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On the occupation times of Brownian excursions
and Brownian loops

Hao Wu

Abstract We study properties of occupation times by Brownian excmsiand
Brownian loops in two-dimensional domains. This allows iftstance to interpret
some Gaussian fields, such as the Gaussian Free Fields aer{prmoormalized)
fluctuations of the total occupation time of a Poisson clouBrownian excursions
when the intensity of the cloud goes to infinity.

Keywords: Conformal invariance, Brownian excursion measure, Brawribop
measure, Green’s function.

1 Introduction

Conformal invariance of planar Brownian motion has beerivddrand exploited
long ago by Paul Levy [8]. See also B. Davis (Annals of Pro®a9) in particular
his derivation of Picard’s big theorem. More recently, a@ynfal invariance turned
out to be an instrumental idea in the study of various clliticadels from statisti-
cal physics in the plane (see for instance[4, 16] and theertes therein). Two
basic important conformally invariant measures on randeonggtric objects are
the Brownian excursion measure and the Brownian loop meakat us now very
briefly describe these measures and the meaning of confamaiance relatively
to these measures. For each open dorBaiith non-polar boundary in the plane,
one can define these two measureBirespectively denoted byp andAp. These
are infinite buto-finite measures on Brownian-type paths with particulappraes:

e Lp is supported on the set of Brownian excursiéBst < 7) in D i.e. Brownian
paths such thay andB; are indD, while B(0, 1) C D.
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e Ap is supported on the set of Brownian lodjs,t < 1) i.e. Brownian paths ilD
such thaBg = B;.

In fact, in both cases, it is useful to view these paths up togtane reparametriza-
tion (in the loop-case, one views the time-set modulice., there is no “starting
point” on the loop). Then, it turns out (s€€ [5].[15] for d&tathat for any con-
formal map® from D onto ®(D), the image measures gf, andAp under® are
exactlylo(p) andAgp)-

These two measures on loops and on excursions allow in samee seget rid of
the dependence of the measure on Brownian paths with regpigsstarting point,
see for instance the discussion[in|[16].

In the present text, we shall focus on the following type stites (here and in the
sequeldx or dy will denote the area measure, axndr y will always denote points
in the plane):

Proposition 1. Suppose that D is a simply connected domain and that A and B are
two open proper subsets of D. Then,

o[ dstalye) [ dsta(e) =4 [ _dxdy Goxy) 1)

and
Jo( [ dstla(y) [ dsla() = [ _dxdy(Goxy)? ()

where(y,0 < s< 1) is a Brownian excursion irffl) and a Brownian loop in(2),
Gp(x,y) denotes the usual Green’s function in D (with Dirichlet bdary condi-
tions).

The Brownian excursion measure and the loop measure aréenfieasures, but
they can be used to define random conformally invariant coties of excursions
and loops (i.e. under a probability measure) by a Poisstioizarocedure. As ex-
plained in[16], both these Poissonian clouds are of interes useful in the context
of random planar conformally invariant curves of SLE-typlke “excursion clouds”
give rise to the restriction measurées|[15], while the “Ismutps (loop clouds)” are
related to Conformal Loop Ensembles (se€ [14]).

It is natural to study the cumulative occupation time of theendom collections
of Brownian paths. The previous proposition can then be @ttas a description of
the covariance structure of these cumulative occupatioadi(even if as we shall
explain later, things are slightly more complicated in thse of the loop measure
because cumulative occupation times are infinite, so thaharmalization proce-
dure is needed). By the classical central limit theoremhim asymptotic regime
where the intensity of these clouds goes to infinity, the flattons of these occupa-
tion times converge (if properly normalized of course) to@€sian process with
the same covariance structure. This will in particular éaab to interpret the Gaus-
sian Free Field in terms of fluctuations of occupation timigsigh-intensity clouds
of Brownian excursions.
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Note that in[7], a different and more direct (as it involvesasymptotic) relation
between the loop-soup occupation times and the GaussianHiekl (or rather its
square) is pointed out.

