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Abstract. Loewner chains with Lévy drivers have been proposed in the physics literature as models
related to random dendritic growth in off-critical systems (and even for diffusion-limited aggregation),
and in mathematics as candidates for finding extremal multifractal spectra (towards Brennan’s conjecture
and related problems in classical function theory). These processes are not scale-invariant in general,
but they do enjoy a natural domain Markov property thanks to the stationary independent increments
of Lévy processes. The associated Loewner hulls feature remarkably intricate topological properties and
possibly complicated multifractal phenomena, of which very little is known rigorously.

We prove that a chordal Loewner chain driven by a Lévy process W satisfying mild regularity
conditions (including stable processes) is a.s. generated by a càdlàg curve. Specifically, if the diffusivity
parameter of the driving process W is κ ∈ [0, 8), then the jump measure of W is required to be locally
(upper) Ahlfors regular near the origin, while if κ > 8, no constraints are imposed. In particular, we show
that the associated Loewner hulls are a.s. locally connected and path-connected. We also show that,
the complements of the hulls are a.s. Hölder domains when κ ̸= 4 (which is not expected to hold when
κ = 4), without any regularity assumptions. The proofs of these results mainly rely on careful derivative
estimates for both the forward and backward Loewner maps obtained using delicate but robust enough
supermartingale domination arguments. As one cannot control the jump accumulation of general Levy
processes, we must circumvent all reasoning that would use continuity. To prove the local connectedness,
we use an extension of part of the Hahn-Mazurkiewicz theorem: hulls generated by cadlag curves are
locally connected even when jumps would occur at infinite intensity.
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1. Introduction

We consider the geometry of growing Loewner hulls whose driving function is a general Lévy process. It
is well known that when the driving function is a standard Brownian motion with diffusivity parameter
κ ≥ 0, the hulls are generated by a random continuous fractal curve (Loewner trace) [LSW04, RS05]:
the celebrated Schramm-Loewner evolution (SLEκ) curve, which has turned out to be a universal
and remarkably useful object in probability theory and mathematical physics. SLEκ processes have
played a key role in establishing rigorous results for scaling limits of many critical lattice models, e.g.,
in [Sch00, Smi01, LSW04, Sch06, SS09, CDCH+14], and for important questions in probability theory
and conformal geometry: Brownian intersection exponents [DK88, LSW01b, LSW01c, LSW02, Wer04]
and Hausdorff dimension of the Brownian frontier [LSW01a], constructions of conformal restriction
measures [LSW03], couplings with the Gaussian free field [Dub09, MS16a, MS16b, MS16c, MS17], con-
structions of random metric or measure spaces [DMS21, BGS22] (see also references therein), and recent
results concerning the relationship of fractal objects in random geometry (such as SLEκ type paths) with
conformal field theory, see [Pel19, ARS24] and references therein. All of the aforementioned examples
are manifestly conformally invariant, and hence rather special, while the purpose of the present work is
to relax this constraint slightly.

The wide applicability of random Loewner evolutions motivates one to consider more general driving
functions than the ubiquitous Brownian motion. For example, Loewner hulls whose driving function
is composed with a random time change were considered in [KLS20], where it was shown that a time-
changed Brownian motion process does not always generate a simple curve. In [MSY21], it was shown
that Loewner hulls with a certain class of regular enough continuous semimartingale drivers are generated
by continuous curves. There has also been some interest in generalizations of Loewner evolutions to
complex drivers [Tra17, LU22, GP23].

A crucial property of SLE curves, which allows one to relate them to many statistical physics models,
is that they can be generated by adding infinitesimal independent and stationary increments together
in a scale-invariant manner. More precisely, requiring this property results in a characterization that
the growth of an SLE curve must be governed by a scalar multiple of Brownian motion (possibly with
a drift, which one can exclude by reflection symmetry). Relaxing the scale-invariance but keeping the
requirement of independent, stationary increments, one is naturally led to consider growth processes
arising from Lévy drivers. (In some special cases, such as for stable Lévy processes, the hulls have a
specific scaling property that also changes the spatial scale of the process, see [CR09, Section 3.2].)

In general, replacing Brownian motion by a Lévy process yields hulls which can have a very complicated
structure: they can be tree-like, forest-like, or looptree-like, say, with several or countably infinitely many
components, and it is not clear at all that these would even be path-connected (for an illustration, see the
simulations in [ROKG06, Section 3]). These growth processes provide descriptions of much more general
random models than SLEs. For instance, in [ROKG06] such a generalization was suggested to be useful
for describing models related to diffusion-limited aggregation [HL98, CM01] and branching, dendritic, off-
critical models; see also [JS09, MS16d, NST23]. The interest among mathematicians in these processes
was also originally motivated by the belief that they could produce fractal objects with large multifractal
spectra [BS09, CR09, BS10] and for their relationship with the problem of Bieberbach coefficients of
conformal mappings [Lou12, LY14, DNNZ15] (towards problems around Brennan’s conjecture [CJ92,
Pom92, Ber99]). Some results towards understanding phase transitions of special cases of these processes
have also been obtained in the literature [ROKG06, ORGK08, GW08].

The goal of the present work is to extend the family of random planar fractal curves by showing that
also for the case of a general Lévy driver (under a mild regularity assumption, see Definition 1.3), the
Loewner hulls are in fact generated by a càdlàg function with path-connected but branching growth
profile (when κ ̸= 8). Moreover, the associated hulls are locally connected and, when κ ̸= 4, they bound
Hölder domains. While our proof for the existence of the trace builds on the technique of deriving
derivative estimates for moments of the associated conformal (Loewner) maps, in order to establish
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Figure 1.1. Illustration of the Loewner hull driven by a càdlàg function, made by
Toby Cathcart Burn from his GitHub https://github.com/penteract/sle.

these estimates, we cannot follow the usual “pointwise-in-time” approach that relies on interpolation
from dyadic (countably many) times (applicable for Brownian motion, which admits a strong modulus
of continuity [RS05, Section 3.2]). Indeed, the needed estimates are rather subtle in general, due to the
occurrence of accumulating jumps in the driving process, causing significant technical problems dealt
with throughout this article. In addition, the results appearing in the literature [LSW04, RS05, Gua07,
GW08, CR09] thus far rely on very specific martingales, that are unavailable for the general case. We
therefore must content ourselves with supermartingale domination arguments to carry out the present
work. Thus, the estimates that we obtain are not expected or attempted to be sharp. Nevertheless, our
results include all of the prior known cases: the continuous SLEκ curves [RS05] (with κ ̸= 8) as well as
Loewner evolutions driven by symmetric α-stable processes [Gua07, GW08, CR09]1.

Statements of main results. Classical theory of Charles Loewner can be used to construct families
of compact hulls in the plane growing in time. More precisely, in the present work we are interested in
Lévy-Loewner hulls whose growth is governed by random càdlàg driving functions of the form

W (t) = at+
√
κB(t) +

ˆ
|v|≤1

vfiN(t,dv) +

ˆ
|v|>1

v N(t,dv), a ∈ R, κ ≥ 0, (1.1)

where B is a standard one-dimensional Brownian motion, N = Nν is an independent Poisson point
process with Lévy intensity measure ν (see below), and fiN(t, dv) := N(t,dv) − tν(dv) is the related
compensated Poisson point process. The first term in (1.1) is a linear drift, the second term is the
diffusion component, and the last two terms represent the microscopic (small) and macroscopic (large)
jumps, respectively. On any compact time interval, the process W has only finitely many jumps of size
greater than one, so the fourth term in (1.1) is a compound Poisson process (that is, a random finite
sum of jumps).

1The article [Gua07] announces results which follow as special cases of our main results. Unfortunately, [Gua07] has never
been published, and we have not been able to verify the arguments presented there.

https://github.com/penteract/sle
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Let us recall that a Lévy measure is a non-negative Borel measure ν on R such that ν({0}) = 0 and2

ˆ
R
(1 ∧ v2) ν(dv) <∞.

Note that ν may have infinite total mass (activity), in which case the process W can have infinitely
many small jumps (of size smaller than one) on compact time intervals. As the small jumps might
not be summable, one adds the compensator term tν in fiN to ensure that (1.1) is well-defined and,
moreover, the thus obtained compensated sum of microscopic jumps, i.e., the third term in (1.1), is an
L2-martingale3.

Equation (1.1) is the Lévy-Itô decomposition of a Lévy process (see [App04, Theorem 2.4.16] or [CE15,
Theorem 13.5.9]): W is a càdlàg (right-continuous with left limits) stochastic process with independent
and stationary increments. This property makes martingale arguments amenable for the analysis of
Loewner chains driven by Lévy processes. In particular, the Loewner chains satisfy a domain Markov
property (see Figure 2.1). However, the Brownian scaling property (and thus, conformal invariance) is
lost when ν is non-trivial. The main technical difficulty compared to the case of Brownian motion is
that the sample paths of Lévy processes are almost surely discontinuous and can in particular have a
dense set of jumps. Also, many computations in SLE theory crucially rely on the scale-invariance, which
cannot be extended naturally to the present case. These difficulties explain the substantial technical
work needed to carry out the proofs of the basic properties of Lévy-Loewner hulls of the present article.

Given a driving process W as in (1.1), the Loewner equation4

∂+t gt(z) =
2

gt(z)−W (t)
with initial condition g0(z) = z

is an ordinary differential equation in time, which has a unique absolutely continuous solution t 7→ gt(z)
for each fixed point z ∈ H in the upper half-plane H = {z ∈ C | ℑm(z) > 0}. The solution is not
in general defined for all times – it exists up to the first time when the denominator of the Loewner
equation is zero (see Section 2 for more details). Importantly, for each time t the map gt : H\Kt → H is
a conformal bijection defined on a simply connected subset of H, which is the complement of a compact
hull Kt ⊂ H. The hulls (Kt)t≥0 define a growth process in the (closure of the) upper half-plane.

In the special case of SLEκ processes, i.e., W =
√
κB, a crucial feature for many applications is that the

associated growing hulls are generated by a continuous random curve, the SLEκ trace (in the sense de-
tailed below). This is also — almost — the case for Lévy-Loewner chains, as we shall prove in the present
work: even though discontinuous, the trace will have left and right limits at all times, which makes it
amenable to analysis. The discontinuities in the driving function correspond to branching behavior in
the Loewner trace. Moreover, the left-right-continuity ensures good topological properties of the hulls:
path-connectedness and local path-connectedness (phrased in Proposition 1.2 and Corollary 2.14).

Definition 1.1. We say that the Loewner chain (gt)t≥0 with associated hulls (Kt)t≥0 is generated by
a function η : [0,∞) → H if, for each t ≥ 0, the set H \ Kt is the unbounded connected component of
H \ η[0, t]. (In the literature, it is often assumed that η is continuous, which we will not assume here.)

If η is càglàd (left-continuous with right limits), then we write η = γ♭ and say that the Loewner chain is
generated by the càglàd curve γ♭. In this case, we also use the term “generated by the càdlàg curve” γ♯
(right-continuous with left limits), that is the counterpart of γ♭ in the sense that

γ♯ : [0,∞) → H, γ♯(t) := lim
s→t+

γ♭(s), and γ♭(t) = lim
s→t−

γ♯(s).

Note that γ♯[0, t] ∪ γ♭[0, t] = γ♯[0, t] = γ♭[0, t]. We call either γ♯ or γ♭ the Loewner trace.

2We write a ∧ b := min(a, b) and a ∨ b := max(a, b).
3Throughout, we work with a filtered probability space satisfying the usual conditions (i.e., the filtration is right-continuous
and the probability space is completed). All (in)equalities should be read as “up to indistinguishability”.
4Here ∂+

t denotes the right derivative.



6

Proposition 1.2. Let (gt)t≥0 be a Loewner chain with associated hulls (Kt)t≥0 generated by a càdlàg
curve γ♯ (viz. a càglàd curve γ♭). Then, for each t ≥ 0, the set ∂(H \Kt) is locally connected.

Proposition 1.2 could be regarded as an extension of part of the Hahn-Mazurkiewicz theorem. We prove
it in Section 2.5. It also implies that Kt ∪R is path-connected for any hull generated by a càdlàg curve.

Next, our main results are summarized in Theorems 1.4 and 1.5, both of which are proven in Section 5.4.
We work under one of the following assumptions:

Ass. 1. either the diffusivity parameter κ > 8,

Ass. 2. or the diffusivity parameter κ ∈ [0, 8), and the variance measure of the Lévy measure ν is locally
(upper) Ahlfors regular near the origin in the sense of Definition 1.3 below.

For each Lévy measure ν, define a Borel measure µν by µν(A) :=
´
A
v2 ν(dv) for all Borel sets A ⊂ R.

We call µν the variance measure of the Lévy measure ν.

Definition 1.3. We say that the variance measure µν of the Lévy measure ν is locally (upper) Ahlfors
regular near the origin if the following holds. There exists ϵν ∈ (0, 1/2) only depending on ν such that
the restriction of µν to [−ϵν , ϵν ] is upper Ahlfors regular: there exist constants αν , cν ∈ (0,∞) and
ρν ∈ (0, 1) only depending on ν such that for any x ∈ [−ϵν , ϵν ] and for any ρ < ρν , we have

µν((x− ρ, x+ ρ) ∩ [−ϵν , ϵν ]) =

ˆ x+ρ

x−ρ

v2 1|[−ϵν ,ϵν ](v) ν(dv) ≤ cν ρ
αν . (1.2)

Note that this implies that µν is dominated by the Lebesgue measure near the origin (in particular, ν
does not have atoms accumulating to the origin, but it may have atoms elsewhere).

Theorem 1.4. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ [0,∞) \ {8}, a ∈ R, and a Lévy measure ν. Suppose that either Ass. 1.
or Ass. 2. holds. Then, the following hold almost surely for the Loewner chain driven by W on [0, T ].

(a): The Loewner chain is generated by a càdlàg curve on [0, T ].

(b): For each t ∈ [0, T ], the map z 7→ g−1
t (z) extends to a homeomorphism from H onto H \Kt.

In short, the proof of this result relies on a decomposition of the Lévy process into parts with large
(easy to manage) and small (hard to manage) jumps, careful estimates for moments of derivatives
of the forward Loewner flow (comprising Section 4) and local connectedness5 of the associated hulls
(Proposition 1.2). The needed arguments are carried out in several carefully set-up steps (Sections 4–5).

A common approach to prove the existence of the trace uses the backward Loewner flow (discussed in
Section 3), which gives estimates for the derivative of the inverse map g−1

t pointwise in time. However,
for Loewner chains driven by general Lévy processes, such pointwise-in-time estimates do not seem
sufficient because general Lévy processes do not seem to admit a càdlàg modulus of continuity which
would be equally strong as that of Brownian motion (see [Dur09, Jaf99, Bal14]). We therefore derive
estimates uniformly in time, which can only be achieved by considering the forward flow directly. To
this end, we utilize a discrete grid approximation of the forward flow, similar to the recent [MSY21]
& [Yua21]. Combining it with extremely careful tuning of the various parameters appearing in the
estimates in Section 4, we are able to obtain the necessary control under the above assumptions (Ass. 1.
or Ass. 2.).

To explain the usage of these assumptions, let us note that the essential problem in the forward flow
estimates seems to occur when the hulls swallow small regions (“bubbles”) by a jumping mechanism.
More precisely, the possibility of closing bubbles by accumulated jumps rather than by a continuous trace
makes a term in the stochastic differential of our observable process of Section 4.3 difficult to control.
Our local upper Ahlfors regularity assumption kills such behavior sufficiently well. In the case where the

5Note that here, is it crucial that the boundaries ∂(H \ Kt) are locally connected simultaneously for all times t, which
cannot be established from pointwise in time almost sure arguments.
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diffusivity parameter κ > 8 (the anticipated space-filling regime), this assumption is not needed. Also,
in the case where the diffusivity parameter κ ∈ [0, 4) (the anticipated regime where the trace should be
simple), it seems possible to argue the existence of the trace by utilizing the property that the hulls have
an empty interior, similarly as in [CR09, Theorem 7.1] and [GW08, Theorem 1.3(i)]. However, because
this argument cannot hold in the cases where κ ∈ (4, 8) anyway, while our estimates are quite robust,
we shall only present the case κ < 8 under the local upper Ahlfors regularity assumption (Ass. 2.).

A special case of Theorem 1.4 whereW is a symmetric stable pure jump process was established in [CR09,
Theorem 7.1], where Chen & Rohde first prove the local connectedness of the hulls for all times, and then
use this to conclude that the trace exists and is càdlàg. Their proof of the local connectedness relies on
the fact that the hulls have an empty interior, proven by Guan & Winkel [GW08, Theorem 1.3(i)], and a
result from complex analysis due to Warschawski from the 1950s (concerning the modulus of continuity
of conformal maps of the disc). This argument is not available for the general case considered in the
present work. Our proof proceeds, in a sense, in converse order: we first show the existence of a càdlàg
generating curve by careful derivative estimates for the associated Loewner maps, and we then prove,
using the generating curve, that the hulls are indeed locally (path-)connected (Proposition 1.2).

Let us finally remark that the estimates leading to Theorem 1.4 (a) are not strong enough to show that
the Loewner chain is generated by a càdlàg curve when κ = 8, although we believe that this is the
case. In the case where no jumps are allowed, it is already known from [LSW04] that SLE8 driven by√
8B is the scaling limit of an uniform spanning tree (UST) Peano curve, which shows a posteriori that

it is indeed generated by a continuous curve almost surely. (Recently, analytical proofs for this latter
fact were given using couplings of SLE with the Gaussian free field [KMS21, AM22].) Unfortunately,
this approach seems not useful for the more general case of drivers with jumps, for instance because
no such coupling is known — nor expected — to exist. Note also that the modulus of continuity for
the SLE8 curve (in the capacity parameterization) is logarithmic [AL14, KMS21], and we expect that
adding jumps will not improve the regularity.

Next, our second main result, which is the pointwise-in-time Hölder regularity of the inverse map g−1
t ,

can be obtained from estimates for moments of derivatives for the backward Loewner flow (comprising
Section 3) combined with a decomposition of the Lévy process into parts with large and small jumps as
before, and the fact that compositions of Hölder continuous maps are still Hölder continuous (though
with unknown Hölder exponent; thus the constants in Theorem 1.5 are random). The proof of the
following Theorem 1.5 is completed in Section 5 using the estimates from Section 3.

Theorem 1.5. Fix t > 0, κ ∈ [0,∞) \ {4}, a ∈ R, and a Lévy measure ν. Then, the following hold
almost surely for the Loewner chain driven by W .

(a): H \ Kt is a Hölder domain, meaning that there exist random constants θ(κ, ν, t) ∈ (0, 1] and
H(θ, t) ∈ (0,∞) such that

|g−1
t (z)− g−1

t (w)| ≤ H(θ, t) max{|z − w|θ, |z − w|} for all z, w ∈ H.

In particular, the map z 7→ g−1
t (z) extends to a homeomorphism from H onto H \Kt.

(b): The Hausdorff dimension of ∂Kt satisfies dim(∂Kt) < 2, and we have area(∂Kt) = 0.

Let us cautiously observe that item (a) of Theorem 1.5 only implies that g−1
t extends to the real line for

each fixed t, whereas item (b) of Theorem 1.4 holds simultaneously for all t ∈ [0, T ]. The latter result
uses the assumptions Ass. 1. or Ass. 2., while the former needs not.

It is known [GMS18] that for SLE4 driven by
√
4B, the complements H \Kt of the hulls are not Hölder

domains (see also Remark 5.3). We do not expect item (a) of Theorem 1.5 to hold with κ = 4, while
item (b) of Theorem 1.5 should hold with κ = 4 as well. (We shall not, however, pursue this here.)

Let us finally recall that the boundary of any Hölder domain is conformally removable [JS00, Corollary 2],
but this is not at all clear for other kinds of fractals. For SLEκ with κ = 4, it was proven only very
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recently [KMS22] that the SLEκ curve is indeed conformally removable, using couplings of SLE with
the Gaussian free field (GFF). We do not foresee that those techniques could be adapted as such to the
present setup because there are no couplings with the GFF available. In the general case, the jumps
in W might or might not make a difference: the particular property of SLE4 curves that they come
arbitrarily close to themselves while still being simple curves makes their analysis harder and is at the
heart of the failure of the Hölder property for the complementary domains. Introducing jumps could, in
principle, prevent the curve managing to approach arbitrarily close to itself, so that one could expect its
trace to be conformally removable. Conversely, jumps could also introduce additional “dust” behavior in
the hulls, rendering the conformal removability impossible. However, knowing the fact that our results
imply that such dust does not affect the local connectedness of Lévy-Loewner hulls (at least under the
assumptions Ass. 1. or Ass. 2.), to us it appears plausible that conformal removability would also hold
for general Lévy-Loewner hulls with diffusivity parameter κ = 4.
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2. Loewner chains: basic properties and topology of Loewner hulls

We will consider simply connected domains D regarded as subsets of the Riemann sphere Ĉ = C∪{∞},
which we endow with either the Euclidean or the spherical metric depending on the context. Throughout,
we denote the upper half-plane by H = {z ∈ C | ℑm(z) > 0}. By a conformal map we always refer to
a biholomorphic function between two domains in the complex plane. For basic notions, readers may
consult, e.g., the textbooks [Pom92, Law05, Kem17, Bel19].

The purpose of this section is to gather some terminology and results for Loewner chains.

• Section 2.1 concerns basic properties of conformal maps on the upper half-plane — we, e.g., gather
standard distortion estimates (Lemma 2.1) and recall a well-known condition for Hölder continuity in
terms of a derivative estimate (Lemma 2.2).

• In Section 2.2, we collect basic notions of Loewner chains driven by càdlàg functions.
• In Section 2.3, we derive estimates for such a Loewner flow in terms of a discrete approximating

grid. While the content Sections 2.1, 2.2, and the subsequent Section 2.4 are quite standard, to
our knowledge only the recent [MSY21] and [Yua21] really develop a systematic usage of the grid
approximation in Section 2.3 to prove existence of Loewner traces with continuous driving functions.

• Lastly, in Section 2.4 we give a slight generalization of a well-known criterion for the Loewner chain
to be generated by a trace — in our case, a càdlàg curve (Proposition 2.11).

• In the final Section 2.5, we consider important topological properties of Loewner hulls: we prove in
particular that hulls generated by a càdlàg curve are path-connected and locally (path-)connected.
To us, the general results in Proposition 1.2 and Corollary 2.14 appear to be new.
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2.1. Hulls and conformal maps. We call a closed subset K ⊂ H a hull if K is bounded for the
Euclidean metric and H \K is simply connected. We write ∂K ⊂ H and int(K) ⊂ H respectively for
the boundary and interior of the hull in the relative topology, and ∂inK := ∂K ∩ H ⊂ H. Riemann’s
mapping theorem implies that for each hull K, there exists a unique conformal map

gK : H \K → H, gK(z) = z +

∞∑
n=1

an(K) z−n, |z| → ∞, (2.1)

with real coefficients an(K). We call gK the mapping-out function of K (normalized at ∞). The first
coefficient hcap(K) := a1(K) ≥ 0 in (2.1) is always non-negative, and we call it the half-plane capacity
of the hull K. Intuitively, the half-plane capacity describes the size of K as seen from ∞, and it is an
increasing function in the sense that hcap(K) ≤ hcap(K ′) for K ⊂ K ′.

2.1.1. Carathéodory convergence of hulls. The following notion of convergence plays well with Loewner
theory (see, e.g., [Bel19, Section 3.3] and [Pom92] for details). Let (Kn)n∈Z≥0

be a sequence of hulls,
which are uniformly bounded, i.e., there exists R ∈ (0,∞) such that Kn ⊂ B(0, R) for all n. We say that
Kn converge in the Carathéodory sense to a hull K if g−1

Kn
converge uniformly on all compact subsets

of H to g−1
K . (Note that here, we assume that the limit is not trivial, i.e., K is a hull, which is the

only setup we will need later.) Geometrically (see, e.g., [Pom92, Theorem 1.8]), this is equivalent to the
Carathéodory kernel convergence of the complementary domains H \Kn to H \K with respect to any
interior point w0 ∈ H \B(0, R) in the following sense:

• w0 ∈ H \K,
• some neighborhood of every point z ∈ H \K belongs to H \Kn for sufficiently large n, and
• for each point z ∈ ∂(H \K), there exists a sequence zn ∈ ∂(H \Kn) such that zn → z as n→ ∞.

2.1.2. Distortion estimates. To begin, we gather some standard estimates for distortion of conformal
maps needed later. For two non-negative quantities a, b, we use the shorthand notation

a ≍ b ⇐⇒ C−1 a ≤ b ≤ C a, with C ∈ (0,∞) a universal constant,
a ≲ b ⇐⇒ a ≤ C b, with C ∈ (0,∞) a universal constant.

Recall that Koebe distortion and 1/4 theorems (see, e.g., [Pom92, Theorem 1.3 & Corollary 1.4]) show
that, for any conformal map ϕ on the unit disc D = {z ∈ C | |z| = 1}, we have

1
4 (1− |z|)2 |ϕ′(z)| ≤ dist(ϕ(z), ∂ϕ(D)) ≤ (1− |z|)2 |ϕ′(z)|, (2.2)

|ϕ′(0)| |z|
(1 + |z|)2

≤ |ϕ(z)− ϕ(0)| ≤ |ϕ′(0)| |z|
(1− |z|)2

, (2.3)

|ϕ′(0)| 1− |z|
(1 + |z|)3

≤ |ϕ′(z)| ≤ |ϕ′(0)| 1 + |z|
(1− |z|)3

, z ∈ D. (2.4)

We will use the following consequences of Koebe theorems for conformal maps on H.

Lemma 2.1 (Koebe distortion in H). For any conformal map φ on H, the following hold.

(a): |φ′(iy)| ≍ |φ′(iay)| for all y > 0 and a ∈ [1/2, 2].

(b): |φ′(y(x+ i))| ≲ (1 + x2)3|φ′(iy)| for all y > 0 and x ∈ R.

(c): For each fixed w0 = x0 + iy0 ∈ H, the inverse map satisfies

|φ−1(z)− w0| ≤ 1
2 y0 and

48

125
≤ |(φ−1)′(z)|

|(φ−1)′(φ(w0))|
≤ 80

27

for all z ∈ B
(
φ(w0),

1
8 y0 |φ

′(w0)|
)
.

Proof. Items (a) and (b) are standard applications of (2.4). Item (c) can be derived in a straightforward
manner from the left inequality in (2.2), the right inequality in (2.3), and the estimate (2.4). □
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2.1.3. Hölder continuity. It is well known that controlling the derivative of a conformal map gives an
estimate for its local Hölder continuity modulus. We will use this result in the following form.

Lemma 2.2. Fix6 R ∈ [1,+∞]. Let φ be a conformal map on (−R,R) × i(0,∞), and let θ ∈ (0, 1].
The following are qualitatively equivalent, meaning that H(θ,R) only depends on θ,R, and C(θ,R), and
C(θ,R) only depends on θ,R and H(θ,R).

(a): φ is Hölder continuous with exponent θ: there exists a constant H(θ,R) ∈ (0,∞) such that

|φ(z)− φ(w)| ≤ H(θ,R)
(
|z − w|θ ∨ |z − w|

)
for all z, w ∈ (−R,R)× i(0,∞). (2.5)

(b): There exists a constant C(θ,R) ∈ (0,∞) such that

|φ′(z)| ≤ C(θ,R)
(
(ℑm(z))θ−1 ∨ 1

)
for all z ∈ (−R,R)× i(0,∞). (2.6)

In particular, if either property holds, the map φ extends to a continuous function on (−R,R)× i(0,∞).

