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Abstract

We study properties of the harmonic measure of balls in large critical Galton-Watson
trees whose offspring distribution is in the domain of attraction of a stable distribu-
tion with index o € (1,2]. Here the harmonic measure refers to the hitting distri-
bution of height n by simple random walk on the critical Galton-Watson tree condi-
tioned on non-extinction at generation n. For a ball of radius n centered at the root,

we prove that, although the size of the boundary is roughly of order nﬁ , most of the
harmonic measure is supported on a boundary subset of size approximately equal to
nP«, where the constant 3, € (0, ——) depends only on the index a. Using an explicit

?a—1
expression of 3., we are able to show the uniform boundedness of (8,1 < a < 2).
These are generalizations of results in a recent paper of Curien and Le Gall [5].
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1 Introduction

Recently, Curien and Le Gall have studied in [5] the properties of harmonic measure
on generation n of a critical Galton-Watson tree, whose offspring distribution has finite
variance and which is conditioned to have height greater than n. They have shown the
existence of a universal constant g < 1 such that, with high probability, most of the har-
monic measure on generation n of the tree is concentrated on a set of approximately n?
vertices, although the number of vertices at generation n is of order n. Their approach
is based on the study of a similar continuous model, where it is established that the
Hausdorff dimension of the (continuous) harmonic measure is almost surely equal to 3.

In this paper, we continue the above work by extending their results to the criti-
cal Galton-Watson trees whose offspring distribution has infinite variance. To be more
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Harmonic measure of balls in critical Galton-Watson trees

precise, let p be a non-degenerate probability measure on Z, with mean one, and we as-
sume throughout this paper that p is in the domain of attraction of a stable distribution
of index « € (1, 2], which means that

Zp(k)rk =r+(1-r)*L(1-7r) for any r € [0, 1), (1.1)
k>0

where the function L(z) is slowly varying as z — 0". We point out that the finite
variance condition for p is sufficient for the previous statement to hold with o = 2.
When « € (1,2), by results of [8, Chapters XIII and XVII], the condition (1.1) is satisfied
if and only if the tail probability

7 plk) = p(J, +5))

k>x

varies regularly with exponent —« as x — +o00. See e.g. [4] for the definition of regularly
varying functions.

Under the probability measure P, for every integer n > 0, we let T") be a Galton-
Watson tree with offspring distribution p, conditioned on non-extinction at generation n.
Conditionally given the tree T("), we consider simple random walk on T(™ starting from
the root. The probability distribution of the first hitting point of generation n by random
walk will be called the harmonic measure u,,, which is supported on the set Tﬁl") of all
vertices of T(") at generation n.

Let ¢, > 0 be the probability that a critical Galton-Watson tree T(?) survives up
to generation n. It is shown in [16] that, as n — oo, the probability ¢, decreases
as n~ a1 up to multiplication by a slowly varying function, and qn#T%") converges in
distribution to a non-trivial limit distribution on Ry, whose Laplace transform can be
written explicitly in terms of the parameter a. The following theorem generalizes the
result [5, Theorem 1] in the finite variance case (o« = 2) to all a € (1, 2].

Theorem 1.1. If the offspring distribution p has mean one and belongs to the domain
of attraction of a stable distribution of index « € (1,2], there exists a constant 3, €
(0, ﬁ), which only depends on «, such that for every 6 > 0, we have the convergence
in IP-probability

n—oo

un({v € T;”): n P <y (v) < niﬁaﬂg}) ﬂl% 1. (1.2)

Consequently, foreverye € (0,1), there exists, with P-probability tending to 1 asn — oo,
a subset A, . of T such that #A, . < nPa* and p,(A,.) > 1 —e. Conversely, the
maximal ji,,-measure of a set of cardinality bounded by n®—% tends to 0 as n — oo, in
P-probability.

The last two assertions of the preceding theorem are easy consequences of the con-
vergence (1.2), as explained in [5].

We observe that the hitting distribution pu,, of generation n by simple random walk
on T(") is unaffected if we remove the branches of T(" that do not reach height n. Thus
in order to establish the preceding result, we may consider simple random walk on T*",
the reduced tree associated with T("), which consists of all vertices of T(™ that have at
least one descendant at generation n.

When the critical offspring distribution p has infinite variance, scaling limits of the
discrete reduced trees T*™ have been studied in [17] and [18]. If we scale the graph
distances by the factor n—!, the discrete reduced trees n~!T*" converge to a random
compact rooted R-tree A(®) that we now describe. For every o € (1,2], we define the
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a-offspring distribution 0, as follows. For a = 2, we let 5 = J5 be the Dirac measure
at 2. If & < 2, 6, is the probability measure on Z, given by

0,(0) = 6,(1) = 0,

where I'(+) is the Gamma function. We let Uy be a random variable uniformly distributed
over [0,1], and let K be a random variable distributed according to 6., independent of
Ug. To construct A(®), one starts with an oriented line segment of length U, whose
origin will be the root of the tree. We call K4 the offspring number of the root &.
Correspondingly, at the other end of the first line segment, we attach the origins of
K oriented line segments with respective lengths Uy, Us,...,Uk,, such that, condi-
tionally given Uy and Ky, the variables U, Us, ..., Uk, are independent and uniformly
distributed over [0, 1 — Ug]|. This finishes the first step of the construction. In the second
step, for the first of these K4 line segments, we independently sample a new offspring
number K distributed as 6, and attach K; new line segments whose lengths are again
independent and uniformly distributed over [0,1 — Uy — U], conditionally on all the
random variables appeared before. For the other K5 — 1 line segments, we repeat this
procedure independently. We continue in this way and after an infinite number of steps
we get a random non-compact rooted R-tree, whose completion is the random compact
rooted R-tree A(®). See Fig. 1 in Section 2.1 for an illustration. We will call A(®) the
reduced stable tree of parameter a. Notice that all the offspring numbers involved in
the construction of A®) are a.s. equal to 2, which correspond to the binary branching
mechanism. In contrast, this is no longer the case when 1 < a < 2.

We denote by d the intrinsic metric on A(®). By definition, the boundary 9A(®)
consists of all points of A(® at height 1. As the continuous analogue of simple random
walk, we can define Brownian motion on A(®) starting from the root and up to the first
hitting time of A(®). It behaves like linear Brownian motion as long as it stays inside a
line segment of A(®). It is reflected at the root of A(®) and when it arrives at a branching
point, it chooses each of the adjacent line segments with equal probabilities. We define
the (continuous) harmonic measure u, as the (quenched) distribution of the first hitting
point of A(*) by Brownian motion.

Theorem 1.2. For every index « € (1, 2], with the same constant 3, as in Theorem 1.1,
we have P-a.s. 4 (dz)-a.e.,

o Togpra(Ba (1)

= « 13
rl0 log r 2 (1.3)

where Bq(z,r) stands for the closed ball of radius r centered at x in the metric space
(A(O‘), d). Consequently, the Hausdorff dimension of p,, is P-a.s. equal to 3.

According to Lemma 4.1 in [12], the last assertion of the preceding theorem follows
directly from (1.3). As another direct consequence of (1.3), we have that PP-a.s. for
tio(dz)-a.e. z € OA®, o (Ba(x,r)) — 0 as r | 0, which is equivalent to non-atomicity
of fie.

Since it has been proved in [7, Theorem 1.5] that the Hausdorff dimension of HA(®)
with respect to d is a.s. equal to ﬁ the previous theorem implies that the harmonic
measure has a.s. strictly smaller Hausdorff dimension than that of the whole boundary
of the reduced stable tree. This phenomenon of dimension drop has been shown in [5,
Theorem 2] for the special case of binary branching a = 2.

We prove Theorem 1.2 in Section 2.5, where our approach is different and shorter
than the one developed in [5] for the special case a = 2.

EJP 19 (2014), paper 98. ejp.ejpecp.org
Page 3/35


http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/EJP.v19-3498
http://ejp.ejpecp.org/

Harmonic measure of balls in critical Galton-Watson trees

Notice that the Hausdorff dimension of the boundary dA(® increases to infinity
when a | 1. However, it is an interesting fact that the Hausdorff dimension of the
harmonic measure remains bounded when « | 1.

Theorem 1.3. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any « € (1,2], we have
Ba < C.

Our proof of Theorem 1.3 relies on the fact that the constant 3, in Theorems 1.1
and 1.2 can be expressed in terms of the conductance of A(®. Informally, if we think
of the random tree A(®) as a network of resistors with unit resistance per unit length,
the effective conductance between the root and the boundary 9A(® is a random vari-
able which we denote by C(®). From a probabilistic point of view, it is the mass under
the Brownian excursion measure for the excursion paths away from the root that hit
height 1. Following the definition of A(®) and the above electric network interpretation,
the distribution of C(®) satisfies the recursive distributional equation

¢l & (U+ LU )17 (1.4)
e+l 4+ ey

where (Ci(a))izl are i.i.d. copies of C(“, the integer-valued random variable N, is dis-
tributed according to 6,, and U is uniformly distributed over [0,1]. All these random
variables are supposed to be independent.

Proposition 1.4. For any a € (1,2, the distribution v, of the conductance C'®) is char-
acterized in the class of all probability measures on [1,00) by the distributional equa-
tion (1.4). The constant 3, appearing in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 is given by

1 (f1a(ds)s)®
Ba_2<J'fva(d8)va(dt)s+it_1 1)' (15

Interestingly, formula (1.5) expresses the exponent 3, as the same function of the
distribution ~,, for all @ € (1, 2]. In the course of the proof, we obtain two other formulas
for 5, (see (2.18) and (2.19) below), but they both depend on « in a more complicated
way, which also involves the distribution 6.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 below, we study the continuous model
of Brownian motion on A(®. A formal definition of the reduced stable tree A(®) is given
in Section 2.1. In Section 2.2 we explain how to relate A(® to an infinite supercritical
continuous-time Galton-Watson tree I'(®), and we reformulate Theorem 1.2 in terms of
Brownian motion with drift 1/2 on I'(®). Properties of the law of the random conductance
C(®, including the first assertion of Proposition 1.4, are discussed in Section 2.3, and
Section 2.4 gives the coupling argument that allows one to derive Theorem 1.3 from
formula (1.5). Section 2.5 is devoted to the proofs of Theorem 1.2 and of formula (1.5).
We emphasize that our approach to Theorem 1.2 is different from the one used in [5]
when a = 2. In fact we use an invariant measure for the environment seen by Brownian
motion on I'(®) at the last passage time of a node of the n-th generation, instead of the
last passage time at a height h as in [5]. We then apply the ergodic theory on Galton-
Watson trees, which is a powerful tool initially developed in [12].