Here is how the present paper is structured: In Section 2ewiew various very
elementary facts concerning Green'’s functions, their@onél invariance and their
relation to Brownian motion and the Gaussian Free Field.datiSn 3, we recall
the definition of the Brownian excursion measure, we deffjeafd deduce from
it the interpretation of the Gaussian Free Field as asyngptioictuations of the
Excursions occupation time measure. In passing, we notpragentation of the
solution to the standard Dirichlet problem using Browniaawgsions, that does not
seem so well-known despite its simplicity. Section 4 is thergerpart of Section 3
for Brownian loops instead of Brownian excursions. FinatlySection 5, we briefly
mention a generalization of the previous results using solmeds of interacting
pairs of excursions (via their intersection local-timejttlexhibits some relations
between loops and excursions.

We will focus on two-dimensional domains, but many of outestzents (in par-
ticular those on Brownian excursions) are also valid in bBiglimensions. However,
as the reader will see, we choose to base our proofs on coaffowariance, so that
another approach would be needed to derive the results iardilons greater than
two. We should also point out that the statements are in faled vn non-simply
connected domains, but again, some of our proofs, in péatitiiose dealing with
the loop-measure, would need to be changed in order to covesimply connected
planar domains (as we will use explicit expressions for thiedisc).

Acknowledgement: This paper is based on my Master’s thesis and was completed
under the guidance of my supervisor Professor Wendelin gvern

2 Review of basic notions

2.1 Generalities

We first recall some classical facts about Brownian motiosh it relation to har-
monic functions, see for instanc¢e [1] L0] 11] for furthemilstor background.
Suppose thab is a bounded planar domain, and that it has a smooth boundary.
Then, for any poinkin D, the distribution of the exit position frol by a Brownian
motion started ak has a continuous density with respect to the surface measure
o(dz) ondD, called thePoisson kernelthat we will denote by (x,z) for z€ dD.
In other words, the exit distribution t& (x,z)o(d2).
This Poisson kernel is closely related to the solutions efhichlet problem
in D (i.e., to find a harmonic function in D, that is continuous oB and equal to
some prescribed continuous functibron the boundary ob). Indeed, the solution
to the Dirichlet problem, if it exists, is given by
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u(x) = /o(dz)hD(x,z)f(z) — E(f(Z2))

whereZ is a planar Brownian motion started froounder the probability measure
P andt denotes its exit time frorD.

The Green’s functionin D, is the unique function irD x D, such that for
eachx € D, y — Gp(x,y) is harmonic, vanishes ofD, and satisfie$Gp (x,y) ~
mtlog(1/|x—y|) wheny — x.

Alternatively, one can think oBp (x,y)dy as the expected time spent Byn the
infinitesimal neighborhood of before exitingD. More precisely, ifA denotes an
open set, the expected time spent by the Brownian mai¢started fromzy = x)
in A before exitingD is

B[ dtia@) = [ dyGolxy)

The Green’s function is closely related to tReisson problenti.e. to find aC?
functionu in D such thatAu = —2g, whereg is some given continuous function in
D, with the property thati is continuous o and equal to 0 o@D). Under mild
assumptions ob, the solution to this problem exists, is unique, and

ux) = [ dyGolxyigy) = Ed [ dtf(z))

Not surprisingly, the Poisson kernel is closely relatedn® Green'’s function.
More precisely, ifn = n,p is the inwards pointing normal vectorag dD, then, as
£goestoO,

Gp(X,z+ €n) ~ 2ehp(x, ).

In the case of the unit didd := {x: |x| < 1} in the complex plane, the Poisson
kernel and the Green'’s function can be explicitly computed:

1 |xP

hu (x.2) = 2mjx — 2|2
and 1 | |
_ - X~y
GU(Xay)_ n.log|1_xy[

forxeU,ye U, andze dU.

