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Large deviations of Dyson Brownian motion on the circle
and multiradial SLEq,

Osama Abuzaid *, Vivian Olsiewski Healey , and Eveliina Peltola ¥

Abstract

The main motivation of the present work is to investigate the asymptotic behavior as
k — 04 of multiradial Schramm-Loewner evolution, SLE,. We show that this process
with the common parameterization satisfies a finite-time large deviation principle (LDP)
in the Hausdorff metric with non-negative rate function, the multiradial Loewner energy.
We also characterize the large-time behavior of curves with finite energy and zero energy
(whose driving functions correspond to the trigonometric Calogero-Moser system).

The first half of this article is of independent interest regardless of SLE theory. It
is devoted to proving a finite-time LDP for Dyson Brownian motion on the circle for
a fixed number n of particles as the coupling parameter 5 = 8/x tends to oo. To our
knowledge, in the literature large deviations of Dyson Brownian motion has only been
considered for fixed 5 and as n tends to co. While the non-Lipschitz drift precludes the
application of the Freidlin-Wentzell theorem, we show that the rate function has the
same form as in Freidlin-Wentzell theory for diffusions with uniformly Lipschitz drift.

In the second half of this article, we turn to proving an LDP for multiradial SLE.
Here, the main technical difficulty is that the SLE, curves have a common target point,
preventing the usual configurational, or global, approach. Instead, we make careful use
of the contraction principle from the LDP for Dyson Brownian motion (proven in the
first part of the article), combined with topological results in Loewner theory: we show
that finite-energy multiradial Loewner hulls are always disjoint unions of simple curves,
except possibly at their common endpoint. A key to this is obtained from a derivative
estimate for the radial Loewner map in terms of the energy of its driving function.
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1 Introduction

Schramm-Loewner evolution (SLE,) is a natural model of a random interface arising from
two-dimensional conformal geometry. SLE, curves have two equivalent characterizations:
they can be defined in purely geometric and probabilistic terms (as curves satisfying
conformal invariance and the domain Markov property), or they can be defined in terms of
a one-parameter family of slit domains arising from the solutions to the Loewner equation
with driving function \/k B, where B is a standard Brownian motion [Sch00]. These two
perspectives are often referred to as the “configurational” (or “global”) and “dynamical” (or
“local”) interpretations of SLE,, respectively. Their interplay allows for a rich theory that
employs tools from diverse disciplines, including conformal geometry [LSWO03, Wan19a,
stochastic analysis [RS05, Dub07, MS16b], interacting particle systems [Car03, [ABKM?20],
Teichmiiller theory [Wanl9bl, Bis19], and algebraic geometry [PW24].

The roughness of SLE, curves depends on a parameter £ > 0. In particular, for different
values of x, variants of SLE, curves describe scaling limits of interfaces in a variety of
statistical physics models (e.g., [LSWO04), [Smi06, [Sch06), [SS09]). The close relationship with
discrete statistical physics models also allows discrete intuition and enumerative analysis to
inform conjectures about SLE,; itself, as applied to the theory of multiple SLEs in [KLOT,
BPW21, HL21]. Interestingly, SLE, curves are also very closely related to conformal
field theory [BB03, BB04, FW03|, [FK04, [CDROG6, [KSOT, Dubl5, [Pel19], the Gaussian free
field [Dub09, KM13| [MS16al, [Shel6], and random matrix theory [Car(3, [CLM23].

Natural variants of SLE, can be constructed from the so-called chordal SLE,; by change
of measure. For instance, multiple-curve chordal SLE, (where each curve connects two
distinct boundary points) has been investigated in many works, including [BBKO05], [Dub07],
KLO7, Law09bl, [KP16, PW19, BPW21]. When s € (0,4], it is the measure absolutely
continuous with respect to the product measure on n independent SLE, curves with
Radon-Nikodym derivative

n
YT (7 =0 for all £ k) exp (5 Y- HoPILiC)]). (1.1)
=2
where 1'°°P[L;(~)] is the Brownian loop measure of loops that intersect at least i of the
curves v = (y,...,7"), and c is a parameter known as the central charge,
.o (6 —kK)(3k —8)
N 2K ‘

(See, e.g., [KLO7, Law09b, PW19] for this definition, and [LSWO04] for the construction of
Brownian loop measure.) However, these measures are mutually singular when x = 0.

Recently, a large deviation principle (LDP) for multichordal SLE, as k — 0+ was estab-
lished in [PW24]. In that result, the convergence takes place in the Hausdorff metric, and
the (good) rate function is termed the multichordal Loewner energy. The results in [PW24]
have far-reaching applications. The authors show that there is a unique arrangement of
curves that minimize the multichordal Loewner energy for given boundary data, and the
union of these curves is the real locus of a real rational function, thus providing an alternate
proof of the Shapiro conjecture in real enumerative geometry [Sot00), [EG02]. The authors



also show that the Loewner potential (which differs from the Loewner energy by a function
of the boundary data) has a simple expression in terms of zeta-regularized determinants of
Laplacians (similar to the loop case in [WanI9b]) and is the semiclassical ¢ — —oo limit of
certain CFT correlation functions (see [Dubl5, [KKP19, [Pel19, [ABKM20]).

In the present work, we investigate the asymptotic behavior as x — 0+ of multiradial
SLE, (a multiple SLE in the disk where all curves have the origin as their common target
point). We show that multiradial SLE,, satisfies a finite-time LDP in the Hausdorff metric
with good rate function that we call the multiradial Loewner energy (see Theorem [1.8]).
Notably, in contrast to the existing literature, establishing an LDP is technically much more
difficult in the present multiradial case, for instance because the curves have a common
target point. Indeed, we shall proceed by quite different method&ﬂ than in [PW24].

A key to our approach is that we work with parameterized curves — this difference
in perspective is a result of the different way that multiple SLE, is constructed in the
radial (in contrast to the chordal) setting. In the radial setting, the common target point
causes essential difficulties for a “configurational” approach to defining multiple SLE,,
since the Brownian loop measure in blows up when curves intersect. This difficulty
was addressed in the construction of multiradial SLE, in [HL21], whose main result is the
construction of multiradial SLE,, for k < 4 as the solution to the multiradial Loewner
equation for driving functions that evolve according to Dyson Brownian motion on the
CiI‘Cl€E| with a particular repulsive strength. (See Definition and Section for details.)

The connection between multiradial SLE, and Dyson Brownian motion was first de-
scribed by Cardy in the physics literature [Car03]. Loewner evolution driven by Dyson
Brownian motion has gained recent interest in [Kat16, KK21) [CM22l [CLM23, FWY24]. An
investigation of chordal Loewner evolution driven by a branching particle system (varying
n) evolving according to Dyson Brownian motion for 8 = oo appears in [HM23]. However,
asymptotic results linking SLE and Dyson Brownian motion have thus far focused on the
setting where the number of curves tends to infinity (cf. [dMS16l [HK18, [HS21]).

The description of multiradial SLE, in terms of the corresponding driving functions pro-
vides the key tool in deriving the multiradial Loewner energy (Definition . Accordingly,
much of the present work is devoted to proving an LDP for Dyson Brownian motion on the
circle, which is of independent interest (see Theorem . Therefore, we have organized
this article in such a way that, after the introduction of the main concepts and results,
Sections [2| & (4] only address Dyson Brownian motion independently of Loewner theory (thus
suitable for readers in a general probability audience), while Section [3[ contains our main
results in Loewner theory (assuming some familiarity with basic techniques in stochastic
analysis and complex geometry). We will recall concepts from LDP theory along the way.

A finite-time parameterized single-curve LDP for chordal SLEo; recently appeared in [Gus23] and is
extended to infinite time in [AP24].

2We use “Dyson Brownian motion on the circle” to refer to the evolution of points on the circle, while
the “radial Bessel process” refers to the evolution of the arguments of the same process. See Definition @



1.1 Large deviations of Dyson Brownian motion on the circle

Fix an integer n > 1. Let (R/27Z)" be the torus with periodic boundary conditions, and

let X,, denote the subset of elements admitting representatives 8 = (',... 0") satisfying
' <0? <. < 0" <0 +2m. (1.2)
Throughout, we use the convention that "7 = 67 4 27 for all 5. Let C([0,00), X,,) denote
the space of continuous functlons Bt 61,.. 9”) from [0, 00) to &,,. Consider the unique

strong solution Uf := (U}, .. ) in C([0, X,,) to the system of SDESE|

J U Ut J ;
AU} =2 Y cot [ —t——L ) dt + VrdW/, for all j € {1,...,n}, (1.3)
1<k<n 2
Py

up to the collision time

=mf{t>0: min_ [ - =0}, 1.4
Teoll := inf (£ > | Jnin_ e et | (1.4)
where W, ..., W/ are independent Brownian motions. We shall see that the process

(elli ..., iU is nothing but a variant of Dyson Brownian motlon on the circle (Section|2.1)).
In partlcular, the existence of a unique strong solution to ) follows from the analogous
result for Dyson Brownian motion [AGZ10]. While using the parameter k in the context
of Dyson Brownian motion is non-standard, our choice of U” is strongly motivated by its

connection to SLE,. Setting x = 0 in ((1.3)) motivates the next definition.
Definition 1.1. The multiradial Dirichlet energyﬂ J: C([0,00), X,) — [0, 400] is the limit

J(0) := lim Jp(0) € [0,+o0], 0 € C([0,00), Xy),

T—o00

where for each T > 0, the (truncated) multiradial Dirichlet energy of 6 is

% / Z ] 0 - 2¢7 (0 )| s, if O is absolutely continuous on [0, 77,
Jr(0) =
o, otherwise,
) 97 — gk
where ¢’(0) := Z cot( ) (1.5)
2
1<k<n

k]

Analogously, for each a > 0, the multiradial Dirichlet energy with parameter a is defined in
terms of J¢ by replacing in (L.F]) the function ¢/ (0) by ¢7(0) := $¢7(0) = 4 3 cot (ejgek).
k#j

The original study of Dyson Brownian motion dates back to [Dys62], one of the founding
articles of random matrix theory. For fixed n € N and 8 > 1, Dyson Brownian motion may
be defined as the unique strong solution (X},..., X?*) in the Weyl chamber of type A,_1,

{(,...,2") eR" | 2! <2 <. < 2"},

#Notice that Equation (I.3) is Equation (2.2) from Definition ith a=4/k.
2.16)

4This is the usual Dirichlet energy when n = 1 (see Equation (2.16])).




to the SDEs

; dt
axy= >y ——
1<k<n Xg - th
k#j

2 A
—l-\/;th], for all j € {1,...,n}. (1.6)

In the present work, we consider the analogue of this process on the circle, where the radial
Bessel-type equation (1.3]) plays the role of Equation (|1.6)). In particular, after a suitable
time change (see Section [2.1]), we see that the relationship between 5 and k is

g=-, (1.7)

which matches the prediction of Cardy from the physics literature [Car03].

For particular values of 8, Dyson Brownian motion describes the evolution of the
ordered eigenvalues of symmetric, Hermitian, and symplectic matrix Brownian motions
(corresponding to the self-dual Gaussian ensembles GOE, GUE, and GSE, for g = 1,2,4,
respectively — see [AGZ10, Chapter 4]). For f = 2, Dyson Brownian motion has the
same law as n independent Brownian motions conditioned on nonintersection [KTO03].
Furthermore, for general 8 € (0, 400] one can construct ensembles of Jacobi matrices whose
eigenvalues correspond to , see [DE02), IGK20]. It would be particularly interesting to
investigate the fluctuations near the large deviation limit of the Dyson Brownian motion
in the sense of Theorem and its relation with the 8 = oo process considered in [GK20].
Lastly, let us remark that a new geometric construction of Dyson Brownian motion for
general 5 € (0, +o0] has recently appeared in [HIM23] — interestingly, this construction
relies on tools from Riemannian geometry and mean curvature flow.

In Section [2| we prove a large deviation principle for U” satisfying as Kk — 0+,
with goodﬂ rate function being the multiradial Dirichlet energy Jr (Definition [1.1)). Our
result also implies an LDP for Dyson Brownian motion on the circle. To state the result,
for fixed T' € (0,00) and 6y € X,, we denote by Cp,([0,T], X,) the space of continuous
functions @ from [0,7] to X, started at 8. We endow Cp, ([0, T], X,,) with the metric

1/2
djo,r)(0,w) := sup |6 —wi| = sup ((th —wh )4 (07— wf)g) . (1.8)
t€(0,T] te[0,7)

Then, (Cpg, ([0, T, Xn),d[oyﬂ) is a Polish space (as a separable complete metric space).

Theorem 1.2 (LDP for Dyson Brownian motion on the circle). Fiz T € (0,00). Let U* be
the unique strong solution to (1.3)), started at Uf = 0y € X,,. The family (P*).>0 of laws
induced by U™ satisfies the following LDP in Cy,([0,T], X,) with good rate function Jr:

For any closed subset F' and open subset O of Cg,([0,T7], X,,), we have

3 K K < _ 3 .
Hl_1>r61+/<alog P*[U" e F] < elglf? Jr(0), (1.9)
lim xlogP"[U" € O] > — inf Jp(0). (1.10)
k—0+ 6cO

5A good rate function is a rate function for which all level sets are compact.