In Section 3 we proceed to the discrete setting concerning simple random walk on
the discrete reduced tree T*". Let us emphasize that, when the critical offspring distri-
bution p is in the domain of attraction of a stable distribution of index « € (1, 2), the con-
vergence of discrete reduced trees is less simple than in the special case o = 2 where
we have a.s. a binary branching structure. See Proposition 3.2 for a precise statement
in our more general setting. Apart from this ingredient, we need several estimates for
the discrete reduced tree T*" to derive Theorem 1.1 from Theorem 1.2. For example,
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Lemma 3.1 gives a bound for the size of level sets in T*”, and Lemma 3.9 presents a
moment estimate for the (discrete) conductance C,(T*") between generations 0 and n
in T*". Although the result analogous to Lemma 3.9 in [5] is a second moment estimate,
we only manage to give a moment estimate of order strictly smaller than « if the critical
offspring distribution p satisfies (1.1) with « € (1, 2]. Nevertheless, this is sufficient for
our proof of Theorem 1.1, which is adapted from the one given in [5].

Comments and several open questions are gathered in Section 4. Following the work
of Aidékon [1], we obtain a candidate for the speed of Brownian motion with drift 1/2
on the infinite tree I'(®), expressed by (4.1) in terms of the continuous conductance cle),
Nonetheless, the monotonicity properties of this quantity remains open. It would also
be of interest to know whether or not the Hausdorff dimension 3, of the continuous
harmonic measure p,, is monotone with respect to a € (1, 2].

2 The continuous setting

2.1 The reduced stable tree

We set
oo
v=[JnN"

n=0
where by convention N = {1,2,...} and N° = {@}. If v = (vy,...,v,) €V, we set |v| =n
(in particular, |@| = 0), and if n > 1, we define the parent of v as v = (vy,...,v,—1) and
then say that v is a child of ©. For two elements v = (vq,...,v,) and v = (vf,...,v.,)
belonging to V, their concatenation is vv’ := (vq,...,vn,v],...,0v,.). The notions of a

descendant and an ancestor of an element of V are defined in the obvious way, with the
convention that every v € V is both an ancestor and a descendant of itself. If v,w € V,
v Aw is the unique element of V such that it is a common ancestor of v and w, and |[v Aw
is maximal.

An infinite subset II of V is called an infinite discrete tree if there exists a collection
of positive integers k, = k,(II) € IN for every v € V such that

H={a}U{(vi,...,vn) EV:vj <Ky, .. 0,_, forevery 1 < j<n}.

Recall the definition of the a-offspring distribution 6, for o € (1,2]. It will also be
convenient to consider the case a = 1, where we define 0, as the probability measure
on Z. given by

0:(0) = 6:(1) = 0,
1

01 (k) = R e

If « € (1,2], the generating function of 6, is given (see e.g. [6, p.74]) as

3 b (k) = (A=r)?=ltar o o1, (2.1)
a—1
k>0
while fora =1,
> 0u(k)rF =7+ (1 —r)log(l—7), Vre(0,1]. (2.2)
k>0

Notice that for a € (1, 2], the mean of 6, is given by

(67

My = € [2,00),

a—1
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whereas 6 has infinite mean.

For fixed a € [1,2], we introduce a collection (K, (v)),ecy of independent random
variables distributed according to 6, under the probability measure P, and define a
random infinite discrete tree

Y = {@} U {(v1,...,vn) €V:v; < Kol(v1,...,vj_1)) for every 1 < j <n}.

We point out that I1(?) is an infinite binary tree.

Let (U, )vecy be another collection, independent of (K, (v)),ey, consisting of indepen-
dent real random variables uniformly distributed over [0, 1] under the same probability
measure P. We set now

Yg = Ug

and then by induction, for every v € TI(®) \ {2},
Y, = Vi + U, (1 - Y3).
Note that a.s. 0 < Y, < 1 for every v € II(®), Consider then the set

Agw::({@}x[o,yg])u( U {v}x(yﬁ,yv})

vell(@\{z}

There is a straightforward way to define a metric d on Aga), so that (AE)O‘), d) is a (non-
compact) R-tree and, for every « = (v,r) € A(()a)

letz = (v,7r) € A((ﬁ) and y = (w,r’) € A(()Q)=

, we have d((@,0),z) = r. To be specific,

e If v is a descendant (or an ancestor) of w, we set d(z,y .

y=|r—r
e Otherwise, d(z,y) = d((vAw, Yorw), 2)+d((vAW, Yorw), ¥) = (r—Yorw)+ (' —=Yorw)-

See Fig. 1 for an illustration of the tree A(()a) when a < 2.

‘ ‘ — ‘ ‘ ‘ Height 1
i I| '|'I | ' '|':'” ,,',fl'l I | |I I | | I I I I I I |“ | 7 | I'I| 1 | II S
li | 7”12
RUUTR I 317 N ””32
21 |22 T23
Y Y, Y3
1 2 o T : ”3
Yy
l Height 0
o

Figure 1: The random tree Aéa) when 1 < a <2

We let A(® be the completion of A(()o‘) with respect to the metric d. Then

A = A UoA@
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where by definition A := {x € A(®): d((2,0),x) = 1}, which can be identified with
a random subset of INN. It is immediate to see that (A(O‘), d) is an a.s. compact R-tree,
which we will call the reduced stable tree of index a.

The point (3,0) is called the root of A(®). For every z € A, we set H(z) =
d((2,0),z) and call H(z) the height of x. We can define a (non-strict) genealogical
order on A by setting = < y if and only if  belongs to the geodesic path from the
root to y.

For every ¢ € (0,1), we set

AY = {r e AW H(z)<1-¢},

which is also an a.s. compact RR-tree for the metric d. The leaves of Afga) are the points
of the form (v,1 —¢) for all v € V such that Y; < 1 — e < Y,. The branching points of
A are the points of the form (v,Y,) forallv € Vsuch that Y, <1 —e.

Now conditionally on A we can define Brownian motion on A&“) starting from the
root. Informally, this process behaves like linear Brownian motion as long as it stays
on an “open interval” of the form {v} x (¥3,Y, A (1 —¢)), and it is reflected at the root
(2,0) and at the leaves of Aé‘”. When it arrives at a branching point of the tree, it
chooses each of the possible line segments ending at this point with equal probabilities.
By taking a sequence ¢, = 27", n > 1 and then letting n go to infinity, we can construct
under the same probability measure P a Brownian motion B on A(® starting from the
root, which is defined up to its first hitting time 7" of JA(®). We refer the reader to [5,
Section 2.1] for the details of this construction. The harmonic measure p,, is then the
distribution of By_ under P, which is a (random) probability measure on dA(®) C INW,

2.2 The continuous-time Galton-Watson tree

In this subsection, we introduce a new tree which shares the same branching struc-
ture as A(®, such that each point of A(® at height s € [0,1) corresponds to a point of
the new tree at height —log(1 — s) € [0,00) in a bijective way. As it turns out, this new
random tree is a continuous-time Galton-Watson tree.

To define it, we take o € [1,2] and start with the same random infinite tree TI(®) in-
troduced in Section 2.1. Consider now a collection (V;,),cy of independent real random
variables exponentially distributed with mean 1 under the probability measure P. We
set

Zg =Vy

and then by induction, for every v € TI(*) \ {&},
Zy = Zs + V.

The continuous-time Galton-Watson tree (hereafter to be called CTGW tree for short)
of stable index « is the set

@ .— ({@} x[0,Z5]) U < U {v} x (Zﬁ,ZvO,

velll\{z}

which is equipped with the metric d defined in the same way as d in the preceding
subsection. For this metric, I'(®) is a.s. a non-compact R-tree. For every z = (v,r) €
I'(®), we keep the notation H(z) = r = d((@,0), z) for the height of the point z.

Observe that if U is uniformly distributed over [0, 1], the random variable — log(1—U)
is exponentially distributed with mean 1. Hence we may and will suppose that the
collection (V;,),ey is constructed from the collection (U, ),ey in the previous subsection
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via the formula V,, = —log(1 —"U,) for every v € V. Then, the mapping ¥ defined on A(()a)
by
U(v,r) = (v,—log(1 —r)) forevery (v,r) € Al

is a homeomorphism from Aéo‘) onto T'(®),
By stochastic analysis, we can write for every t € [0,T),

U(B,) = W(/Ot(l — H(B,))"? ds) 2.3)

where (W (t));>0 is Brownian motion with constant drift 1/2 towards infinity on the
CTGW tree I'(® (this process is defined in a similar way as Brownian motion on A,
except that it behaves like Brownian motion with drift 1/2 on every “open interval” of
the tree). Note that again W is defined under the probability measure P. Since all
the offspring numbers involved in the CTGW tree I'(®) are a.s. larger than 2, it is easy
to see that the Brownian motion W is transient. From now on, when we speak about
Brownian motion on the CTGW tree or on other similar trees, we will always mean
Brownian motion with drift 1/2 towards infinity.

By definition, the boundary of I'(®) is the set of all infinite geodesics in I'(®) starting
from the root (&, 0) (these are called geodesic rays), and it can be canonically embedded
into INN. Due to the transience of Brownian motion on I'(*), there is an a.s. unique
geodesic ray denoted by W, that is visited by (W (t)),;>¢ at arbitrarily large times. We
say that W, is the exit ray of Brownian motion on I'(®), The distribution of W, under P
yields a probability measure v, on INN. Thanks to (2.3), we have in fact v, = iq,
provided we think of both u, and v, as (random) probability measures on NN, The
statement of Theorem 1.2 is then reduced to checking that for every 1 < a < 2, P-a.s.,
vo(dy)-a.e.

lim 1 logve(B(y, 7)) = —Ba, (2.4)

r—oo T

where B(y,r) denotes the set of all geodesic rays that coincide with y up to height r.

Infinite continuous trees. To prove (2.4), we will apply the tools of ergodic theory to
certain transformations on a space of finite-degree rooted infinite continuous trees that
we now describe. We let T be the set of all pairs (I, (z,),er) that satisfy the following
conditions:

(1) II is an infinite discrete tree, in the sense of Section 2.1.
(2) We have

(i) 2z, €]0,00) forall v € I1;
(ii) z; < 2, for every v € II\{@};
(iii) for every v € I := {(v1,v2,...,Vn,...) € NN: (vy,v9,...,0,) € I,¥n > 1},

TIILII;O Z(v17”'7vn) = +OO'
In the preceding definition, we allow the possibility that zo = 0. Notice that property
(iii) implies that #{v € II: z, < r} < oo for every r > 0.
We equip T with the o-field generated by the coordinate mappings. If (I, (2, )vemn) €
T, we can consider the associated “tree”

T := ({2} x [0,2¢]) U ( U {v} x (219,271]>7
vell\{o}

equipped with the distance defined as above. The set 11, is identified with the collection
of all geodesic rays in II, and will be viewed as the boundary of the tree 7. We keep
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the notation H(z) = r for the height of a point x = (v,7) € T. The genealogical order
on 7 is defined as previously and again is denoted by <. If u = (uj,us,...) € Iy, and
x = (v,r) € T, we write z < uif v = (uy, us,...,u;) for some integer k£ > 0.

