i−1)eλ0s logθ(i−1)(n)

−Wwi−1(v)
∣∣∣ ≤ ε̃

}
.

Using the change of variable u = t
(n)
v + s and that t(i− 1) = t(i)− ℓ(i− 1), notice that

a
(n)
t =

e
λ
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t +s

)
ψn(i)nt(i)

∫ t

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

2αi−1
(
nℓ(i−1)µ

(n)
i−1
)

·
Z

(n)
i−1
(
t
(n)
v + s

)
nv−t(i−1)eλ0s logθ(i−1)(n)

e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)
(t(n)

v +s) log(n)

λ0
dv.

Using that wi−1 is a non decreasing function it comes that under the event B
(n)
ε̃

a
(n)
t ≤ 2αi−1

(
nℓ(i−1)µ

(n)
i−1
)
(Wwi−1(t(i)) + ε̃)

e
λ
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t +s

)
ψn(i)nt(i)

∫ t
(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s

e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)
u
du.

Using similar computations as in (3.31) and (3.32), it follows (3.30).

Now we will prove that (3.26) converges to 0. We start by introducing two lemmas, whose proofs are
found in the Appendix, allowing to control in expectancy both the size of any mutant subpopulation

and the quadratic variation associated to the martingale M
(n)
i . First, a natural upper bound on the

mean of the growth of each mutant subpopulation can be easily obtained. This is stated in the next
Lemma.
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Lemma 3.9. For all i ∈ N0 and for all u ≥ 0

E
[
Z

(n)
i (u)

]
≤ Ciµ

(n)
⊗,iu

θ(i)eλ0u,

with µ
(n)
⊗,i :=

i∏
j=1

µ
(n)
j−1 and Ci :=

∏i
j=1 2αj−1

(
1{λj=λ0} + 1{λj<λ0}

1
λ0−λj

)
.

Notice that there are 3 interesting components. The first one is the mutational cost to get such

mutant cells encoded via the term µ
(n)
⊗,i. Then the second one is given by the contribution over time

of all neutral mutations in the path to the considered mutant subpopulation. And the last one is
simply the exponential growth at rate λ0 given by the wild-type subpopulation. Second, using both
the expression of the quadratic variation of the martingale associated to a mutant subpopulation given
in Equation (3.15) and the previous Lemma 3.9, a natural upper bound on its mean is obtained and
summed up in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.10. Let 0 < t
(n)
1 < t2 and s ∈ R. It exists N ∈ N and C(i) > 0 such that for all n ≥ N we

have

E
[〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)
t2

+s
−
〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s

]
≤ C(i)µ

(n)
⊗,i

[
1{λi=λ0}

e−λ0s
(
t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+ s
)θ(i)

nt
(n)
1

(
t
(n)
t2 + s

)θ(i)
·
(
1{λ0>2λi}e

(λ0−2λi)
(
t
(n)
t2

+s
)
+ 1{λ0=2λi}

(
t
(n)
t2 + s

)
+ 1{λi<λ0<2λi}e

−(2λi−λ0)
(
t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s
))]

.

Now we can prove that (3.26) converges to 0. Using that logθ(i−1)(n) = e
λ0t

(n)

h
−1
n (i)e−φn(i) one can

rewrite for all t ∈
[
t(i)− h−1n (i), t(i)

]
∣∣∣M (n)

i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
−M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
)∣∣∣

ψn(i) log
θ(i−1)(n)e

−λ(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t +s

)

=

∣∣∣M (n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
−M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
)∣∣∣

ψn(i)e−φn(i)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)
t
(n)

t−t(i)+h
−1
n (i)e

−λ(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s
)
e
λ0t

(n)

t(i)−t

≤

∣∣∣M (n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
−M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
)∣∣∣

ψn(i)e−φn(i)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)
t
(n)

t−t(i)+h
−1
n (i)e

−λ(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s
) .

In the case λi = λ0 we simplify the denominator using that e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)
t
(n)

t−t(i)+h
−1
n (i) ≥ 1. Then we apply

Doob’s inequality to the martingale
(
M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
−M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
))
t≥t(i), and we use that if

M is a square integrable martingale then E[(M(t)−M(s))2] = E[M2(t)−M2(s)] = E[⟨M⟩t − ⟨M⟩s].
It follows that

(3.26) ≤ P
(

sup
t∈[t(i)−h−1

n (i),t(i)]

∣∣∣M (n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
−M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
)

ψn(i)e−φn(i)e
−λ(n)

i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s
) ∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)

≤ 4e
2λit

(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)e2λ

(n)
i s

ε2ψ2
n(i)e

−2φn(i)
E
[〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)

t(i)
+s

−
〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s

]
.

Applying Lemma 3.10 at times t
(n)
1 = t(i) − h−1n (i) and t2 = t(i), it exists a constant C = C(s, i, ε)

(that may change from line to line) such that

(3.26) ≤ Ce2φn(i)

ψ2
n(i)

(
nt(i)µ

(n)
⊗,i
)(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
)θ(i)

n−h
−1
n (i).
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Notice that

nt(i)µ
(n)
⊗,i =

i∏
j=1

nℓ(j−1)µ
(n)
j−1 −→

n→∞

i∏
j=1

µj−1 <∞. (3.34)

Then for n large enough, and remembering that θ(i) = θ(i− 1) + 1 we have

(3.26) ≤ C
log(n)eφn(i)

ψ2
n(i)

−→
n→∞

0,

according to the scaling of ψn(i). In the case λi < λ0, using the Maximal inequality, see [36], Chapter
VI page 72, applied to the supermartingale

[ M
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
−M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h−1
n (i)

+ s
)

ψn(i)e−φn(i)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)
t
(n)

t−t(i)+h
−1
n (i)e

−λ(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s
) ]

t≥t(i)−h−1
n (i)

,

it follows

(3.26) ≤ 3e
λ
(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s
)

εψn(i)e−φn(i)
sup

t∈[t(i)−h−1
n (i),t(i)]

f (n)(t), (3.35)

where f (n)(t) := e
−
(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)
t
(n)

t−t(i)+h
−1
n (i)E

[〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)
t +s

−
〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+s

] 1
2 . According to Lemma

3.10 applied with t
(n)
1 = t(i)− h−1n (i) and t2 = t(i) we have that

sup
t∈[t(i)−h−1

n (i),t(i)]
f (n)(t) ≤ C

(
µ
(n)
⊗,i
) 1

2
(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

) θ(i)
2 e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)
t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i) (3.36)

·
(
1{λ0>2λi}e

−λ0
2 t

(n)

t(i)e
λ0−2λi

2 s + 1{λ0=2λi}
(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

) 1
2 e
−
(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)
t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+ 1{λi<λ0<2λi}e
−λ0

2 t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)e−

2λi−λ0
2 s

)
.

Combining (3.35), (3.36), (3.34), and using that e
λ0t

(n)

t(i) = nt(i), and e
λ0t

(n)

h
−1
n (i) = logθ(i−1)(n)eφn(i) as

well as θ(i− 1) = θ(i) it follows

(3.26) ≤ Ceφn(i)

εψn(i)
eλ

(n)
i s
(
nt(i)µ

(n)
⊗,i
) 1

2
(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

) θi
2 e

λ0
2 t

(n)

t(i)e
−λ0t

(n)

h
−1
n (i)

·
(
1{λ0>2λi}e

−λ0
2 t

(n)

t(i)e
λ0−2λi

2 s + 1{λ0=2λi}
(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

) 1
2 e
−(λ0−λi)t

(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)

+ 1{λi<λ0<2λi}e
−λ0

2 t
(n)

t(i)−h
−1
n (i)e−

2λi−λ0
2 s

)
≤ Ceφn(i)

εψn(i)
log

θ(i)
2 (n)

(
1{λ0>2λi}

e−φn(i)

logθ(i−1)(n)
+ 1{λ0=2λi} log

1
2 (n)e

−λ0
2 t

(n)

h
−1
n (i)

+ 1{λi<λ0<2λi}e
−λ0

2 t
(n)

h
−1
n (i)

)
≤ C

εψn(i)

(
1{λ0>2λi}

1

log θ(i)
2 (n)

+ 1{λ0=2λi}
√
log(n)e

φn(i)
2 + 1{λ1<λ0<2λi}e

φn(i)
2

)
−→
n→∞

0,

according to the scaling of ψn(i).
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Step 2: Let ψn(i) satisfying
√
log(n) = o(ψn(i)) but such that log(n)eφn(i) ̸= o(ψ2

n(i)). Let φ̃n(i)

such that log(n)eφ̃n(i) = o(ψ2
n(i)) and define h̃n(i) :=

log(n)
log(log(n))θ(i−1)+φ̃n(i)

. In particular notice that

h̃n(i) ≥ hn(i). We have

P
(

sup
t∈[t(i)−h−1

n (i),t(i)]

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
ψn(i) log

θ(i−1)(n)
≥ ε
)

≤ P
(

sup
t∈[t(i)−h−1

n (i),t(i)−h̃−1
n (i)]

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
≥ ε
)

+ P
(

sup
t∈[t(i)−h̃−1

n (i),t(i)]

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
ψn(i) log

θ(i−1)(n)
≥ ε
)
,

where the first term of the right hand side converges to 0 according to Lemma 3.6 and the second from
Step 1 of this proof.

