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Abstract. We prove the existence and uniqueness of the canonical conformally covariant volume
measure on the carpet/gasket of a conformal loop ensemble (CLEκ, κ P p8{3, 8q) which respects the
Markov property for CLE. The starting point for the construction is the existence of the canonical
measure on CLE in the context of Liouville quantum gravity (LQG) previously constructed by the
first author with Sheffield and Werner. As a warm-up, we construct the natural parameterization
of SLEκ for κ P p4, 8q using LQG which serves to complement earlier work of Benoist on the case
κ P p0, 4q.
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1. Introduction

The conformal loop ensembles (CLEκ, κ P p8{3, 8q) are the canonical conformally invariant probability
measures on locally finite collections of non-crossing loops in a simply connected domain D Ď C
[47, 49]. It is the loop version of the Schramm-Loewner evolution (SLEκ) [43]. Just like SLEκ, CLEκ
arises in the context of two-dimensional statistical mechanics as the scaling limit of the collection of
all interfaces of certain models at criticality [50, 5, 21, 52, 3, 16]. The CLEκ’s have the same phases
as the SLEκ’s [41] in that when κ P p8{3, 4s the loops are a.s. simple, disjoint, and do not intersect
the domain boundary and if κ P p4, 8q they are a.s. self-intersecting, intersect each other and the
domain boundary. The set of points which are not surrounded by a loop in the CLEκ is called the
CLEκ carpet if κ P p8{3, 4s and the CLEκ gasket if κ P p4, 8q. The reason for this terminology is
that in the former (resp. latter) phase a CLEκ is a random analog of the Sierpinski carpet (resp.
gasket). It is proven (see [44, 40, 38]) that the dimension of the CLEκ carpet or gasket is a.s.

dpκq “ 2 ´
p8 ´ κqp3κ´ 8q

32κ
“ 1 `

2

κ
`

3κ

32
for κ P p8{3, 8q.(1.1)
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2 JASON MILLER AND LUKAS SCHOUG

Note that dpκq “ 2 at the boundary points κ “ 8{3, 8 and that dpκq ă 2 for κ P p8{3, 8q. The reason
for the former is that a CLE8{3 can be interpreted as being the empty set of loops while a CLE8

consists of a single space-filling loop.

In this paper, we will construct a measure on the CLEκ carpet or gasket for each κ P p8{3, 8q which
is determined by the CLEκ, conformally covariant, and respects the Markov property of CLEκ and
we will prove that this measure is unique up to a multiplicative constant. We will now introduce
what we mean precisely by this. In doing so, we will make use of the following notation. Suppose
that Γ is CLEκ on a simply connected domain and U Ď D is open. We let UΓ denote the set
obtained by removing from U the closure of the union of the set of points surrounded by those loops
of Γ which intersect U and DzU . For V Ď D open, we let ΓV be the loops of Γ which are contained
in V .

Definition 1.1. Fix κ P p8{3, 8q. Suppose that for each simply connected domain D we have a
probability measure PD on pairs pΓ,Ξq where the marginal law of Γ is that of a CLEκ on D and Ξ
is a measure supported on its carpet (if κ ď 4) or gasket (if κ ą 4) Υ which is a.s. determined by Γ.

(i) Then we say that the family pPDq is conformally covariant with exponent d if the following is

true. Suppose that φ : D Ñ rD is a conformal transformation and pΓ,Ξq „ PD, prΓ, rΞq „ P
rD

are coupled together so that rΓ “ φpΓq. Then for all Borel sets A Ď D we have that

rΞpφpAqq “

ż

A
|φ1pzq|ddΞpzq.

(ii) If pPDq satisfies (i) then we say that pPDq respects the CLEκ Markov property if the following
is true. Suppose that pΓ,Ξq „ PD, U Ď D is open and simply connected, and V is a component
of UΓ. Then the conditional law of pΓV ,Ξ|V q given ΓzΓV and Ξ|DzV is PV .

(iii) For each compact set K Ď D we have that EDrΞpKqs ă 8 where ED denotes the expectation
under PD.

Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.2. For each κ P p8{3, 8q there exists a family pPDq of probability measures which
satisfy Definition 1.1 with exponent d “ dpκq as in (1.1) so that if pΓ,Ξq „ PD then a.s. ΞpDq ą 0.

Moreover, if prPDq is another family satisfying Definition 1.1 then there exists a constant K ě 0 so

that if pΓ,Ξq „ PD then pΓ,KΞq „ rPD for every simply connected domain D Ď C.

Remark 1.3. By [55, Lemma 2.6], we know that if the dpκq-dimensional Minkowski content ContΥ
of the carpet or gasket of Γ „ CLEκ exists (usually just referred to as the Minkowski content of
Γ) and has locally finite expectation, then it satisfies Definition 1.1. Hence, by the uniqueness
component of Theorem 1.2, we have that if ContΥ exists, is non-trivial, and has locally finite
expectation then there exists a deterministic constant K ą 0 so that it equals KΞ.

We construct this family of measures using as a starting point the natural measure on CLEκ in the
context of Liouville quantum gravity (LQG) which has been constructed for κ P p8{3, 8qzt4u [36, 37].
The case κ “ 4 is slightly different in the LQG context as it corresponds to the critical case γ “ 2
which is why it is not treated in [36, 37]. We will construct the measure in this case by considering
a sequence pκnq with κn ă 4 such that κn Õ 4 and define the measure as the weak limit as n Ñ 8

of the measure on the CLEκn carpet and show that it is conformally covariant with exponent dp4q

and is supported on the CLE4 carpet.
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Before constructing the measures on CLE, we construct the natural parameterization of SLEκ1

for κ1 P p4, 8q using the GFF. The natural parameterization was constructed in [22, 26] and is
conjectured to be the parameterization of an SLE which arises as a scaling limit of an interface
of a discrete model, where the discrete curve is parameterized by the number of edges which it
traverses. It is the unique locally finite measure on SLE satisfying a certain conformal covariance
(see Section 2.3). Our second main result is the following (for the definitions of the various objects,
see Section 2).

Theorem 1.4. Let η „ SLEκ1, κ1 P p4, 8q, let h be a zero-boundary GFF independent of η and let
ση,h denote the generalized quantum length of η with respect to h. Set

µpdzq “ F pzqE
”

ση,hpdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
η

ı

,

where F pzq “ rHpzq´κ1{8 and rHpzq is the conformal radius of H seen from z. Then, there is a
deterministic constant C ą 0 such that Cµ is a.s. the natural parameterization of η.

It follows from [22] that if µ is an a.s. locally finite measure on η which satisfies a certain conformal
covariance formula, then µ must be a (deterministic) constant times the natural parameterization of
η, see Section 2.3. Thus, Section 3 is devoted to proving conformal covariance and local finiteness
of µ and hence Theorem 1.4. This also makes for a good warm-up for proving Theorem 1.2, as
the conformal covariance of the measure on CLEκ is proven similarly, but with more cases and the
transformation of quantum length is a bit more subtle in places. Moreover, in proving that µ is
locally finite, we determine the density of the intensity Erµs, and the strategy for doing this is in
some aspects similar to the strategy for determining the density of the intensity ErΞs (where Ξ is a
measure on CLEκ as in Definition 1.1) which is an important step in proving the uniqueness part of
Theorem 1.2.

Related work. In recent years, there have been a number of works focused on constructing natural
measures supported on random fractals. In [22, 20] the so-called natural parameterization of SLE is
studied and shown to be the Minkowski content of SLE. In [2], the same measure is constructed for
κ P p0, 4q via a different method: as the conditional expectation of a certain LQG length measure
on the SLEκ process. This is the strategy we will take in constructing the measures in Sections 3
and 4. Another related object is a random measure on the so-called two-valued sets of the Gaussian
free field (GFF), which was constructed in [42]. It was constructed similarly to the above, but using
the imaginary multiplicative chaos (i.e., LQG but with imaginary parameter) and it was shown that
if the conformal Minkowski content (which is defined by replacing the Euclidean distance with the
conformal radius of the domain minus the fractal in the definition of Minkowski content) exists,
then it is equal to the constructed measure.

Outline. We now give a brief overview of the paper. In Section 2 we introduce the preliminary
material needed: the Schramm-Loewner evolution, conformal loop ensembles, GFFs and LQG.
Section 3 is devoted to the problem of constructing the natural parameterization of SLEκ, for
κ P p4, 8q using LQG. In Section 4 we prove the existence of the conformally covariant measures on
the CLE carpets/gaskets and Section 5 is devoted to proving the uniqueness.

Acknowledgments. J.M. and L.S. were supported by the ERC starting grant 804166 (SPRS).
The authors would like to thank an anonymous referee for helpful comments.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Random measures. We begin by briefly recalling some notation and definitions related to
random measures and we refer the reader to [14] for more details. A random measure is a random
element taking values in a space of measures on some Borel space. Here we consider measures
on C. Let ξ be a random measure. Then the intensity of ξ is the measure Erξs which is defined
by ErξspOq “ ErξpOqs for each Borel set O Ď C. Furthermore, if G is a σ-algebra then the
conditional intensity is the random element Erξ | G s defined by Erξ | G spOq “ ErξpOq | G s. By [14,
Corollary 2.17] we have that if ξ is an a.s. locally finite measure and Erξs is locally finite, then there
is a version of Erξ | G s which is an a.s. locally finite measure. Finally, for a function f : C Ñ R
we write ξpfq “

ş

C fpzqdξpzq. We remark, that our definition of random measure (and hence the
related notions) differs slightly from that of [14], in that we do not require that a random measure
is a.s. locally finite. We will however prove that the random measures that we are working with are
in fact a.s. locally finite, and thereafter there is no problem in using the results in [14].

2.2. Schramm-Loewner evolution. We will now introduce the Schramm-Loewner evolution
(SLE). For more on SLE, see e.g., [19, 41]. Fix κ ą 0 and for each z P H let gtpzq denote the
solution to

Btgtpzq “
2

gtpzq ´Wt
, g0pzq “ z,(2.1)

where Wt “
?
κBt and Bt is a standard Brownian motion. The solution to (2.1) exists until the

time Tz “ inftt ą 0 : Impgtpzqq “ 0u and we write Kt “ tz P H : Tz ď tu. Then pgtqtě0 is a family
of conformal maps called the SLEκ Loewner chain and gt : HzKt Ñ H is the unique conformal map
with gtpzq ´ z Ñ 0 as z Ñ 8. It was proved by Rohde and Schramm for κ ‰ 8 [41] and by Lawler,
Schramm, and Werner for κ “ 8 [21] that there a.s. exists a continuous curve η in H from 0 to 8

such that HzKt is the unbounded component of Hzηpr0, tsq. The curve η is an SLEκ process from 0
to 8 in H. The behavior of SLEκ processes depends heavily on κ: when κ ď 4, they are a.s. simple,
when κ P p4, 8q they have self-intersections and intersect the domain boundary and when κ ě 8 they
are a.s. space-filling [41].

The range of an SLEκ process is a random fractal of a.s. Hausdorff dimension minp2, 1 ` κ
8 q [41, 1]

which is scale invariant and satisfies the so-called domain Markov property : if τ is an a.s. finite
stopping time then the law of t ÞÑ gτ pηpτ ` tqq ´Wτ is that of an SLEκ process in H from 0 to 8.
One defines SLEκ processes in other simply connected domains as the conformal images of SLEκ
in H.

The so-called SLEκpρq processes [18, Section 8.3] are a natural generalization of SLEκ processes
where one keeps track of several marked points. More precisely, consider z “ pz1, . . . , znq where
zj P H and let ρ “ pρ1, . . . , ρnq where ρj P R. Then the SLEκpρq process with force points z and
weights ρ arises from the family of conformal maps in the same way as ordinary SLEκ by solving (2.1)
with Wt given by the solution to the SDE

dWt “
?
κdBt `

n
ÿ

j“1

Re

˜

ρj

Wt ´ V j
t

¸

dt, dV j
t “

2

V j
t ´Wt

dt, V j
0 “ zj .
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The existence of the curve corresponding to an SLEκpρq process was proved in [28] up until the
continuation threshold which is

inf

$

&

%

t ě 0 :
ÿ

i:V it “Wt

ρi ď ´2

,

.

-

,

i.e., the first time t that the sum of the weights of the force points which collide with W at time t
is at most ´2. The continuity of the SLEκpρq processes (with a single force point) with ρ ă ´2
was proved in [32, 35]. When they are not interacting with their force points, SLEκpρq processes
locally look like ordinary SLEκ processes and in this case can be obtained by weighting the law of
an ordinary SLEκ by a certain martingale; see [45, Theorem 6]. For more on SLEκpρq processes see
[28].

2.3. Natural parameterization of SLE. Implicit in the definition of SLEκ using the chordal
Loewner equation (2.1) is a notion of time called the capacity parameterization. That is, hcappKtq “

2t for all t ě 0 where hcap denotes the half-plane capacity. This parameterization of time is convenient
in the context of the Loewner equation but there are other time parameterizations for SLEκ which
are useful to study for other reasons. One such example is the natural parameterization of SLEκ,
which was first considered in [22]. The natural time parameterization is the one which conjecturally
corresponds to the scaling limit of an interface for a discrete model where the discrete curve is
parameterized by the number of edges which it traverses. (So far this has only been proved in the
case of the convergence of the loop-erased random walk [23].) The natural parameterization for SLEκ
was constructed in [22] for κ ă 4p7 ´

?
33q and later in [26] for all κ ă 8. For κ ě 8, the natural

parameterization corresponds to parameterizing the curve by Lebesgue measure as it is space-filling.
The construction of the natural parameterization in [22, 26] is indirect. A direct construction was
first given in [20], in which it is shown that it is (a constant times) the d “ p1 ` κ{8q-dimensional
Minkowski content of η „ SLEκ. That is, let MpDq :“ Contdpη XDq, where

ContdpAq “ lim
rÑ0

rd´2Areaptz P H : distpz,Aq ă ruq.

If η is has the natural parameterization, then Mpηprs, tsqq “ t´ s for all 0 ď s ď t. Let pftqtě0 be
the centered Loewner chain for η, i.e., ftpzq “ gtpzq ´

?
κBt where

?
κBt is the driving function

of η. If D Ď H is a subdomain with piecewise smooth boundary, then M satisfies in addition the
following.

