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Abstract

We consider quenched critical percolation on a supercritical Galton–Watson tree
with either finite variance or α-stable offspring tails for some α ∈ (1, 2). We show
that the GHP scaling limit of a quenched critical percolation cluster on this tree is
the corresponding α-stable tree, as is the case in the annealed setting. As a corollary
we obtain that a simple random walk on the cluster also rescales to Brownian motion
on the stable tree. Along the way, we also obtain quenched asymptotics for the tail
of the cluster size, which completes earlier results obtained in Michelen (2019) and
Archer-Vogel (2024).

Figure 1 – A supercritical Galton-Watson tree cut at level 11. The blue and red parts are
two independent critical percolation clusters containing ρ on the tree. The orange part is
the intersection of the two percolation clusters.
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1 Introduction

Let T be a supercritical Galton-Watson tree, with root ρ. We suppose that its offspring
distribution has mean µ > 1, is supported on {1, 2, . . .} and that it is either in the domain
of attraction of a stable law with parameter α ∈ (1, 2), or has finite variance. In the latter
case we set α = 2. Given α, we let Pα denote the law of T, and Vα the associated variance
operator. It was shown by Lyons [Lyo90, Theorem 6.2 and Proposition 6.4] that Pα almost-
surely, the critical (Bernoulli) percolation threshold on T is 1

µ
. The aim of this paper is to

obtain a quenched Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov (GHP) scaling limit of a critical percolation
cluster on T. In addition, we obtain quenched convergence of a simple random walk on the
cluster to Brownian motion on the limiting fractal tree.

Conditionally on T, we let PT denote the law of critical Bernoulli percolation on T. The
annealed law Pα is defined by Pα = Pα ◦PT. Under Pα, the root cluster (henceforth denoted
by C) has the law of a critical Galton-Watson tree with offspring distribution in the domain
of attraction of an α-stable law or with finite variance. We root it at ρ. Consequently, it is
known that under Pα, the GHP scaling limit of the critical cluster conditioned to be large
is an α-stable Lévy tree or the continuum random tree (CRT). In particular, if Cn denotes
the cluster conditioned to have size at least n, dn the intrinsic graph metric on Cn, and
νn the counting measure on its vertices, then there exists a random rooted metric-measure
space (T ≥1

α , dTα , να, ρα) (whose law depends only on α) and an explicit constant γ ∈ (0,∞)
(depending on the offspring law of T) such that

(Cn, γ−1n−(1− 1
α)dn, n

−1νn, ρ)
(d)→ (T ≥1

α , dTα , να, ρα) (1)

as n→∞. See [Ald93; Le 05; Duq03]. The space (T ≥1
α , dTα , να, ρα) is known as the α-stable

tree (conditioned to have size at least 1) in the case α ∈ (1, 2), and more commonly as the
Brownian tree or the CRT in the case α = 2. The main result of this paper is that the same
scaling limit result is true under PT, for Pα-almost every T.

We will work under the following assumption throughout the paper.

Assumption 1.1. Assume that the offspring distribution of T is supported on {1, 2, . . .},
its mean is given by µ > 1, and that one of the following conditions holds.
(a) (Finite variance case.) The offspring distribution of T has finite variance σ2. In this

case set α = 2.
(b) (Stable case.) The offspring distribution of T has infinite variance with stable (power-

law) tails, meaning that there exist c ∈ (0,∞) and α ∈ (1, 2) such that Pα(|T1| ≥ x) ∼
cx−α as x → ∞ (and in this case we will use the subscript α to denote the dependence
on α).

We exclude the case α = 2 from case (b) above for ease of reading as this necessitates
adding various logarithmic scaling corrections to all of the results. However, in this setting
the annealed scaling limit is again the CRT (this follows for example from [KK97, Theorem
4.17] and [DL02, Theorem 2.1.1, Theorem 2.3.1, Theorem 2.3.2]) and our proof should apply
in the quenched setting too. In addition, we anticipate that the assumption that T has
no leaves could be removed using the Harris decomposition of supercritical Galton–Watson
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trees, which decomposes such a tree into a supercritical core that has no leaves to which
finite Galton–Watson trees are attached. However this would require some work and we
decided not to pursue this in the present paper.

Before stating the results, we recall an important result about T itself, which plays a role
in the first theorem. Let Tn be the set of vertices at generation n in T. It is well-known
that there is a random variable W such that

Wn :=
|Tn|
µn
→W , (2)

as n → ∞ almost surely and in Lp if ET[|T1|p] < ∞; see [BD74, Theorems 0 and 5] (in
particular this holds whenever p < α).

We start with a result on the quenched convergence of the law of the total size of C. This
fills a gap from [AV24] and is an ingredient in the proof of our main GHP convergence result.

In the annealed setting, it is well-known (see for example [CK15, Lemma A.3(i)]) that
there exists a constant Kα ∈ (0,∞) such that, as n→∞,

n
1
αPα(|C| > n)→ Kα . (3)

Our first result shows that this is also true in the quenched setting, up to a small dependence
on the tree.

Theorem 1.2. For Pα-almost every T, we have that

n
1
αPT(|C| > n)→ KαW

as n→∞.

To state our main result, we first introduce some notation. We let Cn denote the root
percolation cluster conditioned on having total size at least n, dn the intrinsic graph metric
on Cn, νn the counting measure on its vertices, and ρn its root (which coincides with the root
ρ of T). We similarly let C̃n denote the root percolation cluster conditioned on having total
height at least n, and let dn, νn, ρn be as above. In addition, T H≥1

α denotes the stable tree
conditioned to have height at least one.

Theorem 1.3. Take γ as in (1). Then, for Pα-almost every T, the following convergence
holds in law under PT:

(Cn, γ−1n−(1− 1
α)dn, n

−1νn, ρn)
(d)−→

n→+∞
(T ≥1

α , dTα , να, ρα)

(C̃n, n−1dn, (γn)
− α

α−1νn, ρn)
(d)−→

n→+∞
(T H≥1

α , dTα , να, ρα)

with respect to the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov topology.

The pointed Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov topology will be defined in Section 2.2.

Remark 1.4. The constant γ appearing in (1) and Theorem 1.3 can be computed explicitly
as a function of the offspring law of T. In particular, in the finite variance case γ = 2

σ̃
where

σ̃2 = σ2

µ2 +1−µ−1 is the variance of the annealed law. In the stable case, γ = (|Γ(1− α)|c)−1/α

(see [BGT89, Chapter 8.3] for background).
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We add to this with convergence of the simple random walk on Cn to Brownian motion
on T ≥1

α . In what follows we let (X(n)
m )m≥0 denote a discrete time simple random walk on Cn,

with quenched law Pn, and we let (Bt)t≥0 denote Brownian motion on T ≥1
α , with quenched

law P . These objects will be introduced in Section 5. Of course, the theorem could equally
be stated on C̃n.

Corollary 1.5. Pα-almost surely, there exists a probability space (ΩT,FT,PT) on which the
convergence of Theorem 1.3 holds almost surely. Then, on this space:

Pn

((
X

(n)

⌊γn
2α−1

α t⌋

)
t≥0

∈ ·

)
→ P

(
(Bt)t≥0 ∈ ·

)
weakly as probability measures on the space of càdlàg paths equipped with the Skorokhod-J1
topology.

Remark 1.6. Corollary 1.5 can also be stated formally as a joint convergence with that of
Theorem 1.3 using a topology constructed in [Khe23]. We will give more details about this
in Section 5.

Physical motivation and applications. Percolation has well-known applications in the
study of a variety of physical systems, such as fluid flow through porous media, spread
of disease and magnetism. The study of percolation at criticality is especially delicate and
often gives rise to anomalous behaviour. Moreover, the study of the associated simple random
walks (also known as the problem of the ant in the labyrinth) has been an important research
area since the seminal work of Kesten [Kes86] who first established subdiffusive behaviour
of random walks on critical percolation clusters. The convergence of these random walks to
Brownian motion on the continuum random tree is expected to be a universal phenomenon
in appropriate high-dimensional settings and establishing this in some generality is an active
area of research. See for example [BCF19; ACF19; HHH14] for some results in this direction.

Random trees serve as a good proxy for many physical models (for example, the Alexander-
Orbach conjecture, proved in high dimensions by Kozma and Nachmias [KN09] in 2009, states
that the key random walk exponents for various percolation models agree with those for a
random walk on a critical tree). Consequently, the study of statistical physics models or
particle systems on random trees can give insight into the behaviour of the same models
on more complicated physical structures. Since most real-world systems are intrinsically
random, it is moreover a natural question to study these models in the quenched setting and
understand how and why the behaviour may deviate from the system’s typical (annealed)
behaviour.

