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Stability of regularized Hastings-Levitov
aggregation in the subcritical regime

James Norridl], Vittoria Silvestri’, Amanda Turnerf|

Abstract

We prove bulk scaling limits and fluctuation scaling limits for a two-parameter class
ALE(«,n) of continuum planar aggregation models. The class includes regularized ver-
sions of the Hastings—Levitov family HL(«) and continuum versions of the family of
dielectric-breakdown models, where the local attachment intensity for new particles is
specified as a negative power —n of the density of arc length with respect to harmonic
measure. The limit dynamics follow solutions of a certain Loewner—Kufarev equation,
where the driving measure is made to depend on the solution and on the parameter
¢ = a+n. Our results are subject to a subcriticality condition ¢ < 1: this includes
HL(«) for @ < 1 and also the case o« = 2,7 = —1 corresponding to a continuum Eden
model. Hastings and Levitov predicted a change in behaviour for HL(«) at o = 1, consis-
tent with our results. In the regularized regime considered, the fluctuations around the
scaling limit are shown to be Gaussian, with independent Ornstein—Uhlenbeck processes
driving each Fourier mode, which are seen to be stable if and only if ( < 1.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Hastings—Levitov aggregation

In many physical contexts there appear clusters whose shape is complex, formed apparently
by some mechanism of random growth. It has long been a challenge to account for the ob-
served variety of complex cluster shapes, starting from plausible physical principles governing
the aggregation of individual microscopic particles. For clusters which are essentially two-
dimensional, there is an approach introduced by Carleson and Makarov [2] and Hastings and
Levitov [4], in which clusters are encoded as a composition of conformal maps, one for each
particle. In this approach, a growing cluster is modelled by an increasing sequence of compact
sets K,, C C which are assumed to be simply connected. We will take the initial set K to be
the closed unit disk {|z| < 1}. The increments K, \ K,_; are then thought of as a sequence
of particles added to the cluster. The idea is to study the clusters K, via the conformal

isomorphisms
®,:Dy— D,



where D,, is the complementary domain C \ K,, and ®,, is normalized by ®,(c0) = oo and
P’ (00) > 0. Then ®y(z) = z for all z and K,, has logarithmic capacity ®/ (co) > 1 for all
n > 1. This formulation is convenient because the harmonic measure from oo on the boundary
0D,,, which provides a natural way to choose the location of the next particle, is then simply
the image under ®,, of the uniform distribution on 0Dy = {|z| = 1}. Having chosen a random
angle ©,,4, to locate the next particle, and a model particle P,,; attached to K, at e™©n+1,
for example a small disk tangent to Ky, the cluster map is updated to

(I)n—i-l =®,0 Fn+1

where F), ;1 is the conformal isomorphism Dy — Dg \ P41, normalized similarly to ®,,. Then
®,,.1 encodes the cluster
Kn+1 = Kn U q)n(Pn+1)

Thus, once we specify distributions for the angles ©,, and model particles P,, we have specified
a mechanism to grow a random cluster.
We will write
cap(K,) =log ®'(), ¢, =logF ()

and we will refer to cap(K,,) as the capacityﬁ of K, and ¢, as the capacity of P,. Then
cap(K,) =c1+ -+ + cp.

We will be looking for scaling limits where the particle capacities ¢, and the associated particles
P, become small, but where n is chosen sufficiently large that the cluster capacities cap(K,)
grow macroscopically.

A simple case is to choose ©,,,; uniformly distributed on the unit circle and to take
P, 1 = e®+1 P where P is a small disk tangent to the unit disk at 1, of radius r(c), chosen so
that P has capacity ¢. Then in fact 7(c)/+/c has a positive limit as ¢ — 0. The location of the
new particle ®, (P, 1) is then distributed according to harmonic measure on 0K,,. However,
if we assume that 0K, is approximately linear on the scale of P, then we would have

q)n(Pn+1> ~ (I)n(ei@nH) + (I)/n(eienH)P (1)

so we would add an approximate disk of diameter proportional to /c|®’ (e?®n+1)].
In order to compensate for this distortion, Hastings and Levitov proposed the HL(«) family
of models where, once ©,,,, is chosen, we choose P, 1 to be a particle of capacity

i@n+1 ) ’—Oéc.

Cn+1 = ‘(I);L(e

4This is an abuse of terminology since it is then e®*P(5») which is the logarithmic capacity.



Then, in the case a = 2, the particles added to the cluster would be approximately of constant
size. The approximation (1)) is in fact misleading, at least on a microscopic level, because
0K, develops inhomogeneities on the scale of the particles. Nevertheless, HL(2) has been
considered as a variant of diffusion-limited aggregation (DLA) [I7], with some justification,
see [4], derived from numerical experiments.

In general, the HL(«) model offers a convenient mechanism for such experiments, and
moves away from the lattice formulation of [I7] which has been shown to lead to unphysical
effects on large scales. See for example [?]. Moreover, it might be hoped that an evolving
family of conformal maps would present a more tractable framework for the analysis of scaling
limits than other growth models, while potentially sharing the same bulk scaling limit and
fluctuation universality class. That is the direction explored in this paper.

Besides the mechanism of diffusive aggregation, based on harmonic measure, there is an-
other one-parameter family of models, conceived originally in the lattice case, called dielectric
breakdown models [9], which interpolates between DLA and the Eden model [3]. In the Eden
model, each boundary site is chosen with equal probability. In the continuum setting, for
an Eden-type model we would choose an attachment point on the boundary according to
normalized arc length, which has density proportional to |®’ (e?)| with respect to harmonic
measure. We can widen our family of models to include a continuum analogue of dielectric
breakdown models by choosing

P(O,41 € dO|®,,) o< | ()] 7"db.

The case n = —1 then provides a continuum variant of the Eden model.

In a law-of-large-numbers regime, it might be guessed that bulk characteristics of the
cluster for the model incorporating both the a and 1 modifications would depend only on
their sum ¢ = a + 7 since, once this is fixed, up to a global time-scaling, the growth rate of
capacity due to particles attached near e does not depend further on a or . We will show,
in the regime which we can address, that this is indeed true.

In this paper we investigate the two-parameter family of models just described, but mod-
ified by the introduction of a regularization parameter ¢ > 0, which controls the minimum
length scale over which feedback occurs through ¢, and ©,,,;. We will require throughout
that o >> /¢ (and sometimes o >> ¢4, or more) and we will restrict attention to the sub-
critical regime ¢ < 1. This includes the Eden case (« = 2, n = —1) but excludes continuum
DLA (o =2, n =0). In the regularized models, we will show fluctuation behaviour which is
universal over all choices of particle family. Our first main result shows that, in this regime,
in the limit ¢ — 0, disks are stable, that is, an initial disk cluster remains close to a disk
as particles are added and its capacity becomes large. Our second main result is to prove
convergence of the normalized fluctuations of the cluster around its deterministic limit, to
an explicit Gaussian process. The constraint ( < 1 appears sharp for this behaviour: we



see an explicit dependence of the fluctuations on o and 7 and, in particular, an exponential
instability of rate (( — 1)k in the kth Fourier mode if we formally take ¢ > 1.

1.2 Statement of results

In this section, we define the continuous-time ALE(«,n) model, which is our object of study,
and we specify our standing assumptions for individual particles. We then state our main
results.

Our model is constructed as a composition of univalent functions on the exterior unit
disk Dy = {|z| > 1}. Each of these functions corresponds to a choice of attachment angle
6 € [0,2m) and a basic particle P. Recall that Ky = {|z| < 1}. By a basic particle P we
mean a non-empty subset of Dy such that Ky U P is compact and simply connected. Set
D = Dy \ P. By the Riemann mapping theorem, there is a ¢ € (0,00) and a conformal
isomorphism F': Dy — D with Laurent expansion of the form

F(z) =¢° (2 + Zakzk> . (2)

Then F' is uniquely determined by P, and P has capacity ¢. Our model depends on three
parameters o,7 € R and o € (0,00), along with the choice of a family of basic particles
(P :c€ (0,00)) with P©) of capacity c. The associated maps F. : Dy — D) then have the
form with a; = ag(c) for all k. We assume throughout that F. extends continuously to
{|z| = 1}. We require that our particle family is nested

Pl C P2 for ¢ < ¢y (3)
and satisfies, for some A € [1, ),
d(c) < Arg(c) for all ¢ (4)
where
ro(c) =sup{|z] = 1: 2z € P9}, 6(c) =sup{|z — 1| : z € PO},
In our results, only small values of ¢ are of interest. For such ¢, the last condition forces
our particles P to concentrate near the point 1 while never becoming too flat against the
unit circle.
The following are all examples of particle families satisfying both conditions and :
PRl = (L1468 Py

bump

:{zED0:|Z—1’<5(C)}

and
PO ={zeDy:|z—1—r(c)| <r)}, r(c)=26c)/2



where in each case ¢ is a suitable increasing homeomorphism of (0, c0).

It will be convenient to place our aggregation models from the outset in continuous time.
By a (continuous-time) aggregate Loewner evolution of parameters o, € R, or ALE(a, 1), we
mean a finite-rate, continuous-time Markov chain (®;);~o taking values in the set of univalent
functions Dy — Dy, starting from ®g(z) = z, which, when in state ¢, jumps to ¢ o Fyg 4)¢ at
rate A(0, ¢)df/(2m), where

Fug(z) = e"Fo(e™2), c(0,0) = cl@' (™)™, A(0,¢) = 7' (™)™ (5)

Since o > 0, the rate A(6, ¢) is continuous in @, so the total jump rate is finite. The model
may be thought of equivalently in term of the random process of compact sets (K;);>o given
by

K0:{|Z| < 1}, Kt:K()U{ZEDO Z¢®t(DO)}

The effect of the jump just described is then to add to the current cluster the set ¢ (e Pc(%:®))
thereby increasing its capacity by (6, ¢).

Y

O (I)t:FlOFQO"'OE'z_

Fi(z) = €9 F, (e7%z)

Figure 1: Cluster map with n particles
In the case where (®;);>0 takes exactly n jumps by time ¢, we have
(Dt:Flo"'an, Fn:FCny®n

where C,, is the capacity of the nth particle and ©,, is its attachment angle, as in Figure [I]
Moreover, the capacity 7; of the cluster K, is then given by

T; = log @) (c0) = C1 + - - + C,,.



For certain parameter values, the process (®;);>o may explode, that is, may take infinitely
many jumps in a finite time interval. In fact this can happen only if 7, — oo at the same
time, and this possibility is excluded (with high probability) over the relevant time interval in
the conclusions of our main results. So we make no attempt to define ®; beyond explosionﬂ

The discrete-time process (®,,),>0 in the introductory discussion is given by the Markov
chain formed of the sequence of distinct values taken by (®;);~9. We denote this process from
now on by (®dis¢)  for clarity. Prior work on ALE models [10, [16] was framed in terms of
this discrete-time process. The continuous-time framework allows a more local specification
of the dynamics, without the need to normalise the distribution of attachment angles. It
further allows us to organise the computation of martingales in terms of a standard calculus
for Poisson random measures.

We can now state our first main result. Define

[ itCz0,
e ¢ <o

and for t <, set

t, it ¢ =0,
Ty =
‘ ¢ tlog(1+(t), otherwise.

Note that 7, — oo as t — t¢ for all (. The result identifies the small-particle scaling limit
of K; in the case ( < 1 as a disk of radius e™, with quantified error estimates. It is proved
in Propositions [5.7] and [5.8. The range of parameter values to which the result applies is
indicated by the region shaded red in Figure [2) with diagonal lines showing parameter pairs
(cv,m) sharing a common bulk scaling limit. Recall that 7; = log ®,(c0), which is the capacity
of K;, and set

Dy(2) = Oy(2) /€.

>The total jump rate A(¢) at a state ¢ is given by

2w
NO) =< e s
0
so, by distortion estimates, there is a constant C(7,0) < oo such that
e /C < Np) < Cete™m
where 7 = ¢'(00). Similarly, there is a constant C'(«, o) < oo such that the next jump in capacity A7 satisfies
ce”“T/C < A1 < Cee” 7.

These estimates imply by standard arguments that, almost surely, explosion occurs if and only if both n < 0
and ( = o+ 1 < 0, and only if Ty — oo at the same time.
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Figure 2: Domain of stability for ALE(a,n)

dv e (0,¢/4],
' = < 1, forall e € (0,1/2] an /4]
S e ,T) < oo with the
Theorem 1.1. FZTJ? Ga[()ntg), there is a constant C = C(a,Z, Aé, ?172%75 )wz’th orobability
o a”'m o C;Z In the 7case ¢ <1, forallc < 1/C and all 0 > ,
following property.
exceeding 1 — ™, for allt < T,

2
60'
2—v 1—4v
To-nl <O e (6"—1)
1/2—¢
and, for all |z| =r > 1+ c/?7¢, 2
60'
ES 1/2—v 1—4v
[@i(2) 2| S C | PV tc (60_1)

/52 with
dalo > c/5 w

n the case ( = 1 with ¢ € (0,1/5], for all ¢ < 1/C and a

Moreover, in



probability exceeding 1 — c™, for all t <

)

T
s \3
T — | < C (01/2_” + (_e 1) >
e? —

and, for all |z| =r > 1+ /5=,

1/2 o \3
1®,(2) — 2| < C | /? - : T uans .
r—1 e’ —1

We will show a similar result for the discrete-time process (®3¢),-4. Set

7;disc _ lOg(@gisc)/(OO), (i)gisc(z) _ ©2isc(2)/e7;§iisc'
Define

0, if a >0,
nOt - —1 .
a7 ifa<0

and for n < n,/c set

disc cn, if a =0,
T =
" atlog(l + acn), otherwise.

(6)

The following result is proved at the end of Section [5.2] The case o = 0 is Theorem 1.1 in

[1a).

Theorem 1.2. For all a,m € R with ( = a+n < 1, for all ¢ € (0,1/2] and v €
(0,e/4], for all m € N and N € [0,n,), not necessarily an integer, there is a constant
C=Cla,n, A\ e,v,m,N) < oo with the following property. In the case ( <1, for allc¢ < 1/C

1/2—¢

and all 0 > ¢ , with probability exceeding 1 — ™, for alln < N/e,

e’ —1

2

o

‘Tdisc - Tdisc’ < 001741/ ( € )
n n o~

and, for all |z| =r > 1+ c/?7¢,

o 2
|dise(z) — 2| < C (cm_” + = <—€g€_ 1) ) .

Moreover, in the case ¢ = 1 with ¢ € (0,1/5], for all ¢ < 1/C and all ¢ > ¢/, with

probability exceeding 1 — ™, for all n < N/e,

3

o

|7—disc . 7_disc| < CCI—4V ( € )
n n ==

e’ —1



and, for all |z| =r > 1+ c/°~¢,

1/2 o \3
|<i>disc(z) s <C oL/2-v r / Lol € ‘
" r—1 e’ —1

We turn to our second main result, which describes the limiting fluctuations of ALE(«, n).
Denote by H the set of all holomorphic functions on Dy = {|z| > 1} which are bounded at oo.
We equip ‘H with the the topology of uniform convergence on {|z| > r} for all r > 1. Define
for t < t<

Uy(2) = By(z) — 2z, TP =T, — 7.

Let (Bi)io be a (real) Brownian motion. Let (B;(k)):=o for £ > 0 be a sequence of indepen-
dent complex Brownian motions, independent of (B;);~0. We can define continuous Gaussian
processes (I'y(k))i<i, and (™)<, by the following Ornstein-Uhlenbeck-type stochastic dif-
ferential equations

dTy(k) = e~o (ﬁe—ﬂﬂﬂd&(m (14 (1 c)k)rt(k)e—mdt) . To(k)=0,
dl—w;ap — Ot (efnrt/QdBt _ Crgape*ﬂ‘rtdt) ’ Fgap =0.

We show in Section that the following series converges in H, uniformly on compacts in
0, ), almost surely

Di(z) =Y Tu(k)z.
k=0
In fact (ft)t<t< satisfies the following stochastic differential equation in H
dft = T (ﬂe*ﬁTt/Qdét — (QO -+ 1)f‘te*777’tdt) s fg =0

where Qo f(z) = —(1 — {)zf'(z) and
Bi(z) =Y Byk)z".

The following two results are proved in Section [6]

Theorem 1.3. Assume that { = a+n € (—o0,1]. FizT € [0,t;) and € > 0 and consider the
limit ¢ — 0 with o — 0 subject to the constraint

et i<,
MoE =1

10



Then A A
V2 (W, U)o — (T, TEP) e

weakly in the Skorokhod space D([0,T],H x R).