ErMpDqs “

ż

D
Gκpzqdz, ErMpDq2s “

ż

D

ż

D
Gκpz, wqdzdw,

ErMpDq | η|r0,tss “ M|ηpr0,tsqpDq `

ż

D
|f 1
tpzq|2´dGκpftpzqqdz,

where Gκpzq “ c sin
8
κ

´1parg zqImpzqd´2 for some c “ cκ ą 0 and

Gκpz, wq “ lim
rÑ0

r2pd´2qPrdistpz, ηq ď r, distpw, ηq ď rs.

The natural parameterization of SLEκ is characterized by the property that it is conformally
covariant and respects the domain Markov property which we will now explain. We write ψt “ f´1

t

and note that the map ft “unzips” t units of time from the curve η, while ψt “zips up” the same
amount of time. We define the unzipped curves by

ηtpuq “ ftpηpt` uqq for u ě 0,(2.2)
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and write η0 “ η. For each t ě 0, let

µtpdzq “ |ψ1
tpzq|´dµ ˝ ψtpdzq.(2.3)

The following was proven (but formulated a bit differently) in [22].

Theorem 2.1. Fix κ P p0, 8q, set d “ 1 ` κ{8, and let η be an SLEκ process and let µ be an a.s.

locally finite measure on η. If pηt, µtq
d
“ pη, µq for each t ě 0 then there exists a constant C ą 0 so

that µ is C times the natural parameterization of η.

We say that a measure µ determined by η is conformally covariant with exponent d and respects
the domain Markov property if the hypothesis given in Theorem 2.1 holds.

As mentioned in the introduction, the natural parameterization of SLEκ, κ ă 4 can also be
constructed via Gaussian multiplicative chaos measures; see [2]. In Section 3, we shall do the same
but in the case of self-intersecting SLEκ, that is, for κ P p4, 8q.

2.4. Conformal loop ensembles. As mentioned earlier, conformal loop ensembles (CLEκ, κ P

p8{3, 8q) are a one-parameter family of collections of loops that locally look like SLE curves,
constructed in [47, 49]. SLEκ arises naturally when studying the scaling limit of a single interface
in a statistical mechanics model with certain boundary conditions while CLEκ arises as the scaling
limit of all the interfaces simultaneously.

Figure 1. Left: CLE3. Middle: CLE4. Right: CLE6. The left (resp. middle)
figure was simulated by sampling a random walk loop-soup with central charge
1
2 (resp. 1) and taking the outermost clusters. It was proved in [27] that these
outer boundaries converge to the CLEκ for κ “ 3 (resp. κ “ 4). The right figure
was simulated by sampling a critical bond percolation in the square lattice and
then conformally mapping it to D. This is conjectured to converge to CLE6 (the
corresponding statement was proved for percolation on the triangular lattice, see [51,
5]).

Fix κ P p8{3, 8q. For each simply connected domain D Ď C, let PCLEκ
D denote the law of a CLEκ

in D. Then PCLEκ
D satisfies the following properties.

‚ Conformal invariance: If D and D1 are simply connected domains and φ : D Ñ D1, then
the pushforward of PCLEκ

D under φ is PCLEκ
D1 .
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‚ Conformal restriction: If Γ „ PCLEκ
D , rD Ď D is simply connected and rDΓ is the random

set obtained by removing from rD the loops in Γ and their interiors (the points enclosed by

the loops) that do not stay in rD, then the law of the loops that stay in rD, given rDΓ, is the

product of the laws PCLEκ
rDΓ
j

where rDΓ
j are the connected components of rDΓ.

‚ Local finiteness: We have PCLEκ
D -a.s. that for each ε ą 0 there exists only finitely many

loops of diameter greater than ε.

In the case that κ P p8{3, 4s, PCLEκ
D is characterized by these properties [49] (it is expected that there

is a similar characterization in the case κ P p4, 8q but this has not been proved; see the open question
at the end of [49]). That CLEκ has these properties for κ P p8{3, 4s was first proved in [49] using
the loop-soup construction. These properties were later proved in this case as a consequence of the
iterated boundary conformal loop ensemble construction introduced in [35], the reversibility results
established in [29, 30], and the continuity of space-filling SLEκ [31]. In the case that κ P p4, 8q,
the conformal invariance of CLEκ was proved in [47] conditionally on the reversibility of SLEκ for
κ P p4, 8q which was later proved in [30]. Finally, The conformal restriction property for CLEκ in
this case was carefully explained in [13] the local finiteness was proved in [31] as a consequence of
the continuity of space-filling SLEκ.

As mentioned in Section 1, the set of points not surrounded by any loop is a random fractal, called
the carpet if κ P p8{3, 4s or gasket if κ P p4, 8q, and has almost sure Hausdorff dimension given
by (1.1). In the case that κ P p8{3, 4s, CLEκ admits two constructions. The first is via the Brownian
loop-soup and the second is using the so-called CLEκ exploration tree [47]. The equivalence of these
constructions was proved in [49]. In the case that κ P p4, 8q, the only known construction of CLEκ
is via the exploration tree. In what follows, we will review the loop-soup construction.

2.4.1. Loop-soup construction. Let µ7pz, w; tq denote the law of the Brownian bridge in C from z to
w in time t. Then the (unrooted) Brownian loop measure in C is defined as

µloopC “

ż

C

ż 8

0

1

2πt2
µ7pz, z; tqdtdz.

The Brownian loop measure in D Ď C, denoted µloopD , is defined as the restriction of µloopC to the
loops that are contained in D. The Brownian loop-soup in D Ď C with intensity c ą 0 is defined

as a Poisson point process with intensity given by cµloopD . The Brownian loop-soup is conformally
invariant, that is, the conformal image of a Brownian loop-soup is a Brownian loop-soup in the new
domain, with the same intensity. For more on the Brownian loop-soup, see [24].

Let qΓ “ pLjqjPJ be a Brownian loop-soup with intensity c P p0, 1s. Let Γ be the collection of outer

boundaries of the clusters of qΓ. By [49], Γ is a CLEκ where κ P p8{3, 4s is determined by the relation

c “
p3κ´ 8qp6 ´ κq

2κ
.

This construction gives a natural coupling of CLEκ’s with κ P p8{3, 4s induced by the Poisson point

process. More precisely, we can couple loop-soups pqΓcqcPp0,1s such that qΓc1 Ď qΓc2 whenever c1 ă c2.
This in turn gives a monotone coupling of CLEκ which we will use in our construction of the natural
measure on CLE4. This is useful, as the natural LQG measure on CLE, which we will use in our
construction, has not previously been defined for κ “ 4.
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2.5. Gaussian free field. We now introduce the Gaussian free field (GFF). For more details, see
[46, 48]. Let D be a Jordan domain and denote by C8

0 pDq the smooth functions on D with compact
support. We denote by H0pDq the Hilbert space closure of C8

0 pDq with respect to the Dirichlet
inner product

pf, gq∇ “
1

2π

ż

D
∇fpzq ¨ ∇gpzqdz.

The zero-boundary GFF h on D is given by

h “

8
ÿ

n“1

αnϕn

where pϕnq8
n“1 is a p¨, ¨q∇-orthonormal basis of H0pDq and pαnq8

n“1 is an i.i.d. sequence of Np0, 1q

random variables. Clearly, h is not a function, however, the partial sums converge in the Sobolev
space H´εpDq for every ε ą 0. The law of h is independent of the choice of orthonormal basis. It
follows from the conformal invariance of the Dirichlet inner product that the law of h is conformally

invariant as well. That is, if φ : D Ñ rD is a conformal map, then

rh :“ h ˝ φ´1 “

8
ÿ

n“1

αnϕn ˝ φ´1

is a zero-boundary GFF in rD.

Let U Ď D be open. Integrating by parts, it is easy to see thatH0pDq admits the p¨, ¨q∇-decomposition
H0pDq “ H0pUq ‘ HK

0 pUq where HK
0 pUq “ HK

0,DpUq is the set of functions in H0pDq which are

harmonic on U . Hence, we get a decomposition of h into h “ hU `hK
U , with hU and hK

U independent,

where hU is a zero-boundary GFF in U and hK
U is a distribution which agrees with h on DzU and is

harmonic on U . In particular, hK
U can be thought of as the harmonic extension to U of the values of

h on BU . This is the Markov property of the GFF.

A GFF with more general boundary data, say f , is defined as h` F where h is a zero-boundary
GFF and F is the harmonic extension of the values of f to the domain.

Equivalently, one can define the zero-boundary GFF h as the centered Gaussian process, h :
H0pDq Ñ L2pPq, with the Green’s function as its correlation kernel. That is, ph, fq, f P H0pDq is a
collection of zero mean Gaussian random variables with correlations given by

Erph, fqph, gqs “

ż

DˆD
fpzqGpz, wqgpwqdzdw,

where G “ GD is the Green’s function for D with Dirichlet boundary data. The conformal invariance
of h follows from the conformal invariance of Green’s functions.

We will next give the definition of the free boundary GFF. Let HpDq be the Hilbert space closure
with respect to p¨, ¨q∇ of the space of functions f P C8pDq such that

ş

D fdz “ 0. Then the free
boundary GFF is defined by the sum

h “

8
ÿ

n“1

αnψn,

where pψnq8
n“1 is a p¨, ¨q∇-orthonormal basis of HpDq and pαnq8

n“1 is an i.i.d. sequence of Np0, 1q

random variables. Just as in the zero-boundary case, the free boundary GFF is conformally invariant.
We note that as the free boundary GFF is only defined on test functions of zero mean, it is actually
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not canonically defined in a space of distributions, but rather in a space of distributions modulo
additive constant.

We may decompose a free boundary GFF h on D as the sum of a zero-boundary GFF on D and
the harmonic extension of the values of h on BD to D. We note that this harmonic extension will
be a random harmonic function. Consequently, the zero-boundary GFF and the free boundary GFF
are mutually absolutely continuous away from the boundary.

Remark 2.2 (Radial/lateral decomposition). Let HRpHq and HLpHq be the subspaces of functions
in HpHq which are constant on and have mean zero on each semi-circle centered at zero, respectively.
Then HpHq “ HRpHq ‘ HLpHq. The projection of a free boundary GFF h onto HRpHq is the
function hR “ h|¨|p0q which on each semi-circle centered at 0 takes the average value of the field

h on that semi-circle. The projection of h onto HLpHq is given by hL “ h ´ h|¨|p0q. We call hR

and hL the radial and lateral parts of h, respectively. Clearly, hR and hL are independent. Note
that while hR is only defined modulo additive constant, hL is actually well-defined. There is also
an analogous radial/lateral decomposition for HpS q as the orthogonal sum of the spaces HRpS q,
HLpS q where the former consists of those functions in HpS q which are constant on lines of the
form t` p0, iπq and the latter consists of those functions in HpS q which have mean zero on such
lines.

Finally, we mention the notion of a local set. In practice, this is just a random set for which a
domain Markov property holds. More precisely, if h is a GFF on D, then we say that random closed
subset A of D is a local set for h if there is a coupling of A, h and a field hA such that

‚ hA can be represented as a harmonic function on DzA,
‚ Conditionally on ph,Aq, hA :“ h´ hA is a GFF in DzA with zero boundary conditions.

In fact, hA can be seen to be a deterministic function of h and A, so the coupling concerns only h
and A.

2.6. Liouville quantum gravity. Fix γ P p0, 2q. Informally, a Liouville quantum gravity (LQG)
surface is a random two-dimensional Riemannian manifold parameterized by a domain D with
metric tensor given by

eγhpzqdxb dy

where h is some form of the GFF on D. Of course, this does not make literal sense, since the
exponential of a distribution is not well-defined. Instead, one has to define LQG surfaces via
renormalization.

For z P D and 0 ă ε ă distpz, BDq, we let hεpzq denote the average value of h on BBpz, εq. Then
the γ-LQG area measure on D is a random measure which is defined as the weak limit

µhpdzq “ lim
εÑ0

εγ
2{2eγhεpzqdz

where dz denotes Lebesgue measure.

If h is a free boundary GFF (or any Gaussian field which is locally absolutely continuous with
respect to a free boundary GFF plus a continuous function), then it is also possible to define a
boundary length measure. For x P BD, let hεpxq be the average value of h on BBpx, εq XD. Then,
on a linear segment of BD, we define the quantum length measure as

νhpdxq “ lim
εÑ0

εγ
2{4e

γ
2
hεpxqdx,
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where dx is Lebesgue measure on BD.

It is also possible to construct a metric for LQG [33, 34, 12, 7], though we will not need this in the
present paper.

Let rD be a simply connected domain, ψ : rD Ñ D a conformal map and write

rh “ h ˝ ψ `Q log |ψ1|, Q “
2

γ
`
γ

2
.

Then µh is the pushforward of the measure µ
rh
under ψ. That is, for each A Ď rD, µ

rh
pAq “ µhpψpAqq

holds a.s. Similarly, νh is the pushforward of ν
rh
under ψ. Thus, the random surface does not

depend on which domain D we parameterize it by and hence a quantum surface is defined to be an
equivalence class of pairs pD,hq consisting of a simply connected domain and a distribution under
the relation transformation

pD,hq ÞÑ pψ´1pDq, h ˝ ψ `Q log |ψ1|q.(2.4)

Note that this provides a definition of νh even for boundary arcs which are not linear: one just
maps the domain to H (for example) and measures the length there.

The measures νh can actually measure the length of some curves inside of the domain as well. This
is done by mapping the curve to the boundary and measuring the length of the boundary segment
that is the image of the curve. That is, if η is a curve in H and g : Hzη Ñ H is a conformal map
which extends continuously to η (in the sense of prime ends), then the quantum length of the left
(resp. right) side of η, ηL (resp. ηR), is defined as the measure of gpηLq (resp. gpηRq) with respect
to νh̄, where

h̄ “ h ˝ g `Q log |g1|.

