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We introduce and study a model of plane random trees generalizing the famous
Bienaymé–Galton–Watson model but where births and deaths are locally corre-
lated. More precisely, given a random variable (B, H) with values in {1, 2, 3, ...}2,
given the state of the tree at some generation, the next generation is obtained (in-
formally) by successively deleting B individuals side-by-side and replacing them
with H new particles where the samplings are i.i.d. We prove that, in the critical
case E[B] = E[H], and under a third moment condition on B and H, the random
trees coding the genealogy of the population model converges towards the Brow-
nian Continuum Random Tree. Interestingly, our proof does not use the classical
height process or the Łukasiewicz exploration, but rather the stochastic flow point
of view introduced by Bertoin & Le Gall [BLG03; BLG05; BLG06].
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1 Introduction

The study of discrete and continuous branching processes is a vast domain with many applica-
tions to population modeling, we refer for example to [Jag74; Ald91a; Ald91b; Ald93; DLG02;
Lam08; AD15; BS15] for an overview. The simplest model of a branching process is the famous
Bienaymé–Galton–Watson one, where all particles behave independently of each other and re-
produce according to some fixed offspring distribution. In this paper we consider a natural
variant of this process where deaths are spatially correlated, which we can interpret as local
catastrophes. More precisely, given a law ρ on Z2

>0 with finite first moments called the "brick
distribution", we define a discrete population evolution process (which does not satisfy the
discrete branching property) as follows. Imagine that at generation h, there are n particles alive
which are ordered from left to right. We then sample independent identically distributed ran-
dom variables (Bi, Hi) : i ⩾ 1 with law ρ and form the new generation by starting from the
left and iteratively deleting Bi particles at generation k and replacing them by Hi particles at
generation k + 1 until there is no particles left at generation k. The successive generations are
build similarly. See Figure 1 for an illustration.

h

h+ 1

(B1, H1)

= (1, 2)

(B2, H2) (B3, H3) (B4, H4) (B5, H5)

= (1, 1) = (3, 1) = (2, 3) = (3, 2)

Figure 1: Illustration of the construction of the population evolution process from gen-

eration k to k + 1 given i.i.d. bricks sampled according to the law ρ. Notice

that the last brick overshoot the population at generation k: we put crosses

for fictitious individuals.
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The random variables (Bi, Hi) will be interpreted as bricks with bottom length Bi and top
length Hi. Those bricks have flexible vertical parts and there are then stacked horizontally and
"pushed to the left" on top of generation k to obtain generation k + 1. The reader may have
noticed that in this construction, the last brick may overshoot the population at generation k
and it is actually more convenient to directly define the model in an infinite population setting,
where at each generation k ⩾ 0, we have an infinite numbers of particles indexed by Z. To
preserve an invariance by translation, we now construct generation k + 1 given generation k
using a bi-infinite sequence of “bricks”(

(Bi, Hi) : i ⩽ −1
)
, (B0

∗, H0),
(
(Bi, Hi) : i ⩾ 1

)
where (Bi, Hi) : i ∈ Z\{0} are i.i.d. of law ρ and (B0

∗, H0) is the size-biasing of (B, H) by the
variable B (we assumed that B has finite expectation). The bricks are then stacked horizon-
tally in the most obvious fashion and pinpointed by choosing a uniform edge in the bottom of
(B0

∗, H0) and putting it on the root edge of the generation k. The root edge at generation k + 1
is the left-most of the H0 edges of this brick (see Section 2.1 for a more precise definition). We
can then iterate and stack horizontally i.i.d. rows obtained this way and get a brick wall1.

It might not be obvious, but this brick wall actually encodes a forest of random trees (T↑
i :

i ∈ Z) obtained by adding the edges from the middle of the bottom-right edge of each brick
to each middle of its top edges, see Figure 2. These trees, whose vertices are the points of
(Z + 1

2 )× Z⩾0, are "ascending", and we can define a dual family of "descending" trees using a
similar construction, see Section 2.1 for details. Beware, in general our random trees T↑

i are not
i.i.d. since they interact through their boundary bricks.

It should be clear to the reader that the natural criticality assumption is

E[B] = E[H], (critical),

which we will enforce in these pages. Our main result is that despite their dependencies, the
random trees (T↑

i : i ∈ Z) are in the same universality classes as those of critical Bienaymé–
Galton–Watson trees with finite variance. To state the theorem properly let us consider the
infinite tree F↑ obtained by grafting the forest of trees (T↑

i : i ∈ Z) on the bi-infinite line Z.
This random tree will be pointed at the origin 0 and has almost surely two ends. We denote
by λ · F↑ the random pointed metric space whose point set is the vertex set of F↑ endowed
with the graph distance dgr renormalized by λ > 0. Its scaling limit will be given by the
infinite Brownian forest Fσ with parameter σ > 0 obtained by grafting on the line R a Poisson
point process of random trees with intensity σ−2 · dt · n(d𝜏) where n is Itô’s excursion measure
on points continuum random trees (CRT), see Section 4 for details. This infinite continuum
random tree is pointed at 0 and called the Brownian forest with parameter σ.

Theorem 1 (Convergence towards the Brownian forest). Suppose that the critical condition holds

1All in all, you’re just another brick in the wall
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E[B] = E[H] and that E[B3], E[H3] < ∞. Let us introduce

σ2 =
1

E[B]
E
[
(B − H)2].

Then we have the following convergence in law for the (local) pointed Gromov–Hausdorff convergence

λ · F↑ (d)−−→
λ→0

Fσ.

Proof ideas and extensions. The lack of independence properties in our model compared to
the standard Bienaymé–Galton–Watson makes it more cumbersome to use standard tools to
prove convergence of trees, such as the contour function or the Łukasiewicz exploration. We
cope with this problem by describing our forest of random trees by their discrete stochastic
genealogical flows. In a nutshell, this idea brought to light in the continuous setting by Bertoin
& Le Gall [BLG03; BLG05; BLG06] boils down to controlling the evolution of a few subpopu-
lations in our brick wall model (or equivalently by the subforest spanned by a few vertices in
T↓

i ). Indeed, despite the lack of independence in our model, the tools available in stochastic
analysis are robust enough to prove that the offsprings of different subpopulations evolve, in
the scaling limit, as independent Feller diffusions (see Proposition 12). Combined by a tight-
ness estimate (Proposition 20) this enables us to control the large scale geometry of our forest
of trees using just a few subpopulations’ evolution. We hope that the method developed in
these pages could lead to other developments, in particular to the case of branching processes
in varying environment, see [CKKM23] for a very recent result in that direction.

Plan of the paper. In Section 2, we define in more detail our brick wall model and explain
how Bienaymé–Galton–Watson trees are recovered as a special case. We recall the well-known
convergence of Bienaymé–Galton–Watson trees with finite variance to the Brownian forest
(see Theorem 2). We then prove that, for critical brick wall models with finite second mo-
ments, subpopulations are martingales. In the rest of the paper, we restrict ourselves to critical
models with finite third moments. To prove that the trees of these models also converge to
a Brownian forest, we start by focusing on the evolution of subpopulations in Section 3. We
first tackle the behavior of large populations after one time step, and we prove in particular
variance estimates and a CLT. Then, we establish that the scaling limit of a finite tuple of large
subpopulations is a tuple of independent Feller diffusions, and that this convergence holds
jointly with that of the corresponding extinction times. This enables us to prove important uni-
form controls in Section 3.3, which are the key to the tightness estimates. Section 4 is devoted to
the proof of Theorem 1. Finally, in Section 5, we discuss two directions in which to extend our
model: one where we consider heavy-tailed brick distributions, and one where the events of
birth and death occur at random times given by exponential clocks, rather than at integer times.
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2 Definitions and preliminary results

In this section, we introduce our brick wall model in details, and show how it generalizes
Bienaymé-Galton-Watson processes. We then encode it using its primal and dual forests and
show a martingale property that holds for all critical brick wall models (with finite second
moments).

Figure 2: Left, a brick wall, with the brick borders in black, and the bricks displayed

in various colors. The origin edge [0, 1]× {k} of each level k is displayed in

red, the brick on its top is size- biased by the variable B whereas all other

bricks are sampled iid according to the law ρ. The integers points (i, j) are

displayed with black crosses and the half-integers points (i + 1
2 , j) with blue

dots – except the root node ( 1
2 , 0), corresponding to the red arrow of the root

edge. Center, the associated primal forest F↑, in blue. Right, the associated

dual forest F↓, in orange.