We will often abuse notation and say that we consider a tree 7 € T: This means
that we are given a pair (II, (z,),er) satisfying the above properties, and we consider
the associated tree 7. In particular, 7 has an order structure (in addition to the ge-
nealogical partial order) given by the lexicographical order on II. Elements of T will be
called infinite continuous trees. Clearly, for every stable index « € [1, 2], the CTGW tree
I'®) can be viewed as a random variable with values in T, and we write O, (d7) for its
distribution.

Let us fix T = (II, (2y)verr) € T. Under our previous notation, kg is the number of
offspring at the first branching point of 7. We denote by 7(1), 7(2), - - - ; T(x,,) the subtrees
of 7 obtained at the first branching point. To be more precise, for every 1 < i < kg, we
define the shifted discrete tree I1[i] = {v € V: iv € II}, and 7;) is the infinite continuous
tree corresponding to the pair

(H[i}, (ziv — Z@)veﬂ[i])'

Under 0,(d7), we know by definition that k4 is distributed according to 6,. Moreover,
conditionally on kg, the branching property of the CTGW tree states that the subtrees
T1)- -+ T(ky) are i.i.d. following the same law ©,.

If r > 0, the level set of 7 € T at height r is

T.={xeT:H()=r}

For « € (1, 2], we have the classical result

E[#Fg“)] = exp (ﬁ) =exp ((ma — 1)r),
which can be derived from the following identity (see e.g. Theorem 2.7.1 in [6]) stating
that for every u > 0,

E[exp(—u#T)] =1—[1—e"(1—(1—e ™)) 7=,

2.3 The continuous conductance

Recall that, for a € [1,2], the random variable C(® is defined as the conductance
between the root and the set 9A(® in the continuous tree A(®) viewed as an electric
network. One can also give a more probabilistic definition of the conductance. If T is a
(deterministic) infinite continuous tree, the conductance C(7) between the root and the
boundary 97 can be defined in terms of excursion measures of Brownian motion with
drift 1/2 on 7. Under this definition, we can set C(®) = C(I'®) € [1,00). For details, we
refer the reader to Section 2.3 in [5].

In this subsection, we will prove for a € (1,2] that the law of C(® is characterized
by the distributional identity (1.4) in the class of all probability measures on [1,c0), and
discuss some of the properties of this law. For u € (0,1),n € N and (z;);>1 € [1,00)F,
we define

1—wu -1
G U, Ny (T5); =|u+ s
so that (1.4) can be rewritten as
@ @ G, N, (€Yis1) 2.5)
EJP 19 (2014), paper 98. ejp.ejpecp.org
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where U, N,, (C-(a))izl are as in (1.4). Note that (2.5) also holds for o = 1. Let .#Z be the

K3
set of all probability measures on [1, o] and let ®,,: .# — .# map a distribution o to

CDQ(U) = LaW(G(U, Na, (Xl)lzl))

where (X;);>1 are independent and identically distributed according to o, while U, N,,
are as in (1.4). We suppose in addition that U, N, and (X;);>; are independent.
We write ~, for the distribution of C (@) and define for all ¢ > 0 the Laplace transform

va(l) == E[exp(—ZC(a)/Q)] = /100 e /2~, (dr).

Proposition 2.1. Let us fix the stable index a € (1,2]. The law v, of C\®) is the unique
fixed point of the mapping ®, on .#, and we have @Q(a) — 7o Weakly as k — oo, for
every o € ./ . Furthermore,

1. If a = 2, all moments of -y, are finite, and 7, has a continuous density over [1,c0).
The Laplace transform @5 solves the differential equation

200" () + £ (0) + p*(£) — p(£) = 0.

2. Ifa € (1,2), only the first and the second moments of v, are finite. The distribution
va has a continuous density over [1,00), and the Laplace transform ¢, solves the
differential equation

(1—p(0)* + ()~ 1 _

a—1

200" (0) + Ly’ (0) + 0. (2.6)
Proof. The case a = 2 has been derived in [5, Proposition 6] and is listed above for
the sake of completeness. We will prove the corresponding assertion for a € (1,2) by
similar methods.

Firstly, the stochastic partial order < on ./ is defined by saying that ¢ < ¢’ if and
only if there exists a coupling (X,Y") of o and ¢’ such that a.s. X < Y. It is clear that
for any « € [1, 2], the mapping P, is increasing for the stochastic partial order.

We endow the set .#; of all probability measures on [1,c0] that have a finite first
moment with the 1-Wasserstein metric

di(o,0') = inf {E[|X —Y]|]: (X,Y) coupling of (c,0")}.

The metric space (.#1,d;) is Polish and its topology is finer than the weak topology
on ./,. From the easy bound

Glu,n, (z;)i>1) < @1+ T2+ -+ + T4

and the fact that EN, < oo when « # 1, we immediately see that &, maps .#) into .,
when « > 1. We then observe that the mapping ®,, is strictly contractant on (.#;,d;). To
see this, let (X;,Y;);>1 be independent copies of a coupling between 0,0’ € .#; under
the probability measure P. As in (2.5), let U be uniformly distributed over [0, 1] and
N, be distributed according to §,. Assume that U, N, and (X;,Y;);>: are independent
under P. Then the two variables G(U, N, (X;);>1) and G(U, N, (Y;);>1) give a coupling
of ®,(c) and P,(0’). Using the fact that X;,Y; > 1, we have

|G(Ua NOM (Xi)i21) - G(U’ Ncw ()/1)121”

1-U -1 1-U -1
‘(U+X1+X2+-~-+XNQ> 7(U+Y1+Y72+"'+YNQ> ‘
(Xi+Xo+- -+ Xy, V1 -Yo—--=Yy,)(1-0)
‘(U(Xl+X2+~~+XNQ)+17U)(U(Y1+Y2+--~+YNQ)+17U)‘
1-U
(14 (No — 1)U

< (|X1—Y1|+\X2—5/§\+---+|XNQ—YNQD

EJP 19 (2014), paper 98. ejp.ejpecp.org
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Notice that for any integer k& > 2,
{ k(1-0) }_1 k—1-—klogk
(1+(k-1U)21 (k —1)2

Taking expected values and minimizing over the choice of the coupling between o
and o', we get

d1(®n(0),Pu(0") < E[(l +N(C}£]1 — ?))U)Z}dl (0,0")
— (1 +1E[Na _(N;iv(i)lzogNaDdﬂa, o) = cadi(o,0'),

with ¢, < 1. So for a € (1, 2], the mapping ®,, is contractant on .#; and by completeness
it has a unique fixed point 9, in .#;. Furthermore, for every o € .#;, we have ®* (5) —
Yo for the metric d;, hence also weakly, as k — co.

Since we know from (2.5) that v, is also a fixed point of ®,, the equality v, = ¥, will
follow if we can verify that 7, is the unique fixed point of ¢, in .#. To this end, it will
be enough to show that we have ®* (¢) — 7, as k — oo, for every o € ..

For any « € [1, 2], we apply @, to the Dirac measure J., at oo to see

P,(0s) = Law(Uﬁl),

) 1-U !
?,(6e) = Law( (U + — — = )
U +Uy +-+ Uy,

where we introduce a new sequence (U;);>1 consisting of i.i.d. copies of U, independent
of N, and U under P. Thus the first moment of ®2(d.,) is given by

1— -1
Za /du/ duy - /duk<u+ S u 1)
ul +u2 ++uk

k>2
1 1 1 1
AL /dul /duk S o (- L )
k>2 0 1_(U +'LL2 +"'+uk ) (751 u9 Uk
1 1 1
< 2 Oa(k /du1«~~/ duklog( taot +7),
k>2 0 Uk
in which the integrals can be bounded as follows,
1
1 1 1
duy - duklog( -+ )
0 0 U2 U

11 1
- k!/ durdus - - - duy, log ( et 7)
0<ug <us<---<up<l U2 U

log(?—l—%—i—----i—Lz

Uk

2 1 1
:k!/ dUQdug"'duk|:u210g(++"'+)+ —1 —1 -1
O<ug<uz<---<ur<l U2 u3 Uk Uy g U

k log k
Sk!/ dquU3---duk[uglog—+ o8 ]
0<ug<ug<--<up<1l up k-1
1 1  klogk k
= ] — _ < (2 1
0gk:+2+ +k+k71 _(+k 1)ogk

Using Stirling’s formula, we know that 0, (k) = O(k~(*%)) as k — +o0. As

k logk
Z(?Jr—k 1)k1+a<+oo
k>2

EJP 19 (2014), paper 98. ejp.ejpecp.org
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for all a € [1,2], we get ®2(0,) € .#,. By monotonicity, we have also ®2(c) € .#; for
every o € ./, and from the preceding results we get ®* (¢) — 7, for every o € .#. This
implies that v, = 7, is the unique fixed point of ¢, in .Z.

For every t € R we set Fi,(t) = va([t, o0]). For every integer k > 2, we write £ (t) =
P +CS 4. 4+CL*) > 1), where (C!*));> are independent and identically distributed
according to 7,. Then we have, for every ¢t > 1,

1-U
Folt) = ]P<U+ @ L 0@ @ S t_1>
G +Cy 7+ +Cy
t—Ut a a «
= IP(U<t‘1 and ;— <" +C; )+-~-+C§Va))
1/t B
o] [ ()
0 1—ut
t—1 [~ dz
= E|FNe) ()], 2.7
. /t o Bl )] 2.7)
By definition, we have Fék) (t) = 1foreveryt € [1,2] and k > 2. It follows from (2.7) that
D)
Fo(t) = +1-DW, vtell,2), (2.8)

where

D@ =9 /Do %E[ngw(x)} e [1,2].

We observe that the right-hand side of (2.7) is a continuous function of ¢ € (1,0), so
that F, is continuous on [1,00) (the right-continuity at 1 is obvious from (2.8)). Thus
7o has no atom and it follows that all functions FM k > 2 are continuous on [1,00).
By dominated convergence the function z +— ]E[F()((N“)(x)] is also continuous on [1, c0).
Using (2.7) again we obtain that F, is continuously differentiable on [1,00) and conse-
quently v, has a continuous density f, = —F}, with respect to the Lebesgue measure
on [1,00).

Let us finally derive the differential equation (2.6). To this end, we first differentiate
(2.7) with respect to ¢ to get that the linear differential equation

t(t — D)EL(t) — Fa(t) = —E[FN) (1)] (2.9)

holds for ¢ € [1,00). Then let g: [1,00) — R be a monotone continuously differentiable
function. From the definition of F,, and Fubini’s theorem, we have

/1 Tt g () Falt) = E[g(C)] - (1)

and similarly
/ dt g E[FN(6)] = E[gC™ + 5 + -+ ] — 9(1).
1

We then multiply both sides of (2.9) by ¢/(¢) and integrate for ¢ running from 1 to oo to
get

E[ei (C{" = 1)g' ()] + Blg(ci)] = B[gc{” + ¢ +---+ )] (2.10)
When g(z) = exp(—xzf/2) for ¢ > 0, we readily obtain (2.6) by using the generating
function of N,, given in (2.1). Finally, taking g(z) = « in (2.10), we get
«

= ()
_E[C)].

