arXiv:2106.15429v1 [math.PR] 29 Jun 2021

SLE with non-constant s

Yizheng Yuan*

June 30, 2021

Abstract

Schramm-Loewner evolution arises from driving the Loewner dif-
ferential equation with \/xB where x > 0 is a fixed parameter. In this
paper, we drive the Loewner differential equation with non-constant
random parameter, i.e. d{(t) = /RidB;. We show that in case r; is
bounded below or above 8, the construction still yields a continuous
trace. This is true in both cases either when driving the forward equa-
tion or the backward equation by /k;dB;. In the case of the forward
equation, we develop a new argument to show the result, without the
need of analysing the time-reversed equation.

1 Introduction

Schramm-Loewner evolution (SLE) is a family of conformally invariant
curves in the plane. They are (either proved or conjectured) to arise in
the scaling limits of many physical models that exhibit conformal invari-
ance. One nice feature of SLE (and the reason we study it) is that it can
be constructed from a relatively simple differential equation. More pre-
cisely, one drives the Loewner differential equation with a Brownian mo-
tion with speed k. This produces conformal maps of domains that are
complements of curves, the SLE, trace. The latter fact is not trivial,
and not even true for general driving functions. In case of more regular
(e.g. 1/2-Holder) driving functions this construction is well-understood
and we know many of its properties (cf. [LMR10, RTZ18]). For SLE,
which is driven by Brownian motion we still rely on probabilistic tech-
niques. From probabilistic arguments we do know a lot about SLE,; (e.g.
[RS05, Bef08, JVL11, LW13, FT17, Zhal9]), but we do not understand well
how exactly the driving function affects the trace. Such questions have been
tackled in [JVRW14, FTY21, FS17, STW19], but only partial answers have
been obtained so far.

The problem of investigating SLE with non-constant « has been brought
to the surface by [FS17]. We investigate SLE with parameter changing in
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time, i.e. we drive it by £(¢) = fg V/Fs dBs where (for some filtration) (k) is
an adapted process and B is a standard Brownian motion. All the original
proofs for the existence and regularity of SLE trace [RS05, Law09, JVLI11]
analyse the backward Loewner flow. So do the authors of [F'S17], and there-
fore they consider driving functions that are time reversals of martingales.

Indeed, we will see below that the original proof in [RS05] can be applied
to that case without much change.

One interest of this paper is to drive (forward) Loewner chains with &.
This is the more natural problem when we consider a random curve growing
inside a domain that changes its parameter x; according to the past. For this
model we cannot simply adapt the classical proofs since the time-reversal of
a semimartingale can fail to be a semimartingale, so the reverse Loewner flow
is not a well-behaved process. We introduce a new argument (Lemma 4.2)
that allows us to work directly with the forward Loewner flow.

1.1 Main Results

For the forward Loewner chain driven by adapted (k¢), we obtain a contin-
uous trace whenever (k) is bounded below or above 8.

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 = k < K <8 or8 < Kk < k < o0, and let £(t) =
fg ks dBs where B is a standard Brownian motion with respect to some
filtration and (ki) is a measurable adapted process with ky € [k, K] for all t.

Then the (forward) SLE flow (1) driven by & almost surely generates a
continuous trace.

Our proof is interesting in its own right since it also applies to classical
SLE (with constant k) and gives a new proof of the existence and regularity
of the SLE,, trace for k # 8. In an ongoing work, we follow this idea of proof
to obtain refined (variation and Hoélder-type) regularity statements for clas-
sical SLE,; that include and add logarithmic refinements to the results in
[JVL11, FT17]. More applications are conceivable, for instance in the con-
text of stability of SLE, in the driving function (as in [JVRW14, FTY21]).

The next result concerns the backward Loewner chain driven by adapted
(k¢) (equivalently the forward Loewner chain driven by its time reversal
&(T —-)). As already mentioned, this case is much more straightforward
from the existing arguments of [RS05, Law09, JVL11]. As we would expect,
we obtain a continuous trace whenever (x;) is bounded below or above 8.
(The case when (k) is bounded below 2 was already obtained in [FS17].)

