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Abstract

We consider a system of particles performing a one-dimensional dyadic branching Brownian motion with
positive drift 8 € (0,1), branching rate 1/2, killed at L(8) > 0, and reflected at 0. The killing boundary L(3)
is chosen so that the total population size is approximately constant, proportional to N € N. This branching
system is interpreted as a population accumulating deleterious mutations.

We prove that, when the typical width of the cloud of particles is of order clog(N), ¢ € (0, 1), the demographic
fluctuations of the system converge to a Feller diffusion on the time scale N'~¢. In addition, we show that the
limiting genealogy of the system comprises only binary mergers and that these mergers are concentrated in the
vicinity of the reflective boundary. This model is a version of the branching Brownian motion with absorption
studied by Berestycki, Berestycki and Schweinsberg to describe the effect of natural selection on the genealogy
of a population accumulating beneficial mutations. In the latter case, the genealogical structure of the system is
described by a Bolthausen-Sznitman coalescent on a logarithmic time scale. In this work, we show that, when
the population size in the fittest class is mesoscopic, namely of order N1¢, the genealogy of the system is given
by a Kingman coalescent on a polynomial time scale.
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1 Introduction

The evolutionary dynamics of an asexual population accumulating beneficial mutations is relatively well under-
stood [25] 2] 33 [3T]. The genealogy is given by a multiple mergers coalescent, describing the rapid spread and
fixation of beneficial mutations due to natural selection, which results in a reduction of genetic diversity.

However, when mutations are deleterious, i.e. when they decrease individuals’ fitness, the population under-
goes two opposite forces, natural selection and mutational pressure. The resulting evolutionary dynamic turns
out to be complex and a complete picture of the underlying mechanisms is still lacking.

1.1 The Wright-Fisher model with (deleterious) mutations and selection in
the weak-selection regime

The Wright-Fisher model with mutations and selection is a classical model for the evolutionary dynamics of an
asexual population undergoing selection. In this model, the population size is constant, equal to N € N and the
system evolves in discrete time. Its dynamics depend on two parameters: the mutation rate uny > 0 and the
strength of the selection sy € R. At each step, the population is renewed. First, each of the N new individuals
independently chooses a parent from the previous generation. The probability that a parent carrying k£ mutations
is selected is proportional to (1 + sN)k. FEach newborn inherits the mutations of its parents. Second, the i-th
individual acquires X; new mutations, where (X;)1<;<n is a sequence of i.i.d. Poisson(uny) random variables.

The mutations are said to be deleterious (resp. beneficial) when sy < 0 (resp. sy > 0). When the mutations
are deleterious, the type with the smallest number of mutations is referred to as the best class. Because the
mutations are unidirectional, the current best class eventually disappears: we say that the ratchet clicks [24].
This phenomenon is known as Muller’s ratchet. A number of authors studied versions of this model to estimate
the rate of the ratchet and the underlying mechanisms of the evolution [14] 21} 8, 27].

Under the assumption 1 <« Nuny < N, Etheridge, Pfaffelhuber and Wakolbinger [I4] observe a phase
transition in the Wright-Fisher dynamics. Their analysis, which is based on a diffusion approximation of the
size of the best class, allows them to pinpoint the key quantity

snlog(Nuw)’

and to state the following rule of thumb. For «y > 1/2, the rate of the ratchet is of the order (Nux)” /N, whereas
for v < 1/2, it is exponentially slow in (Nun)'~”. When the mutation rate ux is of the form N~°, for some
b € (0,1), the quantity v is constant if and only if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

EN _ tlog(N). (1)
SN
The assumption is referred to as the moderate mutation-selection regime [21].
On the other hand, it is known [I8] that between two clicks the distribution of types is well approximated
by a Poisson distribution with parameter un/sy. Under the assumption , we observe that the bulk of this
I

distribution is concentrated around clog(N) and that the best class contains Neiﬁ = N'7¢ individuals.

In the present work, we propose a branching particle system as a model for a population accumulating
deleterious mutations. The model will be set up in such a way that the typical width of the type distribution
is given by clog(NN) for some ¢ € (0,1). We conjecture that this model captures the underlying evolutionary
mechanisms leading to Muller’s ratchet.

1.2 The model
Let 8 € (0,1) and define

= 71 arctan 771 _ /82 ™
L[g = \/ﬁ ( t ( B > + ) . (2)

In this paper, we consider a dyadic branching diffusion on [0, Lg]. We assume that;



(i) The generator G of a single particle is given by the differential operator

GI(2) = 30uaf (&) + 0.1 (2)
F(04) =0, f(Ls-)=0.

In words, each particle performs a one-dimensional Brownian motion with drift 3, is killed upon reaching
Lg and reflected at 0. The particles are assumed to move independently.

(ii) Each particle branches into two particles at rate 1/2.

Let NV denote the set of particles in the system at time ¢ and for all v € N, let X2 = X7 (¢) € [0, Lg] denote
the position of particle v. Let Z”(t) := |N?’| be the number of particles in the system at time ¢. The branching
Brownian motion (BBM) is denoted by (X}) = (X2(t),v € N;). We write P, for the law of the BBM started
from a single particle at = € [0, Lg] and E, for the corresponding expectation. The natural filtration generated
by the BBM is denoted by (F7,¢ > 0).

This system can be interpreted as a population undergoing selection. In this context, the position of a particle
measures its fitness. We refer to Section [[.4] for further details on the biological interpretation of the model.

Critical regime The killing boundary Lg is set in such a way that the number of particles in the BBM stays
roughly constant.
The expected number of particles in the BBM X? is governed by the PDE

8t'lt(t, y) = %a’yyu(ta y) - /Bayu(t7 y) + %u(ta y)
Bu(t,0) — $9yu(t,y)|y=0 =0 (flux at 0), (A)
u(t,Lg) =0 (killing at Lg).

Let p?(2,y) be the fundamental solution of (A). It is well-known (see e.g. [23, p.188]) that p? is the density of
particles in the BBM:

Lemma 1.1 (many-to-one lemma). For every measurable function f: R — R, for all x € [0, Lg] and t > 0, we
have

B | 3 S| = [ sl 3)

vENtﬁ

In particular, note that, if the system starts with a single particle at = at time 0, the expected number of particles
in any Borel set B at time t is given by fB pf (z,y)dy. Define

B2-1

Ve (2, y). (4)

9¢ (2,y) =
A straightforward computation shows that gf is the fundamental solution of the self-adjoint PDE
Owu(t,y) = %ayy“(t7 )
Bu(t,0) — Oyu(t,y)|y—o =0 (flux at 0) (B)
u(t,Lg) =0 (killing at Lg).
For g € (0,1) and L > 0, consider the Sturm—Liouville problem

%v”(w) —x(z), ze(0,L), v'(0)=pv0), v(L)=0. (SLP)

It is known [35], Chapter 4] that the eigenvalues \; = )\f L of (SLPJ)) are simple and that the associated eigenvectors
(vi)i>1 = (vP%)i>1 can be normalised to form an orthonormal basis of L2([0, L]). A direct calculation shows that
the i-th eigenvalue of (SLP)) is the unique solution of the algebraic equation

tan(\/T/\iL):J/?, \/T/\iLeKif%)rr,m}, Vi e N. (5)



Thus, for sufficiently large ¢, we expect the density of particles in the dyadic BBM with drift 8, branching at
rate 1/2, reflected at 0 and killed at L, to be well-approximated by the first term of its spectral decomposition,
that is

52
eﬂ(y*‘r)el 2ﬁ tekltvl(iv)vg(y) (6)

|[v1]]
One can now choose L in such a way that the expected number of particles neither increases nor decreases
exponentially: for this choice of L, we say that the BBM is critical. This motivates our definition for Lg. Indeed,

for L = Lg, one can show (see (5])) that \y = — 17262 so that X? is critical.
Moreover, one can check that

B,L . .
vi(@) =0y (@) = sin(y(Lp — ), with v =75:= /152 (7
is a positive solution of (SLP) for A = —#.

Perron-Frobenius eigenvectors Define

izﬁ(x) = E’Beﬁzvf(x), and hﬂ(x) = éiﬁLBQ—i— ﬁefﬁzvf(x), x € Qp =10, Lg], (8)

Lg _ -1
&= (/ hﬁ(x)d:r> = 1e_ﬁLB.
0 Y

The function h® (resp. h?) is a right (resp. left) eigenvector of the differential operator G + 1 on Qg and & can
be thought as a Perron-Frobenius renormalisation constant. Indeed, we have

with

/ YR @dr =1, and / " @R (@) = 1. )

Moreover, with this notation, () shows that the density p?(x,y) is approximately given by h?(z)h?(y) so that
h? (y)dy can be interpreted as the stable configuration of the system and hﬁ(az) as the reproductive value of a
particle located at .

Remark 1. The function [0,1) — [7/2,00), 8 — Lg is increasing, Lo = 7/2 and Lg — oo as B — 1. Moreover,

volg =7 — s +o(ys), B—1 (10)

1.3 Main results

We are interested in the limiting behaviour of a sequence of critical branching Brownian motions. More precisely,
we set ¢ € (0, 1) and consider a sequence of drifts (8n5)n>n, such that

VN > No, Lg, = clog(N)+ 6loglog(N), (11)

where Ny := min{n > 2 : clog(n) + loglog(n) > m/2}. For all N > Np, we write (X/¥) = (X{) for the
corresponding critical BBM with drift Sn. To ease the notation, we will drop the ’s and write

Loy =Ly, v =9~ Qsy =Qn, AN =n", W% =hV, z°%@) =2zY@1), (12)
and use similar conventions for all the quantities related to the BBM X”. The definition is motivated by
the following observation.

Proposition 1.2. Let (Bn) be as in (II). Define

1/2

Yn(z) = (/Oz(hN(x))zizN(x)dx> , 2€8N. (13)

Then there exists a constant o > 0 that only depends on ¢, such that

%EN(LN)2 S as N— oo (14)
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FIGURE 1: Stable configuration, reproductive value and reproductive variance for § = 0.995. In both pictures,
the red solid line corresponds to the graph of iLB, the blue dotted line to the graph of h* and the orange
dashed line to the graph of £2/%2(Lg). Left panel: the green horizontal line corresponds to the position of
the rightmost position such that $?(z) < 0.999 - £2(Lg). Right panel: Close-up on the region delineated by
the y-axis and the green line.

Let
An = 6loglog N — logloglog(N) (15)

Then, as N — oo,
1
NC

for some constant a > 0 that only depends on c.

AN
Yn(AN)? = 0 and ﬁ/ NN (z)dz — a, (16)
0

The proof of this proposition is the object of Section[3.2] We now give a brief interpretation of these quantities.
As we shall see, the function 2"V can be interpreted as the stable configuration of the BBM X and h" as the
reproductive values of the particles. Hence, 2 can be thought of as the reproductive variance of the BBM and
allows us to measure the effective population size of the system. Indeed, shows that the mass of the integral
%2 is concentrated in the interval [0, Ax]. In this region, the expected number of individuals is of order N'~¢
(see ) This region will be referred to as the best class in the BBM (and should correspond to the best class
in the WF model, see Section. Moreover, one can check that the bulk of the distribution 2V is concentrated
at a distance of order 1 of Ly. Recall that the drift Sy has been chosen so that Ly is of the order clog(N), in
accordance with . This is illustrated in Figure

In this paper, we prove that the limiting behaviour of the sequence of branching Brownian motions X% is
governed by the particles located between 0 and Ax.

