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THE RANGE OF TREE-INDEXED RANDOM WALK
IN LOW DIMENSIONS

BY JEAN-FRANCOIS LE GALL AND SHEN LIN

Université Paris-Sud

We study the range R, of a random walk on the d-dimensional lattice
74 indexed by a random tree with n vertices. Under the assumption that the
random walk is centered and has finite fourth moments, we prove in dimen-
sion d < 3 that n=/4R,, converges in distribution to the Lebesgue measure
of the support of the integrated super-Brownian excursion (ISE). An auxiliary
result shows that the suitably rescaled local times of the tree-indexed random
walk converge in distribution to the density process of ISE. We obtain similar
results for the range of critical branching random walk in 74, d <3. As an
intermediate estimate, we get exact asymptotics for the probability that a crit-
ical branching random walk starting with a single particle at the origin hits a
distant point. The results of the present article complement those derived in
higher dimensions in our earlier work.

1. Introduction. In the present paper, we continue our study of asymptotics
for the number of distinct sites of the lattice visited by a tree-indexed random
walk. We consider (discrete) plane trees, which are rooted ordered trees that can
be viewed as describing the genealogy of a population starting with one ancestor
or root, which is denoted by the symbol @. Given such a tree 7 and a probabil-
ity measure 0 on Z¢, we can consider the random walk with jump distribution
0 indexed by the tree 7. This means that we assign a (random) spatial location
Z7(u) € Z% to every vertex u of T, in the following way. First, the spatial location
Z7(2) of the root is the origin of Z¢. Then we assign independently to every edge
e of the tree 7 a random variable Y, distributed according to 8, and we let the spa-
tial location Z7(u) of the vertex u be the sum of the quantities Y, over all edges e
belonging to the simple path from @ to u in the tree. The number of distinct spatial
locations is called the range of the tree-indexed random walk Z 7.

In our previous work [13], we stated the following result. Let 6 be a probability
distribution on Z?, which is symmetric with finite support and is not supported
on a strict subgroup of Z¢, and for every integer n > 1, let 7> be a random tree
uniformly distributed over all plane trees with n vertices. Conditionally given 7,°,
let Z7. be arandom walk with jump distribution 6 indexed by 7,7, and let R,, stand
for the range of Z7.. Then:
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o ifd >3,
1 P
R, B
n n— 00

. . ® ... .
where cg > 0 is a constant depending on 6, and — indicates convergence in

probability;
o ifd=4,
1 2
e R, L) 871204,
n n—oo

where 02 = (det Mp) /4, with My denoting the covariance matrix of 6;
e ifd <3,

_ (d)
(1) n~*R, = cora(supp(Z)),

where cg = 29/4(det Mp)'/? is a constant depending on 6, and A;(supp(Z))
stands for the Lebesgue measure of the support of the random measure on R?
known as Integrated Super-Brownian Excursion or ISE (see Section 2.3 below
for a definition of ISE in terms of the Brownian snake, and note that our nor-
malization is slightly different from the one in [1]).

Only the cases d > 5 and d = 4 were proved in [13], in fact in a greater general-
ity than stated above, especially when d > 5. In the present work, we concentrate
on the case d < 3 and we prove a general version of the convergence (1), where in-
stead of considering a uniformly distributed plane tree with n vertices we deal with
a Galton—Watson tree with offspring distribution p conditioned to have n vertices.

Let us specify the assumptions that will be in force throughout this article. We
always assume that d < 3 and:

e 1 is a nondegenerate critical offspring distribution on Z, such that, for some
A >0,

o0
Z e'\k,u(k) < 00,
k=0

and we set p := (varp)!/? > 0;

e 0 is a probability measure on Z?, which is not supported on a strict subgroup of
7Z4: 0 is such that

) lim r*0({x € Z:|x| > r}) =0,

r—>+00

and 6 has zero mean; we set o := (det My)'/%4

covariance matrix of 9.

> 0, where My denotes the
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Note that (2) holds if 6 has finite fourth moments.

For every n > 1 such that this makes sense, let 7,, be a Galton—Watson tree with
offspring distribution u conditioned to have n vertices. Note that the case when 7,
is uniformly distributed over plane trees with n vertices is recovered when u is the
geometric distribution with parameter 1/2 (see, e.g., Section 2.2 in [14]). Let Z7,
denote the random walk with jump distribution 6 indexed by 7,,, and let R, be the
range of Z7.. Theorem 5 below shows that the convergence (1) holds, provided
that ¢y is replaced by the constant 2¢/2¢4 p=4/2

An interesting auxiliary result is an invariance principle for “local times” of our
tree-indexed random walk. For every a € Z¢, let

La@) =) Yz; w=a)

ueTy,
be the number of visits of a by the tree-indexed random walk Z7.. For x =
(x1,...,xq3) € R, set [x] := (|x1], ..., [xa]). Then Theorem 4 shows that the
process

(n?/4! L”(I_nl/4xJ))xeRd\{O}

converges as n — 00, in the sense of weak convergence of finite-dimensional
marginals, to the density process of ISE (up to scaling constants and a linear trans-
formation of the variable x). Notice that the latter density process exists because
d < 3, by results due to Sugitani [19]. In dimension d = 1, this invariance principle
has been obtained earlier in a stronger (functional) form by Bousquet-Mélou and
Janson [3], Theorem 3.6, in a particular case, and then by Devroye and Janson [5],
Theorem 1.1, in a more general setting. Such a strengthening might also be pos-
sible when d = 2 or 3, but we have chosen not to investigate this question here
as it is not relevant to our main applications. In dimensions 2 and 3, Lalley and
Zheng [7], Theorem 1, also give a closely related result for local times of critical
branching random walk in the case of a Poisson offspring distribution and for a
particular choice of 6.

Our tree-indexed random walk can be viewed as a branching random walk start-
ing with a single initial particle and conditioned to have a fixed total progeny.
Therefore, it is not surprising that our main results have analogs for branching ran-
dom walks, as it was already the case in dimension d > 4 (see Propositions 20
and 21 in [13]). For every integer p > 1, consider a (discrete time) branching ran-
dom walk starting initially with p particles located at the origin of Z¢, such that
the offspring number of each particle is distributed according to ., and each newly
born particle jumps from the location of its parent according to the jump distribu-
tion @. Let VP! stand for the set of all sites of Z¢ visited by this branching random
walk. Then Theorem 8 shows that, similarly as in (1), the asymptotic distribution
of p~/2#YIPl is the Lebesgue measure of the range of a super-Brownian mo-
tion starting from &g (note again that this Lebesgue measure is positive because
d <3, see [4] or [19]). In a related direction, we mention the article of Lalley and
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Zheng [8], which gives estimates for the number of occupied sites at a given time
by a critical nearest neighbor branching random walk in Z¢.

Our proof of Theorem 8 depends on an asymptotic estimate for the hitting prob-
ability of a distant point by branching random walk, which seems to be new and
of independent interest. To be specific, consider the set VI!I of all sites visited by
the branching random walk starting with a single particle at the origin. Consider
for simplicity the isotropic case where My = 0% Id, where Id is the identity matrix.
Then Theorem 7 shows that

2
lim |a?P(a e V)= M.
la|—o00 Jol
See Section 5.1 for a discussion of similar estimates in higher dimensions.