As in the bulk scaling limit, we can deduce an analogous discrete-time fluctuation theorem.
The case a = 0 recovers Theorem 1.2 in [10]. Define for ¢t > 0

plise(z) = CID‘EQJSC(,Z) — 2.

We have seen already in Theorem , for N < n,, that (7:{11“ — qdisey ~/e does not fluctuate

n

at scale \/c. We can define a continuous Gaussian process (I'¢),_,, in H by

V2dB; — (Qq + 1)I'diseqt
1+ at

dfw;lisc _ : fwgisc —0.
Theorem 1.4. Assume that ( = a+n € (—o0,1]. Fiz N € [0,n,), not necessarily an integer,
and fix e > 0. In the limit ¢ — 0 with o — 0 considered in Theorem we have

0_1/2(@?}ic)t<N — (Tf) e

weakly in D([0, N],H).

1.3 Commentary and review of related work

Hastings and Levitov [4] introduced the family of planar aggregation models HL(«), which are
the cases n = 0 = 0 of our ALE(a, ) model. They discovered by numerical experiments that,
for small particles, the models underwent a transition at o = 1: for o < 1 the cluster grows
like a disk, while for o > 1 it exhibits fractal properties. The HL(0) model was subsequently
investigated rigorously in a series of works [13], [TI1] (bulk scaling limit), [5], [I5] (fluctuation
scaling limit). The o-regularized variant of HL(«) was proposed in [6], where it was shown for
slit maps that, if o > (log(1/c))~"/2, there is disk-like behaviour for all & > 0: it appeared that
the observed fractal properties of HL(«) for o > 1 were suppressed by strong regularization.
In contrast, for the weaker regularization used in the present paper, the phase transition at
a =1 (or ¢ = 1) becomes visible. The method of [6] used a comparison with an HL(0)-type
model which breaks down for smaller values of 0. The regularized ALE(a, ) model appeared
in [I6], where it was shown that, for slit maps and for n > 1, a o-regularized ALE(0,7) grows
as a line for sufficiently small o < ¢7, for some v < oo depending on 7.

A new approach was begun in [10], treating regularized ALE(0,7n) as a Markov chain in
univalent functions by martingale arguments: a bulk scaling limit and fluctuation scaling limit
were shown, subject to the constraint 7 < 1 and to restrictions on ¢ as a fractional power of c.

11



These limits turn out not to depend on the details of individual particle shapes. In this paper,
we extend the analysis of [10] to ALE(«,n), subject now to the constraint ( = a +n < 1.
Thus we now include regularized HL(«) for o < 1. Hastings and Levitov had argued that
there should be a trade-off between v and 7, with only ( affecting the bulk scaling limit, and
on this basis proposed HL(1), that is ALE(1,0), as a continuum variant of the Eden model.
A more direct continuum analogue of the Eden model is ALE(2,—1). Our results, in the
regularized case, both justify the trade-off argument and show a disk scaling limit whenever
¢ < 1. On the other hand, we show that ALE(1,0) and ALE(2, —1) have different fluctuation
behaviour. As in [I0], the behaviour of fluctuations as a function of ¢ is consistent with the
conjectured transition in behaviour at { = 1.

Hastings and Levitov [4] identify a Loewner—Kufarev-type equation, which they propose
as governing the small-particle limit of HL(«), citing a discussion of Shraiman and Bensimon
[14] for the Hele-Shaw flow, where « is taken to be 2. This is the LK(«) equation, which
is the subject of the next section. As noted by Sola in a contribution to [7], there is a lack
of mathematical theory for the LK(«) equation, except in the case & = 2 when some special
techniques become available. In this paper, since our focus is on clusters initiated as a disk,
we are able to use an explicit solution of the equation, along with its linearization around
that solution, so we do not rely on a general theory. However, the particle interpretation
established here offers some evidence that for o < 1, the LK(«) equation may have a suitable
existence, uniqueness and stability theory, and that it may be possible to derive the equation
as a limit of particle models. McEnteggart [§] has shown short-time existence and uniqueness
for holomorphic initial data, by adapting a classical argument for the case o = 2.

Our results depend on constraints on the regularization parameter o, though substantially
weaker ones than those used in [6]. These constraints limit the interactions of individual
particles and place us in the simplest case of Gaussian fluctuations. At a technical level, for
Theorem , these constraints come from the need to have §(e”) < ¢® in Proposition ,
while for Theorem they are needed to show that the Poisson integral process (I1;);>¢ is a
good approximation to the fluctuations in Proposition [5.7] In the case ¢ = 1, the regularizing
operator () obtained by linearization of the LK(() equation collapses from a fixed multiple
of the Cauchy operator to o times the second derivative. In general, for scaling regimes
where o — 0 faster than our fluctuation results allow, it remains possible that ALE(«, n) has

different universal fluctuation behaviour, such as KPZ, as has been conjectured for the lattice
Eden model.

1.4 Structure of the paper

In the next section, we discuss the Loewner—Kufarev equation for the limit dynamics. Then,
in Section [3, we derive an interpolation formula between ALE(cv, ) and solutions of the limit
equation. The terms in this formula are estimated in Section[d] Equipped with these estimates,

12



we show the bulk scaling limit in Section 5| and the fluctuation scaling limit in Section [6] We
collect in an Appendix [7] some further estimates needed in the course of the paper, including
estimates on the conformal maps which encode single particles and particle families.

2 Loewner—Kufarev equation

Let S denote the set of univalent holomorphic functions ¢ on {|z| > 1} with ¢(c0) = oo and
@' (00) € (0,00). Then each ¢ € S has the form

o(z) =€ (z + Z akz_’“)

for some ¢ € R and some sequence (a : k£ > 0) in C. Fix parameters ¢ € R and o > 0. Given
¢o € S, consider the following Cauchy problem for (¢;);>¢ in S

q‘bt = a(¢y) (7)

where 5 .
™ z _I__ 629

z — et

a($)(2) = 2¢/(2) f ()~ db.

The case 0 = 0 of this equation is the equation proposed by Hastings and Levitov as scaling
limit for HL(C), which we will call the LK({) equation. When ¢ = 0, the value of ¢ is
immaterial and there is a unique solution given by

di(z) = ¢o(e'z).

Where ( = 2 and 0 = 0, @ is the Loewner—Kufarev equation associated to the Hele-Shaw
flow. For o > 0, we will refer to (7)) as the o-regularized LK(() equation. We will be interested
in the subcritical case ¢ € (—o0, 1].

The general form of the Loewner—Kufarev equation is given by

. 27 0
() = 20k() | 2 wlan)

z

with (p : t > 0) a given family of measures on [0, 27). Thus the o-regularized LK(¢) equation
is obtained by requiring that the driving measures are given by

1e(d8) = |7 7" dB/ (2n).
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Note that the density of these driving measures is the product of the density of the local
attachment rate and the local particle capacity for ALE(«,n). By the Loewner-Kufarev
theory, for any solution (¢;);=o of (7)), the sets

Ky = C\{¢u(2) : |2] > 1}

form an increasing family of simply-connected compacts, with capacities given by
t
e = cap(K:) = log6}(0c) = log (o) + | p(0.27))ds.
0

2.1 Linearization

We compute the linearization of (7)) around a solution (¢):>o. For ¢ holomorphic in {|z| > 1},
we have

a(¢ +e¥)(2) = 2¢'(2)h(2) — (29 (2)g(2)

e=0

(Va(o)0)() =

where

27 0
he = SRl
0

z— e
and, setting p = ¢'/¢/,

z — et

9(z) = ]ﬁm - [@'(e7*)| 7 Re p(e”*)db. (8)

Note that first-order variations in S have the form
Y(z) =02+ ¥, JER, P eC.
k=0

The process of first-order variations (1;);>¢ around a solution (¢;);>o can be expected to satisfy
the linearized equation

¢t = Va(g) .
2.2 Linear stability of disk solutions in the subcritical case

For all 0 > 0, a trial solution ¢;(z) = e™z for leads to the equation 7, = e¢~¢™. Let us
consider first the case where ( > 0. We can solve to obtain

To + t, if C = 0,
Ty =
! (" tlog(et™ + (t), otherwise.
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We thus find solutions (¢;):=o to (7)) in which the sets K; form a growing family of disks. For
such disk solutions, we have ¢}(z) = e™ for all z, so we can evaluate the integral to obtain

(Val(g)v)(2) = —Qu(2)7
where
QY(2) = —2¢/(2) + (2¢'(e72) = —Dy(z) + (e 7 Dip(e”z). (9)

Here and below, we write D (z) for z1/'(z). Note that @ acts as a multiplier on the Laurent
coefficients. For ¢(z) = 322 | ¢z, we have

e}

Qu(z) = Y q(k)bez", (k) = k(1 — Ce 7®t).

k=—1

We split @) as a sum of multiplier operators @)y + )1 with multipliers given by
go(k) = (1= Qk,  q(k) = Ck(1 — e 7"V, (10)

Define for 6 > 0
P(6) =e™?, Py(d) =€, Pi(§) =e . (11)

We alert the reader to the similarity of this notation with that used for the particle family
(P :ce (0,00)). Then

P(6)1(2) = Po(8) Pi(6)¢(2) = Pr(8)i(e!' =)
and, at least formally, the linearized equation ¢, = Va(¢, )t has solution given by
Yi(2) = P(1e = 10)tho(2) = Pi(m — 7o)tho (el 79T T)2), (12)

In the case ( > 1, at least when ¢ = 0 so () = )y, for example in the Hele-Shaw case, we
see that 1, can be holomorphic in {|z| > 1} only if ¢y extends to a holomorphic function
in the larger domain {|z| > e~ ¢~D=7)1  On the other hand, we will show, for all o > 0,
that P;(1; — 7p) preserves the set of holomorphic first-order variations, so, when ¢ € [0, 1], the
variation ¢, as given by remains holomorphic for all ¢.

We turn to the case where ¢ < 0. The differential equation 7, = e~ has now only a local

solution, given by
7= 2 log(eS™ + Ct), t < te=eS/|C]

with 7 — oo as t — . It is convenient in this case to split () differently, setting

Go(k) =k, G(k)=|¢[ke 7"+ (13)
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Then, making similar definitions in all other respects, we have

hi(2) = P(re — 70)ho(2) = Pi(m — 7o)tho(e™ 2)

and 1, remains holomorphic for all ¢t < t., as in the case ¢ € [0, 1].

Define for r > 1
o ‘ 1/p
1l = (7[ |¢<re“’>|pde) |

The following inequality will be used in Section [4]

Lemma 2.1. For all p € (1,00), there is a constant C(p) < oo such that, for all { € R and
all 0 = 0, for all holomorphic functions ¥ on {|z| > 1} bounded at oo, allt > 0 and all r > 1,
we have

[P ()P lpr < CMNYlpr, i ¢ =0,
1L @) llpr < CONElprs if ¢ <0,

Proof. Consider first the case ( > 0. The operator P;(t) acts as multiplication by p;(k,t) =
etak) on the kth Laurent coefficient. We have 0 < ¢i(k) < qi(k+1) s0 0 < py(k +1,t) <
p1(k,t) < 1for all k. Hence the conditions of the Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem (as recalled
in Section hold for P;(t) with A = 1. The desired estimate follows.

In the case ¢ < 0, we modified the split so that ¢;(k) > 0, so 0 < py(k,t) < 1 for all k.
Now ¢y (k) is no longer increasing but is unimodal in k, so p;(k,t) is also unimodal in k, and
SO

Z Ipr(k +1,t) — pr(k, t)| < 2.
k=0

Hence the Marcinkiewicz theorem applies with A = 2 and we can conclude as before. O

2.3 Transformation to (Schlicht function, capacity) coordinates
Write S for the set of ‘Schlicht functions at oo’ on {|z| > 1}, given by
S ={peS:¢(0)=1}.

It will be convenient to use coordinates ((ﬁ, 7) on S, given by

~

¢(2) =e79(2), T =logd/(c0).

Then ¢ € Sy and 7 € R. Tt is straightforward to show that, for a solution (¢;)i~0 to (@, the
transformed variables (¢;, 7)o satisfy

(Qétaj—t) = b(ﬂgt,ﬁ) = (l;, bcap)(ﬂgtﬁt) (14)
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where
27
b6, =) G - i) £ I8 as
2
peap 1 _ T 2 o+if —Cd‘g
(b.7) = e ]fwe )

On linearizing around a solution (Qgt, T;)t>0, We obtain equations for first-order variations
(1, 1), in the new coordinates, where now ¢y is bounded at oo for all ¢, reflecting the
normalization of ngSt. These are then related to the first-order variations (¢);>0 in the old
coordinates by

Yi(2) = €™ (Un(2) + U di(2)).
For a disk solution (¢;)¢<;., we have ¢:(2) = z and b(¢y,7) = (0,e7¢7). The equations for
first-order variations are then given by

~

§6) = =@+ D = i

with solutions

~ ~

hi(z) = e TTP( — mo)do(2), YT = e Ty,

3 Interpolation formula for Markov chain fluid limits

We use an interpolation formula between continuous-time Markov chains and differential equa-
tions, which we first review briefly in a general setting. This formula is then applied to an
ALE(«,n) aggregation process (®;);>0 with capacity parameter ¢, regularization parameter
o and particle family (P : ¢ € (0,00)), taking as limit equation the o-regularized LK(()
equation with ( = a+mn. We use (Schlicht function, capacity) coordinates for both the process
and the limit equation.

3.1 General form of the interpolation formula

Let (X¢)¢=0 be a continuous-time Markov chain with state-space £ and transition rate kernel
q, starting from x say. Suppose for this general discussion that £ = R%. Let b be a vector
field on F with continuous bounded derivative Vb. Write ({;(x) : t > 0,z € E) for the flow of
b. The compensated jump measure of (X;);o is the signed measure i on E x (0,00) given

by

i (dy, dt) = ™ (dy, dt) — q( X, dy)dt = ) b
X #£ X
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Set x; = & (o) and define, for s € [0, ],
Zs =1 + Vgt—s(ws)(Xs - xs)~

Then Zy = z; and Z; = X; and, on computing the martingale decomposition of (Zs)s<;, we
obtain the interpolation formula
Xt—l't :Mt+At (15)

where
Mt = / vftfs(xsxy - Xsf)[jlx (dy7 dS)
Ex(0,t]
and .
A= [ Ve (B0X) ~ Ha) = Vbl (X, — 2)ds

where [ is the drift of (X;);>0, given by

ﬁ@waé@—xmm@w.

We will use this formula in a case where the state-space F is infinite-dimensional. Rather than
justify its validity generally in such a context, in the next section, we will prove directly the
special case of the formula which we require. Note that the integrands in M; and A; depend
on t. Nevertheless, we will call M; the martingale term and A, the drift term.

3.2 Proof of the formula for ALE(«,n)

Let (®;);=0 be an ALE(«,n) aggregation process with capacity parameter ¢, regularization
parameter ¢ and particle family (P : ¢ € (0,00)). See Sectionand for the specification
of this process. We use (Schlicht function, capacity) coordinates, as in Section , to obtain a
continuous-time Markov chain (X);=0 = (9, T)is0 in Sy x [0, 00). When in state z = (¢, 7),
for all 6 € [0, 27), this process makes a jump of size (A(0, z, ¢(0), @), c(0)) at rate A\(0)dO/(27),

where X ) )
A(@, Z,C, ¢) = e_cgb(FC(e’ 2)) - ¢(Z)
and

c(0) = e(0,6,7) = ce™ 7| (T[T, MO) = A0, 6. 7) = Tl (7).

We can and do assume that the process is constructed from a Poisson random measure p
on [0,27) x [0,00) x (0,00) of intensity (2m)~'dfdvdt by the following stochastic differential
equation:

b, (2) = E()Hs(9, 2)Luen,(o)pp(dl, dv, ds), 7?2fE()Cs(Q)l{v@s(e)}M(d@, dv, ds)
t t
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where
E(t) =10,2m) x [0,00) x (0, 1]

and

H,(0,2) = A0, 2,C,(0), D,_), Cs(0) = c(0, D, T,_), Ay(0) =\0O,D,_, T,_).

~

We use the vector field b = (b,b°P) of the o-regularized LK(() equation (14)), written in
(Schlicht function, capacity) coordinates. We consider the disk solution (7;)i>0 = (¢, Tt)r<t,
with initial capacity 7 = 0, which is given by

. [t if¢=0,  f[oo, ifC>0,
#lz) == “_{c—llog<1+<t), it ¢ 40, t“{m—l, <o Y

We will compute the form of the interpolation formula in this case and then prove directly
that it holds. Note that

b(xt) = (67 bcap)(qg“ Tt) = (O’ e—CTt)

and, for y = (1, P), X
Vb(z,)y = —e~((Q + 1)1, C¥™?)

and the first-order variation at time ¢ due to a variation y at time s < ¢ is given by
Véis(zg)y = (7 TIP(r = 1), e <TTI),
Write fi for the compensated Poisson random measure
f(do, dv,ds) = u(d, dv,ds) — (df/2m)dvds.

