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Abstract

We discuss subordination of random compact R-trees. We focus on the case of the
Brownian tree, where the subordination function is given by the past maximum process
of Brownian motion indexed by the tree. In that particular case, the subordinate tree is
identified as a stable Lévy tree with index 3/2. As a more precise alternative formulation,
we show that the maximum process of the Brownian snake is a time change of the height
process coding the Lévy tree. We then apply our results to properties of the Brownian map.
In particular, we recover, in a more precise form, a recent result of Miller and Sheffield
identifying the metric net associated with the Brownian map.

1 Introduction

Subordination is a powerful tool in the study of random processes. In the present work, we
investigate subordination of random trees, and we apply our results to properties of the random
metric space called the Brownian map, which has been proved to be the universal scaling limit of
many different classes of random planar maps (see in particular [2, [I6] [I8]). These applications
have been motivated by the work of Miller and Sheffield [19], which is part of a program aiming
at the construction of a conformal structure on the Brownian map (see [20), 2I] for recent
developments in this direction).

To explain our starting point, let us consider a compact R-tree 7. This means that 7 is a
compact metric space such that, for every a,b € T, there exists a unique (continuous injective)
path from a to b, up to reparameterization, and the range of this path, which is called the
geodesic segment between a and b and denoted by [[a, b]], is isometric to a compact interval of
the real line. We assume that 7T is rooted, so that there is a distinguished point p in 7. This
allows us to define a generalogical order on 7T, by saying that a < b if and only if a € [p, b].
Consider then a continuous function g : 7 — R, such that g(p) = 0 and g is nondecreasing
for the genealogical order. The basic idea of subordination is to identify a and b if g is constant
on the geodesic segment [a, b]|. So, for every a € T, the set of all points that are identified with
a is a closed connected subset of 7. This glueing operation yields another compact R-tree T,
which is equipped with a metric such that the distance between p and a is g(a) and is called
the subordinate tree of 7" with respect to g (see Fig for an illustration). Furthermore, if our
initial tree 7 was given as the tree coded by a continuous function h : [0,0] — R (see [§] or
Section 2| below), the subordinate tree T is coded by g opp, where py, is the canonical projection
from [0, o] onto T.

Our main interest is in the case where 7 is random, and more precisely 7 = 7 is the
“Brownian tree” coded by a positive Brownian excursion ¢ = ((s)o<s<o under the Ité excursion
measure. One may view 7¢ as a variant of Aldous’ Brownian CRT, for which the total mass



Figure 1: On the left side, the tree 7, with segments where ¢ is constant pictured in
thin blue lines. On the right side, the subordinate tree, where each connected component
of 7 made of thin segments has been glued into a single point.

is not finite, but is distributed according to an infinite measure on (0,00). As previously, we
write pc for the canonical projection from [0,0] onto 7¢. Next, to define the subordination
function, we let (Z,)ae7; be (linear) Brownian motion indexed by 7¢, starting from 0 at the
root p. A simple way to construct this process is to use the Brownian snake approach, letting
Loy = 171\/5 if a = p¢(s), where I//I\/S is the “tip” of the random path Wy, which is the value at time
s of the Brownian snake driven by (. Since ( is distributed according to the It6 measure, W
follows the Brownian snake excursion measure away from 0, which we denote by Ny (see [13]
Chapter IV]). We then set Z, = max{Z, : b € [[p,a]]}. In terms of the Brownian snake, we
have Z, = W, := max{W,(t) : 0 < t < (s} whenever a = p¢(s). We also use the notation
W, i=min{W(t) : 0 <t < (s}

Theorem 1. Let ’72 stand for the subordinate tree of T¢ with respect to the (continuous nonde-
creasing) function a v~ Z,. Under the Brownian snake excursion measure Ny, the tree T is a
Lévy tree with branching mechanism
8
Yo(r) = \/;7"3/2-

Recall that Lévy trees represent the genealogy of continuous-state branching processes [§],
and can be characterized by a regenerative property analogous to the branching property of
Galton—Watson trees [23]. Our identification of the distribution of 7~'< is reminiscent of the
classical result stating that the right-continuous inverse of the maximum process of a standard
linear Brownian motion is a stable subordinator with index 1/2.

In view of our applications, it turns out that it is important to have more information than
the mere identification of 7~'< as a random compact R-tree. As mentioned above, 7~Z can be
viewed as the tree coded by the random function s +— 7p o(s) = W,. This coding induces a
“lexicographical” order structure on 7¢ (see [6] for a thorough discussion of order structures
on R-trees). Somewhat surprisingly, it is not immediately clear that the order structure on 7~E
induced by the coding from the function s — W coincides with the usual order structure on
Lévy trees, corresponding to the uniform random shuffling at every node in the terminology
of [6]. To obtain this property, we relate the function s — Wy to the height process of 7, [§].



We recall that, from a Lévy process with Laplace exponent 1y, we can construct a continuous
random process (Hy)¢>o called the height process, which codes the 1y-Lévy tree (here and below
we say 1g-Lévy tree rather than Lévy tree with branching mechanism vy for simplicity). See
Section Bl below for more details.

Theorem 2. There exists a process H, which is distributed under Ny as the height process of
a Lévy tree with branching mechanism o (r) = /8/3 32 and a continuous random process T
with nondecreasing sample paths, such that we have, Ny a.e. for every s > 0,

W, = Hr..

Both H and I" will be constructed in the proof of Theorem [2| and are measurable functions
of (Ws)s>0. It is possible to identify the random process I' as a continuous additive functional
of the Brownian snake, but we do not need this fact in the subsequent applications, and we do
not discuss this matter in the present work.

Theorem [2| implies that the tree coded by W is isometric to the tree coded by Hy, and we
recover Theorem [} But Theorem [2] gives much more, namely that the order structure induced
by the coding via s — W is the same as the order structure induced by the usual height
function of the Lévy tree. Order structures are crucial for our applications to the Brownian
map. Similarly as in [19], we deal with a version of the Brownian map with randomized volume,
which is constructed as a quotient space of the tree 7;: Two points a and b of 7 are identified
it Z, = Zy and if Z, > Z, for every ¢ € [a,b], where [a,b] is the set of all points that are
visited when going from a to b around the tree in “clockwise” order (for this to make sense, it
is essential that 7; has been equipped with a lexicographical order structure). We write m for
the resulting quotient space (the Brownian map) and D* for the metric on the Brownian map
(see [15), [16] for more details). The space m comes with two distinguished points, namely the
root p of 7; and the unique point p, where Z attains its minimal value — in a sense that can
be made precise, these two points are independent and uniformly distributed over m. Let B(r)
be the closed ball of radius r centered at p,. in m. For every r € (0, D(p*, p)), define the hull
B*(r) as the complement of the connected component of the complement of B(r) that contains
p (informally, B*(r) is obtained by filling in all holes of B(r) except for the one containing p).
Following [19], we define the metric net M as the closure of

U aB°(r).

0<r<D(p*,p)

(This definition is in fact a little different from [19] which does not take the closure of the union
in the last display.) We can equip the set M with an “intrinsic” metric A* derived from the
Brownian map metric D*.

It is not hard to verify that, in the construction of m as a quotient space of 7¢, points of M
exactly correspond to vertices a of T¢ such that Z, = Z, := min{Z, : b € [[p,a]]} (Proposition
. This suggests that the metric net M is closely related to the subordinate tree of 7 with
respect to the function a — —Z,, which is a ¥g-Lévy tree by the preceding results. To make
this relation precise, we need the notion of the looptree introduced by Curien and Kortchemski
[4] in a more general setting. Informally, the looptree associated with a Lévy tree is constructed
by replacing each point a of infinite multiplicity by a loop of “length” equal to the “weight”
of a, in such a way that the subtrees that are the connected components of the complement
of a branch along this loop in an order determined by the coding function (see F ig below for
an illustration). To give a more precise definition, first note that Theorem [2[ and an obvious



symmetry argument allow us to find a process (H.)s>o distributed as the height process of a
Yo-Lévy tree, and a continuous random process (I",)s>¢ with nondecreasing sample paths such
that —-W, = Hll“;' Then let x :=sup{s > 0: H. > 0}, and let ~ be the equivalence relation on
[0, ] whose graph is the smallest closed symmetric subset of [0, x]? that contains all pairs (s, t)
with s <t, H. = H] and H] > H/ for every r € (s,t). The looptree L is defined as the quotient
space [0, x]/ ~ equipped with an appropriate metric (see [4]). Clearly, H) makes sense for any
«a € L and is interpreted as the height of a. The metric on £ is in fact not relevant for us, since
we consider instead the pseudo-metric D° defined for «, 8 € L by

D° = 2mi H! H, |- H, - H
(@) mm(%ﬁ% " sl 7) o

where [a, 5] corresponds to the subset of £ visited when going from « to § “around” £ in
“clockwise order” (see Section m for a more formal definition). We write a ~ 3 if D°(«, ) = 0
(informally this means that o and 8 “face each other” in the tree, in the sense that they are at
the same height, and that points “between” o and ( are at a smaller height). It turns out that
this defines an equivalence relation on £. Finally, we let D* be the largest symmetric function
on L x L that is bounded above by D° and satisfies the triangle inequality.

Theorem 3. The metric net (M, A*) is a.s. isometric to the quotient space L]/~ equipped with
the metric induced by D*.

See Theorem [12]in Section [7] for a more precise formulation. Theorem [3]is closely related to
Proposition 4.4 in [19], where, however, the metric net is not identified as a metric space. The
description of the metric net is an important ingredient of the axiomatic characterization of the
Brownian map discussed in [19].

Let us briefly comment on the motivations for studying the metric net. Roughly speaking,
the Brownian map m can be recovered from the metric net M by filling in the “holes”. To
make this precise, we observe that the connected components of m\ M are bounded by Jordan
curves (Proposition and that these components are in one-to-one correspondence with con-
nected components of 7:\@, where © := {a € T¢ : Z, = Z,}. Each of the latter components is
associated with an excursion of the Brownian snake above its minimum, in the terminology of
[1], and the distribution of such an excursion only depends on its boundary size as defined in
[1] (this boundary size can be interpreted as a generalized length of the Jordan curve bounding
the corresponding component of m\,M). Theorem 40 in [I] shows that, conditionally on their
boundary sizes, these excursions are independent and distributed according to a certain “excur-
sion measure”. In the Brownian map setting, this means that the holes in the metric net are
filled in independently, conditionally on the lengths of their boundaries.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 gives a brief discussion of subordination for
deterministic trees, and Section 3 recalls the basic facts about Lévy trees that we need. After
a short presentation of the Brownian snake, Section 4 gives the distribution of the subordinate
tree 7~'< (Theorem . In view of identifying the order structure of this subordinate tree, Section
5 provides a technical result showing that the height process coding a Lévy tree is the limit
in a strong sense of the discrete height functions coding embedded Galton—Watson trees. This
result is related to the general limit theorems of [7, Chapter 2] proving that Lévy trees are weak
limits of Galton—Watson trees, but the fact that we get a strong approximation is crucial for
our applications. In Section 6, we prove that the Brownian snake maximum process s — W
is a time change of the height process associated with a 1g-Lévy tree (Theorem . This result



is a key ingredient of the developments of Section 7, where we identify the metric net of the
Brownian map (Theorem. Section 8 discusses the connected components of the complement of
the metric net, showing in particular that they are in one-to-one correspondence with the points
of infinite multiplicity of the associated Lévy tree, and that the boundary of each component
is a Jordan curve. Section 9, which is mostly independent of the preceding sections, discusses
more general subordinations of the Brownian tree 7¢, which lead to stable Lévy trees with an
arbirary index. This section is related to our previous article [3], which dealt with subordination
for spatial branching processes, but the latter work did not consider the associated genealogical
structures as we do here, and the subordination method, based on the so-called residual lifetime
process, was also different. Finally, the appendix presents a more general and more precise
version of the special Markov property of the Brownian snake (first established in [12]), which
plays an important role in several proofs.

2 Subordination of deterministic trees

In this short section, we present a few elementary considerations about deterministic R-trees.
We refer to [10] for the basic facts about R-trees that we will need, and to [6] for a thorough
study of the coding of compact R-trees by functions.

Let us consider a compact R-tree (7,d) rooted at p. If a,b € T, the geodesic segment
between a and b (the range of the unique geodesic from a to b) is denoted by [[a, b]]. The point
aAbis then defined by [[p,a Ab]] = [[p, a]]N[p, b]]. The genealogical partial order on 7 is denoted
by < : we have a < b if and only if a € [[p, b]], and we then say that a is an ancestor of b, or b is
a descendant of a. Finally, the height of 7 is defined by

H(T) = max d(p,a).

Let g : T — R4 be a nonnegative continuous function on 7. Assume that g(p) = 0 and
that g is nondecreasing with respect to the genealogical order (a < b implies that g(a) < g(b)).
We then define, for every a,b € T,

d9)(a,b) = g(a) + g(b) — 2g(a A D).