Not surprisingly, our proofs depend on the known relations between tree-
indexed random walk (or branching random walk) and the Brownian snake (or
super-Brownian motion). In particular, we make extensive use of a result of Jan-
son and Marckert [6] showing that the “discrete snake” coding our tree-indexed
random walk Z7. converges in distribution in a strong (functional) sense to the
Brownian snake driven by a normalized Brownian excursion. It follows from this
convergence that the set of all sites visited by the tree-indexed random walk con-
verges in distribution (modulo a suitable rescaling) to the support of ISE, in the
sense of the Hausdorff distance between compact sets. But, of course, this is not
sufficient to derive asymptotics for the number of visited sites.

Our assumptions on w and @ are similar to those in [6]. We have not striven for
the greatest generality, and it is plausible that these assumptions can be relaxed.
See, in particular, [6] for a discussion of the necessity of the existence of exponen-
tial moments for the offspring distribution w. It might also be possible to replace
our condition (2) on 6 by a second moment assumption, but this would require
different methods as the results of [6] show that the strong convergence of discrete
snakes to the Brownian snake no longer holds without (2).

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents our main notation and
gives some preliminary results about the Brownian snake. Section 3 is devoted
to our main result about the range of tree-indexed random walk in dimension
d < 3. Section 4 discusses similar results for branching random walk, and Sec-
tion 5 presents a few complements and open questions.

2. Preliminaries on trees and the Brownian snake.
2.1. Finite trees. We use the standard formalism for plane trees. We set
o0
U:= U N,
n=0
where N={1,2,...} and N’ = {@}. If u = (u1, ..., u,) €U, we set [u| =n [in

particular |&| = 0]. We write < for the lexicographical order on U, so that & <
1 <(1,1) < 2, for instance.
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A plane tree (or rooted ordered tree) 7 is a finite subset of I/ such that:

1) veT;
) Ifu=(ui,...,up) € T\{@}then it := (uy,...,uy_1) €7;
(iii) For every u = (uy,...,u,) € T, there exists an integer k,(7) > 0 such
that, forevery j € N, (uy,...,u,, j) € T ifand only if 1 < j <k, (7).

The notions of a descendant or of an ancestor of a vertex of 7 are defined in an
obvious way. If u,v € T, we will write u A v € T for the most recent common
ancestor of # and v. We denote the set of all planes trees by T s.

Let 7 be a tree with p = #7 vertices and let @ =vp < vy <--- < v,_| be
the vertices of 7 listed in lexicographical order. We define the height function
(Hi)o<i<p of T by setting H; = |v;| for every 0 <i < p — 1, and H, =0 by
convention.

Recall that we have fixed a probability measure  on Z_ satisfying the assump-
tions given in Section 1, and that p? = var s. The law of the Galton—Watson tree
with offspring distribution y is a probability measure on the space T 7, which is
denoted by IT,, (see, e.g., [12], Section 1).

We will need some information about the law of the total progeny #7 under IT,.
It is well known (see, e.g., [12], Corollary 1.6) that this law is the same as the
law of the first hitting time of —1 by a random walk on Z with jump distribution
v(k) =puk+1),k=—1,0,1,... started from 0. Combining this with Kemper-
man’s formula (see, e.g., [17], page 122) and using a standard local limit theorem,
one gets

2
(3) lim k2T, #T > k) = .
k— o0 ® P/ 21
Suppose that p is not supported on a strict subgroup of Z, so that the random
walk with jump distribution v is aperiodic. The preceding asymptotics can then be
strengthened in the form

1
p\/2n'

2.2. Tree-indexed random walk. A (d-dimensional) spatial tree is a pair
(T, (ZwueT) Where T € Ty and z, € 74 for every u € T. We let "JI"'}- be the set
of all spatial trees.

Recall that 6 is a probability measure on Z¢ satisfying the assumptions listed in
the Introduction. We write H* o for the probability distribution on T% under which
T is distributed according to H . and, conditionally on 7, the “spatial locations”
(zu)ue are distributed as random walk indexed by 7, with jump distribution 6,
and started from O at the root &: This means that, under the probability measure
T 10> We have zg =0 a.s. and, conditionally on T, the quantities (z, — z;;,u €
T\ {@}) are independent and distributed according to 6.

) lim k*/2T1, (#T =k) =
k— 00
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2.3. The Brownian snake. We refer to [11] for the basic facts about the Brow-
nian snake that we will use. The Brownian snake (W;),>o is a Markov pro-
cess taking values in the space W of all (d-dimensional) stopped paths: Here,
a stopped path w is just a continuous mapping w: [0, {u)] —> R?, where the
number ¢, > 0, which depends on w, is called the lifetime of w. A stopped path
w with zero lifetime will be identified with its starting point w(0) € R¢. The end-
point w({(y)) of a stopped path w is denoted by w.

It will be convenient to argue on the canonical space C (R4, W) of all contin-
uous mappings from R into W, and to let (Ws)s>0 be the canonical process on
this space. We write ¢ := ¢(w,) for the lifetime of W;. If x € R?, the law of the
Brownian snake starting from x is the probability measure P, on C (R, W) that
is characterized as follows:

(1) The distribution of ({;)s>0 under Py is the law of a reflected linear Brownian
motion on R started from O.

(i) We have Wy = x, P, a.s. Furthermore, under P, and conditionally on (&s)s>0,
the process (W;)s>0 is (time-inhomogeneous) Markov with transition kernels
specified as follows. If 0 < s < s/,

o Wy(t)=W,() forevery 0 <t <m(s,s’) :=min{g, :5s <r <s'};
o (Wy(mg(s,s")+1) =Wy (me(s,s"))o<r<¢,—m, (s.s) is a standard Brownian
motion in R? independent of W;.

We will refer to the process (W;)s>0 under Py as the standard Brownian snake.

We will also be interested in (infinite) excursion measures of the Brownian
snake, which we denote by Ny, x € R4 For every x € R4, the distribution of the
process (Ws)s>0 under Ny is characterized by properties analogous to (i) and (ii)
above, with the only difference that in (i) the law of reflected linear Brownian
motion is replaced by the Itd6 measure of positive excursions of linear Brownian
motion, normalized in such a way that N, (sup{¢s:s > 0} > ¢) = (2e)~ !, for every
e>0.

We write y := sup{s > 0:¢; > 0}, which corresponds to the duration of the
excursion under N,. A special role will be played by the probability measures

,(Cr) := N, (-|]y =r), which are defined for every x € R4 and every r > 0. Under

N)(Cr), the “lifetime process” ({s)o<s<r 1S a Brownian excursion with duration r.
From the analogous decomposition for the It6 measure of Brownian excursions,
we have

(5) (r)

No= [ —¥ N
o /o 223 0

The total occupation measure of the Brownian snake is the finite measure Z on
R? defined under N,, or under N)(Cr), by the formula

14 o~
(Z,9)= /O ds o(Wy),
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for any nonnegative measurable function ¢ on R¢.