Step 3: Convergence to 0 of (3.18): Applying similar computations as in (3.25), notice that
for all t ≥ t(i)

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
nt−t(i) logθ(i)(n)eλ0s

=
M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
−M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

)
n−t(i) logθ(i)(n)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)(
t
(n)
t +s

)

+

∫ t
(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(i)
+s

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1Z

(n)
i−1(u)e

−λ(n)
i udu

n−t(i) logθ(i)(n)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)(
t
(n)
t +s

) +
Z

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

)
logθ(i)(n)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)
t
(n)

t−t(i)eλ0s

.

Then it allows to write

P
(

sup
t∈[t(i),T ]

∣∣∣ Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
nt−t(i) logθ(i)(n)eλ0s

−Wwi(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ 3ε

)
≤ P

(
sup

t∈[t(i),T ]

∣∣∣ M (n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
−M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

)
n−t(i) logθ(i)(n)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)(
t
(n)
t +s

) ∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)

(3.37)

+ P
(

sup
t∈[t(i),T ]

∣∣∣
∫ t

(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(i)
+s

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1Z

(n)
i−1(u)e

−λ(n)
i udu

n−t(i) logθ(i)(n)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)(
t
(n)
t +s

) −Wwi(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)
(3.38)

+ P
(

sup
t∈[t(i),T ]

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

)
logθ(i)(n)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)
t
(n)

t−t(i)eλ0s

≥ ε
)
. (3.39)

We are going to show that (3.37), (3.38) and (3.39) converge to 0 when n goes to infinity. Concerning

the term (3.37), we use first that λ0 ≥ λ
(n)
i to simplify the denominator. Then we apply Doob’s

inequality to the martingale
(
M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
−M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i) + s)

))
t≥t(i) to get that

(3.37) ≤ P
(

sup
t∈[t(i),T ]

∣∣∣M (n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
−M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

)
n−t(i) logθ(i)(n)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)

(3.40)

=
4n2t(i)

ε2 log2θ(i)(n)
E
[〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)
T +s

−
〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)

t(i)
+s

]
.

Applying Lemma 3.10 at times t
(n)
1 = t(i) and t2 = T we obtain that

E
[〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)
T +s

−
〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)

t(i)
+s

]
≤ C

e−λ0s
(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

)θ(i)
µ
(n)
⊗,i

nt(i)
. (3.41)
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Then combining (3.40) and (3.41) we get

P
(

sup
t∈[t(i),T ]

∣∣∣ M (n)
(i

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
−M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

)
n−t(i) logθ(i)(n)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)(
t
(n)
t +s

) ∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)

≤ 4Ce−λ0s

ε2 logθ(i)(n)

( t(n)t(i) + s

log(n)

)θ(i)
nt(i)µ

(n)
⊗,i −→

n→∞
0,

as θ(i) ≥ 1 since the vertex i is assumed to be neutral. It ends the proof of the convergence to 0 of
(3.37). The term (3.38) converges to 0 according to the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.11. Let i ∈ N, T ≥ t(i), s ∈ R and ε > 0. For i ≥ 2 we prove that if Proposition 3.4 is
true for i− 1 then

P
(

sup
t∈[t(i),T ]

∣∣∣
∫ t

(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(i)
+s

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1e

−λ(n)
i uZ

(n)
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n−t(i) logθ(i)(n)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)(
t
(n)
t +s

) −Wwi(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)
−→
n→∞

0. (3.42)

For i = 1, we prove (3.42) without condition.

Proof of Lemma 3.11. Let cn(t, s) := e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)(
t
(n)
t +s

)
and

a
(n)
t :=

∫ t
(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(i)
+s

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1e

−λ(n)
i uZ

(n)
i−1(u)du

n−t(i) logθ(i)(n)cn(t, s)
.

Our aim is to prove that for all ε > 0, P
(
supt∈[t(i),T ]

∣∣∣a(n)t −Wwi(t)
∣∣∣ ≤ ε

)
→

n→∞
1.

(i) Case i = 1: We have

a
(n)
t =

nt(1)

logθ(1)(n)cn(t, s)

∫ t
(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(1)
+s

2α0µ
(n)
0
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W +

(
e−λ0uZ0(u)−W

)
+
(
e−λ

(n)
0 uZ

(n)
0 (u)− e−λ0uZ0(u)

) ]
e

(
λ
(n)
0 −λ

(n)
1

)
u
du.

Let for all ε > 0

B
(n)
ε̃ :=

{
sup
u∈R+

∣∣∣e−λ0uZ0(u)− e−λ
(n)
0 uZ

(n)
0 (u)

∣∣∣ ≤ ε̃
}
,

Cx,ε̃ :=
{

sup
u∈[x,∞]

|e−λ0uZ0(u)−W | ≤ ε̃
}
.

According to Lemma 3.1 and by definition of W (see (3.5)) we both have that P
(
B

(n)
ε̃

)
→

n→∞
1 and

P
(
C√

log(n),ε̃

)
→

n→∞
1. Notice that when λ1 < λ0 we have the following bound

1

cn(t, s)
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(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(1)
+s

e

(
λ0−λ(n)

1

)
u
du =

1

λ0 − λ
(n)
1

cn(t, s)− cn(t(1), s)

cn(t, s)
≤ 1

λ0 − λ1
, (3.43)

and that when λ1 = λ0 we have the one

1

cn(t, s)

∫ t
(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(1)
+s

e

(
λ0−λ(n)

1

)
u
du =

1− e
−
(
λ0−λ(n)

1

)
t
(n)

t−t(1)

λ0 − λ
(n)
1

≤ t
(n)
t−t(1), (3.44)

where for the last inequality we use (3.33) applied with a = λ0 − λ
(n)
1 = 2α1µ

(n)
1 > 0 and x = t

(n)
t−t(1).

It follows that for n sufficiently large (such that t
(n)
t(1)+ s ≥

√
log(n)) under the event B

(n)
ε̃ ∩C√

log(n),ε̃
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we have that

a
(n)
t ≤ nt(1)

logθ(1)(n)cn(t)
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(n)
t +s

t
(n)

t(1)
+s

2α0µ
(n)
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1

)
u
du
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0
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(
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1

λ0 − λ1
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1

λ0
(t− t(1))

)
,

since θ(1) = 1{λ1=λ0}. By definition w1(t) = 2α0µ0

(
1{λ1<λ0}

1
λ0−λ1

+ 1{λ1=λ0}
1
λ0
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)
. It implies

that

a
(n)
t −Ww1(t) ≤

w1(t)

µ0
W
(
nt(1)µ

(n)
0 − µ0

)
+ Cε̃,

where C > 0 is a constant sufficiently large.

Introduce the event D
(n)
ε̃ :=

{
sup

t∈[t(1),T ]

∣∣w1(t)
µ0

W
(
nt(1)µ

(n)
0 − µ0

)∣∣ ≤ ε̃
}
. It satisfies P

(
D

(n)
ε̃

)
→

n→∞
1

because W is finite almost surely, nt(1)µ
(n)
0 →

n→∞
µ0 and w1(t) is bounded from above on [t(1), T ].

Under B
(n)
ε̃ ∩ C√

log(n),ε̃
∩D(n)

ε̃ we have for all t ∈ [t(1), T ]

a
(n)
t −Ww1(t) ≤ (C + 1)ε̃.

With similar computations one can also obtain that under B
(n)
ε̃ ∩ C√

log(n),ε̃
∩D(n)

ε̃

sup
t∈[t(1),T ]

|a(n)t −Ww1(t)| ≤ (C + 1)ε̃,

and choosing ε̃ > 0 such that (C + 1)ε̃ ≤ ε we deduce that under the event B
(n)
ε̃ ∩ C√

log(n),ε̃
∩D(n)

ε̃

sup
t∈[t(1),T ]

|a(n)t −Ww1(t)| ≤ ε.

It concludes the case i = 1 because P
(
B

(n)
ε̃ ∩ C√

log(n),ε̃
∩D(n)

ε̃

)
−→
n→∞

1.

(ii) Case i ≥ 2: Assume Proposition 3.4 is true for i − 1. In particular we have P
(
B

(n)
ε̃

)
−→
n→∞

1

with

B
(n)
ε̃ :=

{
sup

v∈[t(i),T ]

∣∣∣ Z
(n)
i−1
(
t
(n)
v + s

)
nv−t(i−1)eλ0s logθ(i−1)(n)

−Wwi−1(v)
∣∣∣ ≤ ε̃

}
.

Using the change of variable u = t
(n)
v + s and that t(i− 1) = t(i)− ℓ(i− 1) yields that

a
(n)
t =

∫ t

t(i)

2αi−1
(
nℓ(i−1)µ

(n)
i−1
) Z

(n)
i−1
(
t
(n)
v + s

)
nv−t(i−1)eλ0s logθ(i)(n)

cn(v, s)

cn(t, s)

log(n)

λ0
dv.

Notice that when λi < λ0 we have that θ(i−1) = θ(i) and when λi = λ0 we have that θ(i−1) = θ(i)−1.
In addition we use that v 7→ cn(v, s) and wi−1 are non-decreasing functions and then applied similar

computation as in (3.43) and (3.44) replacing the index 1 by i to find, under B
(n)
ε̃ , that

a
(n)
t ≤ 2αi−1

(
nℓ(i−1)µ

(n)
i−1
)

·
[
1{λi<λ0}

Wwi−1(t) + ε̃

λ0 − λi
+ 1{λi=λ0}W

1

λ0

∫ t

t(i)

(wi−1(v) + ε̃) dv
]
.

