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BRANCHING CAPACITY OF A RANDOM WALK IN Z°
TIANYI BAI, JEAN-FRANCOIS DELMAS, AND YUEYUN HU

ABSTRACT. We are interested in the branching capacity of the range of a random walk
in Z<. Schapira [28] has recently obtained precise asymptotics in the case d > 6 and has
demonstrated a transition at dimension d = 6. We study the case d = 5 and prove that
the renormalized branching capacity converges in law to the Brownian snake capacity
of the range of a Brownian motion. The main step in the proof relies on studying the
intersection probability between the range of a critical Branching random walk and that
of a random walk, which is of independent interest.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (&,)n>0 be a centered, aperiodic and irreducible random walk in Z* with finite
second moment, whose law is denoted by P®). Denote by £[0,n] := {&, ...,&,} the range
of £ up to time n. Studying the range £[0,n] is a classical problem in probability theory.

Concerning the asymptotics of the size of the range #¢&[0, n], it is well-known (Dvoretzky
and Erdds [14]) that there is a transition at dimension d = 2: #£[0,n] is of order n when
d > 3 and of order 7 when d = 2; we refer to Jain and Orey [19], Jain and Pruitt [17],
and Le Gall [21] 22] for deep studies on the size of the range.

The capacity of the range depends on its geometry and has recently attracted significant
interest. The discrete Newtonian capacity can be defined as follows. Let d > 3 and
K C Z% be a nonempty finite set. Let S be the range of a simple symmetric random walk
on Z% starting from z whose law is denoted by P,. The discrete Newtonian capacity of
K, Cap(K), can be defined for d > 3 (up to a multiplicative constant) as
(1.1) Cap(K):= lim |z|"?P(SNK #0),

xC€Z4, x—00
where |z| denotes the usual Euclidean norm of z and x — oo means that |z| — oc.
Following the works of Jain and Orey [I§], Asselah, Schapira and Sousi [4, 5], and Chang
[12], it is known that Cap(£[0, n]) is of order n when d = 5, of order {7 when d = 4, and of

order v/n when d = 3. This implies a transition at dimension d = 4. See Asselah, Schapira,
and Sousi [I], Schapira [27] and the references therein for the central limit theorems, and
Dembo and Okada [I3] for the laws of the iterated logarithm. Additionally, Asselah and
Schapira [2] investigated the link between the capacity and the folding phenomenon of
a random walk, and Hutchcroft and Sousi [16] explored the capacity of the loop-erased
random walk.

Recently, Zhu [30] introduced the concept of branching capacity. The basic idea is to
replace the range of a simple random walk S in by that of a critical branching random
walk. Specifically, let 7. be a critical Galton-Watson tree with offspring distribution g,
where £ = (p(7));>0 is a probability distribution on N such that >;° iu(7) = 1. To avoid
triviality, we assume p(1) < 1. In other words, 7. is a finite random tree that starts
with one particle &, called the root, and each particle independently produces a random
number of offspring according to p. The critical branching random walk on Z¢, denoted by
V., is a random walk indexed by the tree 7. constructed as follows. Let 6 be a probability
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distribution on Z¢, representing the common distribution of the displacements of V,. For
each edge e of 7., we assign an independent random variable X, with distribution #. We
set Vo(2) =z € Z4, and for u € T\{@}, V.(u) = z + Y, X., where the sum is taken
over all edges e belonging to the simple path in 7. connecting u to &. The range of V, is
denoted by

(1.2) K. ={V.(v),ue T} C Z°

Denote by P, the law of V, and write P = Py. Almost surely the random tree 7 is finite,
so is the range Z..

For x € R? let B(z,r) := {y € R?: |y — x| < r} be the open ball centered at z with
radius » > 0. We assume that d > 5, and for some ¢ > 4,

(1.3) 1 has mean 1 and variance o2 € (0, 00),
(1.4) 0 is symmetric, irreducible with covariance matrix M, and
there exists a finite constant ¢ such that for all » > 0:  6(B(0,7)°) < cr™9.
The last condition in (|1.4]) is in particular satisfied when 6 has a finite ¢-th moment.
Denote by P, the law of a f-walk (S,),>0 on Z¢ started from z, meaning that the

random walk S has the step distribution §. The Green function of (S,) is given by
g(z,y) := g(x —y) for any x,y € Z¢, and

(1.5) g(x) = ZPO(Sn =) ~c,lz|i7 as 1 — oo,
n=0
with
r(¢=2
z|g := (2" M, 2)Y? and ¢, = 5

9 ond/2,/det My’
where the equivalence in (1.5) is given by Uchiyama [29, Theorem 2|. Let K C Z% be a
nonempty finite set. By Zhu [30], when (1.4)) holds with ¢ = d, the following limit exists
and is called the branching capacity of K:

(1.6) Beap(K) := lim Po(# O K 7 @)'

z€Z?, x—00 g(l‘)
Note that Beap(-) viewed as a set function is non-decreasing, invariant under transla-
tions, and strictly positive. We extend Bcap into a Choquet capacity on R? by letting
Beap(A) := Beap(A N Z?) for any A C R,

The branching capacity, studied in a series of papers by Zhu [30, 31, 32], has also
been the subject of some more recent works. Asselah, Shapira and Sousi [3] have shown
that Beap(K') can be compared, up to two positive constants, with the discrete Riesz
capacity with index d — 4, and have revealed a deep relationship between the local time
spent in a ball by the branching random walk and the branching capacity of this ball.
Moreover, in another work, Asselah, Okada, Shapira and Sousi [6] have demonstrated the
comparability of Beap(K) with the average limit of the size of the Minkowski sum of K
and two independent copies of (S,,), as well as with the hitting probability of K by this
Minkowski sum. See also [7] for further references.

In [7] we also proved the vague convergence of the scaling limit of Beap towards the
capacity related to the Brownian snake, denoted by BScap. More precisely, consider the
excursion measure N, given by the distribution of a Brownian snake (W;);>¢ started from
r € R? whose lifetime process is an It6 excursion. Denote by R the range of the Brownian
snake, see Le Gall [23, Chapter IV] for the precise definitions. It was shown in [7] that
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when d > 5, for any bounded Borel set A C R, the following limit exists and is finite:

(1.7) BScap(A4) := lim 2| PNL(RN A #£0).

We call BScap(A) the Brownian snake capacity of A.
The vague convergence in [7, Theorem 1.4| says that for d > 5 and for any compact set
K C RY such that

(1.8) BScap(K) = BScap(K),
where K denotes the interior of K , we have, under (1.3)) and (1.4) with ¢ = d,
. Beap(y/nK) ~1/2

(19) nh—{{oloW = Cy BSCap(M(, K),
with

2 4?2 \/det M,
(1.10) Cpim = o,

o2c, o?I'(52)

We choose a renormalization of n'/? in to ensure consistency with the choice of K,
below. The condition is in particular satisfied when K is the closure of a bounded
open set with Lipschitz boundary, see [T, Proposition 1.3]. It is a natural problem to
investigate the branching capacity of (random) compact set K which does not satisfy
. In this paper we consider the case \/nK, := &[0, n] of the range of the random walk
(&n)n>0, which was recently studied by Schapira [28]: when both (S,,) and (&,) are simple
symmetric random walks, the following asymptotics hold:

1
lim —Bcap([0, n]) exists almost surely and is positive when d > 7;
n—oo 1

1 2m’
(1.11) lim OgnBcap(f[O, n)) = 2; 5 in probability when d = 6;
n—oo N g

E®[Becap(£[0,n])] is of order n'/? when d = 5.

We aim to give a sharp result in dimension d = 5. Assume that

(1.12) (&n)n>0 1s aperiodic irreducible and E((f)[|§1|3] < o0,
| Eég) [£&1] =0 and & has covariance matrix My,

where P{¥ means that the random walk (&,) starts from x € Z¢. Let (5;)i>0 be a standard
Brownian motion in R%. For a real d x d matrix M, we define M3[0,1] := {Mj3,:0 <
t < 1}. Notice that K, = n1/2¢[0,n] converges in law, for the Hausdorff distance, to

M, 50,1].
Theorem 1.1. Let d =5. Assume (1.3)), (1.4]) with ¢ =5, and (1.12)). We have

Beap(£[0,n]) flaw) 8m2y/det My
\/ﬁ n—00 o2

Moreover, BScap(]We_l/2 Mg%[o, 1]) is almost surely positive.

BScap(J\/[(;l/2 Mg/QB[O, 1]).

