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Abstract. We prove a scaling limit theorem for the simple random walk
on critical lattice trees in Zd, for d ≥ 8. The scaling limit is the Brownian
motion on the Integrated Super-Brownian Excursion (BISE) which is the
same one that we have identified earlier for other simpler models of anoma-
lous diffusion on critical graphs in large enough dimension. The proof of
this theorem is based on a combination of the tools of lace-expansion (con-
tained in the articles [10] and [11]), and a new and general convergence
theorem.

1. Introduction

The idea that diffusion is expected to be anomalous on critical graphs goes
back at least to Pierre-Gilles de Gennes’ work in 1976 on the “ant in the
labyrinth”, i.e., the random walk on critical percolation clusters, which has
been followed by a massive effort in the physics literature to gain insight in the
matter (see for instance the classical works by [37], [21], or for a more recent
work [9]). The mathematics literature has also been very active (since the
classical work of [27] proving sub-diffusivity for the case of critical percolation
in dimension 2). An important milestone has been reached by Kozma and
Nachmias in [30], where they proved the Alexander-Orbach conjecture, finally
establishing that the spectral dimension of the critical percolation cluster in
high enough dimension is 4

3
.

This article is part of our effort to understand in more detail anomalous
diffusion on critical graphs in large enough dimension, where the behavior is
supposed to be universal (see for instance [5], [13], [22], [6] or the survey [23]).

We aim at a detailed result i.e., understanding the full scaling limit of
random walks on these critical graphs. The natural candidate as the scaling
limit is the so-called BISE (the Brownian motion on the Integrated Super-
Brownian Excursion, see Section 2 for a formal definition). In our first step [8]
we gave an abstract theorem ensuring that the scaling limit would indeed be
the BISE under a set of four conditions (see Section 4 and Section 5), which
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we assume would be satisfied in this class of critical random graphs in large
enough dimension.

As a first proof of concept, this theorem was applied in [7] in the context
of the simple random walk on the range of critical branching random walks
(conditioned on being large). But, in order to deal with more delicate models
it appeared that one would have to enlist the heavier tools of the field, i.e.
lace expansion, in order to check the four conditions of [8].

Our goal is now to show that a similar general result can be applied to
the entire class of models that can be analyzed using lace expansion. These
models include lattice trees above dimension 8 (see e.g. [19, 16, 25]), critical
oriented percolation above dimension 4 (see e.g. [24]) and critical percolation
above dimension 6 (see e.g. [20]). Our final goal is to understand the case of
percolation and oriented percolation, which is the initial question raised by De
Gennes, albeit in high dimension. We start this project here with the case of
(spread-out) lattice trees. It is important to note here that this article relies
indeed on lace-expansion estimates obtained in the two related articles [10]
and [11].

In the process of building a proof in the context of lattice trees, we observed
that under certain very natural assumptions (which are valid for lattice trees),
the four conditions needed for convergence towards the BISE can actually
essentially be reduced to three. This represents the main work of this article.

We start by presenting the model of the simple random walk on spread-
out lattice trees and stating our main convergence result in this context (see
Theorem 1.1) since it requires less notations than the general case. We then
introduce the notations needed to state our new convergence theorem for
critical random graphs in general which will lead up to our new conditions
for convergence towards the BISE in Section 5. We then move onto the main
proof before applying our results to the lattice tree case in Section 8.

1.1. Critical lattice trees. A lattice tree T is a finite, connected subgraph
of Zd containing no cycles. Specifically, we will be considering spread-out
lattice trees, i.e., subgraphs of (Zd, EL(Zd)), where

EL(Zd) := {[x, y] : x, y ∈ Zd, x ̸= y, ∥x− y∥∞ ≤ L}

is the set of edges of Zd whose endpoints are at ∥ · ∥∞-distance smaller or
equal than some constant L ∈ N. Let us now define a probability distribution
on lattice trees. Let D(·) be uniform distribution on a finite box [−L,L]d \ o,
where o = (0, . . . , 0) ∈ Zd. That is D(x) = 1

(2L)d−1
for x ∈ [−L,L]d \ o and 0

otherwise. For a lattice tree T ∋ o and z > 0, define the weight of T as

(1.1) Wz,D(T ) := z|E(T )|
∏

[x,y]∈E(T )

D(x− y) =

(
z

(2L)d − 1

)|E(T )|

,
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where E(T ) is the set of edges of T and |E(T )| is its cardinal. An im-
portant observation is that if T is an edge-disjoint union of subtrees, then
Wz,D(T ) can be factored into a product over the weights of the subtrees.
It turns out (see e.g. [29]) that there exists a critical value zD such that
ρ :=

∑
T∋oWzD,D(T ) <∞ and E[|T |] = ∞, where E denotes expectation with

respect to the probability measure P defined as P[T = T ] = ρ−1WzD,D(T ).
Hereafter we write W (·) for the critical weighting WzD,D(·) and suppose that
we are selecting a random tree T according to this critical weighting.
We denote dT (·, ·) the graph distance of a lattice tree T . We can then define

the height of a lattice tree T as

H(T ) = max{dT (o, x) with x ∈ T}.
Let h > 0 and we set Ph

n[ · ] := P[ · | H(T ) ≥ hn] and denote Tn a random
tree chosen according to that measure.

Given a fixed lattice tree T , we are able to define the simple random walk
started at o on that tree. We denote this process (XT

k )k≥0 and its correspond-
ing law P T .

In this article, we will give scaling limit results on this random walk under
the annealed measure Ph

n[·] = Eh
n[P

Tn [·]]. More precisely, our main result on
lattice trees is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Fix d > 8. There exists L0(d) such that for all L ≥ L0 there
exists constants C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for each h > 0,

(n−1/2XTn

n3t)t≥0
n→∞→ (C1B

h-ISE
C2t

)t≥0,

where the convergence is annealed (under Ph
n) and occurs with the topology of

uniform convergence over compact sets of time. The limiting process Bh-ISE is
the Brownian motion on the integrated super-Brownian excursion conditioned
to have survived for time at least h and is defined in Proposition 2.2.

1.2. Simple conditions for the convergence towards the Brownian
motion on the ISE . Let us now discuss our theorem for simple random
walks on general critical graphs in high dimensions, without going into full
details because the notations needed for the precise statement are quite in-
volved.

In the initial paper [8], we established a very general framework for a se-
quenceGn of random subgraphs of Zd, within which one can prove convergence
of the simple random walk on the graphs towards the BISE. In the article [7],
that framework was applied to prove convergence of simple random walks on
critical branching random walks in high dimensions towards the BISE.

This type of convergence result is proved by verifying four conditions called
(G), (V ), (R) and (S). Those conditions depend on the choice of certain
random points (Vi)i∈N = (V n

i )i∈N on the graphs Gn, which are used to span
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subtrees from Gn. More precisely, for each K ∈ N, we will consider the skele-
ton T (n,K) as the minimal subgraph ofGn containing o and Vi, i = 1, . . . , K(for
more details see Section 4).

Our main contribution in this article is that, for a specific choice of the
random spanning points (Vi)i∈N, one of the four conditions simplifies substan-
tially. Our assumption on the points (Vi)i∈N is that they are chosen uniform
according to edge-volume, which, simply put, says that the distribution of each
Vi is asymptotically equal to the one given by first choosing an edge uniformly
at random, and then to choose one of the end-vertices of the edge, uniformly
and independently. The formal statement of the main result can be found at
Theorem 5.1.

Let us describe informally the conditions appearing in this improved theo-
rem.

• Condition (G): The geometric convergence of the (rescaled) skeletons
T (n,K) towards the skeletons taken on the integrated super-Brownian
excursion. This condition was proved for lattice trees in [10], using the
historical measure-valued process convergence to the super Brownian
Motion obtained in [11]. We believe that the argument used in [10] for
lattice trees could be carried over to other models commonly studied
using lace expansion techniques such as critical percolation.

• Condition (R): The asymptotic proportionality between the effective
electrical resistance between two vertices of Gn and the graph distance
between these two vertices. Since the effective resistance governs the
transition probabilities of a simple random walk, this second condition
ensures that the random walk has (asymptotically) symmetric transi-
tion probabilities. This condition holds trivially for (lattice) trees.

• Condition (S): For any ε > 0, there exists a K such that for n large
enough the graphsGn (properly rescaled) are within an ε-neighborhood
of the skeleton T (n,K) in the Euclidean distance and also in the intrin-
sic distance (the article [10] shows why this result holds in the case of
lattice trees).

Let E(Gn) denote the set of edges of Gn. Our main result (expressed in two
different ways, corresponding to different conditionings in Theorems 5.1 and
5.2) is that, for a sequence of random graphs together with random points
(Gn, (V

n
i )i∈N)n∈N, where the (V n

i )i∈N are chosen according to uniform edge
volume, it holds that

(1) Under conditions (G), (S) and (R), we have

(n−1/2XGn

n|E(Gn)|t)t≥0
n→∞→ (C1B

ISE
c2t

)t≥0

where C1, c2 are positive constants.



5

(2) If, in addition, there exists ν > 0 such that |E(Gn)|
n2 converges to ν in

probability, we have

(n−1/2XGn

n3t)t≥0
n→∞→ (C1B

ISE
ν−1c2t

)t≥0,

where the convergences are annealed and occur with the topology of uniform
convergence over compact sets of time.

The contribution of this article can be roughly summarized by saying that,
when the points (Vi)i∈N are chosen uniform according to edge volume, condi-
tion (V ) can be replaced by a much weaker estimate on the the overall edge
volume of the graph. Loosely speaking, Condition (V ) states that for K large
enough, the edge volume of Gn is (asymptotically) distributed evenly over

the skeleton T (n,K) and also there exists a constant ν > 0 such that |E(Gn)|
n2

converges to ν in probability.

1.3. Organization of the paper. We start by two sections of notations nec-
essary to state the conditions on random graphs that are relevant for proving
that the random walk on them scales to the BISE.

In Section 2, we will introduce the Integrated super-Brownian excursion
ISE and the Brownian motion on it.
In Section 3 we will show how to span certain subtrees from large random

graphs. These subtrees, called the skeletons, are finite dimensional and will
be used to approximate the original random graphs.

Then, in Section 4, we introduce all four conditions ((G), (V ), (R) and (S))
from [8] that will be needed to state our main theorems.

Section 5 contains the rigorous statement of the main theorems of this
paper, which give the convergence of the random walks on the graphs to the
BISE. As we have mentioned, in this article we prove that, when the spanning
points are chosen according to uniform edge volume, conditions (G), (R) and
(S) are enough to get convergence towards the BISE (see Theorems 5.1 and
5.2).

The next sections (Section 6 and Section 7) are devoted to the main proof
of this article which states that: when the points (Vi)i∈N are chosen accord-
ing to uniform edge volume, Condition (G) essentially implies Condition (V )
(see Proposition 7.1 in this article). Condition (V ) is about understanding
the convergence of the uniform measure on Gn (see Definition 4.4). In Sec-
tion 6 we construct an empirical measure in Gn, which, on the one hand, is a
good approximation of the uniform measure in Gn and, on the other hand, is
finite-dimensional in the sense that it depends only on geometric information
of the skeleton of the graph. In Section 7 we control this empirical measure
using Condition (G) which allows us to obtain Condition (V ).
Finally, in Section 8, we will apply Theorem 5.1 to the case of critical lattice

trees. This proves Theorem 1.1.
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1.4. Notations. Let G be a graph. For A a finite subgraph of G, we denote

∂(in)A = {x ∈ A, there exists y ∈ G \ A such that x ∼G y},
∂(ex)A = {x /∈ A, there exists y ∈ A such that x ∼G y},
∂EA = {(x, y) ∈ E(G), for x ∈ A and y ∈ G \ A}.

Given a graph G, we will denote V (G) the set of its vertices and E(G) the
set of its edges. For x ∈ G and k ∈ R, we will write BG(x, k) for the ball of
radius k centered at x in the natural metric induced by G.
The constants in this paper will typically be denoted c (for lower bounds)

and C (for upper bounds) and implicitly assumed to be positive and finite.
Their value may change from line to line.

