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Abstract

We prove that large Boltzmann stable planar maps of index α ∈ (1; 2) converge in the scaling

limit towards a random compact metric space Sα 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 α ∈ [3/2; 2), the topology of Sα is that of the Sierpinski carpet,

while in the dense phase α ∈ (1; 3/2) the “faces” of Sα 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, 49] 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 SLE6, 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

α ∈ {1.9, 1.8, 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 [85] 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
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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 = (qk)k⩾1 of non-negative numbers, we define the q-Boltzmann

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

wq(m) := ∏
f∈Faces(m)

qdeg( f )/2 , m ∈ M. (1.1)

To simplify many of our formulas, we shall assume that there is a unique map inM 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 byM• = {(m, v) : m ∈ M, v ∈ V(m)},
where V(m) is the vertex set of m, and define the pointed q-Boltzmann measure w•q on M• by

w•q((m, v)) = wq(m).

Given a number α ∈ (1, 2), we say that the sequence q is non-generic with exponent α if there

exists a constant sq ∈ (0, ∞) such that:

w•q
(

deg(root face) > k
)
∼ 2sq

|Γ(1− α)| kα
, as k→ ∞ . (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 α ∈ (1, 2). This assumption implies in particular that the measure w•q, and a fortiori wq, is

a finite measure, see [46, Exercise 3.10]. The normalized distributions wq/wq(M) and w•q/w•q(M•)

are then called the q-Boltzmann distributions onM andM•, 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 [46, Chapter 5]. In par-

ticular, it has a simple rephrasing in terms of the analytic function

gq(x) := 1 + ∑
k⩾1

(
2k− 1
k− 1

)
qk xk , x ⩾ 0. (1.3)

Namely, if we define the quantity zq by

zq := inf
{

x > 0 : gq(x) = x
}
∈ (0, ∞] , (1.4)

then it holds that w•q(M•) = 2zq, and q is non-generic with exponent α if and only if zq < ∞ and

gq(zq x) = zq x + sq

(
1− x

2

)α

(1 + o(1)) , x ↑ 1 , (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

3



appear as the law of the gasket of critical O(N)-loop model – including critical Bernoulli percolation –

on “generic” random planar map models1, see Section 7 below or [15, 31, 35, 53, 107] and [46, Section

5.3.3 and 5.3.4] for details. For convenience, in all this work, the parameter α will usually be implicit

and often removed from the notation.

For a given non-generic sequence q, large q-Boltzmann maps possess “large2 faces”, and Le Gall &

Miermont [96] proved that after normalization of the graph distance by n−
1

2α , where n 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 Mn

be a q-Boltzmann map conditioned to have n vertices – which is always possible for n large enough,

see [46, Exercise 3.8]. We endow its vertex set V(Mn) with the graph distance dgr
Mn

and the uniform

measure volMn .

Theorem 1.1 (Scaling limit for non-generic Boltzmann maps). Fix α ∈ (1, 2). There exists a random

compact metric measure space (Sα, D∗α, Volα) such that, for every admissible, critical and non-generic

weight sequence q of exponent α, we have the following convergence in distribution for the Gromov–

Hausdorff–Prokhorov topology:(
V(Mn), (sqn)−

1
2α · dgr

Mn
, volMn

)
(d)−−−→

n→∞
(Sα, D∗α, Volα) .

The space (Sα, D∗α, Volα) is of Hausdorff dimension 2α almost surely. It is called the α-stable carpet if

α ∈ [3/2, 2), and the α-stable gasket if α ∈ (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 α, 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

w•q(deg(root face) > k) is regularly varying with exponent −α, 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 w•q(deg(root face) = k) is equivalent to a constant times k−α−1.

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

1The 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.
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before, we consider the value of α 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 Mn using labeled trees, see Section 7. This

construction encapsulates (certain) graph distances on Mn, 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 Mn and not for their

duals M†
n 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 M†
n scales as n1− 3

2α for α ∈ (3/2, 2), see

[36, 19, 20], and we expect scaling limits homeomorphic to the 2-dimensional sphere, but of fractal

dimension 2α
2α−3 . The diameter of those dual maps is logarithmic in n in the dense phase α ∈ (1, 3/2)

so that no scaling limit is expected in this case, see [19] and [76, 74, 38] for the critical case α = 3
2

which should be connected to the LQG metric on the CLE4.

Definition of the α-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 Mn using labeled trees. This is similar to the definition of the

Brownian sphere [90, 111], and on a high-level and for the connoisseurs, the role of Brownian tree is

replaced in our context by the α-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 α ∈ (1, 2) and let (Xt)t⩾0 be the excursion with lifetime equal to 1 of an α-stable Lévy process

with no negative jumps reflected above its infimum (normalized so that its Laplace exponent is λα). We

will use the standard notation ∆t := Xt−Xt−, for every t ∈ [0, 1], and we consider (ti)i∈N a measurable

enumeration of the set {t ∈ [0, 1] : ∆t > 0}. The construction of the α-stable carpet/gasket relies on:

• the Lévy excursion X;

• a sequence of independent Brownian bridges (bi)i∈N (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

Is,t := inf
[s,t]

X,

for every s, t ∈ [0, 1] with s ⩽ t, and for convenience we let Is,t = −∞ if t < s. We also write s ≼ t
and say that s is an ancestor of t if s ⩽ t and Is,t ⩾ Xs− and we set xs,t := Is,t − Xs−, for every s ≼ t.
We shall also identify the two times s and t, and write s ∼d t, if Xt = Xs− and Is,t = Xs− = Xt in the
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case s ⩽ t and vice-versa if s ⩾ t, 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 L = ([0, 1]/ ∼d, d) is the looptree coded by

the function X, as introduced in [47]. With this notation at hand, we can define the continuous label

function by

Zt := ∑
i∈N, ti≼t

∆
1
2
ti
· bi
( xti ,t

∆ti

)
, for t ∈ [0, 1]. (1.6)

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 ∼d and can be seen as

the“Brownian motion indexed by the looptree L”, and Section 3 is devoted to make this interpretation

precise. See [29] for recent investigations of those constructions in more general contexts. Now, for

Figure 2: From top left to bottom right: The stable excursion X, the looptree L 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 [t, s] := [0, s] ∪ [t, 1] and, for any s, t ∈ [0, 1], define

z(s, t) := Zs + Zt − 2 max
(

min
[s,t]

Z, min
[t,s]

Z
)

, (1.7)

and

D∗(s, t) := inf
p

∑
k=1

z(sk, tk) , (1.8)

where the infimum is over all choices of the integer p ⩾ 1 and all finite sequences (sk, tk)1⩽k⩽p such

that tk ∼d sk+1, for every 1 ⩽ k ⩽ p− 1, and (s1, tp) = (s, t). Let us mention that the pseudo-distance
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z 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 ∼D∗ t if D∗(s, t) = 0 and remark that ∼D∗ is an

equivalence relation. The α-stable carpet/gasket is then obtained as the quotient space S = [0, 1]/ ∼D∗

endowed with the distance function induced by D∗, which we still write D∗ by abuse of notation. We

write ΠD∗ for the canonical projection [0, 1]→ [0, 1]/ ∼D∗ and VolD∗ for the pushforward of Lebesgue

measure on [0, 1] under ΠD∗ .

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

[41, 88, 89, 90, 97, 105, 110, 111].

1. Convergence of coding functions and subsequential limits. As we said above, the first step is

to encode our random maps Mn 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 (nk)k⩾1

along which (
V(Mn), (sqn)−

1
2α · dgr

Mn
, volMn

)
(d)−−−→

n→∞

(
[0, 1]/ ∼D , D , VolD

)
,

where D : [0, 1]2 → R+ is a random pseudo-distance, ∼D is the equivalence relation defined by s ∼D t
if and only if D(s, t) = 0, and finally VolD stands for the pushforward of the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]
under the canonical projection associated with ∼D. The previous convergence holds in the Gromov–

Hausdorff–Prokhorov sense. If one forgets the measures volMn and VolD, this result already appears

in the proof of Theorem 4 in [96], 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 (nk)k⩾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 t∗ is the a.s. unique time at which

Z realizes its minimum (Proposition 4.3), then:

D(t∗, s) = D∗(t∗, s) = Zs − Zt∗ ,

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]/ ∼D, D) is 2α,

see [88] or [96] in the case of the Brownian sphere. Here, we see that the random time t∗ plays a

distinguished role, and its image ρ∗ = ΠD∗(t∗) in [0, 1]/ ∼D will often be called the root of [0, 1]/ ∼D

(it can be seen as a random uniform point on [0, 1]/ ∼D).
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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 [88]. Our approach is however completely different and relies on the presence of “faces” in

[0, 1]/ ∼D (there are no such notion of “faces” in the Brownian sphere). More precisely, given t > 0
such that ∆t > 0, and for s ∈ [0, 1]; we let

ft(s) := inf{r ⩾ t : Xr = Xt − s · ∆t}. (1.9)

Then, we define the face boundary in [0, 1]/ ∼D corresponding to that jump as the image under ΠD∗

of ft([0, 1]). We will also say that two points s and t are trivially identified

if s ∼d t, or if z(s, t) = 0.

In the first case, the points are already identified in the looptree L, 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 ∼D∗ 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]/ ∼D with the space S = [0, 1]/ ∼D∗ equipped with their quotient

topologies, and the volume measure VolD with VolD∗ . 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 α with respect to 3/2. Indeed, we prove

in Section 5.1 that in the dilute phase α ∈ [3/2, 2), the face boundaries are simple non-intersecting

curves in (S , D), whereas for α < 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 [86]

to our case.

In the dilute case, we establish that:

Theorem 1.3 (Topology in the dilute case). When α ∈ [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.
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ρ∗ = ΠD∗(t∗)

ΠD∗(s)
ΠD∗(t)

Figure 3: Illustration 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 S2 such that its

complement is made of countable many connected components C1, C2, ... with the following properties:

• the diameter of Ci goes to 0 as i→ ∞;

•
⋃

i⩾1 ∂Ci is dense in K;

• the boundaries ∂Ci of Ci 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

S2, 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

SLEκ trace, with κ > 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
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on the Brownian sphere was also instrumental in the proof of the uniqueness of the latter [90, 111] and

is still the subject of an intense research [8, 90, 91, 113, 122], 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 γ(t)(·) going from ΠD∗(t)
to the root ρ∗ = ΠD∗(t∗) called a simple geodesic. Informally, these paths are obtained by re-rooting

Z at time t 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 ρ∗. 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 ρ∗, 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 ρ∗, defined as the set of points from which

we can start two distinct geodesics to ρ∗, is a totally disconnected subset of S , and that the maximal

number of distinct geodesics to ρ∗ 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 vn
1 , vn

2 ∈ Mn, shifted by some additive

delay. In return, this construction gives information about the set of points for which the difference

of the distances to vn
1 and vn

2 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 ρ∗ 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(U1, U2) = D∗(U1, U2),

where U1 and U2 are two independent and uniform random variables on [0, 1]. Recall that there is

almost surely a unique geodesic γ1,2 connecting the associated points ρ1 = ΠD(U1) and ρ2 = ΠD(U2).

The starting idea is then similar to that of [90, 111]: one needs to prove that γ1,2 can be well-

approximated by pieces of simple geodesics targeting ρ∗. 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 γ1,2, from which one can start a geodesic towards ρ∗ that does not coincide

locally with a piece of γ1,2. 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 γ1,2 going from ρ1

to ρ2 is good if there exist two different faces F1 and F2 of S such that (see Figure 4 for an illustration):

• on its way from x to ρ1, the geodesic γ1,2 touches both F1 and F2,

• on its way from x to ρ2, the geodesic γ1,2 touches both F1 and F2,

• the pieces (in orange on Figure 4) of γ1,2 linking F1 and F2 separate x from ρ∗,

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

F1

ρ1
ρ2

ρ∗
F2

γ1,2

x

Figure 4: Illustration of the neighborhood of a good point x ∈ γ1,2. The geodesic γ1,2 is

drawn in red and blue. The faces F1 and F2 are drawn in light blue and green. The points ρ1

and ρ2 could be in the same connected component as x – even if we will see that this is not

the standard configuration.

γ1,2 around x with a concatenation of (at most two) geodesics directed toward ρ∗ and still obtain a

geodesic going from ρ1 to ρ2.

As in [90, 111] 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
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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 γ1,2 in the neighborhood of bad points we need an a priori bound of the type D∗ ⩽ D1−δ

(locally) for some δ ∈ (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:

• Section 2: Stable processes, stable looptree, R-trees coded by continuous functions

• Section 3: Regularity of Gaussian processes indexed by metric spaces, Dudley’s theorem

• 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

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

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

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

processes, spine decomposition

• 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

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

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

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

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

theorem

• 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 [49], 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, 40, 69]. Continuous Markovian explorations of those surfaces mimicking

the discrete “peeling process” [46] are the subject of active research [100, 101]. 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, 114, 130].

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 [11]. 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, 131]. One 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 γ-Liouville Quantum Gravity decorated by an independent nested Conformal Loop Ensemble

(CLE) with parameter κ where

α =
1
2
+

4
κ
=

3
2
± 1

π
arccos(N/2), and κ ∈ {γ2, 16/γ2}.

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 α. See

also [4, 44, 45] 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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CLEκ, and in particular the dichotomy for the topology proved in Theorem 1.3 parallels that of the

topology of CLEκ, see [127, 129, 132]. Many recent works have studied geometric properties of CLEκ

(possibly on top of γ-LQG). Of particular interest is the definition of a “percolation exploration” [119]

inside simple CLEκ for κ < 6 giving rise to a non-simple CLE with the dual parameter κ′ = 16
κ , with

a similar story in the discrete planar map setup [53]. Defining such continuous variant of the SLE6

or even Brownian motion directly on the α-stable carpet (or gasket) is a challenging open problem.

From a metric point of view, the intrinsic “chemical” distance inside CLEκ has recently been shown to

exist in a series of breakthroughs [6, 112] first in the dense case. Based on the above uniformization

conjecture, our α-stable carpet/gasket should correspond to the γ-LQG induced chemical distance

inside a CLEκ with the proper coupling of κ and γ. 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× I → R+ a pseudo-distance

on an interval I ⊂ R+. The dis-ball of radius r centered at x ∈ I is the set

Bdis(x, r) := {y ∈ I : dis(x, y) ⩽ r}.

We write ∼dis for the equivalence relation on I defined by x ∼dis y if and only if dis(x, y) = 0. We

shall still use the notation dis for the distance on the quotient I/ ∼dis and denote the canonical

projection by Πdis : I → I/ ∼dis. We also write Voldis for the pushforward of the Lebesgue measure

on I by Πdis.

R-tree coded by continuous excursions. Recall that for 0 < s < t < 1 we set [t, s] = [0, s] ∪ [t, 1] as
well as (t, s) = [0, s) ∪ (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)− 2 max
(

min
[s,t]

F; min
[t,s]

F
)

. (1.10)

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

simplifies to F(s) + F(t)− 2 minu∈[s∧t,s∨t] F(u). The quotient of [0, 1] by the equivalence relation ∼f,

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

Usual notation

N natural numbers {1, 2, 3, ...}
:= or =: definition of a mathematical object

#E cardinality of E
Cl(E) closure of E
Ja, bK set of integers {a, a + 1, ..., b− 1, b}

D(I, E) space of rcll functions from I to E, endowed with the Skorokhod J1 topology

C(I, E) space of continuous functions

endowed with the topology of uniform convergence on every compact

M, Mroot space of isometry classes of (rooted) weighted compact metric spaces

PM, PMroot space of isometry classes of of (rooted) iweighted geodesic compact metric spaces

V(g) vertex set of the graph g
dgr

g 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

xn = o(yn) xn/yn → 0 as n→ ∞

16



xn = O(yn) xn/yn is bounded as n→ ∞
Xn = oa.s.(Yn) Xn/Yn → 0 almost surely as n→ ∞
Xn = Oa.s.(Yn) (Xn/Yn : n ⩾ 0) is bounded almost surely

Xn = oP(Yn) Xn/Yn → 0 in probability as n→ ∞
Xn = OP(Yn) (Xn/Yn : n ⩾ 0) is tight

Stable, Brownian and Bessel processes

(Xt)t⩾0 canonical rcll process on D(R+, R)

Q law of a spectrally positive α-stable Lévy process starting from 0

q[α]c density of Xc under Q
N Ito’s excursion measure for spectrally positive α-stable process (1.12)

σ lifetime of X under N
P normalized excursion measure

N• biased excursion measure, see (6.1)

t• ∈ [0, σ] distinguished time under N•

(Bt)t⩾0 canonical continuous process on C(R+, R)

Px law of Brownian motion started from x
P
(s)
x law of Brownian motion started from x with life time s > 0

P
⟨ν⟩
x law of Bessel process with index ν (i.e. dimension 2ν + 2) started from x
Iν modified Bessel function of the first kind with index ν

P
(s)
x→y law of Brownian bridge with lifetime s starting from x and ending at y

Looptree

Ui : i ⩾ 1 iid variables uniform on [0, 1] and independent of all others

X underlying Lévy process

∆t = ∆tX, i.e. the jump of X at time t
(bi : i ∈N) enumeration of the jump times of X

Is,t = inf{Xu : u ∈ [s, t]}
It = I0,t = inf{Xu : u ∈ [0, t]}

s ≼ t ancestor relation defined by s ≼ t if s ⩽ t and Is,t ⩾ Xs−
s ≺ t strict ancestor defined by s ≼ t, s < t and Xs− < Xt

s ⋏ t most recent common ancestor

xs,t = Is,t − Xs−, 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)
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L = [0, 1]/ ∼d, the looptree associated with X
ft face of L associated with the jump at time t, see (2.6)

Loops the set of all loops in L (or their pre-images in [0, 1])
Skel the set of all pinch points in L, called the skeleton, (or their pre-images in [0, 1])

Leaves the set of all leaves in L, i.e. points of degree 1 (or their pre-images in [0, 1])
Branch(s, t) a set of times whose images are the points separating Πd(s) and Πd(t)

Label process

Z the continuous label process

(bi : i ∈N) Brownian bridges of duration 1 associated to each jump time ti

t∗ the unique t ∈ [0, 1] such that Zt∗ = min Z, see Lemma 4.3

Tz tree coded by the process Z (re-rooted at t∗)
LeftRec set of local minimal record times on the left of Z

RightRec set of local minimal record times on the right of Z

Boltzmann measures

q = (qk)k⩾1 weight sequence

M set of all planar rooted bipartite maps

M• set of all planar rooted pointed bipartite maps

wq Boltzmann measure on planar maps with weight sequence q
w•q Boltzmann measure on pointed planar maps i.e. w•q((m, v)) = wq(m)

zq = w•q(M•)/2
sq normalizing constant defined in (1.2) or (1.5)

Planar maps

Mn a random q-Boltzmann conditioned to have n vertices

([0, 1]/ ∼D, D, VolD) an accumulation point of
(
V(Mn), (sqn)−

1
2α · dgr

Mn
, volMn

)
n⩾1, see Proposition 7.1

(nk : k ⩾ 1) the subsequence selected in Proposition 7.1

(mk : k ⩾ 1) the subsequence of (nk)k⩾1 selected at the end of Section 12

S the quotient space [0, 1]/ ∼D∗ (latter identified with [0, 1]/ ∼D by Theorem 8.1)

Vol the volume measure on S (equal to both VolD and VolD∗ by Theorem 8.1)

ρ∗ the root ΠD(t∗) in S
γ(s) simple geodesic associated with s ∈ [0, 1], see Section 7.4.1

γ(s→t) path from ΠD(s) to ΠD(t) obtained by following γ(s) and γ(t) until they merge
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BDG• construction

T = (T , ℓ) labeled mobile

V◦(T ), V•(T ) sets of white and black vertices

V̂◦(T ) set of white leaves

ku(T ) number of children of the vertex u in T
[c, c′]T interval of corners between c and c′ in T
[v, v′]T minimal interval of vertices in the clockwise contour between v and v′ in T
µ◦, µ• offspring distributions of the label mobile defined in (7.3)

GWq(dT ) law of the well-labeled mobile

Tn random mobile of law GWq(· | V◦ = n− 1)
(ST

k , LT
k ) Lukasiewicz and label path of T , see Figure 27

BDG•(T , ϵ) the BDG pointed map associated with (T , ϵ), see Figure 26

v∗ the distinguished vertex of BDG•(T , ϵ)

γ(c) simple geodesic starting from the corner c

BDG2• construction

U set of well-labeled unicyclomobiles (u, ℓ)
△△m,v1,v2 set of admissible delays △ of a bi-pointed map (m, (v1, v2))

M2• space of rooted bi-pointed maps with an admissible delay

w2•
q q-Boltzmann law defined by w2•

q
(
m, (v1, v2),△

)
= wq(m)

BDG2•(u, ϵ) the bi-pointed map associated with the unicyclomobile u and ϵ, see Figure 39

w2•
q q-Boltzmann law defined by w2•

q
(
m, (v1, v2),△

)
= wq(m)

w̃2•
q pushforward of w2•

q by the inverse of BDG2• and forgetting the sign

un random unicyclomobile of law w̃2•
q (· | #V◦ = n− 2)

(Mn, (v̂n
1 , v̂n

2), △̂n) = BDG2•(un, ϵ) bi-pointed map with delay coded by un and a sign

Jn a white vertex minimizing the label on the cycle of un

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 L from a spectrally positive α-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 L). 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
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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 ∇2u = u2 which was central in the theory developed by Le Gall [87].

For notational convenience, we always work on the canonical space D(R+, 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 ∆t := Xt − Xt− for the associated jump and It :=
infs∈[0,t] Xs for the running infimum. It will also be useful, for every s, t ⩾ 0 with s ⩽ t, to set

Is,t := inf
[s,t]

X.

We also consider (ti)i∈N, a measurable indexing of the jumping times of X, with the convention that

ti = ∞ if X has fewer than i jumps – in all cases we will consider, X will have infinitely many jumps.

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

• Under the probability measure Q, the process (Xt)t⩾0 is an α-stable Lévy process with no

negative jumps with Laplace exponent λ 7→ λα, for λ ⩾ 0, or equivalently with Lévy measure

given by

α(α− 1)
Γ(2− α)

dr
rα+1 1r>0. (1.11)

• Under the probability measure P, the process (Xt)t⩾0 is a normalized excursion of lifetime equal

to 1 of the above stable Lévy process. In particular, we have Xt = 0, for every t ⩾ 1.

• The sigma-finite measure N is the corresponding excursion measure which can be written as

follows. For every v > 0, let N(v) be the law of the excursion of length v (obtained from P by

scaling). The sigma-finite measure N is defined by the relation:

N(A) :=
∫ ∞

0
N(v)(A)

dv

αΓ(1− 1
α )v

1
α+1

, (1.12)

for any measurable set A.

The excursion measure N can also be defined as follows. Under Q, the process (Xt − It)t⩾0 is a strong

Markov process and 0 is a regular recurrent point. Moreover, (−It)t⩾0 is a local time for (Xt − It)t⩾0

at 0. The measure N is the excursion measure of (Xt − It)t⩾0 away from 0 associated with the local

time (−It)t⩾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 L associated with X given in [47], 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 Is,t ⩾ Xs− and say that

s is an ancestor of t. We say that s is a strict ancestor of t and write s ≺ t if s < t and, furthermore,

Xs− < Xt. 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:

s ⋏ t := sup
{

r ⩽ s ∧ t : r ≼ s and r ≼ t
}

.

When s is an ancestor of t we set xs,t := Is,t−Xs−, and when it is not the case we simply take xs,t := 0.
Recall finally that (ti)i∈N is a measurable enumeration of the jumping times of X.

2.1 Definition of the α-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

δ(t, s) := min
(
|t− s|, 1− |t− s|

)
.

Next, for s ≼ t, we consider the quantity

d0(s, t) := ∑
s≺r≼t
∆r>0

∆r · δ
(
0,

xr,t

∆r

)
. (2.1)

And finally, for every s, t ∈ [0, 1], we take

d(s, t) := d0(s ⋏ t, s) + d0(s ⋏ t, t) + ∆s⋏t · δ
( xs⋏t,s

∆s⋏t
,

xs⋏t,t

∆s⋏t

)
, (2.2)

with the convention ∆s⋏t · δ
( xs⋏t,s

∆s⋏t
, xs⋏t,t

∆s⋏t

)
:= 0 if ∆s⋏t = 0. By [47, Proposition 2.2] the function d is,

under P, a continuous pseudo-distance on [0, 1], and in particular the equivalence relation ∼d defined

on [0, 1] is P-a.s. closed. The α-stable looptree coded by X is the random compact metric space

L := ([0, 1]/ ∼d, d).

The point Πd(0) = Πd(1) will be interpreted as the root of L, where we recall that Πd : [0, 1] →
[0, 1]/ ∼d stands for the canonical projection. Moreover, we interpret Vold, 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 ∼d and classify the different types of points in L.

In this direction, we first recall a few basics P-almost sure properties of X:

• (A1) For every t ∈ (0, 1) such that ∆t > 0, we have:

inf
[t,t+ε]

X < Xt and inf
[t−ε,t]

X < Xt−, for every ε ∈
(
0, t ∧ (1− t)

)
.

In particular the local infima of X are realized, i.e. are local minima.
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• (A2) All the local minima of X are distinct. Moreover if X has a local minimum at t ∈ (0, 1)
(in particular, ∆t = 0 by (A1)) and if we set s := sup{r ∈ [0, t] : Xr < Xt}, then ∆s > 0 and

Xs− < Xt < Xs.

Figure 5: A simulation of a 3
2 -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

At := {s ∈ [0, 1] : 0 ≼ s ≼ t and ∆s > 0}, (2.3)

which corresponds to the set of ancestors of t which are jump times. See Figure 8 for an illustration.

We stress that while the set of ancestors of t is uncountable, the set At is countable. Moreover, the

following properties also hold P-a.s.

• (A3) For every t ∈ (0, 1), we have

Xt = ∑
r∈At

xr,t. (2.4)

• (A4) For every t ∈ (0, 1), no point of At is isolated from the left, and we have xr,t ∈ (0, ∆r), for

every r ∈ At\ supAt.

Properties (A1) and (A2) are a rewriting of properties (H1)− (H4) in [80, Proposition 2.10]. Property

(A3) is proved in [47, Corollary 3.4] and (A4) follows from [47, Proposition 3.1].

Proposition 2.1 (Equivalence classes induced by d). The following properties hold under P. For every

0 ⩽ s < t ⩽ 1 we have d(s, t) = 0 if and only if:

Xt = Xs− and Xr > Xs− for every r ∈ (s, t). (2.5)

Moreover, the equivalence classes of ∼d have at most two points.
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s t s t

Figure 6: Illustration of times s < t such that s ∼d 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 Xs− after time s.

Proof. First of all, let us explain why the graph of ∼d contains all the couples of times described in

the statement. Indeed, if 0 ⩽ s < t ⩽ 1 verifies (2.5), then we have s = s ⋏ t and {r ∈ [0, 1] : s ≺ r ≺
t} = ∅ and it follows from (2.2) that:

d(s, t) = ∆s · δ
( xs,s

∆s
,

xs,t

∆s

)
.

Next, notice that if ∆s = 0 we directly have d(s, t) = 0, and if ∆s > 0, by (2.5) we must have xs,s = ∆s

and xs,t = 0, which implies d(s, t) = ∆s · δ
(
1, 0
)
= 0. Let us now focus on the other inclusion. Fix

0 ⩽ s < t ⩽ 1 such that d(s, t) = 0 and recall from (2.3) the definition of the set As (resp. At)

of ancestors of s (resp. t) which are also jump times of X. Notice that by (A4), in order to have

d0(s ⋏ t, s) = d0(s ⋏ t, t) = 0, it must hold that As⋏t = As = At. We let r = inf{u > s : Xu = Xs−}
and we are going to show that we must have s = s ⋏ t and t = r, which implies that the pair (s, t)
verifies (2.5). In this direction, notice that by (A1, A2), there is no p > r such that s ⋏ t ≼ p, which
implies that, necessarily, s⋏ t ⩽ s < t ⩽ r. Property (A3) combined with the previous discussion then

entails that:

Xs = X(s⋏t)− + xs⋏t,s and Xt = X(s⋏t)− + xs⋏t,t.

Next, we argue according to whether ∆s⋏t = 0 or ∆s⋏t > 0. If ∆s⋏t = 0, by the previous display,

we must have Xs = Xt = X(s⋏t)− and, by the definition of s ⋏ t and r, this is possible if and only if

s = s⋏ t and t = r. If ∆s⋏t > 0, by looking at the contribution of the jump time s⋏ t in (2.2), we get:

δ
( xs⋏t,s

∆s⋏t
,

xs⋏t,t

∆s⋏t

)
= 0,

and one deduces that necessarily xs⋏t,s = xs⋏t,t or (xs⋏t,s, xs⋏t,t) ∈ {0, ∆s⋏t}2. But if xs⋏t,s = xs⋏t,t /∈
{0, ∆s⋏t}, then the real number p = inf{r ⩾ s ⋏ t : xs⋏t,r = xs⋏t,s} satisfies p ≼ s, p ≼ t and

s ⋏ t < p. This is in contradiction with the definition of s ⋏ t, and we deduce that the only possibility

is (xs⋏t,s, xs⋏t,t) ∈ {0, ∆s⋏t}2. Notice then that by properties (A1, A2), the latter only holds if and

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

also shows (by properties (A1, A2)) that the point s can only be identified with the point t.

It follows from the above proposition that if s ≺ t is a strict ancestor of t, then Πd(s) ̸= Πd(t),
thereby justifying a posteriori the terminology. Furthermore, from (A1, A2), it follows that if Πd(s) ̸=
Πd(t), then s⋏ 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:

• Root. The root of L is Πd(0) = Πd(1).

• Loops. For every t ∈ [0, 1] with ∆t > 0, we write

ft(s) := inf
{

r ⩾ t : Xr = Xt − s · ∆t
}

, for every s ∈ [0, 1]. (2.6)

It is easy to check that the set Πd ◦ ft([0, 1]) ⊂ L, endowed with the restriction of the metric

d, forms a loop of length ∆t = Xt − Xt− equipped with the length metric. It is called the loop

associated with t in L. The loops of L will later become the faces of our limiting metric space

(S , D∗). By construction, there are countably many loops, and their union ∪{Πd ◦ ft([0, 1]) :
∆t > 0} is denoted by Loops. By construction, we have L = Cl(Loops), since the set of jumping

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

• Pinch points. A pinch point is a point different from the root in L which has several pre-images

by Πd, 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 L is called the skeleton of the

looptree and denoted by Skel.

• 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 L\{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 = Πd(s). Therefore, we have L \ {x} = Πd([0, 1] \ {s}). Since Πd is continuous and identifies 0 and

1, this implies that L \ {x} is connected. Conversely, if x is a pinch point then by Proposition 2.1 we

have x = Πd(s) = Πd(t) with 0 < s < t < 1 satisfying Is,t = Xs− = Xt, and we introduce the sets:

C1 := Πd
(
(s, t)

)
and C2 := Πd

(
(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 Πd implies that C1 and C2 are two connected subsets of L. Moreover we have

L = C1 ∪ C2 ∪ {Πd(s)} and Πd(s) /∈ C1 ∪ C2 since equivalence classes of ∼d have at most two elements.

To see that C1 and C2 are in fact the two connected components of L \ {Πd(s)}, just note that for

every r1 ∈ (s, t) and r2 ∈ (t, s) we have Ir1,r2 < Xr1 if r1 < r2 and Ir2,r1 < Xr1 if r2 < r1 ; otherwise

the equivalence class of s would have more than 2 elements. This implies by Proposition 2.1 that

Π−1
d

(
C1
)
= (s, t) and Π−1

d

(
C2
)
= (t, s), and consequently that C1 and C2 are the two connected

components of L \ {Πd(s)}. The case of the root Πd(0) = Πd(1) is special. The preimage of the root

is formed of the two times 0 and 1. However, in this case C2 is empty and we have C1 = L \ {Πd(0)}.
Consequently the root has degree 1.

For every s, t ∈ [0, 1], we set

Branch(s, t) :=
{

r ∈ [0, 1] : s ⋏ t ≺ r ≺ t
}
∪
{

r ∈ [0, 1] : s ⋏ t ≺ r ≺ s
}
∪
{

s, t
}

. (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 L corresponds to all the

points separating Πd(s) from Πd(t) in L. Notice that, except possibly for the times s and t, all times

in Branch(s, t) are pinch point times. Also, in the case s = 0, we simply have

Branch(0, t) =
{

r ∈ [0, 1] : 0 ≼ r ≺ t
}
∪
{

t
}

. (2.8)

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

sets are equal if t is a leaf, but if t is a pinch point time, then {r ∈ [0, 1] : 0 ≼ r ≼ t} may contain the

two representatives of Πd(t) (if t is the largest representative). However their images by Πd coincide.

See Figure 8 for an illustration.

Remark 2.3 (Hausdorff dimensions and a heuristic). As established in [47], the (Hausdorff) dimension

of (L, d) is α. Additionally, the set of all loops, Loops ⊂ L, is a countable union of plain loops,
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X

t

Figure 8: For a given t ∈ (0, 1), the times s ≼ t are the minimal records found by starting

from Xt 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 t, 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 : Xu = Xs−}. 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 L when going from Πd(t) back to the root Πd(0).

and therefore has dimension 1. While we do not prove it here, the reader may keep in mind that the

skeleton Skel ⊂ L is of dimension α− 1. Notably, since α− 1 < 1, there are “fewer” points on the

skeleton compared to the loops, and this asymmetry becomes more pronounced as α ↓ 1.

Resistance metric. We shall also equip the looptree L 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

δ, turning [0, 1] into a loop of length 1, by the function defined for s, t ∈ [0, 1] by

δ̃(s, t) :=
(

1
|s− t| +

1
1− |s− t|

)−1

= |s− t| ·
(
1− |s− t|

)
. (2.9)

The pseudo-distance δ̃ 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 δ by δ̃ in the definition of d0 and

d, given in (2.2), we obtain a new pseudo-distance d̃ 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
2

d(s, t) ⩽ d̃(s, t) ⩽ d(s, t), for every s, t ∈ [0, 1], (2.10)

since 1
2 δ(s, t) ⩽ δ̃(s, t) ⩽ δ(s, t). In particular, we have the identification L = [0, 1]/ ∼ d̃, and d̃

induces a distance function on L, which, as usual, we still denote by d̃.
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Let us conclude this section with an upper bound on the minimum number of d̃-closed balls of

radius r that covers [0, 1]. This result will play a pivotal role in the study of the variations of the

Gaussian process indexed by L. In this direction, fix r > 0, and consider the finite sequence (sk)1⩽k⩽Nr

of elements of [0, 1] defined as follows. First take s1 = 0. For k ⩾ 2, if sk−1 = 1 then take Nr := k− 1
and stop the construction of the sequence at step k− 1. However, if sk−1 < 1 then set:

sk := inf
{

t ∈ (sk−1, 1] : d̃(sk−1, t) ⩾ r
}

,

with the convention inf∅ = 1. By construction, the collection {Bd̃(sk, r) : 1 ⩽ k ⩽ Nr} is a covering

of [0, 1] by d̃-closed balls of radius r, and as consequence Nr is an upper bound for the r-covering
number of (L, d̃). We have the following uniform control building on Archer [9]:

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

P
(

sup
r∈(0,1]

Nr(
r−1 log(1 + r−1)

)α ⩾ x
)
⩽ C · exp

(
− cx

1
α
)
, for x ⩾ 0.

Proof. Fix r ∈ (0, 1]. By construction, we have:{
Nr ⩾ ⌈λr−α⌉

}
⊂
{
∃s, t ∈ [0, 1] : |s− t| ⩽ λ−1rα and d̃(s, t) ⩾ r

}
.

The proof of Proposition 5.4 in [9] states that there exists λ0 such that, for all λ ⩾ λ0 and r ⩽ 1, we
have

P
(

Nr ⩾ ⌈λr−α⌉
)
⩽

d̃⩽d
P
(
∃s, t ∈ [0, 1] : |s− t| ⩽ λ−1rα and d(s, t) ⩾ r

)
⩽
[9]

c1 · λr−αe−c′1λ
1
α , (2.11)

for some c1, c′1 > 0.3 Taking λ = x log(1 + r−1)α and noticing that for x large enough we have

x
1
α log(1 + r−1) ⩾ 1

2 x
1
α + 2α

c′1
log(1 + r−1), we deduce that

P
(

Nr ⩾ ⌈λr−α⌉
)

≲ x · (r−1 log(1 + r−1))α · e−c′1x
1
α log(1+r−1)

≲ x · (r−1 log(1 + r−1))α · e−2α log(1+r−1)e−
c′1
2 x

1
α

≲
(
r log(1 + r−1)

)α ·
(
x e−

c′1
2 x

1
α
)
,

for every r ∈ [0, 1]. The desired result now follows by performing a union bound over r = 2−k, for

k ⩾ 0, and using the fact that r 7→ Nr is non-decreasing.

2.2 R-trees and the height process

Although this is not strictly necessary for our immediate purposes, let us compare the α-looptree to

the α-stable tree, which is a random R-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 λ ∈ (0, 1
2 r−α) should be replaced by λ ⩾ 2rα.
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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)− 2 min
(

min
[s∧t,s∨t]

F; min
[0,s∧t]∪[s∨t,1]

F
)

.

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

simplifies to F(s) + F(t)− 2 minu∈[s∧t,s∨t] F(u). The quotient of [0, 1] by the equivalence relation ∼f,

equipped with f is an R-tree4 that we denote by Tf, see [60] for more details. We shall usually root

this tree at Πf(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
(
Πf(s), Πf(argmin F)

)
= F(s)−min F.

One can also equip Tf with the pushforward of the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] under the associated

canonical projection which we denote by Volf. In this work, we shall specialize the above construction

to two random functions:

• the height process H – see below – so that Th, is, under P, the α-stable tree introduced by

Duquesne–Le Gall–Le Jan, see [60],

• the excursion of the label process Z giving the tree Tz; 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 ∈ Tf, 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 Tf 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 Tf, whereas the times realizing one-sided

local minima correspond to points of the skeleton of Tf. We stress that these notions are compatible

with the ones that we used for the looptree L. 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 [87] for details. By [59, Section 1.1 and 1.2], for every

t ∈ [0, 1], the quantity

ε−1 ·
∫ t

0
ds 1Xs<Is,t+ε (2.12)

converges in probability as ε ↓ 0, under P, to a random variable that we denote by Ht. The process

t 7→ Ht 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 Ht measures the size of the set:{
0 ⩽ s ⩽ t : Xs− ⩽ Is,t

}
= {0 ⩽ s ⩽ t : s ≼ t}.

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

Ht = lim
ε→0

α−1Γ(2− α)εα−1 · #
{

s ∈ [0, 1] : s ≼ t and ∆s > ε
}

, (2.13)

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 h, so that

the quotient of [0, 1] by the equivalence relation ∼h, equipped with h, is a random R-tree Th. The

random R-tree (Th, h) is the α-stable tree of Duquesne–Le Gall–Le Jan, see [60].

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

The looptree L and the stable tree Th have “the same branching structure” except that the loops

in L correspond to the branching points of infinite degree in Th. More precisely, by the definition of

H and Proposition 2.1 combined with [80, Proposition 4.1], we have s ∼d t ⇒ s ∼h t, and the only

additional identifications in ∼h are made of the identifications of times corresponding to a common

loop in L. In particular, the stable tree Th is a quotient of the looptree L, and the skeleton of L
projects onto the skeleton of Th.

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, Ht), set

ξt(r) := inf
{

s ⩽ t : Hu > r for every u ∈ (s, t]
}

, (2.14)

and by convention set ξt(r) := t for r ⩾ Ht. Notice that the process (ξt, 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 1) is rcll. Moreover,

by (1.10), it holds that the image of [0, Ht] by Πh ◦ ξt is the range of the unique geodesic connecting
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Πh(0) and Πh(t) in the stable tree Th. Specifically, the point Πh(ξt(r)) corresponds to the unique

point in the geodesic at distance r from Πh(0) in the stable tree Th. The following lemma states that

we can use ξt 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} : ∆r = 0
}
=
{

ξt(r) : r ∈ [0, Ht)
}
;

(ii)
{

r ∈ Branch(0, t) \ {t} : ∆r > 0
}
=
{

ξt(r−) : r ∈ [0, Ht) and ξt(r−) ̸= ξt(r)
}
.

Proof. The lemma will follow by combining properties (A1)–(A4), stated in Section 2.1, with the fol-

lowing extra property, which holds P-a.s. as a direct consequence of [80, Proposition 4.1 and Remark

4.3]

(C) : For every ℓ ≼ ℓ′, we have Hℓ ⩽ Hℓ′ and the condition Hℓ = Hℓ′ is equivalent to

{r ∈ [0, 1] : ℓ ≺ r ≺ ℓ′} = ∅.

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 {
ξt(r) : r ∈ [0, Ht)

}
⊂
{

r ∈ Branch(0, t) \ {t} : ∆r = 0
}

. (2.15)

In this direction, observe that if ℓ ∈ [0, 1] is a jumping time for X, then, for every r > ℓ such that

Iℓ,r = Xr, we have ℓ ≺ r and {s ∈ [0, 1] : ℓ ≺ s ≺ r} = ∅. Therefore, (C) ensures that Hℓ = Hr for all

such ℓ and r. From the definition of ξt given in (2.14), we then infer that we must have ∆ξt(r) = 0 , for

every r ∈ [0, Ht). Let us now establish that ξt(r) ∈ Branch(0, t), for every r ∈ [0, Ht). To this end, fix

r ∈ [0, Ht), and note that it suffices to show that Iξt(r),t ⩾ Xξt(r). We argue by contradiction. Namely,

if Iξt(r),t < Xξt(r) then we let ℓ′ > ξt(r) be the smallest element of (ξt(r), t] such that Iξt(r),t = Xℓ′ .

In particular, ℓ′ must be a local minimum, and then, by (A2), the common ancestor ℓ = ξt(r)⋏ ℓ′

satisfies {s ∈ [0, 1] : ℓ ≺ r ≺ ℓ′} = ∅. An application of (C) then ensures that Hℓ = Hℓ′ ⩽ Hξt(r) = r.
This is in contradiction with the definition of ξt(r), which completes the proof of (2.15).

Let us now prove the reverse inclusion. To this end, take ℓ ∈ Branch(0, t), with ∆ℓ = 0 and ℓ ̸= t,
and we want to show that ℓ ∈

{
ξt(r) : r ∈ [0, Ht)

}
. Write ℓ′ for the unique solution of d(ℓ, ℓ′) = 0

different from ℓ. Now remark that since ℓ ≺ t, the definition of ≺, combined with Proposition 2.2 and

property (A2), implies that we must have ℓ < t < ℓ′ and

Xℓ = Xℓ′ < Xr, for every r ∈ (ℓ, ℓ′).

Then, it follows from (A3) that {r′ ∈ [0, 1] : ℓ ≺ r′ ≺ r} ̸= ∅ for every r ∈ (ℓ, t]. Consequently,

(C) implies that for every r ∈ (ℓ, t] we have Hℓ < Hr and we obtain ℓ ∈ ξt
(
[0, Ht)

)
, as wanted. This

completes the proof of (i).
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To obtain (ii) observe that∼d is a closed equivalence relation, which entails that the set Branch(0, t)
is closed. Since r 7→ ξt(r) is increasing and right-continuous, point (i) then implies the inclusion:{

r ∈ Branch(0, t) \ {t} : ∆r > 0
}
⊃
{

ξt(r−) : r ∈ [0, Ht) and ξt(r−) ̸= ξt(r)
}

.

Inversely, if r ∈ Branch(0, t) with ∆r > 0, a standard compactness argument, combined with (A4),

gives that we can find a sequence (rk)k⩾1 increasing to r such that r1 ≺ r2 ≺ .... ≺ r and ∆rk = 0 for

every k ⩾ 1. So we can again apply point (i) to derive that there exists ℓk such that ξt(ℓk) = rk, and

then we obtain point (ii) taking the limit when k→ ∞.

X H

r

t
ξt(Hr)

Figure 10: Illustration 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 r ≺ t is an ancestor of t at which ∆r > 0, we do not have ξt(Hr) = 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 [96], can

be equivalently defined as the “Brownian motion indexed by L”. This process is also known as the

Gaussian free field on L 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 (Ω,G, P) that supports a countable collection (bi)i∈N of

independent Brownian bridges starting and ending at 0 with lifetime 1. In what follows, we argue on

the product space D(R+, R)×Ω, 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

Zt := ∑
i∈N

∆
1
2
ti
· bi
( xti ,t

∆ti

)
, (3.1)
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converges in L2. Furthermore, by [96, Proposition 6] the process t 7→ Zt has a continuous modification,

which is even a.s. 1
2α − ε Hölder continuous for every ε > 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 L
We now construct the Gaussian Free Field on (L, d̃) pinned at Πd(0). In this direction, we introduce

the function

Γ(s, t) :=
1
2

d̃(0, s) +
1
2

d̃(0, t)− 1
2

d̃(t, s), s, t ∈ [0, 1]. (3.2)

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

Lemma 3.1. P-a.s., the function Γ : [0, 1]2 → R is symmetric and nonnegative definite i.e:

n

∑
i=1

n

∑
j=1

λiλjΓ(ti, tj) ⩾ 0, (3.3)

for every integer n ⩾ 1, every (t1, ..., tn) ∈ [0, 1]n and (λ1, ..., λn) ∈ Rn.

Proof. The function Γ 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.:

n

∑
i=1

n

∑
j=1

λiλjΓ(ti, tj) ⩾
( n

∑
i=1

λi
)2d̃(0, t1 ⋏ ... ⋏ tn), (3.4)

simultaneously for every integer n ⩾ 1, (t1, ..., tn) ∈ [0, 1]n and (λ1, ..., λn) ∈ Rn. This can be proved

by induction on n, by cutting at time t1 ⋏ ... ⋏ tn. 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 ⩾ 1 and (t1, ..., tn) ∈ [0, 1]n, there exists a graph G with conductances such that:

• The set vertices of G is V(G) := {ti : 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n} ∪ {ti ⋏ tj : 1 ⩽ i ⩽ j ⩽ n};

• For every s, t ∈ V(G):

d̃(s, t) = RG(s↔ t),

where RG(s↔ t) stands for the effective resistance in G between s and t.

In particular, notice that the point r := t1 ⋏ ... ⋏ tn is a vertex of G. Moreover, by a classical result

on networks [102, Section 2.7] the function:

V(G) ∋ (s, t) 7→ 1
2

RG(r ↔ s) +
1
2

RG(r ↔ t)− 1
2

RG(s↔ t),
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is nonnegative definite. Since for every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n we have d̃(0, ti) = d̃(0, r) + d̃(r, ti), we infer that for

every λ1, ..., λn ∈ Rn:

n

∑
i=1

n

∑
j=1

λiλjΓ(ti, tj) =
n

∑
i=1

n

∑
j=1

λiλjd̃(0, r) +
1
2

n

∑
i=1

n

∑
j=1

λiλj
(
d̃(r, ti) + d̃(r, tj)− d̃(ti, tj)

)
=
( n

∑
i=1

λi
)2d̃(0, r) +

1
2

n

∑
i=1

n

∑
j=1

λiλj
(

RG(r ↔ ti) + RG(r ↔ tj)− RG(ti ↔ tj)
)

⩾
( n

∑
i=1

λi
)2d̃(0, r),

and we obtain (3.4). Consequently, P-a.s., the function Γ : [0, 1]2 → R is symmetric and nonnegative

definite.

As a consequence of Lemma 3.1 we can consider, conditionally on X, a centered Gaussian process

(Z∗t : t ∈ [0, 1]) with covariance function Γ. In particular, since d̃(0, 0) = d̃(0, 1) = 0, we have

Z∗0 = Z∗1 = 0. To avoid confusion, we denote the conditional distribution (resp. expectation) of the

above process by PX (resp. EX). In particular, we have EX[Z∗s Z∗t ] = Γ(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 d̃ 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 d̃ (hence

for the Euclidean norm on [0, 1]) for which the following hold:

(i) There exist constants c, C, β > 0, such that, for every x ⩾ 0,

P(sup Z∗ > x) ⩽ C · exp(−cxβ).