2.1 Definition of the model

Let ρ be a probability distribution on Z2
>0 such that

Z :=
+∞

∑
i=1

+∞

∑
j=1

iρ(i, j) < ∞.

We define its bottom marginal law β and its top marginal law η by

β(i) = ∑
j⩾1

ρ(i, j), η(j) = ∑
i⩾1

ρ(i, j).

We also define the respective bottom-biased laws for i, j ⩾ 1 by

ρ∗(i, j) =
1
Z

iρ(i, j), β∗(i) =
1
Z

iβ(i), and η∗(j) =
1
Z ∑

i⩾1
iρ(i, j).
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Definition 1 (Brick wall). The brick wall with distribution ρ is defined as follows. We con-
struct the first row of bricks at height k = 0, by first drawing a bi-infinite sequence of inde-
pendent brick dimensions (Bi,0, Hi,0) ∼ ρ for i ∈ Z \ {0}, and (B0,0, H0,0) ∼ ρ∗. We think of
these bricks as having rigid bottom and top lengths, but flexible vertical sides, so that we need
some additional information to place them on the horizontal line. For that purpose, we fix the
position of the root brick by requiring that the bottom-left corner of the root brick is (−U0, 0),
where U0 is, conditionally on (Bi,0, Hi,0)i∈Z, uniform over {0, 1, . . . , B0,0 − 1}, and that its top-
left corner of the root brick is at (0, 1). Once the root brick is fixed, we can place all the other
bricks inductively, to its left and to its right.

We proceed similarly for the other rows of bricks that we stack on this first one: at each
level j ⩾ 1, we pick, independently from the lower levels, a new bi-infinite sequence of brick
dimensions, (Bi,j, Hi,j) ∼ ρ for i ∈ Z \ {0}, and (B0,j, H0,j) ∼ ρ∗. We then fix the position of the
root brick at height j again by requiring that its bottom-left corner is at (−Uj, j), where Uj is
uniform over {0, 1, . . . , B0,j − 1}, and that its top-left corner is at (0, j + 1).

The horizontal sides of the bricks can be seen as edges so that the brick wall is a graph with
vertex set Z × Z⩾0 containing in particular all horizontal edges (i, j) ↔ (i + 1, j), see Figure 2.
This graph is rooted at the oriented edge (0, 0) → (1, 0). Its information is entirely encoded in
the sequence(

(Bi,j, Hi,j : i ∈ Z), Uj : j ⩾ 1
)

satisfying Bi,j, Hi,j ⩾ 1 and Uj ∈ {0, 1, ..., B0,j − 1}. (1)

The reader may have already guessed that we use a size-biased law in our construction to get
the following invariance property:

Proposition 1 (Invariance by translation). The law of the brick wall is invariant under the shift of
the root edge (0, 0) → (1, 0) one unit to the right (or to the left).

Proof. The bottom right corners of the lowest bricks can be seen as a point process on Z and
since we use the size-biaised distribution for the root brick, a classical result in renewal theory
(see e.g. [Kal02, Proposition 9.18]) shows that its distribution is the so-called "stationary" re-
newal process and its law is invariant under shift of the root edge one unit to the right. This
shift may cause a relabeling of the vertices at height 1, but an iterative application of the above
shift invariance shows that the law of the entire brick wall is shift invariant.

Definition 2 (Primal and dual forests). Given a brick wall as in (1) we define two graphs F↑

and F↓ called respectively the primal and dual forests. The primal forest F↑ has vertex set
(Z + 1

2 )× Z⩾0 and its edge set is prescribed as follows:

• we put a node on the center of each horizontal edge (i, j) ↔ (i + 1, j) of the brick wall (so
that these nodes have half-integer abscissae and integer ordinates);

• in each brick, we put an edge between the right-most bottom node and all the top nodes,
see Figure 2.
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The dual forest T↓ is defined similarly: its vertex set is Z × Z⩾0 and its edge set is given
by linking, inside each brick, the left-most top vertex with integer coordinates to all bottom
vertices with integer coordinates except the right-most one, see Figure 2.

Clearly F↑ is a spanning forest of (Z+ 1
2 )×Z⩾0 and for each i ∈ Z, we denote by T↑

i the tree

of F↑ that starts at i + 1/2. By Proposition 1, we have (T↑
i+1 : i ∈ Z)

(d)
= (T↑

i : i ∈ Z), but once
again, the trees T↑

i are not independent in general. While the trees of F↑ and F↓ are naturally
embedded in R2, we will consider them as intrinsic metric spaces, by endowing them with
the graph distance where each edge is of unit length. In order to help the reader distinguish
between the primal and the dual forests, the points ∈ (Z + 1

2 ) × Z⩾0 will be called nodes,
whereas those in Z × Z⩾0 will simply be called vertices.

Remark 1. A particular case of those constructions already appeared in the theory of discrete
random planar maps, see Krikun [Kri05b; Kri05a] or [CLG19; CM18; Car21; Leh22].

Criticality and moment conditions

In this paper, we only consider critical models, for which the marginal laws β and η have
equal (and finite) expectation:

E[B] = ∑
i⩾1

iβ(i) = E[H] = ∑
i⩾1

η(i) = Z < ∞. (2)

We also assume that the marginal laws β and η both have finite third moments:

E
[
H3] < ∞ and E

[
B3] < ∞, (3)

and furthermore exclude the degenerate case where the top and bottom of each brick are
equal a.s.:

∃i, j ⩾ 1 i ̸= j and ρ(i, j) > 0. (4)

2.2 Special case: Bienaymé–Galton–Watson trees

Consider the special case of a brick distribution where the top and bottom marginals are in-
dependent: ρ = β ⊗ η. Let µ, ν be two probability distributions on Z>0 and Z⩾0 respectively,
such that η = µ

β is the law of B = 1 + inf{i ⩾ 0 |∑0⩽j⩽i(Nj − 1) < 0}, Ni i.i.d. ∼ ν

Then the evolution of the forest F↑ can be described informally as a discrete genealogical pro-
cess with “local catastrophes”, where, at each integer time n ⩾ 1:

• each individual alive at time n − 1 is independently scheduled to give birth to a number
of children according to µ

7



• then, each individual alive at time n − 1 cancels all the impending offspring of a number
of individuals of law ν, starting (if the number is positive) with itself, and then going to
the individuals on its right (that are not necessarily its siblings).

Informally, B is the time between two consecutive moments when the debt of deaths is settled.
In the context of continuous branching processes in varying environment, processes with Pois-
sonian “catastrophes” have been considered [BS15], and the term local catastrophes, that we
use here and in the title of this paper, is in analogy to those models. Note however that our
discretes processes are not in general branching processes, due to the interdependence between
the trees.

Bienaymé–Galton–Watson processes can be seen as special cases of such genealogical pro-
cess with local catastrophes, where the catastrophes are just the deaths of single individuals.
Indeed, for any probability distribution p on Z⩾0, the genealogical process obtained as above
from µ = (p | p > 0)

ν = Ber(p0),

is a Bienaymé–Galton–Watson process of offspring distribution p, started from Z. This can also
be directly expressed as a brick wall model with independent top and bottom distributions,
given by β = Geom(1 − p0)

η = (p | p > 0).

In this case, the random trees T↑
i are simply i.i.d. Bienaymé–Galton–Watson trees with off-

spring distribution p: interaction between the trees disappear. In the case of a critical Bienaymé–
Galton–Watson, if X ∼ p has the law of the offspring distribution we have E[X] = 1 and

E[H] = E[B] =
1

1 − p0
, E[B2] =

1 + p0

(1 − p0)2 , E[H2] =
E[X2]

1 − p0
,

so that

σ2 =
E[(H − B)2]

E[B]
= E[X2]− 1 = Var(X).

Let us take the opportunity given by this model to describe the Brownian forest in details.
Recall from [DLG02] the classical coding of a real tree by a positive excursion: if e : [0, ℓ] →
R+ is a non-negative continuous function satisfying e(0) = e(ℓ) = 0; it can be seen as the
contour function of a pointed real tree (Te, ϱ). We can then consider the pushforward n of Itô’s
excursion measure for linear Brownian motion [RY05, Chapter XII] on pointed real trees by
this coding. In particular n is a sigma-finite measure on the set T of compact pointed real trees
(endowed with the pointed Gromov–Hausdorff distance) and we fix the normalization of n by
requiring that

n({(𝜏, ϱ} : Height(𝜏) ⩾ x}) = 2
x

, ∀x > 0.
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For any σ > 0, if Π is a Poisson point process on R × T of intensity σ−2dt ⊗ n, then we
consider the pointed tree Fσ obtained for each atom (t, (𝜏, ϱ)) of Π by grafting (𝜏, ϱ) through
ϱ at the point t ∈ R. This operation is well-defined in the local pointed Gromov–Hausdorff
topology since there is a finite number of trees of height larger than ε grafted on each compact
set of R – see [CKM22, Section 6.1.2] for a variant of this construction. The random tree Fσ

is pointed at 0 ∈ R and has two ends. If F↑ is the infinite random tree obtained by grafting
i.i.d. BGW(p) trees on the line Z and pointed at 0, then we have

Theorem 2 (Aldous [Ald91a], Le Gall [LG05]). If p is critical and has finite non zero variance, then
we have the following convergence for the local pointed Gromov–Hausdorff metric

λ · F↑ −−→
λ→0

Fσ.