2. Brownian motion on super-brownian motions

The goal of this section is to introduce the Brownian motion taking values in
(the support of) certain versions of the super-Brownian motion. In particular,
we will introduce the Continuum Random Tree (CRT ), the Integrated Super-
Brownian Excursion (ISE) and the Brownian motion on the ISE (BISE) and
their counterparts obtained by conditioning on height. The presentation is
taken from notes of Le Gall (see [32]).

2.1. The continuum random tree (CRT) and random trees condi-
tioned on height. Denote by (e(t))0≤t≤1 a normalized Brownian excursion.
Informally, (e(t))0≤t≤1 is just a Brownian path started at the origin and con-
ditioned to stay positive over the time interval (0, 1), and to come back to 0
at time 1 (see e.g. Sections 2.9 and 2.12 of Itô and McKean [26] for a discus-
sion of the normalized excursion). We extend the definition of e by setting
e(t) = 0 if t > 1.
For every s, t ≥ 0, we set

me(s, t) = inf
r∈[s∧t,s∨t]

e(r),

and, the pseudo-metric

de(s, t) = e(s) + e(t)− 2me(s, t).

We then introduce the equivalence relation s ∼ t iff de(s, t) = 0 (or equiv-
alently iff e(s) = e(t) = me(s, t)). Let Te be the quotient space

(2.1) Te = [0,∞)/ ∼ .

For any fixed realization e of the excursion e, the pseudo-metric de becomes a
metric in the quotient space Te and the metric space (Te, de), is a Real Tree.1

1In the sense that (i) For x, y ∈ Te, there exists a unique isometric embedding fx,y :
[0, de(x, y)] → Te with fx,y(0) = a and fx,y(de(x, y)) = b and (ii) If q is a continuous
injection q : [0, 1] → Te with q(0) = x, q(1) = y we have that q([0, 1]) = fx,y([0, de(x, y)]).
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Definition 2.1. The random real tree Te is called the Continuum Random
Tree (CRT) and will be denoted (T, dT). We write Ξ to denote its law.

The CRT was initially defined by Aldous [1] with a different formalism,
but the preceding definition corresponds to Corollary 22 in [3], up to an
unimportant scaling factor 2.

We can define a natural volume measure on T by projecting the Lebesgue
measure on [0, 1], i.e., for any open A ⊆ T, we set

λT(A) = Leb{t ∈ [0, 1], [t] ∈ A},
where [t] denotes the equivalence class of t with respect to the relation defined
at (2.1).

Let (eh(t))t≥0 be a Brownian excursion conditioned on reaching level h, i.e.,
maxt≥0 e

h(t) ≥ h. More precisely, let (Wt)t≥0 be a standard Brownian motion
and τh = inf{t ≥ 0 : Wt = h}. Let I = [a, b] be the interval [sup{t ≤ τh :
Wt = 0}, inf{t ≥ τh : Wt = 0}]. Now, let eh(t) = W (t+ a), t ∈ [0, b− a]. For
t ≥ b− a, we set eh(t) = 0.

Definition 2.2. The random real tree Teh is called the continuum random
tree conditioned on height (written h-CRT) and will be denoted (Th, dTh). We
write Ξh to denote its law.
We associated to it the natural volume measure λTh by setting for any open

A ⊆ Th

λTh(A) = Leb{t ∈ [0,
∣∣Th

∣∣], [t] ∈ A},
where

∣∣Th
∣∣ = sup{t ≥ 0, eh(t) > 0}.

2.2. The integrated super-Brownian excursion (ISE) and its coun-
terpart conditioned on height. We may consider the Rd-valued Gaussian
process (ϕT(σ), σ ∈ T) whose distribution is characterized by

E[ϕT(σ)] = 0 ,

cov(ϕT(σ), ϕT(σ
′)) = dT(root, σ ∧ σ′) Id ,

where Id denotes the d-dimensional identity matrix. This process has a con-
tinuous modification (see (8) in [32] for details). If we replace T by Th in the
definition above, we get an Rd-valued Gaussian Process (ϕTh(σ))σ∈Th .

Given T, we denote QT the law of (T, (ϕT(σ), σ ∈ T)) and we denote the
joint annealed law by

M =

∫
Ξ(dT)QT.

Definition 2.3. The random probability measure λϕT(T) on Rd defined under
M by λϕT(T) := λT ◦ ϕ−1

T is called d-dimensional ISE (for Integrated Super-
Brownian Excursion).
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The random measure ISE was first discussed by Aldous [4]. For d ≥ 4, the
topological support of ISE is the range of ϕT. Moreover, the measure λϕT(T)

should be interpreted as the uniform measure on the range ϕT(T) (see [36],
[35] and also [15]). We will often abuse the terminology and write ISE to
mean its topological support. Using similar definitions, given Th, we denote
QTh the law of (Th, (ϕTh(σ), σ ∈ T )) and the joint annealed law by

Mh =

∫
Ξh(dTh)QTh .

Definition 2.4. The random measure λϕ
Th (Th) on Rd defined under Mh by

λϕ
Th (Th) := λTh ◦ ϕ−1

T is called d-dimensional Super-Brownian motion condi-

tioned on height (written h-ISE).

Remark 2.1. Note that the measure λϕ
Th

is not a probability measure in

general, but its support is exactly ϕTh(Th), see [15].

2.3. The Brownian motion on the ISE: BISE. In [2], Aldous gave a set
of properties defining uniquely a process which corresponds to our intuition
of a Brownian motion on (T, dT , ν) where (T, dT ) is a real tree and ν will
correspond to an invariant measure of said Brownian motion.

The existence of a such process BCRT on the CRT was proved by Krebs [31].
After, this was generalized using techniques of resistance forms (see [28] for an
introduction on resistance forms). More specifically, it was proved in Section
6 of [14] that

Proposition 2.1. Let (T, dT ) be a compact real tree, ν be a finite Borel mea-
sure on T that satisfies ν(A) > 0 for every non-empty open set A ⊆ T ,
and (ET ,FT ) be the resistance form associated with (T, dT ). Then (1

2
ET ,FT )

is a local, regular Dirichlet form on L2(T, ν), and the corresponding Markov
process BT,ν is the Brownian motion on (T, dT , ν).

It was shown in [14] that for d ≥ 8 the CRT and the ISE are isometric
which allows us to build the BISE by embedding the BCRT. This is summed
up in the following proposition. Let dϕT(T) be a distance defined in ϕT(T) as
dϕT(T)(x, y) := dT(ϕ

−1
T (x), ϕ−1

T (y)) for all x, y ∈ ϕT(T).

Proposition 2.2. For Ξ-a.e. T, the Brownian motion BCRT on (T, dT, λT)
exists. Furthermore if d ≥ 8, for M-a.e. (T, ϕT), the Brownian motion BISE

on (ϕT(T), dϕT(T), λϕT(T)) exists and, moreover, BISE = ϕT(B
CRT).

It is straightforward to generalize this statement to prove that ϕTh is injec-
tive as long as d ≥ 8. This allows us to state the following proposition. Let
dϕ

Th (Th) be a distance in ϕTh(Th) defined as dϕT(T) but, with Th in place of T.



9

Proposition 2.3. For Ξh-a.e. Th, the Brownian motion Bh-CRT on (Th, dTh , λTh)
exists. Furthermore if d ≥ 8, for a.e. (Th, ϕTh), the Brownian motion Bh-ISE

on (ϕTh(Th), dϕ
Th (Th), λϕ

Th (Th)) exists and, moreover, Bh-ISE = ϕTh(Bh-CRT).

2.4. Graph spatial trees and approximations of the ISE and the BISE.
We start the section by introducing the concept of graph spatial trees and we
will then introduce approximations of the ISE (h-ISE) and the BISE (Bh-ISE).

2.4.1. Graph spatial trees. Let us now present a notion introduced by Croydon
in [14].

Definition 2.5. A graph spatial tree (T, dT , ϕT ) is a triple, where T is a
(rooted, ordered) tree-graph, dT is a metric on T determined by edge lengths
(l(e))e∈E(T ) and ϕT : T → Rd is a continuous function, where T is the real-tree

naturally associated with (T, dT ), i.e., T is composed of a finite number of line
segments with finite edge length dT .

We will use the term shape to designate the first component T of a graph
spatial tree. We say that a graph spatial tree has a non-degenerate shape if all
the vertices of T have degree 1 or 3.

Given a graph spatial tree (T, dT , ϕT ), we can assign a probability measure
λT defined as the renormalized Lebesgue measure (so that the λT -measure of
a line segment in T is proportional to its length).

A simple way to construct graph spatial trees

Let (T, dT , ϕT ) be a triple where the pair (T, dT ) is a rooted real tree and
ϕT : T → Rd be a continuous embedding and we consider a sequence (σi)i∈N
of points of the real tree T . There is a simple way to construct a rooted graph
spatial tree from (T, dT , ϕT ) with an order on the edges.
Firstly, we introduce some necessary notation. For x, y ∈ T , the unique

path between x and y is denoted [x, y]. We define the branching point of
σ, σ′, σ′′ ∈ T as the unique point bT (σ, σ′, σ′′) ∈ T which is in the triple
intersection of the paths [σ, σ′], [σ′, σ′′] and [σ′′, σ].
Fix K ∈ N. We define the reduced subtree T (σ1, . . . , σK) to be the graph

tree with vertex set

V (T (σ1, . . . , σK)) := {bT (σ, σ′, σ′′) : σ, σ′, σ′′ ∈ {root, σ1, . . . , σK}},
and graph tree structure induced by the arcs of T , so that two elements σ and
σ′ of V (T (σ1, . . . , σK)) are connected by an edge if and only if σ ̸= σ′ and also
[σ, σ′] ∩ V (T (σ1, . . . , σK)) = {σ, σ′}. We set the length of an edge {σ, σ′} to
be equal to dT (σ, σ

′) and we extend the distance linearly on that edge. Also,
we consider the embedding of T (σ1, . . . , σK) given by the restriction of ϕT to
T (σ1, . . . , σK). This allows us to view T (σ1, . . . , σK) as a graph spatial tree.
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Next, we will show how to endow T (σ1, . . . , σK) with an order on the
edges. The leaves σ1, . . . , σK are naturally ordered from 1 to K and, when
T (σ1, . . . , σK) is non-degenerate, then we can order the remaining branching
points in the order you encounter them when moving from the root to σ1,
then continue the labeling as you move from the root to σ2 and so on up to
σK . This creates an ordering on the vertices. Then the label/order of an edge
is that of its endpoint furthest from the root.

This graph spatial tree will be denoted (TK,(σi), dTK,(σi) , ϕTK,(σi)). The as-
sociated normalized probability measure is denoted λϕ

TK,(σi)
(TK,(σi)). The de-

pendence on σ will often be dropped in the notation when the context is
clear.

2.4.2. The K-CRT, the K-ISE and the BK-ISE and their counterparts con-
ditioned on height. Consider T a realization of the CRT and (Vi)i∈N chosen
according to (λT)

⊗N. Fix K ∈ N . We can use the construction described in
Section 2.4.1 to define a graph spatial tree, which we call K-ISE and denote
it B(K) = (T(K), dT(K) , ϕT(K)), where (T(K), dT(K)) is called K-CRT. Note that
its shape T(K) comes with an order on the edges.
We recall that this object comes with a probability measure λϕ

T(K) (T
(K)).

For the sake of simplicity we will denote λϕ
T(K) (T

(K)) as λ
(T,K).

It is also interesting to note that T(K) has no point of degree more than 3,
indeed, by Theorem 4.6 in [17], it is known that Ξ-a.s. for any x ∈ T the set
T \ {x} has at most three connected components. This means that the shape
T(K) is non-degenerate.
Let BK-ISE be the Brownian motion on the K-ISE B(K) (endowed with the

measure λ(T,K) ◦ ϕ−1
T(K)) according to the definition of Brownian motion on a

real tree, given in Proposition 2.1. It can be shown (in essence equation (8.3)
of [14]) that

Proposition 2.4. We have that BK-ISE converges to BISE as K → ∞, in
distribution in the topology of uniform convergence (in compacts subsets of
time) in C(R+,Rd) for M ⊗ (λT)

⊗N-a.e. realization of (T, dT, ϕT, (Vi)i∈N).