The process started from a single particle. In this paragraph, we describe this limiting behaviour
when the sequence of BBM XV is started from a single particle at a fixed location & > 0. In particular, note
that for N large enough, z € [0, Ln]. As a first step, we derive precise asymptotics for the survival probability
of BBMs.

Theorem 1 (Kolmogorov estimate). Let t > 0. Uniformly in x € [0, Ln],

‘NIP’Z (ZN(tNH) > 0) - %hN(a:) —0, as N — oo,

where o2 is as in Proposition ‘

This theorem suggests that the typical time scale of evolution of (Z™(t)) is of order N'~¢. The following
Yaglom law describes the scaling limit of ZV on that time scale.



Theorem 2 (Yaglom law). Lett > 0 and x > 0. Assume that XY consists of a single particle at x. Conditional
on {ZN (tN'7¢) > 0}, we have

1 e 2t
ﬁZN(iEN1 )—>%5, as N — oo,
in distribution, where £ is an exponential random variable of mean 1.

We now describe the genealogy of the system. For two particles vi,ve € N, we denote by d¥ (v1,v2) the
time to the most recent common ancestor (MRCA) of v1 and va. Intuitively, our next result shows that the
rescaled distance matrix of k£ individuals sampled in the BBM converges to the distance matrix of k individuals
sampled from a critical Galton-Watson process [29]. This limiting object is defined as follows. Let ¢t > 0 and U
be a random variable on [0,#]. Define U? such that

(1+6)P(U

( ) _ (1+0)(s/t)
1+ 60P(U (17)

Vs<t,  PU’<s):=

<s
<s) 1+06(s/t)

Let (U?;i € {1,...,k}) be k i.i.d. copies of U’ and set
Vi<i<j<k, Ul,=U}:=max{U:1€{i---,j—1}}

Define the random distance matrix (H;, ;) := (H; ;¢ # j € [k]) such that for every bounded and continuous
function ¢ : R* — R,

E[¢((H:,))] = k:/ooo ﬁ(%)“w(wzj))]da. (18)

Theorem 3 (Genealogy). Lett > 0 and xz € R. Assume that the BBM XN starts with a single particle at x
and condition on the event {Z™ (tN'~¢) > 0}. Sample k particles (v1,...,vx) in XV at time tN*~°. The rescaled
distance matrix (ﬁdﬁvl,c(vi,vj)i7j) converges to (Hy, ;) in distribution, where H is as in and o is an
independent permutation of {1,...,k}.

Demographic fluctuations in the fitness wave Alternatively, one can describe this scaling limit when
the process starts with approximately N particles in a wave-like configuration. In this setting, the system should
exhibit a “fitness wave” behaviour: the population size should stay of order N and quickly settle in a stable
configuration. We expect the demographic fluctuations in the system to be given by a Feller diffusion, a 2-stable
continuous-state branching process.

A continuous-state branching process (CSBP), see e.g. [4 [3], is a [0, oo]-valued Markov process (Z(¢),¢ > 0)
whose transition function satisfies the branching property p:(z + vy, -) = pi(x, -) * pe(y, -). In words, this means
that the sum of two independent copies of the process starting from x and y has the same finite-dimensional
distribution as the process starting from x + y. It is well-known that continuous-state branching processes
can be characterised by their branching mechanism, which is a function ¥ : [0,00) — R. If (E(¢),t > 0) is a
continuous-state branching process with branching mechanism ¥, then for all A > 0,

Ele **® |2 = 2] = e ", (19)
where u¢(\) can be obtained as the solution to the differential equation
0
Su()) =~ D), wo(A) = (20)
The Feller diffusion is a 2-stable CSBP. As a result, its branching mechanism is quadratic, of the form
CL2 2
\Il(q):?—bq, a”>0,beR. (21)

For « > 0, the Feller diffusion started from = can also be constructed as the solution of the stochastic differential
equation
dEt =av EtdBt + bEtdt, Eo = O,

where B is a standard Brownian motion.
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FIGURE 2: Right panel: Genealogical structure spanned by 4 individuals sampled at time ty = tN'~¢. Left
panel: spatial trajectories of the ancestral lineages.

Theorem 4. Let o2 be as in Proposition . Assume that, as N — oo,

1 . .
N Z RN (XN (0)) = 20, in probability (22)
veNy

for some zo > 0. Then, the finite-dimensional distributions of the processes (%ZN(tNl_C)) converge to that of

a Feller diffusion (E¢,t > 0) with branching mechanism ¥(q) = "4—2(], started from zp.

Biological interpretation Our results suggest that the evolutionary dynamics in the fitness wave are
governed by a set of particles of size N'7¢, behaving like a neutral population, that is a population with
no selection. Indeed, it is known [4] that the genealogy of a population whose demographic fluctuations are
described by Feller diffusion is given by a time-changed Kingman coalescent. In the present work, we show
that the genealogical structure spanned by k individuals sampled at a fixed time horizon only comprises binary
mergers (see Theorem. As we shall see (Section, this approach also allows us to show that these mergers are
all located in the interval [0, Ay], where the expected population size is of order N*~¢. This fact is illustrated
in Figure [2}

1.4 Related models

Branching Brownian motion with absorption Our model is a variation of the BBM with absorption
studied by Berestycki, Berestycki and Schweinsberg [2] to investigate the effect of natural selection on the
genealogy of a population. In [2], the authors consider a BBM with drift —1 and branching rate 1/2, in which
the particles are killed when they reach 0. In this framework, each individual in the population is represented
by a point x > 0, measuring its fitness. The selective pressure is seen as a moving barrier with constant
speed 1, killing all the individuals whose fitness is too low. The fitness of each individual evolves according
to a Brownian motion, describing the accumulation of mutations. Roughly speaking, a particle located far to
the right corresponds to an individual that accumulated many beneficial mutations, faster than the rest of the
population. As a result, this individual produces a large number of offspring before getting absorbed at x = 0.
In this case, it was proved in [2] that the genealogy of the system is given by a Bolthausen—Sznitman coalescent
[6] and that the fluctuations in the population size are described by Neveu’s continuous state branching process
(a CSBP with jumps) [26].

In the present work, we model individuals accumulating deleterious mutations: the fitness of a particle is
now given by L(8) — z € [0, L(8)]. While the particles can accumulate an arbitrarily large number of beneficial
mutations in [2], in our setting, the fittest individuals are the ones with the smallest number of mutations. In
the BBM, this lower bound on the minimal number of mutations is modeled thanks to a reflexion at 0. This



reflective boundary at 0 has the effect of a cut-off, preventing the formation of multiple mergers in the genealogy,
or equivalently, the emergence of jumps in the limiting fluctuations of the system.

Simplifications of the Wright-Fisher model with deleterious mutations The analysis of the
WEF dynamics presented in Section turns out to be complex. The constant population size induces strong
dependencies between the particles. Continuous diffusion approximations have been proposed to tackle this
problem [I4] 27]. Alternatively, simplifications of the selection mechanisms have been suggested to make the
discrete model more tractable [21] [§].

In this article, we consider a different type of approximation. As in [21] [§], we consider an individual-based
model, in which we replace natural selection by “truncation selection”. Instead of picking parents at random
accordingly to their fitness, we kill particles whose fitness is too low. This approach relies on an assumption
that is widely accepted in the biological literature (see [I9] for an extensive bibliography), i.e. the evolutionary
dynamics are driven by a small number of individuals, belonging to the fittest classes. Since the effect of the
regulation mechanism on these individuals is negligible, the whole dynamics does not depend on its particular
form.

In addition, we assume that individuals accumulate many mutations, each of them having a small impact
on their fitness (see e.g. [I1] for some motivation from biology). This assumption is crucial to approximate the
evolution of fitness by a Brownian motion [I].

Method of moments and reproductive variance in travelling waves In this work, we use a
method of moment for marked metric measure spaces derived in [I6] to prove the joint convergence of the
population size and genealogy of the population. This method has already been used in [32] [I6] to investigate
the genealogy of a BBM with inhomogeneous branching rate, negative drift and killing at 0. In this framework,
the BBM is seen as a toy model for what happens at the tip of an invasion front in a cooperating population.
For a certain range of parameters, the reproductive variance of the system scales like N€¢, for some ¢ € (0, 1),
as in Proposition In both cases, the time scale for the scaling limit of the demographic fluctuations (and
thus the genealogy) is given by N/X%? = N'~°. However, the invasion mechanisms in [I6] are very different
from the evolutionary dynamics described in the previous section. The main difference lies in the fact that the
reproductive variance is concentrated in a region in which the expected number of individuals is microscopic.
In [16], this results in jumps in the scaling limit of the demographic fluctuations (a (2 — ¢)-stable CSBP) and in a
multiple merger limiting genealogy (precisely, a Beta(c, 2 — ¢)-coalescent) of the invasion front. This is illustrated
in Figure [3]

2 Outline of the proof

Our approach relies on a method of moments for random metric measure spaces introduced in [I5]. As in
[32], [16], we will enrich the structure of the BBM to prove the joint convergence of the genealogy and the size of
the system started from a single particle. The convergence of the demographic fluctuations to Feller’s diffusion
will be deduced from our Yaglom law and the uniform converge of the moments.

In Section we first define a topology on the set of metric measure spaces (mm spaces) following [17].
In section we introduce our limiting random mm space, the Coalescent Point Process (CPP). This limiting
object is known to be the scaling limit of critical Galton-Watson processes with finite variance [29]. In Section
2.3l we encode the genealogy of the system at time tN'7¢ as a random mm space. Next, in Section [2.4] we
explain how to compute the moments of mm space associated to the BBM thanks to a spinal decomposition of
the process X~. The remainder of this section is dedicated to the sketch of the proof for the convergence of the
moments of our BBM.

2.1 Random Metric Measure Spaces (mm spaces)

A metric measure space (X,d, p) is a complete separable metric space (X, d) equipped with a finite measure v.
Let | X| := v(X) and note that we do not require p to be a probability measure. We say that (X,d, ) and
(X', d', 1) are equivalent if there exists an isometry ¢ between the supports of p and p’ such that ' is the
pushed forward of p by ¢. We denote by M the set of equivalence classes of mm spaces.
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FIGURE 3: Fitness wave versus spatial wave. (a) Fitness wave: stable configuration h” is the BBM X?. The
reproductive variance is concentrated in the interval [0, A] where the expected number of particles is of order
N7 (see Proposition. (b) Spatial wave: stable configuration in the BBM defined in [34] to describe the
genealogy at the tip of spatial fronts. In the semi pushed regime, the reproductive variance if or order N2~¢
for some « € (1,2). In this case, the variance is concentrated in an interval of the form [L,L — A] for some
constant A. For this interval, the expected number of particles is of order N'~% « 1.

Definition 1 (Polynomials [I7, Definition 2.3]). A functional ® : M — R is a polynomial of degree k € N if
there exists a bounded continuous function ¢ : [0, 00) (2) — R such that

k

(X)) = [ old(wosicsz0) [T o).

=1
We write I1 for the set of all polynomials.

Definition 2 (Gromov-weak topology [17, Definition 2.8]). The Gromov-weak topology is defined as the topol-
ogy induced by the polynomials, that is, the smallest topology making all polynomials continuous. A sequence
(X™,d™, u™) is said to converge to (X,d,u) in M with respect to the Gromov-weak topology if and only if
(X", d™, u") converges to ®(X,d, u) for all & € II.