Remark 1.2. (1) In Lemma we will show that a.s. BSCaup(]\/[;l/2 Mg/Qﬁ[O, 1]) >0
when d = 5, whereas it vanishes when d > 6.
(2) In the assumption , aperiodicity can be easily removed, and the third moment
condition is required in Lemma[5.3.
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(3) In the case when both (S,) and (&,) are simple symmetric random walks, the
limiting random variable in Theorem [I.1] becomes
B aw 2
cap(é[0,n]) gaw) 87
\/ﬁ n—oo g2dd/2

BScap(5[0, 1]).

The key ingredient in the proof of Theorem is the following estimate on the in-
tersection probability between (&,,) and the branching random walk V,, which may be of
independent interest.

For any A C RY and r > 0, let A" := {z € R? : d(z,A) < r} be the closed r-
neighborhood, where d(z, A) := minyec4 |z — y|. For any x € R?, we denote by |z] the
point in Z? whose coordinates are the integer parts of that of z, thus ||z| — | < Vd.
We have the following estimate on the intersection probabilities between %, and £[0, n.

Proposition 1.3. Let d = 5. Assume (1.3)), (1.4)) with ¢ > 4, and (1.12)). For any fized
z € R°\{0} and any n € (0,1), we have

(1.13) limsup limsup n I(e,n) =0,
e—0+ n—r00

where ., :== |\/nx] € Z° and

(1.14)

I(e,n) = Po, ® P (2.0 (€10, )™ # 0, 2. 1€[0,m) = 0, £[0,n] C B0, nfa) ).

Remark 1.4. (i) The condition £[0,n] C B(0,n|z,|) in I(e,n) guarantees that %. must
have some growth to reach the (£v/n)-neighborhood of £[0,n]. Without this condition,
Proposition [1.3 is no longer true, see Remark|[3.10 for further details.

(ii) We can deduce from that at least for small 7,

n~Beap(B(0,2n%)) < P, © P (B0 (€0,0]))" £ 0, €[0,n] € B, |z

< ¥ ?Beap(B(0, (n]z] + )v/n)).
The left and right terms of the above inequalities are, according to (1.9)), of order *. This

n

explains the factor n in (1.13).
(iii) When d > 6, (1.13)) also holds, under the conitions (1.3), (1.4) with ¢ = d, and

(1.12]). In this case, the proof is elementary, see Lemma .

Let us say a few words on the proofs of Theorem and Proposition [1.3] Using
Donsker’s invariance principle and the forthcoming (2.1)) and (2.4), we can see that the
scaling limit of Beap(&[0, n]ml/z) can be compared with BScap(M, '/ ]\/[51/25[0, 1]). There-
fore the proof of Theorem [I.1] reduces to show that

enl/?
Beap(£[0,n]™ ) ~ Beap(£[0, n)),
in the sense, see ([1.6]), that for large x

P., ® BY (2.0 (elo,n)™" #0) ~ Pu, © RO (Z.0€[0,n] £ 0),

which is the content of Proposition [1.3| (note that the condition £[0,n] C B(0, n|z,|) holds
with high probability as z is large). To prove Proposition , we will switch the roles of
¢ and Z.. in the probability term of Proposition [1.3] and study the probability of the form
P, PY (&[0, n] N B #0,£[0,n] N Z#. = 0). The latter probability can be estimated
by a comparison to Py ® P:,gi) (f [0,00) N Rz = Q)), where %,2 denotes the range %,
conditioned on the total population #7, = n?. This probability has already been studied
in [§]. To achieve such a comparison, we need to introduce some auxiliary trees and their
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associated branching random walks in Section [3, which will be the most technical part.
We refer to Section for more detailed explanations on the proof of Proposition [1.3]

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2.1] we recall some known results on the
branching capacity and the Brownian snake capacity. In Section [2.2] we prove Theorem
[L.1 by assuming Proposition [L.3] In Section [3, we introduce auxiliary branching random
walks V., V_ and V_ in Section , then recall several known results on V, and V_ in
Section [3.2 After establishing some estimates on the increments of V, in Section [3.3]
we present the key step in the proof of Proposition in Section [3.4] involving a study
of intersection probabilities between V. and the random walk £. Finally, we provide the
proof of Proposition [I.3in Section [3.5]

For notational convenience, we use the notations C,C’, C", eventually with some sub-
scripts, to denote some positive constants whose values may vary from one paragraph to
another.

2. BROWNIAN SNAKE CAPACITY AND PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]l BY ASSUMING
PROPOSITION [L.3]

2.1. Branching capacity and Brownian snake capacity. We collect some facts on
the Branching and the Brownian snake capacities in this subsection. At first the following
result (see [7, Theorem 1.1]) provides a rate of convergence in that will also be useful
in our proof of Theorem . Let d > 5. Assume , with ¢ = d. For any A\ > 0,
there exist some positive constants o and C such that for any r > 1, K C B(0,r) N Z%,
z € Z% with |z| > (1 + \)r, we have

LY ol

where diam(K) := sup, ¢ [z — y| is the diameter of K. Moreover, there are constants
c1, ¢ > 0, such that for any Borel set A C R,

(2.2) c1Cap,_4(A) < BScap(A) < ¢;Cap,_4(A),

(2.1) )Bcap(K) -

where for any v € (0, d),

-1
(2.3) Cap,(4) = (inf / |x—y|—w(dx)y(dy)) ,
with the infimum taken over all the probability measures with support in A.

Lemma 2.1. Let d > 5. Assume (1.3), (1.4) with ¢ = d. For any compact set K C R¢,
we have
Beap(nk*®)

e ceBScap(Me_l/QKn =0,

(2.4) lim sup lim sup |

e—0 n—o0

with ¢y given in ((1.10)).
Proof. First BScap(-) is a Choquet capacity relative to the set of compact sets on R%. In
particular, for every compact set K C R?, we have

(2.5) h%l+ BScap(K*®) = BScap(K).

We check that the condition [7, (1.7)] is satisfied for K¢: for any y € 0K*¢ and n large
enough, K¢ N B(y,2™") contains a ball of radius 27! so Cap, ,(K® N B(y,27")) >
Cap,_»(B(0,27"71)) = 27@=20+DCap, ,(B(0,1)). Consequently for any ¢ > 0, we
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have BScap(K¢) = BScap(K®~), where K~ = {x € R? : d(x,K) < &} the open e&-
neighborhood of K. Notice that these results also hold when K is replaced by M, 2K
and K° by M, /> K*. This and [7, Theorem 1.4] yield that

Beap(nk®
(2.6) lim 2eR(n )

—1/2 e
Jim — = ¢yBScap(M, P K ).

Finally, (2.4) follows from ({2.6) and (2.5)). O

We end this subsection by the following result on the positivity of the Brownian snake
capacity of the range of a Brownian motion. Recall that for a real d x d matrix M,
MpB0,1] = {Mp,;:0 <t <1}

Lemma 2.2. Let (3;);>0 be a Brownian motion in R? and M be a symmetric positive
definite matriz d X d. Then almost surely,

>0 ifd=>5

BS MpB|0,1 ’ ’

canl m,]>{zq e
Proof. By [25, Theorem 1.1 and formula (9)], a.s., Cap,(8[0,1]) > 0 if and only if v <
min(2,d). In particular, Cap,_,(8[0,1]) is positive when d = 5 and zero when d > 6.

By (2.3), the same result holds when ([0, 1] is replaced by M [0, 1], because [Me=My]

lz—yl|

uniformly bounded in (0, c0) for all x # y. We conclude by using ([2.2)). O

2.2. Proof of Theorem by assuming Proposition By Donsker’s invari-
ance principle and Skorokhod’s representation theorem, on a common probability space
(Q,.#,P) we may find a version of the random walk (&,) starting from 0 and a standard
Brownian motion (3;);>0 in R% such that for © := {Mgﬁﬁt :0 <t < 1}, almost surely for
every € > (), there exists some ny > 1 such that for every n > ny,

(2.7) n'?. 0% c ¢, n]gnl/2 cn/?. 0%

Applying ([2.4) to n'/? - ©%/2 and n'/? - ©%, we deduce that for d = 5, P-almost surely,

Beap (&[0, n}E"I/Q

7z ) _ CQBSCap(Ma_l/Q O)
n

(2.8) lim sup lim sup = 0.

e—0+ n—oo

Now we are ready to give the proof of Theorem [I.1]

Proof of Theorem[1.1] by assuming Proposition[1.5 Let d = 5. By ({2.8), it suffices to
show that

(2.9) lim sup lim sup lim supIP’(Bcap(ﬁ[O,n]enl/Q) — Beap(¢[0,n]) > 6n1/2> = 0.

d—0+ e—0+ n—o0

Let € RN\ {0} and let x,, = [n'/2x|. Let > 0 be small whose value will be determined
later. For n large enough, on the event

By = En(z.n) = {€[0,n] € BO,nfa,) }.



