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Random skeletons in high-dimensional lattice trees
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Abstract

We study the behaviour of the rescaled minimal subtree containing the origin and K
random vertices selected from a random critical (sufficiently spread-out, and in dimensions
d > 8) lattice tree conditioned to survive until time ns, in the limit as n goes to infinity. We
prove joint weak convergence of various quantities associated with these subtrees under this
sequence of conditional measures to their counterparts for historical Brownian motion. We
also show that when K is sufficiently large the entire rescaled tree is close to this rescaled
skeleton with high probability, uniformly in n. These two results are the key conditions
used in [5] to prove that the simple random walk on sufficiently spread-out lattice trees
(conditioned to survive for a long time) converges to Brownian motion on a super-Brownian
motion (conditioned to survive).

The main convergence result is established more generally for a sequence of historical
processes converging to historical Brownian motion in the sense of finite dimensional distri-
butions and satisfying a pair of technical conditions. The conditions are readily verified for
the lattice trees mentioned above and also for critical branching random walk. We expect
that it will also apply with suitable changes to other lattice models in sufficiently high
dimensions such as oriented percolation and the voter model. In addition some forms of
the second skeleton density result are already established in this generality.

Keywords: Lattice trees, weak convergence, random subtree, historical Brownian motion,
super-Brownian motion.
MSC2020: 82B41, 60F17, 60G57, 60K35.

1 Introduction and main results

Various critical lattice models have been shown to converge to super-Brownian motion, when
the dimension is larger than a certain critical dimension for the model. Examples include
the voter model, oriented percolation, the contact process and lattice trees (discussed below)
[8, 6, 17, 16, 18, 15]. Each of these models comes with a natural time parameter, and the
convergence is phrased in terms of the random process conditioned on survival until time ns
(where s > 0) in the limit as n → ∞. The state of each of these processes at time t is
a measure on Rd, and after rescaling space and time, the limit is a measure-on-Rd-valued
diffusion (conditioned to survive until time s) called super-Brownian motion (SBM). In the
case of oriented percolation and the contact process, the statement is weak convergence of
the finite-dimensional distributions while for lattice trees and the voter model convergence on
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path space has been established. Each of the above lattice models also comes with a notion
of genealogy (e.g. who infected who in the contact process), that is not encoded in the above
measure-valued processes.

In recent years much progress has been made in the context of a model for branched
polymers called lattice trees [12, 18, 15, 19], in dimensions d > 8. Most relevant for the context
of this paper is the result that historical lattice trees conditional on survival until time ns
converge weakly to historical Brownian motion (HBM) [7] conditional on survival until time
s. The state of the historical process at time t is a measure on genealogical paths of duration
t, and thus the historical objects encode the genealogy of the model. It is also known in all
of the models mentioned above that, above a critical dimension, the conditional ranges (the
random set of spatial points visited by the process) converge weakly to the conditional range
of SBM [22]. As well as living in spatial dimensions d > 8, the lattice trees considered here
and in the above references are sufficiently spread-out in the sense that edges between vertices
in the tree may be long (up to some distance L that is fixed and large). The random tree is
selected according to a critical weighting scheme. This description will be made more precise
in the following sections.

Random walk (RW) in random media has been studied intensely in recent decades, see for
example [3, 23]. Among the kinds of results that have been frequently studied is the setting
where one has a sequence of random graphs with a weak limit, often described as a metric
measure space, and one is interested in the scaling limit of a random walk on such graphs.
In Ben-Arous et al [5] and [4] (see also Croydon [9]) sufficient conditions (on the underlying
sequence of graphs) are given for weak convergence of RW on the graph to Brownian motion
on some limiting fractal.

We study properties of the minimal subtree in a random lattice tree T connecting the origin
o to K uniformly chosen points in T , conditional on the tree T surviving until time ns. Our
results show that for d and L as noted above, if time is scaled by 1/n and the spatial vertices
are scaled by 1/

√
n, then, as n→ ∞, the rescaled ancestral tree with the rescaled graph metric

converges weakly (as a metric space) to the ancestral tree of K uniformly chosen points from
a SBM cluster (conditional on survival until time s). Here the “ancestral tree” refers only to
the K leaves, root and internal branch points in the subtree. We also show that under the
same scaling and conditioning, uniformly in n, the original subtree is, with high probability, a
good approximation of the whole tree if we take K sufficiently large. These results establish
Conditions (G)s,+1,σ0,C0

and (S), respectively, in [5], which are needed there to verify that RW
on lattice trees conditional on survival to ns converges to Brownian motion on a SBM cluster
conditional on survival, as defined in [9].

The convergence of the historical processes to HBM in [7], described above, plays a central
role in the weak convergence result. In fact we prove an abstract convergence result where the
historical convergence is the main assumption. To study the limit of the rescaled ancestral tree
we will also augment the historical convergence to obtain convergence of the finer branching
structure. To illustrate the general methodology we also use it to obtain a similar result
for critical branching random walk (BRW) (in any dimension and for any L ≥ 1), where
the underlying Galton-Watson (GW) tree is conditioned to survive until time ns and the K
individuals are chosen uniformly at random from the entire GW tree.

To verify that the subtree is a good approximation of T whenK is large, we will also use the
range convergence results [22], including the so-called uniform modulus of continuity therein.
Some of these results apply to the general setting of [22] and we think that our general approach
may be applicable to this setting and so include other models such as the voter model, oriented
percolation, and the contact process.

For a Polish space E, let Dt(E) be the space of cadlag E-valued paths on [0, t] with the
Skorokhod topology, and D∞(E) be the same but with R+ in place of [0, t]. When E = Rd we
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will write D for D∞(Rd) and for n ∈ N define rescaling maps ρn : D → D by ρn(w)s =
wns√

n
. We

also write ρn(w) = (ρn(w1), . . . , ρn(wK)) for w = (w1, . . . , wK) ∈ DK . Let MF (E) denote the
set of finite measures on the Borel sets of E equipped with the topology of weak convergence.

1.1 Branching random walk

Let Y be a Z+-valued random variable with mean 1 and variance γ ∈ (0,∞), such that

E[Y p] <∞ for each p > 0. (1.1)

If n ∈ N, we set [n] = {1, . . . , n}. Write I = {0} ∪ {0α1 · · ·αn : n ∈ N, αj ∈ N ∀j ∈ [n]} for the
countable index set of potential individuals of a GW tree. Let Im = I ∩ ({0} ×Nm) (I0 = {0})
denote the set of such potential individuals in generation m ∈ Z+, set It = I⌊t⌋ for t ≥ 0, and let
|α| = m iff α ∈ Im. Let (Yα)α∈I be independent random variables with the same distribution
as Y . We define a random tree T recursively as follows: 0 is a vertex in T , and

0α1 · · ·αmi ∈ T , if and only if α = 0α1 · · ·αm ∈ T and i ∈ [Yα].

We then construct the GW tree by inserting an edge between each such vertex 0α1 · · ·αmi ∈ T
and its parent 0α1 · · ·αm. The individuals in T of generation m, i.e. those that are tree
distance m from the root 0 in this random tree, are denoted Tm. For t ≥ 0 define Tt = T⌊t⌋.
The ancestors of α = 0α1 · · ·αm are the individuals/vertices 0α1 · · ·αj , j < m along the unique
path in this tree from α to the root 0.

Fix d ≥ 1, L ∈ N and let D(·) be the uniform distribution on a finite box Zd ∩ [−L,L]d \ o,
where o = (0, . . . , 0) ∈ Zd. Let (∆α)α∈I be independent random variables (also independent of
(Yj)j∈I) with distribution given by D under a probability measure P. We set ϕ(0) = o ∈ Zd

and associate to each α = 0α1 · · ·αm ∈ I \ {0} the spatial location

ϕ(α) =

m∑

j=1

∆0α1···αj . (1.2)

In other words, we sum up i.i.d. increments with law D associated to α and each of its ancestors
(excluding the root). Associated to each α = 0α1 · · ·αm ∈ Im is the path w(m,α) defined for
ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,m} by

wℓ(m,α) = ϕ(0α1 · · ·αℓ). (1.3)

For u ≥ 0, set wu(m,α) = w⌊u⌋∧m(m,α). Note that the second argument of w is the label of
the individual and so multiple occupancy is allowed unlike the lattice trees discussed below.

For t ≥ 0, n ∈ N and α ∈ Int define the rescaled history of α, w(n)
· (t, α) = w(n)

·∧t(t, α) ∈ D,
by

w(n)
s (t, α) =

wns(⌊nt⌋, α)√
n

= ρn(w(⌊nt⌋, α))s, for s ≥ 0. (1.4)

In particular, if α ∈ Tnt, then w(n)

t (t, α) = ϕ(α)/
√
n is the rescaled spatial location of this par-

ticle in the (nt)th generation of the BRW. The rescaled measure-valued and historical processes
associated with the BRW are defined for n ∈ N by

X(n)

t =
1

γn

∑

α∈Tnt

δ
w

(n)
t (t,α)

∈ MF (R
d) (1.5)

H (n)

t =
1

γn

∑

α∈Tnt

δw(n)(t,α) ∈ MF (D). (1.6)
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(Adding γ−1 to the renormalization allows us to take branching rate one in the limiting HBM
described below.) Note that X(n)

t assigns mass to “locations of particles” in Rd (but does
not encode the genealogy) whereas H (n)

t assigns mass to genealogical paths leading to those
particles. If µ ◦ f−1 denotes the pushforward of a measure µ by a measurable map f , it follows
from (1.4) that

H (n)

t =
1

n
H (1)

⌊nt⌋ ◦ ρ−1
n for all t ≥ 0 and n ∈ N. (1.7)

1.2 Lattice trees

A lattice tree is a finite connected set of lattice bonds containing no cycles. We will be con-
sidering lattice trees on Zd (with d > 8) consisting of bonds of ℓ∞ length at most L, for
some L ≫ 1. To be more precise, let d > 8 and let D(·) be as above. For a lattice tree
T ∋ o ∈ Zd, and for m ∈ Z+, let Tm denote the set of vertices in T of tree distance m
from o. In particular, T0 = {o} (the root of T ), and for any x ∈ Tm there is a unique path
w(m,x, T ) := (wj(m,x;T ) : 0 ≤ j ≤ m), from o to x in the tree, of length (number of bonds)
m. For t ≥ 0 define Tt = T⌊t⌋.

We now describe how to choose a random tree T (ω), which is defined on some underlying
space (Ω,F). For a lattice tree T ∋ o and z > 0 define Wz,D(T ) = z|T |∏

e∈T D(e), where the
product is over the edges in T and |T | is the number of edges in T . There exists a critical value
zD such that ρ =

∑
T∋oWzD,D(T ) < ∞ and E[|T |] = ∞, where P(T = T ) = ρ−1WzD,D(T )

for T ∋ o (see e.g. [18, 14]). Hereafter we write W (·) for the critical weighting WzD,D(·) and
suppose that we are selecting a random tree T = T (ω) ∋ o according to this critical weighting.

Therefore, for m ∈ Z+ and any x ∈ Tm, the unique path in T from o to x is w(m,x) =
w(m,x;T ), and in particular w0(m,x) = o and wm(m,x) = x. For u ≥ 0, set wu(m,x) =
w⌊u⌋∧m(m,x), and for t ≥ 0 define w(n)

· (t, x) = w(n)

·∧t(t, x) ∈ D by

w(n)
s (t, x) =

wns(⌊nt⌋, x)√
n

= ρn(w(⌊nt⌋, x))s, for s ≥ 0. (1.8)

There are constants CA, CV > 0 (depending on d,D) such that [18, 14]

E[|Tn|] → CA, (1.9)

and
nP(Tn 6= ∅) → 2/(CACV ) as n→ ∞. (1.10)

Let C0 = C2
ACV and

X(n)

t =
1

C0n

∑

x∈Tnt

δx/
√
n =

1

C0n

∑

x∈Tnt

δ
w

(n)
t (t,x)

∈ MF (R
d) (1.11)

H (n)

t =
1

C0n

∑

x∈Tnt

δw(n)(t,x) ∈ MF (D), (1.12)

respectively, denote the (rescaled) standard and historical “processes” associated with the ran-
dom lattice tree T . We may again use (1.8) in (1.12) and conclude that

H (n)

t =
1

n
H (1)

⌊nt⌋ ◦ ρ
−1
n for all t ≥ 0 and n ∈ N. (1.13)
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1.3 Scaling limits

For φ : E → C and Yt ∈ MF (E) write Yt(φ) =
∫
φdYt. In either of the above settings we have

H (n)

t (1) ≡ X(n)

t (1), and we define the survival/extinction time as

S(n) := inf{t > 0 : X(n)

t (1) = 0} = inf{t > 0 : H (n)

t (1) = 0}. (1.14)

Then for both GW and lattice trees (the latter for d > 8 and L large enough) we have that
there exists C1 > 0 such that

nP(T⌊nt⌋ 6= ∅) = nP(H (n)

t (1) > 0) = nP(S(n) > t) → 2

C1t
, as n→ ∞. (1.15)

For GW C1 = γ (this is Kolmogorov’s classical result). For lattice trees C1 = CACV by (1.10).
Let B denote a d-dimensional Brownian motion, with covariance matrix σ20 times the iden-

tity. Then the path-valued process (B|[0,t])t≥0 is a (time-inhomogeneous) Markov process in t.

According to [24, pages 34, 64], for any σ20 > 0, there exists a sigma-finite measure NH = N
σ2
0

H

on D∞(MF (D)) with NH(Ht(1) > 0) = 2
t such that NH is the canonical measure associated

to the (B|[0,t])t≥0-superprocess, (Ht)t≥0, with branching rate 1. In fact the random measures

Ht, t ≥ 0 are all supported on the space, C, of continuous Rd-valued paths NH-a.e. and H· is a
continuous MF (C)-valued process NH-a.e. (see Sections II.7, II.8 and V.2 of [26].) (C is given
the topology of uniform convergence on compacts.) We call H historical Brownian motion or
the historical process associated with B. Let S denote the extinction time of H, that is,

S = inf{t > 0 : Ht(1) = 0}. (1.16)

Then by the above and the fact that the historical process sticks at 0 once it hits 0,

NH(S > t) = 2/t. (1.17)

Let Ns
H(·) = N

s,σ2
0

H (·) = N
σ2
0

H (· |S > s) and Ps
n(·) = P(·|S(n) > s). It is proved in [7] that for

lattice trees in dimensions d > 8 (with L sufficiently large) and for all s > 0

P
s
n(H

(n) ∈ ·) w−→ N
s,σ2

0
H (H ∈ ·) (1.18)

as probability measures on D∞(MF (D)), where σ20 = σ20(d,D) can be expressed in terms of an
explicit infinite series (see e.g. [18, (3.49)], with our σ20 being equal to vσ2/d in the notation
of that paper). The corresponding historical convergence for BRW (with no restrictions on d
or L) is much easier and can be proved as in the proof of Theorem II.7.3 and Remark II.7.4
in [26] which includes the historical setting by Section II.8 of [26]. In this case the limiting
variance parameter σ20 = σ20(d,D) is just the common variance of each coordinate under D.
Remark II.7.4 of [26] actually includes the case where D is replaced by a normal law with
covariance σ20I by taking independent Brownian motions as the spatial motions considered
there. The martingale problem arguments underlying the proof readily adapt to the setting
where the iid displacements have finite 4th moments and hence include our D.

1.4 Choosing individuals at random

We continue to work in the lattice tree or branching random walk setting on our (Ω,F ,P). Our
main results require us to enlarge our underlying space (Ω,F ,P) to include an i.i.d. sequence
of random quantities with some law depending on ω ∈ Ω. For both lattice trees and BRW we
choose K individuals uniformly at random from the random tree T .
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Let ν be a probability on some measurable space (Ω0,F0), and let M : Ω0 → MF (G)
denote a F0-measurable random measure on a measurable space (G,G) such that M 6= 0 a.s.
We can enlarge Ω0 so that we also have a sequence (Zi)i∈N of random elements of G with the
property that ν-a.s., given ω ∈ Ω0, (Zi)i∈N are i.i.d. with law L(ω) :=M(ω)/[M(ω)(G)] (define
L(ω) to be a convenient law on G on the null set where M(ω) is zero). This can be achieved as
follows. For each ω ∈ Ω0, let Pω be a probability measure on the product space (GN,GN) under
which the coordinate variables (Zi)i∈N are i.i.d. with law L(ω). Measurability of Pω(B) in ω for
B ∈ GN is elementary and so we may define a probability ν̂(M) on (Ω̂0, F̂0) = (Ω0×GN,F0×GN)
by

ν̂(M)(A ×B) =

∫

A
Pω(B)dν(ω). (1.19)

Then Pω is a regular conditional distribution for (Zi)i∈N given Π(ω̂) = ω, where Π : Ω̂0 → Ω0

is the projection map. Often we write ν̂ for ν̂(M) if the choice of M is clear from the context.
For n ∈ N and u ≥ 0 we introduce

[u]n = ⌊nu⌋/n, (1.20)

and if w ∈ D, we let

L(w) = inf{u ≥ 0 : w is constant on [u,∞)} ∈ [0,∞] (inf ∅ = ∞) (1.21)

be the “lifetime” of w.
Note that for lattice trees if x ∈ Tm, then it follows from D(o) = 0 that

L(w(m,x)) = m is the tree distance from x to the root at o. (1.22)

Similarly (with L(w(m,α)) = m for α ∈ Tm) in the case of BRW. In each case it follows by
scaling that if x ∈ Tnt then

L(w(n)(t, x)) = L(w(⌊nt⌋, x))/n = [t]n is the rescaled graph “distance” from x to the root.
(1.23)

Let D = R+ ×D and define random a.s. finite measures on D by

I(n)(A×B) =

∫ ∞

0

∫
1A(u)1B(w)H

(n)
u (dw)du,

and

I(A×B) =

∫ ∞

0

∫
1A(u)1B(w)Hu(dw)du,

Let 0M denote the zero measure and define the measure-normalising function F1 : MF (D) →
MF (D) by

F1(µ) =




0M , if µ = 0M ,
µ

µ(D)
, otherwise.

(1.24)

We set J (n) = F1(I
(n)), which is a probability on D since o ∈ T , and J = F1(I), which is a.s.

a probability on D because the excursion measure NH assigns no weight to the zero path. The
fact that Hu is supported on paths in C starting at 0 and constant on [u,∞) NH-a.e. (for the
latter properties use (II.8.6)(a) of [26] to see the mean measure of Hu under NH is a Brownian
motion starting at 0 and stopped at u) implies

J is supported on C0 = {(u,w) ∈ R+ × C : w0 = 0 and w is constant on [u,∞)}. (1.25)
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Note that for either BRW or lattice trees, given T ,

J (n)(A×B) =
1

|T |
∑

t∈Z+/n

∑

x∈Tnt

1A(t)1B(w
(n)(t, x)). (1.26)

Therefore J (n)(R+ × ·) is the law of the rescaled path associated to a uniformly chosen point
in T . Enlarge the probability space (Ω,F ,P) as above so that given T , (T(n)

i ,W (n)

i )i∈N are

i.i.d. with law J (n) under P̂(J (n)), where W (n)

i = (W (n)

i,t )t≥0. Let V
(n)

i =W (n)

i,L(W
(n)
i )

∈ Rd.

The same construction and results hold with Ps
n in place of P leading to probabilities

{P̂s
n(J

(n)) : s > 0, n ∈ N}.
Remark 1. We note here that for BRW, (T(n)

i ,W (n)

i )i∈N are the paths associated to uniformly
chosen points (α̂i)i∈N in T . That is, given T we first choose the (α̂i)i∈N as independent uniform
points from T , then define

W (n)

i,s = wns(|α̂i|, α̂i)/
√
n, i ∈ N (1.27)

(as in (1.4) with α = α̂i and nt = |α̂i|), and set T(n)

i = |α̂i|/n (recall (1.23)). ◭

We enlarge the probability space (ΩH ,FH ,N
s
H) for our HBM as well so that under a prob-

ability N̂s
H(J),

given (I, J, S), (Ti,Wi)i∈N are i.i.d. in C0 (recall (1.25)) with law J . (1.28)

(We usually drop the J and write N̂s
H.) Then elementary properties of HBM (see Lemma 34

below) imply Ti = L(Wi), N̂
s
H-almost surely. The collection of the continuous paths (Wi)i≤K ,

truncated at the times (Ti)i≤K respectively, can be viewed as a skeleton to K points chosen
i.i.d. “uniformly” from the SBM cluster.

1.5 Shapes and Graph Spatial Trees

We largely follow Section 7 of Croydon [9] to introduce the space of graph spatial trees, although
due to our more specialized application, we will be able to work in the simpler setting of
graph spatial trees with non-degenerate shapes. After introducing the abstract definitions we
specialize to the setting we will use: the graph spatial tree of K continuous paths. We begin
with a definition from the lace expansion literature (e.g. see Definition 2.5 in [7]).