2.3 Population evolution and martingale property

We now prove that in a critical brick wall model, the population issued from a set of ancestors
in F↑ is a martingale. This is our first step in the understanding of the large scale properties of
the trees T↑

i , since it implies in particular that all trees T↑
i are finite in the critical case.

Let a < b ∈ Z. We denote by Mt([a, b[) the number of descendants at time t of the nodes
x in a ⩽ x < b at time 0, for the primal forest. Necessarily, M0([a, b[) = b − a. We will also
sometimes consider populations starting from individuals at time t0 > 0, which we denote
accordingly Mt([(a, t0), (b, t0)[), for t ⩾ t0. Thus, Mt([a, b[) = Mt([(a, 0), (b, 0)[).

Later on, we will also consider the extinction times of these populations, that is,𝜏a,b := min{t ⩾ 1 : Mt([a, b[) = 0}, 𝜏(a,t0),(b,t0) := min{t ⩾ t0 + 1 : Mt([(a, t0), (b, t0)[) = 0}.

Proposition 2. If (H, B) ∼ ρ, we suppose that E[H] = E[B] (criticality) and furthermore that
E[B2], E[H2] < ∞. Then for any a < b ∈ Z, the sequence (Mt([a, b[))t∈Z⩾0

is a (positive) mar-
tingale and a homogeneous Markov chain.

Proof. The fact that (Mt([a, b[))t∈Z⩾0
is a Markov chain is immediate from the definition of the

model and by invariance by shift of the root edge (Proposition 1). We now want to show that
it is a martingale (the filtration Fn being generated by the first n rows of the brick wall). Let
us first check that E[M1([0, n[)] < ∞. To see this, we use the notation of Definition 1 and the
domination

M1([0, n[) ⩽ H0,0 +
n

∑
i=1

Hi,0. (5)

While Hi,0 for i ⩾ 1 are i.i.d with a second moment, the first moment of H0,0 is also bounded
by E[H0,0] =

1
E[B]E[H · B] < 1

E[B]E[H2 + B2] < ∞. By the Markov property, it remains to show
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that E[M1([a, b[)] = (b − a). By invariance of the brick wall by shift of the root edge we have
E[M1([a, b[)] = E[M1([0, b − a[)], and so by linearity of expectation, there exists c > 0 so that
for any n ∈ Z⩾0,

E[M1([0, n[)] = c n. (6)

One can prove that c = 1 by a direct tedious calculation (splitting the calculation according
to the value of the last bottom-right corner of a brick before n), or using a limiting argument:
putting the root brick of dimensions (B∗

0,0, H0,0) aside, the law of large numbers immediately
entails that almost surely we have

lim
n→∞

M1([0, n[)
n

=
E[H]

E[B]
= 1.

On the other hand, it follows from (5) that (M1([0,n[)
n : n ⩾ 1) is uniformly integrable. By

dominated convergence, we deduce that n−1 · E[M1([0, n[)] → 1, hence by (6) we must have
c = 1.

2.4 Duality between the primal and dual forests

The terms “primal” and “dual” forests, as well as their respective constructions, hint at a du-
ality which roughly says that F↓ has the law of F↑ for the reverse brick distribution tρ of law
(H, B) where (B, H) ∼ ρ. In this section, we formalize this into a precise statement, but we
shall not use this property in the rest of the paper.

0 KrJr

0

r

0 1 Jr + 1/2−Kr + Jr + 1/2 1/2 ir + 1/21/2

T ↑
ir
[tρ](r)

Figure 3: The different forests at play in Proposition 3: left, the strip F↓
[0,r][ρ] of the dual

forest associated to ρ. Center, F̃↓
[0,r][ρ], which is the same forest re-rooted at

the random index Jr, then rotated and shifted. Right, the strip F↑
[0,r][

tρ] of

the primal forest associated to tρ, and, highlighted in light blue, the set of

vertices T↑
(ir ,0)[

tρ](r). For each forest, the root edges of the underlying brick

wall are depicted in red at each level, and the root vertex is circled in black.

To properly state this duality property, we need to introduce a bit of additional notation,
which is illustrated in Figure 3. In particular, we make the dependence on the underlying

10



distribution ρ explicit in the notation. Fix r ⩾ 1. For a brick distribution ρ, let us denote
by F↑

[0,r][ρ] (resp. F↓
[0,r][ρ]) the “strip” of the associated primal (resp. dual) forest that lies in

Z × [0, r]. For i ∈ Z, let us also denote by T↓
(i,r)[ρ] the tree of the dual forest descended from

the vertex (i, r) (that has at most height r by our definition), and define T↓
(i,r)[ρ](r) as the set

of vertices of T↓
(i,r)[ρ] at height r. Let Kr be the first index i ⩾ 1 such that T↓

(i,r)[ρ](r) ̸= ∅. We

also denote by T↑
(i,0)[ρ] the tree of the primal forest descended from the node (i + 1/2, 0). We let

ir > 0 denote the smallest integer i > 0 such that T↑
(i,0)[ρ] has height at least r, and let T↑

(ir ,0)[ρ](r)

denote the set of nodes of T↑
(ir ,0)[ρ] at height r.

Proposition 3. Let F̃↓
[0,r][ρ] be the infinite forest obtained by re-rooting F↓

[0,r][ρ] at the node (Jr, r),
where the index Jr is chosen uniformly at random in {1, . . . , Kr}, turning it upside-down, and shifting
its abscissae by 1/2 to the right (see Figure 3). Let µ↓

r [ρ] be the measure on forests (. . . , T−1, T0, T1, . . . )
of height r having density Kr with respect to the law of F̃↓

[0,r][ρ], and let µ↑
r [

tρ] be the measure on the

same forests having density #T↑
(ir ,0)[

tρ](r) with respect to the law of F↑
[0,r][

tρ]. Then

µ↓
r [ρ] = µ↑

r [
tρ]. (7)

Proof. Even though the trees we are studying are more complicated than the ones appearing
in [CLG19] (and, in particular, are not independent), we can prove this result similarly, since it
is essentially combinatorial. Indeed, for any given brick wall, the two forests are determined in
the exact same way from it (up to turning the wall upside-down and shifting abscissae by 1/2).

Consider a configuration of bricks C going from height 0 to r, with a distinguished root brick
at each height level, such that the root brick at height ℓ always shares an edge with the root
brick at height ℓ + 1 (so that it can be considered as a subset of a brick wall). We denote by
(ik,ℓ, jk,ℓ) the bottom and top dimensions of the k-th brick at height ℓ (with the 0-th brick being
the root brick, and the negative indices corresponding to the bricks to the left of the root brick).

We can construct a dual forest FC = . . . , TC
−1, TC

0 , TC
1 , . . . from C, where all trees have height

less than or equal to r. We perform the re-rooting, rotation and shift as above to get a new
rooted forest F̃C = . . . , T̃C

−1, T̃C
0 , T̃C

1 , . . . . Let kC be the first index i ⩾ 1 such that TC
i (r) ̸= ∅, and

let ir be the first index i ⩾ 1 such that T̃C
i (r) ̸= ∅. We have

µ↓
r [ρ]

(
F̃C
)
= kC ·

i0,0

kC
· 1

i0,0

1
Z

i0,0ρ(i0,0, j0,0) ∏
k ̸=0

ρ(ik,0, jk,0) ∏
1⩽ℓ⩽r−1

1
i0,ℓ

1
Z

i0,ℓρ(i0,ℓ, j0,ℓ

(
∏
k ̸=0

ρ(ik,ℓ, jk,ℓ)

)

= i0,0 ·
1
Z ∏

k
ρ(ik,0, jk,0) ∏

1⩽ℓ⩽r−1

1
Z

(
∏

k
ρ(ik,ℓ, jk,ℓ)

)
= µ↑

r [
tρ]
(

F̃C
)

,

where the last equality comes from the fact that, by construction, we have #T̃C
ir (r) = i0,0.
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3 Scaling limits of subpopulations

In this section we prove that the evolution of large subpopulations converge in the scaling
towards independent Feller diffusions. This relies on a combination of standard techniques in
stochastic analysis. We start with variances estimates for the one-step transitions.