BRANCHING CAPACITY OF A RANDOM WALK IN Z° 7

by applying twice to obtain the following first and third inequalities, we have
P, (%Z.N&[0,n] #0)
(1+Cn)g(wn)
P, (%’C N &0, n]ml/2 # @) en(€)
(1+Cn™)g(xy) 14O

1= Cln+ 2e]al )" e
> —
> e Bcap(ﬁ[o,n] ) en(e),

Beap(£[0,n]) >

where )
en(e) i= S P, (#.0€00,0] = 0,720 €[00 £0))

For any § > 0, we may find and then fix sufficiently small n = n(d) > 0 and ¢y :=
£0(0, |z]) > 0 such that for all € < &j, we have % > 1 — 6% Tt follows that
P (Beap(&[0, n]™""*) — Beap(¢[0, n]) > on'/?)

<P (52 Beap (g[o,n]m”z) +en(e) > on'/2, En) + P(EF)
(2.10)

<P (n_1/2Bcap (g[o,n]a"“) > 21—5) + ]P’(en(e) S O En> + P(E)

2
— : [2.10), + (2:10), + (2-10),.

By (2.8),
1
lim sup lim sup ([2.10), < IP’(BSca,p(@) > ﬂ)
Co

e—0+ n—o0

is arbitrarily small as we take 6 — 0+.

By Markov’s inequality, (2.10), < a,I(c,n) where I(e,n) was defined in (L.14) and
an = 20"'n"Y2(g(x,))~" is of order of n by (L.5)), as n — oo (recalling that d = 5). By
Proposition [I.3]

(2.11) lim sup lim sup (2.10), < C'limsup limsupn I(e,n) = 0.
e—0+ n—00 e—0+ n—00
Finally for (2.10));, we deduce from the standard random walk fluctuations that (7 is
fixed)
lim sup limsup P(E;,) = 0.

Tr—00 n—oo
Combining the terms above and letting first n — oo, then ¢ — 0, || — oo and lastly
0 — 0, we obtain (2.9) and complete the proof of Theorem . O

Recall I(g,n), defined in ([1.14)), depends also on = and n. We give an elementary proof
of (1.13) when d > 6.
Lemma 2.3. Let d > 6. Assume (1.3), (1.4) with ¢ = d. For any fived x € R?\{0} and
any n € (0,1), we have

limsup limsupn I(e,n) = 0.
e—0 n—00

Proof. Let Z,, = n“92Bcap((£]0,n]))™™) 1(jomjcBonie. - By (2-1), there exists some
positive constant C' = C(n, |z|) such that for all n,
nl(e,n) < CE(Z,).

By [30], there exists some positive constant C” such that for all n, Beap(B(0,n|z,|)) <
C’'|z,|7*. We have Z,, < C” for some positive constant C” independent of n.



8 TIANYI BAI, JEAN-FRANCOIS DELMAS, AND YUEYUN HU

Now we use (2.7) and (2.6 to see that P-a.s.
lim sup Z,, < limsup n“~9/?Bcap(n/?0%) = ceBScap(Me_lﬂ@%).

n—oo n—oo

Applying Fatou’s lemma to C” — =,,, we get that
limsupE(Z,) < C@E(BSC&p(M;1/2®2€)).

n—o0
Finally we remark that lim._,, E(BScap(M, /?0%)) = E(BScap(M, /*©)) = 0 for d > 6,
by Lemma 2.2 This ends the proof. O

3. INTERSECTION PROBABILITIES: PROOF OF PROPOSITION [L.3l

In this section, we shall consider planar tree using the lexicographic order in Ulam-
Harris setting. We set U* = Upen«(N*)” and U = U* U {@}, where @ is called the
root. For w = uy ---u, € U*, the set of ancestors anc(u) C U of u is given by anc(u) =
{uy---up: ke{l,...,n}}U{2}. We see a rooted planar tree t as a subset of U such
that: @ € t; if u € t NU* then anc(u) C t; if u € t, then there exists & € N such that
wi € t for all i € {1,...,k} (with the convention that @i = 7). The tree t is endowed
with the usual lexicographic order < with the convention that @ < wu for all u € U*.

We set U' = U UU*, with U* = {—u : v € U*}, where for the word u = uq - - - u,, € U*,
we define the word —u := (—uy) - -+ (—u,). We extend the lexicographic order < on U to
U’ as follows. For u € U*, we have u < v if: either v € U; or v € U* and —u € anc(—v);
or v € U* and —u ¢ anc(—v) and —v < —u (in U*). For example, we have:

(=5) < (1) < (-)(-1)(-1) < g <1 < 111 < 5.

3.1. On the discrete tree models. We will introduce the adjoint tree 7,4; and invariant
tree T, as well as the associated branching random walks.

The random planer tree 7,q; is derived from the Galton-Watson tree 7., with the only
modification being made at the root. In the adjoint tree, the root has an offspring distri-
bution

j=k+1
instead of p, while all other vertices retain the original offspring distribution pu.

We then construct the invariant tree 7., as follows. Start with an infinite spine from

the root &:

X ={2y:=9,81,....,9,,...}.

To @, we graft on the right a planar random tree 7 distributed as the critical Galton-
Watson tree 7. (identifying the root of 7. with @ = &;). Then, for any n > 1, the vertex
&, has i children on the left and j on the right with probability u(i+j+ 1), and we graft
independent copies of 7. to each child (identifying the root of the grafted tree with the
child). As a remark, the two planar subtrees grafted to the left, 7.8, and to the right, T4,
of @, (with their root identified with &,) are dependent random trees and, for n > 1,
distributed as Taq;. For n = 0, the tree 7 is simply reduced to its root.

An element u # @ of the planar tree 7,9 C U is coded by the word nu in T, and an
element u # @ of the planar tree 7.2 C U is coded by the word (—n)(—u) in 75, and @,
is coded by (—n) for n > 1. One can see the tree T, as a subset of U’. Then, we order
the vertices of 7., by the lexicographic order < on U’:

o L Too(—2) < Too(—1) < Too(0) < Too(1) < - -+,

with 75,(0) = Fo = @. Moreover, we denote by T, = Too(N) = To, NU (and T_ :=
Too(Z-) = Too NU- where U_ = U* U {@}) the subgraph of T, with non-negative (and
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FIGURE 1. On the left: a sample of 7— = 75 (Z—) in black and 73 = 7o (N) in blue (except
for the root which is black but belongs also to 75) so that Too = 7- U T4; notice Too(—1) is
coded by (—1)(=1)(—1), Tao(—3) by (—1)(—1) and Tao(—5) by (—1). On the right: the tree 7
which is a different ordering than 7_ of the same graph.

non-positive) labels. Notice 7_ is a tree and that the spine X’ is a subset of 7_, but T, is
disconnected and thus no longer a tree, see Fig. [I]

The sequence T (0), Too(—1), Too(—2), . .. is not a depth-first sequence for 7_. We shall
reorganize 7_ in depth-first order by considering the planar rooted tree 7- C U built as
the union of the spine X and the trees (7.2),,>0, where @,,.; is identified as an extra oldest
child of the root of 7,8 (which is still identified with &,,). We then order the vertices of

T using the lexicographic order < on U:
G=T(0)<@ =T (1)<T(2) <
See an illustration in Fig. [T}

For each a € {¢,adj, 00, +, —}, we construct V,,, the branching random walk indexed
by T, with displacement distribution 6, in the same way as we did for V. and 7.. For
notational brevity, for any ¢ € Z, we write V(i) := Voo (T (7)) the spatial position of the
ith vertex of T,. For a,b € Z, we denote

Vola, b] = {V(i),a < i < b},

and abbreviate Z., for the range V. (—o0,00). For a € {c,adj,+}, we use similar no-
tations T, (1), Vo (i) for 0 < i < #7,, @ finite, with 7,(0) the root of 7,. In particular,
Re = V,[0,#7.] is in agreement with (L.2). Finally, the law of a branching random walk
started from z is always denoted by P,. R

Since for all i € N, there exists a unique j € N such that 7_(i) = Too(—j), we can
define V_(i) = Voo(—j). It is immediate that

B = V_[0,00) = Vae(—00,0] =: Z_.