Definition 3. A random mm space is a random variable with values in M, endowed with the Gromov-weak

topology and the associated Borel o-field.

Many properties of the marked Gromov-weak topology are derived in [10] under the additional assumption
that p is a probability measure. The next result shows that IT forms a convergence determining class only when
the limit satisfies a moment condition, which is a well-known criterion for a real variable to be identified by its
moments, see for instance [I2, Theorem 3.3.25].

Proposition 2.1 (Convergence criterion [9, Lemma 2.7]). Suppose that (X, d, 1) is a random mm space satisfying

E[|X|"]/?

lim sup < oo. (23)

p—oo
Let ((X™,d™, u™)) be a sequence of random mm spaces. If
Jim E[0(X",d", 1)) = E[®(X,d,v)],

for all ® € II, then, the sequence ((X™,d"™, u"])) converges in distribution to (X, d,v) for the marked Gromov-
weak topology.

For @ € II and a random mm space (X, d, 1), the quantity E[(®(X,d, p1))] is called the moment of (X, d, u)
associated to ®.



Remark 2. Consider a random mm space (X,d, i). Assume that E[|X|*] < co. The moments of a random mm

can be rewritten as
E[@(X.d0)] = BIX|] x griom [IXold(wev,).i # 5 € ()]

where (v;) are k points sampled uniformly at random and | X| = u(X) s thought of as the total population size.
As a consequence, the moments of a random mmm are obtained by biasing the population size by its k'™ moment
and then picking k individuals uniformly at random.

Let (X, d, p) be a random marked metric measure space, we denote by E(® (X, d,v)) the moment of [X, d, ;1]
associated to ®.

2.2 The Brownian Coalescent Point Processes

In this section, we recall the construction of the Brownian Coalescent Point Process. This mm space is known
to be the limiting genealogy of critical Galton-Watson processes with finite variance [29]. As we shall see, the
sequence of mm spaces associated to the sequence of BBMs X" also converges to a Brownian CPP.

Let T > 0. Consider a Poisson Point Process P on Ry x R, with intensity dt ® 2~ 2dz. Define

Yr = inf{y>0:(t,y) € P,t >T},

and
dp(z,y) = sup{t : (2,t) €P and 2<z<y}, O0<z<y<Yr.
The Brownian Coalescent Point Process with height T is defined as the random metric measure space

MCPPT = ([07YT},dp,Leb) .

Proposition 2.2 (Moments of the Brownian CPP). Let k € N. Let (Un,...,Ux—1) be i.i.d. uniform random
variables on [0,T]. Define

Uiyj = max{Ui, ceey Ujfl}.
Then for any bounded continuous function ¢ : [0, c0) (2) — R with associated polynomial ®, we have

E[®(Mcpp,)] = KIT'E [6(Us;,0,)] 5
where o is an independent uniform permutation of [k].
Proof. The proof can be found in [I5] Proposition 4]. O

Remark 3. The random variable Yr is an exponential random variable with parameter T. It is interpreted as
the size of the population.

Proposition 2.3 (Sampling from the CPP). Let k € N and sample k points, denoted by (v1,...,vr), uniformly
at random from the CPP. Then ((dr(vi,v;)), ;) is identical in law to ((Ho,.0,)) where (H, ;) is defined as in
(L8).

Proof. The proof can be found in [, Proposition 4.3]. O

2.3 The Metric Space associated to the BBM

Let t > 0 and recall that N denotes the set of particles alive at time ¢ in the BBM X. Set

wy o= Z 6y, and Vo, e N, d) (v,0)) = t—|v A, (24)
veNN
where |v A v'| denotes the most recent time when v and v’ had a common ancestor. Let M} := [N, dY, ul’]

be the resulting random mm. Finally, set

_ 1 - 1
ay =5 Z Sy, and Vu,v € N, d?(v,v')z(t—NW/\v/\),

veNR;
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and define the rescaled mm space MY := [./\/'t]X,7 dr, /liv] In order to prove Theorem 3, we will establish the
following convergence result.

Theorem 5. Iiet t > 0. Let Mcpp, be a Brownian CPP with height "2—21& Conditional on the event {Zg\,l,c > 0},
the sequence (My; N € N) converges weakly to Mcpp, with respect to the Gromov-weak topology.

2.4 The k-spine tree and the many-to-few formula

In this section, we introduce the k-spine tree associated to the BBM and state our many-to-few formula. This
formula will be used to compute the moments of M;.

Definition 4. The spine process (CtN)tzo is the diffusion with generator

3@ + )

5 fi(@), f(0)=0, f(Ln)=0. (25)

In the following ¢f (x,y) denotes the probability kernel of the spine process. The generator is the Doob
(WN)-transform of G + é In particular,

' (2.9) = 7 ol (@.0).

The next result is standard (see e.g. [13]).

Proposition 2.4. The spine process has a unique invariant measure given by
™ (dz) = h(z)" AN (z)dz. (26)

We now move to the definition of the k-spine tree. Let (Ut,...,Ux—1) be independent random variables
uniformly distributed in [0, t]. Define

V1i<i<j<k-1, Uy;=U;; = maX{Ui,...,U];1}. (27)

Let T be the unique tree of depth ¢t with k leaves such that the tree distance between the i-th and the j-th leaves
is given Uj;, ;. This tree is ultrametric and planar in the sense that

Vi, j,l € [k’], Ui; <U; VU,

(ultrametric) and the inequality becomes an equality if i < [ < j (planar). The depth of the first branching
point in the k-spine tree is thus given by
7= max U;.
ielk—1]

Marks are then assigned as follows. On each branch of the tree, the mark evolves according to the spine
process ¢V and it branches into two independent diffusions at each branching point of T. The resulting planar
marked ultrametric tree will be denoted by 7~ and referred to as the k-spine tree. We will denote by QX% the
distribution of the k-spine associated to X” of height ¢ rooted at .

In the following, B will denote the set of k — 1 branching points of the k-spine and £ will denote the set of
k leaves. We will denote by ¢ the mark (or the position) of the node v € BU £. Finally, (Vi;i € [k]) is the
enumeration of the leaves from left to right in the k-spine (i.e., V; is the leaf with label 7).

Theorem 6 (Many-to-few). Recall the definition of My from Section|2.8 Lett >0 and x > 0. Let k € N, let
¢ : [0, oo)(g) — R bounded continuous function and denote by ® the associated polynomial. Then

—1 NN k 1
IIn (cv)_ljl—hlv(cvv_),

veB

k

B o] = @ QX (800ns)) . with &Y= (3)

where (Us ;) is as in and o is an independent random permutation of [k].
The proof of this result can be found in Section

11
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FIGURE 4: k-spine with & = 3. Left panel: planar tree T generated from 2 i.i.d. uniform random variables
(U1, Uz). Right panel: branching 1-spines running along the branches of the tree T.

Definition 5 (Accelerated k-spine). Consider the spine process accelerated by N'™¢, i.e. the transition kernel
of the spine process is now given by qé\lf\,l,c(m, y). We denote this kernel by N (z,y). Consider the same planar
structure as before, i.e., the depth is t and the distance between points at time t is given by . We denote by
QN*t the distribution of the k-spine tree obtained by running accelerated spines along the branches. For any
vertez v in the accelerated k-spine tree, C, will denote the mark of the vertex v.

Proposition 2.5 (Rescaled many-to-few). Recall the definition of MY from Section . Lett >0 and x € Qn.
Let k € N, let ¢ : [0, oo)(g) — R bounded continuous function and denote by ® the associated polynomial. Then

k—1
E. [#(11")] = Wk!h(m)tk’l D (AN G Unsy)) s with AN 1= <%> [1r"Eh HT\/)
vEB =1 v

where (Us,;) is as in and o is an independent random permutation of {1,...,k}.
Proof. This is a direct consequence Theorem |§| after rescaling the measure p¥ by N and time by N'7¢. O

The proof of Theorem [5| relies on the following convergence result.

Proposition 2.6. Lett > 0. Let k € N, let ¢ : [0, oo)(g) — R bounded continuous function and denote by ® the
associated polynomial. Then, uniformly in xQn,

1 B B 2\ k—1
N Nkt (AN(b(UUi,gj)) — (%) E ((b(UUi,Uj)) .

2.5 Heuristics and organisation of the paper

Theorem [2] and Theorem [3]can be deduced from Theorem[f] The idea behind the proof of Theorem [f] consists in
identifying the limiting moments of the mm space M}" to that of a Brownian CPP of height t (see Proposition
using a spinal decomposition (see Proposition and Proposition. The convergence criterion for mm spaces
given in Proposition then yields the result.

We now give a brief heuristics to explain why Proposition should hold. By definition of AY,

QY (A - 6(Us,r,)) = N’“((Hh” & HW>'¢‘U"“’”>'

veEB i=1

By definition of the accelerated k-spine tree, its structure is binary a.s. and the marks along the branches are
given by spine processes accelerated by N17¢. On the other hand, we will prove in Sectionthat the mixing time
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of the spine process is of order log(N)? < N'7¢. As a consequence, the (¢} )uesuc should be well-approximated
by 2k — 1 i.i.d. random variables with law II™ and the RHS of the above should be approximately given by

(%/OLN (N (y))QﬁN(y)dy> o (/OLN BN(y)dy> ) E [¢(Usi.o;)] »

where we used that IV = KNV (see (26)). Our Perron-Frobenius renormalisation @D and Propositionthen
yield the content of Proposition [2.6]
Once this result is proved, Theorem then shows that, for all polynomials ¢, as N — oo,

BRI~ bt (1) HE [0,

Conditioning this on the survival of the process and using Theorem [1} we get that, as N — oo,

2
g

k
E.[®(MY)| Z ) 1-c > 0] — E! (315) E[¢(Us,.0,)] -

Proposition shows that MY converges to a Brownian CPP of depth ét.

The convergence of the demographic fluctuations for the BBM started from N particles follows from the
Kolmogorov estimate Theorem [I] and the convergence of the moment associated to ® = 1, provided that these
convergence results are uniform in the starting point = of the BBM. The above calculations (applied to ® = 1)
indicate that, for the BBM started from a single particle at > 0, the process Z¥ = %Zﬁvl,c is well-
approximated by a random variable with law

2 hY(z) 2 hN(z) 2z \ 2dz
<1‘ﬁ I Gy vkl STy R

Hence, for ¢ > 0

_ N N 2 N a2t N
P Y (O Ao T AT T WATC T BN (A R |
o2t N o2t N o?t+2q ot N 14 2ty N 1+t

for N large. If we now assume that the initial configurations Ag" are such that - ZueNgV h(XY (0)) converges
to some zp > 0 in probability, the branching property shows that

—qZ WYX (0) g q
E [e thN} ~E, exp | — - ~exp| —=z ,
H p N 1 + 0'22t p 01 + 0'22t

veNy

o2

which coincides with the Laplace transform of a Feller diffusion with branching mechanisms ¥(q) = %-¢

3 Heat kernel estimates

In this section, we derive precise estimates on the density of particles p; (see Section and on the transition
kernel of the spine ¢:. Related results have already been proved for Dirichlet boundary conditions. We refer the
reader to [30, Lemma 2.1] for general diffusions in bounded domains of R? and [2, Lemma, 5] for the case where
0 and L are both absorbing.