In fact, in Section we prove a more general result, Theorem [2.12] involving the
multiradial Dirichlet energy with parameter a. Theorem [I.2]is the special case of this with
a = 4. Allowing a general parameter a > 0 is useful, e.g., in applications to SLE variants.
The proof of the LDP is a careful application of Varadhan’s lemma (Lemma @[) relying
on properties of the multiradial Dirichlet energy derived in Section [2.3] to transport the
well-known LDP of Brownian motion from Schilder’s theorem (Theorem . Note that
Schilder’s theorem also gives the basic case of n = 1 of Theorem

Remark 1.3. Theorem is stated for the radial Bessel process U”, but it is equivalent to
an LDP for Dyson Brownian motion on the circle as 8 = % — 00, by considering exp(iU})
and applying the contraction principle (Theorem [E]) to the continuous functionﬂ —ilog(-).

Large deviation results for Dyson Brownian motion (for fixed ) as n — oo have been
considered, e.g. in [GZ02, [GZ02], and are closely connected to random matrix theory. In
contrast, our Theorem holds for fixed n as § — oo, thereby filling a gap in the literature.

More generally, large deviation theory for stochastic differential equations (or SPDEs)
is a field of independent interest, and Theorem [I.2] fits very naturally in this context. The
multiradial Dirichlet energy Jr is exactly the rate function that would be predicted by
applying Freidlin-Wentzell theory to the diffusion (see [FW84], originally published
in Russian in 1979, and [DZ10] for a survey). However, since the drift in is not
uniformly Lipschitz continuous, the Freidlin-Wentzell theorem does not apply directly. Our
Theorem can thus be considered as an extension of the Freidlin-Wentzell theorem to a
diffusion with non-Lipschitz drift.

1.2 Large deviations of multiradial SLE,

We will mainly work on Loewner flows in the following setup. The multiradial Loewner
equation with the common parameterization is the solution to the boundary value problem

"zl gz —
d(s) = (x) TR gy eB, 20, (L)
j=17%t — 9t(2)
where 2},...,2" € 9D are cyclically ordered points on the unit circle, called the driving

functions. It is most common to study for driving functions that are non-intersecting
and continuous in time, in which case the mappings g; that satisfy generate a locally
growing family of compact subsets K; of D (hull{’)) satisfying g;(D \ K;) = D. In fact, each
gt: D~ K; — D is the unique conformal mapping that satisfies ¢;:(0) = 0 and g;(0) > 0.
Throughout, we refer to this map as the uniformizing map normalized at the origin.

The parameterization in guarantees that g;(0) = ™. If each hull K; is a union
of n disjoint connected components (e.g., as in Figure , the “common parameterization”
implies that, roughly, each component is locally growing at the same rate (see [HL21] for
more details). See also Equation for a more general case involving weights.

It will be convenient to use the angle coordinates 2 = exp(i@{ ), where the driving

function becomes 8 = (91,...,0") € C([0,00), X,). For each t > 0, the Loewner transform

SThroughout, we use the principal branch of the logarithm, so that angles are taken to lie in [0, 27).
"A hull is a compact set K C D such that D\ K is simply connected, 0 e D\ K, and K ND = K.



L:: C([0,t], X,) — C sends driving functions to hulls,

Ki=Ly(0):={2z€D: ., <t} C C, (1.12)
where C is the set of non-empty compact subsets of DD, and 7, is the swallowing time of z,
. o ; _ i
T, 1= sup {t >0: Sg&{ﬂ 1I§nj1£n |9s(2) — €| > 0} € [0, 4o0].

We endow C with the Hausdorff metric d¢: C x C — [0, 00) defined by
de(K,K') :=inf {6 >0 : K C Bg:(d) and K’ C Bk(9)}, (1.13)

where Bg (9) := U B.(6). Then, (C,d¢) is a compact metric space.

zeK
Definition 1.4. Fix distinct points z!,...,2" € dD. We call an n-tuple v = (v!,...,9")
such that ~!,...,+" are curve in D with 4/(0) = 27, and lim; 0o ’yf = 0 for each j,
a radial multichord in (D;!,... 2™). We naturally identify ~ with the union Uj’yj eC.

Definition 1.5. For each T' € (0,00), we define the (truncated) multiradial Loewner
energy of a radial multichord to be the Dirichlet energy of its driving function in the
common parameterization (Definition . More generally, we define the energy functional
Ir: C — [0, +00] on the metric space (C,d¢) by

Ir(K):= inf Jp(0), T>0 KeC. (1.14)

ocLy (K)

Note that I7(K) = oo if there is no driving function that generates K in time 7" in the
common parameterization. We can also define the energy in a general domain D by
conformal equivalence using a conformal mapping ¢: D — D with ¢(0) = 0 and ¢'(0) > 0:

Ir(K; D) = Ip(K), where K € D and ¢(K) = K C D.

We next give the definition of n-radial SLE,; that we will use for the remainder of this
work. Remark [3.5] and the discussion following it in Section [3.1] offer additional justification
for this definition and comparison to [HL21].

Definition 1.6. Fix 0y € X,, and zg = (619(1), ...,e%). For each parameter 0 < k < 4,
n-radial SLE, with the common parameterization started from zg is the random radial
multichord ~, for which the uniformizing conformal mappings g:: D \ v, — D satisfy
Equation with driving functions zi =€l for j=1,...,n, where Uf = (U},... UM
is the unique strong solution in Cg,([0,00), X,,) to the SDEs (L.3)) started at Uf = 0.
Note that we have 7,1 = +00 almost surely in this case.

Remark 1.7. A key aspect of Definition is the specific weight “2” in front of the drift
term in . Other values of this weight give rise to other variants of SLE, including
so-called locally independent SLE, when the drift is instead multiplied by “17, see [HL21].
The reason to define multiradial SLE, using (rather than another drift) is that this
is the drift strength that appears when considering large time 7" truncations of the chordal
Radon-Nikodym derivative and then taking T — co. See also Section where we
discuss Loewner evolutions with various weight functions and Remark [3.6] concerning SLE
with spiral.

8Note that the definition of a radial multichord allows the curves to intersect.



Our main result is the following finite-time LDP for multiradial SLEq. .

Theorem 1.8 (LDP for multiradial SLE). Fix T € (0,00). The initial segments Yo €€
of multiradial SLE,, curves satisfy the following LDP in C with good rate function Ip:

For any Hausdorff-closed subset F' and Hausdorff-open subset O of C, we have

— . - ‘
ng&rmlog}? Yo € F] < ;?éﬁv Ir(K), (1.15)
li log P* |~ O| > — inf Ip(K). 1.16
Jim s log Yoy €0l = — f Ir(kK) (1.16)

We prove Theorem [I.§in Section [3.4] To this end, the idea is to make careful use of the
contraction principle and derive Theorem [I.§| from the LDP for Dyson Brownian motion
(Theorem [1.2)). The usage of the contraction principle will be enabled by topological
results concerning Loewner theory and finite-energy hulls. These results enable us to
essentially disregard the discontinuities of the Loewner transform. We show that finite-
energy multiradial Loewner hulls are always disjoint unions of simple curves (see Theorem
below). The strategy is to first derive a derivative estimate for the single-chord radial
Loewner map in terms of the energy of its driving function (see Theorem , and then to
use complex analysis techniques to pull this result to the case of several curves.

Theorem 1.9. Consider a multiradial Loewner chain with the common parameterization
for which the uniformizing conformal mappings g:: D \ K¢ — D satisfy Equation (111

with driving functions z] = ¢ for j=1,...,n, where @ = (0*,...,0") € Co, ([0, T, Xy).
If Jp(0) < oo, then the hull Kp = L1(0) consists of n pairwise disjoint simple curves.

We prove Theorem [I1.9)in Section 3.3} The key inputs are the derivative estimate in the
case of n = 1 (Theorem in Section , which is a weighted, radial generalization of
a result appearing in [FS17], and a sort of generalized conformal restriction property (see
Proposition , which we will utilize to pull the n = 1 result to general n > 2.

1.3 Finite-energy systems

Finally, in Section[d] we analyze the interacting particle system corresponding to finite-energy
driving functions. In Theorem we characterize the large-time behavior of the driving
functions of finite-energy curves: these functions eventually approach an equally-spaced
configuration . For zero-energy systems, the limit is static, see Equation (|1.18]).

When considering zero-energy systems in the context of Hamiltonian dynamics, the
associated particle system is called the trigonometric Calogero-Moser system; its study
dates back to the original articles |Cal71l, Mos75]. Connections between chordal SLE
and other Calogero-Moser systems have appeared recently in [ABKM20]. The existence
and uniqueness (up to rotation) of a stable equilibrium for the trigonometric Calogero-
Moser system has been considered, e.g., in [Mulll], though our proofs were developed
independently. Instead of leveraging the connection to Hamiltonian dynamics, our approach
depends on explicit analysis of the deterministic PDE obtained by setting x = 0 in ([1.3)).
The existence and uniqueness of the zero-energy flow for each starting point 6 is stated in
Proposition [£.2] in Section [£.1]



Theorem 1.10 (Asymptotic configuration of finite-energy systems). Fizx an integer n > 2.
Consider a function 8 € Cy,([0,00), X,). If J(0) < oo, then we have

. . 9
lim (77— 0y =", forallje {1,...,n}. (1.17)
n

— 00

Furthermore, if J(0) = 0, then there exists ¢ € [0,27) such that
i — 2 (n—-1)2m
tgrgoat_(C7C+ nv"'7C+ n )7 (118)
and the convergence is exponentially fast with exponential rate n.

We prove Theorem in Section [4.2] where we also discuss the rate of convergence
for finite-energy systems (Remark & Proposition [4.10)).

To understand what this result means for the zero-energy curves, let the angle ¢ € [0, 27)
be fixed, and let 8¢ denote the constant configuration

05 =6 = (¢,¢+ 2T, ¢4+ @22y forall > 0.
By symmetry, we see that the constant driving functions exp(ief) generate the “pizza pie”
configuration of curves: the union of straight lines in D from the points exp(i(¢ + 27 /n)),
j=1,...,n, to the origin. Theorem implies that for large enough times, the zero-
energy driving functions approach this configuration. Thus, we expect that the union of
curves QT(’Y[T,oo)) approaches the pizza pie configuration, though we do not prove this in
the present article. Understanding the asymptotic configurations of general finite-energy
systems in detail will be key for establishing an infinite-time LDP for radial SLE processes.
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2 LDP for Dyson Brownian motion on the circle

The main result of this section is Theorem a finite-time LDP for the n-radial Bessel
process (equivalently, for Dyson Brownian motion on the circle). We will justify the
upper and lower bounds separately, by applying Varadhan’s lemma (Lemma @[)
somewhat similarly as in [PW24), Proof of Theorem 5.11], relying on Schilder’s theorem for
Brownian motion (Theorem as key input. We however first need to control the difference
of the rate function Jr to the usual Dirichlet energy Er appearing in Schilder’s theorem
— see in particular Definition and Lemmas & [2:8] Moreover, because the change
of measure from independent Brownian motions to the n-radial Bessel process contains a
factor that is not uniformly bounded, we need a specific tail estimate (Lemma .

Before addressing the proof of the main Theorem (1.2, we compare our setup to the
literature in Sections and — indeed, the setup in Theorem With the SDEs is
equivalent to that for the more commonly considered Dyson Brownian motion and n-radial
Bessel process (see Proposition . We then gather known facts from [HL21, Section 5]
in Section and proceed to the main results in Sections

2.1 Dyson Brownian motion and n-radial Bessel process

Definition 2.1 ([HL21]). The n-radial Bessel process on 3X, := {6 | 20 € X,} with
parameter a € R is the process % = (0}, ...,0%) satisfying

A0} =a Y cot (0] —Of)dt+ dW/,  forall j € {1,...,n}, (2.1)
1<k<n
k#j
where W}, ..., W/ are independent Brownian motions. Dyson Brownian motion on the
circle is the process e2©f = (e21: ... ¢297). Note that U := 207, € Ay, satisfies

: Ul —uk :
dUy = ar > cot <tt> dt + vk dWY{, forall j € {1,...,n}. (2.2)
2 2
1<k<n
Py
In particular, the SDE ((1.3)) appearing in our main Theorem is (2.2) with o = 4/k.
More generally, if & = a/k, for a > 0, as in Theorem then the equivalent SDE is
, Ul — uk :
AUy =% > cot (tQt) dt 4+ /rdW/, for all j € {1,...,n}. (2.3)

1<k<n
k#£j
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The half-angle convention in the definition of the n-radial Bessel process is also con-
venient for direct comparison with Dyson Brownian motion (X},..., X/*) on the real line,
which satisfies the SDEs (1.6)). For random matrix theory applications, this process is more
commonly written using the time change X J = X7, so that is equivalent to

t/n
Ny 1 1 1 /2 ;
noSen Xi — XE ny B
P

Using a = 4/k in Definition [2.1| we find the relationship § = 8/k between 3 and x [Car03].