The distribution of the random tree 7, is invariant by rerooting at vertex 7., (n) for
all n € Z, see [0, Section 2.2|. Since the distribution 6 of the increments of the branching
random walk is symmetric, we directly deduce that V,, is invariant by translation ([9,
Section 2.2] and [24]):

. (law) .
(3.1) (Vao(n +1) = Vo(n));ecr, = (Vao(i) = Vas(0)) ;5. VY € Z.

Denote by (Y,,)nen the Lukasiewicz walk associated to 7., that is, (Y},) is a centered

random walk on Z starting from 0 whose step distribution is P(Y; =) = p(i+1),7 > —1,
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and such that Y, ; — Y, + 1 is the number of children of T.(n) for all n < #7.. Similarly,
denote by (L,,) the Lukasiewicz walk of ’?_, then its law is as follows: Ly =0, L; = —1; for
n > 1, conditioning on o{L;,i < n}, L1 — L, +1is distributed as p if L,, # ming<;<, L;,
and as g if L, = ming<;<, L;. (To be precise the the Lukasiewicz walk (L,,) is associated
to the forest in 7:_, where the edges of the infinite spine (@,),>0 are removed. In this

setting, &, 1 is not seen as child of @,.) By [32, Section 5], V_ can be compared to V, in
terms of (Y;,) and (L,): for any 0 < k < m and nonnegative measurable function F,

(3:2) B, (F(VI0, k) | #T: = m) = By (F(V-[0,4]) @ (L)),

where
mP (Y= —((+ 1))
(m—k)P(Y,, =-1)
By the local central limit theorem for the random walk Y, for any a € (0, 1), there

exists some C, > 0 such that, for any m > 1 and k < am, we have ®,, ,(¢) < C, for all
¢ € Z. Consequently for any nonnegative measurable function F', we have

(3.3) B, (F(V[0, lam]]) | #T. = m) < CuTe(F(V[0, [am]]))-
Finally, we denote the spatial positions of the spine X by
(3.4) Zx ={Vx(0),Vx(1),...},

where for any i > 0, V(i) := Vo (9;) € Z% is the position of ith point in the spine (recall
that @, := @ is the root). As a matter of fact, the sequence (Vx(7));>o, forms a f-walk on

Z4. We denote by Y the set of points in 7_ that are not in the spine, with the exception
of the root, see Fig. 2] Let

y = {))0,)/1,))2, } - ’/7:_\{@1, @2, },
Ay = {Vy(0),Vy(1), Vy(2), ...},

listed in depth-search order, ), := @ and Vy(0) := Vo (@), and for any i > 0, Vy(i) =
Voo (Y;) denotes the spatial position of the ith vertex of ). Then we have T = XU y
and X NY = {o}.

Let Z, := V[0, 00) denote the range of V... By construction, the random sets (Zx, Zy)
and (Zx, %, ) conditionally on {7 = {@&}} have the same distribution. We deduce that

(I)ch(f) =

(3.5)

= (law)

K- =Ry Ay = (%X UZ, ] T4 = {@}),
and that for any nonnegative measurable function F,
1

(36) B (F@.)) =B(F(@# T | T = 2) < B (FATL)).

This property will be used to compare rare events for V_ and V. As for V,[a,b] we use
the notation: for any 0 <7 < j,

(37) Vy[zaj] = {Vy(z)vvy(2+1)7avy(j)}7
and define for any m > 1,
(3.8) AL = RN (V[0,m]) and A7 = Ry 0 (V_[0,m]).

We end this section by a simple estimate on the number of spine points in T .
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T.

e
>

FIGURE 2. An illustration of 7~ = X U Y, and its comparison to 75 when 7¢' = {@}. We
have here that X(0) = 0,X(1) = 1,X(2) = 6 and Y(0) = 0,Y(1) = T-(2), Y(2) = T_(3),

~ ES

V(3) =T-(4), Y(4) = T-(5) and Y(5) = T_(7).

Lemma 3.1. Assume (1.3)). For any r € (0,1), there exist some positive constants
C = C, and ¢ = ¢, such that for alln > 1

P(#(%_[O,n] NX) > Tn> <Ce ™

Proof. By construction, 7. consists of i.i.d. adjoint trees in a sequence, and we need to

show that it is very unlikely for 7_ to cover [rn] such subtrees. Denote by (Z;) i.i.d.
random variables distributed as the total population of #7,q;. Then it suffices to show
that

P(Zl +-+ Z”T‘Tﬂfl S ’I’L) S Ce_cn7
where this probability is equal to 1 if [rn| = 1. Let for s > 0,
f(s):= eS/TE(e’SZI).

Note that E(Z;) = co. Then f'(s) = E[(X — Z;)el+=#%] is continuous on s € (0, 00) with

limg .oy f/'(s) = —oo. Combined with f(0) = 1, we know that f(sg) < 1 for some sy > 0.
Therefore,

13(Z1 4ot Z[rn]—l < n) < eson(E(efsoZ1))fr7ﬂ—1 < E(e—soZl)—l (f(SO))rn’
and we conclude by taking ¢ = —rlog f(so) > 0 and C' large enough. U

3.2. Some known results. We collect here some preliminary estimates on the random
walk and the branching random walk.

Lemma 3.2. [20], Proposition 2.1.2, Theorem 2.3.9] Let (&,),>0 be a centered, aperiodic
and irreducible random walk in Z¢ with finite variance. There exists some C' > 0 such
that for every s >0 andn > 1,

(39) P (s el 2 5vi) < 057
(3.10) sup PO, =2) < Cn ¥
zeZd

Indeed, |20, Proposition 2.1.2 (a)], with £ = 1, gives (3.9), and (3.10]) follows from [20),
Theorem 2.3.9|.
Recall V. is the branching random walk in Z? indexed by 75 defined in Section .
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Lemma 3.3. ([8, Lemma 4.13]) Let d = 5. Assume (1.3), (1.4) with ¢ > 4, and (1.12)).
For any M > 0, there exist some v,C > 0 such that for all € € (0,1),

(3.11) lim sup PO( max P9 (£[0,00) NV, [0,n%] = 0) > 5”) <CeM
n—00 |z|<enl/2 xeZ5
Proof. Though [§] only considered simple random walks, a general random walk £ that is
centered with finite variance, aperiodic and irreducible will validate every argument except
for [8, Lemma 4.6], which relies on the asymptotics of the Green’s function, g (z) =
> >0 Po(é) (&, = ). Given the existence of finite third moment of £, we can apply [29,
Theorem 2| (with N = 5,m = 0) to get g¢)(z) = (C + o(1))|z|~>. Thus we still get [,
Lemma 4.6] for ¢ satisfying (1.12]) instead of a simple random walk. O

We end this subsection by some estimates on the branching random walks V, and V,
and on the graph distance on 7,. We consider 7, as a subgraph of 7., and, for all
0 < i < j, we denote by dg(75(7), 7:(j)) the graph distance in 7, between the two
vertices T (i) and T, (j), which is the number of edges in the geodesic path connecting

T:(7) to T(y) in T
Lemma 3.4. Assume (1.3)) and (1.4)) with some q > 4.

(i) For any 0 < ¢ < 7 — o there exists some positive constants a' and C = Cy such
that allm > 1 and 0 < n < 1, we have
(3.12) P0< max  |Vi(j) — Vi(i)] > n<n1/4> <o

0<i<j<n, 0<j—i<nn

(ii) There exists some C = Cy > 0 such that for anyn > 1,

(3.13) E, (rzré%i( | 2]

#T. = n) < C'n?*,
(iii) For any r > 1, there is some positive constant C' such that for any 0 <i < j,
(3.14) E(dg (T2 (0), T ())) < C (=)

Proof. The statements (i) and (ii) come from [8, (4.11), (4.24)].

For (iii), we deduce from the invariance T, by rerooting that for any j > i, dg, (75(¢), 75-(5))
is distributed as dg (75 (j — ), @). By using [8, (4.7), (4.9), (4.10)|, and we note that (4.9)
and (4.10) hold for any exponent r > 1 instead of ¢/2 there, we get (3.14). O

3.3. Increments of V.. We first present a general result to estimate the increments of
a discrete-time process:

Lemma 3.5. Leta € (0,1],b6 > 0,p > max(%, %) and H, K > 0 andn > 1. Let Yq,..., T,
be real-valued random variables such that for any 0 < i < j <n,

(3.15) E(JT; = TiP) < H(j — i)™ + K(j — i)".

For any max(1,b) < v < ap, there exists some positive constant ¢ = c(a,v,p,b) only
depending on o, v, p,b such that

(3.16) E(, max T; = Yil") < c(Hn + Kn).

0<i<j<n

In particular, if To =0, then
(3.17) E( max [T,") < e (Hn + Kn).