(ii) There exist constants c, C > 0, x0 > 1 such that, for every x ⩾ x0 and every integer n ⩾ 1,

P
(
∃s, t with d̃(s, t) < 2−n such that |Z∗s − Z∗t | ⩾ x

√
n2−n/2

)
⩽ C · exp(−cx2n).

Proof. The proof relies on classical results on Gaussian processes such as Dudley’s theorem. In this

direction, recall our upper bound Nr on the r-covering number of (L, d̃) defined just before Lemma 2.4.

We introduce the random variable

M := sup
r∈(0,1]

Nr(
r−1 log(1 + r−1)

)α ,

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

diameter of L with respect to d̃. Next, we observe that:∫ ∞

0

√
log
(

Nr2

)
dr ⩽

∫ 1

0

√
log
(

Nr2

)
dr + diam ·

√
log
(

N1
)
.
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Since diam ⩽ 2N1, a direct computation using Jensen’s inequality combined with the fact that M ⩾
N1/ log(2)α > 1 yields the existence of a constant C1 ∈ (0, ∞) such that:∫ ∞

0

√
log
(

Nr2

)
dr ⩽ C1 ·M

√
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
√

d̃ in our setting), which implies that the process

Z∗ admits a continuous modification for d̃ satisfying

EX[sup Z∗] ⩽ C2 ·M
√

log(M), (3.6)

for some constant C2 ∈ (0, ∞). 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, ∞)

such that

EX

[
sup

d̃(s,t)<2−n

|Z∗s − Z∗t |
]
⩽ C3 ·

∫ 2−
n
2

0

√
log
(

Nr2

)
dr,

for every n ⩾ 0. Therefore, another application of Jensen inequality, combined with M ⩾ 1 and the

identify
∫ t

0 log(u)du = t log(t)− t, ensures that there exists a constant C4 ∈ (0, ∞) such that:

EX

[
sup

d̃(s,t)<2−n

|Z∗s − Z∗t |
]
⩽ C4 · 2−

n
2

(√
log(M) +

√
n
)

, (3.7)

for every n ⩾ 0. We stress that the constants C1, C2, C3 and C4 are universal and do not depend on

X. To simplify the following expressions, we set C := 3 ∨ C1 ∨ C2 ∨ C3 ∨ C4. 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

PX

(
sup Z∗ − EX[sup Z∗] > x

)
⩽ 2 exp(− x2

2v∗
), where v∗ := sup

s∈[0,1]
EX[(Z∗s )

2].

Let x > C, and, to simplify notation, consider the unique a > 1 such that x = C · a log(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

[
1M<aPX(sup Z∗ − EX[sup Z∗] > x)

]
⩽ P

(
M ⩾ a

)
+ 2E[1M<a exp(− x2

2v∗
)].
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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
s∈[0,1]

EX[(Z∗s )
2] ⩽ diam ⩽ 2N1 ⩽ 2M ⩽ 2x.

We proceed similarly to establish (ii). Recall the notation 0 < s1 < ... < sN2−n ⩽ 1 introduced prior

to Lemma 2.4, so that [0, 1] =
N2−n⋃
i=1

Bd̃(si, 2−n). In particular, for every s, t ∈ [0, 1] with d̃(s, t) < 2−n,

there exists 1 ⩽ i ⩽ N2−n such that s, t ∈ Bd̃(si, 2−n+1). It follows that:

sup
d̃(s,t)<2−n

|Z∗s − Z∗t | ⩽ 2 · sup
1⩽i⩽N2−n

sup
s∈Bd̃(si ,2−n+1)

|Z∗s − Z∗si
|.

To control the right-hand side we note that under PX, for every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ N2−n , the process(
Z∗s − Z∗si

: s ∈ Bd̃(si, 2−n+1)
)

is a centered Gaussian process with

sup
s∈Bd̃(si ,2−n+1)

EX
[
(Z∗s − Z∗si

)2] ⩽ 2−n+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) ⩽ x2n}, for every x ⩾ 1 and 1 ⩽ i ⩽ N2−n :

PX

(
sup

s∈Bd̃(si ,2−n+1)

|Z∗s − Z∗si
| > 5Cx ·

√
n2−n/2

)
⩽ 2 exp(−C2x2n).

Next, since α ∈ (1, 2), a direct computation shows that under {log(M) ⩽ x2n} we also have N2−n ⩽
exp((4 + x2)n). Therefore, recalling that C ⩾ 3, a union bound gives

P
(

sup
1⩽i⩽N2−n

sup
s∈Bd(si ,2−n+1)

|Z∗s − Z∗si
| > 5Cx ·

√
n2−n/2

)
⩽ P

(
log(M) ⩾ x2n

)
+ 2 exp

(
− 4x2n

)
.

The desired result now follows by Lemma 2.4.

From now on we consider the d̃-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∗s = Z∗t . (3.8)

This allows to interpret the process Z∗ as a label process on L, and, with a slight abuse of notation,

we continue to denote it by Z∗. Namely, for every u ∈ L, set Z∗u := Z∗t where t is any preimage of u by

Πd. Furthermore, point (ii) and the Borel-Cantelli lemma show that u ∈ L 7→ Z∗u is ( 1
2 − ε)- Hölder

continuous for every ε > 0. By (2.11), the mapping (s, t) 7→ d(s, t) is itself 1
α − ε Hölder continuous

for every ε > 0. We deduce that for every ε > 0, there exists a random variable W ≡ Wε ∈ (0, ∞)

such that

|Z∗u − Z∗v | ⩽ W · d(u, v)
1
2−ε, u, v ∈ L, and |Z∗s − Z∗t | ⩽ W · |s− t| 1

2α−ε, s, t ∈ [0, 1]. (3.9)

In particular, t 7→ Z∗t is 1
2α − ε Hölder continuous, for every ε > 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 L. Recall that (ti)i∈N is a

measurable indexation of the jumping times of X, and recall the notation fti(s) = inf{r ⩾ ti : Xr =

Xti − s∆ti} for s ∈ [0, 1], which stands for the parametrization of the loop associated with ti. For every

index i ∈N, we consider the function:

b∗i (s) := ∆−
1
2

ti
·
(
Z∗fti (s)

− Z∗ti

)
, s ∈ [0, 1], (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∗i )i∈N 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∗i )i∈N 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∗i (s))(i,s)∈N×[0,1] is a Gaussian process. Furthermore,

for every i ∈N and s, t ∈ [0, 1], we have:

EX
[
b∗i (t)b

∗
i (s)] = ∆−1

ti
·
(

EX[(Z∗fti (s)
− Z∗ti

)(Z∗fti (t)
− Z∗ti

)]
)

= ∆−1
ti
·
(

Γ(fti(s), fti(t)) + Γ(ti, ti)− Γ(fti(s), ti)− Γ(fti(t), ti)
)

.

A direct computation using (3.2) gives that the previous display is equal to 1
2 δ̃(0, t)+ 1

2 δ̃(0, s)− 1
2 δ̃(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 N and s, t in [0, 1], a
similar computation shows that

EX
[
b∗i (t)b

∗
j (s)] = ∆−

1
2

ti
∆−

1
2

tj
EX
[
(Z∗fti (s)

− Z∗ti
)(Z∗fti (t)

− Z∗tj
)
]
= 0.

Therefore, (b∗i )i∈N 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 , i ∈ N, 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 bi = b∗i .
Since both processes are continuous, to conclude it suffices to establish that, with this coupling and

for every fixed t ∈ [0, 1], we have Zt = Z∗t , P-a.s. To this end, note that this reduces to showing that:

EX

[(
Z∗t − ∑

i∈N

∆
1
2
ti
· b∗i
( xti ,t

∆ti

))2]
= 0, t ⩾ 0.

For the remaining of the proof we fix t ∈ [0, 1]. To simplify notation, for i ∈ N, set ui =
xti ,t

∆ti
, and

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

EX
[
(Z∗t )

2]+ EX

[(
∑
i∈N

ti≼t

∆
1
2
ti
· b∗i
(
ui
))2]

− 2 ∑
ti≼t

∆
1
2
ti
· EX

[
Z∗t b∗i

(
ui
)]

. (3.11)

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

EX
[
(Z∗t )

2] = d̃(0, t). Moreover, using the independence of the (b∗i )i∈N, we get:

EX

[(
∑
i∈N

ti≼t

∆
1
2
ti
· b∗i
(
ui
))2]

= ∑
i∈N

ti≼t

∆ti · δ̃(0, ui) = d̃(0, t).

Therefore to conclude, we need to show that the remaining term in (3.11) equals −2d̃(0, t). To this end,
note that it follows straightforwardly from definitions (3.2) and (3.10), that under PX, the variables

Z∗ti
and Z∗t − Z∗fti (ui)

are independent of b∗i (ui). We infer that:

EX
[
Z∗t b∗i

(
ui
)]

= EX
[(

Z∗t − Z∗fti (ui)

)
b∗i (ui)

]
+ EX

[(
Z∗fti (ui)

− Z∗ti

)
b∗i (ui)

]
+ EX

[
Z∗ti

b∗i
(
ui)
]

= ∆
1
2
ti
· EX

[
b∗i (ui)

2] = ∆
1
2
ti
· δ̃(0, ui),

As a consequence, we get:

∑
ti≼t

∆
1
2
ti
· EX

[
Z∗t b∗i

(
ui
)]

= ∑
i∈N

ti≼t

xti ,t(∆ti − xti ,t) = d̃(0, t),

as wanted.

We conclude this subsection with the re-rooting invariance property. For every s, t ∈ [0, 1], set
s⊕ t = s + t if s + t ⩽ 1 and 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:(
d(s⊕ t, s⊕ t′), d̃(s⊕ t, s⊕ t′), Zs⊕u − Zs

)
t,t′,u∈[0,1]

(d)
=
(
d(t, t′), d̃(t, t′), Zu

)
t,t′,u∈[0,1] (3.12)

and (
d(1− t, 1− t′), d̃(1− t, 1− t′), Z1−u

)
t,t′,u∈[0,1]

(d)
=
(
d(t, t′), d̃(t, t′), Zu

)
t,t′,u∈[0,1]. (3.13)

Proof. First, remark that for every s ∈ [0, 1], conditionally on X, the process (Zs⊕u)u∈[0,1] is a Gaussian

process with covariance function characterized by EX[(Zs⊕u − Zs⊕u′)
2] = d̃(s ⊕ u, s ⊕ u′), for every

u, u′ ∈ [0, 1]. Similarly, the process (Z1−u)u∈[0,1] is, conditionally on X, a Gaussian process with

covariance function characterized by EX[(Z1−u − Z1−u′)
2] = d̃(1− u, 1− u′), for every u, u′ ∈ [0, 1].

Consequently, it suffices to prove that:(
d(s⊕ t, s⊕ t′), d̃(s⊕ t, s⊕ t′)

)
t,t′∈[0,1]

(d)
=
(
d(t, t′), d̃(t, t′)

)
t,t′∈[0,1]

and (
d(1− t, 1− t′), d̃(1− t, 1− t′)

)
t,t′∈[0,1]

(d)
=
(
d(t, t′), d̃(t, t′)

)
t,t′∈[0,1].

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 L can be obtained as

limit (in Gromov-Hausdorff sense) of discrete dissections equipped with the graph distance (we refer

to [47, 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 d̃ in the setting of discrete dissections, then a minor adaptation of the

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

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 α-stable Lévy process without negative jumps and under N(v)

as the excursion above its running infimum with lifetime v > 0. Recall also that N stands for the

excursion measure and we write σ := sup{t ⩾ 0 : Xt ̸= 0} for the excursion lifetime. As in the case

of the measure P, we can enrich N(v), 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 (Ω,G, P) that supports a countable collection (bi)i∈N 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)×Ω
and consider the measures N(v) ⊗ P, N⊗ P, and Q⊗ P. For simplicity we will continue to use the

notation N(v), 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(v) and the interval [0, 1] by [0, v]. In particular, we can consider the associated pseudo-distance
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d, canonical projection Πd, height process H and label process Z. Moreover, by the scaling property

of the underlying Lévy process, we have:((
X, Z, H

)
: under N(v)

)
(d)
=
((

v
1
α Xt/v, v

1
2α Zt/v, v

α−1
α Ht/v

)
t⩾0 : under P

)
(3.14)

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 σ.

We can argue similarly under Q, although some clarifications are needed. Specifically, we extend

the definitions of≼, ≺ and xs,t 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 d0, given in

(2.1), but we set:

d(s, t) := d0(s ⋏ t, s) + d0(s ⋏ t, t) + ∆s⋏t · δ
( xs⋏t,s

∆s⋏t
,

xs⋏t,t

∆s⋏t

)
+ |It − Is|,

for s, t ⩾ 0. In words, we treat time 0 as corresponding to an “infinite loop” consisting of the points

{s ⩾ 0 : Xs = Is}. These definitions are consistent with the previous ones since, under N and P,
the process X is non negative and thus It = 0 for every t ⩾ 0. The map d : R2

+ 7→ R+, under Q,

is a pseudo-distance and we can then consider the associated equivalence relation ∼d and canonical

projection Πd. Lastly, we must extend the label process. Under Q the limit of the series (3.1) also

exists for the L2-norm (see [96] and note that the sum in (3.1) does not take into account time 0)
and has a continuous modification Z̃ 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 (b0(t))t⩾0 independent of X and (bi)i∈N. Under Q, we then set:

Zt := b0(−It) + Z̃t, 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 t 7→ It, with each one shifted by the associated value b0(−It), 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 b0 := 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, σ] and R+,

respectively.

Markov property under Q. For t ⩾ 0, introduce Ft the sigma-field generated by (Xs : 0 ⩽ s ⩽ t),
by (b0(s) : 0 ⩽ s ⩽ −It), and by the point measure

∑
i∈N,ti⩽t

δti ,bi ,

and completed by the collection of all Q-negligible sets. Let T be a (Ft)t⩾0–stopping time such that

T < ∞ almost surely under Q. Since X is strong Markov, (Xt∧T)t⩾0 is FT–measurable. Also, it
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follows from (3.1) that (Xt∧T, Zt∧T)t⩾0 is FT–measurable. It is then straightforward to infer from the

classical strong Markov property of X (with respect to its natural filtration) that conditionally on FT,

the shifted process (XT+s − XT : 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 (ui, vi)i⩾1 the connected components of

the open set {r > t : Xr > It,r} and introduce the excursions processes

Xi
s := X(ui+s)∧vi

− Xui and Zi
s := Z(ui+s)∧vi

− Zui , s ⩾ 0,

and the point measure

N [t] := ∑
i⩾1

δXui ,X
i ,Zi . (3.16)

Lemma 3.5 (Markov property via excursion theory). Let T be an (Ft)t⩾0–stopping time such that

Q(T < ∞) = 1. Under Q(· | FT), the point measure N [T] is a Poisson measure with intensity

1]−∞,XT ](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 7→ −It. 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.

T

Figure 12: Illustration of the Markov property under Q. Conditionally on FT, the excursions

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 Xui , Xi, Zi 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 (Ft)t⩾0 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 (Ft)t⩾0–stopping time such that N(T ∈ {0, ∞}) = 0. Then, under

N(· | FT), the point measure N [T] is a Poisson point measure with intensity

1[0,XT ](x)dx N(dXdZ).

Figure 13: Illustration 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 Πd(0) to Πd(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 FT-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 t is a local minimal

record of Z and Zt is a local minimal value on the right, on the left, or on both sides respectively if

there exists ε > 0 such that we have:

(left) Zt = min
[(t−ε)∧0,t)

Z, (right) Zt = min
[t,t+ε]

Z, (two-sided) Zt = min
[(t−ε)∧0,t+ε]

Z.

To simplify notation, we write

LeftRec and RightRec, (4.1)
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for the set of all times t ⩾ 0 at which Z attains a local left or right minima, respectively. In particular,

LeftRec ∪ RightRec is the set of all one-sided records, while LeftRec ∩ 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 Tz. 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 L (Proposition 4.2). That is:

Πd
(
LeftRec∪ RightRec

)
∩ Skel = ∅.

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

Z is injective on LeftRec∩ 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 t∗ under Πz is the root of the tree Tz.
Section 4.2 uses this to derive tail bounds for the volume of balls near the root in Tz (Theorem 4.4).

Finally, in Section 4.3, we study the behavior of Z over branches of L and prove that, under P, it
holds that:

(iii) one-sided local minima of Z over a branch of L 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 L, which, by Proposition 2.1, correspond to the equivalence

classes of ∼d 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, ∞). Moreover, for every r > 0:

N(inf Z ⩽ −r) =
N(inf Z ⩽ −1)

r2 .

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 σ for the lifetime of X under N. Under N(· | σ > 1) and conditionally on

X1, Lemma 3.5 entails that the number of atoms of N [1] := ∑i⩾1 δXui ,X
i ,Zi such that inf Zi ⩽ −1 is

a Poisson random variable with parameter X1 ·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(· | σ > 1) – almost surely. Therefore, we have

N(inf Z ⩽ −1) ∈ (0, ∞). The second point follows by disintegration with respect to σ and the scaling

property. Namely, we have:

N
(

inf Z ⩽ −r
)

=
(1.12)

1
αΓ(1− 1

α )

∫ ∞

0

dv

v
1
α+1

N(v)( inf Z ⩽ −r
)

=
scaling

1
αΓ(1− 1

α )

∫ ∞

0

dv

v
1
α+1

N(v/r2α)(inf Z ⩽ −1)

=
1

αΓ(1− 1
α )

r−2
∫ ∞

0

du

u
1
α+1

N(u)( inf Z ⩽ −1
)
=

N
(

inf Z ⩽ −1
)

r2 .

First we show (i), i.e. that pinch points of L cannot be minimal records (from one side) of the

process Z, see [88, 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 Πd(LeftRec∪ RightRec) ∩ 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 > inf
[0,s]

Z, for every 0 < s < t < 1 such that d(s, t) = 0. (4.2)

Recall that by Proposition 2.1, the condition d(s, t) = 0 ⇐⇒ s ∼d t is equivalent to

Xt = Xs− and Xr > Xs− 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 L 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:

τ∗ := sup
{

t ∈ [0, 1] : Xt = inf
[0,1]

X
}

the starting time of this excursion and τq := inf{t ⩾ 1 : Zt = inf[τ∗,1] Z− q}, for q > 0. It will also be

useful to introduce, for every δ, q ∈ (0, ∞), the event Aδ,q defined by:

• There exist 1 ⩽ s < s + δ < t, with s < τq and s ∼d t, such that Zs = inf[τ∗,s] Z.

By the density of Q+ in R+ and since Q(τ∗ ∈ [1− ε, 1]) > 0 for every ε > 0, to obtain (4.2) it

is enough to show that Q(Aδ,q) = 0, for every δ, q ∈ (0, ∞)∩Q. In this direction, we fix two such δ, q

43



and n ⩾ 1. We now discretize time and introduce the stopping times (Sn
i , Tn

i )i⩾1 defined by induction

as follows. First take

Sn
1 := inf

{
t ⩾ 1 : Zt = inf

[τ∗,1]
Z
}

and Tn
1 := inf

{
t ⩾ Sn

1 : Xt = XSn
1
− 2−n},

and then, for every i ⩾ 1, take

Sn
i+1 := inf

{
t ⩾ Tn

i : Zt = inf
[τ∗,Tn

i ]
Z
}

and Tn
i+1 := inf

{
t ⩾ Sn

i+1 : Xt = XSn
i+1
− 2−n}.

Remark that for every i ⩾ 1, the variables Sn
i and Tn

i are (Ft)t⩾0–stopping times which are finite Q –

a.s. For every i ⩾ 1, consider (sn
i,k, tn

i,k)k⩾1 the connected components of the open set {s ∈ [Sn
i , Tn

i ] :
Xs > inf

[Sn
i ,s]

X} and introduce the random variables:

Rn
i := inf

k∈N
inf

r∈[sn
i,k ,tn

i,k ]

(
Zr − Zsn

i,k

)
; R̃n

i := inf
r∈[Sn

i ,Tn
i ]

(
Zr − ZSn

i

)
and Vn

i := sup
k⩾1

(
tn
i,k − sn

i,k
)
.

In words, the variable Vn
i is the size of the largest excursion coding for a looptree grafted on the first

2−n unit of length on the trunk after time Sn
i , the variable R̃n

i is the smallest displacement of Z on

these excursions, whereas Rn
i is the smallest displacement of the process Z shifted by the label of the

root in each of these excursions – see Figure 14.

Sn
i

2−n

size V n
iRn

i

Tn
i

Figure 14: Illustration of the Markov property applied at time Sn
i : among the gray looptrees

grafted on the 2−n unit of length on the right of the trunk at time Sn
i (recall the caption of

Figure 13), the variable Vn
i is the maximal size of such a gray looptree, whereas Rn

i 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

R̃n
i 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 ∼d t as in the definition of Aδ,q, it follows that when Sn
i ⩽ s and

Vn
i ⩽ δ, we must have Tn

i ⩽ s, since t− s ⩾ δ. Furthermore, when Tn
i ⩽ s we also have Sn

i+1 ⩽ s,
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because Zs = inf[τ∗,s] Z. We infer that Aδ,q is included in the event:{
∃i ⩾ 1 : Sn

i < τq and Vn
i ⩾ δ

}
. (4.3)

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

that the sequence (Rn
i , Vn

i )i⩾1 is i.i.d. and we have

Q(Rn
i < −r) = 1− exp

(
−N(inf Z < −1)2−nr−2) (4.4)

Q(Vn
i > r) = 1− exp

(
−N(σ > 1)2−nr−

1
α
)

, (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 R̃ instead of R, then each R̃n
i would be typically of order at least 2−n/2 so that we would need fewer

than ≈ q · 2n/2 steps of the above process to reach τq. In the meantime, at each step of the discrete

exploration process, the probability that Vn
i > δ, i.e. that Sn

i is an approximate pinch time “with a

mass at least δ above it”, is of order 2−n. Since 2−n · 2n/2 ≪ 1 it is very unlikely that we encounter

such times. The problem is that the variation R̃ is governed by R and the labels of the process Zsn
i,k
;

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 R̃. To this end, fix

0 < η <
1
2
< η′ < β < 1

with 1− 2η + η′ < β and set

Mn := #{i ⩽ 2βn : Vn
i > δ} ; Nn := #{i ⩽ 2βn : Rn

i < −2−ηn}.

By (4.4), we have Q(Vn
i > δ) ⩽ C · 2−n and Q(Rn

i < −2−ηn) ⩾ c · 2−n(1−2η), for some constants

c, C > 0. Since β < 1 and 1− 2η + η′ < β it follows by crude bounds and the Borel–Cantelli lemma

that, Q – a.s. , we have

Mn = 0 and Nn ⩾ 2η′n,

for n ⩾ 1 large enough. Fix η̃ ∈ (η, 1
2 ) and for every n > 1, let Bn be the event defined as follows:

• For every m ⩾ n, Mm = 0 and Nm ⩾ 2η′m ;

• For every s, t ∈ [0, τq], we have |Zs − Zt| ⩽ n · d(s, t)η̃ .

Since τq < ∞ almost surely, the above considerations and excursion theory, combined with Equa-

tion (3.9) and the fact that the Brownian motion b0 on the infinite loop is η̃-Hölder continuous, imply

that Q(Bn)→ 1 as n→ ∞. Let us now conclude that Q(Aδ,q) = 0. In this direction, remark that we

can write

Q(Aδ,q) = lim
n→∞

Q(Aδ,q ∩ Bn) ⩽
(4.3)

lim
n→∞

Q({Tn
2nβ < τq} ∩ Bn),
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where in the last inequality we use that, under Bn, we have Mm = 0 for every m ⩾ n. Consider n0,

the smallest integer such that for every n ⩾ n0:

2(η
′−η)n(− 1 + n2(η̃−η)n) < −q

We are going to show that for every n ⩾ n0, we have Q
(
{Tn

2nβ < τq} ∩ Bn
)
= 0, which will complete

the proof of the proposition. Fix n ⩾ n0, we argue by contradiction. First remark that, by definition,

we have:

sup
k∈N

d(Sn
i , sn

i,k) ⩽ 2−n, for n ⩾ 1.

So if Tn
2nβ < τq under Bn, we will have:

ZTn
2βn

⩽ ∑
1⩽i⩽2βn

R̃n
i ⩽ ∑

1⩽i⩽2βn

min
{
(Rn

i + n2−η̃n); 0
}
⩽ Nn ·

(
− 2−ηn + n2−η̃n)

which is smaller that 2η′n(− 2−ηn + n2−η̃n) < −q and we obtain a contradiction.

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. It follows straightforwardly from the invariance under re-rooting and continuity of Z that for

every fixed time t, 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 t cannot be pinch point times. Moreover, if Πd(s)
and Πd(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 Πd(s) and Πd(t) are separated in L 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 p1 < s < p2 < q1 < t < q2,

with Zs = inf[p1,p2] Z and Zt = inf[q1,q2] Z, such that Πd([p1, p2]) is separated from Πd([q1, q2]) in the

looptree L by a non trivial loop associated with a time r ∈ Branch(s, t)\{s, t}. Recall the notation fr

standing for the parametrization of the loop associated with r, and let u ∈ fr([0, 1]) (resp. v ∈ fr([0, 1]))
be the closest point of the loop from Πd

(
[p1, p2]

)
(resp. Πd

(
[q1, q2]

)
). In particular, u and v are pinch

points of L and we write s1 < s2 and t1 < t2 for the elements of Π−1
d (u) and Π−1

d (v) respectively. We

refer to Figure 15 for an illustration. Next, using (3.1) we notice that we have inf[p1,p2] Z = inf[q1,q2] Z
if and only if

Zs1 − Zt1 = inf
[q1,q2]

(
Z− Zs1)− inf

[p1,p2]
(Z− Zt1). (4.6)

Furthermore, by Propositon 3.3, the processes
(
Zℓ − Zs

)
ℓ∈[s1,s2]

;
(
Zfr(ℓ)

)
ℓ∈[0,1] and

(
Zℓ − Zs

)
ℓ∈[t1,t2]

are independent under PX. We infer that the left and right sides of (4.6) are independent. Finally

since Zs1 − Zt1 is a non-trivial Gaussian variable, we deduce that, PX-a.s., identity (4.6) cannot hold.

The desired result follows since p1 < p2 < q1 < q2 are arbitrary rational numbers.
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ts

p2

p1

q1

q2

t2

t1

s1

s2

Πd ◦ fr([0, 1])

Figure 15: The two times s and t are separated by the loop Πd ◦ fr([0, 1]). In blue are

represented the set Πd([p1, p2]) and Πd([q1, q2]).

4.2 The mass of balls centered at the root of Tz
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. Zt∗ = inf[0,1] Z. We shall consider the tree Tz coded by Z as in (1.10). We

recall that Πz(t∗) is the root of Tz and that Volz is the pushforward of the Lebesgue measure by Πz.

The goal of this section is to control the mass – for Volz – of closed balls in Tz centered at Πz(t∗).
Namely, for every r ⩾ 0, we set

Bz(Πz(t∗), r) := {u ∈ Tz : z(u, Πz(t∗)) ⩽ r}.

The goal of this section is to prove that:

Theorem 4.4. Fix δ > 0. There exist c, C ∈ (0, ∞) such that

P
(

Volz
(

Bz(Πz(t∗), r)
)
⩾ r2α−δ

)
⩽ C · exp(−r−c), (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∗ ⩽ D1−δ (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 Volz
(

Bz(Πz(t∗), r)
)
in terms of the time

spend by Z near its infimum. Since t∗ is the argmin of Z and because Volz is the pushforward of the

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

Volz
(

Bz(Πz(t∗), r)
)

=
(1.10)

∫ 1

0
ds 1Zs⩽Zt∗+r .

Consequently, Theorem 4.4 can be translated in terms of Z in the following from: Fix δ > 0, then
there exist c, C ∈ (0, ∞) such that

P
( ∫ 1

0
ds 1Zs⩽Zt∗+r ⩾ r2α−δ

)
⩽ C · exp(−r−c),
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for every r > 0. We stress that the constants C, s might depend on δ. 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

P
( ∫ 1

0
ds 1Zs⩽Zt∗+r ⩾ r2α−δ

)
⩽ P

( ∫ 1

0
ds1Zs⩽r ⩾ r2α−δ

∣∣∣ inf Z ⩾ −r
)

, (4.8)

for every r, δ > 0. Then we will argue that the process Z conditioned on the event {inf Z ⩾ −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 r2α units of time.

To prove (4.8), let r, δ > 0 and introduce U a uniform random variable on [0, 1] – independent of

(X, Z). Recall the notation s⊕ t = s+ t if s+ t ⩽ 1 and s⊕ t = s+ t− 1 otherwise. We also introduce

(A(r)
t )t∈[0,1] the occupation time process associated with Z, i.e.

A(r)
t :=

∫ t

0
ds 1Zs⩽inf Z+r , t ∈ [0, 1],

and we consider the quantity t(r) := inf
{

t ∈ [0, 1] : A(r)
t = UA(r)

1

}
. Now remark that by construction

we have:

P
( ∫ 1

0
ds 1Zs⩽Zt∗+r ⩾ r2α−δ

)
⩽ P

( ∫ 1

0
ds 1Zs⩽Z

t(r)
+r ⩾ r2α−δ

)
= P

( ∫ 1

0
ds 1Z

t(r)⊕s
−Z

t(r)
⩽r ⩾ r2α−δ

)
.

Since by (3.12) the process Z has cyclically exchangeable increments, we can apply [43, Theorem 2.2]

to deduce that the process
(
Zt(r)⊕s − Zt(r)

)
s∈[0,1], under P, is distributed as the process Z under the

probability measure P(· | inf Z > −r). In particular, we get (4.8).

So to obtain the desired result it suffices to show that, for every δ ∈ R∗+, there exist c1, C1 ∈ (0, ∞)

such that for every r > 0:

P
( ∫ 1

0
ds1Zs⩽r ⩾ r2α−δ

∣∣∣ inf Z ⩾ −r
)
⩽ C1 · exp(−r−c1). (4.9)

We start by showing that for every δ > 0, there exists C′1 ∈ R∗+ such that:

P(inf Z ⩾ −r) ⩾ C′1 ·
(
1∧ r2α+δ

)
,

for all r > 0. We mention that the previous inequality is not sharp as we expect P(inf Z ⩾ −r) to be

of order r−2α. Remark that by (3.9), the random variable

W := sup
s ̸=t
|Zt − Zs| · |t− s|− 1

2α+δ (4.10)
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is finite P-a.s so that |Zt − Zs| ⩽ r if |t− s| ⩽ (r/W)2α+δ. We thus have:

P
(

inf Z ⩾ −r
)

=
re−rooting (3.12)

∫ 1

0
ds E

[
1inf Zs⊕·−Zs⩾−r

]
=

Fubini
E
[ ∫ 1

0
ds1inf Zs⊕·−Zs⩾−r

]
= E

[ ∫ 1

0
ds1Zs⩽inf Z+r

]
,

⩾
(4.10)

E[(r/W)2α+δ],

which gives the desired inequality. Hence, to derive (4.9) it suffices to show that for every δ ∈ R∗+
there exist c2, C2 ∈ (0, ∞) such that:

P
(
{inf Z > −r} ∩

{ ∫ 1

0
ds 1Zs⩽r ⩾ r2α−δ

})
⩽ C2 · exp(−r−c2), r > 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:

τ∗ := sup
{

t ∈ [0, 1] : Xt = inf
[0,1]

X
}
and τ∗ := inf

{
t ⩾ 1 : Xt = inf

[0,1]
X
}

.

Under Q, the excursion (Xt − inf[0,1] X)t∈[τ∗,τ∗] 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 Z̃t := Zt − b0(−It). We then introduce τ̃r := inf{t ⩾ 1 : Z̃t = −r}. Since Q(1− r < τ∗ <

2− r < τ∗ < 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 δ > 0 we can find some constants c3, C3 > 0
such that:

Q
( ∫ 2∧τ̃r

1
ds 1Z̃s⩽r ⩾ r2α−δ

)
⩽ C3 · exp(−r−c3), r > 0. (4.11)

From now on we fix δ > 0 and we consider r ∈ (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 (Si, Ti)i∈N defined by

induction as follows. First take S1 := 1 ; T1 := S1 + r2α, and for every integer i ⩾ 0 set

Si+1 := inf
{

s ⩾ Ti : Z̃s ∈ [−r, r]
}

; Ti+1 := Si+1 + r2α.

We have the following trivial inequality:

Q
( ∫ 2∧τ̃r

1
ds 1Z̃s⩽r ⩾ r2α−δ

)
⩽ Q

(
S⌊r−δ⌋ ⩽ 2∧ τ̃r

)
. (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 Z̃ over the time interval [Si, Ti] of length r2α should be of order r. Then, since
Z̃Si ⩽ r, there should be a probability bounded away from 0 that Z̃ touches −r within [Si, Ti]. As a

consequence, the probability of {Sn ⩽ τ̃r} should decrease exponentially fast in n. 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 Z̃-labels after

time Si are shifted by the labels on the loops connecting the root Πd(τ∗) to Πd(Si) – 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.

Z̃Si
≤ r

r2α

[Z̃] ≈ r

[X] ≈ r2

Figure 16: Illustration of the proof. At time Si the Z̃-value is less than r. By scaling, in the

forthcoming r2α units of time, the variation of the Z̃ process is of order r. One way to ensure

this is to ask for an excursion (in green above) to have a Z̃-variation less than −2r and to

happen “early” on the trunk, i.e. before rη 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 (si,k, ti,k)k∈N be the connected components

of the open set

{s ⩾ Si : Xs > inf
[Si ,s]

X}

and consider the associated excursions Xi,k
s := X(si,k+s)∧ti,k

− Xsi,k and Z̃i,k
s := Z̃(si,k+s)∧ti,k

− Z̃si,k , for

s ⩾ 0. We also write σi,k := ti,k − si,k and ℓi,k := XSi − inf[Si ,si ,k] X. Next, we fix η ∈ (0, 1/2) and, for

every i ∈N, we introduce the event:

Bi :=
{
∃k ∈N : ℓi,k ⩽ r2+η and min Z̃i,k ⩽ −4r and ∑

ℓi,j<ℓi,k

σi,j < r2α
}

. (4.13)

In words, under Bi, at step i a looptree with a (shifted) minimal label below −4r is branched within

less than rη unit of length along the “trunk”, see Figure 16. By construction the Bi’s are independent

and we are going to show using excursion theory that we have Q(Bi) ⩾ a · rη, 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

∑
k∈N

δℓi,k ,σi,k ,Xi,k ,Z̃i,k
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is a Poisson point measure with intensity 1[0,∞)(ℓ)dℓ
(
dv/(αΓ(1− 1

α )v
1
α+1)

)
N(v)(dX, dZ). In particu-

lar, the process Ri
t := ∑ℓi,k⩽t σi,k, t ⩾ 0, is an 1/α-stable subordinator. By definition we have

Q(Bi) ⩾ Q
(
∃k ∈N : ℓi,k ⩽ r2+η , Ri

ℓi,k− ∈ [0, r2α/2) , Ri
ℓi,k
∈ [2r2α/3, r2α) , min Z̃i,k ⩽ −4r

)
.

Since R(i) is non-decreasing, we infer from the discussion above that the right-hand side of the previous

display equals

Q
(

∑
k∈N

1ℓi,k⩽r2+η ,Ri
ℓi,k−
∈[0,r2α/2),Ri

ℓi,k
∈[2r2α/3,r2α) ·N

(∆Ri
ℓi,k

)
(min Z < −4r)

)
=

1
αΓ(1− 1

α )

∫ r2+η

0
dℓ Q

(
1Ri

ℓ−∈[0,r2α/2)

∫ r2α−Ri
ℓ−

2r2α/3−Ri
ℓ−

dv v−
1
α−1 ·N(v)(min Z < −4r)

)
,

where ∆Ri
ℓi,k

stands for the jump of Ri at ℓi,k, and the second line follows by an application of the com-

pensation formula. Using again scaling invariance, we derive that N(v)(min Z < −4r) ⩾ P(min Z <

−24), for every v ⩾ r2α/6. Therefore, a straightforward computation using again that Ri is non-

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

P(min Z < −24)
2αΓ(1− 1

α )r
2

∫ r2+η

0
dℓ Q

(
1Ri

ℓ−∈[0,r2α/2)

)
⩾

P(min Z < −24)Q(Ri
r2+η < r2α)

2αΓ(1− 1
α )

· rη .

Since Ri is an 1/α-stable subordinator, we have Q(Ri
r2+η < r2α) = Q(Ri

1 < r−αη) > Q(Ri
1 < 1) which

is a positive quantity. Furthermore, it follows from the Gaussianity of Z that P(min Z < −24) > 0.
We derive that there exists a constant a > 0 (not depending on r ∈ (0, 1)) such that Q(Bi) ⩾ a · rη.

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

A :=
{
|Z̃t − Z̃s| ⩽ d(s, t)

1
2−

η
10 : for every s, t ∈ [0, 2] with |s− t| ⩽ r

}
.

Proposition 3.2 (ii) and excursion theory implies that Q(Ac) ⩽ C4 · exp(−r−c4) for some c4, C4 > 0
(which only depend on η). Notice now that by construction, for every i, k ∈ N such that ℓi,k ⩽ r2+η,

we must have d̃(Si, si,k) ⩽ r2+η. Thus, on the event A∩Bi, the minimal Z̃ label over the time interval

[Si, Ti] is smaller than Z̃Si − 4r +
(
r2+η

) 1
2−

η
10 ⩽ −2r which implies that τ̃r ⩽ Ti. We infer that:

Q
(
S⌊r−δ⌋ ⩽ 2∧ τ̃−r

)
⩽ Q

(
Ac) + Q

(
∩i⩽⌊r−δ⌋ Bc

i
)
⩽ exp(−r−c4) + (1− a · rη)⌊r

−δ⌋

where to obtain the second inequality we used the independence of the Bi’s and (4.13). Putting all

together, in the case δ > η and using (4.12), we deduce that we can find two constants c, C > 0 (only

depending on η), such that we have

Q
( ∫ 2∧τ̃r

0
ds 1Z̃s⩽r ⩾ r(2α−δ)

)
⩽ C4 · exp(−r−c4) + (1− a · rη)⌊r

−δ⌋ ⩽ C · exp(−r−c).

Since the previous display holds for every r ∈ (0, 1), this concludes the proof of the theorem.
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4.3 Local minima of Z along branches of L
In this section, we refine Proposition 4.2 by examining the local minima of Z along “branches” of the

looptree L. 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 < t1 < t2 < 1 with d(t1, t2) = 0 such that

Zt1 = Zt2 < Zr for every r ∈ Branch(0, t1) \ {t1}, (4.14)

and every ε > 0, there exist t′1 ∈
(
(t1 − ε) ∨ 0, t1

)
and t′2 ∈

(
t2, (t2 + ε) ∧ 1

)
pinch point times such

that:

Zt′1
< Zt1 = Zt2 < Zr for every r ∈ Branch(t1, t′1) \ {t1, t′1}

and

Zt′2
< Zt1 = Zt2 < Zr for every r ∈ Branch(t2, t′2) \ {t2, t′2}.

t′1

labels

t1
t2

t′1
t′2

0

Figure 17: Illustration of the result of Proposition 4.5: Consider a branch in L and stop it at

a pinch point Πd(t1) when reaching a new minimum for the label along that branch. Then we

can find two blue loops on both sides“blocking” the level Zt1 .

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 Πd(Branch(s, t)) as the branch between

x = Πd(s) and y = Πd(t) in L. Let us stress that this notion is consistent with the definition of L
since, as explained in Section 2.1, the set Πd(Branch(s, t)) corresponds to the points in L separating x
and y and thus does not depend on the precise representative s and t. It was already observed in [96,

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

index 2α− 2, see (4.16) below. In particular, the range5 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 ∧ (2α− 2). Notice that when α ∈ (1; 3/2), this dimension is strictly less than 1 and so

the intersection of ⌈ 1
1−(2α−2)⌉+ 1 “independent” such closed subsets is reduced to ∅. This heuristic

suggests that:

the process Z cannot take more than ⌈ 1
1−(2α−2)⌉+ 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 α ∈ (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 2α− 2 stable process, its running infimum evolves as an α− 1 stable subordinator so that

its range is of Hausdorff dimension α− 1. The same argument as above shows that the intersection of

more than ⌈ 1
2−α⌉+ 1 such sets is reduced to ∅. This suggests as above that:

the running infimum process of Z along branches cannot take more than ⌈ 1
2−α⌉+ 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 ξt(r) which gives a pre-image of

the ancestor of Πh(t) at height r ⩽ Ht in the stable tree Th. 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 ⩽ r2 ⩽ Ht, we have:{
Zs : ξt(r1) ≼ s ≼ ξt(r2)

}
=
{

Zξt(r) : r ∈ [r1, r2]
}
∪
{

Zξt(r−) : r ∈ [r1, r2]
}

. (4.15)

In particular, even though ξt does not parametrize Branch(0, t), the closure of the range of the

process r 7→ Zξt(r) covers all the labels along Branch(0, t). To simplify some arguments, recall that H
and ξ are also defined under the measure N by scaling. Then [96, Lemma 16 (ii)] states that for every

bounded continuous function, F : D(R+, R) 7→ R, we have

N
( ∫ σ

0
dtF

(
(Zξt(r))r⩾0

))
=
∫ ∞

0
dh E

[
F((Yr∧h)r⩾0)

]
, (4.16)

where Y is a symmetric stable processes with Lévy-Khintchine function6 λ 7→ α21−α Γ(α)2

Γ(2α)
|λ|2(α−1).

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

Lemma 4.7. Under P, let U1 ∈ [0, 1] be uniform and independent of (X, Z). Almost surely, for any

[a, b] ⊂ [0, HU1 ], the infimum of s 7→ ZξU1 (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] ⊂ R+, the process Y|[a,b] 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.

6Lemma 16 (ii) in [96] does not provide the explicit normalization constant α21−α Γ(α)2

Γ(2α)
. 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 t instead of the uniform time U1, simply because for each t pinch points times, there is a positive

probability that t ≺ U1, and this implies that (ξt(r))r⩾0 = (ξU1(r ∧ 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

0 < t1 < t2 < · · · < tm < 1. For 1 ⩽ i ⩽ m, we set

ri := sup
j ̸=i

(ti ⋏ tj),

the largest ancestor of ti with another tj. Remark that for every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ m, the set Branch
(
ri, ti

)
\ {ri}

is the set of t ∈ Branch(0, ti) such that t is not an ancestor of tj for every j ̸= i. In particular, these

sets (and their projections by Πd) are disjoints. For every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ m, introduce the rcll processes

R(i)
t1,...,tm

defined by:

R(i)
t1,...,tm

(0) := Zξti (Hri )
and R(i)

t1,...,tm
(r) := Zξti (Hri+r) ; for r > 0.

In words, by (4.15), the range of the process R(i)
t1,...,tm

is encoding the labels Zr for r ∈ Branch
(
ri, ti

)
\

{ri} , when going from ri to ti. We denote the minimal record values of R(i)
t1,...,tm

by

R(i)
t1,...,tm

:=
{

inf
[0,r]

R(i)
t1,...,tm

(r) : r ⩾ 0
}

,

where we recall from Lemma 4.7 that these infima are attained, and consequently R(i)
t1,...,tm

is a closed

set.

Πd(t2)

Πd(t1)

Πd(t4)

Πd(t3)

Πd(0)

R
(1)
t1,...,t4

R
(2)
t1,...,t4

R
(3)
t1,...,t4

R
(4)
t1,...,t4

Figure 18: Illustration of
(

R(i)
t1,...,tm

)
1⩽i⩽m in the case m = 4.

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

discussion:
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Proposition 4.8. Fix m ⩾ ⌈ 1
2−α⌉+ 1. Under P, let U1, ..., Um be independent uniform r.v. on [0, 1] also

independent of (X, Z). Then we have:

m⋂
i=1

R(i)
U1,...,Um

= ∅, almost surely.

Notice that the proposition does not hold simultaneously for all times t1, ..., tm 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 t1, ..., tm ∈ L such that there is

no ti ≼ tj , we have
⋂

1⩽i⩽m
R(i)

t1,...,tm
= ∅ ; again since for each t1, ..., tm pinch points times, there is a

positive probability that ti ≺ Ui, 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 m0 := ⌈ 1
2−α⌉ + 1. For technical reasons it will be useful to consider a

homogeneous Poisson point process on R+ with intensity 1 defined under the measure N, independently

of X and Z. We write 0 < τ1 < τ2 < · · · for the jumping times of this Poisson point process and set

M := #{i : τi ⩽ σ}. In particular, remark that:

N
(

M ⩾ 1
)
= N

(
1− exp(−σ)

)
=

(1.12)
1,

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 < m0 or
M⋂

i=1

R(i)
τ1,...,τM = ∅ , N-a.s. (4.17)

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

ri := sup
j ̸=i

(τi ⋏ τj)

is a.s. a jumping time for X. Let us introduce the looptree dangling from this loop and containing

Πd(τi). In this direction, we set si := inf{r ⩾ ri : Xr ⩽ Ir,τi} and s′i := inf{r > si : Xr ⩽ Xsi}.
Remark now that by (A2) we have si < τi < s′i and ∆si = 0 and, to simplify notation, we write X(i)

for the excursion

X(i)
r := Xsi+r − Xsi ; r ∈ [0, s′i − si].

We can use the excursion X(i) to define a looptree exactly in the same way as in Section 2.1 which

is in fact the same as the set {u ∈ L : Πd(si) ≼ u} equipped with the restriction distance and

rooted at Πd(si) = Πd(s′i). It is then easy to see that the process R(i)
τ1,...,τM − R(i)

τ1,...,τM(0) only depends

on X(i) and on the Brownian bridges attached to its loops. The idea now is to prove that under

the event M ⩾ m0 , the sequence (X(i), τi − si)1⩽i⩽m0 is absolutely continuous with respect to a

sequence of m0 independent copies of (X, τ1) 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

the event M ⩾ m0, the sequence (R(i)
τ1,...τM − R(i)

τ1,...τM(0))1⩽i⩽m0 is absolutely continuous with respect

to a sequence of m0 independent copies of the range of an (α− 1)-stable subordinator (stopped at a

random time). Moreover, conditionally on X, on M ⩾ m0 and on the times τ1, ..., τM, the variables

(R(i)
τ1,...τM − R(i)

τ1,...τM(0))1⩽i⩽m0 and (R(i)
τ1,...τM(0))1⩽i⩽m0 are independent. In order to see it, just remark

that under this conditioning, all the variables (R(i)
τ1,...τM − R(i)

τ1,...τM(0))1⩽i⩽m0 and (R(i)
τ1,...τM(0))1⩽i⩽m0 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(i)
τ1,...τM(0), for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ m0

are a.s. all different. It follows that, when we condition on M ⩾ m0, the intersection in (4.17) is

absolutely continuous with respect to the intersection of pieces of m0 independent ranges of (α− 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 m0 = ⌈ 1
2−α⌉+ 1 this

intersection is almost surely empty.

Hence, to conclude it remains to show that, on the event M ⩾ m0, the sequence (X(i), τi− si)1⩽i⩽m is

absolutely continuous with respect to a sequence of m0 independent copies of (X, τ1) under N(· |M =

1). To this end, under N and independently of M, we introduce (X̃(i), T̃(i))i⩾1 an i.i.d. sequence

distributed as (X, τ1) under N(· |M = 1) , and we set:

(X(i), T(i)
) :=

(X(i), τi − si) if 1 ⩽ i ⩽ M

(X̃(i), T̃(i)) if i > M.

Remark now that it suffices to show that:

(X(i), T(i)
)i⩾1

(d)
= (X̃(i), T̃(i))i⩾1 . (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 ℓ = τ1 ⋏ τ2 ⋏ · · · ⋏ τM and consider (uj, vj)j⩾1 the

connected components of the open set {s ⩾ ℓ : Iℓ,s < Xs}. Next, introduce the excursions:

X j
r := Xuj+r − Xuj ; r ∈ [0, vj − uj],

for every j ⩾ 1. In words, (X j)j⩾1 are the excursions of X above the minimum after time ℓ. We also

introduce ζ := #{j ∈ N : ∃i ∈ [[1, M]], τi ∈ (uj, vj)} the number of such excursions having at least

one Poissonnian mark τ1, ..., τM. Write j1, ..., jζ for the elements of {j ∈N : ∃i ∈ [[1, M]], τi ∈ (uj, vj)}
in increasing order. Then classical properties of excursion theory and Poisson measures give that,

conditionally on ζ, the variables (X jk)1⩽k⩽ζ with their Poissonnian marks (translated by (−ujk)1⩽k⩽ζ)

are i.i.d. copies of the process X marked at τ1, ..., τM under N. Remark that ℓ 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 < ∞, N-a.s ., the identity (4.18) follows by iterating the previous argument.