By definition (see (2.3) and Remark 2.4)

wi(t) = 2αi−1µi−1

(
1{λi<λ0}

wi−1(t)

λ0 − λi
+ 1{λi=λ0}

1

λ0

∫ t

t(i)

wi−1(u)du
)
.
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It follows that under the event C
(n)
ε̃ :=

{
W |nℓ(i−1)µ(n)

i−1 − µi−1| ≤ ε̃
}

we obtain that for all t ≤ T

a
(n)
t −Wwi(t) ≤ 2αi−1

[
1{λi<λ0}

1

λ0 − λ1

(
wi−1(T ) +

(
nℓ(i−1)µ

(n)
i−1
))

+ 1{λi=λ0}
1

λ0

(∫ T

t(i)

wi−1(u)du+ T
(
nℓ(i−1)µ

(n)
i−1
))]

ε̃

≤ Cε̃,

where C is a positive constant depending only on the parameters and on T but which is independent

from n. Recalling that nℓ(i−1)µ
(n)
i−1 converges and that W is finite almost surely (see (3.6)) we obtain

that C
(n)
ε̃ satisfies P

(
C

(n)
ε̃

)
−→
n→∞

1.

Then choosing ε̃ > 0 such that Cε̃ ≤ ε, we have shown that under B
(n)
ε̃ ∩ C(n)

ε̃

sup
t∈[t(i),T ]

a
(n)
t −Wwi(t) ≤ ε.

With similar computations one can also obtain that under B
(n)
ε̃ ∩ C(n)

ε̃

sup
t∈[t(i),T ]

|a(n)t −Wwi(t)| ≤ ε.

We conclude the proof with the fact that P
(
C

(n)
ε̃

)
→

n→∞
1 and P

(
B

(n)
ε̃

)
→

n→∞
1 by the induction

assumption.

Since λ0 ≥ λ
(n)
i , the term (3.39) satisfies

P
(

sup
t∈[t(i),T ]

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

)
logθ(i)(n)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)
t
(n)

t−t(i)eλ0s

≥ ε
)
= P

(Z(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

)
logθ(i)(n)eλ0s

≥ ε
)

−→
n→∞

0,

where the convergence is obtained applying Lemma 3.7 with ψn(i) = log(n)eλ0s which is possible
because assuming vertex i to be neutral gives that θ(i) = θ(i− 1) + 1.

This ends the proof of Proposition 3.4 (i). Let us now deal with Proposition 3.4 (ii).
(ii) Deleterious case: Assume that λi < λ0. Let 0 < T1 < T2. Applying similar computations

as in (3.25), for all t ∈ [T1, T2] we have

Z
(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i)+t + s

)
nt logθ(i)(n)eλ0s

=
M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i)+t + s

)
−M
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i

(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

)
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(n)
i
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t(i)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)(
t
(n)
t +s

)
logθ(i)(n)

+

∫ t
(n)

t(i)+t
+s

t
(n)
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+s

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1e

−λ(n)
i sZ

(n)
i−1(s)ds

n−
λ
(n)
i
λ0

t(i)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)(
t
(n)
t +s

)
logθ(i)(n)

+
Z

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

)
nt

λ0−λ
(n)
i

λ0 eλ0s logθ(i)(n)

.
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Then it allows to write

P
(

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣Z(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i)+t + s

)
nt logθ(i)(n)eλ0s

−Wwi(t(i) + t)
∣∣∣ ≥ 3ε

)
≤ P

(
sup
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∣∣∣ M (n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i)+t + s

)
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(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

)
n−

λ
(n)
i
λ0

t(i)e

(
λ0−λ(n)

i

)(
t
(n)
t +s

)
logθ(i)(n)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)

(3.45)

+ P
(

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣
∫ t

(n)

t(i)+t
+s

t
(n)

t(i)
+s

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1e

−λ(n)
i sZ
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(n)
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i

λ0 e

(
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i

)
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logθ(i)(n)

−Wwi(t(i) + t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)
(3.46)

+ P
( Z

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t(i) + s

)
nT1

λ0−λ
(n)
i

λ0 eλ0s logθ(i)(n)

≥ ε
)

(3.47)

For the convergence to 0 of the term (3.45), we use first that λ
(n)
i ≤ λi < λ0 to simplify the denominator.

Then we apply the Maximal inequality to the supermartingale
( M

(n)
i

(
t
(n)

t(i)+t
+s
)
−M(n)

i

(
t
(n)

t(i)
+s
)

n
− λi

λ0
t(i)

e
(λ0−λi)(t(n)

t +s) logθ(i)(n)

)
t≥0 to
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∣∣∣ M (n)
i

(
t
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i

(
t
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)
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λ
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i
λ0
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(
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i
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t
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)

(3.48)

≤ P
(

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣M (n)
i

(
t
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i

(
t
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t(i) + s

)
n−

λi
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(λ0−λi)
(
t
(n)
t +s

)
logθ(i)(n)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)

≤ 3e−(λ0−λi)s

ε logθ(i)(n)
n

λi
λ0
t(i) sup

t∈[T1,T2]

n−t
λ0−λi

λ0

√
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(n)
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〉
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(n)
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+s

−
〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)

t(i)
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]
.

Applying Lemma 3.10 at times t
(n)
1 = t(i) and t2 = t(i) + t we obtain that√

E
[〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)

t(i)+t
+s

−
〈
M

(n)
i

〉
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(3.49)

≤ C
(
t
(n)
t(i)+t + s

) θ(i)
2

√
µ
(n)
⊗,i ·

[
1{λ0>2λi}n
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2λ0
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2λi−λ0

2 s
]
.

For all t ∈ [T1, T2] we have the following auxiliary computations that will be used to get the result

n
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λ0
t(i)
√
µ
(n)
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−tλ0−λi
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√
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, (3.50)
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⊗,in

−tλ0−λi
λ0 ≤

√
nt(i)µ

(n)
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√
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⊗,i
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Then combining (3.48), (3.49) and (3.50) we obtain
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t∈[T1,T2]

n
λi
λ0
t(i)n−t

λ0−λi
λ0

√
µ
(n)
⊗,i

[
1{λ0>2λi}n

λ0−2λi
2λ0

(t(i)+t)

· e
λ0−2λi

2 s + 1{λ0=2λi}
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)
−→
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0.

The term (3.46) converges to 0 according to Lemma 3.11. The convergences to 0 for the term (3.47) is

obtained by applying Lemma 3.7 with ψn = nT1
λ0−λi

λ0 eλ0s. This ends the proof of Proposition 3.4.

3.2.2 Uniform control on the parameter s

In this subsection we will prove (2.5) and (2.6) in the case of the mono-directional graph from Propo-

sition 3.4 using an idea from [32], Lemma 3. Define u
(n)
s := t+ s−M

log(n)λ0 such that t
(n)
t + s = t

(n)

u
(n)
s

+M .

Notice that

0 ≤ t− u(n)s ≤ 2M

log(n)
λ0. (3.51)

Deleterious case: We start by showing (2.6). We will use that

nt logθ(i)(n)eλ0s = nu
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s logθ(i)(n)eλ0M .

It gives that
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(
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)∣∣∣ ≤ Ci
log(n)
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due to (3.51). Let 0 < T̃1 < T1, then for n sufficiently large such that u
(n)
s ≥ T̃1 for all (t, s) ∈

[T1, T2]× [−M,M ] we have
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Hence we get for n sufficiently large
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)
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from which (2.6) is obtained. Indeed the first term of (3.53) converges to 0 according to Proposition
3.4 (ii) and the second term of (3.53) converges to 0 since W is finite almost surely (see (3.6)).

Neutral case: We now show (2.5). We have∣∣∣Z(n)
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·
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As in (3.52), it exists Ci such that for all (t, s) ∈ [0, T ]× [−M,M ]∣∣∣wi(t)− wi
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u(n)s

)∣∣∣ ≤ Ci
log(n)

.

In the case t ≥ t(i) and u
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s < t(i), we have that t(i) − u
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log(n)λ0 which in particular implies
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according to the latter inequality that wi(t) ≤ Ci
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Finally using (3.54) and (3.55) we obtain for all (t, s) ∈ [0, T ]× [−M,M ] that∣∣∣Z(n)
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Then it follows that
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where the different convergences to 0 are obtained in the following way:
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• Lemma 3.6 gives the convergence of the first term of (3.56),

• Lemma 3.7 gives the convergence of the second term of (3.56) and the first of (3.57), where
in the latter case we apply Lemma 3.7 with ψn = e−λ0M log(n), which is possible because
θ(i) = θ(i− 1) + 1,

• for the second term of (3.57), we use that W is finite almost surely, see (3.6),

• and Step 3 of the Neutral case of the proof of Proposition 3.4 is exactly the convergence of (3.58).

Finally we have proven Equations (2.5) and (2.6) in the particular case of the infinite mono-directional
graph.

3.3 First-order asymptotics of the mutant subpopulations in the random
time scale (Theorem 2.7 (ii))

In this subsection we will first show that the random time at which the total population reaches the
size nt behaves asymptotically as the random time at which the wild-type subpopulation reaches the
size nt. This result is obtained uniformly on the time parameter t, conditioning on {W > 0} and in
probability.