Dyson Brownian motion on the circle is also referred to in the literature as the Dyson
circular ensemble [FWY24]. Although Definition holds for any «, we will restrict our
attention to o > 1, which corresponds to k£ < 4 in Equation . Comparison to the
usual Bessel process shows that o = 1 corresponds to the phase transition for recurrence
and transience. The existence of a unique strong solution to (2.1)) (actually for any o > %)
follows from the analogous result for Dyson Brownian motion [AGZ10] (see also [Law24]).

2.2 Construction of n-radial Bessel process

We now recall the construction of n-radial Bessel process from [HL21]. We include a few

of the computations that justify the definition, since we use a different parameterization

and other slightly different notation. We begin by defining the non-negative functions
Fo) = H

n("57)
Sin
1<j<k<n 2

Py = Y% csc2<9j;9k>, (2.5)

, (2.4)

1<k<n
k]
LA 07 — ok
YO) = D e = 2 > csc2< 5 ) 0cX,. (2.6)
j=1 1<j<k<n

The next two results come from [HL21], though they are stated there with different
notation and a different parameterization conventionﬂ Since these differences make cross-
referencing cumbersome, we include short proof sketches here.

Suppose that By = (B}, ..., B?) is an n-dimensional standard Brownian motion in R"
defined on the filtered probability space (2, F¢,P), where F, is its natural right-continuous
completed filtration. Fix 6y € &,, and define Uf = (U},...,Ul*) € X, by

U} = 6y + KBy, Ug = 6o, (2.7)
stopped at the collision time

Teoll := inf {t >0: 1<Ijn<ilIfl<n ‘eiUtj — eiUik| = O} = inf {t >0: Uf ¢ Xn}

9Later, we will set a = a/x (with the case o = 4/ playing a central role), but for now we use the general
parameter « in the interest of recording the version of the formulas and computations that corresponds to
this choice of parameterization, which is more standard in the literature.
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Proposition A ([HL21]). Fiz k > 0 and o € R. Write F,(0) := (F(0))”. Define

o " 1 [t AF, (U~
Mt = Fa(Ut) exp ( — 5 0 _P’(-([IK)) dS), t < Tcoll - (28)
« s

Then, the process M is a local martingale on (Q, F¢,P), satisfying

dye

Ul —UFY

1<j<k<n

Also, if a > %, then M is a martingale and Teon = 0o almost surely.

Proof sketch. Differentiating F,, with respect to #/ and using the notations ¢/ and 1/

from (1.5 [2.5]), we see that

9iFa(UF) _ avk
= Uy 2.10
Fo(UY) 5 ¢ (U7), (2.10)
DPEL(UY) o2k, . aK
e = J(up)® - iUy =1 2.11
This gives the claim by It6’s formula. O

Corollary B ([HL21]). Fiz k > 0 and o € R. Let P** be the probability measure that is
absolutely continuous with respect to P with Radon-Nikodym derivative
dBp M
dp, MY

t < Teoll-

Then, the process Uy = (UL, ..., U) € Cg, ([0,00), Xy) satisfies

. Ul —uk .
avj = <5 3 cot (H) dt + VEdWY, < Teon, (2.12)
2 2
1<k<n
k#j
where Wk, ..., W[ are independent Brownian motions with respect to P,

Proof sketch. By the Girsanov theorem, Equation (2.9)) implies that the Bg satisfy under P

NG Ul — Uf :
dB] = 5 > cot<t2t)dt+dwg,

1<k<n
k#j
and Equation (2.12]) then follows from the definition (2.7]) of U*. O

Let P™® be the measure absolutely continuous with respect to P with Radon-Nikodym
derivative obtained from the (local) martingale M, of Proposition |A| with o = a/k:

SRS
dPt - M("]{va/ﬁj

t < Teoll-

Combining this change of measure with Corollary [B], we can formulate the existence
and uniqueness of the process U" satisfying the SDEs (1.3]), central to the present work.
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Proposition 2.2. Suppose that By = (B}, ..., BP) is an n-dimensional standard Brownian
motion in R™ defined on the filtered probability space (2, Fy,P), where Fo is its natural
right-continuous completed filtration. Fizx 6y € X,, and define Uy = (U},...,Ul) € X, by

Uy =0y + kB, Ug = 6y.
Then, U¥ is the unique strong solution to the system of SDEs (1.3) in the measure P*4.

Proof. Setting a = 4/k (so a = 4), we see that Pt = P/ from Corollary [Bf up to the
collision time (1.4). In particular, by (2.12)) the processes Uj satisfy SDEs (1.3)) where
Wl ..., W/ are independent Brownian motions with respect to the measure prd, ]

Remark 2.3. For each additional parameter p € R, one can similarly define an n-radial
Bessel process with spiraling rate p as the measure P®%* absolutely continuous with respect
to P with Radon-Nikodym derivative obtained from the (local) martingale

' AF,,(U)
MPP .= F, ,(U}) exp < ds) t < Teoll, 2.13

where
Fop(6) = Fa(8) exp (gi ),

and the process Uf = (U}, ..., Ul") € Cq, ([0, 00), X;,) satisfies

Ul — Uf :
dvj = 0‘2” 3 cot (t2t> dt+p dt +VedW/, ¢ < Teon, (2.14)
1<k<n
k#j
where Wl,...,W}* are independent Brownian motions with respect to P*®?. With the

parameter choice a = 4/k, this process generates spiraling multiradial SLE, curves (see
Remark and [MSI17, WW24]). As a consequence of our Theorem the n-radial
Bessel process with spiraling rate p also satisfies an LDP with the good rate function

1 2 . . .
Ja0(9) = 5/ Z | 50 2(153 s) +p)|" ds, if @ is absolutely continuous on [0, 77,

00, otherwise.

This follows, for example, by applying the contraction principle (Theorem to the
continuous map sending the function ¢ — 6, to the function t — 6, + pt.

2.3 Multiradial Dirichlet energy

From Proposition we learn that the Dyson-type process U} solving , equivalent
to the n-radial Bessel process by , and to the Dyson Brownian motion on the circle
via exp(iUf) = exp(21 ©%, / 4), is a Girsanov transform of n-dimensional standard Brownian
motion B. From Schilder’s classical theorem, one readily obtains an LDP for n-dimensional
Brownian motion B, whose components are independent (Theorem .
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Denote by Cop([0,77,R™) the space of continuous functions 0: [0,T] — R™ started at
0y = 0, equipped with the supremum norm ||6||(o ) := sup [6;]. The rate function is the

n-dimensional Dirichlet energy t€[0,7]

Er(0) := f:ET(ej), 0= (0',...,0™ € Co([0,T],R"), (2.15)
j=1

where Ep(6) is the Dirichlet energy of § € Cy([0, 7], R):

T
% / \%9t|2 dt, if 6 is absolutely continuous on [0, 77,
0

Er(0) = (2.16)

00, otherwise.

Remark 2.4. The (Cameron-Martin) space of absolutely continuous functions on [0, 7]
with square-integrable derivative coincides with the Sobolev space W5’2([0,T ],R™) that
has the norm

10

n T ) n T 42 1/2
1,2;[0,7] = (Z/ A dt"‘Z/ | 567 dt) ;
j=1"0 =170

thanks to the ACL characterization of Sobolev spaces [AIM09, Lemma A.5.2] (note that
as such, this fails for T'= oo0). We will thus identify all these spaces:

Hy ([0, T],R™) = Wy ([0, T],R™) = {68 € Co([0,T],R") | Ep(0) < oo}

Let us also note that if 8 € H&([O,T ],R™), then 6 is %—Hélder continuous by Morrey’s
inequality (but may have arbitrarily large Holder norm), cf. [EvalQ, Theorem 4, page 280].

Theorem C (Direct consequence of Schilder’s theorem; see, e.g., [DZ10], Chapter 5.2).
Fiz T € (0,00). The process (/kBy) } satisfies the following LDP in Co([0,T],R"),
with good rate function Ep:

For any closed subset F' and open subset O of Co([0,T],R"™), we have

tel0,T

nli)r(rﬁﬁlog]P’[\/EB[O’T] € F| < _e}rgl% Er(6),

lim /ﬁlogIP’[\/EB[OT] € 0] > — inf Ep(0).
K—0+ ' 60

A convenient tool for proving an LDP when a family of probability measures is absolutely
continuous with respect to another family for which an LDP is already known is provided
by the classical Varadhan’s lemma. We will use it in combination with Theorem [C]

Lemma D (Varadhan’s lemma; see, e.g., [DZ10], Lemmas 4.3.4 and 4.3.6). Suppose that
the probability measures (P*) .o satisfy an LDP in a topological space X with good rate
function E. Let ®: X — R be a function bounded from above. Then, the following hold.

1. If ® is upper semicontinuous, then for any closed subset F' of X,

R@+HlogE“{exp (%@(X))]J{X € F}} < —;glfT (E(z) — ®(x)).
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2. If ® is lower semicontinuous, then for any open subset O of X,

lim wlog " [exp (%D(X))]J{X €0} > -~ inf (B(x) - a(x).

In order to apply Varadhan’s lemma in the measure P™%, we first find a suitable function
@ so that the martingale M," ~/ from Proposition |A w1th a = a/k takes the form

Mn,a//f 1
= exp (@f’%B)), £>0. (2.17)
Méi,a K K
Using the notations ¢?(0) := %¢7(8) and v,(0) := $1(0) analogous to , we have
AF,,(U}) TN
el et A ) I " > 0.
Fa/n(U?) ¢¢1(Ut) + K Fz:l ( a(Ut )) 9 t - 0

Therefore, using , we see that Equation holds with
1 [t -
B (B) = alog F(UF) ~ alog F(U5) + 5 [ (wuul(UD) — 4 > () )?)ds
— 2y (U"),
Definition 2.5. For any k > 0, a > 0, and T' € (0, 00) the radial interaction functional is
OR : Cp,([0,T), X,) — R,

O5:"(8) := Ga(89) — GalOr) + / <,{¢a D=3 (2616 ) . (2.18)
7=1
where

Ga(0) == —alogF(8) = —alog ][]

1<j<k<n

sin <9k ; 9]’>' > 0. (2.19)

In the next lemma, we gather useful properties of the functional ®/:“.

Lemma 2.6. Fiz T € (0,00) and 0y € X,,. Equation (2.18)) defines a continuous functional
with respect to the metric (1.8), and for each 6 € Cq,([0,T], X,,), we have

T
©3(0) = 95 (0)+ 5 [ vu(0)ds H a3(0) (220

and this limit is monotonically decreasing. Furthermore, @%a is bounded from above as
2U0) < Ga(B), 0 € Cyy([0,T], X,). (2.21)

Lastly, the following identity holds:

n(n? — k—a) [t
() = alog ﬁ(at) + ak ( 1)t+ 2 - >/0 > (¢1(85))* ds. (2.22)
=1



Proof. The identities (2.20) follow by noting that log F'(8) <0, as 0 < F'(8) < 1 by ({2.4).
As 1), is non-negative, we see that this limit is monotonically decreasing. The continuity
and the bound (2.21)) are clear. Lastly, using [HL21, Lemma 5.1],

- 07 — 0%\ \? nn—l - n(n? -1
w(a):Z( > cot( 5 )) +—F ( = > (¢ 7( 3 )
j=1 M1<k<n =
ki
(for the functions 1(0) in and ¢’ in (L.5))), we obtain (2.22). O

The following technical tail estimate is needed in the proof of Theorem [I.2]

Lemma 2.7. Fiz k € (0,4] and a > k. Fiz € > 0 and consider the stopping time

_ _ : i ok
Te = 7e(0) = inf {t >0 | | Jnin_ 6] — 07| < e}. (2.23)
For each initial configuration 0y € X,,, there exist constants R = R(e, 0, a) € (0,00) and
C =C(n,T,a) € (0,00) independent of k such that liII(l] R(e,00,a) = +00 and

€E—

Pralr, <T] < Ce fi/x, (2.24)

Proof. Recall (cf. Proposition that P®“ is the probability measure absolutely continuous
with respect to P with Radon-Nikodym derivative (2.17)), given by the martingale (rather

K,a/Kk

than simply a local martingale) M, from Proposition . Therefore, since 7. AT is a

stopping time bounded by 7', by the optional stopping theorem (OST), we have

K,a/K K,a/k
MY, MY,
Er|—L_- W{r. < T}] = Er|Er| =L~ Wre < T} | Fronr
) ) (2.25)
Mna K KR,a/K
- ET{ TEAT - I{r < T}] = ET[M — {7 < T}]
MO MO

Thus, we obtain

Prefr. < T) = Br | exp (L25(U%)) Ur. < T}

a F(U%)  an(n®—1)
a4 8 - ' <
- log F(60) + o1 7}) e < T}} by (2:22), as k < q]

(

—Er | exp (- 85°(U") ) Ur. < 7)] by OST, (25))
(
T

<™ T R(8y) /" (5)". by @3]
Hence, (2:24) holds with R(e, 60, a) = —alog (5pigsy) and C(n, T, a) = e

We next express the multiradial Dirichlet energy J¢ with parameter a (cf. Def. ,

76) : / Z |67 — 247 (0 | ds,  if @ is absolutely continuous on [0, 77,
T =

o, otherwise.
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in terms of the functional @%a (cf. Definition and the sum of independent Dirichlet
energies (2.15)) appearing in Schilder’s theorem, denoted Erp.