2.2 Conformal invariance

Conformal invariance of planar Brownian motion, first obvset by Paul Lévy([B],
can be described as follows: if one considers a planar BramvniotionZ started
from x and stopped at its first exit time of a simply connected dorbgiand if @
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denotes a conformal map frolhonto some other domally, then the law of®(Z)

is that of a Brownian motion started from(x) and stopped at its first exit time of
D’. Actually, for this statement to be fully true, one has toaigmetrize time of
®(Z) in a proper way. The rigorous statement is that fot all 1,

t
®(2:) = Z,, with Ht:/o ds @' (zo) 2,

whereZ’ is a Brownian motion started from®(x), stopped at’ = H;, which is its
exit time of D'.

Conformal invariance of Brownian motion is closely relatedhe conformal in-
variance of the Green’s function and of the Poisson kerretluks give a rather con-
voluted explanation of the conformal invariance of Gredurgctions using Brown-
ian motion (a direct proof using the analytic characterwadf the Green'’s function
is much more straightforward) that will be helpful for whatlbws. Suppose that
andy are inD and thate is very small. We have seen that the expected time spentin
the ballU (y, €), centered ay and of radiug, by the Brownian motioiZ started ak
behaves like

e%Gp (X, Y)

whene — 0. Equivalently, the expected time spent in the biElib(y), | @' (y)|€) by
the Brownian motior started a®(x), behaves like

@' (y)|*e*Go (@(x), @(Y))

as¢ — 0. The proces®(Z) can be viewed as a time-changed Brownian motion,
and the time-change whehis close toy is described via;. It follows easily that
this expected time o (Z) spentin the ball (®(y),|®’(y)|€) behaves like

M (y)[2e?Gp (®(x), D(y))
|/ (y)[?
As a result, we have indeed that
Go(p)(@(x), @(y)) = Gp(X.Y)- 3)

For a more rigorous derivation along the same lines, we carhesintegral repre-
sentation of occupation times of domains : on the one hand,

= Me*Gpy (P(X), D(Y)).

Eonn( | dt1(Z) = [ dyGo(@x.)1(y)
= [ 19 w)Pdyen (00, o) (@)

for indicator functionsf = 1,, and on the other hand,
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/ dti(Z _EX</ | (2)PdtF(D(2:)))
- /D dyGo (x.y) F(®(y))| @' (y)%

Conformal invariance of planar Brownian motion can also beduin a similar
way to see that

|@'(2)| he(p)(P(x), @(2)) = hp(x,2) (4)

forall xe D,ze dD whendD is smooth. Let us stress again that these conformal in-
variance properties of the Green’s functions and of theddoi&ernel can be derived
much more directly without any reference to Brownian paths.

Note thatGy (0,yo) = — 1 tlog|yo| for all yp # 0. The formula forGy (x,y)
then follows immediately, using the Mobius transformatig of U onto itself that
mapsx onto 0 and vice-versa (this is the map+ (z— x)/(1— x2)) because then
Gu (x,y) = Gy (0, ¢ (y)). Note also that this conformal invariance also provides one
possible explanation of the symmetry of the Green’s fumc@g (x,y) = Gy (V,X)
(because for any andy, there exists a conformal map frdinonto itself that maps
X ontoy andy ontox).

Similarly, since clearlfhy (0,z) = 1/(2m) for all ze dU, the formula forhy (x, 2)
recalled at the end of the previous subsection follows usomformal invariance.

2.3 The Gaussian Free Field

In the present text, we will briefly relate our Brownian exsons to the Gaussian
Free Field, which is a classical and basic building blockigld-theory, see for in-
stance[[9, R]. So we recall its definition, in the Gaussiabéti space framework (as
in [12] for instance): Consider the spadg(D) of smooth, real-valued functions on
R? that are supported on a compact subset of a domairR? (so that, in particular,
their first derivatives are ih?(D)). This space can be endowed with fgichlet
inner productdefined by

(f1, F2)p = /Ddx(Dfl-sz)

It is immediate to see that this Dirichlet inner product iganant under confor-
mal transformation. Denote byt (D) the Hilbert space completion ¢fs(D). The
quantity(f, ) is called theDirichlet energyof f.