Proposition 3.12. Assume Equation (3.1), then for all ε > 0 and 0 < T1 < T2
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Proof. The proof will be done in two steps. We start by showing the result on a weaker conditioning.
Step 1: In this step we will show that for all 0 < δ1 < δ2 and ε > 0 we have
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t <∞,∀t ∈ [T1, T2]. Moreover,

it also follows that underB
(n)
ε̃ we have Z

(n)
0

(
η
(n)
t

)
= nt,∀t ∈ [T1, T2]. In particular under A

(n)
ε it

exists tn ∈ [T1, T2] such that η
(n)
tn − σ

(n)
tn ≥ ε, which implies that Z

(n)
0

(
σ
(n)
tn

)
≤ ntne−λ0

ε
2 , because

otherwise using the strong Markov property, it would imply a contradiction with A
(n)
ε . Combining

these reasoning it follows that under A
(n)
ε ∩B(n)

ε̃ we have that∑
i≥1

Z
(n)
i

(
σ
(n)
tn

)
= Z

(n)
tot

(
σ
(n)
tn

)
− Z

(n)
0

(
σ
(n)
tn

)
≥ ntn

(
1− e−λ0

ε
2

)
= O

(
ntn
)
. (3.61)

But the result on the mutant subpopulations says exactly that due to the power law mutation rates
regime, the mutant subpopulations have a neglected size compared to the wild-type subpopulation.
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More precisely, under the event A
(n)
ε ∩B(n)

ε̃ , using (3.60) and Proposition 3.4, we have∑
i≥1

Z
(n)
i

(
σ
(n)
tn

)
≤ sup
u∈[T1,tn]

∑
i≥1

Z
(n)
i

(
η(n)u

)
(3.62)

≤ sup
u∈[T1,tn]

sup
s∈[−(M+ε̃),M+ε̃]

∑
i≥1

Z
(n)
i

(
t(n)u + s

)
≤ o(ntn).

There is a contradiction between (3.61) and (3.62) so we have proven (3.59) for all ε > 0 and 0 < δ1 <
δ2.

Step 2: Using a similar method as in Step 2 of the proof of Lemma 3.2, one can show that for all
ε > 0

P
(
A(n)
ε

∣∣∣W > 0
)

−→
n→∞

0,

which concludes the proof.

In the following, we will prove the next proposition.

Proposition 3.13. Assume Equation (3.1), let 0 < T1 < T2, M > 0 and ε > 0.Take
(
ρ
(n)
t

)
t∈R+ as

defined in (1.2), then we have
(i) If λi = λ0

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣Z(n)
i

(
ρ
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
i (t, s)

− 1{W>0}wi(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)
−→
n→∞

0.

(ii) If λi < λ0

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣Z(n)
i

(
ρ
(n)
t(i)+t + s

)
nt logθ(i)(n)eλ0s

− 1{W>0}wi(t(i) + t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)
−→
n→∞

0.

These results correspond to (2.7) and (2.8) in the case of the mono-directional graph. The proof
will be done assuming λi = λ0. The case λi < λ0 can be done using similar reasoning, and is left to
the reader.

Proof of Proposition 3.13. Rewrite the quantity of interest as

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣Z(n)
i

(
ρ
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
i (t, s)

− wi(t)1{W>0}

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)

≤ P
(
{W > 0} ∩

{
sup

s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣Z(n)
i

(
ρ
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
i (t, s)

− wi(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

})
(3.63)

+ P
(
{W = 0} ∩

{
K

(n)
0

(
ρ
(n)
T2

+M
)
≥ 1
}
∩
{
H

(n)
0

(
ρ
(n)
T2

+M
)
≥ 1
})
, (3.64)

where for the term (3.64) we use that a necessary condition for the mutant subpopulation of trait i to
be strictly positive is that at least one mutational event from the wild-type subpopulation happened
before.

Step 1: The convergence to 0 of (3.64) follows from proving that

P
({

sup
t∈R+

K
(n)
0 (t) = 0

}
∩
{

sup
t∈R+

H
(n)
0 (t) = 0

}∣∣∣W = 0
)

−→
n→∞

1.

Let us first show that P
(
supt∈R+ K

(n)
0 (t) ≥ 1

∣∣W = 0
)

→
n→∞

0. Notice that almost surely for all t ∈ R+

K
(n)
0 (t) ≤ K̃(n)(t) :=

∫ t

0

∫
R+

1{
θ≤2α0µ

(n)
0 Z0(s−)

}N0(ds, dθ),
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because almost surely for all t ∈ R+ we have Z
(n)
0 (t) ≤ Z0(t). Then it follows that

P
(
sup
t∈R+

K
(n)
0 (t) ≥ 1

∣∣∣W = 0
)
≤ E

[
sup
t∈R+

K̃(n)(t) ∧ 1
∣∣∣W = 0

]
−→
n→∞

0,

by dominated convergence. Indeed we have that for all ω ∈ {W = 0} it exists T (ω) ∈ R+ such that

for all t ≥ T (ω), Z0(t) = 0, and combined with µ
(n)
0 →

n→∞
0 it follows that it exists N(ω) ∈ N such that

for all n ≥ N(ω) we have supt∈R+ K̃(n)(t) = 0. One concludes the proof of Step 1 by showing that

P
(
supt∈R+ H

(n)
0 (t) ≥ 1

∣∣W = 0
)
−→
n→∞

0 using a similar reasoning.

Step 2: We are going to show in three steps that (3.63) converges to 0.
Step 2) (i): We start by showing that for all ε > 0 and η > 0 we have

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣Z(n)
i

(
ρ
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
i (t, s)

e
−λ0

[
ρ
(n)
t −t

(n)
t

]
−Wwi(t)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
∣∣∣W > η

)
−→
n→∞

0.

We have

P
(

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣ρ(n)t − t
(n)
t

∣∣∣ ≥M

∣∣∣∣∣W > η
)
≤ P

(
sup

t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣η(n)t −
(
t
(n)
t − log(W )

λ0

)∣∣∣ ≥ M

3

∣∣∣W > η
)

+ P
(

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣ρ(n)t − η
(n)
t

∣∣∣ ≥ M

3

)
+ P

( | log(W )|
λ0

≥ M

3

∣∣∣W > η
)
.

Let δ > 0, using Lemma 3.2, Proposition 3.12 and the distribution of W given in (3.6) it exists M > 0,
N1 ∈ N such that for all n ≥ N1

P
(

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣ρ(n)t − t
(n)
t

∣∣∣ ≥M
∣∣∣W > η

)
≤ δ

2
. (3.65)

Now we can apply Theorem 2.7 (i) Eq. (2.5) to get that it exists N2 ∈ N such that for all n ≥ N2

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
s1∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣Z(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t + s+ s1

)
d
(n)
i (t, s+ s1)

−Wwi(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)
≤ δ

2
. (3.66)

Consequently, using Equations (3.65) and (3.66) we have proven that for all δ > 0, it exists N :=
max(N1, N2) ∈ N such that for all n ≥ N

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣Z(n)
i

(
ρ
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
i (t, s)

e
−λ0

[
ρ
(n)
t −t

(n)
t

]
−Wwi(t)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
∣∣∣W > η

)
≤ δ,

which ends Step 2) (i).
Step 2) (ii): Now we are going to prove that

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣Z(n)
i

(
ρ
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
i (t, s)

− wi(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

∣∣∣∣∣W > η
)

−→
n→∞

0.

Let δ > 0 and 0 < ε̃ < η, according to Remark 3.3 Equation (3.13) and Proposition 3.12 one shows
that

P
(
A

(n)
ε̃ |W > η

)
≥ 1− δ

2
, with A

(n)
ε̃ :=

{
sup

t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣e−λ0

(
ρ
(n)
t −t

(n)
t

)
−W

∣∣∣ ≤ ε̃
}
.

Combined with Step 2) (i) it exists N ∈ N such that for all n ≥ N , we have that P
(
A

(n)
ε̃ ∩ B(n)

ε̃ |W >

η
)
≥ 1− δ, where

B
(n)
ε̃ :=

{
sup

s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣Z(n)
i

(
ρ
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
i (t, s)

e
−λ0

[
ρ
(n)
t −t

(n)
t

]
−Wwi(t)

∣∣∣ ≤ ε̃
}
.
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In particular conditioned on {W > η} under the event A
(n)
ε̃ ∩B(n)

ε̃ we have that for all t ∈ [T1, T2] and
for all s ∈ [−M,M ]

Z
(n)
i

(
ρ
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
i (t, s)

− wi(t) ≤ (ε̃+ wi(t)W ) e
λ0

(
ρ
(n)
t −t

(n)
t

)
− wi(t)

≤ ε̃

W − ε̃
+ wi(t)

( W

W − ε̃
− 1
)

≤ (1 + wi(T2))
ε̃

η − ε̃

−→
ε̃→0

0,

so that we can choose ε̃ arbitrarily small such that this upper bound is smaller than ε. By doing a

similar work for the lower bound we get that conditioned on {W > η} under the event A
(n)
ε̃ ∩B(n)

ε̃ we
have that for all t ∈ [T1, T2] and for all s ∈ [−M,M ]

Z
(n)
i

(
ρ
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
i (t, s)

− wi(t) ≥ − (1 + wi(T2))
ε̃

η − ε̃
−→
ε̃→0

0.

Consequently by taking an adequate ε̃ > 0 we have shown that it exists N ∈ N such that for all n ≥ N ,
we have

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣Z(n)
i

(
ρ
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
i (t, s)

− wi(t)
∣∣∣ ≤ ε

∣∣∣W > η
)
≥ 1− δ.