Notice that d(9) (a,b) is a symmetric function of a and b and satisfies the triangle inequality. We
can thus consider the equivalence relation

amyb if and only if d¥(a,b) = 0.

Thus a =4 b if and only if g(a) = g(b) = g(a A D), and this is also equivalent to saying that
g(c) = g(a) for every c € [[a,b]. Write 719 for the quotient T/ a2, and 79 for the canonical
projection from 7 onto 7).

Proposition 4. The set T9) equipped with the distance induced by d9) s again a compact
R-tree.

Proof. One immediately verifies that, for every a € T, 79 ([[p,a]) is a segment in (79, d(9))
with endpoints 79 (p) and 79 (a). From Lemma 3.36 in [I0], it then suffices to check that the
four-point condition

d9 (a1,a2) + d(g)(ag, as) < max (d(g)(al, as) + 49 (ag,ay), d(g)(al7 ag) + d9 (az, ag))

holds for every a1, a9, as,as € T. This is straightforward and we omit the details. O



We call (79 d@) the subordinate tree of (7,d) with respect to the function g. By
convention, 7 is rooted at 79 (p). Since d9(p,a) = g(a) for every a € T, we have
H(T9) = max{g(a) :a € T}.

Consider now a continuous function A : [0,0] — R4, where o > 0, such that h(0) = k(o) =
0, and assume that (7,d) is the tree coded by h in the sense of [§] or [6]. This means that
T = Ty, is the quotient space [0, 0]/ ~},, where the equivalence relation ~, is defined on [0, o] by

s~pt ifand only if h(s) =h(t)= min h(r),

sAt<r<rvit

and d = dj, is the distance induced on the quotient space by

dn(s,t) = h(s)+h(t) —2 min h(r).

sAt<r<rvit

Notice that the topology of (7T, dy) coincides with the quotient topology on Tj.

The canonical projection from [0, o] onto T}, is denoted by pp,, and Ty, is rooted at p, = pp(0).
For s € [0,0], the quantity h(s) = d(0,s) is interpreted as the height of p,(s) in the tree.
One easily verifies that, for every s,t € [0, 0], the property pp(s) < pn(t) holds if and only if
h(s) = min{h(r) : sAt <r <sVit}.

Remark. The function h is not determined by 7. In particular, if ¢ : [0,0'] — [0,0] is
continuous and nondecreasing, and such that ¢(0) = 0 and ¢(¢’) = o, the tree coded by ho ¢ is
isometric to the tree coded by h. This simple observation will be useful later.

Proposition 5. Under the preceding assumptions, if g is a nonnegative continuous function
on Tp, such that g(pr) = 0 and g is nondecreasing with respect to the genealogical order on Ty,
the subordinate tree (7;59), d;lg)) of (Th, dp) with respect to the function g is isometric to the tree
(Ta,dg) coded by the function G = g o py,.

Proof. Note that the function G is nonnegative and continuous on [0, o], and G(0) = G(o) = 0.
We can therefore make sense of the tree (7, dg) and as above we denote the canonical projection
from [0, o] onto 7¢ by pg. We first notice that, for every s,t € [0, o], the property pn(s) = pr(t)
implies pg(s) = pg(t). Indeed, if p(s) = pn(t), then, for every r € [s At,sV t], we have
pr(s) < pr(r) and therefore g(pn(s)) < g(pa(r)), so that
G(s) =G(t) = pein G(r),

and pa(s) = pa(t). We can thus write pg = p o pp, where the function p : 7, — Tg is
continuous and onto.

Then, let a,b € Tj, and write a = pp(s) and b = py(t), with s,¢ € [0,0]. We note that, for
every 1 € [s At,s Vt], pp(s) Apr(t) < pr(r), and furthermore py(s) A pp(t) = pp(ro), if 7o is any
element of [s A t,s V t] at which h attains its minimum over [s A ¢, sV t]. It follows that

g(pn(s) App(t)) = min G(r).

rE[sAt,sVi]
Hence,
i (a,0) = g(pn(s)) + g(pn(t) — 29(pn(s) Apa(t)) = G(s) + G(t) =2 min _G(r) = dg(s,t).

rE[sAt,sVi]

(

If 79 is the projection from 7j, onto the subordinate tree 7719), we see in particular that the
condition 79 (a) = 7(9)(b) implies pa(s) = pg(t) and therefore p(a) = p(b).

It follows that p = I o 79, where I : 7;5‘(]) — T is onto. It remains to verify that I is
isometric, but this is immediate from the identities in the last display. ]



Remark. It is known that any compact R-tree can be represented in the form 7}, for some func-
tion h (see [6, Corollary 1.2]). Thus Proposition [5| provides an alternative proof of Proposition

@

3 Lévy trees

In the next sections, we will consider the case where T is the (random) tree coded by a Brow-
nian excursion distributed under the Itd excursion measure n(-), and we will identify certain
subordinate trees as Lévy trees. In this section, we recall the basic facts about Lévy trees that
will be needed later. We refer to [7, [§] for more details.

We consider a nonnegative function v defined on [0, 00) of the type

U(r)=ar+ Br? + 00 w(du) (e — 14 ur), (1)
0,00

where o, 3 > 0, and 7(du) is a o-finite measure on (0,00) such that [(u A u?)7(du) < oo.
With any such function 1, we can associate a continuous-state branching process (see [I1] and
references therein), and v is then called the branching mechanism function of this process.
Notice that the conditions on v are not the most general ones, because we restrict our attention
to the critical or subcritical case. Additionally, we will assume that

> dr
/1 oy < 2)

This condition, which implies that at least one of the two properties 5 > 0 or [un(du) =
oo holds, is equivalent to the a.s. extinction of the continuous-state branching process with
branching mechanism ¢ [I1]. Special cases include ¥ (r) = 7 for 1 < < 2.

Under the preceding assumptions, one can make sense of the Lévy tree that describes the
genealogy of the continuous-state branching process with branching mechanism 1. We consider,
under a probability measure P, a spectrally positive Lévy process X = (X;)¢>0 with Laplace
exponent 1, meaning that Elexp(—AX;)] = exp(t1p(N)) for every t > 0 and A > 0. We define
the associated height process by setting, for every ¢ > 0,

1
Ht = lim —

e—0 ¢

t
/0 ds 1ox, <inf{X,:s<r<t}+e} >

where the limit holds in probability under P. Then [7, Theorem 1.4.3] the process (H¢):>0 has a
continuous modification, which we consider from now on. We have H; = 0 if and only if X; = I,
where I; = inf{ X : 0 < s <t} is the past minimum process of X

Let N stand for the (infinite) excursion measure of X — I. Here the normalization of N
is fixed by saying that the local time at 0 of X — I is the process —I. Let x stand for the
duration of the excursion under N. The height process H is well defined (and has continuous
paths) under N, and we have Hy = H, = 0, N a.e. To simplify notation, we will write
max H = max{H;s : 0 < s < x} under N.

By definition (see [8, Definition 4.1]), the Lévy tree with branching mechanism v (or in
short the 1-Lévy tree) is the random compact R-tree Ty coded by the function (H;)o<i<y under
N, or more generally any random tree with the same distribution — note that the distribution
of the Lévy tree is an infinite measure. We refer to [7, 8] for several results explaining in
which sense the Lévy tree codes the genealogy of the continuous-state branching process with



branching mechanism . In the special case ¥(r) = r2/2, X is just a standard linear Brownian
motion, Hy = 2(X; — I;) is twice a reflected Brownian motion, and the Lévy tree is the tree
coded by (twice) a positive Brownian excursion under the (suitably normalized) Itd6 measure.
Conditioning on x = 1 then yields the Brownian continuum random tree. When (r) = r? with
1 < v < 2, one gets the stable tree with index ~.

The distribution of the height of a Lévy tree is given as follows. For every h > 0,

N(H(Tw) > h) = N(max H > h) = v(h),

where the function v : (0,00) — (0, 00) is determined by

©  dr
=h
/v(h) P(r)

Remark. In the preceding considerations, the normalization of the infinite measure N is fixed
by our choice of the local time at 0 of X — I, and we can recover ¢ from N by the formulas
for the distribution of H(7x) under N. What happens if we multiply N by a constant A > 07
The tree Ty under AN is still a Lévy tree in the previous sense, but the associated branching
mechanism is now ¢ (r) = A)(r/A). To see this, consider the Lévy process X = + X, whose

Laplace exponent is 1;()\) It is not hard to verify that the height process corresponding to X’ is
H] = Hy;. Furthermore, if N’ is the excursion measure of X’ above its past minimum process,
one also checks that the distribution of (H, / )0 under N’ is the distribution of (Hy);>o under
AN. However, the tree coded by (Hé//\)tzo is the same as the tree coded by (H{);>0. This shows

that 77 under AN is a Lévy tree with branching mechanism 1; Note that this is consistent with
the formula for N(H(7Tx) > h).

We now state two results that will be important for our purposes. We first mention that,
for every h > 0, one can define under P a local time process of H at level h, which is denoted
by (L}):>0 and is such that the following approximation holds for every ¢ > 0,

. L s
hmE[sup 5/0 YheH,<hperdr — LZ} =0, (3)

e—0 s<t
and the latter convergence is uniform in h (see [, Proposition 1.3.3]). When h = 0 we have
simply LY = —I;. The definition of (L}');>0 also makes sense under N, with a similar approxi-
mation.

We fix h > 0, and let (u;,v;);es be the collection of all excursion intervals of H above level
h: these are all intervals (u,v), with 0 < u < v, such that H, = H, = h and H, > h for every
r € (u,v). For each such excursion interval (uj,v;), we define the corresponding excursion by
ng) = Hy; +5)n0; —h, for every s > 0. Then HU) is a random element of the space C(R,, R, ) of
all continuous functions from R} into R;. We also let N° be the o-finite measure on C'(R4,R})
which is the “law” of (Hs)s>0 under N.

Proposition 6. (i) Under the probability measure P, the point measure

25(L3_,H(j))(d67 dw)
jeJ J

is Poisson with intensity 1[g o)(£) d¢ N°(dw).



(ii) Under the probability measure N(- | max H > h) and conditionally on LZ, the point measure

Z 5(L3_7H(j>)(d£7 dw)
jes 7

is Poisson with intensity 1p pn) () dd N°(dw).

See [8, Proposition 3.1, Corollary 3.2] for a slightly more precise version of this proposition.
It follows from the preceding proposition that Lévy trees satisfy a branching property analogous
to the classical branching property of Galton—Watson trees. To state this property, we introduce
some notation. If (7, d) is a (deterministic) compact R-tree and 0 < h < H(T ), we can consider
the subtrees of T above level h. Here, a subtree above level h is just the closure of a connected
component of {a € T : d(p,a) > h}. Such a subtree is itself viewed as a rooted R-tree (the root
is obviously the unique point at height A in the subtree).

Proposition 7. Let T be a random compact R-tree defined under an infinite measure N, such
that N(H(T) =0) =0 and 0 < N(H(T) > h) < oo for every h > 0. For every h,e > 0, write
M(h,h+ ¢€) for the number of subtrees of T above level h with height greater than .

(i) Suppose that T is a Lévy tree. Then, for every h,e > 0, for every integer p > 1, the
distribution under N'(- | M(h,h 4+ ¢) = p) of the unordered collection formed by the p
subtrees of T above level h with height greater than € is the same as that of the unordered
collection of p independent copies of T under N'(- | H(T) > ¢).

(ii) Conwversely, if the property stated in (i) holds, then T is a Lévy tree.

The property stated in (i) is called the branching property. The fact that it holds for Lévy
trees is a straightforward consequence of Proposition [f] (ii). For the converse, we refer to [23),
Theorem 1.1]. Note that the branching property remains valid if we multiply the underlying
measure AN by a positive constant, which is consistent with the remark above.

To conclude this section, let us briefly comment on points of infinite multiplicity of the Lévy
tree Tzr. The multiplicity of a point a of Ty is the number of connected components of T \{a},
and a is called a leaf if it has multiplicity one. Suppose that there is no quadratic part in 1,
meaning that the constant £ in is 0 (note that condition then implies that 7 has infinite
mass). Then [8, Theorem 4.6], all points of Tz have multiplicity 1, 2 or co. The set of all points
of infinite multiplicity is a countable dense subset of Ty, and these points are in one-to-one
correspondence with local minima of H, or with jump times of X. More precisely, let a be a
point of infinite multiplicity of Tgz. Then, if s; = min p}ll(a) and sy = max pﬁl (a), we have
s1 < s2, Hyy, = Hg, = min{H; : s1 < s < s9}, and pﬁl(a) = {s € [s1,82] : H; = H,,} is a
Cantor set contained in [s1, s2]. In terms of the Lévy process X, s; is a jump time of X and
so = inf{s > s1: X5 < X, _}, and pl_{l(a) consists exactly of those s € [s1, s2] such that inf{X, :
r € [s1,s]} = Xs. Furthermore, if for every r € [0, AX, ] we set i, = inf{s > s; : Xy < X5, —7},
the points of py'(a) are all of the form 7, or 7,—. The quantity AXy, is the “weight” of the
point of infinite multiplicity a. See [8] for more details.