Definition 2. Let K ∈ N and T be a finite rooted tree graph with K + 1 labelled vertices,
0, 1, . . . ,K, where 0 is the root, and all of them are leaves (hence have degree one). We assume
the the remaining vertices are all binary branching vertices (hence have degree 3), that is,
they each have one parent (closer to the root) and two children. We call T a non-degenerate
shape. We let ΣK denote the set of such non-degenerate shapes where isomorphic shapes
(isomorphisms must also preserve the labelings) are identified. ◭

Remark 3. A simple induction on K shows that a shape T in ΣK has K + 1 leaves, K − 1
vertices of degree 3, and 2K − 1 edges in E(T ), the edge set of T . There is one shape with
K = 2, three shapes with K = 3, and in general (for K ≥ 2)

∏K
j=2(2j − 3) shapes in ΣK . If

v1, v2 ∈ T (formally we mean they are vertices of T ), let [[v1, v2]] denote the unique path of
non-overlapping edges from v1 to v2. ◭

Definition 4. If T ∈ ΣK and ℓ is a strictly positive function on E(T ), we call ℓ(e) the length
of edge e and define a metric d = dℓ on T by d(v1, v2) =

∑
e∈[[v1,v2]] ℓ(e). Embed (T, d) in a

metric space (T , d) by adding line segments along the edges of T , and linearly extend d to a
metric on T , so that the line segment along edge e is isometric to [0, ℓ(e)]. If φ : T → Rd is
continuous and maps the root to the origin, we call (T, d, φ) a graph spatial tree (gst). The
space of all gst’s together with a distinguished additional point ∅K is denoted by Tgst. ◭
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Figure 1: A non-degenerate shape T ∈ Σ7 also showing some of the corresponding edge labels.
If ℓ : E(T ) → (0,∞) is given then the corresponding metric space (T̄ , d) has e.g. the distance
between the midpoints of e9 and e12 equal to ℓ(e9)/2 + ℓ(e11) + ℓ(e12)/2

Remark 5. The definition of (T , d) applies to any rooted tree T equipped with a metric d. ◭

Remark 6. (a) In practice the point ∅K will represent gst’s, defined as above, but arising
from a shape T which is degenerate, that is, a rooted tree which does not satisfy the degree
assumptions in Definition 2.

(b) In [9] it is assumed that the edges of T ∈ ΣK are labelled as e1, . . . , e2K−1. In our
non-degenerate setting this can be easily done using the labeling of the leaves. We label the
K − 1 remaining branching vertices (those of degree 3) as K + 1, . . . , 2K − 1 in the order you
encounter them when moving from the root to vertex 1, then continue the labeling as you
encounter new branching vertices when you move from the root to vertex 2, and so on up to
vertex K. For any labeling of the vertices, if v is a non-root vertex we let ev be the unique
edge between v and its parent. See e.g. Figure 1. In particular in the above labelling we have
labelled the edges as e1, . . . , e2K−1. Note that any graph isomorphism preserving the labeling
of the K + 1 leaves, will preserve this labeling of all vertices and edges. Hence we usually will
just identify T ∈ ΣK with the tree with vertices {0, . . . , 2K − 1} and edges e1, . . . , e2K−1, thus
(as in [9]) avoiding explicit identification of isomorphic trees. However the above edge-labelling
convention can be used for any labelling of the leaves.

If T is a shape and i ∧ j is the greatest common ancestor of i and j in T , then every
branching vertex v in T can be written (non-uniquely) as i ∧ j for i 6= j ∈ [K] ∪ {0} (choose
i, j which are descendants of the two children of v). In practice we will often use this labelling
of branching vertices. ◭

Let (T, d, φ), (T ′, d′, φ′) be (non-∅K) gst’s, and let ℓ and ℓ′ be the edge-length functions
corresponding to d and d′, respectively. If T = T ′ define

d1
(
(T, d), (T ′, d′)

)
= sup

1≤i≤2K−1
|ℓ(ei)− ℓ′(ei)|,

and if T 6= T ′ the above distance is defined to be ∞. If T = T ′ we have a homeomorphism
Υd,d′ : (T , d) → (T ′, d′) which maps a point x, which is d-distance α ∈ [0, ℓ(e)] along the edge e
(measured from the endpoint closest to the root), to the point x′ which is d′-distance αℓ′(e)/ℓ(e)
along the edge e. Let ‖ · ‖ be the Euclidean norm on Rd and define

d2
(
(T, d, φ), (T ′, d′, φ′)

)
= sup

x∈T
‖φ(x) − φ′(Υd,d′(x))‖.
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Set the above distance to be ∞ if T 6= T ′. We define a metric on Tgst by

D
(
(T, d, φ), (T ′, d′, φ′)

)
=
(
d1
(
(T, d), (T ′, d′)

)
+ d2

(
(T, d, φ), (T ′, d′, φ′)

))
∧ 1,

D((T, d, φ), ∅K ) = 1, and D(∅K , ∅K) = 0. If (T, d) = (T ′, d′) then Υd,d′ is the identity, and
so D((T, d, φ), (T ′, d′, φ′)) = 0 implies (T, d, φ) = (T ′, d′, φ′). In fact, (Tgst,D) is a separable
metric space (see Section 7 of [9] and the references cited there).

We next introduce the non-degenerate shape and gst associated to a collection of K paths,
each starting at the origin. If w,w′ ∈ D, let

τ̄(w,w′) = inf{t : wt 6= w′
t} ∈ [0,∞] (inf ∅ = ∞), (1.29)

and define the branch time of w and w′ by

τ(w,w′) = τ̄(w,w′) ∧ L(w) ∧ L(w′). (1.30)

For K ∈ N and w = (w1, . . . , wK) ∈ DK , let τ (w) = (τi,j(w)) be the K ×K branching matrix
given by

τi,j(w) = τ(wi, wj).

Let CK be the set of w = (w1, . . . , wK) ∈ CK such that wi(0) = o and L(wi) <∞ for all i ≤ K.
The following is clear for any τ ∈ RK = {τ (w) : w ∈ CK}:

0 ≤ τi,j = τj,i ≤ τi,i ∧ τj,j <∞ and τi,j ∧ τj,k ≤ τi,k for any i, j, k ∈ [K]. (1.31)

For w ∈ D and u ≥ 0, let w|u be the restriction of w to [0, u].

Definition 7. We say τ ∈ RK is non-degenerate iff

for all distinct i, j ∈ [K], τi,j ∈ (0, τi,i ∧ τj,j), (1.32)

and
there are no distinct i, j, k ∈ [K] such that τi,j = τi,k = τj,k. (1.33)

Otherwise we say τ is degenerate. If τ = τ (w), where w ∈ CK , we also say w is non-degenerate
or degenerate, according to the status of τ . ◭

Intuitively speaking, the first condition ensures that for τ = τ (w), in “the natural tree
associated with w”, the “ends” of paths are associated to leaves in the tree and the second
condition ensures the remaining vertices will have degree three.

Let w = (w1, . . . , wK) ∈ CK . We now construct a number of objects which depend on this
fixed w. Our definition of the associated shape will in fact depend only on τ = τ (w) but we
will often interpret definitions in terms of w as well for clarity. Assume τ is non-degenerate.
Let T̂ = T̂ (τ ) := ∪K

i=1{i} × [0, τi,i] and define an equivalence relation (the transitivity uses the
last property in (1.31)) on T̂ by

(i, u) ∼ (j, v) iff u = v ≤ τi,j, that is, iff u = v and wi|u = wj |u. (1.34)

We let [i, u] be the equivalence class containing (i, u) and set T̃ = T̃ (τ ) = T̂ (τ )/∼, that is,

[i, u] = {(k, u) : τi,k ≥ u} = {(k, u) : wk|u = wi|u}. (1.35)

See, for example, Figure 2, where [1, u] = [2, u] = [3, u] for u ≤ τ1,2, while for u ∈ (τ1,2, τ1,1]
[2, u] = [3, u] 6= [1, u].
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0

τ1,2 τ2,3

τ1,1 τ2,2 τ3,3

0 = 〈0, 0〉
〈1, 2〉

〈2, 3〉

3 = 〈3, 3〉

2 = 〈2, 2〉

1 = 〈1, 1〉

Figure 2: Left: a depiction of 3 paths (w2, w3, w1 from top to bottom) for which the associated
τ is non-degenerate. Close parallel lines depict parts of paths that exactly coincide. Right:
The corresponding shape T (τ ) (labels 2 and 3 can be swapped without changing the shape).
Edge lengths are differences of τ·,· (e.g. the edge adjacent to 2 has length ℓ(e〈2,2〉) = τ2,2 − τ2,3)
and these edge lengths define d on T (τ ).

A non-negative function d = dτ on T̃ is defined by

dτ ([i, u], [j, v]) =

{
u+ v − 2τi,j, if min(u, v) > τi,j

|v − u|, otherwise.
(1.36)

Later (below Lemma 9) we will see that (T̃ , d) is a real tree (and in particular dτ is a metric)
as defined, e.g., in Section 2.1 of [9]. We will not use the notion of a real tree, but instead will
be primarily focused on the finite tree graph consisting of leaves and branch points of T̃ , which
we will denote by T (τ ) and define next. We introduce (use (1.35) in the second equality below)

〈i, j〉 :=[i, τi,j ] = {(k, τi,j) : τi,k ≥ τi,j, k ∈ [K]} = {(k, τi,j) : wk|τi,j = wi|τi,j , k ∈ [K]}, (1.37)

for i, j ∈ [K], and 〈0, 0〉 = 〈i, 0〉 = 〈0, i〉 := [i, 0] (for any i ∈ [K]).

From the symmetry of τi,j, the fact that wi|τi,j = wj|τi,j and the last equality in (1.37) we see
that 〈i, j〉 is symmetric in i and j. We set

i := 〈i, i〉 = {(i, τi,i)} for i ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K}, (1.38)

where the last equality holds by definition and non-degeneracy of τ . By (1.34),

〈i, j〉 = 〈k, ℓ〉 iff τi,j = τk,ℓ ≤ τi,k. (1.39)

The vertex set of T (τ ) is {〈i, j〉 : i, j ∈ [K] or i = j = 0} which we also denote by T (τ ). We
call 〈0, 0〉 the root of T (τ ).

To define the edges, set τ0,i = τi,0 = 0 for all i ∈ {0, . . . K}, and then for i, j ∈ [K], choose
m(i, j) ∈ {0, . . . ,K} so that

τi,m(i,j) = max{τi,k : τi,k < τi,j, k = 0, . . . ,K}(< τi,j). (1.40)

The above set is non-empty because τi,0 = 0 < τi,j by non-degeneracy. If there are multiple
choices of m(i, j), choose the smallest, although this choice will not affect τi,m(i,j) or 〈i,m(i, j)〉.
(The first is obvious and the second is then easy to see from (1.39).) We define (for i, j ∈ [K])
the parent of 〈i, j〉 to be

π(〈i, j〉) = 〈i,m(i, j)〉. (1.41)

One easily checks that π : T (τ ) \ {0} → T (τ ) \ {1, . . . ,K} is well-defined (see Lemma 21 and
recall that i = 〈i, i〉). Let e〈i,j〉 denote an edge between π(〈i, j〉) and 〈i, j〉 for all i, j ∈ [K].
The edge set E(τ ) for the tree T (τ ) is the set of these edges for i, j ∈ [K].
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Proposition 8. If τ ∈ RK is non-degenerate, then T (τ ) is a non-degenerate shape in ΣK .

This should be clear now as the points of T (τ ) are the K leaves, 1, . . . ,K, corresponding to
the “endpoints” of the paths w1, . . . , wK , the branch points of these K paths (which are always
binary by non-degeneracy), and the root, 0, which will have degree one by non-degeneracy.
The straightforward proof is in Section 2. It is not hard to see that i∧j = 〈i, j〉 (see Remark 26
below and recall Remark 6(b) above).

By definition we have τi,j = τi′,j′ whenever (i, τi,j) ∼ (i′, τi′,j′) and so can define τ〈i,j〉 = τi,j.
We define an edge weight function ℓ = ℓτ on E(τ ) by

ℓ(e〈i,j〉) = τ〈i,j〉 − τπ(〈i,j〉) > 0 for i, j ∈ [K]. (1.42)

We can then use ℓ to define a metric dℓ on the vertices of T as in Definition 4. Recall the
function dτ on T̃ × T̃ from (1.36). The next elementary result is proved again in Section 2.

Lemma 9. The metric dℓ is the restriction of dτ to T × T .

Henceforth we will use dτ in place of dℓ. Note that

dτ (〈i, j〉, 0) = dτ ([i, τi,j ], [i, 0]) = τi,j for all i, j ∈ [K]. (1.43)

If u, v ∈ [τπ(〈i,j〉), τ〈i,j〉], then since u, v ≤ τi,j ≤ τi,i we have from (1.36) that

dτ ([i, u], [i, v]) = |v − u|.

In particular we see that

[i, u] is the point a distance u− τπ(〈i,j〉) from π(〈i, j〉) along the edge e〈i,j〉. (1.44)

The line segment L〈i,j〉 = {[i, u] : u ∈ [τπ(〈i,j〉), τ〈i,j〉]} runs from π(〈i, j〉) = [i, τπ(〈i,j〉)] to
〈i, j〉 = [i, τ〈i,j〉]. By the above, L〈i,j〉 with the metric dτ is isometric to the interval [0, ℓ(e〈i,j〉)],

and dτ on this line segment is the linear extension of dτ on T ×T to T̃ × T̃ . Hence we may use
(T̃ , dτ ) as a realization of (T , d) in Definition 4. (As noted in Section 7 of [9], (T̃ , dτ ) is a real
tree.) Henceforth we therefore use the notation T = T (τ ) in place of T̃ (τ ).

Recall that w ∈ CK . Define φw : T → Rd by

φw([i, u]) = wi(u). (1.45)

One easily checks φw is well-defined. We have φw(0) = φw([i, 0]) = wi(0) = o and the continuity
of φw is shown in Lemma 27(b) in Section 2. We conclude from this, Proposition 8, and
Definition 4 that

for non-degenerate w ∈ CK , BK(w) := (T (τ (w)), d
τ (w) , φw) is a graph spatial tree. (1.46)

Definition 10. Let w ∈ CK . If w is non-degenerate define BK(w) by (1.46), and call BK(w)
the graph spatial tree of w. If w is degenerate, set BK(w) = ∅K ∈ Tgst. ◭

Remark 11. Let (T, d) and (T ′, d′) be shapes equipped with edge-length metrics. In the defini-
tion of a shape we identified these metric spaces if they are linked by an isometric isomorphism
(recall from Definition 2 this means the leaf-labellings are preserved). This meant we could
assume the labelled leaves were 0, 1, . . . ,K, where 0 is the root and then could in fact label
the branch vertices as K + 1, . . . , 2K − 1 in a canonical fashion (see Remark 6(b)). At times
it will be convenient to work explicitly with distinct leaf-labellings underlying a gst, connected
as above by an isomorphism mapping one leaf-labelling to another. Let ψ : (T, d) → (T ′, d′)
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be an isometric isomorphism. Let ψ̄ : (T , d) → (T ′, d′) be the unique isometric extension of ψ,
that is, ψ̄ maps the point x which is d distance α ∈ [0, ℓ(e)] along the edge e (measured from
the endpoint closest to the root) to the point x′ with is distance α along the edge ψ(e). If we
make obvious changes in the definition of D to accommodate different labellings of T and T ′

(using the edge-labelling from Remark 6(b)), then

(T, d, φ) and (T ′, d′, φ′) are equal in Tgst iff there is an isometric

isomorphism ψ : (T, d) → (T ′, d′) such that φ′ = φ ◦ ψ̄. (1.47)

◭

Turning to the limiting HBM, recall from (1.28) that W = (W1, . . . ,WK) ∈ CK , N̂s
H-a.s.

We in fact have (the proof is in Section 3.1):

Lemma 12. W is non-degenerate N̂s
H-a.s. and so N̂s

H(BK(W ) = ∅K) = 0.

For the rescaled BRW and lattice trees in Section 1.4 the paths W (n) = (W (n)

i )i≤K chosen
according to J (n) will have jumps at lattice points k/n, k ∈ N. To get paths in CK , as required
in Definition 10, we will need to introduce continuous interpolation operators κn : D → C
satisfying κn(w)k/n = wk/n and interpolated linearly on each [k/n, (k + 1)/n], for k ∈ Z+. We

abuse notation and also let κn : DK → CK be the above map applied componentwise for any
K ∈ N. Therefore we have κn(W

(n)) ∈ CK .

1.6 Main results

We can now state our first main result, which gives joint convergence of the (embedding of the)
minimal subtree in T containing the root and K uniformly chosen points.

Theorem 13 (Joint weak convergence). For

(i) branching random walk in dimension d ≥ 1 and any L ≥ 1; and

(ii) lattice trees in dimensions d > 8, for all L sufficiently large (depending on d),

if s > 0, K ∈ N, W (n) = (W (n)

1 , . . . ,W (n)

K ) and W = (W1, . . . ,WK), then the following hold as
n→ ∞:

P̂
s
n

(
κn(W

(n)) non-degenerate
)
→ 1, (1.48)

and

P̂
s
n

((
I(n), J (n), S(n),W (n), τ (W (n)),BK(κn(W

(n))
)
∈ ·
)

(1.49)

w−→ N̂
s,σ2

0
H

((
I, J, S,W, τ (W ),BK (W )

)
∈ ·
)
in MF (D)2 × R+ ×DK × R

(K2)
+ × Tgst.

We next use the scaling properties of H (n) for branching random walk and lattice trees
((1.7) and (1.13), respectively) to reinterpret the above convergence. For w ∈ CK , let

Bn,K(w) = (T (τ (w)), d
τ (w)/n, φw/

√
n ) ∈ Tgst, (1.50)

if w is non-degenerate, and let it be ∅K ∈ Tgst otherwise. Define ρ̄n : D → D by ρ̄n(u,w) =
(u/n, ρn(w)). Recall that µ ◦ f−1 denotes the pushforward of µ by a measurable map f .

Theorem 14 (Rescaled Joint weak convergence). For

(i) branching random walk in dimension d ≥ 1 and any L ≥ 1; and
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(ii) lattice trees in dimensions d > 8, for all L sufficiently large (depending on d),

if s > 0, K ∈ N, W (1) = (W (1)

1 , . . . ,W (1)

K ) and W = (W1, . . . ,WK), then the following hold as
n→ ∞:

P̂
sn
1

(
κ1(W

(1)) non-degenerate
)
→ 1, (1.51)

and

P̂
sn
1

((I(1) ◦ ρ̄ −1
n

n2
, J (1) ◦ ρ̄ −1

n ,
S(1)

n
, ρn(W

(1)),
τ (κ1(W

(1)))

n
,Bn,K(κ1(W

(1)))
)
∈ ·
)

(1.52)

w−→ N̂
s,σ2

0
H

((
I, J, S,W, τ (W ),BK (W )

)
∈ ·
)
in MF (D)2 × R+ ×DK × R

(K2)
+ × Tgst.

Remark 15. (The Limit Law) The convergence result in Theorems 13(ii) and 14(ii) is not
expected to hold for lattice trees in dimensions d < 8, while for d = 8 one at least expects the
same limit with logarithmic corrections in the scaling. The limiting historical Brownian motion
is a tree in dimensions d ≥ 8, by the lack of super-Brownian double points in these dimensions
(Theorem 1.6(a) of [10]). On the other hand, the skeleton (W1, . . . ,WK) connecting the root
to K uniformly chosen points in the historical BM is almost surely a tree in dimensions d ≥ 4.
Indeed, these paths will have disjoint ranges once they separate by the lack of double points
in the Brownian path for d ≥ 4 (see, e.g., Theorem 9.1(a) in [25]) and the absolute continuity
result (3.8) below. The latter is potentially useful to deduce other qualitative properties of the
weak limit (W, τ ,BK(W )).

In [1] (see (13)) one can find a simple description of the joint law of the tree shape and
edge lengths of the tree generated by the K randomly chosen particles conditional on the total
mass of I being one. Conditioning on S > s does not seem to lead to such explicit formulae.
Nonetheless, a simple consequence of f.d.d. historical convergence is that for lattice trees for
d > 8 and L large, the unique path in the tree from the root to a uniformly chosen vertex
in T⌊nt⌋ (conditional on T⌊nt⌋ being non-empty) converges to a Brownian motion on [0, t] [19,
Theorem 1.3]. By comparison, in Theorem 13(ii), we are sampling K points from the entire
tree, conditional on survival beyond time s. When K = 1, it is still easy to show that for the
historical limit, the law of the randomly chosen path W given L(W ) = t is a Brownian motion
stopped at time t. Extensions of this to K > 1 are also possible (see [20]) (This is easy to
understand from the fact that for the approximating BRW, the branching and spatial motion
variables are independent). Nonetheless, even the law of L(W ) for K = 1 under Ns

K is a bit

complicated. It is not hard to show that for t > 1, N̂1
H(L(W ) > t) = 1/(2t), whereas for t < 1

an explicit non-trivial series expansion for its distribution function is found in [20]. Although
the explicit law of τ seems a bit complicated, the absolute continuity (3.8) allows us to derive
simple quantitative properties of W such as the tree property above. A special case of it will
also be used to derive the non-degeneracy of τ for general K in Lemma 12. ◭

Theorem 14 is perhaps a bit more transparent than the version without scaling, but we
will prove a more general version of Theorem 13 (Theorem 46 below) in which no scaling
property is assumed, and so it was natural to first state the particular application in this form.
Theorem 46 only assumes a pair of abstract conditions, Conditions 38 and 45, on a general
sequence of historical processes, H (n), under which the conclusions of Theorem 13 hold. The
main part of Condition 38 asserts weak convergence of the finite-dimensional distributions of
H (n) to those of historical Brownian motion (historical convergence). Convergence of H (n) to
H does not in general imply the convergence of τi,j(W

(n)) to τi,j(W ), and Condition 45 gives
additional conditions on H (n) to insure weak convergence of τ (W (n)) to τ (W ). Condition 38
is verified for branching random walk and lattice trees using known results, most notably
the weak convergence of rescaled historical lattice trees to historical Brownian motion in [7].
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Theorem 13 is derived from Theorem 46 by verifying Condition 45 for lattice trees (our main
model of interest) and branching random walk, in Sections 3.3 and 3.4, respectively. We also
give a more general version of Theorem 14 under the two conditions noted above and the
rescaling relation (1.13) (see Theorem 47 below).

