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Abstract

The Brownian sphere is a random metric space, homeomorphic to
the two-dimensional sphere, which arises as the universal scaling limit
of many types of random planar maps. The direct construction of the
Brownian sphere is via a continuous analogue of the Cori–Vauquelin–
Schaeffer (CVS) bijection. The CVS bijection maps labeled trees to
planar maps, and the continuous version maps Aldous’ continuum
random tree with Brownian labels (the Brownian snake) to the Brow-
nian sphere. In this work, we describe the inverse of the continuous
CVS bijection, by constructing the Brownian snake as a measurable
function of the Brownian sphere. Special care is needed to work with
the orientation of the Brownian sphere.

1 Introduction
The Cori–Vauquelin–Schaeffer (CVS) bijection [8, 24] is a correspondence
between labeled trees and rooted and pointed quadrangulations of sphere,
where by pointed we mean that an additional vertex, other than the root,
has been distinguished. Given a (rooted and pointed) quadrangulation, the
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inverse CVS bijection yields a labeled plane tree, which is naturally embedded
in the sphere, together with the map.

A continuum analogue of the CVS bijection may be obtained by associating
a metric measure space (X, d, µ) with a pair of real-valued functions (f, g),
where f should be interpreted as the “contour function” of some R-tree Tf ,
and g as a label function defined on Tf . When the pair of functions is random,
with law given by the Brownian snake [11], the resulting random metric
space is called the Brownian sphere [14, 19]. More specifically, taking f to
be a normalized Brownian excursion, Tf is Aldous’ continuum random tree
(CRT) [1–3]. This random R-tree is given Brownian labels g, which can be
interpreted as Brownian motion indexed by the CRT. The Brownian sphere
is a singular, spherical metric space (almost surely homeomorphic to the
2-dimensional sphere [16], but of Hausdorff dimension 4 [12]), which describes
the scaling limit of many natural models of large planar maps of the sphere,
as was first established by Le Gall [14] and Miermont [19].

The purpose of this work is to invert the continuum CVS mapping, so as
to find the Brownian snake (and tree) in the Brownian sphere. While the
Brownian sphere was first discovered as the scaling limit of random planar
maps, it has since been constructed by other means, with connections to Li-
ouville quantum gravity [21–23]. Therefore, our results further emphasize that
the Brownian tree and snake are fundamental objects in modern probability,
which present themselves, regardless of the way in which the Brownian sphere
is constructed.

Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1. Let (X, d, µ) be the Brownian sphere, and let x0, x1 be two
independent points in X, drawn according to the measure µ. Then, almost
surely, there exists a measurable function of (X, d, µ, x0, x1), that outputs an
R-tree T and a label function Z : T → R, in such a way that:

(i) T has the law of the CRT,
(ii) Z are Brownian labels on T , and
(iii) the continuum CVS mapping applied to (T , Z) recovers (X, d, µ).

The last point of the theorem requires some interpretation, because the
continuum CVS mapping will formally be defined on pairs of functions
encoding (T , Z), which endow the tree T with some extra structure; namely,
with a certain “planar order.” See Theorem 4 below for a formal version of
Theorem 1.

2



1.1 The construction

As we will see, the construction in Theorem 1 is quite natural. In order to
describe the inverse continuum CVS mapping, we use the geometric notion of
a cut locus. We recall that, if X is a geodesic metric space, the cut locus of
X with respect to a point x ∈ X is the set of all points z such that there are
at least two distinct geodesics between z and x. Let C(X, d, x) denote the
cut locus of the Brownian sphere (X, d) with respect to x. For the Brownian
sphere, Le Gall [13] showed that, for µ-almost every x, the cut locus C has
measure 0, and is dense in X. The inverse continuum CVS mapping is
constructed in several steps, as outlined below:

1. Given the doubly marked Brownian sphere (X, d, µ, x0, x1), let C =
C(X, d, x1) be the cut locus with respect to x1.

2. For each point y ∈ C, define Z(y) = d(y, x1)− d(x0, x1).
3. Observe that (C, d) is almost surely (a.s.) path-connected and has no

cycles. By local connectivity there is a topology on C in which it is a
dendrite embedded in the Brownian sphere.

4. Observe that C does not include the leaves of the dendrite, however,
the labels Z extend continuously to the closure T of C with respect to
a local topology, intrinsic to C.

5. Define a metric on T so that Z : T → R is a Brownian motion indexed
by T . To find the distance, note that dT (u, v) is the quadratic variation
of the function Z along the unique path between u and v in T .

6. The orientation of the Brownian sphere induces an order on T , making
it a plane tree, and thereby canonically encoded by a contour process.

These steps will be justified in Section 4, where we will also address the
delicate question of the measurability of the resulting mapping. Let us discuss
a little more the role of the marked points and of the orientation in the
construction.

1.2 The marked points

The two marked points x0, x1 indeed play a crucial role in the recovery of the
label process. Roughly speaking, we will use one marked point to determine
its “time origin,” and the other marked point for its values.

The roles of x0 and x1 are very different in the mapping that we construct.
For a given space (X, d, µ, x0, x1) as in Theorem 1, a change of x0 amounts to
a re-rooting of the tree T . A change in x1, on the other hand, modifies the
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tree and process Z profoundly. Roughly, the tree is cut into countably many
trees, which are then reconnected in a different manner, while maintaining
the increments of Z on each part.

We note that the Brownian sphere usually comes equipped with a distin-
guished point ρ, called the root. By Le Gall’s [13] re-rooting property, ρ is
equal in distribution to a random point x drawn according to the measure µ.
The two marked points x0, x1 in our construction are independent, with the
same distribution as ρ.