4 Subordination by the Brownian snake maximum

In this section, we prove Theorem [I} We start with a brief presentation of the Brownian snake.
We refer to [13, Chapter IV] for more details.



We let W be the space of all finite paths in R. Here a finite path is simply a continuous
mapping w : [0,{] — R, where ¢ = ((w) is a nonnegative real number called the lifetime of w.
The set W is a Polish space when equipped with the distance

dy(w, w') = [Cw) = S| + Sup (W(t A Cpwy) = W (EA o))

The endpoint (or tip) of the path w is denoted by W = w(((w)). For every z € R, we set
Wy ={w e W:w(0) =x}. We also identify the trivial path of W, with zero lifetime with the
point x.

The standard (one-dimensional) Brownian snake with initial point x is the continuous Markov
process (Ws)s>o taking values in W,, whose distribution is characterized by the following prop-
erties:

(a) The process ({w,))s>0 is a reflected Brownian motion in Ry started from 0. To simplify
notation, we write (s = (ay,) for every s > 0.

(b) Conditionally on ((s)s>0, the process (Ws)s>o is time-inhomogeneous Markov, and its
transition kernels are specified as follows. If 0 < s < s/,

o Wy (t) = Wi(t) for every t < me(s,s’) :=min{¢ : s <r < s'};

e the random path (W (m¢(s,s') +1t) — Wy (me(s,8")))o<t<c, —me(s,s') 18 independent
of W and distributed as a real Brownian motion started at 0 and stopped at time
Gy —me(s,s).

Informally, the value Wy of the Brownian snake at time s is a one-dimensional Brownian
path started from x, with lifetime (. As s varies, the lifetime (s evolves like reflected Brownian
motion in Ry. When (; decreases, the path is erased from its tip, and when (s increases, the
path is extended by adding “little pieces” of Brownian paths at its tip.

For every x € R, we write P, for the probability measure under which Wy = x, and N, for
the (infinite) excursion measure of W away from x. Also o := sup{s > 0: (; > 0} stands for
the duration of the excursion under N,. Under N, ((s)s>0 is distributed according to the Ito
excursion measure n(-), and the normalization is fixed by the formula

1
N gmax G > €) = 5

The following property of the Brownian snake will be used in several places below. Recall
that W, = W((s) is the tip of the path Ws. We say that r € [0,0) is a time of right increase
of s — (s, resp. of s — WS, if there exists e € (0,0 — r| such that ¢, > (., resp. Wu > WT,
for every u € [r,r + ¢]. We can similarly define points of left increase. Then according to [I7,
Lemma 3.2], N, a.e., no time r € (0,0) can be simultaneously a time of (left or right) increase
of s ¢, and a point of (left or right) increase of s — Wi.

Le us fix = 0 and argue under Ny. As previously, we write 7¢ for the (random) tree coded
by the function ({s)o<s<e, Pc @ [0,0] — T¢ for the canonical projection, and p¢ = p¢(0) for the
root of T¢. Properties of the Brownian snake show that the condition p¢(s) = p¢(s’) implies
Wy = Wy, and thus we can define W, for every a € 7¢ by setting W, = W, if a = p¢(s). We
note that, if a = p¢(s) and t € [0, (5], W(t) coincides with W), where b is the unique point of
[pc,al] at distance t from p¢. For every w € W, set

w:= max w(t).
0<1<C()
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Then, the function a — W, is continuous and nondecreasing on 7¢ (if @ = p¢(s) and b = p¢(s'),
the condition a < b implies that (; < (¢ and that W, is the restriction of W} to the interval
[0,¢s], so that obviously W, < W},). As in Theorem |1, we write 7~Z~ for the subordinate tree of
T¢ with respect to the function a W,.

Proof of Theorem[]l We first verify that the branching property stated in Proposition [7] holds
for ’72 under Ng, and to this end we rely on the special Markov property of the Brownian snake.
Let h > 0, and, for every w € W, set 7,(w) = inf{t € [0,((w)] : w(t) > h}. Let (a;,b;)ier
be the connected components of the open set {s > 0 : 7,(W,) < (s}. For every such con-
nected component (a;, b;), for every s € [a;, b;], the path Wy coincides with W,, = W}, up to
time 7,(Wa,) = (o, = G, = Th(Wh,) (these assertions are straightforward consequences of the
properties of the Brownian snake, and we omit the details). We then set, for every s > 0,

Ws(i) (t) = W(a¢+3)/\bi(€ai =+ t)v for 0 <t < CS(Z) = C(aiJFS)/\bi - gai‘

We view W as a random element of the space of all continuous functions from R into W,
and the W)’s are called the excursions of W outside the domain (—o0, h) (see the appendix
below for further details in a more general setting).

By a compactness argument, only finitely many of the excursions W hit (h 4 ¢, 00). Let
My, . be the number of these excursions. It follows from Corollary 22| in the appendix that, for
every p > 1, conditionally on {M}, . = p}, the unordered collection formed by the excursions of
W outside (—oo, h) that hit (h+¢, 00) is distributed as the unordered collection of p independent
copies of W under Np(- | sup{ﬁ\/S :8 >0} > h+e¢). On the other hand, noting that 7~'C is the
tree coded by the function [0,0] 3 s — W (by Proposition , we also see that subtrees of ’fg
above level h with height greater than ¢ are in one-to-one correspondence with excursions of
W outside (—oo, h) that hit (h + €, 00), and if a subtree 7 corresponds to an excursion W,
T is obtained from the excursion W) (shifted so that it starts from 0) by exactly the same
procedure that allows us to construct ’7~'< from W under Ng: To be specific, T is coded by the
(1)

S

function s+ W, — h just as %C is coded by s — W . The preceding considerations show that
7¢ satisfies the branching property, and therefore is a Lévy tree.

To get the formula for ¢y, we note that the distribution of the height of ’7~Z is given by

T T 3
Nu(H(T) > ) = No(sup 7. > ) = 575,

where the last equality can be found in [I3, Section VI.1]. Since we also know that the function
v(r) = No(H(T¢) > r) solves v/ = —1)p(v(r)), the formula for 1)y follows. O

5 Approximating a Lévy tree by embedded Galton—Watson trees

In this section, we come back to the general setting of Section [3] Our goal is to prove that the
Lévy tree Tp is (under the probability measure N(- | H(7g) > h) for some h > 0) the almost
sure limit of a sequence of embedded Galton—Watson trees, and that this limit is consistent with
the order structure of the Lévy tree. We refer to [14] for basic facts about Galton—Watson trees.
A key property for us is the fact that Galton—Watson trees are rooted ordered (discrete) trees,
also called plane trees, so that there is a lexicographical ordering on vertices.

In what follows, we argue under the probability measure P. Recall that X is under P a Lévy
process with Laplace exponent 1, and that H is the associated height process. We fix an integer
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n > 1, and, for every integer j > 0, we consider the sequence of all excursions of H above level
J 27" that hit level (7 +1)27". We let

0<oj<al<ajy<--

be the ordered sequence consisting of all the initial times of these excursions, for all values of the
integer j > 0 (so, af corresponds to the beginning of an excursion of H above 0 that hits 27",
o may be either the beginning of an excursion of H above 0 that hits 27" or the beginning of
an excursion of H above 27" that hits 2 x 27", and so on). For every j > 0, we also let Bj” be
the terminal time of the excursion starting at time .

We then set, for every integer k > 0,

n __ on

Proposition 8. The process (HJ')i>0 is the discrete height process of a sequence of independent
Galton—Watson trees with the same offspring distribution piy,.

Recall that the discrete height process of a sequence of Galton—Watson trees gives the gen-
eration of the successive vertices in the trees, assuming that these vertices are listed in lexico-
graphical order in each tree and one tree after another. See [14] or [7), Section 0.2]. The (finite)
height sequence of a single tree is defined analogously.

Proof. By construction, o is the initial time of the first excursion of H above 0 that hits 27".
Notice that this excursion is distributed as H under N(- | max H > 27"). Let K > 1 be the
(random) integer such that o _; < B < al, so that af is the initial time of the second
excursion of H above 0 that hits 27".

With the excursion of H during interval [af, 5i], we can associate a (plane) tree 7" con-
structed as follows. The children of the ancestor correspond to the excursions of H above level
27" during the time interval [af, 53], that hit 2 x 27" and the order on these children is obvi-
ously given by the chronological order. Equivalently, the children of the ancestor correspond to
the indices i € {1,..., K — 1} such that H = 1. Then, assuming that the ancestor has at least
one child (equivalently that K > 2), the children of the first child of the ancestor correspond to
the excursions of H above level 2 x 27" during the time interval [af, 87, that hit 3 x 27", and
so on. See Fig[2] for an illustration.

Write N§' for the number of children of the ancestor in 73". It follows from Proposition []
(ii) that, conditionally on N, the successive excursions of H above level 27", during the time
interval [af, B3], that hit 2 x 27" are independent and distributed as H under N(- | max H >
27") (recall that our definition shifts excursions above a level h so that they start from 0).
Recalling the construction of the tree 7", we now obtain that, conditionally on IV§', the subtrees
of 7y* originating from the children of the ancestor are independent and distributed according
to Ty*. This just means that 77" is a Galton-Watson tree, and its offspring distribution u, is
the law under N(- | max H > 27") of the number of excursions of H above level 27" that hit
2x 27",

With the second excursion of H above 0 that hits 27", we can similarly associate a Galton—

Watson tree 7;" with offspring distribution x,,, and so on. The trees 7", 77", ... are independent
as a consequence of the strong Markov property of the Lévy process X. By construction, the
process (HJ}!)r>o is the discrete height process of the sequence 74", 71", .. .. O

12



3.27" +

2.27" 4

Figure 2: The sequence af,al,... and the tree 73" (in thick lines).

Proposition 9. For every n > 1, set v, := 2"v(27") = 2"N(max H > 27™). Then, for every
A>0,

—nryn o
sup |27 Hly — Hel 22,0

in probability under P.

Proof. Recall that, for every h > 0, (L}');>0 denotes the local time of H at level h. It will be
convenient to introduce, for every n > 1 and every j > 0, the increasing process

NGy (@) =9k > 0: Hi = j, L{Zf" <t}

As a consequence of Proposition |§|(1) applied with h = 527", we get that /\/(7;)(75) is a Poisson
process with parameter v(27") = N(max H > 27").
We claim that, for every A > 0,

. —n\—1 . n _ 4 n — ]27’” =
Jim sup (E[fgg @) gk H = j,op < s} — L \]) 0. (4)
To see this, first observe that, for every s > 0,
V(L) =) < #{k: HY = j,af < s} < NG,
and then write

B[sup o(2) " #{k : H} = j.af < s} — L]

s<A

oo
< n M= AT (3) —
_leE[l{pKLf <y S0 (2T) NG () t

0 o I 1/2
<Y P(p-1<L7} >1/2E[§gg|v<2 )TN (1)~ 1P
p=1 =
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Then, if N (t) stands for a standard Poisson process, we have by a classical martingale inequality

B|sup [o(2™") 7 A () ~ ] = 0@ ) B|_sup (W) - )7
< 402" P E[W (2 )p) — 0@

= 4o(27) " 1p.

It follows that, for every 5 > 0,

E[sup [o(2") " #{k: Hf = j,af <s}—L || < (ZpPp 1< L)) x20(27) 12,
s<A p=1

and the proof of is completed by noting that v(27") — oo as n — oo, and that

SpPp-1<L " NW2<Y (pPp—1< L)Y < o,
p=1 p=1

because Lff " is bounded above in distribution by LY (cf Definition 1.3.1 in [7]), and we know
that L% = —I4 has exponential moments..