3.1 Spectral theory and mixing time

First, we recall classical results from Sturm-Liouville theory following [35, Section 4.6]. Consider the Sturm-—

Liouville problem
%v"(aj) —xo(z), ze(0,L), v'(0)=pv0), v(L) = 0. (SLP)
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(1) A solution of (SLP) is defined as a function v : [0, L] — R such that v and v’ are absolutely continuous
on [0, L] and satisfies (SLP)) a.e. on (0, L). In particular, any solution v is continuously differentiable on
[0, L]. In our particular case, the solutions are also twice differentiable on [0, L] and satisfy (SLPJ) for all
z € (0,L).

(2) A complex number A is an eigenvalue of the Sturm-Liouville problem (SLP) if Equation (SLP) has a
solution v which is not identically zero on [0, L]. This set of eigenvalues will be referred to as the spectrum.

(3) It is known that the set of eigenvalues is infinite, countable and has no finite accumulation point. Besides,
it is upper bounded and all the eigenvalues are simple and real so that they can be enumerated

A1 >)\2>...>)\n>...,
where
Ap — —00 as n — +oo.

(4) As a consequence, the eigenvector v; associated to A; is unique up to constant multiplies. Furthermore,
the sequence of eigenfunctions can be normalised to form an orthonormal sequence of L?([0, L]). This
orthonormal sequence is complete in 1?([0, L]) so that the fundamental solution of PDE (B]) can be written
as

e e Ok (@)ue(y)
gt(z,y) = ;e ENE : (28)

(5) The function v1 does not change sign in (0, L). For k > 2, the eigenfunction vy has exactly k — 1 zeros on
(0,L).
Finally, we recall from that the density of the BBM X” is related to g; via the relation

2
- —x
pl(zy) =e2 e’V gl (x,y), AP =1-p (29)

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that L = L(8) is as in Definition ‘ Then,

ﬁteﬁ(y—z) Z e—ét v (z) vk (y)

v =e 2 t>0 €
Dt (Zlf,y) € HkaQ ) sy LY B

k>1

where y1 =y = +/1 — 2 and, for all k € N, 7y is the unique solution of

tan(vy,xLg) = —%, such that ~y,L € [<k — %) , lmr] ,

and
. 1 1
o) =sin(ou(Ls = ), @ € 0.La(@, el = 5 (Lo + 5 cost)?).
Moreover, we have
; Ls +
sn(yLs) =7, cos(yLa) =, ful? = 2 (30)

Proof. The formula for p: follows directly from points (1) to (6) and from a straightforward calculation. We
leave this calculation to the reader. The last part of the result follows from the observation that

tan(yLg) = —%7 and B2++°=1, pBe (0,1),v € (0,1).

Lemma 3.2. There exists Lo > 0 such that, for all Lg > Lo, we have

{7(;x+1)5v1(x)9(5x+1), Osz<Lp—g;

2y
Z(Lp —x) <vi(z) <y(Lg —x), Lp— 3 << Lg,
and for k > 1, we have
2 0<ax<Lg—>x
TR SN
Y(Lg —x) Lg— 35 <z < Lg.
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Proof. Using a convexity argument combined with (30)), one can show that

{v(;ﬁ;”ﬂmﬂ) <v(@)<y(Br+1), 0<a<Ls— &

%(Lﬁ*ﬁ)ﬁlﬂ(l’)ﬁ’y(Lﬁ*x), L;gf%SxSLg.

Then, Remark shows that, for Lg large enough, 2vLg — 7 < 27 and 2(1 —«) > 1. Similarly, for k£ > 1, we see
that

Blsin(yxL)|z +sin(yxLg) 0<z < Lg— 5
ok (2)] < v
’}/k(Lg—l') L5—1<x<L.
We then recall from Lemma [3.1] that

| sin(yL)| = % cos(nL)| < L& (31)

and use that for L large enough, 8 > 1/2. O

Corollary 3.3. The same convexity argument shows that

21-9) 2y
Yz € == =7 —) < < — 7).
reQg, v (2’YLB T+ 1) AN—"(Lg—z) <wvi(z) <y(Bx+1) Av(Lsg — z)

Lemma 3.4. (i) We have

- =2 (k2—4)x2
VB € (0,1), Vt >0, Yo,y € Qp,  |pe(x,y) — h(z)h(y)| < 4e” 2" Zk%f z !

k>2
(i) Let e > 0. There exists a constant Ce > 0 such that, for all Lg large enough,
V> e(La), Yo,y € Qs [} (@,y) — h(@)h(y)] < =h? (@)R% ().
(iii) There exists o > 0 such that, for Lg large enough,
Vi > (L), Va,y € Qs [pf (2,y) — h(@)h(y)| < e "1’ (@)h" (y).

Proof. First, note that p; can be written as

pe(@,) = h(@)h(y) + @) 3 2O PELIORLY) ()i (y)
2 el
Then, remark that for all k£ > 2,
||UlH2 1 2 2 k*m?
I HQSiSL and 7y *’YkS*zL 5.
Vk + AL; 8

For z € [L[; - %, L[;], we see from Lemma and Lemma that

vi ()
v1(x)

< Tk < o,
2y

Similarly, for x € [0, Lg— %], we get that

vk ()
v1(z)

1
= 1

< (l)ﬁ < 2k.
Vi x+ 2

Putting all of this together, we finally get that

Plu—=) Z e%(vf*w%)tw < |4 Z ke~ 7’“42;22 t h(a:)il(y),

5 <
= [0l =

which concludes the proof of the lemma. O
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3.2 Proof of Proposition

For the sake of clarity, we drop the N superscripts/indices in the following calculations and write Ly = Lg,
By =6, v =7 and v = 0.
Recall from that

ePl = e
$(2)? = (;‘175)2/0 e By, (2)3dw = (31 Sl (32)

First, we remark that for all « > 0 and 0 < z; < z3 < L, we have

(8% + &) /962 ¢’ sin(azx)dz = [eﬁ” sin(az) — ™1 sin(owcl)] -« [eﬁ” cos(azz) — €1 cos(owcl)] . (33)

1

This equality can be obtained by consecutive integrations by parts. We will also make use of the following
identities:
.3 1 . . 3 1
Vz € R, sin’(z) = 1 (3sin(x) —sin(3x)), cos’(z) = 1 (3 cos(x) + cos(3z))
sin(yL) =+, cosyL=—3, sin(3yL) =3y — a~3, cos(3vL) =38 — 483, P47 =1, (34)
where the second and the third inequalities are established in Lemma Thus,

I, = §/ e P sin(y(L — x))dx — 1/ e " sin(3y(L — z))dz.
4 Jo 4 Jo

It follows from a change a variable, and that

L

I, := / e P sin(y(L — z))dx = e_’eL/ Y sin(yy)dy
0 L

—z

=8 (sin(’yL) —e 7 sin(y(L — z))) - (cos('yL) —e P cos(y(L — z)))
=267+ ¢ 7 (veos(y(L — 2)) = Bsin(y(L - 2))) -

Similarly, we get that

z L
I.3:= / e " sin (3y(L — z)) de = e PF / e’V sin(3vyy)dy (35)
0 L

(1+8y%)7! (sm 3yL) — e PZsin(3y(L — z))) -3y (cos(3'yL) — e % cos(3vy(L — z)))]
(1+8y%)7! [ sin(3yL) — 3y cos(3yL) 4+ e 7% (3y cos(3v(L — 2)) — Bsin(3y(L z)))]
(1+89%) 7 [687 = 168" + e~ (3y cos(33(L — 2)) — Bsin(3y(L — 2)))|

) 1j:z,3

1l
=
+
[0 ]
«2

In particular, for z = L, we have

Ira =2By+~e ", and Ips = (1+8y")7"(68y - 1687" + 3ve~ "), (36)
so that,
3 1 1 3 3
I, = EIL,l — ZIL73 = Z (64’7 +O(’y )),
which, together with (32)), and yields (with o = 647%/c%).
Note that

3.1 — Ty = 1687 + ¢ (3y(cos(y(L — 2) — cos(3(L — 2)))) + Alsin((L — 2)) — 3Bsin((L — 2))))
=168+ + e #* (127 sin(vy(L — z))2 cos(y(L — z)) — 4B sin(~(L — z))g)
— 166" — 4e~% sin(y(L — 2))? (Bsin(r(L — 2)) — By cos(y(L - 2))),
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where we used (34) and the identity cos(z) — cos(y) = —2sin((z — y)/2) sin((z + y)/2) to get the second line.
Let us now assume that 1 < z < L. Then, 7 < 7z < 1 and a Taylor expansion then shows that

L.s = 667 = 1667° + =7 (3y2 + o(y2)),
and that - ) .
3Ly — Los = 1687” — 4”7 ((72)" + o((12)")).
For z = Ax = A (see (15)), one can check that z%e™?* tends to 0 as N goes to co. Combining this with

yields the first part of (16)).
We now compute the quantity

z z L
J. = / h(z)dz = l/ P D sin(y(L — z))dx = l/ e 77 sin(yx)dz.
0 Y Jo YLz

An integration by part shows that, for all 0 < 21 < z2 < L, we have

T2
(B> + az)/ e P? sin(az)dr = —3 [e_ﬁxz sin(azg) — e 7™ sin(aa;l)] -« [e_ﬁ“ cos(azs) —e P cos(aa:l)] :
z1

Putting this together with shows that
1 _g—
J: = € HE=2 (Bsin(y(L — 2)) + 7y cos(v(L — 2))) .
In particular, we see that J. = 1 (as mentioned in (9)). For 1 < z < L, a Taylor expansion yields that

1 g
Jo= e M (s 4 o(y2)).

Plugging z = A in the above equation shows that N°J4 — 6 as N goes to co. This gives the second part of
(with @ = 6).

Remark 4. The above calculations show that for all 1 < A K L, as N — oo,

L Y(A)? = 6%, and N/A h(z)dz L (AeBA)
Ne ’ 0 c%log(NV)6 '

3.3 The Green’s function

In this section, we derive the Green’s function of the system X? to control its small time behaviour (on the time
scale of the Feller diffusion). Recall from Section [1.2|that g” (z,y) from (@] refers to the fundamental solution of

the PDE
atu(t7 y) = %8yyu(t7 y)’ Yy € QB (B)
Bu(t,0) — Oyu(t,y)|y=0 =0, wu(t,Lg)=0

Let B; be a Brownian motion started from x € Qg with generator

Af(y) = 304 f(y), y€Qs
Bu(0) —u'(0) =0, wu(Lg) =0,

and 7 :=inf{¢t > 0: By ¢ [0, Lg)]}. The Green’s function G associated to this differential operator is the unique
function such that, for every bounded measurable functions g, we have

B | [Caoi| = [7 6w gt

In particular, we have

[ i@ =6,
0

We know from Section that v1 > 0 and Av; < 0 on Qg. This implies (see [28, Proposition 4.2.3]) that the
Green’s function G is finite (i.e. the operator A is subcritical in the sense of [28] Section 4.3]). The next result

gives an explicit formula for the Green function G.
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Lemma 3.5 ([7, p.19]). We have
Gz, y) = (B +1) - y(Lp —y)/V*(BLs +1)] 0<a<y<Lg
7 Y(By +1) - v(Lg —x)/[V?(BLs +1)] 0<y << Lg.
A Taylor expansion with Lagrange remainder shows that
Vo e Qs [oi(@) — (B + DI <% and Jun(@) — (Ls — 2)] < 13(Ls — )"

The following lemma is a key tool to estimate the variance in the number of particles produced in a time
interval of length C'log(N)?.