Fix t > 0 and set 0, = 7» — 75. We alert the reader to the concealed dependence of d5 on t.
The martingale term M; = (M;, M;"") in the interpolation formula may then be written

~

Ni(2) = / ¢ P(8,)Ho(8, 2)Lgoen. oy i(d8, du, ds),
E(t)

Mtcap :/ 67453CS<9)1{U<AS(9)}ﬂ(d(9,dU,dS).
E(t)

The drift 8 = (8, 5°P) for (&, T) is given by

2

~ ~

(6, 7)(2) =1 A(0,2,¢(0,6,7),6)N0, ¢, 7)d0,

@
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~

Write W,(2) = ®,(2) — ¢s(2) = Ps(2) — 2z and U@ = T, — 7. Then we have formally
Vb(w,) (X — 25) = =7 ((Q + 1)\1157 CUsP)

and so A
V& s(15)Vb(x,)(Xs — 25) = —e T (e_ésp(ést + 1)V, e_gésclpgap)'

The following interpolation identities may then be obtained formally by splitting equation
into its Schlicht function and capacity components.

Proposition 3.1. For allt < t; and all |z| > 1, we have

A

Uy (2) = My(z) + Ay(2), TP = MFP 4 AP (17)
where
t
Ae) = [ e P (30 T) + e @+ 1)8.) (s,
Ot )
AP — / =60 (50&?(%7;) ST +ce—<fsxpgap) ds.
0

Proof. Fix t < t.. For x € [0,t], recall that 6, = 7, — 7, and define for |z| > 1

A

\Ijﬂat(z) = e_(szp(éx)((i)x - ng)(z)’ \Ilccci? = G_C(SI (7;: - Tm)'

Set
W) = | PG, 2 e (00, ),
M7 = [ O e op .
and
Au(z) = /0 " p(s,) (B(cbs, To) + e~ (Q + 1)@8) (2)ds,
Azt = [ (5@ Ty e e ds

We will show that, for all z € [0,¢] and all |z| > 1,

A

\I]x,t(z) = Mx,t<z) + Ax,t(z)v qj;?f = M;ip + A;&}tp
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The case x = t gives the claimed identities. In the case x = 0, all terms are 0. The left-hand
and right-hand sides are piecewise continuously differentiable in x, except for finitely many
jumps, at the jump times of (®,)o<z<s, Which occur when p has an atom at (0,v,z) with
v < A,(#). It will suffice to check that the jumps and derivatives agree. Now A, () and AT

are continuous in z and, at the jump times of ®,, the jumps in ¥, ,(z) and Wi} are given by
AV, ,(2) = e P(3,)Ad,(2)
= e P(6,)(e7 DD, o Fpp)(0,.) — 0, )(2)
= e % P(6,)H.(0,2) = AM,,(2)

and
AV = e AT, = e 0L (h) = AMP.
So it remains to check the derivatives. We will use a spectral calculation for the semigroup

of multiplier operators P(7) = e~ 79, whose justification is straightforward. Recall that 7, =
e~¢. We have

d d d
_ - _ —(7z _ —0g — —6z ,—CTw _ —(6y — —(0z ,—(Ta
diCdx IES d:ce e e T, d:ce (e %%e¢
and
iP(cs ) =e QP(5,)
dx xr - x)-
So, between the jump times, we have
d - - d
U, (2) = e e P(8,)(Q + 1)Wa(2), WP (2) = —e e (1 — (U
dx de ™
and
d - s -5 Al
d—MM(Z) =— e P(0,)Hy(0,2)A.(0)d0 = —e " P(0,)B(Py, T2)(2),
x
d 0271' N
D = A0 = g, T)
x 0
and
d ; -5 A& —¢r 2
T Au(2) = P (B0 T) + QD) (2),
iAcap _ —(6x (Bcap((i) 7') . e—CTz + Ce—CTz\chap>
dZL’ x,t xy lx x
Hence, between the jump times,
d - d 9 1 d ca d ca ca
@‘Px,t(z) = %(Mm(z) + As(2)), %\Px,z‘? = %(Mx,tp + Aot
as required. 0
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4 Estimation of terms in the interpolation formula

We obtain some estimates on the terms in the interpolation formula for ALE(a, ) when
it is close to the disk solution of the LK(¢) equation, with ¢ = o + 7. For &, € (0,1/2],
define

Ty = Ty(do) = inf {t € [0,tc) : sup [¥(e”H )| > Gy or [W5P| > &y }.
0€[0,2m)

We estimate first the martingale term and then the drift term.

4.1 Estimates for the martingale terms

Recall that the martingale term (M,, M) in the interpolation formula is given by
My(z) = / e~ ") P(1y — 7)) Hy (0, 2)1 fuen, oy fi(d6, dv, ds),
E(t)

MEP = / &SI C(0) L e, oy i(d0, v, ds)
E(t)

where R )
Cy(0) = c(0, b, To),  Ay(0) = A0, Dy, To) (18)
with R R R R
C(@,¢, 7_) — Cefar‘¢/(ea+i9)ra’ )\(9’ ¢’7_> — cflefm-‘¢/(ea+i0)‘fn
and

Hy(0,2) = A(0,2,C4(0), 25-), A6, 2,¢,6) = e “0(F.(6, 2)) — 6(2).
Consider the following approximations to Mt( ) and M which are obtained by replacing

®,_ by ¢, To_ by 7, and e F,(0, z) — z by 2cz/(e~*z — 1). (Under our assumptions on the
particle family, the last approximation becomes good in the limit ¢ — 0. See Section and

in particular equation ((102)).) Define

f[t(z) = / e’(”’TS)P(Tt — 7o) H (0, 2)2¢,11pen 3 1(dO, dv, ds), (19)
E(t)
;P :/ T e 1 ey fi(dO, dv, ds) (20)
E(t)
where
Cs=ce T, N\g=c le T
and .
H 9 Z k+1 0 7]6 21
O = (21)
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Lemma 4.1. Foralla,n € R, allp > 2 and all T < t;, there is a constant C(a,n,p,T) < oo,
such that, for all c € (0,1], all 0 > 0 and all §y € (0,1/2],

H sup |Mfap|H < Cye
P

t<T0(50)AT
and
sup  [M{™ —TIP|| < Cle+ v/ chy).
t<To(60)NT P

Proof. Write Ty for Ty(dg) throughout the proofs. Consider the martingale (M;);<;, given by
M, / €7 O, (0)Lppen, (), sty i(d6, dv, ds).
E(t)

By an inequality of Burkholder, for all p > 2, there is a constant C'(p) < oo such that, for all
t >0,

14 1, < o) (MYl + 1AM, (22)

We write here M for sup,, |M,| and similarly for other processes. See [, Theorem 21.1] for
the discrete-time case. The continuous-time case follows by a standard limit argument. Now

ToNt 27
(M), = / ][ X7 0, (0)° A, (6)d0ds
0 0

and
AMt = |Mt - Mt—| < eC” sup C’t(é’)
0el0,27)
For all t < Ty AT and all 6 € [0, 27), we have
€<Tt < O: Ct(e) < CC, At(9> < C/C (23>

so (M); < Cc and (AM); < Ce. Here and below, we write C' for a finite constant of the
dependence allowed in the statement. The value of C' may vary from one instance to the next.
We remind the reader that Cy(f) and A;(0) are defined at (18). Hence

1M1, < CVe.

Since M{*™ = e~ M, for all t < Tp, the first claimed estimate follows.
For the second estimate, we use instead the martingale (M;);>¢ given by

M, = / e’ (05(9)1{v</\5(9)} — Csl{vg)\s}) 1{5<To}ﬂ(d67 dv, ds).
E(t)
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Then T
0 00
/ / ][ X7 (CL(0)Ljuen. o)) — slien,y)” doduds.
0 0 0

For t < Ty AT and 6 € [0,27), we have
|C4(0) — | < Ccdo, |Ae(0) — N| < Cdp/c (24)

SO

/ (Ct(e)l{vgl\t(g)} — Ctl{vg)\t})Q dv < 0650. (25)
0
Then (M); < Ccdy and (AM); < Ce. Hence, by Burkholder’s inequality,

1M [l < Cle + v/edo)-

Since M;™ — TI;™ = =™ M, for all t < Ty, the second claimed estimate follows. O

Note that, since ®, takes values in Sy, Wy(z) = ®;(z) — 2 is bounded at oo and hence has a
limiting value \i/t(oo) The same is true for the terms Mt and At in the interpolation formula.
Instead of estimating these terms directly, we estimate first their values at co and then their
derivatives DMt and Dflt, since this gives the best control of the derivative of <i>t near the
unit circle, which drives the dynamics of the process.

Lemma 4.2. Foralla,n € R with( =a+n <1, allp > 2 and all T < ¢, there is a constant
C(a,n, A, p, T) < 00, such that, for all c € (0,1], all o > 0, all 69 € (0,1/2] and all t < T,

t
H sup |MS<OO)|H§ < CCMQ (1 +/ H\IJS—(OO)l{séTo(&o)}”£d8)
0

s<Tp ((50)/\t

and

A~ A p ¢ A
Sup |MS(OO) - HS(OO)H‘i < C( <C + 060> + Cp/z/() H\IJS—<OO)1{S<T0(60)}Hgds)’

s<Tp (o)At

Proof. By considering the Laurent expansions of F, and ¢, we have

A(8,00,¢,0) = agle)e” + (e = 1)d(o0),  1h(2) = (=) — . (26)

Consider the martingale (M;);<; given by

Mt = / e’ (CLO(Cs(e))ew + (6703(0) - 1>\ijsf (OO)) 1{U<AS(9),S<To}ﬁ<d97 dU, dS)
E(t)
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Then M,(o0) = e~ ™M, for all t < Ty. By Proposition , lag(c)| < Ce for all ¢. Hence

ToNt 2T
<M>t — / ][ 6275
0 0

ToNt
< C’ceh/ (14 |W,_(c0)|*)ds
0

2

ap(Cy(0))e” + (e7%@ — 1), _(00)| A, (0)dds

and, for p > 2, since

@ap< [ o

E(t)

. A p
aO(Cs(8>>ew + (6_03(0) - 1)\113—(00) 1{U<As(9),s<To}u(d97 dU, dS)

we have

ToNt 2
I(AMY |2 < E / f
0 0

ToNt .
< C’cp_lep”E/ (14 [Ws_(c0)|P)ds.
0

ao(C4(0))e® + (e=C=0) — 1)@5_(00)‘pA5(6)d0ds

The first claimed estimate then follows from Burkholder’s inequality .
For the second estimate, we consider instead the martingale (M;);<;, given by

M, = / e ( (ao(Cl0) uenntoyy — 2051 goeny) €
B()
+ (OO _ 1)@5_(00)1{1)@5(9)}) L{s<ropi(dl, dv, ds).

Then M;(c0)—II,(c0) = e ™M, for all t < Ty). By Proposition, we have |ag(c)—2c| < Cc/2.
We combine this with and to see that

/ |a0(Ci(8)) Liwen oy — 20 Lipeng | dv < C(PPP71 4+ 7160) < C(P + 1),
0

The second estimate then follows by Burkholder’s inequality as above. O

Recall that, for p € [1,00) and r > 1, we set

2 1/p
||1/1Hp,r=(]€ |w(r6i9)|pd9) .

For a measurable function W on  x {|z| > 1}, we set

o ‘ 1/p
1,0 = (E][ |\1f<re”>|pcw) .
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Lemma 4.3. For all a,m € R with ( = a+n < 1, all e € (0,1/2), all p = 2 and all
T < t¢, there is a constant C(o,n,e, A, p,T) < 0o such that, for all ¢ € (0,1], all 0 > 0, all
S € (0,1/2] and all t < T, for all v > 1+ Y27, for p = (1 +1)/2, we have, in the case
¢ <1,

R Cy/c A r
Il DM gpery o llor < — = (1 +7sup H!D‘I’sl{ssTowo)}!Hp,p) (771) (27)

and

| D(M; — 1) 1<y ooyl
C/e A r Cec r 2
< e <\/<5_0+ rsup |||D\IIS—1{S<TO(50)}|||Pvp) ( — 1) +— ( ) (28)

T T T r—1

T

while in the case ( = 1 the same bounds hold with an additional factor (E)I/Q on the right-
hand side.

Proof. We restrict our account to the case ¢ € [0, 1], omitting the minor modifications needed
when ¢ < 0. The case ¢ < 0 proceeds just as for ¢ € [0,1) but only for 7" < ¢, and using the
alternative split Q = Qo + Q; and taking r, = e%r.

Fix t < T < oo and consider for |z| > 1, the martingale (M,(z))o<z<+ given by

Mz(z) = a )Dﬁsw,Z,55)1{U<AS(9)75<To}ﬂ(d9,dv,ds)

where

I:IS(07275) - 6_5P(6)Hs(9’2)7 0 = Tt — Ts.
Note that, for p > 2 and r > 1,

~ _ _ r
DO, 8 lhe = e I PLGIDH.(0. s < O (1) L6

where p, = (15 +1)/2 and 7, = e1=9%r. Here we used Proposition and the inequality
(111). By Burkholder’s inequality, for p > 2 and all |z| > 1,

I3l < C) (KNI + 1AM L) (20)
For t < Ty, we have DM,(z) = M;(z) so, on taking the ||.,,-norm in (29), we obtain

Il DV ey llne < Nl < ) (MO N, + 1AM lle) - (30)
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Now

ToNnt 2T B
z)) = / ][ |IDH,(0, 2,7, — 7)|*As(0)dOds
0 0

and .
(AM(z)); < sup |DH (0, z, 7 — T5)|. (31)
s<ToAt,0€[0,27)
Also
[((AM(2));[” </ [DH,(0, 2,71 — 7) [P Ly, ) s<m} (40, dv, ds)
SO

ToNt 27
[(AM(z) / ][ |DH,(6, 2,7 — 75)[PA4(0)dbds.

We have As(0) < C/c for all s < Tj and 0 € [0,27). Hence

ToNt
/ ][ |DH 0,2, 7 — )|2d9ds (32)

and

C ToAt 21 -
mMommm<—/’;f|wmwmn—m%wws (33)

ToNt 2 27
—2 T¢—Ts) s
<—/ ( ( _1) fo I1H,(6,.)]2 ,.dbds. (34)

Similarly,

ToAt
IAMO)IE, £ 100, 7= g o

ToNt p 2
/ e (T rjl) ][ |IH (6, |2, dods.  (35)
s 0

We will split the jump A(6, z, ¢, g%) as the sum of several terms, and thereby split H¢(0, z) and
hence M; also as a sum of terms. For each of these terms, we will use one of the inequalities
, , and one of , to obtain a suitable upper bound for the right-side of
(30). These bounds will combine to prove the first claimed estimate.

Recall that ¢(z) = z + ¥(2), so

QIC) GIQ

A0, 7.¢.9) = Do(6,2,0) + (e D(E(0,2) = ¥(2)) (36)
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where

Ao(0,z,¢c) = e °F (0, 2) — z.

We further split the second term by expanding in Taylor series, using an interpolation from z
to F.(0,z). For u € [0, 1], define

FC,u(ev Z) = equ(H’Z)Z7 f0(07 Z) = log(FC<07 Z)/Z)'

Then F.o(0,2) =z and F.;1(0,2) = F.(0, 2). Fix ¢, § and 2z and set

flu) = e P(Fe(0, 2))

then .
f(k)(u) =e Z (j) (—o)* 7 f.(0, Z)ijqu}(Fc,u(a z)).
=0
Set m = [1/(8¢)] and recall that our constants C' are allowed to depend on €. Then
e Y(F(6,2) — (2) = f(1) = f(0)
_mf (0) P~ (m+1) _m+1
_; . /OTf ) (u)du = ZAszc,w) (37)

where, for k =1,...,m,

Aw(8,2,¢,) = %Z (?)(—c)’”fc(& 2) DI(2)

7=0
and
m+1
Am+1(9,z,c,1ﬂ) = % /01(1 —u)me jzo (m;L 1)( )™H=I £(8, Z)JDJ¢( Fou(6,2))du.