Proof. The equivalence of (a) and (b) is a standard application of Koebe distortion theorem, as detailed,
e.g., in [Kin15, Lemma 2.7]. The implication (a) ⇒ (b) is almost immediate, while for the implication
(b) ⇒ (a), the idea is to integrate the bound (2.6) along hyperbolic geodesics to obtain (2.5).

To show that φ extends continuously to the boundary, first fix 0 < y1 < y2 ≤ y ≤ 1 and integrate (2.6)
to obtain

|φ(x+ iy2)− φ(x+ iy1)| ≤
ˆ y2

y1

|φ′(x+ iu)|du ≤ C(θ,R)

ˆ y

0

uθ−1 du ≤ C(θ,R)

θ
yθ.

Taking y → 0+, we see that the radial limit φ(x) := lim
y→0+

φ(x+ iy) exists for all x ∈ (−R,R). Next, fix

n ∈ Z>0 and x1, x2 ∈ (−R,R) such that x1 ≤ x2 and |x2 − x1| ≤ 2−n, and y1, y2 ∈ [0, 2−n].

Then, using the bound (2.6) similarly as above, we have

|φ(x2 + iy2)− φ(x1 + iy1)|
≤ |φ(x2 + iy2)− φ(x2 + i2−n)| + |φ(x2 + i2−n)− φ(x1 + i2−n)| + |φ(x1 + i2−n)− φ(x1 + iy1)|

≤ 2C(θ,R)

θ
2−nθ +

ˆ x2

x1

|φ′(u+ i2−n)|du +
C(θ,R)

θ
2−nθ ≤

(2
θ
+ 1
)
C(θ,R) 2−nθ,

which implies that φ extends to a continuous function on (−R,R)× i(0,∞). □

2.1.4. Boundary behavior. Next we briefly discuss boundary behavior of conformal maps φ : H → D
onto a simply connected domain D ⊊ Ĉ. For extensive literature on this rather delicate subject, see the
textbook [Pom92, Chapter 2] and the more recent [Bel19, Chapter 2]. Let us recall a few basic notions:

• A crosscut in D is an open Jordan arc S ⊂ D which touches the boundary at its endpoints a, b ∈ ∂D
(which may coincide): S = S ∪ {a, b} ⊂ D.

• A null-chain (Sn)n∈Z≥0
is a sequence of nested crosscuts such that for all n, we have Sn ∩ Sn+1 = ∅,

the crosscut Sn separates S0 and Sn+1, and diam(Sn) → 0 as n→ ∞.
• Two null-chains (Sn)n∈Z≥0

and (S′
n)n∈Z≥0

are equivalent if and only if for each sufficiently large m,
the crosscut Sm (resp. S′

m) separates all but finitely many S′
n from Sm−1 (resp. Sn from S′

m−1).
• A prime end ξ of D is an equivalence class of null-chains.

6We use the convention that for R = +∞, the domain is the upper half-plane (−R,R)× i(0,∞) = H.
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• The impression of a prime end ξ of D is defined as

I(ξ) :=
⋂

n∈Z≥0

intin(Sn),

where intin(Sn) is the interior of the connected component of D \ Sn not containing S0. Note that
I(ξ) is a non-empty compact connected set, whence it is either a single point or a continuum. If I(ξ)
is a single point, then it is a boundary point of D and we say that the prime end ξ is degenerate.

• A set A ⊂ C is (uniformly) locally connected if for every ε > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that, for
any pair of points z, w ∈ A such that |z − w| < δ, there exists a closed connected set S such that
z, w ∈ S ⊂ A and diam(S) < ε. By [Sag94, Lemma 6.7], a sufficient condition for this is that A is
compact, connected, and locally connected at every point z ∈ A, that is, for every z ∈ A and ε > 0,
there exists a radius rz,ε > 0 such that for every w ∈ A ∩ B(z, rz,ε), there exists a closed connected
set S such that z, w ∈ S ⊂ A ∩B(z, ε).

Carathéodory’s theorem (see [Pom92, Chapter 2]) implies that a conformal map φ : H → D extends to
a homeomorphism H → D if and only if ∂D is a Jordan curve. Also, φ has a continuous extension
to H if and only if ∂D is locally connected, which is also equivalent to ∂D being a continuous curve,
but perhaps not an injection (in which case φ has no inverse on ∂D). In any case, the conformal
map φ always induces a one-to-one correspondence between the boundary points of H (also including
∞ ∈ ∂H ⊂ Ĉ) and the prime ends ξ of D (cf. [Pom92, Theorem 2.15]). We write ξ =

˘

φ(x) ∈

˘

∂D for
the prime end ξ corresponding to the boundary point x ∈ ∂H, and

˘

∂D =

˘

φ(∂H) for the boundary of D
comprising its prime ends. In particular, for any null-chain (Sn)n∈Z≥0

representing the prime end ξ in
D, its inverse image (φ−1(Sn))n∈Z≥0

is a null-chain in H that shrinks to x =

˘

φ−1(ξ):

{x} =
⋂

n∈Z≥0

intin(φ−1(Sn)).

We say that a prime end ξ is accessible if, for any interior point w ∈ D, there exists a Jordan arc J in
D starting at w which lies entirely in D except at its endpoint in I(ξ) ∩ ∂D. In this case, we say that
J accesses the prime end ξ, and the endpoint of J is an accessible point. By [Pom92, Proposition 2.14],
φ−1(J) is then a curve in H which lies entirely in H except at its endpoint in ∂H. Furthermore, if J1 and
J2 are two Jordan arcs accessing two distinct prime ends of D, then the curves φ−1(J1) and φ−1(J2)
also have distinct endpoints in ∂H. (Here, it is crucial that the image domain of φ−1 is nice, e.g., H.)

For any boundary point x ∈ ∂H, by [Pom92, Corollary 2.17 and Exercise 2.5.5], if the (unrestricted)
limit of φ at x,

φ(x) := lim
z→x

φ(z) ∈ ∂D along z ∈ H, (2.7)

exists, then the prime end ξ =

˘

φ(x) is degenerate and accessible, and we have I(ξ) = {φ(x)}.

Conversely, if J : [0, 1) → D is a Jordan arc accessing a prime end ξ of D, then the limit of φ exists
along the curve L := φ−1 ◦ J : [0, 1) → H by [Pom92, Corollary 2.17 and Exercise 5]:

J(1) = lim
s→1−

φ(L(s)) ∈ ∂D along L[0, 1) ⊂ H, (2.8)

which is also equivalent to the existence of a radial limit of φ at ξ [Pom92, Corollary 2.17(i)]. (However,
this does not guarantee the existence of the unrestricted limit (2.7).)

2.2. Loewner chains. Let W : [0,∞) → R be a càdlàg function (i.e., right-continuous with left limits).
A (chordal) Loewner chain driven by W (or, with driving function W ) is a family (gt)t≥0 of mapping-out
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functions which solve, for each z ∈ H, the Loewner differential equation7

∂+t gt(z) =
2

gt(z)−W (t)
with initial condition g0(z) = z, (LE)

where ∂+t denotes the right derivative and t 7→ gt(z) is the unique absolutely continuous solution to (LE)
defined up to the blow-up time

τ(z) := sup
{
s ≥ 0 | inf

u∈[0,s]
|gu(z)−W (u)| > 0

}
∈ [0,∞]. (2.9)

Remark 2.3. (See also [Pom75, Chapter 6].) The existence and uniqueness of an absolutely continuous
solution t 7→ gt(z) to (LE) follows from general ODE theory [Hal80, Chapter I.5., Theorems 5.1–5.3].
Indeed, the existence follows from checking the Carathéodory conditions: for (t, w) ∈ [0,∞)×H such that
|w−W (t)| > 0, the map t 7→ 2

w−W (t) is measurable (namely, càdlàg), the map w 7→ 2
w−W (t) is continuous,

and 2
|w−W (t)| is bounded on compacts. The uniqueness follows since w 7→ 2

w−W (t) is locally Lipschitz.
Furthermore, the map (t, z) 7→ gt(z) is also jointly continuous on {(t, z) ∈ [0,∞) × H | t < τ(z)}. We
gather some further properties of the mapping-out functions in Appendix A.

One can show that the growing hulls associated to the Loewner chain have the form

Kt = {z ∈ H | τ(z) ≤ t}, gt = gKt : H \Kt → H,

and in particular, (LE) implies that for each t ≥ 0, the conformal map gt is the associated mapping-out
function normalized at ∞. By the choice of the constant “2” in (LE), the Loewner chain is parameterized
by capacity, i.e., we have hcap(Kt) = 2t for all t ≥ 0. For each fixed z ∈ H, the blow-up time τ(z) of (LE)
is the first time when the given point z satisfies one of the following mutually exclusive properties: it is

• either swallowed by the growing hulls at time τ(z), i.e., we have

z ∈ int(Kτ(z)) \
⋃

s<τ(z)

Ks,

in which case we necessarily have lim inf
t→τ(z)−

|gt(z)−W (t)| = 0;

• or hit by the growing hulls at time τ(z), i.e., we have

z ∈ (∂Kτ(z)) \
⋃

s<τ(z)

Ks and lim inf
t→τ(z)−

|gt(z)−W (t)| = 0;

• or a branch point at time τ(z), i.e., we have

z ∈ (∂Kτ(z)) \
⋃

s<τ(z)

Ks but lim inf
t→τ(z)−

|gt(z)−W (t)| > 0,

in which case W has a jump at time τ(z) and gτ(z)(z) =W (τ(z)+).

Note that swallowed points are never accessible from H\Kt, while hit and branch points can be accessible
or inaccessible from H \Kt.

Lemma 2.4. (See Figure 2.1.) Fix σ ≥ 0 and define for each t ≥ 0 the sets(
K̊σ

t

)
t≥0

:=
(
gσ(Kσ+t \Kσ)−W (σ)

)
t≥0

.

Then, K̊σ
t are hulls parameterized by capacity driven by W̊σ(t) :=W (σ+ t)−W (σ), and the associated

mapping-out functions g̊σt (z) = (gσ+t ◦ g−1
σ )(z +W (σ))−W (σ) solve (LE) with driving function W̊σ.

Proof. The formula g̊σt (z) = gK̊σ
t
(z) = (gσ+t ◦ g−1

σ )(z +W (σ))−W (σ) and the Loewner equation (LE)
for the mapping-out functions follow from a computation and the uniqueness of the expansion (2.1). □

7Note that via Schwarz reflection, each mapping-out function gt = gKt extends to a conformal map on Ĉ \ (Kt ∪ K∗
t ),

where K∗
t is the complex conjugate of Kt. Thus, gt = gKt is well-defined on R \Kt.
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Figure 2.1. Illustration of the maps and hulls in Lemma 2.4.

We see from Lemma 2.4 also that the inverse maps f̊σt := (̊gσt )
−1 = (gK̊σ

t
)−1 and fs := g−1

s satisfy

fσ+t(z) = fσ
(
f̊σt (z −W (σ)) +W (σ)

)
, t ≥ 0. (2.10)

2.2.1. Local growth. The Loewner hulls are “bilaterally” locally growing in the sense that at each time
t ≥ 0, the following properties hold8: for all ε > 0 there exist δ = δ(ε, t) > 0 and two crosscuts
Sout
δ ⊂ H \Kt and Sin

δ ⊂ H \Kt−δ with diam(Sout
δ ),diam(Sin

δ ) < ε such that Sout
δ separates Kt+δ \Kt

from ∞ in H\Kt, and Sin
δ separates Kt\Kt−δ from ∞ in H\Kt−δ. This can be proven analogously to the

standard proof for the case of (LE) with continuous driving functions, see, e.g., [Kem17, Chapter 4.2.2].
Note that the shrinking crosscuts Sout

δ and Sin
δ correspond respectively to the right and left limits of the

driving function W at time t, which might be distinct (for W is only assumed to be càdlàg):

{W (t)} =
⋂
δ>0

gt(Kt+δ \Kt) ⊂ R and {W (t−)} =
⋂
δ>0

gt−δ(Kt \Kt−δ) ⊂ R. (2.11)

At each fixed time t, any countable subsequences (Sin
δn
)n∈Z≥0

and (Sout
δn

)n∈Z≥0
of these null-chains with

δn = δn(t) → 0+ as n→ ∞ represent9 two unique prime ends in H \Kt [Pom92, Theorem 2.15]:˘

f t(W (t−)) = ξint ∈

˘

∂(H \Kt) and

˘

f t(W (t)) = ξout
t ∈

˘

∂(H \Kt).

We call ξout
t the growing end for the Loewner chain at time t, and ξint the grown end at time t. Also,

by the term growing point at time t we refer to points in the impression I(ξout
t ), and by the term grown

point at time t we refer to points that are swallowed at time t or belong to the impression I(ξint ). Note
that the hulls might be generated by a self-crossing or self-touching curve γ, in which case a grown point
z might also be a double-point of the curve, i.e., z = γ(s) = γ(t) ∈ Ks ∩Kt for some s < t.

If (zn)n∈Z≥0
is a sequence in H \Kt converging along the null-chain (Sin

δn
)n∈Z≥0

(resp. (Sout
δn

)n∈Z≥0
) to a

grown point zin ∈ I(ξint ) (resp. growing point zout ∈ I(ξout
t )) as n→ ∞, then along this sequence,

lim
zn→zin

gt(zn) =W (t−) and lim
zn→zout

gt(zn) =W (t). (2.12)

Note that (2.12) does not imply existence of the radial limit (2.8), let alone the unrestricted limit (2.7)
of gt. If the grown or growing end is accessible, then the radial limit of gt at the accessible point exists.

8In the literature, e.g., [LSW01b, Theorem 2.6] and [Kem17, Chapter 4], one usually considers (LE) with continuous
driving functions, in which case the local growth property reads as follows: for all ε > 0 there exists δ = δ(ε) > 0 such that
for each t, there exists a crosscut Sδ ⊂ H \Kt with diam(Sδ) < ε separating Kt+δ \Kt from ∞ in H \Kt. In particular,
δ is uniform over t. However, such uniformity fails for discontinuous driving functions, for instance when Kt = γ[0, t] for
a continuous curve γ that crosses itself. In this case, the conditions involving Sout

δ and Sin
δ still hold.

9Note that if Sin
δ ⊂ H \Kt−δ separates Kt \Kt−δ from ∞ in H \Kt−δ, then Sin

δ ⊂ H \Kt.
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Remark 2.5. In the setup of Lemma 2.4 (here, we consider the fixed time σ equaling t or t−δ and denote
by δ the small time parameter), by the local growth and Wolff’s lemma (e.g., [Kem17, Lemma 4.6]), we
have diam(K̊t

δ) → 0 and diam(K̊t−δ
δ ) → 0 as δ → 0+. Using this and [Kem17, Lemma 4.5], we see that(

sup
z∈H\K̊t

δ

|̊gtδ(z)− z|
)
∨
(
sup
w∈H

|f̊ tδ(w)− w|
)
≲ diam(K̊t

δ)
δ→0+−→ 0, (2.13)(

sup
z∈H\K̊t−δ

δ

|̊gt−δ
δ (z)− z|

)
∨
(
sup
w∈H

|f̊ t−δ
δ (w)− w|

)
≲ diam(K̊t−δ

δ )
δ→0+−→ 0. (2.14)

Remark 2.6. In fact, one can also show conversely that any locally growing family of hulls parameter-
ized by capacity gives rise to a càdlàg driving function via (2.11) such that the associated mapping-out
functions solve (LE). It also follows from the local growth and distortion estimates (see Lemma A.4 in
Appendix A for an analogous argument) that, for each z ∈ H, the mapping-out function t 7→ gt(z) is
continuous (up to the blow-up time τ(z)). Hence, for each z ∈ H, since the right-hand side of (LE)
as a function of t is Lebesgue-integrable on any compact sub-interval of [0, τ(z)), the map t 7→ gt(z) is
absolutely continuous and

gt(z) = z +

ˆ t

0

∂+s gs(z) ds = z +

ˆ t

0

2 ds

gs−(z)−W (s−)
, t ∈ [0, τ(z)).

2.3. Grid of points of interest for forward flow estimates. Let (gt)t≥0 be a Loewner chain driven
by a càdlàg function W . Also, let ft := g−1

t be the inverse Loewner chain, and set

f̃t(w) := ft(w +W (t)), w ∈ H.

Note that for each fixed time instant t, this map is just ft pre-composed with a translation.

We next consider a useful approximating grid for the (forward) Loewner flow (t, z) 7→ gt(z) − W (t)
(Lemma 2.9). Such an approach was developed systematically very recently [MSY21] & [Yua21]. In
particular, from Koebe distortion one can derive estimates for the derivative |g′t(z)| uniformly in time,
which will be important for verifying the existence of the Loewner trace. Perhaps the most common
approach to prove the existence of the trace uses the backward Loewner flow (discussed in Section 3),
which gives estimates for the derivative of the inverse map ft := g−1

t pointwise in time. However, for
Loewner chains driven by general Lévy processes, such pointwise in time estimates do not seem sufficient.

Definition 2.7. For a,R, T > 0, define a grid of mesh size a/8 as

G(a, T,R) :=
{
z ∈ H | ℜe(z) = a

8 ℓ ∈ [−R,R], ℓ ∈ Z, and

ℑm(z) = a
8 (k + 8) ∈ [a,

√
1 + 4T ], k ∈ Z≥0

}
⊂ [−R,R]× i[a,

√
1 + 4T ].

We will need to estimate the size of the grid G(a, T,R) (put parameters q = r = 0 in Lemma 2.8), and
to compute the sum over the grid of the initial value ℑm(z0)

q−2r|z0|2r of a certain process in Section 4.

Lemma 2.8. Fix a ∈ (0, 1], R, T > 0, and r, q ∈ R. There exists a constant cgrid(q, r, T,R) ∈ (0,∞),
that depends polynomially on T and R, such that∑

z0∈G(a,T,R)

ℑm(z0)
q−2r |z0|2r ≤ cgrid(q, r, T,R)χq,r(a),
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where χq,r(a) =



aq, r < −1/2, q + 2 < 0,

a−2(log(1/a) ∨ 1), r < −1/2, q + 2 = 0,

a−2, r < −1/2, q + 2 > 0,

aq(log(1/a) ∨ 1), r = −1/2, q + 2 < 0,

a−2(log(1/a) ∨ 1)2, r = −1/2, q + 2 = 0,

a−2(log(1/a) ∨ 1), r = −1/2, q + 2 > 0,

aq−2r−1, r > −1/2, q − 2r + 1 < 0,

a−2(log(1/a) ∨ 1), r > −1/2, q − 2r + 1 = 0,

a−2, r > −1/2, q − 2r + 1 > 0.

(2.15)

Proof. This is a relatively straightforward computation — see [Yua21, Lemma 2.6]. □

We also obtain useful estimates for the derivative of the Loewner chain (Lemma 2.9). Note that |g′t(z)|
large implies |f ′t(z)| small.

Lemma 2.9. Fix T > 0, u > 0, and δ ∈ (0, 1), and write

R(T ) := sup
t∈[0,T ]

|W (t)|.

If |f̃ ′t(i δ)| ≥ u for some t ∈ [0, T ], then there exists a grid point z0 ∈ G(u δ, T,R(T )) such that

|gt(z0)−W (t)− i δ| ≤ δ

2
and |g′t(z0)| ≤

80

27

1

u
.

Note that the width of the grid G(u δ, T,R(T )) depends on the Loewner driving function (W (t))t∈[0,T ].

Proof. Fix t ∈ [0, T ] such that |f̃ ′t(i δ)| ≥ u. Using basic properties of Loewner flows from Appendix A,
we see that, on the one hand

|f̃ ′t(i δ)| ≤ 1
δ ℑm(f̃t(i δ)) ≤ 1

δ

√
δ2 + 4t ≤ 1

δ

√
δ2 + 4T (2.16)

— the first inequality follows from Schwarz lemma (cf. [Ahl79, Chapter 3.4, Theorem 13 & Exercise 2]),
the second from Equation (A.5), and the third since t ≤ T . On the other hand, we also have

|ℜe(f̃t(i δ))| ≤ sup
s∈[0,t]

|W (s)| ≤ R(T ),

by Equation (A.6) from Appendix A. Thus, we conclude that

f̃t(i δ) := ft(i δ +W (t)) ∈ [−R(T ), R(T )]× [iu δ, i
√
1 + 4T ].

In particular, by the choice of the grid, there exists a point z0 ∈ G(u δ, T,R(T )) in it such that

|z0 − f̃t(i δ)| ≤ 1
8 δ u,

which especially implies that

z0 ∈ B
(
f̃t(i δ),

1
8 δ u

)
⊂ B

(
f̃t(i δ),

1
8 δ |f̃

′
t(i δ)|

)
.

Thus, we may conclude using Koebe distortion: indeed, using item (c) of Lemma 2.1 with φ−1 = gt,
and w0 =W (t) + i δ, and w = z0, we see that

|gt(z0)−W (t)− i δ| ≤ δ

2
,
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and

u |g′t(z0)| ≤ |f̃ ′t(i δ)| |g′t(z0)| =
|g′t(z0)|

|g′t(f̃t(i δ))|
≤ 80

27
,

which is what we sought to prove. □

2.4. Sufficient condition for the existence of a Loewner trace. Let (gt)t≥0 be a Loewner chain
driven by a càdlàg function W , and let ft := g−1

t be the inverse Loewner chain. We now consider a basic
question: the existence of a trace for the Loewner chain. We allow the trace to have discontinuities but
require continuity from both sides.

Definition 2.10. We say that the Loewner chain (gt)t≥0 with associated hulls (Kt)t≥0 is generated by
a function η : [0,∞) → H if, for each t ≥ 0, the set H \ Kt is the unbounded connected component of
H \ η[0, t]. In the literature, it is often assumed that η is continuous, which we will not assume here.

If η is càglàd (left-continuous with right limits), then we write η = γ♭ and say that the Loewner chain is
generated by the càglàd curve γ♭. In this case, we also use the term “generated by the càdlàg curve” γ♯
(right-continuous with left limits), that is the counterpart of γ♭ in the sense that

γ♯ : [0,∞) → H, γ♯(t) := lim
s→t+

γ♭(s), and γ♭(t) = lim
s→t−

γ♯(s). (2.17)

Note that γ♯[0, t] ∪ γ♭[0, t] = γ♯[0, t] = γ♭[0, t]. We call either γ♯ or γ♭ the Loewner trace.

We will give a sufficient condition for the existence of the trace for the Loewner chain, in terms of an
estimate for the derivative of the inverse map ft near the driving point W (t) uniformly in time. It is
similar in spirit to the one used in the literature for proving the existence of the SLEκ trace, in the case
where W = B is a standard Brownian motion (in particular, continuous), see [Kem17, Theorem 6.4]
and [RS05, Theorem 4.1]. The crucial difference is that the required estimate (2.18) for the derivative
of ft is stronger than what one needs for Brownian motion. Namely, the modulus of continuity for
Brownian motion guarantees that for the existence of the SLEκ trace, it is sufficient to derive the
derivative estimate (2.18) at dyadic times. In the present case where W is allowed to be a Lévy process,
however, it appears that W (barely) fails an analogous càdlàg modulus of continuity property, rendering
the usage of (2.18) only at dyadic times insufficient.

Proposition 2.11. Fix T > 0. Suppose that there exists a constant θ ∈ (0, 1) such that

|f ′t(W (t) + i2−n)| ≲ 2n(1−θ) for all n ∈ Z>0 and t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.18)

Then, the following hold for the Loewner chain (gt)t≥0 and the inverse chain (ft)t≥0 on [0, T ].

(a): The following limit defines a càdlàg curve γ♯ : [0, T ] → H:

γ♯(t) := lim
y→0+

ft(W (t) + iy) for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.19)

(a’): The following limit defines a càglàd curve γ♭ : [0, T ] → H:

γ♭(t) := lim
y→0+

ft(W (t−) + iy) for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.20)

The curves γ♯ and γ♭ are each others’ càdlàg-càglàd counterparts as in (2.17).

(b): Either curve γ♯ or γ♭ generates the Loewner chain on [0, T ].

(c): For each t ∈ [0, T ], the set ∂(H \Kt) is locally connected.

We will need uniqueness of radial limits in the following sense (cf. [Pom92, Proposition 2.14] and [Kem17,
Lemma 6.5]). Even though the idea is standard, for completeness we present a proof for the needed result
in the case of possibly discontinuous driving functions, relying on further results outlined in Appendix A.
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Lemma 2.12. Fix z0 ∈ H and 0 < r0 < dist(z0,R), and write B := B(z0, r0) ⊂ H. Suppose that B is
hit but not swallowed by Kt, that is, Kt ∩B ̸= ∅, and B \Kt ̸= ∅, and Ks ∩B = ∅ for all s < t. Then,
∂inKt ∩B = {η(t)} is given by the radial limit10

η(t) := lim
y→0+

ft(W (t−) + iy) ∈ ∂B. (2.21)

Note that the limit (2.21) is the unique point in
⋂
s<t

Kt \Ks accessible from H \ Kt, a grown point at
time t for the Loewner chain.

Proof. Note that ∂inKt ∩B ̸= ∅ by the assumptions of the lemma. By Lemma A.6 (from Appendix A),
if s → t−, then fs → ft uniformly on all compact subsets of H. Hence, the Carathéodory kernel
convergence theorem (see, e.g., [Pom92, Theorem 1.8]) shows that, for each z ∈ ∂inKt ∩B, we can find
a sequence zn ∈ ∂inKtn such that zn → z as n → ∞, where tn → t−. Since zn /∈ B for all n, we see
that z ∈ ∂B, which shows that ∂inKt ∩ B = ∂inKt ∩ ∂B. Now, each point in this set is a grown point
accessible from H \Kt by an arc from z0. We conclude from (2.12) that the radial limit of gt exists:

lim
s→1−

gt(J(s)) =W (t−). (2.22)

By [Pom92, Proposition 2.14], if J1 and J2 are two Jordan arcs accessing two distinct boundary points
in H \Kt, then the curves gt(J1) and gt(J2) also have distinct endpoints in ∂H, which shows by (2.22)
that the set ∂inKt ∩ B = {w} must be a singleton. Finally, we see from (2.8, 2.22) that also the radial
limit of ft at W (t−) exists and equals w = η(t). This proves the lemma. □

Remark 2.13. Note that Lemma 2.12 does not imply that η is a càglàd curve. This needs a separate
argument addressing the behavior of (2.21) when the time t is varied. For instance, an estimate of
type (2.18) assumed in Proposition 2.11 gives uniform convergence that guarantees that η is càglàd.

Proof of Proposition 2.11. By Lemma A.6 (from Appendix A), the map t 7→ ft(W (t) + iy) is càdlàg for
each fixed y > 0. Hence, for item (a) it suffices to show that the assumed bound (2.18) implies that the
limit (2.19) exists and is approached uniformly on [0, T ] ∋ t.

By Koebe distortion (Lemma 2.1) and the assumed bound (2.18), we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|f ′t(W (t) + iy)| ≲ yθ−1 for all y ∈ (0, 1),

To get the limit (2.19), we fix 0 < y1 < y2 ≤ y ≤ 1 and integrate this bound:

|ft(W (t) + iy2)− ft(W (t) + iy1)| ≤
ˆ y2

y1

|f ′t(W (t) + iu)|du ≲
ˆ y

0

uθ−1 du =
yθ

θ

y→0+−→ 0,

which implies that the limit (2.19) exists and is approached uniformly on [0, T ] ∋ t, thus proving (a).