Under )(Cl), Z is a random probability measure, which in the case x = 0 is
called ISE for integrated super-Brownian excursion [the measure Z in (1) is thus
distributed as Z under Nél)]. Note that our normalization of ISE is slightly different
from the one originally proposed by Aldous [1].

The following result will be derived from known properties of super-Brownian
motion via the connection between the Brownian snake and superprocesses.

PROPOSITION 1. Both N, a.e. and N)(CI) a.s., the random measure Z has a
continuous density on R, which will be denoted by (£, y € R?).

REMARK. When d = 1, this result, under the measure N(()l), can be found
in [3], Theorem 2.1.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1. By translation invariance, it is enough to consider
the case x = 0. We rely on the Brownian snake construction of super-Brownian
motion to deduce the statement of the proposition from Sugitani’s results [19].
Let (Wi);c; be a Poisson point measure on C (R, W) with intensity Ng. With
every i € I, we associate the occupation measure Z' of W. Then Theorem IV.4
in [11] shows that there exists a super-Brownian motion (X;);>¢ with branching
mechanism (1) = 2u? and initial value X = 8o, such that

00 .
/ e X, => Z'.
0 il
As a consequence of [19], Theorems 2 and 3, the random measure f0°° dr X; has
a.s. a continuous density on R4 \ {0}. On the other hand, let B(0, €) denote the
closed ball of radius ¢ centered at 0 in RY. Then, for every & > 0, the event

Ae = {#{i e I1:2'(B(0,)°) >0} =1}

has positive probability (see, e.g., [11], Proposition V.9). On the event 4., write
ig for the unique index in [ such that Zi(B(0, )°) > 0. Then, still on the event
A, the measures fooo dr X, and Z% coincide on B(0, €)¢. The conditional distri-
bution of W knowing A, is No(-|Z(B(0, £)¢) > 0), and we conclude that Z has
a continuous density on B(0, €)¢, No(-|Z(B(0, £)¢) > 0) a.s. As this holds for any
& > 0, we obtain that, Ny a.e., the random measure Z has a continuous density on
R4\ {0}. Via a scaling argument, the same property holds N(()l) a.s. This argument
does not exclude the possibility that Z might have a singularity at 0, but we can
use the rerooting invariance property (see [1], Section 3.2 or [15], Section 2.3) to
complete the proof. According to this property, if under the measure N(()l) we pick
a random point distributed according to Z and then shift Z so that this random
point becomes the origin of R?, the resulting random measure has the same distri-

bution as Z. Consequently, we obtain that N(()l) a.s., Z(dx) a.e., the measure Z has
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a continuous density on R? \ {x}. It easily follows that Z has a continuous density
on R4, N(()l) a.s., and by scaling again the same property holds under No. [

Let us introduce the random closed set
R:={W,:0<s <y}

Note that, by construction, Z is supported on R, and it follows that, for every
y R\ {x},

(6) {¢V>0}c{yeR}), Nyae orNDas,

PROPOSITION 2.  For every y € R\ {x},

{¢V >0} ={yeR}, N, a.e. and N)((l) a.s.

PROOF. Fix y € R?, and consider the function u(x) =N, (£¥ > 0), for every
x € R?\ {y}. By simple scaling and rotational invariance arguments (see the proof
of Proposition V.9(i) in [11] for a similar argument), we have

u(x) = Cylx —y| =2

with a certain constant C4 > 0 depending only on d. On the other hand, an easy
application of the special Markov property [10] shows that, for every r > 0, and
every x € B(y, r)¢, we have

u(x) = Nx|:1 — exp(—fXB(y’r)C(dz)u(Z)>],

where X 20" stands for the exit measure of the Brownian snake from the open set
B(y, r)¢. Theorem V.4 in [11] now shows that the function u# must solve the partial
differential equation Au = 4u? in R? \ {y}. It easily follows that Cy =2 — d /2.

The preceding line of reasoning also applies to the function v(x) := Ny (y € R)
(see [11], page 91), and shows that we have v(x) = (2 — d/2)|x — yl_2 =u(x)
for every x € R? \ {y}—note that this formula for v can also be derived from [4],
Theorem 1.3 and the connection between the Brownian snake and super-Brownian
motion. Recalling (6), this is enough to conclude that

(7) {¢¥>0}={yeR} N, a.e.

for every x € RY \ {y}).

We now want to obtain that the equality in (7) also holds N)(Cl) a.s. Note that,
for every fixed x, we could use a scaling argument to get that {¢” > 0} = {y € R},
N)(Cl) a.s., for Ay a.e. ye€ R?, where we recall that A, stands for Lebesgue measure
on R?. In order to get the more precise assertion of the proposition, we use a
different method.
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By translation invariance, we may assume that x = 0 and we fix y € RZ\ {0).
We set Ty :=inf{s > 0: Wy = y}. Also, for every s > 0, we set

~ T . 1 S N
24 ._llg(l)lf(kd(B(y,e))) /0 dr 1y, _ y <)

Note that Ey, =Y, Npa.e. and Nél) a.e. We then claim that, for every s > 0,
(8) {Ty<s}={0 >0}, Npae.

The inclusion {a > 0} C {Ty < s} is obvious. In order to prove the reverse inclu-
sion, we argue by contradiction and assume that

No(Ty <5, £ =0) > 0.
Note that No(7y = s) = 0 [because NO(W\S = y) = 0], and so we have also
No(Ty <s, Z;y =0) > 0. For every n > 0, let
T\ :=inf{r > Ty: 5 < 7, — 7T},

Notice that, by the properties of the Brownian snake, the path W_q) is just Wr,
stopped at time (¢7, — )" “

From the strong Markov property at time 7y, we easily get that Ty(") I Ty as
n {0, Ny a.e. on {7} < oo}. Hence, on the event {7} < s}, we have also Ty(") <s

for n small enough, Ny a.e. Therefore, we can find n > 0 such that

No(Ty <s,pT(,,) =0)>0.

However, using the strong Markov property at time Ty(") , and Lemma V.5 and
Proposition V.9(i) in [11], we immediately see that, conditionally on the past up to
time T;n), the event {Wr *y,Yr > Ty(n)} occurs with positive probability. Hence,
we get

No(7y < slzy/ =0)>0.

Since Z)y, = ¢, this contradicts (7), and this contradiction completes the proof of
our claim (8).

Finally, we observe that, for every s € (0, 1), the law of (W, )p<,<s under N(()l) is
absolutely continuous with respect to the law of the same process under Ny (this is
a straightforward consequence of the similar property for the [td excursion measure
and the law of the normalized Brownian excursion; see, e.g., [18], Chapter XII).
Hence, (8) also gives, for every s € (0, 1),

{Ty <s}= {lzy > 0}, N(()l) a.s.,

and the fact that the equality in (7) also holds N(()l) a.s. readily follows. [
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3. Asymptotics for the range of tree-indexed random walk. Throughout
this section, we consider only integers n > 1 such that I1,(#7 =n) > 0 (and
when we let n — oo, we mean along such values). For every such integer n,
let (7n, (Z"(u))ueT,) be distributed according to szg(-l#T =n). Then 7, is a
Galton—Watson tree with offspring distribution p« conditioned to have n vertices,
and conditionally on 7,, (Z"(u)),e7; is a random walk with jump distribution 6
indexed by 7,,.

