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Abstract

The main motivation of the present work is to investigate the asymptotic behavior as
κ → 0+ of multiradial Schramm-Loewner evolution, SLEκ. 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 β = 8/κ tends to ∞. To our
knowledge, in the literature large deviations of Dyson Brownian motion has only been
considered for fixed β and as n tends to ∞. 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 SLEκ.
Here, the main technical difficulty is that the SLEκ 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 (SLEκ) is a natural model of a random interface arising from
two-dimensional conformal geometry. SLEκ 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

√
κB, 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 SLEκ, respectively. Their interplay allows for a rich theory that
employs tools from diverse disciplines, including conformal geometry [LSW03, Wan19a],
stochastic analysis [RS05, Dub07, MS16b], interacting particle systems [Car03, ABKM20],
Teichmüller theory [Wan19b, Bis19], and algebraic geometry [PW24].

The roughness of SLEκ curves depends on a parameter κ ≥ 0. In particular, for different
values of κ, variants of SLEκ curves describe scaling limits of interfaces in a variety of
statistical physics models (e.g., [LSW04, Smi06, Sch06, SS09]). The close relationship with
discrete statistical physics models also allows discrete intuition and enumerative analysis to
inform conjectures about SLEκ itself, as applied to the theory of multiple SLEs in [KL07,
BPW21, HL21]. Interestingly, SLEκ curves are also very closely related to conformal
field theory [BB03, BB04, FW03, FK04, CDR06, KS07, Dub15, Pel19], the Gaussian free
field [Dub09, KM13, MS16a, She16], and random matrix theory [Car03, CLM23].

Natural variants of SLEκ can be constructed from the so-called chordal SLEκ by change
of measure. For instance, multiple-curve chordal SLEκ (where each curve connects two
distinct boundary points) has been investigated in many works, including [BBK05, Dub07,
KL07, Law09b, KP16, PW19, BPW21]. When κ ∈ (0, 4], it is the measure absolutely
continuous with respect to the product measure on n independent SLEκ curves with
Radon-Nikodym derivative

1|{γj ∩ γk = ∅ for all j ̸= k} exp
( c

2

n∑
i=2

µloop[Li(γ)]
)
, (1.1)

where µloop[Li(γ)] is the Brownian loop measure of loops that intersect at least i of the
curves γ = (γ1, . . . , γn), and c is a parameter known as the central charge,

c = (6 − κ)(3κ− 8)
2κ .

(See, e.g., [KL07, Law09b, PW19] for this definition, and [LSW04] for the construction of
Brownian loop measure.) However, these measures are mutually singular when κ = 0.

Recently, a large deviation principle (LDP) for multichordal SLEκ as κ → 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
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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 [Wan19b]) and is the semiclassical c → −∞ limit of
certain CFT correlation functions (see [Dub15, KKP19, Pel19, ABKM20]).

In the present work, we investigate the asymptotic behavior as κ → 0+ of multiradial
SLEκ (a multiple SLE in the disk where all curves have the origin as their common target
point). We show that multiradial SLEκ 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 methods1 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 SLEκ 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 SLEκ,
since the Brownian loop measure in (1.1) blows up when curves intersect. This difficulty
was addressed in the construction of multiradial SLEκ in [HL21], whose main result is the
construction of multiradial SLEκ for κ ≤ 4 as the solution to the multiradial Loewner
equation for driving functions that evolve according to Dyson Brownian motion on the
circle2 with a particular repulsive strength. (See Definition 1.6 and Section 3.1 for details.)

The connection between multiradial SLEκ 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, CM22, CLM23, FWY24]. An
investigation of chordal Loewner evolution driven by a branching particle system (varying
n) evolving according to Dyson Brownian motion for β = ∞ 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. [dMS16, HK18, HS21]).

The description of multiradial SLEκ in terms of the corresponding driving functions pro-
vides the key tool in deriving the multiradial Loewner energy (Definition 1.5). 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 1.2). 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.

1A finite-time parameterized single-curve LDP for chordal SLE0+ 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 2.1.
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1.1 Large deviations of Dyson Brownian motion on the circle

Fix an integer n ≥ 1. Let (R/2πZ)n be the torus with periodic boundary conditions, and
let Xn denote the subset of elements admitting representatives θ = (θ1, . . . , θn) satisfying

θ1 < θ2 < · · · < θn < θ1 + 2π. (1.2)

Throughout, we use the convention that θn+j = θj + 2π for all j. Let C
(
[0,∞),Xn

)
denote

the space of continuous functions θt = (θ1
t , . . . , θ

n
t ) from [0,∞) to Xn. Consider the unique

strong solution Uκ
t := (U1

t , . . . , U
n
t ) in C

(
[0,∞),Xn

)
to the system of SDEs3

dU j
t = 2

∑
1≤k≤n

k ̸=j

cot
(
U j

t − Uk
t

2

)
dt+

√
κdW j

t , for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, (1.3)

up to the collision time

τcoll := inf
{
t ≥ 0 : min

1≤j<k≤n

∣∣eiUj
t − eiUk

t
∣∣ = 0

}
, (1.4)

where W 1
t , . . . ,W

n
t are independent Brownian motions. We shall see that the process

(eiU1
t , . . . , eiUn

t ) is nothing but a variant of Dyson Brownian motion on the circle (Section 2.1).
In particular, the existence of a unique strong solution to (1.3) follows from the analogous
result for Dyson Brownian motion [AGZ10]. While using the parameter κ in the context
of Dyson Brownian motion is non-standard, our choice of Uκ is strongly motivated by its
connection to SLEκ. Setting κ = 0 in (1.3) motivates the next definition.

Definition 1.1. The multiradial Dirichlet energy4 J : C
(
[0,∞),Xn

)
→ [0,+∞] is the limit

J(θ) := lim
T →∞

JT (θ) ∈ [0,+∞], θ ∈ C
(
[0,∞),Xn

)
,

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

JT (θ) :=


1
2

∫ T

0

n∑
j=1

∣∣ d
dsθ

j
s − 2ϕj(θs)

∣∣2 ds, if θ is absolutely continuous on [0, T ],

∞, otherwise,

where ϕj(θ) :=
∑

1≤k≤n
k ̸=j

cot
(
θj − θk

2

)
. (1.5)

Analogously, for each a > 0, the multiradial Dirichlet energy with parameter a is defined in
terms of Ja

T by replacing in (1.5) the function ϕj(θ) by ϕj
a(θ) := a

4ϕ
j(θ) = a

4
∑

k ̸=j
cot

(
θj−θk

2
)
.

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 β ≥ 1, Dyson Brownian motion may
be defined as the unique strong solution (X1

t , . . . , X
n
t ) in the Weyl chamber of type An−1,{

(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Rn | x1 < x2 < · · · < xn}
,

3Notice that Equation (1.3) is Equation (2.2) from Definition 2.1 with α = 4/κ.
4This is the usual Dirichlet energy when n = 1 (see Equation (2.16)).
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to the SDEs

dXj
t =

∑
1≤k≤n

k ̸=j

dt
Xj

t −Xk
t

+
√

2
β

dW j
t , 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 β and κ is

β = 8
κ
, (1.7)

which matches the prediction of Cardy from the physics literature [Car03].
For particular values of β, 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 β = 1, 2, 4,
respectively — see [AGZ10, Chapter 4]). For β = 2, Dyson Brownian motion has the
same law as n independent Brownian motions conditioned on nonintersection [KT03].
Furthermore, for general β ∈ (0,+∞] one can construct ensembles of Jacobi matrices whose
eigenvalues correspond to (1.6), see [DE02, GK20]. It would be particularly interesting to
investigate the fluctuations near the large deviation limit of the Dyson Brownian motion (1.6)
in the sense of Theorem 1.2 and its relation with the β = ∞ process considered in [GK20].
Lastly, let us remark that a new geometric construction of Dyson Brownian motion for
general β ∈ (0,+∞] 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 Uκ satisfying (1.3) as κ → 0+,
with good5 rate function being the multiradial Dirichlet energy JT (Definition 1.1). Our
result also implies an LDP for Dyson Brownian motion on the circle. To state the result,
for fixed T ∈ (0,∞) and θ0 ∈ Xn we denote by Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
the space of continuous

functions θ from [0, T ] to Xn started at θ0. We endow Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
with the metric

d[0,T ](θ,ω) := sup
t∈[0,T ]

|θt − ωt| = sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
(θ1

t − ω1
t )2 + · · · + (θn

t − ωn
t )2

)1/2
. (1.8)

Then,
(
Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
, d[0,T ]

)
is a Polish space (as a separable complete metric space).

Theorem 1.2 (LDP for Dyson Brownian motion on the circle). Fix T ∈ (0,∞). Let Uκ be
the unique strong solution to (1.3), started at Uκ

0 = θ0 ∈ Xn. The family (Pκ)κ>0 of laws
induced by Uκ satisfies the following LDP in Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
with good rate function JT :

For any closed subset F and open subset O of Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
, we have

lim
κ→0+

κ log Pκ[
Uκ ∈ F

]
≤ − inf

θ∈F
JT (θ), (1.9)

lim
κ→0+

κ log Pκ[
Uκ ∈ O

]
≥ − inf

θ∈O
JT (θ). (1.10)

5A good rate function is a rate function for which all level sets are compact.
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In fact, in Section 2.4 we prove a more general result, Theorem 2.12, involving the
multiradial Dirichlet energy with parameter a. Theorem 1.2 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 D) 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 C). Note that
Schilder’s theorem also gives the basic case of n = 1 of Theorem 1.2.

Remark 1.3. Theorem 1.2 is stated for the radial Bessel process Uκ, but it is equivalent to
an LDP for Dyson Brownian motion on the circle as β = 8

κ → ∞, by considering exp(iUκ
t )

and applying the contraction principle (Theorem E) to the continuous function6 −i log( · ).

Large deviation results for Dyson Brownian motion (for fixed β) as n → ∞ have been
considered, e.g. in [GZ02, GZ02], and are closely connected to random matrix theory. In
contrast, our Theorem 1.2 holds for fixed n as β → ∞, 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 1.2 fits very naturally in this context. The
multiradial Dirichlet energy JT is exactly the rate function that would be predicted by
applying Freidlin-Wentzell theory to the diffusion (1.3) (see [FW84], originally published
in Russian in 1979, and [DZ10] for a survey). However, since the drift in (1.3) is not
uniformly Lipschitz continuous, the Freidlin-Wentzell theorem does not apply directly. Our
Theorem 1.2 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 SLE0+

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

∂tgt(z) = gt(z)
n∑

j=1

zj
t + gt(z)
zj

t − gt(z)
, g0(z) = z, z ∈ D, t ≥ 0, (1.11)

where z1
t , . . . , z

n
t ∈ ∂D are cyclically ordered points on the unit circle, called the driving

functions. It is most common to study (1.11) for driving functions that are non-intersecting
and continuous in time, in which case the mappings gt that satisfy (1.11) generate a locally
growing family of compact subsets Kt of D (hulls7) satisfying gt(D∖Kt) = D. In fact, each
gt : D ∖Kt → D is the unique conformal mapping that satisfies gt(0) = 0 and g′

t(0) > 0.
Throughout, we refer to this map as the uniformizing map normalized at the origin.

The parameterization in (1.11) guarantees that g′
t(0) = ent. If each hull Kt is a union

of n disjoint connected components (e.g., as in Figure 3.1), the “common parameterization”
implies that, roughly, each component is locally growing at the same rate (see [HL21] for
more details). See also Equation (3.1) for a more general case involving weights.

It will be convenient to use the angle coordinates zj
t = exp(iθj

t ), where the driving
function becomes θ = (θ1, . . . , θn) ∈ C

(
[0,∞),Xn

)
. For each t ≥ 0, the Loewner transform

6Throughout, we use the principal branch of the logarithm, so that angles are taken to lie in [0, 2π).
7A hull is a compact set K ⊂ D such that D ∖ K is simply connected, 0 ∈ D ∖ K, and K ∩ D = K.
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Lt : C
(
[0, t],Xn

)
→ C sends driving functions to hulls,

Kt = Lt(θ) := {z ∈ D : τz ≤ t} ⊂ C, (1.12)

where C is the set of non-empty compact subsets of D, and τz is the swallowing time of z,

τz := sup
{
t ≥ 0 : inf

s∈[0,t]
min

1≤j≤n

∣∣gs(z) − eiθj
s
∣∣ > 0

}
∈ [0,+∞].

We endow C with the Hausdorff metric dC : C × C → [0,∞) defined by

dC(K,K ′) := inf
{
δ > 0 : K ⊂ BK′(δ) and K ′ ⊂ BK(δ)

}
, (1.13)

where BK(δ) :=
⋃

x∈K

Bx(δ). Then, (C, dC) is a compact metric space.

Definition 1.4. Fix distinct points x1, . . . , xn ∈ ∂D. We call an n-tuple γ = (γ1, . . . , γn)
such that γ1, . . . , γn are curves8 in D with γj(0) = xj , and limt→∞ γj

t = 0 for each j,
a radial multichord in (D;x1, . . . , xn). We naturally identify γ with the union ∪jγ

j ∈ C.

Definition 1.5. For each T ∈ (0,∞), 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 1.1). More generally, we define the energy functional
IT : C → [0,+∞] on the metric space (C, dC) by

IT (K) := inf
θ∈L−1

T (K)
JT (θ), T > 0, K ∈ C. (1.14)

Note that IT (K) = ∞ if there is no driving function that generates K in time T in the
common parameterization. We can also define the energy in a general domain D by
conformal equivalence using a conformal mapping φ : D → D with φ(0) = 0 and φ′(0) > 0:

IT (K̃;D) := IT (K), where K̃ ⊂ D and φ(K̃) = K ⊂ D.