1.3 Choosing an orientation

The choice of an orientation for the Brownian sphere also plays a crucial
role in our construction. The Brownian sphere is homeomorphic to a sphere,
and thus orientable. Previous works, however, have mostly avoided explicitly
discussing the issue of orientation.

Both constructions of the Brownian sphere, as a quotient of the CRT or
via Liouville quantum gravity, give rise to a natural orientation of the sphere.
However, if we are given the Brownian sphere as an unoriented metric space,
there are two possible orientations. Reversing the orientation of the sphere
corresponds to a reflection of the CRT.

It is worth explaining what we mean when discussing the Brownian sphere
as an oriented space. It is not a smooth manifold, so some standard definitions
fail. There are several possible equivalent definitions for the orientation of a
topological sphere X:

1. For each simple loop we may regard one side as the interior and the
other as the exterior, making the choice continuously on the space of
loops in X.

2. For each collection of pairwise disjoint paths emanating from x ∈ X,
we can determine a cyclic order, again making the choice continuously
on the space of such “stars.”

3. Observe that the homology group H2(X,Z) is isomorphic to Z, and
select one of the generators as +1 and the other as −1.

Of these, the first and third extend naturally to higher dimensions. The first
two are “local” and generalize to topologies other than the sphere. In the case
of a topological sphere, these definitions are all equivalent.

To deal with the fact that the Brownian sphere has been defined as an
unoriented metric space, there are two approaches that one might take. One
could consider the Brownian sphere as an oriented metric space to begin

4



with. This would require revisiting the definition of the Brownian sphere,
and to view it as a random element of a space of oriented metric spheres.
Working in such an abstract space would create some undesirable technicalities.
Specifically, a number of steps in the construction of the Brownian sphere
would need to be revisited to show that all steps work with oriented spheres.
For example, Le Gall and Paulin [16] used Moore’s theorem to show that the
Brownian sphere is homeomorphic to the sphere. The usual form of Moore’s
theorem does not provide an orientation for the quotient space, though one
can verify that there is a natural orientation.

Another approach, which we will follow, is to simply consider the Brownian
sphere as a metric space, and assign to it a random orientation based on an
independent variable ϵ ∈ {±1}, to account for the two possible orientations.
This is conceptually simpler, but poses some measurability issues that will
need to be addressed.

1.4 Other Brownian surfaces

The Brownian sphere is only one element in a family of compact [5, 6] or
non-compact [4, 9] Brownian random surfaces, including the Brownian plane,
disc, and any compact orientable surface with or without boundary. Although
we did not work out the details, we are confident that the methods and
results of this paper generalize to these objects with little change, and similar
inverse bijections to that of Theorems 1 and 4 can be derived in these settings,
because Brownian random surfaces all have similar constructions in terms of
labeled tree-like structures.

For instance, the Brownian plane [9], which is a random pointed metric
measure space (X, d, µ, x0) that is a.s. homeomorphic to R2, is obtained if
the Brownian excursion used to generate the CRT is replaced by a two-sided,
infinite Brownian motion encoding the infinite, self-similar CRT, see e.g. [4].
In this setting, the second marked point x1 can be taken to be at infinity.
The labels Z are well-defined, since there is a unique Busemann function
Bx0(x) = d(x,∞)− d(x0,∞) on the Brownian plane, and the cut locus with
respect to infinity is the set of points from which one can start multiple
geodesics rays. From these basic facts, one should be able apply the methods
of Section 4 with little change. In this situation, however, the “orientation”
random variable ϵh appearing below in (3) would need to be defined in some
other way, but fortunately, there is some flexibility in its choice, see the last
remark of Section 3.1.
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1.5 Organization of the paper

The rest of the paper consists of three sections. In Section 2, we review the
basic constructions of the Brownian tree, snake and sphere, and properly
define the continuum Cori-Vauquelin-Schaeffer mapping that we want to
invert. Section 3 states and discusses Theorem 4, a more precise version of
Theorem 1, and shows how the latter follows from the former. Section 4
provides the proof of Theorem 4, following the steps in Section 1.1.

1.6 Acknowledgments

We thank Jean-François Le Gall for useful discussions. The authors would like
to thank the Isaac Newton Institute for Mathematical Sciences, Cambridge,
for support and hospitality during the program Random geometry, where
initial work on this paper was undertaken. This work was supported by
EPSRC grant EP/K032208/1. OA is supported in part by NSERC.

2 Random snakes and the Brownian sphere
We first review the definitions of some of the known objects we will work
with, namely, the Brownian tree, snake and sphere, and the properties that
will be needed in the proof of Theorem 4 below.

2.1 Deterministic encodings

Let us first give a general discussion on some metric structures encoded by
deterministic functions.

2.1.1 Trees coded by functions

If f : [0, 1] → R is a continuous function such that f(0) = f(1) = 0, we define

df (s, s
′) = f(s) + f(s′)− 2max

(
inf

[s∧s′,s∨s′]
f, inf

[0,s∧s′]∪[s∨s′,1]
f

)
,

which defines a pseudometric on [0, 1]. This means that it is a symmetric
function that satisfies the triangle inequality, and vanishes on the diagonal.
In fact, we can alternatively view f as a function f : S1 → R, where the unit
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circle S1 is identified with R/Z, and, with this identification, the expression
for df simplifies to

df (s, s
′) = f(s) + f(s′)− 2max

(
inf
[s,s′]◦

f, inf
[s′,s]◦

f

)
,

where [s, s′]◦ and [s′, s]◦ are the two naturally oriented arcs of S1 between s
and s′.

The quotient Tf = [0, 1]/{df = 0}, endowed with the distance inherited
from df , is an R-tree, and for a, b ∈ Tf , we denote by [[a, b]]f the unique
geodesic segment between a and b in (Tf , df ).