In [48], it is proven that if κ P p0, 4q, then the length of the left and right sides of an independent
SLEκ curve drawn on a quantum surface called a pγ ´ 2γ´1q-quantum wedge (corresponding to a
weight of 4), γ “

?
κ, can be made sense of and that they are equal at any given time. In [8], the

authors prove that the quantum length of the left and right sides of an SLEκ1 hull, κ1 P p4, 8q, drawn

on an independent p 4
γ ´

γ
2 q-quantum wedge (corresponding to a weight of 3γ2{2 ´ 2), γ “ 4{

?
κ1,

are given by independent κ1{4-stable Lévy processes with only negative jumps provided the curve
has the appropriate time parameterization. The negative jumps correspond to the components that
the curve disconnects from 8 and the size of a downward jump gives the quantum length of the
component. We will refer to this time parameterization as generalized quantum length.

Since the time parameterization of a stable Lévy process can be recovered from its ordered collection
of jumps, we can recover the generalized quantum length from the ordered collection of quantum

lengths of the components disconnected from 8 by the curve. More concretely, let Nη,h
ε pdzq denote

the counting measure on bubbles cut out by η of LQG boundary length in rε, 2εs, with respect
to h. The boundary of each such bubble is absolutely continuous with respect to an SLEκ for
κ “ 16{κ1 P p0, 4q and therefore it has a well-defined quantum length. The generalized quantum
length of η is the random measure defined by

ση,hpdzq :“ lim
εÑ0

εpαNη,h
ε pdzq,

where pα “ κ1{4 “ 4{γ2. This is a volume measure such that ση,hpηpr0, tsqq is continuous and strictly

increasing in t. Moreover, we write ση,hI and Nη,h,I
ε for these quantities, restricted to the time

interval I.
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Note that while we require a distribution which looks locally like a free boundary GFF to measure the
length of segments of BD, we can actually measure the length of a curve in D with a zero-boundary
GFF as well, since inside of D, the law of a zero-boundary GFF is absolutely continuous with
respect to that of a free boundary GFF.

Remark 2.3. We note that quantum length and generalized quantum length of SLE processes
provide us with a notion of length of CLE loops. For a single loop L of a CLEκ1 , we use the same

notation as above, that is, σL,h denotes its quantum length with respect to the field h, and NL,h
ε

denotes the counting measure on the smaller loops with sizes in rε, 2εs that L traces (both on the
left and on the right).

2.6.1. Weight 3γ2{2 ´ 2 quantum wedge. In what follows in Section 3, it will be important to have
the exact definition of a weight 3γ2{2 ´ 2 quantum wedge (i.e., a p4{γ ´ γ{2q-quantum wedge) so
we will review it here. The definition is easiest to give when the surface is parameterized by the
infinite strip S “ Rˆ p0, πq rather than by H. One takes the projection h of the field onto HLpS q

to be given by the corresponding projection of a GFF on S with free boundary conditions. The
projection of the field onto HRpS q is taken independently to be the function whose common value
on ttu ˆ p0, πq is given by Yt “ B2t ` pγ ´ 2{γqt where B is a two-sided Brownian motion with
B0 “ 0 and conditioned so that Yt ą 0 for all t ą 0. Since a quantum surface is defined modulo (2.4)
this in fact defines a particular embedding of a weight 3γ2{2 ´ 2 quantum wedge into S which is
sometimes called the circle average embedding. The circle average embedding of a weight 3γ2{2 ´ 2
wedge parameterized by H is defined by starting with the circle average embedding of the surface
parameterized by S and then mapping to H using the map z ÞÑ ez and applying (2.4).

2.6.2. Ordinary and generalized quantum disks. Two types of quantum surfaces that are of particular
importance are the quantum disk and the generalized quantum disk. The exact definitions are not
important for understanding the results, however, we will provide the definition of the quantum
disk and mention briefly how to construct the generalized quantum disk.

While we will often let it be parameterized by the unit disk, it is convenient to define it parameterized
by the infinite strip S , since it then takes a simple form. We can then parameterize it by D using
a conformal map and (2.4).

Fix γ P p0, 2q. The infinite measure Mdisk on quantum disks is a measure on doubly marked
quantum surfaces pS , hD,´8,8q. A quantum disk pS , hD,´8,8q can be sampled from Mdisk

as follows. Sample a process X from the infinite excursion measure of a Bessel process of dimension
3 ´ 4

γ2
(described in [8, Remark 3.7]) and let Z be the process defined by taking 2

γ logX and

reparameterizing it to have quadratic variation 2dt. Then we define hD as the distribution with
average value Zt on each vertical line segment ttu ˆ p0, πq and lateral part hD ´ZRep¨q given by that
of an independent free boundary GFF on S (recall Remark 2.2).

For ℓ ą 0 the quantum disk with boundary length ℓ is is the law on surfaces given by Mdisk

conditioned on νhDpBSq “ ℓ (see [8, Section 4.5]).

A generalized quantum disk is constructed by considering a 4
γ2
-stable looptree (see e.g. [6]) and

assigning to each of the loops the conformal structure of an independent γ-quantum disk with
boundary length given by the length of the loop and marked point given by the point on the loop
which is closest to the root.

Just as in the case of the free boundary GFF, it holds that inside of the domain, the law the
quantum disk – and hence the generalized quantum disk – is absolutely continuous with respect to
the law of a zero-boundary GFF.
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2.6.3. Natural LQG measure on the CLE carpet/gasket. Just as for SLE, there is a natural LQG
measure on the CLE carpet. Fix parameters

κ P p8{3, 4q, γ “
?
κ, α “ 4{κ,

and consider a CLEκ process Γ drawn on an independent γ-quantum disk h. For an open set O let

NΓ,h
ε pOq denote the number of loops which are contained in O and have quantum length in rε, 2εs

with respect to h. Then the limit

ΛΓ,hpOq “ lim
εÑ0

εα` 1
2NΓ,h

ε pOq(2.5)

exists in probability for each O and defines a random measure which we interpret as the natural
LQG measure on the CLEκ carpet; see [36, Theorem 1.3].

The case of non-simple CLE is similar. Suppose κ1 P p4, 8q, γ “ 4{
?
κ1 and α1 “ 4{κ1, and Γ is a

CLEκ1 drawn on an independent generalized quantum disk h. For any open sen O, let NΓ,h
ε pOq

denote the number of loops of Γ which are contained in O and have generalized quantum length in
rε, 2εs with respect to h (recall here that the loops are SLEκ1-type loops and hence their lengths
are measured accordingly). Then, the natural LQG measure on the CLE gasket is given by the

limit (2.5) with this NΓ,h
ε pOq and α1 in place of α (see [37]).

3. Natural parameterization of self-intersecting SLE

Fix κ1 P p4, 8q and let γ “ 4{
?
κ1 and pα “ κ1{4. Using LQG measures, we want to construct a

p1` κ1

8 q-dimensional volume measure on η „ SLEκ1 which will be (a constant multiple of) the natural
parameterization of η. We stress that by Theorem 2.1, we need only show that the constructed
measures pµtqtě0 satisfy the correct conformal covariance (2.3), have the same law (under proper
conditioning) and are locally finite. The results of [2] lead us to considering a measure of the form

µ0pdzq “ F pzqE
”

ση
0,h0pdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
η0

ı

where η0 “ η, h0 is a zero-boundary GFF on H independent of η0, and F pzq “ rHpzq´2{γ2 where
rHpzq is the conformal radius of H as seen from z. We recall that pftq is the centered Loewner flow
associated with η, ηtpuq “ ftpηpt ` uqq for each u ě 0, ψt “ f´1

t , and µt “ |ψ1
tpzq|´dpµ ˝ ψtqpdzq.

We define the volume measure rµs on ηs (recall (2.2)) by

rµspdzq “ F pzqE
”

ση
s,rhspdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ηs

ı

where rhs is a zero-boundary GFF in H independent of η0. It is clear that pηs, rµsq and pη0, µ0q

have the same law. The goal of this section is to prove that rµs “ µs (recall 2.3) hence deduce that
pηs, µsq and pη0, µ0q have the same law. In order to do this, we begin by showing that µ0 is a.s.
locally finite as a measure on H. To be explicit, we say that µ0 is an a.s. locally finite as a measure
on H if we have that a.s. µ0pKq ă 8 for every K Ď H compact. Note that this is different from the
local finiteness condition of Theorem 2.1, but we shall prove that it implies the latter condition,
which requires that for all 0 ă s ă t, we have that µ0pη0prs, tsqq is a.s. finite.
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3.1. Local finiteness of µ0 as a measure on H. The goal of this subsection is to prove the
following.

Lemma 3.1. Almost surely, µ0 is locally finite as a measure on H.

This is proved by first proving that if hw is a weight 3γ2{2 ´ 2 quantum wedge with the circle
average embedding, taken to be independent of η0, and hw “ h0 ` h is its decomposition into a

zero-boundary GFF and a harmonic function, then Erση
0,hw |hspD X Hq ă 8 a.s. The result then

follows from a comparison between hw and h0 in D X H and a scaling argument. We begin by
proving some moment bounds for µhw .

Lemma 3.2. Fix γ P p
?
2, 2q and let hw be a weight 3γ2

2 ´ 2 quantum wedge parameterized by S .

We take the embedding so that the projection of hw onto HRpS q last hits 0 on the line t0u ˆ p0, πq.
For each k P Z we let Ak “ rk, k ` 1s ˆ p0, πq and let hw “ h0 ` h be the decomposition of hw into a
zero-boundary GFF h0 and its harmonic part h where h0, h are independent. Then for small enough
p ą 0 we have that

ErErµhwpA0q | hs
p
s ă 8.

Moreover for p, ε ą 0 small enough and rp “ p` ε there exists a constant C “ Cp,ε ą 0 so that for
k ě 1 we have that

ErErµhwpAkq | hsps ď Cekprppγ2´2q`rp2γ2q.

Finally, for small enough p, ε ą 0 and rp “ p` ε there exists a constant C “ Cp,ε ą 0 such that for
k ď 0 we have that

ErErµhwpAk´1q | hsps ď Ce´|k|rppγ2´2q`rp2γ2|k|.

Proof. By the independence of h0 and h we have from [9, Proposition 1.2] that

ErµhwpA0q | hs “

ż

A0

eγhpzqrS pzqγ
2{2dz

where rS pzq is the conformal radius of S as seen from z.

Let rQ be a Whitney square decomposition of A0 (see for example [11, Section I.4]). Fix pδ ą 0 and

let Q be formed by subdividing each Q P rQ into a finite number of subsquares (depending only on pδ)

of equal size so that if Q P Q then diampQq{distpQ, BS q ď pδ. Fix some p P p0, 1q to be determined
later. By the concavity of the function x ÞÑ xp for p P p0, 1q we have that

ˆ
ż

A0

eγhpzqrS pzqγ
2{2dz

˙p

À
ÿ

QPQ
eγp supzPQ |hpzq|distpQ, BS qpγ

2{2|Q|p,

where |Q| is the area of Q. Taking expectations, we have that

ErErµhwpA0q | hs
p
s À

ÿ

QPQ
E

”

eγp supzPQ |hpzq|
ı

distpQ, BS qpγ
2{2|Q|p.(3.1)

Next, note that hw differs from a free boundary GFF only in the vertical direction. More precisely,
(recall Remark 2.2), the projection of hw onto HLpS q has the same law as the projection of a
free boundary GFF hf on S onto HLpS q. Furthermore, let Yt denote the average value of hw on
ttu ˆ p0, πq, that is, its projection on HRpS q. Then the law of Yt is given by that of B2t ` pγ ´ 2

γ qt

where B is a two-sided Brownian motion with B0 “ 0 and conditioned so that B2t ` pγ ´ 2
γ qt ą 0



14 JASON MILLER AND LUKAS SCHOUG

for all t ą 0. If Ut denotes the projection of hf onto HRpS q then the law of Ut is equal to that

of rB2t where rB is a two-sided Brownian motion with rB0 “ 0. Consequently, it follows that if hf

denotes the harmonic part of hf then for each Q P Q,

E
”

eγp supzPQ |hpzq|
ı

— E
”

eγp supzPQ |hf pzq|
ı

(3.2)

where the implicit constant is independent of Q. For each k we let Qk “ tQ P Q : 2´k ď

distpQ, BS q ă 2´k`1u. Fix δ ą 0. By decreasing the value of pδ ą 0 if necessary [15, Lemma A.2]
together with (3.2) implies for Q P Qk that

E
”

eγp supzPQ |hpzq|
ı

“ Op2kp1`δqγ2p2q,(3.3)

where the implicit constant depends only on δ.

Next, note that |Qk| — 2k with the implicit constant depending only on δ. Moreover, since
distpQ, BS q — diampQq (with constants depending only on δ), we have for all Q P Qk that

distpQ, BS qpγ
2{2|Q|p — 2´kpp2`γ2{2q

where the implicit constants depend only on δ. Combining this with (3.1) and (3.3) it follows that

ErErµhwpA0q | hs
p
s À

8
ÿ

k“0

O
´

2kpp1`δqγ2p2´pp2`γ2{2q`1q
¯

.(3.4)

Thus if p1 ` δqγ2p2 ´ pp2 ` γ2{2q ` 1 ă 0 we have that the sum converges and the result follows.

Note that the polynomial qppq “ γ2p2 ´ pp2 ` γ2{2q ` 1 attains its minimum ´
p4´γ2q2

16γ2
ă 0 at the

value p “
4`γ2

4γ2
. Consequently, for δ ą 0 very small there exists p0 ą 0 so that the polynomial

qδppq “ p1 ` δqγ2p2 ´ pp2 ` γ2{2q ` 1 satisfies qδpp0q ă 0 and hence such that (3.4) is bounded for
p “ p0. By Lyapunov’s inequality, the result holds for all 0 ă p ă p0 as well.

We now turn to the bound on µhwpAkq for k ě 1. By Hölder’s inequality, with p1, q1 ą 1 satisfying
1
p1 ` 1

q1 “ 1, we have that

ErErµhwpAkq | hsps ď E
”

ep
1pγYk

ı
1
p1

E
”

Erµhw´YkpAkq | hsq
1p

ı
1
q1

.