Let £ > 1 be an integer. By summing the convergence in over possible choices of 0 < j <
£2™ we also obtain that

02n—1
lim E|sup 2702 ™)V #{k: Hon < 0,0} < s} —27" Lg2—" —0. 5
i B sup o2 ks Hg < 6o < op - 27 2 1 (5)

On the other hand, we have, for every s > 0,

s 0n2rn—1 .
’/ d’l" 1{Hr<£} — 2—77, Z LgQ
0 - §=0

02" —1 s o
= ‘ Z (/0 dr 1{j2_n<Hr§(j+l)2—n} _ 2—77»L‘;2 )

2" —1

<27 ) ‘Zn/ drgjonem, <oy — L
7=0

)

and it follows from that

02" —1

— J2=n
nh_)rgloE igg‘/ drlig,<e — 27 jzo L!

| =0 (6)
By combining and @, we get

lim E sup‘/ drlgg,<e — v, EE Hop < ¢, ak<s}H

n—oo 8<A

where v, = 2"v(27"). Since P(max{H; : 0 < s < A} > {) can be made arbitrarily small by
choosing /¢ large, we have obtained that

sgg‘fugl #{k: o} <s} —s‘ —20
EAS
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in probability. Elementary arguments show that this implies

n —_—
sup |ty =t =20 (7)
in probability, and therefore also
sup | Hag,,,,, = il 52,0
in probability. This completes the proof. O

In what follows, we will need an analog of the preceding two propositions for the height
process under its excursion measure N. Let us fix n > 1. Under the measure N(- N {max H >
27"}), we define

O=ag<ay <ay <---<ap

as the ordered sequence consisting of the initial times of all excursions of H above level 727"
that hit level (j + 1)27", for all values of the integer j > 0. The analog of Proposition |8 says
that, under N(- | max H > 27"), the finite sequence

Hy :=2"Han, 0<k<K,—1

is distributed as the height sequence of a Galton—Watson tree with offspring distribution u,.
This is immediate from the fact that an excursion with distribution N(- | {max H > 27"})
is obtained by taking (under P) the first excursion of H with height greater than 2~". By
convention, we take aj = x and ﬁ,’j =0if k> K,.

We next fix a sequence (n,)p>1 such that both (7)) and the convergence of Proposition |§| hold
P a.s. along this sequence, for each A > 0. From now on, we consider only values of n belonging
to this sequence. We claim that we have then also

igg |2_nﬁfyntj — Hy| — 0 N a.e. (8)

To see this, note that it suffices to argue under N(- | max H > §) for some § > 0, and then to
consider the first excursion (under P) of H away from 0 with height greater than . We abuse
notation by still writing 0 = af < af < ay <--- <af for the finite sequence of times
defined as explained above, now relative to this first excursion with height greater than 6.

We observe that, provided n is large enough so that 27" < d, we have

Qg = og g, 0<k<K,=r,—d,

where d,, is the index such that aj =: ds) is the initial time of the first excursion of H away
from 0 with height greater than 4, and r,, is the first index k > d,, such that af does not belong
to the interval [ds),7(5)] associated with this excursion. Notice that «; decreases to rs) as
n — oco. Our claim then reduces to verifying that

igg |Ha?dn+[vntj)/\’rn a H(d((;)-‘rt)/\T((;)‘ n—0o0 O’ P a.s.

which follows from Proposition |§| and , recalling that both these convergences hold a.s. on
the sequence of values of n that we consider.
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6 The coding function of the subordinate tree as a time-changed
height process

In this section, we prove Theorem [2l We consider the Brownian snake under its excursion
measure Ny, and we recall the notation Wy = max{W(t) : 0 < t < (s}, and W, = W if
a = p¢(s). As in Theorem |1} we write TC for the subordinate tree of the Brownian tree 7; with
respect to the function a — W,.

Proof of Theorem @ We set W* = max{W, : 0 < s < o}. For fixed n > 1, we define
a discrete plane tree 7" under the probability measure No(- | W* > 27") in the following
way. The children of the root correspond to the excursions of W outside (—o0,27") that hit
2 x 27" (recall the definition of these excursions from the proof of Theorem . Note that these
excursions in turn correspond to the excursions of the real-valued process s — W above level
27" that hit 2 x 27" (the point is that, if (u,v) is the time interval associated with an excursion
of W outside (—o0,27™), the process s — W remains strictly above 27" on the whole interval
(u,v)). We obviously order the children of the root according to the chronological order of the
Brownian snake.

By the special Markov property, in the form given in Corollary [21] in the appendix below,
conditionally on the number of excursions of W outside (—o0,27") that hit 2 x 27", these
excursions listed in chronological order are independent and distributed according to No(- |
W* > 27"), modulo the obvious translation by —27". We can thus continue the construction of
the tree 7 by induction, and this random plane tree is a Galton—Watson tree since it satisfies
the branching property at the first generation.

Let u, be the offspring distribution found in Proposition 8| in the case where 1(r) = (7).
We claim that s, is also the offspring distribution of 7(". To see this, observe that p, is, by
definition, the distribution of the number of points of a g-Lévy tree at height 27" that have
descendants at height 2 x 27" (conditionally on the event that the height of the tree is at least

~™). Thanks to Theorem I and to the fact that ’72 is the tree coded by the function s +— W,
we know that this is the same as the conditional distribution of the number of excursions of
s+ W above level 27" that hit 2 x 27", under No(- | W* > 277).

Let

0<&p <& <& <+ <&k,

be the ordered sequence consisting of the initial times of all excursions of s — W above level
J 2™ that hit level (j+1)27", for all values of the integer j > 0. Note that each such excursion
corresponds to a vertex of the tree 7", and so K,, is just the total progeny of 7(™. By
convention, we also define i = 0. Set

Hp =2"Wen, if0<k<K,,

and H' = 0 if k > K,. Then (H}',0 < k < K,) is the height sequence of 7™ (note that
the lexicographical ordering on vertices of 7 corrresponds to the chronological order on the
associated excursion initial times). Hence (HJ')p>o has the same distribution as the sequence
(ET 7 )k>0 which was defined at the end of the preceding section from the height process H under
N(- | max H >27").

But in fact more in true: the whole collection of the discrete sequences (ﬁ,:}) k>0 foralln >1
has the same distribution under Ny as the similar collection of sequences (H}*)x>o constructed
from the height process H under N (the reason is the fact that, in both constructions, the tree
at step n can be obtained from the tree at step n + 1 by the deterministic operation consisting
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in keeping only those vertices at even generation that have at least one child, and viewing that
set of vertices as a plane tree in the obvious manner). The convergence now allows us to set,
for every t > 0, _ N
Hy = lim 27 Hfy,.

and the process (ﬁt)tzo is distributed as the height process of the Lévy tree with branching
mechanism vy (r) = \/%7"3/ 2. The limit in the preceding display holds uniformly in ¢, Ny a.e.,
provided we argue along the subsequence of values of n introduced at the end of the preceding
section. We set X = sup{s > 0: H, > 0}.

We observe that the distribution of (H, (ﬁg)nzl,kEO) under Ny is the same as that of
(H, (H;?)nzl,kzo) under N, and so we must have, for every n > 1 and k£ > 0,

Hp = 2" Hg,,

where af < af < --- < &’IL{ | are the initial times of the excursions of H, above level j 27"

that hit level (j 4+ 1)27", for all values of the integer j > 0, and &} = x if £ > K,,. Notice that
K, = K, because the height sequence of the tree 7 is (ﬁg)ongKn_l. Also, if n < m and
ke{0,1,...,K,—1}, kK €{0,1,..., K,,—1}, the property & = &} holds if and only if £} = £}
Indeed these properties hold if and only if the vertex with index k in the (lexicographical)
ordering of 7(™ coincides with the vertex with index %’ in the ordering of 7(™, modulo the
identification of the vertex set of 7() as a subset of the vertex set of 7(™ in the way explained
above.

We need to verify that W can be written as a time change of H. As a first step, we notice
that, for every 0 < k < K, B B

2"Wen = Hy = QnH&g'

and so ng = .FNIaZ. This suggests that the process I' in the statement of the theorem should be
such that I'ep = af, for every k € {0,1,..., K, — 1} and every n.
At this point, we observe that

1&12)}(”(&2 —ag_,) =20 Ny a.e. (9)
Indeed, if this property fails, a compactness argument gives two times u,v € [0, x] with u < v
such that ¢ — H; is monotone nonincreasing on [u,v]. To see that this cannot occur, we may
replace H by the process H constructed from a Lévy process excursion X as explained in Section
We then note that jumps of X are dense in [0, x|, and the strong Markov property shows
that, for any jump time s of X, for any € > 0, we can find §',s” € [s,s + €], with s” > &', such
that Hg > Hy (use formula (20) in [7], or see the comments at the end of Section [3).
Let s € [0, 0) and, for every integer n > 1, let k,(s) € {0,1, ..., K;, —1} be the unique integer
such that §Zn( 5) S8 < {Zn(s) +1- We note that the sequence 5;:,”(8) is monotone nondecreasing

n+1 n+1

(this is obvious since (g, ..., &k, ) is a subset of ({57, ... )). It follows that the sequence

PSKpa1
&Zn(s) is also monotone nondecreasing: Indeed, if n < m aﬁd ke {0,1,...,K, — 1}, k' €
{0,1,..., K, — 1} are such that & < &}, we have automatically &} < &)} since, writing
& =&, the fact that k* < k' implies that &} = &% < aj).

We can now set

r. = Jim o,
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Note that this limit will exist simultaneously for all s € [0,0) outside a set of Ny-measure 0.
We also take I'y = x for all s > . Clearly s — I'y is nondecreasing and, by construction, the
property I'en = &} holds for every k € {0,1,...,K,} and every n, and we have W = Hrp,
when s is of the form &!. We also note that s — I'y is continuous as a consequence of the
property (9). To check right-continuity, observe that, if s € [0,0) is fixed, and s’ is such
that &f () < s < &k, (s)1 then, for every m > n, the property &' ) < s < €k, (s)41 forces
apl sy < O (5)41> hence (letting m tend to oo) I'y < ag
derived by a similar argument.

For s € [0,0), set s = lim 1 & (s) and s =1lim | & (s)4+1- Note that s <s<s". On one
hand, by passing to the limit n — oo in the equality

We

)17 and use @ Left-continuity is

P = Hop

we obtain that Wy = Hp,. On the other hand, W must be constant on the interval [s,s"].
To see this, we first observe that W must be nonincreasing on [, s”] (otherwise there would be
some n and some k € {0,1,..., K, —1} such that §Zn(s) <& < §Zn(s)+1, which is absurd). So we
need to verify that there is no nontrivial interval [s1, s3] such that s — W is both nonincreasing
and nonconstant on [s1, s2], and, to prove this, we may replace nonincreasing by nondecreasing
thanks to the invariance of Ny under time-reversal. Argue by contradiction, and suppose that
51 < s9 are such that that the event where 0 < s1 < so < 0 and s — W is both nondecreasing
and nonconstant on [s1, s3] has positive Ny-measure. We can then find a stopping time 7" such
that, with positive Nyp-measure on the latter event, we have sy < T < so, Wp = WT and
max{Wr(s) : 0 < s < (r} is attained only at (r (take T = inf{s > s1 : W, > W, + 6}, with
0 > 0 small enough). Using the strong Markov property of the Brownian snake, we then find
r € (T, s2) such that W, is the restriction of Wy to [0,{r — €], for some ¢ > 0, which implies
W, < W and gives a contradiction with the fact that s — W is nondecreasing on [s1, s2].
Finally, since W is constant on [s',s”], we have W = W, = .FNIFS, which was the desired
result. This completes the proof of Theorem O

7 Applications to the Brownian map

In this section, we discuss applications of the previous results to the Brownian map. Analogously
to [19], we consider a version of the Brownian map with “randomized volume”, which may be
constructed under the Brownian snake excursion measure Ny as follows. Recall that (7¢,d¢)
stands for the tree coded by ((s)o<s<s and p¢ is the canonical projection from [0,c] onto 7.
For a,b € 7T¢, the “lexicographical interval” [a,b] stands for the image under p¢ of the smallest
interval [s,t] (s,t € [0,0]) such that p¢(s) = a and p¢(t) = b (here we make the convention that
if s > ¢ the interval [s,t] is equal to [s,o] U [0,¢]).

For every a € T¢, we set Z, = I//I\/S, where s is such that p¢(s) = a. In particular Z, = 0. The
random mapping 7¢ 3 a — Z, is interpreted as Brownian motion indexed by the “Brownian
tree” 7.

We then define a mapping D° : T¢ x T — Ry by setting

D°(a,b) = Z, + Zp — 2max { Clgi%] Ze, cren[li]g] ZC}.

For a,b € T¢, we set a ~ b if and only if D°(a,b) = 0, or equivalently

Lo =24y = Inax{ min Z., min Zc}.
c€la,b] c€lb,al

18



One can verify that if @ ~ o’ then D°(a,b) = D°(a’,b) for any b € 7¢ (the point is that,
if @ ~ o/ with a # d/, then necessarily a and a’ are leaves of 7¢, and the reals t,¢’ € [0,0)
such that p¢(t) = a and p¢(t') = o/ are unique, which implies that [a,b] C [a,a’] U [d/,b] and
[b,a] C [b,d'|U[d,al).

We also set

P
D* b) = inf Do |

CUES I LU
where the infimum is over all choices of the integer p > 1 and of the points ay,...,a,-1 of

Tc. If a = o then D*(a,b) = D*(d’,b) for any b € T;. Furthermore one can also prove that
D*(a,b) = 0 if and only if a ~ b. Since D* satisfies the triangle inequality, it follows that ~ is an
equivalence relation on 7¢. The Brownian map (with randomized volume) is the quotient space
m := 7T/ ~, which is equipped with the distance induced by the function D* (with a slight
abuse of notation, we still denote the induced distance by D*). We write II for the canonical
projection from 7; onto m, and p = Il o p;. We also write D°(x,y) = D°(a,b) if x = II(a) and
y = I1(b).