Sketch of proof. The proof of Theorem 1.2 follows a similar strategy to that used to
establish an analogous result for the height of C in [AV24]: in particular, we choose m of
order log n such that, with high probability on the event {|C| ≥ n}, there is a single vertex at
generation m in T that connects to the root and in addition has a large percolation cluster
in the subtree emanating from it. The result of the theorem is then essentially obtained by
averaging over the choice of this vertex.
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To prove Theorem 1.3, rather than working directly with C, we work with its so-called
contour function (see Section 2.3.4 for a definition). In particular, we show that the contour
function X coding a sequence of i.i.d. samples of C (under PT) converges to the contour
function coding an i.i.d. forest of stable trees. From this it is fairly straightforward to deduce
the result of Theorem 1.3.

Since C is not a Galton–Watson tree under the quenched law PT, standard techniques
to prove convergence of contour functions do not apply. Instead, the proof for convergence
of the contour function proceeds by verifying a classical variance condition used to obtain
quenched scaling limits of random walks in random environments [BS02; PZ06; Bow18;
FLS23]. To state it, we fix some T ∈ (0,∞), and let C[0, T ] denote the space of continuous
functions from [0, T ] → R, endowed with the uniform topology. We recall that X denotes
the contour function of a forest of i.i.d. samples of C. For technical reasons it is also helpful
to keep track of the local time of X at 0, which we will denote by Λ. (We interpolate both
of these functions linearly so that they can be viewed as elements of C[0, T ].)

To establish convergence of the contour functions, it is sufficient to prove that for any
T ∈ (0,∞), any positive bounded Lipschitz function F : C[0, T ]2 −→ R and for any b ∈ (1, 2),
we have

+∞∑
n=0

Vα

(
ET

[
F
((
n−(1− 1

α
)X⌊nt⌋, n

− 1
αΛ⌊nt⌋

))])
< +∞ (4)

(in fact we prove a slightly modified version of (4): see Proposition 4.4 for the precise
statement). The significance of this condition is that it allows one to first obtain subsequential

convergence of ET

[
F
((
n−(1− 1

α
)X⌊nt⌋, n

− 1
αΛ⌊nt⌋

))]
using a second moment argument and

Borel-Cantelli, and then extend to the full sequence by taking b ↓ 1 and using continuity
properties.

The strategy to prove (4) is roughly as follows. Conditionally on T, we take two inde-
pendent copies of Cn, which we denote by C1n and C2n. Note that C1 ∩ C2 (formed from the
unconditioned clusters) is a subcritical root percolation cluster, and hence the clusters C1n
and C2n visit disjoint parts of T as soon as they are not too close to the origin. The same logic
applies on sampling further copies of Cn and this essentially breaks the dependence between
different trees in the forest coded by X. We then establish (4) using certain concentration
properties of T.

Corollary 1.5 is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.3 and a general result of Croydon
[Cro18].

We remark that we expect similar results to be true for critical percolation on hyperbolic
random planar maps, for which an annealed GHP scaling limit was obtained in [AC23].
However, the quenched analysis is more delicate due to the loss of tree structure, which
means in particular that clusters can (in theory) be disjoint in some annulus and then merge
again outside the annulus.

Organisation. The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we give background on
quenched critical percolation on Galton–Watson trees as well as scaling limits of the lat-
ter. In Section 3 we prove Theorem 1.2. In Section 4 we establish the main ingredient to
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prove Theorem 1.3, namely the convergence of the contour functions and the verification of
the variance condition, postponing the proof of one technical proposition to the Appendix.
Finally in Section 5 we explain the framework needed to deduce Corollary 1.5.

Acknowledgements. The research of EA was partially funded by ANR ProGraM (ref-
erence ANR-19-CE40-0025). We are also grateful to ENS Lyon and ENS Paris-Saclay for
funding the research of Tanguy Lions.

2 Background

2.1 Critical percolation on Galton–Watson trees

Here we give a brief outline of known results about critical percolation on Galton–Watson
trees under Assumption 1.1. We first recall an important result about T itself, which plays
a role in certain quenched results. Let Tn be the set vertices in generation n in T. It is
well-known that there is a random variable W such that

Wn :=
|Tn|
µn
→W , (5)

as n → ∞ almost surely and in Lp if ET[|T1|p] < ∞; see [BD74, Theorems 0 and 5] (in
particular this holds whenever p < α).

In the annealed setting, the critical cluster of T is just a critical Galton–Watson tree
with offspring distribution Binomial(Z, 1/µ) where Z follows the offspring distribution of T,
and µ is its mean. As a consequence, the large-scale behaviour of the cluster is essentially
completely understood: asymptotic tails for its height and total size, and various scaling
limits (see the left hand side of Table 1 for a full list).

We mention two annealed results to which we will make specific reference. The first
concerns the asymptotics for the tails of the cluster size and has already been stated in (3).
Similarly, letting Height(C) denote the height of C, that is, sup{n ≥ 0 : Tn ∩ C ̸= ∅}, it was
shown in [Sla68] that there exists a constant Cα ∈ (0,∞) such that, as n→∞,

n
1

α−1Pα(Height(C) ≥ n)→ Cα . (6)

In the quenched setting, the first relevant result for us is that of Lyons [Lyo90] who showed
that pc(T) = 1/µ almost surely. The problem was later studied by Michelen [Mic19], who
showed, under some moment conditions, quenched convergence of connection probabilities as
well as quenched convergence of the rescaled law of Yn, conditioned on survival (in particular
he established the well-known Yaglom limit). The moment conditions were relaxed in [AV24]
and the scaling limit result was extended to prove convergence of the entire sequence of
generation sizes to a continuous state branching process.

These results are listed in Table 1. The notable gap in the previous results is GHP
convergence of the cluster, which is addressed in the present work. Along the way we also
obtained quenched convergence of the cluster size tails.
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Annealed Quenched
pc = 1/µ pc(T ) = 1/µ a.s.

Pα

(
o

pc←→ Tn

)
∼ Cαn

− 1
α−1 PT

(
o

pc←→ Tn

)
∼W · Cαn

− 1
α−1

Pα(|C| ≥ n) ∼ Kαn
−1/α PT(|C| ≥ n) ∼W ·Kαn

−1/α (∗)
Given Yn > 0: n− 1

α−1Yn
(d)→ Y n− 1

α−1Y T
n

(d)→ Y a.s.(
n− 1

α−1Yn(1+t)

)
t≥0

(d)→ (Yt)t≥0

(
n− 1

α−1Y T
n(1+t)

)
t≥0

(d)→ (Yt)t≥0 a.s.

Given Y∞ > 0: n− 1
α−1Yn

(d)→ Y ∗ n− 1
α−1Y T

n

(d)→ Y ∗

(C≥n, n
−(1−1/α)dn,

1
n
µn)

(d)→
GHP
Tα (CT

≥n, n
−(1−1/α)dn,

1
n
µn)

(d)→
GHP
Tα a.s. (∗)

Table 1 – Summary of annealed vs. quenched results. In this paper we prove the results
labelled (∗).

2.2 Gromov-Hausdorff-type topologies

We now introduce the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov (GHP) topology under which
Theorem 1.3 is stated. To this end, let Kc denote the set of quadruples (K, d, µ, ρ) such that
(K, d) is a compact metric space, µ is a locally-finite Borel measure on K, and ρ is a distin-
guished point of K. Suppose that (K, d, µ, ρ) and (K ′, d′, µ′, ρ′) are elements of Kc. Given a
metric space (M,dM), and isometric embeddings ϕ and ϕ′ of (K, d) and (K ′, d′) respectively
into (M,dM), we define dM

(
(K, d, µ, ρ, ϕ), (K ′, d′, µ′, ρ′, ϕ′)

)
to be equal to

dHM(ϕ(K), ϕ′(K ′))+dPM(µ ◦ ϕ−1, µ′ ◦ ϕ′−1
) + dM(ϕ(ρ), ϕ′(ρ′)).

Here dHM denotes the Hausdorff distance between two sets in (M,dM), and dPM denotes
the Prokhorov distance between two measures (see for example [Bil68, Chapter 1] for a
definition). The pointed Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov distance between (K, d, µ, ρ) and
(K ′, d′, µ′, ρ′) is then given by

dGHP ((K, d, µ, ρ), (K
′, d′, µ′, ρ′)) = inf

ϕ,ϕ′,M
dM
(
(K, d, µ, ρ, ϕ), (K ′, d′, µ′, ρ′, ϕ′)

)
(7)

where the infimum is taken over all isometric embeddings ϕ, ϕ′ of (X, d) and (X ′, d′) into a
common metric space (M,dM). This defines a metric on the space of equivalence classes of
Kc (see [ADH13, Theorem 2.5]), where we say that two spaces (K, d, µ, ρ) and (K ′, d′, µ′, ρ′)
are equivalent if there is a measure and root-preserving isometry between them. Moreover,
Kc is a Polish space with respect to the topology induced by dGHP (again, see [ADH13,
Theorem 2.5]).