0<i<n
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When K = 0, the above lemma is the discrete-time version of the Garsia-Rodemich-
Rumsey lemma. We shall apply Lemma to estimate the increments of V, and the
term K (j —1)® will appear when we consider a truncated version of V., with K depending
on n.

Proof. Consider (T,E”))Ogtgl the linear interpolation of the process (™Y |, )o<t<1. We
are going to apply the Garsia-Rodemich-Rumsey lemma for Y. We claim that there
exists some ¢, > 0 such that for all 0 <s <t <1,

(3.18) E(m") Q) |,,> < ¢t — s)(H + Kn'~°).

In fact, if for some 0 < i < n, L < s <t < =L then T 1 = pl=o(t—s)(Tip1 =),
hence

Mw@ TOP) S o0 K 0 K

provmg 8)) (with ¢, > 1) in this case as v < ap. Ifforsome 0 <i < j<n, > <5< “Ll

and £ <t < JH, we distinguish two subcases: either j = ¢ 4+ 1, then we use twice the

above estimate to the couples (s, 1) and (“1,t) and get that

EQﬁM—T;V>§2%H+KUMﬂwa—@%

orjzi—i—Q,thent—sz%and

E(|rf” - 1ep)

B (10 = X ) + 3 E (TS - 1) + 3 E (), - T
23 In P(H + K) + splnfaﬂEqrj-TAQ

cpyH(t — 5)*P + c, K(t — s)'n"~P

cp(t — s)(H + Kn' =),

where in the last inequality we have used the facts that b < v < ap and (t —s)*=7" < n7=°
in this case. Then the proof of is complete.

Now in view of (3.18)), we are entitled to apply [10, (3a.3)] and get that for any (arbi-
trarily) fixed 0 < 6 <y — 1,

(VAN VAN VAN VAN

T -
E( sup Q) SC(H+Kn7_O‘p).

0<s<t<l1 |t —s|?

Hence, we get

E ( max |YT; — T, |p) =n’E < sup |T§n) - Tg”)yp) < C(Hn* + Kn"),

0<i<g<n 0<s<t<1

proving ((3.16)). O

We then apply this lemma to get a control on the increments of V..

Lemma 3.6. Assume ) and . ) with some q¢ > 4. For any p > +>r, there exists

4 q

some C' > 0 such that for any n € (0,1) and r > 0, we hcweﬂ
(3.19) lim sup P0< max maxn V(i + knn) — Vi (knn)| > rn1/4) < CrP 77%—1'

n—o0 0<k<y L 0<i<

IThe term knn is understood as its integer part. Similar remark applies elsewhere without further
explanations.



14 TIANYI BAI, JEAN-FRANCOIS DELMAS, AND YUEYUN HU

Consequently,
C p
(3.20)  limsup Po< max max |Vy(i + knn) — Vy(knn)| > rn1/4> < PPkl
n—o0 0<k< 1 0<i<mn 1(0)

Typically we will choose r = n¢ for some ¢ € (0, }1) and p large enough so that the

right-hand-side of goes to 0 as 7 — 0. Comparing such a choice of r in Lemma
with , we remark that the condition { < i — % is relaxed to ( < 1/4 at the expense
of the limit as n — oo in (3.19). This relaxation is crucial for the forthcoming Lemma
, where we must select ¢ sufficiently close to % (in fact we need ¢ > é) to control the

size of a neighborhood of V. or of V..

Proof. 1t is enough to show (3.19)), as (3.20)) follows from (3.19) by (3.6). To this end, we

first use a truncation argument (Step 1) to remove the big jumps in V, then Lemma
(Step 2) to estimate the increments of the truncated version of V..
Step 1: Set
1 1

b, = n3t .

Recall that on a branching random walk, X, denotes the displacement on an edge e; we
denote

XM = X 1x. <bnys
and we write V, ,, for the corresponding branching random walk where displacements on

edges are (Xe(”)) instead of (X.). Our first step is to show that we may replace V[0, n]
by Vi .[0,n], i.e

(3.21) lim sup P(V4 ,[0,n] = V[0, n]) = 1.

n—oo
Denote by t,, the subtree of T, spanned by 7, [0,n] and A,, := #(t,, N X) the number
of intersections of t,, with the spine X. Note that the subtree of 75, spanned by 7, \7#
and the root @, in depth-first order, has the same distribution as 7_. Since TATY is
independent of 76 , we get that for any 1 < j < n+1and k > 1, P(A, = k|#T¢ =
§) = PH(T_[0,n+k —j]NX) = k) < P(#(T_[0,n+ k] NX) > k). It follows that
P(A, = k) = Y P(A, =k, #75 = j) < P(#T-[0,n+ k] N X) > k), hence

P(A, >n) < iIP> T_[0,n+klNX)>k)

- k
< ZP( “[0,n+ k] NX) > n; )
< i e—c(n—i-k)gcve—cn7

k=n

where the third inequality is due to Lemma 3.1| (with » = 1/2 there). Note that there are
n+ A, edges in t,. By union bounds and (|1.4)), we get

P(max | X| > bn> <2nP(|X|>b,)+Ce ™ <Cnb, "4+ Ce " < C'n2 i
ecty

for all large n, where X denotes a random variable with distribution 6. In other words,
with probability larger than 1 — C’n%_%, there is no edge e € t,, such that X, # Xé"),
hence Vy ,[0,n] = V4 [0,n] and we get (3.21)). Then it suffices to prove for V, [0, n]
instead of V[0, n].
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Step 2: For n > j > i > 0, recall that dg, (75(¢), 7:(j)) denotes the graph distance in
T between the two vertices 75(i) and 7;(j). Conditioning on {dg(7+(7), 74 (j7)) = k},
Vin(4) — Vi n(i) is the sum of k iid copies of X := X1( x|}, where X is distributed
as 0. As X™ is centered (by the symmetry of ), we use the Rosenthal inequality [26)
Theorem 2.9|, and get that for any p > 1, there exists some ¢, > 0 such that

B(|Vin(d) = Venl)P | d(T2(0), T () = k) < 6, (KE(X®) + WRR(X12)72).

Note that E(|X™ ) < 2 and E(|X™|?) < E(|X|?) < co. Then by (3.14)), there is some
positive constant C' such that forany 0 <i < j <nandp >4,

E(|V+,n( ) — Vi (d) ) C(G— i)+ (j — iy,
Applying (3.17) to ¥. = Vi, (i +-), a = 7, b = % and any v € (1,p/4), we get some
positive constant C" such that for any 0 § 1 < (<n,

(3.22) E( max |Vyn(j) — vm(z')\p) <O (=i + 20— i)).

i <j<t

u>|>—‘

This, in view of the union bound and the Markov inequality, yields that
PO( max max |V, (i 4+ knn) — Vi, (knn)| > rn1/4)

0<k<; L 0<i<nn
0,77 1y=p —p/4 (np/4np/4 + bﬁn”n”)
C' P np/471 + ' r P y—1 bpnfp/4+'y

Now for any p > 1 1, we fix an arbitrary v € (1,2) so that (§ + 5)p — ¥+~ <0, then

2q
Wn =P/ 5 0 as n 5 0o, and we get (3.19) for V. ,, hence for V, by Step 1. O

The following lemma says that with high probability the number of points in the neigh-
bor of V_[0,m] is not too big, such an estimate will be important in estimating the
forthcoming probability term p;, . defined in (3.28)).

Lemma 3.7. Let d > 5. Assume (1.3)) and (L.4)) with ¢ > 4. For any M > 0 and
€ (0,d —4), there exist some positive constants C = Cyq and C" = Cyr., such that for
any 1 € (0,1),

(3.23) lim sup Pg (#((‘7, [0, m])nml/4 N Zd> > C’?ﬂmd/‘l) <C'nM.

m—o0

Proof. Let ¢ := 5= € (3,1). Applying (3.20) (with n replaced by /¢ and r by n) to a

sufficiently large p, we get that for any M > 1, there is some positive constant C' such
that for all n € (0, 1),

(3.24) limsup P0< max max Vi (j + kn'/Sm) — Vy(kn'/Sm)| > nm1/4> <congM

m—o0 0<k<n~1/¢ 0<j<n'/m
Recall the notations %(m) = % N V_[0,m], z@;m‘% = %y N V_[0,m] and Vy[i,j] =
{Wy(@), Vy(i+ 1), ..., Vy(j )} Since %’( ~ C Vy[0,m], we deduce from (3.24 (3-24) that

(3.25) 1—-Py (%;mf/ can be covered by 771/¢ balls of radius nm1/4> < CnM +o0,(1),

where 0,,,(1) — 0 as m — oo and 0,,(1) may depend on 7.
Let j > 1. Consider the event {d(x,%;m% ) > g} witha € %ﬁ(m‘l/ . There is some ¢ such

that v = Vo (@;). Let K; :=dg.(2,,Y N 7-[0,m]), where we recall that dg, is the graph
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distance in 75,. Then d(m,%;m‘% ) is less than the displacement of a f-walk at time K;.