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 < t1 < t2 < 1 such that t1 ∼d t2 and verifying

(4.14). To simplify notation, we set z = Zt1 = Zt2 . Note that by time reversal (3.13), it suffices to

show that for every ε ∈ (0, t1), we can find t′1 ∈ [t1 − ε, t1] such that

Zt′1
< z < Zr for every r ∈ Branch(t1, t′1) \ {t1, t′1}.

In this direction, fix ε ∈ (0, t1), and let

Trunk :=
⋃

s≼t1
∆s>0

{fs(u) : 0 ⩽ u ⩽ 1, s.t. fs(u) ⩽ t1} ,

which informally corresponds (after closure and inside L) to the left side of the trunk linking Πd(0) to
Πd(t1). For ℓ ∈ [0, t1], we set rℓ := sup{s ∈ Trunk : s ≼ ℓ}. By our assumption (4.14), we know that

Zs > z as soon as s ≺ t1. If there exists s ∈ Trunk∩ [t1 − ε, t1] such that Zs < z then, since for every

jump time t of X the pinch point times of ft([0, 1]) are dense in ft([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′1 = s. It remains to treat the case Z ⩾ z on Trunk ∩ [t1 − ε, t1], and we make this assumption

for the rest of the proof.

ℓ1
ℓ2ℓ3

ℓ4

0

t1

labels

0

t1
t′1t′1

rℓ4

rℓ3

rℓ2

rℓ1

Figure 19: Illustration of the proof of Proposition 4.5. Left: finding a time t′1 corresponds to

finding a loop (in orange on the figure) blocking level z = Zt1 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 m0 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 t1 cannot be a left minimal record of the process

Z. This combined with the fact that pinch-point times are dense, implies that for m0 = ⌈ 1
2−α⌉+ 1,

we can find t1 − ε < ℓ1 < · · · < ℓm0 < t1 such that:

• ℓ1, ..., ℓm0 are pinch point times,

• Zℓi < z,

• the values rℓ1 , rℓ2 , . . . , rℓm0
are all distinct and are elements of Trunk∩ [t1 − ε, t1].
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One can then consider the processes R(i)
ℓ1,...,ℓm0

, 1 ⩽ i ⩽ m0, as above and the associated minimal records

R(i)
ℓ1,...,ℓm0

, 1 ⩽ i ⩽ m0, must all cross the value z by construction. If such a crossing is made by a jump,

we have found a t′1 as desired. Otherwise, the value z is common to the m0 closed sets R(i)
ℓ1,...,ℓm0

,

1 ⩽ i ⩽ m0, which is impossible by Proposition 4.8 and the remark just after it.

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 Πd(LeftRec) ∩ Loops and Πd(RightRec) ∩ Loops are dense in Loops,

- if α ∈ [ 3
2 , 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 α ∈ (1, 3
2 ) they almost

surely intersect.

See Proposition 5.8 for a precise statement. These properties will play a crucial role when identifying

the topology of S 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 [61] 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]. It crucial relies on the computation of the constant N(inf Z ⩽ −1) which appeared in

Corollary 4.1, specifically we prove that N(sup Z > 1) = α(α−1)
2 in Proposition 5.4. This computation

is based on an integral equation satisfied by the function defined for every (λ, x) ∈ R+ ×R by

wλ(x) = N
(
1− exp(−λσ)1sup Z<x

)
. (5.1)

This analysis is of independent interest and in particular, (5.1) characterizes the joint law of

(sup Z, σ) 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 wλ(x) = ∞. Also

note that, when λ = 0 , we have w0(x) = N(sup Z > x) and, by dominated convergence and (1.12),

it holds

lim
x→∞

wλ(x) = N
(
1− exp(−λσ)) = λ1/α.

The goal of this section is to prove that wλ(x) satisfies an integral equation from which we can

compute w0(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(R+, R) by(
Bt : t ⩾ 0

)
, and we will endow this space with various probability measures. Namely, for every

x ∈ R (resp. x ∈ R∗+), the probability measure Px (resp. P
⟨ν⟩
x ) is the law of a Brownian motion (resp.
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Bessel process with index7 ν) started from x. We also write P
(s)
x for the law of a Brownian motion

with lifetime s > 0 starting from x, as well as P
(s)
x→y for the law of a Brownian bridge with lifetime

s > 0 starting from x and ending at y; where by convention under P
(s)
x→y we take Bt = 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 (λ, x) ∈ R+ ×R∗+ we have∫ ∞

0

ds
sα+1 E

(s)
0→0

[
1− swλ(x)− exp

(
−
∫ s

0
du wλ(x + Bu)

)]
= −Γ(2− α)

α(α− 1)
λ, (5.2)

where the integral is well-defined.

This result is later used in the case λ = 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 [86]. In this case, the analog of wλ(x) was computed

exactly in [55, Lemma 6 & 7] in the Brownian case (which morally corresponds to the limit α → 2)
by showing that x 7→ N

(
1− exp(−λσ)1sup Z<x

)
is solution to

1
2

w′′(x) = 2w2(x)− λ in (0, ∞) with w(0) = ∞ and w(∞) =
√

λ/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

α(α−1)
Γ(2−α)

ds
sα+1 . 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 1x∈[0,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(−λσ)1sup Z<x = E
(s)
0→0

[
exp

(
−
∫ s

0
du wλ(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 wλ.

Lemma 5.2. Fix λ ⩾ 0. The following properties hold.

(i) The function x 7→ wλ(x) is in C∞((0, ∞), R).

(ii) The function

x 7−→
∫ ∞

0

ds
sα+1 E

(s)
0→0

[
1− swλ(x)− exp

(
−
∫ s

0
du wλ(x + Bu)

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

7Beware, there are several ways to parametrize Bessel processes, according to their parameter a, their index ν, or

their dimension d. These are related via the formulas d = 2a + 1 and ν = a− 1
2 and they are (locally) solutions to the

stochastic differential equation

dXt =
a

Xt
dt + dWt,

where W is a standard Brownian motion. See [124, Chapter XI].
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Proof. (i) The case λ = 0 follows directly from scaling, which gives w0(x) = x−2N(sup Z > 1), and
the fact that N(sup Z > 1) ∈ (0, ∞) by Corollary 4.1. Next, for a fixed positive value of x, note that

λ 7→ wλ(x) is of class C∞ on (0, ∞), since by dominated convergence, we have:

∂nwλ(x)
∂λn = (−1)n+1N

(
σn exp(−λσ)1sup Z<x

)
.

Scaling properties under the measure N yield wλ(x) = x−2wλx2α(1). As a consequence, we conclude

that wλ(x) is also of class C∞ in the variable x ∈ (0, ∞).

(ii) Fix λ ⩾ 0 and x > 0, and observe that the integral expression∫ ∞

0

ds
s1+α

(
1− swλ(x)− exp(−swλ(x))

)
is absolutely convergent, and a direct computation gives that it equals −Γ(−α)wλ(x)α, so that it is

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

0

ds
s1+α

(
exp

(
− swλ(x)

)
−E

(s)
0→0

[
exp

(
−
∫ s

0
du wλ(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 ⊂ (0, ∞), we have:

exp
(
− swλ(x)

)
−E

(s)
0→0

[
exp

(
−
∫ s

0
du wλ(x + Bu)

)]
= OK(1∧ s2) ,

where this notation means that the left-hand side divided by 1∧ s2 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 OK(s2). To obtain this bound, note that by scaling and standard properties

of Brownian bridges, it follows that:

P
(s)
0→0

(
sup |B| > x

2

)
= P

(1)
0→0

(
sup |B| > x

2
√

s

)
⩽ c1 exp

(
− c2

x2

s

)
= OK(s2),

for some universal constants c1, c2 > 0. Therefore, we can write:

exp
(
− swλ(x)

)
−E

(s)
0→0

[
exp

(
−
∫ s

0
du wλ(x + Bu)

)]
= exp

(
− swλ(x)

)
E

(s)
0→0

[
1− exp

(
−
∫ s

0
du
(
wλ(x + Bu)− wλ(x)

))]
= exp

(
− swλ(x)

)
E

(s)
0→0

[(
1− exp

(
−
∫ s

0
du
(
wλ(x + Bu)− wλ(x)

)))
1sup |B|< x

2

]
+ OK(s2) .

By (i), we may Taylor expand wλ(x + Bu)− wλ(x) = w′λ(x)Bu + Sλ(x, Bu)B2
u, where the remainder

term Sλ(x, y) is a bounded function on {(x, y) : x ∈ K, |y| ⩽ x/2}. Using the fact that 1− e−y =

y + O(y2) for y in a compact neighborhood of 0, we then write, on the event {sup |B| < x/2},

1− exp
(
−
∫ s

0
du
(
wλ(x + Bu)− wλ(x)

)))
=
∫ s

0
w′λ(x)Budu +

∫ s

0
Sλ(x, Bu)B2

udu + OK(s2) .
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Taking expectations, and using the fact that E
(s)
0→0[B

2
u] ⩽ u, we obtain:

E
(s)
0→0

[(
1− exp

(
−
∫ s

0
du
(
wλ(x + Bu)−wλ(x)

)))
1sup |B|< x

2

]
= w′λ(x)E(s)

0→0

[ ∫ s

0
Budu1sup |B|< x

2

]
+ OK(s2).

By symmetry, the last expectation vanishes, and this completes the proof of the lemma.

Let us continue our way towards (5.2), and introduce some more notation. Fix ℓ > 0, and, working
under the measure N, write s(ℓ)1 , . . . , s(ℓ)Mℓ

for the elements of{
t ⩾ 0 : ∆t ⩾ ℓ such that ∆s < ℓ for every s ≺ t

}
in increasing order. Alternatively, these can be defined as the finite elements in the sequence of

stopping times (s(ℓ)i , i ⩾ 1) defined inductively by s(ℓ)1 = inf{t ⩾ 0 : ∆t ⩾ ℓ}, and then, for i ⩾ 1, by
setting

t(ℓ)i := inf{t ⩾ s(ℓ)i : Xt = X
s(ℓ)i −
} , s(ℓ)i+1 := inf{t ⩾ t(ℓ)i : ∆t ⩾ ℓ} .

We also introduce the set

A(ℓ) :=
⋃

1⩽i⩽Mℓ

[s(ℓ)i , t(ℓ)i ].

In words, the image by Πd of the complement of A(ℓ) corresponds to the looptree obtained after

removing from L all the loops with size larger than ℓ as well as all their descendants. In order to

encode the latter and the associated labels we reparametrize it. In this direction, we let Γ(ℓ) be the

right-inverse of t 7→
∫ t

0 ds1s/∈A(ℓ) , and set

(X(ℓ)
t , Z(ℓ)

t ) := (X
Γ(ℓ)

t
, Z

Γ(ℓ)
t
), for t ⩾ 0.

Notice that Z(ℓ) can also be defined as a Gaussian process, by adapting the construction of Z from

X, but using the process X(ℓ) instead. Furthermore, we claim that under N, the process X(ℓ) is the

excursion of a Lévy process with Laplace exponent

ϕℓ(λ) :=
1

Γ(−α)

∫ ∞

0
(exp(−λr)− 1 + λr)

dr
r1+α

− 1
Γ(−α)

∫ ∞

ℓ
(exp(−λr)− 1)

dr
r1+α

=
α

Γ(2− α)
ℓ−(α−1)λ +

1
Γ(−α)

∫ ℓ

0
(exp(−λr)− 1 + λr)

dr
r1+α

.

Indeed, working first under the probability distribution Q and applying the strong Markov property

at the stopping times s(ℓ)i , t(ℓ)i , we see that X(ℓ) is a version of the process X, where the jumps of size

⩾ ℓ have been trimmed, and the computation of the Laplace exponent ϕℓ follows from the Lévy-Itô

representation of an α-stable Lévy process from a Poisson point measure, by restricting the latter to

atoms of size < ℓ. 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 σℓ for the lifetime of X(ℓ) under N, we have

N(1− exp(−λσℓ)) = ϕ−1
ℓ (λ), by [17, Theorem 1, Chapter VII]. As a consequence, note that:

N(σℓ) = (ϕ−1
ℓ )′(0) = (α− 1)Γ(−α)ℓα−1 , N(σ2

ℓ ) = (ϕ−1
ℓ )′′(0) =

(α− 1)3Γ(−α)2

2− α
ℓ2α−1 . (5.3)
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Moreover, conditionally on (X(ℓ), Z(ℓ)), the variable Mℓ is a Poisson random variable with intensity

σℓ

∫ ∞

ℓ

dr
Γ(−α)r1+α

= σℓ
ℓ−α

αΓ(−α)
,

and therefore we have

N(Mℓ) =
α− 1

α ℓ
, N(M2

ℓ) =
α− 1

α2(2− α)ℓ
. (5.4)

The next lemma establishes that Z(ℓ) is in a sense small as ℓ→ 0.

Lemma 5.3. For every δ > 0, we have:

N(sup |Z(ℓ)| > ℓ
1
2−δ) = o(ℓ). (5.5)

We stress that (5.5) is not sharp, and we could use the same proof to obtain that N(sup |Z(ℓ)| >
ℓ

1
2−δ) = o(ℓc) for any exponent c > 0.

Proof. We first notice that it suffices to prove the one-sided estimate N(sup Z(ℓ) > ℓ
1
2−δ) = o(ℓ), since

Z(ℓ) and −Z(ℓ) have the same law. By scaling, we have N(sup Z(ℓ) > ℓ
1
2−δ) = ℓ−1N(sup Z(1) > ℓ−δ)

and it suffices to establish that:

N(sup Z(1) > ℓ−δ) = o(ℓ2).

The idea is to control different events involving sup Z(1) in terms of the excursion lengths σℓ and σ,

disintegrate with respect to the latter, and use the stretched-exponential controls on sup Z under P
derived in Proposition 3.2. Fix η ∈ (0, 2αδ). We first write

N(sup Z(1) > ℓ−δ) = N(σ1 > ℓ−η) + N(sup Z(1) > ℓ−δ, σ1 ⩽ ℓ−η), (5.6)

and study each term separately. First, since N(1− exp(−λσ1)) = ϕ−1
1 (λ), and since ϕ1 is of class C∞

on R, it follows that N
(
σn

1

)
< ∞ for every n ⩾ 1. Thus, by the Markov inequality, we deduce that

N(σ1 > ℓ−η) = N(σn
1 ⩾ ℓ−nη) ⩽ ℓnηN(σn

1 ).

By choosing n large enough, we obtain that N(σ1 ⩾ ℓ−η) = o(ℓ2). Let us now consider the remaining

term in (5.6). Since, conditionally on (X(1), Z(1)), the variable M1 is Poisson with mean σ1
αΓ(−α)

we

have:

N(sup Z(1) > ℓ−δ, σ1 ⩽ ℓ−η) = N
(
1sup Z(1)>ℓ−δ1σ1⩽ℓ−η exp

( σ1

αΓ(−α)

)
1M1=0

)
⩽ exp

( ℓ−η

αΓ(−α)

)
N
(
1sup Z(1)>ℓ−δ1σ1⩽ℓ−η1M1=0

)
.

Now, since (Z(1), σ1) = (Z, σ) on the event {M1 = 0}, we infer that the previous display is bounded

above by:

exp
( ℓ−η

αΓ(−α)

)
N
(

sup Z > ℓ−δ, σ ⩽ ℓ−η
)
.
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Moreover, by scaling and disintegration with respect to σ we have:

N(sup Z > ℓ−δ ; σ < ℓ−η) =
1

αΓ
(
1− 1

α

) ∫ ℓ−η

0

dv

v1+ 1
α

N(v)( sup Z > ℓ−δ
)

=
1

αΓ
(
1− 1

α

) ∫ ℓ−η

0

dv

v1+ 1
α

P
(

sup Z > v−
1

2α ℓ−δ
)

=
2

Γ
(
1− 1

α

) ℓ2δ
∫ ∞

ℓ
η

2α−δ
du u · P(sup Z > u).

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

ℓ > 0, the previous display is bounded above by C′ exp(−c′ℓ−β(δ−η/2α)). Since η < 2αδ, this implies

N(sup Z(1) > ℓ−δ, σ1 ⩽ ℓ−η) = o(ℓ2) ,

completing the proof of the lemma.

We finally derive the integral equation (5.2).

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We fix λ ⩾ 0. For every ℓ, y > 0, consider the quantity

J(ℓ)λ (y) := αℓα
∫ ∞

ℓ

ds
sα+1 E

(s)
0→0

[
1− exp

(
−
∫ s

0
du wλ(y + Bu)

)]
∈ [0, 1] .

Notice that we can rewrite J(ℓ)λ (y) as follows:

J(ℓ)λ (y) =
α

α− 1
ℓwλ(y) + αℓα

∫ ∞

ℓ

ds
sα+1 E

(s)
0→0

[
1− swλ(y)− exp

(
−
∫ s

0
du wλ(y + Bu)

)]
.

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

J(ℓ)λ (y) =
α

α− 1
ℓwλ(y) + αℓα

∫ ∞

0

ds
sα+1 E

(s)
0→0

[
1− swλ(y)− exp

(
−
∫ s

0
du wλ(y + Bu)

)]
+ oK(ℓ

α)

= OK(ℓ) . (5.7)

As before, the subscript K in the o, 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

lim
ℓ→0

ℓ−α+1(wλ(x)− α− 1
α

ℓ−1 J(ℓ)λ (x)
)
=

Γ(2− α)

α− 1
λ. (5.8)

Recall now the notation s(ℓ)1 , . . . , s(ℓ)Mℓ
, and for every i ⩽ Mℓ, introduce the process

Bi(t) := Zf
s(ℓ)i

(t/∆
s(ℓ)i

) − Z
s(ℓ)i

, 0 ⩽ t ⩽ ∆
s(ℓ)i

,

describing the labels Z as one circles around the loop encoded by the jump time s(ℓ)i , shifted by their

value at s(ℓ)i . Note that conditionally on ∆
s(ℓ)i

, this process is a Brownian bridge with duration ∆
s(ℓ)i

.

We also let (ui,j, vi,j)j∈N be the connected components of the open set {t ∈ [s(ℓ)i , t(ℓ)i ] : Xt > I
s(ℓ)i ,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 xi,j := X
s(ℓ)i
− Xui,j and

Xi,j
t := X(ui,j+t)∧vi,j

− Xui,j and Zi,j
t := Z(ui,j+t)∧vi,j

− Zui,j , for t ⩾ 0, .

We also let σi,j = vi,j − ui,j. Now notice that wλ(x) equals

= N
(
1− exp(−λσ)1sup Z<x

)
= N

(
1− exp

(
− λσℓ −

Mℓ

∑
i=1

∑
j∈N

(
λσi,j − log(1sup

[ui,j ,vi,j ]
Z<x)

)))
=

Z
ui,j=Z

s(ℓ)i
+Bi(xi,j)

N
(

1− exp
(
− λσℓ −

Mℓ

∑
i=1

∑
j∈N

(
λσi,j − log

(
1sup Zi,j<x−Bi(xi,j)−Z

s(ℓ)i

))))
. (5.9)

It is now a consequence of the strong Markov property at times s(ℓ)i and t(ℓ)i that conditionally on σℓ,

Mℓ, and (Z
s(ℓ)i

, ∆
s(ℓ)i

, Bi) for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ Mℓ, the point measures

N i := ∑
j∈J

δxi,j,Xi,j,Zi,j , 1 ⩽ i ⩽ Mℓ,

are independent Poisson point measures with intensities

1x∈[0,∆
s(ℓ)i

]dxN(d(X, Z)) , 1 ⩽ i ⩽ Mℓ .

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

in the form:

N
(

1− exp
(
− λσℓ −

Mℓ

∑
i=1

∫ ∆
s(ℓ)i

0
du wλ(x− Bi(u)− Z

s(ℓ)i
)
))

.

Now note that conditionally given σℓ, Mℓ, Z
s(ℓ)i

for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ Mℓ, the random variables (∆
s(ℓ)i

, Bi) are

i.i.d. with common distribution αℓαs−α−1ds1s⩾ℓP
(s)
0→0(db). Hence, we may integrate with respect to

these variables and rewrite the preceding expression as:

N
(

1− exp(−λσℓ)
Mℓ

∏
i=1

(
αℓα

∫ ∞

ℓ

ds
sα+1 E

(s)
0→0

[
exp

(
−
∫ s

0
du wλ(x− Bu − Z

s(ℓ)i
)
)]))

= N
(

1− exp(−λσℓ)
Mℓ

∏
i=1

(
1− J(ℓ)λ (x− Z

s(ℓ)i
)
))

= N
(
1

sup |Z(ℓ)|<ℓ
1
2−δ

(
1− exp(−λσℓ)

Mℓ

∏
i=1

(
1− J(ℓ)λ (x− Z

s(ℓ)i
)
)))

+ o(ℓ) (5.10)

where we used Lemma 5.3 in the second equality, for some δ that we choose in (0, 1− α/2), and where

the o(ℓ) term is uniform in x ∈ (0, ∞). Using 0 ⩽ e−y − (1− y) ⩽ y2 for y ⩾ 0, we obtain that this is

equal to

N
(
1

sup |Z(ℓ)|<ℓ
1
2−δ

(
1− exp(−λσℓ −

Mℓ

∑
i=1

J(ℓ)λ (x− Z
s(ℓ)i

)
)))

+ R(ℓ, x) + o(ℓ) (5.11)
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where the remainder satisfies, for fixed x > 0,

0 ⩽ R(ℓ, x) ⩽ N
(
1

sup |Z(ℓ)|<ℓ
1
2−δ

Mℓ

∑
i=1

J(ℓ)λ (x− Z
s(ℓ)i

)2
)
= O(ℓ2)N(Mℓ) = O(ℓ) ,

due to (5.7) and (5.4).

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

J(ℓ)λ (x + η)− J(ℓ)λ (x) =
α

α− 1
ℓw′λ(x)η + o(ℓα) ,

as ℓ → 0, where the remainder term is uniform over the choice of η ∈ (−ℓ1/2−δ, ℓ1/2−δ). Hence, by

developing the exponential in (5.11), we obtain:

wλ(x) = N
(
1

sup |Z(ℓ)|<ℓ
1
2−δ

(
1− exp

(
− λσℓ −

Mℓ

∑
i=1

J(ℓ)λ

(
x− Z

s(ℓ)i

))))
+ o(ℓ)

= N
(

1− exp
(
− λσℓ −

Mℓ

∑
i=1

J(ℓ)λ (x)
))

+
α ℓ

α− 1
w′λ(x)N

(
e−λσℓ−∑

Mℓ
i=1 J(ℓ)λ (x)

Mℓ

∑
i=1

Z
s(ℓ)i

)
+ o
(

N(Mℓ)ℓ
α
)
+ O(N(M2

ℓ)ℓ
3−2δ) .

Using the fact that N
( Mℓ

∑
i=1

Z
s(ℓ)i
| σℓ, Mℓ

)
= 0 by symmetry of the law of Z

s(ℓ)i
, and that the remainder

terms are o(ℓα−1) by (5.4), we finally obtain:

wλ(x) = N
(

1− exp
(
− (λ +

α− 1
Γ(2− α)

ℓ−α J(ℓ)λ (x))σℓ
))

+ o(ℓα−1)

= ϕ−1
ℓ

(
λ +

α− 1
Γ(2− α)

ℓ−α J(ℓ)λ (x)
)
+ o(ℓα−1)

=
Γ(2− α)

α
ℓα−1

(
λ +

α− 1
Γ(2− α)

ℓ−α J(ℓ)λ (x)
)
+ o(ℓα−1)

and (5.8) follows.

5.2 Computation of N(sup Z > 1)

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

Proposition 5.4. For x > 0, we have

w0(x) = N(sup Z ⩾ x) =
N(sup Z ⩾ 1)

x2 =
α(α− 1)

2x2 . (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 XI.1.22]).
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Lemma 5.5. Let a < b < x and ℓ > 0. Then, for every c > 0 we have:

E
(ℓ)
a→b

[
exp

(
−
∫ ℓ

0

c du
(Bu + x)2

)]
=

√
2π

ℓ

√
(x + a)(x + b) exp

(
− (x + a)(x + b)

ℓ

)
Iν

( (x + a)(x + b)
ℓ

)
,

where ν =
√

8c+1
2 and Iν stands for the modified Bessel function of the first kind with index ν:

Iν(z) :=
( z

2

)ν ∞

∑
k=0

(z2/4)k

k! Γ(ν + k + 1)
, z ∈ R.

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

E
(ℓ)
0→b

[
exp

(
− c

∫ ℓ

0

du
(Bu + x)2

)]
= lim

ε→0
E

(ℓ)
0→b

[
exp

(
− c

∫ ℓ−ε

0

du
(Bu + x)2

)]
= lim

ε→0
E

(ℓ)
0

[
exp

(
− c

∫ ℓ−ε

0

du
(Bu + x)2

) pε(b− Bℓ−ε)

pℓ(b)

]
where pt(x) = (2πt)−1/2 exp(−x2/2t) 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:

Eℓ
0

[
exp

(
− c

∫ ℓ−ε

0

du
(Bu + x)2

) pε(b− Bℓ−ε)

pℓ(b)
1T−x>ℓ−ε

]
= E

⟨ν⟩
x

[( x
Bt−ε

)ν+ 1
2 pε(b + x− Bℓ−ε)

pℓ(b)
1T0>ℓ−ε

]
where ν =

√
8c+1
2 is the index of the Bessel process on the right-hand side (equivalently, dimension

d = 2ν + 2) starting from x > 0, and as usual Tz = inf{t ⩾ 0 : Bt = z}. Notice that since c > 0 we

have ν > 1/2 so under P
⟨ν⟩
x 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⟨ν⟩t (x, y) =
P
⟨ν⟩
x (Bt ∈ dy)

dy
,

for the density function of the one-dimensional marginals of the canonical process under P
⟨ν⟩
x , then we

obtain

E
(ℓ)
0→0

[
exp

(
−
∫ ℓ−ε

0

c du
(x + Bu)2

)]
= lim

ε→0

∫ ∞

0
dy p⟨ν⟩ℓ−ε(x, y)

(
x
y

)ν+ 1
2 pε(b + x− y)

pℓ(b)
,

and by an easy dominated convergence argument, the latter converges as ε→ 0 to

p⟨ν⟩ℓ (x, x + b)
pℓ(b)

.

The desired result now follows using the explicit expression of Bessel densities that can be found in

[124, Chapter XI.1 p.446].
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We can now proceed with the proof of (5.4).

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

with λ = 0 together with Proposition 4.1 to deduce that, for every x > 0, the function w0(x) = c
x2

satisfies: ∫ ∞

0

dt
t1+α

E
(t)
0→0

[
1− ct

x2 − exp
(
−
∫ t

0

c du
(x + Bu)2

)]
= 0 . (5.13)

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

0

dt
t1+α

(
1− ct−

√
2π

t
e−1/t Iν

(1
t

))
= 0,

where ν =
√

8c+1
2 and Iν is the modified Bessel function with index ν. We now perform the change of

variables s = 1/t to get that:∫ ∞

0
ds e−ssα−1/2

(
Iν(s)−

es
√

2πs

(
1− c

s

))
= 0. (5.14)

It is not obvious at first that the integral on the left hand-side is well-defined. However, since α ∈ (1, 2)
and ν ⩾ 1/2, the function Iν is continuous with Iν(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→ ∞,

Iν(s) =
es
√

2πs

(
1− 4ν2 − 1

8s
+ O(

1
s2 )
)

,

and (4ν2 − 1)/8 is precisely c. Therefore, as s→ ∞,

e−ssα−1/2
(

Iν(s)−
es
√

2πs

(
1− c

s

))
= O

( 1
s3−α

)
,

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

lim
u↓1

∫ ∞

0
ds e−ussα−1/2

(
Iν(s)−

es
√

2πs

(
1− c

s

))
,

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

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

0
ds e−ussα−1/2 Iν(s)−

∫ ∞

0
ds

sα−1e−(u−1)s
√

2π
+ c

∫ ∞

0
ds

sα−2e−(u−1)s
√

2π

=
∫ ∞

0
ds e−ussα−1/2 Iν(s)−

Γ(α)
(u− 1)α

√
2π

+
c Γ(α− 1)

(u− 1)α−1
√

2π
. (5.15)

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

Γ(ν + α + 1/2)
2νuν+α+1/2Γ(ν + 1)

· 2F1

( ν+α+1/2
2 , ν+α+3/2

2

ν + 1
;

1
u2

)
(5.16)

where 2F1(a, b; c; z) is a hypergeometric function (we drop the indices in the sequel and simply write

F = 2F1), 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, c) the analytic function F(a, b; c; z) diverges at its radius of convergence z = 1 whenever

c− a− b ⩽ 0, as it is the case here. By [7, Corollary 2.3.3] we can rewrite (we let z = 1/u2):

F
( ν+α+1/2

2 , ν+α+3/2
2

ν + 1
; z
)

=
Γ(ν + 1)Γ(−α)

Γ
(

ν−α+1/2
2

)
Γ
(

ν−α+3/2
2

)F
( ν+α+1/2

2 , ν+α+3/2
2

α + 1
; 1− z

)

+
Γ(ν + 1)Γ(α)

Γ
(

ν+α+1/2
2

)
Γ
(

ν+α+3/2
2

) (1− z)−αF
( ν−α+1/2

2 , ν−α+3/2
2

1− α
; 1− z

)
.

Since the function z 7→ F(a, b; c; z) is analytic in {|z| < 1}, and F(a, b; c; 0) = 1, this form allows to

deduce that, as z ↑ 1,

F
( ν+α+1/2

2 , ν+α+3/2
2

ν + 1
; z
)

=
A

(1− z)α
+

B
(1− z)α−1 +

Γ(ν + 1)Γ(−α)

Γ
(

ν−α+1/2
2

)
Γ
(

ν−α+3/2
2

) + O((1− z)2−α)

=
A

(1− z)α
+

B
(1− z)α−1 +

2ν−α−1/2Γ(ν + 1)Γ(−α)√
π Γ(ν− α + 1/2)

+ O((1− z)2−α) ,

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 ↑ 1 of an expression

of the form
A′

(1− z)α
+

B′

(1− z)α−1 +
Γ(ν + α + 1/2)Γ(−α)

2α+1/2
√

π Γ(ν− α + 1/2)
+ O((1− z)2−α) ,

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

that if this were not the case, then the above expression would not have a finite limit as z ↑ 1, and
this would be a contradiction. Putting things together, we finally obtain that∫ ∞

0
ds e−ssα−1/2

(
Iν(s)−

es
√

2πs

(
1− c

s

))
=

Γ(ν + α + 1/2)Γ(−α)

2α+1/2
√

π Γ(ν− α + 1/2)
= 0 .

Since α ∈ (1, 2) and ν ⩾ 1/2 > 0, this can only happen if the denominator explodes, namely, if

ν− α + 1/2 ∈ {0,−1,−2, . . .}, and the only possible value is in fact 0, giving

ν = α− 1
2

and c =
4ν2 − 1

8
=

α(α− 1)
2

,

as wanted.

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 (ai, bi)i∈N be the

connected components of {t ⩾ 0 : Xt > It}, and:

ℓi := −Iai ; Xi
t := X(ai+t)∧bi

− Xai and Zi
t := Z(ai+t)∧bi

− Zai , t ⩾ 0,

for i ∈N. By excursion theory, the point measure

P := ∑
i∈N

δℓi ,Xi ,Zi , (5.17)

is a Poisson measure with intensity 1ℓ⩾0dℓ⊗N(dXdZ), independent of the Brownian motion b0 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 ℓi on the “infinite loop” coded by R+. 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

B :=
{

b0(t) : such that b0(ℓi) + inf Zi > b0(t) for every i ∈N with 0 ⩽ ℓi < t
}

, (5.18)

and we stress that the times t ⩾ 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 −B is distributed as the range of a stable subordinator of index

2− α.

Proof. Since we are looking at values which are in particular running minimal values for b0, we can

first gather the contribution by excursions of b0 above its running infimum. To this end, we consider

(sk, tk)k⩾1 an indexation of the connected components of the open set {t ⩾ 0 : b0(t) > inf
[0,t]

b0}. To fix

notation, write bk
0(t) := b0((sk + t) ∧ tk)− b0(sk), for t ⩾ 0, and introduce the quantity

Mk := inf
{

b0(ℓi) + inf Zi : ℓi ∈ [sk, tk]
}
− b0(sk).

The reason to define these variables is that the set B can be rewritten in the form:

B = R− \
∞⋃

k=1

(
b0(sk) ; b0(sk) + Mk

)
. (5.19)

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

∑
k⩾1

δb0(sk),Mk
. (5.20)

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

P(Mk < −z | B) = 1− exp
(
−
∫ tk

sk

dy N
(

inf Z ⩽ −
(
z + b0(y)− b0(sk)

)))
=

Cor. 4.1 & Prop. 5.4
1− exp

(
−
∫ tk−sk

0
dy

α(α− 1)
2(z + bk

0(y))2

)
. (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 ti and extend over

[inf Zi + Bti ; Bti + sup Zi]. We are interested in the set of values B (in green on the left)

which correspond to the coordinates of the points (t, Bt) 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

Itô measure of positive excursions of Brownian motion. It follows by excursion theory that the measure

(5.20) is a Poisson point measure with intensity 1t⩾0dtµ(dz), where µ is the measure with support on

R+ defined by:

µ((z, ∞)) =
∫

2n(de)
(

1− exp
(
−
∫ σ(e)

0
dy

α(α− 1)
2(ey + z)2

))
(5.22)

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

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

1− exp
(
−
∫ σ(e)

0

c(α)dy
(ey + z)2

)
=

∫ σ(e)

0
ds

c(α)
(es + z)2 exp

(
−
∫ σ(e)

s

c(α)dy
(ey + z)2

)
.

Now we use Bismut’s decomposition of the Brownian excursion [124, Theorem 4.5, Chap. XII, p502]

to obtain:

µ((z, ∞)) = 2
∫

n(de)
∫ σ(e)

0
ds

c(α)
(es + z)2 exp

(
−
∫ σ(e)

s

c(α)dy
(ey + z)2

)
= 2c(α)

∫ ∞

0

da
(a + z)2 Ea

[
exp

(
−
∫ T0

0

c(α)dy
(By + z)2

)]
= 2c(α)

∫ ∞

0

da
(a + z)2 Ea+z

[
exp

(
−
∫ Tz

0

c(α)dy
B2

y

)]
,
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where Tz = inf{t ⩾ 0 : Bt = z}. The computation of the expectation inside the above integral is

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

Mt :=
(

a + z
Bt∧Tz

)α−1

exp
(
−α(α− 1)

2

∫ t∧Tz

0

ds
B2

s

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

z )α−1, we

infer from the optional sampling theorem and letting t→ ∞ that

Ea+z

[
exp

(
−
∫ Tz

0

c(α)dy
B2

y

)]
=

(
z

a + z

)α−1

.

We conclude that:

µ((z, ∞)) =
2c(α)

α
· 1

z
=

α− 1
z

.

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− α.

Since the range of a (2− α)-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 ε > 0 we have {t > 0 : b0(ℓi) + inf Zi ⩾ b0(t), ∀ℓi ∈ [t− ε, t + ε]} = ∅.

Proof. First remark that by Brownian motion’s invariance by translation, combined with the fact that

P is a Poisson measure with intensity 1t⩾0dt ⊗ N(dXdZ) and the density of rational numbers, it

suffices to establish that, for every ε > 0, the set{
t > 0 : b0(ℓi) + inf Zi ⩾ Bt, ∀ℓi ∈ [0, t + ε]

}
(5.23)

is empty Q-a.s. To this end fix ε > 0 and, as in the previous proof, write (sk, tk)k⩾1 for an indexation

of the connected components of the open set {t ⩾ 0 : b0(t) > inf[0,t] b0}. Since the point 0 is regular

recurrent for b0(t)− inf[0,t] b0, t ⩾ 0, we infer that any time in (5.23) must be of the form sk, for some

k ⩾ 1. Now remark that a point sk, for k ⩾ 1, belongs to (5.23) if and only if the quantity

Mk(ε) := inf
{

b0(ℓi) + inf Zi : ℓi ∈ [sk, (sk + ε) ∧ tk]
}
− b0(sk)

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

gives:

Q
[

∑
k⩾1

1Mk(ε)>0

]
= 2

∫ ∞

0
dt

∫
n(de) exp

(
−
∫ σ(e)∧ε

0
dy

α(α− 1)
2e2

y

)
.

The previous display is null since
∫ ·

0 dy e−2
y = ∞, 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∩Π−1
d (Loops) and RightRec∩Π−1

d (Loops) are dense in Π−1
d (Loops);

(ii) LeftRec∩ RightRec∩Π−1
d (Loops) is empty;

(iii) if α ∈ [3/2, 2) then Z is injective on (LeftRec∪RightRec)∩Π−1
d (Loops) whereas when α < 3/2,

we can find times 0 < t < t′ < 1 belonging to Π−1
d (Loops) which are not identified in the looptree

but for which

Zt = Zt′ = inf
[t,t′]

Z.

Proof. As usual, 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 ε > 0 and T a (Ft)t⩾0–stopping

time taking values in {s ⩾ 0 : ∆s ⩾ ε} – if this set is empty we take T = ∞ by convention. Under

N(·|T < ∞, ∆T), recall the definition of N [T] := ∑
i∈N

δXui ,X
i ,Zi given in (3.16), and set:

P [T] := ∑
i∈N, Xui>XT−∆T

δXT−Xui ,X
i ,Zi

and BT(t) := ZfT(t/∆T) − ZfT(0), for t ∈ [0, ∆T]. We can now apply the Markov property, as stated

in Corollary 3.6, and Proposition 3.3 to deduce that under N(·|T < ∞, ∆T), the measure P [T] is a

Poisson point measure with intensity 1[0,∆T ](t)dtN(dXdZ) and that the process BT haw law P
(∆T)
0→0(dB).

Moreover, P [T] and BT are independent since we have conditioned on ∆T. Now remark that the set{
ZfT(r) : r ∈ (0, 1/2] such that ZfT(r) = inf

s∈[fT(0),fT(r)]
Zs

}
is exactly

ZfT(0) +
{

BT(t) : t ∈ (0, ∆T/2] such that BT(ℓi) + inf Zi > BT(t) for every i ∈N with ℓi < t
}

,

where, by analogy with the notation under Q, we write ℓi := XT − Xui . By absolute continuity

of the Brownian bridge over [0, ∆T/2] and the fact that the range of the 2− α stable subordinator

contains arbitrarily small values, we deduce from Proposition 5.6 that there exist left-local minima of

Z belonging to fT([0, 1]) arbitrarily close to fT(0). By translation invariance of Brownian motion and

Brownian bridge, the argument extends to any point fT(r), for fixed r ∈ [0, 1] and proves that LeftRec
is dense within fT([0, 1]). The same absolute continuity argument together with Lemma 5.7 shows

that there are no two-sided records of Z in fT([0, 1]). Since ε 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 < ∞, ∆T), remark that{
z : ∃(r, r′) ∈ [0, 1/4)× (1/4, 1/2] such that z = ZfT(r) = ZfT(r′) = inf

[fT(r),fT(r′)]
Z
}
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can be written as the intersection of:{
BT(t) : t ∈ [0, ∆T/4) such that BT(ℓi) + inf Zi > BT(t) for every i ∈N with t < ℓi ⩽ ∆T/4

}
and{

BT(t) : t ∈ (∆T/4, ∆T/2] such that BT(ℓi) + inf Zi > BT(t) for every i ∈N with ∆T/4 < ℓi < t
}

,

shifted again by ZfT(0). 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 −B is

the range of a (3− 2α)-stable subordinator when α < 3/2 and empty otherwise, we infer from the

translation invariance of Brownian motion that the intersection is non-empty if and only if α < 3/2.
Here, we again use the fact that the range of a stable subordinator contains arbitrarily small values.

Since this holds for every ε > 0, we deduce statement (iii) when α ∈ (1, 3/2). For the remainder

of the proof, we assume that α ∈ [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, p2, p′1, p′2 in (0, 1) with p1 < p2 and p′1 < p′2, and jumping times t, t′ of X such

that ft(p2) < ft′(p′1), the process Z does not take the same value on

ft((p1, p2)) ∩ (LeftRec∪ RightRec) and ft′((p′1, p′2)) ∩ (LeftRec∪ RightRec).

To this end, consider a second (Ft)t⩾0-stopping time T′ taking values in the set {s ⩾ 0 : ∆s ⩾ ε} such
that either T′ = T (to handle the case t = t′) or T′ is measurable with respect to Xt+fT(p2) − XfT(p2)

for t ⩾ 0 (to apply the Markov property and treat the case t ̸= t′). Using the above arguments, we

infer that the set {
Zu : u ∈ fT((p1, p2)) ∩R

}
∩
{

Zu : u ∈ fT′((p′1, p′2)) ∩R′
}

,

where R,R′ ∈ {LeftRec, RightRec}, is absolutely continuous with respect to two (pieces of) ranges

of independent (2− α)-stable subordinators (excluding the origin), each shifted by a random variable

independent of the ranges. Hence, since 2 · (2− α) ⩽ 1 when α ∈ [3/2, 2), this intersection is empty

almost surely by [72, Example 1]. Point (iii) for α ∈ [3/2, 2) now follows letting ε→ 0.

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 ξt given in (2.14) and extended by scaling in

Section 3.3, in particular recall from Corollary 4.6 that the process s 7→ Zξt(s) encodes the labels
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along the pinch points of Branch(0, t) (a closure is necessary to get the labels at the origin of loops).

Introduce the measure N• defined by:

N•
(

F
(
X, Z, t•

))
= N

( ∫ σ

0
dt F

(
X, Z, t

))
, (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 Y•s := Zξt• (s), s ∈ [0, Ht• ], the process of labels

along the branch connecting 0 and t•. Recall from (4.16) that, under N•, we have the following

properties:

• The “distribution” of Ht• is 1h⩾0dh;

• Conditionally on Ht• = h, the process Y• is a 2(α− 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 ϖ ∈ (0, Ht•)

such that Y•ϖ = min Y• and ϖ is not a jumping time of Y•. By the classification of points in the

looptree (Section 2.1), we infer that ϖ1 = ξt•(ϖ) is a pinch point time and let us consider ϖ2 the

unique element strictly larger than ϖ1 such that d(ϖ1, ϖ2) = 0. Now, let us introduce the event that

we aim to study in this section, see also Figure 21 for an illustration. For ε > 0, we say that the point

X = Πd(ϖ1) = Πd(ϖ2) is ε-trapped if there exist 0 < s1 < ϖ1 < s2 < t• < s3 < ϖ2 < s4 < σ such

that:

0 t•

s1

s2

s3

s4

v1

≤ −ε≤ −ε

≤ −ε

≤ −ε

v2

X

r1,4 r2,3

Figure 21: Illustration of an ε-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 Zϖ1 − ε on two loops of the spine.

There exist 0 < s1 < ϖ1 < s2 < t• < s3 < ϖ2 < s4 < σ such that:

• max(Zs1 , Zs2 , Zs3 , Zs4) < Zϖ1 − ε.
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• Zs1 < Zt for every t ∈ (s1, ϖ1),

Zs2 < Zt for every t ∈ (ϖ1, s2),

Zs3 < Zt for every t ∈ (s3, ϖ2)

Zs4 < Zt for every t ∈ (ϖ2, s4).

• The images of s1, s4 and s2, s3 belong to a same loop of the spine, i.e. there exists r1,4 ≺ ϖ1

verifying that

Xs1 < Xt for every t ∈ (r1,4, s1), and Xs4 < Xt for every t ∈ (r1,4, s4),

and there exists ϖ1 ≺ r2,3 ≺ t• verifying that

Xs2 < Xt for every t ∈ (r2,3, s2), and Xs3 < Xt for every t ∈ (r2,3, s3).

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•
(
X is ε− trapped

∣∣∣ Ht• = h
)
⩾ 1− C ·

( ε

h2(α−1)

)c
, for h, ε > 0.

Let us make a couple of remarks. First, the conditional version of N• with respect to Ht• is well-

defined by scaling and disintegration. Second, again by scaling, it suffices to establish the estimate

for h = 1 (or ε = 1), and third, although our application will require the existence of the four times

s1, s2, s3, s4, 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 s2, s3 in the definition above, in which case we say that X

is ε-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 ε, the point X has a probability bounded

away from 0 to be ε-trapped at this scale that is, with times s1, s2, s3, s4 satisfying Zϖ1 − Zsi ∈ [ε, 2ε].

If scales were independent, we would naturally get that the probability that X is not trapped at all

scales between ε to 1 should decay at least as εc for some c > 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 Πd(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 ε-trapped

on the right after conditioning on the process (Y•s := Zξt• (s), s ∈ [0, Ht• ]) 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 ∆Y•r ̸= 0 then ξt•(r−) is a jumping time for X and this defines a one-to-one

correspondance between {r ⩾ 0 : ∆Y•r ̸= 0} and {r ∈ [0, σ] : r ≼ t• and ∆Xr > 0}; here we use that

∆Xt• = 0. Now we write:

Šr := Xξt• (r−) − Xξt• (r) and Sr := Xξt• (r) − Xξt• (r−)−,

and remark that ∆Xξt• (r−) = Šr +Sr. We also introduce the associated labels along the corresponding

loop:

B̌(r)
s := Zfξt• (r−)(

s
Šr+Sr

), s ∈ [0, Šr], and B(r)
s := Z

fξt• (r−)(
Šr+Sr−s
Šr+Sr

)
, s ∈ [0,Sr].

By convention, we also let B̌(r)
s (resp. B(r)

s ) equal to Z
fξt• (r−)(

Šr
Šr+Sr

)
, for s ⩾ Šr (resp. s ⩾ Sr). These

describe what is happening on the loops connecting 0 and t•. We also need to keep track of the labeled

looptrees glued along this spine. In order to encapsulate this information, for every r with ∆Y•r ̸= 0,
consider (ui, vi)i⩾1 the connected components of the open set{

t ∈ [fξt• (r−)(0), fξt• (r−)(1)] : Xt > Iξt• (r−),t
}

and introduce the excursions processes

Xi
s := X(ui+s)∧vi

− Xui and Zi
s := Z(ui+s)∧vi

− Zui , s ⩾ 0.

Finally, we consider the point measures

P̌r := ∑
i⩾1: ui<ξt• (r)

δXξt• (r−)−Xui ,X
i ,Zi and Pr := ∑

i⩾1: ui>ξt• (r)
δXui−Xξt• (r−)−,Xi ,Zi . (6.2)

We stress that the excursion (Xi, Zi) associated with the interval [ui, vi] containing t• is not taken into

account in P̌r nor in Pr. For definiteness, if r is not a jumping time we simply take P̌r = Pr = 0.
Recall from Section 5.1 the notation P

(r)
a→b for the law of a Brownian bridge going from a to b with

lifetime r.

Proposition 6.2 (Spinal decomposition). Under N• and conditionally on r 7→ Y•r , the collection of

variables: (
Šr,Sr, B̌(r), B(r), P̌r,Pr

)
, for every r with ∆Y•r ̸= 0,
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Šr

Sr
B̌(r)

B(r)

P̌r

Pr

0
t•

Y •
r−

Y •
r

Figure 22: Illustration 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(
Šr,Sr

)
is:

1ℓ1,ℓ2>0C(α) · |∆Y•r |2α−1 (ℓ1 + ℓ2)−α− 1
2√

2πℓ1ℓ2
exp

(
−(∆Y•r )

2 ℓ1 + ℓ2

2ℓ1ℓ2

)
dℓ1dℓ2,

where C(α) := 2α−1(2α − 1)/Γ(α) is a normalization constant. Then conditionally on the family(
(Y•r , Šr,Sr) : r ⩾ 0

)
, all the variables

(
(B̌(r), B(r), P̌r,Pr) : r ⩾ 0

)
are independent and for every r

jumping time of Y• we have:

• The law of
(

B̌(r), B(r)) is P
(Šr)
Y•r−→Y•r

⊗P
(Sr)
Y•r−→Y•r

(
dB̌, dB

)
;

• The measures
(
P̌r,Pr

)
are two independent Poisson point measures, also independent of (B̌r, Br),

with respective intensity:

1[0,Šr ]
(t)dtN(dX, dZ) and 1[0,Sr ](t)dtN(dX, dZ).

