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Abstract: We investigate the range % of the diffusive biased walk X on a Galton-Watson tree
T in random environment, that is to say the sub-tree of T of all distinct vertices visited by this
walk up to the time 7. We study the volume of the range with constraints and more precisely
the number of k-tuples (k > 2) of distinct vertices in this sub-tree, in small generations and
satisfying an hereditary condition. A special attention is paid to the vertices visited during
distinct excursions of X above the root of the Galton-Watson tree as we observe they give the
major contribution to this range. As an application, we study the genealogy of k > 2 distinct
vertices of the tree Zp picked uniformly from those in small generations. It turns out that
two or more vertices among them share a common ancestor for the last time in the remote
past. We also point out an hereditary character in their genealogical tree due to the random
environment.
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1. Introduction
1.1. Randomly biased random walk on trees

Given, under a probability measure P, a (J, oy R*-valued random variable &2 (R® only contains
the sequence with length 0) with NV := #& denoting the cardinal of &2, we consider the following
Galton-Watson marked tree (T, (A,;z € T)) rooted at e: the generation 0 contains one marked
individual (e, Ac) = (e,0). For any n € N*, assume the generation n — 1 has been built. If it is
empty, then the generation n is also empty. Otherwise, for any vertex z in the generation n — 1, let
DT ={An,...,Ayne } be a random variable distributed as &2 where N(x) := #%. The vertex
x gives progeny to N(x) marked children (z', A1), ..., (#N®) A ~()) independently of the other
vertices in generation n — 1, thus forming the generation n, denoted by T,,. We assume E[N] > 1
so that T is a supercritical Galton-Watson tree, that is P(non-extinction of T) > 0 and we define
P*(-) := P(-|non-extinction of T'), E (resp. E*) denotes the expectation with respect to P (resp.

P).
For any vertex x € T, we denote by |z| the generation of x, by z; its ancestor in generation
i€{0,...,|z|} and * := 2|, stands for the parent of z. In particular, zo = e and x|, = z. For

any x,y € T, we write z < y if = is an ancestor of y (y is said to be a descendent of z) and = < y
if # <y and x # y. We then write [z;,z] := {z;;5 € {i,...,|z[}}. Finally, for any z,y € T, we
denote by = A y the most recent common ancestor of x and y, that is the ancestor u of x and y
such that max{|z|; z € [e,z] N [e,y]} = |ul.

Let us introduce the branching potential V: let V(e) = A. = 0 and for any x € T \ {e}

||

Viz):= Y A.=> A,.
i=1

e<z<zx
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Under P, & := (T,(V(z);z € T)) is a real valued branching random walk such that (V(x) —
V(2*))|g|=1 is distributed as &?. We will then refer to & as the random environment.

For convenience, we add a parent e* to the root e and we introduce the T U {e*}-valued random
walk X := (X;);en reflected in e* such that under the quenched probabilities {P¢;z € T U {e*}}
(that is PZ (Xo = 2) = 1), the transition probabilities are given by: for any = € T

) 4
e V@ 4 N V) e V@) 4 3N Vi)

Otherwise, p®(z,u) = 0 and p®(e*,e) = 1. Let P¥ := P¢ and we finally define the following
annealed probabilities

and for all 1 <i < N, p?(z,2') =

x, ")

P(-) :==E[P’()] and P*(:):=E*[P*()].
R. Lyons and R. Pemantle [LP92] initiated the study of the randomly biased random walk X.
When, for all x € T, V(z) = log A for a some constant A > 0, the walk X is known as the A-biased
random walk on T U {e*} and was first introduced by R. Lyons (see [Lyo90] and [Lyo92]). The
A-biased random walk is transient unless the bias is strong enough: if A > E[N] then, P*-almost
surely, X is recurrent (positive recurrent if A > E[N]). It is known since Y. Peres and O. Zeitouni
[PZ06] that when X\ = E[N], X is diffusive: there exists 62 € (0,00) such that (| X |,¢/|/Vo?n)i>0
converges in law to a standard reflected brownian motion. R. Lyons, R. Pemantle and Y. Peres
(see [LPP96b] and [LPP96a]), later joined by E. Aidékon [Aid14] and G. Ben Arous, A. Fribergh,
N. Gantert, A. Hammond [AFGH12] for example, studied the transient case and showed that X
has a deterministic and explicit speed vy := lim, o0 | Xy|/n (see [Aid14] for the expression of vy
in the case of positive speed and [AFGH12] for details about the behaviour of | X,,| when vy = 0).
When the bias is random, the behavior of X depends on the fluctuations of the following log-Laplace
transform (t) :=log E[>_, _, e~ tV(®)] which we assume to be well defined on [0, 1]: as stated by
R. Lyons and R. Pemantle [LP92], if inf,c[9,1) % (f) > 0, then P*-almost surely, X is transient and
we refer to the work of E. Aidékon [Aid08] for this case. Otherwise, it is recurrent. More specifically,
G. Faraud [Farll] proved that the random walk X is P*-almost surely positive recurrent either if
infye0,1)9(t) < 0 or if infyepo 1) 9 (t) = 0 and ¢’(1) > 0. It is null recurrent if inf;cfo 17 (¢) = 0 and
¥’'(1) < 0. When /(1) = 0, the largest generation reached by the walk X up to time n is of order
(logn)? (and it is usually referred to as the slow regime for the random random X, see [HS07a]
and [FHS11]) but surprisingly, the generation of the vertex X,, is of order (logn)? as n — oo, see
[HS16] .
In the present paper, we focus on the null recurrent randomly biased walk X and assume

Assumption 1.

inf v() =9(1) =0 and /(1) <0 (1)

Let us introduce
k= 1inf{t > 1; ¥(t) = 0}, (2)

and assume k € (1,00). Under (1) and some integrability conditions, it has been proven that | X,
and max;<j<, | X;| are of order n!~1/min(%:2)(see [HSO7H], [Farll], [AdR17] and [dR22]). In other
words, the random walk X is sub-diffusive for x € (1,2] and diffusive for x > 2. In this paper, we
put ourselves in the latter case.

We now define the range of the random walk X. Let T' € N*. The range % of the random walk X
is the set of distinct vertices of T visited by X up to the time T if £ := Z;‘T:1 1(x,=u} denotes
the local time of a vertex u € T at time 7" then

Hr ={ueT; LI >1}, (3)
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its cardinal is denoted by Rp and we also called it range. It has been proved by E. Aidékon and
L. de Raphélis that R, is of order n (see the proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 6.1 in [AdR17]).
Moreover, (Z%,) is a sequence finite sub-trees of T and still according to E. Aidékon and L. de
Raphélis (Theorem 6.1 in [AdR17]), after being properly renormalized, this sequence converges in
law under both annealed and quenched probabilities to a random real tree when n goes to infinity.
Introduce 77, the j-th return time to e*: 70 = 0 and for any j > 1, 7V = inf{i > T97!; X; = e*}.
Thanks to a result of Y. Hu ([Hul7], Corollary 1.2), we know that Tm"* is of order n. We will
be focusing our attention on the range Z.. 1,2 and we shall finally present an extension of the
range Z%,. For this purpose, it is convenient to split the tree 1,2 in three: the vertices located
in what we call the tiny generations, that is those smaller than 74 logn for some constant ¥ > 0
defined below (see the subsection 1.5), the critical generations, that is to say of order n'/? and
corresponding to the typical generations but also to the largest reached by the diffusive random
walk X up to the time 7' and finally, the vertices located in what we are going to be calling
the small generations. Let (£,,) be a sequence of positive integers such that £,, > ogn (see
Lemma 3.4 for the definition of dp). A vertex = € Hpis2 1s said to be in a small generation if it is
located above the tiny generations but below the critical generations of the diffusive random walk
X, that is if |z| = £,, and satisfies

Assumption 2 (The small generations). Let (A;);en be the sequence of functions defined recursively
by: for allt > 0, Ao(t) =t and for any i € N*, A;_1(t) = M), There exists g € N such that

lim =" A, (£,) = 0. (4)

n—oo nl/2

1/2

Assumption 2 ensures that £, /n'/#, renormalized by a sequence that grows very slowly, goes to 0

when n goes to co.

Let us now define an extension of the volume R_,,1/2: for any integer £ > 2 and any subset © of
T with cardinal |D| > k, let D*F := D x .-+ x D, introduce the subset A* of T** such that a
E-tuple (2™, ... () belongs to A if and only if for any i1,iy € {1,...,k}, i1 # iz, we have
() & [e,202)] and 2(2) ¢ [e, 2(*)]. In other words, neither 2(*) is an ancestor of 2(*2), nor z("1)
is an ancestor of z(%2). Also introduce the set (assumed to be nonempty) A (D) := AFND**. For
any n € N*, any subset ,, of #_,,1/> with cardinal D, and for any function f : AP — RTif
D,, > k, we define the range @/*(2,, f) by

I Dns f) = > f(a). (5)

TEA* (D))

Otherwise, «7%(2,, f) is equal to 0. The aim of studying the range «7*(%,, f) is to understand
the interactions between the vertices in the tree %Tnl ,2 and to give a description of the genealogy
of the vertices in #,,1/>. Note that the range we investigate here differs from the range studied
in [AK23], where authors focus on the interactions between the trajectories of the random walk X

and on the trajectories of the underlying branching potential V.

1.2. Genealogy of uniformly chosen vertices in the range

For a nonempty subset %,, of %..,1/2, introduce the random variable 2" = (%(17"), ceey %(’“"))
taking values in A* with law defined by: for any x = (z(),...,2")) € A* if P*(D,, > k) > 0,
then

1 k
* n_ _ « | T{z€AR(Dn)}
P (5&” = :c) =D, k:)E [ AF(T,)] ]l{DnZk}]v (6)
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and P*(2™ = z) = 0 otherwise. Note that |A*(%,)| = D,,(D,, — 1) x --- x (D,, — k + 1) so the

vertices 2 (L™ . 27 (1) are nothing but k vertices picked uniformly and without replacement
in the set 2,,. For any bounded function f : A¥ — R*, we actually have
1 (D, )
E*[f(2™)] = ST =t , 7

thus making a link between the generalized range .27*(%,,,-) and the law of 2. Recall that our
main interest is the genealogy of the k vertices 2 (5™, ... 2 (k) 5o let us define the genealogical
tree of these k vertices. First, introduce the largest generation M, := max,eg, |z| of the set Z,.
Recall that in the diffusive regime (see (1) and (2) with £ > 2), maxzes |z|, the largest
1/2

nl/2
generation of the tree %..,1,2, is of order n'/# when n — oo.

If D, > k, we then define for any m € {0,...,M,} the equivalence relation ~,, on {1,... k}
by: i1 ~m i if and only if 2 (") and 2 (27 share a common ancestor in generation m.
We denote by 7¥:™ the partition of {1,...,k} whose blocks are given by equivalent classes of the
relation ~,,. The process (75" )o<m<ns, is called the genealogical tree of 2 (™) ... 27 (Fn) et
@(n) = | 21| be the generation of 2 (#™). By definition,

o™t ={{1,...,k}} and %" ={{1},...,{k}} for any m € {gggkfé(iv”),...,Mn}.

Replacing Z...1/2 by a regular Galton-Watson tree ¥ and %, by {z € T; |z| = T} (the T-th
generation of T), the genealogy of k vertices 5&”721), cey E?,”T(k) uniformly chosen in {z € T; |z| =T}
has been deeply studied for fixed T" as well as for T — co. First, when k& = 2, K.B. Athreya [Ath12b)]
proved that when ¥ is supercritical (the mean of the reproduction law in larger than 1) 3&”721) and
,%T(Q) share a common ancestor for the last time in the remote past: if . #7 := L%”T(l) A %T(2)| denotes

the generation of the most recent common ancestor of ,%”T(l) and %T(Q) then (#7) converges in
law to a non-negative random variable depending on the reproduction law N when T' goes to co.
However, when ¥ is critical (the mean of the reproduction law is equal to 1), %721) and %T(Z) share
a common ancestor for the last time in the recent past: (#7/T) converges in law to a [0, 1]-valued
random variable which doesn’t depend on the reproduction law N when T' goes to oo, see [Athl2al.
K.B. Athreya also dealt with the sub-critical case (the mean of the reproduction law is smaller than
1) in the latter paper and it is quite similar to the critical case. More recently S. Harris, S. Johnston

and M. Roberts gave a full description of the genealogy of the vertices ,%”T(l), ey %T(k) for a given
integer k > 2 for both fixed T' and T' — oo, when the underlying process is a continuous-time
Galton-Watson process (see [HJR17] and [Joh19]). See also [AD21] for a study of the genealogy of
randomly chosen individuals when the underlying process is a continuous-state branching process.

Let us return to the case of the random walk in random environment. The generations at which
the vertices 2 (1™ .., 2" (%7 are chosen have a major influence on their genealogical structure.
The next three subsections are dedicated to the three regimes we observe: the tiny generations,
the small generations, on which we spend most of our time and the critical generations. For the
second regime, we are able to give a quite full description of the genealogy of 2 (1™ ... 2 (kn)
displaying five examples we believe to be relevant, see subsection 1.3, and a general result is proven
in 1.4. Finally, we show that we can easily extend our results on %, 1,2 to the range up to the
time n.

1.3. The small generations: examples

In this subsection, we focus on the small generations of the tree %, .12, where we recall that 77
is the j-th return time to e*: T° = 0 and for any j > 1, T9 = inf{i > T77!; X; = e*}. Let
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(£,,) be a sequence of positive integers as in (4), (¢,,) be a sequence of positive integers such that
661 logn < /¢, < £, and introduce the set

D= € R1s2; by < x| < L.},

with high L, — 1 where L, := £, — ¢, + 1. Recall that D,, is the cardinal of Z,. Note that
lim;, 00 P*(D,, > k) = 1 so we will refer to the set {D,, > k} only if necessary.
For any m € N, recall that T,, = {z € T; |z| = m} be the m-th generation of the tree T and let
AJ:= AJ(T,,). In addition, we also require the following technical assumption.
Assumption 3. There exists 61 > 0 such that 1(t) < oo for all t € [1 — 61, [k + 61]] and for all
1<j<[r+61], for all B=(B1,...,B8;) € (N*)J such that 321_, B; < [k + 61]

¢i(8) =B > e PVl <o, (8)

zEA]

where (B,V (x)); == S7_, BiV (™).
The next assumption is an ellipticity condition.

Assumption 4. There exists h > 0 such that

P(inf (V(z) = V(27)) = =h) = 1. )

Before stating our first result, we need the following, let (S; — S;j_1);jen+ be a sequence of i.i.d
real-valued random variables under P such that Sy = 0 and for any bounded and measurable
function t : R — R

E[t(5))] = E[ S HV()e V@ (10)

lz]=1

Remark 1. Although we assumed k > 2, the case k = 1, that is to the say the volume D, =
> <si<en Vzez 1t of the regular range 9, is interesting. The convergence of (Dy/(n*/?L,)),
does not requires all the previous assumptions and holds for k > 2. Howewver, since it is an easy
consequence of Theorem 1.6 with k =2 and f = 1, we state the following result:

Theorem 1.1. Let k > 2. Under the assumptions 1, 2, 3 and 4, in P*-probability

1
g, On sl o Woer
where coo == E[(3;50 e %)Y, W is the limit of the F, = o((T;V(z),|z| < n)) additive
martingale W, =3, _, e=V®) and according to [Big77], P*(Wa > 0) = 0. Moreover, the limit
lim; 00 t"P(Woo > t) exists (see [Liu00]).
In particular, if R,(£) = Elzlzf Li.ew .y denotes the volume of the £-th generation of the range
T™n

Rprs2 and logn = o(L,), then both (Rn(£,)/nY?) and (Zf: R, (0)/(n'/22,)) converge

in P*-probability to cooWeo.