A similar construction can be made by choosing, on a realization Th of the

h-CRT, points (Vi)i∈N distributed according to (
λ
Th

λ
Th (Th)

)⊗N (meaning they are

uniformly distributed on Th). The reduced sub-tree spanned by the root and
(Vi)i=1,...,K will be denoted as Th,K). The tree Th,K comes endowed with a

probability measure as in Section 2.4 which will be denoted λ(T
h,K). We define

Bh,K-ISE the Brownian motion in (Th,K , dTh,K , λ(T
h,K)) according to Proposi-

tion 2.1.

Remark 2.2. In the related article [10], a random graph spatial tree BK(W )
is constructed by uniformly sampling paths from the measure of the historical
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super Brownian motion. It can be shown that BK(W ) has the same law as
B(K). The proof is a straightforward generalization of the argument in the
proof of Theorem 2.1 in [33]

3. The skeleton of a graph

Let G = (V (G), E(G)) be a graph, where V (G) ⊂ Zd containing the origin,
o ∈ V (G). We will have in mind the nearest neighbor case, where E(G) ⊂
E(Zd), or the spread out case, where there exists L > 0 such that ∥x−y∥ > L
implies (x, y) /∈ E(G). We are now going to introduce the skeleton of G and
related notations which are needed to state the four conditions (G), (R), (V )
and (S) for the convergence to the BISE. A more detailed description can be
found in [8].

One of the key notions we will need in this paper is the notion of cut-point.

Definition 3.1. We call cut-bond any edge e ∈ E(G) whose removal discon-
nects G. The endpoints of a cut-bond are called a cut-points.

We denote Vcut(G) the set of cut-points of G, which we assume to be non-
empty.

Let us now consider a sequence (xi)i∈N of points Vcut(G). Fix K ∈ N, we
construct the graph G(K) in the following manner

(1) the vertices of G(K) are the set of all cut-points that lie on a path
from the root to an xi for i ≤ K,

(2) two vertices of G(K) are adjacent if there exists a path connecting
them which does not use any cut-point.

The new graph G(K) will be rooted at root∗ which is the first cut-point on
the path from the origin to x1.
The removal of all cut-bonds in G results in a with graph several connected

components. Those connected components are called bubbles and all cut-
points in the same bubble are inter-connected in G(K). This means that
G(K) is a graph is composed of complete graphs glued together but single
edges. This construction can be visualized in Figure 1.

Definition 3.2. We will say that a graph G(K) is tree-like if it does not con-
tain any subgraph that is a complete graph apart from segments and triangles.

Remark 3.1. In the case of lattice trees, all edges are cut-bonds and all
vertices are cut-points. In particular, the graph G(K) is always tree-like.

3.1. Approximating a tree-like graph by a graph spatial tree. Let
us assume that G(K) is tree-like. We are now going to perform a technical
operation, that will be helpful to complete our proofs. In essence we are trying
to build a graph spatial tree that will approximate G(K) well.
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0

x1

x2

x3

0

x1

x2

x3

cut-bonds on ancestral paths

x4 x4

Figure 1. The transformation a graph G is turned into G(4).

We want to turn the triangles present in G(K) into stars in order to turn
out the tree-like graph into a tree, this procedure will add one point for every
triangle present in the graph G(K).

Remark 3.2. In the case of lattice trees, step 1 and step 2 described below
are not necessary since G(K) has no actual bubbles. In the end, the graph
T (G,K) constructed will simply be the subgraph of G composed by the union of
the ancestral paths of the points x1, . . . , xK.

Step 1: Turning G(K) into a tree T (G,K)

For every triangle (x, y), (y, z), (z, x) ∈ E(G(K)), we remove the edges
(x, y), (y, z), (z, x) and we introduce a new vertex vx,y,z and new edges (x, vx,y,z),
(y, vx,y,z), (z, vx,y,z). We denote T (G,K), the tree obtained by this construction.
We denote V (T (G,K)) the vertices of T (G,K) and V ∗(T (G,K)) the vertices

which are not of the form vx,y,z (which are actually the vertices of G(K)).
Similarly, we denote E(T (G,K)) the edges of T (G,K) and E∗(T (G,K)) the

edges which are not of the form (x, vx,y,z), (y, vx,y,z), (z, vx,y,z).
Finally, for x, y ∈ V (T (G,K)), we write x ∼∗ y if there exists no z ∈

V ∗(T (G,K)) which lies on the path from x to y. This means that x and y
were neighbours before the star-triangle transformation, or equivalently that
they are connected by a bubble.

Since the tree T (G,K) is rooted (at root∗) it comes with a natural notion of

ancestry. For x ∈ T (G,K), we denote
−−−−→
T (G,K)
x , the set of points of T (G,K) which

are descendants of x, including x.
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Remark 3.3. In the case where G is a (lattice) tree, we have that V ∗(T (G,K)) =
V (T (G,K)), E∗(T (G,K)) = E(T (G,K)) and root∗ = root.

Step 2: Turning T (G,K) into a real tree by adding a metric

The tree T (G,K) comes with a natural metric by setting

(1) for (x, y) ∈ E∗(T (G,K)), we set dT (G,K)(x, y) = dG(x, y), where dG is
the graph distance,

(2) for any triple of edges (x, vx,y,z), (y, vx,y,z), (z, vx,y,z), where x is the
ancestor of y and z, we set

dT (G,K)(x, vx,y,z) =
dG(x, y) + dG(x, z)− dG(z, y)

2
,

dT (G,K)(y, vx,y,z) =
dG(x, y) + dG(y, z)− dG(x, z)

2
and

dT (G,K)(z, vx,y,z) =
dG(x, z) + dG(y, z)− dG(x, y)

2
.

Note that this assignment of distances keeps consistency in the sense
that

dG(x, y) = dT (G,K)(x, vx,y,z) + dT (G,K)(y, vx,y,z),

dG(x, z) = dT (G,K)(x, vx,y,z) + dT (G,K)(z, vx,y,z)

and
dG(y, z) = dT (G,K)(y, vx,y,z) + dT (G,K)(z, vx,y,z).

(3) the distance grows linearly along an edge.

Our choice for the distances in the second part is arbitrary but it will not
have an significant impact on our proof. It can be noted that this distance
conserves the distance from root∗ to any point in V ∗(T (G,K)).

Step 3: Assigning a spatial location to the points in T (G,K)

Finally we want to view our tree as a spatial tree embedded in Rd, i.e. we
want to find an embedding of the edges into Rd.
Any vertex of V ∗(T (G,K)) is assigned its original location in G. Moreover

the vertices vx,y,z are mapped to the barycenter of x, y and z. We write ϕG(K)

this map.
If (x, y) ∈ E(T (G,K)), then the point z which is at a dT (G,K)-distance

αdT (G,K)(x, y) along the edge (x, y) is mapped to the point which is at dis-
tance αdZd(ϕG(K)(x), ϕG(K)(y)) along the Rd-geodesic between ϕG(K)(x) and
ϕG(K)(y). This extends ϕG(K) to a map from T (G,K) to Rd.
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In particular the notation ϕG(K)(e), for e ∈ E(T (G,K)), corresponds to a
segment of Rd.

3.2. Adding a measure associated to the volume of the graph. We
are going to add a measure to our graph T (G,K).
For any x ∈ G, let π(G,K)(x) be the unique v ∈ V ∗(T (G,K)) separating x

from the origin and such that for any v′ ∈ V ∗(T (G,K)) with v′ separating x
from the origin and v′ ̸= v we have that v′ ≺ v. That is, when going from
root∗ to x, the point π(G,K)(x) is the last cut-point crossed before reaching x.
In the case where x is not separated from the origin by a cut-bond, i.e. x is
in the bubble of the origin, then we set π(G,K)(x) = root∗ by convention.

Now for x ∈ V ∗(T (G,K)), let vT (G,K)(x) := #{(y, z) ∈ E(G) : π(G,K)(y) =
x and y ̸= x} and use this to define a measure on V ∗(T (G,K)).

(3.1) µ(G,K) :=
∑

x∈V ∗(T (G,K))

vT (G,K)(x)δx.

3.3. Another way of viewing T (G,K) as graph spatial tree. For our
future purpose it will be convenient to be able to introduce a reduced version
of T (G,K). This distinction will be important for the Definition 5.2.

It will be a graph spatial tree denoted B(G,K) = (T (G,K), dT (G,K) , ϕT (G,K))
which is obtained by the procedure described in Section 2.4.1. In the notations
of that section this spatial graph is ((T (G,K))K,(xi), d(T (G,K))K,(xi) , ϕ(T (G,K))K,(xi)).

In words, to build T (G,K), one considers the subgraph of T (G,K) connect-
ing root∗, x1, . . . , xK then every vertex of degree 2 is erased (collapsing the
2 adjacent edges into one). In particular, the vertices of T (G,K) are root∗,
x1, . . . , xK and the corresponding branching points.

The graph spatial tree B(G,K) is called the K-skeleton of G.

Remark 3.4. It is important to note that the distance and the embedding we
assign to T (G,K) coincide with those assigned to T (G,K). This will allow us to
use, e.g., dT (G,K) to signify dT (G,K).

Remark 3.5. In the case of lattice trees, T (G,K) is composed of the vertices
root, x1, . . . , xk (as well as their branching points) and two of those vertices
are adjacent in T (G,K) if, and only if, they can be connected in T (G,K) without
using a vertex of T (G,K) .

T

4. Conditions (S), (G), (V ) and (R)

Our goal in this section is to describe the four conditions defined in [8] which
imply convergence of the simple random walks on certains critical graphs Gn
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towards the Bh-ISE. For this, we will consider a sequence of random graphs
(Gn)n∈N.

Fix K ∈ N. If the graph Gn(K) constructed from (Gn, (V
n
i )i∈N)n∈N is

tree-like, then the construction of the skeleton of the previous section can be
carried out. In order to lighten the notations, we will write T (n,K), T (n,K),
V ∗(T (n,K)), ϕ(n,K) and π(n,K) for T (Gn,K), T (Gn,K), V ∗(T (Gn,K)), ϕGn(K), and
π(Gn,K) and we also introduce the rescaled quantities d(n,K)(·, ·) and µ(n,K) for
n−1dT (Gn,K)(·, ·) and |E(Gn)|−1 µ(Gn,K). All those quantities were defined in
the previous section.

We recall that d(n,K)(·, ·) (resp. ϕ(n,K)) is a distance on (resp. embedding
of) T (n,K) because of Remark 3.4.

4.1. Condition (S). For any x ∈ V ∗(T (n,K)), we call K-sausage of x the set
{y ∈ Gn, π

(n,K)(y) = x}.
Note that a sausage is typically much larger than the corresponding bubble

because it also contains bubbles of Gn which are not in T (n,K). We introduce

(4.1) ∆
(n,K)

Zd := max
x∈V ∗(T (n,K))

DiamZd({y ∈ V (Gn), π
(n,K)(y) = x}),

where DiamZd(A) := max{dZd(x, y) : x, y ∈ A}, for any A ⊂ Zd. We also
introduce

(4.2) ∆
(n,K)
Gn

:= max
x∈V ∗(T (n,K))

DiamGn({y ∈ V (Gn), π
(n,K)(y) = x}),

where DiamGn(A) := min{dGn(x, y) : x, y ∈ A} for any A ⊂ Zd, and dGn is
the graph distance in Gn. In our context, we want to extend the definition of
tree-like graphs (see Definition 3.2).

Definition 4.1. We say that a sequence of random augmented graphs (Gn, (V
n
i )i∈N)n∈N

verifies condition (S) if

(1) for all K ∈ N, we have

lim
n→∞

P[G(n,K) is tree-like] = 1.