Lemma 2.8. Fiz T € (0,00), a >0, and 8y € X,,. For any 0 € Cy,([0,T], X,,), we have

J4(0) = Er(8) — 3%(0),  where  Er(f):= zn: Er(69). (2.26)

Proof. On the one hand, if 8 is not absolutely continuous, then J$(6) = oo, since the last
term on the righthand side of (2.18]) with x = 0 is negative. On the other hand, if 8 is

absolutely continuous, then by (2.4)), we have
9k Y]
()
2

k_pni
sin<9t29t>’ — Z log
k_ pi
/Z a5 s cot (Gt 291&) = ;/ ds S (Hs)ds,
1<k<

1<j<k<n
k#j

which together with Definition and (2.19) implies that

ET<0>—¢%“<0>=§/OTZ|§59M -5 X (el - e o
j=1

F(6,)
log = log
YR

1 TZ
S > —2¢)( — J(8).
2 /0 = | ds 2¢ } ds JT( )

O

Corollary 2.9. We have J%(0) < oo if and only if Er(67) < oo for all j € {1,...,n} and

. . 07 ok
Teoll = Teoll (@) := inf {t >0: 1S5'11<11141§n el — el | = 0} > T (2.27)
p ol 0,a

roof. If Tcon > T, then we see from Definition that ®7%(0) > —oo. If furthermore
E7(67) < oo for all j, then we see from ([2.26]) from Lemmathat J$(0) < oo. This proves
the converse implication. To prove (the contraposition of) the forward implication, note
that @%a is bounded from above by (2.21)), so E7(67) = oo readily implies that J%(0) = oo,
while if 7.1 < 7', then monotonicity of the energy in time gives

JEO) > J2 (0)= lim J¢(0)

t—=Teoll —
_ -
= t_}ifﬁl— (EL(0) — 2,%(0)) [by (2.26) from Lemma
> lim — >
> T (Ga(6) ~Gu(60) by (TS, as Fu(6) 2 0
= o0. [by (2.19)]
This concludes the proof. ]

We also have a similar (unidirectional) result for infinite time, to be used in Section
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Corollary 2.10. If J*(0) := Tlim J$(0) < oo, then E(0) := lim Er(0) < oco.
— 00

T—o00

Proof. Using Lemma [2.8 and the definition (2.18)) of <I>0T’a, we see that

E(9) = Th_I};O (J7(0) + ‘p%a) [by (2.26) from Lemma [2.§]
< Tim J(0) + GalB0) = J(6) + Gu(60) < oo, [by [T8), as J§(6) > 0]
— 00

2.4 LDP for Dyson Brownian motion on the circle

We are now prepared to prove the LDP for the radial Bessel process (Theorem [1.2]).

Recall (e.g., from [DZ10]) that for a topological space X, a rate function I is a lower
semicontinuous mapping I: X — [0, 00] (i.e, for all ¢ € [0,00), the level set I71[0,¢] is a
closed subset of X). We note that in Theorems and the space X is a metric space
(Co, ([0,T],X,), or C, respectively), so it is sufficient to check the lower semicontinuity
property on sequences. Recall also that a good rate function is a rate function for which all
level sets are compact subsets of X, which implies lower semicontinuity.

Lemma 2.11. The multiradial Dirichlet energy J in Deﬁm’tion is a good rate function.

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0, and let (8y))ren be a sequence in (J$) [0, ¢]. We have

Er(0(s)) < Br(8() — ®3°(6(k)) + Ga(60) by (2-21)]
= Jr(0m)) + Ga(B0) [by (2.26) from Lemma
< ¢+ Ga(By).

Since Er is a good rate function (by Schilder’s theorem), we can pass to a subsequence,
also denoted by (H(k)) keN, which converges to some element

0c (ET)fl [O, c+ Ga(ao)] .

By continuity of q)gia from Lemma and lower semicontinuity of Ep (by Schilder’s
theorem), we obtain using Lemma the estimate

JHO) = Br(8p) — 2:%(0) < lim (Er(8() — ®5°(Ok)) = lim J&(04) < c

k—o0 k—o00

yielding 8 € (J%)71[0, ¢]. This shows that (J%)71[0, ] is compact, so J& is good. O

We now conclude with the proof of the first main result of the present work (Theorem|1.2)).
In fact, we shall prove a slightly more general result, Theorem [2.12] — Theorem [I.2] then
follows as the special case where a = 4.

Theorem 2.12. Fiz T € (0,00) and a > 0. For k < 2a, let U" be the unique strong
solution to (2.3) with o = a/k, started at U = 09 € X,,. The family (P™%).>0 of laws
induced by U™ satisfies the following LDP in Cg,([0,T], X,) with good rate function J&:
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For any closed subset F' and open subset O of Cy,([0,T7], X,,), we have

lim klogP®™*[U" € F] < — inf J% 2.2

e (2.28)
lim klogP™*[U" € O] > — inf J%(0). (2.29)
rk—0+ 0cO

Proof of Theorem [1.3. Theorem [I.2] follows by setting a = 4 in Theorem O

Proof of Theorem[2.12. We already know that .J¢ is a good rate function by Lemma [2.11}
We will use Schilder’s theorem (Theorem [C]) combined with Varadhan’s lemma (Lemma [D]),

to prove the lower & upper bounds (2.28 [2.29)). The upper bound ([2.28) is the harder one.

Recall that P is the probability measure for n independent Brownian motions, satisfying
an LDP from Schilder’s theorem, with good rate function E7. Also, P®® is the probability
measure that is absolutely continuous with respect to P with Radon-Nikodym derivative
given by (2.17), where ®/:* is the functional from Definition

dpPp® |
B, exp (m(I)T (U )) (2.30)

Let Er be the expected value with respect to Pr. Using the Radon-Nikodym deriva-
tive (2.30), for any Borel set H C Cy, ([0, T, X,,), we have

K,a K 1 K,a K K
rlog P [U[O,T] S H] = HlogET{exp (n@T’ (U )>]J{U[07T] S H}} (2.31)

Lower bound. Fix an open set O C Cy,([0,77], X,,). Without loss of generality, we may
assume that

. 0,a
Mo = égg(ET(e) - $,%(0)) < 0.

Fix ¢ > 0 and 8©) € O such that Ep(0®)) — @%a(e(s)) < Mp + &, which in particular
implies that <I>OT’“(0(E)) > —00. As @%a is continuous by Lemma we can pick an open
neighborhood O) € O of 8¢) € Cy, ([0, T, X,,) such that % > &2*(8E)) — 1 on OF).
Now, let @ be the lower semicontinuous function equaling @%a on O®) and @%G(O(E)) -2
otherwise. Since @%a < &%, by applying Item [2[ of Varadhan’s lemma (Lemma @ to the
set O) and the function ®, combined with Schilder’s theorem (Theorem |C)), we obtain

1
lim xlogEr {exp (H@;’G(U“)> {Ufq € O}]

K—0+4+
> lim klogEr|exp (1(IJ%G(U“))]J{U’[B 7 € O(E)}]
K—0+ K '
> — inf (Er(0)-®(0)) > —(Br(6)-a7"(6")
0cO's
> —Mp—c¢ ﬁ) —Mo.

Upper bound. Fix a closed set F' C Cy, ([0, 7], X,,). We separate the proof into two parts.
First, assume that for the function ¢, = $ defined via (2.6, we have

T
W (F) = sup /0 ba(8s) ds < oo, (2.32)
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which implies by Lemma, [2.6] that

o(0) = 26 2/ Ya(0s)ds < q>°“(0)+g\ra(F), for all @ € F.
Fix ¢, M > 0. Note that ®(0;M,¢c) = max{@%aw) + SY,(F),—M} is a continuous
function by Lemma and ®7%(0) < ®(0; M,e) for all & € F and for all k € [0,¢].

Applying Item [1| of Varadhan’s lemma (Lemma @ to the set F' and the continuous function
®(0; M, ), combined with Schilder’s theorem (Theorem , we obtain

Tin 1 K,a K K
Nlir[r)lJr,"glog Er [exp <<I>T (U )) {Uf 1 € F}]

< 111%1+/{logET[eXp< o(U" M 5)>]J{U[0T € F}]

M oo 0,a
< —_ — . ) .
52£(ET(0) ®(6;M,¢)) —>s\0 (;Ielf?(ET(e) ¢7(9))

Next, if (2.32)) does not hold, we fix € > 0 and consider the stopping time 7. (2.23) from
Lemma Note that the set F'(e) := F N {7 > T} is closed, and ({2.32)) holds on F'(e):

U, (F(e)) :== sup / Va(05)ds < oco.
0cF (e

Therefore, we see that

T 1 K,a K K
Klir&mlogET {exp (H@T (U )) Ut 1 € F}}

< lim rlog (ID’"””G[U"i € F(e)] + P < T])

 k—0+

is bounded from above by the maximum of the two terms

lim klogP™?[U" € F(e)] < — inf (Ep(8) —®%%(0)) < — inf (Ep(0) — %(6)),

K0+ 9cF(c) 0cF
hm+ klogP™*[7e <T] < —R(e,09,a) LN —00,
r—0

where to bound the first term we used the first part of the proof and the fact that F' (e) CF,
and noted that the second term is exponentially small thanks to in Lemma

Conclusion. By Lemma [2.§ -, the asserted inequalities ([2.28 - ) follow from the above
bounds together with (| - O

Remark 2.13. It follows from the goodness of the multiradial Dirichlet energy (Lemma-
that it attains its minimum on Cy, ([0, 7], X;,). Moreover from Theorem 2| we see that

the minimum equals zero: taking F' = O = Cy, ([0, T, , -, together imply that
i J3(0) = inf J$(0) = li log P™*|U" € Cy,([0,T], X,)| = 0.
secnlbinn 1O = occn, iz O = M elos T € Co (0T )

=1
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3 LDP for multiradial SLE,

The goal of this section is to prove the main result, Theorem which is a finite-time
LDP for the n-radial SLE,, process as k£ — 0+4. Recall that in Definition [I.6] n-radial SLE
is defined as the Loewner chain whose (n-dimensional) driving process is (¢'©1, ..., ¢€l®%),
where © is the n-radial Bessel process (cf. Corollary . As Theorem gives an
LDP for the n-radial Bessel process, it would be convenient to just apply the Loewner
transform and use the contraction principle (recalled in Theorem to deduce an LDP
for multiradial SLE. Unfortunately, the standard contraction principle cannot be applied
directly, since the Loewner transform is not continuous for the Hausdorff metric,
but only in the so-called Carathéodory sense. As the latter topology is not very useful
for addressing geometric properties of hulls, we need to address the discontinuities of the
Loewner transform under the Hausdorff metric . From the chordal case [PW24], we
know that discontinuities of the Loewner transform (for the Hausdorff metric) occur at
hulls with non-empty interiors. In contrast, we show that finite-energy hulls are simple
radial multichords (Sections & — see in particular Theorem . This allows us
to sidestep the discontinuities: we can apply the contraction principle on a smaller space
where the Loewner transform is continuous, and then extend the LDP to the full space
using Proposition and Lemma [3.15

Proving that finite-energy hulls are simple radial multichords (Theorem is the main
work of this section. In the chordal case with n = 1, an analogous result has been verified
by two methods. On the one hand, following the methodology of Lind, Marshall, and
Rohde [LMR10], Wang used quasiconformal maps to argue that each finite-energy (n = 1)
hull is a quasi-arc [Wanl9al], which was later generalized to the case of n-multichords
in [PW24]. However, for radial multichords with n > 2, quasiconformal maps do not
seem to present the most natural geometric setup, so we do not follow this approach here.
(See [AP24] for an elaboration of this approach in the case of one radial chord.)

On the other hand, motivated by rough path theory, in [FS17] Friz & Shekhar derived
a strong derivative estimate for the Loewner uniformizing map near the tip for drivers with
finite Dirichlet energy . This can be used via standard arguments to imply that the
Loewner hulls thus obtained are in fact simple curves. In the present work, we employ the
strategy used by Friz & Shekhar combined with a generalized version of the restriction
property [LSWO3| (see Proposition . As a by-product, we obtain a radial version of the
main theorem of [ES17], but generalized to allow weight functions A — see Theorem (3.9

3.1 Multiradial Loewner equation and multiradial SLE,

We will now consider a more general (weighted) version of the Loewner equation (Equa-
tion below, which generalizes ) This allows us to consider Loewner flow with
a more general time-dependent parameterization and enables us to reparameterize radial
multichords when necessary. We restrict our attention to “nice” weights as follows.