Step 2) (iii): Introduce the notation C
(n)
ε :=

{
sup

s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣Z(n)
i

(
ρ
(n)
t +s

)
d
(n)
i (t,s)

− wi(t)
∣∣ ≥ ε

}
. To

complete the proof of Step 2 we will show that P
(
C

(n)
ε ∩ {W > 0}

)
→

n→∞
0. We have

P
(
C(n)
ε ∩ {W > 0}

)
≤ P

(
C(n)
ε ∩ {W > η}

)
+ P (0 < W < η) .

Using Step 2) (ii) we obtain that

lim sup
n→∞

P
(
C(n)
ε ∩ {W > 0}

)
≤ P (0 < W < η) .

Taking the limit when η →
n→∞

0 completes the proof.

4 First-order asymptotics of the mutant subpopulations for a
general finite trait space (Theorem 2.7)

As in Section 3 the sequence
(
Z

(n)
v , v ∈ V

)
n∈N is mathematically constructed using independent PPMs.

In the construction, each population of trait v is decomposed as the sum of subpopulations indexed by
the paths on the graph starting from trait 0 and leading to the trait v. An exact definition will be given
below. Notice in particular that due to cycles, there may be an infinite countable paths from trait 0

to trait v. Among wild-type individuals, we call primary cell population, denoted by
(
Z

(n)
(0) (t)

)
t≥0, all

cells that have no mutant in their ancestors going back to the initial cell. It corresponds to Z
(n)
0 in

the case of the mono-directional graph.

Definition 4.1 (Paths and neighbors). Define the set of all paths (of length at least 2) on graph V
starting from trait 0 as Γ(V ). For a trait v ∈ V the set of traits from which a cell of trait v may
mutate to is defined as N(v) := {u ∈ V : (v, u) ∈ E}. For a path γ = (0, · · · , γ(k)) ∈ Γ(V ) denote
the last trait γ(k) visited by γ and the sub path which do not visit this last trait as γend := γ(k) and
←
γ := (0, · · · , γ(k − 1)) . Introduce the set of the tuples of the paths on V starting from trait 0 associated
with one, respectively two, neighbors of the last trait of γ as

NΓ := {(γ, v) : γ ∈ Γ(V ), v ∈ N(γend)},
MΓ := {(γ, (v, u)) : γ ∈ Γ(V ), (v, u) ∈ N(γend)×N(γend)}.
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Then introduce the birth, death and growth rate of any lineage of a cell of trait v as

α(n)(v) = α(v)
(
1− µ(n)(v)

)2
with µ(n)(v) :=

∑
u∈V :(v,u)∈E

µ(n)(v, u),

β(n)(v) = β(v) + α(v)
∑

(u,w)∈N(v)×N(v)

µ(n)(v, u)µ(n)(v, w),

λ(n)(v) = α(n)(v)− β(n)(v) = λ(v)− 2α(v)µ(n)(v).

Let Qb(0)(ds, dθ), Q
d
(0)(ds, dθ), (Qγ(ds, dθ))γ∈Γ(V ), (Qγ,v(ds, dθ))(γ,v)∈NΓ

and(
Qγ,(v,u)(ds, dθ)

)
(γ,(v,u))∈MΓ

be independent PPMs with intensity dsdθ. The subpopulation of primary

cells is

Z
(n)
(0) (t) :=1 +

∫ t

0

∫
R+

1{
θ≤α(n)(0)Z

(n)

(0)
(s−)

}Qb(0)(ds, dθ) (4.1)

−
∫ t

0

∫
R+

1{
θ≤β(0)Z(n)

(0)
(s−)

}Qd(0)(ds, dθ)− ∑
(v,u)∈N(0)×N(0)

H
(n)
(0),(v,u)(t),

and for all γ ∈ Γ(V )

Z(n)
γ (t) :=

∫ t

0

∫
R+

(
1{

θ≤α(n)(γend)Z
(n)
γ (s−)

} (4.2)

− 1{
α(n)(γend)Z

(n)
γ (s−)≤θ≤(α(n)(γend)+β(γend))Z(n)

γ (s−)
}
)
Qγ(ds, dθ)

+K
(n)
←
γ ,γend

(t) + 2H
(n)
←
γ ,(γend,γend)

+
∑

v∈N(γend),v ̸=γend

(
H

(n)
←
γ ,(γend,v)

+H
(n)
←
γ ,(v,γend)

)
(t)

−
∑

(v,u)∈N(γend)×N(γend)

H
(n)
γ,(v,u)(t),

where ∀(γ, v) ∈ NΓ

K(n)
γ,v (t) :=

∫ t

0

∫
R+

1{θ≤2α(γend)µ(n)(γend,v)(1−µ(n)(γend))Z(n)
γ (s−)}Qγ,v(ds, dθ), (4.3)

and ∀(γ, (v, u)) ∈MΓ

H
(n)
γ,(v,u)(t) :=

∫ t

0

∫
R+

1{
θ≤α(γend)µ(n)(γend,v)µ(n)(γend,u)Z

(n)
γ (s−)

}Qγ,(v,u)(ds, dθ).
The process

(
K

(n)
γ,v (t)

)
t∈R+ , resp.

(
H

(n)
γ,{v,u}(t) := H

(n)
γ,(v,u)(t) +H

(n)
γ,(u,v)(t)

)
t∈R+ , counts the number of

mutations up to time t from the subpopulation indexed by γ leading to exactly one mutant daughter
cell of trait v, resp. two mutant daughter cells of traits {v, u}. Hence the subpopulation of trait v ∈ V

is Z
(n)
v (t) := Z

(n)
(0) (t)1{v=0} +

∑
γ∈P (v) Z

(n)
γ (t), where P (v) is defined in Definition 2.5.

Definition 4.2 (Limiting birth and death process for the primary population). Let (Z(0)(t))t∈R+ be
the birth-death branching process with rates α(0) and β(0) respectively, constructed in the following
way

Z(0)(t) = 1 +

∫ t

0

∫
R+

1{θ≤α(0)Z(0)(s−)}Q
b
(0)(ds, dθ)−

∫ t

0

∫
R+

1{θ≤β(0)Z(0)(s−)}Q
d
(0)(ds, dθ).

Notice that with such a construction the monotone coupling ∀t ≥ 0, Z
(n)
(0) (t) ≤ Z(0)(t), a.s. follows.

Introduce the almost sure limit of the positive martingale
(
e−λ(0)tZ(0)(t)

)
t∈R+ as

W := lim
t→∞

e−λ(0)tZ(0)(t), (4.4)

whose law is W
law
= Ber

(
λ(0)
α(0)

)
⊗ Exp

(
λ(0)
α(0)

)
, see [33], Section 1.1, or [34], Theorem 1.
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Lemma 4.3. It exits C(α(0), λ(0)) > 0 and N ∈ N such that for all ε > 0 and n ≥ N

P
(
sup
t∈R+

∣∣∣e−λ(0)tZ(0)(t)− e−λ
(n)(0)tZ

(n)
(0) (t)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)
≤ C(α(0), λ(0))

ε2
µ(n)(0) −→

n→∞
0.

Proof. Adapting the proof of Lemma 3.1 when µ
(n)
0 is replaced by µ(n)(0) gives the result.

Introduce the stopping time τ
(n)
t := inf

{
u ∈ R+ : Z

(n)
(0) (u) ≥ nt

}
.

Lemma 4.4. For all ε > 0, (T1, T2) ∈ R+ and φn such that log(n) = o(φn) and φn = o
(
n

min
v∈N(0)

ℓ(0,v))
,

we have

P
(

sup
t∈[T1,T2

φn
log(n) ]

∣∣∣τ (n)t −
(
t
(n)
t − log(W )

λ(0)

)∣∣∣ ≥ ε
∣∣∣W > 0

)
−→
n→∞

0.

Proof. Following the proof of Lemma 3.2 when replacing Z
(n)
0 and η

(n)
t by Z

(n)
(0) and τ

(n)
t gives the

result.

In the next definition, we are going to introduce an equivalence relation on Γ(V ). Two paths
are said to be equivalent if they are the same up to cycles (in particular cycles formed by backward
mutations are taken into account). More precisely, that there exists a minimal path, from which the
two previous paths are using all the edges, but potentially also some other edges forming cycles. The
aim of this equivalence relation is to say that among one class of equivalence, only the path with the
minimal length may contribute for the asymptotic size of the mutant subpopulation.

Definition 4.5 (Equivalence relation on Γ(V )). We say that two paths γ1 and γ2 in Γ(V )×Γ(V ) are
equivalent, and denoted by γ1 ∼ γ2, if and only if it exists γ ∈ Γ(V ), and for all j ∈ {1, 2} it exists

σj : {0, · · · |γ| − 1} → {0, · · · , |γj | − 1}2

i 7→ (σj(i), σj(i))

satisfying :

(i) ∀j ∈ {1, 2}, σj(0) = 0, and σj(|γ| − 1) = |γj | − 1,

(ii) ∀i ∈ {0, · · · |γ| − 1},∀j ∈ {1, 2}σj(i) ≤ σj(i) and σj(i) + 1 = σj(i+ 1),

(iii) ∀i ∈ {0, · · · , |γ| − 1},∀j ∈ {1, 2}, γ(i) = γj(σj(i)) = γj(σj(i)).

Because the graph is finite, we have only a finite number of class of equivalence. For all path γ ∈ Γ(V )
denote by [γ] its class of equivalence. For all class of equivalence, there is one natural representing
candidate which is the path with the minimum length and in the following we will denote it by γ̃. For
all v ∈ V denote by C(v) the set of representing candidates of paths on P (v). Notice that |C(v)| <∞.
An illustration on an example of this definition is found on Figure 6.

