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THE SCALING LIMIT OF PLANAR MAPS WITH LARGE FACES

Nicolas CURIEN* and Grégory MIERMONT! and Armand RIERAY

Abstract

We prove that large Boltzmann stable planar maps of index a € (1;2) converge in the scaling
limit towards a random compact metric space S, that we construct explicitly. They form a one-
parameter family of random continuous spaces “with holes” or “faces” different from the Brownian
sphere. In the so-called dilute phase & € [3/2;2), the topology of Sy is that of the Sierpinski carpet,
while in the dense phase a € (1;3/2) the “faces” of S, may touch each-others. En route, we prove

various geometric properties of these objects concerning their faces or the behavior of geodesics.

1 Introduction

In recent years, the theory of random planar maps has seen many spectacular developments. The
central object of this theory, the Brownian sphere [90, 111], is in a sense a universal model of 2-
dimensional random geometry. It is now proven to be the limit of a long list of combinatorial models
of random planar maps, see e.g. [3, 24, 50, 108], but also of other 2-dimensional geometric structures
such as random hyperbolic surfaces with many cusps [37]. The Brownian sphere and other related
models of random surfaces [26, 19] can be constructed from canonical objects in probability theory,
such as Aldous’ Continuum random tree and Le Gall’s Brownian snake. Other constructions can be
given in terms of conformal random objects like the Gaussian Free Field and Schramm’s SLEg, which
make the Brownian sphere a distinguished member of the family of Liouville quantum gravity metrics
[68, 116, 117, 118, 115]. All these constructions allow us to study this object from many angles, and
in particular to perform a wealth of exact calculations, see e.g. [98, 99]. In spite of this, many of its
properties remain unknown, and are the subject of intensive research.

However, it is also known that the Brownian sphere is not the only possible limiting model for
natural random maps models. In a sense, the paradigm of random maps converging to the Brownian
sphere can be considered as the “Gaussian” case of the theory. In this work, we rather focus on the

“stable” case, which despite some efforts [19, 36, 96, 107] remains much less understood.
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Figure 1: Simulations of large non-generic critical random Boltzmann planar maps of index
a€{19,18,1.7,1.6,1.5,1.4,1.3} from top left to bottom right.

Non-generic Boltzmann maps. Let us first introduce the model we will study in this paper, starting
with some basic definitions. A planar map is a proper embedding of a finite multigraph in the
two-dimensional sphere, such that the connected components of the complement of the embedding
are simply connected. These connected components are called the faces of the map. Two planar
maps that can be transformed into one another by a homeomorphism of the sphere preserving the
orientation are systematically identified, so that the set of planar maps (up to these identifications)
is in fact countable. Alternatively, one can view a planar map as a gluing of a finite collection of
polygons by identifying their edges in pairs, in such a way that the resulting space is homeomorphic
to the 2-dimensional sphere. With this point of view, the polygons correspond to the faces of the map,
and the number of corners of a polygon is called the degree of the corresponding face, while their edges
and vertices correspond to the edges and vertices of the embedded graph. See [35] for a discussion of
these and many other possible representations of maps.

As usual, all planar maps we consider are rooted, i.e. one of the corners incident to one of the faces

of the map is distinguished and called the root corner, the incident face is called the root face. This



is equivalent to distinguishing an oriented edge, considered in clockwise order around the root face,
and both notions will be used. For technical simplicity, we will only consider bipartite planar maps,
meaning that all faces have even degree.

Given a non-zero sequence q = (gi)k>1 of non-negative numbers, we define the q-Boltzmann

measure wq on the set M of all rooted bipartite planar maps by the formula

wg(m):=  J] Qdeg(f)/2 7 m € M. (1.1)
feFaces(m)
To simplify many of our formulas, we shall assume that there is a unique map in M which has no face:
this map, which is denoted by —, is the “edge map” made of a single oriented edge, two vertices and
no face (not to be confused with the map having a single edge and a face of degree 2), and its weight is
wq(—) = 1. We shall also denote the set of all pointed maps by M* = {(m,v) :m € M,v € V(m)},
where V(m) is the vertex set of m, and define the pointed g-Boltzmann measure wg on M* by
wg((m,v)) = wq(m).
Given a number a € (1,2), we say that the sequence q is non-generic with exponent a if there
exists a constant sq € (0,00) such that:
2s q

(0 (deg(root face) > k) ~ T —a)[k’

as k — 0. (1.2)

This particular expression of the prefactor will simplify the form of the scaling constants which will
arise later. In this paper, we will always assume that the weight sequence q is non-generic with some
exponent & € (1,2). This assumption implies in particular that the measure w, and a fortiori Wgq, is
a finite measure, see [0, Exercise 3.10]. The normalized distributions wq/wq(M) and wg/wg(M?*)
are then called the q-Boltzmann distributions on M and M?*, respectively. A random variable with
law wq/wq(M) will be more colloquially called a q-Boltzmann map.

The non-genericity property (1.2) has many other characterizations, see [16, Chapter 5]. In par-

ticular, it has a simple rephrasing in terms of the analytic function
2k —1
gq(x) ::1+Z<k_l>quk, x>0. (1.3)
k>1

Namely, if we define the quantity zq by
zq :=1inf {x > 0: gq(x) = x} € (0,00], (1.4)
then it holds that wg(M?*) = 2z4, and q is non-generic with exponent « if and only if zg < co and

14
—Xx
8q(zqx) = zqx + 54 <2> (140(1)), xT1, (1.5)

where sq is the same constant as in (1.2).
The reader should keep in mind that, as evidenced by the above discussion, the non-genericity
condition (1.2) is not only an asymptotic property of the weight sequence q, but depends in a fine-

tuned way on all its values. However, such weight sequences are not “ad-hoc” since they naturally



appear as the law of the gasket of critical O(N)-loop model — including critical Bernoulli percolation —
on “generic” random planar map models', see Section 7 below or [15, 31, 35, 53, ] and [16, Section
5.3.3 and 5.3.4] for details. For convenience, in all this work, the parameter a will usually be implicit
and often removed from the notation.

For a given non-generic sequence q, large q-Boltzmann maps possess “large” faces”, and Le Gall &
Miermont [96] proved that after normalization of the graph distance by n*ﬁ, where 7 is the number
of vertices of the map, the sequence of laws of the random metric spaces that they induce is tight in
the Gromov—Hausdorff topology. The main goal of this work is to prove the uniqueness of the limit,
which together with [96] will ensure the convergence in distribution. More precisely, for n > 1, let 9,
be a g-Boltzmann map conditioned to have n vertices — which is always possible for n large enough,
see [10, Exercise 3.8]. We endow its vertex set V(9,) with the graph distance di%thn and the uniform

measure volyy, .

Theorem 1.1 (Scaling limit for non-generic Boltzmann maps). Fiz a € (1,2). There exists a random
compact metric measure space (Sy, D, Voly) such that, for every admissible, critical and non-generic
weight sequence q of exponent a, we have the following convergence in distribution for the Gromov—

Hausdorff-Prokhorov topology:
L er (d) .
V(mn), (ﬁqn) 20 - df)ﬁn’ VOlf)ﬁn 1fl~>—oo> (806/ DDU VOla) .

The space (Sy, D}, Vol) is of Hausdorff dimension 2a almost surely. It is called the a-stable carpet if
a € [3/2,2), and the w-stable gasket if & € (1,3/2).

Let us stress that the law of the limit does not depend on the choice of q, except through the
value of w, so that this result may be seen as an invariance principle, or, in more physical terms,
as the identification of a “universality class” for random maps. One can wonder whether a similar
result holds when the hypothesis (1.2) is relaxed a little bit, for instance, if one assumes only that
wg(deg(root face) > k) is regularly varying with exponent —a, or when one drops the assumption
that the maps are bipartite. We believe that extensions indeed hold, and in Section 7.4.2 below, we
give a method based on a now classical re-rooting trick by Le Gall [90] which, in principle, makes the
proof of such extensions relatively easy. In fact, in this paper, we will first prove Theorem 1.1 under
the more stringent assumption that wg(deg(root face) = k) is equivalent to a constant times koL,
This will then allow us to apply Le Gall’s re-rooting trick to obtain the full statement with minimal
effort.

The limiting spaces appearing in the statement of Theorem 1.1 have an explicit description in

terms of certain random processes, which will be given in the next few paragraphs. As mentioned

IThe term “generic” should be understood here in the loose sense that the map model converge to the Brownian
sphere in the scaling limit. For a more precise discussion on this terminology, see for instance [31].

2This can be a bit misleading: many models of maps with large faces are known to rescale to the Brownian sphere
[108], as long as, heuristically speaking, most of the faces have comparable degrees. The important fact here is that, as

a consequence of (1.2), the variance of the typical face degree is infinite.



before, we consider the value of a as fixed, and therefore, we will usually drop it from the notation
and simply denote the limit by (S, D*, Vol).

One of the main ingredient in [96], as well as in our work, is the Bouttier—Di Francesco-Guitter
bijection [32] which allows to code the random maps 9, using labeled trees, see Section 7. This
construction encapsulates (certain) graph distances on 9, and scaling limits for the labeled trees are
known — in fact, obtaining scaling limit for these labeled trees was the main occupation of [96]. Hence
at a very high level, the above theorem is a kind of “typical continuity” of this encoding under scaling

limits.

Remark 1.2 (Dual maps). We stress that our results are only valid for the maps M, and not for their
duals M which have vertices of large degrees. Indeed, there is no known Schaeffer-type construction of
maps with large degree vertices which efficiently encodes the distances in the map. However, completely
different techniques (based on Markovian explorations — the peeling process and its link with discrete
Markov branching trees [20]) show that the diameter of MY scales as nl=% for o € (3/2,2), see
[50, 19, 20], and we expect scaling limits homeomorphic to the 2-dimensional sphere, but of fractal

dimension 2§f3. The diameter of those dual maps is logarithmic in n in the dense phase a € (1,3/2)

so that no scaling limit is expected in this case, see [19] and [70, 7/, 58] for the critical case & = %
which should be connected to the LQG metric on the CLEy.

Definition of the a-stable carpet/gasket. Let us detail the definition of the random compact metric
space (S,D*,Vol). This construction may seem ad-hoc at first glance, but it comes from passing to
the scaling limit the discrete encoding of M, using labeled trees. This is similar to the definition of the
Brownian sphere [90, |, and on a high-level and for the connoisseurs, the role of Brownian tree is
replaced in our context by the a-stable looptree and Le Gall’s Brownian snake becomes the Gaussian

Free Field on the looptree — or equivalently Brownian motion indexed by the stable looptree.

Fix « € (1,2) and let (X;)¢>0 be the excursion with lifetime equal to 1 of an a-stable Lévy process
with no negative jumps reflected above its infimum (normalized so that its Laplace exponent is A%). We
will use the standard notation A; := X; — X;_, for every t € [0, 1], and we consider (t;);cn @ measurable

enumeration of the set {t € [0,1] : A; > 0}. The construction of the a-stable carpet/gasket relies on:
e the Lévy excursion X;

e a sequence of independent Brownian bridges (b;);en (all starting and ending at 0 with lifetime 1)

also independent of X.
Before giving the formal definition of (S, D*) let us introduce some useful notation. First, we set
t

#
and say that s is an ancestor of t if s <t and I;; > Xs;— and we set xg; := I — X;_, for every s < t.
We shall also identify the two times s and ¢, and write s ~; ¢, if X; = X;_ and [;; = X;— = X; in the

for every s,t € [0,1] with s < t, and for convenience we let I;; = —oo if + < s. We also write s



case s < t and vice-versa if s > f, see Figure 6. We will see in Section 2 that this equivalence relation

is associated to a pseudo-metric d on [0,1], such that £ = ([0,1]/ ~4,d) is the looptree coded by

the function X, as introduced in [17]. With this notation at hand, we can define the continuous label
function by
Zi= Y Alb (x”), for t € [0,1]. (1.6)
i€, t;<t ti

The proper definition of the process Z is given in Section 3, where we recall the original definition of
[96] and give an alternative point of view in terms of Gaussian processes using some of the results of
Archer [9], concerning stable looptrees. This function passes to the quotient by ~; and can be seen as
the “Brownian motion indexed by the looptree £”, and Section 3 is devoted to make this interpretation

precise. See [29] for recent investigations of those constructions in more general contexts. Now, for
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Figure 2: From top left to bottom right: The stable excursion X, the looptree £ coded by

X with colors indicating the loops, the same looptree with colors indicating the values of the

process Z, and finally the label process Z itself.

0<s<t<1,set[ts]:=][0,s]U[t1] and, for any s,t € [0,1], define

3(s,t) := Zs + Zy — 2max (r[ni?Z,r[ni?Z> , (1.7)
st t,s
and
D*(s, t) 1nf23 sk te) (1.8)

where the infimum is over all choices of the integer p > 1 and all finite sequences (s, tk)1<k<p such
that t; ~g sgy1, for every 1 <k < p—1, and (s1,t,) = (s,t). Let us mention that the pseudo-distance



3 is usually denoted by D° in the Brownian geometry literature. By construction, the function D*(-,-)
is a continuous pseudo-distance on [0,1]. We write s ~p-« t if D*(s,t) = 0 and remark that ~p- is an
equivalence relation. The a-stable carpet/gasket is then obtained as the quotient space S = [0,1]/ ~p-
endowed with the distance function induced by D*, which we still write D* by abuse of notation. We
write I1p+ for the canonical projection [0,1] — [0,1]/ ~p+- and Volp- for the pushforward of Lebesgue

measure on [0, 1] under ITp-.

In the rest of this introduction, we will describe the main steps of the proof of Theorem 1.1

and compare them with the accomplished march towards the uniqueness of the Brownian sphere

{ ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ]

1. Convergence of coding functions and subsequential limits. As we said above, the first step is
to encode our random maps 9, with random labeled trees using the Bouttier-Di Francesco—Guitter
(BDG) construction, a variant of Schaeffer’s bijection [128]. These random trees are further described
by their contour and label processes, for which scaling limit results have been established [96], and
where the limit is given by the process (X, Z) described above. From this, it is not hard to show a
tightness result, i.e. that for any given subsequence, we can further extract a subsequence (1y)k>1

along which

L e (d)
V(9M,), (sqn) 20 - dfy ,voloy, —— ([0,1]/ ~p, D, VolD),

— 00

where D : [0,1]> — R is a random pseudo-distance, ~p is the equivalence relation defined by s ~p t
if and only if D(s, t) = 0, and finally Volp stands for the pushforward of the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]
under the canonical projection associated with ~p. The previous convergence holds in the Gromov—
Hausdorff-Prokhorov sense. If one forgets the measures volyy, and Volp, this result already appears
in the proof of Theorem 4 in [J0], and the argument can easily adapted to incorporate the measures,
see Proposition 7.1 for details. To prove Theorem 1.1, it then suffices to establish uniqueness of the
limit, i.e. to show that D = D* regardless of the subsequence (1y)>1.

As shown in Section 7.4.1, by coupling appropriately the pseudo-distance D with the process
(X, Z), it follows easily from the discrete BDG construction that if £, is the a.s. unique time at which

Z realizes its minimum (Proposition 4.3), then:

D(t.,s) = D*(ti,s)=2Zs—Z;,
D(s,t) < D*(s,t),

for all s, t € [0,1]. Although these might seem like rather weak statements, these properties are already
sufficient to prove that, for any subsequential limit, the Hausdorff dimension of ([0,1]/ ~p, D) is 2a,
see [88] or [90] in the case of the Brownian sphere. Here, we see that the random time t, plays a
distinguished role, and its image p, = IIp+(t«) in [0,1]/ ~p will often be called the root of [0,1]/ ~p

(it can be seen as a random uniform point on [0,1]/ ~p).



2. Topology of the stable carpet/gasket. Our first main contribution in proving that D = D* is to
show that, for every s, t € [0,1], we have

D(s,t) =0 <= D*(s,t) =0,

i.e. that D and D* identify the same points of [0, 1], see Theorem 8.1. More precisely, we are able to
describe (Theorem 8.1) exactly the points which are identified by D* and by any sub-sequential limit
metric D. In the case of the Brownian sphere, this was accomplished by Le Gall in the breakthrough
paper [$8]. Our approach is however completely different and relies on the presence of “faces” in
[0,1]/ ~p (there are no such notion of “faces” in the Brownian sphere). More precisely, given t > 0
such that A; > 0, and for s € [0,1]; we let

ft(S) = inf{r 2 t: Xr = Xt — S At} (19)

Then, we define the face boundary in [0,1]/ ~p corresponding to that jump as the image under ITp-
of £:([0,1]). We will also say that two points s and t are trivially identified

if s~yt, orif 3(s,t)=0.

In the first case, the points are already identified in the looptree £, and in the second case, they are
identified with the continuous equivalent of an edge in the BDG construction. In particular, in all
the previous cases we clearly have s ~p« t. The main idea is then to use the “faces” to argue that as
soon as the times s and t are not trivially identified, then they must be separated by a “face” which
imposes D(s,t) > 0, see Figure 3. Similar arguments have been used in [27, Section 4.2] when dealing
with the so-called shredded spheres. Establishing these statements require to prove a sharper version
of the “cactus bound” (see Lemma 7.5) and to establish fine properties of the minima of Z, such as
the fact that the local minima of Z do not occur on the “branches” of the looptree (Proposition 4.2).

The equivalence D = 0 <= D* = 0 allows us, by standard properties of compact spaces, to
identify the quotient space [0,1]/ ~p with the space S = [0,1]/ ~p+ equipped with their quotient
topologies, and the volume measure Volp with Volp«. We make this identification in the rest of
the introduction, and in particular, we simply write Vol for the volume measure. In particular, the
functions induced by D and D* on the quotient can be seen as two distances on S defining the same
topology. So one can wonder whether this (a priori random) topology can be characterized. Here,
a crucial difference happens depending on the position of & with respect to 3/2. Indeed, we prove
in Section 5.1 that in the dilute phase a € [3/2,2), the face boundaries are simple non-intersecting
curves in (S, D), whereas for a < 3/2 they are self and mutually intersecting. In both cases, the
Hausdorff dimension of a face boundary is 2, see Proposition 8.6. This dichotomy relies on an exact
calculation (Theorem 5.1 and Proposition 5.4) about the process Z, which can in some sense be seen
as an extension of the connection between the Brownian snake and partial differential equations [30]
to our case.

In the dilute case, we establish that:

Theorem 1.3 (Topology in the dilute case). When a € [3/2,2) the topology of (S, D*) (as well as that
of any sub-sequential limit (S, D)) is almost surely that of the Sierpinski carpet.



pi = Ip-(ts)

Figure 3: lllustration of the geometric underlying idea for the proof of D =0 <— D* = 0.
The “faces” of S are represented by the blue “holes”. Except for the trivial identifications, the

distance D cannot identify more points since they must be separated by two faces.

The proof of the latter result combines Moore’s theorem for quotients of the 2-dimensional sphere
and a theorem of Whyburn which establishes that the Sierpinski carpet (on the sphere) is the unique
homeomorphism type of a compact connected metric space K embedded in the sphere 5, such that its

complement is made of countable many connected components Cq, Cy, ... with the following properties:
e the diameter of C; goes to 0 as i — oo;
e U;>1 9C; is dense in K;
e the boundaries dC; of C; are simple closed curves which do not intersect each other.

The use of Moore’s theorem mirrors the approach of Le Gall & Paulin to show that the Brownian
sphere is homeomorphic to the 2-dimensional sphere [97]. We also refer to [109] for an alternative
proof in the case of the Brownian sphere.

In the dense case, we only show that almost surely, there exists a continuous injection from S to
Sy, see Lemma 8.3. In fact, we believe that the topology of S in this case is actually random, in the
strong sense that almost surely, two independent samples of S are not homeomorphic. We refer the
reader to Figure 34 in Section 8.3 for heuristics, and to [134] for a similar behavior in the case of the
SLE, trace, with x > 4.

3. Two-point construction and the behavior of geodesics. The third step in our program consists in

understanding the behavior of geodesics in any subsequential limit (S, D, Vol). The study of geodesics



on the Brownian sphere was also instrumental in the proof of the uniqueness of the latter [90, | and
is still the subject of an intense research [3, 90, 91, , |, see also [28, 54, 65] for related contexts.

To begin with, by passing the description of discrete geodesics in the Bouttier—Di Francesco—Guitter
construction to the scaling limit, one can construct, for any t € [0,1], a path (") (-) going from ITp-(t)
to the root p. = Ip.(fs) called a simple geodesic. Informally, these paths are obtained by re-rooting
Z at time f and then following the associated running infimum process. It is easy to check that these
paths are indeed geodesics for D and D* towards the root p.. In fact, the pseudo-distance D* can
be seen as the largest pseudo-distance which passes to the quotient of the looptree and for which the
simple geodesics are indeed geodesics.

We prove in Proposition 9.2 that the simple geodesics are in fact the only geodesics (for D or D*)
within S towards p., which is the analog of Le Gall’s result [89] in the Brownian sphere case. As a
consequence, we prove that the cut locus of S relative to p., defined as the set of points from which
we can start two distinct geodesics to px, is a totally disconnected subset of &, and that the maximal
number of distinct geodesics to p, that start from a given point is equal to 2. See the discussion at the
end of Section 12.3. This contrasts with the Brownian sphere case, where the cut locus is a topological
tree (a dendrite) with maximal degree 3, see [89]. One key feature of simple geodesics, derived from
Proposition 5.4, is that even though faces may not intersect each other in the dilute phase, the (simple)
geodesics always bounce on faces even in the dilute phase, as illustrated in Figure 4. This property is
instrumental in the surgery along geodesics discussed below.

Our method to study geodesics is to adapt the construction with two sources and delays of [110] to
general bipartite Boltzmann random maps. This can be seen as a variant of the Bouttier—Di Francesco—
Guitter construction, where the distances to the distinguished point of the map are replaced by the
infimum of the distances to two uniform distinguished points vf,v; € 9, shifted by some additive
delay. In return, this construction gives information about the set of points for which the difference
of the distances to v} and v} takes a fixed value. We then take the scaling limits of this construction
in Section 11 (compared to the more standard Brownian case studied in [110], this step requires much
more care in our “stable” setting). This yields Theorem 9.1 which shows that there exists a unique
geodesic between two typical points in S — where a typical point means that it is obtained sampling
a random variable with law Vol. Adapting an argument of Bettinelli [23], the essential uniqueness
of typical geodesic allows one to characterize all the geodesics towards p. as simple geodesic by an

approximation procedure in the continuum.

4. Surgery along geodesics. We now come to the final step in proving D = D*. First remark that,

by continuity considerations, it is enough to show that:
D(Uy, Uz) = D*(Uy, U),

where Uj and U, are two independent and uniform random variables on [0,1]. Recall that there is
almost surely a unique geodesic 71 » connecting the associated points p; = Ilp(U;) and pp = Ip(Uy).
The starting idea is then similar to that of [90, |: one needs to prove that 71, can be well-

approximated by pieces of simple geodesics targeting p.. Both in [90] and [111] this was done by

10



estimating the dimension of “bad” points (namely, geodesic 3-stars) along typical geodesics, that are
points x, in the range of 717, from which one can start a geodesic towards p, that does not coincide
locally with a piece of 1. In [90], this estimate was performed using a kind of slice decomposition
involving maps with a geodesic boundary, whereas in [111] the calculation was performed using the
multipoint construction of [110] with three or four sources. In our case, as for establishing Theorem 8.1,
we exploit the presence of faces to define our notion of bad points. Here we only provide a heuristic
description of the ideas in the continuum, and we refer to Sections 9 and 12 for the precise arguments,
which also rely on discrete considerations. Remember that it follows from Proposition 5.4 that simple
geodesics bounce along faces of S. Roughly speaking then, a point x on the geodesic 71, going from p;
to p2 is good if there exist two different faces §1 and F2 of S such that (see Figure 4 for an illustration):

e on its way from x to pi, the geodesic 71, touches both §; and §2,
e on its way from x to p2, the geodesic 71, touches both §; and §2,
e the pieces (in orange on Figure 4) of 1 linking §; and §» separate x from p,

and we say that x is a bad point otherwise. Notably, determining whether a point x is good relies

on planarity arguments. The key point is that, if x is a good point, one could replace a piece of

P2

Figure 4: lllustration of the neighborhood of a good point x € 7;,. The geodesic 1, is
drawn in red and blue. The faces §; and §2 are drawn in light blue and green. The points p;
and p2 could be in the same connected component as x — even if we will see that this is not
the standard configuration.

71,2 around x with a concatenation of (at most two) geodesics directed toward p, and still obtain a
geodesic going from p; to ps.

As in [90, | the crucial step is then to prove that the dimension of the set of bad points along
a typical geodesic is strictly less than 1 (Proposition 9.3). To prove this upper bound, we use the
description of the local neighborhood around a uniform point along a typical geodesic provided by the

multipoint construction with two sources. The latter requires much of the general theory we developed

11



on the process (X, Z) and is perhaps the most technical part of the paper: compared to the Brownian
sphere case, here we have an interplay between the stable jumps of X and the Gaussian nature of
Z which complicates matters and requires very fine properties of stable Lévy processes. Finally, to
approximate 717 in the neighborhood of bad points we need an a priori bound of the type D* < D14
(locally) for some d € (0,1) as close to 0 as wanted. In the case of the Brownian sphere, this estimate
was derived from the ball volume estimates [90, Corollary 6.2], see [92] for more recent works. In our
case, no such precise calculation was available and we developped a robust method (Theorem 4.4)
to prove stretched exponential tails for volume of balls in (S, D*, Vol), which may be of independent

interest.

Structure of the paper and tools used. For the reader’s convenience, the paper is divided into two
parts. The first one, purely in the continuum, is devoted to the study of the coding and label process
(X, Z) without reference to planar maps. In particular, we prove that the process Z can be seen as
the Gaussian free field on the stable looptree coded by X and derive fine properties such as regularity
properties and study of its records. We also lay the basis of an analog of the random snake theory
of Le Gall, where the underlying coding object is a stable looptree instead of a random R-tree. In
particular, this leads to the exact calculations in Proposition 5.4. The second part deals with the
discrete planar maps. We recall and develop various encodings via labeled tree-like structures. Those
labeled tree structures are then encoded by contour functions, which are shown to rescale towards the
process (X, Z), or variants thereof. We then use the information on (X, Z) gathered in the first part
to prove our scaling limits results following the strategy described above. To give a flavor of the broad

type of tools which we will use along our journey, we provide a non-exhaustive list:
e Section 2: Stable processes, stable looptree, R-trees coded by continuous functions
e Section 3: Regularity of Gaussian processes indexed by metric spaces, Dudley’s theorem

e Section 4: Markov property and excursion theory for stable processes, regenerative sets and

Hausdorff dimension of their intersections, Height process of Duquesne-Le Gall-Le Jan

e Section 5: Connection with integro-differential equations, Hypergeometric functions, Bessel func-

tions, Bessel processes and their absolute continuity relations, Shepp covering theory

e Section 6: Excursion theory, fluctuation theory of the stable Lévy processes, conditioned stable

processes, spine decomposition

e Section 7: Bouttier-Di Francesco—Guitter encoding, invariance principles for coding functions,

Gromov—Hausdorff-Prokhorov topologies, Jordan’s theorem, Le Gall’s re-rooting trick

e Section 8: Quotient topology, (stable) laminations, Moore’s theorem, Whyburn characterization

of Sierpinski carpet, basic Hausdorff dimension theory (covering, Frostman lemma)

e Section 9: Surgery along geodesic
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e Section 10: Encoding of bi-marked planar maps, combinatorial decompositions

e Section 11: Heavy-tailed random variables, local limit theorem, concentration, Bretagnolle’s

theorem

e Section 12: Couplings, cut-locus, geodesic stars, Jordan’s theorem.

Brownian geometry, universality classes and open questions. We end this introduction with a discus-
sion on potential avenues opened by this work. First of all, as recalled in the beginning of the paper,
the developments around the Brownian sphere have led to a flourishing field now called Brownian

geometry. In particular, analogs of the Brownian sphere have been defined in different topologies such

as that of the plane [19], the disk [25], the cylinder [95] or in higher genus [26]. A theory of “calculs
of continuous surfaces” is currently being developed where cutting, gluing and drilling holes are the
basic operations allowed [33, 10, 69]. Continuous Markovian explorations of those surfaces mimicking
the discrete “peeling process” [16] are the subject of active research [100, ]. In parallel to this,

the construction of Brownian surfaces based on conformal random geometry and Liouville quantum
gravity provides powerful alternative tools to study Brownian surfaces, based on the coupling between
SLE and the Gaussian free field, and the mating of tree theory of quantum surfaces [57, 66, , .
In particular, this has led to the definition of Brownian motion on Brownian surfaces, and to the
understanding of the scaling limits of percolation interfaces and of the self-avoiding walk on random
maps [14, 62, 69, 67, 70].

Developing a companion theory in the “stable paradigm” seems now a possible yet challenging
goal. The Brownian sphere has also been shown to be the scaling limits of an increasing list of discrete
map and graph models. Widening the basin of attraction of the stable carpets/gaskets, by extending
Theorem 1.1 to non-bipartite maps or maps with prescribed face degrees, is a natural objective. Notice
also that our work may help proving uniqueness of several variants such as the Lévy maps recently
considered by Kortchemski & Marzouk in [81] or the scaling limits of quadrangulations with high
degrees introduced by Archer, Carrance and Ménard [!1]. In parallel, non-generic Boltzmann random
maps and their scaling limits are also believed to be tightly connected with Liouville Quantum Gravity
(LQG), see e.g. [66, ]. Ome of these conjectural links is the fact that large critical loop O(N)-
decorated random planar maps converge in the scaling limit and after uniformization on the sphere
towards y-Liouville Quantum Gravity decorated by an independent nested Conformal Loop Ensemble

(CLE) with parameter x where

1 4 31 2 2
a—§+E—§iEarccos(N/2), and € {y5,16/7°}.
As demonstrated in [30] for the case of quadrangulations, the gasket (i.e. the part of the map not

disconnected by a loop from the root edge) of a critical loop O(N)-decorated map is a Boltzmann
planar map whose weight sequence is non-generic with exponent given by the above value of a. See
also [1, 44, 15] for the case of triangulations decorated by an Ising model, or [15, 53] for the case

of Bernoulli percolation. This shows a first link between our stable carpet/gasket and (non-nested)
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CLEx, and in particular the dichotomy for the topology proved in Theorem 1.3 parallels that of the
topology of CLE,, see [127, 129, 132]. Many recent works have studied geometric properties of CLE,
(possibly on top of 9-LQG). Of particular interest is the definition of a “percolation exploration” [119]
inside simple CLE, for ¥ < 6 giving rise to a non-simple CLE with the dual parameter ¥’ = %, with
a similar story in the discrete planar map setup [53]. Defining such continuous variant of the SLEg
or even Brownian motion directly on the a-stable carpet (or gasket) is a challenging open problem.
From a metric point of view, the intrinsic “chemical” distance inside CLE, has recently been shown to
exist in a series of breakthroughs [0, 112] first in the dense case. Based on the above uniformization
conjecture, our a-stable carpet/gasket should correspond to the 7-LQG induced chemical distance

inside a CLE, with the proper coupling of ¥ and 7. At least, that is our dream.
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Index of notation

To help the reader navigate these pages, we make a list of some of the most important notation
that are used across several sections. We also gather here a few classical constructions that will be

employed several times along the way:

General notation for distances and pseudo-distances. Consider dis : I X I — IR} a pseudo-distance

on an interval I C Ry. The dis-ball of radius r centered at x € I is the set
Bgis(x,7) :={y € I: dis(x,y) <r}.

We write ~g;s for the equivalence relation on I defined by x ~g;s v if and only if dis(x,y) = 0. We
shall still use the notation dis for the distance on the quotient I/ ~g;s and denote the canonical
projection by Ilgs : I — I/ ~gis- We also write Volgis for the pushforward of the Lebesgue measure
on I by Ilg;s.

R-tree coded by continuous excursions. Recall that for 0 < s < t < 1 we set [t,s] = [0,s] U [t,1] as
well as (t,s) = [0,s) U (t,1]. If F: [0,1] — R is a continuous function satisfying F(0) = F(1) = 0, we
define a pseudo-distance (denoted with a mathfrak font) by the formula

f(s,t) = F(s) + F(t) — 2max (rFi?F;rFi?F> . (1.10)
st t,s

In particular, if F : [0,1] — R4 is a non-negative excursion, then the right-hand side of the last display

simplifies to F(s) + F(t) — 2min,c(sassvy F(#). The quotient of [0,1] by the equivalence relation ~j,

equipped with f is an R-tree that we denote by T;, see Section 2.2.

Usual notation

IN natural numbers {1,2,3,...}
:= or =: definition of a mathematical object
#E cardinality of E
CI(E) closure of E
[a, b] set of integers {a,a+1,..,b —1,b}
D(L,E) space of rcll functions from I to E, endowed with the Skorokhod J1 topology
C(LE) space of continuous functions

endowed with the topology of uniform convergence on every compact
M, Moot space of isometry classes of (rooted) weighted compact metric spaces

PM, PM;00t  space of isometry classes of of (rooted) iweighted geodesic compact metric spaces

V(g) vertex set of the graph g

dgr graph distance on the vertex set V(g) of a graph g

volg uniform probability measure on the set of vertices of the finite graph g
< the LHS is bounded above by a universal constant times the RHS

Xp =0n) Xn/Yn — 0asn — o0
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Xn = O(]/n)

Xn /Yy is bounded as n — oo

Xy =04s.(Yn) Xn/Yy, — 0 almost surely as n — oo

Xy = 04s.(Yn) (Xy/Yy:n >0) is bounded almost surely
Xy, =op(Yy) Xu/Yy — 0 in probability as n — oo

Xy =0p(Yy) (Xu/Yy:n>0)is tight

Stable, Brownian and Bessel processes

—
s

N
=

>0
Q law of a spectrally positive a-stable Lévy process starting from 0
qy‘] density of X, under Q
N Ito’s excursion measure for spectrally positive a-stable process (1.12)
log lifetime of X under N
P normalized excursion measure
N°* biased excursion measure, see (6.1)
te € [0, 0] distinguished time under N*
(Bt)t>0 canonical continuous process on C(R4,R)
P, law of Brownian motion started from x
IP,(CS) law of Brownian motion started from x with life time s > 0
]Piv> law of Bessel process with index v (i.e. dimension 2v + 2) started from x
I, modified Bessel function of the first kind with index v
]I’J(Csl)y law of Brownian bridge with lifetime s starting from x and ending at y
Looptree
U;:i>1 iid variables uniform on [0,1] and independent of all others
X underlying Lévy process
Ay = A X, i.e. the jump of X at time ¢
(b; :i € N) enumeration of the jump times of X
s =inf{X, :u € [s,t]}
I; = Ioy = inf{X, : u € [0, ]}
st ancestor relation defined by s Xt if s <t and Iy > X,
s <t strict ancestor defined by s < t, s < t and X;_ < X;
sAt most recent common ancestor
Xs = I;; — X5, i.e. the position in the jump associated to s of the lineage going to t
d pseudo-distance on [0,1] and distance on L, see (2.2)

canonical rcll process on D(RR4,R)

17



L
fr
Loops
Skel
Leaves
Branch(s, t)

Label process

LeftRec
RightRec

= [0,1]/ ~y, the looptree associated with X

face of £ associated with the jump at time ¢, see (2.6)

the set of all loops in £ (or their pre-images in [0, 1])

the set of all pinch points in £, called the skeleton, (or their pre-images in [0,1])
the set of all leaves in £, i.e. points of degree 1 (or their pre-images in [0,1])

a set of times whose images are the points separating I1;(s) and I1;(¢)

the continuous label process

Brownian bridges of duration 1 associated to each jump time t;
the unique t € [0,1] such that Z;, = minZ, see Lemma 4.3
tree coded by the process Z (re-rooted at t)

set of local minimal record times on the left of Z

set of local minimal record times on the right of Z

Boltzmann measures

q = (gk)k>1 weight sequence
M set of all planar rooted bipartite maps

set of all planar rooted pointed bipartite maps

wq  Boltzmann measure on planar maps with weight sequence q

Boltzmann measure on pointed planar maps i.e. wg((m,v)) = wq(m)

zq =wg(M*)/2

Planar maps

My,

([0, 1]/ ~D, D,VOID)

(I’IkikZ].)
(mg:k>1)

normalizing constant defined in (1.2) or (1.5)

=

a random q-Boltzmann conditioned to have n vertices

an accumulation point of (V/(9M,,), (5qn)*i . d%rtn,volgmn)n}l, see Proposition 7.1
the subsequence selected in Proposition 7.1

the subsequence of (1y)x>1 selected at the end of Section 12

the quotient space [0,1]/ ~p+ (latter identified with [0,1]/ ~p by Theorem 8.1)
the volume measure on S (equal to both Volp and Volp- by Theorem 8.1)

the root Ip(t,) in S

simple geodesic associated with s € [0, 1], see Section 7.4.1

path from ITp(s) to IIp(t) obtained by following v(*) and () until they merge
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BDG®* construction

T =(T,¢) labeled mobile
Vo(T),Va(T) sets of white and black vertices

Vo(T) set of white leaves
ky(T) number of children of the vertex u in T
lc,c]T interval of corners between ¢ and ¢’ in T
[0,0) minimal interval of vertices in the clockwise contour between v and v" in T
Uo, Hhe offspring distributions of the label mobile defined in (7.3)
GWq(dT)  law of the well-labeled mobile
Tu random mobile of law GWq(- | Vo =n —1)

(sT,L]) Lukasiewicz and label path of T, see Figure 27
BDG*(7,e) the BDG pointed map associated with (7€), see Figure 26
Vs the distinguished vertex of BDG* (T, €)

(@) simple geodesic starting from the corner ¢

BDG?2* construction

U set of well-labeled unicyclomobiles (u, ¢)
J/\ S set of admissible delays A of a bi-pointed map (m, (v1,v3))
M?® space of rooted bi-pointed maps with an admissible delay
wﬁ' g-Boltzmann law defined by w%l’ (m, (v1,v2), ) = wq(m)
BDG?*(u, ) the bi-pointed map associated with the unicyclomobile u and €, see Figure 39

wg® q-Boltzmann law defined by wg® (m, (v1,02), A) = wq(m)

71)%1' pushforward of w%l' by the inverse of BDG?® and forgetting the sign

u, random unicyclomobile of law w%;(- | #V, =n —2)

(M, (97,0%), ﬁn) —= BDG?*(u,,, €) bi-pointed map with delay coded by u, and a sign

Tn a white vertex minimizing the label on the cycle of uy,

Part I
Properties of the label process Z

This part is purely “in the continuum” and is devoted to the study of the label process Z. After a first
section reviewing the construction of the stable looptree £ from a spectrally positive a-stable Lévy
excursion X, we recapitulate the procedure to construct Z once the jumps of X are decorated with
independent Brownian bridges. We will show that the process Z can alternatively be thought of as
the Brownian motion indexed by L (or equivalently as Gaussian Free Field on the looptree £). This
enables us to establish quantitative properties of Z using the theory of Gaussian processes. In view of

our applications to random maps, a particular attention is devoted to the study of the local minimal

19



records of Z, see Proposition 4.2, Proposition 4.5 and Proposition 5.8. In a sense, this part can be
seen as the starting point of a “Brownian Snake theory” for the Brownian motion indexed by L. In
particular, Theorem 5.1 is the stable counterpart of the link between the Brownian snake (on Aldous
CRT) and the equation V?u = u? which was central in the theory developed by Le Gall [37].

For notational convenience, we always work on the canonical space D(Ry,R) of rcll functions
endowed with the Skorokhod topology and we denote the canonical process by X. Extending the
notation of the introduction, for t > 0, we write A; := X; — X;_ for the associated jump and I; :=
infsc (o, Xs for the running infimum. It will also be useful, for every s, > 0 with s < £, to set

I,; == inf X.
51

We also consider (t;);en, a measurable indexing of the jumping times of X, with the convention that

t; = oo if X has fewer than i jumps — in all cases we will consider, X will have infinitely many jumps.

We endow ID(R;,R) with various measures that change the law of the canonical process X:

e Under the probability measure Q, the process (X;);>o is an a-stable Lévy process with no
negative jumps with Laplace exponent A — A%, for A > 0, or equivalently with Lévy measure
given by

a(a—1) dr

T(2—a) 10 (L1

e Under the probability measure P, the process (X;);>0 is a normalized excursion of lifetime equal

to 1 of the above stable Lévy process. In particular, we have X; = 0, for every t > 1.

e The sigma-finite measure N is the corresponding excursion measure which can be written as
follows. For every v > 0, let N(®) be the law of the excursion of length v (obtained from P by
scaling). The sigma-finite measure N is defined by the relation:

* (0) dov
N(A) := NY(A)——————, (1.12)
0 al (1 — Lyoat!
for any measurable set A.
The excursion measure N can also be defined as follows. Under Q, the process (X; — I})>0 is a strong
Markov process and 0 is a regular recurrent point. Moreover, (—1I;)¢>¢ is a local time for (X; — It) >0
at 0. The measure N is the excursion measure of (X; — I});>p away from 0 associated with the local

time (—1It)¢>0, see [17, Chapters VI and VII] for more details.

2 The stable Looptree

In this section we work under the probability P, so that X is a stable Lévy excursion with lifetime 1.

We recall the construction of the looptree £ associated with X given in [17], and we establish some
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elementary properties. Informally, this random compact metric space can be obtained by gluing loops
along the jumps of X and following the tree structure encoded by X. In this direction, recall from the
introduction, that for every s,t € [0,1] with s < t, we write s < t if s <t and I;; > X;— and say that
s is an ancestor of f. We say that s is a strict ancestor of ¢ and write s < t if s < f and, furthermore,
Xs;— < X;. In particular remark that 0 is an ancestor of every t € [0,1]. The relation < is a partial

order on [0,1] and we can define a notion of most recent common ancestor of s and t as follows:
sAt:=sup{r<sAt:r<sandr<t}.

When s is an ancestor of t we set x5 := I — X;—, and when it is not the case we simply take xs; := 0.

Recall finally that (t;);en is a measurable enumeration of the jumping times of X.

2.1 Definition of the a-stable looptree

We start by introducing the distance of [0, 1] seen as a loop of length 1 after identifying 0 and 1, i.e.

for every 0 <s,t < 1, we set
6(t,s) :=min (|t —s|,1— |t —s|).

Next, for s < t, we consider the quantity

= Y A,-48(0, X’*) (2.1)

s<rxt
A>0
And finally, for every s, t € [0,1], we take
d(s,t) = do(s A t,s) +do(s AL £) + Aguy - 6( 3008, Toabd (2.2)

7
As)\t As)\tL

with the convention Ag,; - 5(%, %) := 0 if As,y = 0. By [17, Proposition 2.2] the function d is,
under P, a continuous pseudo-distance on [0, 1], and in particular the equivalence relation ~; defined

on [0,1] is P-a.s. closed. The a-stable looptree coded by X is the random compact metric space
L= ([0, 1]/ ~d, d)

The point I14(0) = IT;(1) will be interpreted as the root of £, where we recall that IT; : [0,1] —
[0,1]/ ~, stands for the canonical projection. Moreover, we interpret Voly, the pushforward of the
Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] under the associated canonical projection as the uniform measure on the
looptree L.

We will now describe the equivalence classes of ~; and classify the different types of points in L.

In this direction, we first recall a few basics P-almost sure properties of X:
e (Ap) For every t € (0,1) such that A; > 0, we have:

inf X< X; and inf X < X;_, foreveryec€ (O,t/\ (1— t))
[tt+e€] [t—et]

In particular the local infima of X are realized, i.e. are local minima.
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e (Ay) All the local minima of X are distinct. Moreover if X has a local minimum at t € (0,1)
(in particular, Ay = 0 by (A71)) and if we set s := sup{r € [0,] : X, < X;}, then A; > 0 and
Xsf < X[ < Xs.

Y

#',‘:?2 g%'g %g%féf ecele T/@@JM

P
le\\,\\\\‘}; %’?g

Figure 5: A simulation of a %—stable Lévy excursion and the corresponding looptree. Points
belonging to the same loop (corresponding to the jumps of the excursion) are displayed with

the same color.

To lighten notation, for t € (0,1), we set
A :={s€[0,1]:0<xs=<tand A; >0}, (2.3)

which corresponds to the set of ancestors of ¢ which are jump times. See Figure 8 for an illustration.
We stress that while the set of ancestors of ¢ is uncountable, the set A; is countable. Moreover, the

following properties also hold P-a.s.

e (Aj3) For every t € (0,1), we have

Xt = Z Xrte (24)

TG.At

e (A4) For every t € (0,1), no point of A; is isolated from the left, and we have x,; € (0,4,), for
every r € A;\ sup A;.

Properties (A1) and (A;) are a rewriting of properties (H;) — (Hy) in [30, Proposition 2.10]. Property
(Aj3) is proved in [17, Corollary 3.4] and (Aj4) follows from [17, Proposition 3.1].

Proposition 2.1 (Equivalence classes induced by d). The following properties hold under P. For every
0 <s<t<1 we haved(s,t) =0 if and only if:

Xt = Xs— and X, > X5 for everyr € (s, t). (2.5)

Moreover, the equivalence classes of ~; have at most two points.
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Figure 6: lllustration of times s < f such that s ~; t. There are two possible cases: either X
has a jump at time s, as depicted on the left, or X is continuous at s, and s is a local minimal
record on the right, as depicted on the right. There are countably many pairs of identified
times in the first case, and uncountably many in the second case. In both cases, t is the first

return time of X at level X;_ after time s.

Proof. First of all, let us explain why the graph of ~; contains all the couples of times described in
the statement. Indeed, if 0 <s < t < 1 verifies (2.5), then we have s =s At and {r € [0,1] : s <7 <
t} = @ and it follows from (2.2) that:

d(s,t) = A - 5(%, ’zg).
Next, notice that if A; = 0 we directly have d(s,t) = 0, and if A; > 0, by (2.5) we must have x;5 = A
and x5; = 0, which implies d(s,t) = A - 5(1,0) = 0. Let us now focus on the other inclusion. Fix
0 < s <t < 1such that d(s,t) = 0 and recall from (2.3) the definition of the set Ag (resp. A;)
of ancestors of s (resp. f) which are also jump times of X. Notice that by (A4), in order to have
do(s A t,s) =do(s A t,t) =0, it must hold that Asy = As = Ay We let r = inf{u >s: X, = X;_}
and we are going to show that we must have s = s A t and t = r, which implies that the pair (s, )
verifies (2.5). In this direction, notice that by (A1, A2), there is no p > r such that s A t < p, which
implies that, necessarily, s A t < s < t < r. Property (As) combined with the previous discussion then
entails that:
Xs = Xsar)— T Xsars  and Xy = Xy + Xsapt-

Next, we argue according to whether As); = 0 or Agyy > 0. If Agyy = 0, by the previous display,
we must have X; = X; = X(,4)— and, by the definition of s A t and r, this is possible if and only if
s=s Atandt =r. If Agyy > 0, by looking at the contribution of the jump time s A f in (2.2), we get:

Xsats Xsitt
) ,——=) =0,
AsAt As)\t

and one deduces that necessarily Xsyts = Xsirs O (Xsits Xsitt) € 10, Asur}2. But if x5 = Xsurs &
{0,As,t}, then the real number p = inf{r > s At : Xsu1, = Xsu1s) satisfies p <'s, p < t and
s At < p. This is in contradiction with the definition of s A f, and we deduce that the only possibility
is (xsits, Xsatt) € {0,Asxt}?. Notice then that by properties (A1, Aj), the latter only holds if and

only if s = s At and t = r. Finally, to conclude it remains to show that, under P, the equivalence
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classes for ~; contain at most two points. However, this follows directly since the previous argument

also shows (by properties (A1, Az)) that the point s can only be identified with the point ¢. O

It follows from the above proposition that if s < t is a strict ancestor of ¢, then I'l;(s) # I1,(¢),
thereby justifying a posteriori the terminology. Furthermore, from (A1, Ay), it follows that if TT(s) #
IT;(t), then s A t is necessarily a jump time of X. Let us now describe the various types of points that

can be encountered in the looptree L:
e Root. The root of £ is IT;(0) = I'l;(1).

e Loops. For every t € [0,1] with A; > 0, we write
fi(s):=inf{r>t: X, = Xy —s-A;} , for every s € [0,1]. (2.6)

It is easy to check that the set I1j 0 f;([0,1]) C £, endowed with the restriction of the metric
d, forms a loop of length A; = X; — X;_ equipped with the length metric. It is called the loop
associated with ¢t in £. The loops of £ will later become the faces of our limiting metric space
(§,D*). By construction, there are countably many loops, and their union U{IT; o f;(]0,1]) :
A; > 0} is denoted by Loops. By construction, we have £ = Cl(Loops), since the set of jumping

times of X is dense in [0, 1].

e Pinch points. A pinch point is a point different from the root in £ which has several pre-images
by I1;, hence exactly 2 by Proposition 2.1. Informally, pinch points correspond to the set of
“touching points between loops”. The set of all pinch point in £ is called the skeleton of the
looptree and denoted by Skel.

e Leaves. A point of the looptree which is not a pinch point will be called a leaf. The set of all

leaves is denoted by Leaves.

We stress that there are leaves and pinch points on loops, and that the root is a leaf, see Figure 7 for
an illustration. By extension, we shall speak of leaf, pinch point or loop times for times in [0,1] which
project respectively on Leaves, Skel or Loops in L.

Let us now justify our choice of terminology. In this direction, we define the degree of a point

x € L as the number of connected components of £\{x}.

Proposition 2.2 (Degree of points). Under P, all the pinch points of L have degree 2 and the leaves

have degree 1.

Proof. If x € L is a leaf different from the root, then there exists a unique s € (0,1) such that
x = IT(s). Therefore, we have £\ {x} = I1;([0,1] \ {s}). Since I, is continuous and identifies 0 and
1, this implies that £\ {x} is connected. Conversely, if x is a pinch point then by Proposition 2.1 we
have x = I';(s) = I';(t) with 0 < s < t < 1 satisfying I;; = Xs;— = X}, and we introduce the sets:

Cl = Hd((s, t)) and Cz = Hd((t,s)).
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Figure 7: An example of a loop (in orange), of pinch points (in red) and of two leaves (purple

crosses) on a looptree.

Next, we notice that (s,t) and (t,s) are connected, after identifying the points 0 and 1. Therefore,
the continuity of Il; implies that C; and C, are two connected subsets of £. Moreover we have
L =CUCU{I14(s)} and IT4(s) ¢ C1 UC; since equivalence classes of ~; have at most two elements.
To see that C; and C; are in fact the two connected components of £\ {I1;(s)}, just note that for
every r1 € (s,t) and rp € (t,5) we have I, ,, < X,, if r1 < rp and I,,,, < X,, if r» < r1 ; otherwise
the equivalence class of s would have more than 2 elements. This implies by Proposition 2.1 that
H;l (Cl) = (s,t) and H;l (Cz) = (t,s), and consequently that C; and C, are the two connected
components of £\ {IT;(s)}. The case of the root I1;(0) = IT;(1) is special. The preimage of the root
is formed of the two times 0 and 1. However, in this case C; is empty and we have C; = £\ {I1;(0)}.
Consequently the root has degree 1. O

For every s, t € [0,1], we set
Branch(s, t) :={re [0,1]: sAt<r<t}U{re0,1]: sAt<r=<s}U{st}. (2.7)

In the previous proof, we characterized the connected components of the complement of a point. It
is easy to infer from this characterization that the image of Branch(s,t) in £ corresponds to all the
points separating IT1;(s) from IT;(¢) in £. Notice that, except possibly for the times s and £, all times

in Branch(s, t) are pinch point times. Also, in the case s = 0, we simply have
Branch(0,¢) = {r e [0,1] : 0 xr <t} U {t}. (2.8)

We stress that the above set is not necessarily equal to {r € [0,1] : 0 < r < t}. Actually these two

<
< r < t} may contain the

sets are equal if f is a leaf, but if  is a pinch point time, then {r € [0,1] : 0
two representatives of IT;(#) (if ¢ is the largest representative). However their images by I1; coincide.