Let us write
HY(6,2) = Ao(0,2,C4(0)), HFO,2) = Au(0,2,Ci(0),0,), k=1,....,m+1

and 3
H{(0,2,6) = e P(O)H(0, 2)
and
= / DHE0, 2,7 — 7)1 pwen, 0),s<m} 1(d0, dv, ds).
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We consider first the contribution of
Ao(0,z,¢c) = e “F.(0,z) —

We make the further split Ay = Ag o + Ag 1, where

and
No1(0,2,¢) =e Fo(0,2) — 2z —

We will exploit the more explicit form of Ag(, which is the main term as ¢ — 0 under our
particle assumptions , and , to obtain better estimates. We have, with obvious
notation,

HOO(@ Z _ aO Zez k+19 —k
k=0
so, for § > 0, in the case ¢ € [0, 1],
Py(8§)DHY (0, 2) = ag(C4(0)) Z ei+D0(_pyeda(k) =k
k=1

By Proposition [7.4] |ag(c)| < Cc for all c. So, for |z| =r and § > 0

Cer
0,0 —k
|PL(6)DH*Y(0, 2) CcZkr L (38)
and
27 | oo 2
][ |PL(0)DH*(0, 2)|?df < ][ PR ) o P
0 0 |k=1

Ccr
2 2 ok
< Cec E kr g(r_1)3.
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Write 2z, = e1=9=7) 2 We use to see that

ToNt 27
(M%(2) / ][ |\DH (0, 2,7, — 7,)|*dfds

ToNt
e
Tt T
C'c/ —Sds
0 (Ts—l)

Ce [! Ts 3 Cet r 3
% Jo \rs—1 r r—1

For ¢ < 1, using Lemma [7.7, we have the better bound

(M®(2)), < Cc(12+ t) (T i 1>2

Pl (Tt — Ts) HS’O(Q, Zs)’2d9d8

r

where we have absorbed the factor (1 — ¢)~! into the constant C. We use and (38]) to
obtain, for |z| =7 > 1,

O 2
(AMGE)] < sup e—<ﬂ—fs>|P1<n—TS>DH27°<97ZS>|<—C( r ) .

s<ToAt,0€[0,2m) r \r—1

On substituting the estimates for (M%°(2)), and (AM®°(z)); into (30), we obtain for r >
1++/cand p>2, for ( <1,

Cy/e(l+1t)
I < S () (30

while, for ( =1,

C 1 + t
I 34900, < SV ( ) (40)
We turn to the contribution of A ;. Then
Cs(0)
HYN0,2) = N1 (0, 2,C4(0)) = e / Q:(0, 2)dt (41)
0
where Q;(0,2) = €?Q,(e="z) and Q; is given by (109). Hence, for § > 0 and s < Ty,

Cs(e) CC
PL(5)DHOL(D, )| = e=C-©) / PL(6)DQ, (0, 2)dt| < / P(5)DOL0, 2)]dt
0 0
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By Proposition , for |z| > 1 and ¢ in the range of the last integral,

CVi|2|

le=z — 12

21 1/2 C\/E r 3/2
(f |c2t<e,z>|2d0) <& (r_l)

(]frh |P1(5)DQt(0,Z)|2d9) v = | P.(6)DQ4(0, )l2.s
colez e e () (f nara) "< ()"

1/2

|Q:(0,2)] < (42)

Then, for |z| =7,

so, for p = (r+1)/2,

Hence

( ]€ " |PL(§)DHY (0, 2) |2d0)

1/2

< /OCC (]i% |Py(6)DQ, (6, z)|2d0) dt

5/2 sCc 5/2
) [ S ()
0 T

r \r—1 r—1

Hence, we obtain, for ( =1,

ToNt 2m
(M%'(2)); < g/ 6_2(Tt_TS)][ |Py(1i — 7) DHY' (0, ) |*dfdss
0 0

C

Tont —2(1¢—7s) 5 C 2t 5
(& T C T
< Cc? i ds <
S C/o r (rs—l) N (r—l)

while, for ¢ < 1, by Lemma [7.7, we have the better bound

(M(2)) < Oc2<1+t)< r >4'

72 r—1
From and (42), and for s < Tp, we have

Cc32|z|
|6—z‘¢9z _ 1‘2

[H(0,2)] <
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so, for p > 2 and r > 1, we have, for ( =1,

o1 C ToAt r p 2m .
AMO ), < TB [ e (I 15916, )l d0ds
c 1
0 Ts 0
t o —p(Te—7s) 3p—1 C 3p/2—1t 3p—1
L e e = B e )
, 0 —

T rP r—1

while, for ( < 1,

AMO,I ) *|||p <
IAMO I, ——

On substituting the estimates for (M%!(z)); and (AM%1(.)); into ([30), we obtain for r > 1+,/c
and p > 2, for ( < 1,

s < CVIEE (1) OVl (r_l) (43

T r—1

rp

OCSp/21(1+t)< - >3p—2

while for ( =1

0.1 Cev1+1t ro\"? C'\/ (1+¢
[ M |l < - : (44)
r r—1 r—1
We consider next, for kK = 1,...,m, the contribution of

NP %i() 0" 1.(6,2) Di(2).

We have .
£.(6,2) = / L,(6, 2)dt
0
where L;(0,2) = e Li(e="2) and L; is given by (109). Then

HY (6, 2) = Ap(6, 2, Cy( )= kizk: ( ) )i (/005(9) Lt(9,z)dt>ij\ifs_(z)

(45)
Py (8)DHF (0, 2)
= (GO PODT, (2)

1 k - rCs(0) Cs(6) o
+ = (j) (—C,(0))k . Py(8)D(Lyy,..4, (0, ) D7) (2)dty . . . dt;
— 0 0
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where

Hence, for s < Tp,

|PL(0)DH{ (0, 2)|

SO

({W Py(r, — =) DH(0, z)\zdé)

1/2 k Cec Cc
< CcPhy(2) + C’Z Fi / . / Psy,.t;(2)dty ... dt;
= 0 0

where

27 1/2
he(2) = |Pi(ri—7) DUs_(2), oy, tj(z)=<]€ |Py(7y — 75) D (L, .. tj(e,.)DjnifS_)(z)Pde) :

By Proposition [7.5] for || =7 > 1+ y/c and ¢ < Ce,

Clz|
|z = 1]

j—1/2
T
HLtl ..... tj||2,r<c(r_1>

and so by Proposition [7.6] for j =1,...,k and p = (r +1)/2 and p’ = (3r + 1) /4,

[Li(2)] <

SO

||hs,t1 ..... tj||p,r < ||Pi(m — Ts)D||p,p’—>r||Lt1 ..... tj||2,P/||ng,S_||p7P/

r r j=1/2 r j-1 . - 2%k—1/2 .
< DU, |,, <C|—— DV, ||,
() () ) wkese () b,

ToNt 27
(Mk(z)>t < —/ B_Q(Tt_TS)][ | P (7 — TS)DHE(Q, zs)|2d9ds
0

k

¢ Jo
C ToNt ) Ce Cec 2
<= / e 2T | Fh(z) + Y / / st (z5)dty ... dt; | ds
C 0 X 0 0
j=1
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so, for r > 1+ /c,

ToNt k Cec Cec 2
L Ol < S [ €20 (S, + 3 Vst s .t | ds
Jltlp/2r X ¢ /o sllip,rs ] ; Syt |Iprs @1 - - - ALy
i=1

< Oc2k—1 Tont —2(7t—7s) T's e DU 112 d
X c 0 € 1 H S*Hp,ps s

rs —

ToNt r 3 .
< CC/ 6_2(Tt—Ts) < j ) ||D‘1/S—H]2),psd8'
0 re — 1

For p > 2 and r > 1, we have

. C ToNt 27 .
art Oy, < T [ e £ bk, i, anis

and, from , for r > 1+ /c, estimating as above, we get

2k—1/p . r 2—1/p R
) Dbl <ce( ) D,

r—1

IDHE®. e < & ( 1

so, for r > 1+ /c,

Ts

ToAt 2p—1 R
M), < co's [ ep“”s’( ) |D, 2, ds

ry — 1

t 2p—1
< CcPLsup 1DV 1 s<ryy |||§p/ e P(Tt=7s) ( s ) ds (46)
s<t ’ 0 rs — 1

On substituting the estimates for (M*(z)); and (AM*(.)); into ([30)), and using Lemma ,
we obtain for r > 1+ y/c and p > 2, for { < 1,

r A
e < OVATHD (1 ) sup 1D Lyl (@

while for ( =1

3/2
r A
e < OVATHD (1) sup D1y - (49
We consider finally the contribution of
A 1 /1 mtl 1 A A
Apia(0,2,0,0) = — / (I—w)me™> (m N )(—c)m“—ffc(e,z)fD%(Fc,u(e, 2))du.
m: 0 J

J=0
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Then
H™L(8, 2) = Ay (6, 2, C(0), U,)

1 /! <
— / (1 _ u)me—Cs(G)u
0

~om!

+

1
m+1 iy A
( i )(—05(9))’”“ Mfeuo)(0,2) D'V (Fo,0)(0, 2))du.

[e=]

<.

By Proposition [7.4] we have

Celz|
(6, 2)] < .
0.2 < 2
Hence, for s < Tj,
IDHTHO, )lp.r
m+1
< C™Y DB o i m1=j 0.2y DIV, (F 0
<O DU, |l +C (-7 ) 3o ooy (0, 2 D (Fo(6, )l
j=1

- r 2(m—+1) R
< Ce 1 [ DWs||p,p

where we have used the fact that |F., (6, 2)| > |z| to see that

j—1
N N r N
||qu15—(l 05(9)7U(97 ~))||p7p’ < ||D]qls—||p7p’ <C HB\I/s—Hp,p'
r—1

Then, using , we obtain

m+1 2m+1 Tont —2(r¢—Ts) T's Homl) =2
(M (Dillpyer < Ce € ‘ ] [ DW,][; ,ds.
0

rs —
Hence we obtain for ¢ =1

r
-1

4(m+1)
IO Ol < CEmi 140 (L0) T sup Dt e I,

3
r A
< 00(1 + t) <7a_—1) Slg/) HlD\Ijsl{séTo}mi,p

while, using Lemma [7.7] for ¢ < 1 we have

Am+3
m m r T
IO e < et 0 (25) 7 suplDEenli,

2
T - 2
<Celt0() swllDbLeny 1,
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Here we have used our choice of m > 1/(8¢) and the assumption r > 1 + ¢'/>7¢ to see that

4m—+1
c2m< ! ) < C.
r—1

The bound remains valid with M™*! in place of M*. Hence for ¢ < 1

m / r T,
I M +1|||p,r < Cye(l+1) (:) Slg) |||D\Ij51{8<To}|||p,p (49)
and for ( =1
.\ 32 A
M < OVETHD () sup DBt acny - (50)
Now
m+1
My = MM + M)+ M
k=1

and we have shown that all terms on the right-hand side can be bounded by the right-hand
side in , so this first estimate is now proved.
It remains to show the second estimate. Fix ¢ > 0 and consider, for |z| > 1, the martingale

(ILz(2))2=0 given by
IL(2) = / e~ P, — 1) DH(0, 2)2¢51 {yen,, s<ry) (0, dv, ds).
(@)

Set M,(z) = M>°(z) — II,(z). Then

= / e~ (16=7s) (ao(C’ (0))]—{U<A )} — 2051{U<)\ }) P( - TS)DH(Q Z)l{s<T0}N(d0 dv dS)

and
m—+1

D(Mt—f[t):Mt—Ht—Mt+MO’1+ZMk

For all but the first term on the right, the bounds (43| . . . . . are sufficient
for . It remains to show a suitable bound on Mt We use the estimate to see that

(VI (2)
/° [
< (41)

0(05(0))1{U<AS(9)} — 2031{1)@5}) P(ry — 1) DH (6, z)|2 dfdvds
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Otherwise we can proceed as for M%° to arrive as the following estimates, which suffice for

(28). For ¢ < 1, we have
Y C'v/cdo r Cc T 2
Itlle < S22 (1) + S (1)

r r r—1

while for ( =1

3/2 2
I, < Y2 ()T S ()

r \r—1

4.2 Estimates for the drift terms

We turn to the drift terms, beginning with estimates for the drift (5, 3*P) of the ALE(«, n)
process. Recall that (7;):>0 has drift given by

R 21T
B (g, 7) = f (6,6, 7INB. &, 7)d

where R R 4 R R '
0(9’ ¢’ 7_) _ ce“’”W(e"“g)]_a, )\(9, ¢, 7_) — C_le_nT‘¢/(€a+le)‘_n.

Lemma 4.4. For all ¢ € R and all T < t., there is a constant C((,T) < oo such that, for all
do € (0,1/2], allt < T, all p € S; and all T > 0, we have

B9 (6,7) — €T + Cem Y| < 08
whenever || < &y and | (e70)| < 8y for all 0, where Yi™ = 7 — 7 and P(z) = ¢(z) — 2.
Proof. We have
(8, 6, TING, . 7) = eI (€O € = ¢S L 4 (e O] ¢
and, for |w| < 1/2,
1+w| ™ =1—-CRew+e(w), |e(w)| < Clwl]?

SO

~

(0,6, TN, 6. 7) = e (1= U™ = CRe d/(e7) + 74(0, 6, 7)) (51)

where
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whenever || < 8y and [ (77| < & for all 6. For ¢ € Sy, 1 is holomorphic in {|z| > 1}
and bounded at oo, so

2m
][ Re )/ (e“T)df = 0. (53)
0
The claimed estimate follows on integrating in 6. m

Recall that the drift of (®;),50 is given by

21

~ ~ ~

B, 7)(z) =+ A0, 2,c0,6,7),0)A0, b, 7)dO

0

where

A(0,2,¢,0) = € “O(F0,2)) = (=), Ful0,2) = ¢"Fle ).

Lemma 4.5. For all a,n € R and all T < t, there is a constant C(a,n, A, T) < oo with the
following property. For all ¢ € (0,1/C), all o > 0, all & € (0,1/2], all t < T, all ¢ € Sy and
all 7 > 0, we have

1B(6,7)(00) + e (Q + 1)ih(00)| < C(Sov/e + 63) + C(c + 69)[¢h(00)] (54)

~

whenever [V < 8y and [/ (e7TO)| < & for all 0, where V5™ =1 — 7, and ¥(2) = ¢(2) — =.

Moreover, for all a,n € R, all e € (0,1/2], all p = 2 and all T < 7, there is a constant
C(a,n, N e,p, T) < oo with the following property. For all ¢ € (0,1/C], all o > 0, all
S €(0,1/2], allt <T, all ¢ €Sy and all 7 >0, for allr > 1+ />~ and p = (1—1—7”)/2 we
have

7) 4 HQ + 1) DYl

Coz ([ r Coy [ 7 r .
r <r—1>+ r (T—1> <1+10g(r_1>)r|]D¢||p,p

Coo/e [ v \° Cef r \° 5
P (L) L S () D (55)

1D5(,

VAN %w

T r

whenever [V < 8y and |4/ (e )| < & for all .

Proof. We use the split and the Taylor expansion to write

m—+1

A0 2,¢,8) = Do, 2,¢) + Y A0, z,¢,1)

k=1
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where m = [1/(8¢)]. We further splif]

Ag(0, z,c) = 0, 1 + Ag(0, 2, ¢)

and R R R
Ay(6, z,¢,9) = (D (2) = () + Au (8, 2, ¢, D).
Set m+1
A0, z,¢,0) = No(0, 2, ¢) + Ay (0, 2, ¢,0) + Z Ar(0, 2, ¢, )
k=2
and note that
U0, ) — 000) = (o 4 DI ) ) + B D). 60

We use equation to write

~

2 ~ ~
—1—][ A8, 2,¢(0,6,7), V)N, , 7)d6.
0
Now 1/3(2) — 0 as z — o0, S0
2 R o 2z cap M o+
e—Cthf (Dw(z)_q?/](z)—|— I (1—C¢ CRG@Z}(G +9)>) do
= (D) = B(2) — G DI 2)) = —~(@ + 1)

6Tt is convenient to split Ag slightly differently to the split Ag = Ag o+ Ag 1 used for the martingale term:
where before we had ap(c) we now approximate by 2¢, putting an additional error into the remainder term
Ag.
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Hence

A A

B(6,7)(00) + € T(Q + 1)ih(00)
2w R R 2 . .
= 2T ][ e,(0, 6, 7)do — w(oo)][ (c(0,0,T)NO, ¢, 7) — e )db
0 0

+ ][QF A(Qv 0, 0(0, QAS, T)’ 77/;))\(0’ gb’ T)d@
0
and

DB($,7)(2) + ¢ (Q + 1) D (2)

__e—CTt o 2z
- ]f (e,igz )2’%( ¢> )
+(D*(2) - Di(2) ][ (6, 6, T)N0, §.7) — =) dp

~

27
+f DA, 2, (0, 6, 7), D)A(0, b, 7)do.