Remark 16. We believe the general results, Theorems 46 and 47, could also apply (with suit-
able changes in the continuous time setting) to the general class of models from [22], including
oriented percolation, the contact process and the voter model. The f.d.d. historical convergence
underlying Condition 38 was proved for lattice trees in [7], even for convergence on path space
(this stronger result is not needed here), and f.d.d. historical convergence was recently proved
for the voter model in [2], using similar methods. We also believe that the second condition,
Condition 45 (implying convergence of branch times), will hold for all of the above models. ◭

Example 17 (Lattice trees). Let us examine more closely the gst component arising in The-
orem 14 in the lattice tree setting of Section 1.2. We set aside the simple scaling factors in
(1.50) (n and

√
n), and recall that, given J (1), W (1)

1 , . . . ,W (1)

K ∈ D are i.i.d. paths in T , chosen
according to J (1). Let W = κ1(W

(1)) ∈ CK and T = T (τ (W )). We will see that it is equal
to the natural gst embedded in Zd arising from the tree generated by K randomly chosen
points from the random lattice tree T . First we recap the construction of W . Condition T to
survive beyond generation ns (that is, choose it according to Pns

1 ). Choose points Vi, i ≤ K
independently and uniformly from the vertices in T and let ki ∈ Z+ be the graph distance
of Vi from the root o of T . Let Wi(j), j = 0, 1, . . . , ki, be the unique path of vertices in T
from o to Vi and set Wi(j) = Vi for j > ki. Extend Wi to [0,∞) by linear interpolation. We
see from (1.26) that this does give a description of the construction of W . By Theorem 14,
P̂sn
1 (τ (W ) non-degenerate) → 1, and so we may assume τ (W ) is non-degenerate, and thus have

a gst
BK(W ) = (T, d

τ (W ), φW )

with labelled leaves i = 〈i, i〉, i = 1, . . . ,K, root 0 = 〈0, 0〉, vertices 〈i, j〉, and edges e〈i,j〉.

Now let T ~V denote the subtree of T with vertices {Wi(m) : m = 0, . . . , ki, i ∈ [K]} in
Zd, edges between “consecutive” vertices Wi(m − 1) and Wi(m) (1 ≤ m ≤ ki), root o (also

a leaf), and labelled leaves Vi = Wi(ki), i = 1, . . . ,K. Equip T ~V with the graph metric dT .

Then the leaves 0, V1, . . . , VK have degree 1 in T ~V , the branch points {Wi(τi,j) : i, j ∈ [K]}
have degree 3 by non-degeneracy, and the remaining vertices have degree 2. Let T~V denote

the subtree of T ~V obtained by erasing each degree 2 vertex (in any order), and each time
collapsing the two edges into a single edge. Then T~V has vertex set {Wi(τi,j) : i, j ∈ K} ∪ {o},
also denoted T~V (note that τi,i = ki and so Wi(τi,i) = Vi). Thus in T~V there is an edge
between Wi(τi,m) and Wi(τi,j) iff there are no times τi,ℓ ∈ (τi,m, τi,j), which means the only
edges are between Wi(τi,m(i,j)) and Wi(τi,j) for all i, j. By its definition, φW (〈i, j〉) = Wi(τi,j)
so φW : T → T~V is onto. If Wi(τi,j) = Wi′(τi′,j′), then by the tree property of T we must
have τi,j = τi′,j′ and Wi|τi,j = Wi′ |τi,j . This implies 〈i, j〉 = 〈i′, j′〉 by (1.39). This shows φW
is a root-preserving bijection between the vertex sets of T and T~V which maps the labelled
leaves 1, . . . ,K to the respective labelled leaves V1, . . . , VK of T~V . The above description of
edges in T~V shows it also is a graph isomorphism (recall (1.41)). We give T~V the distance d
it inherits from dT . So the length of the edge between Wi(τi,j) and its parent, Wi(τi,m(i,j)), is
τi,j − τi,m(i,j) = dτ (〈i, j〉, 〈i,m(i, j)〉). The preservation of edge lengths implies that

φW is an isometric isomorphism from (T, d
τ (W )) to (T~V , dT ). (1.53)

T~V has a line segment of length τi,j−τi,m(i,j) inserted along edge e〈i,j〉′ , while T ~V has τi,j−τi,m(i,j)

edges of length one (from Wi(ℓ − 1) to Wi(ℓ), ℓ = τi,m(i,j), . . . , τi,j − 1) inserted between the
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same endpoints. So we can define an isometry from (T~V , d) to (T ~V , dT ) which is the identity
on T~V . This allows us to identify these two metric spaces and it will be convenient to work

with T ~V in what follows. Let idT ~V : T ~V → Rd be the identity map on T ~V , extended linearly

along the added unit line segments in T ~V to the image line segments in Rd, giving us the gst:

(T~V , d, idT ~V ).

Recall the definition of the isometric extension of φW , φW : (T , dτ ) → (T ~V , d), from Remark 11.

Note that for τi,m(i,j) ≤ m ≤ τi,j, φW ([i,m]) is the point in T ~V which is graph distance

m− τi,m(i,j) from Wi(τi,m(i,j)), and hence is Wi(m). So we conclude that idT ~V ◦ φW ([i,m]) =

Wi(m) for all m ≤ ki. For u ∈ (m− 1,m) both sides are extended linearly in Rd and we have
proved that

idT ~V ◦ φW ([i, u]) =Wi(u) = φW ([i, u]) on T .

From this, (1.53), and Remark 11 we conclude that (recall d is just the restriction of dT to T~V )

BK(W ) := (T, d
τ (W ), φW ) = (T~V , dT , idT ~V ) in Tgst, where ~V = (Wi(ki))i≤K . (1.54)

Thus, if we prefer, in the lattice tree setting of Theorem 14 we may replace Bn,K(κ1(W
(1))) in

(1.52) with (T~V , dT /n, idT ~V /
√
n), where ~V is as in (1.54).

Note that for other models, such as branching random walk, this alternative construction
of BK(W ) will not be available because φW will not be injective. See Example 51 for a rein-
terpretation of the weak convergence result in the setting of BRW. ◭

Remark 18 (Condition G). We may use the continuity theorem to see that in the lattice tree
setting, Theorem 14 implies

P̂
sn
1

((I(1)(1)

n2
,Bn,K(κ1(W

(1))
)
∈ ·
)

w−→ N̂
s,σ2

0
H

(
(I(1)(1),BK(W )) ∈ ·

)
in R+ × Tgst.

A simple calculation gives I(1)(1) = (|E(T )| + 1)/C0 where |E(T )| is the number of edges in
the random tree T . Therefore we have

P̂
sn
1

(( |E(T )|
C0n2

, (T (κ1(W
(1))), d

τ (κ1(W (1)))/n, φκ1(W (1))/
√
n )
)
∈ ·
)

w−→ N̂
s,σ2

0
H

(
(I(1)(1),BK(W )) ∈ ·

)
in R+ × Tgst.

This is Condition (G)s,+1,σ0,C0
in [5] (see the previous Example) which was required therein to

derive convergence of rescaled RW on T to Brownian motion on SBM (see [9] for the latter). ◭

We continue to focus on lattice trees. For K ∈ N recall from Example 17 that T ~V is
the minimal subtree of the lattice tree T consisting of the vertices and edges along the paths
joining the origin to K uniformly chosen vertices V1, . . . , VK from T . Here ~V = (V1, . . . , VK).

For x ∈ T , let πK(x) denote the point in T ~V which is closest to x in the graph metric, dT , of
T . One can readily check that

for any x ∈ T , πK(x) is the most recent ancestor of x in T ~V . (1.55)

Here is our second main result. B(v, r) denotes the open Euclidean ball about v of radius r.

Theorem 19 (Approximation by the subtree). For lattice trees in dimensions d > 8, for all
L sufficiently large (depending on d) the following holds:
For any any ε, s > 0,
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(a) lim sup
K→∞

sup
n∈N

P̂
ns
1

(
T 6⊂ ∪K

i=1B(Vi, ε
√
n)
)
= 0, and

(b) lim sup
K→∞

sup
n∈N

P̂
ns
1

(
max
x∈T

dT (x, πK(x))/n > ε
)
= 0, and

(c) lim sup
K→∞

sup
n∈N

P̂
ns
1

(
max
x∈T

|x− πK(x)|/√n > ε
)
= 0.

Parts (b) and (c) of Theorem 19 constitute the main part of Condition (S) of [5] in the
context of lattice trees. There (S) was needed to establish the weak convergence of RW on
lattice trees to Brownian motion on SBM.

Remark 20. A general class of lattice models with a notion of ancestry is introduced in [22].
This class includes lattice trees, critical oriented percolation, critical contact processes and
voter models. The lattice tree T is replaced by an abstract space-time graph in Z+ × Zd.
Under Conditions 1–7 of that reference, Theorem 2 of [22] proves weak convergence of the
rescaled ranges to the range of SBM in the Hausdorff topology. For the discrete time setting
(I = Z+ in the notation of [22]) these conditions include sufficiently spread out lattice trees for
d > 8 and sufficiently spread out oriented percolation for d > 4. Using this weak convergence
of the ranges and the compactness of the range for SBM one can easily derive Theorem 19(a)
under Conditions 1–7 of [22] in the discrete time setting, and hence for the spread-out lattice
trees (d > 8) in the statement of (a) above. Although (a) is similar in spirit to parts (b) and
(c), we omit its simple proof because the result is not used in the proofs of (b) and (c), and it is
the latter results that are used in [5]. The proof of (b) can also be adapted to the discrete time
setting of [22] under Conditions 1–7 of [22], where dT becomes the graph metric associated with
the aforementioned space-time graph in Z+ × Zd. In particular (b) also holds for sufficiently
spread out oriented percolation with d > 4. We only prove it in the setting of lattice trees,
as stated above, where the argument simplifies. Whether or not (c) remains valid under these
general Conditions remains unresolved. ◭

Theorem 19 (b,c) is proved in Section 4. The proof of Theorem 19 does not use historical
processes per se, although a notion of ancestry plays a key role.

2 Some Elementary Results on the Graph Spatial Tree of w

We start by proving a number of results stated in Section 1.5 without proof. Throughout this
section w ∈ CK and τ = τ (w) is non-degenerate. Recall the definition of m(i, j) from (1.40).

Lemma 21.

(a) Let i, j, i′, j′ ∈ [K]. If 〈i, j〉 = 〈i′, j′〉, then m(i, j) = m(i′, j′), τi,m(i,j) = τi′,m(i′,j′), and
〈i,m(i, j)〉 = 〈i′,m(i′, j′)〉.

(b) π : T (τ ) \ {0} → T (τ ) \ {1, . . . ,K}.

Proof. (a) Assume 〈i, j〉 = 〈i′, j′〉 for i, j, i′, j′ ∈ [K]. By (1.37) we have

∀k ∈ [K], τi,k ≥ τi,j iff τi′,k ≥ τi′,j′ = τi,j,

or equivalently,
∀k ∈ [K] ∪ {0}, τi,k < τi,j iff τi′,k < τi′,j′ = τi,j. (2.1)

Note also that by (1.39) we have τi,i′ ≥ τi,j. This and (2.1) show that τi,k < τi,j implies
τi′,k = τi,k since wi|τi,j = wi′ |τi,j . The definition of m(i, j) in (1.40) and the above imply that
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m(i, j) = m(i′, j′) and τi,m(i,j) = τi′,m(i′,j′). By 〈i, j〉 = 〈i′, j′〉, an application of (1.39) gives
τi,i′ ≥ τi,j > τi,m(i,j) = τi′,m(i′,j′), where the strict inequality is by definition of m. This last
conclusion implies that 〈i,m(i, j)〉 = 〈i′,m(i′, j′)〉 by another application of (1.39).
(b) If π(〈i, j〉) = k ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, then since 〈k, k〉 is a singleton (by (1.38)), i = k = m(i, j)
which contradicts τi,m(i,j) < τi,j ≤ τi,i (by definition). This gives (b). �

Lemma 22. T (τ ) is a tree graph.

Proof. If 〈i, j〉 ∈ T by taking iterates of π we obtain a sequence of neighbouring edges starting
with e〈i,j〉 and following a sequence of vertices 〈i, jn〉 with τi,jn decreasing at least by a minimal
amount δ > 0 at each step. This must end at 0 after a finite number of steps, proving
connectivity of T . The definition of the edge set in T (τ ) implies that

for any non-root vertex 〈i, j〉, π(〈i, j〉) is the only neighbour, 〈i′, j′〉, of 〈i, j〉 s.t. τi′,j′ ≤ τi,j,

and it satisfies τi′,j′ < τi,j, and the root 〈0, 0〉 has no neighbour s.t. τi′,j′ ≤ τ0,0. (2.2)

Suppose that there is a cycle. Choose a vertex in the cycle, 〈i, j〉, so that τ〈i,j〉 is maximal over
all vertices in the cycle. Then it has two neighbours 〈i′, j′〉 with τ〈i′,j′〉 ≤ τ〈i,j〉, contradicting
the above. Hence T contains no cycles and is a tree. �

Define a partial order, ≤, on T = T (τ ) by

[i, u] ≤ [j, v] iff u ≤ v and u ≤ τi,j, that is, iff u ≤ v and wi|u = wj|u.

It is easy to check that ≤ is a well-defined partial order. We also write ≤ for the restriction of
this partial order to T = T (τ ), that is, for i, j, i′, j′ ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K},

〈i′, j′〉 ≤ 〈i, j〉 iff [i′, τi′,j′ ] ≤ [i, τi,j ] iff τi′,j′ ≤ min(τi,j, τi,i′) iff τi′,j′ ≤ τi,j and wi′ |τi′,j′ = wi|τi′ ,j′ .
(2.3)

The relation < will mean ≤ but not equal to. By (2.3) and (1.39) for i, j, i′, j′ ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K},

〈i′, j′〉 < 〈i, j〉 iff τi′,j′ < τi,j and τi′,j′ ≤ τi,i′ . (2.4)

We also introduce the ancestral ordering ≺ on the tree T , that is 〈i′, j′〉 ≺ 〈i, j〉 iff 〈i′, j′〉 =
πk(〈i, j〉) for some k ∈ N, where πk is the k-fold composition of π.

Lemma 23.

(a) If 〈i′, j′〉 ≤ 〈i, j〉, then 〈i′, j′〉 = 〈i, i′〉 or 〈i, j′〉.

(b) The orders < and ≺ agree on T .

Proof. (a) By assumption, (2.3) and symmetry (interchange i′ and j′) we have

τi′,j′ ≤ τi,j and τi′,j′ ≤ min(τi,i′ , τi,j′). (2.5)

Assume τi,i′ ≤ τi,j′. Then by the last inequality in (1.31), τi,i′ = min(τi,i′ , τi,j′) ≤ τi′,j′ . We
also have τi,i′ ≥ τi′,j′ by (2.5) and hence τi,i′ = τi′,j′. It follows from the definitions now that
〈i′, j′〉 = 〈i′, i〉 = 〈i, i′〉. If τi,i′ ≥ τi,j′, analogous reasoning (interchange i′ and j′) leads to
〈i′, j′〉 = 〈i, j′〉.
(b) To show that v1 ≺ v2 implies v1 < v2, note first by transitivity of <, it suffices to show
π(v2) < v2, which follows from (1.39)–(1.41). Assume now that 〈i′, j′〉 < 〈i, j〉. By (a), we
have 〈i′, j′〉 = 〈i, k〉 for some k. We have τi,k < τi,j which implies by definition of m(i, j) that
τi,k ≤ τi,m(i,j). This in turn easily implies 〈i′, j′〉 = 〈i, k〉 ≤ 〈i,m(i, j)〉 = π(〈i, j〉). If equality
holds here we are done since then 〈i′, j′〉 ≺ 〈i, j〉. If not, continue this process until we arrive at
〈i′, j′〉 = πm(〈i, j〉) (it must stop after finitely many iterations) and conclude 〈i′, j′〉 ≺ 〈i, j〉. �
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Henceforth we will write < for the strict ancestral ordering and drop the notation ≺. Recall
that if v1, v2 are vertices in the tree T , v1 ∧ v2 denotes their greatest common ancestor with
respect to ≤ on T , and [[v1, v2]] is the unique path of non-overlapping edges from v1 to v2.

Lemma 24. For any i, j, k, ℓ ∈ [K], if min(τi,k, τj,ℓ) > τi,j, then τk,ℓ = τi,j.

Proof. The hypotheses imply that for some δ > 0 we have wi|τi,j+δ = wk|τi,j+δ and wj |τi,j+δ =
wℓ|τi,j+δ. It follows that wk and wℓ separate at the first time at τi,j, whence the result. �

Lemma 25.

(a) If τi,k < min(τi,j, τk,l), then 〈i, j〉 ∧ 〈k, ℓ〉 = 〈i, k〉.

(b) Assume τi,k ≥ min(τi,j, τk,ℓ).

(i) If τi,j ≤ τk,ℓ, then 〈i, j〉 ∧ 〈k, ℓ〉 = 〈i, j〉.
(ii) If τi,j ≥ τk,ℓ, then 〈i, j〉 ∧ 〈k, ℓ〉 = 〈k, ℓ〉.

Proof. (a) Apply (2.4) with i = i′ to see that τi,k < min(τi,j, τk,l) implies 〈i, k〉 < 〈i, j〉 and
〈i, k〉 < 〈k, ℓ〉. Assume that m,n ∈ [K] satisfy 〈m,n〉 ≤ 〈i, j〉 and 〈m,n〉 ≤ 〈k, ℓ〉. Then
by (2.3), τm,n ≤ min(τm,i, τm,k) ≤ τi,k (the last by (1.31)). In addition by (2.3), wi|τm,n =
wm|τm,n = wk|τm,n . The last two results imply (use (2.3)) 〈m,n〉 ≤ 〈i, k〉, and this is trivial if
m = 0 or n = 0. From the above results we conclude that 〈i, j〉 ∧ 〈k, ℓ〉 = 〈i, k〉.
(b)(i) We have τi,j ≤ min(τi,k, τk,ℓ), which by (2.3) implies 〈i, j〉 ≤ 〈k, ℓ〉.
(ii) follows from (i) by interchanging 〈i, j〉 and 〈k, ℓ〉. �

Remark 26. It follows from (a) that i ∧ k = 〈i, k〉. If i = k this is trivial. For i 6= k, we have
τi,k < min(τi,i, τk,k) by non-degeneracy. We can therefore apply (a) with j = i and k = ℓ to get
the required equality. ◭

Proof of Proposition 8. By Lemma 22, T is a finite tree graph and we designate 0 as
the root. Suppose i is the parent of 〈k, ℓ〉. By (2.4) we have τi,i < τk,ℓ and τi,i ≤ τi,k. The
last inequality and the non-degeneracy of τ imply that i = k. So the first inequality implies
τi,i < τi,ℓ, which is impossible. Hence the labelled vertices 1, . . . ,K have no children and are
all leaves of degree 1 (each has a neighbouring parent π(i)).

Consider next the root 0. By definition it has no parent. Choose (i0, j0) ∈ [K]2 such
that τi0,j0 = min{τi,j : i, j ∈ [K]} > 0. It follows by definition that m(i0, j0) = 0 and so
0 is the parent of 〈i0, j0〉. Suppose now 0 is the parent of 〈i1, j1〉. By the choice of i0, j0,
τi0,j0 ≤ min(τi1,j1 , τi0,i1), and so by (2.3), 〈i0, j0〉 ≤ 〈i1, j1〉. Lemma 23(b) implies that for some
k ∈ Z+, 〈i0, j0〉 = πk(〈i1, j1〉). If k > 0 then since π(〈i1, j1〉) = 0 we get 〈i0, j0〉 = πk−1(0)
which is impossible. Thus k = 0, whence 〈i0, j0〉 = 〈i1, j1〉 and 0 has degree one.

Now consider 〈i, j〉 for i 6= j in [K]. Define c(i, j) ∈ [K] by τi,c(i,j) = min{τi,k : τi,k > τi,j}
where we choose c(i, j) minimal if there is more than one k. Note that the minimum is over
a non-empty set because it contains i by the non-degeneracy of τ . The definition of π easily
gives π(〈i, c(i, j)〉) = 〈i, j〉. Interchanging i and j we also see that π(〈j, c(j, i)〉) = 〈i, j〉. These
two children of 〈i, j〉, 〈i, c(i, j)〉 and 〈j, c(j, i)〉, are distinct since otherwise by (1.39) we have
τi,j ≥ τi,c(i,j) = τj,c(j,i), which contradicts τi,c(i,j) > τi,j (from the definition of c(i, j)).