Let σ “ inftt ě 0 : Yt “ 1u. Then we note that Yt`σ has the same law as Zt “ B2t ` pγ ´ 2{γqt
conditioned on the positive probability event F that Zt ą 0 for all t ě 0 where B is a standard
Brownian motion with B0 “ 1. Let Ft “ σpYs : s ď tq. Thus for b ą 0 we have that

ErebYts ď eb ` ErexppbYtq1těσs “ eb ` ErErexppbYtq | Fσs1těσs.

We moreover have on tt ě σu that

ErexppbYtq | Fσs “ ErexppbZt´σq |F s ď
ErexppbZt´σqs

PrF s

“
expppbpγ ´ 2{γq ` b2qpt´ σqq

PrF s

ď
expppbpγ ´ 2{γq ` b2qtq

PrF s
.
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Inserting this into the above gives that

ErexppbYtqs ď eb `
1

PrF s
epbpγ´2{γq`b2qt.

Applying this for b “ pp1γ and t “ k gives us that

E
”

epp
1γYk

ı

À ekpppp1q2γ2`pp1γ2´2pp1q.

The same argument works to bound the exponential moments of pYk`t ´ YkqtPr0,1s. Hence,

E
”

Erµhw´YkpAkq | hsq
1p

ı

À E
”

ErµhwpA0q | hsq
1p

ı

ă 8,

whenever q1p is sufficiently small. Hence, the second part of the lemma follows.

Finally, we bound the moments of the rectangles A´k for k ě 1. We have that

ErErµhwpA´kq | hsps “ E
“

eγY1´kErµhw´Y1´k
pA´kq | hsp

‰

ď Ereγpp
1Y1´ks1{p1

ErErµhw´Y1´k
pA´kq | hspq

1

s1{q1

The second term on the right-hand side is bounded by a constant times ErErµhwpA0q | hspq
1

s1{q1

(since the average process of the latter is a Brownian motion with positive drift, conditioned to stay
positive, instead of an average process given by a Brownian motion with positive drift), which is
finite for p ą 0 small, and the former term is

Erepp
1γY1´ks À ep1´kqpp1pγ2´2q`ppp1q2γ2pk´1q À e´kpp1pγ2´2q`ppp1q2γ2k.

where the implicit constant can be taken independent of k. Note that the exponent is negative for
all γ P p

?
2, 2q and p, ε ą 0 sufficiently small, where ε is such that pp1 “ p` ε. □

Lemma 3.3. Fix κ1 P p4, 8q, let γ “ 4{
?
κ1, let η0 „ SLEκ1 and let hw be an independent weight

3γ2

2 ´ 2 quantum wedge parameterized by H and with the circle average embedding. Let hw “ h0 ` h

be the decomposition of hw into a GFF h0 on H with zero boundary conditions and a function h

which is harmonic on H. Then we a.s. have that Erση
0,hwpD X Hq | hs ă 8.

Proof. Let γ “ 4{
?
κ1 and fix ε, p ą 0 small enough so that the bounds of Lemma 3.2 hold with

rp “ p` ε.

We parameterize η by generalized quantum length (as we shall bound the mass of η X D under
the measure µ0, the parameterization of η does not matter) and let τ “ suptt ě 0 : ηptq P Du

and R “ sup0ďtďτ |ηptq|. We note that since η is parameterized by generalized quantum length,

ση
0,hwpD X Hq ď τ and hence it suffices to show that Erτ | hs ă 8 a.s.

The strategy to bound Erτ | hs is as follows. We first define an event E for h which can be taken to
have probability as close to 1 as we want. We note that if τ is large, then the mass of µhwpBp0, Rqq

is typically large as well. Morally, this is because η is then likely to cut out many quantum disks of
boundary length at least 1, of which many will have mass at least 1 as well. Hence, the probability
that this happens will be small due to bounds on µhwpBp0, Rqq.

For now, change the coordinates of the quantum surface pH, hwq to pS ,rhwq (recall (2.4)). Let
rhw “ rh0 ` rh be the decomposition of rhw into a sum of a GFF rh0 on S with zero boundary

conditions and a function rh which is harmonic on S . Fix a constant C ą 0. For each k ě 0 we
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let rEk “ tErµ
rhw

pAkq | rhs ď Cep1`εqkpppγ2´2q`rp2γ2q{pu. By Chebyshev’s inequality and Lemma 3.2 we
have that

Pr rEcks À C´pe´εkpppγ2´2q`rp2γ2q.

As the exponent above is negative for p, ε ą 0 sufficiently small, by a union bound we have that

Xkě0
rEk can be made to have probability as close to 1 as we like by choosing C ą 0 large. For

each k ď ´1 we similarly let rEk “ tErµ
rhw

pAkq | rhs ď Ce´p1´εq|k|pppγ2´2q´rp2γ2q{pu. By Chebyshev’s
inequality and Lemma 3.2 we have in this case that

Pr rEcks À C´pe´ε|k|pppγ2´2q´rp2γ2q.

As the exponent above is negative for p, ε ą 0 sufficiently small, by a union bound we have that

Xkď´1
rEk can be made to have probability as close to 1 as we like by choosing C ą 0 large.

Altogether, with rE “ Xk
rEk by choosing C ą 0 large we can make rE to have probability as close

to 1 as we like. Changing the parameterization back to pH, hwq, and letting E be the analog of
rE in H, that is, E “ XkEk where Ek “ tErµhwp pAkq | hs ď Cep1`εqkpppγ2´2q`rp2γ2q{pu for k ě 0 and

Ek “ tErµhwp pAkq | hs ď Ce´p1´εqp|k|ppγ2´2q´rp2γ2q{pu for k ď ´1 where pAk “ Bp0, ek`1qzBp0, ekq

then by the above and that E P σphq we have

ErµhwpBp0, ekqq1Es À ep1`εqkpppγ2´2q`rp2γ2q{p for k ě 0.

We now focus on η „ SLEκ1 . Note that by [53, Theorem 1.1, (1.3)] with n “ 2, we have for k ě 1
that

Prη returns to D after leaving Bp0, ekqs — e´

`

3γ2

4
´1`op1q

˘

k.

Thus, recalling that τ is the last time η visits D and R “ sup0ďtďτ |ηptq|, we have that

ErµhwpBp0, Rqq1Es ď

8
ÿ

k“1

ErµhwpBp0, ek`1qq1EsPrη visits D after leaving Bp0, ekqs(3.5)

“

8
ÿ

k“1

O
´

ep1`εqkpppγ2´2q`rp2γ2q{p ¨ e´

`

3γ2

4
´1`op1q

˘

k
¯

.

By choosing ε, p ą 0 sufficiently small we can ensure that

1 ` ε

p
pppγ2 ´ 2q ` rp2γ2q ´

ˆ

3γ2

4
´ 1

˙

ă 0

so that the sum in (3.5) converges and hence ErµhwpBp0, Rqq1Es ă 8.

Recall that since η is parameterized by generalized quantum length, the left/right boundary lengths
are independent κ1{4-stable Lévy processes. It thus follows that there is a constant c ą 0 such
that the number of downward jumps of size at least 1 made before time T has law PoissonpcT q.
By Poisson concentration, there is a constant rc ą 0 such that the probability that at most cT {2
negative jumps of size at least 1 have occurred by time T is Ope´rcT q.

Each of the surfaces cut out by η corresponding to a downward jump of either the left or right
boundary length process is a quantum disk with boundary length equal to the size of the downward
jump and conditionally independent of the others given its boundary length. Moreover, if a quantum
disk has boundary length ℓ ě 1, then there is a constant a P p0, 1q uniform in ℓ ě 1 such that the
event that the quantum mass is at least 1 has probability lower bounded by a. Consequently, by
Hoeffding’s inequality there exists a constant c˚ ą 0 such that the probability that η cuts out fewer
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than acT {4 quantum disks with mass at least 1 is Ope´c˚T q. It follows that there exists a constant
q ą 0 such that for each r ą 0 we have

Prτ ě qrM,M ď µhwpBp0, Rqq ď M ` 1, Es “ Ope´c˚rM q.

By summing over r we see that

Erτ1τě2qM1Mďµhw pBp0,RqqďM`11Es “ Ope´2c˚M q

and hence

Erτ1Mďµhw pBp0,RqqďM`11Es

“ Erτ1τă2qM1Mďµhw pBp0,RqqďM`11Es ` Erτ1τě2qM1Mďµhw pBp0,RqqďM`11Es

ď 2qMPrM ď µhwpBp0, Rqq ď M ` 1, Es `Ope´2c˚M q.

Since ErµhwpBp0, Rqq1Es ă 8, we get by summing over M that

Erτ1Es ă 8.

Since E P σphq, this implies that Erτ | hs1E ă 8 a.s. Since we can make the probability of E as
close to 1 as we like by adjusting the value of C ą 0, we obtain that Erτ | hs ă 8 a.s. This completes

the proof since ση
0,hwpD X Hq ď τ as we explained above. □

Proof of Lemma 3.1. We begin by deducing from Lemma 3.3 that Erση
0,h0spKq ă 8 for each

compact K Ď D X H.

First we note that since adding a constant C to a field h˚ scales quantum lengths by e
γ
2
C , for any

U Ď H we have that

ση
0,h˚`CpUq “ lim

εÑ0
εpαNη0,h˚`C

ε pUq “ lim
εÑ0

εpαNη0,h˚

εe´
γ
2C

pUq “ epα γ
2
C lim
εÑ0

pεe´
γ
2
CqpαNη0,h˚

εe´
γ
2C

pUq(3.6)

“ epα γ
2
Cση

0,h˚

pUq “ e
2
γ
C
ση

0,h˚

pUq.

Fix some compact set K Ď DXH and let δ :“ distpK, BHq ą 0. We decompose hw into hw “ h0 `h,
where h0 is a zero-boundary GFF on H, h is a distribution which is harmonic on H, and h0, h
are independent. Then h is a.s. bounded on K since δ ą 0 and hence PrsupzPK |hpzq| ď Cs Ñ 1
as C Ñ 8. Thus letting EK be the event that supzPK |hpzq| ď C we can choose C ă 8 so that
PrEKs ě 1{2. It follows from (3.6) that

Erση
0,h0pKq | hs1EK ď e

2
γ
C
Erση

0,hwpKq | hs1EK ď e
2
γ
C
Erση

0,hwpKq | hs.

Lemma 3.3 implies that the right hand side is a.s. finite and the independence of h0 and h implies

that Erση
0,h0pKq | hs “ Erση

0,h0pKqs. Altogether, we have proved that Erση
0,h0pKqs ă 8.

Finally, since rHpzq ě distpz, BHq, it follows that

Erµ0pKqs ď δ´2{γ2Erση
0,h0pKqs ă 8.

We now turn to the case of a general compact subset of H. Fix some compact set rK Ď H. Let

R1 “ inftr ą 0 : rK Ď Bp0, rqu and let R “ 2R1. Let φR : H Ñ H be given by φRpzq “ z{R. Then

K :“ φRp rKq Ď D X H is compact. Moreover, by (2.4), we a.s. have that

σφRpη0q,h0˝φ´1
R `Q log |pφ´1

R q1|pKq “ ση
0,h0p rKq.(3.7)
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Furthermore, φRpη0q „ SLEκ1 and h0 ˝ φ´1
R is a zero-boundary GFF on H. Thus ση

0,h0 and

σφRpη0q,h0˝φ´1
R have the same law, so by (3.6) it follows that

E
”

ση
0,h0

ı

p rKq “ E
”

σφRpη0q,h0˝φ´1
R `Q log |pφ´1

R q1|
ı

pKq

“ R
2
γ
Q
E

”

σφRpη0q,h0˝φ´1
R

ı

pKq

“ R
1` 4

γ2 E
”

ση
0,h0

ı

pKq ă 8,

since pφ´1
R q1 “ R, 2

γQ “ 1 ` 4
γ2

and K Ď D X H. Noting that, as above,

E
“

µ0
‰

p rKq ď distp rK,Rq´2{γ2E
”

ση
0,h0

ı

p rKq ă 8,

the result follows. □

3.2. Conformal covariance and uniqueness.

Lemma 3.4. We have that rµs “ µs, i.e.,

µ0|η0prs,8qq ˝ ψspdzq “ |ψ1
spzq|1`κ1

8
rµspdzq.

Proof. Since quantum length is invariant under the coordinate change h0 ÞÑ h0 ˝ ψs `Q log |ψ1
s|, we

have

µ0|η0prs,8qq ˝ ψspdzq “ F pψspzqqE
”

ση
0,h0

rs,8q
˝ ψspdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
η0

ı

“ F pψspzqqE
”

lim
εÑ0

εpαNη0,h0,rs,8q
ε ˝ ψspdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
η0

ı

“ F pψspzqqE
”

lim
εÑ0

εpαNηs,h0˝ψs`Q log |ψ1
s|

ε pdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
η0

ı

.

Furthermore, since rhs is a zero-boundary GFF, we have that rhs ˝ fs is a zero-boundary GFF in

Hzη0pr0, ssq. Thus we can assume that h0, rhs are coupled together in such a way so that we

can define a Gaussian field H which conditionally on η0 is independent of rhs and is such that

h0 “ rhs ˝ fs ` H. Then H has covariance kernel given by

GHpz, wq ´GHzη0pr0,ssqpz, wq “ GHpz, wq ´GHpfspzq, fspwqq

and at a point z the variance of Hpzq is given by

VarHpzq “ lim
εÑ0

VarHεpzq “ log rHpzq ´ log rHpfspzqq ` log |f 1
spzq|,(3.8)

where Hε denotes the circle average of H (the log |f 1
spzq| term comes from the change of variables

dilating the ball of radius ε by a factor of |f 1
spzq| as ε Ñ 0). Since rhs “ h0 ˝ψs ´H ˝ψs and arguing
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as in (3.6) it follows that

lim
εÑ0

εpαNηs,h0˝ψs`Q log |ψ1
s|

ε pdzq

“ lim
εÑ0

εpαNηs,h0˝ψs

ε|ψ1
s|

´Q
γ
2

pdzq

“ lim
εÑ0

εpαNηs,rhs

ε|ψ1
s|

´Q
γ
2 e´

γ
2 H˝ψs

pdzq

“ |ψ1
spzq|pαQ γ

2 epα γ
2
H˝ψspzq lim

εÑ0
pε|ψ1

spzq|´Q
γ
2 e´

γ
2
H˝ψspzqqpαNηs,rhs

ε|ψ1
s|

´Q
γ
2 e´

γ
2 H˝ψs

pdzq

“ |ψ1
spzq|pαQ γ

2 epα γ
2
H˝ψspzqση

s,rhspdzq.