See Figure 8 for an illustration.

Remark 2.3 (Hausdorff dimensions and a heuristic). As established in [/7], the (Hausdorff) dimension
of (£,d) is «. Additionally, the set of all loops, Loops C L, is a countable union of plain loops,
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Figure 8: For a given t € (0,1), the times s < t are the minimal records found by starting
from X; and following the running infimum of X backward in time (represented in red in the
figure). These constitute the set Branch(0,t). Except at 0 and possibly at time ¢, all such
times are pinch point times according to the classification above. In particular, each s < t is
identified in the looptree to the point inf{u >t : X, = X;_}. Notice also that, although
there are uncountably many s < t, there are only countably many s < t which are also jump
times (represented in orange on the figure). These correspond to the loops encountered in the

looptree £ when going from I1;(#) back to the root IT;(0).

and therefore has dimension 1. While we do not prove it here, the reader may keep in mind that the
skeleton Skel C L is of dimension o« — 1. Notably, since x —1 < 1, there are “fewer” points on the

skeleton compared to the loops, and this asymmetry becomes more pronounced as « | 1.

Resistance metric. We shall also equip the looptree £ with another metric, the resistance metric,
which will enable us to consider a Gaussian process indexed by L. This metric has already been
introduced and studied by Archer [9] in order to construct the Brownian motion moving over L (as
opposed to our forthcoming “Brownian motion indexed by L”), see also [29] for a systematic study of
these processes on non-necessarily stable looptrees.

The construction is mutatis mutandis the same as for the metric d replacing the pseudo-distance
J, turning [0, 1] into a loop of length 1, by the function defined for s,t € [0,1] by

-1
5(s, t) := <|5it| + 1_|1_t|> =|s—t-(1—|s—t|). (2.9)

The pseudo-distance 4 is the resistance metric of [0,1], considered as a loop of length 1 after identifying

the points 0 and 1, with unit resistance per unit length. Replacing & by 4 in the definition of dy and
d, given in (2.2), we obtain a new pseudo-distance d on [0,1] (defined together with d) which is
quasi-isometric to the original distance d (see [9, Section 4.1]). Namely, we have

1 -~
Ed(s't) <d(s,t) <d(s,t), foreverys,te|0,1], (2.10)
since 25(s,t) < 8(s,t) < d(s,t). In particular, we have the identification £ = [0,1]/ ~ d, and d

induces a distance function on £, which, as usual, we still denote by d.
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Let us conclude this section with an upper bound on the minimum number of d-closed balls of
radius 7 that covers [0,1]. This result will play a pivotal role in the study of the variations of the
Gaussian process indexed by £. In this direction, fix # > 0, and consider the finite sequence (sx)1<k<N,
of elements of [0, 1] defined as follows. First take s; = 0. For k > 2, if sx_1 = 1 then take N, :=k — 1

and stop the construction of the sequence at step k — 1. However, if s,_; < 1 then set:
sp == inf {t € (s_1,1] : d(sg_1,t) =1},

with the convention inf @ = 1. By construction, the collection {Bj(s,r): 1 <k < N,} is a covering
of [0,1] by d-closed balls of radius r, and as consequence N, is an upper bound for the r-covering

number of (£,d). We have the following uniform control building on Archer [9]:

Lemma 2.4. There exist two constants ¢,C > 0 such that:

N,
P( su
<YG(OI,)1} (r~1log(1+r1

))a >x> <C-exp(—cx%), for x > 0.

Proof. Fix r € (0,1]. By construction, we have:
{N: > [Ar]} C {Els,t €[0,1]:]s—t <A 1* and d(s,t) > r}.

The proof of Proposition 5.4 in [9] states that there exists Ag such that, for all A > Ap and r < 1, we
have
/L
P(N, > [Ar*]) < P (Els,t €0,1]:]s—t <A 1" and d(s,t) > r) <o Arfem At (2.11)
i<d (V]
for some c1,¢f > 0.> Taking A = xlog(1 + 1)
xilog(1+71) > Lxe + Zlog(1+r1), we deduce that
1

and noticing that for x large enough we have

P(N; > [Ar*]) x- (rog(1+ 1)) - e~ci¥ log(1+r7)

N

A

X - (1,—1 log(1 + r—l))a _e—Zalog(l-i-r*l)e—%lx%
IV G
S (rlog(14771)) - (xe™ 277,
for every r € [0,1]. The desired result now follows by performing a union bound over r = 27K, for
k > 0, and using the fact that r — N, is non-decreasing. O
2.2 IR-trees and the height process

Although this is not strictly necessary for our immediate purposes, let us compare the a-looptree to
the a-stable tree, which is a random IR-tree also encoded by the process X. We first recall the classical

construction of R-trees from continuous excursions functions [59]. In this direction, fix F : [0,1] - R

3In order for the reader to recover the exact result presented here, we mention the following typo in [9, Propositions
5.3 and 5.4]: the condition A € (0, %rf"‘) should be replaced by A > 2r*.
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a continuous function satisfying F(0) = F(1) = 0. Then, we define a pseudo-distance, denoted with a

lowercase mathfrak font, by the formula

f(s,t) := F(s) + F(t) — 2min < min F; min P> :
[sAbsvE]  [0,sAHU[sVE1]
In particular, if F : [0,1] — Ry is a non-negative excursion, then the right-hand side of the last display
simplifies to F(s) + F(t) — 2min,cfsap vy F(#). The quotient of [0,1] by the equivalence relation ~j,
equipped with f is an R-tree’ that we denote by i, see [60] for more details. We shall usually root
this tree at ITj(argmin F), and we stress that there is no ambiguity in the definition since two points

realizing the minimum of F are identified by f. We also notice that for every s € [0, 1] we have:
f(ILi(s), ITj(argmin F)) = F(s) — min F.

One can also equip 7; with the pushforward of the Lebesgue measure on [0,1] under the associated
canonical projection which we denote by Vol;. In this work, we shall specialize the above construction

to two random functions:

e the height process H — see below — so that 7y, is, under P, the a-stable tree introduced by
Duquesne-Le Gall-Le Jan, see [60],

e the excursion of the label process Z giving the tree 7y; see Section 4.

Obviously, the construction of looptrees from excursions with positive jumps parallels the definition
of R-trees coded by continuous excursions, see [77] for a recent generalization which englobes both
constructions. We extend the terminology introduced in the previous section to the context of R-trees.
More precisely, for every x € 7;, in accordance with the notion in the looptree setting, the degree of x
is the number of connected components in the complement of {x}. We say that x is a branching point
if its degree is larger than 2 and a leaf if it has degree 1. The skeleton of 7; is defined as the set of points
with degree larger than 1, that is the complement of the set of leaves. By construction, with possibly
the exception of times realizing the global minimum, the times realizing two-sided local minima of F
correspond, after projection, to branching points of the tree 7;, whereas the times realizing one-sided
local minima correspond to points of the skeleton of 7;. We stress that these notions are compatible
with the ones that we used for the looptree £. However, note that in the case of R-trees there are no

loops, while in the case of the looptree, there are no branching points.

We now recall the construction of the height process H associated with the Lévy excursion X, as
built in Le Gall & Le Jan [93], see also [58] and [37] for details. By [59, Section 1.1 and 1.2}, for every
t € [0,1], the quantity

t
5*1-/0 ds Lx <1, +e (2.12)

converges in probability as € | 0, under P, to a random variable that we denote by H;. The process

t — H; has a continuous modification that we consider from now on, and we keep the notation H for

4An R-tree is a uniquely arcwise connected metric space, in which each arc is isometric to a compact interval of R.
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this modification, which is called the height process associated with X. Roughly speaking, for every

fixed t > 0, the variable H; measures the size of the set:
{0<s<t: Xoo <L} ={0<s<t: s<xt]

In order to make the connection between the height process and the looptree more transparent,

let us mention that by Equation (5) in [58], the height process satisfies
H; = lima T2 — a)e* ! #{se€[0,1]: st and A > ¢}, (2.13)
e—0

where the convergence holds P-a.s. for a set of values t € [0,1] of full Lebesgue measure. Since the
height process is continuous, we can consider as in (1.10) the associated pseudo-distance b, so that
the quotient of [0,1] by the equivalence relation ~jp, equipped with b, is a random R-tree 7. The
random R-tree (7y, b) is the a-stable tree of Duquesne-Le Gall-Le Jan, see [60].

Figure 9: Simulation of an a-stable tree and the associated looptree.

The looptree £ and the stable tree T, have “the same branching structure” except that the loops
in L correspond to the branching points of infinite degree in 7y. More precisely, by the definition of
H and Proposition 2.1 combined with [80, Proposition 4.1}, we have s ~4 t = s ~y t, and the only
additional identifications in ~j are made of the identifications of times corresponding to a common
loop in L. In particular, the stable tree 7T, is a quotient of the looptree £, and the skeleton of £
projects onto the skeleton of 7.

As a consequence, the stable tree and its coding height process H are especially useful for “parametriz-
ing” the set of points that separate two points in the looptree. This will be play an important role in
Section 4.3. Let us make this idea precise. Recall from (2.7) the definition of Branch(0, t). For every
t € [0,1] and r € [0, Hy), set

&i(r) :=inf{s <t: H, > rfor every u € (s,t]}, (2.14)

and by convention set §;(r) := t for r > H;. Notice that the process (&;,0 < t < 1) is rell. Moreover,
by (1.10), it holds that the image of [0, H;] by IT, o {; is the range of the unique geodesic connecting

29



IT,(0) and ITy(t) in the stable tree Ty. Specifically, the point ITy(¢;(7)) corresponds to the unique
point in the geodesic at distance r from ITy(0) in the stable tree 7y. The following lemma states that

we can use ¢ to describe the set Branch(0,t), see also Figure 10 for an illustration.

Lemma 2.5. P-a.s., for every t € [0,1], the following holds:
(i) {r € Branch(0,t) \ {t} : A, =0} = {&(r): r € [0,H;)};

(ii) {r € Branch(0,t) \ {t} : A, >0} = {&(r—): r € [0,H) and & (r—) # &(r)}.

Proof. The lemma will follow by combining properties (A1)—(Ay), stated in Section 2.1, with the fol-
lowing extra property, which holds P-a.s. as a direct consequence of [30, Proposition 4.1 and Remark
4.3]

(C) : For every £ < ', we have Hy < Hy and the condition H, = Hy is equivalent to
{rel01]: t<r=<l}=0o.

In the rest of the proof we work under the P-a.s. event under which (A1)-(A4) and (C) hold simulta-
neously. Moreover, since in the case t € {0,1} there is nothing to prove, we fix t € (0,1). We start by
showing that

{¢i(r): re€[0,H)} C {r € Branch(0,¢) \ {t} : A, =0}. (2.15)

In this direction, observe that if £ € [0,1] is a jumping time for X, then, for every r > £ such that
Ij, = Xy, wehave £/ < rand {s € [0,1]: £ <s <r} = . Therefore, (C) ensures that H, = H, for all
such £ and r. From the definition of §; given in (2.14), we then infer that we must have A,y =0, for
every r € [0, H;). Let us now establish that &;(r) € Branch(0, t), for every r € [0, H). To this end, fix
r € [0, H;), and note that it suffices to show that Iz, ()0 2 Xe,(r)- We argue by contradiction. Namely,
if Ie, 0 < Xeg(r) then we let £ > ¢i(r) be the smallest element of (¢;(r),t] such that Ir, = Xp.
In particular, ¢ must be a local minimum, and then, by (A;), the common ancestor £ = & (r) A ¢/
satisfies {s € [0,1] : ¢ <r < {'} = &. An application of (C) then ensures that Hy = Hy < Hg,(,) = 7.
This is in contradiction with the definition of & (), which completes the proof of (2.15).

Let us now prove the reverse inclusion. To this end, take ¢ € Branch(0, ), with Ay = 0 and ¢ # ¢,
and we want to show that ¢ € {&;(r) : r € [0,H;)}. Write ¢’ for the unique solution of d(¢,¢') =0
different from ¢. Now remark that since £ < f, the definition of <, combined with Proposition 2.2 and

property (Ajz), implies that we must have £ < t < ¢ and
Xy =Xp < X,, foreveryre ({,1).

Then, it follows from (As) that {r' € [0,1] : ¢ < < r} # & for every r € (¢,t]. Consequently,
(C) implies that for every r € (¢,t] we have Hy < H, and we obtain £ € & ([0, H;)), as wanted. This
completes the proof of (i).
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To obtain (ii) observe that ~; is a closed equivalence relation, which entails that the set Branch(0, f)

is closed. Since r +— &;(7) is increasing and right-continuous, point (i) then implies the inclusion:

{r € Branch(0,) \ {t} : A, >0} D {&(r—): r € [0,Hy) and &(r—) # &(r)}

Inversely, if r € Branch(0,t) with A, > 0, a standard compactness argument, combined with (As),
gives that we can find a sequence (7x)x>1 increasing to r such that r1 < rp, < ... <r and A, = 0 for
every k > 1. So we can again apply point (i) to derive that there exists ¢y such that &;(f;) = ry, and
then we obtain point (ii) taking the limit when k — oo.

[

I t Pe)

r

Figure 10: lllustration of a portion of the processes X and H, both represented in the vicinity
of a time ¢t. A jump time for X (in orange) corresponds to a “plateau” of H on which it bounces.
In particular, if ¥ <t is an ancestor of t at which A, > 0, we do not have §;(H,) =r.

3 Constructions of the label process Z

The first goal of this section is to show that the label process Z, originally introduced in [90], can
be equivalently defined as the “Brownian motion indexed by L£”. This process is also known as the
Gaussian free field on £ pinned at the root, see Section 3.1, and Figure 11 for a simulation. In
Section 3.2, using the technology of Gaussian processes, we will be able to obtain sharp control on the
variations of Z. These bounds will be useful later to study scaling limits of planar maps.

Let us now recall the construction of Z given in [96]. To formally introduce this construction,
we consider an auxiliary probability space (), G, P) that supports a countable collection (b;)jen of
independent Brownian bridges starting and ending at 0 with lifetime 1. In what follows, we argue on
the product space D(IRy,R) x Q), equipped with the product sigma-field. Moreover, for simplicity
and with a slight abuse of notation, we will continue to write P for the probability measure P ® P on

this extended space. Then [96, Proposition 5], establishes that, under P, for every t € [0,1], the series

1 .
Zii= Y A0 Bi(R1), (3.1)
ieEN ti
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converges in L?. Furthermore, by [06, Proposition 6] the process t — Z; has a continuous modification,
which is even a.s. i — & Holder continuous for every € > 0. We consider only this modification, and
for simplicity, we keep denoting it by Z. Finally, Section 3.3 is devoted to extending the construction

of (X,Z) under (enriched versions of) N and Q, and establishing the associated Markov properties.

3.1 The Gaussian Free Field on £

We now construct the Gaussian Free Field on (£,d) pinned at IT;(0). In this direction, we introduce
the function

T(s,b) = %J(O,s)—k%d(o,t)— dits), stelol. (3.2)

N~

Our first goal is to show that I' can be used as a covariance function.

Lemma 3.1. P-a.s., the function T : [0,1]> — R is symmetric and nonnegative definite i.e:

n n
2 Y AiAT(ti,t) =0, (3.3)
i=1j=1

for every integer n > 1, every (ty,...,t,) € [0,1]" and (A1, ..., Ay) € R".

Proof. The function TI' is clearly symmetric P-a.s. Let us show that it is also nonnegative definite.

This is a straightforward verification. One can establish directly from the definition that P-a.s.:

ff/\,;\]r (i t}) (i)\l) d(0,t1 A ... A ty), (3.4)

i=1j=1 i=1

simultaneously for every integer n > 1, (t1,...,t,) € [0,1]" and (A4, ..., A,) € R". This can be proved
by induction on n, by cutting at time f; A ... A f,. Since this verification is a little bit tedious, we
are going to deduce (3.4) from the following result due to Archer [9, Lemma 4.5]. Under P, for every
n>1and (#,..,t,) € [0,1]", there exists a graph G with conductances such that:

e The set vertices of G is V(G) := {t; : 1 <i<njU{t; At;: 1<i<j<n)

e For every s,t € V(G):
d(s,t) = Rg(s < 1),

where Rg(s <> t) stands for the effective resistance in G between s and t.

In particular, notice that the point r := t; A ... A #; is a vertex of G. Moreover, by a classical result

on networks [102, Section 2.7] the function:

1 1
V(G) 3 (5,) = JRa(r +25) + %Rc(r 1) = 2Ra(s ++ 1),
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is nonnegative definite. Since for every 1 < i < n we have d(0,t;) = d(0,7) 4 d(r,t;), we infer that for
every Aq, ..., Ay € R™:

f i ANAT (i, t) i f AiA;d(0,7) + % f f Aidj(d(r i) +d(r, b)) — d(t;, 1))

i=1j=1 i=1j=1 i=1j=1
n _ 1,0
= (Zx\i)2d(0,r) + 5 Z Z/\i)\j(RG(T > ti) + RG(T’ — t]') - Rg(ti — l‘j))
i=1 i=1j=1

and we obtain (3.4). Consequently, P-a.s., the function I : [0,1]> — R is symmetric and nonnegative
definite. O

As a consequence of Lemma 3.1 we can consider, conditionally on X, a centered Gaussian process
(Z : t € [0,1]) with covariance function T'. In particular, since d(0,0) = d(0,1) = 0, we have
Zy = 27 = 0. To avoid confusion, we denote the conditional distribution (resp. expectation) of the
above process by Px (resp. Ex). In particular, we have Ex[ZZ;] = I'(s,t). Although the looptree
L is itself a random fractal object, the machinery of Gaussian processes is powerful enough to prove
that there is a modification of Z* continuous with respect to d with a strong control on the modulus

of continuity:

Proposition 3.2. There exists a modification of Z* which is continuous for the pseudo-distance d (hence
for the Euclidean norm on [0,1]) for which the following hold:

(i) There exist constants c,C,B > 0, such that, for every x > 0,
P(sup Z* > x) < C-exp(—cxP).
(ii) There exist constants c,C > 0, xg > 1 such that, for every x = xo and every integer n > 1,

P (as,tmthci(s,t) < 27" such that |ZF — ZF| > xv/n2~ ”/2) < C-exp(—cx?n).

Proof. The proof relies on classical results on Gaussian processes such as Dudley’s theorem. In this
direction, recall our upper bound N, on the r-covering number of (£, d~) defined just before Lemma 2.4.

We introduce the random variable

N,
M := sup @
re01) (r~log(1+7r71))

which by Lemma 2.4 is almost surely finite, and we write diam = sup{d(s,t) : s,t € [0,1]} for the

diameter of £ with respect to d. Next, we observe that:
00 1
/0 \/1og (N,2) dr < /0 \/1og (N,2) dr + diam - |/log (N1).
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Since diam < 2Nj, a direct computation using Jensen’s inequality combined with the fact that M >
N;/log(2)* > 1 yields the existence of a constant C; € (0,00) such that:

/OOO \/10g (N,2) dr < Cq - My/log(M). (3.5)

Since M is almost surely finite we can apply Dudley’s theorem (see [106, Theorem 6.1.2] for a reference,
where the distance dx used therein corresponds to Vd in our setting), which implies that the process

Z* admits a continuous modification for d satisfying
Ex[sup Z*] < C2 - My\/log(M), (3.6)

for some constant Cp € (0,00). In the remainder of the proof, we consider this continuous modification.

Dudley’s theorem (see the same reference) also ensures the existence of another constant C3 € (0, 0)

such that .
272
EX[ sup |ZF— Z;ﬂ < Cs- /0 \/1og (N,2) dr,

d(s,t)<2-n
for every n > 0. Therefore, another application of Jensen inequality, combined with M > 1 and the

identify fot log(u)du = tlog(t) —t, ensures that there exists a constant C4 € (0,00) such that:

EX[ sup |Z7 —z;ﬂ <Cy-278 ( log (M) +\/ﬁ>, (3.7)
d(s,t)<2—"

for every n > 0. We stress that the constants C;,Cp, C3 and C4 are universal and do not depend on
X. To simplify the following expressions, we set C := 3V C; VCy V C3 V Cy. To strengthen these
expectation estimates into tail estimates as stated in points (i) and (ii), we shall use a version of the
Borell-TIS inequality, which states that the supremum of a Gaussian process exhibits Gaussian tails
when centered around its mean.

Let us start proving (i). In this direction, an application of [106, Theorem 5.4.3] entails that, for

every x > (0, we have

2
*

Px<sup Z* —Ex[sup Z*] > x> < Zexp(—;f ), where v, := sup Ex[(Z})?].
* s€[0,1]

Let x > C, and, to simplify notation, consider the unique a > 1 such that x = C - alog(a). Then, by
(3.6), we have

P(sup Z* > 2x) = E[Px(sup Z* > 2x)]
= E[Px(sup Z* —Ex[sup Z*] > 2x — Ex[sup Z*])}
<P(M>a)+ E[]lM<aPX(sup Z* — Ex[sup Z*] > x)}
2
< P(M > a) + 2E[1p, exp(—;’ )]
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Point (i) now follows by using Lemma 2.4 and noticing that, under the event {M < a}, we have:

v. = sup Ex[(Z})?] < diam < 2N; < 2M < 2x.
s€[0,1]

We proceed similarly to establish (ii). Recall the notation 0 < s < ... < sy, , < 1 introduced prior
Ny-n -

to Lemma 2.4, so that [0,1] = U Bj(s;,27"). In particular, for every s,t € [0,1] with d(s,t) < 27",
i=1

there exists 1 < i < Ny« such that s,t € Bd(si,Z*”“). It follows that:

_sup |Z; —Z;| <2- sup sup  |Z; - ZZ|.

d(s,t)<2n 1<i<Ny—n s€Bj(s;,27"+1)

To control the right-hand side we note that under Py, for every 1 < i < Ny-«, the process
(z: ~Z::se Bd~(si,2_"+1))

is a centered Gaussian process with

sup  Ex[(Z:—Z:)*] <27

SEBd'(S,',2_”+1)

We can then apply [106, Theorem 5.4.3] again combined with the bound (3.7), to obtain as above
that, under the event {log(M) < x?n}, for every x > 1 and 1 <i < Ny-u:

Px sup  |Z; —Z;| > 5Cx- \/EZ’”/Z) < 2exp(—C*x°n).
SEB‘{(S,',Z’”+1)

Next, since a € (1,2), a direct computation shows that under {log(M) < x?n} we also have Np-» <
exp((4 + x?)n). Therefore, recalling that C > 3, a union bound gives

P( sup sup  |Z; —Z;] >5Cx- \/52_”/2> < P(log(M) > x°n) +2exp ( —4x’n).

1<i<N27n sEBy (S,‘,27”+1)

The desired result now follows by Lemma 2.4. O

From now on we consider the d-continuous modification of Z*, that we still denote by Z*. As a

direct consequence of Proposition 3.2, we have P-a.s., for all s,t € [0,1]
d(s,t) =0 = Z; =Z;. (3.8)

This allows to interpret the process Z* as a label process on £, and, with a slight abuse of notation,
we continue to denote it by Z*. Namely, for every u € L, set Z; := Z; where t is any preimage of u by
I1;. Furthermore, point (ii) and the Borel-Cantelli lemma show that u € £ +— Z} is (3 —¢)- Holder
continuous for every € > 0. By (2.11), the mapping (s,t) — d(s,t) is itself % — ¢ Hoélder continuous
for every ¢ > 0. We deduce that for every ¢ > 0, there exists a random variable W = W, € (0, 0)
such that

Z: = ZF | < W-d(u,0)2¢, wyo€ L, and |ZF—Z/|<W-|s—tx¢ ste0,1].  (3.9)

In particular, t — Z} is i — & Holder continuous, for every € > 0.
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Figure 11: Simulation of the label process Z* over [0, 1] (on the left) and seen on the looptree
of Figure 5 on the right.

3.2 Equivalence of the constructions

The goal of this section is to establish that (X,Z) and (X,Z*) have the same distribution under P.
To this end, it will be useful to consider the trace of Z* on the loops of £. Recall that (t;);cn is a
measurable indexation of the jumping times of X, and recall the notation fi,(s) = inf{r > t;: X, =
Xt — sAy, } for s € [0,1], which stands for the parametrization of the loop associated with t;. For every

index i € IN, we consider the function:
i * *
bi(s) :=A. 2 (thi(s) - 7)), sel01], (3.10)

which is a continuous process. We have the following result:

Proposition 3.3 (Equivalence of the constructions). With the above notation, under P and conditionally
on X, the family (b})icn is formed of i.i.d. Brownian bridges with lifetime 1 starting and ending at 0.
Moreover, we have (X,Z*) = (X, Z) in distribution under P.

Proof. We begin by showing that (b})icn is a sequence of i.i.d. Brownian bridges with lifetime 1,
starting and ending at 0, independent of X. In this direction, we work under Px. Note that by
construction, conditionally on X, the process (b;(s))is)enx[o1] i a Gaussian process. Furthermore,

for every i € IN and s,t € [0,1], we have:

Ex[b; ()b} ()] = Ay (Ex((Z o — Z0) (2 — Z0))

= Agl ’ (r(f’fi(s)'fti(t)) + r(ti/ti) - r(f’fi(s)/ti) - r(fti(t)/ti))'

A direct computation using (3.2) gives that the previous display is equal to %5 (0,t)+ %5 (0,s) — %5 (t,s),

which is the covariance function of a Brownian bridge with lifetime 1 starting and ending at 0. In
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particular, it does not depend on the realization of X. Moreover, for i # j in IN and s,t in [0,1], a
similar computation shows that
_1 _1
Ex [bf(t)b]*(s)] = A, 2At/ 2Ex [(Zf*ti(s) — Zt*i)(zf*fi(t) - Zt’;)] =0.

Therefore, (bf)icn has the same finite-dimensional marginals as a family of i.i.d. Brownian bridges
with lifetime 1, starting and ending at 0, independent of X, and since the processes b}, i € IN, have
continuous sample paths, we deduce that they indeed form a family of i.i.d. Brownian bridges. It is
then clear that we can couple the construction of Z and Z* using the same Brownian bridges b; = b;.
Since both processes are continuous, to conclude it suffices to establish that, with this coupling and
for every fixed t € [0,1], we have Z; = Z}, P-a.s. To this end, note that this reduces to showing that:

Ex|(Zi - Y .bj(’zl'f))z} =0, t>0.

icN i

t ,t

A , and

For the remaining of the proof we fix t € [0,1]. To simplify notation, for i € IN, set u; =

observe that the expectation in the previous display can be decomposed in the form:

x[(Z)2) + Bx [ (X 8% b (u )}—zZAé-EX[z:bj(ui)}. (3.11)

icN it
tist

We are going to conclude by computing each term separately. First, it follows from (3.2) that

Ex[(Z;)?] = d(0,t). Moreover, using the independence of the (b});eN, we get:

x[(Zal b)) ] = X A -30,u) = d(0,1).

i€EN ieN
tist tisst

Therefore to conclude, we need to show that the remaining term in (3.11) equals —2d(0, t). To this end,
note that it follows straightforwardly from definitions (3.2) and (3.10), that under Py, the variables
Zi and Z{ — Z¢ , are independent of bf (u;). We infer that:

Ex[Zi b (11)] = Bx[(Z} — Z{ () b7 (w)] + Bx[(Z] ) — Z0) b ()] + Ex[Z; bf (u)]
= A Ex[br ()] =AY 3(0,u7),

As a consequence, we get:

ZA Ex[Z; b} (u)] = Y 2 (B, — xg0) = d(0, 1),
tist i€EN
ti<t
as wanted. O

We conclude this subsection with the re-rooting invariance property. For every s,t € [0,1], set
sht=s+tifs+t<1land s@t = (s+t)—1 otherwise. We then claim that:
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Lemma 3.4 (Invariance by re-rooting and time reversal). For every s € [0,1], under P we have:

—
=

(dsetsat)diset,sdt), Zay — Zs) = (dt,t),dt,t), Z,)

' ,uel0,1] (3'12)

£ ue0,1]

and

—~

(d1—t1—#),d1—t1-+),Z1_,) 4 (d(t,t),d(t,t), Z,)

b4 uel0,] (3.13)

ttuel0,1]"

Proof. First, remark that for every s € [0, 1], conditionally on X, the process (ZSEBu)ue[O,l] is a Gaussian
process with covariance function characterized by Ex|[(Zsauy — Zsew)?] = d(s @ u,s @ u'), for every
u,u’ € [0,1]. Similarly, the process (Z1—y)yejo1] is, conditionally on X, a Gaussian process with
covariance function characterized by Ex[(Z1_y — Z1—w)?] = d(1 — u,1 —u'), for every u,u’ € [0,1].

Consequently, it suffices to prove that:

—
=

(st sat)dsdtsd t/))t,tfe[o,l] = (d(t,¢),d(t, t/))t,t’e[o,l]

and
- (d) -
(d(1—t1-#)d1—t1- t,))t,t’e[O,l] = (d(t, 1), d(t, t,))t,t'e[o,ll'

In principle, this should follows from invariance properties of the excursion process X. However, we
take a different route by reasoning from the discrete setting. Indeed, the looptree £ can be obtained as
limit (in Gromov-Hausdorff sense) of discrete dissections equipped with the graph distance (we refer
to [17, Theorem 1.3] for more details). These discrete dissections are also symmetric with respect to
the root and are invariant by rotation (a more formal statement is given in Section 4.2 and Remark
4.6 therein). Taking the limit, this entails the desired invariance properties for d. It is also possible
to define a discrete analog of d in the setting of discrete dissections, then a minor adaptation of the

proof of [9, Proposition 4.6] gives the desired properties for (d,d). O

3.3 Markov property

This section is devoted to the Markov properties of the process (X, Z), inherited from the standard
Markov properties of stable Lévy processes. Recall from the beginning of Part I that the canonical
process X is distributed under Q as the a-stable Lévy process without negative jumps and under N®@
as the excursion above its running infimum with lifetime v > 0. Recall also that N stands for the
excursion measure and we write 0 := sup{t > 0: X; # 0} for the excursion lifetime. As in the case
of the measure P, we can enrich N(”), N, and Q so that they support an i.i.d. sequence of brownian
bridges. More precisely, recall that at the beginning of Section 3 we considered an auxiliary probability
space (Q), G, P) that supports a countable collection (b;);cn of independent Brownian bridges starting
and ending at 0 with lifetime 1. Then, as we did for P, we work on the product space D(R;,R) x Q)
and consider the measures N @ P, N® P, and Q ® P. For simplicity we will continue to use the
notation N(”), N and Q to refer to these measures. In particular, the disintegration relation (1.12)
still holds.

Next note that, for v > 0, the notation and results of the previous sections extend directly replacing

P by N(® and the interval [0,1] by [0,7]. In particular, we can consider the associated pseudo-distance
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d, canonical projection Il;, height process H and label process Z. Moreover, by the scaling property

of the underlying Lévy process, we have:

()

<(X,Z, H) : under N(U)) = <(U%Xt/v,vizt/v,va74Ht/v) under P) (3.14)

£0 *

Using the disintegration relation (1.12), it follows that we can extend also to N the notation used
under P and in particular the process Z becomes a continuous process with lifetime o.

We can argue similarly under Q, although some clarifications are needed. Specifically, we extend
the definitions of %, < and xs; for s,t > 0 directly by replacing [0, 1] by R while adding the convention
that 0 is an ancestor for all s > 0. Then under Q, we continue to use the same definition dgy, given in
(2.1), but we set:

Xsats XsAtt
7
AsAt As)d%

d(s,t) :==do(s A t,s) +do(s At 1) + Asiy - 6( )+ I =L,

for s,t > 0. In words, we treat time 0 as corresponding to an “infinite loop” consisting of the points
{s > 0: Xs = L}. These definitions are consistent with the previous ones since, under N and P,
the process X is non negative and thus I; = 0 for every t > 0. The map d : IR%r — R4, under Q,
is a pseudo-distance and we can then consider the associated equivalence relation ~; and canonical
projection IT;. Lastly, we must extend the label process. Under Q the limit of the series (3.1) also
exists for the L2-norm (see [J6] and note that the sum in (3.1) does not take into account time 0)
and has a continuous modification Z as in the previous section. We then specify the labels on the
“infinite loop” by further enlarging the underlying probability space and introducing an extra standard

Brownian motion (bg(t))s>0 independent of X and (b;);en. Under Q, we then set:
Zi:=bo(—I})+Z;, t>0, (3.15)

Equivalently, the process Z is obtained by concatenating the processes Z constructed in each excursion
of X above its running infimum f +— I;, with each one shifted by the associated value bo(—1I;), for
t > 0. We emphasize again that all these definitions are compatible with the previous ones, so there
should be no ambiguity.

Under Q, we extend the notation used under P. To keep the framework consistent, we set bg := 0
under both N and P by convention. Moreover, it follows directly from Lemma 3.3 and excursion
theory that, under Q and N, and conditioned on X, the process remains a Gaussian process with the
same covariance function given by (3.2), except that the interval [0,1] is replaced by [0,0] and Ry,

respectively.

Markov property under Q. For f > 0, introduce F; the sigma-field generated by (X5 : 0 < s < t),
by (bo(s) : 0<s < —1I;), and by the point measure

Z (Stirbi ’

€N, <t

and completed by the collection of all Q-negligible sets. Let T be a (F})i=o—stopping time such that
T < oo almost surely under Q. Since X is strong Markov, (Xia7)is0 is Fr-measurable. Also, it
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follows from (3.1) that (Xiar, ZiaT)t>0 is Fr—measurable. It is then straightforward to infer from the
classical strong Markov property of X (with respect to its natural filtration) that conditionally on Fr,
the shifted process (X745 — X7 : s = 0) whose jumps are decorated with the Brownian bridges has
the same law as the initial decorated process. Let us recast this fact in terms of excursion theory for
(X, Z) in a more practical way. Let t > 0, under Q, consider (u;,v;);>1 the connected components of

the open set {r > t: X, > I;,} and introduce the excursions processes

WV
S

X; = X(zti—&-s)/\vi - Xui and Zé = Z(ui—O—s)/\vi - ZM,‘/ 5

and the point measure

N[t] = Z(lel‘/xilzi‘ (316)

i1

Lemma 3.5 (Markov property via excursion theory). Let T be an (Ft)i=o-stopping time such that
Q(T < ) = 1. Under Q(-| Fr), the point measure N7\ is a Poisson measure with intensity

1) _ oo, %71 (x)dx N(dX dZ).

Proof. If we omit the process Z from the statement, the lemma becomes a classical result of excursion
theory (see [17, Chap. IV]). Here, we use the fact that the local time associated with the excursion
measure N is t — —I;. The complete statement then follows directly from the construction of Z, given

in (3.1), and the fact that the Brownian bridges decorating the jumps of X are i.i.d. O

\
SN
! \XK g \\\\ -

Figure 12: lllustration of the Markov property under Q. Conditionally on Fr, the excursions

Ao,
™

of X above the running infimum starting at T (in red above), together with the shifted Z

processes, form a Poisson process of intensity given in Lemma 3.5.

Note that the definitions of X, X!, Z! can be directly extended under N. The previous discussion
applies under N, for a positive stopping time, replacing the Markov property of X under P by its
analog under N. The only difference is that the filtration (F;);>o should now be completed by the

negligible sets under N, but we keep the same notation for simplicity. It follows that:
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Corollary 3.6. Let T be an (Fi)i=0—stopping time such that N(T € {0,00}) = 0. Then, under

N(- | Fr), the point measure N7 is a Poisson point measure with intensity

l[O,XT] (X)dx N(dXdZ)

Figure 13: lllustration of the Markov property in terms of the looptree. We explore (in blue
on the figure) in clockwise order a portion of the looptree —together with its labeling Z— until a
stopping time T. The remaining pieces (in gray) attached to the “trunk” made of the (closure
of the) loops linking I'T;(0) to IT;(T) are distributed according to N provided we shift their
labels by the labels of their roots. Indeed, the Z-labels on the blue part in the above figure
are Fr-measurable and have to be added to recover the actual Z-labels in the gray parts.
In the proofs of Proposition 4.2 and Theorem 4.4, we shall use a priori estimates given by

Proposition 3.2 on the red part.

4 Local minima and records of Z

In this section, we begin our study of the fine properties of the process Z, focusing in particular on
its two-sided and one-sided minimal (local) records. Namely, we say that a time ¢ is a local minimal
record of Z and Z; is a local minimal value on the right, on the left, or on both sides respectively if

there exists € > 0 such that we have:

(left) Z;= min Z, (right) Z; = min Z, (two-sided) Zy= min Z.
[(t—e)AO,t) [tt+e] [(t—€)AO,t+e]

To simplify notation, we write

LeftRec and RightRec, (4.1)
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for the set of all times ¢ > 0 at which Z attains a local left or right minima, respectively. In particular,
LeftRec U RightRec is the set of all one-sided records, while LeftRec N RightRec is the set of all two-
sided local records. Their images by Z are the corresponding (local) minimal values. Also recall from
Section 2.2 that local minimal records of Z on one side (resp. both sides) correspond to points of
degree at least 2 (resp. 3) in the tree 7;. In Section 4.1, we prove that, almost surely under P, the
following properties hold:

(i) one-sided records do not happen on the skeleton of £ (Proposition 4.2). That is:

I, (LeftRec URightRec) N Skel = @.

(ii) two-sided local minima of Z over [0,1] are distinct (Proposition 4.3). In other words:

Z is injective on LeftRec N RightRec.

In particular, as a consequence of (ii), the process Z realizes its global minimum at a unique time
t, € [0,1]. As explained in Section 2.2, the image of this time f, under ITj is the root of the tree 7.
Section 4.2 uses this to derive tail bounds for the volume of balls near the root in 7; (Theorem 4.4).
Finally, in Section 4.3, we study the behavior of Z over branches of £ and prove that, under P, it
holds that:

(iii) one-sided local minima of Z over a branch of £ are surrounded by “blocking” loops (Propo-

sition 4.5).

The above results on Z are key ingredients in identifying the quotient set S (see Theorem 8.1) and in

obtaining technical estimates for the volume of balls of S (Theorem 4.4).

4.1 Local minima of Z over [0, 1]

Recall the definition of pinch points in £, which, by Proposition 2.1, correspond to the equivalence
classes of ~; with two elements. The goal of this section is to establish the first two items above.
Their proofs rely on the Markov property and the study of the minima of Z. We begin with a direct
consequence of the Markov property of Corollary 3.6 and the scaling property:

Corollary 4.1. We have N(inf Z < —1) € (0,00). Moreover, for every r > 0:

N(infZ < —1
N(infZ < —r) = (er\) .
In Proposition 5.4 we will complete this picture by giving the exact value of N(inf Z < —1), which

will require a detailed analysis.

Proof. Recall the notation ¢ for the lifetime of X under N. Under N(-|c > 1) and conditionally on
X1, Lemma 3.5 entails that the number of atoms of N := Y.i>10x, xizi such that inf Zh< —1is

a Poisson random variable with parameter X7 - N(inf Z < —1). This random variable is non-trivial
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and the continuity of Z entails that it is finite N(-| o > 1) — almost surely. Therefore, we have
N(infZ < —1) € (0,00). The second point follows by disintegration with respect to ¢ and the scaling

property. Namely, we have:

N(infZ < —r) = ! )/oo 0 NE) (infZ < —r)
0

(12) al(1—1) Jo it

_ 1 /00 dv N(v/rZa)(ian < _1)
scaling [xr(l — %) 0 U%Jrl

S - r’z/ ‘11” N(“)(infzg—l) = 5
al'(1— 1) 0 yatl r

First we show (i), i.e. that pinch points of £ cannot be minimal records (from one side) of the
process Z, see [38, Proposition 4.2] for the similar statement in the case of Brownian motion on the

Brownian tree.
Proposition 4.2. P-a.s., we have I'l;(LeftRec U RightRec) N Skel = &.

Proof. We start by remarking that, by the re-rooting property (3.12) and the invariance by time-

reversal (3.13), it is enough to show that P-a.s., we have:

Zs > [151f} Z, for every 0 <s <t <1 such that d(s,t) = 0. (4.2)
S

Recall that by Proposition 2.1, the condition d(s,t) =0 <= s~ t is equivalent to
Xy =X;— and X, > X;_ for every r € (s,t).

The strategy of the proof involves discretizing the times at which Z reaches a new minimum record.
We then apply the Markov property at these instants to establish that it is very unlikely to have times
nearby corresponding to pinch points of £ supporting a large dangling looptree. First remark that
by a scaling argument and (3.15), it suffices to prove the lemma for the excursion above the running
infimum straddling time 1 under Q. More precisely, under Q, set:
T, :=sup {t € [0,1] : X; = [mf]X}
0,1

the starting time of this excursion and 7 := inf{t > 1: Z; = inf|;_ 1) Z — q}, for 4 > 0. Tt will also be
useful to introduce, for every 4,q € (0,00), the event Aj, defined by:

e There exist 1 <s <s+06 <t, with s < 75 and s ~, £, such that Z; = inf|; g Z.

By the density of Q4+ in Ry and since Q(7. € [1 —¢,1]) > 0 for every ¢ > 0, to obtain (4.2) it
is enough to show that Q(A;,) = 0, for every 6,4 € (0,00) N Q. In this direction, we fix two such ¢, g
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and n > 1. We now discretize time and introduce the stopping times (S?, T}");>1 defined by induction
as follows. First take

St:=inf{t>1: Z = [inf]Z} and Ti:=inf{t>S}: X; = Xen —27"},
Ty, 1

and then, for every i > 1, take

St =inf{t>T': Z; = inf}Z} and T/, :=inf{t >S5/ : Xy =Xg —27"}.

1 [T*,Tin i+1
Remark that for every i > 1, the variables S and T/ are (F;);>0-stopping times which are finite Q —
a.s. For every i > 1, consider (s/,, " )i>1 the connected components of the open set {s € [S}, T""] :

Xs > inf] X} and introduce the random variables:
Stys

i

R!:=inf inf (Z,—Zs) ; R':= inf (Z,—Zs) and V" :=sup (t}, —s).

! kelN re[s?,k’t;ik] ( r Sirk) ! T’E[SF,TIH] ( r S; ) 1 k>€ ( ik l,k)
In words, the variable V" is the size of the largest excursion coding for a looptree grafted on the first
27" unit of length on the trunk after time S}, the variable ﬁ? is the smallest displacement of Z on
these excursions, whereas R is the smallest displacement of the process Z shifted by the label of the

root in each of these excursions — see Figure 14.

Figure 14: lllustration of the Markov property applied at time S': among the gray looptrees
grafted on the 27" unit of length on the right of the trunk at time S (recall the caption of
Figure 13), the variable V" is the maximal size of such a gray looptree, whereas R is the
minimal Z displacement within those looptrees. Note that on this picture, both happen to
belong to the same looptrees, which need not be the case in general. The minimal displacement
ﬁf is obtained by further shifting the labels of the gray looptrees by the values of Z on the
light red part.

Note now that if there exist s ~; t as in the definition of AM’ it follows that when S} < s and

V' < 4, we must have T/ < s, since t —s > . Furthermore, when T;' < s we also have S?H < s,
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because Zs; = inf[;,  Z. We infer that A;4 is included in the event:
{Ji>1: S! <7 and V" > 6}. (4.3)

Moreover, an application of the Markov property, combined with Lemma 3.5 and Corollary 4.1, gives

that the sequence (R}, V/");>1 is i.i.d. and we have

Q(R!'< —r) = l—exp(—N(infZ < —1)27"r2) (4.4)
Q' >r) = 1—exp(=N(c>1)27"r1), (4.5)

for every r > 0. Let us now explain the intuition of the rest of the proof. If we had the analog of (4.4)
for R instead of R, then each Kl” would be typically of order at least 27"/2 so that we would need fewer
than ~ ¢ . 2"/2 steps of the above process to reach T;- In the meantime, at each step of the discrete
exploration process, the probability that V;* > ¢, i.e. that S! is an approximate pinch time “with a
mass at least 6 above it”, is of order 27". Since 27" - 2"/2 < 1 it is very unlikely that we encounter
such times. The problem is that the variation R is governed by R and the labels of the process Zsffk;
the labels on the light blue part of Figure 14. To circumvent this difficulty, we will use Lemma 3.2 (or
more prosaically (3.9)) as an a priori control on the variations of Z to bootstrap our estimates on R
to R. To this end, fix
0<17<%<17’<[5<1

with 1 — 27+ 7" < B and set
M, :=#{i <2P": V' > 5} ; N, :=#{i <2F": R < —27""},

By (4.4), we have Q(V!" > §) < C-27" and Q(R} < —27"") > ¢-27"0=21) for some constants
¢,C > 0. Since B <1and 1—2y+7n" < B it follows by crude bounds and the Borel-Cantelli lemma
that, Q — a.s. , we have

M,=0 and N,>2""

for n > 1 large enough. Fix 7j € (7, %) and for every n > 1, let B, be the event defined as follows:
e For every m > n, My, = 0 and N, > 27" ;
e For every s, t € [0, 7], we have |Zs — Z;| < n-d(s,t)7.

Since T; < oo almost surely, the above considerations and excursion theory, combined with Equa-
tion (3.9) and the fact that the Brownian motion by on the infinite loop is j-Ho6lder continuous, imply
that Q(By) — 1 as n — co. Let us now conclude that Q(A;,) = 0. In this direction, remark that we
can write

Q(A(S,q) = Jgr.}o Q(AJ,L] mBn) (i) nlgr.}o Q({Tgnﬁ < Tq} ﬂBn),
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where in the last inequality we use that, under B,, we have M,, = 0 for every m > n. Consider ng,

the smallest integer such that for every n = ng:
2(77,_7])”( —1 + nZ(ﬁ_ﬂ)n) < _q

We are going to show that for every n > ng, we have Q({Tgﬂﬁ < 1} N By) = 0, which will complete
the proof of the proposition. Fix n > ng, we argue by contradiction. First remark that, by definition,

we have:
supd(S},st) <27", form>1.
kelN ’

So if T),s < 75 under By, we will have:

VATES Y RIS Y min {(RY+n277);0} <N, - (=277 +n277")

1<i2pn 1<ig2bn
which is smaller that 2’7/”( — 271" 4+ n27") < —q and we obtain a contradiction. O
We conclude this section deducing item (ii) from Proposition 4.2.
Proposition 4.3. P-a.s. the (two-sided) local minima of Z are distinct.

Proof. Tt follows straightforwardly from the invariance under re-rooting and continuity of Z that for
every fixed time f, with P-probability one, t is not a local minimal record so we exclude times 0 and 1 in
the following. Suppose 0 < s < t < 1 are two times such that Z reaches the same local minima at s and
at t. First, by Proposition 4.2, we notice that s and ¢ cannot be pinch point times. Moreover, if IT4(s)
and I14(t) are leaves belonging to a common loop, then Z cannot realize the same minima at s and t
since the labels along this loop evolves as a Brownian bridge — and the minima of a Brownian bridge
are distinct. Consequently, by Property (A4), the points I1;(s) and IT;(t) are separated in £ by a
countable collection of loops. Let us now show that this is also impossible. To study this case we work
conditionally on X, that is under Px. By definition, one can find rationals p; <s < p2 < g1 <t < ga,
with Z; = inf[, ,,
looptree £ by a non trivial loop associated with a time r € Branch(s,)\{s, t}. Recall the notation f,

1 Z and Z; = inf, 1 Z, such that I1;([p1, p2]) is separated from I1;([q1,g2]) in the

standing for the parametrization of the loop associated with 7, and let u € £,([0,1]) (resp. v € £,([0,1]))
be the closest point of the loop from IT;([p1, p2]) (resp. I14([q1,42])). In particular, u and v are pinch
points of £ and we write s; < s, and #; < #, for the elements of IT, ! (1) and I1;(v) respectively. We

refer to Figure 15 for an illustration. Next, using (3.1) we notice that we have inf, ,Z = inf] zZ

142
if and only if

Zsy, — Zy, = inf (Z—Zs) — inf (Z—Zy,). (4.6)

! [71,42] [p1.p2)

1

Furthermore, by Propositon 3.3, the processes (Zg — Zs)ge[s1 o] (Zfr(g))ge[o 1] and (Zg — ZS)Ze[tl b
are independent under Px. We infer that the left and right sides of (4.6) are independent. Finally
is a non-trivial Gaussian variable, we deduce that, Px-a.s., identity (4.6) cannot hold.

since Zs, — Z4,

The desired result follows since p1 < p2 < g1 < g2 are arbitrary rational numbers. O
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T4 0 £,([0,1])

Figure 15: The two times s and t are separated by the loop IT; o f,([0,1]). In blue are
represented the set I1;([p1, p2]) and I1;([g1,92]).

4.2 The mass of balls centered at the root of ’7;

The continuity of Z and Proposition 4.3 imply the existence, under P, of a unique t, € [0,1] realizing
the minimum of Z, i.e. Z; = infg;) Z. We shall consider the tree 7; coded by Z as in (1.10). We
recall that IT;(.) is the root of 7; and that Vol; is the pushforward of the Lebesgue measure by IT;.
The goal of this section is to control the mass — for Vol — of closed balls in 7, centered at IT(t,).

Namely, for every ¥ > 0, we set
By (I (£:),7) == {u € Ty 5(u, TT(¢)) <7}
The goal of this section is to prove that:

Theorem 4.4. Fiz 6 > 0. There exist ¢,C € (0,00) such that
P<V013(BZ,(H3(t*),r)) > rZH) < C-exp(—r7), (4.7)
for every r > 0.

In the next part, this control will be used to estimate the mass of balls near the root in (S, D)
and in turn to deduce an a priori control of the form D* < D'~ (locally) required in the final steps

of the proof of our main result D = D*, see Proposition 8.8 in Section 8.5.

Proof. In order to prove Theorem 4.4 we are going to write Vol, (B;(II;(t.),7)) in terms of the time
spend by Z near its infimum. Since ¢, is the argmin of Z and because Vol; is the pushforward of the

Lebesgue measure on [0,1] under the projection Iy, we have

1
Vol, (B,(IT,(£,), 7)) = /0 ds lz.<7, +r -

Consequently, Theorem 4.4 can be translated in terms of Z in the following from: Fix ¢ > 0, then
there exist ¢, C € (0, 00) such that

1
P(/ ds 1z,<z, 4+r > rz"‘_‘5> < C-exp(—r7),
0
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for every r > 0. We stress that the constants C,s might depend on 4. Let us start by presenting the
idea of the proof. We will first show using a re-rooting argument due to Chaumont and Uribe Bravo
that

1 1
P(/ ds 1z.<z, +r > rZH) < P(/ dsly,e, > 12 ‘ian > —r), (4.8)
0 0

for every r,6 > 0. Then we will argue that the process Z conditioned on the event {infZ > —r}
cannot spend too much time near 0, since informally each “time” the standard process Z comes back
near 0, it has a positive chance to drop below —r in the next #** units of time.