Lemma 3.6. Lete > 0 and let cc be as in Lemma (i3). Setto = c.(Lg)?. There exists a constant D, Be > 0
such that

to L L
vees, [ ([ nateadn)ds < D@) " [ h0n )6 @y < Bo'e.
0 0 0
Proof. We know from and Definition 4| that

R 1-62, v
qf(wyy):hﬁgpf(w,y):e 2 UIEZ;gf(w,y) (37)

—p2
Besides, note that, by definition of ¢, we have e St < C for all t < tg. Thus, we have

/ * e yyds < 02 / " P (ay)ds < c”“% G¥ (z,y).

v1(x) v (x

Hence, by Fubini’s theorem,

/oto </0L h(y)gs(z, y)dy) ds = (v ()" /OL h(y)oi ()G (z, y)dy =: (v1()) ' L.

It then follows from Lemma and ,

2 (s —=) 2 (Bz+1)

Y T BN(BLs + 1)

T L+B87(BLs+1)

11,27

with .
Lxim [ P06y + Dy, L= [0 (s - p)dy,
0 x
The second part of Lemma [3.5] implies that

I =é" (/ e‘ﬂym(y)3dy+72/ e‘ﬁyvl(y)Qyzdy) -

0 0

One can then check using a convexity argument that, for L large enough,
I < CePly® (1 A ),
and that the same holds for I, 2 with L — = instead of x. As a result, we get that

2 (g —x) sLy a7Vl —x)(1 Ax) BL_3 BL
— = 1< Ce”Pyt e 2 < (Ce e’e
L+B~(BLs +1) = Y A (BLs + 1) !

where the second inequality is deduced from Lemma The second part of the integral can be bounded with
the exact same arguments.

O
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4 Many-to-few formula and convergence of moments

The proof of Theorem [[]and Theorem [ requires to estimate moments of quantities that depend on the position
of the particles in the BBM at time ¢{N'~¢. These calculations can be performed thanks to a many-to-few
formula, similar to that given in Theorem@ provided that we enrich the structure of the mm space of the BBM
to keep track of the positions of the particles. This approach is detailed in Section [} Section [{:4]is dedicated
to the proof of Proposition |2.6]

4.1 Marked metric measure space

Let (E,dg) be a fixed complete separable metric space, referred to as the marked space. In our application
E = Qg is endowed with the usual distance on the real line and the marks will be seen as positions in Q3.

Definition 6 ([10]). (i) A marked metric measure space (mmm space) is a triple (X, d,v) such that (X,d) is
a complete and separable metric space and v is a finite measure on X x E. We denote by M¥ the set of
equivalence classes of mmm spaces.

(i) Let (X,d,v) be a mmm space. Consider the application

. {(X x B)f - R x EF
((vi,xi); 1 < k) — (d(vi,vj),asi; 1,7 < k)
that maps k points in X X E to the matriz of pairwise distances and marks. The marked distance matrix
distribution vy x of (X, d,v) is defined as the pushforward of v®* by the map Ry, that is vy x = v®* oR,Zl.
(ii5) A functional U : MP — R is a polynomial if, there exists k € N and a bounded continuous function
¥ [0, oo)(g) x E* — R such that
k

U(X,d,v) = (vkx,¥) = / D(d(vi, vi)r<icizn, (@)i<i<e) [ [ v(do x das).

(X xE)k i=1

Definition 7. The marked Gromov-weak topology is the topology on MP induced by the set of polynomials. A
random mmm space is a random variable with values in MF, endowed with the marked Gromov-weak topology
and the associated Borel o-field.

The mmm space associated to the BBM Fix ¢t > 0 and recall that A refers to the set of particles
alive at time ¢ in the BBM X", Let
MY = (J\ftN,diV,u,fV), with v = Z 5@,X{V(v)7
veN]

and df as defined in , As for the mm space associated to the BBM (see Section [2.3)), we are interested in
the rescaled version of this object,

MY = (./\/,fyvkc,Ji\,J?tN), with 7' =

Y SuxNw:

N
vGNtNl_C

=2/

and d; is rescaled in the same way as in Section [2:3]
Theorem 7. Lett >0,z € Qn, andk €N, ¢ : [0, oo)(g) — R and (@i, € [k]) be bounded continuous functions.

Let
k

Y(d(vi, vj)1<i<j<n, (Ti)1<i<i) = @(d(vi, vj)1<i<i<k) H pi(w3),

i=1
and denote by U the associated polynomial. Recall the definition of the k-spine tree distribution Q™' from
Section[24} We have
k
E, [U(MN)] = kInN ()t QR (AN¢((Ua<i>,a<]~))) H‘Pz‘(CVU(i))> :
i=1

where AN is as in Theoremla and o is an independent permutation of [k].
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Remark 5. If we set p; = 1 in the previous result, we obtain the many-to-few lemma for the unmarked space
stated in Theorem @ On the other hand, setting ¢ = 1 and @; = hY boils down to computing the factorial
moments of the random variable

Y)Y = Y pN(Xu(1). (38)

veNN

4.2 Marked planar ultrametric distance matrices

The proof of Theorem m relies on a planarisation argument, similar to that developed in [32, Section 3]. We
repeat this argument here for the sake of completeness. The main idea of the proof is to use the branching
property to derive a recursion formula satisfied both by the moments of the planarised BBM and the spine
measure. This formula will also be used in the next sections to compute the moments of the BBM by induction.

The genealogy of our planarised BBM will be encoded by marked binary ultrametric matrices that we now
define. We say that a matrix (U;,;)1<s,j<k is planar ultrametric if

Vi <7< l, Uiyl = U@j Vv Uj,l~
Moreover, the matrix (U; ;) is said to be binary if

Ui,]' 7é Uk,l = (Z,J) 75 (kvl) and (17‘7) 7é (l7k)

We denote by Uy, the set of binary planar ultrametric matrices of size k. Let U = Uy x E* be the set of marked
binary planar distance matrices.

The BBM is planarised by giving an Ulam-Harris label p, € Unenfo,13» to each individual. These labels are
assigned recursively:

(i) We label the root with 0.
(ii) The label does not vary between two branching points.

(iii) At each branching point v, we distribute the labels (p,,0) and (py, 1) uniformly among the two children.
The child (py,0) (resp. (pv, 1)) is said to be the left (resp. the right) child of the individual v.

We denote by MN’pl the set of particles at time ¢ in the planarised version of the BBM X». The Ulam-Harris
labelling (p,) induces an order on /\/tN’pl (the lexicographic order). In particular, for every v1 < ... < vx € /\/'tN‘pl,
the marked distance matrix of the sample ¥ = (v1, ..., vk ), defined as

UN (@) = (df (vi, vj)1<i.5<k)

is an element of Uyg.

The recursion formula will be obtained by decomposing each sample v1 < ... < vy into two subfamilies. This
will be achieved by partitioning [k] as follows. For ((U;;), (z;)) € Uy, define 7(U) = max;%; U; ;. In words,
7(U) is the time to the most recent common ancestor (MRCA) of the sample whose distance matrix is given by
U. We say that the integers ¢ and j are in the same block iff U; ; < 7(U). Since U is a binary planar ultrametric
matrix, there exists an integer n < k — 1 such that this partition can be written as {{1,...,n},{n +1,...,k}}.
We write To(U) and T3 (U) for the corresponding sub-matrices obtained from this partition and |To(U)|, |T1(U)|
for the sizes of the two blocks. Let

de : U~ (1(U), To(U), T1(U)) (39)

be the application that maps marked distance matrices to its decomposition. This application is continuous on
Uj. In particular, this map is continuous on Uk.

Note that for a sample v1 < ... < vy € NP and U = U(%), To(U) (resp. Ti(U)) are the marked distance
matrices of the descendants of the left (resp. right) child of the MRCA.

Proposition 4.1. Let k € N, t > 0 and « € Qn. Let RY* be the measure on U} such that for every bounded
measurable functional F : U}, — R,

RY*YF) =R, > F(U(v))

V1 <...<vp N P!
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Then, we have
RYMHE) = BN (@)t QM (AN F(Us ), (Gn)),

where (Us ;) is as in , AN is as in Theorem and QY% as is Section
A (sketch of) proof will be given in Section for this proposition. We refer to [32] for more details.

4.3 Recursion formula for the k-spine tree

The proof of Proposition relies on a recursion formula for functionals F': U — R of the product form

FU) = 11y =n.|11|=k-n} [ (T(U)) Fo(To(U)) 1 (T1.(U)), (40)

where f : RT — R, Fy : U;, —» R and F; : Uj_,, — R are bounded continuous functions and 1 <n < k—1. We
will show that for such functionals, the family of biased spine measures L, defined by

dLN k,t B
dQth — {F-IAN,
satisfies a recursion formula. By a slight abuse of notation, for functionals F' : U}, — R, we write
LEN(F) = "' (AN F((Uiy), (Gn)))- (41)

LY**t can be seen as a measure on U} and Proposition can be written as

Thanks to this projection,
RYFHE) = BN (2)LY R4 (F). (42)

This identity relies on the following observation.

Proposition 4.2. Let F' be a functional of the product form as in . Then

LY RH(F / f(s { (G L™ (Fo) Ly~ (£1) | ds. (43)
t—s t—s
Proof. This is a direct consequence of the construction of the k-spine. A detailed proof can be found in [32]

Section 3]. O

As explained in Section the appropriate rescaling of the system is to accelerate time by N'7¢ and to
rescale space by V. On the other hand, we expect the mass of the rescaled k-spine trees to be of order N*—1e
(see Proposition [2.6). We will thus work on the family of rescaled biased spine measure L,

DY) = < @ BN F((Ui), (), (44)

and prove that these measures converge to the desired limits.
Corollary 4.3. Let F be a functional of the product form as in . Then,

N,k—n,s

LY (p /f V@ DN (D

T 2Ne . ()] ds

Proof of Proposition[{-1} The proof goes along the same lines as [32] Section 3] and we prove the result by

induction. The case k = 1 is the well-known ‘many-to-one’ lemma (Lemma . It shows that, for a bounded
measurable function f: R — R,

R = [ s =10@) [ 10 s (45)
8 B
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where the second inequality is a consequence of Definition 4} For k > 2 and F' of the product form , we use
the Markov property and the many-to-one lemma to show that

v
1,€thl 'U1<‘."_<'Un wy < <Wg_p
- fecl=e jwil=s

RYE(F) ~ , %/of(S) S Exy | Y] RU®) | Exy > RU®W)) | ds

— h(x ‘1 s 4-s(2,y) By & s
=he) [ 50 [ A, L3 RO B S AU@) | b
vi=s Jwi|=s

_ tl (Iﬁs(fﬂyy) N,n,s N,k—n,s
= h(x)/o 2f(5) /yeQN NG R,™°(Fo)R, (F1)dyds.

The result then follows by induction using Proposition We refer to [32] Section 3] for further details. O

4.4 Convergence of the planar moments of the mm space

Lemma 4.4 (Rough bounds). Let k > 1 and T > 0. There exists a constant gz = aa(k,T) such that

VO<T <T,VoeQn, VN, Lo"(1)<am

Proof. Let to := log(N)? For k = 1, the existence of qrz(1,T") follows from Lemma and @D for t > to and

1—c -
from a coupling wi]gh a BBM with no reflective boundary for ¢ € [0, ¢o]. In the latter case, a Girsanov transform
shows that the expected number of particles in the system is bounded by exp(#toN 1=¢) which is bounded
(see Remark [I)).
For k = 2, we see from Corollary that

L) = 2;/ - [P E@EOEE T (1)) dSSCm(LT)ZQ}VC/O o, W) (@ y)dyds.