Since H is Gaussian with variance given by (3.8) and pαγ{2 “ 2{γ, we have that

E
”

epα γ
2
H˝ψspzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
η0

ı

“ e
2
γ2

plog rHpψspzqq´log rHpzq`log |f 1
spψspzqq|q

“ rHpψspzqq2{γ2rHpzq´2{γ2 |ψ1
spzq|´2{γ2

“
F pzq

F pψspzqq
|ψ1
spzq|´2{γ2 .

Thus, noting that pαQγ
2 “ 1 ` 4

γ2
, it follows that

µ0|η0prs,8qq ˝ ψspdzq “ F pψspzqqE
”

|ψ1
spzq|pαQ γ

2 epα γ
2
H˝ψspzqση

s,rhspdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
η0

ı

“ |ψ1
spzq|

1` 4
γ2 F pψspzqqE

”

epα γ
2
H˝ψspzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
η0

ı

E
”

ση
s,rhspdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
η0

ı

“ |ψ1
spzq|

1` 2
γ2 F pzqE

”

ση
s,rhspdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ηs

ı

“ |ψ1
spzq|1`κ1

8
rµspdzq,

as was to be shown. □

Remark 3.5. Define for each b ą 0 the function ϕbpzq “ bz. Following the same strategy as in

Lemma 3.4 with ϕb in place of ψs, it is easy to see that if pηptq “ bηpt{b2q, ph is a zero-boundary

GFF independent of η and we let pµpdzq “ F pzqE
”

σpη,phpdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
pη
ı

, then µ and pµ have the same law and

satisfy

µ|ηprs,tsq ˝ ϕbpdzq “ b1`κ1

8
pµ|

pηprs{b2,t{b2sqpdzq.(3.9)

This, in turn, gives us that

Erµs ˝ ϕbpdzq “ b1`κ1

8 Erµspdzq(3.10)

for all b ą 0.

We now turn to proving that µ0 is locally finite in the sense that we a.s. have that µ0pη0prs, tsqq ă 8

for all 0 ď s ă t ă 8. We will accomplish this by first showing that Erµ0s has a density with respect
to Lebesgue measure and then deducing the form of it. We note that Lemma 3.4 implies that the
assumptions of Theorem 2.1 are satisfied except for local finiteness. If we knew that µ0 was locally
finite, then Theorem 2.1 would apply and we would have that the density of Erµ0s with respect
to Lebesgue measure is a positive multiple of the function Gκ defined in Section 2.3 as Gκ is the
density of the intensity of the natural parameterization. The way that we will reason in what follows
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is that after showing that Erµ0s has a density with respect to Lebesgue measure we will prove that
it is locally finite by showing that its density must be a multiple of Gκ. At this point we will be
able to apply Theorem 2.1 to see that µ0 must be (a multiple of) the natural parameterization.

Lemma 3.6. We have that Erµ0s is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure.

Proof. Suppose that A Ď H has zero Lebesgue measure. We want to show that Erµ0spAq “ 0. It
suffices to show that Erµ0spAXpH`irqq “ 0 for each r ą 0. We may therefore assume that A Ď H`ir.
We will prove the result in the case that r “ 2. The result for other values of r ą 0 follows from the
same argument. By [17, Lemma 1] we have that 2 “ hcappηpr0, 1sqq ě suptImpzq : z P ηpr0, 1squ2{2.
That is, suptImpzq : z P ηpr0, 1squ ď 2. Therefore ftpzq is defined for all z P A and t P r0, 1s. Let U
be uniform in r0, 1s independently of everything else. By (2.3) we have that

Erµ0spAq “ E

„
ż

|ψ1
U pzq|d1zPfU pAqdµ

U pzq

ȷ

“

ż

Er|ψ1
U pzq|d1zPfU pAqsdErµ0pzqs

where in second equality we used that µU
d
“ µ0 and that µU is independent of fU . To show that

the right hand side is equal to zero, it suffices to show that PrψU pzq P As “ 0 for each z P H. Let

p rftq solve the centered reverse Loewner equation with driving function ĂWt “
?
κ rBt where rB is a

standard Brownian motion. That is,

d rftpzq “ ´
2

rftpzq
dt´ dĂWt, rf0pzq “ z.

Then we have that ψtpzq
d
“ rftpzq for all t. Consequently, it suffices to show that Pr rfU pzq P As “ 0

for each z P H. Let rZt “ rftpzq, rΘt “ arg rZt, and rIt “ log Imp rZtq. We will complete the proof by

determining the SDE solved by rZt after performing a certain time change (which will follow very
closely from the calculations given in the proof of [8, Proposition 3.8]). We have that

(3.11) d rZt “ ´
2

rZt
dt´ dĂWt.

Then we have that

dImp rZtq “ ´Im

ˆ

2

rZt

˙

dt.

This implies that

drIt “ d log Imp rZtq “ ´
1

Imp rZtq
Im

ˆ

2

rZt

˙

“
2

| rZt|2
dt.

We also have that

d log rZt “ ´

?
κ

rZt
d rBt ´

2 ` κ{2

rZ2
t

dt and

drΘt “ ´Im

ˆ?
κ

rZt

˙

d rBt ´ Im

˜

2 ` κ{2

rZ2
t

¸

dt.

We now reparameterize time by letting ds “ | rZt|
´2dt. Then we have that drItpsq “ 2ds and there

exists a Brownian motion pB so that d pBs “ d rBt{| rZt|. Altogether, we have that

drΘtpsq “
?
κ sinprΘtpsqqd pBs `

´

2 `
κ

2

¯

sinp2rΘtpsqqds.
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In particular, it is not difficult to see for s ą 0 that the law of rΘtpsq has a density with respect to

Lebesgue measure. Thus if S „ expp1q independently of everything else then the law of rZtpSq has a

density with respect to Lebesgue measure so that Pr rZtpSq P As “ 0. Note that the conditional law of

t´1pUq “

ż U

0

1

| rZu|2
du

given ĂW is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on R` as s ÞÑ t´1psq “
şs
0 | rZu|´2du is a.s. strictly increasing and is a.s. C1. Therefore the conditional law of t´1pUq given ĂW

is absolutely continuous with respect to the law of S (which is the same as the law of S given ĂW by

independence). Therefore the law of the pair pĂW, t´1pUqq is absolutely continuous with respect to

the law of the pair pĂW,Sq. Since rZU is obtained from pĂW, t´1pUqq by applying the same measurable

function which constructs rZtpSq from pĂW,Sq, this implies that the law of rZU is absolutely continuous

with respect to the law of rZtpSq. Therefore we also have that Pr rZU P As “ 0. □

In the next lemma, we note that by Lemma 3.6, (3.10) determines the structure of the radial part
of µ0.

Lemma 3.7. For each b ą 0, let ϕbpzq “ bz. Let m be a measure on H which is absolutely
continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure and satisfies

m ˝ ϕbpdzq “ bdmpdzq

for some d ą 1 and all b ą 0. Then there exists some function Hpzq “ Hparg zq such that

mpdzq “ Hparg zqImpzqd´2dz.

Proof. Let fpzq denote the density of m with respect to Lebesgue measure. Then

dpm ˝ ϕbq

dz
pzq “ fpϕbpzqq|ϕ1

bpzq|2 “ b2fpbzq

and consequently

dpm ˝ ϕbq

dm
pzq “

dpm˝ϕbq

dz pzq

dm
dz pzq

“
b2fpbzq

fpzq
.(3.12)

Moreover, by the statement of the lemma, we have that

dpm ˝ ϕbq

dm
pzq “ bd.(3.13)

By combining (3.12) and (3.13), we have that

fpbzq “ bd´2fpzq.

This implies that fpzq “ pHparg zq|z|d´2 for some function pH. Since Impzq “ |z| sinparg zq this
proves the lemma. □

We now turn to determining the form of the function H in the case m “ Erµ0s.

Proposition 3.8. There is some constant c ą 0 such that

Erµ0pdzqs “ c sin
8
κ

´1parg zqImpzqd´2dz.
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Proof. Denote by Φpzq “ Hparg zqImpzqd´2 the density of Erµ0s with respect to Lebesgue measure.
As above, let ftpzq “ Xz

t ` iY z
t . Let Υ

z
t “ Y z

t {|f 1
tpzq| and note that Υz

t is half the conformal radius
of z in Hzηpr0, tsq, which is decreasing in t. Let Θz

t “ arg ftpzq. By (2.3) we have for all z P H that

Erµ0pdzq | η|r0,tss “ |f 1
tpzq|2´dΦpftpzqqdz “ HpΘz

t qpΥz
t q
d´2dz.(3.14)

We note that the filtration generated by η is the same as the filtration generated by the driving
Brownian motion. In particular, the right hand side above is a martingale adapted to a filtration
generated by a Brownian motion and therefore has a continuous modification. We shall assume that
we are working with this modification. Since the process pΥz

t q
d´2 is continuous in t and positive (up

until z is swallowed) it follows that t ÞÑ HpΘz
t q is also continuous (up until z is swallowed).

We will argue that H|rarg z,πq has a continuous version; the same argument implies that H|p0,arg zs

has a continuous version (and the two versions agree at arg z so H has a continuous version). Let τ
be the time that z is swallowed and assume that we are working on the event that Θz

τ “ π. We
first note that there are a.s. only countably many times t0 so that Θz has a local minimum or
maximum at the time t0. Then as Θz a.s. hits every θ P rarg z, πq uncountably many times ([39,
Theorem 6.40], using that Θz is up to time change locally absolutely continuous with respect to
a standard Brownian motion) it is a.s. the case that for every θ P rarg z, πq there is a time tθ so
that Θz

tθ
“ θ and Θz does not have a local minimum or maximum at the time tθ. Let t1θ be any

other time so that Θz
t1θ

“ θ. We claim that Htθ “ Ht1θ
. To see this, we first note that it is a.s.

the case that Θz is not constant on any open interval of time. Thus by the continuity of Θz and
since Ht “ HpΘz

t q for a.e. t P r0, τ s we can find sequences panq, pa1
nq so that an Ñ tθ and a

1
n Ñ t1θ,

Θz
an “ Θz

a1
n
for all n P N, and Han “ HpΘz

anq, Ha1
n

“ HpΘz
a1
n

q for all n P N. That is, Han “ Ha1
n

for all n P N hence Htθ “ Ht1θ
. For θ P rarg z, πq we then define rHpθq “ Htθ . Then we have that

rHpΘz
t q “ Ht for all t ě 0 and, arguing as above, it is not difficult to see that rH is continuous. We

also note that rH is not random. Indeed, suppose that pH1
t ,Θ

z,1
t q, pH2

t ,Θ
z,2
t q are independent copies

of pHt,Θ
z
t q conditioned on Θz,i

t hitting π before 0. Then if we define tiθ for pH i
t ,Θ

z,i
t q, i “ 1, 2, in

the same way that we defined tθ for pHt,Θ
z
t q we a.s. have that H1

t1θ
“ H2

t2θ
for all θ P rarg z, πq. That

is, the function rH produced from pH1
t ,Θ

z,1
t q a.s. agrees with the function produced from pH2

t ,Θ
z,2
t q.

It is left to show that rH is a version of H|rarg z,πq, i.e., rHpθq “ Hpθq for a.e. θ P rarg z, πq. We note

that H1 “ rHpΘz
1q is equal to HpΘz

1q with probability 1. As the law of Θz
1 has a positive density on

rarg z, πq with respect to Lebesgue measure, we conclude that rH is a version of H|rarg z,πq.

Since the measure defined by the density Hparg zqImpzqd´2 with respect to Lebesgue measure
is not affected by changing H on a set of Lebesgue measure zero we may thus assume that H
is continuous. Fix some δ ą 0 and let τz “ τ δz “ inftt ě 0 : Υz

t ď δu. Fix r, t ą 0 and let
σz “ τz ^ infts ě 0 : HpΘz

sq ě ru. Note that this is a stopping time by the continuity of s ÞÑ HpΘz
sq.

Let also σzptq “ t^ σt.

Taking expectations of (3.14) at the time σzptq we have that

Φpzq “ ErHpΘz
σzptqqpΥz

σzptqq
d´2s.(3.15)

Next, we consider the continuous local martingale [45]

M z
t “ pY z

t qd´2 sinpΘz
t q

8
κ

´1|f 1
tpzq|2´d “ pΥz

t q
d´2 sinpΘz

t q
8
κ

´1.

Let P˚
z denote the measure obtained by weighting the underlying probability measure P by M z

t . By
[45], under the measure P˚

z , η has the law of an SLEκpκ ´ 8q process in H with force point at z.
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Note that if we denote by E˚
z the expectation with respect to P˚

z , then (3.15) implies that

Φpzq “ E
”

HpΘz
σzptqqpΥz

σzptqq
d´2

ı

“ M z
0E

˚
z

”

HpΘz
σzptqq{ sinpΘz

σzptqq
8
κ

´1
ı

.(3.16)

Next, we shall prove that Φ is a smooth function.

Let a “ 2{κ. We parameterize η so that

Btgtpzq “
a

gtpzq ´Bt
, g0pzq “ z.

Then under the measure P˚
z , Θ

z
t satisfies

dΘz
t “

2aXz
t Y

z
t

ppXz
t q2 ` pY z

t q2q2
dt`

Y z
t

pXz
t q2 ` pY z

t q2
dWt,

where W is a P˚
z -Brownian motion. Let rtpsq be the solution to

s “

ż

rtpsq

0

pY z
u q2

ppXz
uq2 ` pY z

u q2q2
du.