In the usual construction of the Brownian map, one deals with the conditioned measure
No(- | 0 = 1) instead of Ny, but otherwise the construction is exactly the same and we refer to
[15, [16] for more details.

The Brownian map m comes with two distinguished points. The first one p = p(0) = II(p¢)
corresponds to the root p¢ of T¢. The second distinguished point is p, = II(ax), where a, is the
(unique) point of 7¢ at which Z attains its minimum:

Lo, = min Z,.
A gé% a
We will write Z, = Z,, to simplify notation. The reason for considering p, comes from the fact
that distances from p, have a simple expression. For any a € 7¢,

D*(p., 11(a)) = Zy — Z,. (10)

The following “cactus bound” [I5, Proposition 3.1] also plays an important role. Let a,b € T¢,
and let v : [0,1] — m be a continuous path in m such that v(0) = II(a) and (1) = II(b). Then,

(in, D (px, (1)) < Jin D*(p«, 1(c)) = cgﬁg},ﬂ(ZO — Zs), (11)
where we recall that [[a, b] is the geodesic segment between a and b in 7¢, not to be confused
with the interval [a,b]. In other words, any continuous path from II(a) to II(b) must come at
least as close to p, as the (image under IT of the) geodesic segment from a to b in 7.

We now introduce the metric net, in the terminology of [19]. For every r > 0, we consider
the ball B(r) defined by
B(r)={x em:D"(ps,z) <r}.

For 0 < r < D*(p«,p) = —Z,, we define the hull B*(r) as the complement of the connected
component of B(r) that contains p. Informally, B®(r) is obtained from B(r) by “filling in” the
holes of B(r) except for the one containing p. Write 9B*(r) for the topological boundary of
B*(r). We define the metric net M as the closure in m of the union

U aB(r).

0<r<—Zx
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Our goal is to investigate the structure of M.
If a € T¢ and s € [0,0] are such that p¢(s) = a, we write W, = W, (as previously) and we
use the notation

W, =W, =min{W,(t):0<t<{}=min{Z: b€ [pal},

where the last equality holds because, as already mentioned, the quantities W (t) for 0 <t < (s
correspond to the values of Z, = W}, along the geodesic segment [[p¢,a].
We then introduce the closed subset of 7; defined by

@:{aeﬁzwa:ﬁ\/a}.

We note that points of © have multiplicity either 1 or 2 in 7¢. Indeed, there are only countably
many points of multiplicity 3, and it is not hard to see that these points do not belong to ©.

Proposition 10. Let z € m. Then © € M if and only if x = II(a) for some a € ©.

Proof. Fix r € [0,—Z;) and z € m. We claim that € dB*(r) if and only if we can write
xz = II(a) with both W, = Z, 4+ r, and

Wa(t) > Zi+ 1, Vt€0,({w,))-

Indeed, if these conditions hold, we have D*(p,,z) = r by , and the image under II of the
geodesic segment from a to p¢ provides a path from x to p that stays outside B(r) except at the
initial point z. It follows that II(a) belongs to B*(r).

Conversely, if z € 0B*(r), then it is obvious that D*(p,,x) = r giving W, = Z, +r for any
a such that II(a) = x. Write = limx,,, where x, ¢ B*(r), and, for every n, let a,, € T¢ such
that II(a,) = x,. The fact that z,, ¢ B®*(r) implies that, for every ¢ belonging to the geodesic
segment between a,, and p¢, we have Z. > Z, +r (otherwise the cactus bound would imply
that any path between x,, and p visits B(r), which is a contradiction). By compactness, we may
assume that a,, converges to a as n — 0o, and we have II(a) = x. We then get that the property
Ze > Zy+ 1 holds for ¢ belonging to the geodesic segment between a and p¢, except possibly for
¢ = a. This completes the proof of our claim. .

It follows from the claim that the property x = Il(a) for some a € 7¢ such that W, = W,
holds for every x € M (this property holds if z € 9B*(r) for some 0 < r < —Z, and is preserved
under passage to the limit, using the compactness of 7¢). Conversely, suppose that this property
holds, with a # p¢ to discard a trivial case. If the path W, hits its minimum only at its terminal
point, the first part of the proof shows that x € dB*(r) for r = W, — Z,. If the path W, hits
its minimum both at its terminal time and at another time, then Lemma 16 in [I] shows that
a = lim a,,, where Wan < Wa fgr every n. Then the image under 1I of th/e\ first point b,, on the
ancestral line of a,, such that W}, = W, belongs to dB*(ry,), with r, = W, — Z,. Noting that
b, must lie on the geodesic segment between a and a, in the tree 7¢, we see that we have also
a = lim b, so that we get that = II(a) = lim II(b,,) belongs to M. O

Remark. The preceding arguments are closely related to [, Section 3] (see in particular formula

(16) in [5]), which deals with the slightly different setting of the Brownian plane.

If x € M and a € © is such that x = II(a), the image under II of the geodesic segment
from a to p provides a path in m that stays in the complement of B(r) for every 0 < r <
D*(p*,z) = Z, — Z, (indeed the values of Z, for b belonging to this segment are the numbers
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W,(t) > W, = W, = Z,). It follows that all points belonging to a geodesic from z to p, also
belong to M.
We note that we can define an “intrinsic” metric on M by setting, for every z,y € M,

k
A*(z,y) = inf Z D°(zi—1,x;). (12)

BT,y TR =Y
1=
L1,y Tp—1EM

It is obvious that A*(z,y) > D*(z,y). In particular, A*(x,y) = 0 implies = y, and it follows
that A* is a metric on M. The quantity A*(x,y) corresponds to the infimum of the lengths
(computed with respect to D*) of paths from z to y that are obtained by the concatenation of
pieces of geodesics from points of M to p* (we already noticed that these geodesics stay in M).
We have clearly A*(ps,x) = D*(p«,x) = D°(p«, x) for every x € M, and A*-geodesics from = to
p« coincide with D*-geodesics from x to p, (if ,y € M and z,y belong to the same D*-geodesic
to px, the results of [15] imply that D*(z,y) = D°(z,y) = A*(z,y)).

Remark. The topology induced by A* on M coincides with the topology induced by D*.
Since A* > D* and (M, D*) is compact, it is enough to prove that (M, A*) is also compact.
However, if (z)p>1 is a sequence in M, we may write z, = II(a,), with a, € ©, and then
extract a subsequence (ap,) that converges to ao in T:. We have as, € © because © is closed.
Furthermore the fact that a,, converges to a implies that D°(ay,, , a) tends to 0, and therefore
A*(xy, ,(ax)) also tends to 0, showing that (x,,),>1 has a convergent subsequence in (M, A*).

The preceding proposition shows that the metric net M has close connections with the
subset © of 7¢. The latter set is itself related to the subordinate tree of 7; with respect to the
function @ — —W,. By Theorem [2| (and an obvious symmetry argument) we can construct a
process (Hy)o<t<y distributed as the height process of the Lévy tree with branching mechanism
Yo(r) = /8/373/2 and a continuous random process (I')s>0 with nondecreasing sample paths
such that 'y = 0, I'; = x, and for every s € [0, o],

—~W, = Hp,. (13)

We define a random equivalence ~ relation on [0, x|, by requiring that the graph of ~ is the
smallest closed symmetric subset of [0, x]? that contains all pairs (s,t) with s < ¢, Hy = Hj,
and H, > H for all r € (s,t). We leave it to the reader to check that this set is indeed the
graph of an equivalence relation (use the comments at the end of Section . In addition to
the pairs (s, t) satisfying the previous relation, the graph of ~ contains a countable collection of
pairs (u,v), each of them associated with a point of infinite multiplicity a of the tree 7Tz by the
relations v = min pj; (a) and v = max py; (a).

We denote the quotient space [0, x]/~ by £. Then £ can be identified with the “looptree”
associated with H. Roughly speaking (see [4] for more details) the looptree is obtained by
replacing each point of infinite multiplicity a of the tree Tz by a loop of “length” equal to the
weight of a, so that the subtrees that are the connected components of the complement of a
in the tree branch along this loop in an order determined by the coding function H. Note
that the looptree associated with H is equipped in [4] with a particular metric. Here we avoid
introducing this metric on £, because it will be more relevant to our applications to introduce
a pseudo-metric that will be described below.

Let us introduce the right-continuous inverse of I". For every u € [0, x), we set

Ty = inf{s >0:Ts > u}.

21



oy ;

= @
Y.
o
=5 1

Figure 3: A simulation of a looptree (simulation by Igor Kortchemski). For technical
reasons, some of the trees branching off a loop are pictured inside this loop, but, from
the point of view of the present work, it is better to think of these trees as growing
outside the loop, so that the space inside the loop may be “filled in” appropriately.

By convention, we also set 7, = 0. The left limit 7,_ is equal to inf{s > 0: 'y = u}, and I is
constant on every interval [r,_, 7,]. Note that I';, = v and thus -W, = H,.

We next consider the subset ©! of © defined as follows. If a € ©, we say that a € ©! if there
exist s € [0,0) and ¢ € (0,0 — s) such that p¢(s) = a and the function r +— W, is constant on
the interval [s,s 4 ¢]. Notice that only leaves (points a of multiplicity 1, for which there is a
single value of s with p;(s) = a) may belong to ©!. Indeed, if a € © has multiplicity two, and
s1, 82 are the two elements of [0, o) such that p¢(s1) = p¢(s2) = a, then both s; and sy are times
of (left or right) increase of ¢, and, together with the property W, = W, this implies that W,
takes values strictly less than W, immediately after s;, resp. immediately after sy (see Section
7).

One can describe the elements of ©! in the following way. Let b € © such that b has a
strict descendant ¢ with W, = W, (in the terminology of [I], b is an excursion debut above the
minimum). Let [sq,s2] C [0, 0] be the interval whose image under p, gives all descendants of b.
Then the set .

{rels,s) : W, =W, and W, > W, }

is an open subset of [sq,s2], and the (image under p; of the) left end of each of its connected
components belongs to ©!. Furthermore any element of ©' can be obtained in this way.
We set ©° = 0\0!.

Lemma 11. For u,v € [0, x|, the property u ~ v holds if and only if p¢(Tu) = pc(Tv). Further-
more, the mapping ¥ : [0, x| 3 u — p¢(7y) induces a bijection from L = [0, x|/~ onto ©°, which
will be denoted by .

Proof. We first show that p¢(7,) belongs to ©°, for every u € [0,x). By the definition of 7,
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I, +e > T, for every ¢ > 0, and this implies that W is not constant on [, 7, + €] (use
and the fact that H is not constant on any nontrivial interval). In particular, we must have
w, = W, and therefore pc(tu) € ©. The fact that pe(r,) € ©° is then immediate from the
definition of ©! = ©\0°, recalling that points of ©! are leaves of Tec.

We then verify that, if a € ©°, there exists u € [0, x) with p¢(7,) = a. We can write a = p¢(s)
where the mapping r — W, is not constant on [s,s + €] for every £ > 0. Using the formula
—W, = Hr,, it follows that I'y;. > I's for every ¢ > 0, and thus s = 7. Finally a = p¢(7)
with v =T';.

Next let us prove that v ~ v implies p¢(7,) = p¢(7y). Let u ~ v and without loss of generality
suppose that 0 < u < v < x. We first assume that H, = H, and H, > H, for every r € (u,v).
Then, we must have W, < W, = W,_  for every s € (7y,7,—) — note that W is constant
over any interval [7,_,7,]. This implies that (s > (;, = (;,_ for every s € (7, 7y—) (if there
exists s € (7, Ty—) such that (s < (;,, then, for every 6 > 0 small enough, the properties of the
Brownian snake allow us to find such an s with the additional property that Wj is the restriction
of W, to [0, (s — d], which contradicts W, < W, — and we can make a symmetric argument if
there exists s € (7, Ty—) such that (s < (;,_). It follows that p¢(7,) = p¢(7y—). Moreover, since
Ty— is a point of left increase of (, 7,— cannot be a point of right increase of I//I\/, so that there
are values of s > 7, arbitrarily close to 7, such that W, < W, and therefore I's > T';,_. It
follows that we have 7,_ = 7, giving p¢(7.) = p¢(7y) as desired.

Suppose then that u ~ v but the property H, > H, for every r € (u,v) does not hold. Then
(u,v) is the limit of a sequence (uy,v,) such that, for every n, H,, = H,, and H, > H,, for
every r € (un,v,). We must have u, < u and v, > v. By the first part of the argument, we
have (s > (¢, = Cr, for s € [7y,,7,], and, letting n tend to oo, we get (s > (7, = (s, for
every s € [Ty—,Ty|. Then the fact that 7, is a point of right increase of ¢ implies that 7, = 7,
(by the same argument as above) and we conclude again that p¢(7,) = p¢ (7).