3.1 Behavior of subpopulations after one time step

In this section we establish variance estimates for one step of the Markov chain describing the
population evolution which will be useful in Section 3.2 when dealing with the full scaling limit
of (Mk([0, n[) : k ⩾ 0). For ease of notation, in this section we will write Mk(n) for Mk([0, n[).
We will first obtain an asymptotic estimate for the variance of M1(n), then prove a CLT for
M1(n).

Variance. In the terminology of [BA22], M1(n) is a inhomogeneous compound renewal pro-
cess. The marginal laws β and η, as well as the bottom-biased laws β∗, η∗ all have finite vari-
ances – remember that for the root brick, we take the portion of the bottom that lies to the right
of 0, whose law is uniform on {1, . . . , b}, conditionally on B∗ = b, and the top of the root brick
has the bottom-biased law η∗. Thus, [BA22, Theorem 1.2.1] applies and gives the following
estimate.

Proposition 4. We have
Var(M1(n)) = nσ2 + o(n), (8)

where
σ2 =

1
Z

E
[
(H − B)2] = 1

Z
(σ2

η + σ2
β − 2Cov(B, H)), (9)

for (B, H) a random variable of law ρ, with Z = E[β] = E[η].

Remark 2. It is at this point that we really need to assume that the brick law ρ has finite third
moments, to be able to get to Brownian scaling limits later on, because of the size-biasing of the
root brick.

CLT after one time step. We now prove a CLT, first for M1(n), then for tuples of subpopula-
tions after one time step.

Proposition 5. We have the following convergence in distribution:

M1(n)− n√
n

(d)−−−→
n→∞

N (0, σ2), (10)

where σ is defined by (9).
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Proof. Let us consider a sequence of independent variables ((Bi, Hi))i⩾0, where (B0, H0) has
law ρ∗, and (Bi, Hi) has law ρ for i ⩾ 1, as well as the associated sums Ĥn = ∑0⩽i⩽n Hi,
B̂n = UB0 + ∑1⩽i⩽n Bi, where, conditionally on B0, UB0 is uniform on {1, . . . , B0}. Then, by
the multidimensional FCLT, we have(

B̂⌊nt⌋ − Znt√
n

,
Ĥ⌊nt⌋ − Znt√

n

)
t⩾0

(d)−−−→
n→∞

(
W(B)(t), W(H)(t)

)
t⩾0

, (11)

where (W(B)(t), W(H)(t)) is a bidimensional Brownian motion with covariance matrix C(ρ),
the covariance matrix of ρ.

By Skorokhod’s representation theorem, let us assume that we are working on a probability
space for which the convergence (11) holds in the almost sure sense rather than in distribution.
Now, we have M1(n) = Ĥtn , where tn = inf{k ⩾ 0|B̂k > n}− 1. Since we have assumed almost
sure convergence, we have, uniformly in t ⩾ 0,

B̂⌊nt⌋ = Znt +
√

nW(B)(t) + o
(√

n
)
,

so that with high probability tn = n/Z + o(n), and, using the continuity of W(B),

Ztn = n −
√

nW(B)
( 1

Z

)
+ o
(√

n
)
,

therefore

M1(n) = Ĥtn = Z𝜏n +
√

nW(H)
( tn

n

)
+ o
(√

n
)

= n +
√

n
(

W(H)
( 1

Z

)
− W(B)

( 1
Z

))
+ o
(√

n
)
.

Since W(H) − W(B) is a Brownian motion of variance E
[
(H1 − B1)

2], we obtain that (M1(n)−
n)/

√
n does converge in distribution to a centered Gaussian variable of variance

E
[
(H1 − B1)

2]
Z

= σ2.

The extension of the previous result to several populations is proved similarly:

Proposition 6. For p a positive integer, fix s1 < · · · < sp+1 ∈ R, and consider the subpopulations
M1(n, i) = M1([⌊nsi⌋, ⌊nsi+1⌋[), for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ p. Then, we have the following convergence:(

M1(n, i)− n(si+1 − si)√
n

)
1⩽i⩽p

(d)−−−→
n→∞

N (⃗0, σ2 · Diag({si+1 − si})),

where Diag({si+1 − si}) is the diagonal p × p matrix with coefficients si+1 − si, 1 ⩽ i ⩽ p.
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Covariance. As a corollary of the previous results we have the following estimate for the
covariance between different subpopulations after one time step.

Proposition 7. For any C1, C2, C3 ∈ R with 0 < C1 ⩽ C2 < C3, we have

Cov (M1([0, ⌊C1n⌋[), M1([⌊C2n⌋, ⌊C3n⌋[)) = o(n) as n → ∞.

Proof. For ease of notation, let us assume C1 = C2 = 1 and C3 = 2, and let us define

m(n) :=
M1([0, n[)− n√

n
, m′(n) :=

M1([n, 2n[)− n√
n

, v(n) := m(n)m′(n).

From Proposition 6 we have

m(n)2 (d)−−−→
n→∞

σ2 · χ2
1

m′(n)2 (d)−−−→
n→∞

σ2 · χ2
1,

and furthermore (8) implies convergence of their means. It follows from the equality case in
Fatou’s lemma (see [Kal02, Lemma 4.11]) that (m(n)2 : n ⩾ 1) and (m′(n)2 : n ⩾ 1) are
uniformly integrable. Moreover, we have

E
[
|v(n)|1{v(n)>K}

]
⩽E

[
|m(n)m′(n)|

(
1{m(n)>K} + 1{m′(n)>K}

)]
⩽

1
2

E
[
m(n)2]E

[
m′(n)21{m′(n)>K}

]
+

1
2

E
[
m(n)21{m(n)>K}

]
E
[
m′(n)2],

so that v(n) is uniformly integrable as well. Using Proposition 6 once again, (m(n), m′(n))

converges in distribution to (Y1, Y2)
(d)
= N (⃗0, σ2 · I2), so that

1
n

Cov (M1([0, n[)M1([n, 2n[)) = E[v(n)] −−−→
n→∞

E[Y1Y2] = 0.

3.2 Feller diffusion limit for population evolution

Recall that we write Mk(n) ≡ Mk([0, n[) for k ⩾ 1 for ease of notation. From what precedes,
we expect that (n−1 · M⌊nt⌋(n) : t ⩾ 0) converges in distribution to a Feller diffusion process.
We will actually prove a stronger and more general result that applies to our case. This kind
of statement (that might be of independent interest) is “classical”, but since we have not been
able to locate a precise reference for it, we provide a complete proof.

Theorem 3 (Convergence to a Feller diffusion). For n ∈ Z⩾0, let (A(n)
k )k⩾0 be a discrete-time

homogeneous, Z⩾0-valued Markov chain, started at A(n)
0 = n. Assume that it is also a martingale, and

that there exist constants σ, s > 0 such that the following conditions are satisfied:

E
[
(∆A(n)

1 )2
]
⩾ s ∀ n ⩾ 1 (12)

E
[
(∆A(n)

1 )2
]

∼
n→∞

σ2n (13)

∆A(n)
1√
n

(d)−−−→
n→∞

N (0, σ2). (14)
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Let 𝜏n be the extinction time of (A(n)
k )t, i.e. 𝜏n = min{k ⩾ 1|A(n)

t = 0}. Then we have the following
joint convergence in distribution:((

A(n)
⌊nt⌋
n

)
t⩾0

,
𝜏n

n

)
(d)−−−→

n→∞

((
Xt
)

t⩾0, θ0
)

, (15)

where (Xt)t⩾0 is a Feller diffusion, i.e. the unique weak solution to

dXt = σ
√

XtdWt (16)

with initial condition X0 = 1, for (Wt)t⩾0 a standard Brownian motion, and where θ0 = inf{t ⩾ 0 :
Xt = 0} is the extinction time of X.

Recall that the Feller diffusion X can equivalently be seen as a continuous-state branching
process (CSBP) start gin from X0 = 1 and with branching mechanism ψ(u) = (σ2/2)u2. Thus,
from classical properties of CSBPs (see for instance [LG99, Chapter 2]), the law of the extinction
time θ0 is explicit:

P
(
θ0 ⩽ t

)
= e−

2
σ2t . (17)

Notice that in the case of A(n)
k = Mk(n), the martingale property is granted by Proposition

2, the variance assumption (13) by Proposition 4, the CLT (14) by Proposition 5 and finally
the non-degeneracy (12) is implied by (4). The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of
Theorem 3.