It naturally carries a distinguished point ρf = pf(argmin f), where pf :
[0, 1] → Tf is the quotient mapping. Note df (s, t) = 0 whenever f attains its
infimum at s and t, so ρf is well defined.

We call (Tf , df , ρf ) the rooted tree coded by f .

2.1.2 The mating of trees metric

Let us denote by S the space of pairs h = (f, g) of continuous functions
f, g : [0, 1] → R, taking value 0 at 0 and 1. We associate with f and g the
trees (Tf , df ) and (Tg, dg) as above1.

For h ∈ S, the mating of trees pseudometric is defined, for every s, t in
[0, 1], by

dh(s, t) = inf

{
k∑

i=1

dg(si, ti) :
k ⩾ 1, s = s1, t1, s2, t2, . . . , sk, tk = t

df (tj, sj+1) = 0, 1 ⩽ j ⩽ k − 1

}
.

The quotient Xh = [0, 1]/{dh = 0}, endowed with the distance inherited from
dh, is called the mating of trees coded by h. Informally, it is obtained by
“wrapping” the tree (Tg, dg) around the tree Tf . Note that the construction is
not at all symmetric in the two trees. In particular, it depends strongly on dg,
but depends on f only through the set {df = 0}, that is, on the topological
space Tf .

1In our applications below, starting with Section 2.3, we will require the further property
that (f, g) encodes a “snake trajectory.” This means that g can be interpreted as a label
function on the tree Tf , in the sense that g(s) = g(t) for any s, t such that df (s, t) = 0.
However, we stress that the discussion of Section 2.1 holds in full generality.
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As a consequence of the definition of the quotient metric dh, there is a
natural commutative diagram:

[0, 1] Tf

Tg Xh

pf

pg
ph pf

pg

(1)

All projection mappings pf ,pf , pg,pg, ph are continuous. Therefore, Xh can
be seen as the quotient of either Tf or Tg, with canonical projections pf ,pg.

The space Xh naturally carries two distinguished points

x0h = ph(argmin f) = pf (ρf ) and x1h = ph(argmin g) = pg(ρg) ,

where, we recall that ρf , ρg are the roots of the trees Tf , Tg.
We also define the image measure µh = (ph)∗Leb[0,1], which we call the

area measure on Xh.

2.1.3 Gromov–Hausdorff-type spaces

In order to consider random versions of the metric space constructions
discussed above, with h ∈ S random, we will need to introduce Gromov–
Hausdorff-type spaces.

Suppose that (X, dX , µX , (ai)1⩽i⩽n) and (Y, dY , µY , (bi)1⩽i⩽n) are two com-
pact metric measure spaces with n ⩾ 0 distinguished points. We call them iso-
metric if there exists an isometry φ : (X, dX) → (Y, dY ) such that µY = φ∗µX

and φ(ai) = bi for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n. We let [X, dX , µX , (ai)1⩽i⩽n] denote the isometry
class of (X, dX , µX , (ai)1⩽i⩽n). We endow the set mMn• of all such isometry
classes with the Gromov–Hausdorff–Prokhorov topology. We write Xn• to
denote a generic element of mMn•, to emphasize that it has n marked points.
When n = 0, we write mM = mM0• and X = X0•. In Section 3.3 below, we
will also consider the Gromov–Hausdorff space M of isometry classes [X, d]
of compact metric spaces, endowed with the Gromov–Hausdorff topology.

In particular, for every h ∈ S, the isometry class [Xh, dh, µh, x
0
h, x

1
h] is an

element of mM2•, which we denote by X2•
h . We also let Xh = [Xh, dh, µh] be

its unmarked version.
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2.2 The continuum CVS mapping ψ

Finally, using the above definitions, we obtain a mapping

ψ :
S −→ mM2•

h 7−→ X2•
h ,

(2)

which we call the continuum CVS mapping.

Proposition 2. The continuum CVS mapping is measurable.

Proof. Let Cm be the space of continuous functions from [0, 1]2 to R+ that
are pseudometrics. Consider the mapping

ψ1 :
S −→ Cm × [0, 1]× [0, 1]

h = (f, g) 7−→ ((dh(s, t), 0 ⩽ s, t ⩽ 1), s∗(f), s∗(g)) ,

where s∗(f) (resp. s∗(g)) is the first times that f (resp. g) attains its minimum.
We already mentioned that dh is a pseudometric. The fact that it is continuous
can be seen by writing

|dh(s, t)− dh(s
′, t′)| ⩽ dh(s, s

′) + dh(t, t
′) ⩽ dg(s, s

′) + dg(t, t
′) ,

which goes to 0 as (s′, t′) → (s, t). Moreover, for a fixed integer k ⩾ 1, for
δ > 0 and for s, t ∈ [0, 1], the quantities

d
(k,δ)
h (s, t) = inf

{
k∑

i=1

dg(si, ti) :
s = s1, t1, s2, t2, . . . , sk, tk = t

df (tj, sj+1) < δ, 1 ⩽ j ⩽ k − 1

}

are measurable functions of h (note that the infimum can be taken over
choices of t1, s2, t2, . . . , sk in Q), so that the same holds for dh(s, t), since it
equals limk→∞ limδ↓0 d

(k,δ)
h (s, t). The measurability of ψ1 follows.

Finally, consider the mapping

ψ2 :
Cm × [0, 1]× [0, 1] −→ mM2•

(d, s, t) 7−→ [[0, 1]/{d = 0}, d, p∗Leb, p(s), p(t)]
,

where for d ∈ Cm, the mapping p : [0, 1] → [0, 1]/{d = 0} is the canonical
projection map. This mapping is easily seen to be continuous. Altogether,
we obtain the result, noting that ψ = ψ2 ◦ ψ1. ■
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The following lemma is a simple but important observation. For h ∈ S,
we denote by R(h) the reversed path (f(1− ·), g(1− ·)).