Proof. We start by introducing the measure:

∑
r⩾0, ∆Y•r ̸=0

δr; Šr ; Sr ; ∆Y•r
. (6.3)

In order to describe the law of (6.3), we let M be the distribution of a Poisson point measure, say

M (dr, dℓ1, dℓ2, dy), with intensity:

1r,ℓ1,ℓ2>0dr dℓ1 dℓ2 dy
α(α− 1)
Γ(2− α)

(ℓ1 + ℓ2)−α− 1
2√

2πℓ1ℓ2
exp(−y2 ℓ1 + ℓ2

2ℓ1ℓ2
),
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and for every a > 0, we write Ma for the distribution of the restriction

Ma(dr, dℓ1, dℓ2, dy) := 1[0,a](r)M (dr, dℓ1, dℓ2, dy).

Next, we notice that by Proposition 3.3, conditionally on the point measure:

∑
r⩾0, ∆Y•r ̸=0

δr; Šr ; Sr

the variables (∆Y•r : s ⩾ 0 with ∆Y•s ̸= 0) are independent and the distribution of ∆Y•r is a centered

Gaussian variable with variance ŠrSr/(Šr +Sr). Furthermore, the point measure ∑
r⩾0, ∆Y•r ̸=0

δr; Šr ; Sr

has already been studied in the context of Lévy trees and is distributed as∫ ∞

0
da
∫

y∈R
Ma(dr, dℓ1, dℓ2, dy),

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
∫ ∞

0 da Ma. Consequently, if we condition on (r, ∆Y•r )r⩾0, the

variables (Šr,Sr)r⩾0 become independent with common distribution:

1ℓ1,ℓ2>0C(α) · |∆Y•r |2α−1 (ℓ1 + ℓ2)−α− 1
2√

2πℓ1ℓ2
exp(−(∆Y•r )

2 ℓ1 + ℓ2

2ℓ1ℓ2
)dℓ1dℓ2,

where:

C(α)−1 :=
∫
ℓ1,ℓ2>0

dℓ1dℓ2
(ℓ1 + ℓ2)−α− 1

2√
2πℓ1ℓ2

exp(− ℓ1 + ℓ2

2ℓ1ℓ2
).

A direct computation then gives the explicit expression C(α) := 2α−1(2α− 1)/Γ(α). Moreover, since

Y• is a Lévy process without Brownian part, we can recover all the process Y• from the structure of

its jumps (r, ∆Y•r )r⩾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 (Pr : r ⩾ 0) can be recovered directly from

the sequence (Sr : r ⩾ 0) and the point measure N [t•] defined in (3.16). Now we can apply the Markov

property, as stated in Corollary 3.6, to see that conditionally on Xt• , the measure N [t•] is a Poisson

point measure with intensity 1[0,Xt• ](p)dp N(dXdZ) independent of
(
(Y•r , Šr,Sr, B̌(r), B(r), P̌r) : r ⩾

0
)
. This implies the desired result for (Pr : r ⩾ 0), since by property (A3) above Proposition 2.1 we

have Xt• = ∑r⩾0 Sr. Furthermore, by the definition of N• given in (6.1) and the re-rooting property

(3.12), we obtain the same property for (P̌r : r ⩾ 0) – replacing Sr by Šr. Therefore to conclude it

remains to show that, conditionally on
(
(Y•r , Šr,Sr) : r ⩾ 0

)
, the processes

(
(B̌(r), B(r)) : r ⩾ 0

)
are

independent and the distribution of
(

B̌(r), B(r)) is
P
(Šr)
Y•r−→Y•r

⊗P
(Sr)
Y•r−→Y•r

(
dB̌, dB

)
,

but this is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.3.

The idea to check if X = Πd(ϖ1) = Πd(ϖ2) is ε-trapped from the right is to explore the spine

from X to Πd(t•) and for each loop encountered along the way, to check whether we can find two
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times s2, 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 r ⩾ ϖ 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 =: ∑i∈Ir
δti ,Xi ,Zi , and P̌r =: ∑i∈Ǐr

δťi ,X̌i ,Ži , then we set

Rr := inf
{

B(r)
ti

+ inf Zi : i ∈ Ir
}
∧ inf

{
B̌(r)

ťi
+ inf Ži : i ∈ Ǐr

}
−Y•r−, (6.4)

which is the (shifted) minimal label attained by a looptree attached to that loop, as well as

Ir := max
{

inf
{

B(r)
t −Y•r− : s.t. B(r)

ti
+ inf Zi > B(r)

t , ∀i ∈ Ir with 0 ⩽ ti < t
}

,

inf
{

B̌(r)
t −Y•r− : s.t. B̌(r)

ťi
+ inf Ži > B̌(r)

t , ∀i ∈ Ǐr with 0 ⩽ ťi < t
}}

(6.5)

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 ∆Y•r = 0, we set (Rr, Ir) := (0, 0).
The key observation, being that if r > ϖ is a jump time of Y• satisfying

Y•r− +Ir ⩽ inf
ϖ⩽s<r

(
Y•s− +Rs

)
⩽ Y•ϖ − ε, (6.6)

then the loop corresponding to time r supports two times s2, s3 trapping the point X at level ε. We

will thus call such time r an ε-trapping time. Notice that this is not an equivalence, since we do not

split the contribution of each side in the definition of Rr. See Figures 23 and 24 for an illustration of

these definitions.

Thanks to Proposition 6.2, we see that, conditionally on Y• the variables (Rr, Ir)r⩾0 are indepen-

dent. We now formally describe the law of (Rr, Ir) given ∆Y•r . In this direction, fix a ∈ R \ {0} and,
under P

(ℓ)
0→a and independently of B, consider a Poisson point measure P(dt, dX, dZ) with intensity

1[0,ℓ](t)dtN(dX, dZ). We also introduce the measure

Qa
(
d(B̌, P̌), d(B,P)

)
= C(α) · |b− a|2α−1

∫ ∞

0
dℓ
∫ 1

0
du

ℓ−α− 1
2√

2πu(1− u)
exp(− (b− a)2

u(1− u)ℓ
)P

(uℓ)
0→a ⊗P

((1−u)ℓ)
0→a . (6.7)

By convention, we take Q0 := P
(0)
0→0 ⊗ P

(0)
0→0, i.e. B and B̌ are constant processes equal to 0 with 0

lifetime and P = P̌ = 0. Under Qa, we define R and I replacing in (6.4) and (6.5) the variables(
(B̌(r), P̌r), (B(r),Pr)

)
by
(
(B̌, P̌), (B,P)

)
and Y•r by 0. We consider these measures because, by

Proposition 6.2, under N• and conditionally on
(
Y•r : r ⩾ 0

)
, for every r ⩾ 0, the pair

(
Rr, Ir

)
is

distributed as
(
R, I

)
under Q∆Y•r . We also stress that that by scaling, for a ̸= 0, the pair(

(|a| ·R, |a| ·I ) : under Qsign(a)

)
(d)
=
(
(R, I ) : under Qa

)
(6.8)

We conclude this section with some estimates under Qa, for a ̸= 0.
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$

Y •
s−

Rs

Y •
r−

Ir

Y •
$

ε

Figure 23: Illustration of the definition of the variables Rr and Ir. 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(r) (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 R· 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

Y•ϖ − ε. A corresponding point exists on the otherside of the spine, thus trapping X at level ε.

Lemma 6.3. The following properties hold:

(i) For every x > 0, we have Q1
(
I < −x

)
> 0 and Q−1

(
I < −x

)
> 0.

(ii) There exists CQ > 0, such that for every x > 0 we have:

Q±1
(
R < −x

)
⩽ CQ · qα

(1
x

)
,

where qα : R+ → R+ is the function

qα(y) =


y2α−1 if α ∈ (1, 3/2),

y2 · log
(
2 + y

)
if α = 3/2,

y2 if α ∈ (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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which can be though of as the measure N together with a uniform distinguished time t•. In this section

we shall work under N•. We also introduce Y•
s := Zxt• (s), s 2 [0, Ht• ], the process of labels along the

branch connecting 0 and t•. Recall from (4.17), that under N• we have the following properties

• The “distribution” of Ht• is h>0dh;

• Conditionally on Ht• = 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 4.8), there exists a.s. a unique time v 2 (0, Ht•)

such that Y•
v = min Y• and v is not a jumping time of Y•. By the classification of points in the looptree

(Section 2.1), we infer that v1 = xt•(v) is a pinch point time and let us consider v2 the unique element

strictly larger than v1 such that d(v1, v2) = 0. Now, let us introduce the event that we aim to study

in this section: For # > 0, we say that the point X = Pd(v1) = Pd(v2) is #-trapped if the following

conditions are satisfied, see Figure 21:

0 t•

s1

s2

s3

s4

v1

 �# �#

 �#

 �#

v2

X

r1,4 r2,3

Figure 21: Illustration of an #-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 Zv1 � # on two loops of the spine.

There exist 0 < s1 < v1 < s2 < t• < s3 < v2 < s4 < s such that:

• max(Zs1 , Zs2 , Zs3 , Zs4) < Zv1 � #.

• Zs1 < Zt for every t 2 (s1, v1),

Zs2 < Zt for every t 2 (v1, s2),

Zs3 < Zt for every t 2 (s3, v2)

Zs4 < Zt for every t 2 (v2, s4).

• The images of s1, s4 and s2, s3 belong to a same loop of the spine, i.e. there exists r1,4 � v1

verifying that

Xs1 < Xt for every t 2 (r1,4, s1), and Xs4 < Xt for every t 2 (r1,4, s4),
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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•r−+Ir. 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:

P
(z)
0→1(R < −x) = 1−E

(z)
0→1

[
exp

(
−
∫ z

0
N(sup Z ⩾ Bu + x)du

)]
=

Cor. 4.1 & Prop. 5.4
1−E

(z)
0→1

[
exp

(
−
∫ z

0

α(α− 1) du
2(Bu + x)2

)]
=

Lem. 5.5
g
(

x(x + 1)
z

)
,

where g(p) := 1−
√

2πp · exp(−p) · Iα−1/2(p). It then follows from the definition of Q1, given in

(6.7), that

Q1(R < −x) ⩽ C(α)
∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
dℓ1dℓ2

(ℓ1 + ℓ2)−α− 1
2√

2πℓ1ℓ2
e−

ℓ1+ℓ2
2ℓ1ℓ2

(
g
( x(x + 1)

ℓ1

)
+ g
( x(x + 1)

ℓ2

))
⩽ 2C(α) ·

∫ ∞

0
dℓ

ℓ−α− 1
2√

2π
g
( x2

ℓ

)∫ 1

0
du u−

1
2 (1− u)−

1
2 exp(− 1

u(1− u)ℓ
),

where to obtain the second line we used that since g : R+ → [0, 1] is non-increasing, we have
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g( x(x+1)
ℓi

) ⩽ g( x2

ℓ1+ℓ2
), for i ∈ {1, 2}. Next, a computation shows that:∫ 1

0
du u−

1
2 (1− u)−

1
2 exp(− 1

u(1− u)ℓ
) = π · erfc

(
2 · ℓ−1/2), (6.9)

where erfc stands for the complementary error function. More precisely, if we consider the function

f (λ) =
∫ 1

0 du u−1/2(1− u)−1/2 exp
(

λ
u(1−u)

)
, λ > 0, then for every s > 0, we have∫ ∞

0
dλ λs−1 f (λ) =

∫ 1

0
du

1√
u(1− u)

∫ ∞

0
dλ λs−1 exp(− λ

u(1− u)
)

=
∫ 1

0
du us−1/2(1− u)s−1/2

∫ ∞

0
dλ λs−1 exp(−λ) = Beta(s +

1
2

, s +
1
2
)Γ(s),

where Beta(·, ·) stands for the Beta function. We can now rewrite the last display in the form

2−2sΓ(1/2)Γ(s + 1/2)s−1 which is the Mellin transform of the function λ 7→ π · erfc(2
√

λ); this

can be established directly from the definition of erfc applying Fubini. Since the Mellin transform is

an injective transformation, we derive that f (λ) = π · erfc(2
√

λ) which gives (6.9). We have obtained

that Q1
(
R < −x

)
is bounded above by

√
2πC(α) ·

∫ ∞

0
dℓ ℓ−α− 1

2 g
( x2

ℓ

)
erfc

(
2 · ℓ−1/2),

and performing the change of variable s← x2/ℓ, we can write the previous display in the form:

√
2πC(α)x−(2α−1) ·

∫ ∞

0
ds sα− 3

2 g
(
s
)
erfc

(
2 ·
√

s
x
)
.

To conclude we need to study the behavior of:

F(x) :=
∫ ∞

0
ds sα− 3

2 g
(
s
)
erfc

(
2 ·
√

s
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(t−1) as t→ ∞ , and an integration by parts gives:

erfc(t) =
2√
π

∫ ∞

t
dv exp(−v2) ⩽ exp(−t2)√

πt
, t ⩾ 0.

We then infer that there exists C ⩾ 1 such that

g(t) ⩽ 1∧
(
Ct−1) and erfc(t) ⩽ 1∧

(
Ct−1 exp(−t2)

)
,

for every t ⩾ 0. Next, we distinguish two cases. First if 1 < α < 3/2, we simply write:

F(x) ⩽ C ·
( ∫ 1

0
ds sα− 3

2 +
∫ ∞

1
ds sα− 5

2

)
< ∞.

This implies that, if 1 < α < 3/2, there exists CQ such that Q1
(
R < −x

)
⩽ CQ · x−(2α−1), for every

x > 0. Finally, if 3
2 ⩽ α < 2, we write:

F(x) ⩽ C2 ·
( ∫ 1

0
ds sα− 3

2 +
∫ x2

1
ds sα− 5

2 +
x
2

∫ ∞

x2
ds sα−3 exp

(
− 2

s
x2

))
.

The latter is O(x2α−3) as x → ∞, if α > 3/2, and O(log(x)) if α = 3/2. We derive the desired result

in the regime 3/2 ⩽ α < 2. This completes the proof of the lemma in the case of Q1, the case of Q−1

follows by time reversal.
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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, h = ∞. More precisely, under N•(· | Ht• = h), let us consider the

process

Y•,↑r := Y•ϖ+r −Y•ϖ, for 0 ⩽ r ⩽ h−ϖ,

where we recall that ϖ 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•(· | Ht• = h) when h→ ∞, with a (2α− 2)-
stable symmetric Lévy process started from 0 and conditioned to stay positive over (0, ∞). 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•(·|Ht• = h) is a (2α− 2)-stable
symmetric Lévy process with Lévy-Khintchine function λ 7→ c(α)|λ|2(α−1), with c(α) := α21−α Γ(α)2

Γ(2α)
.

We start by constructing the associated stable symmetric Lévy process conditioned to stay positive

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 D(R, [−∞, ∞)) the space of rcll paths

indexed by the entire real line and taking values on [−∞, ∞). We write (κt)t∈R for the associated

canonical process and, for z ∈ R, we set

ς(z) := inf{t > −∞ : κt > z}.

We then consider the Lamperti transformation of κ, given by the process

Y↑t := exp(κκ(t)), where κ(t) := inf
{

r ∈ R+ :
∫ r

−∞
du e(2α−2)κu > t

}
, (6.10)

defined for every 0 ⩽ t ⩽
∫ ∞
−∞ du e(2α−2)κu . Here, we adopt the convention e−∞ = 0. Next we consider

(Px)x>0 a family of probability measures on D(R, [−∞, ∞)), such that under under Px, (κt)t<0 = −∞
and (κt)t⩾0 is a Lévy process started from log(x) ∈ R with Lévy–Khintchine function

ψ(λ) := c(α)−1 ·
(

iaψλ +
∫

R

(
eiλy − 1− iλ(ey − 1)1|ey−1|⩽1

)
eαy|ey − 1|−2α+1 dy

)
(6.11)

where aψ is the positive constant:

aψ :=
∫ 1

0

(1 + y)α−1 − (1− y)α−1

y2(α−1)
dy.

We stress that, under Px, the process (κt)t<0 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 Px, the process Y↑ is a self-similar Markov process of index 2α− 2 and remark that Y↑t is well

defined for every t ⩾ 0, since
∫ ∞
−∞ du e(2α−2)κu = ∞ because (κt)t⩾0 drifts towards ∞. Namely, it is a

Markov process and if Θ denotes the scaling operator

Θ(c, f ) :=
(
c f (c−(2α−2)t)

)
t⩾0, (6.12)
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then we have the following identity in distribution:(
Θ(c, Y↑) : Px

) (d)
=
(
Y↑ : Pcx

)
, for (x, c) ∈ (0, ∞)2. (6.13)

Under Px, by [84, Theorem 5.14], the process Y↑ can be understood as a Lévy process, with Lévy-

Khintchine function λ 7→ c(α)|λ|2(α−1), started from x and conditioned to stay positive. Moreover,

the law of Y↑ under Px converge as x ↘ 0 in distribution. Let us now give an explicit construction of

this limiting distribution and precise this convergence. From [21, Lemma 3], there exists ρ(dr, ds) a

measure on R− ×R+, such that, for every z ∈ R, we have the following weak convergence

lim
x↓0

Px
(
(κς(z)− − z) ∈ dr, (κς(z) − z) ∈ ds

)
= ρ(dr, ds). (6.14)

Furthermore, under Px, since (κt)t⩾0 does not creep upwards (this follows directly from Vigon’s cri-

terion [133]) we have ρ(R− × {0}) = 0. The (2α− 2)-stable symmetric Lévy process conditioned to

stay positive and started from 0 can then be constructed as follows. We consider P0 a probability

measure on D(R, [−∞, ∞)), under which the law of (κ0−,κ0) is ρ, and conditionally on (κ0−,κ0) the

processes (κt)t⩾0 and (−κ−t−)t⩾0 are independent and distributed according to (κt)t⩾0 under Peκ0 and

Pe−κ0− (· | inft⩾0 κt > 0) respectively. This latter conditioning is well-defined because ρ(R−×{0}) = 0
and, under Px, the process (κt)t⩾0 starts from log x and drift towards ∞. Under P0, the process κ
satisfies, for every z ∈ R, the following stationarity property:

• (κζ(z)− − z,κζ(z) − z) ∼ ρ,

• conditionally on (κs : −∞ < s ⩽ ς(z)), the process (κs+ς(z) : s ⩾ 0) is distributed as (κt)t⩾0

under Pe
κς(z) ,

we refer to [21, Section 2.4] for details. Furthermore, the process Y is rcll, leaves 0 continuously and

instantaneously, drifts towards ∞ and is scale invariant with index 2α− 2, i.e. satisfies (6.13) with

x = 0, see [84, Theorem 5.3] and [21, Corollary 4].8 The same references also establish that the law

of Y↑, under Px, converges in distribution towards the law Y↑, under P0. For this reason, this law

is referred to as that of the (2α− 2)-stable symmetric Lévy process conditioned to stay positive and

started from 0. For simplicity, for x ∈ [0, ∞), we denote the expectation with respect to Px by Ex.

Let us now extend the notion of trapping points under Px, with x ∈ [0, ∞). To this end, under Px

and conditionally on Y↑ (up to enlarging the underlyng probability space), for each jump time r of

Y↑, we introduce a pair (Rr, Ir) of random variables with law Q∆Y↑r
(we set (0, 0) for the non-jump

times). By analogy with (6.6), under Px, we say that a jump time r is an ε-trapping time if

Y↑r− +Ir ⩽ inf
0⩽s<r

(
Y↑s− +Rs

)
⩽ Y↑0 − ε.

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(α− 1)), but this is not a

problem since the results apply to (Y↑)2(α−1) under Px, which is self-similar with index 1
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Proposition 6.4. There exist c, C > 0 such that

P0
(
∃t ⩽ h : t is a 1-trapping time

)
⩾ 1− C · h−c, 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 Y↑ and (Rr, Ir)r⩾0, under Px for x ∈ [0, ∞). 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 Rr = infs⩽r
(
Y↑s− +Rs

)
for the running infimum process and for each a ⩽ x consider

under Px the stopping times

Ta := inf{t ⩾ 0 : Rt ⩽ a}. (6.16)

Although the process Y↑ stays positive, it is easily seen by scaling arguments that Ta 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

Px(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 ℓ > 1, the stopping time T−ℓ produces a 1-trapping time with

probability at least c1 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 (Sk)k⩾1 defined by induction as follows: S1 := −1 and

Sk+1 := 2
(
RTSk

−Y↑TSk

)
, k ⩾ 1.

By the Markov property and scaling invariance, conditionally on the past before time TSk , Lemma 6.5

entails that the next stopping time TSk+1 has a probability at least c1 > 0 to be a 1-trapping time. By

iterating this argument we have:

P0
(
∃t ⩽ TSk : t is a 1-trapping time

)
⩾ 1− ck

1.

Taking k = k(h) = 1 + ⌊p log(h ∨ 1)⌋ for some small constant p > 0, the previous display becomes

polynomially small in h as h → ∞. Hence, to conclude it suffices to show that for p small enough,

there exists c2, C2 ∈ (0, ∞) such that:

P0
(
TSk(h)

⩾ h
)
⩽ C2 · h−c2 , (6.17)

for every h ⩾ 1. To this end, for h ⩾ 1, we write

P0
(
TSk(h)

⩾ h
)
⩽ P0

(
Sk(h) ⩾ h

1
4(α−1)

)
+ P0

(
T−h1/(4(α−1)) ⩾ h

)
, (6.18)

and we will show that we can bound each term is a O(h−cst) 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, C3 ∈ (0, ∞) such that for

every x ∈ [0, 1] and r > 0 we have

max
(
Px
(
Y↑T−1

> r
)
, Px
(
T−1 > r

)
, Px
(
RT−1

< −r
))

⩽ C3 · r−c3 .

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:

P0
(
T−h1/(4(α−1)) ⩾ h

)
= P0

(
T−1 ⩾ h1/2) ⩽

Lem. 6.6
C3 · h−c3/2.

It remains to control the first term in the right-hand side of (6.18). In this direction, writing Ym :=
Y↑TSm

/(2|RTSm
−Y↑TSm

|), an application of Markov property and scaling invariance gives:

E0
[
Sγ

m+1

]
= E0

[
Sγ

m · EYm

[
2γ
∣∣RT−1

−Y↑T−1

∣∣γ]].
Using Lemma 6.6, the constant γ can be chosen small enough such that there exists C4 > 0 (depending

on γ) such that

sup
x∈[0,1]

Ex

[∣∣RT−1
−Y↑T−1

∣∣γ] ⩽ C4.

Therefore, by induction, we have E0
[
Sγ

m+1

]
⩽ (2γC4)

m, for every m ⩾ 1. Finally, an application of

Markov inequality gives:

P0
(
Sk(h) ⩾ h

1
4(α−1)

)
= P0

(
Sγ

k(h) ⩾ h
γ

4(α−1)
)
⩽ (2γC4)

k(h)−1 · h−
γ

4(α−1) ,

and choosing k(h) := 1 + ⌊p log(h ∨ 1)⌋, with 0 < p < γ/(4(α − 1) log(2γC4), we derive that the

right-side term of the previous display decreases polynomially fast in h as h→ ∞ as desired.

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 Px as a Lévy process with Lévy-Khintchine function

λ 7→ c(α)|λ|2(α−1) starting at x. We rely on the following uniform estimate:

Lemma 6.7. There exists γ > 0, such that:

P0
(

sup
[0,1]

Y ⩽ r
)
= c′(α) · rα−1 + o(rα−1+γ), as r → 0,

where c′(α) := c(α)−1/2/(Γ( 1
2 )Γ(α)).

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 Ht• = h, we can find a 1-trapping time before time
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Ht• − ϖ with probability at least 1− C · hc, for some constants c, C ∈ (0, ∞). In this direction, for

A > 0, under N• (resp. P0), we write C(A) for the event where there exists a 1-trapping time for

(Y•ϖ+r, Rϖ+r, Iϖ+r)r∈[0,Ht•−ϖ] (resp. (Y
↑
r , Rr, Ir)r∈[0,∞)) before time A. Here we recall that, under N•,

ϖ stands for the instant when Y• attains its global infimum. We are going to conclude by showing

that

N•
(
C
(√

h
) ∣∣ Ht• = h

)
⩾ P0

(
C
(√

h
))
− C · h−c, h > 0, (6.19)

for some constants c, C ∈ (0, ∞). 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 P0, the process Y is a stable symmetric Lévy process with exponent λ 7→ c(α)|λ|2α−2.

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 σ := inf{t ⩾ 0 : Yt ⩽ 0}. The process L and n are defined up to a positive constant that we fix

such that n(σ > 1) = 1. In particular, by scaling we have:

n(σ > z) = z−1/2 · n(σ > 1), z > 0. (6.20)

For latter use, let us introduce the associated renewal function:

H (x) := E0

[ ∫ ∞

0
dLt 1inf Yt>−x

]
, x ⩾ 0.

It directly follows by scaling invariance that H is a constant times x 7→ xα−1. This constant can be

computed by standard results of Lévy processes. More precisely, by [42, Equation (4)] combined with

(6.20) and Lemma 6.7 we have:

H (x) = c′(α) · xα−1, x ⩾ 0, (6.21)

where c′(α) is the constant appearing in Lemma 6.7. By standard results of excursion theory (see e.g.

[63, Section 4] or [103]), under N•(·|Ht• = h) and conditionally on ϖ = a with a < h, the distribution

of (Y•t+ϖ)t⩽h−a is that of (Yt)t⩽h−a under n(·|σ > h− a). We can also decorate the jumps of Y using

the measures (Qa)a∈R defined in (6.7) in order to define the associated processes (R·, I·) 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:

Yr− +Ir ⩽ inf
0⩽s<r

(
Ys− +Rs

)
⩽ Y↑0 − 1,

which, in words, corresponds to the existence of a 1-trapping time for (Yr, Rr, Ir)r∈[0,∞) before time

A. We thus have

N•
(
C
(√

h
) ∣∣ Ht• = h

)
⩾
∫ h−h2/3

0
N•
(
ϖ ∈ da

∣∣ Ht• = h
)
n
(
C
(√

h
)∣∣σ > h− a

)
.

We now claim that there exist constants c, C > 0 such that for every h > 0 and z ⩾ h2/3 we have

n(C
(√

h
)
|σ > z) ⩾ P0

(
C
(√

h
))
− C · h−c. (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, C ∈ (0, ∞) such that:

N•
(
C
(√

h
) ∣∣ Ht• = h

)
⩾ P0

(
C
(√

h
))
− C · h−c −N•

(
ϖ ∈ [h− h

2
3 , h]

∣∣ Ht• = h
)
,

for every h > 0. Recall now that, under N•
(
·
∣∣ Ht• = h

)
, the process Y• is a 2(α− 1)-stable symmetric

Lévy process stopped at time h so that by [17, Theorem 13 p169] the law N•
(
h−1ϖ ∈ da

∣∣ Ht• = h
)

is a generalized arcsine law and in particular N•
(
ϖ ∈ [h− h

2
3 , h]

∣∣ Ht• = h
)
decays polynomially fast

as h→ ∞. Therefore, (6.19) is a consequence of (6.22).

It remains to establish the claim (6.22). To this end, fix h > 1 and z ⩾ h2/3 and notice that by

the Markov property of the measure n we have

n
(
C
(√

h
)∣∣σ > z

)
= n

(
1C(
√

h)PY↑√
h

(
σ > z−

√
h
)) 1

n(σ > z)
,

where under Pr the process Y is a 2(α− 1) stable Lévy process started from r ∈ R+ and we use the

notation σ := inf{t > 0 : Yt ⩽ 0}. Since n(σ > z) = z−1/2 and Y is a symmetric stable process the

previous display equals

n(C
(√

h
)
|σ > z) = z1/2 · n

(
1C(
√

h)PY↑√
h
/z1/(2α−2)

0

(
sup
[0,1]

Y > 0
))

,

where z0 := z−
√

h. For simplicity, let us write F(r) = c′(α)−1r−α+1Pr(sup[0,1] Y > 0), where again

c′(α) is the constant appearing in Lemma 6.7. Now we use absolute continuity relations between n
and P0. Specifically, an application of [42, Theorem 3], combined with (6.21), entails that:

n(C
(√

h
)
|σ > z) =

√
z
z0
· Ê0

[
1C(
√

h)F
( Y↑√

h

z1/(2α−2)
0

)]
.

To conclude, we use the fact that the Mellin transform of Y↑1 under P0 is explicit (see [84, Theorems

4.13 and 5.3]). In particular, there exists γ > 0 such that E0[(Y
↑
1 )

γ] < ∞. Applying Lemma 6.7,

and potentially reducing γ further, we deduce the existence of a constant C2 ∈ (0, ∞) such that

F(y) ⩾ 1− C2 · yγ, for every y > 0. Hence, we have:

n
(
C
(√

h
)∣∣σ > z

)
⩾
√

z
z0
· P0

(
C(
√

h)
)
− C2

√
z
z0
· E0

[( Y↑√
h

z1/(2α−2)
0

)γ]
=

√
z
z0
· P0

(
C(
√

h)
)
− C2

√
z
z0
·
(hγ/(4α−4)

zγ/(2α−2)
0

)
· E0[(Y

↑
1 )

γ],

where to obtain the second line we used the scaling invariance under P0. The desired result (6.22) now

holds, for h > 1, recalling that z0 = z−
√

h and z > h2/3. We can then increase the constant C in

order to extend the (6.22) to every h > 0.

88



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 [83],

see also [84, Chapter 7]. If α is irrational the desired result follows directly from [83, Theorem 9], which

gives an explicit infinite series representation for the density of sup[0,1] Y under P0. Unfortunately, the

statement of the lemma, although weaker, cannot be directly derived from the results in [83] for α

general. However, we can deduce our lemma by adapting some of the arguments therein. First, we

introduce the Mellin transform of sup[0,1] Y under P0, that is the function:

M(s) := E0

[
(sup
[0,1]

Y)s−1
]
,

which by standard result on Lévy processes is well defined and finite if Re(s) is sufficiently close to 1,
see for e.g. [84, Proposition 7.5]. Furthermore [83, Theorem 7] establishes thatM can be analytically

continued to a meromorphic function in C and gives a closed formula for this extension. Namely, it

shows that

M(s) =
(

2(α− 1)c(α)
1

2(α−1)

)s−1
· G(α− 1; 2α− 2)

G(α; 2α− 2)
· G(α + 1− s; 2α− 2)

G(2α− 1− s; 2α− 2)
· G(2α− 3 + s; 2α− 2)

G(α− 2 + s; 2α− 2)
,

where G(s; τ) 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:

G(s, τ) =
s
τ

exp(
a(τ)s

τ
+

b(τ)s2

2τ
) ∏

m⩾0
∏
n⩾0

′(1+ s
mτ + n

)
exp

(
− s

mτ + n
+

s2

2(mτ + n)2

)
, s ∈ C, τ ⩾ 0,

where a, b are two fine tuned functions only depending on τ and the prime in the second product

means that the term corresponding to m = n = 0 is omitted; see [12]. In particular, s 7→ G(s, 2α− 2)
is an entire function on C, and only vanishes on the lattice m + 2(α− 1)n, for m, n ⩽ 0. Moreover, the

multiplicity of the zero at a point m0 + 2(α− 1)n0 is the cardinal of the set {(m, n) ∈ Z2
⩾0 : m0 + 2(α−

1)n0 = m + 2(α− 1)n}. In particular, when α is rational the zeros might not be simple in general.

However, the point 0 is always a simple zero of s 7→ G(s, 2α− 2). Now, fix v ∈ R, such that 3− 2α <

v < 2− α. Then, by the previous discussion, we infer that G(α + 1− s; 2α− 2), G(2α− 3 + s; 2α− 2)
and G(2α− 1− s; 2α− 2) do not vanish on {s ∈ C : Re(s) ∈ [v, 1]}, and G(α− 2 + s; 2α− 2) only

vanishes on the latter set at s0 := 2− α which is a simple zero. Hence, s0 := 2− α is the unique pole

ofM(s) with Re(s) ∈ [v, 1]. Moreover, using the the infinite product in Weierstrass’s form, we infer

that residue at s0 equals:

c̃(α) := (2α− 2)2−α · c(α) 1
2 · G(α− 1; 2α− 2)

G(α; 2α− 2)
· G(2α− 1; 2α− 2)G(α− 1; 2α− 2)

G(3α− 3; 2α− 2)
.

The latter expression can be simplified using the quasi-periodic properties of G and the fact that

G(1, 2α− 2) = 1, see [12] and (4.6) in [83], and we obtain c̃(α) = c(α)
1
2 /(Γ( 1

2 )Γ(α− 1)). To derive

89



the desired result, we use that since (α− 1) ∈ (0, 1) and the Lévy process is symmetric, [83, Lemma

3] entails thatM(s) decreases exponentially fast as |Im(s)| → ∞. Therefore, sup[0,1] Y under P0 has

a smooth density function x 7→ p(x), and the inverse Mellin transform gives:

p(x) =
1

2πi

∫
1+iR

x−sM(s)ds,

for every x > 0 (for x ⩽ 0 we simply have p(x) = 0 since sup[0,1] Y > 0 a.s.). Finally, shifting the

contour of integration from 1 + iR to v + iR, we get:

p(x) = c̃(α) · xα−2 +
∫

v+iR
x−sM(s)ds.

The desired result follows since:∣∣ ∫
v+iR

x−sM(s)ds
∣∣ = x−v∣∣ ∫

R
x−itM(v + it)dt

∣∣ ⩽ x−v
∫

R

∣∣M(v + it)
∣∣dt = O(x−v),

where to obtain the last equality we used again thatM(s) decreases exponentially fast as |Im(s)| → ∞,

and writing P0
(

sup[0,1] Y ⩽ r
)
=
∫ r

0 p(x)dx.

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:

ζ(z) := inf{t ⩾ 0 : Y↑t > z},

for every z ⩾ 0. We also stress that, under Px and recalling (6.10) as well as the notation above it, we

must have ζ(z) =
∫ ς(log(z))
−∞ exp((2α− 2)κu)du.

Lemma 6.8. The following properties hold:

(i) For every γ > −2(α− 1), there exists Cγ > 0 such that:

sup
x∈[0,z]

Ex

[ ∫ ζ(z)

0
(Y↑t )

γ dt
]
⩽ Cγ · zγ+2(α−1), z > 0. (6.23)

(ii) For every γ ⩽ α− 1, there there exists C̃γ > 0 such that:

sup
x∈[0,z]

Ex

[
(Y↑

ζ(z))
γ
]
⩽ C̃γ · zγ, z > 0. (6.24)

Proof. Recall from Section 6.2 the notation ρ for the distribution of the overshoot at 0 of κ under P0

and write ρ̃ for the pushforward of ρ(dr, ds) by (r, s) 7→ es. We fix a > 1 such that ρ̃((1, a)) > 0. To
simplify notation, for every x ⩾ 0 we consider P′x a copy of Px. Under P′x we use the same notation

as under Px adding a prime in the expressions, and we write E′x for the associated mathematical

expectation. In particular, Y↑,′ is a self-similar Markov process and ζ ′(z) := inf{t ⩾ 0 : Y↑,′t > z}.
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We start by showing that it suffices to establish (6.23) and (6.24) with respect to P0 and with z = 1
only. To this end, let z, x > 0, with 0 ⩽ x ⩽ z, and fix γ > −2(α− 1). Next remark that we have:

E0

[ ∫ ζ(az)

0

(
Y↑t
)γ dt

]
⩾ E0

[( ∫ ζ(az)

ζ(x)

(
Y↑t
)γ dt

)
1Y↑

ζ(x)⩽ax

]
=

Markov
E0

[
E′Yζ(x)

[ ∫ ζ ′(az)

0
(Y↑,′t )γ dt

]
1Y↑

ζ(x)⩽ax

]
=

scaling
E0

[
E′x
[ ∫ ζ ′(azx/Y↑

ζ(x))

0
(Y↑,′t )γ dt

](Y↑
ζ(x)

x

)γ+2(α−1)
1Y↑

ζ(x)⩽ax

]
⩾

Yζ(x)⩾x
γ>−2(α−1)

ρ̃((1, a)) · E′x
[ ∫ ζ ′(z)

0
(Y↑,′t )γ dt

]
.

For point (ii), similarly by the Markov property and scaling, we have:

E0

[
(Y↑

ζ(az))
γ
]
⩾ E0

[
E′Yζ(x)

[(
Y↑,′

ζ(az)

)γ
]
1Yζ(x)⩽ax

]
⩾ ρ̃((1, a)) · Ex

[(
Y↑

ζ(z)

)γ
]
.

We derive that, for every z > 0, we have:

sup
x∈[0,z]

Ex
[ ∫ ζ(z)

0

(
Y↑t
)γ dt

]
⩽

E0
[ ∫ ζ(az)

0

(
Y↑t
)γ dt

]
ρ̃((1, a))

=
E0
[ ∫ ζ(1)

0

(
Y↑t
)γ dt

]
ρ̃((1, a))

· (az)γ+2(α−1),

and

sup
x∈[0,z]

Ex

[(
Y↑

ζ(z)

)γ
]
⩽

E0

[(
Y↑

ζ(az)

)γ
]

ρ̃((1, a))
=

E0

[(
Y↑

ζ(1)

)γ
]

ρ̃((1, a))
· (az)γ

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 E0
[ ∫ ζ(1)

0 (Y↑t )
γ dt

]
< ∞, for γ > −2(α− 1), and E0

[
(Y↑

ζ(1))
γ
]
< ∞,

for γ ⩽ α− 1. This follows from the Lamperti construction. Indeed, under P0, we have (Y↑
ζ(1))

γ =

exp(γκ0) and κ0 ∼ ρ̃(dv). The measure ρ is explicit [21, Eq. (5)] and can be written in the form

ρ̃(dv) = c ·
( ∫ ∞

1
Pu(inf

t⩾0
κt > 0) · uα−1(uv− 1)−2α+1du

)
vα−1

1v⩾1dv, (6.25)

where c > 0 is a normalization constant. This entails that E0

[(
Y↑

ζ(1)

)γ
]
< ∞, for γ ⩽ α− 1. To see

it, just write:

E0

[(
Y↑

ζ(1)

)γ
]
=
∫ ∞

1
vγ ρ̃(dv) ⩽ exp(2γ) + c

∫
[1,∞]×[2,∞]

u−α · vγ+α−1

(v− 1)2α−1 dudv

and the right side term is finite since α+γ ⩽ 2α− 1. The argument to obtain E0
[ ∫ ζ(1)

0

(
Y↑t
)γ dt

]
< ∞

is similar. First by the Lamperti transformation (6.10) we have:

E0

[ ∫ ζ(1)

0

(
Y↑t
)γ dt

]
= E0

[ ∫ 0

−∞
e(2(α−1)+γ)κt dt

]
.
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Recalling that under P0 the process (κ−t−)t⩾0 is conditionally on κ0− distributed as (κt)t⩾0 under

Pe−κ0− (· | inft⩾0 κt > 0), it follows from the explicit description of (the first marginal of) ρ given in

[21, Eq. (5)] combined with the the duality relation [21, Theorem 1 (ii)] that

E0

[ ∫ ζ(1)

0

(
Y↑t
)γ dt

]
= c̃

∫ ∞

0
Pexp(s)

(
inf
t⩾0

κt > 0
)

exp(−(2(α− 1) + γ)s)ds,

for some fixed constant c̃ > 0. Here, we used that, since (κt)t⩾0 drift towards ∞, the function

s 7→ Pexp(s)
(

infκ > 0
)
is a renewal function of the dual of the Lévy process (κt)t⩾0. Finally, remark

that s 7→ Pexp(s)
(

inft⩾0 κt > 0
)
is sub-additive and therefore the right side hand of the previous display

is finite as soon as γ > −2(α− 1). This completes the proof of the lemma since s 7→ Pexp(s)
(

inft⩾0 κt >

0
)
is sub-additive.

The second intermediated result is:

Lemma 6.9. There exist c, C ∈ (0, ∞) such that for every r > 0 we have

sup
x∈[0,r]

Px
(
Rζ(r)− ⩽ −1

)
⩽ C · rc.

Proof. Let r > 0 and 0 ⩽ x ⩽ r. We start with the following trivial bound:

Px
(
Rζ(r)− ⩽ −1

)
⩽ Ex

[
∑

t<ζ(r)
1

Rt<−Y↑t−−1

]
= Ex

[
∑

t<ζ(r)
Q∆Y↑t

(
R < −Y↑t− − 1

)]
.

Let 2α− 2 < β < (2α− 1)∧ 2, and notice that Lemma 6.3 ensures the existence of a constant Cβ > 0
such that:

Px
(
Rζ(r)− ⩽ −1

)
⩽ Cβ · Ex

[
∑

t<ζ(r)

∣∣∆Y↑t
∣∣β].

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:

Cβ · Ex

[
∑

t>0: ∆κt ̸=0
1 sup

s∈[0,t]
κs<log(r) exp(βκt−)| exp(∆κt)− 1|β

]
,

where recall that under Px the Lévy (κt)t⩾0 starts from log x. We can now apply the compensation

formula to the jump process of κ to get that the expectation in the previous display equals:

Ex

[
∑

t>0: ∆tκ ̸=0
1 sup

s∈[0,t]
κs−<log(r) exp(βκt−)| exp(∆κt)− 1|β1κt−+∆tκ<log(r)

]
=

Comp. form.&(6.11)
Ex

[ ∫ ∞

0
dt 1 sup

s∈[0,t]
κs−<log(r) exp(βκt) ·

∫ log(r)−κt−

−∞
ds exp(αs)| exp(s)− 1|β−2α+1

]
=

(6.10),u=es
Ex

[ ∫ ζ(r)

0
dt (Y↑t )

β−2(α−1) ·
∫ r/Y↑t

0
du uα−1|u− 1|β−2α+1

]
.

We have obtained that:

Ex

[
∑

t<ζ(r)

∣∣∆Y↑t
∣∣β] = Ex

[ ∫ ζ(r)

0
dt (Y↑t )

β−2(α−1) ·
∫ r/Y↑t

0
du uα−1|u− 1|β−2α+1

]
,
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for x ∈ (0, r], and this equality extends to the case x = 0 considering the process Y↑ε+·, for ε > 0,
applying Markov property and then taking the limit ε ↓ 0 thanks to monotone convergence. Next

remark that, since β > 2α− 2, a straightforward computation gives the existence of a constant C′β > 0
such that

∫ v
0 du uα−1|u− 1|β−2α+1 ⩽ C′β · vβ−α+1 for every v ⩾ 1. We derive that:

Px
(
Rζ(r)− ⩽ −1

)
⩽ Cβ · C′β · rβ−α+1 · Ex

[ ∫ ζ(r)

0
dt (Y↑t )

−α+1
]
,

and the desired result now follows from Lemma 6.8 (i) with γ = −α + 1.

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 Ta is the first time at which the process Rt = infs⩽t(Rs +Y↑s−) 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 ρ̃ for the pushforward of ρ(dr, ds) by (r, s) 7→ es. We also fix p > 1 such

that ρ̃((p, ∞)) > 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 ⩽ r1 ⩽ r2 < 1 such that:

inf
x∈[0,r1]

(
Px
(
Y↑

ζ(r2)
> pr2

)
− Px

(
Rζ(r2)− ⩽ −1

))
> 0. (6.26)

Next, we claim that it suffices to show that the quantity:

C := inf
x∈[0,r1]

Px
(
T−1 is a (1/r1)-trapping time

)
is positive. Actually, this implies the desired result since directly C ⩽ infx∈[0,r1] Px

(
T−1 is a 1-trapping time

)
,

and by scaling, for every x ∈ [r1, 1], we have:

Px
(
T−1 is a 1-trapping time

)
= Pr1

(
T−x/r1 is a (x/r1)-trapping time

)
⩾ Pr1

(
T−1 is a (1/r1)-trapping time

)
⩾ C,

where to obtain the first inequality we used that x ⩾ r1 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:

Px

(
{T−1 = ζ(r2)} ∩ {Iζ(r2) ⩽ −1/r1}

)
= Ex

[
1Rζ(r2)−>−1Q∆Y↑

ζ(r2)

(
I ⩽ −1/r1 −Y↑

ζ(r2)−
)]

.

Next, by scaling (6.8) and taking M := 2
(p−1)r1r2

, under the event {Yζ(r2) > pr2}, we have:

Q∆Y↑
ζ(r2)

(
I ⩽ −1/r1 −Y↑

ζ(r2)−
)
⩾ Q1

(
I ⩽ −M

)
> 0,
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r1

−1/r1

ζ(r2)

Y ↑

Rζ(r2)

R

Figure 25: Illustration of the proof of C > 0 in Lemma 6.5: with a positive probability, the

processes Y↑ (in pink) and R (in green) may barely move over [0, ζ(r2)) and the first large

jump at time θ produces a (1/r1)-trapping time.

where the second inequality comes from Lemma 6.3 (i). Hence, we obtain:

Px

(
{T−1 = ζ(r2)} ∩ {Iζ(r2) ⩽ −1}

)
⩾ Q1

(
I ⩽ −M

)
· Px
(
{Y↑

ζ(r2)
> pr2} ∩ {Rζ(r2)− > −1}

)
⩾ Q1

(
I ⩽ −M

)
·
(
Px
(
Yζ(r2) > pr2

)
− Px

(
Rζ(r2)− ⩽ −1

))
.

Therefore, it follows from (6.26) that C > 0.

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 Y↑ are likely to produce large negative R-values so that R drops below −1. More precisely,

recalling for r ⩾ 0 that ζ(r) = inf{t ⩾ 0 : Y↑t ⩾ r}, we start by claiming that there exist c, C > 0
satisfying

sup
x∈[0,1]

Px(T−1 > ζ(r)) ⩽ C · r−c, (6.27)

for every r ⩾ 0. Before proving the claim, let us explain why the lemma follows from it. On one hand,

notice that Px(Y
↑
T−1

> r) ⩽ Px(T−1 > ζ(r)), and thus (6.27) entails

sup
x∈[0,1]

Px(Y
↑
T−1

> r) ⩽ C · r−c,

for every r > 0. On the other hand, we have:

Px(RT−1
< −r) ⩽ Px(T−1 ⩾ ζ(

√
r)) + Px(Rζ(

√
r)− < −r)

=
scaling

Px(T−1 ⩾ ζ(
√

r)) + Px/r(Rζ(1/
√

r)− < −1).
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Combining Lemma 6.9 with (6.27), we infer that there exist c′, C′ > 0 such that

sup
x∈[0,1]

Px
(
RT−1

< −r
)
⩽ C′ · r−c′ ,

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 Px(T−1 > r), we similarly write:

Px(T−1 > r) ⩽ Px(T−1 ⩾ ζ(
√

r)) + Px(ζ(
√

r) ⩾ r)

⩽
Markov

Px(T−1 ⩾ ζ(
√

r)) + r−1Ex[ζ(
√

r)].

The desired result now follows by (6.23) with γ = 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 r > 1 and introduce a sequence of (time) scales defined by S1 := ζ(1) and
Si+1 := ζ(2Y↑Si

) for every i ⩾ 1. We also set Ri := Y↑Si+1
/Y↑Si

and we remark that by self-similarity the

variables Ri, i ⩾ 1, are i.i.d. with common distribution 2Y↑
ζ(1), under P1/2. Since Si+1 is the first time

when Y↑ cross level 2Y↑Si
, we have:

sup
s⩽Sm+1

Y↑s = Y↑
ζ(1) · ∏

1⩽i⩽m
Ri , m ⩾ 2.

Hence, for every m ⩾ 2, we get:

Px
(
T−1 > ζ(r)

)
⩽ Px

(
Y↑

ζ(1) · ∏
1⩽i⩽m−1

Ri > r
)
+ Px

(
T−1 ⩾ Sm

)
. (6.28)

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 γ > 0, such that:

sup
x∈[0,1]

Ex
[
(Y↑

ζ(1))
γ
]
< ∞.