We set, forevery t > 0 and x € R4,

) 1 ( X - Mg_lx)
x) = exp| ———2—),
pr Q)2 Jdet My ¥ 2

where x - y stands for the usual scalar product in R¢.
For every a € Z¢, we also set

Lay(a):= > Yzrw=a}-
UeTy

LEMMA 3. For every € > 0, there exists a constant C, such that, for every n
and every b € 74 with |b| > enl/4,

E[(L,(b))?] < Cen®~4/2,

Furthermore, for every x, y € R4\ {0}, and for every choice of the sequences (x,)
and (yp) in 74 such that n=/*x, — x and n_1/4yn —> y as n — 00, we have

tim 2?22 E[Ly () Lo ()] = 9(x, ),
where

p(x,y) = /04/ , dridradrs(ri+r2+ r)e P A2
®R+)

% [, 4z P @t = 2pn (=2
The function @ is continuous on (R4 \ {ohH2.

REMARK. The function ¢ is in fact continuous on (R%)2. Since we will not
need this result, we leave the proof to the reader.

PROOF OF LEMMA 3. We first establish the second assertion of the lemma.
We let ug, uff,...,u,_, be the vertices of 7, listed in lexicographical order. By
definition,

n—1

Ly(xp) = Z l{Z"(u?):xn},
i=0
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so that

n—1n—1
E[L,(x))Ly(yn)] = {Zzl{zw") =X, 2" (W)= yn}}

i=0j=0

Let H" be the height function of the tree 7,, so that H' = |u}| for every i €
{0,1,...,n—1}.Ifi, j € {0, 1,...,n — 1}, we also use the notation Hl-”j = [u} A
u’}| for the generation of the most recent common ancestor to «7 and u’}, and note
that

) A~ min o HP| <1,

B iaj<k<ivj

Write 7, = 6** for the transition kernels of the random walk with jump distri-
bution 6. By conditioning with respect to the tree 7,, we get

E[Ln (xp)Lp ()’n)]

n—1n—1
(10) _E|:Z > T, (@) gy i, (xn — a)an_ﬁi7j(yn —a):|

i=0 j=0qe74

2
=n E|:f / dsdtq) Hl_nsyHl_ntJ’H[lnsj Lntj)i|

where we have set, for every integers k, £, m > 0 such that k A £ > m,
O (k,lm) =Y (@) Tk (Xn — @) (yn — Q).
aeZ4

In the remaining part of the proof, we assume that 6 is aperiodic [meaning that
the subgroup generated by {k > 0: 74 (0) > 0} is Z]. Only minor modifications are
needed to treat the general case. We can then use the local limit theorem, in a form
that can be obtained by combining Theorems 2.3.9 and 2.3.10 in [9]. There exists
a sequence §, converging to 0 such that, for every n > 1,

|Cl|2 d/2
(11) sup ((1 + —)n |70 (@) — pn(a)|> <8p.
aeZ4 n

Let (k,), (£,), (m,) be three sequences of positive integers such that n 12k, —> u,
—1/2¢, — vand n=2m, — w, where 0 < w < u A v. Write

n?®%  (kn, L, mp)
=4 [z, ()t (= L2 ), = L2,
and note that, for every fixed z € R4,

lim nd/47rmn(LZn1/4J) = pw(2),

n—oo
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d/a

lim n® g, _m, (xn — |_Zn1/4J) = Pu—w(x —2),

n—oo

Jim n 5, (0 = [an'/*]) = po-w(y = 2),

by (11). These convergences even hold uniformly in z. It then follows that

nli)n;ond/zdﬁn,yn (kn, €n, mp) = /Rd dz pw (D) Pu—w (X — 2) py—w(y — 2)
(12)

=Wy y(u, v, w).
Indeed, using (11) again, we have, for every K > 2(|x| Vv |y|) + 2 and every suffi-
ciently large n,

n3d/4/ dz 7, (|20 ) -, (on = L2074 )52, —ms (3 — |20 ])
{lz|=K+1}

1 3
cof (L),
lzi=k+1}  \(lz] = 1)?

with a constant C independent of n and K. The right-hand side of the last display
tends to 0 as K tends to infinity. Together with the previously mentioned uniform
convergence, this suffices to justify (12).

By [12], Theorem 1.15, we have

_ d
(gn 1/2H[lmj)0<t<1 ni_)go (€)o<r<1,
where (e;)p</<1 is a normalized Brownian excursion, and we recall that ,02 is the
variance of . The latter convergence holds in the sense of the weak convergence
of laws on the Skorokhod space D([0, 1], R;) of cadlag functions from [0, 1]
into R4. Using the Skorokhod representation theorem, we may and will assume
that this convergence holds almost surely, uniformly in ¢ € [0, 1]. Recalling (9), it

follows that we have also

P _1/2 .
A —> =
" H s nt) Pl s T € me(s, 1),

uniformly in s, ¢ € [0, 1], a.s.
As a consequence of (12) and the preceding observations, we have, for every
s,t €(0,1) with s # ¢,

. dj2 7
dim n P (HE HY s H G )

(13)
2 2 2
= lIJx,y<—es, —e;, —me(s, t)), a.s.
o p P

We claim that we can deduce from (10) and (13) that
im n?272E[Ly (x0) Ly (yn)]

n—oo

Lol 2 2 2
= E|:/ / ds dr \I'x,y<—es, —e;, —me(s, t)>i|.
0 Jo P p P

(14)
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Note that the right-hand side of (14) coincides with the function ¢(x, y) in the
lemma. To see this, we can use Theorem II1.6 of [11] to verify that the joint density
of the triple

(me(S,t)v €s _mE(S’t)sel _mE(S’t))

when s and ¢ are chosen uniformly over [0, 1], independently and independently
of e, is

16(r1 + 12 + r3) exp(=2(r1 + r2 +13)?).

So the proof of the second assertion will be complete if we can justify (14). By
Fatou’s lemma, (10) and (13), we have first

liminfrn?/?=2E[L, (x,) Ly (yn)] = E ! ldsdz\p Ee Ee Em (5. 1)
min n\Xn)Lbp\Yn)| = o Jo X,y P s,p lvp els, .