Theorem 1.2. Let (£(t))i>0 be a continuous stochastic process, and suppose
that for every T > 0, the process V(t) = £(T —t) — &(T), t € [0,T], can
be written as V(t) = fg Vks dBs where B is a standard Brownian motion
with respect to some filtration and (k) is a measurable adapted process with
Kt € [k, R] for all t.



Suppose that either 0 = kK < K < 8 or 8 < Kk < kK < co. Then the
(forward) SLE flow (1) driven by & almost surely generates a continuous
trace.

Let us mention that it may be more natural to interpret this scenario as
a backward SLE flow driven by V. Recall that backward SLE can be seen
as a type of conformal welding process, cf. [RZ16, Shel6].

Corollary 1.3. Let B be a standard Brownian motion with respect to some
filtration and (k¢) a measurable adapted process such that ki € [k, R] for all
t. Suppose that either 0 =k < kK <8 or8 < k < k < co. Then the backward
SLE flow (2) driven by V (t) = fot VRsdBg, t > 0, almost surely generates a
continuous trace.

By this we mean that almost surely, for each ¢ > 0 the domain h;(H) is
the unbounded connected component of the complement of a curve.

This is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.2. To see this, recall that for
T > 0, the backward flow at time T agrees with the forward flow driven
by &(t) = V(T —t) — V(T). To apply the previous theorem, we observe
that £(S — ) —€(S) = V(T =S +1) = V(T = S) = [} 5" /R dB; for
0<t<S<T.

This paper is structured in a straightforward way. In Section 2, we
summarise some basic facts on SLE and the notation we use. In Section 3,
we analyse backward SLE driven by adapted (k) and prove Theorem 1.2.
In Section 4, we analyse forward SLE driven by adapted (k;) and prove
Theorem 1.1.
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2 Preliminaries

We briefly introduce the forward and backward (chordal) Loewner chains
and SLE. More details can be found e.g. in [Law05, Kem17]. Throughout
the paper, H will denote the upper half-plane {z € C | Imz > 0}, and H
the closed upper half-plane {z € C | Imz > 0}. We will often write a < b
meaning a < Cb for some constant C' < oo that may depend on the context.
We write a < b when a < b and b < a.

Let &: [0,00[ — R be a continuous function. Let (g;)¢>0 be the forward
Loewner chain driven by &, i.e. the solution of

g (2) = () — ) go(2) = 2 (1)



where z € H. For given z, this is well defined until the first time 7'(z) where
the denominator hits 0. We obtain a family of conformal maps ¢;: Hy — H
where H; = {z € H | T(z) > t}. We write f;(z) := g; *(z + £(1)).

We get another representation by writing Z;(z) = Xi(z) + iYi(z) =
g1(z) — &(t). Then

2Xy
AX: = oy b de(t),
—2Y;
Xi+Y

and (cf. [RS05])

t X2 Y2
/ — — RN —
|gt<z>|—exp( 2 [ iy ds).

We remark here that every holomorphic function on H into H satisfies the

following bound which follows from the Schwarz lemma: |f/(z)| < % <

\y2+4t
yTJr where y = Im z.

We say that the Loewner chain driven by £ has a continuous trace if
Y(t) = limy\ o fi(iy) exists and is a continuous function in ¢. This is equiva-
lent to saying that there exists a continuous v: [0, co[ — H such that for each
t > 0 the domain H; is the unbounded connected component of H \ [0, ¢].

In case £ is weakly 1/2-Holder continuous, a sufficient condition for (g;)
to generate a trace is | f{(iy)| < Cy =" for all t for some 8 < 1 (see [JVL11]).

The backward Loewner chain is defined by

-2

Btht(z) = m,

ho(z) = z. (2)
Here we suppose again that V': [0,00[ — R is a continuous function. This
time, h¢(z) is defined for all z € H and ¢t > 0, and each h; is a conformal
map from H to a subdomain of H.

We have the following relationship between forward and backward Loew-
ner chain. For fixed ¢t > 0, if we let V(s) = £(t — s) — &(¢), then fi(z) =
he(z) + £(t) and f{(z) = hi(2).