(2) for all ε > 0, we have
(a)

lim
K→∞

sup
n∈N

P[n−1/2∆
(n,K)

Zd > ε] = 0

and
(b)

lim
K→∞

sup
n∈N

P[n−1∆
(n,K)
Gn

> ε] = 0.
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Remark 4.1. If a sequence (Gn, (V
n
i )i∈N)n∈N is asymptotically tree-like (mean-

ing that it satisfy the first display of Definition 4.1), then the notation T (n,K)

and T (n,K) make sense with probability going to 1 since these objects can be
constructed with the methods of the previous section. The conditions which
will involve T (n,K) and T (n,K) (condition (G) of definition 5.2 and condition
(V ) of definition 4.4) are all asymptotical in n. Hence, they are not affected
by the fact that T (n,K) is not defined on an event of small probability. We
will thus allow ourselves a slight abuse of notation in the statement of these
conditions.

4.2. Condition (G): asymptotic shape of the graph. Let us define a
distance D on graph spatial trees (defined in Section 2.4.1). Here, we follow
Section 7 of [14].

For (T, d, ϕ) a graph spatial tree with an order on the edges, write |e1| , . . . , |el|
for the lengths of the edges.

Take two such graph spatial trees T = (T, d, ψ) and T ′ = (T ′, d′, ψ′). If
T ̸= T ′ (i.e., if there is no root preserving, order preserving, graph-isomorphism
between T and T ′) then we set d1(T ,T ′) = ∞ and otherwise we set

(4.3) d1(T, T
′) := sup

i
||ei| − |e′i|| .

Now if T = T ′, we have a homeomorphism ΥT,T ′ : T → T ′ such that if
x ∈ T is at a distance α |e| along the edge e, it is mapped to the point x′ ∈ T ′

which is at distance α |e′| along the corresponding edge e′. We then set

d2(T, T
′) := sup

x∈T
dRd(ψ(x), ψ′(ΥT,T ′(x))).

This yields a metric

(4.4) D((T, d, ψ), (T ′, d′, ψ′)) := (d1(T, T
′) + d2(T, T

′)) ∧ 1

on graph spatial trees with ordered edges. This distance allows us to define our
first condition (relevant definitions can be found at Definition 4.1, Remark 4.1
and Section 2.4).

Definition 4.2. Condition (G)hσd,σϕ
: We say that a sequence of random aug-

mented graphs (Gn, (V
n
i )i∈N)n∈N satisfies condition (G)hσd,σϕ

if

(1) for all K ∈ N, we have

lim
n→∞

P[G(n,K) is tree-like] = 1,

(2) there exists σd, σϕ > 0 such that for all K ∈ N, the sequence of
graph spatial trees ((T (n,K), n−1dGn , n

−1/2ϕ(n,K)))n∈N converges weakly
to (Th,K , σddTh,K , σϕ

√
σdϕTh,K ) in the topology induced by D.
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Remark 4.2. It is very important to stress that in condition (G)h, the topol-
ogy induced by D imposes a condition on the convergence of the length of only
a finite number of edges (the 2K−1 edges of the asymptotically non-degenerate
shape). This is where the distinction between T (n,K) and T (n,K) makes a big
difference.

Let us also introduce the strengthened version of condition (G)h.

Definition 4.3. Condition (G)h,+: We say that a sequence of random aug-
mented graphs (Gn, (V

n
i )i∈N)n∈N satisfies condition (G)h,+σd,σϕ,ν

if

(1) for all K ∈ N, we have

lim
n→∞

P[G(n,K) is tree-like] = 1,

(2) there exists σd, σϕ, ν > 0 such that for all K ∈ N, the sequence of

graph spatial trees ((T (n,K), n−1dGn(·, ·), n−1/2ϕ(n,K), |E(Gn)|
n2 ))n∈N con-

verges weakly to (Th,K , σddTh,K , σϕ
√
σdϕTh,K , νλTh(Th)) with the topol-

ogy induced by D in the first three coordinates and the usual topology
in R in the last coordinate.

4.3. Condition (V ): distribution of the volume on the graph. Define
λ(n,K) the Lebesgue measure on the graph spatial tree, (T (n,K), d(n,K)), nor-

malized to have total mass 1. Recall that
−−−→
T (n,K)
x are the descendants of x

(including x itself) in T (n,K) and µ(n,K) was defined in Section 3.2. Let us
introduce the following definition.

Definition 4.4. Condition (V ): For each ε > 0

lim
K→∞

lim sup
n∈N

P
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− µ(n,K)(

−−−→
T (n,K)
x )

∣∣∣∣ ≥ ε

]
= 0.

4.3.1. Condition (R): the linearity of the resistance. Let RGn
eff denote the ef-

fective resistance in Gn. That is, we let each edge of Gn have unit resistance
and, for a pair of vertices x, y, RGn

eff (x, y) is the electrical resistance between
x and y in the electrical network just described.

Definition 4.5. Condition (R): We say that a sequence of random augmented
graphs (Gn, (V

n
i )i∈N)n∈N satisfies condition (R)ρ if there exists ρ > 0 such that

for all ε > 0 and for all i ∈ N

lim
n→∞

P
[∣∣∣∣∣R

Gn
eff (0, V

n
i )

dGn(0, V
n
i )

− ρ

∣∣∣∣∣ > ε
]
= 0.
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5. Scaling limit results for simple random walks on critical
graphs in high dimensions

In this section, we will state some of the main results of this article, which
simplify the conditions under which we can deduce convergence towards the
Brownian motion in the ISE.

The article [8] was dedicated to finding conditions under which simple ran-
dom walks on critical graphs would converge towards the Brownian motion on
the ISE (or minor variants of that process). One of the main results obtained
there is the following.

Proposition 5.1. Under conditions (G)hσd,σϕ
, (S), (V ) and (R)ρ we have that

(n−1/2XGn

n|E(Gn)|t)t≥0
n→∞→ (

√
σdσϕB

h-ISE
(ρσd)−1λ

Th (Th)t)t≥0,

where the convergence is annealed and occurs with the topology of uniform
convergence over compact sets of time.

If, in addition, we also have the control on the cardinality of Gn, we can get
rid of the dependence on |E(Gn)| on the time scaling. The following corollary
is a simple consequence of the theorem above.

Corollary 5.1. Under conditions (G)h,+σd,σϕ,ν
, (S), (V ) and (R)ρ we have that

(n−1/2XGn

n3t)t≥0
n→∞→ (

√
σdσϕB

h-ISE
(ρσdν)−1t)t≥0,

where the convergence is annealed and occurs with the topology of uniform
convergence over compact sets of time.

The conditions (G)hσd,σϕ
, (S), (V ) and (R)ρ are linked to a choice of certain

points (V i
n)n∈N in our graphs Gn. One of the main contributions of this article

is to show that a specific choice of such points (V i
n)n∈N leads to significant

simplifications of those conditions.

5.1. Simplified scaling limit theorem. For a set B ⊂ V (Gn), we denote
by B∗ the graph with vertices B and with edges {[x, y] ∈ E(Gn), x, y ∈ B}.
Let us start by defining a specific class of points.

Definition 5.1. We say that the points (V n
i )i∈N, n ∈ N are chosen according

to uniform edge-volume if, for each n ∈ N the sequence (V n
i )i∈N is i.i.d. and

lim
n→∞

P

 max
B⊂V (Gn)

B∗connected

∣∣∣∣P[V n
1 ∈ B | Gn]−

|E(B∗)|
|E(Gn)|

∣∣∣∣ > ε

 = 0

for all ε > 0.
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For points chosen in such a way, we do not need to verify condition (V ) but

we only require the much simpler condition that |E(Gn)|
n2 converges to ν (this

hypothesis is the difference between (G)hσd,σϕ
and (G)h,+σd,σϕ,ν

). Next we present
one of the main theorems of this article:

Theorem 5.1. Assume the points (V n
i )i∈N are chosen according to uniform

edge-volume.

(1) Under conditions (G)hσd,σϕ
, (S) and (R)ρ we have that

(n−1/2XGn

n|E(Gn)|t)t≥0
n→∞→ (

√
σdσϕB

h-ISE
(ρσd)−1λ

Th (Th)t)t≥0.

(2) Under conditions (G)h,+σd,σϕ,ν
, (S) and (R)ρ we have that

(n−1/2XGn

n3t)t≥0
n→∞→ (

√
σdσϕB

h-ISE
(νρσd)−1t)t≥0,

where the convergences are annealed and occur with the topology of uniform
convergence over compact sets of time.

The theorem stated just above will be used in Section 8 to show that the
random walk on critical lattice trees, in high dimensions, converge to the
Brownian motion on the ISE.

5.2. Extension to other conditionings. The initial article [8] was applied
in [7] for simple random walks on critical branching random walks conditioned
on the volume being large. In such a setting the limiting process is the Brow-
nian motion on the ISE (which is the super Brownian motion of total measure
1). The methods of proof used in the current article are also applicable in
that setting.

Let us introduce the condition (G) for graphs Gn conditioned on having
volume asymptotically equal to n2 (instead of height larger than n).

Definition 5.2. Condition (G)σd,σϕ
: We say that a sequence of random aug-

mented graphs (Gn, (V
n
i )i∈N)n∈N satisfies condition (G)σd,σϕ

if

(1) for all K ∈ N, we have

lim
n→∞

P[G(n,K) is tree-like] = 1,

(2) there exists σd, σϕ > 0 such that for all K ∈ N, the sequence of graph
spatial trees ((T (n,K), n−1dGn(·, ·), n−1/2ϕ(n,K)))n∈N converges weakly to
(T (K), σddT (K) , σϕ

√
σdϕT (K)) in the topology induced by D.

Proving condition (G) for graphs conditioned on having a volume exactly
equal to n is in general more complicated, and as far as we know, not proved
in any models belonging to the lace expansion class (apart from branching
random walks).

In [8] it is proven that:
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Proposition 5.2. Under conditions (G)σd,σϕ
, (S), (V ) and (R)ρ we have that

(n−1/2XGn

n|E(Gn)|t)t≥0
n→∞→ (

√
σdσϕB

ISE
(ρσd)−1)t≥0,

where the convergence is annealed and occurs with the topology of uniform
convergence over compact sets of time.

As a simple corollary of the proposition above, we get that:

Corollary 5.2. If, in addition to conditions (G)σd,σϕ
, (S), (V ) and (R)ρ we

have that there exists ν > 0 such that |E(Gn)|
n2 converges to ν in probability,

(n−1/2XGn

n3t)t≥0
n→∞→ (

√
σdσϕB

ISE
(ρσdν)−1t)t≥0,

where the convergence is annealed and occurs with the topology of uniform
convergence over compact sets of time.

We will establish the following results:

Theorem 5.2. Assume the points (V n
i )i∈N are chosen according to uniform

edge-volume.

(1) Under conditions (G)σd,σϕ
, (S) and (R)ρ we have that

(n−1/2XGn

n|E(Gn)|t)t≥0
n→∞→ (

√
σdσϕB

ISE
(ρσd)−1t)t≥0.

(2) If, in addition to conditions (G)σd,σϕ
, (S) and (R)ρ, there exists ν > 0

such that |E(Gn)|
n2 converges to ν in probability, we have that

(n−1/2XGn

n3t)t≥0
n→∞→ (

√
σdσϕB

ISE
(νρσd)−1t)t≥0,

where the convergences are annealed and occur with the topology of uniform
convergence over compact sets of time.

6. Construction of an empirical measure to approximate
condition (V )

In this section, we aim to show that either of the conditions, (G)σd,σϕ
or

(G)hσd,σϕ
, imply condition (V ), when the sequence of points are chosen accord-

ing to uniform edge volume. For the sake of clarity, we will lead the discussion
with condition (G)σd,σϕ

in mind, making the required remarks to deal with

condition (G)hσd,σϕ
when necessary.