Lemma 3. For every h ∈ S, the spaces X2•
h and X2•

R(h) are equal as elements
of mM2•.

The proof is immediate, noting that s ∈ [0, 1] 7→ 1− s induces an isometry
between (Xh, dh, µh, x

0
h, x

1
h) and (XR(h), dR(h), µR(h), x

0
R(h), x

1
R(h)). We remark

that if one considers the quotient spaces as oriented spheres, then X2•
R(h) is

the reflection of X2•
h , i.e. the same space with the opposite orientation.

2.3 The Brownian tree, snake and sphere

The Brownian tree, snake and sphere are obtained by applying the above
constructions to certain natural random functions.

Let (et, 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 1) be a normalized Brownian excursion. The tree (Te, de)
that it encodes is called Aldous’ continuum random tree (CRT). The Brownian
excursion is nonnegative, so its root is simply ρe = pe(0).

Next, conditionally given e, define a continuous centered Gaussian process
(Zt, 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 1) with covariance function

Cov(Zs, Zt) = inf
s∧t⩽u⩽s∨t

eu.

The fact that such a process has a continuous version is well known. Moreover,
almost surely, Zs = Zt for every s, t such that de(s, t) = 0, so that Z can be
seen as a process indexed by Te. Indeed, this process can be interpreted as
Brownian motion indexed by Te, with value 0 at ρe, and with independent
increments over disjoint paths. The pair W = (e, Z) is a random element of
S, which we call the Brownian snake2. Its law is denoted by PSnake.

Finally, applying the continuum CVS mapping ψ : h 7→ X2•
h to the

Brownian snake, we obtain the (doubly marked) Brownian sphere X2•
W , with

values in mM2•. We denote its law by P2•
Sphere = ψ∗PSnake. We also denote by

PSphere the law of the unmarked Brownian sphere XW , with values in mM.
2In fact, what is usually called the Brownian snake is the path-valued Markov process

encoding the trajectories of Z from the root of Te, as one follows the contour of the tree.
The process e is called the lifetime process of the snake, and Z the head of the snake.
However, this path-valued process can be recovered as a continuous function of (e, Z).
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3 The inverse continuum CVS mapping ϕ

Our goal is to invert the continuum CVS mapping, that is, to find a measurable
mapping mM2• → S that is an (almost sure) inverse of ψ

One possible approach is as follows. Suppose we find a Borel subset A ⊂ S
such that PSnake(S \ A) = 0 and ψ|A is injective. Then, by a general theorem
of Lusin and Souslin on measurable functions on Polish spaces (see, e.g.,
Kechris [10, Corollary 15.2]), it would follow that ψ(A) ⊂ mM2• is a Borel
set, and that the inverse ϕ : ψ(A) → A is Borel measurable.

This approach, however, has two major drawbacks. First, it gives an
abstract inverse function, without telling us anything about its nature or how
to compute it. Secondly, this approach requires the continuum CVS mapping
to be almost everywhere injective, which it is not, due to Lemma 3. Applying
the reflection R, while preserving the planar tree structure and Brownian
labels, has the effect of reversing the orientation of the Brownian sphere (as
will be further discussed in Section 4.3). However, mM2• does not include
information about the orientation of the sphere. Thus, as we will state and
prove rigorously below (see Theorem 4), the continuum CVS mapping is
actually 2-to-1 on a set of full probability for the law PSnake.

This is also the case for discrete maps, if one does not keep track of their
orientation. This has not been an issue in the past since discrete maps have
always been considered as oriented (not just orientable), so that a map and
its reflection are considered as distinct objects. However, previous works on
the Brownian sphere have opted to omit the orientation when taking the
limit, so that a map and its reflection are considered identical.

To overcome this issue, we work in an extended space mM2• × {±1}.
The coordinate in {±1} is used to determine the orientation of the Brownian
sphere. As one might expect, this orientation turns out to be uniformly
random (see Proposition 5). However, as we will see, describing this choice in
a measurable way requires some care.

For h = (f, g) ∈ S, recall that s∗(g) is the first time that g attains its
minimum. We put

ϵh = sgn(1− 2s∗(g)) =

{
1 if s∗(g) ⩽ 1/2

−1 if s∗(g) > 1/2 .
(3)
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We then extend the mapping ψ by

ψ :
S −→ mM2• × {±1}
h 7−→ (ψ(h), ϵh) .

(4)

When W = (e, Z) follows the law of the Brownian snake, the infimum of
Z is a.s. attained at the unique time s∗ = s∗(Z), as shown in [17, §2.3]. Since
Z has cyclically exchangeable increments, this implies that s∗ is uniformly
distributed in [0, 1], see [7, Corollary 3.1]. In particular, ϵW follows the
Rademacher distribution (equal to ±1 with equal probability).

We may finally state our main result in a precise form.

Theorem 4. There exists a Borel mapping ϕ : mM2• × {±1} → S which is
an a.s. inverse of ψ, in the sense that:

(i) P2•
Sphere(dX

2•)-a.s., and for every ϵ ∈ {±1},

ψ ◦ ϕ(X2•, ϵ) = (X2•, ϵ) , and

(ii) PSnake(dh)-a.s.,
ϕ ◦ ψ(h) = h .

This result immediately yields that, P2•
Sphere(dX

2•)-a.s., for ϵ ∈ {±1},

ψ ◦ ϕ(X2•, ϵ) = X2• ,

which justifies our interpretation of ϕ as an inverse of the continuum CVS
mapping ψ. See also (6) below for composing ϕ and ψ in the reverse order.

In the following subsections, we will explain why the above statement
implies Theorem 1, which will also allow us to clarify the role of the parameter
ϵ and of the two marked points that appear in the input of the mapping ϕ.