E[(C™)?] = B[No]E[C™)] =

EJP 19 (2014), paper 98. ejp.ejpecp.org
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Nevertheless, by taking g(z) = 22 in (2.10), we see that the third moment of C(® is
infinite since E[(N,)?] = oc. O

The arguments of the preceding proof also yield the following lemma in the case
a=1.

Lemma 2.2. The conductance CV) of the tree AV satisfies the bound
log k
[cM <23 @2+ 8 i (2.11)

71 k(k—1)
k>2

Additionally, the Laplace transform ¢, of the law of C'") solves the differential equation

20¢"(€) + £ (£) + (1 = (£)) log(1 — ¢(¢)) = 0.

Proof. The law of C(!) is a fixed point of the mapping ®, defined via (2.5) with o = 1. By
the same monotonicity argument that we used above, it follows that the first moment
of C(V) is bounded above by the first moment of ®?(d,,), and the calculation of this first
moment in the previous proof leads to the right-hand side of (2.11).

As an analogue to (2.10), we have

E[cV(c” - 1)gc")] + E[gc™)] = E[gcV +c5 + -+ i)

By taking g(z) = exp(—x¢/2) and using (2.2), one can then derive the differential equa-
tion satisfied by ¢;. O

2.4 The reduced stable trees are nested

In this short subsection, we introduce a coupling argument to explain how Theo-
rem 1.3 follows from the identity (1.5) in Proposition 1.4.
Recall the definition of the a-offspring distribution 6,. From the obvious fact

(0%
1-> —~ <0, Va e (1,2),k > 3,

one deduces that for all k£ > 3,

d
fa(k) <0, Vae(1,2).

This implies that for every k& > 3, 0,([2, k]) is a strictly increasing function of « € (1, 2).
Using the inverse transform sampling, we can construct on a common probability space
a sequence of random variables (N,, a € [1,2]) such that a.s.

]\]Oé2 > Na1 forall 1 <ay<a; < 2.

Then following the same procedure explained in Section 2.1, we can construct simulta-
neously all reduced stable trees as a nested family. More precisely, there exists a family
of compact R-trees (A(®), o € [1,2]) such that

A@ W A@® forall<a<?2;
Al Al foralll <as < a; <2.

Consequently, the family of conductances (C(®),a € [1,2]) associated with (A(® a €
[1,2]) is decreasing with respect to . In particular, the mean E[C(*)] is decreasing with

EJP 19 (2014), paper 98. ejp.ejpecp.org
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respect to «, and it follows from (2.11) that (IE[C(‘")]7 a € [1,2]) is uniformly bounded by
the constant low k
_logr
=2 2 .
Co: ];2 —|— 1 k o ) < +o0

Proof of Theorem 1.3. For any « € (1,2], 7, is a probability measure on [1,00) and

//%dswdt t—l > //va(dé’)%( ):ﬁt
J[ a2

1 1
= = //va(ds)va(dt)(s At) > —.
2 2
So we derive from (1.5) that

b < 5 (2(B[C))* 1) <

2.5 Proof of Theorem 1.2

The proof of Theorem 1.2 given below will follow the approach sketched in [5, Sec-
tion 5.1]. We will first establish the flow property of harmonic measure (Lemma 2.3),
and then find an explicit invariant measure for the environment seen by Brownian mo-
tion on the CTGW tree I'(®) at the last visit of a vertex of the n-th generation (Proposi-
tion 2.4). After that, we will rely on arguments of ergodic theory to complete the proof
of Theorem 1.2 and that of Proposition 1.4.

Throughout this subsection, we fix the stable index « € (1,2] once and for all.
For notational ease, we will omit the superscripts and subscripts concerning « in all
the proofs involved. Recall that IP stands for the probability measure under which the
CTGW tree I'®) is defined, whereas Brownian motion with drift 1/2 on the CTGW tree
is defined under the probability measure P.

Y

(2C5 —1) < o0. 0

l\.’)\»—l

2.5.1 The flow property of harmonic measure

We fix an infinite continuous tree 7 € T, and write as before 7(1), T(2), - - -, T(x,,) for the
subtrees of 7 at the first branching point. Here we slightly abuse notation by writing
W = (W(t)):>0 for Brownian motion with drift 1/2 on 7 started from the root. As
in Section 2.2, W, stands for the exit ray of W, and the distribution of W, on the
boundary of T is the harmonic measure of 7, denoted as vy. Let K be the index such
that W “belongs to” 7k and we write W/, for the ray of 7 obtained by shifting W,
at the first branching point of 7.

Lemma 2.3. Let j € {1,2,...,kz}. Conditionally on {K = j}, the law of W/  is the
harmonic measure of T ;.

The proof is similar to that of [5, Lemma 7] and is therefore omitted.

2.5.2 The invariant measure and ergodicity

We introduce the set
T C T x NN

of all pairs consisting of a tree 7 € T and a distinguished geodesic ray v in 7. Given a
distinguished geodesic ray v = (vi,vs,...) in T, we let S(T,v) be obtained by shifting
(T,v) at the first branching point of 7, that is

S(Tv V) = (7—(111)76)’

EJP 19 (2014), paper 98. ejp.ejpecp.org
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where Vv = (vg,v3,...) and 7,,) is the subtree of 7 rooted at the first branching point
that is chosen by v.

Under the probability measure P @ P, we can view (I'(®), W) as a random variable
with values in T*. We write ©%(d7dv) for the distribution of (I'®),1,,). The next
proposition gives an invariant measure absolutely continuous with respect to O}, under
the shift S.

Proposition 2.4. For everyr > 1, set

Ka(r) = gk‘ga(k)/%(dtl)/’ya(dh) - -/va(dtk) rt

T+ttt — 1

The finite measure k. (C(T))O}(dTdv) is invariant under S.

Remark 2.5. The preceding formula for x,, is suggested by the analogous formula in [5,
Proposition 25] for a = 2.

Proof. First notice that the function « is bounded, since for every r > 1,

K(r) <> kO(k) /m(dtl) < 0.

k=2

Let us fix 7 € T, then for any 1 < i < kg and any bounded measurable function g on
INYN, the flow property of harmonic measure gives that

o C(Tw))
[orav) 12 99 = e [ vt gta).

Recall that ©*(d7 dv) = ©(dT)vy(dv) by construction. Let F be a bounded measurable
function on T*. Using the preceding display, we have

/Fo S(T,v)k(C(T)) ©*(dT dv) (2.12)

S C(Ti) _
=S (k) ;/F(T@,um(c«r))c(%) ey T ke = Ky, (w)

-

Observe that under ©(d7 | kg = k), the subtrees 7(y), T(2), ..., T(x) are independent and
distributed according to ©, and furthermore,

1-U -1
=+ g vemy)

where U is uniformly distributed over [0, 1] and independent of (7(1y, 7(2), ..., T(x)). Us-
ing these observations, together with a simple symmetry argument, we get that the
integral (2.12) is given by

gke(k) /01 dx/@(dﬂ).-./@(dm/yﬂ(du)Fm,u)

C(Th) 1—x -1
e+ +C(Th) ”“<(“ C(Tl)+---+cm)) )

= [ o (T a0 F7w) [i kﬂk)/@ldx/@(dm - [etam)
k=2

C(Th) 1—x -1
e+ e "\ e rem) )}
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The proof is thus reduced to checking that, for every r > 1, x(r) is equal to

r 1—-=z -1
Zk@ /dx 0T [0y (e ey )
(2.13)
To this end, we will reformulate the last expression in the following way. Under the
probability measure P, we introduce an i.i.d. sequence (C;);>o distributed according
to v, and a random variable N distributed according to 6. In addition, under the same
probability measure P, let U be uniformly distributed over [0, 1], (51-)1-20 be an indepen-
dent copy of (C;);>o, and N be an independent copy of N. We assume that all these
random variables are independent. Note that by definition, for every r > 1,

K)(T’)_E[ 7“]\761 ]
r+Ci+Cotoo+Cy— 14

It follows that (2.13) can be written as

-1 .~

r+Cy+---4C - 5

k=2 2 k(U+m) +01+C2+"'+C~*

00 r N"’

=r> _ kO(k)E _Na }
_(T+Cz+"'+Ck)(1+(C1+CQ+"'+CN— )(U—Fm))

ZTZkQ(k)E - _ Cl+CQ+"'+CN :|
LC1+Co+ -+ Cr—DUr+Cot - +C) +1=U)+7r+Co+ - +Cy

=Y KO(K)B | —~—— _ GitlCet +Cy }
k=2 L(CL+Co+ +C) U +Co+--+C = 1)+ 1)+ (r+Co+---+C. - 1)(1 = U)
S [ 1
— S kO(k)E _ }
,;2 _(r+C2+-~-+Ck—1)(U+m)+l
=Y kO()E|—— ¢ ]E{ _rNC ]
k=9 lr+C+Co+---4+Cr—1 r+C+Co+---+Cny—1
where
~ 1—
=t 2=Y )
Cr+---+Cy

is independent of (C;);>o and N. By (1.4), the random variable C is also distributed
according to v. So the right-hand side of the last long display is equal to x(r), which
completes the proof of the proposition. O

We normalize k, by setting

-~ _ Ka(r) _ Ka(r)

Rl = e CT)0s(TaY) — T ralC(T))OuaT)

for every r > 1. Then R, (C(7))©%, (AT dv) is a probability measure on T* invariant under
the shift S. To simplify notation, we set T} (d7dv) := £, (C(T))O%(dTdv). Let m; be the
canonical projection from T* onto T. The image of T}, under this projection is the
probability measure Y, (d7) := Ko (C(T))O(dT).

Proposition 2.6. The shift S acting on the probability space (T*, T*) is ergodic.
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Proof. Our arguments proceed in a similar way as in the proof of [5, Proposition 13].
We define a transition kernel p(7,d7’) on T by setting

, ()) /
p(7.dT") ZC e 57, (dT).

Informally, under the probability measure p(7,d7’), we choose one of the subtrees of 7
obtained at the first branching point, with probability equal to its harmonic measure.

For every integer n > 1, we denote by S™ the mapping on T* obtained by iterating
n times the shift S, and then we consider the process (Z,,),>0 on the probability space
(T*,Y*) with values in T, defined by Z,(7,v) = T and

Zn(T,v) =m (S"(’T, V))

for every n > 1. According to Proposition 2.4 and the flow property of harmonic mea-
sure, the process (Z,,),>¢ is a Markov chain with transition kernel p under its stationary
measure Y (d7).