Finally, assume that a parent has three distinct children 〈ir, jr〉 (for r = 1, 2, 3) in T .
Consider any pair of these siblings, say 〈i1, j1〉 and 〈i2, j2〉. Neither is a descendent of the other
because they are distinct siblings, so by Lemma 25 (b) we must have τi1,i2 < min(τi1,j1 , τi2,j2).
By Lemma 25 (a) their most recent common ancestor is 〈i1, i2〉. Since the greatest common
ancestor is the common parent, we conclude that the parent is 〈i1, i2〉, and so we also have
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i1 6= i2 by Lemma 21(b). Applying this for each pair of siblings gives that the common parent
is 〈i1, i2〉 = 〈i1, i3〉 = 〈i2, i3〉, and i1, i2 and i3 are distinct. This shows that τir ,is for r 6= s are
all equal. This violates the non-degeneracy condition (1.33) and so the proof is complete. �

Proof of Lemma 9. If v1 and v2 are distinct vertices in the non-degenerate binary tree T ,
the path [[v1, v2]] is the sequence of neighbouring edges going down from v1 to v1 ∧ v2, followed
by the sequence of neighbouring edges going back up from v1 ∧ v2 to v2. Therefore (recall
Definition 4)

dℓ(〈i, j〉, 〈k, ℓ〉) =
∑

ev∈[[〈i,j〉∧〈k,ℓ〉,〈i,j〉]]
ℓ(ev) +

∑

ev∈[[〈i,j〉∧〈k,ℓ〉,〈k,ℓ〉]]
ℓ(ev). (2.6)

Here [[v, v]] = ∅ and so either of the above sums may be empty.
Case 1. τ〈i,k〉 < min(τ〈i,j〉, τ〈k,ℓ〉).
By Lemma 25(a) and ℓ(ev) = τv − τπ(v), the right-hand side of (2.6) telescopes to give

dℓ(〈i, j〉, 〈k, ℓ〉) = τ〈i,j〉 + τ〈k,ℓ〉 − 2τ〈i,k〉.

Case 2. τ〈i,k〉 ≥ min(τ〈i,j〉, τ〈k,ℓ〉) = τ〈i,j〉.
By Lemma 25(b)(i), the first summand in (2.6) vanishes and the second telescopes to give

dℓ(〈i, j〉, 〈k, ℓ〉) = τ〈k,ℓ〉 − τ〈i,j〉 = |τ〈k,ℓ〉 − τ〈i,j〉|.

Case 3. τ〈i,k〉 ≥ min(τ〈i,j〉, τ〈k,ℓ〉) = τ〈k,ℓ〉.
As in Case 2 we get

dℓ(〈i, j〉, 〈k, ℓ〉) = τ〈i,j〉 − τ〈k,ℓ〉 = |τ〈k,ℓ〉 − τ〈i,j〉|.

To summarize the three cases, we have

dℓ(〈i, j〉, 〈k, ℓ〉) =
{
τ〈i,j〉 + τ〈k,ℓ〉 − 2τ〈i,k〉, if min(τ〈i,j〉, τ〈k,ℓ〉) > τi,k

|τ〈k,ℓ〉 − τ〈i,j〉|, otherwise.
(2.7)

On the other hand, we have that

dτ (〈i, j〉, 〈k, ℓ〉) = dτ ([i, τ〈i,j〉], [k, τ〈k,ℓ〉]),

and the last expression equals the right-hand side of (2.7) by (1.36). �

Recall our standing assumption that w ∈ CK .

Lemma 27.

(a) For any [i, u], [in, un] ∈ T (τ ),

dτ ([in, un], [i, u]) → 0 iff un → u and for large enough n, [in, u] = [i, u].

(b) If φw : T → Rd is given by φw([i, u]) = wi(u), then φw is continuous.

Proof. It is easy to check from the definition of dτ that

for any [i, u], [j, v] ∈ T , |u− v| ≤ dτ ([i, u], [j, v]). (2.8)

Let [in, un] → [i, u] in T . By the above we have un → u. Let i′ be a limit point of {in}, so that
we may choose a subsequence s.t. ink

= i′ for all k. Therefore we have

[i′, unk
] = [ink

, unk
] → [i, u]. (2.9)
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We claim that u ≤ τi,i′. Suppose not, that is u > τi,i′ . Then unk
> τi,i′ for k large since un → u.

Therefore we have from (2.9),

0 = lim
k
dT ([i

′, unk
], [i, u]) = lim

k
unk

+ u− 2τi,i′ = 2u− 2τi,i′ .

This implies u = τi,i′ , a contradiction. We conclude that for any limit point i′ we have u ≤ τi,i′ ,
which implies by (1.34) that [i′, u] = [i, u]. It follows that for n large enough, [in, u] = [i, u].

Conversely assume un → u and for n ≥ N , [in, u] = [i, u]. By (1.34) we have for n ≥ N ,
u ≤ τin,i which implies that dτ ([in, un], [i, u]) = |un − u| → 0.

(b) We have already noted in the Introduction that φw is well-defined. If [in, un] → [i, u] in
T , part (a) implies for large enough n,

|φw([in, un])− φw([i, u])| = |φw([in, un])− φw([in, u])|
= |win(un)− win(u)| ≤ max

i
|wi(un)− wi(u)| → 0 as n→ ∞.

�

Lemma 28. Assume τ and τ
′ are non-degenerate in RK such that

for any i, j, k, ℓ ∈ [K] τi,j < τk,ℓ ⇒ τ ′i,j < τ ′k,ℓ. (2.10)

Then T (τ ) = T (τ ′) in the space ΣK of non-degenerate shapes.

Proof. Let T = T (τ ) and T ′ = T (τ ′). We write 〈i, j〉′ for points in T ′, and write ≤′ and <′

for the ancestral relations in T ′. By non-degeneracy we may extend (2.10) to allow i, j, k, ℓ ∈
[K] ∪ {0}. Take the contrapositive in (2.10) to get

for any i, j, k, ℓ ∈ [K] ∪ {0} τ ′k,ℓ ≤ τ ′i,j ⇒ τk,ℓ ≤ τi,j. (2.11)

The characterization (2.3) and the above show that for all i, j, k, ℓ ∈ [K] ∪ {0},

〈k, ℓ〉′ ≤′ 〈i, j〉′ ⇒ τ ′k,ℓ ≤ min(τ ′i,j, τ
′
i,k) ⇒ τk,ℓ ≤ min(τi,j, τi,k) ⇒ 〈k, ℓ〉 ≤ 〈i, j〉. (2.12)

By the antisymmetry of the partial order ≤ on T we conclude that 〈k, ℓ〉′ = 〈i, j〉′ implies
〈k, ℓ〉 = 〈i, j〉 and so may define f : T ′ → T by f(〈i, j〉′) = 〈i, j〉. Clearly f is onto, and since
T and T ′ both have 2K vertices, f is a bijection, and so for all i, j, k, ℓ ∈ [K] ∪ {0},

〈k, ℓ〉′ = 〈i, j〉′ iff 〈k, ℓ〉 = 〈i, j〉. (2.13)

This and (2.12) show that for all i, j, k, ℓ ∈ [K] ∪ {0},

〈k, ℓ〉′ <′ 〈i, j〉′ ⇒ 〈k, ℓ〉 < 〈i, j〉. (2.14)

Conversely assume 〈k, ℓ〉 < 〈i, j〉. By Lemma 23(a) 〈k, ℓ〉 = 〈i, k〉 or 〈i, ℓ〉, so assume without
loss of generality that

〈k, ℓ〉 = 〈i, k〉. (2.15)

Therefore τi,k = τk,ℓ < τi,j, the latter by our assumption. This implies τ ′i,k < τ ′i,j by (2.10).
An application of (2.4) with i′ = i and j′ = k gives 〈i, k〉′ <′ 〈i, j〉′. By (2.13) and (2.15) we
have 〈k, ℓ〉′ = 〈i, k〉′ and so from the above, 〈k, ℓ〉′ <′ 〈i, j〉′. So we have proved the converse
implication to (2.14) and hence f preserves ancestral ordering, that is,

f(〈k, ℓ〉) < f(〈i, j〉) iff 〈k, ℓ〉 < 〈i, j〉.

From this we readily see that f maps the parent of 〈i, j〉′ ∈ T ′ \{0} to the parent of 〈i, j〉 ∈ T \
{0}, and so is a (root preserving) graph isomorphism which clearly preserves the labelling. �
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Let ‖ · ‖ denote the Euclidean norm on the space RK×K of K ×K real matrices.

Proposition 29. Let τ ∈ RK be non-degenerate. There is a δ > 0 so that if τ ′ ∈ RK satisfies
‖τ ′ − τ‖ < δ, then

(i) τ
′ is non-degenerate, and

(ii) T (τ ) = T (τ ′) in ΣK .

Proof. The space of degenerate branching matrices, τ , is

∪i 6=j{τ : τi,j = 0 or τi,j = τi,i}
⋃

∪i,j,k distinct{τ : τi,j = τi,k = τj,k}.

This is a finite union of closed sets, so there is a δ1 > 0 so that ‖τ ′ − τ‖ < δ1 implies τ
′ is

non-degenerate. Let

δ2 =
1

3
min{τi,j − τk,ℓ : τi,j > τk,ℓ, i, j, k, ℓ ∈ [K]},

and take δ = min(δ1, δ2) which is strictly positive. Assume τ
′ ∈ RK satisfies ‖τ ′ − τ‖ < δ.

Then τ
′ is non-degenerate by the choice of δ1. Assume τi,j > τk,ℓ. Then

τ ′i,j − τ ′k,ℓ ≥ τi,j − τk,l − 2δ ≥ 3δ2 − 2δ > 0.

Lemma 28 implies T (τ ′) = T (τ ) and the proof is complete. �

CK is given the subspace topology it inherits from CK , so w(n) → w iff w(n)

i → wi uniformly
on compacts for each i ≤ K.

Proposition 30. Assume w ∈ CK is non-degenerate, w(n) → w in CK , and τ (w(n)) → τ (w) in
RK×K. Then for n large τ (w(n)) is non-degenerate, and BK(w(n)) → BK(w) in Tgst as n→ ∞.

Proof. Let τ
n = τ (w(n)), τ = τ (w), and T n = T (τn). Proposition 29 implies that for n ≥

N , τn is non-degenerate and T n = T (τ ). Recall the distances d1 and d2 from Section 1.5.
Henceforth assume n ≥ N . We have

d1
(
(T n, dτn), (T (τ ), dτ )

)
= sup

i,j∈[K]
|(τni,j − τni,m(i,j))− (τi,j − τi,m(i,j))|

≤ 2 sup
i,j

|τni,j − τi,j| → 0. (2.16)

Let dn = dτn , d = dτ , let ℓn and ℓ denote their respective edge length functions, and let
[i, u]n and [i, u] denote points in T n and T (τ ), respectively. Recall the map Υd,dn arising in
the definition of d2 in Section 1.5. If [i, u] ∈ T (w) \ {0}, we may choose j ∈ [K] so that u ∈
(τπ(〈i,j〉), τ〈i,j〉]. Then, recalling (1.44) for both d and dn, we see that Υd,dn([i, u]) = [i, un(i, u)]n,
where

un(i, u) = τnπ(〈i,j〉) + (u− τπ(〈i,j〉))
ℓn(e〈i,j〉)

ℓ(e〈i,j〉)

= τnπ(〈i,j〉) + (u− τπ(〈i,j〉))
τn〈i,j〉 − τnπ(〈i,j〉)
τ〈i,j〉 − τπ(〈i,j〉)

.

Write u = τπ(〈i,j〉) + (u− τπ(〈i,j〉)) and do a bit of arithmetic to see that

|un − u| ≤ 3 sup
i,j

|τni,j − τi,j| ≤ 3‖τn − τ‖. (2.17)
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Therefore by the definition of d2, for n ≥ N (we clearly may restrict x 6= 0 in the definition),

d2(BK(w),BK(w(n))) = sup
[i,u]∈T (τ )\{0}

‖w([i, u]) − w(n)(Υd,dn([i, u])‖

= sup
[i,u]∈T (τ )\{0}

‖wi(u)− w(n)

i (un(i, u))‖

≤ sup
i∈[K]

sup
|u−v|≤3‖τn−τ‖,u≤τi,i

‖wi(u)− w(n)

i (v)‖.

The last expression approaches 0 because w(n)

i → wi and ‖τn − τ‖ → 0. This and (2.16) imply
the required convergence result. �

Here are some semicontinuity properties of L and τ .

Lemma 31. Assume that for i = 1, 2, (w(n)

i )n∈N are sequences in D such that w(n)

i → wi in D.

(a) L is lower semicontinuous on D, that is, lim infn→∞ L(w(n)

i ) ≥ L(w) (i = 1, 2).

(b) τ̄ is upper semicontinuous on D2, that is, lim supn→∞ τ̄(w(n)

1 , w(n)

2 ) ≤ τ̄(w1, w2).

(c) If L(w(n)

i ) → L(wi) as n→ ∞ for i = 1, 2, then lim supn→∞ τ(w(n)

1 , w(n)

2 ) ≤ τ(w1, w2).

Proof. (a),(b) We leave these as easy exercises.
(c) This is now immediate from (b). �

Let DK = {w = (w1, . . . , wK) ∈ DK : wi(0) = 0 and L(wi) <∞ for all i ∈ [K]}.

Lemma 32. Assume w ∈ CK and w(n) ∈ DK satisfy w(n) → w and τ (w(n)) → τ (w) as n→ ∞,
Then as n→ ∞:
(a) w(n)

i → wi and κn(w
(n)

i ) → wi in the supremum norm for each i ∈ [K],
(b) τ (κn(w

(n))) → τ (w).

Proof. (a) The convergence of w(n)

i to wi implies uniform convergence on compacts since wi

is continuous. This and the convergence of L(w(n)

i ) = τi,i(w
(n)

i ) to L(wi) = τi,i(wi) implies
uniform convergence of w(n)

i to wi. The second convergence is now an elementary calculation.
(b) It follows easily from the definition of L, that L(κn(w(n)

i )) ≤ L(w(n)

i )+ 1
n . This and our hy-

pothesis imply lim supn→∞ L(κn(w(n)

i )) ≤ L(wi). By (a) and Lemma 31(a),
lim infn→∞L(κn(w(n)

i )) ≥ L(wi), and we conclude that

|L(κn(w(n)

i ))− L(wi)| → 0 as n→ ∞. (2.18)

(2.18) gives the convergence in (b) for the diagonal entries of τ . Now consider i 6= j in [K].
A simple calculation using the definition of τ̄(w′

i, w
′
j) shows that

τ̄(κn(w
(n)

i ), κn(w
(n)

j )) ≥ τ̄(w(n)

i , w(n)

j )− 1

n
.

Use this with (2.18) and our convergence hypothesis on τi,j(w
(n)) to see that

lim inf
n→∞

τ(κn(w
(n)

i ), κn(w
(n)

j )) ≥ τ(wi, wj).

On the other hand, part (a) above, (2.18), and Lemma 31(c) imply

lim sup
n→∞

τ(κn(w
(n)

i ), κn(w
(n)

j )) ≤ τ(wi, wj).

The last two inequalities complete the proof of (b). �
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Recall the rescalings ρn : DK → DK from Section 1. An elementary calculation shows that

for any w ∈ DK τ (ρn(w)) = τ (w)/n. (2.19)

It follows that

for any w ∈ CK w is non-degenerate iff ρn(w) is non-degenerate. (2.20)

If w ∈ CK and n ∈ N, recall the definitions of BK(w) and Bn,K(w) (in Tgst) from Definition 10
and (1.50), respectively.

Lemma 33. If w(1) ∈ CK , then for all n ∈ N,

BK(ρn(w
(1))) = Bn,K(w(1)). (2.21)

Proof. Let w(n) = ρn(w
(1)). If w(1) is degenerate, so is w(n) by (2.20), and the result is immediate

by definition. Assume w(1), and hence w(n) for any n, is non-degenerate. Let [i, u]n (i ∈
[K]∪{0}, 0 ≤ u ≤ τi,i/n) denote generic points in T

n
:= T (w(n)), and let 〈i, j〉n = [i, τi,j(w

(n))]n

(i, j ∈ [K] ∪ {0}) denote generic points in T n := T (w(n)). Define ψ̃n : T
1 → T

n
by

ψ̃n([i, u]1) = [i, (u/n)]n. (2.22)

It is easy to check ψ̃n is a well-defined injection, and it is surjective by (2.19). It follows from
the above definition and (2.19) that if ψn is the restriction of ψ̃n to T 1, then

ψn(〈i, j〉1) = 〈i, j〉n. (2.23)

Therefore ψn is an injective map from T 1 to T n, and as these vertex sets have the same
cardinality, ψn : T 1 → T n is a bijection. Clearly it preserves the root and preserves the labelled
leaves 1, . . . ,K. Let ≤n and <n denote the ancestral orderings in T

n
. Another application of

(2.19) shows that
[i, u]1 ≤1 [j, v]1 iff ψ̃n([i, u]1) ≤n ψ̃n([j, v]1). (2.24)

In particular, ψn is a graph isomorphism between T 1 and T n. Turning next to the metrics,
note that

d
τ (w(n))(ψ̃n([i, u]1), ψ̃n([j, v]1)) = d

τ (w(n))([i, u/n]n, [j, v/n]n) = n−1d
τ (w(1))([i, u]1, [j, v]1),

where in the last we have used (2.19) and the definition of dτ in (1.36). Therefore

ψ̃n : (T
1
, d

τ (w(1))/n) → (T
n
, d

τ (w(n))) is an isometry.

This shows ψn : (T 1, d
τ (w(1))/n) → (T n, d

τ (w(n))) is an isometric isomorphism, and ψ̃n is the

unique isometric extension of ψn to (T
1
, d

τ (w(1))/n), denoted by ψ̄n in Remark 11. We have

φw(n) ◦ ψ̄n([i, u]1) = φw(n)([i, (u/n)]n) = w(n)

i (u/n) = w(1)

i (u)/
√
n = φ

w
(1)
1
([i, u]1)/

√
n.

By Remark 11 the result follows. �
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3 General Convergence and the Proofs of Theorems 13 and 14

3.1 Proof of Lemma 12

Lemma 34. For every s > 0, Ns
H[J({(u,w) : L(w) 6= u})] = 0.

Proof. It suffices to show for each u > 0, Ns
H

[
Hu({w : L(w) 6= u})

]
= 0, and this follows from

NH

[
Hu({w : L(w) 6= u})

]
= 0. (3.1)

The mean measure of Hu under NH is the law of a Brownian path stopped at u (this is an
elementary consequence of (II.8.6)(a) of [26]) so (3.1) reduces to showing that if B is a Brownian
motion starting at 0 and Bu(t) = B(t ∧ u), then L(Bu) = u a.s., which is obvious. �

To prove Lemma 12 we need a moment formula forH which is implicit in [7]. Using notation
from [7], we let r ∈ N, ~t = (t1, . . . , tr) ∈ (0,∞)r, ̥ ∈ Σr be a non-degenerate shape, and ≺
denote the ancestral relation on ̥. Consider a metric, d, on ̥ satisfying d(i, 0) = ti for the
leaves i = 1, . . . , r, and let ~u = (~t, ur+1, . . . , u2r−1) where ui = d(i, 0) for the interior vertices
i > r in ̥ (recall Remark 6(b)). Hence the set of possible values of (ur+1, . . . , u2r−1) is

M(~t,̥) = {(ur+1, . . . , u2r−1) : if ui = ti for i ≤ r, then for all k, ℓ ≤ 2r − 1,

k ≺ ℓ implies uk < uℓ} (if r = 1, the set is empty),

and d = d(~u) is uniquely determined by ~u. Then (W 1,~u,̥, . . . ,W r,~u,̥) denotes a tree-indexed
Brownian motion with variance parameter σ2 on T (̥, ~u) := (̥, d(~u)) (see Definition 2.8 of

[7]). This means {W i,~u,̥
t , t ∈ [0, ti] : i ≤ r} are correlated Brownian motions, starting at o,

(variance parameter σ2), where for i 6= j W i,~u,̥ = W j,~u,̥ on [0, ui∧j ], and W i,~u,̥ and W j,~u,̥

evolve independently after time ui∧j. Here, for r > 1, i ∧ j ∈ {r + 1, . . . , 2r − 1} is the most
recent common ancestor of leaves i and j with respect to ≺. We write d~u for integration with
respect to (ur+1, . . . , u2r−1).

Lemma 35. Fix d ∈ N. If r ∈ N, ~t ∈ (0,∞)r and φ : Cr → R+ is Borel then

NH

[∫
· · ·
∫
φ(w1, . . . , wr)dHt1(w1) . . . Htr(dwr)

]
=
∑

̥∈Σr

∫

M(~t,̥)
E
[
φ(W 1,~u,̥

·∧t1 , . . . ,W r,~u,̥
·∧tr )

]
d~u.