A Gaussian Free Fields any Gaussian Hilbert spa@gD) of random variables
denoted by th, f)5"—one variable for each € H(D)—that inherits the Dirichlet
inner product structure ¢f (D), i.e.,

E[(h,a)n(h,b)o] = (a,b)o.
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In other words, the map frorh to the random variabléh, )5 is an inner product
preserving map froril (D) to ¢ (D). The reason for this notation is that it is possible
to view h as a random linear operator, but we will not need this approae also
view (h,p) as being well defined for ajp € (—A)H(D) (if p = —Af for some
f € H(D), then we denotéh,p) = (h, f)p).

Whenp; andp; are inHg(D), the covariance dfh, p;) and(h, p2) can be written
as(—A"1py, —A"1py)n = (p1,—A1p2) = (~A~1p1, p2). From the Poisson prob-
lem that we discussed beforeA~1p can be written using the Green'’s function as

a7l = 5 [ dy Go(xy)p(),

we may also write:

Cov{(h.pu). (h.p2)] = 5 [ dxcly G(xy)p1(X2(y) ©

Both the Dirichlet inner product and the Gaussian Free Hidberit naturally
conformal invariance properties from the conformal in&ade of the Green’s func-
tion. The 2-dimensional Gaussian free field (GFF) is a paldicrich object, in
which a number of geometric features can be detected, andhéisabeen shown
to play a central role in the theory of random surfaces andacorally invariant
geometric structures, seée [13] and the references therein.

3 Occupation times of Brownian excursions

Brownian excursion measure.Let us first very briefly recall the construction of
Brownian excursion measures. For the unit discfor eache > 0, let ye denote
the measure of total masgddefined as 1¢ times the law of a Brownian motion
started uniformly on the circle of radiy4 — €), and stopped at its first hitting time
of the unit circle. In some appropriate topology, the measug converge when
€ — 0 to an infinite measurg on two-dimensional paths that start and end on the
unit circle. For a general simply connected domajithe excursion measurg, can
either be defined as the imageroby the conformal maj® that map4J ontoD, or
alternatively in an analogous way as in the disc, by intéggaiver the choice of the
starting point of the excursion a?D. The fact that these two definitions are equiv-
alent is the conformal invariance property of the Brownigougsion measures. See
e.g. [16] for details and references.

Note thatu is a measure on patfiB;,0 <t < 1) that start and end odD (i.e.,
Bo € dD andB; € dD) that are “oriented”, i.eBg andB; do a priori not play the
same role. However, it turns out that the Brownian excussiare reversible i.e.,
that(B;,0 <t < 1) and(B;_t,0 < t < 1) are defined under the same measure (this
can for instance be easily seen using the definition in the waereD is the upper
half-plane).
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Brownian excursion occupation times and the Dirichlet prodem. Let us first
make a comment on the relation between the Brownian excurseasure and the
Dirichlet problem. Letu be the solution to the Dirichlet problem, i.4u =0 in U
andu= f ondU. For allze dU and all positives, we have that

Ea el [, dAOOT(0) = B el [ dtIAO0 L F ()
— B ol || dAO0L<E(T ()| R))
= B el dAOOEL (1))
= B e[| dAOOU00)
= [ dyau(@-ezyuy)

And for the Brownian excursion measyte= Ly, we have that

T ) 2rrd
“(/o dtLa(y) f(yr)) = lim —E1 048 / dtLa(y

£—0, o

= lim 2 ?/AdyGJ((l—e)é",y)U(y)

=00

_ /Oznzde/Ady hu (v, €%)u(y)
=2 [ayuy [ " 4ohy (y,¢°)
- z'//; dy uy)

That is to say, we can represent the solution to the Dirigitelblem via the Brow-
nian excursion measure by the formula

([ dtta() fon)) =2 [ dy wy)

Since the Brownian excursion is reversible, we also have tha

o [ dtia(y)) = 2 [dyuy) ©)

Hence, if we put a weight on starting point of the excursion, then the mean occu-
pation time spent i\ is measured by the integral ofon A, whereu is the solution
to the corresponding Dirichlet problem. By conformal ingace, [6) also holds for
any simply connected domain.