We next give the definition of n-radial SLEκ 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 θ0 ∈ Xn and z0 = (eiθ1
0 , . . . , eiθn

0 ). For each parameter 0 < κ ≤ 4,
n-radial SLEκ with the common parameterization started from z0 is the random radial
multichord γt for which the uniformizing conformal mappings gt : D ∖ γt → D satisfy
Equation (1.11) with driving functions zj

t = eiUj
t for j = 1, . . . , n, where Uκ

t = (U1
t , . . . , U

n
t )

is the unique strong solution in Cθ0

(
[0,∞),Xn

)
to the SDEs (1.3) started at Uκ

0 = θ0.
Note that we have τcoll = +∞ almost surely in this case.

Remark 1.7. A key aspect of Definition 1.6 is the specific weight “2” in front of the drift
term in (1.3). Other values of this weight give rise to other variants of SLE, including
so-called locally independent SLEκ when the drift is instead multiplied by “1”, see [HL21].
The reason to define multiradial SLEκ using (1.3) (rather than another drift) is that this
is the drift strength that appears when considering large time T truncations of the chordal
Radon-Nikodym derivative (1.1) and then taking T → ∞. See also Section 3.1, 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.
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Our main result is the following finite-time LDP for multiradial SLE0+.

Theorem 1.8 (LDP for multiradial SLE). Fix T ∈ (0,∞). The initial segments γκ
[0,T ] ∈ C

of multiradial SLEκ curves satisfy the following LDP in C with good rate function IT :
For any Hausdorff-closed subset F and Hausdorff-open subset O of C, we have

lim
κ→0+

κ logPκ[
γκ

[0,T ] ∈ F
]

≤ − inf
K∈F

IT (K), (1.15)

lim
κ→0+

κ logPκ[
γκ

[0,T ] ∈ O
]

≥ − inf
K∈O

IT (K). (1.16)

We prove Theorem 1.8 in Section 3.4. To this end, the idea is to make careful use of the
contraction principle and derive Theorem 1.8 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 1.9
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 3.9), 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 gt : D ∖Kt → D satisfy Equation (1.11)
with driving functions zj

t = eiθj
t for j = 1, . . . , n, where θ = (θ1, . . . , θn) ∈ Cθ0([0, T ],Xn).

If JT (θ) < ∞, then the hull KT = LT (θ) consists of n pairwise disjoint simple curves.

We prove Theorem 1.9 in Section 3.3. The key inputs are the derivative estimate in the
case of n = 1 (Theorem 3.9 in Section 3.2), which is a weighted, radial generalization of
a result appearing in [FS17], and a sort of generalized conformal restriction property (see
Proposition 3.12), which we will utilize to pull the n = 1 result to general n ≥ 2.

1.3 Finite-energy systems

Finally, in Section 4 we analyze the interacting particle system corresponding to finite-energy
driving functions. In Theorem 1.10, we characterize the large-time behavior of the driving
functions of finite-energy curves: these functions eventually approach an equally-spaced
configuration (1.17). 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 [Cal71, 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 [Mul11], 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 κ = 0 in (1.3).
The existence and uniqueness of the zero-energy flow for each starting point θ0 is stated in
Proposition 4.2 in Section 4.1.
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Theorem 1.10 (Asymptotic configuration of finite-energy systems). Fix an integer n ≥ 2.
Consider a function θ ∈ Cθ0

(
[0,∞),Xn

)
. If J(θ) < ∞, then we have

lim
t→∞

(θj+1
t − θj

t ) = 2π
n
, for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. (1.17)

Furthermore, if J(θ) = 0, then there exists ζ ∈ [0, 2π) such that

lim
t→∞

θt =
(
ζ, ζ + 2π

n , . . . , ζ + (n−1)2π
n

)
, (1.18)

and the convergence is exponentially fast with exponential rate n.

We prove Theorem 1.10 in Section 4.2, where we also discuss the rate of convergence
for finite-energy systems (Remark 4.9 & Proposition 4.10).

To understand what this result means for the zero-energy curves, let the angle ζ ∈ [0, 2π)
be fixed, and let θζ denote the constant configuration

θζ
t ≡ θζ :=

(
ζ, ζ + 2π

n , . . . , ζ + (n−1)2π
n

)
, for all t ≥ 0.

By symmetry, we see that the constant driving functions exp(iθζ
t ) generate the “pizza pie”

configuration of curves: the union of straight lines in D from the points exp(i(ζ + 2πj/n)),
j = 1, . . . , n, to the origin. Theorem 1.10 implies that for large enough times, the zero-
energy driving functions approach this configuration. Thus, we expect that the union of
curves gT (γ[T,∞)) 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 1.2, 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 (1.9, 1.10) separately, by applying Varadhan’s lemma (Lemma D)
somewhat similarly as in [PW24, Proof of Theorem 5.11], relying on Schilder’s theorem for
Brownian motion (Theorem C) as key input. We however first need to control the difference
of the rate function JT to the usual Dirichlet energy ET appearing in Schilder’s theorem

— see in particular Definition 2.5 and Lemmas 2.6 & 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 2.7).

Before addressing the proof of the main Theorem 1.2, we compare our setup to the
literature in Sections 2.1 and 2.2 — indeed, the setup in Theorem 1.2 with the SDEs (1.3) is
equivalent to that for the more commonly considered Dyson Brownian motion and n-radial
Bessel process (see Proposition 2.2). We then gather known facts from [HL21, Section 5]
in Section 2.2, and proceed to the main results in Sections 2.3–2.4.

2.1 Dyson Brownian motion and n-radial Bessel process

Definition 2.1 ([HL21]). The n-radial Bessel process on 1
2Xn := {θ | 2θ ∈ Xn} with

parameter α ∈ R is the process Θα
t = (Θ1

t , . . . ,Θn
t ) satisfying

dΘj
t = α

∑
1≤k≤n

k ̸=j

cot
(
Θj

t − Θk
t

)
dt+ dW j

t , for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, (2.1)

where W 1
t , . . . ,W

n
t are independent Brownian motions. Dyson Brownian motion on the

circle is the process e2iΘα
t = (e2iΘ1

t , . . . , e2iΘn
t ). Note that Uκ

t := 2Θα
κt/4 ∈ Xn satisfies

dU j
t = ακ

2
∑

1≤k≤n
k ̸=j

cot
(
U j

t − Uk
t

2

)
dt+

√
κdW j

t , for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. (2.2)

In particular, the SDE (1.3) appearing in our main Theorem 1.2 is (2.2) with α = 4/κ.
More generally, if α = a/κ, for a > 0, as in Theorem 2.12, then the equivalent SDE is

dU j
t = a

2
∑

1≤k≤n
k ̸=j

cot
(
U j

t − Uk
t

2

)
dt+

√
κdW j

t , for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. (2.3)
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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 (X1

t , . . . , X
n
t ) 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 X̃j

t = Xj
t/n so that (1.6) is equivalent to

dX̃j
t = 1

n

∑
1≤k≤n

k ̸=j

1
X̃j

t − X̃k
t

dt+
√

1
n

√
2
β

dW j
t , for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Using α = 4/κ in Definition 2.1 we find the relationship β = 8/κ between β and κ [Car03].
Dyson Brownian motion on the circle is also referred to in the literature as the Dyson

circular ensemble [FWY24]. Although Definition 2.1 holds for any α, we will restrict our
attention to α ≥ 1, which corresponds to κ ≤ 4 in Equation (1.7). Comparison to the
usual Bessel process shows that α = 1 corresponds to the phase transition for recurrence
and transience. The existence of a unique strong solution to (2.1) (actually for any α ≥ 1

2)
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

F (θ) :=
∏

1≤j<k≤n

∣∣∣∣ sin
(
θk − θj

2

)∣∣∣∣, (2.4)

ψj(θ) :=
∑

1≤k≤n
k ̸=j

csc2
(
θj − θk

2

)
, (2.5)

ψ(θ) :=
n∑

j=1
ψj(θ) = 2

∑
1≤j<k≤n

csc2
(
θj − θk

2

)
, θ ∈ Xn. (2.6)

The next two results come from [HL21], though they are stated there with different
notation and a different parameterization convention9. Since these differences make cross-
referencing cumbersome, we include short proof sketches here.

Suppose that Bt = (B1
t , . . . , B

n
t ) is an n-dimensional standard Brownian motion in Rn

defined on the filtered probability space (Ω,Ft,P), where F• is its natural right-continuous
completed filtration. Fix θ0 ∈ Xn and define Uκ

t = (U1
t , . . . , U

n
t ) ∈ Xn by

Uκ
t = θ0 +

√
κBt, Uκ

0 = θ0, (2.7)

stopped at the collision time

τcoll := inf
{
t ≥ 0 : min

1≤j<k≤n

∣∣eiUj
t − eiUk

t
∣∣ = 0

}
= inf

{
t ≥ 0 : Uκ

t ̸∈ Xn
}
.

9Later, we will set α = a/κ (with the case α = 4/κ playing a central role), but for now we use the general
parameter α 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]). Fix κ > 0 and α ∈ R. Write Fα(θ) :=
(
F (θ)

)α. Define

Mκ,α
t := Fα(Uκ

t ) exp
(

− 1
2

∫ t

0

∆Fα(Uκ
s )

Fα(Uκ
s ) ds

)
, t < τcoll. (2.8)

Then, the process Mκ,α
t is a local martingale on (Ω,Ft,P), satisfying

dMκ,α
t

Mκ,α
t

= α
√
κ

∑
1≤j<k≤n

cot
(
U j

t − Uk
t

2

)
dBj

t . (2.9)

Also, if α ≥ 1
2 , then Mκ,α

t is a martingale and τcoll = ∞ almost surely.

Proof sketch. Differentiating Fα with respect to θj and using the notations ϕj and ψj

from (1.5, 2.5), we see that

∂jFα(Uκ
t )

Fα(Uκ
t ) = α

√
κ

2 ϕj(Uκ
t ), (2.10)

∂2
jFα(Uκ

t )
Fα(Uκ

t ) = α2κ

4
(
ϕj(Uκ

t )
)2 − ακ

4 ψj(Uκ
t ), j = 1, . . . , n. (2.11)

This gives the claim by Itô’s formula.

Corollary B ([HL21]). Fix κ > 0 and α ∈ R. Let Pκ,α be the probability measure that is
absolutely continuous with respect to P with Radon-Nikodym derivative

dPκ,α
t

dPt
= Mκ,α

t

Mκ,α
0

, t < τcoll.

Then, the process Uκ
t = (U1

t , . . . , U
n
t ) ∈ Cθ0

(
[0,∞),Xn

)
satisfies

dU j
t = ακ

2
∑

1≤k≤n
k ̸=j

cot
(
U j

t − Uk
t

2

)
dt+

√
κdW j

t , t < τcoll, (2.12)

where W 1
t , . . . ,W

n
t are independent Brownian motions with respect to Pκ,α.

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

dBj
t = α

√
κ

2
∑

1≤k≤n
k ̸=j

cot
(
U j

t − Uk
t

2

)
dt+ dW j

t ,

and Equation (2.12) then follows from the definition (2.7) of Uκ.

Let Pκ,a be the measure absolutely continuous with respect to P with Radon-Nikodym
derivative obtained from the (local) martingale Mκ,α

t of Proposition A with α = a/κ:

dPκ,a
t

dPt
= M

κ,a/κ
t

M
κ,a/κ
0

, t < τcoll.

Combining this change of measure with Corollary B, we can formulate the existence
and uniqueness of the process Uκ satisfying the SDEs (1.3), central to the present work.
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Proposition 2.2. Suppose that Bt = (B1
t , . . . , B

n
t ) is an n-dimensional standard Brownian

motion in Rn defined on the filtered probability space (Ω,Ft,P), where F• is its natural
right-continuous completed filtration. Fix θ0 ∈ Xn and define Uκ

t = (U1
t , . . . , U

n
t ) ∈ Xn by

Uκ
t = θ0 +

√
κBt, Uκ

0 = θ0.

Then, Uκ
t is the unique strong solution to the system of SDEs (1.3) in the measure Pκ,4.

Proof. Setting α = 4/κ (so a = 4), we see that Pκ,4
t = Pκ,α

t from Corollary B up to the
collision time (1.4). In particular, by (2.12) the processes U j

t satisfy SDEs (1.3) where
W 1

t , . . . ,W
n
t are independent Brownian motions with respect to the measure Pκ,4.

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

Mκ,α,ρ
t := Fα,ρ(Uκ

t ) exp
(

− 1
2

∫ t

0

∆Fα,ρ(Uκ
s )

Fα,ρ(Uκ
s ) ds

)
, t < τcoll, (2.13)

where

Fα,ρ(θ) = Fα(θ) exp
(ρ
κ

n∑
j=1

θj
)
,

and the process Uκ
t = (U1

t , . . . , U
n
t ) ∈ Cθ0

(
[0,∞),Xn

)
satisfies

dU j
t = ακ

2
∑

1≤k≤n
k ̸=j

cot
(
U j

t − Uk
t

2

)
dt+ ρ dt+

√
κdW j

t , t < τcoll, (2.14)

where W 1
t , . . . ,W

n
t are independent Brownian motions with respect to Pκ,α,ρ. With the

parameter choice α = 4/κ, this process generates spiraling multiradial SLEκ curves (see
Remark 3.6 and [MS17, WW24]). As a consequence of our Theorem 2.12, the n-radial
Bessel process with spiraling rate ρ also satisfies an LDP with the good rate function

Ja,ρ
T (θ) :=


1
2

∫ T

0

n∑
j=1

∣∣ d
dsθ

j
s −

(
2ϕj

a(θs) + ρ
)∣∣2 ds, if θ is absolutely continuous on [0, T ],

∞, otherwise.