Condition (V ) holds exactly for the ISE. That is, recalling from Section 2.4.2
that λ(T,K) is the normalized Lebesgue measure in (T(K), dT(K)) and letting
µ(T,K) be the measure in T(K) defined as

µ(T,K)(A) = λT({x ∈ T : πT(K)

(x) ∈ A}).
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Then, we have that

lim
K→∞

P
[
sup

x∈T(K)

∣∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−−→
T(K)

x )− µ(T,K)(
−−→
T(K)

x )

∣∣∣∣ ≥ ε

]
= 0.

For a proof of the display above, see (7.12) in the proof of Proposition 7.1.
Since condition (G)σd,σϕ

tells us that Gn and the ISE are similar for n large,
it is natural to believe that (V ) should hold. The difficulty is that (G)σd,σϕ

only gives us access to, loosely speaking, finite-dimensional information and
and condition (V ) is a uniform bound on the tree. The challenge will be to
approximate condition (V ) using less information.
For this, we recall that condition (V ) is a statement on the measure µ(n,K)

for large n . Our strategy will be to build an “empirical measure” µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)

that approximates µ(n,K) and which is measurable with respect to the shape
T (n,K+K1+K2) (and we will require no extra information about the volume
of T (n,K)). In particular, this measurability condition means that µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)

can be understood for large n using condition (G)σd,σϕ
. Our condition (V ) will

then become, up to error terms, a statement on µ̂(n,K,K1,K2). Then, by using
condition (G)σd,σϕ

, we will turn our discrete problem (linked to µ̂(n,K,K1,K2))

into a question on the ISE (linked to a measure µ̂(T,K,K1,K2)). Finally, by the
same argument as in the discrete case, this problem on the ISE will correspond,
up to error terms, to proving condition (V ) for the ISE (which as mentioned
previously is trivially true).

6.1. Building an empirical measure. Let us first describe our strategy for
building the empirical measure. We will build the measure µ̂(n,K,K1,K2) on
T (n,K) in two steps.

(1) First, we will find the location of the atoms of the measure. For this,
we will first span a high number K1 of points chosen according to edge
volume and look at their projection onto T (n,K). This number K1 is
chosen to ensure that, with high probability, most of the edge-volume
of Gn projected onto T (n,K+K1) will be located on the newly added
branches (T (n,K+K1) \ T (n,K)).

(2) Then, we will find the edge-volume that should be associated to each
of the atoms of the measure. This is done by adding a sufficiently
high number of points K2 such that we can do a precise empirical
approximation of the edge-volume of Gn which will be projected onto
each one of the atoms of µ̂(n,K,K1,K2). This will essentially follow from
the law of large numbers.

6.1.1. Location of the atoms of µ(n,K,K1,K2). For any K1 > 0, we will consider
the tree T (n,K+K1). We introduce the following notations (see Figure 6.1.1):
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T (n;K)

S(n;K;K1)

s
(n;K;K1)
i

y
(n;K;K1)
i

Figure 2. Notations associated to the construction of the
atoms of the measure µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)

(1) y
(n,K,K1)
1 , . . . , y

(n,K,K1)

l(n,K,K1)
the points of T (n,K) which are of degree 3 in

T (n,K+K1) but not in T (n,K). This means that we consider the branch-
ing vertices that were added to T (n,K) in order to be able to connect
the K1 points added in T (n,K+K1). We point out that l(n,K,K1) ≤ K1.

(2) for any i ≤ l(n,K,K1), we denote s
(n,K,K1)
i to be the set of points of

T (n,K+K1) which are separated from 0 by y
(n,K,K1)
i (including y

(n,K,K1)
i ).

It is clear that s
(n,K,K1)
i forms a tree which is connected.

(3) S(n,K,K1) is formed by the union of all s
(n,K,K1)
i for i ≤ l(n,K,K1). This

is hence a forest with at most K1 connected components.

Remark 6.1. We can notice that {π(n,K)(z), z ∈ S(n,K,K1)} = {y(n,K,K1)
i , i ≤

l(n,K,K1)}.
Remark 6.2. A similar construction can be made in the limiting setting,
i.e. on the continuum random tree T (and Th). This will lead to analogous

notations, S(K,K1), (y
(K,K1)
i )i≤l(K,K1) and (s

(K,K1)
i )i≤l(K,K1).

Those definitions are illustrated in Figure 2.
We have already defined the projection of vertices at the beginning of the

Section 4. We will extend this definition to edges in the following way: let
e = [x, y] be an edge of E(Gn) and K

′ any positive integer then

• if π(n,K′)(x) = π(n,K′)(y) then we set π(n,K′)(e) = π(n,K′)(x),
• if π(n,K′)(x) ̸= π(n,K′)(y) then if π(n,K′)(x) is the ancestor of π(n,K′)(y)
in T (n,K′) we set π(n,K′)(e) = π(n,K′)(x) and in the other case we set
π(n,K′)(e) = π(n,K′)(y).
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This means that π(n,K′)(e) is the cut-point closest to e such that from either
endpoint of e we have to go through π(n,K′)(e) to go to the origin.
Let us start by a technical result.

Lemma 6.1. Assume that either of Conditions (G)σd,σϕ
or (G)hσd,σϕ

are veri-
fied with points chosen according to uniform edge-volume. Fix K < ∞, then
for any M <∞ there exists C1(M,K) <∞ such that for any K1 ≥ C1,

lim
n→∞

P[ for all i ≤M1/2, π(n,K+K1)(V n
K+K1+i) ∈ S(n,K,K1)]

≥
(
1− 1

M

)
exp

(
− 2

M1/2

)
.

Proof. Let T denote the normalized CRT, i.e., the one conditioned on hav-
ing unit volume. Let us introduce the event A(K,K1, L) = {|S(K,K1)|dT ≥
L|T(K)|dT}, where | · |dT denotes the length according to dT. We will start by
showing that for any L < ∞ and η > 0, there exists K∗(η, L) such that for
all K1 > K∗(η, L),

(6.1) P[A(K,K1, L)] > 1− η.

It is immediate from the line-breaking construction of T (see Section ??)
that the total length of T(K1) diverges with K1, almost surely. Also, for fixed
K, the length of T(K) is almost surely finite. Therefore, since

∣∣S(K,K1)
∣∣
dT

=∣∣T(K1)
∣∣
dT
−
∣∣T(K)

∣∣
dT
, it follows that

∣∣S(K,K1)
∣∣
dT

diverges with K1 (for fixed K).

Display (6.1) follows immediately.
Using the line-breaking construction again, we see that for any i ≥ 1 the

point πT(K+K1)(VK+K1+i) is uniformly distributed on T(K+K1) which by (6.1)
implies that,

(6.2) P[πT(K+K1)(VK+K1+i) ∈ S(K,K1) | A(K,K1, L)] ≥
L

L+ 1
.

Now, for any j ≥ 1, let us denote the event

Aj(K,K1, L) :=
⋂

1≤i≤j

{πT(K+K1)(VK+K1+j) ∈ S(K,K1)} ∩ A(K,K1, L),

which we extend by setting A0(K,K1,M) := A(K,K1,M).

Since (Vl)l≥0 is an i.i.d. family, we know that {πT(K+K1)(VK+K1+j+1) ∈
S(K,K1)} depends on (Vl)l≤K+K1 (to define π

T(K+K1) and S(K,K1)) and on VK+K1+j+1,
but is independent of (Vl)K+K1+j≥l>K+K1 . On the event Aj(K,K1, L), we
know that we have |S(K,K1+j)|dT ≥ L|T(K)|dT and this means that the line-
breaking construction implies

(6.3) P[πT(K+K1)(VK+K1+j+1) ∈ S(K,K1) | Aj(K,K1, L)] ≥
L

L+ 1
.
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Hence, (6.2) and (6.3) imply by induction that

P[ for all i ≤ j, πT(K+K1)(VK+K1+i) ∈ S(K,K1) | A(K,K1, L)] ≥
( L

L+ 1

)j

.

Applying for the previous equation for j =M1/2, we obtain

P[ for all i ≤M1/2, πT(K+K1)(VK+K1+i) ∈ S(K,K1) | A(K,K1, L)]

≥
(
1− 1

L+ 1

)M1/2

,

and recalling (6.1) we obtain

P[ for all i ≤M1/2, πT(K+K1)(VK+K1+i) ∈ S(K,K1)] ≥
(
1− η

)(
1− 1

L+ 1

)M1/2

.

Since η and L are arbitrary, and the equation above holds for all K1 ≥
K∗(η, L), it follows that, for any M ≥ 0,

(6.4) lim inf
K1→∞

P[ for all i ≤M1/2, πT(K+K1)(VK+K1+i) ∈ S(K,K1)] = 1.

Now we turn our focus to the discrete. We can notice that the event
{For all i ≤ M1/2, πT (n,K+K1)(V n

K+K1+i) ∈ S(n,K,K1)} is measurable with re-

spect the shape of T (n,K+K1+M1/2) (recall the definition of shape in Section 4.2).
This leads us to use condition (G)hσd,σϕ

in order to show that, with probability

going to 1 as n goes to infinity, T (n,K+K1+M1/2) and T (K+K1+M1/2) have the
same shape, which implies

lim
n→∞

P[ for all i ≤M1/2, πT (n,K+K1)(V n
K+K1+i) ∈ S(n,K,K1)]

=P[ for all i ≤M1/2, πT(K+K1)(VK+K1+i) ∈ S(K,K1)]

≥
(
1− 1

M

)
exp

(
− 2

M1/2

)
,

where we used the previous equation. This proves the lemma for condition
(G)σd,σϕ

.

In order to get the lemma under condition (G)hσd,σϕ
, it suffices to obtain

(6.4) for Th, the CRT conditioned on having height larger than h, instead of
T. The rest of the proof is completely analogous. It will be helpful to write
Th as a mixture of CRTs conditioned on a fixed volume and on having height
greater than h. More precisely, let Tv be the CRT conditioned on having
volume exactly equal to v. This is the same as conditioning the underlying
Brownian excursion to have duration v. Moreover, Tv can be obtained from
the normalized CRT via scaling, i.e., Tv = (T,

√
vdT, vλT). Now, let Th

v

be Tv conditioned on having height greater than h. Since, for any v ≥ 0,
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P[h(Tv) ≥ h] > 0, this conditioning can be defined in the standard way

P[Th
v ∈ A] :=

P[Tv ∈ A, h(Tv) ≥ h]

P[h(Tv) ≥ h]

for any measurable set A. The measurability of A means that it is a Borelian
subset of the set of ordered trees that can be constructed using a continu-
ous excursion, as in Section 2.1, endowed with the topology inherited from
the uniform convergence of the corresponding excursions. Let ν be the dis-
tribution of the total volume of Th. The decomposition of Th we were after
is

(6.5) P
[
Th ∈ A

]
=

∫ ∞

0

P[Th
v ∈ A]ν(dv),

for all measurable A.
It follows from (6.4) and the scaling relation between T and Tv that

(6.6) lim inf
K1→∞

P[ for all i ≤M1/2, πT
(K+K1)
v (VK+K1+i) ∈ S(K,K1)] = 1

Also, using that Th
v is defined as Tv conditioned on a positive probability

event, we get from the display above that

(6.7) lim inf
K1→∞

P[ for all i ≤M1/2, πT
h,K+K1
v (VK+K1+i) ∈ S(K,K1)] = 1.

Finally, using (6.5), we can deduce from the above that

(6.8) lim inf
K1→∞

P[ for all i ≤M1/2, πTh,K+K1 (VK+K1+i) ∈ S(K,K1)] = 1.

We finish the proof for condition (G)hσd,σϕ
in the same way that we did for

condition (G)σd,σϕ
, using the display above instead of (6.4). □

We will now prove that most of the edge-volume ofGn projected on T (n,K+K1)

is projected on S(n,K,K1) (i.e. on the K1 last branches).

Lemma 6.2. Assume that either of conditions (G)σd,σϕ
or (G)hσd,σϕ

are verified
with points chosen according to uniform edge-volume. Fix K < ∞, then for
any ε, ε′ > 0, there exists C1(ε, ε

′, K) < ∞ such that for any K1 ≥ C1 we
have

lim inf
n→∞

P[
∣∣{e ∈ E(Gn), π

(n,K+K1)(e) ∈ S(n,K,K1)}
∣∣ ≥ (1− ε)|E(Gn)|]

≥1− ε′.