Item (a’) follows from item (a) by noticing that γ♭ is the càglàd counterpart of γ♯ as in (2.17):

lim
s→t−

γ♯(s) = lim
s→t−

lim
y→0+

fs(W (s) + iy) = lim
y→0+

ft(W (t−) + iy) =: γ♭(t) for all t ∈ [0, T ],

by Lemma A.6 and the fact that y → 0+ is approached uniformly on [0, T ] ∋ t by the proof of item (a).

To prove item (b), we will show that the set H \Kt is the unbounded component of H \ γ♭[0, t]. Since
γ♭[0, t] ⊂ Kt ∪ R, by topological considerations it suffices to verify that ∂inKt := ∂Kt ∩H ⊂ γ♭[0, t]. To
this end, we consider a point z ∈ ∂inKt and show that z ∈ γ♭[0, t]. We let 0 < r < dist(z,R), write
Br := B(z, r) ⊂ H as in Lemma 2.12, and set σr := inf{s ≥ 0 | Ks ∩Br ̸= ∅} ≤ t. Since z ∈ ∂inKt ⊂ H,
all assumptions of Lemma 2.12 are satisfied at time σr: indeed, by compactness and local growth, we
have Kσr

∩Br ̸= ∅, and we clearly have Br \Kσr
⊃ Br \Kt ̸= ∅, and Ks∩Br = ∅ for all s < σr. Hence,

Lemma 2.12 and the left-continuity of γ♭ from item (a) together imply that z = lim
r→0

γ♭(σr) ∈ γ♭[0, t].
Thus, we conclude that ∂inKt ⊂ γ♭[0, t], which implies item (b).

10Recall that ∂inKt := ∂Kt ∩ H.
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Item (c) follows from item (b) combined with Proposition 1.2, which we prove in the next section. □

2.5. Topological properties of càdlàg Loewner hulls. In this section, we analyze the topology of
growing Loewner hulls. In particular, the local connectedness of càdlàg hulls (Proposition 1.2) will be
needed for the proof of the existence of the Loewner trace for drivers which include macroscopic jumps in
Section 5 (Proposition 5.9). This fact, albeit perhaps intuitive, is quite subtle — as boundary behavior
of planar fractals in general11. The key is that the càdlàg hulls are generated by a function that possesses
both left and right limits. To us, Proposition 1.2 appears to be new, and therefore we shall include a
detailed discussion here. It also implies path-connectedness of the hulls (Corollary 2.14).

As a warning example, consider the comb space (see also Figure 2.2)

K := {iy | 0 ≤ y ≤ 1} ∪ {2−n + iy | 0 ≤ y ≤ 1, n ∈ Z≥0} ⊂ H. (2.23)

The union K ∪R of this comb with the real line is a path-connected set which is not locally connected.
It can be constructed via the graph of the function η : [0, 3) → H (a curve having no left limit at time
t = 3, which is however càdlàg elsewhere),

η(t) :=


it, 0 ≤ t < 1,

1 + i(t− 1), 1 ≤ t < 2,

2−n + i
(
2 + 2n(t− 3)

)
, 3− 21−n ≤ t < 3− 2−n, n ∈ Z>0.

Figure 2.2. Illustration of a
path connected but not locally
connected comb.

The comb space (2.23) shows that, first, for Loewner
chains with càdlàg driving functions, local connected-
ness may fail, and second, not all Loewner chains with
càdlàg driving functions are generated by càdlàg curves
(by Proposition 1.2). Indeed, it is not hard to check
that that the hulls

Kt :=

®
η[0, t], 0 ≤ t < 3,

K, t = 3,

are locally growing on [0, 3] ∋ t, which shows that their
driving function W is actually càdlàg — in particular
it has a unique left limit as t → 3−, the image of the
point i under the conformal map g3 : H\K → H. (This
is in contrast to the fact that the curve η itself has no
left limit as t→ 3−.) However, the boundary ∂(H\K3)
of the complement of the hull K3 = K is not locally
connected. The impression of the prime end of H \ K3 containing i is the right side of the segment
{iy | 0 ≤ y ≤ 1}. This prime end may be both grown and growing at time t = 3, while the only
accessible point from H \K3 in its impression is i.

Marshall & Rohde [MR05] constructed a logarithmic spiral spinning around the unit circle as an example
of a Loewner chain which has a (Hölder-1/2) continuous driving function, but which is not generated by
a continuous (or even càdlàg) curve and for which local connectedness fails. See also [Bel19, Figure 5.9]
for another example, and [KNK04, Lin05] for related results.

11Local connectedness of fractals is a very subtle topic — e.g., it is believed that the Mandelbrot set is locally connected,
but despite of several breakthrough results, there is no proof as of today (this problem is known as the MLC conjecture).
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2.5.1. Local connectedness. By the Hahn-Mazurkiewicz theorem (cf. [Kur68, Theorem 2, page 256]),
if a Loewner chain is generated by a continuous curve γ, then the boundary of the corresponding
domain H \Kt is locally connected for each time t. Note also that local connectedness of the image of
the generating curve is a priori a different property than local connectedness of the boundaries of the
associated domains H \Kt: [Bel19, Figure 5.10] gives an example of a right-continuous curve generating
a Loewner chain, whose driving function is continuous, and for which the curve itself is not locally
connected but the boundaries of the associated domains H \Kt are still locally connected.

Motivated by the Hahn-Mazurkiewicz theorem, one could ask whether the property that the Loewner
chain is generated by a càdlàg (or càglàd) curve would also imply local connectedness. We will answer
this questions affirmatively in this section. This rather natural result appears to us to be new.

Proposition 1.2. Let (gt)t≥0 be a Loewner chain with associated hulls (Kt)t≥0 generated by a càdlàg
curve γ♯ (viz. a càglàd curve γ♭). Then, for each t ≥ 0, the set ∂(H \Kt) is locally connected.

This result was proven for the special case of a Loewner chain driven by a symmetric stable pure jump
process in [CR09, Proposition 7.2]. In that case, one could use the property that the hulls have empty
interiors [GW08, Theorem 1.3(i)] in combination with a result from complex analysis due to Warschawski
from the 1950s (concerning the modulus of continuity of conformal maps of the disc). The empty interior
property ensures that one can bootstrap the local connectedness at a fixed time T (obtained from the
backward Loewner chain) to local connectedness at all times t ∈ [0, T ], since the hulls have empty
interior. In the general case, however, the hulls can be much more complicated and this proof does not
apply. We provide a direct proof below, by considering crossings of annuli

A(z0, r0, R0) = {w ∈ C | r0 ≤ |w − z0| ≤ R0}.
The key to guarantee local connectedness is that the hulls are generated by a càdlàg curve, that in
particular possesses both left and right limits, which implies that annulus crossings are controlled.

Proof of Proposition 1.2. We prove the claim by contradiction. Suppose that for some t ≥ 0, the set
At := ∂(H \Kt) is not locally connected. Then, there exists a point z ∈ At, radius r > 0, and points
zn → z as n→ ∞ such that all of zn and z lie in different connected components of U(z, r) := At∩B(z, r).
We may furthermore assume that all of the points zn are inside B(z, r

10 ). Since At is a connected subset
of γ♯[0, t)∪R = γ♭[0, t]∪R, the points zn ∈ At∩B(z, r

10 ) must all be connected together in At outside of
U(z, r). In particular, the set At makes infinitely many distinct crossings across the annulus A(z, r2 , r).
We prove that this is impossible by the right-continuity of γ♯ and the left-continuity of γ♭.

To this end, fix a point z0 ∈ H and two radii 0 < r0 < R0. Denote A0 = A(z0, r02 , r0). Consider the time

T0 = T (z0, r0, R0) := inf{s ≥ 0 | At makes infinitely many distinct crossings across A0}
= inf{s ≥ 0 | At ∩ A0 has infinitely many connected components

touching both ∂B(z0, r0) and ∂B(z0, R0)}
= inf{s ≥ 0 | At ∩ A0 has infinitely many connected components (Sj)j∈J such that

for all j ∈ J , we have Sj ∩ ∂B(z0, r0) ̸= ∅ and Sj ∩ ∂B(z0, R0) ̸= ∅}.

Suppose that T0 <∞. Then, the following mutually contradictory properties (a) & (b) hold.

(a): First, the set AT0 cannot make infinitely many distinct crossings across A0. Indeed, if this would
be the case, then for any strictly smaller time s < T0, the set

AT0 \As = ∂(H \KT0) \ (Ks ∪ R) ⊂ γ♭[0, T0] \Ks ⊂ γ♭(s, T0]

would make infinitely many crossings across the annulus A0. This violates the left-continuity of
γ♭, since there exists δ = δ(r0, R0) > 0 such that, taking s = T0−δ, we arrive at a contradiction:

sup
u,v∈(T0−δ,T0]

|γ♭(u)− γ♭(v)| < 1
2 (R0 − r0).
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(b): Second, consider a sequence tn → T0+ as n→ ∞ such that each set Atn makes infinitely many
distinct crossings across A0. If the set AT0

only makes finitely many distinct crossings across
A0, then the set

Atn \AT0
= ∂(H \Ktn) \ (KT0

∪ R) ⊂ γ♯[0, tn) \KT0
⊂ γ♯(T0, tn]

makes infinitely many crossings across the annulus A0. However, this violates the right-continuity
of γ♯, since there exists δ = δ(r0, R0) > 0 such that, for tn ≤ T0+δ, we arrive at a contradiction:

sup
u,v∈[T0,T0+δ)

|γ♯(u)− γ♯(v)| < 1
2 (R0 − r0).

Hence, the set AT0
must make infinitely many distinct crossings across A0.

In summary, as z0 ∈ H and 0 < r0 < R0 were arbitrary, we have T (z0, r0, R0) = ∞, which shows in
particular that At makes only finitely many distinct crossings across A(z, r2 , r) — which contradicts our
earlier observation (first paragraph). Hence, the set At is locally connected for all t ≥ 0, as claimed. □

2.5.2. Path-connectedness. A set A ⊂ C is said to be (uniformly) locally path-connected if for every
ε > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that, for any pair of points z, w ∈ A such that |z − w| < δ, there exists a
continuous path γ connecting z and w in A ∩B(z, ε) ∩B(w, ε).

Corollary 2.14. Let (gt)t≥0 be a Loewner chain with associated hulls (Kt)t≥0 generated by a càdlàg
curve γ♯ (viz. a càglàd curve γ♭). Then, for each t ≥ 0, the set Kt∪R is uniformly locally path-connected.
In particular, Kt ∪ R is path-connected.

Proof. Note that any connected and locally path-connected set is path-connected, so it suffices to show
the former properties. The set Kt ∪ [−R,R] is compact and connected for any R > 0 large enough such
that Kt ⊂ B(0, R). Proposition 1.2 implies that this set is also locally connected. Therefore, [Sag94,
Theorem 6.7.2] implies that Kt ∪ [−R,R] is uniformly locally path-connected12. Taking R→ ∞ clearly
does not chance this property, so we see that Kt ∪ R is uniformly locally path-connected as well. □

3. Estimates for mirror backward Loewner flow with martingale Lévy drivers

This section is concerned with estimates needed to prove Theorem 1.5: local Hölder continuity of the
inverse Loewner maps driven by a Lévy process with diffusion parameter κ ∈ [0,∞) \ {4}. The main
results of this section are Propositions 3.11 & 3.15, which give the local Hölder continuity of solutions to
backward Loewner flows when the jumps of the Lévy process are small enough. To this end, it suffices
to derive derivative estimates to fulfill the property (2.6) in item (b) of Lemma 2.2. Our estimates are
quite rough, though, and do not seem to give optimal Hölder exponents (cf. Remark 5.3).

3.1. Mirror backward Loewner flow. One of our main tools to investigate the geometry of the
Loewner hulls is the (mirror) backward Loewner equation driven by a càdlàg function W :

∂+t ht(z) =
−2

ht(z) +W (t)
with initial condition h0(z) = z, (mBLE)

which, similarly to (LE), has a unique absolutely continuous solution t 7→ ht(z) for each z ∈ H. In
addition, this solution exists for all times t ≥ 0, since the imaginary part of the solution to (mBLE) is
increasing in t (see (3.1)). One can also show (see Lemma A.4 in Appendix A for an analogous argument)
that, for each z ∈ H, the function t 7→ ht(z) is continuous. Hence, for each z ∈ H, since the right-hand

12According to [Sag94], this was proven by Hahn; see also the Mazurkiewicz-Moore-Menger theorem [Kur68, page 254].
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side of (mBLE) as a function of t is Lebesgue-integrable on any compact sub-interval of [0,∞), the map
t 7→ ht(z) is absolutely continuous, and

ht(z) = z +

ˆ t

0

∂+s hs(z) ds = z −
ˆ t

0

2 ds

hs−(z) +W (s−)
, t ≥ 0.

The differential equation (mBLE) also implies that

h′t(z) = exp

Åˆ t

0

2 ds

(hs−(z) +W (s−))2

ã
, t ≥ 0 and z ∈ H.

The imaginary part of (mBLE) gives

ℑm(ht(z)) = ℑm(z) exp

Åˆ t

0

2 ds

|hs−(z) +W (s−)|2

ã
, (3.1)

which implies in particular that ℑm(ht(z)) ≥ ℑm(z) for all t ≥ 0 and z ∈ H. Hence, we see that

|h′t(z)| ≤ exp

Åˆ t

0

2 ds

|hs−(z) +W (s−)|2

ã
≤ exp

Åˆ t

0

2 ds

|ℑm(hs−(z))|2

ã
≤ exp

Å
2 t

|ℑm(z)|2

ã
, t ≥ 0 and z ∈ H. (3.2)

The following domain Markov property will be needed in Section 5 (proof of Proposition 5.10).

Lemma 3.1. Let (ht)t≥0 be the solution to (mBLE) with càdlàg driving function W . Fix σ ≥ 0. Then,
h̊σt (z) := (hσ+t◦h−1

σ )(z−W (σ))+W (σ) solve (mBLE) with driving function W̊σ(t) :=W (σ+t)−W (σ).

Proof. This is a straightforward computation, analogous to Lemma 2.4. □

The main reason why solutions of (mBLE) are useful is the observation that derivative estimates for the
inverse Loewner chain ft := g−1

t can be obtained from corresponding estimates for ht (see Lemma 3.2).
The latter, in turn, can be derived by using suitable local martingales bounded by supermartingales (see
Proposition 3.6 in Section 3.2). An important caveat here is that the estimates for ft thus obtained only
hold pointwise in time, due to this restriction for the equality in distribution in the following Lemma 3.2.
To simplify the statement, we will write

f̃t(z) := ft(z +W (t)), z ∈ H.

Note that for each fixed t, this map is just ft pre-composed with a translation.

Lemma 3.2. Let W be a Lévy process. Fix t ≥ 0. Then, the following hold.

(a): The map z 7→ f̃t(z)−W (t) has the same distribution as z 7→ ht(z).

(b): The map z 7→ f̃ ′t(z) has the same distribution as z 7→ h′t(z).

Lemma 3.2 is a generalization of [RS05, Lemma 3.1], where the result was shown when W is a scalar
multiple of Brownian motion. The proof only relies on the property that the driving function W has
stationary and identically distributed increments, which holds for any Lévy process.

Proof. First, we show that the map z 7→ ft(z) is equal in distribution with z 7→ kt(z), the (absolutely
continuous) solution to the backward Loewner equation (see, e.g., [Kem17, Lemma 4.10])

∂+s ks(z) =
−2

ks(z)−W (t− s)
with initial condition k0(z) = z.

Indeed, the function s 7→ kt−s(z) solves (LE) on [0, t] with initial condition kt(z). Hence, we have
z = k0(z) = gt(kt(z)), and after applying ft to both sides of this equation, we find that ft(z) = kt(z).
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By the Markov property of the Lévy process, W (t)−W (t−s) equals W (s) in distribution for each s ≤ t.
Therefore, a short computation shows that, for each z ∈ H and s ∈ [0, t], the map

s 7→ ks(z +W (t))−W (t)

solves (mBLE), so it equals s 7→ hs(z) in distribution. This implies both items (a) and (b). □

3.2. Derivative supermartingale. For the estimates needed to analyze the growing hulls, the key
players in the driving function (1.1) will be the diffusion part (i.e., Brownian motion) and the compen-
sated sum of microscopic jumps. Hence, we shall work with a cutoff ε > 0 throughout this section. We
fix a Lévy measure ν and consider martingale driving functions of the formflWκ

ε (t) :=
√
κB(t) +

ˆ
|v|≤ε

vfiN(t,dv), κ ≥ 0, ε > 0, (3.3)

where B is a standard Brownian motion and fiN(t,dv) := N(t,dv)− tν(dv) is the compensated Poisson
point process of a Poisson point process N independent of B with Lévy intensity measure ν. We denote
the variance of the jumps of the random driving function (3.3) by

λε = λε(ν) :=

ˆ
|v|≤ε

v2 ν(dv) ≥ 0. (3.4)

Remark 3.3. Using continuity of measures, we see13 that, for each Lévy measure ν and for each constant
λ > 0, we can find a cutoff ελ = ελ(ν) > 0 such that the variance (3.4) satisfies

ε < ελ =⇒ λε < λ. (3.5)

We will use this fact repeatedly. For example, if α ∈ (0, 2) and ν(dv) = |v|−1−α dv is the jump measure
of a symmetric α-stable Lévy process, then we have

λε =
2 ε2−α

2− α
< λ ⇐⇒ ε < ελ =

(2− α

2

) 1
2−α

λ
1

2−α .

Let (ht)t≥0 be the solution to (mBLE) driven by W = flWκ
ε . Fix a starting point z0 = x0 + iy0 ∈ H

implicitly throughout, and define the processes

Z(t) = Zκ
ε (t, z0) := ht(z0) +

flWκ
ε (t) =: X(t) + iY (t),

X(t) = Xκ
ε (t, z0) := ℜe

(
Zκ
ε (t, z0)

)
,

Y (t) = Y κ
ε (t, z0) := ℑm

(
Zκ
ε (t, z0)

)
,

M(t) =Mp,q,r(t, z0) := |h′t(z0)|p Y (t)q (sin argZ(t))−2r, p, q ∈ R, and r > 0. (3.6)

Note that M(0) = yq−2r
0 |z0|2r. For general Lévy driving processes, M is not a martingale, but we will

show in Proposition 3.6 that with judicious choices of the parameters, M is dominated by a super-
martingale. Hence, we can use it to derive pointwise-in-time Hölder continuity results14. Indeed, the
supermartingale allows us to bound expectations of the form E

[
|h′t(z0)|p

]
for specific values of p. By

Lemma 3.2, we obtain the same bounds for derivatives of the inverse Loewner map at fixed time instants.
In particular, we may deduce that for all fixed t ≥ 0, the map z 7→ ft(z +W (t)) is Hölder continuous.

Remark 3.4. If W is a Brownian motion with variance κ > 0, then (3.6) reduces to the process used
in [RS05] to prove the existence of the trace of Schramm’s SLEκ: if p, q, r, and κ satisfy the relations

q = p− 1
2rκ and p = 1

2r(κ+ 4− κr)

13Define a Borel measure µ on [−1, 1] by µ(A) :=
´
A v2ν(dv) for all Borel sets A ⊂ [−1, 1]. Since ν is a Lévy measure, µ

is a finite measure. Thus, by [Bau01, Theorem 3.2] we have lim
ε→0+

µ([−ε, ε]) = µ({0}) = 0.
14Alternatively, the forward process discussed in Section 4 can give Hölder continuity results for some range of κ, but not,
for instance, for the range κ ∈ [4, 8]. Hence, we use the backward flow instead.
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and W =
√
κB, then M is a local martingale for every r, κ > 0, with

dM(t) = 2r
√
κ

X(t)

X(t)2 + Y (t)2
M(t) dB(t).

Furthermore, the time-changed process M̂(s) :=M(σ(s)), with

σ(s) = S−1(s), S(t) =

ˆ t

0

du

X(u−)2 + Y (u−)2
=

ˆ t

0

du

|Z(u−)|2
, (3.7)

is a true martingale (see, e.g., [Kem17, Theorem 5.5]). Rohde & Schramm used this martingale to derive
bounds for the derivative of the inverse Loewner chain pointwise in time and then to deduce the existence
of the SLEκ trace using the modulus of continuity of the driving Brownian motion [RS05].

Let us note, however, that the process (3.6) seems not sufficient to derive the existence of general Loewner
traces driven by Lévy processes, because unlike for Brownian motion, whose modulus of continuity is
well-understood, one cannot interpolate a Lévy process between two consecutive dyadic points due to its
possibly uncontrolled number of small jumps (after some investigations, we concluded that even very
precise tail estimates for Lévy processes do not seem sufficient for this). For this reason, new techniques
are needed in the case of present interest. In Section 4, we use another process derived from the forward
Loewner flow to obtain estimates uniform in time and sufficient to conclude the existence of the trace.

Lemma 3.5. Fix κ ≥ 0, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0. Let (ht)t≥0 be the solution to (mBLE) driven
by flWκ

ε (3.3), fix z0 ∈ H, and consider the process M defined in (3.6). Then, for each t ≥ 0, we have

M(t) = M̌(t) +

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

Å
Dr(s) + 2p

X(s−)2 − Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
+

2q

|Z(s−)|2

ã
ds,

where Dr(s) =
r(κ(2r − 1)− 8)X(s−)2 + rκY (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4

+

ˆ
|v|≤ε

Å∣∣∣∣Z(s−) + v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2r − 1− 2rvX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

ã
ν(dv), p, q ∈ R, and r > 0,

and where

M̌(t) :=M(0) + 2r
√
κ

ˆ t

0

M(s−)
X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
dB(s)

+

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

ˆ
|v|≤ε

Å∣∣∣∣Z(s−) + v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2r − 1

ãfiN(ds,dv).

(3.8)

Proof. By (mBLE) and a straightforward application of Itô’s formula, we have

|h′t(z0)|p = 1 + 2p

ˆ t

0

|h′s−(z0)|p
X(s−)2 − Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
ds,

Y (t)q = y0 + 2q

ˆ t

0

Y (s−)q

|Z(s−)|2
ds.

A more involved application of Itô’s formula (see Lemma B.4 in Appendix B with a = 0) gives

(sin argZ(t))−2r = (sin argz0)
−2r + 2r

√
κ

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))−2r X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
dB(s)

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

(sin argZ(s−))−2r

Å∣∣∣∣Z(s−) + v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2r − 1

ãfiN(ds,dv)

+

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))−2r Dr(s) ds.

Combining these, we obtain the asserted identity for M . □
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Recall that we denote the variance of the jumps of the random driving function (3.3) by

λε :=

ˆ
|v|≤ε

v2 ν(dv) ≥ 0.

Proposition 3.6. Fix κ ≥ 0, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0. Fix r ∈ (0, 1] and set

p = p(κ, r) := 1
2r(κ+ 4− κr

)
and q = q(κ, λε, r) := p(κ, r)− 1

2r(κ+ λε). (3.9)

Let (ht)t≥0 be the solution to (mBLE) driven by flWκ
ε (3.3), fix z0 ∈ H, and consider the processes M

defined in (3.6) and M̌ defined in (3.8). Then, we have M(0) = M̌(0) and M(t) ≤ M̌(t) for all t ≥ 0.

With parameters (3.9), the process M̌ in (3.8) is a non-negative local martingale, thus a supermartin-
gale [CE15, Lemma 5.6.8]. Hence, Proposition 3.6 shows by the supermartingale property that

E[M(t)] ≤ E[M̌(t)] ≤ M̌(0) = M(0) for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. Using the fact that (1 + x)r ≤ 1 + rx for all x ≥ −1 and r ∈ (0, 1], we see that∣∣∣∣Z(s−) + v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2r − 1− 2rvX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
=

Å
1 +

2vX(s−) + v2

|Z(s−)|2

ãr
− 1− 2rvX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

≤ rv2

|Z(s−)|2
.

Therefore, using Lemma 3.5 and the definition (3.4) of the variance λε, we obtain

M(t) ≤ M̌(t) +

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

Å
Ar(s) +

2pX(s−)2 − 2pY (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
+

2q

|Z(s−)|2

ã
ds,

where

Ar(s) =
r(κ(2r − 1)− 8)X(s−)2 + rκY (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
+

rλε
|Z(s−)|2

.

Plugging in the assumed identities (3.9), we see that the drift equals zero, so we have M(t) ≤ M̌(t). □

3.3. Derivative tail estimate. The goal of this section is to use the processes from Proposition 3.6 to
derive bounds for the probabilities P

[
|h′t(z0)| ≥ ζ

]
for ζ > 0, where (ht)t≥0 is the solution to (mBLE)

driven by flWκ
ε defined in (3.3), and z0 = x0 + iy0 ∈ H is fixed. As before, we write

Z(t) = Zκ
ε (t, z0) := ht(z0) +

flWκ
ε (t) =: X(t) + iY (t).

We will also use the time-changed processes

X̂(s) := X(σ(s)), Ŷ (s) := Y (σ(s)), Ẑ(s) := Z(σ(s)), ĥs := hσ(s), M̂(s) :=M(σ(s)),

where σ is given by (3.7). The imaginary part of (mBLE) gives Y (0) = y0 and

Y (t) = y0 exp

Åˆ t

0

2

|Z(s−)|2
ds

ã
= y0 + 2

ˆ t

0

Y (s−)

|Z(s−)|2
ds, (3.10)

which implies in particular that

0 < y0 ≤ Y (t) ≤
»
y20 + 4t and Ŷ (t) = y0 e

2t for all t ≥ 0.

Also, (3.7) can be written as S(t) = 1
2 log

(Y (t)
y0

)
, so we see that lim

t→∞
σ(t) = ∞ almost surely.

The following fundamental bound holds uniformly in t in compact sub-intervals of [0,∞). It is a (slightly
modified) generalization of [RS05, Corollary 3.5], where the result was shown when W is a scalar multiple
of Brownian motion. (See also [Kem17, Corollary 5.1].)
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Lemma 3.7. Fix T > 0, κ ≥ 0, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0. Let (ht)t≥0 be the solution to (mBLE)
driven by flWκ

ε (3.3). Fix r ∈ (0, 1] and set p and q as in (3.9). Then, for any x0 ∈ R, we have

P
[
|h′t(x0 + iy0)| ≥ ζ

]
≤ c0

( |x0 + iy0|
y0

)2r
ζ−p χr(y0, ζ) for all t ∈ [0, T ], y0 ∈ (0, 1], and ζ ∈ (0, 1/y0],

where χr(y0, ζ) =


ζ

r
2 (κ+λε)−p, κr < 4− λε,

1− log(ζy0), κr = 4− λε,

y
p− r

2 (κ+λε)
0 , κr > 4− λε,

and p = 1
2r(κ+ 4− κr),

and where c0 = c0(κ, λε, r, T ) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant.