Then rΥz
s “ Υz

rtpsq
satisfies drΥz

s “ ´2arΥz
sds, that is,

rΥz
s “ rΥz

0e
´2as “ Impzqe´2as. Moreover, letting

rΘz
s “ Θz

rtpsq
we have that rΘz

s under P˚
z satisfies

drΘz
s “ 2a cotprΘz

sqds` dĂWs, rΘz
0 “ arg z,

where ĂWs is a standard Brownian motion. Thus, under P˚
z ,

rΘz
s has the law of a radial Bessel process

of dimension 4a` 1, and thus, by [54, Proposition B.1], has transition density given by

pspx, yq “ sinpyq

8
ÿ

n“0

p1 ´ cos2pyqq2a´1{2C
p2aq
n pcospxqqC

p2aq
n pcospyqq

ş1
´1p1 ´ u2q2a´1{2C

p2aq
n puq2du

exp
´

´
n

2
pn` 4aqt

¯

,

where C
pαq
n denotes the Gegenbauer polynomial with degree n and index α, see [10]. Thus, the

function qpzq “ psparg z, yq is smooth. Note that ρ “ κ ´ 8 ă κ{2 ´ 2 for κ P p4, 8q so that τ δz is
P˚
z -a.s. finite. We assume that δ P p0,Υz

0q. Taking a limit as t Ñ 8 and then δ Ñ 0 in (3.16) and
applying Fatou’s lemma we see that

Φpzq “ lim inf
δÑ0

lim inf
tÑ8

M z
0E

˚
z

”

HpΘz
σzptqq{ sinpΘz

σzptqq
8
κ

´1
ı

ě M z
0E

˚
z

„

lim inf
δÑ0

lim inf
tÑ8

HpΘz
σzptqq{ sinpΘz

σzptqq
8
κ

´1

ȷ

.

Since sinpθq1´8{κ ě 1 for κ P p4, 8q and θ P p0, πq we have that the right hand side is bounded
from below by r ^ supθPp0,πq Hpθq. By taking a limit as r Ñ 8 we thus see that H is bounded by

Φpzq{M z
0 . Altogether, this implies that HprΘz

sq{ sinprΘz
sq

8
κ

´1 is a continuous P˚
z -martingale which is

in Lp for some p ą 1 (as sinprΘz
sq

1´ 8
κ has a finite pth P˚

z -moment for some p ą 1 and we have just
argued that H is bounded). Thus we can take a limit as t Ñ 8 and r Ñ 8 to see that

Φpzq “ M z
0E

˚
z

”

HprΘz
sq{ sinprΘz

sq
8
κ

´1
ı

where s is such that rΥz
s “ δ; note that s ą 0. As psparg z, yq is smooth, this implies that Φpzq is

smooth as well. Since Φ and Impzq are smooth in H, so is Hpzq.
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Moreover, by (3.14) we have that

Φpftpzqq|f 1
tpzq|2´d “ HpΘz

t qpΥz
t q
d´2

is a continuous local martingale. By the symmetry of SLE, as well as the zero-boundary GFF, it
follows that Hpπ2 ` θq “ Hpπ2 ´ θq for all θ P p0, π2 q. Since H is smooth, it follows that H 1pπ2 q “ 0

and this together with Itô’s formula (since HpΘz
t qpΥz

t q
d´2 is a local martingale), implies that

H2pθq `

ˆ

2 ´
8

κ

˙

cotpθqH 1pθq `

ˆ

8

κ
´ 1

˙

Hpθq “ 0, H
´π

2

¯

“ c, H 1
´π

2

¯

“ 0,(3.17)

for some c ą 0. By a standard uniqueness result for linear second-order differential equations, there

exist two linearly independent solutions to (3.17), namely H ” 0 and Hpθq “ c sin
8
κ

´1pθq. Thus,
since H is clearly not 0, the result follows. □

As a consequence of Proposition 3.8, we have the local finiteness of µ0, as a measure on η.

Lemma 3.9. Almost surely, µ0 is locally finite. That is,

µ0pηprs, tsqq ă 8 for all 0 ă s ă t a.s.

Proof. Fix 0 ă s ă t. Then Prηprs, tsq Ď Bp0, Rqs Ñ 1 as R Ñ 8. On tηprs, tsq Ď Bp0, Rqu we have
that µ0pηprs, tsqq ď µ0pBp0, Rqq. Proposition 3.8 implies that Erµ0pBp0, Rqqs ă 8. In particular,
we a.s. have that µ0pBp0, Rqq ă 8 for all R ą 0. Therefore µ0pηprs, tsqq ă 8 a.s. □

Thus since µ0 is locally finite and satisfies the correct conformal covariance formula and pη0, µ0q
d
“

pηs, rµsq holds, we have that µ0 is indeed the natural parameterization, and hence, (a constant times)
the Minkowski content of SLEκ1 for κ1 P p4, 8q.

4. Existence of the CLE volume measure

In this section we construct a family pPDq of probability measures on pairs pΓ,Ξq consisting of a
CLEκ in D and a measure supported in its carpet (κ ď 4) or gasket (κ ą 4) which is conformally
covariant with exponent d “ dpκq. That is, we shall prove the existence part of Theorem 1.2. We use
the natural LQG measures which are defined on standard and generalized quantum disks. However,
by virtue of absolute continuity (Section 2.6), we may perform calculations with a zero-boundary
GFF in place of the quantum disks.

4.1. Simple conformal loop ensembles. Fix κ P p8{3, 4q and let D Ď C be simply connected.

We define the probability measure PD to be the law on pairs pΓ,Ξq where Γ „ PCLEκ
D and Ξ is

defined as follows. Let h be a zero-boundary GFF in D which is independent of Γ, fix the parameters
γ “

?
κ and α “ 4{κ and recall from Section 2.6.3 the definition of ΛΓ,h (note that by absolute

continuity, this makes sense with a zero-boundary GFF h in place of the quantum disk). Moreover,
when considering ΛΓ,h, we let the point mass associated with the loop L of the counting measure,

NΓ,h
ε , lie on a point m P L, sampled uniformly from the quantum length measure of the loop

(renormalized to be a probability measure). Then Ξ is the random measure defined by

Ξpdzq “ Ξκpdzq “ FDpzqE
”

ΛΓ,hpdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Γ

ı

,(4.1)

where FDpzq “ F κDpzq “ rDpzq´p 1
2

` 2
κ

` κ
32

q and rDpzq is the conformal radius of D as seen from z.
Moreover, we define Ξ to be zero on BD. We begin by proving that ErΞs is locally finite.
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Lemma 4.1. Let D Ď C be simply connected and let pΓ,Ξq „ PD where PD is as above. Then
ErΞs is locally finite. Consequently, Ξ is a.s. locally finite.

Proof. Fix κ P p8{3, 4q and let γ “
?
κ. We begin by noting that it was proved in [36] that if pD,hDq

is a unit boundary length γ-quantum disk and Γ „ PCLEκ
D , then E

”

ΛΓ,hDpDq

ı

“ 1. Moreover, if

we add a constant C to the field, then the resulting carpet measure is multiplied by a factor of

epα`1{2qC γ
2 . This follows since adding a constant C to a field h˚ scales quantum lengths by eC

γ
2 and

hence for U Ď D we have that

ΛΓ,h˚`CpUq “ lim
εÑ0

εα` 1
2NΓ,h˚`C

ε pUq “ lim
εÑ0

εα` 1
2NΓ,h˚

εe´C
γ
2

pUq(4.2)

“ epα` 1
2

qC γ
2 lim
εÑ0

pεe´C γ
2 qα` 1

2NΓ,h˚

εe´C
γ
2

pUq “ epα` 1
2

qC γ
2ΛΓ,h˚

pUq.

Fix some compact K Ď D and note that δ :“ distpK, BDq ą 0. Then we can decompose hD into
hD “ h` h where h is a zero-boundary GFF on D, h is a distribution which is harmonic on D, and
h and h are independent. Since δ ą 0 it follows that h is a.s. bounded on K and consequently that
PrsupzPK |hpzq| ď Cs Ñ 1 as C Ñ 8. Thus if we let EK “ tsupzPK |hpzq| ď Cu then we can choose
C ą 0 sufficiently large so that PrEKs ě 1{2. By the independence of h and h, (4.2), the inequality

rDpzq ě distpz, BDq and the fact that ErΛΓ,hDpDqs “ 1, we have that

ErΞspKq “

ż

K
FDpzqE

”

ΛΓ,hpdzq

ı

ď 2

ż

K
FDpzqE

”

1EKΛ
Γ,hpdzq

ı

ď 2epα` 1
2

qC γ
2

ż

K
FDpzqE

”

1EKΛ
Γ,hDpdzq

ı

ď 2epα` 1
2

qC γ
2 δ´p 1

2
` 2
κ

` κ
32

qE
”

ΛΓ,hDpKq

ı

ď 2epα` 1
2

qC γ
2 δ´p 1

2
` 2
κ

` κ
32

q ă 8.

Thus ErΞs is locally finite. The second assertion follows immediately from the first. □

Lemma 4.2. The family of measures pPDq defined above is conformally covariant with exponent
d “ dpκq given by (1.1). Moreover, pPDq respects the CLEκ Markov property.

Proof. We begin by proving the conformal covariance. Suppose that pΓ,Ξq „ PD and let h and

ΛΓ,h be as above. Consider a simply connected domain rD Ď C and a conformal map φ : D Ñ rD

and a zero-boundary GFF rh on rD which is independent of Γ and h (the latter independence does

not matter). Then rΓ “ φpΓq „ PCLEκ
rD

and h0 “ rh ˝ φ is a zero-boundary GFF in D independent of

Γ. We let rΞ be defined by (4.1) with rΓ and rh in place of Γ and h, respectively. Then we have as
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in (4.2) that

rΞ ˝ φpdzq “ F
rD

pφpzqqE
”

Λ
rΓ,rh ˝ φpdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

rΓ
ı

“ F
rD

pφpzqqE
”

lim
εÑ0

εα` 1
2N

rΓ,rh
ε ˝ φpdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

rΓ
ı

“ F
rD

pφpzqqE
”

lim
εÑ0

εα` 1
2NΓ,rh˝φ`Q log |φ1|

ε pdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

rΓ
ı

“ F
rD

pφpzqqE

„

lim
εÑ0

εα` 1
2NΓ,h0

ε|φ1|
´Q

γ
2

pdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Γ

ȷ

“ F
rD

pφpzqqE

„

|φ1pzq|pα` 1
2

qQ γ
2 lim
εÑ0

´

ε|φ1pzq|´Q
γ
2

¯α` 1
2
NΓ,h0

ε|φ1|
´Q

γ
2

pdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Γ

ȷ

“ F
rD

pφpzqq|φ1pzq|pα` 1
2

qQ γ
2E

”

ΛΓ,h0pdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Γ

ı

.

Finally, noting that

F
rD

pφpzqq “ |φ1pzq|´p 1
2

` 2
κ

` κ
32

qFDpzq

and that pα ` 1
2qQγ

2 ´ p12 ` 2
κ ` κ

32q “ d, we have that

rΞ ˝ φpdzq “ |φ1pzq|dΞpdzq,

which proves the conformal covariance.

We now turn to the proof that pPDq respects the CLEκ domain Markov property. Consider U Ď D
simply connected, let V be a component of UΓ (recall Section 1) and let ΓV denote the loops of Γ

which are contained in V . Let ϕ : D Ñ V be a conformal map and write pΓ “ ϕ´1pΓV q „ PCLEκ
D .

As in the proof of Lemma 3.4, we let H be a Gaussian field on V with VarHpzq “ log rDpzq ´

log rDpϕ´1pzqq ` log |pϕ´1q1pzq| taken to be independent of ΓV and h. We then set ph “ h ˝ϕ´H ˝ϕ

so that ph is a zero-boundary GFF on D independent of pΓ. Thus

Ξ|V ˝ ϕpdzq “ FDpϕpzqqE
”

ΛΓ,h ˝ ϕpdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Γ

ı

“ FDpϕpzqqE
”

lim
εÑ0

εα` 1
2NΓ,h

ε ˝ ϕpdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Γ

ı

“ FDpϕpzqqE
”

lim
εÑ0

εα` 1
2N

pΓ,h˝ϕ`Q log |ϕ1|
ε pdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Γ

ı

“ FDpϕpzqqE

„

lim
εÑ0

εα` 1
2N

pΓ,h˝ϕ

ε|ϕ1|
´Q

γ
2

pdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Γ

ȷ

“ FDpϕpzqqE

„

lim
εÑ0

εα` 1
2N

pΓ,ph

ε|ϕ1|
´Q

γ
2 e´

γ
2 H˝ϕ

pdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Γ

ȷ

“ FDpϕpzqqE
”

|ϕ1pzq|pα` 1
2

qQ γ
2 epα` 1

2
q
γ
2
H˝ϕpzq

ˆ lim
εÑ0

pε|ϕ1pzq|´Q
γ
2 e´

γ
2
H˝ϕpzqqα` 1

2N
pΓ,ph

ε|ϕ1|
´Q

γ
2 e´

γ
2 H˝ϕ

pdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Γ

ȷ

“ FDpϕpzqq|ϕ1pzq|pα` 1
2

qQ γ
2E

”

epα` 1
2

q
γ
2
H˝ϕpzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Γ

ı

E
”

Λ
pΓ,phpdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

pΓ
ı

.
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Next, noting that since 1
2pα ` 1

2q2
γ2

4 “ 1
2 ` 2

κ ` κ
32 , we have

E
”

epα` 1
2

q
γ
2
H˝ϕpzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Γ

ı

“ rDpϕpzqq
1
2

` 2
κ

` κ
32 rDpzq´p 1

2
` 2
κ

` κ
32

q|ϕ1pzq|´p 1
2

` 2
κ

` κ
32

q

“
FDpzq

FDpϕpzqq
|ϕ1pzq|´p 1

2
` 2
κ

` κ
32

q.