(3.2)

Proof. It suffices to prove (3.2) for φ ≥ 0 a Borel function of (w1|~s(1) , . . . , wr|~s(r)) where each

~s(ℓ) = (s
(ℓ)
0 , . . . , s

(ℓ)

m(ℓ)) is a finite dimensional set of times 0 = s
(ℓ)
0 < · · · < s

(ℓ)

m(ℓ) = tℓ. (For
this recall that wi(· ∧ ti) = wi for Hti-a.a. wi.) In this finite dimensional case both sides of
(3.2) are integrals of φ with respect to a finite dimensional finite measure and so equality of
these measures will follow from equality of their characteristic functions. This is established in
Propositions 2.6 and 2.9 of [7], and we are done. �

Corollary 36. Let r ∈ N≥2, ~t ∈ (0,∞)r and ψ : R
{(i,j)∈[r]×[r]:i<j}
+ → R+ be Borel. Then

NH

[ ∫
· · ·
∫
ψ((τ(wi, wj))i,j∈[r],i<j)dHt1(w1) . . . Htr(dwr)

]
=
∑

̥∈Σr

∫

M(~t,̥)
ψ((ui∧j)i<j≤r)d~u.

(3.3)

Proof. Let r, ~t and ̥ ∈ Σr be as above, and ~u ∈ M(~t,̥). By definition this means that
ui∧j < min(ti, tj). By definition and elementary properties of Brownian motion,

ui∧j = τ(W i,~u,̥
·∧ti ,W j,~u,̥

·∧tj ) for all i, j ∈ [r], i < j a.s. (3.4)

Let ψ be as above and apply Lemma 35 with φ(w1, . . . , wr) = ψ((τ(wi, wj))i,j∈[r],i<j) and then
use (3.4) to complete the proof. �
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Proof of Lemma 12. By the definition of non-degeneracy and simple union bounds, it suffices
to show the following:

(0) for K = 1, N̂s
H

(
τ(W1,W1) = 0

)
= 0,

(a) for K = 2, N̂s
H

(
τ(W1,W2) = 0

)
= 0,

(b) for K = 2, N̂s
H

(
τ(W1,W2) = L(W1)

)
= 0,

(c) for K = 3, N̂s
H

(
τ(W1,W2) = τ(W1,W3) = τ(W2,W3)

)
= 0.

Item (0) is immediate from Lemma 34. In each of (a)-(c) we want to show a result of the form
N̂s

H

(
(W1, . . . ,Wr) ∈ A

)
= 0, i.e.

N
s
H

[∫
(0,∞)r Ht1 × · · · ×Htr(A)dt1 . . . dtr( ∫

(0,∞)Ht(1)dt
)r

]
= 0. (3.5)

Elementary arguments show it suffices to to prove that NH

[
Ht1 × · · · ×Htr(A)

]
= 0 for every

t1, . . . , tr > 0.
By (3.1) we have NH-a.e. that L(wi) = ti for Hti-a.a. wi. Therefore to prove (a) and (b) it

suffices to show that for fixed t1, t2 ∈ (0,∞),

NH

[
Ht1 ×Ht2(τ(w1, w2) /∈ (0, t1 ∧ t2))

]
= 0. (3.6)

To see this apply Corollary 36 with r = 2. Recall that Σ[2] consists of a single shape ̥ corre-

sponding to a single internal binary branch, and u ∈ M(~t,̥) iff 0 < u < min(t1, t2). So this

and Corollary 36 show that the left-hand side of (3.6) equals
∫ min(t1,t2)
0 1{u/∈(0,min(t1,t2))}du = 0.

Turning to (c), let ti ∈ (0,∞) for i = 1, 2, 3. As for (3.6) it suffices to prove

NH

[
Ht1 ×Ht2 ×Ht3(τ(w1, w2) = τ(w2, w3) = τ(w1, w3))

]
= 0. (3.7)

In this case we take r = 3 in Corollary 36 and recall that Σ3 = {̥i : i = 1, 2, 3} has 3 shapes.
For each shape, the event in (3.7) reduces to equality of the two internal branch times u4, u5,
that is, by Corollary 36 the left-hand side of (3.7) equals

3∑

i=1

∫

M(~t,̥i)
1{u1∧2=u1∧3=u2∧3}du4du5 =

3∑

i=1

∫

M(~t,̥i)
1{u4=u5}du4du5 = 0.

�

Let τi,j(̥, ~u) = ui∧j if i 6= j and τi,i(̥, ~u) = ti, extend W i,~u,̥ to be constant on [ti,∞),
and then let W ~u,̥ = (W i,~u,̥)i≤r ∈ Cr. Then by (3.4), τ (̥, ~u) = τ (W ~u,̥) =: τ . The
construction of T (W ~u,̥), and in particular the construction of π, in Section 1.5 easily gives
̥ = T (W ~u,̥). Remark 26 and (1.43) show that dτ (0, i∧ j) = τi,j = ui∧j = d(~u)(0, i∧ j) (there
is now no ambiguity in interpreting i ∧ j), and therefore d(~u) = dτ . These equalities imply

that ̥ = T (W ~u,̥) and so φW ~u,̥([i, v]) = W ~u,̥
i (v) is an embedding on ̥. We conclude that

(̥, d(~u), φW ~u,̥) is a non-degenerate gst. As in Corollary 36 we can use the above identifications

25



to see that if Zs,r = (s/2)1(Hs(1) > 0)
[∫∞

0 Ht(1) dt
]−r

, then (recall ~u = (~t, ur+1, . . . , u2r−1))

N̂
s
H((W, τ (W ),Br(W )) ∈ ·)

= NH

(
Zs,r

∫

Rr
+

∫

Cr

1((W, τ (W ),Br(W )) ∈ ·) dHt1(W1) . . . dHtr(Wr)d~t
)

≪ NH

(∫

Rr
+

∫

Cr

1((W, τ (W ),Br(W )) ∈ ·) dHt1(W1) . . . dHtr(Wr)d~t
)

=

∫

Rr
+

∑

̥∈Σr

[∫

M(~t,̥)
P
(
(W ~u,̥, τ (̥, ~u), (̥, d(~u), φW ~u,̥)) ∈ ·

)
d~u
]
d~t. (3.8)

The above absolute continuity result allows one to deduce qualitative properties of the
left-hand side as was done in the proof of Lemma 12.

3.2 A Convergence Theorem For General Historical Processes

We start with a simple abstract result on weak convergence of a sequence of samples selected
according to a sequence of weakly convergent random measures. For a Polish space E2, let FK :
MF (E2) → MF ((E2)

K) denote the normalised K-fold product measure, i.e. for µ ∈ MF (E2),

FK(µ) =




0M , if µ(1) = 0
µ× · · · × µ

µ(1)K
, otherwise.

(3.9)

Lemma 37. Fix K ∈ N and let E1, E2 be Polish spaces. Assume for each n ∈ N, we
have a random vector (Z(n),M (n)) ∈ E1 × MF (E2) with M (n)(E2) > 0 a.s., and conditional
on (Z(n),M (n)), {V (n)

i : i ≤ K} is a collection of i.i.d. random vectors with common law
M (n)/M (n)(E2). Assume also (Z,M) ∈ E1 × MF (E2), M(E2) > 0 a.s., and conditional on
(Z,M), {Vi : i ≤ K} are i.i.d. with lawM/M(E2). If (Z

(n),M (n))
w−→ (Z,M) in E1×MF (E2),

then (Z(n),M (n), V (n))
w−→ (Z,M, V ) on E1 ×MF (E2)× (E2)

K .

Proof. Let φ1 : E1 ×MF (E2) → R and φ2 : (E2)
K → R be bounded and continuous functions.

Define ψ : E1 ×MF (E2) → R by

ψ(z, ν) =
[
φ1(z, ν)

∫
φ2dFK(ν)

]
1{ν(1)>0}.

Then ψ is a bounded function which is continuous at all points (z, ν) with ν(1) > 0. Note that
M(E2) > 0 a.s., and M (n)(E2) > 0, a.s., and that

E[φ2(V
(n))|M (n), Z(n)] =

∫
φ2dFK(M (n)), and E[φ2(V )|M,Z] =

∫
φ2dFK(M).

We may conclude from the assumed weak convergence that

lim
n→∞

E
[
φ1(Z

(n),M (n))φ2(V
(n))
]
= lim

n→∞
E
[
ψ(Z(n),M (n))

]

= E[ψ(Z,M)]

= E[φ1(Z,M)φ2(V )].

The result follows. �
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In this subsection we work in an abstract setting that includes our rescaled historical pro-
cesses for BRW and lattice trees. Assume that for each n ∈ N, (H (n)

t , t ≥ 0) is a stochas-
tic process with sample paths in D∞(MF (D)) on some probability space (Ω,F ,P). We let
S(n) = inf{t : H (n)

t = 0} and assume throughout that

0 < S(n) <∞, and H (n)

t = 0 for all t ≥ S(n) and n ∈ N a.s. (3.10)

This is clear for both BRW and lattice trees with H (n)

t defined as in Sections 1.1 and 1.2,
respectively. The first part holds by (1.15) and because there is an individual of generation 0,
and the second part is obvious. Condition 38(i) below will imply that P(S(n) > s) > 0 for all
s > 0, which will allow us to introduce Ps

n = P(·|S(n) > s). We may define I(n) and J (n) as
before in this setting, that is, I(n) is the finite (by (3.10)) measure on D defined by

I(n)(A×B) =

∫ ∞

0

∫
1A(u)1B(w)H

(n)
u (dw)du,

and J (n) = F1(I
(n)). For t > 0, let I(n)

t (G) = I(n)(G ∩ ([0, t] × D)), and J (n)

t = F1(I
(n)

t ). Note
that J (n) and J (n)

t are probabilities for all t > 0, n ∈ N a.s. because 0 < I(n)

t (D) ≤ I(n)(D) <∞
for all t > 0 a.s. by (3.10). For the limiting historical Brownian motion we also introduce
It(·) = I(· ∩ ([0, t] × D)) ∈ MF (D) a.s., and Jt = F1(It) which are probabilities on D for all
t > 0 a.s. We suppress dependence on the spatial variance σ20 of the limiting HBM. Recall the
definition of the lifetime L(w) of a path w ∈ D from (1.21).

Condition 38. The following hold for every s > 0:

(i) ∃c0 > 0 such that lim
n→∞

sup
t≥s

|ntP(S(n) > t)− c0| = 0, and P(S(n) > s) > 0 ∀n ∈ N,

(ii) as n→ ∞,

P
s
n(H

(n) ∈ ·) f.d.d.−→ N
s
H(H ∈ ·), (3.11)

(iii) for every t > 0,
sup
n∈N

sup
u≤t

E
s
n[H

(n)
u (1)p] <∞ ∀p ∈ N, (3.12)

(iv) for every n ∈ N, Es
n[J

(n)({(u,w) : L(w) 6= [u]n})] = 0.

Lemma 39.

(a) Assume that S(n) has the same law as S(1)/n and that limt→∞ tP(S(1) > t) = c0 for some
c0 > 0. Then Condition 38(i) holds.

(b) If Condition 38(i) holds then for each s > 0 there an n0 = n0(s) ∈ N so that

s

3(s ∨ t) ≤ P
s
n(S

(n) > t) ≤ 3s

s ∨ t , for all t > 0, n ≥ n0.

Proof. (a) Let s > 0. Then supt≥s |ntP(S(n) > t) − c0| = supt≥s |ntP(S(1) > nt) − c0| → 0 as
n → ∞. Also the given convergence implies S(1) has unbounded support and so the same is
true for S(1)/n.
(b) By Condition 38(i) there is an n0 so that for n ≥ n0, supt≥s |ntP(S(n) > t) − c0| ≤ c0/2.
Therefore for n ≥ n0 and t ≥ s we have

P
s
n(S

(n) > t) =
P(S(n) > t)

P(S(n) > s)
∈
[ s
3t
,
3s

t

]
=
[ s

3(s ∨ t) ,
3s

s ∨ t
]
.

For t < s the probability in the Lemma is one and the bound is trivial. �
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Condition 38 holds both for lattice trees with d > 8 and L large, and for BRW. In either
case, (i) follows from (1.15) and Lemma 39(a). Part (iv) holds (again in either case) by (1.23),
and the validity of (ii) was discussed at the end of Section 1.3. For lattice trees, (iii) is well-
known (see e.g. [7, Lemma 2.13]), and for BRW, (iii) is readily proved using a predictable
square function inequality of Burkholder as in Exercise II.4.1 of [26] (recall (1.1)).

Lemma 40. Suppose that Condition 38 holds. Then for any t, s > 0, under Ps
n we have

P
s
n

(
(I(n)

t , J (n)

t , S(n)) ∈ ·
) w−→ N

s
H

(
(It, Jt, S) ∈ ·

)
in MF (D)2 × R+ as n→ ∞.

Proof. Let s, t > 0. The weak convergence of I(n)

t to It is proved as in Lemma 2.2 of [22] using
the method of moments and Condition 38. Although only minor changes are needed in that
argument, we sketch the proof below. Let p ∈ N, u1, . . . , up ∈ [0, t], and φ ∈ Cb(D). Then
(3.11), (3.12) and a uniform integrability argument give

lim
n→∞

E
s
n

[ p∏

i=1

H (n)
ui

(φ(ui, ·))
]
= N

s
H

[ p∏

i=1

Hui(φ(ui, ·))
]
. (3.13)

A simple Fubini argument together with (3.12), (3.13) and Dominated Convergence then implies

lim
n→∞

E
s
n

[(∫ t

0
H (n)

u (φ(u, ·)) du
)p]

= N
s
H

[(∫ t

0
Hu(φ(u, ·)) du

)p]
. (3.14)

Taking p = 1 and φ(u,w) = ψ(w) gives

E
s
n

[∫ t

0
H (n)

u (·) du
]
→ N

s
H

[∫ t

0
Hu(·) du

]
in MF (D).

This implies tightness of {Es
n[I

(n)

t (·)] : n ∈ N} on D, and so if ε > 0 we may find a compact set
K ⊂ D so that

sup
n

E
s
n

[∫ t

0
H (n)

u (Kc) du
]
< ε2.

By Markov’s inequality we obtain

sup
n

P
s
n

(
I(n)

t

(
([0, t]×K)c

)
> ε
)
≤ sup

n
E
s
n

[∫ t

0
H (n)

u (Kc) du
]
/ε < ε. (3.15)

A simpler argument gives tightness of the total masses
∫ t
0 H

(n)
u (1)du = I(n)

t (1). By a well-
known characterization of tightness for random measures (e.g., take constant processes in The-
orem II.4.1 of [26]), the compact containment in (3.15) and tightness of the total mass now
implies tightness of the laws {Ps

n(I
(n)

t ∈ ·) : n ∈ N} on MF (D).
Let Ĩt denote a subsequential limit point of these laws (under a probability P). It follows

from (3.12) and a uniformly integrability argument that for φ ∈ Cb(D)

lim
n→∞

E
s
n

[
I(n)

t (φ)p
]
= E

[
Ĩt(φ)

p
]
,

and so by (3.14) we have
E[Ĩt(φ)

p] = N
s
H[It(φ)

p] ∀p ∈ N. (3.16)

Use the fact that Ns
H[e

θIt(1)] < ∞ for small θ > 0 (e.g. see the proof of Lemma 2.2 in [22]) to

conclude that P(Ĩt(φ) ∈ ·) = Ns
H(It(φ) ∈ ·) for every φ ∈ Cb(D), and in particular E[e−Ĩt(φ)] =

Ns
H[e

−It(φ)] for all such φ. It follows (e.g. see Lemma II.5.9 of [26]) that P(Ĩt ∈ ·) = Ns
H(It ∈ ·)

and hence we get Ps
n(I

(n)

t ∈ ·) w−→ Ns
H(It ∈ ·) on MF (D).
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Note that F1 : MF (D) → MF (D) is continuous except at 0M which has zero probability
with respect to Ns

H(It ∈ ·), and so by the continuous mapping theorem we conclude

P
s
n

(
(I(n)

t , J (n)

t ) ∈ ·
) w−→ N

s
H

(
(It, Jt) ∈ ·

)
for all s > 0. (3.17)

It remains to accommodate S(n) but this is implicitly contained in the above since s > 0 is
arbitrary, as we now show. Let ψ : MF (D)2 → R be bounded and continuous and t > 0. Then

E
s
n

[
ψ(I(n)

t , J (n)

t )1{S(n)>t}
]
=

E
[
ψ(I(n)

t , J (n)

t )1{S(n)>s∨t}
]

P(S(n) > s)

= E
s∨t
n [ψ(I(n)

t , J (n)

t )] · P(S
(n) > s ∨ t)

P(S(n) > s)

→ N
s∨t
H [ψ(It, Jt)] ·

s

s ∨ t as n→ ∞, (3.18)

where we have used (3.17) and the survival asymptotics Condition 38(i). Now argue as above
and use the survival probability (1.17) to see that the right side of (3.18) is Ns

H [ψ(It, Jt)1{S>t}].
The result now follows easily. �

Corollary 41. Suppose that Condition 38 holds. Then for any s > 0,

P
s
n

(
(I(n), J (n), S(n)) ∈ ·

) w−→ N
s
H

(
(I, J, S) ∈ ·

)
on MF (D)2 × R+ as n→ ∞.

Proof. Let ψ : MF (D)2×R+ → R be bounded and continuous. Now observe that on {S(n) ≤ t},
we have I(n) = I(n)

t and J (n) = J (n)

t . So by Lemma 39 we have for n ≥ n0,

∣∣∣Es
n

[
ψ(I(n), J (n), S(n))− ψ(I(n)

t , J (n)

t , S(n))
]∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣Es

n

[
ψ(I(n)

t , J (n)

t , S(n))1{S(n)>t}
]∣∣∣+

∣∣∣Es
n

[
ψ(I(n), J (n), S(n))1{S(n)>t}

]∣∣∣

≤ 2‖ψ‖∞
3s

s ∨ t .

Similarly, since for all s, t > 0, Ns
H(S > t) = s

s∨t (by (1.17)), we have

∣∣∣Ns
H

[
ψ(It, Jt, S)− ψ(I, J, S)

]∣∣∣ ≤ 2‖ψ‖∞
s

s ∨ t .

Choose t large enough and apply Lemma 40 to finish the proof. �

FixK ∈ N. We use the same notation as in Section 1.4, so that under P̂s
n, given (I(n), J (n), S(n)),

(T(n)

i ,W (n)

i )i≤K are i.i.d. random vectors distributed according to the (given) probability J (n).

We set W
(n)

= (T(n)

i ,W (n)

i )i≤K ∈ DK
. The above prescribes the law of (I(n), J (n), S(n),W

(n)
) on

MF (D)2 ×R+ ×DK
under P̂s

n. Similarly the joint law of (I, J, S,W ) on MF (D)2 ×R+ ×DK

under N̂s
H is such that, given (I, J, S), W = (Ti,Wi)i≤K are i.i.d. with law J . In fact, under

N̂s
H, (I, J, S,W ) is supported on MF (R+ × C)2 × R+ × (R+ × C)K , where C ⊂ D is the space

of continuous functions from R+ to Rd (see Section 1.3).

Remark 42. Note that S(n) = inf{t : I(n)([t,∞)×D) = 0} and S = inf{t : I([t,∞)×D) = 0},
and so in the above conditioning we are really only conditioning on I(n) and I, respectively. ◭

Lemma 43. Suppose that Condition 38 holds. Then

P̂
s
n

(
(I(n), J (n), S(n),W

(n)
) ∈ ·

) w−→ N̂
s
H

(
(I, J, S,W ) ∈ ·

)
in MF (D)2 × R+ ×DK

as n→ ∞.
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Proof. We apply Lemma 37 with Z(n) = (J (n), S(n)), Z = (J, S), M = I, M (n) = I(n), and

V (n) = W
(n)
. Corollary 41 provides the weak convergence required to use Lemma 37, and the

a.s. strict positivity of I(n)(D) and I(D) was noted in Section 1.4 when defining J (n) and J . �

In view of this and the fact that the weak convergence is for random vectors in a Polish
space we may use Skorokhod’s representation and work on a new probability space (Ω,F ,Ps)
where we have

(I(n), J (n), S(n),W
(n)

) → (I, J, S,W ), P
s-a.s. (3.19)

Recall the definition of the branch time τ(w,w′) of w,w′ ∈ D from (1.30) and let K ∈ N.
Condition 38(iv) and Lemma 34 imply that

∀i ≤ K, [T(n)

i ]n = L(W (n)

i ) <∞ ∀n, and Ti = L(Wi) <∞, P
s-a.s., (3.20)

and therefore

τ(W (n)

i ,W (n)

j ) ≤ T
(n)

i ∧T
(n)

j <∞ and τ(Wi,Wj) ≤ Ti∧Tj <∞, ∀i, j ≤ K,n ∈ N a.s. (3.21)

It follows from (3.19) and (3.20) that

(
I(n), J (n), S(n), (L(W (n)

i ),W (n)

i )i≤K

)
→
(
I, J, S, (L(Wi),Wi)i≤K

)
a.s. in MF (D)2 × R+ ×DK

.
(3.22)

Our goal is to add the branch times, τ(W (n)

i ,W (n)

j ), to the above convergence.

Lemma 44. Suppose that Condition 38 holds. Then for any s, η > 0 there is a ϑ > 0 such
that Ps

n(I
(n)(1) ≤ ϑ) < η for all n ∈ N.

Proof. Given s, η > 0 we may choose ϑ > 0 so that Ns
H(I(1) ≤ 2ϑ) < η/2. The result is now

immediate from Corollary 41 (for n large enough) and from I(n)(1) > 0 Ps
n-a.s. (for remaining

n by readjusting ϑ). �

To continue with the proof of Theorem 13, we need the following additional condition. Part
(i) states that for large n it is unlikely that the branch time between two randomly chosen
paths is close to one of the lifetimes. Part (ii) shows it is asymptotically unlikely that two such
randomly chosen paths separate early enough but remain close for a while after branching.
Part (iii) will ensure that κn(W

(n)) ∈ CK P̂s
n-a.s. (recall κn from the end of Section 1.5).