Since each spine point has no attached tree with probability z(0) = 1 — 1(0), we deduce
from the union bound that for any j,¢ > 1,

po( max d(z, 2 )zj) < PO( max K >e)+mP0(\sey>j)

xe@(m) 0<i<m—1

(3.26) < m(1 = p(0)" +mj " Eo(|Si|?),
where we choose (and then fix) an arbitrary constant ¢’ € (4, ¢). By [26, Theorem 2.10],
Eo(|S,|7) < C07/2,

1/4

Take ¢ = Lﬁé) logm| and j = nm'/*. There exists some my = mo(q’, £(0)) > 1 such that

for all m > my,

(3.27) PO( max d(x,e@;m‘% ) > nm1/4> < C'n~ 7 m=1 4 (logm)7 /2.
xe%;}/ T

Note that on {max d(a:,%;m% ) < nmt/}, if %g}m‘% can be covered by 7~ /¢ balls

(m)
e‘%)c,\l

of radius nm!/4, then V_[0,m] = %(mv U % ‘% can be covered by n~'/¢ balls of radius

2nm!/*. Tt follows from (3.25) and ) that

1-Py (XA/_ [0, m] can be covered by /¢ balls of radius 277m1/4>
< O™ 4+ Oy~ m =14 logm)T? + 0,,(1)
= Cn™ +o0n,(1).

Finally, when V_[0, m] is covered by /¢ balls of radius 2pm*/%, its (nm"/4)-neighborhood
is covered by n~'/¢ balls of radius 3nm!/4, hence

~ m1/4
#<<V_[07m]>ﬂ mZd) S 77—1/( Cdndmd/4 :Cdn'}/md/ﬁl’
for some positive constant ¢4 only depending on d. This proves (3.23)). 0

3.4. Intersection probabilities between V. and £. The proof of Proposition can
be outlined as follows. By ordering the vertices of 7. using the depth first search and
its reversed sense (see (3.45))), we may reduce the problem of studying (£, n), defined in
, to that of the non-intersection probability

P, ® P (VC {0, gm] N (€[0,n)* £ 0,V [0, gm] NE0,n] =0 ‘ #T. = m)

where the choice (£,2) can be replaced by any (c,c+ A) with ¢ € (3,1) and X € (0,1 —
¢). Furthermore, the main contribution to I(g,n) comes from those m of order n?, say

m € [6n?, $n?] for small 6 > 0. By (3.3), the above probablhty is dominated, up to a

multlphcatlve constant, by the corresponding probability for V_ instead of V., conditioned
on {#7.=m}. This latter probability is estimated in the following result.

Proposition 3.8. Let d = 5. Assume (1.3)), (1.4) with ¢ > 4 and (1.12)). Fiz A > 0. For
each e >0, x € R® and x,, = [z/n] € Z°, we define

Pmp =Py ® PO <V [0, m] N (£[0, n))=™* £ 0, V_[0, (1 + A\)m] N €[0, n] = @).
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There is some ¢ > 0 such that for any 6 € (0, %), there is C' = Csg ) > 0 such that for
any € € (0,1),
lim sup max Py < Ce“.

n—oo mE[dn?, n2]

This subsection is devoted to the proof of Proposition . Consider € € (0,1). Let
r > 0 be some small constant whose value will be determined later. We have

P < Do + Do

with

(3.28) P = Po@ PO (V_10,m] N€[(1 = ), n]" £0),
. = Py P (v [0,m] N €0, (1 — ")n]* £ 0,

(3.29) V[0, (1+ A)m] N €0, 1] = 0).

We outline the steps in estimating p;, , and p);, ,, as follows.

(i) Estimate p;, .. Let 7’ € (0,7). According to the random walk estimate (3.9), with
high probability as e — 0, £[(1—&")n, n] is contained in B(&,, e”/?n!/?) the ball centered at

&, with a radius of e”/?n'/2. Therefore, estimating p/,, ,, boils down to evaluating whether
~ 1/2
&, is in (V_[0, m])nn , where 7 is some power of e. This is the motivation for estimating

#(‘A/_ [0, m])nnl/z, a task addressed in Lemma .

(ii) Estimate p!, . We divide T into two pieces X and Y, as done in (3.4) and .
and give an estlmate on their ranges, see Fig. 2l By Lemma [3.1] there are few points in
Ve NV_[0,m], then we may replace V_ by V3, in p/, - This, in view of (3.6), boils down to
estimating the corresponding probability for V. To achieve this, we will cut the range of
V, into a certain number [¢~/¢] of pieces. An application of the strong Markov property
of ¢ allows us to reduce the problem to estimating the expectation of the maximum over
|e71¢] of identically distributed random variables, whose common law is that of g.,(n),
where
(33()) Qe,r (n> = max Pagg) (5[07 ng] n V+ [07 8”2] = (Z))1{V+[O,sn2}CB(0,5<n1/2)}7

|z|<4enl/2 x€Zd

with ¢ € (0, }L — %) a fixed constant. We mention that P only computes the probability

with respect to the random walk ¢ starting from z, so that ¢.,.(n) is a random variable
depending on V. Finally, ¢.,(n) is estimated in the following Lemma [3.9]

Lemma 3.9. Letd—5 Assume (L.3), (L.4) with ¢ > 4 and (1.12). Let ¢ € (0, ——%)

and g .(n) be as in and r € (0,2¢). For any M > 0, there exist some v = v, > 0
and C = Cy¢c >0 such that for all e € (0,1),

(3.31) limsup Po(q..(n) > ) < CeM

n—oo

Proof. Only small € needs to be considered. Apply a change of variables (n',&’) =

(e'/?n,4¢3/*) to (3.11)) in Lemma, we deduce that there are some v, C’,C” > 0 such
that

(3.32) lim sup P0< max P (£]0,00) NV, [0,en% = 0) > C”e“/) <M.

n—oo |x|<4enl/2 2€7Z5
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Let £, = ¢n'/2. On the event {V,[0,en? C B(0,4,)}, we deduce from the Markov
property of £ at €"n that

PO ([0, 00) NV [0,en’] = 0)

> ﬂﬂgmammmmﬁn]@|@H>%mqmumm3( L) = )

Zﬁ%}ﬁ@MmMB@M:@ 9(€[0,e™n) NV [0,en?] = 0, [€arn| > 20,)
y|>

> ¢ PO(E[0,en] N VL[0,en®] = 0, |Ern| > 20,),

for all n such that ¢,, > Ry, where Ry > 0 is a large enough constant such that
c= inf inf P(¢0,00)NB(0, R) = @) > 0.

R>Ro |y|>2R

By the local limit theorem for the random walk ({3.10] m there is C" > 0 such that
max Pf (’fe’" ’ < 2 ) < P(§ (‘gsr ’ < 3/ ) < C/// ¢d— rd/2

|x|<4enl/2
It follows that
1
Ger(n) < = max PO(E[0,00) NVL[0,en’] = 0) + C"et2,

C |z|<4ent/2
By (3.32)), we obtain Lemma [3.9) by choosing any v € (0, min(v’, (¢ — r/2)d)). O
We are now ready to present the proof of Proposition |3.8|

Proof of Proposition 3.8, As in Lemma let C € (0,3 — %) and fix some constant

r € (0,2¢). Recall ( and (3.29). Let 5 € ( ) It is enough to show that there is
some ¢ > ( mdependent of 9, and some constant 05 > ( such that for any small € > 0,

(3.33) limsup max p, . < Cse

n—oo mE[on2,; 1n2] B

(3.34) limsup max pj ., < Cse’

n—oo mEn?, an}

We mention that the exact values of Cs, ¢ are not important, they may change from
one paragraph to another.

(i) Proof of (3.33). Fix some 0 < 7' < r. Apply (3.9) with (n,s) = ("n, " ~"/2)
there, we have

P£§)< max & — &| > sr//in/Q) <Ce.
"\ (1—em)n<k<n
Since e < /2, we deduce that for all m € [§n?, in?,
e’ /2172
(3.35) P <O +Py@ PO (g0 € (V-0.m) ™),

To estimate the above probability term, we apply (3.23) to m = n?/8, n = 26/4"'/?
with d = 5, fy € (0,1) and M = 1, to see that there are some Cs,cs > 0 (we may choose
= (0276 @=/* and Cy := 20’51/4 with C,C" as in (3.23])) such that

limsup max P,y <#((1A/_ [0,m])* Pl Z°) > cs 57T//2n5/2>

n—oo mE[N?, an]

< limsup Py (#((‘7 [0’<15

(3.36) < Cse”/2.