We also mention the following extension, introduced in [Khe23], which incorporates
càdlàg paths on K. To this end, we let K̃c denote the set of quintuplets (K, d, µ, ρ,X),
where (K, d, µ, ρ) ∈ Kc and X is a càdlàg path from [0,∞) to K. Similarly to above, given
a metric space (M,dM), and isometric embeddings ϕ, ϕ′ of (K, d) and (K ′, d′) respectively
into (M,dM), we define d̃M

(
(K, d, µ, ρ,X, ϕ), (K ′, d′, µ′, ρ′, X ′, ϕ′)

)
to be equal to

dHM(ϕ(K), ϕ′(K ′))+dPM(µ ◦ ϕ−1, µ′ ◦ ϕ′−1
) + dM(ϕ(ρ), ϕ′(ρ′)) + dJ1M(ϕ(X), ϕ′(X ′)),
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where dJ1M is the metrisation of the Skorokhod J1-topology for càdlàg paths on M described
in [Khe23, Example 3.44]. We then set

dK̃c
((K, d, µ, ρ,X), (K ′, d′, µ′, ρ′, X ′)) = inf

ϕ,ϕ′,M
d̃M
(
(K, d, µ, ρ,X, ϕ), (K ′, d′, µ′, ρ′, X ′, ϕ′)

)
,

where again the infimum is taken over all isometric embeddings ϕ and ϕ′ of (X, d) and
(X ′, d′) into a common metric space (M,dM), which yields a distance on K̃c(see [Khe23]).
Moreover, dK̃c

defines a metric on the space of equivalence classes of K̃c, where we say that
two spaces (K, d, µ, ρ,X) and (K ′, d′, µ′, ρ′, X ′) are equivalent if there is a measure, root and
càdlàg path preserving isometry between them. As above, K̃c is a Polish space with respect
to the topology induced by dK̃c

.

2.3 Convergence of random forests

In this section we discuss convergence of random forests formed from sequences of i.i.d.
Galton–Watson trees, along with their coding functions. The results are all taken from
[DL02].

We will restrict the following discussion to plane trees, meaning that there is a distin-
guished root vertex, and that the set of offspring of each vertex comes pre-equipped with a
left-right ordering. In pictures, the root will be drawn at the base of the tree.

We will fix a parameter α ∈ (1, 2] and assume that the corresponding offspring law Pα

has expectation equal to 1, and satisfies the following.

Assumption 2.1. One of the following two conditions hold:
(I) α = 2 and Pα has finite variance σ2.

(II) α ∈ (1, 2) and if X ∼ Pα, then there exists a constant c ∈ (0,∞) such that

Pα(X > x) ∼ cx−α

as x→∞.

In the latter case we say that X is in the domain of attraction of an α-stable law. One
can also incorporate slowly-varying functions into the tails; we have omitted this for ease of
reading but we anticipate that all of our results carry through to this case (with appropriate
slowly-varying corrections to the scaling factors).

2.3.1 Coding of forests

We let (Ti)∞i=1 denote a sequence of finite plane trees (the canonical case to have in mind
is a sequence of i.i.d. sequence of Galton–Watson trees, each with offspring distribution Pα,
supported on {0, 1, . . . , }). We now explain how to code this forest by a walk. We start with
the case of a single tree for simplicity.

Suppose that T is a plane tree with |T | = n + 1. We can define two functions which
encode its structure: the height function and the contour function. Both are illustrated in
Figure 2, and are defined as follows. The contour function XT is defined by considering the
motion of a particle that starts on the left of the root ∅ at time zero, and then continuously
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traverses the boundary of T at speed one, in the clockwise direction, until returning to the
left side of the root. XT (t) is equal to the height (i.e. distance from the root) of the particle
at time t. Since each edge is traversed twice in this process, the contour function is defined
in this way up until time equal to 2n.

The order in which the vertices are first visited by the contour function is known as the
lexicographical ordering.

The height function HT is defined by considering the vertices u0, u1, . . . , un in lexico-
graphical order (i.e. with no repeats), and then setting HT

i to be equal to the generation of
vertex ui. The height function is defined precisely up until time n.

Note that this definition ensures that the contour function will be non-negative after time
zero, and the height function will be strictly positive.

Tree Contour function Height function Lukasiewicz path

Figure 2 – Coding functions for the given tree. We have marked two vertices on the tree
along with the points corresponding to these vertices in the excursions.

The height process and the contour process are both very useful characterisations of trees
but neither are in general Markovian when T is a Galton–Watson tree. However, in this case
it turns out that both can be written as functionals of a Markovian process, known as the
Lukasiewicz path. For a plane tree T this is a walk W = {Wi(T ) : 0 ≤ i ≤ n+1}, defined by
first setting W0 = 0, and then for 0 ≤ i ≤ n, setting Wi+1 = Wi + ku(i)− 1, where u(i) refers
to the ith vertex in the lexicographical ordering of T , and ku(i) is the number of offspring of
u(i). Again see Figure 2.

For all three of these processes we extend them to the non-integer times by linear inter-
polation.

We remark on some properties of the Lukasiewicz path. Firstly, note that when we are
dealing with a Galton-Watson tree at criticality, it follows that

Eα[Wi+1 −Wi] = Eα

[
ku(i)

]
− 1 = 0,

so W is a centred random walk.
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Secondly, we have that Wi ≥ 0 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, Wn = 0 and Wn+1 = −1.
The next lemma (taken from [LL98] but independently shown in [BK00] and [BV96])

shows how to recover the height function from the Lukasiewicz path.

Lemma 2.2. [LL98, Corollary 2.2]. Let T be a µ-Galton Watson tree, with associated height
process (Hm)0≤m≤|T |−1. Then, for all 0 ≤ m ≤ |T | − 1,

Hm = |{j ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,m− 1} : Wj = inf
j≤k≤m

Wk}|. (8)

The intuition behind the result is that the set of points j ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,m − 1} satisfying
Wj = infj≤k≤mWk correspond to the ancestors of the vertex u(m).

We can similarly encode forests (that is, sequences of plane trees) by concatenating the
corresponding coding functions. In the case of the contour and height functions, there is
no ambiguity here since both functions start and end at 0, but for the Lukasiewicz path we
make the important convention that we concatenate using the increments. In particular, if
Ti denotes the ith tree in the forest, then the part of the Lukasiewicz path coding Ti is an
excursion from −(i− 1) to −i. With this convention, it is straightforward to verify that (8)
still holds (here the height of a vertex in Ti is the distance to the root of Ti).

The importance of these coding functions is that they are actually bijections. Hence
the forest (Ti)

∞
i=1 of i.i.d. Galton–Watson trees is coded by a random walk playing the role

of the Lukasiewicz path, with jump law given by one less than the offspring law. Since
scaling limits of such random walks are well understood under both Assumption 2.1 (I) and
(II), this provides an appealing way to construct scaling limits of random forests: we take
scaling limits of the Lukasiewicz path, and we define the height function in the continuum
analogously to (8), which plays the role of the continuum height function for a sequence of
continuum trees.

2.3.2 Convergence of the coding functions

As mentioned in the previous section, the coding functions provide a convenient frame-
work in which to take scaling limits of forests of Galton–Watson trees. In particular, suppose
that µ is a probability measure supported on {−1, 0, 1, 2, 3, . . .}, with mean 0 and satisfying
Assumption 2.1. Let W be a random walk started at zero with i.i.d. increments having law
µ. Define a process H = (Hm)m≥0 from W via (8) (this is therefore equal to the concatenated
height functions of the forest of trees), and for i ≥ 0 define

τi = inf{m ≥ 0 : Wm = −i}, Λj = inf{i : τi > j}. (9)

By the discussion above, the tree Ti is coded by the interval [τi−1, τi], and Λj = i means that
j ∈ [τi−1, τi). Note that, since W can only make negative steps of unit size, we also have
that

Λj = 1− inf
i≤j

Wj. (10)

We also let X = (Xm)m≥0 denote the concatenation of the contour functions of the forest
(Ti)i≥0.

The analogous construction in the continuum is done formally in [DL02] and we refer
there for full details. To summarise, we let (W̃t)t≥0 be a spectrally positive Lévy process

10



(meaning it has only positive jumps) with Laplace exponent ψ(λ) = cλα (where α in as in
Assumption 2.1; the value of c ∈ (0,∞) will later be fixed by (11)). Set It = infr≤tWr

and Is,t = infs≤r≤tWr. By analogy with (8), we define H̃ to be equal to the continuous
modification of the process defined for t ≥ 0 by

H̃t = lim
ε→0

1

ε

∫ t

0

1{W̃s < Is,t + ε}ds

(in fact, as in [DL02, Lemma 1.2.1], one should really take the limit along an appropriate
subsequence εk ↓ 0 in which case the limit is well-defined for all increase points of X, almost
surely; we refer to [DL02, Sections 1.2 and 1.4.2] for the details and the existence of a
continuous modification).