Proof. Fix t ∈ [0, T ], z0 = x0 + iy0 ∈ H with y0 ∈ (0, 1], and ζ ∈ (0, 1/y0]. We first work with the
time-changed processes. Note that r ∈ (0, 1] implies p > 0 by (3.9). Hence, by Markov’s inequality,

P
[
|ĥ′s(z0)| ≥ ζ

]
≤ ζ−p E

[
|ĥ′s(z0)|p

]
, s ≥ 0. (3.11)

From Proposition 3.6, we see that E[M̂(s)] ≤ M̂(0), so

E
[
|ĥ′s(z0)|p

]
= E

[
Ŷ (s)−q

(
sin argẐ(s)

)2r
M̂(s)

]
≤ E

[
Ŷ (s)−q M̂(s)

]
= y−q

0 e−2sq E
[
M̂(s)

]
≤ y−q

0 e−2sq M̂(0) = y−q
0 e−2sq yq0

Å |z0|
y0

ã2r
= e−2spesr(κ+λε)

Å |z0|
y0

ã2r
, (3.12)

also using the bound (sin argẐ(s))2r ≤ 1 for r ≥ 0 and the relation (3.9) to write q = p− r
2 (κ+ λε).

Next, since Y (t) ≤
√
y20 + 4t ≤

√
1 + 4T , writing L := 1

2 log
(√

1 + 4T/y0
)

and using the bound

|ĥ′s+u(z0)| ≤ e2u|ĥ′s(z0)| for all u ≥ 0, (3.13)

which follows from (mBLE), we obtain

P
[
|h′t(z0)| ≥ ζ

]
≤ P

[
sup

0≤s≤L
|ĥ′s(z0)| ≥ ζ

]
≤

⌊L⌋∑
j=0

P
[
|ĥ′j(z0)| ≥ e−2ζ

]
≤

⌊L⌋∑
j=0∨⌈log

√
ζ−1⌉

P
[
|ĥ′j(z0)| ≥ e−2ζ

]
[using (3.13)]

≤ e2pζ−p

Å |z0|
y0

ã2r ⌊L⌋∑
j=0∨⌈log

√
ζ−1⌉

e−2jpejr(κ+λε) [by (3.11, 3.12)]

≤ c0(κ, λε, r, T ) ζ
−p
( |z0|
y0

)2r
×


ζ

r
2 (κ+λε)−p, 2p > r(κ+ λε),

1− log(ζy0), 2p = r(κ+ λε),

y
p− r

2 (κ+λε)
0 , 2p < r(κ+ λε).

Finally, using the relation (3.9) to write 2p = (κ+ 4)r − κr2, we obtain the asserted estimate. □

3.4. Uniform Hölder continuity. In this section, we prove that the Loewner chain (ht)t≥0 solv-
ing (mBLE) driven by flWκ

ε is uniformly Hölder continuous for t in compact time intervals (Proposi-
tion 3.11), unless κ = 4. For this purpose, we derive a boundary estimate for the derivative of ht.
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Making use of Remark 3.3, we may choose λε arbitrarily small by picking a small enough cutoff ε > 0.
For deriving the boundary estimate, we shall make a Borel-Cantelli argument (see Corollary 3.10), where
for summability of certain probabilities, it is necessary for our argument that

p(κ, r) + q(κ, λε, r) =
1
2r(κ− λε + 8)− κr2 > 1 + 2r

with suitably chosen parameter r ∈ (0, 1] and cutoff ε > 0. It turns out that this is possible whenever
κ ̸= 4 (see Lemma 3.8). Note that the function r 7→ p(κ, r) + q(κ, 0, r) − 2r has a unique maximum at
r = 1

4 + 1
κ . This motivates the following choices (which are not optimal, but sufficiently convenient)15.

Lemma 3.8. Fix κ ≥ 0, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0. Assume that identities (3.9) hold with

r = r(κ) :=
(
1
4 + 1

κ

)
∧ 1 ∈ (0, 1], (3.14)

with the convention that r(0) = 1, and define

λhöl
κ := (2− κ) ∨ (κ− 4)2

2(κ+ 4)
≥ 0. (3.15)

Then, we have λhöl
κ = 0 if and only if κ = 4. Define also

θhöl
κ,λε

:=
p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ))− 2r(κ)− 1

2p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ))
=

1 + 10
κ+λε−12 , 0 < κ ≤ 4/3,

2(κ−4)2−4(κ+4)λε

(κ+4)(5κ−4λε+36) , 4/3 < κ.
(3.16)

Then, if κ = 4, then we have θhöl
κ,λε

≤ 0, and otherwise, we have

κ ̸= 4 and 0 ≤ λε < λhöl
κ =⇒

{
θhöl
κ,λε

∈ (0, 2/5),

p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ)) > 1 + 2r(κ).

In particular, 0 ≤ λε < λhöl
κ implies that, for all 0 < θ < θhöl

κ,λε
, we have

(1− 2θ) p(κ, r(κ)) + (1− θ) q(κ, λε, r(κ)) > 1 + 2r(κ).

Proof. The map λε 7→ θhöl
κ,λε

(3.16) is decreasing when λε ≥ 0 and κ ≥ 0. Moreover, we have

θhöl
κ,λε

= 0 ⇐⇒ λε = λhöl
κ .

With λε = 0, the map κ 7→ θhöl
κ,0 is decreasing when κ < 4 and increasing when κ > 4, and

lim
κ→0

θhöl
κ,0 = 1/6, lim

κ→4
θhöl
κ,0 = 0, and lim

κ→∞
θhöl
κ,0 = 2/5.

Hence, for fixed κ ̸= 4, the parameter (3.16) satisfies θhöl
κ,λε

∈ (0, 2/5) when 0 ≤ λε < λhöl
κ , See also

Figures 3.1 & 3.2. The other claims follow directly from the definition (3.16) of θhöl
κ,λε

. □
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Figure 3.1. Illustrating quantities in Lemma 3.8: Plots of κ 7→ θhöl
κ,λε

with discrete
values λε = c λhöl

κ for c ∈ {0, 15 ,
2
5 ,

3
5 ,

4
5}. The largest plot (blue) has λε = 0.

15Note also that the constant 1/6 obtained in [CR09, Theorem 5.2] coincides with our θhöl
0,0 with κ → 0 and λε → 0.



27

5 10 15 20

1

2

3

4

5

20 40 60 80 100

10

20

30

40

Figure 3.2. Illustrating quantities in Lemma 3.8: Plots of κ 7→ λhöl
κ .

The following lemma is a variant of [CR09, Lemma 5.1]. Importantly, it gives a bound for the modulus
of the derivative of ht uniformly in time, which will be needed later in the proof of Proposition 3.11.

Lemma 3.9. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ [0,∞)\{4}, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0 such that λε < λhöl
κ . Let (ht)t≥0

be the solution to (mBLE) driven by flWκ
ε (3.3). Fix r = r(κ) as in (3.14). Then, for any R > 0, for any

0 < θ < θhöl
κ,λε

as in (3.16), and for any

x = ℓR2−n ∈ RR
n := {ℓR2−n | ℓ = 0,±1,±2, . . . ,±2n}, with n ∈ Z≥0,

we have

P
[
max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(ℓR2−n + i2−n)| ≥ 2n(1−θ)
]
≤ c0 (ℓ

2R2 + 1)r 2−nβ , (3.17)

where c0 = c0(κ, T ) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant, and

β = (1− 2θ)p+ (1− θ)q > 1 + 2r, (3.18)

with r = r(κ), and p = p(κ, r(κ)), and q = q(κ, λε, r(κ)) as in (3.9).

Proof. Using (mBLE, 3.10) and the time-change (3.7), we find

|h′t(z0)| = exp

Å
2

ˆ t

0

X(s−)2 − Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
ds

ã
= exp

Å
2

ˆ S(t)

0

Û(u) du

ã
,

where S(t) = 1
2 log

(Y (t)
y0

)
and

Û(u) :=
X̂(u−)2 − Ŷ (u−)2

X̂(u−)2 + Ŷ (u−)2
satisfies |Û(u)| ≤ 1. (3.19)

• If Y (t) < yθ0 , then |h′t(z0)| ≤ e2S(t) = Y (t)
y0

< yθ−1
0 .

• If yθ0 ≤ Y (t) ≤ 1, then

|h′t(z0)| = exp

Å
2

ˆ θ−1
2 log y0

0

Û(u) du + 2

ˆ S(t)

θ−1
2 log y0

Û(u) du

ã
= |ĥ′θ−1

2 log y0
(z0)| exp

Å
2

ˆ S(t)

θ−1
2 log y0

Û(u) du

ã
[since ĥs = hσ(s) and σ(s) = S−1(s)]

≤ |ĥ′θ−1
2 log y0

(z0)|Y (t) y−θ
0 [by (3.19)]

≤ |ĥ′θ−1
2 log y0

(z0)| y−θ
0 . [since Y (t) ≤ 1]
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• If Y (t) ≥ 1, then

|h′t(z0)| = exp

Å
2

ˆ − 1
2 log y0

0

Û(u) du + 2

ˆ S(t)

− 1
2 log y0

Û(u) du

ã
= |ĥ′− 1

2 log y0
(z0)| exp

Å
2

ˆ S(t)

− 1
2 log y0

Û(u) du

ã
[since ĥs = hσ(s) and σ(s) = S−1(s)]

≤ |ĥ′− 1
2 log y0

(z0)|Y (t) [by (3.19)]

≤ |ĥ′− 1
2 log y0

(z0)|
»
y20 + 4t. [since Y (t) ≤

»
y20 + 4t]

Using these bounds, we can estimate

P
[
max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(z0)| ≥ yθ−1
0

]
≤ P

[
|ĥ′θ−1

2 log y0
(z0)| y−θ

0 ≥ yθ−1
0

]
+ P

[
|ĥ′− 1

2 log y0
(z0)|

»
y20 + 4T ≥ yθ−1

0

]
.

Now, using (3.11, 3.12) with y0 ∈ (0, 1] and parameters chosen as r = r(κ), and p = p(κ, r(κ)) as in (3.9),
we find that the first term on the right-hand side can be bounded as

P
[
|ĥ′θ−1

2 log y0
(z0)| ≥ y2θ−1

0

]
≤ y

p(1−2θ)
0 E

[
|ĥ′θ−1

2 log y0
(z0)|p

]
≤ yβ0

Å |z0|
y0

ã2r
, (3.20)

where β = (1− 2θ)p+ (1− θ)q as in (3.18). Similarly, the second term can be bounded as

P
[
|ĥ′− 1

2 log y0
(z0)|

»
y20 + 4T ≥ yθ−1

0

]
≤ y

p(1−θ)
0 (y20 + 4T )p/2 E

[
|ĥ′− 1

2 log y0
(z0)|p

]
≤ (y20 + 4T )p/2 yβ

′

0

Å |z0|
y0

ã2r
, (3.21)

where β′ = (1− θ)p+ q. By the choice of θ < θhöl
κ,λε

, Lemma 3.8 shows that β′ > β > 1 + 2r.

To finish, taking z0 = ℓR2−n + i2−n, where y0 = 2−n ≤ 1, we obtain from (3.20, 3.21) the estimate

P
[
max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(ℓR2−n + i2−n)| ≥ 2n(1−θ)
]
≤ c0(κ, r, T ) (ℓ

2R2 + 1)r 2−nβ ,

with r = r(κ) and β = (1− 2θ)p+ (1− θ)q as in (3.18). This proves the asserted estimate (3.17). □

Corollary 3.10. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ [0,∞) \ {4}, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0 such that λε < λhöl
κ . Let

(ht)t≥0 be the solution to (mBLE) driven by flWκ
ε (3.3). Then, for any R > 0 and for any 0 < θ < θhöl

κ,λε

as in (3.16), there exist almost surely finite random constants Cκ
λε
(θ, T,R) such that

max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(x+ i2−n)| ≤ Cκ
λε
(θ, T,R) 2n(1−θ) for all n ∈ Z≥0 and x ∈ RR

n . (3.22)

Proof. We use Lemma 3.9 with r = r(κ) and β > 1 + 2r as in (3.18) to obtain
∞∑

n=0

∑
x∈RR

n

P
[
max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(x+ i2−n)| ≥ 2n(1−θ)
]
≤ c0(κ, T )

∞∑
n=0

∑
x∈RR

n

(x222n + 1)r 2−nβ

≤ c1(κ, T,R)

∞∑
n=0

∑
x∈RR

n

2−n(β−2r)

≤ c2(κ, T,R)

∞∑
n=0

2−n(β−2r−1) < ∞.

The Borel-Cantelli lemma now implies that almost surely, we have max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(x+ i2−n)| ≤ 2n(1−θ) except
for possibly finitely many n ∈ Z≥0 and x ∈ RR

n , so the formula

Cκ
λε
(θ, T,R) := sup

n∈Z≥0, x∈RR
n

2−n(1−θ) max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(x+ i2−n)|

gives the sought almost surely finite random constant. □
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Using these estimates, we now conclude with an analogue of [RS05, Theorem 5.2] (and [CR09, Theo-
rem 5.2]): Hölder continuity of the mirror backward Loewner chain uniformly on compact time intervals.

Proposition 3.11. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ [0,∞) \ {4}, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0 such that λε < λhöl
κ . Let

(ht)t≥0 be the solution to (mBLE) driven by flWκ
ε (3.3). Then, for any R > 0 and for any 0 < θ < θhöl

κ,λε

as in (3.16), there exist almost surely finite random constants Hκ
λε
(θ, T,R) such that

|ht(z)− ht(w)| ≤ Hκ
λε
(θ, T,R)

(
|z − w|θ ∨ |z − w|

)
for all t ∈ [0, T ] and z, w ∈ (−R,R)× i(0,∞).

In particular, almost surely, each ht extends to a continuous function on (−R,R)× i(0,∞).

Proof. By Lemma 2.2, it suffices to verify the bound (2.6) uniformly for all h′t with t ∈ [0, T ].

• On the one hand, for each point z = x + iy with (x, y) ∈ (−R,R) × i(0, 1), take n ∈ Z>0 and
x0 ∈ RR

n ∩ (−R,R) such that 2−n ≤ y < 2−n+1 and x0 ≤ x < x0 +2−n. Then, by Koebe distortion
(Lemma 2.1) and the estimate (3.22) from Corollary 3.10, we obtain

max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(x+ iy)| ≲ max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(x0 + i2−n)| ≤ Cκ
λε
(θ, T,R) yθ−1 for all (x, y) ∈ (−R,R)× i(0, 1).

• On the other hand, the estimate (3.2) shows that

max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(x+ iy)| ≤ e2T for all (x, y) ∈ (−R,R)× [1,∞).

This implies (2.6) with almost surely finite constant Cκ
λε
(θ, T,R) ∨ e2T . □

3.5. Drivers involving microscopic jumps and a linear drift. In this section, we consider driving
functions with no diffusion part (κ = 0) but allowing microscopic jumps and a linear drift:flW 0,a

ε (t) = at+

ˆ
|v|≤ε

vfiN(t,dv), a ∈ R, ε > 0, (3.23)

where fiN(t,dv) := N(t, dv)− tν(dv) is the compensated Poisson point process of a Poisson point process
N with Lévy intensity measure ν. We derive estimates analogous to those obtained in Sections 3.3–3.4.

3.5.1. Supermartingale in the case of microscopic jumps with linear drift. Let (ht)t≥0 be the solution
to (mBLE) with driving function flW 0,a

ε (3.23). Fix z0 = x0 + iy0 ∈ H and define the process

Z(t) = Z0,a
ε (t, z0) := ht(z0) +

flW 0,a
ε (t) =: X(t) + iY (t).

Also, define the process

M(t) =Ma
p (t, z0) := |h′t(z0)|p (sin argZ(t))−2 e−a2t, p ∈ R. (3.24)

Note that M(0) = y−2
0 |z0|2. The following estimates will be used in the proof of Proposition 5.6.

Lemma 3.12. Fix a ∈ R, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0. Let (ht)t≥0 be the solution to (mBLE) driven
by flW 0,a

ε (3.23), fix z0 ∈ H, and consider the process M defined in (3.24). Then, for each t ≥ 0, we have

M(t) = M̌(t) +

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

Å
Dp(s) +

2aX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
− a2
ã
ds,

where Dp(s) =
(λε − 8 + 2p)X(s−)2 + (λε − 2p)Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
, p ∈ R,

and where

M̌(t) :=M(0) +

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

ˆ
|v|≤ε

Å∣∣∣∣Z(s−) + v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2 − 1

ãfiN(ds,dv). (3.25)
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Proof. As in Section 3.2, by (mBLE) and a straightforward application of Itô’s formula, we have

|h′t(z0)|p = 1 + 2p

ˆ t

0

|h′s−(z0)|p
X(s−)2 − Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
ds,

and a tedious application of Itô’s formula (see Lemma B.4 in Appendix B with κ = 0 and r = 1) gives

(sin argZ(t))−2 = (sin argz0)
−2 + 2a

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))−2 X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
ds

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

(sin argZ(s−))−2

Å∣∣∣∣Z(s−) + v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2 − 1

ãfiN(ds,dv)

− 8

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))−2 X(s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
ds

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

(sin argZ(s−))−2

Å∣∣∣∣Z(s−) + v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2 − 1− 2vX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

ã
ν(dv)ds.

Moreover, note that∣∣∣∣Z(s−) + v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2 =
(X(s−) + v)2 + Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|2
= 1 +

2vX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
+

v2

|Z(s−)|2
.

Combining these, we obtain the asserted identity for M . □

As in Section 3.2, for a suitable p and λε small enough, M can be bounded by a supermartingale M̌ .
We set

λhöl
p := 7− 2p. (3.26)

Note also that when p ∈ (3, 7/2), the quantity λhöl
p defined in (3.26) is maximized at p = 3: λhöl

3 = 1.
We will use this value in Corollary 5.8.

Proposition 3.13. Fix a ∈ R, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0. Fix p ∈ (0, 7/2) and ε > 0 such that

λε < 2p ∧ (7− 2p) = 2p ∧ λhöl
p . (3.27)

Let (ht)t≥0 be the solution to (mBLE) driven by flW 0,a
ε (3.23), fix z0 ∈ H, and consider the processes M

defined in (3.24) and M̌ defined in (3.25). Then, we have M(0) = M̌(0) and M(t) ≤ M̌(t) for all t ≥ 0.

In particular, the process M̌ in Proposition 3.13 is a non-negative local martingale, thus a supermartin-
gale [CE15, Lemma 5.6.8]. The supermartingale property yields

E[M(t)] ≤ E[M̌(t)] ≤ M̌(0) = M(0) for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. First, we note that

2aX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
− a2 =

X(s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
−
Å
X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
− a

ã2
≤ X(s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
,

which implies by Lemma 3.12 that

M(t) ≤ M̌(t) +

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

Å
(λε − 7 + 2p)X(s−)2 + (λε − 2p)Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4

ã
ds.

As in the proof of Proposition 3.6, the assumption (3.27) shows that the drift is non-positive. □
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3.5.2. Hölder continuity in the case of microscopic jumps with linear drift. We next derive a uniform
boundary estimate analogous to Lemma 3.9 & Corollary 3.10 involving the driving function flW 0,a

ε .

Lemma 3.14. Fix T > 0, a ∈ R, and a Lévy measure ν. Fix p ∈ (3, 7/2) and ε > 0 such that λε < λhöl
p

as in (3.26). Then, the following hold for the solution (ht)t≥0 to (mBLE) driven by flW 0,a
ε (3.23).

(a): For any R > 0, for any θ ∈ (0, 1), and for any x = ℓR2−n ∈ RR
n with n ∈ Z≥0, we have

P
[
max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(ℓR2−n + i2−n)| ≥ 2n(1−θ)
]
≤ ea

2T (ℓ2R2 + 1) 2−np(1−θ). (3.28)

(b): For any R > 0 and for any

0 < θ <
p− 3

p
=: θ(p), (3.29)

there exist almost surely finite random constants Ca
λε
(θ, T,R) such that

max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(x+ i2−n)| ≤ Ca
λε
(θ, T,R) 2n(1−θ) for all n ∈ Z≥0 and x ∈ RR

n .

Proof. For each ζ > 0, using the supermartingale M̌ from Proposition 3.13 we find that

P
[
max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(z0)| ≥ ζ
]

= P
[
max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(z0)|p ≥ ζp
]

= P
[
max
t∈[0,T ]

(sin argZ(t))2 ea
2tM(t) ≥ ζp

]
≤ P

[
max
t∈[0,T ]

M(t) ≥ e−a2T ζp
]

≤ P
[
max
t∈[0,T ]

M̌(t) ≥ e−a2T ζp
]
.

From (3.25), we see that M̌(0) = M(0) = (sin argZ(t))−2 =
( |z0|

y0

)2, and Doob’s L1 supermartingale
inequality (e.g. [CE15, Theorem 5.1.2(i)]) implies that

P
[
max
t∈[0,T ]

M̌(t) ≥ e−a2T ζp
]

≤ ea
2T ζ−p E[M̌(0)] = ea

2T ζ−p
( |z0|
y0

)2
.

Taking z0 = ℓR2−n + i2−n and ζ = 2n(1−θ), we obtain the asserted (3.28). Next, similarly as in the
proof of Corollary 3.10, item (a) shows that

∞∑
n=0

∑
x∈RR

n

P
[
max
t∈[0,T ]

|h′t(x+ i2−n)| ≥ 2n(1−θ)
]
≲

∞∑
n=0

2−n(p(1−θ)−3) <∞,

convergent since p(1− θ)− 3 > 0 by (3.29). The Borel-Cantelli lemma now proves item (b). □

Using these estimates, we conclude with the uniform Hölder continuity.

Proposition 3.15. Fix T > 0, a ∈ R, and a Lévy measure ν. Fix p ∈ (3, 7/2) and ε > 0 such
that λε ≤ λhöl

p as in (3.26). Let (ht)t≥0 be the solution to (mBLE) driven by flW 0,a
ε (3.23). Then, for

any R > 0 and for any 0 < θ < θ(p) as in (3.29), there exist almost surely finite random constants
Ha

λε
(θ, T,R) such that

|ht(z)− ht(w)| ≤ Ha
λε
(θ, T,R)

(
|z − w|θ ∨ |z − w|

)
for all t ∈ [0, T ] and z, w ∈ (−R,R)× i(0,∞).

In particular, almost surely, each ht extends to a continuous function on (−R,R)× i(0,∞).

Proof. This can be proven like Proposition 3.11, using Lemma 3.14 (b) instead of Corollary 3.10. □
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4. Estimates for forward Loewner flow with martingale Lévy drivers

As in Section 3.2, we fix a Lévy measure ν and consider martingale driving functions of the formflWκ
ε (t) =

√
κB(t) +

ˆ
|v|≤ε

vfiN(t, dv), κ ≥ 0, ε > 0, (4.1)

where B is a standard Brownian motion and fiN(t,dv) := N(t,dv)− tν(dv) is the compensated Poisson
point process of a Poisson point process N independent of B with Lévy intensity measure ν.

We also write

Rκ
ε (T ) := sup

t∈[0,T ]

|flWκ
ε (t)|. (4.2)

Let (gt)t≥0 be a Loewner chain driven by flWκ
ε and let (Kt)t≥0 be the corresponding hulls (obtained by

solving the Loewner equation (LE)). Also, let ft := g−1
t be the inverse Loewner chain, and set

f̃t(w) := ft(w +flWκ
ε (t)), w ∈ H.

In this section, we prove that the Loewner chain (gt)t≥0 is generated by a (càdlàg) trace (in the sense
of Definition 2.10) under one of the following assumptions:

Ass. 1. either the diffusivity parameter κ > 8,

Ass. 2. or the diffusivity parameter κ ∈ [0, 8), and the variance measure of the Lévy measure ν is locally
(upper) Ahlfors regular near the origin in the sense of Definition 4.1.

Our techniques are not strong enough to treat the case where the diffusivity parameter κ = 8. The reason
for this is the same as for the case of a Brownian driver: the estimates [RS05], as do ours, fail when
κ = 8. It is known that the modulus of continuity for the SLE8 curve (in the capacity parameterization)
is logarithmic [AL14, KMS21], and we expect that adding jumps will not improve the regularity.

For each Lévy measure ν, define a Borel measure µν by µν(A) :=
´
A
v2 ν(dv) for all Borel sets A ⊂ R.

We call µν the variance measure of the Lévy measure ν. Note that µν(·) is finite for bounded Borel sets.

Definition 4.1. We say that the variance measure µν of the Lévy measure ν is locally (upper) Ahlfors
regular near the origin if the following holds. There exists ϵν ∈ (0, 1/2) only depending on ν such that
the restriction of µν to [−ϵν , ϵν ] is upper Ahlfors regular: there exist constants αν , cν ∈ (0,∞) and
ρν ∈ (0, 1) only depending on ν such that for any x ∈ [−ϵν , ϵν ] and for any ρ < ρν , we have

µν((x− ρ, x+ ρ) ∩ [−ϵν , ϵν ]) =

ˆ x+ρ

x−ρ

v2 1|[−ϵν ,ϵν ](v) ν(dv) ≤ cν ρ
αν . (4.3)

Note that this implies that µν is dominated by the Lebesgue measure near the origin (in particular, ν
does not have atoms accumulating to the origin, but it may have atoms elsewhere).

We define

λtr
κ :=


7

128 > 0, κ = 0,

κ

2
4
κ+ 3

2

8− κ

3κ+ 8
> 0, κ ∈ (0, 8),

1
2 (κ− 8) > 0, κ > 8.

(4.4)

Theorem 4.2. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ [0,∞)\{8}, and a Lévy measure ν. Suppose that either Ass. 1 or Ass. 2
holds, and fix ε > 0 such that λε < λtr

κ as in (4.4) and ε ∈ (0, ϵν ∧ 1
2ρν ] under Ass. 2. Then, the Loewner

chain driven by flWκ
ε (5.1) is almost surely generated by a càdlàg curve on [0, T ].
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In order to establish the existence of the Loewner trace, we will derive an estimate for the derivative
of the inverse map ft near the driving point flWκ

ε (t) uniformly in time (Propositions 4.3 & 4.4). The
existence of the Loewner trace then follows immediately from standard Loewner theory.

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition 2.11: the required bound (2.18) is given by (4.6, 4.9). □

The remainder of this section is devoted to proving the estimates (4.6, 4.9) in Propositions 4.3 & 4.4
under the two conditions Ass. 1 and Ass. 2, respectively. While the idea is similar to the strategy
used already in Section 3, in the present case deriving the estimates is significantly harder. First of all,
pointwise in time estimates for the inverse map ft := g−1

t obtained by techniques from Section 3 with
the mirror backward Loewner flow seem not sufficient, since there is no guarantee for a general Lévy
process to satisfy a càdlàg modulus of continuity analogous to that of Brownian motion, rendering the
usage of estimates only at countably many time instants insufficient16. We hence work directly with
the forward Loewner flow and derive estimates uniformly in time. To this end, we shall employ a the
discrete grid approximation discussed in Section 2.3 [MSY21, Yua21].

Even with the new methodology for the forward Loewner flow, regarding a general Lévy process, the
estimates seem to only go through in full generality in the special case where the diffusivity parameter
κ > 8 (Ass. 1) — which for SLEκ curves corresponds to the space-filling region. We believe that the
strong diffusion smoothens the frontier of the Loewner hull in the space-filling phase also in the case of
arbitrary jumps being present, which roughly speaking implies that the derivative of the Loewner chain
stays in good control with very high probability. In contrast, when the diffusivity parameter κ < 8, our
arguments rely on the additional local upper Ahlfors regularity condition (Ass. 2), which covers most
examples of Lévy measures, but which — we believe — could potentially be relaxed.

4.1. Main derivative estimate. Our aim now is to prove the estimate (2.18) appearing as the key
input in Proposition 2.11 for the derivative of ft. This implies the existence of the Loewner trace.