This follows, for example, by applying the contraction principle (Theorem E) to the
continuous map sending the function t 7→ θt to the function t 7→ θt + ρt.

2.3 Multiradial Dirichlet energy

From Proposition 2.2, we learn that the Dyson-type process Uκ
t solving (1.3), equivalent

to the n-radial Bessel process by (2.2), and to the Dyson Brownian motion on the circle
via exp(iUκ

t ) = exp(2i Θα
κt/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 C).
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Denote by C0
(
[0, T ],Rn

)
the space of continuous functions θ : [0, T ] → Rn started at

θ0 = 0, equipped with the supremum norm ∥θ∥[0,T ] := sup
t∈[0,T ]

|θt|. The rate function is the
n-dimensional Dirichlet energy

ET (θ) :=
n∑

j=1
ET (θj), θ = (θ1, . . . , θn) ∈ C0

(
[0, T ],Rn)

, (2.15)

where ET (θ) is the Dirichlet energy of θ ∈ C0
(
[0, T ],R

)
:

ET (θ) :=


1
2

∫ T

0

∣∣ d
dtθt

∣∣2 dt, if θ is absolutely continuous on [0, T ],

∞, otherwise.
(2.16)

Remark 2.4. The (Cameron-Martin) space of absolutely continuous functions on [0, T ]
with square-integrable derivative coincides with the Sobolev space W 1,2

0
(
[0, T ],Rn

)
that

has the norm

||θ||1,2;[0,T ] :=
( n∑

j=1

∫ T

0
|θj

t |2 dt+
n∑

j=1

∫ T

0

∣∣ d
dtθ

j
t

∣∣2 dt
)1/2

,

thanks to the ACL characterization of Sobolev spaces [AIM09, Lemma A.5.2] (note that
as such, this fails for T = ∞). We will thus identify all these spaces:

H1
0

(
[0, T ],Rn)

= W 1,2
0

(
[0, T ],Rn)

=
{
θ ∈ C0

(
[0, T ],Rn)

| ET (θ) < ∞
}

Let us also note that if θ ∈ H1
0

(
[0, T ],Rn

)
, then θ is 1

2 -Hölder continuous by Morrey’s
inequality (but may have arbitrarily large Hölder norm), cf. [Eva10, Theorem 4, page 280].

Theorem C (Direct consequence of Schilder’s theorem; see, e.g., [DZ10], Chapter 5.2).
Fix T ∈ (0,∞). The process

(√
κBt

)
t∈[0,T ] satisfies the following LDP in C0

(
[0, T ],Rn

)
,

with good rate function ET :
For any closed subset F and open subset O of C0

(
[0, T ],Rn

)
, we have

lim
κ→0+

κ logP
[√
κB[0,T ] ∈ F

]
≤ − inf

θ∈F
ET (θ),

lim
κ→0+

κ logP
[√
κB[0,T ] ∈ O

]
≥ − inf

θ∈O
ET (θ).

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 (Pκ)κ>0 satisfy an LDP in a topological space X with good rate
function E. Let Φ: X → R be a function bounded from above. Then, the following hold.

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

lim
κ→0+

κ logEκ
[

exp
( 1
κ

Φ(X)
)
1|{X ∈ F}

]
≤ − inf

x∈F

(
E(x) − Φ(x)

)
.
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2. If Φ is lower semicontinuous, then for any open subset O of X,

lim
κ→0+

κ logEκ
[

exp
( 1
κ

Φ(X)
)
1|{X ∈ O}

]
≥ − inf

x∈O

(
E(x) − Φ(x)

)
.

In order to apply Varadhan’s lemma in the measure Pκ,a, we first find a suitable function
Φκ,a

t so that the martingale Mκ,a/κ
t from Proposition A with α = a/κ takes the form

M
κ,a/κ
t

M
κ,a/κ
0

= exp
( 1
κ

Φκ,a
t (B)

)
, t ≥ 0. (2.17)

Using the notations ϕj
a(θ) := a

4ϕ
j(θ) and ψa(θ) := a

4ψ(θ) analogous to (1.5, 2.6), we have

∆Fa/κ(Uκ
t )

Fa/κ(Uκ
t ) = − ψa(Uκ

t ) + 4
κ

n∑
j=1

(
ϕj

a(Uκ
t )

)2
, t ≥ 0.

Therefore, using (2.4, 2.8, 2.10), we see that Equation (2.17) holds with

Φκ,a
t (B) = a logF (Uκ

t ) − a logF (Uκ
0) + 1

2

∫ t

0

(
κψa(Uκ

s ) − 4
n∑

j=1

(
ϕj

a(Uκ
s )

)2
)

ds

=: Φκ,a
t (Uκ),

Definition 2.5. For any κ ≥ 0, a > 0, and T ∈ (0,∞) the radial interaction functional is

Φκ,a
T : Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
→ R,

Φκ,a
T (θ) := Ga(θ0) −Ga(θT ) + 1

2

∫ T

0

(
κψa(θs) −

n∑
j=1

(
2ϕj

a(θs)
)2

)
ds, (2.18)

where

Ga(θ) := − a logF (θ) = −a log
∏

1≤j<k≤n

∣∣∣∣ sin
(
θk − θj

2

)∣∣∣∣ ≥ 0. (2.19)

In the next lemma, we gather useful properties of the functional Φκ,a
T .

Lemma 2.6. Fix T ∈ (0,∞) and θ0 ∈ Xn. Equation (2.18) defines a continuous functional
with respect to the metric (1.8), and for each θ ∈ Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
, we have

Φκ,a
T (θ) = Φ0,a

T (θ) + κ

2

∫ T

0
ψa(θs) ds κ→0+−→ Φ0,a

T (θ), (2.20)

and this limit is monotonically decreasing. Furthermore, Φ0,a
T is bounded from above as

Φ0,a
T (θ) ≤ Ga(θ0), θ ∈ Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
. (2.21)

Lastly, the following identity holds:

Φκ,a
t (θ) = a log F (θt)

F (θ0) + aκ
n(n2 − 1)

24 t+ 2(κ− a)
a

∫ t

0

n∑
j=1

(ϕj
a(θs))2 ds. (2.22)
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Proof. The identities (2.20) follow by noting that logF (θ) ≤ 0, as 0 ≤ F (θ) ≤ 1 by (2.4).
As ψa 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],

ψ(θ) =
n∑

j=1

( ∑
1≤k≤n

k ̸=j

cot
(
θj − θk

2

))2
+ n(n2 − 1)

3 =
n∑

j=1
(ϕj(θ))2 + n(n2 − 1)

3

(for the functions ψ(θ) in (2.6) and ϕj in (1.5)), we obtain (2.22).

The following technical tail estimate is needed in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 2.7. Fix κ ∈ (0, 4] and a ≥ κ. Fix ϵ > 0 and consider the stopping time

τϵ = τϵ(θ) = inf
{
t ≥ 0 | min

1≤j<k≤n
|θj

t − θk
t | < ϵ

}
. (2.23)

For each initial configuration θ0 ∈ Xn, there exist constants R = R(ϵ,θ0, a) ∈ (0,∞) and
C = C(n, T, a) ∈ (0,∞) independent of κ such that lim

ϵ→0
R(ϵ,θ0, a) = +∞ and

Pκ,a[
τϵ ≤ T

]
≤ C e−R/κ. (2.24)

Proof. Recall (cf. Proposition 2.2) that Pκ,a is the probability measure absolutely continuous
with respect to P with Radon-Nikodym derivative (2.17), given by the martingale (rather
than simply a local martingale) Mκ,a/κ

t from Proposition A. Therefore, since τϵ ∧ T is a
stopping time bounded by T , by the optional stopping theorem (OST), we have

ET

[
M

κ,a/κ
T

M
κ,a/κ
0

1|{τϵ ≤ T}
]

= ET

[
ET

[
M

κ,a/κ
T

M
κ,a/κ
0

1|{τϵ ≤ T}
∣∣∣ Fτϵ∧T

]]

= ET

[
M

κ,a/κ
τϵ∧T

M
κ,a/κ
0

1|{τϵ ≤ T}
]

= ET

[
M

κ,a/κ
τϵ

M
κ,a/κ
0

1|{τϵ ≤ T}
]
.

(2.25)

Thus, we obtain

Pκ,a[
τϵ ≤ T

]
= ET

[
exp

( 1
κ

Φκ,a
T (Uκ)

)
1|{τϵ ≤ T}

]
= ET

[
exp

( 1
κ

Φκ,a
τϵ

(Uκ)
)

1|{τϵ ≤ T}
]

[by OST, (2.25)]

≤ ET

[
exp

(
a

κ
log

F (Uκ
τϵ

)
F (θ0) + an(n2 − 1)

24 τϵ

)
1|{τϵ ≤ T}

]
[by (2.22), as κ ≤ a]

≤ e
an(n2−1)

24 T F (θ0)−a/κ (
ϵ
2
)a/κ

. [by (2.4)]

Hence, (2.24) holds with R(ϵ,θ0, a) = −a log
(

ϵ
2F (θ0)

)
and C(n, T, a) = e

an(n2−1)
24 T .

We next express the multiradial Dirichlet energy Ja
T with parameter a (cf. Def. 1.1),

Ja
T (θ) :=


1
2

∫ T

0

n∑
j=1

∣∣ d
dsθ

j
s − 2ϕj

a(θs)
∣∣2 ds, if θ is absolutely continuous on [0, T ],

∞, otherwise.
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in terms of the functional Φ0,a
T (cf. Definition 2.5) and the sum of independent Dirichlet

energies (2.15) appearing in Schilder’s theorem, denoted ET .

Lemma 2.8. Fix T ∈ (0,∞), a > 0, and θ0 ∈ Xn. For any θ ∈ Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
, we have

Ja
T (θ) = ET (θ) − Φ0,a

T (θ), where ET (θ) :=
n∑

j=1
ET (θj). (2.26)

Proof. On the one hand, if θ is not absolutely continuous, then Ja
T (θ) = ∞, since the last

term on the righthand side of (2.18) with κ = 0 is negative. On the other hand, if θ is
absolutely continuous, then by (2.4), we have

log F (θt)
F (θ0) =

∑
1≤j<k≤n

log
∣∣∣∣ sin

(
θk

t − θj
t

2

)∣∣∣∣ −
∑

1≤j<k≤n

log
∣∣∣∣ sin

(
θk

0 − θj
0

2

)∣∣∣∣
= 1

2

∫ t

0

n∑
j=1

( d
dsθ

j
s

) ∑
1≤k≤n

k ̸=j

cot
(
θk

t − θj
t

2

)
ds = 1

2

∫ t

0

n∑
j=1

( d
dsθ

j
s

)
ϕj(θs) ds,

which together with Definition 2.5 and (2.19) implies that

ET (θ) − Φ0,a
T (θ) = 1

2

∫ T

0

n∑
j=1

∣∣ d
dsθ

j
s

∣∣2 ds − 1
2

∫ T

0

n∑
j=1

(
4ϕj

a(θs)
( d

dsθ
j
s

)
−

(
2ϕj

a(θs)
)2)

ds

= 1
2

∫ T

0

n∑
j=1

∣∣ d
dsθ

j
s − 2ϕj

a(θs)
∣∣2 ds = Ja

T (θ).

Corollary 2.9. We have Ja
T (θ) < ∞ if and only if ET (θj) < ∞ for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and

τcoll = τcoll(θ) := inf
{
t ≥ 0 : min

1≤j<k≤n

∣∣eiθj
t − eiθk

t
∣∣ = 0

}
> T. (2.27)

Proof. If τcoll > T , then we see from Definition 2.5 that Φ0,a
T (θ) > −∞. If furthermore

ET (θj) < ∞ for all j, then we see from (2.26) from Lemma 2.8 that Ja
T (θ) < ∞. This proves

the converse implication. To prove (the contraposition of) the forward implication, note
that Φ0,a

T is bounded from above by (2.21), so ET (θj) = ∞ readily implies that Ja
T (θ) = ∞,

while if τcoll ≤ T , then monotonicity of the energy in time gives

Ja
T (θ) ≥ Ja

τcoll(θ) = lim
t→τcoll−

Ja
t (θ)

= lim
t→τcoll−

(
Et(θ) − Φ0,a

t (θ)
)

[by (2.26) from Lemma 2.8]

≥ lim
t→τcoll−

(
Ga(θt) −Ga(θ0)

)
[by (2.18), as Et(θ) ≥ 0]

= ∞. [by (2.19)]

This concludes the proof.

We also have a similar (unidirectional) result for infinite time, to be used in Section 4.
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Corollary 2.10. If Ja(θ) := lim
T →∞

Ja
T (θ) < ∞, then E(θ) := lim

T →∞
ET (θ) < ∞.

Proof. Using Lemma 2.8 and the definition (2.18) of Φ0,a
T , we see that

E(θ) = lim
T →∞

(
Ja

T (θ) + Φ0,a
T

)
[by (2.26) from Lemma 2.8]

≤ lim
T →∞

Ja
T (θ) +Ga(θ0) = Ja(θ) +Ga(θ0) < ∞. [by (2.18), as Ja

T (θ) ≥ 0 ]

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,∞] (i.e, for all c ∈ [0,∞), the level set I−1[0, c] is a
closed subset of X). We note that in Theorems 1.2 and 1.8, the space X is a metric space
(Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
, 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 Ja
T in Definition 1.1 is a good rate function.