Similarly to the forward case, we can write Z;(z) = Xi(z) + 1Yy (2) =
hi(z) — V(t). Then

—2X;
X = —
dXy X2 Y2 dt — dV (t),
2Y;
Xi +Y;
and (cf. [RS05])
t X2 YZ
|hi(2)| = exp <2/0 m d3> (3)

4



SLE, is the (forward) Loewner chain driven by £(¢) = \/kB; with a stan-
dard Brownian motion B. Since the time-reversal of B is again a Brownian
motion, we see that we can analyse it as well through the backward Loewner
chain. Backward SLE, can also be seen as an object in its own right, see
e.g. [RZ16, Shel6]. It is known that for any x > 0, we almost surely have a
continuous SLE,; trace ([RS05, LSW04]).

3 (k) adapted to reverse flow

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2. The proof from [RS05] generalises to
our setting without considerable extra work.

In the following, we let B be a Brownian motion (with respect to some
filtration) and k¢ = k(t,w) > 0 a measurable and adapted process. Let

V(t) = [y V/Rs dBs.

Remark 3.1. The notations in [RS05] differ from the ones in Lawler
[Law09, JVL11, etc.] and later works. For an easier translation to later
works, we use the notation from Lawler. They translate according to the
following table. (We have v = 1 in the notation of [RS05] since we will
study the backward SLE flow here.)

Lawler ‘ Rohde, Schramm (with v =1)

r 2b

A=r(l4+8) -8 | g

(=r— r%"‘ A —a (not the same X\ as Lawler)

As already mentioned in Section 2, to show existence and regularity of
the SLE trace, we would like to study |h'(z)|. We follow the idea in [RS05,
Theorem 3.2] which we explain briefly now. Due to (3), the expectations
E|Rh}(2)|* can be computed by solving a Feynman-Kac formula. It turns

out the formula for E [[hg(z)\)‘Yr)‘F (%,Y})] is easier and can be solved

explicitly. Moreover, it is convenient to work in the coordinates (w,y) =
(%, y). For F = F(w,y) € C? we see from Ito’s formula that

_ X a_
d<|h;<z>|AYt AF%%)) )Py
4\ 2Y; 4Xy /Y, Kt
— F — F —F dt
K (B T R FS el A W ey h R R

- VEYE B @)

Define the differential operator

4\ 2y 4w K
AF = APV P = — F — ——Fy+ ~Fyu.
" r (1+ w?)? LR Al prr A R




In case of constant x, the equation
AF =0

is solved by
F(w,y) = (1+w?) /2y

where the exponents 7, A, ( need to be related as in Remark 3.1.

In case of non-constant x, the problem of bounding
E [[hg(z)‘kyr)‘F(%,Y})] for k¢ € [k,R] can be interpreted as an optimal
stochastic control problem. We would need to solve a Hamilton-Jacobi-Bell-

man type equation
sup ALF =0.
KE[K,R]
Usually one cannot hope for an explicit solution, but it suffices to find su-
persolutions
sup ALF <0.
KE[K,R]
(Cf. [BS09, CRO9] for similar ideas in slightly different settings. We are
also reminded of computing superhedging prices under uncertain volatility,
cf. [JM10].)
Observe that the function F(w,y) = (1 + w?)"/?y¢+* above satisfies

Fuow =114 (r — Dw?) (1 + w?)7/27 2y,

i.e. Fuw > 0if r > 1. In that case we have SUPke[0,7] AF =AzF =0. In
the case K < 8 this will suffice. In the case K > 8 we will need to pick some
r €10,1[ (cf. [JVL11, FT17] on the choice of r), and we need to modify the
exponents in order to get a supersolution.

Lemma 3.2. The function F(w,y) = (1 +w?)"/2y*t* satisfies AP E <o
on H if and only if A\ — ¢ > F (md)\+<§2r+%_r%”v.