(58)

We will estimate the terms on the right-hand sides of . and . assuming from now on

that ¢, ¢ and 7 are chosen so that |w§ap| < & and ¢ (e7F?)| < 6, for all 6.
From and (52)), we have |7,(0, ¢, 7)| < C63 and

2
][ (c(6, 0, TINB, &, 7) — e~$)dh| < C,.
0

We use to see that

A(f, 0, c, @Z) =A(0,0,c, @ZA)) — 2ce” 4+ C@/A)(OO) = (ag(c) — 2¢)e® + (e7¢ — 1+ C)@ZJ(OO)

Write ¢(0) for ¢(, ¢, 7) and A(A) for A(A, $, 7). Then
lc(0) — ¢;| < Cdoe,  |MO) — M| < Cpc™
and, by Proposition [7.4] we have
lao(c(8)) — 2¢(6)] < Cc¥2,  |(ao(c(8)) — 2¢(6)) — (aoler) — 26)] < C¥25,.

We can now estimate in to obtain .
It remains to prove (55). For |z| =r > 1, we have

27 2 R 27 2
][ ('—22%(9705, T)dQ‘ < 053][ deﬁ < Co
0 0

e~z —1) e~z —1)2 r—1
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For r > 1 and p = (r + 1)/2, we have

r

190l < € (25 ) 1031,

SO

~ ~

|26 - D 7 c00.6.070.87) - a0

r
r—1

<c5o( )uDz&np,p. (60)

p?T

It remains to deal with the final term in (58). We first estimate the function obtained on
replacing c(6, ¢, 7) and (0, ¢, 7) in that term by ¢; = ce ™ and \; = ¢ 'e™"™. Note that, in
the case F.(z) = e¢°z and m = 1, the Taylor expansion has the form

~

eTD(e°z) = 9(z) = e(DY(2) = (2)) + ¢ /0 (1= u)e " (D*)(e™z) = 2D (™ z) + (™ z) ) du.

On the other hand, by Cauchy’s theorem,

2m
O(F.(0,2))d0 = p(ez).
0
Hence, on integrating in € in (56|), we see that
2

AB, z, ¢, 9)dl = ? / 1(1 — u)e (D> (e™z) — 2D (e 2) + () )du
0

0

SO
2 B . 1 . . .
f DA(O, z,c,1)dl = 02/ (1 —u)e (D3p(ez) — 2D*)(e™2) + Dip(e®z))du
0 0

and so, for r > 1 and p = (r +1)/2,

It remains to deal with the error made in replacing c¢(6, o, 7) and A(6, o, 7) by ¢ and ;.
We make a further splitﬂ

2

DA, ., ¢, ) \ydb

2
r ~
< _ D . 61
- Ce (r — 1) | pr,p (61)

0

Ao(B, z,¢) = AQO(H, z,c) + 50’1(0, zc), AB,z,¢)=A0,2,c)+ 50,1(9, z,¢)

"Thus AQO = Ay,1, as considered in estimating the martingale terms, and AOJ is the additional error
referred to in footnote @
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where

ap(c)z

A0,0(97270) = e_ch(H,z) -z~ e—i0y 1’

AOJ(Q, zZ, C) =

We first estimate the Ag; term. Since |¢/f*"| < & and |4/ (e7+19)| < 6 for all 6§, we have

c(8,6,7) — ] < Cedo, MO, 6,7) = M| < Cho/c.
Hence, by Proposition [7.4] for ¢ < 1/C,

~

|(a0(c(9, ¢= T)) - 2C<97 ¢7 T)))\(@, ¢7 T) - (ao(ct) - Qct)Atl < 050\/2

SO

. R R Cé
|DAo1(0,2,¢(0,0,7))A0, ¢, 7) — DAo 1 (0, 2, c) N | < Oovelz].

| —if 5 _ 1’2

so, for |z| =7r > 1,

27
][ |DAG1(0, 2, ¢(0, 6, T)IAB, &, 7) — DAG1(6, 2, c)M\e|db <
0

By Proposition [7.4} n for ¢ < 1/C,

< Cc?2|z|
Noo(6 < ———
| 070( ,Z,C)| |67192’— 1|2
and, for ¢1,c2 € (0,c] and |z| = 1 + /¢,
N N Cy/cler — el
|A0,0(97 Zacl> - A070(97 Z’02>| < ‘6_i02 _ 1|2
SO
Cdov/c|z|

|A0,0(97 Z, C(ea Cgv 7_)))\(07 an 7—) - A[),0(97 2, Ct))‘t| g

so, for |z| =r > 1+4/c,

le=#z — 1)?

Cdo\/c
r—1-~

2m
][ |A0,0(07 2y C(ea ¢a T))A(Q’ ggv 7-) - A070(97 2 Ct))‘t|d9 < 671,50\46
o _
and so, for r > 1+ 2/c,
2m
‘ ][ (DAO,O(Qv 9 C(ea ng 7')))\(9, é? T) - DA0,0(07 ) Ct)At)de < C(SS,\/E (T’ . 1
] _

p7r
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We have

A0, 2 0,0) = (log (Fc(i’z)) - c) D (2)

so, by Proposﬂnonn for e < 1/C,
Cc

|AL(0, 2,¢,)| < ez

DY (2)]

and, for ¢1,c2 € (0,c] and |z| > 1+ /¢,
C|Cl — C2|

‘A (9 Z,C1, W (6 Z; C2, )| < |€—i92_ 1’|D,@(2)|
SO ol
|A1(Q,Z,C(‘9, ¢7T)>/\<07¢7 T) - A1(67zact))‘t| < ﬁ|D¢(Z)|

so, for |z| =r > 1+ /¢,

~

]€2W|A1(9,z,c(9, G, TN, b, 7) — AL (0, 2, c) M| dO < OB, (1 +1og< )) |Di(2)|

and so, for r > 1+ 2/c,

2
f (DAL, ..c(8, 6, 7)AB, 6, 7) — DAL(6, ., ci)\)d6
0 p,r

<o (5) (14108 () ) 193 (o0

k
auttzei) = 353 (4) oD

"0

For k =2,...,m, we have

where f.(0,z) = log(F.(0, z)/z). By Proposition [7.4] for ¢ < 1/C and |z| =r > 1,
Cer

)C 9,2 g—.;.
| ( )l ’6 7‘2—1|
and fOI'Cl,CQG(O C] and| I—] 1+\/_

Cler — ea|r
le=z — 1]

|f01(97z> - fm(ev Z)| <
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so, for 7 =0,1,...,k,

CcfLle; — co|r?

‘leijfcl(evz) _02 chz(e Z) |

le=0z — 1]3
SO
|Ak(072707¢ Cckz ’ 1|]|Dj¢( )l
and i
. . ri .
A0, 2, 01,0) — Ap(0, 2,62, 0)| < C* ey — e D mw]wz)’
§=0
SO
. . k i
|Ak<97270(97 ¢7 T)))‘<07¢7 T) - Ak(eazvct)/\t| < C'Ck_150 Z |6—102—1|]’D]1/}< )|
5=0
SO

s k-1 k
]ﬁz IAL(0, 2, (0,0, T)NO, b, 7) — Di(0, 2, ¢) N |dO < C’ck_150< ! ) > [D(2)]
0

and so, for r > 1+ 2/c,

]f%wm( (0.5 VA B.7) — DALO...c)A)d0

p’r

2k—1 3
- r r
< Cck 150 (7’ _ 1) ||D,¢}||pp OC(SO ( ) ||D¢||pﬂ (65)

where we used the inequality |1, < C|| D3|l in the j = 0 term.
In the final step, we use our assumption that r > 14-¢'/2~¢ and our choice of m = [1/(8¢)]

to see that P11 )
r m P r
m <C .
() ()

Recall that

1 m—+1 m
Bsalt. e = o [ e 3 (") om0, D6, )i
m:Jo =0 J

and, for |z| =7 > 1, since |F,,(0,2)| > r, by (110]), we find, for p’ = (3r + 1) /4,

1/p PN
IDHF0.)] < € () 1Dl
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So, for |z| =r > 1,

) . r 1/p r m—+1 L
Bz, < 0 (L) (i) 10

r—1 le=z
SO
2 R .
f ‘Aerl (67 2y 6(07 ¢7 7—)))‘(97 (ba T) - Am+1 (07 2 Ct))‘t|d9
0
r m+1/p "
<o (1) 0l

and so

{(DAM( (0.5, T)A0.6,7) — DApia (6. c)N )0

p7r
r

- D3 < e () 1Dl

The claimed estimate is obtained by combining , , , , , , and
(66)- O

Recall that the drift term (A;, A®P) in the interpolation formula is given by

2m+1+1/p
cer()

t
Aylz) = /0 e~ (=) p(7, — 7,) <B(<i>s,7;) e (Q + 1)@8) (2)ds,

t
AP = / e=¢(m=s) (ﬁcap(@s, To) —e ™ + CeiCTS\Ifgap) ds
0

where U = 7, — 7, and U,(z) = ®,(2) — 2. Recall also that

To(do) = inf {t € [0,t¢) : sup ! (e7H9)| > 6y or [T > do}-
0€[0,27)

Lemma 4.6. For all ( € R and all T < t., there is a constant C({,T) < oo such that, for all
o >0, all §y € (0,1/2] and all t < Ty(do) AT, we have

|A7] < C83.

Proof. For all t < Ty(8y) A te and all 6, we have [T < &, and |¥)(e”t?)| < &, for all 6.
Hence, by Lemma [1.4] for ¢ < Ty(do) A T,

t
|A§ap| < eCTz/ eCTs Bcap(q)s"];) — @70—5 4 <67<T5\Ifgap’d8 < 0(58
0
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Lemma 4.7. For all a,n € R with ¢ = o +n < 1 and all T" < t¢, there is a constant
C(a,n, A, T) < oo with the following property. For all ¢ € (0,1/C], all e > 0, all §y € (0,1/2]
and all t < T,

. t/\To((s()) .
sup |As(00)] < 0(50\/E+5(2)) —|—C’(c+50)/ | Wy (00)]|ds. (67)
0

s<tATo(do)

Moreover, for all such c,n and T, for all ¢ € (0,1/2] and all p > 2, there is a constant
C(a,n, N e,p, T) < oo with the following property. For all ¢ € (0, 1/0], all o > 0, all
6o € (0,1/2] and all t < T, for allr > 1+4c'/?>7¢, for p = (1+71)/2, we have in the case ( < 1

Il DAL ey 5oy lloyr

(a0 (5)) e (59))
r—1
r 2 r -
+ C<50 (1 + log ( 1)) +c (—) ) sup |||D\1181{S<T0(50)}|||p’p (68)
- r—1 s<t
while, in the case ( =1,
Il DAL <ty ooyl
o C 52 r 4 don/e r\?
S\ \r—1 ove r—1
r r r o\’ A
+C 50 7T1 1+ log m +c 7’——1 Sslé];) |||D\1151{5<T0(60)} |||p,p .

(69)

Proof. The estimate follows immediately from . We write the argument for the case
¢ € [0,1], leaving to the reader the modifications needed for ¢ < 0. By Lemma , for any
holomorphic function % on {|z| > 1} bounded at oo, for all r > 1,

HP((SS)pr,T = HPl(és)prﬂ"s < C’WHP,TS

where 1, = re=9%  Hence

t
/e—ésp
0
t
<0/
0

ID A, = ‘ DB(®,, ) + (@ + 1)D,) ds

p’/r

ds.

Dp;Ts

DB(®,, T2) + ¢~™(Q + 1) DV,
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On the event {t < Ty}, we have |T%P| < 6y and |W/,(e7+)| < &, for all @ and all s < ¢. Hence,
by Lemma 4.5

Il DAL i<yl pr

cog (1 s - Yo Ts
< ds + C& DV, 1y, 1+1 d
" /0 1) &t Coosup [ DVl semy) |||p,p/0 1) \Itle{ 1) )ds

Céor/c [* T 2 - t Ts 2
n 0\/_/ ( > ds + Cesup ||| DV 1 sy |Hp,p/ ( ) ds.
0 S<t 0

r re — 1 rs—1

In the case ( = 1, we have r, = r for all s, so this is the claimed estimate. For ( < 1, the
claimed estimates follow by Lemma [7.7] O

5 Bulk scaling limit for ALE(«, )

Recall that we write our ALE(a, n) process (@)= in (Schlicht function, capacity) coordinates
(®y, T;), and that we set

Uy(2) = @u(2) — du(2), =T —7

where (ngSt, Tt)i<t. is the disk solution to the LK(() equation with initial capacity 7o = 0. We
obtained the following interpolation formula (|17))

A

Uy(2) = My(2) + Ay(z), WP = MEP 4 AP

and have estimated the terms on the right-hand sides in the preceding section. We now
put these estimates together to obtain first LP-estimates and then pointwise high-probability
estimates which allow us to prove Theorems [I.1] and [1.2]

5.1 [P-estimates

Recall that

To(do) = inf {t € [0,t;) : sup W (e7H19)| > 6y or [T > do }-
0e[0,27)

Proposition 5.1. Foralla,n € R, allp > 2 and all T < t¢, thereis a constant C(a,n,p,T) <
oo such that, for all c € (0,1] and all 5y € (0,1/2],

| sup U] < O(Ve+67)

t<TATo(bo)
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and

| sup WP IR < Ce+ ey + 62)

t<TATo(do)
and
| sup  [Fy(eo)lfl, < C(ve+ o)
t<TATo(do)
and
| sup [¥y(oo oo)|||, < Cle+ v/cdo + 7).
t<TATo(do)

Proof. The first two estimates follow immediately from Lemmas [4.1] and From Lemmas
and [4.7] we obtain, for all ¢t < T,

| sup  [u(oo)|[[} < C(Ve+ 6) +C/ W4 (00) Lserann s

s<tATp (50)

from which the third estimate follows by Gronwall’s lemma. The fourth estimate follows from
the third, together with Lemmas [4.2] and [4.7] O

The following estimates follow immediately from Lemmas and [4.7]

Proposition 5.2. For all a,n € R with ( = a+n < 1, alle € (0,1/2], all p > 2 and
all T < t¢, there is a constant C(a,n, A, e,p,T) < oo wzth the following property. For all
€ (0,1], all 6 € (0,1/2], all r > 1+ c/*7% and all t < T, setting p = (1 +1)/2, we have

Il DY Ly oy llpar < 6(r) +6(r) sup 1DV 1iscry 60)3 llp.o (70)

where, in the case ( < 1,

5@«):%(&(7: )+5§ <1+10g (ril)
(5(7"):C'<\/E(ri1) + & <1—|—10g (ril)

—_

)
)

5(r>:o(\/z(ri1>3/2+50 (%) (1—|—log (Ti1>)) (72)
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The preceding estimate may be improved by an iterative argument to obtain the following
result.

Proposition 5.3. For all a,n € R with ( = a+n < 1, alle € (0,1/2], all p > 2 and all
T < t¢, there is a constant C(o,n, A, e,p,T) < oo with the following property. In the case
¢ <1, forallce (0,1], all r,e? > 14> and all t < T, for all v € (0,£/2], setting
§o = c/?*7e? /(e? — 1), we have

. Cye( r = [ e \? r
< .
DL geery@olllor < — (r - 1) ) (1tls{ —

Moreover, in the case ( =1 and e < 1/5, for allc € (0,1], all r,e” > 14c/°~¢ and allt < T,
for v € (0,¢], setting 5y = c*/?77(e?/(e” — 1))%/2, we have

. C/c r \*? Qe e\’ r
Il D\Ijtl{tSTo((so)}mpvr < Ve ( — 1) * ( ) ( ) ‘ )

T T r e’ —1 r—1

Proof. We begin with a crude estimate which allows us to restrict further consideration to
small values of ¢. The function ®;(z) is univalent on {|z| > 1}, with ®;(z) ~ z as z — c0. So,
by a standard distortion estimate, for all |z| =r > 1,

1

2/
9(2) =1 < 5

and so .

DV y|[pr = 7| P} = 1 < r—1 (74)
It is straightforward to check that this implies the claimed estimates in the case where ¢ > 1/C,
for any given constant C' of the allowed dependence. Hence it will suffice to consider the case
where ¢ < 1/C.

Consider first the case ( < 1. On substituting the chosen value of J, in , we obtain

({2 () (o ()
-e{i(5) o () (el 50) )

Note that, for p = (1 +r)/2, we have §(p) < 20(r) and §(p) < 20(r). Note also that, for
r>14c7?7%/2 and e” > 1+ ¢'/?7¢, for all sufficiently small ¢,

5(r) S Cc? + Cc?(1 +1og(1/e))? < &P < 1.
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We restrict to such c. Set Cy = 1 and for k > 0 define recursively Cj,; = 281 C, +1. We will
show that, for all £ >0, all » > 1+ 2k¢1/2=¢/2 and all t < T,

. o(r)*
Il DPeLecry@onlllpr < Cr | =7 +0(r) ) - (75)
The case k = 0 is implied by . Suppose inductively that holds for k, for all » >
14 2kct/27¢/2 and all t < T. Take r > 1+ 281¢/275/2 and t < T. Then p = (r +1)/2 >
1 4 2kct/2=2/2 g0, for all s < t,

. 5(p)* o(r)k
D81l < G (22 + 00 ) < 21, (S0 4 60)).