We will need to use some results on the local time of H̃ at 0. By [DL02, Lemma 1.3.2],
we can normalise so that

L̃t := lim
ε→0

1

ε

∫ t

0

1{H̃s < ε}ds = −It (11)

(the convergence holds in L1 for each fixed t ≥ 0). It is observed in [DL02, Section 1.3.1]
that H̃t = 0 if and only if W̃t = It, so (11) is the natural continuum analogue of (10).

The following is an important result of Duquesne and Le Gall [DL02, Corollary 2.5.1]
(note that the stated corollary comprises the joint convergence of the first three functions
below; we can add the local time due to (10), (11), monotonicity and since the process (It)t≥0

is continuous).

Proposition 2.3. Under Assumption 2.1, there exist constants c1, c2, c3 ∈ (0,∞) such that

(c1n
− 1

αW⌊nt⌋, c2n
−(1− 1

α)H⌊nt⌋, c2n
−(1− 1

α)X⌊2nt⌋, c3n
− 1

αΛ⌊nt⌋)t≥0
(d)→

n→+∞
(W̃t, H̃t, H̃t, L̃t)t≥0,

(12)

jointly with respect to the Skorokhod-J1 topology (in fact the latter three coordinates converge
uniformly).

Moreover, under Assumption 2.1(I), the function W̃ is a Brownian motion, H̃ is a re-
flected Brownian motion, c1 = c3 = σ and c2 = 2

σ
.

2.3.3 Continuum trees

Proposition 2.3 also suggests a natural way to define continuum trees. Notably, in the
discrete setting, it is straightforward to verify that T can be equivalently defined as (assuming
T has n+ 1 vertices)

({0, 1, . . . , 2n}/ ∼T , dT ),

where
dXT (i, j) = XT (i) +XT (j)− 2 min

i≤k≤j
XT (k),

and i ∼T j if and only if dT (i, j) = 0. In light of Proposition 2.3, if the interval [β1, β2]
corresponds to an excursion of H̃ above zero (this can be made sense of using excursion
theory), then we define

Tα = ([β1, β2]/ ∼Tα , dTα),

11



where
dTα(s, t) = H̃s + H̃t − 2 inf

s≤r≤t
H̃r

and s ∼Tα t if and only if dTα(s, t) = 0.
This can be defined formally using the Itô excursion measure, the “law” under which

excursions of H̃ can be defined. It is in fact an infinite measure, but can be renormalised
into a probability measure by conditioning the excursion to be large in an appropriate sense
(e.g. to have a lifetime or height at least 1, leading to T ≥1

α and T H≥1
α respectively). We will

not specifically need to use this excursion measure, so we refer to [Ber96, Chapter IV] for
full details.

2.3.4 Scaling limits of random trees

The significance of Proposition 2.3 is that this is enough to imply GHP convergence of
individual trees conditioned to be large. We state the result below, and refer to [Le 05,
Corollary 1.13] or [DL02, Proposition 2.5.2] for a proof. The reference in fact treats the case
of conditioning a finite variance tree to have large height, but the proof of the more general
statement below is the same, see the remark on [DL02, page 62]. We remark only that the
key ingredient to replicate the proofs is the so-called local time support property for the
limiting tree, which is well-known for Tα (see for example the remark of [DL02, page 26]).

Proposition 2.4. Let (Ti)
∞
i=1 be a sequence of trees, and let X and Λ denote their con-

catenated contour and local time functions, as above. Suppose that there exist constants
c2, c3 ∈ (0,∞) such that

(c2n
−(1− 1

α)X⌊2nt⌋, c3n
− 1

αΛ⌊nt⌋)t≥0
(d)→

n→+∞
(H̃t, L̃t)t≥0, (13)

jointly with respect to the uniform topology. Let T n be the first tree in the sequence satisfying
|T | ≥ n, and let T̃ n be the first tree in the sequence satisfying Height(T ) ≥ n. Then

(Tn, c2n
−(1− 1

α)dn, n
−1νn, ρn)

(d)→ (T ≥1
α , dTα , να, ρα)

and
(T̃n, n

−1dn, (c
−1
2 n)−(

α
α−1)νn, ρn)

(d)→ (T H≥1
α , dTα , να, ρα)

with respect to the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov topology, and where T ≥1
α and T H≥1

α

respectively denote the α-stable tree conditioned to have total volume at least 1 and height at
least 1.

3 The law of the total progeny

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1.2.
Before giving the proof, we note the following result that was proved but was not explicitly

written in [AV24] (it was written in a special case).
We set Fi = σ (Tr : 0 ≤ r ≤ i), i.e. the sigma algebra generated by the first i levels of

the tree. Conditionally on T and given u ∈ Tm, let T (u) denote the subtree emanating from
and rooted at u.

12



Lemma 3.1. Take m ≥ 1. Conditionally on Fm, let (Au)u∈Tm be a sequence of events
that are each respectively measurable with respect to T (u). For u, v ∈ Tm, we set pu,v =
PT(Au)PT(Av), and M = supu,v Eα[pu,v]. Then, for any p ≤ 1, there exists C < ∞ such
that

Eα


 ∑

u,v∈Tm
u̸=v

PT(ρ↔ (u, v), Au, Av)


p ≤ Cµm(1−p)Eα

[
W

2p
]
Mp . (14)

where W = supn≥0 µ
−n|Tn|.

Proof.
The lemma was proved as part of the proof of [AV24, Lemma 3.2] in the case where Au is
the event that u connects to Tn via a path of length n−m. The only proof ingredients are
Jensen’s inequality and Markov’s inequality. Exactly the same proof works in the general
case. Note that Eα

[
W

2p
]
<∞ by Doob’s Lp inequality and our choice of p. ■

By monotonicity, it is sufficient to prove Theorem 1.2 along a polynomial subsequence
nk = ⌊kA⌋, where A is as large as we like.

3.1 Lower bound in Theorem 1.2

Proposition 3.2. We can choose A large enough so that almost surely along the subsequence
(nk)k≥1,

lim inf
k→∞

n
1
α
k PT(|C| ≥ nk) ≥WKα. (15)

Hence, by monotonicity,
lim inf
n→∞

n
1
αPT(|C| ≥ n) ≥WKα. (16)

Proof.
Note that (16) is a straightforward consequence of (15) since if n ∈ [nk−1, nk],

n
1
αPT(|C| ≥ n) ≥ (1 + o(1))n

1
α
k PT(|C| ≥ nk) ∼WKα.

To prove (15), we fix some small ε > 0 (we might reduce it later) and setm = ⌊ 1+ε
α(log µ)

log n⌋
and write

PT(|C| ≥ n) ≥
∑
v∈Tm

PT

(
ρ↔ v, |C(v)| ≥ n

)
−

∑
u̸=v∈Tm

PT

(
ρ↔ (u, v), |C(u)| ∧ |C(v)| ≥ n1−2δ

)
First term. We claim that, on rescaling by n

1
α , the first term converges to WKα, Pα-

almost surely. To prove this, we first show that

Sm :=
∑
v∈Tm

(
PT

(
ρ↔ v, |C(v)| ≥ n

)
− µ−mPα(|C| ≥ n)

)
→ 0

13



Pα-almost surely. To see this, note that Eα[Sm | Fm] = 0, Pα-almost surely, and, provided
that n is sufficiently large,

Varα(Sm|Fm) = µ−2m
∑
v∈Tm

Varα
(
PT

(
|C(v)| ≥ n

))
≤ µ−2m

∑
v∈Tm

Eα

[
PT

(
|C(v)| ≥ n

)]
≤ 2µ−2m|Tm|Kαn

− 1
α .

Combining with (5), we deduce that there exists a (random) constant C <∞ such that,
for all n ≥ 1,

Varα(Sm) = Eα[Varα(Sm|Fm)] ≤ CKαµ
−mn− 1

α ,

and hence Chebyshev’s inequality (and our choice of m) gives

Pα

(
|Sm| ≥

1

n
1
α log n

)
≤ CKαn

1
α (log n)2µ−m = CKαn

−ε
α (log n)2.

Hence by Borel-Cantelli this goes to zero along the subsequence (nk)k≥1 provided we chose
A sufficiently large (which we can indeed do).

Applying (5) and (3) it therefore follows that, along the subsequence (nk)k≥1,

n
1
α

∑
v∈Tm

PT

(
ρ↔ v, |C(v)| ≥ n

)
= o(1) + n

1
α

∑
v∈Tm

µ−mPα(|C| ≥ n)

= o(1) + µ−mTmn
1
αPα(|C| ≥ n)→WKα,

Pα-almost surely.
Second term. The second term can be dealt with using Lemma 3.1 and (3), which

imply that its pth moment (for p ∈ (0, 1)) is upper bounded by

Cµm(1−p)Eα

[
W2p

]
n− 2(1−2δ)p

α = Cn
(1+ε)(1−p)

α Eα

[
W2p

]
n− 2(1−2δ)p

α .