Proof. Fix c ≥ 0, and let (θ(k))k∈N be a sequence in (Ja
T )−1[0, c]. We have

ET (θ(k)) ≤ ET (θ(k)) − Φ0,a
T (θ(k)) +Ga(θ0) [by (2.21)]

= Ja
T (θ(k)) +Ga(θ0) [by (2.26) from Lemma 2.8]

≤ c+Ga(θ0).

Since ET is a good rate function (by Schilder’s theorem), we can pass to a subsequence,
also denoted by (θ(k))k∈N, which converges to some element

θ ∈ (ET )−1[
0, c+Ga(θ0)

]
.

By continuity of Φ0,a
T from Lemma 2.6 and lower semicontinuity of ET (by Schilder’s

theorem), we obtain using Lemma 2.8 the estimate

Ja
T (θ) = ET (θ(k)) − Φ0,a

T (θ) ≤ lim
k→∞

(
ET (θ(k)) − Φ0,a

T (θ(k))
)

= lim
k→∞

Ja
T (θ(k)) ≤ c,

yielding θ ∈ (Ja
T )−1[0, c]. This shows that (Ja

T )−1[0, c] is compact, so Ja
T is good.

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 1.2 then
follows as the special case where a = 4.

Theorem 2.12. Fix T ∈ (0,∞) and a > 0. For κ < 2a, let Uκ be the unique strong
solution to (2.3) with α = a/κ, started at Uκ

0 = θ0 ∈ Xn. The family (Pκ,a)κ>0 of laws
induced by Uκ satisfies the following LDP in Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
with good rate function Ja

T :
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For any closed subset F and open subset O of Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
, we have

lim
κ→0+

κ log Pκ,a[
Uκ ∈ F

]
≤ − inf

θ∈F
Ja

T (θ), (2.28)

lim
κ→0+

κ log Pκ,a[
Uκ ∈ O

]
≥ − inf

θ∈O
Ja

T (θ). (2.29)

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Theorem 1.2 follows by setting a = 4 in Theorem 2.12.

Proof of Theorem 2.12. We already know that Ja
T 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 ET . Also, Pκ,a is the probability
measure that is absolutely continuous with respect to P with Radon-Nikodym derivative
given by (2.17), where Φκ,a

T is the functional from Definition 2.5:

dPκ,a
T

dPT
= exp

( 1
κ

Φκ,a
T (Uκ)

)
. (2.30)

Let ET be the expected value with respect to PT . Using the Radon-Nikodym deriva-
tive (2.30), for any Borel set H ⊆ Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
, we have

κ log Pκ,a
T

[
Uκ

[0,T ] ∈ H
]

= κ logET

[
exp

( 1
κ

Φκ,a
T (Uκ)

)
1|{Uκ

[0,T ] ∈ H}
]

(2.31)

Lower bound. Fix an open set O ⊂ Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
. Without loss of generality, we may

assume that

MO := inf
θ∈O

(ET (θ) − Φ0,a
T (θ)) < ∞.

Fix ε > 0 and θ(ε) ∈ O such that ET (θ(ε)) − Φ0,a
T (θ(ε)) ≤ MO + ε, which in particular

implies that Φ0,a
T (θ(ε)) > −∞. As Φ0,a

T is continuous by Lemma 2.6, we can pick an open
neighborhood O(ε) ⊂ O of θ(ε) ∈ Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
such that Φ0,a

T ≥ Φ0,a
T (θ(ε)) − 1 on O(ε).

Now, let Φ be the lower semicontinuous function equaling Φ0,a
T on O(ε) and Φ0,a

T (θ(ε))−2
otherwise. Since Φ0,a

T ≤ Φκ,a
T , by applying Item 2 of Varadhan’s lemma (Lemma D) to the

set O(ε) and the function Φ, combined with Schilder’s theorem (Theorem C), we obtain

lim
κ→0+

κ logET

[
exp

( 1
κ

Φκ,a
T (Uκ)

)
1|{Uκ

[0,T ] ∈ O}
]

≥ lim
κ→0+

κ logET

[
exp

( 1
κ

Φ0,a
T (Uκ)

)
1|{Uκ

[0,T ] ∈ O(ε)}
]

≥ − inf
θ∈O(ε)

(ET (θ) − Φ(θ)) ≥ −(ET (θ(ε)) − Φ0,a
T (θ(ε)))

≥ −MO − ε
ε↘0−−−→ −MO.

Upper bound. Fix a closed set F ⊂ Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
. We separate the proof into two parts.

First, assume that for the function ψa = a
4ψ defined via (2.6), we have

Ψa(F ) := sup
θ∈F

∫ T

0
ψa(θs) ds < ∞, (2.32)
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which implies by Lemma 2.6 that

Φκ,a
T (θ) = Φ0,a

T (θ) + κ

2

∫ T

0
ψa(θs) ds ≤ Φ0,a

T (θ) + κ

2 Ψa(F ), for all θ ∈ F.

Fix ε,M > 0. Note that Φ(θ;M, ε) := max{Φ0,a
T (θ) + ε

2Ψa(F ),−M} is a continuous
function by Lemma 2.6, and Φκ,a

T (θ) ≤ Φ(θ;M, ε) for all θ ∈ F and for all κ ∈ [0, ε].
Applying Item 1 of Varadhan’s lemma (Lemma D) to the set F and the continuous function
Φ(θ;M, ε), combined with Schilder’s theorem (Theorem C), we obtain

lim
κ→0+

κ logET

[
exp

( 1
κ

Φκ,a
T (Uκ)

)
1|{Uκ

[0,T ] ∈ F}
]

≤ lim
κ→0+

κ logET

[
exp

( 1
κ

Φ(Uκ;M, ε)
)

1|{Uκ
[0,T ] ∈ F}

]
≤ − inf

θ∈F
(ET (θ) − Φ(θ;M, ε)) M↗∞−−−−→

ε↘0
− inf

θ∈F
(ET (θ) − Φ0,a

T (θ)).

Next, if (2.32) does not hold, we fix ϵ > 0 and consider the stopping time τϵ (2.23) from
Lemma 2.7. Note that the set F (ϵ) := F ∩ {τϵ > T} is closed, and (2.32) holds on F (ϵ):

Ψa(F (ϵ)) := sup
θ∈F (ϵ)

∫ T

0
ψa(θs) ds < ∞.

Therefore, we see that

lim
κ→0+

κ logET

[
exp

( 1
κ

Φκ,a
T (Uκ)

)
1|{Uκ

[0,T ] ∈ F}
]

≤ lim
κ→0+

κ log
(
Pκ,a[

Uκ ∈ F (ϵ)
]

+ Pκ,a[
τϵ ≤ T

])
is bounded from above by the maximum of the two terms

lim
κ→0+

κ log Pκ,a[
Uκ ∈ F (ϵ)

]
≤ − inf

θ∈F (ϵ)
(ET (θ) − Φ0,a

T (θ)) ≤ − inf
θ∈F

(ET (θ) − Φ0,a
T (θ)),

lim
κ→0+

κ log Pκ,a[
τϵ ≤ T

]
≤ −R(ϵ,θ0, a) ϵ↘0−−→ −∞,

where to bound the first term we used the first part of the proof and the fact that F (ϵ) ⊆ F ,
and noted that the second term is exponentially small thanks to (2.24) in Lemma 2.7.
Conclusion. By Lemma 2.8, the asserted inequalities (2.28, 2.29) follow from the above
bounds together with (2.31).

Remark 2.13. It follows from the goodness of the multiradial Dirichlet energy (Lemma 2.11)
that it attains its minimum on Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
. Moreover, from Theorem 1.2 we see that

the minimum equals zero: taking F = O = Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
, (2.28, 2.29) together imply that

min
θ∈Cθ0 ([0,T ],Xn)

Ja
T (θ) = inf

θ∈Cθ0 ([0,T ],Xn)
Ja

T (θ) = lim
κ→0+

κ log Pκ,a[
Uκ ∈ Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
= 1

= 0.
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3 LDP for multiradial SLE0+

The goal of this section is to prove the main result, Theorem 1.8, which is a finite-time
LDP for the n-radial SLEκ process as κ → 0+. Recall that in Definition 1.6, n-radial SLE
is defined as the Loewner chain whose (n-dimensional) driving process is (eiΘ1

t , . . . , eiΘn
t ),

where Θ is the n-radial Bessel process (cf. Corollary 3.4). As Theorem 1.2 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 E) to deduce an LDP
for multiradial SLE. Unfortunately, the standard contraction principle cannot be applied
directly, since the Loewner transform (1.12) 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 (1.13). 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 3.2 & 3.3 — see in particular Theorem 1.9). 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 3.13 and Lemma 3.15.

Proving that finite-energy hulls are simple radial multichords (Theorem 1.9) 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 [Wan19a], 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 (2.16). 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 [LSW03] (see Proposition 3.12). As a by-product, we obtain a radial version of the
main theorem of [FS17], but generalized to allow weight functions λ — see Theorem 3.9.

3.1 Multiradial Loewner equation and multiradial SLEκ

We will now consider a more general (weighted) version of the Loewner equation (Equa-
tion (3.1) below, which generalizes (1.11)). 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 càdlàg (i.e., right-continuous with left limits) and
locally integrable function λ : [0,∞) → (0,∞).

Notice that if λ is a weight function, then the map t 7→
∫ t

0 λs ds is strictly increasing
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(hence, it can be used to define a time change), and λ is bounded on compact time intervals.

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

∂tgt(z) = λt gt(z)
n∑

j=1

wj
t + gt(z)

wj
t − gt(z)

, g0(z) = z, z ∈ D, t ≥ 0, (3.1)

where the driving functions w1
t , . . . , w

n
t ∈ ∂D are non-intersecting and continuous in time.

The solution gt = gλ
t to (3.1) is called the Loewner chain with λ-common parameterization.

Then, gt : D ∖ Kg
t → D is the uniformizing map normalized at the origin, and in the

parameterization in (3.1), we have

log g′
t(0) = n

∫ t

0
λs ds.

Note also that the map ht related to gt via gt(eiu) = exp(iht(u)), and with wj
t = exp(iθj

t )
for j = 1, . . . , n, satisfies

∂tht(u) = λt

n∑
j=1

cot
(
ht(u) − θj

t

2

)
. (3.2)

We say that the generated hulls Kg
t have the λ-common parameterization.

An even more general version of (3.1) could be obtained by weighting each term in the
sum by a different weight λj

t , 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,∞). Let θ ∈ C
(
[0, T ],Xn

)
, let λ be a weight function, and

let g and Kg
t be as in (3.1). We say that θ generates a radial multichord γ[0,T ] in D with

the λ-common parameterization if t 7→ γj
t is a continuous map from [0, T ] to D such that

γj
0 ∈ ∂D for each 1 ≤ j ≤ n, the image γ[0,t] generates Kg

t for all t ∈ [0, T ], and the
concatenations of γj with any simple curves from γj

T to the origin form a radial multichord
(as in Definition 1.4). We call the radial multichord γ[0,T ] simple if its each component γj

is injective, γ(0,T ] ⊂ D, and furthermore γj
[0,T ] ∩ γk

[0,T ] for all j ̸= k.

When n = 1, we call γ[0,T ] a (simple) radial chord in D with the λ-parameterization. In
this case, γ 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 SLEκ

[RS05] from almost surely simple (κ ≤ 4) to self-touching to space-filling (κ ≥ 8) can be
understood by performing a time change so that the driving function is standard Brownian
motion Bt and analyzing the resulting weight function. Indeed, the curves generated by
the weighted chordal Loewner equation

∂tgt(z) = α

gt(z) −Bt
, g0(z) = z, z ∈ H, t ≥ 0,
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are almost surely simple if α ≥ 1/2 and space-filling if α ≤ 1/4. In this case, the time
change allows for comparison between the weight function α = 2/κ 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 SLEκ, for κ ∈ (0, 4]

The next corollary clarifies the relationship between the measures Pκ discussed in Section 2
and n-radial SLEκ processes (Definition 1.6).

Corollary 3.4. Suppose that Bt = (B1
t , . . . , B

n
t ) is an n-dimensional standard Brownian

motion in Rn defined on the filtered probability space (Ω,Ft,P), where F• is its natural
right-continuous completed filtration. Fix θ0 ∈ Xn and define Uκ

t = (U1
t , . . . , U

n
t ) ∈ Xn by

Uκ
t = θ0 +

√
κBt, Uκ

0 = θ0, for 0 < κ ≤ 4.

Let zj
t := eiUj

t for j = 1, . . . , n. Then, in the measure Pκ appearing in Proposition 2.2, the
process (z1

t , . . . , z
n
t ) comprises the driving functions for n-radial SLEκ started from z0.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition 2.2 and Definition 1.6.

Remark 3.5. In [HL21] the authors consider (for 0 < κ ≤ 4) a sequence of measures µκ
t,T

that are absolutely continuous with respect to Pt, with Radon-Nikodym derivative that is
a large time T truncation of the chordal Radon-Nikodym derivative (1.1). For each fixed t,
as T → ∞, the measures µκ

t,T converge in the finite variation distance to Pκ
t . Combining

this convergence result with Corollary 3.4 justifies the definition of multiradial SLEκ that
we use in this work (Definition 1.6).