Proof. Fix ε, ε′ > 0. Let B ⊂ V (Gn) and recall from the beginning of Section
5.1 the definition of the subgraph B∗. Let us denote the event that

(6.9) Aε(n) :=
{

max
B⊂V (Gn)

B∗connected

∣∣∣∣P[V n
1 ∈ B | Gn]−

|E(B∗)|
|E(Gn)|

∣∣∣∣ < ε

2

}
,



26 G. BEN AROUS, M. CABEZAS, AND A. FRIBERGH

which occurs with high probability for n large enough since the V n
i are chosen

according to edge volume.
Recall that the points V n

i are chosen in an i.i.d. fashion. We denote
S̃(n,K,K1) := {x ∈ Gn, π

(n,K+K1)(x) ∈ S(n,K,K1)}. We know that S̃(n,K,K1)

has at most K1 connected components, so we can notice that on Aε/K1 we

have that
∣∣∣P[V n

K+K1+i ∈ S̃(n,K,K1) | Gn]− |E[S̃(n,K,K1)]|
|E(Gn)|

∣∣∣ ≤ ε/2 for any i ≥ 0.

Hence, on the event Aε/K1(n) (which is measurable with respect to Gn), we
have for any i ≥ 0

P[V n
K+K1+i ∈ S̃(n,K,K1) | Gn, (V

n
i )i≤K+K1 ] ≤

|E(S̃(n,K,K1))|
|E(Gn)|

+
ε

2
,

and since the points V n
K+K1+i are chosen independently, we have that, on

Aε/K1(n),

P[ for all i ≤M1/2, πT (n,K+K1)(V n
K+K1+i) ∈ S(n,K,K1) | Gn, (V

n
i )i≤K+K1 ]

=
( |E(S̃(n,K,K1))|

|E(Gn)|
+
ε

2

)M1/2

,

by the second point of Remark 6.1.
Let us denote

Bε(n) :=
{∣∣{e ∈ E(Gn), π

(n,K+K1)(e) ∈ S(n,K,K1)}
∣∣ ≤ (1− ε) |E(Gn)|

}
,

then, we can see that

P[ for all i ≤M1/2, π(n,K+K1)(V n
K+K1+i) ∈ S(n,K,K1) | Aε/K1(n) ∩Bε(n)]

≤(1− ε/2)M
1/2 ≤ exp(−εM1/2/2).

Putting together the previous elements, we can see that

P [Bε(n)] ≤P[ for some i ≤M1/2, π(n,K+K1)(V n
K+K1+i) /∈ S(n,K,K1)]

+ P[Bε(n); for all i ≤M1/2, π(n,K+K1)(V n
K+K1+i) ∈ S(n,K,K1)]

≤P[ for some i ≤M1/2, π(n,K+K1)(V n
K+K1+i) /∈ S(n,K,K1)] + P[Aε/K1(n)

c]

+ P[Bε(n) ∩ Aε/K1(n); for all i ≤M1/2, π(n,K+K1)(V n
K+K1+i) ∈ S(n,K,K1)]

≤P[ for some i ≤M1/2, π(n,K+K1)(V n
K+K1+i) /∈ S(n,K,K1)] + P[Aε/K1(n)

c]

+ P[ for all i ≤M1/2, π(n,K+K1)(V n
K+K1+i) ∈ S(n,K,K1)|Bε(n) ∩ Aε/K1(n)]

≤P[ for some i ≤M1/2, π(n,K+K1)(V n
K+K1+i) /∈ S(n,K,K1)]

+ P[Aε/K1(n)] + exp(−εM1/2/2),
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where the second term goes to 0 by Definition 5.1, and then by Lemma 6.1
we know that for any M there exists K1 large enough such that

lim sup
n→∞

P[Bε(n)] ≤ 1− (1− 1

M
) exp(− 2

M1/2
) + exp(−εM1/2/2),

and we can see that for any ε′ > 0 there exists an M large enough (provided
we take K1 large enough) such that right-hand side is lower than ε′. This
proves the lemma. □

6.1.2. Assigning a weight to each atom of µ̂(n,K,K1,K2). Our goal in this section

is to estimate the amount of mass that should be put to each atom y
(n,K,K1)
i

of µ̂(n,K) of µ̂(n,K,K1,K2). We want to do this using information depending only
on T (n,K′) for some large K ′.

Set

µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(y
(n,K,K1)
i ) =

∣∣∣{j ≤ K2, π
(n,K)(V n

K+K1+j) = y
(n,K,K1)
i }

∣∣∣
K2

.

and recall that for any y ∈ V ∗(T (n,K))

µ(n,K)(y) =

∣∣{e ∈ E(Gn), π
(n,K)(e) = y}

∣∣
|E(Gn)|

.

In essence we span K1 point to create the locations of the atoms and then
an extra K2 points to assign a weight to those atoms.

Lemma 6.3. Assume that either of conditions (G)σd,σϕ
or (G)hσd,σϕ

are verified
with points chosen according to uniform edge-volume. For any K,K1 < ∞
and ε, ε′ > 0, there exists C2(K,K1, ε, ε

′) such that for any K2 ≥ C2 we have

lim
n→∞

P
[
for all i ≤ l(K,K1),

∣∣∣µ(n,K)(y
(n,K,K1)
i )− µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(y

(n,K,K1)
i )

∣∣∣ < ε

K1

]
≥1− ε′.

Proof. Recall the definition of Aε(n) from (6.9).

Denote s̃
(n,K,K1)
i := {x ∈ Gn, π

(n,K+K1)(x) ∈ s
(n,K,K1)
i }. Since for all

i ≤ l(K,K1) the set s̃
(n,K,K1)
i is connected we know that on Aε(n) we have∣∣∣∣P[V n

1 ∈ s̃
(n,K,K1)
i | Gn]−

∣∣∣E(s̃
(n,K,K1)
i )

∣∣∣
|E(Gn)|

∣∣∣∣ < ε
2
. Now, by the second point of Re-

mark 6.1, µ(n,K)(y
(n,K,K1)
i ) =

∣∣∣E(s̃
(n,K,K1)
i )

∣∣∣
|E(Gn)| , this means that, on Aε(n),∣∣∣P[V n

K+K1+j ∈ s̃
(n,K,K1)
i | Gn, (V

n
j )j≤K+K1 ]− µ(n,K)(y

(n,K,K1)
i )

∣∣∣ < ε

2

for any j ≥ 1.
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For any 1 ≤ i ≤ l(K,K1), let us notice that, conditionally on Gn and

(V n
j )j≤K+K1 , we have that µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(y

(n,K,K1)
i ) = 1

K2

∑K2

i=1Bi, where Bi are

i.i.d. random variables such that P [Bi = 1] = 1 − P [Bi = 0] = P[VK+K1+i ∈
s̃
(n,K,K1)
i | Gn, (V

n
j )j≤K+K1 ] (here we used the first point of Remark 6.1). This

means, by Markov’s inequality, for all i ≤ l(K,K1)

P
[∣∣∣µ̂(n,K+K1+K2)(y

(n,K,K1)
i )− µ(n,K)(y

(n,K,K1)
i )

∣∣∣ > ε
∣∣∣Aε(n)

]
≤P

[∣∣∣µ̂(n,K+K1+K2)(y
(n,K,K1)
i )− P[V n

K+K1+i ∈ s̃
(n,K,K1)
i | Gn, (V

n
j )j≤K+K1 ]

∣∣∣ > ε/2
∣∣∣Aε(n)

]
≤ 4

ε2K2

.

We can use the previous computation to see that

P
[
∃i ≤ l(K,K1),

∣∣∣µ(n,K)(y
(n,K,K1)
i )− µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(y

(n,K,K1)
i )

∣∣∣ > ε

K1

]
≤E

[l(K,K1)∑
i=1

P
[∣∣∣µ(n,K)(y

(n,K,K1)
i )− µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(y

(n,K,K1)
i )

∣∣∣ > ε

K1

| Aε(n)
]]

+ P[Aε(n)
c]

≤E
[l(K,K1)∑

i=1

4K2
1

ε2K2

]
+ P[Aε(n)

c]

≤ 4K3
1

ε2K2

+ P[Aε(n)
c],

since l(K,K1) ≤ K1. By taking n to infinity the second probability goes to 0
by Definition 5.1 and then we choose K2 large enough to make this quantity
smaller than ε′, which proves the lemma. □

6.2. Conclusion. By construction the measure µ̂(n,K,K1,K2) is measurable
with respect to T (n,K+K1+K2) and has support on T (n,K). Its other key prop-
erty can be obtained by combining Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.3 to prove the
following. Let dTV denote the total variation distance between measures.

Lemma 6.4. Assume that either of conditions (G)σd,σϕ
or (G)hσd,σϕ

are verified

with points chosen according to uniform edge-volume. For any ε, ε′ > 0 and
K <∞ there exists C1(ε, ε

′, K) <∞, such that, for any K1 ≥ C1 there exists
C2(ε, ε

′, K,K1) <∞, such that, for any K2 ≥ C2 we have that

lim sup
n→∞

P[dTV (µ̂
(n,K,K1,K2), µ(n,K)) ≥ ε] ≤ ε′.

Proof. Fix ε, ε′ > 0. Let A be a subset of T (n,K), then

µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(A) =µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(A \ (∪l(n,K,K1)

i=1 y
(n,K,K1)
i ))
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+
l(n,K,K1)∑

i=1

1{y(n,K,K1)
i ∈A}µ̂

(n,K,K1,K2)(y
(n,K,K1)
i ),

with a similar formula holding for µ(n,K). This means that the total variation

max
A⊂T (n,K)

∣∣µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(A)− µ(n,K)(A)
∣∣

≤ max
A⊂T (n,K)

∣∣∣µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(A \ (∪l(n,K,K1)

i=1 y
(n,K,K1)
i ))− µ(n,K)(A \ (∪l(n,K,K1)

i=1 y
(n,K,K1)
i ))

∣∣∣
+

l(n,K,K1)∑
i=1

∣∣∣µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(y
(n,K,K1)
i )− µ(n,K)(y

(n,K,K1)
i )

∣∣∣ .
Firstly, by Lemma 6.3 and the fact that l(n,K,K1) ≤ K1 we know that

lim sup
n→∞

P
[l(n,K,K1)∑

i=1

∣∣∣µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(y
(n,K,K1)
i )− µ(n,K)(y

(n,K,K1)
i )

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
]
≤ ε′,

Secondly, we have µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(A\(∪l(n,K,K1)

i=1 y
(n,K,K1)
i )) = 0, and by Lemma 6.2

we know that

lim sup
n→∞

P
[

max
A⊂T (n,K)

µ(n,K)(A \ (∪l(n,K,K1)

i=1 y
(n,K,K1)
i )) ≥ ε

]
≤ ε′.

Combining the last three equations we can see that

lim sup
n→∞

P
[
dTV (µ̂

(n,K,K1,K2), µ(n,K)) ≥ 2ε
]
≤ 2ε′,

which implies the result. □

7. Condition (G) implies condition (V ).

We are now going to use the empirical measure of the previous section to
deduce condition (V ) from condition (G)σd,σϕ

or from condition (G)hσd,σϕ
.