We see from Lemma [3.4] that, for N large enough,
vt > to, ‘jiv(x7y) < CIHN(y)7
so that, by Proposition [[:2}
1 /t / N/ \-N 2
5o h™(y)as (z,y)dyds < c1o°t.
2N¢ Jio Jay

We now estimate the second part of the integral thanks to the Green’s function. First, recall from Definition [4]

and that

i

@ (z,y) = hN(yipiv(w,y) = Z;Ei;elf(imagf(mw) (46)

Remark [1] shows that the exponential term in the RHS of the above is bounded by a constant for all ¢ < toN1~¢,
so that

fo 1 [t C v'(y)
< _N _ 1 N .
<t [Caoas = g [ ol @< G B 6 N ey

Using Lemma [3.6] we see that

=N,2,tg 1 3 BNL (LN)3 N =00
L7 (1) < o)™ ™ < Cm —— 0.

This concludes the proof of the result for k = 2.
Let us now assume that the result holds for £ — 1 > 2. It follows from Corollary that

=N, k,t 1
L, (1) =
) = on [

N,n,t—s *Nk n,t—s
() ZLC“ DLy " (1) ds.
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By induction, we get that

VE<T, LN“()<(2]1VC/;E [thts} )(qu )).

Note that the first factor on the RHS of the above equation is fiv'z’t(l), We can then conclude by using the first
part of the proof. O

The second result of this section shows that the convergence of moments is uniform in the starting point x.
Lemma 4.5. Lett > 0 and k € N. Let F be a functional of the product form . Then, as N — oo,

sup fiv’k’t(F) EQN'“ t(F)’ — 0.

TEQN

Proof. Let & > 0 and c. be as in Lemma [3.4] Define t; = c.(Lnx)?/N'"¢ and let DY (z,y) = ¢¥ (z,y) — IV (y).
Our recursion formula (see Corollary shows that

= > 1 t7t1 n,s = —n,s
LY (F) - TN (F) = he / Fs) [ WY @)D ni—e )y " (F)L T () dy ds
0 Qn
1 t=t N —N,n,s —N,k—n,s
+ 5 Fs) [ Y )i gnr-e (@, y)Ly ™ (Fo)L (F1) dy ds
2N¢ Jy, Oy
1 =t N N —N,n,s +N,k—n,s
Fone [ 16 [N @I e B T () dy ds
2Ne Jy, N
=: A; + Az + As.
Let us first bound A;. We deduce from Lemma [3.4] that for N large enough,
Vu>t, Yoy € Q,  |[Dv(wy)| < (). (47)

We then deduce from Lemma[4:4] and Proposition [I.2) that, for N large enough,

44] < ics/ WY ()TN () dy < Ce—— (SN (L)) < Cee.
NeTF Jon Ne

The quantity As can be bounded in the exact same way, using that t; — 0 as N — oo.
We prove that A is also small using the Green’s function of the BBM. First, we use Lemma [£.4] and the
triangle inequality to see that

1 tq N 1 tyN1—¢
A< o0 [ W @ae s <y [T hwate s
o Jay 0

Tt then follows from Lemma [3.6] that
|A2| S C(LN)3N671 S g,

for N large enough. This concludes the proof of the result. O

Lemma 4.6. Lett >0 and k € N. Let F' be a functional of the product form . Uniformly in x € Qn,
ANOES

where L is the unique family of measures on UrenU* characterised by

vt>0, £Y'(1)=1

and for all k > 2 and all functionals F' of the product form ,

0_2 t
_ ?/0 ()L™ (Fo) L5 (Fy)ds
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Proof. According to Lemmal4.5] it is enough to prove the result for the biased spine measure rooted at a random
location, distributed according to ITV.
We prove the result by induction. For k =1,

—N,1,t

T (1) = B 157 ()] = / N (y)dy = 1,

where we use @ to get the last equality. For k£ > 2, we recall from Corollary that

=N,k,t 1 ¢ —=N,n,s —N,k—n,s

L) = g [ 16 [ TN @R )T EIE) " (B )y d.
2N¢ J, oy

It then follows from Proposition the dominated convergence theorem that

—N,k—n,s

1 ¢ N N =N,n,s 0'2 ¢ n,s —n,s
- /0 ) | I RN T T Wy ds /O F($)L™ (o) £H™ (Fy)ds,

4.5 Planar moments of the CPP
Recall the definition of the Brownian CPP Mcpp, of height T as introduced in Section hence

Mecppr = ([07 YT}» dp, Leb),

where Y7 is exponentially distributed with parameter 1/7. We define a planar moment of order k of Mcpp,
with respect to ® as

k
R (@) = RMT(@(Meppy)) = T™'E / ) e (48)

v1<...<vg

where we recall that U(?) is the distance matrix spanned by 7, i.e. we have
Ui = dp(vi,v;), 4, <k. (49)

In particular, the functionals considered in this definition can be restricted to planar matrices.

Proposition 4.7 (planar moments of the CPP). Let T > 0 and k € N. Let F be a functional of the product
form and R®T be as in . Then we have the following recursive formula for R®T
T
RET(F) = / F($YR™ (Fo)R™* (Fy )ds.
0

Proof. We have for any polynomial ¢

E[YF | Y& 1 b
Rk’T P) = T L 7/ d iy Vi )i g | |d i
(@) T E[YTE] quf (V15,05 €[0, Y] ® o((dr(vi vy) Jgk)) 1 v
v1<...<v =
E[YF] Y . .
= E[¢o(d Y Y1) R
W | B [¢(dp (Vi YT, Vi Yr)ii<k)]

where Vi, ..., Vi are i.i.d. uniform random variables on [0,1] and Vi*,...,V}" are the respective order statistics.
Recalling that Yr is an exponential random variable with parameter § = 1/T', we get that E[quf] = kl0~* and

oo €k+1yk o
Pl YE[p(dp(Vi'y, Vi'y)ii<k)]dy

=E[p(dp (VW V; W) j<k)],

E[%wdpm%VfYTMS’C)] :/o
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where W is I'-distributed with parameters k + 1 and 0. Altogether, we arrive at
RET (@) = 07 ES(dp (VW VW) s<i)]. (50)
Now, making use of the definition of F' in and the formula derived above, we get
RET(F) = 07 'R [f(r(Un)) Fo(To(Un)) FL(Ty (Uk)) Lmo ) f=n L1y w31 =] » (51)

where Uy, is the random binary ultrametric matrix generated by U; ; = dp(V;*W, V;"W). As a first step we aim
for a more precise understanding of that distance matrix. Let us define

H’L* :dP(‘/z*W7‘/z*+1W)7 ng_17

to be the genealogical distance between individual ¢ and i + 1. Recall, that the metric dp is induced by the
Poisson Point Process P on ]Ri with intensity dt ® 2~ ?dx by setting

dp(z,y) =sup{t: (z,t) € P, andz <2<y}, 0<z<y<Yr. (52)

By standard properties of the Gamma distribution one sees that the length of the intervals [V;"W, V;% ;W] are
independent exponentially distributed with parameter 6 = 1/T". Hence,

1 _y 1_

B(H; <) = PPV W Vi) x () =0) = [ e herthay = 2
0

Ta
i.e. the distances H; are independent and uniform distributed on [0,7]. Returning to we have seen that
Ui can be obtained as

Uiaj:Ulyi:maX{Hi*v"'?H;‘—l}a 1§Z§]§ka

with the convention max{@} = 0. For the event in the expectation of equation the deepest branching point
needs to be H,, which happens with probability 1/(k —1). The height of this branching point is then distributed
as the maximum of k — 1 independent uniform random variables, hence with density (k — 1)s*~2/T% 1o 7/(s).
From now on we condition on the event {s = H,, = max{H;,i < k — 1}} and examine the distribution of P
under that condition, as well as the resulting consequence for the distance matrices To(Uy) and T1(Uy).

Note that the position P(H;;) in [0, W] where H;; is attained in [0, W] is uniformly distributed, since the
Poisson Point process is homogenous. This results in another biasing of W, since we are now having k + 1 points
which are sampled uniformly, resulting in a length W which is T'x42¢-distributed. In addition, since H, = s,
P(H,) is distributed as a random variable with Fn+1’%—distribution. Since there is no point (z,t) such that t > s
with z € [P(Hy), Yr], the length of this interval is by the same reasoning has a T'; _, |, 1-distributed.

In conclusion this splits the random interval into two parts having respective distributions Lo, 1 and
| 11 and by properties of the I'-distribution, these are independent. Therefore, we get (still under the
condition H}; = s A H} = max{H},i < k —1})

(ViW,i<n} V" Wo,i < n}, (53)

where {Vio’*,z‘ < n} are distributed as the order statistics of n standard independent uniform random variables
and Wy has I‘nH’;—distribution. The same holds true for

(VWi >ny £ (V" Wh,i < k —n}, (54)

where W1 is distributed according to '), _,,,; 1. Moreover, the random variables in (53] and (54)) are independent.

The induced metric by P on [0, W1] as in is in law equal to the metric induced by a Brownian CPP of height
s, and the same holds true for the other interval and both are independent due to the fact that the points were
generated by a PPP.
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Therefore, continuing with and by integrating against the height of the deepest branching point, we get

0~ HE [f(7(Uk)) Fo(To (Ur)) Fi (T3 (Uk) 1y 0) |1=n 1T (U ) =k
— 1 T Sk72 1 * * * * * .
— gkt /O (k — l)ﬁf(s)mﬂi [Fo(To(U))FA(T(U™)) | Hy, = s, H,, = max{H; ,i < k—1}]ds

T
- / s’“‘Qf(s)E[Fo(dp(WW, VWi jn) P (dp (VEW, ViW )i o) | Hy = s, Hy, = max{H;} i < k — 1}] ds.
0

T
:/ s 2 F($)E[Fo(dp (V. Wo, V" Wo)ij<n)JE[FL (dp (V;" " Wi, V" " Wh)i j<k—n)]ds.
0

As a last step we use (50) for R™* (resp. R¥~™%) to arrive at
T
RMT(F) = / F(s)R™* (Fo)RF~™*(Fy)ds.
0

O

To make the Brownian CPP of height T' comparable to our branching Brownian motion until time ¢ we need
2
to introduce a rescaling, mimicking the reproductive variance. To this end we set T' = t%- and define

Ro() = (‘;)Ro

The following result shows how a linear time change affects the planar moments of the Brownian CPP.

Corollary 4.8. Let F' be a functional of the product form as in and R¥' as above. Let T = t%, then it
holds

R r) = /O F(8YR™ (Fy)RE™* (Fy)ds.

In addition, it holds

drR™T

ARkt

Proof. The first part follows immediately from Proposition [4.7] For the second part notice that by Proposition
for any polynomial &

RET(®) = lg

T = T* ' RE[((Us, 0, )isi<k L{u is planar } )]

k
T )
Ve, v €[0,Y7] =1
i0”

= T E[B(Ui)is<r)] :( . ) CCHEe

where U; j,1,j < k are as in (7)) and o is an independent permutation of [k]. By the exact same line of arguments
one obtains

to?

R = (1) ElolWesl

proving that the measures agree on all polynomials. Since the set of polynomials is separating, the claim
follows. =
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4.6 Moments of the additive martingale

Our first lemma is a rough bound on the variance of the additive martingale for the unscaled process. This
bound will be needed to estimate the probability of survival of the system.