Remark 3.3. In the case Kk > 8, one can ask whether there are smarter
ways of finding supersolutions that are sharper. Looking at the proofs of
[JVL11, FT17], the optimal regularity of the SLE trace that can be proved
are directly related to the exponents v, \,( (there is a bit more freedom for r
though). It is reasonable to believe that the regularity of the trace should be
the same as for SLE,.. One possible attempt to prove such a thing would be to
find a supersolution to SUD e, ] A F <0 that is asymptotically comparable

to (1 4+ w?)"/2y<H at least for y \, 0 (where X\, are chosen according to
Remark 3.1 with k = k).
Under certain conditions on k, K — Kk, and 7, a function of the form

F(w,y) =y~ (1 +w?)"/? exp(g(w))



with some bounded g indeed does the trick. More precisely, we can pick g
such that ¢’ is of the form

, —ow for w < wy,
g (w) = .
—Qow for w > wy.
This works whenever k — k is sufficiently small (depending on k,r). Unfor-
tunately, we did not succeed in making this work in general.

Corollary 3.4. Suppose k; € |k,R] for allt. Let r,\,{ be chosen such that
AF <0 for all k € [k,E]. Then the process

My = [y (2) Y (L+ XE /Y22, e >0,
s a supermartingale.

Proof. Let F(w,y) = (1 + w?)"/?yt* as above. Then M; =
|W,(2) )Y, AF(X;/Y;,Yy). By (4) and our assumption A, F < 0, we have
that (M;) is a non-negative local supermartingale, and therefore a super-
martingale. O

Corollary 3.5. Let T' > 0, and suppose r > 0, X\ > 0, and ( are chosen
according to Corollary 3.4. Then there exists a constant C < oo, depending
on ¢, N\, T, such that for allt € [0,T], x € R, y €]0,1], and u > 0 we have

C(1+ (ac/g/)Q)T/2 u (TN if ¢ >0,

P(|h(x + iy)| > u) < ,

(I )= ) C(1+ (z/y)2) Puy  if¢<o.
Remark 3.6. In the case k < 8 and the setting of Remark 3.1, the condition
isr € [1,2+ 8/R].

Proof. This is essentially the same as the proof of [RS05, Corollary 3.5]. For
the convenience of the reader, we repeat it here with the slight adaptions to
our case.

Recall that the Loewner equation implies Y; < \/y2 + 4t. Moreover, by

the Schwarz lemma we have |h}(z)| < % = %, therefore |h}(z)] > u



implies Y; > yu. Hence,

%10g(1+4t/y2)
P(h()zu) < Y P(hy(2)] > u, Vi€ [ye" ! ye™)
m=logu
%10g(1+4t/y2)
Z u My Ce ™ EM,
m=logu

%10g(1+4t/y2)

AN

< Z uf)‘efmc(l + x2/y2)r/2
m=logu
= if ¢ >0
< (1 +1’2 2 7"/2u—)\ U ’
S /) (1+4t/y2)~/2 i ¢ <0

—C=Af 0
2/ 2vr/2 J U it ¢ >0,

O

The existence of the SLE trace now follows from the proof in [JVLI11],
which we formulate as the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7 (see the proof of [JVL11, Proposition 4.2 and Theorem 1.1]).
Let £ be a stochastic process that is Holder continuous for all exponents
smaller than 1/2, and consider the forward SLE flow (g¢)i>0 driven by §.
Suppose that there exist constants B, X\, (, C with § < 1, A\ > 0, and
AB 4+ ¢ > 2 such that

P (o) Gy + €)= y™7) < C1+t/y?) /2y

for allt >0, y €10,1].

Then the SLE trace exists almost surely and is a-Holder continuous for
any o < 1%
Proof of Theorem 1.2. In order to apply Lemma 3.7, we need to pick {+ A >
2 in Corollary 3.5.

In the case k < 8, we pick A and ( according to Remark 3.1, and r =
%—}— %, in which case { + X > 2.

In the case k > 8, we will pick r € |0, 1],2 in which case the condition

T

becomes)\—CZ%andA—i—CS%—i—%—T@. Picking ¢ + A > 2 is now

possible if and only if 2r + % — T% >2 &< re ]%, 1[. With any such r,

_ 2 = 2
we can then pick A =r+ @ — % and ( =r— T(KS £) _ % which satisfy

everything. O



4 (k¢) adapted to forward flow

In this sectlon we prove Theorem 1.1. We will drive the forward Loewner
chain by £(t) fo ks dBs where B is a standard Brownian motion with
respect to some filtration and k; = k(t,w) is a measurable adapted process.
As in the previous section, we would like to find a bound for |f{(iy)| but
this time we do not have the backward Loewner flow at our disposal (since
we have no good way of working with the time reversal of £). Instead, we
use the following idea.