3.2.1 Step 1: SDE approximation in a strip

To prove Theorem 3, we first prove a weaker result for the process
(

A(n)
k

)
k
, up to the time it

leaves the strip with horizontal borders at levels nε and n/ε, see Figure 4.

Proposition 8. Let
((

A(n)
k

)
k

)
n be like in Theorem 3. For ε > 0, let 𝜏(n,ε) be the first time that

(
A(n)

k

)
k

hits [0, εn] ∪ [n/ε,+∞[. We denote by
(

A(n,ε)
k

)
k the process A(n)

k stopped at 𝜏(n,ε): A(n,ε)
k = Ak∧𝜏(n,ε) .

Likewise, let (Xt) be as in Theorem 3, and define θε as the hitting time of [0, ε] ∪ [1/ε,+∞[ for (Xt),
and (Xε

t ) as (Xt) stopped at θε. Then we have the following convergence in distribution:(
A(n,ε)
⌊nt⌋
n

)
t⩾0

(d)−−−→
n→∞

(
Xε

t
)

t⩾0.

Proof. We apply to (A(n,ε)
k /n) the result [IP10, Corollary 2.2] (in our case, since we have a

Markov process, the result of Ispány and Pap essentially boils down to a rephrasing of [JS03,
Theorem IX.4.21], with lighter notation). Following the notation of [IP10], we define

Un
k+1 =

1
n

(
A(n,ε)

k+1 − A(n,ε)
k

)
, Un

0 = 1, U n
t =

⌊nt⌋
∑
k=0

Un
k =

1
n

A(n,ε)
⌊nt⌋ ,
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0

1

ε

1
ε

θε 𝜏(n,ε)

n

Xε
t ,

1
nA

(ε,n)
⌊nt⌋

t

Figure 4: In Proposition 8, we prove the convergence of
A(n,ε)
⌊nt⌋
n , the rescaled discrete

process up until it hits [0, ε]∪ [1/ε,+∞[, to (Xε
t ), the Feller diffusion process

up until it hits [0, ε] ∪ [1/ε,+∞[.

and we take for
(
F n

k

)
k the filtration associated to

(
A(n,ε)

k

)
k. Since

(
U n

t
)

t is a martingale, condi-
tion (i) of [IP10, Corollary 2.2] is automatically satisfied with β = 0. Moreover, from (13), we
have

Var
(
U n

k+1|F n
k
)
∼ σ2

n
U n

k ,

so that condition (ii) is satisfied with γ(s, u) = σ
√

u.
It remains to check condition (iii) of [IP10, Corollary 2.2] on big jumps:

⌊nt⌋
∑
k=1

E
[
(Un

k )
21{|Un

k |>κ}|F n
k−1

]
P−−−→

n→∞
0 ∀t, κ > 0. (18)

Note that, since
(

A(n)
k

)
is homogeneous, for any k ∈ Z⩾0, for any n0 ∈ {⌈εn⌉, . . . , ⌊n/ε⌋},

conditionally on A(n,ε)
k = n0, the variable A(n,ε)

k+1 has the same law as A(n0,ε)
1 . Now recall from (14)

that we have (
∆A(n0,ε)

1

)2

n0

(d)−−−→
n0→∞

σ2 · χ2
1,

and furthermore (13) implies convergence of their means. Like in the proof of Proposition 7, it
follows from [Kal02, Lemma 4.11] that the variables in the last display are uniformly integrable
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and in particular that

lim
K→∞

sup
n0⩾1

E


(

∆A(n0,ε)
1

)2

n0
1
(∆A(n0,ε)

1 )2>K·n0

 = 0,

so that in particular, for any fixed κ > 0 we have

lim
n0→∞

E


(

∆A(n0,ε)
1

)2

n0
1

∆A(n0,ε)
1 >κ·n0

 = 0,

and this easily implies (18).

3.2.2 Step 2: control on extinction times

Let us denote Ã(n)
t = A(n)

⌊nt⌋/n for ease of notation. To get the whole statement of Theorem 3
from Proposition 8, we will use Skorokhod’s representation theorem, and assume that we are
working on a probability space where the convergence of Proposition 8 occurs almost surely.
On this probability space, we have the following result.

Proposition 9. Let Eε,n be the event where neither Ã(n) nor X:

(i) Hit 1/ε before ε;

(ii) Go back up to level
√

ε after having hit ε;

(iii) Survive for more than
√

ε after having hit ε.

Then, for any δ > 0, for ε small enough and n large enough, we have P(Eε,n) ⩾ 1 − δ.

Before getting to the proof of Proposition 9, let us explain how it yields Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 3. Fix δ > 0. Suppose that Ã(n)
t → X for the topology of uniform convergence

on every compact of R+. Since the hitting time θ0 of 0 by X is almost surely finite by (17), we
can find ε > 0 small enough so that P(θ0 ⩽ ε−1) ⩾ 1 − δ. On this event intersected with the
event Eε,n, we easily deduce that

θε ⩽ lim inf
n→∞

𝜏(n,ε)

n
⩽ θ0 ⩽ lim sup

n→∞

𝜏n

n

which combined with

|θ0 − θε| ⩽
√

ε and

∣∣∣∣∣𝜏(n,ε)

n
− 𝜏n

n

∣∣∣∣∣ ⩽ √
ε

easily yields that lim supn→∞ |𝜏n/n − θ0| ⩽ 2
√

ε. Similarly, the supremum norm between Ã(n)
t

and X is upper bounded by the supremum norm over the time interval [0, ε−1] plus 2
√

ε. Up
to decreasing ε > 0, all of this happens on an event of probability at least 1 − 2δ, Theorem 3
follows.
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n

Xt,
1
nA

(n)
⌊nt⌋

t

Figure 5: A depiction of the event Eε,n of Proposition 9.

Let us now prove Proposition 9. For point (i), since (Xt) is a martingale, and θε is an almost
surely finite stopping time such that Xt∧θε ⩽ 1/ε a.s., by the optional stopping theorem we
have E[Xθε ] = 1. Moreover, P({Xθε = ε} ∪ {Xθε = 1/ε}) = 1, so that

P(Xθε = ε) =
1 − ε

1 − ε2 ,

and the same arguments also apply to Ã(n).
Point (ii) follows similarly from Doob’s (super)-martingale inequality, since for a positive

super-martingale (St : t ⩾ 0) with continuous or discrete sample paths, we have

P

(
max
t⩾0

St ⩾ A
)
⩽

A
S0

.

This applies to both X and Ã(n).
For point (iii), we will use bounds on the extinction times of Ã(n) and X. For X these are

explicitly given in (17). For Ã(n) we will use general bounds for extinction times of super-
martingales with polynomial drift proved in Bertoin, Curien & Riera [BCR] which we restate
here for the reader’s convenience:

Lemma 10 ([BCR]). Let (Sk : k ⩾ 0) be a (Fk : k ⩾ 0)-supermartingale with values in R+ which is
absorbed at 0. We suppose that there exist two constants c > 0 and α ∈ R such that we have

E[Sk+1 − Sk | Fk] ⩽ −c S−α
k .
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If 𝜏 = inf{k ⩾ 0 : Xk = 0} is the absorption time of the chain, then we have for x > 1

sup
x>1

sup
n⩾1

P
(𝜏 ⩾ xn1+α

∣∣ S0 = n
)
· x

1
1+α < ∞.

The desired estimate will follow from the above lemma applied to (A(n)
k )1/2 (which obviously

shares the same extinction time as (Ã(n)
k )) and with α = 1, thanks to the following:

Lemma 11. The sequence ((A(n)
k )1/2 : k ⩾ 0) is a super-martingale, and there exists c > 0 such that

for all n ⩾ 1 we have

E
[
(A(n)

1 )1/2 − n1/2
]
⩽

−c
n1/2 . (19)

Proof. The fact that it is a super-martingale follows directly from the conditional Jensen’s in-
equality. Now, to obtain (19), observe that

(
A(n)

1

)1/2
=
(
n + ∆A(n)

1

)1/2
= n1/2

[
1 +

1
2

∆A(n)
1

n
− 1

8

(∆A(n)
1

n

)2
+ o

((∆A(n)
1

n

)2
)]

,

so that

E
[
(A(n)

1 )1/2 − n1/2
]
=

1
2

E

[
∆A(n)

1
n1/2

]
− 1

8
E

[
(∆A(n)

1 )2

n3/2

]
+ E

[
o

(
(∆A(n)

1 )2

n3/2

)]
.