Thus, again since pα ` 1
2qQγ

2 ´ p12 ` 2
κ ` κ

32q “ d, we have that

Ξ|V ˝ ϕpdzq “ |ϕ1pzq|dpΞpdzq,

where pΞ is such that ppΓ, pΞq „ PD. Consequently it follows that the conditional law of pΓV ,ΞV q

given ΓzΓV and Ξ|DzV is PV . □

4.2. Non-simple conformal loop ensembles. Fix κ1 P p4, 8q, let γ “ 4{
?
κ1 and α1 “ 4{κ1 and

define the law PD on pairs pΓ,Ξq where the marginal law of Γ is that of a CLEκ1 in D and Ξ is
defined as follows. Let h be a zero-boundary GFF in D and let ΛΓ,h be the natural LQG measure
on the CLEκ1 gasket, defined in Section 2.6.3, with h in place of the generalized quantum disk
distribution. We then define Ξ by

Ξpdzq “ Ξκ
1

pdzq “ FDpzqE
”

ΛΓ,hpdzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Γ

ı

,

where FDpzq “ F κ
1

D pzq “ rDpzq
´p 1

2
` 2
κ1 ` κ1

32
q. Again, as in the case of the simple CLEs, we let the

measure Ξ be zero on BD.

The key in the proof of conformal covariance for the measures on simple CLE was the way quantum
length scales when adding a constant to the field. That is, when we add A to the field, quantum

length is scaled by e
?
κ
2
A so that

NΓ,h`A
ε “ NΓ,h

εe´

?
κ
2 A

.

Hence, if we show that in the case of κ1 P p4, 8q that

NΓ,h`A
ε “ NΓ,h

εe´

?
κ1

2 A
,

then the conformal covariance follows from the same calculations. Below, we consider CLEκ1 drawn
on a generalized quantum disk as the description on this surface is precise. That the same scaling
rules hold when replacing the distribution by a zero-boundary GFF follows by absolute continuity.

Under the quantum natural time parameterization, the left/right boundary lengths of an SLEκ1-type
curve that make up a CLEκ1 loop are absolutely continuous with respect to independent totally
asymmetric κ1

4 -stable processes with only negative jumps (see [8]). The generalized quantum length
of the loop is then defined as the (normalized) limit of the number loops with boundary length in

rε, 2εs as ε Ñ 0, that is, the (normalized) limit of the number of negative jumps of the two κ1

4 -stable
processes which have size in rε, 2εs.

The law of the number of negative jumps of size belonging to a set I Ď p0,8q by time t is that of a

Poisson process with jump intensity given by ΠpIq where Πpdyq “ Cy´κ1

4
´1dy is the Lévy measure

of the stable process (see [4]) and C ą 0 is some constant. Thus, if Nε denotes the number of jumps

of a κ1

4 -stable process with size in rε, 2εs then ε
κ1

4 Nε converges a.s. to a constant as ε Ñ 0.

Thus, considering a single SLEκ1-type loop L in the CLEκ1 the generalized quantum length changes
as follows when we add a constant A to the field. The quantum boundary lengths of the quantum
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disks surrounded by L are multiplied by eA
γ
2 . Hence, the quantum length of the loop L as measured

by the field (recall Remark 2.3) is given by

σL,h`ApLq “ lim
εÑ0

ε
κ1

4 NL,h`A
ε pLq “ lim

εÑ0
ε
κ1

4 NL,h
εe´

γ
2A

pLq “ e
κ1

4
γ
2
AσL,hpLq “ e

?
κ1

2
AσL,hpLq.

Consequently, we have that

NΓ,h`A
ε “ NΓ,h

εe

?
κ1

2 A
,

which implies for U Ď D that

ΛΓ,h`ApUq “ epα1` 1
2

qA
?
κ1

2 ΛΓ,h.(4.3)

Thus, if we prove the almost sure local finiteness of ErΞs then it follows by the exact same proof as
that of Lemma 4.2 that pPDq satisfies the properties of Definition 1.1 with exponent d “ dpκ1q.

Lemma 4.3. Let D Ď C be simply connected and let pΓ,Ξq „ PD where PD is as above. Then
ErΞs is locally finite. Consequently, Ξ is a.s. locally finite.

Proof. Fix κ1 P p4, 8q and let γ “ 4{
?
κ1. It was proved in [37] that if pD,hGDq is a unit boundary

length γ-generalized quantum disk and Γ „ P
CLEκ1

D , then E
”

ΛΓ,hGDpDq

ı

“ 1. Recall that in order

to construct a generalized quantum disk, one first samples a 4
γ2
-stable loop tree, where the loop

lengths are given by the sizes of the jumps a 4
γ2
-stable Lévy excursion. One then samples ordinary

quantum disks in the loops, with boundary length given by the length of the loops. In a unit
boundary length generalized quantum disk, the stable Lévy excursion runs for time 1 and hence has
a positive probability of having a downward jump with size in r1, 2s. Let E be this event and let
pD,hDq be a unit boundary length γ-quantum disk. Then we have that

1 “ E
”

ΛΓ,hGDpDq

ı

ě E
”

ΛΓ,hGDpDq1E

ı

ě PrEsErΛΓ,hDpDqs.

In the final inequality, we used scaling to conclude that ErΛΓ,hDpDqs would be larger if we replaced
pD,hDq by a quantum disk with boundary length ℓ P r1, 2s. As we mentioned before, PrEs ą 0 so

we conclude that ErΛΓ,hDpDqs ă 8.

Moreover, considering a compact set K Ď D as before and writing δ :“ distpK, BDq ą 0, as in the
proof of Lemma 4.1 we write hD “ h` h, where h is a zero-boundary GFF on D, and h harmonic
and independent of h. Let C be a constant such that PrsupzPK |hpzq| ď Cs ě 1{2. Then

ΛΓ,hpKq ď 2epα1` 1
2

qC
?
κ1

2 ΛΓ,hDpKq on sup
zPK

|hpzq| ď C.

Hence we have that

ErΞspKq “

ż

K
FDpzqErΛΓ,hpdzqs ď δ´p 1

2
` 2
κ1 ` κ1

32
qErΛΓ,hpKqs

“ 2epα1` 1
2

qC
?
κ1

2 δ´p 1
2

` 2
κ1 ` κ1

32
qErΛΓ,hDpKqs ă 8.

Thus ErΞs is locally finite and the second assertion follows immediately. □

By Lemma 4.3 and the discussion before it, we have that the next lemma follows by repeating the
proof of Lemma 4.2.

Lemma 4.4. The family of measures pPDq defined above is conformally covariant with exponent
d “ dpκ1q given by (1.1). Moreover, pPDq respects the CLEκ Markov property.
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4.3. Existence of the measure on the CLE4 carpet. Since the natural LQG measure on the
CLEκ carpet was not previously constructed in the critical case γ “ 2 (κ “ 4), we will instead
consider the weak limit of the measures defined above as κ Õ 4 in order to construct a conformally
covariant measure on the CLE4 carpet. This is done by coupling the CLE in the way given by the
loop-soup construction, see Section 2.4.1. We will prove the following.

Proposition 4.5. There exists a law pPDq “ pP4
Dq as in Definition 1.1 on pairs pΓ,Ξq where the

marginal law of Γ is that of a CLE4 in D with conformal covariance exponent d “ dp4q “ 15{8.

Proof. For each κ P p8{3, 4q and D Ď C simply connected let Pκ
D be the law on pairs pΓκ,Ξκq where

the marginal law of Γκ is that of a CLEκ on D and Ξκ is as in Section 4.1. We assume that Ξκ is
normalized to have expected total mass 1 in the case that D “ D (which in turn serves to normalize
the expected mass on general D Ď C simply connected by conformal covariance).

Pick a sequence κn Õ 4 (equivalently, a sequence of intensity constants cn Õ 1 of the Brownian
loop-soups). For each n P N we let pΓκn ,Ξκnq „ Pκn

D . By coupling the CLEκn as mentioned in
Section 2.4.1 we have that the sequence of CLEκn carpets converges to the CLE4 carpet in the
topology defined by the Hausdorff distance. This holds by monotonicity since the CLEκn carpets
form a decreasing sequence of sets (since the loop-soups defining them increase with n). By [14,
Theorem 4.10], the collection of measures pΞκnq is weakly tight. It follows that Ξκn converges weakly
in law (at least along a subsequence, and if so, consider this subsequence instead) to a random
measure Ξ4 as n Ñ 8. That the support of Ξ4 is contained in the CLE4 carpet follows since the
support of Ξκn is contained in the CLEκn carpet, which converges to the CLE4 carpet Γ4 in D
as κn Õ 4. Applying the Skorokhod representation theorem for weak convergence, we can (after
possibly recoupling the laws onto a new probability space) assume that pΓκn ,Ξκnq Ñ pΓ4,Ξ4q a.s.
where the notion of convergence in the first (resp. second) coordinate is the Hausdorff topology
(resp. weak convergence).

Suppose that rD Ď C is a simply connected domain and let φ : D Ñ rD be a conformal transformation.

For each n P N we let prΓκn , rΞκnq „ Pκn
rD

be such that rΓκn “ φpΓκnq and rΞκn is defined for each

Borel set A by

rΞκnpAq “

ż

φ´1pAq

|φ1pzq|dndΞκnpzq

where dn “ dpκnq. We claim that rΞκn restricted to any compact set in rD converges as n Ñ 8

weakly in probability to the measure rΞ4 defined by

rΞ4pAq “

ż

φ´1pAq

|φ1pzq|ddΞ4pzq.

To see this, note that (recalling the notation Ξκpfq “
ş

fdΞκ) if f is any continuous function which
is compactly supported in D then

Ξκnpf |φ1|dnq ´ Ξ4pf |φ1|dq “ Ξκnpfp|φ1|dn ´ |φ1|dqq ´ pΞ4 ´ Ξκnqpf |φ1|dq.

Let K Ď D be compact so that the support of f is contained in K. Then we have that

Er|Ξκnpfp|φ1|dn ´ |φ1|dqq|s ď sup
zPK

|fpzqp|φ1pzq|dn ´ |φ1pzq|dq| Ñ 0 as n Ñ 8.

We also have that pΞ4 ´ Ξκnqpf |φ1|dq Ñ 0 a.s. since Ξκn Ñ Ξ4 a.s. weakly as n Ñ 8. Altogether,
this proves the claim.
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We have thus constructed a family of measures pP4
Dq on pairs consisting of a CLE4 and a Borel

measure supported on the CLE4 carpet which is conformally covariant. It may not be that the
Borel measure we have constructed is determined by the CLE4 carpet but by replacing it with
its conditional expectation given the CLE4 carpet we may assume that it is the case. To finish
the proof, it is left to show that the family of measures pP4

Dq respects the CLE4 Markov property.
To prove that this is the case, it suffices to verify it in the case D “ D by conformal covariance.
Fix U Ď D simply connected. Assume that we have pΓκn ,Ξκnq „ Pκn

D as above where the Γκn are
coupled together using a common instance of the Brownian loop soup (so their carpets decrease
to a CLE4 carpet). For each n P N, we let UΓ

n the set of points obtained U by removing from U
the closure of the union of the set of points surrounded by loops of Γκn which intersect both U
and DzU . Let UΓ be the set of points obtained by removing from U the closure of the union of
the points surrounded by loops of the limiting CLE4 which intersect both U and DzU . Fix z P U
deterministic and let V be the component of UΓ which contains z (we note that it could be that
V “ H). For each n P N, let Vn be the component of UΓ

n which contains z. Then we note that
the Vn are decreasing.

For each n P N, let φ : D Ñ Vn be the unique conformal transformation with φnp0q “ z and
φ1
np0q ą 0. Then the sequence pφnq converges locally uniformly to the unique conformal map

φ : D Ñ V with φp0q “ z and φ1p0q ą 0. For each n P N, let Fn be the σ-algebra generated by
the Brownian loops used to generate Γκn which are part of a cluster corresponding to a loop of
Γκn which intersects U and DzU . Then we note that the σ-algebra generated by all of the Fn’s
is equal to that generated by the Brownian loops used to construct Γ4 which are part of a cluster
corresponding to a loop of Γ4 which intersects U and DzU . Since the measures Pκn

D respect the
CLEκn Markov property for each n, it follows that the conditional law of the restriction of the pair
consisting of the loops ΓκnVn of Γκn contained in Vn and the restriction of Ξκn to Vn given Fn is that
of Pκn

Vn
. Equivalently, the conditional law given Fn is equal to that of the image under φn of a

CLEκn in D independent of Fn and the covariant pushforward of its measure under φn. The claim
thus follows from the arguments given above and the convergence of φn to φ. □

5. Uniqueness of the CLE volume measure

Since the existence of the conformally covariant measure was proved in Section 4, the part that
we have left to establish is the uniqueness. This is done by showing that the conformal covariance
of the measure completely determines its intensity (Section 5.1) and then combining this with
an exploration of the CLE together with the property of respecting the CLE Markov property
(Section 5.2). We now work on the unit disk D.

5.1. Form of the intensity. Consider a sample pΓ,Ξq from a measure PD satisfying Definition 1.1.

Note that by part (i) of Definition 1.1, for any Möbius transformation ϕ : D Ñ D, letting rΓ “ ϕpΓq

and

rΞpdzq “ |ϕ1pzq|´dΞ ˝ ϕpdzq,(5.1)

it follows that pΓ,Ξq
d
“ prΓ, rΞq. Taking an expectation of both sides of (5.1) it follows that the

intensity ErΞs of the measure Ξ satisfies

ErΞspdzq “ |ϕ1pzq|´dErΞs ˝ ϕpdzq(5.2)

for any Möbius transformation ϕ : D Ñ D. Moreover, by part (iii) of Definition 1.1 we have that
ErΞs is locally finite.
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We now prove that (5.2) completely determines the form of ErΞs. For any D Ď C, let BpDq denote
the σ-algebra of Borel subsets of D.

Lemma 5.1. Let m be a locally finite measure on the measurable space pD,BpDqq for which there
exists d P R such that for each Möbius transformation ϕ : D Ñ D we have

mpdzq “ |ϕ1pzq|´dm ˝ ϕpdzq.(5.3)

Then there exists some constant Cm such that

mpdzq “ Cm

ˆ

1

1 ´ |z|2

˙2´d

dz.

Proof. We begin by showing that m is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure.
It follows from the local finiteness that m is σ-finite. This allows us to apply the Lebesgue
decomposition theorem to see that we can uniquely write

(5.4) dmpzq “ fpzqdz ` dσpzq,

for some measurable function f which is integrable on each compact subset of D and some measure σ
which is singular with respect to Lebesgue measure. We shall show that σ “ 0. Sincem satisfies (5.3),
the uniqueness of the decomposition (5.4) implies that σ does as well. For each z P D we let

ϕzpwq “
w ´ z

1 ´ zw
,

so that ϕz : D Ñ D is the unique Möbius transformation with ϕzpzq “ 0 and ϕ1
zpzq “ p1´|z|2q´1 ą 0.