To prove (4.8), let 7,6 > 0 and introduce U a uniform random variable on [0,1] — independent of
(X, Z). Recall the notation s @t =s+tifs+t < 1ands@t =s+t— 1 otherwise. We also introduce

(Agr))te[o,l] the occupation time process associated with Z, i.e.

t
:/0 ds 1z.<infz4+r, t€[0,1],

and we consider the quantity ") := inf {t €[0,1]: Agr) = LIAY)}. Now remark that by construction

rZaﬂS)

= P / ds 1y L7 <y = 7’2“_5).
0 1) @s §(r) =

we have:

\/

/ ds 17« <Zp4r 27T P2 5) <P / ds ]1Z9<Z 0+

Since by (3.12) the process Z has cyclically exchangeable increments, we can apply [43, Theorem 2.2]
to deduce that the process (ZN)@S — Zt(*))se[o 1
probability measure P(- | inf Z > —r). In particular, we get (4.8).

under P, is distributed as the process Z under the

So to obtain the desired result it suffices to show that, for every § € R¥, there exist ¢1,C; € (0, 0)
such that for every » > 0:

1
P(/ dslz < >r*° ‘ infZ > —r) < Cp-exp(—r—). (4.9)
0
We start by showing that for every 6 > 0, there exists C| € R* such that:
P(infZ > —r) > C{ - (L AP*T7),

for all ¥ > 0. We mention that the previous inequality is not sharp as we expect P(inf Z > —r) to be
of order r~2*. Remark that by (3.9), the random variable

W= sup|Zt—Zs|-|t—s|_ﬁ+5 (4.10)
s#t
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is finite P-a.s so that |Z; — Zs| < 7 if |t —s| < (r/W)?**°. We thus have:

1
P(infZ > — - /dEll- g
(ln 1’) re—rooting (3.12) 0 ° [ infZse. =252 r]
1
Fu?ini E[/O dS]lian%fZS;fr]
1
= E[/o dsly <infz+r]
> E[(r/W)**],
(4.10)

which gives the desired inequality. Hence, to derive (4.9) it suffices to show that for every § € R*
there exist ¢z, Cy € (0,00) such that:

1
P({ian > —rkN {/ ds 1z,<, > rz“_‘5}> < Crrexp(—r~92), r>0.
0

The idea now is to argue similarly as in the proof of Proposition 4.2. We are going to translate the
problem under the probability measure Q and discretize time in order to apply the Markov property.
First, under Q, set:

To=sup{te[0,1]: X;= [mf}X} and T :=inf{t >1: X; = EnﬁX}
0,1 0,1

Under Q, the excursion (X; — infjo X)te[n,r*] is the excursion above the running infimum straddling
over time 1. To be able to relate it to the label process under P we shall, as in (3.15), consider the
process Zy 1= Z; —bo(—1I;). We then introduce T, := inf{t > 1: Zi = —r}. Since Q(1 —r < 7, <
2 —r < 7" < 2) polynomially decreases to 0 as r — 0, an application of the scaling property shows
that to obtain (4.9) it is enough to prove that for every 6 > 0 we can find some constants c3,C3 > 0
such that:

2N% 20—0 —c
Q(/1 ds 1y ., >r ) < Cs-exp(—r®), r>0. (4.11)

From now on we fix § > 0 and we consider € (0,1). Let us now discretize time to give an upper
bound of the left term of the display above. We introduce the stopping times (S;, Tj);en defined by
induction as follows. First take S :=1 ; T; := S; + r**, and for every integer i > 0 set

Siy1:=inf{s > T; : Zs € [—r,7]} 5 Tipq:= Siy1 +7%

We have the following trivial inequality:

Q(/lm ds 1y, > ) <Q(S,4 <27 %), (4.12)

Here is the rough idea to obtain an upper bound of the right-side hand of (4.12). First by scaling, the
variations of the process Z over the time interval [S;, Ti] of length #2* should be of order r. Then, since
ZS,- < r, there should be a probability bounded away from 0 that Z touches —r within [S;, T;]. As a
consequence, the probability of {S,, < T,} should decrease exponentially fast in 7. As in the proof of
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Proposition 4.2 the problem may come from the fact that in the Markov property, the Z-labels after
time S; are shifted by the labels on the loops connecting the root IT;(7,) to I1;(S;) — see Figure 16
for an illustration. We shall again bound them using a priori estimates resulting from Proposition 3.2

(ii). Of course this discussion is informal and we now make this picture precise.

Figure 16: lllustration of the proof. At time S; the Z-value is less than . By scaling, in the
forthcoming 7>* units of time, the variation of the Z process is of order r. One way to ensure
this is to ask for an excursion (in green above) to have a Z-variation less than —2r and to
happen “early” on the trunk, i.e. before "7 unit of length (in bold red above). Here we write
[] to denote a variation.

Similarly to the proof of Proposition 4.2, for every i > 1, let (s;, tix)kew be the connected components
of the open set
{s=8i: Xs> [inﬂX}
Sl‘,S

ik 5
Sik and ZJ" = Z(Si,HS)/\fi,k — Zsi,k’ for

s 2 0. We also write 0y := t;x — Sk and {;; := X5, —inf[s, s, 1y X. Next, we fix 5 € (0,1/2) and, for

and consider the associated excursions Xé’k = X(sts)nt;, — X

every i1 € IN, we introduce the event:

B;:= {Hk eIN: /< 11 and min Z' < —4r and Z gij < 7’2“}. (4.13)

5,-,]-<£,',k

In words, under B;, at step i a looptree with a (shifted) minimal label below —4r is branched within
less than 77 unit of length along the “trunk”, see Figure 16. By construction the B;’s are independent
and we are going to show using excursion theory that we have Q(B;) > a - 1, for some constant a > 0
(not depending on r € (0,1)). The theorem will then follow easily from this estimate. Fix i € N, and

remark that by excursion theory the measure

Z 5€i,k,0i,k,Xi'k,Zi'k
kelN
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is a Poisson point measure with intensity 1o ) (£)d?(dv/(al'(1 — %)U%-’_l))N(U) (dX,dZ). In particu-
lar, the process Ri’ =20, <tVik £ 20,18 an 1/a-stable subordinator. By definition we have

Q(B;) > Q(Elk EN: by <P, R, €[0,/”/2), Ry € [2r*/3,”), minZ'* < —4r>.
Since R( is non-decreasing, we infer from the discussion above that the right-hand side of the previous

display equals

(ARZi/k)(minZ < —4r)>

o( & Loy _elon /R, elzyam) N
1, 1

keIN
1 r
S ar(1-1 /o

where ARQik stands for the jump of R’ at ?i x, and the second line follows by an application of the com-

247 PRI .
de Q(ﬂ%e[@,ﬂm)/ do o+ NO(minZ < —4r)),

2r2¢ /3—RY,

pensation formula. Using again scaling invariance, we derive that N(®)(minZ < —4r) > P(minZ <
—24), for every v > r?*/6. Therefore, a straightforward computation using again that R’ is non-

decreasing, entails that the previous display is bounded below by:

P(minZ < —24) P(minZ < —24)Q(R},,, < r**)

72+
dé 1 i « > . rr/_
2aT(1— 1)r2 /0 Q< Ri_clor /2>) 2aT(1-1)

Since R’ is an 1/a-stable subordinator, we have Q(R’,,, < r*) = Q(R} < r~*") > Q(R} < 1) which
is a positive quantity. Furthermore, it follows from the Gaussianity of Z that P(minZ < —24) > 0.
We derive that there exists a constant a > 0 (not depending on r € (0,1)) such that Q(B;) > a-r'.

Finally, to conclude the proof of the theorem, we consider the event

A

A= {|Zt — 74 <d(s, )2~ . for every s, t € [0,2] with |s — t| < r}.

Proposition 3.2 (ii) and excursion theory implies that Q(A®) < C4 - exp(—r~%) for some c4,Cq > 0
(which only depend on 7). Notice now that by construction, for every i,k € IN such that ¢;; < iz
we must have d(S;, six) < 1?11, Thus, on the event AN B;, the minimal Z label over the time interval
[Si, Ti] is smaller than Zsi —4r + (r2+’7) 11 < —2r which implies that 7, < T;. We infer that:

Q(S|,s) S2AT ) < Q(AY) +Q(Niiys) BY) exp(=r~%) + (1—a- 1)l

where to obtain the second inequality we used the independence of the B;’s and (4.13). Putting all
together, in the case & > 1 and using (4.12), we deduce that we can find two constants ¢,C > 0 (only
depending on 77), such that we have

2NT, -5
Q(/ ds 15 _ > r(z"‘_‘s)) <Cy-exp(—r™ )+ (1—a-rMl < C-exp(—r7).
O R

Since the previous display holds for every r € (0,1), this concludes the proof of the theorem. O
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4.3 Local minima of Z along branches of £

In this section, we refine Proposition 4.2 by examining the local minima of Z along “branches” of the
looptree £. This analysis culminates in Proposition 4.5 below (see Figure 17 for an illustration). In
this direction, recall the definition of Branch(s, t), for s,t € [0,1], given in (2.7) as well as its simpler
form (2.8) when either s or t equals 0.

Proposition 4.5 (Local minimum of labels along branches). The following property holds P-almost
surely: For any 0 < t; < tp < 1 with d(t1,t2) = 0 such that

Zy, = Zt, < Z; for every r € Branch(0,t) \ {#1}, (4.14)

and every € > 0, there exist t] € ((t1 —¢€) V0,t1) and th € (ta, (t2 +€) A1) pinch point times such
that:
Zy < Zy = Zy, < Zy for every r € Branch(ty,t]) \ {t1, ]}

and
Zy < Zy = Zy, < Zy for every r € Branch(ty, t5) \ {t2, 5}

Of>o

labels s
A

Figure 17: lllustration of the result of Proposition 4.5: Consider a branch in £ and stop it at
a pinch point I';(#;) when reaching a new minimum for the label along that branch. Then we
can find two blue loops on both sides “blocking” the level Z;,.

Let us describe first informally the main observations of this section before embarking into some
notation which are necessary for the proofs. For this informal discussion we argue under P. If
s,t € [0,1], by analogy with the stable tree, we refer to Il (Branch(s,t)) as the branch between
x = I (s) and y = I14(t) in L. Let us stress that this notion is consistent with the definition of £
since, as explained in Section 2.1, the set I'l;(Branch(s,t)) corresponds to the points in £ separating x
and y and thus does not depend on the precise representative s and t. It was already observed in [906,

Lemma 16 (ii)] that the process Z over a typical branch of £ evolves as a symmetric Lévy process with

index 2a — 2, see (4.16) below. In particular, the range® of Z along a typical branch has Hausdorff

5In this work we use the standard convention that the range of a function is the closure of its image.
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dimension 1 A (2« —2). Notice that when a € (1;3/2), this dimension is strictly less than 1 and so
the intersection of [17(2sz)-‘ + 1 “independent” such closed subsets is reduced to &. This heuristic
suggests that:

the process Z cannot take more than (%W + 1 times the same value on the skeleton of L.

Although we do not prove it, this fact together with Proposition 4.2 actually yield the above Propo-
sition 4.5. In general, when a € (1,2) we rather look more precisely at the set of record values along
branches. Indeed, when going along a branch in a given direction, since the process of labels evolves as
a symmetric 20 — 2 stable process, its running infimum evolves as an & — 1 stable subordinator so that
its range is of Hausdorff dimension &« — 1. The same argument as above shows that the intersection of

more than [ﬁ] + 1 such sets is reduced to &. This suggests as above that:

the running infimum process of Z along branches cannot take more than (ﬁ} + 1 times

the same value on the skeleton of L.

In order to precise this statement, which is the key ingredient in the proof of Proposition 4.5, let
us introduce some notation and intermediate results. In this direction, recall the construction of the
height process H given in Section 2.2 and in particular the notation (r) which gives a pre-image of
the ancestor of Iy (t) at height » < Hy in the stable tree 7y. Now remark that thanks to the continuity

of Z and Lemma 2.5, we get:

Corollary 4.6. The following holds P-a.s., for every t € [0,1] and 0 < r1 < rp < Hy, we have:

{Zs: &(r1) s <xCi(r2)} = {th(r) D T € [r,ml}U {th(r_) s reln, (4.15)

In particular, even though ¢&; does not parametrize Branch(0, t), the closure of the range of the
process r — Zg () covers all the labels along Branch(0, t). To simplify some arguments, recall that H
and ¢ are also defined under the measure N by scaling. Then [96, Lemma 16 (ii)] states that for every
bounded continuous function, F : D(IR;,R) — R, we have

N( /0 ’ dIF((Z,))r=0) ) = /0 AR E[F(Yn)rs0)], (4.16)

[(a)? M,Z(a—l)_

where Y is a symmetric stable processes with Lévy-Khintchine function® A +— a2l7% T(20)

Equation (4.16) has the following direct consequence for labels along branches:

Lemma 4.7. Under P, let Uy € [0,1] be uniform and independent of (X,Z). Almost surely, for any
[a,b] C [0,Hy,], the infimum of s — Zg, (s) over [a,b] is attained. Furthermore, its two-sided minima

are distinct, so the process attains its overall minimum only once.

Proof. By a standard results for symmetric stable Lévy processes, it is well known that, for any interval

[a,b] C Ry, the process Y|W’} attains its infimum. Moreover, all the local minima of Y are distinct.

The statement of the lemma is then a direct consequence of (4.16) and the scaling property. O
6Lemma 16 (ii) in [96] does not provide the explicit normalization constant a2!=# 11:((;2; . The exact value is not essential

for our study. However, we include it since it can be obtained by a straightforward integral computation.
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Let us also mention that the above statement also holds true simultaneously for all pinch point
times f instead of the uniform time U, simply because for each t pinch points times, there is a positive
probability that t < U, and this implies that (&¢(7))r=0 = (Eu, (r A Ht))r>0-

We can now introduce, under P, the necessary notation to study the intersections of the range
of the running infimum of Z along branches. Refer to Figure 18 for an illustration. Let m > 1 and
O<ti<thy<- <ty <l Forl<i<m, weset

rii=sup(t; A tj),
j#i
the largest ancestor of ¢; with another ¢;. Remark that for every 1 < i < m, the set Branch (ri,t;) \ {ri}
is the set of t € Branch(0,t;) such that f is not an ancestor of tj for every j # i. In particular, these

sets (and their projections by I1;) are disjoints. For every 1 < i < m, introduce the rcll processes
Rg?...,t,,, defined by:

Fyeesbm

Ry (0)i=Zg gy and R (r)i=Zg 40y 5 forr>0.

In words, by (4.15), the range of the process Rg?_“/tm is encoding the labels Z, for r € Branch(ri, ti) \

(i)

{ri} , when going from r; to t;. We denote the minimal record values of Rtl,...,tm by

’Rg)tm = { inf R(i)

[O,r] t1eeitm

(r): r= 0},
where we recall from Lemma 4.7 that these infima are attained, and consequently Rg?...,tm is a closed

set.

I4(t2) < Ia(ta)

I4(ty)

I14(0)

Figure 18: lllustration of (REZ') in the case m = 4.

1yeerbm ) 1<i<m

We are going to deduce Proposition 4.5 from the following result, which formalize the above

discussion:
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Proposition 4.8. Fiz m > {ﬁ} +1. Under P, let Uy, ..., Uy, be independent uniform r.v. on [0,1] also
independent of (X,Z). Then we have:

(i) _
Rul,..,,um =, almost surely.

s

i=1

Notice that the proposition does not hold simultaneously for all times ¢, ..., t,; because Z take some
same value at infinitely many (leaf)-times. However, by the same argument as the one appearing after
Lemma 4.7, it holds that P almost surely, for all pinch points times 1, ..., t;; € L such that there is

no t; X tj , we have ) jo)tm = @ ; again since for each ti,...,t; pinch points times, there is a
1<i<m
positive probability that t; < U;, for every 1 < i < m.

Proof. We work again under N since by a scaling argument it is equivalent to prove the proposition
under P or N and we fix mg := [ﬁ] + 1. For technical reasons it will be useful to consider a
homogeneous Poisson point process on IR ¢ with intensity 1 defined under the measure N, independently
of X and Z. We write 0 < 7y < 7o < - -+ for the jumping times of this Poisson point process and set
M :=#{i: 1, <o}. In particular, remark that:
N(M=>1) =N(1—exp(—0)) = 1,
(1.12)
and we get that the measure N := N(- | M > 1) is a probability measure. By comparing N and N, to

prove the proposition it suffices to prove that we have

M .
M <mg or ﬂ R(Tll)TM =@ , N-as. (4.17)
i=1

Let us prove (4.17). As we noticed after Proposition 2.1, for every i < M, the ancestor time

ri = sup(T A Tj)
J#i
is a.s. a jumping time for X. Let us introduce the looptree dangling from this loop and containing
IT4(7;). In this direction, we set s; := inf{r > r; : X, < L} and s} := inf{r > s; : X, < X, }.
Remark now that by (Az) we have s; < 7; < s/ and A, = 0 and, to simplify notation, we write X®
for the excursion

Xr(i) = Xsr — X5, 5 1 €[0,57—si].

We can use the excursion X to define a looptree exactly in the same way as in Section 2.1 which
is in fact the same as the set {u € £ : Tl(s;) < u} equipped with the restriction distance and
rooted at IT4(s;) = IT4(s!). It is then easy to see that the process R%),.“,TM — R(Ti),_",TM (0) only depends
on X and on the Brownian bridges attached to its loops. The idea now is to prove that under
the event M > mg , the sequence (X(i),’ci — Si)lgigmo is absolutely continuous with respect to a
sequence of my independent copies of (X,7;) under N(- | M = 1). Take this as granted for an

instant, and let us explain why it implies the statement of the proposition. By independence of the
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Brownian bridges conditionally on the looptree, we can then apply equation (4.16) to see that under
(i) R4

T, TM  ANTL,TM

the event M > my, the sequence (R (0))1<i<m, is absolutely continuous with respect
to a sequence of mg independent copies of the range of an (a — 1)-stable subordinator (stopped at a
random time). Moreover, conditionally on X, on M > mgy and on the times T, ..., Tp1, the variables
(R%),...TM — R(Ti),mTM (0))1<i<m, and (R(r?,...rM (0))1<i§m0 are independent. In order to see it, just remark
that under this conditioning, all the variables (R%)WTM — R%),.‘.TM (0))1<i<m, and (R”(L‘l]),...TM (0))1<i<m, are
Gaussian and a direct computation of the covariance function gives the desired independence. Now
remark that by the Gaussianity of Z conditionally on X, the quantities R@,.,_TM (0), for 1 < i < my
are a.s. all different. It follows that, when we condition on M > my, the intersection in (4.17) is
absolutely continuous with respect to the intersection of pieces of my independent ranges of (a — 1)-
stable subordinators started from an independent starting condition with different locations. It is
then a classical result of regenerative sets theory, see [72, Example 1], that since mg = [ﬁ} + 1 this
intersection is almost surely empty.

Hence, to conclude it remains to show that, on the event M > my, the sequence (X @), T, — Si)1<i<m 18
absolutely continuous with respect to a sequence of my independent copies of (X, 1) under N(- | M =
1). To this end, under N and independently of M, we introduce (X, T!);5; an iid. sequence

distributed as (X, 1) under N(- | M = 1) , and we set:

Remark now that it suffices to show that:

XD, T @ (X0, Ty, (4.18)
On the event M = 1, the identity (4.18) holds directly from the definition. We are going the general
case by induction. On the event M > 2, fix £ = 1y A T2 A --- A Ty and consider (uj,vj);>1 the

connected components of the open set {s > ¢: I;; < Xs}. Next, introduce the excursions:

X} = Xyr — Xy 5 1 €[0,07 — uj,

for every j > 1. In words, (X/);>1 are the excursions of X above the minimum after time £. We also
introduce ¢ := #{j € N : 3i € [1,M], ©; € (uj,v;)} the number of such excursions having at least
one Poissonnian mark Ty, ..., Ty, Write ji, ..., jz for the elements of {j € N : Ji € [1, M]], 7 € (u;,v;)}
in increasing order. Then classical properties of excursion theory and Poisson measures give that,
conditionally on {, the variables (X/)j<x<; with their Poissonnian marks (translated by (—u;, )1<k<c)
are i.i.d. copies of the process X marked at T, ..., Tyr under N. Remark that ¢ is not a stopping time
so to obtain this property an approximation procedure is needed. Since this a standard verification,
for example cutting at dyadic times and using that X is rcll, we leave the details to the reader. Finally

since M < o0, N-a.s ., the identity (4.18) follows by iterating the previous argument. O

We can now use Propositions 4.2 and 4.8 to derive our Proposition 4.5:
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Proof of Proposition 4.5. We argue under P. Fix 0 < t; < tp < 1 such that t; ~; tp and verifying
(4.14). To simplify notation, we set z = Z; = Z;,. Note that by time reversal (3.13), it suffices to
show that for every e € (0,t1), we can find #] € [t — & t1] such that

Zy <z < Z for every r € Branch(ty, t7) \ {t1,#1}.
In this direction, fix ¢ € (0,f), and let

Trunk := U {fs(u) :0<u<1, st. f5(u) <h},

sty
Ns>0

which informally corresponds (after closure and inside £) to the left side of the trunk linking I'T;(0) to
IT;(t1). For £ € [0, t1], we set ry := sup{s € Trunk : s < ¢}. By our assumption (4.14), we know that
Zs > z as soon as s < t1. If there exists s € Trunk N [f; — ¢, 1] such that Zs; < z then, since for every
jump time t of X the pinch point times of £;(]0,1]) are dense in £;([0,1]), without loss of generality we
can assume that s is a pinch point time and we infer from the definition of Trunk that we can directly
take t] = s. It remains to treat the case Z > z on Trunk N [t; — ¢, £1], and we make this assumption
for the rest of the proof.

labels
A

Figure 19: lllustration of the proof of Proposition 4.5. Left: finding a time #] corresponds to
finding a loop (in orange on the figure) blocking level z = Z;, i.e. having both values strictly
larger and smaller than z. Right: if such blocking loops cannot be found on the branch from
t1 to 0, then by Proposition 4.2 we can find myg distinct sub-looptrees (in blue in the figure)
going from a level strictly above z to strictly below z. By Proposition 4.8, one of them must

possess such a blocking loop.

Now, recall from Proposition 4.2 that the time t; cannot be a left minimal record of the process
Z. This combined with the fact that pinch-point times are dense, implies that for my = (ﬁ] +1,
we can find t] —e < {1 < -+ <y, < t; such that:

o {1,..., 4y, are pinch point times,
(] Zgi < z,

o the values r,, 14, ..., 1y, are all distinct and are elements of Trunk N [t — ¢t
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(i)

. i . . ..
One can then consider the processes R R 1 <1 < myg, as above and the associated minimal records
seemg

Rg) o » 1 < i< mp, must all cross the value z by construction. If such a crossing is made by a jump,
-

(i)
fl,...,gmo )
1 < i < mg, which is impossible by Proposition 4.8 and the remark just after it. ]

we have found a ] as desired. Otherwise, the value z is common to the myg closed sets R

5 The two points function and local minima of Z on loops

We continue our investigation of local minima of Z and prove in this section that, under P, we have:

- the sets I'l;(LeftRec) N Loops and IT;(RightRec) N Loops are dense in Loops,

-ifa e [%,2) the set of local right minimal values of Z that happen on a loop and the set of local
left minimal values of Z that happen on a loop are disjoint, whereas if « € (1, %) they almost

surely intersect.

See Proposition 5.8 for a precise statement. These properties will play a crucial role when identifying
the topology of & as being that of the Sierpinski carpet in the dilute phase and when studying the
behavior of simple geodesics (namely the fact that they bounce on the faces of S). The proof is based
on a covering argument due to Shepp [(1] which has already been used in the study of increase points
of Lévy processes by Bertoin [16] and later in the study of random maps [22, Lemma 29] or [52,
Lemma 14]. Tt crucial relies on the computation of the constant N(infZ < —1) which appeared in
Corollary 4.1, specifically we prove that N(supZ > 1) = @ in Proposition 5.4. This computation
is based on an integral equation satisfied by the function defined for every (A, x) € Ry x R by

wp(x) = N(1 —exp(—A0) Lsup z<x)- (5.1)

This analysis is of independent interest and in particular, (5.1) characterizes the joint law of
(sup Z,0) under N, which can be related to the distance in S between two typical points (see Propo-

sition 7.1 and equation (7.18) below). For this reason we refer to (5.1) as the two-point function.

5.1 An equation for the two-point function

We start studying the function (5.1). We stress that when x < 0, we simply have w,(x) = co. Also
note that, when A = 0, we have wy(x) = N(sup Z > x) and, by dominated convergence and (1.12),
it holds

lim w) (x) = N(1 — exp(—Ac)) = A%,

X—r00
The goal of this section is to prove that w,(x) satisfies an integral equation from which we can
compute wp(x). As we will be dealing with many variants of Brownian motions and Bessel processes,
in the following two sections, it will be convenient to denote the canonical process on C(Ry,R) by
(Bt ot > 0), and we will endow this space with various probability measures. Namely, for every

x € R (resp. x € R% ), the probability measure IP, (resp. IPJ<(V>) is the law of a Brownian motion (resp.
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(s)

Bessel process with index” v) started from x. We also write Py’ for the law of a Brownian motion

(s)

with lifetime s > 0 starting from x, as well as IPy”,, for the law of a Brownian bridge with lifetime
s > 0 starting from x and ending at y; where by convention under ]Pgiy we take By = y for every
t > s. Specifically, this section is devoted to the proof of the following result:

Theorem 5.1 (The two-point function). For every (A, x) € Ry x R% we have

/Ooo S/xd—fl IE(()Sio [1 — swy (x) — exp ( - /Os du wy (x + Bu)” = —M/\, (5.2)

where the integral is well-defined.

This result is later used in the case A = 0 to prove Proposition 5.4. The previous theorem
is reminiscent of the connection between the Brownian motion indexed by the Brownian tree — or
Brownian snake — and differential equations, see [36]. In this case, the analog of w) (x) was computed
exactly in [55, Lemma 6 & 7] in the Brownian case (which morally corresponds to the limit & — 2)

by showing that x +— N(l — exp(—)\(f)lsupz<x) is solution to

1
Ew”(x) =2w?(x) — A in (0,00) with w(0) = co and w(c0) = V/A/2.
A similar study of Brownian motion indexed by the stable tree (as opposed to the stable looptree
here) has recently been done [10]. The equation (5.2) can be understood informally by exploring the

underlying looptree infinitesimally: under N “the first loop” encountered has a length s “distributed”

according to the Lévy measure (1.11) given by i’f%g:}‘g Sffl. Then the Markov property (Corollary 3.6)

states that the looptrees (with labels shifted by the values at their root) attached to this loop form a
Poisson process with intensity 1 xe[O,s]dXN' Conditionally on s, and neglecting the rest of the looptree,
since the label of the loop is given by a Brownian bridge of length s, an application of the exponential

formula for Poisson process shows that conditionally on s we have:

exp(—A0) Lsyp z<x = ]E((fio [exp ( — /OS duw,(x+ Bu)>].

This explains the appearance of the corresponding term in (5.2). The proof is however more subtle

since delicate compensations are involved. Let us first gather some useful properties of w,.
Lemma 5.2. Fiz A > 0. The following properties hold.
(i) The function x — wy(x) is in C*((0,00),R).

(ii) The function

® ds _(s) §
xn—>/0 Sa+1]E0_>0[1—swA(x)—exp(—/() duw)‘(x—kBu))}

is well-defined on (0,00), in the sense that the integral is absolutely convergent, and continuous.

"Beware, there are several ways to parametrize Bessel processes, according to their parameter a, their index v, or
their dimension d. These are related via the formulas d =24+ 1 and v =a — % and they are (locally) solutions to the
stochastic differential equation

dX; = —dt + dW;,
Xt

where W is a standard Brownian motion. See [124, Chapter XI].
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Proof. (i) The case A = 0 follows directly from scaling, which gives wy(x) = x 2N(sup Z > 1), and
the fact that N(sup Z > 1) € (0,00) by Corollary 4.1. Next, for a fixed positive value of x, note that

A = wy(x) is of class C® on (0,00), since by dominated convergence, we have:

9"w; (x)

S = (=1)""'N (0" exp(—A0) Lsup z<x)-

Scaling properties under the measure N yield w) (x) = x 2w, 2. (1). As a consequence, we conclude
that w) (x) is also of class C* in the variable x € (0, 00).
(ii) Fix A > 0 and x > 0, and observe that the integral expression

/Ooo sflf“(l — 5w (x) — exp(—sw, (x)))

o

is absolutely convergent, and a direct computation gives that it equals —T'(—a)w,(x)%, so that it is

continuous in x. Therefore, to obtain (ii), it is enough to show that the integral

/000 %(exp (—swa(x)) _IE(()S—)m[eXP (— /OS duwy(x + Bu))])

is also absolutely convergent and continuous in the variable x. By dominated convergence, this will

be entailed by proving that, for every compact set K C (0,00), we have:
S
exp (—swy(x)) — ]E(()sl>0 [exp (— /0 duwy(x+ Bu))} = Ox(1A8?),

where this notation means that the left-hand side divided by 1 A s? is uniformly bounded in absolute
value for s > 0 and x € K. Since the left-hand side is clearly bounded by 1 in absolute value, it
suffices to show that it is Og (SZ). To obtain this bound, note that by scaling and standard properties

of Brownian bridges, it follows that:

i (sup 81> 1) =Pl (sup 51> 570) <arewp () = 0xt)

for some universal constants c1,cy; > 0. Therefore, we can write:
exp (—swy(x)) — lEéiO {exp (- /OS duw, (x + Bu))}
—exp (= swa (1)) B [1-exp (= [ du (wa(x+ B) —wa(x) )]
—exp (= swa (1)) B[ (1-exp (= [ du (wa(x+ B) = 0(x))) ) Lup o< | + Ol

By (i), we may Taylor expand w) (x + By,) — wy(x) = w)(x)By + Sr(x, B,) B2, where the remainder
term S)(x,y) is a bounded function on {(x,y) : x € K, |y| < x/2}. Using the fact that 1 —e ¥ =
y+ O(y?) for y in a compact neighborhood of 0, we then write, on the event {sup |B| < x/2},

1—exp ( — /OS du (wy(x + By) — wA(x)))) = /Os wh (x)B,du + /OS Sx(x, B,)B2du + Ok (s?).
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Taking expectations, and using the fact that IE(()SLO[BZ] < u, we obtain:

B0 [ (1—exp ([ du (e + B -0r(9)) ) L]

s
2
= ’LUS\(X)]E((]ZO |:‘/O Budu]lsup ‘B|<%:| —+ OK(S )
By symmetry, the last expectation vanishes, and this completes the proof of the lemma. O

Let us continue our way towards (5.2), and introduce some more notation. Fix ¢ > 0, and, working

(6) (0)

under the measure N, write s;/,...,s M, for the elements of

{t > 0: A; > £ such that Ay < £ for every s < t}

in increasing order. Alternatively, these can be defined as the finite elements in the sequence of
stopping times (sl@),i > 1) defined inductively by ng) =inf{t > 0: Ay > ¢}, and then, for i > 1, by

setting

0) 0)

L X=Xy, s\ = inf{t >t

10— inf{t > s o W

At>€}

We also introduce the set

In words, the image by Il; of the complement of A corresponds to the looptree obtained after
removing from £ all the loops with size larger than ¢ as well as all their descendants. In order to
encode the latter and the associated labels we reparametrize it. In this direction, we let T'¥) be the

right-inverse of ¢t +— fot dsl g 40, and set
(x{",2\") = (X0, Z.), fort=0.
t t

Notice that Z(©) can also be defined as a Gaussian process, by adapting the construction of Z from
X, but using the process X® instead. Furthermore, we claim that under N, the process X® is the

excursion of a Lévy process with Laplace exponent

l
= r(za_a)ﬁ(”‘l)/\ + F(itx) /o (exp(—Ar) —1+ )Lr);;‘.
Indeed, working first under the probability distribution Q and applying the strong Markov property
at the stopping times SZ@, tlm, we see that X(¥) is a version of the process X, where the jumps of size
> { have been trimmed, and the computation of the Laplace exponent ¢, follows from the Lévy-Ito
representation of an a-stable Lévy process from a Poisson point measure, by restricting the latter to
atoms of size < £. Details are left to the reader, a similar discussion in the context of Lévy trees can
be found in [2, Proposition 1.1]. In particular, if we write oy for the lifetime of X under N, we have
N(1 —exp(—Amy)) = %—1 (A), by [17, Theorem 1, Chapter VII]. As a consequence, note that:

o — 3 —(XZ
N(or) = (¢7)(0) = (= DI, N(@?) = (97)'(0) = E- DT s 5
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Moreover, conditionally on (X(E), Z (f)), the variable My is a Poisson random variable with intensity

U/"" dr . =
CJo T(=a)rite ~ "ol (=a)’

and therefore we have

a—1 a—1

N(My) = , NM?) = — . 5.4
( 5) al ( Z) 062(2—06)5 ( )
The next lemma establishes that Z() is in a sense small as £ — 0.
Lemma 5.3. For every 6 > 0, we have:
N(sup |Z)| > £279) = o(¢). (5.5)

We stress that (5.5) is not sharp, and we could use the same proof to obtain that N(sup |Z(¥)| >
0279) = o(£°) for any exponent ¢ > 0.

Proof. We first notice that it suffices to prove the one-sided estimate N(sup Z(©) > ¢ %*‘5) = 0(¥), since
Z() and —Z) have the same law. By scaling, we have N(sup Z(©) > (179) = (7N (sup 21 > ¢9)
and it suffices to establish that:

N(sup 2 > £79) = o(¢?).

The idea is to control different events involving sup Z (1) in terms of the excursion lengths 0y and o,
disintegrate with respect to the latter, and use the stretched-exponential controls on sup Z under P
derived in Proposition 3.2. Fix 1 € (0,2a0). We first write

N(sup ZM > £79) = N(oy > £7) + N(sup Z) > 079,07 < £71), (5.6)

and study each term separately. First, since N(1 —exp(—Ac1)) = ¢; (1), and since ¢ is of class C®
on IR, it follows that N((Ti“) < oo for every n > 1. Thus, by the Markov inequality, we deduce that

N(oy > £71) = N(of > £7") < "IN(o]).

By choosing 1 large enough, we obtain that N (o7 > £77) = 0(¢?). Let us now consider the remaining

term in (5.6). Since, conditionally on (X(l),Z(l)), the variable M; is Poisson with mean we

(%1
al(—a)
have:

N(sup ZM > 070,00 <071 = N(lsupZ(1)>€*5:ﬂ'Ul§€7'7 exp (

-
ucF(iuc) ) ]lMlzo)
=
S exp (m)N(ﬂsupz<1>>zfé]lm<£*"ﬂMFO)-

Now, since (Z(1),07) = (Z,7) on the event {M; = 0}, we infer that the previous display is bounded
above by:
exp ( i IN(supZ > (7,0 < ")
P al (—a) P T '
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Moreover, by scaling and disintegration with respect to o we have:

ak
N(supZ>£‘5;U<€’7):11)/ o
0 v

r i N(”)(supZ > (7°)
14 — «

. 1 e do L5
_M/O EP(SUPZ>U 2"‘6 )

2 s [T
:1“(17—%% /4%70_ duu-P(supZ > u).

Finally, by (i) in Proposition 3.2, we can find positive, finite constants B,c’,C" such that, for every

£ > 0, the previous display is bounded above by C’ exp(—c’f‘ﬁ(‘s_”/ 2“)). Since 17 < 2«4, this implies
N(sup ZM) > 070,00 < €71) = 0(£?),
completing the proof of the lemma. O
We finally derive the integral equation (5.2).

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We fix A > 0. For every ¢,y > 0, consider the quantity

[e9) dS s S
If)(y) = "‘”‘/Z Sa+1]E(()lo[1_eXP(_/0 d“wA(y+Bu))] € [01].

Notice that we can rewrite ])(f) (y) as follows:

o ® ds (s 5
])(f)(y) = m&‘h(y) ‘H"W/Z SHHE(()lo [1 —swy(y) —exp ( _/0 du w)\(y—kB,,))} .

Therefore, by Lemma 5.2 (ii), if y is restricted to a compact subset K of (0, 00), it holds that:

() o w [T ds i) ’ "
1) = Sgton) + et |- [1—swa(y) —exp (= [ duwa(y+Bu))] +ox()

= Ok(0). (5.7)

As before, the subscript K in the 0, O notation above means that it is uniform in y € K.
We now fix x > 0 in the rest of this proof, and observe that the desired integral equation (5.2) is

equivalent to

e w=1 g T(2-a)

%1—%6 (wa(x) - 7 (x) = Pl (5.8)
(0) (£)

Recall now the notation s;”,...,s M, and for every i < My, introduce the process

describing the labels Z as one circles around the loop encoded by the jump time sl(g), shifted by their
(£)

value at s;’. Note that conditionally on As(g), this process is a Brownian bridge with duration As(z).

1

i

We also let (u;,0;;)jen be the connected components of the open set {t € [sl@,t(@] D Xe > Lo t}:
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these intervals describe the looptrees grafted on the latter loop. Precisely, we encode the positions,

encodings and labelings of these looptrees by introducing the quantities x™/ := Xs(g) - qu. and

Lj . _ L. _
Xt - X(ui,j+t)/\vi,j - Xui/]. and Zt - Z(ui,j+t)/\vi,j - Zui/]. 7 fOI‘ t 2 0, .
We also let o'/ = v;j — ujj. Now notice that w 2(x) equals

= N(1 - exp(—)ur) supZ<x)

N<1 —exp( /\0’5 Z Z /\UJJ —10g( SUP(,ij ,]]Z<x))))

i= l]G]N

Z,ij=Z (1) +Bi(x") N(l exp( At IZZUGZ]N (AU ‘o8 (ﬂsuplej<xfB"(xl'])7Zs(‘f>))))' (5.9)

1

It is now a consequence of the strong Markov property at times SZ@) and tff) that conditionally on oy,
My, and (ZS@,AS ,B;) for 1 < i < My, the point measures

t.= Z(Sxi,jlxi,jlzi,j, 1 < i < Mf/
jeJ

are independent Poisson point measures with intensities

ﬂxe[ ]de(d(X,Z)) P 1 < i < Mg .

b
1

An application of the Laplace functional formula for Poisson measures shows that (5.9) can be written

in the form:
N(l—exp — Aoy — / duw,(x — Bi(u )—Z(O)))-

Now note that conditionally given oy, Mg,Z for 1 < i < My, the random variables (ASW’BZ') are

1

i.i.d. with common distribution af*s=*~ 1dslls>gIP(() lo(db) Hence, we may integrate with respect to

these variables and rewrite the preceding expression as:

N(l —exp(—Aoy) ﬁ (tx@”‘ /;o adil]E(()lo [exp / duwy(x — B, — Zs,“)))D>
= N(l — exp(—/\og) ﬁ (1 - ])(f)(x — Z;z))))
i=1 l
N(1 (1= exp(-Ao) TT (1= 1 (= Z,0)))) +o(0) (510)

i=1
where we used Lemma 5.3 in the second equality, for some ¢ that we choose in (0,1 —«/2), and where

the 0(¢) term is uniform in x € (0,00). Using 0 < e ¥ — (1 —y) < y? for y > 0, we obtain that this is
equal to

(]lsup\z ‘<47—0(1_exp —Aoy — ZIA x—7 ,)))—FR(E x) +o(f) (5.11)
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where the remainder satisfies, for fixed x > 0,

Rt 2N(1 0 2,07) ot ~ 00,
due to (5.7) and (5.4).

Now note that, by (ii) in Lemma 5.2 and (5.7), we have

I3 Ge) = 117 () = = wh (x) +o(4),

as £ — 0, where the remainder term is uniform over the choice of 7 € (—¢1/27%,¢1/2=%) Hence, by

developing the exponential in (5.11), we obtain:

wA(x):N<IL 1.<1—exp — Aoy — Z]A x—Z )))—i—o(ﬁ)

sup|Z(€)|<€77‘5

M, My
(e o)« ez,
i=1 '

+o N(Mg)é“) +O(N(M2) (3%

M,
Using the fact that N( Y ZS(@ | oy, Mg) = 0 by symmetry of the law of ZS(/), and that the remainder
i=1 % i

terms are o(£*~1) by (5.4), we finally obtain:

wy (x) = N(1-exp (-~ (A+m 10 @))er) ) + o)

-1
=97 (M gt @) +ole )
- -1
_T2-x) . %) ot (r+ %‘2 " 10 () +o(e+7)
and (5.8) follows. O

5.2 Computation of N(supZ > 1)

We now use Theorem 5.1 in the case A = 0 to deduce that:

Proposition 5.4. For x > 0, we have

N Z 21 -1
wo(x) =N(supZ > x) = (su;;z ) = “(D;xz ) (5.12)

The proof of the above proposition heavily relies on exact computations involving Bessel and
hypergeometric functions. We start with a lemma which can be understood as a variation on the

well-known absolute continuity relations between Brownian motion and Bessel processes (see [124,
Exercise XI1.1.22]).
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Lemma 5.5. Let a <b < x and £ > 0. Then, for every ¢ > 0 we have:

w0 o (= [ oot | = e o (- ety (et

where v = 8;“ and I, stands for the modified Bessel function of the first kind with index v:

2/4)
L) = (3) Zk'l‘v+k+1) 2R

Proof. By translation invariance of Brownian motion, it is enough to establish the lemma in the case

0 =a < b < x. Now, note that by monotone convergence, we have

Eé@b[exp(—c/oé(B;ifx)z)} = hrn]Eélb[exp(—c/ogg(B;i_rx)Z)]

e 4 (b— By,
- E%E()[QXP(_C/O (Bufx)Z)p(m(ff )]

where p;(x) = (27tt)"1/2 exp(—x?/2t) stands for the one-dimensional Gaussian density function. Let

us perform the computation of the previous display. Using again the invariance by translation of

Brownian motion and the absolute continuity relations between Brownian motion and the Bessel

processes (see [124, Exercise XI.1.22]), we infer that:
= du pe(b—By_¢) v/ x \Fape(b+x— B
riop (e [ ) MU Bds, <) B
0 p 0 (Bu+x)2 p[(b) T,x>f € X Bt_g pg(b) T[)>é €
where v = % is the index of the Bessel process on the right-hand side (equivalently, dimension

d = 2v +2) starting from x > 0, and as usual T, = inf{t > 0: B; = z}. Notice that since ¢ > 0 we
have v > 1/2 so under IPJ<CV> the process B never touches 0 and the indicator function in the right-hand
side of the previous display is superfluous (it is also superfluous in the left-hand side since the integral
a.s. diverges on the event when B touches —x). If we write

P (B, € dy)

(v) _
(x’y) - dy

Pt

{v)

for the density function of the one-dimensional marginals of the canonical process under Py /, then we

obtain

l—e vts
) B 445512447 _ /f 2pe(b+x—y)
By o | exp ( /0 (x—I—Bu)) =lim [ dyp () <y> pe(b)

and by an easy dominated convergence argument, the latter converges as ¢ — 0 to

Py (x,x+b)
pe(b)
The desired result now follows using the explicit expression of Bessel densities that can be found in
[124, Chapter XI.1 p.446]. O]
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We can now proceed with the proof of (5.4).

Proof of Proposition 5.4. For simplicity, we let ¢ := c(a) = N(sup Z > 1). We first use Theorem 5.1

with A = 0 together with Proposition 4.1 to deduce that, for every x > 0, the function wy(x) = 5

x2

© dt _m ct B cdu B

We fix x = 1 henceforth. By Lemma 5.5, we have

R eli-a-y e () -o
8c+1

where v = ¥=-= and [, is the modified Bessel function with index v. We now perform the change of
variables s = 1/t to get that:

/0°° dse—ssi-1/2 (MS) _ \/z% (1 - D) = 0. (5.14)

It is not obvious at first that the integral on the left hand-side is well-defined. However, since & € (1,2)

satisfies:

and v > 1/2, the function I, is continuous with I,,(0) = 0 and the integral is well-defined in the vicinity

of 0. On the other hand, the asymptotic properties of Bessel functions are that, when s — oo,

and (4v% —1)/8 is precisely c. Therefore, as s — oo,

o Sgh— 1/2(1V( s) — ;;S (1—§>> :O(S3l_“>,

which is integrable near co. To evaluate the integral in (5.14), we observe that it is equal to

: « us g — 1/2 e _E
11}?11 ; dse” <Iv() \/%(1 s))'

which comes from a dominated convergence argument, that is easily justified using the above asymp-

totic properties of I,. Now, for every fixed u > 1, we can split the above integral into

oclful rx27u 1)
/dse ””‘1/211, /ds +c/ ds

—Us Jx— F(IX) CF(D‘_ 1)
s G~ e e 19

On the other hand, the value of the above Laplace-type transform involving I, is known and equals

sl g (S 1 6.10

2y Ve L/2T (v 4 1) V41 "2

where F;(a,b;c;z) is a hypergeometric function (we drop the indices in the sequel and simply write

F = ,F), as defined in [7]. The problem in letting u | 1 in the latter expression is that (for real
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parameters a, b, ¢) the analytic function F(a, b; c; z) diverges at its radius of convergence z = 1 whenever

c—a—1b<0,as it is the case here. By [7, Corollary 2.3.3] we can rewrite (we let z = 1/u?):
v+a+1/2 v4+a+3/2
(5
v+1
1/2 3/2
T(v+1)[(—a) F( B i Z)
r(vfa;rl/Z)r(vfaELB/2> a+1
TNy yep((
1—v<v+zx+1/2)l—~<v+a¢+3/2> 1—u
2 2

v—a+1/2 v—a+3/2
;1 — z> .

Since the function z — F(a,b;c;z) is analytic in {|z| < 1}, and F(a,b;¢;0) = 1, this form allows to
deduce that, as z T 1,

v+a+1/2 v+a+3/2
F( 2 4 2 'Z>
v+1

A B (v +1)(—a) .
= A—z2r Ta=od (a2 (a2 +0((1=2)"")
_ A B 2/ 2T (v + 1T (—w) L O((1— 22,

(1—z)8  (1—2z)a1 VaT(v—a+1/2)
for some real constants A, B that can be made explicit. In the second line, we rewrote the constant
term using the Gauss duplication formula for the Gamma function. Otherwise said, using (5.15) and
the following displayed expression, the integral in (5.14) is equal to the limit as z T 1 of an expression

of the form
A B’ Fv+a+1/2)I(—a)

1z  (1—2p1 212/ (v—a+1/2)

for some constants A’, B’. A (tedious) computation shows that A’ = B’ = 0, but we can also argue

+0((1-2)"),

that if this were not the case, then the above expression would not have a finite limit as z 17 1, and

this would be a contradiction. Putting things together, we finally obtain that

“ —s.u—1/2 _ e’ _ ¢ _ T(V_‘_D‘ + 1/2)1_‘(_“) _
/0 dse®s (L,(s) s <1 s)) _2“+1/2ﬁf(v—a+1/2) -

Since &« € (1,2) and v > 1/2 > 0, this can only happen if the denominator explodes, namely, if
v—a+1/2€{0,—1,-2,...}, and the only possible value is in fact 0, giving

1 42 —1 -1
v:(x—i and c= V8 :uc(zxz ),

as wanted. O

5.3 Records of Z on loops

Our goal now is to use (5.4) to study the local minima of Z on loops. More precisely, we aim to

establish the properties stated at the beginning of the section. In this direction, we start with the
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ideal model made of the process (X, Z) under the law Q as described in Section 3.3. Next, we consider
the associated excursions of (X, Z) above the running infimum X. Namely, we let (a;,b;);en be the

connected components of {t > 0: X; > I}, and:

gi = —1,1.

1

’ Xi = X(a+t)np; — Xa;  and Zf = Z(g )0l — Loy £20,
for i € IN. By excursion theory, the point measure

P = Z (Sf,',Xi,Zi’ (517)

i€eIN
is a Poisson measure with intensity 1,50d¢ ® N(dXdZ), independent of the Brownian motion by of
the “infinite loop”. To keep a picture in mind, the reader can informally think of the looptree coded
by (Xi, Zi) as glued at position ¢; on the “infinite loop” coded by IR,. We shall be interested in times
t which are left minimal record times of Z and which happen on the infinite loop attached to time 0.

More precisely, we consider the set
P := {bo(t) : such that by(¢;) + inf Z' > by(t) for every i € N with 0 < 4; < t}, (5.18)

and we stress that the times f > 0 here only parametrize the infinite loop and not the whole process

(X, Z), and we refer to Figure 20 for an illustration.

Proposition 5.6. Under Q, the set — % is distributed as the range of a stable subordinator of index
2 —«.

Proof. Since we are looking at values which are in particular running minimal values for by, we can
first gather the contribution by excursions of by above its running infimum. To this end, we consider

(Sk, tx)k>1 an indexation of the connected components of the open set {t > 0: bo(t) > %\tf]bo}. To fix

notation, write bf(t) :=bo((sg +t) A tx) —bo(sx), for £ > 0, and introduce the quantity
My :=inf {bo(&) + infZ' : l; € [Sk, tk]} —bO(Sk).
The reason to define these variables is that the set & can be rewritten in the form:

B =R_ \ G (bo(Sk) ; bo(Sk) + Mk). (5.19)
k=1

We will obtain the desired result by examining the point measure:

Y Oy (s, (5.20)
k>1

In this direction remark that, for z > 0, by properties of Poisson random measures we have:

tk
P(My < —z|B) = 1—exp<— dyN(ian<—(z—l—bo(y)—bo(sk))))
Sk
_ =Sk a(a—1)
Cor. 4.1 &?Prop. 5.4 1= xp < N /0 dym“w) ' (5'21)
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Figure 20: A simulation of a Brownian motion (in blue) and its running infimum process
(in orange). The trace is decorated with red slits which happen at time #; and extend over
[inf Z' 4 By; B, + sup Z']. We are interested in the set of values % (in green on the left)
which correspond to the coordinates of the points (t, B) which are visible from the left, i.e.

not blocked by a red slit: a few examples are shown in light green.

Recall now that the excursion measure of B reflected above its infimum is 2n(de), where n is the
1t6 measure of positive excursions of Brownian motion. It follows by excursion theory that the measure

(5.20) is a Poisson point measure with intensity 1;>odtu(dz), where y is the measure with support on

R, defined by: o
1((z,00)) = /2n(de) (1 —exp ( —/0 dy%)) (5.22)

here o(e) stands for the lifetime of the excursion e. Let us compute the latter expression. To simplify

notation, we write c(a) := a(a — 1)/2. First, we note that:

@ cla)dy N _ 79 c(a) 7 c(a)dy
1—exp(—/0 (ey—{—z)z) N /0 ds (es—f—z)zexp(_/s (ey—l—z)z)'
Now we use Bismut’s decomposition of the Brownian excursion [124, Theorem 4.5, Chap. XII, p502]
G “© c(a)dy
‘l/l((Z,OO)) = 2/n(de)/0 dSmGXp(-L ( n ) >
© da To y
= 2¢(a) /0 @t +Z)2]Ea [exp ( - /0 )

)
= 2c(a) /OOO %Ewrz[exp( /TZ e )}

70

to obtain:



where T, = inf{t > 0 : B; = z}. The computation of the expectation inside the above integral is

standard. Specifically, an application of It6’s formula entails that the process

a4+z\""! ( ala—1) [N ds)
M; = ex —7/ —
t (BtATZ> P 2 Jo B

is a local martingale (for the filtration generated by B). Since, it is bounded above by (

w)zxfl

: , We

infer from the optional sampling theorem and letting t — oo that

oo (- [ - ()

y

We conclude that:
2c(e) 1 wa—1

p(ze0)) = =2 2 =

Recalling (5.19), our proposition is now a direct consequence of Shepp’s covering theorem, as it appears
in [61, Corollary 1] or more explicitly in [18, Theorem 7.2], which states that the set (5.19) is the range

of a stable subordinator of index 2 — a. O

Since the range of a (2 — a)-stable subordinator contains arbitrarily small values, by invariance
by translation and an obvious symmetry, the previous result shows that local left (or right) minimal
record of Z are actually dense within loop times under Q. We complete this picture by showing that

there are no two-sided records on loops:
Lemma 5.7. Q-a.s., for every ¢ > 0 we have {t > 0 :by({;) +infZ' > by(t),Vl; € [t —¢,t + €]} = @.