Definition 3.1. A weight function is a cadlag (i.e., right-continuous with left limits) and
locally integrable function A: [0, 00) — (0, 00).

Notice that if A is a weight function, then the map t — fg As ds is strictly increasing
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(hence, it can be used to define a time change), and A is bounded on compact time intervals.

Multiradial Loewner equation. For any weight function A, we define the multiradial
Loewner equation with weight A as the boundary value problem

" w4+ gi(z —
Qo(s) = o) S O g e, 120, ()
j=1W — 9:(2)
where the driving functions w}, ..., w? € D are non-intersecting and continuous in time.

The solution g; = g7 to (3.1]) is called the Loewner chain with \-common parameterization.
Then, g;: D\ K} — D is the uniformizing map normalized at the origin, and in the
parameterization in (3.1]), we have

t
log g;(0) = n/ As ds.
0

Note also that the map by related to g; via g¢(e™) = exp(ih;(v)), and with w! = exp(i6?)
for j =1,...,n, satisfies

Aubu(w) = A0 3 cot (W) (3.2)

j=1

We say that the generated hulls K7 have the A-common parameterization.

An even more general version of (3.1) could be obtained by weighting each term in the
sum by a different weight \], which would allow the components of the generated hull to
be parameterized at different rates, but this is not needed for the present work.

Definition 3.2. Fix T € (0,00). Let 8 € C([0,T],X,), let A be a weight function, and
let g and K} be as in . We say that 6 generates a radial multichord vy 7 in D with
the A-common parameterization if ¢ — 7} is a continuous map from [0, 7] to D such that
7 € D for each 1 < j < n, the image Y0,y generates K} for all t € [0,T], and the
concatenations of 4/ with any simple curves from 7. to the origin form a radial multichord
(as in Definition . We call the radial multichord ~y( 7} simple if its each component 7
is injective, v (7] C D, and furthermore fy[JojT] N fyfgﬂ for all j # k.

When n = 1, we call yjo 7] a (simple) radial chord in D with the A\-parameterization. In
this case, v is also often referred to as the Loewner trace in the literature.

Remark 3.3. In general, the geometry of Loewner hulls depends on both the weight
function and the driving function; reparameterizing a hull allows one to focus on whichever
is more convenient. For example, the well-known phase transition for (n = 1) chordal SLE,
[RS05] from almost surely simple (k < 4) to self-touching to space-filling (x > 8) can be
understood by performing a time change so that the driving function is standard Brownian
motion B; and analyzing the resulting weight function. Indeed, the curves generated by
the weighted chordal Loewner equation

a

S =2 ze€M >0,
EEY 90(2)

Org(2) =
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are almost surely simple if & > 1/2 and space-filling if @« < 1/4. In this case, the time
change allows for comparison between the weight function o = 2/k and the parameter of
the usual Bessel process on the real line. In this context, Item [2] in Theorem [3.9]is rather
surprising: there, we show that driving functions with finite energy generate simple radial
multichords for any weight function that is uniformly bounded away from zero.

3.1.1 Multiradial SLE,, for « € (0, 4]

The next corollary clarifies the relationship between the measures P* discussed in Section
and n-radial SLE, processes (Definition |1.6]).

Corollary 3.4. Suppose that By = (B}, ..., BP) is an n-dimensional standard Brownian
motion in R™ defined on the filtered probability space (Q, F;,P), where Fy is its natural
right-continuous completed filtration. Fizr 6y € X,, and define Uy = (U},...,Ul) € X, by

Uy = 0y + vkBy, Ug = 6o, for 0 < k < 4.

Let zi — U} for j=1,...,n. Then, in the measure P* appearing in Proposition the

process (z},...,2') comprises the driving functions for n-radial SLE, started from zg.
Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition [2.2] and Definition [1.6 O

Remark 3.5. In [HL21] the authors consider (for 0 < x < 4) a sequence of measures jif
that are absolutely continuous with respect to P, with Radon-Nikodym derivative that is
a large time 7" truncation of the chordal Radon-Nikodym derivative (|1.1)). For each fixed ¢,
as T' — oo, the measures pfp converge in the finite variation distance to Py. Combining
this convergence result with Corollary justifies the definition of multiradial SLE, that
we use in this work (Definition [L.6]).

Since the present work relies on the construction of n-radial SLE, in [HL21], it is
worthwhile to briefly address our differing choice of parameterization. In [HL21], for each
x € (0,4], the authors describe n-radial SLE, as the Loewner chain generated by the
multiradial Loewner equation with weight A = 4/k and driving functions wg = %07
j =1,...,n, where ®f = (©}f,...,0%) is the n-radial Bessel process with parameter
a = 4/k from Definition However, the dependence of the weight function on
(i.e., using the A = 4/k-common parameterization) poses complications as k — 0+, so
this setup is not amenable to large deviations analysis. Thus, it will be more convenient
for us to consider the corresponding process up to the time change ¢t — % ¢, so that the
curves have the 1-common parameterization. In this setup, we consider the uniformizing
conformal mappings ¢g;: D~ K; — D normalized at the origin and satisfying the multiradial
Loewner equation with A =1 (i.e., Equation (1.11))). In particular, we note that the
Loewner hulls generated by with the 1-common parameterization are the same as
those generated by with the A = 4/k-common parameterization, if

gi(2) = Gm:/4(z) and Zi = wit/4‘

We shall address more general time changes in the next Section [3.1.2}

108ee [AT.21, Theorem 3.12 and the discussion following Corollary 3.13].
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Remark 3.6. For each a > 0, x < min{a,4}, and an additional parameter p € R,
one can similarly define multiradial SLE, with spiraling rate p (and with the common
parameterization) as the random radial multichord -+, for which the uniformizing conformal
mappings g:: D \ v, — D satisfy Equation with driving functions zi = ¢V for
j =1,...,n, where Uy = (U},...,U}") is the strong solution in Cy, ([0, 0), X,) to the
SDEs with @ = a/k. The results of the present work apply to derive an LDP
for this process as well (i.e., a version of Theorem , with the good rate function
obtained from Remark similarly as in . Indeed, note that by Corollary the
finite-energy condition J(6) < oo is idependent of a while, by applying the inequality
|A+ B|? <2(|A]* + |B|?) below, for any p, p’ € R we have

73(6) /Z\ds (261(0.) + )" ds
S%/ Z(2lds 0.) +0)|” +2[p — pl2>ds

= 2J37(6) + nt|p’ — pl*.

From this, we conclude that the multiradial Dirichlet energy J7:” with spiral defined in
Remark is finite if and only if the multiradial Dirichlet energy Jr = J;’O without spiral
in Definition is finite. Thus, Theorem also holds with the assumption Jp(0) < oo
replaced by the assumption J7*(0) < oo. Using this fact, one can check that also the proof
of Theorem applies verbatim to the spiraling case (up to footnote [12| on page .

Remark 3.7. Multiradial SLE, curves (allowing a spiraling rate p), are expected to satisfy
the so-called re-sampling property: for each curve 77 in v = (7!,...,7™), conditionally
on the other curves {v* ,k # j}, the law of 47 is that of the chordal SLE, in its natural
connected component. To prove this property, one should first show that the n-radial SLE,
is supported on radial multichords (as in Definition , continuous at the origin, and
elsewhere pairwise disjoint (cf. [Law13]). This follows from [MSI17] by using a coupling of
SLE,. curves as flow lines of the Gaussian free field. See also [WW24], where variants of
this process are considered. We will not need these properties in the present work.

3.1.2 Time changes

Remark describes the application of a particular time change to a Loewner chain with
n = 1. More generally, we see that (3.1)) is related to ((1.11)) by the following time change.
Let A\: and g as in (3.1)), and define

t
= / As ds, 7(t) := o7 (1), and gt = 9r(1)- (3.3)
0

Then, we have % (t) = 1/Ar(4), so the chain rule shows that g; satisfies with
zi = w’ ) Consequently, this tlme change allows us to conveniently move between the

1-common parameterization and the A-common parameterization as needed.

Most importantly, this allows us to reparameterize radial multichords: the property of
having finite truncated multiradial Dirichlet energy is preserved under a large class of time
changes, as the next lemma states.
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Lemma 3.8. Fiz T € (0,00). Let 0: [0,T] — [0,0(T")] be strictly increasing and differen-
tiable, with o(0) = 0, and suppose that &(t) := %O’(t) is uniformly bounded away from zero
and infinity, i.e.,
o]y = sup |o(t)] € (0,00)  and  [IFljor = sup i € (0,00).
te[0,T)] te[0,T]
For 6 € C([0,T], X,), set 0, = 05(1), and T .= o~ Y(T). Then, we have
Jr(0) < o0 if and only if JT(é) < 0.
In particular, if the time change o is defined by (3.3 for A bounded away from zero
and infinity, then the conclusion of Lemma [3.8|is that on finite time intervals, finite-energy

drivers for 1-common and A-common parameterizations coincide up to time change.

Proof. Since o is strictly increasing and differentiable, we have ¢(t) > 0 for all ¢, so we can
estimate the Dirichlet energy of each 67 by

1£lj0m) Er(#7) < ET(éj) < &l E(67).

Moreover, we have 7¢(0) > T if and only if Tcou(é) > T, and Corollary thus implies
that J7(0) < oo is equivalent to J;(6) < co. O

3.2 Derivative estimate for finite-energy Loewner chains for n =1

In this section, we consider solutions to the (single) radial Loewner equation (with
n = 1) with some weight function A: [0,7] — (0,00). A well-known condition for the
property that the driving function § € C([0,T],R) generates a radial chord Yo,r] in D is
an estimate for the derivative of the inverse map f; := b, ! near the driving function 6,
(locally) uniformly in time. More precisely, to verify the existence of the Loewner trace -,
it suffices to show the existence of the radial limit at its tip (see, e.g., [RS05, Theorem 4.1]
or [Keml17, Theorem 6.4]):

Vi = 1iI(I)1+ exp (1f:(0; +1iy)), uniformly for all ¢ € [0, 7. (3.4)
y—

It is not hard to check (see, e.g., [FS17, Appendix] or [RS05, Theorem 3.6]) that the
limit (3.4) exists uniformly in time if there exists a constant a € (0,1) such that

7100 +iy)| Syt for all y > 0 and t € [0, T7. (3.5)
When 6 has finite energy, the derivative estimate (3.5)) holds (in a very strong form), and
hence, the Loewner trace (3.4)) exists and is continuous in time.

A chordal version of the next result appeared in [F'S17, Theorem 2(i)] without any
weight function. Theorem [3.9]includes a general weight function and thanks to its radial
setup should be useful in applications to various planar growth processes.

Theorem 3.9. Fixn=1andT € (0,00). Let X\: [0,T] — (0,00) be a weight function that
s uniformly bounded away from zero, i.e.,

H%H[O,T] ‘= sup ﬁ < 0.
te(0,7)

Let 6 € HE([0,T],R) (i.e., absolutely continuous such that 6y =0 and Ep() < 00).
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1. Then, we have
) 1
61+ 10)| < exp (5 130 Ex(0)).  forall y >0, (3.6)

where f; := f);l is the inverse of the Loewner map by satisfying (3.2]) with n = 1.

2. Moreover, 8 generates a simple radial chord ~jo ) in D with the A-parameterization.

The proof of Item [1] uses a computation similar to that in [F'S17, Proof of Theorem 4].
(Though such computations have been used in earlier works, including [Lin05, [MRO05,
Law(9al [LMRI0} [LJVII].) The proof of Item [2| relies on the bound implied by Item
together with an argument that the resulting curve is indeed simple, which differs from
prior arguments used in the chordal case (that in the literature rely on the specific form
of the chordal Loewner equation, or scale-invariance which is absent in the radial case).
Alternatively, one could estimate the quasiconformal distortion to show that radial finite-
energy hulls are quasislits as in [MR05], LMR10, [AP24].

Proof. Fix t > 0 and write g := 0; — 6;_s. Then, the (mirror) backward Loewner flow
ps(2) == be—s(fe(z + 0¢)) — b4, 0<s<t,

satisfies py(2) = fi(z + 0;) — 6; and the backward Loewner equation

IJS(Z)—FQS>’ PO(Z) =z, by := Ni_s, 0<s<t.

Osps(z) = — Lscot ( 5

Writing
ps(2) + 0s = X5 +1Y5 and Ny := cos(X;) — cosh(Y5),

we find for the inverse Loewner map the equation

(1 — cos(Xs) cosh(Ys))

Oslog |f.(z + 0;)| = 9slog |pl(2)] = 45 A , 0<s<t
Writing also G := ps — X, we obtain
sinh(Y5) sin(X5)
SXS:SS_557 szs:sia sUs = Ls
0 0s — 0sG 0 14 N, 0sGg =1 N,
Now, a straightforward computation shows that
sinh?(Y5) cosh(Y5) sinh(Y5) 05 sinh(Y5)
Sl ! = —XLg S - — SYS .
Oslog |f,(z + 64)] 14 N2 + 4 . N (0sYs) + Sinh(Y,)

To write this in a more useful form, let us compute

0:N; _ sinh(Y;) sin(X.)
A A
- SInJhVWS)(aSm + %(asGsxas@s = 05Gs).
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Putting the above computations together, we see that

gl + 001 = log (Sy ) ~ o8 (31 ) + [ (060020 - @0.6.2) . 31

To evaluate (3.6]), take z = iy, with y > 0, so that Xy = 0 and Yy = y. Then, since Y, and
0sY; are positive, we see that

() s 52 < B) -+ (253
[ (o )
- /Ot Slfhfy) ds < 0.