Using the identity σpdwq “ |ϕ1
zpwq|´dpσ ˝ ϕqpdwq for all z P D we thus have that

σpdwq “
1

π

ż

D
|ϕ1
zpwq|´ddpσ ˝ ϕzqpwqdz,

where here we emphasize that dz denotes integration with respect to Lebesgue measure. Suppose
that A Ď D has zero Lebesgue measure. Note that ϕ´1

z pwq “ ϕ´zpwq Then we have that

σpAq “
1

π

ż ż

D
1Apwq|ϕ1

zpwq|´ddzdpσ ˝ ϕzqpwq “
1

π

ż
ˆ

ż

D
1Apϕ´1

z pwqq|pϕ´1
z q1pwq|ddz

˙

dσpwq “ 0.

This implies that σ is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure hence σ “ 0.

By assumption, we have for each conformal map ϕ : D Ñ D that

dpm ˝ ϕq

dm
pzq “ |ϕ1pzq|d.(5.5)

Let f be the density of m with respect to Lebesgue measure. Then we also have that

dpm ˝ ϕq

dz
pzq “ fpϕpzqq|ϕ1pzq|2

and thus

dpm ˝ ϕq

dm
pzq “

dpm˝ϕq

dz pzq

dm
dz pzq

“
fpϕpzqq|ϕ1pzq|2

fpzq
.(5.6)

Combining (5.5) and (5.6) we have

fpzq “ fpϕpzqq|ϕ1pzq|2´d.(5.7)
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Applying (5.7) for the choice ϕ “ ϕz gives that

fpzq “ fp0q|ϕ1
zpzq|2´d “ fp0q

ˆ

1

1 ´ |z|2

˙2´d

,

which completes the proof. □

5.2. Proof of uniqueness. This subsection is dedicated to the proof of the following uniqueness
result.

Proposition 5.2. Fix κ P p8{3, 8q. Let pPDq be the family of measures constructed in Section 4

with d “ dpκq given by (1.1). Assume that prPDq is another family of probability measures satisfying
Definition 1.1 with exponent d. Then there exists a deterministic constant K ą 0 such that if

pΓ,Ξq „ PD then pΓ,KΞq „ rPD.

The main input in the proof of Proposition 5.2 is Lemma 5.1, which together with a suitable
exploration of the CLE gives us the form of the conditional expectation of the measures on the
unexplored parts. First, however, we shall prove the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Consider a probability space pΩ,F ,Pq, let G Ď F be a σ-algebra, let g be a non-
negative G ˆ BpDq-measurable function, and let M be a random measure on D. Then

E

„
ż

D
gpzqdMpzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

G

ȷ

“

ż

D
gpzqdErM | G spzq a.s.(5.8)

Consequently, if M is independent of G then

E

„
ż

D
gpzqdMpzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

G

ȷ

“

ż

D
gpzqdErMspzq a.s.

Proof. We note that the second assertion follows immediately from the first. Moreover, we are done
if we prove for all A P G that

E

„

1A

ż

D
gpzqdMpzq

ȷ

“ E

„

1A

ż

D
gpzqdErM | G spzq

ȷ

.(5.9)

Let G be the set of bounded G ˆ BpDq-measurable functions such that (5.9) holds for all A P G .
Suppose that B ˆO P G ˆ BpDq and we let g “ 1BˆO. Then the left-hand side of (5.9) is equal to
Er1AXBMpOqs and the right-hand side is equal to Er1AXBErM | G spOqs. Since AXB P G , it follows
from the definition of conditional intensity that these quantities are equal. Moreover, by the linearity
of the expectation and the integral, it follows that G is a vector space. Furthermore, we note that
if gn is a sequence of non-negative functions in G which increase to a bounded function g then g P G
by the monotone convergence theorem. Consequently, by the monotone class theorem, G contains
all bounded non-negative G ˆ BpDq-measurable functions. Finally we note that if g is an arbitrary
non-negative G ˆ BpDq-measurable function, then we can pick a sequence of functions gn P G which
increase to g and by applying the monotone convergence theorem once more, this implies that g
satisfies (5.9). Consequently, (5.9) and hence, (5.8) hold for all non-negative G ˆ BpDq-measurable
functions. □

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that pΓ,Ξq „ PD where PD is as in the statement of Proposition 5.2. Then
we a.s. have for each loop L P Γ that ΞpLq “ 0.
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Proof. This holds for the quantum measure hence holds for Ξ by construction for κ ‰ 4. Therefore
we just have to give the proof in the case that κ “ 4. It suffices to show for each z P D that if L is
the loop of Γ which surrounds z then ΞpLq “ 0 a.s. By conformal covariance, it suffices to prove
this in the case that z “ 0.

We will deduce the result by taking a limit κ Ñ 4. Fix κ0 P p8{3, 4q and κ P rκ0, 4q. Let ηκ be an
SLE0

κpκ´ 6q process in D from ´i to 0. Let pW κ, Oκq be the driving pair for ηκ (parameterized by
log conformal radius as seen from 0). Fix δ ą 0, let

τκ1 “ inftt ě 0 : |W κ
t ´Oκt | ě δu

and let σκ1 “ inftt ě τκ1 :W κ
t “ Oκt u. Given that we have defined τκ1 , σ

κ
1 , . . . , τ

κ
k , σ

κ
k , we let

τκk`1 “ inftt ě σκk : |W κ
t ´Oκt | ě δu

and let σκk`1 “ inftt ě τκk`1 : W
κ
t “ Oκt u. For each k P N we have that the law of ηκ|rτκk ,σ

κ
k s given

ηκ|r0,τκk s is that of an SLEκ process in the component of Dzηκpr0, τκk sq with ηκpτκk q on its boundary.

For each t ě 0 we let F κ
t “ σpηκpsq : s ď tq. For each n P N we let Sn be the set of closed squares

S Ď D with side length 2´n and with corners in p2´nZq2. Suppose that S P Sn. Fix ζ ą 0. On the
event that S has distance at least ζ from ηκpr0, τκk sq, the probability that ηκ|rτκk ,σ

κ
k s hits S1 P Sn

which is adjacent to S is Op2´αnq where α “ 1 ´ κ{8 and the implicit constant depends only on
ζ (see [25, Lemma 2.10] and note that the constant in the statement can be taken to be uniform
for κ P rκ0, 4s). On ηκpr0, σκk sq X S “ H but ηκpr0, σκk sq hits S1 P Sn which is adjacent to S we have

that ErΞκpSq | F κ
σκk

s “ Op2´dnq. Altogether, this implies that given F κ
τκk

the conditional expectation

of the Ξκ-mass of those S P Sn which are not hit by ηκ|r0,σκk s but are adjacent to S1 P Sn which

are hit by ηκ|r0,σκk s and have distance at least ζ to ηκpr0, τκk sq is Op2p2´α´dqnq. By summing over n,

we see that the conditional expectation of the Ξκ-mass of the set U δ,ζn,κ of points which are within

distance at most 2´n of ηκprτκk , σ
κ
k sq but distance at least ζ to ηκpr0, τκk sq is Op2p2´α´dqnq. Note

that 2 ´ α ´ d ă 0.

We assume that ηκ is an exploration of a CLEκ process Γκ and let Lκ be the loop of Γκ which is
surrounded by the origin. Let Kκ be such that ηκ is drawing Lκ at the time τκKκ . We note that Kκ

is stochastically dominated by a geometric random variable whose parameter is uniform in κ (as κ
is bounded away from 8{3). Then we have shown that

(5.10) PrΞκpU δ,ζn,κq ě εs Ñ 0 as n Ñ 8

uniformly in κ P rκ0, 4q. Suppose that we have a sequence pκjq in rκ0, 4q with κj Ñ 4 as j Ñ 8

and we have used the Skorokhod representation theorem for weak convergence to couple the laws

together so that we a.s. have pηκj ,Γκj ,Ξκj q Ñ pη4,Γ4,Ξ4q as j Ñ 8. Then we have that U δ,ζn,4 is a.s.

contained in U δ,ζn´1,κj
for all j large enough. Thus if it were true that the Ξ4 measure of the part of

L4 with distance at least ζ from η4pr0, τ4K4sq is positive with positive probability we would get a

contradiction to (5.10). By sending ζ Ñ 0 this implies that Ξ4pL4zη4pr0, τ4K4sqq “ 0 a.s. Let z4 be

the place where η4 first hits L4. By sending δ Ñ 0 we thus see that Ξ4pL4ztz4uq “ 0 a.s.

Suppose that we are on the event that η4 disconnects 0 from i at the time σ4K4 . Then we can

couple η4 together with the branch rη4 of the exploration tree from ´i to i used to generate Γ4 to
be the same up until the time σ4K4 . On this event, we note that z4 is the same as the place where

the trunk of rη4 first hits L4 which is a.s. not the same as the first place where the time-reversal
of the trunk of rη4 first hits L4. Since the process obtained by following the loops of Γ4 hit by the
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time-reversal of the trunk of rη4 also has the law of an SLE0
4p´2q we altogether see that Ξ4pL4q “ 0

a.s. on the aforementioned event. If η4 disconnects 0 from i before σ4K4 , then we can apply the same
argument in the complementary component containing 0 at this time. Applying this repeatedly if
necessary, we see that Ξ4pL4q “ 0 a.s. □

We now turn to the proof of Proposition 5.2.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Fix κ P p8{3, 8q. Let pPDq and prPDq be as in the statement and assume

that pΓ,Ξq „ PD and pΓ,Ξ˚q „ rPD are coupled so that the CLEκ is the same in both pairs and
normalize them so that ErΞspDq “ ErΞ˚spDq “ 1.

We note that ErΞspLq “ 0 and ErΞ˚spLq “ 0 for all but at most countably many horizontal lines L
(for otherwise ErΞspDq “ 8 or ErΞ˚spDq “ 8). We can therefore find a countable collection of
lines pLkq so that ErΞspLkq “ 0 and ErΞ˚spLkq “ 0 for all k and so that D X pYkLkq is dense in
D. For each n, we let Fn be the σ-algebra which is generated by the loops of Γ which intersect
Yn
k“1Lk. By density, we have that for every loop L of Γ there exists k so that Lk intersects the

region surrounded by L which, in turn, implies that F8 “ σpFn : n P Nq is equal to σpΓq. For each
n, we let Dn

j denote the collection of components in the complement in D of the closure of the union
of the points surrounded by loops of Γ which intersect Yn

k“1Lk. For each j, n, we let φnj : D Ñ Dn
j

be a conformal map with some arbitrary rule for fixing it (for example by considering some fixed
enumeration of the rationals prℓq in D, taking rj,n to be the element of prℓq in Dn

j with the smallest

index ℓ, and then taking φnj to be the unique conformal map from D to Dn
j with φnj p0q “ rj,n and

pφnj q1p0q ą 0). Then the conditional law given Fn of the image under pφnj q´1 of the loops of Γ

contained in Dn
j is that of a CLEκ in D independently of the loops of Γ contained in the other Dn

i .
For each n P N, we define the random measure Ξn by

ΞnpOq “ ErΞ | FnspOq.

Then for each n P N

ErΞnpDqs “ ErΞnspDq “ ErΞspDq “ 1.

Thus by the martingale convergence theorem for every open set O Ď D we have that ΞnpOq converges
a.s. to ΞpOq as ΞpOq is F8-measurable.

Let pΞj,nqj be i.i.d. copies of Ξ. Then by Lemmas 5.1, 5.3 we have that

ΞnpYjD
n
j q “ E

“

ΞpYjD
n
j q

ˇ

ˇ Fn

‰

“
ÿ

j

E
“

ΞpDn
j q

ˇ

ˇ Fn

‰

“
ÿ

j

E

„
ż

D
|pφnj q1pzq|ddΞj,npzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Fn

ȷ

“
ÿ

j

ż

D
|pφnj q1pzq|ddErΞj,nspzq “ CΞ

ÿ

j

ż

D
|pφnj q1pzq|d

ˆ

1

1 ´ |z|2

˙2´d

dz.

The same calculation implies that if we let

Ξ˚
npOq “ ErΞ˚

npOq | Fns

then Ξ˚
npYjD

n
j q “ ΞnpYjD

n
j q a.s. (The reason that we do not have an extra multiplicative factor is

that we normalized Ξ˚, Ξ so that ErΞpDqs “ ErΞ˚pDqs “ 1 in the beginning.)

Lemma 5.4 and our choice of lines pLkq implies that ErΞpDz Yj D
n
j q | Fns “ 0 for each n P N. We

claim that it also holds that ErΞ˚pDz Yj D
n
j q | Fns “ 0 for all n P N. Indeed for each n we have



EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF THE CONFORMALLY COVARIANT VOLUME MEASURE ON CLES 35

that

1 “ ErΞpDqs “ ErΞnpYjD
n
j qs “ ErΞ˚

npYjD
n
j qs.

Thus if Ξ˚pDz Yj D
n
j q is not a.s. zero then ErΞ˚pDqs ą 1 which contradicts our initial choice of

normalization. Thus Ξn “ Ξ˚
n a.s. Consequently, since Ξn Ñ Ξ and Ξ˚

n Ñ Ξ˚ and Ξn “ Ξ˚
n for all

n P N a.s., we have that Ξ˚ “ Ξ a.s., proving the proposition. □

We now wrap up the proof of Theorem 1.2 by collecting the results of the last two sections.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Lemmas 4.2 and 4.4 and Proposition 4.5 we have that there exist laws on
pairs pΓ,Ξq as in Definition 1.1 with d “ dpκq given by (1.1) in the cases κ P p8{3, 4q, κ P p4, 8q and
κ “ 4, respectively (note that property (iii) follows from Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 in the cases κ P p0, 4q

and κ P p4, 8q and by the choice of normalization in the proof of Proposition 4.5 in the case κ “ 4).
The uniqueness of the law on such pairs follows by Proposition 5.2. Hence, the result follows. □
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