Therefore, an application of Markov inequality shows

Px

(
Y↑

ζ(1) · ∏
1⩽i⩽m

Ri > r
)

⩽
Markov

r−γ · Ex
[
(Y↑

ζ(1))
γ · ∏

1⩽i⩽m
Rγ

i

]
= r−γ · Ex

[
(Y↑

ζ(1))
γ
]
· E1/2

[
(Y↑

ζ(1))
γ
]m

⩽ Am · r−γ,

for some A > 0. Let us now give an upper bound of the remaining term. To this end, we set:

a := E1

[
Q∆Y↑

ζ(2)

(
I > −Y↑

ζ(2)− − 1
)]

,

and remark that by Lemma 6.3 (i) we have a ∈ [0, 1) since ζ(2) is a jumping time for Y↑, under P1.

The reason to introduce the constant a is that by scaling and, for every y ⩾ 1 we have:

L(y) := Ey

[
Q∆Y↑

ζ(2y)

(
I > −Y↑

ζ(2y)− − 1
)]

= E1

[
Q∆Y↑

ζ(2)

(
I > −Y↑

ζ(2)− − 1/y
)]

⩽ a.
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The latter combined with the Markov property entails:

Px
(
T−1 ⩾ Sm

)
⩽ Px

( ⋂
2⩽i⩽m

{ISi > −1}
)
= Ex

[( m−1

∏
i=2

1ISi>−1
)
· L(Y↑Sm−1

)
]
⩽ a ·Px

( ⋂
2⩽i⩽m−1

{ISi > −1}
)
.

Iterating this argument we get Px
( ⋂

2⩽i⩽m
{ISi > −1}

)
⩽ am−1. Putting all together, we have obtained

that

Px
(
T−1 > ζ(r)

)
⩽ Am · r−γ + am−1;

for every m ⩾ 2. So taking m = 1 + ⌊(γ log(r))/(2 log(A))⌋ we derive that Px(T−1 > ζ(r)) ⩽ C · r−c,

for some constant c, C ∈ (0, ∞).

Part II

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:

• 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.

• 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.

• 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.

• 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.

• 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 T 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 V◦(T ) and V•(T ) the
set of white and black vertices of T . We denote the number of children of a vertex v ∈ T by kv(T ),
and we let V̂◦(T ) := {v ∈ V◦(T ) : kv(T ) = 0} be the set of white leaves of T . A label function on

T is a function ℓ : V◦(T )→ Z and we say that T := (T , ℓ) is a labeled mobile. Moreover, a labeled

mobile (T , ℓ) is called well-labeled if the function ℓ satisfies the following properties:

• The label of the root is 0;

• For every black vertex, v ∈ V•(T ), and two neighbors of v consecutive in the clockwise order

u1, u2 ∈ V◦(T ), we have:

ℓ(u2) ⩾ ℓ(u1)− 1.

We now follow [32] and present a bijection between the set of pairs (T , ϵ) = (T , ℓ, ϵ), where T is

a well-labeled mobile and ϵ ∈ {−1, 1} is a sign, and the setM• 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 T . We extend the definition

of the labeling function ℓ to the set of corners of T incident to a white vertex (we naturally call them

“white corners”), by letting ℓ(c) = ℓ(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 c to its successor corner, which is the first

white corner with label ℓ(c)− 1 appearing after c in the contour of T . If c has no successor, that is,

if ℓ(c) equals the minimal value of ℓ, 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◦(T ) ∪ {v∗}, and whose edges are given by the arcs (hence discarding the edges of T and

its black vertices), is a bipartite planar map that we denote by BDG•(T , ϵ). This map is pointed at

v∗, and is rooted at the arc from the root corner of T to its successor, with this orientation if ϵ = 1,
or with the reverse orientation if ϵ = −1. In particular, when T is made of a single white vertex, the

resulting map BDG•(T , ϵ) 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 ϵ.

A few geometric properties of (m, v∗) = BDG•(T , ϵ) can be directly deduced from this construc-

tion. To state them properly we recall that we denote the graph distance of m by dgr
m. We also use
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the following standard terminology: a path of length k in m is a sequence x0, e1, x1, e2, ..., xk−1, ek, xk

where x0, x1, ..., xk are vertices of m and e1, ..., ek are edges of m such that ei connects xi−1 and xi for

every i ∈ [[1, k]]. The path is called a geodesic if its length is exactly the graph distance between x0

and xk. Then it follows from the definition of BDG• that:

• The faces of degree 2k in m = BDG•(T , ϵ) are in correspondence with the black vertices of T
of degree k in T .

• For every v ∈ V◦(T ), starting from a corner adjacent to v and following the arcs joining the

consecutive iterated successors of c until we reach v∗, we obtain a geodesic path in BDG•(T , ϵ)

connecting v and v∗. In particular, we have:

dgr
m(v, v∗) = ℓ(v)−min ℓ+ 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 , ϵ) \ {v∗}:

|ℓ(v)− ℓ(v′)| ⩽ dgr
m(v, v′) ⩽ ℓ(v) + ℓ(v′)− 2 max

(
min
[v,v′]T

ℓ; min
[v′,v]T

ℓ
)
+ 2 , (7.2)

where [v, v′]T stands for a minimal set of vertices appearing in clockwise order when going from v to

v′, see the display after [96, Equation (74)], or Section 7.4.1 below for more details.

1

v∗
0

-1 -2

-3

3
3

2

2

1

2

3
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3 2

1
2

1

0

1

0

-1 -2

3
3

2

2

1

2

3

4

3 2

1
2

1

0

T BDG•(T , ε)

ε = 1

ε = −1

Figure 26: Illustration 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 ϵ.
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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 = (qk)k⩾1 be a non-zero sequence of non-negative numbers and

recall the definition of the q-Boltzmann measures wq, w•q 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 [46, Corollary 3.15], the stronger property that w•q(M•) ∈ (0, ∞). In particular, the q-Boltzmann

distributions wq/wq(M) and w•q/w•q(M•) are well-defined. We also recall that w•q(M•) = 2zq,

where the quantity zq is defined at (1.4).

Then we consider a q-alternating two-type Bienaymé–Galton–Watson tree T : a tree with white

and black vertices at even and odd generations respectively which reproduce independently according

to the following offspring distributions

µ◦(k) = z−1
q (1− z−1

q )k and µ•(k) =
zk+1

q (2k+1
k )qk+1

zq − 1
, (7.3)

for all k ≥ 0. Note that the generating functions of these laws are respectively

g◦(x) =
1

zq − x(zq − 1)
, g•(x) =

gq(zqx)− 1
(zq − 1)x

, (7.4)

where we recall the definition of gq, given in (1.3),

gq(x) = 1 + ∑
k⩾1

(
2k− 1
k− 1

)
qk xk , x ⩾ 0.

The law of the mobile T thus obtained is denoted by GWq. Conditionally on T , 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 ϵ be a uniform random variable on {−1; 1}, independent of T . Proposition 7 of

[104]9 then states that:

BDG•(T , ϵ) under GWq(dT )
(d)
=

w•q(·)
w•q(M•)

.

For simplicity, we will say that T is a q-Boltzmann mobile. Note in particular that if let Tn be

a q-Boltzmann mobile conditioned to have n − 1 white vertices, then the map BDG•(Tn, ϵ) whose

distinguished vertex v∗ has been forgotten is a q-Boltzmann map conditioned to have n vertices,

meaning that it has law wq(· | #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 α ∈ (1, 2) has

simple interpretations in terms of the random tree T . First, note that (1.5) implies that g′q(zq) = 1,
and therefore that the two-type branching process associated with T 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



m•m◦ = 1, where m• = (zq − 1)−1 and m◦ = zq − 1 are the means of µ• and µ◦. This also implies

that the law µ◦• of the number of grandchildren of the root vertex of T has mean 1, and satisfies:

µ◦•((k, ∞)) ∼ sq

|Γ(1− α)|(2k)α
, k→ ∞ . (7.5)

To see this, note that µ◦• has generating function g◦•(x) = g◦(g•(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 (qk)k⩾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 [46], we provide a table translating the notation:

This paper [96] [46]

α α a− 1
2

gq(x) x fq(x) + 1 fq(x)
zq Zq Zq =

cq
4

sq (2c0)α κZa− 1
2

q =
pqZq(2

√
π)

Γ(a+ 1
2 )

As a first example, let us adapt the discussion around [96, Proposition 2]: Fix any weight sequence

q◦ such that q◦k ∼ k−α−1/2 as k → ∞. Then, there exists a unique choice of the positive constants C
and β, with explicit values

C =
1

g′q◦(1/4)
, β = 1− 4(gq◦(1/4)− 1)

g′q◦(1/4)

such that the sequence q defined by

qk = C
(

β

4

)k−1

q◦k , k ⩾ 1 (7.6)

is admissible, critical and non-generic with exponent α. Moreover, for this particular choice, it holds

that β = z−1
q . In this case, the constant sq of (1.5) is given explicitly by:

sq =
2α+1CΓ(−α)

β
√

π
=

2α+1Γ(−α)

(g′q◦(1/4)− 4gq◦(1/4) + 4)
√

π
.

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, l) is a planar map whose

faces are all quadrangles, together with a family of non-intersecting loops l = (li)i⩾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,n((q, l)) := g|q|h|l|n#l,

for g, h > 0 and n ∈ (0, 2) where |q| is the number of edges of the quadrangulation, |l| is the total

length of the loops and #l is the number of loops. Provided that the measure Wh,g,n has finite total
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mass, one can use it to define a random loop-decorated quadrangulation denoted by Mh,g,n. We then

consider the gasket of Mh,g,n 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, h) the gasket, once conditioned to be large,

converges towards the Brownian sphere. However, there is a fine tuning of g and h (actually a critical

line) for which they are non-generic, with exponent

α =
3
2
± 1

π
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 α ∈ (1, 2). This family appears in [5], generalizing the Kazakov one-matrix model,

and is used in [46, Section 3.5.4] or [36, Section 6]. It reads

qKazakov
k := 2

(
1

4α

)k Beta(1/2, k)
Beta(−α, k)

1{k⩾2} ,

for which sKazakov
q := 2α/α, and where Beta(z1, z2) := Γ(z1)Γ(z2)

Γ(z1+z2)
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

qk ∼ c ·Ck · k−α− 1
2 , as k→ ∞, (7.7)

where c =
√

πsq/(2α+1Γ(−α)zq) and C = 1/(4zq) which implies the pointwise asymptotic µ◦•({k}) ∼
sq

Γ(−α)2αkα+1 as k→ ∞, 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 , ℓ)
using two processes. Namely, set m = #V◦(T )− 1 and consider v0, ..., vm ∈ V◦(T ) the list of the white
vertices in lexicographical (depth first) order, starting from the root corner. Then, we introduce (see

Figure 27):

• The white Lukasiewicz path of T , which is the sequence ST := (ST
0 , ST

1 , ...) defined by induction

as follows. First take ST
0 := 0 and, for every i ∈ [[0, m]], let ST

i+1 − ST
i + 1 be the number of

grandchildren of vi. For every i > m, we put ST
i := −1.
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• The label path defined as follows:

LT
i := ℓ(vi), for every i ∈ [[0, m]],

and LT
i := 0 for all i > m.

2

1

3

ST

LT

4

0

4

3

32

2

2

2
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1

1

1

1

0

-1 -2

3
3

T

2

1

3

4

Figure 27: An example of a well-labeled mobile T = (T , ℓ) with the associated Lukasiewicz

and label paths (ST , LT ).

Heuristically, the white Lukasiewicz path encapsulates the tree structure of V◦(T ), and the label

process represents the label function ℓ. These processes are introduced because their scaling limits

can be studied using standard techniques from the theory of random paths. More precisely, let Tn be

a q-Boltzmann mobile conditioned to have n− 1 white vertices. Then, with our notation (X, Z) of

the previous part, [96, Lemma 12] states10 that(
2(sqn)−

1
α STn
⌊(n−1)·⌋, (sqn)−

1
2α LTn
⌊(n−1)·⌋

)
n⩾1

(d)−→ (X, Z) under P, (7.8)

where sq is the constant appearing in (1.2), and where the convergence takes place on D([0, 1], R)2,

where D([0, 1], R) is the Skorokhod (J1) space of càdlàg 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 Mn be the random q-Boltzmann map conditioned to have n vertices

which is obtained as BDG•(Tn, ϵ) after forgetting the distinguished point. Recall that V(Mn) 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

µ•, µ◦ and µ◦•, which are still valid under our more general situation.
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endowed with its graph distance dgr
Mn

, and the uniform probability measure volMn . Write vn
0 , ..., vn

n−2

for the sequence of white vertices of Tn in lexicographical order, and for s, t ∈ [0, 1] set

dn(s, t) = dgr
Mn

(vn
i , vn

j ), where ⌊(n− 1)s⌋ = i and ⌊(n− 1)t⌋ = j, (7.9)

with the convention vn
i = vn

0 if i ⩾ n− 1. The random metric space {vn
0 , ..., vn

n−2} endowed with the

graph distance dgr
Mn

and the uniform measure can equivalently be seen as the quotient of [0, 1] by the

equivalence relation ∼dn , equipped with distance function induced by dn, and the pushforward of the

Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] under the associated canonical projection. We extend the definition of dn

to R2
+ by bilinear interpolation, namely:

dn(s, t) =(s− ⌊s⌋)(t− ⌊t⌋)d(⌊s⌋, ⌊t⌋) + (s− ⌊s⌋)(⌈t⌉ − t)d(⌊s⌋, ⌈t⌉)
+ (⌈s⌉ − s)(t− ⌊t⌋)d(⌈s⌉, ⌊t⌋) + (⌈s⌉ − s)(⌈t⌉ − t)d(⌈s⌉, ⌈t⌉) .

Using (7.8) and the Schaeffer bound (7.2), it is easy to see that the laws of

Dn :=
(
(sqn)−

1
2α dn((n− 1)s, (n− 1)t)

)
0⩽s,t⩽1 , n ⩾ 1,

form a tight family of probability measures on the space C([0, 1]2, R) of continuous functions from

[0, 1]2 to R, see [96, Theorem 5]. Therefore, by the Skorokhod representation theorem, we can extract

a subsequence (nk)k⩾1 so that, along this subsequence, we have:(
2(sqn)−

1
α STn
⌊(n−1)·⌋, (sqn)−

1
2α LTn
⌊(n−1)·⌋, Dn

)
a.s.−−−−−−−→

n→∞
along (nk)k⩾1

(
X, Z, D

)
, (7.10)

where D : [0, 1]2 → R is a random continuous pseudo-distance, and the convergence takes place on

the space D([0, 1], R)×D([0, 1], R)× C([0, 1]2, R).

From now on, we fix the subsequence (nk)k⩾1.

Let us now come back to the planar map side of the story. The space (V(Mn), dgr
Mn

, volMn) is a

random weighted compact metric space – a compact metric space endowed with a finite measure – and

we let M 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, dM, µ) and M′ := (M′, dM′ , µ′) in M:

dGHP
(
M,M′

)
:= inf

ϕ,ϕ′

(
δH
(
ϕ(M), ϕ′(M′)

)
∨ δP

(
ϕ∗µ, ϕ′∗µ

′)) ,

where the infimum is taken over all isometries ϕ, ϕ′ from M, M′ into a metric space (Z, δ) and

δH (resp. δP) stands for the classical Hausdorff distance (resp. the Prokhorov distance). The space

(M, dGHP) 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 Mroot := {(M, dM, µ, x) : x ∈ M}/iso,11 and to endow it with the marked Gromov–

Hausdorff–Prokhorov metric, i.e.

droot
GHP

(
(M, dM, µ, x), (M′, dM′ , µ′, x′)

)
:= inf

ϕ,ϕ′

(
δH
(
ϕ(M), ϕ′(M′)

)
∨ δP

(
ϕ∗µ, ϕ′∗µ

′) ∨ δ
(
ϕ(x), ϕ′(x′)

))
,

for every (M, dM, µ), (M′, dM′ , µ′) ∈ M and (x, x′) ∈ M × M′ and where as before the infimum is

taken over all isometries ϕ, ϕ′ from M, M′ into a metric space (Z, δ). The space (Mroot, droot
GHP) is also

a Polish space. As usual we equip (M, dGHP) and (Mroot, droot
GHP) with the associated Borel sigma-field.

We also mention that the projection mapping a rooted weighted compact metric space
(

M, dM, µ, x
)

to
(

M, dM, µ
)
plainly defines a projection from Mroot onto M.

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 (nk)k⩾1, it is easy to see that:

Proposition 7.1. Along the subsequence (nk)k⩾1 we have(
V(Mn), (sqn)−

1
2α · dgr

Mn
, volMn

) a.s.−−−→
n→∞

(
[0, 1]/ ∼D, D, VolD

)
, (7.11)

where the convergence holds in the Gromov–Hausdorff–Prokhorov sense. Moreover recalling that ΠD :
[0, 1]→ [0, 1]/ ∼D is the canonical projection, we have the following re-rooting property:(
[0, 1]/ ∼D, D, VolD, ΠD(0)

)
(d)
=
(
[0, 1]/ ∼D, D, VolD, ΠD(t∗)

)
(d)
=
(
[0, 1]/ ∼D, D, VolD, ΠD(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 volMn and VolD, 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 (vn
0 , ..., vn

n−2) is the sequence of white vertices of Tn and that along the subsequence

(nk)k⩾1 we have (7.10). We also write vn
∗ for the unique vertex of Mn not appearing in (vn

0 , ..., vn
n−2).

Now remark that the Gromov–Hausdorff–Prokhorov distance between(
V(Mn), n−

1
2α · dgr

Mn
, volMn

)
and

(
V(Mn) \ {v∗}, n−

1
2α · dgr

Mn
, volMn

(
· ∩{v ̸= vn

∗}
))

is smaller than n−
1

2α . So it is enough to show that the GHP-distance between the latter space, that

we denote by M′n, and [0, 1]/ ∼D tends to 0. Recall that M′n can be seen as the quotient [0, 1]/ ∼dn

for the pseudo-distance dn defined in (7.9). In this direction, we consider the obvious correspondence

Rn between ([0, 1]/ ∼dn) and ([0, 1]/ ∼D) made of all (Πdn(s), ΠD(s)) for some s ∈ [0, 1]. We also

equip Rn with the measure νn obtained by the push forward of the uniform measure on [0, 1] by s 7→
(Πdn(s), ΠD(s)). In particular, νn is a coupling supported on Rn between n

n−1 · volMn

(
· ∩{v ̸= v∗}

)
11Here we say that (M, dM, µ, x) and (M′, dM′ , µ′, x′) if there exists an isometric bijection φ : M → M′ such that

φ∗µ = µ′ and φ(x) = x′.
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and VolD. The convergence (7.11) is now a direct application of [110, Proposition 6] noticing that the

distortion of Rn tends to 0 since by (7.10), we have:

dis
(
Rn
)
= sup

{∣∣D(s, t)− Dn(s, t)
∣∣ : (s, t) ∈ [0, 1]

}
a.s.−−−→

nk→∞
0.

Let us now turn to the proof of (7.12), starting with the second equality in distribution. Let un be

a uniformly chosen random vertex in {vn
0 , ..., vn

n−2, vn
∗}, and remark that by the very definition of the

measure w•q we have:

(
V(Mn), dgr

Mn
, volMn , vn

∗
) (d)
=
(
V(Mn), dgr

Mn
, volMn , un).

Now (7.11) gives:(
V(Mn), (sqn)−

1
2α dgr

Mn
, volMn , un) −→ (

[0, 1]/ ∼D, D, VolD, ΠD(U)
)
,

where U is an independent uniform random variable on [0, 1] – the convergence takes place a.s. along

the subsequence (nk)k⩾1. Consequently, it remains to show that
(
V(Mn), dgr

Mn
, volMn , vn

∗
)
converges

along (nk)k⩾1 towards
(
[0, 1]/ ∼D, D, VolD, ΠD(t∗)

)
. Let wn be the first vertex – in lexicographical

order – with label ℓ(vn
∗) + 1 and set tn

∗ := inf{t ∈ [0, 1] : vn
⌊(n−1)t⌋ = wn}. In particular, wn is a

neighbor of vn
∗ in Mn. Moreover, since a.s. the process Z is continuous and has a unique minimum

(Proposition 4.3), we have tn
∗ → t∗ and we then infer from (7.10) that:

lim
n→∞

D(t∗, tn
∗) = 0.

We deduce that the distance, with respect to the droot
GHP-metric, between

(
Mn, vn

∗
)
and

(
M′n, wn) (resp.(

[0, 1]/ ∼D, ΠD(t∗)
)
and

(
[0, 1]/ ∼D, ΠD(tn

∗)
)
) tends to 0, as n → ∞. Therefore, to conclude, it

remains to show that the droot
GHP-distance between

(
M′n, wn) and ([0, 1]/ ∼D, ΠD(tn

∗)) tends to 0, along
(nk)k⩾1. This is again a direct consequence, using [78, Theorem 3.6], of the fact that (wn, ΠD(tn

∗))

belongs to Rn and that the distorsion of Rn tends to 0, along the subsequence (nk)k⩾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]/ ∼D, VolD, ΠD(0)) is the a.s. limit in

Mroot of (V(Mn), (sqn)−
1

2α · dgr
Mn

, volMn , vn
0) as n → ∞ along the subsequence (nk)k⩾1. Next, observe

that vn
0 has same distribution as a uniformly chosen vertex incident to the root edge of Mn (depending

on the value of the Rademacher random variable ϵ). Moreover, if e′n is a uniformly random oriented

edge of Mn, then Mn re-rooted at e′n has same distribution as Mn. Therefore, to conclude, it suffices to

show that for some appropriate choice of e′n, it holds that (V(Mn), (sqn)−
1

2α ·dgr
Mn

, volMn , v′n) converges
to ([0, 1]/ ∼D, VolD, ΠD(U)) in Mroot, where v′n is chosen at random uniformly among the two vertices

incident to e′n.
In order to provide such a coupling of e′n with Mn, we proceed as follows. Recall that the contour

order of white vertices around the mobile Tn is the sequence of white corners cn
0 , cn

1 , . . . , cn
C◦(Tn)−1 that

appear when going around the unique face of Tn in counterclockwise order, starting from the root

corner. Here, C◦(Tn) denotes the total number of white corners of Tn. We choose e′n to be the arc
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going from the corner cn
⌊C◦(Tn)U⌋ to its successor, with an orientation chosen uniformly at random

among the two possible ones. In this way, e′n is indeed a uniformly chosen oriented edge of Mn.

To show that e′n has the required property, we let ϕn(i) be the unique index such that cn
i is

incident to the vertex vn
ϕn(i)

. Then, [96, Lemma 13] implies that ϕn(⌊C◦(Tn)·⌋)/n converges uniformly

to the identity map of [0, 1]. This implies in particular, by the same arguments as above, that

if v′′n = vn
ϕn(⌊C◦(Tn)U⌋), then it holds that (V(Mn), (sqn)−

1
2α · dgr

Mn
, volMn , v′′n) converges in Mroot to

([0, 1]/ ∼D, D, VolD, ΠD(U)) along the subsequence (nk)k⩾1. The same holds with v′′n replaced by a

uniformly random extremity v′n of e′n, since v′n is then at graph distance at most 1 from v′′n . This

concludes the proof.

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, dM) is called a geodesic metric space if for every x, y ∈ M there exists an isometry

γ : [0, d(x, y)] → M such that (γ(0), γ(dM(x, y))) = (x, y). In this case, we say that γ 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, dM) such that the distance dM(x, y) is

equal to

dM(x, y) = inf
c:[0,T]→M

sup
0=t1⩽t2⩽...⩽tn=T

n−1

∑
i=1

dM
(
c(ti), c(ti+1)

)
,

where the infimum is over all continuous paths c : [0, T]→ M with (c(0), c(T)) = (x, y) and where the

supremum is over all choices of the integer n ⩾ 1 and of finite sequences t1 ⩽ t2 ⩽ . . . ⩽ tn satisfying

t0 = 0 and tn = T. In particular, it is a property invariant by isometry. Let us mention that formally,

(V(Mn), (sqn)−
1

2α · dgr
Mn

) is not a geodesic compact metric space, but this problem can be circumvent

by replacing V(Mn) with the union of all its edges, each edge being represented by a copy of the

interval [0, (sqn)−
1

2α ]. We denote the space of isometry classes of (resp. rooted) weighted geodesic

compact metric spaces by PM (resp. PMroot). By [39, Theorem 7.5.1], PM and PMroot are closed

subsets of M and Mroot respectively. In particular, since the convergences of Proposition 7.1 plainly

hold if we add the edges of the map (as copies of [0, (sqn)−
1

2α ] for n ⩾ 1), we infer that P-a.s. we

can view ([0, 1]/ ∼D, D, VolD) and ([0, 1]/ ∼D, D, VolD, ρ∗), ([0, 1]/ ∼D, D, VolD, ΠD(0)) as elements

of PM and PMroot, respectively. In particular, ([0, 1]/ ∼D, 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 ∼D

and ∼D∗ 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 t∗.
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 (nk)k⩾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 + Zt − 2 max
(

min
[s∧t,s∨t]

Z, min
[s∨t,s∧t]

Z
)

=:
Def. (1.7)

z(s, t). (7.14)

This has been proved in [96, 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 c of T , we can

draw (in red on Figure 29) the associated simple geodesics targeting v∗ obtained by starting from c
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 γ(c). By construction, the two simple

geodesics started from different corners c and c′ will merge at a corner of label

min
(

min
[c,c′]T

ℓ; min
[c′,c]T

ℓ

)
− 1, (7.15)

where [c1, c2]T is the set of white corners going from c1 to c2 in clockwise order around T . If (7.15) is
smaller than the minimal label on T , then γ(c) and γ(c′) merge at the vertex v∗ directly.

Let us now pass this construction to the scaling limit. For every s ∈ [0, 1], we set

η
(s)
r :=

{
inf{t ⩾ s : Zt = Zs − r} if inf{Zt : t ⩾ s} ⩽ Zs − r,
inf{t ⩽ s : Zt = Zs − r} if inf{Zt : t ⩾ s} > Zs − r,

for r ∈ [0, Zs − inf Z]. Remark that, by the very definition of η(s) and Proposition 4.3, we have

η
(s)
Zs−inf Z = t∗ and that by (7.13) and (7.14) the path (ΠD ◦ η(s)(r), 0 ⩽ r ⩽ Zs − inf Z) is a geodesic

in ([0, 1] ∼D, D) which we call the simple geodesic started from s (it is a geodesic from ΠD(s) to

ΠD(t∗)), and we denote it by γ(s). 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 γ(s) and γ(t) in ([0, 1]/ ∼D, D) merge at the point

γ(s)
(

Zs − Zt + z(s, t)
2

)
= γ(t)

(
Zt − Zs + z(s, t)

2

)
of label equal to max(min[s∧t,s∨t] Z, min[0,s∧t]∪[s∨t,1] Z), and coincide afterwards. In words, the bound

D ⩽ z just says that to go from ΠD(s) to ΠD(t) we can go towards the root using γ(s) until we merge

with γ(t), and then “climb-up” γ(t) to ΠD(t). Formally, we denote by γ(s→t) the path obtained by

γ(s→t)(r) :=

{
γ(s)(r) if 0 ⩽ r ⩽ Zs−Zt+z(s,t)

2 ,
γ(t)(z(s, t)− r) if

Zs−Zt+z(s,t)
2 ⩽ r ⩽ z(s, t).
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In particular γ(s→t) is a path connecting ΠD(s) and ΠD(t) and its D-length is equal to z(s, t). For

further use, notice from the above discussion that:

γ(s) and γ(t) coincide outside of BD(ΠD(s), z(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 ∼d t then we have s ∼D 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− = Xt and Xr > Xs− for every r ∈ (s, t).

Using (7.10) we can find integers in,jn such that in
n → s , jn

n → t and

STn
i > STn

in
= STn

jn , for every i ∈]]in, jn[[.

This means that the white vertex vn
jn is the last grandchildren of vn

in
(in clockwise order). In particular,

by the Schaeffer bound (7.2) we see that dn(in, jn) is bounded above by 2 plus the maximum label

displacement between two consecutive white vertices around a black vertex of Tn. After conditioning

on the plane tree Tn, it is easy to see that this maximal displacement is oa.s.(nε) for every ε > 0
using [96, Lemma 1]. As a consequence, we have dn(in, jn) = oa.s.(n

1
2α ), where the upper bound is

uniform over the choice of the identified points s, t. Passing to the limit along the subsequence (nk)k⩾1

with (7.10) and using the continuity of the limiting pseudo-distance D, it follows that D(s, t) = 0 as

desired.

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 z and passes to the

quotient of the looptree. Namely, it is given by the expression (1.8) which we recall here:

D∗(s, t) := inf
p

∑
k=1

z(sk, tk) , (7.17)

where the infimum is over all choices of the integer p ⩾ 1 and all finite sequences (sk, tk)1⩽k⩽p with

s = s1 and tp = t such that tk ∼d sk+1 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 − Zt∗ , 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 ΠD∗ – the

canonical projection associated with ∼D∗ . 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 S 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, C, β > 0 such that

P
(

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

D(s, t) > x
)
⩽ Ce−cxβ

.

(ii) For any δ > 0, there exists Cδ > 0 so that if U1, U2 are two independent uniform random

variables on [0, 1], also independent of (X, Z, D), then

P(D(U1, U2) ⩽ ε) ⩽ Cδ · ε2α−δ, for every ε ⩾ 0.

Proof. The first point is a consequence of (7.14) and point (i) in Proposition 3.2. Namely, (7.14)

entails that sups,t∈[0,1] D(s, t) ⩽ sup Z− inf Z. 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 ρ1 = ΠD(U1) and ρ2 = ΠD(U2) and notice that for any ε, δ > 0 we have

P
(

D(ρ1, ρ2) ⩽ ε
)
⩽ P

(
VolD

(
BD(ρ1, ε)

)
⩾ ε2α−δ

)
+ P

(
ρ2 ∈ BD(ρ1, ε), VolD

(
BD(ρ1, ε)

)
< ε2α−δ

)
.

Conditionally on (X, Z, D), since U2 is uniform on [0, 1] the point ρ2 has law VolD, so the second term

in the right-side hand is by definition smaller than ε2α−δ. For the first term, recall that by (7.13) and

re-rooting invariance (Theorem 7.1) we have(
Vol
(

BD(ρ1, ε)
)
, under P

)
(d)
=
(

Volz
(

Bz(Πz(t∗), ε)
)
, under P

)
,

so that the probability P
(

VolD
(

BD(ρ1, ε)
)
⩾ ε2α−δ

)
decays stretched exponentially fast as ε → 0 for

fixed δ > 0 by Theorem 4.4.

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

D∗(U, V)
(d)
= D∗(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.

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 q-Boltzmann maps for non-generic sequence q with exponent α. 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 α: 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 is strictly non-generic with exponent α.

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− Zt| of (7.14). In this direction,

we elaborate on the so-called “Cactus bound”, see [51]. Recall the notation

Branch(r1, r2) :=
{

r ∈ [0, 1] : r1 ⋏ r2 ≺ r ≺ r1 or r1 ⋏ r2 ≺ r ≺ r2
}
∪
{

r1, r2
}

. (7.21)

for every r1, r2 ∈ [0, 1] and that the set Πd(Branch(r1, r2)) is precisely the set of pinch-points between

Πd(r1) to Πd(r2) together with {Πd(r1), Πd(r2)}. Our new bound reads as follows:

Lemma 7.5 (Cactus-bound). P-a.s., for every 0 ⩽ s < t ⩽ 1 and every r1 ∈ [0, s] ∪ [t, 1], r2 ∈ [s, t] we
have:

D(s, t) ⩾ (Zs − Zr1) ∧ (Zs − Zr2) ∧ min
r∈Branch(r1,r2)

|Zs − Zr| . (7.22)

The above bound is only useful when Zr1 and Zr2 are smaller than Zs. 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 t 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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ΠD(r1)

ΠD(s)
ΠD(t)

ΠD(r2)

ΠD(t∗)

Figure 28: Illustration of the Cactus bound in the cactus representation of ([0, 1]/ ∼D, D).

The vertical distances represent distances to ΠD(t∗). In red, we can see the two simple

geodesics starting from ΠD(r1) and ΠD(r2) respectively. The bound follows by arguing that

a D-geodesic going from ΠD(s) to ΠD(t) must either cross the union of those two geodesics,

or must pass through a pinch-point on the branch in-between ΠD(s) and ΠD(t) (in orange

on the figure above) since they are “blocked” by the faces of [0, 1]/ ∼D (in light blue in the

figure).

illustration. Consider, in the q-Boltzmann mobile Tn = (Tn, ℓn), four white vertices vrn
1
, vsn , vrn

2
, vtn

visited in the lexicographical order at times 0 ⩽ rn
1 < sn < rn

2 < tn ⩽ n− 1.
From the first corners in the contour of the vertices visited at times rn

1 and rn
2 we draw (in red

on Figure 29) the simple geodesics targeting vn
∗, obtained by following the arcs to their consecutive

successors in the BDG• construction. Those two paths eventually merge and reach the distinguished

vertex vn
∗. We also consider the set Branch(vrn

1
, vrn

2
) (in orange on Figure 29) of all white vertices in the

branch in Tn between vrn
1
and vrn

2
(forgive the abuse of notation). Our goal now is to give a lower bound

of the distance between vsn and vtn . In this direction, consider a geodesic path γ (in blue in Figure

29) going from vsn to vtn in the map Mn = BDG•(Tn, ϵ). 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 above12, or

the set Branch(vrn
1
, vrn

2
). In the first case, since the labels of the vertices along these simple geodesics

are all less than or equal to max(ℓn(vrn
1
), ℓn(vrn

2
)), we obtain using the lhs of (7.14) that:

dgr
Mn

(vsn , vtn) ⩾ ℓn(vsn) + ℓn(vtn)− 2 max(ℓn(vrn
1
), ℓn(vrn

2
)).

12In particular, remark that the simple geodesics go around Tn and do not cross it.
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vtn

vrn2

vrn1

v∗vsn

v0

Figure 29: Illustration of the cactus bound in the construction of maps from well-labeled

mobiles. We draw in red the geodesics going from vrn
1
and vrn

2
to v∗ obtained in the construction

of BDG bijection. In orange we draw the set Branch(vrn
1
, vrn

2
).

In the second case, we use the same bound and get:

dgr
Mn

(vsn , vtn) ⩾ min
v∈Branch(vrn

1
,vrn

2
)
(|ℓn(vsn)− ℓn(v)|+ |ℓn(vtn)− ℓn(v)|) .

In all cases we can thus write:

dgr
Mn

(vsn , vtn) ⩾ min

{
min

v∈Branch(vrn
1

,vrn
2
)
|ℓn(vsn)− ℓn(v)| ; ℓn(vsn)− ℓn(vrn

1
); ℓn(vsn)− ℓ(vrn

2
)

}
.

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 ⩽ r1 < s < r2 < t ⩽ 1, and fix discrete times sn, tn, rn
1 and

rn
2 as above such that (

sn

n
,

tn

n
,

rn
1
n

,
rn

2
n

)
→ (s, t, r1, r2),

almost surely along the subsequence (nk)k⩾1. By virtue of the convergence (7.10) along the subsequence

(nk)k⩾1, and the continuity of the process Z, we have that the renormalized labels (sqn)−1/2αLTn· at

times sn, tn, rn
1 and rn

2 converge to Zs, Zt, Zr1 and Zr2 . Therefore, to prove the proposition, it remains

to establish that along (nk)k⩾1 we have:

lim inf
n→∞

(sqn)−
1

2α · min
v∈Branch(vrn

1
,vrn

2
)
|ℓn(vsn)− ℓn(v)| ⩾ min

r∈Branch(r1,r2)
|Zs − Zr|. (7.23)

In this direction, consider a visit time hn of a white vertex in Branch(vrn
1
, vrn

2
) 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 hn/n→ h ∈ [0, 1], so that it suffices to prove that h ∈ Branch(r1, r2) to conclude.

In order to avoid trivialities, we will assume that h /∈ {r1, r2}. In terms of the discrete exploration

STn , we must have one of the two alternatives:

hn ⩽ rn
1 ; STn

hn = min
[[hn,rn

1 ]]
STn and STn

hn
⩾ min

[[rn
1 ,rn

2 ]]
STn (7.24)

or

rn
1 ⩽ hn ⩽ rn

2 and STn
hn = min

[[hn,rn
2 ]]

STn . (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 ∈ D([0, 1], R) 7→ f (u) are not continuous

for the Skorokhod topology. However, if ( fn)n⩾1 is a sequence in D([0, 1], R) converging to some limit

f , and (an)n⩾1 and (bn)n⩾1 are two sequences in [0, 1] with an ⩽ bn and with limits an → a and bn → b,
then it holds that the limit points of ( fn(an))n⩾1 and (min[an,bn] fn)n⩾1 are included respectively in

{ f (a−), f (a)} and {min[a,b) f , min[a,b] f , f (a−) ∧min[a,b) f }. If moreover f has only positive jumps,

then this second set is equal to {min[a,b] f , f (a−) ∧min[a,b] f }. We will apply these few remarks to

fn = 2(sqn)−1/αSTn
⌊(n−1)·⌋ 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 < r1 (since we assumed that h ̸= r1), and we further distinguish two

sub-cases:

(i) If we further assume that Xh− = Xh, then passing to the limit in (7.24) yields

Xh− = Xh ⩽ min
[h,r1]

X and Xh− = Xh ⩾ Xr1− ∧min
[r1,r2]

X ,

where we applied the above discussion with an = hn/(n− 1), bn = rn
1 /(n− 1) to get the first inequality,

and an = rn
1 /(n − 1), bn = rn

2 /(n − 1) to get the second one. But the first inequality implies in

particular that Xh− ⩽ Xr1−, which shows that the second inequality can be replaced by Xh− ⩾
min[r1,r2] X.

(ii) If, on the other hand, it holds that Xh− < Xh, then we claim that 2(sqn)−1/αSTn
hn converges

to Xh−. Otherwise, we could find a subsequence along which it rather converges to Xh, and the same

argument as before would imply that Xh ⩽ min[h,r1] X, a contradiction with the property (A1) in

Section 2.1. Then, the same limiting argument as above implies again that

Xh− ⩽ min
[h,r1]

X and Xh− ⩾ min
[r1,r2]

X ,

in both cases, this implies that h ∈ Branch(r1, r2). Finally, it remains to discuss the situation where

(7.25) holds for infinitely any values of n, in which case a similar argument shows that r1 < h < r2

and

Xh− ⩽ min
[h,r2]

X.

Again, this implies that h ∈ Branch(r1, r2). Hence, in all cases, (7.23) follows as desired.
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8 The topology of S
In this section, we identify the topology of ([0, 1]/ ∼D, D) of any subsequential limit of rescaled

stable discrete q-Boltzmann maps. We begin by describing the points identified by ∼D and ∼D∗ 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 S2.

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

D(s, t) = 0 ⇐⇒ D∗(s, t) = 0 ⇐⇒


z(s, 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, t
are not identified either by z 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 z(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 r1 and r2) 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 Zs = Zt and we put

z = Zs = Zt 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 Πd(s) and Πd(t) are

on a same loop of L). We first claim that for every r ∈ Branch(s, t) we must have Zr ⩾ z. Because

otherwise if there exists r1 ∈ Branch(s, t) such that Zr1 < z, we could consider r2 the unique element

different of r1 such that d(r1, r2) = 0 and then we must be in the configuration r1 ∈ [s, t] and r2 ∈ [t, s]
or r1 ∈ [t, s] and r2 ∈ [s, t], and in both cases we would get

D(s, t) ⩾ z− Zr1 > 0,

by an application of the Cactus bound as stated in Lemma 7.5.

Let us now assume that z(s, t) > 0 since otherwise s, t are trivially identified. We start by treating

the case when {r ∈ Branch(s, t) \ {s, t} : Zr = z} is empty. First assume that s is a pinch-point
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a2 a1r2 r1

Figure 30: Setup of the proof of Theorem 8.1 after excluding the trivial identifications

d(s, t) = 0 and z(s, t) = 0. We can always find r1 ∈ (s, t) and r2 ∈ (s, t) pinch point times

such that Zr1 < z, Zr2 < z and such that the labels on Branch(r1, r2)\{r1, r2} are strictly

larger than z. Then the Cactus bound (7.22) implies that D(s, t) > 0.

time and recall that then Zr > 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 r2 ∈ (t, s) such that

Zr1 < z < Zr, for every r ∈ Branch(s, r1) \ {s, r1},

and

Zr2 < z < Zr, for every r ∈ Branch(s, r2) \ {s, r2},

see Figure 30 for an illustration. In particular, since Branch(r1, r2) ⊂
(
Branch(s, r1)∪Branch(s, r2)) \

{s}, we have Zr > z for every r ∈ Branch(r1, r2) \ {r1, r2}. Using that Branch(r1, r2) is a compact set,

we get min{|z− Zr| : r ∈ Branch(r1, r2)} > 0. Hence, the Cactus bound (Lemma 7.5), with (r1, r2),

entails:

D(s, t) ⩾ (z− Zr1) ∧ (z− Zr2) ∧ min
r∈Branch(r1,r2)

|z− Zr| > 0,

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 z(s, t) > 0 there exists a1 ∈ [0, s[∪]t, 1] and a2 ∈ [s, t] such that Za1 < z and

Za2 < z. Next, introduce the pinch point times:

a′1 := inf
{

r ∈ Branch(s, a1) \ {s} : Zr < z
}

; a′2 := inf
{

r ∈ Branch(t, a2) \ {t} : Zr < z
}

.

If Za1 < z (resp. Za2 < z) take r1 := a1 (resp. r2 := a2). 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, t′[∪]s′, 1[) such that:

Zr1 < z < inf{Zr : r ∈ Branch(a1, r1) \ {a1, r1}}

(resp. Zr2 < z = inf{Zr : r ∈ Branch(a2, r2) \ {a2, r2}}). In every case, we can then apply again the

Cactus bound (7.22) with (r1, r2) 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} : Zr = 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} : Zr = z}
contains only one time r. One can then apply Proposition 4.5 to this time and deduce the existence

of the required r1, r2 as above, we refer to Figure 31 for an illustration.

ts

a2 r2 r1

labels

a1

Figure 31: In the case when there exists r ∈ Branch(s, t)\{s, t} such that Zr = z, then such

a time is unique and we can find r1 ∈ (t, s) and r2 ∈ (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]/ ∼D

)
=
(
[0, 1]/ ∼D∗

)
= S as point sets. Moreover the

topological spaces

(S , D) and (S , D∗) are a.s. homeomorphic,

and their topology is the quotient topology associated with ΠD : [0, 1]→ [0, 1]/ ∼D. Finally VolD and

VolD∗ 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]2 7→ R+ is continuous, the

equivalence relation ∼D is closed and the quotient space ([0, 1]/ ∼D, D) is a Hausdorff compact space.

The same is true for ([0, 1]/ ∼D∗ , D∗). Recalling that D ⩽ D∗, the natural projection ([0, 1]/ ∼D∗

, D∗) → ([0, 1]/ ∼D, 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]/ ∼D∗

, D∗) is homeomorphic to ([0, 1]/ ∼D, D). The second point is similar: Let Tquotient be the quotient

topology, i.e. the finest topology that makes ΠD : [0, 1] → [0, 1]/ ∼D continuous. Since ∼D is

closed, Tquotient separates points. As a consequence ([0, 1]/ ∼D,Tquotient) is a Hausdorff compact

and we can then repeat the argument above. Finally, since the Borel sigma fields on ([0, 1]/ ∼D, D)

and ([0, 1]/ ∼D∗ , D∗) coincide and since the projections ΠD and ΠD∗ 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 VolD = VolD∗ .

In the sequel, we will abuse notation and write S for ([0, 1]/ ∼D) = (0, 1]/ ∼D∗ . As stated in

Theorem 8.1 the graph of equivalence classes {(s, t) ∈ [0, 1]2 : s ∼D t} is the union of:

{(s, t) ∈ [0, 1]2 : d(s, t) = 0} and {(s, t) ∈ [0, 1]2 : z(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 ∼d or ∼z 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 D, the closed unit disk of the complex plane C and we

write S1 for the boundary of D. For every a, b ∈ D, we write [a, b]D for the geodesic arc connecting

a and b in D and set p(t) := exp(2πit), for every t ∈ [0, 1]. Then introduce the two compact subsets

of D:

L(X) :=
⋃

s∼dt
[p(s), p(t)]D and L(Z) :=

⋃
s∼zt

[p(s), p(t)]D.

By [80, Propositions 2.9 and 2.10] (resp. [48, Proposition 2.5]) the sets L(X) and L(Z) are geodesic

laminations of D, i.e. they are unions of a collection of non crossing geodesic arcs [a, b]D \ {a, b} with
a, b ∈ S1. Moreover since the minima of Z are distinct, Proposition 2.5 in [48] also implies that L(Z)
is maximal – meaning that any arc [a, b]D with a, b ∈ S1 intersects L(Z). It is then straightforward to

verify that the connected components of D \ L(Z) are open triangles whose vertices are of the form

a, b, c ∈ S1 with a ∼z b ∼z 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 [80]. Let us import a few

of his results. Recall that (ti)i∈N denotes the collection of jump times of X and fti is a parametrization

of the associated faces, see (2.6). Proposition 3.10 in [80] states that for every jumping time ti there

exists a unique connected component Ci of D \ L(X) such that Cl(Ci) is the convex envelope of{
p(fti(s)) : s ∈ [0, 1]

}
,

and Ci is its interior, it also states that the mapping i 7→ Ci is a one-to-one correspondence between

the jumps of X and the connected components of D \ L(X).

Lifting the equivalence relations on S2. We shall now “glue” these laminations on the sphere. More

precisely, consider the 2-dimensional sphere S2. The closed upper and lower hemispheres H+ :=
{(x1, x2, x3) ∈ S2 : x3 ⩾ 0} and H− := {(x1, x2, x3) ∈ S2 : 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 H+ and L(Z) on H−.

We now define a relation ≈ on S2 using the two images of the laminations L(X) and L(Z):

• 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 ∼d (on the left) and

L(Z) induced by ∼z (on the right). For clearness we have changed the Euclidean arcs [a, b]D
by hyperbolic geodesics. Notice that the connected components of D\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).

• 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 D\L(X), see Figure 33. We shall abuse notation and write S1 for the equator of S2,

obtained as the intersection of the upper and lower hemispheres.

Lemma 8.3. Almost surely ≈ is a closed equivalence relation on S2 and the quotient space S2/ ≈,
equipped with the quotient topology, is homeomorphic to S2. Moreover the projection of the equator

S1/ ≈ is homeomorphic to (S , D).

In particular, for any α ∈ (1, 2), there exists a continuous injection from (S , D) onto S2 a.s.

Proof. First, notice that Proposition 4.2 ensures that a.s. if two (images of the) equivalence classes

of ∼d and ∼z intersect on S1 then these equivalence classes are reduced to a single point. Hence

≈ defines an equivalence relation on S2 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 S1 in the lower hemisphere. Consequently, ≈ is a closed

equivalence relation on S2 such that its equivalence classes are compact path connected subsets of S2

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 S2/ ≈ is homeomorphic to S2. It remains to show that S1/ ≈ 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 S1/ ≈ 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.