Furthermore, dominated convergence shows that, for every K > 0,

1 rl
. d 2 v
lim E[/O /0 ds dt (n?/ d)ﬁn’yn(H[’nsJ,HfmJ,anSJ,LmJ)/\K)}

n—oo

L el 2 2 2
=E[/ / dsdt(\llx,y(—es,—e,,—me(s,t)) /\K)]
0 Jo o p P

Write T, (s, 1) = nd/zcbzn,yn (H{ys)s Hutps Hig) 1)) to simplify notation. In view

of the preceding comments, it will be enough to verify that

1 rl
(15) lim <lirn sup E[/ / dsdt T, (s, t)l{rn(w)>1<}]> =0.
K—oo\ n—oo 0 Jo
To this end, we will make use of the bound
(16) sup i (x) < M(Jx|™* A1),
k>0

which holds for every x € Z? with a constant M independent of x. This bound
can be obtained easily by combining (11) and Proposition 2.4.6 in [9]. Then let
k,£,m > 0 be integers such that k A £ > m, and recall that

O (ko tom) =Y T (@) Tk (X — T (Y — ).

aeZd

Fix ¢ > 0 such that |x| A |y| > 2&. Consider first the contribution to the sum in the
right-hand side coming from values of @ such that |a| < en'/*. For such values of a
(and assuming that n is large enough), the estimate (16) allows us to bound both
Tk—m (xp —a) and 7wy_, (y, —a) by Me~4n=4/4 On the other hand, if |a| > en!/4,
we can bound 7, (a) by M e9n=4/4 whereas (11) shows that the sum

Y Thm G — AT (Yu — @)

la|>enl/4
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is bounded above by ¢ ((k — m)~ 42 A (€ — m)~/2 A 1) for some constant ¢;.
Summarizing, we get the bound

(Dﬁns)'n (k’ E’ m)
<M?e 2= Loy Me= Y (k —m) VP A (0 —m)" V2 AT
<cren M 4 ey en Wk + € —2m)~2 A1),

where c1 and cy . are constants that do not depend on n, k, £, m. Then observe
that, for every s, t € (0, 1),
ansj + H[lntj - 2I_Ifnsj,l_m‘J =dp (url_lnsj ’ u,[ntj)’

where d,, denotes the usual graph distance on 7,. From the preceding bound, we
thus get

—d)2

Cu(s, 1) <cre+ C2,£”d/4(dn(”rfnsy u'fntj) A 1)'

It follows that, for every K > 0,

1,1
/0 /0 ds dt Un(s, DL, (s.0)>c1 o +e2.0 K}

1 1
< /0 /0 ds dt(c1.5 + e2,6n 4 (dy (1wl )2 A 1))

X Mndag, i, =425 K)
=n"2 Z (Cl’g + Cz,gnd/4(dn(u, v)_d/2 A 1))1{d,,(u,v)<1<*2/dn1/2}'
u,veTy

By an estimate found in Theorem 1.3 of [5], there exists a constant cq that only
depends on w, such that, for every integer k > 1,

(17) E[#{(u,v) € Ty X Ty :dy(u, v) = k}] < cokn.

It then follows that

1 1
E|:/(; /0 dsdr Ty (s, t)l{l"n(s,t)>cl'5+cz,8K}i|

LK~2/dn1/2)
<n et e +co,en?™) +con™! Z k(c1.e + coen®4 k412,
k=1

It is now elementary to verify that the right-hand side of the preceding display has
a limit g(K) when n — oo, and that g(K) tends to 0 as K — oo (note that we use
the fact that d < 3). This completes the proof of (15) and of the second assertion
of the lemma.
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The proof of the first assertion is similar and easier. We first note that
E[LaP)=E| &} y(lul. vl lunv) |,
u,veTy

where the function @}, , is defined as above. Then, assuming that |b| > 2en'/4, the
same arguments as in the first part of the proof give the bound

@) 4 (lul, vl lu Avl) < epen™ % 4 e en™* (dy(u, v) "% A T).

By summing over all choices of # and v, it follows that

E[L,(b)*]
< C1’8n2—d/2
+ czvgn_d/‘*(n + E[ Z d,(u, v)_d/z] +n?% x n_d/4)
u,veTy, 1<d, (u,v)</n
=< (Cl,s + 2C2,8)n2_d/2
V7]
+cpen~ 44 Z k_d/zE[#{(u, v) € Tpidy(u, v) =k},
k=1

and the bound stated in the first assertion easily follows from (17).
Let us finally establish the continuity of ¢. We fix ¢ > 0 and verify that ¢ is
continuous on the set {|x| > 2e, |y| > 2¢}. We split the integral in dz in two parts:

— The integral over |z| < e. Write @1 (x, y) for the contribution of this integral.
We observe that, if |z| < ¢, the function x — p,, (x — z) is Lipschitz uniformly in
z and in rp on the set {|x| > 2¢}, and a similar property holds for the function
y = pr(y — 2). It follows that ¢; . is a Lipschitz function of (x, y) on the set
{lx[=2e¢,|y| = 2¢}.

— The integral over |z| > . Write ¢2 . (x, y) for the contribution of this integral.
Note that if (u,, v,),>1 is a sequence in R? x R4 such that lun| A |v,| = 2¢ for
every n, and (u,,v,) converges to (x,y) as n — 0o, we have, for every fixed
ry,ry,r3 >0,

/ dz Pry (Z)Prz (un — Z)pr3 (v —2)
{lz|>e}

= /{|Z>E} dz pr () Pry (X = 2) prs (¥ — 2).

We can then use dominated convergence, since there exist constants ¢, and ¢, that
depend only on &, such that

/{I oe) dz Pry (Z)prz(un - Z)Pr3 (vp—2) < CePry+rs (p —vy) <Ce(r + r3)—d/2’
7|>€
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and the right-hand side is integrable for the measure (r; 4+ rp + r3) X

e~ PP (4241322 4 dry dr. Tt follows that @2, is also continuous on the set
{lx] = 2e, [y]| = 2¢}.

The preceding considerations complete the proof. [J

In what follows, we use the notation W) = (Ws(l))ofsfl for a process dis-

tributed according to N(()l). We recall a result of Janson and Marckert [6] that will
play an important role below. As in the proof of Lemma 3, we let ug, u’, ..., u,_,
be the vertices of 7, listed in lexicographical order. For every j € {0, 1,...,n — 1}
write Z;.’ =7" (u;?) for the spatial location of ", and Z”! = 0 by convention. Re-

calling our assumption (2), we get from [6], Theorem 2, that

P _1/4 (d 125501
(18) <\/;n / anzj) —2 (Me/ Wt( ))Ogtgl’

0<t<1 "X

where as usual M;/ 2 is the unique positive definite symmetric matrix such that
My = (Mel / 2)2, and the convergence holds in distribution in the Skorokhod space
D([0, 1], RY). Note that there are two minor differences between [6] and the
present setting. First, [6] considers one-dimensional labels, whereas our spatial lo-
cations take values in Z¢. However, we can simply project Z, (i) on the coordinate
axes to get tightness in the convergence (18) from the results of [6], and conver-
gence of finite-dimensional marginals is easy just as in [6], Proof of Theorem 1.
Second, the “discrete snake” of [6] lists the labels encountered when exploring the
tree 7, in depth first traversal (or contour order), whereas we are here enumerating
the vertices in lexicographical order. Nevertheless, the very same arguments that
are used to relate the contour process and the height function of a random tree
(see [16] or [12], Section 1.6) show that asymptotics for the discrete snakes of [6]
imply similar asymptotics for the labels listed in lexicographical order of vertices.
In the next theorem, the notation (I*, x € RY) stands for the collection of lo-
cal times of W), which are defined as the continuous density of the occupation
measure of W) as in Proposition 1. We define a constant ¢ > 0 by setting

_1/p
(19) c.—a\/;,

where o2 = (det Mg)'/? as previously. We also use the notation M, 172 _
1/2, —

My~
THEOREM 4. Letx!,... x? e R¢ \ {0}, and let (x,ll), ..., (xF) be sequences

in Z¢ such that \/gn_l/“Mg_lﬂx,{ — x/ asn — oo, for every 1 < j < p. Then

(AL, (x)), .. n AL, (xF)) 9 (cdlxl, e,

n—oo

where the constant c is given by (19).
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REMARKS. (i) As mentioned in the Introduction, this result should be com-
pared with Theorem 1 in [7], which deals with local times of branching random
walk in Z< for d = 2 or 3. See also [3], Theorem 3.6 and [5], Theorem 1.1, for
stronger versions of the convergence in Theorem 4 when d = 1.