3.1 The role of ϵ

Let us first discuss the meaning of the parameter ϵ ∈ {±1}. We claim that,
PSnake(dh)-a.s.,

ψ(R(h)) = (ψ(h),−ϵh), (5)

recalling that R(h) is time-reversal of h. Indeed, as already mentioned, ψ(h)
and ψ(R(h)) are equal as elements of mM2•. Also, ϵR(h) = −ϵh, PSnake(dh)-
a.s., because the law of s∗(g) under PSnake is diffuse, so that the probability
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s∗(g) = 1/2 (and hence that ϵR(h) = ϵh) is zero. In particular, we deduce the
following two properties. First, PSnake(dh)-a.s., for ϵ ∈ {±1},

ϕ (ψ(h), ϵ) ∈ {h,R(h)} . (6)

Second, P2•
Sphere(dX

2•)-a.s.,

ϕ(X2•,−ϵ) = R(ϕ(X2•, ϵ)) , ϵ ∈ {±1} . (7)

These properties show that ϵ determines the “orientation” of h. As we will
see in the course of the proof of Theorem 4, ϵ allows one to distinguish
PSnake-almost surely h from R(h). Moreover, ϵ determines an orientation
of ψ(h), which under Ph is a.s. a topological sphere, and this orientation is
reversed by changing ϵ to −ϵ. See Section 4.3 for more details.

Next, we describe the joint law of (ψ(h), ϵh) under PSnake.

Proposition 5. Under PSnake(dh), the random variables ψ(h) and ϵh are
independent, and the latter has the Rademacher distribution.

Proof. We use the well-known (and easy to check) fact that R(h) has same
distribution as h under PSnake. Therefore, (5) implies that (ψ(h), ϵh) and
(ψ(h),−ϵh) have same distribution under PSnake. Hence, the random variables
±ϵh have the same law conditionally given ψ(h). The result follows. ■

The above proposition and the discussion just before its statement are
in line with the intuitive fact that, conditionally given the (orientable, but
not oriented) random sphere X2•

W considered in Section 2.3, the choice of
orientation is determined by an independent fair coin flip. On rigorous
grounds, the mapping ϕ allows this choice to be done in a measurable way.

As an immediate consequence, we have the following. Recall that P2•
Sphere

is the image measure ψ∗PSnake.

Corollary 6. The measure PSnake is the image measure of P2•
Sphere⊗(δ−1+δ1)/2

under the mapping ϕ.

Remark. We mention that the choice of the random variable ϵh is not canonical.
Theorem 4 would remain true (although for a possibly different inverse function
ϕ) if we had adopted some other definition than (3), as long as it almost
surely differentiates h from R(h). However, for a choice of ϵh not satisfying
the additional property (5), Corollary 6 would not be true.
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3.2 The role of the marked points

The role of ϵ being now (partially) clarified, let us address the role of the
distinguished points x0W , x1W . Recall the notation PSphere for the law of the
unmarked Brownian sphere.

By the re-rooting property [13], conditionally given [X, d, µ] with law
PSphere, if y0 and y1 are two independent random points in X with law µ,
then [X, d, µ, y0, y1] has law P2•

Sphere. In other words, the points x0W , x1W play
the role of two independent marked points, distributed according to the area
measure3.

Summarizing the discussion of this and the preceding sections, we arrive
at the following statement, which is a more precise version of Theorem 1.

Corollary 7. Let X = [X, d, µ] have law PSphere. Conditionally given X,
let x0, x1 be two independent random points in X with law µ. Let W± =
ϕ(X2•,±1), where X2• = [X, d, µ, x0, x1]. Then, almost surely, R(W+) = W−
and ψ(W+) = ψ(W−) = X2•. Moreover, if σ ∈ {+,−} is itself random,
independent of X2•, and uniformly distributed, then Wσ has law PSnake.

3.3 The role of the measure

Finally, let us discuss the role of the area measure µ. As shown by Le
Gall [15], this measure is almost surely determined by the metric structure,
in the following sense. Fix the gauge function H(r) = r4 log log(1/r). Then
there exists a constant c ∈ (0,∞) such that PSnake(dh)-a.s., µh is equal to c
times the H-Hausdorff measure on the space (Xh, dh). Hence the mapping
[X, d, µ] 7→ [X, d] from the Gromov–Hausdorff–Prokhorov space mM to the
Gromov–Hausdorff space M is injective on a Borel set of full measure.

Therefore, by the Lusin–Souslin theorem (already mentioned in Section 3
above), there exists a Borel mapping χ : M → mM such that χ([X, d]) =
[X, d, µ], and P◦

Sphere(d[X, d])-a.s., where P◦
Sphere is the law of the unmeasured

space [Xh, dh] under PSnake(dh). Given these observations, it is possible to
state a version of Corollary 7, with PSphere replaced by P◦

Sphere. We omit the
details.

3Strictly speaking, this discussion is not completely accurate since we are working with
isometry classes of spaces, and not with fixed space. A more precise statement would be
in terms of Markov kernels mM → mM2•; see [18, Section 6.5]. However, for ease of
exposition, we will use to this slightly informal formulation.
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4 Proof of Theorem 4
Recall that, by virtue of the Lusin–Souslin theorem, it suffices to prove that,
for PSnake-a.e. h = (f, g) ∈ S, the functions f and g can be expressed as a
function of X2•

h and ϵh.
From now on, we let W = (e, Z) be a random variable with law PSnake

defined on some probability space, and our goal is to show that W is deter-
mined by X2•

W , ϵW on a set of full probability. We prove this by following the
steps listed in Section 1.1.