Since ¥(2) < 0, ¢ is well defined in (0, 00). Indeed, the sequence ((Z;ZO e~%) 71,y is bounded
and non-increasing and by Jensen inequality, 1 > E[(Z;ZO e %) > E[(Z;ZO e SNl =
(Zi‘:o V(@)1 > 1 — ¥ >,

561 logn



Kagan/Coalescence in small generations for the diffusive randomly biased walk on Galton- Watson trees 6

In view of Theorem 1.1, we deduce that whenever £, is large enough but not to close to the largest
generation of the tree Z.. 1,2, the range R, (£,) is of order nt/2, Moreover, L,, — 1 denotes the
height of the set &, in the tree %Tnl/z and the volume of Z,, behaves like L,, x R, (£,).

The following theorems are composed of two parts: the first part will be a convergence of the range
AP (f) for a given function f and the second part will be an application of this convergence to the
genealogy of the vertices 2 (1) ... 2 (k1)

In the second example, we present a range such that for a k-tuple € AF, some of the vertices are
free while others are obliged to interact with each other. Let A = (Ag,...,\x) € (N*)*(*=1D and
introduce

k
f)\(m(l), .. 7x(k)) = H B N OIPS W
i=2

Note that there is no constraint between z(1) and x(2) if iy & {i; — 1,41 + 1}, iy > 2.

Theorem 1.2. Let k > 2 and assume k > 2k. Under the assumptions 1, 2, 3 and 4, in P*-probability

1 k k sk

W«Q{ (D, 1) njgo (Coo) "5 (f2),

where /F (fx) = lim;_ o0 ZmeAf e~V Hf:z e*V(z(i))]l“w(i_l)/\I(i)|</\i} and this limit holds in
L2(P*).

In the next example, we are interested in the number of k-tuples of distinct vertices of &, such
that any most recent common ancestor of two vertices among them is located close to the root
of Z,1/2. Let k > 2 be an integer. For any = = (zM, .. 2®)) € A* let #F(x) be the first
generation at which none of ("), ..., z(®) share a common ancestor:

SR (x) == min{m > 1; V iy # iy, |20 A 20| <m}, (11)

where we recall that |2(*) A 2(%2)] is the most recent common ancestor of z(1) and x(2). For any
m € N*, introduce €% := {x € A¥; 7*(x) < m} (see Figure 1).

Let us also introduce the coalescent times (or split times) of the vertices 2 Q) g kn)
uniformly chosen in the set Z,. For a given partition 7 of {1,...,k}, we denote by |m| the total
number of blocks of 7. Define the coalescent times by: Yok’" :==0and for all j e N*, k > 2

koo s k., ) K,
S5 = min {m > .7 |xh"] > |7ry;,1!;\ A(k—1)}. (12)

Note that there exists /k’" € N such that for any j > /k”ﬁ ,5’]-’“" = K2 ™) and by defi-
nition, 2 < [{#}*; j € N}| < k. One can notice that seen backwards in time, each random time

yg’“" — 1 with 0 < j < _#%" corresponds to a generation at which two or more vertices among
2 n) (k) share a common ancestor for the first time. Lij’" is usually referred to as the

j-th split time while .7*"

Fhn 41 is the j-th coalescent time.
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, generation
Z G 22
m
S 1= ( () 1
Syt -1
E |
e 0

Figure 1: An example of four vertices belonging to €% together with their three coalescent times.

It appears that the number of vertices visited by the random walk X belonging to €% for any
m € N* is large and as a consequence, the sequence of random times (.#*(2 (") = inf{m >
1; whm = {{1},...,{k}}}), converges in law.

Theorem 1.3. Let k > 2. Assume that k > 2k and for any m € N*, & € Ak, f,.(x) = Lo ().

Recall that o/*( Dy, f) is the number of k-tuples T of distinct vertices of @y, such that #*(xz) < m.
Under the assumptions 1, 2, 3 and 4

1. in P*-probability

o k sk
Ly Do fm) 23 (Coo) o),
where ¥ (fm) is an explicit random wvariable such that lim, oo ZX (fr) = (Wao)* in
L2(P*).
2. Moreover, the sequence of random times (*(2 (™)) converges in law, under P*: for any
m € N*
A (fm)
*( ok gr(n)y < | Zoo\sm)
P (SN2 ) <m) — B [(Wm)k B (13)

The convergence in (13) is somewhat reminiscent of the result of K.B Athreya ([Ath12b], Theorem
2) for a supercritical Galton-Watson tree stated earlier: each coalescence occurs in a generation
close to the root.

In the following result, we compute the law of 7%™. Before that, we add, for convenience, a collection
{e(i); i € N*} of distinct leafs in the generation 0. Let ¢ > 2 be an integer and 7 be a partition
of {1,...,q}. For any m € N*, define the set Y,, » by: & = (z(),...,2@) € T,  if and only if
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x € A? and
VB € m, Vi, iz € B : (z)),, = (22)),,,
and if || > 2
VB # B € m,Viy € B,iy € B : (™), # (2(2)),,,

where we recall that, when |z > m, (@), denotes the ancestor of (¥ in generation m.
Otherwise, if [z(| < m, we set (z(),, := e s0 T, » is well defined.

, generation

(TI,'("”)W/ :.(’,(U ) 6(3) ) 6(2) ) 6(1)

Figure 2: In the present illustration, the 4-tuple of vertices ( 74‘<2)7 ) belongs to Y,y
with 7w = {{1, 3}, {2,4}}, since = = 73(2> = (51‘(2>)m = (";<’1))m and # 23,
However, it doesn’t belong to Y,/ .

Now, let 1 < d < ¢ be two integers. A collection (Z;)p<;<q of partitions of {1,...,q} is said
to be increasing if it satisfies =g = {{1,...,q}}, 24 = {{1},...,{¢}} and for all ¢ € {1,...,d},
|Zi—1] < |Z;|, where we recall that |Z;| is the total number of blocks of the partition Z;. For
p € {1,...,d}, the j-th block Bf_l of the partition =,_; (blocks are ordered by their least element)

is the union of bp_l(Bf_l) > 1 (we will write b, 1(Bj) instead) block(s) B} ,...,B]

Ty, 1 (By)”

1<l <...<ly,_,(B;) <|Zpl, of the partition =, and for any i € {1,...,b,_1(B;)}, define
gyt =B, (14)

to be the cardinal of the block BZ.

Let (Z;)o<i<a be an increasing collection of partitions of {1,...,q} and let ¢ = (t1,...,t;) € N*4
such that ¢; < --- < {4. Introduce the set I'y = := T¢,_1,z, , N Ty, 5,. We then define the function
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ftd,E by: for all x € AY

d
fi=(@) =[] 1r; (). (15)
i=1

The function defined in (15) plays a key role in our study: f{fa(m) characterizes the genealogy
of  := (M, ... (@), Indeed, for any i € {1,...,d}, the partition Z; corresponds to the i-th
generation of the genealogical tree of (1), ..., 2(9) while t; — 1 denotes the i-th generation at which
at least two branches of this genealogical tree split (¢; —1 therefore corresponds to a coalescent/split
time, see Figure 3 for instance). We are now ready to state our result:

Theorem 1.4. Let k > 2 and assume that k > 2k. Under the assumptions 1, 2, 8 and 4, for any
¢ € N* such that £ < k, any s = (s1,...,80) € N*! such that s1 < --- < s; and any increasing
collection 11 = (;)o<i<e of partitions of {1,...,k}

1. in P*-probability

1
m%k(-@m fﬁ,l‘[) njgo (Coo)kﬂolg(fgn), (16)

where doi(ffn) s a random variable satisfying

> Yo di(fin) = (W),

IT increasing s=(s1,...,5¢)
mi_1<s;<my;

and
¢ |mizal ‘
B[ (fom)] =" O T 1T w87 T e 20, (17)
i=1 j=1 Berm
[B]>2
with s7,1 = Siy1 — 8;i — 1, sp,, = 1, ,3;’ = ( ;’71,..., ibp(Bj)) (see (14)). We also use the

convention [[, =1 and see the assumption 3 for the definition of ¢;(8).

2. Moreover, for any non-negative integers mg < mq < --- < my
1
*( _kn __ kn __ * § : /k 4
P (ﬂ—mo —71'(),...77Tm£ —7Tf) n—><x>E |:(Woo)k oo( s,H):|' (18)

5=(51,...,5¢)
mi_1<s;<m;

Remark 2 (An hereditary character). There is an hereditary character hidden in the previous
formula (17) due to the random environment. The fact is, unlike the case of reqular supercritical
Galton-Watson trees depending on (b;(B); B € mw;, 0 < i < {—1) (see [Joh19], Theorem 3.5),
the limit law of the present genealogical tree depends on the collection (ﬁ;; 0<i1<?e—-1,1<
J < |mi—1]) and on (|B]; B € m;, 1 < i <L), making a huge difference. Indeed, by definition,
the latter take more account of the genealogical structure than (b;(B); B € w;, 0 <i < {—1).
For instance, let k = 4, { = 3 and define the increasing collection of partitions II = (7;)o<i<e by
my = {{1}, {2}, {3}, {4}}, m> = {{1,3}, {2}, {4}}, m1 = {{1,3},{2,4}} and mo = {1,2,3,4}. We
have B3 = (1,1), B2 =1, B2 = 1; Bt = 2, B = (1,1); BY = (2,2) and thanks to (17), for any
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t = (t1,to,t3) € N*3 such that t; < ty < t3

E* [ ( ftn [ Z e 2V( I)]E{ Z e*V(r)*V(y)rE{ Z e—2V(@)—2V(y)
- | \mﬁ | \zﬁ
z|=ly|=1 z|=|y|=1

3R +2650(2)+(4)

Also introduce the increasing collection of partitions II' = (7})1<i<¢ such that wh = 73, wh = 2,
m = {{1,3,4},{2}} and w), = my. We have B = (1,1), B3 =1, B2 =1; B = (2,1), B} = 1;
BY = (3,1) and thanks to (17), for any t = (t1,ta,t3) € N*3 such that t; < ty < t3

[d;(fsnf)]:E[ Z e_v(z)_v(y)}E[ Z e_zv(m)_v(y)}E{ Z e—3V($)—V(y)]

TFY T#Y T#Y
|z|=y|=1 |z|=ly|=1 |z|=y|=1

53V s3UB)H(4)

4 generation

PACHD) 9 (2.m) 2 (2,n)
1,1
1) -
, (1,1
(1,1)] to — 1
t1 —1
e e 0

Figure 3: An example of a genealogical tree of the four vertices 2 (L"), 27 (2n) = g7 Bn) g7 (4n)
associated to IT (left) and associated to IT' (right). [1,2] means that by 11({1,3}) = | and 85" =2,
[2,(1,1)] means that by ({2,4}) = 2 and B2 = (1,1). In the same way, [, (2,1)] means that
by ({1,3}) = 2 and 6%’1_[/ = (2,1), [L, 1] means that be v ({2}) = | and ﬁg’n, =1

The difference between these two examples is that in the second one, we ask (2" 4™, 1 (the
ancestor of 4™ of in generation to —1) to belong to both genealogical line [(2° ™)y, 1, 27 1M]
and [(Z ™)y, _q, ZG™]. This constraint can be satisfied only if the vertex (2 ™), 1 is often
visited by the random walk X, inducing more dependence in the trajectories of X thus giving the

factor t51(3) instead of 2t51(2) = t31(2) + t51(2).
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However, in the case of regular supercritical Galton- Watson trees, the events N3_y{m;} and N3_{7;}
have the same probability under the limit law of the genealogical tree. Indeed, one can mnotice
(see Figure 3) that for all i € {1,2,3} and all j € {1,...,|m|} (Im:| = |=}| by definition),
bin(Bj) = by (By(j)) for some permutation p on [1,|m;|], but this not the case when replac-
ing b; n(B.) by B and by (B.) by B.i’n/.

Since all coalesences of the genealogical lines of 2 (1™ ... 2 (k") occur in the remote past
with large probability, one could focus on this particular vertices of the tree %, . 1,2. To do that,
we pick a k-tuple # (") = ((Ln) (k) yniformly in the set 2,°¥ N €¥ for s € N*. In other
words, the law of Z(") is given in (6) by replacing A*(2,) with A*(2,,) N €¥. We keep the same
notations for % (™ as for 2" ("),

The last example gives the law of the coalescent times (yk’n)léjgjk,n of () gy (kn).

Theorem 1.5. Let k > 2 and assume that k > 2k. Let 1 < { < k, s € N* be two integers, and

s=(s1,...,80) € N** such that s; < ... < s; < s. Assume that for all x € A¥,
¢ ¢
Fs (w) = Z fs,E(a:)v
Z increasing
where Z increasing means here that = = (Z;)o<i<e s an increasing collection of partitions of

{1,...,k}. Under the assumptions 1, 2, 3 and 4,
1. in P*-probability
¥ (D, FY)

S

JZ{k(_@n’ ]lfﬁk)

AL (Fy)
Lp, >k} n:; m» (19)

where dgg(]l%sk) is defined in Theorem 1.3 and /% (FY) is a random variable satisfying

k—1
S SEE) = ().
=1 s=(s1,...,5¢)

51<--<s5¢<s

2. Moreover

. Ak (FY)
* k,n k,n no_ * %) s
]P)(yl :Sl,...,ﬁﬂz :Sé,/k —é)n:)oE [W}’ (20)

1.4. The small generations: a general result

In this section, we present results for the range .27*(%,, f) with f non-negative and bounded
satisfying a very natural heredity condition we will discuss later and including previous examples.
First, recall that 2, = {x € Z..1/2; £y < |z| < £,} with (£,) a sequence of positive integers
such that d; ' logn < £, < n'/? (see Lemma 3.4 for the definition of dy) and (¢,,) is a sequence of
positive integers such that J; ogn < ¢, < £,. Then recall the definition of o/ ¥(9,, f) defined in
(5): if D,, > k

(Do )= > fl@),

TEA* (D)

with A¥(2,) = {x = (2W,...,2W) € §)X*; Vi; # iy, 2() £ 202)} and equal to 0 otherwise.
Although we obtain quite general results, we however require the following assumption on f: recall
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that for all k > 2, & = (2),... 2®)) € A*, €k = {x € AF; FF(x) < m} where SF(x) — 1
denotes the last generation at which two or more vertices among ", ..., 2(*) share a common
ancestor (see (11)). Assume

Assumption 5. there exists g € N* such that for all integer p > g and all x = (x(l), e ,x(k)) € A¥,
if ming<;<g |x(i)| >pandx € ‘ka then

F(@D,2®) = f(@ D)y, D)), 1)

where we recall that (z(?)),, is the ancestor of z(*) in the generation p. In other words, we ask the
constraint f to be hereditary from a given generation g.

Introduce the local time £ := Z?zl 1{x,=c-} of the parent e of the root e at time n. Recall
that T7 is the j-th return time to e*: T7° = 0 and for any j > 1, 7V = inf{i > TV=1; X, = e*}.
Let s € N* and introduce %, 7 := {x € Zr+; £, < |z| < £,}. We denote by &% the set defined
by: for a given & = (™), ... 2(®)) € A* 2 € &* if and only if the vertices of (M), ..., z(*) are
visited during k distinct excursions before the instant 7°°:

k
ks = U ﬂ{w = (M, 2®) e Ak, 2T ;;j;’l > 1}, (22)

x
Jel,s]y =1

where we denote by [1, s]x the set of k-tuples j of {1,..., s} such that for all 41 # iy € {1,...,s},
jir # Jjip- Our first proposition is a convergence of the range @*(%,, 1=, flgx.s) for any ent/? <
s < n1/2/€1, €1 € (0, 1)

Proposition 1. Let k > 2 and assume k > 2k. Under the assumptions 1, 2, 8 and 4, if [ satisfies
the hereditary assumption 5 then for all e,1 € (0,1), e1n*/? < s <n'/?/g

" 1
P (| g e One f1en) = ex) L ()] > 2) =2 0

and, in L*(P*)
A5 (f) = Jim H(f), (23)
with 4 (f,8) = Ygear f(@)e” PV i(f) == #(f,1) and 1:= (1,....1) € N*F.