Since the present work relies on the construction of n-radial SLEκ in [HL21], it is
worthwhile to briefly address our differing choice of parameterization. In [HL21], for each
κ ∈ (0, 4], the authors describe n-radial SLEκ as the Loewner chain generated by the
multiradial Loewner equation (3.1) with weight λ ≡ 4/κ and driving functions wj

t = e2iΘj
t ,

j = 1, . . . , n, where Θα
t = (Θ1

t , . . . ,Θn
t ) is the n-radial Bessel process with parameter

α = 4/κ from Definition 2.110. However, the dependence of the weight function on κ

(i.e., using the λ ≡ 4/κ-common parameterization) poses complications as κ → 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 7→ κ

4 t, so that the
curves have the 1-common parameterization. In this setup, we consider the uniformizing
conformal mappings gt : D∖Kt → D normalized at the origin and satisfying the multiradial
Loewner equation (3.1) with λ ≡ 1 (i.e., Equation (1.11)). In particular, we note that the
Loewner hulls generated by (1.11) with the 1-common parameterization are the same as
those generated by (3.1) with the λ = 4/κ-common parameterization, if

gt(z) = gκt/4(z) and zj
t = wj

κt/4.

We shall address more general time changes in the next Section 3.1.2.
10See [HL21, Theorem 3.12 and the discussion following Corollary 3.13].
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Remark 3.6. For each a > 0, κ ≤ min{a, 4}, and an additional parameter ρ ∈ R,
one can similarly define multiradial SLEκ with spiraling rate ρ (and with the common
parameterization) as the random radial multichord γt for which the uniformizing conformal
mappings gt : D ∖ γt → D satisfy Equation (1.11) with driving functions zj

t = eiUj
t for

j = 1, . . . , n, where Uκ
t = (U1

t , . . . , U
n
t ) is the strong solution in Cθ0

(
[0,∞),Xn

)
to the

SDEs (2.14) with α = a/κ. The results of the present work apply to derive an LDP
for this process as well (i.e., a version of Theorem 1.8), with the good rate function
obtained from Remark 2.3 similarly as in (1.14). Indeed, note that by Corollary 2.9 the
finite-energy condition Ja

T (θ) < ∞ is idependent of a while, by applying the inequality
|A+B|2 ≤ 2

(
|A|2 + |B|2

)
below, for any ρ, ρ′ ∈ R we have

Ja,ρ
T (θ) = 1

2

∫ T

0

n∑
j=1

∣∣ d
dsθ

j
s −

(
2ϕj

a(θs) + ρ
)∣∣2 ds

≤ 1
2

∫ T

0

n∑
j=1

(
2
∣∣ d

dsθ
j
s −

(
2ϕj

a(θs) + ρ′)∣∣2 + 2|ρ′ − ρ|2
)

ds

= 2Ja,ρ′

T (θ) + nt|ρ′ − ρ|2.

From this, we conclude that the multiradial Dirichlet energy Ja,ρ
T with spiral defined in

Remark 2.3 is finite if and only if the multiradial Dirichlet energy JT = J4,0
T without spiral

in Definition 1.1 is finite. Thus, Theorem 1.9 also holds with the assumption JT (θ) < ∞
replaced by the assumption Ja,ρ

T (θ) < ∞. Using this fact, one can check that also the proof
of Theorem 1.8 applies verbatim to the spiraling case (up to footnote 12 on page 36).

Remark 3.7. Multiradial SLEκ curves (allowing a spiraling rate ρ), are expected to satisfy
the so-called re-sampling property: for each curve γj in γ = (γ1, . . . , γn), conditionally
on the other curves {γk , k ̸= j}, the law of γj is that of the chordal SLEκ in its natural
connected component. To prove this property, one should first show that the n-radial SLEκ

is supported on radial multichords (as in Definition 1.4), continuous at the origin, and
elsewhere pairwise disjoint (cf. [Law13]). This follows from [MS17] by using a coupling of
SLEκ 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 3.3 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 λt and gt as in (3.1), and define

σ(t) :=
∫ t

0
λs ds, τ(t) := σ−1(t), and gt := gτ(t). (3.3)

Then, we have d
dtτ(t) = 1/λτ(t), so the chain rule shows that gt satisfies (1.11) with

zj
t = wj

τ(t). Consequently, this time change allows us to conveniently move between the
1-common parameterization and the λ-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. Fix T ∈ (0,∞). Let σ : [0, T ] → [0, σ(T )] be strictly increasing and differen-
tiable, with σ(0) = 0, and suppose that σ̇(t) := d

dtσ(t) is uniformly bounded away from zero
and infinity, i.e.,

∥σ̇∥[0,T ] := sup
t∈[0,T ]

|σ̇(t)| ∈ (0,∞) and ∥ 1
σ̇ ∥[0,T ] := sup

t∈[0,T ]

1
|σ̇(t)| ∈ (0,∞).

For θ ∈ C
(
[0, T ],Xn

)
, set θ̂t := θσ(t), and T̂ := σ−1(T ). Then, we have

JT (θ) < ∞ if and only if JT̂ (θ̂) < ∞.

In particular, if the time change σ is defined by (3.3) for λ 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 λ-common parameterizations coincide up to time change.

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

∥ 1
σ̇ ∥[0,T ]ET (θj) ≤ ET̂ (θ̂j) ≤ ∥σ̇∥[0,T ]ET (θj).

Moreover, we have τcoll(θ) > T if and only if τcoll(θ̂) > T̂ , and Corollary 2.9 thus implies
that JT (θ) < ∞ is equivalent to JT̂ (θ̂) < ∞.

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

In this section, we consider solutions to the (single) radial Loewner equation (3.2) (with
n = 1) with some weight function λ : [0, T ] → (0,∞). A well-known condition for the
property that the driving function θ ∈ C

(
[0, T ],R

)
generates a radial chord γ[0,T ] in D is

an estimate for the derivative of the inverse map ft := h−1
t near the driving function θt

(locally) uniformly in time. More precisely, to verify the existence of the Loewner trace γ,
it suffices to show the existence of the radial limit at its tip (see, e.g., [RS05, Theorem 4.1]
or [Kem17, Theorem 6.4]):

γt := lim
y→0+

exp
(
i ft(θt + iy)

)
, uniformly for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.4)

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

|f′t(θt + iy)| ≲ ya−1, for all y > 0 and t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.5)

When θ 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 [FS17, 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. Fix n = 1 and T ∈ (0,∞). Let λ : [0, T ] → (0,∞) be a weight function that
is uniformly bounded away from zero, i.e.,

∥ 1
λ∥[0,T ] := sup

t∈[0,T ]

1
|λt| < ∞.

Let θ ∈ H1
0

(
[0, T ],R

)
(i.e., absolutely continuous such that θ0 = 0 and ET (θ) < ∞).
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1. Then, we have

∣∣f′t(θt + iy)
∣∣ ≤ exp

(1
2 ∥ 1

λ∥[0,T ]ET (θ)
)
, for all y > 0, (3.6)

where ft := h−1
t is the inverse of the Loewner map ht satisfying (3.2) with n = 1.

2. Moreover, θ generates a simple radial chord γ[0,T ] in D with the λ-parameterization.

The proof of Item 1 uses a computation similar to that in [FS17, Proof of Theorem 4].
(Though such computations have been used in earlier works, including [Lin05, MR05,
Law09a, LMR10, LJV11].) The proof of Item 2 relies on the bound (3.5) implied by Item 1
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 ϱs := θt − θt−s. Then, the (mirror) backward Loewner flow

ps(z) := ht−s(ft(z + θt)) − θt, 0 ≤ s ≤ t,

satisfies pt(z) = ft(z + θt) − θt and the backward Loewner equation

∂sps(z) = − ℓs cot
(
ps(z) + ϱs

2

)
, p0(z) = z, ℓs := λt−s, 0 ≤ s ≤ t.

Writing

ps(z) + ϱs = Xs + iYs and Ns := cos(Xs) − cosh(Ys),

we find for the inverse Loewner map the equation

∂s log |f′s(z + θt)| = ∂s log |p′
s(z)| = ℓs

(1 − cos(Xs) cosh(Ys))
N2

s

, 0 ≤ s ≤ t.

Writing also Gs := ϱs −Xs, we obtain

∂sXs = ∂sϱs − ∂sGs, ∂sYs = ℓs
sinh(Ys)
Ns

, ∂sGs = ℓs
sin(Xs)
Ns

.

Now, a straightforward computation shows that

∂s log |f′s(z + θt)| = − ℓs
sinh2(Ys)

N2
s

+ ℓs
cosh(Ys)
Ns

= −sinh(Ys)
Ns

(∂sYs) + ∂s sinh(Ys)
sinh(Ys) .

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

∂sNs

Ns
= sinh(Ys)

Ns
(∂sYs) + sin(Xs)

Ns
(∂sXs)

= sinh(Ys)
Ns

(∂sYs) + 1
ℓs

(∂sGs)(∂sϱs − ∂sGs).

27



Putting the above computations together, we see that

log |f′s(z + θt)| = log
( sinh(Yt)

sinh(Y0)

)
− log

(
Nt

N0

)
+

∫ t

0

(
(∂sGs)(∂sϱs) − (∂sGs)2

) ds
ℓs
. (3.7)

To evaluate (3.6), take z = iy, with y > 0, so that X0 = 0 and Y0 = y. Then, since Ys and
∂sYs are positive, we see that

log
( sinh(Yt)

sinh(Y0)

)
− log

(
Nt

N0

)
≤ log

( sinh(Yt)
sinh(Y0)

)
− log

( cosh(Yt) − 1
cosh(Y0) − 1

)
=

∫ t

0

(cosh(Ys)
sinh(Ys) − sinh(Ys)

cosh(Ys) − 1

)
(∂sYs) ds

= −
∫ t

0

∂sYs

sinh(Ys) ds ≤ 0.

Finally, noting that 1
4(∂sϱs)2 ≥ (∂sGs)(∂sϱs) − (∂sGs)2, we obtain from (3.7) the sought

estimate (3.6):

log |f′t(iy + θt)| ≤ 1
4

∫ t

0
(∂sϱs)2 ds

ℓs
= 1

4

∫ t

0
(∂sθs)2 ds

λs
≤ 1

2 ∥ 1
λ∥[0,T ]ET (θ).

This proves Item 1. To prove Item 2, note first that the estimate (3.6) already implies that,
for every t ∈ [0, T ] and 0 < y < y′ ≤ y0, we have

∣∣ft(θt + iy) − ft(θt + iy′)
∣∣ ≤

∫ y′

y
|f′t(θt + iu)| du

≤ y0 exp
(1

2 ∥ 1
λ∥[0,T ]ET (θ)

)
y0→0−−−→ 0.

This shows that the radial limit (3.4) exists uniformly in time and in particular is continuous
in time. By arguments similar to [RS05, Theorem 4.1], this then implies that θ generates
a radial chord γ[0,T ] in D. It remains to show that γ is simple. Observe that if γ is not
simple, then there exists a time τ ∈ [0, T ] such that one of the following holds:

(i) γ intersects the boundary at some point γ(τ) = x ∈ ∂D∖ {1} at time τ = τx; or
(ii) at time τ , the curve γ intersects its own past, so γ(τ) = γ(τ ′) for some 0 ≤ τ ′ < τ .

If scenario (ii) occurs, then for any intermediate time s ∈ (τ ′, τ), the part t 7→ gs(γs+t) =: γ̃t

of the curve after time s hits ∂D∖ {eiθs} at time t = τ − s. By additivity of the Dirichlet
energy (2.16), the energy of the driving function θ̃ of γ̃ satisfies ET −s(θ̃) ≤ ET (θ), so scenario
(ii) reduces to scenario (i). It thus remains to show that scenario (i) cannot occur. Thanks to
Lemma 3.8, by making a time change we may assume without loss of generality that λt ≡ 1.
Suppose, towards a contradiction, that scenario (i) occurs for some γ(τ) = x ∈ ∂D∖ {1}.
Consider the time-evolution (3.2) (with n = 1) of ξt := ht(−i log x) ∈ (0, 2π):

d
dtξt = cot

(
ξt − θt

2

)
= cot

(
ωt

2

)
, where ωt := ξt − θt

satisfies ω0 = ξ0 ∈ (0, 2π). At the hitting time τx to x, we have ωτx ∈ {0, 2π}, and

∞ > 2ET (θ) ≥ 2Eτx(θ) ≥ 2 lim
t→τx−

Et(θ)
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= lim
t→τx−

∫ t

0

( d
dsωs − d

dsξs
)2 ds

= lim
t→τx−

∫ t

0

(( d
dsωs

)2 − 2
( d

ds ωs
)

cot
(
ωs

2

)
+ cot2

(
ωs

2

))
ds

≥ − 2 lim
t→τx−

∫ t

0

( d
dsωs

)
cot

(
ωs

2

)
ds

= − 4 lim
t→τx−

∫ t

0

d
ds

(
log sin

(
ωs

2

))
ds

= − 4 lim
t→τx−

log
( sin

(ωt
2

)
sin

(ω0
2

))
= ∞.

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

Remark 3.10. As a consequence of the proof of Theorem 3.9, we get the following form
for the derivative of the inverse Loewner chain (compare with [FS17, Proposition 1]):

log |f′s(z + θt)| = log
( sinh(Yt)

sinh(Y0)

)
− log

(
Nt

N0

)
+

∫ t

0

(
(∂sGs)(∂sϱs) − (∂sGs)2

) 1
ℓs

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 Itô-Föllmer 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 1.9. The proof comprises a few steps.
We first show that for each t ∈ [0, T ], the hull Kt consists of n disjoint sets which only
touch the boundary ∂D at the starting points z1

0 , . . . , z
n
0 (Proposition 3.11). We then derive

a generalized version of the restriction property (Proposition 3.12, cf. [LSW03]), 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 1.9 in the end.