Finally, it remains to prove that the property p¢(7.,) = p¢(7,) implies u ~ v. Note that
Ty = Ty is only possible if u = v, so that we may assume that 7, < 7,. Then a = p¢(7y) = pe(To)
is a point of multiplicity 2 of 7¢ (since a € ©, a cannot have multiplicity 3 in 7¢), and the points
pc(s) for 7, <'s < 7, are descendants of a, so that W, < W, for every 7, < s < 7,. It follows
that H, > H, for u <r < v (write H, = =W ). If H, > H, for u < r < v, this means that
u ~ v and we are done. Otherwise there exists r € (u,v) such that H, = H,, and this means that
a has a strict descendant b = p¢(7,.) such that W, = W,. This implies that the path W, hits its
minimal value only at its terminal time (otherwise W} would have two equal local minima). We
know that, just before 7, there are values of s such that (s < (;, (otherwise 7, would a time of
local minimum of ¢, but this is excluded since such times correspond to points of multiplicity 3 of
7¢ and thus never satisfy W, = I//I\/s), and it follows that there are times s < 7, arbitrarily close to
7, such that W, > W and thus Hr, < H,. Hence, if we set u, = sup{r <u: H, = H, — % ,
we have u, — u as n — oo. Similarly, if v, = inf{r >v: H, = H, — %} we have v, — v as
n — oo. Clearly u, ~ v, so that we also get u ~ v. O

We write pe for the canonical projection from [0,x] onto £ = [0,x]/~. If « € L and
a =pr(s), we will also write H, = Hg.

In a way similar to the definition of intervals in 7¢, we can define intervals in £. If o, 8 € L,
we set [a, 8] = pr([s, t]), where s,t € [0, x] are such that pe(s) = a and pg(t) = 5 and [s,¢] is
as small as possible (here again we use the convention [s,t] = [s, x] U [0,¢] if t < s).

We will identify the metric net (M, A*) with a quotient space of the looptree £. Informally,
the latter quotient space is obtained by identifying two points a and S if they face each other at
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the same height in £: This means that we require that H, = Hg, and that vertices “between”
« and 3 have a smaller height. To make this more precise, we define, for every «, 5 € L,

D°(a, ) = 2min < max H.,, max H7> — H, — Hg,

v€[a,f] V€E[B,a
and
k
D¥(a, B) = aO:a,aly-%?Cf;k—lyak:B ;’Do(aifla i),
where the infimum is over all possible choices of the integer £ > 1 and of a1, ...,ar_1 € L.

The following statement is a reformulation, in a more precise form, of Theorem (3| stated in
the introduction.

Theorem 12. For o, € L, set o ~ 8 if and only if D*(«, 5) = 0. Then the property o ~
holds if and only if D°(a, B) =0, or equivalently

H,=Hg =min| max H., max H, |. 14
o ('Ye[aﬁ} " elBial ”) 19

Furthermore, D* induces a metric on the quotient space L/ ~. If ® : L — O° denotes the
bijection of Lemma[11], Il o ® induces an isometry from (L/=, D*) onto (M, A*).

Remark. It is not a priori obvious that defines an equivalence relation on £. This property
follows from the fact that holds if and only if D*(«, ) = 0, which we derive in the following
proof from the relations between £ and the Brownian map.

Proof. We first verify that, if o, 5 € £ and a = ®(«),b = (), we have
D°(a, B) = D°(a, b). (15)

Let s € [0, x] be such that a = pz(s). Note that we have then a = p¢(75) by the definition of ®.
Hence,
Hy=H,=-W, =2, = —Z,.

Ts

Similarly, we have Hg = —Z,.
So the proof of reduces to checking that

H, = —7.).
ax, Hy = max (=Zc)

To get this equality, we write
max H., = min ( max HT)
Y€, f] pc(s)=a,pc(t)=B \re[st]

= min max (—Z,
pc(s)=a,pc(t)=p (TE[TS,TJ( )>

= min max (—Z,
p¢(w)=a,p¢(v)=b (TG[WJ]( )>

= —Z,).
B2
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The second equality holds because H, = —W._ = —Z,, and W stays constant on intervals
(77—, 7]. To justify the third equality, we note that the elements u of [0, 0] such that ps(u) = a
are exactly the reals u = 75, where s is such that pz(s) = a: Since a € 0°, any u € [0, 0] such
that p¢(u) = a must be of the form u = 7, with s € [0, x|, and if u is of this form, the property
pc(u) = a is equivalent to pz(s) = o by Lemma This completes the proof of .

We then claim that, for every x € M, there exists a € ©° such that II(a) = z. Let x € M.
By Proposition we know that x = II(a) where a € ©. It may happen that a € ©\0°,
but then we can write a = p¢(s) where W, = W for every r € [s,s + ¢], for some ¢ > 0.
The latter property if only possible if Wy hits its minimal value both at its terminal time (s
and at another time n € (0,(s). If & = inf{r > s : {, < n}, Wy is the restriction of Wi
to [0,n]. By the results recalled in Section {4} the fact that s’ is a time of left increase for
¢ implies that there are values of r < s arbirarily close to s’ such that W, < W, = W_.
If we set 5§ = inf{r > s : W, < W,}, we have s < § < s and p¢(s) € ©°. Furthermore,
W, =W,=W; for every r € [s, 5], and it follows from the definition of the equivalence relation
~ that p¢(5) = pc(s), hence x = II(p¢(s)) = II(p¢(5)). Our claim is proved.

Let z,y € M, and a,b € ©° such that II(a) = z and II(b) = y. From and the preceding
claim, we may write

k
* . o
LGN L SEACETLD
ai,..,ap_1€0°
We then use the bijection ® of Lemma [11] to observe that, if « = ®~1(a) and 8 = ®~1(b), we
have also, thanks to ,

A*(x,y) = inf BZD ai—1, ;) = D*(a, B). (16)

QA=QQ,q1,...,
ALy, 1 EL

In particular, if o, 5 € £ and x = [To ®(a), y = [To ®(3), we see that the condition D*(«, f) = 0
holds if and only if A*(z,y) = 0, and (since A*(x,y) > D*(x,y)) the latter condition holds if
and only if D°(z,y) = 0, or equivalently D°(a,8) = 0 (by (L5)). This gives the first assertion
of the theorem.

Then D* is symmetric and satisfies the triangle inequality, hence induces a metric on the
quotient space £/ ~. From the property A*(Il o ®(«),I1 o ®(5)) = D*(«, 3), we see that the
relation o ~ 3 implies IT o ®(a) = II o (), so that IT o ® induces a mapping from L/~ to M.
This mapping is onto since II(A°) = M, and is an isometry by . O

8 The holes in the metric net

In this section, we continue our applications to the Brownian map. We keep the notation and
assumptions of the preceding section. In particular, the process (Hj)o<s<y, which is distributed
under Ny as the height process of the ¢g-Lévy tree, was introduced so that the representation
formula holds.

Our goal is to discuss the connected components of the complement of the metric net in the
Brownian map (these are called Brownian disks in [I9]). We again argue under the excursion
measure No. For every s > 0, we denote by Vs the (total mass of the) exit measure of the
Brownian snake from (—s, 00), see [I3, Chapter V]. Then (Ys)s>0 has a cadlag modification that
we consider from now on (see the discussion in Section 2.5 of [I]). For every s > 0, we can also
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consider the total local time of H at level s, which we denote by Lf in agreement with Section
The Ray-Knight theorem of [7, Theorem 1.4.1] shows that (L3 )s>o is distributed under No
according to the excursion measure of the continuous-state branching process with branching
mechanism g, and therefore has also a cadlag modification.

Lemma 13. We have L, = Y5 for every s > 0, Ny a.e.

Proof. Let s > 0 and, for every ¢ > 0, let Ny, be the number of excursions of the Brownian
snake outside (—s,00) that hit —s —e. Then an easy application of the special Markov property
gives
Vs = limv(e) ! Nse, Ny a.e.
e—0

where v(e) = No(max W, > ¢) = No(H(Tx) > £). On the other hand, shows that N, is
also the number of excursions of H above (s,00) that hit s + . By comparing the preceding
approximation of Vs with [8, Theorem 4.2], we arrive at the stated result. O

Following closely [I], we say that a € © is an excursion debut if a has a strict descendant b
such that Z, > Z, for every c €]Ja, b]]. We also say that m € Ry is a local minimum of H if there
exist s € (0,x) and € € (0,sA (1 —s)) such that H; = m and H, > m for every r € (s —e,s+¢).

We now claim that the following sets are in one-to-one correspondence:

(a) The set of all connected components of m\ M.

(b) The set of all connected components of 7:\O.

(d) The set of all jump times of the exit measure process ).

)

)
(c) The set of all excursion debuts.

)
(e) The set of all points of infinite multiplicity of 7.
)

(f) The set of all local minima of H.

Let us explain these correspondences. First the fact that local minima of H correspond to
points of infinite multiplicity of Tz was explained at the end of Section [3] Recall that, for every
point of infinite multiplicity of Ty, there is a Cantor set of local minimum times corresponding
to the associated local minimum (see the end of Section . Then, by [8, Theorem 4.7], each
branching point b (necessarily of infinite multiplicity) of 7z corresponds to a discontinuity of
s — L} = Vs at time Hj, and the corresponding jump AY;s is the weight of the branching
point b. By [I, Proposition 36|, discontinuity times for ) are in one-to-one correspondence
with excursion debuts, and a discontinuity time s corresponds to an excursion debut a such
that s = —Z,. The fact that excursion debuts are in one-to-one correspondence with connected
components of 7-\© is Proposition 20 in [I]: If a is an excursion debut, the associated connected
component C is the collection of all strict descendants b of a such that Z. > Z, for every ¢ €]a, b]],
and the boundary OC consists of all descendants b of a such that Z, = Z, and Z. > Z, for every
¢ €]la,b]]. Furthermore, the “boundary size” of C may be defined as the quantity A)s, if s is
the associated jump time of the process ) (this is also the weight of the corresponding point
of infinite multiplicity of 7z ). Finally, the fact that the sets (a) and (b) are also in one-to-one
correspondence is a consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 14. Let C be a connected component of T-\©. Then II(C) is a connected component of
m\M, and OII(C) = II(9C).
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Proof. Let a € T; be the excursion debut such that C is the collection of all strict descendants b
of a such that Z, > Z, for every ¢ €]Ja, b]]. We first observe that II(C) is an open subset of m\ M.
This follows from the fact that the topology of m is the quotient topology and II"'(II(C)) = C
(to derive the latter equality, note that, if b € C and b’ € T¢ are such that b ~ ', we have
min{Z, : ¢ € [b,V]} = Zy = Zy > Z,, and it follows that ¥ € C). Since II(C) is connected,
in order to get the statement of the lemma, we need only verify that, if z € m\M is such
that there is a continuous path (7(f))o<t<1 that stays in m\M and connects = to a point y
of II(C), then x € II(C). We argue by contradiction and assume that = ¢ II(C). We then set
to ;= inf{t € (0,1] : v(¢t) € II(C) }. Clearly, v(t9) belongs to the boundary 9II(C) of II(C). On the
other hand, it is easy to verify that OII(C) C II(0C) (if z € OII(C), we can write z = lim I1(a,,)
where a, € C, and, by extracting a subsequence, we can assume that a,, — ao in 7¢, so that we
have z = II(as), and as € OC since ao € C would imply z € TI(C), contradicting z € OII(C)).
So v(tg) € II(AC) C II(O) = M, which contradicts our assumption that v stays in m\M.

For the last assertion, it remains to see that II(OC) C OII(C). This is straightforward: If
b € 0C, we have automatically Z, = Z, and b € O, so that II(b) € M, forcing I1(b) € OII(C). O

It is worth giving a direct interpretation of the correspondence between sets (c) and (f)
above. If a is an excursion debut, we can write a = p¢(s1) = p¢(s2), where s; < s, and the
image under p¢ of the interval [s1, so] corresponds to the exploration of descendants of a in 7.
It follows that we have W, < W, = Z, for every ¢ € p¢([s1, s2]). There are points b € p¢([s1, s2])
such that Z, < Z, (in fact one can find such points arbitrarily close to a, as a consequence of
the fact that points of increase for ¢ cannot be points of increase for W). If b is such a point
we can consider the last ancestor ¢ of b such that Z. < Z,, noting that the definition of an
excursion debut implies that ¢ is a strict descendant of a. Then if ¢ < to are the two times
in (s1,s2) such that pc(t1) = p¢(t2) = ¢, one verifies that both I';; and I'y, are local minimum
times of H corresponding to the local minimum —Z,. In fact the set of all these local minimum
times comnsists of all I, for r € (s1, s2) such that p¢(r) belongs to the boundary of the connected
component of 7-\O associated with a.