Take 1
2
< p < α

2
and reduce ε and δ if necessary so that κ := (1−4δ)p− (1+ε)(1−p) > 0.

Then applying Markov’s inequality (with the pth moment) gives

Pα

(
PT

(
∃u ̸= v ∈ Tm : ρ↔ (u, v), |C(u)| ∧ |C(v)| ≥ n1−2δ

)
≥ 1

n
1
α log n

)
≤ C ′n−κ/2.

Hence by Borel-Cantelli this goes also to zero along the subsequence (nk)k≥1 provided we
chose A sufficiently large. ■
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3.2 Upper bound in Theorem 1.2

Proposition 3.3. We can choose A large enough so that almost surely along the subsequence
(nk)k≥1

lim sup
k→∞

n
1
α
k PT(|C| ≥ nk) ≤WKα. (17)

Hence, by monotonicity,
lim sup
n→∞

n
1
αPT(|C| ≥ n) ≤WKα. (18)

Proof.
Again (18) follows straightforwardly from (17). We henceforth focus on proving (17).
Again set m = ⌊ 1+ε

α(log µ)
log n⌋. For u ∈ T, let C(u) = C ∩ T (u), and let N (u) denote the

number of siblings v of u to the left of u that satisfy |C(v)| ≥ n1−2δ. Note that, by a union
bound,

PT(|C| ≥ n) ≤ PT

(
|C ∩ (T1 ∪ . . . ∪Tm)| ≥ n1−2δ

)
+
∑
v∈Tm

PT

(
ρ↔ v, |C(v)| ≥ n− n1−δ

)
+ PT

(∑
v∈Tm

1{ρ↔ v, |C(v)| < n1−2δ, N (v) ≤ 1}|C(v)| ≥ n1−δ

)
+

∑
u̸=v∈Tm

PT

(
ρ↔ (u, v), |C(u)| ∧ |C(v)| ≥ n1−2δ

)
.

We will show that the second term concentrates on the desired quantity (up to an error
of o(n

1
α )) and that the other terms are negligible (i.e. also o(n

1
α )) along the subsequence

(nk)k≥1, provided we chose A sufficiently large.
First term. For the first term note that by Markov’s inequality we have

Pα

(
ET[|C ∩ (T1 ∪ . . . ∪Tm)|] ≥ nδ

)
≤ n−δ/2

and hence by Borel-Cantelli we can assume that ET[|C ∩ (T1 ∪ . . . ∪Tm)|] ≤ nδ for all
sufficiently large n along the subsequence (nk)k≥1. On this latter event, the desired prob-
ability is upper bounded by n−(1−3δ) by another application of Markov’s inequality, which
is o(n1/α) provided we took δ > 0 small enough in the first place.

Second term. The concentration of the second term follows exactly as in the proof
of that of the first term in the proof of the lower bound (Proposition 3.2).

Third term. By Markov’s inequality and Borel-Cantelli it is sufficient to show that

Eα

[
PT

(∑
v∈Tm

1{ρ↔ v, |C(v)| < n1−2δ, N (v) ≤ 1}|C(v)| ≥ n1−δ

)]
≤ n− 1+δ

α . (19)
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The expectation in question is just the annealed quantity

Pα

(∑
v∈Tm

1{ρ↔ v, |C(v)| < n1−2δ, N (v) ≤ 1}|C(v)| ≥ n1−δ

)
.

Under the annealed law, we work conditionally on Fm and consider the vertices of Tm ∩C
from left to right. We let vi denote the ith vertex in this ordering, and let Xi denote the
associated summand. Let Nn denote the number of the terms in the sum and note that
N has the law of the sum of two geometric random variables, and the sequence (Xi)i≥1 is
i.i.d.. Moreover, if Sj denotes the partial sum with j terms, i.e. Sj =

∑j
i=1Xi, it follows

that Si+1 − Si ≤ n1−2δ for all i. Hence it follows from the memoryless property that for
any λ > 2,

Pα

(
SNn ≥ λn1−2δ

)
≤ Pα

(
SNn ≥ n1−2δ

)λ/2
.

In particular taking λ = nδ and applying the tower property this easily implies (19),
provided we can bound Pα

(
SNn ≥ n1−2δ

)
away from 1. To do this, note that since Nn

has the law of the sum of two independent geometric random variables with parameter
asymptotic to Cαn

1−2δ
α , it follows from standard results on scaling limits of stable variables

that n−(1−2δ)SNn converges in law to the value of a subordinator at a time N which is equal
in law to the sum of two independent exp(Cα) random variables, and with jump measure
proportional to x1−

1
α1{x < 1}, and hence the probability in question converges to a

constant in (0, 1).
Fourth term. The fourth term is the same as the second term in the proof of Propo-

sition 3.2, hence we already showed it goes to 0 under the rescaling.
■

4 Scaling limit of the contour function

We introduce (Ci)i≥1 a family of random trees, such that conditionally on T, the trees
are i.i.d. and distributed as critical percolation clusters of the origin. We introduce X i the
contour function of Ci and we define X the process obtained by concatenating the contour
functions of the family (Ci)i≥0. The length of the contour function X i is given by 2(#Ci−1).
We introduce Λ the process defined by Λn = 1 if and only if n < 2(#C1 − 1), and for k ≥ 2,
Λn = k if and only if

∑k−1
i=1 2(#Ci − 1) ≤ n <

∑k
i=1 2(#Ci − 1). For t ≥ 0, we introduce the

notation

(βα,n
t )t≥0 is the linear interpolation of

k

n
7→ 1

n1− 1
α

Xk,

(Υα,n
t )t≥1 is the linear interpolation of

k

n
7→ 1

n
1
α

Λk.

The main theorem of the section is the following.
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Theorem 4.1. For any α ∈ (1, 2], for Pα-almost every T, under the quenched law PT,

(βα,n
t ,Υα,n

t )t≥0
(d)→

n→+∞
(c2H̃t, c3W

−1L̃t)t≥0,

where H̃, L̃, c2 and c3 are the processes and constants defined in (13) where the law of the
Galton-Watson tree is given by Pα. This convergence holds jointly with respect to the uniform
topology.

Let us give a short and intuitive explanation of the strategy to prove Theorem 4.1. The
first observation is that if we consider two percolation clusters C1 and C2 of T under the
annealed law Pα, the intersection of the two clusters C1 ∩ C2 is distributed as a subcritical
Galton-Watson tree. It follows that, with probability close to 1, if we cut the n first clusters
C1, · · · , Cn at height nε (where we chose ε > 0 arbitrarily small), we obtain a family of
independent trees all distributed under Pα. Thus, we first prove a version of Theorem 4.1
for a modified contour process and local time associated to the family of trees obtained by
cutting at level nε. In Proposition 4.3 we prove an annealed version. Then, Proposition 4.4
and Proposition 4.6 extend the annealed to the quenched result.
Using this result, we can prove Theorem 4.1 using the fact that the part that we have cut
is small enough and by connecting the local time to the modified local time. Indeed, if one
considers the first n clusters C1, · · · , Cn, by Theorem 1.2 the number of edges is typically of
order nα. However, the number of edges below level nε is typically of order n1+ε. Taking
ε small enough, we deduce that the cut part is small and so the contour process should be
typically close to the modified one. Concerning the local time, the idea is that the number
of vertices at height nε in the trees C1, · · · , Cn should be typically of order Wn. Thus, one
should be able to move from the modified local time to the local time of the contour process
by simply dividing by W.

For T a tree and I ⊂ N, we denote by TI the subgraph induced by the vertices of T with
height in I. For any k ≥ 0, we also write T≤k := T{0,··· ,k} and T≥k := T{k,k+1,··· }. Similarly,

we define T>k and T<k. We set Tk := T{k}. We also decompose T≥k =

#Tk⊔
j=1

T≥k,j where

T≥k,j corresponds to the jth-connected component of T≥k from left to right.
For k ≥ 0, we define X≥k to be the process which concatenates the contour functions

associated to the trees ((Ci≥k,j)1≤j≤Y i
k
))i≥0 using the lexicographical order on (i, j). In partic-

ular we have X≥0 = X. Similarly, we define Λ≥k as the concatenated process Λ associated
to the trees ((Ci≥k,j)1≤j≤Y i

k
))i≥0. See Figure 3 for an illustration.

For the rest of this section we fix ε = 1
5
α−1
α

. For t ≥ 0, we introduce the notation

(βα,↑n
t )t≥0 is the linear interpolation of

k

n
7→ 1

n1− 1
α

X≥nε

k ,

(Υα,↑n
t )t≥1 is the linear interpolation of

k

n
7→ 1

n
1
α

Λ≥nε

k .