We write T for the set of all infinite sequences (7°,77,...) of elements in T, and let
T be the set of all infinite sequences (7°,7%,...) in T°, such that, for every integer
j > 1, T7 is one of the subtrees of 77~! above the first branching point of T7-1, Note
that T> is a measurable subset of T and that (Z,(7T,V))n>0 € T for every (T v) €
T*. If (T°,7,...) € T*, there exists a geodesic ray v in 7° such that 77 = §7(7°,v)
for every j > 1, and we set ¢(7°,T,...) := (T°,v). Notice that v is a priori not unique,
but to make the previous definition rigorous we can take the smallest possible v in
lexicographical ordering (of course for the random trees that we consider later this
uniqueness problem does not arise). In this way, we define a measurable mapping ¢
from T into T* such that

o Zo(T,v), Z1(T,v),...) = (T,v), Tras. (2.14)

Now given a measurable subset A of T* such that S~1(A4) = A, we aim at proving
that T*(A) € {0,1}. To this end, we consider the pre-image B = ¢~ !(A), which is a
measurable subset of T C T°. Due to the previous constructions, B is shift-invariant
for the Markov chain Z in the sense that

{(Zo,Zl,...) GB}:{(Zl,ZQ,...) EB}, a.s.
Using Proposition 16.2 in [14], we then obtain a measurable subset D of T, such that
]-B(Z07 Zl, .. ) = ]-D(ZO) a.s.,

and moreover p(7,D) = 1p(7), T(dT)-a.s. It follows thus from (2.14) that T*-a.s. we
have (7,v) € Aifand only if T € D.

However from the property p(7,D) = 1p(7), T(dT)-a.s., one can verify that Y(D) €
{0,1}. First note that this property also implies that p(7,D) = 1p(7), ©(dT)-a.s.
Hence, ©(dT)-a.s., the tree T belongs to D if and only if each of its subtrees above
the first branching point belongs to D (it is clear that that the measure p(7,-) assigns
a positive mass to each of these subtrees). Then, the branching property of the CTGW
tree shows that

=> 0(k)O(D)*
k=2
which is only possible if ©(D) = 0 or 1, or equivalently if Y(D) = 0 or 1. Therefore
T*(A) is either 0 or 1, which completes the proof. O
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2.5.3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Having established Proposition 2.4 and Proposition 2.6, we can now apply the ergodic
theorem to the two functionals on T* defined as follows. First let J,(7,v) denote the
height of the n-th branching point on the geodesic ray v. One immediately verifies that,
for everyn > 1,

n—1
Jn=> JioS"
=0
If M = [k(C(T))O*(dTdv), it follows from the ergodic theorem that ©*-a.s.,

%Jn — M~ [ J(T,v)&(C(T))O*(dTdv). (2.15)

n—o0

Note that the limit can be written as

M_”E[' log(1 = )] ( (U + cf_[icN))]

with the notation used in the proof of Proposition 2.4.

Secondly, let x,,, denote the n+1-st branching point on the geodesic ray v. If v =
(v1,v2,...), thenx, v = ((v1,...,Un), Jut1(T,Vv)) with the notation of Section 2.2. We set
for everyn > 1,

F(T,v):=logrvr({u € dT: x,v < u}).

By the flow property of harmonic measure (Lemma 2.3), we have
n—1 ‘
Fo=> FioS,
i=0
and by the ergodic theorem, ©*-a.s.,
1
~Fo — M= | (T, v)s(C(T))O*(dTdv), (2.16)

n— 00

where the limit can be written as

_ NCy Cy 1-U -1
M™'E 1 U+ ————"—— .
[ e () (0 ) )
By combining (2.15) and (2.16), we obtain that the convergence (2.4) holds with limit
—1
NC C 1-U
E{ClJr---JerN log (Cl+"'1+CN) H((U + m) )}
71 .

Proposition 2.7. We have 3 < 1.

_ﬁ:

Proof. We use the notation

W(T) = lim e~ a1 #7T;.,

r—00

which exists ©(d7T)-a.s. by a martingale argument. Since Y 0(k)klog k < oo, the Kesten-
Stigum theorem (for CTGW trees, see e.g. [2, Theorem III1.7.2]) implies that the previous
convergence holds in the L'-sense and [ W(T7)©(dT) = 1. Moreover, OW(T) = 0) =0
and the Laplace transform

/e*“W(T)G)(dT) =1— ﬁ for any u € (0, 00)
U —
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can be obtained by applying Theorem II11.8.3 in [2] together with (2.1). In particular, it
follows from a Tauberian theorem (cf. [8, Chapter XIIL.5]) that [ |logW(T)|0(dT) < cc.

Let 7(1),...,T(k,) be the subtrees of 7 at the first branching point, and let J(7) =
J1(T,v) be the height of the first branching point. Then, ©(d7)-a.s.

J(T)

W(T) = e a=1 W(Ty) + - + W(Tirs)))

so that we can define a probability measure wr on {1,2,..., kg } by setting
_ I
e a—1 W(ﬁl))
W(T)

On the other hand, for 1 < i < kg, let I/;—(Z) denote the mass assigned by the harmonic

measure v7 to the rays “contained” in 7;, that is,

Lo | B C(Twy)
VT(’L) = /1{u1:z}VT(dV) = C(,T(l)) I +C(7Zk’g)).

By a concavity argument,

ks )
3" v (i) log wf(_l) <0, (2.17)
i=1 vy (0)
and the inequality is strict with positive ©-probability.
Recall that Y(d7) = M~'x(C(T))O(dT) is the image of the probability measure
T*(dTdv) under the canonical projection m; from T* to T. According to the discussion
before Proposition 2.7, we can write

-1 ko . 1
B= ( / T(dT)J(T)) / 1(dT) ;1/7—(2) log -y
which by (2.17) is strictly smaller than
1 ko . 1
( / T(dT)J(T)) / T(dT);yT(z) logm.

However, it follows from the definition of wy that

ko kg
/T(dT)ZV*T(i) 1og%(i) = ail/T(dT)J(T>+/T(dT>var(i)10g%
i=1 i=1 v
1 . Wom(T,v)
- L /T(dT)J(T) +/T (dTdv) log 37T

1
=4 / T(AT)J(T),

where in the last equality we used the fact that T* is invariant under the shift S, and that
logW(T) is integrable under ©(d7) hence also under T*. Therefore, we have shown
B < -1 and the proof of Theorem 1.2 is completed. O

2.5.4 Proof of Proposition 1.4

We have seen above that

—1
NC C 1-U
E[m---icN log (c1+-3+cN) “((U+ m) )}

B[lostt - (U + oi=s) )]

= (2.18)
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On account of Proposition 2.1, the proof of Proposition 1.4 will be completed if we
can verify that the preceding expression for § is consistent with formula (1.5). In the
following calculations, we will keep using the same notation introduced in the proof of
Proposition 2.4.

Firstly, the numerator of the right-hand side of (2.18) is equal to

_ -1, A~
B2 o () ) G
Ci+---+Cn Ci+---+Cn (U+ﬁ)_l+@+---+é},—l
Ncl(51+~~~+c~N)logcl+.‘?7?+cN ]

|:Cl+"'+CN+51+"'+5I\7—1+U(Cl+"'+CN—1)<51+"'+5N—1) '

For every integer k > 2, we define for z € (1, c0) the function

C
xeylog =

a+ ot tr—1+(c+ -+ —1)(z—Du’

Gcl,...,ck,u(x) =

where v € (0,1) and ¢4, ..., ¢, € (1,00). We can apply (2.10) to get

E[Ge,,..cov @+ +Cx) | Crye o U]
C3C1(Cr+ -+ + Ci) log -

S1C,. G U
(Co+Crt - +Ch =14 (Co—1)(Ci+ -+ +Cp — 1)U)

=

With help of the last display, the numerator of the right-hand side of (2.18) becomes

E{ NCZC(Cr + -+ + C) log S }
(CotCit  +Cy—1+(Co—1)(Ci+-+Cx —DU)

a

We now integrate with respect to U and recall that for a,b,c > 0, fol dum = 5059
So the numerator of the right-hand side of (2.18) coincides with

C
NCoCrlog oo gex
Co+Ci+--+Cn—1]

On the other hand, the denominator of the right-hand side of (2.18) is equal to

E[ (Gt A CN)(Cit o+ Cylog1-U) }
Cit-tCy+ @i+ +Cy—1)Cit-+Cn)U+(Cr+---+Cy — (1 - )
B { €1+ +Cn)(Ci+ - +Cx)log(1 - U) }
ola 4+ e+ G+ 4 Cy—14+(Cit - +Cn—1)(Ci 4+ Cy — 1)U
B [ C3(C1+ -+ +Cn)?log(1-1) ]
- (CO+Cl+"'+CN_1+(CO_1)(Cl+"'+CN_1)U)2

- _E[cgc%( — 14 Co+Cr —200Cy + (Co — 1)(Cy — 1)U) log(1 — U)]
(Co+Ci—1+(Co—1)(C — DU)° ’

where we have repeatedly used (2.10) in the last two equalities, the first time to replace
C1+---+Cgz by Cy, the second time to replace C; + - - -+ Cy by C;. In order to integrate
with respect to U, we appeal to the identity that for a,b,c > 0,

/1 du(a+bu)log(1 —u) _ b(c—a)+ (2b+c+a)010gﬁcc.
; (c+ bu)® 20e(b + 0)?
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Applying this formula, we see that the denominator of the right-hand side of (2.18)
coincides with
_E{icocl }
Co+Ci—1

We have thus obtained the following formula

NCoCy Ci+Co+--+Cn
]E|:CO+C1+"‘+CN71 log 1 ]

CoCi
IE |:C0+C1—1:|

B=

(2.19)

By a symmetry argument, the numerator of the right-hand side of (2.19) is equal to

E[NCocl log(Cq +C2+~~+CN)] 7E[ NCyC1log(Cr) ]
Co+Ci+--+Cn—1 Co+Ci+--+Cn—1
Co(Cy +CQ+"'+CN)10g(C]_ +CQ+"'+CN):| _E{Co(cl +C2+"'—|—CN)log(C0)
Co+Ci+---+Cn—1 Co+Ci+---+Cn—1
ZE[f(Cl +CQ+"'+CN)] —E[g(C1 +CQ+"'+CN)}, (2.20)

:]E[

where we have set, for every z > 1,

f(x):IE[ Coz 1log4 and g(m)zE{

Cox
_— 1 .
Co+x— 1 OgC0:|

Co+x—
We can replace E[f(C1 +Ca+---+Cn)] by E[f(C1)] + E[C1(C; — 1) f/(C1)] using (2.10), and
similarly for g, to obtain

1 CoC1
E[f(Ci+Co+ - 4+Cn)| —E[g(Ci +Co+---+Cn)| = = (E[C)> -E | 0———1 ).
[f(CL+Cat - +Cn)] [9(C1+Ca+ - +Cn)] 2([0] [Co+61—1]>
Plugging this into (2.20) yields the required formula (1.5), and hence finishes the proof
of Proposition 1.4.

2.6 A second approach to Theorem 1.2

In this section, we outline a different approach to Theorem 1.2, which contains cer-
tain intermediate results of independent interest. This approach involves an invariant
measure for the environment seen by Brownian motion on the CTGW tree I'(®) at the
last visit of a fixed height. This is similar to Section 3 of [5], and for this reason we will
omit the proofs, which may however be found in [11].