We will now establish that the boundary of any connected component of m\ M is a simple
loop. To this end, it is convenient to introduce the Lévy process excursion (X;)o<¢<, associated
with H (see Section [3)). Note that X can be reconstructed as a measurable function of H, and
that any branching point of H corresponds to a unique jump time of X, such that the size of
the jump is the weight of the branching point.

Recall the notation ¥ for the mapping introduced in Lemma [TT]

Proposition 15. Let C be a connected component of m\M, let a be the associated excursion
debut, and let s € (0,x) be the associated jump time of X. For every r € [0, AX], set

ny =1inf{t > s: X} < X, —r}.

Then the mapping
r=y(r) =Io¥(n), 0<r<AX,,
defines a simple loop in m, whose initial and end points are equal to I(a). Furthermore, the

range of v is the boundary of C.

Proof. Write C for the connected component of 7:\© such that II(C) = C. Recall that 0C =
II(0C) by Lemma For every z € 0C, the fact that = = II(b) for some b € OC forces
Zy = Zy = Z. Let [s1,s2] be the interval corresponding to the descendants of a in the coding
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of T¢. Since s and sy are both (left or right) increase times of ¢, they cannot be increase times
for 17[\/', and this implies s; = 7p, and s = 7p,,. We next observe that any point of 9C is of
the form p¢(7,) or pe(7.—) for some r € [0, x] such that s; < 7, < so. We just noticed that this
is true for a. If b € OC and b # a, we can write b = p¢(u) with u € (s1,s2), and Lemma 16 in
[1] implies that there are values of v arbitrarily close to u such that I//I\/v < Wu, which implies
u=1Tp, OF U =Tp,_.

Furthermore, we have II(p¢(7—)) = Il(p¢(7)) for any r € (0, x]: If 7. < 7, the fact that
W stays constant on the time interval [7,_,7,], together with the properties p¢(7,) € © and
pc(tr—) € © (which follow from Lemma [11]), implies that p¢(7.—) ~ p¢(7;). Hence, any point of
0C is of the form II(p¢ (7)) = I o ¥(r) for some 7 € [0, x| such that s; < 7. < s9, and we have
then H’r = —WTT = _Zpg(Tr) = —Za.

Next note that the condition s; < 7, < s9 holds if and only if I's, < r < Ty, and that
[['s,,'s,] is the interval corresponding to the descendants of the branching point associated with
C, in the coding of the tree Ty. Using the comments of the end of Section [3, we see that this
interval is the same as [s,nax,] with the notation of the proposition.

Set h = —Z, to simplify notation. The preceding discussion shows that any point of 9C' is
of the form II(p¢(7,)), with r € [s,nax,] and H, = h. Conversely, for any r satisfying these
conditions, we have II(p¢(7.)) € C: This follows from the fact that p¢(7) € C under these
conditions. Indeed, we have then, recalling that p¢(7,.) € ©,

Zpe(rr) = Wo, = —Hp = Zq,

and the fact that p¢(7;) is a descendant of a, which belongs to © and satisfies Z, () = Za,
implies that p¢(7.) € OC.

Note that the mapping r — 7, is right-continuous. From the results recalled at the end
of Section [3| the times r € [s,max,] such that H, = h are exactly all reals of the form 7, or
Nu— for some u € [0, AX;]. Moreover, for all u such that n,_ < n,, we have H, > h for every
r € (Nu—, M), so that n,_ ~ n, and (by Lemma Pc(Tnu_) = Pc(Th,)-

We have thus obtained that the range of the mapping -y of the proposition coincides with 0C.
We note that v(0) = v(AX) = II(a), by the fact that s = 79 ~ nax, (because s = min py'(«)
and nax, = max p;ll (), if & = pg(s) is the point of infinite multiplicity of T associated with
(). It remains to verify that -y is continuous and that the restriction of v to [0, AX;) is one-to-
one. The latter property is easy because the values of n,, for 0 < u < A X correspond to distinct
equivalence classes for ~, and we can use Lemma Next we note that ~ is right-continuous
with left limits by construction, and that the left limit of v at u € (0, AXj] is

Y(u—) = (pe(T(m,_)-))-

We already noticed that II(p¢(7.—)) = I(pe(7)) for any r € (0, x], and thus we have, for any
u € (0, AX,],
W(pe(rin,-)-)) = Wpe(m,-)) = Wpe(7q.))

where the second equality holds because p¢(7y,_) = pc(7y,) as mentioned above. This shows
that v(u—) = v(u) and completes the proof. O

Let us conclude this section with some comments. Recalling that the Brownian map m is
homeomorphic to the two-dimensional sphere [17], we get from Jordan’s theorem that all con-
nected components of m\ M are homeomorphic to the disk. In fact these connected components
are called Brownian disks in [19]. If C is a given connected component of m\ M, the structure of
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C —in a sense that we do not make precise here — is described by the associated component C of
7:\O, and the values of Z on C (shifted so that the boundary values vanish). The preceding data
correspond to what is called an excursion of the Brownian snake above its minimum in [I]. One
key result of [I] states that conditionally on the exit measure process ()s)s>0, the excursions
above the minimum are independent, and the distribution of the excursion corresponding to a
jump AYs is given by a certain “excursion measure” conditioned on the boundary size being
equal to AYs. This suggests that one can reconstruct the Brownian map by first considering the
metric net M (which is a measurable function of H) and then glueing independently on each
“hole” of the metric net (associated with a point of infinite multiplicity of the tree Tz ) a Brow-
nian disk corresponding to a Brownian snake excursion whose boundary size is the weight of the
point of infinite multiplicity. We postpone a more precise version of the previous discussion to
forthcoming work (see also [19]).

9 Subordination by the local time

In this section, which is mostly independent of the previous ones, we generalize the subordination
by the maximum discussed in Section[d To this end, we deal with the Brownian snake associated
with a more general spatial motion. Specifically, we consider a strong Markov process ¢ with
continuous sample paths with values in R, and we write P, for a probability measure under
which £ starts from z. We assume that 0 is a regular recurrent point for £, and that

Eo[/ooo dt 1yg,—gy| = 0. (17)

We can then define the local time process (L(t),t > 0) of £ at 0 (up to a multiplicative constant).
We make the following continuity assumption: there exist two reals p > 0 and € > 0, and a
constant C' such that, for every t € [0,1] and =z € Ry,

E, [(f}g [T wl)p} < Ct*te, (18)
) Eo[L(t)P] < Ct*+e, (19)

We write .4 for the excursion measure of £ away from 0 associated with the local time process
L(-), and n for the duration of the excursion under .4".

Under the preceding assumptions, the Brownian snake whose spatial motion is the pair (£, L)
is defined by a straightforward adaptation of properties (a) and (b) stated at the beginning of
Section 4] (see [I3, Chapter IV] for more details), and we denote this process by (W, As), where
for every s > 0,

Wy = (Ws()ost<e, »  As = (As(t))o<e<c.-

For every (z,7) € Ry x Ry, let N, .y denote the excursion measure of (W, A) away from (=, ).
Under N, ), the “lifetime process” ((s)s>o is distributed according to the Itd6 measure n(-),
and as above we let o := sup{s > 0 : {; > 0} stand for the duration of the excursion ({s)s>0-
As previously, T; denotes the tree coded by ((s)o<s<s and p¢ : [0,0] — T¢ is the canonical
projection.

We write Yy for the total mass of the exit measure of (W, A) from (0,00) x Ry (see [13|
Chapter V] or the appendix below for the definition of exit measures). This makes sense under
the excursion measures N, .y for x > 0.
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Let Ay = As(¢s) be the total local time at 0 accumulated by the path W,. If a = p¢(s),

o~

we write /A\a = A; (this does not depend on the choice of s). Then the function a +— A, is
nondecreasing with respect to the genealogical order.

Theorem 16. Under N ), the subordinate tree T of T¢ with respect to the function a A, is
a Lévy tree whose branching mechanism 1 can be described as follows:

W) =2 / m(dz) up (z)?,

where m is the invariant measure of & defined by

[ mida)ola) = x ([ dtee).
and the function (u,(z))r>0z>0 s given by

Ur(x) = N(m,O)(l - eXp(—T‘YE))).

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem[I], we make use of the special Markov property of the Brownian
snake. Fix r > 0, and consider the domain D, = R, x [0,7). Write ZPr for the exit measure
from D,. The first-moment formula for exit measures [I3, Proposition V.3] shows that ZP" is
Nio,0) a.e. supported on {(0,7)}, so that we can write

D, _
z - }/T’ 5(0,7‘)7

where Y, is a nonnegative random variable. Let £P stand for the o-field generated by the paths
(Ws, As) before they exit D,. By Corollary 22| in the appendix, under N o) and conditionally
on £P7, the excursions of the Brownian snake (W, A) “outside” D, form a Poisson measure with
intensity Y, N(g,y. Now notice that, for every h > 0, subtrees of T above level 7 that hit r + h
correspond to those among these excursions that exit D, (we again use Propositionto obtain
that 7T is the tree coded by s — /A\S) As in the proof of Theorem (we omit a few details here),
it follows that the distribution of 7 under No,0) satisfies the branching property of Proposition
and so T under Np,0) must be a Lévy tree.

To determine the branching mechanism of this Lévy tree, we fix R > 0, and, for 0 < r < R,
we set

U,\(SU, 7") = N(J},r)(l - eXp(_AYR))'
By [13, Theorem V.4], U, satisfies the integral equation

U " 2ds] =
)\($7r)+2E(z,r)[ A U)\(gs,Ls) dS} =

where the Markov process (£, L) starts from (z,7) under the probability measure P, ,), and
TR = inf{t > 0 : L(t) > R} is the exit time from Dp for the process (£, L). When z = 0,
excursion theory for £ gives

Bon[ [ U 12 as) = [ ([ rienerat)ac= ["ae [ miay) vr, 07

Set vy(z,r) = Ux(xz, R —r) for 0 < r < R. By a translation argument, vy(x,r) does not depend
on our choice of R provided that R > r. It follows from the preceding considerations that

vA(0,7) + 2/(: dﬁ/m(dy) oa(y, )? = \.
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On the other hand, by applying the special Markov property (Corollary to the domain
(0,00) x R, we have, for every y > 0 and r > 0,

oAy, 1) = Ny,0) (1 = exp(=AY7)) = Ny 0)(1 = exp(=Youx(0,7)) = uo, (0,0 (9),

with the notation introduced in the theorem. We conclude that
0a07) + [ dew(oa0.0) = A (20)
0

where 1) is as in the statement of the theorem. Note that the functions r — w,(x) are monotone
increasing, and so is ¥. Then also implies that v)(0,r) is a continuous nonincreasing
function of r, that tends to A as r — 0. It follows that ¢(r) < oo for every r > 0, and then by
dominated convergence that 1) is continuous on [0, c0). The unique solution of is given by

/A e _

vx(0,7) @Z)(Z)

(in particular, we must have [y, ¢(£)~'dl = 00). As X — 00, v5(0, 1) converges to N(g o) (Y, # 0),
which coincides with N(q g) (’H(7~') > r), where 7-[(’7') denotes the height of 7. Hence, the function

v(r) = N, (’H(7~') > r) is given by
/‘X’ de .
o) Y0
and this suffices to establish that the branching mechanism of 7T is 1. ]

The formula for ¢ that appears in Theorem [I6] is not explicit and in general does not allow
the calculation of this function. We will now argue that we can identify v, up to a multiplicative
constant, if £ satisfies a scaling property. From now on until the end of the section, we assume
(in addition to the previous hypotheses) that there exists a constant « > 0 such that, for every
x> 0and A > 0, the law of

(A“Ee/x)t=0

under P, coincides with the law of (&):>0 under P, o. In other words, the process ¢ is a self-
similar Markov process with values in [0, 00), see the survey [22] for more information on this
class of processes. A particular case (with a = 1/2) is the Bessel process of dimension d € (0, 2).

The excursion measure .4 must then satisfy a similar scaling invariance property. More
precisely, for every A > 0, the law of

(A%Ex)e=0

under .4 must be equal to A’ times the law of (&;);>¢ under .4, for some constant 3 € (0,1).
The fact that 3 < 1 is clear since the scaling property implies that 4 (n > r) = r=2. 4 (n > 1)
and we must have .4 (n A1) < co. The inverse local time of £ at 0 is then a stable subordinator
of index 3, which is consistent with assumption .

Proposition 17. Under the preceding assumptions, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
Y(r) = crtth,

Proof. We first observe that

m(dz) = ¢ I+ dz,
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for some positive constant ¢’. To see this, we write, for every A > 0,

/m (dz) p(Ax) / dt /\ft)
Ao /0 n "t (A i)
- Aﬁ/al/aw(/on dt (&)

-\ /m(dx) ()

It follows that m has the form stated above. We then observe that, for every A > 0, we can also
consider the following scaling transformation of the Brownian snake:

W (t) = AWy —a/aATV),  for 0 <t < ¢ = AV )ay,

and the “law” of W' under N(z,0) coincides with A/ times the “law” of W under Noe,0)-
Furthermore the exit measure Y{ associated with W’ is equal to A'/*Y; (we leave the details as
an exercise for the reader). With the notation of Theorem it follows that, for every x > 0
and A > 0,

ur(Az) = Nrg,0)(1 — exp(—rYp)) = Afl/aN(Lo)(l — exp(—rAYYp)) = AV, 10, ().