In the next proposition, we claim k-tuples in A* \ &% with s < n'/?/e; and &, € (0,1), that is
k-tuples of vertices such that at least two among them are visited during the same excursion above
e* and before T, have a minor contribution to the range </*(%,,1).

Proposition 2. Let e € (0,1), k > 2 and assume k > 2k. Under the assumptions 1, 2, 3 and /

P*( sup O(Z{k<.@n’Ts’]lAk\@k,s) >€(n1/2Ln)k) — 0 (24)

s§n1/2/51 n—oo

We are now ready to state our main result:

Theorem 1.6. Let k > 2 and assume k > 2k. Under the assumptions 1, 2, 8 and 4, if f satisfies
the hereditary assumption 5 then, in P*-probability

k
W e (coo) L (), (25)
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and if g Z 0 also satisfies assumption 5 then in P*-probability

(D, f) TE(f)
oo FE(9)’

TH(Dnrg) P2
where L, = £, — ¥, +1 and &% (f) is defined in (23). Note that a constraint satisfying assumption
5 doesn’t have any influence on the normalization of the range. Moreover, /*(Z,, f) behaves
like (L, max,co |z|)¥ and the limiting value /s (f) contains all the information about the
T

(26)

nl/2
interactions between the vertices of the tree.

We end this subsection by stating an extension of Theorem 1.6 to the range %,. Before that,
introduce 9y, := {x € Xyp; £ < |z| < £,} with cardinal D,,.

Theorem 1.7. Let k > 2. There exists a non-increasing sequence of positive integers (q(j));, satis-
fying q(3) € (0,1/2) and q(j) — 0 when j — oo such that if k > 2&k for some integer € > 2 and
£, = o(n'/?799)  then, in law, under P*

A* (D, f) 240
(nl/an)k n:; (Woo)k

(coccy M), (27)

where ¢g == E[>
variable.
Moreover, if g Z 0 also satisfies assumption 5 then in P*-probability

wtyi|ol=ly|=1 e V@)=V /(1 — e¥@) and A is a standard Gaussian random,

A (G, f) A (f)
7~]l ‘) L’
A Dprg) P amde dE(g)

In particular, all the previous results on 9y, hold for D, with £, = 0(n1/2’q(5)).

1.5. The tiny and the critical generations

Recall that ¢(t) = log E[}_,_, e~tV(®] and introduce 7 := sup{a € R; inf;>o(¥(—t) — at) > 0}.
By tiny generations, we mean those of order ¢,, where ¢,, — oo when n — oo and ¢,, < G'logn with
G € (0,(29)71). The fact is that for these generations, the random environment has a uniform
impact. Indeed, P. Andreoletti and P. Debs proved in [AD14] that with high probability, {z €
Rn; x| < Glogn} = {x € T; |z| < Glogn} for all G € (0,(29)~1). Moreover, the value (27)~!
is optimal: if G,, denotes the largest generation entirely visited by the random walk X up to the
time n, then P*-almost surely

G, 1

logn n—oc 27

For this case, we are therefore capable of giving a description of the genealogy of k > 2 vertices
uniformly chosen by adapting the results on the genealogical structure of continuous-time Galton-
Watson trees of S. Harris, S. Johnston and M. Roberts (see [HJR17] and [Johl9]) to discrete
supercritical Galton-Watson trees.

The critical generations, that is to say of order n'/2, correspond to the typical generations but also
to the largest reached by the diffusive random walk X up to the time n. E. Aidékon and L. de
Raphélis [AdR17] showed that n'/? is also the right normalisation for the tree %,: in law, under
]P)*

2

1/2
S

n1/2‘%1" oo iR
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where for any ¢ > 0, c%r is tree Zr with edge lengths equal to ¢ and J]p) is the real tree coded by
the standard reflected Brownian motion |B| = (|By|)¢cjo,1) on [0, 1] (see [Gal06]). Fjp is what we
can call a Brownian forest thus suggesting that two vertices 2" (1™ and 2 (3™ chosen uniformly
in the range %, at a generation of order n'/? can share a common ancestor in both remote past
and recent past. That is actually what is happening when considering two vertices 2 (™ and
Z (2n) picked uniformly at generation n'/? in the tree K112, where we recall that 77" is the

nl/2-th return time of X to e* (which is quite similar to %,,): let M, be the most recent common
ancestor of 2" (™) and 2°(2™). First observe that

lim lim inf P*(.#, < 1/e) >0 and lim limsup P*(en'/? < .4, < n'/?) > 0. (29)
E—r

e—=0 n—oo 0 nooo

Moreover, coalescence can’t occur anywhere else:

- <1
lim limsup E {ﬁ Z ]l{r?yEFZTnl/z,1/ES|x/\y|<6n1/2} =0.

e=0 nooo oy

|z|=]y|=nt/2

Although T is a supercritical Galton-Watson tree, the genealogy of %, 1,2 (or %,,) is a mix of the
supercritical case and the critical case for a regular Galton-Watson trees (see subsection 1.2).
The fact is using standard techniques for randomly biased random walks and branching random
walks, we are able to deal with the quenched mean of (D,.,1/2 )P for p1 < |k ] and (.dz(@Tnl/z ,f))Pe
with po < |k/2] but not with the actual random variables. ) }
The computation for any m > 0 and any 0 < a < b < 1 of P*(.#, < m) and P*(an'/? < 4, <
bn'/?) is part of an ongoing work with P. Andreoletti and L. de Raphélis.

The present paper aims in some way to describe the interaction between the vertices of the tree

%Tnl /2 in the set of generations «squashed» when rescaling the tree by n'/2.

Remark 3. The curiosity here is the fact that critical generations and small generations equally

contributed to the range. Indeed, whether £, is negligible with respect to n'/? (with £, > 5(;1 logn)

or not, E|u\:2 Liwew ),y 08 of order n'/?. This fact makes a deep difference with the slow regime
n o

in which only the critical generations (that is typical generations, of order (logn)?) contribute
significantly to the range (see [AC18], Theorem 1.2 and Proposition 1.4).

Remark 4 (The sub-diffusive and the slow regimes). In the sub-diffusive case for the random X,
that is when € (1,2], there is no reason to believe that the genealogical structure of the range
is different from the diffusive case. Indeed, as in the case k > 2, we have the convergence of the
rescaled range, no longer to a Brownian forest but towards a Lévy forest (see Theorem 1 in [dR22]),
suggesting that if we sample two vertices uniformly in a critical generation (that is a generation
of order n*~'/* for k € (1,2) and (n/logn)'/? for k = 2) in the range up to n, the coalescence
happens either in the recent past or in the remote past. When we sample two vertices uniformly in
a small generation, again, the coalescence should happen close to the root. However, in the slow
regime for the random walk X, that is when (1) = ¢'(1) = 0, it is expected that the most recent
common ancestor of two vertices sampled uniformly in a generation of order (logn)? in the range
up to the time n is located in a generation of order (logn)?, see Remark 3.

2. Proofs of the theorems

In this section, we prove theorems presented as examples and end it with the proofs of Theorem
1.6 and Theorem 1.7.
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2.1. Proofs of Theorems 1.2 to 1.5

In this subsection, we give a proof of each example stated above except for the Theorem 1.1 which is
the simplest application of Theorem 1.6, taking f = 1. For each example, the procedure is as follows:
we first prove the function f we consider satisfies the hereditary assumption 5 and we then give
useful precisions on 7% (f) for the description of the genealogy of the vertices AN A CEOR

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Recall that for A = (A\g, ..., \) € (N*)*E=D and ¢ = (V... 2(0) € AF
such that minlgigk |{L‘(l)| Z maxo<i<k )\i

k
Pala® 2 ®) = T e oy

=2

Let us prove that the hereditary assumption 5 is satisfied by fx. Recall that for z = (z(1), ..., z(®)
Ak 7k (x) —1 denotes the last generation at which two or more vertices among M .. 2 share
a common ancestor. Let p > maxo<;<i A; and « € AF such that p < ming <;<g \x(i)\. If #%(x) <p
then, for any z € [(z(),, 2] x -+ x [(2*),,2®] and i € {2,...,k}, [z0"D Az®| < N if
and only if [2(~D A 2()| < \;, meaning that fy(x) = fr(2). Consequently, assumption 5 holds for
g = maxo<;<i A;. We conclude using Theorem 1.6. O

We now prove Theorem 1.3:

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Recall that for & = (z,...,2®) e AF #¥(z) — 1 denotes the last
generation at which two or more vertices among "), ..., z(*) share a common ancestor and for
m € N*, recall that

fm(®) = Lok (@)<my-

First, note that the hereditary assumption 5 is satisfied by f,,. Indeed, if p > m and x € AF
such that p < minj<;<y [2(|, then .#*(x) < p implies that for any z € [(z(M)),,zM] x -+ x
[(x®)),, z®)], we have .#*(z) = #*(x). Thus, L*((zMV),,...,(z"),) < m. Moreover, by def-
inition, .Z*((z™M),, ..., (z®),) < m implies .7*(x) < m. Consequently, assumption 5 holds for
g=m.

We then deduce the converge of the trace in (16) by using Theorem 1.6.

We now move to the limit law of (.#*(.2°(™)) in (13). Note, by definition, that

* n 1 * dk(@n’fm)

so P*(SF(2™) < m) goes to E*[&E (fm)/(Ws)¥] when n goes to co thanks to Theorem 1.6 with
f = fm and g = 1 together with the fact that lim, . P*(D, > k) = 1. It is left to show that
lim,, o0 ZE (fim) = (Weo)¥. For that, we use Lemma 3.9 with f =1 and p = (I,...,1) € (N*)*F

sup E*[| " () — 4 (1)]"] — 0.

I>m m—r0o0

Moreover, lim;_,o (1) = (Wx)* and limy_eo Z*(fin) = FE (fm) so (ZLE (fm))m converges to
(Ws)¥ in L2(P*), which allows to end the proof. O

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 1.4.
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Proof of Theorem 1.4. Recall that for any 1 < d < ¢ € N*, for an increasing collection = =
(Zi)o<i<a of partitions of {1,...,q}, forall z = (z(), ... 2(@) € ATand all t = (t1,...,t;) € N*¢
such that t; <ty < - < g,

d
ri=(@) = [[ 1r;. (@)

where 1";5 =", 1 N 7Yy, =, and for any r € {1,...,d} and any m € N*, x belongs to T, =,

if and only if

i1

VB € B, Vi1, iz € B : (z\")),, = (")),
and for r #£ 0
VB # B €&, Vi € B,iy € B: (2")),, # ((2),,,

where we recall that (z(?),, denotes the ancestor of () in generation m if exists, (z(?),, = e
otherwise. Recall that €F = {y € A% .#(y) < g} where .”%(y) — 1 is the last generation at

which two or more vertices among 3, ... ,yv(Q) share a common ancestor. Let p > t4 such that

minj<ij<gz” > p and x € €F. If & € NY_ T 5, then (zV); = (z()), for all z € [(z™M)),,zM] x
- X [[(x(‘”)p,ac(‘”]], 1 <i<gqandt e {0,...,p} thus giving ((x(l))p,...,(x(‘I))p) € ﬂ?lei,E.

Moreover, by definition, ((z()),,..., (z(?),)) € ﬂ;l:lfi)a implies « € ﬂ;l:lf‘i)a. Consequently,

fg,a satisfies assumption 5 with g = t4 and this prove that the convergence in (16) holds.

We move to the limit law of (7%7) in (18). Recall the definition of an in (12). First, note that

¢

]P’*(Wf;;(]" = mo,..., 7'('7’?1’? =7y) = IP’*( ﬂ {ﬂ’,k,{:il = wi,l,wﬁz’? =m,mi_1 < Zk" < mi}).
i=1

Indeed, for all 1 < ¢ < ¢, |m;—1| < |m;| so the interval (m;_1,m;] necessarily contains at least

one coalescent time. But since o = {{1,...,k}} and m, = {{1},...,{k}}, Ui'_;(mi_1,m;] can’t

contain more than ¢ coalescent times so Zk’" is the only one belonging to (m;_1,m;]. We now

write

4
* kn k,n
P (ﬂ {7’1'7,”71 =T—1,Mij—1 < % < ml})
1=1
mi mye 4
= * kn kn __ kn
= > o X (N = me i =m A = 1))
s1=mo+1 sp=my_1+1 i=1
m1 my J4
* kn kon _
D DRETED S (ﬂ{wsi_l_m_l,wsi _m}),
s1=mo+1 sg=mye_1+1 i=1

Moreover, ”5;711 = m;_1, ™" = m; means nothing but 2 (™ € I, ;; and it follows that

V4
]P’*(m {Wﬁi?,l = 771'71»7&{? = ﬂ’z‘,yz—km = Si}) = E*[ ﬁ,n(%(n))]
i=1
’Q{k(@nmf.f,n)

—E'| A*( Dy, 1) Lo, 2.
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where we have used the definition of 2" (™) (see (7)) in the last equation. Since ff,n satisfies the
hereditary assumption 5, we finally get (16) from (25) with f = f£; and by (26) with g = 1

mi mye dk( ZH)
Jm Pl = o, =m = Y e Y B[]
s1=mo+1 sp=myg_1+1 o0

We now compute the conditional expectation of 7% (f¢ s.r1) conditionally given the sigma-algebra
Fs,—1 = 0(T; (V(z); || < sp)). Start with p=£. Let s; € {m;_1+1,...,m;} foralli € {1,...,(}.
Using the definition of 7% ( ﬁyﬂ) and the fact that € AF N Fﬁ,n for I > s, implies .7*(z) < sy,
we obtain, on the set of non-extinction

E*[%'i( sz, )Z. ]— lggoE*[ Z fﬁn —(1,V(x) } Z ffn —(1,V(®))% 7

zeAk meAk
since sy — 1 corresponds to the last generation at which two or more vertices among =V, ...,z
share a common ancestor and we recall that (1, V(x)); = Zl L V(™). In particular, these vert1ces

don’t share any common ancestor in generation sg and last equality comes from independence of the
increments of the branching random walk (T, (V' (x),z € T)) together with the fact that ¢ (1) =
Before going any further, let us define a transformation of the increasing collection II = (7;)o<i<s
of partitions of {1,...,k}. We build from IT (which is by definition a collection of partitions of
the set {1,...,k}) a new collection IT*"1 = (7;)p<i<¢—1 of partitions of the set {1,...,|m,—1|} as
follows:

o w1 ={{1},.... {|me-1l}};

e for any 1 < ¢ < ¢—2 and any 1 < j < |m], the j-th block B;» of the partition r; is

the union of bg_l(B;») > 1 block(s) of the partition m,_;. We then denote by B; the

subset of {1,...,|m_1]|} composed of all indices of these bz,l(B;») block(s) and let 7; =
{Bi, ..., B‘Zﬂl} By definition, 7y remains a one-block partition: 7o = {{1,..., |m¢—1|}}.
Note that for any 0 < i < £—1, [m;| = |m;| and for any 0 < i < -2, 1 < j < [m[, bi(B;) = bi(B;),

where B; € 7, is the union of b;(B;) > 1 block(s) of ;1.