Under Ass. 1, we define (see also Lemma 4.10 and Figure 4.1)

θtrκ,λε
:=

2(κ− 8)(κ− 2(λε + 4))

(κ+ 8)(3κ+ 8)
∈ (0, 2/3), when κ > 8 and λε < λtr

κ . (4.5)

Proposition 4.3. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ (8,∞), a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0 such that λε < λtr
κ as in (4.4).

Let (ft)t≥0 = (g−1
t )t≥0 be the inverse Loewner chain, where (gt)t≥0 is the solution to (LE) driven byflWκ

ε (4.1). Then, for any 0 < θ < θtrκ,λε
as in (4.5), there exist almost surely finite random constants

Cκ
λε
(θ, T ) such that

max
t∈[0,T ]

|f ′t(
flWκ

ε (t) + i2−n)| ≤ Cκ
λε
(θ, T ) 2n(1−θ) for all n ∈ Z>0. (4.6)

Under Ass. 2, we define (see also Lemmas 4.12 & 4.16 and Figures 4.3 & 4.4)

αtr
κ,λε

:=


14, κ = 0,

(8− κ)2

2κ2 + 2
4
κ+ 5

2 (3κ+ 8)λε

(
1− λε

λtr
κ

)
> 0, κ ∈ (0, 8),

when λε < λtr
κ , (4.7)

and

ϑtr
α,κ :=


8α

15(α+ 2)
∈ (0, 8/15), κ = 0,( 32α (8− κ)

(κ+ 48 + 64/κ)(2ακ+ 8− κ)

)
∧ 1 ∈ (0, 1], κ ∈ (0, 8),

when α < αtr
κ,λε

. (4.8)

16In contrast to the case of Brownian drivers [RS05].
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Proposition 4.4. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ [0, 8), and a Lévy measure ν whose variance measure µν satisfies the
local upper αν-Ahlfors regularity (4.3). Fix ε > 0 such that λε < λtr

κ as in (4.4). Let (ft)t≥0 = (g−1
t )t≥0

be the inverse Loewner chain, where (gt)t≥0 is the solution to (LE) driven by flWκ
ε (4.1). Then, for any

α ∈ (0, αtr
κ,λε

∧ αν) as in (4.7) and for any 0 < θ < ϑtr
α,κ as in (4.8), there exist almost surely finite

random constants Cκ
λε
(θ, T ) such that

max
t∈[0,T ]

|f ′t(
flWκ

ε (t) + i2−n)| ≤ Cκ
λε
(θ, T ) 2n(1−θ) for all n ∈ Z>0. (4.9)

Proof of Propositions 4.3 and 4.4. First of all, Lemma 2.9 with u = 2n(1−θ) and δ = 2−n shows that

P
[
max
t∈[0,T ]

|f ′t(
flWκ

ε (t) + i2−n)| ≥ 2n(1−θ)
]

≤ P
ï ⋃
z0∈Gκ

ε

Eθ
n(z0)

ò
,

where the union is taken over the grid with mesh size 1
8 2

−nθ (Definition 2.7),

Gκ
ε = Gκ

ε (2
−nθ, T,Rκ

ε (T )) :=
{
z ∈ H | ℜe(z) = 1

8 2
−nθ ℓ ∈ [−Rκ

ε (T ), R
κ
ε (T )], ℓ ∈ Z, and

ℑm(z) = 1
8 2

−nθ (k + 8) ∈ [2−nθ,
√
1 + 4T ], k ∈ Z≥0

}
,

and where the events of interest are
Eθ

n(z0) = Eθ
n(z0, T ) :=

{
there exists t ∈ [0, T ] such that |gt(z0)−flWκ

ε (t)− i2−n| ≤ 2−n−1

and |g′t(z0)| ≤ 80
27 2

−n(1−θ)
}
, n ∈ N.

(4.10)

Note that the grid Gκ
ε (2

−nθ, T,Rκ
ε (T )) is random, and its width 2Rκ

ε (T ) depends on the Loewner driving
function flWκ

ε via (4.2). However, since the driving function is càdlàg, Rκ
ε (T ) is almost surely finite. Hence,

taking a cutoff R ∈ (0,∞), we may restrict to the event {Rκ
ε (T ) ≤ R}. We write

PR[ · ] := P[ · ∩ {Rκ
ε (T ) ≤ R}]

for the probability measure P restricted to the cutoff event. On this event, we can use the Borel-Cantelli
lemma to deduce that if

∞∑
n=1

PR

[
max
t∈[0,T ]

|f ′t(
flWκ

ε (t) + i2−n)| ≥ 2n(1−θ)
]

≤
∞∑

n=1

∑
z0∈Gκ

ε (2−nθ,T,R)

PR[E
θ
n(z0)] < ∞,

then on the event {Rκ
ε (T ) ≤ R}, there exists an almost surely finite random integer Nκ

λε
(θ, T,R) such

that

max
t∈[0,T ]

|f ′t(
flWκ

ε (t) + i2−n)| ≤ 2n(1−θ) for all n ≥ Nκ
λε
(θ, T,R) on the event {Rκ

ε (T ) ≤ R},

and thus, by taking the union bound over R ∈ N, we see that there exists an almost surely finite random
integer Nκ

λε
(θ, T ) such that

max
t∈[0,T ]

|f ′t(
flWκ

ε (t) + i2−n)| ≤ 2n(1−θ) for all n ≥ Nκ
λε
(θ, T ).

Hence, we then conclude that almost surely, we have max
t∈[0,T ]

|f ′t(
flWκ

ε (t) + i2−n)| ≤ 2n(1−θ) except for pos-
sibly finitely many n ∈ Z≥0, so

Cκ
λε
(θ, T ) := sup

n∈Z≥0

2−n(1−θ) max
t∈[0,T ]

|f ′t(
flWκ

ε (t) + i2−n)|

gives the sought almost surely finite random constant for either Proposition 4.3 and 4.4. It thus remains
to verify that the summability of the probabilities of the events (4.10) of interest holds with cutoff R:

∞∑
n=1

∑
z0∈Gκ

ε (2−nθ,T,R)

PR[E
θ
n(z0)] < ∞. (4.11)

This is the content of Propositions 4.11, 4.13, and 4.17, whose proofs comprise the rest of this section. □
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4.2. Forward Loewner flow and estimates. Fix T > 0 and a starting point z0 = x0 + iy0 ∈ H \KT

implicitly throughout, and define the following processes up to the blow-up time (2.9): for t ∈ [0, τ(z0)),

Z(t) = Zκ
ε (t, z0) := gt(z0)−flWκ

ε (t) =: X(t) + iY (t),

X(t) = Xκ
ε (t, z0) := ℜe

(
Zκ
ε (t, z0)

)
,

Y (t) = Y κ
ε (t, z0) := ℑm

(
Zκ
ε (t, z0)

)
,

M(t) =Mp,q,r(t, z0) := |g′t(z0)|p Y (t)q (sin argZ(t))−2r, p, q ∈ R, and r ≤ 1. (4.12)

Note that T < τ(z0) since z0 ∈ H\KT . The importance of the process (4.12) becomes clear in Lemma 4.6.

Note that for z0 ∈ Gκ
ε (2

−nθ, T,R), on the event Eθ
n(z0), we have |Z(t)−i2−n| ≤ 2−n−1 for some t ∈ [0, T ].

The next simple observation gives a bound for the absolute value of the real part of Z in terms of its
imaginary part. The latter behaves well under a time-change, which we will utilize in the analysis.

Lemma 4.5. Fix t ∈ [0, T ], z0 ∈ H \KT , and δ ∈ (0, 1). If |Z(t)− iδ| ≤ δ/2, then

Y (t) ∈ [δ/2, 3δ/2] and |X(t)| ≤ Y (t).

Proof. Indeed, we have |Y (t)− δ| ≤ |Z(t)− iδ| ≤ δ/2, which shows the bounds for Y (t). From the lower
bound, it also follows easily that |X(t)| ≤ δ/2 ≤ Y (t). □

In particular, on the event Eθ
n(z0) we also have

|X(t)| ≤ Y (t) ∈ [2−n−1, 3 · 2−n−1] for some t ∈ [0, T ].

Because the event Eθ
n(z0) involves two conditions that should hold at some common time t ∈ [0, T ], it

will be useful to consider a particular stopping time (see Equation (4.16)). This will be more manageable
if we consider the time-changed processes

X̂(s) := X(σ(s)), Ŷ (s) := Y (σ(s)), Ẑ(s) := Z(σ(s)), ĝs := gσ(s), M̂(s) :=M(σ(s)),

where σ is given by

σ(s) = S−1(s), S(t) =

ˆ t

0

du

X(u−)2 + Y (u−)2
=

ˆ t

0

du

|Z(u−)|2
. (4.13)

The imaginary part of (LE) gives Y (0) = y0 and

Y (t) = y0 exp

Å
−
ˆ t

0

2

|Z(s−)|2
ds

ã
= y0 − 2

ˆ t

0

Y (s−)

|Z(s−)|2
ds, (4.14)

which implies in particular that

Ŷ (t) = y0 e
−2t for all t ∈ [0, S(τ(z0))).

Also, (4.13) can be written as S(t) = − 1
2 log

(Y (t)
y0

)
, so we see that lim

t→∞
σ(t) = ∞ almost surely.

Now, recall that the event of interest (4.10) is (by Lemma 4.5)

Eθ
n(z0) :=

{
there exists t ∈ [0, T ] such that |Z(t)− i2−n| ≤ 2−n−1

and |g′t(z0)| ≤ 80
27 2

−n(1−θ)
}

⊂
{
there exists t ∈ [0, T ] such that |X(t)| ≤ Y (t) ∈ [2−n−1, 3 · 2−n−1]

and |g′t(z0)| ≤ 80
27 2

−n(1−θ)
}
.
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Because both conditions must hold for the same time instant t ∈ [0, T ], it will be useful to consider the
derivative |ĝ′Sn

(z0)| at the following (bounded) stopping time involving the time-changed processes17:

Sn = Sn(y0) := inf
{
s ≥ 0

∣∣ |X̂(s)| ≤ Ŷ (s) = y0 e
−2s ∈ [2−n−1, 3 · 2−n−1]

}
∧ log

»
y0

2−n−1

∈
[
log
»

y0

3·2−n−1 , log
»

y0

2−n−1

] (4.15)

The probabilities of the events Eθ
n(z0) defined in (4.10) can now be bounded using the time-changed

process (4.12, 4.13) at the stopping time (4.15).

Lemma 4.6. Fix T > 0, κ ≥ 0, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0. Fix also p < 0, q ∈ R, and r ≤ 1. Then,
for any θ ∈ (0, 1), for any n ∈ Z>0, for any R > 0, and for any z0 = x0 + iy0 ∈ Gκ

ε (2
−nθ, T,R),

P[Eθ
n(z0)] ≤ c0 2

nβ E
[
M̂(Sn) 1|{|X̂(Sn)| ≤ y0 e

−2Sn and Sn ≤ S(T )}
]
, (4.16)

where c0 = c0(p, q, r) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant, β = (1− θ)p+ q.

Proof. Fix z0 = x0 + iy0 ∈ Gκ
ε (2

−nθ, T,R). Using (LE, 4.14) and the time-change (4.13), we find

∂+s log |ĝ′s(z0)| = −2
X̂(s−)2 − Ŷ (s−)2

X̂(s−)2 + Ŷ (s−)2
∈ [−2, 2],

which implies in particular that

e−2u ≤
|ĝ′s+u(z0)|
|ĝ′s(z0)|

≤ e2u. (4.17)

At the stopping time (4.15), we find

|ĝ′Sn
(z0)|

|ĝ′s(z0)|
≤ 3 for all s ∈

[
log
»

y0

3·2−n−1 , log
»

y0

2−n−1

]
.

Using this, we obtain from Markov’s inequality the bounds

P[Eθ
n(z0)] ≤ P

[
|ĝ′Sn

(z0)| ≤ 80
9 2−n(1−θ) and |X̂(Sn)| ≤ y0 e

−2Sn and Sn ≤ S(T )
]

≤
(
80
9

)−p
2np(1−θ) E

[
|ĝ′Sn

(z0)|p 1|{|X̂(Sn)| ≤ y0 e
−2Sn and Sn ≤ S(T )}

]
, p < 0.

Using the definition (4.12) of the process M , and the fact that (sin argẐ(Sn))
2r ≤ 2|r| for all r ≤ 1 on

the event {|X̂(Sn)| ≤ Ŷ (Sn) = y0 e
−2Sn}, we obtain

E
[
|ĝ′Sn

(z0)|p 1|{|X̂(Sn)| ≤ y0 e
−2Sn and Sn ≤ S(T )}

]
= E

[
Ŷ (Sn)

−q
(
sin argẐ(Sn)

)2r
M̂(Sn) 1|{|X̂(Sn)| ≤ y0 e

−2Sn and Sn ≤ S(T )}
]

≤ 2|r| y−q
0 E

[
e2Snq M̂(Sn) 1|{|X̂(Sn)| ≤ y0 e

−2Sn and Sn ≤ S(T )}
]
, r ≤ 1.

We can bound this as follows:

• If q ≤ 0, then because Sn ≥ log
»

y0

3·2−n−1 , we see that y−q
0 e2Snq ≤ 3−q · 2q · 2nq.

• If q ≥ 0, then because Sn ≤ log
»

y0

2−n−1 , we see that y−q
0 e2Snq ≤ 2q · 2nq.

Collecting these estimates together, we find the asserted bound (4.16). □

Thus, our next aim will be to control the expected value of the time-changed process M̂(Sn) at the
stopping time Sn. First, we derive an SDE for M in Lemma 4.7, and we then estimate the drift part
in Propositions 4.8 & 4.9, which use Ass. 1 and Ass. 2, respectively. We then use these results in
Sections 4.4–4.6 to conclude with sought summability (4.11) for the proof of Propositions 4.3 and 4.4.

17Note that as S is strictly monotone, if Sn ≤ S(T ), then Sn < S(τ(z0)) because T < τ(z0), which implies that the
time-changed processes are well-defined up to and including the stopping time Sn.
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4.3. Supermartingale bounds. We begin with an analogue of Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 4.7. Fix T > 0, κ ≥ 0, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0. Let (gt)t≥0 be the solution to (LE) driven
by flWκ

ε (4.1), fix z0 ∈ H \KT , and consider the process M defined in (4.12). Then, for each t ∈ [0, T ],
we have

M(t) = M̌(t) +

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

Å
Dr(s)− 2p

X(s−)2 − Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
− 2q

|Z(s−)|2

ã
ds,

where Dr(s) =
r(κ(2r − 1) + 8)X(s−)2 + rκY (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4

+

ˆ
|v|≤ε

Å∣∣∣∣Z(s−)− v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2r − 1 +
2rvX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

ã
ν(dv), p, q ∈ R, and r ≤ 1,

and where M̌ is the right-continuous local martingale

M̌(t) := M(0) − 2r
√
κ

ˆ t

0

M(s−)
X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
dB(s)

+

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

ˆ
|v|≤ε

Å∣∣∣∣Z(s−)− v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2r − 1

ãfiN(ds,dv).

(4.18)

Proof. By (LE) and a straightforward application of Itô’s formula, we have

|g′t(z0)|p = 1 − 2p

ˆ t

0

|g′s−(z0)|p
X(s−)2 − Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
ds,

Y (t)q = y0 − 2q

ˆ t

0

Y (s−)q

|Z(s−)|2
ds.

A more involved application of Itô’s formula (see Lemma B.6 in Appendix B with a = 0) gives

(sin argZ(t))−2r = (sin argz0)
−2r − 2r

√
κ

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))−2r X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
dB(s)

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

(sin argZ(s−))−2r

Å∣∣∣∣Z(s−)− v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2r − 1

ãfiN(ds,dv)

+

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))−2r Dr(s) ds.

Combining these, we obtain the asserted identity for M . □

Following the same strategy as in Section 3.2, we aim to bound the drift term

M(t)− M̌(t) =

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

|Z(s−)|4
(
r(κ(2r − 1) + 8)− 2p− 2q

)
X(s−)2 ds

+

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

|Z(s−)|4
(
rκ+ 2p− 2q

)
Y (s−)2 ds

+

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

ˆ
|v|≤ε

Fr(v;X(s−), Y (s−)) ν(dv) ds,

where for each r ∈ (−∞, 1], the key will be to estimate the function

Fr(v) = Fr(v;x, y) =

Å
(x− v)2 + y2

x2 + y2

ãr
− 1 +

2rvx

x2 + y2
, v ∈ R, x ∈ R, y > 0. (4.19)
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The following bound, Proposition 4.8, which holds when r ∈ (0, 1], will be sufficient to conclude the
existence of the Loewner trace in the case where κ > 8 (Ass. 1). As before, we denote the variance of
the jumps of the random driving function (4.1) as in (3.4),

λε :=

ˆ
|v|≤ε

v2 ν(dv) ≥ 0. (4.20)

Proposition 4.8. Fix T > 0, κ ≥ 0, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0. Fix r ∈ (0, 1] and set

p = p(κ, r) := 1
2r(4− κ+ κr) and q = q(κ, λε, r) := p(κ, r) + 1

2r(κ+ λε). (4.21)

Let (gt)t≥0 be the solution to (LE) driven by flWκ
ε (4.1), fix z0 ∈ H \KT , and consider the processes M

defined in (4.12) and M̌ defined in (4.18). Then, we have

M(0) = M̌(0) and M(t) ≤ M̌(t) for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (4.22)

With parameters (4.21), the process M̌ in (4.18) is a non-negative local martingale, thus a supermartin-
gale [CE15, Lemma 5.6.8]. Hence, Proposition 4.8 shows by the supermartingale property that

E[M(t)] ≤ E[M̌(t)] ≤ M̌(0) = M(0) for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Proposition 3.6. Using the fact that (1 + x)r ≤ 1 + rx for all
x ≥ −1 and r ∈ (0, 1], we see that (4.19) can be bounded as

Fr(v) =

Å
1 +

−2vx+ v2

x2 + y2

ãr
− 1 +

2rvx

x2 + y2
≤ rv2

x2 + y2
.

Therefore, using the definition (4.20) of the variance λε, with x = X(s−) and y = Y (s−) we obtainˆ
|v|≤ε

Fr(v;X(s−), Y (s−)) ν(dv) ≤ rλε
|Z(s−)|2

.

By Lemma 4.7, we thus obtain

M(t) ≤ M̌(t) +

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

|Z(s−)|4
(
r(κ(2r − 1) + 8)− 2p− 2q + rλε

)
X(s−)2 ds

+

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

|Z(s−)|4
(
rκ+ 2p− 2q + rλε

)
Y (s−)2 ds.

Plugging in identities (4.21), we see that the drift equals zero, so we have M(t) ≤ M̌(t). □

The following bound, which holds when r ∈ (−∞, 0), will be needed to conclude the existence of
the Loewner trace in the case where κ < 8. This is the only estimate that requires the additional
condition, Ass. 2, that the variance measure of the Lévy measure ν is locally upper Ahlfors regular near
the origin (in the sense of Definition 4.1). (Compare also with [Sat99, Theorem 27.7].) It might be
possible to perform a more careful analysis and lift this assumption — however, most common Lévy
measures, including those of α-stable processes, already satisfy this assumption Ass. 2.
Proposition 4.9. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ [0, 8), and a Lévy measure ν whose variance measure µν satisfies the
local upper Ahlfors regularity (4.3) with constants ϵν ∈ (0, 1/2), and αν , cν ∈ (0,∞), and ρν ∈ (0, 1).
Fix also ε ∈ (0, ϵν ∧ 1

2ρν ] and parameters r ∈ (−∞, 0) and p < 0 such that the following inequalities18

hold:

−2p− 2q + r(κ(2r − 1) + 8) + 23−2rr(r − 1)λε ≤ 0 (4.23)

2p− 2q + rκ+ 23−2rr(r − 1)λε ≤ 0. (4.24)

Let (gt)t≥0 be the solution to (LE) driven by flWκ
ε (4.1), fix z0 ∈ H \KT , and consider the processes M

defined in (4.12) and M̌ defined in (4.18). Fix α ∈ (0, αν ]. Then, we have M(0) = M̌(0) and

M(t) ≤ M̌(t) + L(t) for all t ∈ [0, T ], (4.25)

18We will see examples of such parameters in Sections 4.5 and 4.6.
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where L(t) = Lp,q,r,α(t, z0) := 8 (λε + cν) (y
2
0 + 4T )−p/2

ˆ t

0

Y (s−)p+q+α ςr(α)

|Z(s−)|2
ds,

and where ςr(α) = −2r
α−2r .

Note that the process L behaves well under the time-change (4.13), so that Ŷ (u) = y0 e
−2u:

L̂(t) = L̂p,q,r,α(t, z0) = 8 (λε + cν) (y
2
0 + 4T )−p/2 y

p+q+α ςr(α)
0

ˆ S(t)

0

e−2u(p+q+α ςr(α)) du.

Proof. We Taylor expand the function (4.19) around v = 0. We have Fr(0) = 0 and F ′
r(0) = 0, and

F ′′
r (v) = 4r(r − 1)

(x− v)2

(x2 + y2)2

Å
x2 + y2

(x− v)2 + y2

ã2−r

+
2r

x2 + y2

Å
x2 + y2

(x− v)2 + y2

ã1−r

︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤0

≤ 4r(r − 1)

x2 + y2

Å
x2 + y2

(x− v)2 + y2

ã1−r

,

because r < 0. Note also that the exponent is 1− r > 1 (it is in particular non-negative).

Case 1. If |x| ≤ y, then for all v ∈ R, we have

x2 + y2

(x− v)2 + y2
≤ 2 =⇒ F ′′

r (v) ≤ 23−r r(r − 1)

x2 + y2
.

Using Taylor’s theorem, this shows that

Fr(v) ≤ 22−r r(r − 1) v2

x2 + y2
, v ∈ R, |x| ≤ y.

Therefore, using the definition (4.20) of the variance λε, we obtain
ˆ
|v|≤ε

Fr(v;x, y) ν(dv) ≤ 22−r r(r − 1)λε
x2 + y2

, |x| ≤ y. (4.26)

Case 2. Assume then that y ≤ |x|. We split the integration region {|v| ≤ ε} into three parts:

{|v| ≤ ε} = {|v| ≤ |x|
2 ∧ ε}︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:A1(x)

∪
{ |x|

2 ≤ |v| ≤ ε and sgn(v) ̸= sgn(x)
}︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:A2(x)

∪
{ |x|

2 ≤ |v| ≤ ε and sgn(v) = sgn(x)
}︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:A3(x)

,

so thatˆ
|v|≤ε

Fr(v;x, y) ν(dv) =

ˆ
A1(x)

Fr(v;x, y) ν(dv)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:I1(x,y)

+

ˆ
A2(x)

Fr(v;x, y) ν(dv)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:I2(x,y)

+

ˆ
A3(x)

Fr(v;x, y) ν(dv)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:I3(x,y)

.

1. The first integral I1(x, y) can be bounded similarly as before: with |x− v| ≥ 1
2 |x|, we have

x2 + y2

(x− v)2 + y2
≤ 4 =⇒ Fr(v) ≤ 24−2r r(r − 1) v2

x2 + y2
.

Therefore, using the definition (4.20) of the variance λε, we obtain

I1(x, y) =

ˆ
A1(x)

Fr(v;x, y) ν(dv) ≤ 23−2r r(r − 1)λε
x2 + y2

, y ≤ |x|. (4.27)
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2. The second integral I2(x, y) can also be bounded similarly: with |x− v|2 ≥ 2x2, we have

x2 + y2

(x− v)2 + y2
≤ 1 =⇒ Fr(v) ≤

4r(r − 1) v2

x2 + y2
.

Therefore, using the definition (4.20) of the variance λε, we obtain

I2(x, y) =

ˆ
A2(x)

Fr(v;x, y) ν(dv) ≤
2r(r − 1)λε
x2 + y2

, y ≤ |x|. (4.28)

3. Lastly, to bound the third integral I3(x, y), we will use the local αν-Ahlfors regularity assump-
tion (4.3). Since r < 0 and y ≤ |x| ≤ 2ε ≤ 2ϵν ∧ ρν ≤ ρν < 1, we have

0 < yςr(α) ≤ yςr(αν) ≤ ρςr(αν)
ν < 1 for all α ≤ αν , where ςr(α) =

−2r

α− 2r
.

We split the interval A3(x) into regions inside and outside of [x− yςr(α), x+ yςr(α)] thus:

I3(x, y) =

ˆ x−yςr(α)

−ε

Fr(v;x, y) 1|A3(x)(v) ν(dv) +

ˆ ε

x+yςr(α)

Fr(v;x, y) 1|A3(x)(v) ν(dv)

+

ˆ x+yςr(α)

x−yςr(α)

Fr(v;x, y) 1|A3(x)(v) ν(dv),

(4.29)

Note that when sgn(v) = sgn(x), we have
2rvx

x2 + y2
< 0, r < 0,

and with |x|
2 ≤ |v| and y ≤ |x|, we have

x2 + y2

v2
≤ 8.

Hence, we see that

Fr(v) =

Å
x2 + y2

(x− v)2 + y2

ã−r

− 1 +
2rvx

x2 + y2
≤ 8v2

x2 + y2

Å
x2 + y2

y2

ã−rÅ
y2

(x− v)2 + y2

ã−r

.

We can now bound the integrals in (4.29) as follows.
• When v ∈ A3(x) \ [x− yςr(α), x+ yςr(α)], we have |x− v| ≥ yςr(α), which implies thatÅ

y2

(x− v)2 + y2

ã−r

≤ y2r(ςr(α)−1) =⇒ Fr(v) ≤ 8yα ςr(α)
v2

x2 + y2

Å
x2 + y2

y2

ã−r

,

since 2r(ςr(α)− 1) = α ςr(α). Hence, the first two integrals in (4.29) can be bounded as
ˆ x−yςr(α)

−ε

Fr(v;x, y) 1|A3(x)(v) ν(dv) +

ˆ ε

x+yςr(α)

Fr(v;x, y) 1|A3(x)(v) ν(dv)

≤ 8λε
x2 + y2

Å
x2 + y2

y2

ã−r

yα ςr(α), (4.30)

using the definition (4.20) of the variance λε.

• When v ∈ A3(x) ∩ [x − yςr(α), x + yςr(α)], we have |x − v| ≤ yςr(α). Hence, with α ≤ αν , the last
integral in (4.29) can be bounded as

ˆ x+yςr(α)

x−yςr(α)

Fr(v;x, y) 1|A3(x)(v) ν(dv)

≤ 8

x2 + y2

Å
x2 + y2

y2

ã−r ˆ x+yςr(α)

x−yςr(α)

v2 1|[−ϵν ,ϵν ](v) ν(dv)
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≤ 8 cν
x2 + y2

Å
x2 + y2

y2

ã−r

yανςr(α) ≤ 8 cν
x2 + y2

Å
x2 + y2

y2

ã−r

yα ςr(α), (4.31)

using the local αν-Ahlfors regularity assumption (4.3).

After collecting all of the above estimates (4.26, 4.27, 4.28, 4.30, 4.31) together, we conclude that
ˆ
|v|≤ε

Fr(v;x, y) ν(dv) ≤ 23−2r r(r − 1)λε
x2 + y2

+
8 (λε + cν)

x2 + y2

Å
x2 + y2

y2

ã−r

yα ςr(α).