(ii) It is likely that the result of Lemma 3 still holds when x =0 or y =0, and
then the condition x’ # 0 in the preceding theorem could be removed, using also
the remark after Lemma 3. Proving this reinforcement of Lemma 3 would however
require additional technicalities. Since this extension is not needed in the proof of
our main results, we will not address this problem here.

PROOF OF THEOREM 4. To simplify the presentation, we give the details of
the proof only in the isotropic case where Mg = o> 1d (the nonisotropic case is
treated in exactly the same manner at the cost of a somewhat heavier notation). Our
condition on the sequences (x;) then just says that cn™/4x;) — x/ as n — oo.

By the Skorokhod representation theorem, we may and will assume that the
convergence (18) holds a.s. To obtain the result of the theorem, it is then enough to
verify that, if x € R? \ {0} and (x,) is a sequence in Z¢ such that cn~!/%x,, — x
as n — 0o, we have

(20) A4 ()
n— oo

To this end, fix x and the sequence (x,), and for every ¢ € (0, |x]|), let g- be a
nonnegative continuous function on R?, with compact support contained in the
open ball of radius ¢ centered at x, and such that

fRdge(y)dy=1-

It follows from (18) (which we assume to hold a.s.) that, for every fixed € € (0, |x|),

1 L
/Ogg(cn_IMZ'L’mJ)dtg gg(W,(l))dt.

n—oo 0

Furthermore,

1 _—
/ ge(W") dr =/ g dy == 1%,
0 R4 e—>0
by the continuity of local times. Let § > 0. By combining the last two conver-

gences, we can find g1 € (0, |x|) such that, for every ¢ € (0, £1), there exists an
integer n1(¢) so that for every n > n(¢e),

1
21) P(V ge(en™'* 27, ) dt —lx‘ >5> <3.
0
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However, we have

1

1
/0 gg(cn71/4Z’fmJ)dt = 0 Z gs(cn71/4a)Ln(a)

ae7d
= [l B L[y ) .
Set
m(e)i= [ gelen™ " |n 4y )y
and note that
(&) —> /Rd ge(cy)dy =c¢.

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

! 1/4 d/4—1 2
E[(/O ge(en™'* 27\ dt — nu(e)n?/*™ Ln(xn)> }

= [ (5 [ len AL A (L0 - La) ) |

<o) 272 [ dygoon™ 8Lty EL(L (105 = L))

Using the first assertion of Lemma 3, one easily gets that, for every fixed ¢ €
(0, [x]),

nd/2-2 /Rd dylgs(en™ " [n"/*y]) = ge(en| E[(La([n*y]) = La(xa))*] =3, 0.

n—oo

On the other hand, by the second assertion of the lemma,

52 [y gen EL(La(1n ) - Lt

—>/ dyge(cy)(co(y,y)—w(f,y)+¢(f,f))-
n—00 Jpd c c C

If y, stands for the limit in the last display, the continuity of ¢ ensures that y, tends
toOase— 0.
From the preceding considerations, we have

1 2
limsupE[</0 gg(cn71/4Z’fmJ) dr — nn(e)nd/41Ln(xn)) ] < cidyg.

n—oo

Hence, we can find &> € (0, |x|) small enough so that, for every ¢ € (0, &2), there
exists an integer n,(¢e) such that, for every n > nj(¢),

1
22) P(’ [ selen™ 420t = maemn L)

>3><6.
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By combining (21) and (22), we see that, for every ¢ € (0,61 Agz) andn > n(e) VvV
na(e),
P(|na(e)n®* " Ly (x,) — 1*] > 28) < 26.

d

Our claim (20) easily follows, since 1, (¢) tends to ¢~% as n — oco. [

Set R, =#{Z" (1) :u € T,}. Recall the constant ¢ from (19), and also recall that
La denotes Lebesgue measure on RY.

THEOREM 5. We have
d
n~4R, Q) (S,
n—o0
where S stands for the support of ISE.
PROOF. Again, for the sake of simplicity, we give details only in the isotropic

case My = o21d. From the definition of ISE, we may take S = {W\,(l) 0<r<1}.
We then set, for every ¢ > 0,

Sei={xe R? - dist(x, S) < e}.

As in the preceding proof, we may and will assume that the convergence (18) holds
almost surely. It then follows that, for every ¢ > 0,

P({cn_l/4Z"(u):u eT}cS) — L
n—o0
Fix K > 0, and let B(0, K) stand for the closed ball of radius K centered at 0
in R?. Also set SéK) =38, N B(0, K + ¢). It follows that we have also
P(({Z"(w):u e T} N B(0,c'n'*K)) c c71nl/48K)) — 1.

n—o0

Applying the latter convergence with ¢ replaced by €/2, we get

P#({Z"w):u e T,} N B(0,c 'n'/?K)) < c™n?/*34(85)) —2 L
Write R = #({Z"(w) :u € T} N B0, c='n/4K)). Since A4(SE)) | ag(S N
B(0, K)) as ¢ | 0, we obtain that, for every 6 > 0,

—d/4 p(K) —d
P(n R, <c Ad(SﬂB(O, K))—i—(S) n:gol,
and, therefore, since the variables n—4/ 4R,(,K)

(23) Tim E[(n R — cha(S N B(O, K))) "] =0.

are uniformly bounded,

On the other hand, we claim that we have also

(24) liminf E[n~**R{)] = ™ E[14(S N B0, K))].



2720 J.-E. LE GALL AND S. LIN

To see this, observe that

E[R®)] = > P(Ly(a) > 0)
acZiNB(0,c~1nl/4K)

= dx P(L >0)+ O(n@-D/4
B(0,c~1nl/4K) (Ln(lx1) > 0) (n )

_ d/4/ dv P(L. (1 n!/4 0) + O (nd-D/4
n n > n
o, & Pl > 0) 4 0=
as n — 0o. By Theorem 4, for every y # 0,
liminf P(L,(|n'*y]) > 0) = P(I? > 0) = P(cy € 5),
where the equality is derived from Proposition 2. Fatou’s lemma then gives

liminfn~4/*E[R) >/ dy P(cy € S) = ¢ E[14(S N B(0, K))],
imin (R 1= | ey Py ES [24(S N B(O, K))]
which completes the proof of (24).
Using the trivial identity |x| = 2x™ — x for every real x, we deduce from (23)
and (24) that
lim E[|n=9*RE) — ¢=43,4(S N B0, K))|] =0.

n—o0
However, we see from (18) that, for every § > 0, we can choose K sufficiently
large so that we have both P(S € B(0,K)) > 1 —§ and P(R,(,K) =R,)>1-9§
for every integer n. It then follows from the previous convergence that n=4/4R,,
converges in probability to ¢ ~414(S) as n — oo, and this completes the proof of
Theorem 5. [

4. Branching random walk. We will now discuss similar results for branch-
ing random walk in Z¢. We consider a system of particles in Z¢ that evolves in
discrete time in the following way. At time n = 0, there are p particles all located
at the origin of Z¢ (we will comment on more general initial configurations in Sec-
tion 5.3). A particle located at the site a € Z¢ at time n gives rise at time n 4 1 to
a random number of offspring distributed according to u, and their locations are
obtained by adding to a (independently for each offspring) a spatial displacement
distributed according to 6.