Proposition 3.11. Consider a multiradial Loewner chain with the 1-common parameteriza-
tion for which the uniformizing conformal mappings gt : D∖Kt → D satisfy Equation (1.11)
with driving functions zj

t = eiθj
t for j = 1, . . . , n, where θ = (θ1, . . . , θn) ∈ Cθ0([0, T ],Xn).

If JT (θ) < ∞, then we have

Kt =
n⊔

j=1
Kj

t , for each t ∈ [0, T ],

where Kj
t are pairwise disjoint connected hulls such that Kj

t ∩ ∂D = {eiθj
0}, for all j.

Proof. We will first prove that Kt ∩ ∂D = {eiθ1
0 , . . . , eiθn

0 } for all t ∈ [0, T ]. As the first step,
we show that none of the boundary points x ∈ ∂D∖ {eiθ1

0 , . . . , eiθn
0 } can be swallowed when

the energy is finite. Consider the swallowing times

τx := min
1≤j≤n

τ j
x where τ j

x := sup
{
t ≥ 0 : inf

s∈[0,t]

∣∣gs(x) − eiθj
s
∣∣ > 0

}
.
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Figure 3.1: Illustration of a finite-energy hull and paths separating its components, as in
the proof of Proposition 3.11.

Towards a contradiction, suppose that τx ≤ T . On the one hand, Corollary 2.9 shows that
T < τcoll. On the other hand, if τ j

x = τ i
x for some i ̸= j, then

|eiθj
s − eiθi

s | ≤ |eiθj
s − gs(x)| + |gs(x) − eiθj

s
∣∣ s→τ j

x−−−−−→ 0,

which shows that τcoll ≤ τ j
x. Hence, we may without loss of generality assume that

{j0} := arg minj τ
j
x = {1}, so that τx = τ j0

x = τ1
x ≤ T . Consider the time-evolution

gt(eiu) = exp(iht(u)) and ξt := ht(−i log x) ∈ (0, 2π), t < τx,

and denote

ωj
t := ξt − θj

t , j = 1, . . . , n, so that ω1
τx

∈ {0, 2π}.

From (3.2) (with λt ≡ 1) we see that

d
dtξt =

n∑
j=1

cot
(
ωj

t

2

)
, t < τx.

We will now estimate the multiradial Dirichlet energy of θ under the assumption that
τx = τ1

x ≤ T , which will lead to a contradiction with the finiteness of the energy:

∞ > 2JT (θ) ≥ 2Jτx(θ) =
∫ τx

0

n∑
j=1

∣∣ d
dsθ

j
s − 2ϕj(θs)

∣∣2 ds ≥
∫ τx

0

∣∣ d
dsθ

1
s − 2ϕ1(θs)

∣∣2 ds

=
∫ τx

0
|Vs − Zs|2 ds, (3.8)

where Vs := d
dsω

1
s − cot

(
ω1

s

2

)
,

Zs :=
n∑

j=2

(
cot

(
ωj

s

2

)
+ 2 cot

(
ω1

s − ωj
s

2

))
.

30



We will show that the righthand side of (3.8) is infinite, which gives a contradiction. First,
as τcoll > τx, there exists a constant R ∈ (0,∞) such that |Zs| ≤ R for all s ≤ τx, so∫ τx

0
|Zs|2 ds ≤ Rτx.

Second, the same computation as in the end of the proof of Theorem 3.9 shows that

lim
t→τx−

∫ t

0
|Vs|2 ds ≥ − 4 lim

t→τx−
log

(sin
(ω1

t
2

)
sin

(ω1
0

2
))

= +∞,

since ω1
τx

∈ {0, 2π}. We conclude that

∞ > (3.8) =
∫ τx

0
|Vs − Zs|2 ds

≥ lim
t→τx−

∫ t

0
|Vs|2 ds︸ ︷︷ ︸

= +∞

−
∫ τx

0
|Zs|2 ds︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤ R τx ∈ [0,+∞)

− 2
∫ τx

0
|Vs − Zs||Zs| ds︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤ 2
√

Rτx

( ∫ τx

0 |Vs−Zs|2 ds
)1/2

= ∞,

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

0 ≤ 2
∫ τx

0
|Vs − Zs||Zs| ds ≤

∣∣∣2 √
Rτx

( ∫ τx

0
|Vs − Zs|2 ds

)1/2∣∣∣ ≤ 2
√
Rτx

√
2 Jτx(θ) < ∞.

This gives the sought contradiction — so we conclude that for all x ∈ ∂D∖{eiθ1
0 , . . . , eiθn

0 },
we have τx > T . We have thus shown that Kt ∩ ∂D = {eiθ1

0 , . . . , eiθn
0 } for all t ∈ [0, T ].

To finish, we will prove that Kt = ⊔n
j=1K

j
t is a union of pairwise disjoint connected

hulls Kj
t . Indeed, pick n boundary points eiu1

, eiu2
, . . . , eiun ∈ ∂D such that uj ∈ (θj

0, θ
j+1
0 )

for each j, with the convention that θn+1
0 = θ1

0 + 2π. Pick n simple paths η1, η2, . . . , ηn in
D∖Kt such that each ηj connects the origin to eiuj in D and η1, η2, . . . , ηn only intersect
at the origin — see Figure 3.1 for an illustration. Then, ∪jη

j separates Kt into n disjoint
connected hulls Kj

t satisfying Kj
t ∩ ∂D = {eiθj

0}, for j = 1, . . . , n.

We will now prove a generalized version of the restriction property (Proposition 3.12).
In the 1-common parameterization, the uniformizing Loewner maps gt : D ∖ Kt → D
satisfy (1.11) with zj

t = eiθj
t , and the map ht related to gt via gt(eiu) = exp(iht(u)) satisfies

∂tht(u) =
n∑

j=1
cot

(
ht(u) − θj

t

2

)
. (3.9)

See Figure 3.2 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 gt : D∖Kt → D satisfy Equation (1.11)
with driving functions zj

t = eiθj
t for j = 1, . . . , n, where θ = (θ1, . . . , θn) ∈ Cθ0([0, T ],Xn).

Suppose that JT (θ) < ∞.
Fix k ∈ {1, . . . , n} and consider the partition Kt = Rk

t ⊔Kk
t , where Kk

t is the connected
component of Kt containing eiθk

0 as in Proposition 3.11, and Rk
t = Kt ∖Kk

t its complement.
Define the following quantities, as shown in Figure 3.2:
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Figure 3.2: Illustration of the setup of Proposition 3.12.

• Write R̃k
t := gt(Rk

T ∖Rk
t ) for t ∈ [0, T ].

• Let φk
t : D∖ R̃k

t → D denote the uniformizing map normalized at the origin.

• Write K̂k
t = φk

0(Kk
t ).

• Let ĝk
t : D∖ K̂k

t → D denote the uniformizing map normalized at the origin.

• Define ĥk
t ∈ [0, 2π) by ĝk

t (eiu) = exp(iĥk
t (u)) for u ∈ H such that eiu ∈ D∖ K̂k

t .

• Define χk
t ∈ [0, 2π) by φk

t (eiu) = exp(iχk
t (u)) for u ∈ H such that eiu ∈ D∖ R̃k

t .

Then, we have

∂tĥ
k
t (u) = λk

t cot
(
ĥk

t (u) − θ̂k
t

2

)
, t ∈ [0, τ̂u), (3.10)

where t 7→ λk
t :=

(
(χk

t )′(θk
t )

)2 is a continuous weight function, t 7→ θ̂k
t := χk

t (θk
t ), is the

driving function, and

τ̂u := sup
{
t ≥ 0 : inf

s∈[0,t]

∣∣ĝk
s (eiu) − eiθ̂s

∣∣ > 0
}
.

Furthermore, we have ET (λk) < ∞ and ET (θ̂k) < ∞.

Proof. See Figure 3.2 for the setup. Note that ĝk
t = φk

t ◦ gt ◦ (φk
0)−1, since all uniformizing

maps are normalized at the origin. Similarly, ĥk
t = χk

t ◦ ht ◦ (χk
0)−1.

We see that the hulls (K̂k
t )t≥0 are locally growing, since the hulls (Kk

t )t≥0 are locally
growing and contained in the domain of φk

0, which is a homeomorphism that extends
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continuously to the boundary. This implies that ĝk
t satisfies the weighted single-curve radial

Loewner equation for some weight λk
t , with driving function eiθ̂k

t = φk
t (eiθk

t ). Consequently,
ĥk

t satisfies an equation of the form (3.10) with θ̂k
t = χk

t (θt), again with some weight λk
t .

In order to find λk
t , we compute the time derivative of ĥt(u) = χk

t ◦ ht ◦ (χk
0)−1(u) using

the chain rule, substituting into (3.9), and then setting the result equal to the righthand
side of (3.10), which shows that

λk
t cot

(
χk

t (v) − χk
t (θk

t )
2

)
= (∂tχ

k
t )(v) + (χk

t )′(v)
n∑

j=1
cot

(
v − θj

t

2

)
, (3.11)

where v = (ht ◦ (χk
0)−1)(u) for eiu ∈ D ∖ K̂k

t . The above equation (3.11) holds whenever
eiv ∈ D∖ R̃k

t . We will solve for λk
t and evaluate the limit as v → θ∗ := θk

t . For this purpose,
we define the notation θ∗ to be clear that this value is fixed, even as we consider χk

s for
s ∈ [t− ϵ, t+ ϵ]. However, due to the singularity at θ∗, we first take care to check that all
relevant maps are jointly continuous in a neighborhood of (t, θ∗).

The conformal mapping χk
t is well-defined and extends continuously to the boundary

in an H-neighborhood around θ∗, so by Schwarz reflection, χk
t extends conformally to a

neighborhood of θ∗ in the complex plane. Moreover, the conformal maps χk
s are continuously

differentiable in s, and we can find ϵ > 0 and H-neighborhood O around θ∗ such that the
map (v, s) 7→ ∂sχ

k
s(v) exists and is jointly continuous on O×[t−ϵ, t+ϵ]. Again extending by

Schwarz reflection, there exists a C-neighborhood U ∋ θ∗ such that for s ∈ [t− ϵ, t+ ϵ], each
∂sχ

k
s is conformal on U , the map (v, s) 7→ ∂sχ

k
s(v) is jointly continuous on U × [t− ϵ, t+ ϵ].

Without loss of generality, we may assume that U is simply connected with rectifiable
boundary. Finally, for each m ∈ N, the map11 (z, t) 7→ ∂tχ

(m)
t is jointly continuous on

U × [t− ϵ, t+ ϵ], which we can see by applying the Cauchy differentiation formula,

χ
(m)
t+s(z) − χ

(m)
t (z)

s
= m!

2πi

∫
∂U

χt+s(w) − χt(w)
s

dw
(w − z)m

, for all z ∈ U ,

and the dominated convergence theorem, which yield

∂tχ
(m)
t (z) = m!

2πi

∫
∂U

∂tχt(w)
(w − z)m

dw = ( d
dz )m∂tχt(z).

Next, we Laurent expand both sides of (3.11) around the singularity θ∗, to obtain

2λk
t

χk
t (v) − χk

t (θk
t )

+O(1) = (∂tχ
k
t )(v) + (χk

t )′(v)
( 2
v − θk

t

+O(1)
)
, v → θ∗.

We can solve for λk
t by multiplying both sides by 1

2(χk
t (v) − χk

t (θk
t )) and taking the limit

as v → θ∗ (which is justified by the continuity checks above):

λk
t = lim

v→θk
t

(
(χk

t )′(v) χ
k
t (v) − χk

t (θk
t )

v − θk
t

)
=

(
(χk

t )′(θk
t )

)2 ∈ (0,∞).

Let us also note that (χk
t (θ∗))′ ̸= 0, since (by Schwarz reflection, as above) χk

t is conformal
in a neighborhood of θ∗. Finally, the joint continuity of (s, v) 7→ (χk

s)′(v) implies that λk
t is

11Here, 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 λk
t =

(
(χk

t )′(θk
t )

)2 is a
continuous weight function. This proves the asserted equality (3.10).

Finally, we check that ET (θ̂k
t ) < ∞ and ET (λk

t ) < ∞: differentiating, we have

d
dt θ̂

k
t = d

dtχ
k
t (θk

t ) = ∂tχ
k
t (θk

t ) +
(
(χk

t )′(θk
t )

) d
dtθ

k
t ,

d
dtλ

k
t = d

dt

(
(χk

t )′(θk
t )

)2 = 2
(
∂t(χk

t )′(θk
t ) +

(
(χk

t )′′(θk
t )

) d
dtθ

k
t

)
.

By joint continuity, all of ∂tχ
k
t (θk

t ), and (χk
t )′(θk

t ), and ∂t(χk
t )′(θk

t ), and (χk
t )′′(θk

t ) are
uniformly bounded on the compact interval [0, T ], while by Corollary 2.9, the function
θk

t has finite Dirichlet energy and so t 7→ d
dtθ

k
t is integrable on [0, T ] (as θk is absolutely

continuous). Thus, we see that ET (θ̂k
t ) < ∞ and ET (λk

t ) < ∞, 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 Proposition 3.11, the hull Kt = ⊔n

j=1K
j
t is a disjoint union of

n connected components Kj
t containing the starting points θj

0, 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 θk

0 = 0. With notation from Proposition 3.12, the map ĥk
t satisfies the

(single) radial Loewner equation (3.2) (with n = 1) parametrized by the continuous weight
function λk and with driving function θ̂k, which has finite Dirichlet energy ET (θ̂k) < ∞.
Thus, by Theorem 3.9 we know that K̂k is a simple radial chord, so Kk

T = (φk
0)−1(K̂k

T ) 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 KT is a simple curve.