Example 5. IfH is deﬁned by Ty = {{1}7{2}3{3}7{4}7{5}}7ﬂ-3 = {{173}7{2}7{4}3{5}}: T =
{{1,3},{2,5},{4}}, w1 = {{1,3,4},{2,5}} and wo = {{1,2,3,4,5}} then we have:

T3 = {{1}7 {2}7 {3}7 {4}}7 Ty = {{1}7 {274}7 {3}}77}1 = {{173}7 {274}}7 and Ty = {{1727374}}'

If we set I1° := I, then for any i € {0,...,¢—1}, let II’ be the collection of partitions of {1,. .., |m;|}
resulting from the previous procedure applied to IT**!. Note that II? is an increasing collection of
partitions of {1,...,|m;|}. This construction is a way of preserving the genealogical information
through the generations.

Let s*~! = (s1,...,50_1) and recall the definitions regarding partitions in (14). One can now
notice that, since that the number of vertices of the k-tuple z € A¥ , sharing the same parent ul9)

is by—1(B;) (where we recall that by_1(B;) stands for bg_l(Bf 1), we have

[me—1] be—1(Bj)
L —(1,V(x
> fen = > L [T X2 I Meooy-uon
aceAk GA‘” 1l J=1 (J>€Abe 1(Bj) =1

sp—1

Vv (z@D
x e V@)
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where ) = (201 . 20be-1(Bi))) and (209)* is the parent of zU%). Moreover, by definition,
be—1(Bj) = |BZ 4 (1t comes from the fact that my = {{1},...,{k}}) so

l7we—1] be—1(Bj) G vy [7we—1]
V(g —(B LV (u)) |
H Z H ﬂ{(w(.i,i))*:u(j)}e Ve ) =¢ BV (@D g H Z
J=1 mO)eAbg 1(Bj) i=1 j=1 m(J)GAbe 1(Bj)
be-1(B;) G
X H ﬂ{(I(.j,i))*:u<j>}e_Vu(j)(CE )
i=1
where 8~1 = (|B1,... |Bfm1 1||) and Vum(x(j’i)) = V(zU) — V(u?)). By independence of
the increments of the branching random walk (T, z),z € T)), since (1) =0
g
|7we—1]
B[ 3 sha@e VO Z ] = ol e 87 TT e iimp) T e
:ceA’c j=1 Bemy
|B|>2
[7e—1]
52{9|Zr£11|( se 11-[tz 176271) H cbz_l(Bj)(Bf_l))
j=1

where Bffl = ( ffll,..., f,;gl_l(Bj)) = (1,...,1), see (14). We also recall that @™ (g,8) =
ZweA;ﬂ g(x)e= BV @)m and see assumption 3 for the definition of ¢;(3). Now recall that IT¢~2

is the collection of partitions of {1,...,|m, 2|} obtain from IT*~! with the same procedure as
above (see Example 5). Let 72 = (s1,...,s,_2). Again, exactly b,_»(B;) vertices in generation
s¢_1 are sharing the same parent z(9) so

[7e—2] be—2(Bj)
[me—1] (—1
~Q{ge 1 ( P 11-12 e ): g Sz 21-12 2( H E H ]l{ wlD)r =200}
zeALZiQJl J=1 u(ﬂeAbe 2(37) i=1
£—2 (4,4) £—2 (3,4)
w e P VI ) E 1{x(j1i)2u(jwi)}e Bii VG )7

:IZ(J)GAW 2(B )

where u(.]) = (u(j>1)7 . 7u(j;blf2(Bj)))7 w(]) = (x(j)]-)’ . 7x(J;b272(Bj))) and Vu(jvi) ((I;(Jﬂ’)) is the in-
crement V(zU%)) — V(uU?). Then, by independence of the increments of the branching random
walk (T, (V(x),z € T)), denoting s} = sp — sp—1 — 1

|7re—2| be—2(Bj)
[7e—1] 0—1\| o 2 : 2 :
|:J2{g[ 1 ( Sz 1H@ 17/3 )|</sz,1 = S/z 21-[2 2 H H
GA\"Z 2| j=1 (J)EAbz 2(5]) i=1
sp_1—1
g2 (5.4) e-2y
14
X LyuGinye=zrye Paa VD esiv (Byn),
which is also equal to
|7we—2| be—2(Bj) ez o
L—2 V(ul?
E 32—2’He—2(z) H E H ]l{(u(y',i))*:z(i)}e B VW)
zeA\:z—g\l j=1 u(])eAbﬁ 2<BJ) i=1
Sp_1—

¢—2| be—2(Bj)

SV (BT
e
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b B
Moreover, since » . 2( 2 |Be 2| (see (14)), we have
[7ro—2] be—2(B;) ao G
_ B2y (ol
II > II Swsoyeope BV
Jj=1 u(J)EAb[ Q(BJ) i=1
- ez be-2(B;) s G
- - 7V ™ —_pBt=2y . gt
= Ve T > I 1@onymsmye i Vo),
=t a2 =l
with 32 = (|B{2,.. |B‘mZ ||) and again, by independence of the increments of the branching

random walk (T, (V(z),z € T)), using that H‘m d 5 2(By) osiv (857 = = [Tser, , e¥UI%D =

-1

s, (|B
H%Eﬂ'l—ly‘%lzze ¢¥(IB)) we have

B[

[me—2]

AN s BT | = T2 (P e B7) H o2, (B )

x T etivm,

Bemp_1
[B|>2
-2 _ (-2 -2 :
where 8,77 = (8;,7,..., j,b[,g(Bj))' Thus, we obtain
£ |mia|

E| Y fin(@e

zEAL,

X H 65[‘/’ ‘%I

By induction on 2 < p < £, we finally get, on the set of non-extinction

B [ (Fom)| Zeyr] = 0 (07 s B T T o (8571 [T @00,

0 il

i=p j=1 Bemr,
[B[>2

Taking p = 2 in the above formula, we have, on the set of non-extinction

where for any i € {2,...

0 |mwial

E* [MOZ( f,l'[)‘wal] - s|:1|1 sl Hl,ﬁ H H Co,;_1( ]) ,@Z 1 H e sip1¥( |%|)

i=2 j=1 Bem;
|B[>2

from the fact that wg = {{1,...,k}}), we have

E* [ﬂslgﬂ-l‘l( 1 H17ﬁ )|y31—1} = Z eikV(Z)cbo(Bﬂ(lBl) H es;"w(l%l)

|z|=81—1 Bem
[B|>2
|70l
—kV(z 0 ssp(|B
= Y VO [T enem B T 0,
|z|=s1—1 Jj=1 Bem

|22

SVl g, | = 8 T TT enamn (87
i=(—1 j=1

A}, s =s;i—s;-1—1and s;,; = 1. Since Zbo (B1) \B]l| = k (it comes
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the last equality coming from the fact B? = (|B}|,..., |B| .y |). Finally,
£ il ,
E (L (fin)] =T TI cviamn @) J] eier 00,
i=1 j=1 Bem;
[B|>2
thus completing to proof. O

We end this subsection with the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. First recall that for 1 </ < k, s € N* and s = (s1,...,s,) € N** such that
s1 < -+ < 8¢ <s, for all x € AF such that min;<j<g |3:(j)| > s,

Fi)= Y. foz(@).
Z increasing

By E increasing, we mean here that = = (E;)o<;<¢ is an increasing collection of partitions of
{1,...,k}. Since fé’E satisfies the hereditary assumption 5, the same goes for F! by taking g = s.
Using the linearity of g — <7*(g), we get (19) thanks to Theorem 1.6.

First note that

‘
(ghn =g, sE@H™) <5} = U U m{ﬂfn’?_lzm,l,ﬂﬁ;?:m},

m;m1<---<my<s II increasing i=1

where II increasing means here that II = (7;)o<i<¢ is an increasing collection of partitions of
{1,...,k}. Tt follows that

" (D, Fb) }

* kn kn kn __ _
P (A" = s, S = sy, g = 1) = B [ml{pnm

and we conclude using Theorem 1.6. O

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.7

Proof of Theorem 1.6. First, mf’“(@n i/ f) = %k(@n,f]lehnl/2) + A% (D, 1 ) and

then for any € € (0,1)

Ak\ek,nl/2

P*( mﬂk(%ﬁ — (Coo)kﬂo’g(f)‘ > g)
<P (| e oo Pes) ()5 (0)]| > 5)

* 13
+P* (D, 1 ARy ernt/2) > 5(nl/?Ln)’f).

Noticing that Z, = Z _,.1/2, the first probability in this sum goes to 0 when n — oo thanks to

Proposition 1 with s = n'/? and the second one also goes to 0 thanks to Proposition 2 thus giving
(25). For the convergence in P*-probability (26), note that

LDy, f b
(|2 G Al
(e

these two probabilities go to 0 when n — oo and the proof is completed. O

‘>€D >k:>—|—]P’*(D < k),
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We now prove Theorem 1.7. Recall that P, = {x € Rn; by § |z] < £,,}. The main idea of the proof
is to show that, when k > 2¢k, £ > 2, and £,, = o(n 1/2=a(g ) for some non-increasing sequence ¢
such that q(j) — 0 when j — oo, the volume D of the range Z,, behaves like the volume of the
range up to the last complete excursion of (X),;<, above the parent e¢* of the root e.

For that, one can notice that for this choice of k, Proposition 1 holds uniformly in s (in the sense of
(30)): there exists a non-increasing sequence of positive integers (q(j));, satisfying q(j) € (0,1/2)
and q(j) — 0 when j — oo such that if k > 2¢k for some integer £ > 2 and £, = o(n!/279(8)
then, for any €1 € (0,1)

n'/2 /e,

P*( 7U1/2 ‘@ﬂk(%ﬂmﬂek«s) - (coo)'“%’é(f)‘ > 6) — 0. (30)

The proof of (30) is the same as the proof of Proposition 1 but for any €,e; € (0,1), by Markov
inequality

n'/2 /e,
(U {| X 6. 1) B[ Y oG flay)]| > e(sLa) /16})
s=einl/? Jell,s]x Jell,s]x
n1/2/61 1625]6 kn ¢ e 25]@
< Z g2k (sL,, )%k [( Z A2G, flgy ) —E [Z A (J’f]lﬁn)w }
s=einl/? J€l1,s]x Jell,s]x
7L1/2/81 I 163) (Q )
cwtes Y ()" ce (BT
s=e1nl/2

where we have used Lemma 3.7 with a = ¢ for second inequality. Note that q(£) > 2 since £ > 2
so, as in the proof of Proposition 1, we obtain (30) by taking q(j) := (2q(j)) !

Proof of Theorem 1.7. First, let us state the following fact, proved by Y. Hu ([Hul7], Corollary
1.2): in law, under P*

1 1 1/2
nl/2 Z]l{xk e} n_wo D (e ) W, |‘/V|

Jj=1

We can actually adapt this result to the local time £" of the parent e* of the root e: in law, under
]P)*
1 B! /2
" S (31)

where cg is defined in (27). Moreover, recall that .4” denotes a standard Gaussian variable. Then,
we show that &% (%, ren, f) and &*(P,, f) are close in the following:

%k nTE)"af) JZ{k(-@n’f)}>€> — 0. (32)

IP’*(

For that, introduce T, := inf{i > 1 X; = z}, the hitting time of the vertex z € T and for any
x = (zW, ... 2®) € A* T, := maxj<i<p, Tyy. Assume £ = s € {en'/2,...,n'/?/e;}. By
definition, ™ = sup{j > 1; 7 < n} so on the set {D, r= > k}, where D,, 1= is the cardinal of
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D15, both P, ps and 9, are nonempty and note that

JZ{k(-@naf) 7dk(-@n,T57f) = Z Z f(m)ﬂ{lm\:p, Ts<Tp<n}

PE{ly,... ., Ln} XF ZEAF

[ flloo > > Ujalmp, Tr<TacTo1})

pe{fnwn,f«n}w“ xEAF

IN

where || f||oo = Sup,cax f(2) and |z| = |p| means that for all 1 <4 < k, (¥ = p,. We now aim to
provide an upper bound to E[(Zpe{én,.u,sn}x’“ Y wenr Lijzj=p, T5<Tw<T5+1})2], We have

2
Eg[( Z Z 1fjz|=p, TS<Tm<T5+1}> }
pe{fn7___72n}><k weAk
- Y al=p, ly=py Y (T° < To < T°*', T° < T, < T°H).
pE{ln,....,Ln} ¥k TEAK
D' €{ln,...., L} ¥k YEAF

Without loss of generality, we only deal with the case 2(*) # ¢y for all i € {1,...,k}, that is the
case such that the concatenation zy of & and y belongs to A?*. One can see that for any k-tuple
w=(uV,..., u®)) e A* such that T° < T, < T°t', we have, for any i € {1,...,k}, that either
u(® is visited during that s-th excursion or T, < T*° (at least one vertex among (u(V), ... u(®)
must be visited during the s-th excursion). Hence Y P (TS < Ty <

Tt T < Ty, < T*!) is equal to

> X by

Ic{1,....,k} JC{1l,...k} =,ycAkF zycA2F

x,Yy€AF xyc A2k |z|=p,|y|=p

<k-1  |J|<k-1  |2|=plyl=p’
x Pg(zg%]T OV Ty < T T° < Ty < TN T° < Ty < TV E LY ' ¢ J)

where t V s = max(t, s) and ¢’ & I (resp. j' & J) means ¢’ € {1,...,k} \ I (resp. ' € {1,...,k}\
J), with T and J possibly empty. Thanks to the strong Markov property at time T, the latter
probability is smaller than

]P’g<z€r51,axJT o VT, < Té) 1;[11@ Ty, < TV) g[JPg(zﬂ) <T).
J

By Lemma 3.5, we can restrict to vertices visited during a single excursion before T°. Moreover,
for any i € I and j € J, (9 and yU) are possibly visited during the same excursion. Hence

& ) s k,s
P (zérll,?éJT()\/Ty(])<T’$’y€6 )S Z Z
sl =l el e =

x P* (Tei’l < Ty < T, T% ' < Ty <TG Vicl,je J).

where |I] (resp. |J|) denotes the cardinal of I (resp. J), we use the convention ) . = 0 and see (37)
for the definition of &%, Note that, if two distinct vertices u and v among ((zV);cr, (y9));cr)
are visited during the same excursion, then we can assume that |u A v| < a,, (see for example the
proof of Lemma 3.9). Hence, thanks to Lemma 3.2 and the fact that £, < s for n large enough,
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we have that

B Y
x,yeAF zyc A2k
lz|=p,|y|=p’

x 1P>5< max TV Ty < T% T < Ty < THLT < Ty < TH VI G LY ¢ J)}
el,je

is smaller than € 7(a,)?*s!I*1Y! for some constant €; 7 only depending on k. Since |I| and |J| are
smaller than k — 1, we finally obtain for n large enough and any s € {e;n'/2,...,n"/?/e1}

, 2
E5|:< Z Z ]1{|a:\=p, T5<Tw<Ts+1}) :| S ¢1.7,1(Lnan>2k82k_27
PE{ln,...,Ln} ¥k EeAR

for some constant €, 7; > 0, thus giving, thanks to Markov inequality

1 -
P*((SL iz ’:Q{k(@naf) —dk(@n7Ts,f)‘ >e Dype >k L = 5) < IR Crra(an) s 22,

Hence, for all ¢; € (0,1) and n large enough, P*({m|dk(@n,f) — ,Q{k(@n’Txn,fﬂ >e}) is
smaller than
P* (D, pzn < k) +P* (L™ < en'/?) + P* (L > n'/?/ey)

nl/2/51

1 ~
+ ) P*(myw(@n,f) — (Do, )| > & Dy > k, L7 = s)
s=eginl/2 "
7L1/2/61 u )2k:
<P (Dypzn < k) + P (L7 < ent/2) + P (2" > n'/2)e)) + | f|2C0ra Z 5552 )
s=enl/2

IFI12 €171 z::;l/;f/g (‘;ggzk is smaller than € 72(a,)?*/n'/? for some constant €; 75 > 0. Note
that lim, o P*(D,, pen < k) = 0 and using (31) with the definition of a,, = (280) ' logn, we
have lim,, o limsup,,_, . ((a,)?*/n'/2 + P*(L" < e1n'/?) + P*(L" > n'/?/e;)) = 0, which yields
32).