(20)
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Figure 3 – On the left side, we represent C1, C2, C3 on top and the concatenation of their
contour functions on the bottom. On the right side, we represent the trees and concatenated
contour function obtained by cutting at level 2.

For the rest of this section, we also fix a finite r > 3
2
+ 1

4(α−1)
(its precise value is not

important, but nr will be a convenient upper bound for the number of subtrees we need to
consider). For i, j, n ≥ 1, we introduce the events

An
i,j =

{
Height(Ci ∩ Cj) ≤ nε

}
and An =

⋂
i ̸=j≤nr

An
i,j. (21)

For i ̸= j, the tree Ci ∩ Cj is distributed as a subcritical Galton-Watson tree under the
annealed law, thus we have the following bound

Pα((An)c) ≤ Ce−cnε

, (22)

where C, c > 0 are constants that only depend on Pα.
We also introduce the event Bn =

{
#{i ≤ nr : Height(Ci) ≥ n

1
4} ≥ n

}
. Using [AV24, The-

orem 1.2] and concentration inequalities for binomial random variables, it is easy to prove
that for Pα-almost every T, we have that

PT(Bn) →
n→+∞

1. (23)

For n ≥ 1, we consider the sequence of trees (T i)i≥1 where for 1 ≤ i ≤ nr we define T i = Ci
and the family of trees (T i)i>nr is independently distributed as an i.i.d. family of Galton-
Watson trees of law Pα. Extending the notation of (20), we define the processes β̃α,↑n, Υ̃α,↑n

where we replace the family of trees (Ci)i≥1 by (T i)i≥1. In words, these processes are ex-
actly the same as before. The only difference is that after having explored the nr first trees
C1, · · · , Cnr , we continue exploring trees which are i.i.d. distributed under Pα. However up
until a fixed time T > 0 the second situation occurs with very little probability. It is made
precise in the next proposition.
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Proposition 4.2. For any T > 0 and any α ∈ (1, 2], for Pα-almost every T, we have

PT

(
(β̃α,↑n

t , Υ̃α,↑n
t )0≤t≤T = (βα,↑n

t ,Υα,↑n
t )0≤t≤T

)
→

n→+∞
1.

Proof.
Fix T > 0 and α ∈ (1, 2]. On Bn, fix I ⊂ {1, · · · , nr} such that |I| = n and for all i ∈ I we
have Height(Ci) ≥ n

1
4 . Among the trees C1, · · · , Cnr there are at least (n

1
4 − nε)n vertices

at height larger than nε. Since (n
1
4 − nε)n > nT for n large enough, we deduce that

(β̃α,↑n
t , Υ̃α,↑n

t )0≤t≤T = (βα,↑n
t ,Υα,↑n

t )0≤t≤T .

Combining that and (23) we conclude the proof. ■

We now turn to a first invariance principle which may look trivial. Indeed, under Pα, the
tree C is distributed as a critical Galton-Watson tree. However the family (Ci)i≥1 is not i.i.d.
Indeed, the trees (Ci)i≥1 are independent critical percolation clusters on T. It follows that
conditionally on T, under the quenched law PT, the sequence of trees is i.i.d. But, under
the annealed law Pα, this is false.
However, observing the fact that the trees Ci ∩ Cj are distributed as a subcritical Galton-
Watson trees under the annealed law, the subtrees trees Ci≥nε,1, · · · , Ci≥nε,Y i

nε
, Cj≥nε,1, · · · , C

j

≥nε,Y j
nε

are very likely to be independent. Thus, one should easily recover an invariance principle for
the processes (β̃↑n, Υ̃↑n) and (β̃α,↑n, Υ̃α,↑n).

Proposition 4.3. For any α ∈ (1, 2], under the annealed law Pα, we have

(β̃t
α,↑n

, Υ̃α,↑n
t )t≥0

(d)→
n→+∞

(c2H̃t, c3L̃t)t≥0,

where H̃, L̃, c2 and c3 are the processes and constants defined in (13) where the law of the
Galton-Watson tree is given by Pα. This convergence holds jointly with respect to the uniform
topology on compacts.

Proof.
Fix T > 0 and let us show the convergence on [0, T ]. Observe that conditionally on An,
the variable (X̃≥nε

, Λ̃≥nε
) is simply the contour process and local time associated to a

sequence of i.i.d Galton-Watson trees distributed under Pα. Thus, conditionally on An

(recall the definition in (21)) and using the invariance principle given in Proposition 2.3,
we have

(β̃α,↑n
t , Υ̃α,↑n

t )t≥0
(d)→

n→+∞
(c2H̃t, c3L̃t)t≥0 under Pα.

This combined with (22) concludes the proof. ■
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Now, we extend Proposition 4.3 to a quenched setting. This is done in two steps: first we

prove that we only need to control the Pα-variance of functionals of the type ET

(
F (β̃α,↑n, Υ̃α,↑n)

)
where F : C([0, T ],R)× C([0, T ],R) −→ R+ is a bounded Lipschitz function. Afterwards we
will verify that we can indeed control the Pα-variance in question.

Proposition 4.4. Take any α ∈ (1, 2]. Assume that for all T > 0 and for all bounded
Lipschitz functions F : C([0, T ],R)× C([0, T ],R) −→ R+ and all b ∈ (1, 2) we have

+∞∑
n=1

Vα

(
ET

[
F (β̃α,↑bn

t , Υ̃α,↑bn
t )t∈[0,T ]

])
< +∞. (24)

Then for Pα-almost every T, we have under the quenched law PT,

(β̃α,↑n
t , Υ̃α,↑n

t )t∈[0,T ]
(d)→

n→+∞
(c2H̃t, c3L̃t)t∈[0,T ], (25)

jointly with respect to the uniform topology.

Proof.
We fix α ∈ (1, 2]. For the rest of the proof, let us fix T > 0. We only prove the convergence
on the interval [0, T ].
We assume that for all bounded Lipschitz functions F : C([0, T ],R)× C([0, T ],R) −→ R+

and all b ∈ (1, 2), (24) holds. By Proposition 4.3, it follows that under Pα, we have

(β̃α,↑n, Υ̃α,↑n)t≥0
(d)→

n→+∞
(c2H̃t, c3L̃t)t≥0,

where the convergence holds jointly for the uniform topology.
The result now follows from [BS02, Lemma 4.1]. To be precise, in fact [BS02, Lemma
4.1] is only written for a single sequence of random processes, rather than a pair, and
also for Brownian motion, but the proof of [BS02, Lemma 4.1] works in exactly the same
way in our setting by simply changing the renormalisation from

√
n to n1− 1

α for the first
coordinate and n

1
α for the second. We deduce that for Pα almost-every T, under the

quenched law PT, we have

(β̃α,↑n, Υ̃α,↑n)t≥0
(d)→

n→+∞
(c2H̃t, c3L̃t)t≥0,

where the convergence holds with respect to the uniform topology.
■

Remark 4.5. As remarked in the introduction, the heuristic significance of the condition
(24) is that it allows one to first obtain subsequential convergence using Borel-Cantelli, and
then extend to the full sequence by taking b ↓ 1 and using continuity properties of the processes
involved.
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It will henceforth be convenient to have two independent copies of these processes. More
precisely, define (β̃α,↑n

1 , Υ̃α,↑n
1 ) = (β̃α,↑n, Υ̃α,↑n) and define (β̃α,↑n

2 , Υ̃α,↑n
2 ) to be the process

defined the same way as (β̃α,↑n, Υ̃α,↑n) but where we replace C1, · · · , Cnr by Cnr+1, · · · , C2nr .
It follows that (β̃α,↑n

1 , Υ̃α,↑n
1 ) and (β̃α,↑n

2 , Υ̃α,↑n
2 ) are both distributed as (β̃α,↑n, Υ̃α,↑n) and are

independent under the quenched law PT.
Let us now prove the convergence of the series considered in the last proposition.

Lemma 4.6. For any α ∈ (1, 2], for any T > 0 and for all bounded Lipschitz functions
F : C([0, T ],R)× C([0, T ],R) −→ R+ and all b ∈ (1, 2), we have

+∞∑
n=1

Vα

(
ET

[
F (β̃α,↑bn

t , Υ̃α,↑bn
t )t∈[0,T ]

])
< +∞.

Proof.
Fix α ∈ (1, 2], T > 0 and a bounded Lipschitz function F : C([0, T ],R)×C([0, T ],R) −→ R+

for the rest of the proof. Let us give a bound for Vα

(
ET

[
F (β̃α,↑n, Υ̃α,↑n)

])
for any n ≥ 0.