Finally, noting that %(6593)2 > (05Gs)(0s0s) — (0sGs)?, we obtain from ([3.7)) the sought
estimate ({3.6]):

ds 1t ds 1
longt(zy+9t | < / 0505 273 = Z/o (3595)2)\*5 < §||%||[O,T] E7(0).

This proves Item |1l To prove Item [2) note first that the estimate (3.6) already implies that,
for every t € [0,7] and 0 < y <y’ < yp, we have

e+ i)~ 50+ i) < [ 1700+ i) du
Y

y0—>0

1
< yo exp (2 150,17 ET(9)> — 0.

This shows that the radial limit exists uniformly in time and in particular is continuous
in time. By arguments similar to [RS05, Theorem 4.1], this then implies that 6 generates
a radial chord 7jo 7} in D. It remains to show that v is simple. Observe that if v is not
simple, then there exists a time 7 € [0, 7] such that one of the following holds:

(i) v intersects the boundary at some point y(7) =z € 0D \ {1} at time 7 = 7; or

(ii) at time 7, the curve ~ intersects its own past, so (1) = vy(7’) for some 0 < 7" < 7.

If scenario (ii) occurs, then for any intermediate time s € (77, 7), the part ¢ — gs(7s4e) =: ¢
of the curve after time s hits 0D ~ {¢!} at time t = 7 — 5. By additivity of the Dirichlet
energy (2.16]), the energy of the driving function 6 of 7 satisfies Fr_4(0) < E7(6), so scenario
(ii) reduces to scenario (i). It thus remains to show that scenario (i) cannot occur. Thanks to
Lemma by making a time change we may assume without loss of generality that A\; = 1.
Suppose, towards a contradiction, that scenario (i) occurs for some (1) =z € 9D ~\ {1}.
Consider the time-evolution (with n = 1) of & = hi(—ilogx) € (0,27):

Y w
%ft = cot, <§t2t> = cot (;), where wp =& —

satisfies wyg = &y € (0,27). At the hitting time 7, to z, we have w,, € {0,27}, and

0o > 2E7(0) > 2E,(0) > 2 lim E(0)

t—=Te—
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t d Wsg
= 4 i = ( logsin (==
t 121 ; 8< ogsm<2))ds

(@t
= —4 lim log(s_m(j)> —
tom— - \sin ()

This contradiction shows that scenario (i) cannot occur, and finishes the proof. O

Remark 3.10. As a consequence of the proof of Theorem we get the following form
for the derivative of the inverse Loewner chain (compare with [FS17, Proposition 1]):

y B sinh(Y;) N t 9 1

log [f5(z + 0;)| = log (sinh(Yo) ~log FO +/0 ((85G5)(8595) — (0sGs) )Z ds.

By a closer investigation of the above computation, it should also be possible to extend
other results in [FS17] (for example, [FS17, Theorem 4] in the context of It6-Follmer type
integrals). Such generalizations would be, however, beyond the applications that we have
in mind in the present work, so we shall not attempt to do this.

3.3 Finite-energy hulls are simple radial multichords

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem The proof comprises a few steps.
We first show that for each t € [0,7], the hull K; consists of n disjoint sets which only
touch the boundary 9D at the starting points zJ, .. ., z§ (Proposition . We then derive
a generalized version of the restriction property (Proposition , cf. [LSWO03]), which
enables us to pass from the case of one radial curve to the case of several curves. We
combine these results with Theorem [3.9] to finish the proof of Theorem [I.9]in the end.

Proposition 3.11. Consider a multiradial Loewner chain with the 1-common parameteriza-
tion for which the uniformizing conformal mappings g:: D\ Ky — D satisfy Equation
with driving functions zg =% for j=1,...,n, where @ = (6,...,0") € Co, ([0, T, &y).
If Jr(0) < oo, then we have

n
K; = |_| K7, for each t € [0, T,
j=1
where Kg are pairwise disjoint connected hulls such that KZ NoD = {eigg}, for all j.

Proof. We will first prove that K; N oD = {eietl), ...,€% ) for all t € [0,T]. As the first step,
we show that none of the boundary points x € 9D ~\ {ei%, ...,e%} can be swallowed when

>0},

the energy is finite. Consider the swallowing times

Ty = 1IMIN 7 W here T, = Su {t > 0 : 1nf X e
r 1<5<n z r P - s€[0,¢] ’98( )
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3
6190

Figure 3.1: Illustration of a finite-energy hull and paths separating its components, as in
the proof of Proposition

Towards a contradiction, suppose that 7, <7T'. On the one hand, Corollary [2.9] shows that
T < Teon- On the other hand, if 77 = 7% for some i # j, then

S—Th—
s

i i 09 i63
€% — %] < (e — gy(2)] + g () —

0,

which shows that 7.,y < 7. Hence, we may without loss of generality assume that
{jo} := arg min; 7J = {1}, so that 7, = 740 = 7} < T. Consider the time-evolution

gi(e) = exp(ihs(u)) and & = hy(—ilogx) € (0,27), t < Tz,
and denote

wli=& -0/, j=1,....n, so that wr € {0,27}.

From (3.2)) (with A\ = 1) we see that
n wj
%ft:Zco‘c <2t>, t < Ty
j=1

We will now estimate the multiradial Dirichlet energy of 8 under the assumption that
7. = 7+ < T, which will lead to a contradiction with the finiteness of the energy:

n

o > 20r(0) 220,(0) = [ Y [0 —2000) s = [ ot - 2040, ds
0 . 0
j=1
= [MW- 2P as, (33)
0

R S
where Vs 1= f;ws — cot (),
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We will show that the righthand side of (3.8) is infinite, which gives a contradiction. First,
as Teoll > Ty, there exists a constant R € (0, 00) such that |Zs| < R for all s < 7,, so

Tx
/ |Z,>ds < R,
0

Second, the same computation as in the end of the proof of Theorem shows that

Lo sin (%)
i [ ViPds > —4 lim o (2 20) = e,
t—7,— J0 t—Tp— sin (""70)

since w! € {0,27}. We conclude that

Tx
> @ = [T~z
0

t Tz Tz
> lim [ |Vi*ds — / |Z|*ds — 2/ Vi — Zs||Zs|ds = oo,
t—1:— JO 0 0
= +oo < R7y € [0,400) <2 T7_1<f07-x |VS—ZS|2ds>1/2

since the third term is finite by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (3.8)):

0< 2/0” Vi, — Z,[|Zs| ds < ’2%(/;1“/;—&]2(15)1/2’ < 2VRm\/27.(0) < oo

This gives the sought contradiction — so we conclude that for all z € 8D\{ei9tl), ..., e% 1,
we have 7, > T. We have thus shown that K, N 9D = {¢l%, ... €%} for all t € [0, 7.

To finish, we will prove that K; = |_|;~L:1 Ktj is a union of pairwise disjoint connected
hulls Kj Indeed, pick n boundary points eiul, 61“2, ...,e"" € 0D such that v/ € (06, 96+1)
for each j, with the convention that 9”“ = 93 + 27. Pick n simple paths n', 7%, ..., 0"

D . K; such that each 7’ connects the origin to e v in D and n',n%, ...,n" only intersect
at the origin — see Figure|3.1| for an illustration. Then, U;n’ separates K; into n disjoint
connected hulls Ktj satlsfylng Kj NoD = {6190} for j=1,. O]

We will now prove a generalized version of the restriction property (Proposition [3.12)).
In the 1-common parameterization, the uniformizing Loewner maps ¢g;: D \ Ky — D
satisfy (T.11)) with 2/ = €', and the map h, related to g, via g(e™) = exp(ihy(u)) satisfies

Ouhiu) = 3 cot (W) (3.9)

j=1
See Figure for an illustration of the setup of Proposition [3.12

Proposition 3.12. Consider a multiradial Loewner chain with the 1-common parameteriza-
tion for which the uniformizing conformal mappings g:: D\ Ky — D satisfy Equation
with driving functions zg =% for j=1,...,n, where @ = (61,...,0") € Co, ([0,T7, Xy).
Suppose that Jp(0) < oo.

Fiz k € {1,...,n} and consider the partition K; = Rf U Ktk, where Kf is the connected
component of Ky containing % as in Proposz'tion and Rf = K¢\ Kf its complement.
Define the following quantities, as shown in Figure [3.2:
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\ of ()

— eixt(0F)

Figure 3.2: Illustration of the setup of Proposition

o Write R} := g,(R% < RF) for t € [0,T].

o Let of: D~ Rf — I denote the uniformizing map normalized at the origin.

o Write KF = of(KF).

o Let gf: D~ Kf — D denote the uniformizing map normalized at the origin.

e Define h¥ € [0,27) by §F(e") = exp(ihF(u)) for u € H such that e € D~ KF,
o Define xF € [0,21) by oF(e™) = exp(ixF(u)) for u € H such that ¢ € D~ RF.

Then, we have
“ WE(w) — Ok
ihf (u) = Af cot (t(uét> te0,7), (3.10)

where t > \f = ((Xf)’(Qf))Q is a continuous weight function, t — 0F := xF(0F), is the
driving function, and

T 1= SUP {t >0: sél[lc)f:t} 65 (e) — e | > 0}_

Furthermore, we have Ep(A\F) < oo and Ep(0%) < oc.

Proof. See Figure for the setup. Note that gf = ¢F o g; o (pf)~!, since all uniformizing
maps are normalized at the origin. Similarly, h¥ = yF o hy o (X’S)_l-

We see that the hulls (Ktk)tzo are locally growing, since the hulls (KJ)¢>o are locally
growing and contained in the domain of go’{j, which is a homeomorphism that extends
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continuously to the boundary. This implies that §f satisfies the weighted single-curve radial
Loewner equation for some weight \¥, with driving function el0f = apf(ewf ). Consequently,
h¥ satisfies an equation of the form with 0F = x¥(6,), again with some weight A\F.

In order to find AF, we compute the time derivative of hy(u) = x¥ o hy o (x&) ™' (u) using
the chain rule, substituting into , and then setting the result equal to the righthand
side of , which shows that

k(y) — vk (pk n v— @
\ cot(Xt“2’“@))=<atx?><v>+<xf>’<v>jz::1cot( ) e

where v = (h; o (x§) ") (u) for e € D~ KF. The above equation holds whenever
eV € D~ RF. We will solve for AF and evaluate the limit as v — 6* := 6F. For this purpose,
we define the notation #* to be clear that this value is fixed, even as we consider x* for
s € [t — €,t + €]. However, due to the singularity at 6*, we first take care to check that all
relevant maps are jointly continuous in a neighborhood of (¢, 6*).

The conformal mapping x} is well-defined and extends continuously to the boundary
in an H-neighborhood around 6*, so by Schwarz reflection, ¥ extends conformally to a
neighborhood of #* in the complex plane. Moreover, the conformal maps x* are continuously
differentiable in s, and we can find € > 0 and H-neighborhood O around 6* such that the
map (v, s) — Jsx*(v) exists and is jointly continuous on O x [t —e, t4¢]. Again extending by
Schwarz reflection, there exists a C-neighborhood U > 6* such that for s € [t —¢,t+ €], each
0sx"¥ is conformal on U, the map (v, s) = 9sx*(v) is jointly continuous on U x [t — €, + €].
Without loss of generality, we may assume that U is simply connected with rectifiable
boundary. Finally, for each m € N, the ma (z,t) — 8tx§m) is jointly continuous on
U x [t — €,t + €], which we can see by applying the Cauchy differentiation formula,

(m) y _ .\ (m) ! —
Xirs(2) —xi (2) _ ml! / Xtrs(w) = xe(w)  dw —, for all z e U,
oU

s T omi s (w—2)

and the dominated convergence theorem, which yield

o) = o [ X o = (man(e).

" 2w Jou (w — 2)™
Next, we Laurent expand both sides of (3.11]) around the singularity 6*, to obtain
2A\F
X (v) = XF(0F)
We can solve for A¥ by multiplying both sides by 3(xF(v) — xF(6F)) and taking the limit
as v — 0" (which is justified by the continuity checks above):

+0(1) = b)) + (Y 0) (=g +0W), v o

v—0OF

E(w) — vE(pk
ok = tim (ko) XM= - by o) € (0.20)

Let us also note that (xF(6*))" # 0, since (by Schwarz reflection, as above) xF is conformal
in a neighborhood of #*. Finally, the joint continuity of (s,v) — (x*)'(v) implies that ¥ is

"Here, we use the superscript “(m)” to denote the m:th complex derivative.
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continuous and therefore locally integrable. We thus conclude that A} = ((xF)’ (Qf))z is a
continuous weight function. This proves the asserted equality (3.10]).