7.1. Extending the previous proofs to the continuous case. The proof
of Lemma 6.2 (which is done in the discrete setting) can be adapted to the
continuous case and, recalling the definitions from Remark 6.2, we obtain

Lemma 7.1. For any ε, ε′ > 0 and K < ∞ there exists C1(ε, ε
′, K) < ∞

such that for any K1 ≥ C1 we have

P[λT(x ∈ T, πT(K+K1)(x) ∈ S(T,K,K1)) ≥ 1− ε] ≥ 1− ε′

and

P
[
λ1Th(x ∈ Th, πTh,K+K1 (x) ∈ S(T,K,K1)) ≥ 1− ε

]
≥ 1− ε′,

where λ1
Th denotes the normalization of λTh. That is λ1Th(·) = λTh(Th)−1λTh(·).
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Defining

µ̂(T,K,K1,K2)(y
(T,K,K1)
i ) =

∣∣∣{j ≤ K2, π
T(K)

(VK+K1+j) = y
(T,K,K1)
i }

∣∣∣
K2

.

and µ̂(Th,K,K1,K2) in an analog fashion, with Th in place of T. we can also
obtain adapt the proof of Lemma 6.4 to the continuous setting to get

Lemma 7.2. For any ε, ε′ > 0 and K < ∞ there exists C1(ε, ε
′, K) < ∞

such that for any K1 ≥ C1 there exists C2(ε, ε
′, K,K1) <∞ such that for any

K2 ≥ C2 we have that

P[dTV (µ̂
(T,K,K1,K2), µ(T,K)) ≥ ε] ≤ ε′

and

P[dTV (µ̂
(Th,K,K1,K2), µ(Th,K)) ≥ ε] ≤ ε′.

The only significant difference is that the proofs are simpler in this case
because we work with uniform points and not points chosen according to
uniform edge-volume (which means we can forgo the events Aε(n)).

7.2. A preliminary result. By condition (G)σd,σϕ
and the Skorohod rep-

resentation Theorem, we can assume that, for all K ∈ N, the augmented
random graphs (Gn, (V

n
i )i=1,...,K)n∈N and T(K) are defined in a common prob-

ability space (Ω(K),F (K),P(K)) and that
(7.1)

(T (n,K), d(n,K), n−1/2ϕTn)
n→∞→ (T(K), σddT(K) , σϕ

√
σdϕT(K)) P(K)-a.s.,

in the topology induced by D, where D is the natural topology on graph
spatial trees (see display (4.4)).

Similarly, under condition (G)hσd,σϕ
we can assume that

(7.2)

(T (n,K), d(n,K), n−1/2ϕTn)
n→∞→ (Th,K , σddTh,K , σϕ

√
σdϕTh,K ) P(K)-a.s..

By condition (G)σd,σϕ
(resp, (G)hσd,σϕ

), we know that T(n,K) and T(K) (resp.

Th,K) are homeomorphic for n large enough, and moreover that the home-
omorphism can be chosen to preserve lexicographical order. Let, Υn,K :
T(n,K) → T(K) be defined as

(7.3) Υn,K = ΥT(n,K),T(K) ,

where, ΥT(n,K),T(K) is as in Section 4.2.
Let us prove the following
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Lemma 7.3. If a sequence of random augmented graph verifiy condition
(G)σd,σϕ

, then we can see that for any ε > 0 and K > 0,

lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− λ(T,K)(

−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))

∣∣∣∣ > ε
]
= 0.

Under condition (G)hσd,σϕ
, the same holds true with Th in place of T.

Proof. We will direct the discussion with condition (G)σd,σϕ
in mind, making

the necessary remarks to deal with (G)hσd,σϕ
when necessary. The strategy of

the proof is to restrict the supremum appearing in the lemma to a supremum
over vertices that are branching points or leaves of some T (n,K′) which will
then allow us to use condition (G)σd,σϕ

to show that for large n the distances

on T (n,K) are close to those on T(K).

Step 1: Constructing a dense set

Fix δ > 0 and K < K ′ ∈ N and an augmented graph (G, (Vi)i∈N) such that
G(K ′) is tree like (recall definition 3.2). We say that V0, . . . VK′ is δ-dense in
T (G,K) if

(1) the set {π(G,K)(Vl) with l ≤ K ′} has at least one point on every edge
of T(G,K).

(2) If x, y ∈ {π(G,K)(Vl) with l ≤ K ′} are neighbours (in the sense that on
the unique path between them there is no other point in {π(G,K)(Vl) with l ≤
K ′}) then there exists ix, iy ≤ K ′ such that π(G,K)(Viy) = x, π(G,K)(Viy) =
y and dT (G,K′)(Vix , Viy) ≤ δ.

This is illustrated in Figure 7.2.
Let us recall from Section 2.1 that Ξ denotes the law of the CRT and λT

is the uniform measure in the CRT. By Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2 in [8], we know
that for any ε′ > 0 and δ > 0, there exists K ′ such that we have

(7.4) Ξ⊗ (λT)
⊗N[V0 . . . VK′ is not δ-dense in T(K)] ≤ ε′

and

(7.5) lim sup
n→∞

P(K)[V n
0 . . . V

n
K′ is not δ-dense in T (n,K)] ≤ ε′.

Recall that λ1
Th is the normalization of λTh . The same proof applies for Th to

get that for any ε′ > 0 and δ > 0, there exists K ′ such that we have

(7.6) Ξh ⊗ (λ1Th)
⊗N[V0 . . . VK′ is not δ-dense in Th,K ] ≤ ε′

and equation (7.5) also holds under condition (G)hσd,σϕ
.

Step 2:

Assume that V n
0 . . . V

n
K′ is δ-dense in T (n,K). Let x ∈ T (n,K), and define

x̃n,K,K′ in the following manner
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x

root

T (n;K)

T (n;K )

Pn;K;K(x)

Figure 3. A dense set for K ′ large enough and an example of x⃗n,K,K′

• if x ∈ V (T (n,K)) (i.e. a leaf or a branch point of T (n,K)) then x̃n,K,K′ =
x,

• if x /∈ V (T (n,K)), then x is in exactly one of the edges of T (n,K) (of
which there are at most 2K+1) and we set x̃n,K,K′ = y where y is the
first descendant of x in T (n,K) of the form π(n,K)(V n

l ) with l ≤ K ′.

See Figure 3 for an illustration.
We emphasize that x̃n,K,K′ ∈ V (T (n,K′)) and as such there is only a bounded

(at most 2K ′ + 1) possibilities for the values of x̃n,K,K′ . Thus, this quantity
is suitable for asymptotic analysis using condition (G)σd,σϕ

.

We may notice that the definition x̃n,K,K′ implies that for any x ∈ T (n,K)

λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x ) = λ(n,K)(

−−−−→
T (n,K)
x̃n,K,K′ ) + d(n,K)(x, x̃n,K,K′),

and by the second point of the definition of a δ-dense set, we see that for any
x ∈ T (n,K) ∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(

−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− λ(n,K)(

−−−−→
T (n,K)
x̃n,K,K′ )

∣∣∣∣ ≤ δ.

This means, using (7.5), that for any ε′, δ > 0 and for any K < ∞, there
exists K ′ <∞ such that

(7.7) lim sup
n→∞

P(K)

[
sup

x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− λ(n,K)(

−−−−→
T (n,K)
x̃n,K,K′ )

∣∣∣∣ > δ

]
≤ ε′.



33

This proof can be extended to the continuous setting (using (7.4)) and we
find that for any ε′, δ > 0 and for any K <∞, there exists K ′ <∞ such that

(7.8) M ⊗ (λT)⊗N
[
sup

x∈T(K)

∣∣∣∣λ(K)(
−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))− λ(K)(

−−−→
T

(K)
x̃K,K′ )

∣∣∣∣ > δ

]
≤ ε′,

where x̃K,K′ is defined in the same way as x̃n,K,K′ but where all quantities are
without script n.

Step 3: Conclusion

Recall the definition of Υn,K from the paragraph below display (7.1). We
can see that

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− λ(T,K)(

−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))

∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− λ(n,K)(

−−−−→
T (n,K)
x̃n,K,K′ )

∣∣∣∣
+ sup

x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−−→
T (n,K)
x̃n,K,K′ )− λ(T,K)(

−−−−−−−−→
T

(K)

˜Υn,K(x)
K,K′

)

∣∣∣∣
+ sup

x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−−−−−−−−→
T

(K)

˜Υn,K(x)
K,K′

)− λ(T,K)(
−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))

∣∣∣∣ .
Therefore, using (7.7) and (7.8) with δ = ε/4, we can see that for some K ′

large enough

lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− λ(T,K)(

−−→
T(K)

x )

∣∣∣∣ > ε]

(7.9)

≤2ε′ + lim sup
n→∞

P(K)

[
sup

x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−−→
T (n,K)
x̃n,K,K′ )− λ(T,K)(

−−−−−−−−→
T

(K)

˜Υn,K(x)
K,K′

)

∣∣∣∣ > ε/2

]
.

We are going to show that Υ̃n,K(x)K,K′ = Υn,K(x̃n,K,K′) for any x ∈ T (n,K).
There are two cases

• x = V n
i for some i ≤ K: In this case, Ṽ n

i n,K,K′ = V n
i , Υn,K(V

n
i ) = Vi

and Ṽi = Vi by the definitions of x̃ and Υn,K . In particular this yields

˜Υn,K(V n
i )K,K′ = Υn,K(Ṽ n

i n,K,K′).

• x ∈ T (n,K) \ {V n
i , i ≤ K}: We denote eK

′
x the unique edge [e−, e

+]
in E(T (n,K′)) (where e− ≺ e+) such that x lies on the path between
e− and e+. We know that Υn,K(e

K′
x ) is an edge of E(T(K′)) which we

write [f−, f+] (where f− ≺ f+). Using those notations, we can see
that x̃n,K,K′ = e+, so that Υn,K(x̃n,K,K′) = Υn,K(e

+) = f+, and on
the other hand, since Υn,K(x) ∈ Υn,K(e

K′
x ) (and Υn,K(x) ̸= f− since
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x ̸= e−) we know that Υ̃n,K(x)K,K′ = f+. Hence we also have in this

case that Υ̃n,K(x)K,K′ = Υn,K(x̃n,K,K′).

This means that the remaining unknown term of (7.9) can be upper-
bounded in the following manner

lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−−→
T (n,K)
x̃n,K,K′ )− λ(T,K)(

−−−−−−−−→
T

(K)

˜Υn,K(x)
K,K′

)

∣∣∣∣ > ε/2
]

(7.10)

= lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−−→
T (n,K)
x̃n,K,K′ )− λ(T,K)(

−−−−−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x̃n,K,K′ )

)

∣∣∣∣ > ε/2
]

≤ lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈V (T (n,K′))

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− λ(T,K)(

−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))

∣∣∣∣ > ε/2
]
,

where we used that x̃n,K,K′ ∈ V (T (n,K′)). Now, we can notice that the first
event on the right hand side of the equation above is measurable with respect
to the shape of T (n,K′) and the intrinsic distances between V (T (n,K′)). Thus
by condition (G)σd,σϕ

we can see that

(7.11)

lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈V (T (n,K′))

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− λ(T,K)(

−−−−−→
T (n,K)
Υn,K(x))

∣∣∣∣ > ε/2
]
= 0,

where we emphasize that the constants σd and σϕ of condition (G)σd,σϕ
do

not appear because the previous equation contains no information about the
embedding (hence no constant σϕ) and λ(n,K) and λ(K) are normalized to
have total mass 1 (hence the multiplicative constant σd ̸= 0 appearing in the
distance scaling is irrelevant).

Using (7.9), (7.10) and (7.11), we can see that

lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− λ(T,K)(

−−→
T (K)
x )

∣∣∣∣ > ε] ≤ 2ε′,

and since the left-hand probability does not depend on K ′, this equation is
valid for any ε′ > 0 and in particular by letting ε′ go to 0 we get the lemma. □

7.3. Proof of condition (V). Our goal is to prove that

Proposition 7.1. A sequence of random augmented graphs (Gn, (V
n
i )i∈N)n∈N

verifying either conditions (G)σd,σϕ
or (G)hσd,σϕ

with points V n
i chosen accord-

ing to uniform edge-volume also verifies condition (V ). More precisely, we
have

lim sup
K→∞

lim sup
n→∞

P
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− µ(n,K)(

−−−→
T (n,K)
x )

∣∣∣∣ > ε
]
= 0
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Proof. We will discuss the proof having the case (G)σd,σϕ
in mind, making the

necessary remarks for (G)hσd,σϕ
when necessary. Recall the definition of P(K)

from displays (7.1) and (7.2). For any ε > 0, we can use Lemma 7.3 to see
that

lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− µ(n,K)(

−−−→
T (n,K)
x )

∣∣∣∣ > 4ε
]

≤ lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))− µ(n,K)(

−−−→
T (n,K)
x )

∣∣∣∣ > 3ε
]
.