1(\Tov)v, since (D, paen, flamerzn)/(ZL"Ly)* — 0 when n — oo, in P*-probability and thanks
to (32), we can focus our attention on &* (%, ren, flgrzn)/(L"Ly)k.

Note the &*(%,, e, flgr.2n) concentrates around (coo)* &% (f). Indeed, for any ¢,&1 € (0,1)

al mgf M(Dnrzn, fllgrzn) — (coo)wgg(f)\ >e)
n'/?/eq

(U (e @uirn fhens) = () i(D)] > £}) + P (27 < en'?)
s=e1nl/2 n

+ P2 > nl/?e).

Thanks to equation (30), the first probability above goes to 0 when n goes to co and by (31),
lim,, 0 limy, o0 (P*(L™ < £101/2) + P*(L™ > n'/? /1)) = 0 thus giving

o @ (D gen, Flenen) — () ()] > ) =0 (3)

lim P*( ML

n— oo
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We obtain from (33), together with (32) that

G ) — (e IE ()| > ) =0,

lim P*( I

n—oo

which gives (27) by using (31). For the convergence in P*-probability (28), note that

]P’*(

(G, f) AL (f)
T (Gnrg) P2 T T (g) |>¢)

AN Do ) AE()
gp*‘ ol) M o ps k) £ PY(D, < k),
( A Dnvg)  DE(9) ) ( )
which goes to 0 when n goes to co and the proof is completed. O

3. Proofs of Propositions 1 and 2

This section is devoted to the proofs of our two propositions. We show that relevant k-tuples of
visited vertices are those in the set ¢F».

Let us recall the well-known many-to-one lemma.;

Lemma 3.1 (many-to-one). For any p € N* and any bounded function h : R¥ — R

E[h(S.,...,5,)] = E[ 3 e_V(")h(V(xl),...,V(mp))},

lz|=p
where (S;)ien is the real valued random walk defined in (10).

We now state and prove a lemma that will be useful all along this section. For any vertex z € T,
recall that T, = inf{i > 1 X; = z}, the hitting time of z and for any = (2, ... 2(®) € A9,
T = maxi<i<q T,. Recall that for any j € N*, T7 denotes the j-th return time to the parent e*
of the root e. For 1 < ¢ < ¢ two integers, m = (my, ..., my) € N such that m; < --- < my and
IT = ()p<i<¢ an increasing collection of partitions of {1,...,q} that is to say |m;_1| < |m;| with
mo=1{{1,...,¢}} and 7y = {{1}, ..., {q}}, recall the definition of ffmn in (15).

Lemma 3.2. Let k > 2 and a > 1 be two integers and assume k > 2ak. Let q € {k,...,2ak} and
p = (p1,...,pq) € N9 Under the assumptions 1 and 3, there exists a constant € > 0 doesn’t
depending neither on p, nor on m such that

B[ Y fhn(@B (T < T <.

xeA9

|z|=p
where |x| = p means that |t | = p; for any i € {1,...,q}. In particular, for any integer m € N*,
¢ < q and any distinct i1,...,iy € {1,...,k}, there exists a constant C3.2 > 0 doesn’t depending

on p such that

aNe-d) /
E[ Do Ly (@)l v (@8)PF (T < Tl)} < Cs.g(fgggqpi) m@ VO (34)
xeAd -
lz|=p

where Ty = (x(il), . ,x(iq’)) and Ty = (x(i))ie{17.._,k}\{i1,__ﬂ-q,}.
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Proof in the case ﬁ . n C{z € A% ¢9(z) < mini<i<gp;}. First recall that IT¢ is the parti-
tion of {1,..., |7rl|} obtained via the procedure defined above Example 5 and for any ¢ € {1,...,¢},
any j € {1,...,|m;_1]}, the j-th block B; of the partition 7r;_; is the union of b;_(B;) > 1 block(s)
of the partition ;. Note (see the proof of Theorem 1.4) that

|7'I'e—1\ befl(Bj)
{—
Z fan ]P’éa Te < Tl) Z melfl,Héfl(Z) H Z H Liueny=.00)
Taii; EA:—Z %l j=1 ’U-(])EAb[ 1(B;) i—1
&
X > Wjaj=p, 22} P’ (To < TY),
reAT
where m*~! = (myq,...,my_1), uis the concatenation of u(¥, ... w(™-11) and 2 > u means that

z® > u®) Thanks to the strong Markov property at time T, , there exists a constant C; > 1
such that

[7o—1] be—1(Bj)
o than@P (T, <THY<Cp > m“H“( 2P(T. < T ] > 11
xEAT zealme-l j=1 u(J)eAbz 1(Bj)  i=1

|z|=p me—1

5 1
X LyuGoy=zy E L6 5u60 P (Tpan <T7),
() eAbe-1(B5)

|;1;(j) ‘:p(j)
where p is now seen as the concatenation of pV), ... p(7=1D Moreover, it is known that for all
z<zin T,
& 1 Ze<w<z BV(w) & 1 1
P(T, <T") === ifzs#e P°(T,<T')==—— otherwise, (35)

Ee<w<w eV(w) Ze<w<a: €V(w)

so PE(T, < T') < e V@ Ze<w<z V() By independence of the increments of the branching
random walk (T, (V(x),z € T)), using that by, (B;) = |BZ 'and (1) =

[7wo—1]
o £—1
E[Z ()P (T, <T1)} < Q:HE[ Yoo e P (T < T [ (Haw)' B \}
5
xCy [ e¢m2),
Bemy_ g

with H, =Y ., eV and ¢y = C, [Igen, , ¢B(1) € (0,00) thanks to assumption 3
since for any B € my_1, |B| < ¢ < 4k < k. Again, thanks to the strong Markov property at time
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T,
w1l
Z ,f;:zlq’nefl( )IP) T <T1 H H(J) -7 l
PN =t
|7wo—a| be—2(Bj)
< Ci Z s 2 re—2 (W JPY (T <T) H Z H LiG0)ye—wy
’wEAlTﬂ_Ql j=1 ’U(J)EAW Q(BJ) =1

my_1—1

£—2
X Z LiGoosoey (Ha0) 50 PEG (Tuan < TV,

; [mg—1l
z(J)eAslﬁ1

for some constant Cy_q > 1, where v() = (u(j’l), e ,u(j’b’ffz(BJ))) and recall the definition of
n (14). Thanks to (35)

_ . (4,1) £—2
(H,u0)% PE ¢ (T <TY) < Hyge Vo G (H o) 1

Vo (20D) - _
and H, ;. = Hygne V0@ G ) L H G4 6. where, for any u < z, Hyz:=) eV(w)=Vi@),

Since H, > 1 for all u € T, we have

u<w<z

H.G» < Hyo (67Vw(“(”(j’“) +1) (e Vot ) 4 ﬁy(]vi),z(j»i)>7
thus giving that (Hz<j,i))6f;2ﬂbi(j)(ng,i) < T%) is smaller than
(Hw(j))ﬁf,?ze*‘/wm(v‘j’“) (e7Vut® (v(j’”)+1)5§52_16*Vv<a‘n¢> (=099)
X (e_Vu(j~i) (z199) +-Hv(j,i)vz(j,i)),8§;2_

By independence of the increments of the branching random walk (T, (V(x),z € T)), using that
Zbl/ 12( B;j) |B€ 2|

[mwe—1]
B 3 gt @R <1 I ()]
[mp_1l _
sealre
‘ﬂ'[ 2| -2
SQ:Z—QE{ Yo fele e (WP (Ty < TV H ) )V B I},
wEA‘,:ﬁ:f‘,l =1
where, thanks to the many-to-one Lemma 3.1
! ics @) ()
cam T [ %I e ] T et o
j=1 vEAbz 2(Bj) Bemp_q

mp o= mg —my_1 — 1, HY = Z;’io eS»~Sm (the random walk (S,) is defined in (10)). Note

that €,_o € (0,00). Indeed the first mean in the definition of €,_5 belongs to (0,00) thanks to
assumption 3 since for any 1 < j < |my_sl, by—2(B;) < ¢ < 2ak <  and Zb@ 2(B;) §7i2 =

|B§72| < g. The second one also belongs to (0,00) since for all B € my_y, |[B| —1<¢—2<x—2
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and as it is proved in [AD20] that sup,,cn- E[(HS)"17¢] < oo for any ¢ > 0. We also deduce from
this, together with the fact that /(1) < 0 and m; > 0 that €,_5 is bounded by a positive constant
doesn’t depending on m. By induction, there exists a constant €5 € (0, 00) (still not depending on
m) such that

|71
B[ Y fn@P (T <TH| <@E[ > > PA(TL<T H(Hu<i))‘33'n{u<i>>z}].
xcAd |z|=m1— 1ueA\"\'1\ i=1

lz|=p mg—1

Thanks to the strong Markov property, P (T,, < T') < C, P4 (T, < T") Hlml PE(T, <TY) =
C‘,Tl‘e_v(z)(Hz)"”'_l ngl e_Vz(“m)/Hum for some constant C|,; > 1 and the last equality
comes from (35). Then, using the many-to-one Lemma 3.1

B[ 3 fun@P(Ta<Th] S@B[ 37 V) — e[, ).

TEAT |z|=mi—1
|@|=p

Again, |m|-1<¢—1<2ak—1<r—1soE[(H5 _,)I™I~ <sup,,cn. E[(HS_;) ™71 € (0,00)
which ends the proof. O

3.1. The range on &k~

This section is dedicated to the proof of Proposition 1 in which the range is restricted to the
k-tuples of vertices belonging to the set €, that is such that the vertices are visited during k
distinct excursions, see (22) for the definition of ¢k

3.1.1. The relevant vertices: the set Cffn

First recall that €% = {x € A*; #*(x) < m} where, for any z = (2™ ..., z®) € A* and
*#(x)—1 is the last generation at which two or more vertices among (1), ... x(* ) share a common
ancestor (see (11)). In this subsection, we focus on the range on & NEF with a, = (250) " logn,
which is the set of relevant k-tuples of vertices in the case of small generations. Before going any
further, let us state and prove the following lemma. Recall that H, =Y ., V&=V,

Lemma 3.3. Let k > 2 and a > 1 be two integers and assume k > 2ak. Under the assumptions 1,
3 and 4

(1) for any integer q € {k,...,2ak} and any B = (B1,...,B,4) € (N*)*7 such that 23:1 B; < 2ak,
there exists a constant €331 > 0 such that

sip E[ Y e—<B7V(w)>q} < Cs1;
pE(N*)*4a rcAd
|z|=p

(i1) for any integer g € {k,...,2ak} there exists a constant €339 > 0 such that for n large enough
and any h >0

B €y,
E|: § ]]'{maX1§iSq Hz(l) >h}e <17V(w)>q S h’iilz +O(]‘)‘
zeA],
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Proof in the case ﬁlelﬂ{n’n C {x € A% €(x) < mini<;<qp;}. Not that, since H, > 1, we have
E[ZmeAan e~ (LV(@)d] = E[ZmeAgn L imaxicicy H_(y>h}€ —(LV(®@))a] for all h < 1. The proof of
(i) is similar to the proof of Theorem 1.4 and Lemma 3.2 so we focus on (7). In order to avoid
unnecessary technical difficulties, we prove it for any a > 2. Recall the definition of fﬁ,n in (15) for
te{l,...,q—1}, s=(s1,...,80) € N** such that s; < --- < s; and Il = (m;)g<;<¢ an increasing
collection of partitions of {1,...,q}. Note that

> Zﬂ{mxm i mmye” Y

zeAl j=1

Z Z Z ol 1,V (2))q

8;81<...<s¢y<a, II increasing weAq

fh\ NQ
HM

X ]l{maxlgtgq Hm(i) >h}s

14 —(1,V(x :
and 3 o cns Sou(T) L fmax <oy H, ) >h}E LV@)a is equal to
ey be—1(Bj)
-1
E S£—17H2—1(z) H E H Liwe0y=200} E LipGo>uG0)
EA\"Z 1l j=1 u(J)eAbl 1(Bj)  i=1 w(i)eAly*l(BJ‘)

sp—1

—V(z\D)
xe ﬂ{mdxl<7/<\ne 11 MAX1<i by (B))) H

(7 1/)>h}

For any u < z, introduce Hy ; := >, ., ¢’ )7V Thanks to assumption 4 together with the
fact that H , > 1 -

Y
—V i x(] )
Hyriny < H grePe V! )+ H, i) o670

. . (2
so H, .y > h implies that H_;neYe” Varan @ > h/2 or H, i1 gty > h/2. We also
decompose according to the values of H/):

1 (w(j/=i/

) » ) L eb [C110)
{mdxlg_jxg‘ﬂ_eil‘maxlSZIszil(Bj/)Hz(J/)e e u

))>h/2}

< Wmasyjrapm,  H gry>hy T 1 )y

{max1<11<|ﬂ_£ L1 MaxXy < gy, 1<Bl)2€he Vuli

We therefore deduce that 1y ax, . oy >h} is smaller than

I<lmpoy )l MAX<ir <v, (B H o

|7o—1] be—1(Bjr)

Wmass <o pm,y Ho gy >n) Z Z (ﬂ{H G ot >h/2E ]l{zehe v tin @95E) })
j'= =
By independence of the increments of the branching random walk (T, (V(z),z € T)), since (1) =0

B Y fin@)mecic, 1o V@]
zeAZ

an

[me—1]

-1 BV (2))
S E|: Z sZ—17H£—1(z)]l{maxlgj/§|"€71|Hz<j/)>h} < l o= 1|:| H Cb; 1 J) )

Img—1l
EA& —1

[7wo—1]

+ (10 +32.) H Cbéfl(Bj)( JE [JMS‘Z‘Z 1|(fsz 1 [re— 1a/6z*1)}7

j=1
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where we recall that (g, 8) = ZweA? e~ (BV(@)a,

s =E[ > eV nm) and jon=E[ > e V0 vyl

|z|=an—se |z|=an—s¢
Thanks to the many-to-one Lemma 3.1

31n = P(HS > h/2> < @3,373/}1/%_1,

an—S¢

for some constant €353 > 0, the last inequality coming from ([AD20], Lemma 2.2). We now turn
t0 3n.2- If sp < ay, /2 then, for any p € (0,5 — 1)

320 < 2°(1 + e’l)Peanw(Hp)/z_
Otherwise sy — 1 > a,, /2 and thanks to the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
BT (ot e 8| SB[ T (F s 815, |+
+(1-PU)"E [(%'Z'ﬁ;l'(ffzﬁmfl,ﬁzﬂ)ﬂ1/2,

where ¥, := {min,, j2<|2<a, V(2) > 3/2logn} (recall that a, = (26y) ' logn). On the one hand,
by definition, there exists i, € {1,...,|m_1|} such that |Bf;1| > 2. Tt follows that

B/ (£l o 8715, | <n PRI (R e B,
where 87! = |B{™!| for all j # iq and B ' =|B{ '[ — 1> 1. One the other hand, 1 — P(7},) <

n~P5 with ps > 0 thanks to Lemma 3.4. Moreover, both Zl‘” 1l ﬂe ! and Elm 1 ﬂ;f*l are smaller
than 2k since g < 2k. Hence, thanks to (i)

B[/ (74 e )] B[ (A5 (02 8 ) ] < i

for some constant €334 > 0. We obtain

|: Z va H ]l{maxl<b<q H‘n( )>h}e < 7V(m)>f1:|

zeAL,
L [me—1]
SE{ Z 5;—1171-[14—1(z)]l{maxlgjzglﬂ_FﬂHz(j/)>h}e V@) im, ll} H Chy_a( J)
zEAL:e:f‘
l7we—1]
+ q31,n H Cbé,l(Bj)( ) [ﬂf’;lzrell‘( sz 11-[2 1,5271)} +mnro,
j=1

thanks to the assumption 3 and for pg > 0. Note (see the proof of Theorem 1.4) that

[7e—2|
[%lz‘-ell'( 32 11'[@ 1762_1):| ”Q{s‘zwl 2|1( .SZ 21‘12 2”8@_2) H Cbe—Q(Bj)(lgg_Q) H esew(‘%l)’
Jj=1 Bemp_y

|B[>2
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with ﬁj_Q = (Bf,_lz,..., J[?,;Zz(Bj)) and s; = sy — sy—1 — 1. Since for any B € m_; such that

[B] > 2, ¥(|B]) < 0, we have

An

> BT e B B[ (B8] TT e (87

se=s¢—1+1 Bem,_2
-1
(1_ I1 ewu%\)) .
BeEmy_1
|%B|>2

- — —(B V()|
Doing the same for E[ZzeA‘"“l‘ fsk_llﬂé_l(z)]l{maxl<j,<w L H g >hYE 8 (=) 111, we ob-
sp—1 - T =

tain, thanks to assumption 3

Z E[ Z st»H(x)]l{maX@SqHz<i>>h}e_<1y(w)>q

8;81<...<s¢<an zEAL

-2 —(BAV(2))
S Z E|: Z 35—2,1_[@_2(z)]l{maxlgj’ghrg,ﬂHz(j’)>h}e ( (Z)>| e-2!