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 S1 after taking the quotient by ≈.
Informally, the connected components of the complement of the lamination L(X) in H+ are the“faces”

of S . We will refine this image in the dilute phase since a fundamental difference arises depending on

the position of α with respect to 3/2. Specifically, combining Proposition 5.8 with Theorem 8.1, we

deduce that if α ∈ (1, 3/2), then ≈ may identify two points of the same face (a connected component

of H+\L(X)) via an arc of L(Z) in H−, whereas in the dilute case α ∈ [3/2, 2) this does not happen.
Our goal now is to characterize the topology of S , when α ∈ [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 S2, such that its complement consists of countably many connected components C1, C2, . . . ,
satisfying:

• the diameter of Ci goes to 0 as i→ ∞;

•
⋃

i⩾1 ∂Ci is dense in K;

• the boundaries ∂Ci of Ci 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 α ∈ [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 τ : S2 → S2/ ≈ the canonical projection. We also fix F : (S2/ ≈) → S2 an homeomorphism

which exists a.s. by Lemma 8.3. Remark that the map F ◦ τ is continuous and that by the second

statement of Lemma 8.3 the set X := F(τ(S1)) 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′ ∈ S1 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 ∈ S1 with a ≈ b ≈ c. This implies

that (H−/ ≈) = (S1/ ≈) and consequently X = F(τ(H−)).
We also get that the mapping C 7→ F(τ(p−1

+ (C))) is a one-to-one correspondence between connected

components of D \ L(X) and S2 \X. Recall that (ti)i∈N denote the collection of jumping times of X
and fti is a parametrization of the associated faces. We again use the notation Ci for the interior of

the convex envelope of
{

p(fti(s)) : s ∈ [0, 1]
}
. As recalled in the previous section, Proposition 3.10 in

[80] states that the mapping i → Ci is a one-to-one correspondence between the jumps of X and the

connected components of D \ L(X). Consequently, we have:

S2 \X =
⋃

i∈N

Ci, (8.2)

where Ci = F ◦ τ ◦ p−1
+ (Ci). In particular S2 \X is not empty. Since by construction X is a non-empty

connected compact metric space embedded on S2 (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 Ci goes to 0 as i → ∞. Since [0, 1] is locally connected, so it is X. A result of

Schönflies, see Theorem 10 page 515 [82], then implies that the diameter of Ci goes to 0 as i→ ∞.

⋃
i⩾1 ∂Ci is dense in X. By definition we have Cl

( ∞⋃
i=0

∂Ci
)
⊂ F(τ(S1)). Since, for every i ∈ N,

ti ∈ Ci, the density of the jumping times of X in [0, 1] implies that:

Cl
( ∞⋃

i=0

∂Ci
)
= F(τ(S1)) = X.

The boundaries ∂Ci of Ci are simple closed curves that do not intersect each other. First note

that for every i ∈ N, the boundary ∂Ci is the image of [0, 1] by the map ℓi := F ◦ τ ◦ p−1
+ ◦ p ◦ fti .

Moreover since α ∈ [ 3
2 , 2), for i ̸= j, we have ∂Ci ∩ ∂Cj = ∅ and ℓi is injective by Proposition 5.8 and

Theorem 8.1. Here we also used that, by Proposition 2.1, for every t, t′ ∈ fti([0, 1]), with t ̸= t′, we
must have d(t, t′) ̸= 0. To conclude it then remains to show that, for every i ∈ N, the function ℓi is

also continuous. By definition, the map F ◦ τ ◦ p−1
+ ◦ p is continuous and since fti is rcll, the continuity

of ℓi will follow if we show that, for every s ∈ [0, 1] with fti(s) < fti(s+), the two points fti(s) and

fti(s+) have the same image by τ ◦ p−1
+ ◦ p. In this direction, remark that we have Xfti (r)

= Xti − r∆ti
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for every r ∈ [0, 1]. Now fix s ∈ [0, 1] such that fti(s) < fti(s+). By definition and the previous remark

we get:

Xfti (s)
= Xfti (s+) = Xti − s∆ti and Xr ⩾ Xti − s∆ti for every r ∈ (fti(s), fti(s+)),

and it follows straightforwardly from the definition of d, given in (2.2), that d(fti(s), fti(s+)) = 0.
Consequently, we have

τ(p+
(

p(fti(s)))
)
= τ(p+

(
p(fti(s+)))

)
and we deduce that ℓi is continuous.

Let us conclude this section with a few remarks.

Separating cycles. The embedding X ⊂ S2 on the sphere constructed in the above proof enables us to

apply different versions of the Jordan theorem. In the dilute case α ∈ [3/2, 2), thanks to Theorem 8.4,

we can give an analog of [97, Corollary 1.2]. More precisely, recall the notation Mn 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 x0, e1, x1, e2, ..., xm−1, em, xm where

x0, x1, ..., xm are vertices of Mn and e1, ..., em are edges of Mn such that ei connects xi−1 and xi for every

i ∈ [[1, m]], and we say that it is an injective cycle if x0 = xm and the vertices x0, x1, ..., xm−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, S2 \ R(C) has two connected components. Replacing the sphere S2 by the Siperpinski

carpet (which has not cut-point) in the proof of [97, Corollary 1.2] yields:

Corollary 8.5. Fix α ∈ [ 3
2 , 2). Let δ > 0, and θ : N → R+ a function such that θ(n) = o(n

1
2α ) as

n→ ∞. The probability that Mn has an injective cycle C with length smaller than θ(n) and such that

the two connected components of S2 \ R(C) have diameter larger than δn
1

2α tends to 0 as n goes to

infinity.

In the dense case α ∈ (1, 3
2 ), the analog of Corollary 8.5 does not hold since it is easy to see that

any two loop times identified by ΠD 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 ⊂ S2 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 G 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 G 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 ⊂ S2 constructed above is in fact

random in the dense case. A similar situation arises for the topology of the SLEκ curve when κ > 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 S2.

The heuristic argument, again based on properties of the graph G goes as follows. Let us consider

two faces, corresponding to fti , ftj , and represented in light and dark green in Figure 34, that are mu-

tually intersecting. We let si < s′i, sj < s′j be such that ΠD(fti(si)) = ΠD(ftj(sj)) =: x, ΠD(fti(s
′
i)) =

ΠD(ftj(s
′
j)) =: x′, and ΠD(fti((si, s′i))) ∩ ΠD(ftj((sj, s′j))) = ∅. We think about the points x, x′ as

boundary points of a region delimited by the two non-touching curves Γi := ΠD(fti((si, s′i))) and

Γj = ΠD(ftj((sj, s′j))). Then, we claim that we can find infinitely many faces (represented in yellow)

that touch both Γi and Γj. These latter faces, together with Γi, Γj, 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}Z 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 ti, tj, 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 S2, 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 α nor on the subsequence (nk)k⩾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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x

x′

Figure 34: An illustration of the heuristic argument for the fact that the topology of S is

sample-dependent in the dense case α ∈ (1, 3
2 ). 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 every i ∈N the Hausdorff dimension of ΠD
(
fti([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 {t ⩾ 0 : ∆t > h}. To simplify notation set:

f(t) := fT(
t

∆T
) , t ∈ [0, ∆T].

It is enough to prove that, N(· | T < ∞, ∆T)-a.s. , the Hausdorff dimension of ΠD
(

f([0, ∆T])
)
is 2.

Lower bound. For every s ∈ [0, ∆T] and δ > 0, set

τs
δ := inf

{
t ∈ [s; ∆T] : Zf(t) ⩽ Zf(s) − δ

}
and τ̃s

δ := sup
{

t ∈ [0; s] : Zf(t) ⩽ Zf(s) − δ
}

with the convention inf∅ = ∞. For every x ∈ [0, 1]/ ∼D, we write BD(x, δ) for the ball of radius

δ centered at x with respect to the distance D. Set κ the pushforward of the Lebesgue measure on

[0, ∆T] by the continuous function ΠD ◦ f. Provided that τs
δ and τ̃s

δ are finite, the cactus bound (7.22)

yields:

κ
(

BD
(
ΠD(f(s)), δ

))
⩽ τs

δ − τ̃s
δ .
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We recall now that by Proposition 3.3, under N(· | T < ∞, ∆T), the process (Zf(t) − Zf(0))t∈[0,∆T ] is a

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 < ∞, ∆T)-a.s., for every η > 0 and Lebesgue

almost all s ∈ [0, ∆T], we have:

lim sup
δ→0

δ−2+ηκ
(

BD
(
ΠD(f(s)), δ

))
⩽ lim sup

δ→0
δ−2+η

(
τs

δ − τ̃s
δ

)
= 0, a.s.

Standard density theorems for Hausdorff measures now give that the Hausdorff dimension of ΠD(f([0, ∆T]))

is bounded below by 2− η, almost surely for N(· | T < ∞, ∆T).

Upper bound. To establish the upper bound, we construct a covering of f([0, ∆T]) by removing sub-

looptrees corresponding to large (negative) Z-excursion, see Figure 35. Specifically, consider (tj)j∈J

the set of points t ∈ [0, ∆T] such that f(t−) < f(t) and (X j, Zj)j∈J the associated excursions defined

by:

X j
t = Xf(tj−)+t − Xf(tj−), Zj

t = Zf(tj−)+t − Zf(tj−) for t ∈ [0, f(tj)− f(tj−)],

for every j ∈ J. By Corollaries 3.6 and 4.1 imply that, conditionally on FT, the number Jε of such

excursions whose overall Zj-infimum is below −ε is a Poisson variable with intensity ∆T ·N(inf Z ⩽
−1) · ε−2. Using standard large deviation estimates and that Jε is decreasing in ε, it follows that

Jε ⩽ ε−2−η when ε → 0 for any η > 0. Let f(s(ε)1 ), ..., f(s(ε)Jε
) ∈ f([0, ∆T]) be the loop times associated

to these large excursions, and let us consider f(0) = f(r(ε)1 ) ⩽ · · · ⩽ f(r(ε)Kε
) = f(1) so that(

max
{

Zf(u) : u ∈ [f(r(ε)i ), f(r(ε)i+1)]
}
−min

{
Zf(u) : u ∈ [f(r(ε)i ), f(r(ε)i+1)]

})
⩽ ε,

for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ Kε. Since Zf(·) is a Brownian bridge of length ∆T it is in particular 1
2
−
-Hölder continuous.

Thus, the points can be chosen such that Kε ⩽ ε−2−η as ε → 0 a.s. for any η > 0. Moreover, an

application of Schaeffer bound (7.14) entails that

ΠD

({
f(s(ε)i ) : 1 ⩽ i ⩽ Jε} ∪ {f(r(ε)i ) : 1 ⩽ i ⩽ Kε

})
,

is a 2ε cover of ΠD(f([0, ∆T])). Since Jε + Kε ⩽ 2ε−2−η as ε → 0, this shows that its Hausdorff

dimension is less than 2 + η for any η > 0.

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−δ

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: Illustration of the covering of a face. The blacks dots correspond to the projection

of the points f(s(ε)i ) and the white boxes to the projections of the points f(r(ε)i ). We can

start simple geodesics (in red) from the two pre-images of Πd(f(s
(ε)
i )) and from f(r(ε)i ) which

enclose the face and produce a 2ε covering.

Proposition 8.8 (A priori control on distances). For any δ > 0, P-a.s. there exists a (random) positive

number Aδ such that

D∗(x, y) ⩽ Aδ · D(x, y)1−δ, 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 S 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 δ > 0, almost surely for P there exist two positive (random) numbers 0 < Cδ <

C̃δ such that:

Cδ · (ε2α+δ ∧ 1) ⩽ Vol
(

BD∗(x, ε)
)
⩽ Vol

(
BD(x, ε)

)
⩽ C̃δ · ε2α−δ,

for every ε > 0 and x ∈ S.

Proof. The lower bound Cδ(ε
2α+δ ∧ 1) ⩽ Vol

(
BD∗(x, ε)

)
is a direct consequence of the fact that t 7→ Zt

is β-Hölder for every β < (2α)−1. Namely, recall from (3.9) that there exists a positive random variable

W such that

|Zt − Zs| ⩽ W · |t− s| 1
2α+δ , s, t ∈ [0, 1].

The lower bound follows since, for ε > 0 and r ∈ [0, 1], the bound (7.14) ensures

Vol
(

BD∗(ΠD(r), ε)
)
⩾ 1∧ inf

{
s ∈ [r, 1] : |Zs − Zr| ⩾

ε

2
}
− 0∨ sup

{
s ∈ [0, r] : |Zs − Zr| ⩾

ε

2
}

⩾ 1∧
(
(2W)−2α−δε2α+δ

)
.
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This completes the proof of the lower bound. Since D ⩽ D∗ it remains to establish that there exists a

constant C̃δ such that Vol
(

BD(x, ε)
)
⩽ C̃δ · ε2α−δ, for every x ∈ S and ε > 0. In this direction, notice

that by (7.13) and Proposition 4.4 we have:

P
(
Vol(BD(ρ∗, 2ε)) ⩾ ε2α−δ

)
=

(7.13)
P
( ∫ 1

0
ds 1Zs⩽Zt∗+2ε ⩾ ε2α−δ

)
⩽

Prop. 4.4
C exp(−ε−c),

for some c, C ∈ (0, ∞). The upper bound of the proposition then follows by the re-rooting property

of (S , D). Indeed, on the event {∃x ∈ S : Vol
(

BD(x, ε)
)
⩾ ε2α−δ} 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

ε2α−δ. In that case we obviously have Vol
(

BD(Π(U), 2ε)
)
⩾ ε2α−δ. Thanks to the re-rooting property

(7.12) we deduce:

C · exp(−εc) ⩾ P(Vol
(

BD(ρ∗, 2ε)
)
⩾ ε2α−δ)

=
re−rooting

P(Vol
(

BD(Π(U), 2ε)
)
⩾ ε2α−δ)

⩾ ε2α−δ · P(∃x ∈ S : Vol
(

BD(x, ε)
)
⩾ ε2α−δ).

it follows that P(∃x ∈ S : Vol
(

BD(x, ε)
)
⩾ ε2α−δ) has a stretched-exponential decay to 0. Using

Borel–Cantelli along the sequence ε = 2−n we get that eventually as n→ ∞, there is no point x in S
such that Vol

(
BD(x, 2−n)

)
⩾ 2−n(2α−δ). This suffices to imply the lemma by interpolation.

The proof of Proposition 8.8 is now mutatis mutandis the same as in [111, Proposition 6] or [90,

Proposition 6.1], but we present and illustrate the idea for completeness:

Proof of Proposition 8.8. Fix δ > 0 and consider Cδ/2, C̃δ/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). So we fix x, y ∈ S
such that D∗(x, y) ∈ (0, 1) and, to simplify notation, we set ε := D(x, y) and ε∗ := D∗(x, y). Remark

that we must have ε ⩽ ε∗, and our goal is to show that ε cannot be much smaller than ε∗. By

Theorem 8.1, we already know that we must have ε > 0. Fix a D-geodesic γ : [0, ε] → S going from

x to y. As in [90, Proposition 6.1], put t0 := 0 and as long as tn < ε define by induction

tn+1 := sup
{

t ∈ [tn, ε] : γ(t) ∈ BD∗(γ(tn), ε)
}

,

where we recall that BD∗(x, r) stands for the closed ball of radius r 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 =

x0 = γ(t0), ..., xN = γ(tN) = y such that for 0 ⩽ i ⩽ N − 2

D∗(γ(ti), γ(ti+1)) = ε, and the balls BD∗(xi, ε/3) are disjoint.
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x
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x1 x2

D∗ = ε

D = ε

Figure 36: Illustration of the proof: If ε is much smaller than ε∗, then we can find roughly

N = ε∗/ε′ >> 1 points along a D-geodesic between x and y whose D∗-balls of radius ε/3 are

disjoint. The contradiction comes from the fact that BD(x, 2ε) (in blue on the figure) contains

at least N balls for D∗ of radius ε/3, and as a consequence its volume is too large.

In particular, since D∗(xi, xi+1) ⩽ ε, 0 ⩽ i ⩽ N − 1, we must have Nε ⩾ ε∗ and since D ⩽ D∗, the
D-ball of radius 2ε centered at x at least contains the N− 1 disjoint balls BD∗(xi, ε/3), 0 ⩽ i ⩽ N− 2.

Taking volumes, an application of Lemma 8.9 gives the inequality:

(N − 1)× Cδ/2 · (ε/3)2α+δ/2 ⩽ C̃δ/2 · (2ε)2α−δ/2.

Recalling that N ⩾ ε∗
ε , we deduce the desired estimate on ε, ε∗.

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 U1, U2 two uniform random variables in [0, 1], independently of the construc-

tion of (X, Z) and we set ρ1 := ΠD(U1) and ρ2 := ΠD(U2) for simplicity. Since the random functions

D : [0, 1]2 → R+ and D∗ : [0, 1]2 → R+ are a.s. continuous, Theorem 1.1 boils down to establishing

that:

D(ρ1, ρ2) = D∗(ρ1, ρ2), P-a.s. (9.1)

The starting point of the surgery along geodesics is the following result, analog of [89, 110] 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

γ1,2 : [0, D(ρ1, ρ2)]→ S
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going from ρ1 to ρ2.

Recall from Section 7.4.1 that D∗ is constructed as the largest pseudo-distance which passes to the

quotient of ∼d 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 ρ∗ in (S , D) are simple geodesics.

In particular, the geodesics to ρ∗ coincide for both metrics D∗ and D and being a simple geodesic

is actually a metric notion in (S , D, ρ∗). Assuming the previous two results in this section, we shall

thus drop the adjective simple and only speak of geodesics towards ρ∗. The equality (9.1) means that

we can approximate the path γ1,2 as closely as desired using a concatenation of pieces of geodesics

towards ρ∗. In this direction, for u ∈ (ε, D(ρ1, ρ2) − ε), we say that the point x = γ1,2(u) ∈ S is

ε-good, for γ1,2 and inside (S , D, ρ∗), if γ1,2([u− ε, u + ε]) coincides with the concatenation of one or

two pieces of geodesics towards ρ∗. It is said ε-bad otherwise. See Figure 37 for an illustration. The

presence of a bad point in γ1,2 is related to the concept of 3-stars along γ1,2 which are points from

which we can start three locally distinct geodesics, see [111] and Lemma 12.4.

Returning to our random setting, ε-good points along γ1,2 can be used to replace parts of γ1,2 by

pieces of geodesics towards ρ∗. However, there is an important caveat: we need to show that we can

ρ1

ρ2

ρ∗

ρ1

ρ∗

ε ε

ρ2

x

ρ1

ρ∗

ρ2

ρ2ρ1

ρ∗

ε ε

x

Figure 37: Top: illustration of ε-good points x. The geodesic γ1,2 is in red, while the geodesics

towards ρ∗ are in green or yellow. Bottom: approximation of γ1,2 by pieces of geodesics towards

ρ∗ using ε-good points. An a priori bound D∗ ⩽ D1−δ (Proposition 8.8) is used in the pink

regions to bridge between the parts coinciding with geodesics towards ρ∗.

perform this surgery along a large part of γ1,2. Namely, we must prove that most points along γ1,2

are ε-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:

E
[∫ D(ρ1,ρ2)

0
du 1{γ1,2(u) is ε-bad }

]
⩽ C · εc, for every ε > 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 γ1,2 be the a.s. unique geodesic between

ρ1 and ρ2. For ε > 0 decompose γ1,2 into Kε = (⌊D(ρ1, ρ2)/ε⌋+ 1) chunks

Ij = γ1,2

([
(j− 1)

D(ρ1, ρ2)

Kε
, j

D(ρ1, ρ2)

Kε

])
, for 1 ⩽ j ⩽ Kε ,

of D-length less than ε. We say that the chunk Ij is ε-nice if it contains an ε-good point for γ1,2,

in which case the entire chunk Ij coincides with a concatenation of at most two pieces of geodesics

towards ρ∗. We say that the chunk is ε-ugly otherwise. In particular, an ε-ugly chunk must only

contain ε-bad points for γ1,2 and thus, simultaneously for every ε > 0, we have:

ε · #
{

1 ⩽ i ⩽ Kε : Ij is ε-ugly
}
⩽
∫ D(ρ1,ρ2)

0
du 1{γ1,2(u) is ε- bad}.

We now use Proposition 9.3, which gives us that E[
∫ D(ρ1,ρ2)

0 du 1{γ1,2(u) is ε- bad}] ⩽ C · εc, for some

C, c > 0 independent of ε > 0. Taking ε = 2−n for n = 1, 2, ... and using Markov’s inequality together

with the Borel–Cantelli lemma, we deduce that a.s. the number of 2−n-ugly chunks is eventually less

than 2n(1−c/2) as n → ∞. Next, observe that by Proposition 9.2, geodesics towards ρ∗ are geodesics

for both D and D∗ and therefore the metric D and D∗ coincides on the 2−n-nice intervals of γ1,2. We

deduce that for any δ > 0 we have

|D∗(ρ1, ρ2)− D(ρ1, ρ2)| ⩽
D⩽D∗

#{1 ⩽ j ⩽ K2−n : Ij is 2−n-ugly} × sup
x,y∈S

D(x,y)⩽2−n

D∗(x, y)

⩽
Prop. 8.8

2n(1−c/2) × Aδ · 2−n(1−δ),

eventually as n → ∞ ; where we recall that Aδ is the positive random variable appearing in Proposi-

tion 8.8 and in particular does not depend on n. Taking δ < c/2 and letting n → ∞ completes the

proof.

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 setM2• of triples (m, (v1, v2),△) where:

• m is a planar bipartite map with one distinguished oriented edge e0;

• v1, v2 are two vertices of m;

• △ is an integer such that |△| < dgr
m(v1, v2), and dgr

m(v1, v2) +△ is an even number.

Note that the last condition implies that dgr
m(v1, v2) ⩾ 2, and, in particular, that v1, v2 are distinct.

The integer △ 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, v2)), the set of all admissible delays will be

denoted by

△△m,v1,v2 . (10.1)

In order to obtain more harmonious notation, it will sometimes be useful to fix arbitrarily two integers

△1,△2 such that △ = △1 −△2.

We also consider the set U of unicyclomobiles, that are rooted plane maps u having the property

that:

• u is a bipartite map with exactly two faces labeled as f1 and f2;

• the vertices of u are partitioned into two “black and white” sets of vertices V•(u), V◦(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 ℓ : V◦(u) → Z, in such a way that (u, ℓ) 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 0.

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 setsM2• and U × {−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, ϵ) ∈ U ×{−1, 1}, associates an element

ofM2•, 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 vi inside the face fi, with a label ℓ(vi) = min{ℓ(v) :
v incident to fi} − 1. For each white corner c incident to the face fi, we define its successor to be

the next white corner c′ = s(c) in the (counterclockwise) contour order around the face fi with label

ℓ(c)− 1, or s(c) = vi if c has minimal label in the face fi. 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 fi. Lastly,

we remove the edges originally present in u.
The resulting map, whose vertex set is V◦(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

△i := ℓ(vi), for i ∈ {1, 2}. (10.2)

Finally, the map m is rooted at the edge emanating from the root corner c0 of u, which we choose to

131



orient from c0 to s(c0) if ϵ = +1, and from s(c0) to c0 if ϵ = −1. With this rooting choice, and letting

△ := △1 −△2, we denote by BDG2•(u) the tuple (m, (v1, v2),△).
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BDG2•(u, ϵ)

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 BDG2•(u) is an element ofM2•.

This statement will be proved by deriving some important geometric properties of the map BDG2•(u).
First, the following can be directly deduced from the construction and adapting classical arguments

in the Bouttier–Di Francesco–Guitter construction [32].

• The map BDG2•(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.

• Fix i ∈ {1, 2}, as well as a white corner c incident to fi, and denote the vertex incident to c by

v. Then the path γ(c) of arcs from v to vi following the consecutive successors c, s(c), s(s(c)), . . .
(until eventually reaching vi) is a geodesic path in BDG2•(u), again called the simple geodesic

starting from c. In particular, we have:

dgr
m(v, vi) = ℓ(v)−min

v∈ fi
ℓ(v) + 1 = ℓ(v)−△i. (10.3)
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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 BDG2•(u) \ {vi} incident to fi, we

have:

|ℓ(v)− ℓ(v′)| ⩽ dgr
m(v, v′) ⩽ ℓ(v) + ℓ(v′)− 2 max

(
min

[v,v′]u, fi

ℓ; min
[v′,v]u, fi

ℓ

)
+ 2 , (10.4)

where [v, v′]u, fi are the white vertices appearing in a minimal interval in the clockwise order when going

from v to v′ inside the face fi. Another important consequence of the construction of BDG2•(u) is that
a path γ in the map m between the two distinguished vertices v1 and v2 necessarily passes through

a (white) vertex v of the cycle of u. If c1, c2 denote corners incident to v that are also respectively

incident to f1 and f2, then the concatenation of the two simple geodesics γ(c1) and γ(c2) yields a path

of length 2ℓ(v)−△1 −△2. In particular, if the path γ as a geodesic, then it is necessary that:

ℓ(v) = min
{
ℓ(v′) : v′ white vertex belonging to the cycle of u

}
.

And in that case indeed, it is easy to check that the concatenation of γ(c1) and γ(c2) produces a geodesic

between v1, v2 in the map m. Recalling (10.2) and (10.3), we have in particular for v minimizing the

label on the cycle:

dgr
m(v, v1) =

1
2
(
dgr

m(v1, v2)−△
)

and dgr
m(v, v2) =

1
2
(
dgr

m(v1, v2) +△
)

. (10.5)

Note that in particular, the parity of △ = △1 −△2 is the same as that of dgr
m(v1, v2), while the

triangle inequality gives dgr
m(v1, v2) > |△1 −△2| = |△|, justifying that (m, (v1, v2),△) is indeed an

element ofM2•, 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 BDG2• is indeed a bijection from U × {−1, 1} onto M2•. 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, v2),△) ∈ M2• and let △1,△2 be integers such that

△1 −△2 = △. We introduce the labeling function defined on vertices v ∈ V(m) by

ℓ̃(v) := min
(
dgr

m(v, v1) +△1; dgr
m(v, v2) +△2

)
.

From the bipartite nature of the map m, and the fact that △ has the same parity as dgr
m(v1, v2), one

can check that |ℓ̃(v)− ℓ̃(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 ℓ̃(e+) = ℓ̃(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 ℓ̃, in the sense

that none of its neighbors has smaller label. It is easy to see that only v1 and v2 are local minima of

ℓ̃.

We now construct an element of U in the following way. We first add a“black”, dual vertex v f inside

each face f of m. Then, we let (v f
i : 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 (ℓ̃(v f
i ) : i ∈ Z) is then an infinite, deg( f )-periodic path with ±1 steps. We then draw deg( f )/2

arcs γ
f
i (that are non-intersecting and disjoint from the edges of m) from v f to each of the vertices v f

i

such that ℓ̃(v f
i ) = ℓ̃(v f

i+1) + 1.
Finally, we let e0 be the canonical orientation of the root edge of m, and we let ϵ = +1 if this

canonical orientation coincides with the original orientation of the root, and ϵ = −1 otherwise. We

define the label function ℓ(v) = ℓ̃(v)− ℓ̃(e−0 ).

Lemma 10.2. The graph with “white” vertices V(m) \ {v1, v2}, and “black” vertices {v f
i : ( f , i) ∈

Faces(m) ×Z}, whose set of edges is the set of arcs A = {γ f
i } as above, and with label function

inherited from ℓ, is a unicyclomobile u, such that the removed vertices v1, v2 belong to distinct faces

of u, thereby labeled f1 and f2. It is rooted at the corner inherited from the root corner incident to the

left of the origin of e0.

The proof of this lemma is exactly parallel to Lemma 1 in [110]. By construction, the graph u
comes with a bipartite coloration of its vertices and is well-labeled by ℓ. 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 v2. 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 v1

and v2. The remaining edges, which are the arcs A = {γ f
i }, 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 BDG2• construction.

Let T = (T , ℓ) and T ′ = (T ′, ℓ′) be two well-labeled mobiles, and, provided the sets V̂◦(T ) and

V̂◦(T ′) of white leaves of T , T ′ are not empty, we let v̂◦, v̂′◦ be two distinguished elements of these sets

respectively. We define a natural concatenation operation by changing the labeling function on T ′ to
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v̂′◦

v̂•

`0

`1

`2
`3

`4

T0

T1

T2

T4

T5

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.

ℓ(v̂◦) + ℓ′, and then identifying the leaf v̂◦ of T with the root vertex of T ′, in such a way that the

corner incident to v̂◦ is merged with the root corner of T ′. The result is a new well-labeled mobile with

a distinguished white leaf v̂′◦. 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 , v̂′◦) is a mobile buckle, we denote by C◦(P , v̂′◦) the set of white corners

incident to a white vertex different from v̂′◦ 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 , v̂′◦) with exactly one black vertex v̂•, which
necessarily has to be the parent vertex of v̂′◦. The latter is the parent of the white vertices v1, v2, . . . , vk

for some k ⩾ 1, arranged in clockwise order, whose respective labels are denoted by ℓ1, . . . , ℓk, and we

let r ∈ {1, . . . , k} be the index such that vr = v̂′◦. By convention we also let ℓ0 = ℓk+1 = 0.
For every i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k, k + 1} \ {r}, we let T (i) be a well-labeled mobile, whose label function

has been shifted by the addition of ℓi. For 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k, we graft the root of T (i) (at the level of its root

corner) to the vertex vi, and we identify the root vertices of T (0),T (k+1) with the root vertex of S , by

grafting them to the two sides of the root of S separated by the edge from the root to v̂•. 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 , v̂′◦), where
v̂′◦ has r− 1 older siblings and k− r younger siblings.

Next, we observe that unicyclomobiles u ∈ U are in correspondence with pairs ((T , v̂◦), (P , v̂′◦, c)),
where:

• (T , v̂◦) is well-labeled mobile with a distinguished white leaf v̂◦;

• (P , v̂′◦) is a well-labeled mobile buckle, and c ∈ C◦(P , v̂′◦) is a distinguished white corner distinct

from the one incident to v̂′◦ (and where the root corner has been duplicated);

• we have ℓT (v̂◦) = −ℓP (v̂′◦).
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T

P

u

v̂′◦

v̂◦

c?

c?

v̂◦

v̂′◦

f1

f2

c? c? v̂′•

0

`

−`

0

Φ((T , v̂◦), (P , v̂′◦, c))

Figure 41: An element u ∈ U is described by a pair (T , v̂◦), (P , v̂′◦, 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-trivial13 well-labeled mobile with a distinguished white leaf v̂′◦, whose
label is ℓT (v̂◦) + ℓP (v̂′◦) = 0. This allows us to merge the corner incident to this leaf with the root

corner of T , resulting in a unicyclomobile u = Φ((T , v̂◦), (P , v̂′◦, c)) ∈ U , rooted at the white corner

c. By convention, we let f1 be the face that is incident to the left side of P , and f2 be the other face.

Finally, we shift all the labels by subtracting the label of the root corner c 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 ((T , v̂◦), (P , v̂′◦, c)): to this end, we start from the

distinguished corner c. If it is incident to f1 (resp. f2), we run in counterclockwise (resp. clockwise)

contour order until we first meet a black vertex v̂′• on the cycle of u, and then stop and cut the cycle

at the first encounter of a white vertex v̂′◦ on the cycle afterwards. This is materialized by the two

blue oriented curves on the picture. The vertex v̂◦ is then found by backtraking two edges along the

cycle. Summarizing, we obtain the following statement.

Proposition 10.4 (Belt-Buckle decomposition). The mapping Φ is a bijection between U and the set

of pairs ((T , v̂◦), (P , v̂′◦, c)) described above. We will call them respectively the belt and the buckle

associated with the corresponding unicyclomobile.

13Note that, contrary to P , the mobile T 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 onM2• defined by:

w2•
q
(
m, (v1, v2),△

)
= wq(m) , (m, (v1, v2),△) ∈ M2• ,

which we may formally rewrite as

w2•
q
(
d(m, (v1, v2),△)

)
:= #V(m)2 wq(dm)volm(dv1)volm(dv2) #△△m,v1,v2

(d△) . (10.6)

Here, #△△m,v1,v2
(d△) stands for the counting measure on the set △△m,v1,v2 of integers △ such that

|△| < dgr
m(v1, v2) and dgr

m(v1, v2) +△ is an even number. Simply, this set has cardinality

#△△m,v1,v2 = (dgr
m(v1, v2)− 1)+, (10.7)

and in particular #△△m,v1,v2 ⩽ #V(m). Consequently, for every n ⩾ 1, the event {#V(m) = n} has

finite measure under w2•
q . Notice that the pushforward of w2•

q by the bijection BDG2• : M2• →
U × {−1, 1} described in the preceding section, and after forgetting the sign variable ϵ ∈ {−1, 1}, is
given by:

w̃2•
q (u) = 2 ∏

v∈V•(u)
qdeg(v) . (10.8)

In particular, if (Mn, vn
1 , vn

2 ,△n) has distribution w2•
q (d(m, (v1, v2),△)|#V(m) = n), then the as-

sociated unicyclomobile un has distribution w̃2•
q (du | #V◦(u) = n − 2). Our primary aim now is to

investigate the behavior of un as n → ∞. This analysis will enable us to deduce certain geometric

properties of (Mn, vn
1 , vn

2 ,△n) 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” w̃2•
q by using

simpler probabilistic objects, with the help of the decompositions of Section 10.2.

Recall the notation µ◦, µ• of (7.3), and recall that GWq(dT ) 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 µ◦, µ•, and where the labels are uniformly distributed among possible well labelings

conditionally given the tree structure.

For h ∈ Z+, we define the measure

ĜW
(h)
q (d(T , v̂)) =

GWq(dT )

µ◦(0)
∑

v∈V̂◦(T )
1{|v̂|=2h}δv(dv̂) , (10.9)

which consist in marking one distinguished white leaf at height 2h according to the counting measure.

In particular, note that ĜW
(1)
q is supported on the set of mobile buckles. As an easy exercise,

we invite the reader to check that the image measure of ĜW
(h)
q ⊗ ĜW

(h′)
q under the concatenation

operation is ĜW
(h+h′)
q (notice the factor 1/µ◦(0) has conveniently be included in the definition). In

order to give a description of random mobile buckles under ĜW
(1)
q , we invite the reader to recall the

discussion around Proposition 10.3, and define the following random variables associated with a mobile

buckle (P , v̂′◦):

137



• K is the number of children of v̂•, the parent vertex of v̂′◦;

• R is the rank in clockwise order around v̂• of the vertex v̂′◦ among its siblings.

Lemma 10.5. Under the law ĜW
(1)
q ,

• the random variable K has distribution µ̂•(k) = kµ•(k)/m•, the size-biased distribution associated

with µ•;

• conditionally given K, the random variable R is uniformly distributed in {1, . . . , K}.

Moreover, conditionally given (K, R) = (k, r),

• the labels (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓk, ℓk+1) of vertices around v̂• form a random walk with i.i.d. steps dis-

tributed according to a shifted geometric law ∑n⩾−1 2−n−2δn, and conditioned on ℓ0 = ℓk+1 = 0;

• the random mobiles T (i) for i ∈ {0, . . . , k + 1} \ {r} are i.i.d. with distribution GWq.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 10.3. For a given mobile buckle (P , v̂′◦) obtained

by appending the given well-labeled mobiles T (i), for i ∈ {0, . . . , k + 1} \ {r}, to a mobile “star” with

k + 1 branches, we have,

ĜW
(1)
q ({(P , v̂′◦)}) =

GWq({P})
µ◦(0)

=
1

(2k+1
k )

µ•(k) ∏
v∈V◦(P)\{v̂′◦}

µ◦(kv(P)) ∏
v∈V•(P)\{v̂•}

µ•(kv(P))
(2kv(P)+1

kv(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 v̂•. Note that, from the fact that

µ◦ is a geometric distribution and the criticality assumption m◦m• = 1, we may rewrite

µ◦(kroot(P)) =
1

m•
µ◦(kroot(T (0)))µ◦(kroot(T (k+1))) ,

so that we may re-express the above display as

ĜW
(1)
q ({(P , v̂′◦)}) =

1

(2k+1
k )

µ̂•(k)
k ∏

i∈{0,1,...,k+1}\{r}
GWq({T (i)}) .

We conclude by the elementary observation that a uniformly chosen possible labeling (ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓk, ℓk+1)

among the (2k+1
k ) possible ones has the same law as the claimed conditioned random walk.

Next, we define the two measures ĜWq = ∑h⩾0 ĜW
(h)
q , and

G̃Wq(d(P , v̂′, c)) = ĜW
(1)
q (d(P , v̂′)) ∑

c∈C◦(P ,v̂′)
(dc) , (10.10)

where we recall that C◦(P , v̂′) is the set of corners incident to a white vertex different from v̂′ and
where the white root corner has been duplicated.
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Proposition 10.6. The measure w̃2•
q /2 is the image measure under Φ (recall Figure 41) of

ĜWq(d(T , v̂))G̃Wq(d(P , v̂′, c))1{ℓT (v̂)=−ℓP (v̂′)} .

Proof. We fix a unicyclomobile u, that we may write as Φ((T , v̂◦), (P , v̂′◦, c)) in a unique way. In

particular, notice that ℓT (v̂◦) = −ℓP (v̂′◦). Then, it suffices to show that

GWq({T })GWq({P}) = ∏
v∈V•(u)

qdeg(v) .

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

GWq({T }) = ∏
v∈V◦(T )\{v̂◦}

µ◦(kv(T )) ∏
v∈V•(T )

µ•(kv(T ))
(2kv(T )+1

kv(T ) )

= ∏
v∈V◦(T )\{v̂◦}

z−1
q

(
1− z−1

q

)kv(T )
∏

v∈V•(T )

zkv(T )
q qkv(T )+1

1− z−1
q

= ∏
v∈V•(T )

qkv(T )+1 .

In the first line, the product of inverses of binomial coefficients comes from the choice of the labeling

function of T . Similarly,

GWq({P}) = ∏
v∈V◦(P)\{v̂′◦}

z−1
q

(
1− z−1

q

)kv(P)
∏

v∈V•(P)\{v̂′◦}

zkv(P)
q qkv(P)+1

1− z−1
q

= ∏
v∈V•(P)

qkv(P)+1 ,

which gives the result.

11 Scaling limit of Boltzmann unicyclomobiles

The purpose of this section is to obtain scaling limit results for a random unicyclomobile under the

measure w̃2•
q (du) conditioned on the event that u has n white vertices, as n→ ∞. 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 un be a random unicyclomobile of law w̃2•
q (du |

#V◦(u) = n − 2) and denote the belt part in the belt-buckle decomposition of Proposition 10.4

by (Bn, v̂n
◦). In particular, Bn is a pointed labeled tree of random size θn ⩽ n − 1, and we write

(SBn
k , LBn

k )k⩾0 for its Lukasiewicz encoding as in Section 7.3. We also denote the time of visit of v̂◦ by
an. The main result of this section identifies the scaling limit of (SBn , LBn , an, θn) in terms of the law
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of (X, Z, t•, σ) under the measure N• defined in Section 6. In order to state it, we introduce two bits

of notation. We let

p̄t(z) :=
1
t

∫ t

0
ds

√
t

2πs(t− s)
e−

t z2
2s(t−s) =

(6.9)

√
π

2t
erfc

(
|z|
√

2
t

)
, z ∈ R , (11.1)

be the density of a standard Brownian bridge of duration t > 0 sampled at an independent, uniformly

random time in [0, t]. Finally, for x > 0 and z ∈ R, we let

G̃(x, z) :=
∫ ∞

0

dt
Γ(−α) tα−1 q[α]x (−t) p̄t(z) , (11.2)

where, for every β ∈ (0, 1) ∪ (1, 2), and c > 0, q[β]c is the density of a stable spectrally positive Lévy

process with exponent β taken at time c, defined by its Laplace transform

∫
R

e−λxq[β]c (x)dx =

exp(−cλβ) if β ∈ (0, 1)

exp(cλβ) if β ∈ (1, 2)
, λ ⩾ 0 , (11.3)

and we let G̃(0, z) := 0 for every z ∈ R. Note that G̃ is a continuous function on (0, ∞)× (R \ {0}),
because of the Gaussian tails of the error function for t→ 0, and because of the stretched-exponential

tails of q[α]x (−t) as t → ∞, see (11.5) below. For α ∈ (1, 3/2), it holds that G̃(x, 0) < ∞ and G̃ is in

fact continuous on (0, 1)×R. On the other hand, since q[α]x (0) > 0, one should note that G̃(x, 0) = ∞
when α ∈ [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)2 × [0, 1]2 → R, we

have

E
[

F
(

2(sqn)−
1
α SBn
⌊(n−1)·⌋, (sqn)−

1
2α LBn
⌊(n−1)·⌋,

an

n
,

θn

n

)]
−−−→
n→∞

Cst ·N•
(

F(X, Z, t•, σ) · G̃ (1− σ,−Zt•)
)

,

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 Mn denotes a random q-Boltzmann map conditioned to have n vertices.

Proposition 11.2. Conditionally on Mn, let vn
1 and vn

2 be two independent uniform random vertices.

Then the sequence of random variables (n−
1

2α dgr
Mn

(vn
1 , vn

2))n⩾1 is uniformly integrable. Consequently,

along the subsequence (nk)k⩾1 defined before (7.10) it holds that

E[(sqn)−
1

2α · dgr
Mn

(vn
1 , vn

2)] −−−→n→∞
E[D(ρ1, ρ2)] ,

where ρ1, ρ2 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 σ-finite

“distributions” G̃Wq and ĜWq 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 q[β]c defined at (11.3). For β ∈ (0, 1) ∪ (1, 2) and c > 0, we note that, by [84,

Theorem 1.18], it holds that:

c1/βq[β]c (0) =


1

|Γ(−1/β)| if β > 1
1

|Γ(−β)| if β < 1 .
(11.4)

We will also use stretched-exponential decay of the left tail of q[β]1 : there exist c1, c2 > 0 (depending

on β) such that, for c, t > 0

q[β]c (−t) ⩽ c1

c1/β
exp

−c2

(
t

c1/β

) β
β−1

 , (11.5)

see [135, Theorem 2.5.3]. Moreover, assuming that β ∈ (0, 1), the following identity is known as

Zolotarev’s duality [84, Theorem 1.16 and (1.31)], can also be seen as a continuous version of the

cyclic lemma:

q[β]c (x) =
c
x

q[1/β]
x (−c) , c, x > 0 . (11.6)

On heavy-tailed random variables. Now let ξ◦1 , ξ◦2 , . . . be integer-valued, i.i.d. nonnegative random

variables with a non-lattice distribution, meaning that gcd({k : P(ξ◦1 = k) > 0}) = 1. We assume

that

P(ξ◦1 > k) ∼ c
|Γ(1− β)|kβ

, k→ ∞, (11.7)

for some c ∈ (0, ∞). We let ξi = ξ◦i if β ∈ (0, 1), and ξi = ξ◦i − E[ξ◦i ] if β ∈ (1, 2). These assumptions

imply, by an Abelian theorem, that

E[exp(−λξ1)] =

1− cλβ(1 + o(1)) if β ∈ (0, 1)

1 + cλβ(1 + o(1)) if β ∈ (1, 2)
, λ→ 0 , (11.8)

which in turn implies that the rescaled random sum (ξ1 + · · ·+ ξn)/n1/β converges in distribution as

n → ∞ to a random variable with density q[β]c . We are going to make extensive use of the Gnedenko

local limit theorem (see [73, Theorem 4.2.1]), according to which

sup
k∈Z

∣∣∣∣n1/βP(ξ1 + · · ·+ ξn = k)− q[β]c

(
k

n1/β

)∣∣∣∣ −→n→∞
0 . (11.9)

This result will be complemented by exponential bounds for the left-tail of ξ1 + · · ·+ ξn. If β ∈ (1, 2),
the Chernov bound, together with (11.8) applied at λ = n−1/β, implies that

P(ξ1 + · · ·+ ξn ⩽ −k) ⩽ C exp
(
− k

n1/β

)
, k, n ⩾ 1 , (11.10)
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for some constant C ∈ (0, ∞).

FInally, in the case where β ∈ (0, 1), it holds that

P(ξ1 + · · ·+ ξn ⩽ k) ⩽ C exp
(
− n

kβ

)
, k, n ⩾ 1 , (11.11)

for some constant C ∈ (0, ∞). This is obtained by combining the bound

P(ξ1 + · · ·+ ξn ⩽ k) ⩽ E
[

exp
(

λ

(
1− ξ1 + · · ·+ ξn

k

))]
= eλ E

[
exp

(
−λξ1

k

)]n

,

where λ is chosen arbitrarily in (0, 1/c1/β), 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” G̃Wq

defined in (10.10), starting with the easier case of an unmarked mobile piece with law ĜW
(1)
q 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 , v̂◦):

• M is the number of white vertices of T different from v̂◦;

• L = ℓT (v̂◦) is the label of v̂◦.

Let Ξ denote the law of (M, L) under ĜW
(1)
q . We write Ξ(m, l) = Ξ({(m, l)}) = ĜW

(1)
q (M = m, L = l)

for simplicity. Out first goal is to describe the asymptotic behavior of this law.

Proposition 11.3. Fix x > 0 and z ∈ R. Then, for any two sequences (mN), (lN) such that mN ∼
N

α
α−1 x and lN ∼ N

1
2(α−1) s

1
2α
q z, it holds that

2s1− 1
2α

q N · N α
α−1 · N

1
2(α−1) · Ξ(mN , lN) −→

N→∞

G̃(x, z)
x

. (11.12)

Similarly, it holds that, for every η ∈ (0, ∞],

2sq N · N α
α−1 · Ξ

(
{mN} × (−ηN1/2(α−1), ηN1/2(α−1))

)
−→
N→∞

∫ η

−η

G̃(x, z)
x

dz . (11.13)

Here, we recall that the function G̃ is defined at (11.2), and note that the integral in (11.13) is

always finite despite the fact that G̃(x, z) may explode at z = 0, because p̄t is an approximation of δ0

as t ↓ 0. From this, it will be easy to deduce the following scaling limit result for the buckle measure

G̃Wq, which, we recall, is the measure ĜW
(1)
q 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

G̃(m, l) = G̃Wq(M = m, L = l), which we view as a measure on N×Z. The measure G̃ is closely

connected to Ξ, as the following result shows.
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Lemma 11.4. For every ϵ > 0, there exists c(ε) ∈ (0, ∞) such that, for every A ⊂ Z and m ⩾ 1,

(zq − ε)m Ξ({m} × A)− e−c(ε)m ⩽ G̃({m} × A) ⩽ (zq + ε)m Ξ({m} × A) + e−c(ε)m .

Together with Proposition 11.3, this lemma will allow to show the following estimates on G̃.

Proposition 11.5. Fix x > 0 and z ∈ R, and let (mN), (lN) be sequences such that mN ∼ N
α

α−1 x and

lN ∼ N
1

2(α−1) s
1

2α
q z. Then it holds that

N · N
1

2(α−1) · G̃(mN , lN) −→
N→∞

G̃(x, z) . (11.14)

Moreover, it holds that

lim
η↓0

lim sup
m→∞

m1−1/αG̃({m} × [−ηm
1

2α , ηm
1

2α ]) = 0 . (11.15)

Proving these statements requires some preliminary notation. For k ⩾ 1, m ⩾ 1, we let Q∗k (m) be

the probability that the total number of white vertices in a sequence of k independent random mobiles

with law GWq is equal to m. By the cyclic lemma, we have

Q∗k (m) =
k
m

Qm(−k) , (11.16)

where Qm 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→ ∞,

Q∗1(m) ∼
q[α]sq/2α(0)

m1+1/α
=

2
s1/α

q |Γ(−1/α)|m1+1/α
. (11.17)

For 1 ⩽ r ⩽ k and l ∈ Z, we also let Pk(l) be the probability that a sum of k independent random

variables with shifted geometric law ∑n⩾−1 2−n−2δ{n} equals l, and

P(k)
r (l) :=

Pr(l)Pk+1−r(−l)
Pk+1(0)

, (11.18)

That is, P(k)
r is the law of the value at time r of a bridge of a random walk with step distribution P1(·)

with duration k + 1. We define the distribution P̄k by the formula

P̄k :=
1
k

k

∑
r=1

P(k)
r , (11.19)

which corresponds to the law at a uniformly random time in {1, 2, . . . , k} of that same random walk

bridge. Note that P̄k is a centered distribution, and moreover, it has variance (k + 1)/3, as shown for

instance in [104, Section 3.2].

Finally, recall that µ̂•(k) = kµ•(k)/m•, where m• = (zq − 1)−1, is the size-biased law associated

with µ• defined in (7.3). The key formula we will need is the following.
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Lemma 11.6. For k ⩾ 1, m ⩾ 1 and l ∈ Z, one has

Ξ(m, l) = ∑
k⩾1

µ̂•(k)Q∗k+1(m + 1)P̄k(l) . (11.20)

This is an immediate application of Lemma 10.5, which implies in fact the more detailed formula

ĜW
(1)
q (K = k, R = r, M = m, L = l) =

µ̂•(k)
k

Q∗k+1(m + 1)P(k)
r (l) ,

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

µ̂•(k) ∼
sq

4zqΓ(−α)(2k)α
, (11.21)

as k→ ∞.