The first term in that sum is zero since (A(n)
k )k is a martingale, and, by (13), the second behaves,

as n → ∞, like

−1
8

E
[
(∆A(n)

1 )2
]

n3/2 ∼ −1
8

σ2

n1/2 .

Thus, there exists some integer M > 0 such that, for n ⩾ M, we have

E
[
(A(n)

1 )1/2 − n1/2
]
⩽

−σ2

16n1/2 .

To handle smaller values of n, recall that (A(n)
k )1/2 is a supermartingale:

E
[(

A(n)
1

)1/2
]
< E

[
A(n)

1

]1/2
= n1/2,

and this inequality is strict since, by (12), the martingale is not degenerate. Thus we can indeed
find c > 0 small enough so that the statement of the lemma holds for all n ⩾ 1.

3.2.3 Convergence of several populations to independent Feller diffusions

We now prove an extension of Theorem 3 in the case of several subpopulations. Indeed, even
if the discrete subpopulations are not independent themselves, their scaling limit is given by
independent Feller diffusions.
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Proposition 12. For p ⩾ 1 a positive integer, fix s1 < · · · < sp+1 ∈ R, and consider the subpopu-
lations M(n,i)

⌊nt⌋ = M⌊nt⌋([⌊nsi⌋, ⌊nsi+1⌋[), for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ p and 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 1, along with their respective

extinction times 𝜏(n,i). Then, we have the following joint convergence:((
M(n,i)

⌊nt⌋
n

)
t⩾0

,
𝜏(n,i)

n

)
1⩽i⩽p

(d)−−−→
n→∞

((
X(i)

t
)

t⩾0, θ(i)
)

1⩽i⩽p
,

where, the (X(i)) are independent Feller diffusion processes with respective initial conditions X(i)
0 =

si+1 − si, variances (si+1 − si)σ
2, and extinction times θ(i).

Proof. We will only detail the proof for p = 2 and s1 = 0, s2 = 1, s3 = 2, as the general case
can be obtained similarly but needs much heavier notation. In that case, we are interested in
(M(n,1)

⌊nt⌋ , M(n,2)
⌊nt⌋ ) = (M⌊nt⌋([0, n[), M⌊nt⌋([n, 2n[)), and their extinction times 𝜏(n,1), 𝜏(n,2).

Note that (M(n,1)
⌊nt⌋ , M(n,2)

⌊nt⌋ ) is a bivariate martingale and a Markov chain. We will thus apply

the same strategy as for a single subpopulation. We first define (M(n,1,ε)
⌊nt⌋ , M(n,2,ε)

⌊nt⌋ ) as the cou-
ple of subpopulations, up to the first time one of them leaves the strip (nε, n/ε). Then, we
apply [IP10, Corollary 2.2], this time for to bivariate sequence (U(n,1)

k , U(n,2)
k ), defined as

U(n,i)
k+1 =

1
n

(
M(n,i,ε)

k+1 − M(n,i,ε)
k

)
, U(n,i)

0 = 1, U (n,i)
t =

⌊nt⌋
∑
k=0

U(n,i)
k =

1
n

M(n,i,ε)
⌊nt⌋ .

Condition (i) of [IP10, Corollary 2.2] is once again satisfied with β = 0 since (U n,i
t )t is a martin-

gale. Moreover, from (8) and Proposition 7, condition (ii) is also satisfied with

γ(s, u)i,j = σ
√

ui · δi,j.

To check condition (iii), we can also proceed similarly to the case of a single subpopulation.
Indeed, from Proposition 6, (M(n,1)

1 , M(n,2)
1 ), rescaled by

√
n, converges to a couple of indepen-

dent Gaussian variables, so that

1
n
∥∆Mn

1∥2 =
1
n

(
(M(n,1)

1 − n)2 + (M(n,2)
1 − n)2

)
(d)−−−→

n→∞
σ2χ2

2

and, from (8) we have convergence of their means

E

[
1
n
∥∆Mn

1∥2
]
−−−→
n→∞

2σ2 = E
[
σ2χ2

2
]
.

Using once again [Kal02, Lemma 4.11], we can show that this implies condition (iii) of [IP10,
Corollary 2.2].

We can then conclude with the same chain of arguments as for Theorem 3, observing that
the tightness of the rescaled extinction time 𝜏2n

2n obtained above, implies the joint tightness of
( 𝜏(n,1)

n , 𝜏(n,2)

n ), since we have 0 ⩽ 𝜏(n,i) ⩽ 𝜏2n.
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3.3 Corollaries

We now derive a couple of important corollaries of those scaling limits. We first prove that it is
unlikely that we have survival of a “thin” population for a long time, and then derive estimates
for the probability of survival of a single tree T↑

i up to generation h. Those estimates will later
serve to approximated our infinite forest F↑ by a “finite” number of branches.

Corollary 13. Let 0 < ε < 1. There exists a constant c > 0, such that, for any δ > 0, for any positive
integer n, for any 0 ⩽ x ⩽ ⌊εn⌋, we have the following bound on the probability that the subpopulation
Mt([0, x[) survives until time δn and stays smaller that ⌊εn⌋ every ⌊εn⌋ time steps:

P

({
Mk·⌊εn⌋([0, x[) ⩽ ⌊εn⌋
∀ 1 ⩽ k ⩽ δn

⌊εn⌋

}
∩
{

Mδn([0, x[) > 0
})

= P

 ⌊εn⌋

⌊εn⌋

δn

⩽ εn


⩽ c−1e−cδ/ε.

Proof. By Theorem 3, after evolving during ⌊εn⌋ units of time, the probability of not being
extinct for a population descending from fewer than εn individuals at time 0 is bounded from
above by some constant Λ < 1 for all n ⩾ 1. Now, since the subpopulation started from a given
sample is a homogeneous Markov chain, we can combine the above bound with the Markov
property to get that the probability of the event in the corollary is bounded from above by
Λ⌊δn/⌊εn⌋⌋, and this proves the corollary.

Corollary 14. There exists 0 < c < 1 such that for all k ⩾ 1

c
n
⩽ P(Mn([0, 1[) ̸= 0) ⩽

c−1

n
.

Proof. Let us write Mk ≡ Mk([0, 1[) and let 𝜏 ≡ 𝜏1 denote the hitting time of 0 of the martingale
for simplicity. First, we can produce a lower bound on P(𝜏 ⩾ n) using the second moment
method. Recall that by the martingale property we have E[Mk] = 1. Furthermore, it follows
from Proposition 4, and the fact that Mk+1 has the same law as M1(Mk), that

E[(∆Mk)
2 | Fk] ⩽ Cst · Mk

Since the increments of a martingale are orthogonal in L2, we deduce after taking expectation
that

E[M2
n] =

n−1

∑
k=0

E[(∆Mk)
2] ⩽ Cst ·

n−1

∑
k=0

E[Mk] ⩽ Cst · n.
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We can then use the second moment method to deduce

P(𝜏 ⩾ n) = P(Mn ̸= 0) ⩾
E[Mn]2

E[M2
n]

⩾
c
n

,

for some c > 0, as desired. For the upper bound, we shall split the event {𝜏 ⩾ n} using the
stopping time θεn = inf{k ⩾ 0 : Mk ⩾ εn}. Specifically, since M is a (super)martingale we have
P(θεn < ∞) ⩽ 1

εn and so

P(𝜏 ⩾ n) = P

(𝜏 ⩾ n and θεn <
2n
3

)
+ P

(𝜏 ⩾ n and θεn ⩾
2n
3

)
⩽ P(θεn < ∞) + P

(𝜏 ⩾ n and 0 < Mk ⩽ εn, ∀ n
2
⩽ k ⩽

2n
3

)
⩽

1
εn

+ E
[
1{𝜏⩾ n

2 }1{0<Mn/2⩽εn}P
(

0 < M̃k([0, Mn/2[) ⩽ εn, ∀ 0 ⩽ k ⩽
n
6

)]
⩽

Cor.13

1
εn

+ E
[
1{𝜏⩾ n

2 }1{0<Mn/2⩽εn} · c−1e−c n
6εn

]
⩽

1
εn

+ c−1e−c′ε−1
P(𝜏 ⩾ n/2).

If ε is chosen small enough so that c−1e−c′ε−1
/ε is smaller than 1 then we can iterate this bound

to get P(𝜏 ⩾ n) ⩽ C
n for some C > 0 as desired.