$1<...<s¢—1<an ZEA:/;IZ—‘1
€335
3, —p
+ hr—1 +n 7’
for some constant €335 > 0 and p7 > 0. We conclude by induction together with assumption
3. O

We remind the definition of the range «7*(2,, 1, g)

Mk(-@n,Tsmg) = Z g(m)]l{Tw<Ts}7
TEAF
@n§|w|§2n

where T, = maxi<;<k T, and ¢, < |z| < £, means that £, < || < &, forallic {1,...,k}.
Vertices with high potential have a major contribution to the range. One can note that under the
assumption 1, the potential V' (u) of the vertex u € T behaves like |u| when |u| is large (see [Big76]
and [HS09] for instance). It allows to say that

Fact 1. For all € € (0,1), there exists a. > 0 such that

P( helifrv(z) > —a.)>1-—ce. (36)

Moreover,

Lemma 3.4. Under the assumption 1, there exists 69 > 0 and p; > 1/2 such that for any positive
integer ¢

P( min V(z)>3() >1—e "¢,
l21=85 "¢

Using Lemma 3.4, we are able to prove that any vertex € T in a generation between & Logn
and n'/? is visited during a single excursion above the parent e* of the root e. For that, let us
define the edge local time NI := Zle L(x, ,=u*,x;=u} Of the vertex u € T and introduce

S
S . . .
By = Z]l{NP—NuT“zl}’
j=1

the number of excursions during which the vertex z is visited by the random walk X.
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Lemma 3.5. Under the assumption 1, for all e; € (0, 1), there exists pay := pa(e1) > 0 such that for
n large enough

n1/2/51 nl/2

(U U ez e

s=einl/2 ‘4:6;1 logn

The proof of Lemma 3.5 is similar to the one of Lemma 3.5 in [AD20].
Introduce the set &% of k-tuples of vertices visited during a single excursion:

G = {x = (aW,...,a™) e AF; V1 <i <k, ES, =1} (37)

In other words, Lemma 3.5 says that we can restrict the study of the range &/*(Z, 1=, f1 ehisngk )
to the set &**. This restriction allows to get quasi-independence in the trajectory of the random
walk X and the resulting quasi-independent version of the range </*(%,, 7=, f1 ks gk ) is easier

to deal with. A similar idea is developed in [AD20] and [AK23]. Let 5 € [1,5]x, P € {ln,..., L }**
and define

k
ko I . . k(. R k(.
%p (.779) O Z g(w)H]l{NTfZI)—NT(JS_lzl} and &/ (Jag) T Z ﬂp (Jag)v
N =1 @ @ PE{ln, Ep } ¥k
|z|=p
(38)
where for any & = (z(M,... ("), || = p means nothing but |2()| = p; for all i € {1,...,k}. In

the next lemma, we show that &*(Z,, 7+, flgr.sngnr) and Zje[[l,s]]k %" (j, flgr) have the same
behavior

Lemma 3.6. Let k > 2 be an integer and assume k > 2k. Under the assumptions 1 and 3, for all
bounded and non-negative function g, any €,e1 € (0,1), there exists py := pa(e,e1) > 0 such that
for n large enough

n1/2/€1
IP’*( U {‘M(@Wﬁ,gn@k,sw )= 3 (gl )‘ >5(sLn)k}> <nP.
s=einl/2 J€ll,s]x /

Proof. We first decompose as follows
ﬂk(@n’Ts , g]l@k,smc@d{]:n) = %k(@n’j\s , ]].@k,sﬁ%{f’n ASks) T dk(@st , g]lek,smg{;cnmAk\Gk,s).
By Lemma 3.5, we have that for n large enough

nl/2 /e,
IP’*( U o (Zue, glerer narers) > 5(sLn)k/2) <nre,
s=eynl/2
so we can focus on ﬂk(@n’TS,gﬂek,smgk,sngf ). Note that & € &% N &** means nothing but
there exists j € [1,s]x such that for any i € {1,...,k}, N$T(1> - NIT(?;:71 > 1 and for all j # j;,
. -
N;l) — NxT(’i) = 0, thus giving that ;sz(@st,g]l@k,smek,sn%gn) is equal to

k
Z Z Z g]l%a"n (z) H ]l{NT(Jig —NT(’;')”ZL Vi#ji, N
jelIl,S]]k pE{en,...,En}kaEAk i=1 * “

|z|=p

T Ti—1__ .
o0~ Now =0}
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Hence, for any s € {e;n'/?,...,n"/?/e;}

Z Mk’n(j, g]l%(llcn) - ﬂ{k(@n’Ts7g]}.@k,smgk,sm%gfﬂ) >0,
Je[l,s]k

and thanks to Markov inequality

n1/2/€1
PP U {7 e glenerna) = D 7 G gla)| > e(sLn)/2})
s=enl/2 Jell,s]k
2 .y
< ﬁﬂié& |: Z JZ{k’ (], g]lcgk’ ) - Jka(.@n7Ts,g1@k,5ﬂ6k,smcgk ):| . (39)
E(€1n Ln) . an an
Fel,s]k
One can see that we can restrict ourselves to the k-tuples = = (2, ... 2®)) ¢ %fn, T=pE€

{l,..., L.}, such that for all 4,j € {1,...,k} with i # 3, Hyo)np) < €209/ and Vi pp00 (20)) >
woay, for some wo > 0. Indeed, if this subset of A* is denoted by %%, then, using similar arguments
as the ones we have used several times, it can be proved that for a given wy > 0 and n large enough

1 L ;
(W2L)F <S}1/IZ>/€ Z a* (Jag]l%”j‘n]lAk\%f)] <n2, (40)
nsossn b jellslk

*

for some p} > 0.
We now aim to provide a lower bound for Eg[dk(@n7’1"s7gﬂek,sn6k,sm<g§ ner)]. Thanks to the

strong Markov property, the random variables NI - NT l_l, | € N*, are ii.d under P and
distributed as NI " It follows that

E® [ﬁ{k(-@n,Ts s 9lersnerongk )}

k
= glegr (@) [[P9(Vi# i, Too) > T > Tp0))P4 (Tpy > TH)F
PISE " i=1
|lz|=p
k k
> Y gl @) ]] (IP@@(TM <TY— 3 P (Ty0 <T Ty < T1)>Pg(Tx<i> > 71k,
we A i=1 =15 i#i
|z|=p

One can see that for any « € %, ijzl; ot P (T, < TY, Tyo) < T1) is very small with respect
to P¥ (T, < T'). Indeed, by the strong Markov property and (35), we have, for any j # i
P4 (T,o < TV, Ty < TY) <P9(Tpr < THPEG) o) (Tooy < TV
+ P (T < TYPLypo (To < TY)
< 2H ) ppiye” Ve et @R (T (< T

< o wol450) I pE (T ) < T,

recalling that a,, = (2d9) ! logn. Using (35) again, we have, on ¥, = {ming- 100 ppj<pie V(2) 2
3logn}, that

PE (T, > TH* % > (1 =P (T < TH)) > (1—e VEN) > (1 —n8)s > (1 —n3)n""/o,

x
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Hence, ]Eg[ng/k(@njs,g]l@k,mek,smﬂc’ )] is larger than

(1—n=3)" /e (1 = 2kn~ 0@ ) S™ gpo (@) [[ P4 (Thw < TY).

an
xEH) 1=1
|z|=p

It follows that

E[]lm Z Mg, 9lear amr) — ﬁfk(-@n,Ts7gﬂekvsnekvsm<€§"m%5)}

je[[l,sﬂk
1/2 1 k
< ||g||oo(sLn)k<l — (1= n 3y /o (1 = 2fpp o (400)” )’“) sp B[ Y [P (Too < Tl)},
O N
|z|=p

n'/? /e .
and by (39) and (40), P*(U"_ /%o {| ™ (Dnre, ghercneraner ) — Ljera, @G, gl )| >

s=e1nl/2

e(sLy,)*/2}) is smaller, for n large enough, than
1= P*(%,) + Ca6n" "2 + €361 (1 —(1—n 3" (1 - 2kn—w0(450>’1)’“)
x sup E Z e*m’v(m»’“},
pE(N)>" zeAk
||=p
for some constant €36 > 0 and €361 > 0. Finally, by Lemma 3.4, for n large enough 1 —P*(¥},) <
n=F% for some p, > 0, (1 — (1 — n=3)"""*/e1(1 — 2kn—wo(“d0) ™" k) < p=r2k for n large enough and
some pa ;. > 0 and thanks to Lemma 3.3 (i) with 8 = 1, suppe ey ER g car jo)=p e~ (BV@)] is
ks
finite which completes the proof. O

The next lemma relates > FElL 5] drn (4, f 1<g§7l) with its quenched mean and illustrates why this
quasi-independent version of the range is easier to deal with.

Lemma 3.7. Let k > 2 and a > 1 be two integers and assume k > 2ak. Under the assumptions
1, 2 and 3, there exits a constant €37 > 0 and a non-decreasing sequence of positive numbers
(q(4)) j>2 satisfying G2 = 1 and §(j) — oo when j — oo such that for n large enough and any
ent/? < s<nl/?/g

B[ @ G M) B[ Y @ G g )]) | S Conln) (2, )T

JEll,s]x JE[1,s]k

Proof. Recall the definition of &7*" (], flgr ) in (38). For a =1, note that

E[( Y oG 1)) ]

Jell.s]x
k
-3 > S f@rwE ] , .
Tii _ ATIi—1 i Tl ’
. . (NTI _NTIi-15q NP NTPi-1s1y
3.5 €Ml PP E€{lnrnsCa}E  @ycEh, =1 W N RO RO

|z|=p,|y|=p’

with the notations j = (j1,...,jx) and j° = (ji,...,j;). Thanks to the strong Markov property,
the random variables N7~ — N;‘Fl_l are i.i.d under P¢ and distributed as NZT1 for any z € T.
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In particular, the term s2* in Eéo[(zje[[Ls]]k k3, flgr ) — Eg[zje[[l,s]}k akn (3, flgx )])?] s
equal to zero and we actually have " "

E[( Y oG M) -EF[ Y %k’n(jvfﬂ%”jn)])j

jGﬂl,S]]k jeﬂl,SHk
S €3.7,1(Ln)2k((£n)232k_2 T EnSQk—l) S 2@:3-771(_[/”)2]62”82]6—1’

where the constant €371 > 0 comes from Lemma 3.2 and the last inequality comes the fact that
£, < s for n large enough.
When a > 2, using similar arguments we have

o 2a
E{( Yo PG g ) -EF[ Y ﬂk’"(j»fﬂ%gfn)}) }
Je[l,slk JElLs]
< €37 Q(Ln)2uk(£n)2La/2J 82uk72[u/2j )

We finally obtain the result by taking qq := alfq—1} + 2[a/2|1 4>23. O

3.1.2. Convergence of the quenched mean of the range on Cff

We prove that the quenched mean of the quasi-independent version Zje[[l,s]]k a*(j, f%fn) of the

range on the set ‘ﬁfn converges in P*-probability by using the hereditary assumption 5.

Lemma 3.8. Let k > 2 be an integer and assume x > 2k. Under the assumptions 1, 3 and 4, if f
satisfies the hereditary assumption 5 then

1 k e_v(x(i)) .
gy 3 Sta @l e -
In<|z|<Ln
Proof. Let us first prove that
. 1 k e_v(m(i)) k _V(w(i)) ) 2
lim E[( 7 > @Il X @l GulHye)) | =0, (1)
n— o0 ( n) cgk i1 (1) N =1

tn slm\s::

where, for any r > 1, @, (r) := Z 0, Pnp(r)/ Ly and

onplr) = E[ S V@ (- 1)e V@ 4 Hm)’l]

|z|=p—an

For that, the first step is to decompose ZmGAk <[] <L flgr (z )Hf:1 e_v(x(i))/Hx(i):

*V(QJ( i) z(V)
e, H = 2 2 Y g H
Z f ‘ln H:E(l) f %an H (7,)
xzc Ak PE{ln,....Cn} ¥k z€AL xc Ak
n<|z|<Ln |@|=p; () >z
—V(:z( ))
D OND B (O H
PE{Ln,...,.En} Xk zEAE xzEAK Hy

|x|=p; x( ) >0 )



Kagan/Coalescence in small generations for the diffusive randomly biased walk on Galton-Watson trees 35

where the last equality comes from the hereditary assumption 5. As we did above, we decompose
H,y: Hyoy = (Hyo — l)e_Vz(i) (@) +H, - By independence of the increments of the branching
random walk (T, (V(z),z € T))

k i .
B[ 3 sty @ [l |7 = X g2 H VD (Ha), (42)

TC Ak i=1 zenk =
|z|=p

|_|

where %, = o(T,(V(x);|z] < a,)). Thanks to (42), we have that the expectation in equation
(41) is equal to

1 k e_v(x(i)) 5 k V(e - 2
By X /@Il ) ]-Bl( X r@ ]l e ]
zECE, i=1 v zeAk i=1
In<|@|<Ln

For @,y € AF, denote by xy = (z(V,..., 2" M . y*)) the concatenation of & and y. Note
that

( e— V™) 2 @) o=V (™)
> Il DY H i
zECk i=1 z(® w,ye%’fﬂ;wy&Azk z(?) y“)
o <|z|<L, n<|z|,|y|<Ln

fV(a:()) —V(y®)

+ > H
H
x,yeek ; wyeAmc\(gZIi (%) y(L)
tn<|z||ly|<Ln
@) =V ()