First, observe that this can be rewritten as

Eα

[
F (β̃α,↑n

1 , Υ̃α,↑n
1 )F (β̃α,↑n

2 , Υ̃α,↑n
2 )

]
− Eα

[
F (β̃α,↑n

1 , Υ̃α,↑n
1 )

]2
. (26)

Observe that on the event
⋂

1≤i,j≤n2r

i ̸=j

{
Height(Ci∩Cj) ≤ nε

}
, these two processes appearing

in (26) are independent under Pα. But now, using the fact that for any i ̸= j we have
that Ci ∩ Cj is distributed as a subcritical Galton-Watson tree under Pα, we have (cf (21)
and (22))

Pα

( ⋃
1≤i,j≤n2r

i ̸=j

{
Height(Ci ∩ Cj) > nε

})
≤ Ce−cnε

,

where C, c only depend on Pα. Combining this with (26), we obtain the bound

Vα

(
ET

[
F (β̃α,↑n, Υ̃α,↑n)

])
≤ Ce−cnε

,

where C, c > 0 are constants that only depend on Pα and on F . This bound is sufficient

to conclude that
+∞∑
n=1

Vα

(
ET

[
F (β̃α,↑bn , Υ̃α,↑bn)

])
< +∞. ■

It remains to transfer the result back to the original sequence of trees, i.e. not cut at
level nε. We now turn to this, thus concluding the proof of Theorem 4.1.
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Proof.
Fix α ∈ (1, 2] and T > 0. Let us prove the convergence on [0, T ]. Fix T such that

[AV24, Theorem 1.2, Theorem 1.3], Theorem 1.2 and Proposition 4.2 hold, as well as the
distributional convergence from Proposition 4.4. Thus, we have

(βα,↑n
t ,Υα,↑n

t )0≤t≤T
(d)→

n→+∞
(c2H̃t, c3L̃t)0≤t≤T . (27)

We define events

Dn =

{ n1−2ε∑
i=1

#Ci≤nε ≤ n1− ε
2

}
and En =

{ n1−2ε∑
i=1

#Ci ≥ n1+ ε
2

}
.

We let the reader verify that using Theorem 1.2 and recalling that ε = α−1
5α

, we have

PT(Dn ∩ En) →
n→+∞

1. (28)

For n large enough, on Dn ∩ En, there are fewer than n1− ε
2 vertices with height less than

nε and more than 2nT vertices with height more than nε among the trees C1, · · · , Cn1−2ε .

We will now couple X and X≥nε in the natural way. First, we claim that on Dn ∩ En we
can define a function ϕ : {0, · · · , nT} → {0, · · · , 2nT} such that

∀k ∈ {0, · · · , nT}, |Xk −X
≥nε

ϕ(k)| ≤ nε where |k − ϕ(k)| ≤ 4n1− ε
2 . (29)

Indeed, for 0 ≤ k ≤ nT , define ϕ′
(k) = inf{i ≥ k : Xi ≥ nε}. Then on Dn ∩ En, we

have ϕ′
(k) − k ≤ 2n1− ε

2 and there exists ϕ(k) < ϕ
′
(k) such that X≥nε

ϕ(k) = Xϕ′ (k) − nε and
|ϕ′

(k)−ϕ(k)| ≤ 2n1− ε
2 . Indeed, denote by xk the vertex visited in the contour exploration

of the forest (Ci)i≥0 at time ϕ′
(k) and by tk the number of times it has been visited up

to and including time ϕ′
(k). Since by definition of ϕ′

(k), the vertex xk has height larger
than nε, it is visited the same number of times during the contour exploration of the forest
((Ci≥nε,j)1≤j≤Y i

k
)i≥0. Then, one can choose ϕ(k) as the first time xk is visited for the tthk -

time in the contour exploration of this forest. On Dn∩En, we have |ϕ(k)−ϕ′
(k)| ≤ 2n1− ε

2 .
One can use Figure 4 for a visual explanation.
Using the same argument, on Dn ∩ En we can write

∀k ∈ {0, · · · , nT},
∣∣∣∣ Λk∑
m=1

Y m
nε − Λ≥nε

ϕ(k)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Y Λk
nε . (30)
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Figure 4 – On the left we represent the trees Ci for i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. The red part corresponds
to the vertices at height larger than nε. On the right we represent in black the contour
function X of the trees Ci. We represent in red the contour process X≥nε of the red part
of the trees. On the event Dn ∩ En, the size of the black part of the left trees is bounded
by n1−ε/2. That is sufficient to see that |k − ϕ(k)| ≤ 4n1−ε/2. Moreover it is clear that
|
∑Λk

m=1 Y
m
nε − Λ≥nε

ϕ(k)| ≤ Y Λk
nε .

We will proceed in several steps to prove the theorem, starting with the contour func-
tion, which is the simplest.

Convergence of the contour function. On Dn ∩ En, it follows that we have

sup
0≤t≤T

|βα,n
t − βα,↑n

t | ≤ nε−1+ 1
α + sup

0≤t,t
′≤2T

|t−t
′ |≤4n− ε

2

|βα,↑n
t − βα,↑n

t′
|. (31)

Using (27), it is clear that under PT, the right side of the inequality tends to 0 as n→ +∞.
Together with (28), this gives

sup
0≤t≤T

|βα,n
t − βα,↑n

t | (PT)→
n→+∞

0. (32)

Convergence of the local time. Now let us prove that

sup
0≤t≤T

|WΥα,n
t −Υα,↑n

t | (PT)→
n→+∞

0. (33)

The proof of this is quite involved and is divided into two steps: first we control the
number of individuals appearing in generation nε in the first ⌊n 1

α t⌋ subtrees. Then we
compare this to the local time at zero over the same time period, and show that the two
quantities are comparable.

Step 1: controlling the size of generation nε. To do so, for each i ≥ 1, k ≥ 0 we
set Y i

k = #Cik, the number of vertices at level k of the ith tree Ci, and show that for any
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R > 0, we have

sup
0≤t≤R

[
Wt−

∑⌊n
1
α t⌋

m=1 Y m
nε

n
1
α

]
(PT)→

n→+∞
0.

Set β = 1
α−1

. We start by considering a fixed time t > 0. We know from [AV24, Theorem
1.3] that we have

(n−βYn|Yn > 0)
(d)→

n→+∞
Y,

where Y is an α-stable random variable with expectation C−1
α and Laplace transform ψ

given by

ψ(θ) = 1− C−1
α θ(1 + (Cαθ)

α−1)−β,

and where Cα is the constant defined in (6). Let us introduce (Zm,n)m≥0 a family of i.i.d.
random variables distributed as (n−βεYnε|Ynε > 0). Then it is clear that we have

⌊n
1
α t⌋∑

m=1

Y m
nε

n
1
α

(d)
=

⌊n
1
α t⌋∑

m=1

1Y m
nε>0Zm,n

n
1
α
−βε

. (34)

Using [AV24, Theorem 1.2], we let the reader verify (for example using a second moment
argument) that we have

⌊n
1
α t⌋∑

m=1

1Y m
nε>0

WCαn
1
α
−βεt

(PT)→
n→+∞

1. (35)

Introduce I = {m ∈ {1, · · · , n 1
α t} : 1Y m

nε>0 = 1}. Conditionally on (1Y m
nε>0)m≥0, we write

⌊n
1
α t⌋∑

m=1

1Y m
nε>0Zm,n =

∑
m∈I

Zm,n
(d)
=

|I|∑
m=1

Zm,n.

Using [AV24, Theorem 1.2], we see that the family (Zn,m)n,m≥0 has bounded first moment.
Recall also that ET[Y ] = C−1

α , meaning that ET[Zn,1]→ C−1
α as n→∞. By (35) we have
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|I|
WCαn

1
α
−βεt

(PT)→
n→+∞

1. Using Proposition A.1, we deduce that

⌊n
1
α t⌋∑

m=1

1Y m
nε>0Zm,n

n
1
α
−βε

(PT)→
n→+∞

Wt.

By(34), we therefore have that

∑⌊n
1
α t⌋

m=1 Y m
nε

n
1
α

(PT)→
n→+∞

Wt.

Using the fact that
(∑⌊n

1
α t⌋

m=1 Y m
nε

n
1
α

)
t≥0

is increasing in t, we deduce that we have

sup
0≤t≤R

[
Wt−

∑⌊n
1
α t⌋

m=1 Y m
nε

n
1
α

]
(PT)→

n→+∞
0. (36)

Step 2: relation to the local time at zero. Now to prove (33), let us first observe
that (Υα,n

2T )n≥0 is tight since for any A > 0 we can write

PT(Υ
α,n
2T ≥ A) = PT(Λ⌊2nT ⌋ ≥ An

1
α ) ≤ PT

An
1
α−1∑

m=1

#Ci ≤ 2nT

 .