Since r > 14 ¢'/27%/2 we can use Proposition [5.2] with & replaced by £/2 and substitute the
last inequality into to obtain

~ S k+1 B S k+1
|||-D\I]t]-{t<T0(50)}|||p,r < 2k+1Ck <% + (5(7’)(5(7’)) + (5(7“) < Ck—i—l < 7(;/"1 1 + (5(7‘)) .

Hence holds for £ + 1 and the induction proceeds. Choose now k = [3/e]. Then

5(r)k < ceh/3 c

r—1 " r—1 " r—1

< o(r).

For ¢ sufficiently small, we have ¢/ < 27%/2. Then, for all » > 1 + ¢'/?>7¢, we have r >
1 4 2Fcl/272/2 50 we obtain the claimed bound

o(r)*
r—1

D91 el < Ci (1 +60) ) < 2600

We turn to the case ( = 1. We substitute the chosen value of  into to obtain

o(r) = g(\/E (r i 1>3/2+612” (eoei 1)3 (ril) ),
3/2 o 3/2
el ()" () ()

Here we have simplified the expression for §(r) using the inequality

o\ 2 N s\ /2 \? ) ,
p— <
() =) o) e () i ()
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where the first term on the right can be dropped because r > 1+ ¢'/3. For p = (r +1)/2, we
now have modified inequalities &(p) < 23/26(r) and §(p) < 23/2(5( ). Also, for r > 1+ ct/57/2
and e > 14 ¢'/°~¢, and all sufficiently small c,

5(r) < Cc® + Cc® (1 +log(1/c)) < &€ < 1.

We restrict to such c. Set Cy = 1 and for k > 0 define now recursively Cyy1 = 23k/ o 41,
Then, by an analogous inductive argument, we obtain, for all £ > 0, all t < T and all

r>142kc/5,
o(r)*
(_)1 (r)) .

D91 eri e <
Choose now k = [1/¢] and assume that 7 > 1 + ¢'/°~¢. Then

5(r)k cck < ¢
r—1 "r—1 "r—1

< 4(r).

and, for ¢ sufficiently small, we have ¢ < 27%, so r > 1+ 2*¢'/5 and so
DL <ty o)y llpr < 2C00(r).
]

We note also the following estimates, which are deduced from , and using
the estimates of Proposition

Proposition 5.4. For all a,n € R with ( = a+n < 1, alle € (0,1/2], all p > 2 and all
T < t¢, there is a constant C(a,n, A, e,p,T) < oo with the following property. In the case
¢ <1, forallc € (0,1], all r,e? > 14 c"/>7° and all t < T, for all v € (0,£/2], setting

§o = c/?77e? /(e? — 1), we have
2 . .
— 2141 — :
1) + 1/ ¢cdo (r—1)+50( + log (r—l)))

Moreover, in the case ( =1 and e < 1/5 forallc € (0,1], allr,e” > 1+c/°~¢ and allt < T,
for v € (0,¢], setting 6 = c*/>77(e?/(e” — 1))/, we have

.\ 32 . N

—1 -1

- - C r
IID(Y: — )1 ey o lllpr < — (53 ( — ) + v/ cdg <
r r—1 T
2 5/2
w03 (1= +a,ve T+log [ ——) ).
"\r—1 r—1 r—1
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We turn now to some estimates needed for the discrete-time results Theorems [1.2] and [I.4]
Write V; for the number of particles added by time ¢ and define for ¢ < ¢,

v = a (1 + ¢S —1).

It is straightforward to see that, for all o, € R, we have v, = n, as t — t.. Also

t
Vt = / 1{U<As(9)}u(d9) dU, ds)7 Vg = / e_nTSdS.
E() 0

The following may be shown, either by a variation of the argument leading to Proposition [5.1],
or directly by martingale estimates. The details are left to the reader.

Proposition 5.5. Foralla,n € R, allp > 2 and all T < t¢, there is a constant C(a,n,p,T) <
oo such that, for all c € (0,1] and all 5y € (0,1/2],

H sup |th—Vt|Hp<C’(\/E+53).

t<TATo(d0)

We can also improve on the estimate of 7; by 7; in Proposition [5.1} Define, for cV; < n,,
7; _ 7_{jtisc

where 785 = a~'log(1 + acn) as at (). We leave any modifications needed for the case
a = 0 to the reader. By allowing 7; to depend on the random time-scale of particle arrivals,

we remove the main source of error when estimating 7; by 7;.

Proposition 5.6. For all a,n € R, allp > 2, all T < t; and all N < n,, there is a constant
C(a,n,p,T,N) < 0o such that, for all ¢ < 1/C and all 5y € (0,1/2],

sup [T = Til||, < Cle+67).

t<TAT(60), Vi<N

Proof. Set

~ isc isc - ac

Comrit =i —otos (1 705
Then

T = / Cilppen, o) 1(df, dv, ds)
E(t)
SO
T~Ti= (Cs(0) = Co)lgpen, oy 1(dh, dv, ds)

®)

t 2
(Co(0) = C)Liuen. (o i(d0, dv, ds) + / ][ (C4(0) — C)A(6)dods.
0 Jo

S o

®)
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We have, for ¢V; < N, i
ICy — ce | < Cc?
and, for t < Ty(dp), as in the proof of Lemma [4.4]

1C,(0) — ce™*T- (1 + aRe W,_(e7+7))| < Ced?,
leAy(0) — e = (1 4+ nRe W)_(e”T))| < C62,
CLO)A(0) — =T (14 CRe Wj_(e7))| < O3

SO
Ci(6) = Cy| < Ce|Ti- — Ti| + Ccdy

and, using (53),

27
' ][ Cy ()N (0)dO — e<T=| < CH2
0
and .
][ C’tAt(G)dH — T T < Cle+ (53)
0
and so .
][ (Cy(0) —@)At(e)de‘ < C|T— _7;—| +C(C+5(2)).
0
Set

f(t) =E< sup \72—7Z|”>

s<tATp (50), cVs<N

Then, by Burkholder’s and Jensen’s inequalities, for p > 2, and all t < T,

ro < cleanvo | ' f(s)ds

and the claimed estimate follows by Gronwall’s lemma.

5.2 Spatially-uniform high-probability estimates

We now pass from the LP-estimates of the preceding section to pointwise estimates which hold
with high probability on the function ¥,(z) = &,(z) — 2, uniformly in ¢ € [0, 7] and |z| > r(c)
as ¢ — 0, for a suitable function r(c), which is specified in the next result, and tends to 1
as ¢ — 0. In order to show the desired uniformity, we combine the usual LP-tail estimate
with suitable dissections of [0, 7] and {|z| > r(c)}, choosing p large to deal with an increasing
number of terms as ¢ — 0. We see at the same time that the event {T;(d9) > T'}, to which
our previous estimates were restricted, is in fact an event of high probability as ¢ — 0, thus

closing the argument for convergence to a disk.
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Proposition 5.7. For all a,n € R with ( = a+n <1, alle € (0,1/2] and all v € (0,¢/4],
allm € N and all T < t¢, there is a constant C(a,n, A, e,v,m,T) < oo with the following
property. In the case ¢ < 1, for all ¢ < 1/C, for e? > 1+ c/?7¢ and 6y = c"/?>7ve /(e — 1),
there is an event Qg C {Ty(d9) > T'} of probability exceeding 1 — ™ on which, for all t < T
and all |z| =7 > 1+ c/?7¢,

(=) < 0(01/2_” Y (e—)) (76)
D(2)] < 9(/ (Tl) g (—_1)) (77)

o 1/2 o 2
A ~ € T (&
|\I/t(Z) — Ht(z)| < 003/4_2V (H) + CCI_4V( (r — 1) + (6‘7 — 1> ) (78)

Moreover, in the case ¢ = 1 with ¢ € (0,1/5], for all ¢ < 1/C, for e > 1+ ¢'/°~¢ and
§o = /277 (e7 /(e” — 1))%/? there is an event Qo C {Ty(8) > T} of probability exceeding 1 — ™
on which, for allt < T and all |z| =7 > 1+ /2,

, 1/2 o0 3
T < 1/2—v 1—4v
<ol (25) oo ()
A C r 3/2 e’ 3 T
DU <= 1/2—v 1-4v
D (2)] r(c (r—l) e e’ —1 r—1

and

and

and

() < (F5) () (F) ) e

Proof. We will give details for the case ¢ € [0,1). Some minor modifications are needed for
the case ( = 1 because of the weaker LP-estimate which applies in that case, and also for
the case ( < 0. These are left to the reader.

Fix a,n,e,v,m and T as in the statement. By adjusting the value of ¢, it will suffice
to consider the case where e > 1 + 2c¢/27% and to find an event Qq C {Tp(d) > T}, of
probability exceeding 1 —¢™, on which (76), and hold whenever r > 1 + 2¢/27¢ and
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t < T. There is a constant C' < oo of the desired dependence, such that dy < 1/2 whenever
¢ < 1/C. We restrict to such c. Set

§=c™3 t(n)=0dn, N=|T/5], No=|(To(6)AT)/5].

Recall that V; denotes the number of particles added to the cluster by time ¢. Consider the
event
Ql = {Vt(n) - Vt(nfl) < 1 for all n g NO and Vt(No) = VTO(50)/\T}'

Note that, on €, for all ¢t < To(dg) A T, there exists n € {1,..., Ny} such that U, = i’t(n).
Since &y < 1/2, there is a constant C' < oo of the desired dependence such that the process
(V4)i<t(50) 1s a thinning of a Poisson process of rate C'//c. Hence

P(Q) < N(C/c)26% + (C/e) 6 < O )2 = O™ !

and hence P(Q27) < ¢™/3 for all ¢ < 1/(3C'). We restrict to such c.
Fix an integer p > 2, to be chosen later, depending on m and v. By Proposition [5.1], there
is a constant C' < co of the desired dependence such that, for pg = C (v/c + 63), we have

| o < | s (], <o
tSTo((S())/\T tho((SO)/\T

Set Ao = (6¢=™)'/? and consider the event
QQ = {|\I/;:ap| < /\0,LLO and |\ijt(OO)| < /\OILLO for all ¢ < Tg(éo) VAN T}

Then P(25) < 2);? = ¢™/3. We choose p > m/v. Then, since e > 1 + 2¢/?27¢ and v < ¢,
there is a constant C' < 0o of the desired dependence such that, for ¢ < 1/C, on the event s,
for all ¢t < Ty(60) AT,

(&

N
| WP < Nopo < Ce ¥ (Ve +63) =C (Cl/zy +e (e”——l) > < do. (80)

We restrict to such c. Set
K =min{k > 1: okcl/2—e > 1}.

Then K < [log(1/c)] +1. For k=1,..., K, set
r(k) +1
5
Then p(k) = p(1) = 1+ ¢¥27¢ for all k and 7(K) € [2,4]. By Proposition , there is a
constant C' < oo of the desired dependence such that, for k=1,..., K and all t < T,

DV 1oy llp.pry < plr(k))

r(k)=1+ 2’“01/2_8, p(k) =
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where

u(r) = g (ﬁ (T ! 1) ot (ee_ilf) |

Set A = (3KTC*2m*3)1/p and consider the event

N K
= () (ID W10l Lty <naoyy < A(r(k))}-
n=1 k=1

Then
P((| DU ) [lp,poii) Ltmy< o0y > Ma(r(k))) < AP

SO
P(Q) < KNA P < KTA /6 = ¢™/3.

Fix r > 1+ 2c¢"/27¢. Then r(k) < r < r(k+1) for some k € {1,...,K}, where we set
r(K 4 1) = co. Note that zDW,(z) is a bounded holomorphic function on {|z| > p(1)}. We
use the inequality (110]) to see that, on the event €3, for n < Np,

7| Dy lloor < 7 ()| Dy oo i)

r 1/p .
S <TEZ;—1—1> T(R) [ DV llp.piy < (267 1/2)1/pr(k))\,u(k)

SO
1D Wiy lloe,r < (2¢72) P Aulr(R)) < 22673 Au(r).

We choose p > (2m + 4)/v. Then there is a constant C' < oo of the desired dependence such
that, for ¢ < 1/C, on Q3, forn =1,..., Ny and all 7 > 1+ 2c!/27¢ we have

C r e’ 2
||D\I/t ||oo7" < ~ C1/2—u |+ Cl—4y -
r r—1 e’ —1

¥ llocer < €277 (e—) -

and

e’ —1

We restrict to such c. Set
QOZer\IQQHQ&

Then P(Q) < ¢™ and, on the event Q, for all t < Ty(dg) AT and all r > 1 4 2¢/27¢,
- C 1/2—v T 1—4v e’ ?
I DV |loor < — | — | +c —
’ r r—1 e’ —1
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and A
“\Ij;Hoo,e” < do.

In conjunction with , this forces Tp(dg) > T on £y and so concludes the proof of .
We deduce using the identity

0 = (o)~ [ Du(ss s

On the event s, for all t < Ty(do) AT,

- 2
|@@m<o&wﬂ+&w(iLa>.
e’ —

On the other hand, Qg C Qs and on Q we have Ty(dg) > T and, using , for t < T and
|zl =r>1+c/?e,

00 0o o 2
/ ’D\i/t<82)|571d8 g/ g <Cl/2y ( ST > +Cl—4zx ( € ) ) s Lds
1 1 TS sr—1 e’ —1
o 2
< ¢ (cm” (1 + log < 4 >) + <e_> ) .
r r—1 e’ —1

Since 7 > 1 + ¢!/2, the log factor can be absorbed in ¢!/2~" by adjustment of v. Then, on
combining the last two estimates, we obtain ((76)).
For the estimate , define

fio = Clc+ /cbo + 67)

where C' is the constant in Proposition and define

i(r) = g (c (Ti1)2+ \/E(T%J + 52 (l—l—log (ﬁ))) .

where C' is the constant of Proposition . Set Qp = Q1 N Qy N Q, where

Qy = Qy N {|T,(00) — IL(00)| < Aofio for all t < Ty(do) AT}

and

N K
Q5 = QN [ (VDL Wiy = o) o o) Litimy<ro ooy < A(r(K))}-

n=1 k=1
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We follow a similar argument to above to see that ]P’(QS) < 2¢™ and on Qg we have To(0g) > T
and for t < T

o 1/2 o 2
N 1 < 3/4—3v/2 € 1-3v €
| W (00) ((00)| < C <c pr—] +c prat

and for |z| =7 > 14 2c1/27¢,

TR ¢, r ’ 3/4—3v/2 e’ 2 r 1-4 e’ ’
D(W,—1II < — v e — Y — )
D=L oo, r ¢ (r—l) e (e"—l) (r—1)+c (e"—l)

Finally we can integrate as above to deduce .

It is now straightforward to deduce the following high-probability estimates from Propo-
sition [5.1] using LP-tail estimates and the fact that P(Q) > 1 — ¢™ from Proposition[5.7] The
details are left to the reader. Propositions [5.7 and [5.8| together imply Theorem [I.1

Proposition 5.8. For all a,n € R with ( = a+n <1, alle € (0,1/2] and all v € (0,¢/4],
allm € N and all T < t¢, there is a constant C(a,n,A,e,v,m,T) < oo with the following
property. In the case ¢ < 1, for all ¢ < 1/C, for e > 1+ /272, with probability exceeding

1—c™, forallt <T,
o N2
WP (2)] < C(CW—" + <—e 1) )
e’ —

o 1/2 o 2
’\IJfgap(Z) o H:ap(z)l < 0(63/4—21/ ( € ) +Cl_4y ( € ) ) (81)

e’ —1 e’ —1

and

Moreover, in the case ( = 1 with ¢ € (0,1/5], for all ¢ < 1/C, for e > 14 c'/>=¢, with
probability exceeding 1 — ™, for allt < T,

o 3
|\I/;:ap(z)| < C(CI/Q—V +Cl—4u ( € 1) )
e’ —

o 3/4 o 3
ca ca; —v € Ay e
Ui (2) = I (2)] < 0(03/4 (—e" — 1) 4+t (—e" — 1) ) (82)

and
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Proof of Theorem[1.2. We will write the argument for the case ¢ < 1, omitting the mod-
ifications needed for ( = 1, which are left to the reader. Since N < n,, we can choose
d =6(a,n,N) >0 and T < t; such that vy = N 4. Choose ¢, and g as in Proposition ,
with the choice of T just made. Write C for the constant appearing in Proposition and

set )
A=C |2y gt L .
e’ —1

Then, for all |z] > 1+ ¢"/27¢ and all t < T, on the event €, we have |®,(z) — z| < A. Then,
by Propositions [5.5] and [5.6] choosing dy as in Proposition and using an LP-tail estimate
for suitably large p, there is an event €2, C g, of probability exceeding 1 — 2¢™, on which,
for all t < T, both |V, — 14| < A and, provided ¢V, < N, also

o 2
’7; o 7’“;‘ < Ccl—4u <€—> )

e’ —1

We can choose C' so that, for ¢ < 1/C, we have A < 0,80 ¢cVr > N +6 — A > N always on
Q. Now, for all n < N/c¢, we have V;, = n for some t < T with ¢V, < N, so on {4, for all
|z| > 1+ /27, we have

2
~ . . e?
|q)glsc(z) o Z| < A, ‘7;?150 o 7_7(11150| < Ocl—4u (60 — 1) ]

6 Fluctuation scaling limit for ALE(«,n)

Given an ALE(«,n) process (®;);>0, recall that

A

Bu(z) = B(2) /e, Ti = log @)(00).