Let 0 > 0. We want to find an upper bound for |f/(i8)| = |g.(f:(i6))| .
Observe that z = f;(id) is the point where we have to start the forward flow
in order to reach Z; = id, and this point depends on the behaviour of £ in
the future time interval [0,¢]. That means we would need to consider all
possible points z € H that might reach ¢ at time t.

It turns out that (using Koebe’s distortion estimates) we can reduce
the problem, and we only need to start the flow from a finite number of
points. The number of points we need to test already encodes information
on |f1(i8)].

In the following, we denote by B(z,r) the open ball about z with radius
r, and we denote conformal radius by crad.

Recall Koebe’s distortion estimates and a few consequences.

Lemma 4.1. Let f: H — C be a univalent function, g = f~1: f(H) — H,
and z = x + iy € H. Then for every w € B(f(z), £y|f'(2)|) we have

gl 80

y and <

y 4_8 <

2 lg'(f())I
Proof. Note that y|f'(z)| = 1 crad(f(z), f(H)). In particular, from Koebe’s
1/4 theorem we know that dist(f(2),df(H)) > Lcrad(f(2), f(H)) =

2y|f'(2)|- Another application of Koebe’s 1/4 theorem implies f(B(z,y/2))

2 B(f(2), gyl f'(2)]).
In particular, every w € B(f(z2), 1y|f'(z)|) satisfies |f~1(w) — 2| <

y/2. We conclude by Koebe’s distortion theorem applied on the domain
B(f(2), 5yl f'(2)])- 0

This motivates to start the Loewner flow from the following set of points

l9(w) — 2| <

H(a,M,T)={z+iy |z = +aj/8, y=a(l+k/8), j,k € NU{0},
lz| <M, y<V1+4T}. (5)

This grid is chosen so that for every z € [-M, M| X [a,/1+ 4T] we have
dist(z, H(a, M,T)) < &

The following lemma is purely deterministic and holds for any continuous
driving function &.



Lemma 4.2. Let 6 € 10,1], u > 0 and suppose |f/(id)] > u for some
t €10, T]. Then there exists z € H(ud, ||{||oc:jo,r), T) such that

80 1
27 u

—~

|Z(2) —id] <

NS,

and |gi(2)] <

where H(a, M,T) is given by (5).

Remark 4.3. For later reference, let us note here that the condition | Z(z)—
10| < /2 implies in particular

Xt(Z)
Yi(2)

Proof. Surely, there is z, = ft(i5) which by definition satisfies everything,
but the claim is that we can choose z from the grid H(ud, M, T). Indeed, the
grid is just defined so that there always exists some z € H(ud, M,T) with
|z — z.| < Tud provided that z, € [-M, M] x [ué, /1 + 4T]. By Lemma 4.1,
such z satisfies the desired properties.

The fact that z, € [-M, M] x [ud, /1 + 4T just come from the Loewner
equation (for the upper bounds) and from the Schwarz lemma (for the lower

bound). O

Yi(z) €[0/2,36/2] and

Next, we introduce the parametrisation by imaginary value. For z € H
and 6 > 0, let o(s) = o(s,2,0) = inf{t € R |Y; < Je 2%}, s € R. Note that
the s-parametrisation is defined such that the flow starts at sg = —% log %,
while s = 0 corresponds to the time ¢ when Y;(z) = 6. We have the following
representations

O'(S) = / (Xg(sl) + YUZ(S/)) dS,

—Llioc ¥
2 5
and
X~ Yot
1 ’ — _9 o(s o(s
as og ’go(s) (Z)‘ Xg(s) + Y0'2(5)

and consequently |0s 10g|g;(8)(z)| <2.

Suppose in the following that £(t) = fot ks dBs where B is a standard
Brownian motion with respect to some filtration and k; = k(t,w) > 0 is a
measurable adapted process.

The moments of |g}(z)| can be studied similarly to the case of the back-
ward flow, as was also done in [RS05].