We introduce the notion of the mono-directional graph associated to a path γ in the following
definition.

Definition 4.6. The mono-directional graph associated to a path γ = (0, γ(1), · · · , γ(k)) is the graph
(Vγ , Eγ) where

Vγ := {0, γ(1), · · · , γ(k)},
Eγ := {(0, γ(1)), (γ(1), γ(2)), · · · , (γ(k − 1), γ(k))}.

In other words it is the graph composed of the successive subpopulations
(
Z

(n)
(0) , Z

(n)
(0,γ(1)), · · · , Z

(n)
γ

)
.

Now we have all the preliminary results and definitions to prove Theorem 2.7.
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Figure 6: Example of Definition 4.5: here the paths γ, γ1 and γ2, represented respectively in plain
blue, dashed red and dense dotted green, are equivalent. But the path γ3, represented in sparse dotted
purple, is not equivalent to any of the other paths. In particular it is not possible to construct a
function σ satisfying condition (ii) of Definition 4.5 for the path γ3. We have that |γ| = 4, |γ1| = 9,
|γ2| = 7, and σ1(0) = (0, 0), σ1(1) = (1, 3), σ1(2) = (4, 4), σ1(3) = (5, 8), σ2(0) = (0, 3), σ2(1) = (4, 4),
σ2(2) = (5, 5) and σ2(3) = (6, 6).

Proof of Theorem 2.7. We show Equation (2.5) and (2.7). The proofs of Equations (2.6) and (2.8) are
similar and is left to the reader.

Step 1: Let γ̃ a representing candidate of a class of equivalence. Our first step is to prove, using
the result of Section 3, that for all ε > 0

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣ ∑
γ∈[γ̃]

Z
(n)
γ

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
γ̃ (t, s)

−Wwγ̃(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)
−→
n→∞

0, (4.5)

where for all γ ∈ Γ(V )

d(n)γ (t, s) :=1{t∈[0,t(γ)−h−1
n } + 1{t∈[t(γ)−h−1

n ,t(γ))}ψn log
θ(γ)−1(n)

+ 1{t∈[t(γ),∞)}n
t−t(γ) logθ(γ)(n)eλ(0)s,

and wγ is defined in (2.3). Notice that

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣ ∑
γ∈[γ̃]

Z
(n)
γ

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
γ̃ (t, s)

−Wwγ̃(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)

≤ P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣Z(n)
γ̃

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
γ̃ (t, s)

−Wwγ̃(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)
(4.6)

+
∑

γ∈[γ̃]\{γ̃}:t(γ)≤T

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣Z(n)
γ

)
t
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
γ̃ (t, s)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)

(4.7)

+ P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∑
γ∈[γ̃]\{γ̃}:t(γ)>T

∣∣∣Z(n)
γ

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
γ̃ (t, s)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)
. (4.8)

The term (4.6) is converging to 0 applying Equation (2.5) to the mono-directional graph given by the
path γ̃, as proven in Section 3. The term (4.7) converges also to 0 since:

(i) the sum is on a finite set, because we are considering a finite graph with labels on the edges that
are strictly positive,

(ii) and for each γ ∈ [γ̃]\{γ̃} we have t(γ) > t(γ̃) by definition of the representative (see Definition
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4.5), which implies by applying Equation (2.5) on the mono-directional graph given by γ that

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣Z(n)
γ

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
γ̃ (t, s)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)

−→
n→∞

0.

The term (4.8) converges to 0 because

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∑
γ∈[γ̃]\{γ̃}:t(γ)>T

Z(n)
γ

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
= 0
)

→
n→∞

1. (4.9)

Indeed we have for each γ ∈ [γ̃]\{γ̃} satisfying t(γ) > T that

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[0,T ]

Z(n)
γ

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
= 0
)

−→
n→∞

1, (4.10)

by applying Lemma 3.6 to the mono-directional graph given by γ. It remains to deal with the sum over
the set Aγ̃(T ) := {γ ∈ [γ̃]\{γ̃} : t(v) > T}. The easiest situation is when |Aγ̃(T )| <∞, since the result
follows directly. Such situation corresponds exactly to the case where there is no cycle on the graph
structure (V,E) for the vertices of γ̃. Now consider the case |Aγ̃(T )| = ∞. In this case even if for all
γ ∈ Aγ̃(T ) we have Equation (4.10) it does not necessary mean that Equation (4.9) is automatically
satisfied. The result follows if one shows that it exists a finite subset Bγ̃(T ) ⊂ Aγ̃(T ) such that

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∑
γ∈Aγ̃(T )\Bγ̃(T )

Z(n)
γ

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
= 0
∣∣∣E(n)

γ̃

)
= 1, (4.11)

with E
(n)
γ̃ :=

{
sups∈[−M,M ] supt∈[0,T ]

∑
γ∈Bγ̃(T ) Z

(n)
γ

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
= 0

}
. Then we will show that Bγ̃(T )

exists. [γ̃] is composed of the paths where for each vertex v visited by γ̃, there may have a cycle
going back to v. Because there are only a finite number of vertices visited by γ̃ and that the label
on the vertices are strictly positive, it comes that the number of paths γ ∈ Aγ̃(T ) where we have

to control the event that they do not have any cells up to time t
(n)
T + M is actually finite and is

denoted by Bγ̃(T ). Indeed, for all paths γ ∈ Aγ̃(T )\Bγ̃(T ) it exists a path γ1 ∈ Bγ̃(T ) such that

cells from the subpopulation Z
(n)
γ are cells that results from (potentially many) mutations of cells

of subpopulation Z
(n)
γ1 . Hence if one controls that with high probability there is no cell generated

up to time t
(n)
T +M of the subpopulations indexed by γ ∈ B

(n)
γ̃ , which is actually the case because

B
(n)
γ̃ is finite, it automatically implies by the mechanistic construction of the process that under such

event, almost surely there is no cell of the subpopulations indexed by γ ∈ A
(n)
γ̃ \B(n)

γ̃ , which is exactly

Equation (4.11).
Step 2: In this step Equation (2.5) is proven. Notice that for γ ∈ A(v), where A(v) is defined in

Definition 2.5, we have d
(n)
γ (t, s) = d

(n)
v (t, s), and also γ is the representing candidate γ̃ of its class of

equivalence. In particular it means that
∑
γ∈A(v) wγ(t) =

∑
γ̃∈C(v):γ̃∈A(v) wγ̃(t), where C(v) is defined

in Definition 4.5. Then the proof is obtained thanks to

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣Z(n)
v

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
v (t, s)

−W
∑

γ∈A(v)

wγ(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)

≤
∑

γ̃∈C(v):γ̃∈A(v)

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣ ∑
γ∈[γ̃]

Z
(n)
γ

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
γ̃ (t, s)

−Wwγ̃(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)
(4.12)

+
∑

γ̃∈C(v):γ̃ /∈A(v)

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣ ∑
γ∈[γ̃]

Z
(n)
γ

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
v (t, s)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)
. (4.13)

Indeed, (4.12) converges to 0 by applying Equation (4.5) and because the sum is finite. And (4.13)
converges to 0 because the sum is finite and because for all γ̃ ∈ C(v), γ̃ /∈ A(v) we have either t(γ̃) > t(v)
or θ(γ̃) < θ(v).
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Step 3: We are going to prove in this step Equation (2.7). Following the proof of Proposition 3.12

when replacing η
(n)
t by τ

(n)
t and where W is defined as in (4.4) instead of (3.5), we obtain that for all

0 < T1 < T2 and for all ε > 0

P
(

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

(
τ
(n)
t − σ

(n)
t

)
≤ ε
∣∣∣W > 0

)
−→
n→∞

1.

Indeed because the number of vertices in the graph is finite and due to Step 2 we have shown that the

total number of mutant cells
∑
v∈V \{0} Z

(n)
v

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
are negligible compared to the number of wild-

type cells Z
(n)
(0)

(
t
(n)
t + s

)
for any time interval [T1, T2] allowing to perform the reasoning of (3.61) and

(3.62), such that it gives a straightforward adaptation of the proof of Proposition 3.12. By adapting
the different proofs from Subsection 3.3 we obtain that for all 0 < T1 < T2, M > 0 and ε > 0

P
(

sup
s∈[−M,M ]

sup
t∈[T1,T2]

∣∣∣Z(n)
v

(
ρ
(n)
t + s

)
d
(n)
v (t, s)

− 1{W>0}wv(t)
∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)
−→
n→∞

0.

5 Convergence for the stochastic exponents (Theorem 2.9)

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.9. Recall that
(
Z

(n)
v , v ∈ V

)
n∈N is mathematically

constructed in Subsection 4 (see (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3)).
Step 1: We start by proving Theorem 2.9 conditioned on {W = 0}. Let 0 < T1 < T2, we are going

to show that

P
(
∃v ∈ V, sup

t∈[T1,T2]

X(n)
v (t) > 0

∣∣∣W = 0
)

−→
n→∞

0. (5.1)

Introduce τ(0) := inf
{
s ∈ R+ : Z(0)(s) = 0

}
and τ

(n)
(0) := inf

{
s ∈ R+ : Z

(n)
(0) (s) = 0

}
. Conditioned

on {W = 0} we have τ
(n)
(0) ≤ τ(0) < ∞, as well as Z(0)(t) tends to 0 when t goes to infinity, almost

surely. In particular one gets that for any function f(n) → ∞ and any ε > 0, P
(
Z(0)(f(n)) ≥ ε

)
→ 0.