Finally, we check that Ep(0F) < oo and Ep(AF) < co: differentiating, we have

Loy = IxFOF) = aF(0F) + () (6F)) Loy,
Ak = d(EY(0) = 200,065 (0F) + ()" (0F)) Lo8).

By joint continuity, all of 9;x¥(0F), and (xF)(0F), and 0;(x¥)'(6F), and (xF)"(0F) are
uniformly bounded on the compact interval [0, 7], while by Corollary the function
0F has finite Dirichlet energy and so ¢ — -$60F is integrable on [0, 7] (as ¥ is absolutely
continuous). Thus, we see that Ep(0F) < oo and Ep(A\F) < oo, proving the last claim. [

Proof of Theorem[1.9. The case of n = 1 is covered by Theorem [3.9} so we will consider
the case where n > 1. By P'roposition the hull K; = ?:'1 K} is a disjoint union of
n connected components Kj containing the starting points 6, with 1 < j < n. It thus
suffices to show that each such connected component is generated by a simple curve.

Fix k € {1,...,n}. By conjugating by a suitable rotation, we may assume without loss
of generality that 6§ = 0. With notation from Proposition the map fzf satisfies the
(single) radial Loewner equation (with n = 1) parametrized by the continuous weight
function A¥ and with driving function %, which has finite Dirichlet energy E7(0%) < oc.
Thus, by Theorem [3.9) we know that K* is a simple radial chord, so K% = (o)~ (Kk) is
also a simple curve (as a conformal image of such). As the choice of the index k € {1,...,n}
was arbitrary, we conclude that every connected component of K is a simple curve. [

3.4 Proof of the LDP for multiradial SLE,,

In this section, we prove the main result, Theorem Let us begin by recalling that the
Loewner transform L;, defined in , sends driving functions to the hulls generated
by the multiradial Loewner equation with 1-common parameterization. Hence, it
would be natural to apply the contraction principle, (Theorem to deduce the LDP for
multiradial SLE,; from the LDP for Dyson Brownian motion (Theorem . However, as
the Loewner transform is not continuous, we cannot do this directly. Instead, we first
restrict £; into a subset with full measure where it is continuous, and use Proposition [3.13]
below, which will allow us to derive the large deviations result for multiradial SLEq. .

Theorem E (Contraction principle, [DZ10, Theorem 4.2.1]). Let X and Y be Hausdorff
topological spaces, and let f: X —'Y be a continuous map. Suppose that the family (P*).>0
of probability measures satisfies an LDP in X with good rate function I: X — [0, 00|, that
is, for any closed subset Fy and open subset Oy of X, we have

lim klogP*[Fy] < — inf I d i log PF|Og| > — inf I
Jop, klogP*[R] < — inf I(z) end  lim xlogP"[O0] 2 - inf I(a),

and the level set I71]0,c] is a compact subset of X, for all ¢ € [0,00). Define

J(y):= inf I(x), cY.
()= _inf 1)
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Then, the family (P%) x>0 := (P% o f~1) x>0 of pushforward probability measures satisfies an
LDP in'Y with good rate function J: for any closed subset F' and open subset O of Y,

lim klogP*[F] < — inf J d lim rlogP¥[0] > — inf J
Jm wlogPPF] < —Inf J(y)  an Jim s log 0] = — inf J(y),

and the level set J71[0,c] is a compact subset of Y, for all ¢ € [0, 00).

Proposition 3.13 (Restricted LDP). Let X be a Hausdorff topological space, (P*).>0 a
family of probability measures on X, and I: X — [0,400] a rate function. Suppose A C X
is a measurable subset such that I-[0,00) C A and PF[A] =1 for every k > 0. Then, the
family (P|") x>0 of restricted measures satisfies an LDP in A with rate function 1| if and
only if the family (P%).~o satisfies an LDP in X with rate function I. Specifically, for
every closed F' C X and open O C X, the following equivalences hold:

T n > T K > _

ilg})/flogIP’ [F] > ;Ielgf(a:) = i%ﬁlOgP’A[FﬂA] > zelggAI’A(x)’
li logP*[0] < —inf I — li logP|[ONA] > — inf [ .
lim s log [0] < — inf I(z) lim £ log Al 2 - dnf Tla(z)

Furthermore, I is a good rate function if and only if I|4 is a good rate function.

Proof. Since P*[A] =1 and I71[0,0) C A, for any measurable set B C X, we have

P*[B] =P*[BN A] = P|4[B N 4] and ;Ieljfgl(x):xelgrf_m](x):xelggAI\A(:r).

The equivalences follow. The last claim follows from the assumption I71[0,00) C A. [

Remark 3.14. In Proposition it is enough to assume that A C X is some (not
necessarily measurable) subset such that I171[0,00) C A and for every x > 0 there is some
measurable set A® C A such that P*[A"] = 1. We equip A with the subspace topology
induced from X, and define the restricted measures by P|[E] := P*[E N A"].

Recall that a hull is a compact set K C D such that D~ K is simply connected, 0 € D\ K,
and the closure K NID = K in C. For each hull K, we denote by gx: D N~ K — D the
uniformizing map normalized at the origin, i.e., satisfying gx(0) = 0 and ¢} (0) > 0.
We call log g% (0) the capacity of K, so that the complement of K has conformal radius
1/g5(0) = e~ 1°89%(0) For each fixed T € (0, 00), we denote

Kr = {hulls K C D of capacity nT}.  K:= | J Kr. (3.12)
T>0

We endow the space K of hulls with the coarsest (Carathéodory) topology for which
a sequence (K))ken in K converges to K € K if and only if the associated functions
g}_((lk> converge to gl}l uniformly on compact subsets of D. By [Dur83, Theorem 3.1],
this is equivalent to the Carathéodory kernel convergence of the complementary domains
Dy =D~ K to D := D~ K with respect to the origin: for any subsequence (D(kj))jeN
we have D = ;5 (ﬂizj D(kj))ov denoting by V; the connected component of a set V' C D
containing the origin. Because we require that K N 1D = K for any hull K, we see that for
two hulls K # K, we have D~ K # D~ K, which shows that the Carathéodory topology on

the set K has the Hausdorff (T2) property. (This is required in the contraction principle.)
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Although K C C is contained in the set of compact subsets of D, the Carathéodory and
Hausdorft (1.13)) topologies on K are not comparable. However, we can characterize their
difference in the following useful manner (via a radial analogue of [PW24], Lemma 2.3]).

Lemma 3.15. Suppose that a sequence (K)ken in K converges to K € K in the
Carathéodory sense and to K € C in the Hausdorff metric. Then D~ K = (D~ K)o.
In particular, we have DN K =D N K if and only if D~ K is connected.

Proof. This follows by the same proof as [PW24 Lemma 2.3]. O
The Loewner transform Lp: C([0,T7], X,,) — C sends driving functions to hulls,
Lr(0):={zeD|.<T} Cc Kr C C.

It is well-known that Lr is continuous in the Carathéodory sense (see [MS16b, Propo-
sition 6.1] for a proof for general Loewner chains). While L7 is not continuous in the
Hausdorff metric, its discontinuities occur outside of the set of simple curves (cf. [PW24]
Lemma 2.4]).

Proof of Theorem[1.8. We can write the Loewner transform as a composition L7 = ¢ o L/,
where £/.: C([0,T7], X,) — Kr is the Loewner transform to the set of hulls of capacity
nT, and ¢: IC < C is the inclusion of the hulls to the compact subsets of D. Now, the
map L/ is continuous in the Carathéodory sense (e.g., by [MSI6b, Proposition 6.1]), so
Theorem and the contraction principle (Theorem together imply that the initial
segments 'y’[’”b’T] of multiradial SLE, curves with laws (P*),~¢ satisfy an LDP in r (in the
Carathéodory sense) with good rate function I7.: Ky — [0, +00] defined similarly to (1.14),
IN(K) = BG(C’ITI;f;l(K) Jr(0).

Next, denote by A C Kr the set of simple radial multichords with total capacity nT which
are generated by a driving function in the 1-common parameterization (as in Definition .
For # < 4] we have P*[A] = 1, while by Theorem the set A contains all finite-energy
hulls. Thus, we deduce from Proposition that the family (P*).~( satisfies an LDP
in A in the Carathéodory sense and with good rate function I/ 4.

Now, we claim that the restricted map ¢| 4: A < C is continuous, when the former space
carries the Carathéodory topology and the latter the Hausdorff metric. Indeed, suppose
that a sequence (n(k)) keN of simple radial multichords in 4 converges to n € A in the
Carathéodory sense. By compactness of C, passing to a subsequence, 7, also converge
in the Hausdorff metric to some 7 € C. Then Lemma [3.15] implies that DNn =D N7
(since otherwise, n would have non-empty interior). Furthermore, since n is a hull and
7] is compact, this implies that n = nND = DN#n C 7. Now, if x € (D) \ n, then
the sets ;) avoid z for large enough k, so = ¢ 7). It follows that n and 7 agree on the
interior of the disk and also on the boundary, so n = 1. This shows that ¢|4: A < C is
continuous. Therefore, we can apply the contraction principle (Theorem [E]) again to deduce

1211 the context of Remark concerning other SLE variants, this is replaced by k < 4 A a.
3Note that A contains a P*-measurable subset of full measure, because the solution of the Loewner
equation is measurable with respect to the driving process (whose law is P*). See also Remark
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that the pushforward measures (P% o (1| 4))x>0 satisfy an LDP in ¢(A) C C in the Hausdorff
metric with good rate function (I 0 .= 1)[,(4) = (I7)|,(4). From this, we conclude again

using Proposition [3.13] that the initial segments 'y’[’b 7] of multiradial SLE, curves with laws
(P%) >0 indeed satisfy the LDP ((1.15] [1.16)) in C with good rate function I7. O

4 Large-time behavior of finite-energy systems

By the definition of multiradial Loewner energy, finite-energy curves are exactly those
whose driving functions have finite multiradial Dirichlet energy. Intuitively, as t — co we
expect the interacting particle system that describes these driving functions to approach
an equally-spaced configuration. This section makes these ideas precise. Given an initial
configuration, Proposition in Section concerns the existence and uniqueness of the
zero-energy flow for all time, and Proposition concerns its convergence to the static
equally-spaced configuration. We consider the convergence of finite-energy systems in

Section (see in particular Proposition and Remark [£.9). Theorem follows by
collecting the results of this section:

Proof of Theorem[I.10. This is the content of Propositions [£.5] & [4.7] below. O

4.1 Zero-energy systems: existence, uniqueness, and asymptotics

To begin, we will show that infinite-time zero-energy flows do exist. Clearly, the n-
dimensional Dirichlet energy Ep appearing in is non-negative and attains the mini-
mum Fr7(0p) = 0 at the constant function 8 = 6y. Although the sign of the functional (3[)%
is not clear from its formula , Proposition below shows that also Jr attains the
minimum zero. We investigate the minimizers in more detail in Proposition

Lemma 4.1. Fiz @ € X,, and, using the convention that "1 = 0! + 2r as in (1.2)), let

j € argmin (0¥ — 0%). Then, the functions (1.5) satisfy
1<k<n

¢(0) — ¢'(0) > 7 — n(ejHQ_ej) > 0. (4.1)

Proof. To streamline the notation, we make the change of variables w* := 6% /2. Rewriting
the lefthand side of (@.1)) in terms of w* using (1.5) yields

$HO) — ¢ (8) = nf ((cot (I — w*17F) — cot (w/ — w/ 7)) (4.2)

k=1

A key observation is that the sum is telescoping when the w’ are equally-spaced on [0, 7),
an idea that will be used again in the proof of Proposition Note that

cot(u) — cot(v) > v — u, O<u<wv<m, (4.3)
. d . 9 . .
since , cot(u) = —csc?(u) < —1. We can use this to bound terms in (4.2)) as

cot (W —wh) —cot (W — WP 1) > (W — W) — (W —WF)
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= — (ij —wj) + (wk —wk_l).

Substituting these bounds into (4.2)), then adding and subtracting (w/*! — w’), we obtain

n

&(0) — ¢ (0) > (Z ("~ w’“‘l>) — (Wt —w) = 7 —nW - W),

k=1
which gives the asserted inequality (4.1) (after substituting back w® = 6%/2). O

Proposition 4.2. The system of differential equations on Cg,([0,00), X,) given by
%9{ =247(8,) forallt >0and j€{1,...,n} (4.4)
has a unique solution for each initial configuration g € X,.

Proof. Using the convention that §"*! = ! 4 27 as in ((1.2)), write

; : 2
o : 741 J _(pl n
Ag.—1%1£n|9 - 07| € [0,—71}, 0= (0,...,0") € X,, (4.5)

and consider the space
XE={0c X, | Ay >c}, e > 0.