2])25r’/2n1/2 A Z5) > cs 5'y7“’/2n5/2>
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Moreover, by , for any finite set A C Z°,
Pl(&, € A) < Cn A

It follows that on {#((‘7_ [0, m])ZET,/Q”l/2 N Z5) < c5e" 2 nd%Y,

PO (&0 e ([0.m)* ") < Ces,
which in view of and yield that for all m € [0n?, $n?],

p;njn <Ce " + 05" ?+ Cese’? + on(1),

with 0, (1) independent of m and o, (1) — 0 as n — oo. This proves (3.33).

(ii) Proof of (3.34). Recall (3.29) for the definition of pj, . By (3.8), V_[0,m] =

%ﬁ(m‘% u %(ml . We are going to apply (3.27) with = €6'/%. Note that for all m €

[6n?, $n?], on the event {Inax ealm). (x’%;m‘%;) < e84} V[0, m)NE[0, (1—e")n)sn'* £

() implies that 9? N &0, (1 — ¢ )n]25”1/2 # (. Tt follows from (3.27) that for all

m € [on?, $n?] and n large enough

where as before, 0,(1) is independent of m and on(1 ) — 1 as n — oo, and

P = Po @ PO (S0 €0, (1= el £ 0,2 ™ 11 ¢lo,n] = 0).

Let
Tmm = nf{i >0 : d(&,%g}m‘%) < 2€n1/2}.
We have
P = Po® P (1 < (1=, 250 016[0,n) = 0)
(3.38) < E0< max POE]0,e"n) N 2™ = (2))),
d(y,t%(y'y’g_ V<2enl/2, yeZb V,V-

where the inequality follows from the strong Markov property of £ at 7,,,,. Let
A, = {#(7:_[0, (1+M)mjNX) < /\m/Q}.
On A,,, we have

m A m
(3.39) AL CVylo,m] C V30, (1+ Sl 2™,
By Lemma there is some positive constant ¢s such that
max Py (A;) < e o
]

m€[5n2,%n2

which, in view of (3.38)) and (3.39)), implies that
Wi < e 1Byl max RO 0l )

(™) 1/2 5 -
d(y %), )<2enl/2,yel

< e By max PO NV, 1+ D] = 1)

d(y,Vy[0,m])<2en!/2, yezs
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11
Recall that ¢ € (0, — ;). Let

Bw:{ max IMX’WU+mwm%WMmmmﬂ<mm}
0<k<e~1/¢ 0<j<el/Cm

On the event By, for any y € Z¢ such that d(y, Vy[0,m]) < 2en'/2, there is some
0 < k < e~ ¢ such that |y — Vy(ke'/Sm)| < 3en'/? < 4en'/?, furthermore

A
P[0, N V[0, (1 + §)m] =0) < PO([0,e™n] N Vylke'“m, ke'/“m + Am/2] = 0).
It follows that

A
3.40E( PE(E0, en] N[0, (142 :)<PBC JET,
( ) 0 d(y,Vy[O,mI]I)lgginl/27y€Z5 Y (f[ gn] y[ ( +2>m] Q)) - 0( y>+
with
- ©) r 1/¢ 1/¢ _ )
‘em - EO(OSkmj:Xl/( \y—Vy(kal/cgzl)é\lgﬂtanl/%yezf’Py (€[0, e™nIVylke™Em, ke metAm /2] = 0) ).

Applying (3.20)) to n = /¢, r = £6*/* and p sufficiently large such that p(ﬁ -1)—-1>1

and p > ﬁ, we get that uniformly in m € [0n?, $n?,

=

Py(Bj) < Cse + 0n(1),
where Cy := %6‘1’/ * in notation of (3.20). Therefore we have shown that uniformly in
m € [on?, $n?],
(3.41) P < Cse+0,(1) + JE0)-
For Jga), we deduce from that

1
(3.42) JEa) < {0y 0 ( 0§k11<12§1/c [Jk),

where for € small enough so that en? < Am/2 and for each k,
U := max Py@) (£[0, e™n) NV [ke'/Sm, ke'/Sm + en?] = ().
ly—Viy (kel/Sm)|<4enl/2, yeZ?
To estimate maxg<y..-1/¢ Uy, we cut V. into smaller pieces. Consider the event

By, = By.(m,n) = { max Ve(g) = Vi)l < ent2}.

0<i<j<(143)m, j—i<en?
By (3.12), we deduce from the union bound and the translation invariance for V, in (3.1
that for some positive constant a’,
(3.43) meg}g«ém] Py(By,) < Cse".
It follows that
(3.44)

EO( max Uk>§Cgeal+E0< max Uglp

0<k<e—1/¢ 0<k<e—1/¢ v+

) < Cse” + By max q)(m)),

0<k<e—1/¢ O
where for each k£ > 0,

(k)

dz r (n) = Ukl{maxogigsnﬂ |V (kel/SmA4-d)— Vi (kel/Sm)|<elnl/2}-

By (3.1)), (qgi)(n))osk <.—1/¢ are identically distributed as ¢.,(n), which was defined in
(3-30). Applying Lemma to an arbitrary M > %, there exists some v such that for all

large n,
Po(ger(n) > &) < CeM +0,(1).
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By union bounds,

P0< max  ¢\¥)(n) > 5”) < e YPy(gep(n) > %) < CeMYC,

0<k<e—1/¢ "

Since ¢*) (n) <1, we have

0<k<e—1/¢ "

EO( max qgk)(n)) <4 MV 4 0,(1).
Going back to (3.44)), we get that

E0< max Uk> < Oy + %+ C M 1 o,(1),
0<k<e—1/¢

which together with (3.37), (3.41) and (3.42)), imply that for all large n and m € [6n?, n?],
P < 0n(1) + Cse + Cs eVt + C M

implying and completing the proof of Proposition [3.8| O

*

>\>H4:

7\ |6/ 5 3 'd e

4 2 " e

1 :>,/><\o
T |
FIGURE 3. An illustration of 7: 7;[0, k] %[O, k:]

and ..

FIGURE 4. In order that the vertex
on the top does not belong to 7.[0, k] U

<[0, k], there must be at least 2k +1 —
#7T. points on the line connecting it to
the root. In this figure, k£ = 10.

3.5. Proof of Proposition [1.3| As shown in Fig. J] we write 7:(0), 7.(1),... as 7, in

its depth-first order, and we write %(O), <(1),... as the depth-first order in the reversed
sense.

Observe that if a vertex does not belong to 70, 247:] U %[0, 247, then the line
connecting it to the root contains at least %#72 points, as shown in Fig. . Hence there
is some positive constant C' such that for every 6 > 0,n > 1,

P(Tc ¢ {o, 2#7;] U 7;{0, %#7;] AT € [5n2,n2/5])
gP(height of 7. is at least (5n2/5)

<Co6n=2

where the last inequality follows from the classical estimate on the branching process:

(3.45)

2
(3.46) P (height of 7. is at least j) ~ —-, j — oo.
g°J
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For simplicity we may and will assume that the offspring distribution u is aperiodic, as
one can be easily adapt the proof line by line for the periodic case. In particular, given
aperiodicity, by Dwass [15] and local central limit theorem (see |20, Theorem 2.3.9]),

1
(3.47) n® PP (#T, = n) ~ , N — 00.
oV 2T
Therefore
2 .
(3.48) P(#T.>j) ~ j — 0.

o/2mj’

We are now ready to prove Proposition [1.3]
Proof of Proposition[1.3 Let 6 > 0 be small, we have

3 3
o) < P(7: ¢ 7 [0, 247 UT: [0, 247 | 47 < )
n?/s 3 A
+2 Y Pow PO (1o ) elo. ™ 010 2| n€lo,u] = 04T = m)
m=dn?
FP#HTe > n°/0) + P, (#Tc < on®, Be NB(0, n]z,| +en'l?) # 0)
n2/§
= Jo(0,n) +2 Y Jile,n,m) + Jo(6,n) + J5(0, &, n).
m=dn?2
We have already bounded Jy in (3.45). For Js, we deduce from (3.48) that for some

positive constant C,
Jo(8,n) = P(#T. > n?/8) < C 5/ *n L,

For Js, when ¢ < (1—n)|z|/4, we have for all large n, Z.NB(0, n|x,|+en'/?) # () implies
that there is some 2 € Z, such that |z — x,| > |z,| — (n]z,| +en'/?) > (1 — n)|z|n?/2. It
follows that

1
J3(0,e,m) < Py (m%X |z| > 5(1 —n)|z|nt?, #T. < (5n2>.
Zeg/c

By (3.13)), there exists some C' > 0 such that for all m > 1, Eg(max_,cq, ) <
C'm%*. Using Markov’s inequality and (3.47), we have that for some positive constants
C,» and Cvlz o
1
5(8,¢,n) ZPO m)Py (max|z| > (- n)|z|n'/? | #T, = m)
on?
<C,n"? Zm 3/2E0(max|z|q|#T m)
m=1

<Cl,6'n”

Finally, by taking & = 4m/5 in (3.3)), we can find some universal constant C' > 0 such
that Ji(e,n,m) is bounded above by

C'Py@ P (V[0,3m/5] 1 (€10, m])™""* # 0, V[0, 4m/5] N €[0, 0] = ) P(HT. = m).