3.4 Proof of the LDP for multiradial SLE0+

In this section, we prove the main result, Theorem 1.8. Let us begin by recalling that the
Loewner transform Lt, defined in (1.12), sends driving functions to the hulls generated
by the multiradial Loewner equation (1.11) with 1-common parameterization. Hence, it
would be natural to apply the contraction principle, (Theorem E) to deduce the LDP for
multiradial SLEκ from the LDP for Dyson Brownian motion (Theorem 1.2). However, as
the Loewner transform is not continuous, we cannot do this directly. Instead, we first
restrict Lt 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 SLE0+.

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 (Pκ)κ>0
of probability measures satisfies an LDP in X with good rate function I : X → [0,+∞], that
is, for any closed subset F0 and open subset O0 of X, we have

lim
κ→0+

κ log Pκ[
F0

]
≤ − inf

x∈F0
I(x) and lim

κ→0+
κ log Pκ[

O0
]

≥ − inf
x∈O0

I(x),

and the level set I−1[0, c] is a compact subset of X, for all c ∈ [0,∞). Define

J(y) := inf
x∈f−1{y}

I(x), y ∈ Y.
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Then, the family (Pκ)κ>0 := (Pκ ◦ f−1)κ>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
κ→0+

κ logPκ[F ] ≤ − inf
y∈F

J(y) and lim
κ→0+

κ logPκ[O] ≥ − inf
y∈O

J(y),

and the level set J−1[0, c] is a compact subset of Y , for all c ∈ [0,∞).

Proposition 3.13 (Restricted LDP). Let X be a Hausdorff topological space, (Pκ)κ>0 a
family of probability measures on X, and I : X → [0,+∞] a rate function. Suppose A ⊂ X

is a measurable subset such that I−1[0,∞) ⊂ A and Pκ[A] = 1 for every κ > 0. Then, the
family (P|κA)κ>0 of restricted measures satisfies an LDP in A with rate function I|A if and
only if the family (Pκ)κ>0 satisfies an LDP in X with rate function I. Specifically, for
every closed F ⊂ X and open O ⊂ X, the following equivalences hold:

lim
κ→0

κ logPκ[F ] ≥ − inf
x∈F

I(x) ⇐⇒ lim
κ→0

κ logP|κA[F ∩A] ≥ − inf
x∈F ∩A

I|A(x),

lim
κ→0

κ logPκ[O] ≤ − inf
x∈O

I(x) ⇐⇒ lim
κ→0

κ logP|κA[O ∩A] ≥ − inf
x∈O∩A

I|A(x).

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

Proof. Since Pκ[A] = 1 and I−1[0,∞) ⊂ A, for any measurable set B ⊂ X, we have

Pκ[B] = Pκ[B ∩A] = P|κA[B ∩A] and inf
x∈B

I(x) = inf
x∈B∩A

I(x) = inf
x∈B∩A

I|A(x).

The equivalences follow. The last claim follows from the assumption I−1[0,∞) ⊂ A.

Remark 3.14. In Proposition 3.13 it is enough to assume that A ⊂ X is some (not
necessarily measurable) subset such that I−1[0,∞) ⊂ A and for every κ > 0 there is some
measurable set Aκ ⊂ A such that Pκ[Aκ] = 1. We equip A with the subspace topology
induced from X, and define the restricted measures by P|κA[E] := Pκ[E ∩Aκ].

Recall that a hull is a compact setK ⊂ D such that D∖K is simply connected, 0 ∈ D∖K,
and the closure K ∩ D = K in C. For each hull K, we denote by gK : D ∖ K → D the
uniformizing map normalized at the origin, i.e., satisfying gK(0) = 0 and g′

K(0) > 0.
We call log g′

K(0) the capacity of K, so that the complement of K has conformal radius
1/g′

K(0) = e− log g′
K(0). For each fixed T ∈ (0,∞), we denote

KT =
{
hulls K ⊂ D of capacity nT

}
. K :=

⋃
T ≥0

KT . (3.12)

We endow the space K of hulls with the coarsest (Carathéodory) topology for which
a sequence (K(k))k∈N in K converges to K ∈ K if and only if the associated functions
g−1

K(k)
converge to g−1

K uniformly on compact subsets of D. By [Dur83, Theorem 3.1],
this is equivalent to the Carathéodory kernel convergence of the complementary domains
D(k) := D∖K(k) to D := D∖K with respect to the origin: for any subsequence (D(kj))j∈N
we have D = ⋃

j≥1
( ⋂

i≥j D(kj)
)

0, denoting by V0 the connected component of a set V ⊂ D
containing the origin. Because we require that K ∩ D = K for any hull K, we see that for
two hulls K ̸= K̃, we have D∖K ̸= D∖K̃, 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 is contained in the set of compact subsets of D, the Carathéodory and
Hausdorff (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(k))k∈N in K converges to K ∈ K in the
Carathéodory sense and to K̃ ∈ C in the Hausdorff metric. Then D ∖ K = (D ∖ K̃)0.
In particular, we have D ∩K = D ∩ K̃ if and only if D∖ K̃ is connected.

Proof. This follows by the same proof as [PW24, Lemma 2.3].

The Loewner transform LT : C
(
[0, T ],Xn

)
→ C sends driving functions to hulls,

LT (θ) := {z ∈ D | τz ≤ T} ⊂ KT ⊂ C.

It is well-known that LT is continuous in the Carathéodory sense (see [MS16b, Propo-
sition 6.1] for a proof for general Loewner chains). While LT 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 LT = ι ◦ L′
T ,

where L′
T : C

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
→ KT is the Loewner transform to the set (3.12) of hulls of capacity

nT , and ι : K ↪→ C is the inclusion of the hulls to the compact subsets of D. Now, the
map L′

T is continuous in the Carathéodory sense (e.g., by [MS16b, Proposition 6.1]), so
Theorem 1.2 and the contraction principle (Theorem E) together imply that the initial
segments γκ

[0,T ] of multiradial SLEκ curves with laws (Pκ)κ>0 satisfy an LDP in KT (in the
Carathéodory sense) with good rate function I ′

T : KT → [0,+∞] defined similarly to (1.14),

I ′
T (K) := inf

θ∈(L′
T )−1(K)

JT (θ).

Next, denote by A ⊂ KT 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 3.2).
For κ ≤ 4,12 we have Pκ[A] = 1, while by Theorem 1.9, the set A contains all finite-energy
hulls. Thus, we deduce from Proposition 3.1313 that the family (Pκ)κ>0 satisfies an LDP
in A in the Carathéodory sense and with good rate function I ′

T |A.
Now, we claim that the restricted map ι|A : A ↪→ C is continuous, when the former space

carries the Carathéodory topology and the latter the Hausdorff metric. Indeed, suppose
that a sequence

(
η(k)

)
k∈N of simple radial multichords in A converges to η ∈ A in the

Carathéodory sense. By compactness of C, passing to a subsequence, η(k) also converge
in the Hausdorff metric to some η̃ ∈ C. Then Lemma 3.15 implies that D ∩ η = D ∩ η̃

(since otherwise, η would have non-empty interior). Furthermore, since η is a hull and
η̃ is compact, this implies that η = η ∩ D = D ∩ η̃ ⊆ η̃. Now, if x ∈ (∂D) ∖ η, then
the sets η(k) avoid x for large enough k, so x /∈ η̃. It follows that η and η̃ agree on the
interior of the disk and also on the boundary, so η = η̃. This shows that ι|A : A ↪→ C is
continuous. Therefore, we can apply the contraction principle (Theorem E) again to deduce

12In the context of Remark 3.6 concerning other SLE variants, this is replaced by κ ≤ 4 ∧ a.
13Note that A contains a Pκ-measurable subset of full measure, because the solution of the Loewner

equation is measurable with respect to the driving process (whose law is Pκ). See also Remark 3.14.
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that the pushforward measures (Pκ ◦ (ι|A))κ>0 satisfy an LDP in ι(A) ⊂ C in the Hausdorff
metric with good rate function (I ′

T ◦ ι−1)|ι(A) = (IT )|ι(A). From this, we conclude again
using Proposition 3.13 that the initial segments γκ

[0,T ] of multiradial SLEκ curves with laws
(Pκ)κ>0 indeed satisfy the LDP (1.15, 1.16) in C with good rate function IT .

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 → ∞ 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 4.2 in Section 4.1 concerns the existence and uniqueness of the
zero-energy flow for all time, and Proposition 4.5 concerns its convergence to the static
equally-spaced configuration. We consider the convergence of finite-energy systems in
Section 4.2 (see in particular Proposition 4.7 and Remark 4.9). Theorem 1.10 follows by
collecting the results of this section:

Proof of Theorem 1.10. This is the content of Propositions 4.5 & 4.7 below.

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 ET appearing in (2.15) is non-negative and attains the mini-
mum ET (θ0) = 0 at the constant function θ ≡ θ0. Although the sign of the functional Φ0

T

is not clear from its formula (2.18), Proposition 4.2 below shows that also JT attains the
minimum zero. We investigate the minimizers in more detail in Proposition 4.5.

Lemma 4.1. Fix θ ∈ Xn and, using the convention that θn+1 = θ1 + 2π as in (1.2), let
j ∈ arg min

1≤k≤n
(θk+1 − θk). Then, the functions (1.5) satisfy

ϕj+1(θ) − ϕj(θ) ≥ π − n

(
θj+1 − θj

2

)
≥ 0. (4.1)

Proof. To streamline the notation, we make the change of variables ωk := θk/2. Rewriting
the lefthand side of (4.1) in terms of ωk using (1.5) yields

ϕj+1(θ) − ϕj(θ) =
n−1∑
k=1

(
cot

(
ωj+1 − ωj+1−k)

− cot
(
ωj − ωj−k))

(4.2)

A key observation is that the sum is telescoping when the ωj are equally-spaced on [0, π),
an idea that will be used again in the proof of Proposition 4.5. Note that

cot(u) − cot(v) ≥ v − u, 0 < u ≤ v < π, (4.3)

since d
du cot(u) = − csc2(u) ≤ −1. We can use this to bound terms in (4.2) as

cot
(
ωj+1 − ωk)

− cot
(
ωj − ωk−1)

≥
(
ωj − ωk−1)

−
(
ωj+1 − ωk)
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= −
(
ωj+1 − ωj)

+
(
ωk − ωk−1)

.

Substituting these bounds into (4.2), then adding and subtracting (ωj+1 − ωj), we obtain

ϕj+1(θ) − ϕj(θ) ≥
( n∑

k=1

(
ωk − ωk−1))

− n
(
ωj+1 − ωj)

= π − n
(
ωj+1 − ωj)

,

which gives the asserted inequality (4.1) (after substituting back ωk = θk/2).

Proposition 4.2. The system of differential equations on Cθ0

(
[0,∞),Xn

)
given by

d
dtθ

j
t = 2ϕj(θt) for all t ≥ 0 and j ∈ {1, . . . , n} (4.4)

has a unique solution for each initial configuration θ0 ∈ Xn.

Proof. Using the convention that θn+1 = θ1 + 2π as in (1.2), write

∆θ := min
1≤j≤n

∣∣θj+1 − θj
∣∣ ∈

[
0, 2π

n

]
, θ = (θ1, . . . , θn) ∈ Xn, (4.5)

and consider the space

X ε
n = {θ ∈ Xn | ∆θ > ε}, ε > 0.

For each fixed ε > 0, each map θ 7→ 2ϕj(θ) appearing on the righthand side of the ODE (4.4)
is Lipschitz on X ε

n by (1.5), so for θ0 ∈ X ε
n a unique solution exists in X ε

n up until the
time when the boundary ∂X ε

n is hit. (Indeed, the Picard-Lindelöf 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 ε.) Thus, it suffices to show that any solution
to (4.4) with initial condition in X ε

n stays in X ε
n without hitting the boundary. To establish

this, we show that the map t 7→ ∆(t) := ∆θt is non-decreasing. As ∆ is differentiable
almost everywhere, it suffices to show that d

dt∆(t) ≥ 0 for each t > 0 where it exists.
To this end, note that the ODE (4.4) and Lemma 4.1 together imply that

d
dt

(
θj+1

t − θj
t

)
= 2

(
ϕj+1(θt) − ϕj(θt)

)
≥ 2π − n∆(t) ≥ 0, (4.6)

for any index j ∈ At := arg min
1≤k≤n

(θk+1
t − θk

t ). From this, we deduce that

d
dt∆(t) = min

j∈At

d
dt

(
θj+1

t − θj
t

)
≥ 0. (4.7)

This concludes the proof (see also Remark 4.3).

Remark 4.3. Equations (4.6, 4.7) imply that if ∆(t) < 2π/n, then d
dt∆(t) > 0, while if

∆(t) = 2π/n, then ∆(t) stays constant after time t, since d
dt∆(t) = 0.

Remark 4.4. Remark 2.13 could be used to give an alternative, indirect proof of Proposi-
tion 4.2. Indeed, for every T ≥ 0, there exists at least one minimizer θ ∈ Cθ0

(
[0, T ],Xn

)
with

JT (θ) = 0. From Definition 1.1, we see that such minimizers must satisfy Equation (4.5).
Since T ≥ 0 was arbitrary, we can extend the solution for all times, θ ∈ Cθ0

(
[0,∞),Xn

)
.
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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(θ) = 0. Then, there exists ζ ∈ R such that

lim
t→∞

θt =
(
ζ, ζ + 2π

n , . . . , ζ + (n−1)2π
n

)
, (4.8)

and the convergence is exponentially fast with exponential rate n.