We would like to note that, if we set= 1 in (), we get thatip( [y dtla(y%)) is
equal to twice the area & In particular,up(7) is therefore just twice the area of
D.
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The covariance structure.We now turn our attention towards the proof[df (1). This
formula can be understood as follows: we can Awt B into very small pieces,
calculate on each small piece and then add all these piegeth&r. On each small
piecedx x dy, the Brownian excursion starts from the boundary, firstljiis the
small piecedx (with a small probability), after this time, it is a true Braian motion
starting nearby, which is (almost) independent of the past and then the ¢zgec
time of this new Brownian motion spent in the neighborhoogloéfore exitingdD is
close toGp (x,y)dy. When we add up all these small pieces together and we obtain
the right-hand side of the formula.

For a precise calculation, we first consider the case wbeteJ as the general
case will then follow from conformal invariance. We also tise notation that =
Ly . Lety denote a Brownian excursionth. For allze dU and all positivee,

T T
E(Le)z(/o dSlA(Vs)/S dtlg(%))
T T
= B o[ dsla(WE([ dita(n)]7)
T T
=E(1 ¢)2( | dsla(ys)Ex(/ dtls(%)))
0 0
T
= el | dsla(16)Gu (1. B)
= [ovau(1-e12y)Gu(1B)
And for the Brownian excursion measure, we have that
T T
u( [ dstate) | dita(y)
21T

. remde T T
= lim _E(lfs)eie(/o dSlA(Vs)/ﬁ dtls(yt))

£—0J0 €
_r2nde i

— lim —/ dyGy ((1—£)€®,y)Gu (y,B)
e—0.J0 E JA

2m i
=/ 2d9/dth(y,é )Gu (y,B)
0 A
2
_ i
= Z/AdyGJ(y,B)/O déhy (y,€”)
=2/d B
/A yGu(¥,B)
By symmetry of the Green'’s functios(; (x,y) = Gy (Y, X)), we have that
T T .
u( [ dsta(e) [ dsta() =4 [ _dxdyG(xy)
0 0 JAxB

This concludes the proof of the equatigh (1), since we cartaisenformal invari-
ance to derive the formula for general simply connected dioiaMore generally,
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we have that

Ho( /0 “dsf(e) /0 “dsgys) - 4'/dx dyGo (%) f ()g(y) @

for all measurable bounded functioh&ndg.

Large intensity clouds of excursions and GFFLet us now use this formula to
make a link between Brownian excursions and the GFF. Fonvtkigre going to
use Poissonian cloud of excursionsdnas in [15]. Recall that a Poisson cloud of
excursions with intensitgpp is a random countable family of Brownian excursions
in D, that is defined as a Poisson point process with inteagity

In particular, the union of two independent Poissonian dtoaf Brownian ex-
cursions inD with intensityc; up andc,p is a Poissonian cloud of excursions in
D with intensity(c; + ¢2) Up.-

Let us now consider an i.i.d. sequeridé, j > 1 of Poissonian clouds of excur-
sions inD with the common intensityip. For eachj > 1, and eachH € (—A)H (D),
define the “cumulative occupation” time bfi by

i T(Y)
Xi = Z / dsf(ys).
yemi /0

The fact thatu(t) is finite (as soon as the area Dfis finite) ensures thaxfj is
almost surely finite (as soon dsis bounded) because its expectation is bounded.
We then define B _ .

X! =X} —E(X{).
On an enlarged probability space, we can also define an faindily of random
variableg, indexed by the set of excursionsinM! such thaP(e, = 1) = P(gy, =
—1) =1/2. We can then define

j )
Y-y gy/o dsf(ye).

yeMi

Itis easy to see that?, Y2, Y7, ... are i.i.d. centered random variables with common
variance

of = o [ dsfle) [ dst()) =4 [ dxayG(xy)f (1)

The same is true fox!, X2, X3, .. .. By the Central Limit Theorem, we have that

1
W(Yf1+...+YfN)

convergesin law aN — o to a centered Gaussian random variahleith variance
o?. The same holds for the sequerigg + ... +- XN)/v/N.
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Hence, we see that the GFF can be viewed as the limit (in lagvjrathe sense
of finite-dimensional distributions) of the occupation ésfluctuations of a Poisson
cloud of Brownian excursions, when the intensity tends fimity.