Condition 45. For every s, t0 > 0,

(i)

lim
δ↓0

lim sup
n→∞

E
s
n

[∫ t0

0

∫ t0

0

∫ ∫
1{τ(w1,w2)>(u1∧u2)−δ}H

(n)
u1

(dw1)H
(n)
u2

(dw2)du1 du2

]
= 0,

(3.23)

(ii) for every δ > 0,

lim
ε↓0

lim sup
n→∞

E
s
n

[∫ t0

0

∫ t0

0

∫ ∫
1{|w1,τ(w1,w2)+δ−w2,τ(w1,w2)+δ|<ε}

× 1{τ(w1,w2)≤(u1∧u2)−δ}H
(n)
u1

(dw1)H
(n)
u2

(dw2)du1 du2

]
= 0. (3.24)

(iii) For all n, Es
n[I

(n)({(u,w) : w0 6= o})] = 0.
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Theorem 46. Assume (3.10) and Conditions 38 and 45. Then the conclusions, (1.48) and
(1.49), of Theorem 13 hold.

Proof. We work on the probability space on which (3.22) holds. We first fix i, j and show

τ(W (n)

i ,W (n)

j )
Ps,K

−→ τ(Wi,Wj) as n→ ∞. (3.25)

If i = j this amounts to L(W (n)

i )
Ps,K

−→ L(Wi) which we know by (3.22), so assume i 6= j.
Let δ > 0. It suffices to show that

lim
n→∞

P
s,K
(
τ(W (n)

i ,W (n)

j ) > τ(Wi,Wj) + δ
)
= 0, and (3.26)

lim
n→∞

P
s,K
(
τ(W (n)

i ,W (n)

j ) + δ < τ(Wi,Wj)
)
= 0. (3.27)

Lemma 31(c) and (3.22) imply that

lim sup
n→∞

τ(W (n)

i ,W (n)

j ) ≤ τ(Wi,Wj), P
s,K − a.s. (3.28)

Thus,

lim sup
n→∞

P
s,K
(
τ(W (n)

i ,W (n)

j ) > τ(Wi,Wj) + δ
)

≤ lim sup
n→∞

P
s,K
(
∪∞
k=n{τ(W (k)

i ,W (k)

j ) > τ(Wi,Wj) + δ}
)

≤ P
s,K
(
lim sup
n→∞

τ(W (n)

i ,W (n)

j ) ≥ τ(Wi,Wj) + δ
)
= 0. (3.29)

This proves (3.26), so it remains to show (3.27).
To prove (3.27) it suffices to fix η > 0 and show that for sufficiently small δ > 0 and all n

sufficiently large, depending on δ,

P
s,K
(
τ(W (n)

i ,W (n)

j ) + δ < τ(Wi,Wj)
)
< η. (3.30)

(Here we can restrict to small δ because the left-hand side is decreasing in δ.) By Lemma 39(b)
and Lemma 44 we can choose t0 = t0(η) large and ζ = ζ(η) > 0 small so that

sup
n≥n0

P
s,K(S(n) ≥ t0/2) + sup

n
P
s(I(n)(1) ≤ 2ζ) < η/10. (3.31)

Fix such a t0 and ζ. Then (3.22) implies

P
s,K(S ≥ t0) + P

s,K(I(1) ≤ ζ) ≤ η/10. (3.32)

Recall that i and j are fixed. Let Wi,t ∈ Rd denote the location of the path Wi at time t.
We claim next that for any n ∈ N, δ, ε > 0, up to sets of Ps-probability 0,

E := {S(n) < t0, S < t0} ∩
{
sup
t≤t0

|W (n)

i,t −Wi,t| <
ε

4
, sup
t≤t0

|W (n)

j,t −Wj,t| <
ε

4

}

∩ {τ(W (n)

i ,W (n)

j ) + δ < τ(Wi,Wj)}

⊂
{∣∣∣W (n)

i,τ(W
(n)
i ,W

(n)
j )+δ

−W (n)

j,τ(W
(n)
i ,W

(n)
j )+δ

∣∣∣ < ε
}
∩ {S(n) < t0}. (3.33)

Assume that the event E on the left-hand side of the inclusion (3.33) holds. By Lemma 34 and
the fact that J is supported on [0, S]×D we see that

τ(W (n)

i ,W (n)

j ) + δ < τ(Wi,Wj) ≤ L(Wi) ≤ S < t0.
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Therefore E implies that

|W (n)

k,τ(W
(n)
i ,W

(n)
j )+δ

−W
k,τ(W

(n)
i ,W

(n)
j )+δ

| < ε/4 for k = i, j. (3.34)

In addition, τ(W (n)

i ,W (n)

j ) + δ < τ(Wi,Wj) implies that

W
i,τ(W

(n)
i ,W

(n)
j )+δ

=W
j,τ(W

(n)
i ,W

(n)
j )+δ

.

This and (3.34) allow us to use the triangle inequality to conclude that
∣∣∣W (n)

i,τ(W
(n)
i ,W

(n)
j )+δ

−W (n)

j,τ(W
(n)
i ,W

(n)
j )+δ

∣∣∣ ≤ ε

4
+
ε

4
< ε.

This proves the claim (3.33). This latter inclusion implies that for any ε, δ > 0 and n ∈ N,

P
s
(
τ(W (n)

i ,W (n)

j ) + δ < τ(Wi,Wj)
)

≤ P
s(S ≥ t0) + P

s(S(n) ≥ t0) + P
s(I(n)(1) ≤ ζ) +

∑

k=i,j

P
s
(
sup
t≤t0

|W (n)

k,t −Wk,t| ≥ ε/4
)

+ P
s
(∣∣W (n)

i,τ(W
(n)
i ,W

(n)
j )+δ

−W (n)

j,τ(W
(n)
i ,W

(n)
j )+δ

∣∣ < ε, S(n) < t0, I
(n)(1) > ζ

)

≤ η

2
+ P

s
(∣∣W (n)

i,τ(W
(n)
i ,W

(n)
j )+δ

−W (n)

j,τ(W
(n)
i ,W

(n)
j )+δ

∣∣ < ε, S(n) < t0, I
(n)(1) > ζ

)
(3.35)

where the last line holds for n ≥ n0 ∨ n1(ε) by (3.22) (recall Wk is continuous a.s.), (3.31) and
(3.32). Let pn = pn(δ, ε) denote the probability arising on the right-hand side of (3.35).

By definition of W (n)

k , we have that

pn ≤ E
s
n

[∫ t0
0

∫ t0
0

∫ ∫
1{|w1,τ(w1,w2)+δ−w2,τ(w1,w2)+δ|<ε}H

(n)
u1 (dw1)H

(n)
u2 (dw2)du1du2

I(n)(1)2
1{I(n)(1)>ζ}

]

≤ E
s
n

[∫ t0

0

∫ t0

0
ζ−2

∫ ∫
1{|w1,τ(w1,w2)+δ−w2,τ(w1,w2)+δ|<ε}H

(n)
u1

(dw1)H
(n)
u2

(dw2)du1du2

]
.

(3.36)

The expectation above is at most

ζ−2
E
s
n

[∫ t0

0

∫ t0

0

∫ ∫
1{|w1,τ(w1,w2)+δ−w2,τ(w1,w2)+δ|<ε}1{τ(w1,w2)≤(u1∧u2)−δ}H

(n)
u1

(dw1)H
(n)
u2

(dw2) du1du2

]

(3.37)

+ ζ−2
E
s
n

[∫ t0

0

∫ t0

0

∫ ∫
1{τ(w1,w2)>(u1∧u2)−δ}H

(n)
u1

(dw1)H
(n)
u2

(dw2) du1du2

]
. (3.38)

By Condition 45(i) there is a δ0 > 0 so that for each 0 < δ ≤ δ0 there is an n2 = n2(δ) ∈ N

for which (3.38) is at most η/4 for n ≥ n2. By Condition 45(ii) for each δ as above there
is an ε1 = ε1(δ) so that for 0 < ε ≤ ε1 there is an n3 = n3(δ, ε) for which (3.37) is at
most η/4 for n ≥ n3. So for 0 < δ ≤ δ0 we may set ε = ε1(δ) and then conclude that for
n ≥ n4(δ) := n0 ∨ n1(ε1(δ)) ∨ n2(δ) ∨ n3(δ, ε1(δ)), we have (3.35) with pn < η/2. This proves
(3.30) and the proof of (3.25) is complete.

In view of (3.22) and (3.25), to complete the proof of (1.49) it suffices to show that

BK(κn(W
(n)))

Ps,K

−→ BK(W ). (3.39)
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To prove this, first apply Lemma 32 (use the convergences in (3.22) and (3.25)) to see that

(κn(W
(n)), τ (κn(W

(n))))
Ps,K

−→ (W, τ (W )). (3.40)

Now use Lemma 12 and the above to apply Proposition 30 with w(n) = κn(W
(n)) and w = W

to establish (3.39) and also (1.48), thus completing the proof. �

Theorem 47. Assume (3.10), Conditions 38 and 45, and the scaling relation (1.13). Then
the conclusions, (1.51) and (1.52), of Theorem 14 hold.

Proof. By (1.13) and a short calculation we have for measurable φ : D → [0,∞),

∫
φ(u,w)I(n)(du, dw) = n−2

∫
φ ◦ ρ̄n(u,w)I(1)(du, dw), (3.41)

∫
φ(u,w)J (n)(du, dw) =

∫
φ ◦ ρ̄n(u,w)J (1)(du, dw), (3.42)

and
S(n) = S(1)/n, and so P

s
n = P

ns
1 . (3.43)

Let ψ1, ψ2 be non-negative measurable functions on MF (D)2 × R+ and DK , respectively. By
the definition of Ês

n = Ês
n(J

(n)) and (3.41)–(3.43) we have

Ê
s
n

[
ψ1(I

(n), J (n), S(n))ψ2(W
(n)

1 , . . . ,W (n)

K )
]

= E
s
n

[
ψ1(I

(n), J (n), S(n))

∫
· · ·
∫
ψ2(w)J

(n)(du1, dwi) . . . J
(n)(duK , dwK)

]

= E
ns
1

[
ψ1(n

−2I(1) ◦ ρ̄ −1
n , J (1) ◦ ρ̄ −1

n , S(1)/n)

∫
· · ·
∫
ψ2(ρn(w))J

(1)(du1, dw1) . . . J
(1)(duK , dwK)

]

= Ê
ns
1

[
ψ1(n

−2I(1) ◦ ρ̄ −1
n , J (1) ◦ ρ̄ −1

n , S(1)/n)ψ2(ρn(W
(1)

1 ), . . . , ρn(W
(1)

K ))
]
.

Therefore (recall W (n) = (W (n)

1 , . . . ,W (n)

K ))

P̂
s
n

(
(I(n), J (n), S(n),W (n)) ∈ ·

)
= P̂

sn
1

(
(n−2I(1) ◦ ρ̄ −1

n , J (1) ◦ ρ̄ −1
n , S(1)/n, ρn(W

(1))) ∈ ·
)

(3.44)

It is easy to check
κn ◦ ρn(w) = ρn ◦ κ1(w) ∀w ∈ DK . (3.45)

By the above and Lemma 33, if Bn,K is as in (1.50), then for all w(1) ∈ DK ,

BK(κn ◦ ρn(w(1))) = BK(ρn ◦ κ1(w(1))) = Bn,K(κ1(w
(1))). (3.46)

We also have from (3.45) and (2.19) that for all w(1) ∈ DK ,

τ (κn ◦ ρn(w(1))) = τ (ρn(κ1(w
(1)))) =

τ (κ1(w
(1)))

n
. (3.47)

Now use (3.44), (3.47), and (3.46) to conclude that

P̂
s
n

((
I(n), J (n), S(n),W (n), τ (κn(W

(n))),BK(κn(W
(n)))

)
∈ ·
)

(3.48)

= P̂
ns
1

((
n−2I(1) ◦ ρ̄ −1

n , J (1) ◦ ρ̄ −1
n , S(1)/n, ρn(W

(1)), τ (κ1(W
(1)))/n,Bn,K(κ1(W

(1)))
)
∈ ·
)
,

as laws on MF (D)2 × R+ × DK × RK2

+ × Tgst. By (3.40) and (3.25) we may replace τ (W (n))
with τ (κn(W

(n))) in the fifth component of the weakly convergent vector in Theorem 46 (that
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is, in (1.49)) and still get the weak convergence in Theorem 46. That is, the left-hand side of
(3.48) converges weakly to the historical Brownian limit law in Theorem 46, and hence so does
the right-hand side of (3.48). This proves (1.52). The equivalence in law of the τ components
in (3.48) implies,

P̂
ns
1 (κ1(W

(1)) is non-degenerate) = P̂
ns
1

(
τ (κ1(W

(1)))

n
is non-degenerate

)

= P̂
s
n(τ (κn(W

(n))) is non-degenerate) → 1 as n→ ∞,

where (1.48) from Theorem 46 is used in the last convergence. This gives (1.51) and the proof
is complete. �

Theorems 13 and 14 will now follow from Theorems 46 and 47, respectively, once we establish
(1.13), (3.10), and Conditions 38 and 45 for lattice trees with d > 8 and L sufficiently large,
and for BRW. We have already seen that (1.13), (3.10) and Condition 38 hold in both cases,
Condition 45(iii) is obvious, and so it remains to establish Condition 45(i),(ii) in both cases.

Remark 48. Under (1.13) the following slightly simpler conditions imply Condition 38:

(i)’ limt→∞ tP(S(1) > t) = c0 ∈ (0,∞),

(ii)’ For each s > 0, Psn
1 (H (n) ∈ ·) f.d.d.−→ Ns

H(H ∈ ·) as n→ ∞,

(iii)’ For each p ∈ N, supk∈Z+
E[(H (1)

k (1))p]/(kp−1 ∨ 1) <∞.

(iv)’ For each k ∈ Z+, H
(1)

k ({w : L(w) 6= k}) = 0 P− a.s.

Condition 38(i) follows easily from (i)’ and Lemma 39(a). The other derivations are easy. ◭

3.3 Verification of Condition 45(i),(ii) for lattice trees

We work in the setting of lattice trees described in Section 1.2 with d > 8 and L sufficiently
large. In particular Condition 38 holds. For any Borel A ⊂ [0,∞) and u1, u2 > 0 we have

(
H (n)

u1
×H (n)

u2

)(
τ(w1, w2) ∈ A

)
=

1

(C0n)2

∑

y1∈Tnu1

∑

y2∈Tnu2

1{τ(w(n)(u1,y1),w(n)(u2,y2))∈A}. (3.49)

For y1, y2 ∈ T , we use the notation τy1,y2(T ) to represent the branch time for the paths in T
from the origin to y1 and y2 respectively. Taking the expectation of (3.49) we obtain

E
s
n

[(
H (n)

u1
×H (n)

u2

)(
τ(w1, w2) ∈ A

)]
(3.50)

= (nP(S(n) > s))−1C
−2
0

n

∑

x1,x2∈Zd

∑

T∋o
W (T )1{Tns 6=∅}1{x1∈Tnu1 ,x2∈Tnu2}1{τx1,x2(T )∈nA}

≤ C(s ∨ 1)

n

∑

x1,x2∈Zd

∑

T∋o
W (T )1{x1∈Tnu1 ,x2∈Tnu2}1{τx1,x2 (T )∈nA}, (3.51)

where nA = {na : a ∈ A}, and we have used P(S(n) > s) ≥ c(s ∨ 1)−1 for all n and some c > 0
(by equations (1.22) and (1.27) in [22]) in the last line.

We will use the following Lemma to verify Condition 45(i) for lattice trees.
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Lemma 49. There exists a constant C(d, L) such that for all 0 ≤ m1 ≤ m2 ∈ Z+, and every
u1, u2 ≥ 0, n ∈ N,

∑

x1,x2∈Zd

∑

T∋o
W (T )1{x1∈Tnu1 ,x2∈Tnu2}1{τx1,x2(T )∈[m1+1,m2]} ≤ C(m2 −m1).

Proof. Let m∗
2 = min{m2, ⌊nu1⌋, ⌊nu2⌋}, and write the left hand side of the claimed bound as

∑

x0∈Zd

m∗
2∑

m=m1+1

∑

x1,x2

∑

T∋o
W (T )1{x1∈Tnu1 ,x2∈Tnu2}1{τx1,x2(T )=m}1{wm(nu1,x1)=x0}. (3.52)

We can write T as a union of T [0] containing o and x0, T
[1] containing x0 and x1, T

[2] containing
x0 and x2, that are all pairwise disjoint except for the common point x0 that is in all of them.
Replace the sum over T with a sum over these various trees and include the indicator 1{I′0,1,2}
that they are “almost” disjoint as above. Then this becomes

m∗
2∑

m=m1+1

∑

x0

∑

T [0]∋o:

x0∈T [0]
m

W (T [0])
∑

x1

∑

T [1]∋x0:

x1∈T [1]
nu1−m

W (T [1])
∑

x2

∑

T [2]∋x0:

x2∈T [2]
nu2−m

W (T [2])1{I′0,1,2}. (3.53)

Since all summands are non-negative, we may drop 1{I′0,1,2} to get an upper bound. Once this

indicator is removed we may perform the sum over x1 and x2, and then x0 to get three terms
(up to translation) of the form

∑
x

∑
T∋o:
x∈Tj

W (T ) = ρE[|Tj|], which is bounded by K, uniformly

in j ≥ 0 (recall (1.9)). Thus (3.53) is at most
∑m2

m=m1+1K
3 ≤ C(m2 −m1). �

Let us now verify Condition 45(i) for lattice trees (for d > 8 and L sufficiently large). Fix
s, t0 > 0. Condition 38(iv) gives an upper limit on τ , and so (3.51) shows the expression,

Es
n

[ ∫ ∫
1{τ(w1,w2)>(u1∧u2)−δ}H

(n)
u1 (dw1)H

(n)
u2 (dw2)

]
, appearing in (3.23), is at most

C(s ∨ 1)

n

∑

x1,x2

∑

T∋o
W (T )1{x1∈Tnu1 ,x2∈Tnu2}1{τx1,x2 (T )∈(n(u1∧u2)−nδ,n(u1∧u2)]}. (3.54)

By Lemma 49 this is at most

C(s ∨ 1)

n

[
n(u1 ∧ u2)− n((u1 ∧ u2)− δ) + 1

]
≤ Cs(δ +

1

n
).

The constant is independent of u1 and u2, and so we may integrate the above bound over
ui ≤ t0 and let n→ ∞ and then δ ↓ 0 to derive (3.23), as required.

We now turn our attention to Condition 45(ii). Note that for any u1, u2 ≥ 0, ε, δ > 0, n ∈ N

(
H (n)

u1
×H (n)

u2

)(
{(w,w′) : |wτ(w,w′)+δ − w′

τ(w,w′)+δ| < ε, τ(w,w′) ≤ (u1 ∧ u2)− δ}
)

=
1

(C0n)2

∑

x1∈Tnu1

∑

x2∈Tnu2

1{|w(n)
(τx1,x2(T )/n)+δ

(u1,x1)−w
(n)
(τx1,x2 (T )/n)+δ

(u2,x2)|<ε, τx1,x2 (T )/n≤(u1∧u2)−δ}.
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Taking expectation with respect to Es
n we obtain

E
s
n

[(
H (n)

u1
×H (n)

u2

)(
{(w,w′) : |wτ(w,w′)+δ − w′

τ(w,w′)+δ | < ε, τ(w,w′) ≤ (u1 ∧ u2)− δ}
)]

(3.55)

= (nP(S(n) > s))−1C
−2
0

n

⌊n(u1∧u2)−nδ⌋∑

m=0

∑

x1,x2

∑

T∋o
W (T )1{Tns 6=∅}1{x1∈Tnu1 ,x2∈Tnu2}1{τx1,x2(T )=m}

× 1{|wm+nδ(nu1,x1)−wm+nδ(nu2,x2)|<
√
nε}

≤ C(s ∨ 1)

n

⌊n(u1∧u2)−nδ⌋∑

m=0

∑

x1,x2

∑

T∋o
W (T )1{x1∈Tnu1 ,x2∈Tnu2}1{τx1,x2(T )=m}1{|wm+nδ(nu1,x1)−wm+nδ(nu2,x2)|<

√
nε},

where we have again used equations (1.22) and (1.27) in [22] in the last line.

Lemma 50. For any δ, δ′ > 0, there is an ε = ε(δ′) > 0 and an n0 = n0(δ, δ
′) such that for

every u1, u2 ≥ 0: for every m ∈ Z+ such that m ≤ n((u1 ∧ u2)− δ),

sup
n≥n0

∑

x1,x2

∑

T∋o
W (T )1{x1∈Tnu1 ,x2∈Tnu2}1{τx1,x2 (T )=m}1{|wm+nδ(nu1,x1)−wm+nδ(nu2,x2)|<

√
nε} < δ′.