Using Theorem 1.2 and standard results on sums of random variables in the domain of
attraction of a stable law (see for example [BGT89, Chapter 8.3]), we see that this latter
probability converges to 0 as A→ +∞, uniformly in n. We write

sup
0≤t≤T

|WΥα,n
t −Υα,↑n

t | ≤ sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣WΥα,n
t −

⌊n
1
αΥα,n

t ⌋∑
m=1

Y m
nε

n
1
α

∣∣∣∣ (37)

+ sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣
⌊n

1
αΥα,n

t ⌋∑
m=1

Y m
nε

n
1
α

−Υα,↑n
t

∣∣∣∣.

25



We start with the second term in (37). On Dn ∩ En, using (30), we have the bound

sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣
⌊n

1
αΥα,n

t ⌋∑
m=1

Y m
nε

n
1
α

−Υα,↑n
t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ sup
0≤t≤2T

∣∣∣∣Υα,↑n
t+4n−ε/2 −Υα,↑n

t

∣∣∣∣+ sup
0≤t≤2T

(
Y

Λ⌊nt⌋
nε

n
1
α

)
.

By (27), it is easy to verify that we have

sup
0≤t≤2T

∣∣∣∣Υα,↑n
t+4n−ε/2 −Υα,↑n

t

∣∣∣∣ (PT)→
n→+∞

0.

Moreover, for any δ, R > 0, we can write

PT

(
sup

0≤t≤2T

(
Y

Λ⌊nt⌋
nε

n
1
α

)
≥ δ

)
≤ PT

(
sup

0≤m≤Rn
1
α

(
Y m
nε

n
1
α

)
≥ δ

)
+ PT

(
Λ⌊2nT ⌋ ≥ Rn

1
α

)

≤ PT

 sup
0≤t≤R

[
Wt−

∑⌊n
1
α t⌋

m=1 Y m
nε

n
1
α

]
≥ δ/2

+ PT

(
Λ⌊2nT ⌋ ≥ Rn

1
α

)
.

First letting n→ +∞ and then letting R→ +∞, the left term goes to 0 as n→ +∞ by
(36) and the tightness of (Υα,n

2T )n≥0. This gives

sup
0≤t≤2T

(
Y

Λ⌊nt⌋
nε

n
1
α

)
(PT)→

n→+∞
0.

We deduce

sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣
⌊n

1
αΥα,n

t ⌋∑
m=1

Y m
nε

n
1
α

−Υα,↑n
t

∣∣∣∣ (PT)→
n→+∞

0.

For the first term in (37), combining the fact that (Υα,n
2T )n≥0 is tight and (36) we find

sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣WΥα,n
t −

⌊n
1
αΥα,n

t ⌋∑
m=1

Y m
nε

n
1
α

∣∣∣∣ (PT)→
n→+∞

0.

Putting together these two last equations and (37), we conclude the proof of (33). Com-
bining (32), (33) and (27), we conclude the desired result. ■

By Proposition 2.4, Theorem 1.3 is a direct consequence of Theorem 4.1.
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5 Convergence of the simple random walk

An immediate consequence of Theorem 1.3 is the quenched convergence of the law of a
simple random walk on Cn to Brownian motion on the stable tree. This latter object can be
defined rigorously using the theory of resistance forms; see [Cro17] for an introduction. In
particular, for any metric space equipped with a so-called resistance metric and a measure,
the general theory allows us to associate a stochastic process with this metric and measure.
Brownian motion on the stable tree can therefore be defined as the stochastic process as-
sociated with the metric-measure space (Tα, dTα , να, ρα). On trees (both on discrete trees
and continuum trees called real trees - see [Le 06, Definition 1.1], for example), the graph
distance between any two points is a resistance metric. In the case of a discrete graph (such
as Cn), we will be interested in the process associated with the graph metric and the degree
measure on the vertices. This is the continuous-time stochastic process with generator

(Lf)(x) = 1

deg x

∑
y∼x

(f(y)− f(x));

in other words a continuous-time random walk on Cn that has an exponential(1) waiting time
at each vertex at each time step, and then moves to a uniformly chosen neighbour, and
continues to evolve independently in this way. Due to concentration of the sums of these
exponential waiting times, it is elementary to show that this stochastic process has the same
scaling limit as a discrete time simple random walk on Cn. Moreover, letting deg denote the
degree measure on vertices, it is also straightforward to verify that

dGHP

(
(Cn, γ−1n−(1− 1

α)dn, n
−1νn, ρn), (Cn, γ−1n−(1− 1

α)dn,
1

2
n−1 deg, ρn)

)
≤ γ−1n−(1− 1

α).

The main result of [Cro18] asserts (under some mild conditions) that, if a sequence of (resis-
tance) metric-measure spaces converges to a limit, then the associated stochastic processes
also converge in law. This allows us to deduce that, for Pα-almost every tree, the law of a
simple random walk on Cn converges under rescaling to the law of Brownian motion on T ≥1

α .
The result is slightly awkward to state rigorously. Applying the Skorokhod representation
theorem leads to the formulation of Corollary 1.5, i.e. quenched convergence of the quenched
law of the random walk. An alternative approach is to use the framework developed in
[Khe23], using the extended topology defined in Section 2.2, which allows us to state the
quenched convergence of the annealed law, defined as follows: for a stochastic process XK

on a random state-space K, equipped with a metric dK , measure µK and distinguished point
ρK , we define the associated annealed law of XK started from ρK to be the probability
measure on K̃c given by

PK (·) :=
∫
PK
ρK

(
(K, dK , µK , ρK , X

K) ∈ ·
)
P (d(K, dK , µK , ρK)) ,

where P is the probability measure under which (K, dK , µK , ρK) is selected, and, for a par-
ticular realisation of K, PK

ρK
is the law of XK started from ρK . To state the theorem, we

recall the definition of the space K̃c given in Section 2.2.
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Corollary 5.1. As n→∞, the annealed laws of(
Cn, γ−1n−(1− 1

α)dn, n
−1νn, ρn,

(
X

(n)

⌊γn
2α−1

α t⌋

)
t≥0

)

converge weakly as probability measures on K̃c to the annealed law of

(T ≥1
α , dTα , να, ρα, (Bt)t≥0)

with respect to the extended GHP topology on K̃c defined in Section 2.2.

A Technical proposition

Proposition A.1. Let (Xm)m≥1 be a sequence of i.i.d random variables with finite first
moment. Let (Xm,n)m,n≥0 be a sequence of random variables such that for any n ≥ 0, the
family (Xm,n)m≥0 is i.i.d and (Xm,n)n≥0 converges in distribution to Xm. We also assume
that the family (Xm,n)m,n≥0 has bounded first moment. Then for any sequence kn →

n→+∞
+∞

and any family of random variables (Tn)n≥0 such that
Tn
kn

(P)→
n→+∞

1, we have

Tn∑
m=1

Xm,n

kn

(P)→
n→+∞

E[X1].

Proof.
Fix (kn) a sequence as in the proposition. Let us first treat the case where Tn = kn.
Since we want to prove a convergence in probability, using the Skorokhod representation
theorem, we may assume that for any m ≥ 0 we have that Xm,n converges almost-surely
to Xm. Now, since Xm,n converges almost surely to Xm and (Xm,n)n≥0 has bounded first
moment, we also have L1-convergence. Then we can write

kn∑
m=1

Xm,n

kn
=

kn∑
m=1

Xm

kn
+

kn∑
m=1

Xm,n −Xm

kn
.

The law of large numbers gives that

kn∑
m=1

Xm

kn
converges almost surely to E[X1]. Moreover,

kn∑
m=1

Xm,n −Xm

kn
converges in L1 to 0, thus it converges in probability to 0. We deduce
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that

kn∑
m=1

Xm,n

kn

(P)→
n→+∞

E[X1].

To prove the general case when
Tn
kn

(P)→
n→+∞

1, we simply need to prove the following con-
vergence:

kn∑
m=1

Xm,n

kn
−

Tn∑
m=1

Xm,n

kn

(P)→
n→+∞

0.

Fix ε > 0. For any t ≥ 0, we have

P


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

kn∑
m=1

Xm,n

kn
−

Tn∑
m=1

Xm,n

kn

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≥ ε

 ≤ P
(∣∣∣∣Tnkn − 1

∣∣∣∣ ≥ t

)

+ P

(∑(1+t)kn
m=(1−t)kn

|Xm,n|
kn

≥ ε

)

≤ P
(∣∣∣∣Tnkn − 1

∣∣∣∣ ≥ t

)
+

2tM

ε
,

where the second inequality follows from the Markov inequality and M > 0 is a bound for
the first moment of the variables (Xm,n). By our assumption on Tn, it follows that

lim sup
n

P


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

kn∑
m=1

Xm,n

kn
−

Tn∑
m=1

Xm,n

kn

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≥ ε

 ≤ 2tM

ε
.

The left-hand side does not depend on t so letting t → 0 we deduce the desired result.
This concludes the proof. ■
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