In a more formal way, we consider p independent random spatial trees

(7—(1)’ (Z(l)(u))ueT“))’ e, (T(p), (Z(p)(u))ue’T(P))

*

distributed according to I1 1.0°

point measure

and, for every integer n > 0, we consider the random

p

X,E”]:Z( > 5Z<f>(u>>’

J=1 ueTOD, |ul=n
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which corresponds to the sum of the Dirac point masses at the positions of all
particles alive at time 7.
The set VP! of all sites visited by the particles is the union over all n > 0 of the

supports of X ,[,p ], or equivalently
VWPl —{ae7:a =29 (u) forsome je(l,..., pyandu € TW}.

In a way similar to Theorem 5, we are interested in limit theorems for #1171 when
p — oo. To this end, we will first state an analog of the convergence (18). For
every j €{l,..., p},let

) ) )]
D =uyg <u1 <---<u#7.(j)1

be the vertices of 7/ listed in lexicographical order, and set H; W |u(J )| and

Zl.(’) = Z(f)(ulm), for 0 <i <#7) — 1. Define the height function (Hk[p], k>0)
of 7T .. 7w by concatenating the discrete functions (Hi(j ) 0<i<#TU) —
1), and setting Hk[p 1~ 0fork >#7 W 4 ... 4 #7 (P Similarly, define the function
(Z; Lp] ,k > 0) by concatenating the discrete functions (Zl-(j ), 0<i<#TW —1),
and setting Z; P =0 for k > #TD ... 4 #7®)., Finally, we use linear interpo-

lation to define H,[p I"and Z,[p  for every real ¢+ > 0. We can now state our analog
of (18).

PROPOSITION 6. We have

Po—1glpl [P —1/2,1p] 237 4 ... 2
(Gt [Brzal) T+

(d)

p—>00

((é‘é/\'[v Mg/ WS/\t)szo, T),

where (Ws)s>0 is a standard Brownian snake, T denotes the first hitting time of
2/p by the local time at O of the lifetime process (¢s)s>0, and the convergence of
processes holds in the sense of the topology of uniform convergence on compact
sets.

The joint convergence of the processes % p! nggl and of the random variables

p‘z(#T(l) 4+ #TP)isa consequence of [12], Theorem 1.8, see in particu-
lar (7) and (9) in [12] (note that the local times of the process (&s)s>0 are chosen
to be right-continuous in the space variable, so that our local time at 0 is twice
the local time that appears in the display (7) in [12]). Given the latter joint con-
vergence, the desired statement can be obtained by following the arguments of the
proof of Theorem 2 in [6]. The fact that we are dealing with unconditioned trees
makes things easier than in [6] and we omit the details.

We now state an intermediate result, which is of independent interest. Under the
probability measure H; g» we let R:={z,, :u € T} be the set of all points visited
by the tree-indexed random walk.
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THEOREM 7. We have

_ 2(4—d
lim |[M, "*a’ % 4(a € R) = 26-d)

la]—o0 p2

PROOF. We start by proving the upper bound

2(4—4d)

limsup|M9_1/2a|2H29(aeR)§ 5
’ p

la]l— o0
By an easy compactness argument, it is enough to prove that, if (a) is a sequence
in Z¢ such that |a;| — oo and ai/|ax| — x, with x € R and |x| = 1, then
2(4—-d)

(25) lim sup |ag|*TT* ,(ax € R) < —————.
k—o00 o ,02|M9 ]/2x|2

Set px = |ax|* € Z. to simplify notation. We note that
(26) P(ap e VIP) =1 — (1 — T}, 4(ar € R))™.

On the other hand, it follows from our definitions that

1 ak
Pag € VP! EP(HSEO:_Z(Pk):_>.
( ) NI |a|

We can then use Proposition 6 to get

limsup P (ax € V[pk]) < IP’()(EIS e [0, t]: M;/Z/WS = \/§x>

k—o00
2 [
=1—exp| ——No(,/zM, "xeR
P 2

1 < 2(4—d) )
=l=exp\————5 - )
p2 My Px 2

The second line follows from excursion theory for the Brownian snake, and the
third one uses the formula for Ng(y € R), which has been recalled already in the
proof of Proposition 2. By combining the bound of the last display with (26), we
get our claim (25), and this completes the proof of the upper bound.

Let us turn to the proof of the lower bound. As in the proof of the upper bound, it
is enough to consider a sequence (ay) in Z4 such that |ax| — oo and ay/|ax| — x,
with x € R? and |x| = 1, and then to verify that

2(4—4d)

—12

(27) liminf |ag |*TT* ,(a; € R) > ——————.
k=00 e p2 My P x )2
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As previously, we set px = |ax|>. We fix 0 < ¢ < M, and we introduce the function
gu defined on Z by g, (j) =I1,#T = j). Then

M
jaxPTT% , (ak € R) > pi / dr % o (a € RAT = | pir )

3 M 2
=i [ dr g ([P ) P(L g (@) > 0),

where we use the same notation as in Lemma 3: L, (b) denotes the number of visits
of site b by a random walk indexed by a tree distributed according to IT, (:|#T =
n). Note that Theorem 4 gives, for every r € [e, M],

o r—1/4,
1}321(2”(%7%4 (ax) > 0) > P(l

> 0),
.  pag—1/2 N .
where we write z = \/; M, '“x to simplify notation. To complete the argument,
we consider for simplicity the aperiodic case where u is not supported on a strict
subgroup of Z [the reader will easily be able to extend our method to the general
case, using (3) instead of (4)]. By (4), we have for every r € [, M],
1

lim pig.(|pir]) = ——.

Jim pig([per]) PWores
Using this together with the preceding display, and applying Fatou’s lemma, we
obtain

dr —1/4

M
(28) liminf g 2T , (a; € R) z/ ~ T prs0),
k—)OO ’ & p

N2mr3
A scaling argument shows that
P> 0) =N (e > 0) = NI (€2 > 0).

Using this remark and formula (5), we see that the right-hand side of (28) can
be rewritten as %N0(1{5<V<M}1{(z>()}). By choosing ¢ small enough and M large
enough, the latter quantity can be made arbitrarily close to

%No(ﬁz > 0) = E(z _ €>|Z|—2 _ 24 —d)
p p

—1/2 '
2 ,02|M9 /x|2

This completes the proof of the lower bound and of Theorem 7. [J

Recall our notation VI?! for the set of all sites visited by the branching random
walk starting with p initial particles located at the origin.