Then by Proposition , we deduce that for some positive constants ¢, Cs5 and C§ such
that for all dn? < m < n?/d,

Ji(e;n,m) < (Cse®+ 0(1)) P(#Tc = m),
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hence by ((3.47))
n2/s
> Jile,nm) < (Csef+ 0,(1)) P(#T; > n?) < Cf (£ + 0a(1)) 7"
m=én?

Combine the above estimates, we see that

n2/s
lim supn (Jg(é, n)+2 Z Ji(e,n,m) + Jo(0,n) + J5(0, €, n)) <CoV? 4 Cr . 5% + Cf e,
n—00 o2
and we conclude Proposition [I.3] by letting € — 0 then § — 0. O

We end the paper by a remark on the condition {£[0,n] C B(0,n|z,|)} in Proposition
Lok

Remark 3.10. Without the condition £[0,n] C B(0,7n|z,|), Proposition[1.d is no longer
true. In fact, we have Z. = {x,} with probability u(0) > 0, then

nP,, @ B (%00, n)™" £ 0,20 €00,n) = D)
p(O)n P ({a,} 0 (€10, n)™ # 0, ) N1€[0,m] = 0)

> p(0) n (P (Bzv/n, ev/n) N €[0,n] # 0) = P ({a} N €[0,n] # 1))
= p(0) cem

which diverges as n — oo, where the last inequality follows from the facts that c. =

liminf,, ., B (B(zy/n, ey/n) NE0, 0] # 0) > 0 and lim, o Py ({z,} N €[0,7] # 0) = 0.

v

REFERENCES

[1] Asselah, A. and Schapira, B. (2020). Deviations for the capacity of the range of a random walk.
Electron. J. Probab. 25 1-28.
[2] Asselah, A. and Schapira, B. (2023). Extracting subsets maximizing capacity and Folding of Random
Walks. Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm. Supér. (4) 56 1565-1582.
[3] Asselah, A., Schapira, B. and Sousi, P. (2023+). Local times and capacity for transient branching
random walks. arXiv preprint arXw:2205.03188
[4] Asselah, A., Schapira, B. and Sousi, P. (2018). Capacity of the range of random walk on Z%. Trans.
Am. Math. Soc., 370 7627-7645.
[5] Asselah, A., Schapira, B. and Sousi, P. (2019). Capacity of the range of random walk on Z*. Ann.
Probab. 47 1447-1497.
[6] A. Asselah, I. Okada, B. Schapira, and P. Sousi. Branching random walks and Minkowski sum of
random walks. arXiv preprint arXiw:2508.12948, 2023.
[7] Bai, T., Delmas, J.F. and Hu, Y. (2024+). Branching capacity and Brownian snake capacity. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2402.13735
[8] Bai, T. and Hu, Y. (2023). Convergence in law for the capacity of the range of a critical branching
random walk. Ann. Appl. Probab. 33 4964-4994.
[9] Bai, T. and Wan, Y. (2022). Capacity of the range of tree-indexed random walk. Ann. Appl. Probab.
32 1557-1589.
[10] Barlow, M.T. and Yor, M. (1982). Semimartingale inequalities via the Garsia-Rodemich-Rumsey
lemma, and applications to local times. J. Functional Analysis, 49(2):198-229.
[11] Benjamini, I. and Curien, N. (2012). Recurrence of the Z%-valued infinite snake via unimodularity.
Electron. Commun. Probab. 17 1-10.
[12] Chang, Y. (2017). Two observations on the capacity of the range of simple random walks on Z3 and
Z*. Electron. Commun. Probab. 22 1-9.
[13] Dembo, A. and Okada, I. (20224 ). Capacity of the range of random walk: The law of the iterated
logarithm. arXiv preprint arXiv:2208.02184
[14] Dvoretzky, A. and Erdés, P. (1951). Some problems on random walk in space. Proceedings of the
second Berkeley symposium on mathematical statistics and probability.
[15] Dwass, M. (1969). The total progeny in a branching process and a related random walk. J. Appl.
Probability, 6 682-686.
[16] Hutchcroft, T. and Sousi, P. (2023). Logarithmic corrections to scaling in the four-dimensional
uniform spanning tree. Commun. Math. Phys. 401 2115-2191.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.03188
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.12948
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.13735
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.02184

24 TIANYI BAI, JEAN-FRANCOIS DELMAS, AND YUEYUN HU

[17] Jain, N.C. and Pruitt, W.E. (1971). The range of transient random walk. J. Anal. Math. 24 369-393.

[18] Jain, N.C. and Orey, S. (1968). On the range of random walk. Israel Journal of Mathematics 6
373—380.

[19] Jain, N.C. and Orey, S. (1973). Some properties of random walk paths. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 43
795-815.

[20] Lawler, G.F. and Limic, V. (2010). Random walk: A modern introduction. Cambridge University
Press.

[21] Le Gall, J.F. (1986). Propriétés d’intersection des marches aléatoires. I: Convergence vers le temps
local d’intersection. Commun. Math. Phys. 104 471-507.

[22] Le Gall, J.F. (1986). Propriétés d’intersection des marches aléatoires. II: Etude des cas critiques.
Commun. Math. Phys. 104 509-528.

[23] Le Gall, J.F. (1999). Spatial Branching Processes, Random Snakes and Partial Differential Equations.
Birkh&user, Basel.

[24] Le Gall, J.F. and Lin, S. (2016). The range of tree-indexed random walk. J. Inst. Math. Jussieu 15
271-317.

[25] Pemantle, R., Peres, Y. and Schapiro, J.W. (1996). The trace of spatial Brownian motion is capacity-
equivalent to the unit square. Proba. Th. Rel. Fields. 106 379-399.

[26] Petrov, V.V. (1995). Limit Theorems of Probability Theory. Sequences of independent random vari-
ables. Clarendon Press, Oxford.

[27] Schapira, B. (2020). Capacity of the range in dimension 5. Ann. Probab. 48 2988-3040.

[28] Schapira, B. (2023+). Branching capacity of a random walk range. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.17830

[29] Uchiyama, U. (1998). Green’s functions for random walks on Z~. Proc. London Math. Soc. (3), 77
215-240.

[30] Zhu, Q. (2016+). On the critical branching random walk I: Branching capacity and visiting proba-
bility. preprint arXiv:1611.10524.

[31] Zhu, Q. (2016+). On the critical branching random walk II: Branching capacity and branching
recurrence. preprint |larXw:1612.00161

[32] Zhu, Q. (2021). On the critical branching random walk III: The critical dimension. Ann. Inst. H.
Poincaré Probab. Statist. 57 73-93.

T1ANYI BAl, CHINESE ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, CHINA.
Email address: tianyi.bai730@amss.ac.cn

JEAN-FRrRANGOIS DELMAS, CERMICS, ECOLE DES PONTS, FRANCE
Email address: delmas@cermics.enpc.fr

YUEYUN Hu, LAGA, UNIVERSITE PARIs XIII, 93430 VILLETANEUSE, FRANCE
Email address: yueyun@math.univ-parisi3.fr


http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.17830
http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.10324
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.00161

	1. Introduction
	2. Brownian snake capacity and Proof of Theorem 1.1 by assuming Proposition 1.3
	2.1. Branching capacity and Brownian snake capacity.
	2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1 by assuming Proposition 1.3

	3. Intersection probabilities: Proof of Proposition 1.3
	3.1. On the discrete tree models
	3.2. Some known results. 
	3.3. Increments of 
	3.4. Intersection probabilities between  and 
	3.5. Proof of Proposition 1.3

	References