Proof. First remark that by Brownian motion’s invariance by translation, combined with the fact that
P is a Poisson measure with intensity 1;>0dt ® N(dXdZ) and the density of rational numbers, it
suffices to establish that, for every € > 0, the set

{t>0:bo(¢;) +infZ' > B,V € [0, +¢]} (5.23)

is empty Q-a.s. To this end fix ¢ > 0 and, as in the previous proof, write (s, tx)x>1 for an indexation
of the connected components of the open set {t > 0: bo(t) > infg, bo}. Since the point 0 is regular
recurrent for by(t) — infi; bo, t > 0, we infer that any time in (5.23) must be of the form sy, for some

k > 1. Now remark that a point s, for k > 1, belongs to (5.23) if and only if the quantity
My (e) == inf {bo({;) +inf Z' : £; € [sy, (sx +€) A ]} —bo(sy)

is non negative. Lastly, with the notation of the previous lemma, an application of excursion theory

gives:

Q[ X twono] =2 [t [atacjenp (~ [ a1,

k=1

The previous display is null since [, dy e, 2 = o0, n(de)-a.e. This implies that the set (5.23) is empty

and concludes the proof. ]
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We now use the ideal model under Q to deduce the analog result under P:
Proposition 5.8 (Records on loops). P-almost surely, the following properties hold:
(i) the sets LeftRec NI1;!(Loops) and RightRec NIT,!(Loops) are dense in IT;'(Loops);
(ii) LeftRec NRightRec NIT;!(Loops) is empty;

(iii) if « € [3/2,2) then Z is injective on (LeftRec URightRec) NIT;!(Loops) whereas when & < 3/2,
we can find times 0 < t < t' < 1 belonging to H;l(LOOpS) which are not identified in the looptree
but for which

Zy=Zy = inf Z.
L]
Proof. Asusual, we are going to establish the statement of the proposition under the excursion measure
N, the desired result under P then follows directly by scaling. Let ¢ > 0 and T a (F})=0-stopping
time taking values in {s > 0: As; > ¢} — if this set is empty we take T = oo by convention. Under
N(:|T < o0, A7), recall the definition of N7 := 'Zﬂ\ldxu',xi,zi given in (3.16), and set:
ie !

Pl .= Z 5XT_Xlli,Xi,Zf
i€EN, Xy, >Xr—Ar
and Br(t) := Zg(t1/a7) — Zey(0), for t € [0,A7]. We can now apply the Markov property, as stated
in Corollary 3.6, and Proposition 3.3 to deduce that under N(:|T < oo, Ar), the measure P! is a
Poisson point measure with intensity 19 5,)(#)dtN(dXdZ) and that the process Br haw law ]P(()A_Zg (dB).
Moreover, PITT and Bt are independent since we have conditioned on Ar. Now remark that the set

{ZfT(r) : 7 € (0,1/2] such that ZfT(r) = se{f&g\)ﬂﬂr” Zs}

is exactly
Ze0) {BT(t) : t € (0,A7/2] such that Br(¢;) +inf Z' > Br(t) for every i € N with ¢; < t},

where, by analogy with the notation under Q, we write ¢; := Xt — X,,,. By absolute continuity
of the Brownian bridge over [0,A7r/2] and the fact that the range of the 2 — a stable subordinator
contains arbitrarily small values, we deduce from Proposition 5.6 that there exist left-local minima of
Z belonging to fr([0,1]) arbitrarily close to fr(0). By translation invariance of Brownian motion and
Brownian bridge, the argument extends to any point fr(r), for fixed r € [0,1] and proves that LeftRec
is dense within fr([0,1]). The same absolute continuity argument together with Lemma 5.7 shows
that there are no two-sided records of Z in fr([0,1]). Since € can be taken as close to 0 as wanted,
this gives points (i) for LeftRec and (ii). But point (i) for RightRec follows directly from the analog
result for LeftRec and the invariance by time reversal (3.13).
Let us move on to the third point. In this direction, under N(-|T < oo, A7), remark that

{z - 30r') € 01/4) x (1/4,1/2] such that 2 = Zy ) = Zyey = inf Z}
T(r)AT(T
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can be written as the intersection of:
{BT(t) . t € [0,Ar/4) such that By(¢;) +infZ' > Br(t) for every i € N with t < ¢; < AT/4}
and
{BT(t) . t € (Ar/4,A1/2] such that Br(¢;) +inf Z' > Br(t) for every i € N with Ar/4 < £; < t},

shifted again by Z¢ ). Since, under Q and by Proposition 5.6 combined with classical results from
regenerative set theory (see [72, Example 1]), the intersection of two independent copies of —% is
the range of a (3 — 2a)-stable subordinator when o < 3/2 and empty otherwise, we infer from the
translation invariance of Brownian motion that the intersection is non-empty if and only if & < 3/2.
Here, we again use the fact that the range of a stable subordinator contains arbitrarily small values.
Since this holds for every ¢ > 0, we deduce statement (iii) when a € (1,3/2). For the remainder
of the proof, we assume that a« € [3/2,2). As the argument parallels the previous cases, we omit
some details. First, note that by re-rooting invariance (3.12), it suffices to show that for every set of
rational numbers p1, pa, py, p5 in (0,1) with p; < p2 and p} < p), and jumping times £, ¢ of X such
that f;(p2) < fy(p}), the process Z does not take the same value on

f:((p1, p2)) N (LeftRec U RightRec) and  fy((p], p3)) N (LeftRec U RightRec).

To this end, consider a second (F})s>o-stopping time T’ taking values in the set {s > 0: Ay > €} such
that either T" = T (to handle the case t = ) or T’ is measurable with respect to Xy ¢ (p,) — X (p,)
for t > 0 (to apply the Markov property and treat the case t # t'). Using the above arguments, we
infer that the set

{Zu RS fT<(p1,p2)) ﬂR} N {Zu T ue€e fT/((pll,plz)) ﬁ’R/},

where R, R’ € {LeftRec, RightRec}, is absolutely continuous with respect to two (pieces of) ranges
of independent (2 — «)-stable subordinators (excluding the origin), each shifted by a random variable
independent of the ranges. Hence, since 2- (2 —a) < 1 when a € [3/2,2), this intersection is empty
almost surely by [72, Example 1]. Point (iii) for & € [3/2,2) now follows letting ¢ — 0. O

6 Neighborhood of the point with minimal label along the spine

The goal of this section is to derive a technical estimate for the process (X,Z), which will later be
translated into a geometric estimate for typical points along geodesics in the scaling limits of random
planar maps. The results of this section will be used exclusively in Section 12.4, and the remainder of
this work can be read independently of it.

In order to state the main result of this section, let us introduce some notation. In this direction,
recall the definition of the height process H and of ; given in (2.14) and extended by scaling in
Section 3.3, in particular recall from Corollary 4.6 that the process s — Zg ) encodes the labels
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along the pinch points of Branch(0, f) (a closure is necessary to get the labels at the origin of loops).
Introduce the measure N® defined by:

N*(F(X,Z,1.)) = N(/Oadt F(X,Z,1)), (6.1)

which can be thought of as the measure N together with a uniform distinguished time t,. In this
section we shall work under N®. We also introduce Y7 := Zg, (), s € [0, H,], the process of labels
along the branch connecting 0 and f,. Recall from (4.16) that, under N°®, we have the following

properties:
e The “distribution” of Hy, is 1j>0dh;

e Conditionally on H;, = h, the process Y* is a 2(a — 1)- symmetric stable Lévy process stopped

at time h.

By standard properties of stable processes (see Lemma 4.7), there exists a.s. a unique time @ € (0, Hy,)
such that Y5 = minY*® and @ is not a jumping time of Y*. By the classification of points in the
looptree (Section 2.1), we infer that @1 = i, (@) is a pinch point time and let us consider @; the
unique element strictly larger than @; such that d(@1, @) = 0. Now, let us introduce the event that
we aim to study in this section, see also Figure 21 for an illustration. For ¢ > 0, we say that the point
X =T1;(@) = T1(@,) is e-trapped if there exist 0 < 51 < @1 < $p < fo < 53 < @y < S4 < 0 such
that:

1,4

0---34 ¥

Figure 21: lllustration of an e-trapped point X (in dark red on the figure). The spine between
0 and t, is made of the black loops. When following the looptree from the point X in one of
the four directions, one encounters a (one-sided) minimal record time of Z corresponding to a

one-side minima below Z,, — & on two loops of the spine.

There exist 0 < 51 < @1 < 5p < te < 83 < @ < S4 < 0 such that:

[ ] maX(Zsl,ZSZ, ZSS’ Zs4) < Z(Dl — &.
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o Zs < Z;for every t €
Zs, < Z; for every t €
Zs, < Zy for every t €
Zs, < Zy for every t €

§1,@1),
@1,52),
$3,2)
>, 54).

~~ I~ /N

e The images of s1,s4 and sp,s3 belong to a same loop of the spine, i.e. there exists r14 < @
verifying that

X5, < Xy forevery t € (r14,51), and X, < X; foreveryt € (r14,54),
and there exists @] < 13 < to verifying that

X5, < Xp forevery t € (r23,52), and Xg < X; forevery t € (r23,53).

This section is devoted to the proof of the following uniform bound:

Theorem 6.1 (Polynomial tail for not being trapped). There exists C,c > 0, such that:

N'(%iss—trapped‘Ht.:h)>1—C-( £ ))C, for h,e > 0.

H2(a—1

Let us make a couple of remarks. First, the conditional version of N*® with respect to H;, is well-
defined by scaling and disintegration. Second, again by scaling, it suffices to establish the estimate
for h =1 (or ¢ = 1), and third, although our application will require the existence of the four times
S1,52, 53,54, it is sufficient by Lemma 3.4 to prove the analog estimate for the one-sided event where
we only require the existence of the times sy, s3 in the definition above, in which case we say that X
is e-trapped from the right. Before embarking into the proof, let us sketch the underlying idea: we
already proved in Proposition 5.8 that one-sided minimal record times of the process Z may happen
on loops so that the reader should be convinced that, at least, the event in the above theorem has
a positive probability to happen. Actually for each scale €, the point X has a probability bounded
away from 0 to be e-trapped at this scale that is, with times s1, 7, 53, 54 satisfying Zo, — Zs, € e, 2¢].
If scales were independent, we would naturally get that the probability that X is not trapped at all
scales between € to 1 should decay at least as € for some ¢ > 0, which is the statement of the theorem.
The rest of this section will implement this heuristic rigorously since the behaviors at different scales
are not independent.

We divide the proof of Theorem 6.1 in three parts. In Section 6.1, we study the law of the
spine towards t,, that is informally the labeled-loops containing points of I'l;(Branch(0,t,.)), and of
the labeled looptrees that are attached on the left and right sides of it, this will lead to a spinal
decomposition — see [99] for similar results in Brownian geometry and [126, Section 6] for an analog
decomposition in the setting of Markov processes indexed by Lévy trees. In Section 6.2, we compare
the distribution of the spine with an ideal model in which the analog of Theorem 6.1 is easier to

establish. Finally in Section 6.3, we prove the technical lemmas used along the way.
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6.1 Spinal decomposition

In this section we work under N°®. Our first goal is to evaluate the probability for X of being e-trapped
on the right after conditioning on the process (Y3 := Zg, (),5 € [0, H,]) of the labels along the spine.
Informally, we first describe the law of the spine (i.e. of the loops and their labels connecting 0 and t,
in the looptree) conditionally on Y* and then argue that the labeled looptrees attached to this spine
are, after subtracting the label of their root, independent and distributed according the standard ex-

cursion measure N. To proceed formally, we need some notation which we illustrate in Figure 22.

By Lemma 2.5, if AY;” # 0 then ¢, (r—) is a jumping time for X and this defines a one-to-one
correspondance between {r > 0: AY? # 0} and {r € [0,0] : 7 < te and AX, > 0}; here we use that
AX;, = 0. Now we write:

S =X (r) — Xgu(n) and &1 1= Xg, (1) — Xg, ()

and remark that AXz ) = S, + 6,. We also introduce the associated labels along the corresponding
loop:

X (r) ._ L
T €[0,6,], and Bs’:= ngf,,uf)(béffé;s)' s € [0,&,].

By convention, we also let I;’S(r) (resp. Bs(r)) equal to Zf &y for s > &, (resp. s > &,). These

Cte (=) ( &,+6;
describe what is happening on the loops connecting 0 and f,. We also need to keep track of the labeled

looptrees glued along this spine. In order to encapsulate this information, for every r with AY,® # 0,

consider (u;,v;)i>1 the connected components of the open set

{t€ i) (0 fo oy (D] 2 Xe > I o}

and introduce the excursions processes

Xii=X(pisyno, — X, and  ZLi=Zy gno — Zu, s 20

Finally, we consider the point measures

Pr = 2 5X§r. (r—)—Xu; X4, 71 and  Pr:= Z éxuffxﬁt.(r—)fxxi,z"‘ (6'2)

i21: ;<G (l’) i21: ui>Gy, (r)

We stress that the excursion (X!, Z?) associated with the interval [u;, v;] containing t, is not taken into
account in P, nor in P,. For definiteness, if r is not a jumping time we simply take P, =P, =0.
Recall from Section 5.1 the notation IPir_)m for the law of a Brownian bridge going from a to b with

lifetime 7.

Proposition 6.2 (Spinal decomposition). Under N® and conditionally on v — Y2, the collection of
variables:
(ér,6r, B, B P, Pr), for every r with AY; # 0,
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Figure 22: lllustration of Proposition 6.2: construction of the spine (and the dangling loop-

trees) from the process Y*.

are independent and their conditional distribution can be determined as follows. First, the law of
(ér,6r) 18:

2£1 )

(L + )2 i aye
exp [ —(AY;) T d¢ydey,

vV 27T€1€2

where C(a) = 2% 1(2a — 1)/T(«) is a normalization constant. Then conditionally on the family

~

((Yr',éy, Sy):r> 0), all the variables ((B(’),B(’),ﬁr, Py):r> 0) are independent and for every r

jumping time of Y* we have:

1y, 6,50C () - [AY? |71

o The law of (B",B") is P\ . @ P\S) . (dB,dB);

o The measures (75r, Pr) are two independent Poisson point measures, also independent of (E’r, B,),

with respective intensity:

Proof. We start by introducing the measure:

Z 57’; S, 6, AY?” (6.3)
r=0, AY?#0

In order to describe the law of (6.3), we let 9 be the distribution of a Poisson point measure, say

A (dr,dtq,dl, dy), with intensity:

(a—1) ()2 (phthe
—u 27l ¢ 142
2—a) aniit, PV ou

77

o
1r,€1,€2>0dr dgl sz dyr )/



and for every a > 0, we write 9, for the distribution of the restriction
My (dr,dly,dly, dy) = Lio,q] (r).# (dr,dty,dly, dy).

Next, we notice that by Proposition 3.3, conditionally on the point measure:

Z 51’; S,; 6,
>0, AY?£0
the variables (AY? : s > 0 with AY? # 0) are independent and the distribution of AY;® is a centered

Gaussian variable with variance &,8,/ (('VSr + &,). Furthermore, the point measure Y 0. &. &
120, AYs£0 T T
has already been studied in the context of Lévy trees and is distributed as

/ da / My(dr,dly,dly, dy),
0 yeR

we refer to [59, Proposition 3.1.3] for a proof. Putting all together, we have obtained that the dis-
tribution of (6.3) under N*® is precisely fooo da 9M,. Consequently, if we condition on (r, AY;),>0, the

variables (&,, &,),>0 become independent with common distribution:

1
ayepa-1llit )2 ayepbhit b
ﬂgl,gz>0C(lX) |AY,, | \/m exp( (AY,, ) 26162 )dﬁldﬁz,
where: )
(L+tb) "2 6+ £

Cla)t = / d6yde _ ,
(2) £1,6,>0 e \/m exp( 25152)

A direct computation then gives the explicit expression C(a) := 2*~1(2x — 1) /T'(a). Moreover, since
Y* is a Lévy process without Brownian part, we can recover all the process Y* from the structure of
its jumps (r, AY,?),>0. This gives us the first statement of the proposition. Let us now explain how to
obtain the second part. First we remark that the collection (P, : r > 0) can be recovered directly from
the sequence (&, : r > 0) and the point measure N/ [te] defined in (3.16). Now we can apply the Markov
property, as stated in Corollary 3.6, to see that conditionally on X;,, the measure Nl is a Poisson
point measure with intensity ]l[o,Xt,](P)dP N(dXdZ) independent of ((Y;,é,,er,é(ﬂ,B(f),ﬁ,) Cr >
O). This implies the desired result for (P, : r > 0), since by property (A3) above Proposition 2.1 we
have X, = Y50 &;. Furthermore, by the definition of N*® given in (6.1) and the re-rooting property
(3.12), we obtain the same property for (75r : ¥ > 0) — replacing &, by &,. Therefore to conclude it
remains to show that, conditionally on ((Yy,&,,&,): r > 0), the processes (BM,B0): r > 0) are
independent and the distribution of (B ("), B (r)) is
P& @ P{>) . (dB,dB),

Y, =Y -y
but this is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.3. 0

The idea to check if X = Il (@1) = I (@;) is e-trapped from the right is to explore the spine

from X to IT;(te) and for each loop encountered along the way, to check whether we can find two
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times Sp,s3 on that loop satisfying the desired condition, see also Figure 21 for an illustration. In
particular, if those times exist, their labels must be smaller than the labels encountered on all the
looptrees attached on the respective sides of the loops discovered so far. As in Section 5.3 this is
conveniently encoded for each jump time » > @ of Y* by recording the minimal label attained by the
looptrees attached on that loop. In order to formalize this, let us rewrite the point measures of (6.2)

in the form Pr =: }ie7, 64, xi 7i, and Py =: Yic#, Or xi 7i, then we set
Ay =inf{B) +infZ': i € T} Ainf{B]) +infZ': ie T} Y7, (6.4)
which is the (shifted) minimal label attained by a looptree attached to that loop, as well as
4, = max { inf{B" — Y7 : st BY) +infZ' > B, Vie T, with 0 < t; < t},

inf {B") —v® : st. B +inf2 > BY, vie T, with 0 < ; < t}} (6.5)

r

which corresponds to the smallest possible minimal record on each side of the loop, only taking into
account the looptrees attached to that loop. By convention, if AY? = 0, we set (%, %) := (0,0).
The key observation, being that if ¥ > @ is a jump time of Y* satisfying
Y, +.7 < inf (YO +%) <Ys—¢ (6.6)

O<Ls<r

then the loop corresponding to time r supports two times sy, s3 trapping the point X at level e. We
will thus call such time 7 an e-trapping time. Notice that this is not an equivalence, since we do not
split the contribution of each side in the definition of Z%,. See Figures 23 and 24 for an illustration of
these definitions.

Thanks to Proposition 6.2, we see that, conditionally on Y* the variables (%, -#;),>0 are indepen-
dent. We now formally describe the law of (%, .%) given AY;. In this direction, fix a € R\ {0} and,
under IP(()K_)> , and independently of B, consider a Poisson point measure P(dt,dX,dZ) with intensity

Lp, (t)dtN(dX,dZ). We also introduce the measure

Qu(d(éxﬁ)/d(B,P))
© (s (b—a) _
_ h _ o|2a—1 _ (uf) ((1—u)0)
= Cle)- b=l /0 dg/o du V2mu(1l —u) Pl u(1 - ”)K)H)OH” BPosa (6

By convention, we take Qg := IP((](EO ® H)(()(zo’ i.e. B and B are constant processes equal to 0 with 0
lifetime and P = P = 0. Under Q,, we define 2 and .# replacing in (6.4) and (6.5) the variables
(B, P,),(B",P,)) by ((B,P),(B,P)) and Y7 by 0. We consider these measures because, by
Proposition 6.2, under N*® and conditionally on (Y; Tr > O), for every r > 0, the pair (%’r,fr) is
distributed as (%,f ) under Qays. We also stress that that by scaling, for a # 0, the pair

((|tz| R, lal- F): under Qsign(a)> @ <(<%,J) : under Q,;) (6.8)

We conclude this section with some estimates under Q,, for a # 0.
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Figure 23: lllustration of the definition of the variables %, and .#,. Here, only one side of the
loops is displayed for visibility. The label on one side of the spine is obtained by concatenating
the shifted process B(") (in different colors above). The red slits correspond to the range of Z-
values reached by the looptrees attached to the spine as in Figure 20. The maximal negative
displacements of those looptrees over a single loop is recorded in the variables %Z. and are
displayed by thicker green slits. If (6.6) holds, there is a point a the loop corresponding to a
new minimal record of Z (visible from the left, not blocked by the green slits) with label below

Y2 —e. A corresponding point exists on the otherside of the spine, thus trapping X at level ¢.

Lemma 6.3. The following properties hold:
(i) For every x > 0, we have Q1 (f < —x) >0 and Q_4 (ﬂ < —x) > 0.

(ii) There exists Cq > 0, such that for every x > 0 we have:

Qi (# < —x) < CQ“M(%)/

where q, : Ry — Ry is the function

yl ifw e (1,3/2),
9(y) = S y? - log 2 +y) ifa=3/2,
v ifa € (3/2,2).

Proof. Point (i) follows straightforwardly from Proposition 5.6 (where we showed that the minimal

record values on an infinite ideal loop are distributed as the range of a stable subordinator) and
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Figure 24: Companion illustration to Figure 23 where the contributions of each loop have
been regrouped: The process Y* is in pink, the green sticks attached to each of its jumps
correspond to the minimal label attained by looptrees attached to the corresponding loop of
the spine, and the orange points correspond to the values Y;*_ + .#,. If such an orange point is
not shadowed by the previous green sticks (as illustrated by the horizontal orange dotted line

above), then one can trap the point X using that loop.

standard absolute continuity between Brownian bridges and Brownian motion as in the proof of
Proposition 5.8. Let us proceed with the proof of the second item which is more involved. In this

direction, remark that, for z > 0, we have:
V4
]P(()Z—)n('@ < —x) = 1- IE(()—)H [exp ( / N(supZ > B, + x)du)}

a(a—1)
Cor. 4.1 & Prop. 54 0‘” exp 2(B, + x)2 )]

Lem. 55 § <(xz+1)> ’

where g(p) := 1— /2ntp-exp(—p) - Li_1/2(p). It then follows from the definition of Q;, given in
(6.7), that

1

o oo (01 + )42 Gt x(x+1) x(x+1)
Q1(% < —x) < C(DC)/O /0 d£1d£2 We <g( él ) +g( 42 ))
1

o pma—y 42 1 1 1
zx)-/o d¢ \/Z?g(ﬁ)/o du u=2(1—u) 2exp(—m),

where to obtain the second line we used that since ¢ : Ry — [0,1] is non-increasing, we have
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<8(i +€ ), for i € {1,2}. Next, a computation shows that:

/0 du u=2(1—u)"2 exp(_u(liu)ﬁ) = m-erfc(2-071/2), (6.9)

where erfc stands for the complementary error function. More precisely, if we consider the function
= fol du u=V2(1—u)"V2exp (2 e )) A > 0, then for every s > 0, we have
A

/dAAS (M) / \/17—1«1/ AN exp(— )
1

- / du us12(1 - u)s—l/z/ dA A Lexp(—A) = Beta(s + %,s +5)T(),
0 0

where Beta(:,:) stands for the Beta function. We can now rewrite the last display in the form
272T(1/2)T(s + 1/2)s~! which is the Mellin transform of the function A — 7 - erfc(2y/A); this
can be established directly from the definition of erfc applying Fubini. Since the Mellin transform is
an injective transformation, we derive that f(A) = 7 - erfc(21/A) which gives (6.9). We have obtained
that Qq (%’ < —x) is bounded above by

00 2
VanC(a) - [ de e ig(erfe(2- £7172),
0
and performing the change of variable s «— x?/¢, we can write the previous display in the form:

V2rC(a)x~ 1. /oo ds s""%g(s)erfc(z- \f)
0

To conclude we need to study the behavior of:

oo
s
= / ds s“’%g(s)erfc(z : i)
0 X
In this direction, notice that erfc and g are bounded above by 1. Moreover, by asymptotic properties

of Bessel functions we have g(t) = O(til) as  — oo , and an integration by parts gives:

exp(—12)
N

erfe(t / dv exp(— ) < t>0.

We then infer that there exists C > 1 such that
g(t) KIA(CtY) and erfe(t) < 1A (Ctlexp(—t2)),

for every t > 0. Next, we distinguish two cases. First if 1 < a < 3/2, we simply write:

</0 ds %2 +/1 ds s"‘_%> < 0.

This implies that, if 1 < a < 3/2, there exists Cq such that Q (% < —x) < Co- x~ (221 for every
x > 0. Finally, 1f <o < 2, we write:

1 x? )
F(x) < C*. (/0 ds s""%—i—/1 ds s“’%—i—%/xz ds s“’3exp(—2%)).

The latter is O(x**73) as x — oo, if & > 3/2, and O(log(x)) if « = 3/2. We derive the desired result
in the regime 3/2 < a < 2. This completes the proof of the lemma in the case of Qq, the case of Q_1

follows by time reversal. O
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6.2 Comparison with an ideal model

Our next step, in estimating the probability of trapping the point X, is to compare the process Y* to
an ideal model where, intuitively, i = co. More precisely, under N*(- | H;, = h), let us consider the
process

yWh=vs, Y for0<r<h-—o,

where we recall that @ is the a.s. unique instant where Y reaches its overall minimum. We are going to
prove Theorem 6.1 by comparing the process Y*!, under N*(- | H;, = h) when h — co, with a (2a — 2)-
stable symmetric Lévy process started from 0 and conditioned to stay positive over (0,00). Since this
is a degenerate conditioning, some care is needed and we first recall the definition of this process, see

[84, Chapter 5] for details. In this direction, recall that Y* under N*(:|H;, = h) is a (2a — 2)-stable
I'(w)?
I'(2a)"
We start by constructing the associated stable symmetric Lévy process conditioned to stay positive

symmetric Lévy process with Lévy-Khintchine function A — c(a)|A|2@D)| with c(a) := a2l ¢

started from x > 0. Since this is a positive self-similar Markov process, it can be constructed by using
the Lamperti transformation, and we need to introduce some notation.

In order to have a comprehensive framework, we introduce ID(IR, [—0c0,00)) the space of rcll paths
indexed by the entire real line and taking values on [—o00,00). We write (5¢);cr for the associated

canonical process and, for z € R, we set
¢(z) :==1inf{t > —o00: 354 > z}.

We then consider the Lamperti transformation of s, given by the process

.

YtT = exp(s (), where () := inf{r eRy: / du e > t}, (6.10)
defined for every 0 < t < f_oooo du e(2=2)%_ Here, we adopt the convention e~ = 0. Next we consider
(Py)x>0 a family of probability measures on ID(IR, [—0c0,00)), such that under under Py, (3t )t<o = —00

and (s¢)¢>0 is a Lévy process started from log(x) € R with Lévy—Khintchine function

P(A) = c(w)!- (iaW& + /}R (e“y —1—iA(e! — 1)n‘ey,u<1) eV — 1|24+ dy) (6.11)

where ay is the positive constant:

_ A4yt -1yt
ay .:/O AT dy.

We stress that, under Py, the process ()< is superfluous and we could simply work with processes
indexed by the half-line, however this will not longer be the case when studying limits in law as x | 0.
Under Py, the process YT is a self-similar Markov process of index 2a — 2 and remark that YtT is well
defined for every t > 0, since f fooo du e(2-2) — oo because (5t )=0 drifts towards co. Namely, it is a

Markov process and if @ denotes the scaling operator

O(c, f) := (cf(c’(z”"Z)t))tgo, (6.12)
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then we have the following identity in distribution:

@, Y1) : p) L (Y1 By, for (x,c) € (0,00)2. (6.13)
Under Py, by [84, Theorem 5.14], the process YT can be understood as a Lévy process, with Lévy-
Khintchine function A + c(a)|A[2@ D started from x and conditioned to stay positive. Moreover,
the law of YT under P, converge as x N\, 0 in distribution. Let us now give an explicit construction of
this limiting distribution and precise this convergence. From [21, Lemma 3], there exists p(dr,ds) a
measure on R_ x R4, such that, for every z € IR, we have the following weak convergence
lifg Pr((s(z)— —2) € dr, (3¢ (z) — 2) € ds) = p(dr,ds). (6.14)
Furthermore, under Py, since (3 )0 does not creep upwards (this follows directly from Vigon’s cri-
terion [133]) we have p(R_ x {0}) = 0. The (2a — 2)-stable symmetric Lévy process conditioned to
stay positive and started from 0 can then be constructed as follows. We consider Py a probability
measure on D (IR, [—00,00)), under which the law of (54—, 50) is p, and conditionally on (»¢_, 7) the
processes (3¢ )0 and (—3_;_ )0 are independent and distributed according to (3¢ )>0 under Pex and
P, (- | infi>0 3¢ > 0) respectively. This latter conditioning is well-defined because p(R_ x {0}) =0
and, under Py, the process (7)o starts from logx and drift towards co. Under Py, the process s

satisfies, for every z € IR, the following stationarity property:

b <%C(z)f T Z, Ay (z) _Z) ~p,

e conditionally on (56 : —c0 <'s < ¢(z)), the process (s ((;) : 5 = 0) is distributed as (34)e=0

under P ),

we refer to [21, Section 2.4] for details. Furthermore, the process Y is rcll, leaves 0 continuously and
instantaneously, drifts towards co and is scale invariant with index 2a — 2, i.e. satisfies (6.13) with
x = 0, see [34, Theorem 5.3] and [21, Corollary 4].® The same references also establish that the law
of YT, under Py, converges in distribution towards the law YT, under Py. For this reason, this law
is referred to as that of the (2a — 2)-stable symmetric Lévy process conditioned to stay positive and
started from 0. For simplicity, for x € [0,00), we denote the expectation with respect to Py by E,.
Let us now extend the notion of trapping points under Py, with x € [0,00). To this end, under Py
and conditionally on YT (up to enlarging the underlyng probability space), for each jump time r of

YT, we introduce a pair (%;,.%) of random variables with law Q,.+ (we set (0,0) for the non-jump

AY]
times). By analogy with (6.6), under Py, we say that a jump time r is an e-trapping time if

t : 1 1
Y, + .7 < ogsﬁr (Y- +%) <Y, —«

Our first step towards Theorem 6.1 is to prove:

8Let us note that [21] deals with self-similar Markov processes with index 1 (instead of 2(a — 1)), but this is not a

problem since the results apply to (YT)Z@"*” under Py, which is self-similar with index 1
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Proposition 6.4. There exist c,C > 0 such that
PO(EIt < h:tis a l-trapping time) >1—C-h ¢,  for every h > 0. (6.15)

During the proof of Proposition 6.4, we will state, in the form of lemmas, some technical properties
of YT and (%, .#),>0, under Py for x € [0,00). The proofs of these results will be delayed to the next

section. Here, we present the main arguments and strategy of the proof.

Proof. We write Z, = infs<, (Yst + %s) for the running infimum process and for each a < x consider
under P, the stopping times
T,:=1inf{t > 0: %, < a}. (6.16)

Although the process YT stays positive, it is easily seen by scaling arguments that T, for a < x are all

a.s. finite. Actually we even have:

Lemma 6.5. There exists c1 > 0 such that for every x € [0,1] we have
P,(T_1 is a 1-trapping time) > c1.

Given the lemma above, which will be proved in the next section, the idea of the proof of Propo-
sition 6.4 is then clear: at each scale ¢ > 1, the stopping time T_, produces a 1-trapping time with
probability at least ¢; so that the probability that no 1-trapping time is found among the logarithmic
number of scales needed to reach time t should decay polynomial fast in t. To proceed let us consider

the sequence of scales (Si)r>1 defined by induction as follows: S; := —1 and
Sk+1 = 2(2T5k - Y¥5k)’ k 2 1

By the Markov property and scaling invariance, conditionally on the past before time Ts, , Lemma 6.5
entails that the next stopping time T, , has a probability at least c; > 0 to be a 1-trapping time. By

iterating this argument we have:
Po(Elt < Ts, : tis a 1-trapping time) >1- c’f.

Taking k = k(h) = 1+ [plog(h Vv 1)| for some small constant p > 0, the previous display becomes
polynomially small in i as h — oco. Hence, to conclude it suffices to show that for p small enough,
there exists cp, Cy € (0,00) such that:

Po(Tsy = h) < Co- b, (6.17)
for every h > 1. To this end, for h > 1, we write
1
Po(Tsk(;,) >h) < Po(Sk(h) > h%) +Po(T_j/ae-1) =h), (6.18)

and we will show that we can bound each term is a O(h~t) for some cst > 0 using the following

lemma (whose proof is postponed to the next section):
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Lemma 6.6 (Polynomial tail estimates at T_1). There exist two constants c3,Cs € (0,00) such that for
every x € [0,1] and r > 0 we have

max (Px (Y%1 > r),Px(T_l > r),Px (211 < —r)) <Gy 1.

Taking these estimates as granted, we can prove that (6.18) yields (6.17). In this direction, we start
by noticing that by scaling invariance we have:

Po(T_hl/(4(zx—1)) P h) = PQ(T,l > h1/2) N g()() Cs- th3/2.
em. 6.

It remains to control the first term in the right-hand side of (6.18). In this direction, writing ), :=

Y;Sm / (2|2T5m — Y;Sm |), an application of Markov property and scaling invariance gives:

Eo[S.1] = Bo[Sh B, [2'|2r, ~ ][],

Using Lemma 6.6, the constant 7 can be chosen small enough such that there exists C4 > 0 (depending
on ) such that

sup E, [|2r, - Y] |"] <cu

x€(0,1]

Therefore, by induction, we have Eg[ST ;] < (27C4)™, for every m > 1. Finally, an application of

m+1
Markov inequality gives:

Po(Sk(ny = pEeT) = Po(Sy) = PpIET) < (27C)HNT L

and choosing k(h) := 1+ [plog(hV1)], with 0 < p < v/(4(w — 1)1og(27Cy), we derive that the

right-side term of the previous display decreases polynomially fast in h as h — oo as desired. O

We are going to prove Theorem 6.1 using Proposition 6.4 and quantitative absolute continuity
properties, which enable us to compare Y* under N*® with the self-similar Markov processes con-
structed earlier. In this context, with a slight abuse of notation and possibly enlarging the underlying
probability space once again, we consider Y under P, as a Lévy process with Lévy-Khintchine function

A c(a)|A[2@D starting at x. We rely on the following uniform estimate:

Lemma 6.7. There exists v > 0, such that:

Po(supY <r) =c'(a) - r* 1 +o(r* 1), asr—0,
01]

where ¢’ (a) == c(a) 12/ (T(3)T(w)).

The proof of Lemma 6.7 is technical but builds on standard results for stable Lévy processes.

Therefore, we defer also its proof to the next section and conclude this section by proving Theorem 6.1.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. As explained right after Theorem 6.1 and using our reduction to (6.6), it suffices

to prove that, under N*® and conditionally on H;, = h, we can find a 1-trapping time before time
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H;, — @ with probability at least 1 — C - h¢, for some constants ¢,C € (0,00). In this direction, for
A > 0, under N* (resp. Pg), we write C(A) for the event where there exists a 1-trapping time for
(Yo srs Reotr) Io+1)relo,Hyy -] (T€SD- ), %, J1)ref0,00)) Defore time A. Here we recall that, under N*,
@ stands for the instant when Y* attains its global infimum. We are going to conclude by showing
that

N*(C(Vh) | H, =h) 2Py(C(V)) —C -1, h>0, (6.19)

for some constants ¢,C € (0,00). The latter display, combined with Proposition 6.4, directly implies
Theorem 6.1. To prove (6.19) we rely on standard results of excursion theory of Lévy processes. First,
recall that under Py, the process Y is a stable symmetric Lévy process with exponent A — c(a)|A[2472,
We consider, L a local time at the running infimum of Y and we denote the associated excursion
measure by n. We keep the notation Y for the excursion process under n and we denote its lifetime
by o :=inf{t > 0: Y; < 0}. The process L and n are defined up to a positive constant that we fix
such that n(c > 1) = 1. In particular, by scaling we have:

n(c>z)=z1"2.n(c>1), z>0. (6.20)

For latter use, let us introduce the associated renewal function:
[ee]
H(x) = Eo[/o dL; ]liant>fx}/ x> 0.

It directly follows by scaling invariance that 7 is a constant times x + x*~1. This constant can be
computed by standard results of Lévy processes. More precisely, by [12, Equation (4)] combined with
(6.20) and Lemma 6.7 we have:

H(x)=c(a)-x*71, x>0, (6.21)

where ¢/(«) is the constant appearing in Lemma 6.7. By standard results of excursion theory (see e.g.
[63, Section 4] or [103]), under N*(-|H;, = h) and conditionally on @ = a with a < h, the distribution
of (Y2 p)t<h—a is that of (Y¢)i<p—q under n(-|c > h —a). We can also decorate the jumps of Y using
the measures (Qg)zer defined in (6.7) in order to define the associated processes (Z.,.7.) under n
(and we keep the same notation). For simplicity, for every A, under n, we use the notation C(A) for
the event where there exists r € [0, A] such that:

Yo+ < inf (Yoo + %) < Y] -1,

0<s<r

which, in words, corresponds to the existence of a 1-trapping time for (Yr,%,,fr)re[oloo) before time
A. We thus have

h—h2/3
N*(C(Vh) | Hi, =h) > /0 N*(@ €da | Hy, =h)n(C(Vh )|o > h—a).
We now claim that there exist constants ¢, C > 0 such that for every h > 0 and z > h2/3 we have
n(C(Vh)lo>z)=P(C(Vh))—C-h" (6.22)
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Before proving the claim (6.22), let us explain why (6.19) (and then Theorem 6.1) follows from it.
The claim (6.22) and the display above it entail that there exist constants ¢, C € (0,00) such that:

N*(C(Vh) | Hi, =h) 2Py(C(Vh)) = C-h ¢ —N*(@ € [l — h3,h] | H;, = h),

for every h > 0. Recall now that, under N'( . ’ H;, = h), the process Y* is a 2(a — 1)-stable symmetric
Lévy process stopped at time h so that by [17, Theorem 13 p169] the law N* (h_lci) € da ‘ H;, = h)
is a generalized arcsine law and in particular N*® (cD €h— h%,h] | H;, = h) decays polynomially fast
as h — oo. Therefore, (6.19) is a consequence of (6.22).

It remains to establish the claim (6.22). To this end, fix & > 1 and z > h*/3 and notice that by
the Markov property of the measure n we have

(a>z—\/ﬁ)> !

n(C(Vi)|o>z) = n(]lc(\/,;)PYTh St

'
where under P, the process Y is a 2(a — 1) stable Lévy process started from r € Ry and we use the
notation ¢ := inf{t > 0: Y; < 0}. Since n(c > z) = z71/2 and Y is a symmetric stable process the

previous display equals

1/2
n(C(Vh)|o >z) =z 'H(RC(\/E)PYT /Zl/(Za—Z)(Squ > O)),
Vo0 [01]
where zy := z — v/h. For simplicity, let us write F(r) = c’(zx)_lr_"‘HPr(sup[O 1Y > 0), where again
¢’(a) is the constant appearing in Lemma 6.7. Now we use absolute continuity relations between n

and Py. Specifically, an application of [12, Theorem 3|, combined with (6.21), entails that:

y!
Z = h
n(C(Vh)|o>z) =, /Z—O -Eo [HC(\/E)F<21/(;£2))}‘
0
To conclude, we use the fact that the Mellin transform of YlT under Py is explicit (see [¢41, Theorems

4.13 and 5.3]). In particular, there exists v > 0 such that Eo[(YlT)V] < oo. Applying Lemma 6.7,
and potentially reducing v further, we deduce the existence of a constant C; € (0,00) such that

F(y) 21— Cy-y7, for every y > 0. Hence, we have:

)
n(C(Vh)|o>z) > \/Z'P()(C(\/ﬁ)) —CZ\/Z'EOKZUY(;/&EZ))V]
0
=2 wo(evm) —c 2 (0wl
29

where to obtain the second line we used the scaling invariance under Py. The desired result (6.22) now
holds, for h > 1, recalling that zg = z — Vh and z > h2/3. We can then increase the constant C in
order to extend the (6.22) to every h > 0. O
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6.3 Proof of the technical lemmas

In this section we gather the proofs of the technical lemmas used in Section 6.2. We begin with

Lemma 6.7, which was used in the previous proof to obtain a coupling with a polynomial error.

Proof of Lemma 6.7. The content of the result is the presence of a polynomial gap between the first and
second order in the above asymptotic. Our proof is built entirely upon the results and arguments of [$3],
see also [341, Chapter 7]. If a is irrational the desired result follows directly from [33, Theorem 9], which
gives an explicit infinite series representation for the density of supyg ) Y under Pg. Unfortunately, the
statement of the lemma, although weaker, cannot be directly derived from the results in [83] for a
general. However, we can deduce our lemma by adapting some of the arguments therein. First, we

introduce the Mellin transform of supy, ;; Y under Py, that is the function:

M(s) :=Ey [(sup Y)S’l},
[01]
which by standard result on Lévy processes is well defined and finite if Re(s) is sufficiently close to 1,
see for e.g. [34, Proposition 7.5]. Furthermore [33, Theorem 7] establishes that M can be analytically
continued to a meromorphic function in C and gives a closed formula for this extension. Namely, it
shows that
1 (0 —1,20—2) Gla+1-s2a—2) G(2a—3+s;2a0—2)

1 G
M) = (2= e n ) Ga;2a—2) GRa—1-s20—2) Gla—2+s2a—2)"

where G(s; T) is Barnes’ double Gamma function, we refer to [12, 13] for background. The function G

can be defined as an infinite product in Weierstrass’s form as follows:
s a(t)s  b(1)s? , s s s?
G 7 = - 1 - 7 C/ 2 0/
(5,7) Texp( T + 2T JITTT'C +mT+n)exp( mT—l—n+2(mT+n)2) setT

m=0n=0

where a,b are two fine tuned functions only depending on T and the prime in the second product
means that the term corresponding to m = n = 0 is omitted; see [12]. In particular, s — G(s,2a —2)
is an entire function on C, and only vanishes on the lattice m +2(a« — 1)n, for m,n < 0. Moreover, the
multiplicity of the zero at a point mg + 2(& — 1)ng is the cardinal of the set {(m,n) € ZZ,: mo+2(x —
1)ng = m+2(a — 1)n}. In particular, when « is rational the zeros might not be simple in general.
However, the point 0 is always a simple zero of s — G(s,2a —2). Now, fix v € R, such that 3 — 2« <
v < 2 — . Then, by the previous discussion, we infer that G(a + 1 —s;2a — 2), G(2a — 3 + 5;2a — 2)
and G(2a — 1 —s;2a — 2) do not vanish on {s € C : Re(s) € [v,1]}, and G(a — 2+ 5;2a — 2) only
vanishes on the latter set at sy := 2 — a which is a simple zero. Hence, sy := 2 — « is the unique pole
of M(s) with Re(s) € [v,1]. Moreover, using the the infinite product in Weierstrass’s form, we infer

that residue at sg equals:

Gla —1;2a0 —2) G(2a —1;2a0 —2)G(a — 1;20 — 2)

G(a; 20 —2) G(3a —3;2a — 2)

Nl—

c(a) := (2a —2)>* - c(a)

The latter expression can be simplified using the quasi-periodic properties of G and the fact that
G(1,2a0 —2) =1, see [12] and (4.6) in [33], and we obtain ¢(a) = c(rx)%/(l"(%)l"(tx —1)). To derive
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the desired result, we use that since (¢ —1) € (0,1) and the Lévy process is symmetric, [33, Lemma
3] entails that M (s) decreases exponentially fast as |Im(s)| — oco. Therefore, supyy) Y under Py has

a smooth density function x — p(x), and the inverse Mellin transform gives:

1 —s
ﬁ/uﬂRx M(s)ds

for every x > 0 (for x < 0 we simply have p(x) = 0 since supyy Y > 0 as.). Finally, shifting the

p(x) =

contour of integration from 1+ iR to v + iR, we get:

p(x) =é(a) - x* 2+ x *M(s)ds.
v+iR

The desired result follows since:
| / X M(s)ds| = x77| / X IM(v +it)dt| < x’”/ | M(v+it)|dt = O(x7?),
v+iR R R

where to obtain the last equality we used again that M (s) decreases exponentially fast as [Im(s)| — oo,

and writing Po(supp Y <7) = o p( O

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6, used to establish Proposi-
tion 6.4. Their proof is more involve, and we start proving two intermediate result. In this direction,
we introduce the notation:

7(z) :=inf{t >0: Y] >z},

for every z > 0 We also stress that, under P, and recalling (6.10) as well as the notation above it, we
must have {(z) = [° (log(z) exp ((2a — 2)2¢,)du.

Lemma 6.8. The following properties hold:

(i) For every v > —2(a — 1), there exists C,, > 0 such that:

22)
sup & [ /0 R R e A ) (6.23)
x€|0,z

(ii) For every v < a — 1, there there exists 67 > 0 such that:

sup Ey {(YT

g(Z))“f] <C 2", z>0. (6.24)
x€[0,z]

Proof. Recall from Section 6.2 the notation p for the distribution of the overshoot at 0 of sz under Py
and write p for the pushforward of p(dr,ds) by (,s) — e°. We fix a > 1 such that p((1,4)) > 0. To
simplify notation, for every x > 0 we consider P, a copy of Py. Under P! we use the same notation
as under P, adding a prime in the expressions, and we write E/ for the associated mathematical

expectation. In particular, Y1/ is a self-similar Markov process and {'(z) := inf{t > 0: Y,/ > z}.
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We start by showing that it suffices to establish (6.23) and (6.24) with respect to Py and with z =1
only. To this end, let z,x > 0, with 0 < x < z, and fix v > —2(a — 1). Next remark that we have:

¢(az) ¢(az)
B[ ) @] = /g (Y di)1,. ]
4

) {(x)
= Eg |E} [ /
Markov 0 Yé(x) 0

|
_ Ey {E;{/()C(azx/\/g(x)) (Y:’/)V dt} (Y{Ex)>’y+2(le)l

SCEEng

> [ [ o0y al]

Yy (x) 2%
r>-2(a—1)

(az)
Ty
o) dtfay,

Yo S

For point (ii), similarly by the Markov property and scaling, we have:

Eo [(Yaazﬂ > Eo {Eg’é:(x) {(YCT(I;Z))AY] ]IYM@"} > pl(1,a)) - Ex [(Yé(z))q'

We derive that, for every z > 0, we have:

Ssu é(Z) ™Y EO[fOé(ﬂZ) (Yg\)’y dt] _ Eo[fog(l) (YfT)/Y dt] . +2(0471)
swp B [ ()7 ) < S o = S Oy e,
and { t 7} { 1 7}
Eo | (Y(az) Eo | (Y1)
8 = {07)] < Nma) - ey

where to obtain the right terms we used again the scaling invariance. Hence, to deduce (6.23) and

(6.24), it suffices to show that Eo[fog(l) (Y?)V dt] < oo, for v > —2(a — 1), and Eg [(Yg(l))q < o0,

for v < a — 1. This follows from the Lamperti construction. Indeed, under Py, we have (Yg(l))W =
exp () and s ~ p(dv). The measure p is explicit [21, Eq. (5)] and can be written in the form

p(dv) =c- (/1 Pu(}gg s> 0) - ut Huw — 1)_2"‘+1du> 0" M y5qdo, (6.25)

where ¢ > 0 is a normalization constant. This entails that Eg [(Yg(l))v] < oo, for v < a—1. To see

it, just write:

u v, v’y—O—a—l

(R VA Y s
EO[(Y§(1)> } _/1 07 p(dv) < exp(27y) +C/[1,oo]><[2,oo] R dudo

and the right side term is finite since & + ¢ < 2o — 1. The argument to obtain Eg [ fog(l) (YtT)v dt] < 00

is similar. First by the Lamperti transformation (6.10) we have:

Eo[/om ()" at] = Eo[/_ooo el gy,
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Recalling that under Py the process (s_;_)s>0 is conditionally on sq_ distributed as (3¢ )= under
P, (- | infi>0 24 > 0), it follows from the explicit description of (the first marginal of) p given in

[21, Eq. (5)] combined with the the duality relation [21, Theorem 1 (ii)] that

¢(m) o0
EQ|:/O (Y dt} = 5/0 Pexp (s) (gg s > 0) exp(—(2(a — 1) + )s)ds,

for some fixed constant ¢ > 0. Here, we used that, since (3);>o drift towards co, the function
S Pexp(s)(inf% > 0) is a renewal function of the dual of the Lévy process (3¢);>0. Finally, remark
that s = Peyp(s) ( infy>0 2 > 0) is sub-additive and therefore the right side hand of the previous display
is finite as soon as y > —2(a —1). This completes the proof of the lemma since s — Peyp () (infrs0 20 >
O) is sub-additive. O

The second intermediated result is:

Lemma 6.9. There exist ¢,C € (0,00) such that for every r > 0 we have

sup PX(ZW), <-1)<C-r

x€[0,7]
Proof. Let r > 0 and 0 < x < v. We start with the following trivial bound:

— T
Pe(Zoiy- S —1) SE[ ), g vy o] =E[ ) Quu(# <Y ~1)].

t<Z(r) t<g(r)

Let 20 —2 < B < (2o — 1) A2, and notice that Lemma 6.3 ensures the existence of a constant Cg > 0

such that:

Pa(Zy)- < 1) < Cp B[ ;() INAP
<G(r

Assume for a moment that x # 0, and remark that in this case we can apply (6.10) to translate the

right term of the last display in the following form:

C,B “Ex [ Z 1 sup 2, <log(r) exp(lB%t_)’ exp(A%t) - 1|'B] ’
£>0: Asg#0  s€(0f]

where recall that under Py the Lévy (3¢)>0 starts from logx. We can now apply the compensation

formula to the jump process of s to get that the expectation in the previous display equals:

Ey [ E 1 sup s <log(r) exp(ﬁ%t*” exp(A%t) - 1‘ﬁ]l%t,+At%<log(r)}

£>0: Apse£0  selo]
[ee]
= E [/ dt 1 exp (B /
Comp. form.&(6.11) X 0 ssel[lop:]%sf<log(‘/) p(ﬁ ) .

vt
— E, [ /g(r) dt (YT)ﬁ—Z(tx—l) . /r/ t du utx—1|u - 1|ﬁ—2a+l}
(6.10),u=es 0 f 0

log(r)—»a— w1
ds exp(as)|exp(s) — 1/F~2 }

We have obtained that:

C(T) r/YtT
g { )y ‘AYT‘[}} =F [/ dt (y] P20 / du u*u— 1!13—21”1}
x t X ¢ )

t<{(r) 0 0
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for x € (0,r], and this equality extends to the case x = 0 considering the process YgT 4., for e >0,
applying Markov property and then taking the limit ¢ | O thanks to monotone convergence. Next
remark that, since p > 2a — 2, a straightforward computation gives the existence of a constant Cg >0
such that fov du u*u —1]p~22+1 L C;} - vP=4F1 for every v > 1. We derive that:

Z(r)

Px(Zyr)- < 1) S G- CporP ! E"[/

dt (YtT)—a+1:| ,
0

and the desired result now follows from Lemma 6.8 (i) with v = —a + 1.
U

We can now proceed with the proofs of Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6, and we start with the former. In this
direction, recall from (6.16) that T, is the first time at which the process #; = info<;(%s + Y. ) drops

below level a.