For F = F(w,y) € C? we have

_ X, a_
d(|g;<z>|m AF(f,m) Y2 (A Pt — RYiE, dB,). (6)

where

AN 2 4
Y Y F o+ 2F,..

AF =AM Fp = F— F,
" o (1 + w?)? R 2

10



Lemma 4.4. The function F(w,y) = (1 +w?)"/?y$*A, satisfies AM™E <o
on H if and only if A\ — ¢ < —7F andA-FCZQr_%_{_T?T“.

Remark 4.5. Here again the reqularity of the SLE trace that can be proved
are directly related to the exponents \,( (with some restrictions on r). So
one may again ask for sharper supersolutions. In contrast to Section 3, we
had to modify the exponents in F' also in the case k < 8, so optimal reqularity
of the SLE trace is not clear in that case either. We believe that its reqularity
should be the same as for SLE,, where k, = K in the case K < 8, and ky = K
in the case K > 8.

Under certain conditions on k«, K — K, and r, we can find supersolutions
to Supye( ) Axt’ < 0 that are of the form

F(w,y) =y~ (1 4+ w?)"/? exp(g(w))

with X\, ¢ chosen according to Remark 4.7 with kK = K, and a bounded function
g. More precisely, we can pick g such that g’ is of the form

g'(w) = e

for w > wy.

—oqw for w < wy,
—QwW

This works whenever k — k is sufficiently small (depending on k«, 7). Again,
we did not succeed in making this work in general.

Corollary 4.6. Suppose ki € [k, R] for all t. Let r,\,( be chosen such that
AF <0 for all k € [k,E]. Then the process

My = |gi ()Y (L4 X2 /Y2 %, 120
s a supermartingale.

Remark 4.7. In case of constant k, i.e. K = R, we can take

TR T K

A: _— — [

Tttt
7"2/{
C—T—i—?

In that case, Ay F' = 0 and (My) is a martingale when stopped before the hull
hits a small ball around z.

Proof. Let F(w,y) = (1 + w?)/?y*t* as above. Then M; =
l91(2) Y, AF (X, /Y:, Y;). By (6) and our assumption A, F < 0, we have
that (M;) is a non-negative local supermartingale, and therefore a super-
martingale. O

11



Recall that by Lemma 4.2, if | f{(i6)| > u for some t € [0, T], then we find
z € H(ud, ||€||oc;j0,m), T') that satisfies the property stated in the lemma. Note
that for such z, we have o(s,z,0) = t for some s € [—1,1]. In particular,

<1 for some s € [—1,1].

XO' S

1949(2)] S & and |32

In case A < 0, a lower bound for |g;(z)| is equivalent to an upper bound
for |g;(2)|*. Then

1
P (yg;(s)(z)\ < o and [Xoq)| < Ya(s>> < @B [|g00)(2) Mol

’9:7(5)(2)‘

€
|g;(0) ()]

for fixed s. Moreover, since < 2, we have

05 log |9;(8)(Z)|

[e72,e?] for all s € [~1,1].
Let S = S(z,0) = inf{s € [~1,1] | | X, (5| < Y, (5} A 2. Together with
Corollary 4.6, we then have (for any A\ € R)
E [’92(5)(2)\A15§1} = 6 °E [My(s)ls<1]
< ¢ My
<0y (Lt (7)

and consequently (for A < 0)
P (190 (2)] < - and [Xy] < Yo € € 11
Jo(s)\2)1 = 7, a0 o(s)| < Yo(s) for some s ,

S B |lgh s (2)Ms<t
Sure Sy (1 + 2 /y?) (8)

Proposition 4.8. Suppose r, A\, are chosen according to Corollary 4.6 and
A < 0. Then there exists a constant C < oo, depending on r,(, A\, T, M, such
that for §,u > 0 we have

P(|f{(i8)] = u for some t € [0,T], ||€llo7) < M)

Cust ifr<-—1, (+1< -1
< Cutr=26—¢2 ifr<-—-1, (+1> -1,
T ) CuStAOENSOHD e s 1 C—r < —1
Cur=26¢2 ifr>—1, ¢ —r>—1.