THEOREM 8. We have

20\ 4
pd2#plp] @, (—G> )‘d(U supr,),

p—>00 IO />0
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where (X;)r>0 is a d-dimensional super-Brownian motion with branching mech-
anism W (u) = 2u? started from 8, and supp X; denotes the topological support
Oth.

PROOF. Via the Skorokhod representation theorem, we may and will assume
that the convergence in Proposition 6 holds a.s., and we will then prove that the
convergence of the theorem holds in probability. If & > 0 is fixed, the (a.s.) conver-
gence in Proposition 6 implies that, a.s. for all large enough p, we have

\/gp—l/zv[f’] CUS({M;HVV\S :0<s<rt}),

where, for any compact subset /C of R4, U, (K) denotes the set of all points whose
distance from /C is strictly less than €. It follows that we have a.s.

2\¢? _
lim sup p~/2#ylP! < (—) ha(Uae ([ M)W :0 <5 <T})).
p—>00 p
Since ¢ was arbitrary, we also get a.s.
- i - 2\ 125
(29) lim sup p #PWP < — ra({My' " W,:0<s <t}).
p—>0 p

To get an estimate in the reverse direction, we argue in a way very similar to
the proof of Theorem 5. We fix K > 0, and note that a minor modification of the
preceding arguments also gives a.s.

limsup p~42#(VP'n B(0, p'/?K))
p—>00

2\ 125 /

< <_> ra({MY2W,:0 <5 <7} N B(0, k")),

Jo
where K’ = \/gK. Since the variables p‘d/z#(V[p] N B(0, pl/zK)) are uniformly
bounded, it follows that

. —d/2 1/2
plggoEKp #WVIPI N B(0, p'/?K))

(30) - (%)d/zxd({M;/zuA/S:OSS <7} B(0, K/))>+]

=0.
On the other hand,
PP E[H7 0 B0, p'K)]

=p 2 > P(a e VIP1)
acZiNB(0,pl/2K)
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=p~i? > (1-(1—1I} y(@a e R))")
aeZ4NB(0,pl/2K)

2(4—d)
— de(l—exp| ————7»— ) )»
=2 Jp(0.K) p2IM, Px?

where the last line is an easy consequence of Theorem 7. Furthermore,

E[(%)d/zkd({ 1/2W 0<s<r}ﬂB(0, K/))]

2\ 4/2 2 P
= <—) f dy(l - exp(——No(Me y€ R)))
P BO.K") P
<2)d/2/ 4—d
() ool i)
p) IOk pIMy ' yI2

2(4—4d)
= dx(1—exp 7 5 ) )
B(0,K) p?|My, " x|?

From the last two displays, we get
lim E[p~*/*#(V'P'n B(0, p'/?K))]

2

:E[(-)dﬂ,\d({ W - 0<s<r}ﬂB(0,K/))].

0
From (30) and (31), we have

lim EH —Al24(VIPI 0 B(0, p'/?K))

p—>00

() 20 <5 = b0, x|

=0.

Since, by choosing K large enough, P(VI?! ¢ B(0, p!'/>K)) can be made arbitrar-
ily close to 1, uniformly in p, we have proved that

o2l ®  (2\%? M2
#rh <—> ha({My""Wy:0 <5 <7})
(32) P

dj2
= (%) ra({Ws:0<s <1}).

The relations between the Brownian snake and super-Brownian motion [11], The-
orem IV.4, show that the quantity A4 ({ W :0 <s < t}) is the Lebesgue measure
of the range of a super-Brownian motion (with branching mechanism 2u?) started
from (2/p)d¢. Finally, simple scaling arguments show that the limit can be ex-
pressed in the form given in the theorem. [
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5. Open problems and questions.

5.1. The probability of visiting a distant point. Theorem 7 gives the asymp-
totic behavior of the probability that a branching random walk starting with a single
particle at the origin visits a distant point a € Z¢. It would be of interest to have a
similar result in dimension d > 4, assuming that 6 is centered and has sufficiently
high moments. When d > 5, a simple calculation of the first and second moments
of the number of visits of a (see, e.g., the remarks following Proposition 5 in [13])
gives the bounds

Cilal>™® <11}, y(a €R) < C3al*™

with positive constants C1 and C, depending on d, u and 6. When d = 4, one
expects that

C

iy eR)x ———.
wo(@ R o logal

Calculations of moments give HZ’Q(a € R) > c1(Jal*log|a])~!, but proving the

reverse bound H; gla eR) < c2(|a|210g la))~! with some constant ¢, seems a
nontrivial problem. This problem, in the particular case of the geometric offspring
distribution, and some related questions are discussed in Section 3.2 of [2].

5.2. The range in dimension four. With our previous notation R, for the range
of arandom walk indexed by a random tree distributed according to I, (:|#7 = n),
Theorem 14 in [13] states that in dimension d =4,

logn L2

R, — 871204,
n—o0

provided u is the geometric distribution with parameter 1/2, and 6 is symmetric
and has exponential moments. It would be of interest to extend this result to more
general offspring distributions. It seems difficult to adapt the methods of [13] to
a more general case, so new arguments would be needed. In particular, finding
the exact asymptotics of H:l, o (a € R) (see the previous subsection) in dimension
d = 4 would certainly be helpful.

5.3. Branching random walk with a general initial configuration. One may
ask whether a result such as Theorem 8 remains valid for more general initial con-
figurations of the branching particle system: Compare with Propositions 20 and 21
in [13], which deal with the case d > 4 and require no assumption on the initial
configurations. In the present setting, Theorem 8 remains valid, for instance, if we
assume that the initial positions of the particles stay within a bounded set indepen-
dently of p. On the other hand, one might consider the case where we only assume

—1/2

that the image of p~' X ([)p I under the mapping a — p a converges weakly to a
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finite measure & on R4, This condition ensures the convergence of the (rescaled)
measure-valued processes X!”! to a super-Brownian motion ¥ with initial value
Yo =&, and it is natural to expect that we have, with a suitable constant C,

(33) pd2pptel 9 de(U supp Y,).

— 00
P t>0

For trivial reasons, (33) will not hold in dimension d = 1. Indeed, for % <a<l,
we may let the initial configuration consist of p — | p® | particles uniformly spread
over {1,2,...,./p} and | p“] other particles located at distinct points outside
{1,2,...,/p}. Then the preceding assumptions hold (¢ is the Lebesgue measure
on [0, 1]), but (33) obviously fails since #V!P! > | p*|. In dimension 2, (33) fails
again, for more subtle reasons: One can construct examples where the descendants
of certain initial particles that play no role in the convergence of the initial con-
figurations contribute to the asymptotics of #V!7! in a significant manner. Still, it
seems likely that some version of (33) holds under more stringent conditions on
the initial configurations [in dimension 3 at least, the union in the right-hand side
of (33) should exclude ¢ = 0, as can be seen from simple examples].
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