Proof of Lemma 6.6. We begin by reducing the proof of the desired result to the case where x is near
0 and then we conclude by applying Lemma 6.3. In this direction, we use the same notation as in the
previous proof and we write p for the pushforward of p(dr,ds) by (r,s) — e°. We also fix p > 1 such
that p((p,o0)) > 0. By Lemma 6.9 and the convergence of the law of the overshoots (6.14), combined
with Portemanteau theorem, we infer that we can find 0 < 7 < r» < 1 such that:

inf (Po(Y] ) > pr2) = Pe(Zy(y- < 1)) > 0. (6.26)

x€[0,r1]

Next, we claim that it suffices to show that the quantity:

C:= inf Py(T_qyisa (1/r1)-trapping time)
x€[0,r1]
is positive. Actually, this implies the desired result since directly C < infxg[om Py (T,1 is a 1-trapping time),

and by scaling, for every x € [r1,1], we have:

Py (T_1 is a 1-trapping time) = P, (T_y/,, is a (x/r1)-trapping time)
> P, (T,1 is a (1/r1)-trapping time) > C,

where to obtain the first inequality we used that x > r; and the definition of trapping times. Let
us now establish that C > 0, see Figure 25 for an illustration of the argument. To this end consider
x < r1, and note that the Markov property entails that:

Py ({T—l = 5(1’2)} N {fg(yz) < —1/1’1}) = E, [ﬂ@(r2>7>_1QAY2 (f < —1/7’1 — Yg(rz)—):| .

g(rp)

Next, by scaling (6.8) and taking M := under the event {Y;(r2) > pr2}, we have:

2
(p—1)rirp’

Quy (F<-1/n- Y)_) 2 Qi(5 <-M) >0,

i(rp)
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1

—1/’/“1

Figure 25: lllustration of the proof of C > 0 in Lemma 6.5: with a positive probability, the
processes YT (in pink) and % (in green) may barely move over [0,{(r2)) and the first large
jump at time 6 produces a (1/71)-trapping time.

where the second inequality comes from Lemma 6.3 (i). Hence, we obtain:
Py <{T71 ={(r2)} N{I () < —1}> >Qi(S < —M) 'Px({Yg(,z) > pra} O {Zy (- > —1})
> Qu(# < M) - (Pa(Y0) > pr2) = Px(Hrry < 1)),
Therefore, it follows from (6.26) that C > 0. O
We conclude Section 6 and Part I by proving Lemma 6.6.

Proof of Lemma 6.6. As in the proof of Lemma 6.5, the main idea is to argue that large jumps of the
process YT are likely to produce large negative Z-values so that Z drops below —1. More precisely,
recalling for r > 0 that {(r) = inf{t > 0 : YtT > r}, we start by claiming that there exist ¢,C > 0
satisfying

sup Py(T_1 >((r)) <C-r ¢, (6.27)
x€[0,1]

for every r > 0. Before proving the claim, let us explain why the lemma follows from it. On one hand,
notice that Px(Y£1 > 1) < Py(T-1 > {(r)), and thus (6.27) entails

sup Py (Y] >r)<Cr
x€[0,1] -

for every » > 0. On the other hand, we have:

(V1) +Pu(Zy (- < —1)

12
> (V1) +Pupr(Zr1) gy < —1)-

PX(ZT,l < —7’) < PX(T C
- Px(Tfl g
scaling
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Combining Lemma 6.9 with (6.27), we infer that there exist ¢/, C' > 0 such that

sup Py(%Zr , < —-r)<C-17¢,
x€[0,1]

for every r > 1. We can then increase the constant C’ in order to extend the previous inequality to

every r > 0. Finally, to control Py(T_1 > r), we similarly write:

Pr(T1>7) < Py(To1 > (Vr) +P(C(Vr) > 1)
WS PTa Z(Vr) +rELT (V7))

The desired result now follows by (6.23) with v = 0, and (6.27). Therefore, to conclude it remains
to prove (6.27). The argument is similar to the one used in the proof of Proposition 6.4. In this
direction, let x € [0,1] and > 1 and introduce a sequence of (time) scales defined by S1 := (1) and
Siv1:=C (ZYT) for every i > 1. We also set R; := YT / YT and we remark that by self-similarity the
variables R;, i > 1, are i.i.d. with common d1str1but10n 2Y€(1), under Py /5. Since S;iyq is the first time
when YT cross level 2Y§i , we have:

T _ yT
sup Y5 = Y()-HRi, m > 2.

5<Sm+1 1§z§m
Hence, for every m > 2, we get:
P.(T 1> {(r)) < px<yg(1) - II rR> r) +Px<T_1 > sm). (6.28)
1<i<m—1

We are going to control each term separately in terms of m and then choose m in a convenient regime.
To this end, note that it follows from Lemma 6.8 (ii) that we can find o > 0, such that:

sup Ex[(YT( ))’y] < .
x€[0,1]

Therefore, an application of Markov inequality shows

PX(YT H R; > r) < r~7.E H R7

1<i<m Markov 1<i<m

= r=7 - Ey [(Yg(l)) ] “E1/2 [(Yg(l))qm
< A?’I’l . 7"_,)//

for some A > 0. Let us now give an upper bound of the remaining term. To this end, we set:
— 1
a:.=E [QAYQ(Z) (j > _YC(Z)f — 1)},

and remark that by Lemma 6.3 (i) we have a € [0,1) since {(2) is a jumping time for YT, under P;.

The reason to introduce the constant a is that by scaling and, for every y > 1 we have:

L) =5y [Quy (5> Y~ 1] =E1[Quy (7> Yy ~1/)] <a
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The latter combined with the Markov property entails:

Po(T 1> Su) <Pu( () {5 >—1}) = E[(ﬁ trgs1) LY, D] <ape( N {5 > -1)).
i=2

2<is<m 2<i<m—1

Iterating this argument we get Px( N {As > —1}) < a™ 1. Putting all together, we have obtained
2<i<m
that

PX(T_l > C(r)) <A™ Y 4"

for every m > 2. So taking m = 1+ | (ylog(r))/(21log(A))| we derive that Py(T_3 > {(r)) < C-r¢,

for some constant ¢, C € (0, 00). O

Part 11

Random maps

In this part, we prove the main results on scaling limits of discrete stable Boltzmann planar maps. We
start by recalling the classical Bouttier-Di Francesco—Guitter (BDG) construction of those maps from
bicolored labeled trees also called well labeled mobiles. Taking the scaling limit in this construction,
we shall naturally land on the process (X,Z) studied in depth in the previous section. As presented

in the introduction, the proof of our main result is divided into several steps:

e In Section 7, we recall the framework of [96] and construct the candidate (S, D*) for the scaling
limit using the (already established) scaling limits of the BDG construction. We also prove useful

bounds on distances.

e In Section 8, we prove that the distance D* constructed in (1.8) induces the same topology as
any sub sequential limits D, see Theorem 8.1. We identify exactly this topology in the dilute

phase (Theorem 8.4) using Proposition 5.8 and Moore’s theorem.

e In Section 9 we present the proof of our main result, admitting two results on the geometry of
geodesics. This serve as a motivation for the last three sections which are devoted to the study

of geodesics.

e To do this, Section 10 introduces a variant of the BDG construction of Section 7 which gives
more information on discrete geodesics. This construction is then passed to the scaling limit in
Section 11.

e The final Section 12 builds upon the previous two in order derive properties of (typical) geodesic
in the scaling limit of our stable Boltzmann maps and in particular prove the results used in

Section 9.
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7 BDG*-bijection and subsequential scaling limits

After recalling the classical BDG bijection, we present here the results of [96] and introduce the

candidate for the scaling limits of Boltzmann maps with large faces.

7.1 BDG?* construction

We recall here the construction of planar maps from labeled mobiles. Details can be found in [104].
A mobile is a plane tree 7 with black and white vertices such that the root of the tree is white and
all the neighbors of a black (resp. white) vertex are white (resp. black). Equivalently, a vertex of a
mobile is white if its distance to the root is even, and black otherwise. We write Vo (7) and V4 (7) the
set of white and black vertices of 7. We denote the number of children of a vertex v € T by ky(7T),
and we let V,(T) := {v € Vo(T) : ko(T) = 0} be the set of white leaves of 7. A label function on
T is a function £ : V,(7) — Z and we say that T := (7, ¢) is a labeled mobile. Moreover, a labeled
mobile (7, /) is called well-labeled if the function ¢ satisfies the following properties:

e The label of the root is 0;

e For every black vertex, v € V(7T ), and two neighbors of v consecutive in the clockwise order
uy, up € Vo(T), we have:
f(u2> = f(u1> —1.

We now follow [32] and present a bijection between the set of pairs (7 ,€) = (T,¢,€), where T is
a well-labeled mobile and € € {—1,1} is a sign, and the set M* of pointed bipartite planar maps. See
Figure 26 for an illustration. Recall that T is a plane tree, which we view as a planar map with one
face. The contour of this unique face, that is, the cyclic sequence of the corners of the face appearing
in counterclockwise order, defines what we call the contour order around 7. We extend the definition
of the labeling function ¢ to the set of corners of 7 incident to a white vertex (we naturally call them
“white corners”), by letting ¢(c) = ¢(v) if the corner c is incident to the white vertex v.

The bijection now goes as follows. First, we introduce a new vertex v, belonging to the face of
T. Second, we draw an arc going from every white corner ¢ to its successor corner, which is the first
white corner with label ¢(c) — 1 appearing after ¢ in the contour of 7. If ¢ has no successor, that is,
if /(c) equals the minimal value of ¢, then we link it to the vertex v,. These arcs can be drawn in
a non-crossing manner following the orientation of the plane, and the embedded graph, whose vertex
set equals V,(7) U {v.}, and whose edges are given by the arcs (hence discarding the edges of 7 and
its black vertices), is a bipartite planar map that we denote by BDG®*(7T,€). This map is pointed at
V4, and is rooted at the arc from the root corner of 7 to its successor, with this orientation if € = 1,
or with the reverse orientation if € = —1. In particular, when 7T is made of a single white vertex, the
resulting map BDG® (T, €) is the “edge-map” — with has no face, one oriented edge and two vertices,
and which is pointed either at the origin or the extremity of the oriented edge depending on €.

A few geometric properties of (m,v,) = BDG®*(T,€) can be directly deduced from this construc-

tion. To state them properly we recall that we denote the graph distance of m by d&. We also use
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the following standard terminology: a path of length k in m is a sequence X, e1, X1, €2, ..., Xk—1, €k, Xk
where xg, X1, ..., X; are vertices of m and e, ..., e; are edges of m such that e; connects x;_1 and x; for
every i € [1,k]. The path is called a geodesic if its length is exactly the graph distance between xg
and x;. Then it follows from the definition of BDG® that:

e The faces of degree 2k in m = BDG*(T,€) are in correspondence with the black vertices of T
of degree k in T .

e For every v € V,(T), starting from a corner adjacent to v and following the arcs joining the
consecutive iterated successors of ¢ until we reach v, we obtain a geodesic path in BDG* (T, €)

connecting v and v,. In particular, we have:

d% (v,0,) = £(v) —min{ + 1. (7.1)

The so-called “Schaeffer bound” is an improved version of the previous argument and states that for
every vertices v,v" of BDG* (T, €) \ {v.}:

[6(v) — £(v")] < d&a(v,v') < £(v) + £(v') — 2max ( min ¢; min £) +2, (7.2)

[0l [o0]r

where [v,?']7 stands for a minimal set of vertices appearing in clockwise order when going from v to

v', see the display after [0, Equation (74)], or Section 7.4.1 below for more details.

Figure 26: lllustration of the Bouttier—Di Francesco—Guitter construction of a planar pointed
map (in red on the right) from a well-labeled mobile (on the left). The pointed vertex is v*

and the orientation of the root edge is given by an independent sign €.
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Link with Boltzmann laws. The connection with our model of q-Boltzmann planar map defined in
the Introduction is as follows. Let q = (qx)k>1 be a non-zero sequence of non-negative numbers and
recall the definition of the g-Boltzmann measures wgq, wg given in and after (1.1). We assume that
wq is admissible in the sense that the total mass wq(M) is finite. Perhaps surprisingly, this implies,
by [16, Corollary 3.15], the stronger property that wa(./\/l') € (0,00). In particular, the q-Boltzmann
distributions wq/wq(M) and wg/wg(M?*) are well-defined. We also recall that wg(M?®) = 2z,
where the quantity zq is defined at (1.4).

Then we consider a g-alternating two-type Bienaymé-Galton-Watson tree 7: a tree with white
and black vertices at even and odd generations respectively which reproduce independently according
to the following offspring distributions

Skt (2k+1

~ _ )qk+1
Ho(k) =z'(1—2zg)* and  pa(k) = 200

, 7.3
— (7.3)

for all k > 0. Note that the generating functions of these laws are respectively

ey e T L v (7.4

where we recall the definition of gq, given in (1.3),

2k —1
s =1+ (37 o, xz0
k>1 o

The law of the mobile 7" thus obtained is denoted by GWg. Conditionally on 7", we consider random
labels which are uniform over all well-labelings of T, and let T~ be the resulting random well-labeled
mobile. We also let € be a uniform random variable on {—1;1}, independent of 7. Proposition 7 of
[104]? then states that:
BDG*(T,€) under GWq(dT) W LH.

wg (M*)
For simplicity, we will say that 7 is a q-Boltzmann mobile. Note in particular that if let 7} be
a g-Boltzmann mobile conditioned to have n — 1 white vertices, then the map BDG®(T;,€) whose
distinguished vertex v, has been forgotten is a g-Boltzmann map conditioned to have n vertices,

meaning that it has law wgq (- |#V = n).

7.2 Non-genericity assumption and scaling constants

Our basic assumption (1.2), or equivalently (1.5), that q is non-generic with exponent & € (1,2) has
simple interpretations in terms of the random tree 7. First, note that (1.5) implies that gf] (zq) =1,

and therefore that the two-type branching process associated with 7T is critical, in the sense that

9Recast according to our convention of including the edge-map, instead of the vertex-map used in [104].

99



Mmets = 1, where mqy = (zq — 1)~ and m, = zq — 1 are the means of ye and po. This also implies
that the law pice of the number of grandchildren of the root vertex of 7 has mean 1, and satisfies:
Sq

pos((k,00)) ~ T a) (20" k— oo, (7.5)

To see this, note that p.e has generating function goe(x) = go(ge(x)), see [96, Equation (14)].
As we pointed in the Introduction, ensuring the non-genericity assumption (1.5) requires a fine-
tuning of the weight sequence (gx)x>1. In order to convince the reader that this is still a reasonable

assumption, we shall discuss several examples below. To help the reader navigate between the relevant

references [96] and [10], we provide a table translating the notation:
This paper [96] [46]

w ® a—3
8q(x) xfq(x) +1 fa(x)
c

Zq Zq 1Zq =7

5 20n )% K722 — PqZq(2V/7T0)
q (2¢0) q T(a+1)
As a first example, let us adapt the discussion around [96, Proposition 2]: Fix any weight sequence

q° such that gp ~ k—%=1/2 a5 k — oo. Then, there exists a unique choice of the positive constants C

and B, with explicit values

1 4(gq°(1/74) - 1)

C=aqm b=l
o (1/4) gL (1/4)

such that the sequence q defined by

k—1
7 =C (i) e, k=1 (7.6)

is admissible, critical and non-generic with exponent a. Moreover, for this particular choice, it holds

that g = zal. In this case, the constant sq of (1.5) is given explicitly by:

_ 2%PICT () 20HIT (—a)

" pvm (e (1/4) —4gqe(1/4) +4)V7

A second example is provided by [31], see also [35], in connection with random maps endowed with
a statistical mechanics model. A loop-decorated rigid quadrangulation (q,1) is a planar map whose
faces are all quadrangles, together with a family of non-intersecting loops 1 = (/;);>1 on the dual map,
in such a way that these loops can only cross quadrangles through opposite sides. A measure on such

configurations is defined by putting

Wh'g/ﬂ((qz 1)) = g'q‘hmn#l’

for g,h > 0 and n € (0,2) where |q| is the number of edges of the quadrangulation, [1| is the total
length of the loops and #1 is the number of loops. Provided that the measure Wy, ¢, has finite total
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mass, one can use it to define a random loop-decorated quadrangulation denoted by 9, ¢ ,. We then
consider the gasket of 9, o , obtained by pruning off the interiors of the outer-most loops. It is easy to
see that this gasket is actually a Boltzmann map for some (complicated) weight sequence depending
on h,g,n. Fix n € (0,2). For most of the parameters (g,/) the gasket, once conditioned to be large,
converges towards the Brownian sphere. However, there is a fine tuning of ¢ and h (actually a critical
line) for which they are non-generic, with exponent

1
a= g + p- arccos(n/2),

see [31, 35] or [75] for the case n = 2.

The last example is a totally explicit family of non-generic critical weight sequences parametrized

by the exponent « € (1,2). This family appears in [5], generalizing the Kazakov one-matrix model,
and is used in [16, Section 3.5.4] or [30, Section 6]. It reads
k
qKazakov .= i Beta(1/2, k) 1
k ' 4n ) Beta(—a, k) =27
for which sléazako" :=2%/a, and where Beta(z1,2;) := % is Euler’s beta function.

All the above examples are non-generic in the sense of (1.2) and (1.5), and actually satisfy the

more stringent assumption
1
Tk ~e-Ch kT ask — oo, (7.7)

where ¢ = \/7tsq/ (2* 1T (—a)zq) and C = 1/ (4zq) which implies the pointwise asymptotic pos ({k}) ~
W as k — oo, a property stronger than (7.5). We shall call such weight sequences strictly non-
generic. In the opposite direction, our definition of non-genericity is stronger than that used in [53]
or in Marzouk [107] which allows for the presence of slowly varying functions: those weight sequences
will be called weakly non-generic. We shall need to assume strict non-genericity in Section 11 in order
to apply certain local limit theorems. But our main results are indeed valid for non-generic weight
sequences (and possibly for weakly non-generic ones to the cost of dealing more carefully with scaling

sequences), see the discussion in Section 7.4.2.

7.3 Scaling limits of mobiles, and tightness of the associated maps

This section presents the scaling limits results for large q-Boltzmann mobiles, and derives a few
consequences for their corresponding planar maps. To this end, we encode a labeled mobile T = (T, ¢)
using two processes. Namely, set m = #V, (7T ) — 1 and consider vy, ..., vy, € Vo(T) the list of the white
vertices in lexicographical (depth first) order, starting from the root corner. Then, we introduce (see
Figure 27):

e The white Lukasiewicz path of 7", which is the sequence S7 := (Sg' ,ST, ...) defined by induction
as follows. First take Sg— := 0 and, for every i € [0,m], let 517;1 — SIT +1 be the number of

grandchildren of v;. For every i > m, we put SiT = —1.
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e The label path defined as follows:
L7 :=(v;), for every i € [0,m],

and L7 :=0 for all i > m.

= 0 W
= ——t

=N WO

Figure 27: An example of a well-labeled mobile T~ = (7T, ¢) with the associated Lukasiewicz
and label paths (S7,L7).

Heuristically, the white Lukasiewicz path encapsulates the tree structure of V,(7), and the label
process represents the label function £. These processes are introduced because their scaling limits
can be studied using standard techniques from the theory of random paths. More precisely, let T, be

a g-Boltzmann mobile conditioned to have n — 1 white vertices. Then, with our notation (X, Z) of

the previous part, [96, Lemma 12] states'” that
I o4 1.7 (d)
(2(501”) STy (sqm) 2aLL(n_1).J>n>1 5 (X,Z) under P, (7.8)

where sq is the constant appearing in (1.2), and where the convergence takes place on ID([0,1],R)?,

where ID([0,1],R) is the Skorokhod (J1) space of cadlag functions from [0, 1] to R. Let us now draw a
few consequences of the above scaling limit on the random map side, beginning with (a slight extension

of) the subsequential scaling limit result of [96].

Subsequential scaling limits. Let 91, be the random q-Boltzmann map conditioned to have n vertices
which is obtained as BDG® (T, €) after forgetting the distinguished point. Recall that V(9,) is

10To be more precise, [96, Lemma 12] assumes that the weight sequence is strictly non-generic and of the form of the
first example presented in Section 7.2. However, a closer inspection at the proof shows that it is valid in the setting of
the present paper. Indeed, the asymptotic behavior of q is only needed to get tail bounds for the offspring distributions

Ue, Yo and Hoe, which are still valid under our more general situation.
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endowed with its graph distance dg;tn, and the uniform probability measure volyy,. Write v, ..., 00 _,

for the sequence of white vertices of T in lexicographical order, and for s,t € [0,1] set

dy(s, t) = dgrt”(v?,v}?), where |(n—1)s] =iand |[(n—1)t] =, (7.9)

with the convention v} = vj if i > n — 1. The random metric space {v, ..., v/ _,} endowed with the
graph distance dg;n and the uniform measure can equivalently be seen as the quotient of [0,1] by the
equivalence relation ~ , equipped with distance function induced by d,, and the pushforward of the
Lebesgue measure on [0,1] under the associated canonical projection. We extend the definition of d,

to RZ by bilinear interpolation, namely:
dn(s,t) =(s — [s])(t = [t))d([s], [t]) + (s = [s])([t] — )d([s], [t])
+ ([sT=s)(t = [t])d([s], [t]) + ([s] = s)([t] = )d(Ts], [t]) -
Using (7.8) and the Schaeffer bound (7.2), it is easy to see that the laws of
Dy = ((sqn) ¥du((n—1)s,(n—=1)t)) ey 1 >1,

form a tight family of probability measures on the space C([0,1]%,R) of continuous functions from
[0,1]? to R, see [06, Theorem 5]. Therefore, by the Skorokhod representation theorem, we can extract

a subsequence (11 )k>1 so that, along this subsequence, we have:

_1 _1 8.
(2(sqm) 48Ty, yy.p (sam) % LT}, ), Di) —2— (X,2,D), (7.10)

along (1y)k>1

where D : [0,1]> — R is a random continuous pseudo-distance, and the convergence takes place on
the space ID([0,1],IR) x ID([0,1],R) x C([0,1]%,R).

From now on, we fir the subsequence (N )x>1-

Let us now come back to the planar map side of the story. The space (V(imn),dgg;tn,volmn) is a
random weighted compact metric space — a compact metric space endowed with a finite measure — and
we let IM be the set of all isometry classes of weighted compact metric spaces. To lighten notation,
we shall often identify a compact weighted metric space with its equivalence class, and we leave the
reader check that the definitions and results provided in these pages actually do not depend on the
chosen representative. We equip M with the classical Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov metric, namely
for every M := (M, dp, ) and M := (M/, dpy, ¢') in M:

derar (M, M) = it (00 (M), ¢' (M) V 0 (90 41) )

where the infimum is taken over all isometries ¢, ¢’ from M, M’ into a metric space (Z,d) and
ox (resp. dp) stands for the classical Hausdorff distance (resp. the Prokhorov distance). The space
(M, dgup) is a Polish space, see [110] for more details. In order to state some re-rooting properties

it will also be useful to introduce the set of all isometry classes of marked weighted compact metric
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spaces, namely Moot := {(M,dp, 1, %) : x € M}/iso,'! and to endow it with the marked Gromov—

Hausdorff-Prokhorov metric, i.e.
At (M, du, ), (M dyg, ', ) 1= i (5H (9(M), ¢"(M")) V &b (pupt, lp) V 6 (¢<x>,¢>’(x’)>) ,

for every (M, dp, u), (M, dpy,4') € M and (x,x") € M x M' and where as before the infimum is
taken over all isometries ¢, ¢’ from M, M’ into a metric space (Z,6). The space (Moo, d55p) is also
a Polish space. As usual we equip (M, dgrp) and (Myoot, do5p) with the associated Borel sigma-field.
We also mention that the projection mapping a rooted weighted compact metric space (M, dm, y,x)
to (M, dm, ;4) plainly defines a projection from Moot onto IM.

Now recall from Proposition 4.3 that the process Z a.s. attains its global minimum at a unique

time t, € [0,1]. From the convergence (7.10), along the subsequence (ny)>1, it is easy to see that:

Proposition 7.1. Along the subsequence (ny)i=1 we have

(V(9), (sqn)~ % - d&; ,voly,) = ([0,1]/ ~p, D, Volp) , (7.11)

n—00

where the convergence holds in the Gromov—Hausdorff-Prokhorov sense. Moreover recalling that I1p :

[0,1] — [0,1]/ ~p is the canonical projection, we have the following re-rooting property:

([0,1]/ ~p, D, Volp, HD(0)> @ ([0,1]/ ~p, D, Volp, HD(t*)> @ ([0,1]/ ~p, D, Volp, HD(u)) )

(7.12)

where U is a uniform random variable on [0,1] independent of (X,Z, D).

It is a classical technique to derive a convergence of the style (7.11) from one relating coding
processes as (7.10). Actually, if we forget about the measures volyy, and Volp, the convergence (7.11)
already appears in the proof of [96, Theorem 4] and it is easy to derive our case adapting this proof.

For completeness, we give the argument.

Proof. Recall that (v, ..., v!'_,) is the sequence of white vertices of T, and that along the subsequence
(nk)k=1 we have (7.10). We also write v} for the unique vertex of 9, not appearing in (vf, ..., v_,).

Now remark that the Gromov—Hausdorff-Prokhorov distance between
(V(zmn),n—i .dg;n,volm) and (V(m) \ {0:},n" % - d8 voly, (- N{o # v:z}))

is smaller than n~2. So it is enough to show that the GHP-distance between the latter space, that
we denote by M), and [0,1]/ ~p tends to 0. Recall that 91, can be seen as the quotient [0,1]/ ~y,
for the pseudo-distance d, defined in (7.9). In this direction, we consider the obvious correspondence
Ry between ([0,1]/ ~y,) and ([0,1]/ ~p) made of all (I1; (s),IIp(s)) for some s € [0,1]. We also
equip R, with the measure v, obtained by the push forward of the uniform measure on [0,1] by s —
(I14,(s),IIp(s)). In particular, vy is a coupling supported on R, between 5 - volay, (- N{v # v.})

HHere we say that (M, dp, 1, x) and (M, dpp, 1/, x") if there exists an isometric bijection ¢ : M — M’ such that
!

@sp =y’ and p(x) = x'.
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and Volp. The convergence (7.11) is now a direct application of [1 10, Proposition 6] noticing that the
distortion of %R, tends to 0 since by (7.10), we have:

dis(%,) = sup {|D(s,t) — Du(s,t)|: (s,t) € [0,1]} SLEIN)

N —r 00

Let us now turn to the proof of (7.12), starting with the second equality in distribution. Let u" be
a uniformly chosen random vertex in {vf,...,vl_,,v"}, and remark that by the very definition of the

measure wzl we have:

(V(Sﬁn), dg;n, volon, , vZ) @) (V(EITI”), dgjrtn, volon, , u”).

=

Now (7.11) gives:
(V(9), (sqn)~ % dE, ,voly,,u") — ([0,1]/ ~p, D, Volp, Ip(U)),

where U is an independent uniform random variable on [0, 1] — the convergence takes place a.s. along
the subsequence (11y)r>1. Consequently, it remains to show that (V(imn),dgg;zn,volmn,v’;) converges
along (ng)k>1 towards ([0,1]/ ~p, D, Volp,IIp(t:)). Let w" be the first vertex — in lexicographical
order — with label £(v") + 1 and set t? := inf{t € [0,1] : Zﬂ[(nfl)tj = w"}. In particular, w" is a
neighbor of v” in M,,. Moreover, since a.s. the process Z is continuous and has a unique minimum
(Proposition 4.3), we have t} — t, and we then infer from (7.10) that:
nh_r}r.}o D(t,t}) = 0.

We deduce that the distance, with respect to the dg’fﬁ,—metric, between (zmn, U:Z) and (EITI;, w”) (resp.
([0,1]/ ~p,Ip(ts)) and ([0,1]/ ~p,IIp(t!))) tends to 0, as n — co. Therefore, to conclude, it
remains to show that the d{9g%-distance between (9, w") and ([0,1]/ ~p,Ip(#!)) tends to 0, along
(ng)k=>1- This is again a direct consequence, using [78, Theorem 3.6], of the fact that (w",IIp(t}))
belongs to R, and that the distorsion of R, tends to 0, along the subsequence (1y)>1.

Finally, let us show that the first and last terms of (7.12) are equal in distribution. To start with,
note that the same arguments as the above entail that ([0,1]/ ~p, Volp,IIp(0)) is the a.s. limit in
Moot of (V(00T,), (5qn)_ﬁ -dg;n,volmn,vg) as n — oo along the subsequence (ny)x>1. Next, observe
that v} has same distribution as a uniformly chosen vertex incident to the root edge of M, (depending
on the value of the Rademacher random variable €). Moreover, if €}, is a uniformly random oriented
edge of M, then M, re-rooted at ¢}, has same distribution as 9. Therefore, to conclude, it suffices to
show that for some appropriate choice of ¢}, it holds that (V(90,), (sqn)_% . d%;n,volmn, v},) converges
to ([0,1]/ ~p, Volp, IIp(U)) in Myoot, where v/, is chosen at random uniformly among the two vertices
incident to eJ,.

In order to provide such a coupling of e}, with 9,,, we proceed as follows. Recall that the contour
order of white vertices around the mobile 7, is the sequence of white corners cj,cf, ..., Cam -1 that
appear when going around the unique face of 7T, in counterclockwise order, starting from the root

corner. Here, Co(T,) denotes the total number of white corners of T,. We choose ¢}, to be the arc

105



going from the corner C’LlC (T)u to its successor, with an orientation chosen uniformly at random

among the two possible ones. In this way, e/, is indeed a uniformly chosen oriented edge of 9,,.

To show that e), has the required property, we let ¢,(i) be the unique index such that c! is
incident to the vertex vy ;. Then, [96, Lemma 13] implies that ¢, (| Co(7Ty)-|)/n converges uniformly
to the identity map of [0,1]. This implies in particular, by the same arguments as above, that
if vl = vgn(LCo(Tn)UJ)’ then it holds that (V(i)ﬁn),(sqn)*ﬁ -dg;n,volmn,vg) converges in Moot to
([0,1]/ ~p,D,Volp,IIp(U)) along the subsequence (#1y)k>1. The same holds with v;, replaced by a
uniformly random extremity v/, of ¢}, since v/, is then at graph distance at most 1 from ©v),. This

concludes the proof. I

Let us stress that, given the previous tightness result, to prove our main result, Theorem 1.1, it

suffices to establish that, under P, we have
D(s,t) = D*(s,t), s,t€]0,1],

where D* is the pseudo metric constructed from (X,Z) in the Introduction. The rest of this work
is devoted to the proof of the previous display which in particular relies on the study of geodesics.
Let us conclude this section by introduction some standard terminology. Similarly to planar maps, a
metric space (M, dy) is called a geodesic metric space if for every x,y € M there exists an isometry
v :[0,d(x,y)] = M such that (7(0), y(dm(x,v))) = (x,y). In this case, we say that 7 is a geodesic
going from x to y. For compact metric spaces, being a geodesic metric space is equivalent to being a
path metric space, i.e. an arcwise connected metric space (M,dy) such that the distance dps(x,y) is

equal to
e

1
dv(x,y) = inf sup dpm(c(ti), c(tivr)),

cl0,T]=M 0=, <tr<...<ty=T i—1

where the infimum is over all continuous paths ¢ : [0, T] — M with (c(0),¢(T)) = (x,y) and where the
supremum is over all choices of the integer n > 1 and of finite sequences t; < tp < ... < t, satisfying
to =0 and t, = T. In particular, it is a property invariant by isometry. Let us mention that formally,
(V(m,), (5qn)_2iu . dg%rzn) is not a geodesic compact metric space, but this problem can be circumvent
by replacing V(9,) with the union of all its edges, each edge being represented by a copy of the
interval [0, (5qn)*ﬁ]. We denote the space of isometry classes of (resp. rooted) weighted geodesic
compact metric spaces by PM (resp. PM;o0t). By [39, Theorem 7.5.1], PM and PM;,ot are closed
subsets of IM and Mot respectively. In particular, since the convergences of Proposition 7.1 plainly
hold if we add the edges of the map (as copies of [0, (%n)‘i] for n > 1), we infer that P-a.s. we
can view ([0,1]/ ~p, D, Volp) and ([0,1]/ ~p, D, Volp, p.), ([0,1]/ ~p, D, Volp,I1p(0)) as elements
of PM and PM;0t, respectively. In particular, ([0,1]/ ~p, D) is a geodesic metric space

7.4 Bounds on D

In this section, we derive a few bounds on the pseudo-metrics D and D* obtained by passing simple
discrete estimates to the scaling limit. These bounds will be especially useful when proving that ~p

and ~p- are P-a.s. the same equivalence relations (Theorem 8.1).
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7.4.1 Simple geodesics and D < D*

First, recall from Proposition 4.3 that the minimum of Z is realized at a unique random time ¢,.

Combining (7.1), the convergence (7.10) and the continuity of Z, it follows that:

D(t*,S) :ZS_Zt*/ S € [0,1]. (7.13)
Similarly, it is possible to take limits along the subsequence (ny)x>1 in (7.2) to obtain the well-known
continuous version of the Schaeffer bounds: Namely, for every s,t € [0,1], we have

|Zt — Zs| < D(t,s) < Zs + Zy — 2max < min Z, min Z) = 3(s,t). (7.14)
[sALsVE]  [sVEsAL] Def. (1.7)

This has been proved in [06, display after (74)] using variants of the coding functions ST,LT for the
contour sequence rather than the lexicographical sequence, see [96, Section 6].

Let us introduce the notion of discrete and continuous simple geodesics which will give a geometric
interpretation to (7.14). In the discrete BDG® construction, if we pick a corner white ¢ of T, we can
draw (in red on Figure 29) the associated simple geodesics targeting v, obtained by starting from ¢
and following the arcs to its consecutive successors. As we observed already just before (7.1), the path
produced this way is a (discrete) geodesic which we denote by 'y(c). By construction, the two simple
geodesics started from different corners ¢ and ¢’ will merge at a corner of label

min <min /; min E) -1, (7.15)
.l [celr
where [c1, 2] is the set of white corners going from ¢; to ¢; in clockwise order around 7. If (7.15) is
smaller than the minimal label on T, then 4(¢) and ’)/(C/) merge at the vertex v, directly.

Let us now pass this construction to the scaling limit. For every s € [0, 1], we set

) ) inf{t>s:2Z,=2Z;—r} if inf{Z;:t>s}<Z;—r,
= inf{lt<s:Zy=2Zs—r} if inf{Z:t>s}>Z;—r,

for r € [0,Zs —infZ]. Remark that, by the very definition of 77(5) and Proposition 4.3, we have
U(Zss)fian = t, and that by (7.13) and (7.14) the path (ITp 0 ) (r),0 < r < Zs — inf Z) is a geodesic
in ([0,1] ~p, D) which we call the simple geodesic started from s (it is a geodesic from ITp(s) to
I1p(t.)), and we denote it by (). The reader has noticed that we use a similar notation as in the
discrete setting, however the context should avoid any confusion. As in the discrete setting, the two
simple geodesics ¢®) and ¥ in ([0,1]/ ~p, D) merge at the point

(s) Zs—Zi+5(s,t)\ _ (t) Zy — Zs +5(s,1)
i 2 -7 2

of label equal to rnax(min[S Asvi] Z, TN g U5V 1] Z), and coincide afterwards. In words, the bound
D < 3 just says that to go from ITp(s) to ITp(#) we can go towards the root using () until we merge
with (), and then “climb-up” y) to ITp(t). Formally, we denote by 457" the path obtained by

. Zs—Zi+3(s,t
{ 1) (r) if ogrgifz“),

(s—t) —
T YO G(s, ) —r) if EEABEN < s, ).



In particular 77" is a path connecting ITp(s) and ITp(t) and its D-length is equal to 3(s,t). For

further use, notice from the above discussion that:

) and ¢ coincide outside of Bp (I1p(s),3(s, t)). (7.16)

It is also not hard to see that D passes to the quotient of the looptree, which means with the

notation of Section 2 that we have:
Proposition 7.2. P-a.s., for every (s,t) € [0,1], if s ~4 t then we have s ~p t.

Proof. The proof necessarily goes back to the discrete setting. Fix 0 < s < t < 1 that are identified

in the looptree, i.e. from Proposition 2.1 such that:
Xs— = X; and X, > X, for every r € (s, t).
Using (7.10) we can find integers iy,j, such that %” — s, % — t and
Sin > SZ:" = S].Z-”, for every i €[liy, ju]-

This means that the white vertex v]y.’" is the last grandchildren of UZ (in clockwise order). In particular,
by the Schaeffer bound (7.2) we see that d,(iy, j,) is bounded above by 2 plus the maximum label
displacement between two consecutive white vertices around a black vertex of T;. After conditioning
on the plane tree Ty, it is easy to see that this maximal displacement is 0,5 (n¢) for every ¢ > 0
using [90, Lemma 1]. As a consequence, we have dy(iy, ju) = oa,s,(n%), where the upper bound is
uniform over the choice of the identified points s, t. Passing to the limit along the subsequence (ny)x>1
with (7.10) and using the continuity of the limiting pseudo-distance D, it follows that D(s,t) = 0 as
desired. O

We now introduce the pseudo-distance D*, which is the largest pseudo-distance (i.e. a symmetric,
non-negative function obeying the triangle inequality) which is bounded above by 3 and passes to the

quotient of the looptree. Namely, it is given by the expression (1.8) which we recall here:
|4
D*(s,t) :=inf Y _ 3(sk, &) , (7.17)
k=1

where the infimum is over all choices of the integer p > 1 and all finite sequences (s, tk)lgkgp with
s = 51 and t, = t such that t; ~; spyq for every 1 <k < p — 1. Notice that (7.13) and (7.14) also hold
for D* instead of D, and as a consequence, the simple geodesics defined above are also geodesics for

the pseudo-distance D*. We record the equivalent of (7.13) for later uses:
D*(t.,s) =Zs—Z:,, s€][0,1]. (7.18)
In particular, by (7.14) and Proposition 7.2, we have:

D < D*. (7.19)
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The previous display ensures that the pseudo-distance D factorizes through the projection I'lp+ — the
canonical projection associated with ~p-. If we keep the notation D for this projection, we obtain

that D can be seen as a pseudo-distance on
S = [0, 1]/ ~ D*

and the goal of Section 8 is to show that D actually defines a distance on & and to understand the
induced topology. Before doing that, let us deduce a few easy estimates on the distance D from our

study of the process Z:

Lemma 7.3. (i) The D-diameter has stretch exponential tails, i.e. there exist ¢,C,p > 0 such that

P( sup D(s, t) > x) < Ce=*"
s,t€[0,1]
(ii) For any & > 0, there exists Cs > 0 so that if Uy, Uy are two independent uniform random
variables on [0,1], also independent of (X, Z, D), then

P(D(Uy, Up) <€) < Cs-e¥7°,  for every e > 0.

Proof. The first point is a consequence of (7.14) and point (i) in Proposition 3.2. Namely, (7.14)
entails that SUP; 1e(0,1] D(s,t) < supZ —infZ. We can then use the fact that the variables sup Z and
—inf Z have same distribution to derive the first point from Propositions 3.2 and (3.3). For the second

point, write p; = IIp(U;) and p, = IIp(Uz) and notice that for any €, > 0 we have

P(D(p1,02) <€) < P(VolD (Bp(p1,€)) = 82""5) + P(pz € Bp(p1,¢€), Volp (Bp(p1,¢€)) < 82”"5)

Conditionally on (X, Z, D), since U, is uniform on [0, 1] the point p, has law Volp, so the second term
in the right-side hand is by definition smaller than £2=°. For the first term, recall that by (7.13) and

re-rooting invariance (Theorem 7.1) we have

(Vol(BD(pl,s)), under P) @ (Volé(BZ(Hz,(t*),s)), under P),
so that the probability P(VOID (BD (p1,£)) = 82"‘*‘5> decays stretched exponentially fast as e — 0 for
fixed § > 0 by Theorem 4.4. O

7.4.2 Le Gall’s re-rooting trick

Imagine for an instant that our main result, Theorem 1.1, was proved. Then, combining the equality
D = D* with the re-rooting property of D (7.12) inherited from the discrete setting, we would deduce
the following straightforward corollary: For U,V independent uniform random variables on [0, 1],
independent from (X, Z, D), it holds that

p*u,v) ¥ pr(u,t,). (7.20)

This corollary could seem much less powerful than the equality D = D*. However, Le Gall’s argument
[90, Section 8.3], which we reproduce below, shows that the above display, together with the rough

inequalities deduced in the previous section is actually sufficient to prove D = D*:
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Lemma 7.4 (Le Gall’s re-rooting trick). Suppose that the two continuous pseudo-distances D, D* satisfy
D < D*, together with (7.13), (7.18) and are both invariant by re-rooting (7.12), (7.20). Then D = D*

a.s.

Proof. Independently of D, D*, let U,V be two independent uniform random variables on [0,1]. It
follows from (7.12), (7.20) that D(U, V) and D*(U, V) have respectively the same law as D(U, t,)
and D*(U, t.), which by (7.13), (7.18) are equal. Using 0 < D(U,V) < D*(U,V) we deduce that
D(U,V) = D*(U, V) almost-surely. By continuity we have D = D*, as wanted. O

The point is that the invariance by re-rooting of (7.20) is a (complicated) measurable property
depending on the processes (X, Z) only. In particular, if Theorem 1.1 is proved for just one model of
random map, then (7.20) is granted, and a posteriori by Le Gall’s re-rooting trick Lemma 7.4, Theorem
1.1 is valid for any model of random for which the results of the previous section hold, and in particular
for any g-Boltzmann maps for non-generic sequence q with exponent a. Given this discussion, it is
sufficient in the rest of our journey towards Theorem 1.1 to focus on a specific non-generic weight
sequence with exponent a: We shall from now on suppose that q is strictly non-generic in the sense

of Section 7.2 (mainly to be able to use local limit theorems in Section 11).

From now on, we suppose that q s strictly non-generic with exponent «.

7.4.3 Cactus-Bound

While the definition of D* given in Section 7.4.1 is based on an upper bound on D, we now prove a
lower bound on D improving upon the trivial inequality D(s,t) > |Zs — Z;| of (7.14). In this direction,

we elaborate on the so-called “Cactus bound”, see [71]. Recall the notation
Branch(ry, 1) :={r € [0,1]: m Aro <r<rporr Ara <r<ry} U{r,n}. (7.21)

for every r1, 1, € [0,1] and that the set IT;(Branch(rq,72)) is precisely the set of pinch-points between
I14(r1) to I14(r2) together with {I14(r1),I14(r2)}. Our new bound reads as follows:

Lemma 7.5 (Cactus-bound). P-a.s., for every 0 < s <t <1 and every ry € [0,s]U[t, 1], r2 € [s,t] we
have:
D(s,t) = (Zs — Z},) N (Zs — Zy)) N min |Zs — Z,| . (7.22)

r€Branch(ry,r2)
The above bound is only useful when Z,, and Z,, are smaller than Z;. The reader may replace the
role of s and t in the second part of the proof of Lemma 7.5 to obtain (7.22) with s replaced by f in
the right-hand term. We break the symmetry to simplify notation and since (7.22) will be sufficient

for our applications.

Proof. We use the notation of the statement of the lemma and we suppose that r1 € [0,s), the case
r1 € (t,1] can be obtained with the same method by symmetry. We first establish a similar bound in

the discrete setting using the BDG construction and then pass it to the limit. See Figure 29 for an
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1p(t.)

Figure 28: lllustration of the Cactus bound in the cactus representation of ([0,1]/ ~p, D).
The vertical distances represent distances to IIp(t.). In red, we can see the two simple
geodesics starting from I1p(rq) and T1p(r2) respectively. The bound follows by arguing that
a D-geodesic going from T1p(s) to I1p(#) must either cross the union of those two geodesics,
or must pass through a pinch-point on the branch in-between ITp(s) and IIp(#) (in orange
on the figure above) since they are “blocked” by the faces of [0,1]/ ~p (in light blue in the
figure).

illustration. Consider, in the q-Boltzmann mobile T, = (7y, {,), four white vertices Uy, Usn, Oy, Up
visited in the lexicographical order at times 0 <1} <s" <rj <t"<n—1.

From the first corners in the contour of the vertices visited at times 7} and rj we draw (in red
on Figure 29) the simple geodesics targeting v, obtained by following the arcs to their consecutive
successors in the BDG® construction. Those two paths eventually merge and reach the distinguished
vertex vl. We also consider the set Branch(vr;z, Urg) (in orange on Figure 29) of all white vertices in the
branch in 7, between vy and Uy (forgive the abuse of notation). Our goal now is to give a lower bound
of the distance between vg and vs. In this direction, consider a geodesic path 7 (in blue in Figure
29) going from vgn to v in the map M, = BDG®*(Ty,, €). By planarity and from the construction of
the edges of the map, this path must visit (the vertices of) one of the two simple geodesics above'?, or
the set Branch(vrrlz,vr;). In the first case, since the labels of the vertices along these simple geodesics

are all less than or equal to max (¢, (v,r), £x(v;1)), we obtain using the lhs of (7.14) that:

d;gjrtn(vsn,vtn) 2 Ly (vsn) + L (V) — 2max(y (v ), £y (vry)).-

1211 particular, remark that the simple geodesics go around 7Ty, and do not cross it.
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Figure 29: lllustration of the cactus bound in the construction of maps from well-labeled
mobiles. We draw in red the geodesics going from vyr and v, to v, obtained in the construction
of BDG bijection. In orange we draw the set Branch(v,», v;z).

In the second case, we use the same bound and get:

dg;n (Usn,l)tn) > min (|£n (Usn) — gn (U)’ + |£n (Utn> — £n<7))|) .

veBranch(v,;; O )

In all cases we can thus write:

d%;t (Us”, vt") > mil’l mil’l ’En(vsn) - gn(v)| ,‘En(vsn) - En(vr{l);gn(vs”) - E(Urg) .
" UEBranCh(Urir s

The desired estimate on D is obtained by passing to the limit in the above display along the subsequence

(nk)k>1 using (7.10). Let us proceed. Fix 0 <7 <s <1y <t <1, and fix discrete times s”, ", r} and

ry as above such that

n i LN LN

st
VA B

n n n n

> — (S/ t/ r, 7"2),
almost surely along the subsequence (1 ),>1. By virtue of the convergence (7.10) along the subsequence
(ng)k>1, and the continuity of the process Z, we have that the renormalized labels (sqn)*l/ 201 T gt
times s",t",r] and ry converge to Zs, Z;, Z;, and Z,,. Therefore, to prove the proposition, it remains
to establish that along (ny)x>1 we have:
1

liminf (sqn) 2« - min y(vgn) — Ly (0)] > min Zs— Zy|. 7.23

n—00 ( 1 ) veBranch(v,i«,v,g)l n( ’ ) n( )| - rEBranCh(Tl,rz)’ ) r| ( )
In this direction, consider a visit time h" of a white vertex in Branch(vr;«,vrg) realizing the minimum

in the left-hand side of the previous display. By compactness, up to a further subsequence extraction,
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one can suppose that i /n — h € [0,1], so that it suffices to prove that h € Branch(ry,72) to conclude.
In order to avoid trivialities, we will assume that h ¢ {r,72}. In terms of the discrete exploration

STr | we must have one of the two alternatives:

W< SZ:” = min S7 and ST" > min ST (7.24)
[hm ] [riry
or
rf <K' <ry and ST” = ﬁlmnﬂ ST, (7.25)

Let us pass these estimates to the limit using (7.10), along the subsequence discussed above. This
requires a little bit of care, since the evaluation functions f € ID([0,1],R) — f(u) are not continuous
for the Skorokhod topology. However, if (f;;),>1 is a sequence in ID(]0,1],R) converging to some limit
f,and (a,),>1 and (by),>1 are two sequences in [0, 1] with a, < b, and with limits a, — a and b, — b,
then it holds that the limit points of (fy(ax))u>1 and (min, 41 fu)u>1 are included respectively in
{f(a—),f(a)} and {min(,;) f, min,y f, f(a—) Aming,y) f}. If moreover f has only positive jumps,
then this second set is equal to {min, f, f(a—) A minj, f}. We will apply these few remarks to
fn = Z(Sqn)_l/ ”‘Sz(‘”n_l)‘ | and f = X, always considering n along appropriate subsequences.

At first, let us suppose that (7.24) holds for infinitely many values of n. Then, passing to the limit
along these values, we have h < r; (since we assumed that I # r1), and we further distinguish two
sub-cases:

(i) If we further assume that X; = Xj,, then passing to the limit in (7.24) yields

Xpo =X <minX and X, =X, > X, - AminX,
[fr1] [r172]

where we applied the above discussion with a, = h"/(n —1),b, = r}'/(n — 1) to get the first inequality,
and a, = r}/(n—1),b, = r§/(n—1) to get the second one. But the first inequality implies in
particular that Xj;_ < X, _, which shows that the second inequality can be replaced by X;_ >
miny, .1 X.

(ii) If, on the other hand, it holds that X;_ < Xj, then we claim that 2(5(171)_1/"‘571,—11 converges
to Xj_. Otherwise, we could find a subsequence along which it rather converges to X}, and the same
argument as before would imply that Xj; < min[h/rl] X, a contradiction with the property (A7) in

Section 2.1. Then, the same limiting argument as above implies again that

X <minX and X;,_ > min X,
[hr1] ~ )

in both cases, this implies that i € Branch(rq,7;). Finally, it remains to discuss the situation where

(7.25) holds for infinitely any values of #, in which case a similar argument shows that r1 < h < rp

and
Xj— < min X.
[h,l’z]
Again, this implies that h € Branch(r1, ;). Hence, in all cases, (7.23) follows as desired. O
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8 The topology of S

In this section, we identify the topology of ([0,1]/ ~p,D) of any subsequential limit of rescaled
stable discrete g-Boltzmann maps. We begin by describing the points identified by ~p and ~p« in
Theorem 8.1. Next, we encode these equivalence classes using laminations of the disk. Following
the work of Le Gall and Paulin [97], we then apply Moore’s theorem to embed S on the sphere S,.
This allows us, in the dilute phase, to identify the topology of S as that of the Sierpinski carpet; see
Theorem 8.4.

8.1 Point identifications
This section is devoted to the proof of the following result:

Theorem 8.1 (Point identification). P-almost surely, for every s,t € [0,1], we have

3(s,t) =0
D(s,t)=0 <= D'(5,t)=0 <«— or
d(s,t) = 0.

As presented in the Introduction, the main idea behind the above result is that if two times s,
are not identified either by 3 or by d (corresponding to the “trivial identifications” mentioned in the
Introduction), then “there is a face” separating the two, ensuring they are at a strictly positive distance
from one another; see Figure 28. This argument is very different from the one used by Le Gall [88]
to identify the topology of the Brownian sphere, but it is reminiscent of the approach used in [27,
Theorem 4.3].