Proof. With Lemma 4.2, we only need to sum up (8) for all points z €
H(ud, M,T). To save it for later use, we will perform the calculation in the
following Lemma 4.9. The result follows. U

12



Lemma 4.9. Let r,( € R, M,T > 0, a > 0. Then there exists C < oo
depending on r,(, M, T such that

CaC ifr<-1, (+1< -1,
Ca=? ifr<-—1, ¢(+1> -1,
Cat™m bt dfr>—1, (—r<—1,
Ca™2 ifr>—1, C—r>—1.

ST ety <
z€H (a,M,T)

Proof. For simplicity, we can write x; = aj, y, = ak where j = —Ma™t, ..,
Ma=!and k =1,..., Ma~!. (The additional factors do not matter and will
be absorbed in the final constant C'.)
We have
v (1423 /yp)"? = (ak) (1 + 52 /k?)" /.
We first sum in j.

-1

Ma
S = [y

j<Ma=1

Ma=1/k
:/ (1+j12)7‘/2kdj/
0

_ )k if r < —1,
B G T .

We then sum in k. In case r < —1 we have

A%l(ak)%v a i C+1< 1,
P T a2 ifC+1> -1,

and in case r > —1 we have

Ma~1 —r—1
Z (akj)ga_(r_i_l)k_r - ac if C —r< —1,
e a=? if¢—r>-1.

O

Corollary 4.10. Suppose r, X\, ( are chosen according to Corollary 4.6 and

A<0. Let 8 > % \% T#{féi)\ V0. Then with probability 1 there exists some

(random) yo > 0 such that

|fiio)| <577

for all 6 €]0,yo] and t € [0,T).
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Proof. 1t suffices to show the claim on the event {[|¢l[jo,r) < M} for all M.
By Proposition 4.8

P(|f1(i8)] = 6~ for some ¢ € [0,T], [|€]ljo,r) < M)

Co—PEHN) ifr<-—1,¢C+1<-1
_ Co—PA-2)—¢-2 ifr<—1, C+1>—1,
T ) ¢ A=) e > 1 (—r < —1
Co—PA=2)—(=2 ifr>—-1,¢C—r>—1.

Our choice of S implies that this probability decays as § N\, 0.
For § = 27", n — oo, the claim then follows from the Borel-Cantelli
lemma, and for all other § from the Koebe distortion theorem. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. If we can pick 8 < 1 in the previous corollary, then
by [JVL11, Corollary 3.12] the trace exists. This is possible if and only if
S22 <1 <= (+A1<0.

For better readability, we write down the two cases 0 = kK < & < 8 and
8 < k < Kk < 0o separately.

First the case kK < 8. In order to fulfill also the conditions of Corol-
lary 4.6, we need to pick r such that 2r — 7 + 7"%”‘ < 0forall k € [0,R] <
e ]1 — %, 0[. This is a non-empty interval if and only if & < 8.

Next, we need to fulfill A — ¢ < —%F. Since we allow  to be as small as
0, and this condition becomes A — ¢ < 0.

In summary, we need to pick ¢, A such that A < 0, ( + A €

[27“ — % + T?TR,O[, and ¢ — A > 0. This can be done by choosing { =
A=71— % + T%P”. i
Now the case £ > 8. Again, we need to pick 7 such that 2r — ¢ + 5% < 0
for all k € [k,R] < r € }O, 1— %[ This is a non-empty interval if and
only if kK > 8.
The condition A — { < —% for all k € [k, K] now becomes A — ( < —%.
In summary, we need to pick {, A such that A < 0, ( + A €
2 —
[27“ — % + %,0[, and ( — A > *F. This can be done by choosing ¢ =

_ 2 —_ 2
rw TR K __ . _TE __TK KR
r-3xtEtE.A=r-g % +g- m

Remark 4.11. Of course, the proof also applies to the case of constant
k. In that case, with a bit more work, we can recover the optimal Hoélder
and p-variation exponents of SLE, proved in [JVL11, FT17], i.e. any a <
(1—%)@ andp> (1+£)N2.

In the case of non-constant k, when k — k is sufficiently small, it should
follow from Remark 4.5 that the regularity of the trace is the same as for
SLE,,. We believe that this should be true in general, but we are unable to
prove it.
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