Next, we state some estimates on P̄k.

Lemma 11.7. (i — Local limit theorem) Recalling (11.1), it holds that:

lim
k→∞

sup
l∈Z

∣∣∣∣√kP̄k(l)− p̄2

(
l√
k

)∣∣∣∣ = 0 . (11.22)

(ii — Local bound) For every β > 0, there exists a constant C = Cβ ∈ (0, ∞) such that, for every

k ⩾ 0 and l ∈ Z, √
kP̄k(l) ⩽

C

1 +
(
|l|√

k

)β
. (11.23)

(iii — Concentration function) There exists a constant c > 0 such that for every integers j ⩾ 1 and

k1, k2, . . . , k j ⩾ 1,

sup
l∈Z

P̄k1 ∗ P̄k2 ∗ · · · ∗ P̄k j(l) ⩽
c√

k1 + k2 + · · ·+ k j
. (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 l ∈ Z, the difference in absolute values is bounded by

∫ 1

0
ds

∣∣∣∣∣∣
√

kP⌈ks⌉(l)
√

kPk+1−⌈ks⌉(−l)√
kPk+1(0)

− e−
l2
4sk e−

l2
4(1−s)k√

4πs(1− s)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,

and the integral on [ε, 1− ε] is immediately controlled by the local limit theorem, since the variance of a

random variable with law P1 is 2. It remains to estimate the boundary terms, that it, to show that the

integral outside [ε, 1− ε] is uniformly small in l as n→ ∞, provided ε has been chosen small enough.

Let us look at the integral on [0, ε], the other one is dealt with by symmetry. First, we observe that

the sequence supk/2⩽r⩽k+1 supl∈Z Pr(l)/Pk+1(0), k ⩾ 1 is bounded, as a consequence of the local limit
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theorem for Pr. Therefore, Assuming that ε ∈ (0, 1/2), we can bound ratio Pk+1−⌈ks⌉(−l)/Pk+1(0)
uniformly in s ∈ [0, ε] and l ∈ Z, and it remains to check that:

lim
ε↓0

lim sup
k→∞

sup
l∈Z

1√
k

ϵk

∑
r=1

Pr(l) = 0 .

However, using the local limit theorem for Pr again, we have that supl∈Z Pr(l) = O(1/
√

r), so that

the last sum above is O(
√

εk) uniformly in l, which implies (11.22).

(ii) We rely on the refined bounds on the local limit theorem stated in [123, Theorem VII.3.16],

which entail that, for every β > 0,

C(β) = sup
l∈Z,r⩾1

(
1 +

( |l|√
r

)β
)
√

rPr(l) < ∞ .

Therefore, using (11.18) and (11.19), it holds that for every k ⩾ 0, l ∈ Z,

√
kP̄k(l) ≲

k

∑
r=1

C(β)2√
r(k + 1− r)

· 1(
1 +

(
|l|√

r

)β
)(

1 +
(

|l|√
k+1−r

)β
)

≲
( k

∑
r=1

C(β)2√
r(k + 1− r)

)
· 1(

1 +
(
|l|√

k

)β
) ,

which gives the result since the sum is a converging Riemann sum. (iii) Observe that (i) entails that

sup
k⩾1

sup
l∈Z

√
kP̄k(l) < ∞ ,

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 = mN and l = lN, to obtain that

Ξ(mN , lN) = ∑
k⩾1

µ̂•(k)Q∗k+1(mN + 1)P̄k(lN)

Next, fix ε > 0. The local limit theorem and dominated convergence, justified by the fact that

N
α

α−1 Q∗k+1(·) and N
1

2(α−1) P̄k(·) are uniformly bounded functions for k ⩾ εN
1

α−1 , entail that

2s1− 1
2α

q N · N
α

(α−1) · N
1

2(α−1) ∑
k>εN1/(α−1)

µ̂•(k)Q∗k+1(mN + 1)P̄k(lN)

−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→
(11.6),(11.16),(11.21),(11.22)

∫ ∞

ε

dt
Γ(−α)tα

q[1/α]
t (x) p̄t(z) ,

which converges to G̃(x, z)/x as ε→ 0. It remains to show the smallness of the remainder term

N · N α
α−1 · N

1
2(α−1) ∑

k⩽εN1/(α−1)

µ̂•(k)Q∗k+1(mN + 1)P̄k(lN)

= N
4α−1

2(α−1) ∑
k⩽εN1/(α−1)

µ̂•(k)
k + 1

mN + 1
QmN+1(−k− 1)P̄k(lN).
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By the local limit theorem, it holds that m1/α
N QmN+1(−k− 1) is uniformly bounded in k, so we can

bound the latter term by a constant times

N
2α−3

2(α−1) ∑
k⩽εN1/(α−1)

P̄k(lN)

kα−1 . (11.25)

If α ∈ (1, 3/2), we simply bound
√

kP̄k(l) by a constant using (i) or (ii) in Lemma 11.7, yielding an

upper bound of the form of a constant times

N
2α−3

2(α−1) ∑
k⩽εN

1
α−1

k1/2−α ≲ ε3/2−α ,

which goes to 0 as ε→ 0, as wanted. Now suppose that α ∈ [3/2, 2). If z = 0, then the result follows

directly from Fatou’s lemma and the fact that G̃(x, 0) = ∞. So we assume that z ̸= 0 and use the

bound (ii) in Lemma 11.7 for β = 1, yielding P̄k(lN) ⩽ C1(1 + |lN |)−1 = O(N−1/2(α−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

N
α−2
α−1 ∑

k⩽εN
1

α−1

k1−α ≲ ε2−α .

Again, this goes to 0 as ε → 0. The proof of (11.13) goes along similar lines, but is simpler: in the

error term, it suffices to bound P̄k((−ηN1/2(α−1), ηN1/2(α−1))) by 1.

Next, we turn to the comparison between Ξ and G̃.

Proof of Lemma 11.4. For m ⩾ 1 and A ⊂ Z, write G̃({m} × A) = ĜW
(1)
q (#C◦1{M=m,L∈A}), so that

(zq − ε)m Ξ({m} × A) + Rm(ε) ⩽ G̃({m} × A) ⩽ (zq + ε)m Ξ({m} × A) + Rm(ε) ,

where Rm(ε) = ĜW
(1)
q (#C◦1{M=m,|#C◦−zqm|>εm}). It remains to show that Rm(ε) is exponentially small.

To this end, let us work under the law GW⊗∞
q of an infinite forest of i.i.d. trees with law GWq, and

let v1, v2, . . . be the list of white vertices of this infinite forest listed in lexicographical (depth-first)

order. If χi is the number of children of vi plus 1, then (χi : i ⩾ 1) is an i.i.d. sequence with geometric

law ∑k⩾1 µ◦(k− 1)δk, which has expectation zq, and exponential moments. Hence, for a fixed ε > 0,
Cramér’s theorem implies that, for some C(ε) ∈ (0, ∞),

GW⊗∞
q

(∣∣∣∣∣ m

∑
i=1

χi − zqm

∣∣∣∣∣ > εm

)
⩽ e−C(ε)m (11.26)

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 Rm(ε) writes

ĜW
(1)
q (#C◦1{M=m,|#C◦−zqm|>εm}) = ∑

k⩾1
µ̂•(k)GW⊗∞

q

((
m+1

∑
i=1

χi

)
1{#V◦[k+1]=m+1,|∑m+1

i=1 χi−zqm|>εm}

)

⩽ GW⊗∞
q

((
m+1

∑
i=1

χi

)
1{|∑m+1

i=1 χi−zqm|>εm}

)
,
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where the second inequality is obtained by bounding the indicator that #V◦[k + 1] = m + 1 by 1,
and using the fact that µ̂• is a probability distribution. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the latter

quantity is bounded by

GW⊗∞
q

(m+1

∑
i=1

χi

)2
1/2

GW⊗∞
q

(∣∣∣∣∣m+1

∑
i=1

χi − zqm

∣∣∣∣∣ > εm

)1/2

,

which, by (11.26), is bounded by e−c(ε)m for some c(ε) ∈ (0, C(ε)), as wanted.

Finally, the proof of Proposition 11.5 consists in using Lemma 11.4 to transfer the estimates of

Proposition 11.3 to G̃.

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 η ∈ (0, ∞] and write:

G̃({m} × [−ηm
1

2α , ηm
1

2α ]) ⩽ (zq + 1)m Ξ({m} × [−ηm
1

2α , ηm
1

2α ]) + e−c(1)m.

Applying (11.13) for x = 1 and m = Nα/(α−1), we obtain (11.15) by first letting N → ∞ and then

η ↓ 0.

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 ((T , v̂◦), (P , v̂′◦, c)) under the sigma-finite measure

Uq := ĜWq(d(T , v̂◦))G̃Wq(d(P , v̂′◦, c))1{ℓT (v̂◦)=−ℓP (v̂′◦)}

appearing in Proposition 10.6, and which, we recall, is pushed to the measure w̃2•
q /2 by the mapping

Φ. 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 Φ((T , v̂◦), (P , v̂′◦, c))
being some large integer n. If F is some non-negative measurable function, we have

Uq(F(T , v̂◦)1{#V◦=n}) = ĜWq

(
G̃(n−M,−L)F(T , v̂◦)

)
(11.27)

where, as before, G̃(m, l) = G̃Wq(M = m, L = l). Now recall the notation of Section 7.3, and consider

the rescaled Lukasiewicz and label process of T :

S(n) =
2ST
⌊n·⌋

(sqn)
1
α

, L(n) =
LT
⌊n·⌋

(sqn)
1

2α

.

We also let a be the rank of v̂◦ in the depth-first order of white vertices of T , that is the integer such

that v◦a = v̂◦, and let θ = #V◦(T ).

Proposition 11.8. It holds that, for every bounded uniformly continuous function F,

n
1

2α Uq

(
F
(

S(n), L(n),
a
n

,
θ

n

)
1{#V◦=n−2}

)
−−−→
n→∞

Cst ·N•
(

F(X, Z, t•, σ) · G̃ (1− σ,−Zt•)
)

.
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By applying this result to F = 1, we obtain

n
1

2α Uq (#V◦ = n− 2) −−−→
n→∞

Cst ·N•
(
G̃ (1− σ,−Zt•)

)
, (11.28)

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
1

2α ĜWq

(
G̃(n−M,−L)F

(
S(n), L(n),

a
n

,
M
n

))
(11.29)

= n1+ 1
2α

∫ 1

0
dx ĜWq(M = ⌈nx⌉) ĜWq

(
G̃(n− ⌈nx⌉,−L(n)

an/n)F
(

S(n), L(n),
an

n
,
⌈nx⌉

n

) ∣∣∣M = ⌈nx⌉
)

.

Note that, by the definition of ĜWq just before (10.10), it holds that ĜWq(M = n) = ∑y⩾0 Ξ∗y({n}×
Z). Since n2−1/α Ξ({n} ×Z) converges as n → ∞ by (11.13), a standard renewal theorem implies

the existence of a constant c ∈ (0, ∞) such that ĜWq(M = ⌈nx⌉) ∼ c⌈nx⌉−1/α, with a uniformly

bounded error over values of x in a compact subset of (0, 1]. The next lemma says that, in a sense,

it is almost impossible to distinguish a large white leaf-pointed random mobile with law ĜWq 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

ĜWq(d(T , v̂◦) |M = n) and GWq(dT | #V◦ = n + 1)
∑v∈V̂◦(T ) δv(dv̂◦)

#V̂◦(T )

converges to 0 as n→ ∞. Moreover, if we let N◦(k) be such that v◦N◦(k) is the k-th white leaf appearing

in the list v◦1 , v◦2 , . . . , v◦#V◦ of white vertices of T , then, under GWq(· | #V◦ = n), we have

(N◦(⌊#V̂◦t⌋)
n

: 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 1
)
−→
n→∞

(
t : 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 1

)
,

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⊗∞
q -distributed random forest, we let χi − 1 be the number of children of the i-th white vertex

v◦i in depth-first order of exploration. This expresses the fact that v◦i is a white leaf if and only if

ζi := 1{χi−1=0} = 1, the latter being i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables with expectation 1/zq by (7.3).

Then, recalling that #V◦[1] is the number of white vertices of the first tree in the above infinite forest,

we have

GWq
(
|#V̂◦ − n/zq

∣∣ > εn | #V◦ = n
)
=

GW⊗∞
q

(
#V◦[1] = n,

∣∣∣∑n
i=1 ζi − n/zq

∣∣∣ > εn
)

GWq(#V◦ = n)
,

which decays exponentially fast in n for every fixed ε > 0 by Cramér’s theorem and the fact that

GWq(#V◦ = n) = Q∗1(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−1 ∑⌊nt⌋
i=1 ζi : 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 1) under GWq(· | #V◦ = n) is exponentially concentrated

around (t#V̂◦/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

∑
(T ,v̂◦):M(T )=n

∣∣∣∣∣ĜWq({(T , v̂◦)} |M = n)− GWq({T } | #V◦ = n + 1)

#V̂◦(T )

∣∣∣∣∣
= ∑

(T ,v̂◦):M(T )=n

∣∣∣∣∣ GWq({T })
ĜWq(M = n)

− GWq({T } | #V◦ = n + 1)

#V̂◦(T )GWq(#V◦ = n + 1)

∣∣∣∣∣
= GWq

(
1{M=n}

GWq(#V◦ = n + 1)

∣∣∣∣∣#V̂◦GWq(#V◦ = n + 1)

ĜWq(#V◦ = n + 1)
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣
)

. (11.30)

Now, since ĜWq(M = n) = GWq(#V̂◦1{#V◦=n+1}), we have that, for every ε > 0,∣∣∣∣ĜWq(M = n)− n
zq

GWq(#V◦ = n + 1)
∣∣∣∣ ⩽ εn GWq(#V◦ = n+ 1)+GWq

(
#V̂◦1{#V◦=n+1,|#V̂◦−n/zq|>εn}

)
,

where

GWq

(
#V̂◦1{#V◦=n+1,|#V̂◦−n/zq|>εn}

)
⩽ GW⊗∞

q

(( n+1

∑
i=1

ζi

)2) 1
2 ·GW⊗∞

q

(∣∣∣ n

∑
i=1

ζi − n/zq

∣∣∣ > εn
) 1

2

has exponential decay in n. Therefore, using again that GWq(#V◦ = n + 1) has a power-law decay, it

holds that GWq(#V◦ = n + 1)/ĜWq(M = n) ∼ zq/n as n→ ∞. Plugging this back into (11.30), and

applying a similar reasoning as above, distinguishing whether zq#V̂◦/n is at a distance greater than ε

from 1 or not, and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain the first wanted result.

Let us now fix ε, η ∈ (0, 1/2) and consider the integral expression (11.29) restricted to values of x
in [ε, 1− ε], and to values of L(n)

an/n in [−η, η]c. Then, by the first statement of the previous lemma,

this integral expression is equivalent to

cn1+ 1
2α

∫ 1−ε

ε

dx

(nx)
1
α

GWq

(
1

#V̂◦

#V̂◦

∑
k=1

G̃(n− ⌈nx⌉,−L(n)
N◦(k)/n)F

(
S(n), L(n),

N◦(k)
n

,
⌈nx⌉

n

) ∣∣∣M = ⌈nx⌉
)

.

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(α−1)/α, this expression has an equivalent of the form

c
∫ 1−ε

ε

dx

x
1
α

∫ x

ε

da
x

N(x)
(
G̃ (1− x,−Za) F (X, Z, a)1{|Za|>η}

)
,

where c ∈ (0, ∞) 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•
(
G̃(1− σ,−Zt•)F

(
X, Z, t•

)
1{t•∈[ε,1−ε],|Zt• |>η}

)
,

and as we let η ↓ 0 and then ε ↓ 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.

149



Lemma 11.10. For every ε ∈ (0, 1/2), it holds that

lim
η↓0

lim sup
n→∞

n
1

2α Uq

(
M(T ) ∧M(P) > εn, #V◦ = n, |L| ⩽ ηn

1
2α

)
= 0 . (11.31)

Moreover, one has

lim
ε↓0

lim sup
n→∞

n
1

2α Uq(M(T ) ∧M(P) ⩽ εn , #V◦ = n) = 0 . (11.32)

Proof. In this proof, we introduce the quantity

G(m, l) = ĜWq(M = m, L = l) , (11.33)

which we view as a measure on N×Z. Note that it is the Green function of the random walk whose

step distribution is Ξ, that is, G = ∑y⩾0 Ξ∗y. Our proofs will all rely on expansions of expressions of

the form

n
1

2α ∑
m,l

G(m, l)G̃(n−m,−l) , (11.34)

where the sum over m and l are over certain subsets of N and Z. On the one hand, we can express

G̃(n−m,−l) by first expressing it in terms of Ξ using Lemma 11.4, and then expanding it by using

(11.20). On the other hand, G(m, l) can also be expanded using (11.20), yielding

G(m, l) = ∑
y⩾0
k⩾1
r⩾1

∑
k1+···+ky=k

m1+···+my=m
l1+···+ly=l

µ̂•(k1) · · · µ̂•(ky)P̄k1(l1) · · · P̄ky(ly)Q∗k1+1(m1 + 1) · · ·Q∗ky+1(my + 1)

= ∑
y⩾0
k⩾1
r⩾1

Q∗k+y(m + y) ∑
k1+···+ky=k

µ̂•(k1) · · · µ̂•(ky)
(

P̄k1 ∗ · · · ∗ P̄ky

)
(l) . (11.35)

Such expansions will be especially useful in conjunction with the concntration bound (11.24), which

allows one to get rid of the sum over k1, . . . , ky, and of the dependence on l. Let us demonstrate this

by proving (11.31). For a given ε ∈ (0, 1/2) and η > 0, we write the quantity of interest in the form

(11.34):

n
1

2α Uq

(
M(T ) ∧M(P) > εn, #V◦ = n, |L| ⩽ ηn

1
2α

)
= n

1
2α ∑

εn⩽m⩽(1−ε)n
∑

|l|⩽ηn
1

2α

G(n−m, l)G̃(m,−l) .

(11.36)

Next, we expand G as in (11.35), and use the bound (11.24), showing

G(m, l) ≲ ∑
y⩾0
k⩾1

Q∗k+y(m + y)µ̂∗y• (k)√
k

. (11.37)
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This yields that the quantity of (11.36) is

≲ n
1

2α ∑
εn⩽m⩽(1−ε)n

G̃({n−m} × [−ηn
1

2α , ηn
1

2α ]) ∑
y⩾0
k⩾1

Q∗k+y(m + y)µ̂∗y• (k)√
k

(11.38)

≲
(

n1− 1
α sup

εn⩽m⩽(1−ε)n
G̃({m} × [−ηn

1
2α , ηn

1
2α ])

)
· n 3

2α−1 ∑
y⩾0
k⩾1

Q∗k+y([y + εn, y + (1− ε)n])µ̂∗y• (k)√
k

,

and we observe that the term in brackets involving G̃ is uniformy bounded in n by a function of ε

and η that vanishes as η → 0 for ε 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)

Q∗k+y([y + εn, y + (1− ε)n]) ≲ exp
(
−C

k + y
(n + y)1/α

)
≲ exp

(
−C

(
k

n1/α
∧ n1−1/α

))
, (11.39)

as well as

µ̂
∗y
• (k) ≲ exp

(
−C

y
kα−1

)
,

for some universal C ∈ (0, ∞). These two facts together easily entail that the contribution of the values

of y ⩾ n1− 1
α+λ to the above sum are stretched-exponentially decaying for every λ ∈ (0, (2/α− 1) ∧

(1/2α)). Since the rest of the terms behave as powers of n, we can restrict without loss of generality

our attention to values y ⩽ n1− 1
α+λ. If we further assume that k ⩾ δn1/α, then the local limit theorem

(11.9) entails that

n
3

2α−1 · ∑
y⩽n1− 1

α +λ

k⩾δn
1
α

Q∗k+y([y + εn, y + (1− ε)n])µ̂∗y• (k)√
k

≲
∫ ∞

δ
tα− 5

2 dt
∫ 1−ε

ε
q[1/α]

2t/s1/α
q
(x)dx

where the dominated convergence is justified by a use of the stretched-exponential bound (11.39), and

where we have used the fact that ∑y⩾0 µ̂•(k) ≲ kα−2 by virtue of the renewal theorem. In turn, this

integral converges to a finite value as δ → 0, due to the fact that q[1/α]
ct (x) = (ct/x)q[α]x (−t). Hence,

to conclude, it remains to show that the remaining terms k ⩽ δn1/α have a negligible role. Resuming

from the expression (11.38) and re-expressing Q∗k+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

≲ R(η)n
3

2α−1 max
εn⩽m⩽n

∑
y⩽n1− 1

α +λ

k⩽δn
1
α

(k + y)µ̂∗y• (k)Qm(−k− y)√
k

. (11.40)

Finally, an application of the local limit theorem shows that Qm(−k− y) ≲ m−1/α, uniformly in k, y.
Putting things together, we obtain a bound of the form

C(ε)R(η)n
1

2α−1 ∑
k⩽δn1/α

(
kα− 3

2 + n1− 1
α+λkα− 5

2

)
≲ C(ε)R(η)

δα−1/2 + n−
1

2α+λ ∑
k⩽δn

1
α

kα− 5
2

 ,
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for some finite constant C(ε) depending only on ε. The second term is ≲ nλ−1/2α if α < 3/2, and
is ≲ δα−3/2n1−2/α+λ if α ⩾ 3/2 (with an extra logarithmic factor if α = 3/2), so that it vanishes as

n→ ∞. Since the first term vanishes as δ→ 0, this concludes the proof of (11.31).

The proof of (11.32) is separated in two parts, depending which of M(T ) or M(P) is smaller than

εn, and follows the same general lines as above.

We start with the case where M(T ) ⩽ εn. The relevant form is now

n
1

2α Uq(M(T ) ⩽ εn , #V◦ = n) = n
1

2α

εn

∑
m=0

∑
l∈Z

G(m, l)G̃(n−m,−l) .

To estimate the latter, we use Lemma 11.4, which yields, for 0 ⩽ m ⩽ n/2,

∑
l∈Z

G(m, l)G̃(n−m,−l) ≲ n ∑
l∈Z

Ξ(n−m,−l)G(m, l) + ne−c(1)n/2G({m} ×Z) , (11.41)

and the remainder term has exponential decay as n → ∞ uniformly in 0 ⩽ m ⩽ n/2 since G({m} ×
Z) = ĜWq(M = m) is of order m−1/α, as we already observed. Next, we express Ξ(n− m,−l) by

(11.20) to get

∑
l∈Z

Ξ(n−m,−l)G(m, l) = n ∑
l∈Z

∑
r⩾1

µ̂•(r)Q∗r+1(n−m + 1)G(m, l) ,

and then we expand the Green function G(m, l) as in (11.35), showing that the last displayed quantity

equals

∑
y⩾0
k⩾1
r⩾1

µ̂•(r)Q∗r+1(n−m + 1)Q∗k+y(m + y) ∑
k1+···+ky=k

k1,...,ky⩾1

µ̂•(k1) · · · µ̂•(ky)
(

P̄k1 ∗ · · · ∗ P̄ky ∗ P̄r

)
(0)

≲ 1
n ∑

y⩾0
∑

k⩾0,r⩾1

(r + 1)µ̂•(r)µ̂
∗y
• (k)√

r + k
Q∗k+y(m + y)Qn−m+1(−r− 1).

Here we have used (iii) in Lemma 11.7 to control the convolution term, and (11.16) to re-express

Q∗r+1(n−m + 1). Summing this over 0 ⩽ m ⩽ εn and using (11.41), this yields

n
1

2α Uq(M(T ) ⩽ εn , #V◦ = n)

≲ n
1

2α ∑
y⩾0
k⩾0
r⩾1

(r + 1)µ̂•(r)µ̂
∗y
• (k)√

r + k ∑
0⩽m⩽εn

Q∗k+y(y + m)Qn−m+1(−r− 1) + Rn , (11.42)

where Rn 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 n1−1/α+λ, which

we now assume. Here, one has to pay attention to values of k, r that significantly deviate from the

typical magnitude n1/α. To fix the ideas, we consider δ > 0 and consider the situation where k ⩽ δn1/α
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and r ⩾ n1/α. To estimate this last term, we write

n
1

2α ∑
y⩽n1− 1

α +λ

k⩽δn
1
α

r⩾n
1
α

µ̂
∗y
• (k) ∑

0⩽m⩽εn
Q∗k+y(y + m)

(r + 1)µ̂•(r)√
r + k

Qn−m+1(−r− 1)

≲ n
1

2α ∑
y⩽n1− 1

α +λ

k⩽δn
1
α

µ̂
∗y
• (k) ∑

0⩽m⩽εn
Q∗k+y(y + m) ∑

r⩾n
1
α

r1−α

√
r + k

Qn−m+1(−r− 1) (11.43)

and we smoothen the terms of this sum over r by splitting it in scales, rewriting it as

∞

∑
w=1

2wn
1
α−1

∑
r=2w−1n

1
α

r1−α

√
r + k

Qn−m+1(−r− 1) ≲
∞

∑
w=1

(
2wn

1
α

)1−α

√
2wn

1
α + k

Qn−m+1(−1− [2w−1n
1
α , 2wn

1
α − 1]) .

This allows to use the left-tail bound (11.10), uniformly over the value of n−m ⩾ (1− ε)n, to bound

the last term by exp(−c2w−1), for some finite constant c. Reversing the steps, we obtain a bound of

the form

≲ n−
1
α ∑

r⩾n
1
α

r1−α

√
r + k

exp
(
−c

r
n1/α

)
,

possibly for some other universal constant c. This quantity does not depend on m anymore, and so

we may estimate (11.43) by

≲ n−
1

2α ∑
k⩽δn

1
α

∑
y⩾0

µ̂
∗y
• (k) ∑

r⩾n
1
α

exp(−cr/n1/α)

rα−1
√

r + k
≲
∫ δ

0
dt
∫ ∞

1
ds

exp(−cs)
sα−1t2−α

√
s + t

.

The latter integral is finite for every δ > 0, as a change to polar coordinates shows. Dealing with the

situation where k ⩽ δn1/α and r ⩽ n1/α is easier, as one can simply use the bound Qn−m+1(−r− 1) ≲
n−1/α provided by the local limit theorem, which is uniform in m ⩽ εn and r. The contribution of the

remaining terms, when k ⩾ δn1/α, can then be bounded similarly, using, as a final extra input, the

fact that Q∗k+y([y, y + εn]) ≲ Q∗k ([0, εn]) for k ⩾ δn1/α and y ⩽ n1−1/α+λ (choosing 0 < λ < 2/α− 1),
yielding the estimate

≲ n−
1

2α ∑
k⩽δn

1
α

∑
r⩾1

Q∗k ([0, εn])
exp(−cr/n1/α)

k2−αrα−1
√

r + k
≲
∫ ∞

δ
dt
∫ ∞

0
ds

exp(−cs)
∫ ε

0 q[1/α]

2t/s1/α
q
(x)dx

sα−1t2−α
√

s + t
.

This is a converging integral, as can again be checked by changing to polar coordinates, and this goes

to 0 as ε ↓ 0, as wanted.
The case where the buckle part M(P) ⩽ εn is small in (11.32) is dealt with by similar methods

We start from

n
1

2α Uq(M(P) ⩽ εn , #V◦ = n) ≲ n
1

2α

εn

∑
m=0

∑
l∈Z

G(n−m, l)G̃(m,−l)

≲ n
1

2α

εn

∑
m=0

∑
l∈Z

mΞ(m,−l)G(n−m, l) + n
1

2α

εn

∑
m=0

e−c(1)m sup
0⩽m⩽εn

G({n} ×Z) .
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Here, we have used Lemma 11.4. We already observed several times that G({n} ×Z) ≲ n−1/α, 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

n
1

2α

εn

∑
m=0

m ∑
y⩾0
k⩾1
r⩾1

µ̂•(r)µ̂
∗y
• (k)√

k + r
Q∗r+1(m + 1)Q∗k+y(n−m + y) .

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− 1
α+λ. We will now understand the behavior of the above estimate depending on whether k and

r are small (say ⩽ n1/α) or large (> n1/α). The contribution of both k, r small is obtained by applying

the cyclic lemma to the terms Q∗r+1(m + 1) and Q∗k+y(n−m + y), giving the estimate

n
1

2α−1
εn

∑
m=0

∑
y⩽n1−1/α+λ

k⩽n1/α

r⩽n1/α

rµ̂•(r)(k + y)µ̂∗y• (k)√
k + r

Qm+1(−r− 1)Qn−m+y(−k− y) .

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 Qm+1(−r− 1) ≲ m−1/α and Qn−m+y(−k− y) ≲ n−1/α, allowing to sum µ̂
∗y
• (k)

over values of y, yielding a bound

n−
1

2α−1 ∑
r,k⩽n1/α

kα−1

rα−1
√

k + r

εn

∑
m=0

m−1/α ≲ ε1− 1
α

∫ 1

0
dt
∫ 1

0

tα−1ds
sα−1
√

s + t
,

a converging integral. We see that this vanishes as ε → 0. Let us now consider the contribution of

small k and large r. This time, we only apply the cyclic lemma on the term Q∗k+y(n−m + y), yielding
the estimate

n−
1

2α−1 ∑
k⩽n1/α

r⩾n1/α

kα−1

rα

√
k + r

εn

∑
m=0

mQ∗r+1(m + 1) .

The contibution of the last sum is at most εnQ∗r+1([0, εn]) by using an Abel transform, and this is

≲ εn exp(−cr/(εn)1/α) by the left-tail bound (11.11). This justifies the dominated convergence in the

resulting estimate

εn−
1

2α ∑
k⩽n1/α

r⩾n1/α

kα−1 exp(−cr/(εn)1/α)

rα
√

k + r
≲ ε

∫ 1

0
dt
∫ ∞

1

tα−1 exp(−cs/ε1/α)ds
sα
√

t + s
,

again a converging integral, that vanishes when ε→ 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 Qm+1:

n
1

2α

εn

∑
m=0

∑
y⩽n1−1/α+λ

k⩾n1/α

r⩽n1/α

rµ̂•(r)µ̂
∗y
• (k)√

k + r
Qm+1(−r− 1)Q∗k+y(n−m + y) (11.44)

≲ n
1

2α ∑
y⩽n1−1/α+λ

k⩾n1/α

r⩽n1/α

µ̂
∗y
• (k)

rα−1
√

k + r

εn

∑
m=0

Q∗k+y(n−m + y)

m1/α
. (11.45)

Now, we first perform an Abel transform on the last sum, to turn it into a sum of the form

εn

∑
m=0

m−1− 1
α Q∗k+y([n−m + y, n + y]) .

The terms of this sum are (at least for m grater than some large enough constant) respectively

≲ Q∗k ([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

n
1

2α−1 ∑
y⩽n1−1/α+λ

k⩾n1/α

r⩽n1/α

µ̂
∗y
• (k)

rα−1
√

k + r

εn

∑
m=0

Qn−m(−k) ,

where Qn−m(−k) ≲ exp(−ck/n1/α). This allows to pass to the limit to the following converging

integral

ε1− 1
α

∫ ∞

1
dt
∫ 1

0

exp(−cs)ds
sα−1t2−α

√
s + t

.

This vanishes as ε→ 0. The final case where k, r are both large is similar and left to the reader.

This concludes the proof of Lemma 11.10, and hence of Proposition 11.8 and of Proposition 11.1.

11.5 Proof of Proposition 11.2

Fix A > 0, and let D(n) = n−
1

2α (dgr
Mn

(vn
1 , vn

2)− 1)+ for simplicity.

Recall from (10.5) that if (m, (v1, v2),△) = BDG2•(u), then it holds that dgr
Mn

(v1, v2) = 2ℓ −
△1 −△2, where ℓ is the minimal label along the cycle of u, and △i is the minimal label along the

face fi, minus 1. We denote this quantity by D1,2(u).
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Then, recalling (10.6), we have

E
[

D(n)1{D(n)>A}
]
=
∫
M

wq(dm)

wq(#V = n)
volm(dv1)volm(dv2)

#△△m,v1,v2

n2+ 1
2α

1
{#△△m,v1,v2>An

1
2α ,#V=n}

=
∫
M2•

w2•
q (d(m, (v1, v2),△))

n2+ 1
2α wq(#V = n)

1
{(dgr

m(v1,v2)−1)+>An
1

2α ,#V=n}

= 2
∫
U

w̃2•
q (du)

n2+ 1
2α wq(#V = n)

1
{D1,2(u)>An

1
2α ,#V◦(u)=n−2}

= 2
w̃2•

q (#V◦ = n− 2)

n2+ 1
2α wq(#V = n)

P(D1,2(un) > An
1

2α ) .

Next, we observe that the prefactor 2 w̃2•(#V◦=n−2)

n2+ 1
2α wq(#V=n)

is a bounded function of n, by virtue of (11.28) and

of the fact that wq(#V = n) = 2n−1GWq(M = n) ∼ cn−2−1/α. In particular, the previously displayed

quantity is bounded by a constant multiple of P(4ω(un) > An
1

2α ) where ω(un) is equal to one plus the

maximal label of un in absolute value. In turn, the latter quantity can be written as the maximum of

ωbelt(un) and ωbuckle(un), these quantities being equal to one plus the maximal label in absolute value

along the belt (resp. buckle) of un. Proposition 11.1 entails that (ωbelt(un)/n
1

2α : n ⩾ 1) forms a tight

family of random variables, so that it suffices to show that the same is true of (ωbuckle(un) : n ⩾ 1).
This can be achieved by a re-rooting argument. Indeed, consider a white corner c2 chosen uniformly

at random in the unicyclomobile un. Clearly, the unicyclomobile u∗n obtained by re-rooting un at c2

(and forgetting the first root) has same distribution as un. Therefore, provided that c2 belongs to the

belt of un (with the initial root), we have ωbuckle(u∗n) ⩽ ωbelt(un). Fix ε > 0. Let Eε(n) be the event

#C◦(Bn) > ε#C◦(un). We have by the above observation,

ε P(ωbuckle(u∗n) > An
1

2α , Eε(n)) ⩽ P(ωbuckle(u∗n) > An
1

2α , Eε(n), c2 ∈ C◦(Bn))

⩽ P(ωbelt(un) > An
1

2α ) .

Therefore, from the tightness of labels in the belt entailed by Proposition 11.1, we obtain that for

every ε > 0, lim supn→∞ P(ωbuckle(u∗n) > An
1

2α , Eε(n)) = 0. We conclude by writing

P(ωbuckle(un) > An
1

2α ) = P(ωbuckle(u∗n) > An
1

2α )

⩽ P(ωbuckle(u∗n) > An
1

2α , Eε(n)) + P(Eε(n)c) ,

and by observing that the superior limit of the term P(Eε(n)c) goes to 0 as ε ↓ 0. Indeed, since

#C◦(Bn) ⩾ #V◦(Bn), we deduce that the family (#C◦(Bn)/n : n ⩾ 1) is tight in (0, ∞] by Proposi-

tion 11.1. Therefore, our result will follow from the fact that (#C◦(B′
n)/n : n ⩾ 1) is tight in [0, ∞),

where B′
n is the buckle part of un. To prove this, observe that the following variant of equation (11.27)

holds:

Uq(#C◦(P) > An, #V◦ = n) = ĜWq

(
G̃(n−M,−L; An)1M⩽n

)
,

where G̃(m, l; m′) = G̃Wq(M = m, L = l, #C◦ > m′). We conclude from the fact that, for A > zq,

it holds that G̃(m, l; 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, ĜWq(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, ρ∗) 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, ρ∗) are almost surely unique (Theorem 9.1).

This result enables us to show (Proposition 9.2) that all geodesics to the root ρ∗ 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, ρ∗)

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, ρ∗). As in Section 7.4, passing from the discrete

constructions to the continuum provides a new perspective on (S , D, Vol, ρ∗), 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 Mn is a rooted q-Boltzmann map with n vertices, that is, with

law wq(· | #V = n). Conditionally on Mn, let vn
1 , vn

2 be two independent uniform vertices of Mn

and finally let △n ∈ △△Mn,vn
1 ,vn

2
be a uniform integer satisfying |△n| < dgr

Mn
(vn

1 , vn
2) and such that

△n + dgr
Mn

(vn
1 , vn

2) is even. In particular,
(
Mn, (vn

1 , vn
2),△n

)
is an element of M2• but its law is not

w2•
q (· | #V = n), as defined in (10.6). Indeed, there is a bias between these two distributions given by

#△△Mn,vn
1 ,vn

2
which is equal to (dgr

Mn
(v1, v2)− 1)+ by (10.7). More precisely, we define a random variable(

M̂n, (v̂n
1 , v̂n

2), △̂n
)
∈ M2• of law w2•

q (· | #V = n) by biasing
(
Mn, (vn

1 , vn
2),△n

)
by (dgr

Mn
(v1, v2)− 1)+.

Specifically, for every non-negative measurable function f :M2• → R+, we have

E
[

f
(
M̂n, (v̂n

1 , v̂n
2), △̂n

)]
:=

E
[

∑
△n∈△△Mn ,vn

1 ,vn
2

f (Mn, (vn
1 , vn

2),△n)
]

E
[ (

dgr
Mn

(vn
1 , vn

2)− 1
)
+

] , (12.1)

and consequently it holds that:

E
[

f
(
M̂n, (v̂n

1 , v̂n
2), △̂n

)]
=

(10.6)
w2•

q

(
f
(
m, (v1, v2),△

) ∣∣∣ #V(m) = n
)

=
(10.8)

w̃2•
q

(
f
(
BDG2•(u)

) ∣∣∣ #V◦(u) = n− 2
)

=
Sec. 11.1

E
[

f
(
BDG2•(un, ϵ)

)]
.
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In particular, we may and will think of
(
M̂2•

n , △̂n
)

:=
(
M̂n, (v̂n

1 , v̂n
2), △̂n

)
as coded by the well-labeled

unicyclomobile un together with a random sign ϵ. According to the previous section, let us write

(Bn, v̂◦) for the belt part in the belt-buckle decomposition (Proposition 10.4) of un and recall that

(SBn
k , LBn

k )k⩾0 is its Lukasiewicz encoding as in Section 7.3. We also recall the notation θn for the

number of white vertices in Bn, an for the first time of visit of v̂◦ and the constant sq appearing in

the asymptotic (7.5). We encapsulate these variables in the quadruplet:

Codn :=
(

2(sqn)−
1
α SBn
⌊(n−1)·⌋, (sqn)−

1
2α LBn
⌊(n−1)·⌋,

an

n
,

θn

n

)
, (12.2)

that we interpret as a variable in D([0, 1], R)2 × R2. We now introduce the continuous analog of

(12.2). Following Proposition 11.1, we consider a random variable (X̂, Ẑ, t̂•, σ̂) characterized by

E
[

f (X̂, Ẑ, t̂•, σ̂)
]
= Cst ·N•

(
f
(
X, Z, t•, σ

)
· G̃
(
1− σ,−Zt•

))
, (12.3)

for every non-negative measurable function f on D([0, 1], R)2 ×R2. We interpret (X̂, Ẑ, t̂•, σ̂) as the

scaling limit of (12.2) since, by the previous discussion and Proposition 11.1, we have

Codn
(d)−−−→

n→∞
(X̂, Ẑ, t̂•, σ̂), (12.4)

where, of course, the convergence takes place in D([0, 1], R)2 ×R2. 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, dM, µ, x, (x1, x2)) where (M, dM, µ, x) is a
rooted weighted compact metric space and x1, x2 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 classes14 of rooted bi-marked weighted compact metric spaces, denoted by

M2•
root := {(M, dM, µ, x, (x1, x2)) : x, x1, x2 ∈ M}/iso,

and we endow it with the rooted bi-marked Gromov–Hausdorff–Prokhorov metric, i.e.

droot,2•
GHP

((
M, dM, µ, x, (x1, x2)

)
,
(

M′, dM′ , µ′, x′, (x′1, x′2)
))

:= inf
ϕ,ϕ′

(
δH
(
ϕ(M), ϕ′(M′)

)
∨ δP

(
ϕ∗µ, ϕ′∗µ

′) ∨ δ
(
ϕ(x), ϕ′(x′)

)
∨ δ
(
ϕ(x1), ϕ′(x′1)

)
∨ δ
(
ϕ(x2), ϕ′(x′2)

))
,

where again the infimum is taken over all isometries ϕ, ϕ′ from M, M′ into a metric space (Z, δ). As

usual, here δH (resp. δP) stands for the classical Hausdorff distance (resp. the Prokhorov distance).

The space (M2•
root, droot,2•

GHP ) is a Polish space (see e.g. [1, 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(M̂n), (sqn)−

1
2α dgr

M̂n
, vol

M̂n
, ρ̂n
∗ , (v̂

n
1 , v̂n

2)
)

and
(
V(Mn), (sqn)−

1
2α dgr

Mn
, volMn , ρn

∗ , (v
n
1 , vn

2)
)
,

14Here we say that (M, dM, µ, x, (x1, x2)) and (M′, d′, µ′, x′, (x′1, x′2)) are identified if there exists an isometric bijection

φ : M→ M′ such that φ∗µ = µ′ and (φ(x), φ(x1), φ(x2)) = (x′, x′1, x′2).
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for n ⩾ 1, as random variables on M2•
root, where ρ̂n

∗ and ρn
∗ stand for the starting vertex of the

distinguished oriented edge of M̂n and Mn respectively. When further equipped with the delays, these

variables become random variables taking values in the space M2•
root ×R, which is endowed with the

product topology and Borel sigma-field. We stress that the projection mapping a rooted bi-marked

weighted compact metric space
(

M, dM, µ, x, (x1, x2)
)
to
(

M, dM, µ, x
)
plainly defines a projection from

M2•
root onto Mroot.

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, ρ∗) from Proposition 7.1 along with the

subsequence (nk)k⩾1 on which it may depend. Conditionally on (S , D, Vol, ρ∗), let ρ1, ρ2 ∈ S be two

independent points sampled according to Vol (that is, ΠD(U1), ΠD(U2) for two i.i.d. uniform variables

U1, U2 on [0, 1] independent of (X, Z)). The variable (S , D, Vol, ρ∗, (ρ1, ρ2)) takes values in M2•
root, and

conditionally to it, we consider △ a random variable uniform on [−D(ρ1, ρ2), D(ρ1, ρ2)]. We then

introduce (Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗, (ρ̂1, ρ̂2), △̂) a biased version of (S , D, Vol, ρ∗, (ρ1, ρ2),△), whose law is defined

by

E
[

f
(
Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗, (ρ̂1, ρ̂2), △̂

)]
=

E
[

D(ρ1, ρ2) f (S , D, Vol, ρ∗, (ρ1, ρ2),△)
]

E[D(ρ1, ρ2)]

=

E
[

1
2

∫ D(ρ1,ρ2)

−D(ρ1,ρ2)
du f (S , D, Vol, ρ∗, (ρ1, ρ2), u)

]
E[D(ρ1, ρ2)]

, (12.5)

for every measurable function f : M2•
root×R→ R+. We stress that (12.5) defines a probability measure

on M2•
root ×R since E[D(ρ1, ρ2)] < ∞ by Lemma 7.3. In particular, the projection (Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗) has

the law of (S , D, Vol, ρ∗) biased by
∫

Vol(dx1)Vol(dx2) D(x1, x2).

Lemma 12.1. With the notation above, we have:(
V(M̂nk), (sqnk)

− 1
2α · dgr

M̂nk
, vol

M̂n
, ρ̂nk∗ ,

(
v̂nk

1 , v̂nk
2

)
, (sqnk)

− 1
2α · △̂nk

)
(d)−−→

k→∞

(
Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗,

(
ρ̂1, ρ̂2

)
, △̂
)

,

(12.6)

where the convergence takes place on the space M2•
root ×R.

Proof. First, recall that

Ŷn :=
(

V(M̂n), (sqn)−
1

2α · dgr
M̂n

, vol
M̂n

, ρ̂n
∗ , (v̂

n
1 , v̂n

2)
)

has the law of Yn := (V(Mn), (sqn)−
1

2α dgr
Mn

, volMn , ρn
∗ , (vn

1 , vn
2)) biased by the Radon–Nikodym deriva-

tive:

An :=
(

dgr
Mn

(vn
1 , vn

2)− 1
)
+

/
E
[(

dgr
Mn

(vn
1 , vn

2)− 1
)
+

]
.

By Proposition 7.1, the family (Ynk)k⩾1 is tight in M2•
root and converges in law towards:(

S , D, Vol, ρ∗, (ρ1, ρ2)
)
.
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Moreover, Corollary 11.2 entails that the family (An)n⩾1 is uniformly integrable. It then follows that

(Ŷnk)k⩾1 converges in law towards: (
Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗, (ρ̂1, ρ̂2)

)
.

To extend the result to the delays, notice that conditionally on Ŷn, the delay △̂n is uniform on the set

{m ∈ Z : |m| < dgr
M̂n

(v̂n
1 , v̂n

2) and m + dgr
M̂n

(v̂n
1 , v̂n

2) is even}. It is then straightforward to deduce the

desired convergence (12.6) along the subsequence (nk)k⩾1.

Combining (12.4) and (12.6), we derive that the family of random vectors((
V(M̂nk), (sqnk)

− 1
2α · dgr

M̂nk
, vol

M̂nk
, ρ̂nk∗ ,

(
v̂nk

1 , v̂nk
2

)
, (sqnk)

− 1
2α · △̂nk

)
, Codnk

)
, k ⩾ 1, (12.7)

living in the Polish space (M2•
root ×R) × (D([0, 1], R)2 ×R2), is tight since each of its coordinates

is tight. By Skorokhod representation theorem, we can further extract a subsequence (mk)k⩾1 from

(nk)k⩾1 along which we can couple all realizations to have almost sure convergence towards some vector

of (M2•
root ×R)× (D([0, 1], R)2 ×R2) with marginals distributed as ((Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗, (ρ̂1, ρ̂2)), △̂) and

(X̂, Ẑ, t̂•, σ̂) respectively. With a slight abuse of notation, we still denote this vector by:((
(Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗, (ρ̂1, ρ̂2)), △̂

)
, (X̂, Ẑ, t̂•, σ̂)

)
. (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 BDG2• to the scaling limit. In this way, we can import

some new geometric information on D̂ (equivalently on D after de-biasing) from (X̂, Ẑ, t̂•, σ̂) similarly

as we imported information on D from (X, Z) in Section 7.4. We also stress that for convenience, all

variables ((Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗, (ρ̂1, ρ̂2)), △̂, X̂, Ẑ, t̂•, σ̂) as well as ((S , D, Vol, ρ∗, (ρ1, ρ2)),△, X, Z, t•, σ) 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 (mk)k⩾1.

Let us conclude this section by addressing a technicality. Under P, the space
(
S , D, Vol, ρ∗, (ρ1, ρ2)

)
is constructed from the pseudo-distance D : [0, 1]2 → R+ and two uniform independent random

variables on [0, 1]. Therefore,
(
S , D, Vol, ρ∗, (ρ1, ρ2)

)
is a concrete rooted bi-marked weighted compact

metric space which we then view as a random variable when considering its equivalence class in M2•
root.

This allowed us to discuss metric properties directly using the representative
(
S , D, Vol, ρ∗, (ρ1, ρ2)

)
.

However, this is not longer the case for (Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗, (ρ̂1, ρ̂2)) which is directly defined as an element

of M2•
root. 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 ω (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, dE), in such a way that

V(M̂mk) −→k→∞
Ŝ and

(
ρ̂mk∗ , v̂mk

1 , v̂mk
2

)
−→
k→∞

(
ρ̂∗, ρ̂1, ρ̂2

)
, (12.9)
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where the first convergence is with respect to the Hausdorff distance in (E, dE). We also have the

weak convergence vol
M̂mk
→ V̂ol, but this last convergence will not be needed in this work. We stress

that the compact metric space (E, dE) might depends on ω. Then, if we establish that some property

holds, for P almost every such ω, then we can use (12.5) to import it to
(
S , D, Vol, ρ∗, (ρ1, ρ2)

)
,

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 Ω′ for the subset of all such ω

such that (12.9) hold, such that the process X̂ does not have negative jumps and verify properties

(A1)–(A4) of Section 2.1 with X replaced by X̂, and such that Ẑ is continuous and its restriction

to B̂ranch(0, t̂•) := {h ⩽ t̂• : X̂h− ⩽ min[h,̂t•] X̂} realizes its infimum at a unique point. We stress

that the set B̂ranch(0, t̂•) corresponds, in terms of the looptree encoded by X̂, to the pinch-point

times in the branch from 0 to t̂•, in the sense of Section 2.1. By the above discussion, (12.3) and

Lemmas 2.5 and 4.7, we have P(Ω′) = 1.