Hence, for every r > 0 and u > 0,

U(pr) = c/dxz‘ o uur = c/dg;m 14122 12 up (ptx)? = P (),
using the change of variables y = u“x. This completes the proof. O
Remark. If ¢ = |B| is the absolute value of a linear Brownian motion B, then a famous

theorem of Lévy asserts that the pair (£, L) has the same distribution as (S — B, S), where
Sy = max{B; : 0 < s <t} (to be specific, this holds with a particular choice of the normalization
of L). We then see that Theorem (1] is a special case of Theorem [16|and Proposition In that
case, a = 3 = 1/2, and we recover the formula (r) = cr3/2.

Appendix: On the special Markov property

In this appendix, we derive a more precise and more general form of the special Markov property
for the Brownian snake, which was first stated in [I2]. This result is closely related to the special
Markov property for superprocesses as stated by Dynkin [9, Theorem 1.6], but the formulation in
terms of the Brownian snake, although less general, gives additional information that is crucial
for our purposes.

We consider the setting of [I3, Chapter V]. We let £ be a Markov process with values in a
Polish space (E,d) with continuous sample paths. For every z € E, the process £ starts from
x under the probability measure P,. Analogously to , we assume that the following strong
continuity assumption holds for every z € E and t > 0,

E[(supd(z.6))"] < 02+, (21)

r<t
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where C' > 0, p > 0 and € > 0 are constants. According to [I3], Section IV.4], this continuity
assumption allows us to construct the Brownian snake (Ws)s>o with continuous sample paths
with values in the space Wg of all finite continuous paths in E (the set W is defined by the
obvious generalization of the beginning of Section [4] and we keep the notation w for the tip of a
path w € Wg). The strong Markov property holds for (Ws)s>0, even without assuming that it
holds for the underlying spatial motion £. We again write P, for the probability measure under
which the Brownian snake starts from (the trivial path equal to) z, and N, for the excursion
measure of the Brownian snake away from z. It will also be useful to introduce conditional
distributions of the Brownian snake given its lifetime process. If g : [0,00) — [0,00) is a
continuous function such that g(0) = 0 and g is locally Holder with exponent % — 0 for every
0 > 0, we write Qég) for the conditional distribution under P, of (W;)s>0 knowing that (s = g(s)
for every s > 0. See [I3| Chapter IV], and note that these conditional distributions are easily
defined using the analog in our general setting of property (b) stated at the beginning of Section

4
We now fix a connected open subset D of E and x € D. We use the notation 7 = inf{t > 0:
& ¢ D}, and, for every w € Wg, 7(w) = inf{t > 0: w(t) ¢ D}, where in both cases inf @ = oc.
We assume that
P, (T < 00) >0,

and note that this implies that

/0 1{T(WS)<Cs} ds = o, Px a.s.

We set, for every s > 0,

t
ns := inf {t >0: / e, <rw,yy dr > 3} ) WSD =Wy,
0 <

This definition makes sense P, a.s. We let F” be the o-field generated by the process (W2)>0
and the collection of all P,-negligible sets. Informally, F represents the information provided
by the paths W before they exit D.

Lemma 18. For every s > 0, set vs = ((s — 7(Ws))™, and

t
Og = inf {t 2 0: / 1{'Yr>0} dr Z S}.
0

Under the probability measure P, we have o5 < oo for every s > 0, a.s., and the process
s := 7y, is distributed as a reflected Brownian motion in Ry and is independent of the o-field
FP.

This is essentially Lemma V.2 in [I3], except that the independence property is not stated
in that lemma. However a close look at the proof in [I3] shows that the process I's is obtained
as the limit of approximating processes (denoted by v,< in [I3]) which are independent of F”
thanks to the strong Markov property of the Brownian snake.

We write £ (s) for the local time at 0 of the process I', and define a process with continuous
nondecrasing sample paths by setting

LY =P ( /05 L{y,.>0) dr).
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Then (see [13], Section V.1]),

S
D _ 1.
Ly = lim /O Lz (W) <¢r<r(Wy)+e} A7 (22)
for every s > 0, P, a.s. The process (L? )s>0 is called the exit local time process from D. Notice
that the measure dL? is supported on {s > 0 : 7(Ws) = (,}.
We also set, for every s > 0, ~
LY =LD.

Lemma 19. The random process (LY

5 )s>0 is measurable with respect to the o-field FP.

This follows from the proof of [I2, Proposition 2.3] in the special case where ¢ is d-dimensional
Brownian motion. The argument however can be adapted to our more general setting and we
omit the details.

Before stating the special Markov property, we need some additional notation. For every
r > 0, we set

0, = inf{s >0:LP > r}.
We note that the process (0,),>¢ is F D_measurable by Lemma

We now define the excursions of the Brownian snake outside D. We observe that, P, a.e.,
the set

{s>0:7(Ws) < (}={s>0:75 >0}

is a countable union of disjoint open intervals, which we enumerate as (a;, b;), ¢ € N. Here we
can fix the enumeration by saying that we enumerate first the excursion intervals with length
at most 27! whose initial time is smaller than 2, then the excursion intervals with length at
most 272 whose initial time is smaller than 22 which have not yet been listed, and so on. If we
choose this enumeration procedure, the variables a;, b; are measurable with respect to the o-field
generated by (7s)s>0, and the variables [j" 1¢y, >0y dr and LZ are measurable with respect to
the o-field generated by (I's)s>o.

From the properties of the Brownian snake, one has, P, a.e. for every ¢ € N and every
s € [ai, bi],

T(WS) = T(Wai) = Ca“
and more precisely all paths W, s € [a;, b;] coincide up to their exit time from D. For every
i € N, we then define an element W of the space of all continuous functions from R, into Wg
by setting, for every s > 0,

Ws(i) <t) = W(ai+5)Abi<Cai + t)? for 0 <t < Cs(l) = C(ai-i-S)/\bi — Ca;-

By definition, the random variables W(®), i € N, are the excursions of the Brownian snake
outside D (the word “outside” is a bit misleading here). Notice that, for every i € N, (Cél)) s>0

is a measurable function of (I's)s>0. Indeed the processes (gﬁi)) s>0, ¢ € N are just the excursions
of I away from 0 enumerated as explained above.

Theorem 20. Under P,, conditionally on the o-field FP, the point measure

Z 5(LaD ,W(Z)) (d€7 d(JJ)
ieN "

is Poisson with intensity
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Proof. It is convenient to introduce the auxiliary Markov process defined by & = &ar. We
observe that the Brownian snake associated with £* can be obtained by the formula

Ws*(t) = Ws(t A T(Ws))’ 0<t< C: = €s~

Notice that v5 = (¢s — 7(Ws))T = (& — 7(W7))T is a measurable function of W*, and recall
that the intervals (a;, b;) are just the connected components of the complement of the zero set

of v. Consider then, independently for every 7 € N, a process (Ws(l)) s>0 which conditionally on
W= is distributed according to the probability measure

where we recall our notation Qg;g ) for tl}e conditional distribution un@er P, of (Ws)s>0 knowing
that (s = g(s) for every s > 0. Define Wj for every s > 0 by setting Wy = W if v5 = 0 and, for
every i € N, for every s € (a;, b;),

o [ W) it0 <t <7(W?),
W=V W0, @ -y it W) <t <G

A tedious but straightforward verification shows that the finite marginal distributions of the
process (Ws)s>o are the same as those of the process (Ws)s>0. It follows that, conditionally
on (W¥)s>0, the “excursions” W are independent and the conditional distribution of W is

At this point, we claim that we have a.s. for every ¢ € N,

W W, ﬂrD
a; — Wai = QLE_' (23)
The first equality in (23] is immediate. To get the second one, set

ai
Aai ::A 1{Cr§T(Wr)}dr
to simplify notation. We first note that
W, =Wy, = W5 |

because na,, = b; (the strong Markov property of the Brownian snake ensures that in each
interval [b;, b; +¢], € > 0, we can find a set of positive Lebesgue measure of values of s such that
7(Ws) = o0) and we know that W,, = W},. Thus our claim will follow if we can verify that

Aai = HLQD_ :

On one hand the condition s < A,, implies s < a; and ZNLE = LT?S < Lg. It follows that
Aq; < 0pp. On the other hand, suppose that 0;p > A,,. We first note that

TD _ 1D _ 1D _ 1D
LAal- - LﬂAai - Lbi - Lai’

where the last equality holds by the support property of dLP. Furthermore, the left limit of
r— 0, at LE@ is smaller than or equal to A,, by construction. So the condition f;,p > A,,

i
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means that LaDi = Ijga‘ is a discontinuity point of r — 6,.. However, we noticed that the random

variables L are measurable functions of (I's)s>0 and therefore independent of F7. Since (6;)s>0
is measurable with respect to 2, and since s — 6, has only countably many discontinuity times,
the (easy) fact that the law of LaDi has no atoms implies that, with P,-probability one, LaDi cannot
be a discontinuity time of r + 6,.. This contradiction completes the proof of our claim.

Next, let U be a bounded FP-measurable real random variable, and let ¢ and G be non-
negative random variables defined respectively on Ry and on the space of continuous functions
from R, into Wg. By conditioning first with respect to W*, we get

E.[U x exp (— Y g(Z2)GW )] = E, [U x T[Tk (6—9<L£>G<~>)], (24)

ieN ieN i

noting that an F D_measurable real variable coincides P, a.s. with a function of W*. Using ,
we see that, for every i € N,
) (—g(LLYGH) _ &™) (,—9(LL)G()
Qg (¢ ) =Ty (e )

Wa,
al LD
ag

is a measurable function (that does not depend on 4) of the pair (L2, (Céi))szo) and of the process
(W£ )r>0, which is FP-measurable. The point measure

Z‘S(La,( Nsz0)’

€N
which is just the point measure of excursions of the reflected Brownian motion I', is Poisson
with intensity d¢n(de), where n(de) is as previously the It excursion measure. Since the latter

point measure is independent of ¥ (by Lemma , we can now condition with respect to FP,
applying the exponential formula for Poisson measures, to get that the quantities in are

equal to
U xew (- [T amigy (1- o) |
14

The statement of the theorem follows. O

In the preceding sections, we use a version of Theorem [20] under the excursion measure N,
which we will now state as a corollary. We set

Tp =inf{t > 0: 7(Ws) < oo},

and observe that
0 <Nx(Tp < 00) < 00

(if the quantity N, (7Tp < oo) were infinite, excursion theory would give a contradiction with the
fact that the Brownian snake has continuous paths under P;). Then we note that the conditional
probability measure N2 := N,(- | Tp < o) can be interpreted as the law under P, of the first
Brownian excursion away from x that exits D. Thanks to this observation, we can make sense
of the exit local time process (L)s>o under N2 by formula (22)). The definition of (1s)s>0 and
(WP)s>0 remains the same, and we can set Lb = Li as previously. The difference of course is
the fact that L2 = L2 = LD is now finite N2 a.s. So we may define 6, = inf{r > 0: LP > s}
only for r < LD.
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After these observations, we may state the version of the special Markov property under N2
We slightly abuse notation by still writing (W®);cy and (a;, b;)ien for the excursions outside
D and the associated intervals, which are defined in exactly the same way as previously. The
o-field FP is again the o-field generated by (W2X)s>¢ but should be completed here with the
N -negligible sets.

Corollary 21. Under Nf, conditionally on the o-field FP, the point measure
Z 5(LaD ,W(Z)) (d€7 d(JJ)
ieN "

is Poisson with intensity

Note that LY = L2 is FP-measurable. The corollary is a straightforward consequence of
Theorem interpreting N2 as the law under P, of the first Brownian excursion away from x
that exits D. We omit the details.

If we are only interested in the point measure } ;- dy;-(:), We can state the preceding corollary
in a slightly different form, by introducing the notion of the exit measure: The exit measure
from D is the random measure Z” on @D defined (under N, or under N2) by the formula

(2P g) = /OOO dL? g(Wy).

See [I3, Section V.1]. Note that the total mass of Z” is LY. A change of variables shows that
we have as well

oo _ LD _
(20.9)= | ALY gWP) = [ arg(W)

In particular, ZP is FP-measurable by Lemma The following result is now an immediate
consequence of Corollary [21}

Corollary 22. Under N2 conditionally on the o-field FP, the point measure

Z 5w(i) (dw)

€N
is Poisson with intensity

/ 2P (dy) N, (dw).

This is the form of the special Markov property that appears in [12].
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