Proof. Fix 0 < s < t < 1 such that D(s,t) = 0. As announced above, the informal idea is to show
that except if 3(s,t) = 0 or d(s,t) = 0 then the (projections of) s and t must be separated by two
faces (appearing at the forthcoming times r; and ;) which must force D(s,t) to be positive by the
Cactus bound (7.22).

Let us begin by a couple of simple observations. First, by (7.14) we must have Z; = Z; and we put
z = Zs = Z; to simplify notation in the rest of the proof. We suppose next that these times are not
identified in the looptree, i.e. d(s,t) # 0, and we argue according to the form of the set Branch(s, t)
— as defined in (2.7). Notice that Branch(s,t) may be reduced to {s,t} (e.g. if I1;(s) and IT;(t) are
on a same loop of £). We first claim that for every r € Branch(s,t) we must have Z, > z. Because
otherwise if there exists r; € Branch(s, f) such that Zy, < z, we could consider r, the unique element
different of 71 such that d(r1,72) = 0 and then we must be in the configuration r1 € [s, t] and rp € [t, 5]
orry € [t,s] and ry € [s,t], and in both cases we would get

D(s,t) >z—2Z, >0,

by an application of the Cactus bound as stated in Lemma 7.5.
Let us now assume that 3(s, ) > 0 since otherwise s, f are trivially identified. We start by treating

the case when {r € Branch(s,t) \ {s,t} : Z, = z} is empty. First assume that s is a pinch-point
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Figure 30: Setup of the proof of Theorem 8.1 after excluding the trivial identifications
d(s,t) =0 and 3(s,t) = 0. We can always find 1 € (s,t) and rp € (s,t) pinch point times
such that Z,, < z, Z,, < z and such that the labels on Branch(ry,r2)\{r1, 72} are strictly
larger than z. Then the Cactus bound (7.22) implies that D(s,t) > 0.

time and recall that then Z, > z for every r € Branch(s, t)\{s,t}. In this case the re-rooting property
(3.12) and Proposition 4.5 ensure that there are r1 € (s,t) and r € (£,5) such that

Z, <z < Z,, for every r € Branch(s,r) \ {s, 71},

and
Z,, <z < Z, for every r € Branch(s, ) \ {s, 2},

see Figure 30 for an illustration. In particular, since Branch(r1,72) C (Branch(s,r1) UBranch(s, 7)) \
{s}, we have Z, > z for every r € Branch(r1,r2) \ {r1,72}. Using that Branch(rq,72) is a compact set,
we get min{|z — Z,| : r € Branch(ry,r2)} > 0. Hence, the Cactus bound (Lemma 7.5), with (r1,72),
entails:

D(s,t) 2 (z—2Z,)N(z—Z,,) N min |z—Z] >0,
r€Branch(ry,r2)

and we can apply exactly the same argument if ¢t is a pinch-point time. Assume now that both s and
t are leaf times. Since 3(s,t) > 0 there exists a1 € [0,s[U]t,1] and a, € [s,t] such that Z, < z and
Za, < z. Next, introduce the pinch point times:

ay :=inf {r € Branch(s,a1) \ {s} : Z, <z} ; ay:=inf{r € Branch(t,a)\ {t} : Z, < z}.

If Z,, <z (resp. Zg, < z) take 1y := ay (resp. rp :=ap). If it is not the case, by the discussion at the
beginning of the proof there exists r1 (resp. r2) with r1 €]s, t[ (resp. r2 € [0,#'[U]s/, 1[) such that:

Z, <z <inf{Z,: r € Branch(ay, r1) \ {a1,71}}

(resp. Z,, < z = inf{Z, : r € Branch(ay, ) \ {a2,72}}). In every case, we can then apply again the
Cactus bound (7.22) with (r1,72) to deduce that in this case we also have D(s, t) > 0, which is excluded.
Finally, it remains to treat the case when the set {r € Branch(s,t) \ {s,t} : Z, = z} is not empty.
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Then by Lemma 4.7 and the re-rooting property (3.12), the set {r € Branch(s,t) \ {s,t} : Z, = z}
contains only one time 7. One can then apply Proposition 4.5 to this time and deduce the existence

of the required rq, 7y as above, we refer to Figure 31 for an illustration.

(PO

o

labels
A

Figure 31: In the case when there exists r € Branch(s, t)\{s, t} such that Z, = z, then such
a time is unique and we can find r1 € (¢,5) and r € (s, t) directly in the vicinity of r for the

looptree distance d by Proposition 4.5.

8.2 Lamination encoding of the equivalence classes and Moore’s theorem

Let us derive an easy consequence of Theorem 8.1.

Corollary 8.2. P almost surely, we have ([0,1]/ ~p) = ([0,1]/ ~p+) = S as point sets. Moreover the

topological spaces

(§,D) and (S,D*) are a.s. homeomorphic,

and their topology is the quotient topology associated with Ip : [0,1] — [0,1]/ ~p. Finally Volp and
Volp« define the same measure on the Borel sigma-field of S which will from now on be denoted by
Vol.

Proof. The first statement follows directly from Theorem 8.1. Since D : [0,1]? — Ry is continuous, the
equivalence relation ~p is closed and the quotient space ([0,1]/ ~p, D) is a Hausdorff compact space.
The same is true for ([0,1]/ ~p+, D*). Recalling that D < D*, the natural projection ([0,1]/ ~p-
,D*) — ([0,1]/ ~p,D) is thus continuous, obviously surjective and, by Theorem 8.1, it is also
injective. By a standard result in topology, its inverse is also continuous and we infer that ([0,1]/ ~p-
,D*) is homeomorphic to ([0,1]/ ~p, D). The second point is similar: Let Tquotient be the quotient
topology, i.e. the finest topology that makes Ilp : [0,1] — [0,1]/ ~p continuous. Since ~p is
closed, Tquotient Separates points. As a consequence ([0,1]/ ~p, Tquotient) is a Hausdorff compact
and we can then repeat the argument above. Finally, since the Borel sigma fields on ([0,1]/ ~p, D)

and ([0,1]/ ~p+, D*) coincide and since the projections ITp and Ilp« are measurable (when [0,1]
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is equipped with the Borel sigma field), we deduce from equality of the projections the equality of
measures Volp = Volp-. ]

In the sequel, we will abuse notation and write S for ([0,1]/ ~p) = (0,1]/ ~p+. As stated in
Theorem 8.1 the graph of equivalence classes {(s,t) € [0,1]? : s ~p t} is the union of:

{(s,t) €[0,1]%: d(s,t) =0} and {(s,t) € [0,1]*: 3(s,t) =0}, (8.1)

and by Proposition 4.2 the intersection of the above two sets is the diagonal {(s,s) : s € [0,1]}.
Furthermore, by Propositions 2.2 and 4.3, each equivalence class for ~; or ~; contains at most 2 or
3 points respectively. The interest of writing the two sets of (8.1) in terms of X and Z is that we can
encode these sets as geodesic laminations in the same vein as Le Gall & Paulin [97], in order to apply
Moore’s theorem. In this direction, we work on ID, the closed unit disk of the complex plane C and we
write S1 for the boundary of ID. For every a,b € D, we write [a,b]p for the geodesic arc connecting
a and b in D and set p(t) := exp(2rrit), for every t € [0,1]. Then introduce the two compact subsets
of ID:

L(X):= JpGs) p()]lp and  L(Z):= [J[p(s), p(t)lp.

st syt
By [%0, Propositions 2.9 and 2.10] (resp. [18, Proposition 2.5]) the sets L(X) and L(Z) are geodesic
laminations of ID, i.e. they are unions of a collection of non crossing geodesic arcs [a,b|p \ {a,b} with
a,b € S1. Moreover since the minima of Z are distinct, Proposition 2.5 in [1&] also implies that L(Z)
is maximal — meaning that any arc [a,b|p with a,b € Sy intersects L(Z). It is then straightforward to
verify that the connected components of ID \ L(Z) are open triangles whose vertices are of the form
a,b,c € S5y with a ~; b ~; c.

On the contrary, the connected components of D \ L(X) are not triangles. The random set L(X) has
previously been studied by Kortchemski under the name of stable lamination [30]. Let us import a few
of his results. Recall that (t;);en denotes the collection of jump times of X and f;, is a parametrization
of the associated faces, see (2.6). Proposition 3.10 in [80] states that for every jumping time t; there

exists a unique connected component C; of D \ L(X) such that C1(C;) is the convex envelope of

{p(f(s)) - s € [0,1]},

and C; is its interior, it also states that the mapping i — C; is a one-to-one correspondence between

the jumps of X and the connected components of ID \ L(X).

Lifting the equivalence relations on 5;. We shall now “glue” these laminations on the sphere. More
precisely, consider the 2-dimensional sphere S;. The closed upper and lower hemispheres Hy =
{(x1,x2,x3) €Sy : x3 >0} and H_ := {(x1,x2,x3) € Sy : x3 < 0} can be identified with two closed
disks via the stereographic projections from the poles and this enables us to push the lamination L(X)
on Hy and L(Z) on H_.

We now define a relation ~ on S, using the two images of the laminations L(X) and L(Z):

e In the upper hemisphere H, we say that a = b if
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Figure 32: Simulations of the geodesic laminations L(X) induced by ~; (on the left) and
L(Z) induced by ~; (on the right). For clearness we have changed the Euclidean arcs [a, b]p
by hyperbolic geodesics. Notice that the connected components of ID\L(Z) are triangles and

convex polygons with infinitely many sides in the case of L(X).

— a and b belong to the same (image of) an arc of L(X).
e In the lower hemisphere H_ we say that a =~ b if

— a and b belong to the same (image of) an arc of L(Z),

— or a and b belong to the (image of the) closure of a connected component (a triangle) of
D\L(Z).

Notice that in the upper hemisphere we do not identify the points (of the images) of the connected
components of ID\L(X), see Figure 33. We shall abuse notation and write S for the equator of Sy,

obtained as the intersection of the upper and lower hemispheres.

Lemma 8.3. Almost surely =~ is a closed equivalence relation on Sy and the quotient space Sy/ =,
equipped with the quotient topology, is homeomorphic to Sp. Moreover the projection of the equator
81/ = is homeomorphic to (S, D).

In particular, for any a € (1,2), there exists a continuous injection from (S, D) onto S; a.s.

Proof. First, notice that Proposition 4.2 ensures that a.s. if two (images of the) equivalence classes
of ~4 and ~; intersect on 51 then these equivalence classes are reduced to a single point. Hence
~ defines an equivalence relation on S, and any equivalence class of & is contained in the upper or
lower hemisphere (it might be both if and only if the equivalence class is a singleton). In particular,
we deduce that the equivalence classes of ~ are either, a point, an (image of an) arc, or (the image
of) a closed triangle with extremities on S; in the lower hemisphere. Consequently, ~ is a closed
equivalence relation on Sy such that its equivalence classes are compact path connected subsets of 5

with connected complements. In particular, we are under the assumptions of Moore theorem [120]
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Figure 33: An illustration of the images of L(X) in blue on the top hemisphere, and L(Z)
in red, on the bottom hemisphere.

which gives that S,/ &~ is homeomorphic to Sp. It remains to show that 1/ ~ is homeomorphic to
(S,D*). In this direction, remark that by Theorem 8.1, for every s,t € [0,1], we have p(t) =~ p(s) if
and only if D(s,t) = 0. This implies that the identity map from S;/ =~ onto (S, D) is a continuous
bijection. Moreover, since = is closed, both spaces are (Hausdorff and) compact ensuring that the

identity map is an homeomorphism. O

8.3 Identification of the topology in the dilute case

By Lemma 8.3, the topology of (S,D) is that of the image of S; after taking the quotient by =~.
Informally, the connected components of the complement of the lamination L(X) in H; are the “faces”
of §. We will refine this image in the dilute phase since a fundamental difference arises depending on
the position of & with respect to 3/2. Specifically, combining Proposition 5.8 with Theorem 8.1, we
deduce that if & € (1,3/2), then ~ may identify two points of the same face (a connected component
of H4\L(X)) via an arc of L(Z) in H_, whereas in the dilute case a € [3/2,2) this does not happen.
Our goal now is to characterize the topology of S, when a € [3/2,2), as being that of the Sierpinski
carpet, Sierp, which is the unique homeomorphism type of a non-empty compact connected space K in
the sphere Sy, such that its complement consists of countably many connected components Cq, Co, ...,
satisfying:

e the diameter of C; goes to 0 as i — oo;
e Ui>1 9C; is dense in K;
e the boundaries dC; of C; are simple closed curves which do not intersect each other.

We refer to the work of Whyburn [64] for a proof of this characterization.
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Theorem 8.4 (Identification of the topology in the dilute case). For o € [3/2,2), the space (S, D) is

almost surely homeomorphic to the Sierpinski carpet Sierp.

Proof. To simplify notation, write p for the stereographic projection from the south pole and intro-
duce T : Sy — Sy/ ~ the canonical projection. We also fix F : (55/ ~) — S, an homeomorphism
which exists a.s. by Lemma 8.3. Remark that the map F o T is continuous and that by the second
statement of Lemma 8.3 the set X := F(7(51)) is homeomorphic to (S,D). So our goal is to show
that X is homeomorphic to the Sierpinski carpet Sierp. First note that for every h € H_ there exists
h' € S such that h &~ h' — since L(Z) is a maximal geodesic lamination and the connected components
of D\ L(Z) are open triangles whose vertices are of the form a,b,c € S; with a ~ b ~ ¢. This implies
that (H_/ ~) = (51/ =) and consequently X = F(7(H_)).

We also get that the mapping C — F(7(p3'(C))) is a one-to-one correspondence between connected
components of D\ L(X) and S, \ X. Recall that (t;);en denote the collection of jumping times of X
and f;, is a parametrization of the associated faces. We again use the notation C; for the interior of
the convex envelope of {p(f;(s)) : s € [0,1]}. As recalled in the previous section, Proposition 3.10 in
[80] states that the mapping i — C; is a one-to-one correspondence between the jumps of X and the

connected components of D\ L(X). Consequently, we have:

S, \X = U C;, (8.2)

icIN
where C; = FoTo pjrl (C;). In particular S \ X is not empty. Since by construction X is a non-empty
connected compact metric space embedded on S, (it is the image of [0,1] by a continuous function),

it is enough to show that X satisfies Whyburn’s topological characterization of the Sierpinski carpet:

The diameter of C; goes to 0 as i — oo. Since [0,1] is locally connected, so it is X. A result of

Schonflies, see Theorem 10 page 515 [22], then implies that the diameter of C; goes to 0 as i — oo.

U1 0C; is dense in X. By definition we have CI( Ej 0C;) C F(t(51)). Since, for every i € N,
t; € C;, the density of the jumping times of X in [0, 1]l;r0nplies that:

o

CI(|JaC) = F(1(S1)) = X.

i=0
The boundaries dC; of C; are simple closed curves that do not intersect each other. First note
that for every i € IN, the boundary 9C; is the image of [0,1] by the map ¢; :== Fotop;lopofy.
Moreover since & € [%,2), for i # j, we have dC; N dC; = & and /; is injective by Proposition 5.8 and
Theorem 8.1. Here we also used that, by Proposition 2.1, for every t,t' € £.([0,1]), with t # t/, we
must have d(t,t') # 0. To conclude it then remains to show that, for every i € IN, the function ¢; is
also continuous. By definition, the map FoTo pjrl o p is continuous and since fi, is rcll, the continuity
of ¢; will follow if we show that, for every s € [0,1] with f.(s) < fi,(s+), the two points f;,(s) and
fi,(s+) have the same image by T o p;' o p. In this direction, remark that we have X (r) = Xy — 1l
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for every r € [0,1]. Now fix s € [0,1] such that f(s) < fi,(s+). By definition and the previous remark

we get:
Xft,(s) = Xft.(er) = th. — SAt,' and X;f 2 Xti — SAti for every r € (fti (S),fti(5+)),

and it follows straightforwardly from the definition of d, given in (2.2), that d(f(s), f(s+)) = 0.

Consequently, we have
T(p+(p(f(s)))) = T(p+ (p(fy(s+))))

and we deduce that ¢; is continuous. ]

Let us conclude this section with a few remarks.

Separating cycles. The embedding X C §? on the sphere constructed in the above proof enables us to
apply different versions of the Jordan theorem. In the dilute case a € [3/2,2), thanks to Theorem 8.4,
we can give an analog of [97, Corollary 1.2]. More precisely, recall the notation 9, for our Boltzmann
map with #n vertices and that we can draw it directly on the sphere — we make this assumption in
the rest of this section. Recall that a path of length m is a sequence xg, €1, X1, €2, ..., Xs—1, €m, Xm Where
Xo, X1, ..., Xy are vertices of M, and e, ..., e, are edges of M, such that e; connects x;_1 and x; for every
i € [[1,m], and we say that it is an injective cycle if xg = x,, and the vertices xg, x1, ..., X;—1 are all
distinct. For an injective cycle C, we denote the union of its edges by R(C) and notice that, by the
Jordan theorem, S, \ R(C) has two connected components. Replacing the sphere S, by the Siperpinski
carpet (which has not cut-point) in the proof of [97, Corollary 1.2] yields:

Corollary 8.5. Fiz « € [3,2). Let 6 > 0, and 6 : N — Ry a function such that 6(n) = o(nx) as
n — co. The probability that M, has an injective cycle C with length smaller than 0(n) and such that
the two connected components of Sy \ R(C) have diameter larger than Snx tends to 0 as n goes to

nfinity.

In the dense case a € (1, %), the analog of Corollary 8.5 does not hold since it is easy to see that

any two loop times identified by Ilp produce a cut point. Actually, the study of injective cycles in

planar maps is a rich topic and very precise results can be obtained. See for example [94] for the study
of injective cycles in planar quadrangulations, [125] for a direct study in Brownian geometry which in
particular states the isoperimetric profile of the Brownian plane, and the recent work [33] which used

a class of injective cycles to derive bijective enumerations of planar maps with three boundaries.

Graph of faces. The embedding X C S? and (8.2) gives a precise topological meaning to the “faces” of
S, as the connected components of the complement of X (notice that these faces require the embedding
to be defined, especially in the dense phase). Some topological properties of X can then be defined in
terms of touching faces. In particular, we can consider the graph ¢ whose vertices are the faces of X
and where there is an edge between two vertices if the corresponding faces touch each other. We then

believe that the techniques developed in [36, Section 5.2] can be used to prove that:

Conjecture. The graph & of the touching faces is almost surely connected in the dense phase.
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See [57, Question 11.2] and [71, 56] for an analogous question in SLE random fractals and [121,
Open Problem (4)] in the case of planar Brownian motion. As we said in the introduction, we believe
that the topology of (S, D), or more precisely of its embedding X C S? constructed above is in fact
random in the dense case. A similar situation arises for the topology of the SLE, curve when x > 4,
as was shown in [134]. We take inspiration from this work and give a heuristic argument supporting
our belief, which is summarized in Figure 34 and its caption. Based on this heuristic, we make the

more precise conjecture:

Conjecture. If X' is an independent copy of X, then almost surely, no two neighborhoods of X and X'

can be mapped to each other by a homeomorphism of S.

The heuristic argument, again based on properties of the graph ¢ goes as follows. Let us consider
two faces, corresponding to ft,.,ft]., and represented in light and dark green in Figure 34, that are mu-
tually intersecting. We let s; < sj,s; <'s; be such that IIp(f;,(s;)) = Ip(fy;(s;)) =: x, Ip(f1,(s})) =
Hp(fy,(s;) =: x', and Tp(fy,((si,s7))) NTIp(fy,((sj,s7))) = @. We think about the points x,x" as
boundary points of a region delimited by the two non-touching curves I'; := TIp(f((s;,s!))) and
I; = TIp(f ((s;, s;))) Then, we claim that we can find infinitely many faces (represented in yellow)
that touch both I'; and I';. These latter faces, together with I';,I';, delimit a bi-infinite sequence of
regions which may be of two possible types: the regions depicted in red have a pinch-point, i.e. the two
neighboring faces touch each other, whereas they do no touch in the regions depicted in blue. Hence,
the bi-infinite sequence of these regions induces a bi-infinite sequence in {Red, Blue}# which should
be a topological invariant. Arguing that the local geometry around x, x’ is described asymptotically
by a scale-invariant model, the law of this bi-infinite sequence should be “close” to an i.i.d. sample
of Bernoulli random variables. Moreover, as one is allowed to change the choice of t;, ¢}, x, x'—note,
in particular, that there are only countably many possible such choices—these sequences should be
independent of one another. Since the probability that two independent Bernoulli random sequences
coincide (up to translation) is zero, one is led by this heuristic argument to conclude that two indepen-
dent samples of X cannot be homeomorphic as closed subset of $2, almost surely. Moreover, since the
regions as the ones considered here arise at all scales, it should hold that the same holds at the level
of neighborhoods. We believe that the above claims about the existence of infinitely many traversing,
yellow faces should result from a zero-one law in the vicinity of the points x, x’. Making this argument

rigorous would require to study more cautiously such vicinities, and this will be considered elsewhere.

8.4 Fractal dimension of faces

In this section, we compute the Hausdorff dimension of the faces of (S,D) and we show that this
dimension is always 2, in particular it does not depend on a nor on the subsequence (#1y)g>1. This
result should be related with the fact that the boundary in models of Brownian geometry have also
Hausdorff dimension equal to 2. The results of this section will not be used in what follows and they

can be skipped in a first reading.
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Figure 34: An illustration of the heuristic argument for the fact that the topology of S is
sample-dependent in the dense case o € (1,%). Two touching faces (light and dark green)
enclose a region separated by the two red extreme points. In the vicinity of each of these red
points, we claim that we can find infinitely many (yellow) faces touching both green faces.
These yellow faces are separated by a bi-infinite sequence of regions, each of which is called
“blue” if it has no pinch point, and “red” otherwise. The resulting sequence in {Red, Blue}z,
considered up to shifts, is a topological invariant, which should be a.s. different for every

realization.

Proposition 8.6 (Dimension of the faces). P-a.s., for everyi € IN the Hausdorff dimension of I1p (£, ([0,1])),
in the space (S,D), is 2.

Proof. The proof follows the same lines as that of [22, Theorem 3]. As usual, to simplify some
technicalities, we work under N since the statement under P then follows by scaling. Fix an arbitrary
h > 0 and consider a stopping time T, taking values in {f > 0: A; > h}. To simplify notation set:

() == fT(AiT) . te[0,Ar].

It is enough to prove that, N(- | T < oo, Ar)-a.s. , the Hausdorff dimension of IIp(f([0,Ar])) is 2.
Lower bound. For every s € [0,Ar]| and § > 0, set

Ty i=inf {t € [s;Ar] 1 Zgyy < Zgs) — 0} and T :=sup {t € [0;s] : Zgy) < Zgs) — 6}

with the convention inf @ = oo. For every x € [0,1]/ ~p, we write Bp(x,d) for the ball of radius
0 centered at x with respect to the distance D. Set x the pushforward of the Lebesgue measure on
[0, At] by the continuous function Ilp o f. Provided that 7j and 7] are finite, the cactus bound (7.22)
yields:

K(BD (HD(f(s)),5)> < - T
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We recall now that by Proposition 3.3, under N(- | T < oo, At), the process (Zg) — Zg0))tejo,ay] 1S @
Brownian bridge starting and ending at 0. By the absolute continuity of the Brownian bridge with
respect to Brownian motion we deduce that, N(- | T < oo, Ar)-a.s., for every # > 0 and Lebesgue

almost all s € [0, Ar|, we have:

lim sup (5’2+’7K(BD (Ip (f(s)),5)> <limsupd 2™ (15 — %) =0, as.
6—0 0—0
Standard density theorems for Hausdorff measures now give that the Hausdorff dimension of I'Tp (£([0, At]))
is bounded below by 2 — 7, almost surely for N(- | T < oo, Ar).
Upper bound. To establish the upper bound, we construct a covering of f([0, Ar]) by removing sub-
looptrees corresponding to large (negative) Z-excursion, see Figure 35. Specifically, consider (t]-)]-e i
the set of points t € [0, Ar] such that f(t—) < f(t) and (X/,Z/);c; the associated excursions defined
by:
Xt = Xetr )4t — Xer—)r 2t = Zigtyur — Zgeoy for £ € [0,£(t) —(t;—)],

for every j € J. By Corollaries 3.6 and 4.1 imply that, conditionally on F7, the number J; of such
excursions whose overall Z/-infimum is below —e is a Poisson variable with intensity Ar - N(inf Z <
—-1) -e72. Using standard large deviation estimates and that J is decreasing in e, it follows that
Je < e 271 when e — 0 for any 7 > 0. Let f(sgs)),..., f(sgf)) € ([0, A7]) be the loop times associated

to these large excursions, and let us consider f(0) = f(rgs)) <o < f(r}é)) = f(1) so that

(max{Ze : € [50), 6]} = min{ Zy + w€ 60, 6]} ) <e,

forall 1 < i < K. Since Zg(.) is a Brownian bridge of length Ar it is in particular %_—Hélder continuous.

Thus, the points can be chosen such that K, < e277 as ¢ — 0 a.s. for any n > 0. Moreover, an
application of Schaeffer bound (7.14) entails that

IIp <{f(s§8)) 1<i< U 1<i< K8}> ,

is a 2e cover of ITp(f([0,A1])). Since Je + K¢ < 2¢ 277 as e — 0, this shows that its Hausdorff
dimension is less than 2 4 for any n > 0. O

Remark 8.7 (Other dimensions). One might wonder about the Hausdorff dimensions of various geo-
metric quantities, such as the intersection of two touching faces, the set of contact points between a
simple geodesic and a face, or the image of the skeleton of the looptree. While some of these may be

accessible using our techniques, we do not address them in this work.

8.5 The a priori local bound D* < D1~¢

This section contains an important consequence of Theorem 8.1 and Theorem 4.4. It provides an a
priori local lower bound on D in terms of D*. This will be a key input in the following section when

performing the surgery along geodesics:
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Figure 35: lllustration of the covering of a face. The blacks dots correspond to the projection

of the points f(sl@) and the white boxes to the projections of the points f(rl.(g)). We can
start simple geodesics (in red) from the two pre-images of I_Id(f(sl(g))) and from f(rfs)) which

enclose the face and produce a 2¢ covering.

Proposition 8.8 (A priori control on distances). For any § > 0, P-a.s. there exists a (random) positive
number As such that
D*(x,y) < As - D(x,y)l_‘s, x,y €S. (8.3)

The proof of this proposition follows the same strategy as that presented in [90, Proposition 6.1]
or [111, Proposition 6]. It relies on the identification of the topology, together with uniform controls
concerning the volume of balls for D and D* in & which are here provided by our Theorem 4.4. We

start with the latter, which establishes the monofractality of the measure Vol:

Lemma 8.9. For every § > 0, almost surely for P there exist two positive (random) numbers 0 < Cs <
(Z; such that:
Cs- (270 N1) < Vol(Bp-+(x,€)) < Vol(Bp(x,€)) < Cy- €279,

for everye >0 and x € S.

Proof. The lower bound Cy(¢**% A1) < Vol(Bp+(x,¢)) is a direct consequence of the fact that t — Z;
is B-Holder for every B < (2a)~!. Namely, recall from (3.9) that there exists a positive random variable
W such that

Zi— Z| KW - |t—s|mm, s,te01].

The lower bound follows since, for € > 0 and r € [0,1], the bound (7.14) ensures
Vol(BD*(HD(r),e)> >1Ainf{s € [r,1]: |Z — Z| > %} —0Vsup{s € [0, |Z—Z]| >

> 1A ((zw)72a75€2a+5).

}

N[ ™
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This completes the proof of the lower bound. Since D < D* it remains to establish that there exists a
constant C; such that Vol(BD(x,s)) < Cs- €279 for every x € S and € > 0. In this direction, notice
that by (7.13) and Proposition 4.4 we have:

1
P(Vol(Bp(ps,2¢)) = 27°) o P(/0 ds 1z,<z, +2e =€) PrOE N Cexp(—¢™°),
for some ¢,C € (0,00). The upper bound of the proposition then follows by the re-rooting property
of (S,D). Indeed, on the event {3x € S : Vol(Bp(x,e)) > €%} the projection of an independent
uniform point U € [0,1] (independent of (X, Z)) may fall in such a large ball with probability at least
¢2*=%. In that case we obviously have Vol(Bp(I1(U),2¢)) > ¢**~. Thanks to the re-rooting property
(7.12) we deduce:

C-exp(—¢) 2 P(Vol(Bp (p, 2¢)) > e*7°)
—  P(Vol(Bp(IT(U),2¢)) > €*79)

re—rooting

> 0. P(3x € S : Vol(Bp(x,¢)) = 7).

it follows that P(3x € S : Vol(Bp(x,e)) > €*7%) has a stretched-exponential decay to 0. Using
Borel-Cantelli along the sequence ¢ = 27" we get that eventually as n — oo, there is no point x in S
such that Vol(Bp(x,27")) > 2-1(22=0) This suffices to imply the lemma by interpolation. O]

The proof of Proposition 8.8 is now mutatis mutandis the same as in [L11, Proposition 6] or [90,

Proposition 6.1], but we present and illustrate the idea for completeness:

Proof of Proposition 8.8. Fix § > 0 and consider Cy,p, 65/2 as in Proposition 8.9. Let x,y € S such
that D*(x,y) € (0,1/2). Since S is compact, Theorem 8.1 entails that:

inf {D(x,y) : x,y €S with D*(x,y) > 1} > 0.

Hence, it suffices to establish (8.3) restricted to x,y € S verifying D*(x,y) € (0,1). Sowe fix x,y € S
such that D*(x,y) € (0,1) and, to simplify notation, we set ¢ := D(x,y) and ¢* := D*(x,y). Remark

*, and our goal is to show that & cannot be much smaller than ¢*. By

that we must have ¢ < ¢
Theorem 8.1, we already know that we must have ¢ > 0. Fix a D-geodesic vy : [0,¢] — S going from

x to y. As in [90, Proposition 6.1], put tp := 0 and as long as t, < € define by induction

tni1 :=sup {t € [ty, €] : ¥(t) € Bp-(y(tn),€) },

where we recall that Bp«(x,r) stands for the closed ball of radius 7 around x for the metric D*. Using
the fact that the topologies defined by D and D* coincides (again by Theorem 8.1), a compactness
argument shows that the construction stops after a finite number of steps N and yields points x =
xo = v(t), ... xn = Y(tn) = y such that for 0 <i < N —2

D*(y(ti),v(tix1)) =€, and the balls Bp-(x;,&/3) are disjoint.
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Figure 36: lllustration of the proof: If € is much smaller than €*, then we can find roughly
N = ¢* /¢ >> 1 points along a D-geodesic between x and i whose D*-balls of radius £/3 are
disjoint. The contradiction comes from the fact that Bp(x,2¢) (in blue on the figure) contains

at least N balls for D* of radius €/3, and as a consequence its volume is too large.

In particular, since D*(x;, xi41) < €& 0 <7 < N —1, we must have Ne > ¢* and since D < D*, the
D-ball of radius 2¢ centered at x at least contains the N — 1 disjoint balls Bp«(x;,€/3),0 <i < N —2.

Taking volumes, an application of Lemma 8.9 gives the inequality:
(N - 1) « C(S/Z . (8/3)20¢+5/2 < 6‘5/2 . (28)20475/2.

Recalling that N > %, we deduce the desired estimate on ¢, e*. O

9 A conditional proof of D = D*

This short section presents the proof of our main theorem D = D* based on results we established
in the previous section and assuming certain forthcoming properties of geodesics in (S, D). Proving
these properties constitutes the most technical part of this work and the reader will embark a long
journey using both discrete and continuous arguments. This section can thus be seen as a resting area
offering the necessary motivation for the subsequent sections. The surgery techniques along geodesics
presented here are directly inspired by the ones used in [90] and [111] in the case of the Brownian

sphere.

Under P, we consider Uy, Uy two uniform random variables in [0, 1], independently of the construc-
tion of (X, Z) and we set pq := Ilp(U;) and pp := IIp(Uy) for simplicity. Since the random functions
D :[0,1]> - Ry and D* : [0,1]> — R, are a.s. continuous, Theorem 1.1 boils down to establishing
that:

D(p1,02) = D*(p1,02), P-as. (9.1)

The starting point of the surgery along geodesics is the following result, analog of [39, ] in the case

of the Brownian sphere, which we will prove in Section 12:

Theorem 9.1 (Essential uniqueness of geodesics). P-a.s., there is a unique D-geodesic
T2 [0,D(p1,02)] = S
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going from p1 to pa.

Recall from Section 7.4.1 that D* is constructed as the largest pseudo-distance which passes to the
quotient of ~; and for which simple geodesics are geodesics. As a corollary of Theorem 9.1 we shall

prove that:
Proposition 9.2. P - a.s., all the geodesics towards ps in (S,D) are simple geodesics.

In particular, the geodesics to p, coincide for both metrics D* and D and being a simple geodesic
is actually a metric notion in (S, D, ps). Assuming the previous two results in this section, we shall
thus drop the adjective simple and only speak of geodesics towards p.. The equality (9.1) means that
we can approximate the path 71, as closely as desired using a concatenation of pieces of geodesics
towards p.. In this direction, for u € (¢, D(p1,02) — €), we say that the point x = y1,(u) € S is
e-good, for 71, and inside (S, D, p4), if y12([u — €, u + €]) coincides with the concatenation of one or
two pieces of geodesics towards p,. It is said e-bad otherwise. See Figure 37 for an illustration. The
presence of a bad point in 7y, is related to the concept of 3-stars along 71, which are points from
which we can start three locally distinct geodesics, see [111] and Lemma 12.4.

Returning to our random setting, e-good points along 71> can be used to replace parts of 712 by

pieces of geodesics towards p.. However, there is an important caveat: we need to show that we can

9 9 x 9 €
- ——» - ——— >
pL-=--r —---- 2 Pl -~ 2
X T «
Px P+

pl p2 /01 / pQ
Px P

Figure 37: Top: illustration of e-good points x. The geodesic 7y; 7 is in red, while the geodesics
towards p, are in green or yellow. Bottom: approximation of 7y; » by pieces of geodesics towards
P+ using e-good points. An a priori bound D* < D19 (Proposition 8.8) is used in the pink

regions to bridge between the parts coinciding with geodesics towards p..

perform this surgery along a large part of 715. Namely, we must prove that most points along 12
are e-good, and then control distances in the remaining parts of the geodesic. For the latter we rely

on Proposition 8.8 and for the former on the following estimate:
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Proposition 9.3 (Most points along geodesics are good). There exist constants C,c > 0 such that:

D(p1,02) .
E /0 du ]1{71/2(11) is e-bad} < C-€, foreverye > 0.

The proof of Proposition 9.3 is actually the main technical estimate of this paper, it is proved at
the end of Section 12 and relies on results of Section 6. We also stress that part of the result is to
establish that the variable inside the expectation is well-defined, i.e. measurable with respect to the
rooted Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov topology. Let us now deduce Theorem 1.1 from the three results

Theorem 9.1, Proposition 9.2 and Proposition 9.3 admitted above. See Figure 37 for an illustration.

Proof of (9.1), hence of Theorem 1.1. Using Theorem 9.1, let 71 » be the a.s. unique geodesic between
p1 and py. For € > 0 decompose 71, into Ke = (| D(p1,p2)/€] + 1) chunks

= ma([(-0PEeE PELEIT) o <<k,

of D-length less than e. We say that the chunk I; is e-nice if it contains an e-good point for 712,

in which case the entire chunk I; coincides with a concatenation of at most two pieces of geodesics
towards p,. We say that the chunk is e-ugly otherwise. In particular, an e-ugly chunk must only

contain e-bad points for 71, and thus, simultaneously for every e > 0, we have:
. . D(p1,02)
e-#{1 <i<Kc:Ijiseugly} < /O du Lp, ) is e bady-

We now use Proposition 9.3, which gives us that E[fOD(pl’pz) du ]l{“n,z(u) is e bad}] < C- € for some
C,c > 0 independent of € > 0. Taking e = 27" for n = 1,2, ... and using Markov’s inequality together
with the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we deduce that a.s. the number of 27"-ugly chunks is eventually less
than 2"(1=¢/2) a5 1 — co. Next, observe that by Proposition 9.2, geodesics towards p, are geodesics
for both D and D* and therefore the metric D and D* coincides on the 27"-nice intervals of 1. We
deduce that for any § > 0 we have

|D*(p1,02) — D(p1,p2)| D<<D* #H1<j<Kyn:ljis27"ugly} x  sup D*(x,y)

< x,yeS
D(xy)<27"

< 2n(1—c/2) X Ag - 2—n(1—<5),
Prop. 8.8

eventually as n — oo ; where we recall that As is the positive random variable appearing in Proposi-
tion 8.8 and in particular does not depend on n. Taking § < ¢/2 and letting n — oo completes the
proof. O

We now have to prove Theorem 9.1, Proposition 9.2, and Proposition 9.3 admitted above. For
this, we need to understand the local geometric picture around a typical point of a typical geodesic in
S. Although this information can in principle be extracted from the encoding presented in Section 7,
it will be more practical to introduce another discrete encoding of maps. This encoding is a variant
of the BDG construction, originally introduced in [110] for quadrangulations, and offers a clearer and

more transparent view of the behavior of a typical point along a typical geodesic in the discrete.
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10 Boltzmann stable maps with two sources

In this section, we introduce a tool that will be useful to study the properties of geodesics in discrete
stable maps and their scaling limits. It consists of a generalization to multi-marked maps of the BDG
bijection presented in Section 7, which is directly inspired from the particular case of quadrangulations

that is considered in [110].

10.1 The BDG bijection with two sources and delays
Consider the set M?® of triples (m, (vq,v;), ) where:
e m is a planar bipartite map with one distinguished oriented edge eg;
e 1,0, are two vertices of m;
e A is an integer such that |A| < d& (v1,v2), and d& (v1,v2) + A is an even number.

Note that the last condition implies that d& (v1,v2) > 2, and, in particular, that vy, v, are distinct.
The integer A is referred to as the delay and is said to be admissible when it satisfies the above
conditions. For a given bi-pointed planar map (m, (v1,v7)), the set of all admissible delays will be
denoted by

Aoy ,0,- (10.1)

In order to obtain more harmonious notation, it will sometimes be useful to fix arbitrarily two integers
A1, Ny such that A = Ay — As.

We also consider the set U of unicyclomobiles, that are rooted plane maps u having the property
that:

e u is a bipartite map with exactly two faces labeled as f; and fo;

the vertices of u are partitioned into two “black and white” sets of vertices Vo(u), Vo(u) in such

a way that a vertex of one set is only incident to vertices of the other set;

u is rooted at a corner incident to a white vertex of V,(u);

the white vertices carry a function ¢ : Vo(u) — Z, in such a way that (u, /) is well-labeled

according to the definition given in the opening of Section 7.1. In particular, the label of the

root vertex is equal to O.

The reason for the fancy name is that unicyclomobiles are planar maps with exactly one cycle, of
even length. This comes from the usual core decomposition of planar maps with two faces: removing
inductively all edges incident to a vertex of degree 1, one obtains a planar map with two faces and
with only vertices of degree at least 2, which does not depend on the order of the edge deletions. By

Euler’s formula, this map must have an equal number of vertices and edges, and the only possibility
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Figure 38: A unicyclomobile.

is that the resulting map is a cycle, which must have even length by the bipartite nature of the map
we started from. Conversely, it is a consequence of the Jordan curve theorem that a planar map with
exactly one cycle has exactly two faces

The sets M?2® and U x {—1,1} are in natural correspondence, as we now discuss.

10.1.1 From a unicyclomobile to a map

It is easier to describe the mapping which, to an element of (u,€) € U x {—1,1}, associates an element
of M?*, as it consists in performing the BDG construction, described in Section 7.1, within each face
of u. We refer the reader to Figure 39 for an illustration of this mapping, which we now define.

For i € {1,2}, we first add a new vertex v; inside the face f;, with a label £(v;) = min{{(v) :
v incident to f;} — 1. For each white corner ¢ incident to the face f;, we define its successor to be
the next white corner ¢’ = s(¢) in the (counterclockwise) contour order around the face f; with label
£(c) — 1, or s(c) = v; if ¢ has minimal label in the face f;. Then, from every white corner, we draw an
arc connecting this corner to its successor, in such a way that these arcs do not cross each other, nor
an edge of u. In particular, the arcs always connect two corners incident to the same face f;. Lastly,
we remove the edges originally present in u.

The resulting map, whose vertex set is Vo (u) U {v1,v2} and whose edge-set is the set of arcs from
the white corners to their successors, is denoted by m. It is naturally 2-marked at the vertices (v1,v2).
We also let

AN = L(v;), for ie{1,2}. (10.2)

Finally, the map m is rooted at the edge emanating from the root corner ¢y of u, which we choose to
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orient from ¢g to s(cp) if € = +1, and from s(cp) to cp if € = —1. With this rooting choice, and letting
A := /A1 — /\y, we denote by BDGZ'(u) the tuple (m, (v1,v2), ).

Figure 39: The bi-pointed BDG construction applied on the unicyclomobile of Figure 38.
Notice the two distinguished vertices in each face of the unicyclomobile, and the root edge of
the map in bold line. For better visibility two edges have been drawn on the sphere and "go

around” the figure.

Lemma 10.1. It holds that BDG?®(u) is an element of M?*.

This statement will be proved by deriving some important geometric properties of the map BDG?* (u).
First, the following can be directly deduced from the construction and adapting classical arguments

in the Bouttier-Di Francesco—Guitter construction [32].

e The map BDG?* (u) is a plane bipartite map, whose faces of degree 2k are in one-to-one corre-

spondence with the black vertices of u of degree k.

e Fix i € {1,2}, as well as a white corner ¢ incident to f;, and denote the vertex incident to ¢ by
0. Then the path (¢) of arcs from v to v; following the consecutive successors c,s(c),s(s(c)), ...
(until eventually reaching v;) is a geodesic path in BDG?>* (u), again called the simple geodesic
starting from c. In particular, we have:

d&(v,v;) = £(v) —minl(v) +1 = £(v) — A,;. (10.3)

vef;

132



The so-called “Schaeffer bound”, analog of (7.2), is an improved version of the last display and states
that for every i € {1,2} and every pair of white vertices v,v" of BDG**(u) \ {v;} incident to f;, we

have:

[0(v) — £(v))| < d&(v,v') < L(v) + £(v") — 2max ( min /; min E) +2, (10.4)

00 us;  [00la,
where [v,0'], 7, are the white vertices appearing in a minimal interval in the clockwise order when going
from v to v’ inside the face f;. Another important consequence of the construction of BDGZ'(u) is that
a path 7 in the map m between the two distinguished vertices v7 and vy necessarily passes through
a (white) vertex v of the cycle of u. If c1,cp denote corners incident to v that are also respectively
incident to f1 and f», then the concatenation of the two simple geodesics 'y(cl) and 'y(CZ) yields a path

of length 2¢(v) — A1 — Ap. In particular, if the path -y as a geodesic, then it is necessary that:
(v) = min {{(v') : v white vertex belonging to the cycle of u} .

And in that case indeed, it is easy to check that the concatenation of y(¢1) and y(2) produces a geodesic
between v1,v; in the map m. Recalling (10.2) and (10.3), we have in particular for v minimizing the

label on the cycle:

d&(v,01) = % (A (v1,02) = A)  and  dR(v,02) = = (dia(v1,02) + ). (10.5)

N[ =

Note that in particular, the parity of A = Ay — A, is the same as that of d% (vq,v2), while the
triangle inequality gives d& (v1,v2) > |A1 — Ag| = |A], justifying that (m, (v1,v,), A) is indeed an
element of M?®, which proves Lemma 10.1.

The above discussion on geodesic paths will be crucial to our purposes. By establishing that the
set of “minimal” vertices v along the cycle of u is typically very small and localized, this will allow us to
prove, in Section 12.2, that geodesics are typically unique in the scaling limit. This line of reasoning is
parallel to [110, Section 7], but with some important differences due to the very different scaling limits
we are working with. This property will also allow us, in Section 12.4, to study the local structure of

geodesics in (S, D) and prove Proposition 9.3.

10.1.2 Inverse construction

We now argue that the mapping BDG?® is indeed a bijection from U x {—1,1} onto M?*. We
will skip some details, as the discussion closely mirrors that in [110, Section 2.4], requiring only
minor adaptations to fit the current extended context. Additionally, we will not employ this inverse
construction in the sequel. Consider (m, (v1,v7),A) € M?* and let A1, /A, be integers such that
A1 — Ay = A. We introduce the labeling function defined on vertices v € V(m) by

{(v) :=min (d5 (v, v1) + Aq;dia (v, 02) + A2) .

From the bipartite nature of the map m, and the fact that /A has the same parity as dtglf(vl,vz), one

can check that [((v) — ¢(v')| = 1 for any two adjacent vertices v,v" of m. For this reason, we may
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canonically orient the edges e of m in such a way that £(e™) = £(e~) — 1. Any maximal path of edges
that is oriented in this way will necessarily end in a vertex that is a local minimum of Z, in the sense

that none of its neighbors has smaller label. It is easy to see that only v1 and v, are local minima of

l.

We now construct an element of ¢/ in the following way. We first add a “black”, dual vertex vy inside
f.

each face f of m. Then, we let (v; : i € Z) be the sequence of vertices of m appearing in clockwise
contour order around the face f, starting from an arbitrary vertex, and extended periodically. Note
that (Z(v{) i € Z) is then an infinite, deg(f)-periodic path with £1 steps. We then draw deg(f)/2
arcs 'y{ (that are non-intersecting and disjoint from the edges of m) from vs to each of the vertices v{
such that K(v{) = E(U{H) +1.

Finally, we let eg be the canonical orientation of the root edge of m, and we let € = +1 if this
canonical orientation coincides with the original orientation of the root, and € = —1 otherwise. We

define the label function £(v) = £(v) — £(ey ).

Lemma 10.2. The graph with “white” vertices V(m) \ {v1,v2}, and “black” vertices {v{r 2 (f,0) €
Faces(m) x Z}, whose set of edges is the set of arcs A = {’y{} as above, and with label function
inherited from £, is a unicyclomobile u, such that the removed vertices v1,v2 belong to distinct faces
of u, thereby labeled f1 and fo. It is rooted at the corner inherited from the root corner incident to the
left of the origin of eg.

The proof of this lemma is exactly parallel to Lemma 1 in [I10]. By construction, the graph u
comes with a bipartite coloration of its vertices and is well-labeled by £. To prove that u is indeed a
map with two faces, we consider the augmented map obtained from m by taking all (white) vertices
of m, all (black) dual vertices, and all edges and arcs. In this new map, we consider the edges e* dual
to the original edges e of m, oriented in such a way that the vertex incident to e of smaller label lies
systematically to the right of the edge e*. Then it is easy to check that any oriented dual edge can be
uniquely extended into an infinite oriented dual path, and this path has the property that the sequence
of vertices lying to the right of the successive primal edges crossed by the path have non-increasing
label. This implies that the path eventually cycles around a vertex of locally minimal label, and the
only two such vertices are v1 and vp. Therefore, the oriented dual edges form a spanning graph which
is a cycle-rooted forest with two components, and whose unique cycles circle around the vertices v

and vp. The remaining edges, which are the arcs A = {')/lf }, therefore form a map with two faces.

10.2 Combinatorial decompositions

Let us discuss some decompositions of unicyclomobiles into simpler combinatorial objects. This will
eventually allow us to study the random unicyclomobiles associated with random Boltzmann maps
via the BDG?* construction.

Let T = (T,¢) and T’ = (T7,£') be two well-labeled mobiles, and, provided the sets V,(7) and
V,(T") of white leaves of T, T are not empty, we let 9, %, be two distinguished elements of these sets

respectively. We define a natural concatenation operation by changing the labeling function on 7~ to
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Figure 40: Decomposition of a mobile buckle into a mobile star and sub-mobiles, with k = 4

and r = 3 in the notation of the text.

£(D5) + ¢, and then identifying the leaf 0, of 7 with the root vertex of 77, in such a way that the
corner incident to 9, is merged with the root corner of 7’. The result is a new well-labeled mobile with
a distinguished white leaf 9. The neutral element of this concatenation operation is the trivial vertex-
mobile, and the non-trivial irreducible elements are well-labeled mobiles with a marked white leaf at
generation 2, which will be called mobile buckle (the name will become clear after the forthcoming
Proposition 10.4). If (P,d.) is a mobile buckle, we denote by C.(P,?.,) the set of white corners
incident to a white vertex different from 9/, and where the root white corner has been duplicated.

Mobile buckles can be described in the following convenient way, see Figure 40. Start with a
mobile “star”, that is, a well-labeled mobile buckle (S,9,) with exactly one black vertex 0o, which
necessarily has to be the parent vertex of 0/. The latter is the parent of the white vertices v, v,..., vk
for some k > 1, arranged in clockwise order, whose respective labels are denoted by #4,..., f, and we
let r € {1,...,k} be the index such that v, = 9.. By convention we also let £y = fx,1 = 0.

For every i € {0,1,...,k k+1}\ {r}, we let T be a well-labeled mobile, whose label function
has been shifted by the addition of ¢;. For 1 <i < k, we graft the root of 7 (at the level of its root
corner) to the vertex v;, and we identify the root vertices of 7O 70+ With the root vertex of S , by
grafting them to the two sides of the root of & separated by the edge from the root to 9,. See Figure

40 for an illustration. The result is clearly a well-labeled mobile buckle.

Proposition 10.3. The previous construction is a bijection onto the set of mobile buckles (T ,9.), where

0! has r — 1 older siblings and k — r younger siblings.

Next, we observe that unicyclomobiles u € U are in correspondence with pairs ((7T,9,), (P, 9,,¢)),

where:
e (T,3,) is well-labeled mobile with a distinguished white leaf 0,;

e (P,0.) is a well-labeled mobile buckle, and ¢ € Co(P, 0),) is a distinguished white corner distinct

from the one incident to @/, (and where the root corner has been duplicated);

e we have {7(0,) = —{p (D).
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Figure 41: An element u € U is described by a pair (T,7,), (P,d,,c), where the first

element (the belt) is a mobile with a marked leaf, and the second (the buckle) is a mobile

buckle with a marked white corner c. The grey blobs indicate sub-mobiles, and circled grey
blobs indicate the places where the distinguished white corner can be located. The oriented
curves and dashed lines indicate how one should cut and split u to recover the mobiles.

The correspondence is illustrated in Figure 41. We concatenate T~ with P as in the beginning of
the section, resulting in a non-trivial'® well-labeled mobile with a distinguished white leaf ¢, whose
label is £7(0,) 4+ ¢p(9,) = 0. This allows us to merge the corner incident to this leaf with the root
corner of 7, resulting in a unicyclomobile u = ®((T,9,), (P, 9,,c)) € U, rooted at the white corner
c. By convention, we let f; be the face that is incident to the left side of P, and f, be the other face.
Finally, we shift all the labels by subtracting the label of the root corner ¢ in P. This construction
is easily inverted, as indicated on Figure 41. The only delicate point is to decide where to cut the
cycle of a unicyclomobile u to recover the pair ((7,3,), (P,d.,c)): to this end, we start from the
distinguished corner c. If it is incident to f; (resp. f2), we run in counterclockwise (resp. clockwise)
contour order until we first meet a black vertex @, on the cycle of u, and then stop and cut the cycle
at the first encounter of a white vertex 9. on the cycle afterwards. This is materialized by the two
blue oriented curves on the picture. The vertex 9, is then found by backtraking two edges along the

cycle. Summarizing, we obtain the following statement.