Proof. If δ > u1 ∧ u2 then no claim is being made.
Otherwise, the argument of the supremum can be written as
∑

x0

∑

x1,x2

∑

y1,y2

∑

T∋o
1{x1∈Tnu1 ,x2∈Tnu2}W (T )1{τx1,x2(T )=m}1{wm(nu1,x1)=x0}

1{wm+nδ(nu1,x1)=y1}1{wm+nδ(nu2,x2)=y2}1{|y1−y2|<
√
nε}. (3.56)

We can write T as a union of T [0] containing o and x0, T
[1,1] containing x0 and y1, T

[1,2]

containing y1 and x1, T
[2,1] containing x0 and y2, T

[2,2] containing y2 and x2 that are all
pairwise disjoint except for their common start/end points (e.g. T [1,2] ∩T [1,1] = {y1}). Replace
the sum over T with a sum over these various trees and include the indicator 1{I0,1,2} that they
are “almost” disjoint as above. Then this becomes

∑

x0

∑

T [0]∋o:

x0∈T [0]
m

W (T [0])
∑

y1

∑

T [1,1]∋x0:

y1∈T [1,1]
nδ

W (T [1,1])
∑

y2

∑

T [2,1]∋x0:

y2∈T [2,1]
nδ

W (T [2,1])1{|y1−y2|<
√
nε}

∑

x1

∑

T [1,2]∋y1:

x1∈T [1,2]
n(u1−δ)−m

W (T [1,2])
∑

x2

∑

T [2,2]∋y2:

x2∈T [2,2]
n(u2−δ)−m

W (T [2,2])1{I0,1,2}. (3.57)

Since all summands are non-negative, we may drop 1{I0,1,2} to get an upper bound. Once this

indicator is removed we may perform the sum over (x1, T
[1,2]) and (x2, T

[2,2]) to get two terms
(up to translation) of the form

∑
x

∑
T∋o:
x∈Tt

W (T ) = ρE[|Tt|], which is bounded by a universal

constant K (recall (1.9)), uniformly in t ≥ 0. Thus (3.57) is at most K2 times

∑

x0,y1,y2

∑

T [0]∋o:

x0∈T [0]
m

W (T [0])
∑

T [1,1]∋x0:

y1∈T [1,1]
nδ

W (T [1,1])
∑

T [2,1]∋x0:

y2∈T [2,1]
nδ

W (T [2,1])1{|y1−y2|<
√
nε}.
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This is equal to

ρ3
∑

x0

P(x0 ∈ Tm)
∑

y1,y2

1{|y1−y2|<
√
nε}P(y1 − x0 ∈ Tnδ)P(y2 − x0 ∈ Tnδ)

= ρ3
∑

x0

P(x0 ∈ Tm)
∑

z1,z2

1{|z1−z2|<
√
nε}P(z1 ∈ Tnδ)P(z2 ∈ Tnδ)

≤ C
∑

z1,z2

1{|z1−z2|<
√
nε}P(z1 ∈ Tnδ)P(z2 ∈ Tnδ)

≤ C ′
E[|Tnδ|]−2

∑

z1,z2

1{|z1−z2|<
√
nε}P(z1 ∈ Tnδ)P(z2 ∈ Tnδ), (3.58)

where C ′ is a universal constant (i.e. it doesn’t depend on δ, δ′, t1, t2,m, n) and we have again
used the fact that supm≥0 E[|Tm|] < ∞. Define νn,1(A) = E[|Tδn|]−1

∑
z∈Zd 1{n−1/2z∈A}P(z ∈

Tδn) for Borel A ⊂ Rd, and for Borel R ⊂ Rd × Rd define

νn(R) = νn,1 × νn,1(R) = E[|Tδn|]−2
∑

z1,z2∈Zd

1{n−1/2(z1,z2)∈R}P(z1 ∈ Tδn)P(z2 ∈ Tδn).

Then νn (dependence on δ is suppressed) is the law of a pair of iid random vectors (Zn,1, Zn,2) ∈
Rd × Rd, each with law νn,1.

We know from [18, Theorem 1.12] that
∫
eik·zdνn,1(z) = E[|Tδn|]−1

∑
z∈Zd e

ik·z√
n P(z ∈ Tδn) →

e−k2δ
σ2
0
2 (in the notation of [18] we have σ20 := c0/d). Therefore (Zn,1, Zn,2) converges weakly to

a Gaussian vector (Z1, Z2) with Z1, Z2 independent, each with characteristic function e−k2δσ2
0/2.

Thus the bound in (3.58) equals

C ′
E[|Tnδ|]−2

∑

z1,z2

1{|z1−z2|<
√
nε}P(z1 ∈ Tnδ)P(z2 ∈ Tnδ)

= C ′P (|Zn,1 − Zn,2| < ε) → C ′P (|Z1 − Z2| < ε).

Choose ε > 0 sufficiently small (depending only on δ′) so that P (|Z1 − Z2| < ε) < δ′/(2C ′).
Next, choose n0(δ, δ

′, ε(δ′)) = n0(δ, δ
′) sufficiently large so that

P (|Zn,1 − Zn,2| < ε) < P (|Z1 − Z2| < ε) + δ′/(2C ′) for all n ≥ n0.

Then for all n ≥ n0, (3.58) is at most

C ′
[
P (|Z1 − Z2| < ε) +

δ′

2C ′

]
< δ′.

Our earlier bounds, now show that for all n ≥ n0, (3.56) is also bounded by δ′, as required. �

We can now verify Condition 45(ii) for lattice trees (with d > 8 and L sufficiently large).
Fix s, t0, δ > 0. For any ε > 0, u1, u2 ∈ [0, t0] we have from (3.55) that the expression,

Es
n

[(
H (n)

u1 ×H (n)
u2

)(
{(w,w′) : |wτ(w,w′)+δ −w′

τ(w,w′)+δ| < ε, τ(w,w′) ≤ (u1 ∧u2)− δ}
)]
, in (3.24)

is at most

C(s ∨ 1)

n

n(u1∧u2)−nδ∑

m=0

∑

x1,x2

∑

T∋o
W (T )1{x1∈Tnu1 ,x2∈Tnu2}1{τx1,x2(T )=m}1{|wm+nδ(nu1,x1)−wm+nδ(nu2,x2)|<

√
nε}.

(3.59)

Let δ′ > 0 and use Lemma 50 to find ε(δ′) and n0(δ′) so that for ε ≤ ε(δ′) and n ≥ n0(δ
′), (3.59)

is at most C(s ∨ 1)(u1 ∧ u2)δ′ uniformly in ui ≤ t0. Now integrate out ui ∈ [0, t0] (i = 1, 2) in
this bound and let n→ ∞, ε ↓ 0 and δ′ ↓ 0 (in that order) to verify Condition 45(ii).
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3.4 Verification of Condition 45 for branching random walk

We consider the branching random walk setting from Section 1.1. If α, β are labels in I let
α ∧ β denote their greatest common ancestor in the tree order on I. For t ≥ 0 let It = I⌊t⌋.
Recall that s > 0 is fixed throughout. We first bound the mean of the integral inside the time
integrals on the left hand side of (3.23), where we may assume 0 ≤ u1 ≤ u2, and n ∈ N, δ > 0
are fixed for now. We have from Condition 38(i), for a universal constant c,

E
s
n

[∫ ∫
1{τ(w1,w2)>u1−δ}H

(n)
u1

(dw1)H
(n)
u2

(dw2)
]

≤ c

n
E

[ ∑

α1∈Inu1

1{α1∈Tnu1}
∑

α2∈Inu2

1{α2∈Tnu2}1{τ(w(nu1,α1),w(nu2,α2))>n(u1−δ)}
]

=
c

n

(
E

[ ⌊nu1⌋∑

m=⌊(nu1−2nδ)+⌋

∑

α1∈Inu1

∑

α2∈Inu2

1{αi∈Tnui , i=1,2, |α1∧α2|=m}1τ(w(nu1,α1),w(nu2,α2))>n(u1−δ)}
]

+ E

[ ∑

α1∈Inu1

∑

α2∈Inu2

1{αi∈Tnui , i=1,2,|α1∧α2|<⌊(nu1−2nδ)+⌋}1{τ(w(nu1,α1),w(nu2,α2))−|α1∧α2|>⌈nδ⌉}
])

:=
c

n
[E1 + E2]. (3.60)

If β0 ∈ Ij and β1 ∈ Nk let β0 ∨ β1 ∈ Ij+k be the concatenation of β0 and β1. Consider α1, α2

and let m = |α1∧α2|, as in the sum contributing to E1. We can then set β0 = α1∧α2 ∈ Im and
find unique βj ∈ N⌊nuj⌋−m (with differing first coordinates) so that αj = β0 ∨ βj for j = 1, 2.
Note that

P(αj ∈ Tnuj for j = 1, 2) = P(β0 ∈ Tm)P(0 ∨ β1 ∈ Tnu1−m)P(0 ∨ β2 ∈ Tnu2−m).

Drop the final indicator in the sum defining E1 to see that

c

n
E1 ≤

c

n

⌊nu1⌋∑

m=⌊(nu1−2nδ)+⌋

∑

β0∈Im

∑

β1∈N⌊nu1⌋−m

∑

β2∈N⌊nu2⌋−m

P(β0 ∈ Tm)P(0 ∨ β1 ∈ Tnu1−m)

× P(0 ∨ β1 ∈ Tnu1−m)

=
c

n

⌊nu1⌋∑

m=⌊(nu1−2nδ)+⌋
E[|Tm|]E[|T⌊nu1⌋−m|]E[|T⌊nu2⌋−m|].

As the critical GW process has constant mean one this shows that

c

n
E1 ≤

c

n
(2δn + 1) = c(2δ +

1

n
). (3.61)

Let αi ∈ Inui for i = 1, 2 as in the sum defining E2 and let m = |α1∧α2| < ⌊(nu1−2nδ)+⌋}.
Define Sk = wm+k(nu1, α1) − wm+k(nu2, α2), k = 0, . . . , ⌊nu1⌋ −m. Then conditionally on T
Sk is a simple d-dimensional random walk with step distribution that of X = X1 −X2, where
Xi are iid with law D. Therefore

P(τ(w(nu1, α1), w(nu2, α2))− |α1 ∧ α2| > ⌈nδ⌉}|T )

= P(Sk = 0 for k = 1, . . . , ⌈nδ⌉) ≤ e−c′nδ,
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for some c′ > 0. Use this to see that

c

n
E2 ≤

c

n
E[|Tnu1 ||Tnu2 |]e−c′nδ ≤ c

[ 1
n
+ γu2

]
e−c′nδ ≤ c(1 + γ(u1 ∨ u2))e−c′nδ. (3.62)

In the above we use the classical result that E[|Tm|2] = 1+ γm (see e.g. Section 2 of [13]). Use
the bounds on E1 and E2 in (3.61) and (3.62) in (3.60), integrate out u1, u2 ∈ [0, t0] on the
left-hand side of (3.60), and in the resulting inequality let n → ∞, and then δ → 0 to prove
Condition 45(i).

The proof of Condition 45(ii) proceeds by a similar argument. Now δ > 0 is fixed and we
will let ε > 0 and n vary. Let Ŝk = wτ+k(nu1, α1)−wτ+k(nu2, α2), k = 0, . . . , ⌊nu1⌋− τ , where
τ = τ(w(nu1, α1), w(nu2, α2)). Since the ∆α variables in (1.2) are independent of each other,
and τ is a stopping time, (Ŝk) is a simple random walk with identical step distribution to (Sk).

Bounding the expectation on the left-hand side of (3.24) and using very similar reasoning
as in the proof of (i), one can reduce (3.24) to showing

lim
ε→0

lim sup
n→∞

P (|Ŝ⌊nδ⌋| ≤ ε
√
n) = 0.

For each δ this holds by the central limit theorem. �

Example 51 (Branching random walk). Recall the branching random walk notation from the
above, Section 1.1 and Remark 1. To make the latter a bit more precise we define a random
probability Ĵ (n) on I ×D (which projects down to J (n) by (1.26)) by

Ĵ (n)(V ×A×B) =
1

|T |
∑

t∈Z+/n

∑

α∈Tnt

1V (α)1A(t)1B(w
(n)(t, α)).

Then under P̂s
n = P̂s

n(Ĵ
(n)), given T , (α̂i,T

(n)

i ,W (n)

i )i∈N are iid with law Ĵ (n). Therefore given T ,
α̂i is uniformly chosen from T , T(n)

i = |α̂i|/n, andW (n)

i is given by (1.27). Let τ̂ (n)

i,j = |α̂i∧α̂j |/n,
which is the rescaled generation of the most recent common ancestor of the randomly selected
multi-indices α̂i and α̂j . (One can easily check that τ̂ ∈ RK by constructing an appropriate
w ∈ CK .) If τ (n)

i,j = τ(κn(W
(n)

i ), κn(W
(n)

j )), then the fact that common ancestral lineages imply
common spatial trajectories (recall (1.27)) implies

τ̂ (n)

i,j ≤ τ (n)

i,j for all i, j, n ∈ N, (3.63)

but strict inequality is possible if the spatial trajectories coincide for a few steps after τ̂
(n)

i,j .
Asymptotically they are the same:

for every i, j ∈ N, and s, ε > 0, P̂s
n(|τ (n)

i,j − τ̂ (n)

i,j | > ε) → 0 as n→ ∞. (3.64)

Here one uses the bound on E2 in the final step of the previous proof, which gives this with
τ(W (n)

i ,W (n)

j ) in place of τ (n)

i,j , and then applies (3.40) and (3.25). To study the true ancestral
tree, one may prefer to work with (T (τ̂ (n)), d

τ̂
(n)) in place of (T (τ (n)), d

τ
(n)). The inequality

(3.63) shows that φκn(W (n))([i, u]) = κn(W
(n)

i )(u) is well-defined on T (τ̂ (n)) and it is again easy

to verify continuity of φκn(W (n)). So we may define B̃n,K = (T (τ̂ (n)), d
τ̂
(n) , φκn(W (n))), if it is non-

degenerate, and ∅K otherwise. One can then use (3.64) and an easy extension of Proposition 30
to show that the weak convergence in Theorem 46 holds with the last two components of
the vector in (1.49) replaced by (τ̂ (n), B̃n,K). Now apply a simple scaling argument as in

Theorem 47 to see that for any s > 0 K ∈ N, as n → ∞, P̂sn
1 (τ̂ (1) non-degenerate) → 1 and if

B̂n,K = (T (τ (1)), d
τ̂
(1)/n, φκ1(W (1))/

√
n) then

P̂
sn
1

((I(1) ◦ ρ̄ −1
n

n2
, J (1) ◦ ρ̄ −1

n ,
S(1)

n
, ρn(W

(1)),
τ̂

(1)

n
, B̂n,K

)
∈ ·
)

(3.65)

w−→ N̂
s,σ2

0
H

((
I, J, S,W, τ (W ),BK (W )

)
∈ ·
)
in MF (D)2 × R+ ×DK × R

(K2)
+ × Tgst. ◭
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4 Proof of Theorem 19(b),(c)

Define a random measure, I(n)

X , and a random probability, J (n)

X , on R+ × Rd by

I(n)

X (A×B) =

∫ ∞

0

∫
1A(u)1B(x)X

(n)
u (dx) du =

∫
1A×B(u,wu)I

(n)(du,dw),

J (n)

X = I(n)

X /I(n)

X (R+ × R
d),

the last equality since I(n)

X (R+ × Rd) > 0 as o ∈ T . Recall that (Ω,F) is the underlying space
on which our random tree is defined. For ω ∈ Ω, let Pω be the law on (R+ ×Rd)N under which
the coordinate variables

(
(T(1)

j , V (1)

j )
)
j∈N are i.i.d. with law J (1)

X (ω), and let P̂ns
1 = P̂ns

1 (J (1)

X ) be

the probability on (Ω̂, F̂) = (Ω× (R+ ×Rd)N,F × Borel sets) given by

P̂
ns
1 (A×B) =

∫
1A(ω)Pω(B)dPns

1 .

For ω̂ ∈ Ω̂ we write ω̂ = (ω, ω′). We set (T(n)

j , V (n)

j ) = (
T
(1)
j

n ,
V

(1)
j√
n
) for j, n ∈ N, so that by (3.42),

conditional on ω,
(
(T(n)

j , V (n)

j )
)
j∈N are i.i.d. with common law J (n)

X (ω) under P̂ns
1 . Recalling that

Tt = T⌊t⌋, one easily sees that each V (1)

i is chosen uniformly from the vertices of T , and that

V (1)

j ∈ T⌊T(1)
j ⌋, so that ⌊T(1)

j ⌋ = dT (o, V
(1)

j ). (4.1)

Let T (n) = T /√n and T (n)

t = Tnt/
√
n for n ∈ N and t ≥ 0. As in [22] for si ≥ 0, xi ∈ Zd,

i = 1, 2, write

(s1, x1)
a→ (s2, x2) iff xi ∈ Tsi , i = 1, 2, and x2 is a descendant of x1 in T ,

and
(s1, x1)

a→ s2 iff (s1, x1)
a→ (s2, x2) for some x2 ∈ Z

d.

We also write (s1, x1)
a,n→ (s2, x2) and (s1, x1)

a,n→ s2 for si ≥ 0 and xi ∈ (Z/
√
n)d when the

above hold with T (n) in place of T . For i ∈ Z+ and m,n ∈ N as in [22, prior to Lemma 4.6] we
introduce (recall that C0 is as in (1.11))

Ωn
i,m =

{
ω ∈ Ω :∃y ∈ T (n)

i2−m s.t. (i2−m, y)
a,n→ (i+ 1)2−m

and

∫ (i+2)2−m

(i+1)2−m

|{x : (i2−m, y)
a,n→ (s, x)}|ds/(C0n) ≤ 2−10m

}
.

We also slightly modify the notation in [22] and set

Ωn
m = ∪22m−1

i=0 Ωn
i,m.

As s > 0 is fixed throughout this section, we omit dependencies on s in our constants below.
Define µn = C0nP, as in [22]. A key ingredient of our proof is the following restatement of [22,
Lemma 4.6].

Lemma 52. There is a c52 and for any m ∈ N there is an n52 ∈ N such that

sup
n≥n52

µn(Ω
n
m) ≤ c522

−m.
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We note that (1.22) of [22] with m(t) = C0(t ∨ 1) implies that for some 0 < c ≤ C <∞,

c

1 ∨ t ≤ P(S(1) > t) ≤ P(S(1) ≥ t) ≤ C

1 ∨ t ∀t > 0. (4.2)

Corollary 53. For some c53 and all m ∈ N,

sup
n≥n52

P
ns
1 (Ωn

m) ≤ c532
−m.

Proof. By Lemma 52 and (4.2) for n ≥ n52(m),

P
ns
1 (Ωn

m) ≤ µn(Ω
n
m)

C0nP(S(1) > ns)
≤ c522

−m

C0c/s
:= c532

−m.

�

We next recall Theorem 1’ from [22] in the context of lattice trees (see Theorem 6 of [22])
where µn is as above and we may set α = 1/4 in the above reference.

Theorem 54. There is a c54, and for all n ∈ N, a random variable δn ∈ (0, 1] such that

P(δn ≤ ̺) ≤ c54
n
̺ ∀̺ ∈ [0, 1), (4.3)

and s1, s2 ∈ Z+/n, |s1 − s2| ≤ δn, and (s1, y1)
a,n→ (s2, y2) imply |y1 − y2| ≤ c54|s1 − s2|1/4.

Note that (4.2) and (4.3) imply that for all ̺ ∈ [0, 1) and n ∈ N,

P
ns
1 (δn ≤ ̺) ≤ c54

nP(S(1) > ns)
̺ ≤ c′54̺. (4.4)

Lemma 55. There is a c55 so that if

n ≥ 2m ≥ s−1, m, n ∈ N, (4.5)

then
P
ns
1

(
max

0≤i≤22m

∑

y∈Tni2−m

1{(ni2−m,y)
a→n(i+1)2−m} > 24m

)
≤ c552

−m.

Proof. We let T≤t be the subtree of T consisting of vertices in ∪i≤tTi and their connecting
edges to the root. Then (9.11) of [22] implies that for m,n as in (4.5), and on {y ∈ T }, for all
i ∈ Z+,

P
(
(ni2−m, y)

a→ n(i+ 1)2−m
∣∣T≤ni2−m

)
≤ c(⌊n(i+ 1)2−m⌋ − ⌊ni2−m⌋)−1

≤ c12
mn−1,

where the last inequality is by n ≥ 2m and elementary arithmetic. Therefore under (4.5), for
i ∈ Z+,

E
ns
1

[
∑

y∈Tni2−m

1{(ni2−m,y)
a→n(i+1)2−m}

]

≤ E

[
∑

y∈Tni2−m

P
(
(ni2−m, y)

a→ n(i+ 1)2−m
∣∣Tni2−m

)
]
/P(S(1) > sn)

≤ c12
mn−1

E
[
|Tni2−m|

]
sn (by (4.2))

≤ C2m, (4.6)
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where in the last line we used the uniform boundedness of E[|Ti|] from (1.9). By Markov’s
inequality we conclude that for m,n as above,

P
ns
1

(
max

0≤i≤22m

[ ∑

y∈Tni2−m

1{(ni2−m,y)
a→n(i+1)2−m}

]
> 24m

)
≤ C(22m + 1)2m−4m ≤ c552

−m.