4.1 The two intertwined trees

If (T , d) is an R-tree and x ∈ T , we let degT (x) ∈ {1, 2, . . .} ∪ {∞} be the
number of connected components of T \ {x}. The sets

Leaf(T ) = {x ∈ T : degT (x) = 1} and Skel(T ) = T \ Leaf(T )

are called the set of leaves and the skeleton of T . We will use the well-known
fact that if f : [0, 1] → R is a continuous function with f(0) = f(1) = 0, then
the points of Skel(Tf ) are exactly those which have at least two preimages in
[0, 1) under pf .

Our proof of Theorem 4 will depend a great deal on the fact that the
images of the trees Skel(Te) and Skel(TZ) under the projections pe and pZ

are geometric loci in the Brownian sphere. Namely, almost surely, the first
one is the cut locus of (XW , dW ) with respect to the point x1W , and the second
is the set of relative interiors of geodesics towards x1W . These properties are
already known, and summarized as follows.

Lemma 8. The following properties hold almost surely.
(i) The restrictions of pe and pZ to Skel(Te) and Skel(TZ) are homeomor-

phisms onto their images, which we denote by CW and ΓW , respectively.
(ii) The set CW is the cut locus of (XW , dW ) with respect to x1W , which

consists of the points x ∈ XW such that there exists at least two distinct
geodesic paths from x to x1W .

(iii) The set ΓW (of points “inside” geodesics to x1W ) consists of the points
x ∈ XW such that there exists a geodesic segment in (XW , dW ) that
contains x, and whose extremities are x1W and some other point y ̸= x.

(iv) It holds that CW ∩ ΓW = ∅, and moreover, for every x ∈ XW \ ΓW

(resp. x ∈ XW \ CW ), x has a unique preimage under pe (resp. pZ).
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For convenience, let us also define

X̃W = XW\(CW ∪ ΓW ).

See Figure 1 for an illustration of the above results.

Proof. Points (i)–(iii) are proved in [13, Proposition 3.1] and [20, Theorem
6.3.3]. More precisely, it holds that the geodesic segments to x1W in (XW , dW )
are exactly of the form pZ([[ρZ , a]]Z), where a ∈ TZ , which are called the
simple geodesics in [13], and one has dW (x1W ,pZ(a)) = dZ(ρZ , a).

Point (iv) is a consequence of [12, Theorem 3.4] and [16, Lemma 3.2].
Let us give a bit more details on this last point. The two aforementioned
results can be reformulated as follows: for every s ≠ t in (0, 1), one has
dW (s, t) = 0 if and only if de(s, t) = 0 or dZ(s, t) = 0, these two possibilities
being mutually exclusive, and, given the characterization of Skel(Tf ) recalled
at the beginning of this subsection, this implies directly that CW ∩ ΓW = ∅.
Moreover, if a ̸= b are elements of Te such that pe(a) = pe(b) = x, then we
can find s ̸= t ∈ [0, 1) such that pe(s) = a, pe(t) = b. Then it holds that
dW (s, t) = 0, but de(s, t) > 0, which implies that dZ(s, t) = 0, meaning that
x ∈ ΓW . The argument is completely symmetric and can be applied to give
the last property. ■

4.2 Recovering the tree branches

Working on the almost sure event that the properties of Lemma 8 hold, one can
define distinguished simple paths in the Brownian sphere. For x, y ∈ XW\ΓW ,
we let

CW (x, y) = pe([[p
−1
e (x),p−1

e (y)]]e).

Likewise, for x, y ∈ XW\CW , we define

ΓW (x, y) = pZ([[p
−1
Z (x),p−1

Z (y)]]Z) .

Note that CW (x, y) and ΓW (x, y) are simple curves in XW , by Lemma 8(i).

Lemma 9. Almost surely, it holds that:
(i) For every x, y ∈ XW\CW , the two geodesics from x and y to x1W , meet

for the first time at some point z ∈ ΓW . The set ΓW (x, y) is the union
of the geodesic segment from x to z and the geodesic segment from y to
z, and

dZ(p
−1
Z (x),p−1

Z (y)) = dW (x, z) + dW (y, z). (8)
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x1
W

CW

ΓW
x0
W

X̃W

x
y

Figure 1: Some branches of the tree ΓW of relative interiors of
geodesics toward x1

W are represented in blue, and a part of the
the cut locus CW is represented in red. The two distinguished
points x0

W and x1
W are almost surely not in ΓW ∪ CW , and we

have represented two more points x, y outside this set.

(ii) For every x, y ∈ XW\ΓW , the set

CW (x, y)\{x, y} ⊂ CW

is the set of points z such that there exist two geodesics from z to x1W
that separate x and y (meaning that the points x and y lie in different
connected components of the complement of the geodesics).

This lemma is illustrated in Figure 2.

Proof. The first point (i) is proved in [19, Lemmas 4 and 5], but we recall the
main ideas. We use the fact that ΓW (x, x1W ) is a geodesic path in (XW , dW ),
isometric to the segment [[p−1

Z (x), ρZ ]]Z in (TZ , dZ). The fact that TZ is an
R-tree shows that the paths ΓW (x, x1W ) and ΓW (y, x1W ) coincide on a maximal
final segment of the form ΓW (z, x1W ). Moreover, one has

dZ(p
−1
Z (x),p−1

Z (y)) = dZ(p
−1
Z (x),p−1

Z (z)) + dZ(p
−1
Z (y),p−1

Z (z))

= dW (x, z) + dW (y, z).

For the second point (ii), we first observe that if z /∈ CW (x, y) \ {x, y},
then the continuous path CW (x, y) connects x and y without intersecting
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x1
W

CW

ΓW
x0
W

X̃W

x
y

CW (x, y)

ΓW (x, y)

z

Figure 2: From the points x, y ∈ X̃W , there is a unique geodesic
pointing towards x1

W , which allows to identify ΓW (x, y), repre-
sented by the thick dark blue line. The curve CW (x, y), repre-
sented by the thick dark red line, consists of points from which
we can find (at least) two geodesics pointing towards x1

W that
separate x from y. One of these points, called z, is highlighted
together with the two relevant geodesics.

z (except possibly at its extremities) nor ΓW because of Lemma 8(iv). In
particular, the geodesics from z do not disconnect x from y.