For each fixed £ > 0, each map 6 + 2¢7(0) appearing on the righthand side of the ODE (4.4))
is Lipschitz on X° by , so for Oy € X a unique solution exists in X up until the
time when the boundary 90X is hit. (Indeed, the Picard-Lindel6f theorem implies that
the unique solution exists on a time interval whose length depends only on the Lipschitz
constant, which in turn only depends on e.) Thus, it suffices to show that any solution
to (4.4]) with initial condition in X stays in XF without hitting the boundary. To establish
this, we show that the map ¢ — A(t) := Ay, is non-decreasing. As A is differentiable
almost everywhere, it suffices to show that %A(t) > 0 for each ¢ > 0 where it exists.

To this end, note that the ODE (4.4) and Lemma together imply that

SO —0]) =2(¢771(6:) — ¢7(61)) > 2m —nA(t) > 0, (4.6)
for any index j € Ay := argmin (¥ — 0F). From this, we deduce that
1<k<n
LA(t) = min S (677" —67) > 0. (4.7)
JEAL
This concludes the proof (see also Remark . U

Remark 4.3. Equations (4.6 imply that if A(t) < 27/n, then %A(t) > 0, while if
A(t) = 2w /n, then A(t) stays constant after time ¢, since %A(t) =0.

Remark 4.4. Remark could be used to give an alternative, indirect proof of Proposi-
tion Indeed, for every T' > 0, there exists at least one minimizer 8 € Cy, ([0, T], X,,) with
Jr(0) = 0. From Definition we see that such minimizers must satisfy Equation (4.5)).
Since T' > 0 was arbitrary, we can extend the solution for all times, 8 € Cy, ([0, c0), X;,).
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The next result shows that, for any initial configuration, the zero-energy particle system
eventually approaches a static equally-spaced configuration, exponentially fast.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose that J(@) = 0. Then, there exists ( € R such that
. _ 21 (n—1)27
Jim 0, = (¢, ¢+ 20, ., (4 (0, (4.8)
and the convergence is exponentially fast with exponential rate n.
Proof. We will first show that

d(8y) :== max | — (01 —6))| =X 0 (4.9)

and this convergence happens exponentially fast at rate n. In fact, for this it is actually
sufficient to show that the smallest gap approaches 27 /n as t — co. Indeed, consider

. o . J+1 o J o >
ypi= - - min (6 0]) = — A(t) >0, (4.10)
; i 27
— J+l _ piy _ >
Y; : Jpax. (6 67) 2 0, (4.11)

where A(t) := min; [¢]7! — 6/|. Since the gaps (§/"" — 6]) sum up to 2, we see that
Y: < (n — 1)y, and thus,

d(6y) = max{y;, V;} < (n— 1)y;. (4.12)

From Definition and the assumption J(6) = 0, we know that € satisfies the ODE (4.4))
from Proposition From (4.7)), we then deduce that, for almost every ¢ > 0, there exists
an index j such that

Ly =2 0) - (0) < —p =y <yoe ™.
It follows that

Z— (0" =8| < (- Dy < (n—Dyoe ™, jE{l...,n}, (4.13)

n

As t — oo, the righthand side approaches zero exponentially fast with rate n, yielding (4.9).
It remains to prove the convergence of 6, to the static equally-spaced configuration (4.8)).

From (4.13)), we have

or
n

—(n—1e™ <O -0 < Ty (n-1)e ™,  je{l,...,n} (4.14)

Fix to such that (n — 1)e™™ < 2%, Then (07 — 677y € (0,7) and (6/TF — 67 € (0,7)
for all k € {1,2,...,|n/2|} and ¢ > to. Applying (4.14) k times and using the identity
(% cot(u) = —csc?(u) < —1, we see that

J—k

cot (/%r + k(ngl)e_”t) < cot (W) < cot (]%T — k(n2—1)6_nt)’ (4.15)
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o oIk _p7 .
and similarly for cot (--——=). We thus obtain

[n/2]-1 J_ pi—k j+k g
0/ — 0 ;" — 0
J i t - t
|dt9|<2 kgl cot( 5 ) cot( 5
-, n/2) -1 (kT k=) ok k=) 0\ o
< kz::l co (?—72 e )—co (?+72 e ) [y]
[n/2]-1
<2(n—1e™ k [by (4.3)]
k=1
—_1\2(n —
< (n 1) (Tl 3) et tﬂf 0,
4
when n is odd, and similarly,
(9j 9 -n/2 [n/2]— 9j Qj*k 9j+/€ . 9j
J i _ i t
]dt9]<2 cot( 5 + 2 Z cot( 5 ) cot(72 )
< %6_7” < (n—l)i("—:;)efnt
t—o00

when n is even. In particular, we see that there exists a constant ¢ € (0,00) such that

/ |dt03]dt<cne "o < oo,
t

0

which shows that, first of all, tlim 9{ exists and is given by (4.8]) for some ¢ € R, and second
— 00

of all, the convergence happens with exponential rate n. ]

Remark 4.6. If J7*(0) = 0, we get instead
S ==2((6471(80) + p) — (#4(0:) +p)) = =7 (2(¢7*1(8:) = #/(61)) ) <~y
Hence, the proofs of Propositions and give that the differential equation
501 =260(0;) +p
has a unique solution for each initial configuration 8y € X,,, and it satisfies
lim (00— pt) = (¢, ¢+ 2, ¢ + 5,

for some ¢ € R, where the convergence is exponentially fast with exponential rate gn.

4.2 Finite-energy systems

We will now show that any function with finite multiradial Dirichlet energy converges to an
equally-spaced system in the long run. However, if the multiradial energy is non-zero, it is
possible that the convergence rate is very slow and that the system continues slow rotation
for all time. (Compare to Proposition for zero-energy systems, and see Remark )
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Proposition 4.7. Consider a function 8 € Cy,([0,00),X,,). If J(0) < oo, then we have

; ; 2m
. J+1 ol .
th_;n (0 0)) = - for all j € {1,...,n}. (4.16)

Remark 4.8. Proposition states that for finite-energy systems, the points elft ol
eventually approach equal spacing around the circle — but, in contrast to Proposition it
is not true that a system with finite energy necessarily converges to a static equally-spaced
configuration. For instance, let us consider the system defined by n equally-spaced copies
of a single driver 6':

0, = (0}, 00 +2=, ... 6} + =12y 4>

n

so that ¢/(0;) = 0 for every j and t. If §! € C%([o, o), X1) has finite Dirichlet energy
E(6') < oo, then @ has finite multiradial Dirichlet energy:

:;/0 Z|ds —2¢7(0 / Z|ds s—nE(91)<oo.

However, this system may slowly spiral, for example if 8} = log(t + 1).

Proof of Proposition[{.7] As in the proof of Proposition now under the assumption
that J(0) < oo, we first prove , which will follow by proving the convergence (in
this case with unspecified rate). By the observation in Equation , it actually suffices
to show that the quantity y; approaches zero as t — oo. To this end, we will first
show that J(0) < oo implies

D(6) :={t €[0,00): y > 6} has finite Lebesgue measure for any ¢ > 0. (4.17)

Thereafter, we will show that if J(8) < oo, then D(J) is a bounded set for every § > 0.
This is equivalent with tm yr < 6 for every 6 > 0. As y is non-negative, by taking 6 — 0
—00

we may then conclude that lim 0y = 0.

Fix § > 0. On the one hand Lemmalmphes that if ¢4 > §, then 2 Jpax |¢J (0:)] > 50.
On the other hand, the triangle inequality yields
J J j dgi
2lr£1ax |7 (0:)] < max 1-40] —2¢7(0,)] + 11;1]32(”\ 071 (4.18)

Hence, if y; > 6, then at least one term on the righthand side of (4.18)) is greater than or
equal to %d. This allows us to bound the Lebesgue measure v(D(4)) of the set D(d) as

v(D(5)) < v(S) +v(R), (4.19)
where S := {1 €0,00): max 0] — 26/ (61)| > 25},
R:= {t € [0,00): Jpax |dt¢9]] > ”(5}

To bound the righthand side of (4.19)), we note that each term on the righthand side of
(4.18) is square-integrable:

/0 (lrgja<x|ds —2¢7(0 ds</ Zuis —2¢7(0 )‘ ds =2J(0),
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/ ( max |- 0j|>2 ds < / En |4 0j|2 ds =2FE(0)
0 1<j<n | ds78 —Jo jldss ’
so that

32
v(D(9)) < 552
since J(6) < oo by assumption and E(6) < co by Corollary This verifies (4.17]).

Next, suppose that D(d) is unbounded. Then, there exists and a sequence ((;))ren
such that ¢(y) — oo as k — oo and y;,, > ¢ for all k. Since v(D(/2)) < oo, we may assume
(passing to a subsequence if necessary) that on each interval (t),tx+1)), the function y

exits D(6/2). Set

(J(6) + E(8)) < oo,

S(ky = max{t <ty = 0/2}, ke N.

Since the set D(d/2) has finite Lebesgue measure, the length of the intervals (s, )]
approaches zero as k — oo, so for any € > 0 we can find an index k. such that

[tke) — Sl <€

By construction, for every k € N and 7 € At(k) := arg min (Gf(;r)l — Hf(k)) we also have
1<k<n

[ _ : i+1 j . J+1 J

i < _ - j+l i ) _ —

2 = yt(k) ys(k) lg‘ljlgn (QS(k) HS(k)) lISnjlgn (Ht(k) at(k))

i+l _ pgitl i pi
= |98<k) Oicn [+ ‘9%) Os ;

Hence, we see that there exists an index j such that |9{(k ) Hg(k )‘ > ¢/4. We thus obtain

(using also the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality)

i _ i |2
|9t(ke> 08(’“6)’ > 02 e

dgi?qy > > 2 2 o
20ty = Skl 32€

du’u =

1 [lke)
o > E(0) > - /
2 S(ke)

which is a contradiction. This shows that D(6) is bounded for every § > 0 and, in particular,

that (4.16]) holds. O

Remark 4.9. In contrast with Proposition finite-energy systems do not necessarily
enjoy exponential rate of convergence to the equally-spaced configuration . In fact, it is
even possible to construct systems of arbitrarily small energies with polynomial convergence
rates. To demonstrate this, let us consider the case of two drivers, n = 2. Let f: [0,00) = R
be a continuous L?-function, and suppose 0!, 6? satisfy the differential equations

o) — 07

d pl
it :2cot(

) - 1),

62 — g}
C?11,9,?:2(:0‘5(152 t), t>0,

with initial configuration 8y = (63,63) = (0, 7). Then, 8 = (01,6?) € Cy,([0,0), X,,) has
multiradial Diriclet energy

T
®) =3 [ 57 s
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and u; := (#? — 0}) — 7 satisfies the differential equation

Uy + 7
2

%ut =4 cot ( > + f(1), with initial configuration uy = 0.

Now, note that d(6;) > |u;|. Next, consider a function v: [0,00) — R satisfying the
differential equation

%Ut = —dv; + f(1), with initial configuration vy = 0.
Since @ — cot(%3™) is 1-Lipschitz on [0, 5], we have u; > vy for all times before v; exits the
interval [0, 5]. Choosing f(t) = 5 for € € (0, 5) gives rise to the function

t 4s —4t
—At e 1—6
vr=ee /os+1 8—84(t+1)’

which never exits [0, 5], and thus, we find that
1— €f4t

ey =0

d(Oy) > up > v > €

This gives a polynomial lower bound for the convergence rate to the equally-spaced config-
uration (4.16)) for the system 8 = (9!, §%) having energy

g2 g2

0= | sty

which can be made arbitrarily small by taking ¢ — 0.

Finally, we treat the convergence rate for systems with (locally) finite energy. For
zero-energy systems, it recovers the exponential rate of convergence of (4.9)) from the proof

of Proposition

Proposition 4.10. Consider a function 8 € Cp,([0,00),X,). If Jr(0) < oo for every
T >0, then we have

t
d@,) < (n—1 —”t<2\6/ s, 105J5(0) ds + d(0 > t>0, (4.20
(6:) < (n—1)e LY (6) ds + d(6o) > (4.20)
27T . .
where  d(0;) := x| -~ = (071 — 6.

Proof. We will show the slightly stronger claim for y; (4.10)) that

t
< m(m@/ s, /0, J4(0) ds + ) t>0. 4.21
y<e ey (0) ds +yo > (4.21)

The asserted bound (4.20]) then follows from (4.12)).
Similarly as in (4.7]), we deduce that for almost all times ¢, we have

Ly = (6] —2¢7(0,) — (0] —20711(6,)) — 2(¢7 ' (8:) — ¢ (6y)) (4.22)
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1<k<n

for some j € A; := argmin (47! — 6F). Tt follows from Lemma [4.1| that

and

|60

2(¢"1(0:) — ¢7(8:)) > ny,

—208(8,)] < (an |-Loi — 2¢i(9t)|2)1/2 =V2,/0,0,0), ke{l,... . n}
=1

Plugging these back to (4.22)) yields

Ly < —nyy + 2v24/0,1,(6),

which implies (4.21]) and concludes the proof. O
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