We fix the index o € (1,2], and we first introduce some additional notation. For
T € Tandr > 0, if x € T,, let T[z] denote the subtree of descendants of x in 7. To
define it formally, we write v, for the unique element of V such that z = (v,,r), and
define the shifted discrete tree Il[v,] = {v € V:vyv € II}. Then T|z] is the infinite
continuous tree corresponding to the pair

(1 e~ )

For a fixed r > 0, we know that I'(®) has a.s. no branching point at height r. As there
is a unique point z € T\") such that 2 < W, we write r'@){(r) = T(®[z] for the subtree
above level r selected by harmonic measure.

To describe the distribution of T'(®)(r), recall that for every = > 0,

Pa() = E[exp(—2C¥) /2)] = 04 (exp(—2C(T)/2)).
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Proposition 2.8. The distribution under P @ P of the subtree T'®)(r) above level r
selected by harmonic measure is

() (C(T)) ©a(dT),

where, for every ¢ > 0,

(™ (c) := By [exp— /OT ds (ma(l — <pa(Xs))w_1 - ﬁ)}

Here X = (X;)o<s<r Stands for the solution of the stochastic differential equation
dX, =2/ Xsdns + (2 — Xs)ds

that starts under the probability measure P,y with an exponential distribution of pa-
rameter c¢/2. In the previous SDE, (1s)s>0 denotes a standard linear Brownian motion.

Now we define shifts (7,.),>0 on T* in the following way. For r = 0, 7y is the identity
mapping of T*. For r > 0 and (7,v) € T*, we write v = (v1,v2,...) and v, = (v1,...,0,)
for every n > 0 (by convention, vy = &). Also let z, , be the unique element of 7, such
that z,, < v. Then we set

(T, v) = (T[xr,v]  (Ub1s Vg2 - .)),

where k = min{n > 0: 2, > r}. Informally, 7,.(7,v) is obtained by taking the subtree of
T consisting of descendants of the vertex at height  on the distinguished geodesic ray,
and keeping in this subtree the “same” geodesic ray. It is straightforward to verify that
Ty O Ts = Ty4s fOT every r,s > 0.

The next proposition gives an invariant measure absolutely continuous with respect
to ©}, under the shifts 7,.. To simplify notation, we set first

0 ‘ 174
Ci(a) = 2/0 ds gola(S)Q /2 = // 'ya(dﬁ)'ya(dfl)m.

Proposition 2.9. For every c > 0,

lim_0(0) = () = - [ 7a(ds)

Jim crs_1
The probability measure A}, on T* defined as
AL (dTdv) = 2 (C(T)) O (dTdv)

is invariant under the shifts 7., r > 0.

Furthermore, one can easily adapt the proof of Proposition 13 in [5] to show that for
every r > 0, the shift 7. acting on the probability space (T*, A}) is ergodic. Applying
Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem to a suitable functional (see Section 3.4 of [5]) leads to the
convergence (1.3) in Theorem 1.2, with 3, given by formula (2.19). See [11] for more
details.

3 The discrete setting

3.1 Galton-Watson trees

Let us first introduce discrete (finite) rooted ordered trees, which are also called
plane trees in combinatorics. A plane tree t is a finite subset of V such that the following
holds:
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i) get.
(i) Ifu= (u1,...,u,) € t\{@}, then @ = (u1,...,up_1) € t.
(iii) For every u = (uq,...,u,) € t, there exists an integer k,(t) > 0 such that, for every

JEN, (ur,...,un,j) € tifand only if 1 < 5 < k,(t).

In this section we will say tree instead of plane tree for short. The same notation and
terminology introduced at the beginning of Section 2.1 will be used in this section: |u]
is the generation of u, uv denotes the concatenation of v and v, < stands for the (non-
strict) genealogical order and uAv is the maximal element of {w € V: w < v and w < v}.
A vertex with no child is called a leaf.
The height of a tree t is
h(t) := max{|v|: v € t}.

We write 7 for the set of all trees, and .7, for the set of all trees with height n.
We view a tree t as a graph whose vertices are the elements of t and whose edges
are the pairs {4, u} for all u € t\{@}. The set t is equipped with the distance

1
d(u,v) = §(|u| + |v| — 2|u Av|).

Notice that this is half the usual graph distance. We will write B;(v,r), or simply B(v,r)
if there is no ambiguity, for the closed ball of radius r centered at v, with respect to the
distance d in the tree t.

The set of all vertices of t at generation n is denoted by

t, :={v € t: |v| =n}.
If v € t, the subtree of descendants of v is
tlo] == {v' €t v <V}

Note that t[v] is not a tree under the previous definition, but we can turn it into a tree
by relabeling its vertices as
tv] i={w e V:vw e t}.

If v € t, then for every i € {0,1, ..., |v|} we write (v); for the ancestor of v at genera-
tion 4. Suppose that |v| = n. Then Bi(v,4) Nt, = t[(v),_i] Nt,, for every i € {0,1,...,n}.
This simple observation will be used repeatedly below.

Let p be a non-trivial probability measure on Z, with mean one, which belongs to
the domain of attraction of a stable distribution of index « € (1,2]. Therefore property
(1.1) holds. For every integer n > 0, we let T(™ be a Galton-Watson tree with offspring
distribution p, conditioned on non-extinction at generation n, viewed as a random subset
of V (see e.g. [10] for a precise definition of Galton-Watson trees). In particular, T(9)
is just a Galton-Watson tree with offspring distribution p. We suppose that the random
trees T(") are defined under the probability measure P.

We let T*" be the reduced tree associated with T("), which consists of all vertices
of T(™) that have (at least) one descendant at generation n. Note that |v| < n for every
v € T*™. A priori T*” is not a tree in the sense of the preceding definition. However
we can relabel the vertices of T*", preserving both the lexicographical order and the
genealogical order, so that T*™ becomes a tree in the sense of our definitions. We will
always assume that this relabeling has been done.

Conditionally on T("), the hitting distribution of generation n is the same for simple
random walk on T(") and that on the reduced tree T*". In view of studying properties of
this hitting distribution, we can consider directly a simple random walk on T*” starting
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from the root @, which we denote by Z" = (Z}!)>¢. This random walk is defined under
the probability measure P. Let

H, :=inf{k >0:|Z]| =n}

be the first hitting time of generation n by Z", and set X,, = Zj; to be the hitting
point. The discrete harmonic measure pu, is the law of ¥,, under P, which is a (random)
probability measure on the level set T}".

Set g, = P(h(T®) > n). If L is the slowly varying function appearing in (1.1), it has
been established in [16, Lemma 2] that

1
a—1
L n) ~ ————— — . 3.1

4n L(gn) TE (3.1)
By the asymptotic inversion property of slowly varying functions (see e.g. [4, Section

1.5.7]), it follows that

1

Gn ~n a14(n) asn — oo, (3.2)

for a function /¢ slowly varying at co. Moreover, it is shown in [16, Theorem 1] that,
as n — 00, ¢g,#T;" converges in distribution to the positive random variable W(F(“))
introduced in the proof of Proposition 2.7.

We will need to estimate the size of level sets in T*". The following lemma is an
analogue of Lemma 15 in [5].

Lemma 3.1. For everyr > 1, there exists a constant C = C(r, p) depending on r and the
offspring distribution p such that, for every integer n > 2 and every integer p € [1,n/2],

E[(log #T2" )" < C log% and  E[(log #T%")]" < C logn.

Proof. We can find a = a(r) > 0 such that the function = — (log(a + x))” is concave over
[1,00). Then as in the proof of [5, Lemma 15],

1 1
*M, Tl r *M Tl r *M q
E[(log#T;",)"]" < Bl(log(a+#T;",)"]" <log (a+ B#T;",)) =log(a + -2).
Using Potter’s bounds on slowly varying function (see e.g. [4, Theorem 1.5.6]), one can
deduce from (3.2) that there exists a constant C' = C’(p) > 0 such that for every n > 2

and every p € [1,n/2],
log (q—p) < C'log (ﬁ),
an p

from which the first bound of the lemma easily follows. The second estimate can be
shown in a similar way. O

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1. We will assume in the rest of this
section that the critical offspring distribution p satisfies (1.1) with a fixed a € (1,2].
Accordingly, we will omit the superscripts and subscripts concerning « if there is no
ambiguity.

3.2 Convergence of discrete reduced trees

We first define truncations of the discrete reduced tree T*". For every s € [0,n], we
set
Ry(T™) :={veT": jv]<n-—|s]}.

Recall from Section 2.1 the definition of the continuous reduced tree A of index a.
For every ¢ € (0,1), we have set A, = {z € A: H(z) < 1 — ¢}. We will implicitly use
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the fact that, for every fixed ¢, there is a.s. no branching point of A at height 1 — . The
skeleton of A, is defined as the following plane tree

Sk(A:) :={o}U{vell\{g}:V; <1-¢c} ={o}u{vell\{a}: (0,Y;) € A.}.

A vertex v of Sk(A,) is a leaf of Sk(A,) if and only if Y, > 1 — .

Let t be a tree. We write S(t) for the set of all vertices of t whose number of children
is different from 1. Then we can find a unique tree [t] € Z such that there exists a
bijection from [t] onto S(t) that preserves the genealogical order and the lexicographical
order of vertices. Denote the inverse of this canonical bijection by u € S(t) — [u] € [t].
In a less formal way, [t] is just the tree obtained from t by removing all vertices that
have exactly one child.

Proposition 3.2. We can construct the reduced trees T*" and the (continuous) reduced

stable tree A on the same probability space (), F,P), so that the following assertions
hold for every fixed ¢ € (0, 1) with P-probability one.

(1) For every sufficiently large integer n, there exists an injective mapping V% : u —
wi® from Sk(A.) into S(R.,(T*")) satisfying the following properties.

(1.a) The mapping ¥; preserves both the lexicographical order and the genealog-

ical order.
(1.b) Ifu is a leaf of Sk(A.), [wl'¢] is a leaf of [R.,,(T*™)] and |wi¢| =n — |en|. The
restricted mapping

\I/i [Leaves : Leaves OfSk(AE) — {1} S S(Ran(T*n)) [’U] is a leaf of [Rsn(T*n)]}

is bijective.
(1.c) For every vertex u of Sk(A,),

. 1 n,e _
nh_}II;Oglwu | = Yun(l-¢),
1
lim —|wy®| = Ya
n—oo N

where U denotes the parent of u in Sk(A,.), and W) stands for the vertex in
S(R.n(T*™)) such that [w]°] is the parent of [w] in [R.,(T*™)]. (Notice that
w,® does not necessarily coincide with w}°.)

(2) The mapping V:, is asymptotically unique in the sense that, if \T!i is another map-
ping such that the preceding properties hold, then for n sufficiently large,

We (u) = W (u) for every u € Sk(A.).