Under condition (G)hσd,σϕ
the same holds true with Th in place of T.

Furthermore, using Lemma 6.4, for any ε′ > 0 there exists K1, K2 < ∞
such that

lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))− µ(n,K)(

−−−→
T (n,K)
x )

∣∣∣∣ > 4ε
]

≤ lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))− µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(

−−−→
T (n,K)
x )

∣∣∣∣ > 2ε
]
+ ε′.

Again, the same holds true with Th in place of T under condition (G)hσd,σϕ
.

We can notice that for all x ∈ T (n,K) the value of µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x ) only

depends on the shape T (n,K+K1+K2) (where the definition of shape can be
found in Definition 2.5) . This means, that we can use condition (G)σd,σϕ

to
see that for any K,K1, K2 and for any ε > 0

lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[
for all x ∈ T (n,K), µ̂(n,K,K1,K2)(

−−−→
T (n,K)
x ) = µ̂(T,K,K1,K2)(

−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))

]
= 1.

Hence, the three previous equations become

lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− µ(n,K)(

−−−→
T (n,K)
x )

∣∣∣∣ > 4ε
]

≤ lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))− µ̂(T,K,K1,K2)(

−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))

∣∣∣∣ > 2ε
]
+ ε′.

However, recalling Lemma 7.2, we can transform the previous equation into
(by possibly increasing K1 and K2)

lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− µ(n,K)(

−−−→
T (n,K)
x )

∣∣∣∣ > 3ε
]

≤ lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))− µ(T,K)(

−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))

∣∣∣∣ > ε
]
+ 2ε′,
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and since the K1, K2 dependence has disappeared, we can let ε′ go to 0 and
see that

lim sup
n→∞

P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(n,K)(
−−−→
T (n,K)
x )− µ(n,K)(

−−−→
T (n,K)
x )

∣∣∣∣ > 3ε
]

≤P(K)
[

sup
x∈T (n,K)

∣∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))− µ(T,K)(

−−−−−→
T

(K)
Υn,K(x))

∣∣∣∣ > ε
]
.

The same holds true with Th in place of T under condition (G)hσd,σϕ
.

This last equation is an estimate on the CRT. Since Υn,K is a homeomor-
phism from T (n,K) to T(K), it only remains to be shown that

(7.12) lim
K→∞

P(K)
[
sup

x∈T(K)

∣∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−−→
T(K)

x )− µ(T,K)(
−−→
T(K)

x )

∣∣∣∣ > ε
]
= 0.

and that

(7.13) lim
K→∞

P(K)
[
sup

x∈Th,K

∣∣∣λ(Th,K)(
−−→
Th,K

x )− µ(Th,K)(
−−→
Th,K

x )
∣∣∣ > ε

]
= 0

for condition (G)hσd,σϕ
.

Let η > 0 be arbitrary. It suffices to show that

(7.14) P(K)

[
sup
x∈T

∣∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−−→
T(K)

x )− µ(T,K)(
−−→
T(K)

x )

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε

]
≥ 1− η

for all K large enough.
Fixing ε > 0, there exists a (possibly random) δ∗ > 0 such that

sup
x∈T

λT(B(x, δ∗)) ≤ ε/6.

The display above can be easily deduced using the compactness of T and the
fact that λT has no atoms. Therefore there exists δ small enough such that

(7.15) P
[
sup
x∈T

λT(B(x, δ)) ≤ ε/6

]
≥ 1− η

16

On the one hand, it is easy to see from (7.4) that, for any η > 0, there exists
K1 such that, for anyK ≥ K1, the decomposition of T(K) into non-overlapping
line-segments [ai, bi], i = 1, . . . , 2K − 1 satisfies

(7.16) P(K)

[
max

i=1,...,2K−1
dT(ai, bi) ≤ δ/2

]
≥ 1− η

32

On the other hand, by item (ii) of Theorem 3 in [1], for any η > 0 there exists
K2 such that for any K ≥ K2,

P(K)

[
max
x∈T

dT(x, π
T(K)

(x)) ≤ δ/2

]
≥ 1− η

32
.
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Let K3 = K1 ∨K2. By the two displays above, we have that

P(K)
[
{x : πT(K3)(x) ∈ [ai, bi]} ⊆ B(ai, δ), ∀i = 1, . . . , 2K3 − 1

]
≥ 1− η

16
.

Therefore, by (7.15)

(7.17) P(K)
[
µ(T,K3)([ai, bi]) ≤ ε/6, ∀i = 1, . . . , 2K3 − 1

]
≥ 1− η

8
.

Furthermore, by item (ii) of Theorem 3 in [1], λ(T,K) (when regarded as a
measure over T) converges almost surely in distribution to λT as K → ∞.

Therefore, since {x : πT(K3)(x) ∈ [ai, bi]} is a closed set,

lim sup
K→∞

λ(T,K)({x : πT(K3)(x) ∈ [ai, bi]}) ≤ λT({x : πT(K3)(x) ∈ [ai, bi]}),

for all i = 1, . . . , 2K3 − 1 Hence, by (7.17), there exists K∗ such that for
K > K∗,

(7.18) P(K)

[
max

i=1,...,2K3−1
λ(T,K)({x : πT(K3)(x) ∈ [ai, bi]}) ≤ ε/3

]
≥ 1− η

4
.

By the convergence in distribution of λ(T,K) towards λT, and the fact that
the boundary of Tai is ai and λT(ai) = 0,

lim
K→∞

max
i=1,...,2K3−1

∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−→
T ai)− λT(

−→
T ai)

∣∣∣ = 0.

Therefore, for K large enough we have that

(7.19) P(K)

[
max

i=1,...,2K3−1

∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−→
T ai)− λT(

−→
T ai)

∣∣∣ ≥ ε/3

]
≥ 1− η

8
.

Let x ∈ T, let i ∈ {1, . . . , 2K3 − 1} be the index such that πT(K3)(x) ∈ [ai, bi].
We will discern according to whether x ∈ T(K3) or not. Assume x ∈ T(K3).
We write
(7.20)

sup
x∈T(K3)

∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−→
T x)− µ(T,K)(

−→
T x)

∣∣∣ ≤ sup
x∈T(K3)

∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−→
T x)− λ(T,K)(

−→
T ai)

∣∣∣
+ sup

x∈T(K3)

∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−→
T ai)− µ(T,K)(

−→
T ai)

∣∣∣+ sup
x∈T(K3)

∣∣∣µ(T,K)(
−→
T ai)− µ(T,K)(

−→
T x)

∣∣∣ .
Moreover, since x ∈ T(K3),

−→
T ai \

−→
T x ⊆ {x : πT(K3)(x) ∈ [ai, bi]}.

Furthermore, for any x ∈ T we have
−→
Tx ⊆

−→
Tai . Therefore

∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−→
T x)− λ(T,K)(

−→
T ai)

∣∣∣ =
λ(T,K)(

−→
Tai \

−→
T x) and

∣∣∣µ(T,K)(
−→
T ai)− µ(T,K)(

−→
T x)

∣∣∣ = µ(T,K)(
−→
Tai \

−→
T x). Hence,
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from the display above, it follows that∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−→
T x)− λ(T,K)(

−→
T ai)

∣∣∣ ≤ λ(T,K)[{x : πT(K3)(x) ∈ [ai, bi]}]

and ∣∣∣µ(T,K)(
−→
T x)− µ(T,K)(

−→
T ai)

∣∣∣ ≤ µ(T,K)[{x : πT(K3)(x) ∈ [ai, bi]}]

Therefore, from displays (7.17) and (7.18), we get that the first and last sum-
mand of (7.20) are smaller than ε/3 (outside an event of probability smaller
than 3/8η). Therefore, by (7.19),

(7.21) P(K)

[
sup

x∈T(K3)

∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−→
T x)− µ(T,K)(

−→
T x)

∣∣∣ ≤ ε

]
≥ 1− η/2.

If x /∈ T(K3), then, both T
(K3)
x and T(K3) are contained in {x ∈ T :

πT(K3)(x) ∈ [ai, bi]}. Therefore∣∣∣µ(T,K)(
−→
T x)− λ(T,K)(

−→
T x)

∣∣∣
≤λ(T,K)({x ∈ T : πT(K3)(x) ∈ [ai, bi]}) ∨ µ(T,K)({x ∈ T : πT(K3)(x) ∈ [ai, bi]}).

Finally, by (7.17) and (7.18) we have that

P(K)

[
sup

x/∈T(K3)

∣∣∣λ(T,K)(
−→
T x)− µ(T,K)(

−→
T x)

∣∣∣ ≤ ε

]
≥ 1− η/2.

We have established (7.14) which is what we aimed to do.
The proof for (7.13) is completely analogous and that finishes the proof.

□

8. Application to lattice trees

In this section we apply Theorem 5.1 to the case of lattice trees. We will
apply this theorem for points (V i

n)n∈N which are i.i.d. uniformly chosen in the
graphs Gn.
The application of Theorem 5.1 will provide our main result on lattice trees

(Theorem 1.1). For this, we need to show the following:

(1) the points (V i
n)n∈N are chosen according to uniform edge-volume,

(2) condition (G)h,+1,σ0,C0
is verified, where C0 is defined above equation (1.3)

in [10] and σ0 is defined below (1.8) in the same article.
(3) condition (S) is verified,
(4) condition (R)1 is verified.

The values of C1 and C2 appearing in Theorem 1.1 will be

C1 = σ0 and C2 = C−1
0 .
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The remainder of this section is dedicated to proving the four points listed
above.

8.1. Uniformly chosen points are chosen according to uniform edge-
volume. Since Gn is a lattice tree, and hence a tree, we know that for B ⊂
V (Gn) such that B∗ is connected we know that 1 + |E(B∗)| = |B| and that
1 + |E(Gn)| = |Gn|. In particular

|E(B∗)|
|E(Gn)|

=
1 + |B|
1 + |Gn|

and

∣∣∣∣ 1 + |B|
1 + |Gn|

− |B|
|Gn|

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

|Gn|
,

now, since P[V i
n | Gn] =

|B|
|Gn| and |Gn| ≥ n we know that for any ε > 0

lim
n→∞

P
[

max
B⊂V (Gn)

B∗connected

∣∣∣∣P[V1 ∈ B | Gn]−
|E(B∗)|
|E(Gn)|

∣∣∣∣ > ε
]
= 0.

8.2. Graphs are asymptotically tree-like. In several of our conditions, we
require that the graphs T (n,K) are asymptotically tree-like with probability
going to 1 (see Definition 3.2). Recalling Remark 3.1, we see that T (n,K) is
always tree-like for lattice trees.

8.3. Condition (G)h,+. Considering Remark 3.2 and Remark 3.5, we can see
that the construction of the graph spatial tree (T (n,K), σddT (n,K) , σϕ

√
σdϕT (n,K))

is exactly the same as the construction of Bk(W ) described in example 17 in
the recent article [10] (in that example the scaling factor n was dropped
from the notation for simplicity). Also, as pointed out in Remark 2.2, the
corresponding continuous skeletons BK(W ) and B(K) have the same law.

With this in mind, we see that Remark 18 of said article (which uses as
a key input the historical k-point function for lattice trees from [11]), shows

that Condition (G)h,+1,σ0,C0
holds in our context (critical lattice trees conditioned

on height, where the skeleton is built using vertices chosen according to the
uniform measure).

8.4. Condition (S). In [10], Theorem 19 (b) and (c) correspond to the second
and third properties of Condition (S). This means Condition (S) is verified
(since the “tree-like” condition is always verified for lattice trees).

8.5. Condition (R). Since Gn is a tree, it is clear that RGn
eff (·, ·) = dGn(·, ·)

and thus condition (R)1 is verified.
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