Conversely, let z ∈ CW (x, y) \ {x, y}, and let a = p−1
e (x) and b = p−1

e (y).
Note that c = p−1

e (z), being an element of Skel(Te), splits the latter into
two or three connected components. Let us assume for simplicity that we
are in the first case (the case of three components can be treated similarly).
This means that there exist exactly two times u ≠ u′ ∈ (0, 1) such that
pe(u) = pe(u

′) = c. Our goal is to show that the union of the two geodesic
segments pZ([[pZ(u), ρZ ]]Z) and pZ([[pZ(u

′), ρZ ]]Z) from z to x1W in (XW , dW )
separates x from y. Note that these two paths form a “lollipop” shape: they
both start from z, remain disjoint in a neighborhood of z, and then merge
into a final common segment, and consequently, they indeed separate XW

into two connected components.
In order to show that x and y do not belong to the same connected

component, we consider a continuous path α : [0, 1] → XW from x to y, and
aim to show that α intersects the union of geodesics from z to x1W in (XW , dW ).
Let us call Te(a) (resp. Te(b)) the component of Te \ {c} containing a (resp.
b). Let r0 = inf{r ∈ [0, 1] : p−1

e (α(r)) ∈ Te(b)}. Then there exist sequences
(rn), (r

′
n) that are respectively non-decreasing and non-increasing with limit r0
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such that p−1
e (α(rn)) ∈ Te(a) and p−1

e (α(r′n)) ∈ Te(b) for every n, and up to
extracting a subsequence, we may assume that the latter sequences converge
to a′ ∈ Te(a) ∪ {c} and b′ ∈ Te(b) ∪ {c}, such that pe(a

′) = pe(b
′) = α(r0).

If α(r0) = z, then we obtain the desired conclusion. Otherwise, we have
a′ ∈ Te(a) and b′ ∈ Te(b), and this implies the existence of s′, t′ ∈ [0, 1] such
that pe(s′) = a′ and pe(t

′) = b′, and dW (s′, t′) = 0 (since a′ and b′ both
project to α(r0) via pe). We know that this implies that de(s′, t′) = 0 or
dZ(s

′, t′) = 0, but the first case is excluded since a′ ̸= b′. This means that
Zs′ = Zt′ = min[s′,t′]◦ Z or Zs′ = Zt′ = min[t′,s′]◦ Z, depending on which of
the minima is the largest one (recalling the notation for cyclic intervals from
Section 2.1.1). Since c is on the path of Te from a to b, it must hold that
one of u or u′ is in [s′, t′]◦, and the other one is in [t′, s′]◦. This implies that
pW (s′) = pW (t′) is on the simple geodesic from u or from u′, as desired. ■

4.3 Orienting the sphere and recovering Z

In this section, we explain how one can recover the process Z from (X2•
W , ϵW ).

Recall that, a.s., x0W , x1W ∈ X̃W . The preceding lemma allows to describe CW ,
ΓW , X̃W , and the segments CW (x, y) and ΓW (x, y) for x, y ∈ X̃W , in terms of
(XW , dW , µW , x

0
W , x

1
W ), in a way that is invariant with respect to isometries.

That is, if we select an element (X, d, µ, x0, x1) in the isometry class X2•
W ,

then we can define sets C,Γ, X̃, and C(x, y) and Γ(x, y) for every x, y ∈ X̃, in
such a way that a measure-preserving isometry from (XW , dW , µW , x

0
W , x

1
W )

to (X, d, µ, x0, x1) sends CW to C, ΓW to Γ, etc. This will be crucial in our
main proof.

Lemma 10. Almost surely, for every x ∈ X̃W\{x0W}, the curve γ(x) =
CW (x0W , x) ∪ ΓW (x, x0W ) is a closed, simple loop in XW , and pW ([0, p−1

W (x)])
and pW ([p−1

W (x), 1]) are the closures of the two Jordan domains that it sepa-
rates.

Proof. Let x ∈ X̃W and s = p−1
W (x). Observe that the two closed simple

curves CW (x0W , x) and ΓW (x, x0W ) intersect only at their extremities, since
CW ∩ ΓW = ∅ and x0W ∈ X̃W . As a consequence, their union γ(x) forms a
simple loop separating two disks in XW . Furthermore, the sets pW ([0, s]) and
pW ([s, 1]) are compact and connected, with union XW . Therefore, it suffices
to show that their boundary is γ(x).

To this end, we proceed similarly to the proof of Lemma 9. We let
α : [0, 1] → XW be a continuous path with α(0) ∈ pW ([0, s]) \ γ(x) and
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x1
W

CW

ΓW
x0
W

X̃W

x

Dx

Figure 3: The curve γ(x) is illustrated in thick lines, and the
domain Dx = pW ([0, p−1

W (x)]) is the gray area. If we choose to
orient the curve γ(x) by first following CW (x0

W , x) from x0
W to

x, then the Brownian sphere is canonically oriented in such a
way that Dx is circled counterclockwise by γ(x), for any choice
of x ∈ X̃W \ {x0

W }.