�

Lemma 56. NH

[
X1(1) exp

(
−λ
∫ 1
0 Xu(1) du

)]
= 4e

√
2λ

(1+e
√

2λ)2
≤ 4e−

√
2λ ∀λ > 0.

Proof. This is a standard duality exercise in superprocesses. If g(λ, µ) = (
√
2λ+µ)/(

√
2λ−µ),

for 0 ≤ µ <
√
2λ, then

vt = vλ,µt =
√
2λ · (g(λ, µ)e

√
2λt − 1)

(g(λ, µ)e
√
2λt + 1)

is the unique non-negative solution of

dv

dt
=

−v2
2

+ λ, t ≥ 0, v0 = µ.

Exponential duality (see Theorem II.5.11(c) and Theorem II.7.3 (c) of [26]) gives

NH

[
1− exp

(
−µX1(1)− λ

∫ 1

0
Xu(1)du

)]
= vλ,µ1 .

Now take the right derivative of the above with respect to µ at µ = 0 to derive the required
equality. �

Corollary 57. For all m ∈ N satisfying 2m ≥ 2/s,

lim sup
n→∞

P
ns
1

(∫ 2−m

0
X(n)

u (1) du ≤ 2−10m
)
≤ 8e · e−24m

√
2. (4.7)

In particular for m as above there is an n57(m) ∈ N so that

sup
n≥n57(m)

P
ns
1

(∫ 2−m

0
X(n)

u (1) du ≤ 2−10m
)
≤ 24 · 2−4m. (4.8)

Proof. The last assertion is a trivial consequence of the first.

The weak convergence of Ps
n

(∫ 2−m

0 X(n)
u (1) du ∈ ·

)
to Ns

H

(∫ 2−m

0 Xu(1) du ∈ ·
)
(by Lemma 40

or by Condition 6 in [22] for the more general setting considered there) and Psn
1 = Ps

n imply
the limsup in (4.7) is at most

N
s
H

(∫ 2−m

0
Xu(1) du ≤ 2−10m

)

= NH

(∫ 2−m

0
Xu(1) du ≤ 2−10m,Xs(1) > 0

)
/NH(S > s)

= 2m · NH

(∫ 1

0
Xu(1) du ≤ 2−8m,X2ms(1) > 0

)
· s
2
, (4.9)
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where we have used (1.17) and scaling (use [26, Exercise II.5.5] and the fact that
NH(X(1) ∈ ·) = limn→∞ nPδ0/n(X(1) ∈ ·) therein). Applying the Markov property and [26,
(II.5.12)] we see that (4.9) is equal to

NH

[
1{

∫ 1
0 Xu(1) du≤2−8m}

[
1− exp

(−2X1(1)

2ms− 1

)]]
· 2

ms

2

≤ e · NH

[
exp
(
−28m

∫ 1

0
Xu(1) du

)
X1(1)

]
·
( 2ms

2ms− 1

)

≤ 8e · e−
√
2 24m ,

the last by Lemma 56 and 2ms/(2ms− 1) ≤ 2. The result follows. �

Proof of Theorem 19(b),(c). Fix δ ∈ (0, 1). By (4.2) for M > s,

P
ns
1 (S(n) > M) =

P(S(1) > Mn)

P(S(1) > sn)
≤ c

s

M
for all n ∈ N.

Therefore we may choose M1 =M1(δ, s) ∈ N so that

sup
n∈N

P
ns
1 (S(n) > M1) <

δ

100
. (4.10)

By Corollary 41 (for the more general setting of [22] one could apply Lemma 4.5 of that
reference),

P
ns
1

(∫ ∞

0
X(n)

u (1) du ∈ ·
)

w−→ N
s
H

(∫ ∞

0
Xu(1) du ∈ ·

)
as n→ ∞.

Therefore by tightness there is an M2(δ, s) ∈ N so that

sup
n∈N

P
ns
1

(∫ ∞

0
X(n)

u (1) du > M2

)
< δ/100. (4.11)

Next choose m = m(δ, s) ∈ N large enough so that 21−m < δ/5 and

2m − 1 > M1 ∨M2 ∨
2

s
, and c532

−m + c′542
4−m + c552

−m + 24 · 2−4m <
δ

50
. (4.12)

Introduce a measurable set Ω̃(n) ⊂ Ω, such that on Ω̃(n) we have

(a) ∀i ≤ 22m − 1 ∀y ∈ T (n)

i2−m (i2−m, y)
a,n→ (i+ 1)2−m implies (4.13)

1

C0n

∫ (i+2)2−m

(i+1)2−m

|{x : (i2−m, y)
a,n→ (u, x)}|du > 2−10m,

(b) If δn is as in Theorem 54, then δn > 24−m,

(c) max
0≤i≤22m

∑

y∈Tni2−m

1{(ni2−m,y)
a→n(i+1)2−m} ≤ 24m,

(d)

∫ 2−m

0
X(n)

u (1) du > 2−10m,

(e) S(n) ≤M1,

∫ ∞

0
X(n)

u (1) du ≤M2.
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If we combine Corollary 53, (4.4), Lemma 55 and Corollary 57 with (4.10) and (4.11), we see
that we may choose a natural number n1(δ) > 2m (recall m depends on δ) so that by the choice
of m,

inf
n≥n1(δ)

P
ns
1 (Ω̃(n)) ≥ 1− c532

−m − c′542
4−m − c552

−m − 24 · 2−4m − δ

50
≥ 1− δ

25
. (4.14)

For i ∈ Z+, n ∈ N and y ∈ (Z/
√
n)d, introduce

An
i,y = {(u, x) ∈ [(i+ 1)2−m, (i+ 2)2−m]× R

d : (i2−m, y)
a,n→ (u, x)},

An
0 = {(u, x) ∈ [0, 2−m]× R

d : x ∈ T (n)
u }.

By (4.13)(a),(e), and the definition of X(n) in (1.11), ω ∈ Ω̃(n) implies

J (n)

X (An
i,y) ≥

2−10m

M2
∀0 ≤ i ≤ 22m − 1 ∀y ∈ T (n)

i2−m such that (y, i2−m)
a,n→ (i+1)2−m, (4.15)

and by (4.13)(d),(e), ω ∈ Ω̃(n) implies

J (n)

X (An
0 ) =

∫ 2−m

0 X(n)
u (1) du∫∞

0 X(n)
u (1) du

≥ 2−10m

M2
. (4.16)

It follows from (4.15) and (4.13)(c) that for ω ∈ Ω̃(n) and K ∈ N,

Pω

(
∃i ≤ 22m − 1 and y ∈ T (n)

i2−m satisfying (i2−m, y)
a,n→ (i+ 1)2−m

so that (T(n)

j , V (n)

j ) /∈ An
i,y for all j ≤ K

)

≤ 22m × 24m ×
(
1− 2−10m

M2

)K

≤ exp
(−K
M2

2−10m + 6m log 2
)
.

Therefore we may choose K ≥ K1(δ) (recall m = m(δ) is fixed) large enough so that the above
probability is at most δ/10. A similar (but simpler) calculation using (4.16) shows that for
ω ∈ Ω̃(n) and K ≥ K2(δ),

Pω

(
(T(n)

j , V (n)

j ) /∈ An
0 for all j ≤ K

)
≤ δ/10.

We have shown that if ω ∈ Ω̃(n) and K ≥ K(δ), then

Pω

(
∀0 ≤ i ≤ 22m − 1 ∀y ∈ T (n)

i2−m such that (i2−m, y)
a,n→ (i+ 1)2−m

∃j ≤ K such that (T(n)

j , V (n)

j ) ∈ An
i,y and ∃j ≤ K such that (T(n)

j , V (n)

j ) ∈ An
0

)

≡ Pω

(
Λn,K(ω)

)

≥ 1− δ

5
. (4.17)

If Ω̂n,K = {(ω, ω′) ∈ Ω̂ : ω ∈ Ω̃(n) and ω′ ∈ Λn,K(ω)}, then by (4.14) and (4.17) for K ≥ K(δ),

inf
n≥n1(δ)

P̂
ns
1

(
Ω̂n,K

)
≥
(
1− δ

5

)(
1− δ

25

)
≥ 1− δ

4
. (4.18)
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We are now ready to prove (b) of the Theorem. Let n ≥ n1(δ). We now show that on

Ω̂n,K , maxx∈T dT (x, πK(x))/n is small, where πK(x) is the closest point in T ~V to x and ~V =
(V (1)

1 , . . . , V (1)

K ). Fix ω̂ = (ω, ω′) ∈ Ω̂n,K , and let x ∈ Tℓ for some ℓ ∈ Z+.
Case 1. ℓ ≥ n2−m.
We may then choose i ∈ Z+ so that

i+ 1

2m
≤ ℓ

n
<
i+ 2

2m
.

Note that (4.13)(e) and (4.12) together with the fact that Tℓ ∋ x imply

i+ 1

2m
≤ ℓ

n
≤ S(n) ≤M1 ≤ 2m − 1,

so that
i ≤ 22m − 2m − 1 < 22m − 1. (4.19)

Our choice of i ensures that ni2−m < ℓ, and so we may let y denote the ancestor of x in Tni2−m .
The facts that x ∈ Tℓ and ℓ ≥ (i+ 1)n2−m show that

(ni2−m, y)
a→ (i+ 1)n2−m.

It follows from this, (4.19) and ω′ ∈ Λn,K(ω) that there is a j ≤ K such that
(
T
(1)
j

n ,
V

(1)
j√
n

)
∈

An
i,y/

√
n
, which in turn implies (recall (4.1))

V (1)

j ∈ T⌊T(1)
j ⌋ where T

(1)

j ∈ [(i+ 1)2−mn, (i+ 2)2−mn] and (i2−mn, y)
a→ (⌊T(1)

j ⌋, V (1)

j ). (4.20)

Our choice of y ensures that (ni2−m, y)
a→ (ℓ, x), so that

dT (x, V
(1)

j )/n ≤ [dT (x, y) + dT (y, V
(1)

j )]/n

≤ [(ℓ− ni2−m + 1) + (n(i+ 2)2−m − ni2−m + 1)]/n

≤ [2(n(i + 2)2−m − ni2−m) + 2]/n

= 4 · 2−m + 2n−1

< 6 · 2−m < δ, (4.21)

where we used n ≥ n1(δ) > 2m and 10 · 2−m < δ (recall (4.12) and the line preceding it) in the

last line. As V (1)

j is in T ~V (recall j ≤ K), this shows that

dT (x, πK(x))/n < 6 · 2−m < δ. (4.22)

Case 2. 0 ≤ ℓ < n2−m.

In this case ω′ ∈ Λn,K(ω) implies there is a j ≤ K such that
(
T
(1)
j

n ,
V

(1)
j√
n

)
∈ An

0 , that is,

V (1)

j ∈ T⌊T(1)
j ⌋, where ⌊T(1)

j ⌋ ≤ n2−m. Therefore

dT (x, πK(x))/n ≤ dT (x, V
(1)

j )/n ≤ (dT (x, o) + dT (o, V
(1)

j ))/n

≤ (ℓ+ n2−m)/n < 21−m < δ. (4.23)

Therefore we have shown by (4.22) and (4.23), that

n ≥ n1(δ), K ≥ K(δ) and ω̂ ∈ Ω̂n,K imply dT (x, πK(x))/n < 6 · 2−m < δ. (4.24)
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Thus from (4.18), for every δ, s > 0 there exist n1(δ, s),K(δ, s) ∈ N such that for K ≥ K(δ, s),

inf
n≥n1(δ)

P̂
ns
1

(
dT (x, πK(x))/n < δ

)
≥ inf

n≥n1(δ)
P̂
ns
1

(
Ω̂n,K

)
≥ 1− δ

4
. (4.25)

This completes the proof of (b).
Turn next to the Euclidean distance, and work with n,m,K, δ, x ∈ Tℓ, and ω̂ as in (4.24).

Let πK(x) ∈ Tj′ and recall from (1.55) that πK(x) is an ancestor of x in T . Therefore n−1|ℓ−
j′| = dT (x, πK(x))/n < 6 ·2−m < δn (the latter by (4.13)(b)), and we may use Theorem 54 and
(4.24) to conclude that

|πK(x)− x|√
n

≤ c54

∣∣∣
ℓ− j′

n

∣∣∣
1/4

≤ c54(6 · 2−m)1/4 < c54δ
1/4. (4.26)

In view of (4.24), (4.26), and (4.18), we conclude that for K ≥ K(δ, s),

inf
n≥n1(δ)

P̂
ns
1

(
sup
x∈T

dT (x, πK(x))/n < δ and sup
x∈T

|πK(x)− x|/√n < c54δ
1/4
)

(4.27)

≥ inf
n≥n1(δ)

P̂
ns
1

(
Ω̂n,K

)
≥ 1− δ

4
.

Now consider n < n1(δ). Since |T | < ∞ P-a.s., we may choose a natural number M3 =
M3(δ, s) large enough so that for all n ≤ n1(δ),

P
ns
1

(
|T | > M3

)
≤ P

(
|T | > M3

)
/P(S(1) > n1s) < δ/4. (4.28)

If |T (ω)| ≤M3, then for any x ∈ T and j ∈ N,

Pω

(
V (1)

j = x
)
=

1

|T (ω)| ≥
1

M3
,

and so for K ≥ K ′(δ, s), and ω as above,

Pω

(
∀x ∈ T ∃j ≤ K so that V (1)

j = x
)
≥ 1−M3

[
1− 1

M3

]K
≥ 1− δ

4
,

the last by the choice of K ′(δ, s). It follows from (4.28) and the above that for K ≥ K ′(δ, s),

sup
n<n1(δ)

P̂
ns
1

(
sup
x∈T

|x− πK(x)| > 0
)
≤ δ

2
. (4.29)

Part (c) of Theorem 19 now is immediate from (4.27) and (4.29). �
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Appendix. Proof of Theorem 19(a)

Here we make use of the weak convergence of the range obtained in [22] to verify Theorem 19(a)
holds for lattice trees in dimensions d > 8 for all L ≥ L0(d). In this section we do not use the
historical processes. In fact we show that Theorem 19(a) holds for the general lattice models
considered in [22] (see Theorem 61), and so, in particular, also holds for critical sufficiently
spread-out oriented percolation in dimensions d > 4.

It is trivial to extend the construction of (X(n), (V (n)

i )i∈N) under P̂s
n from Section 1.4 to

the general lattice models in [22] in the discrete time setting(i.e. for the index set I = Z+

therein) and the same formulae apply. Let R(1) = ∪m∈Z+Tm denote the range (set of vertices)

of the random sets Tm,m ∈ Z+, and R(n) = n−1/2R(1) denote the rescaled range. For ν =
(νt)t≥0 ∈ D(MF (R

d)), define the integrated measure ν̄∞(·) = 1{S(ν)<∞}
∫∞
0 νt(·)dt, where

S(ν) = inf{t > 0 : νt(1) = 0}. Recall that X(n)

t ∈ MF (R
d). Let K denote the space of compact

subsets of Rd equipped with the Hausdorff metric d0 (see, e.g., (1.2) of [22]). Theorem 2 of
[22] gives conditions on random subsets Tm, m ∈ Z+, of Zd (called Conditions 1–7 there)
which include our rescaled lattice trees (sufficiently large range, d > 8) as well as rescaled
critical oriented percolation for sufficiently large range and d > 4, under which one has weak
convergence of the rescaled ranges R(n) to the range R of super-Brownian motion on K (under
the canonical measure, conditioned to survive to time 1). The scaling in [22] implies that if
rn(x) = x/

√
n for x ∈ Rd, then

X̄(n)
∞ = cnX̄

(1)
∞ ◦ r−1

n for some cn > 0, S(n) = S(1)/n, and therefore supp(X̄∞) = R(n). (4.30)

The reader interested only in lattice trees, should work in this setting only (where cn = n−2).
Let R = supp(X̄∞) be the range of the super-Brownian motion X. Note that the closed support
map, supp : MF (R

d) → K, is not a continuous function (with the topology of weak convergence
and the Hausdorff metric respectively). The following apparent extension of Theorem 2 of [22]
is in fact implicit in its proof. As usual s > 0 is fixed. The extension (and its proof) holds
equally well in the continuous time setting (when I = [0,∞) in the notation of [22]).

Proposition 58. Assume Conditions 1-7 of [22] in the discrete time setting there, that is when
I = Z+ in the notation of [22]. Then as n→ ∞,

P
s
n

(
(R(n), X̄(n)

∞ ) ∈ ·
) w−→ N

s
H

(
(R, X̄∞) ∈ ·

)
on K ×MF (R

d).
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Proof. Lemma 4.5 of [22] states that X̄(n)
∞ → X̄∞ weakly, where it is always understood that

the law for the latter is the canonical measure conditioned on survival until time s. As in the
proof of Theorem 2 in [22], we may use Skorokhod’s representation to assume that X̄(n)

∞ → X̄∞
a.s., (see [22, (4.17)]). In the same proof it is shown that on this probability space R(n) → R
in probability as n → ∞ (in the proof of [22, Theorem 2] see (4.23) and the prior display, as
well as the final line of the proof). It follows that (R(n), X̄(n)

∞ ) → (R, X̄∞) in probability on
K ×MF (R

d), and the result follows. �

Under P̂s
n, given X̄

(n)
∞ the random variables (V (n)

i )i∈N are i.i.d. with law X̄(n)
∞ /X̄(n)

∞ (1) (equiv-
alently, they are i.i.d. uniform on T (n)). Given X̄∞, let (Vi)i∈N be i.i.d. with law X̄∞/X̄∞(1)
under N̂s

H. For fixed K ∈ N, let V (n) = (V (n)

1 , . . . , V (n)

K ) ∈ (Rd)K and V = (V1, . . . , VK) ∈ (Rd)K .

Lemma 59. Fix K ∈ N and s > 0. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 58,

P̂
s
n

(
(R(n), X̄(n)

∞ , V (n)) ∈ ·
) w−→ N̂

s
H

(
(R, X̄∞, V ) ∈ ·

)
on K ×MF (R

d)× (Rd)K as n→ ∞.

Proof. We apply Lemma 37 with Z(n) = R(n), M (n) = X̄(n)
∞ , Z = R, and M = X̄∞. The weak

convergence hypothesis holds by Proposition 58. The result follows. �

We leave the proof of the following as a simple exercise for the reader.

Lemma 60. Let µ be a non-zero, compactly supported measure on a metric space M and let
(Zi)i∈N be a sequence of i.i.d. random vectors with law µ̂ = µ/µ(1) under a probability measure
P∗. Then for any ε > 0, limK→∞ P∗(supp(µ) ⊂ ∪K

i=1B(Zi, ε)) = 1.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 19(a), which we restate under the more general con-
ditions of [22].

Theorem 61. Assume Conditions 1-7 of [22] in the discrete time setting there. Then for any
ε, δ, s > 0 there is a K = K(ε, δ, s) ∈ N so that

P̂
ns
1

(
R(1) ⊂ ∪K

i=1B(V (1)

i , ε
√
n)
)
≥ 1− δ for all n ∈ N.

Proof. Fix ε, δ, s > 0. By Lemma 60, applied conditionally on X̄∞, and the fact that R is
a.s. compact, we have

lim
K→∞

N̂
s
H

(
R ⊂ ∪K

i=1B(Vi, ε/2)
∣∣ X̄∞

)
= 1, N̂

s
H − a.s.

It follows by monotone convergence that there is a natural number K0 such that

N̂
s
H

(
R ⊂ ∪K0

i=1B(Vi, ε/2)
)
≥ 1− δ

2
. (4.31)

Lemma 59 and Skorokhod’s theorem allow us to work on a probability space (Ω′,F ′,P′) on
which (

R(n), (V (n)

i )i≤K0

)
→
(
R, (Vi)i≤K0

)
, P

′ − a.s. in K × (Rd)K0 . (4.32)

If R ⊂ ∪K0
i=1B(Vi, ε/2), then (4.32) and the definition of the Hausdorff metric imply that for

large enough n, R(n) ⊂ Rε/4 ⊂ ∪K0
i=1B(V (n)

i , ε) (recall that Aε is the set of points within distance
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ε of A). This shows that

lim inf
n→∞

P̂
s
n

(
R(n) ⊂ ∪K0

i=1B(V (n)

i , ε)
)
= lim inf

n→∞
P
′
(
R(n) ⊂ ∪K0

i=1B(V (n)

i , ε)
)

≥ P
′
(
lim inf
n→∞

{R(n) ⊂ ∪K0
i=1B(V (n)

i , ε)}
)

≥ P
′
(
R ⊂ ∪K0

i=1B(Vi, ε/2)
)

= N̂
s
H

(
R ⊂ ∪K0

i=1B(Vi, ε/2)
)

≥ 1− δ

2
,

the last by (4.31). It follows by the scaling in (4.30) that for some n0 = n0(ε, δ) ∈ N,

for all n ≥ n0, P̂
ns
1

(
R(1) ⊂ ∪K0

i=1B(V (1)

i , ε
√
n)
)
= P̂

s
n

(
R(n) ⊂ ∪K0

i=1B(V (n)

i , ε)
)
≥ 1− δ. (4.33)

For each n < n0, R
(1) is Pns

1 -a.s. a finite subset of Zd and so limK→∞ P̂ns
1 (R(1) ⊂ ∪K

i=1B(V (1)

i , ε)) =
1. Therefore by increasing K0, if necessary, we can find a K so that the conclusion of (4.33)
holds for all n ∈ N. �
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