4 Scaling limit of the trees

The goal of this section is to obtain the convergence of the whole rescaled genealogical forest
to the Brownian forest, for the local pointed Gromov–Hausdorff topology. Recall from Defi-
nition 2 the definition of the trees T↑

i , and consider the pointed tree F↑ obtained by attaching
those trees on the bi-infinite line R pointed at 0. For our discussion, it will be convenient to use
the labeling of the nodes of F↑ by {(i, j) : i ∈ Z, j ⩾ 0}.

Our first goal will be to define a good approximation of those random trees using finitely
many points, see Section 4.1. Before that, let us briefly discuss the local Gromov-Hausdorff
topology (for more details see Chapter 8.1 in [BBI01], the reference [ADH13] or Section 2 of
[CLG14]). First recall that a metric space (E, d) is called a length space if, for every a, b ∈ E, the
distance d(a, b) coincides with the infimum of the lengths of continuous curves connecting a to
b. We also say that (E, d) is boundedly compact if all its closed balls are compact. For r > 0,
and (E, d, ρ) a pointed metric space, let us denote by Ballr(E) the closed ball of radius r cen-
tered at ρ in E. A sequence (En, dn, ρn) of pointed boundedly compact length spaces is said to
converge to (E, d, ρ) in the local Gromov-Hausdorff topology if, for every r > 0, Ballr(En) con-
verges to Ballr(E), for the usual Gromov-Hausdorff distance between pointed compact metric
spaces. The space of all pointed boundedly compact length spaces (modulo isometries) can be
equipped with a metric dGH which is compatible with the preceding notion of convergence,
and is then separable and complete for this metric.
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4.1 ε-meshing approximation

Fix ε > 0 and suppose that εn is an even integer to simplify our notation. An obvious proxy
for F↑ is obtained by the subforest spanned by the nodes with coordinates (iεn + 1

2 , jεn) for
i ∈ Z, j ⩾ 0. Those nodes will be hereafter called the εn-nodes. We shall denote by F↑,(εn) the
subtree of F↑ spanned by the εn-nodes, similarly grafted on the bi-infinite line R pointed at 0.

Figure 6: Illustration of the ε-meshing approximation F↑,(εn): the whole forest F↑ is in

grey, and the meshing in blue.

The advantage of F↑,(εn) is that it can be described by “finitely many” random variables (as
n → ∞) and that it approximates F↑ very well in the following sense:

Proposition 15. The forest F↑ is close for the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff distance, to its ε-meshing
F↑,(εn), uniformly in n. More precisely, for every δ > 0 we have

lim
ε→0

lim sup
n→∞

P
(

dGH
(
n−1 · F↑, n−1 · F↑,(εn)) ⩾ δ

)
= 0. (20)

Proof. By definition of the local Gromov–Hausdorff topology, it is sufficient to prove the result
once restricted to a ball centered at the root of arbitrary radius A > 0 in F↑ and F↑,(εn) and we
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take A = 1 to fix ideas. We first start by showing that all nodes of those trees lie in some large
box (for their embedding in R2) :

Lemma 16. For any δ > 0, there exists C > 0 such that for all n large enough, for their natural
embedding in R2 all nodes of Balln(F↑) lie in the “box”

BoxC,n := {(i + 1
2

, j) : −Cr ⩽ i ⩽ Cr, 0 ⩽ j ⩽ n}

with probability at least 1 − δ.

Proof. The nodes accessible in the ball of radius n centered at the root (0, 0) of F↑ belong to the
nodes of T↑

i at height less than n for some index i satisfying −n ⩽ i ⩽ n. The absolute value of
the abscissae of those nodes are bounded from above by the quantity

max
0⩽k⩽n

Mk([−n, n[) + 1

which by virtue of Proposition 12 converges in law once renormalized by n−1. This proves the
result.

Fix δ > ε and let us call a node (i + 1
2 , j) a (δ, ε, n)-bad node, if the tree descended from

(i + 1
2 , j) in F↑ has height at least δn and contains no εn-node. Clearly, if there is no (δ, ε, n)-bad

node within distance n from the root in F↑, then every node of Balln(F↑) is within distance
at most δn inside F↑ from an εn-node, so that the Hausdorff distance between Balln(F↑) and
Balln(F↑,(εn)) is at most 2δn. Given the previous lemma, the proof reduces to showing that:

Lemma 17. Fix δ > 0 and C > 0. Then we have

inf
n⩾1

P(there are no (δ, ε, n)-bad node in BoxC,n) −−→
ε→0

1. (21)

Proof. To prove this, notice first that for a node to be (δ, ε, n)-bad, its descendance needs first to
survive for εn unit of times, then be of size less than εn every εn unit of times (for otherwise it
would contain a εn-node) for an additional time (δ − ε)n. Combining Corollaries 14 and 13, the
probability of such an event is bounded above by

Cst · 1
εn

· e−δ/ε. (22)

Notice also that if there is a (δ, ε, n)-bad node in BoxC,n whose descendance stays in BoxC,n, then
there must be an (δ − ε, ε, n)-bad node among the set

{(i + 1
2

, jεn) : −Cn ⩽ i ⩽ Cn, 0 ⩽ j ⩽ ε−1}.

Moreover, similarly to Lemma 16, we can suppose that all points in BoxC,n have a descendance
up to level n that stays within BoxC′,n for some C′ > C, with large probability. By invariance
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by translation (Proposition 1), and using the bound (22), the probability in (21) is therefore
bounded by

2C′n
1
ε
· Cst · 1

εn
· e−δ/ε ⩽ Cst′

e−δ/ε

ε2 .

For fixed δ > 0, this goes to 0 as ε → 0 (uniformly in n) as desired.

4.2 Convergence of F↑,(εn)

Proposition 18. For each ε > 0, the random forest n−1 · F↑,(εn) converges in distribution as n → ∞.

Proof. Fix ε > 0. Using again Lemma 16 we can restrict ourselves to BoxC,n for some large C.
We will use the scaling limits of the subpopulations to describe the tree F↑,(εn) inside the box
BoxC,n. Specifically, for 0 < ζ < ε we shall consider the joint evolution of all subpopulations
between two ζn-vertices, that are the processes

(
Mk([(iζn, jζn), ((i + 1)ζn, jζn)[) : k ⩾ 0

)
for − C

ζ
⩽ i ⩽

C
ζ

, 0 ⩽ j ⩽
1
ζ

.

By Proposition 12, the evolution of these processes, as well as their extinction times, admit a
scaling limit which can be described using independent Feller diffusions, whose details are not
crucial in what follows.

Let us now consider the subforest F↓,(ζn) spanned by the ζn-vertices of BoxC,n in the descend-
ing forest F↓ (in orange in Figure 7 below). It is clear that this subforest is determined by the
discrete subpopulations defined above and their extinction times. We claim that it is actually
continuous measurable function of these processes. To justify this claim, let us define

M̂t([(x, y), (x′, y)[) :=
1
n

M⌊nt⌋([(⌊xn⌋, ⌊yn⌋), (⌊x′n⌋, ⌊yn⌋)[),𝜏̂(x,y),(x′,y) :=
1
n
𝜏(⌊xn⌋,⌊yn⌋),(⌊x′n⌋,⌊yn⌋). (23)

We start at time k = 0 with 2⌊C/ζ⌋+ 1 ancestral lines, at i = −⌊C/ζ⌋ζ, . . . , ⌊C/ζ⌋ζ. Then, each
time an increment of time ζ has passed:

• for i = 0, the ancestral line from (0, kζ) continues straight up to (0, (k + 1)ζ);

• for i ⩾ 0, if the ancestral line from (i, kζ) continues up to (i′, (k + 1)ζ), then the ancestral
line from the next vertex (j, kζ) – where j is the smallest abscissa ℓ > i such that there was
an ancestral line at (ℓ, kζ) – continues to the vertex (i′ζ + M̂kζ([(i, kζ), (j, kζ)[), (k + 1)ζ) –
in particular, the lines from (i, kζ) and (j, kζ) merge if the population between them has
died out by time (k + 1)ζ, i.e. if 𝜏̂(i,kζ),(j,kζ) ⩽ ζ;

• likewise for negative i;
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• for any integer −C/ζ ⩽ i ⩽ C/ζ such that the previous step does not produce a ancestral
line continuing at (iζ, (k+ 1)ζ) (which is possible since the values of M̂(k+1)ζ [((i, kζ), (j, kζ))[

are not always multiples of ζ), we add a new ancestral line starting at (iζ, (k + 1)ζ);

We proceed until time 1 (more precisely, the last update of the ancestral lines is at time ⌊1/ζ⌋ζ,
and then the lines continue upwards to 1 without any change). This way, for n large enough (so
as not to have any troubles with the discretization given in (23)), we have obtained the rescaled
subforest n−1F↓,(ζn) from a number (2C + 1)ζ−2 of rescaled population slices M̂t([v, v′[) and
their respective extinction times (𝜏̂v,v′), as their image by the measurable and continuous func-
tion G(ζ), which is defined as the construction above. Using Proposition 12, we deduce that it
converges in law to the same function, applied to the limit tuple of (2C + 1)ζ−2 independent
Feller diffusions and their respective extinction times.