Higher-order “moments”. We just mention that our proof can be adapted directly
in order to show that for alp > 2:

IJD(/(O r)pdtl---dtp1t1<...<tp1A1(w1) a0 (1))

=2 Xm---prGD(X]_,Xz) Xoeee XGD(prl,Xp)
Agx-xAp

which gives for instance (when one sums over all possiblerartivisits) a formula
for up((fg f(ys)d9)P). We have chosen to focus on the cgse 2 because of the
above-mentioned link with Gaussian fields.

Non-simply-connected domainsSuppose thab is a finitely connected open do-
main in the plane. Then, by Koebe’s uniformization Theorseg([3]), it is possible
to map it conformally onto a circular domain i.e., the ungldd punctured by a
finite number of disjoint closed disks. It is very easy to gatiee the definition of
the Brownian excursion measure in circular domains (adttiegontributions cor-
responding to starting points in the neighborhood of eacthefboundary disks),
and to see that all our proofs go through without any realddiffy, so that all our
statements are in fact valid also in circular domains. Onethandefinethe ex-
cursion measure iD via conformal invariance starting from circular domainsga
then, by conformal invariance of all the quantities invalyeve easily see that all
our statements are also validlin

4 Occupation times of Brownian loops

Brownian loop measure.We now briefly recall the construction of the Brownian
loop measure |5]. As for the Brownian excursion measure, avefast define it
in the unit disc, and then define it in any other simply coneéadomain using
conformal invariance (and one then checks that this is ihdeasistent with other
possible constructions).

For anyr € (0,1], defineU; = rU. For anyx € U, and anyz € dU;, one can de-
fine the Brownian motion started atand conditionned to exi, atz (this can be
rigorously defined as the limit when— 0 of the law of the Brownian motion condi-
tioned to exitJ; in an&-neighborhood of). Let us denote this probability measure
by P;_,,. Then, as for the excursion measure, one car letz, and renormalize it
in order to get a measure on macroscopic sets i.e. define

m;() = liinogithr (Z+ en, Z)Pzr+snﬁz(')
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wheren = n,y, is the inwards pointing normal vector a& dU,. Then, one can
define the loop measure h by integratingz on dU;, and then integratingfrom O

to 1: L o
M) = [rdr [7donfg(.).

In fact, the above definition is not quite the loop measureabse it defines
a measure on parametrized loops. We will forget about theiggeparametriza-
tion of the loop and view\y as a measure on loops defined modulo monotone
reparametrization (where the time-parameter should heedes an element of the
circle, because the end-point of the loop is the same as énéngt point, this is
possible). It turns out that this definition &f is then invariant under the Moebius
transformations that map the unit disc onto itself. Hertds,possible to define, for
a general simply connected doméa&nthe loop measurgp as the image oly by
any conformal mapp that map4J ontoD. And we usually denoté = Ay.

Before going on, we would like to say a word on the valueAdf). In fact,
by direct computation we have tha{t) = o« which is very different fromu(t)
mentioned before. A direct way to check thigir) = « goes as follows. Consider
D to be the squarf, 1]2. For any dyadic squain D with sidelength 2", a direct
scaling argument shows that the mass gpiof the set of loops that stay ithand
have a time-length if4 "2 x 4°") does not depend oth Hence, if we sum this
quantity over all dyadic squarekin D, and becaus§,,4"4 " = o, we readily see
thatA (1) = co.

However, almost the same argument ensureskttat™) is finite fore > 0 (and
boundedD). Indeed, in the case of the unit square, we can decompossetiof
loops with time-length inf4—",41~") according to the dyadic square in which its
lowest point lies. This leads readily to the bound

A (1T<1Tl+£) < C Z 4n(4l—n)1+s < o0
n>1

and one can see by other means th@t > t) decays exponentially fast &s— .
In particular, we get thak (7?) is finite (as soon aB is bounded).