Proof. We will first show that

d(θt) := max
1≤j≤n

∣∣∣∣2π
n

− (θj+1
t − θj

t )
∣∣∣∣ t→∞−→ 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 2π/n as t → ∞. Indeed, consider

yt := 2π
n

− min
1≤j≤n

(
θj+1

t − θj
t

)
= 2π

n
− ∆(t) ≥ 0, (4.10)

Yt := max
1≤j≤n

(
θj+1

t − θj
t

)
− 2π

n
≥ 0, (4.11)

where ∆(t) := minj

∣∣θj+1
t − θj

t

∣∣. Since the gaps (θj+1
t − θj

t ) sum up to 2π, we see that
Yt ≤ (n− 1)yt, and thus,

d(θt) = max{yt, Yt} ≤ (n− 1)yt. (4.12)

From Definition 1.1 and the assumption J(θ) = 0, we know that θ satisfies the ODE (4.4)
from Proposition 4.2. From (4.7), we then deduce that, for almost every t ≥ 0, there exists
an index j such that

d
dtyt = −2

(
ϕj+1(θt) − ϕj(θt)

)
≤ −nyt =⇒ yt ≤ y0e

−nt.

It follows that∣∣∣2π
n −

(
θj+1

t − θj
t

)∣∣∣ ≤ (n− 1)yt ≤ (n− 1)y0e
−nt, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. (4.13)

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

From (4.13), we have

2π
n − (n− 1)e−nt ≤ θj+1

t − θj
t ≤ 2π

n + (n− 1)e−nt, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. (4.14)

Fix t0 such that (n − 1)e−nt0 < 2π
n2 . Then (θj

t − θj−k
t ) ∈ (0, π) and (θj+k

t − θj
t ) ∈ (0, π)

for all k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ⌊n/2⌋} and t ≥ t0. Applying (4.14) k times and using the identity
d

du cot(u) = − csc2(u) ≤ −1, we see that

cot
(kπ
n

+ k(n− 1)
2 e−nt

)
≤ cot

(θj
t − θj−k

t

2
)

≤ cot
(kπ
n

− k(n− 1)
2 e−nt

)
, (4.15)
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and similarly for cot
( θj+k

t −θj
t

2
)
. We thus obtain

∣∣ d
dtθ

j
t

∣∣ ≤ 2
⌊n/2⌋−1∑

k=1

∣∣∣∣ cot
(θj

t − θj−k
t

2
)

− cot
(θj+k

t − θj
t

2
)∣∣∣∣

≤ 2
⌊n/2⌋−1∑

k=1

(
cot

(kπ
n

− k(n− 1)
2 e−nt

)
− cot

(kπ
n

+ k(n− 1)
2 e−nt

))
[by (4.15)]

≤ 2(n− 1)e−nt
⌊n/2⌋−1∑

k=1
k [by (4.3)]

≤ (n− 1)2(n− 3)
4 e−nt t→∞−→ 0,

when n is odd, and similarly,

∣∣ d
dtθ

j
t

∣∣ ≤ 2
∣∣∣∣ cot

(θj
t − θ

j−n/2
t

2
)∣∣∣∣︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤ n(n−1)
4 e−nt

+ 2
⌊n/2⌋−1∑

k=1

∣∣∣∣ cot
(θj

t − θj−k
t

2
)

− cot
(θj+k

t − θj
t

2
)∣∣∣∣︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤ (n−1)2(n−3)
4 e−nt

t→∞−→ 0,

when n is even. In particular, we see that there exists a constant c ∈ (0,∞) such that∫ ∞

t0
| d

dtθ
j
t | dt ≤ cn3e−nt0 < ∞,

which shows that, first of all, lim
t→∞

θj
t exists and is given by (4.8) for some ζ ∈ R, and second

of all, the convergence happens with exponential rate n.

Remark 4.6. If Ja,ρ
T (θ) = 0, we get instead

d
dtyt = −2

((
ϕj+1

a (θt) + ρ
)

− (ϕj
a(θt) + ρ)

)
= −a

4
(
2
(
ϕj+1(θt) − ϕj(θt)

))
≤ −a

4nyt.

Hence, the proofs of Propositions 4.2 and 4.5 give that the differential equation

d
dtθ

j
t = 2ϕj

a(θj) + ρ

has a unique solution for each initial configuration θ0 ∈ Xn, and it satisfies

lim
t→∞

(θt − ρt) =
(
ζ, ζ + 2π

n , . . . , ζ + (n−1)2π
n

)
,

for some ζ ∈ R, where the convergence is exponentially fast with exponential rate a
4n.

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 4.5 for zero-energy systems, and see Remark 4.8.)
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Proposition 4.7. Consider a function θ ∈ Cθ0

(
[0,∞),Xn

)
. If J(θ) < ∞, then we have

lim
t→∞

(θj+1
t − θj

t ) = 2π
n
, for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. (4.16)

Remark 4.8. Proposition 4.7 states that for finite-energy systems, the points eiθ1
t , . . . , eiθn

t

eventually approach equal spacing around the circle — but, in contrast to Proposition 4.5, 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 θ1:

θt =
(
θ1

t , θ
1
t + 2π

n , . . . , θ
1
t + (n−1)2π

n

)
, t ≥ 0,

so that ϕj(θt) = 0 for every j and t. If θ1 ∈ Cθ1
0

(
[0,∞),X1

)
has finite Dirichlet energy

E(θ1) < ∞, then θ has finite multiradial Dirichlet energy:

J(θ) = 1
2

∫ ∞

0

n∑
j=1

∣∣ d
dsθ

j
s − 2ϕj(θs)

∣∣2 ds = 1
2

∫ ∞

0

n∑
j=1

∣∣ d
dsθ

j
s

∣∣2 ds = nE(θ1) < ∞.

However, this system may slowly spiral, for example if θ1
t = log(t+ 1).

Proof of Proposition 4.7. As in the proof of Proposition 4.5, now under the assumption
that J(θ) < ∞, we first prove (4.16), which will follow by proving the convergence (4.9) (in
this case with unspecified rate). By the observation in Equation (4.12), it actually suffices
to show that the quantity yt (4.10) approaches zero as t → ∞. To this end, we will first
show that J(θ) < ∞ implies

D(δ) :=
{
t ∈ [0,∞) : yt ≥ δ

}
has finite Lebesgue measure for any δ > 0. (4.17)

Thereafter, we will show that if J(θ) < ∞, then D(δ) is a bounded set for every δ > 0.
This is equivalent with lim

t→∞
yt ≤ δ for every δ > 0. As y is non-negative, by taking δ → 0

we may then conclude that lim
t→∞

yt = 0.
Fix δ > 0. On the one hand, Lemma 4.1 implies that if yt ≥ δ, then 2 max

1≤j≤n
|ϕj(θt)| ≥ n

2 δ.
On the other hand, the triangle inequality yields

2 max
1≤j≤n

|ϕj(θt)| ≤ max
1≤j≤n

| d
dtθ

j
t − 2ϕj(θt)| + max

1≤j≤n
| d

dtθ
j
t |. (4.18)

Hence, if yt ≥ δ, then at least one term on the righthand side of (4.18) is greater than or
equal to n

4 δ. This allows us to bound the Lebesgue measure ν(D(δ)) of the set D(δ) as

ν(D(δ)) ≤ ν(S) + ν(R), (4.19)

where S :=
{
t ∈ [0,∞) : max

1≤j≤n
| d

dtθ
j
t − 2ϕj(θt)| ≥ n

4 δ
}
,

R :=
{
t ∈ [0,∞) : max

1≤j≤n
| d

dtθ
j
t | ≥ n

4 δ
}
.

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

0

(
max

1≤j≤n

∣∣ d
dsθ

j
s − 2ϕj(θs)

∣∣)2
ds ≤

∫ ∞

0

n∑
j=1

∣∣ d
dsθ

j
s − 2ϕj(θs)

∣∣2 ds = 2J(θ),
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∫ ∞

0

(
max

1≤j≤n

∣∣ d
dsθ

j
s

∣∣)2
ds ≤

∫ ∞

0

n∑
j=1

∣∣ d
dsθ

j
s

∣∣2 ds = 2E(θ),

so that

ν(D(δ)) ≤ 32
n2δ2

(
J(θ) + E(θ)

)
< ∞,

since J(θ) < ∞ by assumption and E(θ) < ∞ by Corollary 2.10. This verifies (4.17).
Next, suppose that D(δ) is unbounded. Then, there exists and a sequence (t(k))k∈N

such that t(k) → ∞ as k → ∞ and yt(k) ≥ δ for all k. Since ν(D(δ/2)) < ∞, we may assume
(passing to a subsequence if necessary) that on each interval (t(k), t(k+1)), the function yt

exits D(δ/2). Set

s(k) := max{t ≤ t(k) : yt = δ/2}, k ∈ N.

Since the set D(δ/2) has finite Lebesgue measure, the length of the intervals (s(k), t(k)]
approaches zero as k → ∞, so for any ϵ > 0 we can find an index kϵ such that

|t(kϵ) − s(kϵ)| < ϵ.

By construction, for every k ∈ N and i ∈ At(k) := arg min
1≤k≤n

(θk+1
t(k)

− θk
t(k)

) we also have

δ
2 ≤ yt(k) − ys(k) = min

1≤j≤n

(
θj+1

s(k)
− θj

s(k)

)
− min

1≤j≤n

(
θj+1

t(k)
− θj

t(k)

)
≤

∣∣θi+1
s(k)

− θi+1
t(k)

∣∣ +
∣∣θi

t(k)
− θi

s(k)

∣∣.
Hence, we see that there exists an index j such that

∣∣θj
t(kϵ)

− θj
s(kϵ)

∣∣ ≥ δ/4. We thus obtain
(using also the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality)

∞ > E(θ) ≥ 1
2

∫ t(kϵ)

s(kϵ)

∣∣ d
duθ

j
u

∣∣2 du ≥

∣∣θj
t(kϵ)

− θj
s(kϵ)

∣∣2
2|t(kϵ) − s(kϵ)|

≥ δ2

32ϵ
ϵ→0−→ ∞,

which is a contradiction. This shows that D(δ) is bounded for every δ > 0 and, in particular,
that (4.16) holds.

Remark 4.9. In contrast with Proposition 4.5, finite-energy systems do not necessarily
enjoy exponential rate of convergence to the equally-spaced configuration (4.16). 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,∞) → R
be a continuous L2-function, and suppose θ1, θ2 satisfy the differential equations

d
dtθ

1
t = 2 cot

(
θ1

t − θ2
t

2

)
− f(t),

d
dtθ

2
t = 2 cot

(
θ2

t − θ1
t

2

)
, t ≥ 0,

with initial configuration θ0 = (θ1
0, θ

2
0) = (0, π). Then, θ = (θ1, θ2) ∈ Cθ0

(
[0,∞),Xn

)
has

multiradial Diriclet energy

JT (θ) = 1
2

∫ T

0
f(s)2 ds,
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and ut := (θ2
t − θ1

t ) − π satisfies the differential equation

d
dtut = 4 cot

(
ut + π

2

)
+ f(t), with initial configuration u0 = 0.

Now, note that d(θt) ≥ |ut|. Next, consider a function v : [0,∞) → R satisfying the
differential equation

d
dtvt = −4vt + f(t), with initial configuration v0 = 0.

Since x 7→ cot(x+π
2 ) is 1-Lipschitz on [0, π

2 ], we have ut ≥ vt for all times before vt exits the
interval [0, π

2 ]. Choosing f(t) = ε
t+1 for ε ∈ (0, π

2 ) gives rise to the function

vt = ε e−4t
∫ t

0

e4s

s+ 1 ds ≥ ε
1 − e−4t

4(t+ 1) ,

which never exits [0, π
2 ], and thus, we find that

d(θt) ≥ ut ≥ vt ≥ ε
1 − e−4t

4(t+ 1) = O(t−1).

This gives a polynomial lower bound for the convergence rate to the equally-spaced config-
uration (4.16) for the system θ = (θ1, θ2) having energy

J(θ) =
∫ ∞

0

ε2

2(t+ 1)2 dt = ε2

2 ,

which can be made arbitrarily small by taking ε → 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 4.5.

Proposition 4.10. Consider a function θ ∈ Cθ0

(
[0,∞),Xn

)
. If JT (θ) < ∞ for every

T ≥ 0, then we have

d(θt) ≤ (n− 1)e−nt
(

2
√

2
∫ t

0
ens

√
∂sJs(θ) ds+ d(θ0)

)
, t ≥ 0, (4.20)

where d(θt) := max
1≤j≤n

∣∣∣∣2π
n

− (θj+1
t − θj

t )
∣∣∣∣.

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

yt ≤ e−nt
(

2
√

2
∫ t

0
ens

√
∂sJs(θ) ds+ y0

)
, t ≥ 0. (4.21)

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

d
dtyt =

( d
dtθ

j
t − 2ϕj(θt)

)
−

( d
dtθ

j+1
t − 2ϕj+1(θt)

)
− 2

(
ϕj+1(θt) − ϕj(θt)

)
(4.22)
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for some j ∈ At := arg min
1≤k≤n

(θk+1
t − θk

t ). It follows from Lemma 4.1 that

2
(
ϕj+1(θt) − ϕj(θt)

)
≥ nyt,

and

| d
dtθ

k
t − 2ϕk(θt)| ≤

( n∑
i=1

∣∣ d
dtθ

i
t − 2ϕi(θt)

∣∣2)1/2
=

√
2
√
∂tJt(θ), k ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Plugging these back to (4.22) yields

d
dtyt ≤ −nyt + 2

√
2
√
∂tJt(θ),

which implies (4.21) and concludes the proof.
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