Proposition 3.2 (see Fig. 2 for an illustration) essentially results from the conver-
gence in distribution of the rescaled contour functions associated with the trees T(")
towards the excursion of the stable height process with height greater than 1 (see [6,
Section 2.5]). By using the Skorokhod representation theorem, one may assume that
the trees T("™) and the excursion of the stable height process are constructed so that the
latter convergence holds almost surely. The various assertions of Proposition 3.2 then
easily follow (cf. [6, Section 2.6]), using the relation between the excursion of the stable
height process with height greater than 1 and the limiting reduced tree A, which can
be found in [6, Section 2.7].

Remark 3.3. Let us take 0 < § < ¢. If u is not a leaf of Sk(A.), we must have w! ¢ = w™°

u

for sufficiently large n. On the other hand, if v is a leaf of Sk(A,), then for large n, w®
must be an ancestor of w™?.
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Figure 2: On the left, the tree A, its truncation A, and its skeleton Sk(A.). On the
right, a large reduced tree T*" of height n, its truncation R.,(T*") and the associated
tree [R.,(T*™)]. The vertices depicted as filled red disks on the left correspond to the
vertices depicted as filled red squares on the right, via the mapping V.

Remark 3.4. We expect that a result more precise than Proposition 3.2 should hold.
For all sufficiently large n, the mapping V:, should be a bijection, and the equality
wy® = wy© should hold for all u € Sk(A.) (in other words, there should be no white
square in the right part of Fig. 2). However this refinement does not easily follow from
the results of [6], and we will omit it since it is not needed for our purposes.

3.3 Convergence of harmonic measures

Recall that y is the continuous harmonic measure on the boundary A of the reduced
stable tree, and that u,, is the discrete harmonic measure on T}". For every z € 0A,,
we set

pe(z) = p({y € 0A: x < y}) = P(x < Br_).

Similarly, we define a probability measure p;, on T;" len) by setting
fin(u) = pn({v € T u < 0}),

3

for every u € T;™ len)- Clearly, y;, is the distribution of (¥,,),_|cn)-

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that the reduced trees T*" and the (continuous) tree A have
been constructed so that the properties of Proposition 3.2 hold, and recall the notation
(wi®)uesk(a,) introduced therein. Then IP-a.s. for every x = (u,1 —¢) € 0A.,

lim g5, (w)?) = 4 (a).

n—oo

Proof. Let d € (0,¢) and set Ts = inf{t > 0: H(B;) =1 — 0} < T. Define a probability
measure 1) on OA, by setting for every = € dA.,

1= (@) = Pl < Br).

Similarly, we write ugf) for the distribution of the hitting point of generation n — |dn|

by random walk on T*" started from &. Then we define a probability measure ,uf{(&) on
" len) by setting

1@ () = pl® (fw € W lon) v = w}),
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for everyv € T

n—|en]"*
As in the proof of [5, Proposition 18], we have P-a.s.

gim( sup ‘,ue’(‘s)(x)—ue(gs)!) = 0,
—0 V\zeaA,

lim <limsup( sup |,uf{(5)(v)—ufl(v)|>) = 0.
6—0 n—00 veET*™

n—len]

So the convergence of the proposition will follow if we can verify that for every fixed
0 € (0,¢), we have P-a.s. for every z = (u,1 —¢) € 0A,,

Tim gy (wip) = 52O (2). (3.3)
To this end, we may and will assume that the reduced trees T*" and the (continuous)
tree A have been constructed so that the properties of Proposition 3.2 hold simultane-
ously for ¢ and for 4.

Firstly, by considering the successive passage times of Brownian motion stopped at
time T in the set {(u,Y, A (1 —6)): u € Sk(As)}, we get a Markov chain X(®), which
is absorbed in the set {(v,1 — d): v is a leaf of Sk(As)}, and whose transition kernels
are explicitly described in terms of the quantities Y,,,u € Sk(Aj) by series and parallel
circuits calculation.

Secondly, let n be sufficiently large so that assertions (1) and (2) of Proposition 3.2
hold with ¢ as well as with J, and consider simple random walk on T*" started from
@ and stopped at the first hitting time of generation n — |dn]|. By considering the
successive passage times of this random walk in the set S(R;,(T*")), we again get a
Markov chain X (%", which is absorbed in the set

{v e S(Rs(T*™)): [v] is a leaf of [Ry, (T*")]}.

By property (1.b) of Proposition 3.2, this set is exactly {w?°: v is a leaf of Sk(A;)}. As
previously, the transition kernels of this Markov chain X (®):" can be written explicitly in
terms of the quantities |[v|,v € S(Rs,(T*™)).

Recall that by Proposition 3.2,

W0 (Sk(As)) = {w™: u € Sk(As)}

is a subset of S(Rs,(T*")), and that the mapping ¥ is injective. If we let X" be
the Markov chain restricted to the subset ¥ (Sk(Ajs)), then after identifying both sets
WP (Sk(As)) and {(u, Yy A(1—6)): u € Sk(As)} with Sk(As), we can view both X(®-" and
X (%) as Markov chains with values in the set Sk(As). Using property (1.c) of Proposi-
tion 3.2, we see that the transition kernels of X (9):n converge to those of X (9,

Write Xég) for the absorption point of X%, and similarly write XC@’” for that of
X (). Notice that Xg)’” is also the absorption point of the restricted Markov chain

X We thus obtain that the distribution of Xég)’” converges to that of Xég) (recall

that both Xég)’” and Xég) are viewed as taking values in the set of leaves of Sk(Ay)).

Consequently, for every u € V such that = (u,1 —¢) € A, we have

lim P(u< X" = P(u< X©).

n—oo

However, from our definitions, we have

P(u < X)) = =9 (2),
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and, for n sufficiently large, since w™*° coincides with the ancestor of w™° at generation
n — |en| (see Remark 3.3 after Proposition 3.2),

Plu< XE7) = u O wl)

This completes the proof of (3.3) and of the proposition. O

Recall that $ is the Hausdorff dimension of the continuous harmonic meaure p.

Proposition 3.6. Let r > 1 and £ € (0,1). We can find &9 € (0,1/2) such that the
following holds. For every ¢ € (0, &), there exists ng > 0 such that for every n > ny,

E® E[\ log 15 ((Sa)n—(n)) — Bloge| } < ¢llogel".

Proof. Recall our notation B4(z,r) for the closed ball of radius r centered at z € A. Fix
n € (0,1). Since Br_ is distributed according to u, it follows from Theorem 1.2 that
there exists ¢g € (0,1/2) such that for every ¢ € (0,g) we have

PeP (‘ log u(Ba(Br_,2¢)) — Bloga‘ > (n/2)] log€|) <n/2. (3.4)

Let us fix € € (0,¢0) and assume that the reduced trees T*” and the (continuous) tree
A have been constructed so that the properties of Proposition 3.2 hold. We now claim
that, under P ® P,

M;(<En>n—L€nJ) n(—%)o}o M(Bd(BT772~E))~ (3.5)

To see this, let f be a continuous function on [0, 1]. Since the distribution of (¥,),,_ |,
under P is yu;,, we have

B0 B[fGa(E )] =B 5 i) 1)

veET*™

n—len]

By property (1.b) of Proposition 3.2, we know that P-a.s. for n sufficiently large,

S @) = S ) g (w)),

veET*™ r=(u,1—e)€0A,

n—len]

and by Proposition 3.5 the latter quantities converge as n — oo towards

Y 1) f(ue(2) = E[f(u(Ba(Br_, 20)))],

TEIA,

which establishes the convergence (3.5) as claimed.
By (3.4) and (3.5), we can find ng = ng(¢) > ¢! such that for n > ny,

P ® P (|log 5, ((Zn)n—|en)) — Bloge| > nllogel) <.
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have then
ExFE HIOg #Z(<En>n—\_£nj) - 610g5|r]

1 r11/2
< nr|10g6|r—l—yﬁE@E{|logu;(<2n>n_tmj) —ﬁ10g6|2 ]

T r ro 1 r ro 1 2r 1/2
<n"|loge|” +2"nz|Bloge|” + 2 772E®E“logui((En)n_LmJ)‘ } . (3.6)
Since r > 1, the function
g9(@) = (x Ae™") [log(z A e™) "
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is nondecreasing and concave over [0, 1]. Thus, we obtain

B flog 5, (b 1en)) [ | = 30w (0)log s, ()]
UET:L[LEnJ
< D> )+ (2r)7
veT*™

n—|en]
< HT g % (T ) 7) + (200

2r
+2(2r)%".

n—|en]

< ’ log #T*"

We now use Lemma 3.1 to see

n

len]

By combining the last estimate with (3.6), we get that, for every n > ng(e),

)*r2(2r)?.

E@E{llog,ufl(@n%i[m”’?q < E[’log #T:LTZLEWJ|2Ti|+2(2r)2T < Cgr(log

T T r, L oor T T i T T T
E®RE [[log 15, ((Sn)n—en)) — Bloge|"| < (n"+2"n7 B7)|loge|"+2" 7 ((2r)"+C"|loge|").
The statement of the proposition follows since n was arbitrary. O

3.4 The flow property of discrete harmonic measure

We briefly recall the flow property of the discrete harmonic measure p,, presented
in [5, Section 4.3.1]. Let t € .7, be a plane tree of height n and Z(®) = (Z]it))kzo be
simple random walk on t starting from @. We set

HY :=inf{k >0: |ZY|=n} and 5O := Zg};).

We write uif ) for the distribution of ng ), considered as a measure on t supported by t,,.
For 0 < p <n, we set

Ll(f) = sup{k < HY: |Zl(€t)| =p}.

Clearly =) € ?[Zitgt)], and therefore ngn = (=),
Lemma 3.7 (Lemma 20 in [5]). Letp € {0,1,...,n — 1} and z € t,. Then, conditionally

on (ZS)>p = 2z, the process

(t)
(Z(L§f>+k)AHﬁf’>k20

is distributed as simple random walk on t|z] starting from z and conditioned to hit t[z]Nt,,
before returning to z, and stopped at this hitting time. Consequently, for every integer
q€{0,1,...,n— p}, the conditional distribution of

MS) (Bt(z’slt)a Q))
w (B 0 —p))

knowing that (ng)z, = z is equal to the distribution of
i) (B (505 9).
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3.5 The subtree selected by the discrete harmonic measure

We begin by introducing the conductance of discrete trees. Let ¢ be a positive integer
and let t € 7 be a tree such that hA(t) > i. Consider the new graph t’ obtained by adding
to the graph t an edge between the root @ and an extra vertex 9. We denote by C;(t) the
effective conductance between 9 and generation ¢ of t in the graph t’. In probabilistic
terms, it is equal to the probability that simple random walk on t’ starting from & hits
generation ¢ of t before hitting the vertex 9.

Recall that fori € {1,...,n— 1}, T*"[(¥,,)—;] is the subtree of T*" above generation
n — ¢ that is selected by harmonic measure, and T*"[(X,),—;] is the tree obtained by
relabeling the vertices of T*"[(,,),,_;] as explained above.