α(1) ∈ pW ([s, 1]) \ γ(x), and we aim to prove that α intersects γ(x). Let
r0 = inf{r ∈ [0, 1] : α(r) ∈ pW ([s, 1])}. Then, by compactness, there must
exist s′ ∈ [0, s] and t′ ∈ [s, 1] such that pW (s′) = pW (t′) = α(r0). If s′ or
t′ equals s, then this means that α(r0) = x and we are done. Otherwise,
we know that either de(s′, t′) = 0 or dZ(s′, t′) = 0. In the first case, we
deduce α(r0) ∈ CW (x0W , x), and in the second case, α(r0) ∈ ΓW (x, x0W ), which
concludes the proof. ■

For a given x ∈ X̃W\{x0W}, we may choose the orientation of XW such
that the loop γ(x), oriented by following the segment CW (x0W , x) from x0W to
x and ΓW (x, x0W ) from x to x0W , goes around pW ([0, p−1

W (x)]) counterclockwise.
We claim that this choice of orientation is independent of x. To see this,

note that if p−1
W (x) < p−1

W (x′), we have that

pW ([0, p−1
W (x)]) ⊂ pW ([0, p−1

W (x′)]),

and that the paths CW (x0W , x) and CW (x0W , x
′) have nontrivial intersection,

and similarly for ΓW (x, x0W ) and ΓW (x′, x0W ). The argument is similar if
p−1
W (x′) < p−1

W (x). See Figure 3 for an illustration of the above discussion.
This being said, we cannot a priori distinguish the two regions only from

the isometry class X2•
W . This is where the sign variable ϵW defined at (3) comes
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into play. In order to make this specific choice of orientation, we take x = x1W
as a reference point, and decide that, among the two regions separated by
γ(x1W ), the region circled counterclockwise by γ(x1W ) is the one of smallest
µW -measure if ϵW = 1, or the one of largest µW -measure if ϵW = −1. There
is an ambiguity when both regions have the same measure, but this happens
with probability 0 since s∗ = s∗(W ) is a uniform random variable in [0, 1]. In
this way, we see that it is indeed possible to identify the region pW ([0, s∗]),
and hence, the canonical orientation of XW .

Once this orientation choice is made, we can finally recover the process Z
as follows. For each x ∈ X̃W , we define Dx to be the disk in XW bounded
by CW (x0W , x) ∪ ΓW (x, x0W ), and such that the loop γ(x) goes around Dx

in counterclockwise order, for the canonical orientation. From the above
discussion, it holds that Dx = pW ([0, p−1

W (x)]), and therefore, we see that we
can identify p−1

W (x) purely in metric-measure terms, as follows.

Corollary 11. Almost surely, it holds that

∀x ∈ X̃W , p−1
W (x) = µW (Dx).

We have thereby identified p−1
W (X̃W ), the restriction of pW to p−1

W (X̃W ),
and the restriction of Z to p−1

W (X̃W ), using (8) and the observation that

Zs − Zs∗(W ) = dZ(p
−1
Z (pW (s)),p−1

Z (x1W )) , s ∈ p−1
W (X̃W ).

The functions pW and Z can then be extended by continuity to [0, 1].
We conclude this section by noting, as stressed in the previous section, that

our constructions are invariant with respect to isometries. That is, applying
them to any choice of element in the isometry class X2•

W produces the same
function Z.

4.4 Recovering e

It remains to determine e on [0, 1], which requires a slightly different argument
since there is no formula similar to (8) for expressing the distance de directly
in terms of [XW , dW ]. As noted, the idea here is that e encodes a known
continuum tree, and we are also provided with the values of the Brownian
snake parametrized by that tree. Thus in order to recover e we just need
to know the length of paths in the tree. These can be deduced from the
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Brownian snake by measuring its quadratic variation. See Lemma 12 for this
last step. We proceed to make this precise.

First, we note that it suffices to determine e on Q∩ [0, 1], as e can then be
extended to [0, 1] by continuity. Observe that pW (Q ∩ [0, 1]) ⊂ X̃W , almost
surely4. Consider the function ℓ on XW defined by

ℓ(x) = dW (x, x1W )− dW (x0W , x
1
W ).

Fix q ∈ Q ∩ [0, 1], and let βq(r) = sup{t ⩽ q : et = r} for 0 ⩽ r ⩽ eq.
Then pe ◦ βq is isometric with image [[ρe, pe(q)]]e in (Te, de), so that pW ◦ βq
is a natural parametrization of CW (x0W , pW (q)) by [0, eq]. By the defining
properties of (e, Z) and formula (8), the mapping B(q) = ℓ ◦ pW ◦ βq is a
standard Brownian motion with duration eq, conditionally on e.

Since we do not know e a priori from (X2•
W , ϵW ), we do not have direct

access to βq. However, if αq is any parametrization of CW (x0W , pW (q)) (by
[0, 1], say), then ℓ ◦ αq is a time-change of this Brownian motion. This
means that (X2•

W , ϵW ) determines B(q) up to reparametrization, for every
q ∈ Q ∩ [0, 1].

Lemma 12. Let B = (Bt, t ⩾ 0) be a standard Brownian motion. Then,
almost surely, the following property holds. For every increasing continuous
function κ : [0, 1] → R+ with κ(0) = 0, it is possible to compute κ(1) as a
function of (Bκ(u), 0 ⩽ u ⩽ 1).

Proof. Consider the number of steps made by (Bκ(u), 0 ⩽ u ⩽ 1) on the
sub-lattice εZ, multiply by ε2, and then take a limit. ■

From this observation, we deduce that almost surely, (eq, q ∈ Q ∩ [0, 1])
can be recovered from the isometry class X2•

W and ϵW . Finally, we conclude
that W = (e, Z) is a function of ϵW and the isometry class X2•

W , rather than
of some particular representative. This completes the proof.

4There is a small subtlety here: the information given by the dense set pW (Q ∩ [0, 1])
is not obviously invariant under isometries. The reason why this indeed holds is that we
have identified the parametrization by [0, 1] (i.e., the measure and order structure) in the
previous subsection, so we can define “the point visited at time q ∈ Q” by pW in purely
measure-metric terms.
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