Lemma 4.9 (Rough bound on the variance of the unscaled martingale). Let F': U5 — R be of the form

2

F((U, (2:))) = [ [ h" (xa). (55)

i=1
There exists a constant qzrm such that, for allt > 0,
LY (F) < aza(t V log(N)*)N*.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma [3.6] Indeed,

v = [ (f " D )iy ds

Let us now set ¢; as in Lemma (applied to e = 1). Let t; = cl(LN)Q. It follows from Lemma that

/0t1 (/OL qév(a?,y)hN(y)dy) ds < Clog(N):gNC'

The remaining part of the integral is bounded by the integral of the stationary distribution : it follows from
Lemma [3.4] that

([ o) s <2 ([0 0rR ) as < oo,

0

where we used Proposition [[.2] to obtain the last inequality. O

For the next step we use recursion formula to obtain the planar moments of the additive martingale, for this
reason we consider a functional F~ : U — R of the following form. Let U = ((Us;), (z;)) € U}, set

k k—1
FN(U) = HhN(mi) =Y Lnw)=ap Fo' (To(T))F{Y (Ty(T)), (56)

where F' = []* RN (2:)1(4;e1,y and FYY = I1* AN (2i)1(z;er:}. Due to Corollary |4.3) we get for all k > 2

i=1 1=1

k—1 .
SNkt Ny L 1 NN \7N,n,s/ Ny 7 Nok—n,s /2N
L") = —1 > QNC/O E, {h (ths)LEé\is (Fo )Lfﬁs (Fi )] ds. (57)

n=1

Proposition 4.10. Let 'V be a functional of the form in , then it holds for all k > 1,t >0

2 k-1
- t
Liv’k’t(FN) — (%) , as N — oo, uniformly in x € Q.

Proof. We prove the statement by induction, for k = 1, we have by (44)
L M(FY) = Q2 M (AYRY (Gv))
=Q () =1,

hence the statement holds for £ = 1. Now assume k = 2, then by ,

¢
im LYY FYY = 1 £ N,1,s/ 2NNT N,1s 0 2Ny p N (7N
ngl})oLz (F7) = le},o QNC/O Eq |:L5t1\is (FO )Lgtz\is (Fl )h (Ct—s)
¢
- T N =N
= A oNe /0 E. [nY(GY.)] ds.
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Making use of Definition 4] the bounds in Lemma and the same reasoning as in the proof of Lemma [4.5] we
can approximate the above by

lenmmc/ /QN (™ ()R (5) (1 + o(1))dy

with the same t; = ¢1(N) — 0 as in the proof of Lemma By Proposition and the dominated convergence
theorem, one gets

lim

dim v [0 @R )+ oy = 7

Assume that the statement holds for £k — 1 > 2, then for the induction step again relying on , we obtain

k— t
N,k,t N N,n,s N,k—n,s N\3 N/ =N
Ly (F Z 1 2NL/ Es [LCt . (FO )LCt . (FiRT(G2s) | ds

By the induction argument, L?N" S(FY) = (0%t/2)" ! and LNk "FN) — (0%t/2)""7! uniformly in the

position. As previously, by Proposition [[.2] and the dominated convergence Theorem, the claim follows. O

Let Y™ (t) be the rescaled additive martingale, i.e.

YN(t):% T RN(XLENTTY), >0, (58)

N
UENtNl e

Corollary 4.11. Let k > 1, then it holds as N — oo,

k 2\ k—1
hz\]r\([m)]Ez[(Y(t)N)k] _ mﬁzz Z HhN(XUi (AN | = k! (%) . uniformly in ¢ € Qn,

vaNN i=1

—c

Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of Proposition and noting that by Theorem E and

N tNl*C)kfl k,tleC

e B0 = QY T ) (59)
= KILY (PN, (60)
O

5 Survival probability (0-th moment)

The section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [I] To this end, we prove the following convergence result on the
probability of survival of the unrescaled process.

Proposition 5.1. For all € > 0, there exists N. = N. () such that
RN (z) 2

P (ZN(t) > 0) < (1+¢)

Y (z) 2

VN > N., Vt > log(N)®, Vo € Qn (1 —¢) Pt

The content of Theorem [I| then follows from this proposition by setting ¢ = sN'7¢ and recalling from
Propositionthat L2 — o2 converges to o as N goes to co. In this section, we denote

f(t,x) = fn(t,x) =P (ZV () >0), t>0, z€l0,Ln],

and
Ln

a(t) =an(t) = It )N (x)dz, t>0.
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For the sake of clarity, we will often omit the N superscript but one must remember that these quantities have
an implicit dependence on N. Essentially, we will show that for N and ¢ large enough

ft, ) = a(t)h(z), (61)

and that ¢ — a(t) has the desired asymptotics. This strategy is standard [20, [30} [32], but one needs to check
carefully that all the estimates are uniform in time. The proof of the result relies on the following observation.

Lemma 5.2. For all N > Ny,

d 1[N 27N
VYt >0, —an(t)=-2 fn(t,z) h™ (z)de.
dt 2 /o
Proof. By definition of ay = a, we see that
d Ly .
Ea(t) = Ot f(t, z)h(x)dz.

0

Yet, fn is solution to the FKPP equation

atf(ta m) = %azwf(t7 'T) + ﬂazf(tvm) + % (f(t7 'T) - f(taw)Q)
f(tv LB) =0, amf(t7 x)|w:0 =0.

An integration by part then yields

a(t) = Baz f(t,x)fz(:c)} L O "0 (W (@) + [ ()R]
Lg = 1 [le z 1 [te 27
- ﬁ/o ft, z)h (z)dx + 5/0 ft, z)h(z)dz — 5/0 flt, ) h(z)dx
- [ @) "= preoio+ [ st (5 - 8 @) = i) o= g [ pe b

L
_ _%/0 * £t 2)%h(x)da,

where we use that 3h” — Bh' — 3h on (0,Lg), that f(t,Lg) = 0 and that 1A’(0) — Bh(0) = 0 to get the las[]t
line.

5.1 Rough bounds

Lemma 5.3. Let N > Ny. Then,
VE>0, an(t) <

N

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma [5.2| and Jensen’s inequality. Indeed, we have

1[I~

v =5 [ in( 2R @) <~ ( O ’ fN(t,m)BN(x)da:) =~ an (0.

d
V>0, —
ST 2 /o

Integrating this inequality then yields that
Vit >0, an(t)<
O

Lemma 5.4 (Lower bound on the probability of survival). There ezists c1 > 0 such that, for N large enough,

vt > 1og(N)’, fw(tia) = S

R (z). (62)
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Proof. The proof is adapted from [20, Lemmas 7.2] and relies on a change of measure combined with Jensen’s
inequality. Let PX! be the probability measure absolutely continuous w.r.t. to P, whose Radon-Nikodym
derivative is given by

d‘[piv’t 1 N
dP, WV (X, (1)) > hY(Xu(®): (63)

UE./V}N

This change of measure combined with Jensen’s inequality yields

Po(Z" (1) > 0) _ e 1 S 1
h () e VD) | T B[S e Y (XL )
Yet, we see from ([63) that
) e | (e 1 (0 0)’]
PY LT AN (XL@)| = e : (64)

veN

We then note that

2

E. [ | Y rV(X) =E. | Y BN(X)P+ D RNX)RY(Xw)| SE. | > AV (X)RY(Xw)
veN] veNN vAWENN vAWENN

We know that,

Eo | > h(Xu)h(Xw)| = 2h(z)LY>(F),
vEWENY

with F(U, (z:)) = []>_, h(x:). We conclude the proof by recalling from Lemma that, for N large,

i=1

vt > log(N)?, LY>'(F) < CtN°. (65)

Corollary 5.5. There exists a constant ca > 0 such that, for N large enough,

d 1 1
vt > log(N)?, aaN(t) < f%Nc and a(t) > N %2

Proof. It follows from Lemma Lemma/[5.4) and Proposition that

2 ~
YN, VE>1, an(t) < — (UC\}) / (BN ()20 (2)de < —‘tij]é (66)
Qn

The second part follows from an integration: for 0 < ¢ < s,

ax(s) —ax(t) < 2 G _ %) ‘

Yet we know from Lemma that an(s) — 0 as s — oo (for fixed N). Letting s — oo provides the desired
lower bound. ]

Lemma 5.6. Let o > 0 such that, for N large enough,

vt >log(N)*, fn(t,z) < (14O (log(N)™"))an(t)R" (z)
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Proof. Let to = log(N)®. We know from the branching property that, for all £ > to and = € Qp,

vENtJ(\)’

(67)

where ZtN,’,E;)) denotes the number of descendants at time t of the particle v living at time to. A union bound

combined with Lemma [[.T] then shows that
Inta) <E. | Y Px, (2500 >0)| = / pro(,y) fn(t —to, y)dy
vENY, SN
For t > 2to, it follows from Lemma [3.4] (iii) that
fn(t,z) < (1+ 0N %an(t —to),
for some & > 0. The mean value theorem combined with Corollary [5-5] then shows that

1 Cgto
Ne¢ (t — t0)2 ’

Vit > 2to, |aN(t7t0)faN(t)\ <
We conclude the by remarking that Corollary also implies that, for N large enough,

]\}'c (t jOtO)Q =0 (lOg(N)il) a(t)'

Vvt > log(N)*,

Lemma 5.7. Let e > 0. For N large enough,
vt > log(N)*, N¢(log(N)*)an(t) < e.

Proof. Let 1 €« A < L and write ay as

A _ Ln ~
an(t) = / vt @+ [ fa(t 2)R (@) da.
0

A

We know from Remark [4] that, for N large enough

A . a_y 9 AeBA
< < ——m0.
/0 fn(t,z)h™ (x)dx < /0 A (z)dx < FNTog(N 0

On the other hand, Lemma yields that

vt > log(N)*, /A vt z)hN (@)de < (1 + O(log(N)fl)aN(t)/ RN (z)hN (z).

A

An explicit calculation then shows that

/L RN ()N (z)dx <1 — é
A

~

Let us choose A = loglog(N). The previous estimates imply that

C'loglog(N) ) ax(b),

L
vt > log(N)?, /A fx(t,2)h” ()dw < <1‘ log(N)

for some constant C' > 0. Combining this with and shows that, for N large enough,

C'loglog(N) 2loglog(N)

4

This concludes the proof of the lemma.
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5.2 Precise asymptotic for the probability of survival
Lemma 5.8. Let e > 0. There exists Ny = Ni(¢), such that, for all N > Ny and t > log(N)*,
Ve € Qn, (1—¢e)an(t)h(z) < fn(t,z) < (14 ¢e)an(t)h(z).

Proof. Step 1. Upper bound. This is a direct consequence of Lemma[5.6]
Step 2. Lower bound. Let to = log(N)3 Combining the second Bonferroni inequality and , we get that

v 1 v w
Inta) >Ee | 3 Py, (200 > 0)| - 3Eo ST Px (200 > 0)Bx, (Z"), > 0)

’U€Nt0 v#we./\/’f,o
v 1 v w
>Eo | Y Px (2 >0 — 5B | Y Bx (200 > 0Pk, (27 > 0. (7))
UGNtO v;ﬁwENtU

As for the upper bound, one can prove from that for N large enough,

Ve > log(N)*!, Vo € Qn, Eo | Y Px, (4" >0)| = / (e 6y > (1 - ah@).  (72)
UE./\/}O 0

The second term on the RHS of is a moment of order 2 and can be expressed thanks to the many-to-two
lemma

B | D) Px, (200 > 0Px, (277 > 0)| = 2h(@)LY*"(@), (73)
U#we./\/tjg
. 2 . .
with G(U, (z:)) = [[;_; f~(t — to,z;). Using Lemma again, we get that, for V large enough,

Vi > log(N)*,  G(U. (2:)) < (14 )a(t)* [ h(w:),

i=1

so that, by Lemma |4.9]
LY*"(@) < C(Ln)*N°.