Taking x = X(s−) and y = Y (s−), and plugging in inequalities (4.23, 4.24), we see by Lemma 4.7 that

M(t) ≤ M̌(t) +

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

|Z(s−)|4
(
r(κ(2r − 1) + 8)− 2p− 2q + 23−2rr(r − 1)λε

)
X(s−)2 ds

+

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

|Z(s−)|4
(
rκ+ 2p− 2q + 23−2rr(r − 1)λε

)
Y (s−)2 ds

+

ˆ t

0

M(s−)
8 (λε + cν)

|Z(s−)|2

Å |Z(s−)|2

Y (s−)2

ã−r

Y (s−)α ςr(α) ds

≤ M̌(t) +

ˆ t

0

M(s−)
8 (λε + cν)

|Z(s−)|2

Å |Z(s−)|2

Y (s−)2

ã−r

Y (s−)α ςr(α) ds.

Using the identity sin arg(z) = y
|z| for H ∋ z = x+ iy, we can write the last term in the form

ˆ t

0

|g′s−(z0)|p
8 (λε + cν)Y (s−)q

|Z(s−)|2
Y (s−)α ςr(α) ds. (4.32)

It now remains to bound (4.32). Since Y (s) ≤ y0, using Equation (2.16) (or Schwarz lemma and Loewner
equation (LE)), we find that

|g′s(z0)|p ≤ Y (s)p (Y (s)2 + 4T )−p/2 ≤ Y (s)p (y20 + 4T )−p/2, p < 0, s ∈ [0, τ(z0)).

This gives (4.25). □

4.4. Summability: κ > 8. In this section, we finish the proof of Proposition 4.3. Making use of
Remark 3.3, we may choose λε arbitrarily small by picking a small enough cutoff ε > 0. For deriving
the derivative estimate (4.6) in Proposition 4.3, we used a Borel-Cantelli argument relying on the
summability of the probabilities (4.11), and the purpose of this section is to verify the remaining (4.11)
in Proposition 4.11. For this, it is necessary for our argument that

p(κ, r) + q(κ, λε, r) =
1
2r(8− κ+ λε) + κr2 < 0,

with suitably chosen parameter r ∈ (0, 1] and cutoff ε > 0, where κ > 8 and p = p(κ, r) and q = q(κ, λε, r)
are given by (4.21). Note that the function r 7→ p(κ, r) + q(κ, 0, r) has a unique minimum at r = 1

4 −
2
κ .

This motivates the following choices (which are not optimal, but sufficiently convenient).

Lemma 4.10. Fix κ ∈ (8,∞), a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0. Assume that identities (4.21) hold with

r = r(κ) := 1
4 − 2

κ ∈ (0, 1/4), κ > 8, (4.33)

and define

λtr
κ := 1

2 (κ− 8) > 0, κ > 8. (4.34)

Define also

θtrκ,λε
:=

p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ))

p(κ, r(κ))− 2
=

2(κ− 8)(κ− 2(λε + 4))

(κ+ 8)(3κ+ 8)
. (4.35)

Then, we have

0 ≤ λε < λtr
κ =⇒ θtrκ,λε

∈ (0, 2/3).
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In particular, 0 ≤ λε < λtr
κ implies that, for any 0 < θ < θtrκ,λε

, we have

(1− θ) p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ)) < −2θ.

Proof. The map λε 7→ θtrκ,λε
(4.35) is decreasing when λε ≥ 0 and κ > 8. Moreover, we have

θtrκ,λε
= 0 ⇐⇒ λε = λtr

κ .

With λε = 0, the map κ 7→ θtrκ,0 is increasing when κ > 8, and

lim
κ→8

θtrκ,0 = 0 and lim
κ→∞

θtrκ,0 = 2/3.

Hence, for fixed κ > 8, the parameter (4.35) satisfies θtrκ,λε
∈ (0, 2/3) when 0 ≤ λε < λtr

κ . See also
Figure 4.1. The last claim follows directly from the definition (4.35) of θtrκ,λε

. □
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Figure 4.1. Illustrating quantities in Lemma 4.10: Plots of κ 7→ θtrκ,λε
with discrete

values λε = c λtr
κ for c ∈ {0, 15 ,

2
5 ,

3
5 ,

4
5}. The largest plot (blue) has λε = 0.

Proposition 4.11. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ (8,∞), a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0 such that λε < λtr
κ as in (4.34).

Then, for any 0 < θ < θtrκ,λε
as in (4.35) and for any R > 0, on the event {Rκ

ε (T ) ≤ R}, the probabilities
of events (4.10) are summable:

∞∑
n=1

∑
z0∈Gκ

ε (2−nθ,T,R)

PR[E
θ
n(z0)] < ∞. (4.36)

Proof. Set r = r(κ) as in (4.33) and p = p(κ, r(κ)) and q = q(κ, λε, r(κ)) as in (4.21):

p = p(κ, r(κ)) = − (κ− 8)(3κ− 8)

32κ
< 0,

q = q(κ, λε, r(κ)) =
(κ− 8)(κ+ 8 + 4λε)

32κ
> 0.

Fix z0 = x0+ iy0 ∈ Gκ
ε (2

−nθ, T,R). Then, by Lemma 4.6, Proposition 4.8 (with M̂(0) = M̌(0)), and the
Optional stopping theorem (OST) (e.g. [LeG16, Theorem 3.25]), we obtain

P[Eθ
n(z0)] ≤ c0(p, q, r) 2

nβ E
[
M̂(Sn) 1|{|X̂(Sn)| ≤ y0 e

−2Sn and Sn ≤ S(T )}
]

[by (4.16)]

≤ c0(p, q, r) 2
nβ yq0

( |z0|
y0

)2r
, [by (4.22) and OST]

where β = (1− θ)p+ q. Using Lemma 2.8 with a = 2−nθ, and r = r(κ) > 0 > −1/2, and

q − 2r = q(κ, λε, r(κ))− 2r(κ) =
(κ− 8)(κ+ 4λε − 8)

32κ
≥ 0 > −1,
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we obtain
∞∑

n=1

∑
z0∈Gκ

ε (2−nθ,T,R)

PR[E
θ
n(z0)] ≤ c0(p, q, r)

∞∑
n=1

2nβ
∑

z0∈Gκ
ε (2−nθ,T,R)

yq0

( |z0|
y0

)2r
≤ c0(p, q, r) cgrid(q, r, T,R)

∞∑
n=1

2n((1−θ) p+q+2θ) < ∞,

where by choices of θ < θtrκ,λε
and the other parameters, Lemma 4.10 shows that (1−θ) p+q+2θ < 0. □

4.5. Summability: κ ∈ (0, 8). In this section and the next one, we finish the proof of Proposition 4.4.
Making use of Remark 3.3, we may choose λε arbitrarily small by picking a small enough cutoff ε > 0. For
deriving the derivative estimate (4.9) in Proposition 4.4, we used a Borel-Cantelli argument relying on the
summability of the probabilities (4.11), and the purpose of this section is to verify the remaining (4.11)
in Propositions 4.13 and 4.17. It is useful to choose suitable parameters r ∈ (−∞, 0) and

p = p(κ, r) := 1
4r(8− κ+ 2κr) and q = q(κ, λε, r) := p(κ, r) + 41−rr(r − 1)λε. (4.37)

Note that we have p = p(κ, r) < 0 when r ∈ (κ−8
2κ , 0) and the inequalities (4.23, 4.24) appearing in the

drift in the proof of Proposition 4.9 hold with the choices (4.37), equaling zero and κr < 0, respectively.

It is necessary for our argument that, with suitably chosen parameter r ∈ (κ−8
2κ , 0) and cutoff ε > 0,

p(κ, r) + q(κ, λε, r) =
1
2r(8− κ+ 23−2r(r − 1)λε) + κr2 < 0.

Note that the function r 7→ p(κ, r) + q(κ, 0, r) has a unique minimum at r = 1
4 − 2

κ . This motivates the
following choices (which are not optimal, but sufficiently convenient).
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Figure 4.2. Illustrating quantities in Lemma 4.12: Plot of κ 7→ λhöl
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Lemma 4.12. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ (0, 8), and a Lévy measure ν whose variance measure µν satisfies the
local upper Ahlfors regularity (4.3). Assume that identities (4.37) hold with

r = r(κ) := 1
4 − 2

κ ∈ (−∞, 0), κ ∈ (0, 8), (4.38)

and define

λtr
κ :=

κ

2
4
κ+ 3

2

8− κ

3κ+ 8
> 0, κ ∈ (0, 8). (4.39)

See also Figure 4.2. Define also19

ϑtr
α,κ :=

α ςr(κ)(α)

2− p(κ, r(κ))
∧ 1 =

( 32α (8− κ)

(κ+ 48 + 64/κ)(2ακ+ 8− κ)

)
∧ 1, (4.40)

where ςr(κ)(α) =
−2r(κ)
α−2r(κ) , and

αtr
κ,λε

:=
2r(κ)(p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ)))

p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ))− 2r(κ)
=

(8− κ)2

2κ2 + 2
4
κ+ 5

2 (3κ+ 8)λε

(
1− λε

λtr
κ

)
. (4.41)

See also Figures 4.3 and 4.4. Then, we have

0 ≤ λε < λtr
κ =⇒ αtr

κ,λε
> 0,

and {
0 ≤ λε < λtr

κ ,

0 < α < αtr
κ,λε

=⇒

{
ϑtr
α,κ ∈ (0, 1),

p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ)) + α ςr(κ)(α) < 0.
(4.42)

In particular, 0 ≤ λε < λtr
κ and 0 < α < αtr

κ,λε
together imply that, for any 0 < θ < ϑtr

α,κ, we have
θ p(κ, r(κ)) + α ςr(κ)(α) > 2θ,

(1− θ) (p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ))) < 0,

(1− θ) p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ)) < −2θ.

Moreover, these choices satisfy the assumptions r ∈ (−∞, 0), p < 0, and (4.23, 4.24) in Proposition 4.9.

Proof. The map λε 7→ αtr
κ,λε

(4.41) is decreasing when λε ≥ 0 and κ ∈ (0, 8). Moreover, we have

αtr
κ,λε

= 0 ⇐⇒ λε = λtr
κ .

With λε = 0, the map κ 7→ αtr
κ,0

κ 7−→ αtr
κ,0 =

(8− κ)2

2κ2

is decreasing when κ ∈ (0, 8), and

lim
κ→8

αtr
κ,0 = 0.

Hence, for fixed κ ∈ (0, 8), the parameter (4.41) satisfies αtr
κ,λε

> 0 when 0 ≤ λε < λtr
κ .

Next, note that, for fixed κ ∈ (0, 8), the map

λε 7−→ p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ))

is increasing, and

p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ)) = 0 ⇐⇒ λε = λtr
κ .

Also, for fixed κ ∈ (0, 8) and λε ∈ [0, λtr
κ ), the map

α 7−→ p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ)) + α ςr(κ)(α)

is increasing, and

p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ)) + α ςr(κ)(α) = 0 ⇐⇒ α = αtr
κ,λε

.

19Note that ϑtr
α,κ is independent of the cutoff parameter ε, but it may depend on the Ahlfors regularity parameter αν .
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This shows (4.42). Note also that if α < αtr
κ,λε

, then by (4.42), we have

ϑtr
α,κ ≤

( −α ςr(κ)(α)
p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ))

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

<1

p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ))

p(κ, r(κ))− 2
<

p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ))

p(κ, r(κ))− 2
.

The other claims then follow using the definition (4.40) of θtrκ,λε
. □
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Proposition 4.13. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ (0, 8), and a Lévy measure ν whose variance measure µν satisfies
the local upper αν-Ahlfors regularity (4.3). Fix ε > 0 such that λε < λtr

κ as in (4.39). Then, for any
α ∈ (0, αtr

κ,λε
∧ αν) as in (4.41), for any 0 < θ < ϑtr

α,κ as in (4.40), and for any R > 0, on the event
{Rκ

ε (T ) ≤ R}, the probabilities of events (4.10) are summable:
∞∑

n=1

∑
z0∈Gκ

ε (2−nθ,T,R)

PR[E
θ
n(z0)] < ∞. (4.43)

Proof. Set r = r(κ) as in (4.38) and p = p(κ, r(κ)) and q = q(κ, λε, r(κ)) as in (4.37):

p = p(κ, r(κ)) = − (8− κ)2

32κ
< 0,

q = q(κ, λε, r(κ)) = − (8− κ)2

32κ
+ 2

4
κ− 5

2
(8− κ)(3κ+ 8)

κ2
λε.

Fix z0 = x0+ iy0 ∈ Gκ
ε (2

−nθ, T,R). Then, by Lemma 4.6, Proposition 4.9 (with M̂(0) = M̌(0)), and the
Optional stopping theorem (OST) (e.g. [LeG16, Theorem 3.21]), we obtain

P[Eθ
n(z0)] ≤ c0(p, q, r) 2

nβ E
[
M̂(Sn) 1|{|X̂(Sn)| ≤ y0 e

−2Sn and Sn ≤ S(T )}
]

[by (4.16)]

≤ c0(p, q, r) 2
nβ
(
M̂(0) + E[L̂(Sn)]

)
, [by (4.25) and OST]

where β = (1− θ)p+ q, and where M̂(0) = yq−2r
0 |z0|2r and

L̂(Sn) = 8 (λε + cν) (y
2
0 + 4T )−p/2 y

p+q+α ςr(α)
0

ˆ Sn

0

e−2u(p+q+α ςr(α)) du.

Term 1. We will first consider the first term 2nβ M̂(0) = 2nβ yq−2r
0 |z0|2r. Using Lemma 2.8 with

a = 2−nθ, and r = r(κ) = 1
4 − 2

κ , and q = q(κ, λε, r(κ)), we obtain
∞∑

n=1

∑
z0∈Gκ

ε (2−nθ,T,R)

2nβ M̂(0) ≤ cgrid(q, r, T,R)

∞∑
n=1

2n((1−θ) p+q) χq,r(2
−nθ) < ∞,
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where χq,r(2
−nθ) is defined in (2.15) and where by the choice of θ < ϑtr

α,κ and the other parameters,
Lemma 4.12 shows that (1− θ) p+ q < −2θ and (1− θ) (p+ q) < 0, guaranteeing summability.

Term 2. We then consider the second term. By (4.42) in Lemma 4.12, we have

p(κ, r(κ)) + q(κ, λε, r(κ)) + α ςr(κ)(α) < 0.

Thus, computing the expected value of L̂(Sn) gives

E[L̂(Sn)] = 8 (λε + cν) (y
2
0 + 4T )−p/2 y

p+q+α ςr(α)
0

−2(p+ q + α ςr(α))
E
[
e−2Sn(p+q+α ςr(α)) − 1

]
≤ c(p, q, r, α, T ) 2−n(p+q+α ςr(α)),

since Sn ≤ log
»

y0

2−n−1 , where the constant c(p, q, r, α, T ) ∈ (0,∞) also depends on the Lévy measure ν.
Using Lemma 2.8 with a = 2−nθ, and with exponents zero (χ0,0(2

−nθ) = 22nθ in (2.15)), we obtain
∞∑

n=1

∑
z0∈Gκ

ε (2−nθ,T,R)

2nβ E[L̂(Sn)]

≤ c(p, q, r, α, T )

∞∑
n=1

∑
z0∈Gκ

ε (2−nθ,T,R)

2n((1−θ)p+q) 2−n(p+q+α ςr(κ)(α))

≤ c(p, q, r, α, T ) c′(T,R)

∞∑
n=1

2−n(θp+α ςr(κ)(α)−2θ) < ∞,

where by the choice of θ < ϑtr
α,κ and the other parameters, Lemma 4.12 gives θp+α ςr(κ)(α)−2θ > 0. □

4.6. Summability: κ = 0 and linear drift. The above choices (4.38, 4.39) do not apply in the case
where κ = 0. One could instead use a different choice. For later purposes, however, in this section
we also modify the process (4.12) slightly and include the possibility of a linear drift to the driving
function. Hence, in the rest of this section, we consider driving functions with no diffusion part (κ = 0)
but allowing microscopic jumps and a linear drift:flW 0,a

ε (t) = at+

ˆ
|v|≤ε

vfiN(t,dv), a ∈ R, ε > 0, (4.44)

where fiN(t,dv) := N(t, dv)− tν(dv) is the compensated Poisson point process of a Poisson point process
N with Lévy intensity measure ν. As in (4.2), we write

R0,a
ε (T ) := sup

t∈[0,T ]

|flW 0,a
ε (t)|, (4.45)

we let (gt)t≥0 be a Loewner chain driven by flW 0,a
ε , let (Kt)t≥0 be the corresponding hulls (obtained by

solving the Loewner equation (LE)), and we write ft := g−1
t and set f̃t(w) := ft(w+flW 0,a

ε (t)). We work
under Ass. 2: we suppose that the variance measure of the Lévy measure ν is locally (upper) Ahlfors
regular near the origin in the sense of Definition 4.1. We shall consider the events

Eθ
n(z0) = Eθ

n(z0, T ) :=
{
there exists t ∈ [0, T ] such that |gt(z0)−flW 0,a

ε (t)− i2−n| ≤ 2−n−1

and |g′t(z0)| ≤ 80
27 2

−n(1−θ)
}
, n ∈ N,

(4.46)

where z0 ranges over the grid

G0,a
ε = G0,a

ε (2−nθ, T,R0,a
ε (T )) :=

{
z ∈ H | ℜe(z) = 1

8 2
−nθ ℓ ∈ [−R0,a

ε (T ), R0,a
ε (T )] and

ℑm(z) = 1
8 2

−nθ (k + 8) ∈ (2−nθ,
√
1 + 4T ], ℓ, k ∈ Z

}
.

As before, we fix T > 0 and a starting point z0 = x0 + iy0 ∈ H \KT implicitly throughout, and define

Z(t) = Z0,a
ε (t, z0) := gt(z0)−flW 0,a

ε (t) =: X(t) + iY (t), t ∈ [0, τ(z0))
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M(t) =Ma
p (t, z0) := |g′t(z0)|p (sin argZ(t))2 e−a2t, p ∈ R, t ∈ [0, τ(z0)). (4.47)

Note that M(0) = y20 |z0|−2. Note also that T < τ(z0) since z0 ∈ H \KT .

Lemma 4.14. Fix T > 0, a ∈ R, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0. Let (gt)t≥0 be the solution to (LE)
driven by flW 0,a

ε (4.44), fix z0 ∈ H \KT , and consider the process M defined in (4.47). Then, for each
t ∈ [0, T ], we have

M(t) = M̌(t) +

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

Å
Dp(s) +

2aX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
− a2
ã
ds,

where Dp(s) =
−(8 + 2p)X(s−)2 + 2pY (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4

+

ˆ
|v|≤ε

Å∣∣∣∣Z(s−)− v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣−2

− 1− 2vX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

ã
ν(dv), p ∈ R,

and where M̌ is the right-continuous local martingale

M̌(t) := M(0) +

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

ˆ
|v|≤ε

Å∣∣∣∣Z(s−)− v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣−2

− 1

ãfiN(ds,dv). (4.48)

Proof. As in Section 4.3, by (LE) and a straightforward application of Itô’s formula, we have

|g′t(z0)|p = 1 − 2p

ˆ t

0

|g′s−(z0)|p
X(s−)2 − Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
ds,

and a tedious application of Itô’s formula (see Lemma B.6 in Appendix B with κ = 0 and r = −1) gives

(sin argZ(t))2 = (sin argz0)
2 + 2a

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))2
X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
ds

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

(sin argZ(s−))2
Å∣∣∣∣Z(s−)− v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣−2

− 1

ãfiN(ds,dv)

− 8

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))2
X(s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
ds

+

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))2
ˆ
|v|≤ε

Å∣∣∣∣Z(s−)− v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣−2

− 1− 2vX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

ã
ν(dv) ds.

Combining these, we obtain the asserted identity for M . □

As in Section 4.3, for a suitable p and λε small enough, M can be bounded in the following manner.

Proposition 4.15. Fix T > 0, a ∈ R, and a Lévy measure ν whose variance measure µν satisfies the
local upper Ahlfors regularity (4.3) with constants ϵν ∈ (0, 1/2), and αν , cν ∈ (0,∞), and ρν ∈ (0, 1).
Fix also ε ∈ (0, ϵν ∧ 1

2ρν ] such that

λε <
7

128 =: λtr
0 . (4.49)

Fix also parameter p ∈ (−2, 0) such that20 the following inequalities hold:

−2p− 7 + 64λε ≤ 0 and 2p+ 64λε ≤ 0. (4.50)

Let (gt)t≥0 be the solution to (LE) driven by flW 0,a
ε (4.44), fix z0 ∈ H \KT , and consider the processes

M defined in (4.47) and M̌ defined in (4.48). Fix α ∈ (0, αν ]. Then, we have M(0) = M̌(0) and

M(t) ≤ M̌(t) + L(t) for all t ∈ [0, T ], (4.51)

20Here, we may allow p to depend on ε, but this is not necessary: the inequalities (4.50) hold for p = −7/4 for all λε < 7
128

.
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where L(t) = Lp,α(t, z0) := 8 (λε + cν) (y
2
0 + 4T )−p/2

ˆ t

0

Y (s−)p+α ςr(α)

|Z(s−)|2
ds,

and where ς−1(α) =
2

α+2 .

Note that the process L behaves well under the time-change (4.13), so that Ŷ (u) = y0 e
−2u:

L̂(t) = L̂p,α(t, z0) = 8 (λε + cν) (y
2
0 + 4T )−p/2 y

p+α ς−1(α)
0

ˆ S(t)

0

e−2u(p+α ς−1(α)) du.

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Proposition 4.9. First, we note that

2aX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
− a2 =

X(s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
−
Å
X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
− a

ã2
≤ X(s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
,

which implies by Lemma 4.14 that

M(t) ≤ M̌(t) +

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

Å−(7 + 2p)X(s−)2 + 2pY (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4

ã
ds

+

ˆ t

0

M(s−)

ˆ
|v|≤ε

Å∣∣∣∣Z(s−)− v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣−2

− 1− 2vX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

ã
ν(dv) ds.

As in the proof of Proposition 4.9, with p < 0, q = 0, and r = −1 < 0, the inequalities (4.50) and the
local αν-Ahlfors regularity assumption (4.3) yield the asserted bound (4.51). □

Lemma 4.16. Fix T > 0, a ∈ R, and a Lévy measure ν whose variance measure µν satisfies the
local upper αν-Ahlfors regularity (4.3). Fix ε > 0 such that λε < λtr

0 as in (4.49). Fix also parameter
p ∈ (−2, 0) such that the inequalities (4.50) hold. Define

θ(p, α) :=
α ς−1(α)

2− p
=
( 2α

(α+ 2)(2− p)

)
∈ (0, 1), (4.52)

where ς−1(α) =
2

α+2 , and

α(p) := − 2p

p+ 2
> 0. (4.53)

Then, we have

0 < α < α(p) =⇒ p+ α ς−1(α) < 0. (4.54)

In particular, 0 < α < α(p) implies that, for any 0 < θ < θ(p, α), we have

θ p+ α ς−1(α) > 2θ,

(1− θ) p < −2θ.

Moreover, p = −7/4 satisfies the inequalities (4.50) for all λε < λtr
0 , and in this case,

θ(−7/4, α) =
8α

15(α+ 2)
=: ϑ0α ∈ (0, 8/15), and α(−7/4) = 14 =: α0

λε
.

Proof. The map p 7→ α(p) (4.53) is decreasing when p ∈ (−2, 0). Moreover, we have

lim
p→−2

α(p) = +∞ and lim
p→0

α(p) = 0.

This shows that α(p) > 0 when p ∈ (−2, 0). Next, note that, for fixed p ∈ (−2, 0), the map

α 7−→ p+ α ς−1(α)

is increasing, and

p+ α ς−1(α) = 0 ⇐⇒ α = α(p).
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This shows (4.54). Note also that if α < α(p), then by (4.54), we have

θ(p, α) ≤
( −2α

(α+ 2) p

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

<1

p

p− 2
<

p

p− 2
.

The other claims then follow using the definition (4.52) of θ(p, α), and noting that the inequalities (4.50)
for all λε < λtr

0 if and only if p = −29 λtr
0 = 29 λtr

0 − 7/2 = −7/4. □

Proposition 4.17. Fix T > 0, a ∈ R, and a Lévy measure ν whose variance measure µν satisfies the
local upper αν-Ahlfors regularity (4.3). Fix ε > 0 such that λε < λtr

0 as in (4.49). Fix also parameter
p ∈ (−2, 0) such that the inequalities (4.50) hold. Then, for any α ∈ (0, α(p) ∧ αν) as in (4.53) and for
any 0 < θ < θ(p, α) as in (4.52) and for any R > 0, on the event {R0,a

ε (T ) ≤ R}, the probabilities of
events (4.46) are summable:

∞∑
n=1

∑
z0∈G0,a

ε (2−nθ,T,R)

PR[E
θ
n(z0)] < ∞. (4.55)

Proof. Fix p ∈ (−2, 0) as in (4.50). Fix z0 = x0 + iy0 ∈ G0,a
ε (2−nθ, T,R). Then, similarly as in the proof

of Lemma 4.6, using (LE, 4.14), the time-change (4.13), the stopping time (4.15), Markov’s inequality,
and the process M̂(t) =M(σ(t)) defined in (4.47), we obtain

P[Eθ
n(z0)] ≤ P

[
|ĝ′Sn

(z0)| ≤ 80
9 2−n(1−θ) and |X̂(Sn)| ≤ y0 e

−2Sn and Sn ≤ S(T )
]

≤
(
80
9

)−p
2np(1−θ) E

[
|ĝ′Sn

(z0)|p 1|{|X̂(Sn)| ≤ y0 e
−2Sn and Sn ≤ S(T )}

]
≤ 2

(
80
9

)−p
2np(1−θ) ea

2T E
[
M̂(Sn) 1|{|X̂(Sn)| ≤ y0 e

−2Sn and Sn ≤ S(T )}
]

≤ c0(p, a, T ) 2
np(1−θ) E

[
M̂(Sn) 1|{|X̂(Sn)| ≤ y0 e

−2Sn and Sn ≤ S(T )}
]
, (4.56)

where we also used the fact that (sin argẐ(Sn))
−2 ≤ 2 on the event {|X̂(Sn)| ≤ Ŷ (Sn) = y0 e

−2Sn}.
Combining this with Proposition 4.15 (with M̂(0) = M̌(0)), and the Optional stopping theorem (OST)
(e.g. [LeG16, Theorem 3.21]), we obtain

P[Eθ
n(z0)] ≤ c0(p, a, T ) 2

np(1−θ) E
[
M̂(Sn) 1|{|X̂(Sn)| ≤ y0 e

−2Sn and Sn ≤ S(T )}
]

[by (4.56)]

≤ c0(p, a, T ) 2
np(1−θ)

(
M̂(0) + E[L̂(Sn)]

)
. [by (4.51) and OST]

where M̂(0) = y20 |z0|−2 and

L̂(Sn) = 8 (λε + cν) (y
2
0 + 4T )−p/2 y

p+α ς−1(α)
0

ˆ Sn

0

e−2u(p+α ς−1(α)) du.

Term 1. Using Lemma 2.8 we obtain for the first term the bound
∞∑

n=1

∑
z0∈G0,a

ε (2−nθ,T,R)

2np(1−θ) M̂(0) ≤ c1(T,R)

∞∑
n=1

2np(1−θ) 22nθ < ∞,

where by the choice of θ < θ(p, α) and the other parameters, Lemma 4.16 shows that (1− θ) p < −2θ.

Term 2. We then consider the second term. By (4.54) in Lemma 4.16, we have

p+ α ς−1(α) < 0.