+ H o :
z,yEAF; wye%% y(’)

an

Ln<|z],|y|<Ln

where for any z,y € AF, xy ¢ A?* means that there exists o € {1,...,k} and iy,...,iq €
{1,...,k} distinct such that (%) = (%) for all j € {1,...,a} and £, < |z|,|y| < £, means
nothing but ¢,, < |z| < £, and ¢,, < |y| < £,,. It follows

,V(I()) —V(y®)

JQLZE%FEE{ > II H ] =0

@, ycCr ,mys{A% (1) y(z)

an

tn<le],ly|<Ln

Indeed, using that H, > 1 for any z € T, we have

k
Bl Y W]l
m,’yE%(’fn; my€A2k i=1
Ln<|el,|y|<Ln

a k
< ||f||2 Qk Z Z sup E[ Z H e—QV(u(iJ)) H e_V(u(i’)) .

a=1 i1 ig. Lig=1nSASEn T CABk—a o1 =1
|u|=q ' E{i1,.. i}

V(@) o=V ()

Hyoy  Hye
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One can decompose according to the value of .#2*=%(u). We have (see the proof of Lemma 3.9 for
example)

)

k
. -2V (ulid)) *V(“(i/)):| =
nlggo [nﬁssgﬁn E|: Z ]l{yzk *(u)>an} H H © 0

wEA2E—a ir=1
|u|=q ' Z{i1,....0a }

and by independence of the increments of the branching random walk (T, (V(z),z € T)) and the
facts that (1) = 0 and ¥(2) < 0

sup E[ Z ﬁefzv(“(ij)) ﬁ e*V(”(i/))}

n<q<En

weg2h—e j=1 /=1
ul—q i @1, sia}
(ij K (i)
7 i
= sup He(% —an)¥(2 [ g H —2V( H e V)
£n<q<Ly ZGAgk aj=1 =1
" i/ @{i1,..yia}

S eg'sea(€7z_an)w(2)’

where €35 > 0 is a constant coming from Lemma 3.3, thus giving the convergence we wanted
recalling that a,, < ¢,,/2. Similarly, we have

1 ™) o=V(®)

P 7 )%E{ 2 H H, ,. }:0’

" z,YeEk ; wyeAQ’“\%“ Hyw
n<|z|,ly|<Ln

thus giving

. 1 k e_v(m(i)) 2
Iyl 2 @)
IS i=1
0, <|z|<L)

b e VE®) o=Viy?)
- ) w1 ]:0. (43)
‘L Hoo) H,

x,yEAk; mye%zk 1=1
Lo <|z|,|ly|<Ln

Exact same arguments yield

sl 3 s I )

zcAk

- S r@f@ [V (Hew)e VY G (Hyw)| = 0. (44)

zyeAk s aycAr i=1

an
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Finally, similarly as equation (42), using again the hereditary assumption 5, we have

@) V)

B [ﬁ 2 H H, H, e }

x,yEAF; m:ye%?’c

an

Ln<|z|,|y|<Ln

k .
=B > @@L enHw)e I g (Hy)],

xz,y€AL ;s zycA2k i=1
0 (43) and (44) yield (41). We now prove that

TS| R S, IR IR

z€AFk i=1 zEAE i=1
an

an

lim E[

n—oo

Let h,, = logn (the choice of h,, is almost arbitrary, h,, — oo with h,, = o(n?) for all § > 0 should
be enough). Note that |(coo)® — Hle &n(H )| < 2s0

Bf|ex) Y 1z H VS ) [ gt

z€AFk zEAk i=1

an an

<|flE] 3 (He*V gy ny )| (o) 1_1 2]

zeA’gn i=1

+ QHfHOOE[ Z T fmaxi<icn H_ iy >hn}€_<1’v(z)>k} .
zeAk

We show that limy, e SUPy <y, <pn [(€o0)F — Hle &n(ri)] = 0. For that, on the first hand, one
can see that ¢, ,(r) < E[1/H] _, | where we recall that H;) = diso e =% (see (10) for the
definition of the random walk S). On the other, for any ¢, <p < £, and 1 < r < hy,, @, (r) is
larger, for any 7 > 0, than

*V(l’) 1 ~
B X m“wvmw] [hnn—uﬂg | = P(Sy-a, < Flogn)

|z|=p—an n—an

where we have used the many-to-one Lemma 3.1.

Note that P(S,_,, < 7logn) < P(min(ss)-110gn<j<se, S < 7logn) — 0 when n — oo for some
7 > 0 since a, = (20) " logn and /(1) < 0. Moreover, by definition, both (E[L/H; _, ]) and
(E[1/(hyn™" 4+ HZ _, )]) g0es to coe When n goes to oo and we obtain the convergence. Then

H DT H Ve - T He_v(zm)~ zm)H

zeAk = zeAk

k
SB[ D VO] sup () = [ @)
i=1

ZEAE 1<ry,...,;r<hy

an

* 2Hf||°°E[ Z ]l{maxlsz‘gk H_ ) >hn}e_<17v(z)>k} .
zeAk




Kagan/Coalescence in small generations for the diffusive randomly biased walk on Galton- Watson trees 38

Using Lemma 3.3, first (4), then (ii) with h = h,, sup,eny B[ cax e~ (LV@)k] < 0o and

limy, o0 B[ car Dmaxycicp By >hoye 0V E4] = 0 thus giving (45).
Finally, putting together (41) and (45) yields the result. O

3.1.3. Convergence of the quasi-martingale <7;*(f)

Recall that

k
(.8 = 3 f@e BV@r = 3 @) [[e VD) and ot (f) = (1),
=1

zEAf mGAf

The aim of this subsection is to prove that &% := lim;_,o, #"(f) exists when f satisfies our
hereditary assumption 5. For that, let us define for any p € (N*)**

AY(f) = Z Fa)e (LY@

TEAF

|z|=p
where we recall that for any = (z(M,...,2®) € A*  |x| = p if and only if || = p; for all
i €{1,...,k}. One can notice that when p = (I,...,1) € (N*)** we have ¥ (f) = d;(f)
Lemma 3.9. Let k > 2 be an integer and assume k > 2k. Under the assumptions 1, 3 and 4, for
any bounded function f : A¥ — R, there ewists two constants €39 > 0 and b € (0,1) such that
for any p € (N*)** and any integer m > 1 such that m < maxp = maxj<;< p;

2 —om
Ay (flagr ) — dy (f)]7] < €306
Proof. In order to avoid unnecessary technical difficulties, we prove it for any x > 4. First
note that @y (f) — oy (flgr) = D weAk; |zl=p F( @)L g (@) smye” Y @5 which is smaller than
o0 koo L g gyamre” 0V @Dk Using a similar argument as we developed in the proof
zeAk; |z|=p ~{LF(2)>m}

of Lemma 3.8, it is enough to show the following estimation:

E*{ Z ﬂ{yq(m)>m}€_<1’v(m)>q} < C391e ", (46)

rEAT
|z|=p

E*[

for any ¢ € {k,...,2k} and some constant €391 > 0. Assume that minp < maxp (the proof is
similar when min p = max p). Note that if m < minp, then

E|: Z ]l{yq(w)>M}ei<l’V(m)>qi| :E|: Z ]l{7n<<7‘7(:13)§minp}ei<17v(m)>q:|

xreA4 xEANY
|z|=p |z|=p
+ E[ > ]1{yq<m>>minp}€_<1’v(m)>“}-
xrEAY
|z|=p

One can notice that, if || = p and .#9(z) < minp, then .7 (x) = #(u) for any u € A? such
that max |u| = min |u| = min p. Hence, as usual

E|: Z ]l{m<yq(m)gnlinp}6_<17v(w)>q:| = E|: Z ]l{yq(u)>m} Z e—<1,V(w)>q:|

rEAd ueAfmnp TEAY; x>u
lz|=p
:E{ 3 1{yq(u)>m}67<1,wu>>q}’
ucA?

min p
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thus giving

E{ Z ﬂ{yq(m)>m}e—<1,V(m)>q:| :E{ Z 1{yq(u)>m}e—(1,\/(u)>qi|
AT ucAl

|z|=p

min p

* E[ Z ]l{yq(m)>nlinp}€7<1’v(m)>q:|.

xEA1
|z|=p

We deduce from this equality that it is enough to prove (46) for any m < minp with ¢ > 3. Again,
we focus on the case min p < maxp.

Assume m < minp. Let & € A? such that || = p and €%(x) > m. There exists an integer
fe {m+1,..., maxp} such that, seen backwards in time, at least two vertices among AL
share a common ancestor for the first times in the generation f — 1 and there exits at least one
vertex among these vertices in a generation smaller or equal to f — 1. Then, one can notice that

max p
1,V(x —(1,V(x

S Lpsa@ompeBV@ = 3 3 S By, oy (@)e BV @,

xEAT f=m+1 = partition of x€A9

||=p {1}, |7 <q l2|=p

where = {{1},...,{¢}} (recall the definition of YT,_; » N Y, , in (15)).

By definition, there exists v € {1,...,¢ — 2} and (i1,...,%,%941,-..,%g) € [1,¢]q such that
maxi<i<ypi, < f—1and ming;1<i<qpi, > §f— 1. By definition of the set Y. ., for all [ € {1,...,9},
if 4; belongs to the block B of the partition 7, then B = {i;}. Let @ := 7 \ {{i1},...,{iy}} and
for all j € {1,...,|w| — n}, denote by B; the j-th block (ordered by their least element) of the
partition 7 of the set {iyi1,...,%} ={1,...,¢} \ {é1,...,4y}. We have

|-y |B;|
E[ Z Ty wnrssy, (z)e —Lvie) } Z em LVl Z H Z H
xeAT uEAY zEA‘"‘ v j=1 v(J>€A Bj| i=1

||=p lu|=p.

V(0D
X Lg(uaayemsiye V07,

where |u| = p. means that u() = p; for all [€ {1,...,p}, v = (W&, ... WwGIBiD) Thus

E[ Z ﬂrf_l’wm.m(w)e—(l,v(:c»q|yf71} = Z e~ (LV (w)y Z e BV () m|—y H cg(1)

rcAd UuEAY zeAl"\'\*U Bewm
|z|=p lu|=p. T
—(B,V
_ H cp(1) Z e~ BV (W)
Ben ucAlwl
|lul=p

where p = (p1,...,py.f = 1,....f = 1) € (N*)*I"l and B = (1,...,1,By,..., Bjx_y) € (N*)¥I7l.
One can notice that there exists ro > 0 such that

E|: Z €_<ﬁ7v(u)>‘ﬂ"]l{min‘w‘:f,l V(w)<’l“()(f*1)}:| S 63'9’26_“_1)) (47)

uc Al
|lul=p
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for some constant €392 > 0. Indeed, By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

271/2

ucAl=l weAlrl
|lul=p |u|=p
. 12
xP( min V(w) <ro(f —1))

and thanks to Lemma 3.3 (i), E[(X,cainl: jui—p e BV @m1)2] < €55, where we recall that
€331 > 0 is a constant doesn’t depending on p (or p) since |w| < ¢ < 2k. Moreover, since
¢'(1) < 0, we can find 79 > 0 and a constant €39 3 > 0 such that P (minj,—;_1 V(w) < ro(f—1)) <
(’:39)362“_1). This yields (47).

Now, note that, since || < g, there is at least one block of the partition 7 with cardinal
larger or equal to 2 so (3, V(2))|x| = (1,V(2))|x| + minj,—j_1 V(w) thus giving that the mean
E[} cnd: zj=p ]lrfflmmym(m)e*<1’v(w)>Q] is smaller than

H CB(].)(E[( Z 67<ﬁ’v(u)>"'|Il-{min‘w‘:f,lV(w)<T0(f—1)}]

Bew ucAl=l
|lu|=p
— ming,, \4 —(1,V(u))|x
—|—E|: |w|=f—1 (w) Z ( ) | ‘1{min‘w‘:f71 V(w)ZTo(ffl)}}))
ucAl«l
|u|=p

which, thanks to Lemma 3.3 (i) and (47), is smaller than 9:3_974@*(1/\%)(7‘*1) for some constant
€394 > 0. Finally

max p

E[ Z 1{L¢q(m)>m}e_<1’v(m)>q} < 0:349,5 Z e—(l/\ro)(f—l) < (,:3-9716—(1/\7"0)7n7
xEAY [ —
|z|=p
for some constant €395 > 0 and (46) is proved. 0

The convergence of the sequence of random variables (#*(f)); directly follows from Lemma 3.9.
Indeed, let f be a bounded function satisfying the hereditary assumption 5. Forany [ > 1" >m > g

f]].%k Z Fler (LV(@)r — Z Flgn (u) Z e~ LV @)k
TEAF ueAk TEAF
z>u

so Bl (flgr )| Fv] = 4} (flgy) where Fp = o(T, (V(2);]z] < m)) and (" (fLgx))ism is a

martingale bounded in L?(P). In particular, for any integer m > g, (# (f]lcgvlsl))l>m converges

in L2(P*) and P*-almost surely. Hence, thanks to Lemma 3.9, (</(f)); is a Cauchy sequence in
L?(P*) and therefore, /F (f) exists.

3.1.4. k-tuples in the set AF\ €F

Before proving Proposition 1, let us show that the contribution of the k-tuples in the set &% N
AR\ ‘gfn is not significant. To do that, the following lemma provides an estimation for the quasi-
independent version (38) of the range on the set € :
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Lemma 3.10. Let e; € (0,1), k > 2 and assume k > 2k. Under the assumptions 1, 3 and 4, there
exist two constants Cs 19 > 0 and pg > 0 such that

* 1 n(s -
E [m Z " (Jv]lAk\‘chn)} < Cs.10n 7%, (48)
" jeltsnlk

with s, = n'/?/e;.

Proof. Recall that, thanks to the strong Markov property together with (35)

Eg[ﬂk’n j,ﬂ k\ gk :|: 1IN s
Grtsna)] = X tane, @] S
TEA
@n§|w|§2n
and since H ) >1

E*{ Z ﬂk,"(jallAk\gngcn)] < (5)" Z E*[ Z ]l{yk(m»an}e—(LV(w))k}

Jellsn]k pe{ln,..,Ln} ¥k TEAkK
|z|=p

< (spLy)k €597 0 = (snLn)7~c¢3_97ﬂb—b(250)*17

which ends the proof. O
We are now ready to prove Proposition 1.