Lemma 3.8. Forevery integeri € {1,...,n—1} and every nonnegative function F on 7,
E® E[F(T™[(Sn)n-i)] < (i + 1) E[Ci(T*) F(T*)].

This lemma is proved in [5] under the assumption that p has finite variance. Actually
the proof uses only the branching property of Galton-Watson trees and remains valid
under our assumptions on p.

Meanwhile, we have the following moment estimate for the conductance C,,(T*").

Lemma 3.9. For every r € (0,«), there exists a constant K = K(r,p) > 1 depending
on r and the offspring distribution p such that, for every integer n > 1,

K
E|C,(T™)" < ——.
[Ca(T)] < (n+1)r
Proof. We can assume n > 2, and set j = [n/2] > 1. An application of the Nash-Williams
inequality [14, Chapter 2] gives
#T;"

Co(T™) < —
() = —

On the other hand,
E[(#T)] = B[(#{v e T{: A(TOW]) 2 n - j})" [ (T?) 2 n]
= ¢ E[(#{v e TV i(TOR]) > n—j})7].
Notice that given #T;O) = k, the conditional distribution of
#{v e TV H(TOR]) > n - j}

is the binomial distribution B(k, ¢,—;). Using Jensen’s inequality, we get
E[(#{v e T A(TOW]) = n - j})T] < E[E[(#{v e T M(TOW]) = n - j1)? | #Tgo)} }
= B[(@ T+ oy — 2 4T) ]

< @h S E[HTO)) 4 (gney — ) FE[#TO)E].

At this point, we need the following result proved in [9, Lemma 11] for the uncondi-
tioned Galton-Watson tree. For any v € (0, «), there is a finite constant C(y) such that
for every m > 1,

E[#TW)] <CMan (3.7)

The original statement of the latter bound in [9] was given for any v € [1, ), while the
case v € (0,1) follows from the (trivial) case v = 1 by applying the Holder inequality to

B[ 0 40y (#T0)]
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(we can in fact take C'(y) = 1 for any v € (0,1)).
With the help of (3.7), we conclude that

*N\T c—r  — T —-r r 1-%
E[C,(T™)"] <j7"g," (C(T)qn_jq} +0(r/2)(gn—j — dn—;) %4, 2),
and the statement of the lemma readily follows from (3.2). O
3.6 Proof of Theorem 1.1
Following [5], we will show
E ® E[|log pun(E,) + Blogn|] = o(logn) as n — oo, (3.8)

which is sufficient for establishing Theorem 1.1. The proof given below is adapted
from [5, Section 4.3.2]. For later convenience, we introduce the notation

a+1 3
o= 1, -
6= e (1,3)
and its Holder conjugate B
[0
= € (3,0).
a =1 (3,00)

Fix £ > 0. Let ¢ > 0 and ny > 1 be such that the conclusion of Proposition 3.6 holds
for every n > ng with the exponent r = a*. Without loss of generality, we may and will
assume that ¢ = 1/N, for some integer N > 4, which is fixed throughout the proof. We
also fix a constant v > 0, such that ylog N < 1/2.

Let n > N be sufficiently large so that N lylogn| > ng. Then we let £ > 1 be the
unique integer such that N < n < N*!, and write

¢ i1
log pn (X)) = log /Mlgb((éi:)]\f)) + j;log MZT(,?BEE(J;;{VNJ)))) + logun(B(En,Ne)). (3.9

To simplify notation, we set

fin(En)
pn(B(En, N))
pin(B(Z,, N771))

A? = log + Blog N,

A? = log + Blog N foreveryje{2,...,(},

’ pin(B(En, N7))
A}y = 1og pn(B(En, NY)) + Blog(n/NY).
From (3.9), we see that
£+1 41
E@E“ 108 i (Z0) —|—ﬁlognu - E@EH ZA;?H <Y Ew B[4} (3.10)
=1 i=1

We will bound each term in the sum of the right-hand side.
First step: A priori bounds. We verify that, for every j € {1,2,...,/+ 1},

E® E[|A}|] < (CK'*+ B) log N, (3.11)

where C = C(a*,p) is the constant in Lemma 3.1 for the exponent r = o*, and K =
K (a, p) is the constant in Lemma 3.9 for the exponent r = a.

Suppose first that 2 < j < /. Using the second assertion of Lemma 3.7, with p =
n — N7 and ¢ = N’~!, we obtain that, for every z € T*" , ;, the conditional distribution
of A} under P, knowing that (Zn)n_ni = 2z, is the same as the distribution of

log iy, (B2, ", NIT1) + Blog N.
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(T

Recalling that ), "[D is the distribution of Eg;n[z]) under P, we get

Bl | (Sahns =2 < E[[logul, P (BES, ", N71)|| + Blog N
= G;(T™[2]) + Blog N, (3.12)
where for any tree t € Ty,
Gi(0)i= [ u, (@) [log ) (Buly N [ = 30 ) el o, B

2€tNG _ni—1

As explained in [5], we have the entropy bound G,(t) < log#ty,_ni—1 for any tree
t € Iyi. So we get from (3.12) that

E® E[|A}]] <E® B[log#TN _yi-1[(Sn)n-ns]] + Blog N
< (N +1)E [ch (TV) log # TN oo ] + Blog N

. i Na 1/a ’ o 1/a”
< (NJ+1)1E[(CNJ-(T*N )) } ]E[(log#T*N Nit) } 4 Blog N
1/a”

gKl/@E[(log#T*NJ - 1)“*} + Blog N,

using successively Lemma 3.8, the Holder inequality and Lemma 3.9. Finally, Lemma 3.1
gives

J a1/
{(log#T*N Njfl) }1 < ClogN,

and this completes the proof of (3.11) when 2 < 5 < /. The cases j =1 and j = ¢+ 1 can
be treated in a similar manner. For details we refer the reader to [5, Section 4.3.2].

Second step: Refined bounds. Let us prove that, if [ylogn| < j </,
E® E[|A?]] < K%Y/ log N. (3.13)
Recall that for j € {|ylogn|,...,¢} we have N7 > ng. From (3.12), we have
E[|A}]) = E[F;(T"[(Zn)n-ns])],

where, if t € Ty,

= |Blog N — G;(t)| = ‘/uﬁ@l ) (108 1) (Bu(y, N771)) + Blog N)' .
Using Lemma 3.8 as in the first step, we have
E® E[|4]]] = E® E[F;(T[(Su)a-n))] < (W +1)E Oy (T) F(TV)].

We then apply the Holder inequality together with the bound of Lemma 3.9 for » = & to
get

* *

a*q1/a
<K1/5‘E{</Mwa‘(dy) |1oguNj(B(y,Nj1))+ﬂ10gN|) ]

L1/t
<KY*E Uum(dy) |log puns (B(y, N7~1)) + Blog N|* ]

o1/
)
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where the last equality follows from the definition of the measure p:, at the beginning
of Section 3.3. Now recall that 1/N = ¢ and note that N7 — N/~! = NJ — ¢NJ. Since
we have N7 > ng, we can apply Proposition 3.6 with » = o* and get that the right-hand
side of the preceding display is bounded above by K/@¢1/@" log N, which finishes the
proof of (3.13).

By combining (3.11) and (3.13), and using (3.10), we arrive at the bound
EoFE [| log pn (X)) + BlognH < |ylogn|(KY4C + B)log N + ¢ KY/¥¢M* 1og N
< (Y(KY*C + B)log N + K*/%"/*") logn,

which holds for every sufficiently large n. By choosing ¢ and then ~y arbitrarily small,
we see that our claim (3.8) follows from the last bound, and this completes the proof of
Theorem 1.1.

4 Comments and questions

Following [5, Section 5.2], let us consider the supercritical offspring distribution 9((1")
of index a € (1,2], defined as 6V (1) = 1 — 1 and

1
0 (k) = —0,(k) for every k > 2.
n

We let T,(l”) be an infinite Galton-Watson tree with offspring distribution 9&"), then

n‘lT&n) viewed as a metric space with the graph distance rescaled by the factor n~1,

converges in distribution in an appropriate sense (e.g. for the local Gromov-Hausdorff
topology) to the CTGW tree I'(®), as n — oo.

Consider then the biased random walk (Z ](C”)) k>0 ON T&") with bias parameter \(") =

— % towards the root (see [13] or [1] for a precise definition of this process). Then

heuristically the rescaled process
—1~(n)
(n ZL”ZU ) t>0

converge in distribution in some sense, as n — oo, to Brownian motion (W (¢)):>o with
drift 1/2 on the CTGW tree I'(®). Furthermore, the rescaled “conductance” nC (T&"), (M)
converges in distribution to the continuous conductance C(®) = C(I'(*)).

Following this informal passage to the limit, we can find a candidate for the limit of
nV&") as n — oo, where V&") stands for the speed of the biased random walk Z(™ on
Tff). One can either directly employ an explicit formula of VS,,") stated in [1, Theorem
1.1], or use the invariant measure for the environment seen from the random walker
([1, Theorem 4.1]) to calculate the speed as the proportion of last-exit points. Both
methods give rise to the following quantity which should be interpreted as the speed of
Brownian motion W with drift 1/2 on I'(¢),

]

C(Q)+C(O<)71
V, = e 4.1)
E 2¢§
C(‘l)_‘_c(o‘)_l
0 1

where Céa) and C{“) are two independent copies of C(*) under the probability measure IP.

Since the conductance C(®) is a.s. strictly larger than 1, we see immediately from (4.1)
that V, < % for any a € (1,2]. On the other hand, according to the coupling explained
in Section 2.4, the denominator of the right-hand side of (4.1)

(@) (@, ol
E[()2CO<> ]:E[ ol }:HE[() e }
Cr+C -1 C+C -1 C+C -1
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is increasing with respect to a.

Question 4.1. If we apply the coupling explained in Section 2.4, does the derivative
%C (@) of the conductance with respect to « exist almost surely?

An affirmative answer to Question 4.1 would allow us to take the derivative of the
numerator in (4.1) with respect to «, and to see that

da Céa) + C;‘l) _1

<0

d o ce™ ] E{c(ﬁ(’)(cs(”1);14“#4(”(65@’1>dic(€“>

ERETRENE

because a.s. %C(O‘) < 0. Hence, the numerator in the right-hand side of (4.1) would be
decreasing with respect to «, and so would be the speed V,,.

Question 4.2. Does the speed V, decrease with respect to a?

A similar question was raised in [3], concerning the monotonicity of the speed with
respect to the offspring distribution for biased random walk on Galton-Watson trees
with no leaves. It has been proved in [15] that this monotonicity holds for high values
of bias.

We also want to ask the same question of monotonicity for the Hausdorff dimension
of the continuous harmonic measure g,,.

Question 4.3. Does the Hausdorff dimension S, decrease with respect to o?

Finally, it is interesting to figure out the Hausdorff dimension of the harmonic mea-
sure on HAD) . Due to the fact that f, has infinite mean, it may require different methods
to treat the case a = 1 in the continuous setting.
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