F ↓,(ζn)F ↑,(εn)

ζn vertexεn vertex

Figure 7: Illustration of the control of F↑,(εn) by F↓,(ζn). As soon as two branches of

F↑,(εn) are in the same interval (in red) of F↓,(ζn) they must meet within δn
if there is no (δ, ζ, n) bad node.

To simplify the reasoning, let us suppose that ε/ζ /∈ Q. Because of this, and since the Feller
diffusions have densities at all times, none of the points in F↓,(ζn) can be identified with a εn-
node in the scaling limit. Clearly, the knowledge of F↓,(ζn) gives some constraint on F↑,(εn)

inside BoxC,n, but not enough to control its metric structure. The problem comes from the fact,
although we know when two ancestral linages of some εn-node are in the same “interval” (in
pink in Figure 7), we do not know whether those two lineages meet or not. However, it is easy
to see that two such lineages must meet within distance δn as soon as there is no (δ, ζ, n)-bad
node in the box. We can then use Lemma 17 to conclude that on the event when there is no
(δ, ζ, n)-bad node in the box, the subforest F↑,(εn) (restricted to the box) is known up to δn in
Gromov–Hausdorff distance using F↓,(ζn). Since the latter converges in distribution for any
fixed ζ > 0, we get the result.
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4.3 Proof of Theorem 1

We can now prove Theorem 1 using a double limit procedure. Let us abstract the setting for
clarity. We have random variable Xn (here n−1 · F↑) with values in a Polish space (E, d) (here
the space of boundedly compact pointed length spaces). For each ε > 0, we possess an ε-
approximation X(ε)

n (here n−1 · F↑,(εn)) which is controlled uniformly (Proposition 15) in the
sense that

lim
ε→0

sup
n⩾1

∆
(
L(Xn),L(X(ε)

n )
)
= 0,

where L(X) is the law of X, thus a point in the Polish space M1(E) of probability measures on
E, endowed with the Lévy-Prokhorov metric ∆. Furthermore, each ε-approximation converges
in law X(ε)

n → X (ε) as n → ∞, or in terms of laws using the Lévy-Prokhorov metric:

∆
(
L(X(ε)

n ),L(X (ε))
)
−−−→
n→∞

0.

Coupling the previous two displays, we deduce that (L(X (ε)) : ε > 0) is a Cauchy family
in (M1(E), ∆) and so converges towards L(X ) for some random variable X . It is then an
easy matter to see that ∆(L(Xn),L(X )) → 0 or equivalently that Xn → X in distribution as
n → ∞. This proves the desired convergence in law. In our case, in order to identify X with
the Brownian forest Fσ, it suffices to notice the law of the limit X only depends on σ > 0, and
that this is a very well-known result (see Theorem 2) in the case when the brick distribution is
associated with Galton–Watson trees with finite variance!

5 Extensions

In this section, we discuss extensions of the model that we have studied in this paper, in two
different directions. The first one goes beyond the Brownian regime, in the case where the
brick distribution ρ is heavy-tailed. The second one is a continuous-time model, where the
bricks now have random, continuum heights.

5.1 Stable brick distributions

If we consider brick distributions with heavy tails, we might expect two different types of
asymptotic behavior. Indeed, suppose that β and θ are respectively in the domain of attrac-
tion of an α- (resp. α′-) stable law, with 1 < α, α′ ⩽ 2. Then, if, say α′ < α, we expect that
the fluctuations of θ prevail, so that, asympotically, the associated trees should essentially be-
have like independent α′-stable trees. Similarly, if α′ > α, then the dual trees should behave
asymptotically like independent α-stable trees. Now, if both β and θ have α-stable tails, then
neither prevails on the other, and we expect to see a new type of limiting object, related to Lévy
processes with both positive and negative jumps.
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The study of either of these regimes requires more technical arguments than the Brownian
regime. Indeed, in those cases, the lack of second moments for ρ entails that the size-biased bot-
tom of the root brick has infinite expectation, and it also prevents us from using the arguments
of the present paper to prove that subpopulations are martingales. In a work in progress, we
are tackling those hurdles to prove the expected limit behaviors.

5.2 Continuous-time model

Let us consider a variant of the case where ρ = β ⊗ η, that we describe informally, similarly
to Section 2.2. Let µ and ν be probability distributions on Z⩾2, Z⩾1 respectively, with finite third
moments, and with respective expectations Zµ, Zν − 1. We start at time t = 0 with countably
many individuals, represented by the nodes on Z, and we equip them with independent pairs
of independent exponential clocks (X, X′) of respective parameters 1 and λ = Zµ/Zν. Then,
when the first clock rings, if it is one of the first type, the corresponding individual gives birth
to children according to µ; if it is one the second type, a number of individuals on its right,
starting with itself, die according to ν. We continue this recursively on the descendants of the
original individuals. (Note that a.s. no two clocks ring simultaneously.) This yields a bi-infinite
forest F , that we transform into a pointed tree F as before, by grafting it on the real line and
pointing it at 0.

Let us now sketch the arguments to transfer the results that we have proven on discrete brick
walls to this new variant. We can construct a coupling between F and a sequence

(
F↑(N) :

N ⩾ 1
)

of forests with discrete edge lengths, induced by brick walls, such that F is well
approximated by F↑(N), as N → ∞. Let N be a positive integer such that 1 + λ < N, and let
ℓN := ln N

N−1 . For each individual i in F , we define the following discrete approximations of
the clocks (X(i), X′(i)) associated to i:

Y(i) := ℓN

⌊X(i)

ℓN

⌋
, Y′(i) := ℓN

⌊X′(i)

ℓN

⌋
.

We then pick the exact same birth/death events after each discrete waiting time, as for their
continuum counterparts: this yields a forest F↑(N) where edge lengths are multiples of ℓN .

By construction, Y(i)/ℓN and Y′(i)/ℓN are geometric variables of parameters 1 − 1/N and
1 − λ/N respectively. Thus, the forest F↑(N) has the same law (up to rescaling time by ℓN) as
the primal forest of a brick wall model whose brick distribution ρN is as follows:

• ρN(1, k) = (1/N)µ(k), ∀ k ⩾ 2

• ρN(k, 1) = (λ/N)ν(k − 1), ∀ k ⩾ 2

• ρN(1, 1) = 1 − 1/N − λ/N.

This model is critical, with both marginals ηN and βN having finite third moments. We compute
the associated variance σN given by (9):

σ2
N =

E
[
µ2]− 2 E[µ] + λ(E

[
(ν + 1)2]− 2 E[ν + 1])

N + E[µ]− 1 − λ
.
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By the results of the previous sections, if we take bricks with height 1 as before, for fixed N the
discrete primal forest, rescaled by 1/n, converges as n → ∞ to the Brownian forest of parameter
σN . As the actual the discrete-time approximation F↑(N) of F is rescaled in time by ℓN , for fixed
N, 1

n F↑(N) thus converges as n → ∞ to a Brownian forest of parameter σN/
√
ℓN . We see that

this scaling parameter behaves like σ =
[
E
[
µ2]− 2 E[µ] + λ(E

[
(ν + 1)2]− 2 E[(ν + 1)])

]1/2, as
N → ∞.

Therefore, we expect that 1
nF itself converges to a Brownian forest of parameter σ. To prove

this, we can establish a bound on the Gromov–Hausdorff distance between 1
n Balln(F ) and

1
n Balln(F↑(N)), going to zero as N → ∞, uniformly in n. We have a natural correspondence be-
tween F and F↑(N): from the definition of the coupling, they have the same exact genealogical
structure, and differences in edge lengths of at most ℓN (with full probability), which induces a
correspondence R where, for x, y ∈ F↑(N), x′, y′ ∈ F , and (x, x′), (y, y′) ∈ R:

d(x′, y′) · (1 − ℓN) ⩽ d(x, y) ⩽ d(x′, y′).

Thus, for any n, the distortion of this correspondence, restricted to balls of radius n, rescaled
by 1/n, is smaller than ℓN . This suffices to conclude.
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