The fluctuations in these coordinates are given by

A A

() = bo(z) — 2 WP =T 7, mo= M log(1+CH).

Recall that we write H for the set of holomorphic functions on {|z| > 1} which are bounded
at 0o, and we use on H the topology of uniform convergence on {|z| > r} for all r > 1. In
this section we prove Theorem and then, at the end, we deduce Theorem [1.4
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6.1 Reduction to Poisson integrals

Our starting point is the interpolation formula

A

Uy(2) = My(2) + Ay(z), WP = MFP 4 AT,
As a first step, we study the approximations IT,(z) and I to M,(z) and Mf™ which have a
simple form and which prove to be the dominant terms in the considered limit. Set

o0

E ezk-l—l@ —k
e 292— 1

k=0

H,z) =
Recall the multiplier operator P(§) defined at (L1]). Then
ie q(k z(k+1 )6 —k:

k=0

Recall that ¢; = ce ™ and \; = ¢ e, and that we define for |z| > 1

I,(z) = / e T P(7y = 1) H (0, 2)2¢, 1 {uer,y1(d0, dv, ds), (83)
E(t)

;P :/ T e 1r,en i(d6, do, ds). (84)
E()

The following result allows us to deduce the weak limit of the normalized fluctuations from
that of the Poisson integrals (I1;, IT;™);>0.

Proposition 6.1. For all a,n € R with ( = a+n < 1,
Y20, — II,, U — [I5%P) — 0

in H x R uniformly on compacts in [0,t:), in probability, in the limit ¢ — 0 and ¢ — 0
considered in Theorem [L3.

Proof. Tn Theorem [1.3] for ¢ < 1, we restrict to o > ¢4 and take 6, = ¢"/>7e? /(e —1) with
v < £/4. On the other hand, for C = 1, we restrict to o > ¢'/%7¢ and take §y = c¢"/*7(e?/(e”

1))32. In both cases, the right-hand sides in ., ., . and . are therefore small
compared to y/c in the considered limit. The claim thus follows from Propositions and

6.8 O
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Since the integral converges absolutely for all w, we can exchange limits to see that

2) =Y (k)"

where
(k) = 2/( : e_(Hq(k))(”_“)ei(k+1)ecs1{v<,\s}ﬁ(d9, dv, ds).
E(t

Recall that we set go(k) = (1 — ¢)k and define, for all ( € (—o0,1] and ¢ < ¢,

(k) = 2/ e~ ITak)e=me) it 000 1\ 1 fi(d6, dv, ds).
E(t)

Proposition 6.2. For all a,n € R with a +n = ¢ < 1, and all t < t¢, there is a constant
C(a,n,t) < oo such that, for all k > 0,

<C\/E

sup |TI5*P|

s<t

sup\HS(k)|H2 < OVe,

s<t

and

sup L, (k) — TI(k) | < Ch2ov/e.

s<t

Moreover, C' may be chosen so that, for all h € [0,1] and all stopping times T <t — h,
T3, (k) = T ()ll2 < CVe(Vh + kh), [T, — 5P|, < CVeh,

Proof. The estimates for (IT;"™);<;, are standard and are left to the reader. For (II;(k))i<,,
we use time-dissection to obtain estimates with good dependence on k. Set x = 1+ ¢(k) and
define

M, (k) = " I1,(k) = / "7 T09¢ 1 x 3 i1(d, dv, ds).
E(t)

Set n = [k7y| and t(n) =t. Set t(i) = i/k for i =0,1,...,n — 1. Then t(i +1) —t(i) < 1/k
for all . We have

t t
E(‘Mt(k’)|2> — 4/ 2KTs 2/\ ds < CC/ QHTSTst CC€2,€Tt//€
0 0

so, by Doob’s L?-inequality,

sup | M(k |H et/ c/k.

s<t
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Now, for (i) < s < t(i+ 1),
s (R)] < e7rme

s(k)]

SO
sup L, (0)| || < Cemmo | sup anw)|| <
t(3)<s<t(i+1) 2 s<t(i+1)
and so
sup [, (R)]|| < CVe (85)
s<t 2

For the second estimate, set kg = 1 + (1 — {)k and note that
0 < | = ol = [CI(1 = e="™0) < [Cle(k + 1o

Restrict for now to the case ( > 0, when k > kg, and define
M (k) :/ e 096 1 nyit(df, dv, ds)
E(t)

and
My (k) = My(k) — M?(k) = / ("7 — emom) et 09¢ 10\ yji(dB, dv, ds).

Note that

so, by a similar argument,

sup e~ M, (k \H C(k — Ko)v/e.
s<t
Now B
I, (k) — TI2(K) = e "™ M,(k) + (e — e ™) MO (k)
SO .
ITT, (k) — T (k)| < e7"7 | M (k)| + (8 — ko) 75 |TI(K))|
and so

sup |TLy(k) — Hg(k)|H2 < Ok — Ko)ve < Ck2o/e.

s<t

For I1%(k), we used the estimate with k replaced by kg, which is the special case o = 0.
A similar argument holds in the case ( < 0, with the roles of x and k¢ interchanged, which
leads to the same estimate. It remains to show the third estimate, which we will do for general
o > 0. We have

HT+h(kZ> — HT(k) = e_“TT+hMT+h(k) — G_HTTMT(]{?>
= e " M, (k) — (e "ren =) DTy (k)

62



where we redefine

My (k) = My (k) — Mp(k) = / e e BT N2¢ 10, x 1 ji(dB, dv, ds).
E(T+h)\E(T)

Now
T+h

E(|My(k)|2|T) :4/ 2 N yds
T
SO

E(|e~"™r+ M), (k)|*) < Cch.
On the other hand, since T < ¢,

(e=Cre=m0) — D)IIr(k)||2 < Cri

sup \Hs(/f)]HQ < Ok + 1)hy/e.

s<t

The claimed estimate follows. O

6.2 Gaussian limit process

By Proposition , in order to compute the weak limit of ¢~ 1/2(J,, Wi, it suffices to

compute the weak limit of ¢~ /2(Il,, IT;™)¢<t.. This process is a deterministic linear function
of the compensated Poisson random measure zi. We are guided to find the weak limit process
by replacing /i in and by a Gaussian white noise on [0, 27) x [0, 00) % (0,00) of the
same intensity. At the same time, we set ¢ = 0 in the limitﬂ, replacing the multiplier operator
P(5) by Fy (Aé) Then, using the scaling properties of white noise, we arrive at candidate limit

processes (I'y(2))i<¢, and (I';™);<¢, which are defined as follows. Let W be a Gaussian white
noise on [0, 27) x (0, 00) of intensity (27) 'dfdt. Define for each |z| > 1 and ¢ € [0, )

t 2
I'(z) = 2/ / e~ T Py(ry — ) H (0, 2)e” VDTN (d0, ds),
e
P :/ / B_C(Tt_TS)e_(a"'_n/Q)TSW(d97ds)
0 Jo

where these Gaussian integrals are understood by the usual L? isometry. Define for ¢t > 0 and

b 2 0 t 2 t 2
Bi(k) = V2 / / VN (df, ds), B, = / / W (dh, ds).
0 JO 0 JO

81t is not necessary to pass to the limit ¢ — 0. Indeed, the best Gaussian approximation for given o > 0
would be obtained using P instead of Py. The limit ¢ — 0 with ¢ fixed then holds uniformly in o, subject to
the restrictions stated in Theorem and the limit processes for o fixed converge weakly to the case ¢ = 0.
We have stated only the joint limit, since this seems to us of main interest, and since the limit fluctuations
have in this case a slightly simpler form.
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We can and do choose versions of (By(k))s~0 and (B;);>o which are continuous in t. Then
(Bi(k))i=0 is a complex Brownian motion for all k, (B;)=0 is a real Brownian motion, and all
these processes are independent. Note that, almost surely, for all ¢ < ¢,

t
PP — / e S gt/
0
Define for ¢t € [0,t;) and k£ > 0
t
Ti(k) =2 / e~ ImOMm=m) g~ latn/2T: g B (k).
0

The following estimate may be obtained by (a simpler version of) the argument used for
Proposition (6.2}

Proposition 6.3. For all a,n € R with a +n = ¢ < 1, and all t < ¢, there is a constant
C(a,n,t) < oo such that, for all k > 0,

Sup|Fs(k’)|H2 <C.

s<t

The following identity holds in L? for all || > 1 and t < ¢,

Di(z) =Y Tu(k)z . (86)

By Proposition , almost surely, the right-hand side in converges uniformly on compacts
in [0, t¢), uniformly on {|z| > r}, for all » > 1. So we can and do use to choose a version

of Ty(z) for each t < t; and |z| > 1 such that (f‘t)t<tg is a continuous process in H and
holds for all w.

The processes (I'y(k))i<¢, and (I'y"™);<¢, are also characterized by the following Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck-type stochastic differential equations

dy (k) = e (V2e ™ 2aB, (k) — (14 (1 = QR)T(K)e ™ dt) , To(k) =0,
dl—\;}ap — Ot (e—nTt/2dBt _ Crgape—n‘rtdt) ’ FS&P =0.

These equations can be put in a simpler form by switching to the time-scale

t
Vt:/ e (s
0
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which arises as the limit as ¢ — 0 of a time-scale where particles arrive at a constant rate.
Write v — t(v) : [0,n,) — [0, ) for the inverse map and set

Fu(k) = Ft(u)<k)7 f‘(;ap = F:(af)

and

Hv) i Hv)
7, =Ty, DBu(k) = / e "/2dB,(k), B, = / e " /24B,.
0 0

Then e~ = (14 av)~!. Also (B, (k))y<n, is a complex Brownian motion for all k, (B, ),<n.,
is a real Brownian motion, and these processes are independent. Then we have

aby (k) = (14 o)™ (V2B (k) — (1+ (1= QBT (k)dv ), To(k) =0, (87)
e = (1 + av)~! (dB,, - cfgapdy> , TP =

We can define a Brownian motion (B,),<,. in H by

B,(2) =) B,(k)z"".
Set .
T(2) =Y T,(k)z"" =Ty (2).
k=0

On summing the equations (87), we see that (T)))y<n,, satisfies the following stochastic integral
equation in ‘H

. ["N2dB,(2) = Ty(2)ds + (1 — ¢) DT (2)ds
F,,(z) o /0 14+ as .

6.3 Convergence

Given Proposition [6.1], the following result will complete the proof of Theorem [1.3]

Proposition 6.4. For alla,n € R with a +n = <1 and all T' < t;, we have
071/2(12[#/7 ) tz0 — (ft7 Ly)er

weakly in D([0,T],H x R) as ¢ — 0 and 0 — 0 as in Theorem[1.5,
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Proof. By Proposition , it will suffice to show the claimed limit with (f[t)th replaced by
(119),<7. We first show that

V(MY (k) k= 0),15")er — (De(k)  k > 0),T5) e

in the sense of finite-dimensional distributions. For all n > 1, all ky,...,k, > 0 and all
t1,...,t, < T, any real-linear function of c‘l/z(ng(kj), I 1 j =1,...,n) can be written in
the form

_ / Fi(0) L guernyild8, dv, dt)
E(T)

where 3
fi(0) = ¢V fu(O)c
and (0,t) — f;(0) : [0,27) x (0,7] — R is bounded, measurable and independent of ¢. Set

o2 = ][% £.(0)%d0
0

cap

The same linear function applied to (I'y; (k;), [, : j = 1,...,n) gives the random variable

/ / ft >\1/2W do, dt / / ft 04+77/2)Ttw(d0 dt)
T 27 5 T

E(FQ) = E(GQ) — / ][ ft(Q)Q)\tdgdt _ / e —(2a+n)Tt dt
0 0 0

and, using the Campbell-Hardy formula, as ¢ — 0,

T 2m _ ~
E(cF) = exp ( / ][ (€0 _ 1 _ iy ft(e)))\tdﬁdt>
0o Jo
w2 T .
s exp (_?/ 6—(2a+n)7tgt2dt) = E(e™).
0

The claimed convergence of finite-dimensional distributions follows, by convergence of char-
acteristic functions.

Now, Proposition |6.2]shows that the processes (II9(k));<r and (II;*") ;<7 all satisfy Aldous’s
tightness criterion in D([0,7],C). Hence

Then

cP(MP(K) < k2 0), 1) e — (Dolk) : k> 0),T5) e
weakly in D([0,T],CZ" x R) as ¢ — 0. Hence, for all K > 0,

V2 (e (1), TI7P) s — (pre (D), T
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weakly in D([0,T],H x R) as ¢ — 0, where, for f(z) = > pojarz ",

pr(f)(z) = a="

For |z| = r, we have
o

(F=peMNEI< S Janlr™.

k=K+1

Hence, it will suffice to show, for » > 1 and all € > 0, that

ST ~1/2 0 —k _
I%gnoohr?jélpp (c sup Z 1L} (K)|r >5> 0.

ST k11

But, since a +7n = ¢ < 1, by Proposition , there is a constant C'(a,n,T) < oo such that,
for all ¢ > 0 and all » > 1,

Cr— K
<

< .
r—1
2

¢ sup 3 0 (k)
k=K

t<T =

The desired limit follows. O]

Proof of Theorem[1.]]. We will argue via the Skorokhod representation theorem. It will suffice
to show the claimed convergence for all sequences ¢, — 0 and o, — 0 subject to the constraint
assumed in Theorem . Given N < ng, choose 6 > 0 and T" < t, such that vy = N +4, as in
the proof of Theorem|[1.2| By Theorem L.3]and Propositions 5.5/and and since D([0,T],H)
is a complete separable metric space, there is a probability space on which are defined a
sequence of ALE(«,n) processes (<I>§’“))t>0, with common particle family (P : ¢ € (0,00)),
and a Gaussian process (f‘t)t<tC with the following properties:

a) (oW +>0 has capacity parameter ¢, and regularization parameter oy,
t =
b f’t +<t, has the distribution of the limit Gaussian process in Theorem |1.3],
¢

(c) almost surely, as k — oo,

sup |V — 1] = 0
t<T

and, for all r > 1,

~

sup sup c_1/2\i/§k)(z) —T'(2)| — 0.

t<T |2|>r
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Here, V¥ denotes the number of particles added in (cI>§’“’)t>0 by time t. Define for n > 0 and
v < ng
IO —int{t > 0: VP 0} ) = UL+ av) - 1),

From (c), we deduce that, almost surely, as k — oo,

sup |J*) —t(en)| — 0
n<N/c

and, for v € [0, N] and n = |v/c/, the following limit holds in H

A

C_l/g\ijl(lk/)c,disc _ C—1/2¢,£Lk),disc — 6_1/2@‘(]?6) — Ft(zx)'

But (ft(l,))Kna has the same distribution as (I'9¢),_, . Hence
071/2(@’(/k),disc)ygN N (f\gisc)ygN

weakly in D([0, N], H). O

7 Appendix

7.1 Estimates for single-particle maps

Let P be a basic particle and let

F(z) =€ (z + Z akz_k>

be the associated conformal map Dy — Dy \ P. We assume that F' extends continuously to
{|z] = 1}. Set

ro =1o(P) =sup{|z| = 1: z € P},
d=0(P)=inf{r >0: |z — 1| < rforall z € P}.