Because Z(0) is an integer-valued process, if one takes epsilon strictly smaller than 1, one has shown

that P
(
Z(0)(f(n)) = 0

)
→ 1. In particular it gives that P

(
τ
(n)
(0) ≥ T1

log(n)
λ(0)

∣∣W = 0
)

−→
n→∞

0. Moreover

we have

P
(
∃v ∈ V, sup

t∈[T1,T2]

X(n)
v (t) > 0

∣∣∣W = 0
)
≤ P

(
τ
(n)
(0) ≥ T1

log(n)

λ(0)

∣∣∣W = 0
)

+ P
( ⋃
v∈N(0)

{
sup
t≥0

K
(n)
(0),v(t) > 0

} ⋃
(v,u)∈N(0)

{
sup
t≥0

H
(n)
(0),{v,u}(t) > 0

}∣∣∣W = 0
)
. (5.2)

Using a similar approach as in step 1 of the proof of Proposition 3.4, see the proof of Lemma 3.6, we
prove that (5.2) converges to 0, which gives (5.1).

Step 2: Now we are going to prove the result of Theorem 2.9 conditioned on {W > 0}.
We begin with the initial phase using the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.1. By construction ∆1 = min
v∈N(0)

(ℓ(0, v)) > 0. Let 0 < ε < ∆1

2 . For all ε̃ > 0

P
({

sup
t∈[ε,∆1−ε]

∣∣∣X(n)
0 (t)− λ0t

∣∣∣ ≤ ε̃
}
∩
{

sup
v∈V \{0}

sup
t∈[ε,∆1−ε]

X(n)
v (t) = 0

}∣∣∣W > 0
)

−→
n→∞

1.

Proof. Using a similar approach as in the proof of Lemma 3.6 just by adapting the situation, one can

prove that P
(
supv∈V \{0} supt∈[ε,∆1−ε] Z

(n)
v

(
t
(n)
t

)
= 0

)
→

n→∞
1, from which it follows by definition of

X
(n)
v that

P
(

sup
v∈V \{0}

sup
t∈[ε,∆1−ε]

X(n)
v (t) = 0

)
−→
n→∞

1.
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We also have, by definition ofW as the almost sure limit of the positive martingale
(
e−λ(0)tZ(0)(t)

)
t∈R+

and using Lemma 4.3, that for all ε̄ > 0, P
(
A

(n)
ε̄

)
−→
n→∞

1, with

A
(n)
ε̄ :=

{
sup

t∈
[
t
(n)
ε ,t

(n)
∆1−ε

] |e−λ(n)(0)tZ
(n)
0 (t)−W | ≤ ε̄

}
.

Indeed, as mentioned above with high probability there is no mutational event from the lineage of

cells Z
(n)
(0) , meaning that with high probability Z

(n)
0 (t) = Z

(n)
(0) (t),∀t ∈

[
t
(n)
ε , t

(n)
∆1−ε

]
. Let δ > 0, ε̄ < δ,

conditioned on {W > δ} one obtains that for all ω ∈ A
(n)
ε̄ and for all t ∈ [ε,∆1 − ε]

(W − ε̄)eλ
(n)(0)t

(n)
t ≤ Z

(n)
0

(
t
(n)
t

)
≤ (W + ε̄)eλ

(n)(0)t
(n)
t ,

which implies because it exists an n ∈ N independent from the value ofW such that (W−ε̄)eλ(n)(0)t
(n)
t ≥

1 that

log(W − ε̄)λ(0)

log(n)
+ λ(n)(0)t ≤ X

(n)
0 (t) ≤ log(W + ε̄)λ(0)

log(n)
+ λ(n)(0)t.

Then because λ(n)(0) →
n→∞

λ(0) it gives that

P
({

sup
t∈[ε,∆1−ε]

∣∣∣X(n)
0 (t)− λ(0)t

∣∣∣ ≤ ε̃
}
∩
{

sup
v∈V \{0}

sup
t∈[ε,∆1−ε]

X(n)
v (t) = 0

}∣∣∣W > δ
)

−→
n→∞

1.

The result is ended applying a similar reasoning as in Step 2 of the proof of Lemma 3.2, allowing to
switch the conditioning from {W > δ} to {W > 0}.

Then we are going to express how the asymptotic behavior of
(
X

(n)
v

)
v∈V is controlled between the

times ∆j for j ∈ {1, · · · , k∗}.

Lemma 5.2. Let j ∈ {1, · · · , k∗−1} and 0 < ε <
∆j+1−∆j

2 . Assume that
(
X

(n)
v (∆j+ε)

)
v∈V converges

in probability to (xv(∆j + ε))v∈V . Then we have for all ε̃ > 0

P
(
sup
v∈V

sup
t∈[∆j+ε,∆j+1−ε]

∣∣∣X(n)
v (t)− xv(t)

∣∣∣ ≤ ε̃
∣∣∣W > 0

)
−→
n→∞

1.

Proof. The proof of this Lemma is obtained by adapting the one of [3], Proposition 2, because the be-
havior of the models are similar between two times of change of slope. Indeed, in our case, the property
of branching is satisfied, there is no interaction between individuals except mutational exchange. In
[3] although there are interactions between individuals, the model is well approximated by branching
populations between two changes of slope (corresponding to either a new born trait or either a change
of the dominant trait) as in the present work. In their case, some assumptions on how the functions
(xv)v∈V behaves are added to prevent that two different traits become dominant simultaneously. This
is due to technicalities when coupling the processes with a three species Lotka-Volterra system. But in
our case, everything is branching, this situation with a potential coupling with a competitive system
does not arise such that this lemma is free from such assumptions.

Finally we are going to show how the asymptotic behavior of
(
X

(n)
v

)
v∈V is controlled around times

∆j for j ∈ {1, · · · , k∗}. By adapting [3], Proposition 4, one shows the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let j ∈ {1, · · · , k∗} and 0 < ε <
∆j−∆j−1

2 . Assume that
(
X

(n)
v (∆j − ε)

)
v∈V converges

in probability to (xv(∆j − ε))v∈V . Then it exists 0 < ε̄ <
∆j+1−∆j

2 such that for all ε̃ > 0

P
(
sup
v∈V

sup
t∈[∆j−ε,∆j+ε̄]

∣∣∣X(n)
v (t)− xv(t)

∣∣∣ ≤ ε̃
∣∣∣W > 0

)
−→
n→∞

1,

where by convention one defines ∆k∗+1 = ∞.
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Proof. The proof of this lemma is highly inspired from the one of Proposition 4 of [3]. This Proposition
aims at dealing with the birth of a new trait. Moreover the techniques of the proof are still consistent if
at the same time not only one but many new traits appeared. However in our case it may also happen
that an already born trait v increases its slope due to a growth driven now by another trait u ̸= v. This
was not studied in [3] because it never happens in their model. But in our case, such an event appears
exactly when one of the subpopulations of trait v whose growth is driven by another trait u ̸= v becomes
now dominant inside the total population of the trait v. In particular, it means that if one would like to
deal with this kind of event, one would have to track the birth of all the subpopulations over the paths

on the graph from the origin. Hence the way the sequence
(
Z

(n)
v , v ∈ V

)
n∈N is constructed using sums

of subpopulations over the paths on the graph from the origin, see Equations (4.1) and (4.2), allows to
deal with such phenomenon only adapting Proposition 4 of [3]. Indeed instead of considering the set
of traits as V , we are considering the set of traits as all the paths on the graph from the origin Γ(V )
and we apply the same reasoning using Lemma 5.1, Lemma 5.2 and the adaptation from Proposition
4 of [3] as mentioned above in this proof to get the result for this new set of traits Γ(V ).

With this in mind, we deduce that it exists ∆̃0 = 0 < ∆̃1 < · · · < ∆̃k̃∗ such that the convergence

on probability is obtained for the populations
(
X

(n)
γ

)
γ∈Γ(V )

where

X(n)
γ :=

log+
(
Z

(n)
γ

(
t
(n)
t

))
log(n)/λ(0)

,

to some deterministic functions (xγ)γ∈Γ(V ). In particular the set of traits Γ(V ) is potentially an infinite

set if there are cycles, meaning that ∆̃k̃∗ is infinite. But we obtain results on finite time interval [T1, T2],

thus only a finite number of populations Z
(n)
γ are going to have at least a cell in this time interval,

meaning that the situation is similar to the one of a finite trait space. Then if in the original process
at time ∆j a trait v is increasing its slope, it means that it exists a time ∆̃j̃ < ∆j such that the
subpopulation of trait v becoming dominant in the total population of trait v at time ∆j was born at

time ∆̃j̃ and lived sufficiently long
(
∆j − ∆̃j̃

)
such that it becomes dominant. This ends the proof of

this Lemma.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. For all t ≥ 0 let F (n)
i,t the σ-field generated by Z

(n)
j (s) for 0 ≤ j ≤ i and 0 ≤ s ≤ t.

For all h ≥ 0 we have

E
[
M

(n)
i (t+ h)−M

(n)
i (t)|F (n)

i,t

]
= E

[
Z

(n)
i (t+ h)

∣∣∣F (n)
i,t

]
e−λ

(n)
i (t+h) (.3)

− Z
(n)
i (t)e−λ

(n)
i t −

∫ t+h

t

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1e

−λ(n)
i sE

[
Z

(n)
i−1(s)

∣∣∣F (n)
i,t

]
ds.