Thus, computing the expected value of L̂(Sn) gives

E[L̂(Sn)] = 8 (λε + cν) (y
2
0 + 4T )−p/2 y

p+α ς−1(α)
0

−2(p+ α ς−1(α))
E
[
e−2Sn(p+α ς−1(α)) − 1

]
≤ c(p, α, T ) 2−n(p+α ς−1(α)),
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since Sn ≤ log
»

y0

2−n−1 , where the constant c(p, α, T ) ∈ (0,∞) also depends on the Lévy measure ν.
Using Lemma 2.8 we obtain

∞∑
n=1

∑
z0∈G0,a

ε (2−nθ,T,R)

2np(1−θ) E[L̂(Sn)]

≤ c(p, α, T )

∞∑
n=1

∑
z0∈G0,a

ε (2−nθ,T,R)

2np(1−θ) 2−n(p+α ς−1(α))

≤ c(p, α, T ) c′(T,R)

∞∑
n=1

2np(1−θ) 2−n(p+α ς−1(α)) 22nθ

≤ c(p, α, T ) c′(T,R)

∞∑
n=1

2−n(θp+α ς−1(α)−2θ) < ∞,

where by the choice of θ < θ(p, α) and the other parameters, Lemma 4.16 gives θp+α ς−1(α)−2θ > 0. □

5. Loewner traces driven by Lévy processes

In this section, we arrive at the main results of this article: both Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 shall be proven
in Section 5.4. To this end, we first gather the needed estimates in Sections 5.1–5.3.

5.1. Loewner traces with martingale Lévy drivers. To begin with, as in Sections 3 & 4, we fix a
Lévy measure ν and consider martingale driving functions of the formflWκ

ε (t) =
√
κB(t) +

ˆ
|v|≤ε

vfiN(t, dv), κ ≥ 0, ε > 0. (5.1)

Let (gt)t≥0 be a Loewner chain driven by flWκ
ε , let ft := g−1

t be the inverse Loewner chain, let ht be the
solution to the mirror backward Loewner equation (mBLE) driven by flWκ

ε , and set

f̃t(w) := ft(w +flWκ
ε (t)), w ∈ H.

5.1.1. Boundary regularity. Hölder continuity of the mirror backward Loewner chain (Proposition 3.11)
implies via Lemma 3.2 Hölder continuity of the inverse Loewner chain ft. However, since Lemma 3.2
only applies for a fixed time instant t, the result in Proposition 5.1 only holds pointwise in time.

Proposition 5.1. Fix t ≥ 0, κ ∈ [0,∞) \ {4}, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0 such that21 λε < λhöl
κ as

in (3.15). Then, the following hold almost surely for the Loewner chain driven by flWκ
ε (5.1).

(a): The map z 7→ ft(z) extends to a continuous function ft : H → H \Kt.

(b): H\Kt is a Hölder domain: there exists a constant θ = θ(κ, λε) ∈ (0, 2/5) and a random constant
H(θ, t) ∈ (0,∞) such that

|ft(z)− ft(w)| ≤ H(θ, t)
(
|z − w|θ ∨ |z − w|

)
for all z, w ∈ H. (5.2)

(c): The Hausdorff dimension of ∂Kt satisfies dim(∂Kt) < 2, and we have area(∂Kt) = 0.

21Note that by Lemma 3.8 and the assumptions, we have λhöl
κ > 0 and θhöl

κ,λε
∈ (0, 2/5) for κ ̸= 4. Hence, it is possible to

choose ε > 0 such that λε < λhöl
κ and θ = θ(κ, λε) ∈ (0, 2/5) as claimed.
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Proof. Item (b) implies both item (a), giving the boundary of H \ Kt a θ-Hölder continuous parame-
terization, and item (c) by the result [JM95, Theorem C.2] in the unit disc D, after conjugating with a
conformal map between D and H. So, it suffices to prove (b). Note that the conformal map z 7→ ft(z) is
asymptotically the identity near z = ∞ (by (A.2)). Hence, (5.2) follows from Lemma 3.2 together with
Proposition 3.11 with large R > 1: the map z 7→ f̃t(z)−flWκ

ε (t) has the same distribution as z 7→ ht(z),
and since the translation by flWκ

ε (t) makes no difference to (5.2), we establish item (b). □

Remark 5.2. When κ = 4, the arguments in Section 3.4 are not strong enough to conclude the estimate
in Lemma 3.9, and hence, not strong enough to obtain Hölder continuity of ht and ft. In fact, it is known
that for SLEκ with κ = 4, the complements of the Loewner hulls are not Hölder domains [GMS18], and
we do not expect the Loewner chain driven by flWκ

ε with κ = 4 to have this property either22.
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Figure 5.1. Plots of the quantities (5.3) (orange) and (5.4) (blue), which is the known
Hölder exponent for ft with driving function W =

√
κB.

Remark 5.3. In the case of no jumps (λε = 0), Proposition 5.1 together with Lemma 3.8 implies that
the inverse Loewner map ft sending H to the complement of the SLEκ hull is Hölder continuous with
any exponent strictly smaller than (3.16):

θhöl
κ,0 =

1 + 10
κ−12 , 0 ≤ κ ≤ 4/3,

2(κ−4)2

(κ+4)(5κ+36) , 4/3 < κ.
(5.3)

Comparing with the optimal exponent

1− 4κ+ 2
√
2
√
κ(κ+ 2)(κ+ 8)

(4 + κ)2
(5.4)

found by Lind [Lin08] and later proven by Gwynne, Miller, and Sun [GMS18], we see that (5.3) is always
less than (5.4), with equality only at κ = 4, where both exponents vanish. See also Figure 5.1. Note that

lim
κ→0

θhöl
κ,0 = 1/6 and lim

κ→∞
θhöl
κ,0 = 2/5,

while

lim
κ→0

(
1− 4κ+ 2

√
2
√
κ(κ+ 2)(κ+ 8)

(4 + κ)2

)
= 1 and lim

κ→∞

(
1− 4κ+ 2

√
2
√
κ(κ+ 2)(κ+ 8)

(4 + κ)2

)
= 1.

Remark 5.4. The boundary of any Hölder domain is conformally removable [JS00, Corollary 2], but
this is not at all clear for other kinds of fractals. For SLEκ with κ = 4, it was proven only very recently
that the SLE4 curve is indeed conformally removable, using couplings of SLE with the Gaussian free
field [KMS22]. We do not foresee that those techniques could be adapted as such to the present setup.

22However, under Ass. 2, item (a) of Proposition 5.1 also holds for κ = 4, see Theorem 1.4.
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5.1.2. Càdlàg Loewner trace. Recall that the existence of the (càdlàg) Loewner trace (in the sense of
Definition 2.10) is subject to one of the following assumptions:

Ass. 1. either the diffusivity parameter κ > 8,

Ass. 2. or the diffusivity parameter κ ∈ [0, 8), and the variance measure of the Lévy measure ν is locally
(upper) Ahlfors regular near the origin in the sense of Definition 4.1.

Under these assumptions, the main result of Section 4 gives the existence of the Loewner trace:

Theorem 4.2. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ [0,∞)\{8}, and a Lévy measure ν. Suppose that either Ass. 1 or Ass. 2
holds, and fix ε > 0 such that λε < λtr

κ as in (4.4) and ε ∈ (0, ϵν ∧ 1
2ρν ] under Ass. 2. Then, the Loewner

chain driven by flWκ
ε (5.1) is almost surely generated by a càdlàg curve on [0, T ].

10 20 30 40 50

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

Figure 5.2. Plots of the quantities (5.5) (orange) and (5.6) (blue), which is the known
Hölder exponent for the (capacity parameterized) SLEκ curve.

Remark 5.5. In the case of no jumps (λε = 0), the estimates derived in Propositions 4.3 & 4.4 while
proving Theorem 4.2 hint that the SLEκ curve parameterized by capacity would be Hölder continuous
with any exponent strictly smaller than

1
2 θ

tr
κ,0 =


(8−κ)2

κ(κ+48)+64 , 0 < κ < 8,

(κ−8)2

(κ+8)(3κ+8) , κ > 8.
(5.5)

Comparing with the optimal exponent

1− κ

2κ+ 24− 8
√
κ+ 8

(5.6)

found by Lind [Lin08] and proven by Johansson-Viklund & Lawler [LJV11], we see that (5.5) is always
less than (5.6), with equality only at κ = 8, where both exponents vanish. See also Figure 5.2. Note that

lim
κ→0

1
2 θ

tr
κ,λε

= 1 and lim
κ→∞

1
2 θ

tr
κ,λε

= 1/3,

while

lim
κ→0

(
1− κ

2κ+ 24− 8
√
κ+ 8

)
= 1 and lim

κ→∞

(
1− κ

2κ+ 24− 8
√
κ+ 8

)
= 1/2.

The exponent (5.6) was also derived recently by Yuan [Yua21] by arguments similar to those in Section 4.
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5.2. Adding linear drift to the driver. In this section, we consider driving functions with microscopic
jumps and a linear drift:

flWκ,a
ε (t) = at+

√
κB(t) +

ˆ
|v|≤ε

vfiN(t,dv), a ∈ R, κ ≥ 0, ε > 0. (5.7)

We will show that Proposition 5.1 and Theorem 4.2 also hold for the driving function flWκ,a
ε .

We first extend Theorem 4.2 to the case of flWκ,a
ε . The most naive idea is to introduce the drift to (5.7) in

terms of a suitable absolutely continuous change of measure from the driftless case (Girsanov’s theorem).
In this way, we can easily treat the case where κ > 0, including a Brownian component. However, for
a general pure jump process with κ = 0, one cannot expect to recover a linear drift using a change
of measure — for increasing Lévy processes, adding a negative drift would give a singular change of
measure. We can use the arguments of Sections 3.5 and 4.6 to deal with this case.

Proposition 5.6. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ [0,∞)\{8}, a ∈ R, and a Lévy measure ν. Suppose that either Ass. 1
or Ass. 2 holds, and fix ε > 0 such that λε < λtr

κ as in (4.4, 4.49) and ε ∈ (0, ϵν ∧ 1
2ρν ] under Ass. 2.

Then, the Loewner chain driven by flWκ,a
ε (5.7) is almost surely generated by a càdlàg curve on [0, T ].

Proof. We consider separately the cases where κ > 0 and κ = 0.

κ > 0: We use Girsanov’s theorem (cf. [CE15, Corollary 15.3.4]) to compare with the case of no drift
(a = 0). Specifically, if Pa,κ

ε is the probability measure of flWκ,a
ε , by Girsanov’s theorem we

find a new probability measure P̆a,κ
ε , mutually absolutely continuous with Pa,κ

ε , such that the
process B̆(t) := B(t) + a√

κ
t is a P̆a,κ

ε -Brownian motion. Such a measure change leaves Poisson
point processes invariant, since they are independent of the Brownian motion in the Lévy-Itô
decomposition. In particular, we see that under P̆a,κ

ε , the process flWκ,a
ε has the same distribution

as flWκ
ε . Thus, the claim follows from Theorem 4.2.

κ = 0: The claim follows similarly as Theorem 4.2 by arguments presented in Section 4.6. □

Next, we extend Proposition 5.1 to the case of flWκ,a
ε .

Proposition 5.7. Fix T,R > 0, κ ∈ (0,∞) \ {4}, a ∈ R, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0 such that
λε < λhöl

κ as in (3.15). Let (ht)t≥0 be the solution to (mBLE) driven by flWκ,a
ε (5.7). Then, there exists

a constant θ = θ(κ, λε) ∈ (0, 1) and an almost almost surely finite random constant H(θ, T,R) such that

|ht(z)− ht(w)| ≤ H(θ, T,R)
(
|z − w|θ ∨ |z − w|

)
for all t ∈ [0, T ] and (−R,R)× i(0,∞).

In particular, almost surely, each ht extends to a continuous function on (−R,R)× i(0,∞).

Proof. This follows from Girsanov’s theorem & Proposition 3.11 (as in the proof of Proposition 5.6). □

Corollary 5.8. Fix t > 0, κ ∈ [0,∞) \ {4}, a ∈ R, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0 such that λε < λhöl
κ ∧ 1

as in (3.15). Then, the following hold almost surely for the Loewner chain driven by flWκ,a
ε (5.7).

(a): z 7→ ft(z) extends to a continuous function ft : H → H \Kt,

(b): H \Kt is a Hölder domain in the sense of (5.2), and

(c): dim(∂Kt) < 2 and area(∂Kt) = 0.

Proof. This follows similarly as Proposition 5.1, by using Lemma 3.2 and Propositions 5.7 & 3.15. □
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5.3. Adding macroscopic jumps to the driver. We now consider general driving functions23

Wκ,a
ε (t) = at+

√
κB(t) +

ˆ
|v|≤ε

vfiN(t, dv) +

ˆ
|v|>ε

v N(t,dv), a ∈ R, κ ≥ 0, ε > 0. (5.8)

The next result extends Proposition 5.6 to the case where the driving process may have macroscopic
jumps. This extension is essentially a direct consequence of the domain Markov property, that follows
from Lemma 2.4 and the strong Markov property of the driving function Wκ,a

ε . However, there is an
important subtlety: we need in addition to make sure that the (inverse) mapping-out functions ft extend
continuously to the boundary at all times simultaneously, which is guaranteed by Proposition 1.2.

Proposition 5.9. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ [0,∞)\{8}, a ∈ R, and a Lévy measure ν. Suppose that either Ass. 1
or Ass. 2 holds, and fix ε > 0 such that λε < λtr

κ as in (4.4) and ε ∈ (0, ϵν ∧ 1
2ρν ] under Ass. 2. Then,

the following hold almost surely for the Loewner chain driven by Wκ,a
ε (5.8).

(a): The Loewner chain is generated by a càdlàg curve on [0, T ].

(b): For each t ∈ [0, T ], the map z 7→ ft(z) extends to a continuous function ft : H → H \Kt.

Proof. Note that

Wκ,a
ε (t) = flWκ,a

ε (t) +

ˆ
|v|>ε

v N(t, dv), t ≥ 0, (5.9)

in distribution. Since ν is a Lévy measure, Wκ,a
ε has almost surely finitely many jumps of size larger

than ε on [0, T ]. Fix n ∈ N. Then, on the event En that Wκ,a
ε has exactly n jumps of size larger than ε

on [0, T ] occurring at stopping times 0 ≤ τ1 < · · · < τn < T , the strong Markov property gives

Wκ,a
ε (t) =



flWκ,a
ε (t), t ∈ [0, τ1),

Wκ,a
ε (τ1) +

flWκ,a
ε (t− τ1), t ∈ [τ1, τ2),

...
...

Wκ,a
ε (τn) +

flWκ,a
ε (t− τn), t ∈ [τn, T ],

(5.10)

in distribution, where the pieces are independent. For definiteness, we also write τ0 := 0 and τn+1 := T .
We then define for each ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n} the hulls

K̊τℓ
s := gτℓ(Kτℓ+s \Kτℓ)−Wκ,a

ε (τℓ), s ≥ 0. (5.11)

By Lemma 2.4, each mapping-out function

g̊τℓs (z) := gK̊τℓ
s
(z) = (gτℓ+s ◦ fτℓ)(z +Wκ,a

ε (τℓ))−Wκ,a
ε (τℓ) (5.12)

solves (LE) with driving function (W̊κ,a
ε )τℓ(s) :=Wκ,a

ε (τℓ+s)−Wκ,a
ε (τℓ). Note that (W̊κ,a

ε )τℓ(s) has the
same distribution as flWκ,a

ε (s) when s ∈ [0, τℓ+1− τℓ), and also their left limits at τℓ+1− τℓ have the same
distribution. Hence, Proposition 5.6 implies that almost surely (on the event En), for all ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n},
the Loewner chain driven by (W̊κ,a

ε )τℓ is generated by a càdlàg curve γ̊♯ℓ on [0, τℓ+1− τℓ]. We now define

γ♯(t) :=


γ♯0(t), t ∈ [0, τ1),

γ♯1(t), t ∈ [τ1, τ2),
...

...
γ♯n(t), t ∈ [τn, T ],

which is a concatenation of the càdlàg curves (we shall verify below that these are well-defined)

γ♯ℓ : [τℓ, τℓ+1] → H, γ♯ℓ(t) := fτℓ (̊γ
♯
ℓ(t− τℓ) +Wκ,a

ε (τℓ)).

By the strong Markov property and Lemma 2.4, each γ♯ℓ generates the Loewner chain driven by Wκ,a
ε

on [τℓ, τℓ+1] ∋ t, and γ♯ is a càdlàg curve that generates the Loewner chain driven by Wκ,a
ε on [0, T ].

23Note that with ε → 1, we obtain the general driving function (1.1).
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To see that γ♯ is well-defined, we argue recursively that almost surely (on the event En), the inverse
Loewner map fσ = g−1

σ extends continuously to H at each time σ ∈ {τ1, τ2, . . . , τn}. Indeed, Proposi-
tion 1.2 implies that almost surely (on the event En), at each time t ∈ [0, τ1], the boundary ∂(H\Kt) for
the hull Kt generated by the càdlàg curve γ♯0[0, t] is locally connected, which implies by Carathéodory’s
theorem (see [Pom92, Chapter 2]) that fτ1 extends continuously to the real line. Knowing this, we see
that γ♯ is a well-defined càdlàg curve on the time interval [0, τ2]. Similarly, for ℓ = 2, 3, . . . , n, applying
Proposition 1.2 to the boundary ∂(H \Kt) for the hull Kt generated by the càdlàg curve γ♯[0, τℓ], we
see that fτℓ extends continuously to the real line for each ℓ = 2, 3, . . . , n.

This proves (a) on the event En, and Proposition 1.2 then implies (b) by Carathéodory’s theorem.
Taking the disjoint union of the countably many events En over n ∈ Z≥0 concludes the proof. □

Our next aim is to extend Corollary 5.8 to the case where the driving process may have macroscopic
jumps. This extension is again a consequence of the domain Markov property. In addition, we need
uniform Hölder continuity of the mirror backward Loewner chain (ht)t≥0 driven by Wκ,a

ε for t in compact
time intervals, given in Proposition 5.10 (see also [CR09, Corollary 5.4]). Note that we do not have
uniformly-in-time Hölder continuity of the inverse Loewner chain (ft)t≥0 at our disposal.

Proposition 5.10. Fix T,R > 0, κ ∈ [0,∞) \ {4}, a ∈ R, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0 such that
λε < λhöl

κ ∧ 1 as in (3.15). Let (ht)t≥0 be the solution to (mBLE) driven by Wκ,a
ε (5.8). Then, almost

surely, there exist random constants θ = θ(κ, λε, T ) ∈ (0, 1) and H(θ, T,R) ∈ (0,∞) such that

|ht(z)− ht(w)| ≤ H(θ, T,R)
(
|z − w|θ ∨ |z − w|

)
for all t ∈ [0, T ] and z, w ∈ (−R,R)× i(0,∞).

In particular, almost surely, each ht extends to a continuous function on (−R,R)× i(0,∞).

Proof. We proceed similarly as in the proof of Proposition 5.9, with the same notation. Fix n ∈ N. On
the event En, using identities (5.9, 5.10, 5.11), we see that since (W̊κ,a

ε )τℓ(s) has the same distribution asflWκ,a
ε (s) when s = t−τℓ ∈ [0, τℓ+1−τℓ), and also their left limits at τℓ+1−τℓ have the same distribution,

Lemma 3.1 shows that each

h̊τℓs (z) := (hτℓ+s ◦ h−1
τℓ

)(z −Wκ,a
ε (τℓ)) +Wκ,a

ε (τℓ)

solves (mBLE) with driving function (W̊κ,a
ε )τℓ(s) := Wκ,a

ε (τℓ + s)−Wκ,a
ε (τℓ). In other words, we have

ht(z) = h̊τℓt−τℓ
(hτℓ(z) +Wκ,a

ε (τℓ))−Wκ,a
ε (τℓ) when t ∈ [τℓ, τℓ+1). Iterating this observation, we obtain

ht(z) =
(̊
hτℓt−τℓ

(·+Wκ,a
ε (τℓ))−Wκ,a

ε (τℓ)
)
◦
(̊
h
τℓ−1

τℓ−τℓ−1
(·+Wκ,a

ε (τℓ−1))−Wκ,a
ε (τℓ−1)

)
◦ · · ·

· · · ◦
(̊
hτ1τ2−τ1(·+Wκ,a

ε (τ1))−Wκ,a
ε (τ1)

)
◦ hτ1(·), t ∈ [τℓ, τℓ+1).

Now, each map in this composition is Hölder continuous almost surely (on the event En) by Proposi-
tions 5.7 and 3.15. Thus, almost surely on the event En, the composed map is Hölder continuous as
well. Taking the disjoint union of the countably many events En over n ∈ Z≥0 concludes the proof. □

Corollary 5.11. Fix t > 0, κ ∈ [0,∞)\{4}, a ∈ R, a Lévy measure ν, and ε > 0 such that λε < λhöl
κ ∧1

as in (3.15). Then, the following hold almost surely for the Loewner chain driven by Wκ,a
ε (5.8).

(a): z 7→ ft(z) extends to a continuous function ft : H → H \Kt,

(b): H \Kt is a Hölder domain in the sense of (5.2) (with random θ(κ, λε, t) and H(θ, t)), and

(c): dim(∂Kt) < 2 and area(∂Kt) = 0.

Proof. This can be proven similarly as Proposition 5.1 by using Proposition 5.10 instead of 3.11. □

As Lemma 3.2 only applies for a fixed time instant, the result in Corollary 5.11 also only holds pointwise
in time. This subtlety also explains the necessity to use the mirror backward Loewner chain in Propo-
sition 5.10. Also, the proof of Proposition 5.10 only gives a random and almost surely positive Hölder
constant θ = θ(κ, λε, T ) in (5.2), depending on the number n of macroscopic jumps of Wκ,a

ε on [0, T ].
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5.4. General case. Now we gather the results obtained above for the driving function (1.1):

W (t) = at+
√
κB(t) +

ˆ
|v|≤1

vfiN(t,dv) +

ˆ
|v|>1

v N(t,dv), a ∈ R, κ ≥ 0.

This will prove our main Theorems 1.4 & 1.5 in full generality. Recall that we denote ft := g−1
t .

Theorem 1.4. Fix T > 0, κ ∈ [0,∞) \ {8}, a ∈ R, and a Lévy measure ν. Suppose that either Ass. 1.
or Ass. 2. holds. Then, the following hold almost surely for the Loewner chain driven by W on [0, T ].

(a): The Loewner chain is generated by a càdlàg curve on [0, T ].

(b): For each t ∈ [0, T ], the map z 7→ g−1
t (z) extends to a homeomorphism from H onto H \Kt.

Theorem 1.5. Fix t > 0, κ ∈ [0,∞) \ {4}, a ∈ R, and a Lévy measure ν. Then, the following hold
almost surely for the Loewner chain driven by W .

(a): H \ Kt is a Hölder domain, meaning that there exist random constants θ(κ, ν, t) ∈ (0, 1] and
H(θ, t) ∈ (0,∞) such that

|g−1
t (z)− g−1

t (w)| ≤ H(θ, t) max{|z − w|θ, |z − w|} for all z, w ∈ H.

In particular, the map z 7→ g−1
t (z) extends to a homeomorphism from H onto H \Kt.

(b): The Hausdorff dimension of ∂Kt satisfies dim(∂Kt) < 2, and we have area(∂Kt) = 0.

Proof of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5. As in Remark 3.3, we find εtr, εhöl ∈ (0, 1) such that λεhöl < λhöl
κ ∧1 and

λεtr < λtr
κ , and also εtr ∈ (0, ϵν ∧ 1

2ρν ] under Ass. 2. Then, by Proposition 5.9 and Corollary 5.11, for the
Loewner chain driven by Wκ,b

δ as in (5.8) with any b ∈ R, the claim of Theorem 1.4 (resp. Theorem 1.5)
holds with δ = εtr (resp. δ = εhöl). We can then change the cutoff of the jumps to be one: choosing

b = a −
ˆ
δ<|v|≤1

v ν(dv)

and noticing that

W (s) = as+
√
κB(s) +

ˆ
|v|≤1

vfiN(s,dv) +

ˆ
|v|>1

v N(s,dv)

= bs+
√
κB(s) +

ˆ
|v|≤δ

vfiN(s,dv) +

ˆ
|v|>δ

v N(s,dv) = Wκ,b
δ (s), s ≥ 0,

we see that both asserted Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 hold for the Loewner chain driven by W as well. □

Appendix A. Properties of Loewner chains

In this appendix, we focus on basic properties of forward and inverse Loewner chains. We assume the
notation and terminology from Section 2. Recall that t 7→ gt(z) is the unique absolutely continuous
solution to (LE), and the map (t, z) 7→ gt(z) is jointly continuous on {(t, z) ∈ [0,∞)×H | t < τ(z)} (see
Lemma A.2 for a short proof). (LE) also implies that

g′t(z) = exp

Å
−
ˆ t

0

2 ds

(gs−(z)−W (s−))2

ã
, t ≥ 0 and z ∈ H \Kt, (A.1)

and the map (t, z) 7→ g′t(z) as well as the higher complex derivatives of gt(z) are also jointly continuous
on {(t, z) ∈ [0,∞)×H | t < τ(z)}. We write (ft)t≥0 for the inverse Loewner chain

ft := g−1
t : H → H \Kt.

The main purpose of this appendix is to gather the following properties for the inverse Loewner chain:
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• (E.g., [Kem17, Lemma 4.3]): Each inverse Loewner map ft has the Laurent expansion

ft : H → H \Kt, ft(z) = z +

∞∑
n=1

bn(Kt) z
−n, |z| → ∞, (A.2)

with real coefficients bn(Kt), where the first coefficient is b1(Kt) = −a1(Kt) = −hcap(Kt) = −2t.

• (Lemma A.3): The following inverse Loewner differential equation holds for (ft)t≥0: for each z ∈ H,

∂+t ft(z) =
−2 f ′t(z)

z −W (t)
with initial condition f0(z) = z, (inv-LE)

where ∂+t denotes the right derivative. The proof of (inv-LE) is roughly similar to the derivation of
Loewner’s equation (LE) for the mapping-out functions (gt)t≥0 associated to a locally growing family
(Kt)t≥0 of hulls parameterized by capacity. We present the proof in Section A.3.

• The following distortion estimate, well-known in the case of continuous drivers, holds:

Lemma A.1. We have |f ′t(x+ iy)| ≍ |f ′t+s(x+ iy)| for all x+ iy ∈ H, t ≥ 0, and s ∈ [0, y2].

The proof of Lemma A.1 follows the lines of [Kem17, Proof of Lemma 6.7], allowing however a
possibly discontinuous driving function. We present the proof in Section A.4.

A.1. Basic continuity properties of Loewner flows. To begin, we record basic properties of the
Loewner chain (gt)t≥0, which follow immediately from the local growth of the hulls.

Lemma A.2. The following hold for the Loewner chain (gt)t≥0.

(a): For each z ∈ H, the map t 7→ gt(z) is absolutely continuous on compact sub-intervals of [0, τ(z))
and

gt(z) = z +

ˆ t

0

∂+s gs(z) ds = z +

ˆ t

0

2 ds

gs−(z)−W (s−)
, t ∈ [0, τ(z)).

(b): The Loewner chain (t, z) 7→ gt(z) is jointly continuous on {(t, z) ∈ [0,∞)×H | t < τ(z)}.