We assume throughout that § < 1. We use the following well known estimates on the capacity
c. There is an absolute constant C' < oo such that

re/C < c < O, (88)

The lower bound relies on Beurling’s projection theorem and a comparison with the case of
a slit particle. The upper bound follows from a comparison with the case Py = S5 N Dy,
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where Ss is the closed disk whose boundary intersects the unit circle orthogonally at e+

with 5 € [0, 7] is determined by |¢?% — 1| = §. See Pommerenke [12].

Write log (@) = u(z) +1v(z)

where we understand the argument to be determined for each z € Dy so that the left-hand
side is holomorphic in Dy and such that v(z) — 0 as z — co. Then u and v are bounded and
harmonic in Dy, with continuous extensions to {|z| < 1}, and u(z) — ¢ as z — oo. Note also
that

0 < u(e”) <log(l+ry) <ry forall 6. (89)

Lemma 7.1. Assume that 160 < 7. Then
u(e®) =0 whenever 0] € [166, 7] (90)

and '
lv(e)| <166  for all 6. (91)

Proof. Set
ps = Poo(B hits S before leaving Dy)

where B is a complex Brownian motion. Consider the conformal map f of Dy to the upper

half-plane H given by
z—1
z) = LT

Set b= f(e~"%) = sinfs/(1 + cosfs). Since § < 1, we have

05 < 67/3 (92)

and then b < 27d/9. By conformal invariance,

2b/(1—b%) dr
ps = IP;(B hits f(Ss) before leaving H) = 2/0 m

Hence
ps < Ab/m < 86/9. (93)

Now €™ is not a limit point of P so €™ = F(e!™*®)) for some o € R. Then u(e!"*®) = 0
and we can and do choose a so that a + v(e! (™) = 0. Set

0" =sup{f < 7 +a:ue®) >0}, 6 =inf{d >+ a:u(?) >0} —2n.
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Then 6~ < 6F. We will show that |#*| < 166, which then implies (90). For 6 € [6—,0%], we
have F(e?) € Ss so |0+ v(e?)| < 5. Set P* = {F(e?): 0 € [0=,0%]}. Then P* C S; so, by
conformal invariance,

ot — 0~
27

= P (B hits P* on leaving Dy \ P) < ps.

On the other hand, for ,60" € [0T,0~ + 27] with § < ', by conformal invariance,

o —0 ) i L i’ Il 60’ —9— 0
=P, (B hits [e’(9+”(e 0», (0o ))} on leaving Dy \ P) < +v(e”) v(e?)
27 27
so v is non-decreasing on [0, 0~ + 27], and so
a+v(Ee?) <a+oE™)) =0 < a+o(Ee?).
Hence A
0f —a < 2mps + 0 —a < 2mps + 05 —v(e? ) — a < 27ps + 05 (94)
and similarly
0~ —a > —2mps — bs. (95)
So we obtain, for all § € [6~,07],
la+v(e”)| < 205 + 27ps. (96)

Since v is continuous and is non-decreasing on the complementary interval, this inequality
then holds for all #. Now v is bounded and harmonic in Dy with limit 0 at oo, so

2m
/ v(e?)dh = 0.
0

Hence

2m
][ (o + v(ew))dé” < 205 + 27ps.
0

On combining this with , and , we see that

’9i| < 405 + Amps, \U(ew)! < 405 + 4mps  for all 6.

o] =

But 405 + 4mps < 4475/9 < 166 by and , so we have shown the claimed inequalities.
]
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Proposition 7.2. There is an absolute constant C' < oo with the following properties. In the
case where 6 = §(P) < 1/C, for all |z] > 1,

F
1og( (Z)> —c| < €0 (97)
z 2|
and, for all |z| > 1 with |z — 1| > C9,
F(z) 2c Cdclz|
log{ — | —¢— <
o () e | < 2 .
and
lag — 2¢| < Céc (99)
and (o) O
z ag c
—c— < )
b (22) 2 5

Proof. Since zlog(F'(z)/z) is bounded and holomorphic in {|z| > 1}, follows from (89))

and by the maximum principle. The inequality follows from on letting z — oo,

since z(log(F(z)/z) — ¢) — ag. Moreover, since (z — 1)?(log(F(z)/z) — ¢) — apz is bounded

and holomorphic on {|z| > 1}, follows from by the maximum principle, at the cost

of replacing C by 6C', say. We will show holds whenever |z — 1| > 3a, where a = 169.
Since u is bounded and harmonic with u(z) — ¢ as z — 0o, we have

27
][ u(e®)dh = ¢
0
and, for all |z| > 1,

2m i0 2m 0
_ i zte o i0 2e
u(z)—]ﬁ u(e”) Re (Z_ew>d6—c+]€ u(e”) Re (z—e“’)de'

Let a € (—m, 7] and p > 0 be defined by

2m
][ u(e?)e?df = cpe™.
0

We use to see that || < a and p € [cosa, 1). Now

ia 2r i0 i0
u(z) —c—Re ( 2pce ) = ][ u(e) Re ( 20”2 ) de.
0

z — ela z—e? 2 — el
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For |z — 1| > 2a and any @ such that u(e®®) > 0, we have
|z — e > |z —1|/2, |z—¢€Y>]z—1]/2, [e¥ —e"| < 2a.

Hence, for |z| > 1 with |z — 1] > 2a,

9 pred 27 ) 0 ia 16
u(z) —c—Re ( pee ) ‘ < 2][ u(e') | [e” — e dh < ac
0

z — el z— ez —eie| " T |z —1]2
and A ,
2 2pe 2(1 — p+ |pe™ — 1]|2]) o 12a|z|
z—1 z—e¢* |z — 1]|z — e Sz -1
and hence ) Caclz)
c aclz
—c—R < . 101
o —o-re (25)] < 225 Hov

We can extend F to a holomorphic function in {|z — 1| > a} by setting F(z7!) = F(z)_1
Then u and v also extend and it is straightforward to check that the estimate ((101)) remains
valid for all |z — 1| > 2a. Since v(z) — 0 as z — 00, a standard argument allows us to deduce

from (101)) that, for |z — 1| > 3a,

z—1

v(z) — Im (

‘log (F(z)) e 2¢ ‘ < Caclz|
z

z—1] " |z =12

2c )‘ Cac|z|
<

S -1

and hence

]

We sometimes use exponentiated versions of the inequalities just proved, which are straight-
forward to deduce and are noted here for easy reference. There is an absolute constant C' < co
with the following properties. Suppose that 6 < 1/C. Then, for all |z| > 1,

e “F(2) — 2| < Co

and, in the case |z — 1| > C0,

2cz Coclz|?
TF(z) —z— < 102
and el
~ aoz clz
‘F(z)—z— < .
e F(2) -z z—1 |z — 1]?
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Proposition 7.3. There is an absolute constant C' < oo with the following properties. Let
Py, P, be basic particles with P, C P,. For 1= 1,2, write F; for the associated conformal map
Dy — Do \ P, and write ¢; for the capacity of P,. Set 6; = d(P;) and ag,; = ao(FP;) and set

Fi(z 2¢; Fi(z ao,i
5i(z):log( i))_ci_z_la 50,2‘(2):10g( i)>—0i—231-

Assume that o < 1/C. Then

g2 — ao1 — 2(c2 — 1) < Cda(c2 — 1) (103)
and, for all |z| > 1 with |z — 1| > Cd,,

052(02 — Cl)|Z’
|z — 12

le1(2) = &a(2)] <

(104)

and

C 52(02 — Cl)
|z — 12
Proof. The inequalities and - ) follow from ( - by the same argument used to

deduce and ((100) from . Set P = F;'(Py\ P). Write F for the associated conformal
map Dy — Dq \ P and write é for the capacity of P. Then

|£0.1(2) — €02(2)] < (105)

F2 F10F 02201+6.

Note that, for z € P, we have Fy(z) € Py, so |Fi(z) — 1| < &,. But |e " Fy(z) — 2| < C¥; for
all |z| > 1 and ¢; < €02, Hence |z — 1| < €6, for all z € P and so

= §(P) < C9,.

0
Hence, for C sufficiently large and o < 1/C, for all |z| > 1 with |z — 1| > Cds,

F(z)\ . 2@ C'6,¢| 2|
1 —Cc— < 106
Rl ) T |z — 12 (106)
and in particular
F(2) Celz|
1 < . 107
og ( . ) o1 (107)

Set 2z = zexp(tlog(F(z)/z)) and f(t) = log(Fi(2)/Fi(2)). Then
o (3) = 50) = 70 = [ F(0ae =10 <&> [ re (A5
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SO

— Jog (ﬁiz)) /01 F(z) (Flz(ft))ldt - %
~ log <F<>) S (F()> / (F;@t) (F()) . 1) "

Now |log(F(z)/z)| < Cdq, so |z — z| < Oy for all t. Hence, for C sufficiently large and
|z —1| > C6,, we have |z, — 1| > Coé; for all t, where Cj is the constant from Proposition [7.2}
Then

Cé
|z =1
where we used Cauchy’s integral formula for the second inequality, adjusting the value of C'

if necessary. On combining these estimates with (106]) and (107]), we see that

le™V Fi(z) — 2] < Coy, e @ F(z) — 1] <

0(52(62 - Cl)|Z’

|z —1J?

lea(2) —e1(2)] <

as claimed. n
The following is a straightforward consequence of and Propositions and .

Proposition 7.4. Let (P : ¢ € (0,1]) be a family of basic particles and suppose that the
associated conformal maps F,. are given by

F.(z)=¢° (z + Zak(c)zk> :

Fiz A € [1,00) and assume that 6(c) < Arg(c) for all c. Then there is a constant C'(A) < oo
such that, for all ¢ < 1/C,
|ag(c) — 2¢| < Oc3/?

e (57) <o

e () o2
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and, for all |z| > 1,

and
Cc3/?

T a1




and
Cc?2?|z|

NEET

Moreover, if (P©) : c € (0,1]) is nested, then C' may be chosen so that, for all c;,cy € (0,],
|(ag(c1) — 2¢1) — (ap(c2) — 2¢2)| < Ccl/2|cl — 09|

and, for all |z — 1| = C'/c,

(i (42) ) () o) < S5
(o (42) ) o (24) - i) e

(e—chq(z) L GO(Cl)Z) B (e_@FCQ(Z) W (Cz)z)‘ Cveler — e 2|

z—1 z—1 |z — 1]2

For our final particle estimates, we use the following integral representation for the family

of particle maps
c 0
z):z+/ DFt(z)/ j+€0ut(d9)d
0 0

_ao(o)z
z—1

‘e—cmz) -

and

and

for some measurable family of probability measures (y; : t € (0,00)), with s supported on
{6 : 1€ — 1] < §(t)} for all t. This follows from our requirements that the particles P(©) have
capacity ¢, are contained in {|z — 1| < d(c)} and are nested, by the Loewner—Kufarev theory.
Our condition (4] and the inequality then give a constant C'(A) < oo such that

supp iy € {6 : e — 1] < CV/1}. (108)
Define holomorphic functions L; and @ on {|z| > 1} by
2 2
L) = [ he2ua), @)= [ a2 (109)
0 0

where

F(z z+ e z + et 2etet?
(0, 2) = (Dl og ( i )> + 1) gt q:(0,2) = DF(2) _ _ely —

z — e z2—1

Note that 1;(0,2) — 1 and ¢(0,2) — 0 as z — oo, uniformly in 0. It is then straightforward
to show the integral representations

log <@) :/OCLt(z)dt, e (e_CFC(z)—z z—l) / Qi(2
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Proposition 7.5. There is a constant C(A) < oo with the following property. For allt < 1/C

and all |z] > 1,
CVtz|
2 — 1>

C|z| N CV1t|z|
|z —1] |z =1

[ Li(2)] < |Q:(2)] <

Proof. We give the details for the second estimate, leaving the first which is similar but simpler
to the reader. We split ¢,(0, z) = g:(0, z) + h(0, z), where

50, 2) = (DF(2) — e'2) <

6 2 16
hi(0,2) = e'z (Z+6 1 c )

2z — e’ 2z — et? z—1

Now 4 , o
2+ et 2¢ 2619(619 -1)

z—eil _z—lz(z—eie)(z—l)

so, on the support of 1, we have, for |z — 1| > 20/t,

20¢e/t|7|

he(6 < ———

| t( 7Z>| ‘2_1‘2

where C' is the constant in (108]). On the other hand, we showed above that, for all |z| > 1,
|Fy(2) —e'z] < OVt

and F, extends by reflection to a holomorphic function on {|z—1| > C'v/t} satisfying the same
inequality. Hence, by Cauchy’s integral formula, for |z — 1| > 2CV/,

CV't|z
D)~ et < T8
and so, for 6 in the support of 1,
CVi|z]
0 < .
|gt< ,Z)| ‘2_1‘2

We have shown that, for all |z — 1| > C/t,
CVt|z]

e =1

Q:(2)] <
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7.2 Operator inequalities

Recall that, for a measurable function f on {|z| > 1}, for p € [1,00) and r > 1, we set

2 ' 1/p ‘
Hf||p,r—<]€ !f(?“ew)V’d@) Ul = sup £

0€[0,2m)

Suppose that f is holomorphic and is bounded at co. It is standard that, for p € (1,r),

p 1/p
e < Ul W0 < (222) 1l (110)

Moreover, there is an absolute constant C' < oo such that

Cp
||Df||p,r < m”fup,p (111)

where D f(z) = zf'(z). The function f has a Laurent expansion

f(z) = kaz_k
k=0

Let M be an operator which acts as multiplication by m, on the the kth Laurent coefficient.
Thus

Mf(z) = kasz_k.
k=0

Assume that there exists a finite constant A > 0 such that, for all £ > 0,

k| < A
and, for all integers K > 0,
2K+l
Z (M1 — mi| < A.
k=2K

Then, by the Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem [I8, Vol. II, Theorem 4.14], for all p € (1, c0),
there is a constant C' = C'(p) < oo such that, for all r > 1,

M fllpr < CA[flp,r- (112)

We will use also the following estimate.

7



Proposition 7.6. Let f and g be holomorphic in {|z]| > 1} and bounded at co. Set

fo(z) = f(e_iez).

Let M be a multiplier operator and set

e = (7 rtGea)e)a0)

Then, for all r,p > 1, we have

1/2

1Bllpr < AIM lp,psrllgllp.oll fll2.0

where
[ M|[p,p—sr = sup{|M fllpr = | fllp, < 1}

Proof. We can write

o o0 o
2= fir* gx)=> gt Mf(2) =) mpfrz"
k=0 k=0 k=0
Then o -
M(fo.9)(2) =D ) myspfugie® )
k=0 7=0
SO

= 1 fel 1M (mg)(2))?
k=0

where 7,g(2) = 27%¢(z). Hence

allp 122 [z < Z|fk| 1M (7g)ll5, < D UlPIMIG gl
k=0

= Z el MG o llgl5 0 = 1M oo 12l
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7.3 Push-out estimates

Recall that we write (7;);<; for the capacity of the disk solution to the LK(¢) equation of
initial capacity 7o = 0, and that 7, = e~¢™. We have found several times an integral such as

t p
/ ( i ) ds
0 TS - 1
where, for » > 1 and p > 1, we set

eU=0e=m)p if ¢ >0,
s = .
e o, if ( <0.

We record here an estimate on such integrals which improves on the obvious maximum bound
t(r/(r — 1)) by using the fact that ry pushes out as s decreases from ¢, away from the
singularity at r = 1.

Lemma 7.7. For all ( € [0,1), all r > 1 and all p > 2, we have

¢ re \’ 2(1+1) r \*!
[ () e ()
Lo 2(1+ 1) r
f () e (e (555)),

Moreover, the inequalities remain valid for ¢ < 0 and t < t; if the denominator 1 — ¢ s
removed from the right-hand sides.

and

Proof. The left-hand sides are increasing in (, so the claim for ( < 0 follows from the case
¢ = 0. For p > 2, we have

t T, D r p—2 pt Ty 2
<
[GE)es(m) [ GE) e

so, for the first inequality, it will suffice to consider the case p = 2. For r > 2 it suffices to use
the obvious maximum bound. Suppose then that » = r;, € (1,2). Choose t, € [0,t] so that
ri, = 2 if possible, setting ¢ty = 0 otherwise. Then r;, < 2 and

to 2
S P
o \rs—1 r—1

d 1 _er, Ts
i (o) =00

Note that
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! re \° " ! er Ts B 1 1
(1_g)/to (rs—l) ds < 2¢¢ /to(l—C)e s =21+ (T_l—%_l).

The first claimed inequality follows. A similar argument leads to the inequalities

fo Ts ! Ts Tto—].
/o (Ts_l)dsgmf, (1—C)/t0 (Ts_l)dsg(l—i-ﬁt)log(r_l)

from which the second claimed inequality follows. O]
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