Proposition 10.4 (Belt-Buckle decomposition). The mapping ® is a bijection between U and the set
of pairs ((T,95),(P,0.,c)) described above. We will call them respectively the belt and the buckle

associated with the corresponding unicyclomobile.

I3Note that, contrary to P, the mobile 7" may well be the trivial vertex-mobile.
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10.3 Boltzmann measures

Recall (1.1). Let us now consider the natural sigma-finite measure on M?2* defined by:

wfl‘ (m, (v1,v2), A) = wq(m), (m, (v1,2), ) € M>®,

which we may formally rewrite as

wg' (d(m, (01,02), A)) := #V(m)? wq(dm)volm (do1 )volm (dovs) LY (VA (10.6)
Here, #x,,, ., (dA) stands for the counting measure on the set Xm0, of integers A such that

|A] < d% (v1,v2) and d& (v1,v2) + A is an even number. Simply, this set has cardinality
#0m,00,0, = (din(01,02) — 1), (10.7)

and in particular #X\m 4, », < #V(m). Consequently, for every n > 1, the event {#V(m) = n} has
finite measure under wé’. Notice that the pushforward of wé’ by the bijection BDG2® : M?* —
U x {—1,1} described in the preceding section, and after forgetting the sign variable € € {—1,1}, is
given by:

ZE%1.(1'1) =2 H qdeg(v) . (10'8)
veVe(u)

In particular, if (9,0}, 05, A,) has distribution w‘zl'(d(m, (v1,02), A)[#V(m) = n), then the as-
sociated unicyclomobile u, has distribution @(21. (du |#V,(u) = n —2). Our primary aim now is to
investigate the behavior of u, as n — oco. This analysis will enable us to deduce certain geometric
properties of (imn,v’f,vg, Ay) and deliver the proofs of the results announced in Section 9. To imple-
ment this program, we will describe the unicyclomobile u under the sigma-finite “law” @(2]' by using

simpler probabilistic objects, with the help of the decompositions of Section 10.2.
Recall the notation po, pte of (7.3), and recall that GWq(d7T") denotes the law of a well-labeled mo-

bile described by an alternating 2-type branching process, starting with a white vertex, with offspring
distributions o, e, and where the labels are uniformly distributed among possible well labelings
conditionally given the tree structure.

For h € Z., we define the measure

(h)

GW, (d(T,ﬁ)):w Y Lyjojman0o(dD), (10.9)

#o(0) 0eVo(T)
which consist in marking one distinguished white leaf at height 2h according to the counting measure.

_—— (1
In particular, note that GWfl) is supported on the set of mobile buckles. As an easy exercise,

() _ )
q ©GWq

(notice the factor 1/, (0) has conveniently be included in the definition). In

we invite the reader to check that the image measure of GW under the concatenation

=~ G

operation is GWE1 )
— (1

order to give a description of random mobile buckles under GWE1 ), we invite the reader to recall the

discussion around Proposition 10.3, and define the following random variables associated with a mobile
buckle (P, ?.):
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e K is the number of children of 9,, the parent vertex of 0’ ;

e R is the rank in clockwise order around @, of the vertex 9, among its siblings.

1)

Lemma 10.5. Under the law é‘/\Vq ,

e the random variable K has distribution fle(k) = ke (k)/mae, the size-biased distribution associated

with pe;
e conditionally given K, the random variable R is uniformly distributed in {1,...,K}.
Moreover, conditionally given (K,R) = (k,7),

e the labels (bo, 01, ..., k, Cki1) of vertices around De form a random walk with i.i.d. steps dis-

tributed according to a shifted geometric law ) ,~ 4 277725, and conditioned on £y = ly 1 = 0;

e the random mobiles TW fori € {0,...,k+1}\ {r} are i.i.d. with distribution GWy.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 10.3. For a given mobile buckle (P,d.) obtained

by appending the given well-labeled mobiles T for i € {0,...,k+1}\ {r}, to a mobile “star” with

k + 1 branches, we have,

(1) 1) — GWq({P})
GW, ({(P,00)}) = L)
— ) T welko(P)) S
) 0eV,(P)\{0\} veVa(P)\ (5.} ( ko (P) )

where the inverse binomial factors come from the number of possible labelings of the neighbours of
the different black vertices, and the first term is the contribution of 9,. Note that, from the fact that

Uo is a geometric distribution and the criticality assumption m.me, = 1, we may rewrite

tho(kroot(P)) = miyo (kroot(T(O)))yo (kroot(T(k-i-l) ),

so that we may re-express the above display as

Wy (P = e T Gwe(T0)).

2k1j1) k i€{0,1,... k+1}\{r}

—~

We conclude by the elementary observation that a uniformly chosen possible labeling (4o, ¢1, . .., €k, lx+1)

among the (Zk,j 1) possible ones has the same law as the claimed conditioned random walk. O
— —— (h
Next, we define the two measures GWq =} GWE1 ), and
__ (1
GWq(d(P,?,c)) =GW, (d(P,5) Y (do), (10.10)
ceCo(P,0")

where we recall that Co(P,?’) is the set of corners incident to a white vertex different from 9" and

where the white root corner has been duplicated.
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Proposition 10.6. The measure ZE%;/Z is the image measure under ® (recall Figure /1) of

G‘K]q(d(T, ﬁ))é\\/vq(d('P, ZA)/, C))]l{gT(f,):_gP(ﬁ/)} .

Proof. We fix a unicyclomobile u, that we may write as ®((7,9,), (P,9.,c)) in a unique way. In
particular, notice that £7(9,) = —¢p(0.). Then, it suffices to show that

GW ({T})GW {P} H qdeg

veV,(u)

Using the fact that, in a mobile, every black vertex is the child of a white vertex, while every white

vertex but the root is the child of a black vertex, we observe that

T
GWa(Th =TI ) [T HelkelT)
vevom\{m} vev.m ( )
k(T)
- _1\ke(T) Zq Gk, (T)+1
= II Zq1(1_2q1> I1 1.1
veVo(T)\{0-} veVe(T) q
= H Tk, (T)+1
veVe(T)

In the first line, the product of inverses of binomial coefficients comes from the choice of the labeling

function of 7. Similarly,

-1 _1\ke(P) ZZD(P)W (P)+1
Wq({P}) = zg (1 —zg ) 7 - H Gk (P) 11+
veVo(P)\{0,} veVe(P)\{0,} —Zq vEV.(P)

which gives the result. O

11 Scaling limit of Boltzmann unicyclomobiles

The purpose of this section is to obtain scaling limit results for a random unicyclomobile under the
measure Zb%l‘(du) conditioned on the event that u has n white vertices, as n — co. In this section we
will use the assumption that q is strictly non-generic i.e. satisfies furthermore (7.7) which we supposed

from Section 7.4.2 on.

11.1 Scaling limit for the belt of a random unicyclomobile

Let us state the main result of this section. Let u, be a random unicyclomobile of law w%l'(du |
#V,(u) = n —2) and denote the belt part in the belt-buckle decomposition of Proposition 10.4
by (B,,0"). In particular, B, is a pointed labeled tree of random size 6" < n — 1, and we write
(S]f3 ", Lf ")k=o for its Lukasiewicz encoding as in Section 7.3. We also denote the time of visit of 9, by

a". The main result of this section identifies the scaling limit of (SB", LB”,a”,B”) in terms of the law
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of (X,Z,t,,0) under the measure N*® defined in Section 6. In order to state it, we introduce two bits

= he \/: w5 = 2 erfc(|z|f ) R, (L)

be the density of a standard Brownian bridge of duration ¢ > 0 sampled at an independent, uniformly

of notation. We let

random time in [0, f]. Finally, for x > 0 and z € R, we let
V= [ e D), (11.2)

where, for every B € (0,1) U (1,2), and ¢ > 0, q[ﬁ] is the density of a stable spectrally positive Lévy

process with exponent B taken at time c, defined by its Laplace transform

—cAP if 0,1
/e—“ Bl () dy = { OPCAT) A0 (11.3)
R

q ,
‘ exp(cAP) if B € (1,2)

and we let G(0,z) := 0 for every z € R. Note that G is a continuous function on (0,00) x (R \ {0}),
because of the Gaussian tails of the error function for + — 0, and because of the stretched-exponential
tails of qL“](— t) as t — oo, see (11.5) below. For a € (1,3/2), it holds that G(x,0) < co and G is in
fact continuous on (0,1) x R. On the other hand, since q[ ]( 0) > 0, one should note that G(x,0) = oo
when a € [3/2,2) and x > 0.

Proposition 11.1 (Scaling limits for the belt of a Boltzmann-distributed unicyclomobile). Assume that
q is strictly non-generic. For any bounded continuous function F : D([0,1],R)? x [0,1]> — R, we

have

o Bn 1 B El” G?’l
F [F <2(5q”) *SiGny (Bat) L Gy 5 ﬂ)]

— 5 Cst-N* (F(X, Z,te,0)-G(1—0, —zt,)) ,

n—oo

where the constant is such that the right-hand side defines a probability distribution.

As a consequence of our study, we will also obtain the following statement that will be useful in

the next section. Recall that 91, denotes a random q-Boltzmann map conditioned to have n vertices.

Proposition 11.2. Conditionally on My, let v} and vy be two independent uniform random vertices.
Then the sequence of random variables (n_idg;t" (0],05))n>1 is uniformly integrable. Consequently,
along the subsequence (ny)i=1 defined before (7.10) it holds that

_1
E[(ﬁqﬂ) 2a . d%;n (U’il, 'Ug)] H—oo> E[D(pl,pQ)] P
where p1,p2 are two independent random points in (S, D) of law Vol.

The rest of this technical section is devoted to the proofs of Propositions 11.1 and 11.2, which will
be based on Proposition 10.6, and first requires to address a similar question for mobiles with o-finite
“distributions” é\\//Vq and GW q using some slightly delicate local limit theorems. At first, we gather

some needed estimates for heavy-tailed random variables.
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11.2 Some classical estimates on heavy-tailed random variables

In this section, we are going to make an extensive use of classical local limit theorems for random
variables in stable domains of attraction, so let us recall some basic facts about stable densities and

domains of attractions.

On the stable densities qgﬁ] defined at (11.3). For B € (0,1) U (1,2) and ¢ > 0, we note that, by [34,
Theorem 1.18], it holds that:
i1
/gl (0) = { TEVRT (11.4)
eI if p<1.

We will also use stretched-exponential decay of the left tail of qgﬂ ). there exist c1,¢c2 > 0 (depending

on fB) such that, for ¢,t >0

B
Bl_py < 1 o (L)
q¢ " (—t) < 7B exp Co <c1/5> , (11.5)
see [135, Theorem 2.5.3]. Moreover, assuming that B € (0,1), the following identity is known as
Zolotarev’s duality [34, Theorem 1.16 and (1.31)], can also be seen as a continuous version of the
cyclic lemma:
Cn
g (x) = ;q& ),  cx>o0. (11.6)

On heavy-tailed random variables. ~ Now let ¢7,¢5,... be integer-valued, i.i.d. nonnegative random
variables with a non-lattice distribution, meaning that ged({k : P(; = k) > 0}) = 1. We assume

that
c

T(1—B)IkF”
for some ¢ € (0,00). We let ¢; = ¢? if B € (0,1), and &; = ¢ — E[C7] if B € (1,2). These assumptions

1 1

P(E > k) ~ k — oo, (11.7)

imply, by an Abelian theorem, that

B _J1—cAP(1+0(1)) ifpe(0,1)
Elexp(-A61)] = 1+cAB(1+0(1) ifBe(1,2) Ao (H.8)

which in turn implies that the rescaled random sum (&1 + -+ &)/ n1/P converges in distribution as

(6]

n — oo to a random variable with density g, . We are going to make extensive use of the Gnedenko

local limit theorem (see [73, Theorem 4.2.1]), according to which

— 0. (11.9)

n—o00

k
sup nl/ﬁp(gl +o &= k) _ qgﬁ] < 1/ﬁ>
keZ n

This result will be complemented by exponential bounds for the left-tail of &1 + -+ - +&,. If B € (1,2),
the Chernov bound, together with (11.8) applied at A = n~1/#_implies that

P(1+ -+ 8 < —k) < Cexp (—n]k/ﬁ> , kn>1, (11.10)
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for some constant C € (0, c0).
FInally, in the case where B € (0,1), it holds that

P(C1+---+Cn<k)<CeXp(—k%), kn>1, (11.11)

for some constant C € (0,c0). This is obtained by combining the bound

P(G1+--+8u<k)<E [exp (A (1—61+k+§”>ﬂ = e E [exp (_/\51)]”’

where A is chosen arbitrarily in (0,1/c'/#), with the estimate (11.8).

11.3 Scaling limit of the buckle

We first deal with the scaling limit of a marked mobile piece with sigma-finite “distribution” (/SVVq
— (1

defined in (10.10), starting with the easier case of an unmarked mobile piece with law GWEI ) see (10.9).

Recall the definition of the random variables K, R associated with mobile pieces P discussed around

Lemma 10.5, and introduce two extra random variables, this time associated with any pointed mobile

(T 0o):
e M is the number of white vertices of T different from 9o;

o L = /(D) is the label of ..

(1)

g M=m,L=1)

_— (1 _—
Let & denote the law of (M, L) under GWfl ! We write E(m, 1) = E({(m,])}) = GW
for simplicity. Out first goal is to describe the asymptotic behavior of this law.

Proposition 11.3. Fiz x > 0 and z € R. Then, for any two sequences (my), (In) such that my ~
@ 1 L
N&Tx and Iy ~ N2 sgz, it holds that

1 « 1 G
265 % N - N&T- NTT - B(my, ly) — G(x,2) (11.12)
N—co X
Similarly, it holds that, for every n € (0, 0],
o 1/2(a—1)  a71/2(a—1) 1 G(x,2)
26 N- Na1-E({mn} x (=N ,N ) e / " dz. (11.13)
—» 00 -1

Here, we recall that the function G is defined at (11.2), and note that the integral in (11.13) is
always finite despite the fact that G (x,z) may explode at z = 0, because p; is an approximation of &y
as t | 0. From this, it will be easy to deduce the following scaling limit result for the buckle measure
GW q> Which, we recall, is the measure GW ;1) biased by the total number of white corners #C, (not
incident to the pointed white leaf, and with root corner duplicated). Let us introduce the notation
G(m,1) = éVVVq(M = m,L = I), which we view as a measure on IN X Z. The measure G is closely

connected to &, as the following result shows.

142



Lemma 11.4. For every € > 0, there exists c(e) € (0,00) such that, for every A C Z and m > 1,
(g — ymE({m} x A) = e~ < G({m} x A4) < (zq +ImE({m} x 4) +e 0.

Together with Proposition 11.3, this lemma will allow to show the following estimates on G.

Proposition 11.5. Fiz x > 0 and z € R, and let (my), (Iy) be sequences such that my ~ N7 x and
11
In ~ N2@&=1 55z, Then it holds that

N-NTT - G(my, Iy) — G(x,2). (11.14)
—00
Moreover, it holds that
lim lim sup m'~Y*G({m} x [—nmi,nmi]) =0. (11.15)
M0 m—eo

Proving these statements requires some preliminary notation. For k > 1,m > 1, we let Q;(m) be
the probability that the total number of white vertices in a sequence of k independent random mobiles

with law GWy is equal to m. By the cyclic lemma, we have

Qim) = £ Qu(-), (11.16)

where Qy, is the law at time m of the Lukaciewicz walk associated with the white vertices. Under our

hypotheses (7.5), the local limit theorem (11.9) and formula (11.4) imply that, as m — oo,

qz}/za(o) B 2
ml+l/a sa/“’r(—l/a”ml"'l/“ ’

Qi (m) ~

(11.17)

For 1 <r < kand!l € Z, we also let Pi(I) be the probability that a sum of k independent random

variables with shifted geometric law )~ 4 2*”*2(5{,1} equals [, and

PO = Pr(l)pszl(E;)(—l) , (11.18)

That is, Pr(k) is the law of the value at time r of a bridge of a random walk with step distribution P (+)
with duration k + 1. We define the distribution Py by the formula

k
Po:i=-Y PY, (11.19)
r=1

=

which corresponds to the law at a uniformly random time in {1,2,...,k} of that same random walk
bridge. Note that Dy is a centered distribution, and moreover, it has variance (k+1)/3, as shown for
instance in [104, Section 3.2].

Finally, recall that jle(k) = kte(k)/ma, where mq = (zq —1)71, is the size-biased law associated
with pte defined in (7.3). The key formula we will need is the following.
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Lemma 11.6. Fork>1, m>1 andl € Z, one has

E(m,1) = Y (k) Qi (m + 1) (1) . (11.20)
k>1

This is an immediate application of Lemma 10.5, which implies in fact the more detailed formula

=)
GW,

(K=kR=rM=m,L=1)= ”'lgk) Qi (m+ )PP (1),

of which (11.20) is obtained by summing over r and k.
Manipulating this formula will require the following estimates. First, it is an easy consequence of

the hypotheses on q that
Sq

fla (k) ~ 4zqT(—a) (26)"

(11.21)

as k — oo.

Next, we state some estimates on Py.

Lemma 11.7. (i — Local limit theorem) Recalling (11.1), it holds that:

lim sup
k—oo 17

VEP(1) — pa (\%)‘ =0. (11.22)

(is — Local bound) For every B > 0, there exists a constant C = Cg € (0,00) such that, for every
k>0andl € Z,

VEP() < C| (11.23)
I
1+ (%)
(iii — Concentration function) There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for every integers j > 1 and

k11k2/~"/kj>]—;
_ _ _ C
supPr. x P, x---xP.(]) < .

(11.24)

Proof. Recall that we use the notation < for upper bounds that hold up to some universal multiplica-
tive constant which we do not want to keep track of.

(i) For a given I € Z, the difference in absolute values is bounded by

2 2

\[P[ks () VKPeiy s (1) e ke T05F

VkPy11(0) 4rs(1—s)

and the integral on [¢, 1 — €] is immediately controlled by the local limit theorem, since the variance of a
random variable with law P; is 2. It remains to estimate the boundary terms, that it, to show that the
integral outside [e,1 — €] is uniformly small in [ as n — oo, provided € has been chosen small enough.
Let us look at the integral on [0, ¢], the other one is dealt with by symmetry. First, we observe that
the sequence supy /o<, <t 15UP;cz Pr(1)/Pry1(0),k > 1 is bounded, as a consequence of the local limit
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theorem for P,. Therefore, Assuming that ¢ € (0,1/2), we can bound ratio Py q_xs)(—1)/Pry1(0)

uniformly in s € [0,¢] and I € Z, and it remains to check that:

1 ek
limlimsupsup — ) P,(I) =0.
0 e 1z Vi '

However, using the local limit theorem for P, again, we have that sup;.,, Pr(I)

the last sum above is O(+/ek) uniformly in I, which implies (11.22).
(ii) We rely on the refined bounds on the local limit theorem stated in |
which entail that, for every g > 0,

- DY Vo < oo
C(ﬁ)—leszlfgl <1+<ﬁ) )foy(l)< :

Therefore, using (11.18) and (11.19), it holds that for every k > 0,1 € Z,
5 C(p) 1

= O(1/+/7), so that

, Theorem VII.3.16],

VEP(1) S ) -

SV (1 (1)) (14 (s

5 ( £ CB)* . 1
“ANFH Vrk+1-7) <1+<\%)5>’

which gives the result since the sum is a converging Riemann sum. (iii) Observe that (i) entails that

sup sup VkP,(I) < oo,
k>1 leZ

so that the wanted result is a direct application of [34, Theorem 33.1.1].

We can now proceed with the proofs of Propositions 11.3 and 11.5.

Proof of Proposition 11.3. We apply (11.20) to m = my and [ = Iy, to obtain that

E(mn,IN) = ) He(k)Qf 1 (mn + 1) Pe(In)
k>1

Next, fix ¢ > 0. The local limit theorem and dominated convergence, justified by the fact that
o _ 1 _
N&=1Qf () and N2@1 P(-) are uniformly bounded functions for k > eN ﬁ, entail that

_1 « p
25}1 WN.NG@D . N1 Z fle(k) Qi1 (mn + 1) Pe(In)

k>eN1/(a=1)

gV () pi(2),

© dt
(11.6),(11.16),(11.21),(11.22) /g [(—a)t«

which converges to G(x,z)/x as ¢ — 0. It remains to show the smallness of the remainder term

« _1 ~ * )
N.Nucj .NZ((X*l) Z ,uO(k)Qk+1(mN+1)Pk(lN)

kgle/("H)

da—1 R k+1 _
= N2 Y (k) ———=Qumy+1(—k — 1) Pe(In).

my +1

kgle/(zx—l)
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By the local limit theorem, it holds that mll\,/“QmNH(—k — 1) is uniformly bounded in k, so we can

bound the latter term by a constant times

203 Pk(lN)
Nz y° AT (11.25)

kggNl/(a—l)

If & € (1,3/2), we simply bound vkP(I) by a constant using (i) or (ii) in Lemma 11.7, yielding an
upper bound of the form of a constant times

203

N2 [1/2-e < B2
which goes to 0 as € — 0, as wanted. Now suppose that a € [3/2,2). If z = 0, then the result follows
directly from Fatou’s lemma and the fact that G(x,0) = co. So we assume that z # 0 and use the
bound (ii) in Lemma 11.7 for B = 1, yielding P(In) < C1(1+ |In])~! = O(N~V2&=1) (this is where
we use that z # 0), and this gives an upper bound for (11.25) of the form of a constant multiple of

(—2
Ngj Z klfzx 5 8270( )
1
k<eNa-T

Again, this goes to 0 as ¢ — 0. The proof of (11.13) goes along similar lines, but is simpler: in the
error term, it suffices to bound Py ((—yN/2@=1), yN1/2(=1))) by 1, O

Next, we turn to the comparison between = and G.

(1)

Proof of Lemma 11.4. For m > 1 and A C Z, write G({m} x A) = é\/\Vq

(#Col{p—m,Lea}), SO that
(zq —e)mE({m} x A) + Ryu(e) < G({m} x A) < (zq +e)mE({m} x A) + Ru(e),

where Ry, (¢e) = (f\/\VS) (#Co (M=, #C,—zqm|>em) )- 1t Temains to show that Ry (¢) is exponentially small.
To this end, let us work under the law GW?O" of an infinite forest of i.i.d. trees with law GWg, and
let v1,vy,... be the list of white vertices of this infinite forest listed in lexicographical (depth-first)
order. If x; is the number of children of v; plus 1, then (x; :i > 1) is an i.i.d. sequence with geometric
law Y 1 to(k — 1)J, which has expectation zq, and exponential moments. Hence, for a fixed & > 0,

Cramér’s theorem implies that, for some C(g) € (0, 0),

Gws (

for every m > 1. On the other hand, letting #V,[k] be the number of white vertices of the first k trees

in the infinite forest, Lemma 10.5 implies that R,,(e) writes

Xi — zqMm

m

> 87}1) L e CEm (11.26)

i=1

/\(1) ~ [eS) el
GWq (#Co]l{M:m,|#Co—zqm\>em}) = 2 :u'(k)GWil@ ((El Xi> 1{#Vo[k+1}:m+1,|2?'=+11 )(i—zqm’>sm}>

k>1

o m+1
S qu z—Zl Ai ﬂ{’z;’fll Xifzqm|>sm} ’

146



where the second inequality is obtained by bounding the indicator that #V,[k+1] = m+1 by 1,
and using the fact that jie is a probability distribution. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the latter

1/2
> sm) ,

which, by (11.26), is bounded by e €& for some c(e) € (0,C(e)), as wanted. O

quantity is bounded by

1/2

o m+1 2 ©
GW; <21 m-) GW; (
1=

m+1

Y Xi—zqm

i=1

Finally, the proof of Proposition 11.5 consists in using Lemma 11.4 to transfer the estimates of
Proposition 11.3 to G.

Proof of Proposition 11.5. The limit (11.14) is a direct consequence of (11.12), with Lemma 11.4. To
obtain (11.15), we fix 77 € (0,00] and write:

G({m} x [=ym=, qm]) < (zq +)mE({m} x [~ym, gms]) +e O
Applying (11.13) for x = 1 and m = N*/(@=1 we obtain (11.15) by first letting N — oo and then
n 0. O
11.4 Joint convergence of the belt and the buckle

We can now give the proof of Proposition 11.1, which will consist in studying a joint convergence of

the pair ((7,9,), (P,0.,c)) under the sigma-finite measure
Uq := GWq(d(T,90))GWq(d(P, 8%, ¢))Ley (0,)=—tn(61))

appearing in Proposition 10.6, and which, we recall, is pushed to the measure zb%l' /2 by the mapping
®. As explained at the beginning of this section, we will be interested in conditioning this measure on
the total number #V, = M(T) + M(P) of white vertices of the unicyclomobile ®((T,0,), (P,0.,,¢))

being some large integer n. If F is some non-negative measurable function, we have
Uq(F(T,96)Ljv,—ny) = GWq (é(n — M, —L)E(T, 230)> (11.27)

where, as before, G(m, 1) = éVVVq(M =m,L =1). Now recall the notation of Section 7.3, and consider

the rescaled Lukasiewicz and label process of T :

T T

) _ 5] ) Lln
s — O _.
(5q71)% (8q1) 2

We also let a be the rank of 9, in the depth-first order of white vertices of 7, that is the integer such
that v = 0., and let 6 = #V,(T).

Proposition 11.8. It holds that, for every bounded uniformly continuous function F,

N () pm @9 N Cl—o—
n%Ug <F(S L0, % 2 gy ) ) == Cst-N (F(X,Z,t.,a) G(1-o, zt,)).
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By applying this result to F = 1, we obtain
nUq (#V, = n —2) — Cst- N (5(1 —0, —zt,)) , (11.28)
n—00

which allows to obtain the conditional result stated in Proposition 11.1 by dividing. To prove Propo-
sition 11.8, we rewrite the left-hand side of the displayed expression of the statement by using (11.27),

as

n%GW, (g(n ~M,—L)F (s<“>,L(”>,”, M>> (11.29)

> ’M:(m).

Note that, by the definition of GWq just before (10.10), it holds that GWq(M = 1) = ¥,20 &%({n} x
Z). Since n®>~V*E({n} x Z) converges as n — oo by (11.13), a standard renewal theorem implies
the existence of a constant ¢ € (0,00) such that @Vq(M = [nx]) ~ c[nx]~V/%, with a uniformly

bounded error over values of x in a compact subset of (0,1]. The next lemma says that, in a sense,

I . [~ W) 1 (n) An |NX
_ ol /O dx GWq(M = [nx]) GW, (G(n — [nx], —L{") )F <s< L, (n W

it is almost impossible to distinguish a large white leaf-pointed random mobile with law GW q from a

large random mobile with law GWq of same size, marked by a uniformly chosen white leaf.

Lemma 11.9. The total variation distance between the laws

__ o 8y(dbs
GWq(d(T,00) [M=n)  and  GWq(dT |#V. =n+ 1)2”621%)(T§ o)

converges to 0 as n — oo. Moreover, if we let No (k) be such that (o ) is the k-th white leaf appearing
in the list v3,03,...,04, of white vertices of T, then, under GWq(- |#V, = n), we have

(No(L#VofJ)

TEL0< <) — (10,

n—00

in probability for the uniform norm.

Proof. Both statements are a consequence of exponential concentration of the number of white leaves
in random mobiles, analog to that discussed in the proof of Proposition 11.5. Recall that, in a
GW?w—distributed random forest, we let x; — 1 be the number of children of the i-th white vertex

(e}
U

i = 1yy,—1=0} = 1, the latter being i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables with expectation 1/zq by (7.3).

in depth-first order of exploration. This expresses the fact that v7 is a white leaf if and only if

Then, recalling that #V,[1] is the number of white vertices of the first tree in the above infinite forest,

we have

GW5™ (#Va[1] =, | Ty i — n/zq’ > en)

GWq([#Ve —n/zq| > en|#Vo =n) = GWq(#V, = n) '

which decays exponentially fast in n for every fixed ¢ > 0 by Cramér’s theorem and the fact that

GWq(#V, = n) = Qj(n) has a power-law decay, by (11.17). Using a simple union bound, we even
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obtain that the process (n! Z}Ztlj Ci:0 <t <1)under GWq(- |#V, = n) is exponentially concentrated
around (#V,/n : 0 < t < 1), which easily implies the second statement since N, (|-]) can be seen as
a right-continuous inverse of this process. We leave details to the reader.

To prove the first statement, we express the total variation distance between the two measures as

)3

(T,00):M(T)=n

GWq({T} |#Ve = n+1)
#V,(T)
GWq({T})  GWq({T}[#Vo=n+1)
GWq(M =n) #Vo(T)GWq(#Vo =n+1)
#V,GWq(#V, = n+1)
GWq(#Vo =n+1)

GWq({(T %)} M =n) —

- ¥

(T 00):M(T)=n

1y
= GW, ( (M=)

-1

GWq(#V, = n+ 1)

> . (11.30)

{#Vo:n+1,\#\70—n/zq\>sn}> ’

Now, since GV\Vq(M =n)= GWq(#VO]l{#Voan}), we have that, for every ¢ > 0,

’é\?\/q(M:n)—:Gw (#V, —n—i—l)‘ en GWq(#V, = n+1) +GW, (#7.1
q
where
n+1

GW,q (#‘7011{#Vozn+1,|#\70,n/zq\>gn}> S Gwél@oo« E gZ) )% -GW?“’( 1:1

has exponential decay in n. Therefore, using again that GWq(#V, = n 4 1) has a power-law decay, it
holds that GWq(#V, = n + 1)/6\7\7q(M = 1) ~ zq/n as n — oo. Plugging this back into (11.30), and

applying a similar reasoning as above, distinguishing whether Zq#Vo /n is at a distance greater than ¢

1
2
— n/zq‘ > £n>

from 1 or not, and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain the first wanted result. O

Let us now fix ¢, € (0,1/2) and consider the integral expression (11.29) restricted to values of x
(n)

in [¢,1 — ¢, and to values of L, , in [—#,7]° Then, by the first statement of the previous lemma,

this integral expression is equivalent to

1= dx 1 % Ny (k) [nx]
1+.L (n) (n) p(n) Z¥o =
cn 2/8 (nx) ( okZlG ~[nx],-L ()/H)F(S L, == 1 )‘M Mnx] | .

By the second statement of Lemma 11.9, together with (7.10) and Proposition 11.5 for 1 — x instead

of x and N = n(@~1/%_this expression has an equivalent of the form
l—e dx [ da
c/£ = / G (1= %,~Za) F(X,Z,0) 17,15} ) »

where ¢ € (0,00) is some constant, and N(x) is the probability measure introduced above (1.12) under

which (X, Z) is the process with total duration x. By (1.12) and (6.1), we may rewrite the previous
expression as

cN* ((5(1 —0,~Z,)F(X,Z, t-)ﬂ{t.e[g,1—e],\zt,\>q}> ,
and as we let 7 | 0 and then ¢ | 0, the above integral converges to the limiting expression appearing in
Proposition 11.1. In order to conclude, we need to show that the remainder terms are asymptotically

negligible, which is the object of the next lemma.
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Lemma 11.10. For every € € (0,1/2), it holds that

lim lim sup nqu (M(T) ANM(P) > en,#V, = n,|L| < 17n2a) =0. (11.31)

MO0 nseo

Moreover, one has

hmhmsupnh Ug(M(T)ANM(P) <en, #V, =n) =0. (11.32)

el0 pooeo

Proof. In this proof, we introduce the quantity
G(m,1) =GWq(M =m,L=1), (11.33)

which we view as a measure on IN x Z. Note that it is the Green function of the random walk whose
step distribution is &, that is, G = 2y>0 Z2*Y. Our proofs will all rely on expansions of expressions of
the form

n Y G(m,1)G(n—m,—1), (11.34)

where the sum over m and [ are over certain subsets of IN and Z. On the one hand, we can express
G(n —m,—1) by first expressing it in terms of Z using Lemma 11.4, and then expanding it by using
(11.20). On the other hand, G(m,1) can also be expanded using (11.20), yielding

Gm,)=3 3 Helkn) - Ralky) P () - P, () Qf 11 (1) -+ Q41 (my +1)
>0 kit thy=k
k>1 my+-- +my_

r>1 I+ 1=l
=Y Qiy(m+y) X falk) o flalky) (P By, ) (D). (11.35)
y=0 i+ +ky=k
k>1
r>1

Such expansions will be especially useful in conjunction with the concntration bound (11.24), which
allows one to get rid of the sum over ky,...,ky,, and of the dependence on . Let us demonstrate this
by proving (11.31). For a given € € (0,1/2) and # > 0, we write the quantity of interest in the form
(11.34):

nqu (M(T)/\M(P) > en, #Vo =mn, |L| < 17n2a) = na Y. G(n—m,1)G(m, ).
en<m<(1—¢€)n mgnni
(11.36)
Next, we expand G as in (11.35), and use the bound (11.24), showing
Qi i’ (k
(m1) <Y by 7+ Y)R0). (11.37)
y=0 \/%
k>1
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This yields that the quantity of (11.36) is

_ Q. (m+y)ud (k
<nd Y G({n—m)x [—yqnE,guE) Y ey (M F )R (F) (11.38)
en<m< (1—¢e)n %2? \/E
>

| - | 1—e)n))jis’ (k
< <n1a sup  G({m} x [—yn,ynx] ) nnl Yy Qi ly = en y\J;Ié et ),
y=0

en<m< (1—¢€)n

k>1
and we observe that the term in brackets involving G is uniformy bounded in n by a function of €
and 7 that vanishes as # — 0 for ¢ fixed, as a consequence of (11.15). Hence, to conclude, it suffices
to show that the rest of the expression is uniformly bounded. To this end, we aim at getting rid of
the manifestly superfluous presence of y in the term Q*. To achieve this, we use the left-tail bound
(11.11), yielding (note that the possible values of y are trivially less than or equal to n)

« k+ k 1/
Qiiy(lv+eny+ (1 —e)n]) Sexp <—C(n+y‘;yl/a> < exp <—C <n1/“ Ant=t >> , (11.39)

as well as

(k) Sexp (—C5)
for some universal C € (0,00). These two facts together easily entail that the contribution of the values
of y > n'=2+ to the above sum are stretched-exponentially decaying for every A € (0, (2/a — 1) A
(1/2a)). Since the rest of the terms behave as powers of 1, we can restrict without loss of generality
our attention to values y < nl=x A If we further assume that k > onl/ % then the local limit theorem
(11.9) entails that

3 1 Qk+y([y+€n y+(l_€ 1-e [1/«]
L. Z] 7 < / 23 4t / th/sa,a(x)dx
y<n!—
k>ont

where the dominated convergence is justified by a use of the stretched-exponential bound (11.39), and
where we have used the fact that ¥~ fle(k) < k%2 by virtue of the renewal theorem. In turn, this
integral converges to a finite value as 6 — 0, due to the fact that q[l/“]( ) = (ct/x)qj[f‘](—t). Hence,
to conclude, it remains to show that the remaining terms k < én'/® have a negligible role. Resuming
from the expression (11.38) and re-expressing Qj +y(m +y) by the cyclic lemma (11.16), we obtain
that this term, restricted to the said values of y (so that in particular, one has m +y < n for large
enough n), is

5 k+y)is’ (k) Qu(—=k —y)

<R nz% 1 max ( . 11.40

(17) s ygmz}éﬂ \/I; ( )
k<ont

Finally, an application of the local limit theorem shows that Q(—k —y) < m~ 1% uniformly in k,y.
Putting things together, we obtain a bound of the form
1

C(e)R(yp)nz= ! Z (kzx—%Jrnl—%ﬂka—%)SC(E)R(W) 5172 4 = k+A 2 i)

kgb‘nl/”‘ kgén%
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for some finite constant C(e) depending only on e. The second term is < n*~1/2% if ¢ < 3/2, and
is < 6%73/2p1=2/a+A if § > 3/2 (with an extra logarithmic factor if & = 3/2), so that it vanishes as
n — oo. Since the first term vanishes as 6 — 0, this concludes the proof of (11.31).

The proof of (11.32) is separated in two parts, depending which of M(7) or M(P) is smaller than
en, and follows the same general lines as above.

We start with the case where M(7) < en. The relevant form is now
1 1 En ~
nxUq(M(T) <en, #Vo =n) =n= Y_ Y G(m,1)G(n—m,—I).
m=01eZ

To estimate the latter, we use Lemma 11.4, which yields, for 0 < m < n/2,

) G(m,)G(n—m,—1) <n Y &(n—m,~1)G(m,1) + ne~ W 2G({m} x Z), (11.41)
leZ leZ

and the remainder term has exponential decay as n — oo uniformly in 0 < m < n/2 since G({m} x
Z) = (j\/\Vq(M = m) is of order m~1/%, as we already observed. Next, we express Z(n — m, —I) by
(11.20) to get

ZE(TI— _l Z Zﬁ Qr+1( m+1)G(m,l),
€Zr>1

leZ

and then we expand the Green function G(m, 1) as in (11.35), showing that the last displayed quantity

equals

Y He(r)Qi(n—m+1)Q, (m+y) Y, ﬁ.(kl)---ﬁ.(ky)(Pkl*---*Pky*Pr)(0)

>0 Ky -+t =k
k>1 ki ey 21
r>1
1 r4+ Die (1) (k) .,
! RO K o o)

Y0 k=071 vr+k

Here we have used (iii) in Lemma 11.7 to control the convolution term, and (11.16) to re-express

¥ (n—m+1). Summing this over 0 < m < en and using (11.41), this yields

nqu(M(T) <en n)

~ /\*y
~ Y+ m)Quomi1(—r —1) + Ry, (11.42)
21

\

where R, has exponential decay, and can be removed from further discussions. Moreover, similar
argument as the above show that we can restrict our attention to values of y at most ni=1/e+A which
we now assume. Here, one has to pay attention to values of k,r that significantly deviate from the

1/«

typical magnitude n'/%. To fix the ideas, we consider § > 0 and consider the situation where k < én'/%
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and r > n'/%. To estimate this last term, we write

% o . (r + 1) (r)
12 12:}‘+/\ ,u.y(k) Ognggn Qk+y(y+m)WQn—m+l(_r_ 1)

y<n
k<ont
r}n%
<nt Y k) Y Q rie
~ N by (y+m) Qu-my1(=r—1) (11.43)
y<n1—%+/\ 0<m<en 7’>n% V7T + k
7&511% -

and we smoothen the terms of this sum over r by splitting it in scales, rewriting it as

1—a
Z Z ﬁQn—m-@-l - 1 ’S Z Qn—m+1(_1 — [2w7 ne,2%nx — 1]) .

7’ Qw— 1 \/ zwnzx —|— k
This allows to use the left-tail bound (11.10), uniformly over the value of n —m > (1 — €)n, to bound
the last term by exp(—c2® *1), for some finite constant c. Reversing the steps, we obtain a bound of

the form
11—«

1 r r

Sne ex (—c—) ,
>21 V1 + k P nl/a
r>nw

possibly for some other universal constant c¢. This quantity does not depend on m anymore, and so

we may estimate (11.43) by

< -k Y Y AE) Y exp(—cr/n'/%) dt _exp(—cs)
~ po— 1W S Soc 142— a S+

k<ona Y20 rent

The latter integral is finite for every 6 > 0, as a change to polar coordinates shows. Dealing with the
situation where k < on!/% and r < n'/% is easier, as one can simply use the bound Qn-mi1(—=r—1) <
n~1% provided by the local limit theorem, which is uniform in m < en and r. The contribution of the
remaining terms, when k > 6n'/%, can then be bounded similarly, using, as a final extra input, the
fact that Q. (ly,y +en]) < Q([0,en]) for k > onl/% and y < n'~1/4+ (choosing 0 < A < 2/a — 1),

yielding the estimate
1/a
exp(—cs) [y qzt/ l/a dx

ga—142— zxﬁ

This is a converging integral, as can again be checked by changing to polar coordinates, and this goes

. exp(—cr/n'/%) /
0,¢en)) < dt ds
erz;Qk([ k2 a1yt k™

k<énw

to 0 as € | 0, as wanted.
The case where the buckle part M(P) < en is small in (11.32) is dealt with by similar methods

We start from

™
=

nqu(M(P) <en, #V, =n) <nw G(n—m,1)G(m,—I)
m=01cZ
&n &n
<nk mE(m, —1)G(n — m,1) 4+ n ) e~ MM sup G({n} x Z).
m=01€Z m=0 0<m<en
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Here, we have used Lemma 11.4. We already observed several times that G({n} x Z) < n=1/%

, and
therefore the second term is negligible and can be omitted from the discussion. We then expand the

main term as we are now used to, similarly to the previous discussion. This yields an estimate

| & ” /\fy
nx= Z ZMQr+1(W+1>Qk+y( —m+y).

RN
NAaY%
[ )

Now, more than before, we will make use of cyclic lemmas to adapt to the values of k,r under study.
As a preliminary remark, the same argument as before shows that we can restrict our attention to
y < n1=3 . We will now understand the behavior of the above estimate depending on whether k and
r are small (say < n!/%) or large (> n'/%). The contribution of both k, 7 small is obtained by applying
the cyclic lemma to the terms Qy ;(m +1) and Q,’;Ly(n —m+y), giving the estimate

51y 1l (1) (k + y) A’ (k) B ke
' ";()ygnlzwﬂ Vk+r Qur1(=1 = 1)Qn-my(—k —y).

kgnl/“

rgnl/a’
In this expression, we claim that we can get rid of the additive factor y in the quantity (k + y)
numerator: this is exactly repeating the argument for (11.40). Then, we simply use the local limit
theorem in the form Qui1(—7r —1) < m * and Qu_miy(—k —y) < n~1/*, allowing to sum 7.’ (k)

over values of y, yielding a bound

1 ket I t*~1ds
IR DL PV R Y g
B VI RV S o v 0 0 s ly/s+t
a converging integral. We see that this vanishes as ¢ — 0. Let us now consider the contribution of

small k and large r. This time, we only apply the cyclic lemma on the term Qf _W(n —m+y), yielding

the estimate

ktx—l en
no2 ] Y, —Vk+r) mQ;(m+1).
1/« =0

The contibution of the last sum is at most enQj, ;([0,en]) by using an Abel transform, and this is
< enexp(—cr/(en)'/%) by the left-tail bound (11.11). This justifies the dominated convergence in the

resulting estimate

en—% y k*Lexp(—cr/(en)'/%) <£/ dt/ t*~lexp(—cs/e'/*)ds
knl/a r*k+r s*\/t+s '

;,2”1/&

again a converging integral, that vanishes when € — 0. The case when k is large is the most interesting.

Let us consider this case, when on the other hand r is small. This time, we start from the estimate
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based on applying the local limit theorem to Q;,11:

Iy rite ()i (k) .
nx=y ), TQW—H(_”_l)QM—y(”_m‘Fy) (11.44)
=0 ygnlfl/wr)\
k}nl/”‘
rgnl/“
i’ (k) Qfyy(n—m+y)
< nx Y 11.45
- y<n;/w re \/m Z ml/u ( )
k)nl/a
rgnl/a

Now, we first perform an Abel transform on the last sum, to turn it into a sum of the form

&n

Y m i Qp (I —m+y,n+y)).

m=0

The terms of this sum are (at least for m grater than some large enough constant) respectively
< Qi([n —m,n]), by the convergence in distribution entailed by the local limit theorem. This allows

to revert the Abel transformation, and to obtain as estimate of the form

/\*y
1
5= —1
n2 Z Z Qn m ’
y<nl-1/a+A re _1 \% k
k>n1/o¢
r<nl/®

where Qu_m(—k) < exp(—ck/n'/%). This allows to pass to the limit to the following converging

17;/ / _exp(—cs)ds
1 0 st lf2-ay/s 4t

This vanishes as ¢ — 0. The final case where k,r are both large is similar and left to the reader.

integral

This concludes the proof of Lemma 11.10, and hence of Proposition 11.8 and of Proposition 11.1.
O

11.5 Proof of Proposition 11.2

Fix A >0, and let D(,,) = n= (dgjrtn (v}, v5) — 1)1 for simplicity.

Recall from (10.5) that if (m, (v1,v2), A) = BDG?*(u), then it holds that dg;tn(vl,vz) = 20—
A1 — Ny, where £ is the minimal label along the cycle of u, and A; is the minimal label along the
face f;, minus 1. We denote this quantity by Dj(u).
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Then, recalling (10.6), we have

Wq(dm)
E [Dj 1p, 5| = /M mvolm(dvl)volm(dvz)

wg (d(m, (v1,02), A))

. 1
M2 nZ-i—iwq(#V — 1’1) {(d& (v1,02) 1)+ >An2a #V=n}

_ 2/14 ZTJ%;(du)

nZ—i—ﬁwq(#V — n) {Dllz(u)>Anﬁ,#Vo(u):n—2}

#&m/ULUZ 1 1
n2+ = {# Q&m0 >An2 #V=n}

W2 (#V, = n —2) N
=2 P(Dyp(u,) > An2).

n2+%wq(#V =n)

~De .
Next, we observe that the prefactor 2%{”2)) is a bounded function of n, by virtue of (11.28) and
n" " 2ewq (#V=n

of the fact that wq(#V = n) = 2n"'\GWq(M = n) ~ cn~271/%_In particular, the previously displayed
quantity is bounded by a constant multiple of IP(4w(u,) > Ani) where w(u,) is equal to one plus the
maximal label of u, in absolute value. In turn, the latter quantity can be written as the maximum of
wP(u,) and wPuKe(q,), these quantities being equal to one plus the maximal label in absolute value
along the belt (resp. buckle) of u,. Proposition 11.1 entails that (wb®(u,)/n% : n > 1) forms a tight
family of random variables, so that it suffices to show that the same is true of (wP"€(u,) :n > 1).
This can be achieved by a re-rooting argument. Indeed, consider a white corner ¢, chosen uniformly
at random in the unicyclomobile u,. Clearly, the unicyclomobile u} obtained by re-rooting u, at ¢
(and forgetting the first root) has same distribution as u,. Therefore, provided that ¢, belongs to the
belt of u, (with the initial root), we have wPuKe(u*) < wP(u,). Fix e > 0. Let E¢(n) be the event
#Co(B,) > e#Cs(u, ). We have by the above observation,
e P(wPMe(ur) > Ani,Eg(n)) < P(wPMe () > Ani,Eg(n),cz € Co(By))
< PP (uy) > Anx).

Therefore, from the tightness of labels in the belt entailed by Proposition 11.1, we obtain that for
every ¢ > 0, limsup, . P(wPMe(u}) > Anz, E¢(n)) = 0. We conclude by writing

PP (w,) > Ani) = PP (u)) > An)

P(wiMe(uf) > An, Ee(n)) + P(Ee(n)°),

N

and by observing that the superior limit of the term P(E¢(n)¢) goes to 0 as ¢ | 0. Indeed, since
#Co(B,) = #V,(B,), we deduce that the family (#Co(B,)/n : n > 1) is tight in (0, 00| by Proposi-
tion 11.1. Therefore, our result will follow from the fact that (#Co(B},)/n : n > 1) is tight in [0, c0),
where B, is the buckle part of u,. To prove this, observe that the following variant of equation (11.27)
holds:

Uq(#Co(P) > An,#V, = n) = GW, (é(n ~M, —L;An)lM<n> ,

where G(m,l;m') = éVVq(M =m,L = 1,#C, > m'). We conclude from the fact that, for A > zgq,

it holds that é(m, I; An) is exponentially small in n, for reasons similar to the ones appearing in the
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proof of Lemma 11.4, while, on the other hand, GW q(M < n) has a power-law in n. This concludes
the proof of Proposition 11.2.

12 Geodesics between typical points

In this final section, we establish the key properties of geodesics needed to complete the proof of
D = D* presented in Section 9. Specifically, we study geodesics in (S, D, Vol, p.) using the bi-marked
construction introduced in Section 10 and the scaling limit results of Section 11. More precisely, we first
prove that geodesics between typical points in (S, D, Vol, p,) are almost surely unique (Theorem 9.1).
This result enables us to show (Proposition 9.2) that all geodesics to the root p, are simple. Finally,
we prove the last remaining estimate on good points along typical geodesics (Proposition 9.3), thereby

completing the proof of our main result.

12.1 Coupling the bi-marked construction with (S, D, Vol, p.)

The purpose of this section is to connect the scaling limits of the well-labeled unicyclomobiles from the
previous section with the construction of (S, D, Vol, p.). As in Section 7.4, passing from the discrete
constructions to the continuum provides a new perspective on (S, D, Vol, p..), enabling computations
that were previously highly intricate when using the single-pointed BDG® construction and its scaling
limit. In this section, we work under the probability measure P. We will also introduce new random
variables, and when doing so we implicitly enlarge the underlying probability space.

Recall from Section 7.3 that 9, is a rooted q-Boltzmann map with n vertices, that is, with
law wq(- | #V = n). Conditionally on 9,, let v},v5 be two independent uniform vertices of 9,
and finally let A, € Agp, 0 be a uniform integer satisfying |Ay| < dignrzn (v],v%) and such that
N, + di%;tn (v},v%) is even. In particular, (fmn, (v}, 0%), An) is an element of M?2® but its law is not
w%l'(~ | #V = n), as defined in (10.6). Indeed, there is a bias between these two distributions given by
#/8ap,, on vy Which is equal to (dgjrtn (v1,v2) — 1)+ by (10.7). More precisely, we define a random variable
(M, (87,9%), Au) € M?® of law w2 (- | #V = n) by biasing (M, (v}, 04), Ay) by (diy (v1,02) — 1)+

Specifically, for every non-negative measurable function f : M?* — R, we have

E[ X £ o)), A

An € Agﬁnﬂ? ,v’21

o[ (. 1) |

E|f (T, (@1,29), &) | = : (12.1)

and consequently it holds that:

E [f(ﬁn, (z?{‘,fi’ﬁ),ﬁn)} 0 wfl' (f(m, (v1,02), D) ‘ #V(m) = n)
= @2 ( £(BDG?*(u)) ‘ #Vo(u) =1 — 2)
Sec. 111 E [f(BDGb(un,e))} '



In particular, we may and will think of (ﬁ%’, &n) = ({U\tnl (?7’11,273’), An) as coded by the well-labeled
unicyclomobile u, together with a random sign €. According to the previous section, let us write
(B, 05) for the belt part in the belt-buckle decomposition (Proposition 10.4) of u, and recall that
(Sf",Lf”)@O is its Lukasiewicz encoding as in Section 7.3. We also recall the notation 0" for the
number of white vertices in By, a" for the first time of visit of 9, and the constant sq appearing in
the asymptotic (7.5). We encapsulate these variables in the quadruplet:
._ ~14B, ~L 1B, a" 0"

Cod,, := (2(5qn) “SL(n—1)~j'(5‘1”) Z“LL(n—l)j'Z’Z , (12.2)

that we interpret as a variable in ID([0,1],R)? x R?. We now introduce the continuous analog of

(12.2). Following Proposition 11.1, we consider a random variable (X, Z,t,,7) characterized by
E[f(X,Z,t.,7)] = Cst-N* (f(x, Z,ts,0)-G(1—0, —zt,)>, (12.3)

for every non-negative measurable function f on ID([0,1], R)? x R2. We interpret (X, Z,t,,7) as the

scaling limit of (12.2) since, by the previous discussion and Proposition 11.1, we have

Cod, -5 (%,2,1.,5), (12.4)
where, of course, the convergence takes place in ID([0,1],R)? x R?. Let us now also mimic (12.1) on
the continuous side. To this end, we introduce a Polish space suitable for defining random rooted
bi-marked weighted compact metric spaces, i.e. tuplets (M, dp, 1, x, (x1,x2)) where (M, dp, pt, x) is a
rooted weighted compact metric space and x1,x, are two points of M called the marks. We stress
that it is also possible to interpret the root x as a mark; however, it will be useful for us to break the
symmetry between the three distinguished points. Following Section 7.3, we consider the set of all

isometry classes'® of rooted bi-marked weighted compact metric spaces, denoted by
M2, = { (M, dag, 1, x, (x1,%0)) : %, X1, X2 € M} /iso,
and we endow it with the rooted bi-marked Gromov—Hausdorff-Prokhorov metric, i.e.