Proof. (Recall that the existence and uniqueness of an absolutely continuous solution t 7→ gt(z) to (LE)
follows from general ODE theory [Hal80, Chapter I.5., Theorems 5.1–5.3] (cf. Remark 2.3).)

(a): The right-hand side of (LE) as a function of t is Lebesgue-integrable on any compact sub-interval
of [0, τ(z)). Therefore, by Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem (for Dini derivatives, cf. [HT06]), it
suffices to prove that t 7→ gt(z) is continuous. Using Lemma 2.4 together with (2.13), we find that

|gt+δ(z)− gt(z)| = |̊gtδ(gt(z)−W (t))− (gt(z)−W (t))| ≲ diam(K̊t
δ)

δ→0+−→ 0, (A.3)

so t 7→ gt(z) is right-continuous. The left-continuity follows by a similar argument using (2.14):

|gt(z)− gt−δ(z)| ≲ diam(K̊t−δ
δ )

δ→0+−→ 0. (A.4)

This proves item (a). Note also that the limits (A.3, A.4) are uniform in z.

(b): Fix (t, z) ∈ [0,∞)×H such that t < τ(z). Then, as gt is a conformal map around z and (A.3, A.4)
hold for δ → 0+, we have

|gt+δ(w)− gt(z)| ≤ |gt+δ(w)− gt(w)|+ |gt(w)− gt(z)| ≲ diam(K̊t
δ) + |gt(w)− gt(z)|

w→z−→
δ→0+

0,

|gt−δ(w)− gt(z)| ≤ |gt−δ(w)− gt(w)|+ |gt(w)− gt(z)| ≲ diam(K̊t−δ
δ ) + |gt(w)− gt(z)|

w→z−→
δ→0+

0.

This proves item (b). □
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A.2. Estimates for inverse Loewner flow. Recall from Lemma 3.2 and its proof the following facts:

• (Item (a) of Lemma 3.2): The map z 7→ ft(z +W (t))−W (t) has the same distribution as z 7→ ht(z),
where t 7→ ht(z) is the unique absolutely continuous solution to

∂+t ht(z) =
−2

ht(z) +W (t)
with initial condition h0(z) = z. (mBLE)

• (Proof of Lemma 3.2): The map z 7→ ft(z) has the same distribution as z 7→ kt(z), where t 7→ kt(z)
is the unique absolutely continuous solution to

∂+s ks(z) =
−2

ks(z)−W (t− s)
with initial condition k0(z) = z. (BLE)

From these relations, we can derive the following estimates for ft pointwise in time:

• The imaginary part of (mBLE) gives

ℑm(ht(z)) = ℑm(z) + 2

ˆ t

0

ℑm(hs−(z))

|hs−(z) +W (s−)|2
ds,

which implies in particular that

0 < ℑm(z) ≤ ℑm(ht(z)) ≤
»
(ℑm(z))2 + 4t for all t ≥ 0.

This shows that for each fixed time t ≥ 0, we almost surely have

ℑm(ft(z +W (t))) ≤
»

(ℑm(z))2 + 4t. (A.5)

• The real part of (BLE) gives

∂+s ℜe(ks(z)) = −2
ℜe(ks(z))−W (t− s)

|ks(z)−W (t− s)|2
,

which implies that the map s 7→ ℜe(ks(z)) on [0, t] is

decreasing if ℜe(z) > sup
s∈[0,t]

|W (s)| and increasing if ℜe(z) < − sup
s∈[0,t]

|W (s)|,

so in particular, if |ℜe(z)| ≤ sup
s∈[0,t]

|W (s)|, then we have |ℜe(ku(z))| ≤ sup
s∈[0,t]

|W (s)| for all u ∈ [0, t].

This shows that for each fixed time t ≥ 0, we almost surely have

|ℜe(z)| ≤ sup
s∈[0,t]

|W (s)| =⇒ |ℜe(ft(z))| ≤ sup
s∈[0,t]

|W (s)|. (A.6)

A.3. Inverse Loewner equation.

Lemma A.3. For each z ∈ H, the map t 7→ ft(z) is right-differentiable and satisfies (inv-LE).

Proof. From Lemma 2.4, we have ft+δ(z) = ft
(
f̊ tδ(z−W (t))+W (t)

)
, where f̊ tδ is the inverse of g̊tδ = gK̊t

δ
.

Hence, expanding the holomorphic function ft(·) at z ∈ H gives∣∣∣∣ft+δ(z)− ft(z)

δ
+

2 f ′t(z)

z −W (t)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |f ′t(z)|
∣∣∣∣ f̊ tδ(z −W (t))− (z −W (t))

δ
+

2

z −W (t)

∣∣∣∣
+

1

δ
O
(
|f̊ tδ(z −W (t))− (z −W (t))|2

)
.

We will show that the right-hand side tends to zero as δ → 0+.

First, by Lemma 2.4 the hulls K̊t
δ are parameterized by capacity and g̊tδ are their mapping-out functions,

so applying the standard estimate [Kem17, Lemma 4.7] to these hulls yields∣∣∣∣ f̊ tδ(z −W (t))− (z −W (t))

δ
+

2

z −W (t)

∣∣∣∣ ≲ diam(K̊t
δ)

|z −W (t)|2
(A.7)

when diam(K̊t
δ) ≲ |z−W (t)|. Now, by the local growth and Wolff’s lemma (e.g., [Kem17, Lemma 4.6]),

we have diam(K̊t
δ) → 0 as δ → 0+. Hence, the right-hand side of (A.7) tends to zero as δ → 0+.
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Second, for the error term 1
δ O
(
|f̊ tδ(z −W (t))− (z −W (t))|2

)
, we note that (A.7) gives∣∣∣∣ f̊ tδ(z −W (t))− (z −W (t))

δ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣∣ f̊ tδ(z −W (t))− (z −W (t))

δ
+

2 f ′t(z)

z −W (t)

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣ 2 f ′t(z)

z −W (t)

∣∣∣∣
δ→0+−→

∣∣∣∣ 2 f ′t(z)

z −W (t)

∣∣∣∣,
while |f̊ tδ(·) − (·)| → 0 as δ → 0+ by (2.13), which implies that 1

δ |f̊
t
δ(z −W (t)) − (z −W (t))|2 → 0 as

δ → 0+. Together with (A.7), this shows that t 7→ ft(z) is right-differentiable and satisfies (inv-LE). □

The local growth of the hulls can also be used to easily verify continuity of the map t 7→ ft(z).

Lemma A.4. For each z ∈ H, the map t 7→ ft(z) is absolutely continuous on compact time intervals and

ft(z) = z +

ˆ t

0

∂+s fs(z) ds = z − 2

ˆ t

0

f ′s−(z) ds

z −W (s−)
, t ≥ 0.

Proof. The right-hand side of (inv-LE) as a function of t is Lebesgue-integrable on any compact sub-
interval of [0,∞). Therefore, by Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem (for Dini derivatives, cf. [HT06]), it
suffices to prove that t 7→ ft(z) is continuous. As in the proof of Lemma A.3, we have

|ft+δ(z)− ft(z)| = O(|f̊ tδ(z −W (t))− (z −W (t))|) δ→0+−→ 0,

since z 7→ ft(z) is continuous (holomorphic) and |f̊ tδ(·)− (·)| → 0 as δ → 0+ by (2.13). This shows that
t 7→ ft(z) is right-continuous. To show the left-continuity, we can use a similar argument with (2.14):

|ft(z)− ft−δ(z)| = O(|f̊ t−δ
δ (z −W (t− δ))− (z −W (t− δ))|) δ→0+−→ 0.

This concludes the proof. □

One can also show that (t, z) 7→ ft(z) is jointly continuous on [0,∞)×H (see Lemma A.6).

Lemma A.5. For each z ∈ H and t ≥ 0, we have

∂+t f
′
t(z) = (∂+t ft)

′(z) =
−2 f ′′t (z)

z −W (t)
+

2 f ′t(z)

(z −W (t))2
. (A.8)

Proof. On the one hand, by differentiating (inv-LE) with respect to z, we obtain

(∂+t ft)
′(z) =

−2 f ′′t (z)

z −W (t)
+

2 f ′t(z)

(z −W (t))2
.

On the other hand, by differentiating the identity z = gt(ft(z)) with respect to z, we obtain 1 =
g′t(ft(z)) f

′
t(z), and taking the right derivative ∂+t of this, we obtain (using24 also (A.1) and (inv-LE))

0 = f ′t(z)
(
(∂tg

′
t)(ft(z)) + (∂+t ft(z)) g

′′
t (ft(z))

)
+ g′t(ft(z)) (∂

+
t f

′
t)(z)

= f ′t(z)

Å −2

(z −W (t))2
g′t(ft(z)) +

−2 f ′t(z)

z −W (t)
g′′t (ft(z))

ã
+ g′t(ft(z)) (∂

+
t f

′
t)(z)

which implies that

∂+t f
′
t(z) =

f ′t(z)

−g′t(ft(z))

Å −2

(z −W (t))2
g′t(ft(z)) +

−2 f ′t(z)

z −W (t)
g′′t (ft(z))

ã
=

2 f ′t(z)

(z −W (t))2
+

2 (f ′t(z))
2

z −W (t)

g′′t (ft(z))

g′t(ft(z))

=
2 f ′t(z)

(z −W (t))2
+

2

z −W (t)

g′′t (ft(z))

g′t(ft(z))
(f ′t(z))

2.

24g′t is differentiable with (∂tg′t)(w) =
−2 g′t(w)

(gt(w)−W (t))2
by (A.1), and ft is right-differentiable by Lemma A.3.
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We also see that t 7→ f ′t(z) = 1/g′t(ft(z)) is a continuous function. By differentiating the identity
z = gt(ft(z)) twice with respect to z, we obtain g′′t (ft(z)) (f ′t(z))2 + g′t(ft(z)) f

′′
t (z) = 0, which gives

∂+t f
′
t(z) =

2 f ′t(z)

(z −W (t))2
− 2 f ′′t (z)

z −W (t)
. □

A.4. Distortion estimate in time — proof of Lemma A.1. The following distortion property is
well-known for continuous driving functions (see, e.g., [Kem17, Lemma 6.7]). The proof in the case of
càdlàg driving functions is very similar. For readers’ convenience, we give an outline of the proof.

Lemma A.1. We have |f ′t(x+ iy)| ≍ |f ′t+s(x+ iy)| for all x+ iy ∈ H, t ≥ 0, and s ∈ [0, y2].

Proof. Fix t ≥ 0, z = x + iy ∈ H, and s ∈ [0, y2]. From Lemma A.5, the triangle inequality, and the
inequality |x+ iy −W (u)| ≥ y, we have

|∂+u f ′u(x+ iy)| ≤ 2

y
|f ′′u (x+ iy)|+ 2

y2
|f ′u(x+ iy)|. (A.9)

We can estimate |f ′′u | in terms of |f ′u| using Bieberbach’s theorem (a consequence of the area theo-
rem) [Dur83, Theorem 2.2] in the following manner. Consider the Möbius map ϕ : D → H given by
ϕ(w) = x+ iy 1−w

1+w . The function

ψ(w) :=
(fu ◦ ϕ)(w)− fu(x+ iy)

f ′u(x+ iy)ϕ′(0)
= w +

∞∑
n=2

an w
n, |w| < 1,

is univalent (holomorphic and injective on D). Hence, Bieberbach’s theorem gives |a2| ≤ 2, that is,∣∣∣∣f ′′u (x+ iy) (ϕ′(0))2 + f ′u(x+ iy)ϕ′′(0)

2 f ′u(x+ iy)ϕ′(0)

∣∣∣∣ = |a2| ≤ 2.

Therefore, using the identities ϕ′(0) = −2 iy and ϕ′′(0) = 4 iy, we have

4y2 |f ′′u (x+ iy)| = |f ′′u (x+ iy)| |ϕ′(0)|2 ≤ |f ′′u (x+ iy) (ϕ′(0))2 + f ′u(x+ iy)ϕ′′(0)|+ |f ′u(x+ iy)ϕ′′(0)|
≤ |f ′u(x+ iy)|

(
4 |ϕ′(0)|+ |ϕ′′(0)|

)
= 12|y| |f ′u(x+ iy)|

=⇒ |f ′′u (x+ iy)| ≤ 3

|y|
|f ′u(x+ iy)|.

Plugging this into (A.9), we conclude that −8y−2 ≤ ∂+u log |f ′u(x + iy)| ≤ 8y2. After integrating this
inequality with respect to u ∈ [t, t+ s] and using the fundamental theorem of calculus (e.g., [HT06]) to
the continuous function u 7→ log |f ′u(x + iy)| (which has a right derivative ∂+u log |f ′u(x + iy)| at every
point u ∈ [t, t+ s] by Lemma A.5), we find that

−8s

y2
≤ log

|f ′t+s(x+ iy)|
|f ′t(x+ iy)|

≤ 8s

y2
.

This implies that C−1 |f ′t(x+ iy)| ≤ |f ′t+s(x+ iy)| ≤ C |f ′t(x+ iy)|, where C = e8, since s ∈ [0, y2]. □

A.5. Continuity of inverse Loewner flows jointly in space and time.

Lemma A.6. The inverse Loewner chain (t, z) 7→ ft(z) is jointly continuous on [0,∞)×H.

We will make use of domain Markov properties from Lemma 2.4 and (2.10) (with σ = t or σ = t− δ):

fσ+δ(w) = fσ
(
f̊σδ (w −W (σ)) +W (σ)

)
, σ, δ ≥ 0,

where f̊σδ is the inverse map of gK̊σ
δ
, together with the consequences (2.13, 2.14) of the bilateral local

growth that follow from conformal distortion estimates and the property diam(K̊σ
δ ) → 0 as δ → 0+.
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Proof. Fix t ≥ 0 and z ∈ H. Consider w ∈ B(z, ϵ) with B(z, 8ϵ) ⊂ H and ϵ = ϵ(t) > 0 such that
diam(K̊t

δ), diam(K̊t−δ
δ ) < ϵ when δ ∈ (0, ϵ2) is small enough. As the holomorphic functions ft(·) and

ft−δ(·) are locally Lipschitz, we see that, on the one hand,

|ft+δ(w)− ft(z)| ≤
(

sup
u∈B(z,7ϵ)

|f ′t(u)|
) ∣∣f̊ tδ(w −W (t))− (z −W (t))

∣∣ [by (2.10)]

≤
(

sup
u∈B(z,7ϵ)

|f ′t(u)|
)(

5 diam(K̊t
δ) + |z − w|

)
w→z−→
δ→0+

0, [by (2.13)]

where f̊ tδ(w −W (t)) +W (t) ∈ B(z, 7ϵ) by (2.13), and on the other hand,

|ft−δ(w)− ft(z)| ≤
(

sup
u∈B(w,7ϵ)

|f ′t−δ(u)|
) ∣∣f̊ t−δ

δ (z −W (t− δ))− (w −W (t− δ))
∣∣ [by (2.10)]

≤
(

sup
u∈B(z,7ϵ)

|f ′t−δ(u)|
)(

5 diam(K̊t−δ
δ ) + |w − z|

)
, [by (2.14)]

where f̊ t−δ
δ (z −W (t− δ)) +W (t− δ) ∈ B(w, 6ϵ) ⊂ B(z, 7ϵ) by (2.14). To evaluate this limit as δ → 0+

and w → z, we note that Lemma A.1 implies that

sup
u∈B(z,7ϵ)

|f ′t−δ(u)| ≲ sup
u∈B(z,7ϵ)

|f ′t(u)|, since 0 < δ < ϵ2 ≤ (ℑm(u))2 for all u ∈ B(z, 7ϵ).

Therefore, we conclude that

|ft−δ(w)− ft(z)| ≲
(

sup
u∈B(z,7ϵ)

|f ′t(u)|
)(

5 diam(K̊t−δ
δ ) + |w − z|

)
w→z−→
δ→0+

0.

This proves the joint continuity of the map (t, z) 7→ ft(z) at an arbitrary point (t, z) ∈ [0,∞)×H. □

It now also follows immediately from the joint continuity of the various maps ft(z), g′t(z), and g′′t (z)
together with the identities 1 = g′t(ft(z)) f

′
t(z) and g′′t (ft(z)) (f ′t(z))2+g′t(ft(z)) f ′′t (z) = 0 that the maps

(t, z) 7→ f ′t(z) and (t, z) 7→ f ′′t (z)

are jointly continuous on [0,∞)×H.

Appendix B. Itô-Döblin formula and applications

This appendix contains additional computations for Lemmas 3.5 and 3.12. We use the following version
of Itô’s formula, applicable to Lévy type stochastic integrals involving processes

F,G1, G2 : [0,∞) → R, H,K : [0,∞)× R \ {0} → R

on a filtered probability space satisfying the usual conditions (i.e., the filtration is right-continuous and
the probability space is completed [App04, Chapter 4], [CE15, Chapter 14]). Let B be a one-dimensional
Brownian motion, N an independent Poisson point process with Lévy intensity measure ν on R andfiN(t) := N(t)−tν the related compensated Poisson point process. We consider a complex-valued process
Z = Z1 + iZ2 : [0,∞) → D taking values in an open set D ⊂ C, defined by Z(0) := x0 + iy0 ∈ D and

Z1(t) = x0 +

ˆ t

0

G1(s) ds +

ˆ t

0

F (s) dB(s)

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

H(s, v)fiN(ds,dv) +

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|>ε

K(s, v)N(ds,dv),

Z2(t) = y0 +

ˆ t

0

G2(s) ds.

Definition B.1. Fix T, ε > 0. We say that the process Z satisfies the Itô-Döblin assumptions if the
processes F,G1, G2, H,K satisfy the following almost sure properties:
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(a): F ,
√
|G1|,

√
|G2| are predictable processes whose squares are integrable on [0, T ],

(b): K and H are predictable processes and H is square-integrable on [0, T ]× R, and
(c): for all t > 0, we have

sup
0≤s≤t

sup
0<|v|≤ε

|H(s, v)| <∞.

Theorem B.2. (Itô-Döblin formula) Suppose that the process Z satisfies the Itô-Döblin assumptions.
Then, for any function f : D → R such that the derivatives

(∂1f)(z) = (∂xf)(z), (∂2f)(z) = (∂yf)(z), (∂21f)(z) = (∂2xf)(z), z = x+ iy ∈ D,

exist and are continuous on D, and for all t ∈ [0, T ], we have almost surely

f(Z(t)) = f(Z(0)) +

ˆ t

0

G1(s) (∂1f)(Z(s−)) ds+

ˆ t

0

G2(s) (∂2f)(Z(s−)) ds

+

ˆ t

0

F (s) (∂1f)(Z(s−)) dB(s) +
1

2

ˆ t

0

(F (s))2 (∂21f)(Z(s−)) ds

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

(
f
(
Z(s−) +H(s, v)

)
− f(Z(s−))

)fiN(ds,dv)

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

(
f
(
Z(s−) +H(s, v)

)
− f(Z(s−))− (∂1f) (Z(s−))H(s, v)

)
ν(dv) ds

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|>ε

(
f
(
Z(s−) +K(s, v)

)
− f(Z(s−))

)
N(dv,ds).

In particular, the real-valued process f ◦ Z also satisfies the Itô-Döblin assumptions.

Proof. See, for instance, [CE15, Theorems 14.2.3 & 14.2.4]. □

B.1. Applications involving mirror backward Loewner flow. Fix κ ≥ 0, a ∈ R, ε > 0, and a
Lévy measure ν. Let (ht)t≥0 be the (absolutely continuous) solution to (mBLE) with driving function
W = flWκ,a

ε (t) of the form (5.7):flWκ,a
ε (t) = at+

√
κB(t) +

ˆ
|v|≤ε

vfiN(t,dv), a ∈ R, κ ≥ 0, ε > 0.

Fix z0 = x0 + iy0 ∈ H and set

Z(t) = Za,κ
ε (t, z0) := ht(z0) +

flWκ,a
ε (t) =: X(t) + iY (t).

Then, (mBLE) shows that

X(t) = x0 − 2

ˆ t

0

X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
ds + at +

√
κB(t) +

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

vfiN(ds,dv),

Y (t) = y0 + 2

ˆ t

0

Y (s−)

|Z(s−)|2
ds,

where almost surely, we have |Z(s)| =
√
X(s)2 + Y (s)2 ≥ X(s) ∨ Y (s) ≥ y0 > 0 for all s ≥ 0.

We apply Theorem B.2 to derive formulas for functionals of Z, needed in Lemmas 3.5 and 3.12.

Lemma B.3. For each t ≥ 0, we have almost surely

sin argZ(t) = sin argZ(0) −
√
κ

ˆ t

0

sin argZ(s−)
X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
dB(s)

− a

ˆ t

0

sin argZ(s−)
X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
ds
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+

ˆ t

0

sin argZ(s−)
(κ+ 4)X(s−)2 − κ

2Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
ds

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

(
sin arg(Z(s−) + v))− sin argZ(s−)

)fiN(ds,dv)

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

Å
sin arg(Z(s−) + v)− sin argZ(s−) + sin argZ(s−)

vX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

ã
ν(dv) ds,

and the process sin argZ satisfies the Itô-Döblin assumptions.

Proof. Note that sin arg(z) = y
|z| is smooth on H ∋ z = x+ iy. Moreover, the process Z with

F (s) :=
√
κ, G1(s) :=

−2X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
+ a, G2(s) :=

2Y (s−)

|Z(s−)|2
, H(s, v) := v,

and K(s, v) := 0 satisfies the Itô-Döblin assumptions (for Theorem B.2), thanks to (mBLE). Hence, the
claim follows from a direct computation. □

Lemma B.4. For each t ≥ 0 and r ∈ R, we have almost surely

(sin argZ(t))−2r = (sin argZ(0))−2r + 2r
√
κ

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))−2r X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
dB(s)

+ 2ra

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))−2r X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
ds

− 2r

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))−2r (κ+ 4)X(s−)2 − κ
2Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
ds

+ r(2r + 1)κ

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))−2r X(s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
ds

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

(sin argZ(s−))−2r

(∣∣∣∣Z(s−) + v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2r − 1

)fiN(ds,dv)

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

(sin argZ(s−))−2r

(∣∣∣∣Z(s−) + v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2r − 1− 2rvX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

)
ν(dv) ds,

and the process (sin argZ)−2r satisfies the Itô-Döblin assumptions.

Proof. We shall apply the Itô-Döblin formula to the real-valued process t 7→ sin argZ(t) (i.e., we take
Z1 = sin argZ(t) and Z2 = 0 in Theorem B.2), with

F (s) := −
√
κ sin argZ(s−)

X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
,

G1(s) := sin argZ(s−)

Å
(κ+ 4)X(s−)2 − κ

2Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
− a

X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

ã
+

ˆ
|v|≤ε

Å
sin arg(Z(s−) + v)− sin argZ(s−) + sin argZ(s−)

vX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

ã
ν(dv),

H(s, v) := sin arg(Z(s−) + v))− sin argZ(s−),

and K(s, v) := 0. From Lemma B.3, we know that the Itô-Döblin assumptions hold, and a the asserted
identity follows after a direct computation, using the identity sin arg(z) = y

|z| for H ∋ z = x+ iy to write

(sin arg(Z(s−) + v))−2r = (sin argZ(s−))−2r

Å
sin argZ(s−)

sin arg(Z(s−) + v)

ã2r
= (sin argZ(s−))−2r

∣∣∣∣Z(s−) + v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2r. □
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B.2. Applications involving forward Loewner flow. Fix κ ≥ 0, a ∈ R, ε > 0, and a Lévy measure ν.
Let (gt)t≥0 be the (absolutely continuous) solution to (LE) with driving function W = flWκ,a

ε of the formflWκ,a
ε (t) = at+

√
κB(t) +

ˆ
|v|≤ε

vfiN(t,dv), a ∈ R, κ ≥ 0, ε > 0.

Fix z0 = x0 + iy0 ∈ H and set

Z(t) = Za,κ
ε (t, z0) := gt(z0)−flWκ,a

ε (t) =: X(t) + iY (t).

Then, (LE) shows that

X(t) = x0 + 2

ˆ t

0

X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
ds − at −

√
κB(t)−

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

vfiN(ds,dv),

Y (t) = y0 − 2

ˆ t

0

Y (s−)

|Z(s−)|2
ds,

for all t < τ(z0).

We apply Theorem B.2 to derive formulas for functionals of Z, needed in Lemmas 4.7 and 4.14.

Lemma B.5. For each t ∈ [0, τ(z0)), we have almost surely

sin argZ(t) = sin argZ(0) +
√
κ

ˆ t

0

sin argZ(s−)
X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
dB(s)

+ a

ˆ t

0

sin argZ(s−)
X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
ds

+

ˆ t

0

sin argZ(s−)
(κ− 4)X(s−)2 − κ

2Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
ds

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

(
sin arg(Z(s−)− v))− sin argZ(s−)

)fiN(ds,dv)

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

Å
sin arg(Z(s−)− v)− sin argZ(s−)− sin argZ(s−)

vX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

ã
ν(dv) ds,

and the process sin argZ satisfies the Itô-Döblin assumptions.

Proof. Note that sin arg(z) = y
|z| is smooth on H ∋ z = x+ iy. Moreover, the process Z with

F (s) := −
√
κ, G1(s) :=

2X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
− a, G2(s) := − 2Y (s−)

|Z(s−)|2
, H(s, v) := −v,

and K(s, v) := 0 satisfies the Itô-Döblin assumptions (for Theorem B.2, with t ∈ [0, τ(z0))), thanks
to (LE). Hence, the claim follows from a direct computation. □

Lemma B.6. For each t ∈ [0, τ(z0)) and r ∈ R, we have almost surely

(sin argZ(t))−2r = (sin argZ(0))−2r − 2r
√
κ

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))−2r X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
dB(s)

− 2ra

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))−2r X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
ds

− 2r

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))−2r (κ− 4)X(s−)2 − κ
2Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
ds

+ r(2r + 1)κ

ˆ t

0

(sin argZ(s−))−2r X(s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
ds

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

(sin argZ(s−))−2r

(∣∣∣∣Z(s−)− v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2r − 1

)fiN(ds,dv)
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+

ˆ t

0

ˆ
|v|≤ε

(sin argZ(s−))−2r

(∣∣∣∣Z(s−)− v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2r − 1 +
2rvX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

)
ν(dv) ds,

and the process (sin argZ)−2r satisfies the Itô-Döblin assumptions.

Proof. We shall apply the Itô-Döblin formula to the real-valued process t 7→ sin argZ(t) (i.e., we take
Z1 = sin argZ(t) and Z2 = 0 in Theorem B.2), with

F (s) :=
√
κ sin argZ(s−)

X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2
,

G1(s) := sin argZ(s−)

Å
(κ− 4)X(s−)2 − κ

2Y (s−)2

|Z(s−)|4
+ a

X(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

ã
+

ˆ
|v|≤ε

Å
sin arg(Z(s−)− v)− sin argZ(s−)− sin argZ(s−)

vX(s−)

|Z(s−)|2

ã
ν(dv),

H(s, v) := sin arg(Z(s−)− v))− sin argZ(s−),

and K(s, v) := 0. From Lemma B.5, we know that the Itô-Döblin assumptions hold, and a the asserted
identity follows after a direct computation, using the identity sin arg(z) = y

|z| for H ∋ z = x+ iy to write

(sin arg(Z(s−)− v))−2r = (sin argZ(s−))−2r

Å
sin argZ(s−)

sin arg(Z(s−)− v)

ã2r
= (sin argZ(s−))−2r

∣∣∣∣Z(s−)− v

Z(s−)

∣∣∣∣2r. □
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