The forward Chapman-Kolmogorov equation gives the time-differential equation

dE
[
Z

(n)
i (t)

]
dt

= λ
(n)
i E

[
Z

(n)
i (t)

]
+ 2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1E

[
Z

(n)
i−1(t)

]
,

which leads to

E
Z

(n)
i (0)

[
Z

(n)
i (t)

]
= Z

(n)
i (0)eλ

(n)
i t +

∫ t

0

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1EZ(n)

i (0)

[
Z

(n)
i−1(s)

]
eλ

(n)
i (t−s)ds.

In particular using the Markov property we obtain that

E
[
Z

(n)
i (t+ h)

∣∣∣F (n)
i,t

]
= Z

(n)
i (t)eλ

(n)
i h +

∫ t+h

t

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1E

[
Z

(n)
i−1(s)|F

(n)
i,t

]
eλ

(n)
i (t+h−s)ds. (.4)

45



Combining (.3) and (.4) it follows that
(
M

(n)
i (t)

)
t∈R+ is a martingale. Let F (n)(t, x, y) := (e−λ

(n)
i tx−

y)2, it follows that ∂F (n)

∂t (t, x, y) = −2λ
(n)
i xe−λ

(n)
i t
√
F (n)(t, x, y) and ∂F (n)

∂y (t, x, y) = −2
√
F (n). Apply-

ing Itô’s formula with x = Z
(n)
i (t) and y =

∫ t
0
2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1e

−λ(n)
i sZ

(n)
i−1(s)ds we obtain

(
M

(n)
i (t)

)2
= F (n)

(
t, Z

(n)
i (t),

∫ t

0

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1e

−λ(n)
i sZ

(n)
i−1(s)ds

)
= F (n)(0, 0, 0)− 2

∫ t

0

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1e

−λ(n)
i sZ

(n)
i−1(s)M

(n)
i (s)ds− 2λ

(n)
i

∫ t

0

e−λ
(n)
i sZ

(n)
i (s)M

(n)
i (s)ds

+

∫ t

0

∫
R+

[(
M

(n)
i (s−) + e−λ

(n)
i s
{
1{

θ≤α(n)
i Z

(n)
i (s−)

} − 1{
α

(n)
i Z

(n)
i (s−)≤θ≤

(
α

(n)
i +βi

)
Z

(n)
i (s−)

}})2
−
(
M

(n)
i (s−)

)2]
Qi(ds, dθ)

+

∫ t

0

∫
R+

[(
M

(n)
i (s−) + e−λ

(n)
i s

1{
θ≤2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1

(
1−µ(n)

i−1

)
Z

(n)
i−1(s

−)
})2 − (M (n)

i (s−)
)2]

Ni−1(ds, dθ)

+

∫ t

0

∫
R+

[(
M

(n)
i (s−) + e−λ

(n)
i s21{

θ≤αi−1

(
µ
(n)
i−1

)2
Z

(n)
i−1(s

−)

})2 − (M (n)
i (s−)

)2]
Qmi−1(ds, dθ)

+

∫ t

0

∫
R+

[(
M

(n)
i (s−)− e−λ

(n)
i s

1{
θ≤αi

(
µ
(n)
i

)2
Z

(n)
i (s−)

})2 − (M (n)
i

)2]
Qmi (s−)(ds, dθ)

= −2

∫ t

0

(
2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1Z

(n)
i−1(s) + λ

(n)
i Z

(n)
i (s)

)
e−λ

(n)
i sM

(n)
i (s)ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

(
2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1Z

(n)
i−1(s) + λ

(n)
i Z

(n)
i (s)

)
e−λ

(n)
i sM

(n)
i ds

+

∫ t

0

[
2αi−1µ

(n)
i−1Z

(n)
i−1(s) +

(
α
(n)
i + β

(n)
i

)
Z

(n)
i (s)

]
e−2λ

(n)
i sds+ M̃

(n)
i (t)

= M̃
(n)
i (t) +

∫ t

0

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1e

−2λ(n)
i sZ

(n)
i−1(s)ds+

(
α
(n)
i + β

(n)
i

)∫ t

0

e−2λ
(n)
i sZ

(n)
i (s)ds,

where M̃
(n)
i is a martingale. Finally, we get〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
=

∫ t

0

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1e

−2λ(n)
i sZ

(n)
i (s)ds+

(
α
(n)
i + β

(n)
i

)∫ t

0

e−2λ
(n)
i sZ

(n)
i (s)ds.

Proof of Lemma 3.9. First we have that E
[
Z

(n)
0 (u)

]
= eλ

(n)
0 u ≤ eλ0u, which is exactly the result for

i = 0. Then for i ∈ N assume that the result is true for i − 1. Then taking the expectation of the

martingaleM
(n)
i defined in (3.14) at time u and using the previous assumption we obtain the following

equation

E
[
Z

(n)
i (u)

]
≤ eλiu

∫ u

0

2αi−1µ
(n)
i−1e

−λisE
[
Z

(n)
i−1(s)

]
ds

≤ Ci−1µ
(n)
⊗,i2αi−1

∫ u

0

e(λ0−λi)sdsuθ(i−1)eλiu

≤ Ci−1µ
(n)
⊗,i2αi−1

(
1{λi=λ0}u+ 1{λi<λ0}

1

λ0 − λi
e(λ0−λi)u

)
uθ(i−1)eλiu

= Ci−1µ
(n)
⊗,i2αi−1

(
1{λi=λ0} + 1{λi<λ0}

1

λ0 − λi

)
uθ(i)eλ0u,

which concludes the proof by induction.

Proof of Lemma 3.10. In the proof C corresponds to a strictly positive constant that may change from
line to line.
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Neutral case: Assume that λi = λ0. Applying Lemma 3.9, remembering that λ
(n)
i = λ0−2αiµ

(n)
i ,

and using that it exists N1 ∈ N such that for all n ≥ N1 we have that e
4αiµ

(n)
i

(
t
(n)
t2

+s
)
≤ 2, we obtain

that ∫ t
(n)
t2

+s

t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s

e−2λ
(n)
i uE

[
Z

(n)
i (u)

]
du ≤ Cµ

(n)
⊗,i

∫ t
(n)
t2

+s

t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s

uθ(i)e−λ0udu.

Using an integration by parts we obtain that∫ t
(n)
t2

+s

t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s

uθ(i)e−λ0udu ≤ 1

λ(0)

(
t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+ s
)θ(i)

e
−λ0

(
t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s
)
+
θ(i)

λ0

∫ t
(n)
t2

+s

t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s

uθ(i)−1e−λ0udu.

Then using θ(i) integration by parts, it exists N2 ∈ N such that for n ≥ N2 we have∫ t
(n)
t2

+s

t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s

uθ(i)e−λ0udu ≤ C
e−λ0s

nt
(n)
1

(
t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+ s
)θ(i)

.

It follows that for n ≥ max(N1, N2)∫ t
(n)
t2

+s

t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s

e−2λ
(n)
i uE

[
Z

(n)
i (u)

]
du ≤ C

e−λ0s

nt
(n)
1

µ
(n)
⊗,i
(
t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+ s
)θ(i)

.

Because the vertex i is assumed to be neutral it follows that θ(i − 1) = θ(i) − 1. Using similar
computation as the latter one, it exists N3 ∈ N such that for n ≥ N3 we have∫ t

(n)
t2

+s

t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s

µ
(n)
i−1e

−2λ(n)
i uE

[
Z

(n)
i−1(u)

]
du ≤ C

e−λ0s

nt
(n)
1

µ
(n)
⊗,i
(
t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+ s
)θ(i)−1

.

It follows that for all n ≥ max(N1, N2, N3) we have

E
[〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)
t2

+s
−
〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s

]
≤ C

e−λ0s

nt
(n)
1

µ
(n)
⊗,i
(
t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+ s
)θ(i)

.

Deleterious case: We now deal with the case λi < λ0 by applying the same strategy. We obtain∫ t
(n)
t2

+s

t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s

e−2λ
(n)
i uE

[
Z

(n)
i (u)

]
du ≤ Cµ

(n)
⊗,i

∫ t
(n)
t2

+s

t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s

uθ(i)e(λ0−2λi)udu
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(n)
⊗,i

(
t
(n)
t2 + s

)θ(i) [
1{λ0>2λi}e

(λ0−2λi)
(
t
(n)
t2

+s
)
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(
t
(n)
t2 + s

)
+ 1{λi<λ0<2λi}e

−(2λi−λ0)
(
t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s
)]
.

Then remembering that θ(i− 1) = θ(i), we get that∫ t
(n)
t2

+s

t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s

µ
(n)
i−1e

−2λ(n)
i uE

[
Z

(n)
i−1(u)

]
du ≤ Cµ

(n)
⊗,i
(
t
(n)
t2 + s

)θ(i)[
1{λ0>2λi}e

(λ0−2λi)(t
(n)
t2

+s)
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(n)
t2 + s

)
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(
t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s
)]
.

At the end we have

E
[〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)
t2

+s
−
〈
M

(n)
i

〉
t
(n)

t
(n)
1

+s

]
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(n)
⊗,i
(
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(n)
t2 + s

)θ(i) · [1{λ0>2λi}e
(λ0−2λi)(t

(n)
t2

+s)
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(
t
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1

+s
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.
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et Biodiversité” of VEOLIA-Ecole Polytechnique-MNHN-F.X.

Funding This research was led with financial support from ITMO Cancer of AVIESAN (Alliance
Nationale pour les Sciences de la Vie et de la Santé, National Alliance for Life Sciences Health) within
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