Covariance structure. Our goal is now to provd {2). As before, we are going to
derive the result first in the case wh&e- U, and the general result will then follow
using conformal invariance. Again, it will be convenienflmosely speaking) divide

A x B into infinitesimal piecesix x dy, make the computation on each piece, and
then add all these pieces together. Clearly, this will giferenula of the type

ol [ dsta(e) [ dste() = [ dxdyiixy)

where Fp(x,y) is the “covariance” function betweenandy determined by the
Brownian loop measure. Just as what we have done to derivadtifermal invari-
ance of the Green’s function in the equatibh (3), we can aésivel the conformal
invariance ofr:

Foo)(@(X), @(y)) = Fo(X,y).
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To determindp(X,y), it is enough to describigy (0, yo) for yp € (0,1), because
there exists g and a conformal mag from D ontoU such that®(x) =0, ®(y) =

Yo-
And now begin our computation. Fore (0,1),z € dU,, we can write

Efyenol || dslalie) [ dtiay)

1
= lim
sfbo( P (Vi €U () NdUy)

T T
<Elyen( || dsta() [ dtla()Lycueerion,))

= lim ( 1
~ g—o\hy (z+enU(z€)Nayy)

XE;Hn(/OTdﬁA(VS)/STdtlB(M)hUr(M,U(Z, g) maur)))

S r
- ey e dsate) [ dtta(0m (n.2).

Hence,

hUr (Z+SnvZ)EéJranaz(/ordﬁA(VS)/SrdtlB(W))

— Elren( [ dstalie) [ dttayohu, (1.2)

— [ dx G (z+enx) [ dy G (xy)hu, (42
A B

and lettinge — 0, we get

mh( [ dstalye) [ dste()

—im 2 /dx Gy, (z+ &n,x) /dy Gu (%, Y)hy, (¥:2)
JA JB

e—~0 €&

=4 A BdXdyGUr (X7 y) hUr (Xa Z) hUr (y7 Z)‘

For simplicity, we define a new kernel
2mn . .
Ku (xy) =4 [ d6hy, (x.re'®)hy, (y.re'®)
0

and then we have that

T T 1
Mo( [ dstalye) [ dsta(e) = [ rar [ dxdyGy (cy)Ku (cy).

Note that
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1
Ku, (mx.1y) = 5Ky (x,y)
and
Gy, (rx,ry) = Gu(x,y).

FurthermoreKy (0,y) = 2/m.

Suppose thad = U (0,&) andB = U (yp,d) whereg and d are both small. In
our decomposition ody, the loop can visiB only if it started on a circle of radius
r > yp. Hence, on the one hand, asndd tend to O,

Mo( [ dstale) [ dste()

1
— [ Trdr / dxdyGy, (X, y)Ku, (%)
Yo JANUNx(BNU)

-1
~ rdr(n—gzn—az)GUr (07 yO)KUr (07 YO)
Yo

1
— (e2m?) [ Ldry (0, ¥0)ky (0, %0)
vo T r r

2 1 1 Yo
_ 2052\ < _= EAd
= (e né)nz/yodr( rIog(r))
1
= (me?n6?) 5 (logyo)*

On the other hand, this quantity is precisely behavingresmé?)F, (0,yo) and
as a result, we get that

Fu(0.90) = ~5(10gy0)° = (Gu(0.56))%

We can then conclude thil (2) holdslin and then also i by conformal invari-
ance. More generally, we have that

o[ asfle) [ dsar)) = || axayGolxy) 1)

for all measurable bounded functiohandg.

Brownian loop-soups and fieldsJust as in the case of Brownian excursion mea-
sure, we can use this formula to make a link between Browrdapd and some
Gaussian Fields. Lé¥ll, j > 1 be a sequence of i.i.d Poissonian clouds of loops
in D with the common intensityp. We can try to give the same definitions of the
quantities)?J,YfJ,j > 1. However, things are a little more complicated, due to the
fact that the same scaling argument that showedifaft = « implies that

Y Uy =w
yeM!
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almost surely, so that some care is needed.