Proof of Proposition 1. We have to prove that for any e1n'/? < s < n'/2/e;, e, € (0,1)

P (
We deduce from Lemma 3.7 with a = 1 that the range Zje[[l STk
around its quenched mean. Indeed, for any e € (0,1), by Markov inequality

P(| 3 oG fla ) ~EF[ 3 oG, fligy )]| > e(5La)*/16)

1

mﬂk(_@n,Ts7f]1@k,sm<g§n) - (cm)kdoi(f)) > 5/2> — 0. (49)

n—0o0

gk (5, f1 @k ) concentrates

FE[L,s]k J€[1,s]e
162 E Mk’n . Eé" ﬂk,n . 2
SW [(Z G, flgr ) — [Z (J’fﬂﬂcn)]) }
Jells]x Je[l,s]k
Ln Ln
< 16°¢3 77<¢11 — 0,
where the last inequality comes from the fact that £, = a(nl/ 2). Then, we know, thanks to

Lemma 3.6 with g = f, that %k(.@n,j"s,f]].@k,sm%{;c ) behaves like its quasi-independent version
Zje[[l,s]]k a*n (g, [l ): for n large enough
P (| (Do SLenoner,) = D "G Sy )| > (sLa)/16) <m0,

je[[lvs]]k

hence

lim P* (

n—oo

S (T, Mesorgy ) ~EF[ 30 (G, Mgy )]| > e(sLa)¥/8) =
jelIl,S]]k
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One can notice that

_ (1)
e V(z'")

ko =V
D D | SRR R S D DI RO |

Jell,s]e zEAF i=1
L <|z|<Lh

Finally, Lemma 3.8 yields

* 1 k k 7k
P (| Gz @ Gore Mevnay,) = () ol ()] > </4) 0.

and the result of the subsection 3.1.3 leads to the convergence in (49).
Now using Lemma 3.10, we show that

* 1 k
P ((sLn)kg/ (e, Flersnamas ) > 5/2) — 0. (50)

Indeed

1 1 .
(sL )k%k<@n,T%f]lekﬁmAk\%;n) < m Z ﬂk’n(J,fﬂAk\%gjn)
" " jeﬂlvsﬂk

1 k(s
< m Z o™ (J»f]lAk\%j;n)a
" jelnt/2 /ey

so Markov inequality together with Lemma 3.10 leads to (50). We end the proof putting together
(49) and (50). O

3.2. The range on AF\ &k
Recall

Mk(-@n,Tsmg) = Z g(m)]l{Tw<Ts}7
TEAF
@n§|w|§2n

where T, = maxi<i<k Ty, To = min{j > 0; X; = 2}, T = 0 and 7% = min{j > T°7%; X, =
e} for s € N*. Also recall that (¢,,) and (£,) are two sequences of positive integers such that
5ot logn < 4, < £, <nl/2

The last step of our study is to show that the contribution of the k-tuples of vertices in small
generations (see (4)) and such that at least two of these vertices are visited during the same
excursion is not significant. This section is thus devoted to the proof of Proposition 2, claiming
that

P*( sup szk(.@n,Ts,]lAk\@k,s) >€(n1/2Ln)k) — 0

s§n1/2/51 n—oo

Lemma 3.11. Let &1 € (0,1), k > 2, let s, = n'/?/e; and assume k > 2k. Assume that the
assumptions 1, 3, 4 hold and that £, = o(n'/?).

(i) If

k
UMz=0c",....a®)ear 21 - 28 >13

x

ks ._
¢hs

j=1i=1
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denotes the set of k-tuples of vertices visited during the same excursion before the instant T,
then

. * k —
nh—>H;oE [W SS;JELM (@n’TS’]le*Sﬁ@)f’S)] =0.

(i) Let €5% .= AR\ (€k5 U &%), If k > 3 and the assumption 2 hold, then, for all B > 0

. 1 k
i B [m sup (%,TS’%r«smegﬁsﬂ{z(-)zﬁ})} =0,

with V.(x) > —B if and only if V() > =B for all i € {1,...,k}.

Proof. In order to avoid unnecessary technical dlﬁ"lculties, we prove it for any x > 4. Let us start
with the proof of (i). By definition, € &%* N QE * if and only if there exists j € {1,...,s} such
that for all 1 <i < k, NT(]Z) N%; > 1 and for all p # j, N
the strong Markov property

p—1 . .
o — NI =0. Thus, using again

k _
]E[ sup &/ (9"77”5’]16&%@’;*5)} _E[ Sup Z Z 1mf:1mp¢j{NlT —NTI S LNTE -NTE =0}

sS8n St =1 zeAk = =
Zn<|a:|<£n

[ Z H]I{NTJ -NTIT 1>1}}

J:1 xzeAk =1
Ln<|z|[<Ly

Sse Y E[ZP‘Q(Tm<T1)}
pe{fn7.~~72n}><k xEAF
|z|=p

S ¢2,15n(Ln)k(£n>k717

where we have used Lemma 3.2 (34) with m = £,, for the last inequality, recalling that the constant
%, 1 > 0 doesn’t depend on p. By definition of s,

1 & Coqy Ly \FL
E[i(nl/QLn)k Ss;lgd (D5 L, sﬁek,s)} < o (nl/Q) ;

which goes to 0 when n goes to oo since £,, = o(n'/?) and this yields (7).

We now focus on (ii). Since k > 3, €5* is nothing but the set of k-tuples in A¥ of vertices
neither visited during & distinct excursions, nor during the same excursion. Therefore, there exists
¢€{2,...,k—1} and e disjoint subsets I,...,I. of {1,...,k} such that {1,...,k} =L U---UI,
and for any j € {1,...,¢}, i,4' € I; if and only if @ and z() are visited during the same excursion
before the instant T°:

Fie{l,...s}: (L5 - LT YA (LE - 2T > 1

x x
Let m € N* and introduce the following subset of AF
The = o= (W, a®)y e AF; v £ i e {1,...,e},Vie Vi € L : |29 Az < m},

where we recall that u A v is the most recent common ancestor (MRCA) of u and v. T¥, is the set
of k-tuples of vertices such that the MRCA of two vertices visited during two distinct excursions
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before the instant T has to be in a generation smaller than m. Note that the MRCA of two vertices
visited during the same excursion can be in a generation larger or equal to m.

Recall that (A;)en is the sequence of functions such that for all ¢ > 0, Ag(t) = ¢ and for any
le{l,...,lo}, Ai—1(t) = eM® (see the assumption 2). Introduce g, := 4kd; *A;(£,). Note that
go,n > £, 80

E S;lp ij{k(.@n/Ts’ﬂgkysnﬁl;‘sﬂ{z(_)sz})} = ]E[ sgp rgz{k(@n,Ts,]lek_ﬁm@;;,sIL{Z(.)Z,B}W@”;O § )}
s<sp, s<sn B

Recall that for any = (z(V,...,2®)) € AF, it belongs to &% if and only if (") is visited during
a single excursion before the instant 7% for all ¢ € {1,...,k}. Using what we previously said, we
have, for any s < s,

b’”m@’gs Z Z Z HY

e=2 je[l,s]e I1,...,1c sets p=1

Uim le={1,....k}

DI 2 HYp»

4 Jell,sn]e I,...,I. sets
uf_II[ {1,.. }

>
|
—

||
N

where, for any p € {1,...,¢e}, Y, := ]lmezp{i“(]f frT(i?_lZl}' It follows that

E[ sup &*(Znre, L, sneke Ly > BINGE )]

s<8§p,
lo k—1 .
< Z Z Z Z Z [ Z Ly (@)>- B}]l“r’;lﬁnl ”\'r’g‘l“:( ) H Yp}
pe{l,....,L,} Xk 1=1 ¢=2 je[l,5,]c [I1,....1c sets TEAK p=1

Ui_ Li={1,....k} |x|=p

4

k—1
DD VDS > [Zﬂ{vw» Byl (w)HY}»] (51)

pE{l,..., L, } ¥k e=2 j€e[l,5,]. I,...,I, sets xTEAR p=1
Ui L={1,..., k} |z|=p

First, let us prove that for any p € {£,,..., £, }**,

3
[ > Ly@s- BYlyben \yhen (@) 11 Yp] < C311,1(80)" (52)
zeEAF " " p=1
lz|=p

The proof of (52) is quite technical so in order to keep it as clear as possible, as one can notice
in the proof of Lemmas 3.3 (i) and 3.2 (34) with m = £,,, we can and shall restrict to the case

p=(m,...,m) € {ly,...,L,} <"
Thanks to the strong Markov property, the random variables Y7, ...,Y; are i.i.d under P¢ and

4

|: Z IL{V > B}lrk Sn \—rl;ls:; ( ) H Yp:|
TEAF p=1
|z|=p

= Z ]]_{Z(m)z_B}]].Tszﬁn —rk sn H IP) InaXT 2 < Tl).
zEAk,
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[4

As usual, ZwEA’“ ]l{V(a:)> B}]].Tk on \Tk on (m) szl Pg(maxiejp Tx(i) < Tl) is equal to

k—1
4 & 1
E E E E ]l{z(w)z_B}ft7H]lT’;,ﬁn I;,;n H P maXT 20 < T ),
I—1,n lin
=1 II increasing t;t1<...<t,<m zEAE,

(53)

where the genealogical tree function ft 11 is defined in (15). Recall that t; — 1,...,t, — 1 correspond
to the consecutive coalescent/split times. We then define

hi=max{j € {1,....0}; Ip#p €{2,....¢}, IBEn_1: BNI,# 3 and BN1I, # 7},

and the x-version 7¢(x) of 7¢:

@) i=max{je {1,....0}; Ip#p €{2,...,¢}, Jiel, i ely: [zD nzl)| =t —1}.

In other words, if the genealogical tree of & € AF is given by ffﬂ, then 7¢ = 7(x) and t,. — 1
is the last generation at which two or more vertices visited during two distinct excursions share a
common ancestor.

, generation

gi—-1,n

trs —1

gi,n

Coalesences between vertices
visited during distinct excursions
are not permitted in this zone.

A coalescence between vertices
visited during distinct excursions e 0
has to happen in this zone.

® The last common ancestor between
vertices visited during distinct excursions.
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Figure 4: An example of a 12-tuple belonging to Téf:lﬁn \Té,zﬂ whose genealogical tree is given by
ff,H. means that the corresponding is visited during the 0-th excursion above e*. In the
present example, £ = 8 and 78 = 4.

By definition of 7¢, for all j > 7%, if B € 7, then B is necessarily a subset of I, for some p’ €
{1,...,¢}. In other words, each coalescence that occurs between ¢, and 1nv01ves exclusively
two or more vertices visited during the same excursion. As a consequence, for any i € {r¢, ... (}
and p € {1,...,¢}, we can defined the set I as follows: we first set I := I, so If,...,I{ form a
partition of {1,...,k}. As we said before, by definition of 7¢, coalescences can only happen between

two or more vertices which indexes belong to the same Iﬁ. Thus, for any p € {1,..., ¢}, there exists

an integer ¢! > 1 and e)~! distinct integers k4 kﬁ:},l in {1,...,|me—1|} such that for any
s€p

o R
Jj € {kp 1. 1} the block Blf ! of the partition |m,_;| is the union of b,_;(B;) block(s)
of the partltlon ™ of elements of Ff. We set F\~' == {k!7', .. k:e 1} so [{71 .. I form a
partition of {1,...,|m_1|}. Now, let i € {r¢+1,...,/} and assume that F} has been built. By
deﬁnition of 7¢, for any p € {1,...,¢}, there exists an integer ei_l > 1 and ei_l distinct integer

k' kZ Lo {1, |m 1|} such that for any j € {k" kZ ! 1} the block Bl ! of the

partition |7rl 1| is the union of b;_1(Bj) block(s) of the partition 71'Z of elements of I;. We set

I’ L= {kp 1 ,...,k’:;;),l} so I1™', ... I'"" form a partition of {1,..., |m_1|}.

Hence, noticing that

pl"' pl"'

14 0
ft H]lr’gl*nl \T’“ Jn( ) < ft,l'[(m)]l{gz,7LSt,z<m)—1<ng1,”} = ft,H(m)]l{gl,nStT(_1<gl71,n}’

it is enough to show (52) for g;, < t;¢e —1 < g;_1,,. We then have

E[ Z ]l{Z(w)Z—B}fte,H]l"r’;fn —rk sn H]P)g maxT 20 < Tl)}/t e}

zeAk
. ¢ |7 el ,
<&a1,2 Z Livwy>-pyfloe e (w) H P* ( max T,,) < ) H (H,») B 1,
¢l ’ p=1 €l j=1

e
uch,
-t

for some constant €311,2 > 0 where t™ and TI™" are defined in Example 5.

Note that .. — 1 is the first generation (backwards in time) at which a coalescence between two or
more vertices visited during distinct excursions occurs so there exists a subset Jy of {1,...,|m; , [}
and a collection {«;; i € Ji} of |Jo| integers satisfying a; > 1 for all i € Jy and ), ;, @i < k such
that

E{ Z ]l{V(m)> B}ftH]lTkﬁn \Tkm H]P’g maXT<) <T )|Jt e*}

91—1,n 9l,n

mEAfn p=1
|7 04l )
l_ Tv—1 . (i)
<3113 Z fTﬁ llnrp ()P (T, < TY) H (H )18 H e iV )]I{Z(z)sz}-
zeA\""TZ_l‘ j=1 i€Jy
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Note that
—a;V (2) —a;V (i)
H eV EDN T s By < H emiV( )]l{minieJZ V(E0)2 =B, minjaiz,_, -1 V(2)<bo(tr,~1)}
=7 =7

— min‘z|:tT271 V(z)

+e Liming.j—e , 1 V(2)280(tr,— 1D}

4

SO E[ZmeAk ]l{V(m)> B}ft H]l—rk o \Tk n (:L') szl Pg(maxie[p Tm(i) < Tl)] is smaller than

|7 o4l
T B 1|

¥
ElCGuns Y S0 P T <) ] ()P

I e j=1

I
Tt
z€A, o1

kB —360(ts, —1
x (e ]]'{min\z\zt_rz—l V(2)<do(tr,—1)} te oltre ))} :

Using the same argument as the one we used in the proof of Lemma 3.2 together with the

Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we obtain that the previous mean is smaller than
€3.11,3 sup E[(HS )* 1 (ekB]P’( min  V(z) < do(tr, — 1))1/2 + 67350(”@*1))

deN* lz[=t ey
< 9:3_1173 sup E[(H5_1)4k71](6k3 + 1)67kAl(£"),
deN*
where we have used Lemma 3.4 with ¢ = dot,, and the fact that ¢;, — 1 > g; .
Back to (53) together with what we have just obtained and the fact that for all j € {1,..., 7},
6 < gi—1ns ER penr, jzjp Liv(@)>- B}]er o orh 5n( )]le,s”mez;,sn ()] is smaller than

k—1
€311 sup B[(HL )P + 1)e ™M ED T 7 (groan)™ (L)

den~ ¢=1 II increasing

Note that 7, < ¢ < k. Moreover, by definition, £— 7, is smaller than the total number of coalescences
occurring between two or more vertices which indexes belong to the same set If; and this number
is smaller than Z;=1(|Iﬁ| — 1) = k — ¢ thus giving

4
_ E _
bon \yhen s (T0) H Y};} < €11 (A1 (Ln)e AL(S")) (Ln)F,
TEAF " p=1
|z|=p
which, by definition of A;(£,), is equal to 63,1111(1)”)’“*2 and it yields (52).
In the same way, we can prove that

[ Z Liv(e)y>—ByLyken

4

E[ Y Sz Iegen @ [] Y] < €0 (14+ A (2)¥) (27, (54)
zEAF p=1
lz|=p

for some constant €; 1, ; > 0. Putting together (51), (52) and (54), we obtain, for some constant
C3141,4>0

1 k
E[(n1/2L )k :gf A (D1, ]161”06" *]I{V()> B}ﬂﬁo"ﬂ

<¢3114Z( 1/2) (2 + A1 (€0)").

Using the fact that Ay, 11(£,)* = (log Ay, (£,))F, we obtain (i) thanks to the assumption 2. O
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We are now ready to prove Proposition 2:

Proof of Proposition 2. Let ¢ > 0. First, note that thanks to Lemma 3.5 and Fact 1 (36) there
exists a.r > 0 such that we can restrict our study to the k-tuples of vertices in the set &**N{V(-) >

_ae,}

lim limsupIP’*( sup Jka (9n7Ts, ]lAk\@k,s(l — nGk,sﬂ{K(.)E_aal})) > 6(?11/2Ln)k) = O7

e'=0 nooo 5<sn,

where we recall that s, = n'/2/e;. Then, note that &/*(2, -, Tak\ers Lerenfy()>—a,}) is smaller
than

%k(-@n,Tsy]lgk,sm@’;‘»s) + Jz{k(_@.,L7Ts,]le’sﬁel;,s1{K(_)2,a€,}).

Hence, by Markov inequality, the result follows using Lemma 3.11 with B = a,-. O
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