A (M a7, (31,52, (M o', (3, 35)))
= inf (Bn((M), 9/ (M) v 0o (gt ¢) v 5(p(x), ¢/ () V 3(x0) ¢/ (4)) V0 (p(x2), /(1))

7

where again the infimum is taken over all isometries ¢, ¢’ from M, M’ into a metric space (Z,6). As
usual, here dy (resp. dp) stands for the classical Hausdorff distance (resp. the Prokhorov distance).
The space (M23,, dggf,z') is a Polish space (see e.g. [, 79]) and we equip it with the corresponding
Borel sigma-field. When no ambiguity is possible, we identify a rooted bi-marked weighted compact

metric space with its equivalence class. In particular, we can see the variables

(V(3My), (sqn)~2d% volg %, (87,35)) and  (V(IM,), (sqn)”*dy ,volam,, ", (2}, 08)),

MHere we say that (M, dy, i, x, (x1,x2)) and (M, d', ¢/, ', (xi,x’z)) are identified if there exists an isometric bijection
¢ : M — M’ such that .p =y’ and (¢(x), ¢(x1), ¢(x2)) = (x/, x], x5).
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for n > 1, as random variables on M2, where p and p" stand for the starting vertex of the
distinguished oriented edge of E)ﬁn and 9, respectively. When further equipped with the delays, these
X R, which is endowed with the
product topology and Borel sigma-field. We stress that the projection mapping a rooted bi-marked

variables become random variables taking values in the space IM23,
weighted compact metric space (M, dm, i, x, (x1, xz)) to (M, dm, u, x) plainly defines a projection from
M2, onto Moot

This framework provides a natural way to translate (12.1) into the continuum and to obtain scaling
limit results. Specifically, recall the definition of (S, D, Vol, p.) from Proposition 7.1 along with the
subsequence (ny)x>1 on which it may depend. Conditionally on (S, D, Vol, p.), let p1,p2 € S be two
independent points sampled according to Vol (that is, I1p(U;), ITp(Uy) for two i.i.d. uniform variables
Uy, U, on [0,1] independent of (X, Z)). The variable (S, D, Vol, p., (01,p2)) takes values in IM23
conditionally to it, we consider /A a random variable uniform on [—D(p1,p2), D(p1,02)]- We then
introduce (3, D, \751, 0+, (01, 02), &) a biased version of (S, D, Vol, ps, (p1,02), ), whose law is defined
by

root» and

E[D(pl,pz)f (S,D,Vol, p., (pl,pz),A)}
E[D(p1,02)]
1 D(p1p2)
E [2/ duf (S, D, Vol, p., (P1/P2)r“)}

—D(p1,02)
_ ) 12.5
E[D (o1, p2)] (12.5)

for every measurable function f : M2%  x R — R;. We stress that (12.5) defines a probability measure
on M2

E[f(g’ ﬁ'%lrﬁ*r(ﬁlfﬁz),ﬁ)} _

2s % R since E[D(p1,p2)] < o0 by Lemma 7.3. In particular, the projection (S, D, Vol,p,) has
the law of (S, D, Vol, p,) biased by [ Vol(dx1)Vol(dxz) D(x1,x2).

Lemma 12.1. With the notation above, we have:

1

oy _1 1~ d
(V(imnk), (sqni) ™% -8, volgg, p, (0,37"), (sqre) M.Ank) @,

k—c0

(3’ D, /\1 Qs (Pl,Pz A),
(12.6)
X R.

2e
where the convergence takes place on the space M55,

Proof. First, recall that
% o —L r
Vo i= (V(B), (sqn) "% - &, volg ., (51, 8%) )
has the law of Y;, := (V(9M,), (5qn)_id§;n,volgmn,p’,f, (v,v%)) biased by the Radon-Nikodym deriva-

Ay = (dg%;n(v;l,vg) - 1) /E[(dggn(v;l,vgj) - 1)+].

By Proposition 7.1, the family (Yy, )x>1 is tight in M2, and converges in law towards:

tive:

(S, D,Vol, ps, (p1,02))-
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Moreover, Corollary 11.2 entails that the family (Ay),>1 is uniformly integrable. It then follows that

~

(Yo, )k>1 converges in law towards:

(8, D, Vol, p, (p1,p2))-
To extend the result to the delays, notice that conditionally on ?n, the delay An is uniform on the set
{meZ: |ml < d%n(ﬂ,%) and m + d%n (9,0%) is even}. It is then straightforward to deduce the

desired convergence (12.6) along the subsequence (71 )g>1. O
Combining (12.4) and (12.6), we derive that the family of random vectors
—~ 1 1 ~
((V(smnk), (sqne) ™% - dB, volgy 0¥, (37, 37°), (sqme) % - Ank>,Codnk>, k=1, (12.7)

x R) x (ID([0,1],R)? x IR?), is tight since each of its coordinates

is tight. By Skorokhod representation theorem, we can further extract a subsequence (1 )g>1 from

living in the Polish space (M2

root

(ny)k>1 along which we can couple all realizations to have almost sure convergence towards some vector
of (M2, x R) x (ID([0,1], R)? x R?) with marginals distributed as ((S, D, Vol, ., (1, p2)), A) and
(X,Z,%.,7) respectively. With a slight abuse of notation, we still denote this vector by:

(((3, D,Vol, p., (p1,92)), ), (X, 2,?.,&)). (12.8)

We stress that the coupling between the two parts of this vector is a priori unknown. The point is that
we can use this coupling to pass the discrete BDG?* to the scaling limit. In this way, we can import
some new geometric information on D (equivalently on D after de-biasing) from (X, Z,f,, &) similarly
as we imported information on D from (X, Z) in Section 7.4. We also stress that for convenience, all
variables ((S, D, Vol, s, (p1,02)), &, X, Z,1.,7) as well as ((S,D,Vol,p,, (p1,02)), A, X, Z, ts,0) are
defined under the probability measure P, but there is no coupling between those two vectors; they

could very well be independent.

In the rest of this section, we shall always suppose that we have made the above couplings and

implicitly restrict to the subsequence (My)y>1.

Let us conclude this section by addressing a technicality. Under P, the space (S ,D,Vol, p., (p1, Pz))
is constructed from the pseudo-distance D : [0,1]> — R, and two uniform independent random

variables on [0, 1]. Therefore, (S, D, Vol, p., (p1, pz)) is a concrete rooted bi-marked weighted compact

2e

metric space which we then view as a random variable when considering its equivalence class in IMz5;.

This allowed us to discuss metric properties directly using the representative (S, D, Vol, p, (p1,p2)).
However, this is not longer the case for (§, D, \751, 0+, (P1,02)) which is directly defined as an element

of M23.,. To circumvent this difficulty and treat it as a rooted bi-marked weighted compact metric
space, we rely on general representation theorems for Gromov-Hausdorff-type topologies [79]. Namely,

we fix w (in the underlying probability space) such that the convergence of (12.7) to (12.8) holds.
Then, by [79, Lemma 2.5], we can embed all the rooted bi-marked weighted compact metric spaces in

(12.7) and (12.8) isometrically in the same compact metric space (E,dg), in such a way that

V() — S and (oY, 57", 85%) . (04, P1,02), (12.9)

k—oc0
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where the first convergence is with respect to the Hausdorff distance in (E,dg). We also have the
weak convergence VOlﬁmk — \//81, but this last convergence will not be needed in this work. We stress
that the compact metric space (E,dg) might depends on w. Then, if we establish that some property
holds, for P almost every such w, then we can use (12.5) to import it to (S, D, Vol, p., (pl,pz)),
P-a.s., provide that the related events are measurable. We will implement this method to deduce
the uniqueness of typical geodesics in Section 12.2 and to study good points in Section 12.4. Let
us list here the almost sure properties that we will use: We write () for the subset of all such w
such that (12.9) hold, such that the process X does not have negative jumps and verify properties
(A1) (A4) of Section 2.1 with X replaced by X, and such that Z is continuous and its restriction
to Bﬁh(O,/ﬂ) ={h<t: X_< ming, | X} realizes its infimum at a unique point. We stress
that the set Br/ath(O,?.) corresponds, in terms of the looptree encoded by )A(, to the pinch-point
times in the branch from 0 to f., in the sense of Section 2.1. By the above discussion, (12.3) and
Lemmas 2.5 and 4.7, we have P(Q)) = 1.

12.2 TUniqueness of geodesics between two typical points

Let us present the first application of the above methodology to prove uniqueness of typical geodesics.
Specifically, we are going to show that, P-a.s., there is a unique geodesic on S going from p; to pa,

thereby establishing Theorem 9.1. Since to achieve this, we rely on the biased version

(S\rﬁ/\/fallp\*l (ﬁllﬁz))'

the subset of IM2®

consisting of all equivalence classes of weighted geodesic compact metric spaces with exactly one

we need to check measurability issues. In this direction, we introduce PM>1

Troot? root

geodesic between the two marked points. We emphasize that IP]I\/[root is well-defined, as the property

of having exactly one geodesic between the two marked points is invariant under isometry.

Lemma 12.2. ]P]Mfoolt is a measurable subset of IM23,.

Proof. First note that by (a marked extension of) [39, Theorem 7.5.1], the space PIM23

classes of rooted bi-marked weighted geodesic compact metric spaces is a closed subset of IM2®

oot Of equivalence

root» and
furthermore that the number of geodesics connecting xq and x» does not depend on the choice of
representative (M, d, i, x, (x1,x2)). For every § > 0, consider PIM23.[6], the space of equivalence
classes of spaces (M, d, u, x, (x1,x2)) possessing at least two geodesics, ¢ and 7/, going from x; to xz,

such that
sup {|v(t) =9/ (s)| : s, t € [0,d(x1,x2)]} > 6.
Then it is straightforward to verify that IPIM2% .[4] is a closed subset of PIM2% ., and lPIl\/IrOOt is a

measurable set since:

H)Mfgot P M%(:Ot U ]PMroot [ ] .

nelN
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Therefore, our formal goal is to establish that (S, D, Vol,p., (01,02)) € PM2% P-a.s., which by

(12.5) is equivalent to:
(8,D,Vol,p., (p1,02)) € PM2t,  P-as. (12.10)

root’

To demonstrate (12.10), we exploit the connection with well-labeled unicyclomobiles, following a
method similar to that in [110, Section 7.2.3]. Specifically, we fix an element w € )’ in the underlying
probability space, as described at the end of Section 12.8. In particular, (3, D, \//81, 0+, (01,02)) 1s
embedded on a compact space (E,dg). Next, for every h € [—D(p1,02), D(p1,02)], we write

G(h) := {x €S:D(x,p1) = D(‘Ol’gz)_h and D(x,p,) = D<‘01’§2)+h}’

which is the set of alll h-median points in a D-geodesic between 01 and pp. The assertion that there
is a unique geodesic connecting p; to pz is equivalent to stating that q (h) is a singleton for every
h € [~D(p1,02), D(p1,02)]. Moreover by continuity, if #4(h) > 2 for some h, then #4(h') > 2 for all
h' in a small neighborhood of h. Thus, to obtain the uniqueness of geodesics going from p; to pp, it

suffices to show that:

A~ A~

Lemma 12.3. For every w € () and with the notation above, the set G(A) is a singleton.

Proof. Let w be fixed as explained above. We begin by reformulating the statement of the lemma in
terms of (@\ka,ﬁgnk, z’f?", ﬁmk) In this direction, we introduce the set A of all sequences (X, )k>1, with

X, vertex of ﬁmk, such that

_1 D(p1, p ~-A 1 D(py, 0 +A
(Equ) 2 - d%mk (?/J\Tk, xmk) — —(pl p22) and (Equ> 2 . d%mk (ﬂk,xmk) — —(pl p22) .
(12.11)
Next, remark that if there exist x,x' € (A) with x # x/, then by the definition of (A) and (12.9)

we can find two sequences (X, )k>1, (Xj, Jk>1 in A such that

limsup(squ)’zl*a -d% (Xmyr X3, ) > 0. (12.12)
k—o0 My
We shall prove that this is impossible. The interest of this reformulation lies in the fact that (12.11) and
(12.12) involve quantities that can be directly controlled with the construction (ﬁmk, 5;" k 772” k Amk) =
BDG?* (uy,, €) of Section 10. In this direction, for k > 1, we recall the notation fi™* and £ for the
faces containing ZAJT * and 5’2” k¥ respectively, and let us start with a couple of easy remarks. First, for
each k > 1, consider [, a white vertex attaining the minimal label along the cycle of uy, , and remark
that by (10.3), we must have:
1 ~
(sqrmi) % - (A5 (D1, Ju) =% (85, Jm) ) = B
mk ﬂ‘lk
Next, recall from the discussion preceding (10.5) that if we concatenate two simple geodesics in the

map starting from J,,, and obtained by iterating the successor function in the faces flm K and fzm k
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k

respectively, until reaching 771” and Z/)Zn k¥ then this concatenation produces a geodesic ’?TS connecting

0% to Uy *. Hence, we must also have

_1 T ~MN T ~M RN/~ ~
(5qu) - (d%\t (01, Jmy.) +dg@m (vzk/]mk)) — D(p1,02)-

Wlk k

We infer that (], )k>1 is in A. Now remark that in order to have (12.12) for two sequences in A,
. . _1 r
there must exist (X, k=1 € A such that limsup,_, (sqm)~ 2 -d%mk(]mk,xmk) > 0. We argue by

contradiction and assume that we can find such a sequence (X, )k>1. For k > 1, consider a path ,,,

going from 5’1“ ¥ to 5’2“ “ and passing through x,, obtained by concatenating two geodesics from x,, to

77’171 * and from x,, to 7731 *. By Jordan theorem, this path must go through a white vertex ],’nk of the

1
cycle of uy,, and since (X, )k>1 is in A, the length of 7y, is equal to d%nk (07", 05%) +o(m?*), and as

a consequence

L 1
& () +olnF) > B (@ T+ A5, () and S (o T) = ol
(12.13)

We refer to Figure 42 for an illustration. In particular, to obtain a contradiction it suffices to show

Figure 42: lllustration of the notation. The (essentially unique) vertex minimizing the label
along the cycle of uy,, is denoted by ], . The vertex x,,, must be close to a vertex ],’nk on the

cycle which asymptotically minimizes the label.

1
that d% (Jmgr Jim,) = 0(mg*). In this direction, remark that by (10.3) and (12.13), combined with the
My

fact that J,, minimizes the label along the cycle of u,, we have

O (Tin) = o (Jm,) + O(m,ii“), (12.14)

where ¢, stands for the label function of u,,. We conclude using now the convergence of Cod,,
towards ()A(, Z,?.,(AT) by an argument parallel to the one of the proof of the Cactus bound of Lemma
7.5. In this direction, let us write j,, < a™ (resp. j, < a™) for the visit time of the vertex

Jm (vesp. i, ) in the belt-part of u,, (by definition all white vertices of the cycle are present in
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the belt part). Up to further extracting, we can suppose that almost surely jn /n — j € [O,?.]
(resp. jp, /n — ' € [0,2.]). It is straightforward to deduce from the facts that J,, and i, lie in
the cycle of wy,, the assumed properties of (X,Z) on w, and (12.14) that j,j’ € Bgr?h(o,?.) and
7y = Zj/ —=min{Z : te€ Br/agh(O,?.)}. Since the restriction of Z at Br/ath(O,?.) realizes its infimum
at a unique point we derive that j’ = j. Lastly, by Schaeffer bound (10.4) and the continuity of Z, we
deduce that

limsup(squ)_% A% (T ) < Zi+Zy—2 min Z=0.
k—s00 Moy IEN

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

For simplicity, we let ) be the subset of all w € ) such that (S, D, Vol, p., (pl,pz)) and
(g, f),val,ﬁ*, (ﬁl,ﬁz)) belong to PM2%}. By Lemma 12.3, we have P(QY) =1.

root*

12.3 Classification of the geodesics towards p.

The aim of this section is to use Theorem 9.1 to derive the structure of the D-geodesics towards p, in
the metric space (S, D, Vol,p,). Specifically, recall from Section 7.4.1 the notion of simple geodesics
7) and the definition of the path ¢~ going from ITp(s) to I1p(t). Informally, this path is obtained
by following ’y(s) down to the merging point with ’y(t) and then ascending to ITp(t). The goal of this

section is to prove Proposition 9.2, which we restate here for clarity:
P - a.s., all the geodesics towards p, in (S, D,Vol, ps) are simple geodesics.

In particular, the latter entails that the geodesics to p. coincide for both metrics D* and D. The
idea of the proof, adapted from [23, Section 6], is to cage general geodesics towards the root by typical

geodesics towards the root.

Proof. We begin by introducing the set & of all points x € S such that there exists only one D-geodesic
from x to p,. If x € &, then the unique geodesic between x and p. is a simple geodesic of the form
7). with s € TI;}(x). By Theorem 9.1 and the re-rooting property (7.12), if (Uy : k > 1) are iid
uniforms independent of (X, Z), the event {IIp(Uy) : k > 1} C & has full P-probability. Moreover,
since (U : k > 1) is dense on [0,1] and 3 is continuous, (7.16) guarantees that for any ¢t € [0,1] and
e > 0, there exists k > 0 such that the simple geodesics y(*) and (U coincide outside Bp (TTp(t),€).
We thus deduce that the event:

(Y9(0,2 - 2.]) : teo1]} C8,

has full probability. For the remainder of the proof, we work on this event and we argue by contra-
diction, supposing that there exists a geodesic 1y : [0, 7] — S, with (r9) = ps«, that does not coincide

with a simple geodesic. By a compactness argument, there must exist € € (0,7p) such that:

7([0,¢]) N {rw)((o, Zi— 7)) te [0,1]} = 2. (12.15)
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For the sake of clarity, let us fix # € II5'(7(0)) and note that t ¢ {t,} U{U;: k > 1}. We argue
based on whether IT4(#) is a leaf or a pinch point of £, and we refer to Figure 43 for an illustration of
the argument.

CASE 1: THE POINT I;(f) 1S A LEAF. First assume that t ¢ {0,1}. Using the characterization
of leaves given in Section 2.1, we know that I'l;(¢) belongs to a loop or that there exists a sequence
(tn)n=0 of jumping times converging towards t — in particular the loop associated with f,, disconnects
the points I14(0) and T1;(#). Now recall that, conditionally on X, the process Z along a loop of L is a
Brownian bridge. We deduce that we can always find u,, < u}, <t < v}, < vy, verifying the following

properties (see Figure 43 for an illustration):

e There exists # < t, with Ay > 0, such that TT;(uy,), [1;(u),), [1j(vm), [1;(v},) belong to the loop

associated with t';
o All the sequences (U )m>0, (1) m>0, (Vm)m>0, (V) m>0 converge to t;
e We have Z,, A Z,, > Zum, V va/.

Here, we only used the fact that IT;(#) is a leaf in the second item. We can even suppose that for
all m > 1 we have t. & [Um, vy]. Furthermore it is straightforward to verify that, for every m > 1,
the path (=) disconnects I1p ((u,, v},)) from its complement. To see why, note that the discrete
analogue of the previous statement is a direct consequence of the BDG-bijection and planarity, and
we can use the same method applied to prove the Cactus Bound (Lemma 7.5) to extend this result

to the continuous setting. Since p is in the complement of ITp ((u},,v},)), it follows that 7 must

Figure 43: lllustration of the paths ~(#n=%m) and ~(#n=%n) disconnecting respectively
Ip ((t4y, vm)) and TIp((ul,, v),)) from its complement. A geodesic starting from I1p () and
targeting p. must either cross those paths or pass through I1;(u},) and IL;(uy,), or I1;(v),)
and IT;(vy,), in this order, which is excluded by (7.13).
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intersect the range of y(#n %) Recalling that (i}, )m=0 and (v},)u0 both converge to t, we obtain
from (12.15) that o must hit (%) at ITp(u),) or IIp(v),) for some time s/, for every m large
enough. We can then apply the same argument with u/, and v}, replaced by u,, and v, to deduce
that, for m large enough, v has also to intersect the set {IIp(uy),[Ip(v,y)} at some time s, > s),.

By (7.13), we get:

D(y(sm),p+) 2 D(p+,1p(ttm)) A D(p+, 1p(0m))

(Zuy, — i Z) A (Zo,, — inf Z)

(Zu;,, - ian) V (Zv’,,, — ian)

D(p«, Hp(u43,)) V D(ps, TIp(},)) = D(¥(s3), 04),

WV

where in the second and last line we used (7.13). The previous display is in contradiction with the
fact that v is a geodesic towards p, since s, > s;,. This completes the proof in Case 1 for IIp(t) a
leaf different of ITp(0) = IIp(1). The same argument as above applies to the case IIp(0) = IIp(1)
after re-rooting the looptree at time Uj. As before, we can disconnect I1p(0) = ITp(1) from p. using
simple geodesics starting from faces near ITp(0) = IIp(1). The details are left to the reader.

CASE 2: THE POINT II;(#) IS A PINCH-POINT. We can use a similar argument to the previous
case, but it requires considering 8 points to trap the geodesic y. To avoid this technicality, we can
deduce Case 2 directly from Case 1 using topological considerations. Recall that the skeleton of the
looptree is the set Skel := {I14(r) : r € [0,1] is a pinch-point time}. Using the same arguments as in
the proof of Proposition 2.2, it is straightforward to verify that Skel is totally disconnected — meaning
that the connected subsets are singletons. Furthermore, by a compactness argument combined with
Theorem 8.1 and Proposition 4.2, it follows that the canonical projection p : £L — & realizes an
homeomorphism between Skel and its image p(Skel) = Ilp(r € [0,1] is a pinch-point time). This
entails that the set p(Skel) is also totally disconnected, implying that the geodesic v must take values
outside of p(Skel) at any non-empty open interval. Therefore, there exists some ¢ < € such that
y(¢') = Ip(s) for some leaf time s € [0,1]. We can then apply Case 1 to derive that y(¢ + ) is a
simple geodesic which contradicts (12.15). O

We conclude this section with a discussion of some consequence of Proposition 9.2. For simplicity,
as in the previous proof, let p : L — S denote the canonical projection. Proposition 9.2, combined
with Proposition 4.2, shows that P-almost surely, for any point u € £ in the looptree, the number
of distinct geodesics from p(u) towards p. is equal to the degree of u in L (see Section 2.1) which

belongs to {1,2}. In particular, the cut locus'®

of S relative to the root py, i.e. the set of all points
that are connected to p. by at least two distinct geodesics, is exactly p(Skel) where we recall that
Skel is the skeleton of £. Furthermore, as seen in the proof of Proposition 9.2, the set p(Skel) is in
fact totally disconnected, i.e. the connected subsets are singletons. This situation contrasts with the
Brownian sphere case where the cut locus is a tree with branch points of order at most 3 from which

we can start three distinct geodesics towards p., see [89].

15 There are different notions of cut locus depending on the regularity of the underlying space, here we follow [8].
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More generally, this raises the question of studying geodesic networks in the a-stable carpet/gasket,
i.e. the possible topology of the set of all geodesics linking two points. This was first addressed by Angel,
Kolesnik & Miermont [8] and developed in [113, 91] in the Brownian sphere case. Some universality
is expected for planar random metrics and a basis of 27,28 or 29 networks are expected to show up
in Brownian geometry, in Liouville Quantum metric [65], in Aldous-Kendall planar metrics [28] and
in the directed landscape [51]. However, our situation differs, as the a-stable carpets and gaskets are

not homeomorphic to the sphere.

12.4 Estimates for good points along typical geodesics

We finally come to the proof of Proposition 9.3 on the density of good points along typical geodesics,

which we recall here for the reader’s convenience: There exist constants ¢, C € (0,00) such that

D(p1,02) .
E /0 du 1{71,2(»1) is e-bad} < C-¢, foreverye>0.

As in the previous section, since the derivation of the last display will use the biased version of (S, D),
one first needs to check measurability issues and begin with some remarks on the concept of good

points in a fixed geodesic metric space.

In this direction, consider M := (M, dp, 4, x, (x1,x2)) a rooted bi-marked weighted geodesic com-
pact space with a unique geodesic 712 going from x; to x2. Generalizing the notion introduced in
Section 9, we say that u € [0,dp(x1,x2)] is an e-good time (for M) if y1,(¢) for (1 —e) VO < t <
(u+¢) Ndp(x1, x2), coincides with the concatenation of at most two portions of geodesics towards the
root x. Otherwise, we say that u is an e-bad time (for M), and we use the same terminology for the
point 71 (). We now relate this notion with that of aligned points. Specifically, three points y1, Y2, y3
are said to be aligned if they all lie on the range of the same geodesic. This condition can be expressed
equivalently in terms of the metric: du (Y1), Y=3)) = dm(Yr), Y=(2)) + Am(Yr(2), Y=(3)) for some per-
mutation T of the indices 1,2,3. The connection with good points is formalized in the following lemma
for which we introduce some notation, see Figure 44 for an illustration. Fix u € (0,d(x1,x2)) as well

as € > 0 and decompose 1 into the three parts

L. = {’)q[z(t) ite [0, (M - 8) \ 0]}/
Ce == {q12(t):te€((u—e) Vo, (u+te)Ad(xy,x2))},
Re = {mp(t) it € [(u+e)Ad(x1,x2),d(x1,x2)]}

thus isolating the e-neighborhood C, of 71, (1) inside 71,. We write y = y12(u) and
i =ma(-9vo),  y) = ma((ute) Adin,x)
for the extremities of C, inside 7y15. Then we have:

Lemma 12.4. With the notation above, the point y is e-good if and only if for every z € C, the points
{z,ygs),x} or the points {Z,ygs),x} are aligned. Moreover, if y is e-bad then there exists z € Cg

such that the geodesic from z' to x is mon-trivial' and only intersects the range of 12 at its starting

16 A trivial geodesic is a constant geodesic with length 0.
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point z'.

T] e=m== mmmme L2

.2 (€) y oy (e)

Figure 44: lllustration of the notation for Lemma 12.4.

Remark 12.5 (Geodesic stars). In particular, with the notation of the lemma, the point z' is a 3-star
point along 7y12, where we recall that a k-geodesic star is a point from which which we can start k
disjoint geodesics (appart from their starting point). These points have been studied in depth in the

case of the Brownian geometry [8, 91, , 113] and in related contexts [25, 5/].

Proof. Notice first that since there is a unique geodesic between x1 and x», if a geodesic 7y intersects
71,2 at two points, then it must actually coincide with it in between. A geodesic 7y to x starting from
Ce must then stick to a part of 71, before leaving 1, at some point x, and then going to x without
crossing 1 again. Using this remark, if there exists z € C, such that neither {z, yge), x} nor {z, yég), x}
are aligned, then a geodesic < going from z to x necessary leaves 1, at x, € C.. As a consequence,
the part of 7 from z’ = x, to x gives a non-trivial geodesic only intersecting the range of 1, at its
starting point x,, € C¢ as desired in the statement of the lemma. Similarly if y is e-good, then C¢, and
its closure, is covered by the range of two geodesics towards the root x. Those must form two closed
intervals by the above remark, and we infer that for any z € C; either {z, ygs), x} or {z, ygs), x} belong

to one of the above two geodesics and are thus aligned.

Figure 45: lllustration of the proof of Lemma 12.4. If any point of C; is aligned with either
{ygg),x} or {ygs),x}, then we can cover C; wih the range of two geodesics 7, towards the

root Xx.

To conclude it remains to show that if for every z € C, the points {z, ygg), x} or the points {z, ygg), x}
are aligned, then z is necessarily e-good. In this direction, consider the set Le (resp. ﬁg) of all points

in the closure of C, which are aligned with {ygg),x} (resp. {ygg),x}), that is from which there is a
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geodesic 7y to x that leaves 71, on the left part L, i.e. x, € L¢ (resp. x, € R;). By our assumption
these two sets cover the closure of C,. If the right extremity yée) of C; belongs to Le then there exists
a geodesic 1y going to x which coincides with 1 on Cg, this implies that y is e-good. Otherwise, by
the Hopf-Rinow theorem we can find a point z € C, from which we can start two geodesics to x, one
leaving 712 on L¢ and one on R,. This implies in particular that Cl(C) is covered by the range of

these two geodesics targeting x, this again gives that y is e-good. O

Let us now use the above lemma to prove that the variables considered in Proposition 9.3 are indeed
measurable. To this end, for every M := (M, dy, , x, (x1,x2)) rooted bi-marked weighted geodesic
compact space with exactly one geodesic going from x; to x; and u > 0, we set Bad(M, u) :=
L, is a e-bad time for M»> With the convention Bad(M,u) := 0 if u > dp(x1,x2). This function is
2ol R. to R, that we still

invariant by isometry and therefore we can view it as a maps from PIM

denote by Bad, with a slight abuse of notation.

Lemma 12.6. The function Bad, : PM2%L x R — {0,1} is measurable.

root

Proof. Tt suffices to establish that the function Bad’, : PIMZ%% x [0,1] — {0,1} defined by Bad.(M,v) =
Bad (M, v - dp(x1,%2)) is measurable; here dpg(x1, x2) stands for the distance between the two marks
which is a quantity invariant by isometry and it is thus well defined. We are going to prove that Bad.
is lower-semi continuous which directly implies the desired result. Let (M,v) € PM2%: x [0,1] and

(M,;,v,), n > 1, a sequence in PM2%} x [0,1] converging to (M,v). We need to show that:

lim inf Bad,(M,,, v,) > Bad.(M, v).

n—o0

Moreover, since Bad, takes values on {0, 1}, it suffices to consider the case when Bad.(M,, v,) = 0, for
every n > 1. In this direction, we recall that by [79, Lemma 2.5], we may assume that all the spaces
(My, dm,, pn, X", (X}, x5)), n > 1, and (M, dpm, i, x, (x1,x2)) are isometrically embedded into the same

compact metric space (Z,6), and
My — M, pp—pu, (& x,x5) = (x,x1,x2), (12.16)

as n — oo. Next, in this embedding, consider 9 (resp. <y, n > 1) the unique geodesic staying
in M (resp. My, n > 1) going from x; to xp (resp. x{ to x5, n > 1). We claim that for every
tw € [0,dm, (2}, x5)], n > 1, converging to some t € [0,dpm(x1,x2)] we must have v, (t,) — (t).
To see why the claim holds, remark that by compactness, it is equivalent to establish that y(f) is
the unique limit point of (9, (#4))y>1. In this direction, fix z a limit point and note that necessarily
z € M, by the convergence M,, — M. Next, observe that since 7,, n > 1, are geodesics we must
have 8(xY, vu(tn)) = tn and 6(x§, yn(tn)) = 6(xf, x5) — t,. Hence, passing to the limit, we obtain
d(x1,z) = t and 8(xp,z) = 6(x1,x2) — £. This implies that z is in a geodesic taking values on M and
going from x7 to xp . Since (M, d, u, x, (x1,x2)) only has one such geodesic, it follows that z = (t).
Next set t;, := (v - dum, (X}, x5) —€) VO and £ 1= (v - du(x], x5) 4+ €) Adpm, (x4, x5). Similarly let
t7 = (v-dpm(xy,x2) —€) VO and ++ := (v -dp(x1,x2) +€) Adp(x1,x2). Consider now +~ < t <
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and remark that, by (12.16) and since v, — v, we can always find t;; < t, < £}, for every n > 1, such

that t, — t, as n — oo. Then, by the previous discussion, we must have:

(v (8 ) v (), v (87)) = ((E7), v (£),7(£7)),  m— oo, (12.17)

Since Bad.(M,,v,) = 0, for n > 1, then by definition it holds that, for every n > 1, the points
{vn(t;), Yn(tn), x"} or {yn(t;5), vn(tn), x"} are aligned in M,,. Hence by the convergences (12.16) and
(12.17), we derive that the points {7y(#~),y(¢),x} or {y(t7),v(t),x} are aligned in M. Since this
holds for any arbitrary t € [t~,¢*], an application of Lemma 12.4 gives Bad.(M,v) = 0, completing
the proof. ]

Coming back to Proposition 9.3, recall that, under P, the variables:
S = (SIDIVOIIP*I <P1/P2)) and g:: (S\/ﬁ/\//al/ﬁ*/ <ﬁ1/ﬁ2>)/

are a.s. in IPIME(;(’)lt. In particular, Lemma 12.6 entails that

D(p1,02) o
/0 du ]l{’h,z(u) is e-bad} = /0 du Bad,(S,u)

is a well defined random variable. Furthermore, since conditionally on (S, D, Vol, p., (p1,p2)), the
variable A is uniformly distributed in [—D(p1, 02), D(p1,p02)], Proposition 9.3 is equivalent to the

existence of two constants ¢, C € (0,00) such that:

E [D(Plzpz) “L{(D(o1.02)-2)/2 is e-bad time for 5}] <C-¢, foreverye>0. (12.18)

By (12.5), the latter can be finally be rewritten in the form:

o~

D(p1,p2) — A A
P( (pl'p;) is an e-bad time for S) < C-€, foreverye>D0, (12.19)

for possibly two other constants. Here we use again that the variable and event appearing in (12.18)
and (12.19) are well defined and measurables by Lemma 12.6.

We aim to prove (12.19) by connecting it to the framework established in Section 6 and the results
presented therein. In this direction, recall that ()A(, 2,?.,3) under P is distributed as (X, Z,te,0)
under G (1 -0, —Zt_) -N°®. As a key consequence, we adopt the notation from Part I for the process
(X, 2,?.,3) by adding a “~” in the notation. For instance, we write @ < to for the unique pinch point
time that minimizes the label along the spine (unique by Lemma 4.7), and we denote by X its image
in the looptree coded by X. To obtain (12.19) it suffices to establish that:

- D(p1,p2) — A N
P({x is 2£—trapped} N { ( (pl’p;) ) is an e-bad time for § }) =0, (12.20)
and
P(X is not e-trapped) < C - €, (12.21)
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for yet possibly other constants ¢, C € (0,00).

The proof of (12.21) is based on the estimates of Section 6, more precisely Theorem 6.1, and can
be found at the end of the section (Lemma 12.9). We shall thus start with (12.20). As in Section 12.2,
this is addressed by translating the problem in terms of planar maps for which we use the construction
from well-labeled unicyclomobiles. In this direction recall the notation )" introduced at the end
of Section 12.2, which has full probability, and fix w € ). In particular, (3', D, \781, 0+, (01,02)) is
embedded on a compact space (E,dg), and has a unique geodesic 71, going from p; to pr (staying in

S). Let us now give the underlying geometric idea which is best illustrated by putting Figures 4 and 21

side by side, see also Figure 46 and its caption. For an interval I C R, we write

~ 1, ~ 0 ~ N

I = 71,2((1 + E(D(Pllpz) - A)) N [O,D(pl,pz)]),

which corresponds to the I-neighborhood of J in %7, where J correspond to
~ (1, ~ ~
J=Tp = 71,2(§(D(p1,P2) - A))

For simplicity, we write I for I'r. Heuristically, when X is e-trapped in the sense of Section 6, then
there exist two faces §1, 82 of (§ , ﬁ) corresponding respectively to the times 77 4 and 733 in-there such
that the piece I'(_o ¢ Of Y12 going to p1 touches both §1, §2, and similarly the piece T le,00) Of 71,2 going
to p2 of ¥1, going to pp touches both §1,F2 (in any order), in such a way that the parts of these
sub-geodesics in-between §1, F2 separate the root p, and J. We call these sub-geodesics the left and
right “doors”, see Figure 46 for an illustration. In presence of such doors, it is impossible for a geodesic

as in Lemma 12.4 to exist, and a fortiori the point J is e-good.

Let us now proceed with the formal proof and recall that we have fixed w € Q). We start
discussing the implication of (D(py,02) — &)/ 2 being e-bad for & in terms of the planar maps
(ﬁmk,fflﬂ ",2731 k,ﬁmk). In this direction recall the construction from well-labeled unicyclomobiles,
(ﬁmk,iff",ﬁzmk, Amk) = BDGZ'(umk,e) of Section 10. As in the proof of Lemma 12.3, for every k > 1,
we fix [, a white vertex attaining the minimal label along the cycle of u,,;,, and write '/)7;"5 for the
geodesic in the map between 77'1” k and 77;" k obtained by iterating the successor function in each face.
Specifically, we see By, (with its labels) as a submap of u,, and for every white corner ¢ we write

'y(c) for the geodesic obtained by iterating the successor function. Then, we consider c?k and can
Wlk
respectively the first and last corner of J,, in the contour order of By, . In particular, ’)/(Cf ) (resp.
'y(cﬂk)) defines a geodesic staying in the face f;'* (resp. f,"), starting in ], and ending in 0]* (resp.
Wlk m
05 %). The geodesic 77’5 is obtained by reversing ’)/(Cf ) and concatenating it with ’y(cék).
We begin with a preliminary lemma, translating the fact that (D(p1,02) — AA)/2 is e-bad into a

geometric condition in the discrete maps:

Lemma 12.7. With the notation above, let € > 0 and assume that (D (1, p2) — 2N)/2 is an e-bad time
for S. Then for every w € O, we can find 1 = n(w) > 0 and a sequence, for k =1, of paths ym, in
ﬁmk from a point of Bd%rt (Jimes %s(squ)ﬁ) to pu*, such that, for k large enough the path 7ym, stays

'k
at graph distance at least ﬂ(squ)i from 3% in My, .
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Figure 46: On the left, the e-trapped condition for the point ES imported from Section 6 and
its geometric consequence on the right figure in (<§, 5) The color code is the same in the left
and right pictures, in particular, the geodesic %1, is constructed by concatenating the simple
geodesics starting from X in each face and the e-trap condition shows that those geodesics hit
two faces separating the e-neighborhood of J from p,. In such situation, it is impossible for a
geodesic 1y to start from the e-neighborhood of J and targeting p. without crossing 71 ,. This
contradicts Lemma 12.4 and thus implies that J is e-good.

Proof. Fix e > 0 and w € Q. Recall that the space in (12.7) and (12.8) are embedded in (E,dg),
17 is the unique geodesic going from py to Py, the notation T' = 71 ,([0, D(f1,02)]), and:

V(ﬁmk) -8 and (ﬁmk,z’)\'f",ﬁqu) — (ﬁ*,ﬁl,ﬁz), as k — oo. (12.22)

Now we claim that the trace of 'y;”é in V(/S).T\tmk) is arbitrarily close to I', asymptomatically. Namely,
let T’y be the set of all points of V(ﬁmk) corresponding to the vertices appearing in the range of ’yf 5
Then we claim that:

giix;osup {dg(x,T): x €T} =0. (12.23)

To see it, remark that by compactness it suffices to show that any adherence point z of a sequence
xp € Ty, k > 1, must verified dg (z, F) = 0. But by (12.22), any such adherence point z belongs to
S and satisfies D(p1,02) = D(p1,2) + D(2,0). This implies that z is on a geodesic of S going from

01 to p2, and thus z € T, since 47, is the unique such geodesic. For the remainder of the proof we
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assume that d, := (D(p1,p2) — A)/2 is e-bad, and notice that by the above argument we have
Jmg = M12(ds) =T, as k— oo, (12.24)

in the embeddings. Then by Lemma 12.4, we know that we can find a point t € [(d. —¢) V0, (d. +
€) A D(p1,2)] such that there exists a geodesic 7, : [0, D(7(t),px)] = S connecting 712(¢) and p,,

which only intersects I' at its starting point. In particular, p, is not in I'. Next set
() = FL(r+ (/4 AD(Ta(t),p.)), 0<r < R:= (Dy12(),5:) — e/4) V0.

By construction and (12.23), we can find # € (0,e/4), such that 4 stays at distance at least 57 from
I, for k large. The desired result now follows straightforwardly by approximating 9 using paths in
ﬁmk, k > 1. Specifically, pick an integer N > 1 such that R/N < 7. By (12.22), for k even larger,
we can find, 0 < i < N, a point x¥ in V(ﬁmk) such that dg(7(iR/N),x¥) < 57, and without loss of
generality we may assume that x’f\, = Pm, since ¥(R) = px. By triangle inequality and using the fact
that 7 is a geodesic, we infer that

dg (xff, Ty,) >4y and dg (xf, x’(‘iH)AN) < 31, (12.25)
for every 1 < i < N. Now, concatenate in §J\Imk geodesics from xf-‘ to xi-‘ 1 for 1 <i < N-—1, and
denote the obtained path on the map ﬁmk by Ym,. Then (12.25) entails that the trace of ,, in
V(S/)J\ka) is at Hausdorff distance in (E,dg) from I'y bigger than #. Furthermore, by construction, 7,
ends at py, and by triangle inequality, using that 7, is a geodesic starting from the & neighborhood

1
of 41,2(ds), it plainly follows that m, * -d% (Y (0), Jm,) < 5e/4+ 1+ de(F12(d), Jm,). Hence,
my
applying (12.24) and using that 7 € (0,e/4), we infer that the family of paths 7, , for k large enough,

verifies the statement of the lemma. O

We can now proceed with the proof that {X is 2e-trapped} and {(D(p1,p2) — A) /2 is e-bad for 8 }

are incompatible under P.

Proposition 12.8. Fiz w € Q). With the notation above, it is impossible for X to be 2¢e-trapped and
for (D(p1,02) — A)/2 to be e-bad for 8 simultaneously.

Proof. Fix w € ) and assume that X is 2e-trapped. The proof reduces to show that necessarily
w ¢ {(D(p1,02) — A)/2 is e-bad for § }. Our goal is to construct the discret equivalent of the doors

describe in Figure 46, which for maps are just two paths, and then use Jordan theorem to deduce that

k

these doors disconnects a small ball centered at [, from p4* making impossible the existence of the

family of paths 7y, , k > 1, in Lemma 12.7. Let us proceed, and in this direction recall the notation
O, and a,, from (12.2).
BUILDING THE DISCRETE DOORS. For every integer i < 0, we denote by w!™* € V,(By,) the white

vertex visited at time 7 in the Lukasiewicz exploration of the belt part of u,, and write c;”k for the first

k k k

corner of v:” in the contour order. We remind the reader of the notation c}" and czn respectively for

the first and last corner of [, in the contour of B, . Next recall the definition of {% is 2e-trapped},
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given in Section 6 with (X, Z, ts, o) replaced by (X, Z,t,,7), where we use the same notation with a
“7". Then by the convergence of Cod,,, to (X, Z, t,,7), and the assumptions on w, it is straightforward

to verify that:

e We can find the discrete equivalent of 77 4 and 753, these are integers Vlﬂi and ?'Zﬂg, smaller than
Ay, corresponding to the visit of a white vertex on the spine of By, , such that ?’1”"1/ my — 714
and ?gqg /mg — 723 and so that the renormalized number of grand-children of these vertices

converge towards AX;,  and AX;

L4 Fas respectively.

e Similarly, we can find four visit times 5% < )% < a™ < §3* < 5;" such that w’,f and wy, are
Sl 54

grand-children of w;nf% (respectively for the pair 2,3), and if £,, is the labeling of By, , we have:

1 1
min Ly, = by, (c;%k) +o(m}) and émk(csﬁsz) < o (i) — 28(5qu)i +o(m¥), (12.26)

m m
[anquk i k]Bmk
1

1 1
min = Ly, = by, (cgﬂ"k) +o(m¥) and Emk(c;”fk) < by (Jmy) — 28(5qu)i +o(mp), (12.27)

my m
[C k,Cg;pI;k ]Bmk

1 1
min Ly, = by, (cg{‘k) +o(m¥) and £y, (Cglfk) < ly(Jmy) — 28(5qu)i +o(mp), (12.28)

m m
[nglfk <y k]Bmk

] 1 1 =
= o (€5) + 00 ) ond o () < b () — 2eloqm) ¥+ olm), (12:29)
Cy /Cgmk Bmk
4

where we recall the notation for the corner interval [c, ¢’]7 from (7.15), defined on a well-labeled
mobile T .

Now, using the left hand sides of (12.26) and (12.27) we deduce that the simple geodesics ’y(chk)

and ')/(%;n 2 take only o(m,%“) steps before merging with 'y(c?k). The discrete left door (in orange on
Figure 47) is the concatenation of the piece of these geodesics going from wg,l‘k to w;,l‘k. We do the
symmetric construction in the right part of the belt for the discrete right door by starting from the
last corner of [, and replacing the indexes 1,2 by 3, 4.

PLANAR SEPARATION. An application of Jordan theorem together with the construction of the edges
in BDG?*(u,,, €) shows that the union of these two discrete doors separate two regions In"™ and Out™*
in ﬁmk where the vertices of the discrete doors are declared to be in Out™*. In particular, since
B

fact that the edges in BDG?®(u,,€) do not cross the unicyclomobile and follow its contour that we

¥ is adjacent to the root edge associated to a white corner of the buckle, we deduce from the

always have py* € Out™. Notice now that the discrete labels on these doors are all smaller than
1
O (Jmy) — 28(5qu)i +o(m}* ). We infer by the Schaeffer bound for unicyclomobiles, given in (10.4),
that, for every k > 1 large enough, all vertices within graph distance less than %S(squ)% from [y,
(the region in yellow on Figure 47) belong to In"*. Therefore, we deduce that:
For k > 1 large enough, any path on §)\Imk going from Bysr  (Jm,, %e(squ)i) to py ¢ must intersect
M

nlk

1
the union of the two doors and in particular must come within o(m.*) of ey
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Figure 47: lllustration of the proof of Lemma 12.8. On the event where Xis e-trapped, we
can build in the discrete setting the analog of the blocking doors appearing in Figure 46. In
particular, any path starting from the yellow region within 5e(sqm)2 of Jy, and going to py
must cross one of the discrete doors (in orange) and come close to 77 (the union of the red
and blue path).

We can now apply Lemma 12.7, which implies that w ¢ {(D(p1,02) — A)/2 s e-bad for 8 }, as
wanted. O

Our final task is to prove (12.21) thus completing the upper bound (12.19) equivalent to Proposi-
tion 9.3. Recalling the definition of G given in (11.2), and the results of Section 6, Equation (12.21) is

equivalent to:

Lemma 12.9. There exist ¢,C € (0,00) such that

N* (136 is not e-trapped g(l -0, —Zt.)> <C-e.
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Proof. By the scaling property, we have q,[éx](t) = qga](t/xl/"‘)/xl/“, for t € R and x > 0. Therefore,

using the stretched-exponential tails of q[la], given in (11.5), we infer the upper bound

= © dt
G(x,z) < Clx’%/ 12 exp (—cpta1/xw 1)erfc |z\\/7 x>0,z€R,
0

for some constants c1,C; € (0,00). Performing the change of variable u = Cltﬁ /xﬁ, we get that

the right hand side of the previous display is bounded above by

Cox 8 [ du ex (—u)erfc( —c 2 u_%) x>0,z€R
2 0 u-D@—3/2)/a+1 P 2 x ’ / /

for other constant ¢y, Cp € (0,00). Now fix 0V (2a —3) < B < 1 A (2a —2) and remark that for some
C > 0 we have erfc(t) < Ct™F for all > 0. Therefore, since [; —I e exp(—u) < oo, we
can find C3 € (0, 00), such that

~ C
G(x,z) < %, x>0,z€eR (12.30)

|z|P
Our goal now is to apply Hélder’s inequality to separate the variables Ly i5 pot e-trapped and G (1 —
o, —Zt_), thereby enabling us to use the results established in Part I. In this direction, note that by
our choice of B, we can find g such that:

1<g< (113)/\(1—1;:(/3)1/\(2(“’;1)). (12.31)

Next, we set p = g/(q — 1) and recall the convention G (x, ) = 0, for x < 0. By (12.30), an application
of Holder inequality gives

N* (]lx is not e-trapped ° g(l -0, —Zt.))

1/p (1148 1/q
<C3~N°((TE (0,1), X is not 8—trapped> ~N’((1—(7) 1= )"-\Zt,\*ﬁme(oll))

We conclude by proving that N* ((7 € (0,1), % is not E—trapped) = O(e!), for some £ > 0, and the

quantity N*® <(1 - 0)7(17%” | Zy, ]‘ﬁ"]lge(o,l)) is finite. Let us treat each term separately, starting
with the former. In this direction, consider the constants ¢, C € (0,00) appearing in the statement of
Theorem 6.1 and note that without loss of generality we may assume that ¢ < 1/(2x — 2). Next, fix
re (0,c¢/(1—2(a—1)c)) and write:

N° ((7 € (0,1),X is not s—trapped) <N°* (.’{ is not e-trapped, Hy, < 84) + N°* ((7 € (0,1), Hy, > Sfr).

On one hand, an application of Theorem 6.1 gives that:

C- 8c—r(1—2((x—1)c)
1-2(a—1)c ’

N* (3€ is not e-trapped, H;, < 84) = /£ dh N* (}f is not s—trapped‘ H;, = h) <
0
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where to obtain the first equality we used that, by (4.16), the distribution of Hy, is 1j>9dh. On the
other hand, by the scaling invariance (3.14) and (1.12), we have:

N(c € (01),H, >e7) = /01 fo(l d’i el / dt 1)
/O T -E[ 0 L JlU%Ht%,]
1 E fldt Tg,ser
<() (1 v%)'E{ [ 9 Lz = <£—01>r<fi£;>]

It follows from [59, Theorem 3.3.3] that E[fo dt 1g,ser] = O(e'), for some ¢ > 0. Putting all
together, we derive as wanted that N*(¢ € (0,1),X is not e-trapped) = O(e"), possibly for another

(1B
¢ > 0. It remains to prove that N*((1—¢) A= |Zt.|_5q]lae(0,1)) is finite. To this end notice
that, again by scaling invariance and (1.12), the latter equals

1

/ r(fvl)v_’}‘_l(l_v) (1-38)g N /dt | Z4| /5'7>

0 « — 2
_ ([ vy ~(1-130)q : b1
=(/, iR S A ) B[ [ aelzil ]

CBeta(1- 31— (1- Yy g i,
— E dt | Z;| ,
al(1-7)

where Beta stands for the Beta function. We derive from (12.31) that Beta(1 — %, 1-(1- #)q)

is a finite quantity. To estimate E[ fol dt |Zt|_ﬁ”/] recall that, for every fixed t € [0,1], under P and

conditionally on X, the variable Z; is a centered Gaussian with variance d (0,t), we infer that:

E[/Ol d |Z;|7P1] = /01 dt B[ |Z|7P1] = Zj;zr(a—ﬁq)/z) /01 dt E[ d(0,1)~F1/2].

Lastly, we observe that

/ dt B[ d(0,£)F1/2] / dv E| / dt L0,y 2 | / dx E[Volg(By(114(0), 22/ 60))],

where we recall that B;(I1;(0),y) denotes the ball centered at I1;(0) with radius y in £ and Vol
stands for the pushforward of the Lebesgue measure on [0,1] under the canonical projection I'T;. We
also stress that to obtain the previous inequality we used that d < 2d. We deduce from [9, Proposition
5.8] and the re-rooting invariance of Lemma 3.4 that the previous display is finite. This completes the

proof, the section and the paper! O
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