12.2 Uniqueness 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 ρ1 to ρ2,

thereby establishing Theorem 9.1. Since to achieve this, we rely on the biased version

(Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗, (ρ̂1, ρ̂2)),

we need to check measurability issues. In this direction, we introduce PM
2•,1
root, the subset of M2•

root

consisting of all equivalence classes of weighted geodesic compact metric spaces with exactly one

geodesic between the two marked points. We emphasize that PM
2•,1
root is well-defined, as the property

of having exactly one geodesic between the two marked points is invariant under isometry.

Lemma 12.2. PM
2•,1
root is a measurable subset of M2•

root.

Proof. First note that by (a marked extension of) [39, Theorem 7.5.1], the space PM2•
root of equivalence

classes of rooted bi-marked weighted geodesic compact metric spaces is a closed subset of M2•
root, and

furthermore that the number of geodesics connecting x1 and x2 does not depend on the choice of

representative (M, d, µ, x, (x1, x2)). For every δ > 0, consider PM2•
root[δ], the space of equivalence

classes of spaces (M, d, µ, x, (x1, x2)) possessing at least two geodesics, γ and γ′, going from x1 to x2,

such that

sup
{
|γ(t)− γ′(s)| : s, t ∈ [0, d(x1, x2)]

}
⩾ δ.

Then it is straightforward to verify that PM2•
root[δ] is a closed subset of PM2•

root, and PM
2•,1
root is a

measurable set since:

PM
2•,1
root = PM2•

root \
⋃

n∈N

PM2•
root[2

−n].
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Therefore, our formal goal is to establish that (S , D, Vol, ρ∗, (ρ1, ρ2)) ∈ PM
2•,1
root, P-a.s., which by

(12.5) is equivalent to: (
Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗, (ρ̂1, ρ̂2)

)
∈ PM

2•,1
root, P-a.s. (12.10)

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 ω ∈ Ω′ in the underlying

probability space, as described at the end of Section 12.8. In particular, (Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗, (ρ̂1, ρ̂2)) is

embedded on a compact space (E, dE). Next, for every h ∈ [−D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2), D(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)], we write

Ĝ (h) :=
{

x ∈ Ŝ : D̂(x, ρ̂1) =
D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)− h

2
and D̂(x, ρ̂2) =

D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2) + h
2

}
,

which is the set of alll h-median points in a D̂-geodesic between ρ̂1 and ρ̂2. The assertion that there

is a unique geodesic connecting ρ̂1 to ρ̂2 is equivalent to stating that Ĝ (h) is a singleton for every

h ∈ [−D̂(ρ1, ρ2), D̂(ρ1, ρ2)]. Moreover by continuity, if #Ĝ (h) ⩾ 2 for some h, then #Ĝ (h′) ⩾ 2 for all

h′ in a small neighborhood of h. Thus, to obtain the uniqueness of geodesics going from ρ̂1 to ρ̂2, it

suffices to show that:

Lemma 12.3. For every ω ∈ Ω′ and with the notation above, the set Ĝ (△̂) is a singleton.

Proof. Let ω be fixed as explained above. We begin by reformulating the statement of the lemma in

terms of (M̂mk , v̂mk
1 , v̂mk

2 , △̂mk). In this direction, we introduce the set A of all sequences (xmk)k⩾1, with

xmk vertex of M̂mk , such that

(sqmk)
− 1

2α · dgr
M̂mk

(v̂mk
1 , xmk)→

D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)− △̂
2

and (sqmk)
− 1

2α · dgr
M̂mk

(v̂mk
2 , xmk)→

D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2) + △̂
2

.

(12.11)

Next, remark that if there exist x, x′ ∈ Ĝ (△̂) with x ̸= x′, then by the definition of Ĝ (△̂) and (12.9)

we can find two sequences (xmk)k⩾1, (x′mk
)k⩾1 in A such that

lim sup
k→∞

(sqmk)
− 1

2α · dgr
M̂mk

(xmk , x′mk
) > 0. (12.12)

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 (M̂mk , v̂mk
1 , v̂mk

2 , △̂mk) =

BDG2•(umk , ϵ) of Section 10. In this direction, for k ⩾ 1, we recall the notation f mk
1 and f mk

2 for the

faces containing v̂mk
1 and v̂mk

2 respectively, and let us start with a couple of easy remarks. First, for

each k ⩾ 1, consider Jmk a white vertex attaining the minimal label along the cycle of umk , and remark

that by (10.3), we must have:

(sqmk)
− 1

2α ·
(

dgr
M̂mk

(v̂mk
1 , Jmk)− dgr

M̂mk
(v̂mk

2 , Jmk)
)
→ △̂.

Next, recall from the discussion preceding (10.5) that if we concatenate two simple geodesics in the

map starting from Jmk and obtained by iterating the successor function in the faces f mk
1 and f mk

2
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respectively, until reaching v̂mk
1 and v̂mk

2 , then this concatenation produces a geodesic γ̂mk
1,2 connecting

v̂mk
1 to v̂mk

2 . Hence, we must also have

(sqmk)
− 1

2α ·
(

dgr
M̂mk

(v̂mk
1 , Jmk) + dgr

M̂mk
(v̂mk

2 , Jmk)
)
→ D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2).

We infer that (Jmk)k⩾1 is in A. Now remark that in order to have (12.12) for two sequences in A,
there must exist (xmk)k⩾1 ∈ A such that lim supk→∞(sqmk)

− 1
2α · dgr

M̂mk
(Jmk , xmk) > 0. We argue by

contradiction and assume that we can find such a sequence (xmk)k⩾1. For k ⩾ 1, consider a path γmk

going from v̂mk
1 to v̂mk

2 and passing through xmk obtained by concatenating two geodesics from xmk to

v̂mk
1 and from xmk to v̂mk

2 . By Jordan theorem, this path must go through a white vertex J′mk
of the

cycle of umk , and since (xmk)k⩾1 is in A, the length of γmk is equal to dgr
M̂mk

(v̂mk
1 , v̂mk

2 ) + o(m
1

2α

k ), and as

a consequence

dgr
M̂mk

(v̂mk
1 , v̂mk

2 ) + o(m
1

2α

k ) ⩾ dgr
M̂mk

(v̂mk
1 , J′mk

) + dgr
M̂mk

(J′mk
, v̂mk

2 ) and dgr
M̂mk

(xmk , J′mk
) = o(m

1
2α

k ).

(12.13)

We refer to Figure 42 for an illustration. In particular, to obtain a contradiction it suffices to show

v̂mk
1

v̂mk
2Jmk

J ′
mk

xmk

fmk
1

fmk
2

γmk

γ̂mk
1,2

Figure 42: Illustration of the notation. The (essentially unique) vertex minimizing the label

along the cycle of umk is denoted by Jmk . The vertex xmk must be close to a vertex J′mk
on the

cycle which asymptotically minimizes the label.

that dgr
M̂mk

(Jmk , J′mk
) = o(m

1
2α

k ). In this direction, remark that by (10.3) and (12.13), combined with the

fact that Jmk minimizes the label along the cycle of umk , we have

ℓmk(J′mk
) = ℓmk(Jmk) + o(m

1
2α

k ), (12.14)

where ℓmk stands for the label function of umk . We conclude using now the convergence of Codmk

towards (X̂, Ẑ, t̂•, σ̂) by an argument parallel to the one of the proof of the Cactus bound of Lemma

7.5. In this direction, let us write jmk ⩽ amk (resp. j′mk
⩽ amk) for the visit time of the vertex

Jmk (resp. J′mk
) in the belt-part of umk (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 jmk /n → j ∈ [0, t̂•]
(resp. j′mk

/n → j′ ∈ [0, t̂•]). It is straightforward to deduce from the facts that Jmk and J′mk
lie in

the cycle of umk , the assumed properties of (X̂, Ẑ) on ω, and (12.14) that j, j′ ∈ B̂ranch(0, t̂•) and

Ẑj = Ẑj′ = min{Ẑt : t ∈ B̂ranch(0, t̂•)}. Since the restriction of Ẑ at B̂ranch(0, t̂•) realizes its infimum

at a unique point we derive that j′ = j. Lastly, by Schaeffer bound (10.4) and the continuity of Ẑ, we

deduce that

lim sup
k→∞

(sqmk)
− 1

2α · dgr
M̂mk

(Jmk , J′mk
) ⩽ Ẑj + Ẑj′ − 2 min

[j∧j′,j∨j′]
Ẑ = 0.

This completes the proof of the lemma.

For simplicity, we let Ω′′ be the subset of all ω ∈ Ω′ such that
(
S , D, Vol, ρ∗, (ρ1, ρ2)

)
and(

Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗, (ρ̂1, ρ̂2)
)
belong to PM

2•,1
root. By Lemma 12.3, we have P(Ω′′) = 1.

12.3 Classification of the geodesics towards ρ∗

The aim of this section is to use Theorem 9.1 to derive the structure of the D-geodesics towards ρ∗ in

the metric space (S , D, Vol, ρ∗). Specifically, recall from Section 7.4.1 the notion of simple geodesics

γ(s) and the definition of the path γ(s→t) going from ΠD(s) to ΠD(t). Informally, this path is obtained

by following γ(s) down to the merging point with γ(t) and then ascending to ΠD(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 ρ∗ in (S , D, Vol, ρ∗) are simple geodesics.

In particular, the latter entails that the geodesics to ρ∗ 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 setS of all points x ∈ S such that there exists only one D-geodesic

from x to ρ∗. If x ∈ S, then the unique geodesic between x and ρ∗ is a simple geodesic of the form

γ(s), with s ∈ Π−1
D (x). By Theorem 9.1 and the re-rooting property (7.12), if (Uk : k ⩾ 1) are iid

uniforms independent of (X, Z), the event {ΠD(Uk) : k ⩾ 1} ⊂ S has full P-probability. Moreover,

since (Uk : k ⩾ 1) is dense on [0, 1] and z is continuous, (7.16) guarantees that for any t ∈ [0, 1] and
ε > 0, there exists k ⩾ 0 such that the simple geodesics γ(t) and γ(Uk) coincide outside BD(ΠD(t), ε).

We thus deduce that the event: {
γ(t)((0, Zt − Zt∗ ]

)
: t ∈ [0, 1]

}
⊂ S,

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 γ : [0, r0]→ S , with γ(r0) = ρ∗, that does not coincide

with a simple geodesic. By a compactness argument, there must exist ε ∈ (0, r0) such that:

γ([0, ε]) ∩
{

γ(t)((0, Zt − Zt∗ ]
)

: t ∈ [0, 1]
}
= ∅. (12.15)
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For the sake of clarity, let us fix t ∈ Π−1
D (γ(0)) and note that t /∈ {t∗} ∪ {Uk : k ⩾ 1}. We argue

based on whether Πd(t) is a leaf or a pinch point of L, and we refer to Figure 43 for an illustration of

the argument.

Case 1: The point Πd(t) is a leaf. First assume that t /∈ {0, 1}. Using the characterization

of leaves given in Section 2.1, we know that Πd(t) 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 tn disconnects

the points Πd(0) and Πd(t). 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 um < u′m < t < v′m < vm verifying the following

properties (see Figure 43 for an illustration):

• There exists t′ ≺ t, with ∆t′ > 0, such that Πd(um), Πd(u′m), Πd(vm), Πd(v′m) belong to the loop

associated with t′;

• All the sequences (um)m>0, (u′m)m>0, (vm)m>0, (v′m)m>0 converge to t;

• We have Zum ∧ Zvm > Zum′ ∨ Zvm′ .

Here, we only used the fact that Πd(t) is a leaf in the second item. We can even suppose that for

all m ⩾ 1 we have t∗ /∈ [um, vm]. Furthermore it is straightforward to verify that, for every m ⩾ 1,
the path γ(u′m→v′m) disconnects ΠD

(
(u′m, v′m)

)
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 ρ∗ is in the complement of ΠD
(
(u′m, v′m)

)
, it follows that γ must

Πd(t)00

Πd(t∗)

u′
m

v′mvm

um

Figure 43: Illustration of the paths γ(um→vm) and γ(u′m→v′m) disconnecting respectively

ΠD((um, vm)) and ΠD((u′m, v′m)) from its complement. A geodesic starting from ΠD(t) and
targeting ρ∗ must either cross those paths or pass through Πd(u′m) and Πd(um), or Πd(v′m)
and Πd(vm), in this order, which is excluded by (7.13).
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intersect the range of γ(u′m→v′m). Recalling that (u′m)m>0 and (v′m)m>0 both converge to t, we obtain

from (12.15) that γ must hit γ(u′m→v′m) at ΠD(u′m) or ΠD(v′m) for some time s′m, for every m large

enough. We can then apply the same argument with u′m and v′m replaced by um and vm to deduce

that, for m large enough, γ has also to intersect the set {ΠD(um), ΠD(vm)} at some time sm > s′m.
By (7.13), we get:

D(γ(sm), ρ∗) ⩾ D
(
ρ∗, ΠD(um)

)
∧ D

(
ρ∗, ΠD(vm)

)
=
(
Zum − inf Z

)
∧
(
Zvm − inf Z

)
⩾
(
Zu′m − inf Z

)
∨
(
Zv′m − inf Z

)
= D(ρ∗, ΠD(u′m)) ∨ D(ρ∗, ΠD(v′m)) ⩾ D(γ(s′m), ρ∗),

where in the second and last line we used (7.13). The previous display is in contradiction with the

fact that γ is a geodesic towards ρ∗ since sm > s′m. This completes the proof in Case 1 for ΠD(t) a

leaf different of ΠD(0) = ΠD(1). The same argument as above applies to the case ΠD(0) = ΠD(1)
after re-rooting the looptree at time U1. As before, we can disconnect ΠD(0) = ΠD(1) from ρ∗ using

simple geodesics starting from faces near ΠD(0) = ΠD(1). The details are left to the reader.

Case 2: The point Πd(t) is a pinch-point. We can use a similar argument to the previous

case, but it requires considering 8 points to trap the geodesic γ. 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 := {Πd(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 → S realizes an

homeomorphism between Skel and its image p(Skel) = ΠD(r ∈ [0, 1] is a pinch-point time). This

entails that the set p(Skel) is also totally disconnected, implying that the geodesic γ must take values

outside of p(Skel) at any non-empty open interval. Therefore, there exists some ε′ < ε such that

γ(ε′) = ΠD(s) for some leaf time s ∈ [0, 1]. We can then apply Case 1 to derive that γ(ε′ + ·) is a

simple geodesic which contradicts (12.15).

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 ∈ L in the looptree, the number

of distinct geodesics from p(u) towards ρ∗ is equal to the degree of u in L (see Section 2.1) which

belongs to {1, 2}. In particular, the cut locus15 of S relative to the root ρ∗, i.e. the set of all points

that are connected to ρ∗ by at least two distinct geodesics, is exactly p(Skel) where we recall that

Skel is the skeleton of L. 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 ρ∗, see [89].

15There 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 α-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 [54]. However, our situation differs, as the α-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, C ∈ (0, ∞) such that

E
[∫ D(ρ1,ρ2)

0
du 1{γ1,2(u) is ε-bad }

]
⩽ C · εc, for every ε > 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, dM, µ, x, (x1, x2)) a rooted bi-marked weighted geodesic com-

pact space with a unique geodesic γ1,2 going from x1 to x2. Generalizing the notion introduced in

Section 9, we say that u ∈ [0, dM(x1, x2)] is an ε-good time (for M) if γ1,2(t) for (u− ε) ∨ 0 ⩽ t ⩽
(u+ ε)∧ dM(x1, x2), coincides with the concatenation of at most two portions of geodesics towards the

root x. Otherwise, we say that u is an ε-bad time (for M), and we use the same terminology for the

point γ1,2(u). 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: dM(yτ(1), yτ(3)) = dM(yτ(1), yτ(2)) + dM(yτ(2), yτ(3)) for some per-

mutation τ 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 ε > 0 and decompose γ1,2 into the three parts

Lε :=
{

γ1,2(t) : t ∈ [0, (u− ε) ∨ 0]
}

,

Cε :=
{

γ1,2(t) : t ∈ ((u− ε) ∨ 0, (u + ε) ∧ d(x1, x2))
}

,

Rε :=
{

γ1,2(t) : t ∈ [(u + ε) ∧ d(x1, x2), d(x1, x2)]
}

thus isolating the ε-neighborhood Cε of γ1,2(u) inside γ1,2. We write y = γ1,2(u) and

y(ε)1 = γ1,2 ((u− ε) ∨ 0) , y(ε)2 = γ1,2 ((u + ε) ∧ d(x1, x2))

for the extremities of Cε inside γ1,2. Then we have:

Lemma 12.4. With the notation above, the point y is ε-good if and only if for every z ∈ Cε, the points

{z, y(ε)1 , x} or the points {z, y(ε)2 , x} are aligned. Moreover, if y is ε-bad then there exists z′ ∈ Cε

such that the geodesic from z′ to x is non-trivial16 and only intersects the range of γ1,2 at its starting

16A trivial geodesic is a constant geodesic with length 0.
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point z′.

x

ε ε
x2x1

Lε Rε

Cε

γ1,2

Lε

yy
(ε)
1 y

(ε)
2

z′

Figure 44: Illustration 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 γ1,2, 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, 111, 113] and in related contexts [28, 54].

Proof. Notice first that since there is a unique geodesic between x1 and x2, if a geodesic γ intersects

γ1,2 at two points, then it must actually coincide with it in between. A geodesic γ to x starting from

Cε must then stick to a part of γ1,2 before leaving γ1,2 at some point xγ and then going to x without

crossing γ1,2 again. Using this remark, if there exists z ∈ Cε such that neither {z, y(ε)1 , x} nor {z, y(ε)2 , x}
are aligned, then a geodesic γ going from z to x necessary leaves γ1,2 at xγ ∈ Cε. As a consequence,

the part of γ from z′ = xγ to x gives a non-trivial geodesic only intersecting the range of γ1,2 at its

starting point xγ ∈ Cε as desired in the statement of the lemma. Similarly if y is ε-good, then Cε, 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 ∈ Cε either {z, y(ε)1 , x} or {z, y(ε)2 , x} belong
to one of the above two geodesics and are thus aligned.

x

x2x1
Lε Rε

γ

γ1,2 z

ε εCε

y
(ε)
1 y

(ε)
2

y

γ′

xγxγ′ R̃εL̃ε

Figure 45: Illustration of the proof of Lemma 12.4. If any point of Cε is aligned with either

{y(ε)1 , x} or {y(ε)2 , x}, then we can cover Cε wih the range of two geodesics γ, γ′ towards the

root x.

To conclude it remains to show that if for every z ∈ Cε the points {z, y(ε)1 , x} or the points {z, y(ε)2 , x}
are aligned, then z is necessarily ε-good. In this direction, consider the set L̃ε (resp. R̃ε) of all points

in the closure of Cε which are aligned with {y(ε)1 , x} (resp. {y(ε)2 , x}), that is from which there is a
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geodesic γ to x that leaves γ1,2 on the left part Lε, i.e. xγ ∈ Lε (resp. xγ ∈ Rε). By our assumption

these two sets cover the closure of Cε. If the right extremity y(ε)2 of Cε belongs to L̃ε then there exists

a geodesic γ going to x which coincides with γ1,2 on Cε, this implies that y is ε-good. Otherwise, by

the Hopf-Rinow theorem we can find a point z ∈ Cε from which we can start two geodesics to x, one
leaving γ1,2 on Lε and one on Rε. This implies in particular that Cl(Cε) is covered by the range of

these two geodesics targeting x, this again gives that y is ε-good.

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, dM, µ, x, (x1, x2)) rooted bi-marked weighted geodesic

compact space with exactly one geodesic going from x1 to x2 and u ⩾ 0, we set Badε(M, u) :=
1u is a ε-bad time for M, with the convention Bad(M, u) := 0 if u > dM(x1, x2). This function is

invariant by isometry and therefore we can view it as a maps from PM
2•,1
root ×R+ to R+, that we still

denote by Badε with a slight abuse of notation.

Lemma 12.6. The function Badε : PM
2•,1
root ×R+ → {0, 1} is measurable.

Proof. It suffices to establish that the function Bad′ε : PM
2•,1
root× [0, 1]→ {0, 1} defined by Bad′ε(M, v) =

Bad′ε(M, v · dM(x1, x2)) is measurable; here dM(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′ε
is lower-semi continuous which directly implies the desired result. Let (M, v) ∈ PM

2•,1
root × [0, 1] and

(Mn, vn), n ⩾ 1, a sequence in PM
2•,1
root × [0, 1] converging to (M, v). We need to show that:

lim inf
n→∞

Bad′ε(Mn, vn) ⩾ Bad′ε(M, v).

Moreover, since Badε takes values on {0, 1}, it suffices to consider the case when Badε(Mn, vn) = 0, for
every n ⩾ 1. In this direction, we recall that by [79, Lemma 2.5], we may assume that all the spaces

(Mn, dMn , µn, xn, (xn
1 , xn

2 )), n ⩾ 1, and (M, dM, µ, x, (x1, x2)) are isometrically embedded into the same

compact metric space (Z, δ), and

Mn → M, µn → µ, (xn, xn
1 , xn

2 )→ (x, x1, x2), (12.16)

as n → ∞. Next, in this embedding, consider γ (resp. γn, n ⩾ 1) the unique geodesic staying

in M (resp. Mn, n ⩾ 1) going from x1 to x2 (resp. xn
1 to xn

2 , n ⩾ 1). We claim that for every

tn ∈ [0, dMn(xn
1 , xn

2 )], n ⩾ 1, converging to some t ∈ [0, dM(x1, x2)] we must have γn(tn) → γ(t).
To see why the claim holds, remark that by compactness, it is equivalent to establish that γ(t) is

the unique limit point of (γn(tn))n⩾1. In this direction, fix z a limit point and note that necessarily

z ∈ M, by the convergence Mn → M. Next, observe that since γn, n ⩾ 1, are geodesics we must

have δ(xn
1 , γn(tn)) = tn and δ(xn

2 , γn(tn)) = δ(xn
1 , xn

2 ) − tn. Hence, passing to the limit, we obtain

δ(x1, z) = t and δ(x2, z) = δ(x1, x2)− t. This implies that z is in a geodesic taking values on M and

going from x1 to x2 . Since (M, d, µ, x, (x1, x2)) only has one such geodesic, it follows that z = γ(t).
Next set t−n :=

(
vn · dMn(xn

1 , xn
2 )− ε

)
∨ 0 and t+n :=

(
vn · dn(xn

1 , xn
2 ) + ε

)
∧ dMn(xn

1 , xn
2 ). Similarly let

t− := (v · dM(x1, x2)− ε) ∨ 0 and t+ := (v · dM(x1, x2) + ε) ∧ dM(x1, x2). Consider now t− ⩽ t ⩽ t+
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and remark that, by (12.16) and since vn → v, we can always find t−n ⩽ tn ⩽ t+n , for every n ⩾ 1, such
that tn → t, as n→ ∞. Then, by the previous discussion, we must have:(

γn(t−n ), γn(tn), γn(t+n )
)
→
(
γ(t−), γ(t), γ(t+)

)
, n→ ∞. (12.17)

Since Bad′ε(Mn, vn) = 0, for n ⩾ 1, then by definition it holds that, for every n ⩾ 1, the points

{γn(t−n ), γn(tn), xn} or {γn(t+n ), γn(tn), xn} are aligned in Mn. Hence by the convergences (12.16) and

(12.17), we derive that the points {γ(t−), γ(t), x} or {γ(t+), γ(t), x} are aligned in M. Since this

holds for any arbitrary t ∈ [t−, t+], an application of Lemma 12.4 gives Bad′ε(M, v) = 0, completing

the proof.

Coming back to Proposition 9.3, recall that, under P, the variables:

S :=
(
S , D, Vol, ρ∗, (ρ1, ρ2)

)
and Ŝ :=

(
Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗, (ρ̂1, ρ̂2)

)
,

are a.s. in PM
2•,1
root. In particular, Lemma 12.6 entails that∫ D(ρ1,ρ2)

0
du 1{γ1,2(u) is ε-bad } =

∫ ∞

0
du Badε(S , u)

is a well defined random variable. Furthermore, since conditionally on
(
S , D, Vol, ρ∗, (ρ1, ρ2)

)
, the

variable △ is uniformly distributed in [−D(ρ1, ρ2), D(ρ1, ρ2)], Proposition 9.3 is equivalent to the

existence of two constants c, C ∈ (0, ∞) such that:

E
[

D(ρ1, ρ2) · 1{(D(ρ1,ρ2)−△)/2 is ε-bad time for S}
]
⩽ C · εc, for every ε > 0. (12.18)

By (12.5), the latter can be finally be rewritten in the form:

P
( D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)− △̂

2
is an ε-bad time for Ŝ

)
⩽ C · εc, for every ε > 0, (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 (X̂, Ẑ, t̂•, σ̂) under P is distributed as (X, Z, t•, σ)

under G̃
(
1− σ,−Zt•

)
·N•. As a key consequence, we adopt the notation from Part I for the process

(X̂, Ẑ, t̂•, σ̂) by adding a “̂” in the notation. For instance, we write ϖ̂ ⩽ t̂• for the unique pinch point

time that minimizes the label along the spine (unique by Lemma 4.7), and we denote by X̂ its image

in the looptree coded by X̂. To obtain (12.19) it suffices to establish that:

P
({

X̂ is 2ε-trapped
}
∩
{ (D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)− △̂)

2
is an ε-bad time for Ŝ

})
= 0, (12.20)

and

P(X̂ is not ε-trapped) ⩽ C · εc, (12.21)
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for yet possibly other constants c, C ∈ (0, ∞).

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 Ω′′ introduced at the end

of Section 12.2, which has full probability, and fix ω ∈ Ω′′. In particular, (Ŝ , D̂, V̂ol, ρ̂∗, (ρ̂1, ρ̂2)) is

embedded on a compact space (E, dE), and has a unique geodesic γ̂1,2 going from ρ̂1 to ρ̂2 (staying in

Ŝ). 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 ⊂ R, we write

ΓI = γ̂1,2

((
I +

1
2
(

D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)− ∆̂
))
∩ [0, D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)]

)
,

which corresponds to the I-neighborhood of J in γ̂1,2 where J correspond to

J = Γ[0] = γ̂1,2

(1
2
(

D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)− ∆̂
))

.

For simplicity, we write Γ for ΓR. Heuristically, when X̂ is ε-trapped in the sense of Section 6, then

there exist two faces F1,F2 of (Ŝ , D̂) corresponding respectively to the times r̂1,4 and r̂2,3 in-there such

that the piece Γ(−∞,ε] of γ̂1,2 going to ρ̂1 touches both F1,F2, and similarly the piece Γ[ε,∞) of γ̂1,2 going

to ρ̂2 of γ̂1,2 going to ρ̂2 touches both F1,F2 (in any order), in such a way that the parts of these

sub-geodesics in-between F1,F2 separate the root ρ̂∗ 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 ε-good.

Let us now proceed with the formal proof and recall that we have fixed ω ∈ Ω′′. We start

discussing the implication of (D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2) − △̂)/2 being ε-bad for Ŝ in terms of the planar maps

(M̂mk , v̂mk
1 , v̂mk

2 , △̂mk). In this direction recall the construction from well-labeled unicyclomobiles,

(M̂mk , v̂mk
1 , v̂mk

2 , △̂mk) = BDG2•(umk , ϵ) of Section 10. As in the proof of Lemma 12.3, for every k ⩾ 1,
we fix Jmk a white vertex attaining the minimal label along the cycle of umk , and write γ̂mk

1,2 for the

geodesic in the map between v̂mk
1 and v̂mk

2 , obtained by iterating the successor function in each face.

Specifically, we see Bmk (with its labels) as a submap of umk and for every white corner c we write

γ(c) for the geodesic obtained by iterating the successor function. Then, we consider cmk
f and cmk

ℓ

respectively the first and last corner of Jmk in the contour order of Bmk . In particular, γ
(c

mk
f )

(resp.

γ(c
mk
ℓ )) defines a geodesic staying in the face f mk

1 (resp. f mk
2 ), starting in Jmk and ending in v̂mk

1 (resp.

v̂mk
2 ). The geodesic γ̂mk

1,2 is obtained by reversing γ
(c

mk
f )

and concatenating it with γ(c
mk
ℓ ).

We begin with a preliminary lemma, translating the fact that (D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)− △̂)/2 is ε-bad into a

geometric condition in the discrete maps:

Lemma 12.7. With the notation above, let ε > 0 and assume that (D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)− △̂)/2 is an ε-bad time

for Ŝ. Then for every ω ∈ Ω′′, we can find η ≡ η(ω) > 0 and a sequence, for k ⩾ 1, of paths γmk in

M̂mk from a point of Bdgr
M̂mk

(Jmk ,
3
2 ε(sqmk)

1
2α ) to ρ̂mk∗ , such that, for k large enough the path γmk stays

at graph distance at least η(sqmk)
1

2α from γ̂mk
1,2 in M̂mk .
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0

t̂•

s1

s2

s3

s4

v̂

≤ −ε

≤ −ε ≤ −ε

≤ −ε

X̂

F1

ρ̂1

ρ̂2

F2

⩾ ε⩾ ε
J

ρ̂∗
γ

Figure 46: On the left, the ε-trapped condition for the point X̂ imported from Section 6 and

its geometric consequence on the right figure in (Ŝ , D̂). The color code is the same in the left

and right pictures, in particular, the geodesic γ̂1,2 is constructed by concatenating the simple

geodesics starting from X̂ in each face and the ε-trap condition shows that those geodesics hit

two faces separating the ε-neighborhood of J from ρ̂∗. In such situation, it is impossible for a

geodesic γ to start from the ε-neighborhood of J and targeting ρ̂∗ without crossing γ̂1,2. This

contradicts Lemma 12.4 and thus implies that J is ε-good.

Proof. Fix ε > 0 and ω ∈ Ω′′. Recall that the space in (12.7) and (12.8) are embedded in (E, dE),

γ̂1,2 is the unique geodesic going from ρ̂1 to ρ̂2, the notation Γ = γ̂1,2([0, D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)]), and:

V(M̂mk)→ Ŝ and
(
ρ̂mk , v̂mk

1 , v̂mk
2

)
→
(
ρ̂∗, ρ̂1, ρ̂2

)
, as k→ ∞. (12.22)

Now we claim that the trace of γmk
1,2 in V(M̂mk) is arbitrarily close to Γ, asymptomatically. Namely,

let Γk be the set of all points of V(M̂mk) corresponding to the vertices appearing in the range of γmk
1,2.

Then we claim that:

lim
k→∞

sup
{

dE
(
x, Γ
)

: x ∈ Γk
}
= 0. (12.23)

To see it, remark that by compactness it suffices to show that any adherence point z of a sequence

xk ∈ Γk, k ⩾ 1, must verified dE
(
z, Γ
)
= 0. But by (12.22), any such adherence point z belongs to

Ŝ and satisfies D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2) = D̂(ρ̂1, z) + D̂(z, ρ̂2). This implies that z is on a geodesic of Ŝ going from

ρ̂1 to ρ̂2, and thus z ∈ Γ, since γ̂1,2 is the unique such geodesic. For the remainder of the proof we
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assume that d∗ := (D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)− △̂)/2 is ε-bad, and notice that by the above argument we have

Jmk → γ̂1,2(d∗) = J, as k→ ∞, (12.24)

in the embeddings. Then by Lemma 12.4, we know that we can find a point t ∈ [(d∗ − ε) ∨ 0, (d∗ +
ε) ∧ D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)] such that there exists a geodesic γ̂⊥ : [0, D̂(γ(t), ρ∗)] → Ŝ connecting γ̂1,2(t) and ρ̂∗,

which only intersects Γ at its starting point. In particular, ρ̂∗ is not in Γ. Next set

γ̂(r) := γ̂⊥
(
r + (ε/4) ∧ D̂(γ̂1,2(t), ρ∗)

)
, 0 ⩽ r ⩽ R := (D̂(γ1,2(t), ρ̂∗)− ε/4) ∨ 0.

By construction and (12.23), we can find η ∈ (0, ε/4), such that γ̂ stays at distance at least 5η from

Γk, for k large. The desired result now follows straightforwardly by approximating γ̂ using paths in

M̂mk , k ⩾ 1. Specifically, pick an integer N ⩾ 1 such that R/N < η. By (12.22), for k even larger,

we can find, 0 ⩽ i ⩽ N, a point xk
i in V(M̂mk) such that dE(γ̂(iR/N), xk

i ) < η, and without loss of

generality we may assume that xk
N = ρ̂mk since γ̂(R) = ρ̂∗. By triangle inequality and using the fact

that γ̂ is a geodesic, we infer that

dE
(

xk
i , Γmk

)
> 4η and dE

(
xk

i , xk
(i+1)∧N

)
< 3η, (12.25)

for every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ N. Now, concatenate in M̂mk geodesics from xk
i to xk

i+1, for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ N − 1, and
denote the obtained path on the map M̂mk by γmk . Then (12.25) entails that the trace of γmk in

V(M̂mk) is at Hausdorff distance in (E, dE) from Γk bigger than η. Furthermore, by construction, γmk

ends at ρ̂mk and by triangle inequality, using that γ̂⊥ is a geodesic starting from the ε neighborhood

of γ̂1,2(d∗), it plainly follows that m−
1

2α

k · dgr
M̂mk

(
γmk(0), Jmk

)
< 5ε/4 + η + dE(γ̂1,2(d∗), Jmk). Hence,

applying (12.24) and using that η ∈ (0, ε/4), we infer that the family of paths γmk , for k large enough,

verifies the statement of the lemma.

We can now proceed with the proof that {X̂ is 2ε-trapped} and {(D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)−△̂)/2 is ε-bad for Ŝ }
are incompatible under P.

Proposition 12.8. Fix ω ∈ Ω′′. With the notation above, it is impossible for X̂ to be 2ε-trapped and

for (D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)− △̂)/2 to be ε-bad for Ŝ simultaneously.

Proof. Fix ω ∈ Ω′′ and assume that X̂ is 2ε-trapped. The proof reduces to show that necessarily

ω /∈ {(D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2)− △̂)/2 is ε-bad for Ŝ }. 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

these doors disconnects a small ball centered at Jmk from ρ̂mk∗ making impossible the existence of the

family of paths γmk , k ⩾ 1, in Lemma 12.7. Let us proceed, and in this direction recall the notation

θmk and amk from (12.2).

Building the discrete doors. For every integer i ⩽ θmk we denote by wmk
i ∈ V◦(Bmk) the white

vertex visited at time i in the Lukasiewicz exploration of the belt part of umk and write cmk
i for the first

corner of vmk
i in the contour order. We remind the reader of the notation cmk

f and cmk
ℓ respectively for

the first and last corner of Jmk in the contour of Bmk . Next recall the definition of {X̂ is 2ε-trapped},
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given in Section 6 with (X, Z, t•, σ) replaced by (X̂, Ẑ, t̂•, σ̂), where we use the same notation with a

“̂”. Then by the convergence of Codmk to (X̂, Ẑ, t̂•, σ̂), and the assumptions on ω, it is straightforward

to verify that:

• We can find the discrete equivalent of r̂1,4 and r̂2,3, these are integers r̂mk
1,4 and r̂mk

2,3, smaller than

amk , corresponding to the visit of a white vertex on the spine of Bmk , such that r̂mk
1,4/mk → r̂1,4

and r̂mk
2,3/mk → r̂2,3 and so that the renormalized number of grand-children of these vertices

converge towards ∆X̂r̂1,4 and ∆X̂r̂2,3 respectively.

• Similarly, we can find four visit times ŝmk
1 < ŝmk

2 < amk < ŝmk
3 < ŝmk

4 such that wmk

ŝ
mk
1

and wmk

ŝ
mk
4

are

grand-children of wmk

r̂
mk
1,4

(respectively for the pair 2, 3), and if ℓmk is the labeling of Bmk , we have:

min
[c

mk
ŝ
mk
1

,c
mk
f ]Bmk

ℓmk = ℓmk

(
cmk

ŝn
1

)
+ o(m

1
2α

k ) and ℓmk(c
mk

ŝ
mk
1
) ⩽ ℓmk(Jmk)− 2ε(sqmk)

1
2α + o(m

1
2α

k ), (12.26)

min
[c

mk
f ,c

mk
ŝ
mk
2

]Bmk

ℓmk = ℓmk

(
cmk

ŝ
mk
2

)
+ o(m

1
2α

k ) and ℓmk

(
cmk

ŝ
mk
2

)
⩽ ℓmk(Jmk)− 2ε(sqmk)

1
2α + o(m

1
2α

k ), (12.27)

min
[c

mk
ŝ
mk
3

,c
mk
ℓ ]Bmk

ℓmk = ℓmk

(
cmk

ŝ
mk
3

)
+ o(m

1
2α

k ) and ℓmk

(
cmk

ŝ
mk
3

)
⩽ ℓn(Jmk)− 2ε(sqmk)

1
2α + o(m

1
2α

k ), (12.28)

min
[c

mk
ℓ ,c

mk
ŝ
mk
4

]Bmk

ℓmk = ℓmk

(
cmk

ŝ
mk
4

)
+ o(m

1
2α

k ) and ℓmk

(
cmk

ŝ
mk
4

)
⩽ ℓmk(Jmk)− 2ε(sqmk)

1
2α + o(m

1
2α

k ), (12.29)

where we recall the notation for the corner interval [c, c′]T 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 γ
(c

ŝ
mk
1

)

and γ
(c

ŝ
mk
2

)
take only o(m

1
2α

k ) steps before merging with γ
(c

mk
f )

. The discrete left door (in orange on

Figure 47) is the concatenation of the piece of these geodesics going from wmk

ŝ
mk
1

to wmk

ŝ
mk
2
. We do the

symmetric construction in the right part of the belt for the discrete right door by starting from the

last corner of Jmk and replacing the indexes 1, 2 by 3, 4.
Planar separation. An application of Jordan theorem together with the construction of the edges

in BDG2•(un, ϵ) shows that the union of these two discrete doors separate two regions Inmk and Outmk

in M̂mk where the vertices of the discrete doors are declared to be in Outmk . In particular, since

ρ̂mk∗ is adjacent to the root edge associated to a white corner of the buckle, we deduce from the

fact that the edges in BDG2•(un, ϵ) do not cross the unicyclomobile and follow its contour that we

always have ρ̂mk∗ ∈ Outmk . Notice now that the discrete labels on these doors are all smaller than

ℓmk(Jmk)− 2ε(sqmk)
1

2α + o(m
1

2α

k ). 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 3
2 ε(sqmk)

1
2α from Jmk

(the region in yellow on Figure 47) belong to Inmk . Therefore, we deduce that:

For k ⩾ 1 large enough, any path on M̂mk going from Bdgr
M̂mk

(
Jmk ,

3
2 ε(sqmk)

1
2α

)
to ρ̂mk∗ must intersect

the union of the two doors and in particular must come within o(m
1

2α

k ) of γ̂mk
1,2.
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≤ −2ε(sqmk)
1

2α

γ
(c

mk
f )

γ(c
mk
` )
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ŝ
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γ
(c

ŝ
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ŝ
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Figure 47: Illustration of the proof of Lemma 12.8. On the event where X̂ is ε-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 3
2 ε(sqmk)

1
2α of Jmk and going to ρ̂mk∗

must cross one of the discrete doors (in orange) and come close to γ̂mk
1,2 (the union of the red

and blue path).

We can now apply Lemma 12.7, which implies that ω /∈ {(D̂(ρ̂1, ρ̂2) − △̂)/2 is ε-bad for Ŝ }, as

wanted.

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 G̃ given in (11.2), and the results of Section 6, Equation (12.21) is

equivalent to:

Lemma 12.9. There exist c, C ∈ (0, ∞) such that

N•
(
1X is not ε-trapped · G̃

(
1− σ,−Zt•

))
⩽ C · εc.
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Proof. By the scaling property, we have q[α]x (t) = q[α]1 (t/x1/α)/x1/α, for t ∈ R and x > 0. Therefore,

using the stretched-exponential tails of q[α]1 , given in (11.5), we infer the upper bound

G̃(x, z) ⩽ C1x−
1
α

∫ ∞

0

dt
tα−1/2 exp

(
− c1t

α
α−1 /x

1
α−1
)
erfc

(
− |z|

√
2
t
)
, x > 0, z ∈ R,

for some constants c1, C1 ∈ (0, ∞). Performing the change of variable u = c1t
α

α−1 /x
1

α−1 , we get that

the right hand side of the previous display is bounded above by

C2x−1+ 1
2α

∫ ∞

0

du
u(α−1)(α−3/2)/α+1

exp(−u)erfc
(
− c2

|z|
x

1
2α

u−
α−1
2α

)
, x > 0, z ∈ R,

for other constant c2, C2 ∈ (0, ∞). Now fix 0∨ (2α− 3) < β < 1∧ (2α− 2) and remark that for some

C > 0 we have erfc(t) ⩽ Ct−β for all t > 0. Therefore, since
∫ ∞

0
du

u(α−1)(α−(3+β)/2)/α+1 exp(−u) < ∞, we

can find C3 ∈ (0, ∞), such that

G̃(x, z) ⩽ C3

x1− 1+β
2α |z|β

, x > 0, z ∈ R. (12.30)

Our goal now is to apply Hölder’s inequality to separate the variables 1X is not ε-trapped and G̃
(
1−

σ,−Zt•
)
, thereby enabling us to use the results established in Part I. In this direction, note that by

our choice of β, we can find q such that:

1 < q <
( 1

β

)
∧
(
1− 1 + β

2α

)−1 ∧
(2(α− 1)

β

)
. (12.31)

Next, we set p = q/(q− 1) and recall the convention G̃(x, ·) = 0, for x ⩽ 0. By (12.30), an application

of Hölder inequality gives

N•
(
1X is not ε-trapped · G̃

(
1− σ,−Zt•

))
⩽ C3 ·N•

(
σ ∈ (0, 1),X is not ε-trapped

)1/p
·N•

((
1− σ

)−(1− 1+β
2α )q · |Zt• |−βq

1σ∈(0,1)

)1/q
.

We conclude by proving that N•
(
σ ∈ (0, 1),X is not ε-trapped

)
= O(εℓ), for some ℓ > 0, and the

quantity N•
((

1− σ
)−(1− 1+β

2α )q · |Zt• |−βq
1σ∈(0,1)

)
is finite. Let us treat each term separately, starting

with the former. In this direction, consider the constants c, C ∈ (0, ∞) appearing in the statement of

Theorem 6.1 and note that without loss of generality we may assume that c < 1/(2α− 2). Next, fix

r ∈ (0, c/(1− 2(α− 1)c)) and write:

N•
(

σ ∈ (0, 1),X is not ε-trapped
)
⩽ N•

(
X is not ε-trapped, Ht• ⩽ ε−r

)
+ N•

(
σ ∈ (0, 1), Ht• ⩾ ε−r

)
.

On one hand, an application of Theorem 6.1 gives that:

N•
(
X is not ε-trapped, Ht• ⩽ ε−r

)
=
∫ ε−r

0
dh N•

(
X is not ε-trapped

∣∣ Ht• = h
)
⩽ C · εc−r(1−2(α−1)c)

1− 2(α− 1)c
,
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where to obtain the first equality we used that, by (4.16), the distribution of Ht• is 1h⩾0dh. On the

other hand, by the scaling invariance (3.14) and (1.12), we have:

N•
(

σ ∈ (0, 1), Ht• ⩾ ε−r
)
=
∫ 1

0

dv

αΓ(1− 1
α )v

1
α+1
·N(v)

( ∫ v

0
dt 1Ht⩾ε−r

)
=
∫ 1

0

dv

αΓ(1− 1
α )v

1
α

· E
[ ∫ 1

0
dt 1

v
α−1

α Ht⩾ε−r

]

⩽
( ∫ 1

0

dv

αΓ(1− 1
α )v

1
α

)
· E
[ ∫ 1

0
dt 1Ht⩾ε−r

]
=

E
[ ∫ 1

0 dt 1Ht⩾ε−r

]
(α− 1)Γ(1− 1

α )
.

It follows from [59, Theorem 3.3.3] that E
[ ∫ 1

0 dt 1Ht⩾ε−r
]
= O(εℓ), for some ℓ > 0. Putting all

together, we derive as wanted that N•
(
σ ∈ (0, 1),X is not ε-trapped

)
= O(εℓ), possibly for another

ℓ > 0. It remains to prove that N•
((

1− σ
)−(1− 1+β

2α )q · |Zt• |−βq
1σ∈(0,1)

)
is finite. To this end notice

that, again by scaling invariance and (1.12), the latter equals∫ 1

0

dv
αΓ(1− 1

α )
v−

1
α−1(1− v

)−(1− 1+β
2α )q ·N(v)

( ∫ v

0
dt |Zt|−βq

)
=
( ∫ 1

0

dv
αΓ(1− 1

α )
v−

2+βq
2α
(
1− v

)−(1− 1+β
2α )q

)
· E
[ ∫ 1

0
dt |Zt|−βq

]
=

Beta(1− 2+βq
2α , 1− (1− 1+β

2α )q)
αΓ(1− 1

α )
· E
[ ∫ 1

0
dt |Zt|−βq

]
,

where Beta stands for the Beta function. We derive from (12.31) that Beta(1− 2+βq
2α , 1− (1− 1+β

2α )q)

is a finite quantity. To estimate E
[ ∫ 1

0 dt |Zt|−βq
]
recall that, for every fixed t ∈ [0, 1], under P and

conditionally on X, the variable Zt is a centered Gaussian with variance d̃(0, t), we infer that:

E
[ ∫ 1

0
dt |Zt|−βq] = ∫ 1

0
dt E

[
|Zt|−βq] = 2−βq/2

√
π

Γ
(
(1− βq)/2

) ∫ 1

0
dt E

[
d̃(0, t)−βq/2].

Lastly, we observe that∫ 1

0
dt E

[
d̃(0, t)−βq/2] = ∫ ∞

0
dx E

[ ∫ 1

0
dt 1d̃(0,t)⩽x−2/(βq)

]
⩽
∫ ∞

0
dx E

[
Vold

(
Bd(Πd(0), 2x−2/(βq))

)]
,

where we recall that Bd(Πd(0), y) denotes the ball centered at Πd(0) with radius y in L and Vold

stands for the pushforward of the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] under the canonical projection Πd. We

also stress that to obtain the previous inequality we used that d ⩽ 2d̃. 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!

References

[1] R. Abraham, J.-F. Delmas, and P. Hoscheit. A note on the Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov dis-

tance between (locally) compact metric measure spaces. Electron. J. Probab., 18, 2013.

177



[2] R. Abraham, J.-F. Delmas, and M. Nassif. Conditioning (sub)critical Lévy trees by their maximal
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and semiparametric models with applications to reliability, survival analysis, and quality of life,

Stat. Ind. Technol., pages 533–551. Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 2004.

[35] T. Budd and L. Chen. The peeling process on random planar maps coupled to an O(n) loop

model (with an appendix by Linxiao Chen). Electron. J. Probab., 2019.

[36] T. Budd and N. Curien. Geometry of infinite planar maps with high degrees. Electron. J.

Probab., 22:Paper No. 35, 37, 2017.

[37] T. Budd and N. Curien. Random punctured hyperbolic surfaces & the Brownian sphere. (in

preparation), 2024.

[38] T. Budd, N. Curien, and C. Marzouk. Infinite random planar maps related to Cauchy processes.
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2024.

[82] K. Kuratowski. Topology II. Academic Press, New York, (1968).

[83] A. Kuznetsov. On extrema of stable processes. Ann. of Probab., 39:1027–1060, 2011.

[84] A. E. Kyprianou and J. C. Pardo. Stable Lévy processes via Lamperti-type representations,
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