This upper bound combined with Lemma |5.7| shows that, for N large enough,
vt >log(N)*,  f(t,2) > (1 —e)a(t)h(z) — C(Ln)* N h(z)a(t)® > (1 — 2¢)h(z)a(t),
which concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Proposition[5.4} Let t; := log(N)* Combining Lemma and Lemma [5.8] we see that, for N large
enough,

1 1
vt > log(N)’, <a(N) <
1+a)Z ¢ —t) + 205 (1= Z(t—t)+ 755
Choosing N large enough, we get that
2 1 2 1

l—g)= — <atN) < (14¢e) = —.

(A -e)gz iy SaltN) < (L +e) g o
The result then follows from Lemma 5.8 O
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6 Convergence of genealogies

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [3]

Proof of Theorem[5 The result follows from Proposition 2.I] To use this result, we first need to ‘unplanarise’
k

the moments calculated in Section Let ¢ : [0, oo)(2) — R be a bounded continuous function and F : Uy — R

be defined as

FU) = 2 S 6(Unti.00))

oSy

where Sy, is the set of permutation of {1,...,k}. Denote by ® the polynomial associated to ¢. Remark that

E. Yo dd (vivy) | = kIE, > FU(®))

v Fvg NN Ul<-..<vkeNtN’pl

In addition, we know from Lemma [£.6] and Corollary [£:8] that

ﬁ& > F(U(®))| —h" () (%t> i p— (74)

N,pl
vl<m<v;¢€/\/'“\r17C

Conditioning on Z™ (¢N'~°) > 0 and using Theorem [1} we then obtain

E. > o(dy (v, v,)|ZN (EN' ) > 0| — k! (U;t) .

“17’5-“#%6/\/&17@

In now remains to show that

E,[®(MN)| 2N (tN'~¢) > 0] — E, > bdY (vivy)
'ul;é...#vkENtN

ZN(N'T) > 0| —— 0.

N —oco

This boils down to proving that

lim E, > LUy ci oy foi=v} | ZY (N6 > 0] =0,

N—o0 N
(v1,4.4,vk)ENtN1_c

which can be easily deduced from a union bound combined with an induction. Putting all of this together, we
get that
_ 0'2 k
lim E,[®(M)|ZN(N'") > 0] = k! (—t) ,
N—oc0 2
which concludes the proof of the result by Proposition 2:1] O

Proof of Theorem[3 This result is a consequence of Theorem [f] The proof goes along the exact same lines
as Theorem 2 in [5], where the convergence of the population size and of the genealogy is deduced from the
convergence of the mmm space to the Brownian CPP. We recall the main steps of the argument for completeness.
The maps

[Xdo] s |X], X, ] [Xd %]

are continuous w.r.t. the Gromov-weak topology. Conditional on survival, M} to the Brownian CPP with height
2
%t converges in the Gromov-weak topology. Hence, (i) follows from the fact that the limiting CPP has a total
o>t

mass exponentially distributed with mean %*.
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We now prove (ii). Let [X,d,v] be a general random mmm space. Sample k points (v1, -+ ,vg) uniformly at
random with replacement. Then
E[¢((d(vi,vs)))]

is the moment of order k of [X,d, ‘7] associated to ®. Since, conditional on survival, M} converges to a
Brownian CPP, (ii) follows from Proposition

O

7 Convergence of the demographic fluctuations

In this section, we proof that the demographic fluctuations of the system are well approximated by a Feller
diffusion when the system starts with N particles in a suitable configuration at time ¢t = 0. In practice, we will
show that this result holds for the additive martingale Y (see (38)) and prove that Y; is a suitable approximation
for Z; for t large. For the remainder of the section, we will use the following notations:

e We denote by Y (t) the re-scaled additive martingale at time t > 0,

_ 1 1 —c
YY) = NY;%H =~ > RN(XL(tNTTO).
UeNf,I\zfvl—c

o Let P, ;) be the law of the BBM started from a single particle at = at time ¢ and by E,,,) the corresponding
expectation.

e ey = en(z) refers to a quantity that tends to 0 as N — oo, uniformly in = € [0, L]. We write O(:) for a
quantity that is bounded in absolute value by a constant times the quantity inside the parenthesis.

Lemma 7.1. Let yo > 0. Assume that
YN(0) =pyo asN — oo, and supE[YN(0)] < oo.
N

Then, the finite-dimensional distributions of the processes (YN (t)) converge to the finite-dimensional distributions
of a 2-stable CSBP (Z:) starting from yo, as N — co.

Proof. We start by proving the one-dimensional convergence of the process Y~ . Let t > 0 and X € R.
Step 1. Power series of the Laplace transform. Using that {Z¥ (t) = 0} € {Y™ () = 0}, we see that

E, [e—W”“)] =P.(ZV(t) = 0) + E, [e—WN“HZN(t) > 0| Po(ZV (1) > 0).

Remarking that P(Y™ () = 0|Z" (t) > 0) = 0, we obtain

E. [ Y0128 > 0] =B, | 3 (*[?3 F¥O)K1ZV W) > 0

On the other hand we have by Corollary and Theorem [I]

2

which is the K-th moment of an exponential random variable with rate It then follows from standard

ﬁ-
domination arguments that for some A > 0 and all A € (—A, A),
Z (_)\)K]Ez [(YN(t))K | ZN(t) > 0] — 2 N — oo, uniformly in z € Qn.
K! o2tA+2’ ’

K>1
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Hence, there exists an No = No(A) big enough, such that for all N > Ny it holds

> |

K>1 ‘

YN ‘ | ZN(t) > 0} < 0.
Therefore, by Fubini-Tonelli we conclude that for all A € (A, A)

5, [e_xy ®1 2% 1) } S E. {

K>1

YY)k 1ZN () > 0} — L, N — 0o, uniformly in z € Qn.

o2tA+2

Proposition yields that P,(Z™(t) > 0) — 0. Hence, for all A € (—A,A) and some ex — 0, which precise
value might change from line to line, we get

E, [e*WN“)} -1 ((1 + EN)#H - 1) P.(ZN(t) > 0)

0’2)\t+€N)

_ (5N
_exp( P.(Z7 (t) > 0) 2T oZin

Finally, conditioning on the initial configuration, we get by independence that for all A € (—A, A),

E [e,wm)} _r [ I] E.. [ewzw)]} ~exp < S B (20 > 0’%)

veENy veEN)

1 N N —N Xt +en
= exp <_N Z h (%)WPM(Z (t) > 0)24-0215)\>

— exp fyo# , as N — oo, (75)
14 ZEX

by assumption and [T )
Step 2. Tightness. The sequence (Y™ (t), N € N) is bounded in L*. Indeed, it follows from Proposition
that

E[YN(#)] =E[YN(0)] < sup E[YN(0)] < 0.

Thus, YV (¢) is tight and there exists a subsequence of (Y™ (¢), N € N) that converges weakly to some random
variable Y °°(t).
Step 3. Characterisation of the limit. We see from (75)) that

— e A
E [e AY (tq — exp (_sztxy(J) . VA E (=AA). (76)
T2

Note that the RHS of is precisely the Laplace transform of =;. It now remains to show that this implies
that Y°°(t) @ Z¢. Since the Laplace transforms of Y°°(t) and Z; are equal on (—A, A), they have the same
moments. In addition, shows that Y °°(t) satisfies Cramér’s condition (i.e. there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such
that E [e"\yx(”] < oo for all A € (—c¢,¢)). This implies (see e.g. [22] Corollary 15.33) that the distribution of

Y °°(t) is determined by its moments so that Y °°(t) = @ Z¢. Step 2 then yields that
YN(t):>Et, N — oo.

The finite-dimensional convergence stems from this result by induction. O

It now remains to show that the additive martingale is a good approximation of the process Z.

Lemma 7.2. Lett > 0. Assume that -
sup E[Y ™ (0)] < oc.
N

Then we have - -
1ZN@t) = YN ()] =p 0, as N — .
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Proof. Fix n > 0. Let us prove that for N large enough,
P(IZ" () = YN ()] > 20) <.
First note that - - - - - -
1ZN () =YV (O < [YV(6) = YN (L = 0)) + YV (1 = 8)t) = Z7 (1)].
Recall that Y is a martingale so that E[Y™N(¢) | Fi_s)) = YV ((1 — 6)t). It then follows from Chebyshev’s
inequality that
P(I7Y(0) = YV (=80 = 0| Faos) < Var (YN0 | Faoay). (77)

Note that conditional on F(;_s)¢, the particles alive at time gl — (5)26N17C evolve independently between times
(1-6)tN'~¢ and tN'~°. Hence, the conditional variance Var (YN(t) | .7:(1_5),5) is equal to the sum of the variances
of the contributions to YV (¢) from the particles alive at time (1 — §)tN . Yet, we have from Corollary

N % N > ot . )
WE(zy(lfé)t) YY) = WEZ[YN(&)Q] - uniformly in z € Qy.
As a result, for N large enough (that only depends on ¢ and ¢), we have

. 1 N _ _
Var (YN(t) | f(l,(s)t) <5 2 hN(xv)mE(%,u,é)tN [(YN(t))2] < 2025tV N (1 — 8)).
vEN(1_s)tN b

Putting this together with , we get that

P(VY@-YN(@ -z D) =e[P (1770 - YV (1 -90] 2 HFa-a:)]

< 8n 2 StE[Y N (1 — 8)t)] = 8n 2o StE[Y Y (0)]. (78)
Similarly, we get from the many-to-one lemma (Lemma, that
_ 1—c —
E[Z" (5)|F-syn] = > WY (2)QE N (1/hN (Gs))
Ty eNN

(1—8)tN1l—c

N
S W [ ey,
IUGN(]Y—é)f,lec N

S A (@)1 +e) / Y (g)dy = (1+ ex) V™ (1 - 8)1),

Q
N N
TENT syeni—c

IA

where we applied Lemma (ii) using that SN > log(N)>?.
The conditional variance Var (ZN (t) | ]-'a,(g)tlec) can then be bounded similarly, using Proposition

N - N - - -
AN (@) (-9 [(ZN(t))ﬂ = () Eea-on [(ZN(t))2 1(ZV ()% > o} Pla.(1-8)0) ((ZN(t))2 > o) < 2026t
for N large enough (that only depends on ¢ and ¢). Hence,
Var (ZN(t) | f(l,g)t) < Y Ewna-an [(ZN(t))Q] < 20257V ((1 = 8)1).
veNTY
(1—-68)tN1—c

Chebyshev’s inequality then yields
P (|ZN(t) — YN =8yt > g) < 820 StE[Y ™ (0)]. (79)

Finally, note that E[Y N(0)] is uniformly bounded by assumption, hence for small enough delta it follows from

and B
P12 () — YN (8)] > 2n) <.

This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Theorem[]} The result is a consequence of Lemma/[7.1] and Lemma O
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