The definition onfJ is however not a big problem. Recall that on an enlarged
probability space, one associates to each lpapandom variable, with E(gy) =0
andE((ey)Z) = 1. But equation[{2) precisely ensures that the sum

T(y)
S & fleds

yeMi

makes sense i?, and that its second moment is equal to

o7 — /\D(/Ordsf(ys) /Ordsf(ys)) = /dxds(GD(x,y))zf(X)f(W

which is finite.

Then, just as in the case of the clouds of excursions, theemeh(fl, Yfz, ... s
made of i.i.d centered random variables with common vagarfc By the Central
Limit Theorem,

1
— (Y} 4+ YN
\/N( f f )
converges in law abl — o to a centered Gaussian random variable with variance
o?. Hence, we obtain another Gaussian Field, characterizéiiibyew covariance
structure. B
It is also still possible to make sense x# even though it is not possible to

definexfj. It suffices to partition the set of loops (D) into a countable set of
loopsAy, k > 1 such that for eack, A (11yca, ) is finite (for instance, one can take
Ac={y: 1(y) > 1/k}\ (ALU...UA 1)}. Then, one can define

o T(y) T(Y)
%= [Tiwes-e 5| yf(vs>ds>>

K>1 (yeAkﬂMj 0 yeAqMi 70

and check that this sum with respeckiconverges i 2, and that its second moment
is the same as that 8%. The rest of the argument is again the same.

5 Intersections of Brownian excursions

In this section, we try to find the relation between interiges of Brownian ex-
cursion “occupations times” and Brownian loop occupatiores, the former being
defined via the intersection local time.

Let us first recall some features of Brownian intersecti@aldmes. Letp > 2 be
aninteger, and let®, ..., ZP denotep independent Brownian motionsR¥, started at
xL,...,xP respectively. The intersection local time ¥, ..., ZP is a random measure
a(ds;...dsy) on Rﬁ, supported on
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{(s1,...,8p) €RY:Z5 = .. =20}

The basic description concerning the intersection looa tihat we will use goes
as follows (se€ [6] for details):

Proposition 2. AImost surely, one can define a (random) measui@s;...ds,) on
Rﬂ such that, for any A ..., AP bounded Borel subsets of R

a (Al x ... x AP) = lim ag (Al x ... x AP)

£—0

in the L"—norm, for any n< o, where
ae(ds;...dsp) =dsl...dsp/dey5;(zsll)...5;(z§p)

with &% (2) = —55 1y (ye) (2)-

Let us use this in the context of the Brownian excursion measthis time we
shall consider two Brownian excursiopandy’ defined under the (infinite) measure
Up ® Up, and study the behavior of their intersection local time gpent in two
disjoint setsA andB, as before:

IJD®IJD// a(dtdt) 1, VGA/ / a(dsds)L .y, cp))
= lim o @ ko ( /0 /0 Qe (dtdt) Ly ep Ly, ca)

/T /'T/ e (0S09)L ey L )
= lim uo®uo/ / dtdl’/dxdf & (M) Lem Loy, ca)

/ / deé/dVQf (%) & (Vo) Leer) Ly )
= lim [ax [dy po ol [ At 00y [ A8 gect

/ 'S () L1y /0 dS 8 (V)1 ce)

_I|m/dx/dy4/ dadbs (a)&F (b)Gp(a,b))?
= 16/AXded)(GD(x,y))

Hence, we see that pairs of Brownian excursions give risedg@ame covariance
structure as the Brownian loops. In a way, this is not toossirg, as for two points
x andy that are both visited by and byy/, one sees in a way a loop structure (the
part ofy from x to y, and then the part of back fromy to x).
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Note that by a similar calculation, one gets that for gny 3, if one defines for
anyA,

"T1 "Tp
Tp(A;yl,...,yp):/o /0 a(dty...dip) Ly g ca:

1=
then

" (To(AIT(B)) = 4° | _dxdy(Go(xy))"
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